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Abstract

A general theory of stochastic decision forests reconciling two concepts of information flow – decision
trees and refined partitions on the one hand, filtrations from probability theory on the other – is
constructed. The traditional “nature” agent is replaced with a one-shot lottery draw that determines
a tree of a given decision forest, while each “personal” agent is equipped with an oracle providing
updates on the draw’s result and makes partition refining choices adapted to this information.
This theory overcomes the incapacity of existing approaches to extensive form theory to capture
continuous time stochastic processes like Brownian motion as outcomes of “nature” decision making
in particular. Moreover, a class of stochastic decision forests based on paths of action indexed by
time is constructed, covering a large fraction of models from the literature and constituting a first
step towards an approximation theory for stochastic differential games in extensive form.
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Introduction

This is the first of a series of papers whose objective is to provide a unified theory of stochastic
games and decision problems in extensive form. Representing a decision problem in extensive form
means specifying it in terms of what I call “extensive form characteristics”, namely, the flow of
information about past choices and exogenous events, as well as the set of local choices available
to decision makers. Although the classical theory developed by von Neumann and Morgenstern
in [45] and Kuhn in [30, 31] is bound to strong finiteness assumptions, the concept itself is very
general and encompasses a large amount of applications: in a series of papers among which are
[3, 4, 2] and which the monograph [5] builds upon, Alós-Ferrer and Ritzberger develop an abstract
and utterly general theory of extensive form games and decision problems and give a concrete
order-theoretic characterisation of its own boundaries. It follows that beyond these boundaries, the
notions of strategy, randomisation, outcome, and equilibrium – if used in respect to extensive form
characteristics of the decision problem at hand – have no rigorous decision-theoretic meaning.

Hence, any decision problem and game exhibiting extensive form characteristics lies within these
boundaries, or is at least some sort of limit of objects within these boundaries. The inclusion, or at
least the precise meaning of this limit, permits to rigorously state the decision-theoretic meaning
of pure and behaviour strategies, outcomes, equilibrium etc. for the given decision problem. This
opens a new perspective on problems in continuous time in particular, a sphere in which the subtlety
of this issue has been known for a long time (see, e.g., [42, 44] and the references therein). Based
on the maximality result in [44], systematically underlined in [4, 2], that urges to restrict outcomes
to certain piece-wise constant paths, in [1] a rigorous extensive form foundation of continuous time
games and decision problems with such outcomes is proposed for the first time.

How can a stochastic game exhibiting “extensive form characteristics” be modelled? The stan-
dard reply from game and decision theory is: introduce a “nature” agent executing a behaviour
strategy (see, e.g., [3, section 2.2.3], or [21, 5], going back to Shapley’s work [39]). But here is a
fundamental problem in the continuous time case since many relevant modelling applications, from

2



engineering (see [15, 26] and the references therein) over economics (see, e.g., [35, 24]) and finance
(see [17, 34, 9, 32]) to reinforcement learning (see, for example, [25]), demand exogenous noise given
by stochastic processes whose paths are all but piece-wise constant, the paradigmatic case being
Brownian motion (see, for instance, [34, 29, 14] for an overview over both theory and applications).
By no means this assumes the “world to be Brownian” or the like; however, such models are used
extensively, be it because it appears plausible to permit unpredictably small time lags until the next
exogenous information revelation, be it because certain quantities arguably evolve in decision paths
of low regularity, be it for mathematical and computational convenience. This creates the funda-
mental issue of a lack of a proper decision-theoretic foundation of a large class of relevant models.
Nevertheless, one may certainly argue that these models exhibit “extensive form characteristics”
without being strictly captured within the Alós-Ferrer–Ritzberger framework ([5]).

Despite this, stochastic control and differential game theory based on stochastic analysis have
found a pragmatic way to deal with a continuous time decision problem’s “extensive form charac-
teristics” (see, e.g., [14, 13]). While extensive form theory is based on graph theory and refined
partitions, stochastic analysis describes exogenous information by means of filtrations on a given
measurable space of scenarios, which are strictly less restrictive objects in that σ-algebras need not
be generated by partitions of the sample space. This works as if a one-shot lottery draw selected a
scenario ω in the beginning without being communicated and then, as time progresses, more and
more properties of ω became known to the decision maker in question. This can be, for instance,
the knowledge about the realised path of a Brownian motion. From a decision-theoretic point of
view, there is no loss in working with this weaker structure as concerns exogenous information.

As to the actual decision makers, however, the stochastic analysis-inspired approach is not
compatible with the extensive form paradigm in a strict sense, because it does not explain strategies,
outcomes, (subgame-perfect) equilibria in terms of a decision tree-like object and choices locally
available at moves. In this approach, typically, so-called “strategies” are defined as stochastic
processes satisfying certain measurability property (e.g., progressive measurability) and such that
a given stochastic differential equation depending on them in a non-anticipating way has a unique
solution in some sense. This contradicts the problem’s own extensive form characteristics in its strict
sense because of the ex post restriction of the strategy space which would imply that the availability
of a choice depends on future choices (see the introduction in [1] for a detailed discussion of this
point). The “outcome” is taken to be the solution to the differential equation and “equilibria”
(or “optimal controls”) are defined with implicit reference to the dynamic programming principle,
but without extensive form underpinning. Apart from fundamentally compromising the use of
equilibrium concept as such, this lack can moreover cause some confusion, for instance, as to the
decision-theoretic meaning of these “equilibria” (for example, concerning the notions of “closed”
and “open loop” “equilibria” in stochastic differential games, see the discussion in [13, p. 72–76])
and to the precise definition of subgames (for example, in stochastic timing games, see [35] for a
discussion).

Thus, there is scope for an extensive form theory that models exogenous information via
filtration-like objects, but endogenous decision making via decision tree-like objects and local
choices, therefore synthesising both approaches in a prolific way to what I call stochastic extensive
forms. This is the aim of this project whose first part is this paper. This theory can be used to
construct extensive form games with general stochastic processes as noise. What is more, it can be
used to make precise in what sense stochastic control and differential games can be approximated
by stochastic extensive form decision problems, for instance for the stochastic timing game, which
is typically not formulated in extensive form (see in particular [35], where instead strategic form
games are stacked according to a notion of “consistency” which is justified a priori by an analogy to
discrete time and a posteriori, in [43], by a “discrete time with an infinitesimal grid” approximation
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argument reminiscent of [41, 42]). While a central motivation for this project stems from problems
in continuous time, the theory is not restricted to this domain. For example, stochastic extensive
form theory is independent of the representation of noise via a “nature” agent’s virtual decision
making, and in that sense truly stochastic.

The first step in this endeavour, which is taken in the present paper, is to build a theory of
stochastic decision forests. These can be thought of as forests of rooted decision trees such that
each tree corresponds to exactly one exogenous scenario, and equipped with a structure of similarity
across trees identifying moves in a way that is consistent with the tree structure. Decision trees
as graph-theoretical objects are the traditional base model for extensive form games and decision
problems, but as pointed out in [3] their refined partitions-based representation in terms of the
set of all maximal chains exhibits not only strong duality properties, but makes sequential and
dynamic decision making amenable to the traditional decision-theoretic paradigm of choice under
uncertainty. In this refined partitions approach, just as Savage’s acts map states to outcomes ([38]),
a strategy maps any move to a choice given by a set of outcomes still possible at this move from
the agent’s perspective. This is the way uncertainty about future choices (of oneself or opponents),
that is, endogenous information is dealt with. The way uncertainty about exogenous noise alias
exogenous information is modelled in this paper, however, is crucially different. It is the above-
mentioned similarity structure, called random moves, that can be equipped with a filtration-like
object dynamically revealing information about the realised exogenous scenario, allowing for general
stochastic processes as drivers of noise without running into outcome generation problems along
that dimension. The adaptedness of strategies can be based on a concept of adapted choices that
is introduced in the final section.

The fundamental motivation for this theory arises in a large class of concrete applications.
Thus, its presentation is tightly accompanied by examples. While some of them remain rather
pedagogical, a general class of stochastic decision forests based on paths of action indexed by time
is also constructed. A small set of readily verifiable axioms allows for many different time regimes,
many different specifications of the outcomes (e.g. paths of timing games, also in the case of the
scenario-dependent expiration of certain options), and general stochastic noise. Of course, it also
includes the deterministic case. To the best of the author’s knowledge, this theoretical unification
of action path based decision problems with extensive form characteristics within one framework is
a second new contribution of this paper in its own right.

Before ending the introduction, three remarks remain to be made. First, this is the first of
three papers, hence, like in a piano sonata in three movements, the first part is self-contained and
addresses an independent research problem in its own right, but it clearly prepares and is closely
related to the other two papers and they must be thought together. Second, as pointed out by
Aumann (see [6]), game theory arguably is “interactive decision theory”, while decision theory is, in
a trivial sense, single-player game theory. Still, game theory and decision theory are not the same,
the first being more about the “interactive” and the latter more about the “decision”. This paper
is more concerned with the latter, hence it primarily employs the corresponding phraseology. But,
if the context permits it, “game” will be used instead of “decision problem” or vice versa, and so
on, and the reader is presumed to be able to deduce the meaning from the context. Finally, the
relevant proofs of all new theorems, propositions, lemmata, and claims in examples, for all sections,
can be found in the corresponding subsection of the appendix.

Notation

– N = Z+ = the natural numbers including zero, N∗ = N \ {0}, R = the real numbers, R+ =
{x ∈ R | x ≥ 0};
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– a function f : D → V from a set D called domain to a set V is a subset of D × V such that
for all x ∈ D there is a unique y ∈ V with (x, y) ∈ f , and this unique y is denoted by f(x);
in other words, f is described through its graph; as an abbreviation, the constant map on D
with value y ∈ V is denoted by yD = D × {y};

– P(A) = PA = the set of subsets of a given set A, P(f) = Pf = the function PA → PB, M 7→
{f(m) | m ∈ M} for a given function f : A → B between two sets A and B;1

– im f = (Pf)(D) = the image of a set-theoretic function f : D → V ;

–
⋃

M = the union of a set M = the set of all x that are the element of some S ∈ M , also
written

⋃

i∈I Si in case M is the image of some function I ∋ i 7→ Si, for some set I;

– |M | = if M is not a number, then this is the cardinality of the set M ;

– > = the strict partial order associated to a weak partial order ≥;

– A |D = {A ∩ D | A ∈ A }, for any σ-algebra A and any D ∈ A ;

– A1 ∨ A2 = the smallest σ-algebra on Ω containing both A1 and A2, given a set Ω and sets
A1, A2 ⊆ P(Ω).

1. Decision forests

The basic object of classical extensive form decision and game theory is the decision tree. In the
stochastic generalisation presented here, nature does not act as an agent taking decisions dynam-
ically, but simply includes a device “randomly” selecting the decision tree the “personal” agents
follow during their decision making process. This implies that we consider decision forests, rather
than decision trees. Although this term is not new (as testified by [36]), we consider it in the
context of abstract decision theory, and more precisely within the – decision-theoretically natural
– refined partitions framework, and in the aim of making this framework amenable to exogenous
noise in the sense of general probability theory. This framework has originally been developed for
trees, rather than forests, pioneered in [45, section 8], and developed in much more generality in
[3, 4] and subsequent papers, much of which is covered in the monograph [5]. In this section, we
fix some order-theoretic language, present a definition and interpretation of decision forests within
the refined partitions approach, and show that decision forests are nothing but forests of decision
trees.

1.1. Order- and graph-theoretic conventions

We first recall some basic definitions from graph and order theory, thereby fixing conventions
used in this text, which combine those from [12, 3, 16]. In a partially ordered set (in short, poset)
(N, ≥) a chain is a subset c ⊆ N such that for all x, y ∈ c, x ≥ y or y ≥ x holds true. A maximal
chain is a chain that is maximal as a chain with respect to set inclusion in P(N). x ∈ N is called a
maximal element iff there is no y ∈ N other than x such that y ≥ x. x ∈ N is called maximum iff
for all y ∈ N , x ≥ y. For x ∈ N , the principal up-set ↑ x and principal down-set ↓ x are defined by

↑ x = {y ∈ N | y ≥ x}, ↓ x = {y ∈ N | x ≥ y}.

1P defines a covariant endofunctor on the category of sets.
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Moreover, in this text, a poset (F, ≥) is called a forest iff for every x ∈ F , ↑ x is a chain. A
forest (F, ≥) is called rooted iff F 6= ∅ and for every x ∈ F , ↑ x contains a maximal element of
(F, ≥). A forest (T, ≥) is called a tree iff for every x, y ∈ T , (↑ x) ∩ (↑ y) 6= ∅. Given a forest (F, ≥),
the elements x ∈ F are called nodes. Nodes x ∈ F such that ↓ x = {x} are called terminal. We
state the following lemma, fundamental for what follows. It can actually be seen as an explicitly
order-theoretic reformulation of a basic result from graph theory (see the discussion in [12, section
I.1]).2

Lemma 1.1. For any forest (F, ≥) there exists a unique partition F of F into trees such that for
all x, y ∈ F with x ≥ y there is T ∈ F with x, y ∈ T . If (F, ≥) is rooted, then for any T ∈ F , (T, ≥)
is a rooted tree and has a maximum.

The elements of F are called connected components of (F, ≥). The maximum of a rooted tree
(T, ≥) is called the root. The roots of a forest (F, ≥) are the roots of its connected components.
A decision forest (decision tree) is a rooted forest (tree, respectively) (F, ≥) such that all x, y ∈ F
with x 6= y can be separated by some maximal chain c ⊆ F , that is, c ∩ {x, y} is a singleton. A
move in a decision forest (F, ≥) is a non-terminal node x ∈ F .

If V is a set, a V -poset is a subset N ⊆ P(V ). The name derives from the fact that (N, ⊇)
defines a poset of subsets of V ordered by set inclusion.

Remark 1.2. Note that the definition of a tree used in this text is an order-theoretic transcription
of a graph-theoretical concept. What is called forest here, corresponds indeed to a “forest”, also
named “acyclic graph” in graph theory (see [12, sections I.1, I.2]), but is called “tree” in [3, definition
1]. This latter terminology adapts the use of this term in order theory (see [16] and compare
the discussion in [3, remark 2]). In the present text the use of forests with multiple connected
components, describing exogenous scenarios, is central, and hence using the term “tree” for this
may be misleading. Hence, the definitions of the present text insist stronger on the graph-theoretical
aspect as presented in [12], and especially on the botanic metaphor of trees and forests, than do
those in [3, 16], though without adding unnecessary discreteness assumptions.

Note, however, that a “rooted tree” in the sense of [3, definition 1] corresponds to a rooted tree
in this text because the [3]-definition of “rooted” demands the existence of a maximum, not only
of maximal elements for principal up-sets. But a rooted forest in the sense of this text need not be
a “rooted tree” in the sense of [3].

It should also be noted that we use the partial order ≥ rather than ≤ because of the represen-
tation used in the subsequent subsection, following the decision- and game-theoretic texts [3, 5],
though this may differ from the usual convention in other contexts.

1.2. Decision forests

The following definition is, formally, a transcription of the characterisation of (a subclass of)
“game trees” in [3, theorem 3]. So, although, the object is formally not new, we look at it from
a slightly different perspective which is why it is recalled here. First, it emphasises the fact that
there can be multiple connected components, but restricts the attention to those [3]-“game trees”
whose connected components are rooted. Second, the terminology in this text is different also in
that it insists on the purely decision-theoretic aspect. What is called “decision forest (or tree) over
a set” and “decision path” here, respectively, is called “game tree“ and “play” in [3]. Third, while
[3]-“game trees” are defined via certain set-theoretic properties which can be rather easily verified

2As the claim that it is a reformulation requires proof, and also for the reader’s convenience, a proof can be found
in the appendix.
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in applications, and are then characterised via the so-called “representation by plays”, the present
text perceives the decision-theoretic essence of decision forests over sets rather as being the duality
between outcomes and nodes expressed by that representation, and thus uses it as the definition.

Definition 1.3. Let V be a set. A decision forest over V is a V -poset F such that:

1. (F, ⊇) is a rooted forest;

2. F is its own representation by decision paths, that is, if W denotes the set of maximal chains
in (F, ⊇), and for every y ∈ F , W (y) = {w ∈ W | y ∈ w}, then there is a bijection f : V → W
such that for every y ∈ F , (Pf)(y) = W (y).

F is called decision tree over V iff, in addition, for all x, y ∈ F there is z ∈ F with z ⊇ x ∪ y.
The nodes, terminal nodes, and moves of (F, ⊇) are also called nodes, terminal nodes, and moves

of F , respectively, and the elements of V are called outcomes. The set of moves of F is denoted by
X(F ) or X in short.

Following [3], V can be seen as the set of possible outcomes of the game, and the forest (F, ⊇)
specifies how, as the decision problem is tackled dynamically, the set of realisable outcomes becomes
smaller and smaller. Thus, elements of F can be interpreted as nodes. See [3] for handy criteria
on the set F characterising the situation of it being a decision forest over V : essentially, this
corresponds to F being a “game tree” over V in the sense of [3, definition 4] such that all connected
components of (F, ⊇) have maximal elements.

Condition (1) clarifies that the predecessors of any node x ∈ F can be totally ordered and
contain a root, and therefore constitute an account of the past with a beginning, a history. The
set W of maximal chains can be interpreted as the set of decision paths. Condition (2) says that
possible outcomes and decision paths are in one-to-one correspondence, in such a way that a node
is contained in some decision path iff the corresponding outcome is contained in that node. Even
more is true: according to [3, theorem 3, corollary 2]) and remark 1.2, the bijection f is uniquely
determined. More precisely:

Proposition 1.4 ([3]). Let F be a decision forest over some set V and f : V → W be a map as in
definition 1.3, where W is the set of maximal chains in (F, ⊇). Then,

∀v ∈ V : f(v) =↑ {v} = {x ∈ F | v ∈ x}.

Thus V , which formally is the set of possible outcomes, and W , which formally is the set of
possible decision paths, can be identified in a uniquely determined way, namely via the f above.
Under this identification, we have the following duality statement:

x ∈ f(v) ⇐⇒ v ∈ x,

for all nodes x ∈ F and all outcomes v ∈ V . As a consequence, in the subsequent sections of the
paper the set a decision forest is defined on is denoted by W rather than by V , consistent with
other pieces of the literature, notably with [3, 5].

There is a second duality, namely between two approaches to dynamic decision theory: graphs,
based on tree-like objects, and refined partitions, based on a set of outcomes. This is made precise
in the following two propositions, which are contained in [3, lemma 14 and theorem 1], following
remark 1.2:

Proposition 1.5 ([3]). Let F be a decision forest over a set V . Then the poset (F, ⊇) is a decision
forest.
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Proposition 1.6 ([3]). Let (F0, ≥) be a decision forest. Let V be the set of its maximal chains and
for any x0 ∈ F0 let V (x0) be the set of v ∈ V with x0 ∈ v. Let

F = {V (x0) | x0 ∈ F0}.

Then F defines a decision forest over V , and (F, ⊇) is order-isomorphic to (F0, ≥).

Rephrasing the “representation by plays” from [3], we call F the representation by decision paths
of (F0, ≥). The definition of a decision forest over a set requires essentially that the operations from
the two preceding proposition are, up to isomorphism, inverse to each other. See [3, section 4] for
more details on this.

