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Abstract

The completeness problem of the bond market model with théara factors determined by a
Wiener process and Poisson random measure is studied. nfgaigitfolios use bonds with maturi-
ties in a countable, dense subset of a finite time intervas. dhown that under natural assumptions
the market is not complete unless the support of the Lévy ureasonsists of a finite number of
points. Explicit constructions of contingent claims whidmn not be replicated are provided.
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1 Introduction

Tradeable bonds are specified by a set of their maturitieg;hypotentially can be composed of
infinitely many points. Thus the bond market consists of itdly many assets and this is a significant
difference with respect to classical market of a finite numidfestocks. This is a reason why the bond
market models are not covered by the classical theory antbetio problems, like completeness, have
to be studied anew.

The problem of bond market completeness was treated in miffieyetit contexts depending on
the model settings as well as on the definition of completenéds classical question of the market
completeness is to judge if it is possible to replicate anynoed random variabl&’, i.e. to find a
portfolio which is equal toX at the final time. However, it is sometimes difficult to solléstproblem in
the set of all bounded random variables and thus anotheesgae also considered, for examphg(2)
or even more exotic ones. In Taflin/[9] it is shown that the matfeven by the infinite dimensional
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Wiener process is not complete in the cldgs:= ﬂp>1 LP(Q). In Carmona, Tehranchi|[5] it is shown
that each random variable which is of a special form can biéeceted.

Another question connected with the notion of completeies$sat of existence of a unique mar-
tingale measure. Contrary to the finite dimensional marhkist property of the model, in general, is
not equivalent to completeness. As it was shown in Bjork ef3Jaand [4] in a jump diffusion model
unigueness of the martingale measure is equivalent to fh@xmate completeness, i.e. for any random
variable X € L?(9) there exists a sequence of random variayl&s } which converges t& in L?(12)

s.t. each element of the sequence can be replicated.

It was shown in Baran, Jakubowski, Zabczyk [2] that a mod@ledr by the infinite dimensional
Wiener process is hot complete, i.e. there exists a bouratatbm variable which can not be replicated.
In this paper we focus on a finite dimensional noise with jupd for simplicity assume that it is given
by the one dimensional Wiener process and Poisson randosuneeaNe consider model with a finite
time interval[0, 7*]. Each bond is specified by its maturifyand usually it is assumed that maturity can
by any number fronj0, 7). We adopt the setting of Eberlein, Jacod, Raible [6] andidendonds with
maturities in a dense, countable subseof ™| denoted by/. This set consists of all bonds’ maturities
which can be involved in the portfolios construction. A bonith maturity T and the price process
P(-,T) can be used by a trader if and onlyZife .J. The completeness problem with the use of bonds
with maturities inJ can be formulated in two ways:

1) Does there exist a unique equivalent meaghich that the discounted prices of bordis, T) are
Q-local martingales for each € J?

2) Can arbitraryFr+- measurable random variable, satisfying some regulasiymptions, be replicated
with the use of bonds with maturities iff?

Analogous formulations td1) and (2) for finite number of stocks are equivalent - at least for a wide
class of stock market models. However, as it was showinl inri{@][4] they can no longer be equivalent
if we examine bond market with infinite number of assets. Timblem of completeness with the use
of bonds with maturities ity was originally formulated in_[6], where it was treated in gense of the
formulation (1). It was shown that under appropriate assumptions therésexsictly one martingale
measure. In this paper we study the problem of completenes®isense of the formulatig2). This
approach requires a precise definition of portfolios whiah be used by traders, see Secfibn 3. We
identify prices of bonds with elements of a Banach spBceonsisting of all bounded sequences with
the supremum norm. The trader’s position is identified withelement ofl! - a subspace of the dual
spaceB*. The self-financing condition is expressed by the fact thaf@lio’s value is an integral of the
I*-valued strategy with respect to the bond price process.

The general idea in the solution of the completeness proldeim examine the possibility of rep-
resenting any martingale as a certain stochastic integthl valued integrand. The key tools used
for this purpose are the representation theorem for localimgales, which comes from Kunital[8], and
a version of theorem solving the so called problem of moment® last one provides necessary and
sufficient conditions for the existence of a linear, bounfigdttional satisfying certain conditions. Gen-
erally speaking we apply this theorem to the real and veahred functions defined on the support
of the Lévy measure. Our main result states that every manketel with the Lévy measure having a
concentration point is incomplete. We provide an explicihstruction of a bounded random variable
which can not be replicated. If there is no concentratiomipei prove incompleteness under additional
assumptions in the class of square integrable or boundelbmarariables. In the case when the Lévy
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measure has a finite support and the model satisfies addiissamptions we prove completeness in
the class of integrable random variables. This result iflairto Theorem 5.6 in[4] but requires weaker
assumptions.

The paper is organized as follows: in Sectidn 2 we recalldbfits on stochastic integrals and
formulate the representation theorem for local martirge@ectio B contains a description of the model
and definition of portfolios; in Sectidd 4 we present the nraisults - this section is divided into three
parts with respect to the properties of the Lévy measure.

