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ABSTRACT: The aim of this work is to study risk measures generated by distortion functions in a

dynamic discrete time setup, and to investigate the corresponding dynamic coherent ac-
ceptability indices (DCAIs) generated by families of such risk measures. First we show
that conditional version of Choquet integrals indeed are dynamic coherent risk measures
(DCRMs), and also introduce the class of dynamic weighted value at risk measures. We
prove that these two classes of risk measures coincides. In the spirit of robust represen-
tations theorem for DCAIs, we establish some relevant properties of families of DCRMs
generated by distortion functions, and then define and study the corresponding DCAISs.
Second, we study the time consistency of DCRMs and DCAIs generated by distortion
functions. In particular, we prove that such DCRMs are sub-martingale time consistent,
but they are not super-martingale time consistent. We also show that DCRMs generated
by distortion functions are not weakly acceptance time consistent. We also present sev-
eral widely used classes of distortion functions and derive some new representations of
these distortions.
This manuscript is also complimented with a technical appendix, where we collect a
series of results and proofs. In particular, we prove that the dynamic risk measures gen-
erated by regular distortion functions are indeed dynamic coherent risk measures. Simi-
larly, we provide the detailed proof that the acceptability indices generated by distortion
functions are dynamic coherent acceptability indices. We also present some properties of
conditional quantiles, conditional V@R and conditional AV@R.
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1 Introduction

The aim of this paper is to study various types of time consistency of a class of Dynamic Coherent
Risk Measures (DCRMs) that are generated by distortion functions, as well as time consistency of
the corresponding Dynamic Coherent Acceptability Indices (DCAISs).

Risk and performance measures have been staying at the core of finance and insurance in-
dustries, successfully used as tools for computing the regulatory capital requirement, in wealth
management, as well as in pricing and hedging complex derivatives through a nonlinear setup.
In the seminal paper by Artzner et al [ADEH99], the authors proposed a systematic approach in
studying coherent risk measures (CRM), in a static (one period time) framework, as real valued
functions acting on random P&Ls, that satisfies a set of desired axioms. Namely, with L> denot-
ing the space of (essentially) bounded random variables on some probability space (Q,.#,P), a
static coherent risk measure is a function p : L*® — [—o00, 00] that is monotone decreasing, cash-
additive, sub-additive and positive homogeneous (see Section 3 for details). It was shown that
such functions admit different representations, usually derived in the context of convex analysis
and duality theory. There exists a vast literature dedicated to extensions of coherent risk measures
theory to various degrees.

In the static setup, the natural pathway was to impose a different, usually smaller, set of ax-
ioms or to considering a larger spaces on which these functions are defined. We refer the reader
to [DK13] and references therein for a detailed overview of general theory of risk measures (con-
vex, monetary, quasi-convex, etc). One important class of coherent risk measures consists of the
coherent risk measures generated by distortion functions, introduced in [FS04], that take the form

P'(X) = = [ yauw(®x <)), (1.1)

where the distortion function ¢ : [0,1] — [0, 1] is non-decreasing and y(0) = 0, (1) = 1. The
name distortion is apparent - the function 1 distorts the tails of the distribution of the random
variable X, which in the context of risk management corresponds to distorting of the distribution
of the large or extreme losses and gains. Clearly, if 1p(x) = x, then p¥ is the negative of the (linear)
expectation, hence no distortions. Respectively, p}l’ with any other distortion function will actu-
ally distort the distribution of the P&L tails. We also note that from mathematical point of view
p¥ is closely related to Choquet integrals. The general structure of this class of risk measures is
well studied in the static case, originated with the eminent Kusoka result on law-invariant convex
risk measures [Kus01]; see also [Shal3] and [FS04, Chapter 4]. In particular, it was proved that
the class of (static) law-invariant, comonotone coherent risk measures coincides with the class of
coherent risk measures generated by distortion functions. Moreover, this class of risk measures
corresponds to the so-called weighted value of risk (WV@R) measures; see, for instance, [Che06]
for a comprehensive study of these measures in static case and their applications to risk manage-
ment. We also mention [BPV22] for a discussion of distortion risk measures in the context of model
uncertainty. Using a similar axiomatic approach, in [CMO09] the authors introduce a class of perfor-
mance measures, called Coherent Acceptability Indices (CAI), as functions  : L*® — [0, +o0], that
are monotone increasing, scale invariant and quasi-concave. Under some technical continuity as-
sumptions, it can be shown that any CAI « can be characterized by a family of CRMs {p*, x > 0}.
In particular, each p* can be generated by a distortion function. Applications of these types of per-
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formance measures go beyond the risk management, and were successfully applied, for example,
in portfolio management and pricing of derivatives (cf. [MS16] and references therein).

Another significant avenue of research is focused on extending the risk and performance mea-
sures to a dynamic setup, either in discrete or continuous time framework. Naturally, a dy-
namic risk or performance measure should take into account the flow of information, which can
be achieved by considering the conditional (in probability sense) versions of the corresponding
properties such as monotonicity, positive homogeneity, cash-additivity, scale invariance, quasi-
concavity, etc. Alternatively, one can ‘condition” at each time t a given representation of a CRM or
CA]I, and then study its properties. However, we emphasize that a dynamic risk measure is not just
a sequence of conditional static risk measures adapted to the underlying filtration. Additionally,
one must address the issue of measuring riskiness and/or holding preferences consistently over
time. This is typically achieved by imposing an additional axiom called time consistency. There
is an extensive literature on DCRMs (see survey [AP11]), and more recently on DCAISs, as well as
time consistency in decision making in general. With very few exceptions, for dynamic risk mea-
sures, the strong form of time consistency was invoked: if p;11(X) = pi4+1(Y), then p;(X) = p:(Y).
In addition to admitting a reasonable economic interpretation, using properties of DCRM, this
form of time consistency can be written as a recursive relationship p;(X) = p:(—p¢+1(X)), which
can be conveniently used in stochastic control problems with DCRM criteria to derive the Bellman
equations, or to link dynamic risk measures to BSDEs or BSAEs. On the other hand, there are
many other forms of time consistency, some suitable for some classes of measures or applications,
while others in principle can not be satisfied by some risk or performance measures. For exam-
ple, as shown in [BCZ14, BCDK16], a DCAI can never be strong time consistent. From decision
making point of view, time consistency is at the heart of the inter-temporal problems. We refer the
readers to the survey [BCP17], where the authors give a comprehensive study of various types of
time consistency for both dynamic risk and performance measures, in a discrete time setup, based
on the unified approach to time-consistency introduced in [BCP18].

With this at hand, one may ask: what is the dynamic counterpart of p¥, and of DCAI gen-
erated by distortion functions? What forms of time consistency do these measures satisfy? This
paper is the first attempt to investigate these questions. In Section 2 we start introducing the no-
tations, and give some preliminary results about distortion functions. In Section 3, we define and
study DCRMs and DCAIs generated by distortion functions. It is tempting, to use representation
(1.1), and define the dynamic p¥ as follows. Let (Q, .%#, { % };c7, P) be a filtered probability space,
where the increasing collection of o-algebras .%;, t € T, models the flow of information accumu-
lated through time, and take X € L*(.%7), that models the terminal P&L of a given investment.
Denote by LY(.%;) the set of all .#-measurable random variables taking values in [—co, +0c0]. De-
fine the risk measure p¥ : L®(#r) — (%), as

ol (X) == [ ydw(B(X <y| 7). (12)

We prove that p}p indeed satisfies the axioms of DCRM. Also here we extend the notion of Weighted
Value at Risk (WV@R) to the dynamic setup, and establish the correspondence between DCRM
generated by distortions and the dynamic WV@R. Also here, we present the definition and prop-
erties of DCAIs generated by families of distortion functions. Section 3.1 is dedicated to four im-
portant examples of distortion functions widely used in risk management, MINVAR, MAXVAR,
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MINMAXVAR and MAXMINVAR [CMO09]. For distortion functions corresponding to MINVAR
and MAXVAR we derive some new representations. Time consistency - the central topic of this pa-
per - is investigated in Section 4. We first note that thanks to [KS09], for any 1) different from iden-
tity, p¥ is not strongly time consistent, and hence majority of existing theoretical results on DCRM
do not apply. We prove that p¥ is sub-martingale time consistent, but it is not super-martingale
time consistent (see Section 4.1.3). Moreover, we show that DCRMs generated by distortion func-
tions are not even weakly acceptance time consistent; Section 4.1.4. In Section 4.2 we study the
time consistency of DCAIs. We collect in the Appendix A some auxiliary definitions and results.

Finally we note that for the sake of brevity, the proofs of some results are deferred to the
Supplement B. Although these results are new and important, in the authors opinions their proofs
are standard, albeit lengthy and sometimes technical, and hence presented as a technical online
supplement.

2 Preliminaries

Let T be a fixed and finite time horizon, and let 7 := {0, 1, ..., T}. We consider a filtered probability
space (Q, .7 ,{Z}ie7,P), with Zy = {0, Q} and .# = Z7. Throughout, we will use the notations
L*® = L*(Q,.#,P), L = L*(Q,#,P),t € T, and L{° the set of all non-negative random
variables in L°, for t € 7. As usual, all equalities and inequalities will be understood in P-almost
surely sense unless otherwise stated. The set of all probability measures on [0, 1] is denoted by
P[0, 1].

We recall that for any real-valued random variable X : (Q,.#) — (R,B(R)) there exists a
reqular conditional distribution of X given the o-algebra .%;. That is, there exits a null set NtX € %,
such that for any w € Q\NX and any B € B(R), we have that P(X € B|.%;)(w) is a distribution
function (cf. [Kle13, Theorem 8.29]). In what follows, conditional probabilities will be understood
in this sense, and since the set NX := U;c7NX is also a null set, and we will use it conveniently
instead of Ny, forallt € T.

Definition 2.1. A non-decreasing mapping 1 : [0,1] — [0, 1] is called a distortion function if (0) =
0, ¥(1) = 1. A distortion function is reqular if it is concave and continuous. The set of regular
distortion functions will be denoted by Y.

Next result gives a connection between concave and continuous distortion functions, further
clarifying the notion of regular distortion function.

Lemma 2.2. For any concave distortion function y except the identity function, we have that P(x) > x
forany x € (0,1). Moreover, any concave distortion 1 is continuous on (0, 1].

The proof of Lemma 2.2 is deferred to the Supplement B.

In view of this result, a concave distortion function which is also continuous at x = 0 is regular.
Unless otherwise stated, in this work we consider only regular distortion functions.
We will be also using a particular type of distortion functions given by

1
Puly) = /M /(] “u(ds)dz, ye[o1], @.1)

for some p € P[0, 1]. We refer the reader to [Che06, FS04] for properties of this class of distortions.
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Remark 2.3. It can be shown (cf. [FS04, Lemma 4.63]) that (2.1) establishes a one-to-one corre-
spondence between probability measures pu € P[0, 1] and concave distortion functions 1. More-
over, ¥, is continuous on [0,1] if and only if u({0}) = 0. Given a concave distortion func-
tion 1), the probability measure p such that 1, = 1 has the induced distribution function F on
(10,1], B([0,1])) given by

0, y=0
Fly)=qv(y) —y() (), 0<y<1 (2.2)
L y=1,

where 1)/_ is the right derivative. In particular, if (1p+)/ (1-) > 0, F is discontinuous at point 1
with jump size ()" (1-).

3 DCRM and DCAI generated by distortion functions

In this section we will introduce classes of dynamic risk measures and dynamic performance mea-
sures generated by distortion functions, and investigate various convenient representations of
such measures.

In the context of risk and performance measures, the elements X € L* should be viewed as
terminal discounted Profit and Losses (P&L) of a financial position or portfolio. A risk measure is
meant to determine the riskiness of such positions, measured in the same currency units as X.

Definition 3.1. A Dynamic Coherent Risk Measure (DCRM) is a function p : 7 x L® x Q — R
that is adapted, normalized, local, cash-additive, monotone decreasing, sub-additive and positive
homogeneous (see Appendix A for details).

Usually, an additional property called time consistency is imposed on DCRMs. The impor-
tance of time consistency property is imperative - it relates the agent’s preferences through time in
a consistent way. One of the main goals of this paper is to investigate this property for a large class
of DCRMs and DCAISs; see Section 4. We refer the reader to [AP11] for a servey of time consis-
tency of DCRMs, and more recently to the survey [BCP17], where the authors give a comprehen-
sive study of various types of time consistency for both dynamic risk measures and performance
measures, in a discrete time setup.