Thus, there is a rigorous sense in that both of the mentioned descriptions are equivalent. While
the graph-theoretical approach is graphically more convenient, the refined partitions approach is
in line with the classical decision theory of choice under uncertainty, in the spirit of Savage (see
the introduction of [3] for a discussion). We note that, although phrased differently and with
a different aim, all three preceding propositions and the duality concepts constitute one of the
essential innovations of [3].

1.3. Forests of decision trees

In the present text, it is crucial to deal with forests and not only with trees, in the sense of
subsection 1.1 and remark 1.2. Often, the study of forests can be reduced to the study of trees
by considering the connected components separately. Is this true for decision forests as well, and
in what sense? In other words, is the duality of nodes and outcomes compatible with the forest
structure? This question gets fully answered in the following theorem. More precisely, we have:

Theorem 1.7. Let V be a set and F be a V -poset defining a rooted forest with respect to ⊇. Let F
denote the set of connected components of the rooted forest (F, ⊇). For every T ∈ F , let VT denote
the root of (T, ⊇).

Then F is a decision forest over V iff

1. {VT | T ∈ F} is a partition of V , and

2. for every T ∈ F , (T, ⊇) defines a decision tree over VT .

To verify the three propositions 1.4, 1.5, and 1.6, on can cite the results in [3] in combination
with remark 1.2. In view of theorem 1.7, it suffices, however, to cite the results for the case of
rooted trees only. This will be of interest at a later stage when analysing outcome existence and
uniqueness for stochastic extensive forms.

Remark 1.8. Theorem 1.7 offers a way of constructing decision forests from collections of decision
trees. Let F0 be a non-empty set of decision trees over sets. For any T0 ∈ F0, let VT0

be its root.
Then, let

V =
⋃

T0∈F0

VT0
× {T0} = {(v, T0) | T0 ∈ F0, v ∈ T0},

the disjoint union of all roots, and let

F = {x × {T0} | T0 ∈ F0, x ∈ T0}.

Then, F is a decision forest over V . The set of connected components is given by

F = {{x × {T0} | x ∈ T0} | T0 ∈ F0}.

Moreover, theorem 1.7 states that all decision forests over sets can be represented in this form.
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For examples of decision forests over sets, the reader is referred to the following section, where
decision forests whose connected components are indexed over the set of exogenous scenarios are
considered.3

2. Stochastic decision forests

In this section, the central notion of this paper – stochastic decision forests – is introduced. The
main idea behind this is to weaken the traditional assumptions on exogenous information, which
is no more assumed to arise through the dynamic decision making of a nature agent. Rather, an
exogenous scenario ω is “randomly” realised within a given measurable space which determines the
decision tree underlying the actual decision makers’ problem. Therefore, before the main definition,
measurable spaces are discussed as a model for exogenous scenarios and sets of scenarios whose
probability can be measured. Subsequently, the definition of stochastic decision forests is given and
analysed, simple examples are presented, and the class of action path stochastic decision forests is
constructed.

2.1. Exogenous scenario spaces

For the remainder of the paper, an exogenous scenario space is a measurable space (Ω, A ) such
that Ω 6= ∅.4 Ω describes the set of possible exogenous scenarios which replace the outcomes
generated by the behaviour of a “nature” agent. A is the set of events alias collections of outcomes
that can be measured by all relevant decision makers, in the sense, that their potential beliefs about
events can be modelled via probability measures on (Ω, A ). We formally follow the classical theory
of subjective probability and its interpretation as a representation device of preferences in terms
of expected utility, which goes back to Ramsey, de Finetti, Savage, among others. Accordingly, we
think of an agent as an entity that has certain preferences over the result of the strategic interaction;
according to the paradigm of the mentioned theory, this translates into a utility function over results
and one or multiple probability measures alias beliefs on the exogenous scenario space.5

Why does one suppose A to be a σ-algebra? As an algebra of sets, A can be seen as a
Boolean algebra and can therefore model basic logical operations on events. Moreover, in the
probabilistic approach, we are only interested in those functions P : A → [0, 1] compatible with the
algebra structure6 that are σ-additive, which can be thought of as a continuity property, and it
is a fundamental measure-theoretic result, that, for such P, without loss of generality, A can be
supposed to be closed under countable unions, that is, to be a σ-algebra (see [11, section 1.5]).

If A can be generated by a countable partition P of Ω, any probability measure on it is
entirely described through the probabilities on these partitioning events. So, though all elements
of A including unions of partition members are events, one can formally describe the situation by
the set P and a countable family of positive numbers (pA)A∈P adding up to 1 and indexed by
that set. However, in general, A need not be generated by a partition of Ω. For instance, it may
be that all singletons are events and have probability zero, as in the case of the Lebesgue measure
on the unit interval [0, 1]. Hence, from a general perspective, scenarios may be neither a relevant
nor a sufficient description of exogenous data for decision makers, but it is the (σ-)algebra A of

3Also note the examples of decision trees over sets in [3] and the more extensive version in [5] in combination with
the preceding remark 1.8.

4For more information on measure and probability theory, the reader is referred to the introductory texts [11, 28].
5See [22, chapter 2] for a rigorous mathematical textbook presentation of the theory with multiple priors, going

back to [23], alias robust preferences, underpinning robust control and risk measures.
6The meaning of the phrase “compatible with the algebra structure” can be reduced to the statement: a) P(Ω) = 1,

and b) for all disjoint A1, A2 ∈ A we have P(A1 ∪ A2) = P(A1) + P(A2).
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events that these agents are concerned about. Moreover, as famously illustrated by the Lebesgue
measure, in case Ω is uncountable, there is a non-trivial trade-off between the fineness7 of A and
the amount of probability measures on it (see [11, section 1.7]). Hence, to describe the agent’s
relation to exogenous data and admissible beliefs about their probability, it is crucial to specify A .
This is crucial, not the least because many relevant applications require an uncountable Ω (with a
σ-algebra A that cannot be generated by a countable partition), be it the uniform distribution on
[0, 1], be it continuous martingales omnipresent in finance (see, e.g., [17, 9]).

2.2. Stochastic decision forests

In light of the preceding argument, we model uncertainty about exogenous events by an ex-
ogenous scenario space (Ω, A ) and suppose that some ω ∈ Ω is realised, determining the relevant
decision tree without being directly communicated to the decision makers. So, these agents do
not necessarily know about the exogenous information telling in which tree they are while making
choices based on the endogenous information given by moves, or “information sets” of moves –
hence, there must be a structure of similarity among trees that can serve as a consistent basis for
both endogenous and exogenous information revelation. This intuition is the basis of the following
definition which is further interpreted and analysed in the sequel.

Definition 2.1. A stochastic decision forest, in short sdf, over an exogenous scenario space (Ω, A )
is a triple (F, π, X) consisting of:

1. a decision forest F over some set W ;

2. a surjective map π : F → Ω such that the set F of connected components of (F, ⊇) is given
by the fibres of π, that is,

F = {π−1({ω}) | ω ∈ Ω};

3. a set X such that:

(a) any element x ∈ X is a section of moves defined on some event Dx ∈ A , that is, it is a
map x : Dx → X satisfying π ◦ x = idDx

;

(b) X induces a covering of X , that is, {x(ω) | x ∈ X, ω ∈ Dx} = X ;

(c) if we consider the partial order ≥X on X given by

x1 ≥X x2 ⇐⇒
[

Dx1
⊇ Dx2

and ∀ω ∈ Dx2
: x1(ω) ⊇ x2(ω)

]

,

then for all x1, x2 ∈ X:

∃ω ∈ Dx1
∩ Dx2

: x1(ω) ⊇ x2(ω) =⇒ x1 ≥X x2;

(d) for all x ∈ X, x(ω) is a root for all or no ω ∈ Dx;

(e) if X̄ is a set sharing the previous four properties of X that is refined by X in that for all
x̄ ∈ X̄ there is Px̄ ⊆ X with x̄ =

⋃

Px̄,8 then X̄ = X;

(f) for all x ∈ X, there is countable X0 ⊆ X such that for all x′ ∈ X with x′ >X x there is
x0 ∈ X0 with x′ ≥X x0 ≥X x.

7Recall that a σ-algebra A ′ on Ω is finer than A iff A ⊆ A ′.
8According to set-theoretic conventions, x̄ =

⋃

Px̄ means: x̄ is a map with domain
⋃

x∈Px̄
Dx and for all x ∈ Px̄

and ω ∈ Dx, x̄(ω) = x(ω).
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The elements of X are called random moves. For ω ∈ Ω, let Tω = π−1({ω}) and Wω be the root for
Tω. For A ⊆ Ω, let WA =

⋃

ω∈A Wω and FA =
⋃

ω∈A Tω.

Let us discuss this definition in more detail. A stochastic decision forest is a decision forest
over a set (1), whose connected components are indexed by Ω (2), admitting a maximal (3e) and
separable (3f) set of sections of moves (3a) called random moves, that form a covering (3b) of
X , and are compatible with the rooted forest (F, ⊇) by preserving the order (3c) and identifying
roots (3d). As is going to be shown in the sequel, these properties are actually stronger than the
definition formally indicates. If one visualises a stochastic decision forest in two dimensions, any tree
growing along the vertical “decision path” axis, the forest’s trees being placed along the horizontal
“Ω” axis, then random moves are vertical sections partitioning the set of moves in a monotone,
decision-theoretically interpretable way. Random moves thus define a structure of “similarity”
across different connected components.

Moreover, they can be seen as moves of a rooted decision tree in their own right. Let us make
this precise. The first thing to note is that as a consequence of the maximality assumption, random
moves cannot be empty:

Lemma 2.2. Let (F, π, X) be a stochastic decision forest over an exogenous scenario space (Ω, A ).
Then, for all x ∈ X, Dx 6= ∅.

Yet, this is not sufficient to ensure that random moves can be distinguished as moves with respect
to the order ≥X, since we might have to add terminal nodes, if they exist. For example, think of
an “infinite centipede” which contains infinitely many maximal chains but only one maximal chain
consisting only of moves. Hence, we extend the partial order ≥X to a binary relation ≥T on the
disjoint union

T = X ∪ {(ω, w) ∈ Ω × W | {w} ∈ F, π({w}) = ω}

by letting, for x ∈ X and (ω, w), (ω′, w′) ∈ T \ X:

– x ≥T (ω, w) iff ω ∈ Dx and w ∈ x(ω);

– (ω, w) ≥T (ω′, w′) iff (ω, w) = (ω′, w′);

– (ω, w) �T x.

Note that a pair (ω, w) as above is nothing else than the set-theoretic function y : Dy → F, ω 7→ {w}
where Dy = {ω}. In analogy with random moves and since its image is a terminal node, we call
such y a random terminal node. The analogy is substantiated by the subsequent proposition which
(seemingly) strengthens axiom 3c in the definition above.

Proposition 2.3. Let (F, π, X) be a stochastic decision forest over some exogenous scenario space
(Ω, A ) and T•Ω = {(y, ω) ∈ T×Ω | ω ∈ Dy}. Then the evaluation map ev: T•Ω → F, (y, ω) 7→ y(ω)
is a bijection such that for all (y1, ω1), (y2, ω2) ∈ T • Ω:

y1 ≥T y2 and ω1 = ω2 ⇐⇒ y1(ω1) ⊇ y2(ω2).

In order-theoretic terms, the evaluation map defines an order isomorphism between T • Ω,
equipped with the order induced by the product of ≥T on T and equality on Ω, and (F, ⊇). Now,
as announced, we can make rigorous the sense in that random moves are the moves of a rooted
decision tree.
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x0(ω1)

x1(ω1) x2(ω1) x1(ω2)

x0(ω2)

x2(ω2)

w112w111 w122w121 w211 w212 w221 w222

Figure 1: A simple stochastic decision forest represented as a directed graph, with wωkm = (ω, k, m), for (ω, k, m) ∈

W ; moves are indicated by circles

Theorem 2.4. Let (F, π, X) be a stochastic decision forest over some exogenous scenario space
(Ω, A ) such that all roots are moves.9 Then, (T, ≥T) defines a rooted decision tree and X is the set
of its moves.

How does an agent (alias decision maker) pass through a stochastic decision forest? There
are actually two stories that can be told. On the one hand, as motivated in the outset of this
subsection, first an exogenous scenario ω ∈ Ω is determined, and then the agent passes through the
decision tree given by the connected component π−1({ω}). On the other hand, the agent passes
through the rooted decision tree (T, ≥T). While the first perspective is the correct one in respect to
outcome generation, the second one, though, is more relevant for the description of the exogenous
information available to agents. The agents may not know ω or, even if they do, that knowledge
may not be determinant.10 The point of random moves lies in the fact that they serve as a flexible
and general basis for “oracles”, that is, a structure of exogenous information available to an agent.
They will form the points that exogenous information is revealed at, and it is the tree property of
(T, ≥T) that will retain the extensive-form character of that process. In turn, the order-theoretic
properties of a random move themselves do not reveal any exogenous information – this is a big
difference to the classical approach to stochastic games and decision problems in extensive form,
where exogenous information is the result of a “nature” player or agent making dynamic choices
(going back to Shapley’s work [39], see, e.g., [5, section 2.2.2.5]).

Note that stochastic decision forests are allowed to vary across scenarios: the trees in F need
not be isomorphic. The crowns may become shallower in some scenarios (because some options are
no more available there).

Remark 2.5. It can be checked in the proof in the appendix that proposition 2.3 holds true even
if we do not assume properties 3d, 3e, and 3f.

2.3. Simple examples

In the following we present two very simple examples of stochastic decision forests. The first
example is illustrated in figure 1. It indicates pars pro toto how finite stochastic extensive form
decision problems can be formalised.

Let ω1 = 1, ω2 = 2 and consider Ω = {ω1, ω2}, A = P(Ω), W = Ω × {1, 2}2 and x0, x1, x2 : Ω →
P(W ) given by x0(ω) = {ω} × {1, 2}2 and xk(ω) = {(ω, k)} × {1, 2}, F = {xk(ω) | ω ∈ Ω, k =

9Of course, any sdf can be reduced to this form by eliminating the connected components (alias exogenous
scenarios) without moves.

10That point will be discussed in detail in subsection 3.1.
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Figure 2: The decision tree (T, ≥T) for the simple stochastic decision forest, with wωkm = (ω, k, m), for (ω, k, m) ∈ W ;
(random) moves are indicated by circles

x′
0(ω1)

x′
1(ω1)

w′
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x′
0(ω2)

x′
1(ω2) x′

2(ω2)

w′
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w′
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222

Figure 3: A variant of the simple stochastic decision forest in figure 1 represented as a directed graph, with w′

ωkm
=

(ω, k, m), for all triples (ω, k, m) ∈ W ′, and w′

12
= (ω1, 2) = (1, 2); moves are indicated by circles

0, 1, 2} ∪ {{w} | w ∈ W }, π : F → Ω be the map sending any node to the first entry of an arbitrary
choice among its elements.

Lemma 2.6. The tuple (F, π, X) defines a stochastic decision forest.

The corresponding decision tree (T, ≥T) is illustrated in figure 2.

As a variant, identifying the elements (ω1, 2, 1) and (ω1, 2, 2) in W will provide a stochastic
decision forest with a random move that is not defined on all of Ω, as illustrated in figure 3.
Put differently, let W ′ = W \ {(ω1, 2, 1), (ω1, 2, 2)} ∪ {(ω1, 2)} and let x′

0 = x0, x′
1 = x1, and

x′
2 : {ω2} → P(W ′) be given by x′

2(ω2) = {(ω2, 2)} × {1, 2}. Let X′ = {x′
0, x′

1, x′
2}. Let Dx′

0
= Ω,

Dx′

1
= Ω, Dx′

2
= {ω2} and F ′ = {x′(ω) | x′ ∈ X′, ω ∈ Dx′} ∪ {{w′} | w′ ∈ W ′}. Let π : F ′ → Ω be

the map sending any node to the first entry of an arbitrary choice among its elements.

Lemma 2.7. The tuple (F ′, π′, X′) defines a stochastic decision forest.

The corresponding decision tree (T, ≥T) is illustrated in figure 4.

2.4. Action path stochastic decision forests

In most pieces of the literature, dynamic games are defined by supposing a notion of time
and specifying outcomes as certain paths of action at instants of time. [3, Subsection 2.2] pro-
vides a broad overview for this, including classical textbook definitions as in [21], infinite bilateral
bargaining in discrete time as in [37], repeated games, the long cheap talk game in [7], and a
decision-theoretic interpretation of differential games as in [18]. We desire to add, in a first ap-
proximate sense, stochastic control in both discrete and continuous time (see, e.g., [34, 10, 29]) and
stochastic differential games (see, e.g., [13]) without restrictions on the noise in question.
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Figure 4: The decision tree (T, ≥T) for the variant of the simple stochastic decision forest, with w′

ωkm
= (ω, k, m),

for all triples (ω, k, m) ∈ W ′, and w′

12
= (ω1, 2) = (1, 2); (random) moves are indicated by circles

In this subsection, this approach is formulated in one abstract and general framework. This
framework is based on a specific structure pertaining to all of these examples, namely time. In-
terestingly, time is not included in the abstract formulation of decision forests, and it serves as
a particularly strong similarity structure for trees and even branches of one and the same tree.
We do not address the question whether all (stochastic) decision forests can be represented in this
framework. Of course, the second major point of the following framework is that it will allow for
general exogenous stochastic noise, going strictly beyond the “nature” agent setting.

Let T ⊆ R+ be such that 0 ∈ T and A be a non-empty metric space. Let (Ω, A ) be an exogenous
scenario space. Let W ⊆ Ω × AT be such that for all ω ∈ Ω, there is f ∈ AT with (ω, f) ∈ W . An
outcome will thus be a pair of an exogenous scenario and a path f : T → A of “action”, and any
scenario is required to admit at least one outcome. For any t ∈ T and w̃ = (ω, f) ∈ Ω × AT, let

xt(w̃) = xt(ω, f) = {(ω′, f ′) ∈ W | ω′ = ω, f ′|[0,t)T = f |[0,t)T}.

Let F = {xt(w) | t ∈ T, w ∈ W } ∪ {{w} | w ∈ W }. Further, let π : F → Ω be the unique function
mapping any x ∈ F to the first item of one choice of its elements.

For (t, f) ∈ T × AT, let Dt,f = {ω ∈ Ω | |xt(ω, f)| ≥ 2}. This will turn out as the event that
xt(., f) is a move. We consider the following assumptions:

– Assumption AP.W0. For all t ∈ T and f ∈ AT, Dt,f ∈ A .

– Assumption AP.W1. For all w ∈ W and all t, u ∈ T with t 6= u and xt(w) = xu(w), we
have xt(w) = {w}.

– Assumption AP.W2. For all ω ∈ Ω and f̃ ∈ AT, and for all subsets T′ ⊆ T satisfying
xt(ω, f̃) ∈ F for all t ∈ T′, there is f ∈ AT with (ω, f) ∈ W and f |[0,t)T = f̃ |[0,t)T for all t ∈ T′.

– Assumption AP.W3. For all t ∈ T and f, g ∈ AT such that Dt,f , Dt,g 6= ∅ and Dt,f ∩Dt,g =
∅, there is u ∈ [0, t)T such that Du,f ∩ Du,g 6= ∅ and f |[0,u)T 6= g|[0,u)T .

