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MARTINGALES WITH INDEPENDENT INCREMENTS
FREDDY DELBAEN

ABSTRACT. We show that a discrete time martingale with respect
to a filtration with atomless innovations is the (infinite) sum of
martingales with independent increments.

1. L>-MARTINGALES

We use standard probabilistic notation, (€2, (F)k>o0,P) is a proba-
bility space equipped with a discrete time filtration. For convenience
we suppose that Fqy is the trivial sigma algebra. All norms — except
when otherwise stated are meant to be the L? norm. The norm on
a R™ space is the Euclidean norm and is denoted by |.|. The scalar
product between elements x,y € R is denoted by x - y. We suppose
that for each k the innovation is sufficiently large to allow independent
random variables that have a continuous distribution. More precisely
we suppose that for each k£ > 1, there is a [0, 1] uniformly distributed
random variable Uy that is independent of Fj_;. It is shown in [I] that
this is equivalent to the property: for each k, Fj is atomless conditional
to Fr_1. By (Xi)i>1, Xo = 0 we denote an R™—valued L? martingale.
In other words X}, € L*(Fy) and E[X} | Fr_1] = Xx_1. The aim of this
short note is to prove

Theorem 1.1. There is a sequence of martingales Z™ = (Z})k>1 such
that for each n we have Zi = 0 and such that Xy, =) Z where

(1) Each Z} — Z}_, is independent of Fp_1.

(2) For each k > 1 the sum Y Z converges in L*.

(3) 1%l = 32, 12211
The martingales Z™ have independent increments, for each n the dif-
ferences (Z7 — Z'_|) form an independent system.

The basis of the proof is the following result we showed in [2].
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Theorem 1.2. Suppose that (Q, F,P) is a probability space and that A
s a sub sigma-algebra of F. Suppose that F is atomless conditionally
to A. Let & € L*(R™) satisfy E[€ | A] = 0 and put & = &, inductively
i Q@ — R™ s independent of A and is the best L? approximation of
En, 1.€.

1€ — mal| = Inf{||&, — C|| | € is independent of A},

gn—i-l = gn — M-

(1) no = E[&, | na)-

(2) For each n: [|&]* = |&nrall + [[mll* + ... + [[na]®
hence [y -+ -+ mall < €l + lensrll < 2]

(3) 17l = 5= 1€all (we need the L'—norm).

(4) & — 0 in L?, consequently & = Y - 0y n L? and [|§]* =
>l 2 2

(5) For eachn: &, = Zan ne and || |]* = Zan [75c][ -

We are now ready to prove the main theorem.

Proof. As shown in [2] for each k there is a sequence Y} such that
Y)" is independent of Fj_1, is Fj measurable, E[Y;" | Fr—1] = 0 and
Xy — X1 =Y, Y The sum converges in L? and || X} — Xp_1]]* =
>, V2R, We put

s=k
Zy =Yy
s=1
It is easily seen that each Z" defines an L? martingale. For each k

we have X = S2F(X, — X)) = S°28(3, Y*). The sums can be
permuted and hence we get

s=k s=k
Xp=> (Xo=Xe) =) Y Y'=> 7
s=1 n s=1 n

For the L? norms we get:

s=k
IX6ll> = D I(X = X))
s=1

s=k s=k
= S SR =S N v =Sz
s=1 n n s=1 n

That for each n, the random variables Y,* form an independent system
follows for instance from a calculation with characteristic functions. To
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see this let us fix k£ and take uq,...,u, € R™. We will calculate
Sp(ula S ,Uk) =E eXp (Zus ’ }{9")
s<k

by using successive conditional expectations. Clearly

(S - efefon(5) ]
s<k s<k
= E |exp ( Z Us - st>

s<k—1

E

= E|E

E [exp (ug - Y)")]

since Y," is independent of Fj_;

= Elexp (ur - Y{")]... Efexp (ug - Yi')],

proving independence. O]

2. CLOSED L?2—MARTINGALES

In this section we analyse the results of the previous section for
closed martingales. We use the same hypothesis on the filtration F
and we suppose that the R™ valued martingale (Xj)g>1 is bounded,
i.e. supy || Xk|| < oco. In that case there is a random variable X, such
that X;, — X, in L? and almost surely. Of course X = E[X, | Fi].
For simplicity and to avoid trivialities we again suppose that X, =
E[X;] = 0 and Fy is the trivial sigma algebra. The random variables
Y?, Z}! have the same meaning as in the previous section.

First we observe that the martingales Z" are all bounded. This is
immediate since

1ZEIP =D IY2IP < D 1K = Xl = 1 X1

s<k s<k
Each martingale Z7 therefore converges in L? to a final value Z7..
Theorem 2.1. With the notation introduced above
Xoo =Y 22,
in L? and || Xoo|? = 32, 1 22|
Proof. We start by proving the equality | X|* =Y, |22

IXaol® = > 1% = Xl

k>1
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= > > IvP

k>1 n

= > > v

n k>1
= > lIZzl
k

To prove convergence we proceed in the usual way. We take ¢ > 0.
From the convergence X;, — X in L?, we deduce that there is ky such
that for all & > ky:
[ Xoo — X[ < &7
Hence also for all k > k¢ and all V:
1z + -+ 28— (Zi+- -+ 2P
= > I+ YN

s>k

< 42 ||Xs - AXVS—1||2

s>k
< 4 Xp — Xp|]? < 462
Now we choose N, such that
1 Xk — (Zp + ...+ ZN)|| <,
for all N > Ny. The usual splitting then gives for all N > Nj:
1Xeo — (Z+...+ZY]
< [ Xoo — Xioll + 1 Xk — (Ziy + -+ Z30) |
+H(Zi+. .+ Z0) = (2 + ...+ ZX))
4e.
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