Since the pioneering works [ADEH97, ADEH99], considerable body of literature was devoted
to describe DCRMs and other similar class of functions satisfying certain set of desired axioms un-
der names of convex risk measures, monetary risk measures, acceptability indices, as well as their
dynamic counterparts; cf. [DK13, BCDK16] for some general results an literature review. Standard
results in this field would be dual representations sometimes also called robust representations.
For example, it can be proved that in a static setup, 7 = {0, 1}, a coherent risk measure admits
the following representation

p(X) = — inf Eq(X), (3.1)
where Q is a nonempty set of probability measures, absolutely continuous with respect to P. Dif-
ferent sets Q would generated different risk measures. The robust representation (3.1), in addition
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to being useful for theoretical developments, also gives alternative interpretations of risk mea-
sures. For example, the set of probabilities Q can be viewed as plausible scenarios, in which case,
the value of p(X) is equal to the worst expected P&L under possible scenarios. On the other
hand, using (3.1) for efficient computations could be challenging, unless the extreme measure Q
is known. In many applications, one would usually use risk measures given by explicit analytical
formulas. One large and important class of such risk measures are DCRMs generated by distortion
functions, given by

PP(X) = = [ yap(B(X < ). (3.2)

It is clear that p’ with (x) = x becomes the negative of (linear) expectation, and for any other
P € Y the distribution of the tails of the random variable X will be distorted, which in the context
of risk management corresponds to distorting distribution of the large or extreme losses and gains.
The general structure of this class of risk measures in the static setup is well studied, originated with
the eminent Kusoka result on law-invariant convex risk measures [Kus01]; see also [Shal3] and
[FS04, Chapter 4]. In particular, it was proved that the class of (static) law-invariant, comonotone
coherent risk measures coincides with the class of coherent risk measures generated by distortion
functions. Moreover, it is known that this class of risk measures corresponds to the so-called
weighted value of risk (WV@R) measures; see, for instance, [Che(06] for a comprehensive study
of these measures in static case and their applications to risk management. However, to the best
of our knowledge, the dynamic counterpart of (3.2) is not formally studied, and first goal of this
paper is to fill this gap.

Next, we introduce the key object in this paper, that, as seen below, corresponds to the dynamic
version of (1.2). Forany € ¥, X € L* and t € T, we define

pl(x) = |

000 P BX >V | %))der/(_ o PEEX >y | 7)) —1]dy,  33)
which can be viewed as the conditional Choquet integral [FS04, Section 4.6].
Proposition 3.2. For any 1 € Y, the mapping p¥ is a law-invariant DCRM.

Proof. Law-invariance of p}p is clear. Verification of properties of DCRM follow by somewhat
standard but lengthy arguments. The main technical difficulties are related to the measurability
issues and giving sense to conditional quantities through regular conditional distributions. The
detailed proof is deferred to the Supplement B O

We call p¥ the DCRM generated by the distortion function {. Using integration by parts, DCRMs
generated by regular distortion functions admit the following alternative representation

pP(X) = = [ yan(®X <y| 7). G4
Here we briefly extend some of the relevant results to the dynamic setup.

Definition 3.3. Given a probability measure . € P[0, 1], the dynamic weighted value at risk (AWV@R)
is defined as

dWV@RH(X) := ( ]AV@R“(X | Z)u(da), XeL® teT, (3.5)
0,1

where AV@R,, is the conditional average value at risk.
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The conditional average value at risk is defined by analogy to the regular average value at risk
through the conditional quantiles or value at risk. The delicate part is to give proper probabilistic
meaning to these quantities, which we briefly present in Appendix A. Detailed proofs of some
relevant properties are deferred to the Supplement B.

Next result gives alternative representation of dAWV@R"(X) by means of conditional quantile
function. Please refer to Definition A.1 in the Appendix 1 for the definition of g (X | 7).

Lemma 3.4. Let u € P([0,1]) and denote by 1P;L, . the right hand derivative of 1. Then,
AWVRI(X)(@) =~ [ af (X | F) (@), () dz, )

forany X € L®, t € T and w € Q\NX.

Proof. In view of (A.1) we have

AWVERY(X) (@) = — [~ [ 42(X| ) (@) deu(da)
(0,1] & J(0,x)

Next, we prove that dAWV@R" is a DCRM generated by a distortion function.

Theorem 3.5. Let p be a given probability measure on [0,1]. Then, for any X € L*®, t € T, and
w € Q\N¥X,
dWV@R} (X)(w) = p}" (X)(w).

Hence, AWV@R* (X)) is a law-invariant DCRM.

Proof. First we consider X > 0. By Lemma 3.4 and the definition of conditional upper quantile,
we have

dWVeR}(X)(w) = — / o )sup{y ERIPX<y| F)(w) < z}tl);w(z) dz

N / 01) / P(X<y | 7)(w)<z YWy 4 (2) dz
T ,/[O,oo) /(0,1) Up(xey | 7)(w)<=Wp+ (2) dzdy
o /[o,oo> 1= (PX <y|F)(w)]dy

N /(_oo,o) [ (P(=X>y | F)(w)) —1]dy

= p}" (X)(w).

If X € L*°, we consider X’ = X + C > 0, where C = ess sup X. Hence, from the above, combined
with cash-additivity of p;p”, yield

dWV@RHM(X') = p(X) — C.
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On the other hand, by (3.5) and cash-additivity of AV@R,, we get
dWV@R’t“(X’) = dWVeR}(X) — C.
This concludes the proof. O

Corollary 3.6. Theorem 3.5 implies that any DCRM generated by a distortion function is also
a dWV@R* corresponding to a probability measure p. Hence, all financial interpretations of
dWV@R* apply to p¥», and additionally, (3.5) and (3.6) provide alternative methods to compute

pY.

The notion of static Coherent Acceptability Index (CAI) was introduced in [CM06], in the same
axiomatic spirit of CRM, aiming to generalize the known performance measures such as Sharpe
ratio, gain to loss ratio, risk adjusted return on capital, etc. The dynamic coherent acceptabil-
ity indices (DCAISs), in a discrete time setup, were first introduced and studied in [BCZ14], and
consequently in [BCIR13, BCC15, BCDK16, BBN14].

Definition 3.7. A DCAI is a function « : 7 x L™ x Q — [0, oo] that is adapted, local, quasi-
concave, monotone increasing and scale invariant.

Similar to DCRM, we study time consistency of DCAI separately, in next section. Under some
technical continuity assumptions, it was proved that a DCAI «; can be uniquely identified with
a family pf, x € [0,+o0), of DCRMs. We focus our attention on the case when p*,x > 0, are
generated by distortion functions. This is motivated, in particular, by the extensive use of the
static CAls generated by distortion function in various applications from finance (cf. [MS16]).

Let us introduce some definitions and discuss some properties of families of distortion func-
tions and the corresponding DCRMs. In what follows, we assume that the underlying probability
space is atomless.

Definition 3.8. A family, indexed by x > 0, of distortion functions (¢x)y0, is called increasing, if
Yy, () < Py, (y) forany y € [0,1] and 0 < x7 < x,. Respectively, it is called right continuous, if
lim Y2 (y) = Px(y) forall y € [0,1] and x > 0.

Z—X

Definition 3.9. A family, indexed by x > 0, of DCRMs (p¥*),~, is called increasing, if pl‘bxl (X) <

p;!)xz (X) forany X € L*,t € T and 0 < x1 < xp. Respectively, it is called right continuous, if
lim p*(X) = p{"(X) forall X € L, t € T and x > 0.
Z—X

Lemma 3.10. A family of DCRMs (p¥*)y~0 is increasing if and only if (1 )y>o is an increasing family
of reqular distortion functions. Moreover, a family of DCRMs (p¥*)~ is right continuous if and only if
(Yx) x>0 is a right continuous family of reqular distortion functions.

The proof of Lemma 3.10 can be found in accompanying supplement.
Remark 3.11. Several notes are in order:
¢ The assumption made above that probability space is atomless means that a probability

space supports random variables with continuous distribution if and only if such probabil-
ity space is atomless; for details see [FS04, Proposition A.27]. We use this in the proof of
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Lemma 3.10 to ensure that X = 1 with probability y* exists. If atomless property does not
hold, then generally speaking the ‘only if” directions in Lemma 3.10 does not hold either.
However, Lemma 3.10 may still hold true for a probability space with atomes, if the atoms do
not affect the distribution of X.

* A family of DCRMs (p¥*),~0 being increasing does not necessarily imply that the family of
(Px) x>0 is increasing; see Example B.10.

* A family of DCRMs (p¥*),~ being right continuous does not necessarily imply that () =0
is a right continuous family of distortion functions; see Example B.10.

Given an increasing family of distortion functions ¥ = (¢y)x>0. Forany t € 7, X € L* and
w € Q\NX, we define

! (X) (@) = sup {x € Ry | p*(X)(w) <0}, (3.7)
with convention sup () = 0. Moreover, for any w € NX we let &} (X)(w) = 0.

Proposition 3.12. The mapping o, t € T, is a law-invariant DCAL

The proof of this result, thanks to the robust representations results for DCAIs, follows from
[BBN14] or [BCDK16]. For the sake of completeness, a direct proof by verifying the required
properties of DCAI is also presented in the Supplement B.

3.1 Families of DCRMs

In this section we give several important examples of families of DCRMs that generate DCAIs.
These examples are based on families of distortion functions introduced in [CM09], that lead to
the so-called MINVAR, MAXVAR, MAXMINVAR and MINMAXVAR risk measures. As already
mentioned, the corresponding CAIs were successfully used, in a static setup, in a series of pa-
pers and monographs devoted to conic finance [MS16, MS11b, MS11a]. Here we will present the
dynamic counterpart of these measures.

3.1.1 Dynamic MINVAR

Consider the following family of regular distortion functions
W) =1-(1 -y, xeRy, ye(01].

Clearly this is an increasing and continuous family of distortions. As next result shows, the prob-
ability measure p from (2.1) can be computed explicitly for these examples.

Proposition 3.13. Given x € Ry, let p € P[0,1] be such that ¥, = PMNVAR Then, yu follows
Beta(2, x) distribution.

Proof. Let F denote the distribution function of p. By (2.2), for any y € [0, 1], we have

Fiy)=1—-(1—y) "' —(x+Dy(1—y)* =1-(1—y)" —xy(1—y)*

=1-(1-y)* —xy(1—y)* = L(Lx) —xy(1—y)*
= Iy(l,X) — :V(Bl(l_,;cy)) = I]/(zl .X'),
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where I;(2, x) is the regularized incomplete beta function and B(1, x) = M) 1. Note that F

I(1+4x)
is exactly the cumulative distribution function of the beta distribution Beta(2, x). ]
. . . . . . . . MINVAR
Similar to [CM09], we provide an intuitive interpretation of p,™ . Namely, for any x € Z,

and t € T, it holds that

l!)yINVAR

o (X) = -E[Y| %], with YZmin{Xy,...,Xe11},

where Xj, ..., X, 41 are identically distributed as X and mutually conditionally independent given
Z;. Indeed,

+oo +oo
“E[Y | 7] = —/ ydP(Y < y| ) = —/ yd(1— P(min {X, ..., Xer1} > y | 7))

—00

400 x+1 400
—— [ v -TIRCG >y 7)) = - [ a1 (1= Fe 5 ()

—o0 i=1 —o0
+oo MINVAR
= [ _ ydytR (Fx1a) =p (X

The DAI generated by p¥" " is denoted by aMINVAR

3.1.2 Dynamic MAXVAR
The DCRM called dynamic MAXVAR is generated by the following family of distortions

1
g\c/IAXVAR(y) =y, xeRy, ye [0,1],

with the corresponding p € P[0, 1] from (2.1) given in the next result.

Proposition 3.14. For a fixed x € R, let i be the probability measure such that \,, = PMAXVAR Then,

X A 1 5
T xrir T x1v

7

where i follows the power with density f;(y) o y~¥1, and &, is the Dirac measure at 1.

Proof. By (2.2), the distribution function of u is given by

0, y=0
F(y) = £3y1, 0<y<1
1, y=1

Note that F is discontinuous at 1 since,

1
x+1°

H({1}) = (BROAR) (1) = T

This completes the proof. O
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Next, we will show that for fixed x € Z, andt € T,
YMAXVAR . d
P (X) = —-E[Y | %], withX =max{Yy,...,Yxs1},
where Y7, ..., Y, are identically distributed as Y and mutually conditionally independent given
#. This, in particular, justifies the name MAXVAR; see also [CM09]. Indeed, since

Fxi7(y) =P(max{Yy,...,Yar1} <y | F) =PMV1 < y,..., Yo1 <y | F)

x+1

= Q P(Y; <y | %) = (Fy5 )",

1
we have that Fy) 5, (y) = (Fx|5 (y)) =7 = $YAVAR(Fy 5, (y)). Hence,

+00 too
—E[Y | F] =~ [ ydP(Y <y| ) = [ " ydgdR (B ()

l‘bg\:/IAXVAR

:pt

3.1.3 Dynamic MAXMINVAR and MINMAXVAR

Similarly to the previous examples, one can elevate the MAXMINVAR and MINMAXVAR defined
in [CMO09] to the dynamic (conditional) setup, respectively considering the families of distortion

functions
1

1 1
AN () = (1 (1)) T, MMy =1 (1)
where x € R, y € [0,1].
Moreover, one can prove that for a fixed x € Z, and t € T,
1/)};/IAXMIN

. d .
P/ (X) = -E[Y | #], with max{Yy,...,Yyr1} =min{Xy,..., X1},

where Xj, ..., Xy41 are identically distributed as X and Y7, ..., Yy, are identically distributed as
Y, and both sequences are mutually conditionally independent given .%;, and respectively,

pPNX) = —E[Y | #), withY £ min{Zy,..., Zvi}, X L max{Z,..., Ze11},
where Z1,...,Z, 1 are random variables identically distributed as Z and mutually conditionally

independent given .%;.
Finally, we want to mention that i € P[0, 1] corresponding to YMAXMIN op ypy MINMAX qneg not
follow a classical distribution, hence they are not presented here.

