arXiv:0801.1962v1 [math.FA] 13 Jan 2008

N-MONOTONE EXACT FUNCTIONALS

GERT DE COOMAN, MATTHIAS C. M. TROFFAES, AND ENRIQUE MIRANDA

ABSTRACT. We studyn-monotone functionals, which constitute a generalisatbm-
monotone set functions. We investigate their relation ® ¢bncepts of exactness and
natural extension, which generalise the notions of cotweramd natural extension in the
behavioural theory of imprecise probabilities. We impray®n a number of results in
the literature, and prove among other things a representagisult for exach-monotone
functionals in terms of Choquet integrals.

1. INTRODUCTION

Exact functionals are real-valued functionals that are obame, super-additive, posi-
tively homogenous, and translation invariant (or conssaiukitive). They were introduced
and studied by Maal3 [14, 15] in an attempt to unify and geisera number of notions
in the literature, such as coherent lower previsions (WdR2€]), exact cooperative games
(Schmeidler [18]) and coherent risk measures (Artatal. [2], Delbaen [9]).

Coherent lower previsions, mainly due to Walley [20], areoamthe most interesting
uncertainty models in what has been called the theory ofécipe probabilities; this is the
theory which extends the Bayesian theory of probability bgweng for indecision. Co-
herent lower previsions can be viewed as lower expectatigthsrespect to closed convex
sets of probability measures (also called credal sets; egig13]), and they provide a uni-
fying framework for studying many other uncertainty modslsch as probability charges
(Bhaskara Rao and Bhaskara Rao [3]), 2- aationotone set functions (Choquet [4]),
possibility measures ([5, 6, 7, 11]), and p-boxes (Feetaa. [12]). They have also been
linked to various theories of integration, such as Choquteigration (Walley [19, p. 53])
and Lebesgue integration (Walley [20, p. 132]). Exact fiomzls are essentially coherent
lower previsions multiplied by a non-negative constang (Beeorem 2 further on). On the
other hand, the coherent risk measures introduced by Aretnal. ([2, 9]), which have
become quite important in finance theory, are just the negmbf exact functionals.

Here, we study the properties of a special subclass of eyactibnals, namely those
that aren-monotongfor n > 1. We start out from Choquet's [4] original and very general
definition of n-monotonicity for functions defined on arbitrary latticesd we pave the
way towards a representation theorem fiemonotone exact functionals in terms of the
Choquet integral.

The paper is structured as follows. Section 2 highlightstiost important aspects of
the theory of coherent lower previsions needed in the regi@paper, and Section 3 ex-
plains their generalisation to exact functionals. Sectide concerned with the precise
definition of n-monotonicity for exact functionals. In Section 5, we eftibmany inter-
esting properties, and generalise a number of results fhenliterature fom-monotone
set functions on fields of events. In Section 6, we refateonotone exact functionals to
comonotone additive functionals and Choquet integrals. cdveclude in Section 7 with
some additional comments and remarks.
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2. COHERENT LOWER PREVISIONS A SHORT INTRODUCTION

In this section, we introduce a few basic notions about cerffitdower previsions. We
refer to Walley [20] for a more in-depth discussion.

Consider a non-empty s&. A gamble fon Q is a bounded real-valued mapping on
Q. The set of all gambles of is denoted byZ. It is a real linear space under the
point-wise addition of gambles, and the point-wise scalattiplication of gambles with
real numbers. Given a real numierwe also usgu to denote the gamble that takes the
constant value:.

A special class of gambles are the ones that only take vafué8 1}: let A be any
subset ofQ, also called arevent then the gambléa, defined byla(w) :=1if w e A
andla(w) := 0 otherwise, is called thiadicator of A. This establishes a correspondence
between events an®, 1}-valued gambles. Often, for an evelytwe also denoté, by A.

A lower prevision Pis a real-valued map (a functional) defined on some subsét,of
called itsdomainand denoted by dof For any gamble in domP, P(f) is called the
lower prevision off. If the domain ofP contains only (indicators of) evengs then we
also callP alower probability, and we writeP(l14) also asP(A), the lower probability of
A

Given a lower previsiorP, its conjugate upper previsioR is defined on the set of
gambles dor® = —domP := {—f: f € domP} by P(f) := —P(—f) for every—f in the
domain ofP. This conjugacy relationship shows that we can restrictadtention to the
study of lower previsions only. If the domain Bfcontains indicators only, then we also
call P anupper probability

Recall that a linear space of gambles is a subse¥dhat is closed under point-wise
addition of gambles and scalar multiplication of gamblethweal numbers. Then a lower
previsionP whose domain is a linear space is caltexherentf the following three prop-
erties are satisfied for afl, g in domP and all non-negative real:

(C1) P(f) > inff (accepting sure gains);
(C2) P(A f) = AP(f) (positive homogeneity);
(C3) P(f +9g) > P(f)+P(g) (super-additivity).

It can be shown that a coherent lower prevision on a linearespan always be extended
to a coherent lower prevision on all gambles.

A lower previsionP with a general domain (not necessarily a linear space) rsc¢alted
coherenif it can be extended to a coherent lower prevision on all gasbThis is the case
if and only if supy{L, fi —mf] > S P(fi) —mP(fo) for any natural numbers> 0 and
m> 0, andfg, f1, ..., fn in the domain ofP.

There are a number of common consequences of coherenceetlshtilluse further on.
Consider a coherent lower previsinlet f andg be elements in do®, and lety andA
be real numbers, with > 0. Then whenever the relevant gambles belong to Bowe
have thaP(f +g) > P(f) + P(g), P(A f) = AP(f), P(1) = p andP(f + ) = P(f) + .
Moreover inff < P(f) < P(f) < supf and consequently & P(|f|) < P(|f|) < sup|f|.
Also, P is monotone: iff < gthenP(f) < P(g). Finally, both|P(f)—P(g)| <P(|f —g|)
and|P(f) —P(g)| <P(|f —g|). As an immediate consequence of these properties, we see
that if a sequencé, of gambles converges uniformly to a gamlble.e., sup f, — f| — O,
then alsoP(f,) — P(f) andP(f,) — P(f), so any coherent lower or upper prevision is
continuous with respect to the supremum norm.

A lower previsionQ is said todominatea lower previsiorP, if domQ 5 domP and
Q(f) > P(f) for any f in domP. We say that a lower previsioR avoids sure los#f
it is dominated by some coherent lower prevision.gh This is the case if and only if
sup[Si; fi] > 3, P(fi) for any natural numbet > 1 and anyfy, ..., f, in domP.

One can easily show that a lower prevision avoids sure loasdfonly if there is a
point-wise smallest coherent lower previsigpon ¥ that dominate®, namely, the lower
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envelope of all the coherent lower previsions.#hthat dominaté® on donP. Ep, is then
called thenatural extensiomf P. It is also given by (Walley [20, Lemma 3.1.3(b)])

Ep(f) = sup{ i AP(f) + A
K=1

n
n>1LAeR,, A eR, fy edomP, z Afc+A < f} 1)
K=1

forall f € ., whereR.. is the set of non-negative real numbers.

