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Abstract

We combine stochastic control methods, white noise analysis and Hida-Malliavin
calculus applied to the Donsker delta functional to obtain new representations of semi-
martingale decompositions under enlargement of filtrations. The results are illustrated
by explicit examples.
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1 Introduction

The purpose of this paper is to obtain new enlargement of filtration formulas, i.e., expressions
for the semimartingale decomposition of an It6-Lévy process with respect to a filtration H
which is bigger than the natural filtration [ of the process, and yet under which the process
is still a semimartingale. We obtain these results by solving a specific type of stochastic
control problem in 3 different ways:

e By using semimartingale calculus within the filtration H,

e by using forward integrals, compensators and Hida-Malliavin calculus,
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e by using forward integrals, white noise calculus and the Donsker delta functional ap-
proach.

Our formulas are all expressed in terms of the conditional Donsker delta functional and its
Hida-Malliavin derivative.

The system we consider, is described by a stochastic differential equation driven by a
Brownian motion B(t) and an independent compensated Poisson random measure N (dt, d¢),
jointly defined on a filtered probability space (2, F = {F;}i>0, P) satisfying the usual condi-
tions where 2 = §'(R) and P is the Gaussian measure on §’(R) . We assume that the inside
information is of initial enlargement type. Specifically, we assume that the inside filtration
H has the form

H = {Ht}tzo, where Ht = .Ft VY (11)

for all ¢, where Y € L?*(P) is a given Fr,-measurable random variable, for some Ty > T' (both
constants). We also assume that Y has a Donsker delta functional dy (y) € (S)*. Here and in
the following we choose the right-continuous version of H, i.e. we put Hy = Hy+ = (o, Hs.

We first present some details on the Donsker delta functional (see e.g. for details):

Definition 1.1 Let Y : Q@ — R be a random variable which also belongs to the Hida space
(S)* of stochastic distributions. Then a continuous functional

Oy ()R —= (S)" (1.2)
is called a Donsker delta functional of Y if it has the property that

/R o)y (y)dy = g(V) a.s. (1.3)

for all (measurable) g : R — R such that the integral converges.

The Donsker delta functional dy (y) of a given real random variable Y is related to the
regular conditional distribution with respect to the o-algebra F; (see below for definitions)
of Y, denoted by Q;(dy) = Q(w, dy), which is defined by the following properties (see e.g.

[P]):

e For any Borel set A C R, Q:(-,A) is a version of E[1y¢p|Fyl.

e For each fixed w, Qy(w, dy) is a probability measure on the Borel subsets of R.

It is known that a regular conditional distribution always exists. See e. g. [B], page 79.
From the required properties of @Q;(w,dy) it follows that

/g(y)@t(w, dy) = E[g(Y)|F:]; for all bounded measurable functions g. (1.4)
R

If we compare this with the definition of the Donsker delta functional, we obtain the following
representation of the regular conditional distribution:
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Proposition 1.2 Suppose Qi(w, dy) is absolutely continuous with respect to Lebesque mea-
sure on R. Then the Donsker delta functional of Y, dy (y), exists in (S)* and we have
Qt (w> dy)

A E[dy (y)|F]- (1.5)

The advantages with working with the Donsker delta functional, rather than the regular
conditional distribution, include the following (see e.g. for details and examples):

e Using white noise theory and Wick calculus one can obtain explicit formulas for the
Donsker delta functional as an element of the Hida stochastic distribution space (S)*.

e The Malliavin derivative has a natural extension to the Hida-Malliavin derivative on
(S)*, and combining this extension with white noise theory and Wick calculus one can
compute the Hida-Malliavin derivative of dy (y) as an element of (S)*.

e Taking condition expectation typically brings us back to L?(P). See Example 2.2,
Example 3.2 and Example 4.1, with corollaries.

The semimartingale decomposition problem we consider, is the following:

Problem 1.3 Let X(t);0 < t < T be a given F—adapted process. Suppose X is a semi-
martingale with respect to H. Find an integrable H—adapted process a(s) (sometimes called
the information drift) such that

X(t) = M(t) + /ta(s)ds; 0<t<T, (1.6)

for some H—local martingale M.