4 Time consistency of measures generated by distortion functions

Time consistency in decision making is a large topic with many existing fundamental results. We
refer to the survey [BCP17], where the authors present a comprehensive literature review and
discuss different frameworks to study time consistency for risk or performance measures that
admit numerical representations. Here, we will use the approach to time consistency developed
in [BCP18]. For convenience, we list the relevant forms of time consistency in Appendix A. We
assume the setup of Section 3, and in particular we consider an atomless filtered probability space.
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4.1 Time consistency of p¥

We recall that if 1 = Id is the identity function, then p'(X) = E(—X | .%). This extreme case
naturally satisfies all forms of time consistency. Therefore, in this section we omit this trivial case,
and unless otherwise specified, we assume that 1p # Id.

As already mentioned, oV is never strong time consistent (i.e. recurrent), except for 1p identity,
but as we will show, it satisfies weaker forms of time consistency.

4.1.1 Sub-martingale and weakly rejection time consistency

Theorem 4.1. For any ¢ € Y, the DCRM p" is sub-martingale time consistent.

Proof. Lett,s € T such thatt <s. Then, first by Fubini’s theorem and then by Jensen’s inequality,
we deduce

Il
—

(=)

BoH(X) | #) = [ BOECX> 2|2 dy+ [ E(WEX > y)2) ~1]17) dy

0,00)

IN

HECX >y F)dy s [ X > y] ) 1]dy
().

[

I
8
<

The proof is complete. O

In view of [BCP17, Proposition 5.4], weak time consistency is one of the weakest forms of
time consistency, in the sense that it is implied by any time consistency generated by a projective
update rule, and in particular weak rejection time consistency is implied by the sub-martingale
time consistency. Thus, Proposition 4.1 implies that p¥ is weakly rejection time consistent.

4.1.2 Middle rejection time consistency

Inspired by [MWZ18, Example 2.7], we give a counterexample of middle rejection time consis-
tency of p¥.

Example 4.2. Let 7 := {0, 1,2}, assume that X = (X});c7 is a two-period binomial model shown
in the following graph, with the same upward probability 0.5 at each time step, and let F =
(ZX)ieT be the natural filtration generated by X. Take ¥(z) := /z, z € [0,1], and let Y =
—p{ (Xy) € L{°.
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Xo X1 X2 P

2 0.25

0 0.5

1
/
0
\
-1
2 0.25

Note that on {X; = 1}, pllp(Xz) = 2 -2, whileon {X; = —1}, pll"’(X) = /2. Thus, pg’(XQ) =
V/3 — 1. On the other hand, by direct evaluations p} (Y) = 2v/2 — 2. Thus, p% (X») < p¥ (Y), which
implies that p¥ is not middle rejection time consistent.

Remark 4.3. Example 4.2 can also serve as counterexample that p¥ is not strongly time consistent.

4.1.3 Super-martingale time consistency

Proposition 4.4. For any non-constant random variable X € L* and ) € Y, except the identity distortion
function,

V(X)) >E [p‘TP(X) | yt] . forallt € T\{T}.

Proof. By normalization and cash additivity of p’, we have pf(X) = —X, and hence it is enough
to show that,

o/ (X)—E[-X|.%] >0, Vte T\{T}.

Let a and b be the essential infimum and essential supremum of X respectively. Since X is not
a constant, then a < b. If X is continuous, then there exists E C [—b, —a] of positive Lebesgue
measure such that

P(=X>y | 7)(w) € (0,1),

forany y € E and w € Q\NX. If X is discrete, then without loss of generality, assume X is a
binary random variable taking values a and b with strict positive probabilities. Hence, for any
y € [=b,—a), w € Q\N¥, we have that P(-X > y | #)(w) = P(X =a | #)(w) € (0,1), and
thus we put E = [—b, —a) in this case.

In view of Lemma 2.2, there exists E C [—b, —a] with positive Lebesgue measure, so that for
any y € Eand w € Q\NX

PB(-X >y | ) (@)~ B(-X > y | ) (w) > 0. (@.1)
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By (4.1), forany t € T\{T} and w € Q\N¥,
P (X)(@)E[-X | 7] (@) = [ $(B(-X>y| F)(w)dy
[ BEEX >y A (@) - 1)dy B [-X | 7] (@)
=, YECX >y | F) (@) dy+/ o [PECX >y ] Z) (@)~ 1]dy
Jo Xy | F)@dy = [ P(-X >y ] F)(@) 1] dy

= [W(P(=X >y | Fi)(w)) = P(= X>y\d‘t)( )] dy

[0,00)

+/ oy WX >y | F) (@) —B(=X > y | F)(w)] dy

> [[[(B(-X >y | ) (@) ~B(=X > y| F)(@)] dy > 0.
This concludes the proof. O

As a direct consequence of Proposition 4.4, we have the following result on super-martingale
time consistency of p¥.

Theorem 4.5. For any 1 except the identity distortion function, p¥ does not satisfy super-martingale time
consistency on L. In other words, for any 1 except the identity distortion function, there always exists
A € FywithP(A) > 0, such that on A,

ol (X) > E |o¥(X)| 7],

for some X € L*® and some t,s € T,s > t.

4.1.4 Weak acceptance time consistency

In this section we show that, in general, DCRMs generated by distortion functions are not even
weakly acceptance time consistent, in the sense of the following result.

Theorem 4.6. For any probability measure u € P[0,1] \ {61} such that 1, is absolutely continuous,
there exists a filtered probability space, such that p¥+ is not weakly acceptance time consistent.

The proof of Theorem 4.6 follows from a series of lemmas below.

In view of Remark 2.3, Theorem 4.6 is equivalent to the statement that, for any absolutely
continuous regular distortion 1 except for the identity function, there exists a filtered probability
space, such that p¥ is not weakly acceptance time consistent.

Lemma 4.7. For any probability measure p € P([0,1]) \ P’, with

—1 1
PI:Z{u 51 + 51’6121},

a a+1

and such that 1, is absolutely continuous, we have

D ( /( . mpu(z)dz> + /( oy W2z =1 <0, 4.2)
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Proof. Let my, := [ 1) zwL(z)dz. Then, after integration by parts, we obtain

—1- / dz. 43
my 01) Yu(z)dz (4.3)

With this at hand, (4.2) becomes
Yy (my) +m,—1<0, (4.4)

which will be proved in three steps.
We first prove a mild version of (4.4), namely

Y, (my) +my,—1<0. 4.5)

for any pu € P([0, 1]) such that ¥, is absolutely continuous.
In view of Figure 1, we note that the sum

of area of the triangles AAOB and AABC is y

$Wu (my) + 3(1 —my). On the other hand,

due to the concavity of function 1, this area R —

is smaller than the area under the curve y = T >

P, (x), for x € [0, B], and thus

dz > 1 1 1 PYu(my) 5
gz, (2 = b () 5 (1= m). /

By (4.3), the last inequality implies that

1 1 | |
1—my > Ed’u (my) + 5(1 —my), 0 my B X

and thus (4.5) is proved.

In the next step we will show that equality Figure 1:
in (4.5) holds if and only if u € P’.

Assume that equality in (4.5) holds. Clearly, in view of the above and Figure 1, this is equiva-
lent that the graph of y = 1, (x), coincides with line segment OA, for x € [0,m,], and with line
segment AC, for x € [m,, B]. Hence, equality in (4.5) holds only if,

Yulmy) z € (0,my)
Po(z) =2, M T 4.6
n(2) {W, z € [my,1). (+6)

By 2.1), ¥,(2) = [i. 1u(ds), and using ¢, (m,) = 1 — m,,, (4.6) becomes,

1-m

7H’ c 0/
/ 1u(ds>{ e 4.7)
(z1] 8 .

Note that u satisfies (4.7) only if u = ¢&, + (1 — ¢)y, for some ¢ € (0,1). Indeed, otherwise there
exists an interval [I, k] C (0,m,) or [I,k] C (m, 1), such that u([I,k]) > 0. If [I,k] C (0, m,), then

o
1—my”’
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forany z, € (0,1) and z5 € (k,my), we have [, 1 ¢ Lu(ds) < Sz 11u(ds), which contradicts (4.7).
The case [I, k] C (m,, 1) is treated similarly.
Now with u = ¢é, + (1 —c¢)d1, using (4.7) we deduce
{c—i—mu(l—c) =1-—my, 4.8)
(T —=myu)(1—c) =my
Solving (4.8) for ¢, we obtain that u = 1 2m“
Yy, (my) +m, —1=0,wehave

5mu + A i 01. Note that by Lemma 2.2 and since

my 1= u(my) c1-my

0< =
1—my, 1-m, —1-my,

=1,

and thus g := =«

> 1. Consequently, u = %5% + %51 e P.
Finally we show that if u € P’ then (4.5) becomes equality. We start by representing m,, in
terms of u,

- d _/ / s d d _/ / Lics d dz

my = /(01 le),i z 01) lesp s)dz on o (sl ¢ LL 5)
= _ ]]‘Z s d d :7/ d . 4'9
/(0,1} 5/(0,1)2 (eesp dap(ds) 2 Joa su(ds) (4.9)

Using the form of u € P’, the last equality implies that m, = ﬁ From here, and (2.1), by direct
calculations we deduce

Py (my) +my, — 1—/ / p(ds)dz+m, —1
(0,my] J(z,1]
1
= Lo<m 1 - -1
0.1] < “V/(O,l] {z<s}5“(ds> dz +m,

1
N /(0 s /(0 1 L, cmin{m,,s} dzp(ds) +my —1

= min{ﬂ,l}u(ds)—i—m“—l

(01]
:/ p(ds) —|—/ (ds)+m#—1
(0, mu] mu
= / L
= Jo M9 T T a1
S A SR
a a+la a+ 1
=0.
This completes the proof. O

Lemma 4.8. For any probability measure € P[0,1] \ P’, and such that 1, is absolutely continuous,
there exist a, b, c,d € R satisfying the following conditions:

(i) a<0<da<b<c<b 2(c—b)=d—a
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(ii) (zi‘g) + Py, (2515:;)) < f(o,l) zw;‘(z) dz;

(iii) 2 < [i1) 2P, (2) dz;

(iv) fio1) 2P, (2) dz < 245
Proof. Let my := [ 1) ZII)I#(Z) dz. Then, using representation (4.9), and since u # &1, we obtain
that 0 < m, < 3. Define f : [0,1] — Rby f(z) = ¥, (z) + z — 1. Lemma 2.2 implies that f(3) =
Y. (3)+3—1> 0, and due to Lemma 4.7, f(m,) < 0. Since f is continuous, by intermediate
value theorem, there exits zg € (m,, 1), such that f(z) = 0.

Take a, b, c, d as follows,
a=—-my—2z0, b=-my, c=1-my, d=2—m, — z.

We now verify that a, b, c, d satisfy conditions (i)-(iv). Clearly,

d=2-my—2z0>1>c=1-m,>0>b=—my >a=—my — z,

d—c=1—-20>0, ¢c—b=1>0, b—a=2zy>0, c—b:d;a,
and thus (i) is satisfied. As far as (ii) is concerned,
(a+d) 2(b—a)
PR + Yy e =my+2z0— 1+ (20) < my.
Relations (iii) and (iv) follow directly by substituting the above values of 4, b, c, d. O

Lemma 4.9. Let a,b,c,d € R satisfy conditions (i)-(iv) in Lemma 4.8. Take X ~ Ula, d] and construct
the filtration F = (Ft)scq0,1,2) 48 follows

Fo = {0,Q}, 91:a({x—l([a,b)u[c,d])},{x—l([b,c))}), Ty = o(X).

Then, on this filtered probability space, for any probability measure . € P[0,1] \ P’ and such that ,, is
absolutely continuous,

o (X) <0 = pg*(X) > 0.

