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THE GEOMETRY OF MULTI-MARGINAL SKOROKHOD EMBEDDING

MATHIAS BEIGLBOCK, ALEXANDER M. G. COX, AND MARTIN HUESMANN

AssTrACT. The Skorokhod Embedding Problem (SEP) is one of the classical problems in
the study of stochastic processes, with applications in many different fields (cf. the surveys
[48.134])). Many of these applications have natural multi-marginal extensions leading to the
(optimal) multi-marginal Skorokhod problem (MSEP). Some of the first papers to consider
this problem are [32| 10} |44]. However, this turns out to be difficult using existing tech-
niques: only recently a complete solution was be obtained in [14] establishing an extension
of the Root construction, while other instances are only partially answered or remain wide
open.

In this paper, we extend the theory developed in [2] to the multi-marginal setup which
is comparable to the extension of the optimal transport problem to the multi-marginal op-
timal transport problem. As for the one-marginal case, this viewpoint turns out to be very
powerful. In particular, we are able to show that all classical optimal embeddings have nat-
ural multi-marginal counterparts. Notably these different constructions are linked through
a joint geometric structure and the classical solutions are recovered as particular cases.

Moreover, our results also have consequences for the study of the martingale transport
problem as well as the peacock problem.

Keywords: optimal transport, Skorokhod embedding, multiple marginals, martingale opti-
mal transport, peacocks.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The Skorokhod Embedding problem (SEP) is a classical problem in probability, dating
back to the 1960s ([S5156]). Simply stated, the aim is to represent a given probability as
the distribution of Brownian motion at a chosen stopping time. Recently, motivated by
applications in probability, mathematical finance, and numerical methods, there has been
renewed, sustained interest in solutions to the SEP (cf. the two surveys [48] 34]) and its
multi-marginal extension, the multi-marginal SEP: Given marginal measures yy, . . . , i, of
finite variance and a Brownian motion with By ~ p, construct stopping times 7} < ... < 1,
S.t.

B;, ~p;forall 1 <i<nandE[r,] < co. (MSEP)

It is well known that a solution to (MSEP) exists iff the marginals are in convex order
(1o =¢ ... =¢ Hpn) and have finite second moment; under this condition Skorokhod’s original
results give the existence of solutions of the induced one period problems, which can then
be pasted together to obtain a solution to (MSEP).

It appears to be significantly harder to develop genuine extensions of one period solu-
tions: many of the classical solutions to the SEP exhibit additional desirable characteris-
tics and optimality properties which one would like to extend to the multi-marginal case.
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However the original derivations of these solutions make significant use of the particular
structure inherent to certain problems, often relying on explicit calculations, which make
extensions difficult if not impossible. The first paper which we are aware of to attempt
to extend a classical construction to the multi-marginal setting is [10], who generalised
the Azéma-Yor embedding ([1]]) to the case with two marginals. This work was further
extended by Henry-Labordere, Obi6j, Spoida, and Touzi [27, 47], who were able to ex-
tend to arbitrary (finite) marginals, under a non-trivial assumption on the measures. Using
an extension of the stochastic control approach in [22] Claisse, Guo, and Henry-Labordere
[12] constructed a two marginal extension of the Vallois embedding. Recently, Cox, Obloj,
and Touzi [14] were able to characterise the solution to the general multi-marginal Root
embedding through the use of an optimal stopping formulation.

Mass transport approach and general multi-marginal embedding. In this paper, we
develop a new approach to the multi-marginal Skorokhod problem, based on insights from
the field of optimal transport.

Following the seminal paper of Gangbo and McCann [23] the mutual interplay of op-
timality and geometry of optimal transport plans has been a cornerstone of the field. As
shown for example in [13}50] this in not limited to the two-marginal case but extends to
the multi-marginal case where it turns out to be much harder though. Recently, similar
ideas have been shown to carry over to a more probablistic context, to optimal transport
problems satisfying additional linear constraints [7} |57, [25] and in fact to the classical
Skorokhod embedding problem [2].

Building on these insights, we extend the mass transport viewpoint developed in [2] to
the multi-marginal Skorokhod embedding problem. This allows us to give multi-marginal
extensions of all the classical optimal solutions to the Skorokhod problem in full generality,
which we exemplify by several examples. In particular the classical solutions of Azéma-
Yor, Root, Rost, Jacka, Perkins, and Vallois can be recovered as special cases. In addition,
the approach allows us to derive a number of new solutions to which have further
applications to e.g. martingale optimal transport and the peacock problem. A main con-
tribution of this paper is that in many different cases, solutions to the multi-marginal SEP
share a common geometric structure. In all the cases we consider, this geometric infor-
mation will in fact be enough to characterise the optimiser uniquely, which highlights the
flexibility of our approach.

Furthermore, our approach to the Skorokhod embedding problem is very general and
does not rely on fine properties of Brownian motion. Therefore, exactly as in [2] the
results of this article carry over to sufficiently regular Markov processes, e.g. geometric
Brownian motion, three-dimensional Bessel process and Ornstein-Uhlenbeck processes,
and Brownian motion in R? for d > 1. As the arguments are precisely the same as in [2]],
we refer to [2, Section 8] for details.

Related Work. Interest in the multi-marginal Skorokhod problem comes from a number
of directions and we describe some of these here:

e Maximising the running maximum: the Azéma-Yor embedding
Suppose (M,);so is a martingale and write M, := sup,., M;. The relationship be-
tween the laws of M; and M, has been studied by Blackwell and Dubins [8],
Dubins and Gilat [21]] and Kertz and Rosler [42], culminating in a complete classi-
fication of all possible joint laws by Rogers [52]. In particular given the law of M,
the set of possible laws of M; admits a maximum w.r.t. the stochastic ordering, this
can be seen through the Azéma-Yor embedding. Given initial and terminal laws of
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the martingale, Hobson [33]] gave a sharp upper bound on the law of the maximum
based on an extension of the Azéma-Yor embedding to Brownian motion started
according to a non-trivial initial law. These results are further extended in [10]
to the case of martingales started in 0 and constrained to a specified marginal at
an intermediate time point, essentially based on a further extension of the Azéma-
Yor construction. The natural aim is to solve this question in the case of arbitrarily
many marginals. Assuming that the marginals have ordered barycenter functions
this case is included in the work of Madan and Yor [44]], based on iterating the
Azéma-Yor scheme. More recently, the stochastic control approach of [22] (for
one marginal) is extended by Henry-Labordere, Obl16j, Spoida, and Touzi [27, 47]]
to marginals in convex order satisfying an additional assumption ([47, Assumption
®ﬂ). Together with the Dambis-Dubins-Schwarz Theorem, Theorem below
provides a solution to this problem in full generality.
e Multi-Marginal Root embedding

In a now classical paper, Root [53] showed that for any centred distribution with
finite second moment, u, there exists a (right) barrier R, i.e. a Borel subset of
R, x R such that (z, x) € R implies (s, x) € R for all s > ¢, and for which B, ~ p,
T = inf{t : (¢,B;) € R}. This work was further generalised to a large class
of Markov processes by Rost [54], who also showed that this construction was
optimal in that it minimised E[A(7)] for convex functions /.

More recent work on the Root embedding has focused on attempts to charac-
terise the stopping region. A number of papers do this either through analytical
means ([45} 116, 15, 24]]) or through connections with optimal stopping problems
([17]). Recently the connection to optimal stopping problems has enabled Cox,
Obl6j, and Touzi [14] to extend these results to the multi-marginal setting More-
over, they prove that this solution enjoys a similar optimality property to the one-
marginal Root solution. The principal strategy is to first prove the result in the
case of locally finitely supported measures by means of a time reversal argument.
The proof is then completed in the case of general measures by a delicate limiting
procedure.

As a consequence of the theoretical results in this paper, we will be able to
prove similar results. In particular, the barrier structure as well as the optimality
properties are recovered in Theorem Indeed, as we will show below, the
particular geometric structure of the Root embedding turns out to be archetypal
for a number of multi-marginal counterparts of classical embeddings.

e Model-independent Finance

An important application field for the results in this paper, and one of the motivat-
ing factors behind the recent resurgence of interest in the SEP, relates to model-
independent finance. In mathematical finance, one models the price process S as
a martingale under a risk-neutral measure, and specifying prices of call options
at maturity 7 is equivalent to fixing the distribution u of S7. Understanding no-
arbitrage price bounds for a functional y, can often be seen to be equivalent to
finding the range of E[y(B).] among all solutions to the Skorokhod embedding
problem for u. This link between SEP and model-independent pricing and hedg-
ing was pioneered by Hobson [33]] and has been an important question ever since.
A comprehensive overview is given in [34].

IAs shown by an example in [47] this condition is necessary to carry out their explicit construction.
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However, the above approach uses only market data for the maturity time 7,
while in practice market data for many intermediate maturities may also be avail-
able, and this corresponds to the multi-marginal SEP. While we do not pursue this
direction of research in this article we emphasize that our approach yields a sys-
tematic method to address this problem. In particular, the general framework of
super-replication results for model-independent framework now includes a num-
ber of important contributions, see [20, 26} 3} [38]], and most of these papers allow
for information at multiple intermediate times.

e Martingale optimal transport
Optimal transport problems where the transport plan must satisfy additional mar-
tingale constraints have recently been investigated, e.g. in [36, 4} 7, 22} 20, [11]].
Besides having a natural interpretation in finance, such martingale transport prob-
lems are also of independent mathematical interest, for example — similarly to
classical optimal transport — they have consequences for the investigation of mar-
tingale inequalities (see e.g. [9, 28| 47]). As observed in [5] one can gain in-
sight into the martingale transport problem between two probabilities u; and u,
by relating it to a Skorokhod embedding problem which may be considered as
continuous time version of the martingale transport problem. Notably this idea
can be used to recover the known solutions of the martingale optimal transport
problem in a unified fashion ([39]]). It thus seems natural that an improved under-
standing of an n-marginal martingale transport problem can be obtained based on
the multi-marginal Skorokhod embedding problem. Indeed this is exemplified in
Theorem [2.16] below, where we use a multi-marginal embedding to establish an
n-period version of the martingale monotone transport plan, and recover similar
results to recent work of Nutz, Stebegg, and Tan [46].
¢ Construction of peacocks

Dating back to the work of Madan—Yor [44], and studied systematically in the
book of Hirsch, Profeta, Roynette and Yor [31], given a family of probability
measures (i)ep0,r7 Which are increasing in convex order, a peacock (from the
acronym PCOC “Processus Croissant pour I’Ordre Convexe”) is a martingale such
that M, ~ yu, for all t € [0,T]. The existence of such a process is granted by
Kellerer’s celebrated theorem, and typically there is an abundance of such pro-
cesses. Loosely speaking, the peacock problem is to give constructions of such
martingales. Often such constructions are based on Skorokhod embedding or par-
ticular martingale transport plans, and often one is further interested in producing
solutions with some additional optimality properties; see for example the recent
works [29} 40} 411, 35].

Given the intricacies of multi-period martingale optimal transport and Sko-
rokhod embedding, it is necessary to make additional assumptions on the under-
lying marginals and desired optimality properties are in general not preserved in
a straight forward way during the inherent limiting/pasting procedure. We ex-
pect that an improved understanding of the multi-marginal Skorokhod embedding
problem will provide a first step to tackle these range of problems in a systematic
fashion.

1.1. Outline of the Paper. We will proceed as follows. In Section we will describe
our main results. Our main technical tool is a ‘monotonicity principle’, Theorem[2.4] This
result allows us to deduce the geometric structure of optimisers. Having stated this result,
and defined the notion of ‘stop-go pairs’, which are important mathematical embodiment of
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the notion of ‘swapping’ stopping rules for a candidate optimiser, we will be able to deduce
our main consequential results. Specifically, we will prove the multi-marginal generalisa-
tions of the Root, Rost and Azéma-Yor embeddings, using their optimality properties as a
key tool in their construction. The Rost construction is entirely novel, and the solution to
the Azéma-Yor embedding generalises existing results, which have only previously been
given under a stronger assumption on the measures. We also give a multi-marginal general-
isation of an embedding due to Hobson & Pedersen; this is, in some sense, the counterpart
of the Azéma-Yor embedding; classically, this is better recognised as the embedding of
Perkins [51], however for reasons we give later, this embedding has no multi-marginal ex-
tension. Moreover the proofs of these results will share a common structure, and it will
be clear how to generalise these methods to provide similar results for a number of other
classical solutions to the SEP.

In Section[2.1] we also use our methods to give a multi-marginal martingale monotone
transport plan, using a construction based on a SEP-viewpoint.

The remainder of the paper is then dedicated to proving the main technical result, The-
orem In Section [3] we introduce our technical setup, and prove some preliminary
results. As in [2]], it will be important to consider the class of randomised multi-stopping
times, and we define these in this section, and derive a number of useful properties. It is
technically convenient to consider randomised multi-stopping times on a canonical proba-
bility space, where there is sufficient additional randomisation, independent of the Brow-
nian motion, however we will prove in Lemma that any sufficiently rich probability
space will suffice. A key property of the set of randomised multi-stopping times embed-
ding a given sequence of measures is that this set is compact in an appropriate (weak)
topology, and this will be proved in Proposition [3.18} an important consequence of this is
that optimisers of the multi-marginal SEP exist under relatively mild assumptions on the
objective (Theorem [2.1)).

In Section ] we introduce the notions of color-swap pairs, and multi-colour swap pairs.
These will be the fundamental constituents of the set of ‘bad-pairs’, or combinations of
stopped and running paths that we do not expect to see in optimal solutions. In this section
we define these pairs, and prove some technical properties of the sets.

In Section [5] we complete the proof of Theorem [2.4] In spirit this follows the proof of
the corresponding result in [2], and we only provide the details here where the proof needs
to adapt to account for the multi-marginal setting.

1.2. Frequently used notation.

The set of (sub-)probability measures on a space X is denoted by P(X) / P=!(X).

2= {(s1,...,54) : 0 < 51 <...< sy} denotes the d-dimensional simplex.

The d-dimensional Lebesgue measure will be denoted by £.

