A NOTE ON TIME-DEPENDENT ADDITIVE FUNCTIONALS

ADRIEN BARRASSO AND FRANCESCO RUSSO

ABSTRACT. This note develops shortly the theory of non-homogeneous ad-
ditive functionals and is a useful support for the analysis of time-dependent
Markov processes and related topics. It is a significant tool for the analysis
of BSDEs in law. In particular we extend to a non-homogeneous setup some
results concerning the quadratic variation and the angular bracket of Mar-
tingale Additive Functionals (in short MAF) associated to a homogeneous
Markov processes.

1. Introduction

The notion of Additive Functional of a general Markov process is due to E.B
Dynkin and has been studied since the early ’60s by the Russian, French and
American schools of probability, see for example [8], [16], [4]. A mature version
of the homogeneous theory may be found for example in [7], Chapter XV. In that
context, given an element x in some state space E, IP* denotes the law of a time-
homogeneous Markov process with initial value z.

An Additive Functional is a right continuous process (A¢);>o defined on a
canonical space, adapted to the canonical filtration such that for any s < ¢ and
x € FE, Asyy = As + Ay 005 P®-a.s., where 0 is the usual shift operator on the
canonical space. If moreover A is under any law [P* a martingale, then it is called
a Martingale Additive Functional (MAF). The quadratic variation and angular
bracket of a MAF were shown to be AFs in [7]. We extend this type of results to a
more general definition of an AF which is closer to the original notion of Additive
Functional associated to a stochastic system introduced by E.B. Dynkin, see [9]
for instance.

Our setup will be the following. We consider a canonical Markov class

(P*%) (s,2)e[0,1]x £ With time index [0,T] and state space E being a Polish space.
For any (s, z) € [0,T]x E, P*® corresponds to the probability law (defined on some
canonical filtered space (Q, F, (-E)tdo,T])) of a Markov process starting from point
x at time s. On (Q, F), we define a non-homogeneous Additive Functional
(shortened by AF) as a real-valued random-field A := (A)o<t<u<7 verifying the
two following conditions.

(1) For any 0 <t <wu <T, Al is F;,-measurable;
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(2) for any (s,z) € [0,T] x E, there exists a real cadlag (F;*)c[o,r]-adapted
process A®* (taken equal to zero on [0, s] by convention) such that for any
z€ Fand s <t<u, A, = AS" — A7" P57 as.

Where F; ,, is the o-field generated by the canonical process between time ¢ and wu,
and F;"" is obtained by adding the P negligible sets to F;. A%* will be called
the cadlag version of A under IP**. If for any (s,z), A*% is a (P>, (F¢)ep0,17)-
square integrable martingale then A will be called a square integrable Martingale
Additive Functional (in short, square integrable MAF).

The main contributions of the paper are essentially the following. In Section 3,
we recall the definition and prove some basic results concerning canonical Markov
classes. In Section 4, we start by defining an AF in Definition 4.1. In Proposi-
tion 4.4, we show that if (M} )o<i<u<r 18 a square integrable MAF, then there
exists an AF ([M]!,)o<t<u<r Which for any (s,z) € [0,T] x E, has [M**] as cadlag
version under IP**. Corollary 4.11 states that given two square integrable MAF's
(M%) o<t<u<r, (NL)o<t<u<t, there exists an AF, denoted by ((M, N)!)o<t<u<,
which has (M** N*%) as cadlag version under IP**. Finally, we prove in Propo-
sition 4.16 that if M or N is such that for P*7, its cadlag version under P**,
its angular bracket is absolutely continuous with respect to some continuous non-
decreasing function V', then there exists a Borel function v such that for any (s, ),
(M= N**) = [ o(r, X,.)dV;.

The present note constitutes a support for the authors, in the analysis of de-
terministic problems related to Markovian type backward stochastic differential
equations where the forward process is given in law, see e.g. [2]. Indeed, when the
forward process of the BSDE does not define a stochastic flow (typically if it is not
the strong solution of an SDE but only a weak solution), we cannot exploit the
mentioned flow property to show that the solution of the BSDE is a function of
the forward process, as it is usually done, see Remark 5.35 (ii) in [17] for instance.

2. Preliminaries

The present section is devoted to fix some basic notions, notations and vocab-
ulary.

A topological space E will always be considered as a measurable space with its
Borel o-field which shall be denoted B(E) and if S is another topological space
equipped with its Borel o-field, B(E,S) (resp. By(E,S), resp. C(E,S), resp.
Cp(E,S)) will denote the set of Borel (resp. bounded Borel, reps. continuous,
resp. bounded continuous) functions from E to S.

Let T € RY, d € N*, then ¢ 2([0,T] x R?) will denote the space of bounded
continuous real valued functions on [0, 7] x R? which are differentiable in the first
variable, twice differentiable in the second with bounded continuous partial deriva-
tives.

Let (Q,F), (E, &) be two measurable spaces. A measurable mapping from (2, F)
to (E, ) shall often be called a random variable (with values in E), or in short
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r.v. If T is some set, an indexed set of r.v. with values in E, (X;)ier will be
called a random field (indexed by T with values in E). In particular, if T is an
interval included in Ry, (Xy)ieT will be called a stochastic process (indexed by
T with values in F). Given a stochastic process, if the mapping

(t,w) — Xi(w)
(TxQB(T)F) — (EE)

is measurable, then the process (X;)ie will be called a measurable process
(indexed by T with values in E).

Let (Q, F,IP) be a fixed probability space. For any p > 1, LP := L(R) will denote
the set of real valued random variables with finite p-th moment. Two random
fields (or stochastic processes) (X;)iet, (Yi)teT indexed by the same set and with
values in the same space will be said to be modifications (or versions) of each
other if for every t € T, P(X; = Y;) = 1. If the probability space is equipped
with a right-continuous filtration, then (Q, F, (F;)teT, P) will be called stochas-
tic basis and will be said to fulfill the usual conditions if the probability space
is complete and if Fy contains all the P-negligible sets.

Concerning spaces of real valued stochastic processes on the above mentioned sto-
chastic basis, M will be the space of cadlag martingales. For any p € [1,00] H?

will denote the subset of M of elements M such that sup |M;| € L? and in this
teT
set we identify indistinguishable elements. HP is a Banach space for the norm

| M||2» = E[|sup Mt|p]%, and M} will denote the Banach subspace of HP whose
teT

elements start at zero.

A crucial role in the present note, as well as in classical stochastic analysis is
played by localization via stopping times. If T = [0,T] for some T' € R, a
stopping time will be intended as a random variable with values in [0,7] U {+o0}
such that for any ¢t € [0,T], {7 <t} € F;. We define a localizing sequence of
stopping times as an increasing sequence of stopping times (7,)n>0 such that
there exists N € N for which 7 = +o0c0. Let Y be a process and 7 a stopping
time, we denote Y the process t — Y;p, which we call stopped process. If C is
a set of processes, we define its localized class C;,. as the set of processes Y such
that there exists a localizing sequence (7,,)n>0 such that for every n, the stopped
process Y™ belongs to C.