– Assumption AP.W4. There is a non-empty finite set I and a family of metric spaces Ai,
i ∈ I, such that A =

∏

i∈I A
i in the category of topological spaces.

Assumption AP.W0 requires that Dt,f is indeed an event in (Ω, A ). AP.W1 stipulates that any
(presumptive) move has a unique time associated to it. Indeed, we have the following result. For
any x ∈ F , let

Tx = {t ∈ T | ∃w ∈ x : x = xt(w)}.

It is evident that Tx is a non-empty convex set. We recall that convexity means that for all
t0, t1 ∈ Tx, we have [t0, t1]T ⊆ Tx.
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Lemma 2.8. Assumption AP.W1 is satisfied iff for all x ∈ F that are not singletons, Tx is a
singleton.

Note that the following weak converse statement holds true independently of whether AP.W1
is assumed or not:

Lemma 2.9. All x ∈ F such that Tx = {t} for some t ∈ T that is not maximal in T, are no
singletons.

We immediately infer:

Corollary 2.10. If assumption AP.W1 is satisfied and T has no maximum, then for all x ∈ F the
following statements are equivalent:

– x is a singleton.

– Tx is not a singleton.

Assumption AP.W2 corresponds to what is generally called “boundedness” in [3, subsection
3.4]. In the present context, this is the conditio sine qua non demanding that any (presumptive)
decision path, alias maximal chain of nodes, corresponds to a path of action T → A. Assumption
AP.W3 refers to the maximality axiom 3e and ensures that different paths in different scenarios
cannot be identified. If the assumption does not hold true, then it may be possible to identify the
path f on Dt,f with the path g on Dt,g, as for all u < t until that (exclusively) f and g can be
distinguished, Du,f and Du,g continue to be disjoint. Finally, assumption AP.W4 describes the
situation where an action is the product of the individual actions of a finite set of I “agents”. Of
course, this assumption is trivially satisfied for singleton I and Ai = A for the unique i ∈ I, but
sometimes it is satisfied for larger I. Hence, the relevant point about AP.W4 is not whether it is
satisfied, but with respect to what family (Ai)i∈I it is.

Further, let X be the set of maps

xt(f) : Dt,f → F, ω 7→ xt(f)(ω) = xt(ω, f),

ranging over all t ∈ T, f ∈ AT with Dt,f 6= ∅.

An important result of this paper, expressed in the next theorem, is that the preceding construc-
tion – encompassing a large part of decision problems and games, including very general stochastic
versions of it – is well-defined and yields an sdf. This provides the basis for formulating a large class
of stochastic decision problems in extensive form – already in this paper it is shown how exogenous
information and choices adapted to it, and in the following papers how decision problems can be
modelled on that basis.

Theorem 2.11. Under assumptions AP.W0, AP.W1, AP.W2, and AP.W3, the triple (F, π, X)
from the current subsection defines a stochastic decision forest over (Ω, A ).

As we will discuss in the follow-up article, for well-ordered T, well-posed decision problems
can be defined on this action path sdf, while for the general case, this sdf can turn out to be
ill-posed. For this latter case, the action path sdf represents an important first step though, in
that a modification of it, the action-reaction sdf, a generalisation of a concept in [1], will restore
well-posedness, as will be discussed in the third paper of the present series.

Definition 2.12. An action path sdf is a stochastic decision forest (F, π, X) over an exogenous
scenario space (Ω, A ), that is constructed as above out of a set W satisfying assumptions AP.W0,
AP.W1, AP.W2, and AP.W3. (F, π, X) is said to be induced by W . A is called its action space and
T its time axis. If W satisfies assumption AP.W4, then the elements of I are called agents and, for
any agent i ∈ I, Ai is called the action space for agent i.
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Given an action path sdf as above, let t : X → T be the map assigning to any move x ∈ X the
unique element t(x) of Tx, see lemma 2.8.

Lemma 2.13. Let (F, π, X) be an action path sdf and W =
⋃

F . Then t is strictly decreasing,
that is, for all x, y ∈ X with x ) y we have t(x) < t(y). Moreover, for all x ∈ X and all ω, ω′ ∈ Dx,
t(x(ω)) = t(x(ω′)).

By this lemma, t induces a map X → T which we denote also by t.

We conclude this section with examples of action path sdf. This includes the illustrative
examples from subsection 2.3 and several typical classes of well-known decision problems. It remains
an open question at this point whether any stochastic decision forest can be represented as an action
path sdf, that is, so to speak, whether for any sdf all branches of all trees can be synchronised.

Lemma 2.14. The two simple stochastic decision forests from subsection 2.3 can be represented as
an action path forest with time T = {0, 1}.

The proof of this lemma in the appendix shows that the representation of the variant (F ′, π′, X′)
as an action path sdf has to specify a “dummy” action at the terminal node {w′

12}, without letting
an alternative, that is, an action meaning inaction. This is an artefact of the modelling decision to
explicitly include a temporal dimension, as reflected in the action path formulation.11 Stochastic
decision forests are based on first principles and do no include such a dimension. Therefore, apart
from being more general and flexible, their decision-theoretic interpretation is much clearer. At the
same time, they include action path sdfs which model a structure present in many applications
and which can therefore simplify the formal representation, at the cost of possibly introducing
artificial phenomena like inactive activity. It may be noted that, in action path sdf, time plays a
role complementary to that of random moves: it defines similarity of moves across branches, while
random moves define similarity across trees. The random moves in action path sdfs are defined
such as to be perfectly compatible with time.

Example 2.15. – For T = R+, singleton Ω, W = Ω × AT, the action path stochastic decision
forest yields the game tree of what is called “differential game” in [3, paragraph 2.2.5]. Hence,
the action path sdf is a generalisation of this example in several directions: first and foremost,
by adding an exogenous scenario space, second, by generalising the time axis, and third, by
allowing for much higher flexibility regarding the set of outcomes.

– For T = {0, . . . , N}, for N ∈ N∗, or T = N the corresponding action path sdf can serve as a
basis describe the classical finite or infinite horizon discrete time, stochastic decision problem
(see, e.g., [10]). The possible actions can be specified through the choice of W . The case
W = Ω × AT corresponds to the case where at each move, the set of possible actions is A. It
is shown in the appendix that this W induces an action path sdf, even for general T.

Note that in contrast to the traditional “nature” model of stochastic games and decision
problems in discrete time, exogenous information cannot be deduced from the order-theoretic
properties of the (random) moves. The “nature” player or agent is replaced with a forest
of decision trees and a structure of random moves to that we will later attach exogenous
information in the form of σ-algebras.

11Assumption AP.W1 ensures that moves have a unique time associated to them, but terminal nodes need not.
In many cases they do not, as made apparent by the lemmata 2.8 and 2.9 and, most strikingly, their corollary 2.10.
But there may be an instant of time that certain branches still “move” at, and others do not and actually identify
that instant with later points in time, which appears a bit artificial.
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– T can also equal more general well-orders: For T = {1 − 2−n | n ∈ N} ∪ {1}, the long cheap
talk game tree (see [7]) – and general stochastic variants thereof in the sense of sdfs – can
be obtained. This example, in case of singleton Ω, is treated in [3].

– Suppose that assumption AP.W4 is satisfied with Ai = {0, 1} for all i ∈ I. Let W be the set
of pairs (ω, f) where f : T → A is component-wise decreasing. It is shown in the appendix
that W induces an action path sdf. The corresponding action path sdf is a natural (and
at least approximate) candidate for describing stochastic decision problems of timing (alias
stopping) (see, e.g., the monographs [40, 33, 19] for the mathematical theory, and [35, 29] for
the link to applications in economics and finance).

– Let us consider an example of a forest that becomes shallower towards its crown in some areas
of the exogenous scenario space. We use an example from finance, namely the exercise of an
American up-and-out option ([27, chapter 26]). Let P = (Pt)t∈R+

be a continuous stochastic
process on (Ω, A ) with strictly positive real values describing the price of a financial security.
The initial price is P0 = 1. As long as the price has not reached 2, the holder of the option
can exercise it, but once the price reaches 2, the option expires irreversibly. This problem can
be modelled using the action path stochastic decision forest associated to the following set of
outcomes W .

Take W to be the set of all (ω, f) where ω ∈ Ω and f : R+ → {0, 1} is decreasing such that,
if f takes the value 0, then t∗

f = inf{t ∈ R+ | f(t) = 0} satisfies maxt∈[0,t∗

f
] Pt(ω) < 2. It is

shown in the appendix that W induces an action path sdf, and that

Dt,f = {ω ∈ Ω | max
u∈[0,t]

Pu(ω) < 2},

for all t ∈ R+ and decreasing f ∈ {0, 1}R+ with f(t−) = 1.

3. Exogenous information

As observed in the previous section, exogenous information is not contained in the order-theoretic
structure of random moves. The approach put forward in this paper consists in attaching exogenous
information to random moves in the form of σ-algebras, in a way analogous to (and in some sense,
more general than) the use of filtrations in probability theory. Therefore, this latter approach is
analysed and interpreted in the first subsection, and based on that, in the following subsections,
a concept of exogenous information revelation on stochastic decision forests is introduced and
explained, as well as illustrated by examples for the stochastic decision forests encountered in
the previous section.

3.1. Filtrations in probability theory

Recall that for a measurable space (Ω, A ), the usual interpretation of A sees its elements as
being those subsets of Ω that are measurable for a given observer or agent. In the context of what
we called exogenous scenario spaces, this had essentially the meaning that for all admissible beliefs
(alias probability measures) on Ω, probabilities can be computed for these subsets (see subsection
2.1). However, there is a second meaning to “measurable”, ubiquitous in probability theory and
many of its applications.

In probability theory, a filtration is a monotone map F from a non-empty totally ordered set
T modelling time, typically a suborder of the two-sided compactification of R, to the set of sub-
σ-algebras of A , thus mapping any t ∈ T to a sub-σ-algebra Ft ⊆ A such that for all t, u ∈ T
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with t ≤ u, Ft ⊆ Fu (see, e.g., [28, chapter 9] or [14, chapter 3]). The customary interpretation
refers to an agent being equipped with that filtration F such that, for all times t ∈ T, Ft describes
the information the agent has at time t, or put differently, Ft is the set of events measurable for
that agent at time t. Of course, this agent is able to compute probabilities for all A ∈ A , but the
elements of Ft are measurable in an even stronger sense.

Namely, one tacitly supposes that there is one realised scenario ω ∈ Ω, drawn “at random”,
so to speak, but information about it is only revealed to the agent progressively via F , in the
following way: For all instants of time t ∈ T and each E ∈ Ft the agent can discern at time t
whether it contains the realised scenario or not. In particular, the agent when equipped with a
belief in form of a probability measure on A can derive updated probabilities and expectations
by evaluating conditional probabilities and expectations on E. Yet, this notion of measurement
must be read with some caution. Actually, this measurement capacity of the agent includes logical
operations given by the σ-algebra property, in particular countable logical disjunctions alias unions.
Uncountable operations might be excluded however. Moreover, under the belief of the agent, E
may have probability zero and hence the evaluation of conditional probabilities and expectations
on E may be meaningless ([28, 14]). This can be illustrated by the following examples.

In the discrete setting, where A is generated by a countable partition of Ω, the interpretation
is evident. Then all Ft, t ∈ T, are also generated by countable partitions, and the partition of later
instants of time refine the preceding partitions. The members of the partition generating Ft can be
thought of as the agent’s information sets regarding the “nature” agent’s past choices at time t.12

In that discrete case, thus, filtrations are formally and conceptually a special case of order-theoretic
rooted forests over the set Ω, as discussed in section 1.

But in general, Ft, for some t ∈ T, may, for instance, contain all the singletons subsets of
Ω, without containing all elements of A , let alone all subsets of Ω – think of Ω being the unit
interval with Borel σ-algebra A and Ft being the set of subsets A ⊆ [0, 1] that are countable or
have countable complement. So the agent would actually be able to measure the realised scenario
without discerning some A ∈ A , say the interval [0, 1

2 ], although it is a union of measurable
singletons. The point is that this union is uncountable, and we do not assume agents to be able
to perform uncountable logical operations. Hence, the ability to discern the realised scenario does
not necessarily imply the ability to discern all events, that is elements of A . Moreover, all but
countably many (and in the case of the Lebesgue measure on [0, 1] even all) singletons must have
probability zero, and so the ability to discern the realised scenario may not be relevant from a
decision-theoretic perspective: If the conditional expectation of some interesting quantity, e.g., a
payoff, given Ft is computed, it is completely inconclusive to evaluate it on some E ∈ Ft whose
probability is zero, because the conditional expectation is defined almost surely.

Once again we note that the full descriptor of exogenous information at time t is the set of
“measurable” events Ft, where “measurable” is used in the second, stronger sense, not solely the
set of scenarios Ω (compare the discussion in subsection 2.1). In particular, this discussion suggests
that, in general, filtrations cannot be subsumed under the theory of decision forests and trees, which
is “discrete” in that it can be represented via refined partitions, and thus filtrations provide a means
to truly extend the scope of stochastic game and decision theory beyond those types of stochastic
noise a dynamically choosing “nature” agent can simulate.

3.2. Exogenous information structures

Based on the preceding argument about exogenous scenario spaces and filtrations, and bearing
in mind the way stochastic decision forests are built over exogenous scenario spaces, the following

12This will be discussed in detail in the follow-up paper.
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definition is proposed, which is interpreted and analysed in the sequel.

Definition 3.1. Let (F, π, X) be a stochastic decision forest over an exogenous scenario space
(Ω, A ). An exogenous information structure is a family F = (Fx)x∈X such that for all x ∈ X:

1. Fx is a sigma-algebra over Dx with Fx ⊆ A ;

2. for all x′ ∈ X with x ≥X x′ and every E ∈ Fx, we have E ∩ Dx′ ∈ Fx′ .

Concerning the sense of this definition, we think of any agent as being equipped with some
exogenous information structure. For a random move x ∈ X, Fx is interpreted as the set of events
E ∈ A relevant at x, meaning that E ⊆ Dx, and that the agent can measure at x, meaning that
the agent can discern whether E contains the realised scenario or not. This second property is to
be read in the sense discussed in the previous subsection 3.1. The more straightforward condition
(2) ensures that the agent does not forget: if the agent is at x′ and has been at x already, and was
able to measure E at x, then this agent can measure E given the domain of x′ also at x′. Note
that, if for all x ∈ X, we have Dx = Ω, then an exogenous information structure is nothing but a
monotone decreasing map F : x 7→ Fx from X into the set of sub-sigma-algebras of A , “monotone
decreasing” meaning that for all x, x′ ∈ X with x ≥X x′, we have Fx ⊆ Fx′ .

It should be noted that what we have at hand here is an adaptation of the notion of filtrations
from probability theory to decision trees. In both cases, the index set is partially ordered. However,
in the former case the order is total, whereas in the latter quite the opposite case is true, since it is
a decision tree. Moreover, the underlying forest can “thin out” towards the crowns non-uniformly
across trees alias exogenous scenarios, so that, in general, domains of random moves must be taken
into account.

3.3. Simple examples

In the following we present examples of exogenous information structures for the simple examples
from the previous section, subsection 2.3.

First, consider the simple stochastic decision forest (F, π, X) from subsection 2.3, illustrated in
figure 1. Consider the five following families F = (Fx)x∈X:

1. Fx = {Ω, ∅} for all x ∈ X: at all moves, it is unknown which scenario is realised;

2. Fx0
= {Ω, ∅} and one of the following three cases is true:

(a) Fx1
= Fx2

= P(Ω): only at the second move, it becomes known which scenario is
realised, irrespective of which one is the second move;

(b) Fx1
= P(Ω), Fx2

= {Ω, ∅}: x1 is the only move at that the realised scenario is revealed;
an agent with this exogenous information may have interest in choosing (if possible) x1

rather than x2 in order to learn, modelling the trade-off exploration vs. exploitation; that
way, problems with partial information and adaptive control can be modelled;

(c) Fx2
= P(Ω), Fx1

= {Ω, ∅}: analogous to the preceding situation;

3. Fx = P(Ω) for all x ∈ X: at all moves, the realised scenario is known.

Lemma 3.2. For the simple stochastic decision forest (F, π, X) from subsection 2.3 there are exactly
five exogenous information structures, and these are given by the families F considered just above.

Now, consider the variant (F ′, π′, X′) from subsection 2.3, as illustrated in figure 3. Consider
the three following families (F ′

x′)x′∈X′ . In all three cases, let F ′
x′

2

= {{ω2}, ∅}. Moreover, separate

the following three cases.
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1. F ′
x′

0

= F ′
x′

1

= {Ω, ∅}: again, there could be an exploitation vs. exploration trade-off (compare

the cases 2(c) above);

2. F ′
x′

0

= {Ω, ∅}, F ′
x′

1

= P(Ω): this is similar to case 2(a) above;

3. F ′
x′

0

= F ′
x′

1

= P(Ω): the realised scenario is known at any move (similar to case 3 above).

Lemma 3.3. For the stochastic decision forest (F ′, π′, X′) from subsection 2.3 there are exactly
three exogenous information structures, and these are given by the families F ′ considered just
above.

3.4. Action path stochastic decision forests

In this subsection, we discuss examples of exogenous information structures for the action path
sdf (F, π, X) induced by W ⊆ Ω×AT from subsection 2.4, defined over an exogenous scenario space
(Ω, A ). First, we observe a necessary condition on these: when evaluated along maximal chains of
random moves in (T, ≥T), we obtain a filtration in the sense of classical probability theory. More
precisely:

Lemma 3.4. Let F be an exogenous information structure for the action path sdf induced by a
set W as in subsection 2.4, and let f ∈ AT. Let Tf := {t ∈ T | Dt,f 6= ∅}.

Then, for all t, u ∈ Tf with t < u and E ∈ Fxt(f), E ∩Du,f ∈ Fxu(f). In particular, if Dt,f = Ω
for all t ∈ Tf , then (Fxt(f))t∈Tf

defines a filtration with time index set Tf .

In the already discussed special case that A has at least two elements and W = Ω × AT,
(Fxt(f))t∈T is a filtration.

Now we turn to sufficient conditions, or more precisely, to the construction of exogenous infor-
mation structures for the action path sdf. Let G = (Gt)t∈T be a filtration on (Ω, A ). For example,
G could be generated by some stochastic process, possibly augmented with nullsets with respect to
some set of probability measures on (Ω, A ).

1. The basic setting in stochastic control of exogenous noise revealed over time independently
of the agents’ behaviour (see, e.g., [34] corresponds to letting, for all x ∈ X,

Fx = Gt(x) |Dx
,

and F = (Fx)x∈X.

2. We can also consider a more general case that allows for exogenous information depending
on previous behaviour – which can serve as a basis for describing problems with partial infor-
mation involving stochastic filtering, the trade-off exploration vs. exploitation, and adaptive
control (see, e.g., [8, 14, 15]). Again, let G = (Gt)t∈T be a filtration on (Ω, A ). Let (Yx)x∈X

be a family of random variables with values in some metric space B. Let, for any x ∈ X:

Fx =
(

σ(Yx′ | x′ ≥X x) ∨ Gt(x)

) ∣

∣

∣ Dx
.

Again, let F = (Fx)x∈X.

