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1 Introduction

For a continuous semimartingale X = (X;,¢ > 0), with Xy = 0, the stochastic
exponential is defined as

E(X) = X2 >, (1)
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where (X) is the square characteristic of the martingale part of X.
&(X) is the unique solution of the linear stochastic differential equation

t
Zt:1+/ZSdXS, t>0
0

and in this sense Z; = &;(X) is the stochastic analogue of the usual exponen-
tial function f(z) = e“*, which is the unique solution of the linear differential

equation f,(z) = cf(x), f(0) = 1.
On the other hand, it is well known that the property

et = e, forall z,y € R @)

is a characterizing property of exponential functions and in a very wide class
of functions (e.g., in the class of measurable functions) f(x) = e, where
¢ € R is some constant, is the general solution of the Cauchy exponential
functional equation

flx+y)=f(z)f(y) forall z,y € R. (3)
Similar to (2]) property of the stochastic exponential () is the equality

EX)ENV)=EX +Y +(X,Y)), t>0, (4)

which is valid for any pair X,Y of semimartingales, where the additional
term (X,Y’) is the mutual characteristic of semimartingales X and Y. For
the properties of stochastic exponential and for all unexplained notations
from the martingale theory, we refer to [6] or [10] .

By definition, the stochastic exponential &(X) of a continuous semi-
martingale X can be expressed as a two-dimensional exponential function
of a semimartingale and its square characteristic at time ¢

E(X) = f((X), Xe), £20, (5)

where f(u,v) = e’"z%, u > 0,v € R. It follows from (@), that this function
satisfies the following functional equation

FUXD) e X)) fF((YV ), Vi) = F(X + Y ), X + Ve + (X, Y )), (6)

valid for any continuous semimartingales X and Y vanishing at 0. It is easy
to verify that (@) is also true for the function

f(U,U) = 6cv—§u’ u > O,U € R> (7)
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for any constant ¢ € R.

Denote by S the class of continuous semimartingales and let V be a
subclass of S, for which equation (@) is satisfied. Following [9] we call the
class V the domain of validity of equation ().

One is led to the following question: given a class of two-dimensional
functions (e.g., measurable, continuous), how small a class of semimartingales
V can we take, so that the solutions of (@) remain to be only functions of the
form ([).

We show in Theorem 1, that if equation (@) is satisfied for the class of
stochastic integrals h - W with respect to the given Brownian Motion W and
with deterministic integrands 0 < h < 1, then the solution of equation ([@])
is of the form (7). In section 2 we prove this theorem by using the Cauchy
exponential functional equation and the corresponding ”almost” version. In
section 3 we give a martingale characterization of equation (@), which gives
also a probabilistic proof of this theorem.

If the domain of validity of equation (7)) consists only of a single Brownian
Motion W (V = {W}), which corresponds (if we take X =Y = W in ([@]))
to the equation

2t W,) = f(4t,2W, +t), t>0, (8)

then there exists a different from () continuous solution of equation (),
although any analytic solution of (8) is of the form (7). See Proposition 1
and a counterexample before this proposition.

Note that the stochastic exponential & (X) transforms the class of con-
tinuous semimartingales into itself and this mapping is non-anticipative in
the following sense: The mapping F : R, X & — R is non-anticipative, if for
any continuous semimartingales X and Y and ¢ > 0

F(t,X)=F(Y), when X,=Y, forall s<t.

Therefore, it seems natural to consider a functional equation for stochastic
exponents in terms of non-anticipative functionals

Ft,X)F(t,Y)=F(t, X +Y + (X,Y)), (9)

where by the property (@) the stochastic exponential & (X) satisfies this
equation and it represents more general form of equation (6). But (@) will be
not a characterizing property of the stochastic exponent, since there exists a
whole class of solutions of (@) which are not stochastic exponentials. E.g., if

F(t, X) = el KEAXm3 (000 - ¥ e 8, (10)
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where (k(t,s),s > 0,t > 0) is bounded, measurable deterministic function,
then F'(t, X) defined by (I0) satisfies (@), but such processes are not always
stochastic exponentials, see Theorem 3 of section 4 and Remark 2 at the end
of the paper. In Theorem 3 we prove that under some restriction on the class
of non-anticipative functionals, the general solution of (@) is of the form ([I0J).

