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Abstract

In this note, we define the numbers of level crossings by a càdlàg
(RCLL) real function x : [0,+∞) → R and, in analogy to the work of
[BY14] we prove that for x with locally finite total variation these numbers
are densities of relevant occupation measures associated with x. Next,
depending on the regularity of x and f : R → R, we derive change of
variable formulas, which may be seen as analogous of the Itô or Tanaka-
Meyer formulas. Some of these formulas are present in [BY14] but we also
present some generalizations.

1 Introduction

The total variation of a function x : [0,+∞) → R on the time interval [s, t],
0 ≤ s < t < +∞, is defined as:

TV(x, [s, t]) := sup
π∈Π(s,t)

∑

[u,v]∈π

|xv − xu| , (1)

where the supremum is taken over all finite partitions π of the interval [s, t], that
is, finite sets of non overlapping (with disjoint interiors) sub intervals [u, v] of
[s, t] such that

⋃

[u,v]∈π[u, v] = [s, t]. The family of all such partitions is denoted

by Π(s, t).
x is said to have locally finite total variation if TV(x, [s, t]) is finite for any

s, t satisfying 0 ≤ s < t < +∞. In [BY14], the authors introduce local times
ℓz(t) for càdlàg functions with locally finite variation and state change of vari-
able formulas which may be viewed as analogs of similar, fundamental formulas
known in stochastic calculus (Itô formula or Itô-Tanaka-Meyer formula). The in-
troduced local times also allow us to generalize the Banach Indicatrix Theorem,
see [Ban25, Vit26], to the case of càdlàg (RCLL) functions. Other generalization
of the Banach Indicatrix may be found in [Loz48, Loz58, Łoc17].

In this short paper, we define numbers of level (up-, down-) crossings by a
càdlàg real function x : [0,+∞) → R, uz(x, [0, t]), dz(x, [0, t]), and prove that
they may be also viewed as densities of relevant occupation measures associated

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/2405.13174v1


with x. Our approach seems to be more uniform and we obtain, among others,
a simpler (and more general) change of variable formula, namely

f (xt)− f (x0) =

∫

R

{uz(x, [0, t])− dz(x, [0, t])} g(z)dz

=

∫

R

ℓz(t)g(z)dz +
∑

0<s≤t,∆xs 6=0

{f (xs)− f (xs−)} ,

for any locally Lipschitz function f : R → R with derivative g. In order to
define the summation over the jumps of a càdlàg function, we apply the concept
of summation over general sets. Let I be a set, let b : I → R be a real valued
function and let I be the family of all finite subsets of I. Since I is directed
when endowed with the order of inclusion ⊆, the summation over I can be
defined by

∑

i∈I

bi := lim
Γ∈I

∑

i∈Γ

bi (2)

as limit of a net, i.e., limΓ∈I

∑

i∈Γ bi =: l ∈ (−∞,∞) exists if, for any ε > 0 there

is Γ ∈ I such that for all Γ̃ ∈ I satisfying Γ̃ ⊇ Γ one has
∑

i∈Γ̃ bi ∈ (l− ε, l + ε).
This paper is organised as follows: in Section 2, we introduce the necessary

notations, definitions, and the main result of our paper. Section 3 provides an
alternative proof to the main result. Finally, in Section 4, we present change of
variable formulas.

2 Definitions, notation and the main result

By Z we denote the set of all integers, by N we denote the set of all positive
integers and by N0 we denote the set N ∪ {0}. By Q we denote the set of
all rational numbers. By C([0,+∞);R) we denote the space of all continuous
functions. By D([0,+∞);R) we denote the space of all càdlàg (RCLL) functions
x : [0,+∞) → R, that is x ∈ D([0,+∞);R) if it is right-continuous at each t ∈
[0,+∞) and possesses left-limits at each t ∈ (0,+∞). Let V = V ([0,+∞);R) be
the subset of D = D([0,+∞);R) of functions with locally finite total variation.

Let y ∈ R, c > 0. In what follows, we introduce numbers of (up-, down-)
crossings of the interval [y− c/2, y+ c/2] by x ∈ D([0,+∞);R) during the time
interval [s, t]. We define σc

0 = s and for n ∈ N0

τcn = inf {u ∈ [σc
n, t] : f(u) ≥ y + c/2} ,

σc
n+1 = inf {u ∈ [τcn, t] : f(u) < y − c/2} ,

where we apply conventions: inf ∅ = +∞, [+∞, t] = ∅.

