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ABSTRACT. Let L be a linear space of real random variables on the measurable
space (2,.A4). Conditions for the existence of a probability P on A such that
Ep|X|<oo and Ep(X)=0 forall XeL
are provided. Such a P may be finitely additive or o-additive, depending
on the problem at hand, and may also be requested to satisfy P ~ Py or
P <« Py where Py is a reference measure. As a motivation, we note that
a plenty of significant issues reduce to the existence of a probability P as
above. Among them, we mention de Finetti’s coherence principle, equivalent
martingale measures, equivalent measures with given marginals, stationary
and reversible Markov chains, and compatibility of conditional distributions.

1. INTRODUCTION

A number of problems, ranging from probability to statistics and finance, reduce
to the following question. Let (€2,.4) be a measurable space and L a linear space
of real random variables on (2, .4). Is there a probability P on A such that

(1) Ep|X|<oo and Ep(X)=0 foral XeL?

Such a P may be finitely additive or o-additive, depending on the problem at hand,
and may also be requested some additional requirement. For instance, in addition
to (1), the probability P could be asked to satisfy

P~F o PP

where Py is a reference probability measure on A.
Here are some examples. In the sequel, we let

P = {finitely additive probabilities on A},
H = {P € P: P satisfies equation (1)},
Py ={P € P: P is o-additive} and Hy=HNTP,.

Note that H or Hy may be empty and Hy is the collection of o-additive solutions
of equation (1).
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Example 1. (de Finetti’s coherence principle). Let D be any collection of
real bounded functions on a set Q. A map ¢ : D — R is coherent if
n

sup Z)\j {Xj(w) — ¢(Xj)} >0

weN j=1
whenever n > 1, Aq,..., A\, € R and X;,...,X,, € D. Heuristically, suppose ¢
describes your previsions on the members of D. If ¢ is coherent, it is impossible
to make you a sure looser, whatever w € ) turns out to be true, by some finite
combinations of bets (on X;,..., X, with stakes A1,...,\,). Anyhow, define

L=span(X —¢(X): X e€D) and A=o(L).

(The notations span(-) and o(-) stand for “linear space generated by” and “o-field
generated by”, respectively). Then, ¢ is coherent if and only if Ep(X) = 0 for all
X € L and some P € P, namely if and only if H # (). This is a well known fact
which follows from Hahn-Banach theorem; see e.g. [3, Section 2] and [11, Lemma
1].

In a sense, this paper stems from Example 1. Our main goal is in fact to address
and unify various problems, apparently unrelated, basing on condition (1). But (1)
has been suggested by Example 1 and, more generally, by de Finetti’s ideas.

Another basic example is the following.

Example 2. (Equivalent martingale measures). Let S = (S; : t € I) be a real
stochastic process, indexed by I C R, on the probability space (€2, 4, Py). Suppose
S is adapted to a filtration G = (G, : t € I) and Sy, is a constant random variable
for some tg € I. Say that P is an equivalent martingale measure (EMM) if

PePy, P~PF and S isa G-martingale under P.

Existence of EMM’s is a fundamental problem in mathematical finance; see e.g. [9].
Now, with a suitable choice of L, an EMM is exactly a probability P € Hj such
that P ~ Py. It suffices to let

L:span(IA(Su—St):u,te[,u>t,A€gt).

EMM’s are usually requested to be o-additive, but their economic interpretation
is preserved if they are only finitely additive. Thus, to look for finitely additive
EMM’s seems to make sense; see [3], [4], [7], [12], [13].

Example 3. (Equivalent probability measures with given marginals). Let
9291XQ2 and .A:.A1®.A2

where (1,.41) and (Q2, A2) are measurable spaces. Fix Py € Py and a probability
Q; on A; for i = 1,2. Is there P € IP such that

(2) P~Py and P(-x Q) =Qi(-), P(h x:) =Qa() ?

If @1 and Q- are o-additive, is there P € Py satisfying (2) ? These questions look
natural (to us) and some possible answers are provided in [5, Example 12]; see also
[14]. The point to be stressed here, however, is that such a P is again a solution of
equation (1) (for a suitable L) such that P ~ Py. Define in fact L to be the class
of all random variables X on 2 = Q; x Q5 of the type

X(wi,wa) = {f(w1) — Eq, ()} + {9(w2) — Eq.(9)}
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where f and g are simple functions on (Q;,.4;) and (Qs, As), respectively. Then,
L is a linear space and condition (2) amounts to condition (1) and P ~ Fj.