2 Functional equation for a function of a semi-
martingale and its square characteristic

Let W = (W;,t > 0) be a standard Brownian Motion defined on a complete
probability space (2, F,P). Let F' = (F;,t > 0) be a filtration satisfying the
usual conditions of right-continuity and completeness. Let FV' = (FV ¢ > 0)
be the filtration generated by the Brownian Motion W.

Let S (resp. M) be the class of continuous semimartingales (martingales)
vanishing at 0.

Denote by MW the class of continuous local martingales M = (M;,t > 0)
adapted to the filtration 'YV with My = 0, i.e., this is the class of stochastic
integrals with respect to the Brownian Motion W.

Let MY (I) be a sub-class of stochastic integrals k- with respect to the
Brownian Motion W with integrands h, such that h, = Ijs<u<q,0 < s < 2.

Let (f (u,v),u > 0,v € R) be a function of two variables . We consider
the functional equation

FUXD) e X)) (V) Vi) = F(X + Y )0, X + Ve + (X, Y )), (11)

for any X,Y € V and P- a.e. for each t > 0, where )V is some class of
continuous semimartingales, the domain of validity of equation (ITI).

Theorem 1. Let (f (u,v),u > 0,v € R) be a function of two variables.
Then the following assertions are equivalent:

a) The function f is a continuous strictly positive solution of the func-
tional equation ([IIl) with the domain of validity V = S.

b) The function f is a continuous strictly positive solution of the func-
tional equation (II)) with the domain of validity ¥V = MW (I).

¢) The function f is of the form

f(u,v) = e*~2%  for some constant ¢ € R.

If we shall consider only measurable solutions, then the following two
conditions will be equivalent:



b') The function f is a measurable strictly positive solution of the func-
tional equation (II)) with the domain of validity ¥V = MW (I).
) The function f = (f(u,v),u > 0,v € R) coincides with the function

e®’~2%  for some constant ¢ € R (12)
almost everywhere with respect to the Lebesgue measure on R, X R.

Proof. The implication a) — b) is evident. Let us prove the implication
b) = c).
It follows from equation (1) that for any bounded deterministic functions

hand g t t t t
f( /0 h2du, /0 huqu> f( /0 g2du, /0 guqu) - (13)
t

=/ ( /0 (gu + hu)*du, /0 t(gu+hu)qu+ /0 t guhudu)

P- a.e. for each t > 0.
For any fixed pair s < ¢ if we take hy, = Iy<s) and g, = Ii<y<y), from (I3)
we obtain that P-a.s.

f(s, W) f(t — s, We = Wy) = f(t, Wh). (14)
From (I4)) we have that

0 = EL(f(s,Wo) f(t—s, Wi W) £ L (1, W) = (15)

= /R/RI(f(s,x)f(t—s,y);éf(t,x-‘ry))p(sv x)p(t —5Y—- x)dxdyv

where p(s,z) = \/21%

Therefore, for any s > 0,t > 0,5 <t

f(s,x)f(t—s,y) = f(t,x+y) forall z,ye R (16)

fud
€2s .

almost surely with respect to the Lebesgue measure on R?.

