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Abstract. By extending the Solow growth model so as to include the unemployment
rate as an endogenous variable, I construct a medium-run growth model and explore
evolutions of major macroeconomic variables in the medium-run. Instead of assum-
ing that the real wage rate is perfectly flexible to assure always full-employment in
the labor market, I introduce a wage-setting equation a la Blanchard (Brooking Pap.
Econ. Act. 2:89-158, 1997) that assumes a negative relation between the level of real
wage and the unemployment rate. An important characteristic of this model is that it
includes unemployment even in the steady growth equilibrium. This model can ana-
lyze the theoretical relationships among the main macroeconomic variables including
the rate of growth, the rate of unemployment, and the labor share of income in the
medium-run. Applying this model to the Japanese economy, we attempt to explain
the trend of major macroeconomic variables during the last 50 years; as the growth
rate of real GDP tended to decline over last 50 years, the unemployment rate, the
capital coefficient and the labor share had tendencies to rise over time. The trends
of these macroeconomic variables are shown to be explained consistently with our
model under certain conditions on parameters of the model.

Key words: capital coefficient, labor share, medium-run growth model, the rate of
unemployment
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1. Introduction

Macroeconomic theory is broadly divided into two sub-areas: the long-run
theory and the short-run theory. The former focuses on growth and its deter-
minants, and the latter on the study of business cycles. In standard textbooks
of macroeconomics, the key difference between the short-run and the long-
run is considered to lie in the behavior of prices and wages. In the long-run,
prices and wages are flexible and respond to excess supply or demand to clear
any market. In the short-run, many prices and wages are sticky at some prede-
termined level. The short-run theory deals with macroeconomic fluctuations
that reoccur every 5-10 years, while the long-run theory analyzes the patterns
of growth that arise over periods of several decades.

Recently, there has been substantial interest in macroeconomic problems
that do not easily fit into either of these two sub-areas. As examples of such
problems, we may mention divergent trends in unemployment in Europe in
1980s and 1990s, persistent stagnation in Japan in 1990s, and the long lasting
boom in the US from 1991 to 2001. Each of these phenomena is not easily
categorized as a business cycle or a growth phenomenon. Neither the short-
run theory nor the long-run theory can provide an appropriate framework to
analyze those phenomena, so that different tools for analysis may be required
to understand them. Blanchard [2] calls macroeconomic changes that extend
over periods of 10-20 years as medium-run phenomena, and suggests the
importance of developing macroeconomics of the medium-run.! This area
of research is developed also by Malinvaud [5, 6], Solow [8,9], Beaudry [1],
and so on.

In this paper, we construct a medium-run growth model, which can ex-
plain the persistent unemployment, by introducing the wage-setting equation
into the Solow growth model. If the rate of technological progress is constant
and labor-augmenting, this model has a unique steady growth equilibrium
that satisfies the stability condition as is the same in the Solow model. In
contrast to the Solow model, however, our model includes a constant rate
of unemployment even in the steady growth equilibrium. This is due to the
imperfect flexibility of wages that is implied by the wage-setting equation.

! The definition of the medium-run, especially about its span, is different depend-
ing on the authors. Blanchard [2] has suggested naming macroeconomic changes that
spread over periods of 15-30 years. Solow [8] defined the medium-run as “five-to-
ten-year time scale at which some sort of hybrid transitional model is appropriate.”
Beaudry [1] says “medium-run macroeconomics refers to aggregate economic phe-
nomena that manifest over periods of 10-25 years.” In spite of some differences in
their view of the time span, all of them agree in the point that this area of research deals
with the phenomena that are not dealt with either by short-run or long-run macroeco-
nomics.
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Thus, our model may be characterized as a medium-run growth model since
it deals with the time horizon over which the labor market is not cleared com-
pletely. Using this model, we will analyze how the rate of economic growth,
the rate of unemployment and the labor share are related each other in the
medium-run.

As an application of this model, we attempt to explain the trend of major
macroeconomic variables in Japan during the last 50 years. As the growth
rate of real GDP tended to decline over last 50 years in Japan, the unemploy-
ment rate, the capital coefficient and the labor share tended to rise over time.
The trend of these macroeconomic variables are shown to be explained con-
sistently, according to our model, if parameters in the model such as the rate
of labor-augmenting technological progress, the capital efficiency coefficient,
the rate of saving, and the elasticity of substitution between labor and capital
satisfy certain conditions. These conditions, we argue, seem to conform to
what happened in the Japanese economy during the last 50 years. The frame-
work of our model is so simple and general that it may provide interpretations
of medium-run evolutions not only in Japan but also in other countries.

2. The medium-run growth model

In this section, we construct a medium-run macroeconomic model that can
explain changes in unemployment in the evolution of the growth path. The
model developed below basically adopts the framework of the Solow growth
model,” but extends it so as to include unemployment as an endogenous vari-
able. The model may be called “the medium-run growth model” since it deals
with the time horizon over which the labor market is not yet perfectly ad-
justed. In other words, it deals with the period that is not as short as prices
are considered to be rigid, but is not so long as prices are considered to be
flexible enough to attain full-employment. Thus, the model developed below
is able to analyze the determination of the unemployment rate in the growth
process.

The production function is assumed to include factor augmenting techno-
logical progress to be represented as follows:

Y = F(AN, BK), 2.1)

where Y is output, N is labor employment, K is the stock of capital, A is
the efficiency of labor, and B is the efficiency of capital. Assuming that the
production function is subject to the constant returns to scale, we can rewrite
it as

y = Bf(n). 2.2

2 As for the Solow growth model, see [7].
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Here, y is output per unit of capital and 7 is the efficiency labor per unit
of efficiency capital, i.e.

Con= 22 2.3)

The production function rewritten in the ratio form as f(n) is assumed to
be concave in the strong sense and satisfy the following conditions:

fO =0, lim f'(n) =0, lim f'(n)=0. 2.4)

We assume, as with the Solow model, that a constant proportion of in-
come is saved and invested. Then, the growth rate of capital is given by the
following equation:

% = sBf (n), 2.5)

where s represents the saving rate. It is assumed, for simplicity, that there is
no depletion of capital.

The structure of the model formulated so far is the same as that of the
Solow model. However, the formulation of the labor market in our model
is different from that of the Solow model. Instead of assuming that wages
and prices are always market-clearing, our medium-run growth model as-
sumes that prices and wages are more or less sticky due to the behavior of
monopolistically competitive firms and the bargaining between firms and la-
borers. The price-setting equation together with the wage-setting equation
determines the real wage rate and the employment rate (i.e., one minus the
unemployment rate). The employment rate thus determined is normally less
than unity, meaning that there exists unemployment.

At each point in time, a firm with given stock of capital faces the prob-
lem of determining employment and output. For simplicity, let all firms be
homogeneous. Then, n that is defined by the second equation in (2.3), is both
employment of a firm with given stock of capital and the ratio of labor to
capital for the economy as a whole. As each firm is monopolistically com-
petitive in the goods market, it faces the downward sloping demand curve.
The demand for its goods is assumed to be given, in the inverse form, by

»\ "
,,=<T> L 0<g<l. (2.6)
y

Here, p is the price charged by the firm relative to the price level, y is the
average output of all firms, and 7 is the inverse of the elasticity of demand.

At each point in time, a firm determines the amount of labor for given capital
stock n to maximize profit per unit of capital & which is expressed as
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B
T = py— <Z> wn. 2.7

Here, w is the real wage rate in terms of the price level. The first order
condition of the profit maximization and the symmetry condition that all firms
must charge the same price (i.e., p = 1) imply that

1 S W
(;) fm=-~ 28

where u=1/(1 — n) is the markup of price over marginal cost. For any
given real wage rate, this equation determines the demand for labor per unit
of capital for each firm. Then the aggregate demand for labor becomes as
N = (B/A)nK.

Let us next consider the supply side of the labor market. The Solow model
assumes that the supply of labor grows at a constant rate independently of
the wage rate, and that it is fully employed through the adjustment of flex-
ible wages and prices. In our medium-run growth model, by contrast, the
supply side of the labor market is represented by a wage-setting equation,
which makes wages tend to exceed the market-clearing level. The wage-
setting equation can be derived from bargaining or efficiency wage models.?
Those theoretical models of wage-setting generate a strong core implication
that the tighter the labor market, the higher the real wage, given the workers’
reservation wage. The simplest formulation of the wage-setting is given by
the following equation which was proposed by Blanchard*

w (NN 50
i) =

where Nj is the population of labor, so that N/Nj; is the employment rate.
The parameter y reflects reservation wages, and ¢ represents the sensitivity
of the real wage rate to the tightness of the labor market.

Denote the ratio of labor population in efficiency unit ANy to capital in
efficiency unit BK by ng, i.e.

AN,
BK

(2.10)

ng =

Then, equation (2.9) is rewritten, by using this and the definition of n in (2.3),

as .
w n\
— = — ] . 2.11
A Y (ns> ¢ )

3 See [4, Chaps. 2 and 3].
4 See [2, p. 108].
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From (2.8) and (2.11), the equilibrium of the labor market is expressed by the

following equation:
1 , n\°
— ) fm=y|—]) . (2.12)
129 ng

At a given point in time, ny is constant since the population of labor in effi-
ciency unit AN, and capital stock in efficiency unit BK are given. Thus, this
equation determines the value of n. It must satisfy the inequality n < ny in
order for this solution to be economically meaningful. In the following, we
assume that this condition is satisfied.’> Then labor employment is determined
by N = (B/A)nkK.

As with the Solow model, labor population N is assumed to grow at a
constant rate A, i.e.

N
— = (2.13)
N;

The rate of labor-augmenting technological progress denoted by « and
the rate of capital-augmenting technological progress denoted by 8 are also
given constant, i.e.

A B 2.14
1-% F=§ (2.14)

Taking the time derivative of (2.10) and considering (2.13) and (2.14), we
have .

% — (@ — B+ 1) — sBf(n). (2.15)
N

This equation and (2.12) constitute a complete system to determine the
paths of n and ng. Then, the path of the employment rate n/n; is also deter-
mined.

We include capital-augmenting technological progress as well as labor-
augmenting technological progress at the start of the discussion, in order to
consider the role of biased technological progress in our model. It will be
shown below that the steady growth equilibrium is not consistent with steady
capital-augmenting technical progress (i.e., with 8 > 0 or § <0). However,
occasional changes in the level of capital efficiency B are consistent with
steady growth equilibrium. By including the capital efficiency coefficient
explicitly in our model, we can analyze the effects of biased technological
changes on unemployment and income distribution as will be shown below.

As is mentioned above, the employment-capital ratio n that is determined
by (2.12) is normally less than n,, meaning that there always exists some

5 We may replace the wage-setting function (2.11) by a more general function such
that w/A = g(n/ng), where ¢’ > 0 for 0 < n/ng < 0 and g(n/ng) — o0 as
n/ng — 1. Then, any solution of n for equation (1/u) f/(n) = g(n/ny) satisfies the
condition 0 < n/ng < 1.
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unemployment in our model. However, when parameter ¢ tends to infinity
in equation (2.12), which means that the real wage rate becomes com-
pletely flexible, we must have n = ny. In other words, the continuous full-
employment is ensured when ¢ — oo. In addition, let us set 8 = 0 and
B =1 in equation (2.15), which means that technological progress is purely
labor-augmenting. Then, it becomes as

Z: @+ 1) —sf(n). (2.16)

This equation is the same as the dynamic equation in the Solow model.
Moreover, if we put u=1 (i.e., n—00) in (2.8), the commodity market of
the model becomes perfectly competitive. Then, this model agrees with the
Solow model. Thus, the Solow model is interpreted as an extreme case of our
model.

3. The steady growth equilibrium and its stability

Turning back to the complete system of the medium-run growth model con-
sisting of (2.12) and (2.15), let us focus on the case where this system has the
steady growth equilibrium. If we denote the steady state values of (n, ny) by
(n*, n}), they must satisfy the following equations:

1 *\ €

—f'(n") =y (n—*> : (3.1a)

M nS

fry = 2= PE2 (3.1b)
sB

Thus, the steady state equilibrium requires that the right-hand side expression
of equation (3.1b) to be constant. This condition implies 8 = B/B = 0, so
that there is no capital-augmenting technological progress. In other words,
technological progress must be purely labor-augmenting for the steady
growth equilibrium to exist. It should be noted, however, that the steady
growth is consistent with once for all change in the efficiency coefficient of
capital, B. A change in B brings about a shift in the steady growth equilib-
rium. In order to examine this effect, we will make parameter B explicit in
the following model.

Thus, the complete system that is consistent with the steady growth equi-
librium is represented by the following equation system:

| n\*
—f(n)=y (—) . (3.2a)
28 ng
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% — (@+1) —sBf(n). (3.2b)
ng
The steady growth equilibrium of this system is attained at (n*, n}) such
that

L, ., n*\*
—f@m)=y (—*> ) (3.3a)
5 n}
P e
f@n) = 5 (3.3b)

This steady growth equilibrium is stable if the dynamic equation (3.2b)
decreases with ny, i.e.

d(n d
ds/ns) _ ey 9 <o, (3.4)
dng dng
Here, in view of (3.2a),
dn ye(n/ng)¢

dns ~ ye/n) T —nf'(n) O G-

Therefore, the system converges to the steady state starting from any ini-
tial conditions.

In contrast to the Solow model in which the labor force is always fully
employed, the steady state in our model includes a constant rate of unem-
ployment. It is caused by the imperfect adjustment of the labor market due to
inflexibility of real wages. This means that the time horizon over which the
steady state is attained in our model is not so long as that in the Solow model
in which wages and prices are assumed to be flexible to clear all markets. In
this sense our model may be interpreted as dealing with the medium-run in
which prices and wages are not as sticky as in the short-run but not as flexible
as in the long-run. In the following, this medium-run growth model is used to
analyze the relationship among the rate of growth, the rate of unemployment
and income distribution.

4. Growth and the employment rate in the medium-run

In this section, we discuss the relationship between growth and unemploy-
ment in the medium-run. In view of (2.2), (2.5), and (3.3b), the growth rate
of output Y and that of capital K in the steady state are the same and given

as follows:
AY\* AK\*
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Thus, the steady growth rate in our model is determined as the sum of the rate
of technological progress « and the rate of population growth A, so that it is
independent of the saving rate s. Thus, the determinants of the steady growth
rate in our model are the same as that in the Solow model.

Let us next examine how the employment rate is determined in our model.
Denoting the employment rate (i.e., | minus the unemployment rate) by z,
we have

n
7= —. 4.2)
ng
Taking its derivative with respect to time, we have
z = n E (4.3)

zZ n o ng

By using this relationship, the complete system consisting of (3.2a) and
(3.2b) is reduced to a system of a single variable z.
First, equation (3.1a) is rewritten as follows:

1
—f'n) =yz". (4.4)
u

Taking logarithm of this equation and differentiate it with respect to time,
we have . .
n g0z
- =— -. 4.5
n 1-6z (4)
Here 6 is the elasticity of output with respect to labor employment and o
is the elasticity of substitution between labor and capital, which are defined

as follows:

g nf  F L) —nf )]

= , 0=
f(n) nf"(n) f(n)
When the production function f(n) has well-behaved properties, the values

of these parameters must be 0 <6 < 1 and o >0. Substituting (4.5) and (3.2b)
into (4.3), we get the following equation:

(4.6)

Z 1-06

el e e L A O CRSA)) “.7

The right-hand side of this equation still includes n. If it is expressed
as a function of z, we get a complete dynamic system in terms of a single
variable z.
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For this purpose, we solve equation (4.4) with respect to n, and get

n=f""uyz). (4.8)

Since f’(n) is a monotonic decreasing function, n is monotonically decreas-
ing with respect to z. Therefore, f(n) can be transformed into a function of
z as follows:

F) = £ uyz®) = ¢ (). (4.9)

Since f(n) is a monotonic increasing and f’(n) is a monotonic decreasing
function, ¢ (z) becomes a monotonic decreasing function. Substituting (4.9)
into (4.7), we obtain a dynamic equation of z as follows:
fe I B - @) (4.10)
-=—s — (x . .
Z l1-60+4¢o ¢
The steady growth equilibrium of this dynamic equation is attained at z*

which satisfy
a+ A

P = B (4.11)

Figure 1 describes the dynamics of z in the diagram, taking z/z in the ver-
tical axis and z in the horizontal axis. Equation (4.10) is represented by the
downward sloping curve which intersects the horizontal axis at z*, the steady
state value of the employment rate. If the employment rate is initially at zg
that is less than z*, the actual z tends to increase, because z/z < 0 at z = zo.
The opposite holds if the employment rate is initially at z; that is less than
z*. Thus, the steady growth equilibrium is stable, so that the system tends to
the steady state from any initial conditions.

As is obvious from equation (4.11), the steady state employment rate z*
depends on the steady growth rate o + A, the savings rate s and the capital
efficiency B. Since ¢ (z) is a decreasing function, z* depends negatively on
o + A, and positively both on s and on B. More strictly, shifts in the steady
state employment rate in response to these parameters are represented by the
following equation that is obtained by taking the difference of both sides of
equation (4.11)

A A AB A
Apt= OBt AB As| (4.12)
¢’ o+ A B s
Here, ¢ /¢’ < 0. It follows from this equation that
Az* <0or >0, according as whether M — g — E >0or <0.
o+ A B K

(4.13)
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> N N

2 = ores 18Bo(2) — (@ +N)]

21

0 20 \:Z

Fig. 1 Dynamics of the medium-run growth model

This result implies that the steady state employment rate (z*) is decreased
when any one of the following changes in the parameters occurs: (1) an in-
crease in the rate of steady growth (¢ + A), (2) a decrease in the capital
efficiency (B), (3) a decrease in the rate of savings (s). The transitional pro-
cess to the new steady state is depicted by Fig.2. When any one of these
changes occurs, the downward sloping curve which represent equation (4.10)
shifts downward (or to the left). Then, the rate of changes in the employment
rate z/z at z = z* becomes negative, so that the employment rate z begins to
decrease. The decreases in z continue until it reaches the new steady state z**

The above result that the steady state employment rate is negatively re-
lated to the steady state growth rate may seem contrary to what is normally
expected. This result may be interpreted in the following way. The steady
growth rate, o + A, represents the rate of population growth in efficiency
unit. When « + A increases, the steady state employment-capital ratio in effi-
ciency unit, n*, increases in view of equation (3.3b). But when n* increases,
the marginal product of labor in efficiency unit, f/(n*), decreases, and so
does the real wage rate for the efficiency unit of labor. Then, the steady state
employment rate, z* = n*/n}, decreases as is obvious from (3.3a).
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> N[N

a+ AT

Fig. 2 Effects of changes in parameters

5. The labor share and capital coefficient
in the medium-run

Let us next examine the relationship between growth and income distribu-
tion. By using (2.2), (2.3), and (2.8), the labor share wN /Y in our model is
expressed as a function of n as follows:

N 1 nf’
wh _1nfim (5.1)
Y w f(n)
Then, the rate of change of the labor share is given by
A(wN/Y —1A
AWN/Y) _ g =1an 52)

wN/Y o n
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Here, 6 and o are as defined by (4.6). We are examining here how the la-
bor share in the steady state equilibrium shifts in response to changes in the
parameters on which the steady state equilibrium depends. Notice that the
steady state values of n is determined by (3.2b). Calculating An/n from this
equation and substituting it into (5.2), we can rewrite (5.2) as follows:

A(wN/Y)Z(l_Q)a—l[A(a—l-)») AB Asi|-
o

wN/Y ‘B s

53
o+ A B (5-3)

As this equation shows, shifts in the labor share are caused by changes in
technological progress, the growth rate of labor population and the savings
rate. Notice that the expression in the bracket on the right-hand side of this
equation is the same as that on the right-hand side of (4.12). Therefore,
changes in those parameters influence on the labor share and the employment
rate in the same direction if o < 1, and in the opposite direction if o > 1.

Finally, let us see the relationship between the capital coefficient and
growth. The output-capital ratio in the steady growth equilibrium is derived
from (2.2) and (3.2b) as follows:

Y\* o+
<?> =— (5.4)

Thus, the capital coefficient, which is the reciprocal of this output-capital
ratio, depends negatively on the steady growth rate o+ A and positively on the
savings rate s. In other words, the capital coefficient increases as the steady
growth rate decreases or as the saving rate increases.

6. Evolutions of main macroeconomic variables in Japan

In this section, we apply the medium-run growth model developed above
to the post-war Japanese economy, and examine whether it can consistently
explain the evolutions of the main macroeconomic variables such as the rate
of GDP growth, the rate of unemployment, the share of labor in national
income and the capital coefficient. As we will see below, the tendencies of
these variables in the post-war Japanese economy have distinctive features:
as the rate of GDP growth tended to decline in the last 50 years, the rate of
unemployment, the labor share and the capital coefficient all tended to rise.
Why did this happen? As is shown below, our medium-run growth model can
explain those tendencies of the main macro variables under certain conditions
on the parameters of the model.

Let us first look at the evolutions of main macroeconomic variables in
Japan in the last 50 years: from 1956 to 2005. We choose 1956 as the starting
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Source: Long-term economic statistics in Economic and Fiscal Policy White Paper

point, because the Japanese economy recovered to the pre-war level in that
year from the damage by the Second World War. As the terminal year, we
choose 2005 due to the availability of the data. Figure 3 presents changes
in the real GDP growth rate in the last 50 years. The real GDP growth rate
shows a clear tendency to decline over time, though it also shows short-run
changes with business cycles. From the point of view of the potential growth,
the Japanese economy in the last 50 years can be divided broadly into three
periods: the high growth period from 1956 to 1973, the stable growth period
from 1974 to 1990 and the low growth period form 1991 to 2005. During the
high growth period, the growth rate of real GDP was over or near 10% in
most of the years and it was not less than 4% even in depressions. The high
growth period came to an end in 1973 with the oil crisis. Though the growth
rate declined abruptly after the oil crisis, it was about 4-5% in most of the
years between 1974 and 1990. Compared with other countries during this
period, GDP growth in Japan was rather high. This period, therefore, may be
characterized as the stable growth period. The stable growth period ended in
1990 with the breakdown of the bubble boom that started in the middle of
1980s. After that, the Japanese economy fell into the long-run stagnation that
lasted until quite recently. The growth rate during this period was between
1% and 2% in most of the years, and even minus in some years. The Japanese
economy has begun to recover since 2002, but the growth rate is still around
2%. Thus, the growth rate of the Japanese economy has been declining over
the last 50 years.
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Correspondingly, Figs.4—6 show changes in the capital coefficient, the
unemployment rate and the labor share over the same period. As Fig. 4 shows,
the capital coefficient has risen consistently over time, starting from 0.6 in
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Fig. 6 Changes in the labor share
Source: Calculated based on data from long-term statistics in Economic and Fiscal
Policy White Paper

1956 to 2.3 in 2005.% The rate of unemployment, as Fig.5 shows, was in
the 1-2% range through most of the high growth period. But it increased
to the 2-3% range in the middle of 1970s, and then exceeded 3% in the
middle of 1990s, reaching the peak at 5.6% in 2002. It has been decreasing
recently as the Japanese economy has recovered from the stagnation since
2002, but it is still around the 4% level. Thus, the rate of unemployment has
increased as a trend in the last 50 years, though it had some anti-cyclical
fluctuations. Finally, Fig. 6 shows changes in the labor share. It was in the
50-60% range during the high growth period, and increased to the 60-70%
range during the stable growth period, and then to 70-80% range in the low
growth period. Thus, the labor share has increased as a trend, fluctuating pro-
cyclically within each period.

The Table 1 summarizes the above result by calculating the average val-
ues of those variables within each of the three periods. It clearly shows the
characteristic of changes in those variables in the Japanese economy in the
last 50 years: as the growth rate of real GDP decreased as a trend in the last
50 years, the capital coefficient, the unemployment rate and the labor share
tended to rise together. In the following, we will attempt to explain these ten-
dencies by using our medium-run growth model. The time span of each of the
three periods lies between 14 and 17 years. The medium-run growth model

6T owe to Taiji Hagiwara, Kobe University, for data and calculation of the capital
coefficients.
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Table 1 Macroeconomic data for the three periods

1956-1973 1974-1990 1991-2005
High growth  Stable growth  Low growth

period period period
GDP growth rate (%) 9.3 3.7 1.3
Capital coefficient 0.69 1.28 2.05
Unemployment rate (%) 1.5 23 3.9
Labor share (%) 54.0 66.9 71.8
Savings rate (%) 18.5 16.2 10.9

developed above may suitably be applied to analyze economic changes with
such time span. To be more concrete, the average values of the main macro
variables may be interpreted as the steady state values of our model, while
changes of those values from one period to another may be interpreted as a
shift of the steady state.”

7. Explaining the trends of the post-war Japanese economy
by our model

We shall now make an attempt to explain the trends of macroeconomic vari-
ables shown above based on our medium-run growth model. Let us start from
the declining trend of the GDP growth rates shown by Fig. 3 or Table 1. As
is mentioned above, the average value of the growth rates within each of the
three periods given in Table 1 may be interpreted, due to our model, as the
steady growth rate, o + A, prevailed in each period, since the number of years
in each period seems to be appropriate length for attaining the medium-run
equilibrium. If this is the case, the decreases in the average growth rates from
one period to another mean that the steady growth rate, @ + A, decreased
over time. In Japan, as a matter of fact, the rate of technological progress, «,
tended to decrease since the end of the high growth period, and the growth
rate of labor population tended to decrease from around beginning of the low
growth period.

Let us next see the capital coefficient. As is seen from Fig. 4 or Table 1,
the capital coefficient in Japan in the last 50 years has a steadily rising trend.
Since the steady state value of the capital coefficient is determined by (5.4)
in our model, its rising trend is attributed either to decreases in o + A or

7 Table 1 also includes changes in the savings rate, which will be referred to in the
next section.
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to increases in s. As we have just seen, the potential growth rate, o + A,
had a declining trend over last 50 years due to slowdown in technological
progress and/or decreases in population growth, while the savings rate tended
to decrease since around beginning of the 1980s. Thus, a rising tendency in
capital coefficient in Japan may be interpreted to be caused by the declining
trend in the potential growth rate o 4 A. On the other hand, the savings rate
cannot give an appropriate account of this tendency.

We now turn to the rate of unemployment. The rate of unemployment
in the last 50 years in Japan had a tendency to increase as Fig.5 shows,
while the rate of GDP growth tended to decrease in the same period as was
seen before. So let us see what conditions are necessary to account for these
two tendencies simultaneously based on our model. Equation (4.12) shows
how the employment rate is affected by changes in parameters that are in-
cluded in our model. Let us first focus on the term concerning technological
progress. Since ¢/¢’ < 0 in equation (4.12), the employment rate is de-
creased (Az* < 0), i.e., the unemployment rate is increased, if the following
condition is satisfied:

Ao +n) AB As
—_— s — —.

7.1
oa+n B K (7.1

Since the potential rate of growth tended to decline over the last 50 years, the
left-hand side expression of the above inequality must be negative. Therefore,
in order for this inequality to be satisfied, we must have

AB  As
_+_

5 <0. (7.2)

This condition implies that we must have either AB < 0 or As < 0, or both
of them.

The first condition (AB < 0) means that the efficiency of capital must
have decreased. In other words, technological progress must have a capital-
using bias in order for the rate of unemployment to have a rising trend when
the potential rate of growth is falling. Here, we are not prepared to present
data for the efficiency of capital to verify that this condition is satisfied in
the post-war Japanese economy. However, we can give some historical facts
to support such a bias in technological progress. During the high growth pe-
riod, Japanese economy suffered from serious environmental pollution as a
by-product of rapid industrialization. To solve the pollution problems, the
proportion of investment directed toward pollution control equipment or liv-
ing related infrastructure was increased remarkably toward the end of the
high growth period and thereafter. The efficiency of capital tended to de-
crease since then, because these capital equipments do not serve directly to
increase output. Decreases in the efficiency of capital may also be explained
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Fig. 7 Changes in the national savings rate

Source: Calculated based on long-term data from National Accounting Report (for
1956-1998) and data from Economic Accounting (for 1996-2005) in official home-
page of Economic and Social Institute, Cabinet Office. The former data based on old
SNA are recalculated so as to linked to the latter data that is based on 93 SNA

by decreases in the utilization of capital due to the long-run depression of
the Japanese economy since the beginning of 1990s. This factor might have
played more important role during the low growth period. From these rea-
sons, it may safely be assumed that the first condition (AB < 0) is satisfied
in the post-war Japanese economy.

The second condition (As < 0) implies that the savings rate must have
decreased. As is shown in Fig. 7, the savings rate tended to increase up to the
end of the high growth period, and tended to decrease thereafter.® Especially,
it has decreased remarkably since the beginning of 1990s. The last row of
Table 1 shows the average savings rate in each of the three periods. It clearly
shows that the savings rate tended to fall from one period to the next. Thus,
the second condition is also satisfied. In Japan, the savings rate remained to
be quite high compared with other countries throughout high growth period
and the stable growth period. Since the beginning of the 1990s, however,
Japan has experienced a marked decline in the savings rate. In view of our
model, this decline in the savings rate explains consistently the increases in
the unemployment rate during the low growth period.

8 1 owe to Ichiro Tokutsu, Kobe University, for data and calculation of the national
savings rate.
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To sum up, the condition (7.2) might plausibly be satisfied. It should be
noticed, however, that the absolute value of AB/B + As/s must be large
enough to satisfy (7.1) in order for our model to be consistent with the trends
of the rate of unemployment and the potential rate of growth in the post-war
Japanese economy. We will not check further into this matter quantitatively,
since our concern here is to derive theoretical results.

Let us now turn to the labor share. Figure 6 plots the evolution of the labor
share in Japan over last 50 years. This figure shows that the share tends to rise
in the long-run, and fluctuates anti-cyclically in the short-run. We focus on
the long-run tendency to see how it is explained with our model. According
to our model, equation (5.3) shows how the labor share changes in response
to changes in parameters. Compare this equation with equation (4.12) that
represents changes in the employment rate. Then, we find that the expressions
in the bracket of the two equations are the same. As we have just seen, (7.1)
must be satisfied, since the unemployment rate had a rising trend in the last
50 years. In this case, in order for A(wN/Y) to be positive in (5.3), we must
have

o> 1. (7.3)

In other words, the elasticity of substitution between labor and capital must be
greater than unity. Is this condition plausible in real economy? Many econo-
metric studies on production functions rather support the view that the value
of o is normally less than unity. This view may seem to contradict with the
above condition (7.3) that is needed to support the validity of our model.
I think, however, the magnitude of ¢ will depend on the time horizon that is
taken into account in the model. The longer the time horizon, the larger will
be the magnitude of o, because the substitution between labor and capital
for a given change in the wage-rental ratio takes time. Therefore, it might be
quite plausible that o exceeds unity when the time horizon is assumed to be
more than 10 years as in our medium-run model.”

To summarize the results, the evolutions of macroeconomic variables
shown in Table 1 are explained consistently by our model if the following
conditions are satisfied:

AB As Ala + A)

+—<——<0, and o > 1.
B s o+ A

We also argued that these conditions might plausibly be satisfied. In order to
prove this argument more exactly, we need some empirical studies.

9 The referee pointed out that I had better present any reliable data to justify that
o > 1 in the long-run. Here, I just propose it as a theoretical hypothesis, leaving it to
an econometrician for its test.
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8. Conclusions

In this paper, I constructed a medium-run growth model that extended the
Solow model by introducing the wage-setting equation of the Blanchard type.
A special feature of this model is that it can explain unemployment in the
growth process. Interpreting the steady state of this model as the medium-
run equilibrium, we analyzed how the main macroeconomic variables such
as the rate of growth, the rate of unemployment, the labor share and the cap-
ital coefficient change with changes in the parameters of the model. In order
to test the plausibility of the model, we attempted to explain evolutions of
the major macroeconomic variables during the last 50 years in Japan. The
data show that the rate of unemployment, the capital coefficient and the labor
share tend to rise as the rate of growth tends to decline over last 50 years. It
has been shown that these macroeconomic tendencies can be explained con-
sistently by the following factors: (1) a decreasing tendency in the rate of
labor-augmenting technological progress, (2) decreases in the efficiency of
capital, (3) a decreasing tendency in the savings rate, and (4) the elasticity of
substitution between labor and capital being greater than unity.

In this paper, we have focused only on macroeconomic parameters
(o, A, B, 5) to explain changes in the main macroeconomic variables. How-
ever, as is seen from (4.9), function ¢ that appear in equation (4.10) or (4.11)
depends on w, y and ¢. Thus, these microeconomic parameters will have
influences on the rate of employment or the labor share. The next step is to
analyze the effects of these parameters.
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Abstract. We present new convergence results and new versions of Fatou lemma in
Mathematical Economics based on various tightness conditions and the existence of
scalarly integrable selections theorems for the (sequential)-weak-star upper limit of
a sequence of measurable multifunctions taking values in the dual E’ of a separable
Banach space E. Existence of conditional expectation of weakly-star closed random
sets in a non norm separable dual space is also provided.
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1. Introduction

Motivated by the study of Fatou lemma in Mathematical Economics, we
present several types of convergence for multifunctions taking on convex
weakly-star compact values in the topological dual E’ of a separable Ba-
nach space E with specific applications to Fatou lemma in several dimen-
sions. There has been a great deal of research on Fatou lemma when the
multifunctions take values in the primal space E. See, e.g., [1, 3, 4, 6-9,
14, 18, 19, 22, 23, 25, 28] for references. For the case of a dual space, we
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mention the recent contributions of Benabdellah and Castaing [6], Cornet
and Martins da Rocha [18], Balder and Sambucini [5], Castaing Raynaud
de Fitte and Valadier [13], Castaing, Hess and Saadoune [12], Castaing and
Saadoune [15, 16]. In the present paper we provide, under new tightness con-
ditions, several new convergence results for multifunctions with values in
E’ with sharp localizations of the limits and several new variants of Fatou
lemma in the dual space E’ via the integrability of the sequential-weak-star
upper limit of a sequence of measurable multifunctions taking values in this
space [12]. We also provide the existence of Conditional Expectations (CE)
for weakly-star closed random sets in E’. See, e.g., [10, 11,20, 21] for the
problems of convergence of CE in Banach spaces. Since L'-boundedness
assumption is relaxed here, we obtain several significant generalizations in
this study.

2. Notations and preliminaries

Throughout this paper the triple (2, F, ) is a complete probability space,
E is a separable Banach space and D := (x) pen is a fixed dense sequence
in the closed unit ball B . We denote by E/ (resp. E}) (resp. E, .) the topo-
logical dual E’ endowed with the topology o (E’, E) of pointwise conver-
gence, alias w™* topology (resp. topology of the norm) (resp. the topology
m* = o (E’, H), where H is the linear space of E generated by D, that is the
Hausdorff locally convex topology defined by the sequence of semi-norms

pr(x) =max{| <x',x, > |:p <k}, x' €E, (k=1)).

