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Abstract. A real valued function defined on R is called g—convex if it satis-
fies the following “generalized Jensen’s inequality” under a given g-expectation, i.e.,
h(E9[X]) < E9[h(X)], for all random variables X such that both sides of the inequal-
ity are meaningful. In this paper we will give a necessary and sufficient conditions for
a C?-function being g-convex. We also studied some more general situations. We also
studied g-concave and g-affine functions.

1 Introduction

Jensen’s inequality plays an important role in probability theory. It claims that
for any given convex function h defined on R we have

hE[X]) < E[h(X)]

for each random variable X such that F[X] and E[h(X)] are meaningful. Here
E[] stands for the expectation related to a probability P. It is worth to mention
that its converse is also true: If the above inequality holds true for all random
variables X such that both F[X] and E[h(X)] are meaningful, then h is a convex
function.

In 1997 Peng (see also [P1995]) introduced the notion of g-expectation
E9]-] defined via a backward stochastic differential equation of which the genera-
tor is a given function g = g(¢, v, Z)(t,y,z)e[o,T]xRde~ A g-expectation preserves
most properties of the classical expectations except that it is a nonlinear func-
tional. Its nonlinearity is characterized by its generator g. It becomes a typical
example of nonlinear expectations under which the time-consistency holds true
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thus a theory of nonlinear martingales can be developed. It is also a useful tool
to the nonlinear dynamic pricing as well as dynamic risk measures in finance.

A very interesting problem is whether, for a g-expectation, the following
generalized Jensen’s inequality is true:

h(E[X]) < EIR(X))],
for each X s.t. E9[X] and EY[h(X)] are meaningful.

This problem was initialed in [BCHMPL CHMP2000] in which a counterexample
was given to show that the above generalized Jensen’s inequality fails for a very
simple convex functions h. A sufficient condition for a special situation was
also provided. Chen, Kulperger and Jiang [CKJ, 2003] have obtained a very
interesting result: provided g does not depend on y, the above generalized
Jensen’s inequality holds true for each convex function h if and only if ¢ is a
super-homogeneous function, i.e., g(t,\z) > A\g(t, z), dP X dt — a.s. for A € R
and z € R?. This result was improved by [Hul, 2005] showing that, in fact, g
must be independent of .

In this paper we study this problem with a different point of view: For each
fixed function g, to give an explicit characterization to h satisfying the above
generalized Jensen’s inequality. We have obtained the following result: For a
C?-function h the above generalized Jensen inequality holds if and only if h
satisfies:

1
gh”(y)|2|2+g(t, h(y), b (y)z)—h (y)g(t.y, z) > 0, dPxdt—a.s., ¥(y,z) € RxR%

The previously mentioned result of classical Jensen’s inequality just corresponds
a special case where g = 0. The above mentioned results in [CKJ] and [Hu] can
be also obtained from our new result. For the case where h is only a continuous
function we have also obtained a similar result by using the notion of the well-
known viscosity solution in partial differential equations.

It is natural to call a h satisfying the above inequality to be a g-convex
function. In general, a continuous function h satisfying the generalized Jensen’s
inequality is called a g-convex function. In this paper we will study this type
of functions. We also investigate the related g-concave as well as g-affine func-
tions. A deep relation of g-convexity and backward stochastic viability property
introduced by Buckdahn, Quincampoix and Rascanu in [BQR] is also disclosed.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section [2] we recall some facts about g-
expectation and BSDEs. The notion of g-convexity as well as the necessary and
sufficient condition for a g—convex C2-function will be given in Section Bl We
establish the necessary and sufficient condition for a continuous g-convex func-
tion in Section @ An equivalence between g-convexity and backward stochastic
viability property is given in Section[fl Finally, in Section [f] we study functional
operations preserving g-convexity and apply the results obtained in foregoing
sections to prove some properties of g-expectations.



2 Some Facts about g-Expectations

Let (Q2, F, P) be a given probability space and let (W;);>0 be a d-dimensional
Brownian motion in this space. The natural filtration generated by W will be
denoted by (Fi)i>0-

Let T > 0 be a fixed real number. For any 0 <t < T, we denote by LP(F;),
the space of F;-measurable random variables satisfying E[|X|P] < oo, for p > 1.
For a positive integer n and z € R™, we denote by |z| the Euclidean norm of
z. We will denote by L%_—(O, T;R™), the space of all progressively measurable

R™—valued processes such that E [IOT AR dt} < o0; and by 8%(0,T;R"™) the

elements in L3(0,T; R™) with continuous paths such that E |sup;(o e ?| <
0o. And we denote by DZ(0,T) the set of all RCLL (right continuous with left
limit) processes ¢ in L3(0,T;R) such that Elsup,c( 7 ¢e|°] < o0

Let us consider a function g, which will be in the sequel the generator of the
backward stochastic differential equation (BSDE), defined on Q x [0,T] x R™ x
R4 with values in R™, such that the process (g(t, v, 2))teo,1] is progressively
measurable for each (y, z) in R™ x R™*<. Through out this paper the function
g will satisfy the following conditions..

