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Thiele’s differential equation explains the change in prospective reserve and plays a
fundamental role in safe-side calculations and other types of actuarial model compar-
isons. This paper presents a ‘model lean’ version of Thiele’s equation with the novel
feature that it supports any canonical insurance model, irrespective of the model’s
intertemporal dependence structure. The basis for this is a canonical and path-wise
model construction that simultaneously handles discrete and absolutely continuous
modeling regimes. Comparison theorems for differing canonical insurance models fol-
low directly from the resulting stochastic backward equations. The elegance with
which these comparison theorems handle non-equivalence of probability measures is
one of their major advantages over previous results.

Keywords: Implicit options; life insurance; non-Markov models; safe-side criteria; stochastic
Thiele equation.

1 Introduction

In actuarial science, safe-side calculations for the prospective reserve based on prudent actuar-
ial bases date back to at least [Lidstone, 1905]. In modern times, safe-side calculation results
for survival models [Norberg, 1985] have been extended to first Markov models [Hoem, 1988,
Ramlau-Hansen, 1988, Linnemann, 1993] and later semi-Markov models [Niemeyer, 2015]. The
main idea is to carefully analyze the dynamics of the so-called state-wise prospective reserves, de-
scribed by the celebrated Thiele equation, which allows for the comparison of differing insurance
models. Beyond safe-side calculations, such comparison results are essential to modern life insur-
ance mathematics in both resolving the circularity that arises from (implicitly defined) reserve-
dependent payments and in the development of efficient computational schemes [Cantelli, 1914,
Norberg, 1991, Milbrodt and Stracke, 1997, Milbrodt and Helbig, 2008, Christiansen et al., 2014].

Another emerging theme in stochastics relates to model uncertainty and robustness. There is
an increasing interest in ‘model lean’ or ‘model free’ approaches. In actuarial multi-state model-
ing, this is reflected by a recent movement from Markov over semi-Markov [Christiansen, 2012,
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Buchardt et al., 2015, Ahmad et al., 2023, Bladt et al., 2023]towards so-called non-Markov mod-
eling [Christiansen and Furrer, 2021, Christiansen, 2021, Furrer, 2022, Bathke and Furrer, 2024].
A similar tendency can be observed in the biostatistics literature [Putter and Spitoni, 2018,
Overgaard, 2019, Maltzhan et al., 2021, Nießl et al., 2023].

In this paper, we derive actuarial comparison theorems for finite state space models with no
restrictions whatsoever on the intertemporal dependence structure. In that sense, our approach is
‘model lean’. Given a canonical insurance model pα,Λ,Φ, B, bq in accordance with Definition 7.1,
which consists of an initial distribution α, transition rates Λ, interest rates Φ, sojourn payments
B, and transition payments b, we show that the corresponding state-wise prospective reserves
pV iq uniquely and surely (path-wise) solve the backward equation

0 “ 1
tΛi¨pt´qă8u

Iipt´q

ˆ
V ipdtq ` Bipdtq ´ V ipt´qΦipdtq `

ÿ

j:j‰i

pbijptq ` V jptq ´ V iptqqΛijpdtq

˙
,

with boundary condition V ipT q “ 0 and with Ii indicating whether the process is currently in
state i, see Theorem 7.2. This stochastic Thiele equation is then used to establish a wide range
of actuarial comparison theorems. Classic results for Markov processes are fully recovered and
further refined.

The first stochastic Thiele equation may be found in [Norberg, 1992], but with no clarifica-
tion on uniqueness of the solution and lack of clarity in the associated definition of state-wise
prospective reserves. The latter was already noted in [Norberg, 1996], but not rigorously resolved
until investigated in [Christiansen and Furrer, 2021]. However, the stochastic Thiele equation
proposed in [Christiansen and Furrer, 2021] is only an almost sure equation, which can be prob-
lematic for comparisons between non-equivalent probabilistic models (actuarial bases). Contrary
to [Christiansen and Furrer, 2021], this paper adopts a canonical approach which allows for path-
wise statements.

Our canonical approach takes its inspiration from [Jacobsen, 2006], which has hitherho re-
ceived limited attention in the actuarial literature, see however [Furrer, 2022]. Different from
[Jacobsen, 2006], we take not the distribution of the marked point process or even the compen-
sators of the multivariate counting process as the starting point, but rather so-called (cumulative)
transition rates. This comes with its own technical intricacies, but has the advantage that it
offers a natural connection to Markov modeling – corresponding to deterministic transition rates
– as well as the industry practice of composing and applying actuarial risk tables. The approach
covers absolutely continuous as well as discrete modeling; both are currently common. Central
to both approaches, Jacobsen’s and ours, are sure representations for càdlàg martingales. How-
ever, Jacobsen takes the existence of a càdlàg modification as given, while we offer an actual
construction.

In [Christiansen and Djehiche, 2020] an alternative approach based on backward stochastic dif-
ferential equations is pursued, also aiming at resolving the circularity arising from implicitly
defined payments. The advantage of the canonical approach pursued here is the elegance with
which it handles non-equivalent probability measures. The backward stochastic differential equa-
tion literature contains a range of comparison theorems, see for example [Cohen and Elliott, 2012],
and the results of this paper may be seen in light of these, but are tailored to the situation with
non-equivalent rather than just dominating measures. This is not just to satisfy mathematical
curiosity: non-equivalence occurs frequently in the comparison of actuarial models, with the actu-
ary starting from a simpler (non-dominating) model that rules out the occurrence of some event.
This could include policyholder behavior events such as surrender, also called lapse, or retirement.
Furthermore, any approach based on backward stochastic differential equations is also limited by
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the lack of background results outside the absolutely continuous case.
The paper is structured as follows. Sections 2–4 provide the construction of canonical prob-

ability models generated by (cumulative) transition rates, culminating with Theorem 4.1. The
following two sections contain key technical results. Section 5 deals with the time-dynamics of
conditional expectations of state indicator processes, leading to a stochastic version of the Kol-
mogorov backward equation, see Theorem 5.2, while Section 6 concerns the extension from state
indicator processes to a wider class of processes. In the final two sections, the narrative shifts
towards actuarial science with Section 7 devoted to the stochastic Thiele equation and Section 8
to comparison theorems.

2 Canonical measurable space

Status data from an individual life insurance policy is usually of the form

date status

t0 z0
t1 z1
t2 z2
...

...

with ordered time points t0 ă t1 ă t2 ă ¨ ¨ ¨ from the time set r0,8q and states z0 ‰ z1 ‰ z2 ‰ ¨ ¨ ¨
from a finite state space Z. By convention, let t0 “ 0 be the starting time of the individual
insurance contract. Further, without loss of generality let Z Ă N. The total number of status
updates may be countably infinite on the full time line, but on bounded time intervals the number
of status updates shall be at most finite. For a convenient notation, if there are only finitely
many updates in total, we extend the update sequence to a countably infinite sequence by adding
artificial data points p8,∇q. Let Z̄ :“ ZYt∇u. All in all, the set of potential status developments
is

Ω :“
 

ptk, zkqkPN0
P r0,8sN0 ˆ Z̄N0 : t0 “ 0, tk ă tk`1 for tk ă 8, tk “ tk`1 for tk “ 8,

zk ‰ zk`1 for tk ă 8, zk “ ∇ for tk “ 8, sup
k

tk “ 8u.

The projection mappings

τk : Ω Ñ r0,8s, τkpωq ÞÑ tk,

ζk : Ω Ñ Z̄, ζkpωq ÞÑ zk,

define a marked point process

pτk, ζkqkPN0
.

An alternative way of representing the insurance data is the multivariate counting process

N “ pN ijqi,jPZ:i‰j, N ij : r0,8q ˆ Ω Ñ N0,

defined by

N ijptq :“
ÿ

kPN

1tτkďt,ζk´1“i,ζk“ju.
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The multivariate counting process N combined with the initial state ζ0 carries the same informa-
tion as the marked point process. Note that the paths are càdlàg and have at most finitely many
jumps in finite time. A third option to represent the insurance data is the multivariate state
occupation process

I “ pIiqiPZ , Ii : r0,8q ˆ Ω Ñ t0, 1u,

defined by

Iiptq :“
ÿ

kPN0

ÿ

iPZ

1tτkďtăτk`1u1tζk“iu.

Again, the paths are càdlàg and have at most finitely many jumps in finite time. The counting
processes and state occupation processes satisfy the fundament relation

Iiptq ´ Iipsq “
ÿ

j:j‰i

ż

ps,ts

`
N jipduq ´ N ijpduq

˘
. (2.1)

A fourth option to represent the insurance data is the multi-state process

Z : r0,8q ˆ Ω Ñ Z

defined by

Zptq :“
ÿ

kPN0

1tτkďtăτk`1uζk “
ÿ

iPZ

i Iiptq.

Also this process has càdlàg paths with at most finitely many jumps in finite time. For notational
convenience, we define Zp0´q :“ Zp0q.