For a measure £ on X we write f(£) for the push-forward of £ under f : X —= Y.

We use &(f) as well as f f dé¢ to denote the integral of a function f against a

measure &.

e C.(R,) denotes the continuous functions starting in x; C(R,) = |J,er Cx(R;). For
w € C(R;) we write f,w for the path in Cyp(R ) defined by (0;w)1>0 = (W4 5—Ws)r>0-

e W denotes Wiener measure; W, denotes law of Brownian motion started accord-
ing to a probability u; F° (F¢) the natural (augmented) filtration on Co(R.,).

e Ford e Nweset C(R,) = C(R,)X[0,11¢, W = Wo L, and F = (F;),0 the usual

augmentation of (?',0 ®B([0, 11%)),50. To keep notation manageable, we suppress d

from the notation since the precise number will always be clear from the context.
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e X is a Polish space equipped with a Borel probability measure m. We set X :=
XxCo(R,), P =meW, G° = (Q?)zzo = (B(X)@?—',O),Zo, G“ the usual augmentation
of G°.

e Ford e Nweset X = X x[0,119 P = P® L% and G = (G))ro the usual
augmentation of (g? ® B([0, 11%));50. Again, we suppress d from the notation
since the precise number will always be clear from the context.

e The set of stopped paths started at O is denoted by S = {(f,s) : f : [0,s] —
R is continuous, f(0) = 0} and we define r : Co(Ry) X Ry — § by r(w,?t) =
(wy0,1,1). The set of stopped paths started in X is Sx = (X,§) = {(x, f,s) : f :
[0, s] — R is continuous, f(0) = 0, x € X} and we define rx : X X Co(R,) X R, —
Sx by rx(x, w, 1) := (x, w0, 1), i.e. rx = (Id, 7).

e We use @ for the concatenation of paths: depending on the context the arguments
may be elements of S, Co(R,) or Co(R;) XR,. Specifically, ® : Y XZ — Z, where
Y is either § or Cy(R,) X Ry, and Z may be any of the three spaces. For example,
if (f,s) € S and w € Cy(R,), then (f, 5) ® w is the path

W(f) = {f(t) L= (1.1)

f+wlt—s) t>s

e As well as the simple concatenation of paths, we introduce a concatenation op-
erator which keeps track of the concatenation time: if (f,s),(g,f) € S, then
f,s)®(g,t) = (fDg,s,s +1). We denote the set of elements of this form as
§®2, and inductively, S® in the same manner.

e Elements of S® will usually be denoted by (f,si,...,s;) or (g,t1,...,t). We
define r; : Co(Ry) X E' — S® by ri(w, 1, ..., 51)) := (W[0.5 S1» - - - » 5i)- Accord-
ingly, the set of i-times stopped paths started in X is S ?" = (X, S®). Elements of
Si" are usually denoted by (x, f, s1,...,s;) or (y,8,t1,...,%). Incase of X = R
we often simply write (f, s1,...,s;) or (g,t1,...,t) with the understanding that
f(0),2(0) € R. In case that there is no danger of confusion we will also some-
times write S ﬁ" = §®. The operators &, ® generalise in the obvious way to allow
elements of S §’i to the left of the operator.

e For (x, f,s1,...,8;) € Sfi,(h, s) € § we often denote their concatenation by
x, f,81,...,8)|(h, s) which is the same element as (x, f, sq,..., ;) ® (h, s) but
comes with the probabilistic interpretation of conditioning on the continuation
of (f,s1,...,s;) by (h, s). In practice, this means that we will typically expect the
(h, s) to be absorbed by a later @ operation.

e The map X X E' 3 (x,w, 51,...,5) = (X, W0, 51, ..., 5) € ST will (by slight
abuse of notation) also be denoted by r;.

o Weset : XXE — SPXCR,), (x,w,51,...,5) > (X, 00,51 515 - - - ), O5, ).
Then 7 is clearly a homeomorphism with inverse map

1

7l fost,. 8D, w) = (% fOw, 81,0, 80).
Hence, & = 77 1(7(&)) . For 1 < i < d we can extend ; to a map Fy; : X X ¢ —
SE x C(Ry) x B by setting
Fai(X, 0, 815y 84) = (X, 0575 15+« + 5 8i), O5,0, (Siv1 = Sis oo oy Sa = 81)).

e ForT; C S® we setl"f =AU, S0, Sic1 Si) El(f,sl,...,si,lj) el,sii1 <s5; <
Sand f = fon [0, s]}, where we set 5o = 0.
o For (f,s1,...,5) € S we write f = sup,_, f(r), and f = inf,, f(r).



THE GEOMETRY OF MULTI-MARGINAL SKOROKHOD EMBEDDING 7

e For1 <i < nand F afunction on S resp. Co(R,) x Z" and (f, s1,...,s) € S®
we set
FUstwssd®(p g t) i= F(F @O, Sty vy Sis Si + Livls e e, Si+ 1)
=F((f,s1,---, ) ® M, Lixts - - -5 1)),
where (17,1, .. ., t,) may be an element of S®~/, or Co(R,) X Z". We similarly
define

F(f‘sl ,,,,, Si)e)(n’t[Jrl’-”,tn) = F(f@?], Sl,...,S,;],S[+ti+1,...,sl'+tn)
:F((f,S],...,Si)®(n,ti+],...,tn)),

where (17,1, .. .,t,) may be an element of S® ! or Co(R,) x E"*1,
e For any j-tuple 1 < i < ... <i; < d we denote by projy,g, i) the projection

.....

from X X R? to X x R/ defined by

(X,(Us)’l, e 9yd) = (X,(U,)’ip e ,yi,-)
and correspondingly, for & € P(X x RY), £-4) = projy,;, ;1(€). When j = 0,
we understand this as simply the projection onto X. If (ij,...,i;) = (1,..., ) we

2. MAIN ResuLrs

2.1. Existence and Monotonicity Principle. In this section we present our key results
and provide an interpretation in probabilistic terms. To move closer to classical probabilis-
tic notions, in this section, we slightly deviate from the notation used in the rest of the
article. We consider a Brownian motion B on some generic probability space and recall
that, foreach 1 <i <n,

S® = {(f,s1,...,5):0< s <...<s;, feC(0,s]).
We note that S® carries a natural Polish topology. For a function y : §® — R which is

Borel and a sequence (y;);_, of centered probability measures on R, increasing in convex
order, we are interested in the optimization problem

P, = inf{E[y((By)s<r,> T1>- .., Tw)] : T1, ..., T, satisfy (MSEP)}. (OptMSEP)

We denote the set of all minimizers of by Opt,. Take another Borel measur-
able function y, : S® — R. We will be also interested in the secondary optimization
problem

P’}’2|7 = inf{E[yz((Bé').fST,,’Tla M Tn)] : (Tla MR Tn) € Opty} (OptMSEPz)

Both optimization problems, (OptMSEP)) and (OptMSEP,),will not depend on the particu-
lar choice of the underlying probability space, provided that (Q, ¥, ()0, P) is sufficiently
rich that it supports a Brownian motion (B;).»( starting with law pg, and an independent,
uniformly distributed random variable Y, which is #j-measurable (see Lemma . We
will from now on assume that we are working in this setting. On this space, we denote the
filtration generated by the Brownian motion by 7 5.

We will usually assume that (OptMSEP) and (OptMSEP,)) are weli-posed in the sense
that E[y((BS)SST”,TI, .. .,Tn)] and E|y2((Bs)s<r,» T1s - - .,Tn)] exist with values in (—oo, o]
for all T = (14, ..., 7,) which solve (IMS_EP]) and is finite for one such .

Theorem 2.1. Let y,y; : S® — R be Isc and bounded from below. Then, there exists a

minimizer to (OptMSEP,).
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The condition that the functions v, y, are bounded below can easily be relaxed (see [2,
Theorem 4.1]). We will prove this result in Section[3.3]
Our main result is the monotonicity principle, Theorem [2.4] which is a geometric char-

acterisation of optimizers T = (7y,...,7,) of (OptMSEP,). The version we state here is
weaker than the result we will prove in Section [5]but easier to formulate and still sufficient

for our intended applications.
For two families of increasing stopping times (o j)';zi and (7 j)’}:i with 7; = 0 we define

k:=1inf{j>i:74 >0}
and stopping times
e
7 :{ ;-]jliffjj;ljc
and analogously
. | ojifj<k
= { Tif j > k

Note that (& iz and (7 )} are again two families of increasing stopping times, since

Ti=0
<Tirt = Lo 20y Tint + Loy, <oy 0
ST = ]lri+120'iTi+2 + ]l‘r,'+1<0'i(]1‘r,>+320','+17-i+2 + ]lri+2<0'i+10-i+2) (21)
< 7','4.3 =,

and similarly for &;.

Definition 2.2. A pair ((f, s1,...,Si-1,5), (& t1,...,ti-1,1)) € S® x S® constitutes an i-
th stop-go pair, written ((f, s1,...,Si-1,5),(g, t1,...,ti_1,1)) € SG;, if f(s) = g(t) and for
all families of F B-stopping times o; < ... < 0, 0 = 7, < 7541 < ... £ 7T, satisfying
0<Elojl<ooforalli< j<nand0 <E[r;] <ooforalli< j<n
Ely (f ® B)uss+a,s S1s -+ -5 Sic1, S+ Tiy S+ Tiny oo, S + 0)]

+ E[V (((g @ B)LI)MSH-T,[, tl 9oy ti—l 7t st + Titl 5e-- ’t + Tn )]

> E[y (f © B)iusstas S1>- -+ 81,8 58+ Tistses S+ )] (2.2)

+ E[y (((g 2] B)u)ust-*—'?”’ tl» ey ti—l’ r+ %i s+ %i+l yeeesl + ‘T-Vl )]’
whenever both sides are well defined and the left hand side is finite. (See Figure[l])

A pair ((f,81,...,5i-1,8), (g, t1, ..., ti_, 1)) € S® x S® constitutes a secondary i-th
stop-go pair, written ((f, s1,...,8i-1,8), (g t,...,ti-1,1)) € SGoy, if f(s) = g(t) and for
all families of F B-stopping times o; < ... < 0, 0 = 7; < 7141 < ... £ 7T, satisfying
0 <E[oj]l <ooforalli < j<nand0 < E[1)] < o foralli < j < n the inequality 2.2)
holds with > and if there is equality we have

Ely2 (f ® B)lussros St -+ i1 8 + iy $ + Tty ooy S+ 0)]
+ E[72 (((g 2] B)M)Ll§l+Tn’ tl 3oy ti—l 1 , 1+ Titl 5. - , 1+ Tn )]
>E[')’2 (((f®B)u)u§X+5',psl9-~-’Siflss ’S+5-i+19-~~3s+5-n)] (23)
+ E[y2 ((§® B)ustsz, s o - - s ticls t + T 8 + T 5.0t + 7)1,
whenever both sides are well defined and the left hand side (of 23)) is finite.

For 0 < i < j < n we define projgei : S — S® by (f, s1,...,57) = (10,511 S1s -+ » i)
where we take so = 0, S0 = R, and fo,01 := f(0) € R.
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A tl t t—f-7'3 t+T4 t+T5

S+ 05

t

»

S1 S S+09 SH+03 S+ 0y

A t1 t t+7~'3 t+7~'4 t+7~'5
t+ To

t

»
L

51 S s+03 s+04

Ficure 1. We show a potential ‘Bad Pair’. In the top picture, we show
the pair ((f, s1, $), (g, #1, £)) with corresponding stopping times 73, ..., Ts
and 0, ...,05. In the bottom picture, the stopping times 7, ...7s and
G3,...,05 are shown. Note that the first time that the stopping rules can
‘revert’ to their original times are 73 and &3.

Definition 2.3. A setT = (I'y,...,T,,) withT; C S® for each i is called y,|y-monotone if
foreach1 <i<n
SGy; N(I'T xTy) =0,

where

7 ={(f,s1,...,8i-1,u) : there exists (g, 51,...,Si-1,8) € [}, si1 < u < 8,80 = fh
and projgei- (I'i) S Ty
Theorem 2.4 (Monotonicity principle). Ler v,y : S® — R be Borel measurable, B
be a Brownian motion on some stochastic basis (Q,F , (F1)e0,P) with By ~ o and let

T = (f1,...,Ty) be an optimizer of (OPtMSEP,). Then there exists a vy,|y-monotone set

I'=({Ty,...,[,) supporting T in the sense that P- a.s. forall1 <i<n
((BS)SST[7TI’ oo T) el (2.4)

Remark 2.5. We will also consider ternary or j-ary optimization problems given j Borel
measurable functions yy,...,y; : S® — R leading to ternary or j-ary i-th stop-go pairs
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SGi3,...,SG;j for 1 <i < n, the notion of yj|. .. |yi-monotone sets and a corresponding
monotonicity principle. To save (digital) trees we leave it to the reader to write down the
corresponding definitions.

2.2. New n-marginal embeddings.

2.2.1. The n-marginal Root embedding. The classical Root embedding [53]] establishes
the existence of a barrier (or right-barrier) R € R, X R such that the first hitting time of R
solves the Skorokhod embedding problem. A barrier R is a Borel set such that (s, x) € R =
(t,x) € R for all t+ > 5. Moreover, the Root embedding has the property that it minimises
E[h(7)] for a strictly convex function # : R, — R over all solutions to the Skorokhod
embedding problem, cf. [54].

We will show that there is a unique n- marginal Root embedding in the sense that there
are n barriers (R')” such that for each i < n the first hitting time of R’ after hitting R
embeds ;.