A linear prevision Pis a real-valued functional defined on a set of gambles @laimat
satisfies suyi', fi — ¥[119j] > yiL1 P(fi) — 3|1, P(g;) for any natural numbens and
m, andfy, ..., f,, 01, ...,gmin the domain oP. Note that a linear previsioR is coherent,
both when interpreted as a lower, and as an upper previdiernformer means th& is
a coherent lower prevision on ddMthe latter that-P(—-) is a coherent lower prevision
on —domP. For any linear previsiof, it holds thatP(f) = —P(—f) wheneverf and—f
belong to the domain d?. A lower previsionP whose domain is negation invariame,
—domP = domP), is a linear prevision if and only if it is coherent asdlf-conjugate
self-conjugacy means thB{—f) = —P(f) for all f in domP. A linear previsiorP on_ ¥
is easily seen to be a non-negative, normed] = 1], real-valued, linear functional on
Z. The restriction of such a linear prevision gfito (indicators of) events isarobability
charge(or finitely additive probability measure) dn(Q), the class of all subsets 6f.

Let us denote the set of linear previsions#tthat dominaté® by .# (P). The following
statements are equivalent: B)avoids sure loss, (ii) the natural extensiorPoéxists; and
(iii) .# (P) is non-empty. The following statements are equivalent dk ()P is coherent;
(i) P coincides with its natural extensid&p on donP; and (iii) P coincides with the lower
envelope of# (P) on domP. The last statement follows from the important fact tBats
equal to the lower envelope o (P): -

Ep(f) _QQ}',TE)Q(”’
for any gamblef in .. Often, this expression provides a convenient way of cateul
ing the natural extension of a lower prevision that avoidg $ass. Finally it holds that
M (P) = .#(Ep). This result can be used to prove the following “transiyiviprop-
erty for natural extension: if we denote Igythe restriction of the natural extensi&p
of a lower prevision (that avoids sure loss) to some set oftdesn? O domP, then
M (P) = .#(Q) = .4 (Ep), and consequently,, coincides WithEp.

3. EXACT FUNCTIONALS

3.1. Notation and Definitions. In what follows, we use the terfiunctionalto refer to a
real-valued map defined on some subseff If I” denotes a functional, thdhdenotes
its conjugate defined by

r(f):=-L(-f),
for any gamblef in —doml := {—f: f € doml}. So, dont = —donT.

Maal’ [15] has extended the notion of coherence for lowergimns to that of exact-
nessfor functionals: a functiondl on.Z is calledexactwhenever for any gamblefsand
gonQ, any non-negative real numb&r and any real numbau, it holds that
(E1) if f > gthen[(f) > (g) (monotonicity);

(E2) C(Af)=AL(f) (positive homogeneity);

(E3) [(f4g) > (f)+I(g) (super-additivity);

(E4) C(f4+p)=LC(f)+LC(u) (constant additivity).

A functional defined on an arbitrary subset#fis calledexactif it can be extended to an
exact functional on all ofZ.
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The conjugates of exact functionals generalise cohergrdnygrevisions, and are sub-
additive rather than super-additive.

An exact functional’, defined on an arbitrary subset &f, is calledlinear if it can
be extended to an exact functiotillon . which is at the same time a linear functional,
i.e, which also satisfie®(f) +W(g) = W(f +g) for any f andgin .. The linear exact
functionals onZ are precisely the positive linear functionals.gfi We denote the set of
all linear exact functionals o’ by ;.

Let us give a simple example of a non-exact positive lineactional. Here and else-
where in this paper the set of natural numbers without zedeisted byN. By N* we
denoteN U {e} and byNg the sefNU {0}. Consider the linear spac¥’, defined by

n
H = {zlyil[ai7bi]: neNaylvalablv"'aynaanabn ER, a1 < bla"'van < bn} .
i=

Definel’ on 7" as the Lebesgue-integral o#':

r <éyi'[au,bi]> = ii)/i (bi—a).

Clearly, I is a real-valued, and it is a positive linear functional. Bus$ not exact, sim-
ply because it is not continuous with respect to the supremaimm, and such continuity
is a property that all exact functionals have, as we shallatgbe end of Section 3.2:
even though the sequence of gambigs= %I[O,n} converges uniformly to the zero gam-
ble,I"(fn) = %(n— 0) = 1 does not converge to zero. This also provesfthiads no exact
extension to the set of all gambles&n

It can be proven that a positive linear functiohabn a linear lattice’2” is exact if and
only if I" is continuous with respect to the supremum norm. Howevertjuivalence does
not necessarily hold if the domai” is not a linear lattice of gambles.

3.2. The relation between exactness and coherenc€onsider an exact functional,
then clearly for anyA > 0 the functionalAT is exact as well. Moreover, if a functiongl
is exact, and botjy € R and 1 belong to its domain ddmthen it follows easily that

(E5) C(u) = pr(1).
Therefore, a coherent lower previsiBnwhose domain contains at least the constant gam-
ble 1, is an exact functional which additionally satisfi¥4) = 1. We shall see further on
in Theorem 2 that exact functionals are essentially coldoarer previsions, but without
the normalisation constraif(1) = 1.

To obtain this result, we use the following norm defined orcfionals, introduced by
Maal3 [15, Eq. (1.2), p. 4]:

n n
IICI| ::inf{ceR+: f> Z)\kfk+)\ =I(f)> /\Lr(fk)+)\c},
K=1 K=1
where the condition must hold for allin N, A3, ..., Ay in Ry, A in R, and gambled,

f1, ..., fnin doml. It holds that|[|| > 0 and||C|| = 0 impliesI =0, ||[AC|| = A ||C||, and
IC+W| < |CJ| +||w||, for any functional$” andW¥ defined on the same domain, and any
non-negative real (see MaaR [15, Prop. 1.2.3(a)—(c)]); this motivates ouirgg|| || the
norm of[.

Maal} [15, Prop. 1.2.4] has proven thaFifs an exact functional such thateldomr,
then||C|| = [(1); this yields a convenient expression for the norm. He has aleven
the following theorem, which shows that exactness of a fonet[” is completely deter-
mined by its normj|[||, and which provides us with a constructive way to obtain aacex
extension of” to the set? of all gambles o, similar to natural extension for lower
previsions.
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Theorem 1(Maal3 [15, Thm. 1.2.5])Any functional is exact if and only if||[|| < 4.
Moreover, if [ is exact then the functionaliFon ¢ defined for all gambles f o by

n n
Er(f) =SU|0{ > AC(fi) +AIL] Y A+ A < f},
k=1 K=1

where the supremum runs over all NI A4, ..., Ap in R, A in R, and gamblesf ...,
fn in doml, is an exact extension &f with ||E|| = ||IC|| = Er(1).

An exact functional” has by definition exact extensions to all.#f. We now see that
it also has at least one exact extendignwhose norm is equal I’ ||. We can associate
with [ its set of dominating positive linear functionals gfiwith the same norm:

M) :={We .2 W>Tand|W| =]},

whereW > T means thatV(f) > [(f) for every gamblef on dom. ThenE is the
lower envelope of#(I') and moreover# (I') = .# (Er). These results follow at once
from Theorem 2 below, and the corresponding results mestidm the previous section
for coherent lower previsions. An alternative proof candagd in Maalf3 [15, Prop. 1.2.7].
The exact functiondE is called thenatural extensiorf the exact functiondl. Just like
its counterpart for coherent lower previsions, the natexénsion of exact functionals is
“transitive” (see the discussion at the end of Section 2).

We now prove a theorem that uncovers the relationship betwekerent lower previ-
sions, exact functionals, and their natural extensions.

Theorem 2. Letl” be a functional defined on a subset®@f The following holds.

(i) If T is exact, then there is a coherent lower previsioddétined ordoml” such that
[ =||C||P, and moreover E = ||T||Ep.