Proof. By Lemma 4.8 condition (i), 2(c — b) = d — a, two events in .#; have same probability, i.e.

P({x " (@hulea)}) =B ({x " (bo)}) = %
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We first show that p*(X) < 0 on the event { X1 ([a,b) U [c,d])}.

o0 = [ X PO et [l (X 7)) de
/7 d—a d—a
B (1-2z)(d—a) /
— /(0 ) R (d—c)—b)Y,(z)dz

(B0 )y

)
(d _ﬂ)Z /
N e NCL
_ 2(b—a) (d—a) /
_—all)u< d—ﬂ ) - 2 /(o,zgﬂ)zw“(z)dz

FECET W

—a

z;b_—;))] _ (d;ﬂ) /{wll) 2, (2) dz
= S (B0) -, e

Next, we show that p;*(X) < 0 on the event { X! ([b,¢))}. Indeed,

PP = [ (=X | A (z) dz

(01)
L (A=@-a) N,
= Jou < > — c) Y, (z)dz
_ o p (d—a)

<0.

Finally we prove that p," (X) > 0,

!

P = [ et (X (e)

/

= (—z(d —a) —u)t[)“(z) dz

(0,1)

This concludes the proof. O

We remark that Lemma 4.7, Lemma 4.8 and Lemma 4.9 show that there exists a filtered prob-
ability space, such that p is not weakly acceptance time consistent, regardless of u € P[0,1] \ P’
such that 1), is absolutely continuous. Next we will show that this also holds true for any p € P,
except u = 61. We start with a representation of p¥u generated by u € P’ in terms of a weighted
average of conditional AV@R and regular conditional expectation.
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Lemma 4.10. Foranyt € T,X € L*, w € Q\NX, a > 1, and corresponding p € P’, we have that

"L AVeR , (X | F)(@) - E(X| F)(@).

a a+1

oV (X) (w) =

Proof. Recall thatif u € P’, then v, is piece-wise linear (see the proof of Lemma 4.7). By Lemma 3.4,

combined with (4.6), and the facts that 1, (m,) = 1 —m, and m, = 11, we obtain

PP (X)) == [ g (X | F) (@, () dz

(01)
1
= — +X Z, dz— = +X 7 d
of  EEIAN @ [ (X F)(w) dz
1
= a/(OWIrl)% (X | 7)) (w)dz a/(O,l)qZ (X | #)(w)dz

1
b [ X A (w)dz,
(0.7%)

a

In view of (A.1), we continue,

X)) = ) [ g (X Z) @) dz — (B(-X | F)(@)
= "L AVGR | (X | Fi)(w) ~ E(X| F)(w).

The proof is complete. O
Lemma 4.11. For any a > 1, take X and the filtration F = (F})c 01,2} as follows,

a—+2 1 _2u—|—4

XZZ'HQ1+HQ2— Q3 p 'HQ4/
where Q;, j=1,2,3,4, are such that
P(Q1) = P(Q2) = 2 — ———, P(Q3) = B(Q4) = —
VTR T T aa+ 1) VTR T 4a 1)

#=1.0) 5 =0 ({x @ux (2] omuxe (-1

and Fy = F = o(X). Then, for u € P’ corresponding to the above a > 1 it holds

i

PP (X) < 0= pl*(X) > 0.

Proof. By Lemma 4.10, on the event { X 1(2) U X! (—22H4) 1,

a

a—1 1
Pl (X) = —AV@R (X | 71) ~ “E(X | 7)
a—l(a+2 1 2a+4 1

1
a a Ca a 2(a+1)+2(1_2(a+1)))

= 0.
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Similarly, on the event { X 1(1) UX~! (—%£2)},

a

pip“(x):agl <a;2_;)_i(_a:22(;m+<1_2(;+1)>> =0

On the other hand,

by :a—l a+2 a+2_1 _1 _2a+4_a+2 1 1_ 1
po" (X) a < 20 "1 2 a a a ) 4(a+1) 313 4(a+1)
a—1

T T 4g >0,

and the proof is complete. O

Combining Lemma 4.7, Lemma 4.8, Lemma 4.9 and Lemma 4.11 the proof of Theorem 4.6
is immediate. Here, we remark that part of the constructive proof of Theorem 4.6 was partially
inspired by a counterexample in [ADE*07].

Finally, since the weak acceptance time consistency is implied by the strong time consistency
and middle acceptance time consistency (see [BCP17]), Theorem 4.6 also shows that p¥» generally
speaking is neither strongly time consistent nor middle acceptance time consistent, with exception
of the trivial case P (x) = x.

4.2 Time consistency of o

In [CMO09] the authors introduce a class of performance measures, called Coherent Acceptabil-
ity Indices, as functions « : L — [0, +o0], that are monotone increasing, scale invariant and
quasi-concave. Under some technical continuity assumptions, it can be shown that any CAI «
can be characterized by a family of CRMs {p*, x > 0}. In particular, each p* can be generated
by a distortion function. Applications of these types of performance measures go beyond the risk
management, and were successfully done, for example, in portfolio management and pricing of
derivatives (cf. [MS16] and references therein).

The time consistency of acceptability indices, first studied in [BCZ14], is a delicate issue. It is
can be shown (cf. [BCP17, BCP18]), that a dynamic (coherent) acceptability index, in particular a*,
is never strongly time consistent, and in contrast to dynamic risk measures, it can not satisfy a the
‘recursive’ property in principle. In [BCZ14], the authors introduce a time consistency property
specific to DCAI, called the weak time consistency in the current manuscript. See also [BCC15,
BNO04, BN08, RGS13, BBN14] for further theoretical developments on acceptability indices. Thanks
to robust type representations such as (3.7), the time consistency of p¥*, x > 0, can be transferred
to appropriate time consistency of a*; see [BCP17, BCP18].

Proposition 4.12. If ¥ = (y)y~0 is an increasing family of reqular distortion functions, then ¥ is
weakly rejection time consistent.

The proof follows from [BCP17, Proposition 12], and the fact that p¥x, x > 0, are weakly rejec-
tion time consistent, as proved in Section 4.1.1.

Proposition 4.13. Let ¥ = (1) x>0 be an increasing and right continuous family of distortion functions
and for each x > 0, Yy is generated by a probability measure p € P[0,1] \ {61} and such that V, is
absolutely continuous, then o¥ is not weakly acceptance time consistent on some filtered probability space.
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Proof. It can be proved (cf. [BCZ14, Theorem 4.8]) that

o (X)(w) = —inf{c € R | af (X — ¢)(w) < x}.
Then, in view of [BCP17, Proposition 13], if aYis weakly acceptance time consistent, then ¥, x >
0 is also weakly time consistent, which contradicts Theorem 4.6. The proof is complete. O
A Auxiliary definitions and results

A function f : T x L*® x Q — R is said to be:

o Adapted, if f;(X) is .Z;-measurable;

Normalized, if f;(0) = 0;

® Local,if 14fi(X) = 1afi (14X);

e Cash Additive, if f{(X +m) = fi(X) —

e Monotone increasing, if X <Y implies fi(X) < f;(Y);

* Monotone decreasing, if — f is monotone increasing;

* Sub-additive, if f{(X +Y) < fi/(X) + fi(Y);

e Positive Homogeneous, if fi(yX) = vfi(X);

* Quasi-concave, if f;(X) > nand f; (Y) > n, then f; (AX + (1 = A)Y) > n;
e Scale Invariance, if f;(BX) = fi(X);

e Law-invariant, if the value of f;(X) depends only on the conditional distribution of X, namely
forany X,Y € L® such that P(X € A|.%) = P(Y € A|%#), for any A € B(P), we have that

fi(X) = fi(Y),
forteT,X,YEL®, Ac F,melP nyclP, AclP 0<A<1, 8Ly, B3>0

A.1 Conditional quantiles, V@R and AV@R

The conditional versions of qualtiles, value at risk (V@R) and average value at risk (AV@R), are
defined naturally by using ‘probabilistic conditioning’ of the corresponding regular (or static) no-
tions. Most of the properties are also expected to hold after ‘conditioning’. While morally this is
true, the difficulties are hidden in technical details related to measurability and well-definiteness
of these quantities. Here, we define these objects, and state some of their properties, while the
details are deferred to the Supplement B.

Definition A.1. For any o € (0, 1), the conditional upper and lower a-quantile of X € L*® with
respect to o-field .%; are defined as

gi (X | #) = esssup{m € L{° | P(X
9o (X | F¢) = essinf{m € LY® | P(X

Ft)

<m|F)<a},
<m|F) > a}.
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It can be shown that the upper and lower quantile admit the representations

9a (X | 71)(w) = sup{x e R|P(X < x | 7y)(w) < o}
=sup{x e R | P(X < x| %#)(w) < a}
o (X | Z)(w) =inf{x e R|P(X < x| F)(w) > a}
=inf{x e R|P(X < x| #)(w) > a},

9o (X | F)(w) = =q1_o (=X | F1) (w).

The conditional V@R, similar to its static counterpart, is defined in terms of conditional -
quantile function.

Definition A.2. For fixed « € (0,1) and X € L*, conditional V@R at level o with respect to o-field
F; is defined as,

V@R, (X | #) = —q (X | F) =essinf{m € L° |P(X+m < 0| F#) < a}.

From financial point of view, V@R, (X|.%#;) can be viewed as the smallest amount of capital
which, if added to the position X at time ¢, implies that (conditional) probability that the secured
position X + m will yield losses is below the level «. Clearly, the V@R does not capture the size
or distribution of the losses beyond the quantile. To overcome this, the notion of average value at
risk is introduced.

Definition A.3. The conditional Average Value at Risk at level o € (0, 1] of a position X € L™ is
given by
1 1
AV@R4(X | 7)) := — | V@R.(X| %) dz = _7/ g (X | 71) dz. (A1)
04 (0,0() [24 (0,¢x)
Note that g7 (X | .%;) is monotone increasing with respect to z. Since monotonicity implies
Borel measurability, z — gf (X | .%) is Borel measurable. Thus, the integral in (A.1) is well-
defined.

A.2 Notions of Time Consistency

In [BCP17, BCP18] the authors introduced a general framework for studying time consistency
of local and monotone (increasing) functions f : 7 x L*® x QO — R. In particular, the notion
of weakly/middle and rejection or acceptance time consistency, super/sub-martingale time con-
sistency, and strong time consistency were introduced. The time consistency property and its
economic interpretation stays at the foundation of the inter-temporal decision making theory. It
is beyond the scope of this work to discuss the subtle differences between different forms of time
consistency, and we refer the reader to the survey [BCP17] and references therein. Here, for the
sake of completeness, but also to avoid confusions between acceptance and rejection time consis-
tency depending on monotonicity, we simply list some of these notions relevant to the objects we
study.

A DCRM pis:
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* strong time consistent if ps(X) = ps(Y) = p1(X) = p(Y);

e sub-martingale time consistent if p;(X) > E [ps(X) | Z;

o middle rejection time consistent if, ps(X) > ps(Y) = p(X) > pi(Y), forany Y € L;

* super-martingale time consistent if p;(X) < E [ps(X) | Z;
<0,

* weak acceptance time consistent if ps(X) < 0 = p;(X)
forany X,Y € L*,s,t € T, such thats > ¢.
A DCAI ais:

e weakly rejection time consistent if, o (X) < m; = o (X) < my;

* weakly acceptance time consistent if, s (X) > my = a4 (X) > my,

forany X € L*,s,t € T with s > t and non-negative m; € .%;.

23
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B Part II: Technical Supplement

Here, we present detailed proofs of some technical results related to Dynamic Coherent Risk Mea-
sures (DCRMs) and Dynamic Acceptability Indices (DCAIs) generated by distortion functions,
alongside some properties of conditional quantiles, conditional value at risk (V@R) and condi-
tional average value at risk (AV@R). This part can be viewed as a self-contained supplement to
the first part of this manuscript. We will follow the notations and definitions as in the first part
without repeating many of them here.

Let T be a fixed and finite time horizon, and let 7 := {0,1,...,T}. We consider a filtered
probability space (Q, Z#, { % }e7, P), with Zy = {0, Q} and ¥ = Zr. Throughout, we will use
the notations L® := L*(Q, #,P), L{° := L®(Q, #,P), t € T, and L{°, the set of all non-negative
random variables in L{°, for t € 7. As usual, all equalities and inequalities will be understood
in P-almost surely sense unless otherwise stated. The set of all probability measures on [0, 1] is
denoted by P([0, 1]).

We recall that for any real-valued random variable X : (Q,.#) — (R,B(R)) there exists a
regular conditional distribution of X given the o-algebra .%;. That is, there exits a null set NtX € %,
such that for any w € Q\N¥ and any B € B(R), we have that P(X € B|.%;)(w) is a distribution
function (cf. [Kle13, Theorem 8.29]). In what follows, conditional probabilities will be understood
in this sense, and since the set NX := UteTNtX is also a null set, and we will use it conveniently
instead of Ny, forallt € T.