If f(t,x) is continuous, then (I0]) is fulfilled for all s > 0,¢ > 0,s <t,x €
R,y € R and f satisfies the two-dimensional Cauchy exponential functional
equation. The general continuous solution of this equation is of the form

(see, e.., [I)
f(t,x) = exp{cx + bt} for some b, c € R. (17)
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On the other hand inserting X = W and Y = W in () we have
2t W) = f(4t,2W, +t) t>0 (18)
P-a.s. and substituting f(¢, ) = exp{cz + bt} in (I8) we obtain that
exp{2cW; + 2bt} = exp{2cW; + ct + 4bt},

which implies that b = ¢/2, hence f is of the form exp{cx — §t}.
c) — a) is evident. Indeed, if f(u,v) = exp{cv — u} for some c € R,
then for any X, Y € §
c
FEXD) e X F((Y )0 V) = exp{eX — 5

(X+Y)+ce(X,Y )} = f((X+Y), Xy + Y+ (X, Y),)

(X)) exp{eY, — 5 (¥} =
= exp{c(X;+Y;) —

P-a.s. for any t > 0.
The proof of the second part of Theorem 1 is similar if we use correspond-
ing results on ”"almost” solutions of equation ([I6]).

N O

b') — ). Tt follows from results of [3] and [7] that (I6) implies
f(t,z) = exp{cx + bt} for some b,ce€ R, (19)

almost everywhere with respect to the Lebesgue measure on R, X R.
From (I8]) we have that

At x) = f(4t, 2z +1t) t>0 (20)

almost everywhere with respect to the Lebesgue measure on R, x R. There-
fore, from (I9) and (20)), avoiding three null sets, we obtain that

exp{2cx + 2bt} = exp{2cx + ct + 4bt},

almost everywhere with respect to the Lebesgue measure on R, x R, which
implies that b = ¢/2.

) = V). Since for any M € MW(I) the random variable M; admits
Gaussian distribution, it follows from ¢’) that

FM)1, My) = exp{ed; — 5 (M)} (21)

P-a.s. for any ¢ > 0, which will imply this implication, similarly to the proof
of corresponding implication in first part of Theorem 1.
O



Remark. Note that, equality (2I)) can not be deduced from condition )
for a general continuous semimartingale X.

If the domain of validity of equation (III) consists only of a single Brow-
nian Motion W (V = {W}), which corresponds to the equation

2t W) = f(4t,2W, +t), t>0,P —a.s. (22)

then there exists a different from ([l) continuous solution of equation (22)).
Let g(t,x) = In f(t,x). Then (22]) is equivalent to equation

1

Let g(t,z) = |(2z—t)t|3. It is evident, that this function satisfies equation

([23), since
g(4t, 2z + t) = |(dz — 20)4t|7 = 2|(2x — )t|* = 2¢(t, 2).

Therefore, f(t,x) = exp |(2z — £)¢|3 is a continuous solution of equation (Z2)
different from ([7).

" Tt has been shown in various works that when some additional smooth-
ness assumptions are imposed on set of functions of classical functional equa-
tions, then even if the domain of validity is quite small, the set of solution
does not grow ” (see [12] for this comment and the references therein). In the
following proposition we show that if the domain of validity contains only a
single Brownian Motion (V = W), then any analytic solution of (22]) is of
the form (), i.e., the set of solutions is the same as for V = S.

Proposition 1. If f is analytical function satisfying (22I), then f is of
the form (7).

Proof. 1t follows from (20) and continuity of f(t,x), that f satisfies equation
fA(t,x) = f(4t,2z+t) forall t>0,7€ R. (24)
Taking logarithms of both sides of (24]) we obtain functional equation
1
h(t,z) = §h(4t, 20+1t) forall t>0,2€ R, (25)

for h(t,z) =1In f(t, x).



It is evident that A(0,0) = 0. Differentiating equality (25) at ¢ we have
he(t,x) = 2h,(4¢, 22 + t) + %hx(élt, 2z 4 t). (26)
This implies that h;(0,0) = 2h,(0,0) + h,(0,0) and hence
ha(0,0) = —%hx(o,()). (27)