(i) [ is exact if and only if there is a coherent lower previsiodéfined ordoml, and
a non-negative real numbey, such thatr = AP. In that case AE; is an exact
extension of” with normA. B

If, additionally, 1 belongs to the domain df, thenA is uniquely given by (1),

and hence, E =T (1)Ep; and if alsol is non-zero for at least one gamble in its
domain, therf (1) is non-zero as well, and hencej$uniquely given by /I’ (1).

Proof. (i). Assume that the functiondlis exact, sd|[’|| < +. Let’s construct a coherent
lower previsionP defined on dorfi such that” = ||[||P. The result is trivial if||[|| = O,
because this holds if and onlyfif= 0. Let us assume then thdt|| > 0. The natural exten-
sionEr is an exact extension &f and||C|| = ||[Er || =Er (1), since 1 belongs to the domain
Z of the exact functiondk-. Define the functiona on.Z by Q:=E/||[|| =Er /Er (1).
Since the exact function& is super-additive and positively homogenous, sQ.idlore-
over, for any gambld we have thatf > inf f, so it follows from the monotonicity of
and property (E5) theE-(f) > Er(inf f) = Ef (1) inf f, whenceQ(f) > inf f. This tells
us thatQ is a coherent lower prevision off. Let P be the restriction o) to donm; since

P is the restriction of a coherent lower previsiGhmust be a coherent lower prevision as
well. It follows that for any gambléd in domP = doml:

L(f) = Er(f) = ILQ(F) = [[E][B(f),

whence indeed = || ||P.
Let's now proceed to prove that al&p = || ||Ep. For every gamblé onQ, E-(f) is
equal to

n n
sup{ Z AMC(f)+A|C|: neN, Ak e Ry ,A € R, fy € doml, Z A+ A < f}
k=1 k=1
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and sincd” = ||[||P, this is equal to
n n
||£||sup{ z MP(f)+A:neN Ak eR A €R, fi € domP, Z Afc+A < f}
k=1 k=1

and therefore, by Eq. (1), equal i@ ||Ep(f). This completes the proof of the first state-
ment.

(ii). If Pis a coherentlower prevision, then it is an exact functipaatl therefore so is
AP foranyA > 0. Conversely, if_ is an exact functional, then, by (i), there id anamely
A =[], and a coherent lower previsiéh such thal_ = AP.

Obviously, whenever the equalify = AP holds, for some exact function&l, non-
negative reak, and coherentlower previsid it also holds thah E is an exact extension
of [ with norm||AEp| = AEp(1) = A. -

Moreover, if 1 belongs to the domain Bf thenl[ (1) = AP(1) = A, soA is uniquely
given byl (1). Finally, if alsol” is non-zero for at least one gamtflethen, by

LC(1)inff <I(f) <T(1)supf,

it can only happen thdt(1) is non-zero as well. Therefor,is uniquely given by /I (1).
O

Corollary 3. A functional whose domain contains at least the constantbyad) is a
coherent lower prevision if and only if it is exact and hasmarne.

So, the set of exact functionals is the convex cone genetsteatie set of coherent
lower previsions, and natural extension commutes withnakion-negative multiples in
the following sense: for any coherent lower previsidand any non-negative real number
A, the diagram

XA
P —2— AP
natural extensioﬂi Jrnatural extension
XA

Ep —"— AEp
commutes. In summary, Theorem 2 establishes a one-to-aher#tn correspondence
between non-zero exact functionals whose domain contalaast the constant gamble 1,
and pairgA,P) with A € R, andP a coherent lower prevision whose domain contains at
least the constant gamble 1; natural extension is compatiith this correspondence.
When the constant gamble 1 does not belong to the domain ofeafeinctional”, the
non-negative real number and coherent lower prevision Eofém 2 may not be unique,
becaus€& may have different exact extensions with different normet’d demonstrate this
with an example.

Examplel. Let Abe any proper subset &f, soA# 0 andA # Q. For anya € (0,1], define
the coherent lower previsidR, on the singleto{la} by P, (Ia) := a. Then, clearly, for
anypB € (0,1],
a
B
and hence, the exact functiorig} can be written in many ways as the product of a non-
negative real number and a coherent lower prevision.

This also yields an instance of a coherent lower previsioosgmorm is different from
one, because whane (0,1):

IPyll=inf{ceR:: (VA >0)(VUER)(Ia>Ala+ 1 = a>Aa+puc)}
=inf{ceR;: (VA >0)(Vu e R)
(0>pand1-A > p) = (1-A)a > uc)}

EG = Eﬁv
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note that the case = 0 yields 1-A >0 = (1—A)a > 0, which is always satisfied, so

:inf{ceR+: (A >0)(Vu<0)(A <1 = %agc)}

=inf{ceR;: (Vk <1)(ka <c)}
=a.

Finally, note thaP, has many exact extensions with different norms: for Any «,
the functional’, g defined by, g(1a) := a andl4 g(1) := B is an exact extension &%,
with norm||C, gl = B.

Theorem 2 allows us to extend many results for coherent Igwevisions to exact
functionals, in a straightforward manner. In particulaswme that is an exact func-
tional and that all the relevant gambles below are in the dor&l’, then||C|/inff <
C(f) <T(f) <|C|supf and consequently & [(|f|) <T(|f|) <|C|Isup/f|. Also, both
IC(f)—C(g)| <T(|f —g|) and|T(f) —T(g)| <T(|f —g|), and therefore, if a sequente
of gambles converges uniformly to a gamiblé.e., if sup|f, — f| — O, thenl (fy) — ()
andr (f,) — [ (f): any exact functional, and its conjugate, are (in fact,amifly) contin-
uous with respect to the supremum norm.

4. n-MONOTONE FUNCTIONALS

We are now ready to start our study of the notiomahonotonicity for (exact) func-
tionals.

A subset¥ of .Z is called alattice if it is closed under point-wise maximum and
point-wise minimum, i.e,, if for all f andgin ., bothf v gandf Agalso belong to.
For instance, the s of all gambles oM is a lattice.

The following definition is a special case of Choquet’s gahéefinition ofn-monotoni-
city [4] for functions from an Abelian semi-group to an Alaligroup.

Definition 1. Let n € N*, and letl” be a functional whose domain ddmnis a lattice of
gambles orQ2. Then we call” n-monotonéf forall pe N, p<n,and allf, fy, ..., fyin

domr:
S (—1)'[<f/\/\fi> > 0.
1c{1,.,p} il

The conjugate of an-monotone functional is callegralternating An co-monotone func-
tional (i.e, a functional which is-monotone for alh € N) is also calleccompletely mono-
tone and its conjugateompletely alternating

In this definition, and further on, we use the convention floatl = 0, A fi simply
drops out of the expressions (we could let it be equaltg). Clearly, if a functionall
is n-monotone, it is alsgp-monotone for 1< p < n. The following proposition gives an
immediate alternative characterisation for thmonotonicity for functionals.

