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Abstract

Since the seminal paper [11]], people knows that, to use the hazard rate to evaluate the price S
of securities defaultable at 7, one should firstly find the solution V of a specific backward stochastic
differential equation written with the hazard rate process, and then apply the pre-default formula
STy -y = Vi ), whenever A,V = 0. This pricing formula has prompted a lot of discussions,
especially on the condition A,V = 0. The method by backward stochastic differential equation has
been adopted in recent works [6l [7] to evaluate the counterparty risk and funding cost. The jump
problem A,V = 0, however, has been avoided, because a filtration reduction and a probability
change technique under the name "condition (A)" has been introduced in [0} [7], which allow one
to solve directly the backward stochastic differential equation satisfied by S .

Our future aim is to extend the technique of [0, [7] to cover more general models. A first step
towards this extension is to generalize condition (A), when probability measure changes are replaced
by the local martingale deflator changes. Concretely in this paper, we consider a pair of filtrations
F < G which become different only from the default time 7 onwards. For an F semimartingale S
having an F-deflator, we establish conditions on S such that S™~ can have a G-deflator. Under
these conditions, we construct G-deflators for S7~ in term of Azéma supermartingale of 7. (In
passing, the same for S™ will also be done.)

Our study is based on the existence of a subfiltration F which "coincides" with G on [0, 7). For
applications, it is important to have a method to infer the existence of such a filtration F from the
knowledge of the market information G and from the default time 7. This question is discussed at
the end of the paper.
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1 Introduction

1.1 Results

Consider a credit risk model (G, 7,S), where G is a filtration, 7 is a G stopping time, and S is a
multi-dimensional process. Let [F be a subfiltration of G satisfying the two conditions:

. F "coincides" with G up to the time 7 (cf. Assumption 2.1I);

. S is an F semimartingale possessing an F local martingale deflator (cf. Definition below).

(Note that the first condition is introduced in [6] and constitutes a generalization of the usual setting
of progressive enlargement of F with the random time 7.) In this paper we study the problem :

Deflator problem. Under what condition, the process ST~ (stopped right prior to T) or
ST possesses a local martingale deflator in G.

We will set up an appropriate theoretical framework, within which the above question finds answers.
Before presenting the motivations in the next subsection, here are the principal results.

« A necessary and sufficient condition is given in Theorem [7.I0lfor S™~ to possess a local martingale
deflator in G. This result is obtained only after various preliminary results have been proved,
as indicated below.

o The deflator problem depends, in a delicate way, on the Azéma supermartingale Z of the random
time 7 in F. Two decompositions of Z are involved in our work: the Doob-Meyer’s decompo-
sition Z = m + a and the predictable multiplicative decomposition Z = LD defined in [17],
with a multiplicative martingale part L and a multiplicative drift part D. This multiplicative
decomposition is valid only on the set {(Z) > 0} (F predictable projection of Z). For the
construction of deflators, we need to extend the decomposition Z = LD onto the whole R, and
ensure that das does not charge the set {L_ = 0}. Also, the first zero time { of Z is to be
decomposed into three elements 7, 7,7, each of which concerns a different part of deflators of
S7~. We have to control which components of Z can vanish at these stopping times. In section
Bl a full investigation is made on the processes L, D, Z_,p'F(Z ) in association with the stopping
times n,7,7. As a consequence of this study, we establish in Lemma [3.9] the formula (different
from the one in [I7]) D = Zo&(—5-.a).

This formula of D, jointly with the reduction results of section [6] (especially the equation of
Lemmal6.0]) forms a passage connecting the multiplicative decomposition Z = LD to the deflator
computation of ST~. Recall that one of the theoretical conjectures about the deflator problem
for ST~ is that G-deflator is a multiple of F-deflator by a factor inversely proportional to L
(the predictable multiplicative martingale part of Z). With the formula of D and the reduction
results, this conjecture is confirmed in subsection [7.3] by that there exists a factor M depending
on S such that G-deflator of ST~ is the multiplication of F-deflator with % It is interesting to
compare this multiplicative property with the result of [I] that proves that the G-deflator of S™
(instead of S77) is inversely proportional to the optional (instead of predictable) multiplicative
martingale part of Z (cf. [23]).

The study in section B enriches a lot our knowledges on the Azéma supermartingale and is
useful in general. See [6] for other applications of the formula of D.



o The well-known formula of Jeulin-Yor (cf. [10, 19, 20]) gives the G semimartingale decomposi-
tion of X7 for FF local martingale X. However, the study of this paper requires results which
characterize the G local martingales with their reductions in F. Section [f] is devoted to the
reduction problem with formulas in Lemma [6.5] Lemma [6.6] Lemma 6.8 which give the above
mentioned characterization of the G local martingales "living on [0, 7)". The reduction result is
the cornerstone of subsection [T.3] (which implies Theorem [TI0). It is also an essential element
in [6].

o In the article [I], the local martingale deflators for S™ (instead of S77) in G are considered. The
proof of the main result Theorem 1.2 in [I] raises the following question : supposing that an
F semimartingale S, without jump at a given stopping time R (ArS = 0), possesses a F local
martingale deflator Y, can one construct a (second) local martingale deflator for S which has no
jump at R neither ? This question, which remains open in [1], is answered in Theorem 5.1 The
proof of the theorem is based on a subtle analysis of the stochastic logarithmic £ of Y, which
improves our knowledge about deflators. Par example, it is proved that the drift of £~ (as &
itself) can not have too negative jumps.

. Also for the proof of Theorem [5.1] we are led to study the F local martingales X whose X7~
remains local martingale. We prove in Lemma [£I] that they are precisely the local martingales
orthogonal to Iz~ oyl o) — (II{R>0}II{R7OO))I"F (F compensated jump process). We then establish
an orthogonal decomposition formula in Theorem

o Theorem [T.10l depends on Theorem [B.1] because, without it, the reduction results would not be
applicable in subsection[7.3l Another application of Theorem [5.1]is that it enables us to work on
[T, Theorem 1.2] under the original probability measure, without passing through the auxiliary
probability change of [I]. Therefore, a new proof of [I, Theorem 1.2] is given in Corollary
Moreover, we will apply the idea of [33] to produce an explicit deflator for S7 with the
components of Z. It is a very different construction from [I], because it does not depend on the
optional multiplicative decomposition of Z established in [23].

« The present work is based on the existence of a subfiltration F which coincides with G on [0, 7),
but does not accept 7 as stopping time. However, the existence of such a subfiltration is not
unanimously accepted, all the more so as no practical method exists to infer the possible presence
of such a filtration F. In section [@, for the first time, some results will be proved in response to
that controversial situation.

1.2 Motivations

To apprehend our study of S™~, we need to review quickly the pricing system of defaultable securities.
According to arbitrage pricing principal, the price process of a defaultable security satisfies the formula

T T
Sy = E[llgyr<pye” fredsy 4 L orye ki redse|G,],

under a neutral probability, with the short rate process 7, a payoff £ and a recovery rule Y. This is
however a unsatisfactory pricing formula, because it does not involve explicitly the hazard rate process
h. In response, the paper [I1] provides the following formula (under few technical condition):

St:v;‘/yt<7—7

if A,V =0, where V is the solution of a backward stochastic differential equation (BSDE, in abbre-
viated form):

T ,
W — E[J e~ St (T+h)Uqu;h5dS +e” S;fr(?”rh)udug‘gt]'
t
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The advantage of V' over the initial formula of S is explained in [I1] (cf. also [§]). Since then, much
has been written on this subject, especially on the delicate jump condition A,V = 0 (cf. [4]). The
key observation is that, if we choose a suitable pre-default value process (i.e. a process that coincides
with S on [0,7)), it can be computed by a kind BSDE and the BSDE consideration is the best way
to make appear the hazard rate process in the pricing formula.

This approach of pre-default value process with BSDE has been adopted in [0, [7] to evaluate the
counterparty risk and funding cost X, with some important modifications. Firstly, [6l [7] has chosen
the particular pre-default process X™~ and established its BSDEX. This BSDEX is not simple, because
it requires its solution to satisfy the jump vanishing property A,V = 0, which brings us back to the
discussion of the formula in [II]. A condition, called condition (A), is then introduced.

(A) There exists a subfiltration F < G, which coincides with G on [0, 7). There exists at the
same time an equivalent probability measure P such that, for every (F,P) local martingale
M, M7 is a (G,Q) local martingale.

It is then proved that, under condition (A) and the positivity of Z, there exists a classical (F,P)
BSDE® such that, for any solution U of BSDE®, U™~ is a solution of the (G,Q) BSDEX. We get in
particular the well-posedness of the BSDEX and of the corresponding counterparty risk model.

Condition (A) of [0l [7] presents a significant progress regarding to the counterparty risk literature
based mainly on the more rigid immersion assumption. For the first time via condition (A), the
fundamental role of the filtration behind the condition A,V = 0 is revealed. On the practical side,
condition (A) makes a complex BSDE with random horizon and endogenous terminal condition, to be
solved by a classical BSDE with constant horizon and exogenous terminal condition (a useful property
for numerical implementation). The work in [6} [7] is worth an extension. Our eventual aim is to allow
the methodology of [6l, [7] applied in models where the local martingale pricing measures are replaced
by local martingale deflators (pricing kernels). The first step towards this extension is a general
formulation of condition (A). Actually condition (A) can be expressed in term of local martingale
deflator. Let p be a (F,Q) local martingale.

(A") For an (F,Q) semimartingale X, X"~ possesses a (G, Q) local martingale deflator
q, whenever p is an (F,Q) local martingale deflator for X.

In the case of condition (A), the above condition is valid for p = % and q = 1. Condition(A")
leads straightforwardly to the deflator problem. As shown previously, once the correspondence p-q is
established (that we will do in this paper), the methodology of [6l [7] will be applicable to solve the
pricing BSDEs.

This work is closely related to the no-arbitrage condition of the first kind (cf. [21, 221 24] [3T], [36]).
It integrates also with the literature of the insider trading problem (cf. [1l 2, B, 13| [14] [16] [34]
40]). Another observation is the striking resemblance between the formula of F reductions of G local
martingales (cf. section [@]) and the formula of absolutely continuous probability changes (cf. [I5]
Theorem 12.18]). This observation calls up the approach by Girsanov’s theorem of the enlargement of
filtration problems presented in [32] 35 38]. The fundamental relation between G-deflator for S™ and
the multiplicative decompositions of Azéma’s supermartingale has been previously pointed out in [13]
in the continuous case, based on the result in [26], and in [I] in the discontinuous case, based on the
paper [23]. Nevertheless, it is to be noticed that the multiplicative formulas in [23], 26] can not serve
the deflator construction of S, because of the discontinuous situation and of the predictable nature
of the problem. Recall that this work applies the multiplicative formula of [17].