In particular, these two cases can be used to model “open loop” and “closed loop” controls,
respectively, covering the definitions in [13, chapter 2], for example. However, as will be discussed
in the section 4 about adapted choices, the crux lies in that local decisions not only depend on
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the filtration-like object representing exogenous information at the current random move, but also
on the current random move itself. Hence, when comparing a counterfactual random move to a
reference random move revealing the same exogenous information, the same strategy may demand
a different choice, because the random move is different.

Example 3.5. We give a typical example of such a family (Yx)x∈X in the case B = R, A = R, and
W = Ω × C(R). Consider an auxiliary family of real-valued random variables (Ỹx)x∈X satisfying the
stochastic differential equation

Ỹxt(f) =

∫ t

0

b̃(f(u), Ỹxu(f)) dZ̃u,

for all t ∈ T and f ∈ C(R), and bounded continuous b̃ : R × R → R and a suitable G -adapted
stochastic integrator Z̃, say Brownian motion. Then let (Yx)x∈X solve the stochastic differential
equation

Yxt(f) =

∫ t

0

b(Ỹxu(f), Yxu(f)) du +

∫ t

0

σ(Yxu(f)) dZu

for all t ∈ T and f ∈ C(R), and bounded continuous b : R × R → R and σ : R → R, and a suitable
G -adapted stochastic integrator Z, say Brownian motion.

Ỹ can be interpreted as a noisy and not directly observable signal controlled by an agent through
f , while Y can be seen as an observation depending on Ỹ . This is a typical setting in control theory
involving stochastic filtering (see, for instance, [8, 15], [14, part V]).

Theorem 3.6. Consider the action path sdf induced by a set W , and the family F from above,
in its general version as in point (2). Then, F defines an exogenous information structure on that
sdf.

4. Adapted choices

In this section, a concept of choices is introduced that aims at reconciling the classical decision-
theoretic model of choice under uncertainty and the probabilistic setting of adapted processes. First,
these two concepts, their differences and intersections are discussed. Then, the concept of adapted
choices on stochastic decision forests is introduced and explained. The section will be completed
with examples for the stochastic decision forests and exogenous information structures introduced
in the two preceding sections.

4.1. Choice under uncertainty and adapted processes

In the refined partitions approach classical in sequential decision theory and developed in high
generality in [3], a choice consists in selecting a member of a given partition of the set of outcomes
that are still possible according to the information the given agent has at the current move. The
partition members can be seen as “local outcomes”, pertaining to the current information. This
is directly in line with the traditional approach of decision theory in the spirit of Savage ([38]): a
strategy will then be nothing else than a Savage act selecting a local outcome at each move (alias
“state” in Savage’s terms) in such a way that the set of possible outcomes is progressively reduced
to a singleton.

In probabilistic models based on filtrations describing exogenous information on an abstract
measurable space (Ω, A ), local choices are modelled differently. If F = (Ft)t∈T is a filtration on
(Ω, A ) with some totally ordered time index set T, then the choice of an agent i equipped with
that information and capable of action described by a metric space Ai at a time t is typically
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modelled by an Ft-measurable function gt : Ω → Ai, modulo regularity conditions in t (leading to
predictable processes, for instance), see, for instance, [34, 14]. Ft-measurability of gt means that
for any measurable set of actions Ai

t ⊆ Ai, the event that i chooses an action in Ai
t is measurable to

agent i at time t, that is, (gt)
−1(Ai

t) ∈ Ft. Actually, Ai
t can be understood as a set-valued reference

choice and (gt)
−1(Ai

t) is just the event that both choices, gt and Ai
t, are compatible.

In the discrete case, this approach can be subsumed under the refined partitions framework
going back to [45] and presented in high generality in [5]. Indeed, if A is generated by a countable
partition, then so is Ft for each t ∈ T, and Ft-measurability is another way of expressing the
requirement that gt is constant on each member of the partition generating Ft. Recall from
subsection 3.1 that each realised partition member is thought of as the agent’s information set
regarding the “nature” agent’s past choices. In that sense, gt corresponds to a map from moves
at time t to action such that at moves from the same information set the same action is selected.
A family of such maps gt, ranging over all times t, also called adapted process in the language of
stochastic processes, then defines a complete contingent plan of action for this agent i provided i
has only exogenous information.

On general measurable spaces, however, the Ft-measurability cannot be rephrased like this in
terms of partitions. Moreover, agents may have endogenous information about the own or other
agents’ past behaviour and condition their own behaviour on this information, that is, they may
condition on what they know about their current random move. This suggests that one may adapt
the more general measure-theoretic concept of measurable functions to stochastic decision forests
as regards exogenous information about the horizontal Ω axis, while maintaining the refined parti-
tions logic along the vertical tree axis in order to rigorously explain the interactive decision making
in extensive form. The aim of this section is to introduce such a concept, bringing together the
measure-theoretic probabilistic and the refined partitions based tree-like approaches to informa-
tion.13

4.2. Choices in stochastic decision forests

A basic principle in extensive form theory is that at any “move” it is “known” to decision
makers whether a given “choice” is available to them or not. One of the important facts the refined
partitions approach formalised in [3] elucidates, is that the availability of a choice at a given move
can be completely described in terms of the underlying set-theoretic structure: A choice is available
at a move iff the latter is an immediate predecessor of the former. More precisely, if (F, π, X) is a
stochastic decision forest over an exogenous scenario space (Ω, A ), W =

⋃

F and c ⊆ W is some
subset (for instance, a union of nodes representing a choice), then, with

↓ c = {x ∈ F | c ⊇ x},

let, as in the classical setting of [3], the set of immediate predecessors of c be defined by:

P (c) = {x ∈ F | ∃y ∈↓ c : ↑ x =↑ y\ ↓ c}.

Lemma 4.1. For each A ⊂ Ω, and each subset c ⊆ W ,

P (c ∩ WA) = P (c) ∩ FA.

13In this section we do however not make formally precise which axioms the set of choices an agent is equipped with
should satisfy in order to consistently define a stochastic extensive form following the refined partitions paradigm
and how exactly information sets can be modelled, nor do we make precise how and when this general stochastic
approach can be represented using a “nature” agent: this is the aim of the follow-up paper.
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As in [3], a choice is a non-empty union c of nodes. For x ∈ X , c is said to be available at x iff
x ∈ P (c), as in [3]. The sets P (c) are a model for information sets in [3] and [4, 2] and will turn out
to have, in a weaker sense, a similar role in the setting of stochastic decision forests, as discussed
in the second paper.

While in a discrete setting the description of availability of choices in terms of predecessors makes
it relatively easy to interpret and thus adhere to the above-mentioned basic principle, this becomes
less evident in the present general measure-theoretic context, because of the tension between the
discreteness of endogenous choices and the general measure-theoretic description of exogenous in-
formation in terms of systems of “measurable” sets rather than using partitions. We therefore
explicitly assume a locally defined structure of reference choices like the Ai

t above, that can be mea-
sured by agents at this random move. Choices taken by agents must be adapted with respect to
their individual exogenous information structure and that structure of reference choices. Hence, on
the one hand, choices can be “discrete” in the sense of constituting partitions and thus eliminating
a sufficient amount of alternatives so that progressive choosing results in a unique outcome. And
on the other hand, choices can be adapted in the sense that the availability of its restriction to any
reference choice is a measurable event with respect to the current exogenous information.

Definition 4.2. Let (F, π, X) be a stochastic decision forest over an exogenous scenario space
(Ω, A ) and let F be an exogenous information structure.

1. A choice is said

(a) non-redundant iff for any ω ∈ Ω with P (c) ∩ Tω = ∅, we have c ∩ Wω = ∅;

(b) complete iff for every random move x ∈ X, x−1(P (c)) is either empty or equal to Dx.

2. For any random move x ∈ X, a non-redundant and complete choice c is said available at x iff
x−1(P (c)) = Dx.

3. A reference choice structure is a family C = (Cx)x∈X of sets Cx of non-redundant and complete
choices available at x.

4. Let C be a reference choice structure. An F -C -adapted choice is a non-redundant and
complete choice c such that for all x ∈ X that c is available at and all c′ ∈ Cx:

x−1(P (c ∩ c′)) = {ω ∈ Dx | x(ω) ∈ P (c ∩ c′)} ∈ Fx.

From the agents’ perspective, both for exogenous information revelation and adapted choices
the relevant tree-like object is the decision tree (T, ≥T). In that respect, choices are made on that
tree with respect to the exogenous information revealed along it. Regarding outcomes and outcome
generation, however, the Ω dimension and thus the forest F are crucial. X builds the link between
both, and exogenous information as well as adapted choices are defined with respect to X and such
as to be compatible with each other. It is more general than usual continuous time stochastic
control and differential games formulations (as in [34, 14, 13]) because of the dependence on X,
rather than on the more rigid notion of time. This point, among others, will be clarified in the
following examples.

4.3. Simple examples

For the examples from subsection 2.3, both the basic version and its variation, we provide
a reference choice structure, and a list of adapted choices, one for each exogenous information
structure from example 3.3. Recall that Ω = {1, 2} and A = P(Ω).
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First, consider the basic version (F, π, X). Let M be the set of maps Ω → {1, 2}. For k ∈ {1, 2}
and f, g ∈ M , let

cf• = {(ω, k′, m′) ∈ W | k′ = f(ω)},

ckg = {(ω, k′, m′) ∈ W | k′ = k, m′ = g(ω)},

c•g = {(ω, k′, m′) ∈ W | m′ = g(ω)}.

Define ck•, c•m, and ckm by identifying k, m ∈ {1, 2} with the constant maps on Ω with values k
and m, respectively. Let Cx0

= {c1•, c2•}, Cx1
= Cx2

= {c•1, c•2}. Note the partitioned structure of
these sets, reflecting the discreteness of the situation.

Lemma 4.3. C = (Cx)x∈X defines a reference choice structure on (F, π, X).

Next, consider the following table. It reads as follows: Each line specifies a set of subsets of W
for each of the five exogenous information structures (eis) listed in subsection 3.3, first part; these
subsets are classified according to whether they will correspond to choices at the beginning of the
“first period” (at time 0) or of the ”second period” (at time 1), if perceived as action path sdf

according to lemma 2.14:

eis 1st period 2nd period
1. ck• : k ∈ {1, 2} ckm, c•m : k, m ∈ {1, 2}

2.(a) ck• : k ∈ {1, 2} ckg, c•g : k ∈ {1, 2}, g ∈ M
2.(b) ck• : k ∈ {1, 2} c1g, c2m, c•m : k, m ∈ {1, 2}, g ∈ M
2.(c) ck• : k ∈ {1, 2} c1m, c2g, c•m : k, m ∈ {1, 2}, g ∈ M

3. cf• : f ∈ M ckg, c•g : k ∈ {1, 2}, g ∈ M

Lemma 4.4. For each exogenous information structure F , the subsets of W given in the corre-
sponding line of the preceding table are F -C -adapted choices on (F, π, X).

Second, consider the variant (F ′, π′, X′) of the simple stochastic decision forest. Let, again, M
be the set of maps Ω → {1, 2}. For k ∈ {1, 2} and f, g ∈ M , let

c′
f• = {(ω, k′, m′), (ω, k′) ∈ W | k′ = f(ω)},

c′
kg = {(ω, k′, m′) ∈ W | k′ = k, m′ = g(ω)},

c′
•g = {(ω, k′, m′) ∈ W | m′ = g(ω)}.

Define c′
k•, c′

•m, and c′
km by identifying k, m ∈ {1, 2} with the constant maps on Ω with values k

and m, respectively. Let C ′
x′

0

= {c′
1•, c′

2•}, C ′
x′

1

= C ′
x′

2

= {c′
•1, c′

•2}.

Lemma 4.5. C ′ = (C ′
x′)x′∈X′ defines a reference choice structure on (F ′, π′, X′).

Next, consider the following table. It reads as above.

eis 1st period 2nd period
1. c′

k• : k ∈ {1, 2} c′
km, c′

•m : k, m ∈ {1, 2}
2. c′

k• : k ∈ {1, 2} c′
kg, c′

•g : k ∈ {1, 2}, g ∈ M

3. c′
f• : f ∈ M c′

kg, c′
•g : k ∈ {1, 2}, g ∈ M

Lemma 4.6. For each exogenous information structure F ′, the subsets of W ′ given in the corre-
sponding line of the preceding table are F ′-C ′-adapted choices on (F ′, π′, X′).
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Note that the adaptedness of choices can be rephrased, namely by requiring that f and g be
measurable with respect to the σ-algebra of exogenous information at the random move the choice
is available at, respectively. This more convenient language is used in the context of action paths
in the next subsection which contains the previous two examples following up on lemma 2.14.

Also note that a choice like ckg is conditional on the knowledge that xk has been chosen at the
root of X, while c•g is independent of the initial choice. This is reflected by the respective sets
of immediate predecessors, see lemma Appendix A.3. A similar remark is true for the variant, see
lemma Appendix A.4. Hence, as in [3, chapter 5], choices can reflect the endogenous information,
that is, the information about the position in the decision tree (T, ≥T), agents have. While ckg

is a choice of perfect (endogenous) information, c•g is not. The discussion on this theme will be
continued in the second paper.

4.4. Action path stochastic decision forests

Finally, we consider the action-path sdf (F, π, X) from subsection 2.4 over some exogenous
scenario space (Ω, A ). Let W =

⋃

F .

Let t ∈ T. For any set A<t ⊆ A[0,t)T and any family At = (At,ω)ω∈Ω of Borel sets in A, let

c(A<t, At) = {(ω, f) ∈ W | f |[0,t)T ∈ A<t, f(t) ∈ At,ω}.

For t ∈ T, let Ct be the set of all c(A<t, At) ranging over all A<t ⊆ A[0,t)T and all families
At = (At,ω)ω∈Ω ∈ P(A)Ω of subsets of A satisfying the following assumptions:

– Assumption AP.C0. c(A<t, At) 6= ∅.

– Assumption AP.C1. For all w ∈ c(A<t, At), there is w′ ∈ xt(w) \ c(A<t, At).

– Assumption AP.C2. For all f ∈ AT with f |[0,t)T ∈ A<t, we have

xt(ω, f) ∩ c(A<t, At) 6= ∅

for all or for no ω ∈ Dt,f .

So we consider choices that correspond to actions at a predefined time t. Again, there is some sort
of duality here: action paths are the result of progressive choosing; choices are collections of action
paths, essentially. More precisely, c(A<t, At) ∈ Ct describes the choice of an action in At,ω given
scenario ω and at time t, given the history is contained in A<t. We assume that such an action is
really possible for at least some scenario (AP.C0), that it really constitutes a choices in that there
is an alternative (AP.C1), and that it is complete in the sense that it only trivially intersects with
random moves (AP.C2).

The principal down-sets and sets of predecessors of such choices take the expected form, as
affirmed by the following lemmata. In particular, such a choice c(A<t, At) is available exactly at
all those moves x, whose time t(x) is t, and that contain an outcome compatible with the choice.

Lemma 4.7. For all t ∈ T and c ∈ Ct, we have:

↓ c = {xu(w) | w ∈ c, u ∈ T : t < u} ∪ {{w} | w ∈ c}.

Lemma 4.8. For all t ∈ T and c ∈ Ct, we have:

P (c) = {xt(w) | w ∈ c}.

As a result, we obtain a large class of non-redundant and complete choices for action path sdfs.
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Lemma 4.9. Let t ∈ T and c ∈ Ct. Then, c defines a non-redundant and complete choice.
Moreover, for all x ∈ X that c is available at, there is (ω, f) ∈ c such that ω ∈ Dt,f = Dx and
x = xt(f).

For the remainder of this subsection, we impose assumption AP.W4, see subsection 2.4. We fix
both an agent i ∈ I and an exogenous information structure F i = (F i

x )x∈x this agent is equipped
with. We denote the canonical projection A → Ai by pi. For all t ∈ T and x ∈ X with t(x) = t, let
C i

x the set of all sets c(A<t, At) as above such that

1. A<t ⊆ A[0,t)T ;

2. At = (At,ω)ω∈Ω such that there is Ai
t ∈ B(Aj) satisfying, for all ω ∈ Ω,

At,ω =

{

(pi)−1(Ai
t), ω ∈ Dx,

∅, ω /∈ Dx;

3. c(A<t, At) ∈ Ct; and

4. for all ω ∈ Dx, x(ω) ∩ c(A<t, At) 6= ∅.

Hence, c(A<t, At) allows for choosing a measurable set of individual actions for agent i at the
random move x.

Proposition 4.10. C i = (C i
x )x∈X defines a reference choice structure.

Let t ∈ T, A<t ⊆ A[0,t)T , D ∈ A , and g : D → Ai. Let Ai,g
t = (Ai,g

t,ω)ω∈Ω be given by

Ai,g
t,ω =

{

{a ∈ A | pi(a) = g(ω)}, ω ∈ D,

∅, ω /∈ D.

Let c(A<t, i, g) = c(A<t, Ai,g
t ). Provided it is an element of Ct, this models the choice of agent i,

given a history in A<t, to take the action g(ω) in scenario ω ∈ D at time t. The perfect (endogenous)
information case corresponds to A<t = {f |[0,t)T} for some f ∈ AT such that Dt,f 6= ∅.

The next and final theorem of this paper is concerned with the following question: Provided
c = c(A<t, i, g) ∈ Ct, what is the link between the adaptedness of c and the measurability of the
function g|Dx

with respect to F i
x , for all x that c is available at?14 Indeed, in stochastic control

and game theory, action path specifications are often implicitly used and choices are defined by
assigning an action g(ω) to any scenario ω, for g measurable with respect to the value of the
underlying filtration at the current time (see, e.g., [10, chapter 8], [34, 14, 13]). Hence, if we can
answer the question above by providing a tight link, then this customary modelling paradigm in
stochastic control and game theory can be explained as a derivative of adapted choices in stochastic
decision forests and can therefore be interpreted in terms of traditional decision theory.

The theorem below affirms that the F i
x -measurability of g|Dx

for relevant x ∈ X is sufficient
for the adaptedness of c. Moreover, it is also necessary, provided the reference choice structure
sufficiently reflects the Borel σ-algebra on Ai. Precisely, we consider the following assumption:

– Assumption AP.C3. For all x ∈ X such that, with t = t(x), there are D ∈ A , g : D → Ai

and A<t ⊆ A[0,t)T satisfying c̃ = c(A<t, i, g) ∈ Ct and making c̃ available at x, there are

14As stated in the theorem below, the availability of c at x implies Dx ⊆ D.
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1. A′
<t ⊆ A[0,t)T such that for all (ω, f) ∈ c̃, f |[0,t)T ∈ A′

<t, and

2. an intersection-stable generator G (Ai) of the Borel σ-algebra of Ai such that for all

G ∈ G (Ai), upon letting Ai,G
t = (Ai,G

t,ω )ω∈Ω be given by Ai,G
t,ω = (pi)−1(G) for ω ∈ Dx

and Ai,G
t,ω = ∅ for ω /∈ Dx, we have

c(A′
<t, Ai,G

t ) ∈ C
i
x ∪ {∅}.

Theorem 4.11. Let (F, π, X) be the action path sdf over (Ω, A ) such that W =
⋃

F satisfies
assumption AP.W4. Further, let i ∈ I, F i be an exogenous information structure and C i be the
reference choice structure defined above.