Proposition 4. Let ne N*, and consider a functiondl whose domaidloml is a lattice
of gambles o). Thenl” is n-monotone if and only if
(i) [ is monotone, i.e., for all f and g idoml” such that f< g, we havd (f) <T(g);
and
(i) forallp eN,2<p<n,andall f, ..., fyindoml:

Exactness guaranteasmonotonicity only ifn = 1: any exact functional on a lattice
of gambles is monotone but not necessarily 2-monotone ga®llowing counterexample
shows.
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Counterexamplé. LetQ = {a,b,c}, and consider the lower previsi®defined on{1, f}
by P(f) =P(1) = 1, wheref(a) =0, f(b) = 1, f(c) = 2. The natural extensidgp of P,
defined on the se¥ of all gambles or©2 (obviously a lattice), is

Ep@>=rmn{gmygmxgﬁﬂggﬁ2}

for all gamblesgy on Q. The restriction oEp to the lattice of{0,1}-valued gambles.g.,
indicators) orQ, is a 2-monotone coherent lower probability, simply beeaarsy coherent
lower probability on a three-element space is easily seba f3monotone (see also Walley
[19, p. 58]). HoweverEp is not 2-monotone: 1= Ep(f V1) < Ep(f) +Ep(1) — Ep(f A

1) = 141 0.5, which violates the condition for 2-monotonicity. - -

Theorem 5. A linear exact functionall defined on a lattice of gambles is always com-
pletely monotone and completely alternating.

Proof. By definition, the linear exact functiondl is the restriction of some linear exact
functional®’ on.Z. Now recall thatV is a positive real-valued linear functional, and apply
it to both sides of the following well-known identity (fordicators of events this is known
as thesieve formulaor inclusion-exclusion principlesee [1])

Oﬁ: S DA

i=1 0#41C{1,...,p} iel

i) g ()

SinceW is also (1-)monotone, we derive from Proposition 4 that¢ompletely monotone,
and because in this case condition (ii) in Proposition 4 sialith equality, it is completely
alternating as well. Now recall th8t andl” coincide on the lattice of gambles démthat
contains all the suprema and infima in the above expressieo@s as thef; belong to
domr. O

to get

The following lemma tells us how to construgimonotone functionals via-homo-
morphisms, and can also be useful for instance to prove floactional isn-monotone, by
writing it as a concatenation of a simplemonotone functional and a&-homomorphism.
This generalises a similar result by Choquet [4, Chap. M.28c2, p. 197, and Sect. 24.3,
p. 198] from events (using-homomorphisms) to gambles.

A A-homomorphisnr is a mapping from a lattice to a lattice which preserves the
A operation: r(f Ag) =r(f) Ar(g) for all f andg in the domain ofr. Note that a
A-homomorphism is necessarily monotone> g impliesr(f) > r(g) [if f > g, then
fAg=g,sor(g) =r(f Ag)=r(f)Ar(g) which can only hold ifr (f) > r(g)].

Lemma 6. Let ne N*, let[” be an n-monotone functional defined on a lattice of gambles,
and let r be aA-homomorphism from a lattice of gambldsnr to the lattice of gambles
doml. Then¥ :=T or is an n-monotone functional aiomr.

Proof. We prove that the conditions of Proposition 4 are satisfied.

It is easily shown tha is monotonei.e., WY(f) > W(g) wheneverf > gfor f andgin
domr [use the monotonicity of and[].

Now, for anyp € N, 2< p <n, and anyfy, ..., f, € domr, it holds that

_p+iy fi | = 1 \I\+1£ fi
0#@%,...@}( : _<é\|> 0#@%,...4)}( : (r (é\. ))
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and, since is aA-homomorphism,
and sincd_ is n-monotone,

and, since a\-homomorphism is monotone, it holds thdt;) < r(\/", fi) for all j €
{1,...,p}, and henceyP  r(fi) <r (VP fi). So, again sincg is monotone,

<ol (1)) -+ ()

This establishes the lemma. O

5. n-MONOTONE SET FUNCTIONS

5.1. Exactness, natural extension to events, and the inner setration. If a lattice of
gambles contains only (indicators of) events, we call iattice of events A lattice of
events is therefore a collection of subset€ahat is closed under (finite) intersection and
union. If it is also closed under set complementation andains the empty set 0, we call
it afield.

We callset functionany functional” defined on a collection of (indicators of) events.
An n-monotone functional on a lattice of events is callechamonotone set functiorA
completely monotone set functiisone that iso-monotone, or equivalentlyy-monotone
forall pe N.

Let us first study the relationship betweemonotonicity and exactness for set func-
tions. Recall that 1-monotonicity is necessary, but ndigeht, for exactness. We show in
what follows that fom > 2, n-monotonicity is sufficient, but not necessary, for exastne
To this end, we consider thener set functiorl’, associated with a monotone set function
I’ whose domain domn is a lattice of events containing D, is defined by

[.(A) =sup{[(B): BedomP andB C A},

foranyA C Q. Clearlyl, is monotone as well, and coincides witton its domain dor.
But I, is not necessarily real-valued; however, it is real-valwben (0 andQ belong to
domr.

Let’s first mention some important known results for 2-mamatset functions, or lower
probabilities (recall that ang-monotone set function, far> 2, is also 2-monotone). Note
that a coherent lower probabilidefined on a lattice of events is 2-monotone if and only
if for all AandB in domP:

P(AUB)+P(ANB) > P(A) + P(B).

Walley has shown that a 2-monotone lower probabHtgtefinedon a fieldis coherent if

and only ifP(0) = 0 andP(Q) = 1 (this is a consequence of Walley [19, Thm. 6.1, p. 55—
56]). He has also shown thathfis a coherent 2-monotone lower probability a field

then its inner set functioR, is 2-monotone as well and agrees with the natural extension
Ep of P on events (see Walley [20, Thm. 3.1.5, p. 125]). Applying dileen 2, we get
the following result, which summarises Walley’s findingsiaxtends them to exact set
functions.
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Proposition 7. A 2-monotone set functidndefined on a field of events is exact if and only
if C(0) =0. In that case its inner set functidn, is 2-monotone as well and agrees with
the natural extension Eon events.

In this section, we generalise these resulte-monotone set functions defined on a
lattice of events containing 0 ard.

First, we prove that the inner set function presemasonotonicity; this result is ac-
tually due to Choquet [4, Chapt. IV, Lem. 18.3] (once it isetbthat Choquet’s ‘interior
capacity’ coincides with our inner set function). As theqfrm Choquet’s paper consists
of no more than a hint [4, p. 186, Il. 6-9], we work out the dsthelow.

Theorem 8. Let ne N*, Let[” be a set function defined on a lattice of events contaifling
andQ. If [ is n-monotone, then its inner set functionis n-monotone as well.

Proof. Let p € N, p < n, and consider arbitrary subsé&sBy, ..., Bp of Q. Fix € > 0.
Then for eacH C {1,..., p} it follows from the definition of”, that there is somB; in
doml such thaD; C BN Bi and

r. <Bmﬂ8i>—€SE(DI)§£* <BﬂﬂBi>; (2
il iel

note that”, is real-valued since 0 ard belong to donft. Similarly as before, we use the

convention that fot = 0, the corresponding intersection drops out of the exjyesgwe

let it be equal td). We also let the union of an empty class be equal to 0. Defimany

I €{1,....p}, Bl =Uicicqa,...py Do, then clearlyE, € doml” and

D, CE C BﬂﬂBi.
i€l
Now letF = Eg andR = Ey, CF fork=1,...,p. ThenF and all theR, belong to donf,
and we have forani C {1,..., p} and anyk € K thatEx C Eyy = R € BN By, whence
Ex C ﬂszFmﬂFkgBmﬂBk.
keK keK keK
Summarising, we find that for every given> 0, there aré andF, in doml, such that for
alll c{1,...,p}
DI CFN( R <BN()Bi 3)
iel iel
and, using the monotonicity ¢f, and the fact that it coincides wifhon its domain dorf,
sincel’ is monotone, we deduce from Egs. (2) and (3) that

r, (BﬂQBi> —e<[<F ﬁQE) <T, (BﬂQBi>.