As mentioned above, we will approach this problem by solving a specific type of insider
stochastic control problems by several different methods, and then combining the solutions.

One of the methods is based on the Donsker delta functional, as described in [DO1]. We
summarize this method as follows:

We assume that the value at time ¢ of our insider control process u(t) is allowed to depend
on both Y and F;. In other words, u is assumed to be H-adapted. Therefore it has the form

u(t,w) =uy(t,Y,w) (1.7)

for some function uy : [0,7] x R x Q — R such that u;(¢,y) is F-adapted for each y € R.For
simplicity (albeit with some abuse of notation) we will in the following write u in stead of
uy. Consider a controlled stochastic process X (t) = X"“(t) of the form

dX (t) = b(t, X (£), u(t), Y)dt + o(t, X (1), u(t), Y)dB(t)

ot X (), u(t), Y, ON(dE, dC); ¢ >0 (1.8)
X(0)==z, =xz€eR,
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where u(t) = u(t,y),—y is our insider control and the (anticipating) stochastic integrals are
interpreted as forward integrals. We assume that the functions

b(t,x,u,y) = b(t,z,u,y,w) : [0,T)] x Rx R xR x Q— R
o(t,x,u,y) =o(t,z,u,y,w): [0,T)] X RxRXxRx QR
vtz u,y, C) =tz u,y, (w) [0, T)] x RXRXxR xR XxQ—R
(1.9)

are given bounded C! functions with respect to x and u and adapted processes in (¢,w) for
each given x,y, u, (, and that the forward integrals are well-defined. Let A be a given family

of admissible H—adapted controls u. The performance functional J(u) of a control process
u € A is defined by

J(u) = E[/O f(t, X (t),u(t),Y)dt + g(X(T),Y)], (1.10)

where

ft,z,u,y): [0;T] x RxUxR—R
g(z,y) :RxR—R (1.11)

are given bounded functions, C'* with respect to x and u.

We consider the problem to find u* € A such that

sup J(u) = J(u¥). (1.12)
ueA
We use the Donsker delta functional of Y to transform this anticipating system into a classi-
cal (albeit parametrised) adapted system with a non-classical performance functional. Then
we solve this transformed system by using modified maximum principles.

The results obtained in this paper are related to results presented in several earlier pa-
pers. We mention in particular [IY], [P], [A], [ALS], [J], [MY], [JP] and [AZ]. But our
method is different from the methods used in these papers, and it gives new, and in some
cases more explicit, representations. Perhaps the paper which has results closest to ours, is
[A]. For example, Theorem 2.4 in [A] corresponds to our Theorem 4.3, and Theorem 2.6 in
[A] corresponds to our Theorem 4.2.

We refer to for an introduction to stochastic calculus and control of Ito-Lévy processes.

Acknowledgment
We are grateful to Monique Jeanblanc for helpful comments.

{eql.5}



2 The H-semimartingale decomposition of Brownian
motion

Consider a controlled It6 diffusion X (t) = X}'(¢)

{Xm(t) = X, (Ou®)p)dt + o(t)dB(t)]); 0<t<T 21)

XI(O) =1,

where b(t),o(t) are given F—adapted processes, o(t) > 0 for all ¢. Here u is our control
process, which is allowed to be H-adapted, where H = {H,; };>0, with

Ht = ft V Y, (22)

and Y is a given JFp,-measurable random variable, for some 7 > 7', both given constants.
Here and in the following we choose the right-continuous version of H, i.e. we put H; =
Her =Nyt Hs- Let Ag be a given family of admissible H—adapted controls u.

Problem 2.1 We study the problem to find ui € Ay such that

sup E[ln(X(T))] = E[n(X; (7)) (2.3)

ue Ay

We will solve this problem by two different methods:

2.1 Method 1: Using enlargement of filtration

Suppose that B(t) is a semimartingale with respect to H, with semimartingale decomposition
R t

B(t) = B(t) + / a(s)ds, 0<t<T (2.4)
0

for some H-adapted process a(-), where B(t) is a Brownian motion with respect to H.