The development of the observable information for an individual insurance contract is described
by the filtration F “ pFtqtPr0,8q defined by

Ft :“ σp1tτkďtupτk, ζkq : k P N0, i P Zq

Note that

Ft “σpZp0q, N ijpsq : s ď t, i, j P Z, i ‰ jq

“σpIipsq : s ď t, i P Zq

“σpZpsq : s ď tq,

which means that the marked point process, the multivariate counting process together with the
initial state, the multivariate occuptation process, and the multi-state process all generate the
same information. Consequently, on the intere time line, all these processes are measurable with
respect to the σ-algebra

F8 :“ σpFu : u P r0,8qq.

While the σ-algebra Ft describes the observable information of the present and the past, the
interval r0, ts, the observable information of the past only, corresponding to the interval r0, tq, is
given by

Ft´ :“ σp1tτkătupτk, ζkq : k P N0, i P Zq
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Note that F0´ is the trivial σ-algebra and, similar to before,

Ft´ “σpZp0q1ttą0u, N
ijpsq : s ă t, i, j P Z, i ‰ jq

“σpIipsq : s ă t, i P Zq

“σpZpsq : s ă tq

“σpFs : s ă tq.

The family of the left-limit σ-algebras

F´ :“ pFt´qtPr0,8q

is also a filtration.
The information provided by the first n P N0 elements of the marked point process is given by

the σ-algebra

Gn :“ σppτk, ζkq : k ď nq.

For any σ-algebra A on Ω and any event B Ă Ω, the so-called trace σ-algebra is defined by
A X B :“ tA X B : A P Au. For each t P r0,8q and n P N0, it holds that

Gn X tτn ď t ă τn`1u “ Ft X tτn ď t ă τn`1u,

Gn X tτn ă t ď τn`1u “ Ft´ X tτn ă t ď τn`1u.
(2.2)

The σ-algebra Gn is equivalent to the stopping time σ-algebra Fτn :

Fτn :“
!
A P F8 : A X tτn ď tu P Ft, t ě 0

)
“ Gn. (2.3)

For each scenario ω “ ptk, zkqkPN0
P Ω and tuple ps, iq P r0,8q ˆ Z, we define a so-called ps, iq-

stopped status development ωi
s by

ωi
s :“

$
’&
’%

ppt0, z0q, . . . , ptn, znq, p8,∇q, . . .q : tn ă s ď tn`1, zn “ i,

ppt0, z0q, . . . , ptn, znq, ps, iq, p8,∇q, . . .q : tn ă s ď tn`1, zn ‰ i,

pp0, iq, p8,∇q, . . .q : s “ 0.

(2.4)

The stopped status development ωi
s is still an element of Ω. The ps, iq-stopping leaves the multi-

state process Z unchanged on r0, sq and makes it constantly equal to i on rs,8q.

3 Transition rates and initial distribution

There are several ways to specify a probability measure P on the measurable space pΩ,F8q. Our
approach is to start from the representation

F8 “ σpZp0q, N ij : i, j P Z, i ‰ jq

and to specify the distribution of Zp0q and N . We assume that we have the initial distribution
of Z, specified by a distribution function

α : Z Ñ r0, 1s,
ÿ

iPZ

αpiq “ 1,
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for the initial state Zp0q, and we assume that we have (cumulative) transition rates

Λ “ pΛijqi,jPZ:i‰j, Λij : r0,8q ˆ Ω Ñ R,

for the multivariate counting process N . The total (combined) transition rate for leaving a current
state i P Z is in brief written as

Λi¨ :“
ÿ

j:j‰i

Λij .

The increments of Λij are meant to describe the expected increments of N ij , conditional on the
past information and provided that the last state was i, symbolically written as

Λijpdtq “ ErN ijpdtq|Ft´s, Zpt´q “ i. (3.1)

This intuitive equation is not mathematically precise. For a rigorous definition, we need to
disentangle the information time variable from the integration variable. Based on the observation
that

Ft´ X ts ă t ď τpsqu “ Fs X ts ă t ď τpsqu,

for any integrable random variable Y one can show that almost surely

ErY |Ft´s “
Er1tτpsqětuY |Fss

Er1tτpsqětu|Fss
, s ă t ď τpsq, (3.2)

compare with Remark 4.2.3 in [Jacobsen, 2006]. Here the random variable τpsq is defined as the
first jump of Z on ps,8s,

τpsq :“
ÿ

nPN0

τn`11tτnďsăτn`1u.

Based on (3.2), we rewrite the symbolical characterization (3.1) of Λij to obtain the mathemati-
cally rigorous equation

Λijpdtq “
Er1tτpsqětuN

ijpdtq|Fss

Er1tτpsqětu|Fss
, Zpt´q “ i, s ă t ď τpsq. (3.3)

Throughout, we use for any subintervals I, J of r0,8q the shorthand notation

F pdtq “ HptqGpdtq @t P I ðñ

ż

J

F pdtq “

ż

J

HptqGpdtq @J Ă I.

It is worthwhile to note that (3.3) already reveals a certain ambiguity or flexibility in the choice
of (cumulative) transition rates. To see this, consider

C “ pCjqjPZ , Cj : r0,8q ˆ Ω Ñ R,

defined by

Cjpdtq :“
ÿ

iPZ

Iipt´qΛijpdtq, t ě 0. (3.4)
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Then (3.3) would still hold with Λij replaced by Cj. Later, we shall demonstrate that Cj is a
compensator of

N j :“
ÿ

i:i‰j

N ij. (3.5)

To remove this ambiguity and obtain an approach that is consistent with the specification of
Markov processes through deterministic (cumulative) transition rates, we shall require that

Λijptqpωq “ Λijptqpωi
τnpωqq, τnpωq ă t ď τn`1pωq. (3.6)

We therefore, all in all, make the following technical assumptions for Λ:

Assumption 3.1.

(a) For 0 ď t ď τ1, let Λptq be deterministic. For n P N and τn ă t ď τn`1, let Λijptq be
measurable with respect to

σpτ0, ζ0, . . . , τn´1, ζn´1,1tζn´1‰iuτnq, i P Z.

(b) Let Λ be right-continuous and, except in a finite number of points in every finite time
interval, non-decreasing with

∆Λi¨ptq ď 1, i P Z, t ą 0.

(c) If Λijp¨qpωq jumps downward at time r ą 0, denoted as reset point, let

Λijpr´qpωq “ 8, Λijprqpωq “ 0.

(d) For any sequence i0 ‰ i1 ‰ ¨ ¨ ¨ ‰ in of states in Z with i0 “ in, let at least one of the
transition rates Λi0i1 , . . . ,Λin´1in be bounded (uniformly on Ω) on finite intervals.

Assumption 3.1(a) guarantees that Λ does not use superfluous information and is an equiva-
lent assumption to (3.6). The right-continuity of Assumption 3.1(b) follows the right-continuity
convention for the counting processes, while the upper jump bound prevents the transition prob-
abilities from becoming greater than one. An upward jump in a cumulative transition rate corre-
sponds to a discrete probability mass for the corresponding transition. The monotony statement
in Assumption 3.1(b) prevents the transition probabilities from becoming negative, but we allow
for downward jumps at so-called reset points, of which every path has at most a finite number
in every finite time interval. Reset points are necessary when transition probabilities converge
continuously to one in finite time, because such a convergence implies a pole for the cumulative
transition rate, which must be reset to continue the model after the pole, confer with Assump-
tion 3.1(c). The downward jump is not a probability mass and must be separated when calculating
probabilities. Assumption 3.1(d) is a sufficient condition to exclude explosions of the counting
processes. In particular, the assumptions ensure that Λij and Cj are F´-adapted.

4 Canonical probability model

This section shows that the initial distribution α and the transition rates Λ “ pΛijqi,j:i‰j uniquely
define a probability measure P on the measurable space pΩ,F8q. In addition, we aim to define
conditional probability measures

Pi
sr ¨ s “ Pr ¨ |Fs´, Zpsq “ is, s P r0,8q, i P Z. (4.1)
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More precisely, we are looking for Fs´-measurable probability kernels Pi
s, s P r0,8q, i P Z, that

satisfy almost surely for each A P F8 the equation

IipsqPi
srAs “ IipsqPrA|Fss. (4.2)

Given the probability kernels Pi
s, s P r0,8q, i P Z, we moreover define corresponding conditional

expectations by

Ei
sr ¨ s :“

ż

Ω

p¨qdPi
s. (4.3)

Theorem 4.1. There exist unique Fs´-measurable probability kernels Pi
s, s P r0,8q, i P Z, on

pΩ,F8q such that

(i) For s P r0,8q, ω P Ω and i, j P Z with j ‰ i, it holds that

Λijpdtqpωq “
Ei
sr1tτpsqětuN

ijpdtqspωq

Ei
sr1tτpsqětuspωq

for those t P ps,8q such that neither Zp¨qpωq has a jump in ps, tq nor Λi¨p¨qpωq has a pole
or a jump of size `1 in ps, ts.

Further, there exists a unique probability measure P on pΩ,F8q such that

(ii) Equation (4.2) holds almost surely for A P F8, s P r0,8q,

(iii) for i P Z, it holds that

αpiq “ PrZp0q “ is.