Consequently, for every > 0 we find that

> <—1>'£*<Bﬁﬂ8i)
1C{1,...,p} i€l
= > L (Bﬁﬂ8i>— > L (BﬁﬂBi>
1C{1,...,p} il 1C{1,...,p} iel
| even | odd

> IQ{Z £<F mQE) —Iglqu} l[ (F ngpl> te

1..p} )
| even o]

=) (-l (Fﬂﬂﬁ) — Npe > —Npe,

iel
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whereN, = 2P~1 s the number of subsets 1, ..., p} with an odd number of elements,
and the last inequality follows from themonotonicity of the set functioh. Since this
holds for alle > 0, we find that the inner set functidn, is n-monotone on the lattice of
eventd7(Q). O

Recall from Section 3 that an exact set function on a latticevents is always mo-
notone, or in other words, 1-monotone. In Counterexampleelshowed that an exact
functional that is 2-monotone on all events need not be 2atore on all gambles. But at
the same time, a set function defined on a field of events cardm without necessarily
being 2-monotone, as Walley shows (for the special caseltdremt lower probabilities)
in [19, p. 51]. Conversely, a 2-monotone set function defioed lattice of events need
not be exact: it suffices to consider any constant non-zerfusetion onJ(Q). Below,
we give simple necessary and sufficient conditions for treeess of an-monotone set
function, we characterise its natural extension, and weeptioat the natural extension of
ann-monotone exact set function to all events is again-amonotone exact set function.

Proposition 9. LetI” be an n-monotone set function€riN*, n > 2) defined on a lattice of
events that contairBand Q. Thenl is exact if and only if (0) = 0.

Proof. Clearly,['(0) = 0 is necessary for exactness. Conversely, by Theorem 8nitiee i
set functionl,, of [ to all events is alse-monotone, and hence 2-monotone. Now;s
defined on a field, s, must be exact as we already argued before (see Propositoon 7,
alternatively, apply Theorem 2 and Walley [19, Thm. 6.1, $-56]). Consequently is
exact as well. O

The following proposition relates the natural extensignof an exach-monotone set
function” with the inner set functiof, .

Proposition 10. Let " be an exact n-monotone set functiongiN*, n > 2) defined on a
lattice of events that contairfsand Q. Then its natural extensionEestricted to events
is an n-monotone exact set function as well, and it coincid#ésthe inner set functioh,
of I'.

Proof. TakeA C Q. Then, for any in .Z(I'), sinceW¥ is monotone and dominat€s

WA)> sup WB)> sup [(B)=L,(A).
BCA Bedoml BCA Bedoml

Since we know thaE (A) = min{W(A): W e .Z([)}, we deduce the (A) >, (A) for
allAC Q. - B

Conversely, from Theorem 8., is n-monotone iff is, and applying Proposition g,,
is an exact extension @fto all events. Moreovefi[ .|| =I.(Q) = (Q) = ||[|| (see The-
orem 1 or Maal3 [15, Prop. 1.2.4]), and therefbremust dominate the natural extension
Er of I” (Maal [15, Prop. 1.2.7(a)]), whence aEp(A) < T, (A) forall AC Q. O

Note that this shows in particular that the natural extemsioann-monotone exact set
function to all events is alsn-monotone. This result will be generalised in the following
section.

5.2. Natural extension to all gambles, and the Choquet integralWalley [19, p. 56]
has shown that the natural extensigg to all gambles of a coherent 2-monotone lower
probability P defined on the sef (Q) of all events, is given by the Choquet functional
with respect td®. Hence, by Theorem 2, the natural extension of an exact Zinae set
functionl” onJ(Q) is given by

Ec(f) = (©) [ far = |rjinf £+ (R) [ GHogax @
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where the integral on the right-hand side is a Riemann iategnd the function;% defined
by G%(x) =L ({f >x}), is thedecreasing distribution function of\fith respect td_; note

thatG% is always bounded and non-increasing, and therefore alR@&eann integrable.
We have used the common notatiph> x} for the set{w € Q: f(w) > x}.

Eq. (4) tells us also thd& is comonotone additiven.Z, because that is a property of
any Choquet functional associated with a monotone setifumon a field (see Denneberg
[10, Prop. 5.1)): if two gamble$ andg arecomonotonén the sense that

(Vo € Q)(f(wr) < f(wr) = g(wr) < g(w)),

thenEp (f +9) = Er(f) +Er(0).

By Proposmon 10, we may assume that a 2-monotone exactisetidn defined on a
lattice of events that contains 0 a@y is actually defined on all of/ (Q), since we can
extend it toJ (Q) using the inner set function (or, natural extensibnp) which is still 2-
monotone. Moreover, the natural extensiod db all gambles coincides with the natural
extension of, to all gambles, because of the transitivity property membat the end of
Section 3. This means that Eq. (4) also holds for 2-monotaaeteset functions defined
on a lattice of events. Since anymonotone set function, far > 2, is also 2-monotone,
we conclude:

Theorem 11. Let ne N*, n> 2, and let[” be an n-monotone exact set function defined on
a lattice of events that contains babrand Q. Then its natural extension/Bo the set of
all gambles is given by

Er(1) = (©) [ far. = rjint 4R [~ L1 2 x)ox

We already know from Theorem 8 that the natural extensiomaf-monotone exact
set function to the set of all events,namonotone as well. This result holds also for the
natural extension to gambles.

Theorem 12. Let ne N*, n> 2, and let[” be an exact set function, defined on a lattice
of events that contain® and Q. If [ is n-monotone, then its natural extensiop B
n-monotone as well.

Proof. Letpe N, p<n, and letf, fy, ..., f, be arbitrary gambles of2. Let
p
a= min{inf f, rllli?inf f} b= max{supf,rp_peixsupfk}.

Considerl C {1,...,p} thena <inf(f A Aig fi) andb > su(f A A, fi). It is easily

verified that
(f/\/\f>_||r||a+ /GMAM (x)dx.

il
Since it is obvious that for anyin R

Grp 10 = <{f>x}mﬂ{f|>x}>

il
it follows from then-monotonicity ofl, (see Theorem 8) that for all real

( )‘ ‘G?j\/\lel f|( ) 20.

If we take the Riemann integral ovéa,b] on both sides of this inequality, and recall
moreover thafy (1 (—1)" =0, we get

> <—1>'Er<fA/\fi> >0
Ic{1...p} iel
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This tells us thaE is n-monotone. O

We deduce in particular from this result that givenramonotone exact set function
defined onJ(Q), the functional that we can define dff by means of its Choquet func-
tional isn-monotone and exact. Since trivially the converse alsod)al@ deduce that the
Choquet functional with respect to an exact set funcliam 0 (Q) is n-monotone if and
only if [ is. This generalises a result by Walley [19, Thm. 6.4].

Corollary 13. LetI” be any exact set function defined on a lattice of events auntaboth
0andQ. Let ne N*, n> 2. Thenl is n-monotone, if and only if Eis n-monotone, if and
only if (C) [-dLC, is n-monotone.

Proof. If " is n-monotone, thelE is n-monotone by Theorem 12.