Recall that the topology m* is metrizable, for instance, by the metric

p=+0o0

!/ Iy o !/ / / !/ /!
dg,, (.39 = Y ool x)) = (. )l xpxp € B
p=1

We assume from now that d X is held fixed. Further, we have m™* C w* C s*.
When E is infinite dimensional these inclusions are strict. On the other hand,
the restrictions of m* and w* to any bounded subset of E’ coincide and
B(E}) = B(E,,) [12, Proposition 5.1], but the consideration of B(E)) is
irrelevant here. Noting that £’ is the countable union of closed balls, we de-
duce that the space E/, . is Suslin, as well as the metrizable topological space
E .. A 2E¢ valued multifunction X : Q = E ' is measurable if its graph
belongs to F ® B(E;). Given a measurable multifunction X : Q@ = E; and a
Borel set G € B(E}), the set

X G={weQ: X®NG # 0
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is measurable, that is X~ G € F. In view of the completeness hypothesis on
the probability space, this is a consequence of the Projection Theorem (see,
e.g., Theorem II1.23 of [17]) and of the equality

X7 G =projo {Gr(X) N (2 x G)}.
In particular, if X is measurable, the domain of X, defined by
domX = {w e Q: X(w) # 0}

is measurable, because dom X = X~ E. Further if u : Q@ — E; is a scalarly
measurable mapping, that is, for every x € E, the scalar function o +—
(x, u(w)) is F-measurable, then the function f : (w, x") — ||x’ — u(w)||EL
is F ® B(E})-measurable, and for every fixed w € Q, f(w,.) is lower semi-
continuous on E ;, shortly, f is a normal integrand, indeed, we have

I = u(@)|| gy = sup(xp. x' — u(®)).
peN

As each function (w, x") > (x,, x" — u(w)) is F @ B(E;)-measurable and
continuous on E; for each w € €, it follows that f is a normal integrand.
Consequently, the graph of u belongs to F ® B(E}). Besides these facts, let
us mention that the function distance d E) &,y = |1 =yl E) is lower
semicontinuous on E; x E, being the supremum of continuous functions. If
X is a measurable multifunction, the distance function w +— d E) x’, X (w))
is measurable, by using the lower semicontinuity of the function d E) x', )
on E; and measurable projection theorem [17, Theorem III.23], and re-
calling that E} is a Suslin space. A mapping u : Q = E; is said to be
scalarly integrable, alias Gelfand integrable, if, for every x € E, the scalar
function w +— (x, u(w)) is integrable. We denoted by G}S,[E](Q, F, 1)
(GLE 1(w) for short) the space of all scalarly integrable (classes of) map-
pings u : Q = E|. The subspace of GL,[E](w) of all mappings u such that
the function |u| : w — ||u(a))||E;7 is integrable is denoted by L}S,[E](,u). The
measurability of |u| follows easily from the above considerations and holds
even E is an arbitrary Banach space, we refer to [6] for details. For any 25
valued multifunction X : Q@ = E;, we denote by G-S )1( (resp. S }1() the set of
all G}E,[E](u)—selections (resp. L}E,[E](M)—selections) of X. The G-integral
(resp. integral) of X over a set A € F is defined by

G-/AXdu:={fAfdutf€G-3§}
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/;Xduzz{/Afdu:feS}(}

respectively. Let (X,) be a sequence of measurable multifunctions taking
values in E}. The sequential weak™ upper limit w*-Is X,, of (X,,) is defined by

and

w*-Is X, = {x’ €E :x'=0(E' E)- lim x, ; x,, € X,,.}.
j—oo J J

By cwk(E;) we denote the set of all nonempty o (E’, E)-compact convex
subsets of E|. A multifunction X : Q = E is scalarly measurable if, for
every x € E, the function @ — §*(x, X (w)) is measurable. Let us recall that
any scalarly measurable cwk (E ;)-valued multifunction, X, is measurable. In-
deed, let (ex)ren be a sequence in E which separates the points of E’, then we
have x € X (w) iff, (ex, x) < 8*(er, X (w)) for all k € N. Further, we denote
by g(}wk(E;)(Q’ F, 1) (shortly gclwk(Eg)(u)) the space of all scalarly inte-
grable cwk(E})-valued multifunctions X : Q@ — cwk(E}), that is, for every
x € E, the function ® — §*(x, X (w)) is integrable. By ﬁlwk(E;)(Q’ F, 1)

(shortly £ iw K(ED) (i) we denote the subspace of G Clw K(ED) (w) of all integrably
bounded multifunctions X that is the function |[X| : v — |X(w)| is in-
tegrable, here [ X (w)| = sup,cx () [yl Ej» by the above consideration, it
is easy to see that | X| is measurable. A sequence (X,) in Liwk(E;)(/‘) is
bounded (resp. uniformly integrable) if (|X,|) is bounded (resp. uniformly
integrable) in EIIR(Q, F, ). In the sequel, we apply the usual convention
4] = 0 and 1y = 0. Our main purpose is to introduce some new types
of tightness condition so-called Mazur tightness condition for sequences in
the spaces ng K(ED) () and gc‘wk( E;,)(“)' These considerations led to several
new results of convergence in this space with application to Fatou lemma.
In §3 we show the relationships between these tightness conditions. In §4
we present our main result of convergence for a Mazur-tight sequence in the
space L lE,[E J(n) of scalarly integrable and mean norm bounded E’-valued
mappings. In §5, some new convergence results are developed for the space
G}:_, [E]1(w) of scalarly integrable E’-valued mappings. These results allow to
obtain new types of convergence for the spaces Eiw K(EL) (n) and ggw K(ED) (n)
that we present in §6. We also provide here several variants of Fatou Lemma.
The existence of Conditional Expectations of o (E’, E) closed random sets
in the dual is also stated in §7. Here the L!-bounded condition is no longer
required by contrast of most results given in the literature.
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3. Mazur tightness condition

In this section new tightness properties of Mazur type are introduced and
examined for sequences in the space E?w K(EL) (w) of all measurable cwk(E})-
valued multifunctions. Actually, they find their origin in [12, 15, 16]. First, let
us recall the following tightness definition [15]:

Definition 3.1. A sequence (X,) in L(c)wk(E;)(“) is cwk(E})-tight (resp. com-
pactly cwk(E})-tight) if there is a scalarly measurable (resp. scalarly mea-
surable and integrably bounded) cwk (E})-valued multifunctionT'y : @ = E '
such that

irnlf,u({a) eQ: Xy(w) CTe(w)}) >1—e.

The measurability of {w € Q : X,(w) C I':(w)} is immediate using the
considerations developed in the beginning of this section.

Definition 3.2. A sequence (X,) in L‘ka( E
Mazur tight, (resp. L'-1im sup-Mazur tight) if. for every subsequence (Y;) of

(X,), there exists a sequence (ry) in LIIR(Q, F, w) withrpecof|Y;|(.) : i >n}

)(u) is said to be L°-lim sup-

such that limsup,, r, < oo (resp. limsup, r, € L%R(Q, F, 1))

Similarly, we introduce a weaker notion of the above Mazur tightness,
namely, LO- lim inf-Mazur tightness and L'-lim inf-Mazur tightness:

Definition 3.3. A sequence (X,) in ngk(E,_)(u) is said to be L°-liminf-

Mazur tight, (resp. L'-liminf-Mazur tight) if, for every subsequence (Yy)
of (Xp), there exists a sequence (ry) in Lﬁ&(Q, F, w) with r, € co{|Y;|(.) :
i > n} such that for every sequence (sy) in L]IR(/,L) such that s, € co{r; 11 >
n}, one has liminf's, < oo (resp. liminf, s, € LIIR(SZ, F, ).

These new notions are denoted respectively: L-limsup-MT and

Lt-liminf-MT, ¢ = 0,1. A sequence (X,) in cgwk(E§)<M) is said to

be scalarly L% lim sup-MT (resp. L% lim inf-MT), £ = 0,1 if, for each
x € E, the sequence (8*(x, X,,)) is L*-lim sup-MT (resp. L-lim inf-MT).
From Proposition 2.1 in [15] we derive directly a useful characterization
of L‘-limsup-Mazur tightness condition which may be regarded as an
extension of the Biting lemma (see, e.g., [13,24]), since every ﬁlwk(E;)(M)'

bounded sequence is obviously L!-limsup-MT. This result will be used
extensively in all this work.
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Proposition 3.4. Let (X)) be a sequence in £?wk( EQ(,LL) and let £ = 0, 1.

Then the following are equivalent:

(1) (X,) is L*-lim sup-MT.

(2) Given any subsequence (Y,) of (X,), there exist a subsequence (Z)
of (Yy), ¢ in LI%(Q, F, ) and an increasing sequence (Cy) in F with
limy_, o0 (Cx) = 1 such that for every k € N, 1¢, oo € Lﬁg(Q, F, ) and

VAeF, Ilim |Zn|du=/ Poo d L.
=00 JANC ANCy

As a consequence of this proposition we deduce the following useful

property.

Proposition 3.5. Let (X,ll) and (X%) be two sequences in ngk(E,) (). If(X,ll)

and (X,zl) are Le-limsup-MYZ (¢ =0, 1), then the sequence (|X,1,| + |X,2l|) is

L-lim sup-MT. Consequently, (X,ll + X%) is L*-1lim sup-MT.

Proof. Let (p,) be any subsequence of (|X,i| + |Xﬁ|). Each ¢, is of the
form ¢, = |Ynl| + |Y,12|, where (Ynl) and (Ynz) are two subsequences of
(X)) and (X2) respectively. Applying Proposition 3.4 successively to the
sequences (X,ll) and (X,%) we can find a subsequence (V) of (¢,) with
Yy = |Z,£| + |Z,%|, where (Z,ll) and (Z,zl) are two subsequences of (Ynl)
and (Ynz) respectively, two functions <péo, (pgo in L&(Q, F, n) and two in-
creasing sequences (C}) and (C?) in F with limg_, o u(C}) = 1 and
limg s oo ,u(C,%) = 1 such that for every k € N, the functions 1 c (péo and

Iz @2, are integrable and

lim |Zyldp = / Po dit,
=0 JAnc} AnC}

lim |Z3ldp = / V2 d,
n—00 Janc? " ANC}? >

for all A € F. Then taking Cy := C,l N C,% and ¢ 1= gpéo + (pgo we get

tim [ gpdu= [ ghant [ pldu= [ pedn,
=00 JANCy ANCy ANCy ANCy,

forall A € F. Since I¢, 900 € L]E(Q, F, ), applying again Proposition 3.4
we deduce that (| X!| + | X2|) is L*-lim sup-MT. ]

In the following proposition, the L!-liminf-Mazur tightness and the
LO-lim sup-Mazur tightness conditions together are connected to the
L'-lim sup-Mazur tightness:
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0

Proposition 3.6. Let (X,,) be a sequence in Ecw K(E

two statement (a) and (b) are equivalent:

(a) (X,) is L'-lim sup-MT.
(b) (X,) is L'-lim inf-MT and L°-1im sup-MT.

)(,u). Then the following

Proof. The implication (a) = (b) is trivial. To prove (b) = (a) let (¥},) be
any subsequence of (X,,) satisfying (b). Using the L°-lim sup-Mazur tight-
ness and Proposition 3.4, we find a measurable function ¢, : Q2 RT,
a subsequence of (V) still denoted (Y,) and a sequence (Cy) in F with
limy £(Cx) = 1 such that, forevery k € N, 1¢, 900 € Lﬁg(u), and the follow-
ing holds:

VAeF, Ilim |Yn|dM=/ Yoo d L.
ANCy ANCy

n— 00

Let (r,) be a sequence of measurable functions as in the definition of the
L' — liminf-Mazur tightness. From the preceding equality it follows that

VA eF, lim rndu:/ Yoo d 4.
ANCy ANCy

n—-oo

Invoking Mazur’s Theorem and appealing to a diagonal procedure (see,
e.g., Lemma 3.1 in [14]), one can construct a sequence (s,) with s, €
co{r; : i>n} such that, for every k, (1¢,s,) converges a.e. to lc,¢co.
Since u(Cr)—1, (s,) converges a.e. to ¢, Which, in view of condition (b),
shows that ¢, € L]ﬁ(u). Returning to Proposition 3.4, we deduce that (X},)
satisfies (a). O

According to the two following results,the notion of L°-lim inf-Mazur
tightness (resp. L'-lim inf-Mazur tightness) is in some sense stronger than
cwk(E})-tightness (resp. compactly cwk(E!)-tightness). The first one is a
variant of Proposition 3.2 in [16] dealing with primal space E.

Proposition 3.7. Suppose that E is a separable Banach space and (X,) is a
sequence in ﬁg wk( E/)(/L) satisfying the condition L°-1lim sup-MT. Then (X,,)
admits a cwk(E ;)-iight subsequence.

Proof. By Proposition 3.4, there exist a subsequence (Y,) of (X,) and a
JF-measurable partition (Cx) of 2 such that for every k € N the sequence
(I¥xl|c,) is bounded in the space Lﬁ%(Ck, Ci N F, uic,)- Hence (|Yylic,) is
cwk(E})-tight with respect to the measure space (Cx, Cx N F, [4|c; ), making
use of the Markov inequality. Therefore, for every € > 0, there is a scalarly
measurable cwk(E)-valued multifunction ' ¢ such that
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sup u(Cx \ {w € Cy : Yy c ) () C Tk e(@)}) < eu(Cy). @)
n
Now define the multifunction I'c on 2 by

Fe=1l¢,Tiet+ ) 1 The
k>2

Then, since

{0 € Q: Y, CTe(@)} =|Jlw e Cr: Yy, (@) C Ti (@)},
k

(*) entails

n{w € Q: Yy(@) C Te(@)} = pl| Jlw € Cr : Yo, (@) C Tre(@))
k

= Z,u,({a) € Cr : Yy, (@) C Tk e(@)})
k

>3 uCyl—e)=1-e
k

Thus the sequence (Y,) is cwk(E})-tight. O

It is worthy to mention that the L!-lim sup-Mazur tightness condition
does not imply that (| X,|) is bounded in L]ﬁ(ﬂ, F, ). Indeed, it suffices
to consider the space EIIR(Q, F, ) where Q = [0, 1] endowed with the
Lebesgue measure and f;, is given by f;(w) := nzl[o,l/,,](w), w € 2. Then,
(fn) is not bounded in EﬁR(Q, F, ) but satisfies (*), because it converges
a.e. to 0. However, we have the following result

Proposition 3.8. Suppose that E is a separable Banach space and (X)) is a
sequence in E(C)wk(E{)(u) satisfying the condition L'-1im sup-MT. Then (X,,)
admits a cwk(E})-compactly tight subsequence.

Proof. Applying Proposition 3.4, to the sequence (| X,(.)|) provides a sub-

sequence (Y;) of (X;) a function ¢ € LI1R+ (1) and an increasing sequence
(Cy) in F with limg ;(Cy) = 1 such that for every k € N,

n—

lim [ [¥aldu = / vd,
 Jcy Cr

for all A € F. Let € > 0 and choose p. > 1 such that éfﬂ pdp < e.
Applying the Lemma 3.9 below we get
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1
lim sup 1 ({w € 2 : |Ya](@) > pe)) < —/ gdi < €.
Pe JQ

n €

Hence, there exists N, € N, such that

sup u({w € Q2:|Yy|(w) > pe}) < €.

n>N¢

Since the functions |Yi/|, ..., |Yn,| are integrable, one can find p. > p. such
that
sup u({w € Q2 : [Yyl(w) > pe}) < €.

n<Ne

Whence we get

sup u(fw € Q: 1Y, [(w) > pe}) < e.
neN

This shows that (Y,) is compactly cwk(E;)-tight, indeed, it suffices to take
e := BEZ’](O’ Pe)- |

Lemma 3.9. Let (¢,,) be sequence in L]}W which biting converges to an inte-
grable function ¢. Then

1
Vp>1, limsupu(fw € Q: gp(w) > p}) < —/ pdu.
n P Ja

Proof. There exists an increasing sequence (C) in F with limg w(Cy) = 1
such that for every k € N,

lim ondi =/ pdu,
=00 JornA CrNA

for all A € F. Using the Markov inequality we get

. 1. 1

limsup u({w € Cy : pp(w) > p}) < —lim | @,dp = —f wdp

n p n Ck p Ck
whence
. 1
limsup u({w € Q2 : g, (w) > p}) < ;/ wdp
Cr

n

+limsup u({w € @\ Ck : gn(w) > p})
n
1
= —/ pdp ~+ (2 \ Cr).
P Jcy
Letting k — oo we get

) 1
limsup u({w € Q : ¢, (w) > p}) < —/ od .
n P Ja
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We are ready to present general convergence results in Liw K E;)(“) with
localization of the limit which can be applied to various places in the study of
Fatou lemma in Mathematical Economics. A key ingredient in our proofs re-
lies to integrability of the weak™® sequential limit of a sequence of measurable
multifunctions taking values in E’ [12] and the Mazur-tightness conditions
introduced above. Further these results constitute a sharp continuation of a
similar study initiated in [14] dealing convergences and Fatou lemma in the
space Liwk( E) (w) of scalarly integrable and integrably bounded multifunc-
tions with convex weakly compact values in the primal space E. For this pur-

pose, we introduce the following convergences in gclw K E,)(,u). A sequence

(X,,) in ggwmu () weakly Komlos converges to X o, if

1 n
Vx e E, - ZB*(x, Yi(w) = 8*(x, Xeo(®)), ae. e,
n

i=1

(Xp) dg .~ Wijsman Komlés converges to X o, if

1 n
vx' € E', limdp  (x', - E Y))=dp (¥, Xs) ae.
! " n i=1 "
for every subsequence (Y;) of (X,,), here the negligible set depends only on

the subsequence under consideration. (X,) weakly biting converges to X o,
if there exist a sequence (C) in F with limy 1(Cy) = 1 such that

Vk =1, YveL¥(Q,F,w, limf 6*(v,X,,)d;L=/ §*(v, Xoo)d 1.
n—o Jc, C

This study will be achieved from its single-valued specialization, namely we
will deal first with the spaces L}S,[E](,u) and G}g/[E](M)-

4. Convergencesin LL,[E](n)

The main result in this section is concerned with the following with applica-
tion to Fatou lemma.

Theorem 4.1. Let E is a separable Banach space. Let (f;) be a sequence
in L}E/[E](u) satisfying the L'-lim sup-MT condition. Then there exist a

function fs € L}E,[E](,u), a subsequence (g,) of (f,) and an increasing
sequence (Cy) in F with limg w(Cy) = 1 such that the following holds:

(1) (¢, llgn ”Ez/;) is uniformly integrable in L]ﬁ(u) for each k.
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(2) (gn) weakly biting converges to fso.
(3) (gn) weakly Komlos converges to foo.
(4) foo(w) € w*-clco [w*-1s g (w)] a.e.
(5) If i is nonatomic then

VA € F, /fooduew*—d(/ w*—lsg,,d,u).
A A

The proof of Theorem 4.1 involves the three following lemmas. The first one,
Lemma 4.2, is an adaptation of Lemma 4.1 in [16] in the framework of a dual
space. Its proof follows the same lines but needs a careful look and involves a
sequential o (L}E, [E], L%o)—compactness result. The second one, Lemma 4.3,
is derived from Proposition 3.5 in [15]. The third one, Lemma 4.4 transforms
Theorem 5.6 (jjj) [16] into a general result on integration of multifunctions,
in particular, it yields an extension of Ljapunov’s theorem for the sequential
weak™* upper limit of a sequence of measurable multifunctions with values
in E'.

Lemma 4.2. Let A : Q = E’ be a nonempty valued measurable and inte-
grably bounded multifunction. Then

S'ur—ei(a) C sequ.a (L [E], LF)-cl(S)). ()

Consequently,

/ w*-cl(A)du C sequw™*-cl (/ Adu) = w*-cl (/ Adu) . (1)
A A A

Proof. Since the multifunction A has a F ® B(E;)-measurable graph and
E; is a Suslin space, invoking Theorem II1.22, [17], one can find a sequence
(04)n>1 of scalarly measurable selectors of A such that for every v € €,
w* — cl(A(w)) = w* — cl({o,(w)}n>1). Since A is integrably bounded, the
functions o), are necessary L}S, [E]-integrable and one has

d | — (M) =dp — cl({0(@)}=1), @.2.1)

because the restriction of the w*-topology to the closed ball |A(w)|Bg of E’
is metrizable by the metric dg/ . Now take o in Slw*,cl(A). Foreachgq > 1,
let us define the sets

Al = {w €Q: dp (0(w),0n(w) < é} (n>1),

Q‘f = A?, QI .= Al \Ui<nA? forn > 1
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and the function
+o0
Sq = Z lgzon.
n=1

Since the functions @ — dg (0 (w), op(w)) are F-measurable, Al e F

for all n. Further, from (4.2.1) it follows that U,A? = Q a.e. Then (Q¥),
constitutes a sequence of pairwise disjoint members of F which satisfies
Un QZ = Q ae. So gy is a scalarly measurable selector of A. As A is in-
tegrably bounded, we conclude that ¢, € SIA. Furthermore, we have

1
dp (0(w), gq(@) < —, VYo e Q.
m q
By integrating we get

1
/ dp (0,65)dn < —.
Q " q
Letting ¢ — 400, this inequality entails

Vp e N*, VA e F, (xp,/adu)z lim (xp,/ Sodu). (422)
A g—0o0 A

On the other hand, since the sequence (g;) is mean norm bounded in the
space L}E,[E](M), there exists, by Theorem 6.5.9 [13], a subsequence of (g;)
still denoted in the same way and a function o’ € L }E,[E 1(w) such that

Vv e LY (2, F,pn), lim / (v, gg)dp = / (v, 0 Ydu. (4.2.3)

From (4.2.2) and (4.2.3) it follows that o’ = o a.e. Hence
o € sequ.o(Li/[E], LF)-cl(Sy),

which proves (f). To prove (ff) let a be an arbitrary element of
[, w*-cl(A)dp. Then there exists f € L},[E](n) such thata = [, fdu.
Since, by (1), f € seqo(LL,[E], L“E)—cl(Si), there is a sequence (fy)
in Si which o(L}E,[E], L%O) converges to f so that, for every A € F,
w*-limy, [, fudiw = [, fdu, whence [, fdu € seqw*-cl(f, Adp). O

Lemma 4.3. Assume that 1 is nonatomic, and I' : Q = E’' isa o(E', E)
compact valued measurable multifunction satisfying I'(w) C ®(w), Vo € Q2
where ® : Q = E' is a scalarly integrable cwk(E})-valued multifunction.
Then

VA e F, G—/

w*-clcol'dp = w*-cl (G-/ Fd,u) )
A A
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Proof. 1t is obvious that G—Sll C G—SIL*_CZ cor C G—Sclp. By [17, Theorem
V-13], G-S;)*_d cor 18 convex and a(G}E,[E], L*> ® E) compact. Arguing as
in the L}E(u) case [26, Lemma 2 and Theorem 3], it is not difficult to see that
G—Sll is dense in S;ﬂ_cl cor Withrespect to the o (G}E, [E], L®° ® E) topology.
Since f +— fQ fdup from GLIE ](n) into E’ is continuous with respect to
the (7(L1 J[E], L ® E), the conclusion follows. O

Lemma 4.4. Assume in addition that | is nonatomic and let (Ay)y>1 be a
sequence of measurable multifunctions from Q to o (E’, E)- compact subsets
of E'. Suppose that A is integrably bounded, for all q, and SLqu>1 A, # 0.
Then for all A € F, the following equalities hold: R

(a) w*-cl fA Ugw*-clcoAy dp = w*-cl fA Uy Agdp.

(b) w*-cl(f, coUy Agdu) = w*-cl(f, UgAqgdp).

Proof. Let o be a fixed element of SLqu>] A, and set

Ay = U;ztll(ld()mAi A + IQ\domA,-G)~

Then (A) is increasing, dom A, = €2, for all ¢, and U, Ay = Uy A, Next,
for each ¢ € N and each F € F, define the following multifunction:

AFq = 1lpw*-clcoAy + lo\Fo.
We claim that

seq 0 (L [E], L)l [S' Uyme-ct o 8,1 = seqo (L [EL LE)el (| | Sh,, 1
geN FeF

Here seqo (LL,[E], LY)-cl(A) denotes the sequential U(LE,[E], LY)-
closure of a set A C L}E,[E](,u). Since, for each ¢ € N and each F € F,
AF,q CUgenw*-cl coly, it suffices to prove the inclusion

Sbyuwr-ctcon, Cseao (L ELLE)-el | [ (U SA,, |- @4D
qeN FeF

To show this, take s € SLIJ cleoh, and for each ¢ € N, define a set

gz 1w

F, € F and an LL,[E](1) selector, 54, of AF, q as follows:
Fyi={weQ: s(w) e w-clcoAy(w)} and s;:=lpgs+ lo\F, 0.

Then we have

[s=sans [ siaus [ oldn.
Q Q\F, Q\F,
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Since limg 0o 1 (2 \ Fy) = 0, the preceding estimation implies that

1 1
s € seqo(L/[E], LE)-cl U U SAF,,,
qgeNFeF

Thus the desired inclusion follows.
Using (4.4.1) it is immediate that

VA € -7:»/AUq31UJ*-Cl coAgdp := {/A fdw: f € quzlw*_clw[\q}

c [/Afdu . f € sequ.o (L}S,[E], Lg?)-cl (U U S}W)} (4.4.2)

qeN FeF
. 1 _
c w*-cl (I/Afdu.fe U u SAp,q})—w*-Cl (U U /AAF,qdu).
qgeNFeF qeNFeF

On the other hand, since A is measurable, w* compact valued and integrably
bounded for every g € N and every F' € F, it follows from Lemma 4.3 that

Vg €N, VA e F, / w*-cl coAgdp = w*-cl (/ Aqd,u) .
A A
Consequently Vg € N,VF € F,VA € F,

/Ap,qdu:/‘ lpw*-clcoAqdu—f-/ lovrodp
A A A

w*-cl </ 1pAqd,u) ~|—/ IQ\FUdH,
A A

= w*-cl </ lFAq + lQ\Fo‘d/L> .
A

This yields VA € F,

w*-cl U U /Ap,qd,u = w*-cl U U /lpAq—i—lQ\Fcrd,u
A A

qeN FeF geN FeF
(4.4.3)

Since 1Ay + 1o\Fo C UyenAy, forall ¢ € Nand all F € F, from (4.4.2)
and (4.4.3) we deduce

YAeF, w*cl </A Ug=1w™-cl coA, du) C w-cl (/ quNAqd,u>
A
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and the equality (a) follows. Whereas (b) is a consequence of the preceding
inclusion and the fact that

co Ugen Ag C Ug=1w™-cl coA,.
O

Before going further let us give a useful application of the preceding
lemma to the sequential weak™ upper limit of a sequence of measurable
multifunctions.

Proposition 4.5. Assume that  is nonatomic and (X,) is a sequence of mea-
surable multifunctions with values in E'. If SIL*_IS x, * @, then the following
equalities hold

w*—cl/ Ugw™*-clcow™-Is (X, NBp(0,9)du = w*-clf w*-Is X, du.
Q Q

VAeF, w*-cl </ cow*-Is X, d,u> = w*-cl (/ w*-Is X, du)
A A

Moreover, the set w*—cl(fA w*-Is X, dp) is w*-closed and convex.

In particular;, if X, = T, for all n, where T : Q = E’ is a measurable
multifunction such that Sll # ), then

VA e F, w*cl (/ col") = w*-cl (/ l"d,u,) )
A A

Consequently the set w*-cl ( [,Td u) is w*-closed and convex

Proof. Take Ay := w*-Is(X, N gBg). Then A, is integrably bounded and,
since g By is compact metrizable with respect to the weak* topology, it
is not difficult to see that A, is w*-compact valued and measurable (see,
e.g., Theorem 5.4 in [12]). Furthermore, since a w*-convergent sequence is
bounded in E’, we have for all w € Q

wls X,, = U Ag.
qeN

Then, in view of the condition Si;*-zs X, # ), the multifunction |_J geN Ay

admits at least one L}E, [ET(w)-selection. Consequently, it is possible to apply
Lemma 4.4 to the sequence (A,), which entails the desired equalities. a

The next corollary shows that for a measurable multifunction having at
least one L}Z, [E](w)-integrable selector the integral is dense in the G-integral
with respect to the w*-topology.
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Corollary 4.6. Assume that i1 is nonatomic, and T : Q = E’ is a measurable
multifunction. If Sll # ), then the following equality holds

VA € F, w¥cl </ qu) = w*-cl <G—/ Fd,u) )
A A

Proof. 1t suffices to prove the inclusion

G-/ Cdu C w¥cl (/ Fd,u) )
A A

Let a be an arbitrary element of G- [ 4 I'du. Then there exists a function
f e G—S} such thata = fA f du. Foreach p € N, define the measurable set

My ={weQ:|f(w) _U(w)“EI/) <ph

where o is a fixed L}E,[E ](w)-integrable selector of I". Then, since 0 € ' — o
a.e., one has

Vx € E, /IMP(F—O‘)d/LC/F—O'd,bL.
A A
Therefore

o [ moaw = [ of-oran= tim [ v, - o) du
A A P00 JA

= tim tx. [ L, (7 = ) dn)
A

p—>00

IA

lim 8*(x,/ Iy, (T —oduw))
A

p—>00

IA

8% (x, w-cl (/ I'—odw)),
A

for every x € E and for every A € F. Moreover, by Proposition 4.5, the set
w*-cl (f, T'dp) is convex w*-closed and so is w*-cl ([, I' — o dp). Conse-

quently,
/f—ad,uew*-cl </F—od,u),
A A

which is equivalent to
a € w*-cl (/ l"du).
A

This finishes the proof. O
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Proof of Theorem 4.1. By Theorem 2.3 in [15] and its proof, there exist an
increasing sequence (Cy) in F with lim; u(Cy) = 1, a subsequence (g;) of
(fn) and fs € L}T,[E](SZ, F, ) satisfying (1), (2) and (3). Now let us prove
the localization properties (4) and (5). We shall proceed in two steps.

Step 1. In view of Proposition 3.7, we may suppose, for simplicity, that (g,) is
compactly cwk(E})-tight. Consequently, we can construct a non decreasing
sequence, (I'y)4, of cwk(Ej)-valued scalarly measurable integrably bounded
multifunctions (in the special case we consider here, we may take for I'; the
closed ball B (0, 0g) of center 0 and with radius p,) such that

—_—

Vi, R\ Ang) < —, @.1.1)

S

where
Ang i={w e Q: gy(w) € I'y(w)}.

Now, from the condition L!-1lim sup-MT and Theorem 5.7 in [16] it follows
that the multifunction w*- /s g, admits a L}Y,[E 1(w) selector o. Let (e),) be

a fixed dense sequence in B/ for the Mackey topology and define
m._

&y la,,(8n—to —e,), (g.meN), (=0,1).

It is obvious that the sequence (g, ), satisfies the condition L'-lim sup-MT
so that we may apply again Theorem 2.3 in [15]. Thus, using a standard
diagonal procedure, it is possible to find a subsequence (not relabeled) of
(gn,) and f2 € L, [EN(, F, u) such that

1 n
Ve € E, ngngo;;(e,hi(w)) — (e, fO’g,q(a))), ae. weQ, 4.12)

for every subsequence (h,) of (g, q) with

f3.4(@) € w*-clco ﬂ wi-cl{g/’ () :i = p}|, ae weQ.
p=1
sup ”gT,q(w)”E,; =< |Fq|(w) 'f‘EHO‘(a))HE[/7 +1 <o
n

and the restriction of the w*-topology to the closed ball (|Iy|(w) +
£||0(a))||E]/] + 1)B g is metrisable, it follows that

w*ls gty (@) = [ whel((g]y @) 1 = p)),
p=1
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for all ¢ € N, for all m € N and for all w € Q2. Hence

fo";’q(a)) e w* —clcolw*-Is g,'l'fq(a))], ae. weQ (4.1.3)
for all ¢ € N and for all m € N. Next, putting
i=q
Ly := U Ip,w*-Is (¢.NT'})+1q\p,0, where D; :=domw*-Is (g,NT),
i=1 o
¢ (@) :=liminf ; i @)l g,

and

Fly o (@)= B p(foo(@)—Lo (©), $ @) +Lo @)l g +lep, 1)), (€=0.1),
we claim that
foo(w)—Llo (w) e w*—cl(Uy=1w*—clco[(Ly(w) —Za(w))U{e;l}]ﬂF,ﬁ,g(w))
(4.1.4)
a.e., for all m € N. Indeed, it follows from (3) and (4.1.2) that
I(foo(@) — Lo (w) — e,,) — f2 q(w)llE’
= sup (e, foo(@) — Lo (@) — €},) — {e. 2, (@)

EEBE

= sup lim —IZ(E gi(@) — lo (@) —e,,) — (e, 8]y (®))]
ecBE i=1

= sup lim —|Z<e Lae, (81(@) — o (@) — e),)]

e¢cBp
1 1 / —
< lim g(l)f’—l Zl Lova;, g (@) — o (@) — e, Il g = ¢l (@) (4.1.5)

a.e. Using Fatou lemma and (4.1.1) we get

lim #g (@)dp < llm liminf — / llgi (@) — €0(@) — e, | o dpt
40 Jcy n—oo p Z CLN(@\Ag) ! mll g}
= lim su / llgn (@) — £o (@) — ey |l gr dp =0,
=% n CrN(\An q) ! " Eb

for every k € N. Hence the sequence (qbg1 (w))4 converges to 0 in the Banach

space LIIR(Ck) when ¢ — 0. By extracting subsequences, we may assume
that (qb;”)q converges to 0 a.e. on each Cy. From (4.1.3) and (4.1.5) we have
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f2 4 (@) € colw*-Isg)! ()] N Bp(fool®) — Lo (@) — ¢}, ) (@)))
C co[(Lg(w) — o (w) —e,) U{0}1N (F,fm(a)) —e,) a.e,
because

colw*-Isgy! 4 (@)] C colw*-Is((gn (@) — Lo (@) — €),) N (Tg (@) — Lo (@) = e5,)) U {0}]

C col(Lyg(w) — Lo (w) — e,,) U {0}],

and
(@) < ¢(@) + Lllo @) g + lley Iz
We deduce that

dgy (foo(@) = Lo (@) = epy w* = cleol(Lg (@) — Lo (@) — e},) U0} N (Fh o (@) — ¢),)
< [ foo(@) = Lo (@) = &, = f3 4 (@)l g, < by ().

As (d);”)q converges to 0 a.e. on each Cy and u(Cy) — 1, it follows that

Joo(@) — Lo (w) — ey,
e w* —cl(Uysg w* — cleo[(Lg (@) — Lo () — €),) U{0}1 N (F, , (@) — e},)

a.e., which is equivalent to (4.1.4). Now, to prove (4) we repeat an argument
in the proof of Theorem 8 in [2]. We assert that, for every subset C in E’,

w*clcoC = ﬂ w*cl co[C U {e),}]. ()

Indeed, assume that C is nonempty. If x’ ¢ w*cl co C, there is ¢ € E and
r € R such that

8%, C) <r < (e, x').

Taking ¢), in {y € E' : §*(e, C) < (e, y) < r} we get
w*-cl co[CU{e,,}]1 C{y € E': (e, y) <r}.

Hence x ¢ w*-cl co[C U {e),}].
Applying () in our case we get
w* — cl(Ug=1w* — ¢l co Ly(w))

= ﬂ w*cl co[(Ug=1w*cl co Ly(w)) U {e),}]

m>1

= [w* = cl(Uyz1w* — clco[ Ly () U {e),}]). (4.1.6)
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for all w € 2, where the last equality follows from the fact that the sequence
(Ly) is increasing. Consequently, (4) follows from (4.1.4) for £ = 0, and
(4.1.6). It remains to prove (5).

Step 2. Writing

Fy o (@) = foo(@) = 0(@) + (@@) + llo @)l g, + llej, | ) B (0. 1),

we deduce easily that F,}w € L‘iwk( 5 )(u). On the other hand, it is not dif-

ficult to see that L, is measurable (see, e.g., Theorem 5.4 in [12]) and so is
the multifunction w*-clco[L, — o U {e}, }]. From these facts and (4.1.4) for
¢ = 1, it follows that the multifunction Uy~ w*-clco[Ly — o U{e,}INF,) ,
satisfies the conditions of Lemma 4.2. Then

/A w* — cl[Ugs1w*-clco[Ly — o Ufe),}1N F,lw]du
C w*-cl </A Ug=1w*-clco[Ly — o U {e),}1 N F,im du)
C w*-cl </A Ug=1w*-clco[Ly — o U {e},}] d,u> , 4.1.7)
for every m. Now an appeal to Lemma 4.4 shows that
w*-cl (/A Ug=1w*-clco[Ly; —o U {e%}]) du
= w*-cl </A ququ—GU{e;”}d,u). (4.1.8)
Thus using (4.1.4) for £ = 1, (4.1.7) and (4.1.8) we get
/A fo—0 due/A ﬂ w* — cl[Ug=1(w*-clco[ Ly —0 U e/, 1N F,iw)]du
m

C ﬂf w¥ — Cl[Uq>1 (w*-clco[Lq —oU {e;n}]mFriz 0)]d'u
m A - |
C ﬂw*—cl (/ Ug=1Lg — 0o U {e;,,}d/i>
" A
C ﬂ w*-cl (/ w*-Is g, —o U {e%}du) )
A
m

where the last inclusion follows from the fact that, U,>1L, C w*-Is g,.
On the other hand, noting that the multifunction w*-Is g, is measurable, (by
Theorem 5.5 in [12]) and 0 € w*-Is g, — o, we can prove easily that
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fw*—lsgn —GU{e;l}duC/w*—lsgn —Udu—i—/{e;n}U{O}d,u,
A A A

which implies

w*-cl </A w*-ls g, — o U{e),} d,u)

C wk-cl (/ w*-Is g, — adu) + / {e),} U {0} du,
A A
since the set f A{e,’”} U {0} d v is compact. Hence, there exists
a € w*-cl (/ w*-Is g, — odu) and b, € /{e;n} u{0}du
A A

such that
/ foo—odu =a+ by,
A

for every m. But, taking a subsequence (e;nk) of (e},) which w*-converges

to 0 one has limy_, o (x, by, ) = 0. Indeed, choose s, in S{le, 1010} such that

[ A Sm din = by, Then we have
[{(x, bm)| = |(X,/Smdli)| = |/(X,Sm)du|
A A

S/Al(x,SMId/LS/AI(x,ei,,)IdM:M(A)I(x,e;,,)l-

Hence
/ foo—odun € w*-cl/ w*-Is g, —odu.
A A

/ foodi € w*-cl (/ w*-1s g, du) )
A A

From Theorem 4.1, we get easily the following version of Fatou lemma.

Equivalently

O

Corollary 4.7. Let E be a separable Banach space. Let ( f,) be sequence in
the space L}E,[E 1(w) such that:

(i) (fn) satisfies the condition L'-1lim sup-MT.
(ii) For every x € E, the sequence ({x, f,)) is uniformly integrable.
(iii) There exists b € E' such that b = w*-1im,,_, fQ fadut.
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Then there exists foo € L E,[E () such that:

() b= [q fedp.
(jj) For almost all w €  one has f(w) € w*-cl co [w*-1sf,(w)].
(jij) In particular, if |4 is nonatomic, then

/ Joodpt € w*-cl </ w*-Is f, dﬂ) )
Q Q

We end this section by the following version of Fatou which is an analog of
Corollary 4.4 [16] in the framework of L }E,[E J(w) space.

Corollary 4.8. Let E is a separable Banach space. Let (f,,) be a sequence in
L}E,[E](Q, F, w) satisfying the condition L'-1im sup-MT. If u is nonatomic,
then the following inclusion holds

w*-1Is / fudu C w*—cl/ w*-Is fpdp — C*,
Q Q

where C is the cone of all x € E for which (max|0, (—x, f,)]) is uniformly
integrable and C* is the polar cone of C.

Proof. Let b be an arbitrary element of w*-Is fQ Jfn d. Then there exist a
subsequence of (f;;) (not relabeled) such that b = w* — lim, fQ fadu. An
appeal to Theorem 4.1 produces a function fo, € L }g,[E 1(i), a subsequence
(gn) of (f,) and an increasing sequence (Cy) in F with limg w(Cy) = 1 for
which (1)—(5) hold.

Lete > 0 and x € C be given. Pick kg > 1 such that

W Sz [ f) du - e

CkO Q

and that

limsup/ (x,gn) du <e.
Q\C,

n

These two inequalities combined with (1) and a routine computation give

(x,b) > lim (x,gn)d,u,—limsup/ (x,gn) dn
n Q\Cx,

Ck() n

>lim | (x,gn)du —€
n Cko

:/ (x, foo)dp — €
C

ko

= / (x, foo) du — 2e.
Q
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Thus (x, b) fQ , foo) d . As p is nonatomic, by (5), we conclude that

be / foodi — C* € w*-cl <f w*-Is fnd,u) - C*.
Q Q

5. Convergences in G}Z,[E 1(w)

In this section we proceed to a new convergence result in the space

1/[E](/L) of scalarly integrable mappings f : € — E’ and its appli-
cations to Fatou lemma. Since |f| ¢ L} (1), this study involves both the
LO-1lim sup-Mazur and the scalar L'- hm inf-Mazur tightness conditions by
contrast with the L!-limsup-Mazur tightness condition occurring in the
space L1, [E](1). Before going further, we need the following Gl [E]-
extension of Lemma 4.4.