Theorem 2.6 (n-marginal Root embedding, c.f. [14]). Puty; : S® = R, (f, 51,...,8,) —
h(s;) for some strictly convex function h : Ry — R and assume that is well
posed. Then there exist n barriers (Ri)?zl such that defining

Tlleool(w) — inf{t >0: (l‘, Bt(a))) € ‘R]}
andfor1 <i<n

7R (W) = inf{t > TR(w) : (1, B/(w)) € R}

the multi-stopping time (T, ... TR0y minimises

E[n(7)]
simultaneously for all 1 <i < namong all increasing families of stopping times (T1,...,7,)
such that By, ~ p; for all 1 < j < n. This solution is unique in the sense that for any
solution T1,...,T, of such a barrier-type we have ‘rf”‘” =7 a.s.
Proof. Fix a permutation « of {1,...,n}. We consider the functions ¥ = y,q1),..., % =

Yy on S and the corresponding family of n-ary minimisation problems, (OptMSEP,,).
Let (tR' ... 7R") be an optimiser of Pj,_j5,. By the n-ary version of Theorem [2.1]

choose an optimizer (T’f"‘”, ..., Rooty of (OptMSEP,)) and, by the corresponding version of

Theorem a¥yl...|y1-monotone family of sets (I'y,...,I,) supporting (T’f"”’ yoo., TROOT)
Hence for every i < n we have P-a.s.

((BS)SST,'? 10015 ey Tfﬂ()t) € ri’
and
(T xT)NSG;, =0.
We claim that, for all 1 < i < n we have
SGiy 2{((f, 51,580, (& t, ..., 1) f(51) = g(t), si > 1}

Fix (f, s1,...,8), (g t1,...,t;) € S® satisfying s; > #; and consider two families of stop-
ping times (o i and (1 j)j; on some probability space (Q2, ¥, P) together with their mod-
ifications (), and (¥))}_; as in Section@ Put

J1:=inf{m > 1 : k(m) > i}
and inductively for 1 <a<n-i+1

Ja i=1inf{m > j, 1 @ k(m) > i}.
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Let [ = argminf{a : P[o;, # 6;,] > 0}. By the definition of &; and 7; we have in case of
Ji = i the equality {0, # &} = Q and for j; > i it holds that

(o, #7;} = ﬂ {ok > T}

i<k<ji

As 1} < Tpy1, in particular, we have on {o;, # &} the inequality o > 7 for every
i <k < j;. The strict convexity of 4 and s > ¢ implies

E[h(s + o)1 + E[h(t + 7;)] > E[h(s + &)1 + E[h(z + T))] .

Hence, we get a strict inequality in (the corresponding ™! (ji)-ary version of) (2.3)) and the
claim is proven.
Then we define foreach 1 <i<n

R, = ((5,) € Ry X R: (g, 11, 1) € Ty glt) = x5 2 1)

and
R ={(s,x) eRy xR : (g, t1,....4;) € Tig(t;) = x, 5 > t;}.

Following the argument in the proof of Theorem 2.1 in [2]], we define 7., and 7!, to be
the first hitting times of R, and R!, respectively to see that actually 7!, < 78" < 7! and
7l =17l as. by the strong Markov property. Then we can inductively proceed and define
o o=inflr> 7l (1, B) e R}

CL
and

o o=inflr> 7 (1, B) e R,).

opP *

By the very same argument we see that 74, < 78" <7 and in fact 7}, = 7},.

Finally, we need to show that the choice of the permutation x does not matter. This
follows from a straightforward adaptation of the argument of Loynes [43] (see also [2|
Remark 2.2] and [[14} Proof of Lemma 2.4]) to the multi-marginal set up. Indeed, the first
barrier R! is unique by Loynes original argument. This implies that the second barrier is
unique because Loynes argument is valid for a general starting distribution of the process
(t, By) in R, X R and we can conclude by induction. ]

Remark 2.7. (1) In the last theorem, the result stays the same if we take different
strictly convex functions h; for each i.

(2) Moreover, it is easy to see that the proof is simplified if one starts with the objective
Yy hi(ty), which removes the need for taking an arbitrary permutation of the
indices at the start. Of course, to get the more general conclusion, one needs to
consider these permutations.

Corollary 2.8. Leth : R, — R be a strictly convex function and lety : S® — R, (f, 51,...,8,)
" h(t). Let TR0 = (T’f"”’, ..., RO be the minimizer of Theorem Then it also mini-
mizes

Ely(71,...,T0)]

among all increasing families of stopping times T\ < ... < T, satisfying Bz, ~ u; for all
I1<i<n.
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2.2.2. The n-marginal Rost embedding. The classical Rost embedding [54] establishes the
existence of an inverse barrier (or left-barrier) R C R, X R such that the first hitting time
of R solves the Skorokhod embedding problem. An inverse barrier R is a Borel set such
that (¢, x) € R = (s,x) € R for all s < . Moreover, the Rost embedding has the property
that it maximises E[/(7)] for a strictly convex function 4 : R, — R over all solutions to the
Skorokhod embedding problem, cf. [54]]. Similarly to the Root embedding it follows that

Theorem 2.9 (n-marginal Rost embedding). Put y; : S® — R,(f, s1,...,5,) — —h(s;)
for some strictly convex function h : R, — R and assume that (OptMSEP) is well posed.
Then there exist n inverse barriers (7{5)?:1 such that defining

TfOSt(w) = lnf{t > 0 . (t, Bz(a))) € Rl}
andforl <i<n
Tfost(w) — lnf{[ > Tfialﬂ(w) . ([, B[(CU)) € Rl}
the multi-stopping time (7 Ila(m» cos TRO) maximises

Efh(7)]

simultaneously for all 1 < i < namong all increasing families of stopping times (11, ...,T,)
such that B, ~ pj for all 1 < j < n. Moreover, it also maximises

S BT,
i=1

This solution is unique in the sense that for any solution 7, ..., T, of such a barrier-type

we have ‘rf"“ =7

The proof of this theorem goes along the very same lines as the proof of Theorem [2.6]
The only difference is that due to the maximisation we get

SGin 2{(fs S50 8, (& 1, ) 2 f(s) = g(t), s < 1}

leading to inverse barriers. We omit the details.

2.2.3. Thf n-marginal Azéma-Yor embedding. For (f,si,...,s,) € S® we will use the
notation f;, := maxo<s<s, f(5).

Theorem 2.10 (n-marginal Azéma-Yor solution). There exist n barriers (R )L, such that
defining

¥ =inf{t>0: (B, B,) e R'"}
andfor1 <i<n

Y = inf{r > 721 1 (B, B,) € R}

1

the multi-stopping time (v4Y, ..., t4Y) maximises
n
ot
i=1
among all increasing families of stopping times (t1,...,T,) such that B, ~ p; for all
1 < j < n. This solution is unique in the sense that for any solution 7, ...,%, of such a

barrier-type we have T¥ = .
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We emphasise that this result has not appeared previously in the literature in this gener-
ality; previously the most general result was due to [27] and [49], which proved a closely
related result under an additional condition on the measures, which is not necessary here.

AY

Remark 2.11. In fact, similarly to the n-marginal Root and Rost solutions ™" simultane-

ously solves the optimization problems
sup{E[Bz] : T < ... < %, By, ~ 1., Bz, ~ )

for each i which of course implies Theorem (see also Remark 2.7|2). To keep the
presentation readable, we only prove the less general version.

Proof. Fix a bounded and strictly increasing continuous function ¢ : R, — R, and con-

sider the continuous functions y(f, s1,...,8,) = — X1, fi, and ¥(f, s1,...,8,) = 2y o(fi) f(s:0)?

defined on S®". Pick, by Theorem a minimizer 7 of and, by Theorem
a yly-monotone family of sets (I';)’, supporting 74" = (z**)" | such that for all i < n
SGix N (IF xT;) = 0.
We claim that
SGiz 2 {((fi 51,25 (811 1)) €S XS f(s0) = gt fi, > &) (25)

Indeed, pick ((f, s15- .. 5, (g t1,..., 1)) € S® x S® with f(s;) = g(#;) and f;, > g, and
take two families of stopping times (o j)’;:i and (1 j)’}:i together with their modifications
(e j);?:l. and (7 j);f:i as in Section We assume that they live on some probability space
(Q, 7, P) additionally supporting a standard Brownian motion W. Observe that (as written
out in the proof of Theorem@ on {0 # &} it holds that o-; > 7;. Hence, on this set we
have W, > W-.. This implies that for w € {o"; # &} (and hence &°; = 7;,7; = 07)

Ja V(F(si) + W (@) + 8, V (8(1) + W (w)
< fo V(F(50) + Wor (@) + &, V (8(1) + W (w)),

with a strict inequality unless either W(,/ (w) < g, —g(t) or V_VT,. > f_.g — f(s;). On the set
{oj = 6} we do not change the stopping rule for the j-th stopping time and hence we get
a (pathwise) equality in (2.6). Thus, we always have a strict inequality in (2.3)) unless a.s.
either W (w) < &, — g(t;) or Wy, > f,, — f(s;) for all j. However, in that case we have for
all j such that P[o; # & ] > O (there is at least one such j, namely j = i)

E () (s0) + Wor)?| + E [0(@,)(s(t) + W, ]
> B[@(F)(f(si) + Wa)?| + E [0(@,)(8(t) + W]

Hence, ((f, s1,...,5),(g, t1,...,1;)) € SG C SGj in the first case and in the second case

we have ((f, s1,...,5), (g .- ..,1)) € SGy proving (2.5).
For each i < n we define

RZ)P = A{(m, x) : AL, s1,...,8) €[, f(s) = x,fsi < m}

(2.6)

and
RéL = {(m’-x) : 3(f7 Slyeves S,’) € ri’f(si) = x’fSi < m}
with respective hitting times (7° = 0)
7 =inf{t > 7' (B, B) e R}
and
7l =inf{t > 7" : (B, B) e R ).
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We will show inductively on i that firstly 7, < 7/ < 7, a.s. and secondly 7, = 7, a.s.
proving the theorem. The case i = 1 has been settled in [2]. Soletus assume 7! = 771 as.
Then 7, < 7" follows from the definition of 7/, . To show that ¥ < 71, pick w satisfying

CL —

((By (w))sgﬁw, ™ (w),..., 7" (w)) € T; and assume that 7/ (w) < 74 (w). Then there exists
€ [7 (w), Tfy(w)) such that f := (Br(w))rq satisfies (f, f(s)) € R,. Since 7/, !(w) <
() < 5 < ¥ (w) we have (f, 7} (w),..., 7 (w),s) € T7. By deﬁnrtlon of ‘ROP, there
exists (g, 11, ...,¢) € I'; such that f(s) = g(tl) and 8 < fs y1e1dmg a contradiction to (2.3)).
Finally, we need to show that 7/, = 7/ a.s. Before we proceed we give a short reminder

of the case i = 1 from [2, Theorem 6.5]. We define

do(m) = supfx : Aom, x) € R ).

From the definition of R, we see that §\(m) is increasing, and we define the right-

continuous function ¢} (m) = ¢ (m+), and the left-continuous function ¢! (m) = ¢j(m-).
It follows from the definitions of ‘1'1 and ‘r1 that:

=inf{t>0: B, <y'(B)) <7l <7l <inf{t>0:B, <y'(B)) =
As % has at most countably many ]urnp points (discontinuity points) it is easily checked
that 7~ = 7, a.s. and hence 7}, = 7}, = 7. Note also that the law ji' of BTAY can have
an atom only at the rightmost point of its support. Hence, with 7! := LaW(Bf]w, Bav), the
1

measure 7, .
Defining these quantities in obvious analogy for j € {2,...,n}, we need to prove 7if! =

7itl = A% assuming that 7' has continuous projection onto the horizontal axis. To do so,

we decompose 7' into free and trapped particles

has continuous projection onto the horizontal axis.

i i i i
= Mgt oy 0T Tnixsyl ony)°
Here 7r refers to particles which are free to reach a new maximum, while 7! refers to

particles Wthh are trapped in the sense that they will necessarrly hit RE (and thus also R',)
before they reach a new maximum. For particles started in 7' ’ it follows precisely as above

that the hitting times of Ri*! and Rif! agree. For particles started in 7/ this is a consequence

of Lemma Additionally, as above we find that i}/ ' has continuous projection
onto the horizontal axis. O

Lemma 2.12. [39, Lemma 3.2] Let u be a probability measure on R* such that the projec-
tion onto the horizontal axis proj, pu is continuous (in the sense of not having atoms) and
let y : R — R be a Borel function. Set

=y tx >yl R = {(ny) rx 2 vk
Start a vertically moving Brownian motion B in u and define
=inf{t>0: (x,y+B) R}, 7" :=inf{t>0:(x,y+ B,) € R™}.
Then " = °° almost surely.
2.2.4. The n-marginal Perkins/Hobson-Pedersen embedding. For (f,s1,...,s,) € S® we
will use the notation f e mingp<s<y, f(5) to denote the running minimum of the path up to

time s;. (Recall also that f; is the maximum of the path). In this section we will consider
a generalisation of the embeddings of Perkins [51] and Hobson and Pedersen [37]. The
construction of Perkins to solve the one-marginal problem with a trivial starting law can
be shown to simultaneously minimise E[4(B;)] for any increasing function 4, and max-
imise E[k(B,)] for any increasing function k, over all solutions of the embedding problem.
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Later Hobson and Pedersen [37] described a closely related construction which minimised
E[h(B,)] over all solutions to the SEP with a general starting law. The solution of Perkins
took the form:

¥ :=inf{t > 0: B, < y_(B,) or B, > y4(B,)}
for decreasing functions vy, y_. Hobson and Pedersen constructed, for the case of a general
starting distribution, a stopping time

P = inf{t >0 : B, < y_(B,) or B, > G}

where G was an appropriately chosen, Fp-measurable random variable. They showed that
7HP minimised E[h(B;)] for any increasing function, but it is clear that the second min-
imisation does not hold in general. In [37, Remark 2.3], the existence of a version of
Perkins’ construction for a general starting law is conjectured. Below we will show that
the construction of Hobson and Pedersen can be generalised to the multi-marginal case,
and sketch an argument that there are natural generalisations of the Perkins embedding to
this situation, but argue that there is no ‘canonical’ generalisation of the Perkins embed-
ding. To be more specific, for given increasing functions %, k, the embedding(s) which
maximise E[k(B,_ )] over all solutions to the multi-marginal embedding problem which
minimise ]E[h(BT")] will typically differ from the embeddings which minimise ]E[h(l?,n)]
over all maximisers of E[k(QTn)].