We say some words about the concept of bracket related to two processes: the
square bracket and the angular bracket. They coincide if at least one of the two
processes is continuous. For any M, N € M [M, N] denotes the covariation of
M,N. If M = N, we write [M] := [M, N]. [M] is called quadratic variation
of M. If M,N € H? ., (M,N) (or simply (M) if M = N) will denote their
(predictable) angular bracket. HZ will be equipped with scalar product defined
by (M, N)se2 = E[MpNy] = E[(M, N)r] which makes it a Hilbert space. Two
elements M, N of 7—[(2“05 will be said to be strongly orthogonal if (M, N) = 0.

If A is an adapted process with bounded variation then Var(A) (resp. Pos(A),
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Neg(A)) will denote its total variation (resp. positive variation, negative varia-
tion), see Proposition 3.1, chap. 1 in [15]. In particular for almost all w € Q,
t — Vary(A(w)) is the total variation function of the function ¢t — A;(w).

For more details concerning these notions, one may consult [18] or [15] for ex-
ample.

3. Markov classes

We recall here some basic definitions and results concerning Markov processes.
For a complete study of homogeneous Markov processes, one may consult [7],
concerning non-homogeneous Markov classes, our reference was Chapter VI of
[10].

3.1. Definition and basic results. The first definition refers to the canonical
space that one can find in [14], see paragraph 12.63.

Notation 3.1. In the whole section E will be a fixed Polish space (a separable
completely metrizable topological space), and B(E) its Borel o-field. E will be
called the state space.

We consider T" € R}. We denote €2 := D(E) the Skorokhod space of functions
from [0,T] to E right-continuous with left limits and continuous at time T (e.g.
cadlag). For any t € [0,T] we denote the coordinate mapping X; : w — w(t), and
we introduce on Q the o-field F := o(X,|r € [0,T1).

On the measurable space (2, F), we introduce the canonical process

X - (tw) — w(?) (3.1)
and the right-continuous filtration (F;)scjo,r) where F; := [\ o(X,|r < s) if
s€lt, T

t <T,and Fr :=o(X,|r €[0,T]) = F.
(Q, F, (]:t)te[o,T]) will be called the canonical space (associated to T and E).

For any t € [0,T] we denote Fy 1 := o(X,|r > t), and for any 0 < ¢t <u < T we
will denote Fy,, := () o(X,|r € [t,u+ 1]).

n>0
Remark 3.2. All the results of the present paper remain valid if €2 is the space of
continuous functions from [0, 7] to E, and if the time index is equal to R.

We recall that since E is Polish, then D(FE) can be equipped with a Skorokhod
distance which makes it a Polish metric space (see Theorem 5.6 in Chapter 3 of
[11]), and for which the Borel o-field is F (see Proposition 7.1 in Chapter 3 of [11]).
This in particular implies that F is separable, as the Borel o-field of a separable
metric space.

Remark 3.3. The above o-fields fulfill the properties below.
(1) Forany 0 <t <u<T, Fry=F,NFe1;
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(2) for any t >0, 7y VFyr = F;

(3) for any (s,z) € [0, T]x E, the two first items remain true when considering
the P%*-closures of all the o-fields;

(4) for any ¢t > 0, Il := {F = F, N FL|(F;, FL) € Fy X Fyr} is a w-system
generating F, i.e. it is stable with respect to the intersection.

Definition 3.4. The function
(3? t7a:7A) ’H Pé (x7 A)

i\t
[0,T)? x E x B(E) — [0,1],
will be called transition kernel if, for any s,t in [0,T], x € E, A € B(E), it
verifies the following.

(1) Ps4(-, A) is Borel,

(2) Ps(z,-) is a probability measure on (E, B(E)),

(3) if t < s then Ps¢(z, A) = L a(x),

(4) if s <t, for any u > t, [, Psy(x,dy)Pru(y, A) = Psu(x,A).

P:

The latter statement is the well-known Chapman-Kolmogorov equation.

Definition 3.5. A transition kernel P is said to be measurable in time if for
every t € [0,T] and A € B(E), (s,z) — P, (z, A) is Borel.

Remark 3.6. Let P be a transition kernel which is measurable in time, let ¢ €
B(E,R) and ¢ € [0,7]. Assume that for any (s,z) € [0,7] x E, the integral
J 161(y)Ps,+(z,dy) exists and it is finite. Then the mapping

(s,2) = [ ¢(y)Ps(x, dy) is Borel.

This can be easily shown by approximating ¢ by simple functions and using the
definition.

Definition 3.7. A canonical Markov class associated to a transition kernel P
is a set of probability measures (IP**), .)e[0,7)x £ defined on the measurable space
(Q, F) and verifying for any ¢t € [0,T] and A € B(E)

P**(X; € A) = P, 4(z, A), (3.2)
and for any s <t <wu
P**(X, € A|Fy) = P u(Xi, A) P57 as. (3.3)
The statement below comes Formula 1.7 in Chapter 6 of [10].
Proposition 3.8. For any (s,z) € [0,T]| x E, t > s and F € Fy r yields
P*(F|F;) = PHX¢(F) = PS*(F|X;) P*%a.s. (3.4)
Property (3.4) is often called Markov property.

We recall here the concept of homogeneous canonical Markov classes and its links
with Markov classes.
Notation 3.9. A mapping
B Ex[0,T] x B(E) — [0,1]
’ (t,x,A) +— Pz, A),
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will be called a homogeneous transition kernel if

P (s,t,z, A) —> Pt,s(m,A)]th + 14(z)1,>, is a transition kernel in the sense
of Definition 3.4. This in particular implies P = Py_.(-,-).

A set of probability measures (P*),cp on the canonical space associated to T" and
E (see Notation 3.1) will be called a homogeneous canonical Markov class
associated to a homogeneous transition kernel P if

{ Vte[0,T] YAeB(E) ,P*(X,c A)=P(zx,A)

) 3.6
VO<t<u<T ,P*(X,€AlF) =" (X, A) P>Tas. (3.6)

Given a homogeneous canonical Markov class (IP*),cpg associated to a homoge-
neous transition kernel P, one can always consider the canonical Markov class
(IPS’I)(S@)G[O,T]XE associated to the transition kernel

P:(s,z,t,A) —> Pt,s(x,A)]th + 14(2)1s>¢. In particular, for any x € E, we
have P%* = P,

For the rest of this section, we are given a canonical Markov class
(P*%*)(s,2)e[0,T]x £ Which transition kernel is measurable in time.
Proposition A.10 in [3] states the following.