Example 2.1 For example, if Y = B(Ty), then it is well-known (see e.qg. [J], Prop. 2.2.2)
that

A ' B(Ty) — B
0 0— S
and hence in this case we have
B(Ty) — B(s)

{eq2.1}
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In general, if (2Z4]) holds, then we can write (2.1)) as

{Xm(t) = X, (Ou()[{b(t) + o(t)a(t)ydt + o(H)dBE)]; 0<t<T .

This is a well-defined classical SDE in the context of the H-filtration, and we can apply
classical stochastic control theory to solve the problem (Z3]). Doing this we find the well-
known result that the optimal portfolio u* is given by

b(t) + o(t)a(t)

u(t) = ui(t) = 21) = :2(2) + :Eg (2.8) {eq2.

2.2 Method 2: The Donsker delta functional approach.

For this approach we do not need assumption ([2.4)). In stead, we assume that Y € (S)* and
that the Donsker delta functional of Y, dy(.) € (S)* satisfies

E[6y(.)|F] € L2(m x P) and E[D;6y(.)|F;] € L*(m x P), (2.9) {eq2.

where D, denotes the Hida-Malliavin derivative at t with respect to B(-) and m denotes
Lebesgue measure on R. Then by interpreting the SDE in (2.1]) as a forward integral equation,
it is shown in that the optimal control u* is given by:

b(t) | E[Didy(y)|Fily=y
o?(t)  o(OEy (y)| Fely=y

Comparing (28) and (21I0) we get the following result:

u'(t) = ui(t) =

(2.10)  {eq2.

Theorem 2.2 Suppose (2.4) and (2.9) hold. Then the H-semimartingale decomposition of
B(:) is

B(t) = B(t) + /0 toz(s)ds (2.11) {eq2.

where
_ e E[DSCSY(?/”fs]y:Y
a(s) = ®(s) = oy ) F oy

Let P,(w, dy) be the conditional density of Y and suppose that the Jacod condition holds,
ie.

(2.12)  {eq2.

Py(w,dy) < v(dy), tel0,T] (2.13) {eq2.
where v is the law of Y. Then it is known that (see e.g. Proposition 2.3.2 in [J])

B(t):B(t)+/0 %. (2.14)  {eq2.
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Comparing (2.12) and 2.14]) we get

A(P(Y), B), _ E[D,dy ()| Filyr
P-(Y) E[dy ()| Fly=y

The point is that the last term in (2.I5]) may be easier to compute than the term before. For

some explicit computations of the Donsker delta functional and its Hida-Malliavin derivative
we refer to . Here is an example:

a(t)dt =

dt. (2.15)

Example 2.2 Suppose

Y =Y(Ty); where Y (t / B(s)dB(s), fort e [0, T (2.16)
for some deterministic function 3 € L2[0,Ty] with
||5||ftﬂ = /Tﬁ(s)zds >0 for allt € [0,T). (2.17)
t
In this case we know that the Donsker delta functional is given by
() = (2mo) et TS0 (219

where we have put v := ||B||, ;- See e.g. [Aa@U], Proposition 3.2. Using the Wick rule
when taking conditional expectation, using the martingale property of the process Y (t) and
applying Lemma 3.7 in [Aa@U] we get

(Y(To) — y)*?

Bl )] = (2m) et BTV 5
g e 0 =)
2] Bllfo.m)) 7 exp®[— 2N g ]
) L Y-y
= (27||BIIf, 7)) "7 expl— m] (2.19)
Similarly, by the Wick chain rule and Lemma 3.8 in [Aa@UJ we get, fort € [0,T],
)2 _
By (5)|F) = ~El2m) expe T 90 YTV =0 gy 7
1 Y
= —m)tepr - LUV YO Zug,
1 Y(t) -y Y(E) -y
= —(2 2t 3 2.20
(27| B][fi,z)) 2 exp— BT 5, ]HBHtTO] B(t). (2.20)
We conclude that in this case we have, by Theorem 2.2,
a(s) = d(s) = Mﬁ(s), s € 0,77, (2.21)

181, 2
which is an extension of (2.6]).
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3 The H-semimartingale decomposition of a Poisson
process

Let N be a Poisson process with constant intensity A > 0, 7Y = o(N,, s < t) its natural
filtration and 7 > 0 a fixed time. Then the process N(t) := N(t) — At is a martingale. We
proceed as in the Brownian motion case above to get an explicit formula for the semimartin-
gale representation of N with respect to H.