Furthermore, let t ∈ T, A<t ⊆ A[0,t)T , D ∈ A , and g : D → Ai such that c(A<t, i, g) ∈ Ct.
Then c(A<t, i, g) is a non-redundant and complete choice. Moreover, for all x ∈ X that c(A<t, i, g)

is available at, we have Dx ⊆ D, and the following implications hold true:

1. If g|Dx
is F i

x -measurable, then c(A<t, i, g) is F i-C i-adapted.

2. If assumption AP.C3 is satisfied and c(A<t, i, g) is F i-C i-adapted, then g|Dx
is F i

x -measurable.

Example 4.12. – For T = R+, singleton Ω, singleton A<t = {f |[0,t)T} for t ∈ T, and W =

Ω ×AT ∼= AT, c(A<t, i, g) corresponds to the so-called “differential game” choice in [2, section
2] (see also [5, example 4.14]), where agent i chooses the value of g given the history f |[0,t)T .
In that sense, the adapted choices constructed in theorem 4.11 generalise this example in
several respects, most importantly along the stochastic dimension. If T = {0, 1, . . . , N} for
some N ∈ N∗ or T = N, then we get a model of the usual specification of choices from decision
problems in discrete time (see, e.g., [10]).

– If we consider the simple sdfs from the preceding subsection in action path formulation,
according to lemma 2.14, then the preceding construction yields exactly the adapted choices
from the preceding subsection.

– If W = Ω × AT, and Ai has at least two elements, and A<t ⊆ A[0,t)T is non-empty for some
t ∈ T, then for any map g : Ω → Ai we have c(A<t, i, g) ∈ Ct, that is, it satisfies assumptions
AP.C0, AP.C1, and AP.C2. Moreover, assumption AP.C3 is satisfied.

– In case of the timing game (see example 2.15, and, e.g., [40, 29]), we have Ai = {0, 1}. Let
t ∈ T. If A<t ⊆ A[0,t)T is a non-empty set of component-wise decreasing paths ft such that
pi ◦ ft = 1[0,t)T , then, for all g : Ω → {0, 1}, we have c(A<t, i, g) ∈ Ct, that is, it satisfies
assumptions AP.C0, AP.C1, AP.C2. Moreover, assumption AP.C3 is satisfied.

– An analogous statement holds true in the case of the up-and-out option control problem (see
example 2.15, and [27]). Here I is a singleton, T = R+, and Ai = A = {0, 1} for the unique
i ∈ I. Let t ∈ R+, A<t = {1}[0,t),

D = {ω ∈ Ω | max
u∈[0,t]

Pu(ω) < 2},

and g : D → {0, 1} a map. If D 6= ∅, then we have c(A<t, i, g) ∈ Ct, that is, it satisfies
assumptions AP.C0, AP.C1, AP.C2. Moreover, assumption AP.C3 is satisfied.

It is important to note that a choice c = c(A<t, i, g) ∈ Ct as above, available at a random
move x, with A<t ⊆ A[0,t)T and F i

x -measurable g : D → Ai, D ∈ A , can condition on two distinct
things: first, on the endogenous information A<t, and second, on the exogenous information via
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the F i
x -measurability of g. For instance, one can the imagine the case in that there are x′ ∈ X \ {x}

with F i
x = F i

x′ and t(x) = t = t(x′), F i
x -measurable g′ : D → Ai with g 6= g′ and A′

<t ⊆ A[0,t)T

such that c(A′
<t, i, g′) is available at x′ and an agent’s complete contingent plan of action specifies

c(A<t, i, g) at x, but c(A′
<t, i, g′) at x′. In the context of example 3.5, with x = xt(f) and x′ = xt(f

′)
for suitable f, f ′ ∈ AT, this would mean that, even if Yxu(f), u ≤ t, and Yxu(f ′), u ≤ t, generate the
same σ-algebra, i.e., F i

xt(f) = F i
xt(f ′), an agent need not make the very choice the agent makes at

xt(f) at the counterfactual random move xt(f
′) as well.

Let us close on a note about this specific example for that we consider an agent only having
choices of the form c = c(A<t, i, g) as in the preceding paragraph. In case A<t = A[0,t)T for all
choices available to this agent, and moreover F i

xt(f) = Gt for all f ∈ AT and t ∈ Dt,f , and a

fixed filtration G = (Gt)t∈T (case 1 in subsection 3.4), then the complete contingent plans of action
this agent can build, model what is described by the term “open loop” in the control- and game-
theoretic literature. If, conversely, only choices with singleton A<t are available to the agent and
F i

xt(f) depends on a stochastic state controlled by f , for f ∈ AT and t ∈ Dt,f , in the sense of case
2 of subsection 3.4, possibly in combination with example 3.5, then we obtain what is subsumed
under the term “closed loop” (see, e.g., [20, 21]).

Note that there are mixed regimes. “Large” alias uninformative A<t and F i like in case 2
of subsection 3.4 may coexist as well, which is often also called “closed loop” in the control and
differential games literature (see, e.g., the corresponding discussion in [13, p. 72–76]), but actually
the complete contingent plans of action the agent can make only close the loop with respect to
exogenous information: the agent can only react to the controlled noise, but not explicitly to the
employed controls themselves which can make a crucial difference when evaluating counterfactuals,
especially in case several agents interact. On the other hand, “small” alias informative A<t may
coexist with case 1 of subsection 3.4, that is, “F i

xt(f) = Gt”, which is near, or in the extreme case
of singleton A<t equal to closed loops with respect to endogenous information, but is equivalent,
on the exogenous information side, to the ignorance of any controlled stochastic state. In any
case, we conclude, that the terminology of “closed” and “open” loops must be used with respect to
both endogenous and exogenous information. It requires some caution in the mixed regimes just
discussed, especially if the underlying stochastic decision forest, exogenous information structures
and adapted choices are not properly specified.

Conclusion

It is possible to implement general stochastic processes as background noise on refined partitions-
based decision trees without running into outcome generation problems for a “nature” agent and
allowing for a rigorous decision-theoretic interpretation of the relation of endogenous and exogenous
information and choices. This is an improvement over the existing state of the art in both refined
partitions-based decision and game theory in [5, 1], and stochastic control and differential games
theory in [34, 29, 13, 14]. This has been achieved by abandoning the assumption of a “nature”
agent, and instead constructing a theory of stochastic decision forests. These satisfy duality between
outcomes and nodes and can be represented as forests of decision trees. They allow for a notion
of similarity across moves on different trees, given by random moves, which necessarily form the
moves of a decision tree in its own right. They serve as the basis for both a structure of exogenous
information revelation similar to filtrations in probability theory, and a concept of adapted choices
compatible with exogenous information structures which capture measurability assumptions on
choices typically made in the literature and also shed light on the decision-theoretic meaning of
open and closed loop controls in the stochastic setting.
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In addition, a general model of action path stochastic decision forests has been constructed,
given in terms of a small number of easily verifiable conditions. This model can serve as a unified
decision-theoretic basis for a large class of stochastic decision problems, for instance in discrete
time. Moreover, as will be shown in the third paper, it constitutes one step towards explaining
stochastic decision problems in continuous time approximately.

In order to obtain a theory of stochastic extensive forms, encompassing the classical theory in
[5], it still remains to formulate consistency criteria on stochastic decision forests equipped with
a set of agents, each agent provided with an exogenous information structure, a reference choice
structure and a set of adapted choices, to define strategies in the classical decision-theoretic sense
going back to Savage, as prepared in this paper, and to ask the question whether and, if yes,
how outcome existence and uniqueness (well-posedness) for strategy profiles can be characterised
for stochastic extensive forms. Moreover, the question, implicit in the present paper, can then
be formally addressed which stochastic extensive forms can be faithfully represented as classical
extensive forms, that is, over a rooted decision tree, with a “nature” agent simulating the noise.
An answer to this can formally substantiate the claim that stochastic extensive forms, and sdfs
which they are based on, form a true and useful generalisation of the existing theory. Furthermore,
we note in a spirit related to [35] that in order to allow for subgame-perfect equilibrium analysis,
a decision-theoretically explainable and general model of subgames in stochastic extensive form
decision problems needs to be established. All this constitutes the programme for the second paper
of the present series.
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Appendix A. Proofs

Appendix A.1. Section 1

We first prove lemma 1.1 and theorem 1.7, without using the propositions 1.4, 1.5, and 1.6.

Proof of lemma 1.1. 15 For x, y ∈ F , let x ∼ y iff there is z ∈ F such that z ≥ x and z ≥ y. ∼
is clearly reflexive and symmetric. It is also transitive, because any principal up-set in (F, ≥) is a
chain and ≥ is transitive. The equivalence classes of ∼ define trees by construction of ∼. If there
are x, y ∈ F such that x ≥ y, then (by taking z = x) we obtain that x ∼ y. Hence, the equivalence
classes of ∼ define a partition with the claimed property.

Let F be an arbitrary partition with the claimed property. Then, for x, y ∈ F , x and y belong
to the same partition member iff x ∼ y. Indeed, if they belong to the same partition member T ,
which by assumption is a tree, then x ∼ y by definition of a tree. If conversely x ∼ y, then there is
z ∈ F with z ≥ x and z ≥ y. Hence, there are T, T ′ ∈ F such that x, z ∈ T and y, z ∈ T ′. Thus
T ∩ T ′ 6= ∅, whence T = T ′. Hence, F is uniquely determined.

We now prove the statement of the second sentence. Suppose the forest (F, ≥) to be rooted,
and let T ∈ F . By definition of F , T is non-empty. Let x ∈ T . Then the principal up-set
↑ x = {y ∈ F | y ≥ x} in F contains a maximal element y. By definition of T , y ∈↑ x implies
y ∈ T . Futhermore, let z ∈ T with z ≥ y. As z ∈ F , the maximality of y implies z = y. Hence, y
is maximal in (T, ≥) as well. Therefore, (T, ≥) is rooted according to our definition.

It remains to prove the existence of a maximum of (T, ≥). T is non-empty, hence there is x ∈ T .
By assumption, there is a maximal element y ∈↑ x. ↑ x is a chain, because (F, ≥) is a forest. Hence,
y is a maximum of ↑ x with respect to the induced order. Let z ∈ T be an arbitrary element of T .
Then ↑ x∩ ↑ z 6= ∅. Take an element u in this intersection, which is also an element of T , because
u ∼ x. Then y ≥ u ≥ z, whence y ≥ z. Thus y is a maximum of (T, ≥).

We prepare the proof of theorem 1.7 with two lemmata.

Lemma Appendix A.1. Let V be a set and F be a V -poset such that (F, ⊇) is a rooted forest.
Let F be the set of its connected components and for any T ∈ F , let VT be the root of (T, ⊇). Then,
for any T ∈ F , we have:

1. T = {x ∈ F | VT ⊇ x};

2. W (VT ) = {w ∈ W | w ⊆ T };

15We recall that this lemma can actually be seen as an explicitly order-theoretic reformulation of a basic result
from graph theory (see the discussion in [12, section I.1]). As the claim that it is a reformulation requires proof, and
also for the reader’s convenience, a proof is given nonetheless.
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3. for any x ∈ T , W (x) is equal to the set of maximal chains w in (T, ⊇) with x ∈ w; in
particular, W (VT ) is equal to the set of maximal chains in (T, ⊇).

Proof. (Ad 1): If x ∈ T , then VT ⊇ x, because VT is the root of T . Conversely, let x ∈ F such
that VT ⊇ x. In combination with VT ∈ T , we obtain x ∈ T , because T ∈ F .

(Ad 2): Let w ∈ W (VT ) and x ∈ w, then VT ⊇ x or x ⊇ VT , whence x ∈ T , by definition of
VT and F . Thus w ⊆ T . Conversely, let w ∈ W such that w ⊆ T . By definition of VT , any x ∈ w
satisfies VT ⊇ x. Because of maximality of the chain w, we must have VT ∈ w.

(Ad 3): Let x ∈ T .
Let w ∈ W (x). Then w ⊆ T since, for any y ∈ w we have x ⊇ y or y ⊇ x, whence y ∈ T .

The chain w is also maximal in (T, ⊇) because T is a subset of F and w is maximal in (F, ⊇) by
assumption.

Now let w be a maximal chain in (T, ⊇) with x ∈ w. By definition of VT , we have VT ⊇ y for
all y ∈ w, and maximality of the chain w implies that VT ∈ w. Let y ∈ F be such that w ∪ {y} is a
chain in (F, ⊇). Hence, VT ⊇ y or y ⊇ VT , in particular we get y ∈ T . As w is maximal in (T, ⊇),
y ∈ w. Hence w is already maximal in (F, ⊇).

The second part follows from the first, using that all maximal chains w in (T, ⊇) satisfy VT ∈ w.
Indeed, as a maximal chain w is non-empty, and any element x ∈ w ⊆ T satisfies VT ⊇ x by
definition of VT . By maximality of the chain w, we infer VT ∈ w.

Lemma Appendix A.2. Let F be a decision forest over a set V with f as in definition 1.3. Let
F be the set of (F, ⊇)’s connected components. Then, for any v ∈ V and any T ∈ F , we have
f(v) ⊆ T iff v ∈ VT .

Proof. Let v ∈ V and T ∈ F . By proposition 1.4, v ∈ VT iff VT ∈ f(v). By lemma Appendix A.1,
part (2), this is equivalent to f(v) ⊆ T .

Proof of theorem 1.7. (Ad necessity): Suppose F to be a decision forest over V . Let W be the set of
maximal chains in (F, ⊇), and f : V → W a bijection such that, for every x ∈ F , (Pf)(x) = W (x),
just as in definition 1.3.

We claim that for all v ∈ V there is a unique T ∈ F such that f(v) ⊆ T . The claim (1) then
follows with lemma Appendix A.2.

For the proof, let v ∈ V . As the maximal chain f(v) is non-empty, there is x ∈ f(v). As F is
a partition of F , there is a unique T ∈ F with x ∈ T . For arbitrary y ∈ f(v), we have x ⊆ y or
y ⊆ x, since f(v) is a chain. Hence, x ∼ y, or in other words y ∈ T . Thus T is the unique element
of F with f(v) ⊆ T .

For claim (2), let T ∈ F . Then (T, ⊇) defines a rooted tree with root VT , by definition of F .
Moreover, for all v ∈ V , we have f(v) ∈ W (VT ) iff v ∈ VT , by proposition 1.4. Hence, fT := f |VT

yields a bijection VT → W (VT ).
By lemma Appendix A.1, part (3), second sentence, W (VT ) equals the set of maximal chains in

(T, ⊇). By definition of VT , all x ∈ T satisfy VT ⊇ x so that the of definition of f yields:

(Pf |T )(x) = (Pf)(x) = W (x).

By lemma Appendix A.1, part (3), first sentence, W (x) consists exactly of all maximal chains in
(T, ⊇) containing x. Hence, T is its own representation by decision paths.

(Ad sufficiency): Let F satisfy properties (1) and (2) from the theorem. It remains to show
that F is its own representation by decision paths, i.e., part (2) in definition 1.3.

By assumption (2) and part (3) of lemma Appendix A.1, for each T ∈ F , there is a bijection
fT : VT → W (VT ) such that for all x ∈ T , (PfT )(x) equals the set of decision paths in (T, ⊇)
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containing x. By part (3) of lemma Appendix A.1, this set is equal to W (x). By assumption (1),
we obtain a map f : V → W satisfying, for any T ∈ F and v ∈ VT , f(v) = fT (v). f is injective
by lemma Appendix A.1, part (2), since F is a partition. f is also surjective, hence bijective, since
every maximal chain w ∈ W contains an element x for that there is T ∈ F with x ∈ T . Hence
w ∈ W (x) which is a subset of W (VT ) by lemma Appendix A.1, part (3). Hence, there is v ∈ VT

with f(v) = fT (v) = w.
Let x ∈ F . Then there is T ∈ F with x ∈ T . Then VT ⊇ x. Hence, (Pf)(x) = (PfT )(x). By

definition of fT and part (3) of lemma Appendix A.1, we have

(PfT )(x) = {w ∈ W (VT ) | x ∈ w}.

Lemma Appendix A.1, part (3), implies that the latter set equals W (x). Thus, (Pf)(x) = W (x).

Appendix A.2. Section 2

Proof of lemma 2.2. Let X̄ = X \ {∅}, that is the set of all random moves x with Dx 6= ∅. Then it
is evident that X̄ satisfies properties 3a, 3b, 3c and 3d of definition 2.1, and is refined by X. Hence,
by the maximality property 3e in definition 2.1, X̄ = X.

Proof of proposition 2.3. (Ad “order embedding”): Let (y1, ω1), (y2, ω2) ∈ T • Ω. If both y1, y2

are elements of X, the implication “⇒” is a consequence of the definition of ≥X. The implication
“⇐” can be shown as follows: If y1(ω1) ⊇ y2(ω2), then both moves belong to the same connected
component of the rooted forest (F, ⊇) (whose existence axiom 1 ensures). By axioms 2 and 3a,
ω1 = ω2. Then, axiom 3c implies that y1 ≥X y2, whence y1 ≥T y2.

Else, for some k = 1, 2, yk is a random terminal node so that Dyk
= {ωk} and yk(ωk) = {wk}

for some wk ∈ W . If k = 1, then first, y1 ≥T y2 is equivalent to y1 = y2. Second, y1(ω1) ⊇ y2(ω2)
is equivalent to y1(ω1) = y2(ω2), because y1(ω) is terminal in F . But then y2 must be a random
terminal node as well, whence y1 = y2 and ω1 = ω2. Conversely, if these two equalities hold true,
then y1(ω1) = y2(ω2) follows.

If k = 2, then y1(ω1) ⊇ y2(ω2) is equivalent to the conjunction of these three statements:
ω1 = ω2, ω2 ∈ Dy1

, and wk ∈ y1(ω1). By definition of ≥T, this is equivalent to y1 ≥T y2 and
ω1 = ω2.

(Ad “bijection”): Let (y1, ω1), (y2, ω2) ∈ T • Ω such that y1(ω1) = y2(ω2). As the evaluation
map is an order embedding, which we have proven just before, we obtain y1 = y2 and ω1 = ω2.
Regarding surjectivity, let y ∈ F . If y is terminal, then there is w ∈ W with y = {w} because F is a
decision forest over W .16 Hence, y = y(ω) for ω = π(y) and the random terminal node y = (ω, w).
If y is a move, then, by the definition of X, property 3b, there is x ∈ X and ω ∈ Dx such that
x(ω) = y.

Proof of theorem 2.4. (Ad “poset”): It follows directly from the definitions that ≥T defines a partial
order on T.

(Ad “forest”): Let y0 ∈ T and y1, y2 ∈↑ y0. As Dy0
6= ∅ by lemma 2.2 and the definition

of random terminal nodes, there is ω ∈ Dy0
, and we have ω ∈ Dyk

and yk(ω) ⊇ y0(ω) for both
k = 1, 2. As (F, ⊇) is a forest, ↑ y0(ω) is a chain, thus y1(ω) ⊇ y2(ω) or y2(ω) ⊇ y1(ω). Hence, by
proposition 2.3, we get y1 ≥T y2 or y2 ≥T y1. We conclude that (T, ≥T) is a forest.

16Although this is discussed in [3], we give an argument here for the reader’s convenience. Let f be the map from
definition 1.3. If y is terminal, then (Pf)(y) = W (y) contains exactly one element, namely ↑ y. As f is injective, y

must be a singleton.
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(Ad “decision forest”): Let y1, y2 ∈ T be such that y1 6= y2. If they are not comparable by ≥T,
that is neither y1 >T y2 nor y2 >T y1, then any maximal chain w in (T, ≥T) with y1 ∈ w satisfies
y2 /∈ w. Using the axiom of choice in the form of the Hausdorff maximal principle, there exists
indeed such a w.