2 Local martingales representation

We will consider a cadlag version of the Lévy process- {Z(t);t € [0, T*]} defined on a probability
space(2, F, P). Let N be the associated jump measure

N(t,A) :=t{s€[0,t] : NZ(s) = Z(s) — Z(s—) € A}, t€[0,T*], ACR.
If Aissuchthad ¢ AthenN(t, A) is integrable and its expectation can be written in the form
EN(t,A) =tv(A), te[0,T*],0¢ A.
The measure above, called the Lévy measure, is such that
/R |2 P A1 u(de) < oo, v({0}) =0,
The compensated jump measW¥es defined by
N(t, A) := N(t,A) —tv(A) te€[0,T%],0 ¢ A.

It is known thatZ can be decomposed into the following Lévy-It6 form, seeTH, 2.4.16,

t t
Z(t) = at + bW (t) +/ / xN(ds,dx) + / / xN(ds, dz); te[0,7"],
0 Jz|<1 0 Jiz|>1
wherea € R, b > 0 andW is a standard Wiener process adapted to the filtration
Fri=0{Z(s) : 0 <s <t} te[0,77],

generated by.

In order to formulate the representation theorem below, riefly present description of the class of
integrable processes with respecttoand N. We follow notation used iri [8].

The proces® = (¢(w, t)) is integrable with respect to the Wiener process if it is futadble and satisfies
integrability condition

T*
/ | ¢(s) |* ds < oo, P —as.
0

This class of processes is denoteddhyor any¢ € & the integral

t T*
/0 HAW(s) = [ 65 Lo (W (s)



is well defined and the proce§§¢(s)dW(s) is a continuous locally square integrable martingale.

The procesg = (¢(w, s, x)) is called predictable if it i$> @ B(R) measurable, wher@ is a predictable
sigma-field. Ify) satisfies condition

T*
/ / | (s, z) | v(dz)ds < oo, P —as, (2.1)

o Jr

then the integral
T 5 T T
(s, x)N(dx,ds) = ¥(s,x)N(ds,dzx) — Y(s, x)v(dr)ds
0 0 0

is well defined and the procegsv (s, z) N (ds, dz) fo 1(,1(s)N(ds,dz) is a local martin-

gale. The class of predictable processes satisfying (Qdemoted bylfl.

If a predictable process satisfies condition

-
/ / | ¥(s,2) | v(dx)ds < oo P —as. (2.2)

then the integrafOT* (s, x)N (ds dx)is constructed with the use of simple processes which cgaver
¢in L2, Inthis casef; 1(s, )N (ds, dz) fo (s,2)1(0,](s)N V(ds, dz) is a locally square integrable
martingale. A class of predlctable processes satisfyiif) (2 denoted byv,.

A class of all predictable processes which satisfy conatio

Plip>1y € U1oand Ylgyi<y € Wo
will be denoted by, . In other words) € ¥y 5 if and only if

-
/ / | (s, ) | A | (s, z) | v(de)ds < oo.
o Jr

Foranyy € ¥ 5 the integral

T* T*

0 ¢(S,$)N(d8,d$) = 0 w(s’x)l{\w(s,x)|>1}(5’x)N(dS’dx)

T*

+ 0 w(37x)l{\w(s,:v)|§1}(s7x)N(ds7dw)

is well defined and it is a local martingale as a function ofupper integration limit.

The next theorem comes from [8].

Theorem 2.1 Let M be an(F;)-local martingale. Then there exigte ® andy € ¥, , satisfying

M, = M0+/¢ )W (s //wsm (dz,ds). (2.3)

Moreover, the pai(¢, 1) is unique i.e., if ¢ , 1) satisfies{Z.3) then
p=¢ wrt. PoA— as. and =1 wrt. PRAQv— as,

where) is the Lebesgue measure on7™].



3 Bond market model

We begin description of the model by specifying the dynaroiabhie forward rate

df (t,T) = a(t, T)dt + o(t, T)dW (t) + / y(t,z, T)N(dt,dx), t,T €0,T"]. (3.4)
R

The coefficients are assumed to be predictable and satisfplibwing integrability conditions

T* T* T* T*
/ / | a(t, T) | dTdt < oo, / / | o(t,T) [2 dTdt < oo,
0 0 0 0

T pT*
/ / / |yt 2, T) | v(dz)dTdt < oo,
0 0 R

where all the inequalities above haltta.s.. We put
a(t,T)=0, o(t,T)=0, ~(tzT)=0 for t>T, VreR. (3.5
The value at time of a bond payind at maturity7" € [0, 7*] is defined by
P, T) = e K F®9)ds 4 0,74 (3.6)
The evolution of the money in the savings account is given by
dB(t) = r(t)B(t)dt, t €[0,77],

wherer(t) := f(t,t) is the short rate. In virtue of (3.5) we have equalfty, 7)) = f(T,T) fort > T.
Indeed, fort € [T, T*], we have

FILT) = F(0,T) + /0 a(s, T)ds + /0 o (1, T)dW (5)

T T
:f(O,T)+/O a(s,T)d8+/O o(t, T)dW(s)

