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Abstract

We treat an extension of Jacod’s theorem for initial enlargement of filtrations with respect
to random times. In Jacod’s theorem the main condition requires the absolute continuity of the
conditional distribution of the random time with respect to a non-random measure. Examples
appearing in the theory on insider trading require extensions of this theorem where the reference
measure can be random. In this article we consider such an extension which leads to an extra
term in the semimartingale decomposition in the enlarged filtration. Furthermore we consider
a slightly modified enlargement which allows for the semimartingale to have finite moments of
the bounded variation part of the semimartingale decomposition depending on the modification
considered. Various examples for Lévy processes are treated.

1 Introduction

In a recent article, Corcuera et. al. [5] have introduced a framework to study the behavior of an
insider for markets driven by a Wiener process where the additional utility obtained is finite and
furthermore the market does not allow for arbitrage. To explain this in detail, suppose that we have
a stock market with one asset. Suppose that we have two agents, one which has the information
contained in the price itself up to the current time. The other agent is an insider. That is, it
possesses information regarding future movements of the stock price (such as the value at some
time, the maximum value up to some time, the time at which the maximum will be taken, etc.).
The goal is then to characterize the dynamics of the underlying for the insider and to quantify its
advantage.

Mathematical models that deal with this situation in a stochastic analysis framework have been
considered by Karatzas-Pikovski [16], Imkeller[12], [1], [13], Pontier [9], Grorud [8], Baudoin [2]
between others. In all these models, if the information (or sometimes called signal in filtering
theory) is a clear signal then the extra utility of the insider up to the revelation time of the signal is
infinite. This result is on one side, mathematically evident: That is, the extra utility of the insider is
infinite due to the degenerative behavior of the semimartingale decomposition of the Wiener process
in the enlarged filtration. On the other hand, this issue restricted the practical interest of these
results to the detection of unlawful insiders. The direction taken in Corcuera et. al. is to try to
introduce insiders in the market so as to avoid this degenerative behavior but still letting the insider
have information about the future. In particular, a model where insiders have dynamical information
about an event in future time is provided. In this model the utility of insiders is finite and there is
no arbitrage.

To be more specific, suppose that the information of the insider is composed by the signal plus
some independent noise that disappears as the revelation time approaches. Then the filtration
is being enlarged continuously as time evolves. Then the authors prove that the semimartingale
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decomposition of the driving Wiener process is a projection of the semimartingale decomposition in
Jacod’s theorem. Finally they apply it to the study of the logarithmic utility of the insider. It is
proven that if the rate at which the independent noise disappears is slow enough then the market
does not allow arbitrage and logarithmic utility of the insider is finite. This is related to the fact
that the Wiener process becomes a square integrable semimartingale in the enlarged filtration.

There is obviously another practical reason to study this type of models. Insiders usually only
have an idea of what the future information is. Therefore this modelling is closer to reality than as-
suming that the insider knows with probability one the value of a certain random variable. Therefore
one needs to study “progressive” enlargement of filtration problems.

We are interested in extending the previous application to random times for jump processes. The
problem can then be divided into two parts:

First, is it possible to do the enlargement of filtration for random times with an additional
perturbing noise? The response to this question is that even in the simple case of random times
without any perturbation, Jacod’s theorem is not applicable. For example, for a simple Poisson
process let T;, denote the time of the n-th jump we have that

un—l—Nte—u

P(T, 20/ F) = Uo STy <)+ T > ) [ =S

Therefore the conditional law of the random variable T;, is not absolutely continous with respect to
a fixed measure but to a random one. This case can not be handled by Jacod’s Theorem as stated.
In the financial application this corresponds to the insider that knows the time of the n-th jump of
an stock price of size bigger than a certain number (see example 21). We propose in Section 4 a
reformulation of Jacod’s theorem to deal with random times in the framework of jump processes.

In the case that a perturbation of the random time is considered then the question is if an ap-
propiate deformation of the information can give a semimartingale in the enlarged filtration where
some moments (particularly the second) of the bounded variation part of the semimartingale de-
composition are finite.

The second part deals with the implications of these semimartingale decompositions on markets
with insiders driven by Lévy processes. This will be discussed in another article.

In this article we propose an extension of Jacod’s theorem in order to apply it in situations where
the additional random variable is a random time. Furthermore we extend our results to consider
the “progressive” enlargement of filtration mentioned before. Although the definition of progressive
enlagement that can be found in the literature does not formally include the situation described
here, we preferred to keep using this terminology for the situation described here.

We present our result in two steps. First, in Section 2, we reconsider a new viewpoint of Jacod’s
theorem which is a slight improvement as it considers a reference measure which is not necessarily
deterministic (see the remark after definition 2). This becomes important later when considering
the same result for random times. Our formulation is related to the integration by parts formula
of Malliavin Calculus. This is also explicitely stated in Theorem 6 and an example is given. Then
we also consider the “progressive” enlargement of filtration which is of use in applications of insider
modelling. The important issue being the rate of degeneration of the additional drift in the semi-
martingale decomposition in the enlarged filtration. The point of view taken in this Section, first
appeared for the Wiener case in a preliminary version of [5].

Then in Section 3 we use the point of view started in Section 2 to consider an extension of Jacod’s
Theorem for random times. We then applied to various examples of interest in insider modelling.

2 Expansion of filtration with respect to semimartingales

Let Z = {Z;,0 <t < T} be a d dimensional semimartingale defined on a complete probability

space (Q, F, P). Here, (Ft)cpo.1) = (‘FtZ)te[o,T] is the filtration generated by the process Z. We will



assume through the article unless stated otherwise that Z satisfies

sup E|Z| < . (1)
t€[0,T]

Assume that the additional information until time ¢ is given by a family of d dimensional random
variables {Is , s < t} which we sometimes call the signal. Suppose that these random variables have
the following structure:

I, = G(X,Y,),

where X is an fTZ -measurable random variable on Rd, the process Y = {Y;,0 < t < T'} is a stochastic
process on R? adapted to a filtration H D F, such that for any integrable random variable 1) € .7:%/
and any s <T

E(W|F? Vo(X)) = E(y]X). (2)
G :R? — R is a given measurable function. We define G; as the smallest filtration, satisfying the
usual conditions that contains the filtration FZ V o (I, s < t) (see [22, Section I1.67]). Condition (2)
states the X —conditional independence of Y and Z. This is obviously satisfied if the noise process

Y is independent of Z. But this noise process can still depend on X with (2) still satisfied. We
assume that this condition is satisfied throughout the article.

Example 1 Consider Y; = Z'(X —t) where Z' is a semimartingale independent of Z defined for the
“time interval” (—oo,00). This example satisfies (2). In this case note that' Y is not independent of
Z. For more references on this example, see Proposition 24. Another example isY; = f(X)Z'(T—t).
In practice this example may represent the case where the level of noise in the information X is
determined by the value of the information itself.