Proposition 3.10. For any event F € F, (s,x) — P**(F) is Borel. For any
random variable Z, if the function (s, x) — E5*[Z] is well-defined (with possible
values in [—00,00]), then it is Borel.

Definition 3.11. For any (s,z) € [0,T] x E we will consider the

(s, z)-completion

(9, F= (F; " iepo,r) P5*) of the stochastic basis (Q, F, (F;)iejo,r), P**)

by defining F*%* as the IP**-completion of F , by extending P®? to F*% and
finally by defining ;" as the P*®-closure of JF;, for every ¢ € [0, T].

We remark that, for any (s,z) € [0,T] x E, (0, F** (F;"")iepo,r), P*) is a

stochastic basis fulfilling the usual conditions, see 1.4 in [15] Chapter I
We recall the following simple consequence of Remark 32 in [5] Chapter II.

Proposition 3.12. Let G be a sub-o-field of F, P a probability on (0, F) and G¥
the P-closure of G. Let Z¥ be a real G¥ -measurable random variable. There exists
a G-measurable random variable Z such that Z = Z¥ P-a.s.

From this we can deduce the following.

Proposition 3.13. Let (s,z) € [0,T] x E be fixed, Z be a random variable and
t € [s,T]. Then ES*[Z|F;] = ES*[Z|F "] PS* a.s.

Proof. E**(Z|F;] is Fi-measurable and therefore F; *-measurable. Moreover, let
G** € F'*, by Remark 32 in [5] Chapter II, there exists G € JF; such that
P**(G U G*®) = P**(G\G*?) implying 1 = Lgs.» P>* a.s. So

E** [Lge B [Z|F]] = E>* [1gE>*[Z|F]]
E** [1¢Z]
= E**[lgeZ],

where the second equality occurs because of the definition of IE**[Z|F]. g
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In particular, under the probability P*, (F;):cjo,r)-martingales and
(F7")iejo,r-martingales coincide.

We now show that in our setup, a canonical Markov class verifies the Blumenthal
0-1 law in the following sense.

Proposition 3.14. Let (s,x) € [0,T] X E and F' € Fs 5. Then P>*(F) is equal
to 1 or to 0; In other words, Fs s is P*"-trivial.

Proof. Let F' € Fs ¢ as introduced in Notation 3.1.
Since by Remark 3.3, F, s = F, N F, 1, then F belongs to F, so by conditioning

we get
ES,CE []]-F}

IES’I[]IF]IF]

= ES*[1pES*[1g|F;]]

— Es,x[]lF]Es,Xs []lF]]a
where the latter equality comes from (3.4) because F € Fs . But X = z, P®
a.s., SO

]ES’I[]IF] ]ES,I[]IFES7CD[1F]]
— E[1g],

O

3.2. Examples of canonical Markov classes. We will list here some well-
known examples of canonical Markov classes and some more recent ones.

e Let £ := R? for some d € N*. We are given b € B,(R; x R4 RY),

a € Cp(Ry xRY, 5% (R?)) (where S (IR?) is the space of symmetric strictly

positive definite matrices of size d) and K a Lévy kernel (this means that

for every (t,z) € Ry x RY, K(t,x,-) is a o-finite measure on R¥\{0},

Stupf Jﬁf‘lzl{(zﬁ,x,dy) < oo and for every Borel set A € B(RY\{0}),

(t,x) — [, 1H|‘1‘j‘2 K(t,z,dy) is Borel) such that for any A € B(R\{0}),

(t,x) — [, WK(IS, x, dy) is bounded continuous.
Let a denote the operator defined on some ¢ € C; (R4 x R?) by

00+ 5Tr(@v?) + 0.V0) + [ (o6 +0) — 0= 2T Kndy) 61

In [20] (see Theorem 4.3 and the penultimate sentence of its proof), the
following is shown.

For every (s,r) € R, x R%, there exists a unique probability P*® on the
canonical space (see Definition 3.1) such that ¢(-, X.) — [, a(¢)(r, X,.)dr
is a local martingale for every ¢ € C;’Q(]R+ x R?) and P** (X, = x) = 1.
Moreover (P*%); 2)er, xre defines a canonical Markov class and its tran-
sition kernel is measurable in time.

e The case K = 0 was studied extensively in the celebrated book [21] in
which it is also shown that if b, a are bounded and continuous in the second
variable, then there exists a canonical Markov class with transition kernel
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measurable in time (P**)(, ;) er, xre such that ¢(-, X.) — [ a(¢)(r, X, )dr
is a local martingale for any ¢ € C;*(Ry x RY).

e In [19], a canonical Markov class whose transition kernel is the weak fun-
damental solution of a parabolic PDE in divergence form is exhibited.

e In [13], diffusions on manifolds are studied and shown to define canonical
Markov classes.

e Solutions of PDEs with distributional drift are exhibited in [12] and shown
to define canonical Markov classes.
Some of previous examples were only studied as homogeneous Markov processes
but can easily be shown to fall in the non-homogeneous setup of the present paper
as it was illustrated in [3].

4. Martingale Additive Functionals

We now introduce the notion of non-homogeneous Additive Functional that we
use in the paper. This looks to be a good compromise between the notion of Addi-
tive Functional associated to a stochastic system introduced by E.B. Dynkin (see
for example [9]) and the more popular notion of homogeneous Additive Functional
studied extensively, for instance by C. Dellacherie and P.A. Meyer in [7] Chapter
XV. This section consists in extending some essential results stated in [7] Chapter
XV to our setup.

Our framework is still the canonical space introduced at Notation 3.1. In par-
ticular X is the canonical process.

Definition 4.1. We denote A := {(t,u) € [0,T)?|t < u}. On (2, F), we define
a non-homogeneous Additive Functional (shortened AF) as a random-field
A = (AL)@uwea indexed by A with values in R, verifying the two following
conditions.

(1) For any (t,u) € A, Al is F; ,~measurable;

(2) for any (s,x) € [0,T] x E, there exists a real cadlag F**-adapted process
A7 (taken equal to zero on [0, s] by convention) such that for any x € E
and s <t <wu, A, = AS" — AP" PS% as.

A%? will be called the cadlag version of A under P**.

An AF will be called a non-homogeneous square integrable Martingale
Additive Functional (shortened square integrable MAF) if under any P its
cadlag version is a square integrable martingale. More generally an AF will be said
to verify a certain property (being non-negative, increasing, of bounded variation,
square integrable, having L!-terminal value) if under any P** its cadlag version
verifies it.