If Er is n-monotone, theil is n-monotone sinc& is an extension of (becausé is
exact), and so, by Theorem 18; must coincide with(C) [ - dI,., which must therefore be
n-monotone as well. B

Finally, if (C) [ -dIl, is n-monotone, thefl,, must ben-monotone sinc€C) [-dr’, is an
extension of”,. But,[, is also an extension &f (becausé is also 1-monotone), s, is
n-monotone as well. This completes the chain. O

5.3. Application: minimum preserving functionals are completdy monotone. A func-
tionall” defined on a lattice of gambles is calleshimum preserving [ (f Ag) =L (f)A
[(g) for all f andgin doml, that is, if it is aA-homomorphism between its domain and
R.

Now, A-homomorphisms (Lemma 6) and natural extension (Theorémprt®ide two
ways to deduc@-monotone functionals from oth@monotone functionals. Combining
these results we easily obtain that any minimum preservingtfonal is completely mo-
notone. This generalises a result by Nguyen [16, Thm. 1, $-364] from set functions
to functionals. Also note that, in contradistinction to Nga’s proof, our proof does not
rely on combinatorics.

Theorem 14. Any minimum preserving functional defined on a lattice of lglasis com-
pletely monotone.

Proof. Let” be a minimum preserving functional defined on a lattice of i@ Define
the lower probabilityQ on {0,Q} by Q(0) = 0 andQ(Q) = 1. Clearly,Q is a completely
monotone exact set function (it is even a probability chargience, its natural extension
Eq to .Z is completely monotone, by Theorem 12. Siri@és dominated by all linear
previsions on% (and in particular by the degenerate probability distiitng on some
w € Q), it's not difficult to see thaEq(f) = inf f for all gamblesf on Q.

Now, define the mapping: doml — % by r(f)(w) :=[(f) forall f in doml and all
w € Q. Sincel’ is minimum preserving; is a/A-homomorphism. Observe thiat= Egor,
and apply Lemma 6. 0

As an example, th@acuous lower previsiorelative to a non-empty subsatof Q,
given by
Pa(f) :=inf f(w
Pa(f) 1= Inf f(w).
forall f in ., is minimum preserving. S@&, is an instance of a completely monotone
lower prevision onZ.

6. REPRESENTATION RESULTS

Let us now focus on the notion afmonotonicity we have given for functionals.Ifis
a monotone functional on a lattice of gambles that contdirastant gambles, then its
inner extensiollr, is given by

[.(f)=sup{[(g): ge domPandg < f}. (5)
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for all gamblesf on Q. Clearly this inner extension is monotone as well, and ibcioies
with " on its domain dorf. The following result in some sense generalises Theorem 8.

Theorem 15. Let ne N*. Let[ be a functional defined on a lattice of gambles that
contains all constant gambles. IIfis n-monotone, theh, is n-monotone as well.

Proof. Let p € N, p < n, and consider arbitrary gamblés f1, ..., fy on Q. Fix € > 0.
Since donfi is assumed to contain all constant gambles, and since gamtdédounded,
we see that for eadhC {1,..., p} there is some in doml_ such thag, < f A A;¢ fi and

<f/\é\|f>_£<r (@) <C (fAéf)

Define, foranyl C {1,...,p}, h = Vicicia.....py 9o, then clearlyh € doml” and

g <h <fAAF.
il
Now consider the gambles= hp andgx = hy,y <qfork=1,...,p. Thengand all thegk

belong to donfi, and we have for an C {1,..., p} and anyk € K thathk <hyy =gk <
f A fx, whence

e < Aak=an Aac< A A fi
kekK keK kekK
Summarising, we find that for every given> 0, there are andgy in doml’, such that for
alll c{1,...,p}

g <arAa < FAAT
iel iel
and, using the monotonicity @f, and the fact that it coincides wifhon its domain dorf,
sincel’ is monotone,

(o) esfoge) e o)

Consequently, for everg > 0 we find that

Iggm} e, OAQf)
Z(Uz (o)

= 3 (—l'c <q/\/\Qi> —Npg > —Npe,
.p}

il

whereN, = 2P~1 s the number of subsets 1, ..., p} with an odd number of elements,
and the last inequality follows from themonotonicity ofT". Since this holds for al > 0,
we find that”, is n-monotone on the lattice of gambleé. O

We now investigate whether a result akin to Theorem 12 hatdsfmonotone ex-
act functionals: when will the natural extension of mmonotone exact functional be
n-monotone? For Theorem 12, we needed the domain of the sgtdoro be a lattice of
events containing © and. It turns out that for our generalisation we also have to isgpo
a similar condition on the domain: it will have to be a lineatice containing all constant
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gambles. Recall that a subsgft of .Z is called dinear latticeif .7 is a linear space un-
der point-wise addition and scalar multiplication withIraambers, and if it is moreover
closed under point-wise minimumand point-wise maximurg.

Consider an exact functional whose domain is a linear &tticgambles that contains
all constant gambles. Then its natural extension to thefsait gambles.? is precisely
its inner extensiorr,, by Walley [20, Thm. 3.1.4] and Theorem 2. This leads at once
to the following theorem, which is a counterpart of Theorenfdr n-monotone exact
functionals.

Theorem 16. Let ne N*, and let” be an exact functional defined on a linear lattice of
gambles that contains all constant gambledl. 6 n-monotone, then its natural extension
Er is equal to its inner extensidn,, and is therefore n-monotone as well.

Counterexample 1 tells us that this result cannot be extetodattices of gambles that are
not at the same time linear spaces.

We have not made any mention yet of the Choquet integral &tiosl to the natural ex-
tension. It turns out that, to some extent, there is alscatioglship between both concepts.
Consider a linear lattice of gamblegg that contains all constant gambles. Then the set

Ty ={ACQ: Inc K}

of events that belong te¢” is a field of subsets d®. Let us denote by?’z . the uniformly
closed linear lattice

9279{/ = C'(Spam%g)),
wherel 7, = {Ia: |a € £}, cl(-) denotes uniform closure, and sgartakes the linear
span. Observe tha&’s , contains all constant gambles as well. We call its eleménjs
measurable gamblesEvery .Z ,-measurable gamble is a uniform limit ¢f ,,-simple
gamblesi.e., elements of spahz , ). Moreover,Zz,, C cl(¥').

Theorem 17. Let " be an n-monotone exact functional on a linear lattice of geasly”
that contains all constant gambles. ThErhas a unique exact extensiondtf.7"), and
this extension is n-monotone as well. Denotéibthe restriction ofl” to .% . Then for
allfin 2z,

supf
Er(1) = Ew(N) = (©) [ fdw. = |finf f+(®R) [ " w.({f=x})dx

Consequently, Fis both n-monotone and comonotone additives , .

Proof. Let us first show thal has a unique exact extension td¢.%l). Let = be any
such exact extension. If we can show tBatoincides withEr on cl(.#"), then we have
established uniqueness. Consider any elemémtl(.#). Then there is a sequenggof
gambles in’ that converges uniformly th. Since bottE andE coincide withl” on ¢,
and are uniformly continuous on their domairi.%l), because they are exact, we indeed
find that

Z(h) = lim =(gn) = lim Er(gn) = Er ().