It easy to see that all higher order derivatives of h at t = 0, x = 0 are equal
to zero.
Indeed, it follows from (25]) that for any m > 1 and n > 1

am-‘,—n am—l—n—l 8m+n—1
1 gmtn 1 gmtn
== h(4t,2 t) == h(4t, 2 t
2 g ML 20 D), = S (4t 20 1),
which implies that
am-‘,—n 1 8m+n m-+n
If n = 0 then it follows from (25]) and (28] that
am 8m—1 8m—1 1
- = _ = ——(2h(4t, 2 —h,(4t, 2 =
atmh(t,:):) 8tm—1ht(t’z) atm—l( he(4t, 2z +t) + 2hgc( t,2z + 1))
10m 1 o™
=———h(4t,2 ———h(4t,2 .
28tmh( t,2x +t) + 48tm—18:ch( t,2z +t)
Since %h((), 0) =0 for any n > 1, this implies that
am 10m
&t—mh(o’o) = 5815—mh(0’0)

and this derivative at point (0, 0) is also equal to zero.
Therefore, since f is analytic, we obtain from (27) that

h.(0,0
which means that A is of the form A(t,z) = cx — §t for some ¢ € R. O
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3 A martingale approach

In this section we give a martingale characterization of equation (I1I), which
gives also a probabilistic proof of Theorem 1.

Let first show that f(¢, W) is integrable at any power.

Lemma 1. If (f(u,v),u > 0,v € R) is a measurable strictly positive
solution of the functional equation (ITl), then

E|f(t,W)]P < o0

for any t > 0 and p € R.

Proof. To show that f (t,W,) is integrable for any ¢ > 0 we shall use the idea
from [13] on application of the Bernstein theorem.
Substituting s = ¢/2 in ([I4]) and taking logarithms we have

In f(t/2,Wy2) +1In f(t/2, W, = Wyjo) =In f(t, W) P —a.s. (28)

Let
X =Inf(t/2,Wy2) and Y =In f(t/2, W, — Wy2).

Then from (28)
X+Y=hft,W) P-—as. (29)

and it is easy to see that
X—-Y =In f(t/2, Wt/Q)—ln f(t/2, Wt_Wt/Z) =In f(t, 2VVt/2_Wt) P—a.s.

Since E(2W; /o — W)W, = 0, the random variables 2, — W, and W, are
independent and, hence, the random variables X +Y and X —Y will also be
independent. Therefore, Bernstein’s theorem ([2], see also [11]) implies that
X and Y are distributed normally. Therefore, In f(¢, W;) is also normally
distributed. Hence f(t, W}) is integrable at any power

E|f(t7 Wt)‘p < 00,
as a random variable having log-normal distribution. O

Proposition 2. If (f (u,v),u > 0,v € R) is a measurable strictly posi-
tive solution of the functional equation (II), then



i) the processes

_ AWy

. .f(t> Wt)
Ni(1) T ERGLW)

VAR and  Ny(2)

t >0,

are strictly positive martingales.
i1) There exist constants A\; € R and Ay € R such that the processes

f(t’ VVt) fz(t> Wt) f(4t> 2VVt + t)

6)\1t ) e>\2t and 6)\2t t Z 07
are strictly positive martingales. Besides
1
A < §>\2. (30)

Proof. 1) Taking expectations in equality (I4]), since the random variables
W; — W, and Wy are independent, we have that

o E.f(t> Wt)

B =5 We= W) =

(31)
If we take the conditional expectations in the same equality (I4]), having

in mind that W; — W is independent of F, SW , we obtain
E(ft, W)|F¥) = f(s, W)Ef(t —s,W, —W,) P—as.. (32

Therefore, substituting the expression of Ef(t — s, W, — W) from (31) into
[B2) we get the martingale equality

[, Wh) _ f(s, W)
E<Ef(t,VVt) ]:5> = 7Ef(S,WS)’ P —as..

The martingale property of the process N;(2) is proved similarly, if we use
equality

P, W) f2(t— s, Wy = W,) = f2(t,W;) P —a.s. (33)

instead of equality (I4]).
i1) Let g(t) = Ef(t,W;). Then Ef(t — s, W, — W,) = g(t — s) and it
follows from (B1) that (¢g(t),t > 0) satisfies the Cauchy exponential functional

equation
g(s)g(t —s) =g(t), s>0,t>0,s<t
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a general measurable solution of which is of the form e* for some \ € R (see,
e.g., [1]). Therefore the proof of ii) follows from assertion 7).