1.3 Notations and conventions

We refer to [15], [17] for semimartingale calculus. For a process X, we make the convention Xy = Xy so
that the jump AgX = 0. We use ®%e, PFe to denote the optional and the predictable projections with
respect to a filtration F, as well as ¢°F, o”F for the corresponding dual projections. The stochastic
integral will be denoted notably by "." (ex. {, HidXs = H.X; or §{ KsHdX; = KH.X;). The
stochastic integral Sé H,dX, is always supposed to be computed on (0,¢] so that Ha Xy = 0. We
consider deterministic as well as random intervals, all being denoted by the usual bracket system. A
random interval such as [S,T] = {(s,w) e Ry x Q: S(w) < s < T(w)} is a subset in R} x Q. For a
subset A < 2, R, x A also is a random interval. For simplicity, we denote the intersection of the two
random intervals by A n [S,T]. For any non negative random variable T', for any set A, T4 denote
the random variable T'14 + o0llyc. The Doléan-Dade exponential is denoted by "E". We will apply
the semimartingale calculus on a predictable random interval. We refer to section 8 of [15] for details.
For a cadlag process X and a non negative random variable R, the stopping just prior to R is defined
as follows

XP7 = Xy py + Xp-Tjp oy = X* — ApX oo gy Iz o)
(cf. [9, Chapitre VI n°5]).

2 Filtrations and no arbitrage condition

We consider a stochastic basis (2, 8,G,Q) where (€, B) is a measurable space, Q is a probability
measure on this measurable space, and G = (G;)er, is a filtration of sub-o-algebras of B satisfying
the usual condition. Let 7 be a G stopping time. We assume the existence of a filtration F = (F;)ser,,
satisfying the following condition.

Hypothesis 2.1. Reduction condition. The filtration F is contained in G. For any G optional
(resp. predictable) process H, there exists an F optional (resp. predictable) process K such that
Hlyo -y = Ko -y (resp. Hly ) = Kljg 7). We call the process K an F optional (resp. predictable)
reduction of the process H.

Note that, if G is the classical progressive enlargement of IF with 7, the above condition will be satisfied.
Moreover, the two properties in this condition are not independent. For complementary discussions
on this condition, see [10, Chapitre XX n°75] and [6l [19]. Besides the enlargement of filtration setting
F c G, another basic notion in this paper is the notion of deflators.

Definition 2.2. Let S = (S")1<i<q be a d-dimensional semimartingale in the filtration F. A real
valued strictly positive process Y is called a (strictly positive local martingale) deflator in F for S, if
Y and YS = (Y S")1<i<q are F local martingales.

We define the same notions in the filtration G in an obvious way. Note that the deflator notion is
closely linked with the notion NA; of the no-arbitrage condition of the first kind. See for example
[1, 211, 221, 241 311 [36].



Lemma 2.3. A semimartingale S = (S")1<i<q with strictly positive components satisfies the NA;
condition in a given filtration (i.e. NAy condition on [0, a] for any positive real number a), if and only
if S possesses a deflator.

3 Azéma’s supermartingale, its zeros, its decompositions

The deflator problem depends on Azéma’s supermartingale in a delicate way. This section is devoted
to an inventory of properties needed in the next sections. We recall that Azéma’s supermartingale Z
in IF associated with a random time 7 is O'F(]J{O,T)) the [F optional projection of I, .. Associated with
Azéma’s supermartingale Z, there are the following processes.

. The process Z_ and P*(1ijy ;1) = o) + L,00)Z— (cf. [19] p.63).
. The process Z = *H(Iyo,1)-
. The process A to be the I optional dual projection of ljg.r} 17 ) and M = Z + A which is an
F BMO martingale (cf. [I0, Chapitre XX n°74]). By [19],
Z=Z+ANA=Z+AM=2)=7_+AM
on (0, 00).

. The process a to be the F predictable dual projection of Ijg.r} i, »y and m = Z + a which is an
F BMO martingale (cf. [19, Lemme(5.17)]).

. The process °Z = PTZ (F predictable projection of Z) =m_ —a = Z_ — Aa.

With the process °Z, we consider the F predictable set C() introduced in [I7, (6,23)] by the relation:
for an [ stopping time T, %]l(oj] is locally bounded, if and only if [0,T] < C(%)

The F predictable set C(%) is introduced to have the predictable multiplicative decomposition of Z
defined in [17, Theorem (6.31) and Exercice 6.10].

Lemma 3.1. There exists a non negative local martingale L on C(%) and a predictable non negative
non increasing process D (on Ry ) such that Z = LD on C(%) We have Ly = 1,Dy = Zy, and on
()

{L>0}={0}u{Z >0}, {D>0}={Z,>0}

For an F stopping time T such that [0,T] < C(%),

7
LT = Elzlomam], DT = g

3.1 The vanishing times and the sets of positive values

Whether or not the processes Z, Z_,°Z take positive values constitutes an important technical point
in the following sections. This bring us to consider the sets {Z > 0},{Z_ > 0},{°Z > 0} and C(z;).
These sets are all random intervals starting from zero (included) up to a stopping time (included or
not). To see the exact situation of them, we introduce the following stopping times (the vanishing
times).



. C=inf{s: Zs=0o0r Z;_ =0}, and, for n e N, ¢, = inf{s: Zs < %}
- 1 = Go<C<00,Z¢ >0, >0}

-1 = Cvk,C<c)

- 1) = Clo<¢<o0,Zc_>0,°Z=0}-

. € =1inf{s:°Zs = 0}.

Lemma 3.2. {Z > 0} = [[0,([[, ¢ = sup,, {, and ¢ = (.

Proof. The first properties are deduced from [0, Chapitre VI n°17]. By the proof of [17, Corol-
laire(6.28)] ¢ = ¢. We check also that °Zlj¢ of < Z-Tj¢ o = 0. Hence, ¢ = (. O

Lemma 3.3. {Z_ > 0} = {Zy > 0} n (U,[0,C])-

Proof. By Lemma 3.2, {Zy = 0} n {Z_ > 0} = & and Z_Ty¢ oo = 0. Hence, the interval {Z_ > 0}
writes as {Zy > 0} n ([0, C[V[[¢lo<¢<o0,z._>0])- As ¢ = sup,, G, [[0,¢[[= UR[0,¢a]. On the other
hand, if 0 < { < 0, Z;_ > 0, by [I8, Lemma 3.1] infocs<¢ Zs > % for some n > 0 so that ¢ < (,,. We
conclude {Z_ > 0} < U,L[[0,¢,] on the set {Zy > 0}. The inverse inclusion is obvious. The lemma is
proved. O

Lemma 3.4. {0 < ( < 0,Z;~ = 0} = { < ©}, de, n = Co<¢<o0,z;_=0y- The random times
0,7 are F predictable stopping times. The identities U,L[[0, (]l = [0,¢]\[7] and {°Z > 0} = {Zy >
0} o ([0, CIN(IA D © [[701)) hold.

Proof. By definition, if n < o, we have 0 < ( = 9 < o and, because of (, < (,{ = sup,, (u,
Z¢— =lim, Z¢, = 0. On the other hand, if 0 < (;, < o0, we have Z;, _ > % > 0 so that (, < ¢ on the
set {0 < { < o0, Z— = 0}. This proves the first part of the lemma. The predictability of 7 is shown
in [I5), proof of Theorem 9.41]. By LemmaB2, Z_ =°Z =0 on ||¢,o[. As ¢ = (,

[7ill = {Z- > 0,"Z = 0},

which is predictable. The identity U, [[0, (]| = [0, C]\[77] is deduced directly from the definition of 7.
By Lemma 3.2, {Zy = 0} n {°Z > 0} = J and “Z1 oo = 0. Hence, the interval {°Z > 0} writes as

{Zo >0} 0 ([0, ¢MwlSo<c <oz =03 ]D) = {Zo > 0} A ([0, CIN([7] © 7))
[l
Remark 3.5. The stopping time 7 will be studied in Lemma B.I4l It will be proved that n € C(%)
on {0 < n < oo}.
Combining Lemma 3.3 and Lemma 3.4 with [I7, (6.24) and (6.28)], we obtain the next lemma.

Lemma 3.6. We have
C(%) = (Unll0, G ID\[7T = [0, CIN([7 ] © [71)

and {Zy > 0} mc(%) = {°Z > 0}. There exists a non decreasing sequence of F stopping times (Sy)nens
such that C(o) = Up[l0, Sp]l and, for any ne N, & <n on ]0,5,].



3.2 The jumps Am, Aa outside of C(iZ) and the positivity of 7, _

Lemma 3.7. 0 = Aym = Azya on {0 <71 < ©}. Aja=Z;— >0 on {0 <7 < o). Uyl0,(] =
C(%) v [7]] is a support of the random measure das, that implies T € U,[0, (]| almost surely. As a
consequence, Zr_ > 0,D,_ >0 on {7 < ©,Zy > 0}, and L,_ > 0 on {T < w0} (the existence of L _
being proved in Lemma [310).

Proof. We have 0 = A;Z = Aym — Aza on {0 < 7 < oo}, This means Aymllig o0y € Fp—. The
stopping time 7) being predictable, necessarily Ay;m = 0 on {0 <7 < oo} (cf. [I5, Theorem 4.41]). The
second assertion of the lemma is the consequence of Aya = Z;_ —°Z;_ = Zz— > 0 on {0 < 7j < 0}.

The third assertion is because [0, (] is a support of dag and Ajya = 0. The last assertions are direct
consequences of 7 € U,[[0, (]|, of Lemma B3 and of Z = LD on [[0,([ (cf. also [39, Lemme 0]). O

Lemma 3.8. For any I predictable stopping time o, let 0’ = o(a_ a—1,0<o<}- Then, [0'] < [7] and

Zy =0, Zy— =1 on {0’ < w0}

Proof. Note that ¢’ is F predictable. Applying [15, Theorem 5.27], we obtain

IE[]]{0<7—:cr<oo}IL{A(,a:I}]]{0<cr<oo}] E[A callin,a= 1}]]{0<cr<oo} B{Aga 1}I|{O<o<oo}

which implies that {Aya = 1,0 <0 < 0} < {0 < 7 = 0 < w}. Consequently,

ZU’IL{U’<OO} = P[U/ < 7_|]:cr’]1|~{0’<00} =0, Zcr’fﬂ{a’<oo} = P[U/ < 7_|‘7: ’*]:ﬂ*{o'/<00} = II{J’<OO}'

3.3 The predictable multiplicative decomposition of Z reconsidered

In this section we review the predictable multiplicative decompositions of Z. We begin with some new
and useful expressions of L and of D on C(z).