(a) There exists a constant p > 0, for each (y, 2), (7,2) € R™ x R™*4,
l9(t,y,2) = 9(t,9,2)| < p(ly — gl + |2 = 2]);
(b) (g(taouo))tG[O,T] € L%O(OuT7Rm)
(2.1)
It is by now well known (see Pardoux and Peng [PP]) that under the assumptions
(20, for any random variable X € L*(Fr), the BSDE

T T
SQ:X+/ g(s,YS,Zs)ds—/ Z,dW,, te0,T), (2.2)
t t

has a unique adapted solution (Y3, Z¢)icjo,m) € SZ(0,T;R™) x L%(0,T;R™*4).
In the sequel we denote equation (22) by (g, 7T, X).

In this paper we mainly discuss the 1-dimensional BSDE, i.e., m = 1. The
following situations are typical:

(a). ¢(-,0,0)=0,
{(b)' 9(-,y,0) =0,Vy € R. (2.3)

Obviously (b) implies (a). The following notion of g-expectation was introduced
by Peng [P1997].

Definition 2.1 Let m = 1. We denote by Ef [X] :=Y;:
Ef p[]: L*(Fr) = L*(Fy), 0<t<T <oo. (2.4)

(EY p[No<i<r is called g-expectation.



Applications of g-expectations in dynamic superpricing and dynamic risk
measures can be found in [B-El [CEl [CHMP| DEl [EPQ, [EQ| [F-RG| [P2004,
P2004b, [Rosazzal, [Yong].

Remark 2.2 The g-expectation originally introduced in [P1997] corresponds
the case in which g satisfies (Z3)-b, that is, the situation of "zero interest rate”
(see next section or [P2004)]). Peng [P2004)], [P2005] also introduced the notion
of g-evaluation if g satisfies (2.3)-a, the situation of ”self-financing” . For the
simplicity, we call them all g-expectation here whenever g satisfies (2.11).

Also we have the following properties about g-expectation (see [P2004, The-
orem 3.4]):

Proposition 2.3 Let the generator g satisfies (21) and (Z3)-a. Then the
above defined g-expectation B9[] satisfies, for eacht <T < oo, X, X € L*(Fr),

(A1) EY ,[X] > E{ ;[X], as., if X > X;

(A2) Ef p[X] = X;

(A3) Egyt[EtgyT[X]] = EgyT[X], a.s., for s <t;

(A4) 1AE§,T[X] = E?,T[IAX]’ VA € ]:t’
where 14 is the indicator function of A, i.e. 14(w) equals 1 when w € A and 0
otherwise.

If (233) does not hold, (A1)-(A8) still hold true. But (A4) is replaced by the
following: for each Xi,---, Xy € L*(F;) and for each F;-partition {Ai}ij\il of
Q (ie. A4, € Fr, AinA; =0 ifi#j and UA; = Q), we have

(A4°) Y200, La B p[Xi] = EY 1[50, 1a, X,

Lemma 2.4 (See [EPQ] or Proposition 2.2 in [BCHMP]) Let g satisfy (2.1)
andm =1, and let X € L*(Fr). Then the solution (Yy, Zi)ieo,1) of BSDE (2.2)
satisfies

E

T
sup (6’8S |YS|2) +/ efs |Z5|2 ds|}'t]
s€t,T] t

< KFE

T
X[ + (/ P12 g(s,0,0)] dS)zlft] -
t

where 8= 2(u+ p?) and K is a positive constant only depending on u.
Remark 2.5 The above lemma implies that B9[] is continuous in L.

The decomposition theorem of E9-supermartingale obtained in [P1999] (see
also [P2004]) will play an important role in this paper.

Proposition 2.6 (Decomposition theorem of Ef-supermartingale) We as-
sume that g satisfies (21]) andm = 1. LetY € D%(0,T) be a g-supermartingale,
namely, for each 0 < s <t <T,

E! Y] <Y..



Then there exists a unique F¢-adapted increasing and RCLL process A € ’D%_—(O7 T)
(thus predictable) with Ag = 0, such that, Y is the solution of the following
BSDE:

T T
Yt:YT—I—(AT—At)—F/ g(t,Ys,ZS)—/ ZsdWs, te]0,T].
t t

3 g-Convexity for C%-functions
To begin with we give the notion of g-convexity.

Definition 3.1 For a given g-expectation B9[], a function h : R — R is said to
be g-convex (resp. g-concave) if for each X € L*(Fr) such that h(X) € L*(Fr),
one has

h(EL p[X]) <EL p[(X)], (resp. W(E] p[X]) <EBf7[W(X)]) P-as., t € [O,T(]j)

h is called g-affine if it is both g-conver and g-concave.