Definition 2.1 The number of downcrossings by x the interval [y−c/2, y+c/2]
during the time interval [s, t] is defined as

dy,c(x, [s, t]) := max {n : σc
n ≤ t} .
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Definition 2.2 The number of upcrossings by x the interval [y − c/2, y+ c/2]
during the time interval [s, t] is defined as

uy,c(x, [s, t]) := d−y,c(−x, [s, t]) .

Definition 2.3 The number of crossings by x the interval [y − c/2, y + c/2]
during the time interval [s, t] is defined as

ny,c(x, [s, t]) := uy,c(x, [s, t]) + dy,c(x, [s, t]) .

Remark 2.4 If y+c/2 is not a local maximum of x, then the number dy,c(x, [s, t])
may be also defined as

dy,c(x, [s, t]) := sup
n∈N

sup
s≤s1<t1<...<sn<tn≤t; s1,...,sn,t1,...,tn∈Q

n
∑

i=1

Dy,c (xsi , xti) ,

where

Dy,c(a, b) :=

{

1 if a ≥ y + c/2 and b < y − c/2,

0 if otherwise.

The numbers uy,c(x, [s, t]) of upcrossings may be defined analogously.

From Remark 2.4, the measurability of y 7→ dy,c(x, [s, t]), y 7→ uy,c(x, [s, t]) and
y 7→ ny,c(x, [s, t]) immediately follows.

Using numbers of interval (down-, up-) crossings we define level (down-, up-)
crossings.

Definition 2.5 Let y ∈ R. The number of times that the function x down-
crosses the level y during the time interval [s, t] is defined as

dy(x, [s, t]) = lim
c→0+

dy,c(x, [s, t]) ∈ N0 ∪ {+∞} .

Analogously, we define the number of upcrosses as

uy(x, [s, t]) = lim
c→0+

uy,c(x, [s, t]) ∈ N0 ∪ {+∞} .

Finally, we define the number of times that the function x crosses the level y
during the time interval [s, t]

ny(x, [s, t]) = lim
c→0+

ny,c(x, [s, t]) ∈ N0 ∪ {+∞} .

Next, let us also define level (down-, up-) crossings via jumps. For s ∈
(0,+∞), ∆xs denotes the jump of x at the time s, ∆xs = xs − xs−.

Definition 2.6 Let y ∈ R. The number of times that the function x down-
crosses the level y during the time interval [s, t] via jumps is defined as

∆dy(x, [s, t]) = Card {u ∈ (s, t] : ∆xu < 0 and y ∈ (xu, xu−)} .
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Analogously we define the number of upcrosses via jumps as

∆uy(x, [s, t]) = Card {u ∈ (s, t] : ∆xu > 0 and y ∈ (xu−, xu)} .

Finally, we define the number of times that the function x crosses via jumps the
level y during the time interval [s, t]

∆ny(x, [s, t]) = ∆dy(x, [s, t]) + ∆uy(x, [s, t]) .

Remark 2.7 The numbers ∆dy(x, [s, t]) may be aslo defined as

∆dy,c(x, [s, t])

:= sup
c∈Q,c>0

inf
m∈N

sup
n∈N

sup
s≤s1<t1<...<sn<tn≤t; si,ti∈Q,ti−si≤

1
m

,i=1,...,n

n
∑

i=1

Dy,c (xsi , xti) ,

where the numbers Dy,c (a, b) were defined in Remark 2.4.
The numbers ∆uy,c(x, [s, t]) of upcrossings may be defined analogously.

From Remark 2.7, the measurability of y 7→ ∆dy,c(x, [s, t]), y 7→ ∆uy,c(x, [s, t])
and y 7→ ∆ny,c(x, [s, t]) immediately follows.

One of the main goals of this note is to prove a relationship between the just
defined numbers of level crossings and the occupation measures associated with
x and with the continuous part of x which we will denote by xcont and which is
defined by the relation

x(t) = xcont(t) +
∑

0<s≤t

∆xs, t ∈ [0,+∞).

Let us now define two companion quantities of the total variation: – positive
and negative total variation or upward and downward total variation. They are
defined respectively as

UTV(x, [s, t]) := sup
π∈Π(s,t)

∑

[u,v]∈π

(xv − xu)+

and
DTV(x, [s, t]) := sup

π∈Π(s,t)

∑

[u,v]∈π

(xv − xu)− ,

where for a real y, (y)+ := max(0, y), (y)− := max(0,−y).
Let |µ| be defined as the unique measure on [0,+∞) which assigns to the

set {0} the value 0 and assigns to the interval (a, b] ⊂ [0,+∞), such that 0 ≤
a < b < +∞, the value

|µ|(a, b] := TV(x, [0, b])− TV(x, [0, a]) = TV(x, [a, b]) .