Lemma 3.9. On the set C(%),
E(—4aa)E(spaa) = 1,

L=1+ Il‘{Zo>0} Z()g( Z -a) 1-m7 (31)
D= ZQE<—T.3)

Proof. Notice that, if Zy = 0, nothing is to be proved.

Let (Sp)nen be the sequence of F stopping times introduced in Lemma Since Vn > 0,(0,.5,]
{Z_ > 0}, E(—aa) is well-defined on the set C(<;). Using the integration by parts formula on each

of (0,5,], we have

— E(—Fa)-E(a) () + & + (—F)phe) da
= E(—7-ea) E(dgea) —T 0



It yields that £(—-sa)&(zaa) = 1 on the set {Zy > 0} N C(&). We conclude with Lemma B1] that

1
= ZO(€<—Z—.3)

on the set C(%). Again on the set [0, 5,],
dm = d(Z +a) = d(LD + a) = DdL + L_dD + da = DdL,

because m is a martingale. This implies that & is m integrable on the set {Zy > 0} n [0, S,], and

consequently,
1 1 _
L = 1+I|.{ZO>0}708(—Z—.3) 1.m on [[O,Sn]]

0

The predictable multiplicative decomposition of the Azéma supermartingale Z in Lemma Bl is defined
on the set C(%) In the following lemma we will extend its definition to the whole R. Recall (Sy,)pen
the non decreasing sequence of F stopping times introduced in Lemma B8] with C() = U,[[0, S,.].-

Lemma 3.10. The left limit process L_ is well defined and is finite on (0,(] (especially at ). We
can extend the definitions of the processes L, D from the set C(%) to the whole R, by setting

L = lim, o Lo = L]]-IIO,C[[ + LC*]l{Vn>0,Sn<C<OO}]]-|IC,OO|17 (3-2)

D = limye D5 g 5
= (Dljocr + De—Wwns0,5, <c<co} Ue,oof + P Wans0,5, =¢ <o} U¢ o) Yo,i) -
The redefined process L is an F local martingale, and the redefined process D is an F predictable

process with non increasing path and they satisfy the multiplicative decomposition identity Z = LD on
the whole R .

(3.3)

Proof. We use the same notions L, D to denote the processes on the set C(%) already defined in Lemma
311 as well as the redefined processes in the present lemma. There will be no risk of confusion, because
the latters are extensions of the formers.

We show firstly that the expression (8.2]) defining the extended process L is meaningful. To this end,
introduce L = 1lyz,_o}Tjo] + Lo ¢ (a process defined on the whole R ). Notice that

Llpos,; = Ys,—oplo) + Uys, >0 Llpo,s, 1o,  because on {S, > 0} = {¢ > 0}, {L > 0} = [0, <[,
Ui, —opljor & + Ngs, o0y Lljo,s,1 = Lio,s.,]-

This proves that Lis (also) an extension of the process L defined in Lemma [B.], because they coincide
on C(%) For any pair of I stopping times T' < T, for any positive integer n > 0,

E[Ly ypreqo,s.y1Fr] = ElLr Yo s,73 1 Fr] A
< E[Lras, | Fr]lrepo,s, 1y < Lras, Yreqo,s,.1y = Lrre[o,s,. 1}
because L5 is a non negative F local martingale, hence a supermartingale. Fatou’s lemma implies that
LIIC( 1= L is an F supermartingale. As L coincides with L on [0, (), the supermartingale property

of L implies that Lo = lim,, f)gn exists on {Vn > 0,5, < ¢ < o} and is finite. The extended
process L in (3.2]) is well-defined.



Note that the redefined process L can also be written as

L= LI]-I[O,C[[ + LC* ]]{Vn>0,Sn<C<oo}]]-|[C,oo|[ + LC]]{EIn>0,Sn:C,0<C<oo}]]-[C,oo[[y

because on {in > 0,5, = (,0 < ¢ < o}, Ly = 0. We see then that the extended L is precisely the
extension introduced in [I7, (5.7)] of the process L defined in Lemma Bl By [I7, Lemme 5.17], the
redefined L is an F supermartingale. Actually, this redefined process L is an F local martingale. Let
L = M —V be the Doob-Meyer decomposition of the redefined L with F local martingale M and non
decreasing F predictable process V with Vp = 0. As L5 is an F local martingale, Iy 5,1V =0. As L
is stopped at ¢, ¢ o)V = 0. It results from Lemma [3.6] that V' = (Tjg () — ]]c( 11)aV = Ap.iV. Note

also that {n A< 0} ={¥n>0,5, < <w}and { =n A7ifn A< o0. Therefore,

(Ai;/\h’M - Ar’;/\h’v)ﬂ{ﬁ/\ﬁ<oo} AnAnLIl{anoo} II{Vn>O,Sn<C<OO}ACL =0.

As V is an F predictable process and 7 A 7j is an I predictable stopping time (cf. Lemma B4), the
computation of the generalized conditional expectation (cf. [I5, Theorem 1.17]) of A; .4V gives

AiniV g nijeony = E[AG iV [ Finii-Wii nijeooy = BIAG A5 M [T nij- U atj<ooy = 0
(cf. [I5], Theorem 7.13]). This proves V = 0 so that the redefined L is an F local martingale.

Consider the redefined process D, which is clearly non increasing. Since D and i are predictable,
D is an F predictable process.

To verify the identity Z = LD, we check it immediately on [0] U [[0,([[. As for the identity on the
interval (0,00) N [[{, 0[], on the one hand,

LD o< <oy e cof = LDTj0,57) Lo<c<ooy I ,o0f
L¢DWzn50,8,=¢,0<¢ <00} Yo,ij) Yi¢,oof + Le—De—Wvn>0,5, <¢ <oo) Yo,ij) Li¢, oo
L¢— D¢ Meyy~0,8, <c<oo} Uo,ij) e cop,  because ¥n > 0, on {S, = ( >0}, L¢ = 0,

Ly Dy Ty ooy My oo + Lij—Dij—Ugii<o0y Mo i)y Ure oo
Zi- <oy e oo = 0 = Zlo<c<oop e oo]»

(cf. the first part of the proof of Lemma .4l for L;_Dj T oy = Zj- o0y = 0) and, on the other
hand, ¢ = 0 implies Dy = Zy = 0 and Vn > 0,.5, = 0 so that

LDTo— Ty oo = LD Tgogy e o = 0 = Zlio— ¢y Tyc oo

The lemma, is proved. [l

As usual, we write

1 1 1 L Asa
—lz_ oy —ed) i=exp(—lliz -0} ——adt) H (1- Aga)e?s= ", t = 0.
Z_ Z_ /A
0<s<t,Zs—>0
Lemma 3.11. The redefined process D in (33) satisfies
D = Zo€(~lyz_soy72a)"" = ZoE(=lyz_~0y7-4a): (3.4)
Proof. According to lemma [3.9)],
lim DS — lim Zo&(———ua)S" — Zo&(— L )i (= Zo8(—Ty 1\ a2)
n—00 n—0o0 0 Z_ -0 ]1{27>0} zZ_" -0 ]]C(%)Z_. '
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This yields that the redefined process D satisfies
1 . 1 .
D = Zog(—]]{z)o}z-a)?7 o ) = Z(J<5’(—I|{Z,>o}z-a)77 To,i5)

(which can be checked separately on {fj = o} and on {fj < w0} < {n = oo}). Notice that, on
the set {0 < 7j < oo}, Aﬁ(—II{Z7>0}Z—17.a) = —1 (cf. Lemma [B7)) so that 5(—B{Z7>0}%.a)ﬂ{07ﬁ) =
5(—Il{zf>0}z—17.a) (cf. [I5] Theorem 9.41]). Therefore, the above identity becomes

1 1 1
D= Zocc:(—ﬂ{z,>o}z-a)77 = ZOg<_]]{07ﬁ)]1{Z7>0}Z'a) - Zog(_]]{Z*w}Z'a)

(cf. Lemma [3.3] and Lemma [3.4]). O

We can deduce from the multiplicative decomposition of Lemma [B.10] other multiplicative decomposi-
tions. We begin with a multiplicative decomposition for the random measure da.

Lemma 3.12. With the redefined processes L, D in Lemma 310, we have da = —Ilc(%)
~ljo,)L—dD-.

otinb-aP =

Proof. By the integration by parts formula applied on the identity Z = LD on the intervals [[0, S,]],
where (Sy,)nen+ denotes the non decreasing sequence of F stopping times introduced in Lemma [B36]
we prove the lemma on the set C(%) = Un[l0,5,]]. For the rest, it is the consequence of Lemma [3.0
of Lemma B.7] and of the following relations (for the redefined process D):

0< A,‘;a = Zﬁ_ = Lﬁ_Dﬁ_ = —L,‘;_AﬁD

on {0 <7 < oo}, and Aza=0=A;D on {0 <1 < o0} O

As a corollary of the identity Z = LD, we obtain also multiplicative decompositions of Z_ and of °Z
on the whole R, .

Corollary 3.13. With the redefined processes L, D in Lemmal3 10, Z_ = L_D_ and °Z = L_D on
R,.

3.4 Complements to the vanishing times and the sets of positive values

By Lemma [34] the stopping times 7,7 are F predictable stopping times. In contrast, the stopping
time 71 can never be a genuine F predictable stopping time, as shown in the next lemma (which is the
counterpart in this paper of [I, Lemma 3.5]).

Lemma 3.14. The stopping time 1 coincides with C{0<C<00,Z<7>0,D<>0} (with the rearranged process
D). On the set {0 <n < w0}, ne C(%) Let b be the F predictable dual projection of Njo<m 1y, o0y and
n:= 5(—b)*1]]{07,7). Then, The jump process Ab < 1 on the whole Ry. The process n = 5(—b)*1]]{07n)
is well-defined and is an F local martingale.

Proof. The first assertion is the consequence of the following equivalent relations :

{0<(<w,Z, >0,°Z; >0}

{0<(¢<00,Le—De—>0,Le—D¢ > 0,( € C(a)} (cf. Corollary BI3)
{0<(<o0,Le-De->0,D¢ > 0,( €C(5)}

{0 < (<o, Z,~ >0,D¢ > 0} because of Lemma and of the definition (3.4)).

11



Note that, when 1 < o0, n = 00 and 7 = o0, proving the second assertion (cf. Lemma [3.0]).