Theorem 2.13 (n-marginal ‘Hobson-Pedersen’ solution). There exist n left-barriers (R’ )
and stopping times 1) < 7, < --+ < T, where T; < oo implies B-: = BT; such that

P = inf{t>0: (B, B) e R'} A T}
andfor1 <i<n

' = inf{r > 7/} . (B, B) e R} A T}

the multi-stopping time (T{IP, oo, THPY minimises
n
E| > B,
i=1
among all increasing families of stopping times (11,...,T,) such that B, ~ p; for all
I1<j<n

Proof. Fix a bounded and strictly increasing continuous function ¢ : R, — R, and con-
sider the continuous functions y(f, s1, . . ., Sx) = Sy fos Y2(Fs S15 - oy 80) = 2y @(fi) f(50)?
defined on S®". Pick, by Theorem a minimizer 777 of and, by Theo-
rem a y2ly-monotone family of sets (I';), supporting 7" = (z/F)"_ "such that for all
i<n

SGis N (T X T) = 0.
By an essentially identical argument to that given in Theorem [2.10] we have

SGia 2 {((fistoe 5. (g1 1)) €SE XS s fls) = g(t). fo, < &) @7

Note that, given /¥
infinite otherwise.

For each i < n we define
an, = {(m,x) A, s1, ..., 8) €T, f(s) = x,f_s,. >m, x < m}

, we can define stopping times 7} := 7/'" if Biur = Bour and to be

and
RE, = {0m,x) : Afo 51,050 €T f(s) = x, fy, 2 m, x < m)
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with respective hitting times 7 =0)

7 =inf{t > 7! (B, B) e R}
and

= inflr > 7 (B, B) € R ).

It can be shown inductively on i that firstly 7/, A 77 < Tf”J <7, A 77 a.s., and secondly
7L AT} = 1., AT} as., proving the theorem. The proofs of these results are now essentially
identical to the proof of Theorem [2.10} |

Of course, as before, a more general version of the statement (without the summation)
can be proved, at the expense of a more complicated argument.

Remark 2.14. The result above says nothing about the uniqueness of the solution. How-
ever the following argument (also used in [2]) shows that any optimal solution (to both the
primary and secondary optimisation problem in the proof of Theorem [2.13) will have the
same barrier form: specifically, suppose that (t') and (o) are both optimal. Define a new
stopping rule which, at time 0, chooses either the stopping rule (t'), or the stopping rule
(0"), each with probability 1/2. This stopping rule is also optimal (for both the primary
and secondary rules), and the arguments above may be re-run to deduce the corresponding
form of the optimal solution.

In fact, a more involved argument would appear to give uniqueness of the resulting
barrier among the class of all such solutions; the idea is to use a Loynes-style argument
as before, but applied both to the barrier and the rate of stopping at the maximum. The
difficulty here is to argue that any stopping times of the form given above are essentially
equivalent to another stopping time which simply stops at the maximum according to some
rate which will be dependent only on the choice of the lower barrier (that is, in the language
above, P(H!. < T = THP < H',,) is independent of the choice of‘rf”’ for any x and & > (),
where H' := 1nf{t > Tﬁ’f : B, > x). By identifying each of the possible optimisers with a
canonical form of the optimiser, and using a Loynes-style argument which combines two
stopping rules of the form above by taking the maximum of the left-barriers, and the fastest
stopping rate of the rules, one can deduce that there is a unique sequence of barriers and
stopping rate giving rise to an embedding of this form. We leave the details to the interested
reader.

Remark 2.15. We conclude by considering informally the ‘Perkins’-type construction im-
plied by our methods. Recall that in the single marginal case, where By = 0, the Perkins
embedding simultaneously both maximises the law of the minimum, and minimises the law
of the maximum. A slight variant of the methods above would suggest that one could adapt
the arguments above to consider the optimiser which has the same primary objective as
above, and also then aims to minimise the law of the minimum. In this case the argu-
ments may be run to give stopping regions (for each marginal) which are barriers in the
sense that it is the first hitting time of a left-barrier R which is left-closed in the sense that
if (for a fixed x) a path with f; = m, f = j is stopped, then so too are all paths with
gy =m' 8, = = j, where (m’,—j') < (m —J) and < denotes the lexicographical ordering.
With this deﬁmtlon the general outline argument given above can proceed as usual, how-
ever we do not do this here since the final stage of the argument — showing that the closed
and open hitting times of such a region are equal — would appear to be much more subtle
than previous examples, and so we leave this as an open problem for future work.
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However, more notable is that in the multiple marginal case (and indeed, already to
some extent in the case of a single marginal with a general starting law), the Perkins opti-
mality property is no longer strictly preserved. To see why this might be the case (see also
[37, Remark 2.3]) we note that, in the case of a single marginal, with trivial starting law,
the embedding constructed via the double minimisation problems always stops at a time
when the process sets a new minimum or a new maximum. At any given possible stopping
point, the decision to stop should depend both on the current minimum, and the current
maximum, however when the process is at a current maximum, both the current position
and the current maximum are the same. In consequence, the decision to stop at e.g. a new
maximum will only depend on the value of the minimum, and the optimisation problem
relating to maximising a function of the maximum will be unaffected by the choice. In par-
ticular, it is never important which optimisation is the primary optimisation problem, and
which is the secondary optimisation problem: in terms of the barrier-criteria established
above, this can be seen by observing that in lexicographic ordering, (m’,—j') < (m,—j) is
equivalent to (—j',m’) < (—j,m) if eitherm =m’ or j = j.

On the other hand, with multiple marginals, we may have to consider possible stopping
at times which do not correspond to setting a new maximum or minimum. Consider for
example the case with py = 6o, 1 = (01 + 6-1)/2, 10 = 2(62 + 6-2)/5 + 60/5. In particular,
the first stopping time, T must be the first hitting time of {—1, 1}, and if the process stops
at 0 at the second stopping time, then to be optimal, it must stop there the first time it hits
0 after 11. If we consider the probability that we return to 0 after T, before hitting {—2,2},
then this is larger than % and we need to choose a rule to determine which of the paths
returning to 0 we should stop. It is clear that, if the primary optimisation is to minimise
the law of the maximum, then this decision would only depend on the running maximum,
while it will depend only on the running minimum if the primary and secondary objectives
are switched. In particular, the two problems give rise to different optimal solutions. The
difference here arises from the fact that we are not able to assume that all paths have
either the same maximum, or the same minimum. As a consequence, we do not, in general,
expect to recover a general version of the Perkins embedding, in the sense that there exists
a multi-marginal embedding which minimises the law of the maximum, and maximises the
law of the minimum simultaneously.

2.2.5. Further “classical” embeddings and other remarks. By combining the ideas and
techniques from the previous sections and the techniques from [2| Section 6.2] we can es-
tablish the existence of n-marginal versions of the Jacka and Vallois embeddings and their
siblings (replacing the local time with a suitably regular additive functional) as constructed
in [2| Remark 7.13]. We leave the details to the interested reader.

We also remark that it is possible to get more detailed descriptions of the structure of
the different barriers. At this point we only note that all the embeddings presented above
have the nice property that their n-marginal solution restricted to the first n — 1 marginals
is in fact the n — 1 marginal solution. This is a direct consequence of the extension of the
Loynes argument to n-marginals as shown in the proof of Theorem[2.6] For a more detailed
description of the barriers for the n-marginal Root embedding we refer to [14].

We also observe that, as in [2, Section 6.3], it is possible to deduce multi-marginal
embeddings of some of the embeddings presented in the previous sections, e.g. Root and
Rost, in higher dimensions. We leave the details to the interested reader.

2.2.6. A n-marginal version of the monotone martingale coupling. We next discuss the
embedding giving rise to a multi-marginal version of the monotone martingale transport
plan. Note that we need an extra assumption on the starting law p, but on g only.
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Theorem 2.16 (n-marginal martingale monotone transport plan). Assume that ug is con-
tinuous (in the sense that po(a) = 0 for all a € R). Let ¢ : RXR — R be three times
continuously differentiable with ¢y, < 0. Put y; : S —= R, (f, s1,...,8,) = c(f(0), f(s:)
and assume that is well posed. Then there exist n barriers (R')\_, such that
defining

7, = inf{t > 0 : (B, — By, B,) € R'}
andfor1 <i<n

7; = inf{t > 7.1 : (B, — By, B;) € R'}

the multi-stopping time (71, ..., T,) minimises

E[c(Bo, Br,)]
simultaneously for all 1 < i < namong all increasing families of stopping times (71, ..., 7,)
such that Bz, ~ p;j for all 1 < j < n. This solution is unique in the sense that for any
solution T1,...,T, of such a barrier-type we have t; = 7;.

Remark 2.17. In the final stage of writing this article we learned of the work of Nutz,
Stebegg, and Tan [46] on multi-period martingale optimal transport which (among various
further results) provides an n-marginal version of the monotone martingale transport plan.
Their methods are rather different from the ones employed in this article and in particular
not related to the Skorokhod problem.

Proof of Theorem[2.16] The overall strategy of the proof, and in particular the first steps
follow exactly the arguments encountered above. Fix a permutation « of {1,...,n}. We
consider the functions ¥1 = Y1y, .-+, ¥n = Y on S®" and the corresponding family of
n-ary minimisation problems. Pick, by the n-ary version of Theorem [2.1] an optimizer
(t1,...,7,) and, by the n-ary version of Theorem@ a ¥,|...[y1-monotone family of sets
Ty,...,I,) supporting (74, ..., T,), i.e. for every i < n we have P-a.s.

((BX)SST,'9T1’ RPN T,‘) € 1"[,
and
I xIT)NSG;, =0.
We claim that for all 1 < i < n we have

SGi,n 2 {(f’ Slseees si)s (g5 tl’ e 9ti) : f(si) = g(tl)’g(o) > f(o)}

To this end, we have to consider (f,si,...,s),(g,t,...,t;) € S® satisfying f(s;) =
g(t), f(si) — f(0) > g(t;) — g(0) and consider two families of stopping times (a'j)flfzi and
(t j);?:i together with their modifications (& j);?:i and (7 j);?:i as in Section However,
since the modification of stopping times consists only of repeated swapping of the two
stopping times what is effectively sufficient to prove is the following:

For f(s) — f(0) > g(#) — g(0) and any stopping times p, o, 7, where p < o, we have for

G =0l +7lsr, Ti=7l,r+0l,
the inequality
E[c(f(0), f(s) + B5)] + E[c(g(0), 8(2) + Br)]
> E[c(f(0), f(s) + B5)] + E[c(g(0), g(1) + B7)],

and that this inequality is strict, provided that the set p > 7 has positive probability.
To establish this inequality, of course only the parts were p > 7 matters. Otherwise put,
the inequality remains equally valid if we replace all of o, 7,5, 7 by 7V o onthe setp < 7,

(2.8)
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in which case we have & = 7, 7 = ¢, o > 7. Hence to prove 2.§) it is sufficient to show
for @ := Law(B, ), := Law(B;) and a := f(s) = g(¢) that

fc(f(O), a+x) da(x)+f c(g(0), a+x) dB(x) > f c(f(0),a+x) d,B(x)+f c(g(0), a+x) da(x).

To obtain this, we claim that

te fc(t, a+ x)da(x) - fc(t,a + x) dB(x)

is decreasing in #: This holds true since c, is concave and 8 precedes « in the convex order
(strictly if P(p > 7) > 0).
Having established the claim, we define foreach 1 <i<n
Riy = {(d,x) € Ry xR :3(g 11, 1) € Tiy g(1) = x,d 2 g(17) - g(0))

and
Rép = {(ds -x) € R+ XR: 3(8, I, .. 7ti) € ri, g(tl) = -x9d > g(tl) - g(o)}

Following the argument used above, we define 7/, and 7!, to be the first times the process
(B, — By, B))s>0 hits R!, and R!, respectively to see that actually 7, <7y <7l

It remains to show that 7!, = 7! (This has already been shown in [39} Prop. 3.1]; we
present the argument for completeness). To this end, note that the hitting time of (B; —
By, By)>0 into a barrier can equally well be interpreted as the hitting time of (—By, By)>0
into a transformed (i.e. sheared through the transformation (d, x) — (d —x, x) ) barrier. The
purpose of this alteration is that the process (— By, B;);>0 moves only vertically and we can
now apply Lemma to establish that indeed 7!, = 7.,. Observe that at this stage the
continuity assumption on i is crucial.

We then proceed by induction.

As above, uniqueness and the irrelevance of the permutation follow from Loynes’ ar-
gument. O

A very natural conjecture is then that Theorem 2.16| would give rise to a solution to the
peacock problem. The set of martingales (S ;).c[0,r] (more precisely the set of corresponding
martingale measures) carries a natural topology and given D C [0, T] with T € D the set
of martingales with prescribed marginals (u;),ep is compact (cf. [6]). By taking limits
of the solutions provided above along appropriate finite discretisations D C [0, T], one
obtains a sequence of optimisers to the discrete problem whose limit (S,)e0.r; satisfies
S, ~ py,t € [0,T] and minimizes E[(S, — S¢)°] simultaneously for all ¢ € [0, 7] among
all such martingales. However, since this is not the scope of the present article we leave
details for future work.

We note that this also provides a continuous time extension of the martingale monotone
coupling rather different from the constructions given by Henry-Labordere, Tan, and Touzi
[30] and Juillet [40].