We start with a result on distortion functions.

Lemma B.1. For any concave distortion 1 except the identity function, we have that ¥ (x) > x for any
x € (0,1). Moreover, any concave distortion 1 is continuous on (0, 1].

Proof. Since 1 is concave on [0, 1], then ¢(x) > x for any x € [0, 1]. Otherwise suppose there exists
x" € [0,1] such that (x') < x’. Take x = 1, y = 0 and a = ¥/, then we get,

Plax+ (1 -a)y) = (') <x' = ap(x) + (1 - a)(y),

which contradicts that ¢ is concave on [0, 1].

Since 1P cannot be identity function, thus there exists m € (0, 1), such that y(m) > m.

Now we prove the lemma by contradiction. Suppose there exists z € (0, 1), such that ¢(z) < z.
Since Y(x) > x for any x € [0, 1], then 1(z) = z. First assume m < z. We will show that 1 is not
concave on [0, 1], i.e.

dx,y€0,1], 3a € [0,1], such that P(ax+ (1 —a)y) < ap(x) + (1 —a)P(y).  (B.1)

Takex =m,y=1a = 11:51 Then we obtain
1—z z—m
Plax+ (1 —a)y) —1p<1_mm+ 1—m> =1(z) =z
Since z = 11_’;111 + {=5:, it follows that,

Ploox+ (1—ayy) = LD 2om LoDl 20 m (1 gy,

1—m 1—m 1—m 1—m
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This leads to (B.1), and thus 1 is not concave. The case m > z, is treated similarly, take x = 0,
y=m,a =1~ 7, and obtain (B.1).

To prove the second part, we show that 1 is continuous on (0, 1). By [FS04, Proposition A.4
(a)], concavity of ¥ on [0, 1] implies that v is locally Lipschitz continuous on (0,1). So for each
point r € (0,1), there exists a neighbourhood O, of r, for any x,y € O,, there exists M, € R,
such that w < M,. Take y = r, then |(x) — P(r)| < M;|x —r|. Therefore ¢(x) — P(r)
as x — r, which means that 1 is continuous at r. Since r is arbitrary on (0, 1), ¥ is continuous on
(0,1).

Next for the continuity at point 1, if 1 is identity function, then obviously it is continuous at
1. For other distortion 1, we use proof by contradiction. Suppose 1 is not continuous at point 1,
since (1) = 1 and ¥ is increasing, assume (1—) = a < 1. Take arbitrary y € [a,1), since ¥ is
increasing, Y(y) < P(1—) = a < y. This is in contradiction to (y) > y for any y € (0,1). This

concludes the proof. O

Next we prove to auxiliary results needed for next section.

Lemma B.2. Let Ay, ..., A, € Zr bea (disjoint) partition of Q and put I := {1, ...,n}. For givent € T,
Y €Y, and w € Q\NX, construct the function Q¥ on 9 := o (A, ..., Ay) generated by

QU'U A=), [W(P(Bc| Ft)(w)) — Y(P(Br1 | F1)(w))], (B.2)

keJCI keJClI
where By := (), By := Ulle Aj, k € 1. Then, Q is a probability measure on (Q,9).
Proof. Clearly Q®“[0] = 0, and

Q] = QU Al = Y [W(P(Bx | #1)(w)) — Y(P(Bk—1 | F1)(w))]

kel kel
= (P(By | #1)(w)) — ¥(P(Bo | #)(w)) = 1.

Since the G is generated by a finite partition, o-additivity of Q¢ is equivalent to finite additivity,
which is immediate:

QI U Ad= X W(P(Bx| Z)(w) —(P(Br1 | Zi)(w))] = ), Q[AL].

keJCI kejCI keJCI

Thus, Q¢ is a probability measure, and this concludes the proof. O

Lemma B.3. Given ¢ € Yandt € T, for any w € Q\NX, let Q¥ be the probability measure given by
(B.2). Then, for any non-negative random variable X = Y | x;1 4, we have

n

Y —xiQA)] < pf' (X)(w). (B.3)
i=1

Proof. First we will show that if x, > ... > x; > x := 0, then p!'(X)(w) = Y| —,Q%(4)), i.e.
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(B.3) becomes equality. With By, k € I, defined in Lemma B.2, we notice that

B, y < —Xxp

Bi1, —xn<y<-—Xxn
{-X>y} =
B4, —X <Y < —x1

Bo, —x1 <.

This, consequently implies that

pPOW) = [ WRX>y| F)(w) - 1ldy
(=00,0)

n—1

Second, we prove that p}(X)(w) > Yi_ —xkQ%(Ay) for arbitrary non-negative step function
X. Note that, any permutation o of {1, ...,n} induces a probability Q% by applying Lemma B.2 to
the relabeled partition Ag(1) ..., Ay - Let 0 be the permutation of I such that x(1) < ... < X,
then in view of the above, we have

ol (X)(w) = kZ — X1 Qo (Ao(k))-
=1

Hence, the assertion will follow if we can prove that

D=

—X%o() Q5 (Ao(ry) = Y, =1 Q¥ (Ag). (B.4)
k=1

k=1

We claim that (B.4) will follow if we can prove that

n

Y X QF (Ar) = Y, —Q¥(Ar), (B.5)
=1

k=1

where 7 is the transposition of arbitrary, but fixed, two neighboring indices i and i 4+ 1 where
Xi > Xit1, such that x;(;) < x(;41); operation 7 only affects the positions i and i + 1, with all other
terms remaining terms unchanged. Let us show that indeed (B.5) implies (B.4). If the values of X
are not arranged in increasing order, then there exists at least one pair of neighboring indices with
decreasing order, so that we can apply m finitely many times neighboring swapping operation T
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until we get the permutation o, and at each step we relabel X. At j-th step, we swap two reverse-
order ne1ghbor1ng 1nd1ces of XJ " which is the relabeled sequence from step j — 1. Then, we get

that X} = Zk:l T(k 1)A k)’ and by (B.5), we deduce that

n n .
E%(~ =L dQeall) > Y - Tloe (Al =B (X[, Be)

where Q7 and Qf” ; correspond to Q7 and Q% in (B.5) respectively. Taking j = m, we get X"
being the same as X, since both are the relabeled X in increasing order. Moreover, Q§ and Q¢ are
the same since both are constructed based on the same sequence of sets, so that

E% (=X,) = % (-X7). (B.7)
By applying (B.6) inductively, we have
EQn(—X™) > EQm-1(—X""1) > .. > E¥(-X!) > E?"(-X). (B.8)

Combining (B.7) and (B.8), then (B.4) follows, and thus (B.5) implies (B.4).
Finally, it remains to prove (B.5). Recall that 7(i) =i+ 1, 7(i+1) = i and (k) = k for all other
k. Thus,

ké Q7 (Arr) + Z QY (Ax) = —x0(»h Q7 [Ar(i} (i+1) Q7 [ 1+1)}

+ QY [Ai] + xi11QY [Ait1]
= —x;11Q7 [Ait1] — x:Q7 [Al]
+ (xiQ [Ai] + xi41Q% [Ais1])
= —x; (Q7 [Ai] — Q¥ [Ai]) — xi1 (QF [Ais1] — Q¥ [Ait1]) -

To compute Q¥ (Ay), let us introduce

k
Bi:=0 and Bf:=|JAy) k=1,...,n
j=1

We note that B = ";1 A;UA;1 and Bf = By, for k # i. Hence,
i =144 + k

Q¥ [A)] + Q¥ [Ai1] = Q¥ [Acien)| + Q¥ [Argo]

— Y(P(BL | 1) () — (P(B] | #1)(w))
+B(P(BT | F)(w)) — w(P(BL, | Fi)(w)) 59)
= YL | F)(a) - WP, | 7)(w)
)~ $(B(Bis | 1) (w))

= Q‘“[ i] + Q¥ [Ais1].
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Moreover, Bf N B; = B;_1, Bf U B; = B; 1 and we have,
P(B; | #i)(w) —=P(Bi-1 | #1)(w) = P(=X > —xi1 | F)(w) = P(=X > —x; | Fi)(w)

P(—X > —xi12 | Z)(w) —P({—-X > —x;} U{—xi11 > =X > —xi12} | 7)) (w)
=P(Bir1 | 71)(w) —P(Bf | 7)(w).

(B.10)

Since 1 is concave, we deduce

Y(P(Biy1 | F1)(w)) — $(P(BF | 1) (w))
P(Biy1 | #t)(w) — P(BF |

and invoking (B.10), we obtain

Y(P(Bit1 | F1)(w)) —b(P(B] | F1)(w)) < b(P(B; | Fi)(w)) — Y(P(Bi-q | Fi)(w)).

Thus,
Q¥ [Ais1] = Y(P(Bis1 | F)(w)) — Y(P(B;i | F1)(w))
<Y(P(Bf | 7i)(w)) — (P(B4 | Ft)(w))
. (B.11)
= Q7 [Ar(i)}
= Q7 [Ai+1]

By (B.9) and (B.11), we have Q% [A;11] < Q¥ [Ai+1] and Q¥ [A;] > QY [A;]. Moreover,
Q¥ [Ai] — Q7 [Ai] = Q7 [Aia] — Q¥ [Aira].

Due to our assumption x; > x;1, and thus

n

=Y X0 QY (Ar(r) +an: QY (Ar) = —x; (QF [Ai] — Q¥ [Al]) — %111 (QF [Ait1] — Q¥ [Aia])
=1

k=1
= (% — xi41) (Q7 [Aiya] — Q¥ [Aiga]) 2 0.
Hence (B.5) holds true. This completes the proof. O

For the sake of completeness, we also recall here that a function f : 7 x L* x QO — R is said
to be:

* Adapted, if f;(X) is .Z;-measurable;

Normalized, if f(0) = 0;

Local, if 14fi(X) = 14f; (14X);

Cash Additive, if f{(X +m) = fi(X) — m;

Monotone increasing, if X <Y implies f;(X) < f;(Y);

Monotone decreasing, if — f is monotone increasing;
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Sub-additive, if fi(X +Y) < fi(X) + fi(Y);

Positive Homogeneous, if fi(yX) = v fi(X);

* Quasi-concave, if f;(X) > nand f; (Y) > n, then f; (AX + (1 = A)Y) > n;

Scale Invariance, if fi(fX) = fi(X);

* Law-invariant, if the value of f;(X) depends only on the conditional distribution of X, namely
forany X,Y € L® such that P(X € A|.%) = P(Y € A|%), for any A € B(P), we have that

fi(X) = £i(Y),

forteT,X,YeEL®, Ae F,melP nyecl, AeclP 0<A<1,Bely, B>0.

B.1 On DCRMs

Forany ¢, X € L* and t € T, we define
Pl i= [ WEEX>y|A)dy+ [ WEX >y F) -1y (312

Definition B.4. A Dynamic Coherent Risk Measure (DCRM) is a function p : 7 x L*®* x Q — R
that is adapted, normalized, local, cash-additive, monotone decreasing, sub-additive and positive
homogeneous.

Proposition B.5. The mapping p¥ is a DCRM.
Proof. First we show that (B.12) is well-defined, that is:

(i) Forany t € 7, X € L* and y € R, the mapping y — ¢Y(P(—X > y | %#)(w)) is Borel
measurable, and thus the integrals in (B.12) are well-defined;

(ii) p¥(X) € L, forallt € T, X € L™,

Since for any w € Q\N%, P(=X > y | %)(w) is a distribution function, then it is Borel mea-
surable with respect to y. Consequently, i being continuous, preserves measurability, and (i) is
proved. Next take a and b to be the essential infimum and the essential supremum of X, respec-
tively, and without loss of generality, assume that 2 < 0 < b. Then,

0@ = [ wECX>y | F)dy+ [ WECX >y | F) - 1)dy

= [, PEEX >y [ F)dy+ /[b,o) W(P(=X > y | 7)) — 1] dy

€ [~b, —a],

which means that p{* is bounded and (ii) is proved.

Next we will show that p¥ satisfies all DCRM properties, that is, adapted, normalized, mono-
tone, local, cash-additive, monotone decreasing, sub-additive and positive homogeneous.
Adaptiveness. For any w € Q\N¥ and y € R, P(—X > y | %)(w) is a regular conditional distri-
bution, and hence it is .%; Q B(RR) joint measurable. Continuity of 1 preserves joint measurability,
by Tonelli theorem, w — p!(X)(w) is .F-measurable.
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Normalization.

pl0) = [ wBO>y|Z)dy+ [ 0>y 7))~ 1)dy =0

Locality. For any w € Q\NX and A € %, note that,

P(AN{-X>y} | 7t)(w), y €10,00)

P(—1aX >y [ F)(w) = {P({Aﬂ {—-X >y} YUA | Z)(w), ye(—x,0).