Let o be an F predictable stopping time such that A;b = 1 on {¢ < o}. By [15, Theorem 5.27],
E[ly<p-0}|Fo—] = 1 on {o < 0}, which implies {0 < 0 < 0} = {0 < 0 =7 < 0}. We can make two
computations on the set {0 < o < o}. On the one hand,

Lo_Dy_ = Zy_ =E[-DNgZ|Fy_] = E[-Apm + Aga|Fy_] = Apa = —Lo_A,D,

by Lemma [3.12] which yields L,_ D, = 0. On the other hand, Z,_ = Z,_ > 0 and L,_D, = Z, =
°Z, > 0. The two computations lead to contradictory results. We have proved that A,b =1 on R,.
As a consequence, £(—b) does not vanish (cf. [I5] Theorem 3.33 and Lemma 9.40]).

To check the martingale property of n, we apply the integration by parts formula on the two sides of
; o 1 — E(=b) :
the identity: 1 = ) We obtain

1
db = E(—b)d(=+—=).
(~bd(z )
Consequently,
1
= Lo o, e b)Y Loy 2y g (L 0)) = _5(_b)d(ﬂ{n>0}ﬂ{n,0® —b),
which is an F local martmgale. [l
The vanishing sets {Z = 0}, {Z_ = 0},{°Z = 0} are intrinsic features of the random time 7, as shown

in the next lemma.

Lemma 3.15. Let Q' be a probability measure equivalent to Q. Let Z' and °Z' denote respectively
the Azéma supermartingale of T and its predictable projection computed under Q'. Then, {Z' > 0} =
{Z>0},{Z >0} ={Z_ >0} and {°Z' > 0} = {OZ > 0} Consequently, if ¢!\, denote the
counterparts under Q' of {,n,n,7, we have ' = (,n' =n,n' =n,17 = 1.

Proof. For any F predictable stopping time o, by the equivalence between Q and Q’, we have
{Z!_=0,0<0 <} ={Qoc <7|Fs—] =0,0 <0 <0}

= {Qo <7|Fs-]=0,0<0 <o} ={Z,_ =0,0 <0 <0}

and
{Zy- =0} ={Q'[0 < 7|Fo] = 0} = {Q[0 < 7|Fo] = 0} = {Zo— = 0}.

The section theorem (cf. [15, Corollary 4.11]) proves {Z' = 0} = {Z_ = 0}. The identities {Z’ =
0} = {Z =0} and {°Z' = 0} = {°Z = 0} can be proved similarly. Consequently, ¢’ = ¢. The identities
n = n,n = N7 = 7 come then from the explicit definition of these stopping times (cf. Lemma

B.4). O

4 Jump compensation martingale at a stopping time and the corre-
sponding orthogonal decomposition

Let R be an F stopping time and let v = (o< gy ]]{R,OO))”'F (the F predictable dual projection) and
Ry = Lo<ry YR o) — Ry, In this section we study the F local martingales of the form X%,

12



Lemma 4.1. For any F local martingale X, X%~ also is an F local martingale, if and only if X is
orthogonal to fu, i.e., "uX is an F local martingale.

Proof. 1t is the consequence of the following computation for any finite F stopping time o localizing
the local martingales below:

E[Xfi ]]{0<R}] X ]1{0<R} +E XR ]1{0<R<0}
E[XO'<]1{0<R} - ]]{0<R<cr} Sg _diy ]
E[XUII{O<R}] - E[XOII{O<R<U} [ RVU] = E[XOIL{O<R}] - E[XURUU]'

0

Theorem 4.2. Let Rf = Rio<r<w,Apm=1}- Then, [R'] = {A™V = 1} s0 that H{ARV=1}.RU =0 and R®
is an F predictable stopping time. For any F predictable stopping time o such that [o] < [R], we have
[0] < [RY]. The jump process A™ < 1. Let R’ = Riy<p<co,api<1y- Then,

(11{0<1tzb}]]{}zb,oo))p'IF = Iyary<qya’V.

Let k = H{AR\KI}AR\/ Almost surely, the path of the process 1 s bounded on every bounded interval.
Let X be an T local martingale. Let K denote the F predzctable process such that

E[ARX|‘FR*]I|‘{O<R<OO} = KRII{0<R<00},

and let X = % Then, 11X is fu integrable in F and X — ¥X . Ru is orthogonal to fu in F.

Proof. For any F predictable stopping time o, applying [15, Theorem 5.27]
E[Wo<peoy Ia, -1y Lo <on] = B[ANI A ry— 1y Moco<ooy] = E[Ia, m,— 1y Lo<o o],
which implies that {A,v =1,0 <o < w0} c {0 < R =0 < w}. We have
Tia, Re10<0<o0)” (Mo.r))o = B[Ia, 1 0<p<o0) owry | For] =

The section theorem (cf. [I5, Theorem 4.8]) implies that {A% = 1} n {F (1l g)) > 0} = & or
equivalently {A%y = 1} < {P"(Ip ) = 1}, which is a subset in [R, %) according to [I9, Lemma
(4.3)]. But clearly, {Afv =1} < [0, R]. We conclude

[RF] = (A% = 1}

which is F predictable, proving the first assertion. For any F predictable stopping time ¢ such that
{0 <o <} n|o] c[R],

A0RVI|{O<U<OO} = E[H{O<R=a}|]:crf]]]{a<oo} = Il{0<a<oo}'

This means A, = 1 on {0 < ¢ < ©}, or in other words, [o] < [R?] proving the second assertion.
For any F predictable stopping time o such that A, > 1 + € (for some € > 0),

E[]]{Rza}H{Ang>1+e}]]{0<a<oo}] = E[AUI?VII{AO—RV>1+E}]]‘{0<U<®}] > E[H{Ang>1+e}]]{0<a<oo}]7

if the last expectation is strictly positive. But this is impossible, because Ijg_,, < 1. Hence, A, Ry <
almost surely, proving the third assertion. For any bounded F predictable process H,

E[Hp W g~y ] = E[HRIA p 1y <1} Uo< Reooy] = EL§) Hslia, <130

13



proving the fourth assertion. Let us write

1 1 1
T e T ey

11—~k

The first term in the right hand side is bounded by 2. The second term is a finite discrete thin process.
We prove thus the fifth assertion.

As for the rest assertion, we can suppose that ApX is integrable. Hence, Krljg o) is a process with
integrable total Varlatlon which implies the integrability of the total variation of K.v. As 1— has
bounded path, Rv is a finite F predictable cadlag process with ﬁmte variation. It is hence F

locally bounded (cf. [15, Theorem 5.19]). The fu integrability of HX = —H is proved. For any finite
F stopping time o localizing the different local martingales in the computation, using Yoeurp’s lemma
(cf. [15, Examples 9.4]) and the predictability of R", we have on the one hand,

E[XO'RUO'] = E[[X7 Ru]a] = E[[Xa ]]{0<R} ]]-[R,oo) - RV]O’]
E[[X, Lo<ry Wir,w)]o] = E[ARX o< p<oy]
= E[ArXTjy picoy] + E[ARX L pr<oy] = E[ARX Lo pr<oy]-

On the other hand, if H denotes ©X,

E[(HIRUU)RUJ] = E[H' [RU7RU] ] Ru ]1{0<R} ]]-[Roo
= E[Hp(1 — ApfV) o< pesy] = E[ARX (1 — Apfh) ]L[O<R<a}] = E[ArX Lo pr <o} )-

We obtain E[(X — H.fu),fu,] = 0. O
Remark 4.3. For any F local martingale X, let
= (X — X)) and ApX = Iy Ar(X — X ).

Then, ©X, ApX Lio<ry IR o) are F local martingales. The following decomposition for X will be
useful:

XR = X 4 B X gy Ty oy + WS

5 Deflators for a semimartingale with no jump at a stopping time

In this section R denotes an [ stopping time. We use the notations v, fu introduced in section @ We
now apply the results in section [l to give an answer to the question raised in [I]

Theorem 5.1. Let S be an F semimartingale. Suppose that ST~ has in F a deflator in exponential
form £(€). Let H = B¢, Then, £(F€ + H.T) is also a deflator for SR:. The F predictable process
UTIARV) is I locally bounded. The stochastic exponential 5((1T1ARV).R£) is again an F deflator for

SE-,

Proof. Recall the decomposition of £ by Remark (4.3}

¢ =" + Ar€lygpy g,y + Ha'l.

14



Let us denote simply & for €. As in [34], we consider the so-called structure condition (written
componentwisely, obtained by the integration by parts formula):

+ [€, SRf] = [ local martingale.

It is clear that the structure condition holds with & + H.fu, because [¢,S77] = [ + H.fu, S,
E(€ + H.Mu) will be a deflator for ST~ whenever it is strictly positive. The positivity of £(£) implies
A¢ > —1. Hence,

A€+ HJfu) = A¢ > —1 on (0,R).

By the definition of H (cf. Theorem [£.2)),
HrARNoc pecsy = E[AREIFr-1T4A pRur00< R0} > —1-
We conclude that £(€ + H.fu) >

We now address the second assertion of the theorem. Note that HA® is the jump process of H.v.
Let o be the début
o =inf{s > 0: H,A,v > 1}

which is an F predictable stopping time, because o € {HA > 1} if 0 < o0 (cf. [I5, Theorem 4.31]).
Because A( = AE — HA®™ > —1 on (0,R), if 0 < 0 < R, we must have A€ > 0. As A = 0 on
[R, ), Ay& must be not negative on {0 < o < o0}. On the other hand, a local martingale can not
have a non negative non null jump at a finite predictable time. Necessarily Ay& =0 on {0 < 0 < o0}.
This means that ¢ > R. But A% = 0 on (R, ) so that 0 = R on {0 < ¢ < 0}. By Theorem E2]
Ay = 1if 0 < 0. Let K be the process in Theorem associated with £. Let J be a bounded F
predictable process making everything in the computation integrable.

E[KCTJO'H{O<O'<®}]
= E[KprJrljo<r<w}Yo=r}] = E[AREJRLj0<R<0} Lo=R}]
AU§JUH{O<0<OO} ]l{o:Rh}] = E[ E[AU§|~F0—] JU]l{0<cr<oo}]1{cr:Rh}] =0,

which implies that K, = 0 on {0 < ¢ < o0}, and consequently H,A,® = 0 if 0 < 0 (a contradiction
to the definition of o). We conclude o = o0. For n € N let

1

=inf{s > 0: H,A,v>1—
n+ 2

1.

These o, are F predictable stopping times and o,, T o (because, otherwise, o < 00). There exists then
a non decreasing sequence (6, )pen of F predictable stopping times such that &,, < o, and ,, T c0. We
have thus shown that the F predictable process ﬁ is IF locally bounded.

Note that the structure condition is read as

F local martingale = ST~ 4 [¢ 9] = 98 +[¢, 98] — [H. A, 5]
(1 — HAR).SE= + [€,857] (cf. [15, Examples 9.4]).