Lemma 5.1. Assume that 1 is nonatomic and let (Ag)4>1 be a sequence of
measurable multifunctions from  to o (E', E)- compact subsets of E’. Sup-
pose that 1gomn,Aq is scalarly integrable, for all q,and G_SLlJplAq = {.
Then: -

(a) w*-cl (G — [qUqw*-clcoNgdp) = w*-cl (G — [oUg Ay dp).

(b) YAeF, w*cl(G— [,coU; Agdp) =w*-cl (G — [, UsAgdp).

Proof. Let o be a fixed element of G- S ! "y and set

Ag =U_]Qaoma; Ai + Lavdoma, 0)-

Then (A) is increasing, dom A, = €2, for all ¢, and U, Ay, = Uy A, Next,
for each ¢ € N and each F € F, define the following multifunction:

AF,q = 1lpw*-cl COAq + IQ\FO'.

We claim that
seqw™-cl (G-/ Ugenw™-cl co Ay du) = sequw™-cl (G-/ Ugen Urer AFg du) .
A A

Here seq w*-cl(Y) denotes the sequential w*-closure of a set Y C E’. Since,
for each g € Nand each F € F, A, C quNw*-cl coly, it suffices to
prove the inclusion

G-/ Ugenw*-clco Ag dp C seqw™-cl U U G-/ Arpgdp
A qgeNFeF A

(.1.1)
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To show this, take s € G—qu ~cl cor, and for each ¢ € N, define a set

>jw*

F, € 7 and an G}E,[E](u) selector, 54, of AF,.qas follows:
Fyi={weQ: s(w) e w'-clcohg(w)} and s;:= lpgs + la\F,o0.
Then we have
Vx € E, f I(x,s—qudMS/ I(x,S)IdM+/ [(x, o)ldp.
Q Q\F, SQ\Fy

Since limg 0 (2 \ Fy) = 0, the preceding estimation implies that

s € sequw™-cl (G-/ UgeN Urer AF g dp).
A

Thus the desired inclusion follows.
On the other hand, since, for each ¢ € N, the multifunction A, satisfies
all the conditions of Lemma 4.3. we have

Vg eN, VAe F, G—/
A

Consequently Vg € N,VF € F,VA € F,

w*-cl coAgdp = w*-cl (G-/ Agdp).
A

G—/ Afpgdp = G-/ 1rw*-cl COAqu+f lo\rodu
A A A

= w*-cl (G—/ IFAqd,u)—i—f lo\Fodp
A A

w*-cl (G-/ (IpAg + 1onFo)d ).
A

This yields VA € F,

w*el () | G—/A Apgdwy=w*-c (] | G—/ 1pA +lg\rodu).
A

qeN FeF qeN FeF
(5.12)

Since 1Ay + 1o\Fo C UzenAy, forall ¢ € Nand all F € F, from (5.1.1)
and (5.1.2) we deduce

VA € F, w*-cl (G-/ Ugs1w*-cl coAgdp) C w*-cl (G-/ UgeNAgd ).
A A

Hence the equality (a) follows. Finally, the equality () is a consequence of
the preceding inclusion and the fact that

co Ugen Ag C Ugs1w™-clcoly.
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The following result is a reformulation of Proposition 4.5 for the multi-
valued Gelfand integral. Its proof is similar using Lemma 5.1.

Proposition 5.2. Let (X,,) be a sequence of measurable multifunctions with
values in E’. If v is nonatomic and if the set G'SzL*—l s X, s nonempty, then
forall A € F, the equalities

w*-cl (G—/ Ugw*-clcow™-Is (X, HEE/(O,q))d,u> =w*-cl (G—/ w*-Is X, du),
A A

w*-cl (G—/ cow™*-Is X, du) = w*-cl (G—/ w*-Is X, du),
A A

hold. Moreover, the set w*-cl (G- [y w*ls X, d,u) is w*-closed and convex.

In particular, if X, = T, for all n, where T : Q = E’ is a measurable
multifunction such that G-Sll # ), then

VAeF, w*-cl <G-/ coF) = w*-cl (G-/ qu) .
A A

Consequently the set w*-cl (G— / Ad [L) is w*-closed and convex

Theorem 5.3. Let E is a separable Banach space. Let (f,) be a in
G}E/[E 1(w) satisfying the following conditions:

(i) (fn) is LO-lim sup-MT.

(ii) (fy) is scalarly L'-lim inf-MT.
Then there exist a function f, € G}E,[E](u), a subsequence (g,) of (f,) and
a sequence (Cy) in F with limy u(Cy) = 1 such that the following hold:

(1)Vk € N, Vn > k, 1¢,8n € L [EX(1), 1¢, foo € L [E(1).
(2) (1, llgn ||E[’,)nzk is uniformly integrable in LIIR(/,L) for each k.
(3)
Yuve LT (2, F, w), lim (v, gn)dp = / (v, foo)dit.
n—oo,n>k Cr Ci
(4) (gn) weakly Komlos converges to fo.

(5) foo(w) € w*-clco [w*-1s g,(w)] a.e.
(6) If u is nonatomic, then VA € F,

(€1) [alc, foodp € w*-cl (fA Le,w*-Is gy d//,)_

(€2)
/Afoo dpew*-cl <G_/Aw*_ls fa du) provided that G_Sli)*‘ls fo # 0.
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Proof. On account of the L°-limsup-MT tightness condition (i) and
Proposition 3.4, we provide a subsequence (g,) of (f;), a measurable func-
tion pso : Q > RT, and a sequence (Cy) in F with limy u(Cy) = 1 such
that

lim lgnldp =f Yoo dpL < 00,
ANCy ANCy

n—oo

for all k € N and for all A € F. In view of this equality, we observe that, for
each k € N, every subsequence (%) of (g,) admits a subsequence (hﬁ) with
e, |hk|dpn < oo, for all n € N, such that (1¢, /%) is uniformly integrable.
Using this fact and applying Theorem 4.1 to (1¢, g,) via a standard diagonal
procedure, it is possible to find a subsequence of (g,) (not relabeled) and a
function fé‘o € L}Z,[E 1(w) such that

(I¢,8n)n=k is uniformly integrable in L1, [E](w),

(1c,8n) weakly Komlds converges to foko,

Vk e N, YveLF(Q,F,n), lim k/ (v, lckgn)du=/ (v, f)du,
Q Q

n—o0o,n>
foko(a)) c w'-clco[w*-Is g ()] ae o€ Cy.

Furthermore, if  is nonatomic, then

VA e F, /fcfoduew*-cl (/ w*-lslckg,,du>.
A A
Put
1:=C; and Cj:=Cr\Cry for k>1,

and
k=00
foo =) e f:
k=1

Since % 1, & w*-converges to fé‘o a.e. on each Cy and (Cy) 1, it follows
that )
Vi, Vi <k, fL=r~k aeon Cj,

and then
vk, foozf(fo aeon Cy.

Consequently we get

(gn) weakly Komlds converges to  foo,

n—oo,n>k

Vk e N, Yve L7 (Q,F, n), lim (v, gn)dp = / (v, foo)dp,
Cy Cy
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foo(®) € w*-clco [w*-1s g,(w)] ae.

and, if © is nonatomic, we have

VA e F, foodp = fodu € w'eel (/ w*-Ls 1, gn dM)
ANCy ANCy

ANCy
= w*-cl (/ w*-Is 1¢, gn du) .
A

thus proving (1), (2), (3), (4), (5) and (6)-(€1). Next, let us show that f, is

scalarly integrable. Fix x in E. By conditions (i), (ii) and Proposition 3.6,

the sequence ((x, g,)) is L'-lim sup-MT. So, applying Proposition 3.4 to the
. . X 1

sequence ((x, g,)), provides a function ¢} € Ly, (u), a subsequence of (g,,)

still denoted (g,,) and an increasing sequence (Cy ) in F with limy u(Cy) =1

such that, for every k € N, the following holds:

VAeF, lim I(x,gn>|du=/ Yoo diL.
A X

=00 JANCY NCy;

Using successively this equality, conclusion (4) and the classical Fatou
lemma we get

n

. 1
|<x,foo>|du=f lim I—Z(x,gi)ldu</ lim inf ~ Z| x, gilldp
C,: Cic n—-oo n x n—>00 n

i=1 Ci

= lim I(x, gn)ldp = / i du
o} c;

n—00
k

for all k € N. Whence

it gl tim [ it grebtdie < im [ todn = [ oxdn <
k— 00 C,f Q

e JCE

proving the required integrability property. Finally, let us prove the second
inclusion of (6). Let 0 € G-S;)*_IS f Then from (€1) and the inclusion
0 € w*-Is f,, — o, it follows that

/ (foo —0) d € w*-cl (G —/ le, (w*-Is f — o) du)
ANCy A

C w*-cl (G —/ w*-Is f, — O'd,bL) ,
A



50 C. Castaing and M. Saadoune

for every k € N and every A € F. Consequently, since fo, and o are scalarly
integrable, one has Vx € E, VA € F,

<x,/foo—0du>=/ (x, foo —0) du = lim /(x,lck(foo—o)) du
A A k—o00 J A

= lim <x,/ lck(foo—a)d,u>
k— 00 A

<s* <x, w*-cl (G —/ w*-Is f, — adu)) .
A

Moreover, by Proposition 5.2, the set w*-cl(G—fA w*-Is f,, dw)is w*-closed
convex and so is w*-cl(G — fA w*-ls f, — o du). Hence we get

VA € F, ffw—aduew*-cl (G—/w*—lsfn—adu).
A A

Thus
/ Sfoodu € w*-cl <G —/ w*-Is f du).
A A

This completes the proof. O

The following result is a direct consequence of Theorem 5.3, Corol-
lary 4.6 and Theorem 5.8 in [12].

Corollary 5.4. Let E is a separable Banach space. Let ( f,) be a sequence in
G }5,[E 1(w) satisfying the following two conditions
(i) (fn) is LO-1im sup-MT.

(ii) (fy) is scalarly L'-lim inf-MT.

(iii) liminf | f,| € L (10).
Then there exist a function fu € G}E,[E](y,), a subsequence (g,) of (f,) and
a sequence (Cy) in F with limg w(Cy) = 1 satisfying (1)—~(5) of Theorem 5.3
and, if u is nonatomic, then

(6" VA € F, / foodi € w*-cl (/ w*-Is f, d,u) )
A A

Theorem 5.3 extends Theorem 4.1 to the space GL,[E](1), by the way,
we get the following GL,[ E](u)-extension of Corollary 4.8.

Corollary 5.5. Suppose that  is nonatomic, E is a separable Banach space
and (fy) is a sequence in Gl [ E1(1) satisfying the following two conditions

(i) (fn) is LO-1im sup-MT.
(ii) (f,) is scalarly L'-1im inf-MT.
(iii) iminf | f,] € L ().
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Then the following inclusion holds

w*-1Is / fandp C w*-cl (/ w*-1Is f du) - C*,
Q Q

where C is the cone of all x € E for which (max|[0, (—x, f,)]) is uniformly
integrable and C* is the polar cone of C.

The proof is the same as that of Corollary 4.8 using Corollary 5.4 and is
omitted. |

s ol 1
6. Convergences in Ecwk ( E;)(”’) and ch K Eg)(”“)

Our main result in this section is concerned with new convergence results in
1 1
the space Ecwk(E;)(“) and gcwk(E;)(,u).

Theorem 6.1. Letr (X)) be a sequence in ‘Clwk(E/)(l’L) satisfying the condi-

tion L'-lim sup-MT. Then there exist a subsequence (X)) of (Xn), Xoo €
ﬁcl-wk(E‘;)(M) and a sequence (Dy) in F with limy u(Dy) = 1 such that the
following hold:

(1) (X}, 1) is uniformly integrable in L]k(Dk)(/L) on each Dy.

(2) (X)) weakly Komlés converges to X .

(3) (X)) dp=-Wijsman Komlos converges a.e. to X oo.

(4) (X)) weakly biting converges 10 X .

Vk > 1,Vv e L%O(Q, F, ), lim / 5* (v, X,’l)du = f 8* (v, Xoo)d i,
n—o0 |, Dy
(5) Xoo(w) C w*-clco [w*-1s X, (w)] a.e.
(6) If u is nonatomic then

VA e F, /XoodpLCw*—cl </ w*—lsX,Qdu).
A A

Proof. We will use several arguments of the proof of Theorem 4.1 with ap-
propriate modifications.

Step 1. On account of the condition L'-lim sup-M, Theorem 2.1 in [15]
and Proposition 3.4, there exist a subsequence (X)) of (X,) a function
S L]]R(/,L) and an increasing sequence (Dy) in F with limg u(Dy) = 1
such that

(1X,,1) is uniformly integrable in L]]R(Dk)(,u) oneachDy, (6.1.1)
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1 n
lim — E |Yil(w) = ¢(w) existsa.e.,, and (6.1.2)
n—-oon pry
1 n
nl;rgo8 (xp, . E] Y,) exists a.e. (6.1.3)
1=

for every subsequence (Y,) of (X)). On the other hand, in view of
Proposition 3.8, we may suppose, for simplicity, that (X)) is compactly
cwk(E})-tight. Consequently, we can construct a non decreasing sequence,

(Kq), in Eiwk(E;)(“) such that

Vo, uw(@\{weQ: X, () C K,()}) < (6.1.4)

| =

Next, for every p € N, pick a maximal L}E,[E](,u)-selection Up,p of X,
that is
8*(-"71), X,/1) = (xpa Un,p)-

Itis clear that (v, ) is also L'-lim sup-MT and we have

Vi, W@\ (@ € Q1 onp(0) C Kg(@)) < p(2\ [0 € 2: X)) C K@) < é

As in the proof of Theorem 4.1, let us set

i=q
0, = U Lgw*-Is (X, N K;) + 1oy, T,
i=1

where B; := domw*-Is (X, N Q;) and 7 a fixed Lt (m)-integrable selector

of w*-Is X/, (such a function is ensured by Theorem 5.7 in [16]). Repeating
mutandis the arguments of the proof of Theorem 4.1 for the sequence (vy,p)
instead of (f,) but replacing (Cy), I'y, Ly, ¢ and o respectively by (Dy), K,
Qg ¢ and T, we can always find a subsequence of (v, ,) (not relabeled) and
Voo,p € L}E,[E](,u) for each p € N, such that

(vn,p) weakly Komlos converges to v, p € L}g,[E](M) foreach p e N
(6.1.5)

Voo, p(@)—LT(w) € W* — cl[qul(w*-cl co[Qq(w) — £t (w) U {e/, 31N Gﬁ1,r(a’))]’
(6.1.6)
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where
an,f(w) =B g/ (Voo, p (@) — LT (), w(w)HIIT(w)IIE;,HIe;n lgy), (€=0,1).

Step 2. Let us prove (2) and (3). To do this consider the multifunctions
l . / E 1 . /!
S, = ;ZX, and Xy = w™-li ;ZXI-,
i=1 i=1
where w*-li C,, is the sequential weak™ lower limit of a sequence (C,) in 2F
defined by
w*-liCp ={x' € E' : x' =0 (E', E)- lim x);; x, € Cp}.
n—oo

Then, by (6.1.2), (S,) is pointwise bounded a.e., and X is cwk(E})-valued,
the w*-closedness of X, follows easily from the fact that the restriction of
the weak™* topology to bounded sets is metrizable. Moreover, Vs, p € S}(oo
and we have

ngTws*(xp, Sn(@)) = lim <xp, % ; u,-’,,> = (xp. Voo, p) < 8% (xp, X (@) ace.

On the other hand it easy to see that

8" (xp, Xoo(w)) < lim 8%(xp, Sp(w)) ae.

n— o0
Whence we get
lim §%(xp, Sp(w)) = 8" (xp, Xoo(@)) ace. (6.1.7)

n—o0

We will use an argument in [10, Lemma 3.2]. We have

18%(x, Sp) — 8% (x, Xoo)| < max{8*(x — Xp, Sn), 8*(xp —x, S}
+|8*()Cp, Su) — 8*(xpa Xoo0)]
+max{8*(x — xp, Xoo), 8% (xp — x, Xo0)

for all x' € E’ and for all j. Now letx € Bg and ¢ > 0. There is x, € D
such that [|[x — x,|| < &. Then we have

18 (x, Sp) — 8" (x, Xoo)| < & sup Syl +18%(xp, Su) — 8" (xp, Xoo)|+€ | Xool-
n

Thus, by (6.1.7) and the pointwise boundedness of (S;,), it follows

Vx € E, lirrgo 5 (x, Sp(@) = 8" (x, Xo(w)) ae. (6.1.8)
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By this equality, X is scalarly measurable, and hence measurable, (see, e.g.,
Corollary 5.3, [12]). Furthermore, returning again to (6.1.2), we get

. N IR
[Xoo| < liminf|S,| < lim — E X dp =g,
n—oo m»uanizl

hence [o, [Xooldp < oo.
Next, we claim that

limdg: (x', Sy) =dpr  (x', Xoo),
n m m

for all x’ € E’ and almost all w € Q. Indeed, since the multifunctions S,, and
Xoo are cwk(Ey)-valued and p(x) := dg (0, x’) is a m*-continuous semi-
norm, we can invoke Theorem II.18 in [17], which, together with (6.1.8),
entail

liminfdg (x',S,) = liminf sup [(x,x) — 8" (x, S,)]
n m

ey
> sup lim[(x, x) — 8" (x, S,)]
xeUY n
= sup [(x, x") — 8% (x, Xoo)]
xeUY

=dp (X', Xoo)

for every x’ € E’ and for almost all w € Q, where U := {x' € E' : p(x")<1}
and U" its polar. By definition of X, we have

limsupdp (x', 8,) <dp (&', Xoo),
n m m
for every x’ € E’ and for almost all w € Q. Hence
limdg (x', $0) =dp  (x', Xoo),
n m m
for every x” € E’ and for almost all w € €.

Applying the results obtained above for the sequence (X)) to any other
subsequence (Y,,) of (X)) gives X € ‘Clwk(E*)(M) such that

1 n

. %« - : o /

Vx € E, nhféo‘s (x, . E 1 Y,(w)) =4 (x, Xoo(a))) a.e.
1=

1 n
vx' e E/, limsupdE’/n* (x’, - Z Y,-(a))> = dE,'n* (x'. X)), ae.
n

i=1
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Then returning to (6.1.3) and (6.1.8) we deduce that Xoo = X/, thus com-
pleting the proof of (2) and (3).
Step 3. Using (6.1.1), conclusion (2) and Lebegue—Vitali theorem, we get

1 n
Vk>1, YoeL¥ @, F.p), lim / 5*(v, 72Yi)dy,:/ 5% (v, Xoo)d /1,
n—0oo Dk n Dk

i=1

for every subsequence (Y,) of (X,). This is equivalent to
Vk > 1, Yve LY (Q,F, n), nlgr;o/ §* (v, X;)du=/ 8" (v, Xoo)d 1,
Dy Dy

thus proving (4).
Step 4. To prove (5) and (6) let us set

(@) = [Xool(@) + ¢(@) + lley,ll g, and
(o) = [Xoo| (@) + 2T (@) g + @(@) + lley, Il ;.-
Since voo k € S) o’ it follows from (6.1.6) for £ = 0 that
3*(xp7 Xo(w)) = <xpv voo,j(w)>
<8 (xp, w* — cl[qulw*—Cl co[Qq(w) U ey}

Nw*cleo | ) Be(s@), (@) +lley,llg)]

seSy..
< §* (xp, w* — cl[qulw*-Cl co[ Qg (@) U e, }1N B (0,1 (a)))]) ,
for every p and for every m. Since the multifunction
w = w* — cl[Ug=1(w*-clco[ Qg (w) U {e),}1 N B (0, ri(w))]]

is cwk(E})-valued, E; is Suslin and its dual is equal to E, by virtue of
Proposition III-35 in [17], the preceding inequality entails

Xoo(w) C w* — cl[qulw*-Cl co[Qq4(w) Ufe,,} 1N B (0, r (a)))]
C w* —cl (Ug=1w*-clco[ Qg (w) U {e,}]). (6.1.9)
Similarly, using again (6.1.6) but this time for £ = 1, we obtain

Xoo(@)—T(®) C w*— cl[Uy1 (w*-clco[ Qg (@) — (@) U {ep INB (0, ra(w))].
(6.1.10)
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Inclusion (5) is a consequence of (6.1.9). Indeed, it suffices to proceed as in
the Step 1 of the proof of Theorem 4.1, by using an argument in the proof of
Theorem 8 in [2]. Finally, to prove (6) take u € S )l(m and note that (6.1.10)
entails

u(w)—t(w) € w*—cl [qulw*-cl col Qg (w)—T(w)U{e,, }INB £/ (0, r2(a)))].

Since the sequence (w*—cl co[Qq(w) — T U{e,} 1N B0, (a)))) satisfies
all the conditions of Lemma 4.4, repeating exactly the same arguments as in
the Step 2 of the proof of Theorem 4.1, we deduce that

/ udp € w*-cl (/ qulQ; du) = w*-cl (/ w*-1s X, du) ,
A A A

which yields the desired inclusion (6). O

From Theorem 6.1 we derive the following Biting lemma in L:Ll, wk(E!) (w).
We refer to [8,9,14] dealing with Biting lemma in £}, ) (i).
Corollary 6.2. Suppose that E is a separable Banach space, (X,) is a
bounded sequence in Eiwk(E’)('U‘)' Then there exist a subsequence (X)) of

(X)) and X € ﬁl‘wk(E’)(M) such that the following hold:

(i) (X)) weakly biting converges to X o
(ii) Xoo (@) C w*clco[w*-1s X, (w)] a.e.

Our second main result presents a version of Theorem 5.3 for multifunc-
tions in the space Q! wk(E/) (). The L'-1im sup-MT condition is replaced by
the LY — lim sup and the scalar L! — lim inf Mazur tightness conditions

Theorem 6.3. Let (X,,) be a sequence in gclwk(E,)(u) satisfying the following
conditions: l

(i) (X,) is LO-1im sup-MT.

(ii) (Xp) is scalarly L'-lim inf-MT.

Then there exist a subsequence (X)) of (X,), Xoo € glwk(E’,)(/’L) and a se-
quence (Dy) in F with limg w(Dy) = 1 such that the following hold:

(I)Vk e N, Vn >k, 1¢, X, € ﬁiu)k(Eé)(u), lo, X0 € cgwk(Eé)(u).

(2) (1c, |1 X}, ) n=k is uniformly integrable in Lﬁg(u) for each k.
(3) (X)) weakly Komlés converges to X .
(4) (X)) dpx-Wijsman Komlds converges a.e. to X .
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(5)
n—oo,n>k

Vk>1, Yoel¥(Q F.p),  lim / 5 (v, X)dp =/ 5 (1, Xoo)dt.
Dy Dy

In particular,

Vx € E, lim 8 (x, X))dp = / 8% (x, Xoo)dt.
k Ck

n—oo C

(6) Xoo(@) C w*-clco [w*-1s X, (w)] a.e.
(7) If i is nonatomic then VA € F,

(C1) Salp Xood C w*-cl ([, 1p,w*-Is X}, dp).

(C2) G-/AXOO du C w*-cl (G-/Aw*-ls X, dw), provided that G'Sr]u*—ls x, 79

Proof. Reasoning as in the beginning of the proof of Theorem 5.3 by
using Proposition 3.6 and Theorem 6.1, we find a subsequence (X)) of
(Xn), Xk e Eiwk(E<)(u) and an increasing sequence (Dj) in F with
limy 1 (Dy) = 1 such that Vk € N,

(1p,|1X,,Dn=k is uniformly integrable in L}E,[E](,u).

(Ip, X)) weakly Komlés converges to XX .

Vv e LE(Q, F. 1), lim 5% (v, 1Dkx;,(w))d,L=/ §* (v, XK )ydp.
Q

n—oo,n>k Jo
Xk (@) c w*-clcow*-Is X/ (w) a.e.oneach Dy.

Furthermore, if w is nonatomic, then

VA € F, / XK dp c w*-cl (/ w*-ls IDkX;ldy,>.
A A

Put
Di:=D; and Dj:=Dy\ Dy for k=>1,

and
k=00
Xoo = Z 1 D]/(X’;o.
k=1

Since % Yo 8% (x, X! (w)) converges to 8* (x, XX (w)) forall x € E and for
almost everywhere w € Dy and (Dy) 1, it follows that

VKV <k, 85 (x, Xho(@) = 8% (x, XX (@),
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for all x € E and for almost everywhere w € D ;. Hence
VK, Vj <k, Xlo=x% aeon Dj,
which yields
Vk, X0 = X]go a.e.on Dy.

Consequently we get

(X;,) weakly Komlés converges to Xoo,

Vk € N,Yv e L (R, F, ), lim / §*(v, X,)du = / 8™ (v, Xoo)d i,
Dy Dy

n—oo,n>k
Xoo(@) C w*-clco[w*-1s X, (w)] ae.

and, if © is nonatomic, we have

VA € F, lekXOOduzlekX’goduzf Xk du
A A ANDy

C w*-cl( w*-Is 1p, X, dp) = w*-cl (/ w*-Is 1p, X, dp)
ANDy A

whence follow (1), (2), (3), (4), (5), (6) and (7)-(C). Next, let us show that
X~ is scalarly integrable. Fix x in E. By conditions (i), (ii) and Propo-
sition 3.5, the sequence (§*(x, X)) is L'-1im sup-MT. Applying Proposi-
tion 3.4, provides a function 63 € L[lR+ (1), a subsequence of (X/,) still de-
noted (X},) and a sequence (B}) in F with limg u(Bj) = 1 such that, for
every k € N, the following holds:

VAeF, lim 18 (x, X))l dp =/ 0. dpu.
=0 JANBY ANB}

This equality, conclusion (3) and the classical Fatou lemma entail

1 n
[ e ot = [ tim 1Y 80 Xl du
BX B]f n—-oo n iz

k

1 n
5/ liminf — (8% (x, X])|du
By "0 D

1 n
< liminf—Zf 16" (x. XD)ldp
n—oo n = Bf

= lim 18 (x, X)) dp :/B" 05 du

n—o0o X
Bk k



Convergences in a dual space with applications to Fatou lemma 59

for all k € N. Whence
/w*(x,xoondu: limf 16%(x, Xoo)| dpt
Q k—o00 B,f

< lim 9&,du=/9&,du<oo,
Q

k— o0 Bf

which shows the desired integrability property.
Finally, let us show the second inclusion of (7). Let o € G—Sllu*_ls X,
then from inclusion (C) we deduce

VxekE, G—/ Ip,(Xoo — o)du Ccw*-cl <G—/ Ip, (w*-Is X, — o) d,u)
A A
Cw*-cl <G-/ w*-Is X, —o du), (6.3.1)
A

where the last inclusion follows the fact 0 € w*-Is X,, — o a.e. Since

Ip, Xoo € Liwk(E;)(“)’ for all k € N, by Strassen formula (see again

Theorem V-14, [17)), it follows
Vk e N, / 8 (x, 1p,(Xeo —0))dp
A

=/6*<x,1Dkxoo)du—f<x,10ka>du
A A

:8*(x,/ lkaoodM)—<x,/ leO'dpL>
A A

:8*(x,G-/ 1p,(Xoo —0)du). (6.3.2)
A
From (6.3.1), (6.3.2) and the fact that (D) 1 1 it follows
Vx € E, YA e F, 8*<x,G—/ Xoo—odu>
A
A
= lim [ §*(x,1p,(Xoo —0))du
k—o00 J o
= lim §*(x, G-/ 1p,(Xoo —0)dp)
k— 00 A

< §*(x, w*-cl (G-/ w¥-Is X,, —odp)). (6.3.3)
A
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Moreover, by Proposition 5.2, the set w*-cl (G- fA w*-Is X, du) is convex
w*-closed and so is w*-cl (G- fA w*-Is X, —o du). Therefore (6.3.3) entails

G-/ Xoo —odp C w*-cl (G-/ w*-Is X,, — odu) .
A A

Equivalently

G—/ Xoodp C w*-cl (G-f w*-Is X, d,u),
A A

which is the desired inclusion (C»3). O

As a direct consequence of Theorem 6.3, Corollary 4.6 and Theorem 5.8
in [12] we have the following

Corollary 6.4. Let (X,,) be a sequence in G

cwk(E’)('“) satisfying the follow-

ing conditions:

(i) (X,) is LO-lim sup-MT.

(ii) (X,) is scalarly L'-lim inf -MT.
(iii) liminf dg (0, X,) € L (1),

Then there exist a multifunction X € ngk(E,_)(u), a subsequence (X)) of
(X,) and a sequence (Dy) in F with limg w(Dy) = 1 satisfying (1)—(6) of
Theorem 6.3, and if |4 is nonatomic

(7 VAeF, G- /

Xoodp C w*-cl </ w*-Is X, du) .
A A

The following is an application of the preceding result to weak compact-
ness in the space glwk(E,)(u)

Corollary 6.5. Let (X,,) be a sequence in G

cwk(E;)(“) satisfying the follow-

ing conditions:

(i) (X,) is LO-lim sup-MT.

(ii) (§*(x, X,))) is uniformly integrable.

Then there exist a subsequence (X)) of (X,) and X € chwk(E*)(,u) such

that
VAe F,Vx e E,

lim 8*(x,X,’1)d,u=f 8 (x, Xoo) d i
A A

n—o0

with X oo (@) C w*clco [w*-1s X, (w)] a.e.
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We finish this section by providing the following Fatou lemma which
is a multivalued version of Corollary 5.5. Its proof is essentially based on
Theorem 5.3 and Proposition 3.5.

Proposition 6.6. Suppose that n is nonatomic, E is a separable Banach
space and (X,) in gg wk( E/)(/L) satisfying the following conditions:

(i) (Xp) is LO-1im sup-MT.
(ii) (X,) is scalarly L'-lim inf -MT.
(iii) liminf d g7 (0, X,) € L ().

Then the following inclusion holds

w*-Is G-/ X,dpn C w*-cl </ w*-Is X, dp,) —C*,
Q Q

where C is the cone of all x € E for which (max[0, §*(—x, X,,)]) is uni-
formly integrable and C* is the polar cone of C.

Proof. Let b be an arbitrary element of w*-1s G- fQ X, di. Then there ex-
ist a subsequence of (X;) (not relabeled) and an associated sequence ( f;)
of G}E,[E](/L)-selectors such that b = w*-1lim,_ o fQ fndu. By (i) the se-
quence ( fy) is L%-1lim sup-MT. Furthermore, by (i), (ii) and Proposition 3.6,
(X,) is scalarly L'-lim sup-MT. Using the inequality

Vx e E, [{x, fu(@)] = [8"(x, Xp(@)| + [8*(=x, Xp(®)] ae.,

and Proposition 3.5, we conclude that ( f;,) is scalarly L'-lim sup-MT. Con-
sequently, according to Theorem 5.3, we find fy € Gg,[E](u), a subse-
quence (g,) of (f;;) and a sequence (Cy) in F with lim £ (Cy) = 1 such
that

VkeN, Vxe E, VA€ F lim (x, gn)dp = / (x, foo)du,
=0 JAnC, ANCy
(6.6.1)

VA e F, / Lo, foodp € w*-cl (/ le,w*-Is g, du) . (6.6.2)
A A

We claim that

/ feodp € w*-cl (/ w*-Is X, du) . (6.6.3)
A A

Indeed, since condition (iii) ensures that S;}*_ Is X, is non empty, thanks to

Theorem 5.8 in [12], we can choose ¢ in € S&;*-ls X, Then from (6.6.2) and
the inclusion 0 € w*-Is X,, — o a.e., it follows that
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Vx € E, / le, (foo —0) dp € w*cl <f Lo, (w*-Is gn —o)du>
A A

C w*-cl (/ w*-Is X,, — odu) )
A

This inclusion and the same arguments used in the proof of Theorem 5.3 -
(€2) prove our claim. On the other hand, let C’ be the cone of all x € E
for which (max[0, —(x, f,)]) is uniformly integrable and C’ its polar cone.
Since, foreachn € N, g,, is a selector of X,,, necessary C C C’. Using (6.6.1)
and reasoning as in the proof of Corollary 4.8 we deduce

be/ fmdu—C’cf foodp — C*. (6.6.4)
Q Q

Combining (6.6.3)) and (6.6.4) gives

b € w*cl (/ w*-Is X, du) - C*.
A

7. Conditional expectation of weakly* closed convex
random sets in the dual

We finish our paper by providing the existence of conditional expectation of
w*-closed random sets which led to Fatou lemma for conditional expectation
in the space L}E,[E](,u) and ﬁiwk(E’)('U“)'

In the following, 3 is a complete sub o-algebra of F. For any subset H
in L}s,[E](B, w), and for any v € L (B, ) we set

8% (v, H) = sup (v, u).
ueH

Definition 7.1. We shall say that T is a F-random (resp. B-random) closed
convex set in E}, if the multifunction T : Q = E is F (resp. B) measurable,
that is, the graph of T belongs to F x B(E}) (resp. B x B(E})).

We begin to state the existence and uniqueness of conditional expectation
of an integrably bounded F-random closed convex set I' in E;, (thatis, |['| €
Li(F)).

Definition 7.2. A B-random closed convex set ¥ in E is called conditional
expectation of T if:

(i) There is B € Lﬁ% (B) such that ¥ (w) C B(w)Bg a.e.

(ii)Vx € E,NB € B, [, 8*(x, T(w))du(w) = [ 8" (x, T (w)du(w).
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Since E} is Suslin and its dual is equal to E, by virtue of Theorem V.14
(ii) is equivalent to

VB € B, / Y(w)dpu(w) = / IMNw)dpu(w),
B B
which is equivalent to
Vx € E, §*(x,T(w) = EB5*(x,T(w)) ae.

here EB f denotes the usual conditional expectation of an integrable func-
tion f. We provide an existence and uniqueness result of conditional expec-
tation of an integrably bounded F-random closed convex set in E; extending
Theorem VIII.34 in [17] because here the strong dual Ej of E is no longer
separable. This need a careful look involving a sequentially compactness re-
sult in [13, Corollary 6.5.10], and some other techniques.

Theorem 7.3. Under the foregoing hypotheses there exists a unique (for
equality a.e.) conditional expectation of I, . Moreover ¥ has the prop-
erties:

(a) T(w) C EB(T)(0)Bg ace.
(b) The integral functionals

Is ;v > f §*(v(w), T(@)du(w) and Ir :v— / §*(v(w), T'(w)du(w)
Q Q

are continuous on the closed unit ball EL%O(B) of LY (R, B, n) endowed
with the topology of convergence in measure and coincide on the subset of
all simple functions v =y ;_, 1p,x;, with the disjoint B; € B, x; € E.
(c) S)l:(B) is sequentially O'(Ll,[E](B),L%O(B)) compact (here 8)1:(3)
denotes the set of all L}Z,[E](Q, B, i) selections of ) and satisfies the
inclusion

EBSL(F) c SL(B).

(d) Furthermore one has
§*(v, EBSN(F) = 5% (v, SL(B))
forallv e LY (B).

Proof. Step 1 To prove the existence of X we apply Theorem V.17 in [17]
by recalling that E} is a e.l.c Suslin space and E is its dual. Then we
take in this theorem A:Lﬁ{(Q, B, u) and A* = Ly (K, B, n). We put
M(f) = [ fTdu for f € A*. Since E' = Unn B g, the mapping M mets
conditions (i)—(iv) of Theorem V.17 in [17]. So there exist a 3-measurable
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convex o (E’, E) compact valued, scalarly integrable multifunction ¥ such
that, Vf € A*, M(f) = [ fZdu. Taking f=1g(B € B), we obtain
f g xdp = f g U'djv. The uniqueness follows easily as in the proof of The-
orem VIII.34 in [17]. Indeed, let X; and X, be two convex [B-measurable
convex o (E’, E) compact valued, scalarly integrable multifunction such that

VfeAT, M(f) =/f21du=/f22du-

By Strassen Theorem V.14 in [17], we have, forevery x € E, §*(x, Z1(w)) =
8*(x, Xa(w)) a.e. By Proposition I11.35, we deduce that X (w) = > (w) a.e.

We will denote EBT =X the unique B-measurable convex o (E’, E)
compact valued, scalarly integrable multifunction X which verifies

VF e A M(f):/fzdp,.

Taking f = 15(B € B), we obtain

/EBquzf Tdu.
B B

Now we provide the properties of the conditional expectation £ BT 1t is wor-
thy to mention that, when I'=u € L}E,[E](]-'), then the EB of u, EBu, be-

longs to L}E,[E](B) and satisfies

VfelLy (2, B, w, /fud,u:/fEBudu.