3. StopPING TIMES AND MULTI-STOPPING TIMES

For a Polish space X equipped with a probability measure m we define a new probability
space (X, G (G20, P) with X := X x Co(R;),G° := BX)®F°, G := BX) @ F, P :=
m® W, where B(X) denotes the Borel o-algebra on X, W denotes the Wiener measure, and
(Tto),zo the natural filtration. We denote the usual augmentation of G° by G*. Moreover,
for x € {0,a} we set G;;_ := B(X) ® F;'. If we want to stress the dependence on (X, m) we
write G(X, m), G{(X,m), .. ..
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The natural coordinate process on X will be denoted by Y, i.e. for r > 0 we set
Yi(x, w) = (x, wy).
Note that under P, in the case where X = R, the process Y can be interpreted as a Brownian
motion with starting law m. In particular, t — Y;(x, w) is continuous and g? =0(Y;,s<t).
We recall
S :={(f.s) : feCl0,s], f(0) =0}, Sx = (X,$)
and introduce the maps
r:CoRI)XRe =8, (w,0) = (o, D), (3.1
rx : XXR+ - SX9 (x,(l), t) = (x7 r(w»t)) (32)
We equip Cop(R;) with the topology of uniform convergence on compacts and Sx with the
final topology inherited from X X R turning it into a Polish space. This structure is very

convenient due to the following proposition which is a particular case of [18, Theorem IV.
971.
Proposition 3.1. Optional sets /functions on X X R, correspond to Borel measurable sets
/functions on S'x. More precisely we have:

(1) Aset DC X xR, is Qo—optional iff there is a Borel set A C Sx with D = r;(l(A).

(2) A process Z = (Z)er, is G°-optional iff there is a Borel measurable H : Sx — R
suchthatZ = Hor.

A GC-optional set A € X X R, is closed in X X R, iff the corresponding set rx(A) is closed
in Sx.

Definition 3.2. A G%-optional process Z = H o rx is called Sx- continuous (resp. L/u.s.c.)
iff H: Sx — R is continuous (resp. l./u.s.c.).

Remark 3.3. Since the process t — Y,(x, w) is continuous the predictable and optional o-
algebras coincide ([18, Theorems IV.67 (c) and IV.97]). Hence, every G°-stopping time T
is predictable and, therefore, foretellable on the set {T > 0}.

Definition 3.4. Let Z : X — R be a measurable function which is bounded or positive.
Then we define E[Zlg?] to be the unique Q?-measumble function satisfying

E[ZIG%](x, w) := ZM (x, w) := fZ(x, w0 ® W) dW(W).
Proposition 3.5. Let Z € Cu(X). Then Z,M defines an Sx- continuous martingale (see
Definition[3.2), Z¥ = lim,_,, ZM exists and equals Z.
Proof. Up to a minor change of the probability space this is [2, Proposition 3.5]. O

3.1. Randomised stopping times. We set
M :={£ € PUX XR,) : £d(x, w),ds) = £x(ds) P(d(x, ), £r € P (RL))

and equip it with the weak topology induced by the continuous and bounded functions on
X X R,. Each £ € M can be uniquely characterized by its cumulative distribution function

AL (1) 1= &0 ([0, 1]).

Definition 3.6. A measure & € M is called randomized stopping time, written ¢ € RST, iff
the associated increasing process A% is optional. If we want to stress the Polish probability
space (X, B(X), m) in the background, we write RST(X, m).



THE GEOMETRY OF MULTI-MARGINAL SKOROKHOD EMBEDDING 21

We remark that randomized stopping times are a subset of the so called P-measures
introduced by Doleans [19] (for motivation and further remarks see [2 Section 3.2]).

In the sequel we will mostly be interested in a representation of randomized stopping
times on an enlarged probability space. We will be interested in (X', G’, (G/)r=0, P’) where
X' = XX[0,1],P'(A; X Ay) = P(A)L(A;) (L denoting Lebesgue measure on R), G’ is the
completion of G° ® B([0, 1]), and (G,)1»0 the usual augmentation of (G° ® B([0, 1])),0.

The following characterization of randomized stopping times is essentially Theorem 3.8
of [2]. The only difference is the presence of the X in the starting position, however it is
easily checked that this does not affect the proof.

Theorem 3.7. Let & € M. Then the following are equivalent:
(1) There is a Borel function A : Sx — [0, 1] such that the process A o ry is right-
continuous increasing and
&xw((0,5]) := A o rx(x, w, 5) (3.3)

defines a disintegration of &€ wrt to P.

(2) We have ¢ € RST(X,m), i.e. given a disintegration (£x,)xwiex of € wrt P, the
random variable A,(x, w) = &xw([0,2]) is GY-measurable for all t € R,.

(3) Forall f € Cp(Ry) supported on some [0,t], t > 0 and all g € Cyp(X)

[ £(s)(g = E[glG?1)(x, ) £(dx, dw, ds) = O (3.4)
(4) On the probability space (X', G, (G})0,P"), the random time
px,w,u) :=inf{t > 0: &, ,([0,7]) > u} (3.5

defines an G’ -stopping time.

Remark 3.8. An immediate consequence of (3.4)) is the closedness of RST wrt to the weak
topology induced by the continuous and bounded functions on X X R, (cf. [2, Corollary
3.10] and Lemma[3.13).

3.2. Randomised multi-stopping times. In this section, we extend the results of the last
section to the case of multiple stopping. Recall the notation defined in Section In
particular, for d > 1, recall that

=24 .= {(s1,...,59) G]R‘i,sl <...<s4)
and define M to consist of all £ € P=!(X x Z¢) such that
Ed(x,w),dsy,...,dsq) = Exolds, . .., dsg) PA(x, w)), & € P ED.

Recall that (X, G, (G,)i=0, P) is defined by X = Xx[0, 1]%,P(A; xA,) = P(A)L4(A,), where
L% denotes the Lebesgue measure on R? and G; is the usual augmentation of G'®8([0, 1]%).
We mostly denote L%(du) by du. For (uy, ..., ug) € [0, 1]¢ we often just write (i1, . . ., ug) =
u. We suppress the d- index in the notation for the extended probability space. It will either
be clear from the context which d we mean or we explicitly write down the corresponding
spaces.

Definition 3.9. A measure & € M? is called randomised multi-stopping time, denoted by
£ € RMSTy, ifforall0<i<d-1

Fir1 €Dy € RST(S Y, ri(£1). (3.6)

We denote the subset of all randomised multi-stopping times with total mass 1 by RMSTL.
If we want to stress the dependence on (X, m) we write RMST (X, m) or RMST}i(X, m).
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Unlike for the randomised stopping times, there is no obvious analogue of (1), (2) or (3)
of Theorem [3.7]in the multi-stopping time setting. However below we prove a representa-
tion result for randomised multi-stopping times in a similar manner to (4). The following
lemma (c.f. [2) Lemma 3.11]) then enables us to conclude that, on an arbitrary probabil-
ity space, all sequences of increasing stopping times can be represented as a randomised
multi-stopping time on our canonical probability space.

Lemma 3.10. Let B be a Brownian motion on some stochastic basis (Q, H, (H;)w0, Q)
with right continuous filtration. Let Ty,...,T, be an increasing sequence of H-stopping
times and consider

D:Q 5 CRYXEL @ (B)sosT1(@), . .., Ta(@)).

Then & := ®(Q) is a randomized multi-stopping time and for any measurable y : S® — R
we have

f)/(f’ Slyeves sn) rn(f)(d(f’ S1yeees Sn)) = EQ[’Y((BI)tSTn’ Tlyenns Tn)]~ (37)

If Q is sufficiently rich that it supports a uniformly distributed random variable which
is Ho-measurable, then for & € RMST we can find an increasing family (1;)1<i<n of H-
stopping times such that &£ = ©(Q) and (3.7) holds.

Proof. For notational convenience we show the first part for the case n = 2. Let By ~ m.
It then follows by [2l Lemma 3.11] that 7 o(¢) € RST(R, m). Hence, we need to show that
72.1(€) € RST(SR, r1(£)), i.e. we have to show that §(2f’s) is r1(¢)—a.s. a randomized stopping
time, where (§(2f’s))( ,5) denotes a disintegration of &% wrt r1(¢). (Here and in the rest of the
proof we assume f(0) € R and suppress the “x” from the notation).

First we show that 7 (E)(d(f, ), dw) = r1(ENA(f, s))W(dw). Take a measurable and
bounded F : Sg X Co(R;) — R. Then, using the strong Markov property in the last step,
we have

f F((f. 8), @) FLEA(S. 5), deo) (3.8)
= f F((rx(@, 5), 6,) &' (d@, ds)
- fg Flrx(B(@). 71()). b, ) Bw)) Q(dw)

- f F((, 8), @) n@)d(f. $)W(dD) .

Let g be the projection from Sg X Co(R;) X R, to Sg X Co(R,), and p be the projection from
XxE2 5 XxR,, plw,si, s2) = (w, s1). Then, g o 72,1 = 71 o p. Recalling that & = pE®
there is a disintegration of 7, ;(¢'"?) wrt 7{(¢') which we denote by

Eponw(dsy) € PR,

Then, we set f(zf’sl)(da), dsy) = f(zfysl)’w(dsz)W(dw). Since d?l(‘fl) = dr,-(fl)dW the mea-
sures g—‘(zf,sl) define a disintegration of 7 ;(£2) wrt r{(£'). We have to show that r{(¢') a.s.
f(zf’sl) is a randomized stopping time. We will show property (2) in Theorem where
now X = Sg,m = r(£) and accordingly g? = B(Sr)® 7—;0 with usual augmentation G
(cf. Section[I.2).

To this end, fix t > 0 and let g : Sg X Co(R;) — R be bounded and measurable and set
h = E,[glG¢]. Then, it holds that Eq[g(r1(B, 11), 0, B)IH:, 1] = h(ri(B,71), 0, B). Using
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rightcontinuity of the filtration H in the third step to conclude that 7, — 7 is an (Hz, +1)r=0
stopping time, this implies

f 8((f> ), ) &1, ,10,1]) ri(ENA(f, $)W(dw)

=Eq [g(r(B.71), 0, B) 11, 1,</]
=Eq [Eq [g(r1(B, 71), 0, B)Hr 1] Ty vy <]
= EQ [h(l’l (B, Tl), QTI B)]]'Tzf‘rlsz‘]

= f h((f, $), ) &5, [0, 1]) r1(ENA(f, $)W(dw).

This shows the first part of the lemma.

To show the second part of the lemma we start by constructing an increasing se-
quence of stopping times on the extended canonical probability space (X, G, (G0, P).
By Theorem 3.7 - and the assumption that &' € RST(X,m) there is a G stopping time

p'(x, w,u) = p'(x, w, u) defining a disintegration of &' wrt P via

fépl(dsl) du .

By assumption, 7 | (52) € RST(Sx, (& ). Hence, writing s, = s, — s we can disintegrate

A(d(x. w). ds1. dsa) = f E e Ot o 05 A5 (1)l

such that for r|(¢') a.e. (x, f, s1) the disintegration f(zx Fs) is a randomized stopping time.
?ﬁzain by Theorem there is a stopping time ﬁi 1.5, (@, u2) representing f(zx, o @sin B3).
en,

2 NS | ~2
P(x, U1, u2) 1= P (X @, U1) + P .1 (o)) G (v @5 U2)

defines a G stopping time such that
(x, w) = f , 5p1(x,w,u)(dtl)6p2(x,w,u)(dt2) du
[0,1]

defines a G“- measurable disintegration of &> w.r.t. P. We proceed inductively. To finish
the proof, let U be the [0, 11%—valued uniform 7Hy—measurable random variable. Then
7; := p'(B, U) define the required increasing family of # stopping times. O

Remark 3.11. Lemma shows that optimizing over an increasing family of stopping

times on a rich enough probability space in (OPtMSEP) is equivalent to optimizing over
randomized multi-stopping times on the Wiener space.

Corollary 3.12. Let ¢ € RMST. On the extended canonical probability space (X, G. (G0, P)
there exists an increasing sequence (pi)lfl: | of G- stopping times such that

(1) for u = Gun,..ou) € 10,11 and for each | < i < d we have pi(x,w,u) =
,Oi(X, W, ULy ey Mj),‘
(2)
(x,w) — f Optrw (A1) -+ Oy o,y (dla) du (3.9)

defines a G*- measurable disintegration of & w.r.t. P.
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Next we introduce some notation to state another straightforward corollary. It is easy
to see that g% o Fy; = F; o p®, where ¢* is the projection from S§' x C(R;) X 2% to
S% x C(R,), and p® is the projection from X X £ to X x Z' defined by

(X, W, 15y 83) B (X, W, S1y..ny Si).
Recalling that £ = p®i(£), it follows that there exists a disintegration of 7 ;(&) with respect
to 7;(¢'), which we denote by:

Eefosrmsyo(dSiat, .. dsg) € PET.
Moreover, we set
Etsrns([dw,dsisty ... dsa) i= Extrnsnw@Sivts - - dsq) W(dw) € P(C(Ry) x 2470,

The map (x, f, s1,..., ) = &k fs,...s) inherits measurability from the joint measurability
of ((x, f, S1,...,8), W) = Ex fsy,...50.0- In particular, & 1, . 5, defines a disintegration of
Fai(€) wrt. ri(&"), since dii(€') = dWdr;(¢') by the same calculation as (3-8). Following
exactly the line of reasoning as in the first part of the proof of Lemma [3.10]yields

Corollary 3.13. Let £ € RMST (X, m) and 1 < i < d. Then, for ri(€) a.e. (x, f,s1,...,5})
we have é:(x,f,sl,..-,si) S RMSTd_,({O}, 50).

Remark 3.14. We note that the last Corollary still holds for i = 0 by setting S ﬁo =
R,ro(&7) = m. Then, the result says that for a disintegration (£,), of & w.r.t. m for m-
a.e. x € Xwe have &, € RMST . Of course this can also trivially be seen as a consequence
ofP=m@®W.

An important property of RMST is the following Lemma.

Lemma 3.15. RMST is closed w.r.t. the weak topology induced by the continuous and
bounded functions on X x Z4.