In what follows we will denote the Lebesgue integrals
∫

A hd|µ| by

∫

A

hs|dxs|.
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Two other associated measures are µ+ and µ− which are defined as the unique
measures on [0,+∞) which assign to the set {0} the value 0 and assigns to the
interval (a, b] ⊂ [0,+∞), such that 0 ≤ a < b < +∞, the values

µ+(a, b] := UTV(x, [0, b])− UTV(x, [0, a]) = UTV(x, [a, b])

and
µ−(a, b] := DTV(x, [0, b])− DTV(x, [0, a]) = DTV(x, [a, b])

respectively. In what follows we will denote the Lebesgue integrals
∫

A hdµ+ and
∫

A
hdµ− by

∫

A

hs (dxs)+ and

∫

A

hs (dxs)−

respectively.
Similarly as the integrals

∫

A hs|dxs|,
∫

A hs (dxs)+ and
∫

A hs (dxs)−, one de-
fines the integrals

∫

A
hs|dxcont

s |,
∫

A
hs (dxs)+ and

∫

A
hs (dxs)−.

Now we are ready to state the following.

Theorem 2.8 For any function x from the family V , if t > 0 and g : R → R

is Borel-measurable and locally bounded, then:

∫

R

uz(x, [0, t]) g(z)dz

=

∫

(0,t]

g (xs−) (dxs)+ +
∑

0<s≤t,∆xs>0

∫ xs

xs−

{g(z)− g (xs−)}dz

=

∫

(0,t]

g (xs−)
(

dxcont
s

)

+
+

∑

0<s≤t,∆xs>0

∫ xs

xs−

g(z)dz

=

∫

(0,t]

g (xs)
(

dxcont
s

)

+
+

∑

0<s≤t,∆xs>0

∫ xs

xs−

g(z)dz. (3)

and
∫

R

dz(x, [0, t]) g(z)dz

=

∫

(0,t]

g (xs−) (dxs)− +
∑

0<s≤t,∆xs<0

∫ xs−

xs

{g(z)− g (xs−)}dz

=

∫

(0,t]

g (xs−)
(

dxcont
s

)

−
+

∑

0<s≤t,∆xs<0

∫ xs−

xs

g(z)dz

=

∫

(0,t]

g (xs)
(

dxcont
s

)

−
+

∑

0<s≤t,∆xs<0

∫ xs−

xs

g(z)dz. (4)
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Remark 2.9 Companion formulas read as:
∫

R

{uz(x, [0, t])− dz(x, [0, t])} g(z)dz

=

∫

(0,t]

g (xs−)dxs +
∑

0<s≤t,∆xs 6=0

∫ xs

xs−

{g(z)− g (xs−)}dz

=

∫

(0,t]

g (xs−)dxcont
s +

∑

0<s≤t,∆xs 6=0

∫ xs

xs−

g(z)dz

=

∫

(0,t]

g (xs)dxcont
s +

∑

0<s≤t,∆xs 6=0

∫ xs

xs−

g(z)dz (5)

and
∫

R

nz(x, [0, t]) g(z)dz

=

∫

(0,t]

g (xs−) |dxs|+
∑

0<s≤t,∆xs 6=0

∫ xs∨xs

xs−∧xs

{g(z)− g (xs−)}dz

=

∫

(0,t]

g (xs−)
∣

∣dxcont
s

∣

∣+
∑

0<s≤t,∆xs 6=0

∫ xs∨xs

xs−∧xs

g(z)dz

=

∫

(0,t]

g (xs)
∣

∣dxcont
s

∣

∣+
∑

0<s≤t,∆xs 6=0

∫ xs∨xs

xs−∧xs

g(z)dz. (6)

Theorem 2.8 is almost an immediate consequence of [BY14, Theorem 1]. In
[BY14], for a real z the authors introduce positive times at which the function
x increases continuously through the level z and times at which the function x
decreases continuously through the level z. They denote the sets of the former
times by I(z) and the latter D(z). They are defined in the following way.

• t ∈ I(z) iff (i) x is continuous at time t and x(t) = z and (ii) the sign of
x(t)− x(s) is the same as the sign of t− s for all s in some neighborhood
of t.

• t ∈ D(z) iff (i) x is continuous at time t and x(t) = z and (ii) the sign of
x(t)− x(s) is the same as the sign of s− t for all s in some neighborhood
of t.