Denote by J; = 14(w)p! (14X)(w) and we will show that J; = 14(w)p? (X)(w).
h=1a@) [ WB(-1aX >y | F) (@) dy

+14(w) /( [P(P(-14X > y | Z) (@) 1] dy

—00,

— 1a(w) /[O/m) WP(AN{=X >y} | Z1)(w))dy

+1a(w) / 0 [WPHAN{=X>y}} VAT F)(w)) - 1]dy

=1a(@) [ W(EAT ey | F) @) dy

—00,

FLa@) [ WEAL oy + L | (@) - 1)dy,

Then, since (0) = 0 and (1) = 1, we can move 14 outside of 1 and continue the proof as
following,

h=1a@) [ La(@(EX > y| F)(@) dy

FLa@) [ Ba@E(-X > y | F)(@) + 1ac(w) ~1)dy

—00,0)

= 14 () /[Om) W(P(—X >y | 7)(w)) dy

+ 1a(w) /( HA@YP(=X > y | ) (@) — La(w)]dy

—00, )

= 1alw) [ WECX > y] F) (@) dy

Fla@) [ WX >y | F) (@) - 1)dy

—00,

— La(w)pf (X) ().

Cash Additivity. We first prove cash additivity for m € L% . For any m € L%, there exists a
sequence of step functions,

Ny
mn = Z yiﬂAl‘l Yi 2 0/ Al € yt/
i=1
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increasingly converge to m in L>, where Ny, is a constant and A; N A; = {), for i # j. For any X €
L, with fixed y € R, {X +m" > y} is an increasing sequence of sets converging to {X +m > y}.
Note that for any n € N, there exists a null set N Xm't ¢ 2, such that for any w € Q\N Xmtt
P(X+m" > y | #)(w) is a regular distribution.

Let M = U,en User NX™tJ N¥™, which is a null set as a countable union of null sets. For
any w € Q\M, by continuity of probability,

P(X+m">y| %) (w) "P(X+m>y|F)(w), n— oo
By left-continuity of 1, as n — oo,
YEX+m" >y | F)(w) S (B(X+m >y | F)(w)).
Then by monotone convergence theorem, as n — oo,
/[Om) WEX +m" >y | F)(w))dy - /[o,o@ YEX +m >y | F)(w))dy. (B.13)
Note that foranyn € Nandy € R_,
[W(EX+m" >y | F)(w)) 1] < [p(BX >y [ F)(w)) —1],
and the latter is integrable on (—o0,0). By dominated convergence theorem, as n — oo,
/(_OO,O) WEX+m" >y | F)(w)) -1 dy — /(_OO,O) [W(P(X+m >y | .F)(w)—1]dy. (B.14)
Combining (B.13) and (B.14), and obtain
p? (X 4+ m")(w) = p? (X +m)(w), n— oo. (B.15)

It is enough to show that,
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Let us prove next (B.16), for which we put J, := p?’(X + m™"). Then,

Ja = /[O JPB(=X —m" >y | F))dy+ /( o PE(EX=mt >y [ 7)) —1]dy
Nn
:/[0 )1p <]P’ (—X—ZyiﬂAi >y 9})) dy
,00 i=1
Nu
Lo Bpteia)
—o0, i=1
Nu
— /[o )11) <IP (—X > Y (y+yi)la, | 3‘1)) dy
,00 i=1
Ny
+/( ) N (IP’ (—X > Y (y+yi)la, | %)) - 1] dy
—o0, i=1
Ny
= \/[000> Ij) <E (HX>Z§\]"1(]/+%)1A,- 1:2:1 ]lAi | yf)) dy
Ny
+/( 0) v (E (1X>ZN"1W+WL‘- L1 jt)) B 1] v
—00, = ti=1
Ny
00 i—1
Ny
L an o (Ereemr ) o
—o0, i=1
Ny
o ar
oot (Bt
Nj
+/(—oo,o) Y (ZiﬂAiE (LX>(y+yi) | ‘%)> - 1] dy
Nn

= Xla [ WPEX> oy | 70 dy

Ny,
+izzlﬂA,- /(oo,O) [ll) (P(—X > (y—}—yl) | Jt)) _ 1] d]/
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Take z; = y + y;, and since y; > 0, we continue the proof as follows,

Ny
= ZﬂAi{/ II)(]P)(—X>ZI' ]ﬁt))dz,—k/ [II)(P(—X>ZI' |ﬂ’t))—1]dzl}
i=0 [yi,00) (—c0yi)
Ny
= ;)I[Ai {/[y,»,oo) Y(P(—=X > z; | #))dz; + /[O,yi) [W(P(—X >z | #)) —1] dzi}
N”

+ l;) 14, {/(_00,0) [Y(P(—X >z | F)) — 1] dzz}

Ny

_ ;OHA,, {/[Om) Y(P(—=X > z; | F1)) dz; + /(_OO,O) W(EP(-X >z | F)) — 1] dzi}
Ny

— Z Yila,
i=0

— [ w(P(-X>z|F))dz+ /<000) WP(—X >z | #)) —1]dz — m"

Thus, (B.16) is proved.
For general m € L*, denote by M its essential supremum, and let let 7z = m + M > 0. By cash
additivity of p;!’ for non-negative 1,

pf (X + 1) (w) = p} (X)(w) = ir(w) = p} (X)(w) — m(w) — M. (B.17)
Also by cash additivity of p? for constant M, i.e. p!' (X + M)(w) = p¥ (X)(w) — M, we have
ol (X +m)(w) = pf (X +m+ M) (w) = pf (X +m)(w) — M. (B.18)

Combine (B.17) and (B.18), and deduce that p'(X 4+ m)(w) = p?(X)(w) — m(w). Thus, cash-
additivity is established.

Monotonicity. For any X,Y € L® with X <Y, wehaveforanyy € R, P(-X >y | %) > P(-Y >
y | #). Since ¢ is increasing, Y(P(—X > y | %)) > P(P(=Y > y | %#)). Then we have,

pH0= [ WEEX>y|F)dy+ [ WECX >y | 7)) - 1)dy

> /[Om) YB(=Y >y | 7)) dy + /(Ooro)[lp(xp(_y >y | Z)) —1]dy = o¥(Y).

Sub-additivity. This part of the proof is inspired by [FS04, Lemma 4.92].
First, we observe that pf’ is Lipschitz continuous with respect to the L* norm, i.e. for given X,
Y € L™,
167 (X) = o} (Voo < [1X = Y][oo- (B.19)
Indeed, since X < Y + ||X — Y||s, by monotonicity of p, we have p¥ (X) > p? (Y + || X — Y],

and according to cash additivity of p?¥, o' (X) > p?(Y) — || X — Y||s. Reversing the roles of X and
Y yields (B.19).
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In view of Lemma B.3, given 1p € Yand t € T, for any w € Q\N¥, we build the probability
measure Q%, such that for any non-negative step function X = Y ; x;14,,

n

Y —xQU[A] < o (X)(w).

i=1

In particular, the equality holds if x; < ... < x;,,. Now if X is not non-negative, take X=X+M>
0, where M = ess sup X. By cash additivity of p}p,

of (X)(w) = p} (X + M) (w) = p (X)(w) — M.

Since X > 0,
o (X)(w) 2 Y [-xi — NJQ(4)) = ¥ —xQ“(A)) — M.

Then we have,
n
o} (X)(w) > Y —xiQ“(Ay).
i=1

and therefore Lemma B.3 holds true all step functions.

Now back to the proof of sub additivity of p;”. Given X, Y € L%, there exist two sequences
of step functions X" and Y" converging to X and Y respectively in L*°. Then, by (B.19), to prove
sub-additivity, it is enough to show that, for any w € Q\N¥,

P! (X" +Y") (w) < pf (X")(w) + o (V") (w). (B.20)

For fixed n, let Ay, ..., Ay be the (disjoint) partition of underlying probability space Q, such that
X" =YY" %14 and Y" = ¥ y;1,4, and assume that the indices i = 1, ..., m are arranged such
that x; + 11 < ... < xp + Y. In view of generalized version of Lemma B.3, for any w € Q\NX,
one can construct a probability Q%, such that,

(—xi —yi))Q¥[Ai] = i —x:QY[A] — yiQ¥[Ai].

1 i=1

(ngE

oy (X" +Y") (w) =

and

—yiQV[A]] < o (Y") ().

M§

—xiQV[A]] < pf (X")(w),

Ms

Il
—_
Il
—_

In conclusion,
P (X" +Y")(w) = Y —xQ A - yiQU[Al] < o} (X")(w) + o} (Y") (w),
i=1
and thus (B.20) is proved.

Positive Homogeneity. For any A € L{°,, there exists a sequence of step functions,

Ny

"= ZyiﬂAir inO/ Aiefgit/
i=1
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increasing and convergent to A in L*°, where N, is a constant and A; are disjoint. Note that for any
n € N, there exists a null set NXA"* € %, such that for any w € Q\NX¥"!, P(A"X > y | F#)(w)

is a regular distribution.

Let M = U,enUier N XAUEJNXA, since M is a countable union of null sets, it is still a null
set. For any X € L™ and fixed y € [0,00), {A"X > y} is an increasing sequence of sets. For any

w € Q\M, by continuity of probability for increasing sequence of sets,
PA"X >y | Z)(w) /S PAX >y | F)(w), n— oo.
By continuity of i, as n — oo,
YA X >y [ F)(w) S (PAX >y [ F)(w)).

In view of the monotone convergence theorem,

| w@wx >y #) @) dy — [T 9@aX >y | F)(@)dy.

n—oo Jo

Similarly, one can show that

[ x>y | F)@) -1y o [ WEOX >y | F) (@) - 1)dy

o n—00

Combining (B.21) and (B.22), we obtain,

o (A" X) (w) —— o} (AX)(w).

n—00

From here, the desired equality p! (AX)(w) = Ap? (X)(w) will follow once we show that

P! (A"X) (w) = A"p} (X) (w),

(B.21)

(B.22)
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which we prove next.

Yyn _ _a\n T _n Z.)) —
PIX) = [ WECNX >y | F)dys [ B ENX >y | F) - 1)dy

N,
= Jo )w (P <_ Y yilaX >yl %>> v
,00 =1
N,
+/( o [V (P <_Zyi1A"X> vl ﬂt)) _1] Y
_w’ i:1
N,
~ Jo )lp (P <_X > Y (y/y)la; | %>> v
,00 i=1
N,
LB )
7%[ i:1
o0 Nn
B a7
— /0 ¥ (E (ﬂ‘X>ZfV"1(y/w)]1Af z; ta Jt>> v
0 3
+/ ¥ (E <1—X>Z?V_’ﬁ(y/yi)h' X Lal «%)) . 1] N
—00 . =
o0 Nn
_ /0 ¥ (E (Z Loxsy/yLa | %>> v
L bl ) o

ol )
i) |

NH
Yo [0 ® X y/yl F)dy

N,
+Z11A/ (P(=X>y/yi) | #)) —1]dy
zZi= ]//%Z]lAyl{/oolp(P(—X>Zi‘yt))dZi

+/ X>zi|fit))—1]dzi}
:Anpt

Note that in the third equality, we assume y; > 0 for all i € I, otherwise just omit the terms in the
sums with y; = 0.
The proof is complete. O

Next results gives a convenient representation of the DCRMs generated by distortion func-
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tions.

Lemma B.6. For any 1\ € Y, the following representation holds

PP = — [ ydb(B(X <y | 7).
Proof. In the space BV of functions with bounded variation, consider the set
NBV :={F € BV | F is right continuous and F(—o0) = 0}.

It can be shown (cf. [Fol99, Theorem 3.36, and Exercise 34(b), p.108]) that if F, G € NBV and there
are no points in [a, b] where F and G are both discontinuous, then,

,; F0) 46 () = FO)GE) = Fla)Gla-) ~ [ G(y) dF(y).
Let a and b be the essential infimum and the essential supremum of X respectively and assume
that 2 < 0 < b. Notice that (potential) discontinuities in the distribution function Fx are at most
countable, and hence the Lebesgue integrals below are not affected. For any w € Q\N¥%, we
deduce

PlO0(@) = [ WEEX >y | F)(w) dy+/b0 B(-X >y | Fi)(w)) ~ 1)dy

= [, ROy | F)@)dy+ [ (X <~y | F)(@) - 1) dy

= [ WPX < -y| F)w dy+/ P(X < —y | F)(w)) ~1)dy
(0,—4] b,0)

_/'4) (X <z | F)(w dz+/ P(X < z| %) (w)))dz — b

=$(PX <z | F)@)el). ~ [ 2db(P(X < 2| F)(w)
FYEOCS 2| F)@)elh~ [ 2B < 2| F) (@)~ b
= [y P <2 | F) @)~ [ AP < 2] F) (@)
:_AMZmMMngL%Xw»
OJ

Remark B.7. We note that left continuity of 1) is sufficient to prove positive homogeneity of p;’),
however the right continuity of 1 is not only needed for proving cash additivity and positive
homogeneity of p;l), but also serves as a sufficient condition for representation (3.4) to hold.