For symmetry reasons, it remains to consider the case in that we have y1 >T y2. Then, by
proposition 2.3, we have for all ω′ ∈ Dy2

, y1(ω′) ) y2(ω′). As Dy2
6= ∅, we can select ω ∈ Dy2

.
We can also select w ∈ y1(ω) \ y2(ω). In particular, y2(ω) /∈↑ {w}. As the latter set is a maximal
chain in (F, ⊇), there is y3 ∈↑ {w} such y3 and y2(ω) cannot be compared by ⊇. As y1(ω) is also
an element of the chain ↑ {w}, this implies y1(ω) ) y3. By proposition 2.3, there is y3 ∈ T such
that ω ∈ Dy3

and y3 = y3(ω). This lemma also implies that y2 and y3 are not comparable via
≥T. Hence, as we have proven just above, there is a maximal chain w in (T, ≥T) with y2 /∈ w and
y3 ∈ w. By proposition 2.3, we obtain y1 ≥T y3, and using the fact that (T, ≥T) is a forest, as
already proven, we infer that y1 ∈ w. Hence there is a maximal chain in (T, ≥T) separating y1 and
y2.

(Ad “rooted”): Suppose that (T, ≥T) were not rooted. As (F, ⊇) is rooted and all roots are
moves, by axioms 3b and 3d there is at least one random move whose image consists of roots.
If (T, ≥T) were not rooted, there would have to be at least two of them. Hence, there would be
x0, x1 ∈ X whose images are roots of F and such that Dx0

∩ Dx1
= ∅, by axiom 3c. Then let

x̄ = x0 ∪ x1,17 and X̄ = (X \ {x0, x1}) ∪ {x̄}.
Clearly, Dx̄ = Dx0

∪ Dx1
would be an element of A and x̄ would be a section of π on Dx̄. It is

evident that X̄ would induce a covering of X and identify roots in the sense of axiom 3d. To show
that X̄ would satisfy axiom 3c, it suffices to show that any x ∈ X \ {x0, x1} admitting ω ∈ Dx ∩ Dx̄

with x̄(ω) ⊇ x(ω) would have to satisfy x̄ ≥X̄ x. But this follows easily because the hypothesis on
x and ω implies that there is k = 0, 1 such that ω ∈ Dx ∩ Dxk

and xk(ω) ⊇ x(ω). Hence, xk ≥X x

which directly yields x̄ ≥X̄ x. By construction, X would refine X̄. Thus, axiom 3e would imply the
false statement X̄ = X.

We conclude that (T, ≥T) must be rooted.

(Ad X = set of moves): Let x ∈ X. Then there is ω ∈ Dx and, by axiom 3a, x(ω) ∈ X . Hence,
there is y ∈ F with x(ω) ) y. By proposition 2.3, there is unique y ∈ T with ω ∈ Dy and y = y(ω),
and whence, by the same proposition, x >T y. Hence, x is a move in (T, ≥T).

On the other hand, the elements of T \ X, i.e., the random terminal nodes, are terminal nodes
in (T, ≥T) directly by definition of ≥T. Hence, X is the set of moves in (T, ≥T).

We continue with the verification of the presented examples of stochastic decision forests.

Proof of lemma 2.6. (Ω, A ) is a measurable space. F is clearly a W -poset and the map assigning
to any w ∈ W the chain ↑ {w} is easily seen to be a bijection between W and the set of maximal
chains in (F, ⊇). Moreover, any chain in (F, ⊇) contains a maximal element, hence, by [3, theorem
3], expressed in the language of the present paper, F a decision forest over W (axiom 1).

The connected components of (F, ⊇) are easily identified as

{xk(ω) | k = 0, 1, 2} ∪ {{(ω, k, m)} | k, m ∈ {1, 2}},

ranging over ω ∈ Ω. π is well-defined because all nodes are non-empty subsets of W and its
definition does not depend on the choice of the element whose first entry is evaluated. The connected
component spelled out above equals π−1({ω}) indeed. Hence, axiom 2 is satisfied.

17That is, x̄ : Dx0
∪ Dx1

→ X such that x̄(ω) = xk(ω) for ω ∈ Dxk
, for both k = 0, 1.

35



For all k = 0, 1, 2, xk is defined on Ω which is an event. Clearly, xk is a section of π. The union
of the images of X’s elements is the set of nodes with at least two elements. As {{w} | w ∈ W } ⊆ F ,
this union equals X . Thus axioms 3a and 3b are satisfied.

Furthermore, the relations between the images of all presumed random moves, put aside equal-
ities, amount to

∀ω ∈ Ω∀k = 1, 2: x0(ω) ⊇ xk(ω).

Hence, put aside equalities, ≥X is given by x0 ≥X xk, for k = 1, 2. Moreover, the roots of F are
given by the image of x0. It follows that X satisfies axioms 3c and 3d.

As the domains of all x ∈ X are equal to the sample space Ω, the maximality axiom 3e is
satisfied. As X is finite, the separability condition 3f is fulfilled.

Proof of lemma 2.7. The proof is almost completely analogous to the preceding one, up to small
modifications. We only comment on those. Thus, we omit the first two axioms.

For all k = 0, 1, xk is defined on Ω as in the previous lemma. For k = 2, it has to be noted that
{ω2} ∈ A . Clearly, x′ is a section of π for all x′ ∈ X′. The union of the images of the elements
of X′ is the set of nodes with at least two elements. Again, as {{w′} | w′ ∈ W } ⊆ F ′, this union
equals X ′. It follows that X

′ satisfies axioms 3a and 3b.
Furthermore, the relations between the images of all presumed random moves, put aside equal-

ities, amount to
∀ω ∈ Ω: x′

0(ω) ⊇ x′
1(ω), x′

0(ω2) ⊇ x′
2(ω2).

Hence, put aside equalities, ≥X′ is given by x′
0 ≥X′ x′

1 and x′
0 ≥X′ x′

2. The roots of F ′ are given by
the image of x′

0. It follows that X′ satisfied axioms 3c and 3d.

The maximality axiom 3e requires only a little bit more justification this time. If X̄
′
satisfies the

first four axioms 3a, 3b, 3c, and 3d, and X′ refines X̄
′
, then x′

0, x′
1 ∈ X̄

′
because of the full domain

of these presumed random moves and axioms 3a and 3b. By proposition 2.3 and remark 2.5, there

there must be one and only one other element of X̄
′
, namely x′

2. Hence, X̄
′

= X′. The separability
condition 3f is again fulfilled because of the finiteness of the situation.

Proof of lemma 2.8. (Ad “⇒”): Suppose AP.W1 to hold and let x ∈ F be not a singleton. Then,
there are (t, w) ∈ T × W with x = xt(w). Let (t′, w′) ∈ T × W such that x = xt′(w′). Hence,
w ∈ xt′(w′) and thus x = xt′(w). By assumption AP.W1, t = t′. Hence, Tx = {t}.

(Ad “⇐”) Suppose the right-hand criterion to be satisfied. Let w ∈ W and t, u ∈ T with
t 6= u and xt(w) = xu(w). Hence, Txt(w) is not a singleton, and by our hypothesis xt(w) must be a
singleton. As w ∈ xt(w), we get xt(w) = {w}.

Proof of lemma 2.9. Let x ∈ F such that Tx = {t} for some non-maximal t ∈ T, and let w ∈ x.
Then there is u ∈ T with t < u, whence x = xt(w) ) xu(w). As w ∈ xu(w), x contains at least two
elements.

Proof of theorem 2.11. (Ad axiom 1): As F ⊆ P(W ), F is a W -poset. We show that it is a
“bounded” and “irreducible” “W -set tree”, in the language of [3], and that any principal up-set in
(F, ⊇) has a maximal element. From this, using [3, theorem 3], we obtain, expressed in the language
of the present paper, that F is decision forest over W .

A “W -set tree” is a W -poset satisfying “trivial intersection” and “separability” (see [3, definition
3]). Regarding “trivial intersection” (defined in [3, (4), p. 768]), let x, y ∈ F be such that x ∩ y 6= ∅.
Then there is w ∈ W such that w ∈ x ∩ y. Hence, x and y are, respectively, of the form {w} or
xt(w), for some t ∈ T. In each of the four possible cases, we get x ⊇ y or y ⊇ x. Hence, the “trivial
intersection” property is satisfied. Regarding “separability” (defined in [3, (8), p. 773]), let x, y ∈ F
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such that x ) y. Then there is w ∈ y, whence w ∈ x. x has at least two elements, thus x = xt(w)
for some t ∈ T. Let w′ ∈ x\y. Then x ⊇ {w′} and y ∩{w′} = ∅. Hence, the “separability” property
is satisfied, and F is a W -set tree.

Regarding “irreducibility”, let w0, w1 ∈ W with w0 6= w1. Then {wk} ∈ F satisfy wk ∈
{wk} \ {w1−k} for both k = 0, 1. Whence irreducibility.

Regarding “boundedness”, let c be a chain in (F, ⊇). It suffices to consider the case where c 6= ∅.
First, consider the case that there is w ∈ W with {w} ∈ c. In that case, any x ∈ c is non-empty
and hence the chain property of c implies w ∈ x. Second, if there is no w ∈ W with {w} ∈ c, then
there must be a unique ω ∈ Ω such that

T′ = {t′ ∈ T | ∃ft′ ∈ AT : xt′(ω, ft′) ∈ c}

is non-empty. Uniqueness holds true because if t1, t2 ∈ T and (ω1, f1), (ω2, f2) ∈ W satisfy
xt1

(ω1, f1) ⊇ xt2
(ω2, f2), then, by definition, ω1 = ω2.

Let supT′ denote the supremum of T′ in R̄+ = [0, +∞]. As c is a chain and by definition of T′,
for all t ∈ T with t < supT′, there is a unique a(t) ∈ A such that for all t′ ∈ T′ with t < t′ and
ft′ ∈ AT satisfying xt′(ω, ft′) ∈ c we have ft′(t) = a(t). Let f̃ ∈ AT be such that f̃(t) = a(t) for
all t ∈ [0, supT′) ∩ T. Hence, all t′ ∈ T′ satisfy xt′(ω, f̃) ∈ c ⊆ F . By assumption AP.W2, there is
f ∈ AT such that (ω, f) ∈ W and xt′(ω, f) = xt′(ω, f̃) ∈ c for all t′ ∈ T′.

Hence, as c contains no singleton, we get

(∗) c = {xt′(ω, f) | t′ ∈ T′}.

Hence, for all x ∈ c, we have (ω, f) ∈ x. The proof of “boundedness” is complete.
It remains to be shown that any principal up-set contains a maximal element. The crucial point

here is that for any x ∈ F , there is ω ∈ Ω such that x ⊆ ({ω} ×AT) ∩ W . Moreover, for any w ∈ x,
({ω} × AT) ∩ W = x0(w). Thus x0(w) ∈↑ x, and if y ∈↑ x0(w), then y = x0(w). Thus, x0(w) ∈↑ x
is a maximal element for (F, ⊇).

(Ad axiom 2): Recall from the preceding argument that any x ∈ F is contained in ({ω}×AT)∩W
for some ω ∈ Ω. Hence, π(x) is well-defined and equal to this uniquely determined ω. Let x, y ∈ F .
Then π(x) = π(y) iff there is ω ∈ Ω such that x, y ⊆ ({ω} × AT) ∩ W . As ({ω} × AT) ∩ W is a
root of (F, ⊇), as seen just above, this is equivalent to the statement that x, y belong to the same
connected component.

(Ad axiom 3a): By definition of the sets Dt,f , (t, f) ∈ T × AT, and in view of the fact that
F contains all singletons in P(W ), all elements of X map into the set X of moves of the decision
forest F over W . Moreover, by assumption AP.W0, Dt,f ∈ A . Furthermore, any x ∈ X is a section
of π. For this represent x as xt(f) for (t, f) ∈ T × AT such that Dt,f 6= ∅, and let ω ∈ Dt,f . Then,

π(xt(f)(ω)) = π(xt(ω, f)) = ω,

because ω is the first component of (ω, f) ∈ xt(ω, f).

(Ad axiom 3b): Let x ∈ X . Then x has at least two elements, because F is a decision forest
over W . Hence, there are (ω, f) ∈ W and t ∈ T such that x = xt(ω, f). Hence, ω ∈ Dt,f , and
x = xt(f)(ω).

(Ad axiom 3c): Let x1, x2 ∈ X such that there is ω ∈ Dx1
∩ Dx2

with x1(ω) ⊇ x2(ω). Hence,
there are t1, t2 ∈ T and f ∈ AT such that ω ∈ Dtk,f and xk = xtk

(ω, f), for both k = 1, 2. If we
had t1 > t2, then, by construction of the nodes and by assumption AP.W1, x1(ω) = xt1

(ω, f) (
xt2

(ω, f) = x2(ω), because they contain at least two elements as moves – a contradiction. Hence,
t1 ≤ t2.
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Let ω′ ∈ Dt2,f . By definition, xt2
(ω′, f) is a move. As t1 ≤ t2, xt1

(ω′, f) ⊇ xt2
(ω′, f), whence

ω′ ∈ Dt1,f . In particular, x1(f)(ω′) ⊇ x2(f)(ω′). Thus, x1 ≥X x2.

(Ad axiom 3d): Let x ∈ X admitting ω ∈ Dx with x(ω) = ({ω} × AT) ∩ W . Hence, for any
f ∈ AT, D0,f 6= ∅ and x0(f)(ω) = x(ω). Let us pick an f ∈ AT. Hence, x0(f) ∈ X and, by axiom
3c, x = x0(f). Thus, for all ω′ ∈ Dx = D0,f , we have x(ω′) = x0(ω′, f) = ({ω′} × AT) ∩ W .

(Ad axiom 3e): Let X̄ be a set satisfying the first four axioms of 3 that is refined by X. By
definition of the latter, for any x̄ ∈ X̄ there is Px̄ ⊆ X such that x̄ =

⋃

Px̄. As X̄ and X induce
partitions of X , by proposition 2.3 and remark 2.5, and as Dx 6= ∅ for all x ∈ X by construction of
X, we infer that there is a unique map b : X → X̄, x 7→ b(x) such that Dx ⊆ Db(x) and b(x)|Dx

= x,

for all x ∈ X. For each pair (t, f) ∈ T × AT with Dt,f 6= ∅, denote x̄t(f) = b(xt(f)) the image of
xt(f) under this map.

Our aim is to show that for all x̄ ∈ X̄, we have Px̄ = {x̄}. If this were not the case, there would
be x̄ ∈ X̄ such that Px̄ has at least two elements. Hence, there would be t, u ∈ T and f, g ∈ AT with
Dt,f , Du,g 6= ∅, xt(f) 6= xu(g), and xt(f), xu(g) ∈ Px̄. This would imply

(†) Dt,f ∩ Du,g = ∅.

Indeed, otherwise there would be ω ∈ Dt,f ∩ Du,g for that that definition of x̄t(f) combined with
(•) would imply xt(ω, f) = xu(ω, g). Hence, for v = t ∧ u, we would have f |[0,v)T = g|[0,v)T and
there would be w ∈ W with xt(ω, f) = xt(w) = xu(w) = xu(ω, g). As these are moves, assumption
AP.W1 would imply t = u = v, whence xt(f) = xu(g) which is absurd. Hence, we would necessarily
have Dt,f ∩ Du,g = ∅.

We can assume, without loss of generality, that t ≤ u. There would be two cases. First,
Dt,f ∩Dt,g 6= ∅. Then, f |[0,t)T 6= g|[0,t)T , because else Dt,f = Dt,g whence Du,g ⊆ Dt,g = Dt,f which
contradicts (†). The second case would be Dt,f ∩ Dt,g = ∅. Then, by assumption AP.W3, there
would be v ∈ [0, t)T such that

(◦) Dv,f ∩ Dv,g 6= ∅, and f |[0,v)T 6= g|[0,v)T .

We conclude that in both cases, there would be v ∈ [0, t]T satisfying (◦).
Let ω′ ∈ Dv,f ∩ Dv,g. Then, xv(ω′, f) and xv(ω′, g) would not be comparable in (F, ⊇) since

equality would imply f |[0,v)T = g|[0,v)T . Hence, by the definition of ≥X̄, the same would be true for

x̄v(f) and x̄v(g) in (X̄, ≥X̄). But, on the other hand, xv(f) ≥X xt(f) and xv(g) ≥X xu(g), whence
by definition of ≥X and axiom 3c applied to X̄, we get x̄v(f), x̄v(g) ∈↑ x̄t(f). As (X̄, ≥X̄) is a tree
by proposition 2.3 and remark 2.5, x̄v(f) and x̄v(g) would have to be comparable, a contradiction.
Hence, the initial assumption was false, and we infer that Px̄ = {x̄} for all x̄ ∈ X̄.

This in turn implies that x = b(x) for all x ∈ X. Hence, we have both X̄ ⊆ X and X ⊆ X̄, whence
X = X̄.

(Ad axiom 3f): As T is embedded in R+, there is countable T0 ⊆ T, dense in T with respect
to the induced topology on T. Let x ∈ X. Then, by construction of the nodes there are t ∈ T and
f ∈ AT such that x = xt(f). Let

X0 = {xt0
(f) | t0 ∈ T0, t0 < t}.

Let x′ ∈ X such that x′ <X x. Then, by construction of the nodes and lemma 2.13, there is t′ ∈ T
with t′ < t such that x′ = xt′(f). Hence, there is t0 ∈ T0 with t′ ≤ t0 ≤ t, and we easily obtain,
directly applying the definitions, Dt′,f ⊇ Dt0,f ⊇ Dt,f and for all ω ∈ Dt,f , xt0

(ω, f) ⊇ xt(ω, f), and
for all ω0 ∈ Dt0,f , xt′ (ω0, f) ⊇ xt0

(ω0, f). Thus Dt0,f 6= ∅, xt0
(f) ∈ X, and x′ ≥X xt0

(f) ≥X x.
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Proof of lemma 2.13. Let x, y ∈ X with x ) y. Then, by definition of t and the construction of
nodes in action path sdf, there is w ∈ W such that x = xt(x)(w) and y = xt(y)(w). Indeed,
y is non-empty, and any w ∈ y satisfies the preceding equalities. If we had t(x) ≥ t(y), then
y = xt(y)(w) ⊇ xt(x)(w) = x, in contradiction to the choice of x and y. Hence, by totality of the
order on T, t(x) < t(y).

Let x ∈ X. Then there are t ∈ T and f ∈ AT such that Dt,f 6= ∅ with x = xt(f). Hence, for all
ω ∈ Dx = Dt,f :

t(x(ω)) = t(xt(ω, f)) = t,

which does not depend on ω.

Proof of lemma 2.14. Take A = {1, 2} and T = {0, 1}. Recall that Ω = {ω1, ω2}, with ωk = k for
k ∈ {1, 2}, and A = P(Ω).