Step 2 (a) For x € E, one has

§*(x, T(w)) = EBS*(x, T() (@) < EB(||x|[IT]) (@)
= [Ix[|EB(IT]) (@) = EB(T))(@)8*(x, B).
for a.e. w € €. Again by [17, Proposition II1.35], we have X(w) C

EB(T))(@)Bg.
(b) It is clear that the formula

/3*(1)(60), Y(w)dp(w) = [5*(v(w),l“(w))du(w)

holds if v = ZL] 1, x;, with the disjoint B; € B, x; € E. Now we claim
that the integral functionals

Is iv— / §*(v(w), T(w)du(w) and It :v— / §*(v(w), T'(w))du(w)
Q Q
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are continuous on the closed unit ball §L%o(5) of L%O(Q, B, u) endowed with

the topology of convergence in measure. Indeed we have for v, w € EL%"(B)
the estimate

‘ /Q 5 (0(0), (@)dp() - /Q 5 (0(@), T(@)dp ()

< fQ 5 (0(@), B(@)) — 8 (w(w), = (@)|du(@)

< fgmaX(«S*(v(w) —w(w), Z(w)), " (w() — v(w), Z(w))du(w)
<2 [ I - w@ I EE ) @dpt)

and similarly

‘ [ 5 0. rendut) - [ 5w re)due
< [ 1 0@ T (@) = 5" @), T@)du)
5/QmaX(S*(v(w)—w(w),l“(w)),t?*(w(w)—v(w),l“(w)))du(w)
<2 [ I - w@|Ir@d)

So (b) follows. If E is reflexive, one can see that Iy, and It are Mackey con-
tinuous since the topology of convergence in measure on B L¥(B) coincides

with the Mackey convergence 7(L%’, L}E,).
(c) The sequential o (LL,[E](B), LY (B)) compactness of S% (B) follows
from Step 1 and Corollary 6.5.10in [13]. Let u € Sll (F) and x € E. Then

(r, EBu) < EP[(8*(x, T()] = 8*(x, B()) e,
So again by [17, Proposition I11.35], EBu € SlE (B) and hence

EBSL(F) c SL(B). *)

(d) By (%), it is immediate that
§* (v, EBSL(F)) < 8*(v, SL(B))

for all v € L (B). Let us prove the converse inequality
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5* (v, EBSL(F)) > 8*(v, SL(B)). (%)

Letv € L3 (B). Let u be a maximal F measurable selection of I' associated
with v, that is

(v(w), u(w)) =8*w(w), F'(w)), VYo e Q.

See [17, Theorem II1.22]. Then it is obvious that u € L}E,[E](Q, F, ).
Furthermore, by applying the equality of conditional expectation given in

Step 2(b)
/(v, uydp = /(v, EBuydp.

5*(v, EBSL(F)) = (v, EBu) = /(v, EBuydu

One has

= /(v,u)du =(v,u) = /Q(S*(U(w)’ ['(w)) dp(w)

= / §*(v(w), T(w))du(w) (by (b) and approximation)
Q
> (v,uy) forany uj € S%(B).

Finally
5* (v, EBSL(F)) = 8" (v, SL(B)) (% * %)

forall v e LY (B). O

Remarks. When E is a reflexive separable Banach space and I' €
Liwk(E,)(Q,]-" , ), then conditional expectation EBr of T belongs to

£iwk(E’)(Qv B, i) and satisfies

5* (v, EBSL(F)) = 8" (v. SL(B))
for all v € LY (B) so that
EBSL(F) = SL(B)

because EBSIL(}') and S% (B) are convex O’(L}E,(B),L%O(B)) compact,
meanwhile the existence and uniqueness of EB met in Theorem 7.3 are un-
usual because the dual space is not strongly separable. See also [27] dealing
with CE of Random Sets in the dual of a separable Fréchet space via the
regular conditional probability.

To end the paper we provide the existence and uniqueness of condi-
tional expectation of a closed convex F random set in E; in the line of
[17, Theorem VIII.35].
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Theorem 7.4. Let T" be a closed convex F-random set in E; which admits an
selection ug € L}E,[E](]:). For every n and very w, let

() =) [ |wo() +nBg),

n

¥ (w) = wel {U EB(Fn)(a)):| .

Then: (a) ¥ which is a.e. convex, is a unique (for the equality a.e.) B closed
convex random set in E, with

Vv e LE(B), /95*(')(60), T(w))dpu(w) = /98*(1;(50), I'(w))dp(w).

(b) X is the smallest (for inclusion a.e.) of the B closed convex random set ®
such that
EBSL(F) c SLB).

We shall denote EBT = % and says that X is the conditional expectation
of T.

Proof. The proofis the same as in [17, Theorem VIIL.35], using Theorem 7.3,
the monotone convergence theorem and measurable projection theorem
which ensures the uniqueness. Here the measurability of ¥ is ensured
thanks to Corollary 5.3 in [12]; at this point, let us mention that I ad-
mits a L}E,[E](]-') selection iff d(0, I') is u-integrable (see Lemma 5.6 in
[12]). O

The results obtained in this section led to Fatou lemma for conditional
expectation of weak-star random sets in a dual space.
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1. Introduction

The paper is an extended transcript of the first part of the Simon New-
comb lecture (under the same title) I gave in the John Hopkins University
in October 2007. The lecture was concentrated on mathematical aspects of
two well known problems of mathematical economics: price equilibrium for
Pareto optimal points in models of welfare economics and regularity (stability
of equilibrium prices under variations of the economy parameters) in models
of competitive economics, both for nonsmooth and nonconvex economies.
The two problems appeal to two, in a sense oppositely extreme, settings of
nonsmooth analysis. The first can be considered with extreme generality of
data, practically without any a priori restrictions, the second, on the con-
trary, needs “reasonable” degree of nonsmoothness to make meaningful re-
sults available.

We have pursued two goals when writing this paper. First is to try to de-
velop a coherent “abstract” theory of subdifferentials and then to look from
that perspective into the second theorem of welfare economics. Earlier pub-
lications, especially [5,21,28], also used an extremely general frameworks
to treat the subjects. But in these works, as well as in many other publica-
tions in variational analysis (see, e.g., [1,2, 11, 17, 19, 26, 29]) the abstract
“axiomatic” approach was mainly applied to prove one or another specific
result in maximal possible generality. We here apply it as a gate to a general
theory of subdifferentials, partly due to the mere curiosity of how far we can
move without using any specific constructions. However the second theorem
of welfare economics has also somewhat benefited from that as the qualifica-
tion condition that has been eventually worked out is weaker and in a sense
more symmetric.

For the first time the techniques and language of variational analysis for
that purpose were probably used by and Khan and Vohra [25]. The equi-
librium prices that appear in their version of the theorem were elements of
Clarke’s normal cones at the Pareto optimum under assumptions (free dis-
posal and nonsatiation) that excluded any necessity in constraint qualifica-
tions at the optimal point. Shortly afterwards ([25] actually appeared in 1984
as a working paper) Cornet [10] extended their result to the “market clear”
setting and introduced a constraint qualification which served as a model
for further studies. In both cases the case of a finite dimensional commod-
ity space was considered.

We refer to [24] for a detailed discussion of these and earlier develop-
ments. Further studies along the lines set by the two mentioned works were
focused on generalizations of the mentioned results in three directions:

(a) Passage to models with infinitely dimensional commodity space
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(b) Using other (smaller than Clarke’s) subdifferentials, in particular
nonconvex-valued! to get equilibrium prices better associated with the
problem?

(c) Moditying the qualification condition in order to make it less restrictive

Bonnisseau and Cornet [3] and Khan [23] considered models of wel-
fare economy with locally convex commodity spaces. In the first the de-
centralizing equilibrium prices were taken from Clarke’s normal cones to
the corresponding sets, in the second — from the approximate normal cones
(as the latter were originally defined).? Shortly afterwards Joffre [21] and
Mordukhovich [28] observed that (in the Banach space setting) the theorem is
valid with any subdifferential/normal cone satisfying certain set of properties

1 Scepticism about suitability of Clarke’s generalized gradients and normal cones for
necessary optimality conditions in nonsmooth optimization can be traced back to the
very early stage of development of nonsmooth analysis. We mention in this connec-
tion Rockafellar’s result [31] showing, roughly speaking, that Clarke’s normal cone to
the graph of a Lipschitz mapping from IR" into IR™ is the orthogonal complement to
the graph of the derivative of the restriction of the intersection of the maximal linear
manifolds along which the mapping is strictly differentiable at the given point. As far
as real-valued functions are concerned, it is an easy matter to construct an example in
which the limiting (Mordukhovich) or approximate subdifferential, on the one hand
and generalized gradient, on the other, can differ at a certain point. But it took some
time to understand the real relationship between the two. First Katriel [22] proved that
for a real valued Lipschitz function of one real variable they can differ at countably
many points at most and then D. Borwein, J. Borwein and Wang showed that (a) in
dimensions two and higher there are Lipschitz functions whose limiting and Clarke’s
subdifferentials differ almost everywhere [4] and (b) for a generic (in a suitable sense)
Lipschitz function the limiting and Clarke subdifferentials are identically equal [8].
The latter suggests that the passage from Clarke to approximate subdifferential gener-
ically may bring about little gain. The important point however is that with functions
and sets that are usually appear in “real” situations, a substantial gain is not a rare phe-
nomenon. At the same time, Clarke’s generalized gradient proves to be much more
efficient for studying real equilibria, which cannot be described in terms of minimiza-
tion (e.g., [13]). These topics will be discussed in more details in the second paper
devoted to regularity.

2 There is no chance of course that the existence of equilibrium prices in a nonsmooth
economy at a certain point is a guarantee that this point is a local Pareto optimum —
see, e.g., [13]; in fact this cannot be true unless the economy is convex.

3 The definition of the approximate subdifferential and normal cone in infinite dimen-
sions in its original form given in [14] leads to unnecessarily large objects in certain
cases. For that reason the definition was modified and only smaller versions of ap-
proximate normal cones was used in later publications: see, e.g., [19,20]. Later in this
paper we shall speak about that in greater details. It is worth noting, however, that the
result of [23] extends to the modified definition without any change.
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and proved “abstract” versions of the second welfare theorem. Another inno-
vation of these two works was connected with modifications* of the Cornet
qualification condition (also used in [24] in a finite dimensional setting). We
shall discuss the last two developments in more details in § 3, 4.

The next and the longest section can be viewed as an introduction to a
“general theory of subdifferentials” based on the axiomatic approach. We be-
gin with a list of basic properties (an elaboration over the one in the original
publication by the author [17]) which, we believe, any reasonable subdif-
ferential must have (even though not all of them are used in one or another
publication, including this one, by the way), and actually all major subdif-
ferentials used in variational analysis do have. Then we introduce three key
properties (called tightness, robustness and trustworthiness on a space) which
a subdifferential may or may not have. The main part of the section is con-
cerned with the studies of possible consequences of various combinations
of these properties (including, of course those needed to prove our version of
the second theorem of welfare economics). The final results state that (a) all
tight robust subdifferentials trusted on a certain space coincide on the class
of locally Lipschitz functions defined on the space and (b) the approximate
G-subdifferential (whose definition we give at the end of the section — it is
actually trusted on every Banach space) is the only subdifferential which, in
addition to the three properties, possesses a certain “geometric consistency”
property (saying, roughly speaking, that the subdifferential of an l.s.c. func-
tion can be defined through the normal cone to its epigraph).

2. Subdifferentials: a general view

Emile Picard once noticed that the differential calculus would not have been
created if Newton had thought that continuous functions do not necessarily
have derivatives.

The idea that nondifferentiability should sometimes be taken into account
and explicitly dealt with is still very alien to many analysts. A popular ap-
proach when there is a need to work with something nonsmooth has been to
take a smooth e-approximation, do whatever necessary and then pass to the
limit as ¢ — 0. A convincing illustration of the power of such an approach is
given by the degree theory and the famous proof of the Brouwer fixed-point
theorem. One of the first attempts to treat nondifferentiability in a systematic
way undertaken by Warga was based on this approach. There were a number
of good results obtained on this way. However nonuniqueness of resulting

4 Under different names but actually identical.
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objects and essentially finite dimensional character of all constructions deter-
mined rather limited applicability of that method.

The approach that eventually gained recognition of the optimization com-
munity has lead to creation of a “nonsmooth” calculus which in many re-
spects is modeled by the classical differential calculus and convex analysis
and contains both as specific cases. The latter is especially important, both
formally and “psychologically,” as it creates desirable contiguity of theories
and applications.

The concepts of nonsmooth subdifferential and subderivative and their
geometric counterparts (normal and tangent cone) play the principal role in
the calculus. The terminology underscores certain “one-sidedness,” which
indeed is in the center of the approach to analysis of nonsmooth objects.

There are several “good” subdifferentials at work in variational analy-
sis: proximal, Fréchet, Dini-Hadamard, their viscosity and limiting versions
and already mentioned Clarke’s generalized gradient, approximate subdiffer-
ential. Below is a list of essential properties shared by all of them. Taking
this properties as “axioms” we can develop a consistent and far reaching
theory which, though not yet presented in a unified way, does exist in a
fragmented form in many journal publications (see, e.g., already quoted
[1,2,5,11,17,26,28,29]).

By a subdifferential we always mean a mapping which associates with
any extended real-valued function f on a Banach space X and any x € X
aset 3f (x) C X*J It turns out that all mentioned and some others (e.g.,
“viscosity”) subdifferentials share the following eight properties:

— Substantiality
PHof(x)=0ifx gdom f ={x: |f(x)] < o00}.

— Locality
(P2) If f and g coincide in a neighborhood of x, then 9f (x) = dg(x).

— Contiguity
(P3) If f is continuously (or strictly) Fréchet differentiable at x, then
af (x) = {f' ()}
(P4) If f is convex, then df (x) coincides with the subdifferential of f in
the sense of convex analysis, thatis df (x) = {x* : (x*,h) < f(x+h)—
f(x), VY h}.

— Existence
(PS) If f attains a local minimum at x, then 0 € 9f (x).

— Boundedness
(P6) If f is Lipschitz with constant K near x and x*€df(x), then
[x* < K.

5In principle it is possible to extend the definitions of certain subdifferentials to a
broader class of locally convex spaces — see, e.g., [16,23]. But it does not seem that
such an extension may attract substantial interest.
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— Calculability
(P If @(x, y) = f(x) + g(y). then dp(x, y) C df (x) + dg(y).°
P8 Ifr > 0,A: X — Y is a bounded linear operator with Im
A=Y, x* € X* and ¢(x) = Af(Ax + y) + (x*, x), then dp(x) =
AARIf (Ax + y) + x*.

— Order compatibility
P9 If S C X isaclosed set and f alower semicontinuous function such
that f(x) = 0on S and f(x) > dg(x) for all x, then dds(x) C df (x) for
xes’
The nine properties is a starting point for a long list of nontrivial calculus
rules.® Below we prove several facts we specifically need in what follows
and a few facts of a general interest.
Let QO C X. Then 8¢ (x), the indicator of Q, is the function equal to zero
on Q and +o0 outside of Q.
The set

N(Q.x) = ddg(x),

(which by (P1) can be nonempty only if x € Q) is called the normal cone
to Q at x associated with 0.

Proposition 1. (a) N(Q, x) # @ for every x € Q. If X is an interior point of
0, then N(Q, x) = {0}.

(b) For any x € Q the cone cone dds(x) = U,~ordds(x) is a subset of
N(Q, x) and does not depend of the specific equivalent norm in X.

Proof. We have 0 € N(Q, x) for every x € Q by (P5). On the other hand,
if x € int Q, we take a small ¢ > 0 such that B(x,e) C Q. and let g(x)
be the indicator of the ball. This is a convex function and dg(x) = {0} by
(P4). Now (P2) implies (a). The first part of (b) follows from (P9) applied to
f = &g, the second also follows from (P9) applied to the distance functions
associated with equivalent norms. O

Of course, it does not follow from the proposition that N (Q, x) contains
nonzero elements if x is a boundary point of Q. This is not the case even if

6 Actually for most of the known subdifferentials the equality holds; Clarke’s gener-
alized gradient seems to be the only exception.

7 This property was introduced by Penot [30] who called a subdifferential satisfying
the property quasi-homotone.

8 Most, if not all, publications with discussions of “abstract subdifferential” calculus
contain part of the listed above properties, usually only those needed for the proofs of
the results presented in the papers. Sometimes this is interpreted as an indication of
a greater generality of the results. Such interpretations can hardly be accepted as it is
difficult to imagine a workable concept of a subdifferential which would not have all
of the properties.
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Q is convex.? A sufficient condition for that is given later in Proposition 5.
It is said that d can be trusted on X, or is trustworthy on X, or that X is a
trustworthy space for 9 if the following property holds:'°

(P10) If f1 and f> are lower semicontinuous with one of them being Lip-
schitz near x and fj + f> attains a local minimum at x, then for any ¢ > 0
there are x, x2, x], xJ such that

lxi — x|l <&, xF€dfi(x;), and|x]+x3| <e.

Proposition 2. Let 9 be a subdifferential trusted on X. (a) if f is a lower
semicontinuous extended-real-valued function on X, then df (x) # @ for all
x of a dense subset of dom f; (b) if O C X is a closed set andx € Q is a
boundary point of Q, then for any ¢ > 0 there isa x € Q with ||x —X|| < ¢
such that N(Q, x) contains a nonzero element.

Proof. (a) Take an ¥ € dom f and an ¢ > 0. We may assume ¢ small enough
to guarantee for example that f(x) > f(x) — 1 if |x — X| < e.
By Ekeland’s principle there is a w such that ||lw — X|| < ¢/2, and
f(x) + 2/e)|lx — w| attains a local minimum at w. By trustworthi-
ness there is an x such that ||[x — w| < &/2, hence ||x — X| < ¢, and
af (x) # 9.

(b) As X is a boundary point of Q, we can find a w¢gQ such that
|w —X|| < ¢&?/2. By Ekeland’s principle there is a we Q with
lw — X|| < ¢/2 such that the function

g(x) = lw— x|+ 8g(x) +ellx —w||

attains its minimum at w. By trustworthiness, there are x € Q and u such
that ||u —w|| is strictly smaller that the distance from w to Q, ||x —w]| <
£/2 and for some x* in the subdifferential of |w — || +¢&|| - —w]|| at u we
have x* € N(Q, x)+¢&B. Asu # w, we conclude that ||x*|| > 1—¢. O

A subdifferential is called robust if

(P11) ﬂcl*( U af (W) C df (x),

e>0 lu—x|<e

provided f is Lipschitz near x.

9 Take for instance the Hilbert parallelepiped {x = (x1,x2,...): |xu| < n_l} in the
Hilbert space /. Zero is a boundary point of this set but the normal cone to it at the
origin reduces to zero.

10 The concept of trustworthiness was first introduced in [15] in a somewhat differ-
ent form. It was further modified in [12] and in the final form was stated in [19, 20].
The definition here is equivalent as one can see from [32] (for viscosity subdifferen-
tials) and [18,26] for the general case. In fact it is possible to assume that one of the
functions is convex continuous, not just Lipschitz.
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Proposition 3. Let d be an robust subdifferential which is trusted on X. Then:

(a) if f is Lipschitz near x, then df (x) is a weak™ compact set.

(b) of (x) # @ whenever f is Lipschitz near x.

(c) if f1 and f> are Lipschitz near x and f1+ f> attains a local minimum at x,
then 0 € df1(x) + df2(x).

Proof. To prove (a) we only need to observe that we actually have the equal-
ity in (P11).

We note further that (b) follows from (c) applied to the function f(-) +
K| - —x||, where K is the Lipschitz constant of f. So let us prove (c). As
d is trusted on X, there is a sequence of quadruples (x1,, X2, xi"n, x;n) such
that x;, — x, x7, € dfi(xi) and [|x], + x5, | — 0. By (P6) both (x},) and
(x3,) are bounded sequences and if x* is a weak™ limit point of one of them,
then —x* is a weak™® limit point of the other. Now the result follows from
robustness of the subdifferential. O

The two properties are not sufficient to make a meaningful theory as
they offer no information about the function that may come from the knowl-
edge that x* € 9f(x) (in particular to estimate, e.g., the subdifferential of
f1+ f2). To get a “real” calculus of subdifferential we need one more prop-
erty. Namely, we shall say that a subdifferential is tight if the following holds
whenever x* € 9f (x):

(P12) For any ¢ > 0 and any finite dimensional subspace E C X there is
aw such that |w—x|| < ¢ and the function ¢ (h) = f(w+h)+e|h]—(x*, h)
attains a local minimum on E at zero.

As the first application of the tightness property we shall give sufficient
conditions for the existence of nonzero elements in the normal cone and in the
subdifferential of the distance functions to a set at a boundary point. Recall
that a set Q € X is called compactly epi-Lipschitz'! near x € clQ if there are

L Thig concept was first introduced in [7]. For other characterizations and interrela-
tions of this concept with other compactness notions used in variational analysis see
[6, 19]. In many applications the compact epi-Lipschitz property can be replaced by a
somewhat weaker property known as “sequential normal compactness” [28] (actually
compact epi-Lipschitzness is equivalent to a topological counterpart of the second
property if the approximate subdifferential is considered [20] and both coincide in
weakly compactly generated spaces). However the compact epi-Lipschitz property
has a definite advantage over normal compactness because it is a geometric property
of the set itself while normal compactness of the set should be verified for any specific
type of subdifferential or normal cone.
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& > 0 and a norm compact set C C X such that
Q(\x+eB)+1BC Q+1C fortel0,¢) (1)

Proposition 4. Suppose that 90 is a tight subdifferential and Q C X is com-
pactly epi-Lipschitz near a certain X € clQ, that is that (1) holds for some
& > 0 and compact C C X. Then

o = a(x™) ;= sup(x*, h) > ||lx¥|
heC

for any pair (x, x*) such that x is sufficiently close to X and either x* €

ad(-, Q)(x) orx € Q and x* € N(Q, x).

Proof. 1% So suppose (1) holds. The statement is trivial if X is an interior point
of Q. So let X be a boundary point. Then C must contain nonzero elements.
Setr = sup{||h| : h e C}.

We first consider the case of the distance function. Take next an (x, x™)
such that ||x — X|| < ¢ and x* € 3d(-, Q)(x) and a small y > 0O to be sure
that |x —X|| +y < e.

Let ¢ € X be such that |le]| = 1 and (x*, e) > (1 — p)|x™]|. Let further
hi,...,hybeay-netin C and E = span {e, hy, ..., h,}.

As 0 is tight, we can find a u such that ||[u —x|| < y (sothatd(x, Q) < &)
and

dw+h, Q) — (x*,h) +y|hll = d(u, Q) (2)

for all sufficiently small 2 € E. Chose further for any small # > 0 (at least
such thatd(u, Q) +t(1+r) < €)an x; € Q such that ||u — x;|| < d(u, Q)+
o(t). We have |lu — x;|| < &, so by (1) for any ¢t we can find u; € Q and
h; € C such that

X, +te=u; +thy.

We have x; + (e — h;y) € Q, so
dutte—hy), Q) =dw—x+x+t(e—hy), Q) <d(u, Q)+o(r). (3)
Take an h; € E N C such that ||k, — h}|| < y. We have by (2)

dwu+1t(e—h), Q) —dwu, Q) —t{x*,e—h)) +tle—hl| >=0. (4

12 The basic idea of the proof is the same as in the proof of Theorem 2 in [19]. In that
paper however the idea of the proof was somewhat obscured by techniques connected
with the unnecessarily strong assumption that 9 is the approximate subdifferential.



80 A.D. Ioffe

As|du +1t(e—h}), Q) —du+t(e—hy), Q) <ty, (3)and (4) imply
ty +o@) —t{(x*,e—hy)+t(1+r)>0,
so dividing by ¢ and taking t — 0, we get
a(x™) = (x*e) = 24y = [Ix* = B+ r)y.

The result now follows as y can be chosen arbitrarily small.
The proof for the normal cone is basically the same, even simpler. (2)
reduces in this case to
—(x*,h) +ylhl =0

for all h € E N Q sufficiently close to zero. We further define u; € Q and
hy € C from x + te = u; + hy and get (x*, hy) > (1 — ) |x*| — y (1 +7r)
from which the desired inequality is easily obtained. O

Proposition 5. Suppose that 9 is a tight and robust subdifferential which is
trusted on X. Let Q be a closed subset of X. Then:

(a) If X is a boundary point of Q and Q is compactly epi-Lipschitz near X,
then 3d (-, Q)(x), and hence N (Q, X), contains nonzero vectors.

(b) If f1 and f, are Lipschitz near x, then o( f1 + f2)(x) C 9f1(x) + df2(x).

Proof. (a) Assume that x ¢ Q. Take a small ¢ > 0, choose i € Q such that
lx — il < d(x, Q) + €2 and consider the function (1) = ||x — u|| +
d(u, Q). Clearly info = d(x, Q) and therefore ¢(i) < infg + g2, By
Ekeland’s principle there is a u with ||[u—u|| < & such that ¢ (u)+¢||lu—u||
attains an absolute minimum at %. A reference to trustworthiness and (P4)
allows to conclude that there are a u™ belonging to the subdifferential of
I - || at a point close to x — u and a v close to u such that

0eu*+9d(-, Q)(v) +¢B

(with the level of closeness fully in our disposal). We observe that for ¢
small enough we may be sure that x # u and therefore ||u™| = 1.

Let us return to the proof of our statement. If x is a boundary point
of Q, then there is a sequence (x,) of vectors not belonging to Q and
converging to x. As we have just seen, we can associate with this se-
quence two other sequences: (v,) also converging to x and () such
that u™ € 9d(-, Q)(v,) and |lu}|| = 1. As Q is compactly epi-Lipschitz
near x, it follows from Proposition 4 that sup{(u;, 1) : h € C} > 1, that
is there are h, € C such that (u), h,) > 1 for all n. Now if & is a limit
point of &1, and u* is a weak*-limit point of u;, then (u*, h) > 1, that is
u* #0and u™ € 3d(-, Q)(x) as d is a robust subdifferential.
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(b) Let f1, f> be Lipschitz near x with constant K, and let x*€0d( f1 + f2) (x).
Then for any finite dimensional E and any ¢ > 0 we find a w such that

fi) + fo(u) — (x*,u —w) +ellu —w| +2Kdu — w, E)

attains a local minimum at w (tightness). As 9 is trusted on X, there are
(ui, uf), i = 1,2 such that

lui —wl <&, ufedfiu), x*eul+ui+eB+EL

We have also [uf||<K. Repeating the already standard limiting
arguments involving robustness of d we conclude that x* € dfj(x) +
9f2(x). O

Remarks. A problem which remains open is what can be said about subdif-
ferentials of the distance functions at points not belonging to the set?

Proposition 6. Let 9 be a tight robust subdifferential which is trusted on X.
Let Q C X be a closed set, let x € Q, and let the following regularity
property holds for Q near x:

(R) There is an r > 0 such that for any finite dimensional subspace
E’ C X there is a bigger finite dimensional subspace E such that for any
w € Q sufficiently close to X

d(x, Q[ w+ E)) < r(d(x. Q) +d(x,w+ E)) ()

for all x of a neighborhood of w.

Then
N(Q.%) c | Jrdd(-, Q)@

r=0

that is for any x* € N(Q,¥) there is a % > 0 such that x* € 19d(-, Q)(%).
In fact, we can always find A < r(||x*| + 1).

Proof. Assume (R), and let x* € N(Q, X). By tightness we can find a small
e > 0and aw € Q arbitrarily close to x such that

—"u—w) +ellu—w| =0

forany u € Q N (w + E). The function on the left is Lipschitz with constant
not greater that || x*|| + 1 (if ¢ < 1 which we always can assume), so setting
A =r(]|x*|| + 1), we can be sure in view of (5) that
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Adu, Q) +du,w+E) +elu—wl|—x*u—w) >0

for all u of a neighborhood of w. By trustworthiness and (P4) in any neigh-
borhood of w we can find an x such that

x* € 29d(-, Q)(x) + eB + EX N (AB)
and we conclude in the standard way using robustness that x*€Add (-, Q). O

Proposition 7. If f is Lipschitz in a neighborhood of X, then epi f satisfies
(R) in a neighborhood of (x, f(x)).

Proof. Denote, as earlier, by L the Lipschitz constant of f in a neighborhood
of x. First we observe that whichever norm in X x IR has been chosen, there
are K > k > 0 such that

k(L|x| + la) < I, o)l < K(Lx || + leel). (6)
We have, if (x, ) is sufficiently close to (x, f(X)):

(f(x) =)t = inf{Llx — x| + o —&'| : (x', ) € epi f}
= i)Icl/f(LHX — X+ (&) —a)h)
i)r}f(LHx — X+ (f@) =)t = () = fFOD
(f(x) —a)*.
Letnow E/ C X x IR, dimE’' <oo. If {0} x IR C E', set E = E’.

Otherwise set E = E’ @ ({0} x IR). In either case E = D @ IR for some
finite dimensional subspace D C X. We obviously have from (6)

v

v

kLd(x,D) <d((x,a), E) < KLd(x, D).
Furthermore if (4, B) are sufficiently close to (¥, f(x)), then

d((x,a),epi f N ((u, p) + E))
=inf{||(x, @) — (X", &) : &' > f(x'), (', &) € (u, B) + E}
< Kinf{L||x — x| +|a —d'| : &' > f(x), (x',a') € (u,B) + E}
= Kinf{L|x —x'|| + (f(x") —a)T : x’ €u+ D}
< K[(f(x) =)™ +inf{L||lx — x| + | f(x) — f(x)] : " —u € D}]
< K[(f(x) —a)" +2Ld(x —u, D)]
< K[k7'd((x, @), epi f) +2Ld((x, ), (u, B) + E)]

and the proof is completed. O

If we look back at Proposition 5 and the proof of Proposition 6, then
the last result may suggest that for a Lipschitz function on X tight robust
subdifferentials trusted on X should coincide. This is indeed the case and the
following proposition gives a direct proof of the fact.
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Proposition 8. Let 9 be a tight robust subdifferential which is trusted on X.
Let f be a function on X which is Lipschitz continuous near X. Then x* €
daf (X) if and only if for any ¢ > 0 and any finite dimensional subspace E of
X there are w and § > 0 such that ||w — X|| < & and

fw+h)— f(w)— &%, h) + ¢|h| =0, VhekE, ||hl<s. (7)

Thus if 3’ is another tight robust subdifferential which is trusted on X, then
Af(x) =" f(x).

Proof. The tightness property provides the proof in one direction. We there-
fore have to show that whenever for any ¢ > 0 and finite dimensional £ C X
there are w with ||[w — X|| < € and § > 0 such that (7) holds, we conclude
that x* € df (x). The proof of this implication is basically the same as the
proof of part (b) of Proposition 5. Indeed, it follows from (7) (as f is Lips-
chitz and 9 is a trustworthy subdifferential) that, given ¢ and E, there is an x
with ||x —X|| < ¢ such that (for a sufficiently large K depending only on the
Lipschitz constant of f)

x*€df(x)+ ETN(KB) +¢B.

When ¢ — 0, we get using robustness that x* € 9f (x) + E+ N (KB). From
here, taking into account that df (x) is a weak™*-compact set (Proposition 2),
we conclude that x* € 3f (X). O

Another consequence of Proposition 8 is

Proposition 9. Let 0 be a tight robust subdifferential which is trusted on X x
IR, and let f be Lipschitz continuous in a neighborhood of x:

(a) If x* € 0f (X), then there is an r > O such that (x*, —1) € rod (-, epi f)
&, f).

(b) Suppose in addition that the norm in X x IR is defined by ||(x,a)| =
L|x|| + |«|, were L is not smaller than the Lipschitz constant of f
in a neighborhood of x. Then the converse is true: if (x*,—1) €
rad(-,epi f)(x, f(x)) for some r > 0, then x* € If (X).

(c) Thus

Af (@) = {x": (", =1) € N(epi f, (x, f(X)}.

Proof. (a) Let x* € 9f(x). Then, given ¢ > 0 and a finite dimensional
D € X we can find aw € dom f and § > 0 such that ||w — x| < ¢ and

fw+h)y— f(w)—(x* h)+ellh] >0, VYheD, |h]<S3.
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Taking a small &, we can rewrite the expression in the left side as

fw+h) = fw) —§ = (&, =1, (h,§) +elhll.

As follows from the proof of Proposition 7, there is an r > 0 such that
rd((x,a),epi f) > (f(x) — o)™ if (x, «) is sufficiently close to (¥, f(X)).
Thus we have

rd((w-h, f(w)+E),epi f) = (f(w+h)—f(w)=§)" = fw+h)— f(w)-§.

Now let E be a finite dimensional subspace of X x IR, and D its projection
onto X. Comparing the last two inequalities, we conclude that, given ¢ > 0,
we can find a w in the e-neighborhood of X such that

rld((w, f(w)) + (h, &), epi f) —d((w, f(w)), epi f)] — (", —1), (1, §))
+éelln] = 0

whenever (h,£) € E and the norm of (k, &) is sufficiently small. Applica-
tion of Proposition 8 (possible as d is trusted on X x IR) gives (x*, —1) €
rd (- epi f)(, f(X).

(b) Assume now that the last inclusion holds. Then by tightness, given
an ¢ > 0 and a finite dimensional D € X we find (again using the proof of
Proposition 7) a (w, B) in the e-neighborhood of (¥, f (X)) such that

(f+m)—=(B+E)T=(f(w) =BT = (™, =1), (h, §)) +e(llhl+15) = 0

for all h € D with ||h| and |£| sufficiently small. As a™ — bt < (a — b)*
for any real a and b, we get from here

(fw+h) = (f) +ENT = (%, =1, (0, ) +e(lhll +15) = 0

for the same % and &. Set £ = f(w + h) — f(w). Then the last inequality
gives
fw+h) — f(w) = (x*, h) +e(L + D] = 0.

Again, an application of Proposition 8 proves the claim.
(¢) The inclusion

Af () C {x™: (x*, —1) € N(epi f, (x, fF(X))}.

follows from (a) and Proposition 1(b). The opposite inclusion is a combina-
tion of (b) and Propositions 6 and 7. It has to be taken into account that the
definition of a subdifferential and normal cone does not involve a reference
to any specific norm in the space. O
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Thus, for Lipschitz functions we get a nice geometric characterization of
a tight robust subdifferential which is trusted on X x IR. We shall call a sub-
differential geometrically consistent on X if for any lower semi-continuous
function on X, not just Lipschitz, the relations x* € 9f(x) and (x*, —1) €
N (epi f, (x, f(x)) are equivalent.

To state the final result of this section we have to recall the definition
of the approximate G-subdifferential. Given a function f, the lower Dini—
Hadamard directional derivative of f at x is

— . . L. 1 _
d f(x’h)_w,}}‘llb?ﬂof (f (x +1u) — f(x)),

and the Dini—-Hadamard subdifferential of f at x is
0" f(x)={x*: (x*,h) <d” f(x;h), Yh}.

Let further £ be a finite dimensional subspace of X and f|o stand for the
restriction of f to Q (that is the function equal to f on Q and infinity out-
side of Q). Now, if f is Lipschitz near x with constant L, we define the
G-subdifferential of f at x by

of = er*( U 9 fure@ 0 BO. 1)),

EcF e>0 |lu—x|<e

where F is the collection of finite dimensional subspaces of X.
Finally, if f is a lower semi-continuous function, we define the
G-subdifferential of f at x by

of (x) = (x* = (%, =1) € J 29 (- epi f)(x, f())}.1

2=0

As well known the result does not depend on the choice of the norm in X x IR.
The G-subdifferential has all the three properties: it is trusted on every Ba-
nach space, tight and robust. It is also more or less clear from the definitions
that it is geometrically consistent. Thus Proposition 9 leads to

Theorem 10. Approximate G-subdifferential is the only tight robust sub-
differential which is trusted and geometrically consistent on every Banach
space. 14

13 As we have already mentioned, this definition differs from the original definition
of [14] in which we defined the subdifferential as the weak™®-closure of the union on
the right. It turned out later that closure operation is not needed in the proofs and
moreover, it kills some good properties, e.g., the one analogous to the property (c) in
Proposition 9.

14 A parallel theory can be developed for sequentially robust subdifferentials which
however does impose some a priori restrictions to the choice of a Banach space. We
hope to consider it elsewhere.
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3. A scheme relevant to the second theorem of welfare
economics

We shall now turn to the question we need to answer in order to approach
the second theorem of welfare economics with the general concept of sub-
differential. Namely, given two closed sets Q1 and Q> in a Banach space X
having at least one common point X, — when we can guarantee that the nor-
mal cones to the sets at X contain a common nonzero vector? An alternative
formulation is the existence of a common nonzero vector in dd (-, Q1)(x) and
ad (-, Q1)(X). In the last case the a priori requirement that the sets are closed
is not essential. Actually, in the situation typical for models of welfare eco-
nomics, one of the sets may have a very special structure being the preimage
of a point (for a more general set as well) under a linear bounded mapping
onto a Banach space.

We shall prove two results which are closely connected although basically
independent. The first is a sort of a calculus rule for the distance functions,
while the second result, essentially answering the questions, is of the kind
that is usually interpreted as a “nonconvex separation property.”

Proposition 11. Let d be a tight and robust subdifferential that can be trusted
on X. Let further Q1 and Q2 be closed subsets of X. Then for any x; € Q;
we have

3d(-, Q1 + 02)(x1 +x2) C dd (-, Q)(x1) [ )dd(-. Q2)(x2).

Proof. Set for brevity x = x1 + x2, and let x* € 3d(-, Q1 + Q2)(x). Take a
finite dimensional subspace E C X. By tightness, for any ¢ > 0 there is a w
such that |jw — x|| < ¢, and

dw+h, Q1+ Q2) +ellhl — (x*, h) = d(x, Q1 + Q2)

for all 7 € E of a neighborhood of zero. As the function on the left is Lip-
schitz, with constant not exceeding 1 + ¢, this amounts to

lw +h — (i +u)ll + ellhll + (14 &) (d(h, E) +d(u1, Q1) +d(u2, 02))
— (" h) =d(x, Q1+ Q2)

for all & of a neighborhood of zero, e.g., satisfying ||k|| < & for some § > 0
and all u;, i = 1, 2. (We may assume that § < ¢.) Denote by g(h, u1, us) the
function in the left-hand side of the inequality.

By Ekeland’s variational principle, there are 7 and #;€Q; such that
A < /&, llt; — x|| < /= and the function

g(h,ur, uz) + e(lh — bl + llur — @i || + lluz — #2])
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attains local minimum at (7, 7}, #2). As all terms of the latter function are
Lipschitz (and all but d(-, Q;) convex), we apply Proposition 5(b) and get as
a result that there is a u* € x* + EL, |u*| < 1 such that

0€ —u*+eB+ (14£)dd(-, Q1)(1);
0€—u+eB+ (1+6)dd(-, 02)@2).