Example 4. (Stationary and reversible Markov chains). A kernel on Q x A
is a map « on Q x A such that: (i) a(w,-) € Py for each w € Q; (ii) w — a(w, A)
is a measurable function for each A € A. Fix a kernel o and a Markov chain (X,,)
with state space (€2,.4) and transition probability «. For P € Py, say that P makes
(X,) stationary if

P(A) = /a(w,A) P(dw) for all A € A.

This means that (X,,) is a stationary sequence as far as Xy has distribution P.
Similarly, say that P makes (X,,) reversible if

/ a(w, B) P(dw) = / a(w, A) P(dw) for all A, B € A.
A B

If X has distribution P, with P as above, then (X,,) is stationary and (X, X1) is
distributed as (X1, Xo).

Typically, « is given, and a fundamental question is whether there is P € Py
which makes (X,,) stationary or reversible. Such a P could be also asked to satisfy
P ~ Py or P < Py for some reference probability Py. Anyhow, P makes (X))
stationary or reversible if and only if P € H for a suitable choice of L. In fact, let
L be the linear space of all random variables

X(w) = f(w) - / f(2) a(w, d)

where f ranges over the simple functions on (£2,.4). Then, P satisfies equation (1)
if and only if P makes (X,,) stationary. Likewise, define L to be the linear space
generated by

X(w) = I4(w) a(w, B) — Ip(w) a(w, A)
for all A, B € A. Then, P meets equation (1) if and only if P makes (X,,) reversible.

Example 5. (Compatibility of conditional distributions). Let
S = (S; : i € I) be a collection of real random variables. In some statistical
frameworks, S is requested to have given conditional distributions. This means
that, instead of assessing the joint distribution of S directly, one selects a class H
of subsets of I and (tentatively) assigns the conditional distribution of

(S’Z—:ieH) given (SZ-:iEI\H) for each H € H.

But a joint distribution for S with the given conditional distributions can fail to
exist. Accordingly, such conditional distributions are said to be compatible if they
are actually induced by some joint distribution for S. We refer to [6] and references
therein for further details and examples. Here, we focus on the simplest case:
S =(Y,Z) with Y and Z real random variables.

Let Y € R and Z C R be Borel sets, to be regarded as the collections of
“admissible” values for Y and Z, respectively. Denote by By and Bz the Borel o-
fields on Y and Z. A conditional distribution for Y given Z is a kernel oo on Z x By,
that is: (i) a(z, ) is a probability measure on By for each z € Z; (ii) z — «a(z, A) is
Bz-measurable for each A € By. Here, a(z,-) should be viewed as the conditional
distribution of Y given that Z = z. Let a be a conditional distribution for Y given
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Z and (8 a conditional distribution for Z given Y. Then, o and 8 are compatible if
there is a probability measure P on By ® Bz such that

/ By, B) Py(dy) = P(A x B) = / a(z,A) Pz(dz) for A€ By and B € Bz
A B

where Py and Pz are the marginals of P on ) and Z.

With a suitable choice of L, compatibility of «, 8 amounts to condition (1).
Define in fact (Q,4) = (¥ x Z, By ® Bz) and take L to be the collection of all
random variables of the form

:/f(u,z)a(z,du)—/f(yau)ﬁ(yadu)

where f : ) x Z — R is a bounded continuous function. Then, L is a linear space
and «, # are compatible if and only if there is P € Hy.

So far, all probability measures in this example have been tacitly assumed to
be o-additive. But compatibility issues arise even if such probabilities are finitely
additive. In this case, compatibility of a, £ essentially coincides with the notion of
coherence introduced by Heath and Sudderth in [11]. See also [1] and references
therein.

Example 6. (Disintegrability). Let II be a partition of  and F a o-field of
subsets of Q2. For the sake of simplicity, assume II C F. A Il-strategy is a map «
on F x II such that

a(-| H) is a finitely additive probability on F with a(H | H) =1
for each H € II. Define A(«) to be the o-field generated by the maps
w— a(A| Hw)) forall AeF,

where H(w) denotes the only element of II including w € . Let p be a finitely
additive probability on F. A disintegration (for p) is a pair («, ) such that « is a
II-strategy, (3 is a finitely additive probability on A(«), and

() = / a(A| H(w)) B(dw) for cach A € F.

If, in addition, 8 and each «(- | H) are o-additive probabilities, then («, ) is said
to be a o-additive disintegration. See e.g. [1], [2], [10] and references therein.
Suppose now that we are given p and «, and we ask whether (o, ) is a disin-
tegration for some . Such a question clearly amounts to existence of P € H. It
suffices to let A = A(«) and to take L as the linear space of all random variables

of the type
@) = [ f@yalds | H@) - [ fdu

where f is a simple function with respect to (2, F). Note also that, if u and
each a(- | H) are o-additive, it looks natural to ask wether (o, B) is a o-additive
disintegration for some . This amounts to existence of P € H.