For the first example, we may set W = Ω×AT. Any (ω, f) ∈ W can be identified with the triple
(ω, f(0), f(1)), so that W corresponds to the set denoted by W in the example in subsection 2.3.
Under this identification, it is easily verified that Dt,f = Ω for all f ∈ AT and t ∈ T, x0 = x0(f) for
all f ∈ AT, and xk = x1(f) for all f ∈ AT with f(0) = k, for both k = 1, 2. Assumptions AP.W0 to
AP.W3 are readily verified. Under this identification, the action path construction yields exactly
the objects F , π, and X from the example in subsection 2.3.

For the second example, let W ′ as in subsection 2.3. Interpret every triple (ω, k, m) ∈ W ′ as
the pair (ω, f) where f ∈ AT is given by f(0) = k and f(1) = m. Interpret the pair (ω1, 2) as the

map f : T → {0, 1, 2} with f(0) = 2 and f(1) = 0. Then, W ⊆ A′T with A′ = A ∪ {0}, where 0 is

a placeholder for inaction. Furthermore, Dt,f = Ω for all (t, f) ∈ T × A′T with t = 0, or t = 1 and

f(0) = 1; and D1,f = {ω2} for f : T → A′ with f(0) = 2; for all other pairs (t, f) ∈ T×A′T we have

Dt,f = ∅. Moreover, x′
0 = x0(f) for all f ∈ A′T; and x′

1 = x1(f) for all f : T → A′ with f(0) = 1;
and x′

2 = x1(f) for f : T → A′ with f(0) = 2. Assumptions AP.W0 to AP.W3 are readily verified.
Under these identifications, the action path construction yields exactly the objects F ′, π′, and X

′

from the example in subsection 2.3.

Proof of the claims in example 2.15. (The case W = Ω × AT): We show that for W = Ω × AT,
W induces an action path sdf. First, we note that for any ω ∈ Ω, there is f ∈ AT such that
(ω, f) ∈ W .

Clearly, for all (t, f) ∈ T × AT, Dt,f = Ω, whence AP.W0.
Regarding AP.W1, let w = (ω, f) ∈ W and t, u ∈ T with t 6= u such that xt(w) = xu(w).

Without loss of generality, assume t < u. If A is a singleton, then AT is a singleton as well. Hence,
xt(w) = {w}. But A must be a singleton, since else there would be g ∈ AT with (ω, g) ∈ xt(w) and
g(t) 6= f(t). Thus, (ω, g) ∈ xt(w) \ xu(w) – a contradiction.

Regarding AP.W2, let ω ∈ Ω, f̃ ∈ AT, and T′ ⊆ T satisfying xt(ω, f̃) ∈ F for all t ∈ T′. Then
we already have (ω, f̃) ∈ W .

AP.W3 is clearly satisfied because Dt,f = Ω for all (t, f) ∈ T × AT.

(The timing problem): Clearly, for any ω ∈ Ω there is f ∈ AT with (ω, f) ∈ W , e.g., the
constant map taking only the value 1 at all times, in all components.

Regarding assumption AP.W0, for all (t, f) ∈ AT, Dt,f = ∅ if f is not decreasing on [0, t)T or if
f(t−) = 0. Else, Dt,f = Ω. Hence, AP.W0 is satisfied.

Regarding assumption AP.W1, let w = (ω, f) ∈ W and t, u ∈ T with t < u such that xt(w) =
xu(w). Hence, for all decreasing g : T → A with g|[0,t)T = f |[0,t)T we must have f(v) = g(v) for all
v ∈ [t, u)T. Thus, we must have f(t−) = 0. Hence, xt(w) = {(ω, f)}.

Regarding assumption AP.W2, let ω ∈ Ω, f̃ ∈ AT, and T′ ⊆ T such that xt(ω, f̃) ∈ F for all
t ∈ T′. Hence, f̃ is decreasing on [0, supT′)

R̄+
∩ T (where, in the context of the order on T, we
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have sup ∅ = 0). Hence, there is decreasing f : T → A such that f |[0,t)T = f̃ |[0,t)T for all t ∈ T′. By
construction, (ω, f) ∈ W .

Regarding assumption AP.W3, it is sufficient to note that Dt,f equals ∅ or Ω, for all (t, f) ∈
T × AT which has been established earlier.

(Ad American up-and-out option): Let A = {0, 1} and T = R+. Clearly, for any ω ∈ Ω, there
is f : R+ → A with (ω, f) ∈ W , namely, the constant path with value 1.

Regarding assumption AP.W0, let (t, f) ∈ T × AR+ and ω ∈ Ω. Then, we have ω ∈ Dt,f iff
xt(ω, f) has at least two elements. This is equivalent to the fact that f is decreasing on [0, t),
f(t−) = 1, and Pu(ω) < 2 for all u ∈ [0, t]. Whence the claimed representation of Dt,f and the fact
that Dt,f ∈ A , because P has continuous paths so that maxu∈[0,t] Pu is A -measurable since Pu is
so for all real (and in particular rational) u ≥ 0.

Regarding assumption AP.W1, let w = (ω, f) ∈ W and t, u ∈ R+ with t < u such that
xt(w) = xu(w). Hence, for all decreasing g : R+ → {0, 1} with g|[0,t) = f |[0,t) and (ω, g) ∈ W , we
must have

(∗) f(v) = g(v), for all v ∈ [t, u).

If f is constant to 1, this implies the existence of t0 ∈ [0, t] such that Pt0
(ω) ≥ 2. If such t0 did

not exist, the map g : R+ → {0, 1} given by g(t′) = 1{t′ < t} would violate condition (∗) above.
Hence, xt(w) = {w}. If f takes the value 0 and t∗

f < t, then clearly xt(w) = {w}. The remaining
case, namely that f takes the value 0 and t∗

f ≥ t, cannot arise. Indeed, if it did, for both a ∈ {0, 1},
the map ga : R+ → {0, 1} given by ga(t′) = 1 for t′ < t, ga(t) = a, and ga(t′) = 0 for t′ > t would
satisfy t∗

ga
= t. Moreover, the fact that (ω, f) ∈ W would imply

max
t′∈[0,t]

Pt′(ω) ≤ max
t′∈[0,t∗

f
]
Pt′(ω) < 2,

hence (ω, ga) ∈ W . In particular, (∗) would imply that a = ga(t) = f(t), for both a ∈ {0, 1} which is
impossible. Hence, in any possible case we have xt(w) = {w}, thus assumption AP.W1 is satisfied.

Regarding assumption AP.W2, let ω ∈ Ω, f̃ ∈ AR+ , and T′ ⊆ R+ such that xt(ω, f̃) ∈ F for
all t ∈ T′. Hence, f̃ is decreasing on [0, supT′) (where, in the context of the order on R+, we have
sup ∅ = 0), and if f̃ |[0,supT′) attains 0, then Pu(ω) < 2 for all u ∈ [0, t∗

f̃
]. Let f : R+ → {0, 1} be

given by f |[0,supT′) = f̃ |[0,supT′) and, for all u ∈ [supT′, ∞), f(u) = f(supT′−) if supT′ > 0 and

f(u) = 1 if supT′ = 0. By construction, f |[0,t) = f̃ |[0,t) for all t ∈ T′. Further, f is decreasing.

Moreover, if f attains the value 0, then it does so on [0, supT′) and so does f̃ , and t∗
f = t∗

f̃
. Hence,

(ω, f) ∈ W . We conclude that assumption AP.W2 is satisfied.
Regarding assumption AP.W3, let t ∈ R+ and f, g ∈ AT such that Dt,f , Dt,g 6= ∅. Then, as

shown earlier in this proof, f(t−) = g(t−) = 1 and

Dt,f = {ω ∈ Ω | max
u∈[0,t]

Pu(ω) < 2} = Dt,g.

Hence, Dt,f ∩ Dt,g 6= ∅. Thus, assumption AP.W3 is trivially satisfied.

Appendix A.3. Section 3

Proof of lemma 3.2. There are exactly two (σ-)algebras on Ω: the discrete and the trivial one, that
is, P(Ω) and {Ω, ∅}. In the present situation, we have Dx = Ω for all x ∈ X. Hence, by definition,
the set of exogenous information structures F on (F, π, X) is given by all families F = (Fx)x∈X of
σ-algebras on Ω such that Fx0

⊆ Fx1
∩ Fx2

. The claim follows easily from this.
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Proof of lemma 3.3. There is exactly one (σ-)algebra on {ω2}, namely {{ω2}, ∅}. On Ω, there are
exactly two σ-algebras, namely P(Ω) and {Ω, ∅}, as in the preceding proof. Hence, by definition, the
set of exogenous information structures F ′ on (F ′, π′, X′) is given by all families F ′ = (F ′

x′)x′∈X′ of
σ-algebras on Ω such that Fx′

2
= {{ω2}, ∅} and Fx′

0
⊆ Fx′

1
. The claim follows easily from this.

Proof of lemma 3.4. Let F , W , and f as in the claim. Further, let t, u ∈ Tf with t < u and
E ∈ Fxt(f). Then, xt(f) ≥X xu(f), whence E ∩ Du,f ∈ Fxu(f) by definition 3.1.

The second claim follows from the first because under its hypothesis Fxt(f) is a σ-algebra over
Dt,f = Ω for all t ∈ Tf .

Proof of theorem 3.6. Let x ∈ X. Then, by construction, Fx is a σ-algebra over Dx contained in
A , because Gt(x) is a sub-σ-algebra of A and all Yx′ , ranging over x′ ∈ X, are A -measurable.

Furthermore, let x1, x2 ∈ X such that x1 ≥X x2, and let E ∈ Fx1
. Hence, there is E′ ∈ σ(Yx′ |

x′ ≥X x1) ∨ Gt(x1) such that E = E′ ∩ Dx1
. Note that

E′ ∈ σ(Yx′ | x′ ≥X x1) ∨ Gt(x1) ⊆ σ(Yx′ | x′ ≥X x2) ∨ Gt(x2).

As Dx1
⊇ Dx2

, we have E ∩ Dx2
= E′ ∩ Dx2

. Hence, E ∩ Dx2
∈ Fx2

.

Appendix A.4. Section 4

Proof of lemma 4.1. As c ∩ WA =
⋃

ω∈A(c ∩ Wω), we infer from lemma Appendix A.1, part 1, that
the following introductory statement holds true:

↓ (c ∩ WA) = {x ∈ F | c ∩ WA ⊇ x} = {x ∈ FA | c ⊇ x} = (↓ c) ∩ FA.

From this, the claim follows easily: If x ∈ P (c ∩ WA), then there is y ∈ (↓ c) ∩ FA such that

(†) ↑ x =↑ y \ ((↓ c) ∩ FA).

Hence, x ∈↑ y. There is unique ω ∈ A such that y ∈ (↓ c) ∩ Tω. As Tω is a connected component
of (F, ⊇) and y ∈ Tω, we have ↑ y ⊆ Tω, whence x ∈ Tω and

(∗) ↑ x =↑ y\ ↓ c.

If conversely x ∈ FA is such that there is y ∈↓ c satisfying (∗), then x ∈↑ y, hence x, y belong to
the same connected component, whence y ∈ FA and ↑ y ⊆ FA. We infer that (†) holds true, i.e.,
x ∈ P (c ∩ WA) by the introductory statement.

Lemma Appendix A.3. Consider the basic version (F, π, X) of the simple sdf over W and the
exogenous scenario space (Ω, A ) as in subsection 4.3. Let M be the set of maps Ω → {1, 2}. Then
the following subsets of W define non-redundant and complete choices:

– cf•, where f ∈ M ;

– ckg, where k = 1, 2 and g ∈ M ;

– c•g, where g ∈ M .

The corresponding sets of immediate predecessors are given by P (cf•) = im x0; P (ckg) = im xk;
P (c•g) = im x1 ∪ im x2.

Proof. Any set c of the form above is non-empty, and as F contains all singletons in P(W ), c is
a choice. The sets of immediate predecessors are easily shown to be of the claimed form, using
lemma 4.1. From this, we directly infer the non-redundancy and completeness of all the considered
choices.
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Proof of lemma 4.3. Let C =
⋃

x∈X Cx. By lemma Appendix A.3, all elements of C are non-
redundant and complete choices. The statement about the set of immediate predecessors of first ck•

and second c•m, k, m ∈ {1, 2}, stated in lemma Appendix A.3 shows that the first type of choice is
available at x0, while the second is available at x1 and x2.

Proof of lemma 4.4. In view of lemma Appendix A.3, we only have to verify that for any line and
corresponding exogenous information structure (eis) F , and any subset c ⊆ W in that line, all
x ∈ X that c is available at and cx ∈ Cx, we have

x−1(P (c ∩ cx)) ∈ Fx.

For this, one easily verifies that all k, k′, m′ ∈ {1, 2} and f, g ∈ M satisfy:

cf• ∩ ck′• = ck′• ∩ W{f=k′};

ckg ∩ c•m′ = ckm′ ∩ W{g=m′};

c•g ∩ c•m′ = c•m′ ∩ W{g=m′}.

As shown in lemma Appendix A.3, we have

P (ck′•) = im x0, P (ckm′) = im xk, P (c•m′) = im x1 ∪ im x2.

Then, applying lemma 4.1 and using the definition of F , in each of the five cases respectively,
completes the proof.

Lemma Appendix A.4. Consider the variant (F ′, π′, X′) of the simple sdf over W ′ and the
exogenous scenario space (Ω, A ) as in subsection 4.3. Let M be the set of maps Ω → {1, 2}. Then
the following subsets of W ′ define non-redundant and complete choices:

– c′
f•, where f ∈ M ;

– c′
kg, where k = 1, 2 and g ∈ M ;

– c′
•g, where g ∈ M .

The corresponding sets of immediate predecessors are given by P (c′
f•) = im x′

0; P (c′
kg) = im x′

k;
P (c′

•g) = im x′
1 ∪ im x′

2.

Proof. Any set c′ of the form above is non-empty, and as F ′ contains all singletons in P(W ′), any
such c′ is a choice. The sets of immediate predecessors are easily shown to be of the claimed form,
using lemma 4.1. From this, we directly infer the non-redundancy and completeness of all the
considered choices.

Proof of lemma 4.5. Let C′ =
⋃

x′∈X′ C ′
x′ . By lemma Appendix A.4, all elements of C′ are non-

redundant and complete choices. The statement about the set of immediate predecessors of first
c′

k• and second c′
•m, k, m ∈ {1, 2}, stated in lemma Appendix A.4 shows that the first type of choice

is available at x′
0, while the second is available at x′

1 and x′
2.

Proof of lemma 4.6. In view of lemma Appendix A.4, we only have to verify that for any line and
corresponding exogenous information structure (eis) F ′, and any subset c′ ⊆ W in that line, all
x′ ∈ X′ that c′ is available at and c′

x′ ∈ C ′
x′ , we have

x′−1(P (c′ ∩ c′
x′)) ∈ F

′
x′ .
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For this, one easily verifies that all k, k′, m′ ∈ {1, 2} and f, g ∈ M satisfy:

c′
f• ∩ c′

k′• = c′
k′• ∩ W{f=k′};

c′
kg ∩ c′

•m′ = c′
km′ ∩ W{g=m′};

c′
•g ∩ c′

•m′ = c′
•m′ ∩ W{g=m′}.

As shown in lemma Appendix A.4, we have

P (c′
k′•) = im x′

0, P (c′
km′) = im x′

k, P (c′
•m′) = im x′

1 ∪ im x′
2.

Then applying lemma 4.1 and using the definition of F ′, in each of the three cases respectively,
completes the proof.

Proof of lemma 4.7. Let t ∈ T and c ∈ Ct. Let x ∈ F .
If x = {w} for some w ∈ W , then clearly x ∈↓ c iff w ∈ c. It remains to consider the case

x = xu(w) for some w = (ω, f) ∈ W and u ∈ T.
If t < u and w ∈ c, then any w′ = (ω′, f ′) ∈ x satisfies ω′ = ω and f ′|[0,u)T = f |[0,u)T , in

particular f ′|[0,t] = f |[0,t], hence w′ ∈ c. We conclude for this case that x ⊆ c.
If t < u and w ∈ c do not both hold true, then either w /∈ c, or w ∈ c and u ≤ t. If

w /∈ c, then w ∈ x \ c, hence x * c. If w ∈ c and u ≤ t, then, by assumption AP.C1, there is
w′ ∈ xt(w) \ c ⊆ xu(w) \ c = x \ c. Whence x * c.

Lemma Appendix A.5. Consider an action path sdf (F, π, X) over an exogenous scenario space
(Ω, A ), and let W =

⋃

F . Let t ∈ T and w ∈ W . Then,

↑ xt(w) = {xu(w) | u ∈ T : u ≤ t}.

Proof. The inclusion ⊇ is clear from the definition of the nodes of the action path sdf. For the
converse inclusion, let x ∈↑ xt(w). If x is a singleton, then x = xt(w). If x is no singleton, then
it is a move and there are u ∈ T and w′ ∈ W with x = xu(w′). As w ∈ xt(w) ⊆ x, we even have
x = xu(w). By means of lemma 2.13, we infer u = t(x) ≤ t(xt(w)) = t.

Proof of lemma 4.8. Let t ∈ T and c ∈ Ct. Let x ∈ F . By definition, x ∈ P (c) is equivalent to the
existence of y ∈↓ c satisfying

(∗) ↑ x =↑ y\ ↓ c.

If x = xt(w) for w ∈ c, then, by assumption AP.C1, there is w′ ∈ xt(w) \ c. Thus, x has at least
two elements. In view of lemmata 4.7 and Appendix A.5 and assumption AP.W1, (∗) is satisfied
for y = {w}.

If, conversely, (∗) is satisfied for some y ∈ F , then x is a move, whence the existence of w0 ∈ W
and t0 ∈ T with x = xt0

(w0). Moreover, there is w ∈ y, and as y ∈↓ c, we obtain w ∈ c. By (∗),
we know that x ∈↑ y, hence also w ∈ x. Thus, x = xt0

(w). From representation (∗) and lemma
4.7, we immediately get t0 ≤ t. Moreover, by assumption AP.C1 on c ∈ Ct, xt(w) has at least two
elements. Indeed, as w ∈ c, there is w′ ∈ xt(w) \ c. Hence, by assumption AP.W1, xt(w) 6= xu(w)
for all u > t. Hence, xt(w) ∈↑ y\ ↓ c =↑ x, again by representation (∗) and lemma 4.7. Thus, by
lemma 2.13, t = t(xt(w)) ≤ t(x) = t0. Hence, t0 = t and x = xt(w) with w ∈ c.

Proof of lemma 4.9. By assumption AP.C0, c is a non-empty union of singletons in P(W ), which
are elements of F by construction. Hence, it is a choice.

Concerning non-redundancy, let ω ∈ Ω and suppose there is w ∈ c∩Wω . Then, xt(w) ∈ P (c)∩Tω ,
by lemma 4.8. Hence, by contraposition, if P (c) ∩ Tω = ∅, then c ∩ Wω = ∅ as well.
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Concerning completeness, let x ∈ X such that there is ω ∈ Dx with x(ω) ∈ P (c). By lemma 4.8,
there is f ∈ AT such that (ω, f) ∈ c and x(ω) = xt(ω, f). First, we infer that Dt,f 6= ∅, whence
Dx = Dt,f and x = xt(f), by proposition 2.3. Second, we infer that xt(ω, f)∩c 6= ∅. By assumption
AP.C2, for any ω′ ∈ Dt,f there is w′ ∈ xt(ω

′, f) ∩ c. In particular, x(ω′) = xt(ω, f) = xt(w
′).