B.2 On DCAIs

In this section we present some fundamental properties on DCAIs. Throughout this section we
assume additionally the probability space is atomless. One of the reasons to invoke atomless
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property is due to the fact that a probability space supports random variables with continuous
distribution if and only if such probability space is atomless; cf. [FS04, Proposition A.27].

We start with several results about families of distortion functions and the corresponding
DCRMs.

Lemma B.8. A family of DCRMs (p¥*)y~0 is increasing if and only if ()0 is an increasing family of
distortion functions. Moreover, a family of DCRMs (p¥+) = is right continuous if and only if (x) x>0 i8
a right continuous family of distortion functions.

Proof. We start with the first part of the assertion on monotonicity.
(<) Using Choquet representation (3.3) of py”‘, forany X € L®, w € Q\NX,t € Tand 0 < x1 <
Xy, we get

! (X)(@)—p" (X) (@) = /[Ooo [Poa(B(=X > y | F0) (@) — e, (B(—=X > y | ) (w))] dy

[y W BEX >y | F)(@) =y (B(-X > y | 7)(@)]dy > 0.

(=) Proof by contradiction. Assume that there exist 0 < x; < xp and y* € [0,1], such that
Yy, (¥*) > Py, (y*). Since the probability space is atomless, we take X = 1 with probability y* and
X = 2 with probability 1 — y*. When t = 0,

P00 =y (X) = [ e (B-X > 9) by (P(-X > ) dy

+/ [V, (P(=X > y)) — by, (P(=X > y))] dy

= [%( (=X >y)) =y, (P(—X > y))]dy

= ¥n (") —¥n () <0,

which contradicts the fact that (p¥+),~¢ is an increasing family of DCRMs.

Next we focus on the second part of the lemma about the right continuity.
(<) Leta and b be the essential infimum and the essential supremum of X respectively and assume
thata < b. For any z > x and w € Q\N¥,

PP)@) = [ w(BX >y | F)@)dy+ | W(BX >y | F) (@) 1] dy
= [, BEEX >y [ A @) dy+ [ (X >y | F (@) - 1)dy

Forany y € [0, —a), |¢.(P(—X > y|.%)(w))| < 1, and thus

[ EEX >z @drs [ 1dy=a

[0,—a)

Similarly, for any y € (=b,0), |¢,(P(=X > y|.-%)(w)) — 1| < 1, then

[, 10BEX > i Z) @) ~ 1 dy <.
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Since (¥x)x>0 is a right continuous family of distortion functions, then by the dominated conver-
gence theorem,

lim [ (B(-X >y F) (@) dy = [ (B X > y|F) (@) dy,
z—xt J[0,—a) [0,—a)
lim [ (X >yl F) (@)~ 1dy = [ e(P(-X > ylF) (@) ~ 1] dy.

Combining the above two identities, we have,

lim p(X)(ew) = o (X) ().

z—xt

(=) Proof by contradiction. Assume that there exists xo > 0 and y* € [0, 1], such that lim 1, (y*) #

Z‘)XO
Py, (y*). Since the probability space is atomless, we take X = 1 with probability y* and X = 2
with probability 1 — y*. When t = 0,

lim () = lim | [ (BX > )+ [ [(P(-X > ) - 1dy

z—xot z—)xér

= lim [¥=(P(=X >y)) —1]dy

z—af J[-2,-1)

= lim 3.(y") -1
75 IIJX[)(]/*) -1

Py
= ‘OO 0 (X)/

which contradicts the fact that (p¥+),~ is a right continuous family of DCRMs.
This completes the proof. O

Remark B.9. The assumption at the beginning of this section that the probability space is atomless
is important in Lemma 3.10 to ensure that X = 1 with probability y* exists. If atomless property
does not hold, then generally speaking the ‘only if” directions in Lemma 3.10 does not hold true,
as Example B.10 and Example B.11 below show. However, it is worth mentioning that a proba-
bility space with atoms may still support Lemma 3.10 for random variables with distributions not
affected by atoms.

Example B.10. We will show that, generally speaking, an increasing family of DCRMs (p¥+),~¢
does not imply that the corresponding family of distortions (1y) =0 is increasing.

Let 7 := {0,1}, and consider the filtered probability space (Q,.%#,{Z}ic7,P), with Q =
{wi, wr}, Fo={0,Q}, F1 = F =22 and P(w;) = P(wy) = L.

Suppose m > 0 > n, and let X = m with probability 3 and X = n with probability 3. For any
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0<x; <xand X € L®, pllp’(2 (X) — pll!)"1 (X) = —X 4 X = 0. On the other hand,

ﬁ”@%wﬁWX%=Aw[%AM—X>yD—wMPPX>ymdy

4 [ Wa(P-X > )~ b (B-X > )] dy

= o [lpr(P(—X >Y)) — ¥x (P(=X > y))]dy

[y e PEX > ) = (P-X > )] dy

= (m—n) (wn <2> _— (;)) .

Thus, (p¥*) =0 is an increasing family of DCRMs, as long as iy, (3) < ¢y, (3), forany 0 < x; < xp,
Clearly, one can take [y1,2] C [0,1] with y; > 1, such that ¥y, (y) > P, (y) forally € (y1,y2)
and ¥y, (y) < ¥y, (y) on remaining interval, which makes (¢y)y>0 not an increasing family of
distortion functions.

Example B.11. Consider the same probability space as in Example B.10. We will show that a right
continuous family of DCRMs (p¥),~¢ does not imply that (x )0 is a right continuous family of
distortion functions.

Suppose m > 0 > n, and let X = m with probability 1, and X = n with probability 1. For any
x>0and X € L®, Zlir?+ p¥*(X) — p¥*(X) = =X + X = 0, while

z—xt z—xt

lim pf(X) = Jim | [ o (B-X > )+ [ ((P-X > )~ 11y

z—xt

1
= (m—n) lim ¥, <>—m
z—xt
Hence, as long as for any x > 0, lim P2(3) = ¥x(3), we have (p¥*),> is a right continuous
Z—X

family of DCRMs. Obviously, by taking 1y, x > 0, such that lim V. (y) # Y«(y) forany y # 3,
Z—X

implies that (¢x) x>0 is not a right continuous family of distortion functions.

= lim | [ (X > gy [ (X > )~ 1dy]

We are ready to present the main result of this section.

Proposition B.12. The mapping o is a DCAI, that is o' is adapted, local, quasi-concave, monotone
increasing and scale invariant.

Proof. The proof of this result can be obtained by using robust representations results for DCAIs
(cf. [BBN14] or [BCDK16]). For the sake of completeness, we present here an independent proof
by verifying directly the corresponding properties of DCAL

Adaptiveness. Consider the set A* := {w € Q | o/ (X)(w) > x}, wherex € Ry, t € T and X € L®
are fixed. We will show A* € .%;. Let

= {we Q| p(X)(w) <0},
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First we will prove that A* = B, Indeed, forany w € {p?*(X) < 0}, wehave x € {Z e Ry | p(X)(w) < 0}.
Thus,

o (X)(w) = sup {z eRy | p(X)(w) < 0} > x, (B.23)

and hence B¥ C A*.
Next we show that A* C B*. By (B.23),

weAx:>sup{z€R+ | % (X)(w) SO} > x.

For any y < x, we also have sup {z eRy | p(X)(w) < 0} > y, which implies that p;py(X)(w) <
0. Therefore, to show w € B*, since p!* (X)(w) < 0, it suffices to show that

lim p}" (X) () = p}*(X) (). (B.24)
To prove the latter, recall that (l,bx)x@R+ is a family of continuous distortions pointwise increasing
in x, and thus by the monotone convergence theorem, we obtain,

lim [y (P(—X > z | Fp)(w))dz = /°° e(P(=X > 2 | F)(w)) dz. (B.25)
ytx Jo 0
Then since,

1}}%1 Wy (P(=X >z | Zi)(w)) = 1) = Yo (P(=X > z | Fp)(w)) — 1,

and for any z € (—o00,0) and y € R, we have that ¢, (P(—=X > z | %#)(w)) — 1| < 1. Again, by
the dominated convergence theorem,

lim Ooo[lpy(P(—x >z | 7)) (w)) —1]dz = /Ooo[lpxap(—x >z | Z)(w)) —1]dz.  (B26)

With (B.25) and (B.26) at hand, (B.24) follows at once, and thus
A* = B* (B.27)

is proved. Measurability of p;*(X) is verified in the proof of Proposition 3.2, which implies that
AY € 9}.
Locality. Forany t € T, X € L®, A € %; and w € Q\N¥,

Ta(w)a! (X)(w) = 14(w) sup {x eRy | /OOO P(P(=X >y | F)(w))dy
4 [ x>y | F) (@) - 1]dy < 0}
~ La(wysup {x € Ry [ 1a(w) [ (P(-X > y | #)(w))dy

F1a@) [ [he(B(-X > y | F)(@)) ~1] dy <0}

0
= 1a(w)sup {x € Ry | /O°° Pe(P(—14X > v | F1)(w)) dy
[ X >y | #)(@) - 1dy <0)

= 1a(w)af (12X)(w).
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Hence locality of o is established.
Quasi-concavity. Forany t € T, X,Y € L® and w € Q\NX. Let m > 0 be some .%#;-measurable
random variable such that o} (X)(w) > m(w) and & (Y) (w) > m(w).
Fix one such w and denote m* = m(w). By (B.27), we have that o (X)(w) > m* and o (Y) (w) >
m* imply that
Y(w m*
pi " (X)(w) = o (X) (@) <0,
Yin(w m*
o (V) (@) = o (V) (w) <0,
respectively. Since sublinearity implies convexity, then by sublinearity of p;”,
o™ (AX + (1= A)Y) (@) < Ap)™ (X)(w) + (1= A)p{™ (Y)(w) < 0. (B.28)
By (B.27) again, we show (B.28) is equivalent to o (AX + (1 — A)Y) (w) > m*. Therefore, quasi-
concavity holds.
Monotonicity. Forany t € T, X,Y € L*® with X < Yand w € Q\NX. For any .#;-measurable
random variable m > 0, such that off (X)(w) > m(w), we have p;!)’”(“’) (X)(w) < 0. By monotonic-
ity of p?, pzpm(‘“)(Y)(w) < p:!)m(‘“)(X)(w) < 0. Then, & (Y)(w) > m(w), and hence o’ (Y)(w) >
o (X) (w).
Scale Invariance. Forany t € T, X € L*®, A € L with A > 0,and w € Q\N¥, we have that,

ot (AX)(w) = sup {x eR, | pP(AX)(w) < o} .
In view of the positive homogeneity of pf’,
! (AX) (@) = sup {x € Ry | Apf*(X) () < o} .

Since A > 0, then Ap}*(X) < 0is equivalent to p}*(X) < 0. Hence, o (AX) = o (X).
The proof is complete.

B.3 On conditional quantiles

The conditional versions of qualtiles are defined naturally using ‘probabilistic conditioning’ of the
corresponding regular (or static) notions. Same hold true for most properties. While morally this
is true, the difficulties are hidden in technical details related to measurably and well-definiteness
of these objects. Here we present some results related to that. We also refer to [BCF18] for some
relevant discussion on this topic.

Definition B.13. For any « € (0, 1), the conditional upper and lower a-quantile of X € L* with
respect to o-field .#; are defined as,
gi (X | F) =esssup{m € L® |P(X <m | #) < a},
9o (X | Z¢) = essinf{m € LY° | P(X <m | %) > a}.

Below wWe will give other representations of the conditional quantile functions, and we start
with an auxiliary result.
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Lemma B.14. Forany X € L*°, t € T, a € L{°, and for fixed ' € Q,
P(X < a| Z)(@) = B(X < a(a) | F)().
Proof. For fixed 0’ € Q,

P(X <a|Z) () =T1quP(X < a| F) = Toegw)E(Ix<a | F)
= ﬂu:a(w’)E(ﬂa:a(w’)ﬂXSﬂ | yf) = ﬂa:a(w’)E(ﬂXga(w’) | 9})
=P(X <a(d) | F) ().

O

Lemma B.15. Forany X € L®,t € T, a € (0,1) and w € Q\NX, the conditional lower and upper
a-quantile admit the representation

o (X | F1)(w) =sup{x e R|P(X < x | F)(w) < a},
o (X | Z)(w) =inf{x e R | P(X < x| F#)(w) > a}.