= f(T,7).
This relation implies the following equality

P(t,T) — e ftT ft,s)ds _ e ftT f(s,s)ds _ e ftT r(s)ds

= eJrr&)ds — p(p TYerrds  for e [T, T,

which corresponds to the fact that the holder of a bond teasdiis money automatically to the bank
account after the bond’s expiration date.
The discounted value of the bot(, T') := B(t) "L P (¢, T") with maturity 7" is thus given by

p(t,T) — P(t,T) e~ fot r(s)ds _ o LT f(t,s)ds e f(f f(t,s)ds _ e~ fOT f(t,s)ds, t,T e [O,T*].
As a consequence, the discounted value of the bond

p(t,T) — e~ S fts)ds _ e I f(s,8)ds _ e I r(s)ds7 te [T, T*]v



is constant after its expiration date.
Putting

A(t,T) == — /T a(t, s)ds
St,T):=— /T o(t,s)ds

T
G(t,z,T) = —/ ~v(t,x, s)ds
t

one can check tha? satisfies the following equation (see Proposition 2.2, ] [4

dP(t,T) = P(t—,T) ((r(t) + A(t,T) + % | S(t,T) |? >dt + S(t,T)dW (t)

+/ <6G(t’$’T) - 1) N(dt,d:v)). (3.7)
R

As a consequence d¢f(3.7) and definition/ofve obtain

dP(t,T) = P(t—,T) ((A(t, T) + % | S(t,T) |? )dt + S(t, T)dW (t)

—|—/ (eG(t’x’T) - 1)N(dt,dw)>.
R

As in the case of stock market we are interested in the existeha martingale measure for the dis-
counted prices. A measurg is a martingale measure if the procd%S,T) is a local martingale with
respect to) for eachT' € [0, 7*]. The set of all martingale measures is denotedyThe setQ is
not empty if the model satisfies thé.J M -type conditions, that is if coefficients in (3.4) are rethie a
special way. For more details see Theorem 3.183lin [4]. THrougall the paper we assume that the ob-
jective measuré’ is at the same time a martingale one. This assumption allews write the following
equation forP, see Proposition 3.14 ifl[4]:

dP(t,T) = P(t—,T) (S(t,T)dW(t) + / (eGtmT) 1)]\7(dt,dw)>. (3.8)
R

Now, let us fix a set/ which is assumed to be a dense, countable subgét6f|, which elements are
denoted by{T; : i € N}. We assume that only bonds with maturities/imre traded, i.e. only they can
be used for the portfolio construction. At the beginning wetdd give a precise portfolio definition.
Below it is shown a motivation for the form of the portfoliogmesses used in the sequel.

Notice that if we fixt thenP(¢, -), given by [3.6), is a continuous function @n7*], so restricted to
J itis a bounded sequence. The space

B = {z = (21,22,...) :sup | 2 |< OO}
i

with the norm||z||z = sup; | z; | is thus the state space for the bond prices. In the classical of
stock markets with the price processRA, whered < oo, it is clear that the space of portfolios can be
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identified with the dual spacgR?)* = R?. This approach is being generalized in the context of bond
markets with infinite dimensional price process. For examp[4] and [3] the price process takes values
in Cy[0, o0) - the space of continuous functions converging to zero imityfi The space of portfolios is
thusC[0, c0) - a space of measures with finite total variation. In our modelting B* as a state space
for portfolios does not seem to be justified. The reason isttieadual space is to large and contains
abstract elements with a doubtful financial interpretation example generalized Banach limits. The
portfolio space should be chosen in such a way to be closemtdipal aspects of trading. In practice
the trader’s position at any tintds based on finite number of bonds only, so it is of the form

Sp(t) = ((‘p(t7 El)?gp(t7 j—‘i2)7"'7()0(t7 En)); ]—157 e J7 j - 1727 "'7n; n E N'

Since the number of bonds held by a trader can be arbitrarily large, we also allow thefplio to
contain infinite number of bonds but such that the value ofrithestment is finite. Since the bond prices
are bounded it is thus natural to assume that the portfolisfigs

o0
p(t) = {pt. T} D et Tj) <o, Tjel j=12,..
j=1

Concluding, we choos# C B* as the portfolio space. The value of the investment is a valube
functional(t) on the elemenP(¢) € B and is denoted by

< (1), P(t) >p-pi= Y o(t, Tj) P(t,Ty).
j=1

By trading strategy we mean any predictable prodess); ¢ € [0,7*]} taking values in'. Besides
investing in bonds one can also save money in a savings daccdhe wealth process at timds thus
given by

X(t) =b(t)  B(t)+ < o(t), P(t) >z te€0,T7, (3.9)

whereb(t), ¢(t) correspond to money saved in a bank and invested in bondsatesgy. We stress
the fact that dependence on maturit{gs }32, on the right hand side of (3.9) is omitted becayse)
and P(t) are treated as elements of infinite dimensional spaéesnd B, respectively. This notational
convention will also be used with respect to other proceappearing in the sequel.

As usual, the wealth process should be self-financing, saddéional requirement is supposed to
hold

dX(t) =b(t)dB(t)+ < ¢(t),dP(t) >p+ B te[0,77]. (3.10)

Condition [3.10) can be reformulated in terms of the distediportfolio’s value. To this end we need a
precise definition of the integrgl < o (¢), dP(t) >p= p. The definition below is based on the equation

B.3).