Hence, x(ω′) ∈ P (c), by lemma 4.8. We conclude that x−1(P (c)) = Dx.

Regarding the proof of the second sentence, let x ∈ X such that c is available at x. There is
ω ∈ Dx. Then, x(ω) ∈ P (c). As in the proof of completeness above, we infer the existence of f ∈ AT

such that (ω, f) ∈ c, ω ∈ Dt,f = Dx and x = xt(f).

Proof of proposition 4.10. Let x ∈ X, t = t(x), and c ∈ Cx. In particular, c ∈ Ct, and, by lemma
4.9, c is a complete and non-redundant choice. Let ω ∈ Dx. Then, by definition of Cx, there is
w ∈ x(ω) ∩ c. Hence, x(ω) = xt(x)(w) = xt(w), and, by lemma 4.8, x(ω) ∈ P (c). We conclude that
c is available at x.

Proof of theorem 4.11. (First two statements): Let c = c(A<t, i, g). By lemma 4.9, c is a non-
redundant and complete choice which proves the first claim.

Next, let x ∈ X such that c is available at x. By definition of X, there is f0 ∈ AT with Dt,f0
6= ∅

such that x = xt(f0) which we fix for the entire proof.
The second claim of the theorem is also proven directly. To show this, let ω ∈ Dx. Then

x(ω) ∈ P (c), hence, by lemma 4.8, there is w ∈ c with x(ω) = xt(w). There is f ∈ AT such that
w = (ω, f), and as w ∈ c, we have f(t) ∈ Ai,g

t,ω. Hence, ω ∈ D. We conclude that Dx ⊆ D.

(Helpful statements for c′ ∈ C i
x ): Let c′ ∈ C i

x . We compute the set P (c ∩ c′) and its preimage
under x. By definition of C i

x , there are A′
<t ⊆ A[0,t)T and A′i

t ∈ B(Ai) such that, with A′
t =

(A′
t,ω)ω∈Ω and A′

t,ω = (pi)−1(A′i
t ) for all ω ∈ Dx, and A′

t,ω = ∅ for all ω /∈ Dx, we have c′ =
c(A′

<t, A′
t), c′ ∈ Ct, and, for all ω ∈ Dx, x(ω) ∩ c′ 6= ∅.

Let c0 = c(A<t ∩ A′
<t, i, g). By definition of c and c′, we have

c ∩ c′

= {(ω, f) ∈ WDx
| f |[0,t)T ∈ A<t ∩ A′

<t, pi ◦ f(t) = g(ω) ∈ A′i
t }

= c(A<t ∩ A′
<t, i, g) ∩ {(ω, f) ∈ WDx

| g(ω) ∈ A′i
t }

= c0 ∩ Wg|−1

Dx
(A′i

t
).

Using lemma 4.1, we infer

(∗) P (c ∩ c′) = P (c0) ∩ Fg|−1

Dx
(A′i

t
).

Next, we show that

(◦) ∀ω ∈ Dx∃f ∈ AT : (ω, f) ∈ c0, x(ω) = xt(ω, f).

For the proof of (◦), let ω ∈ Dx. As x is available both at c and c′, we have x(ω) = xt(ω, f0) ∈
P (c) ∩ P (c′). Hence, by lemma 4.8 applied to c, c′ ∈ Ct, there are f, f ′ ∈ AT with (ω, f) ∈ c and
(ω, f ′) ∈ c′ such that

f ′|[0,t)T = f0|[0,t)T = f |[0,t)T .

Thus, f |[0,t)T ∈ A<t ∩ A′
<t. By definition of f , we must have pi ◦ f(t) = g(ω). Hence, (ω, f) ∈ c0.

By definition of f , we also have x(ω) = xt(ω, f).
We infer that c0 ∈ Ct. Indeed, assumption AP.C0 is satisfied by (◦). Concerning AP.C1, note

that c0 ⊆ c. Let w ∈ c0. Thus w ∈ c. Hence, by AP.C1 applied to c, there is w′ ∈ xt(w) \ c ⊆
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xt(w) \ c0. Regarding AP.C2, let f ∈ AT with f |[0,t)T ∈ A<t ∩ A′
<t such that there is ω ∈ Dt,f

satisfying
xt(ω, f) ∩ c0 6= ∅.

Let ω′ ∈ Dt,f . As c0 ⊆ c, we infer that xt(ω, f) ∩ c 6= ∅. Hence, by AP.C2 applied to c, there exists
w′ ∈ xt(ω

′, f) ∩ c. Let f ′ ∈ AT such that w′ = (ω′, f ′). Then, by definition of w′ and f ′, we get
f ′|[0,t)T = f |[0,t)T ∈ A<t ∩ A′

<t, ω′ ∈ D, and pi(f ′(t)) = g(ω′). Hence, (ω′, f ′) ∈ xt(ω
′, f) ∩ c0. We

conclude that c0 ∈ Ct.
Hence, by lemma 4.9, c0 defines a non-redundant and complete choice. Moreover, by (◦) and

lemma 4.8, c0 is available at x. In particular, we have x−1(P (c0)) = Dx. By (∗), we get:

(†) x−1(P (c ∩ c′)) = x−1(P (c0)) ∩ x−1(Fg|−1

Dx
(A′i

t
)) = Dx ∩ g|−1

Dx
(A′i

t ) = g|−1
Dx

(A′i
t ).

(First implication): If g|Dx
is F i

x -measurable, then, by (†), x−1(P (c ∩ c′)) ∈ F i
x for all c′ ∈ C i

x .

(Second implication): Suppose conversely that x−1(P (c ∩ c′)) ∈ F i
x for all c′ ∈ C i

x , and that
assumption AP.C3 is satisfied. Hence, there is A′

<t ⊆ A[0,t)T with f |[0,t)T ∈ A′
<t for all (ω, f) ∈

c, and an intersection-stable generator G (Ai) of B(Ai) such that for all G ∈ G (Ai), we have

c(A′
<t, Ai,G

t ) ∈ C i
x ∪ {∅}. Let G ∈ G (Ai) and c′ = c(A′

<t, Ai,G
t ).

Assume first that c′ = ∅. Let ω ∈ Dx. Then, as c is available at x, x(ω) ∈ P (c). Hence, by
lemma 4.8, there is f ∈ AT with w = (ω, f) ∈ x(ω) ∩ c. In particular, using the definition of c
and property AP.C3(1) of A′

<t, pi ◦ f(t) = g(ω) and f |[0,t)T ∈ A′
<t. As c′ = ∅, g(ω) /∈ G. Hence,

g|−1
Dx

(G) = ∅ ∈ F i
x .

Second, assume that c′ 6= ∅. Then, by definition, c′ ∈ C i
x . Represent c′ as in the beginning of

the “helpful statements” part above, with A′i
t = G. Let c0 be defined as in the “helpful statements”

part.
Then, we can use these helpful statements to infer that c0 is a non-redundant and complete

choice available at x. Hence, x−1(P (c0)) = Dx, and thus (†) and the hypothesis imply that

(g|Dx
)−1(G) = x−1(P (c ∩ c′)) ∈ F

i
x .

We conclude that (g|Dx
)−1(G) ∈ F i

x for all G ∈ G (Ai). As G (Ai) is an intersection-stable
generator of B(Ai), g|Dx

is F i
x -measurable.

Proofs for example 4.12. (Ad W = Ω × AT): We show the following more general statement: If
t ∈ T and A<t ⊆ A[0,t)T is non-empty, and moreover At = (At,ω)ω∈Ω ∈ P(A)Ω is such that

(∗) ∀ω ∈ Ω: ∅ ( At,ω ( A,

then c(A<t, At) ∈ Ct. This includes the two following cases: A) At = Ai,g
t for given i ∈ I and a

map g : Ω → Ai because pi is surjective and Ai has at least two elements; and B) At,ω = (pi)−1(G)
for some i ∈ I and some set ∅ ( G ( Ai, again because pi is surjective.

As A<t 6= ∅ and (∗) is assumed, there is w = (ω, f) ∈ W = Ω × AT such that f |[0,t)T ∈ A<t and
f(t) ∈ At,ω. Hence, w ∈ c(A<t, At). Thus, AP.C0 is satisfied.

Regarding AP.C1, let w = (ω, f) ∈ c(A<t, At). There is f ′ ∈ AT with f ′|[0,t)T = f |[0,t)T and

f ′(t) /∈ At,ω (by (∗)). Then w′ = (ω, f ′) ∈ Ω × AT = W , hence w′ ∈ xt(w), but w′ /∈ c(A<t, At).

Regarding AP.C2, let f ∈ AT with f |[0,t)T ∈ A<t and ω ∈ Dt,f . There is f ′ ∈ AT with

f ′|[0,t)T = f |[0,t)T and f ′(t) ∈ At,ω, by (∗). As (ω, f ′) ∈ Ω × AT = W , we infer

(ω, f ′) ∈ xt(ω, f) ∩ c(A<t, At).
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Hence, c(A<t, At) ∈ Ct. The general statement above is proven. By considering the case A), we
infer that for all i ∈ I and g : Ω → Ai, c(A<t, i, g) ∈ Ct.

Regarding AP.C3, let x ∈ X be such that, with t = t(x), there are D ∈ A , g : D → Ai and
A<t ⊆ A[0,t)T satisfying c(A<t, i, g) ∈ Ct and making c(A<t, i, g) available at x. By lemma 4.9, there
is (ω0, f0) ∈ c(A<t, i, g) such that x = xt(f0) and ω0 ∈ Dx.

Let A′
<t = A[0,t)T and G (Ai) = B(Ai) \ {Ai} which is obviously an intersection-stable generator

of B(Ai). Clearly, A<t ⊆ A′
<t so that property AP.C3(1) is satisfied. Let G ∈ G (Ai). If G = ∅, then

c(A′
<t, Ai,G

t ) = ∅. If G ∈ G (Ai) \ {∅}, then the general statement above in case B) applies, hence

c(A′
<t, Ai,G

t ) ∈ Ct. To complete the proof that c(A′
<t, Ai,G

t ) ∈ Cx, it remains to prove property
(4) in the definition of Cx, (3) having been proven just before and (1) and (2) being evident.
For this, let ω′ ∈ Dx. Then there is f ′ ∈ AT such that f ′|[0,t)T = f0|[0,t)T ∈ A[0,t)T = A′

<t and

pi ◦ f ′(t) ∈ G, because G is non-empty and pi surjective. Then, w′ = (ω′, f ′) ∈ Ω × AT = W ,

and thus w′ ∈ xt(f0)(ω′) ∩ c(A′
<t, Ai,G

t ). Property (4) therefore holds true and the proof of the

statement c(A′
<t, Ai,G

t ) ∈ Cx ∪ {∅} is complete.

(Ad timing game): Let t ∈ T. Further, let A<t ⊆ A[0,t)T be a non-empty set of component-wise
decreasing paths ft such that pi ◦ ft = 1[0,t)T , and g : Ω → {0, 1} = Ai. Let c = c(A<t, i, g). We are
going to prove that c ∈ Ct.

Regarding AP.C0, let ω ∈ Ω. By assumption on A<t, there is component-wise decreasing
f : T → A such that f |[0,t)T ∈ A<t and pi ◦ f(t) = g(ω). Hence, (ω, f) ∈ W , and even (ω, f) ∈ c.
Thus, c 6= ∅.

Regarding AP.C1, let w = (ω, f) ∈ c. There is component-wise decreasing f ′ ∈ AT with
f ′|[0,t)T = f |[0,t)T and pi ◦ f ′(t) 6= g(ω), because pi ◦ f |[0,t)T = 1[0,t)T . Then w′ = (ω, f ′) ∈ W , hence
w′ ∈ xt(w), but w′ /∈ c.

Regarding AP.C2, let f ∈ AT with f |[0,t)T ∈ A<t and ω ∈ Dt,f . There is component-wise

decreasing f ′ ∈ AT with f ′|[0,t)T = f |[0,t)T and pi ◦ f ′(t) = g(ω), by assumption on A<t. As
(ω, f ′) ∈ W , we infer

(ω, f ′) ∈ xt(ω, f) ∩ c.

We conclude that c ∈ Ct.

Regarding assumption AP.C3, let x ∈ X be such that, with t = t(x), there are D ∈ A , g : D →
Ai = {0, 1} and A<t ⊆ A[0,t)T satisfying c(A<t, i, g) ∈ Ct and making c(A<t, i, g) available at
x. By lemma 4.9, there is (ω0, f0) ∈ c(A<t, i, g) such that ω0 ∈ Dt,f0

= Dx and x = xt(f0). As
c(A<t, i, g) ∈ Ct, assumption AP.C1 implies, that pi ◦f0|[0,t)T is constant with value 1. Indeed, there

is f1 ∈ AT with (ω, f1) ∈ xt(ω, f0) \ c(A<t, i, g). In particular, f1 is component-wise decreasing and
takes the same values on [0, t)T as f0. If pi ◦ f0 took the value 0 at some point in [0, t)T, the
monotonicity would imply pi ◦ f1(t) = 0 = pi ◦ f0(t) = g(ω), whence (ω, f1) ∈ c(A<t, i, g), in
contradiction to the choice of f1.

Let A′
<t be the set of component-wise decreasing ft ∈ A[0,t)T such that pi ◦ ft is constant with

value 1. As A<t ⊆ A′
<t, property AP.C3(1) is clearly satisfied. Further, let G (Ai) = B(Ai) \ {Ai}

which is obviously an intersection-stable generator of B(Ai). As Ai = {0, 1}, G (Ai) = {{0}, {1}, ∅}.

Let G ∈ G (Ai). If G = ∅, then c(A′
<t, Ai,G

t ) = ∅. Else, that is, if G is a singleton, then c(A′
<t, Ai,G

t ) =
c(A′

<t, i, gG) for the constant map gG with value given by the unique element of G. We have shown

just beforehand that c(A′
<t, i, gG) ∈ Ct. To complete the proof of the fact that c(A′

<t, Ai,G
t ) ∈ Cx, it

thus remains to show axiom (4) in the definition of Cx, because (3) has just been proven and (1) and
(2) are evident by construction. For this, let ω′ ∈ Dx. As pi ◦ f0 only takes the value 1 on [0, t)T,
there is component-wise decreasing f ′ : T → A such that f ′|[0,t)T = f0|[0,t)T and pi ◦ f ′(t) = gG(ω′).
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Hence, (ω′, f ′) ∈ xt(f0)(ω′) ∩ c(Ã′
<t, i, gG) = x(ω′) ∩ c(A′

<t, Ai,G
t ). This completes the proofs for the

timing game example.

(Ad up-and-out option exercise example): Let t ∈ R+, A<t = {1}R+ and D be the set of ω ∈ Ω
such that maxu∈[0,t] Pu(ω) < 2. We suppose that D 6= ∅. Let g : D → {0, 1} be a map and let
c = c(A<t, i, g). We are going to prove that c ∈ Ct.

We start with the proof of AP.C0. There is ω0 ∈ D. As P is continuous, there is ε > 0 such that
maxu∈[0,t+ε] Pu(ω0) < 2. Then, regardless of the value of g(ω0), there is decreasing f : R+ → A
such that f |[0,t) = 1[0,t), f(t) = g(ω0), and f(t + ε) = 0. Hence, (ω0, f) ∈ W , and even (ω0, f) ∈ c.
Thus, c 6= ∅.

Regarding AP.C1, let w = (ω, f) ∈ c. Then, maxu∈[0,t] Pu(ω) < 2, and by continuity of P , there
is ε > 0 such that maxu∈[0,t+ε] Pu(ω) < 2. Hence, regardless of the value of g(ω), there is decreasing

f ′ ∈ AR+ with f ′|[0,t) = f |[0,t) = 1[0,t), f ′(t) 6= g(ω), and f ′(t + ε) = 0. Then w′ = (ω, f ′) ∈ W ,
hence w′ ∈ xt(w), but w′ /∈ c.

Regarding AP.C2, let f ∈ AR+ with f |[0,t) ∈ A<t and ω ∈ Dt,f . Then there is decreasing

f̃ : R+ → A with (ω, f̃) ∈ xt(ω, f), that is, f̃ |[0,t) = f |[0,t) and maxu∈[0,t] Pu(ω) < 2. By continuity
of P , there is ε > 0 such that maxu∈[0,t+ε] Pu(ω) < 2. Hence, regardless of the value of g(ω),

there is decreasing f ′ ∈ AR+ with f ′|[0,t) = f |[0,t) = 1[0,t), f ′(t) = g(ω), and f ′(t + ε) = 0. Hence,
(ω, f ′) ∈ W , and we infer

(ω, f ′) ∈ xt(ω, f) ∩ c.

We conclude that c ∈ Ct.

Regarding assumption AP.C3, let x ∈ X be such that, with t = t(x), there are D̃ ∈ A , g : D̃ →
Ai = {0, 1} and A<t ⊆ A[0,t) satisfying c(A<t, i, g) ∈ Ct and making c(A<t, i, g) available at x. By
lemma 4.9, there is (ω0, f0) ∈ c(A<t, i, g) such that x = xt(f0) and ω0 ∈ Dx. As c(A<t, i, g) ∈ Ct,
assumption AP.C1 implies, that f0|[0,t) is constant with value 1. Indeed, there is f1 ∈ AT with
(ω, f1) ∈ xt(ω, f0) \ c(A<t, i, g). In particular, f1 is component-wise decreasing and takes the same
values on [0, t)T as f0. If f0 took the value 0 at some point in [0, t), the monotonicity would imply
f1(t) = 0 = f0(t) = g(ω), whence (ω, f1) ∈ c(A<t, i, g), in contradiction to the choice of f1.

Let A′
<t = {1}[0,t). As A<t ⊆ A′

<t, property AP.C3(1) is clearly satisfied. Further, let
G ({0, 1}) = B({0, 1}) \ {{0, 1}} which is obviously an intersection-stable generator of B({0, 1}).

Note that G ({0, 1}) = {{0}, {1}, ∅}. Let G ∈ G ({0, 1}). If G = ∅, then c(A′
<t, Ai,G

t ) = ∅. Else, that

is, if G is a singleton, then c(A′
<t, Ai,G

t ) = c(A′
<t, i, gG) for the constant map gG with value given

by the unique element of G.
We have shown just above that c(A′

<t, i, gG) ∈ Ct because A′
<t ⊆ A[0,t) is a non-empty set of

decreasing paths ft such that ft = 1[0,t). Hence, c(A′
<t, i, gG) ∈ Ct. To complete the proof of the

fact that c(A′
<t, i, gG) ∈ Cx, it remains to show axiom (4) in the definition of Cx, because (3) has just

been proven and (1) and (2) are evident by construction. For this, let ω′ ∈ Dx = Dt,f0
. In particular,

maxu∈[0,t] Pu(ω′) < 2. By continuity of P , there is ε > 0 such that maxu∈[0,t+ε] Pu(ω′) < 2. Then,
regardless of the value of g(ω), and as f0 only takes the value 1 on [0, t), there is component-
wise decreasing f ′ : R+ → A such that f ′|[0,t) = f0|[0,t), f ′(t) = gG(ω′), and f ′(t + ε) = 0. Hence,

(ω′, f ′) ∈ x(ω′)∩c(Ã′
<t, i, gG). This completes the proofs for the up-and-out option exercise problem

example.
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