Clearly, for each g the function h(y) = y is g-affine. Throughout this paper,
we only consider the case where h is continuous. In the case when h is a C?-
function, we have the following result. For notational convenience, we denote

1
LyvZp = §<Pyy(y)|z|2 + 9t o), 0y(¥)2) — ey(W)g(t,y. 2), ¢ € C*(R).

Theorem 3.2 Let g satisfy (Z1]) and let h € C?(R). Then the following two
statements are equivalent:

(i) h is g-convex (resp. g-concave);

(ii) For each y € R, z € RY,

t,y,z
L;V%h >0 (resp. <0), dP xdt-a.s. (3.1)

Remark 3.3 If we assume furthermore g(t,y,0) = 0 ([2:3)-b), then we can
define
EIX| 7] = Ef p[X].

Thus the Jensen’s inequality becomes
E9[h(X)|F] = h(BY[X|F).
In particular, when t = 0, E9[h(X)] > h(EI[X]).
Before the proof of Theorem [3.2] we prove the following lemma.

Lemma 3.4 Assume that g satisfies (21)) and an C*-function h satisfies (3.1)).
Then h is convex in the usual sense.



Proof. For each yg € R, one has,

0< %h”(yo) |2 + g(t. hlyo), ' (y0)2) = W' (y0)g (. yo, 2)

= S (o) |2 + (9(t. (yo). W (40)2) — g(1,0,0))
+ h/(yo)(g(t, Oa O) - g(tv Yo, Z)) + g(ta 07 O) - h/(yo)(g(t, 07 O)
< %h”(yt)) |2 +2C1 [B (o) | |2] + C1 + C1 |g(¢,0,0)]

where C7 only depends on p and yo. Thus

1
0< gh”(yo) 2> T+ 2C5 [W (yo)| 12| T + Ca, ¥z € R™.

where Cy only depends on C; and M = E [fOT lg(t,0,0) dt] Thus h”(yo)
must be non-negative. m

Lemma 3.5 Let h € C(R) be a convex function. If for each X € L*®(Fr) we
have

E?,T[h(X)] > h(Eg,T[X])7 a.s., vt e [OvT]u (32)
then this relation also holds for each X € L?(Fr) such that h(X) € L*(Fr).

Proof. We need to consider two cases: (a) h is a monotone function; (b) there
exists a § € R such that h(y) > h(y). For case (a), we have

Ef p[h((=n) vV X Am)] > h(E] p[(=n) V X Am]), a.s. mn=1,2,---.
Since, for each fixed n, the sequence {h((—n)V X Am)}°_; (resp. {(—n)V X A
m}5°_,) monotonically converges to h((—n)V X) (resp. (—n)V X) in L?(Fr)
as m — oco. We then can pass limit on the both sides of the above inequality
and obtain

EfﬁT[h((—n) v X)] > h(EfﬁT[(—n) VX)), as.n=12,---.

Similarly, when n 1 0o, the sequence {h((—n)V X)}>2; (resp. {(—n)V X}22,)
monotonically converges to h(X) (resp. X) in L?(Fr). Thus we can pass
limit on the both sides of the above inequality and obtain (3.2). For case (b),
we observe that then h increases on [§,00) and decreases on (—oo, ] thus, as
m — 00, h((—=m + ) VX A (m+ 7)) increasingly converges to h(X) in L?(Fr).
We then pass limit on both sides of

V

E p[M((=m +7) V X A (m +7))] hE] p[(=m +§) V X A (m + 7)),

as.m = 1,2,---.

and thus obtain (32). m



Proof of Theorem (ii) =>(i): We first consider the case where X is
bounded. The corresponding solution Y. of (g,T, X) is also bounded since X
and ¢(-,0,0) are bounded. We now apply Itd’s formula to h(Y;):

~AR(Ye) = [ GH" (VOIZ0? + B (V)g(t, Ve, Z0))dt — W (Vo) Z,dW,
= gt h(Y2), B (Ya) Ze) + nldt — B (Y:) Zed W,
where
= — W VOIZ0 — g0, ROV, K (V) Z0) 4 R (Yo)g(1, Yi, Z0).

From B.J), it follows that ¢, < 0 and thus A(Y.) is a g-subsolution. By com-
parison theorem of BSDE it follows that

Ef p[M(X)] = E{ p[0(YT)] > h(Yy) = W(E{ 7 [X]), a.s., VX € L>=(Fr).
On the other hand, from Lemma B4 i is convex. This with Lemma yields
(1)

(i) =>(ii): We only give a proof for the situation where g(-,y, z) is a con-

tinuous process on [0, T]. For each fixed (£,y,2) € [0,T] x R x R, we consider
the following SDE

_d}/st)y)z = 1[th] (S)[g(sa }/St,y,z, Z)dS - ZdWS]v }/0 =Y.