Property (i) refers to Equations (3.3)–(3.6) and helps clarify in what sense Λ indeed represents
the transition rates with respect to the probability measure P.

Proof. We start by explicitly constructing the probability kernels and the probability measure,
and we do this on the extended measurable space prΩ, rF8q defined by

rΩ :“
 

ptl, zlqlPN0
: t0 “ 0, tl ă tl`1 for tl ă 8, tl “ tl`1 for tl “ 8,

zl ‰ zl`1 for zl P Z, zl “ zl`1 for zl “ ∇
(

and
rF8 :“ σpτl, ζl : l P N0q

for τl, ζl defined similarly to before but on the extended domain rΩ. Later on we will show that
the difference rΩzΩ has probability zero, which will bring us back to the original measurable space.
For s P r0,8q and i P Z, the random variable

ρispωq :“ sup

"
u ě s : sup

tPrs,us
Λi¨ptqpωi

sq ă 8

*
, (4.4)

gives the first reset point of Λi¨p¨qpωi
sq on rs,8q. Since the paths of Λijp¨qpωi

sq are non-decreasing
on rs, ρipωqq, they can have at most countably many jumps on rs, ρipωqq. Let

Λij
c pdtqpωi

sq :“ Λijpdtqpωi
sq ´ ∆Λijptqpωi

sq
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denote the continuous part of Λijp¨qpωi
sq on rs, ρipωqq. In the following, let

ω “ ptl, zlqlPN0
P rΩ

be arbitrary but fixed. For i, j P Z, i ‰ j we define mappings pis and p
ij
s on rs,8q by

pisptqpωq :“ e´pΛi
c̈ pt^ρispωqqpωi

sq´Λ
i
c̈ psqpωi

sqq
ź

săuďt^ρispωq

´
1 ´ ∆Λi¨puqpωi

sq
¯
,

pijs ptqpωq :“

ż

ps,tsXp0,ρispωqq
pispu´qpωqΛijpduqpωi

sq.

(4.5)

The latter definitions imply that

ÿ

j:j‰i

pijs ptq “

ż

ps,tsXp0,ρispωqq
pispu´qpωq

`
´ Λi¨pduqpωi

sq
˘

“ ´

ż

ps,tsXp0,ρispωqq
pispduqpωq

“

#
1 ´ pisptq : t P rs, ρispωqq,

0 : t P rρispωq,8q.

(4.6)

We extend the domains of pisp¨qpωq and p
ij
s p¨qpωq from rs,8q to rs,8s by setting

pisp8q :“ pisp8´q,

pijs p8q :“ pijs p8´q, i, j P Z, i ‰ j.

Furthermore, we define
pi∇s ptq :“ 1t8uptq, t P rs,8s.

With these extensions, the mapping pt, jq ÞÑ p
ij
s ptq defines a conditional probability distribution

on rs,8s ˆ pZ Y t∇uq for each ps, iq. For ps, iq “ ptn, znq, we interpret this conditional probability
distribution as the probability kernel

pζnjτn
ptqpωq “ Prτn`1 ď t, ζn`1 “ j|pτl, ζlqlďnspωq, t ě τnpωq. (4.7)

However, we still have to show that the mapping ps, i, ωq ÞÑ p
ij
s ptqpωq is measurable for each

pt, jq. The mapping ps, i, ωq ÞÑ ps, i, ωi
sq is measurable as a mapping from the measurable space

pr0,8q ˆZ ˆΩ,Bpr0,8qq b 2Z bF8q to the same space, since it is composed of simple functions
and countably many case differentiations, see (2.4). As the transition rates are right-continuous by
definition, they are jointly measurable, so the composition ps, i, ωq ÞÑ Λijpsqpωi

sq is measurable too.
Likewise, one can argue that ps, i, ω, tq ÞÑ Λijptqpωi

sq is measurable, and the arguments still apply
for the continuous part Λij

c and the pure jump part Λij ´ Λij
c of Λij . From all these measurable

mappings, the mapping ps, i, ω, tq ÞÑ pisptqpωq and then ps, i, ω, tq ÞÑ p
ij
s ptqpωq are formed by using

simple operations and limits, see (4.5), so they are measurable too. That means that (4.7) indeed
describes probability kernels.

By applying the Ionescu-Tulcea theorem, confer with Proposition V.1.1 in [Neveu, 1965], from
the distribution function pt0, z0q ÞÑ 1t0upt0qαpz0q for pτ0, ζ0q and the probability kernels (4.7) we

construct a probability measure P on prΩ, rF8q as the unique completion of

PrAs :“
ÿ

i0,...,im

ż

ps0,8s
¨ ¨ ¨

ż

psl´1,8s
1Apωi0¨¨¨il

s0¨¨¨sl
q p

il´1il
sl´1

pdslqpω
i0¨¨¨il´1

s0¨¨¨sl´1
q ¨ ¨ ¨ pi0i1s0

pds1qpωi0
s0

qαpi0q, (4.8)
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for s0 :“ 0, A P Gl, l P N, and for ωi0¨¨¨il
s0¨¨¨sl defined by the iterative formula

ωi0¨¨¨il
s0¨¨¨sl

:“ pω
i0¨¨¨il´1

s0¨¨¨sl´1
qilsl , l “ 1, . . . ,m.

Equation (4.8) implies property (iii), but for the extended probability space prΩ, rF8q. Analogously,
we define probability kernels Pi

s, i P Z, s P r0,8q, on prΩ, rF8q as the unique completions of

Pin
snrAspωq :“

ÿ

in`1,...,il

ż

psn,8s
¨ ¨ ¨

ż

psl´1,8s
1Apωin¨¨¨il

sn¨¨¨sl
q p

il´1il
sl´1

pdslqpω
in¨¨¨il´1

sn¨¨¨sl´1
q ¨ ¨ ¨ pinin`1

sn pdsn`1qpωin
snq

(4.9)

for tn ď sn ă tn`1, A P Gl, n, l P N0, n ă l. For n ă k ď l, the term Pik
sk

rAspω
in¨¨¨ik´1

sn¨¨¨sk´1
q equals the

l ´ k inner integrals of Pin
snrAspωq, so it holds that

Pin
snrAs “ Ein

sn

“
Pζk
τk

rAs
‰
, k ą n, τn ď sn ă τn`1. (4.10)

Moreover, by using the fact that definition (4.5) implies that

pinin`1

sn pdsn`1qpωin
snq “ pinsnpsqpωin

snq pinin`1

s pdsn`1qpωin
snq, sn ď s ă sn`1,

from definition (4.9), equation (4.6), and the property pωi
snqis “ ωi

sn for s ě sn, we can conclude
that

Pin
sn

rA X tτn ď s ă τn`1uspωq

“ Pin
s rA X tτn ď s ă τn`1uspωin

snq pinsnpsqpωin
snq

“
ÿ

in`1

ż

ps,8s
P
Zpsqpωin

sn q
s rA X tτn ď s ă τn`1uspωin

snq pinin`1

sn pdsn`1qpωin
snq

“ Ein
sn

“
PZpsq
s rA X tτn ď s ă τn`1usspωq, tn ď sn ă tn`1, s ě sn.

This fact and equation (4.10) yield

Pi
urAs “

8ÿ

n“0

1tτkďuăτk`1u

8ÿ

k“n

Pi
urA X tτk ď s ă τk`1us

“
8ÿ

n“0

1tτkďuăτk`1u

8ÿ

k“n

Ei
urEζk

τk
rPZpsq

s rA X tτk ď s ă τk`1usss

“ Ei
urPZpsq

s rAss, s ě u.

(4.11)

Furthermore, since Ijpsqpp¨qisq “ 1j“i and 1Cpp¨qisq “ 1Cp¨q, definition (4.9) implies that

Pi
srA X C X tZpsq “ jus “ 1j“i 1C Pi

srAs, C P Fs´. (4.12)

By applying (4.10), (4.11), and (4.12), we can show that

PrA X C X tZpsq “ ius “ E
“
1C IipsqPi

srAs
‰
, C P Fs´,

which is property (ii), but for the extended probability space prΩ, rF8q. Definition (4.9) implies
that

Pi
srτn`1 ď t, ζn`1 “ js “ pijs ptq, τn ď s ă τn`1.
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Because of (4.12) and

tτn ď s ă τn`1u X tτn`1 ď t, ζn`1 “ ju “ tτn ď s ă τn`1u X tτpsq ď t, Zpτpsqq “ ju,

we moreover have

Pi
srN ijpt ^ τpsqq ´ N ijpsqs “ pijs ptq, s ă t ă ρis,

and by equation (4.6) we furthermore get

Pi
srτpsq ě ts “ pispt´q, s ă t ă ρis.

The latter two equations, definition (4.5), and the measurability assumption (3.6) yield property
(i).