For t > 0 and z ∈ R Bertoin and Yor introduce also the number nz(t) (a.k.a.
Banach’s Indicatrix) defined as

nz(t) := Card {s ∈ [0, t] : x(s) = z} .

After introduction I(z), D(z) and nz(t) we are ready to prove Theorem 2.8.
Proof: For z ∈ R and t > 0, let us denote

rz(t) := nz(t)− Card (I(z) ∩ (0, t])− Card (D(z) ∩ (0, t]) ≥ 0.
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It is not difficult to see that for z ∈ R and c, t > 0 the following estimates hold

Card (I(z) ∩ (0, t]) + ∆uz(x, [0, t]) ≤ uz(x, [s, t])

and
uz,c(x, [s, t]) ≤ Card (I(z) ∩ (0, t]) + ∆uz(x, [0, t]) + rz(t).

Proceeding to the limit c → 0+ we obtain

Card (I(z) ∩ (0, t]) + ∆uz(x, [0, t]) ≤ uz(x, [s, t])

≤ Card (I(z) ∩ (0, t]) + ∆uz(x, [0, t]) + rz(t)

which is equivalent to

Card (I(z) ∩ (0, t]) ≤ uy(x, [s, t])−∆uz(x, [0, t]) ≤ Card (I(z) ∩ (0, t]) + rz(t).
(7)

By [Theorem 1, Bertoin Yor BLMS 2014], we have
∫

(0,t]

g (xs)
(

dxcont
s

)

+
=

1

2

∫

(0,t]

g (xs)
(

dxcont
s +

∣

∣dxcont
s

∣

∣

)

=
1

2

∫

R

g (z) {ℓz(t) + λz(t)} dz =

∫

R

g (z)Card (I(z) ∩ (0, t])dz, (8)

where
ℓz(t) = Card (I(z) ∩ (0, t])− Card (D(z) ∩ (0, t]) ,

λz(t) = Card (I(z) ∩ (0, t]) + Card (D(z) ∩ (0, t]) .

Next, we observe that
∫

R

g (z) {uz(x, [0, t])−∆uz(x, [0, t])} dz

=

∫

R

g (z)uz(x, [0, t])dz −
∑

0<s≤t,∆xs>0

∫ xs

xs−

g(z)dz. (9)

(All terms on the right side of (9) are well defined since x has locally finite
variation and g is locally bounded.) The last ingredient we need is the equality

∫

R

g (z) rz(t)dz = 0, (10)

which also follows from [BY14, Theorem 1], namely from the equality of the
measures nz(t)dz and λz(t)dz. From (10) and (8), we obtain that

∫

R

g (z) {Card (I(z) ∩ (0, t]) + rz(t)}dz =

∫

(0,t]

g (xs)
(

dxcont
s

)

+
. (11)

This, together with (7), (8) and (9) also gives
∫

R

g (z)uz(x, [0, t])dz −
∑

0<s≤t,∆xs>0

∫ xs

xs−

g(z)dz =

∫

(0,t]

g (xs)
(

dxcont
s

)

+
. (12)
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From the continuity of xcont, we further obtain
∫

(0,t]

g (xs)
(

dxcont
s

)

+
=

∫

(0,t]

g (xs−)
(

dxcont
s

)

+

=

∫

(0,t]

g (xs−) (dxs)+ −
∑

0<s≤t,∆xs>0

∫ xs

xs−

g (xs−)dz.

(13)

Relations from the last two displays give (3).
The proof of (4) is similar. �

3 Alternative proof of Theorem 2.8

In the proof of Theorem 2.8, we used the main result of [BY14], that is [BY14,
Theorem 1]. To prove their theorem, Bertoin and Yor use change of variable
formulas, which are analogs of the Itô and Tanaka-Méyer formulas known from
stochastic calculus, namely, if f : R → R is a continuously differentiable function
(f ∈ C1(R,R)) then for t > 0:

f (xt)− f (x0) =

∫ t

0

f ′ (xs)dxcont
s +

∑

0<s≤t,∆xs>0

(f (xs)− f (xs−)) , (14)

f (xt)− f (x0) =

∫

R

f ′ (z) ℓz(t)dz +
∑

0<s≤t,∆xs>0

(f (xs)− f (xs−)) (15)

and

1[z,+∞) (xt) = 1[z,+∞) (x0)+ ℓz(t)+
∑

0<s≤t,∆xs>0

(

1[z,+∞) (xs)− 1[z,+∞) (xs−)
)

.