To this end, consider a controlled It6 diffusion X5(t) = X4 (¢) defined by

{d}@(t) = Xy (u(t)[b(t)dt + ()N ()], 0<t<T 51)

X,(0) = 1.

Here u is our control process, which is allowed to be H-adapted. We assume that (t) # 0
for all ¢. In this new setting we study a problem corresponding to Problem 2.1, i.e.,

Problem 3.1 Find uy € Ay such that

sup Elln(X3(7))] = E[ln(X,(7)))- (3.2)

uEAg

We solve Problem 3.1 by three different methods:

3.1 Method 1: Using enlargement of filtration.

Suppose that N (t) is a semimartingale with respect to H, with semimartingale decomposition
t

N(t) = M(t) + / als)ds, 0<t<T (3.3)
0

where M (t) is a martingale with respect to H and «(-) is a cadlag H-adapted process.

Example 3.1 For ezample, if Y = N(Ty) for some Ty > T, and A = 1, then it is known
(see [IP] or [1], Prop. 2.2.7) that the process

N(T N(s)
———=ds; 0<t<T 3.4
/ To — S ’ - (34)
1s an H-martingale with predictable bracket given by

N(T,
/ To — )ds fort <T. (3.5)

Therefore, in this case we have the semimartingale decomposition

N(t) = M(1) + /0 ' als)ds, (3.6)

{eq3.1}
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where

a@y:ﬁg%ggﬁﬁ. (3.7)
In the general case, if (B3) holds we can write (FI) as
dXa(t) = Xa(t)u(t)[B(0)dt + A()dM (1) (3.8)
where
B(t) = b(t) + 7 (t)al). (3.9)

This is a well-defined SDE in the context of the H-filtration, and we can apply classical
stochastic control theory to solve the problem (23]). For completeness we give the details:
Let

be the predictable bracket of M. By the Itd formula for semimartingales we get that the
solution of the SDE (B.8) is

{eq3.7a}

{eq3.7}

{eq3.8}

= exp / {u(s)p(s)ds + [In(1 + u(s)y(s)) — u(s)y(s)]dA(s) + In(1 + u(s)y(s))dM(s)}).

(3.10)
From this we get that
Elln X (T /’w T (1 + u(s)y(s) = u(s)(s)]p(s)}dsl. (3.11)

Maximizing this integrand with respect to u(s) for each s and using ([B3]), we get the
following first order equation for the optimal u = u3:

7(s) _
B(s) + [W —(s)]p(s) =0, (3.12)
o B(1)
) = R0 = B0

_ (3.13)

provided that
b(t) +vy(t){a(t) —p(t)} #0 forallt € [0,7]. (3.14)

{eq3.12}

{eq3.13}



3.2 Method 2: Using forward integrals and Hida-Malliavin calcu-
lus

Problem 3.1 is also studied in [DM@®P], even in a more general setting (see below). Using

forward integrals and Hida-Malliavin calculus, combined with uniqueness of semimartingale

decompositions, it is a consequence of Theorem 11 in [DM@P] that if an optimal portfolio
us exists, then it satisfies the equation

us()7* ()X (s)(A = p(s))

o) =1 us(s)y(s) L+ us(s)r(s)” o
which gives b(t) + (1) (p(t) — A)
us(t) = A () = b(t)] o
provided that
My (t) = b(t) # 0. 7

3.3 Method 3: Using white noise theory and the Donsker delta
functional.

For this approach we do not need assumption ([B.3)). In stead, we assume that Y € (S)* and
that the Donsker delta functional of Y, dy(.) € (S)* satisfies

E[dy (.)|F] € L2(m x P) and E[D; 6y (.)|F] € L*(m x P), (3.18)

where D, ; denotes the Hida-Malliavin derivative at ¢ with respect to the Poisson process.
Then by interpreting the SDE in (B.]) as a forward integral equation, it is shown in
Theorem 6.6 that the (unique) optimal control u} exists and is given by:

b(t) — fﬁ’ésg) + - jzg(ﬂ\p(t,l) —0. (3.19)

where
E[Dy 10y (y)|Fi]y=y
EDy () Py

By comparing (3.10) and ([B.19) and solving for p(t), we get:

Theorem 3.2 [The H-compensator of a Poisson process]
Suppose 3.3), BI7) and BIJ) hold. Then the unique H-predictable compensator of the
compensated Poisson process N(t) = N(t) — At is given by

Ut 1) = 0<t<T<Th. (3.20)

p(t) = A1+ T(t,1)). (3.21)

Substituting (3:2I)) into (B13)) and (BI6)combining BI3) and BI6) we get
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Theorem 3.3 [The H-enlargement of filtration formula for a Poisson process] )
Suppose B3), BITD) and BIS) hold. Then the H-semimartingale decomposition of N is

where M (t) is an H-martingale, and

a(s) =AVU(s,1), 0<s<T. (3.23) {eg3.

Example 3.2 We refer to [DO1] and the references therein for more details in the following.
Assume that the inside information from time t = 0 is the value of Y = Y (Tp), with

Y(t)=BB(t)+ N(t); 0<t<T, (3.24) {eq3.

where B # 0 is a constant. As before N(t) = N(t) — M, where N(t) is a Poisson process
with intensity A > 0.

In this case the Lévy measure is v(d¢) = Aoy (d() since the jumps are of size 1. Then we
have, with 1 = ~/—1,

Iy (y) = %/Rexp<> [(em—1)N(T0)+iatﬁB(T0)+)\To(e”—l—iz)—%xQSQTo—izy}dzz (3.25) {eq2.

From this we get:

B[Sy ()| F)] = % /R exp [izN () + izBB(t) + A(To— t)(€® — 1 —iz) %m%cro ) izy]de

(3.26) {eq2.

E[Dy18y ()| F] = % / exp [i:cN(t)+ixﬁB(t)+>\(To—t)(e”—l—z’x)—%x262(T0—t)—z'xy} (6"~ 1)da.

R

(3.27) {eq2.

and

E[Dydy (y)|F] = i—A / exp [N (t) +izBB(t) M To—t) (¢ —1—iz)— a5 (To—t)—ixy] wde.
2 Jr 2

(3.28) {eq2.

By [B20) we conclude that

Jeexp [ixN(t) + izBB(t) + ATy — t)(e® — 1 —iz) — 3a2BX(Ty — t) — iaY ] (e — 1)da
Joexp [ixN(t) + izBB(t) + ATy — t)(e® — 1 —iz) — 3a2B%(Ty — t) — zx(Y} dx)
3.29

U(t,1) =

Note that if we put
Z(t,x) := exp [sz(t) +ixBB(t) + ATy — t) (™ — 1 —ix) — %xQSQ(To —t) —izY], (3.30)

11

N(t) = M(t) + /0 toz(s)ds, (3.22) {eq3.
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then

g—i( x) =1iZ(t,x)[N ( )+ BB(t) +ixB*(Ty — t) + MTy — t)(e” — 1) = Y], (3.31)

o —i% — Z(t,x)[N(t) + BB(t) + iz (Ty — t) — Y]
MTo— 1)

Z(t,z)(e™ —1) = (3.32)

Therefore, since Z(t,x) =0 at x = oo and at x = —oo, we get by (3.27) the following
result:

Proposition 3.4 Suppose Y =Y (Ty), with Y (t) as in (3.24). Then we have

:Y_f(BcrE) - () 5;%)’ -
where
o(t) = TPy W) Fdy=y

Bl (1) Fr

_ Jpexp [izN(t) +izBB(t) + NIy — t)(e™ — 1 —iz) — a2 (Ty — t) — iz |adx
Jpexp [ixN(t) + izBB(t) + ATy — t)(e® — 1 —iz) — 3a2B%(Ty — t) — iaY|dw

(3.34)

Hence, by (3.20) we then get

Y — BB(t) — N(¢)
T() —1

aft) = — 32O(t). (3.35)