The existence of P € H such that P ~ Py or P < Py is investigated in [3]-[5].
Moreover, conditions for the existence of P € Hj such that P ~ Py are given in [5].
To our knowledge, however, the case where P is requested to belong to Hy, but not
to satisfy P ~ Py or P < Py, has been neglected so far. Similarly, we do not know
of nontrivial conditions for H # () when L includes unbounded random variables.
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This paper provides conditions for H # () and Hy # @) which apply to an arbitrary
linear space L. Special attention is paid to the second case, namely to the existence
of o-additive solutions of equation (1). A new necessary and sufficient condition,
for the existence of P € Hy such that P ~ Py and P has a bounded density with
respect to Py, is provided as well. Finally, various counterexamples are given.

2. NOTATION

In the sequel, as in Section 1, L is a linear space of real random variables on the
measurable space (£2,.4). We let P denote the set of finitely additive probabilities
on A and Py = {P € P: P is o-additive}. Also, H is the set of laws P € P which
satisfy equation (1) and

Hy =HNPy = {P ePy: EP‘Xl < 0o and EP(X) =0 for all X € L}

Given P, QQ € P, we write P < @ to mean that P(A) = 0 whenever A € A and

Q(A) =0. Also, P ~ @ stands for P < Q and Q < P.
When a reference measure Py € Py is given, we let

ess sup(X) = inf{z € R: Py(X > z) =0} with inf{) =0
for every real random variable X. We also need the notation
[7° =1°°(Q) = {real bounded functions on Q}.

Let P € P and X a real random variable. If X € [*°, then X is P-integrable
and [ X dP is defined to be [ X dP = lim,, [ X,, dP, where (X,,) is a sequence of
simple functions converging to X uniformly. If X > 0, then X is P-integrable if
and only if inf,, P(X > n) =0 and sup,, [ X It x<nydP < oco. In this case,

/XdP:sup/XI{XSn} dP.

If X is arbitrary real, X is P-integrable if and only if X and X~ are both P-
integrable, and in this case [ XdP = [ XTdP — [ X~ dP.
In this paper, we write Ep|X| < 0o to mean that X is P-integrable, and we let

Ep(X) = / XdpP

whenever Ep|X| < oco.

3. 0-ADDITIVE SOLUTIONS OF EQUATION (1)

In this section, we give conditions for H # @ and Hy # ), with special attention
to the second case. We point out that the solutions P of equation (1) are not
requested to satisfy any other requirement (such as P ~ Py or P < P).

We begin with a general result, in the spirit of [5, Theorem 6].

Theorem 7. There is P € H if and only if there is Q € P such that
(3) EqlX| <00 and |Eq(X)| < cEq|X|

for all X € L and some constant ¢ € [0,1). Furthermore, if Q € Py then Hy #
(that is, equation (1) holds for some P € Py).
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Proof. If P € H, condition (3) trivially holds with @ = P and ¢ = 0. Conversely,
suppose (3) holds for some ¢ € [0,1) and @ € P. Define

t=(1+c)/(1-¢) and K={PeP:(1/t)Q <P <tQ}.

If P e K, then Ep|X| <tEg|X| < oo forall X € L, and P € Py provided @ € Py.
Thus, it suffices to see that Ep(X) = 0 for some P € K and all X € L.

We first prove that, for each X € L, there is P € K such that Ep(X) = 0. Fix
X € L and note that condition (3) implies

EQ(XJr) < tEQ(Xi) and EQ(Xi) < tEQ(X+).

If Eq|X| =0, just take P = Q € K. If Eg|X| > 0, define

EqQ(X7)Itx>0y + EQ(X ™) Itx <o)
EQ(X7)Q(X > 0) + Eq(X*) Q(X <0)

and P(A) = Eg{f1Ia} for all A € A. Since Eg(f) =1 and (1/t) < f < t, then
P € K. In addition,

f=

EQ(X™) Eq(X™) = Eq(X™) Eq(X™)
EQ(X7)Q(X = 0) + Eo(X+)Q(X <0)

Next, let Z be the set of all functions from A into [0, 1], equipped with the
product topology. Then,

(4) K is compact and {P € K : Ep(X) = 0} is closed for each X € L.