Proof. We will prove the first identity, and the second identity about g, (X | .%#;) can be proved
similarly. For simplicity, denote by m* := g1 (X | %) and x*(w) := sup{x € R | P(X <
x | Z)(w) < a}. We will show that the set {m* # x*} N (Q \ N¥) is an empty set. We proceed
by splitting {m* # x*} into two sets {m* < x*} and {m* > x*}.
First assume that {m* < x*} N (Q\ NX) # (). Then, there exist M; € .%; and a € L%, such that
on non-empty set M;\N%,
m* <a<x*. (B.29)

Since a < x* on M;\N¥, we have for fixed ' € M;\N¥%,
a(w") < x* (') =sup{x e R | P(X < x| #)(«) < ax}.

Thus, P(X < a(«') | #)(w') < a, which by by Lemma B.15 becomes, P(X < a | %) (o) < a.
Since w’ can be chosen arbitrarily in M;\N*, we have, P(X < a | #)1,;,\nx < «. By locality of
conditional probability, P(X < al\nx | %) < a, which by the definition of g5 (X | ;) implies
that all g\ yx < m*. This contradicts (B.29), and thus {m* < x*} = ) on Q\NX,

Next we prove that {m* > x*} N (Q\NX) is also an empty. Assume this is not true. Then,
there exist My € .%; and b € L{°, such that on non-empty set M\ N X

x*<b<m’. (B.30)
Since x* < b on M,\N¥, for fixed w' € M, \N¥,
b(w) >x" () =sup{x e R |P(X < x| F#)() < ax}.

Thus, P(X < b(o') | Z)(w') > «, and by Lemma B.15, P(X < b | %) (w') > «. Since w’ can be
chosen arbitrarily in M,\N%, we have on M;\NX, that P(X < b | %) > a. By the definition of
95 (X | #), we have that b > m* on M,\N¥, which contradicts (B.30).

The proof is complete. O
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As a consequence of Lemma B.15, one can show that (see also [FS04, Section 4.4] for uncondi-
tional case)

95 (X | ) (w) =sup{x e R |P(X < x | F1)(w) < a}.
4o (X | Z)(w) =inf{ix e R | P(X < x| #)(w) > a}.

For brefity, we show the first identity only. Leta = sup{x € R | P(X < x | %#)(w) < a} and
b=sup{x e R|P(X <x|.%)(w) < a}. Then, since

{xeR|IPX<x| F)(w)<a}D{xeR|PX<x| %) (w)<a},

we have a > b. To show that a < b, we proceed by contradiction. Assume that a > b, then
there exists sp,s1 € R, such that b < sy < s; < a. The inequality s; < a implies that P(X <
s1| Z)(w) < a,and b < sp implies that P(X < sg | .%;)(w) > a. Consequently, we get

P(X < s1 | Z1)(w) < a < P(X < s | F)(w). (B.31)

On the other hand, by [BCF18, (A.4) and (A.5)], since sy < s1, we have that P(X < sy | %) (w) <
P(X < s1| %) (w) < a, which contradicts (B.31).

Finally, we present a result that relates lower conditional quantile to upper conditional quan-
tile.

Lemma B.16. Forany X € L, w € Q\N¥,

9o (X | F) (@) = —q1_o (=X | F1)(w).

Proof. By Lemma B.15, for any w € Q\N’,

i (X | ) (w) =sup{x eR|P(X < x| #)(w) <a}=—inf{—xeR|P(X < x| F)(w) < a}
=—inf{x e R|P(X < —x | .%
=—inf{xeR|P(-X>x| %
=—inf{xeR|1-P(—X<x
=—inf{ixeR|P(—X<x| %
= g o(—X | F)().

~—_— T ~— ~—
—

Lemma B.17. Forany X € L*®,t € T and w € Q\N¥,
BIX | Fil(w) = [ L (X ] F)(@)de

Proof. By [Kal06, Theorem 5.4], fix two measurable spaces S and T, a o-field # C A, and arandom
element ¢ in S such that P[é € - | .#] has a regular version v. Further consider an .%-measurable

random element 77 in T and a measurable function f on S x T with E|f(&,n)| < co. Then, for any
w € Q\N?,

E[f(&,m) | F)(w) = [ v(ds)(@)f(s,m)(w). (B:32)
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Note that in our settings, there is only one variable X which plays the role of £ in (B.32). Since
X € L*™, we only consider X > 0, otherwise take X’ = X + C, where C := esssup X. Thus we
have,

E[X | Z](w) = /RdeP(X < x| F)(w) = /[O,C] xdP(X < x | ) (w)

WP(X < x| F)(w)|S. — /[0 B < x| ) (@) dx

=C— [ 1B x| Fw )]dx:/[O/C]IP’(X>x|ﬁt)(w)dx

- /[O Q] /01 z<P(X>x | F)(w) dzdx = /(0’1) /[O,C] ILz<[ED(X>JC | Zt)(w) dxdz

= 1 _ __dxdz,
/(0,1) /[O,C] P(X<x | #)(w)<1 xdz

Next, we will consider the continuous part and the discrete part of X separately. For fixed z €
(0,1),letx’ =inf{ix e R |P(X < x| #)(w) >1—2z}.
If X is continuous at X', then P(X = x' | %#;)(w) = 0, wehave P(X < x' | %#;)(w) =1 —z, and

Ip(x<x | #)(w)<1-zdx = C — Ip(x<x | #)(w)>1-z 94X
[0,C]

[0,C]
=C-— v, C] ]lIP’(XSX | Z)(w)>1-2 dx
=C— 1dx = ¥,

[x,C]

If X is discrete at x’, then P(X = x' | %) (w) > 0. For those z’ such that P(X < x' — | %) (w) <
1-2/ <P(X <x'| %#)(w), we deduce

Ip(x<x | #)(w)<1—zdx = C — Ip(x<x | #)(w)>1-2 9
[0,C]

[0.C]

=C— Ip(x<x | #;)(w)>1-z AX
[¥,C]

=C— ldx = x'.
[¥.C]

Thus for fixed z € (0,1), and any X, we have
/[0 o, TPl | (@)1= 4 = inf{x € R [ B(X < x| Fi)(w) 212},

and we continue

E[X | Zi](w /01 /oc] P(X<x | 7)(w)<1—z dx dz

:/( inflx € BRI B(X < x| F)(w) 212} de
0,1

01) ql_—z(X ‘ yt)(w) dz.
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B.4 On V@R and AV@R

The conditional V@R, similar to its static counterpart, is defined in terms of conditional a-quantile
function.

Definition B.18. For fixed « € (0,1) and X € L*, conditional V@R at level o with respect to
o-field .%; is defined as,

V@Ry(X | %) := —qL (X | Ft) = essinf{m € L° | P(X+m <0 | F#) < a}.

From financial point of view, V@R, (X|.%#;) can be viewed as the smallest amount of capital,
which, if added to the position X at time ¢, will yield a secured position X + m that encounters
losses with a (conditional) probability below the level . Clearly, the V@R, does not capture the
size or the distribution of the losses beyond the a-quantile. To overcome this, the notion of average
value at risk is introduced.

Definition B.19. The conditional Average Value at Risk at level & € (0, 1] of a position X € L* is
given by
1 1
AV@R,(X | #) := ( )V@RZ(X | F)dz = _oc/( g3 (X | F)dz. (B.33)
0,

Note that g7 (X | .%;) is monotone increasing with respect to z. Since monotonicity implies
Borel measurability, z — g7 (X | %) is Borel measurable. Thus, the integral in (B.33) is well-
defined.

In the existing literature, the AV@R sometimes is defined through the so-called robust or dual
representations; cf. [BCF18] for the conditional case. Next results shows that these definitions are
equivalent.

Lemma B.20. Forany X € L* and a € (0, 1],
AV@R, (X | Z) =esssup{E[-XZ | #] | Z2e€ Z,0<Z<1/a,E(Z | F) =1}. (B.34)

Moreover, a maximizer Z* in the right hand side of (B.34) exists, and it is given by

1
Zo=7 <ﬂx<q§(x |7 T Elx—gi (x| yt)) / (B.35)
here
0, P(X = g=(X | 7)) | 1) = 0,
£= 1 aPX<(X|5)|F) T
- x— <qx F Ft .
B(X=gi (X | 7) | 7) + Otherwise
Proof. In view of (B.33), it is enough to show that,
1
“a o )Llj(X | Zi)(w)dz = E[-XZ;, | F|(w). (B.36)
LetL = — f(o w2 (X | Z¢)(w) dz. Then,
1
= o L X Z ) gl (X | ) ) dz] =3 (X | Z)(@)
X (B.37)
a[ FX1 70 (@)~ qf (X] 70 (@) d2] - g2 (X | F)(w)
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Next we prove an intermediary equality

E {(%f (X|F)-X)" | ]:t} (w) = /(0,1) (92 (X | ) (w) —qf (X | F) (w))Tdz.  (B38)
By Lemma B.17

E[ (02 (X | F) = X)" | F]@) = [

(0,1) 91—z ((q;[(X | Fi) = X)+ | ]:t) (w)dz

= /(0,1) sup{x €R | P ((q5 (X | F) = X)* < x| F) (w) <1-z}dz.

(B.39)
Since
P(X" <x) =P(max{0,X} <x)=P0<x, X <x)= {I(E)’”(X <x), i i 8:
we have that
sup{x €R | P ((q;;(x | F) - X)) < x| ]—"t) (w) <1-2} (B.40)

=sup{x >0 |P(qi(X|F) - X <x|F) (w) <1-—2z}.
Then, we combine (B.39) with (B.40), and obtain

E|(q:(X | F) = X)" | F] (@) = /(0,1) sup{x > 0| P (5 (X | Fi) — X < x| i) (w) < 1z} dz.

Using this, to show (B.38), it is sufficient to show that for any z € (0,1),

sup{x > 0| P (43 (X | Fi) = X < x| Fi) (w) <1 =2} (q4 (X | Fi)(w) — g5 (X | Fi)(w)) ",
(B.41)
which we prove next. Denote by | := sup{x > 0 | P(qf(X | Ft) = X < x| F) (w) < 1 —z}.
Then,

J=sup{x>0|P(—X < —gf (X | Fi)(w) +x | F) (w) <1—2z}
=sup{x >0 |P(X>qf(X|F)(w)—x|F)(w) <1—2z}
=sup{x >0 |P (X < g (X | F)(w) —x | F) (w) > z}.

Lety := g} (X | F¢)(w) — x, and we continue

J=sup{gs (X | F)(w) =y >0 [P (X <y|F)(w) >z}
= o (X | Fi)(w) +sup{~y > —q5 (X | F)(w) | P(X <y | F2) (w) >z}
= g0 (X | Fi)(w) —inf{y < g5 (X | Fi)(w) [ P(X <y | Fi) (w) >z}
= qa (X | Fi)(w) —min {g5 (X | Fy)(w),inf{y eR [P (X <y | F}) (w) > z}}
= o (X | Fi)(w) +max {—q5 (X | Fi)(w), —inf{y e R [P(X <y | Fi) (w) > z}}
= max {0, 44 (X | Fi)(w) — g7 (X | Fi)(w)}
)

= (g2 (X | F)(w) — g (X | Fo)(w)) ",
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and thus (B.41), is proved, and consequently (B.38) is established.
Then by (B.37) and (B.38), we get,

h
I

B[ (X | F) = X)" | A (@) - g5 (X | Fi)(w)

|
Q—~URR[ PR
R+

E (9 (X | F) = X) Legs i) ) | 2] (@0) = 0 (X | Fi) (@)
(X | F) (@) (X < g5 (X | F) | F) (@)
P B[ Xy ) | B (@) = g2 (X | F) (@)

= 05 (X ) (@) [a— P (X < g3 (X| F) | Fi) (@)

q

1

+oE [—X1x<q;(x 17 | ]:t] (w)

a—P(X <qy(X|F) | Ft)
P(X = qa (X | Fp) | Fp)
1

+ E [—X1x<q;(x 7 | ft] (w)

a—P(X <qz(X|F) | F)

P(X = qa (X | F1) | Ft)

1

+oE [—X1x<q;(x 17 | ]:t] (w)

1 [ XOC—P(X<(]:;(X|}})’,F¢)

U PX =i (X | F) | F

a | (X =qa (X[ Fp) | Ft)
1

+ E [—X1x<q;(x 17 | ]:t] (w)

[ 1
= & [X o 2 | ] (@) 4 ZE [ K ) | 7 ()
= E[-XZ; | Fil(w),

= —%%ﬁ(X | F)(w)E [ Tx=gi (x| ) | ff} (w)

1
— 2B |-gi(x| 7 e 7y | | (@)

Ly ot (x| 7) | ]:t] (w)

where Z, is given as (B.35). This is exactly (B.36), and the proof is complete. O
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