In a next step, we are going to show that our construction still works on the restricted measur-
able space pΩ,F8q Ă prΩ, rF8q. For r ě s, the definitions (4.9) and (4.5) imply that

Ei
s

„ ż

pτn,τn`1s
1pr,tsN

jkpduq


pωq

“ Pi
srr ă τn`1 ď t, ζn`1 “ k, ζn “ jspωq

“

ż

ps,8s
1pr,ts1i“j p

ik
s pduqpωi

sq

“

ż

ps,8s
1pr,tspωq1i“j p

i
spu´qpωqΛjkpduqpωi

sq

“

ż

ps,8s
1pr,ts P

i
srZpu´q “ j, τn`1 ě uspωqΛjkpduqpωi

sq, tn ď s ă tn`1.

On the other hand, by applying definition (4.9), using the fact that

Ijpu´qpωqΛjkpduqpωq “ Ijpu´qpωi
tn

qΛjkpduqpωi
tn

q, u ď tn`1, zn “ i,

and applying Tonelli’s theorem, we can show that

Ei
s

„ ż

pτn,τn`1s
1pr,tsI

jpu´qΛjkpduq


pωq

“

ż

ps,8s

ˆż

ps,sn`1s
1pr,tspω

i
sqI

jpu´qpωi
sqΛjkpduqpωi

sq

˙
Pi
srτn`1 P dsn`1spωq

“

ż

ps,8s
1pr,tspωq

ż

ru,8s
Ijpu´qpωi

sqPi
srτn`1 P dsn`1spωqΛjkpduqpωi

sq

“

ż

ps,8s
1pr,ts P

i
srZpu´q “ j, τn`1 ě uspωqΛjkpduqpωi

sq, tn ď s ă tn`1,

so that we can conclude that

Ei
s

„ ż

pr,ts
1tτnăuďτn`1uN

jkpduq


“ Ei

s

„ ż

pr,ts
1tτnăuďτn`1uI

jpu´qΛjkpduq


, τn ď s ă τn`1, r ě s.

By setting ps, iq “ pτn, ζnq, using equation (4.12) for pulling the factor 1rěτn inside the conditional
expectations, and applying equation (4.11) together with Tonelli’s theorem, we get

El
v

„ ż

pr_v,ts
1tτnăuďτn`1uN

jkpduq


“ El

v

„ ż

pr_v,ts
1tτnăuďτn`1uI

jpu´qΛjkpduq


.
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By applying the latter two equations and using equation (4.12) for pulling the factor 1τněv out
of the conditional expectations, for any pv, lq P r0,8q ˆ Z with v ď r we can conclude that

El
v

”
N jkpt _ vq ´ N jkpr _ vq

ı
“

ÿ

nPN0

El
v

„ ż

pr_v,ts
1tτnăuďτn`1uN

jkpduq



“ El
v

„ ż

pr_v,t_vs
Ijpu´qΛjkpduq


.

(4.13)

Let J Ă tpj, kq P Z2 : j ‰ ku be the set of transitions for which the corresponding transition
rates are bounded on finite intervals. We assumed that for any recurrent sequence of transitions
i0 ‰ i1 ‰ ¨ ¨ ¨ ‰ in, at least one of the transitions pil´1, ilq is from the set J . If the sequence
has a length greater than |Z|, then it necessarily contains a recurrent sub-sequence of maximum
length |Z|, and this sub-sequences contains at least one transition from J by our assumption.
By removing the sub-sequence and iterating our arguments, we can conclude that a sequence of
length n contains at least rn{|Z|s ` |Z| ´ 1 transitions from J . So we have

ÿ

j,k:j‰k

N jkptq ď |Z| ´ 1 ` |Z|
ÿ

pj,kqPJ

N jkptq (4.14)

for each t P r0,8q. This fact and (4.13) yield

E

„ ÿ

j,k:j‰k

N jkptq


“

ÿ

i

αpiqEi
0

„ ÿ

j,k:j‰k

N jkptq



ď
ÿ

i

αpiq

ˆ
|Z| ´ 1 ` |Z|E

„ ÿ

pj,kqPJ

`
Λjkptq ´ Λjkp0q

˘ı˙
,

(4.15)

which is finite. Therefore, the event t
ř

i,j:i‰j N
ijptq “ 8u must have a probability of zero, so that

PrΩs “ Pr lim
nÑ8

τn “ 8s “ 1.

Similarly, using (4.14) and (4.13) one can also show that Pi
srΩspωq “ 1 for all ω P Ω. That means

that P is a probability measure and Pi
s, s ě 0, i P Z, are probability kernels also on the restricted

measurable space
pΩ, rF8 X Ωq “ pΩ,F8q.

The properties (i) to (iii) still hold on this restricted space.
We now show uniqueness of P and Pi

s, s P r0,8q, i P Z. Suppose that rP and rPi
s, s P r0,8q,

i P Z, also satisfy the properties (i) to (iii). Property (i) implies that

rPi
srτpsq ą tspωq “

ÿ

j:j‰i

ż

pt,8s

rEi
sr1tτpsqěuuN

ijpduqspωq

“
ÿ

j:j‰i

ż

pt,8s

rPi
srτpsq ě uspωqΛijpduqpωi

sq, s ă t ă ρispωq.

Since rPi
srτpsq ą ss “ rPi

srΩspωq “ 1, see the definition of τpsq, we have that the latter equation is
equivalent to

rPi
srτpsq ą tspωq “ 1 ´

ÿ

j:j‰i

ż

ps,ts

rPi
srτpsq ě uspωqΛijpduqpωi

sq, s ă t ă ρispωq.

12



So, for each fixed i P Z, s P r0,8q and ω P Ω, the function fptq “ rPi
srτpsq ą tspωq solves the

Volterra integral equation

fptq “ 1 ´

ż

ps,ts
fpu´qΛi¨pduqpωi

sq, s ă t ă ρispωq,

which has the product integral

fptq “
tź

s

´
1 ` Λi¨pduqpωi

sq
¯

“ e´pΛi
c̈ ptqpωi

sq´Λ
i
c̈ psqpωi

sqq
ź

săuďt

´
1 ´ ∆Λi¨puqpωi

sq
¯
, s ă t ă ρispωq,

as its unique solution. That means that property (i) defines rPi
srτpsq ą tspωq uniquely on ps, ρispωqq.

Moreover, property (i) also implies that

rPi
srN

ijpt ^ τpsqq ´ N ijpsqspωq “

ż

pt,8s

rPi
srτpsq ě uspωqΛijpduqpωi

sq, s ă t ă ρispωq,

for j P Z, j ‰ i, so that also the mappings rPi
srN

ijpt ^ τpsqq ´ N ijpsqspωq, j P Z, are unique on
ps, ρispωqq. That means that the probability kernels (4.7) are uniquely characterized by property
(i), and by the Ionescu-Tulcea theorem we get that rPi

s “ Pi
s, s P r0,8q, i P Z. In particular, we

have rPi
0 “ Pi

0, so by properties (ii) and (iii) we finally get rP “ P.

The following result confirms the role of Cj from (3.4) as the compensator of N j defined in (3.5).

Proposition 4.2. Let Y be a jointly measurable and F´-adapted process such that

Ei
s

„ ż

ps,ts
|Y puq|Ijpu´qΛjkpduq


ă 8.

Then we have

Ei
s

„ ż

ps,ts
Y puqN jkpduq


“ Ei

s

„ ż

ps,ts
Y puqIjpu´qΛjkpduq



for 0 ď s ă t ă 8 and i, j, k P Z with j ‰ k.

Proof. At first, we show the assertion for each of the bounded processes Ynptq :“ pY ptq^nq_p´nq,
n P N. For any Yn, the proof is similar to the proof of Equation (4.13), but instead of Tonelli’s
theorem we apply Fubini’s theorem and additionally exploit the fact that, whenever Zpsq “ i, it
holds that Y puqpωq “ Y puqpωi

sq for s ă u ď τpsqpωq. Based on the integrability condition, for n
going to infinity we obtain the assertion also for the limit Y “ limnÑ8 Yn.

Definition 4.3. Given the canonical measurable space pΩ,F8q, the probability mesaure P on
pΩ,F8q, the probability kernels Pi

s, s P r0,8q, i P Z, on pΩ,F8q, and the collection

P :“
`
pPi

sqsPr0,8q,iPZ ,P
˘

defined by Theorem 4.1 are called the canonical probability measure, canonical probability kernels,
and canonical probability model generated by pα,Λq, respectively.

From now on we generally work with the canonical probability model, since it provides the
conditional expectations Ei

sr¨s, s P r0,8q, i P Z, which have all the usual properties of conditional
expectations not only almost surely, but everywhere on Ω.
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Proposition 4.4. For s P r0,8q and i P Z, let Y be a Pi
s-integrable random variable. Then

(i) For C P Fs´ and j P Z it holds that

Ei
sr1C Y s “ 1C Ei

srY s,

Ei
srIjpsqY s “ 1j“iE

i
srY s,

(ii) for t P rs,8q and n P N0 it holds that

Ei
srY s “ Ei

srE
Zptq
t rY ss,

1tτnąsu E
i
srY s “ 1tτnąsu E

i
srE

ζn
τn

rY ss.

Note that this proposition genuinely does not need the usual ‘almost sure’ constraints.