To prove (4), fix a net (P,) C Z converging to P € Z, that is, P(A4) = lim,, P, (4)
for all A € A. If P, € K for each o, then P € P and (1/t)Q < P < tQ. Hence
P € K, that is, K is closed. Since Z is compact, K is actually compact. If P, € K
and Ep_ (X) =0, for some X € L and each «, then P € K (for K is closed). Hence,
Ep|X| < 0o. Define the set A, = {|X| < b} for b > 0. Since Ep_(X) = 0 and both
P, and P are in I, it follows that

|Ep(X)| = |Ep(X) — Ep,(X)| <
< |Bp{X = X Iy, }| +|Ep{X Ia,} — Ep, {X Is,}| + |Ep,{X s, — X }|
< Ep{|X|I{x|>01 } + |Ep{X 14, } — Ep, {X I, }| + Ep {|X|I{x|>0} }
<2t B{IX[ I x>0y} + [Ep{X La,} — Ep, {X Ia, }|.
Since X 14, is bounded, Ep{X IAb} = lim, Ep, (X IAb). Thus,
|Ep(X)| <2t EQ{|X|I{x|>01} for every b> 0.

Ep(X) = Eo(f X) = ~o.

Since Eg|X| < oo, then limy_,o, Q(|X| > b) = 0, which in turn implies
[Ep(X)| <2t lim Eo{|X|Iyx|>n } = 0.
Hence, {P € K : Ep(X) = 0} is closed.
Because of (4), to conclude the proof it suffices to see that
{Pek: Ep(X1)=...=Ep(X,) =0} #0

forallm >1and Xy,...,X, € L.
Given n > 1 and Xy,...,X,, € L, define

C = {(Ep(Xl),,Ep(Xn)) : Pe IC}
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Then, C'is a convex closed subset of R”™. Thus, C' is the intersection of all half-planes
{f > u} including it, where © € R and f : R™ — R is a linear functional. Fix f and
u such that C C {f > u}. Since f(Xi,...,X,) € L, then Ep{f(X1,...,X,,)} =0
for some P € K. Since (Ep(X1),...,Ep(X,)) € C C{f > u}, one obtains

f(O, .. ,O) =0= Ep{f(Xl,. .. 7Xn)} = f(EP(Xl)a .. ,Ep(Xn)) Z u.

This proves (0,...,0) € C and concludes the proof.
([

Roughly speaking Theorem 7 states that, for P € H to exist, it is enough to
check a weaker condition (that is, condition (3)) for some probability ¢ possibly
different from P. In addition, P can be taken to be o-additive whenever Q is o-
additive. These facts can be useful in real problems. Note also that, if L C [,
then Eg|X| < oo can be dropped from condition (3).

Theorem 7 unifies various different situations (L C I*° or not, P € Hor P € Hy).
However, in the particular case where L C [* and P is not asked to be o-additive,
a better result is available. In fact, if L C [*°, there is P € H if and only if

sup X(w) >0 forall X € L.

weN
This fact is well known (it is basically Example 1) and will be exploited in the next
result.

We need the following notation. Let I be an index set and V = (X; : ¢ € 1) a
collection of functions X; : Q — R. Then, V can be regarded as a map V : Q — R’
where R’ is the set of functions from I into R equipped with the product topology.
It suffices to let

V(w)(@) = X;(w) forweQandiel.
For A C Q, we let V(A) = {V(w) : w € A} denote the range of V on A.
Theorem 8. Let L be the linear space generated by V = (X; :i € I). Suppose

V(A) compact and sup X(w) >0
w€eA
for all X € L and some (nonempty) A C Q. Then, there is a o-additive probability
P on o(L) satisfying equation (1) and P*(A) = 1, where P* is the P-outer measure.

Proof. Suppose first A = Q. Let K = V(Q) and fi(z) = z(i) for all i € T and
x € K. Also, let C be the set of real continuous functions on K and By = o(C)
the Baire o-field on K. Since By agrees with the o-field generated by the maps
{fi i €I}, then o(L) = V71(By). Since K is compact, X;(Q) = f;(K) is compact
for each ¢ € I, so that L C [°°. Since L C [*° and supp X > 0 for all X € L, there
is T € H. Define
o(f) = Er{f(V)} forall feC.

By the Riesz theorem, since K is compact and Hausdorff, there is a o-additive
probability @ on By such that Eq(f) = ¢(f) = ET{f(V)} for all f €C.