Definition 3.1 A processp taking values iri! is P-integrable if it is predictable and satisfies the follow-
ing conditions

< @(s), P(s=)S(s) >ppe ®, < pls), P(s=)(e7C") — 1) >p pe Wpp.  (3.11)



If (3.11)holds, we set:

/0 t < o(s),dP(s) >prp = / t < o(s), P(s—)S(s) >p=.p dW(s) (3.12)

0
t

—|—//<@(5),P(s—)(eG(s’m)—1) >p-p N(ds,dz); te[0,T].
0 JR

Let us notice that integrands on the right hand sidé of {3at@well defined sinc®(s—) = P(s—, -) is
a continuous function of, 7*]. Indeed, due td{318) we obtaikP (¢, T) = P(t—,T)(eCHAZM.T) _
1) and putting this value to the equalitf(t,7) = P(t—,T) + AP(t,T) we obtain P(t—,T) =

P The last function is continuous with respectlitoAs a consequence, we have

eGt,AZ(1),T) "

Pt-)S(t)e B, P(t—=)(e® —1)eB, Vtel0,T*], VzeR.

Now, let us reformulate the self-financing conditibn (3.18pplication of the integration by parts
formula to the procesX (¢) := B(t)~* X (t) and the use of {319 (3.10) yield

dX (t) =B ()"} (b(t)dB(t)+ < p(t),dP(t) > ) - <b(t)B(t)+ < p(t),P(t) > )B(t)_QdB(t)
=< ¢(t), B(t)"1dP(t) — P(t)B(t)"2dB(t) >

=< o(t),dP(t) >pp .

Summarizing, the wealth process connected with a self fingnstrategy can be identified with its
discounted value through a pdir, ) s.t.

X(t) = w—i—/ot < gO(S),dP(S) >p* B
=z +/0 < ¢(s), P(s—)S(s) >p~p dW (s)
+/Ot/R < o(s), P(s=) (%™ —1) >p. g N(ds,dzx);  te[0,T].

4 Completeness

We start this section with a definition of admissible straeg a class of strategies involved in the
definition of the market completeness.

Definition 4.1 Assume that a process taking values in! is P- integrable. Theny is an admissible
strategy if the (discounted) wealth process

/0. < ¢(s),dP(s) >p-

is a martingale. The class of all admissible strategies élldenoted byd.

The definition of admissible strategies which imposes mgatie property on the wealth process is often
considered in literature, see for example [7].



Definition 4.2 Let A be a subset in the set of ally«-measurable random variables interpreted as a set
of discounted contingent claims. The marketdi€omplete if for eachX € A there exists a strategy
¢ € A which satisfies condition

T*
X == +/ < @(t),dp(t) >pB* B, (413)
0

for somex € R. If there existsX € A s.t. condition(4.13) does not hold, then the market is not
A-complete. If the random variabl& satisfieq[4.13)then we say thak” can be replicated.

Lemmad4.3 Letp € A, ¢ € @, € ¥y ,. Assume that the proces

/¢ )W (s //1/; s,z)N (ds, dz) (4.14)

is a martingale. If the equality

x + /OT* < @(s),dP(s) >p-p=y + OT* /T* / U(s,z)N(ds, dz) (4.15)
holds for some:, y € R thenz = y and

o(s) =< p(s), P(s—)S(s) >p+5, P®\—a.s., (4.16)

(s, x) =< @(s), P(s—)(eF®) —1) >p-p, PRA@v —a.s. (4.17)

Proof: Taking expectations i (4.15) we obtain= y. The process

Mt::/ot<g0(s),dP()>B*B—/¢ )dW (s //wsm (ds, dz)
= [ (<0060 P58 25 006) AW ()

t
+/ / << Lp(s),P(s—)(eG(s’x) —1)>p=n —w(s,x)> N(ds,dz)
0o Jr
is thus a martingale equal to zero. With the use of Thedreiwg.abtain [[4.16) and (4.17). O

The fact of considering a specific class of admissible gjiesein the completeness problem is crucial in
our approach. If we are looking for a replicating strategyd@iven integrable random variabiin the
classA then we can identifyX with a martingale{E[X | 7] : t € [0,7*]}. On the other hand, in view
of the decomposition

E[X | 7] = EX+/¢X )W (s //wxsm (ds,dz),  te[0,T"],  (4.18)

and Theorer 2]1 this martingale is uniquely determined byptiocesses x, ¢'x. ThusX itself can be
identified with the integrandéx, ¢'x. In virtue of Lemmd_ 4.3 if there existsy € A satisfying [4.16)
and [4.17) withp = ¢x,1 = ¥ x thenpx is a replicating strategy faK. As a consequence, [f(4]16)
and [4.17) are not satisfied for apyc A then X can not be replicated.
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Remark 4.4 If we do not impose any restrictions on the class of strategieonly forbid the wealth
process to take negative values th€rcan not be uniquely identified with the integranglg, ¢ x given
by (4.18) An example of two different integrands such that aftergirsteng with respect to the Wiener
process give the same bounded random variable can be foyafl iex.3.10.

Our method of examining conditiors (4116), (4.17) is basethe following lemma which is an extension
of the moment problem solution, see Yosida! [10].