For each t € [0,T], we denote by P;(w, dz) a regular version of the conditional law of a random
variable X given the o-field F;, abbreviating it by P;(dx) if its nature as a measure is emphasized.
We can choose this version in such a way that the following conditions are satisfied:

1. For every Borel set B on R% {P,(B),t € [0,T]} is an (Ft)ejo,r-Progressively measurable
process.

2. For every (t,w) € [0,T] x Q, Pi(w,dz) is a probability measure on R?.

3. For any bounded and (F}):c[o,r1-adapted process h : @ x [0,7] — R and for any bounded and
measurable function f: R* — R, we have

T T
E (f(X) /O htdt> _E ( /0 | f(x)Pt(dm)htdt> .

In order to establish the general formula for the compensator, we require the random variable X
to belong to a certain class £ to be defined below.

Definition 2 We say that an Fp-measurable random variable X belongs to the class Ly if there
exists a random kernel Pt(l)(w, dx) and some deterministic finite signed measure m such that

1. For every Borel set B in the real line, {Pt(l)(B),t € [0,7)} is an (Fi)yeqo,r)-progressively
measurable process.

2. For every (t,w) € [0,T) x Q, Pt(l)(w, dzx) is a signed measure on the real line.

3. For every t € [0,T), Efot
measure v.

Ps(l)‘ |m|(ds) < oo, where |v| denotes the total variation of the



4. For any bounded and (ft)te[O’T]-adapted process h : Q x [0,T] — R, for any bounded and
measurable function f:RY — R, and for every t € [0,T), we have

E(Z — Z,) f(X)hs) = E (/ 5 f(x)py)(dx)m(du)m) :

Remark 3 1. Definition 2 will replace the main condition in Jacod’s theorem (see [14]). That is,
P, << Px will be replaced by qul) << P,. This introduces some advantages as the reference deter-
ministic measure in Jacod’s theorem (usually the Lebesgue measure) is not used. In fact, example
21 (n-th jump of the driving process of size bigger than a) is an example where P, << Px is not
satisfied but an extension of the next theorem will be applicable and therefore the semimartingale
decomposition can be obtained.

2. If we set f =1 in 4. above, then

E(Z, — Z|F,) = E(/t PO (RYm(du)|Fy).

ie. Zy— fot PV (R m(du) is an F— martingale.
3. If Pt(l)(dx) has a Radon-Nikodym derivative oy(x) with respect to Py(dx), then

B(Z — ZF.V 0(X)) = E(/ (X )m(dw)|F, V o (X))

This implies that Z; — fg o (X)m(du) is an F V o(X)-martingale.

4. One could also consider various extensions of the above definition to suit various other cases. For
example, under natural conditions one can consider the case where m is a random signed measure
adapted to F. Also condition 2 in Definition 2 can be relaxzed using a sequence of localizing stopping
times. We preferred this version to simplify the presentation. For more about this, see Section 3.

Theorem 4 Suppose that Z is a semimartingale satisfying (1) and X is an Fp-measurable random
variable in the class L1 satisfying condition (2). Assume that for almost all (t,w) € [0,T) x §, the

signed measure Pt(l)(dx) is absolutely continuous with respect to Pi(dx), and set

u(z) = ().

We can choose a version of ay () which is P B(RY)-measurable, where P denotes the JF;-progressive
o-field. Set
B = E(a(X)|Ge),

where we consider a progressively measurable version. Then Z; — fot Bsdm(s) is a martingale with
respect to the filtration (G),e(o.7)-

Proof. First note that due to property 3 in definition 2, we have that Ef(;5 |Bs|dm(s) < oo
for all t € [0,T). We can choose a version of ay(z) which is P ® B(R%)-measurable and adapted
process therefore it has a version that is progressively measurable, see Meyer (1966)[19], page 68.
Let h be an adapted bounded process and f a bounded measurable function on R, and s; <

< sy, <s<t Set F=f(,...,1s,). Denote Y = (Y,,....Ys, ) and P(ys,,...,¥s, |X) the
conditional probability measure of Y = (ys,, ..., ¥s, ) conditioned to o(X). Using (2), we have that



P(Ysys ey Ysy | Fs V(X)) = P(Ysy, -y Ys, | X) for any s € [0,T). Then we have

I
=

\\\\%\

F(G(X ya), G(X,ysmau(X)dP(ysl,...,ysn|x>m<du>hs)

d

= F

E((Zy — Zs)Fhs)

= E( I f(G(Xaysl),...,G(X,ysn))dP(ysl,...,ysn|X)hs>

= E( t /R | f(G@ ), .,G(x,ys,J)dP(ysl,...,ys”Xx)py)(dx)m(du)m)

= ([ [ [ G G Do X = )Pttt
(L
(f

o (X)m(du)Fhs )

- E( / E(au(X)|gu)m(du)Fhs>

In the last step we have used that the measure m is deterministic and F' € G,. Therefore Z; —
[ Bsdm(s) is a martingale in the filtration (Gt)icior)- ™

One could have also weaken the integrability condition 2 in definition 2 to obtain a local martin-
gale property. Then the proof follows through a localization argument combined with an argument
similar to the proof of Theorem 20. This remark is valid for all theorems to follow.

Similarly, if £ fOT |Bs|dm(s) < oo then Z; —f(f Bsdm(s) is a martingale in the filtration (G¢), ¢ 17-
This will be used in some of the examples. In most examples, we will show that all the above
conditions are satisfied, compute 3 and therefore giving a G- martingale in [0,7). Then we may
finally discuss if we can close the martingale in the interval [0, T] or if the local martingale property
is satisfied without assuming the integrability condition (1).

The following Corollary is the parallel of Jacod’s theorem in this setting. The reference measure
is PX. This theorem will not be applicable to the problems appearing in the next section.

Corollary 5 Let Z be a martingale satisfying (1) and denote by PX the law of the random variable
X € Fr satisfying (2). Assume that P, < PX for anyt € [0,T) a.s., let

Pu(e)() = ().

Further assume the existence of a signed measure m such that

d<p.(z),Z> (t)

a(x) = dm
t( ) pt(I)
Suppose thatEf(;5 las (X)|d|m|(s) < oo foranyt € [0,T). Then X € Ly and thfo X)|Gs)dm(s),0 <

t <T is a martingale with respect to the filtration (G¢)eecjo,1)-

Proof. It is easy to see that p;(z) = ddl,%(x), t € [0,T), is a martingale for PX-a.a. z. Then,

we have, using the definition of quadratic variation, for a bounded measurable function f and an F
adapted bounded process h,

E((Ze — Zs) f(X)hs)

B ([ 10 5@ 2~ 2) PXaon.)

E(/Rd f(a:)/std<p.(x),Z >y PX(dac)hs).

d<p.(x),Z>
dm

From here it follows that

P (dz) = (t) PX(dx).