In particular, by letting 5 — 0 in [B33) we get as a special case the result from Example
3.1:

Corollary 3.5 Suppose Y = N(Ty). Then

W(t,1) = % (3.36)
which by (B.20) gives
alt) N(T;Z — iv(t) (3.37)

{eq3.33}



4 The compensated Poisson random measure

We now proceed to the general case with a compensated Poisson random measure N (t,d¢) =
N(t,d¢) —v(dQ)t, , defined on a filtered probability space (2, F = {F;}i>0, P) satisfying the
usual conditions, with H as before. Here v is the Lévy measure of N, which we assume
satisfies the condition

/RC2dV(C) < 00. (4.1)

We assume that N is a semimartingale with respect to the filtration H, and we want to find
an expression for the H-predictable random measure (¢, d¢) in the unique semimartingale
decomposition )

N(t,d¢) = M(t,d¢) + a(t,dC) (4.2)

where M (t,d() is an H-martingale.
To this end we consider a controlled SDE of the form

(4.3)

dX5(t) = Xa(t)u(t)[b(t)dt + [y (¢, ON(dt,dC)]; 0<t<T
X3(0) =1,

As before u is our control process, which is allowed to be H-adapted. We study the following
stochastic control problem:

Problem 4.1 Find u; € Ay such that

sup E[ln(X3(T)] = E[ln(X;(T))]. (4.4)

ue Ay

As in Section 3 we will solve this problem by 3 different methods:

4.1 Method 1: Enlargement of filtration.
If (A2) holds, we can write ([A3)) as

dX3(t) = Xs(Ou®)[Bt)dt + [ v(t, OM(dt,dQ)]; 0<t<T (45)
X(0)=1 '

Y

where

B(t) = b(t) + / At C)alt, do) (4.6)

This is a well-defined SDE in the semimartingale context of the H-filtration, and we can

apply classical semimartingale calculus to solve the problem, as follows:
Let

vy (dt, dQ)
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denote the H-compensator of M.
Then by the It6 formula for semimartingales we get that the solution of the SDE (4.4)) is

Xalt) = exp ( / $)ds + / [+ u92(5.0) = a5 s, 40
//1n1+u O)M(ds,dC)>. (4.7)

From this we deduce that
E[ln X3(T / {u(s)B(s)ds + /R[ln(l +u(s)v(s,C)) — u(s)v(s, O)|vu(ds, dC)}]. (4.8)

Maximizing this integrand with respect to u(s) for each s, we get the following first order
equation for the optimal u = wuj:

(s, 6) _
()i + [ [ S = 2o Ol dO) =

l.e.

557205,
(o) = | T s, dd) = = [ (5.l dO) (19

provided that
1+ uj(s)7(5, €) £ 0. (4.10)

4.2 Method 2: Using forward integrals and Hida-Malliavin calcu-
lus
Problem 4.1 is also studied in [DM@P]|. Using forward integrals and Hida-Malliavin calculus,

combined with uniqueness of semimartingale decompositions, it is a consequence of Theorem
11 in that if an optimal portfolio u} exists, then it satisfies the equation

[ w3 (5,.9) 7(s:¢) dOVds — e(ds
b(s)ds / R s / S () s — (s, ), (A1)

provided that
14 u3(s)7(s, ) 0. (4.12)

4.3 Method 3: Using white noise theory and the Donsker delta
functional.

For this approach we do not need assumptions ([£2)). In stead we assume, in addition to
BI7), that Y € (S)* and that the Donsker delta functional of Y, dy(.), is in (S)* and
satisfies the condition

E[dy ()|F] € L%(m x P) and E[D,.dy (.)|F,] € L2(m x v x P), (4.13)
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where D, . denotes the Hida-Malliavin derivative at ¢, with respect to N. Then by inter-
preting the SDE in (33) as a forward integral equation, it is shown in Theorem 6.8
that the optimal control uj is a solution of:

[ w0 s (s, ¢) . O .
b(s) / () - / U(s, Ou(de),  (414) {eqa.