Lemma 4.5 LetE be a normed linear space aid an arbitrary set. Leyy : U — Randh : U — E.
Then there exists* € E* such that

g(u) =< e*,h(u) >p+p, YuelU, (4.19)
if and only if

dy>0 VneN V{B},, iR V{w}i,, u; e U holds:

I3 Bt
i=1

Proof: Necessity is obvious[ (4.20) holds with= ||e*|
subspacéM of E by

(4.20)

E

<y H iﬁih(ui)
i—1

pg+. To prove sufficiency let us define a linear

M:{eGE:e:iﬁih(ui); neN, g eR, uiGU}
i=1

and a linear transformatio#f : M — R by the formula

e* < Z /Bih(ui)> = Z Big(u).
=1 =1
Notice, that fore; = 371" | Bih(u;) andes = >0, ﬂ;h(uj) by (4.20) we obtain

& (e1) — é*(eg)( = (fjﬁig(uz-) -
i=1

7j=1

> Hotu)
<o 32 Bt = 3 Bt = e - el
i_ =1

If e; = ex thené*(e;) = €*(eq), so this transformation is well defined, because its vales tot depend
on the representation. It is also continuous and thus by #iemHBanach theorem it can be extended to
the functionale* € E* which clearly satisfie$ (4.19). O

In the sequel we use the following proposition which simeéifexamining conditions (4.116) arid (4.17).

Proposition 4.6 Let (Eq, &1, 1), (B2, &2, p2) be measurable spaces with sigma-finite measuyeg,
and(E; x Ey, & ®Es, 1 ® pe) be their product space. If two measurable functigns E; x Es — R,
f2 1 F1 x By — R satisfy condition

fi=f  meup-—as, (4.21)
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then there exists a sét; € & such that

By isof full u1 measure (4.22)
Vo € By the set {y: filz,y) = fa(z,y)} isof full us measure. (4.23)

Proof: The assertion follows from the Fubini theorem applied tofinection » = 14 where A :=

{(x’y) € By X Ey: fl(x’y) 7é f2($,y)}
]

4.1 Lévy measure with a finite support

In this section we assume that the support of the Lévy measnsists of finite number of points:
L1y L2y eeey Ty

We start with an auxiliary lemma on linear independence fifiite sequences. For the convenience of
the reader we provide its proof.

Lemma 4.7 Let M be an infinite matrix of the form

z 1 22 %3
2 2 2
22 21 2 23
M = = ,
n n n
Ak 1 2 %3

with linearly independent rows!', 22, ..., 2. Then there exists a set oflinearly independent columns
of the matrix) .

Proof: We will show that for some natural number the following finite vectors

k Lk Lk k. _
28 (m) = 27,25, ..., 2 k=1,2,..,n,

m)

are linearly independent. Assume, to the contrary, thaeémhm there exist numbers?!(m), a?(m)
,...,a’(m) such thaf "}, | o*(m) |> 0 and

n
Z of (m)2F(m) = 0. (4.24)
k=1
Without a loss of generality we can assume that
n
d lafm) =1,  Ym=1,2,...
k=1

Then there exists a subsequemnee— oo such that

ak(ml) — ak, k=1,2,..,n,

and> ;| ak |= 1. From [4.24), for each we have

Z o (my)2* (my) = 0.
k=1
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Thus, for eachn < my,

Consequently
n
Y abFm)=0, vm=12,...
k=1
Therefore we arrive at a contradiction. O

Theorem 4.8 Let us assume that the following vectors in the sp&ce
S(t), eFtbm) 1 Gltwz) _q - - (Glhan) 1 (4.25)

are linearly independenP ® A-a.s.. Then the market &'-complete. Moreover, for eack € L' there
exists a replicating strategy such that at any time it cassi$én + 1 bonds with different maturities.

Proof: In virtue of Lemmd 4.7 one can find maturitiéy , 7;,, ..., 7;,,, € J such that vectors

S(t,T,)
eG(t7$17Tij) -1
,i=1,2,...,n+1; (4.26)
eG(t7$n7Tij) -1

form a set of linearly independent vectorsRfiT!. Consider anyX € L! and the representation of the
procesE[X | F;] given by Theorerh 2]1

E[X | 7] = EX+/ dx (s)dW (s //qpx s,2)N(ds, dz). (4.27)

Letus define a strategyx (¢, T3, ); j = 1,2, ..., n+1 involving only bonds with maturitie®;, , 7;,, ..., T;, .,
as a solution of the following system of linear equations

S(taTil) S(t Tln+1) P;( 21) '@X(t7Ti1) (bX(t)
GG(t’xl’Til) -1 .. GG(t xl’Tl”‘H) -1 P( 2) CPX (t7 Tm) T,Z)X (t’ 561)
Cltan i) _ 1 GtanTi, ) 4 p(t—,Tz‘nH) x(t,Ti i) Ux (t,x,)

(4.28)

The strategy is well defined because the matrix above is ngulsir. Moreover,x is a replicating
strategy forX. Indeed, we have

T7* n+1

X =B +/0 ZP T:)ex (4, T, )dW (t)
T* n+1
/ /ZP AT )y (t, Ty, )N (dt, dx)