(16)
Formula (16) holds under the condition that z is a simple level, which means
that for any t > 0

Card {s ∈ (0, t] : xs− < z < xs or xs < z < xs− or xs = z} < +∞

and there is no jump of x that starts or ends at the level z.
In what follows, we present an alternative proof, from which, depending on

the regularity of g or x, we extend formula (15) to the case of less regular (not
necessarily continuous) g.

Let V 0 denote the subset of D (and V ) consisting of functions which are
piecewise monotonic, that is, for any t > 0 there exists a finite sequence of
intervals {Ii}Ni=1, N ∈ N, which are mutually disjoint,

⋃N
i=1 Ii = [0, t] and the

function x is monotone on any of Ii.
First, we will prove (3) and (4) for in the case when x ∈ V 0.

Lemma 3.1 Let x ∈ V 0, t > 0 and g : R 7→ R be Borel–measurable and locally
integrable. Then the equalities (3) and (4) hold.

8



Proof: Let {Ii}Ni=1, N ∈ N be a sequence of intervals which are mutually

disjoint,
⋃N

i=1 Ii = [0, t] and the function x is monotone on any of Ii. Since
x is càdlàg, we may and will assume that these intervals, except the last one
containing t, are of the form Ii = [ti, ti+1), where ti < ti+1. Moreover, we
will assume that they are the largest intervals possible on which x is monotone.
Thus, if for some i > 1, x is non-decreasing on [ti−1, ti) and non-decreasing on
[ti, ti+1) then there need to be a downward jump at the time ti. Similarly, if for
some i > 1, x is non-increasing on [ti−1, ti) and non-increasing on [ti, ti+1) then
there need to be an upward jump at the time ti. Let S denote the set of such
times s.

Let us define R =
⋃N

i=1

{

xti , xti+1−, xti+1

}

. Given a level z ∈ R\R with any
interval Ii or any s ∈ S, we can have at most one associated upcrossing. This
happens when xti < xti+1

or xs− < xs and

z ∈
(

xti , xti+1

)

or z ∈ (xs−, xs) .

Clearly, neither of intervals where function is decreasing induces any upcrossing.
Let J ⊂ {1, 2, . . . , N} be the subset of such indices i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , N} that the
function is increasing on [ti, ti+1) and T be the subset of s ∈ S such that x has
upward jump at s. Then we have

uz(x, [0, t]) =
∑

i∈J

1(xti
,xti+1)

(z) +
∑

s∈T

1(xs−,xs)(z).

Consequently

∫

R

g(z)uz(x, t) dz =

∫

R\R

g(z)uz(x, t) dz =
∑

i∈J

∫ xti+1

xti

g(z)dz +
∑

s∈T

∫ xs

xs−

g(z)dz.

We are now to deal with these integrals. To this end, we apply the classical idea
of opening temporal windows at times of jumps. We may impose that the sum
of the lengths of these windows is finite and consider interpolated continuous x̃.
We have

∫ xti+1

xti

g(z)dz =

∫ x̃
u′

x̃u

g(z)dz and

∫ xs

xs−

g(z)dz =

∫ x̃
v′

x̃v

g(z)dz

for properly defined u, u′, v, v′. Then we apply the change of variable for the
Riemann-Stieltjes integral

∫ x̃
u′

x̃u

g(z)dz =

∫ u′

u

g(x̃s)dx̃s =

∫ u′

u

g(x̃s) (dx̃s)+

and
∫ x̃

v′

x̃v

g(z)dz =

∫ v′

v

g(x̃s)dx̃s =

∫ v′

v

g(x̃s) (dx̃s)+ .
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Clearly, for properly defined t̃ we have

∫

R

g(z)uz(x, t) dz =

∫ t̃

0

g(x̃s) (dx̃s)+ . (17)

Let us consider the decomposition of the measure UTV(x, ds) = (dxs)+ into
the continuous part µcont and the atomic part. Moreover, let W be the set of
the temporal windows. We obtain

∫ t̃

0

1s/∈W g(x̃s) (dx̃s)+ =

∫ t

0

g(xs−)dµ
cont (s) ,

and
∫ t̃

0

1s∈W g(x̃s) (dx̃s)+ =
∑

0<s≤t,∆xs>0

∫ xs

xs−

g(z)dz.

Using these and (17) we obtain (3) by simple calculations.
In a similar way one proves (4). �

Now we will present an alternative proof of Theorem 2.8.

Alternative proof of Theorem 2.8: First, we will assume that g is con-
tinuous.