This is equivalent to

S+ [GTIARV)-E, S1~] = F local martingale.

Moreover,

Algmamy=€) = aoaam Alo,R)

) — g (AL +1— (1= HAR) g ) > —1.

We have thus proved that &( ) is an F deflator for S#~. O

= HARV <
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Corollary 5.2. Let S be an F semimartingale. Suppose that ST~ has in F a deflator. Then, ST~
has also an F deflator Y such that ARY =0 on {0 < R < o0}.

6 Reduction from G into [F

Recall the assumption that, for any G optional (resp. predictable) process H, there exists an F
optional (resp. predictable) process K such that Hl, ;) = K1 ;) (resp. Hlg ) = Kl ;). We call
the process K an FF optional (resp. predictable) reduction of the process H.

Lemma 6.1. If a G optional process is strict positive on [0,7), its F optional reduction is strict
positive on [0,C). If a G predictable process is strict positive on (0, 7], its F predictable reduction is
strict positive on U,[0, (] \{0}.

Proof. Let H be a G optional process, strict positive on [0,7). Let K be an F optional reduction of
H. For any F stopping time T,

E[l g, <0y 27] = E[I g, <0y Yyr<ry] = 0.

By section theorems (cf. [13]), Ijx<oyZ = 0, proving the first assertion. The second assertion can be
proved in a similar way. O

Lemma 6.2. For any G stopping time U, there exists an F stopping time T such that T AT =U A T.

See [10, Chapitre XX n°75] for a proof of the above lemma. We can say more in the case of predictable
stopping times.

Lemma 6.3. Let U be a G predictable stopping time. There exists an F predictable stopping time T
such that U A7 =T A T.

Proof. Let (Up)nen be a foretelling sequence of U in G (cf. [15, Definition 3.26]). Let (7)) )neny be F
stopping times such that U, A 7 =T, A 7. We can suppose that (7,),en is non decreasing. Let

/ /
r= (Silelfg)j—;){Vk’Tlg<supieN Tz/}7 Tn - <Tn){T7’L<SupiEN Tz/} AT, ME N.

Then, T,, < T and lim,, T,, = T, i.e. T is an F predictable stopping time. This stopping time T" meets
the lemma, because on the set {Vk, T} < sup;ey 717},

TAT=(supT}) AT =sup(T{ A7) =sup(U; A7) = (supU;) AT =U AT,
€N 1€N €N 1€N

and because, for any k € N,

(T}, = sup T/} n {U, < 7} < {Up = sup U, sup T} <7} n {Up < 7} = &,
€N ieN €N

so that, on the set {T} = sup;en 1)}, U>Up=7Tand T AT=7=U A T. O

We now look at the path regularity of the reductions.
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Lemma 6.4. Suppose that X is a G class(D) optional cadlag process. Let Y be an F optional
reduction of X. Then, the process Y is finite and right continuous on [0,(] and Y has finite left limit
on Upl0,¢u]. YTz -y is an F predictable reduction of X _.

Proof. Clearly, Y is cadlag on [0, 7). But, we will prove better. Taking the F optional projection, we
have °F(X 1 ;) = YZ. By [9, Chapitre VI n°47 and n°50] or [I5] exercices 4.13-4.15], *¥(X 1 )
is a cadlag process on Ry. This property implies, on the one hand, that the process Y is finite and
right continuous on {Z > 0} = [0,¢) and hence on [0,{]. On the other hand, Y has finite left limit
on {Z_ > 0} = {Zy > 0} n (Un|0,¢,]). Note that {Zy = 0} n (U,[0,¢,]) = {Zo = 0} N [0] where
the process Y has finite left limit by definition. We can now write X 1, = Y_1 ], because
(0,7] = {Z- > 0} (cf. Lemma3.7, also [39]), i.e., Y_T;, ¢ is an F predictable reduction of X_. [

We introduce the notion of the F reduction especially to study the G local martingales X with
A X =0.

Lemma 6.5. Let X be a G local martingale with A; X =0 on {0 <7 < oo}. Let Y be an F optional
reduction of X. Then, Y is an F semimartingale on U,[0,(,] (¢f. [15, Definition 8.19]) such that
YZ 4+ Y_.a or equivalently Z_.Y + [Y, Z] are F local martingales on Uy[0,Cy].

Proof. Assume firstly that X™ and (X7)_ are in class(D) in G. We write

]1{0<T}XT = Y]]-[O,T) + YT—]L[O<T} ]]-[T,oo)'

Consider the F optional projections of the three processes in this identity. O'F(II{OQ}X 7)is an FF
martingale. O'F(Y]l[O,T)) =Y Z. According to [I5, Corollary 5.31],

(Y Woar i) = (Y- Tgoary Uroo))”™ = 7 (Voo o ary Upr o)) — Y-ua

is an F martingale, where Y_,a is well-defined because of Lemma B.7 and We conclude that
YZ +Y_.a is an F martingale. Moreover, for every (,, Y is cadlag on R, (cf. Lemma [6.4)), and,
from the identity (with the convention g =0)

=Y, Z)¢n 77— ZC li¢,, o0)

noting that (Y Z)¢ and 1 ZO>0}ZC—:E’L* are ' semimartingales, we deduce that

Cn Z ]]'[Cn, + YCn ]]-[Cn,OO)

is an F semimartingale. Applying the integration by parts formula on u,[0, (,], we obtain

(Y Z)

Yén = Yén ]]{07%) + YCn ]l[cn,oo) — (Yz)cn ch _

YZ+Y wa=Z2..Y+Y..Z+[V,Z]+Y_.a

AsY_.Z +Y_.a=Y_.mis an F local martingale on u,[0, (,], we conclude that Z_.Y + [Y, Z] is an
[F local martingale on U, [0, (,].

Consider now the case where X is a general G local martingale Let (T))nen be a sequence of G
stopping times, increasing to the infinity, such that every X7*7n and (X”T )_ are processes in
class(D) in G. Let a > 0 be a real number and suppose Q[T < a] < 5, n € Ny. By Lemma [6.2]
there exists an I stopping time T}, such that T}, A7 = T/ A 7. Then, Y" is an F optional reduction of
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XTn | and for any positive integer k, the preceding results implies that Y7»~¢ is an F semimartingale
on R, satisfying the martingale equation of the lemma on [0, (x]. We have the inequalities:

Y1 QZp, > 1, T < a] <k Y E[Zr, W, <)) = kX0 Q[T < 7, T, < al
= RN QT <7 <o kL g <o

The Borel-Cantelli lemma implies that, almost surely, there exists a T;, such that either Z7, < ,1€, ie.
¢ < Ty, or T, = a. We conclude T}, > (;, A a and therefore that Y"¢ is an F semimartingale (cf.
[15, Theorem 8.10]) satisfying the martingale equation of the lemma. Letting a 1 o0, we prove the
lemma. [l

Lemma [6.5] characterizes the G local martingales X with A, X = 0 by a martingale equation in F. We
rewrite the martingale equation in Lemma [6.5] in the form

YZ+Y_ .a=YZ+ (YZ)_——aa = an F local martingale on u,[0, (,].

Z_
The following lemma is therefore useful.

Lemma 6.6. Let X be an F semimartingale on u,[0,(,]. Then, X satisfies the martingale equation

1
X + X,Z—.a = an [ local martingale on U,[0, G,],

and Xj = 0 on {ij < oo}, if and only if X has the form X = E(—-— L _a)M for an T local martingale M

on Upl0, ). Moreover, if M’ denotes the F local martingale at the right hand side of the martingale
equation, we have Az M' =0 on {0 < ij < o0}.

Proof. Note that the process £(—-—aa) is well-defined on U, [0, (,] = [0]u{Z_ > 0}. For s € U,[0, (],
Zs_ >0 and —ZS%ASa = —1, if and only if s = 7). We write on U,[0, (,]

1
5(—Z.a Il{on 7.3 Il{ﬁ 7-3 Il-[O,n 7'3 II{077

The stochastic exponential &(—Tjq +.2) is a F predictable (cf. Lemma[3.4] and [I5, Theorem 3.33])

1

non null non increasing process on U, [0, ¢, ] so that £ (—H{O,ﬁ)z%.a)* is a [F predictable non null non

decreasing process on U,[0, G, ].

We check by the integration by parts formula and Yoeurp’s lemma that if X is given by X =
E(— Zl «a)M on uL[0,(,], the process X satisfies the equation. In this case, the F-martingale at

the right hand side of the equation is given by My + £(—-- L a).M. Clearly X; =0.

Suppose now that X satisfies the martingale equation with an F martingale M’ on u,[0,(,] at the
right hand side of the martingale equation, and X; = 0. Then,

AﬁM’ = A,‘jX —l—Xﬁ_ =0

on {0 <17 < oo}. Set M = 5(—]]{07;7)2%@)*1.]\4’ on Upl0,¢,]. Then M satisfies

1
M' = M|+ 5(—Z—.a).M on U,[0, ¢,
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Hence, the martingale equation becomes

1 1
X + sz.a = M(/) + 5(—2.3).]\4.

By the uniqueness of the solution of stochastic differential equation (cf. [28]), X must be given by
g<_Z%'a)(M6 + M) (MO = O) on Un[&(n]‘ [l

Remark 6.7. Notice that the Azéma supermartingale Z satisfies the martingale equation of Lemma
with the local martingale m at the right hand side. Consequently,

.2)(Zo + 5(—i.a)_1.m) on C(%),

7=g(-— >

Z_

that yields another proof of Lemma [3.9 In fact, it was the original proof.

We present the counterparty to Lemma

Lemma 6.8. For any F semimartingale X on U,[0,(,] such that XZ + X_a.a or equivalently Z_.X +
[X, Z] are F local martingales on U,[0,(,], X7 is a G local martingale.

Remark 6.9. Note that, if X satisfies the condition of the lemma,
Ac(Z_.X + [X, Z]) = ZC*ACX + AcXAcz =0, f0<(<oand (e Un[O,Cn].

This means that X¢~ also satisfies the condition of the lemma.

Proof. Note that X7~ is well defined, because 7 € U,[0,(,]. Let U be an F stopping time < (, for
some n, reducing X and XZ + X_.a, making XY bounded. We compute

E[X{ Tjoery] = E[Xulpyen + X Toor<vy] = E[XvZy + S(l)] Xs_das| = E[X¢Z].

We prove that (X77)¢ is a G local martingale (cf. [I5, Theorem 4.40]). As {¢, < 7} | J, the lemma
is proved. [l

The following lemma will not directly used in this paper. But it is a natural continuation of the
preceding results.