Notice that P(p;(z) = 0) = 0 for PX-a.a. x. In fact,

/ P(pi(r) = 0)PX(dr) = E(1gpx)-0y) = E(E(Lip,cxr-0} | F)

— 5 pi(2)PX (dz)) = 0.
{p+(z)=0}

As a consequence, oy () is well defined and it coincides with the Radon-Nikodym density of Pt(l) (dx)
with respect to P;(dz). Therefore the assumptions of the previous proposition are satisfied and we
obtain the conclusion. m

The martingale condition of the above theorem was introduced just to simplify the proof. The
general semimartingale case follows considering separately the bounded variation part and the mar-
tingale part. The following theorem gives an appropriate form to apply integration by parts formulae
in the computation of 3.

Theorem 6 Suppose that X is an Fp-measurable random variable satisfying (2) and Z a mar-
tingale satisfying (1) such that there exists a finite deterministic measure m with (Z) << m a.s.
Furthermore, assume that there exists an Fr @ B([0,T))-measurable process & = {&,t € [0,T)} such
that E (|&]) < oo and Ef(;s |€s|d(Z), < oo forallt € [0,T), and that for any measurable and bounded
function f we have

T
FX) = Cpixy + / B (f(X)&|F,) dZ, (3)

for almost all (t,w) € [0,T) x Q and some constant C¢ xy. Then, X belongs to the class L1, the
F(X)

signed measure Pt(l)(dx) is absolutely continuous with respect to Py(dx) for almost all (t,w), and the

1)
density oy (x) = df},t () satisfies

a(X) = E(&| Fi Vv o(X))

for almost all (t,w) € [0,T) x Q. Moreover, Z; — fot Bsd(Z), is a G martingale for t € [0,T) where

B = E(au(X)|Gt) = E(&G)- (4)

Proof. Any F; V o(X)-measurable application from Q to R? can be written in the form
a¢(w, X (w)) for an appropriate F; ® B(R?)-measurable application a;(w,z) : Q x R4— R Let
at(w, z) be the F; ® B(R?)-measurable application that verifies

o (X) = E(&| Fr vV o(X)),

where we omit the explicit dependence on w. As in Theorem 4 we can choose a version of ay(z)

which is P ® B(R?)-measurable, where P denotes the progressive o-field. Setting Pt(l)(daz) =
at(x)%(t)Pt(dx) we obtain that X belongs to the class £4. In fact, using (3) and properties

of quadratic variation, one has

E((Zt - Zs) f(X)hs) = FE




Finally, in order to show (4), take B € F;, f a bounded measurable function on R s; <
o< s, <tandset F = f(I,...,Is ). Then, using the same notation and ideas as in the proof
of Theorem 4, we have

E (&1BF)
= E (&1pf(G(X,Ys),...,G(X,Ys,))
E(E(&|F Vv o(X)1pf(G(X,Y,),...,G(X,Ys,))
= E (a(X)1pf(G(X,Y5,),....G(X,Ys,))
= F(w(X)1pF).

This implies (4). =

In order to apply effectively the previous proposition, one needs an integration by parts (ibp)
formula for the process Z. In the Wiener case, examples where developed in [17] For processes with
jumps, such a formula is only available in certain cases. In the case that the Lévy measure behaves
as a Lebesgue measure, Bichteller, Gravereaux and Jacod [3] have obtained an ibp formula. The
case of Poisson driven sde’s is treated by Carlen and Pardoux [4]. Just to show its application we
consider the following example. For notation, see El-Khatib and Privault, [7].

Example 7 In this example we consider the model
dSt = OétStdt + O'St_ﬁNtidNt

So = x. Here ay and o are deterministic. B, k = 0,1,... is a sequence of i.i.d. positive random

variables independent of the Poisson process N and we consider X = fOT Sudu. In this setting one
has that for any f € Cp°

T ~
f(X) = E(f(X)) + ; E(Dsf(X)/ Fs)dNs

Here N denotes the compensated Poisson process and D stands for the stochastic derivative with
respect to the jump times. In [7], Dy corresponds to w(u) = 1(s < u). In this case we have, using
the chain rule, that (see Proposition 5 in [7])

T
DLf(X) = f(X) / 08, f, dN,

Using a conditional form of the integration by parts formula introduced in Proposition 1 of [7], we

have that
B w [0S, BN, dN,
B(D.f(X)/ ) = (f(X)az“ ( 2 ) / fs>

for any w € C[s,T] such that D, X # 0 a.s. on fST 0Su—PBn,_dNy, # 0. For example, any positive
w € Cls, T) will satiséy these conditions. 61 denotes the adjoint operator of D defined on [s,T).

w Tg' w— u . . .
Therefore £ = 6?( = SD iN“’dN > If we consider an interval [s,T'] with T < T then the

above theorem can be applied directly. This gives the decomposition of N as a [0,T)-semimartingale
for Ge = F:Vo(X). In order to consider the problem in [0, T] more refined techniques are needed. At
any rate, this ezample shows that there exists a class of random variables X for which the previous
theorem can be applied.

In the next proposition we give a formula for 5 in the case G(z,y) = z+y is an additive function
and Y, = ZJ._, where Z’ is an additive process independent of {Z,}. Let @Q; be the law of Zj.



Theorem 8 Suppose that the assumptions of Theorem 4 hold. Let fort € [0,T), I = X +Y;. Then
there is a P @ B(R?)- measurable function g;(x,w) satisfying

/Rd /Rd 1p(z +y)gt(z + y)Qr—i(dy) P (dx) = /Rd /Rd 15(z + )y (2)Qr_i (dy)P(dz),  (5)

for any B € B(R?) and
Br(w) = gi (11, w).

Furthermore,
1. If Qr—; has a density qr—; then we have fort € [0,T)

Br = Jra 04(@) gr—1(Iy — @) Pi(dz) _ [pa gr—+(Ls — ) P (dx)
Joa ar—e(It — 2) P(da) Jra ar—i(I; — x) Py(dx)

(6)

2. If both Qr—¢ and P(:|F:) are discrete distributions with probability functions qr—+(y) and pi(x),
then Pt(l)(dx) is discrete with probability function pgl)(aj) = Pt(l)({x}) and

= 2 01() gr—e(Iy — x) pi(2) _ > ar—i(1y — x)pz(sl)(x)
Yo ar—i(Iy — ) pe(x) S qr_i(I, — ) p(z)

Proof. Define measures by

B

n(Botw) = [ 10+ 0)Qroi(dy) P, do)

and

pa(B.tw) = [ an@)l(e+9)Qr-dn) P . da)

for B € B(R?). p; and s are (Ft)tefo,) progressively measurable for fixed B and s is absolutely

continuous with respect to py for almost all (¢,w). We define g;(w, x) as a progressively measurable

version of the Radon-Nikodym derivative %(x, t,w) which therefore satisfies (5).

For t € [0,T) we may write, using the independence of Fr and Y

B = Ela(X)|FVols:s<t))
= FBEla(X)|FVol)Vo(Ys—Ys:5<t))
= E(at(X)|.7:t \/O'(It))

We have
P, € B|IF) = B(15(X + )| F) = /R (@ + ) Qi (dy) Py (d)

by the independence of F; and Y;. Then, as ¢ is an F-adapted process, we have
E@(I1a()IF) = [ 1a(e+y)ae+»)Qrddy)Pi(da)
R

— /Rd 1p(x + y)ou(x)Qr—_i(dy) Py (dx)
E(ay(X)1p(I:)|F).