Finally, given an increasing AF A and an increasing function V, A will be said
to be absolutely continuous with respect to V if for any (s,z) € [0,T] X E,
dA®** <« dV in the sense of stochastic measures.
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Remark 4.2. Let (P*),cp be a homogeneous canonical Markov class (see Notation
3.9). We recall that in the classical literature (see Definition 3 of [7] for instance),
an adapted right-continuous process A on the canonical space is called an Additive
Functional if forall 0 <t <u<T andzxz € F

Au = At + Auft 9] 915 P* a.s., (41)
where 6; : w — w ((t + ) AT) denotes the shift operator at time ¢.

Let (P*%)(s,z)e[0,1]xE be the canonical Markov class related to (P*),cp in the
sense of Notation 3.9.

If for every 0 < t < u < T, Equation (4.1) holds for all w, then the random
field (t,u) — A, — A¢ is a non-homogeneous Additive Functional in the sense of
Definition 4.1.

Example 4.3. Let ¢ € C([0,T] x E,R), ¢ € By([0,T] x E,R) and V : [0,T] — R
be right-continuous and non-decreasing function. Then the random field A given
by

4¢=¢mw&»—¢w~&>—lmwmx:mw, (4.2)

defines a non-homogeneous Additive Functional. Its cadlag version under P**
may be given by

Vs
A = (V5. X) = os.2) = [ 0 X )av (43)

We now adopt the setup of the first item of Section 3.2. We consider some ¢ €
Cy%([0,T) x R%), then the random field M given by

M! = ¢(u, X)) — o(t, X;) — / a(o)(r, X, )dr, (4.4)
t
defines a square integrable MAF with cadlag version under IP%# given by
Vs
M = 6V 5, X))~ 0ls.) — [ al)(r X (15)

In this section for a given MAF (M) ,)ea we will be able to exhibit two AF,
denoted respectively by ([M]!)t.uyea and ((M)%) ¢ u)ea, which will play respec-
tively the role of a quadratic variation and an angular bracket of it. Moreover we
will show that the Radon-Nikodym derivative of the mentioned angular bracket of
a MAF with respect to our reference function V is a time-dependent function of
the underlying process.

Proposition 4.4. Let (Mﬁ)(t,u)eA be a square integrable MAF, and for any
(s,xz) € [0,T] x E, [M*>*] be the quadratic variation of its cadlag version M**
under P**. Then there exists an AF which we will call ([M]).uyea and which,
for any (s,z) € [0,T] X E, has [M*>7] as cadlag version under P5*.

Proof. We adapt Theorem 16 Chapter XV in [7] to a non homogeneous set-up but
the reader must keep in mind that our definition of Additive Functional is different
from the one related to the homogeneous case.
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For the whole proof ¢ < u will be fixed. We consider a sequence of subdivi-

sions of [t,u]: ¢t =t} < t5 < .-+ < tf = u such that min (¢# , — t¥) — 0.
i<k k—o0

Let (s,z) € [0,t] x E with corresponding probability IP**. For any k, we have

.
Z (Mtk

2
) = Y (M3" —M;*)? P>* as., so by definition of quadratic variation

i<k i+l i<k i1
we know that
S (M LR el (e 4
i [M*%], — [M*];. (4.6)
<k i1 k—oco

In the sequel we will construct an F; ,-measurable random variable [M]!, such that
K 2 s
for any (s,z) € [0,t] x E, Y., (Mtt,z ) kL [M]¢,. In that case [M]!, will then
= it1 —00
be P*7 a.s. equal to [M**], — [M*7];.

k 2
Let z € E. Since M is a MAF, for any k, > (M:k ) is JFi u-measurable and

i<k i+
therefore F’;-measurable. Since 7’ is complete, the limit in probability of this
sequence, [M5®], — [M*®],, is still F;j-measurable. By Proposition 3.12, there
is an F; ,-measurable variable which depends on (¢, z), that we call a;(x,w) such
that

ar(z,w) = [M"*], — [MP"], PH* as. (4.7

We will show below that there is a jointly measurable version of (z,w) — a:(z,w).

For every integer n > 0, we set a?(2x7w) = n A ai(z,w) which is in particular
k
limit in probability of n A Y (M:,z ) under PH%.
i<k i+l
For any integers k,n and any 2 € E, we define the finite positive measures Q* ",
Q™ and Q* on (2, Fy ) by
N
W) @nr(r) = e (nn £ (01f))]
i<k 1

(2) QU(F) :=E""[1p (af (z,w))];

(3) Q*(F) :=E"*[1F (ar(w,w))]-
When k and n are fixed, for any fixed F', by Proposition 3.10,

END
x — EH {F (n/\ > (Mtt,? ) )] , is Borel.
i<k i+1

k

Then n A 3 (Mf,;‘
i<k i+
by the constant n, so the convergence takes place in L, therefore x — Q™% (F)
is also Borel as the pointwise limit in k of the functions # — QF™%(F). Sim-

. n a.s. . .
ilarly, a?(z,w) — a;(x,w) and is non-decreasing, so by monotone convergence
n—oo

t,x
) k]P—> ay(z,w), and this sequence is uniformly bounded
—00

theorem, being a pointwise limit in n of the functions x — Q™ (F), the function
x — Q*(F) is Borel. We recall that F is separable. The just two mentioned
properties and the fact that, for any x, we also have (by item 3. above) Q% < P*,
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allows to show (see Theorem 58 Chapter V in [6]) the existence of a jointly mea-
surable (for B(E)® F; ) version of (z,w) + a;(z,w), that we recall to be densities
of Q* with respect to P%»®. That version will still be denoted by the same symbol.

We can now set [M]!,(w) = a;(X;(w),w), which is a correctly defined
Fi y-measurable random variable. For any x, since P**(X; = z) = 1, we have the

equalities

M), = ay(z,-) = [M""], — [M""], P""a.s. (4.8)
We will moreover prove that
[M],, = [M*®], — [M*>®], P*? as., (4.9)

holds for every (s,z) € [0,t] x E, and not just in the case s = ¢ that we have just
established in (4.8).

Let us fix s < t and x € E. We show that under any P*%, [M]!, is the limit in prob-
k 2 k 2
ability of > (Mt,g' ) . Indeed, let € > 0: the event { > (Mttk ) — [M]E] > 6}

i<k b i<k il

belongs to Fy r so by conditioning and using the Markov property (3.4) we have

N
113871’( > (M) -l > e>
i<k Nt
2
= B P (| (M) ) - (ML > |7
i<k b
o\ 2
= B (PN (| 8 (M) - M) > e |
i<k bt
N
For any fixed y, by (4.6) and (4.8), P%¥ ( > (Mtt: ) — [M]t] > €] tends to
i<k N

zero when k goes to infinity, for every realization w, it yields that
o \?
PtXe < > (Mt’.z ) —[M]L
i<k i+l
this sequence is dominated by the constant 1, that convergence still holds under

the expectation with respect to the probability the probability IP**  thanks to the
dominated convergence theorem.