Proof. For X “ 1A, A P F8, the properties (i) and (ii) have already been shown in the proof
of Theorem 4.1, see Equations (4.12), (4.11), and (4.10). From the building blocks X “ 1A,
A P F8, we can construct general random variables as limits of linear combinations of these
building blocks. The linearity of the expectation operator Ei

sr¨s and the dominated convergence
theorem then give the assertions.

Proposition 4.5.

(i) If Λ is deterministic, then for each s P r0,8q and i P Z the canonical probability kernel Pi
s

restricted to σpZptq : t ě sq is deterministic, and Z is a Markov process (with respect to P).

(ii) If Z is a Markov process (with respect to P), then there exist deterministic transition rates
Λ̃ such that the canonical probability measure P̃ generated by pα, Λ̃q satisfies P̃ “ P.

Proof. Suppose that Λ is deterministic. In the construction of Pi
srAs in the proof of Theorem 4.1,

the value of Pi
srAspωq depends on ω via Λp¨qpωi

sq and 1Apωi
sq, see (4.9). So for A P σpZpsq : s ě tq,

the mapping ω ÞÑ Pi
srAspωq is constant if ω ÞÑ Λp¨qpωq is constant, which means it is deterministic.

Moreover, the latter fact and Equation 4.2 imply that Z satisfies the Markov property.
Suppose that Z is a Markov process. Then for each A P Fs, s P r0,8q and i P Z we almost

surely have
IipsqPi

srAs “ IipsqPrA|tZpsq “ ius,

see Equation (4.2). By the dominated convergence theorem, for each s P r0,8q and i P Z, the
processes t ÞÑ Ei

sr1tτpsqětuN
ijpdtqs and t ÞÑ Er1tτpsqětuN

ijpdtq|tZpsq “ iqus are right-continuous
and the processes t ÞÑ Ei

sr1tτpsqětus and t ÞÑ Er1tτpsqětu|tZpsq “ iqus are left-continuous. There-
fore, we can conclude that simultaneously for all t P r0,8q, s P r0,8q XQ, i P Z we almost surely
have

Iipsq
Ei
sr1tτpsqětuN

ijpdtqs

Ei
sr1tτpsqětus

“ Iipsq
Er1tτpsqětuN

ijpdtq|tZpsq “ ius

Er1tτpsqětu|tZpsq “ ius

“ Iipsq
Er1tτpsqětuI

ipsqN ijpdtqs

Er1tτpsqětuI
ipsqs

“ Iipsq
Er1tτpsqětuI

ipt´qN ijpdtqs

Er1tτpsqětuI
ipt´qs

.
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From this equation combined with Theorem 4.1(i) we obtain

1
tΛi¨pt´qă8u

IipsqΛijpdtq “ 1
tΛi¨pt´qă8u

Iipsq
Er1tτpsqětuN

ijpdtqs

Er1tτpsqětuI
ipt´qs

, s ă t ď τpsq,

almost surely for all s P r0,8q XQ, i P Z. As a consequence, for any rational partition T of r0,8q
we have

ż

r0,usXps,τpsqs
1

tΛi¨pt´qă8u
IipsqΛijpdtq

“
ÿ

T

ż

r0,usXps,τpsqsXptk ,tk`1s
1

tΛi¨pt´qă8u
Iipsq

Er1tτps_tkqětuN
ijpdtqs

Er1tτps_tkqětuI
ipt´qs

almost surely for all u ą 0. Let pTmqmPN be a sequence of rational partitions of r0,8q with
vanishing maximum step length. Then the latter line has an upper bound of

lim
mÑ8

ÿ

Tm

ż

r0,usXps,τpsqsXptk ,tk`1s
1

tΛi¨pt´qă8u
Iipsq

ErN ijpdtqs

Er1tτps_tkqětuI
ipt´qs

“

ż

r0,usXps,τpsqs
1

tΛi¨pt´qă8u
Iipsq

ErN ijpdtqs

ErIipt´qs

since 1tτps_tkqětuN
ijpdtq ď N ijpdtq and tτps _ tkq ě tu Ò Ω and by monotone convergence, and a

lower bound of

lim
mÑ8

ÿ

Tm

ż

r0,usXps,τpsqsXptk ,tk`1s
1

tΛi¨pt´qă8u
Iipsq

Er1tτps_tkqětuN
ijpdtqs

ErIipt´qs

“

ż

r0,usXps,τpsqs
1

tΛi¨pt´qă8u
Iipsq

ErN ijpdtqs

ErIipt´qs

since 1tτps_tkqětuN
ijpdtq Ò 1ΩN

ijpdtq. Since the upper and lower bound are equal, we can conclude
that

1
tΛi¨pt´qă8u

Iipt´qΛijpdtq “ 1
tΛi¨pt´qă8u

Iipt´q
ErN ijpdtqs

ErIipt´qs
, t ą 0,

almost surely, and because of the assumption (3.6) we even have

1
tΛi¨pt´qă8u

Λijpdtq “ 1
tΛi¨pt´qă8u

ErN ijpdtqs

ErIipt´qs
, t ą 0,

almost surely. Therefore, for the deterministic transition rates Λ̃ defined by

Λ̃ijpdtq “
ErN ijpdtqs

ErIipt´qs
, i, j P Z, i ‰ j,

and Λ̃ijprq :“ 0 for r “ 0 and all time points that are poles of this function, we have that
Λ̃ ´ Λ̃p0q “ Λ ´ Λp0q P-almost surely. So there exist an Ω1 P F8 with PrΩ1s “ 1 such that
Λ̃ ´ Λ̃p0q “ Λ ´ Λp0q everywhere on Ω1. According to the explicit construction of P in the proof
of Theorem 4.1, the restricted measures P|Ω1 and P̃|Ω1 generated by pα,Λq and pα, Λ̃q are equal,
see (4.8). In particular, we have P̃rΩ1s “ PrΩs “ 1 so that

P̃rAs “ P̃rA X Ω1s “ PrA X Ω1s “ PrAs, A P F8.
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Proposition 4.6 (Absolutely continuous modeling). Let i, j P Z, j ‰ i. The following conditions
are equivalent:

(a) Λij is left-differentiable everywhere and continuously differentiable in between jump times of
Z.

(b) The process µij defined by

µijptq :“ lim
sÒt

Pi
srZptq “ js

t ´ s
, t P p0,8q,

exists, is continuous in between jump times of Z, and satisfies the equation

µijptq “ lim
uÓt

Pi
trZpuq “ js

u ´ t
, Zpt´q “ Zptq,

assuming that this limit exists.

Under both conditions, we moreover have

Λijpdtq “ µijptqdt, t P r0,8q.

Proof. The property (i) of Theorem 4.1 and the construction (4.5) imply that

lim
tÓs

Pi
srZpt ^ τpsqq “ jspωq

t ´ s
“ lim

tÓs

1

t ´ s

ż

ps,ts
pispu´qpωqΛijpduqpωi

sq

“ lim
tÓs

Λijptqpωi
sq ´ Λijpsqpωi

sq

t ´ s

since the integrand converges to 1 for t Ó s, uniformly for sufficiently small t. By similar arguments
and Proposition 4.4, we get

lim
tÓs

1

t ´ s
Pi
srτpτpsqq ď tspωq “ lim

tÓs

1

t ´ s
Ei
srP

Zpτpsqq
τpsq rτpτpsqq ď tspωq

“ lim
tÓs

1

t ´ s

ÿ

j:j‰i

ż

ps,ts
Pj
urτpuq ď tspωi

sqpispu´qpωqΛijpduqpωi
sq

“ lim
tÓs

1

t ´ s

ÿ

j:j‰i

ż

ps,ts

`
1 ´ pispu´qpωi

sq
˘
pispu´qpωqΛijpduqpωi

sq

“ 0

since the integrand converges to 0 for t Ó s, uniformly for sufficiently small t. Combining both
results yields that

lim
tÓs

Pi
srZptq “ jspωq

t ´ s
“ lim

tÓs

Λijptqpωi
sq ´ Λijpsqpωi

sq

t ´ s

“ lim
tÓs

Λijptqpωq ´ Λijpsqpωq

t ´ s
, Zps´q “ Zpsq,

(4.16)

where the last equation uses the right-continuity of Z and the Assumption 3.1(a). Since Z is a
càdlàg process, for each ω P Ω there exists an εω ą 0 such that ωi

s “ ωi
t for s P pt ´ εω, ts. By
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using the same asymptotic arguments as above, we get

lim
sÒt

Pi
srZptq “ jspωq

t ´ s
“ lim

tÒs

Λijptqpωi
tq ´ Λijpsqpωi

tq

t ´ s

“ lim
tÒs

Λijptqpωq ´ Λijpsqpωq

t ´ s
,

(4.17)

where the second equation uses the Assumption 3.1(a).
Now, if statement (a) holds, then µij exists and is continuous in between jump times because

of (4.17). Moreover, in between jump times it equals limhÓ0
Pi
t´h

rZptq“js

h
because of (4.16) and the

differentiability of Λij . In particular, we have Λijpdtq “ µijptqdt since µij is the derivative of Λij

in between jump times and since there are at most countably many jump times.
If statement (b) holds, then Λij is left-differentiable because of (4.17), and the left-derivative is

continuous in between jump times. Moreover, in between jump times, Λij has a right-derivative
that equals the left-derivative because of (4.16).