This shows that
E(ar(X)|Fe Vv o(ly)) = ge(1r),

a.e. Hence B = g¢(I;) a.e. Now we prove (6). If @ has a density ¢, then

_ fRd ay(x) qr—(y — x) Pi(dx)
= Jpa ar—i(y — @) Py(dz) (7)




satisfies (5). The second equality is obvious as a;(x) = dflé:) (z), z € R4t € [0,7).
The proof of 2 is similar to the proof of 1. m

The reason for the general formulation introduced so far is because we believe it to be more
general than the following easier deduction.

Proposition 9 Let Z be an adapted process in a subfiltration B C A. If Z is a semimartingale in
A with a Doob-Meyer decomposition

t
Zy = M, +/ asdm(s)
0

with M a local martingale and m o finite signed measure then Z is also a B-semimartingale with a
Doob-Meyer decomposition

¢
Zy = M| —I—/ E(as|Bs)dm(s).
0

Note that for this approach to work is necessary to know the semimartingale decomposition of
Z in a bigger filtration A in order to obtain the respective decomposition in the smaller filtration.
From this point of view is obvious that our previous results are more general than this proposition.
The previous proposition is easy to prove and it applies to a certain class of examples. Neverheless
as it has been mentioned after Definition 2, the new approach developed in Theorem 4 is necessary
in order to build our extension of Jacod’s theorem to random times to be developed in Section 4.

3 Examples

In our first example of application we consider the case where Z is a Lévy processes. The following
is an extension of an example of enlargement of filtrations with respect to Lévy processes known as
Kurtz theorem (see Jacod and Protter [15] , Chaumont and Yor [6] where reference to the concept
of harnesses is stressed). In this example, Y; = Z4._,, G(z,y) = z +y. Let {Zy;¢ € [0,T]} and
{Z};t € [0,T]} be two independent additive processes (that is, processes with independent increments
but they are not necessarily stationary). Let X = Zr and Y; = Z,_,. Let E(e'??t) = €!¥(%) and

E(e9%r-1) = eI(T=09(0) where

<

N
<

=
I

ibh — c26%/2 + /(ewx — 1 —i0xly<1;y(2))v(dT),

<

N
<

=
I

159 - &292/2 + /(6i0m —-1- 10561{‘9;|§1}(1‘))I;(d1‘)

Here [ |z|A|z]?v(dz) < oo, [1A|z]*F(dz) < oo and g(t) is a continuous strictly increasing function.
Note that under this hypotheses (1) is satisfied.

Let Ri(dx) = P(Z; € dx). Let hs be an Fs-measurable bounded random variable hg with
s<u<t<T. Then

E[(Zy — Z,)e"?Thy)

— Bl [expli(o+y+ 2+ Z))yRe—i(do)Ricu(dy) Rum(d2)h]
= E[/ (/ewnyt_u(dyD exp{if(z + z + Zs) } Rr—+(dz) Ry —s(dz)hs]
= Lt ) expl (T — $)0(6)} Bl ).

Hence,
Zt - Zu

Bl
t—u

e0Zrp, | = %M(Q) exp{(T — s)1p(0) Y E[e?0%: h,].



Letting ¢t = T, and integrating the both sides with respect to du, we have

[ B 0w = L 0 0) o { (T~ O EIE

Hence
¢ ZT - Zu

T due®?Th).

E[(Z; — Z,)e"?Thy) = E[/

Hence Zr € £1 with m(du) = du, qul)(dx) = 2=Zv P, (dz), where P,(dz) is the regular conditional
law of Zp given F; and

"E*Zt
T—t°

ag(x) =

Next, note that F fo 2 of Remark 3 with X = Zr,

U‘d

2

we have that Z;, — fo o (Zr)du is a fVU(ZT)—martingale in [0,T]. Note that £ fT (Z’li ) = 0.
This quantity is of importance when considering applications in insider problems. In particular,
if the previous integral is finite it implies that the bounded variation part of the semimartingale
decomposition of Z in the enlarged filtration is square integrable. One way to solve this problem is
to consider the enlarged filtration G.

Therefore our goal now is to compute as explicitely as possible § using Theorem 8. For this, we
have I, = Zr + Z%_,, G = FyVo(ls,s <t) and let L, = Zp — Z, + Z}._,. Ur_, will denote the law
of L;. As before Q; denotes the law of Z;. We compute first the numerator of 3 appearing in (6)

/at(ac)QT,t(B — ) Py(dx)

/ cu(z + Z0)Qr (B — 2 — Z)Ro_o(d2)

1
= ﬁ /QT—t(B —Z — Zt)ZRT_t(dZ). (8)

On the other hand the denominator of (3 is:

/QT,t(B - (E)Pt(dfﬂ) = /QTft(B —Z— Zt>RT,t(dZ)
— Ur_(B- 7).

The next two results are classical results on existence of densities for Lévy processes. See Sato,
Theorem 27.7 in [23].

Lemma 10 If either

1. ¢>0, or

2. ¢ =0 and v(dz) has a density n(x) and satisfies flw|<1 v(dz) = 00
then Rr_¢ has a density rp_;. B

Similarly, one also has the following result.

Lemma 11 If either

1. ¢>0 or

2. ¢ =0 and v(dz) has a density n(x) and satisfies flxl<1 v(dz) = oo
then Qr_; has a density qr_;. B

With these results one can find formulas for 3 in various cases. Let t € [0,T) and Rp_;(dz) =
xRp_¢(dx).

10



Theorem 12 The signed measure Rr_, isa finite measure, Qp_; * Rr_y is absolutely continuous
with respect to Ur_y and

- 1 d(QT—t * RT—t)
e

The following are valid : If Qr_; has a density qr—_¢, then Ur_; has a density up_; and

_ Jyar—«(Ls — y)Rr—(dy) |
(T — t)ur—(Ly) ’

If Rp_; has a density rp—_¢, then Up_; has a density ur_; and

L Jyrr—(Li — y)Qr—(dy) |
T—1t (T — t)UT,t(Lt) '

Be

B =

If both Qr_¢ and Rr_; are discrete with probability functions qr—¢ and rr_¢, then Up_; is discrete
with probability function upr_; and

B, = >y yar—¢(Le — y)rr—(y)

_ L >y yrr—1(Le —y)ar—i(y)
(T — t)up—¢(Ly) STt (T'— t)ur—¢(Ly) .

Theorem 13 If ¢(0) = ¥(6), then

Ly

ﬂt:T—H—g(T—t)'

Proof. We calculate the Fourier transform of the measure in (8).