:EX+/ < px(t ),dP(t) >p*.B
0
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Remark 4.9 It follows from the proof of Theorem 4.8 that although theliggting portfolio contains
n + 1 different bonds, they can change with time and are deperatent

Remark 4.10 Theoreni 4.18 shows that the assumptions of Theorem 5/6. aafdbe weakened. Indeed,
due to Lemm&4l7 the problem is reduced to the system of lemaations with nonsingular matrix.
Thus additional assumption imposed on coefficierits-), (¢, -) to be analytic functions can be re-
laxed. It can also be shown that vect@s28)in B are linearly independent if and only if the functions:
S(t,T),eCt=T) — 1.4 =1,2,....,n;T € [0,T*] are linearly independent. This follows from the fact
that a set of continuous functions on the interval is lingarldependent if and only if the set of their
restrictions to a fixed dense, countable subset is lineadigpendent. Thus assumptions on linear inde-
pendence in Theorem 4.8 and in Theorem 5.6in [4] are equitale

From practical point of view it is important to answer the sfien when contingent claims can be
replicated with the use of finite number of bonds with maiesifixed at time zero. Let us notice that if
we fix T3, , T;,, ..., T;, ., € J then the method in the proof of Theoréml4.8 does not work. €hasan is
that the columns of the matrix in(4.28) become zero vectdr§ i< t and thus the system may not have
a solution. However, we have the following result.

Theorem 4.11 Let us assume that(¢, T'), v(¢, z;, T') are deterministic functions and that the functions
of variableT"

S(t,T), ClbrT) g CGleaT) _q o GlbzaT) _ (4.29)

restricted to the sel’, T*] N J, whereT < T*, form a set of linearly independent sequences for almost
all t € [0, T]. Moreover, assume that functions

S(,T), CCmT) 1 =120 Tel[l, TN J,

are analytic on the interval0, 7']. Then there exists a set of datBs, T}, , ..., T;,,,, € [T, T%] N J, such
that each integrableF7 measurable random variabl& can be replicated with the use of bonds with

maturities?;,, T;,, ..., T,

Z'n+1 -

Proof: Fix anyt € [0, 7] such that the function§ (4.29) restrictedTo7*] N .J are linearly independent.
In virtue of Lemmd4.l7 we can find maturiti€s, , T;,, ..., T;, ., € [T, T*] N J such that the matrix

Z'n+1
S(t,T;,) S, Ti,..)
eG(t,l‘l,Til) _ 1 eG(t7x1’Tin+1) _ 1
A(t) =
eG(tvxnyTi ) _ 1 eG(tvxnaTin+1) _ 1

is invertible. Moreover, the functiodet A(t),t € [0,T] is analytic and thus can be equal to zero in a
finite number of points only. As a consequence, the mat(i¥ is invertible for aimost alt € [0, 7] and
thus the systeni (4.28) has a solution on the inteffyar]. O
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4.2 Lévy measure with a concentration point

We start examining the completeness problem in a more deseiting by introducing the following
property of the Lévy measure.

Definition 4.12 The pointzg € R is a concentration point of the measuwréf there exists a sequence
{en}i2 s.t.e, N\ 0 satisfying

V{B(xo,sn)\B(:UO,enH)} >0 Vn=12, .. (4.30)
whereB(zg,e) ={r e R:|z — 20 |[< e}.

Let us notice that the condition formulated in Definition2i4 very often satisfied. For example, every
Lévy measure with a density has a concentration point. Theigallowing theorem covers a large class
of models.

Theorem 4.13 Assume that the Lévy measurehas a concentration pointy # 0. If y(¢,-,T) is
differentiable for eacht € [0,7*], T € [0, 7*] and the following condition is satisfied

T*
Vie [0,T*] F6=06(t) >0 s.t. / sup | yu(t,2,8) | ds < 0o (4.31)
t x€B(x0,0)

then the bond market is né@t*°-complete.

Proof: We will construct a bounded random variablewhich can not be represented in the fofm (4.13)
for any strategyy € .A. At the beginning we construct an auxiliary functignsuch that there is no
P-integrable process satisfying condition[{4.17).

Let {e,}5°, be a sequence satisfyirig (4.30) and define a deterministatifun ¢ by the formula

|z [ A1 for x € {B(xo,e2k4+1)\B(z0,€2042)} k=0,1,...,
P(x) = —(z[A1) for z€{B(xo,e)\B(wo,e2k41)} k=12, ...,
|z | A1 for x € (—oo,z9—¢1) U (xg+e1)U{xo}.

We will show that condition[{4.17) is not satisfied by aRyintegrable procesg. Let us fix any pair
(w,t) € Q x [0,7*] and assume that equality

A~

< (t), P(t=)(e“"™ — 1) > pe p=1)(z) (4.32)

holdsv a.s.. Thus there exists a séf(w, t) of a full » measure s.t. equality (4.32) is satisfied for each
x € A, (w,t). Due to Lemm&4l5 there exists= ~v(w, t) > 0 such that

VneN V{ﬁz ?:1, ﬁl eR V{xi}?zl, x; € A,,(w,t)

> Busla)
=1
Let us notice that due t6 (4.80) we have

V{Ay(w,t) N {B(xo,en)\B(:vo,enH)}} >0

<4 S Pyt <) (4.33)
=1

14



so we can choose a sequereg };° ; S.t.
ar € Al/(wat) N {B(xo,ﬁk)\B($0,€k+1)} Vk= 1,2,...