Next, since o(L) = V~1(By), each U € o(L) can be written as U = {V € B}
for some B € By. Since B C K = V(Q), such a B is unique. Accordingly, one can
define

P(U) = P(V € B) = Q(B).
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Then, P is a o-additive probability on o(L) and

Ep(X;) = Ep{fi(V)} = Eq(f;) = Er{fi(V)} = Er(X;) =0
for all ¢ € I. This concludes the proof if A = Q. If A # €, just apply the above
argument with A in the place of 2. Then, there is a o-additive probability P4 on

the trace o-field (L) N A such that Ep,(X|A) = 0 for all X € L. (Here, X|A
denotes the restriction of X on A). Let

P(B)=Ps(ANB) for Beo(L).
Then, for X € L and B € o(L) with B D A, one obtains
Ep(X)=Ep,(X|A)=0 and P(B)=Ps(A4)=1.
This concludes the proof. (I

Next example provides some possible applications of Theorem 8.

Example 9. Suppose that sup, X > 0 for all X € L and some A C Q. To fix
ideas, suppose also that A = o(L). Then, Hy # @ if L is finite dimensional and
each X € L takes only a finite number of values on A. Similarly, Hy # 0 if A is a
compact topological space and each X € L is continuous on A. In fact, the map

V : A — R! is continuous if each member of L is continuous on A. As a particular
case, Hy # 0 whenever V = (X3,..., X,,) and

{h(X1) =a1,...,h(X,) =a,} #0 forall ay,...,a, € {0,1} where h = Ijg ).

In fact, take A such that AN{h(X1) = a1,...,h(X,) = a,} consists of exactly one
point for all aq,...,a, € {0,1}. Since A is finite, it is compact and each X € L is
continuous on A. Thus, it suffices to check sup, X > 0 for all X € L. Let X € L,
say X = >0 M X with Ay,..., Ay € R. Then, X(w) > 0 if w is the point of A
satisfying A\; X;(w) > 0 for all j.

Apart from Example 9 (and similar situations) compactness of V' (A) is certainly
a strong assumption. A more realistic condition would be

(5) (Xiy,...,Xi,)(A) is a compact subset of R"

for all n > 1 and 41,...,i, € I. While condition (5) does not work for Hy # 0
(see Example 11) it suffices for the existence of P € H which is o-additive on
o(X1,...,Xy,) for all finite {X7,..., X, } C L. We close this section by proving the
latter fact.

Theorem 10. Let L be the linear space generated by V = (X; : i € I). Suppose
condition (5) holds and sup, X > 0 for all X € L and some (nonempty) A C .
Then, there is P € H such that P*(A) =1 and

P is o-additive on o(X1,...,Xy,) for alln>1 and X1,...,X,, € L.

Proof. Let A = Q. Since each X; has compact range, it can be assumed |X;| <1
for all i € I. Hence, V(2) C [~1,1]1. Also, since L C I°® and supy X > 0 for all
X € L, there is T € H. Arguing as in the proof of Theorem 8, there is also a o-
additive probability @ on the Baire o-field of [—1, 1]/ such that Eq(f) = Er{f(V)}
for all continuous f : [-1,1)1 — R.

Next, let fi(x) = x(i) for i € I and = € [~1,1]1 and let Ay be the field of
subsets of Q of the form {(X;,,...,X;, ) € B} where n > 1, i1,...,4, € I and
B C R™ is a Borel set. Suppose {(X;,,...,X;,) € B} ={(Xj,,...,Xj,.) € D} for
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SOme 41, .. .,%n,J1,---,Jjm € I and some Borel sets B C R™ and D C R™. Define
Y:(Xil,...,Xin,le,...,Xj )and

m

K = {(fil""7fin7fj1""7fjm,) € Y(Q)}
Because of (5), Y(Q) is compact. Hence, K is compact, and this implies Q(K) = 1.
Further,
Kn{(fi,,---, fi,) € By =Kn{(fj,,..., fj..) € D}.
It follows that

Q((fiu'"afin,) € B) :Q(KQ{(fzuaon) € B})
=Q(Kn{(fjrs---, [5) €D}Y) =Q((fjr,---. fin) € D).

Therefore, it makes sense to define Py on A as

Py((Xiys---,Xi,) € B) =Q((fiys---, fi,) € B).

Such a P, is a finitely additive probability on Ay which is o-additive on o (X7, ..., X,)
for all n > 1 and X3,...,X,, € L. Further,

Ep,(X;) = Eq(f;) = Er{fi(V)} = Ep(X;) =0 forallie€ I

To conclude the proof for A = 2, take any finitely additive extension P of P, to A.
Finally, for A # ), it suffices to argue as in the proof of Theorem 8. O

4. EQUIVALENT MARTINGALE MEASURES WITH BOUNDED DENSITY

This section includes some miscellaneous material. The main result is a necessary
and sufficient condition for the existence of P € Hy such that P ~ Py and P has a
bounded density with respect to Py. Various examples, connected to the previous
section as well as to [3]-[5], are given as well.