Proposition 4.7 (Discrete modeling). The two following conditions are equivalent:

(a) Λ has pure jump paths with jumps only at integer times.

(b) Ei
srN ijpdtqs “ 0 for n ď s ď t ă n ` 1, i, j P Z, i ‰ j, n P N0.

Moreover, for Ωd :“
 

ptk, zkqkPN0
P Ω : tk P N0Yt8u, k P N0

(
the conditions imply that PrΩds “ 1

as well as

∆Λijpn ` 1qpωq “ Pi
nrZpn ` 1q “ jspωq, ω P Ωd,

for i, j P Z, i ‰ j, n P N0.

Proof. For n ď s ă n ` 1, Theorem 4.1(i) implies that

Pi
srτpsq ě n ` 1s “ 1 ´

ÿ

j:j‰i

ż

ps,n`1q
Ei
sr1tτpsqěuuN

ijpduqs

“ 1 ´
ÿ

j:j‰i

ż

ps,n`1q
Pi
srτpsq ě usΛijpduq.

Note that if the interval ps, n ` 1q contains reset points of Λi¨, then Pi
srτpsq ě us is nonzero

only strictly before the smallest of these reset points. If condition (a) holds, then from the latter
equation we can conclude that Pi

srτpsq ě n ` 1s “ 1, which implies (b). If condition (b) holds,
then we can conclude that

Ei
sr1tτpsqěuuN

ijpduqs “ 0,

Pi
srτpsq ě us ě Pi

srτpsq ě n ` 1s “ 1, s ă u ă n ` 1.

This implies that Λijpduq “ 0 for s ă u ă n ` 1 and u smaller than any reset point of Λi¨ in
ps, n ` 1q. In particular, Λij is constant immediately before any reset point, which is impossible,
so there are no reset points. That means that (a) holds.

17



Suppose that the equivalent conditions (a) and (b) hold. From the measurability assumption
(3.6) and Theorem 4.1(i) we get

∆Λijpn ` 1qpωq “ ∆Λijpn ` 1qpωi
nq

“
Ei
nr1tτpnqěn`1upN ijpn ` 1q ´ N ijpnqqspωq

Ei
nr1tτpnqěn`1uspωq

“ Pi
nrZpn ` 1q “ jspωq, ω P Ωd.

Moreover, Proposition 4.4(b) together with condition (b) implies that

ErN ijpdtqs “ 0, n ď t ă n ` 1, i, j P Z, i ‰ j, n P N0,

from which we can conclude that Prτn P p0,8qzNs “ 0, n P N0. Thus,

PrΩzΩds ď
8ÿ

n“0

Prτn P p0,8qzNs “ 0,

which completes the proof.

5 Stochastic Kolmogorov backward equation

This section studies the time-dynamics of

s ÞÑ Pi
srAs

for any state i P Z and events A that can be observed in finite time. Recall that Pi
srAs can be

interpreted as a version of the statewise conditional probability PrA|Fs´, Zpsq “ is, see Theorem
4.1(i).

We say that a process Y is bounded on finite intervals if for each finite interval I Ă r0,8q the
mapping Y : I ˆ Ω Ñ R is bounded.

Definition 5.1. Let YpΛq denote the set of all F´-adapted, jointly measurable, multivariate
processes pY iqiPZ that are bounded on finite intervals, and such that the paths of Iipt´qY ipdtq
are càdlàg and of finite variation on each compact interval that contains no reset points of Λi¨.

Theorem 5.2 (stochastic Kolmogorov backward equation). Let A P FT for T ă 8, and let P i,
i P Z, be given stochastic processes. The two following statements are equivalent:

(i) The multivariate process pP iqiPZ satisfies P iptq “ Pi
trAs, t P r0, T s.

(ii) The multivariate process pP iqiPZ is a solution in YpΛq for the backward equation

0 “ 1
tΛi¨pt´qă8u

Iipt´q

ˆ
P ipdtq `

ÿ

j:j‰i

`
P jptq ´ P iptq

˘
Λijpdtq

˙
(5.1)

with terminal value P ipT q “ Pi
T rAs.

If for a subset Z0 Ă Z we have Λij “ 0 for all i P Z0 and j R Z0, then the equivalence is also true
for the sub-process pP iqiPZ0

only.

18



We interpret the right hand side of Equation (5.1) as a σ-finite measure, and the equation tells
us that this measure is zero on the set of reset points, and it is zero on any compact interval that
does not contain reset points. There exists a countable number of such compact intervals that
covers the whole set tt P r0,8q : ∆Λi¨ptq ě 0u. So the measure is zero everywhere on r0,8q.

Example 5.3 (Markov process). By Proposition 4.5, a deterministic Λ corresponds to a Markov
model. In that case, the canonical probability kernels restricted to future events are also deter-
ministic. Thus if A P σpZT q, Equation (5.1) can be simplified to

0 “ 1
tΛi¨pt´qă8u

ˆ
P ipdtq `

ÿ

j:j‰i

`
P jptq ´ P iptq

˘
Λijpdtq

˙
.

If there are also no reset points, we conclude that

P ipdtq “ ´
ÿ

j:j‰i

`
P jptq ´ P iptq

˘
Λijpdtq,

which recovers the classic Kolmogorov backward equation. ˝

Proof of Theorem 5.2. At first we show that (i) implies (ii). The boundedness of P i follows
directly from the fact that probabilities cannot be greater than one. In the proof of Theorem 4.1
we already showed that the probability kernels p

ij
s ptqpωq are jointly measurable as mappings of

ps, ω, tq, see the arguments below (4.7). For each A P Fτn and n P N, the mapping ps, i, ωq ÞÑ
Pi
srAspωq is defined by repeated Lebesgue-Stieltjes integration of the probability kernels with

respect to the argument t and summation over i, see (4.9), so Fubini’s theorem yields joint
measurability with respect to ps, ωq. Since

Ť
nPN0

Fτn contains a generator of FT , we also have
the joint measurability property for any A P FT . The constructions (4.5) and (4.9) imply that
Pi
srAspωq “ Pi

srAspωi
sq, ω P Ω, which means that Pi

srAs is Fs´-measurable. Proposition 4.4(i)
yields that P ipT q “ 1A, i P Z. It remains to show that (5.1) holds. Let ω “ pptl, zlqqlPN0

P Ω be
arbitrary but fixed. The definition of pis implies that

pispu´qpωi
sq “ 1 ´

ÿ

k:k‰i

ż

ps,uq
pivpu´qpωi

sqΛikpdvqpωi
sq, s ă u ă ρispωq. (5.2)

From (4.10) and the definitions (4.9) and (4.5), we obtain the equation

Pi
srAspωq “ Ei

s

“
P
Zpτpsqq
τpsq rAs

‰
pωq

“
ÿ

j:j‰i

ż

ps,8s
Pj
urAspωi

sq pijs pduqpωi
sq

“
ÿ

j:j‰i

ż

ps,8s
Pj
urAspωi

sq pispu´qpωi
sqΛijpduqpωi

sq.

(5.3)
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By replacing pispu´qpωi
sq by (5.2) and applying Tonelli’s theorem, we obtain

Pi
srAspωq ´ Pi

trAspωq

“
ÿ

j:j‰i

ż

ps,8s
1săuďt P

j
urAspωi

sqΛijpduqpωi
sq

´
ÿ

j:j‰i

ż

ps,8s
Pj
urAspωi

sq
ÿ

k:k‰i

ż

ps,8s
p1săvău ´ 1tăvăuqpivpu´qpωi

sqΛikpdvqpωi
sqΛijpduqpωi

sq

“
ÿ

j:j‰i

ż

r0,8s
1săuďt P

j
urAspωi

sqΛijpduqpωi
sq

´
ÿ

k:k‰i

ż

r0,8s
1săvďt

ÿ

j:j‰i

ż

r0,8s
1vău P

j
urAspωi

sqpivpu´qpωi
sqΛijpduqpωi

sqΛikpdvqpωi
sq

for s ă t ď τpsqpωq and t ă ρispωq. Since pωi
sq

i
v “ ωi

s for v ą s, the inner integral in the latter line
equals Pi

vrAspωi
sq, see (5.3), so that we can conclude that

Pi
srAspωq ´ Pi

trAspωq

“
ÿ

j:j‰i

ż

ps,ts
Pj
urAspωi

sqΛijpduqpωi
sq ´

ÿ

k:k‰i

ż

ps,ts
Pi
urAspωi

sqΛikpduqpωi
sq

“
ÿ

j:j‰i

ż

ps,ts

`
Pj
urAspωq ´ Pi

urAspωq
˘
Λijpduqpωq

for s ă t ď τpsqpωq and t ă ρispωq, using the fact that Pi
urAspωi

sq “ Pi
urAspωq and Λikpuqpωi

sq “
Λikpuqpωq for u P ps, ts and ω P tτn ď s ă t ď τn`1u due to their F´-adaptedness and (2.2). All
in all, this verifies that (a) implies (b). If Λij “ 0 for all i P Z0 and j R Z0 for a subset Z0 Ă Z,
then the subset of equations (5.1) on Z0 depends only on the sub-process pP iqiPZ0