Let's now prove the equalities. Sin€ds n-monotone and exact, its restrictidhto the
field .7 is ann-monotone exact set function. By Theorem 11, the naturansionE.,
of Y to the setZ of all gambles is the Choquet functional associated witmtheonotone
inner set functiot, of W: for any gamblef onQ,

Bulf) = (©) [ fo, = [w)inf 1+ (R) [~ w.({1 =)0

and note thaf W|| = W(1) = (1) = ||

Finally, to prove thaEy andEr coincide on the subse¥’z, of cl(.%"), observe that
suffices to prove thay and[l coincide on spaft# , ), sinceEy andEr are guaranteed
by exactness to be continuous, and siBgeand[l” coincide on spafl#, ) C %', because



16 GERT DE COOMAN, MATTHIAS C. M. TROFFAES, AND ENRIQUE MIRANA
Cis exacton? . Let thereforéh be any element of spéhy , ), i.e., lethbe an , -simple

gamble. Then we can always find a natural numberl, realy;, real non-negativgs,
..., Un, and nested sets O --- D F, such that

n
h=wm+ S wlr-
k; 3

It then follows from the comonotone additivity of the Chotjindegral that
n
Ey(h) =L(k)+ 3 m(Ro.
K=2

On the other hand, it follows from the exactness and the 2atuoicity of [ that

F(h) = C(p) + T (z m)
k=2

(M) —C(p2) +LC (ki Hlek> +(u2)
=2

(o

n n
<C(p) —C(w2) +LC (Hz\/ > uk|Fk> +I (uzA > uklpk> .
k=2 k=2

Now it is easily verified that

n n n
WV Yy Wlr =2+ )y Hdr andio Ay g = Hlr,,
and consequently, again using the exactness and the 2-omicitt of I, the fact that¥

coincides with” on %, and continuing in the same fashion,

n

C(h) <C(p)—C(p2) +LC (Hz + %Hlek> + L (K2lR,)
k=

C(u1) + p¥(F2)+LC (k; IJlek)

< () + w¥(F) + us¥(Fs) +L ( i IJlek)
k=4

<)+ 3 H(R).
k=2

This tells us thaEy(h) > [(h). On the other hand, sindeis an exact extension ¢P
with the same norm, and since the natural extenBigns the point-wise smallest exact
extension of¥ with the same norm, we also find thag (h) < [ (h). This tells us thaf
andEy indeed coincide on spéhy, ). B d

Walley has shown in [20] that in general coherent lower mievis (and hence, exact
functionals) are not determined by their values on events tle preceding theorem tells
us that for exact functionals that are 2-monotone and definedsufficiently rich domain,
we can somewhat improve upon this negative result:%op-measurable gambles, the
natural extensioit of ann-monotone exact functionalis completely determined by the
values thal” assumes on the events.ii,-. Nevertheless, the following counterexample
tells us that in general, we cannot expect to take this résyiond the set/’z, of .7 -
measurable gambles.
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Counterexampl@. Let Q be the closed unit intervd0, 1] in R, and letP be the lower
prevision on the lattice#” of all continuous gambles o, defined byP(f) = f(0) for
any f in #. SinceP is actually a linear prevision, it must be completely momet¢see
Theorem 5). Observe that” is a uniformly closed linear lattice that contains all camsgt
gambles. MoreoverZ , = {0,Q}, so.Zz, is the set of all constant gambles, and the
natural extensiok, of the restrictiorQ of Pto .7 is the vacuous lower prevision o#f:
Eq(f) =inff for all gamblesf on Q. Therefore, for anyg in .#" such thaig(0) > infg,

it follows thatEq(g) < P(g): the equality in Theorem 17 holds only for those gambles in

 that satisfyg(0) = infg.

So we conclude that, in general, aimonotone exact functionél defined on a lin-
ear lattice of gambles that contains the constant gambdesiat be written (on its entire
domain) as a Choquet functional associated with its restnél to events.

Instead, however, we can represent soahonotone exact functionals by a Choquet
integral with respect to the restriction to events of theirar extension, and this Choquet
integral also immediately provides us with an alternati¥pression for the natural ex-
tension. This is because 2-monotonicity and comonotonéigtidare equivalent under
exactness.

Theorem 18. LetI” be an exact functional defined on a linear lattice of gambtes ton-
tains all constant gambles. Thénis comonotone additive if and only if it Bmonotone,
and in both cases we have for all f domlC

C(1) = (©) [ 1ar. = Irint £+ (R [ L1 2x)ax

Proof. Let us first prove the direct implication. Assume thas comonotone additive. Let
us define’ := {f edoml: f > 0}, and let”, be the restriction of to #, . This func-
tional is also exact and comonotone additive, and it is ddforea class of non-negative
gambles. Moreover, givefiin ¢, anda > 0, the gambleaf, f Aaandf — f Aabelong
to #Z, because domis a linear lattice that contains the constant gambles dtitkshbove
gambles are trivially non-negative. Hence, we may applycGserepresentation theorem
(see [10, Thm. 13.2]; the conditions (iv) and (v) there aikgatly satisfied because all ele-
ments inJZ, are bounded), and conclude that there is a monotone seidnpconJ(Q)
with p(0) =0 andu(Q) =TI, (1) =L (1) = ||C|| such that for allf in 7.

()= [ fdu.

Consider now any in doml. Sincef is bounded, and exactness implies thét + a) =
C(f)+||C||aforallain R, this also implies thafl"||inf f + I (f —inf f) = (f), whence

£(1) = [IEflinf £ +(C) [[f ~inf fldu = (©) [ fau. (6)

It follows from the proof of Greco’s representation theorge [10, Thm. 13.2]) that we
can actually assume to be defined as the restriction of to events:

H(A) =T, (A) =sup{[(f): f <lpandf e doml} (7)

for all AC Q. By Theorem 16y is also equal to the restriction to events of the natural
extensiorEr =TI, of . Letus consideA C BC Q, and show thaE (Ia+18) =Er(Ia) +
Er(Ig) = U(A) + u(B). Since the exactness Bf implies that it is super-additive, we only
need to prove thefEr (Ia+1s) < H(A) + u(B). Givene > 0, we deduce from Eq. (5) that
there is somd in doml” such thatf <Ia+IgandEr(la+1g) <I(f)+ €. Note that we
may assume without loss of generality thfais non-negative [becausev 0 belongs to
doml” and also satisfies the same inequality]. Let us define f Alandgy, = f — f A L.
These gambles belong to the linear lattice dorivloreoverg; + g, = f. Let us show that

g1 <lgandg, < la:
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— Givenw ¢ B, we have X f(w) < (la+1g)(w) = 0 whenceg; (w) = g2(w) =0

— Givenw € A, there are two possibilities: ff(w) < 1, thengy(w) = 0 andg; (w) =
f(w) < 1. If onthe other hand(w) > 1, theng; (w) = 1 andgz(w) = f(w) —1<
2—-1=1.

— Givenw € B\ A, we havef(w) < 1, whencey; (w) = f(w) < 1 andgy(w) = 0.
Moreover,g; andg, are comonotone: consider any and w;, in Q, and assume that
g2(wn) < g2(ax). Thengz(wy) > 0 and consequently, € Aandf(cy) > 1. This implies
in turn that indeed);(w;) = 1 > g1(wn). Hence, sincd is assumed to be comonotone
additive,

Er(la+1e) <C(f)+e=C(01+92) +£=I(91) +[(92) + € <Er(A)+Er(B) +¢,
and since this holds for ail > 0 we deduce that indeds}-(Ia +1g) < Er(A) +Er(B) =
H(A) + H(B).