By [ŁG14, Proposition 2.9 and Lemma 3.4], for any c > 0 there exists a
function xc ∈ V 0 with the following properties: for any s ∈ [0,+∞),

|x(s) − xc(s)| ≤ c

2
, |∆xc

s| ≤ |∆xs| , (18)

TV(xc, [0, s]) ≤ TV(x, [0, t]) + c (19)

and
uz(xc, [0, s]) = uz,c(x, [0, s]) .

Using Lemma 3.1, for xc we have

∫

R

uz(xc, [0, t]) g(z)dz =

∫

R

uz,c(x, [0, t]) g(z)dz

=

∫

(0,t]

g (xc
s)
(

dxc,cont
s

)

+
+

∑

0<s≤t,∆xc
s
>0

∫ xc

s

xc

s−

g(z)dz,

(20)

where xc,cont denotes the continuous part of xc.
By the Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem and by the definition of

uz(x, [0, t]), we get

lim
c→0+

∫

R

uz,c(x, [0, t]) g(z)dz =

∫

R

uz(x, [0, t]) g(z)dz.

10



Also, to deal with the last expression in (20), for arbitrary ε > 0 we can approxi-
mate x by a step function x̃ =

∑

ai1[ti,ti+1) such that sups∈[0,t] |g (xs)− g (x̃s)| ≤
ε/2. From (19) we know that

lim
c→0+

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

(0,t]

g (xc
s)
(

dxc,cont
s

)

+
−

∫

(0,t]

g (x̃s)
(

dxc,cont
s

)

+

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ ε

2
TV(x, [0, t])

Also, by (19) and by the fact that x̃ is a step function, we have

lim
c→0+

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

(0,t]

g (x̃s)
(

dxc,cont
s

)

+
−
∫

(0,t]

g (x̃s)
(

dxcont
s

)

+

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

= 0.

Finally

lim
c→0+

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

(0,t]

g (xs)
(

dxcont
s

)

+
−
∫

(0,t]

g (x̃s)
(

dxcont
s

)

+

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ ε

2
TV(x, [0, t]) .

Since ε may be arbitrary close to 0, the last three relations imply

lim
c→0+

∫

(0,t]

g (xc
s)
(

dxc,cont
s

)

+
=

∫

(0,t]

g (xs)
(

dxcont
s

)

+
.

Similarly, dividing for example the jumps of x into a set of small jumps
(smaller than some threshold) whose sum of magnitudes is close to 0, and a
finite number of bigger jumps (larger or equal than some threshold), we get
that

lim
c→0+

∑

0<s≤t,∆xc
s
>0

∫ xc

s

xc

s−

g(z)dz =
∑

0<s≤t,∆xs>0

∫ xs

xs−

g(z)dz.

Thus, we get that the relation (3) holds also for any continuous g : R → R

and any x ∈ V.
Now we are going to drop the assumption about continuity of g. Let us

consider the measures assigning to the Borel set A the value

µx(A) :=

∫

x−1(A)∩(0,t]

(

dxcont
s

)

+
.

Let us notice that for any Borel measurable and bounded g : R → R,

∫

(0,t]

g (xs)
(

dxcont
s

)

+
=

∫

R

g(y)dµx(y).

Let B be the Borel σ-field of subsets of real numbers and let us consider the
measure νx such that

dνx(z) = uz(x, [0, t])dz + dµx(z) +
∑

0<s≤t,∆xs>0

1[xs−,xs](z)dz.

11



Let δ > 0. By Luzin’s theorem, see [Fol99, Theorem 7.10], for any ε > 0 there
exists a continuous g̃ : R → R and E ∈ B such that νx(Ec) < ε and g̃ = g on
E. Since g is bounded, taking ε sufficiently small we get that

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

R

uz(x, [0, t]) g(z)dz −
∫

R

uz(x, [0, t]) g̃(z)dz

∣

∣

∣

∣

< δ

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

R

g(y)dµx(y)−
∫

R

g̃(y)dµx(y)

∣

∣

∣

∣

< δ

and
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∑

0<s≤t,∆xs>0

∫ xs

xs−

g(z)dz −
∑

0<s≤t,∆xs>0

∫ xs

xs−

g̃(z)dz

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

< δ.