.
Now we show that (i) implies (ii). Integration by parts yields that

ÿ

i

IipsqP ipsq ´
ÿ

i

IiptqP iptq

“
ÿ

i,j:j‰i

ż

ps,ts
pP jpuq ´ P ipuqqN ijpduq `

ÿ

i

ż

ps,ts
Iipu´qP ipduq

for s ă t ď τpsqpωq and t ă ρispωq. We subtract the equation (5.1) and rearrange the terms in
order to arrive at the equation

ÿ

i

IipsqP ipsq ´
ÿ

i

IiptqP iptq

“
ÿ

j,j:j‰i

ż

ps,ts
pP jpuq ´ P ipuqq

`
N ijpduq ´ Iipu´qΛijpduq

˘

for s ă t ď τpsqpωq and t ă ρispωq. By taking the expectation Ei
sr¨s on both sides, applying

Proposition 4.2, and using the fact that Pi
srτpsq ă ρiss “ 1, we obtain

Ei
s

”ÿ

j

IjpsqP jpsq ´
ÿ

j

IjpτpsqqP jpτpsqq
ı

“ 0.
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By repeating this argument along the sequence of jump times pτnqnPN0
, which converges to

limnÑ8 τn “ 8 ą T by the definition of Ω, and using the tower property of conditional ex-
pectations according to Proposition 4.4(b), we even get

Ei
s

”ÿ

j

IjpsqP jpsq ´
ÿ

j

IjpT qP jpT q
ı

“ 0, s ď T. (5.4)

By applying Proposition 4.4(i) and using the equation
ř

j I
jpT qP jpT q “ 1A, we can simplify the

latter equation as

P ipsq ´ Ei
sr1As, s ď T,

which verifies (i). If Λij “ 0 for all i P Z0 and j R Z0 for a subset Z0 Ă Z, then we necessarily
have Pi

srZptq “ js “ 0, i P Z0, j P ZzZ0, 0 ď s ď t, according to the definition of Pi
s in (4.5) and

(4.9). Therefore, in case of i P Z0, in equation (5.4) we can restrict the sums over j to the subset
Z0. This means that the Z0-subset of equations (5.1) already suffices to obtain P ipsq ´ Ei

sr1As,
i P Z0.

Example 5.4. In the setting of Proposition 4.6, Equation (5.1) almost surely corresponds to the
differential equation

0 “ Iipt´q

ˆ
d

dt
P iptq `

ÿ

j:j‰i

`
P jptq ´ P iptq

˘
µijptq

˙
.

˝

Example 5.5. In the setting of Proposition 4.7, Equation (5.1) almost surely corresponds to the
backward recursion equation

T´pn´1qp
ik
n´1 “ T´np

ik
n `

ÿ

j:j‰i

`
T´np

jk
n ´ T´np

ik
n

˘
q
ij
n´1

, Zpn ´ 1q “ i,

for n P t0, 1, . . . , T ´ 1u with terminal condition 0p
ik
T “ 1i“k, where

T´np
ik
n :“ Pi

nrZpT q “ ks.

˝

6 State-wise conditional expectation processes

This section studies the time-dynamics of

s ÞÑ Ei
srY pT q ´ Y psqs

for any state i P Z and an F-adapted càdlàg process Y that is sufficiently integrable. We first
introduce a large class of integrable processes Y , and then we study the path properties of the
above expectation process.

Definition 6.1. Let Y` denote the set of all F-adapted, nonnegative, nondecreasing, univariate
càdlàg processes Y for which there exists a growth bound

Y ptq ď gptq
´
1 `

ÿ

i,j:i‰j

N ijptq
¯n

, t ě 0, (6.1)

for some function g : r0,8q Ñ r0,8q and a positive integer n P N; both g and n may depend on
Y . By Y we denote the set of all processes that can be generated as a difference of processes from
Y`.
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Note that Y P Y has paths of finite variation on finite intervals since it equals the difference of
monotone processes.

Proposition 6.2. For i, j P Z, i ‰ j, T P r0,8q, and n P N, it holds that

sup
0ďsďtďT

sup
ωPΩ

Ei
s

“`
N ijptq ´ N ijpsq

˘n‰
pωq ă 8.

In particular, for Y P Y we have

sup
0ďsďtďT

sup
ωPΩ

Ei
s

“
|Y ptq ´ Y psq|

‰
pωq ă 8.

Proof. Let J Ă tpj, kq P Z2 : j ‰ ku be the subset of transitions for which the corresponding
transition rates are bounded on finite intervals, i.e.

sup
0ďsďtďT

ˇ̌
Λjkptq ´ Λjkpsq

ˇ̌
ď
ˇ̌
ΛjkpT q ´ Λjkp0q

ˇ̌
ď C ă 8, pj, kq P J,

for a deterministic constant C. Thus, by equation (4.14) and (4.13) we get the finite upper bound

Ei
s

„ ÿ

j,k:j‰k

`
Njkptq ´ Njkpsq

˘
ď |Z| ´ 1 ` |Z|Ei

s

„ ÿ

pj,kqPJ

`
Λjkptq ´ Λjkpsq

˘ı

ď |Z| ´ 1 ` |Z| |Z|p|Z| ´ 1qC

uniformly for all ω P Ω and all 0 ď s ď t ď T . Since the addends on the left hand side are
all non-negative, the first assertion follows for n “ 1. We generalize the result to any n P N

by induction. Suppose that the statement of the proposition is true for all n ď m P N. Since
pa ` 1qm`1 ´ am`1 “

řm
l“0

`
m`1

l

˘
al for any a P r0,8q, we have

`
N jkptq ´ N jkpsq

˘m`1
“

mÿ

l“0

ˆ
m ` 1

l

˙ż

ps,ts

`
N jkpu´q ´ N jkpsq

˘l
N jkpduq.

From Proposition 4.2, the monotone convergence theorem, and the monotony of Ei
sr¨s, we can

conclude that

Ei
s

”`
N jkptq ´ N jkpsq

˘m`1
ı

“
mÿ

l“0

ˆ
m ` 1

l

˙
Ei
s

„ ż

ps,ts

`
N jkpu´q ´ N jkpsq

˘l
Ijpu´qΛjkpduq



ď C

mÿ

l“0

ˆ
m ` 1

l

˙
Ei
s

”`
N jkpt´q ´ N jkpsq

˘lı
, pj, kq P J.

Because of the induction assumption, the latter term has an upper bound, uniformly in the
parameters ω P Ω and 0 ď s ď t ď T . By applying (4.14) and using the fact that pa1 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ `
arqm`1 ď rmpam`1

1
`¨ ¨ ¨ `am`1

r q for any a1, . . . , ar P r0,8q and r P N, we also get a uniform finite
upper bound for

ř
j,k:j‰k E

i
srpN

jkptq ´ N jkpsqqm`1s. The non-negativity of the addends implies

that the upper bound applies also for the individual addends Ei
srpN jkptq ´N jkpsqqm`1s, j, k P Z,

j ‰ k. This completes the induction, so the first assertion is verified for all n P N.
The second assertion follows directly from the first assertion by applying assumption (6.1).
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Proposition 6.3. For Y P Y, the processes Y i, i P Z, defined by

Y iptqpωq :“ Y ptqpωi
tq, t ě 0, ω P Ω, (6.2)

are F´-adapted and jointly measurable, and the paths of Iipt´qY ipdtq are càdlàg and of finite
variation on finite intervals. It holds that

Y pdtq “
ÿ

i

Iipt´qY ipdtq `
ÿ

i,j:i‰j

pY jptq ´ Y iptqqN ijpdtq. (6.3)

Proof. By the definition (2.4), the mapping ω Ñ ωi
t is Ft´-measurable, so the process Y i is F´-

adapted. The mapping pt, ωq ÞÑ Y ptqpωq is measurable since the process Y has càdlàg paths.
The mapping pt, ωq ÞÑ pt, ωi

tq is measurable as a mapping from the measurable space pr0,8q ˆ
Ω,Bpr0,8qq b F8q to the same space, since it is composed of simple functions and countably
many case differentiations, see (2.4). Since Y i is a composition of the latter two mappings,
it is also measurable as a mapping of pt, ωq. Since Iipt´qY ipdtq “ Iipt´qY pdtq, the paths of
Iipt´qY ipdtq “ Iipt´qY pdtq are càdlàg and of finite variation on finite intervals. Since Y is
F-adapted, we have that

Y ptq “
ÿ

i

IiptqY iptq, t ě 0. (6.4)

By applying integration by parts, we obtain (6.3).

Theorem 6.4. For Y P Y, let Y i, i P Z, be defined by (6.2). For given stochastic processes Ei,
i P Z, the two following statements are equivalent:

(i) The multivariate process pEiqiPZ satisfies Eiptq “ Ei
trY pT q ´ Y ptqs for t P r0, T s.