We apply It6’s formula on [t, T:
1
—dh(YSV%) = [=5h (YU + WYV 2)g (s, Y2, 2)lds — B (YO0 %)2d W

For a large number m > 0, let 7, = inf{s > ¢ : |[Y}¥* — y| = m}. It is that
Y¥* is bounded on [t, 7,,]. By (i),
Eg/\Tm,s/\Tm [h’(}/st/y\yﬁi)] Z h(Eg/\Tm,s/\Tm [}/st}\?#;]) = h(ﬁ;\%;)v P—a.S.,V’I” € [tmi]-

That is, h(Y¥#) is a g-submartingale on [t, 7;,]. By the decomposition theorem
of g-submartingale (Proposition 2.6), it follows that there exist an increasing
process (Ag)s>+ such that

SATm SNATm
WY7) = hy) — / g(r,h(Y,"5), Z,) dr + Aspr,, + / Zyp AW,
t t

This with

SATm 1

MY =)~ [ RV ) g Y 2
t

SATm
+ / B (Y,EY%)z dW,
t



yields Z; = h/(Y}¥#)z and
1
LR 4 )90, Y%, 2) < gl h(YEP), 1 (YE99)2)

on [t,Tp,]. Since g(-,y, z) is a continuous process (otherwise a technique in the
proof of Theorem 8.1 in [P2005D] is needed), as s = ¢, we can obtain [B.I]). The
proof is complete. ®m

Example 3.6 For the case g = (&,z), the g-expectation corresponds to the
classical linear expectation (Girsanov transformation). Theorem [TZ, becomes
the classical results: h € C?*(R) is g-convex if and only if h" (y) > 0.

Remark 3.7 A g-concave function is concave in the usual sense. Its proof is
similar to that of Corollary [2.0.

From Theorem we can also derive the following result of [CKJ| and its
improved version [Hul.

Proposition 3.8 Let g satisfy (211). Then the following two statements are
equivalent:
(i) For each convex function h, and each X € L*(Fr) such that h(X) €
LQ(]:T)a
Ef p[h(X)] = h(B] p[X]), VO <t <T;

(ii) g is independent of y, and is super-homogeneous in z, i.e., for any A € R,
g(t, \z) > Ng(t, 2).

Proof. (ii) = (i): In the case when h € C?, this can be proved by ([@3.1]). For
general situation we can apply the same technique in the proof of BII) (see
[CKT)).

(i) = (ii): For each given a,b € R, take h(x) = axz + b. Obviously it is a
convex function and in C?(R). Thus the inequality (1) yields g(¢,ay +b,az) —
ag(t,y,z) > 0, dP X dt-a.s. Since a,b can be chosen arbitrarily, g must be
independent of y and super-homogeneous in z. ®

Corollary 3.9 Let g satisfy (21) and be independent of z, and h € C%*(R).
Then the following two statements equivalent:

(i) h is g-convex;

(ii) h is convex (h'(y) > 0 for each y) and satisfies

Yy, gt h(y)) — W' (y)g(t,y) >0, dP x dt-a.s.
Corollary 3.10 Let g satisfy (21)) and be independent of y, and let h € C?*(R)

be g-convex. Moreover if there exist a set T' € Q x [0, T] with positive measure,
in which g(t,0) > 0 (resp. ¢g(t,0) < 0), then h'(y) <1 (resp. h'(y) > 1).

A simple and fundamentally important result in stochastic analysis is that,
for each martingale X and for each convex function h such that h(X) € L!, the
process h(X) is a submartingale. For g-expectation, we have:



Theorem 3.11 If (Yi)icpo,1) s a g-martingale, and h is a g-convex function
(resp. g-concave function, g-affine function), then (h(Y;))iepo,1 is a g-submartingale
(resp. g-supermartingale, g-martingale) provided h(Y;) € L*(F;), t € [0,T).

Proof. Let Y; be a g-martingale and h a g-convex function, then
Es o [n(Y1)|Fs] = h(Es o [Yi]Fs]) = h(Ys),

for any 0 < s <t < T, as required. The proofs of other cases are similar. m
Moreover its inverse also holds, namely,

Theorem 3.12 Let g satisfy (21)). If for each g-martingale (Yy)icjo,11, (R(Y2))ieo, 1
is a g-submartingale (resp. g-submartingale, g-martingale), then h is a g-convex
(resp. g-concave ,g-affine) function.

Proof. We only prove the case of g-submartingale. Since, for each X € L*(Fr),
(E{ 7[X1)tcpo,1) is a g-martingale. Define Y; = h(E{ ;[X])¢cpo, 1), we have, for
0<s<t<T,

E{ p [h(E] p[X])] = EL [h(E] p[X])] = EL,[Vi] = Vs = h(E{ 1 [X])

In particular, as t = T, it follows that E ,[n(X)] > h(E] [X]) for s € [0,T7.
Thus h is a g-convex function. m

4 g-Convexity for Continuous Functions

In this section we consider g-convex functions h € C(R), i.e., without the C?%-
assumption.
We now recall the definition of viscosity subsolutions.