Lemma 6.10. Let A be a G predictable process with finite variation null at the origin. Let B be an F
predictable reduction of A, null at the origin. Then, on U,[0,(,], B is a cadlag process and has finite
variation.

Proof. We only consider A which is non negative, non decreasing. We note that, as By = 0, B is also
an [ optional reduction of A.

We suppose for the moment that A is integrable. Lemma is applicable and, consequently, B is a
cadlag process on U, [0, (,]. For real numbers 0 < a < b we write

Ballp<ry = Aallpery < Aplipery = Byljpery-

Taking conditional expectation with respect to F;_ we obtain B,Z,_ < BpZ,_ and conclude that B
is a non decreasing process on {Zy > 0} N (U,[0,¢]). On {Zy = 0} N (UL[0,¢n]) = {Zo = 0} n [0],
B =0 is a non decreasing process by definition.
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Consider now the general case. Let (T )nen be a sequence of G stopping times, increasing to the
infinity, such that every A7y is integrable. Let (T,)nen be an increasing sequence of I stopping times
such that T, A 7 = T/ A 7. We check, with Ag = By = 0, that B”* is an F predictable reduction of
ATn. The preceding result implies that, for every non negative integer k, (B7") is a non decreasing
process. As in the proof of Lemma [6.5] we fix a real a > 0 and we can suppose that {; A a < T,, for
some n. Hence, B¢ is a non decreasing process. Letting a 1 o0 we prove the lemma. [l

7 G deflators for F semimartingales stopped at 7—

We regard the F semimartingales X and we try to construct deflators for X7~ in G.

7.1 When X and X7 are [ local martingales

We begin with a particular situation where we compute directly without passing through the reduction
mechanism. We make use of this computation to explain how the process L}, plays its role of deflator,
before a later general discussion where Lemma and Lemma will be necessary. Recall the F

local martingale n defined in Lemma [3.141

Lemma 7.1. For any F optional process X such that X"~ is an F local martingale, M = nX is an F
local martingale.

Proof. We note that M = nX"~. we write with the integration by parts formula
dMy = n_dX;” + X" dn; + d[n, X",
We only need to consider the last term. We write
n=E(=b)~" = &(=b), T, )
because b is constant on [n,00). From this we deduce
d[n, X" ]} = d[E(=Db), X" ],

which is an F local martingale because of Yoeurp’s lemma. O

M-

7— 158 a G local

Lemma 7.2. For any F local martingale M such that M, = 0 on {n < oo},
martingale.

Proof. Take a finite F stopping time o localizing M and D such that o < (, for some n. Applying
Lemma [3.12] we write

E[ALJET: Lo<ry] = E[Ag_: Ioar] + E[ALJ: Lo<r<o}]
o Ms—
= E[7220] = Elf T Nsco ot Lo-4Ds)

°Z

Note that Z, = Z; 1,y so that AL/[—:ZU is well-defined. When ¢ < (, we have Z, = L,D, and L, > 0.
We can write

J[V/[—::Za- = MUH{U<C}D0- = Mo-Do-Il-{()<<} - MO'II{O<C<U}D0',
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and if ¢ < o0,

Molo<c<o}Do = Molig_¢=¢,>03Do = Mclio—¢c=¢, >0} Yz, _>0,0.>0}D¢
= Mnﬂ{o:C:g‘n>0}B{Z<,>0,D<>O}DC = 0.

Note that L_ > 0 on C(2) U [ii] = Un[0,(] (cf. Lemma BI0) and ﬂ{sec(%)u[ﬁ]}dDS = lys<ydDs
(with the new definition of D). Hence

E[%::II{O<T}] = E[MUDUII{O<C}] - E[Sg Ms—ﬂ{ssg}st]
= E[M;Dolljg<¢y] — E[My(Ds — Do) ljo<¢y] = E[MoDolyg<¢}]-

Let (05, )nen be a sequence of F stopping times localizing M and D tending to the infinity. The above

computations imply that the sequence of (o, A Cn){an nén<r) 18 a sequence of G stopping times localizing

M~

7+ tending to the infinity and making it a G local martingale. O

Note that n”~ > 0 on {7 < o0}. Combining Lemmas [T and [[.2] we conclude

_ 1
= b

Theorem 7.3. For any F local martingale X such that X"~ also is an F local martingale, *— =

» T
W 15 a G deflator of X7 .

7.2 Miscellaneous properties of  and of L

Lemma 7.4. If P[0 < n < o] > 0, there exists an F local martingale M such that M7~ has the
arbitrage of the first kind.

Proof. From Lemma [3.10, Lemma ?? and Lemma [3.14] on the set {n < o}, L,_D,_ = Z,_ > 0,D, >
0. Let M = oo 1 o) — b so that M7~ = —Ty -yub. Applying Lemma [3.14] we obtain

E[MZ] = E[M;-]=E[-br_] = —E[lj,).b] = —E[*Z,b] = —=E["Z;lo<y<w] < 0 = E[M7"].

This means that M7~ is a G optional non constant non increasing process, which can not satisfy NA;
condition. ]

— is a G supermartingale.

Lemma 7.5. For a non negative F local martingale M, 2L F

Proof. We consider two F stopping times o < ¢ localizing M and Z. Let B € F,. We compute

E[HBT]I{O'<T}] = E HB T, ]L[L<T} + E ]13 L ]1{U<T<L}

E[]lB L, ] E[HB SU L57 H{SSC}LS—CZDS]

E[lp ]‘L/[LZ] E[lp §; M_Ts<ydDs] ( cf. the proof of Lemma [72])
[HBMD ]1{L<C} E[HBML/\C(DL/\C - Do/\g‘)]
[
[

IpM,D IL{L<C} [HBML(DL - DU)IL{L<C}]
1M, D, IL{L<<} [HBMLDUII{U<C}] B
E[l5 My Do llp<q)] = E[lp 72 Z5] = E[lp Te=Tio<ry]-

Let C € G,. There exists B € F, such that C n {o <7} = Bn {o < 7}. We have

E[I]C Agj] = E[HB L77 I|‘{U<T} + E IIC L II{T<J}
< E[HB L77 I|~{<7<T} + ]E IIC L II{T<0'} I]CM;* ]

E
E
E

/A
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7.3 When X is a general F local martingale

Theorem 7.6. For a multi-dimensional F local martingale X, X7~ has a deflator in G if and only
if the following system of martingale problems have solutions: for z an F special semimartingale on
Un[07 Cn];
zZ +z_4a is an F local martingale on u,[0, ],
[X,zZ] s an F local martingale on v,[0, (],
z>0 onl0,(),
z_ >0 on uyl0,¢,].

In this case, ® = 27~ is a deflator for X~ in G.

Proof. Necessity Let ® be a deflator of X7~ in G. According to Corollary 5.2l we can suppose A, ® =0
on {0 < 7 < w}. We suppose also &y = 1. Let z be an F optional reduction of &7 = &7~. We
can suppose zp = 1. According to Lemma [6.5] z is an F special semimartingale on u,[0, (,] with
zZ + z_.a to be an F local martingale on uU,[0,(,]. According to Lemma 6.4l z_ T, g is an F
predictable reduction of ®_. Applying Lemma 6], z > 0 on [0,¢) and z_ > 0 on u,[0, (,]\{0}. But,
zo— =zp = 1 > 0. With the same reasoning, zX (which is an F optional reduction of ®”X"~) is an F
special semimartingale on U,[0, (] such that zXZ + (zX)_.a is an F local martingale on u,[0, (,].
We have
zXZ + (zX)_wa = X_a(22) + (22)-uX + [X,2Z] + X_z_.a

on U,[0,¢,]. We conclude that [X,zZ] is an F local martingale on u,[0, (]

Sufficiency Suppose that the above martingale problem has a solution z. Set ® = z7~. As z and zX
satisfy the equation in Lemma [6.8] ® and ®X7~ are G local martingales. This shows that ® is a
deflator of X7~ in G, because ¢ > 0. O

Theorem 7.7. For a multi-dimensional F local martingale X, X" has a deflator in G if and only if
there exists an F optional process M such that the pair (X, M) satisfies

. M is an F local martingale on Uy[0,(y],
.M >00nl0,(), M_ >0 on {Zy > 0} n (Un[0,(,]), My =0 on {n <o} and

. XM is an F local martingale on Uy[0,C,].

Under these conditions, 1z, _oy + B{Zo>0}z%% is a deflator for X"~ in G.

Remark 7.8. Note that M ﬁi]l‘\)n[o&-n] + 1, (¢,,00) Satisfies also the above conditions. We can therefore
modify the process M so that {M = 0} = [n].

Proof. Suppose that X~ has a deflator in G. Let z be the process satisfying the equations in Theorem
and zg = 1. Then, the process zZ satisfies the equations in Lemma There exists an F local
martingale M on U,[0,(,] such that zZ = £(——.a)M. Clearly M > 0 on [0,() and M_ > 0 on

{Zy > 0} N (Un[0,¢,]) and M, = 0 on {n < w0}. As E(—4—.a) is predictable with finite variation on
Unl0, ¢n], with help of Yoeurp’s lemma, the second martingale equation in Theorem is the same
to say that £(——aa)a[X, M], or equivalently [X7~, M], or again X"~ M is an F local martingale on

Un[0,¢n] (X~ being an F local martingale because ij is predictable (cf. [15, Examples 9.4])).
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Conversely, define
z=lzy—0} + ﬂ{zo>0}5(—z-a)ﬁf(7)nf

on U,[0,¢,]. Then, zZ = ]]{ZO>0}€ 7e2)M on U,[0,¢,] (because E(—-aa); = 0, M, = 0). The
equations in Theorem [7.6] are satisfied by z for X, proving the deflator property in G for X7~.

When the conditions in the theorem are satisfied, ® = 27~ is a deflator of X"~ in G (cf. Theorem
[C.6). With Lemma 3.9 17 -0y E(— Z .2) ]]{Zo>0}ZLOD on C(%) and consequently,

M 1 M7
® = Nizp=0} + Yzo»0}(=7—aa)" " ()" = Niz,= 0}+“{Zo>0}Z T

0

Remark 7.9. As an application, if X is an F local martingale having no jump at 1, X7~ also is an
F local martingale having no jump at . Hence, X" n is an F local martingale, according to Lemma
[Z.Il With Theorem [.7, we conclude that X"~ has a deflator in G, as it was proved in Theorem [7.3l

7.4 When S is an F semimartingale having an F deflator

Theorem 7.10. Let S be a multi-dimensional F semimartingale having a deflator in F. Let Y be any
deflator of S in F. Then, ST~ has a deflator in G if and only if there exists an F optional process M
such that the triplet (S,Y, M) satisfies

. YM is an F local martingale on U,[0,¢,],
. M >00nl0,¢), M_ >0 on {Zy > 0} N (Un[0,(,]), My, =0 on {n <} and
. ST=Y M is an F local martingale on Uy, [0, (,].