By robustness, the set U(E) of u* such that |lu*|| < 1, u* € x* + E*+
and u* € 9d(-, Q1)(x) N ad(-, Q2)(x) is nonempty for any E, these sets
are weak™ compact and do not increase with E. Therefore the intersection
of all these sets over all finite dimensional subspaces of X is nonempty. It is
also obvious that the only element in the intersection obtained this way may
be x*. O

This nicely looking proposition may not, however, be fully satisfactory.
Our ultimate goal is to find conditions which guarantee that dd (-, Q;)(x;)
have a common nonzero element. The proposition may guarantee this only if
X = x1 + x7 is a boundary point of the closure of Q1 + Q>. A more delicate
analysis allows to get it without a priori assuming the latter.

We say following [5] that two closed sets Q1 and Q2 are separable at
(x1,x2) € Q1 x Q2 if X = x| + X is a boundary point of Q1 + Q», that is
if Q1 4+ Q> contains no neighborhood of x. The sets are locally separable at
(x1, xo) if there is a neighborhood of zero U C X such that Q; N (x; + U)
are separable at (x1, fz).ls

Theorem 12. (a) Assume that 9 is trusted on X and Q;, i = 1, 2, are closed
subsets of X. Assume that Q1 and Q3 are locally separable at (X1, X2).
Then for any ¢ > O there are x; € Q; and an x* such that ||x; — X;|| < &,
lx*|| = 1 and x* € N(Q;, x;) + €B.

(b) If, moreover, 0 is a robust tight subdifferential and one of the sets Q; is
compactly epi-Lipschitz near X;, then ad (-, Q1)(x1)Nad(-, Q2)(x2) and
therefore N(Q1,x1) N N(Qa2, X2) contain nonzero vectors.

The first statement is sometimes referred to as the “e-separation theorem”
while the second as the “exact separation theorem.”

Proof. Set x = x| + X2. We can assume without loss of generality that the
entire sets Q; are separable at (x1,x3). Takeane > Oandletx & Q1 + 0>
be such that ||x — x| < 2. Consider the function ¢(x1, x2) = ||x — x1 — x2]|
on the set Q1 x Q. This is a complete metric space in the induced metric, so

15 This property introduced probably in [5] is closely connected with x| being an
extremal point of Q1 and X — Q9 in the sense of [27,29] — see [9]. We use separability
because it is a weaker property and in terms of separability the formulation of Pareto
optimality properties in welfare economics is a bit more convenient.
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by Ekeland’s variational principle there are u; € Q; such that ||u; — X;|| < ¢
and

V(x1, x2) = @(xr, x2) +e((lxr —ur | +lxz—u2l) = o1, uz),  Vxi € Q.
This amounts to saying that the function

g(x1, x2) = 8p,(x1) + 80, (x2) + ¥ (x1, x2)

attains an unconditional minimum at (i1, u»).

As u; € Q;, we have p = Y (uy,uz) = |lx —u; — uz/| > 0. By
trustworthiness, we can find (x1, x2) with ||x; — u;|| <& and (wy, wy) with
lwi —ui|| < p/2 such that

(0,0) € N(Q)(x1) x N(Q2,x2) — (x*, x) + &(B x B),

where x* belongs to the subdifferential of the norm at x — w; — wy. As this
vector is not equal to zero, we have ||x*| = 1. This completes the proof of
the first statement.

The simplest way to prove (b) is just to refer to [5] with a reference to
the property in third part of Proposition 3 (which was used in [5] as one of
axioms of subdifferentials).'®

Remark. 1Tt is appropriate to compare here Theorem 12 with the correspond-
ing results of [5,21,28] (also [29]). Using the property of Proposition 3(c) as
an axiom as in [5, 21] exclude nonrobust subdifferentials (as say Fréchet or
Dini—-Hadamard) from consideration. In [28] the part of the exact statement
involving distance functions is absent (and it is not clear whether it is ob-
tainable within the axiomatics of [28]) while the part involving normal cones
gives a rougher estimate. The reason is that, contrary to earlier publications
related to the abstract approach, normal cones, rather than subdifferentials,
were chosen in [28] as original objects. As a result the cones that appear in
the exact statement of [28] are necessarily weak*-closed. Thus, in the case of
a “subdifferentially generated normal structure” the cones that appear in [28]
are weak™ closures of the cones that appear in the part (b) of Theorem 12.

We next consider a more special scheme which includes a set O C X,
not assumed to be closed, a bounded linear operator A from X onto another
Banach space Y and a point y € Y. We shall be interested in conditions that
guarantee local separation of c1Q and A~!(3) at a certain X which belongs
to both c1Q and A~'(¥). An important simplifying assumption is that Q N
A7) =0

16 Tt is not clear whether under the assumptions of part (a) of the Theorem we can
replace normal cones by the subdifferentials of the distance functions.
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By Theorem 12 the only condition we need to prove the g-separation
theorem in this case is that 2% is a boundary point of c1Q + A~!(y). This is
obviously the same as X being a boundary point of clQ + Ker A.

Proposition 13. A sufficient condition for X to be a boundary point of c1Q +
Ker A is that there is a sequence (vi) C Y converging to zero such that for
all k.

v + A(clQ) C A(Q). ()

Proof. Indeed, in this case y — vy € A(clQ) for otherwise we would have
Y € A(Q), thatis Q N A~ () # @ contrary to the simplifying assumption.
As A is onto, there is a sequence (u,) C X such that Au,, = v, and |lug| <
K||v, || — 0 for some sufficiently large K. Then X — v, ¢ clQ + Ker A for
otherwise we would have y — v, € A(clQ). m]

We also observe that since A is onto (and by (P4)) the normal cone to
Ker A at zero is the annihilator of Ker A. Combining now the proposition
with Theorem 12, we get

Proposition 14. Consider a set Q C X and a linear bounded mapping A
from X onto another Banach space Y. We assume that x € clQ is such that
y = Ax € A(Q) and the qualification condition (x) holds:

(a) If 0 is a subdifferential trusted on X, then for any ¢ > 0 there are x € Q
with ||x — X|| < & and a nonzero x* € N(c1Q, x) N (Ker A)* + ¢B.

(b) If in addition 0 is a robust subdifferential and clQ is compactly epi-
Lipschitz near X, then both dd(-, Q)(xX) and N (clQ, X) contain nonzero
vectors belonging to (Ker A)™*.

Remark 1. As by (P2) the value of any subdifferential at a point is determined
by the restriction of the function to arbitrarily small neighborhood of
the point, we can replace in () and all our argument afterwards clQ by
(clQ)(x + &B).

2. Both assumptions, that A(clQ) is compactly epi-Lipschitz and (x) say
that Q must be sufficiently massive. In particular both are satisfied if
A(clQ) is epi-Lipschitz (that is if the set C in the definition of compact
epi-Lipschitzness is a singleton).!”

4. The second theorem of welfare economics
The standard model of welfare economics (we do not include public goods
for simplicity) contains:

17 In fact the assumption that the preference set is epi-Lipschitz was used as a quali-
fication condition in the proof of a second welfare theorem in [3].
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A space of commodities X (which we assume Banach)

n consumers with consumer sets X; C X and preference (set-valued)
maps P;(x) from X; into itself

m producers with production sets Y; C X

Vector w € X of aggregate endowment

We assume that clP;(x) C X; and x € (clP;(x))\ P;(x) for every x € X; for
which P;(x) # 3.8

An allocation is an element of X"  An allocation £ = (xq, ..., Xp,
Y1, .-, Ym) is feasible if x; € X; for every consumer, y; € Y; forall j =
1,...,mand

n m
Su-Yy=w ®
i=1 j=1

A feasible allocation & = (X1, ..., Xn, Yi»...,V,,) is Pareto optimal if

for any other feasible allocation & either x; & P(x;) foralli or x; & clP;(x;)
for some i. If for any other feasible allocation x; ¢ P(x;) for some i, then it
is said that £ is a weak Pareto optimum.

Given a subdifferential 9, we can define a price equilibrium as a pair
(€, p) such that & is a feasible allocation, 0 # p € X* and the following two
relations hold:

—p e N(CIPi(X;),x;), i=1,...,m
pEN(Cle,)_)j), j=1,...,m.

It is also possible to consider an e-price equilibrium as a pair (€, p), where
as above, £ is a feasible allocation and p # 0, such that the inclusions

—p e N(ClPi(x;),x;))+eB, i=1,...,n;

peN(lY;,y))+eB, j=1,....m,

hold for some x; eclP;(x;), y;eclY; such that |lx; — X;|l<e, [ly; — yj | <e.
All versions of the second theorem of welfare economics give conditions
which guarantee that Pareto optimality in one or another sense imply the
existence of equilibrium prices.

We can get such conditions for our model as Pareto efficiency can be
easily reduced to the scheme of the previous section. Indeed, let Z be the
product of n 4+ m copies of X. Fix a feasible allocation £ and set

18 Nothing will change in the argument to follow if we assume that preferences of
each consumer depend on the choices of the others. In other words we can assume
that P; is a mapping from X| x - - - X X, into X;. The assumption in this case assumes
the form x; € clP; (xy, ..., xp)\P(x1, ..., Xpn).
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Pi =clPi(x1) X -xclPi_1(x;—1) x P;(X;) XClPiy1(Xj41) X - - xclP, (x,),
n m
0= (LJT%) X rllv.
i=1 j=1

Then £ is Pareto optimal if and only if Q does not meet the set of allocations

E=(x1,..., %X, Y1, ..., ym) satisfying (8).
Likewise, if we set

P=PiE1) XX Py(Tn),
é Zﬁ X 1_[Yj’
Jj=1

then & is weakly Pareto optimal if and only if é does not meet the set of
allocations & = (xq, ..., Xn, Y1, - .., Ym) satisfying (8).

Set . N
A%’ = in — Zyj.
i=1 j=1

Than A is a linear bounded operator from Z into X which is obviously onto
and the set of allocations satisfying (8) is precisely A~ (w). We have

clQ = clé = <ﬁclP,~(fi)) X (ﬁ cle) O]
i=1 j=

so £ € clQ and, on the other hand, no allocation satisfying A§ = w can be-
long to either Q or Q. This is precisely the case considered in the concluding
part the previous section.

Taking into account the first remark at the end of the previous section, we
can restate condition (x) as follows: there are ¢ > 0 and u;y — 0 (u; € X)
such that

u+ S P GEN (\E +eB) - Y clY; (G, +eB)
i J
(5)

cJP@+ ) cPiE)) - )Y
k

ik j
in case of Pareto optimality, or such that
we+Y (P &) (\@i+eB)—Y clY; [ \F,+eB) C Y PiE)—) Y,
i J i '

J ~
C))
in case of weak Pareto optimality.
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The final observations we have to do are:

(a) As A is onto, the annihilator of Ker A coincides with Im A* which is
the collection of vectors n = (x*, ..., x*, —x*, ..., —x™) (first n com-
ponents with plus and the last m components with minus) when x* runs
through X*.

(b) Taking into account the product structure of Q, we can easily see that €
N(clQ, &) is the same as x* € N(clP;(X;), x;) and —x* € N(clY;, y;)
for all i and j, so setting p = —x*, we get the desired inclusions.

Thus, we can conclude by stating the following theorem.

Theorem 15. If & is Pareto (resp. weak Pareto) optimal and the qualification
condition (x%) (resp. (¥%)) holds, then for any ¢ > O there is a p # 0 such that
(£, p) is an e-price equilibrium with prices associated with a subdifferential
trusted on X",

If, moreover, one of the sets clP;(x;) is compactly epi-Lipschitz at X; or
one of the sets clY; is compactly epi-Lipschitz at y; and the prices are taken
from normal cones associated with a tight and robust subdifferential trusted
on X" then there is a nonzero p € X* such that (€, p) is a price equilib-
rium.

Proof. In view of the second observation above, the first statement is an
immediate consequence of Proposition 14(a). We cannot directly apply
Proposition 14 to justify the second part of the theorem (because the set
clQ in (10) need not be compactly epi-Lipschitz under the assumptions).
However clQ is a product of several sets one of which is compactly epi-
Lipschitz and we have the same vectors in normal cones to each of the sets.
So the limiting process similar to that used, e.g., in the proof of Proposition 5
applied to the compactly epi-Lipschitz component set in leads to the desired
result. O

Remark. In addition to the differences with [21,28] discussed in the previous
section, the qualification condition () differs from that in [21, 28] where it
was assumed that for some k and u,, — 0

un+ Y (P E)) (& +eB) =Y clY; ()G +¢B)
i J
C Puxi) + Y _clPi(x) — Y Yj. (10)
ik j

We emphasize that («x) not just more symmetric than (10) but actually
weaker as is seen from the following simple example.
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Example. Let X = IR,

Pi={a = (x;,a2): ajap =0 & either o; >0 or O<a27é2’k,
k=1,2,...},

Pr={a=(aj,0) : ajan =0 & either a; <0 or 0 <oy #27K,
k=1.2,..).

Then

clPy+clPy ={a = (a1,2) : a2 >0}
clPi+ P, = (clP1+clP) \ {a=(a1, ) i1 > 0, ap = 27k k=1,2,.. N
Pi+clP, = (clPi+clPo) \ {a=(a1, a0) i1 <0, ap = 27% k=1,2,.. 1

Thus a + clP) +clP, ¢ P; +clP;_; forany a € IR? and either i = 1 or
i = 2but

(0. B) + clPy +clPy C (P +clPy) | J(clP1 + P2)

whenever > 0.
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1. Introduction

This paper is concerned with the existence of smooth feasible solutions to
dual Monge—Kantorovich problem with given marginal difference on some
particular subsets X in R”. We develop a method that enables us to derive
smooth solutions from Lebesgue measurable ones. This method was already
used in [35-37] in connection with some problems of best approximation
theory and of utility theory. In the present paper, we consider it in general
setting and give further applications.!

Let X be a separable metrizable topological space. Given a cost function
c: X x X — RU {+o00} and two positive finite Borel measures o1 and o7
on X with 01X = 02X, the Monge—Kantorovich mass transportation prob-
lem (MKP) with a cost function ¢ and a marginal difference p = o1 — 07 is
to minimize the functional

c(u) = / c(x, y) uld(x. )
XxX

over the set of positive Borel measures © on X x X satisfying myu — mopu =
o1 — oz where mju and o are the marginals of w: for every Borel set
B C X,miu(B) = u(B x X), mpu(B) = u(X x B). Itis an infinite linear
program, and the dual problem is to maximize the functional

p(u) i=/ u(x) p(dx)
X

over the constraint set Q(c) of bounded continuous functions u# : X — R
satisfying
u(x) —u(y) <cx,y) (1)

for all x,y € X. Every u € (Q(c) may be considered thus as a feasible
solution to this dual linear program.

For the first time, MKP was posed by Kantorovich, who studied duality
of two problems in the case that (X, d) is a metric compact space and ¢ = d,;
see [11-15]. In that case, Q(c) is the set Lip1 (X, d) of Lipschitz continuous
functions on (X, d) with the Lipschitz constant L < 1, and the above-posed
mass transportation problem is equivalent to a different variant of MKP, with
given marginals [14, 15]. The latter consists in minimizing c(u) subject to
T = o1, Toj0 = 02, and it is a relaxation of the Monge “excavation and
embankments” problem [42].

Duality for both variants of MKP with arbitrary continuous cost functions
on (not necessarily metrizable) compact topological spaces is studied since

1 Some results of this paper are announced without proofs in [38].
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1974; see [17,18,20].2 Notice that the term itself, Monge—Kantorovich prob-
lem, has appeared in 1970s (see [17,46]) in connection with both variants of
MKP.3 In [22,25,26,31,39],* more general (topological and non-topological)
spaces X were considered and duality theory for both variants of MKP with
a general (discontinuous) cost function was developed.

In this paper, we don’t deal with the Monge—Kantorovich duality as such.
Properties of the dual constraint set Q(c) and especially conditions for it
to be non-empty is the only thing that will be needed to us. Also we will
consider the set Qg(c) of all functions # : X — IR satisfying (1) and the
set Q(c; £L2°(X)) of bounded Lebesgue measurable functions satisfying (1).
Properties of these and similar sets and conditions for them to be non-empty
were studied earlier in connection with various generalizations and applica-
tions of MKP (see [23,26-29,32,33,35,36]).

An important role in study of such sets is played by reduced cost functions
[19,20,39]. Given a cost function ¢ : X x X — IR U {+o00}, the reduced cost
function c, is defined as follows:

m+1
cx(x,y) :=min | c(x,y), inf inf Y e’ xD)), )
moxl . xm izl
where x* = x, x™*! = y. Clearly, it turns into

i=1

m+1 . ) )
(X, y) 1 = infinf: Yoe(xih ) xf e X, x0 = x, xm ! = y}
m

li
m— 00 i=1

m+1 . ) .
m inf] > el xi): xi e X,x0=x, x" =y
3)

when ¢ vanishes on the diagonal: c¢(x, x) =0 Vx € X. Clearly, ¢, < c and
¢, satisfies the triangle inequality: for every x, y, z € X,

(X, y) + (3, 2) = cs(x,2)

2 In general case, two variants of MKP, with a given marginal difference and with
given marginals, are not equivalent.

3 For the first time, this word combination as a title of a paper has appeared in [19, 20].
4 Also see [44, Chap. 4] where some results of [22,23,25,26,39] are presented.

3 Here, £>°(X) stands for the Banach space of bounded Lebesgue measurable
functions (Lebesgue equivalent functions are not identified) with the uniform norm
lull goo(xy = supyey lu(x)|. The classical Lebesgue space L®°(X) is naturally iso-
metric to its factor-space: L% (X) = £ (X)/Ny where N is a subspace in £%°(X)
consisting of Lebesgue negligible functions.
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(we assume, by definition, that +00 + (—00) = +00). Also, it follows from
the above definition that: (1) Q(c¢) = Q(cy), (2)if ¢4 is bounded continu-
ous and vanishes on the diagonal then Q(c) is non-empty and c.(x,y) =
SUPy e g () (U (x) — u(y)). Similar facts hold for Qo(c) and Q(c; L>(X)); see
[35,36] for details.

The paper consists of five sections. In §2 we suppose that X C R”
is closed or open and stable with respect to shifts in positive directions
(ie.x € X, z € RL = x+ 2z € X). We prove a theorem on the exis-
tence of smooth functions in Q(c) for some particular class of cost functions
c. The rest of the paper is devoted to applications of this existence theorem
in approximation theory and in utility theory.

In §3, we deal with the following best approximation problem [35, 36].
Given a function f € Cp(X x X), one has to approximate it by functions 4,
from the subspace

H = {hy(x,y) = ulx) —u(y) : u € Cp(X)} C Cp(X x X),

where Cj stands for the Banach space of bounded continuous real-valued
functions on the corresponding topological space. The optimal value of this
problem is thus

m(f; H) := hirg{ I f = hull = icnf ) sup |f(x,y) —u(x) +u)l,

€Cp x,yeX

and u proves to be an exact solution to the problem if and only if u € Q(¢p)
where ¢ = min(f (x, y), — f(y, x))+m(f; h) [36, Lemma 1]. Basing on this
fact, along with relation Q(¢; L*(X)) # & (see [36, Lemma 2]), and ap-
plying the theorem of §2, we generalize our previous results [36, Theorems 3
and 4] on the existence of smooth exact solutions to the best approximation
problem.

§4 is devoted to several aspects of utility theory. Given a separable metric
space (X, d), by a preference on it we mean any binary relation < (in general,
neither transitivity nor reflexivity of < is required). According with the De-
breu theorem [5, 6], any closed total preorder < is generated by a continuous
utility function. In [21, 23, 24] the existence of continuous utility functions
was established for several classes of closed non-total preorders. More gen-
eral (non-total and non-transitive) preferences that admit d-Lipschitz contin-
uous utility functions were completely characterized in [28] in terms of some
strengthened acyclicity assumption. In §4.1 we obtain further results in that
direction including a jointly Lipschitz continuous utility theorem for a vary-
ing preference <, depending on a parameter w.

In §4.2, we deal with preferences on subsets of R"”. Conditions for the
existence of a smooth utility function based on manifold theory may be found
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in [41]° in the case that X is open in R” while < is a locally non-satiated
closed total preorder. In [37] we have proved the existence of smooth utility
functions for a class of closed (non-total) preorders on subsets X C R” that
are stable with respect to shifts in positive directions. This class of preorders
is given by the condition that adding one and the same positive vector to each
of two comparable alternatives cannot affect the preference relation between
them. For X = IR” a close class of total preorders was considered earlier in
connection with social choice problems; see [9,43] and references therein.
Also, in [37] we have proved the existence of universal smooth utilities for
preferences depending on a parameter. Basing on the existence theorem from
§2, we now extend the approach of [37] to a broader class of preferences and
prove the existence of smooth utility functions (and smooth joint utilities) u
satisfying ||Vu(x)|| < 1,x € X.

In §4.3, we deal with rationalizable choice functions. Suppose that M
is a family of non-empty subsets in a separable metric space (X, d), and
in each M € M a certain subset y(M) C M is chosen. The problem is
to find conditions on a choice function y that ensure the existence of utility
function u : X — IR that has nice properties (such as continuity, smoothness,
monotonicity, concavity and so on) and rationalizes the choice:

y(M)={xeM :ulx)= ma}‘)d(u(y)}, M e M.
ye

Originally, the rational choice problem appeared in demand theory in form
of consumer’s choice [4, 10]. In this setting, X C ]R’:L is a commodity space,
and M = (M, : p € R”%, I € R,}, where p is the price vector, I is
the consumer’s wealth, and M, ; = {x € X : px < I} is the consumer’s
budget set. Later, various aspects of general rational choice theory were de-
veloped by many authors; see, e.g. [16,45]. An important role here is played
by intensifications of the Houthakker strong axiom of revealed preference.’
Following [28, Corollary 2], we give a criterion for a choice function to be
d-Lipschitz-utility-rational. We show further that:

(a)If X is closed or open in R", y satisfies the strengthened axiom of
revealed preference, and X, M, y are stable with respect to shifts in positive
directions,® then y is smooth-utility-rational;

6 Also see [2,7,8].

7 As is shown in [28,34], various versions of the strong axiom of revealed preference
mean the validity of some strengthened acyclicity assumption, which, in turn, may
be formulated as the inequality c«(x, x) > 0, x € X, where cx is the reduced cost
function associated with an appropriate cost function c.

8 Thatis, foreachz e R, x € X = (x+z) € XandM e M = [M 4z €
M, y(M +2) 2 y(M) +z].
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(b) If, in addition, X = IR", M, and y are stable with respect to shifts by
any z € IR, and there is a closed convex set M € M with non-empty interior
and smooth boundary, then y can be rationalized by a linear function.

§4.4 is devoted to representations of interval orders on a (closed or open)
set X C IRR" satisfying X = X + R’,. We consider an interval order >
satisfying

x>-yo @+t >+

for each z € IR’}, and show that for this class of interval orders, the existence
of Lebesgue measurable representations and of smooth ones are equivalent.
§5 is a conclusion.

2. An existence theorem

In what follows, X is a closed (or open) subset in R" satisfying X = X +R’}
(thatis x € X, z € R, impliesx +z € X),c: X x X - RU{4o0}isa
Lebesgue measurable bounded below function,

Qo) ={u e R 1 u(x) —u(y) <c(x,y) forallx,ye X},

and
Q(c) = Qo(c) N Cp(X),

where Cp(X) is the space of all bounded continuous real-valued functions
on X.

In this section, we give a sufficient condition for the existence of smooth
functions in Q(c).

oo
Let C*(X) = () C"(X) where C"(X) is the class of all r times con-

r=I1
tinuously differentiable real-valued functions on X: u € C"(X) if alzd only
3% u(x)

3x|k1 --<8x,lf”
k <r, ki +---+ k, = k, exist and each of them is uniquely continued with
preserving continuity to the whole of X.

As is established in [26] (see also [30, 34]), if ¢ € CI(X x X) and
c(x,x) = 0forall x € X then either Q¢(c) isempty or Qp(c) = {u+o : o €

R}, where u € C!(X) is a unique, up to a constant term, function satisfying

s

if for every x = (x1,...,x,) € int X all the partial derivatives

Vu(x) = =Vye(x, y)ly=x, x € X.

Also in these papers conditions on ¢ are given, separately necessary ones and
sufficient ones, for Q(c) to be non-empty. In contrast to this, in the following
theorem Qg(c) is supposed to be non-empty, and although it may be rather
extensive, the existence of a smooth function in it is non-trivial.
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Theorem 2.1. Suppose there is a bounded Lebesgue measurable function u
on X satisfying (1), and for every x, y € X the inequality holds true

f-~/ 42y + (=D der - dzn < c(ry), (@)
0 0

where

n@ =a [[1G), z=(1,....2),

i=1

0 fort > 0,
h(t) = i
exp(t — 1_2) fort <O,

a, = </Ooh(—t)dt> ;
0

then there is a function v € Q(c) NC*(X). Moreover, u(X) C (0, 1) implies
v(X) C (0,1), and if u is non—decreasing9 then v is non-decreasing, too.
Also, if X is convex and u is concave (or convex) then one can find v €
Q(c) N C*°(X) with the same properties.

Proof. We extend c¢ to the whole of R” x R” by setting ¢(x, y) = 4o0 for
(x,y) ¢ X x X.Now, given a function u € L>*(X) N Qo(c), we extend it to
the whole of IR” by setting u(x) = 0 for x ¢ X and observe that so extended
function satisfies (1) whenever (x, y) € R” x IR”. Let us define a function
® (1) on R” to be the convolution of u and n: for every x = (xy,...,x,) €
R",

Su)(x) == u*n)(x) = /Rn u(x —z2)n(z)dzy ---dzy
= / u(z)n(x —z)dzy---dz,. 5)
IRI’[

Since n € C*°(IR"), it follows from (5) that ®(#) € C*°(IR"), and since
n(—z) = 0forz ¢ R}, we get

O (u)(x) = /n u(x +2)n(—=z)dzy ---dzy. 6)

RY

Now, multiplying the inequality

ux+2z2)—u(y+z <ctx+zy+z2, zeR}

9 Thatis, x < y implies u(x) < u(y), where x < ymeans x; < y;, i =1,...,n.



104 V.L. Levin

by n(—z), along with subsequent integrating by the Lebesgue measure on
R’ , yields

Du)(x) — P)(y) < f cx+z,y+n(=z2)dzy---dzy. (1)

RY

We define v to be the restriction of ®(z) onto X. Taking into account (4), we
derive from (7) that v € C*°(X) N Qq(c).

Ifu(X) C (0, 1) then v(X) = ®(u)(X) C (0, 1) because of the equality
fIRn n(z)dzy ---dz, = f]Rrjr n(—z)dzy---dz, = 1. If u is non-decreasing
then u(x 4+ z) < u(y +z) whenever x < y, z € R, and v(x) < v(y) by (6).
Finally, if X is convex and u is concave (resp. convex) then, by (6), ®(u) is
concave (resp. convex), as well. O

Remark 2.1 Inequality (4) is obviously satisfied with the equality sign when
clx,y) =g —y).

Remark 2.2 Clearly (4) is satisfied when c(x + z, y + z) < c(x, y) for all
x,y € X,z € ]R’jL. In particular, it is a case where ¢ is non-increasing in
(x, ¥). Moreover, non-increase of the functions on R" , z +— c(x +z, y + 2),
whenever x, y € X is sufficient for (4) to be satisfied. Also, (4) is satisfied
when c(x, y) = g(x,y,x —y) where g : X x X x R* - IR U {+00} and
the function z — g(x + z, y + z, x — y), is non-increasing on ]Ri whenever
x,y € X.

Remark 2.3 A bounded Lebesgue measurable function on X satisfying (1)
exists in any of the following cases: (a) (cf. [26, Theorem 9.2]) ¢ satisfies the
triangle inequality, vanishes on the diagonal, and is Borel measurable (or its
Lebesgue sublevel sets L(c; o) = {(x,y) € X x X : c(x,y) <a},ax € R,
are Souslin); (b) (cf. [35, Proposition 11] or [27, Lemma 2]) ¢, is bounded
above, Borel measurable, and ¢, (x, x) > —oo for all x € X (or, what is the
same, for all positive integers / and all cycles X0, xt x = xp in X,
the inequality holds 3"/_, c¢(x'~1, x) > 0). Yet one (trivial) case is that ¢ is
non-negative.

Remark 2.4 Theorem 2.1 remains true with the same proof when 7 is an
arbitrary C*°(IR")-smooth non-negative function that equals 0 outside IR
and satisfies flRi n(=z)dzy---dz, = 1.

3. An application to approximation theory

In this section we deal with the following best approximation problem. Given
a closed subset X C IR”, a subspace H in Cp(X x X),
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H :={h,(x,y) =ulx) —u(y) :u € Cp(X)},
and a function f € Cp(X X X), one has to find the optimal value

m(f; H) := hnéfH ILf = hull = ueiC‘I;EX)x?;IEI)X Lf G, y) —ulx) +uly)l. (8)

Here, given a topological space Y, Cp(Y) denotes the Banach space of
bounded continuous real-valued functions on it with the standard uniform

norm |[u|| = sup |u(y)|.
yey

Definition 3.1. We say a function u € C,(X) is an exact solution to the best
approximation problem (8), if infimum in (8) is attained at it:

m(f; H) = sup |f(x,y) —u(x)+uy)l

x,yeX

Let us consider the cost function

px,y) =clx,y) +m(f; H), ©)

where
c(x,y) = min(f(x, y), = f(y, X)). (10)

The following two lemmas are particular cases of Lemmas 1 and 2 in
[36], where more general spaces X are considered.

Lemma 3.1. m(f; H) = infle € Ry : Q(c+ «) # 9)}, and a function u is
an exact solution to (8) if and only ifu € Q(p).

Lemma 3.2. Q(¢; L®(X)) # 2.

In the proof of Lemma 3.2 the existence of strong lifting of £%°(X) is
substantially used; see [36] for details.

The next theorem generalizes Theorem 4 in [36] and Theorem 16 in
[35]'0 where some sufficient conditions were given for f to be as in the
theorem.

Theorem 3.1. 1. Suppose X satisfies X = X + R’} and the function c, as
given by (10), satisfies (4); then there exists a function v € C*°(X) which is
an exact solution to problem (8).

2. Suppose that either f is non-positive and satisfies (4) or f is non-
negative and (— f) satisfies (4); then c satisfies (4).

10 See also the first statement of Theorem 3 in [36].
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Proof. 1.By Lemma 3.2, Q(¢; L°(X)) # @. Since c satisfies inequality (4),
the function ¢, as given by (9), satisfies it as well. Now, from Theorem 2.1 it
follows that there is a function v € Q(¢) NC*°(X), and applying Lemma 3.1
completes the proof.

2.If f is non-positive then c(x, y) = f(x,y), and if f is non-negative
then c(x, y) = — f (v, x), and in both cases the result follows. O

4. Applications to utility theory

4.1. Preferences admitting Lipschitz continuous utility functions

Let X be a metric space with a distance d. Its elements may be considered as
states of some system. By a (original) preference on X we mean an arbitrary
binary relation < (reflexivity and transitivity of < are not supposed): given
two states x, y € X, we say that y is preferred to x if x < y. We say that y is
strictly preferred to x and write it as x < y if x < y, =(y < x).!!

Besides the original preference < on X, we will consider a revealed (ex-
tended) one, <,. It is defined as follows. Given x,y € X, we denote by
T (x, y) the set of all chains (finite trajectories) T = (x! — x> — .-+ — x™)
in X leading from x to y (m = m(7), xl=x, x™m = y). Every t € T(x,y)
is appraised by

m

e(r) =Y (X X = Y dek A, (11)

k=1 kel (t)

where, for any z, 7' € X,

: !
¢(e.7) = :O R (12)

d(z,7') otherwise,
J(t) ={k <m =m(r) : =(x*¥ < x**1)}. Achaint € T(x, y) is considered
thus as a trajectory x = x! — x> — ... — x™ = y that starts at x
and finishes at y. It comprises m — 1 elementary fragments x* — x**+1,
k=1,...,m — 1, and each fragment either improves the state (xk =< xk‘H)

or is a jump aside (—|(xk =< xk+1)). The value e(7) may be treated as a total
payment for moving along the trajectory provided that a displacement x* —
xk+1 improving the state is free while a jump fee equals the distance between
the corresponding states, x* and x**!. We define

x Z,y< inf e(r)=0. (13)

el (x,y)

11 Writing —(y < x) means that y < x fails.
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Remark 4.1 (cf. [28, Lemma 1]). Say t € T (x, y) is regular if it is of the
form y0 - x! = y! - x2 = ... = " = y" — ¥ where x* < Yk,
k=1,...,m, y0 =x, ¥t = y. Since d satisfies the triangle inequality, it
is profitable to replace two neighboring jumps x* — x**1 and x**+1 — xk+2
with the single one x* — xk*2 and we derive from (11) that it suffices to
take only regular t in (13). Thus,

X f* y < lnf e(T) = 01
TeTreg(xvy)

where T,.¢(x, y) is the subset in 7 (x, y) consisting of regular 7.

It follows from (11), (12), (13) that <, is a preorder (a reflexive and tran-
sitive binary relation) on X. Clearly x <y = x <, y.

Remark 4.2 Notice that

inf e(r) = inf  e(t) = ce(x,y), (14)
el (x,y) T€Treg(x,y)

where c, is the reduced cost function (see (2)) for the cost function ¢ given
by (12). The definition of <., as given by (13), may be then rewritten as

X =25y & ck(x,y) =0. (15)
The preference <, generates the corresponding strict preference <.,
X <5y & (x 25y, 2(y 240X)).

The next result is an immediate consequence of (11), (13), (15).

Lemma 4.1. The following conditions are equivalent: (a)x <y = x <4 Y,
(b)if x < y then there is a number § = §(x,y) > 0 such that e(t) > § for
every (for every regular) T € T(y, x), (c)x <y = cx(y,x) > 0.

Definition 4.1. Given a preference < on X, a function u : X — R is called
a utility function for it if for any x, y € X two implications hold as follows:

x 2y =ulx) <u(y),
x <y=ulx) <u(y).

Remark 4.3 Condition (b) of Lemma 4.1 strengthens the acyclicity assump-
tion: if x < ythennot = (y = x! - x> > ... > x™ = x) € T(y, x) can
exist with x¥ < x*t1 k=1,....m—1. Obviously, this acyclicity assump-
tion is necessary for the existence of an utility function for <. But it is not
sufficient: a simplest counter-example is the standard lexicographical order

on R? as <.
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Remark 4.4 An equivalent formulation of the acyclicity assumption is as fol-
lows: if x < y then e(t) > O for every t € T(y, x).

Definition 4.2. Say a preference < satisfies the strengthened acyclicity as-
sumption if statement (b) of Lemma 4.1 holds true, that is for every x < y
there is a number § = §(x, y) > O such thate(tr) > § forall T € T(y, x).

The next lemma says that replacing a given distance by an equivalent one
can affect neither the revealed preference <. nor the strengthened acyclicity
assumption.

Lemma 4.2. Let d' and d* be equivalent distances on X, i.e. there are pos-
itive constants A, B such that Ad*(x,y) < d'(x,y) < Bd*(x,y) for all
x,y € X. Consider two cost functions, ¢! and c*, that answer d' and d*
according to (12); then for any x, y € X the equivalence holds true

o,y =0e A, y) =0,

and both the preorder <, (see (13) or (15)) and the strengthened acyclicity
assumption don’t depend on what of two distances is used.

Proof. For any x,y € X we consider two functions on 7' (y, x), e! and €2,
given by (11) and responding to ¢! and ¢? respectively. Clearly, one has
Ac?(x,y) < c'(x,y) < Bc%(x,y); therefore, AcZ(x,y) < cl(x,y) <
Bci(x, y) and, for every T € T(y, x), Ae*(t) < e!'(t) < Be%(1), and the
result follows. O

Definition 4.3. Given a metric space (X, d), a function u : X — IR is called
d-Lipschitz continuous if |[u(x) — u(y)| < Ld(x, y) for all x, y € X where
L > 0. The class of functions satisfying this inequality will be denoted as
Lipr (X, d).

Clearly, Lipr(X,d) = Lipi(X, Ld), that is one can assume L = 1 by
passing to an equivalent distance.
We shall need the following simple lemma.

Lemma 4.3. For any a, b, c € Ry, one has

beems 4 b o ¢ (16)
a— c — ,
- l+a 1407 1+4+c
and for any a,b € R,
a b a b
<b a<b<s (17)

a<b< < y < .
1+ lal — 1+ 1b| 1+lal  141b|

The next result is a direct consequence of Lemma 4.3.
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Corollary 4.1. If u : X — R is a non-negative utility function for < and
u € Lip1(X,d), then the function v = ﬁ has the same properties as u,
and v(X) C [0, 1].

Theorem 4.1 (cf. [28, Theorem 1]). Suppose that < is a preference on a
separable metric space (X, d). The following statements are then equivalent:
(a) there exists a (non-negative) d-Lipschitz continuous utility function for <;
(b) < satisfies the strengthened acyclicity assumption.

Proof. (a)=(b) Suppose u is a d-Lipschitz continuous utility function for <.
We will assume by passing, if needed, to L~'u that u € Lip;(X, d). Then,
by (12), u € Qp(c). If now x < y, then 8(x, y) := u(y) — u(x) > 0, and we

get, forevery t = (y = x', x%, ..., x" =x) € T(y, x),
m—1 m—1

e(m) =Y ek T = 3 @) —u(F ) = u(y) —u) =8(x. y) > 0.
k=1 k=1

(b)=>(a) Since, by implication (b)=>(a) of Lemma 4.1, x <y = x <4 y,
every utility function for <, will be a utility function for <. Therefore, it
suffices to present a (non-negative) d-Lipschitz continuous utility function
for <. Let us consider the function

00 k
“@) =Z 1 celx, x)

2k Ky’
P 281 + ci(x, x%)

where the sequence (x¥) is dense in X. Since ¢, satisfies the triangle in-
equality, one has c,(x, xk) — cx(y, xk) < cx(x,y), k = 1,2,.... Suppose
X =4y, then, by (15), cx(x,y) = 0, and we get c*(x,xk) < c*(y,xk),
k = 1,2,.... Now, taking into account equivalence (17) from Lemma 4.3,
one gets u(x) < u(y). Furthermore, if x < y, then c.(y,x) > 0 by
Lemma 4.1, and applying the triangle inequality yields

—d(x,xk) < —c*(x,xk) <ci(y,x) — c*(y,xk) < c*(xk,x) < d(xk,x).