Let us examine the condition (4133) with= 2, 5, = 1,8, = —1 andzy = agk11, T2 = agkyo for
k =0,1,.... Then the left hand side df{4.33) is of the form

%‘ﬁlw(aﬂﬁl) + ﬁzw(a%w)‘ = %((! agk+1 | A1) + (| agera [ A 1))

and thus satisfies

Jim %‘ﬁﬂﬂ(a%u) + 52¢((12k+2)‘ = M # 0.

In estimating of the right hand side &f (4133) we will use thequality [4.34) and (4.35) below.
In view of (4.31) we have

T
sup sup |Gt T) [<swp swp [ |5(tas) |ds
TeJ zeB(x0,0) TeJ zeB(zo,0) Jt

T
<swp [ sup () |ds
TeJJt  z€B(x0,0)

T
<swp [ {I(tw0.) |+ swp [ ftn,s) |2 }ds
TeJ Jt z€B(x0,0)

T* T*

< / | v(t, xo,8) | ds + 25/ sup | 7,(t, 3, 5) | ds < oo. (4.34)
t t x€B(x0,0)

The condition[(4.31) implies differentiability @¥ (¢, -, 7") and the following estimation

T
sup sup | Gl(t.n.T) | =swp swp | [l s)ds |
TeJ zeB(xo,0) TeJ zeB(xo,9) t

T*
< / sup | W;(t,x,s) | ds < 0. (4.35)
t z€B(x0,0)

The right hand side of (4.33) can be estimated as follows

| et — 1) = P(e—)(eSlesn — )|

= sup P(t_,T)(eG(t7a2k+17T) —1) - p(t_,T)(eG(t,a%ﬂ,T) —1)
TeJd

< sup |P(t—, T)| sup [eFHazr1T) _ eG(t’“%“’T)‘.
TeJ TeJ

The first supremum is finite sinde(t—, -) is a continuous function. To deal with the second supremum
let us notice that for sufficiently largethe pointsasy 11, agx1o are inB(zg, §) and thus we have

d
sup |e“hozken ) — Glhaz2 T < gup - sup ‘—GG(t’$’T)" | a1 — azk+2 |
Ted TeJ veB(xo,8) | AT
/
<sup swp dOEDl sy sup |Gl T) | [ asgn —aga | (4.36)
TeJ zeB(zo,0) TeJ zeB(zo,0)
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In view of (4.34) and[(4.35) we see that the last factof in@#@es td) whenk — co.

Thus we conclude that condition(4133) is not satisfied for an¢) € Q x [0,7*] and thus[(4.32)
does not hold, — a.s. for any (w,t) € Q x [0,7*]. As a consequence of Propositionl4.6 there is no
P-integrable process satisfying (4117).

Now, with the use of the functiott, we construct a bounded random varialdllevhich can not be repli-
cated.

Itis clear that) € ¥y ». Let us define the stopping timg by

T, = inf{¢ : (/ /q,z) N(ds,dz)| > k} A T*

and choose a numbeép s.t. the sef (w, 7%, (w));w € Q} C Q x [0, 7] is of positive P ® A measure.
Then the proces$(m)1(077k0](s) is predictable and bounded. The random variable

T* 5
X:/O /qu(x)l(ojko}(s)]\f(ds,dx) (4.37)

is thus well defined and it is also bounded becausd, [, v (z)N(ds,dz)| < 1. For any(w,t) €
{(w, 1k, (w));w € Q} condition [4.3B) is not satisfied-a.s.. As a consequence of Proposition 4.6
condition [Z.1¥) is not satisfied by ary- integrable process. Moreovef, fR¢(s,x)N (ds,dx) is a
martingale. As a consequence of Lenima 4.3 there is no adeissiategy which replicatek. O

4.3 Lévy measure with a discrete support

In this section we consider the Lévy measure with a supparsisting of infinite number of discrete
points denoted byx;}5°,. To exclude the case studied in Secfiori 4.2 we assume thsaipipert has no
concentration point, so the sequence satisfies

lim | z; |= o0 (4.38)

1—00

Let us notice, that in this case the Lévy measure is a sequemesitive numbergv(z;)}5°,; which,
due to relationf, | = | A 1 v(dx) < oo, satisfies condition

Zl/ ({x;i}) < 0. (4.39)
1=1

In the following theorem we show that under additional ctindiimposed on the coefficientwe obtain
a result on incompleteness.