As remarked after Example 9, condition (5) does not imply Hg # @. This fact is
pointed out in the following example.

Example 11. Let A be the power set of Q = {1,2,...} and L the linear space
generated by

XOZI{l}—l/?), XnZI{n}—3I{n+1} forn > 1.

Then, A = o(L) and, for each P € P, one obtains Ep(X) = 0 for all X € L if and
only if P{n} =3 " for all n > 1. Since > -, P{n} = 1/2, it follows that H, = (.
On the other hand, supq X > Ep(X) =0 for all X € L if P = (P, + Q)/2, where
P, eP,QePy, Po{n} =0 and Q{n} =237" for all n > 1. Finally, condition (5)
trivially holds with A = .

If V(A) is compact, A = o(L) and sup, X > 0 for all X € L, then Theorem
8 grants Hy # (. For finite V, say V = (X1,...,X,), a question is whether
compactness of V(A) can be weakened into compactness of X, (A) for every i. It is
not hard to see that the answer is no.

Example 12. Let 2 = [0, 1], A the Borel o-field, and L the linear space generated
by V = (X1, X3), where

Xi(w)=w and Xs(w)= Ij3(w).

Then, A =o(L). If P € Py and Ep(X;) = 0, then P is the point mass at 0, so that
Ep(X3) = 1. Thus, Hy = (. Nevertheless, both X; and X, have compact range,
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and Ep(X;) = Ep(Xa2) = 0 if P € P meets P(0,¢) = 1 for each ¢ > 0. Hence,
supg X > Ep(X)=0forall X € L.

In the rest of this paper, we fix a reference measure Py € Py and we focus on
those P which satisfy equation (1) as well as P ~ Py or P < Py.

To begin with, we recall a (nice) result which applies in the finite dimensional
case. Indeed, if L is finite dimensional, there is P € Hy such that P ~ Py if and
only if L satisfies the classical no-arbitrage condition, namely

Py(X>0)>0 <« Py(X<0)>0 foreach X € L.

This follows from [8, Theorem 2.4]. An elementary proof is given in [5, Example
7]. Incidentally, to our knowledge, no analogous result is available when Py is not
given and one is only looking for some P € Hy (Example 9 provides only sufficient
conditions for this case).

A second remark is that the proof of Theorem 7 actually implies the following
statement.

Theorem 13. There is P € H such that P < Py (or P ~ Py) if and only if there
is @ € P such that

(6) Q<P (orQ~PF), EglX|<oco and |Eq(X)|<cEg|X]|

for all X € L and some constant ¢ € [0,1). Moreover, if Q € Py, there is P € Hy
such that P < Py (or P ~ P,).

In real problems, to apply Theorem 13, one has to select some @ € P such
that Q@ < Py or Q ~ Py. The choice of @ is clearly a drawback. At least when
looking for P € Hj satisfying P ~ Py, however, one option is to take Q = Fp.
Indeed, condition (6) holds with @ = P, if and only if there is P € Hy such that
r Py < P < s Py for some constants 0 < r < s; see [5, Theorem 6].

We next prove a new result concerning the case P ~ F.

In view of [5, Theorem 2], if L C [°°, there is P € H such that P ~ Py if and
only if

Ep, (X IAn) <kpesssup(—X) forallm>1and X € L,

where (k,) is a sequence of nonnegative constants and (4,) C A a sequence of
events such that lim,, Py(A4,) = 1. An obvious strengthening is

(7) Ep,(X14,) <knEp(X~) foralln>1and X € L

with (k,) and (A,) as above. Condition (7) is potentially useful in applications,
for it involves Py only (while Theorem 13 requires the choice of Q). Furthermore,
condition (7) looks like condition (6) applied with @ = Py, which in turn suffices
for the existence of P € Hy such that r Py < P < s Py. Thus, it seems natural to
investigate (7). It turns out that condition (7) works and L C [*° may be weakened
into L C Ll(Po)

Theorem 14. Suppose Ep |X| < oo for all X € L. Then, condition (7) is equiv-
alent to the existence of P € Hy such that P ~ Py and P < s Py for some constant
s> 0.

Proof. Let P € Hy be such that P ~ Py and P < sP,. Define k, = ns and
A, = {nf > 1}, where f is a density of P with respect to Py. Then, lim,, Py(A,) =
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Py(f >0)=1. Given X € L, since Ep(X™) = Ep(X ™), one also obtains
Ep, (X 1a,) < Ep/(X" Ia,) = Ep(XT (1/f)14,)
< TLEP(XJr) = nEp(Xi) <k, Epo(Xi).