Proof. An increasing sequence of bounded F stopping times (T)gen with 7y = 0 will be called a
Y-reducing sequence, if T}, tends to the infinity and Y7* is an F uniformly integrable martingale. For
a Y-reducing sequence, we introduce the probability measures Q, = Y7+,Q. Note that, by Lemma
BI5 [0,¢), unl0, Ca], {Zo > 0}, 7,17 have the same meaning under the probability measures Q and Q.
Then,

ST~ has a deflator in G.

< There exists a Y-reducing sequence (T )ren such that, for any k e N, (S77)T = (S7%)™~ has a
deflator in G.

< There exists a Y-reducing sequence (T )ren such that, for any k e N, (S77)T = (S7%)™~ has a
deflator in G under Q.

< There exists a Y-reducing sequence (T )xen and F optional processes (M) ken such that, for every
k € N, the pair (ST, M) satisfy the conditions in Theorem [7.7 under Q; and {M}, = 0} = [n].

< There exists a Y-reducing sequence (Tj)xen and there exists F optional processes (M )gen such
that, for every k € N, the triplet (ST, YTk M) satisfy the conditions in the present theorem
under Q and {M;, = 0} = [n].

< There exists an F optional process M (M = [}, Tk - ]]{,7 ) such that the triplet (S,Y, M)

satisfy the conditions in the present theorem.
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Corollary 7.11. Let S be a multi-dimensional F semimartingale having a deflator in F. Suppose
A,S =0 on {n < o}. Then, ST~ has a deflator in G

Proof. According to Corollary 5.2 we have a deflator Y for S in F with A,)Y = 0 on {n < o}. Let n
be the F local martingale introduced in Lemma .14l Then, we check the conditions in Theorem [7.10]
for the triplet (S,Y, M = n) with help of Lemma [T-T] O

8 G Deflators for F semimartingales stopped at 7

In this section we reconsider the main Theorem 1.2 of [I]. There exists an early note [33] on the
question, where Z is supposed to be strictly positive. The studies in section [8] and section [4] enable us
now to generalize the approach of that note to give a different proof of Theorem 1.2 of [I].

8.1 Continuous deflator

We look for deflators for X7 in G, when X is an F continuous local martingale. Recall that Z is the
[F optional projection of Iy ;1. We have Zp =1 and Z = Z + AA = Z_ + AM on (0,00), where A is
the F optional dual projection of g}l o) and M = Z + A which is an F BMO martingale.

Theorem 8.1. Let r denote the G continuous martingale part of MT. Then, the process _]]-[O,T]]L[Zo>0}z%

is r integrable in G and 5(—]]{077]]1{ZO>0}Z—{.r) is a G deflator of X™ for any F continuous local mar-
tingale X.

Proof. The integrability of g -1 Zo>0}Z% is because it is a bounded on every [0, (,,] for any positive

integer k, and because {¢, < 7} | &J. We need to check that X™ — []]{0,7]]]{20>0}%-r7 X7]is a G local
martingale. But the latter is true, because of the relation:

X7 — []]{O,T]H{ZO>0}Z%Ir7XT] = X7 - 11[0,7]]1{20>0}Z%-<F=X> = X" — H‘[O,T]Z%'<M7X>

and of the filtration enlargement formula in [10, Chapitre XX n°76] (together with [10, Chapitre XX
n°12 and n°75]) (noting that 1z _yM = 0 and the predictable bracket (M, X)) does not depend on
the filtrations thanks to the continuity). O

8.2 Purely discontinuous deflator

We continue the study with purely discontinuous F local martingales.
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Lemma 8.2. Let T be an F predictable stopping time. Let £ be an integrable Fp measurable random
variable. Then,

Zp|Fr-
‘gT ]1{0<T T<t} = 511{0 T<7} + %H{O<T<T}'

Proof. For any F stopping time 17,

E[Elr <y | Fr]
E[§|QT’]H{T’<T} = IL{TZ; } ﬂ{T’<7’}7

known as the key lemma (cf. [5] or [I0, Chapitre XX n°75]). As T is predictable, we can let T’
foretelling T' to obtain (cf. [I5, Theorem 3.4 and 4.34], [29, Corollary 2.4])

E[§H{O<T} ‘-7:0]

E[¢lpery | Fr_
E[E[Gr-1(Lo=r<r} + Lo<r<r}) = —— 7 No=r<r} + wﬂ{kT@}
= {77y + mﬂ{kfﬁ«}
Notice that, by LemmaBI0, Zr_ > 0on {0 <7 < 7}. O

Lemma 8.3. For any F purely discontinuous local martingales X, the G martingales part of X also
1s purely discontinuous.

Proof. The result is clear if X has finite variation. If X is an F purely discontinuous square integrable
martingale. According to [I5, Theorem 6.22], there exists a sequence of F martingales (X, )nen of
finite variations such that E[[X — X,,, X — X,,]¢] tends to zero for any ¢t € R. By [19, Corollaire(1.8)],
the G martingale part of X,, converges to the G martingale part of X in the space of square integrable
martingales. O

We now introduce

. the F stopping time 7} = <{0<¢<oo,2<=0<Z<,}’
. the process b denoting the F predictable dual projection of gz i ), and

. the process n = 5(—5)*111[0,;7).

By [10, Chapitre XX n°15], Z>0on [0,7]. As Zﬁ = 0 if 77 < o0, necessarily 7 < 7. Recall that, by
[1, Lemma 3.5, n is a well defined F local martingale with {n > 0} = [0,7) and {n_ > 0} = [0,7]. It
was a key element in the deflator construction for X7 in [I]. Here we use it to introduce the process

Z_ n
]]‘(07'

This process has different expressions.

Z— @ Z_ & Z_f_ 7z ., Z_
(g—,z— Do = (5% — [ )Mo,
= (5 % - %)ﬂ(ox] = (ﬁ_:% - 7M)]1{ﬁ,>0}]1(0,r]-
G Z-n -
Lemma 8.4. We have ? (ﬁ_—f - 1)II<0,T] = 0.
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Proof. By Lemma [6.3], we only need to consider F predictable stopping time 7' in the computations
below. Note that n is [F locally bounded and ﬁ% is non increasing on the set {n_ > 0}. These facts

insure the integrability in the computations below. For any bounded F stopping time U such that AV
is a bounded process, applying Lemma [8.2] we obtain
2o =
E[( — 7 Dlyocr<r} |G- II{T<U}
ZT ATn

7~ El(L7_ >0y an — sy =02 7 Il{T<U}ZT|]:T 1Lo<r<ry
= ﬁ [(Mgn, >0} o ATn U5, >0y ArM) <y {§T>0}|}—Tf Lo<r<r}
[(ﬂ{nT,>0} " ATn L 0y ATM) Ly | Fr— o<
—ZT%E[(]]{nT 0= nT =Arh = 1, o) ArM) ez o 7 I Fr-1o<r<s)
-7 IL{nT >0} s Arh = W, o) ArM) ey iy oy | Fr-]To<r<ry
= 0 because AV and I\/IU are F uniformly integrable martingales (cf. [I5] Theorem 4.41]),
VA ~
—7—E[(Is,_~0) ﬁT%N(—nT—) — Wy >0y (=20 ) Wr<vylyz, ooz, 1 FT-1No<r<r)
because 0 < T < 00, Zp = 0 implies (—Z7_) = ArM,
~ 7 Bl(~Wsr >0y ArM)r<y Uz, oz, (| Fr-1o<r<n)
—0—0, because 0 < T < 0, Zp = 0 = Zp_ implies ArM = 0,

=0
= 0.

Theorem 8.5. There exists a G purely discontinuous local martingale s such that

Z_ n
As= (===~ 1)l
n_
Proof. We use the expression
Z_n Z An
-1 (=== _ =7
( A Z ]](0 7] ﬁ_ Z ]](0 7]
By [15, Theorem 7.42] we need only to check that the non decreasmg process
Z_An  AM
> (LA M ycp,,
O<s<tAT

is G locally integrable. Consider the inequality:

A M tAT d[M,M]
20<s<t/\7—< 25 ) < 0 Zsz < 0.

Let V} = tAT d[M M] ,teR,. For n € N, we compute

Ae s M
E[A¢, VY] < E[';;—M'J

A M
= E[5 " hocg,en] + E[E Losrgy] < E[l A M) + nE[|A-M]] < o0

because M is a BMO martingale. We conclude that \/ Dlo<s<t AT(AEM)Q, t e Ry, is G locally integrable,

Zs
because [0, 7] < U,[0, (]

Similarly, we prove that

> (&

O<s<tAT

Nz‘ E

S (E(-b)-2- L), teR.,

O<s<tAT

is G locally integrable. O
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Lemma 8.6. % II(O 7] > —1. The stochastic exponential & (s) is strictly positive.

Now we show why this discussion on the process (5=% — 1)1

Theorem 8.7. Let M be an IF purely discontinuous local martingale such that AgM =0 on {0 <7 <
ow}. Then, E(s)MT is a G local martingale.

Proof. Tt is enough to consider the martingale property of M™ + [s, M"] in G. Note that [M, M] and
[n, M] have F locally integrable total variations. For [M, M], it is the consequence of the BMO property
of M and of the Fefferman’s inequality (cf. [15, Theorem 10.18]). For [n, M], we need only to note
that An is F locally bounded and M* is F locally integrable. Let T" be an F stopping time such that
[M, M]T and [, M]" have integrable total variations, M7 is in class(D) and H{Zo>0}% is bounded.

Note that the jumps of [s, M] on (0, 7] are given by
AsaM — (2280 AMy G 22 LA v - LA, .
n- 7 Z n- 7 ZS

We now compute. On the one hand,

E[[s, M™ — Molr] = E[§] " d[s, M]]
= E[STM [ 1] because T < 7,
= E[SO AT Z_ [n M"]] [T/\TE_ [M M"]s]
=E%’ TrhMﬂ]Eméfmwwm
= Elly &= L5 gy dlE(=b) "1 M7)] —E [fo L5 _gyd[M, M7]]
because AM" = 0 on [, 0).

For the first term in the last line,

E[fy 5= ﬂ{z S dlE(=b)~, Mﬁ]]

= E[{} &(—b)s—Zs_d[E(~b)~! E[§) &(—b)s—Z H{Zszo}d[g(—b)ﬂ’]\/jﬁ]]
= 0 because of Yoeurp’s lemma
~E[f £(~b),-Z,- Ly _gez, ydlE(=b)"", MT]]

= 0-0 because Zs =0 < Z,_ implies s = 7) while AzM = 0.