1T+ ui(s)v(s, ¢ 1+ u3(s)7v(s, €)

where
E[D; 0y (y)| Fsly=y

O = R )y

Combining the results from the 3 methods above we get the following two results, the
first of which may be regarded as a Donsker delta analogue of Theorem 2.6 in [A], and the
second a Donsker delta analogue of Theorem 2.4 in [Al:

Theorem 4.2 (H compensator) The H-compensator of N is given by

vig(ds, d¢) = (14 (s, ¢))v(dC)ds. (4.16) {eqa.

Proof. ~ Combining (LTI and (Id) we get:

/ W80 (ds, dc) = / WO (1 (s, s, (417) {eas.

1+ us(s)v(s, C) 1+ u3(s)y(s,€)

Since this holds for all v(s, (), we conclude that (ZI6]) holds. O

Theorem 4.3 (H-semimartingale decomposition) The process o in the H-semimartingale
decomposition [E2) of N is

a(t,d¢) = U(t, )v(dC). (4.18) {eq4.

Proof.  Substituting (ZI6) into (1) we get

[ w0
)= [ 75 e 190

u;(s)7% (s, ¢) - - e
- [T s ) = — [ st ) (119) (oas.
Substituting (AI4]) into (ZI9) we get
7(s,¢)
/[R 1+ uj(s)7(s, g)q’(s’ Owlde)
us(s)7%(s, ) e vals
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(4.15) {eq4.

13}

14}

15}

15a}

18a}

16}



1.e.

/R (5, )W (s, () = / (s, C)(s, dC). (4.21)

Since this holds for all (¢, () and a does not depend on ~y, we deduce that (Z.I8]) holds.
[

Example 4.1 [Semimartingale decomposition of an Ité-Lévy process]

We refer to [DO1] and the references therein for more details in this example.
Consider the case when'Y is a first order chaos random variable of the form

Y =Y(Ty); where Y (t) :/ / / N(ds,d¢), forte[0,Ty] (4.22) {eq4.22}

for some deterministic functions o # 0,0 satisfying

"(o2(t) + /R 02(t, O)w(dC) Yt < oo a.s. (4.23)

We also assume that the following growth condition holds:
For every e > 0 there exists p > 0 such that

/ e dv(¢) < oo. (4.24) {eq8.4a}
R\(—€,6)

In this case the Donsker delta functional of Y exists in (S)* and is given by

Sv(y) = % e | /0 0 /R (990 _ 1) N (ds, dC) + /0 " izo(s)dB(s)
/0 K /R (09 1~ ia(s, Q)(dC) — 5a0(5)}ds — iay]de.  (4.25)

From this one can deduce that

Eldy (y)|F:] = /exp / /zx@ N(ds,d¢) + /Otz'xa(s)dB(s)

T,
wh(s,C) 1 _ . 01 2 2 s
+/t /R(e 1 —iz6(s, C))v(d¢)ds /t Rl (s)ds — izy|dz. (4.26)
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and

E[Dt Oy (y)|Fi]

_ 1 / exp / / i26(s, )N (ds, dC) + /0 w0 (s)dB(s)
/ [0 -1 a5, ouiacsas - [ Jao s i
(e02) _ 1)dz. (4.27)

and

[Dt5Y( )| F]

[ exp / / i26(s, )N (ds, d¢) + /0 ' iwo(s)dB(s)
+ /t g /R (696 _ 1 — iz(s, C))w(dC)ds — [ " %ﬁa?(s)ds—my}m(t)da;. (4.28)

Therefore we get the following result, which may be viewed as an explicit Donsker delta
functional version of Theorem 3.5 in [AZ):

Theorem 4.4 If Y = Y(Ty) as in [E22), then the process o in the H-semimartingale
decomposition [@2)) of N is

Je Ft,z,Y)(e0t0) — 1)dx

E[DS,QCSY(?/)LFS]y:YV(dO — I F
g F(t,2,Y)d

E[oy (y)| Fily=y

aft, d¢) = W(t, Qr(dC) := v(dC)

(4.29)

where

F(t,2,y) — exp / / i20(s, )N (ds, d¢) + /0 ivo(s)dB(s)
. /t /R (€706 _ 1 _ (s, C))w(dC)ds — /t " %:5202(3)615—2':@]. (4.30)
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