Relation (3) holds for g̃, since it is continuous, thus, by arbitrarity of δ we get
that it must hold for g as well. �

4 Change of variable formulas

In this section, we extend formula (15) in two ways. The first extension assumes
that x ∈ V 0 and g : R → R is Borel-measurable and locally integrable (with
respect to the Lebesgue measure). Under these assumptions we have:

Proposition 4.1 If x ∈ V 0, g : R → R is Borel-measurable and locally in-
tegrable (with respect to the Lebesgue measure), and one defines f : R → R

by f(y) := f0 +
∫

[0,y]
g(z)dz if y ≥ 0, f(y) := f0 −

∫

[y,0]
g(z)dz if y < 0

with f0 ∈ R, or, equivalently, if the function f : R → R is absolutely con-
tinuous and f(y) = f(0) +

∫

[0,y]
g(z)dz = f(0) +

∫

[0,y]
f ′(z)dz if y ≥ 0 and

f(y) = f(0) −
∫

[y,0]
g(z)dz = f(0) −

∫

[0,y]
f ′(z)dz if y < 0, for some Borel-

measurable and locally integrable g : R → R, then

f (xt)− f (x0) =

∫

R

{uz(x, [0, t])− dz(x, [0, t])} g(z)dz

=

∫

(0,t]

g (xs−)dxs +
∑

0<s≤t,∆xs 6=0

{f (xs)− f (xs−)− g (xs−)∆xs}

=

∫

(0,t]

g (xs)dxcont
s +

∑

0<s≤t,∆xs 6=0

{f (xs)− f (xs−)}

=

∫

R

ℓz(t)g(z)dz +
∑

0<s≤t,∆xs 6=0

{f (xs)− f (xs−)} . (21)

Proof: Let us apply the same notation as in the proof of Lemma 3.1. For
i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , N} the function x is monotonic on [ti, ti+1). This gives

∫

R

{uz(x, [ti, ti+1])− dz(x, [ti, ti+1])} g(z)dz = f
(

xti+1

)

− f (xti) .

12



Also, for z /∈ R, we have

N
∑

i=1

uz(x, [ti, ti+1]) = uz(x, [0, t]) ,

N
∑

i=1

dz(x, [ti, ti+1]) = dz(x, [0, t]) .

Moreover, by (5)

∫

R

{uz(x, [ti, ti+1])− dz(x, [ti, ti+1])} g(z)dz

=

∫

(ti,ti+1]

g (xs−)dxs +
∑

ti<s≤ti+1,∆xs 6=0

∫ xs

xs−

{g(z)− g (xs−)} dz

=

∫

(ti,ti+1]

g (xs)dxcont
s +

∑

ti<s≤ti+1,∆xs 6=0

∫ xs

xs−

g(z)dz.

Summing the last display over i = 1, 2, . . . , N and applying two previous dis-
plays, we get

f (xt)− f (x0) =

∫

R

{uz(x, [0, t])− dz(x, [0, t])} g(z)dz

=

∫

(0,t]

g (xs−)dxs +
∑

0<s≤t,∆xs 6=0

{f (xs)− f (xs−)− g (xs−)∆xs}

=

∫

(0,t]

g (xs)dxcont
s +

∑

0<s≤t,∆xs 6=0

{f (xs)− f (xs−)} .

From (7) and the analogous relations for Card (D(z) ∩ (0, t]) and dy(x, [s, t]), we
also infer

∫

R

{uz(x, [0, t])− dz(x, [0, t])} g(z)dz

=

∫

R

ℓz(t)g(z)dz +
∑

0<s≤t,∆xs 6=0

∫ xs

xs−

g(z)dz

=

∫

R

ℓz(t)g(z)dz +
∑

0<s≤t,∆xs 6=0

{f (xs)− f (xs−)} .

Last two displays give (21). �

In the next proposition, we relax the assumption that x ∈ V 0 but then we
need to assume that g is locally bounded. In the end of this section, we give
example that this assumption is necessary. (Interestingly, it is possible to go
into different direction – to assume that x and f are càdlàg and non-decreasing
– and obtain a relevant change of variable formula, see [BY13, Theorem 2.1]).