/ew“%_t / Qr—i(du— z — Zy)zRp_4(dz)

= VOB ©)
1 iOu
- m/e Ou(u — Z)Up—(du — Zy)

iOu u—Z
_ /ee W/QT,t(du—x)Pt(dx).

z—Z(w)

= Trg(T—0) Therefore by Theorem 8 , we have

Hence ¢¢(w, )

Ly

M )

]

Note that in Theorem 13, densities do not need to exist and the process L; is not necessarily
additive in time as the function g is not necessarily linear. Also, note that in general, L is not a
Lévy process. As explained before, note that EfOT B2ds < oo if (T —t) = O((T — t)?) for a < 1.
Therefore adding Lévy process Z' is justified if we want to obtain that the bounded variation part
of the semimartingale decomposition of Z is square integrable.

We now study when we can define the compensator up to 7" . That is, we specify under which
situation (3 is locally integrable. For this we consider two cases.

Proposition 14 Z; — fot Bsds is a G-martingale in [0,T].

11



Proof.

I&
_ / ‘ QT—t * RT—t)
— t dUr_4

< 7 [ Qrostau - D)laiRri(ao

= 7/|x\RT +(dx)

(T —t) + VT —t + T f{l |<1}z v(dz)+ (T —t) f{‘z|>1}|z|y(dz)
T—t

1
= |b\+/ |z|v(dz) + c—l—/ 22v(dz)
{I=>1} vT—t( {l=I<1} )

(u)|dUr—¢(du)

Hence

T
/0 E(|8:])dt < oo. (10)

Therefore we have proved that Z; — fot Bsds is a G- martingale in [0, T7.
]
Now we reconsider Remark 3.4 and suppose that Z is not necessarily an integrable process.

Proposition 15 Assume that 1(0) = 1(0) without the assumption f{lfr\>1} |z|v(dx) < co. Then Z
is a G-semimartingale in [0, T].

Proof. Define Z? = > st AZA(|AZ| > 1) and Z} = Z, — Z2. Note that Z! and Z? are also

independent Lévy processes with E|Z'| < co. Regard Z} as Z; and Z% + Z)._, as Z_, in the
previous arguments of Theorem 12 and Proposition 14. This gives that Z} is a semimartingale in
the enlarged filtration and a formula for its compensator 3. That is, Z} — fot Bsds is a G-martingale.
As Z? is adapted to the filtration G and it is a process of bounded variation the conclusion follows.
]

A similar result can be obtained in the discrete case. In the next proposition we give an alternative
expression of ;.

Proposition 16 Lett € [0,T). Suppose any of the following cases:

1. If either

la. &+ & >0,

1b. ¢ +¢* =0 and liminf, o r*—2 f[fm] 22(v +0)(dz) > 0 for some 0 < a <2 or

le. 2+ =0 and v(dx) and v(dz) have respective densities n(x) and n(x) such that
liﬁ)l |z| {n(z) + n(—2z) + n(z) + n(—2x)} = 00
then Ur_, has a bounded density wr_, with bounded derivative u’f._, and

J{ur—+(Ly — 2) — ur—(Lt)1q)z<1y fev(dz) — Aulp_(Ly)
qut(Lt)

2. If & +¢& = 0, v(dr) + v(dx) is absolutely continuous, f{|x|<1}(V(dx) + v(dx)) = oo and
f{lrl<1} |x|( (dz) + v(dz)) < oo, then Ur_; has a density and 3 satisfies (11) with ¢ = 0.
3. If*+ =0, [(v(dz) + V' (dz)) < oo and both v and U are discrete, then Up_, is discrete. Let

ur—¢ be its probability function. Then 3 satisfies (11) with ¢ = 0.
Ifb= flel av(dz) holds in cases (2) and (3), then

Jur—¢(Ly — 2)zv(dz)
ur—¢(L¢) '

B = +b. (11)

Be =

12



Proof. First we start proving that in any of the cases considered in 1, Ur_; has a smooth density
with bounded derivatives. In Case la, |E(e?Zt)| < e=(¢"+&)0°/2 Hence Ur_, has a C*° density
whose all derivatives are bounded.

Case 1b. If v + ¥ satisfies the assumption of Case 1b, then (T' — t)v + g(T — t)U also satisfies the
assumption. Hence

oL, B 1/16] ‘ B B s
(1) < exp[ » (cos(0z) — V){(T — t)v + (T t)y}(dz)}
1 /el
< exp|—= 022 {(T — t)v T—t)vHdz
< e[ [ @ o 07y
< Ce7 1 for large |6],

where C' is a positive constant. Then Ur_;(dz) has a C*° density ur_; whose all derivatives are
bounded. See Orey [20]. Case lc. Let k > 0. For each ¢t € [0,T) and M > k + 1, there is § > 0 such
that (T — t){n(z) + n(—2)} + g(T — t){n(z) + n(—2)} > M/z for 0 < z < 6. Hence

§
. M
B0k < |9|kexp{/ (cos 0]z — 1)L az)
1/16| z
1016 COS 2
< |9|k*Mexp{M(—1og5+/ *2 42))
1
< C10FM  for large 6,

where C' is a positive constant independent of 8. Hence Up_;(dx) has a C* density up_; whose all
derivatives are bounded.
Since ur_; is bounded and has a bounded derivative in all these cases, we have that

/ {ur—i(z — z) —ur—_¢(2) }zn(z)dz + / ur—(z — 2)|zn(z)dz < oo
=<1} {lz1>1}
for each z € R. (9) gives

/ cu(2)qr_o(Is — 2)P,(dz)

_ / fur (L — 2) = ur (L)1 ejny bov(de) — ulp_ (L) + bur—o(Le).

This is easily verified computing the characteristic function on both sides of the previous equality.
This shows (11).

In Case 2, Ur—; has a density up—_¢. Since up_; and zn(z) are integrable, we have (11) with
c=0.
Case 3 is obvious. m

Remark 17 Under the assumption of Proposition 16 , we have

U’(Lt)]

1 = ~2 2
Bt:—) Ly = (b=0)g(T —t) + (" = ¢*)g(T — t) (L)

T—t+g(T—t

if v =U. This shows that harness property does not hold in general in progressive enlargement case.
In the following example we consider the case where the information is given on the form of the
number of jumps up of a certain type in the interval [0, T]. For this, we introduce notation that will

be also used in the next section. We use the representation of a Lévy process using Poisson random
measures. In fact, if Z is a Lévy process, then

¢ t
Zy =bt+ Wy + / / xN(dx,ds) + / / xN(dx,ds)
0 Jz|<1 0 Jz|>1

13



where N (dx, ds) denotes the Poisson random measure N (dx, ds) = F(dx)ds denotes its compensator
and N(dz,ds) = N(dz,ds) — N(dz,ds) denotes the compensated martingale measure. Sometimes
we also use the notation IV; to denote certain Poisson processes. The difference should be clear from
the context and the subscript.