Now consider two arbitrary subse@sandD of Q. ThenCNnD C CUD, and conse-
quently

H(CUD) +pu(CND) =Er(lcup +lcnp) = Er(Ic +Ip)
> Er(lc) +Er(Ip) = u(C) +u(D),

taking into account theE is super-additive (because it is exact). We conclude pihist
2-monotone o] (Q). From Proposition 9, we conclude thats an exact set function on
0(Q), so by Theorem 11, its natural extension is the Choquet iflumait associated with
U, and is therefore equal foon donT, by Eq. (6). If we now apply Theorem 12, we see
that the exact functiondl, which has been shown to satidfyf) = (C) [ f du for all f in
doml, is also 2-monotone.

We now prove the converse implication. Assume th& 2-monotone. Then, applying
Theorems 15 and 16, its natural extendign=I", to all gambles is also 2-monotone, and
consequently so is its restrictignto events. Moreover¢y; q) = -Z, because any gamble
is the uniform limit of some sequence of simple gambles. Ifnee apply Theorem 17,
we see thaEr(f) = (C) [ fdu for all fin ¥. ConsequentlyE; is comonotone addi-
tive, because the Choquet functional associated with a tbarcset function is (see [10,
Prop. 5.1]), and so is therefore O

Hence, the natural extension of armonotone f > 2) exact functional defined on a
linear lattice of gambles that contains the constant gasnklalways comonotone addi-
tive. Indeed, this natural extension is the Choquet funetiassociated to its restriction to
events.

Corollary 19. Let ne N*, n> 2, and let” be an n-monotone exact functional defined on
a linear lattice that contains all constant gambles. Theni€n-monotone, is comonotone
additive, and is equal to the Choquet integral with respedt.t restricted to events.

Moreover, such an exact functional is generally not unigdetermined by its restric-
tion to events, but it is uniquely determined by the valuesitls natural extensio =T,
assumes on events. Of course, this natural extension ghemds in general on the values
that” assumes on gambles, as is evident from Eq. (7). On the othdr e also deduce
from the theorem that the procedure of natural extensiosgpves comonotone additivity
from (indicators of) events to gambles.

As a nice side result, we deduce thatramonotone if > 2) exact set functiof on
0(Q), which usually has many exact extensions#o has actuallyonly one2-monotone
exact extension t¢Z. This unique 2-monotone exact extension coincides witmttaral
extension of”.

Corollary 20. Let ne N*, n> 2. An n-monotone exact set function defined on all events
has aunique 2monotone (or equivalently, comonotone additive) exatdresion to all
gambles, that is furthermore automatically also n-monetaramely its natural extension.
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Proof. Let " be ann-monotone exact set function defined on all events. By Thedr2,
its natural extensiok to . is ann-monotone, and hence, 2-monotone exact extension
of [. The proofis complete if we can show ttgt is the only 2-monotone exact extension
of .

So, let¥ be any 2-monotone exact extensiorrofWe must show tha¥ = E-. Let f
be any gamble of. Then

W(1)=(C) [ 1w =(©) [ fdr =Ec(1),

where the first equality follows from Corollary 19, the seddrom the equality o and
I on events, and the third by applying Theorem 11. This esfaéd uniqueness. O

We summarise some of the comments and results in this seatiéigure 1.

I n-monotone ——— Y n-monotone

l l

I comonotone additve—— [ 2-monotone —— Y 2-monotone

[=Ey=(C)[-d¥ —— Ey=(C)[-d¥

FIGURE 1. Relationships between the properties of an exact fumatio
I on.Z and its restrictior¥ to events; implications are depicted using
arrows, equivalences using double lines.

Next, we relate comonotone additivity, or equivalentlyn@notonicity, of exact func-
tionals to properties of their sets of dominating linearatxtanctionals.

Proposition 21. LetI” be an exact functional on a linear lattice of gambles.

(a) If [ is comonotone additive on its domain, then for all comonetband g indomP,
there is soméV in .#(I') such that¥(f) = (f) and¥(g) =TI (g).

(b) Assume in addition thatoml” contains all constant gambles. ThErns comonotone
additive (or equivalentl-monotone) on its domain if and only if for all comonotone
f and g indoml, there is som& in .#(I") such that¥(f) = (f) andW(g) = (9).

Proof. To prove the first statement, assume thas comonotone additive on its domain,
and considef andgin doml that are comonotone. Thednt- g also belongs to doin, so
we know that_ (f +g) =L (f)+L(g). On the other hand, sindeis exact, there is sormé

in (L) suchtha (f +9) =W(f+9g) =W(f)+W¥(g). SoW(f)+W(g)=L(f)+I(g)
and since we know th&@t(f) < W(f) andl(g) < W(g), this implies thaf (f) = W¥(f) and
[(g) =4%(9).

The ‘only if’ part of the second statement is an immediatesegpuence of the first. To
prove the ‘if’ part, consider arbitrary comonotoieandg in domlC. Then it is easy to
see thatf v g and f A g are comonotone as well, and belong to dgrso by assumption
thereis @V in .# () such thal (f Ag) =W(f Ag) and[(f vg) =W(fVvg). Then, using
Theorem 5,

C(fvg)+L(fAg)=W(fvg) +W(fAg)=W(f)+W(g) =L(f)+L(9).
This tells us thaf is 2-monotone, and by Theorem 18 also comonotone additive. [J

As a corollary, we deduce the following, apparently firstygoby Walley [19, Cors. 6.4
and 6.5, p. 57] for coherent lower previsions.
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Corollary 22. LetI” be an exact set function on a lattice of events. Thén2-monotone
if and only if for all A and B indom[” such that AC B, there is som& in .# ([) such that
W(A) =L (A) and¥(B) = (B).

Proof. We just show that the direct implication is a consequenc@®fptrevious results;
the converse one follows easily by applying the conditioAtoB C AUB, for AandB in
domr.

Letl” be a 2-monotone exact functional defined on a lattice of svémbom Theorem 12,
the natural extensioB of I to all gambles is 2-monotone and exact. Hence, gign
B e domT, sincela andlg are comonotone, Proposition 21 implies the existence¥ima
M (Er) = 4 (L) such that¥(A) = Er (A) = [ (A) =[(A) and¥(B) = Er (B) =[..(B) =
C(B). O

7. CONCLUSIONS

We see from the results in this paper that there is no reabnetasrestrict the notion of
n-monotonicity to set functions (or lower probabilities).fact, it turns out that it is fairly
easy, and completely within the spirit of Choquet’s origithefinition, to define and study
this property for functionals (or lower previsions). Andfact, we have shown above that
doing this does not lead to just another generalisation ofetbing that existed before,
but that it leads to genuinely new insights. Our results alsow that the procedure of
natural extension is of particular interest femonotone lower previsions; not only does
it provide the behaviourally most conservative (i.e., pause smallest) extension to all
gambles, but it is also the only extension torbenonotone: hence, any other extension
is implying behavioural dispositions that are not impligddoherence (alonejnd at the
same timét does not satisfy 2-monotonicity.

We deduce from our results that, under exactness, 2-moiedtoof a lower prevision
is actually equivalent to comonotone additivity, and tfi@re to being representable as a
Choquet functional (see Theorem 18 for a precise formuiatin particular, this means
that all the results we have established in this paper fooRatone exact functionals are
valid for comonotone additive functionals.

Finally, we would like to mention that we have shown elseweh(§8]) that most (if not
all) of the lower integrals defined in the literature are atifucompletely monotone, and
are therefore representable as a Choquet functional. diydesealso show in that paper that
we can use most of the lower integrals in the literature towdate the natural extension of
bounded charges, and of some finitely additive set functions
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