> e) tends to zero when k goes to infinity. Since

So we have built an JF; ,-measurable variable [M]!, such that under any P** with
s <t, [M*%], — [M*%]; = [M]!, a.s. and this concludes the proof. O

u

We will now extend the result about quadratic variation to the angular bracket
of MAFs. The next result can be seen as an extension of Theorem 15 Chapter XV
in [7] to a non-homogeneous context.

Proposition 4.5. Let (BZ)(t’u)eA be an increasing AF with L'-terminal value,
for any (s,z) € [0,T] x E, let BS® be its cadlag version under P*® and let A>* be
the predictable dual projection of B** in (Q, F** (F;" )icjo,r), P**). Then there
exists an increasing AF with L' terminal value (AL)twyen such that under any
P** the cadlag version of A is AS*.
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Proof. The first half of the demonstration will consist in showing that
V(s,x) € [0,t] x E, (A3 — AP") is F; ) —measurable. (4.10)

We start by recalling a property of the predictable dual projection which we will
have to extend slightly.

Let us fix (s, z) and the corresponding stochastic basis (Q, F*%, (F;™).cqo,71, P**).
For any F € F*%, let N*®I be the cadlag version of the martingale, r —
E**[1p|F,]. Then for any 0 < ¢t < u < T, the predictable projection of the process
= Dply g (r) is r e Nf’_I’F]l[t’u[(r), see the proof of Theorem 43 Chapter VI in
[6]. Therefore by definition of the dual predictable projection (see Definition 73
Chapter VI in [6]) we have

E> [1p(AD" — APT)] = E>® [/ Nf’_m’FdBf:’x] , (4.11)
t
for any F' € F57.

We will now prove some technical lemmas which in a sense extend this prop-
erty, and will permit us to operate with a good common version of the random
variable [ Nf’fc’FdBf’“c not depending on (s, ).

For the rest of the proof, 0 <t < u < T will be fixed.

Notation 4.6. Let F € F,r. We denote for any r € [t,T],w € Q, NF'(w) =
PHXe @) (F).

It is clear that N previously introduced is an (ft,r)Te[t’T]-adapted process
which does not depend on (s, z), which takes values in [0, 1] for all r,w and by
Proposition 3.8, for any (s,z) € [0,t] x E, N*%F is, on [t,T], a P**-version of
NF.

Lemma 4.7. Let F' € F;r. There exists an F;,-measurable random variable
which we will denote [, N dB, such that for any (s,z) € [0,t] x E,

[ NFdB, = [" N>*"dBs® P** a.s.

Remark 4.8. By definition, the process N¥' introduced in Notation 4.6 and the
I.v. ftu NTF_ dB, will not depend on any (s, x).

Proof. In some sense we wish to integrate r — N TF, against B for fixed w. How-
ever first we do not know a priori if the paths 7 — NI and r + B are measurable,
second 7 — NI may not have a left limit and B' may be not of bounded vari-
ation. So it is not clear if ftu N TF_ dB! makes sense for any w. Moreover under
a certain P**, N¥%% and B>" — B,"® are only versions of Nt and B? and not
indistinguishable to them. Even if we could compute the aforementioned integral,
it would not be clear if [ N dB! = [" N>"TdB3® P** as.

We start by some considerations about B, setting Wy, := {w: sup B! < oo}
reft,u]N@Q
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which is F; ,-measurable, and for r € [t, u]

sup Bf(w) if w € Wy,
Biw) = { 'S
0 otherwise.

B! is an increasing, finite (for all w) process. In general, it is neither a measurable
nor an adapted process; however for any r € [t,u], Bﬁ is still F;,-measurable.
Since it is increasing, it has right and left limits at each point for every w, so we
can define the process B' indexed on [t,u] below:

B! = Igﬁ Bi,r € [t,ul, (4.12)
veEQR
when v €]t,T[ and Bl := B if u = T. Therefore B' is an increasing, cadlag
process. It is constituted by F; ,-measurable random variables, and by Theorem
15 Chapter IV of [5], B! is a also a measurable process (indexed by [t, u]).

We can show that B* is P*-indistinguishable from B®* — B"* for any

(s,x) €[0,t] x E. Indeed, let (s,z) be fixed. Since B** — B;** is a version of B?
and @ being countable, there exists a P*%-null set A such that for all w € N¢
and r € QN [t,u], BS*(w) — By (w) = Bl(w). Therefore for any w € N°¢ and
r € [t,ul,

Bl(w) = lim sup B! (w)=lim sup B**(w), — B¥*(w),
vir t<w<v vir t<w<v
veEQ weR veER weR

— Bs,x(w)r . Bs,r(w)t’
where the latter equality comes from the fact that B>*(w) is cadlag and increas-
ing. So we have constructed an increasing finite cadlag (for all w) process and so
the path 7 — B?(w) is a Lebesgue integrator on [¢,u] for each w.

We fix now F' € F; 1 and we discuss some issues related to N . Since it is positive,
we can start defining the process IV, for index values r € [t, T[by NI := liminf NI,
vew

and setting N := NE. This process is (by similar arguments as for B! defined in
(4.12)), P**-indistinguishable to N*%¥" for all (s, z) € [0,¢]x E. For any r € [t, T},
NI (see Notation 4.6) is JF; ,-measurable, so N will also be F; ,-measurable for
any r € [t,T] by right-continuity of F; . (see Notation 3.1) . However, N¥' is not
necessarily cadlag for every w, and also not necessarily a measurable process.

We subsequently define

W/, == {w € Qlthere is a cadlag function f such that N¥'(w) = f on [t,u] N Q}.
By Theorem 18 b) in Chapter IV of [5], W}, is F; ,-measurable so we can define
on [t,u] NF := NFlyw,; . N¥ is no longer (F;)¢cjo,r)-adapted, however, it is now
cadlag for all w and therefore a measurable process by Theorem 15 Chapter IV of

[5]. The r.v. ]\~/'TF are still F; ,-measurable , and NF is still P**-indistinguishable
to N*%F on [t,u] for any (s,x) € [0,t] x E.
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Finally we can define [" NZdB, = [ NP dB! which is P5% as. equal to
I N:Lw’FdBﬁ’”” for any (s,z) € [0,t] x E.

Moreover, since N¥ and B are both measurable with respect to
B([t,u]) @ Fi . , then ftu Nf, dB, is F;,-measurable. ]

The lemma below is a conditional version of the property (4.11).

Lemma 4.9. For any (s,x) € [0,t] x E and F € F}. we have P>*-a.s.

7.

Proof. Let s,z, F' be fixed. By definition of conditional expectation, we need to
show that for any G € F;, we have
t:|:| a.s.