Example 18 (n jumps of absolute size bigger than a in the interval [0,T]) Suppose that a > 1. Let
N; = fg f‘w|>a N(dz,ds), \ = E(Ny), X; = fot flw\>a xN(dx,ds) and Y; = Zy — Xy. In this example,
G: = F: Vo(l{Npr =n}). Then

Zt—E(Xl)[/Ot)\TzT_)dul{NT—n}—&—/ EL)

Guldul{Nr # n}] - E(V)
is a G-local martingale in [0,T).
Proof. To prove this, consider 0 < s < u < t < T, and bounded F,-measurable function hg,
E[(Nt = Nu)1{Nr = n}h,]

= Y E[(N; = NN, = Ny = m}1{N, = (}1{Ng — Ny = n — £ — m}h,]
= z”: mP(Ny — N, = m)E[1{N, = (}1{Np — Ny =n — £ — m}hy]

= > At=w)P(Ny = Ny, =m—1)E[1{N, = (}1{Ng — Ny =n — { — m}h,]
l+m=0m>1
= At —uw)E[1{Nr =n — 1}hy].
We also have
E[(Nt — Ny )1{Nr # n}ths] = At — w)E[1{Nr # n — 1}hs].
Hence

/ B l{NT — n}hy)du = A(t — $)E(L{Np = n — 1}hy)
and

/ E(—— "1{NT #nthg)du = At — 8)E(1{ N # n — 1}hy).
Now, to obtain E(Z;] gs), we compute

E|(Z; — Z,)1{Nr = n}h,]
= Bl(X: — X)1{Ny = n}hy) + B((Y; - Y)1{Ny = n}h,)

= . / xF(dz)mP(Ny — Ny = m)E(1{Ns = £}1{Np — Ny =n — { — m}hs)
l4+m=0" z[>a
(Y~ VBN = n}i)

= Z / At — s)P(Ny — Ny =m — 1)E[1{N, = (}1{Np — N; = n — £ — m}h,]
I+m=0;m>1 x\>a

+E<Yt -Y,)E (1{NT = n}hs)
= EX)(t —s)E(H{Nr =n—1}ths) + E(Y; = Vo) E(I{Nr = n}hs)

— B(xy) / Bt U = n}h)du+ B(Y; = YO B(L{Nr = n}h,).

14



Similarly, we have
E[(Zy — Z5)1{ Nt # n}hg]

= B [ BGE NG 2 nbhu)du+ B = YOEQ{Nr # n}h).

Finally we obtain that for any function f

E[(Zt - Zs)f(l{NT = n})hs]

= BN [ Bt N = nphidu-+ BLY; = YIEL({Nr = nph].

From here the conclusion follows. Furthermore one also has

n— Ny if Npr=n
E(Np — Ny|Gy) = MT — u) if Np#mnand N, >n

n—N,— |—e~MT—uw) _u))*Nu-—1 .
MT = w) (n — N) e SO0l if N #nand N, <n

4 Jacod’s Theorem for random times

In this section we consider an extension of the previous result to random times. First, we consider
a setup for initial enlargement of filtrations. That is, G; = F; V o(7). In most situations when a
random time is considered, one does not have that the measure Pt(l) << P;. Nevertheless this is
mostly due to the possible point measure at time 7. Therefore we consider a version of Jacod’s
theorem which excludes this point. Let P;(dx) be the regular conditional probability of 7 given F;.

Definition 19 We say that a random time T belongs to the class L*, denoted by 7 € L*, if there

exists random kernels Pt(i)(w, dz), i =1,2 and a finite deterministic signed measure m such that

1. For every Borel set B in the positive real line, {Pt(i)(B),t € [0,T)} is an (Fi)efo,1)-progressively
measurable process.

2. For every (t,w) € [0,T) x , Pt(i) (w,dz) is a signed measure on the real line.

3. For everyt € [0,T), Ef(;5 P

|m|(du) < oo.

4. For any bounded and (ft)te[O,T]-adapted process h : Q x [0,T] — R, for any bounded and
measurable function f : [0,00] — R, and for every t € [0,T), we have

E(f(I1(r < s)(Zi— Z)h) = E( / /05f<x>P51><dx>m<du>hs)

B ( [ f<x>P52><dx>m<du>hs> .

Theorem 20 Suppose that T is a random time in the class L* and Z is a semimartingale sat?'sfying

(1) such that E|AZ(T)| < oco. Assume that for almost all (t,w), the signed measures Pt(l)(dx),
i =1,2 are absolutely continuous with respect to Pi(dx), and set

E(f(r1(t <7)(Ze = Zs) hs)

i ap”
o (@) = ~ ().
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We can choose a version of agi) (z) which is PR B(R)-measurable, where P denotes the Fi-progressive
o-field. Set the progressively measurable version of the compensator

Blu) = afP(r)1(u>7) + i (r)1(u < 7).
en 4y — 1(t > 7) s a martingale with respect to the filtration (G; .
Then Z, 0 - AZ(T 2 ingale with he filtrati g t€[0,T)

Proof. We choose versions of agi) () which is P @ B(R)-measurable for ¢ = 1,2. Let h be a
measurable adapted bounded process and f a bounded measurable function on R. Set F' = f(7).
Then we have

E ((Z: $)F1(t < 1)hs) =E ((Z: — Zs) f(T)1(t < T)hs)

gl
<
(
(

/ f(2)P? (dx) (du)h>
/ f@)a® @)P(d >m<du>hs>
f(r

(T)m(du)l(t < T)h5>

I
&

t

|
=

[
[
J

= E /ta du)Fl(t<T)h>.

Similarly, one obtains that

E((Zi— Zs)F1(T < s)hs) = FE (/t oM (T)ym(du)F1(T < s)hs) .

To finish the proof we consider the general case. Let 71 = {tg < s =11 < ... < tp,_1 =t <t,} bea
partition with |7| = max{ty —tp_1;1 < k <n}.

E((Z, — Z,)Fh,) = E ((m < to) / t oV (rym(du) + 1(t, < 7) / t a? (T)m(du)) Fhs)

+Y N E[(Zh,,, — Zi,)F1(ty <7 < tppa)hs) .

Let’s consider the last term

n—2n—1
SN E(Zi, — Zi))FL(te <7 < try)hs] = EY [(Zi,., — Zi,)F1(tr < 7 < tpg1)hs]
j=1 k=0 i<k

+EZ (Zipsr — Zuy ) F1(te < 7 < tysr)hs]

+ZE th+1 - tj)Fl(tk <T S tk+1)hs] .