Definition 4.1 Let g satisfy (21]) and independent of w. A continuous function
u: R — R is called a viscosity subsolution of Efl’y’zu =0 if, for any ¢ € C*(R),
and r € R such that u — ¢ attains local mazximum at x, one has for each

(t,2) €0,T] x R,

1
Ly = 5@”(96) 12 + g(t,u@), ¢ (2)2) — ¢ (2)g(t, 2, 2) > 0

Theorem 4.2 Let h € C(R) be of polynomial growth. Moreover let us assume
that g satisfies (Z1]) and is independent of w. The the following conditions are
equivalent:

(i) h is a viscosity subsolution of LLY*h = 0;

(i1) h is g-convex.

Remark 4.3 For more basic definitions, results and related literature on vis-
cosity solutions of PDE, we refer to Crandall, Ishii and Lions [CILJ.

For proving this theorem, we need the following lemma.



Lemma 4.4 If g satisfies (21]) and h is a continuous viscosity subsolution of
Ef]’y’zh =0 for each (t,z) € [0,T] x R?, then h is convex in the usual sense.

Proof. If on the contrary A is not convex, then there are constants —oo < a <
b < oo such that the relation ¢ > h fails on [a, b], where

() = h(bl))(f a— a) n h(ag(f ; :v)

We set hs(x) :=(x) — 6(x — a)(z — b) and

do = inf{d > 0: hs(z) > h(z), Vz € [a,b]}.

It is easy to check that 69 > 0, hs, > h on [a,b] and there exists Z € (a,b) such
that hs,(Z) = h(Z). But since for each z € R%, h is a viscosity subsolution of
LE*h =0, and hs, — h attaints minimum at Z, we have

0 < Lhs,() = —dulef? + g, MO g0z by a)e)
—I—[w —60(2Z — b+ a)]g(t, 2).

Since g is Lipschitz in z, there exists a positive constant C' independent of z,
such that

—50|Z|2 + Cl|Z| +Cy >0, Vze RY.
This contradicts to dg > 0. Thus h must be convex. m

Combining this Lemma with Theorem we immediately have a more ex-
plicit characterization for a continuous g-convex function:

Corollary 4.5 We assume the same conditions as in the above theorem. Then
the following condition is equivalent:

(i) h is convex and for each y such that ' (y) ewists, L;Y*h(y) > 0;

(i1) h is g-convex.

Proof. If h is a viscosity subsolution of ﬁ_f]’y’zh = 0 then h is convex. On the
other hand, by Alvarez, Lasry and Lions [ALL], if h is convex and for each y
such that h”(y) exists, one has L£,¥*h(y) > 0, then h is a viscosity subsolution
of LyY*h =10. m
The proof of Theorem A.2(i)==(ii). Given (t,x,z) € [0,T] x R x R¢, we
consider the following SDE

dX5L%% = —g(s, X5™% 2)ds + zdWs, s € (t,T], X" =z, s¢€[0,t].

It is clear that X% is also a g-martingale on [0, T']: In particular EgyT[X;x;z] =

Xbm# and EY ([X3"7] = B9[X3"] = 2. On the other hand, by nonlinear
Feynman-Kac formula, the function u(t, z) := E9[h(X5%?)] defined on [0, T] x R
is the viscosity solution of the parabolic PDE

1
Opu + iamu(t, x)|z|? = Opug(t,x, 2) + g(t,u, 20,u) = 0, ul—r = h(x).

10



But the function defined by v(¢,z) := h(z) is a viscosity subsolution of d;v +
Ef]’zv = 0 with terminal condition v|;=r = h. It follows from the maximum
principle of viscosity solution that

u(t,z) > h(z), V(t,z) €[0,T] x R.
Or
B (X)) = B g (X)
> h(x) = ME[XE"]) = h(E] 1 [X3"|F))-

We now apply a technique initialed in [P1995] pp.107, Theorem 4.6; Peng1995:Xiangfan
Summer School]: Let {4;}Y , be an F;-measurable partition of ; and z; € R™,

z; € R,i=1,---, N be given. We set n = Ef\il 14,2i ¢ = sz\il 1y, It is

easy to check that STV | 1,4, Xbei% = XL,

N N
S LAESXGF] = B[ 1a (X R
i=1 i=1
N
= E/R) 14, X5 F
=1
= E(XGE|E
Thus
N N
B XEIR] = DB G )IF] 2 ) 1 B (X |
i=1 i=1
N N
> 3 Lah(EI NG R]) = h(Y D LA B X F)
i=1 i=1
= hEXFTIF]) = h(0).
N N
B (X = 32 LB (X)) 2 3 L, ble) = h(Q),
i=1 i=1

In other words, for bounded F;-measurable simple functions , n,

T T
Ef r[h(C - /t g(s, X2, 1)ds + /t ndWs)] > h(¢) (4.1)

It follows that for any bounded JF;-measurable random variables (,n, we also
have [@I)). Moreover, for any bounded F;-adapted process n and bounded F-
measurable random variables ¢, we have

T T
EY 7 [h(C - / o5, XS0 ) ds + / D)) > h(C) (4.2)

11



Indeed we note that ¢ — ftTg(s,Xg*gm,ns)ds + ftT nsdWs € L*™TY(Fr), this
with the polynomial growth of h and the continuity of E9[-] yields (d2]).