Since f2(t,W;)e 2! is a martingale, the equality (I¥) implies that the
process f(4t,2W; + t)e~*2! is also a martingale.

The inequality (B0) follows from the martingale property of N(1) and
N(2) and from the Holder inequality, since

f(tv Wt) 1 2f2(t7 Wt)
=BRSSBT =
_E1/2f2(t> Wt)_ et _ (%—Al)t
- ezt e2A1t =¢ :

O

Theorem 2. Each assertion a),b), ¢) of Theorem 1 is equivalent to
d) (f (u,v),u>0,v € R) is a continuous strictly positive function such
that f(0,0) = 1 and the processes

f(t> Wt) fz(ta VVt) and f(4t> 2VVt + t)

e)\lt ) e)\zt ) e)\zt )

t>0,

are martingales for some constants A\; € R and A\, € R.

Proof. The implication b) — d) follows from Proposition 2. Let us show that
if d) is satisfied then the function f(¢,z) is of the form (I2).
Let us define two functions:

U(t,z) = E[f(T,Wr)e M |W, = 2] and V(t,z) = E[f*(T, Wr)e *T|W, = z].

Since U(t,x) and V (¢, x) are positive, they will be of the class C' on (0, T') x
R and satisfy the "backward” heat equation (see, e.g. [5] page 257)

)% N 10%Y

ot 2 0x?
Since the processes f(t, W;)e ™t and f2(t, W,;)e=?! are martingales, by the
Markov property of W we shall have that

=0, 0<t<T,x€R. (34)

Ut, W) = f(t, W)e ™ and V(t,W,) = f2(t, W,)e
and hence, by continuity of the function f

Ult,z) = f(t,x)e™™" and V(t,z) = f2(t,x)e ', forall t>0,z € R.
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Since
1
U(t,x) = fi(t,x)e ™M = A f(t,x)e ™ Ut z) = 5 fe(, z)e M

and U(t, x) satisfies equation (34]), we shall have that f also belongs to the
class C'? on (0,T) x R and satisfies equation

fi(t,z) + %fm(t,:z) —Mf(t,z)=0. (35)
Similarly, since
V;(t, IL’) = Qf(t, l’)ft(t’ l»)e—)\zt _ )\2f2(t, l’)e_)‘zt;

Vio(t, 2) = 2(fu(t, 7)) + 2f (t,2) fou(t, 2)e ™

and V(t,z) satisfies equation (34]), we obtain that the function f satisfies
also the following PDE:

2f(t7 x)ft(t, I)e_)\zt . >\2f2(t, x)e_)‘ﬁ—i—

% [2(fm(t, :L’))Qe_Azt 21 (¢, 2) faalt, x>e—>\2t —0,

which after simplifying takes the form:

2f(t, @) felt, ) = Ao f?(t,2) + (fult, 2))* + (8, 2) fou(t, @) = 0. (36)

From (B8) we have that f,..(t,x) = 2\ f(¢,z) — 2f;(t, z) and substituting
the right side of this equality instead of f,, in ([B6]) we get that

fm2(t7 ZL’) = ()‘2 - 2>‘1>f2(t7 ZL’), (37>

where Ay — 2)\; > 0 according to Proposition 2.

To find the general solution of (B7) we consider two cases:
I f.(t,x) = VAo — 2\ f(t,x). It is evident that f(t,z) = ¢(t)eVr2—2Me
where ¢ is some function of t. It follows from Proposition 2 that F f(t, W)
et So eMt = ¢(t)EeVre Wt = gb(t)esz?%t, which implies that ¢(¢)
e 72t and finally f(t,x) = e where ¢ = /Ay — 21 and b = 21222,
Il: f.(t,z) = —v/ Ay — 2X\ f(t,x). By the same manner as in the case I, we
obtain that f(t,z) = e, where c = —/Ay — 21 and b = 2222,