>k
Now each term can be rewritten as follows:
tit1
E > (Zi,,, = Zi,)Fl(ty <7 <tey)hs| = E[> / oD (T)ym(du)F1(ty < 7 < tgy1)hs
j<k j<k?li
n—=2 otiiq
- B(Y / 0@ (Pym(du)FL(t;51 < 7 < tn)hs
j=1"1

~ E (/t lu<t< t)a£2)(r)m(dU)Fhs> 7
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n—2

N E(Zi,,, = Zu,)F1(tk < 7 < tep1)hs| — E[AZ(r)F1(s < 7 < t)h,]

k=1
and
tj+1
E Y (Zi,; = Zi,)Fl(ty <7 <tpy)hs| = E|Y Fl(tp<7< tk+1)/ o'V (7)ym(du)h,
j>k i>k tj
n-l ti+1
= E() Fllty<r< tj)/ oM ()ym(du)h,
j=1 ti

— E (/t Fl(s<T1< u)ag”(T)m(du)hS)

as || | 0. Therefore Z, — B(t) is a martingale in the filtration (Gi);c(o 7). ®

Now we consider some simple examples of the above situation. One corresponds to a stopping
time and the other to a honest time. The first example treats the situation where the filtration is
enlarged by the time of the n-th jump of size bigger than a > 0 in absolute value. Obviously, the
generalization to any set is straightforward. In these examples we use the representation of a Lévy
process using Poisson random measures as explained before in Example 18.

Example 21 (n-th jump of absolute size bigger than a) Let Ny = fot flwl>a N(dz,ds) and let T, be
the n-th jump time of Ny. In this example we have that Fy = o(Zy;u < t) and Gy = F V o(T),).
Further define X; = fot flI|>a xN(dz,ds) and Y, = Zy—X;. Let F} = o(Ny;u <t), Gt = Fivo(T,),
G =o(Xy;u <t)Vo(Ty,) and G} = o(Yy;u < t). To avoid studying many different casess we assume
thatn > 2 and a > 1. The general case can be obtained doing a careful calculation. Also, as the time
of the n—th jump of size bigger than a has a range in (0,00) we use the extension of the previous
theory to this time interval without any further comment.

By the independence of X and Y, we have

E[N{|G] = E[N{Gl],
E[X:|G] = FE[X:G,
ElY;|Gs] = E[Y|G3.
Let A\ = E(Ny). For s <t,
o) k(y k
E[UT, < O|F] = PN, =n|F) = %ewm)'
k=(n—N;)VO0 '

Hence for bounded measurable function f, we have

BT F = L AT e M fwydu if Ty > s,
(1) if T), < s.
Therefore
n—1—Ng
= < n*Ns% —X(z—s)
Py(dx) = 1(z < s)op, (dz) + 1(z > s)A Al e dr

First we will compute the measure P2 . For this, consider h an adapted bounded process

E ((Zt - Zs) f(Tn)l(t < Tn)hs)
= E((Xe—X,) f(To)1(t < Th)hs)+ E((Y: = Y5) f(To)1(t < Tp)hs)

Here, one easily obtains that

E (Y - Y2) f(T)L(t < T)h,) = B(Y1)(t — $)E (f(T,)L(t < To)hy).
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The first term above is

E ((Xt - Xs) f(Tn)l(t < Tn)hs)
= E((X;— X)) E(f(T))| F) 1(t < T,)hs)

[ u— n—1—N;
= F ((Xt - XS)/f, )\"_N‘((n?]\g)!e_)‘("_t)f(u)dul(t < Tn)hs)

[eS) u— n—1—N;
= E(X))E ((Nt—NS)/t A"—Nt((ntl)Nt)!e—A<“—t)f(u)du1(t<Tn>hs)
n—Ns—1 oo o w— )N ()l s
B E<X1>E< 2 Jo ((n—l)—l—Ns)!El—1§!6 ! UW)M&)

n—Ng—2

(o'} u— n—2—I1—Ng — s l
E(Xl)(tfs)E < Z / A Ns ((n_;)_l_N )' (t . ) e)\(us)f(u)duhs> )
1=0 7t /¢ :

If one uses the same ideas to compute E (%f(Tn)l(t < Tn)h5> one obtains that

n—l—Nt

E(X1)(t — $)E ( T

f(Tn)l(t < Tn)hs> =F ((Xt - Xs)f(Tn)l(t < Tn)hs)

In particular, supposing that X is a Poisson process, we have that

Tl—l—Nt

T R L e

Qs> 1(t < Tp).

From here one easily obtains that on the set {t < T,}

N, N, _ (n=1)(t—s)
E(Tn—t_Tn—s gs> = T = s)\(Th = 1)

By this equality, we have that "_Tii:N“ is a G-martingale on the set {u < T,}. Through a similar

u
calculation one also obtains that

1

E (f(Tn)l(t <T,) /: E(Xl)n;_N“duhs) = BE(X))(t — $)E <f(Tn)1(t < Tn)th) .

= U
Therefore we have that m(du) = du and

P?)(dz) = 1(u < x) <E(X1)n_1_N" - E(Y1)> P, (dx)

r—u

with E [;°

Pf)‘ du < 0o. Computing P is easier since
E(f(To)I(Th < 8)(Zt — Zs) hs) = E(f(Tn)W(Tn < 8)hs) E(Z: — Zs)

therefore qul)(dx) = E(Z1)1(x < w)dr, (dx). From here we easily see that the conditions of Theorem
20 are satisfied and

Z(t) — /Ot ((E (X)) 7”‘_%17__37“ + E(Y1)> L(u < Tp) + E(Z1)1(u > Tn)) du — AZ(T)1(t > T)

is a G martingale in [0, T] due to the integrability of the compensator. With some further calculation
one can also obtain that EfOT |Bs] ds < oo and EfOT 135 ds = oo.

The following is a classical example of a random time which is not a stopping time.
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Example 22 (the last jump of absolute size bigger than a before T) Let Xi, Yz, Ny and T, be
the same as Example 21. Let T be the last jump time of Ny before T. Let G, = Fy V o(7) and
Gl =0(Nyu<t)Vo(r). Let

7t = inf{s > 0: N; — N, = 0}.

Then T =T (lnd
P(r; < s) = P(N; — Ny = 0) = ¢ M%),

We have for T > v > t, by Markov property,

E[f(rr)l(rr > v)|F] = En[f(rr—+8)1(7r— > v — )]
= E[f(TTft'f't)].(TT,t >0 — t)]

T
= A [ Ty = g0

Hence, we have
Pt(dl’) = 1(:)5 < t)e*)\(T*t)é‘Tt (dSC) + 1(1. > t))\ef)\(Tfa:)dl,

To compute P, we consider for 0 < s <t < u and for h an adapted bounded process,

El(Z = Z)f()1(r > wh] = El(Z = Z)heB[f(7)1(r > u)|F.]]
= E[(Z — Zs)hsg(u)]
= E]
[

Hence P? (dz) = E(Z,)Py,(dx). Next, in order to compute P(Y) | consider 0 < u < s < t,
E[(Xy = X ) f ()L <u)hs] =0
and

E[(Y: = Yo) f(n)Ur <whs] = E[f(1)Ur < u)hsB[(Y; - Y5)]]
= Elt—s)EM)f(T)Lr <u)h].

Therefore Pqil)(dx) = E(Y1)P,(dx). Finally we have that
Zy—E(Z)tNT)—EMV)((tVT)—7) = AZ(T)1({t > T)
is a G martingale in [0,T).