(18)
Let us chose a subsequence (x*n) that tends to x; then
lim d(x,xk”) = lim d(xk",x) =0,
n—oo n— 0o
and we derive from (18) that
lim ¢, (x, xf)) =0, (19)
n—0oo

lim c,(y, x) = co(y, x)) > 0. (20)
n—oo
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We see from (19), (20) that ¢, (x, xk) < cx(y, xkny for large n, and since
cx(x, x%) < ¢, (y, x*) for all k, we derive from (17) that u(x) < u(y).

It remains to show that u is d-Lipschitz continuous. We have ¢, (x, xk) —
c*(y,xk) < cx(x,y) < c(x,y) <d(x,y) forany x,y € X, and applying
implication (16) from Lemma 4.3 with a = c.(x, xK), b = ci(y, x%), and
c =d(x,y) yields

c*(x, xk) _ C*(y’xk) < d(x’ }’)
T4+ ce(x, xb)  14c(y, x5 ~ 14+dx,y)’

This implies u(x) — u(y) < 11?(}?,;) <d(x,y),thatisu € Lip;(X,d). O

Corollary 4.2. Suppose < is a preference on a separable metrizable space X,
the following statements are then equivalent: (a)there exists a (non-negative
bounded) continuous utility function for <; (b)there exists a bounded dis-
tance'* d on X such that d determines topology of X and < satisfies the
strengthened acyclicity assumption with respect to d.

Proof. (a)=(b) Suppose u is a continuous utility function for <. We will as-
sume by passing, if needed, to %+ % ﬁlul that u is non-negative and bounded.
Let d; be an arbitrary distance that determines topology of X, and

di(x,y)

d(x,y) = lu(x) —u(y)| + THrdiy)

Clearly, u € Lip1(X,d), and d is a bounded distance determining topology
of X. Statement (b) follows then from Theorem 4.1.
(b)=-(a) This follows directly from Theorem 4.1. O

Theorem 4.2. Suppose that Q is a metrizable topological space, (X, dx) is
a separable metric space, and for every w € Q a preference <, is given
on X. Let d be a distance on Q x X consistent with the product topology
and satisfying d((w, x), (w,y)) = dx(x,y) forall o € @, x,y € X. The
following statements are then equivalent: (a)there exists a function u : 2 X
X — [0, 1] such that u € Lip1(2 x X, d) and, for every w € , u(w, -)
belongs to Lip1 (X, dx) and is a utility function for <., (b) the preference <
on Q2 x X, determined by

(0,x) 2 (0, y) G w=0, x <, Y, (21)
satisfies the strengthened acyclicity assumption.

12' A distance d is called bounded if there is C > 0 such that d (x,y) < C for all
x,y€eX.
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Remark 4.5 Obviously, if < satisfies the strengthened acyclicity assumption
then, for every w € 2, <, satisfies it, too.

Proof. (a)=(b) It follows from the definition of the preference < on Q2 x X
(see (21)) that u is a utility function for <. Then u(w, x) — u(o’, y) < 0 if
(w,x) < (¢, y), and since u(w, x) — u(w',y) < d((w, x), (&', y)) for all
(w, x), (0, y) € 2 x X, one gets u(w, x) —u(@, y) < c((w, x), (&, y)) for
all (w, x), (@', y) € Q x X, where

ifo=0o, x <4y,

0
c((w,x), (@, ) := { (22)

d((w, x), (@, y)) otherwise.

If now (w, x) < (', y) then ® = ' and x <, y, hence u(w, x) <
u(w, y). Then, for §(x, y) := u(w,y) — u(w,x) > 0 and any chain (tra-
jectory) in Q x X leading from (w, y) = (o', x!) to (w,x) = (@™, x™),
7= ((0', x)) > (02, x2) > -+ = (o™, x™)), one has

m—1 m—1
e(r) = Z C((wk’xk)’ (wk+1’xk+1)) > Z (u(wk’ xk) . u(wk+1’ xk+1)>
k=1 k=1

=u(w,y) —ulw,x) =48x,y),

and the strengthened acyclicity assumption is thus established. '

(b)=(a) Consider on (2 x X) x (2 x X) the cost function ¢ as given
by (22) and the corresponding reduced cost function c,, take in X a dense
countable set {x1 X2, }, and let

& al@o), (@,1h)
u(w, x) = ,; 2K (1 + cx((@, x), (@, x%))) (23)

Obviously, u(X) C [0, 1]. Since c, satisfies the triangle inequality, one has

cx (@, ), (@, x5) — cx((@, y), (@, x5)) < cul(@, 1), (@, y)).

Now, taking into account (16) and arguing as in the proof of Theorem 4.1,
(b)=(a), one gets

i C*(((,(),.x), (a)/7 J’))
= 281+ (0, 2), (@, 1))
— C*((C(),x), (CL)/, )’))

1 + C*((Cl), -x)a (Cl)/, y)) '

u(w, x) —u(w',y)

(24)

13 When € is separable, the validity of this assumption follows immediately from
Theorem 4.1.
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and as ¢, < ¢ < d, the inequality holds

, d((w, x), (&', y)) ,
u(a), x) - u(a) ) y) S 1 +d((a),x), ((,()/, y)) S d((w1 x)v (0) ) )’))

thatisu € Lip; (2 x X, d) hence u(w, -) € Lip1(X, dx). It remains to show
that u(w, -) is a utility function for <,,. Let x <, y, then c((w, x), (@, ¥)) =
0; therefore,

cx (@, x), (0, x5)) = cx((@, y), (@, X)) < cu((@, x), (@, y)) =0,

and we get from (23), along with (17), that u(w, x) < u(w, y). Suppose now

that x <, y, then, by Lemma 4.1, c,((w, y), (®, x)) > 0. Let us chose a sub-

sequence (xkn) that tends to x, then lim dx (x, x*) = lim dx(xk", x) =0,
n—oo n—oQ

and applying the triangle inequality gives

—dy (x, x%) < —ci((@, ), (@, x5)) < cx((@, y), (@, X)) — cx((@, ), (@, x5))
< (@, X5, (@, x)) < dx (5, x).

It follows that

Jim c.((@, ), (@, x5)) =0, (25)
lim_c.((@, ), (@, x)) = eu(@, ), (@, %)) > 0, (26)

and since cx (@, x), (0, X)) < ¢, (0, y), (o, x%)) for all k, we derive from
(25), (26), along with (17), that u(w, x) < u(w, y). a

Remark 4.6 A similar result on a jointly continuous representation for closed
preorders <, was obtained earlier in [21, 26]. For the case of closed total
preorders, see also [40].

4.2. Preferences admitting smooth utility functions

In this subsection, we deal with preferences on a subset X of IR”. In what
follows, dx (x, y) = ||lx — y|| where || - || stands for the Euclidean norm.

Theorem 4.3. Suppose X is closed or open and satisfies X + R’} = X, <is
a preference on X satisfying both the strengthened acyclicity assumption and
the implication

xxy=>Gx+2=2(y+2, VYzeRL; 27

then there is a utility function v for < such thatv € C*°(X) and ||Vv(x)| < 1
for all x € X. If, in addition, < is monotone, i.e. x <y implies x <y, then
v is non-decreasing.
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Proof. By Theorem 4.1 and Corollary 4.1, there is a dy-Lipschitz continu-
ous utility function u for < such that u(X) C (0, 1) and u € Lip;(X, dx).
Taking into account (27), along with the equality dx(x,y) = |x — y|,
we see that c(x + z,y + z) < c(x,y) whenever x,y € X, z € ]Ri. It
follows from Remark 2.2 that assumption (4) of Theorem 2.1 is satisfied,
and applying the theorem gives us a function v € Q(c) N C*°(X) such
that v(X) C (0, 1). Moreover, as follows from the proof of Theorem 2.1,
one can take v = ®(u)|y. Since by (12), c(x,y) < dx(x,y), one has
Q(c) C Lip1(X,dy); therefore, v € Lip1(X, dx), and as v is smooth, this
may be rewritten as ||[Vv(x)| < 1.

Let us show that v is a utility function for <. Suppose that x < y, then
x+z =<y+zforall z € R%, hence u(x +z) < u(y + z), and (6) implies
v(x) = P(u)(x) < ®w)(y) = v(y). If now x < y then u(x) < u(y), and
since u is continuous, there is § > 0 such that u(x + z) < u(y + z) whenever
ze R, |zl < 8. Let B ={z=(z1,...,2,) € R : |z]| < §}. Taking into
account that u(x + z) < u(y + z) for all z € R, it follows

/u(x+z)n(—z)dz1--~dzn </u(y+z)n(—z)dm-~-dzn,
B B

f u(x +2)n(=z)dzi - -dzp 5/ u(y +2n(=z)dzi - -dzn,
R\B R\B

and we deduce from (6) that v(x) = ®(u)(x) < ®(u)(y) = v(y), that is
v is a utility function. Finally, notice that for a monotone preference, non-
decrease of an utility function is obvious. O

Theorem 4.4. Suppose that X + R, = X, Q is a metrizable topological
space, d is a distance on 2 X X such as in Theorem 4.2, for every w € Q a
preference <, satisfying (27) is given on X, and condition (b) of Theorem 4.2
is fulfilled. Then there exists a function v : Q x X — R such that: (i)v €
Lip1(2 x X, d); (ii) for every w € 2, v(w, -) is a utility function for <,
v(w, ) € C®(X), and |Vyv(w, x)|| < 1, x € Xx.14 If all <, are monotone
then all v(w, -) are non-decreasing.

Remark 4.7 A similar result is given in [37] for the case where all <, are
preorders.

Proof. By Theorem 4.2, there is a function u : Q@ x X — (0, 1) such that
u € Lip1(2 x X, d) and, for every w € 2, u(w, -) belongs to Lip(X, dx)
and is a utility function for <,. We define a function v : Q x X — (0, 1),

v(w, x) == Pu(w, ) (x) =/ u(w, x +2)n(—=z)dzy - - - dzy,

RY

14 Vyiv(w, x) := (Qv(w, x)/0x1, ..., dv(w, X)/dxy).
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and arguing as in the proof of Theorem 4.3, convince ourselves that the state-
ment of the theorem holds true. o

Remark 4.8 Both Theorems, 4.3 and 4.4, remain true for dx (x, y) = [|[x — y||
where || || is an arbitrary (non-Euclidean) norm, if one replaces |[Vv(x)| < 1
(resp. [[Vyv(w, x)|| = 1) with [[Vv)[l« = 1 (resp. [[Vyv(w, x)[lx = 1)
where || - ||« is the dual norm.

4.3. Applications to rational choice problem

Let M be a family of non-empty subsets in a separable metric space (X, d),
and suppose that for every M € M a certain non-empty subset y (M) C M
is chosen.

Definition 4.4. A choice function y is called utility-rational if there is a real-
valued function u on X such that, for every M € M,

y(M) = {x EM:M(X)=1;1:}‘>;M(y)}~ (28)

In such a case, one says that u rationalizes y . If, in addition, u is d-Lipschitz
continuous or X is a domain in R” and u is smooth (C"), we will say that y
is d-Lipschitz-utility-rational or C" -smooth-utility-rational.

Definition 4.5. Say a trajectory z° — z! — ... — ™ in X is improving if

there are sets M; € M,i =0,1,...,m + 1 such that 7 € y(M;) N M4,
i=0,1,...,m.

As is well-known, if y is utility-rational then it satisfies the strong axiom
of revealed preference: no improving trajectory z° — z! — ... — 7 can
exist in X with z0 y(M)and 7" € M \ y(M), where My = M,+1 = M.
The same assumption for m = 1 only is known as the weak axiom of revealed
preference:no M, My € M,z° € y(M)N My, z' € (M \ y(M)) N y(M))
can exist.

Definition 4.6. We say that y satisfies the strengthened axiom of revealed
preference, if for every M € M, every x € M\ y(M),and every y € y (M),
there exists § = 8(M, x,y) > 0 such that given a trajectory y = y —

xl =yl o ™ s oy = xowith XK e My, yF e y (M),
My e M, k=1,...,m,one has
m+1
Yt ah = . (29)
k=1

If (29) holds for m = 1 only (that is, d(y, x') + d(y', x) > & whenever
M, My e M,x € M\ y(M),x" € My, y! € y(My), y € y(M)), we will
say that y satisfies the strengthened weak axiom of revealed preference.
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Remark 4.9 Given a trajectory z° — z! — ... — 7" where 2 €
y(M),z" € M\ y(M), z* € My 1 N y(My), k = 0,1,...,m, and
Moy = M1 = M, one can associate it with the trajectory y = y0 —
B mtl = x where Y0 = x! = 29,
yl=x2 =z, ..., y" ="t = 2" = x. Since x¥ € My, y¥ € y(My)
k=1,....m),anddY* ', x5y =0k =1,...,m + 1), (29) fails. It fol-
lows that the strengthened axiom of revealed preference implies the strong
axiom of revealed preference, and the strengthened weak axiom of revealed

preference implies the weak axiom of revealed preference.

— X

Lemma 4.4. The strengthened weak axiom of revealed preference implies
that each v (M) is closed in M.

Proof. Indeed, otherwise there are x € M \ y(M) and a sequence
(z',z%,...) C y(M) such that klim d(x,z¥) = 0. But this contradicts
— 00

@ form =1, M =M,y =y"=x!=z! and y! = x? = z¥, where k is
large enough. O

Given a choice function y, we associate it with a preference <, as fol-
lows:
x=,y&x=yodMeM: xeM, yecyM)]

Lemma 4.5. The strengthened axiom of revealed preference for y implies the
strengthened acyclicity assumption for <,,.

Proof. This follows easily from definitions if one takes into account that x <,
y=>[AMeM: xe M\ y(M), y e y(M)]. O

Lemma 4.6. Suppose (28) holds, so that y is utility-rational with a rational-
izing function u, then

X<y, y&[@AMeM: xeM\yM), yeyM)],

and u is a utility function for <,,.

Proof. Clearly x <, ¥y & u(x) < u(y). Suppose x <, y; then, by the
definition of <, there is aset M € M suchthatx e M \ y (M), y € y(M).
Ifnowx € M\ y(M),y € y(M) for some M € M then, by (28), u(x) <
u(y). It follows that no set M’ € M can exist with the property y € M’,
x € y(M"), hence x <, ¥, and u is a utility function for <,,. O

The next result is an easy consequence of Theorem 4.1 for the preference
=, if one takes into account Lemmas 4.5 and 4.6.

Theorem 4.5. ([28, Corollary 2]). The following statements are equivalent:
(a) y is d-Lipschitz-utility-rational; (b) y satisfies the strengthened axiom of
revealed preference.
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Theorem 4.6. Suppose that X is closed or open in R", X + R} = X, a
Samily M satisfies

MeM,zeR| =z+MeM, (30)

a choice function y satisfies the strengthened axiom of revealed preference,
and
y@+M)Dz4+yM), MeM, zeR; 3D

then there is a function u € C®°(X) that rationalizes y and satisfies the
inequality |Vu(x)| < 1, x € X.
Proof. Taking into account that (31) implies (27) for <, this is a direct con-

sequence of Theorem 4.3 along with Lemma 4.5. a

In the sequel, we will strengthen conditions (30) and (31) as follows:
MeM,zeR", z+MCX=z+MeM, (32)

MeM,zeR", z+MeM=yz+M) =z+yM). (33)

Notice that (33) may be rewritten equivalently as
MeM,zeR" z+MeM=y@z+M)Dz+y(M). (34)

Indeed, if M € Mandz+ M € M then M = —z + (z + M), and (34)
implies y(M) 2 —z+ y(z+ M) 2 —z+z+ y(M) = y(M); therefore,
Y@+ M) =z+yM).

Remark 4.10 Suppose X = RR", M satisfies (32), and (31) holds with the
equality sign, then (33) is satisfied. Indeed, given M € M and z € R”,
we find z° € R, such that (z° + z) € R”, and take My = —z° + M.
Then My € M, M =70+ My, z + M = (z + z°) + My, and (31) implies
y(M) =204y (M), y(z+ M) = 2+ 20 + y(Mo) =z + y(M).

We now show that if X = IR” and conditions (32), (33) are satisfied
then in the strengthened axiom of revealed preference (see Definition 4.6) it
suffices to consider a particular class of trajectories as follows.

Definition 4.7. Given M € M, x € M\ y(M), and y € y(M), we say a
trajectory y = y0 — x! = yl — ... 5 ¥ 5y o = xs
strongly regular if

M=y e M nyMp), k=0,1,....m—1

and y"* € y(My,), where My, ..., M,, € M and My = M. Clearly, for such
a trajectory one has Z’I”H d(yk1, x5y = d(y™, x).
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Lemma 4.7. Suppose X = R" and conditions (32), (33) are satisfied, the
following statements are then equivalent: (a)the strengthened axiom of re-
vealed preference holds; (b) for every M € M, everyx € M\ y (M), and ev-
eryy € y(M) there is a number § = §(M, x,y) > 0 such that d(y™, x) > §
whenever y = y0 — x! — yl — ... 5 x5 ym 5 = xisa
strongly regular trajectory.

Proof. 1t suffices to show that (b) = (a). To this end, take M € M, x €
M\ y(M),y € y(M), and consider an arbitrary trajectory

y:y0—>x1—>y1—>~-~—>xm—>y’"—>xm+1:x

with x¥ € My, y¥ € y(My), k = 1, ..., m. The result will follow if we find
a strongly regular trajectory

y=§0—>fl—>§1—>~'—>)_cm—>§m—>x (35)
m+1
satisfying d(y*1,x%) > d3™, x). We define ?k = ¥t = 7 for
k=1
k . .
k=1,...,m—landy" = 7", wherez’ = y0 = yand ¥ = Y y/— 3 x/,
j=0 j=1
k:l,.. mSincexleMlandy_y € y(M), wehavez =30

x + (y 1) € y(M) N (M + y - X ) Slmllarly, since y IS y(Mk)
=y + Z] LI =Xy e y(My) + Z, (/=1 — xJ), and since
le Mii1,z —xk+1+Zk+l(y] —x))e Mk+1+zk+1(y’ L—x)).
We derive from (33)
FeyM)NMey, k=0,1,....m—1,

where My = M and

Mi=M+Y (' —xyeM, k=1...m
j=1

It follows that trajectory (35) is strongly regular, and since d(y",x) =
m+1 , . m+1 1 . m+1 .- )
d@™,x) = | 20677 =xDll = X Iy =« = Y dy) T x),

j=1 j=1 j=1
the proof is complete. O

Theorem 4.7. Suppose X = X + R”, conditions (32), (33) are satisfied,
and there exist Mo € M and n + 1 points in y (Mo), v, y', ¥, ..., ", such
that the interior of Mo \ y (My) is non-empty and the vectors y' — y, y2—

Y, ..., YY" — y are linearly independent; then the strong axiom of revealed
preference fails to be true.
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Proof. First suppose that X = IR”. Given x € My \ y (M), one has a repre-
sentation x —y = Y ", o (y' — y), where the coefficients «; are uniquely
determined. Moreover, since the interior of Mg\ y (M) is non-empty, we can
find x in My \ y (M) for which all «; are rational, so that o; = £ where
q > land p;,i =1, ..., n,areintegers. Suppose for the sake of definiteness,
that there are both positive and negative p;,'> and by passing, if needed, to a
new enumeration, assume p; > Ofor 1l <i <r,p; <Oforr+1<i <m,
and p; =0form +1 <i <nwherel <r <m <n.We get

x=y+Y pi(y = +@— Dy —x). (36)

i=1
By letting pg := 0, Mp(0) := My, we define the sets
Mi_i(pi—)+y —y forl<i<r,

Mi(1) = s Mi_(Ipii) +y—y forr+1<i<m,
M;_1(Ipi-1D+y—x fori=m+1,

and for j > 1,
M;(j—D+y —y forl<i<r,

M;(j)=IM; (G- +y—y forr<i<m,
Mi(j—1)+y—x fori=m+1.

All these sets are shifts of Mj:
M;(j) = Mo + 2 (), 37)
where
=i =y, 1<ji<p,

Suai PO =+ —y) forl<j<pi, 1<iz<r
dD =Tk G =+ =y forl<j<Ipl, r+1<i<m,
Y kG = +jy—x) forl<j<g—1i=m+]1
Taking into account (32), (33), it follows from (37) that

y(Mi(j)) = y(Mo) +2'(j) Y, j). (38)

Let us set ' '
Y =y+20)

15 The case that all pi are non-negative or all of them are non-positive is examined
similarly.
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forl <i < m, 1<j< |piland fori = m+1, 1 < j < q— 1.
It follows from (38) that y (]) e y(M;(j)) for all i, j, and if i < r then
Y = y+1) =y+7pie 1)+y —y =) +Z’ Wpio1) €
y(Mi—1(pi—1) (for i = 1 one has y'(1) = y +z'(1) = y' € y(Mp))
and, for1 < j < pi, () =y+Z() =y +2(G -1 eyM(j—1).
Further, since 2/ (p,) +y — y" ' = z7t1(1), we have y" (p,) = y+2 (p,) =

Yy 4+ (1) € y(Mppi (1) hence y (pr) € y (M, (pr)) Ny (My11(1)).
Slmllarly, for each i, r+1 < i < m, Y (Ipil) = y + Z(pi) =
Y+ 2T e y(Mi(IpiD) N y(Mi41(1)), and for 1 < j < |pil,
VD =y+Z(MD=y+ZD+y—y =y +Z(G+DeyM(+1)
hence y'(j) € y(M;(j))Ny (M;(j+1)). Also, taking into account the equal-
ities 2" 1 (1) = 2" (|pm|) + y — x and 2"+ (j + 1) = 2"+'(j) + y — x for
1 <j <qg—1weget y"(Ilpu) =y + 2"Upml) = x + 2" (1) €
Mo+2"T1(1) = My41(1) hence Y™ (|pm|) € ¥ (M (| pm|)) N Mpug1(1), and
YD) =y + "D =2+ G D € y (M1 () N M1 (G + 1),
1 < j < g — 1. Finally, by (38), ym+] (g—1) € y(M;+1(qg — 1)). We obtain
thus a trajectory

y =y ) = 2 = =y = YD) - YRR > -

=y (p2) = Y () = = Y (p) = YT — y T2 — -

= V(A pra) = V) = = Y PRI praa) > -
Y (pml) = YD) = =y g = 1),
which is improving and leads from y to y”*!(¢ — 1), and since, by (36),
y" (g —1) = y4+7"T1(g—1) = x, the strong axiom of revealed preference
fails to be true.

Thus, for X = R", the proof is complete. If now X is a proper subset in
R”, the result is derived from here by replacing My, M;(j) with their shifts
Mo+ z*, M;(j)+z* where z* € R| is taken from the condition that all these
shifts are contained in X. O

Theorem 4.8. Suppose that X = X + R'}, M satisfies (32) and consists of
closed convex sets, y (M) # M for every M € M, and a choice function y
satisfies both the strengthened weak axiom of revealed preference and con-
dition (33); then, for every M € M, y(M) is a closed convex subset in the
boundary of M, and for each t € R an implication holds

[x,yeyM),(I—-t)x+tyeM]= (1 —-t)x+ty e y(M). 39)

Proof. Let us fix apoint x € M \ y(M).If y € y(M) is an interior point of
M then there exists € > 0 such that the e-ball with center at y is contained in
M.Letusfix0 <ée < ||lx —y|land take 0 < § < 1-6<t <1,

_£
lx=yll”
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x(t) = (1 —t)x +ty,and M} = (x(t) —y) + M. We have x(t) — y =
(I =1)(x —y), hence [|x(7) — y|| < e and x(1) = y + (x(1) — y) € y(M)).
Further, since ||x(¢) — y|| < ¢,onehas 2y —x(t) =y — (x(t) —y) € M and
y = (x()—y)+ 2y —x(t)) € M;. We get a trajectory y — x(t) where
yeyM),x() e M\ y(M), and x(¢t) € y(M;), what is a contradiction
with the weak axiom of revealed preference. Thus, we have established that
each y (M) consists of boundary points. Also, y (M) is closed by Lemma 4.4.

Let us show that y (M) is convex. Suppose that x, y € y (M) but x(¢) =
(1 —1t)x+1ty ¢ y(M) for some 0 < ¢t < 1. We consider the straight line
passing through x and y, L = {(1—f)x+ty : ¢t € R}, and taking into account
that y (M) is closed, we will assume that x, y € y (M) N L are chosen in such
a way that x(t) ¢ y(M) for all 0 < ¢ < 1. Fix such a ¢, which is close to 1,
and consider M| = x(t) — y+ M, x' = x(t), and y' = x — y + x(¢). Here,
we suppose, without loss of generality, that M| C X, otherwise we find a
vector z € IR, such that z +x(¢) —y € R’} ,hence z + x(t) —y + M C X,
and consider z + M in place of M. Then x' e My, y1 € y(My), and since
d(y,x")+d(y',x) =y = x@] +[lx(®) = yll = 2(1 =) ||y — x|| becomes
arbitrarily small when ¢ is close enough to 1, we obtain a contradiction with
the strengthened weak axiom of revealed preference.

It remains to prove (39). Since y (M) is closed, the values i, = min{z €
R:(I—-0x+tyeyM)} <0Oandtypyy =max{t e R: (1 —t)x +1ty €
y (M)} > 1 are well-defined. Clearly, (39) will be established if we show
that x(#) = (1 — t)X (fmin) + X (fmax) € M fort € R\ [tmin, fmax]. Suppose
x(t) € M for some t > fax. We can assume that 7 is close to ty,x hence x (¢)
is close to x (fmax). We consider M| = x(t) — x(tmax) + M and suppose that
M C X; otherwise we will pass from M to M + z where z € IRy is chosen
from the condition that z + x(f) — x(fmax) € Ry. Let us take a trajectory
y* = x! >yl = x* where x* = x! = y! = x(1), y* = x(tmax),
and notice that x* € M \ y(M), y* € y(M), x' € y(My), y' € y(M)).
Since d(y!, x*) = 0 and d(y*, x') = |[x(tmax) — x(7)|| becomes arbitrarily
small when ¢ is close enough to fmnax, We obtain a contradiction with the
strengthened weak axiom of revealed preference. Similarly, if + < #p;, is
close enough to fmin and x(¢#) € M then, arguing as above, we again get a
contradiction with the strengthened weak axiom of revealed preference for
My = x(t) — x(tmin) + M, x* = x' = y! = x(¢), y* = x(tmin). O

As follows from Theorems 4.7 and 4.8, conditions (32), (33) are strong
enough, especially in combination with axioms of revealed preference. Let
us consider three examples.

Example 4.1. Suppose M consists of all compact convex sets in X, and
y (M) is given by (28), where u(x) = a - x is any non-zero linear function.
Obviously (32), (33) are satisfied. Also, by Theorem 4.5, the strengthened
axiom of revealed preference is satisfied, too.
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Example 4.2. (For the sake of simplicity, we suppose X = IRR".) Fix any
y* # 0in X and consider M = {M,+z : z € X} and y (My+z) = y (My)+z
for every z € X, where M, = {0, y*} and y(M,) = {y*}. Obviously, (32)
and (33) are satisfied. Let us show that the strengthened axiom of revealed
preference is satisfied, too. Suppose M = My € M,x € M\ y(M), y €
y(M),andlety = y0 — x! - y! — ... — x™ — y" — x be a strongly
regular trajectory leading from y to x. Then x**! = yk € My Ny (My),
k=0,1,...,m —1,and y" € y(M,,) where My = M, +zF ¢ M,k =
0,1,...,m.Since x € My \ y(Mp) and M, \ y(M,) = {0}, we get 20 =x.
Similarly, y" € y(M,,) implies y" = y* + 2, and y* € My, 1 Ny (My)
fork =0,1,...,m — 1 implies (a) X = y* — y* and (b) either yk = zK*!
(this is the case y* € M1\ y(Myy1)) or y& = y* 4 K1 (this is the case
vy € y(My1)). Tt follows that, for each k = 0, 1,...,m — 1, ZKt1 — K
is equal y* or 0; therefore, 2”7 = 20 + Y0 (2" — ) = x + myy*,
and y" = y* + 7" = x + (m; + 1)y*, where m; < m. Hence d(y", x) >
(mi+Dy*|| = |ly*|l and, by Lemma 4.7, the strengthened axiom of revealed
preference is satisfied. (This follows also from Theorem 4.5, if one takes into
account that y is rationalized by any linear function u(x) = a - x satisfying
a-y*>0)

Example 4.3. Suppose X = IR", consider the vectors ¢! = (1,0,...,0),
e = ©0,1,...,0),...,¢" = (0,0,...,1), x = (x1,x2,...,x,), and de-
fine My = {0,e',e%,....¢",x}, M = (Mo +z : z € R}, y(My) =
0,e', 2, ..., ¢"), y(My + z) = y(My) + z. Obviously, (32) and (33) are
satisfied. It follows easily from Lemma 4.7 that the strengthened axiom of
revealed preference fails if, and only if, for every ¢ > 0, there exist integers
q>1,p1,..., ppsuchthat |gx; + pil <e,i = 1,...,nt0

Theorem 4.9. Suppose X = IR, M satisfies (32), y satisfies both (33) and
the strengthened axiom of revealed preference, and there is a closed domain'’
M € M with a smooth boundary containing y (M); then for every function
u € C®(R") rationalizing y and satisfying |Vu(x)|| < 1'8 there exist a

vector of unit length a = (ay, ..., a,) € R" and a function .. € C*°(R"),
0 < A <1, such that

Ar(x) AA(x)
aj =aj

j , xeR" i,jell,...,n}, (40)

axj' 8x,-

16 1t seems plausible that this condition is satisfied for all x € RR", otherwise one

would have an example of a C°°-smooth-utility-rational choice function y that satis-
fies (33) but cannot be rationalized by a linear function.

17 A closed domain is a closed set that coincides with the closure of its interior.

18 The existence of such functions follows from Theorem 4.6.
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and
Vu(x) = r(x)a, xeR". 41)

Furthermore, a and A are uniquely determined by u as follows:

Vu(x)

a=—""" VxeR", (42)
(IVu) |l

Ax) = [IVux)|,

and the linear function u1(x) = a - x rationalizes y as well.

Proof. Let y* be any point in y (M), then y* is a boundary point of M, and
since the boundary of M is smooth, the normal to it at y* is well defined.
Moreover, it follows from (33) and (32) that each x € IR” belongs to the set
y(M 4+ x — y*) hence is a boundary point of M + x — y*, and the normal
to the boundary of M 4+ x — y* at x does not depend on x. We take a to
be the unit normal vector at y*, which is directed outside M. Every x € IR”
lies on two smooth surfaces, the boundary of M 4+ x — y* and the surface
{z : u(z) = u(x)}, and, since u rationalizes y, both the surfaces have the
same tangent hyperplane at x. Then there is a coefficient A(x) > 0 such that
Vu(x) = A(x)a. Moreover, since u € C®(R"), ||Vu(x)| < 1, it follows
that A € C*°(R"), A(x) < 1, and (41) is thus established. Notice also that
(40) and (42) are direct consequences of (41).

The proof will be completed if we show that an equivalence holds as
follows:

ux) <u(y) a-x<a-y. 43)
Notice that if there exists a smooth function / : R — IR such that
dh(t) "
Ax) = 7|t:a<x» x € R, (44)

then % is increasing and u(x) = h(a - x) + const, therefore, (43) holds.
Let us prove the existence of such a function 4. We assume, for the sake of
definiteness, that a; # 0, and pass from x = (x, ..., x,) to new variables
Yy = 1,...,yn) = Ax, where y; = arx; +axxa + -+ + anXn, Yk = Xi

(k=2,...,n).Lety = Ax, and u(y) := A(A_l(y)) = A(x). One has
oA 0 oA B B
Lo R R =2
dx;  dy dxp 9y Yk

and by taking into account (40), we derive from here

I oA ax IA

— =—-———=0 Vk#1I

Yk 0xr  ap 0xy
It follows that (y) depends on yj only, i.e. A(x) is a function of a - x; then
there is a smooth function Ao : R — (0, 1] such that A(x) = Ag(a - x), and
(44) is satisfied for i being a primitive function of 1. O
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Corollary 4.3. Suppose X = R", M satisfies (32), y satisfies both (33) and
the strengthened axiom of revealed preference, and there is a closed convex
set M, € M with non-empty interior and smooth boundary, then there is a
linear function rationalizing .

Proof. Taking into account that the interior of M, is non-empty, the strength-
ened axiom of revealed preference implies y(M,) # M,. Let M| :=
{M, + z : z € R"}. Since M| C M, y satisfies the strengthened axiom
of revealed preference with respect to M ; then, by Theorem 4.8, the bound-
ary of M, contains y (M), and applying Theorem 4.9 concludes the proof.
O

Remark 4.11 The proof of Theorem 4.9 is similar to that of Theorem 3.2 in
[37] where the existence of a linear utility function is established for a class
of closed total preorders on X. I would like to eliminate an annoying defect
slipped in the proof of Theorem 3.2 in [37]. It relates to the boundary of
the set Mo (y*) = {x € X : x < y*} N B.(y®). It is said in [37, p. 101]
that the boundary of M, (y*) is {x : u(x) = u(y*)} N B.(y*). Of course,
this is nonsense. In fact, the boundary of M, (y*) consists of two pieces, viz.
{x tul) = u®y®), llx = y*Il < e}and {x € Mc(y") : |lx — y*|| = &}
Nevertheless, the theorem is correct and its proof, as given in [37], holds
true taking into account that, for y € int X, M.(y) is the shift of M, (y*),
y e {x:ulx)=u(y),|x —y|l < e}isaboundary point of M.(y), and the
boundary of M,(y) is smooth near y.

4.4. On a class of interval orders admitting smooth representations

Definition 4.8. Recall (see, e.g. [2, Chap. 6]) that a binary relation > on a set
X is called an interval order if it is asymmetric (x > y = —(y > x)) and
satisfies the following condition:

(x >yandx’ > y) = (x = y orx’ > y).

Given an interval order >, one can associate it with a preference < as
follows: x <y <& —(x > y). Since > is asymmetric, one has

X>y=y=x.

It follows from Definition 4.8 that > is transitive; however generally < is not
such.

Definition 4.9. Given an interval order >, a pair (u, v) of real-valued func-
tions on X is called its representation if, for any x, y € X, an equivalence
holds as follows:

x>y ulx) > vy). 45)
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Clearly, (45) implies
x 2y & ulx) <v(y). (46)

In what follows, X is supposed to be a subset in IR” which is stable with
respect to shifts in positive directions and either closed or open. A represen-
tation (u, v) of > is called Lebesgue measurable (resp. continuous, smooth)
if both the functions, u and v, are Lebesgue measurable (resp. continuous,
smooth). In the next theorem we describe a class of interval orders on X for
which the existence of Lebesgue measurable and of smooth representations
are equivalent.

Theorem 4.10. Suppose X is closed or open and satisfies X = X +R"}, and
> is an interval order on X such that, for every 7z € R", an equivalence
holds as follows:

x>y x+2>(+2). 47)

If > has a Lebesgue measurable representation then there is a representation
(u, v) such that u,v € C*°(X) and u(X) C (0, 1), v(X) C (0, 1).

Proof. Let (ug, vo) be a Lebesgue measurable representation of >. Taking

i ino. i 1 1 _u
into account Lemma 4.3 and passing, if needed, from u, vg to 5+ 3 gl

% + %:—Ov, we will assume that ug, vg € L£%(X) and ug(X) C (0, 1),
vo(X) C (0, 1). Let us define u = ®(up), v = ®(vg) where P is given by
(6); then u, v € C*°(X), and u(X) C (0, 1), v(X) C (0, 1). Furthermore, if
x > y then, by (47), (x +z) > (y 4+ z) for all z € R”, hence ug(x + z) >
vo(y 4 z), and we derive from (6) that u(x) > v(y). If now x > y fails then
x <y, and taking into account (46) along with (47) and (6), it follows that
u(x) < v(y). It follows that x > y < u(x) > v(y), and (u, v) is thus a
C*°-smooth representation of >. o

Remark 4.12 Clearly, (47) is equivalent to
X=2Xy&(x+2)<x(+2 VzeRl,
which is a strengthening of (27).

Remark 4.13 A sufficient condition for an interval order on a connected sep-
arable topological space to have a representation (u, v) such that u is lower
semi-continuous and v is upper semi-continuous may be found in [1] (see
also [2, Theorem 6.4.5]). A criterion for an interval order on a connected
topological space to have a continuous representation is given in [3] (see also
[2, Theorem 6.5.5]). By combining Theorem 4.10 with these theorems, one
can obtain sufficient conditions for the existence of smooth representations.
We omit precise formulations of the corresponding results.
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5. Conclusion

In this paper, sufficient conditions were obtained for the existence of a smooth
feasible solution to a dual Monge—Kantorovich problem with a fixed marginal
difference on a closed or open subset X in IR” which is stable with respect
to shifts in positive directions. Based on the existence theorem, a united
method is developed for solving various problems in approximation theory
and mathematical economics. Among other things, the following results were
obtained.

We have considered a problem of best approximating a bounded contin-
uous function on X x X by differences of the form u(x) — u(y) and we have
given a condition for the existence of a smooth exact solution to it.

We have proved the existence of a smooth utility function for a (gen-
erally non-reflexive and non-transitive) preference relation on X satisfying
the strengthened acyclicity assumption and the condition that adding one and
the same positive vector to each of two comparable alternatives cannot af-
fect the preference relation between them. A similar result (the existence of
a smooth joint utility) is obtained for a class of preferences depending on a
parameter.

We have studied a general rational choice problem on a family of subsets
of X, and we have given conditions for the existence of a linear (or smooth)
utility function rationalizing the choice. These conditions are a strengthened
axiom of revealed preference and a translation invariance requirement (or
some its weakening).