Proof. We fix 0 < i < d — 1 and consider the Polish space X = S si with corresponding
X = XxCy(R,) and P = r,(£')®W. To show the defining property (3.6) in Deﬁnitionwe
consider condition (2) in Theorem the goal is to express measurability of Z,(x, w) :=
HLF), f e Co([0,1]),x € S, w € Co(R,) in a different fashion. Note that a bounded

X, ~
Borel function 4 is G?-measurable iff for all bounded Borel functions G : X — R

E[hG] = E[hE[G|G ],

of course this does not rely on our particular setup. By a functional monotone class argu-
ment, for Q?-measurability of Z, it is sufficient to check that

E[Z/(G - EIGIG;D] = 0 (3.10)
for all G € C;(X). In terms of &*!, (3-10) amounts to

0 = E[Z(G - E[GIG’])] = f P(dx, dw) f EFL(ds) f(5)(G - EIGIG ) (x, w)

= f f(5)(G = EIGIGD(x, ) T (€ )(dx, dw, ds),
which is a closed condition by Proposition 3.5] m|

Given ¢ € M? and s > 0 we define the random measure £ A s on Z¢ by setting for
A € E? and each (x,w) € X

E N $)rw(A) = f]lA(sl NS,y SqgNS)Exw(dsy,... dsyg).
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Assume that (M), is a process on X. Then (Mf )s>0 18 defined to be the probability
measure on R4*! such that for all bounded and measurable functions F : R! - R

f F®) Mf(dy) = f F(My(x, w), My, (x,w), ..., M,(x,w)) (EAs)dx,dw,dsy, ... ,dsg).
Rd+! =d

This means that Mf is the image measure of & A s under the map M : X x 24 — R?*!
defined by

(X, w, S1,...,8q0) = (Mo(x, w), My, (x,w), ..., M, (x,w)).
We write lim_, Mf = M; if it exists.

3.3. The set RMST(ug, 1, - - ., 1,), compactness and existence of optimisers. In this
subsection, we specialise our setup to X = R,m = yp € PR) and d = n. Let yo, py, ..., iy €
P(R) be centered, in convex order and with finite second momen f X uidx) = V; < o
for all i < n. In particular V; < V. For t > 0 we set B;(x,w) = x + w, . We extend B
to the extended probability space X by setting B(x,w,u) = B(x,w). By considering the
martingale B? - we immediately get (see the proof of Lemma 3.12 in [2]] for more details)

Lemma 3.16. Let ¢ € RMST, and assume that Bs = (to, i1, . . ., ). Let (p1,...,pn) be
any representation of ¢ granted by Lemma[3.10} Then, the following are equivalent

(1) Blp'l <coforalll <i<n

(2) Blp'l=Vi—Voforalll <i<n

(3) (Bpi/\t)tz() is uniformly integrable for all 1 <i < n.

Of course it is sufficient to test any of the above quantities for i = n.

Definition 3.17. We denote by RMST (1o, i1, . - . , dn) the set of all randomised multi-stopping
times satisfying one of the conditions in Lemma

By pasting solutions to the one marginal Skorokhod embedding problem one can see
that the set RMST (ug, 1, - . - , tt,) is non-empty. However, the most important property is

Proposition 3.18. The set RMST (ug, i1, . . . , 4n) is compact wrt to the topology induced
by the continuous and bounded functions on C(R) X =,

Proof. This is a direct consequence of the compactness of RST(u;,,) established in [2], The-
orem 3.14] as the set RMST (ug, i1, - . -, i) s closed. m]

This result allows us to deduce one of the critical results for our optimisation problem:

Proof of Theorem[2.1] This follows from Proposition [3.18] and the Portmanteau theorem.
m

3.4. Joinings of Stopping times. We now introduce the notion of a joining; these will be
used later to define new stopping times which are candidate competitors for our optimisa-
tion problem.

Definition 3.19. Let (M, o) be a Polish probability space. The set JOIN(m, o) of joinings
between P = m®W and o is defined to consist of all subprobability measures m € P<'(X x
R, X Y) such that

® projxyp, (Mrxxz,xp) € RST(X, m) for all B € B(Y);

® projy(m) =P

e projy(m) <o .

Utis possible to relax this, see [2| Section 8]
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Example 3.20. An important example in the sequel will be the probability space (X, P)
constructed from X = S% and m = ri(&) for & € RMST}I(R,uO) and 0 < i < n, where
we set S = R, ro(fo) = o leading to X = Sﬁi x CR,) and P = ri(éYW = #(&) (cf

Corollary[3.13).

4. CoLOUR SwAPS, MULTI-COLOUR SWAPS AND STOP-(GO PAIRS

In this section, we will define the general notion of stop-go pairs which was already
introduced in a weaker form in Section We will do so in two steps. First we define
colour swap pairs and then we combine several colour swaps to get multi-colour swaps.
Together, they build the stop-go pairs.

Our basic intuition for the different swapping rules comes from the following picture.
We imagine that each of the measures yy, ..., u, carries a certain colour, i.e. the measure
u; carries colour i. The Brownian motion will be thought of being represented by a particle
of a certain colour: at time zero the Brownian particle has colour 1 and when it is stopped
for the i-th time it changes its colour from i to i + 1 (cf. Figure|[T]in Section[2.).

In identifying a stop-go pair, we want to consider two sub-paths, (f, si,...,s;) and
(g,t1,--.,t;), and imagine the future stopping rules, which will now be a sequence of colour
changes, obtained by concatenating a path w onto the two paths. The simplest way of
creating a new stopping rule is simply to exchange the coloured tails. This will preserve
the marginal law of the stopped process, while generating a new multi-stopping time. A
generalisation of this rule would be to try and swap back to the original colour rule at the
Jjth colour change, where i < j. In this case, one would swap the colours until the first
time one of the paths would stop for the jth time, after which one attempts to revert to the
previous stopping rule. Note however that this may not be possible: if the other path has
not yet reached the j— Ist colour change, then the rules cannot be stopped, since one would
have to switch from the jth colour to the j — 1st colour, which is not allowed. Instead, in
such a case, we simply keep the swapped colourings. We call recolouring rules of this
nature colour swaps (or i < j colour swaps). We will define such colour swap pairs in
Section [4.2]

After consideration of these colour swaps, it is clear that the determination of when to
revert to the original stopping rule could be determined in a more sophisticated manner.
For example, instead of trying to revert only on the jth colour change, one could instead
try to revert on every colour change, and revert the first time it is possible to revert. This
recolouring rule gives us a second set of possible path swaps, and we call such pairs multi-
colour swaps. We will define these recolouring rules in Sectiond.3] Of course, a multitude
of other rules can easily be created. For our purposes, colour swaps and multi-colour swaps
will be sufficient, but other generalisations could easily be considered.

An important aspect of the recolouring rules are that they provide a recipe to map from
one stopping rule to another, and an important aspect that needs to be verified is that the
new stopping rule does indeed define a randomised multi-stopping time.

We fix £ € RMST!(R, o) and y : SE" — R. As in the previous section, we denote

£(0) = x € R.For (f, 51,...,5) € S and (h, 5) € S we will often write (f, s1...., s)|(h, )
instead of (f, s1,...,8) ® (h,s) € Sﬁ’“ to stress the probabilistic interpretation of condi-
tioning the continuation of (f, sy, ..., s;) on (A, s).

4.1. Coloured particles and conditional randomised multi-stopping times. By Corol-
lary [3.13] and Remark [3.14] (for i = 0), for each 0 < i < n the measure &y, s, is
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ri(&)—a.s. a randomised multi-stopping time. For each 0 < i < n — 1 we fix a disinte-
gfation (g(f,Sl ,,,,,, S ,-),m)(f,xl ,,,,,, $i),W of 711,i(€) W.L.L. ;l(éﬂ) and set g(f,sl,“.,x;) = é‘:(f,sl,.“,s;),ww(dw)-
We will need to consider randomised multi-stopping times conditioned on not yet having
stopped the particle of colour i + 1. To this end, observe that
" .
fé;,s,,,_,,s,) = prOJC(R+)><El(§(f,S1 ,,,,, 5))

defines a disintegration of 7, ;(£!) wrt r;(£). By Deﬁnition fé;'élé) € RST a.s. and
we set

Al @ D= AL (o0 = € )e0,1])

which is well defined for rl-(§")—a1most every (f, si,...,s;) by Theorem
For (f,si,...,s) € S i’ we define the conditional randomised multi-stopping time

.....

(é:(f,sl ..... s,)l(h,s))a)([o, Ti+1] X...X [0» Tn]) (41)
[ EfsrsIoa((s, 5+ Tia] X X (5,5 + ) ifAS, 0s) <
AAff,sl """" s /)(h’ S)(?f(feah,s, ,,,,,, s ;,A‘;+x))a)([s’ s+ Tia] X ... X [s,5 +T,]) ifA(gf’x],'_',Sl)(h’ s) =
where AAffysl,...,si)(h’ s) = Aff,sl,.‘.,s,»)(h’ s) — Afﬁsl """" 5)(1, s=). The second case in @1) cor-

! Y,-))]1®“J having an atom at time s eating up ‘all the remaining (positive)

responds to (fé}m ______
mass’ which is of course independent of w. This causes a &y to appear in [@.2) below.
Moreover, in this case it is possible that also all particles of colour j € {i + 2,...,n} are
stopped at time s by (55;’13_1 ..... . /_))h@w. This is the reason for the closed intervals in the second
line on the right hand side of @.I). Using Lemma [3.10]resp. Corollary [3.12]it is not hard
to see that (@.I)) indeed defines a randomized multi-stopping times (you simply have to
consider the stopping times p/(w, u1, . . . , u;) representing Efsr,ns) With iy > Afﬁsl for
the first case and the second case is immediate).

Accordingly, we define the normalised conditional randomised multi-stopping times,

by

,,,,, i)

1 e AS
IR Efsisilng A (hs) <1,

EL51ms5) = Y O0E f0hsy sisits) if AS si)(h,s—)<1andA‘ff,sl o (hes) =

(fo8150ees
0o 0o else.

.....

4.2)

We emphasize that the construction of &, s and &y, sins only relies on the
fixed disintegration of 7, ;(¢) w.r.t. 7(£¢). In particular, the map

((fs$15- 280, (B, ) > Epsy o oslhs) 4.3)

is measurable.
Recall the connection of Borel sets of Sx and optional sets in X X R, given by Propo-

sition B.11
Definition 4.1. Let (X,m) be a Polish probability space. A set F C Sx is called m-

evanescent iff r;(l(F ) € X X R, is evanescent (wrt the probability space (X,P)) iff there
exists A C X such that P(A) = m @ W)(A) = 1 and ry(AXR)NF = 0.

By Corollary 3.13| &.,...s) € RMST,_; for ri(€) ae. (f,s1,...,5) € S®. The next
lemma says that for typical (f, s1, ..., s)|(h, 5) € S®*! this still holds for &5, siths)-

.....

Lemma 4.2. Let ¢ € RMST! and fix 0 < i < n.

—
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(1) &sivnsling) € RMST,IH. outside a ri(¢)-evanescent set.

(2) I;fF : §® — R satisfies £(F o r,) < oo, lhen the set {(f,s1,...,s)l(h,s) :
Efsrons s,-)\(h,s)(F(f’“ """ DS oy, ) = oo} is ri(&')-evanescent. In particular, this
applies to F(f, s1,...,58y) = sy if € € RMST (o, . .., u).

Remark 4.3. Observe that a direct consequence of Corollary[3.13| assuming &(For,) < oo,
is that {(f, s1,...,8) : Efsryns “.)(F(f’xI """ 5)® o In_i) = o} isa ri(fi) null set.

Proof of Lemma[d.2] Tt is apparent that &, .55y € RMST. By Corollary 3.13} &.2),
and Remark [4.3] it is sufficient to show the claims under the additional hypothesis that

A 51, 8) < 1. Hence, consider

(fos1eess

Uy =A(fosts o sl 9) AL, () < LEps o & RMST,_),

Uy = A(f 1o sl 9) 1 AT (8) < L& sy (FS 00099 0 1,y = oo},
SetAff - Sv)(w) = limy, e Affsl X_)(r(a), s)). Then, (f, s1, ..., s)|(h, s) € Uy is equivalent

to fA'ffSl sy ®w) Wdw) < 1. Set X = S® and m = r;(¢") and recall that the natural
coordinate process on X is denoted by Y. Given a G°-stopping time 7 on (X, G, P) we have

ri(£") a.s. by the strong Markov property and the fact that & is almost surely a finite stopping
time:

1= f Al (@) W(dw)

:f[]lr(w)=mA€f',s'1,...,x;)(a))+f]lr(wkooAff,sl """ Sl_)(a)r[o’.,]@&')) W(@)| W(dw),

implying that P[((Y,)s<r,T) € U;] = 0. Hence, the first part follows from the optional
section Theorem.
Additionally, setting a(d(x, w), dt) = 67(xw)(dt) P(d(x, w)) we have

f dry(@)(x, h, 5) (1 — A%(h, ) Eqong (F102) < E(F) < o0,
U,

implying rx(a)(U,) = 0. Hence, we have P[((Y;)s<r, T) € Us] = 0 proving the claim by the
optional section theorem, e.g. [18, Theorems IV 84 and IV 85] (see also Remark @) O

4.2. Colour swaps. As a first step towards the definition of stop-go pairs we introduce an
important building block, the colour swap pairs.

By Corollary and Corollary [3.13 for r;(£') a.e. (g,,...,t;) there is an increasing

.....

w o 5Pf;.lrl,...,zi)(w’“)(dtiﬂ) ce 6,0&,_[1 """ [i)(w,u)(dtn) du

defines an #“- measurable disintegration of &, . ;) w.r.t. W,,. Similarly, by Lemma 4.2}
outside an ;i (£!) evanescent set, for (f, s1,..., 5i-1)|(h, s) € S such that &, s, i) #

dp - - - 0 there is an increasing sequence (pf fsi of F“-stopping times such that

n
Si1 )\(h,s))j:i

W » ds;)-- -0 dsy,) du
p;f.ﬁl..,.,s,-_l)|(h,;>(“””)( i) p(/,s].....si,l)\(/x,s;(“””)( n)

[031]11—1}1
defines an F “- measurable disintegration of 5( Fostsionl(hs) WIE W, . We make the impor-

tant observation that, if Affs, Sv_l)(h, s) = 1 (hence in this situation AA'E‘}S1 S__I)(h, s) > 0),
i =
wehavepi, oy = 90
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This representation allows us to couple the two stopping rules by taking realizations of

the p{g’ — stopping times and p’(‘ ’ stopping times on the same probability space

' S1sesSI(h,5)
Qg .= C(R,)x[0, 11""*! where of course one of the u-coordinates is superfluous for the
pfg P stopping times. For (f, s1,..., si-1), (h, s) and (g,f,...,t;) as above and n > j > i
we define

f®hg f®h,
Aj {(‘“ u) € QI p(fsl i@V By

,,,,,

(4.4)

j+1 ]+1
Sy I R CUDRAY A, r>(“’ ”)}'

Note that this is the set where it is possible to swap the stopping rules from colour i up to
colour j and not swap the stopping rule for colours greater than j.