For r € [t,u] we have E**[lpng|Fr] = L1cE>*[1r|F,] a.s. therefore the cadlag
versions of those processes are indistinguishable on [¢, u] and the random variables
ftu NEFGB, and 14 ftu NE dB, as defined in Lemma 4.7 are a.s. equal. So by

T
the non conditional property of dual predictable projection (4.11) we have

E** [Lelp(AS™ — APT)] Es* [[* NS dB,]
= [E** |1g f NF dB]
= E*® [IlglE” [ft NEdB.|F]],
which concludes the proof. [

E** [Lp(AY* — A])|F) = ES* U N dB,
t

E** [Lo1p(AS® — AJ")] = E** {Mﬂaw { / NE.dB,
t

Lemma 4.10. For any (s,z) € [0,t] X E and F € Fy 1 we have P**-a.s
E [Lp(Ay" — APY)|F] = BY" [Lp(A" — A77)1X].

7.

By Lemma 4.7, ftu Nf, dB, is F;r measurable so the Markov property (3.4) im-

plies
u
[/ NEdB,.|F } =[E>*" [/ NEdB, t},

therefore ES* [1p(AS® — A7) F] is a.s. equal to a o(X;)-measurable r.v and so
is a.s. equal to E5* []lF(AfL”” AP X . O

Proof. By Lemma 4.9 we have

B 4y - A7) =50 | [ NEas,
t

We are now able to prove (4.10) which is the first important issue of the proof
of Proposition 4.5, which states that By definition, a predictable dual projection
is adapted so we already know that (A$* — A7) is F5“-measurable, therefore by
Remark 3.3, it is enough to show that it is also F,.-measurable.

So we are going to show that 7

AST _ ADT Z ST [AST — AST|F, p] PH as. (4.13)
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For this we will show that

E>* [Lp(Ay” — APY)] = B> [LpE>" [AV" — AP Fur]] (4.14)
for any F' € F. We will prove (4.14) for F' € F event of the form F' = F, N F;
with F; € F; and Fyr e For.
By item 4. of Remark 3.3, such events form a m-system II which generates F.
Consequently, by the monotone class theorem, (4.14) will remain true for any
F € F and even in F** since P**-null set will not impact the equality. This will
imply (4.13) so that A;* — AP” is F;r-measurable.
At this point, as we have anticipated, we prove (4.14) for a fixed
F =F,NF,recll. By Lemma 4.10 we have

E>* [1p(A7" - APY)] = E*7 [1pE>" [Ip, (A7 — A7")|F]]

= [E** []IFtES’I []lpt,T (A" — A‘z’x)|XtH

= B [IpE™ [E™ [, , (A7 — A7) Fer] 1X:]]
where the latter equality holds since o(X;) C Fi 1.

Now since [E** []lpt’T (AS™ — A" |]-'t,T] is J; 7-measurable, the Markov property
(3.4) allows us to substitute the conditional o-field o(X;) with F; and obtain

BS® [Lp(A57 — A57)] = E5® [LRES® [E5 [Lp , (457 — A7)\ For] 15]]
= B> [1pE" [Ip, (A7 — A7°) | Fer]]
= E»* []lFt]lFt,TlEs’x [(Af;m - Af’x”]:t,TH
B B> (A" — A7) Fer]]-
This concludes the proof of (4.14), therefore (4.13) holds so that A% — A" is
Fi -measurable and so (4.10) is established. This concludes the first part of the
proof of Proposition 4.5.
We pass to the second part of the proof of Proposition 4.5 where we will show

that for given 0 < ¢ < u there is an F; ,-measurable r.v. A! such that for every
(s,7) € [0,t] x E, (A5* — A7) = Al P57 as.

Similarly to what we did with the quadratic variation in Proposition 4.4, we start
by noticing that for any = € E, since (A5* — A™) is }“ttff -measurable, there exists
by Proposition 3.12 an F; ,-measurable r.v. a(z,w) such that

a(z,w) = AL — AT PY as. (4.15)

As in the proof of Proposition 4.4, we will show the existence of a jointly measur-
able version of (z,w) — a(z,w).
For every x € I we define on F; ,, the positive measure

Q" : F — B [1p(AL" — Ap")] = E*® [Lpa(z,w))]. (4.16)
By Lemma 4.7, and (4.11), for every F' € F;, we have
Q*(F) = EH® [/ NdeT} , (4.17)
¢

and we recall that ftu NTF_ dB, does not depend on z. So by Proposition 3.10
x — Q%(F) is Borel for any F. Moreover, for any z, Q® < P%*. Again by



16 ADRIEN BARRASSO AND FRANCESCO RUSSO

Theorem 58 Chapter V in [6], there exists a version (x,w) — a(x,w) measurable
for B(E) ® Fi,,, of the related Radon-Nikodym densities.

We can now set A (w) := a(X;(w),w) which is then an F; ,-measurable r.v. Since
P4*(X; = z) =1 and (4.15) hold, we have
Al = a(Xy,) = a(z,-) = AL" — ADT PYT as. (4.18)

We now fix s <t and x € E and we want to show that we still have
Al = A$® — AP" P5* ass. So, as above, we consider F' € F;,, and, thanks to
(4.11) we compute

I
5 8
B

B [Lp(Ay - A7) = E** %{t NI dB,]

18
B
2
&
oy
=5

= Er (B[ NE dB,)]
Es< ]Et,Xt []IFAZ]]
E* [B5* [1pAL |7

= ES*[1pAL].
Indeed, concerning the fourth equality we recall that, by (4.16), (4.17) and (4.18),
we have B4 [[“ NF. dB,] = E** [1pAl] for all z, so this equality becomes an
equality whatever random variable we plug into x. The third and fifth equal-
ities come from the Markov property (3.4) since [, N”dB, and Al are F -
measurable.
Then, adding IP**-null sets does not change the validity of (4.19), so we have for
any F € F; )/ that BS* [1p(A5* — A)")] = BE* [1pAL].
Finally, since we had shown in the first half of the proof that A$* — AP™* is
]—'i “_measurable, and since A! also has, by construction, the same measurability
property, we can conclude that A5 — A" = Al P5® as.

(4.19)

Since this holds for every ¢ < u and (s,z) € [0,t] x E, (A})¢uyea is the de-
sired AF, which ends the proof of Proposition 4.5. O

Corollary 4.11. Let M, M’ be two square integrable MAF's, let M (respectively
M%) be the cadlag version of M (respectively M') under P**. Then there exists
a bounded variation AF with L' terminal condition denoted (M, M') such that
under any P**_ the cadlag version of (M, M') is (M=% M'$*). If M = M’ the
AF (M, M’ will be denoted (M) and is increasing.

Proof. If M = M’, the corollary comes from the combination of Propositions 4.4
and 4.5, and the fact that the angular bracket of a square integrable martingale is
the dual predictable projection of its quadratic variation.