We have proved that for an interval order > on X satisfying x > y <
(x +2) > (y+2z) whenever z € R’} the existence of a smooth representation
and of a Lebesgue measurable one are equivalent.

References

1. Bridges, D.S.: Numerical representation of interval orders on a topological space.
J. Econ. Theory 38, 160-166 (1986)

2. Bridges, D.S., Mehta, G.B.: Representations of preference orderings. Lecture
Notes in Economics and Mathematical Systems, vol. 422. Berlin: Springer 1995

3. Chateauneuf, A.: Continuous representation of a preference relation on a con-
nected topological space. J. Math. Econ. 16, 139-146 (1987)

4. Chipman, J.C., Hurwicz, L., Richter, M.K., Sonnenschein, H. (eds.): Preferences,
utility and demand. New York: Harcourt Brace Jovanovich 1971

5. Debreu, G.: Representation of a preference ordering by a numerical function. In:
Thrall, R. et al. (eds.): Decision processes. New York: Wiley 1954, pp. 159-165

6. Debreu, G.: Continuity properties of Paretian utility. Intern. Econ. Rev. 5,
285-293 (1964)



126

7.
8.

9.

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

V.L. Levin

Debreu, G.: Smooth preferences. Econometrica 40, 603-615 (1972)

Debreu, G.: Smooth preferences: a corrigendum. Econometrica 44, 831-832
(1976)

Gevers, L.: On interpersonal comparability and social welfare orderings. Econo-
metrica 47, 75-89 (1979)

Houthakker, H.S.: Revealed preference and the utility function. Economica 17,
159-174 (1950)

Kantorovich, L.V.: On mass transfer. Dokl. Acad. Nauk SSSR 37(7-8), 199-201
(1942) (in Russian)

Kantorovich, L.V.: On a problem of Monge. Usp. Matem. Nauk 3(2), 225-226
(1948) (in Russian)

Kantorovich, L.V., Akilov, G.P.: Functional analysis. Moscow: Nauka 1984 (in
Russian)

Kantorovich, L.V., Rubinshtein, G.S.: On a function space and some extremal
problems. Dokl. Acad. Nauk SSSR 115, 1058-1061 (1957) (in Russian)
Kantorovich, L.V., Rubinshtein, G.S.: On a space of completely additive func-
tions. Vestnik Leningrad Univ. 13(7), 52-59 (1958) (in Russian)

Kim, T., Richter, M.K.: Nontransitive-nontotal consumer theory. J. Econ. Theory
38, 324-363 (1986)

. Levin, V.L.: Duality and approximation in the mass transfer problem. In:

Mityagin, B.S. (ed.): Mathematical economics and functional analysis. Moscow:
Nauka 1974, pp. 94-108 (in Russian)

. Levin, V.L.: On the problem of mass transfer. Soviet Math. Dokl. 16, 1349-1353

(1975)

. Levin, V.L.: Duality theorems in the Monge—Kantorovich problem. Usp. Matem.

Nauk 32(3), 171-172 (1977) (in Russian)

Levin, V.L.: The Monge—Kantorovich mass transfer problem. In: Efimov, B.A.
(ed.): Methods of functional analysis in mathematical economics. Moscow:
Nauka, 1978, pp. 23-55 (in Russian)

Levin, V.L.: A continuous utility theorem for closed preorders on a o-compact
metrizable space. Soviet Math. Dokl. 28(3), 715-718 (1983)

Levin, V.L.: The problem of mass transfer in a topological space, and probability
measures having given marginal measures on the product of two spaces. Soviet
Math. Dokl. 29(3), 638-643 (1984)

Levin, V.L.: Functionally closed preorders and strong stochastic dominance. So-
viet Math. Dokl. 32(1), 22-26 (1985)

Levin, V.L.: Extremal problems with probability measures, functionally closed
preorders and strong stochastic dominance. In: Arkin, V.I., Shiraev, A., Wets, R.
(eds.): Stochastic optimization. Lecture Notes in Control and Information Sci-
ences, vol. 81. Berlin: Springer 1986, pp. 435-447

Levin, V.L.: Measurable selections of multivalued mappings and the mass transfer
problem. Soviet Math. Dokl. 35(1), 178-183 (1987)

Levin, V.L.: General Monge—Kantorovich problem and its applications in mea-
sure theory and mathematical economics. In: Leifman, L.J. (ed.): Functional anal-
ysis, optimization, and mathematical economics (A collection of papers dedi-
cated to memory of L.V.Kantorovich). Oxford: Oxford University Press 1990,
pp. 141-176



27.

28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

33.

34.

35.

36.

37.

38.

39.

40.

41.

42.

43.

44.

45.
46.

Smooth feasible solutions to a dual Monge—Kantorovich problem 127

Levin, V.L.: A formula for the optimal value of the Monge—Kantorovich problem
with a smooth cost function and a characterization of cyclically monotone maps.
Mat. Sbornik 181(12), 1694-1709 (1990) (in Russian); English translation in:
Math. USSR-Sb. 71, 533-548 (1992)

Levin, V.L.: Some applications of set-valued mappings in mathematical eco-
nomics. J. Math. Econ. 20, 69-87 (1991)

Levin, V.L.: A superlinear multifunction arising in connection with mass transfer
problems. Set-Valued Anal. 4, 41-65 (1996)

Levin, V.L.: Reduced cost functions and their applications. J. Math. Econ. 28,
155-186 (1997)

Levin, V.L.: On duality theory for non-topological variants of the mass transfer
problem. Sb. Math. 188(4), 571-602 (1997) (English translation)

Levin, V.L.: Abstract cyclical monotonicity and Monge solutions for the general
Monge—Kantorovich problem. Set-Valued Anal. 7, 7-32 (1999)

Levin, V.L.: The Monge—Kantorovich problems and stochastic preference rela-
tions. Adv. Math. Econ. 3, 97-124 (2001)

Levin, V.L.: A method in demand analysis connected with the Monge—
Kantorovich problem. Adv. Math. Econ. 7, 47-93 (2005)

Levin, V.L.: Abstract convexity and the Monge—Kantorovich duality. In: Konnov,
LV, Luc, D.T., Rubinov, A.M. (eds.): Generalized convexity and related top-
ics. Lecture Notes in Economics and Mathematical Systems, vol.583. Berlin:
Springer 2006, pp. 33-72

Levin, V.L.: Best approximation problems relating to Monge—Kantorovich dual-
ity. Sb. Math. 197(9), 1353-1364 (2006)

Levin, V.L.: On preference relations that admit smooth utility functions. Adv.
Math. Econ. 11, 95-104 (2008)

Levin, V.L.: Smooth feasible solutions to a dual Monge—Kantorovich problem
and their application to the best approximation and mathematical economics
problems. Dokl. Math. 77(2), 281-283 (2008)

Levin, V.L., Milyutin, A.A.: The problem of mass transfer with a discontinuous
cost function and a mass statement of the duality problem for convex extremal
problems. Russian Math. Surveys 34, 1-78 (1979) (English translation)
Mas-Colell, A.: On the continuous representation of preorders. Intern. Econ. Rev.
18, 509-513 (1977)

Mas-Colell, A.: The theory of general economic equilibrium: a differentiable ap-
proach. London: Cambridge University Press 1985

Monge, G.: Mémoire sur la théorie des déblais et de remblais. In: Histoire de
I’ Académie Royale des Sciences de Paris, avec les Mémoires de Mathématique
et de Physique pour la méme année, 1781, pp. 666704

Neuefeind, W., Trockel, W.: Continuous linear representations for binary rela-
tions. Econ. Theory 6, 351-356 (1995)

Rachev, S.T., Riischendorf, L.: Mass transportation problems, Vol. 1: Theory,
Vol. 2: Applications. Berlin: Springer 1998

Richter, M.K.: Duality and rationality. J. Econ. Theory 20, 131-181 (1979)
Sudakov, V.N.: Geometric problems in the theory of infinite-dimensional proba-
bility distributions. Proc. Steklov Inst. Math. 141, 1-178 (1979); translated from
the Russian: Trudy Mat. Inst. Steklov 141 (1976)



Adv. Math. Econ. 12, 129-152 (2009) Advances in

MATHEMATICAL

ECONOMICS
]
©Springer 2009

Optimal growth rate in random trade time

Koichi Matsumoto*

Department of Economic Engineering, Faculty of Economics, Kyushu University
6-19-1 Hakozaki Higashi-ku, Fukuoka-shi, Fukuoka 812-8581, Japan
(e-mail: k-matsu@en.kyushu-u.ac.jp)

Received: March 28, 2008
Revised: September 3, 2008

JEL classification: G11

Mathematics Subject Classification (2000): 91B28, 91B16, 91B70

Abstract. We study the optimal growth rate in the market where there are a saving
asset and a low liquid risky asset. In this paper the low liquid asset can be traded at
random trade times. We show the optimal growth rate both with finite time horizon
and with infinite time horizon. And we find an optimal strategy. Further we discuss the
convergence of the optimal growth rate and the optimal strategy as the time horizon
goes to infinity.
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1. Introduction

Liquidity effects are analyzed by many kinds of model. One of most familiar
models is a model of transaction costs (see Leland [8], Davis and Norman [4],
Boyle and Vorst [1], Kusuoka [7], Kabanov [6]). Price impact and execu-
tion delay are studied by Subramanian and Jarrow [14] and stochastic supply
curve is discussed by Cetin, Jarrow and Protter [2]. In these models, there is
no restriction on trade times. On the other hand, there are some studies where
the liquidity is represented by restrictions on trade times. A discrete trade
time model is studied by Rogers [12] and further random trade time model
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is studied by Rogers and Zane [13], Matsumoto [9, 10]. They consider some
classical Merton wealth and consumption problems and analyze the liquidity
effects on optimal strategies.

In this paper we study the optimal growth rate in a random trade time
model. Here trade times are exponentially distributed. An investor wants to
maximize the expected growth rate by trading a saving account and a risky
asset. This is a kind of classical wealth problem. In a continuous trade times
model, Merton [11] studies this problem and shows that the investor should
invest a constant proportion of wealth in the risky asset. We consider the lig-
uidity effects in comparison to Merton’s result. We are interested in both the
finite time horizon problem and the infinite time horizon problem. The finite
time horizon problem is essentially studied in Matsumoto [10] and then our
study is mainly devoted to the infinite time horizon problem. The optimal
growth rate can be solved in an explicit form. And we find an optimal strat-
egy which attains the optimal growth rate. Further we study the convergence
problem between finite time horizon and infinite time horizon.

This paper is organized as follows. §2 provides the model and the prob-
lems. §3 shows the optimal growth rate and an optimal strategy. §4 discusses
the convergence problem. §5 explains an asymptotic expansion of the optimal
strategy and analyzes the liquidity effect on the optimal growth rate. Finally
we conclude the paper in §6.

2. Model and problem

Let (2, F, P, {F;; t = 0}) be afiltered probability space satisfying the usual
conditions. Under P, {B(t);t > 0, B(0) = 0} is an {F;}-Brownian motion
and {Q(?); ¢t = 0, Q(0) = 0} is an {F;}-Poisson process independent of B(¢),
with intensity A. Also we denote the first jump time of Q(7) by 7.

We assume the same model of a financial market as Matsumoto [10], that
is, an investor trades one safety asset and one low liquid risky asset whose
prices follow

dp(t) = rpt)dt, pBO) =1,
dS(t) = uS)dt +oSt)dB(), S(0) = So,

where Sp, r, 1 and o are positive constants. Let W () be his total wealth
and let X (¢) be the fraction of total wealth invested in the risky asset. Set
W(O0) =w > 0and X(0) = x (0 < x < 1). He tries to trade assets in order
to change the fraction X (¢) to v(¢) but he succeeds only at jump times of
Q(t). Also he must not sell the risky asset short, nor borrow to buy the risky
asset. That is, v belong to the admissible processes defined by
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Vo = {v]v is predictable and 0 < v(¢) < 1 for ¢z > 0}.

v is his control variable and then we call v a strategy. When we emphasize
that W (¢) and X (¢) depend on w, x and v, we write W**V(¢), X*V(r). We
can show
AWV () = Wit—)((w —r)X (=) +r)ydt + Wt—)X (t—)odB(t), (1)
dX*V(1) = X(1—=)(1 — X(1=))(u —r — 02X (t—))dt
+X@—)(1 = X(—))odB(@) + (v(1) — X(t—)dQ1). (2)

Please see Matsumoto [10] for the details.
In this study we discuss two types of optimization problems:

1. Finite time horizon problem: For T > 0, the optimal growth rate is defined
by

N 1 Ww,x,v(T)
§7(x) = sup =E [log —:| .
vel w

We want to solve é% (x) and find an optimal strategy which attains é% (x).
2. Infinite time horizon problem: The optimal growth rate is defined by

1 Ww,X,U T
$§o(x) = sup liminf ?E |:log A] )

vey, 1= w

We want to solve %\O (x) and find an optimal strategy which attains Eé‘o (x).

When the risky asset is completely liquid, namely, in the case of A = 0o, sim-
ilar problems are studied by Merton [11], Grossman and Zhou [5], Cvitanic
and Karatzas [3], etc. We use Merton’s result as a benchmark. Merton’s
growth rate £7°(x) and Merton’s strategy v7°(f) are given by

2
—r
E}’°(x):r+%, 0<T <oo,
20
v (1) =x0, 0<t<T <o0,
where
nw—r
X0 =
)

Since £7°(x), v7°(¢) are independent of x, ¢, T, we abbreviate £7°(x), v3°(1)
to £°°, v™>°, respectively. Also we assume Merton’s strategy is in (0, 1), that is,

0<x0<1

throughout this paper. This assumption is not essential and can be removed
easily.
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3. Optimal growth rate and optimal strategy

First we show the result in the finite time horizon problem. Since the similar
problem is considered in Matsumoto [10], we review the result without the
proof.

Theorem 3.1. The optimal growth rate is given by

JMT, x)
A _
ST(X) =r+ T s
where
1 T
INT, x) = XE[fO(YX(T))l{rST}] +/O OSHP E[fo(Y? (1) 1{z<s)lds,
<y=<l

1
fo(y) = (u—r)y— Eazyz,
yS(t)/So
yS(t)/So+ (1 —y)p@)

Y¥() =

The strategy v)f (t) given by

vy (1) € argsup E[ fo(Y* (t)lr<r—1)]

0<x<l
is an optimal strategy. Specially if A is sufficiently large, the optimal strategy
is unique.

Next we show the result in the infinite time horizon problem. This theo-
rem is the main result in this section.

Theorem 3.2. The optimal growth rate is given by

EL(x) =7+ o E[fo(Y? (2)].
<y=

The strategy vé‘o (t) given by
V3 (1) € argsup E[fo(Y*(1))]

0<x<l
is an optimal strategy.
vX, (t) can be time homogeneous and then we denote v’ (1) by a constant, v}, .
Remark 3.1 Inthis case, the optimal growth rate does not depend on x, which
is different from the result with finite time horizon. In a short term investment
of the low liquid asset, the initial position is important but the investor can
overcome a disadvantage of the initial position in a long term investment.
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We prepare some lemmas for giving the proof of the main theorem. For
0<x<l,let

1
Al = — (E[fo(Y"(r))] — sup E[fo(Yy(r»])

0<y<l1

and let

E=r+ sup E[fo(Y” ()]
O=<y=<l

By the definition of Y*(¢), we have

0<Y*'(r) <1 3)
and
Y*(t) = Hy(S®)),
WO _ sy
ax - 1 ( )1
32Y* (1) -
Py —2H; (8(1)),
where

S@t) = 5@ _ exp ((u —r - 102> r+ aB(t)) ,
SoB(1) 2

HE(s) = xs
O T xs+1—x’
H(s) = S
! (xs +1 —x)2’

s(s —1)
Hj(s) = —.
(xs+1—x)°

Lemma 3.1. For any 0 < x < 1, we have

'ay" (t) | @
ox |~ 4x(1—x)’

Y () < max { LI } 5)
axz |~ 2 1-x0%)

Proof. Itis sufficient to show Hj (s) and H; (s) satisfy the lemma’s inequal-
ities. Since H{' (s) is a non-negative function in (0, co) and it has an absolute
maximum at s = (1 — x)/x, we have
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B 1
T 4x(1—x)

|Hy ()] <

f‘ (1 )
X
and then (4) follows. Next we set

1—JT—x(1—x)

o] = )

X
1+v1—=x(1—x)
o) = X .

We can show that Hy (s) has an absolute minimum at s = &1 and an absolute
maximum at s = op. We have

e 1 H@ 1
) = = ) (1—x)2’
Hi(x) 1
H} () = —— —,
2 (052) H3 (x)3 x2

where

Hi(x) =2—x+ /1 —x(1 —x),
Hy(x) = (1+,/1 — (1 —x)) (1 —x+/1—x( —x)).

Since H3(x) and Hy(x) are positive and decreasing functions in [0, 1], we
have

. 1 H3;0)® 1 Hy(0) 1
|H2 (S)| < max {E H4(1) (1 _ x)z, H3(1)3 ;}

1 { 1 1}
= -—maxy —, —= (.
2 1 —x)?" x2

By this inequality, (5) follows. |

Lemma 3.2. For 0 < x < 1, we have

A X
dA% (x) _ 1E[<M—r—02Yx(r)> oY (T)]’ ©)

dx x 0x
d*AY (x) 1 5 (Y (1)) 5 2Y* (1)
S o) _E|- —r —oy* .
|: ’ < ) -I-(,u e (r)) ax2

dx? A ox
@)
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And there exist some constants C1 and Co such that

dA?%,
x(x) (1-x|=<c.
—°°2(x)x2(1 -0 =G
X

forall0 < x < 1.
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®)

©))

Proof. From Lemma 3.1, 8Y* () /dx and 92Y*()/9x? are bounded in some
neighborhood of x. By (3), using the mean value theorem and the bounded

convergence theorem, (6) and (7) can be obtained.
By Lemma 3.1, we have

‘8Y;(;) (1 )‘ <_’
82yx(t)x2(l o2 <1
ax> -
From (3), (6) and (7), we get (8) and (9). O

Here we define g : [0, 1] x [0, 1] — R and oy : [0, 1] — R by

dA* (x)

fox) +r—E&+ x(1 = x)( —r —0%x)

fo) +7 — & + 1 (Ak (v) — AL (), x=0,1,

po(x, v) = N
+%M z(l 00
+1 (A%, (v) Ak (D), 0<x <,
0, x=0,1,

op(x) = A
dA;‘;C(x)x(l —x)o, O<x<l.

Lemma 3.3. Forall 0 < x < 1, uo satisfies

sup po(x,v) =0.

O<v<l

Proof. Assume that 0 < x < 1 and let us introduce

t
Z(t) = AL, (Y? (t))e ™ + / e (fo(YV(s) +r — E)ds.
0
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Since

AL (Y (1)e™ = E [ / ” e‘*“*”fo(Yy(s))ds]
0

—At

- r—&)

e

+
y=Yy(1)

E [ / ” e fo(vY (1 + s))dsm] + f ” e (r —E)ds
0 t

E [ / e M (fo(YV () +r — é)dsm] :
we have
Zt)=E [ fo e (fo(YV(s) +r — é)dsm} :

By It6’s formula, we have
dY* (1) = YY) A = YY) (u —r — o 2YY(@))dt + Y (t)(1 — YV (1))odB(t).

Also we have

A dA: (x
sup po(x,v) = fo(x) +r —§&+ dA% () )x(l —xX)(u—r —o’x)
O<v<l dx
1d2Aéo(x) 21 252 _ At
+57x (I —=x)0" = AAL (x)
since

sup Aéo(v) =0.

0<v<l
Using It6’s formula again, we get
dZ@t) = sup e Muo(Y? (1), v)dt + e Moo(Y? (1))dB(1).
O<v<l
Because e * > 0, Z(t) is a martingale and {Y”(#)|0 < y < 1} = (0, 1) a.s.
for any ¢t > 0, we get
sup po(x,v) =0

O=<v=<l1

forall0 < x < 1.
It remains to show the case of x = 0, 1. In this case, Y*(r) = Y*(0) for

all # > 0. And then we have
sup wo(x, v) = fo(x) +r — & — AAL (x)

O<v<l

0<y<

= fox)+r—£— (fo(X) - E[fo(Yy(f))])

=0.
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Lemma 3.4. For w > 0and 0 < x <1, let
I(w, x) =logw + A% (x).
Then

T (10)

for any v € Vy. Specially if v = véo, the equality holds.

E [I(W“”x’”(T), X0U(T)) — I(w,X)} <

Proof. From (1) and (2), using 1t6’s formula, we have

E[L(W"5Y(T), X**(T)) — ET] — I (w, x)
T
=E UO po (XY (t—), v(t))dt]

T
+E U (X*V(t=)o + 0o (X* (1)) dB(t)]
0

T
LE [ / (A (0(0)) — A% (X (1=))(d Q1) — xdr)] .
0

By Lemma 3.2, the second and the third terms are 0. By Lemma 3.3, we have
ELL(W"(T), X“'(T) — §T] — I (w, x) < 0.

Specially if v = véo, the equality holds. Therefore we have our assertion. O

Lemma 3.5. There exists some constant C such that
1
[ (w, x) —logw| < CX

forallw > 0and 0 < x < 1.

Proof. Since fj is a quadratic function, we have from (3)

. N (w—r)?
min{fo(0), fo(D} = o(¥* (@) = swp fon) =——— (D

0=y=1
Therefore we get

sup E[fo(Y* ()] = ELfo(Y* ()]
| (w, x) —logw| = |A% (x)| = 0<y=<I

A

| o2
< . (% — min{ fo(0), fo(l)}) .

O
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Proof of Theorem 3.2. By Lemma 3.5 there exists C such that

C C
— Flog W (T) < (WP (T), X (1) < 5 +log W (T)

(12)
for any v € V. And we have

C 1 wwrv(r
sup liminf E |:—— + —lo gA]

vel, T—o0 w

< sup liminf E
vel, T—o00

|:I(Ww’x’v(T), X*U(T)) —log wi|
T

I(w,x) —1 ET
< sup liminf (w,x) —logw +¢

vey, T T

< sup 11m1nfCr —i—é é

UEV() T—o0

The second inequality follows by (10) and the last inequality follows by
Lemma 3.5. Therefore we get

1 wwrv(r A
sup liminf TE |:1 g¥j| <é&.

vel T—00 w
By Lemma 3.4 we have
ELI (W5 (T), X*"%(T)] = I (w, x) +£T.

By (12), we have

C wavoc T
11m1nfE|:—+—l ( )]
%

> liminf E
T—o0

[ (W% (T), X5 (T))—logw]
T

. I(w,x) —logw +ET
= liminf
T—o00 T

C A~ A
> liminf —— =E£.
zliminf—-7 +&=¢
Then we get
> .

! W (T
liminf — F |:log —():|
T—oo T w
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Therefore we obtain

T—o00

! WoE(T)] 1 WY (T
liminf — E |:10g A} <& =liminf —E |:10g —():|
T w T—oo T w

for all v € Vy. Then é is the optimal growth rate and véo is an optimal
strategy. This completes the proof. O

4. Convergence problem as T — oo

In the finite time horizon case, the optimal strategy can be unique. On the
other hand, it is not guaranteed in the infinite time horizon case. In this section
we consider the convergence problem as the time horizon goes to infinity and
show that vé‘o is a special optimal strategy. Here are the main theorems in this
section.

Theorem 4.1. The optimal growth rate satisfies
lim &5 (x) = &4 (x).
T—o0
A

Theorem 4.2. If A is sufficiently large, v%, v}, are unique and satisfies

A

: 2
lim v7(t) = v5,.
T—o0

Remark 4.1 By Theorem 4.1, it is reasonable to consider that the limit of the
optimal strategy with finite horizon is a natural optimal strategy with infinite
time horizon. And Theorem 4.2 shows that vé‘o is the natural optimal strategy.

First we set
g5 (x) = E[fo(Y* (2D ljz<1}],
g (x) = E[fo(Y* ().
Lemma 4.1. We have

lim sup |gh(x) — gl (x)| =0

T—00p<x<1

and

lim sup g’}(x) = sup géo(X)-
T—000<x<1 0<x<1
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Proof. Set

)
C, = max { | fo(0)]. | fo(1)I. M
20

From (11), we get

sup |gh(x) — gh () < E[ sup |fo(Y* (2)|lir=1y] < Cp Plt > T].

0<x<l1 0=<x<1
Since

g5 (x) = E[fo¥* ()] — E[fo(Y* (t)1r=13],
we have from (11)

o2
gh(x) = E[fo(Y*(1))] — %P[r > T

g7 () < E[fo(Y* ()] — min {£o(0), fo(1)} P[x > T].

Then we get
(u—r)?
sup g7(x) > sup gk (x) — ——5—P[t > T},
0<x<l 0<x<l1 20

sup g5 (x) < sup gl (x) —min{fo(0), fo(1)} P[t > T1.

0<x<l 0<x<l1

Therefore we have

sup g%(x) — sup géo(x) <CyP[t>TI
1

0<x<1 0<x<
Since
Tli_)moo Plt >T]= Tli_)moo e =0, (13)
we get the desired results. a

Proof of Theorem 4.1. By Theorem 3.1 and the boundedness of fo(Y*(7)),
we have
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JN(T, x)
li A _ lim ——77
A 70 = lim
1 /1
= lim — [ —E[fo(Y*(x)1
r+TmeT<k [fo(Y" (t)1z<1}]

T
+/o sup E[fO(Yy(T))I{Iss}]ds)

0<y=<l
. Y
=r+ lim — sup g (y)ds
T—=oo T Jo o0<y<i

=r+ lim sup g%(y).

X 0<y=<I

By Lemma 4.1, the result follows. o

Lemma 4.2. Suppose that ny € Z,n> € N U {0}. Let

n—1 ,

ko(n)zn(u—r—i—TG).

If A > 1+ xo(n1) VvV Ag(ny — no), we have

. NSmm < 14a0m) Viot —my). 0<x<1. (14)
xS +1-0)" |~ o

Proof. Setn € Z. From 0 < xop < 1, Ag(n) is non-negative. If A > Xy(n),

we have
E[S(x)'| = E [exp (n (,u —r— %az> T+ noB(r))]

= Elexp (Ao(n)7)]
_ A
A —Ao(n)’

The right-hand side is a decreasing function of A for A > Ag(n). If A >
1+ Ao(n), we have B
E[S(D)"] < 1+ xo(n)

which is (14) for n, = 0. ~
Next, we assume that n, > 0. Since S(7) is positive, we have
S(r™ ) S S@m™
- < min W T e
xS(T)+1—-x)" (I =x)" (xS(r)™
. { S@™ Sy }
= min .

(1 —x)"’ x""2
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IfA>14Xo(ny) VvV Ag(ny — ny), we have

S(ty™ , { 1 A 1 A ]
—=——————— | < min , ——
@xS@) +1—x)™ (1 —=x)" A —=2o(n1)" x" % —Ao(n] —n2)

() (i) )
<((———) +[(——F———
~\\ L= ro(n)) A —2ro(ny —no)

1 1\™m
<(1 +Ao(m1))™ + (1 + Ao(ny — nz))”2>
L+ xo(ny) VvV Ao(ny — n2)

IA

IA

and this completes the proof. O

Lemma 4.3. Suppose that

Azmax{u—r,az—(u—r)]—l—l.

Then we have

dg7 (x) 2y ) V(@)
=Bl (n—r =0 (@) ey | (19)
dgh,(x) b\ Y (T)
dx —E[(M—r—a Y (T)> 0x (16)
for 0 < x < 1. Specially they satisfy
dg’ dgh
Ty drp (17)
dx —0 dx —
dgl,(x) dgs (x)
Sl s, 2l <. (18)
dx — dx —_

Proof. Because we can prove (15) and (16) forallA > 0and 0 < x < 1 in
the same way as Lemma 3.2, we only have to consider two cases, x = 0, 1.
Suppose that s > 0. For some 0 < € < 1,if 0 < x <€ < 1, then

)| = e
(xs+1—x) (I —x) (I —¢)
andif0 <1 —€ < x <1, then
e sy = sl 1L
(xs) xts (I—e)s
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By Lemma 4.2, if A > max {u —r, 0% — (u —r)} + 1, S(r) and 1/5() is
integrable and then dY*(z)/dx is integrable. By (3), using the mean value
theorem and the dominated convergence theorem, we have

dgh,(x) o\ Y (1)
T—E[(u—r—a Y (r)) ix ]

for x = 0, 1. Therefore we get

A

dgsc ™| _ (u—r) E[S(1)] > 0,
dx ©=0

dgh (x) _ (M_r—GZ)E[L] <0
dx ot 5@ |

which are (18). Because 1{;<7} does not depend on x and bounded, (17) can
be proved in the same way. O

Lemma 4.4. If 1 is sufficiently large, then we have

d2 A
j;z(x) <0, (19)
d2 A
f%(x) <0 (20)
X

for0<x < 1.

Proof. In a similar way to Lemma 3.2, we have

d*g7 (x) <
di"z = E[G(S(0) <1y,
where
G(s) =~ Hi (6 =2 (= r = o2 H§ () H5 ().
Since

G(1) = -2 <0,

for any €y > 0 there exists §; > 0 such that

G(S(1) +0?% <€ 1)
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for all | log S(t)| < 6. By the integration by parts formula, we get
P[llog S(7)| > 81,7 < T] = —P[|log S(T)| > &]e T

+/T dPlllogS@)| > 81 .,
0

du

Set

For u > 0, we have

dP[llogS@)| > 81 @ <¢ (81 —ﬁu> _¢<—51 —ﬂu>>
du " 20u ou oNu

+2milﬁ <¢ (81;/;”) e <_8;—\;EW))
>0

—_ Y%

where ¢ is the standard normal density function. By the monotone conver-
gence theorem, we get

)\lim P[|log S’(r)l >6,t<T]=0. (22)
—00

From lim; o, P[t < T] = 1, we have

[lim Pl log S(t)| <8, t<T]=1. (23)
—00

By the Schwarz inequality, we have

2 SN2V F 12
I = EIGS@)IEN 0 50158, 0<1)]

= E[G(S(x)*1P[|1log S(v)| > 81,7 < T].

ELGSO 108 5(0)181.,727)
Because G(S(t)) can be represented by the linear combination of

s S(T)nl
(xS(@) + 1 —x)m’

ni,ny,n3 € N U{0},

G(S’ (r))2 can be reBresented by the similar linear combination. If A is suffi-
ciently large, E[G(S (7))?] is bounded by Lemma 4.2 and then from (22) we
get
lim E[G(S()1
A—00

(1o $(0)>8,,r<7}) = 0- 24
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By (13), (21), (22), (23) and (24), we obtain

d*gh (x
gTz( )+02

lim su
P dx

A—00

= limsup |o* P > T + E[(G(S(T)) + 02) Lj1og Sz r<r)]

A—00

+E [(G(S‘(T)) + 02) 1{\10g§(r)|>81,rST}]‘

<limsup E HG(S’(r)) +o2

A— 00

1{|1og§(r)|s61,rsr}]

< limsupeoP[|log S(r)| < 81,7 < T]=¢.
LA— 00

Since 02 > 0 and € is arbitrary, (19) follows. Also (20) can be proved

similarly. a

Lemma 4.5. Let

A A 2 A
x7 € argsup g7 (x), x5, € argsup g5 (x).
0<x<l 0<x<l1

A

% exist uniquely and satisfy

If A is sufficiently large, x%, X

X 2
0<x7 <1, 0<x <1,

lim x% = xé‘o.

T—o00
Proof. By Lemma 4.4, g% (x) is a concave function. If A is sufficiently large,
g’ (x) has a unique absolute maximum point for 0 < x < 1 by (17). Then
xg exists uniquely and satisfies 0 < x% < 1. In a similar way, xé‘o exists
uniquely and satisfies 0 < xéo < 1.

For any €; > 0, set

| 8alea) —max fgs, (g — @) v 0). gh (G Fe) A D)

0.
2
By Lemma 4.1, there exists 77 > 0 such that
g7 () — g @) <€, 0<x=<1
for all T > Tj. Suppose that T > Tj. For x € D, := {x||x — xé‘o >

€2} N[0, 1], we have

gl — g5 () > (gh(xl) —€1) — (gh () + €1)
= gho(xh) — g (x) — 2¢;. (25)
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Since xéo is a unique absolute maximum point and géo (x) is a concave func-

tion by Lemma 4.4, we have
A A A A A
8oo(x) < max{gl (x5, —€2) V0), gl ((x3, +e) A1)}, x € De,

and then (25) is positive. Therefore x% satisfies |x% — xé‘o| < €. Since € is
arbitrary, the result follows. O

Proof of Theorem 4.2. By the definition, v}, v}, satisfy

v% (t) € argsup g%_t(x),
0<x<l1

A A
V5, € argsup g5 (x).
0=<x<l

The result follows from Lemma 4.5. O

5. Analysis of liquidity effects

It is useful for analyzing liquidity effects to consider asymptotic behavior of
the natural optimal strategy and the optimal growth rate. In this section we
show the following theorems.

Theorem 5.1. There exist n;, i € N U{0} such that, for alln € N U{0}, there
exist C, > 0 and X, > 0 satisfying

n
A ni 1
UOO_ZF SC”)LH-H’ A= A
i=0
Specially no and ny are given by
no = Xxo,
2 '@ 2
N = —o"xo(1 — x0)(1 — 2X0)m = —o"xo(1 — x0)(1 — 2xp).

Here T : (0, 00) — R is the complete gamma function, that is,

o
I'(s) =/ e ™ dx.
0

Remark 5.1 By Theorem 5.1, the first approximation of the optimal strategy
can be represented by
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1\ 1
® 4 262x0(1 — —— -
v 4+ 20“x0( xo)<xo 2))»

The second term can be considered as the main part of the liquidity effect on
the optimal strategy. The liquidity effect changes from positive to negative at
xo = 1/2 as well as in the finite time horizon problem.

Theorem 5.2. We have
£l (x) > &%

and
ME® —EX (1) — %o“xé(l — x0)? (26)

as A — oo uniformly in) < x < 1.

Remark 5.2 By Theorem 5.2, the optimal growth rate can be approximated
by

1 1
00 4.2 2
— 2031 = x0)? =
5 ) ()( 0))L

Because the first term is Merton’s optimal growth rate, the second term is
the main liquidity effect on the optimal growth rate. The liquidity effect is the
largest at xo = 1/2.

Similar theorems are proved in the finite time horizon problem in
Matsumoto [10]. We prove our theorems by adjusting its method. Let

Ko(t, x) = E[fo(Y*(1))].
By the definition of g2 (x) we have
g, (x) = E[Ko(z, x)].
From Lemma 4.3, if X is sufficiently large, we have
dge () _ . [9Ko(z, )
dx ax

since we can show

dKo(t,x) 2 x aY*(r)
T—E[(M—r—UY(t)> ox j|

From Taylor’s theorem for / = 0, 1 and N € N, we have

FKot,xo+h) ~H 1IN/ _
=) <k)t"h" “Kinsioi+ Ry (@, b 1),
X n=0 " k=0
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where
N 1 N—1 qN+I
NY 4 N_k/ (1 — )N =1 aNH Ko(st, x0 + sh)
Ry(t,h, 1) = t“h ds,
w0 ,;(k> o (N—DI  afgxm ik O
3" Ko/(0,
K = 2 KOx) N U,

ot ox’

Therefore we obtain

dlgk (X0+h) N—1 1 n " » F(k+])
%:ZHZ:(;{)W K n+1-k N + Sy, kD (27)
for/ =0, 1 where
SN()"v h5 l) = E[RN(T, h, l)]

Lemma 5.1. Suppose that 0 < xo+h < 1. Forall N € Nandl = 0, 1, there
exist some constants Cn; > 0 and Ly > 0 such that

N
1
ISy B D)< Cya Y BN ka’ A= An.
k=0

Proof. By the Schwarz inequality, we have

£l 1(1—s)N_18N+lKo(sr,xo+sh)ds
o (N—-D! drkgxNH-k

2
< 1 E[Tzk] > E (/ (1 )N laN KO(ST,x0+Sh)dS>
(N —1)! —

3tk8xN+I k

1

1 2k ! 2(N=1) :
SmE[T ]2 <‘/0 (l_s) ds

2
! 8N+IK()(S‘L', X0 + sh)
X E N ds
0 arkgxNH—k
1 T@k+DY 1
T (N =1)! 2k 2N — 1

2
1 E 8N+IK0(sr, xo + sh) J
X o 97k g Nk §

=
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From It6’s formula, we have

dK(t,

% = E[Y* () (1 = Y*0)(u —r — a?Y*(1))?

1
=50 O =Y 0)%].
Similarly we can show that for k > 1 there exists Fo;4+2 : R — R whichis a
polynomial of degree 2k + 2 and satisfies
*Ko(t, x)
ark

And then 3V Ko (z, x)/8rF9xN !~k is the expectation of linear combina-
tions of

= E[Fa2(Y*(1))].

s NOK
xSt +1—x)"2’

In a similar way to the proof of Lemma 4.2, we can show that there exist
some constants Cy4; > 0 and A > 0 such that

0<ny, o <N+I+k+2, 0<n3<2k-+2.

N+
K
E[<8 o(sT, x0 + sh)

2
Sk NI )]Scmh 0<k<N, 0<s<1, A>21

Therefore we have
1

N 1 1

N vex 1 TQk+1)2 1 2
E[R h,D]l < h .
|E[Ry(x, ’)]|_;§)<">H o o \avot) v

The result follows. O

Substituting N = 2 and [ = 1 in (27), we have

dgh (xo + h)

1
Ix =T'(DhKoo + XKI’IF(Z) + So(h, k1) (28)

since

Ko j =0, j#0,2,

(w—r)
Koo = Ko(0, x0) = ——— =&~ —r,
20
Ko = —0?,
1
Ko = —504963(1 - x0)%,
K11 =—0*x(1 — x0)(1 — 2x0).

For the details, see Matsumoto [10].
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Lemma 5.2. Let
A

héo = V5, — X0.