Conversely, suppose condition (7) holds for some k, > 0 and A, € A such that
lim,, Py(A,) = 1. If there is a subsequence n; such that k,; < 1 for all j, taking
the limit as j — oo condition (7) yields Ep,(X) < Ep,(X~) for all X € L. It
follows that | Ep,(X)| < (1/3) Ep,|X| for all X € L, namely condition (6) holds
with @Q = Py. As noted above, this implies the existence of P € Hy such that
rPy < P <sP,for some0<r<s.

Hence, it can be assumed k,, > 1 for large n, say k,, > 1 for each n > m. Define

2 Po(An)\ ! Po( mA)

Then, 1 < k < 00, @ € Py and @ ~ Fy. For any random variable Y > 0, one
obtains

Ep (Y1
)=k Z Pk Q"A) < kEp,(Y).

In particular, Q(A) < kPy(A) and Eg|X| < k Ep,|X| < co whenever A € A and
X € L. Further, condition (7) implies

Ep, (X Ia, _
_kz °k m ) <kEp,(X~) forall X € L.

Having proved the above facts about @, the proof essentially proceeds as that
of Theorem 7. We sketch the fundamental points.
Define

K={PePy: (k+1)'Q<P<Q+kP}.

If Pe K, then Ep|X| < Eg|X|+ kEp,|X| <2k Ep,|X| < oo forall X € L. Also,
P ePy, P~ Pyand P <2k P,. Hence, it suffices to show that Ep(X) = 0 for all
X € L and some P € K.

For each X € L, there is P € K such that Ep(X) = 0. Fix in fact X € L. If
Eq(X) =0, just take P = Q € K. If Eg(X) > 0, take a density h of @ with
respect to Py and define

Eq(X)Iix<oy + Ep(X7)h

/= Eo(X)Py(X <0)+ Ep,(X™) and P(A) = Ep,(fIa) for Ae A

Since Eg(X) < k Ep,(X™), then (k+1)"'h < f < h+ k. Hence, P € K and

—Eg(X) Bp,(X) + g (X~) Eg(X)
Eq(X) Po(X < 0) + Epy(X )

=0.

Ep(X) = Ep,(fX) =

Finally, if Eq(X) < 0, just replace X with —X and repeat the above argument.
From now on, the proof agrees exactly with that of Theorem 7. In fact, IC
is compact and {P € K : Ep(X) = 0} is closed for each X € L (under the
same topology as in the proof of Theorem 7) In addition, for each finite subset
{X1,...,X,} C L, one obtains Ep(X;) = ... = Ep(X,) =0 for some P € K. This
concludes the proof. O
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Let us turn to the case P < F.
If L C I®°, there is P € H such that P < Py if and only if

ess sup(X) >0 forall X € L;

see [3, Theorem 3]. This is a simple and intuitive result and one may wonder how
long it depends on L C [*°. Say that L is dominated if there is a random variable
Y > 1 satisfying

for each X € L, there is A > 0 such that | X| < \Y, Pp-a.s.

Such condition is not so unusual. It holds, for instance, if L is countably generated;
see [5, Lemma 4]. If L is dominated, a conjecture is that there is P € H such that
P < Py if and only if ess sup(X) > 0 for all X € L. However, this conjecture is
false.

Example 15. Let © = (0,00), A the Borel o-field and P, the exponential law with
parameter 1. Take L to be the linear space generated by

Xi(w)=1/w and Xs(w)= I x/2)(w) tan(w) — Iz /2,00) (w).

Then, L is dominated (just take Y = 1+ | X;| 4 | X32|) and it is not hard to check
that ess sup(X) > 0 for all X € L. However, if P € P and Ep(X;) = 0, then
P(t,00) =1 for all t > 0, so that Ep(Xs) = —1. Therefore, H = {).

Next, each P € H with P ~ Py can be written as P = a P; + (1 — «) @, where
a€[0,1), P, € Pis pure, Q € Py and @ ~ Py. Suppose that

(8) for each € > 0, there is P € H such that P ~ Py and a(P) < e,

where a(P) is the weight of the pure component of P. Notwithstanding such
condition, it may be that no P € H satisfies P ~ Py; see [4, Example 9] and
[5, Example 10]. In both the quoted examples, however, there is P € Hy such
that P < Py (even if not P ~ Py). We now give a more extreme example, where
condition (8) holds and no P € Hy meets P < Fj.