The next theorem is an extension of Theorem 20 for progressive enlargement in the form I(t) =
G(7,Z' (T — t)). Note this extension is different from the one taken in Proposition 8. From now
on, G; denotes the smallest filtration that makes Z and I adapted. {Z'(¢);t € R} is a process of
independent increments which is independent of Z. In such a case we have the following result.

Theorem 23 Assume the same conditions as in Theorem 20. Then we have that Z is a semi-
martingale in the enlarged filtration G and

/E W)|Gu) dm(u) — E(AZ(r)1(t > 7)|Gy)

is a G martingale in [0,T).
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Proof. Let 0 < s1 < ... < s, < s <t and consider as before
E((Z; - )Fl(t < T)hy)
= E({(Zy—Z)f(G(1,Z' (1 = 81)), ..., G(1, Z' (T — 8)))1(t < T)hs)

= F /f (x,2' g;—sl)),...,G(x,Z'(x—sn)))Pf)(dx)m(du)hs)

Il
=

|
&S|

Z'"(t—51)),...,G(1, 2" (T — sn)))af) (T)m(du)l(t < T)hs)

= FE

/

(/ / f(G(&, 2 (x = s1)),-., G, Z’(:v—sn)))aff)(w)Pu(d:c)m(du)hs>
([ 1

() *

1(t < 7)o@ (7 )‘ Qu) m(du)Fhs> .
Therefore repeating the same arguments as in Theorem 20 for the other case 7 < s < t, we have
that
7~ [ B@@16) mia) ~ B (A7 2 760
is a G martingale. m

Now we can also write a result parallel to Theorem 8. Let P,(dt) be the regular conditional
probability of 7 given F,.

Proposition 24 Assume the same conditions as in Theorem 20. Let Iy = 7+ Z'(t — t) and
Gy = FeVo(Iy;u <t). Then there is a B(R) ® P- measurable functions g( )( ,w), i = 1,2 such that
[ e @@euB - orian = [ ([ 6@y —0)Puta) (12)

i g B

with A* = (0,u) and A% = (u,T). Then,
E[Bu|Gu] = 9V (1) P(u > 7|Gu) + 97 (1) P(u < 7|Gu) a.s
Moreover, if Q:—, has a density q;—,,, then

i) = 3 It e o i) 19

Proof. We do part of the proof for the case 7 > u (i = 2). To simplify the notation we delete
all reference to the index 7 = 2. The other case follows similarly. Define two measures

:ul(Bv u, w) = Qtfu(B - t)Pu(dt)
(u,T)

and

(B, u,w) = /( " 0y (£)Qi—u (B — t) Py (dt)

for B € B(R). Then p; and po are (F;)-progressively measurable w.r.t. (u,w) for fixed B and
2 is absolutely continuous with respect to p; for a.a. (u,w). Then, we can choose a B(R) ® P-
measurable version g, (y,w) of Z%(y, u,w) and g, satisfies (12). If (12) holds, then for any bounded
B(R) measurable function f,

/ (O E[f(t + Z'(t — )] Py (dt) / / u(®) £t +4)Qul(dy) Pu(dt)

T
/ / gult +9) F(t + 1) Qi—u(dy) Pu(dt)

T
/ Elg,(t + Z'(t — ) f(t + Z'(t — u))] P.(dt).
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For 0 < sy < 80 < --- < 8, = u, h an adapted bounded process and bounded measurable functions
F1, FQ, define L/)(U — Sp—1y-:-+,82 — 31) = EFQ(Z/(t — Sn—l) — Z/(t - U), ey Z/(t — 81) — Z/(t - 82)).
We have, by the independence of Fr and 7/,

El(u < 1)y (1) (T + Z' (1 —u))Fo(Z' (T — $p—1) = Z' (T — ), ..., Z' (T — s1) — Z' (T — s2)) )]

T

E[/ ayE[F(t+Z'(t —u)Fo(Z'(t — sp_1) — Z'(t —u),..., Z'(t — s1) — Z'(t — 82))] Pu(dt)h,]
T

E[/ ay()E[F(t+ Z'(t — u))|Pu(dt)hy)b(u — $p_1, ..., 82 — 81)
T

E[/ Elg.(t + Z'(t —w))F1(t + Z'(t — w))|Pu(dt)hy]t(u — Sp_1, ..., 82 — 81)

T
E[/ Elgu(t+ Z'(t — w))Fy(t + Z'(t — w))Fo(Z'(t — $p_1) — Z'(t — ), ..., Z'(t — $1) — Z'(t — 52))]

Py(dt)h.]
Elgu(L)Fi(1.)F2(Z' (T = s$p—1) = Z' (1 — ), ..., Z'(T — s1) — Z'(1 — s2))hul(u < T)]

Hence, gu(lu)P(u < 7(Gu) = E(au(T)1(u < 7)|Gy). Now, assume that Q;—, has a density g—.
T
Then g,(y) = w00 w WP - 4iofiog (12). Hence we have (13) after applying Theorem 23.

w Qt—u(y—t)Pu(dt)

Remark 25 Note that if o) (t) =c; ont € A, then gq(f)(y) =¢; fori=1,2.

Let us consider the previous two examples when the filtrations are enlarged through additional
perturbing noises. From now on, note that G; = F; V o(I,;u < t) and not like in the previous
section.

Example 26 (n-th jump of absolute size bigger than a. Continuation). If we suppose that the time
is perturbed as I, = T, + Z'(T,, —t) where Z' is a Lévy process. Then using Theorem 23, the
compensator is

Z(t) - /Ot (E (X1) B (1(“ < T")%:um

gu) )du _E (AZ(Tn)l(t >T)

gu) + E()E (1(u < T)| Gu)

G.).

VE(Z)E (1(u >1T,)

Now we give an explicit expression for the integrand if Z] has a density q(-). Then using Proposition

2/ :

where

n—1—N,
P ——

Ell(u<T,
((u T, —u

G.) — AP(u, I,,n—1)
‘) Plulyn)

o] _ n—1—N,,
P(u, 2, n) = / ue”‘(y—“)qy,u(z _ y)dy

The result is similar if instead Z' has a discrete distribution.

Similarly, we have

Example 27 (last jump of absolute size bigger than a before T. Continuation) In this case we apply
Theorem 23 and Proposition 24 to compute the compensator which in this case becomes

/Ot {B(Z)P (u < 71G.) + BC)P (u27|G.) fdu+ E(AZ(D1( 2 7)|G).

Newvertheless, in this particular case, from a modelling point of view it maybe difficult to interpret
such a model. It may be more sensible to consider the model Iy = 7+ Z'(T —t). This seems to be
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the case with all honest times. In this situation we can also combine techniques shown in previous
calculation of this example to obtain that

P(u<7|Gy)
[P (dy)gr—u(Tu — y)
o P7(dy)gr—u(L, — )
[Fe AT gr_ (I, — y)dy
e ar_y (L) + fi e NT=Vgr_ (I, — y)dy

and
E(AZ(T)1(t > 7)|G) = AZ(1¢)P (t>7| Ge) .
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