Now for any given bounded Fr-measurable X, let (Ys,Zs)se[o,T] be the
solution of the BSDE

T T
n=X+/ g(s,Ys,ZS)ds—/ Z,dW,
t t

Let h be a function with polynomial growth |h(z)| < C(1+ |z|™). We note that
supsefo,r) |Ye(w)| € L (Fr) and,

2m+1

T 2
E[(/O |Zs|2ds> ] < oo

We can find a sequence of F;-measurable simple functions {¢*}5°, that converges
to Yz in L°°(F;) and a sequence of Fi-progressively measurable simple processes
{(t)tefo,m )21 such that

2m+41
2

T
lim E[(/ ‘Zs—ni\zd‘S) ]=0.
1— 00 0

It follows from BDG-inequality that the random variables

T . T
X'i=("— / g(s, X n})ds +/ 1sdWs
t t
converges in L*™ 1 (Fr) to X. Thus h(X*) converges to h(X) in L*(Fr). Thus

Ef p[h(X)] = lim B 7[A(X")] > lim A(C") = h(Y) = h(E] [ X))

1—00 1—00

Thus (ii) holds for the case where X € L°°(Fyr). This with the fact that h is
convex and Lemma [3.5] it follows that (ii) holds for all X € L?(Fr) such that
h(X) € L*(Fr). The proof is complete. m

The proof of Theorem [4.2](ii)=(i). We will apply a technique in [P1995!
pp.126]. For a fixed ¢, x, z, let ¢ be a smooth and polynomial growth function
such that ¢ > h and h(z) = ¢(x). We consider

XDTE = — / g(r, XE52 2)dr + 2(W, — Wy), s € [t,t+4).

where § is a small positive number such that ¢t +§ < 7. It is clear that X%%i?
is a g-martingale. Since h is g-convex, we have

Eg,t+6[‘P(X:fgz)] > Ef,tJra[h(Xffgz)] > h(Ef,tJrJ[Xffgz]) = h(z) = ¢(x).

Or
Y, —o(x) = B, slo(X[755)] — o(z) > 0

12



where (Y, Z) solve the BSDE
—dYs =g(s,Ys, Zs)ds — Z,dWs, s € [t,t+ 4],
Yies = o(X050).

We consider
V1= Ye - (XE7), ZLi= 2, - pu(X07)z

which is the solution of the BSDE

=AYy =[g(s, Y]+ o(X0"2), Z1 + 0o (XDT%)2) + L3(X77)]ds — ZLdW,
Yiis =0

where s € [t,¢ + 6] and L5¢(2) = 102.(2)|2|*> — pa(2)g(s, 2, 2). We can prove
that E[|Y,! — Y2|] = o(§), where (Y2, Z2) solves

—dY? =[g(s, Y2 + ¢(x), 2% + ¢u(@)2) + L3p(2)|ds — ZLdWs, s € [t,1 + 4],
Yis =0

But It is easy to check that Z? = 0 and

—dY? = g(s, Y2 + 0(2), pu(2)2) + Lop(2)]ds,
Yis =0
Thus from the Lipschitz continuity of ¢(s, -, z), we have

Yy — p(a) =Y, =Y + o(d)
t+48
B /t [9(s, Y2 + @(), 0o ()2) + Lop(x)]ds + 0(d)
t+0
= /t [9(s, o(), 0z(2)2) + Lo@(x)]ds + 0(5) > 0

From which it follows that Lo (x) + g(t, ¢(x), pa(2)z) = L5"*¢(x) > 0. Thus
h is a viscosity subsolution of ﬁ Wy =0. |

5 ¢-Convexity and Viability

Surprisingly to us, the notion of g-convexity has a deep relation with the no-
tion of viability for BSDE introduced and systematically studied by Buckdahn,
Quincampoix and Rascanu in [BQR]. We recall the notion and a result about
the backward stochastic viability property.

Definition 5.1 (Definition 3 in [BQR]) Let K be a nonempty closed subset
of R™.
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(a) A stochastic process (Yi)e[o,1) is viable in K if and only if
Y€ K, P-as., Vtel[0,T].

(b) The closed set K enjoys the backward stochastic viability property, de-
noted g-BSVP, for (2.2) if and only if:

V7 € [0,T),VX € L*(F,) such that X € K P-a.s., there exists a solution
(Y, Z) to BSDE ({Z2) over the time interval [0, 7],

YszX—i—/ g(r,YT,ZT)dT—/ Z.dW,, s€]0,7]

such that (Ys)sepo,r) s viable in K.