Otherwise, it is clear that M + M’ and M — M’ are square integrable MAF's, so
we can consider the increasing MAFs (M — M') and (M + M'). We introduce the
AF

(M, ALYy = (M + M) — (M — M),

which by polarization has cadlag version (M** M'$*) under P**. (M, M') is
therefore a bounded variation AF with L' terminal condition. O
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We are now going to study the Radon-Nikodym derivative of an increasing
continuous AF with respect to some measure. The next result can be seen as an
extension of Theorem 13 Chapter XV in [7] in a non-homogeneous setup.

Proposition 4.12. Let A be a positive, non-decreasing AF absolutely continuous
with respect to some continuous non-decreasing function V', and for every (s,x) €
[0,T[XE let A" be the cadlag version of A under P*®. There exists a Borel
function h € B([0,T] x E,R) such that for every (s,x) € [0,T] x E, A%>* =
fs'vs h(r, X,.)dV,., in the sense of indistinguishability.

Proof. We set

Cl=A+ (Vi — Vi) + (u—1), (4.20)

which is an AF with cadlag versions
CP* = AP" +Vp + 4, (4.21)
and we start by showing the statement for A and C' instead of A and V. We intro-

s,x
u

duce the intermediary function C' so that for any u > ¢ that gfct: € [0,1]; that
u t

property will be used extensively in connections with the application of dominated
convergence theorem.

Since A®® is non-decreasing for any (s,z) € [0,7] x E, A can be taken posi-
tive (in the sense that Af(w) > 0 for any (t,u) € A and w € Q) by considering
AT (defined by (AT)! (w) := Af(w)™) instead of A.

For t € [0, T we set

At
K; := liminf T

STV S VAN 7

N
At

= lim_inf T (4.22)
n—>oopZnA§+l + » + (Vt+i -W)
t
At—&-%

= lim lim min S T .
neomzoonspsmAL 4+ + (Virr — W)

By positivity, this liminf always exists and belongs to [0,1] since the sequence
belongs to [0, 1]. For every (s,x) € [0,T] x E, since for all t > s and n > 0,
PLRSPTE
A;% = Aff% — AP" P57 a.s., then K% defined by K;* := liminf % is
a IP**-version of K, for ¢t € [s,T7. '
By Lebesgue Differentiation theorem (see Theorem 12 Chapter XV in [7] for a
version of the theorem with a general atomless measure), for any (s,x), for IP#*-
almost all w, since dC*%(w) is absolutely continuous with respect to dA%*(w),
K*%(w) is a density of dA%®(w) with respect to dC*7(w).

We now show that there exists a Borel function k in B([0,T[xE,R) such that
under any P** k(t, X;) is on [s,T] a version of K (and therefore of K*%).



18 ADRIEN BARRASSO AND FRANCESCO RUSSO

For every t € [0,T[, K; is measurable with respect to () F,,, 1 = F¢ by con-
n>0 "

struction, taking into account Notation 3.1. So for any_ (t,z) € [0,T] x E, by
Proposition 3.14, there exists a constant which we denote k(¢,x) such that

K, =k(t,z), P' as. (4.23)
For any integers (n,m), we define k™™ by

At

1
(t,z) = E | min — T T ,
nSpSmAH_% +5+ (V;Jr% -V
and k™ by
At
t+1
t,z) — E® |inf L , 4.24
(t,2) Al sty (Viey = V) 20
We start showing that k™™ defined by
At
sAL,x s +p
() = n‘%%%mA;g;ﬂm;V»] BENCED

[OaT] X E % [OaT[ — [Oa l]a
is jointly Borel.
Aty
. : .
nlglglmALJF%HVH% -Vi) 15
a Borel function, so by composing with (s,z) — (s At,x), then
(s,z) — k™™(s,x,t) is Borel. Moreover, if we fix (s,z) € [0, T[x E we show below
that ¢ — k™™ (s, z,t) is continuous, which by Lemma 4.51 in [1] implies the joint
measurability of k™.

If we fix ¢, then by Proposition 3.10 (s, z) — E*®

To show that mentioned continuity property, we first remark that k™™ (s, z, )
is constant on [0, s]; moreover A*® is continuous P*?* a.s. V is continuous, and
the minimum of a finite number of continuous functions remains gontgl}llg)us. Let

. . . tq+1 Tta
t, — tbeaconverging sequence in [s,T|. Then min - T
a q—00 [ ’ [ ngpgmA:qil_A:;""E""(thJr%_th)
Ay A ”
P

tends a.s. to min —== ==
n<psm A AT H(Vi 1=V
P

when ¢ tends to infinity. Since for any
tq
tq+

tq 1 _
Atq+%+p+(th+% Vig)

tends a.s. to

s <t <w, AL = AS" — AP" P57 as., then

At
g

A I+ (V1 V)
t+1 7P (t+5 t)

All those terms being smaller than one, by dominated con-

vergence theorem, the mentioned convergence also holds under the expectation,
hence the announced continuity related to k™" is established.

Since k™™ (t,y) = l;:”’m(t,t, y), by composition we can deduce that for any n,m,
k™™ is Borel. By the dominated convergence theorem, k™™ tends pointwise to



A NOTE ON TIME-DEPENDENT ADDITIVE FUNCTIONALS 19

k™ (which was defined in (4.24), when m goes to infinity so k™ are also Borel for
every n. Finally, keeping in mind (4.22) nd (4.23) we have P%* a.s.

Al
k(t,x) = K; = lim inf p )
nooopzndl sty + (Vipy = V)

Taking the expectation and again by the dominated convergence theorem, k™ (de-
fined in (4.24)) tends pointwise to k when n goes to infinity so k is Borel.

We now show that, for any (s,z) € [0,T] x E, k(-,X.) is a P*%-version of K
on [s,T7.

Since P**(X; = x) = 1, we know that for any t € [0,7], = € E, we have
K; = k(t,x) = k(t,X:) P"®-a.s., and we prove below that for any ¢ € [0,7],
(s,x2) € [0,t] x E, we have K; = k(t, X;) P**-a.s.

At
. . H’; .
Let ¢ € [0,T] be fixed. Since A is an AF, for any n, A:+%+%+(Vt+%—Vt) is Fppp1-
measurable.
.. A:Jrl
So the event {hnni}gf Ai+i+%+({}t+%7‘/") = k(t,Xt)} belongs to ;1 and

by Markov property (3.4), for any (s,z) € [0,t] x E, we get

IPS7w(Kt = k(t,Xt)) = ES’$[IPS7w (Kt = k(t, Xt)|ft)}
= B[P (K, = k(1 X))
= 1
For any (s, ), the process k(-, X.) is therefore on [s,T[ a P**-modification of
K and therefore of K**. However it is not yet clear if provides another density of
dA®® with respect to dC**, which was defined at (4.21).
Considering that (¢,u,w) — V,, — V; also defines a positive non-decreasing AF

absolutely continuous with respect to C, defined in (4.20), we proceed similarly as
at the beginning of the proof, replacing the AF A with V.