Example 16. Let Q = (—1, 1). Take A the Borel o-field, Py uniform on €2, and L
the linear space generated by

Xo(w) = =I—10)(w) + (1 +w) [p1)(w), Xnp(w)=sgn(w)|w|" for n > 1.
Fix P € Py such that P <« Py and Ep(X,,) =0 for n > 1. If f is a density of P
with respect to Py, then

1
/ f(w> w" dw = QEP{Xn I(O,l)} = —QEP{Xn 1(71’0)}
0

0 1
:/ f(w) |w\"dw:/ fl—w)w"dw for all n > 1.
~1 0

It follows that f(w) = f(—w) for almost all w (with respect to Lebesgue measure)
which in turn implies

1 1
Ep(Xo) = —P(~1,0) + P(0,1) +/O w P(dw) = (1/2) /0 w f(w) dw > 0.
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Hence, there is no P € Hy satisfying P < Py. However, condition (8) holds. In
fact, given € € (0, 1), define

Po(AN(—¢€€) + Py (AN (—¢,¢€)°
oty - AN ) + R (A0 (e
e+e2(l—e)
Then, @ € Py and Q ~ Py. Since Q(—1,0) = Q(0,1),
! 1 2e—¢€
Eo(Xg) = dw)=- —— .
o(Xo) /0 wOldw) = cA =71 <€
Fix X € L, say X = Z;'L:oijj where n > 1 and bg,...,b, € R, and define
Y =377 b;X;. Since Y is continuous and Y'(0) = 0, then ess sup(—X) > |b|.
Thus, Eg(Y) = 0 yields

Eq(X) =by Eg(Xo) < €|bg| < eess sup(—X).

for all A € A.

In view of [5, Theorem 2], letting

P,
p=2TM o uitable Py € P,
1+e€
one obtains P € H and P ~ P,. On noting that a(P) < €(1 + €)™ < ¢, condition

(8) is shown to be true.

We finally mention a (slightly) different approach. Let L* be the linear space
generated by L and {I4 : A € A, Py(A) = 0}. Then, P € H and P < Fy if and
only if

Ep|X|<oo and FEp(X)=0 forall X € L*.

Roughly speaking, to find P € H such that P <« P, reduces to find P which
satisfies equation (1) alone for a larger linear space (namely, L*). Similarly, P € H
and P ~ Py if and only if P meets equation (1) with L* in the place of L and
Ep(Y) # 0 for each Y € U, where U = {I4 : A € A, Py(A) > 0}. This suggests
the following problem. Given a class U of real random variables, is there P € P or
P € Py such that

Ep(|X|+1]Y]) <00, Ep(X)=0 and Ep(Y)#0 forall X € LandY €U?

Our last result is in this direction.

Proposition 17. Let L CI*° and Y a bounded random variable. Define

a:)l(IéfL zgg{X(w)—Y(w)} and bz)l(réfL ilelg{X(w)—FY(w)}.

Given y € R, there is P € H such that Ep(Y) =y if and only if

sup X(w) >0 forall X €L and —a <y <b.
weN

In particular, Proposition 17 implies that Ep(Y") # 0 for some P € H if and only
if supg X > 0 for all X € L and |a| + |b] > 0.

Proof of Proposition 17. If P € H and Ep(Y) =y, for each X € L one obtains

supX > Ep(X) =0, sup(X-Y)=>Ep(X-Y)=—y, sup(X+Y)2=>Ep(X+Y)=y.
Q Q Q

Hence, —a < y < b. Conversely, suppose supg X > 0 forall X € L and —a <y < b.

IfY € L, then a <0 and b <0, so that y = 0. Thus, it suffices to take any P € H
(which exists for supg X > 0 for all X € L). If Y ¢ L, let M be the linear space
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generated by L and Y. Since Y ¢ L, each Z € M can be written as Z = X + \Y
for some unique X € L and A € R. Define

HZ)=p(X+AY)=Ay forall Ze M.

Then, ¢ is a linear functional on M. Since M C [, if ¢(Z) < supg Z forall Z € M,
then ¢ meets de Finetti’s coherence principle, so that ¢(Z) = Ep(Z) for all Z € M
and some P € P. In particular, Ep(Y) = ¢(Y) = y and Ep(X) = ¢(X) = 0 for
all X € L. Thus, it remains only to see that ¢(Z) < supq Z for all Z € M. Let
Z=X4+AY eM. If A\=0, then Z =X and ¢(X) =0 < supg X. Since y > —a,
if X < 0 one obtains

d(Z)=Ay<|ANa< |)\|sup{|X/\| —Y}=sup{X +\Y} =supZ.
Q Q Q

Since y < b, the same argument works if A > 0. This concludes the proof.
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