Lemma 5.2 (Theorem 2.4 in [BQR]) Suppose that g satisfies condition (21).
Let K be a nonempty closed set. If K enjoys g-BSVP for (22), then K is con-
ver.

Remark 5.3 In the above lemma, the authors in [BQR| assume that g also
satisfies the following conditions: g(w,-,y,z) is continuous, as a part of whole
assumptions. But in their proof, we can see that this condition is needless to
this lemma, condition (211) is enough.

Theorem 5.4 Let g satisfy (21]) and h : R — R be a continuous function.
Moreover assume that

_ t, 1,21
gty y? 2 2% = ( 9 Y, )>-

Then the following statements are equivalent:
(i). h is g-conver;
(i1). epi(h) enjoys g-BSVP where

epi(h) = {(z1,22) € R? h(z1) < z2}.

Proof. (i)=(ii): It is obvious that epi(h) is a closed set in R2.
Given any X = (X1, X2)T € epi(h) P-a.s. such that X € L?(Fr,R?). By
the definition of epi, we have

h(Xl) S XQ, P — a.s.,

which implies by the comparison theorem of BSDE and the g-convexity of h
that
h(E] £[X1]) < E{ p[h(X1)] < B p[X2], P —a.s.

Thus
(EY p[X1], B 1[X2]) € epi(h), P —a.s. t €[0,T]. (5.1)
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It is clear that g satisfies [I)). Moreover (E{ ;[X1],E{ 7[X2])iejo,r) is the
unique solution of the following equation

}/tl _ Xl r g(svifslaZsl) T Zsl
()= (%) (b ) - [ (2 ) aw-
Then (5.1)) implies that epi(h) enjoys g-BSVP, as required.

(ii)=(i): Assume that epi(h) enjoys g-BSVP, i.e., for any X = (X1, X5)T €
L?(Fr;R?) such that X € epi(h), we have

(E p[X1], B 1[X2]) € epi(h), P —a.s., t€0,T],
and by the definition of epi(h),
h(E] p[X1]) < E{ p[X2], P —as., t€[0,T]
For any given X; such that X; € L?(Fr), putting Xo = h(X;) yields
h(E] £[X1]) < Ef p[Xo] = E{ £[h(X1)],
as required. m

Remark 5.5 In the proof of Theorem[5.]) we note that we do not need condition
(b) of ), (9(t,0,0))se(o,r) € L5(0,T) is enough.

Corollary 5.6 If a continuous functions h is g-convex, then h is convex.

Proof. It is clear that epi(h) enjoys g-BSVP. By Theorem 2.4 in [BQR], epi(h)
is a convex set, which implies that A is a convex function. m
Clearly, a g-affine function must be affine in the usual sense. Then we have

Theorem 5.7 Let g satisfy (21]). Then the following two statements are equiv-
alent:

(i) A function h is g-affine;

(i4) h has the form: h(y) = ay +b for some (a,b) € II] where

g := {(a,b); g(t,ay + b,az) = ag(t,y, 2), dP x dt-a.s.}

6 More Properties of g-Convexity

6.1 Functional operations preserving g-convexity

It is natural to build up new g-convex functions from simpler ones, via operations
preserving g-convexity, or even yielding it.

Proposition 6.1 Let g satisfy (21)), ¢ € C(R). If D is a nonempty subset of
g-convex functions dominated by @, then the function

f(y) =sup{h(y): h € D}.

18 g-convex.
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Proof. It is clear that f is convex. For any given h € D, Jensen’s inequality
for g-expectation holds, thus for any X € L (Fr), we have

Ef p[M(X)] = h(E{ p[X]).
From the definition of f and comparison theorem of BSDEs, it follows that
E{ 7 [f (X)] = E{ p[(X)] 2 h(E{ p[X]).

This with the arbitrariness of h and Lemma yields what is required. m
Clearly, the function f in Theorem [6.]] may be only continuous instead of in
C? and if h; and hy are g-convex, then so is h(y) = h1(y) V ha(y). In addition,
for the case of g-concavity, we also have the same result, in which the ”sup” is
replaced by ”inf”.
The following result is also easy:

Proposition 6.2 Let ¢ € C%(R), g satisfy (21]). If there exists at least one
g-convex function that dominates o, then ¢ is g-convexr if and only if it is
represented as the supremum of all g-convexr C?-functions that dominate .

Motivated by Proposition and the discussions about abstract convexity
in [PR] or [Singer], we can find g-convex functions by another way.
For given g, we define
Iy = {(a,b) € R?: g(t,ay + b,az) > ag(t,y, 2), Yy, z, dP x dt—a.s.}

It is clear that that II) cannot be empty, at least it contains a element
(1,0), and if g = (&, z) where (&);e(0,7] is a R%valued progressively measurable
process, II) = R?. For each (a,b) € IIY, h(y) = ay + b is an affine g-convex
function.