For the second term,

—Euo{@>mﬂm, .
= —E[f; d[M, M7),] + E[§; 1,7 _o,d[M, M7]]
—E[S(:]F d[M Mﬁ]s] So (F=0<7,_ }d[M,Mﬁ]s] because 1L,
]

{Z=0=2_ }AM =0,
= —E[S(:]F d[M, M],] because Az M = 0.

On the other hand, by the filtration enlargement formula in [I0, Chapitre XX n°76],

E[M}— My] = E[f;"7 7—d(M, MTYE"] = E[§; d(M, MTET] = E[f; d[

(where, as indicated in [19, Remarque (4.5)], the first and the second equality use implicitly [19]
Lemme (4.3)] or Lemma [37]). These computations together with Lemma [6.2] and [I5, Theorem 4.40)
shows that M7 + [s, M"] is a G local martingale. O
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8.3 Deflators for S™

Theorem 8.8. For any multi-dimensional F local martingale M such that AgM =0 on {0 <7 < 0},
MT has a deflator 5(—H{0,T]Z—{.r)5(s) inG.

Proof. Applying Theorems [B.I] and [B.7] component by component, and separately to the continuous
part and the purely discontinuous part of M = M¢ + M? in F, we conclude that

ME( T 1 zgmy 5= w0)E() = (M) + (MTIE(Tho 1T z050) 5-w0)E()

is a G local martingale. Consequently, 5(—]]{077]2%.05(5) is a G deflator for MT. O

Here is a new proof of [I, Theorem 1.2].

Corollary 8.9. For any multi-dimensional F semimartingale S having a deflator in F, if AzS = 0
on {0 <n <o}, ST has a deflator in G.

Proof. According to Corollary [5.2], there exists an F deflator Y of S7 in F which has no jump at 7.
Applying Theorems B8 to (Y, SY'), we conclude that

Y7E(—To N z,-017-=NE(s) and STYTE(—1jy 11z =017 F)E(S)

are G local martingales. Consequently, YT(S'(—]]{O,T]Z%.r)S(s) is a G deflator for S7. O

9 Inferring F from G

This last section is devoted to a discussion on the relevance of the progressive enlargement of filtration
technique used in credit risk modeling. We consider the question whether the filtration F can be
inferred from the knowledge of the market information G and from the default time 7.

Our discussions make use of probability measures which can be singular with respect to each other.
For this matter, we suppose that 2 is a Polish space and B is its Borel o-algebra such that B is the
Q completion of B°. We suppose in addition that there exists a filtration G = (G?);er . of Borel
o-algebras such that G is the usual augmentation under Q of G&. We suppose that 7 is a G& stopping
time. We consider the following condition.

Hypothesis 9.1. Condition (B°) There exists a filtration FO = (FQ)ser, such that

G2 = ngss(FO va(r ns)), seRy.

Definition 9.2. Saturation property. Let H be a sub-o-algebra in G%. H satisfies the saturation
property, if, for any probability measure P on B® which makes o(7) a trivial o-algebra, for any element
A’ in GY, there exists an element A in H such that P[AAA’] = 0.

If the above property holds only for a specific probability measure P, we mention it as the saturation
property under P.
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We have immediately the following lemma.

Lemma 9.3. Suppose the condition(B°). The o-algebra FY, satisfies the saturation property.

We now look at the implications of the saturation property. For doing so, we introduce K(¢,dw) to
denote (a version of) the regular conditional probability measure on B given 7 = t under Q (cf. [25]
Chapter 13] or [30, Theorem 89.1]). Let v be the law of 7 under Q. Note that, for v-almost all ¢,
R)[r #t] =0.

Lemma 9.4. Let H be a sub-o-algebra in GO, which is separable. Suppose the saturation property for

H. Then,
G2 v {(GY,Q)-null sets} = (H v (7)) v {(G%,Q)-null sets}.

Proof. According to [37, Lemma 3, Remarque 1], for bounded G% measurable function f, there exists
a H ® B[0, oo] measurable map ®(w,t) which is, for every fixed ¢, a version of Eg)[f|H](w). We have

QLf # &(,7)] = f[ L, VAR = 0] =0

because, for v-almost all ¢, f is £(¢)-almost surely equal to a H measurable function, thank to the
saturation property. O

Lemma 9.5. Let H be a sub-c-algebra in G%. Let P be a probability measure on B under which o ()
s a trivial o-algebra. Suppose the saturation property under P of H. Let

He={AeH:3A e G, P[AAA] = 0},s e R,.

Then, H = (Hs)ser, s a filtration. The P-augmentation of Hy coincides with that of G&.

The proof of the above lemma is immediate. In the next lemma we consider a particular absolute
continuity and its consequence.

Definition 9.6. Condition (B') Let H be a sub-o-algebra in GO, and P be a probability measure on
B°. We say that P satisfies condition (B') on H, if

. o(7) is a trivial o-algebra under P and

. Q is absolutely continuous with respect to P on H.

Lemma 9.7. Let H be a sub-o-algebra in GY. Suppose that there exists a probability measure P
satisfying condition (B') on H. Then, T is not H measurable, whenever T is Q non trivial.

Proof. Under P, the distribution function of 7 is a function of the form I, o) for some a € [0, 0], i.e.,
P[T # a] = 0. But Q[7 # a] > 0 for non trivial 7, which means that 7 is not H measurable. O

In next theorem, we discuss how to detect FC if condition (B°) is satisfied with FO.

Theorem 9.8. Suppose condition(B°) with a filtration F°. Suppose that there exist H a sub-o-algebra
in GO and P a probability measure satisfying condition (B') on H, such that Fo < H. Then, for the
filtration (Hs)ser, defined in Lemma[93, we have

FO v A{(H,Q)-null sets} = H v {(H,Q)-null sets},
fg_,_ v {(H,Q)-null sets} = Hsi v {(H,Q)-null sets}, s € Ry.
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Proof. The left hand side o-algebra of the first identity is clearly contained in the right hand side
o-algebra. In the opposite direction, as H < G%, any element in H is P-almost surely equal to an
element in F9, because o(7) is trivial under P. This equality holds also (#, Q)-almost surely, proving
the first identity.

Consider the second identity. Let s < s’ be positive real numbers. Every element in F? (< G2, < GY)
differs from an element of Hy only by a P null set. As F? is contained in #, this difference is (#, Q)
negligible. Hence

FO v {(H,Q)-null sets} = Hyy v {(H,Q)-null sets}.

Conversely, an element in Hg differs from an element in G0 only by a P null set, and, as o(7) is trivial
under P, differs from an element of F5 only by a P null set, which is also a (H,Q) null set. We prove

]:ng v {(H,Q)-null sets} D Hsi v {(H,Q)-null sets}.
O

Remark 9.9. When a condition (B°) is assumed without the knowledge of F°, Theorem gives
a method to recover the filtration FY, whenever F2 can be located and a probability measure P can
be found to satisfy condition (B') on FJ. Another interpretation of Theorem is that, each time
one has a saturating H and a P satisfying condition (B') on H, one should check if the filtration H
defined in Lemma satisfies condition (B).

We give below two examples of condition (B°) where, for some t, £(t) satisfies condition (B') on F9..
The first example is based on the density hypothesis (cf. [12] 27]).

Hypothesis 9.10. Strict density hypothesis. The condition(B°) holds. There exists a probability
measure v on B[0,0] and a strictly positive B[0, 0] @ F9 measurable function p(t,w), (t,w) € [0, 0] x
Q, such that

%Wﬂmww=kwmwwwmm

for any bounded Borel function h.

If the strict density hypothesis is satisfied, the probability measure P = ﬁ.@ makes 7 independent

of FY, with which we compute

Ee[p(r,)lo(T)]  Eolp(t,)] |,—-

for any non negative 79 measurable function f. This computation means that, for v almost all ¢,

% coincides with R(#) restricted on F2, i.e., this restriction of £(t) is a measure equivalent
) t=1
p(tv')

to Q with a density function ORPOEIE

Eqlflo(r)] = EEWPT oD _ Eolp(t, )

The next example is about Cox time (cf. [5]).

Hypothesis 9.11. Cox time. Suppose the condition(B°). Suppose that there erists a exponential
random time & independent of F and a cadlag non decreasing IF‘S]r adapted process (as)ser, such that
ap =0 and

7 =1inf{s > 0:as > £}.
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Consider a Cox time. For simplicity, suppose that a,, = 00. We have
E[r = s|F2] = Elas— < & F2] =

and therefore E[7 > s|FJ] = e~%. Consequently, if da, is absolutely continuous with respect to the
Lebesgue’s measure with a strictly positive density function, we are back to the situation of the strict
density hypothesis. We now construct an example where the strict density hypothesis is not satisfied.

Let T be an F stopping time whose law p” is diffuse and singular to the Lebesgue measure and let
as = s + 7<), s € Ry, Then, by the above analysis,

T 00
E[r > s|F9] = e~ (Hhr<a) = J e tdt + (e - eil*T)]]{ng} + j e 1 7tdt.

s svT

Let A  [0,00] be a Borel set and let f be a non negative % measurable function. Denote by Ep—;
the conditional expectation on FO given T = t. Let B be a support of u” having null Lebesgue
measure. We compute

E[fl;en] = ﬂ{;eA}ﬂ{KT} + E[flreay - T} + E[flreay o7y ]
= fgo ]L[teA}e tdt 1+ E[ f]L[TeA} - 671 T) | +E[ fST ]L[teA}e tdt]
= SO ﬂ{teA}e th ]]{t<T} te ]l{t>T}
+ So Qe ay (€™ u (dt)ET t[f]
= S(] Il{teA} ( Il{t<T} +e II{1t>T} Il{teBC} + (e_t - e_l_t)ﬂ{teB}) (dt + IUT(dt))
<11{teBc} E(nﬁ:f;}i@e 1]]1{1;5:;} LA ﬂ{teB}ET=t[f])

This computation shows that the law of 7 is determined by the expression

LOO Il{teA} (e_tE[(]]{tsT} + 6_1H{t>T})]ﬂ{teBc} + (e_t - 6_1_t)]]{teB}) (dt + MT(dt))

and the conditional expectation on FY given 7 = t is provided by the expression

t< e lymy)f
REOLf (ﬂ{teBc} B ﬂ]{l{KT;}i o 1ﬂ]{1{t>T;}))]] + ]l{teB}ET=t[f]> .

We see then that there exists ¢ € B¢ such that Q « £(t) on F2.
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