Let the process K’ be defined by

I e Vier — Vi
K} = liminf — T ,
n—00 At—&-% +E+(Vt+% _V;S)
and for any(s, x), let K'>% be defined on [s, T[ by
Vier = Vi

K" = liminf —— T .
n— o0 At-‘r%_At +E+(‘/—t+%_%)

Then, for any (s,z), K'®% on [s,T[ is a IP*®-version of K’, and it constitutes a
density of dV (w) with respect to dC**(w) on [s, T, for almost all w. One shows
then the existence of a Borel function &’ such that for any (s,z), k'(-, X.) is a
P5*-version of K’ and a modification of K'* on [s, T'[.

So for any (s,z), under P*?, we can write
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S

Ve — Ve = [ KsmdCe®
Now since dA*® <« dV, for a fixed w, the set {r € [s, T]|K**(w) = 0} is negligible
with respect to dV so also for dA%®(w) and therefore we can write

Ase = [V RsTdCsT

S
Vs K5*T
= o w L g KGO
Vs
+ va ]%K;s,zzo}dAi,z
o7 m L0y Ve,

{ Ase = [V REedCsT

where we use the convention that for any two functions ¢, ¢ then %ﬂwgo is defined

by by
¢ _ | 23 itu@) £0
p Lo (@) = { g(ifz/)(x) —0.

We set now h := 1514 20} which is Borel, and clearly for any (s, z), h(t, X) is a

P *-version of H*" := %H{Km,m#o} on [s,T[. So by Lemma 5.12 in [2],
H}" = Nh(t, X;) dV ® dP** a.e. and finally we have shown that under any %%,
A5 = fs'vs h(r, X,)dV, on [0,T[. Without change of notations we extend h to
[0,T] x E by zero for t = T. Since A®? is continuous P**-a.s. previous equality
extends to T'.

O

Proposition 4.13. Let (Al)q wea be an AF with bounded variation and taking
L' wvalues. Then there exists an increasing AF which we denote (Pos(A)!) ¢ .wea
(resp. (Neg(A):)tuyea ) and which, for any (s,xz) € [0,T] x E, has Pos(A>")
(resp. Neg(A®®)) as cadlag version under P5*.

Proof. By definition of the total variation of a bounded variation function, the
following holds. For every (s,z) € [0,T] X E, s <t < u < T for P>* almost all
w € Q, and any sequence of subdivisions of [t,u]: t =t} <tk < ... < ¥ =« such
that min (¥, , — t%) — 0 we have

i<k k—o0

DA (w) = A5 (W) — Var(A™)y(w) — Var(A")(w), (4.26)
<h i1 i k—o00
taking into account the considerations of the end of Section 2. By Proposition
3.3 in [15] Chapter I, we have Pos(A**) = £(Var(A®®) + A*") and Neg(A**) =
1(Var(A*®) — A*®). Moreover, for any z € R we know that 2™ = 1(|z| 4+ z) and

2~ = 3(|z| — z), so we also have

> (A:ﬁl(w) — A:;”((,u))Jr v Pos(A*%), (w) — Pos(A%%)(w)

i<k
(A () = A @) o Neg(d®)uw) - Neglap(w), 420

for P%® almost all w. Since the convergence a.s. implies the convergence in
probability, for every (s,z) € [0,T| X E, s < t < u and any sequence of subdivisions
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f .t — ¢k k k _ h th 3 k 1k 0 h
of [t,u]l: t =17 <t5 < --- <ty =u such that min (ti1 ti)k—> , we have
i< c— 00

+ pew
> (AtZ ) B Pos(A), — Pos(A),

i1 k—o0

i<k b o (4.28)
> (4 ) B3 Neg(as®), - Neg(A=),.
i<k it+1 k— o0

The proof can now be performed according to the same arguments as in the proof
of Proposition 4.4, replacing M with A, the quadratic increments with the positive
(resp. negative) increments, and the quadratic variation with the positive (resp.
negative) variation of an adapted process. ([l

We recall a definition and a result from [2]. We assume for now that we are
given a fixed stochastic basis fulfilling the usual conditions, and a non-decreasing
function V.

Notation 4.14. We denote H*V = {M € HE|d(M) < dV} and H>*V = {M €
HE|d(M) L dV}.

Proposition 3.6 in [2] states the following.

Proposition 4.15. H?V and H**V are orthogonal sub-Hilbert spaces of H3 and
HE = HZV ot HELV. Moreover, any element of HEY s strongly orthogonal to

loc
2,1
any element of H;,. v

For any M € H2, we denote by M its projection on H%V.

We can now finally establish the main result of the present note.

Proposition 4.16. Let V' be a continuous non-decreasing function. Let M, N be
two square integrable MAFs, and assume that the AF (N) is absolutely continuous
with respect to V.. There exists a function v € B([0,T] x E,R) such that for any
(s,x), (M>* N> = [ u(r, X,)dV,.

Proof. By Corollary 4.11, there exists a bounded variation AF with L' values
denoted (M, N) such that under any IP%*, the cadlag version of (M, N) is
<MS’I, NS’I>.
By Proposition 4.13, there exists an increasing AF with L' values denoted
Pos({M,N)) (resp. Neg({M,N))) such that under any IP**  the cadlag version
of Pos({(M,NY))
(resp. Neg({M,N))) is Pos((M?**, N**}) (resp. Neg({M?**, N>*})).
We fix some (s,z) and the associated probability P**. Since (V) is absolutely
continuous with respect to V', comparing Definition 4.1 and Notation 4.14 we have
N** ¢ H?V. Therefore by Proposition 4.15 we have
<MS’$,NS’$> — <(Ms,w)V’Ns,w>

— %«Ms?m)v + Ns7ac> _ %«Ms,m)v _ N5’1>.
Since both processes 1 ((M*®)V + N*7), L((M**)V — N*%) are increasing and
starting at zero, we have Pos((M**, N*)) = 1((M**)V+N**) and Neg((M** , N**)) =]
1((M**)V —N*). Now since (M**)V +N*% and (M**)V — N** belong to H*V,

(4.29)
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we have shown that dPos({M®**, N**}) < dV and dNeg({M** N*%)) < dV in
the sense of stochastic measures.

Since this holds for all (s,z) Proposition 4.12, insures the existence of two func-
tions vy,v_ in B([0,7] x E,R) such that for any (s,z), Pos({M®% N5%)) =
[ vi(r, X, )dV, and Neg((M**, N>*)) = [ v_(r, X,)dV;.

S
The conclusion now follows setting v = v4 —v_. O
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