Proposition 4.2 If x ∈ V , g : R → R is Borel-measurable and locally bounded,
and one defines f : R → R by f(y) := f0 +

∫

[0,y] g(z)dz if y ≥ 0, f(y) :=

13



f0−
∫

[y,0]
g(z)dz if y < 0 with f0 ∈ R, or, equivalently, if the function f : R → R

is locally Lipschitz and f(y) = f(0)+
∫

[0,y]
g(z)dz = f(0)+

∫

[0,y]
f ′(z)dz if y ≥ 0

and f(y) = f(0)−
∫

[y,0]
g(z)dz = f(0)−

∫

[0,y]
f ′(z)dz if y < 0, for some Borel-

measurable and locally integrable g : R → R then

f (xt)− f (x0) =

∫

R

{uz(x, [0, t])− dz(x, [0, t])} g(z)dz

=

∫

R

ℓz(t)g(z)dz +
∑

0<s≤t,∆xs 6=0

{f (xs)− f (xs−)} . (22)

Proof: Let c > 0 and let us apply the same notation as in the second proof of
Theorem 2.8. Using Proposition 4.1 for xc, (20) we get

f (xc
t )− f (xc

0) =

∫

(0,t]

g (xc
s)dxc,cont

s +
∑

0<s≤t,∆xc
s
6=0

{

f (xc
s)− f

(

xc
s−

)}

=

∫

(0,t]

g (xc
s)dxc,cont

s +
∑

0<s≤t,∆xc
s
6=0

∫ xc

s

xc

s−

g(z)dz.

Assuming that g is continuous and proceeding with c > 0 to 0 similarly as in
the second proof of Theorem 2.8 we get

f (xt)− f (x0) =

∫

(0,t]

g (xs)dxcont
s +

∑

0<s≤t,∆xs 6=0

∫ xs

xs−

g(z)dz.

Now, applying Theorem 2.8 we get

f (xt)− f (x0) =

∫

(0,t]

g (xs)dxcont
s +

∑

0<s≤t,∆xs 6=0

∫ xs

xs−

g(z)dz

=

∫

R

{uz(x, [0, t])− dz(x, [0, t])} g(z)dz.

From (7) and the analogous relations for Card (D(z) ∩ (0, t]) and dy(x, [s, t]), we
also infer

∫

R

{uz(x, [0, t])− dz(x, [0, t])} g(z)dz

=

∫

R

ℓz(t)g(z)dz +
∑

0<s≤t,∆xs 6=0

∫ xs

xs−

g(z)dz

=

∫

R

ℓz(t)g(z)dz +
∑

0<s≤t,∆xs 6=0

{f (xs)− f (xs−)} .

Using the last two displays, we get (22) for continuous g .
To prove (22) for any bounded but not necessarily continuous g, we apply

a mollifier function h : R → [0,+∞), such that h is infinitely many times
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differentiable, h(y) = 0 if |y| > 1 and
∫

R
h(y)dy = 1. Define

gn(z) = n

∫

R

h(ny)g(z − y)dy = n

∫

R

h(n(z − y))g(y)dy, n ∈ N.

gn is continuous and bounded on any interval [−K,K], K > 0 (by the supremum
of |g| on [−K − 1,K + 1]). Moreover,

lim
n→+∞

∫

R

|gn(z)− g(z)|dz = 0

(see [Fol99, Theorem 8.14(a)]). The Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem
together with the local boundedness of |gn|, |g| and |gn − g| gives

∫

R

{uz(x, [0, t])− dz(x, [0, t])} gn(z)dz →
∫

R

{uz(x, [0, t])− dz(x, [0, t])} g(z)dz,

∫

R

ℓz(t)gn(z)dz →
∫

R

ℓz(t)g(z)dz,

∑

0<s≤t,∆xs 6=0

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ xs

xs−

|gn(z)− g(z)|dz
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

→ 0.

The last convergence is easily obtained when we divide the jumps of x into
two groups - finite number of large jumps and jumps, whose sum of mag-
nitudes is less than a given ε > 0. Now, for any y ∈ R, defining fn(y) =
f0 + sgn(y)

∫

[0∧y,0∨y] gn(z)dz

fn(y) → f0 + sgn(y)

∫

[0∧y,0∨y]

g(z)dz = f(y)

as n → +∞. Using these limits and applying formula (22) for fn (and gn) we
obtain (22) for f and g. �

We end this section with an easy example that the assumption that f is
locally Lipschitz in Proposition 4.2 is necessary. Let

x(t) =







1+(−1)
⌊ 1
1−t

⌋2

2⌊ 1
1−t

⌋2
if t ∈ [0, 1),

0 if t ≥ 1;
f(y) =

{√
y if y ∈ [0,+∞),

0 if y < 0.

f is absolutely continuous. x has finite variation, it has no continuous part and
has two jumps, from 1/(2n)2 to 0 and from 0 to 1/(2n)2, for each n ∈ N, on the
interval t ∈ (0, 1). From this it follows that the sum

∑

0<s≤1,∆xs 6=0

{f (xs)− f (xs−)}

is not well defined.
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