The set of colour swap pairs between colour i and j, i < j < n, denoted by CSi_)J
defined to consist of all (f, sl, oy sio) € S8 (h 5) €S and (g,11,...,1) € S such that
f@®h(siy+s)=g),1- (f sty (e 8) + AA(fAl sy $) >0, and

fy(f’sl,.'.,Siil)l(h35)®(w’ Sh MR Sn) é_\:(f,sl,...,x,-_l)l(h,.v)(d"-)’ dsis cee dsn)
+ f)’(g’t] .... Ii)®(w’ ti+l ] tn) f(g,ll ,,,,, I;)(dw7 dti+1 IR dtn)

>fw(dw)d”1/\f.®h*'(w’ u) [f?’(‘f’s”""s")l(h’s)®(w, livts oo tjy Sjxts ooy Sn)
J

0 i+l (m,u)(dti+1) s 6p'(]g.r|,...,r,v)(‘”’”)(dtJ) O jii

Pigi.... Pfsy s _|)|(h.s)(w 1)

+ fy(ng ,m,li)e;(ws Sis ey Sj, tj+1, ey tn)

(ds]+1) ,o(fTl ______ si DIk, v)(ou u)(dsn)

)(dS,') 20 )(de) 6pj+1 i M)(dtj+1) cee (5'021 ,

p(/51 S,l)\(h,s)(w’u (1 ot 8ot seenl)

¥ f Wdwydu(1 = 1yone(w,10) [ f Ftesic DB (g 1 1)

5‘7;:‘1 ,)(w u)(dtl+1) p( " )(w,u)(dtn)

+fy(g”‘ """ (W, Sis. ..y 8y) 6

Moreover, we agree that (@.3)) holds in each of the following cases
(1) Efspreasoling) € BMST, . €.y & RMST, :
(2) the left hand side is infinite;
(3) any of the integrals appearing is not well-defined.

Then we set CS = Ujsi cst

ioj*

(w,u) (dtn)}

L
P s s (O

(wu(dsi) - p(/_.\l,__..s/ Dl (@) (dsn)} 4.5)

P(fq Si_I0h.s)

Remark 4.4. (1) In case that A;Mg # Q%8 it is not sufficient to only change the

colours/stopping rules from colour i to j. On the complement of A®"$, we have to
switch the whole stopping rule from colour i up to colour n in order to stay within
the class of randomised multi-stopping times. This is precisely the reason for the
two big integrals appearing on the right hand side of the inequality.

(2) Recall that péf,sl,.,.,s,;l)l(h,s) = 0p is possible so that it might happen that on both
sides of @3) the stopping rule of colour i is in fact the same and we only change
the stopping rule from colour i + 1 onwards.
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(3) In case ofCSle. the condition 1 — Aff - Ll)(h, s) + AAffSl s-,,)(h’ s) > 0 is not
needed since there is no colour swap pair (with finite well defined integrals) not

satisfying this condition.

4.3. Multi-colour swaps. Having introduced colour swap pairs we can now proceed and
combine different colour swaps into multi-colour swap pairs. As described above, the aim
is now to swap back as soon as possible. To this end, we consider for fixed i < n the
following partition of Q/®"¢ defined in such a way that modifications of stopping rules in
accordance to this partition transform randomised multi-stopping times into randomised
multi-stopping times (c.f. 2.I)).

n

Grohe = (Ao UIIAL), “6)

=i

where

f®hg ._ [ i+l i n n
A= {P<g,n ..... 1) < P15 DI5) Pt nti) <P(f,s1,...,si71>|<h,s)}'

This is indeed a partition: The different sets are disjoint by construction. Hence, the right
hand side of (@.6) is contained in the left hand side. We need to show that also the converse
conclusion holds. Take (w, u) € Q€8 If

. A
Plaineap @) Z Py, s sy (@5 1)

then (w, u) € A/®"%. Otherwise, it holds that

i+1 i i+2
Plgtri) O ) < Pis s i@ 1) S PG sy (@5 1)

and either

i+2 i+1
Pl (D1 Z P(p s, s s (@s 1)

or
j+2 i+1 i+3
Plgitri) W) < Pp s i@ W) S PG i (@5 1)-

and in the latter case we have either

In the former case, we have (w, u) € AS®e \ Alf ®hg

i+1

i+3 i+2
pég,tl ..... t,-)(w’ I/t) 2 pzf,.n ,...,s,-_l)\(h,x)(w’ I/t)

or

i+3 j+2 j+4
Plgitri @) <O s i@ W) S Pp i (@5 1)-

By induction, the claim follows. We put /if@h’g = A5®h’g \ U,{;iA{‘g’h’g . Then, the set of all

multi-colour swap pairs starting at colour i, denoted by MCSf, is defined to consist of all
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(f, S15...,8i-1) € Sﬁi’l,(h, s)eS,(g t,....t) € Sﬁi such that f @ h(s;—; + 5) = g(#;) and

sl =
f}’(f’x" SR (0, 51y $0) Efsyrsi Dl (@, s dsy)

+ f’y(g,l] ,,,,, ti)®(w7 ti+17 ey tn) g(g,l] ..... [I.)(d(,t), dti+l’ ey dtn)
n—1
> fW(dw)du Z I:]l/‘\f@h.g (w, u) fy(f’“’“""”l)l(”"y)®(w, Tivls ooy Bjy Sjals s Sn)
o
5‘):';.111 vvvvv [i)(w,u)(d[iJrl) e 6[’{;;.:1,‘..vti)(w’”)(dtj) 610(/;];1 ...... ) ,-,l)l(lu.v)(w’u)(dsj+l) e 69("/",51“,_,;,-,])|(h,s)(w’”)(dsn)

+f7(g't' """ (W, Siy v es Sjsljsls v ln)

6‘0;/1%---&,-_1)I(h,s>(w’u)(dsi) o 6/){/,.;1....9,;1mx,s)(”v”)(dsj ) 69{;:1 ..... r,->(“””)(dtj+l) o 6”&41 ,,,,, /,->(“”u)(dtn)]
n—1
+ fW(dw)du [1 - Z 1 5reme(w, M)] [f?’(f’sl""’si_])(h’s)®(w, lisls oo sln)
=
6[)(;1[] _____ t/_)(m,u)(dtﬁl) e 6pf’g'rl _____ fi)(w,u)(dtn)
(8ol 150-:l))® . ) NS
* f v (@, 8355 80) 6”(/‘.:1ms,>1>|<h.J>(“””)(dS’) 6p1./.s1~-msl'1>(h.s)(“’”)(ds")]' *7)

As in the case of colour swaps we agree that (@.7) holds in each of the following cases
(1) &srsning & BMST, 1 gy & RMST, 2
(2) the left hand side is infinite;
(3) any of the integrals appearing is not well-defined.

Remark 4.5. (1) Note that when pff oros((hy = G0 we have Qfehe = A{mg. In-
serting this case into @T) we see that both sides agree so that there are no multi-
colour swap pairs satisfying pzf StosiDl(s) = 00-

(2) Observe that in the definition of MCSf?: we do not need to impose the condition

¢ ¢
1-AS S+ AAS () >0 by Remark

4.4. Stop-go pairs. Finally, we combine the previous two notions.

Definition 4.6. Ler & € RMST,I,(R, o). The set of stop-go pairs of colour i relative to &,
SG?, is defined by SG? = CS? U MCSf. We define the stop-go pairs of colour i in the wide

sense by S’éf = SG? UA{(f, s15. .., si-)I(h, ) € Sﬁi : Aff,sl,...,s,-,l)(h’ s) =1} x S%

The set of stop-go pairs relative to & is defined by SG¢ = | J<i<n SGf. The stop-go
¢

i

pairs in the wide sense are S/G‘f = Ui<i<n SG
Lemma 4.7. Every stop-go pair is a stop-go pair in the wide sense, i.e. SG; C ééu,f for
anyl <i<n.

Proof. By loading notation, this follows using exactly the same argument as for the proof

of [2, Lemma 5.4]. O

. 3
Remark 4.8. As in [2], we observe that the sets SG¢ and SG are both Borel subsets of
S® x S® since the maps given in e.g. @3) are measurable. In contrast, the set SG is in
general just co-analytic.
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5. THE MONOTONICITY PRINCIPLE

The aim of this section is to prove the main results, Theorem [2.4]and the closely related
Theorem [5.2] The structure of this section follows closely the structure of the proof of
the corresponding results, Theorem 5.7 (resp. Theorem 5.16), in [2]]. For the benefit of
the reader, and to keep our presentation compact, we concentrate on those aspects of the
proof where additional insight is needed to account for the multi-marginal aspects of the
problem. We refer the reader to [2]] for other details.

The essence of the proof is to first show that if we have a candidate optimiser &, and a
joining rule 7 which identifies stop-go pairs, we can construct an infinitesimal improvement
&7, which will also be a candidate solution, but which will improve the objective. It will
follow that the joining 7 will place no mass on the set of stop-go pairs. The second part
of the proof shows that we can strengthen this to give a pointwise result, where we can
exclude any stop-go pair from a set related to the support of the optimiser.

Important convention: Throughout this section, we fix a functiony : S® — R and a
measure & € RMST! (1o, i1, . . ., ). Moreover, for each 0 < i < n — 1 we fix a disintegra-
tion (f(f,sl,...,si),w)(_)",sl,...,si),w of ?n,i(é:) Ww.I.t. 'N'i(é:l) and set é:(f,sl,...,s,') = g(_f',sl,...,si),ww(dw)-

Recall the map projge: from Section [2.1]

Definition 5.1. A family of Borel sets ' = (I'y,...,I,) with I'; C S]gi is called (y,&)-
monotone iff forall 1 <i<n
SGi N (I xTy) =0,
where
T ={(f.s1,...,8i-1,8) : there exists (g, S1,...,8i-1,1) €[}, 5121 < 5 < 1,805 = [}
and projgei(I;) € iy
Theorem 5.2. Assume thaty : S® — R is Borel measurable. Assume that

is well posed and that ¢ € RMST(uy, .. .,u1) is an optimizer. Then there exists a (y, £)-
monotone family of Borel sets T = (I'y,...,T,) such that ri(§)I';) = 1 foreach 1 <i < n.

The proof of Theorem [5.2]is based on the following two propositions.

Proposition 5.3. Lety : S7" — R be Borel. Assume that is well posed and
that ¢ € RMST (uy, . .., (1) is an optimizer. Fix 1 <i < nand set X = Sﬁ"_l,m =ri (7N
Then

(rx ® [d)(7)(SG;) = 0
for all m € JOIN(ri_{ (1), r;i(¢))).

Proposition 5.4. Let (X, m) and (Y, v) be Polish probability spaces and E C Sx XY a Borel
set. Then the following are equivalent:

(1) (rx ® Id)(n)(E) = 0 for all = € JOIN'(m, v).

(2) EC(FxY) U (SxXN) for some evanescent set F C Sx and a v-null set N C Y.

Proof. This is a straightforward modification of [2, Proposition 5.9] to the case of a general
starting law (see also the proof of [2, Theorem 7.4]). O

Remark 5.5. Note that Proposition is closely related to the classical section theorem
(cf. [18} Theorems IV 84 and IV 85]) which in our setup implies the following statement:

Let (X, B,m) be a Polish probability space. E C Sx be Borel. Then the following are
equivalent:

(1) rx(a)(E) =0 forall @ € RST(X, m)
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(2) E is m-evanescent
(3) P((Yy)s<e, T) € E) = 0 for every G°-stopping time T.

Proof of Theorem[5.2} Fix 1 < i < n. Set X = S¥'m = r,_(£7") and consider the
corresponding probability space (X, P). By Proposition (rx ® Id)(ﬂ)(SGf) = 0 for all
7 € JOIN (i  (£7°1), ri(§i)). Applying PropPSitionwith Y =S, v = ri(¢) we deduce
that there exists a 7,_;(¢""!)-evanescent set F; and a r;(¢')-null set N; such that

SG; C (F; x S&) U (S x N).

Put F; := {(g,t1,....1) € ST : Afotr,... .t 8) € Fiut; > 51,8 = fon [0, 5;]}. Then, F;
is ri_1 (& 1)-evanescent and

SGE C (Fix SE)U (S X Ny).
Setting T = S% \ (F; U N;) we have r;i(¢&)([;) = 1 as well as SGf N (l~"i< x I';) = 0. Define

L=Tin{(g.n,....t) e S Afg’,_mm(e,i_,(g)HO,SJ, s) < 1forall s <t —ty},

where 6,(g)(-) = g(- + u) — g(u) as usual. Then r;(¢")([;) = 1 and Ff N{(g t,....4) € Sﬁi :
A O @10 i~ 1) = 1) = 050 that SG; N (T x T,) = 0. Finally, we can

(811,
take a Borel subset of I'; with full measure and taking suitable intersections we can assume

that prOjsgifl(Fi) crli. ]

5.1. Proof of Proposition For notational convenience we will only prove the state-
ment for the colour swap pairs CS?. As the colour swap pairs are the main building block

for the multi-colour swap pairs MCSf it will be immediate how to adapt the proof for
the general case. Moreover, it is clearly sufficient to show that for every j > i we have
(rx ® Id)(m)(CS;,, ;) = 0 for each 7 € JOIN(ri_1(£7), ri(£1).