Then there exist C1 > 0 and A1 > 0 satisfying

Proof. From Theorem 3.2 and (28), héo satisfies
1
F(DKo2hoe + - Ki1TQ2) + 200, g, 1) = 0. (29)
By Lemma 5.1 there exist some constant C; | such that

n| 1
1S2(, h, 1] < Cap ('h'2+T+P) (30)

for sufficiently large A. Also in the same way as Lemma 5.1, we can show
that, there exist some constant C such that

3S:(h, h, 1) 1 , a1
2T < hl+ -+ R 31
' o ‘_ ("*H"*xﬂz (31)

for sufficiently large A.
We consider the solution of (29) by the successive approximation as

h _ 1K@
I= 72X Ko T ()

ho—_1 Kial'2)  So(h, hy_1, 1)
T A KpoI'(1) Ko I'(1)

n=1,

n>2.

From (30) and (31), in a similar way to the proof of Lemma 3.3 of
Matsumoto [10], we can show that there exist constants C’, C” such that

lhn| < cL + el
=C5 ¥

and lim,, o h,;, = héo The result follows. O

Here we consider the same formal power series as Matsumoto [10]. That
is, we consider

i—k

00 ' 0o 1 oo )
D24 42D v | o | =0
Jj=1 j=1

i=1 k=1
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for constants y; x, | <k <i. We get

¢>k= _Vl,l, j=15
J —Pi(ik.¢f 1 <k<i<jl=<j—-1, j=2,

where P; is a polynomial with positive integer coefficients. n; is given by
replacing y; x in ¢)7 by

i\ 1 Kiikt1 Tk+1)
k)il Kon T

Proof of Theorem 5.1. We use the mathematical induction. First it holds for
n = 0 by Lemma 5.2.

Next we suppose that it holds for n < N.If |h| < C/A for some constant
C, there exists some constant C’ > 0 such that

1
[SNy2(A, h, D] < C/W

for sufficiently large A by Lemma 5.1. From (27) and Lemma 5.2, we can
show that there exist some constant C”

N+1 0 N+1 7 c”
A n A n 2
(voo - Z A_") Ko I'(D)| = (hoo - )»_") 07| = N
n=0 n=1

for sufficiently large A in a similar way to the proof of Theorem 2.2 of
Matsumoto [10]. The result follows. O

Proof of Theorem 5.2. Substituting N = 2 and / = 0 in (27), we have
EL(x) — r = gh,(xo + h,)

1
= Koo+ T (Dhi Ko + K100 @) + Sk, b, 0)
1 1
=E° - Ea“xg(l — xo)2X + SH(n, k%, 0).
If A is sufficiently large, we have
5 1
[S2(A, hog, O)] < CP

for some constant C by Lemmas 5.1 and 5.2. The result follows. a
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6. Conclusion

In this paper, the optimal growth rate has been studied in a random trade
time model. We have established the existence of the optimal growth rate and
provided the explicit solution. And we find a natural optimal strategy which
is represented as a solution of a simple maximization problem.

Also we have shown the convergence of the optimal growth rate and the
optimal strategy as the time horizon goes to infinity. Further we have shown
the liquidity effects are related with Merton’s optimal strategy by analyzing
their asymptotic behavior as the liquidity becomes higher.
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Math. Econ. 9:49-71, 2006). After providing a streamlined proof of Kusuoka’s rep-
resentation theorem of law invariant and comonotonically additive coherent risk mea-
sures, we prove that a coherent distortion risk measures preserves some well-known
stochastic orders.

Key words: distortion, risk measure, stochastic order

1. Introduction

We first recall the definition of coherence of risk measures according to
Artzner et al. [2, 3]. Let (2,.%,P) be a probability space, and L>® =
L™ (2, .7, P) be the set of all P-essentially bounded random variables. In
what follows, a random variable X represents the loss, not the value of a
financial position.

Definition 1.1. A coherent risk measure is a functional p: L — R satisfy-
ing the following four properties:

[PO] (positivity): If X < 0, then p(X) < 0.
[PH] (positive homogeneity): For any ). > 0, p(ALX) = Ap(X).
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time of writing. He also thanks an anonymous referee for careful reading.
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[SA] (subadditivity): p(X +Y) < p(X) + p(Y).
[TI] (translation invariance): For any c € R, p(X +¢) = p(X) +c.

For a nice representation theorem, the following continuity property is
needed.

[FA] (Fatou property): If the X,, are uniformly bounded in absolute value by
] and X, 5 X, then p(X) < liminf p(X,,).

Delbaen [4] proved that any coherent risk measure with the Fatou property
can be represented as

p(X) = sup {EQ(X): Q e 2],

where 2 is a set of probability measures and each member of 2 is absolutely
continuous with respect to P.

Next we need the following definition. For a distribution function F, we
define its quantile F~lon (0, 1) by F~ ') := inf{x: F(x) > u).

Definition 1.2. Random variables X1, ..., X4 are said to be comonotone if
one of the following equivalent statements holds:

(1) For every i # j, (Xi(a)) - X,'(a)/))(Xj(a)) - Xj(a)/)) > 0 for P ® P-
almost all (w, o).

(2) The joint distribution function of X1,..., X4 is given by the upper
Fréchet bound Fx (xq) N --- N Fx,(xq), where Fx, is the marginal
distribution function of X; fori =1, ...,d.

(3) For U ~ U(0,1), (X1....,Xq) and (Fy'(U). ..., F'(U)) have the
same distribution.

(4) There exist a random variable Z and increasing functions fi, ..., fq
such that (X1,...,Xq) and (fi(2),..., fa(Z)) have the same
distribution.

Note that we define the comonotonicity as a distributional property rather
than a property of random variables. See Dhaene et al. [7] for an overview of
the concept of comonotonicity in actuarial science and finance.

Now we introduce two more axioms:

[LI] (law invariance): For any two random variables X and Y with the same
law, we have p(X) = p(Y).
[CA] (comonotonic additivity): p(X +Y) = p(X) + p(Y) if X and Y are
comonotone.

It is strongly desirable that we are able to estimate the value of risk measures
statistically (as also claimed in [1]), and to this end the law invariance [LI] is
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necessary. When X and Y are comonotone, they move together in one direc-
tion with probability 1, so, as rightly described in Yaari [20], neither of them
is a hedge against the other. The comonotonic additivity [CA] then means
that for such two risks, we should have additivity instead of subadditivity,
which is a very natural requirement.

Recently the concept of convex risk measure has been introduced by
Follmer and Schied [8,9]. A convex risk measure is a functional p: L — R
satisfying the translation invariance [TI] and

[MO] (monotonicity): If X <Y, then p(X) < p(Y).
[CX] (convexity): p(AX + (1 —A)Y) < dp(X)+ (1 —A)p(Y) for0 <A < 1.

Note that every coherent risk measure is a convex risk measure and that [TT]
and [MO] imply (see [8])

lo(X) = pM) = II1X = Ylloo- (1.1)

2. Fatou property and law invariance

Jouini et al. [11] proved that for convex risk measures, the Fatou property
[FA] automatically follows from the law invariance [LI]. Here we give a di-
rect and shorter proof of this result (with a slightly weaker condition on the
underlying probability space) although our method is somewhat similar to
theirs. Let us recall that a set A € 2 is called an atom of P if P(A) > 0 and
for every B C A with B € .%, one has either P(B) = 0 or P(B) = P(A).
Then (2, .7, P) is called atomless if P does not have any atoms.

We first prove the following lemma, which may be of independent
interest.

Lemma 2.1. Suppose that (2, %, P) is atomless. Let (X,,) be a sequence of

random variables uniformly bounded in absolute value by 1, and X, £ X.
Then one can find a triangular array of random variables Yy, k =1, ..., N,
andn € Non (2, %, P) with the following two properties:

(1) For eachn, Yy, k =1, ..., N, has the same distribution as X,,.

1 «— .
(2) N_n];Ynk_) X in L*°.

Proof (due to Delbaen). Fix any m € N and set
Aj={weQ: j/m < X(w) < (j+1)/m}

forj = —m,—-m+1,...,—1,0,1,...,m — 2. For j = m — 1, we define
A;j by the above equation with < replaced by <. Without loss of generality,
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we may assume P(A;) > O for all j (otherwise define everything to be 0 on
such sets of measure 0). Now, for some n,, large enough, we have

P({|X — X, > 1/m}NA;) <P(A;)/m

forall j = —m,—-m +1,...,—1,0,1,...,m — 1 and n > n,,. We can
take the sequence (n,;)eN to be increasing. Let Cj, = {|X, — j/m| >
2/m} N A;. Then P(Cj,) < P(A;)/m. Using the assumption that P has no
atoms, we can divide A; into m sets B}, ey B;” of equal P-probability so

that C;, C le. and
P(B;'.|A,~)=1/m, i=1,...,m.

Applying Proposition 6.9 in [4] to the restrictions of P to the Bj., for each i
and j, we can construct V, so that, fork =1, ..., m,

P({Vie = yIN B’I) =P({X, <y} N B;"+k—1)_

Here and in the rest of the proof, we use the convention “mod m” in the
superscript of B. It then follows that

3
L

P(Vy < y) =
J

-

P({Vux <y} N BY)

Il
|
- 3
T

Il
.M§

3
|

P({X, < y}n B = P(X, < ).

I
-

—m

J

This shows that the V,,; have the same distribution as X,, under P. Moreover,
by construction, P-a.s. on A

2, ifwe B;"“—"

’

J
V(o) — —| <
k(@) m‘ - {Z/m, otherwise.

Therefore, P-a.s.on A},
1 m
‘X - ; Vak

Note now that the V;;;’s in fact depend on m; thus write Vrj’}(. What we
have shown is that for each m, there exists an n,, such that for all n > n,,, we
can construct random variables V1, ..., V7 satisfying that, for each n, V%,

k =1, ..., mhas the same distribution as X,,, and |X — (1/m) kazl VJZ| <

=

N . m

J Jj 1
X—L|+|L-=) "y,

A I
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5/m. For each n, there exists a unique m satisfying n,, <n < ny,4+1. Let N,
be equal to this m and define Y, = V). It is then clear that the Y, thus
defined satisfy the required properties. ]

Now we can easily prove the following theorem.

Theorem 2.2. Assume that (2, %, P) is atomless. Then every law invariant
convex risk measure p(X) satisfies the Fatou property.

Proof. Let |X,| < 1 for every n and w, and X, —P> X. Let Y,x be a triangu-
lar array of random variables satisfying the properties stated in Lemma 2.1.

Write
1
Y, = N ]; Yok

The convexity of p and the law invariance yield

N, N,
1 n 1 n
p() = p( 5 D2 Yok) = 37 2 () = p(X).
k=1 k=1
We use (1.1) and take limit inferior on both sides to get
p(X) = lim p(Y,) <liminfp(X,),
n—0o0o n— 00

as required. a

3. Representation of law invariant, comonotonically
additive coherent risk measures

Under the assumption that (2,.%,P) is a standard probability space,
Kusuoka [12] showed that every law invariant, comonotonically additive
coherent risk measure can be represented as the expectation of the risk un-
der a convexly distorted distribution. Here we present his result in the form
suitable for us and give an easy proof under a slightly weakened assumption
of atomlessness, emphasizing the distorted expectation aspect of the risk
measures. As a preparation, we recall the following results:

Proposition 3.1. Let (X, Y) be random variables with a joint distribution
function H (x, y), and let F and G denote the marginal distribution functions
of X and Y respectively:
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(1) Hoeftding’s lemma: Suppose E|X|, E|Y| and E|XY| are all finite. Then

E(XY) — E(X)E(Y) =[ / [H(x,y) — F(x)G(y)]dxdy.

(2) Frechét—Hoeffding bounds: We have
(F(x)+G(y) =1 VO<H(x,y) < F(x)AG(®),

where a vV b and a N b denote the maximum and minimum of a and b
respectively.

For proofs of (1) and (2), see Lehmann [13], or Lemma 5.24 and Theorem 5.7
of McNeil et al. [15].
Next we give a definition of distortion function:

Definition 3.2. Any distribution function D on [0, 1] is called a distortion
function: Namely a distortion function D is a right-continuous increasing
function on [0, 1] with values in [0, 1] such that D(0) = 0 and D(1) = 1.

Given a distortion D and a distribution function F', D o F is again a distribu-
tion function, which we will call the distorted distribution under D. And the
expectation under the distorted distribution function D o F will be called the
distorted expectation under D.

Now we can give a streamlined proof of the following theorem due to
Kusuoka [12].

Theorem 3.3. Suppose that (2, %, P) is atomless and that a coherent risk
measure p(X) satisfies [LI] and [CA]. For X € L, let Fx be the distribu-
tion function of X under P and Fy be its quantile. Then there exists a convex
distortion D such that

p(X):/ F;l(u)dp(u)zfdeoFx(x). 3.1)
[0,1] R

Conversely, p given by (3.1) with a convex distortion D is a coherent risk
measure satisfying [LI] and [CA].

Proof. Let Q < P and put Yo = dQ/dP. We denote by Fy,, the distribution
function of Y under P. Also let F be the joint distribution function of X and
Y@ under P. Then, for X € L°°, by Hoeffding’s lemma (apply twice) and
Frechét—Hoeffding upper bound in Proposition 3.1, we get



Some properties of distortion risk measures 159

EQ(X)=EP(XYq)

= f / [F(x.y) — Fx(x)Fyy(y)] dxdy + EF (OEF (Yq)
< / / [Fx () A Frg () — F (v) Fro (v)] dxdy+EP (X (¥g)

00 00 1
=f / xy K (dx, dy) =/ F;l(u)Fy—Ql(u)du,
—00 J —00 0

where K (x, y) := Fx(x) A Fy,y(y) and F Y_Q ! is the quantile of the distribution
function of Y. We have thus proved that for every X € L and Q < P,

1
EQ(X) < fo F;l(u)FY_Ql () du (3.2)

(with the equality when X and Y are comonotone). In passing we remark
that the same argument with the lower bound would yield a proof of Hardy—
Littlewood inequality; see [9, Theorem 2.76].

Now let Z) = {Q: Q < P, EQ(X) < p(X) forall X € L™®}. It follows
from Theorem 3.2 of [4] and (3.2) that

1
p(X) = sup EQX) < sup / Fy'w)Fy ) du. (3.3)
Qe Qe J0 Q

On the other hand,N since (€2, .%, P) is atomless, forany Q <« Pand X € L,
we can construct X which has the same distribution as X and is comonotone
with Yq. It then follows that for Q € Z,

1
p() = p(B) = BUR) = " (Fro) = | i wFi ),

and hence

1
p(X) = S“;/O Fy' ) Fy, () du.
Qe

But we have shown in (3.3) the reverse inequality, so the equality must hold
in the above:

1
p(X) = sup / F;‘(u)F;(;(u)du. (3.4)
QE?}O 0

Define y
D(u) = f FY—Ql (v) dv. (3.5)
0
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Since Y is positive, so is F; 701, whence D is increasing. And D has an in-
creasing density F;Q] (v), so it is convex. Finally D(1) = EP(YQ) = 1. Thus
D is a convex distortion.

Let Zcx denote the set of convex distortions. We shall prove the following
two claims:

(1) Pecx is compact with respect to the topology of weak convergence.
2) D— / x dDo F(x) is continuous on Zx for each distribution function
R
Fof X € L.

Let 2[0, 1] be the set of distribution functions on [0, 1], which is compact.
Since Z.x C 210, 1], we need only to show that Z. is closed. Suppose that

D, € Yex and D, 4 D. Denoting by C the set of all continuity points of D,
this means that D, () — D(u) for every u € C.If u and v belongs to C and
if 0 < A < lis such that Au 4+ (1 — X)v € C, then we clearly have

D(u—+ (1 —X)v) <AD(u)+ (1 —A)D(v).

But C is dense in [0, 1] (in fact, C C is countable), so the right-continuity of
D establishes the above inequality for all #, v in [0, 1]and 0 < A < 1, i.e.,
D € . Note that v = 1 cannot be approached from the right, but we
always have D(1) = 1. This shows the compactness of Zcx.

For (2), note that D € Y. is continuous on [0, 1) because it is convex
and D(0) = 0. Thus the only possible discontinuity point of any D € Py is

u = 1. Now suppose D, —d> D in Y. Then for any x with F(x) < 1, one
has D, o0 F(x) - Do F(x).Also D,(1) =1and D(1) = 1,s0 D,,o F(x) —

Do F(x) holds for x with F(x) = 1 as well. Thus obviously D, o F —d> DoF.
Since X is bounded a.s., this entails that

/denoF(x)—>/deoF(x),
R R

which proves (2).
What we have shown in (3.4) can be rephrased as follows: there exist
Py C Dex such that

p(X) = sup/ Fy'(w)dD). (3.6)
Dey 10,11

For the rest of the proof, we may argue as in Kusuoka [12] (see his
Theorem 7 and Proposition 21). We include the proof for completeness. If
we put
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@pz{De_@cx: f F;l(u)dD(u)§p(X)forallXeL°°},
[0,1]

P in (3.6) may clearly be replaced by Z,,. By (2) shown above, 7, is closed,
and hence compact. Therefore for each fixed X € L*°, one can find a Dy €
9, for which one has p(X) = f[o 1 F;l(u) dDx (u). Let

Dy(Fx) = {D €D,: /[0 ; Fy'w)ydD(u) = ,O(X)} :

This is clearly closed, and what we have shown amounts to 2, (Fx) # @.

Now we make the following assertion: For any finite number of distribu-
tion functions Fi, ..., Fy with bounded supports, Z,(F1), ..., Z,(Fy) hasa
nonempty intersection. To prove this, let X1, ..., X be comonotone random
variables with distribution functions Fi, ..., Fj respectively (just let X; =
Fl.*] (U) for a uniform random variable U). Put X = ZL] X;, and denote
its distribution function by F. Then by [CA], we have p(X) = Zf‘z 1 p(Xi).

Note that since X1, ..., X} are comonotone, we have F -1 = ZL] F;l
(see [6] or [7] for a proof). If we choose D € Z,,(F), then

k k
> rlwapw= [ Flwdpw =p0 =Y o0,
i=1 710.1] (0.1] i=1
On the other hand, we must have,
/ F'wydDw) < p(Xp), i=1,...,k
[0.1]

Hence the equality must hold in each of the above inequalities, which implies
D e ﬂle 9, (F;). We have proved that {Z,,(F): F distribution function of
X € L} has the finite intersection property in Zcx, which is compact, Thus
there exists an element D € Z.x which belongs to Z,,(F') for every distribu-
tion function F of X € L°°. Namely, for any X € L,

o(X) = / Fx'(w)dD(w).
[0.1]

This proves the first half of Theorem 3.3.
Finally, suppose that p is of the form (3.1). Then p is clearly a law in-
variant coherent risk measure. If X and Y are comonotone, then F ;}ry =

Fy Iy Fy !"as we noted above. Thus p is comonotonically additive. O

Theorem 3.3 suggests that we should look at risk measures of the form
(3.1), i.e., the distorted expectation under D, if we are willing to accept the
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very plausible requirements of coherence, law invariance and comonotonic
additivity. In fact, we know more from (3.5); the distortion function D has
a density which is the quantile of the distribution function of the Radon—
Nikodym density Y.

The reason that we stick to the expression above and not the original form
of Kusuoka representation is as follows: We can regard Fy !as the rearrange-
ment of X in increasing order in the sense of Hardy et al. [10, §10.12]. Since
X represents the loss, the larger values in the unit interval (0, 1) correspond
to unfavorable events. Thus if D in p(X) above put much weight to the val-
ues near 1, it reveals decision maker’s conservative attitude in assessing the
risk X. In this way, intuitive interpretation of the distortion function D is
possible.

Let us note that the renowned value at risk and the conditional tail expec-
tation may be represented as a distorted expectation.

Example 3.4 (Value at risk). Taking D(u) = 11—, 1;(1), 0 < a < 1 pro-
duces the well-known value at risk (VaR), which is just the (1 — «)-th quantile
F;l (1 — ). It is well known (see [2]) that the VaR is not a coherent risk
measure. From the distortion point of view, it is because the corresponding
distortion D is not convex.

Example 3.5 (Expected shortfall). For 0 < o < 1, let

1
D = —[u— (-],

where ay = a Vv 0. Then the resulting risk measure is the renowned expected

shortfall:
1

ESy(X) = é/ Fy''(u) du.

-«

This Dfs is certainly convex, so the expected shortfall is a coherent risk mea-
sure, which is a well-known fact.

4. Preservation of some stochastic orders

If D is a convex distortion, then, as a transformation on the space of distri-
bution functions, it preserves some well-known stochastic orders. Recall the
following definitions:

Definition 4.1. Let F and G be distribution functions on R.

(1) G is called stochastically larger than F (F <y G) if G(x) < F(x) for
all x e R.
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For the next two stochastic orders, we assume that the means of F and G
exist.

(2) F is called less dangerous than G (F <p G) if there exists xo such
that F(x) < G(x) for x < xg and G(x) < F(x) for x > xo, and if
JxdF(x) < [xdG(x).

(3) G is called larger than F in increasing convex order (F =i G) if
fh(x) dF(x) < fh(x) dG(x) for every increasing convex function h
on R for which the integrals exist.

Note that the increasing convex order is also known as stop loss order
in actuarial mathematics. See Miiller and Stoyan [16] for properties of these
stochastic orders.

Theorem 4.2. Let D € Y.. Then we have:

(I)IfF <4 G,then Do F <4 Do G.
(2)If F <p G, then Do F <p Do G.
(3)If F <icx G, then D o F <j.x D o G.

For (2) and (3), we assume that the means of F, G, Do F and D o G all exist.

Proof. (1) is trivial (we do not need convexity for (1)).

(2) Let F <p G, and xq be a point such that F(x) < G(x) for x < xg
and G(x) < F(x) for x > xo. Then clearly D o F(x) < D o G(x) for
x < xp,and D o G(x) < D o F(x) for x > xg. So we need only prove
JxdD o F(x) < [xdD o G(x). First suppose that 0 < G(xg) < 1. Note
that

/deoG(x)—/ deoF(x):/ [DoF(x)—DoG(x)]dx=:1,+13,

where

I = /XO [DoF(x)—DoG(x)ldx, I©,:= /OO[DOF(X)—DOG(x)]dx.

—00 0

Since F(x) < G(x) for x € (—00, x9), we have D o G(x) — Do F(x) <
d(G(x))(G(x) — F(x)), where d is the left derivative of D. Then

X0
I > —d(G (x0) / [G(x) — F(x)ldx.
—0Q
One can show in a similar manner that

I = d(G(x)) / [F(x) — G(x)]dx.
X0
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Hence, -
I+ I = d(G(xo) / [F(x) — G(x)]dx = 0

because d is positive and ffooo[F(x) — G)]dx = [xdG(x) — [xd
F(x) > 0.

If G(xg) = 1, then we must have F(x) < G(x) for all x € R. On the
other hand, 0 < [xdG(x) — [xdF(x) = [ _[F(x) — G(x)]dx implies
that F = G.

Finally, if G(xg) = 0, then F = G = 0 on (—o0, xg9). This means
F(x) > G(x) forall x € R,ie., F <4 G.By (1), Do F <=4 Do G
then holds, and so we get fx dDo F(x) < fx dD o G(x).

(3) Define the dual D* of D by D*(u) = 1 — D(1 — u). The survivor
function F of a given distribution function F is defined by F = 1 — F.
Then the survivor function of the distorted distribution function D o F is
given by D* o F. By Theorem 1.5.7 of Miiller and Stoyan [16], to prove
D o F <ijcx D o G, it is enough to show that

[o/e] _ o0 .
/ D*oF(x)dxf/ D* o G(x)dx
t t

holds for each ¢ € R.

Convexity of D implies that D* is concave, so there exists a sequence of
piecewise linear concave distortions D such that Dy 4 D* pointwise. Such
a D} can be written as a convex combination of functions having the form
(u/a) AN1,0 < o < 1 (In fact, this is precisely the dual of the distortion
associated with the expected shortfall in Example 3.5. Therefore, in view of
monotone convergence theorem, we have only to show, for a fixed € R and

O<a<l,
/oo (F(x) A 1) dx < /OO (G(x) A 1) dx. (4.1)
t a t o

Note that G (x) < « iffx > G (1 —a). So we separate two cases: When
t > G_l(l — «), (4.1) follows easily. Using the assumption F <jcx G, we
get

/OO<G(X)/\1)dx:fooG(x)de/OOF(x)dxz/oo<F(x)Al)dx.
t o t [od t o ' o

Whent < G~!(1 —a), splitting the range of the integral at G~ (1 —a) yields
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—1 p—
G) / = /00 G)

Al d d
./z ( )x t G l(l—a) @ *
/G_(l X F(x) Al dx+/Oo F® ) ax
t G 1(1-a) o
[ (2 )dx
t

as required. O

v

Remark 4.3. Another way of proving (3) would be to apply Theorem 1.5.19
in Miiller and Stoyan [16], together with (2) although a careful treatment of
the step involving limits is necessary.

When X and Y have distribution functions F and G respectively, we write
X <4 Y when F <y G; and similarly for X <p Y and X <« Y. Since
X <4 Y implies X =<p Y, which in turn implies X <jcx Y, we have the
following corollary.

Corollary 4.4. Any of X <4 Y, X =<p Y or X =< Y implies pp(X) <
pp(Y).

Remark 4.5. A proof of the above corollary in Wang [18, Theorem 1] con-
tains an error. One can find a similar statement in Yaari [20]. A simple proof
of a part of the Corollary 4.4 is also given in Leitner [14]. In the literature,
this is a common statement concerning the preservation of stochastic order
by risk measures. Note, however, that Theorem 4.2 is a stronger result in that
if D € Py, then F =<icx G implies [h(x)dD o F(x) < [h(x)dD o G(x)
for all convex increasing &, not just for 2 (x) = x.

5. Concluding remarks

We note that many premium principles in actuarial mathematics can be writ-
ten as a distorted expectation. Wang [18] is considered to be the first to pro-
pose the distortion approach to premium principles although Denneberg [5]
had already indicated possible generalization using distorted probabilities.
He also showed that for a convex D, the distortion premium principle pos-
sesses many desirable properties as a premium principle. Wang et al. [19] take
the axiomatic approach similar to that given above and prove the analogous
representation theorem for premium principles.

In Tsukahara [17], the present author introduces parametric families of
convex distortions, and several examples of distortion risk measure can be
found therein.



166

H. Tsukahara

References

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

16.

17.

19.

20.

. Acerbi, C.: Spectral measures of risk: A coherent representation of subjective risk

aversion. J. Banking Finance 26, 1505-1518 (2002)

. Artzner, P., Delbaen, F., Eber, J.-M., Heath, D.: Thinking coherently. RISK Mag.

10 (November), 6871 (1997)

. Artzner, P., Delbaen, F., Eber, J.-M., Heath, D.: Coherent measures of risk. Math.

Finance 9, 203-228 (1999)

. Delbaen, F.: Coherent risk measures on general probability spaces. In: Sandmann,

K., Schonbucher, P.J. (eds.): Advances in finance and stochastics. Berlin: Springer
2002, pp. 1-37

. Denneberg, D.: Premium calculation: Why standard deviation should be replaced

by absolute deviation. ASTIN Bull. 20, 181-190 (1990)

. Denneberg, D.: Non-additive measures and integral. Dordrecht: Kluwer 1994
. Dhaene, J., Denuit, M., Goovaerts, M.J., Kaas, R., Vyncke, D.: The concept of

comonotonicity in actuarial science and finance: theory. Insur. Math. Econ. 31,
3-33(2002)

. Follmer, H., Schied, A.: Robust preferences and convex measures of risk. In:

Sandmann, K., Schonbucher, PJ. (eds.): Advances in finance and stochastics.
Berlin: Springer 2002, pp. 39-56.

. Follmer, H., Schied, A.: Stochastic finance: An introduction in discrete time.

Berlin: Walter de Gruyter 2002

Hardy, G.H., Littlewood, J.E., Pdlya, G.: Inequalities, 2nd edn. Cambridge:
Cambridge University Press 1952

Jouini, E., Schachermayer, W., Touzi, N.: Law invariant risk measures have the
Fatou property. Adv. Math. Econ. 9, 49-71 (2006)

Kusuoka, S.: On law invariant coherent risk measures. Adv. Math. Econ. 3, 83-95
(2001)

Lehmann, E.L.: Some concepts of dependence. Ann. Math. Statist. 37, 1137—
1153 (1966)

Leitner, J.: A short note on second-order stochastic dominance preserving coher-
ent risk measures. Math. Finance 15, 649-651 (2005)

. McNeil, A.J., Frey, R., Embrechts, P.: Quantitative risk management: concepts,

techniques, and tools. Princeton, NJ: Princeton University Press 2005

Miiller, A., Stoyan, D.: Comparison methods for stochastic models and risks.
Chichester: Wiley 2002

Tsukahara, H.: One-parameter families of distortion risk measures. Math. Fin.
(2009) (to appear)

. Wang, S.S.: Premium calculation by transforming the layer premium density.

ASTIN Bull. 26, 71-92 (1996)

Wang, S.S., Young, V.R., Panjer, H.H.: Axiomatic characterization of insurance
prices. Insur. Math. Econ. 21, 173-183 (1997)

Yaari, M.E.: The dual theory of choice under risk. Econometrica 55, 95-115
(1987)



Subject Index

A
atomless 155

B
best approximation problem 104, 105
Biting lemma 23

C
capital coefficient 13

—in Japan 15
capital efficiency 6, 18
coherent risk measure 153
comonotone 154
comonotonic additivity 154
compactly epi-Lipschitz set 78
conditional expectation 23
constraint set 98
convex risk measure 155
cost function 98
cwk(E;)-compactly tight subsequences

30

D

demand for goods (in the inverse form)
4

distance function 79

distortion 158

d-Lipschitz continuous function 108

dy+-Wijsman Komlés converges 51

dual Monge—Kantorovich problem 98,
99

dynamic equation in the Solow model
7

dynamic equation of the employment
rate 10

dynamics of the medium-run growth
model 11

E

elasticity of output to labor 9

elasticity of substitution between labor
and capital 9, 20

employment rate 5, 6, 8

equilibrium of the labor market 6

exact solution 105

expected shortfall 162

F

factor augmenting technological
progress 3

Fatou lemma 23

Fatou property 154

Frechét—Hoeffding bounds 158

G

Gelfand integrable 25

geometric consistency 85

growth rate of capital 4, 8

growth rate of output (GDP) 8
—in Japan 14

G-subdifferential 85

H
Hoeffding’s lemma 158

I
increasing convex order 163
interval order 123

167



168 Subject Index

K
Kusuoka 157

L
labor-augmenting technological progress
6
labor share 12
—in Japan 16, 20
law invariance 154
Lebesgue measurable representation 124
less dangerous 163
liquidity 129
L}E/ [E](w)-integrable selector 38
L!-lim inf-Mazur tight 27
L1-lim sup-Mazur tight 27

M

macroeconomics of medium-run 2
Mazur tightness condition 26
measurable multifunction 23
measurable projection theorem 25
medium-run growth model 2, 3
model of welfare economics 89
Monge—Kantorovich problem 98, 99

N
nonatomic 35
normal cone 76

(0]

optimal growth rate 129
optimal strategy 129
output-capital ratio 13

P

Pareto optimality 90
polar cone 44

potential growth rate 18
preference 106
premium principle 165
price equilibrium 90
production function 3

Q

qualification condition 91

R
random trade time 129
rearrangement 162

reduced cost function 99
regular 107

reservation wages 5
robust subdifferential 77

S
savings rate 4
—in Japan 19

sensitivity of the real wage rate 5

(sequential)-weak-star upper limit 23

smooth representation 123

Solow (growth) model 2

steady growth equilibrium 7

stability of— 8§, 10

steady growth rate 9, 11, 17

stochastic order 162

stochastically larger 162

stop loss order 163

strengthened acyclicity assumption 108

strengthened axiom of revealed
preference 114

strengthened weak axiom of revealed
preference 114

strongly regular trajectory 117

subdifferential 75

T

technological progress 7, 9
bias in— 18
capital-augmenting— 6
labor-augmenting— 6

tight subdifferential 78

trusted subdifferential 77

U
unemployment rate 9
—in Japan 15
utility function 107
utility-rational choice function 114

A\
value at risk 162

w

wage-setting equation 5

w* closed random sets 62
weakly biting 33

weakly Komlés converges 33



Instructions for Authors

Advances in

MATHEMATICAL
ECONOMICS

A. General

1. Papers submitted for publication
will be considered only if they have
not been and will not be published
elsewhere without permission from
the publisher and the Research Center
for Mathematical Economics.

2. Every submitted paper will be sub-
ject to review. The names of reviewers
will not be disclosed to the authors or
to anybody not involved in the edito-
rial process.

3. The authors are asked to trans-
fer the copyright to their articles to
Springer-Verlag if and when these are
accepted for publication.

The copyright covers the exclusive
and unlimited rights to reproduce and
distribute the article in any form of re-
production. It also covers translation
rights for all languages and countries.

4. Manuscript must be written in
English. Its pdf file should be submit-
ted to:
Office of Advances in
Mathematical Economics
c/o Professor Toru Maruyama
Department of Economics
Keio University
maruyama@econ.keio.ac.jp

5. Offprints: Twenty-five (25) off-
prints of each paper will be supplied
free of charge. Additional offprints can
be ordered at cost price.

B. Preparation of Manuscript

1. Manuscripts must be double-spaced
(not 1.5), with wide margins (at least
25 mm), and large type (at least 12
point) on one side of A4 paper. Any
manuscript that does not meet these
requirements will be returned to the
author immediately for retyping.

2. All manuscripts would finally be
composed using our Springer La-

TeX macro package. The Springer
macros use standard LaTeX pack-
ages - if you do not have these pack-
ages refer to http://www.ctan.org
or http://wuw.dante.de/tex. If au-
thors make manuscripts by word-
processing software other than TeX,
please follow our styles as possi-
ble. For authors who prepare their
manuscripts by TeX, we strongly
recommend to visit our home-
page, http://www.springeronline.
com/economics/. You can download
all the mnecessary macro packages
with instructions for LaTeX2e from
ftp://ftp.springer.de/pub/tex/

latex/svjour/global/. For support,
please contact texhelp@springer.de.

3. The title page must include: ti-
tle; short (running) title of up to
60/85 characters; first names and
surnames of all coauthors with su-
perscript numerals indicating their
affiliations; full street addresses of all
affiliations; address to which proofs
should be sent; fax number; and any
footnotes referring to the title (indi-
cated by asterisks*).

4. Summary/abstract: Each paper
must be preceded by a summary/an
abstract, which should not exceed 100
words.

5. The Journal of Economic
Literature index number (JEL
classification) should be indicated
and the statement of the 2000
Mathematics Subject Classifica-
tion (MSC) numbers is desi-
rable. You can check JEL classi-
fication with Internet at http://
ideas.repec.org/JEL/ as well as
2000 MSC numbers at http://www.
ams.org/msc.

6. Main text: All tables and fig-
ures must be cited in the text and



numbered consecutively with Arabic
numerals according to the sequence in
which they are cited. Please mark the
desired position of tables and figures
in the left margin of the manuscript.

Do not italicize, underscore, or use
boldface for headings and subhead-
ings. Words that are to be italicized
should be underscored in pencil.

Abbreviations must be spelled out
at first mention in summary/abstract
and main text. Abbreviations should
also be spelled out at first mention in
figure legends and table footnotes.

Short equations can be run in
with the text. Equations that are dis-
played on a separate line should be
numbered.

7. References: The list of refer-
ences should be in alphabetical or-
der and include the names and initials
of all authors (see examples below).
Whenever possible, please update all
references to papers accepted for pub-
lication, preprints or technical re-
ports, giving the exact name of the
journal, as well as the volume, first
and last page numbers and year, if the
article has already been published or
accepted for publication.

When styling the references, the
following examples should be ob-
served:

Journal article:

1. or [F-M] Freed, D.S., Melrose,
R.B.: A mod k index theorem. In-
vent. Math. 107, 283-299 (1992)

Complete book:

2. or [C-S] Conway, J.H., Sloane,
N.J.: Sphere packings, lattices, and
groups (Grundlehren Math. Wiss.
Bd. 290) Berlin Heidelberg New
York: Springer 1988

Single contribution in a book:

3. or [B] Border, K.C.: Functional
analytic tools for expected util-
ity theory. In: Aliprantis, C.D.
et al. (eds.): Positive operators,
Riesz spaces and economics. Berlin
Heidelberg New York: Springer
1991, pp. 69-88

8. Citations in the text should be
either by numbers in square brack-
ets, e.g. [1], referring to an alphabeti-
cally ordered and numbered list, or by
the author’s initials in square brack-
ets, e.g. [F-M], or by author and year
in parentheses, e.g. Freed and Mel-
rose (1992). Any of these styles is ac-
ceptable if used consistently through-
out the paper. In the third system,
if a work with more than two au-
thors is cited, only the first author’s
name plus “et al.” need be given and
if there is more than one reference by
the same author or team of authors in
the same year, then a, b, ¢ should be
added after the year both in the text
and in the list of references.

9. Tables are to be numbered sepa-
rately from the illustrations. Each ta-
ble should have a brief and informa-
tive title. All abbreviations used in a
table must be defined in a table foot-
note on first use, even if already de-
fined in the text. In subsequent tables
abbreviations need not be redefined.
Individual footnotes should be indi-
cated by superscript lowercase a, b,
¢, etc. Permission forms must be pro-
vided for any tables from previously
published sources (same procedure as
with figures; see below).

10. Figures: If you have access to
suitable software, you can design your
figures directly on a computer, but
creation by other means is of course
also possible. In any case the origi-
nals should be pasted into the camera-
ready copy at the appropriate places
and with the correct orientation. If
necessary, the figures may be drawn
overscale, but in this case suitably re-
duced copies should be pasted into the
script.

If a figure has been published pre-
viously, acknowledge its source and
submit written permission signed by
author and publisher. The source
must be included in the reference list.
If a permission fee is required, it must
be paid by the author. Responsibility
for meeting this requirement lies en-
tirely with the author.