Proposition 6.3 Let g satisfy (21)) and ¢ € C(R). Then
f(y) =sup {h(y) = ay +b:V(a,b) € I such that h < ¢} .
18 g-convex.
Proof. The proof is similar to that of Proposition 6.1l m
Remark 6.4 From the above theorem, it follows that for each (a,b) € Iy,
Ef plaX +0] > aB{ £[X] +b.

.

But we cannot change the sign 7>7 to =" in general although h(y) = ay + b is
an affine function, because h here may be not a g-affine function.

The following property is easy to be proved:
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Proposition 6.5 Let g satisfy (Z1) and let h and 1) be two continuous func-
tions. Then

(i) If ¢ is g-affine and h is g-convex, then h o) is g-convex.

(it) If h is g-convex and increasing, and v is g-convex, then ho) is g-convet.

We also have the following stability property for g-convex functions.

Theorem 6.6 Let g satisfy (2Z11) and the g-convex (resp. concave) functions
hi : R — R converge pointwise for k — oo to h : R — R. Then h is g-convex
(resp. concave) and, for each compact set S € R, the convergence of hy to h is
uniform on S.

Proof. Convexity of A is trivial since hy is convex. And for each compact set
S € R, the convergence of hy to h is uniform on S (See [HL, pp. 177, Theorem
3.1.5]).

We now prove that h is g-convex. Given bounded Fpr-measurable random
variable X, we assume |X| < M. The uniform convergence means that there
exists a function dpr(k) with dps(k) — 0 as kK — oo such that for each z €
B[0, M| we have

|hi(z) — h(z)| < O (k).

This implies that hy(X) — h(X) in L? as k — oo. Therefore by the continuity
of E9[-], we have

E! p[M(X)] > h(E] ;[X]), P —a.s.fortel0,T]
This with Lemma 3.5 it follows that for each X € L?(Fr) such h(X) € L*(Fr),
Ef p[M(X)] > h(E] £[X]), P —a.s.fortel0,T]

Thus h is g-convex. m

6.2 Some interesting properties of g-convexity

As mentioned before, for given g, the set of all g-convex functions is a subset of
that of convex functions. From Corollary and Hu’s result in [Hul (see also
Corollary B.8)) it follows that if g is not super-homogeneous, then this inclusion
is strict.

Unlike the classical situation, in general h is g-convex does not implies that
—h is g-concave. Let us consider the following example.

Example 6.7 Let g = |z|, the following statements are equivalent:
(i) A function h is g-convex;
(i) h is convez (h'(y) > 0 a.e.).
Moreover the following statements are also equivalent:
(i11) A function h is g-concave;
(iv) h is concave (h"(y) <0 a.e.) and nondecreasing (h'(y) > 0 a.e.).
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The following property implies that a convex function may not be a g-convex
one.

Example 6.8 In the case when g = ay where a € R, we have E{ .[c] = ce®(T=1)

and EJ p[h(c)] = h(c)e =t If h is g-convex then
R T=D = BY L[h(0)] = hce* @),
From this relation it is easy to find a convexr h which is not g-convez.
We consider the following self-financing condition:
IE;{T[O] =0, VO<t<T.

Corollary 6.9 Let g satisfy (21)). Then the following three statements are
equivalent:

(i) B9[] satisfies the self-financing condition;

(ii) g satisfies (2.3)-a;

(iii) The constant function h =0 is g-affine.

Proof. The proof of the equivalence between (i) and (ii) can be found in
[P2006b, Proposition 3.7]. The equivalence between (ii) and (iii) follows from
Theorem [5.7] immediately. m

The ”zero interest rate” condition means:

El plnl=n, VO<t<T, ne L*(F).

Corollary 6.10 Let g satisfy (21). Then the following three statements are
equivalent:
(i) B9[] satisfies the zero interest rate condition;

(i1) g satisfies (Z3)-b;

(iii) For each constant ¢, the functions h(y) = ¢ and y are g-affine.

Proposition 6.11 Let g satisfy (21]) and ¢ be a constant, then the following
statements are equivalent

(i) BY p[X + ] = (resp. >, <JE{ p[X] + ¢, for each X € L*(Fr),;

(i) g(t,y +c,z) = (resp. >, <)g(t,y,z) for each y € R,z € R%.

Remark 6.12 (ii) means that g is a periodic function in y with period c.

Proof. It is clear that the function h(y) = y + ¢ is g-affine (resp. g-convex,
g-concave). ®

Corollary 6.13 The following statements are equivalent
(i) B! [ X + ] = EY [ X] + ¢, for each X € L*(Fr), c € R;
(i1) g is independent of y.
(iii) h(y) = y + c is g-affine, c € R.

This result is a generalization of Lemma 3.2 in [P2004]. In addition, it is
clear that if, for each ¢ € R, h+ ¢ is g-convex implies h is g-convex, then g must
be independent of y.
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