After that we can use equality E f2(t, W;) = E f(4t, 2W;+t) to get equality
b= —c/2 and the representation f(t,z) = e“~2¢, O
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4 A functional equation for non-anticipative
functionals

The mapping h : [0,7] x C[0,7] — R is non-anticipative, if for any w,w’ €
C[0,T] and t € [0, T

h(t,w) = h(t,w'), when w,=w. forall s<t.
Consider the class of functions F' : [0,7] x & — R defined by

C={F; F(t,X) = "tX2X) x € 8,

for some continuous, non-anticipative functional h(t,w)}.
Theorem 3. The general solution of the functional equation
Ft,X)F(t,Y)=F(t,X+Y +(X,Y)), forall XY €S, (38)
in the class C, is of the form
F(t,X) = el Kb)dXe=3(X)0) xS, (39)

where (K(t,s),s > 0,t > 0) is a deterministic function with IC(¢, s) = 0,¢ < s,
such that

i) KC(t,-) is cadlag and has a finite variation, for each t € [0, 77,
ii) fOT wsK(+,ds) is continuous, for each w € C|0, 7).

Proof. Let I be a solution of equation (38) from the class C. Then it follows
from (B8) and from the definition of the class C that

h(t, X) + h(t,Y) = In F(t, X + %(X>) I F(LY 4+ %m)
:lnF(t,X+Y+%((X> V) 4 (X, Y))
=InF{t,X+Y + %((XJFY))) =h(t,X+Y)

for any X,Y € S.
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Since a deterministic function is a semimartingale if and only if it is of
finite variation and the functions of finite variations are dense in C, it follows
from the continuity of h that

h(t,w+w') = h(t,w) + h(t,w') for all w,w' € C. (40)
By the Riesz theorem (see, e.g. [4]) for each ¢ there exists a cadlag function

G(t,-) of finite variation, such that G(t,s) = G(t,T),s > t and

h(t,w) = /OT wsG(t,ds). (41)

Using integration by part formula we get from (4I]) that

h(t, X) /Xths) X:G(t,t) — /Gts

:/(G() G(t,s))dX, = / (t, s)dX,,

where K(s,t) = G(t,t) — G(t, s) is of finite variation for each ¢ and by conti-
nuity of h the condition i) is also satisfied.

Now let us show that the non-anticipative functional F'(¢, X) = eJo K(t:8)d(Xs=5(X)s)
satisfies equation (B8)). Let first show that I’ belongs to the class C.

Consider the non-anticipative functional h(t, w) fo ws K ), where C
satisfies conditions ¢) —ii) of the theorem. By zz) this functlonal is contmuous
and the integration by part formula gives the equality

h(t, X) = /XICtds /ICtsts,XeS (42)

Therefore, ([42)) implies that
F(t,X) = el Kt9AXs=3(X)s) _ ch(tX-3(X0) X ¢ S (43)

which means that F' € C.

It is evident that F'(¢, X) defined by (B9) satisfies (B8], since for any
continuous semimartingales X and Y

1

Ft,X)F(t,Y) = oo B(tS)d(X Y= 1(X)s—1(V)s)

— oo Bt d(Xa Vet (XY )s— 3 (X+Y)s) _ =Ft, X +Y + (X, Y)).
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Remark 1. If K(¢,s), K(t,s) = 0,t < s is a measurable function,
such that fOT IK(t,s) — K(t, s)|*ds < const|t — t'|?, then by the Kolmogorov
theorem f(f K(t,s)dX has a continuous modification, for each X; = Xy +
f(f osdW, + f(f bsds with bounded, predictable b, 0.

Remark 2. Note that F(¢,X) is not always a stochastic exponential.
For example, if we take K(t, s) = v(t), where v is not of finite variation, then
F(t,X)= e? X =3(X)0) will be not a stochastic exponential for any X € S.
E.g., for X = W the process v(t)(W, — 3t) will be not a semimartingale and,
hence F'(t,W) will not be a stochastic exponential.
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