Working towards a contradiction, we assume that there is an index i < j < n and
7 € JOIN(r,_1 (£71), ri(£)) such that (rx ® Id)(n)(CSij) > 0. By the definition of joinings
(Definition 3.19) also 7 ye1ay1 () € JOINGri—1 (£71), ri(€)) forany E € SE~' x S&'. Hence,
by considering (rx ®1d)(r) st we may assume that (rx ®Id)(sr) is concentrated on CSi_)j.
Recall that (by definition) there is no colour swap pair ((f, s1, ..., Si—)|(h, $), (g, t1, ..., 1;))

: I3 _ 3 _
with A(f’s1 """"" ; ‘H)(h, s)=1and AA(f,s. ,,,,,, ; H)(h, s) = 0. Hence,
l((fy 815 SOl ), (811, 1) A, ((hys) = Tand AAS,  (h,s) = 0] = 0.
5.1

We argue by contradiction and define two modifications of &, £ and &%, based on the
definition of CSj;j such that their convex combination yields a randomised multi-stopping
time embedding the same measures as £ and leading to strictly less cost. The stopping time
£F will stop paths earlier than &, and & will stop paths later than &.

By Lemma and Corollary for (f,s1,...,s8i-1)|(h, s) outside an ri_l(fi’l) -
evanescent set and (g, ?,...,t) outside an 7;,(&) null set there are increasing sequences
of G“-stopping times (p(jf,s,,...,s,,l)|(h,s))’}:i and (p{g’t1 ’’’’’ o)iis) defining G*-measurable disin-
tegrations of &75, s sy ANd Eg sy 1) @S in @

For BC C(R,) x E" and (g, 11,...,1) € S5 we set

BE&N® = A, Ty, ..., Ty) € CROXE™ + (g@w,t1,...,tio1,t;+ T}, ... .t;+T,) € B
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and
BE&N® = A, iy, ..., Ty) € CROXE : (g®w,t,... 11, ti+Tis1, ..., 1;+T,) € B}.

Observe that both B&-#1-® and B&1--1)® are then Borel. Note that if we define F(g, 11, ..., ;) =
1p(g, 1, ..., t,), then FUs050@p gy 1) = Lggspe (0, tig1s - - - » 1), and similarly for
B0 Observe, that for (f, s1,..., si-Dl(h, ) with AT~ (h,5) = land AAS,  (h,s) >
0 it follows from @) that S T

E st 0l (BE %) = AL, (B S)E s s e (BE ),
Then, we define the measure ¢ by setting for B € C(R,) x Z" (recall A'jf.@h’g from (@4))
£E(B) = (5.2)

f@—fmmwwwwm“m*”%W®MWWMmmmMMMM®mmmD

+ f(rx®Id)(7r)(d((f781,---,Si-l)l(h, $)),d(g. 11, 1i)

]].Af®h‘g (a), u)]].B(feéh,xl,.“,.vl;].ﬁ,’,lfv)@ (w’pl(ﬂr z»)(w’ u), L
C(R4) J[0,1]*1 i &l1ensli

j 1 N
Plotyin( @505 o i) @ W5 P s i) (@5 “)) W(dw) du

+ f f (1 - ]].Af®h.g (w, u))
C(R,) J[0,1]i+1 J

,,,,,,,,,,

—A¢ £
(1 Asres D+ Lt 91 Bps, s H)(h’s))

Similarly we define the measure &- by setting for B € C(R,) X E"

EH(B) := (5.3)

f(B) B f(l B Aff’sl’""sf-l)(h’ )+ ]IAE 1)(/1,X):1AAff,S1,..,,s,-_l)(h’ s)) f(ng ----- ti)(B(gJl """ ti)®)

(fos]nSi

(rx @ Id)()(d((f, 51, .. ., si=D)I(h, 8)), d(g, 11, . . ., 17)

_ A¢ £
+ f (1 Alfsysin s S)+lAf,.,Al,_v_,x,__l)<h,s>:1AA<f;s|,...,s,-fl)(h’ 5))

i
[L(R ) \f[;J 1qr=i+l IA;MK (@, 1)L pesn..oe (w’p(f,fl ,,,,,, s 1—1)|(h,S)(w’ ), .

j j+1 n
Pfstosinlns) @D W Py iy (@s s Pl t,-)(“”“)) W(dw) du

+ f f _ (1 - ]lA['®h,g(w, u))
C(R.Q [0’ 1 ]nfl+l J

1 peryipe (w,péf,s1 ’’’’’ (s (@5 W - ,p’(lfysl """" sl (@5 u)) W(dw) du]
(rx ®Id)(m)(d((f, s15 - -, si-D)I(h, 8)), d(g, 11, - . ., 17)).
Then, we define a competitor of £ by & := 1(£F + £5). We will show that & €
RMST (uy, . .. ,u,) and f ydé > f v d&" which contradicts optimality of &.

First of all note that from the definition of A?e)h’g in @4) both &£, ¢4 € RMST (also
compare (2.1))). Hence, also ¢ € RMST. Next we show that &* € RMST (o, . . . , ftn)-
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For bounded and measurable F : C(R) X 2" — R (5.2) and (3.3)) imply by using {@1)

and @2)
2fF dE-§&") (5.4)

- f (s ® A, $1s s 5Dl ), s 1 1)
I3 3
(1 AVt D L =18 s S)) X
( f FUstsicl® 8 008 0) Efsysi i) ([dw, dS i, . .., dS )
+ f F&M1020 Tiry s Ty) Egu..n(@w, dTis1, . . ., dTy)

- f f W(dw)dul , jens(w, u)
C(R,) J[0,1]+! J

[f FUstesicOl 0200 Ty T3S jts 5 S 0)

6”@»]/1 ----- fi>(w’u)(dTi+l) o (Sp(jm »»»»»» [l_)(w,u)(de) 6‘7(];»1\'1v---v*‘[fl)I(h,.»(w»u)(dsjﬂ) o 6’);1./-:1“4"«%71)\(hVS)(m’u)(dS”)
- fF(g”] """ D (w, S, ST, Ty)
LT ai_|>\<h.a>(“””)(dsi) o 6P{/,.r|....,A,v_|»m,.\-)(wv”)(ds i) 69(7;,111 ..... zﬂ(“’v“)(de”) o 6"&‘:1 ..... m(‘”’u)(dTn)}

- f W(dw)du(l N u)) [ f FUSosial99 ) Ty, T
6 in r_)(w,u)(dTHl) ce 6/1?&[] ,i)(w,u)(dTn)

'D(ﬁ,fl ----------

_ (8,115t )® . ) NeeoSon
fF (0, 8i,...,84) 6pif,s1.,“.s,»,1>\(h.s)(w’”)(dsl) 6p(f_ylwxil)l(,m)(w,u)(dsn)]) .

Next we show that (5.4) extends to nonnegative F satisfying £(F) < oo in the sense that it
is well defined with a value in [—o0, 00). To this end, we will show that

f(rx & r)(m@d((f, 51, - - ., simD)l(h, 5)), d(g, 11, ..., 1))

I3 I3
(1 I (RO R PRI N s)) x (5.5)

f FUstsc 0990 850008 0) Eposysiinn (dw, dS i, ..., dS )

+ f F@M=®(0) Tipyy oo, To) Eu. ,,,>(dw,dT,-+1,...,dTn)}<oo

Since 7 € JOIN(ri_1 (1), ri(¢")) the integral of the second term in the square brackets in
(3-3) is bounded by £(F), and hence is finite. To see that the first term is also finite, write
Projxxg, (1) =: m and note that m; € RST(S E"’l,ri_l(f"’l)). Hence, the disintegration
(T (fos1,siy) OF 1 Wrt 7 (€71) s as. in RST. Fix (f,s1,...,5-1) € S and assume
@ = (M) £.s,...5,.1) € RST (which holds on a set of measure one). In case that o, (R;) < 1
we extend it to a probability on [0, co] by adding an atom at co. We denote the resulting
randomized stopping time still by @. Then, we can calculate using the strong Markov
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property of the Wiener measure for the first equality and F' > O for the first inequality

fF(f"X"'“’S’")@(w, Sisevvs Sn) Efrsisin(dw, dsi, . . . dsy)
= f f FUSoS0® (010 1 @ 0,0, Sty -, $0) Efsyosion)onon@0,o(dSis - d sy (dYW(dw)
= f f FUSoSi0® (100 1 @ @, Sty -y 50) Efosyosin)onon@(@Sis - - - 5@ (dHW (dw)W(dD)
> f f L prssicon P52 (w1100 @ @, 51y -y 50) Efosynsin) ooy dSis -« » s (dW(dw)W(dD)

=ff]1[(w,r):z<oo}F(f’s' """ S @D(G TS0 Ef s (@@, dSl .. ds))a(dw, df)

Hence,

f(rx @ r)(md((f 51, - .., si-DI(h, 5)),d(g, 11, ..., 1))

Y ¢
(1 Asiesn D+ Lae =18 s f_l)(h’s))x

fF(f’s'""’s"")‘(h’s)@(w, SiveesSu) ELstsivltng(dw,dS i, ..., dS )
- f (rx ® YA, 81 s 51Dl ), (s 1y s £
f FUsteesicDl 9805 § 000080 Efsrsinitng(dw, dS i, . .., dS )

< f f FUStsi0®() i 80) Ersynsin (@, dsiy o dsy) 1o (EDYAWS, 515+ -5 8im1))
=¢(F) <.

Applying (3:4) to t,(w,,...,1,) = t,, and observing that all the terms on the right-hand
side cancel implies that £"(t,) = £(t,) < oo. Taking F(w, 51,...,S,) = G(w(s;)) for 0 <
Jj < n with sy := 0 for bounded and measurable G : R — R the right hand side vanishes.
For j < i this follows since &~ = (£7)~' as we have not changed any stopping rule for
colours prior to i. For j > i this follows from the fact that 7 is concentrated on pairs
((f, 815 -5 Sic)I(h, 5), (g, 11, ..., ;) satisfying f @ h(s; + s) = g(t;). Hence, we have shown
that & € RMST (uo, . . ., ).
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Using that £&°(y™), &(y™) < oo, by well posedness of (OptMSEP)), we can apply (3.4) to
F =y to obtain by the Definition of CSi_U, that

f (y o ry)Sstsi DSB8 S Eposrnsinins) ([, dS iy . .. dS )

+ f (y 0 1), Tipy, ..., Ty) €.y @w, dT iy, . . ., dTy)

- f f 1 rone (@, u) [ f (y 0 r)ot D Ty T3S s, S0)
C(R+) [0’1]117#1 J
0 i+l (w‘u)(dT[H) tee 5p(’mwnli)(w’u)(de) 6 _jsi s,fl)\(n‘s)(“"”)(ds j+1) e 6PZ/‘,;,,.,.,JH)\(h.s)(‘”’“)(dS")

Plgty i) Pf51 s

- f()’ o 1), S S 1 Tt Tn)

0

i
Pf5 s IS

(w,u)(dS i) M 6/j

X

@S )8 AT ) b ’11V”J/_)(w,u)(dTn)]W(dw)du

F5] S 1]

B f (1 — Lyene(w, u>) [ f (y 0 r) St Ty )
J
0 i1 1_)(w,t¢)(dTi+l) T 6p:’g,/1,.m/,»)(w’”)(dT”)

p(g,tl ,,,,,

(g1 5eens i)
_ f(y o rn) Sl sennt, 99(0_), S,‘, ey Sn) 6p;f-s1w.vr,,l)I(/m)(w’u)(dsi) e (5‘0&?] IIIII . i1)(h_,y)(w’“)(dS")}W(dw)du

is (rx ® 1d)(n) a.s. strictly positive applying Lemma[.2] Hence, we arrive at the contradic-
tion [y dé™ < [ ydé. O

5.2. Secondary optimization (and beyond). We set it = (uo,...,H,) and denote by

Opt(y, /1) the set of optimizers of (OptMSEP). If = + [ ydnr is lower semicontinuous
then Opt(y, it) is a closed subset of RMST (ug, 1, . . ., 4t,) and therefore also compact.

Definition 5.6 (Secondary stop-go pairs). Let y,y’ : S§" — R be Borel measurable.
The set of secondary stop-go pairs of colour i relative to &, short SG"”:J, consists of all
(fr 81, SicDI(h, 8) € SEL(g, 11, ..., 1) € ST such that f & h(si—y + ) = g(t;) and either
((f, 8155 sicDIh, 8), (g, 11, ..., 1)) € SG’;.C or equality holds in @3)) for y, and strict in-
equality holds in @.3) for v, or equality holds in @) for vy, and strict inequality holds in
@7) fory'. As before we agree that ((f, s1,...,si—)l(h, 5), (g, t1,..., 1)) € SGf if either of
the integrals in @3) or @) is infinite or not well defined.

We also define the secondary stop-go pairs of colour i relative to & in the wide sense,

SGy;, by SGy,; = SGS, UL(f, 51, o si)l(hos) €SB AS, - (hys) = 1) x SE.

The set of secondary stop-go pairs relative to & is defined by SG* := | J,jcp SGf. The
3

i

secondary stop-go pairs in the wide sense are S’éf = Ui<i<n SG

Theorem 5.7 (Secondary minimisation). Letr y,y’ : S§" — R be Borel measurable. As-
sume that Opt(y, i) # 0 and that & € Opt(y, ft) is an optimiser for

P, (@) = inf fy’ dn. (5.6)

meOpt(y.it)

Then, for any i < n there exists a Borel setT; C S® such that ry(&)T}) = 1 and

G5, N (If xT) = 0. (5.7)



38 MATHIAS BEIGLBOCK, ALEXANDER M. G. COX, AND MARTIN HUESMANN

Theorem follows from a straightforward modification of Proposition [5.3] by the
same proof as for Theorem 5.2 using Proposition [5.4] We omit further details.

Remark 5.8. Of course the previous theorem can be applied repeatedly to a sequence

of functions v,y',y”,... and sets Opt(y, ), Opt(y'ly, ), Opt(y” Y|y, v), ... leading to
SGi, SGi, .... We omit further details.

5.3. Proof of Main Result. We are now able to conclude, by observing that our main
result is now a simple consequence of previous results.

Proof of Theorem[2.4) Since any ¢ € RMST (uy, . . ., t,,) induces via Lemmaf4.2]and Corol-
lary [3.12]a sequence of stopping times as used for the definition of stop-go pairs in Section
-l the result follows from Theorem [5.7] O
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