Theorem 4.14 Assume that the following set
A= {(w,t) cQx[0,T"] st Gt.a;,T)<0 VT €[0,T"] Vi= 1,2,...}

is of positiveP ® A measure. Then the market is not-complete.
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Proof: We construct a random variablé € L? which can not be represented in the fofm (4.13). At the
beginning, using conditior_(4.89), let us define a sequérice;) }7°, which depends neither ennort
in the following way

T L
plag) = { VR Tor =ik (4.40)
0 for i # i,
whereij, := inf {z cv(xy) < k%,} This sequence satisfies the following two conditions
lim sup | ¢¥(z;) |= oo, (4.41)
1—>00
oo o0 1
Do) Pr({z)) <) 5 <o (4.42)
i=1 k=1
We show that the representatién (4.17) which we write in dnenf
< o(t), P(t=)(e™) —1) >pe p=(z;) Vi=12,.., (4.43)

does not hold? ® A ® v-a.s. for anyP integrable process. Let us fix (w, t) € A and assume to the
contrary that[(4.43) is satisfied for sorp€¢t). Then by Lemma4l5 there exists= ~(w,t) > 0 such
that

VneN V{Btio1, Br €R V{z; }ry

| Bevai)| < 9| Yo P — 1| (4.44)
k=1 k=1
Let us check[(4.44) with = 1, 31 = 1 and forz; = 1,2, ... successively, that is
‘1/)(:61) < 7y sup P(t—,T)(eG(t’mi’T) — 1)‘ Vi=1,2,... (4.45)

TeJ

By the definition of the setl for anyi = 1,2, ... we have
| CtaT) _11<1 VT el
Using the inequality

sup | P(t—, T)(eC®mT) — 1)‘ < sup p(t,T)‘ -sup |Gtz _ g

TeJ TeJ TeJ

and the fact thaP(, -) is continuous we see that

lim sup sup | P(t—, T')(eG®=T) — 1)‘ < 0.
i—oo TeJ

However, recall that the left hand side bf (4.45) satisfiedd¥ so the required constantloes not exist.

We have shown that for anfy, t) € A the representation (4.43) does not hold. Bug A(A4) > 0, so

in view of Propositiori 416, the representation (4.43) dagshold P @ A ® v-a.s. for anyP-integrable

process.
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In view of (4.42) we see that € ¥, » and that the procesf [ Y ()N (ds, dzx) is a martingale. Thus
with the use of Lemm@a 4.3 we conclude that the following randariable

X = /0 v /R Y(z)N(ds, dz) (4.46)

can not be replicated by strategies from the cldsBy application isometric formula t& we obtain
that X is square integrable. d

The next theorems are based on the behavior of the expre$siéf, z;) || for largei. Since their
proofs are similar to those presented earlier, we provideskietches only.

Theorem 4.15 If the following condition holds

liminf || G(¢,z;) | =0, P®X—a.s. (4.47)

then the market in nat°>°-complete.

Proof: The condition[[4.417) implies

liminf || e“®®) — 1 ||p< lim el¢E2dlz —1 =9

For«(x;) = 1 condition [4.45) is thus not satisfied what we can check byutalinglim inf; for both
sides.

The bounded random variable which can not be replicatednstoacted in the same way as in the proof
of Theorem[(4.13), see formula(4]37). O

Theorem 4.16 If the set

A= {(w,t) €N x[0, 7% : Ja = a(w,t);0 < a < 00 s.t.
lim || G(t @) |lp= o} (4.48)
is of positiveP ® \ measure then the market in nbt-complete.

Proof: We user constructed in the proof of Theordm 4.14, given by the foar{dl40). Then[(4.48)
implies that

| () |

BG(tvmi) _ 1 ||B =

lim sup

and thus conditiori{4.45) does not hold. A square integnatridom variable which can not be replicated
is given by [4.46). O

To study the case wheh G(¢,z;) || s tends to infinity we restrict ourselves to the linear form loé t
coefficient~, i.e. v(t,x,T) = ~(t,T)z. This is done to simplify a formulation of the next theorem.
Notice that in this case we hav¥(t, z,T) = G(t,T)x.
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Theorem 4.17 Assume that(t, z, T') = ~(t, T)x. If there exists a constaidt > 0 such that the set
A={(w,) € Qx[0,T:| GE.T) | p< G}

is of positiveP ® A\ measure and the Lévy measure has exponential moment ofzﬁrfaeuc ¢) for some
e>0,l.e.

(e}

ZBQ(GJFE)'%‘V({:CZ'}) < 0,

=1
then the market is nat?-complete.
Proof: Define
() = eCHoleil =19
For any(w, t) € A, condition [4.45) is not satisfied because we have

N 1 N £ C N

imoo || G — 1 |[g = iSoo | Glad — 1|

As a consequence the following random variable

X = /OT*/R¢(90)]\7(ds,d:v)

can not be replicated and it is square integrable because

oo

T* N
E(X?) = E/ ZeQ(GJrE)'mi'y({xi})ds < 0.
0 =1

0

Remark 4.18 In this paper we assume that only bonds with maturitieg inan be traded and thus
we accepted3 for the state space. However, if we admit for the portfoliastauction all bonds with
maturities in[0, 7| and the state spad€([0,7]) - a space of continuous functions with the supremum
norm, then all the results remain true. This is because fgr@mntinuous functiot : [0, 7*] — R we
have

Ihllz = sup [ A(T) [= sup [ R(T) = [[hllcor)
TeJ Te[0,T%]

and thus all the arguments based on the normBircan be automatically replaced by the norm in
C([0,77]).
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