(ii) The multivariate process pEiqiPZ is a solution of YpΛq for the backward equation

0 “ 1
tΛi¨pt´qă8u

Iipt´q

ˆ
Eipdtq ` Y ipdtq `

ÿ

j:j‰i

pY jptq ´ Y iptq ` Ejptq ´ EiptqqΛijpdtq

˙

(6.5)

with terminal value EipT q “ 0.

If for a subset Z0 Ă Z we have Λij “ 0 for all i P Z0 and j R Z0, then the equivalence is also true
for the sub-process pEiqiPZ0

only.

We interpret the right hand side of Equation (6.5) as a σ-finite measure, and the equation tells
us that this measure is zero on the set of reset points, and it is zero on any compact interval that
does not contain reset points. There exists a countable number of such compact intervals that
covers the whole set tt P r0,8q : ∆Λi¨ptq ě 0u. So the measure is zero everywhere on r0,8q.

Proof. At first, we show that (i) implies (ii). Proposition 6.2 yields that Ei is bounded on finite
intervals. For each u P r0,8q, we define a stochastic process Ei

u by

Ei
uptq :“ Ei

trY pT q ´ Y puqs, t P r0,8q.

Since the random variable Y pT q ´ Y puq can be represented as a limit of linear combinations of
indicator random variables 1A, A P F8, the joint measurability of Ei

tr1As according to Theorem
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5.2 yields also the joint measurability of each process Ei
u, u ě 0. The right-continuity of Y and

the dominated convergence theorem imply that

lim
uÓt

Ei
uptq “ Eiptq.

So, for any sequence Tn, n P N, of partitions of r0, ts with vanishing maximum step length for n
to infinity, we have

Ei “ lim
nÑ0

ÿ

Tn

1rtl,tl`1qE
i
tl`1

.

Because of the latter limit representation, the joint measurability of the processes Ei
u, u ě 0, is

inherited by Ei. Since Ei
u is F´-adapted for each u P r0,8q, see Theorem 5.2 and definition

(4.3), we have that Eiptq “ Ei
tptq is Ft´-measurable for each t P r0,8q, which means that Ei is

F´-adapted. By using the fact that any random variable can be asymptotically approximated
from below by simple random variables, the dominated convergence theorem and Theorem 5.2
yield that

Eiptq ´ Eipsq “ Ei
trY pT q ´ Y psqs ´ Ei

srY pT q ´ Y psqs ` Ei
trY psq ´ Y ptqs

“
ÿ

j:j‰i

ż

ps,ts

`
Ej
urY pT q ´ Y psqs ´ Ei

urY pT q ´ Y psqs
˘
Λijpduq ` Ei

trY psq ´ Y ptqs,

t P ps, τpsqs X p0, ρisq, Zpsq “ i.

(6.6)

If we read the latter integral as a stochastic process in t, then this process has càdlàg paths
of finite variation on each compact interval that contains no reset points of Λi¨. On the same
intervals, the process t ÞÑ Ei

trY psq ´ Y ptqs has càdlàg paths due to the dominated convergence
theorem, and finite variation due to the triangle inequality for the conditional expectations and
by employing the representation of Y as a difference of two monotone processes from Y`. This
proves that pEiqiPZ P YpΛq.

By applying Proposition 4.4(i) and (6.3) and using adaptedness properties, from equation (6.6)
we can conclude that

Ei
trY pT q ´ Y ptqs ´ Ei

srY pT q ´ Y psqs ´

ż

ps,ts
Iipu´qY ipduq

“
ÿ

j:j‰i

ż

ps,ts

`
Ej
urY pT q ´ Y psqs ´ Ei

urY pT q ´ Y psqs
˘
Λijpduq,

“
ÿ

j:j‰i

ż

ps,ts

`
Y jpuq ´ Y ipuq ` Ej

urY pT q ´ Y puqs ´ Ei
urY pT q ´ Y puqs

˘
Λijpduq,

t P ps, τpsqs X ps, ρisq, Zpsq “ i.

This implies equation (7.4), but only on compact intervals that contain not reset points of Λi¨.
There exists a countable number of these compact intervals that cover the whole set tt P r0,8q :
∆Λi¨ptq ě 0u. This verifies (7.4). If Λij “ 0 for all i P Z0 and j R Z0 for a subset Z0 Ă Z, then
the subset of equations (6.5) on Z0 depends only on the sub-process pEiqiPZ0

.
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Now we show that (ii) implies (i). Integration by parts yields that

ÿ

i

IipsqEipsq ´
ÿ

i

IiptqEiptq

“
ÿ

i,j:j‰i

ż

ps,ts
pEjpuq ´ EipuqqN ijpduq `

ÿ

i

ż

ps,ts
Iipu´qEipduq

for t P ps, τpsqs X ps, ρisq, i P Z. We subtract the equation (7.4) for all i P Z and rearrange the
terms in order to arrive at the equation
ÿ

i

IipsqEipsq ´
ÿ

i

IiptqEiptq

“ ´
ÿ

i

ż

ps,ts
Iipu´qBpduq `

ÿ

j,j:j‰i

ż

ps,ts
pY jpuq ´ Y ipuq ` Ejpuq ´ Eipuqq

`
N ijpduq ´ Iipu´qΛijpduq

˘

for t P ps, τpsqs X ps, ρisq, i P Z. By setting t “ τn`1, taking the expectation Ei
sr¨s on both sides,

applying Proposition 4.2, and using the fact that

Pi
srτn`1 ě ρiss “ pispρ

i
s´q “ 0 τn ď s ă τn`1, ζn “ i,

see definition (4.9), we obtain

Ei
s

„ÿ

j

IjpsqEjpsq ´
ÿ

j

Ijpτn`1qEjpτn`1q


“ ´Ei

srY pτn`1q ´ Y psqs, τn ď s ă τn`1, ζn “ i.

By applying the tower property of conditional expectations according to Proposition 4.4(b), we
moreover get

Ei
s

„ÿ

j

IjpτnqEjpτnq ´
ÿ

j

Ijpτn`1qEjpτn`1q


“ ´Ei

srY pτn`1q ´ Y pτnqs, s ă τn.

All in all, by using Proposition 4.4(a) and the assumption EjpT q “ 0, j P Z, the two latter
equations, and the fact that limnÑ8 τn “ 8 ą T according to the definition of Ω, we obtain

Eipsq “ Ei
s

„ÿ

j

IjpsqEjpsq ´
ÿ

j

IjpT qEjpT q



“ Ei
s

„ÿ

l

ż

ps,T sXpτl,τl`1s
Y pduq



“ Ei
srY pT q ´ Y psqs

for all s ď T . If Λij “ 0 for all i P Z0 and j R Z0 for a subset Z0 Ă Z, then we necessarily
have Pi

srZptq “ js “ 0, i P Z0, j P ZzZ0, 0 ď s ď t, according to the definition of Pi
s in (4.5)

and (4.9). Therefore, in case of i P Z0, in the latter equation we can restrict the sums over j

to the subset Z0. This means that the Z0-subset of equations (5.1) already suffices to obtain
Eipsq “ Ei

srY pT q ´ Y psqs, i P Z0.

Remark 6.5 (Martingale representation). We consider the martingale

Xptq “ ErY pT q|Fts, t P r0, T s.
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As we do not use the usual hypotheses for our filtered probability space, we cannot use the
standard arguments that ensure that any martingale has a càdlàg modification, but based on our
canonical probability kernels we can define a càdlàg modification by X :“

ř
i I

iXi for

Xiptq :“ Ei
trY pT qs, t P r0, T s.

Suppose there are no reset points. Integration by parts, the relation Xi “ Ei`Y i, i P Z, and (6.5)
yield the martingale representation

Xptq “ Y pT q ´
ÿ

i,j:i‰j

ż

pt,T s
pXjpuq ´ XipuqqM ijpdtq, t P r0, T s,

where M “ pM ijqi‰j is the collection of martingales given by

M ijpdtq :“ N ijpdtq ´ Iipt´qΛijpdtq, t ě 0,

confer with Proposition 4.2. Unlike what we usually find in the literature, our martingale repre-
sentation holds surely. In [Jacobsen, 2006] a sure martingale representation is also presented, but
a càdlàg modification of X is presumed already given, whereas we offer a construction of such a
modification. △

7 Stochastic Thiele equation

An insurance cash flow C is a bidirectional cash flow that gives the difference of the cumulative
benefits cash flow and the cumulative premiums cash flow. We generally assume that the cumu-
lative benefits cash flow and the cumulative premiums cash flow are processes from Y`, so that
C is an element of Y. According to Proposition 6.3, the insurance cash flow can be represented
as

Cptq “
ÿ

i

ż

r0,ts
Iipu´qBipduq `

ÿ

i,j:i‰j

bijpuqN ijpduq, t ě 0,

for Bipuqpωq :“ Cpuqpωi
uq and bijpuqpωq :“ Cpuqpωj

uq ´ Cpuqpωi
uq. We call

pB, bq “ ppBiqiPZ , pbijqi,jPZ:i‰jqq

the canonical representation of C and interpret Bipuq as the aggregated sojourn payments on
r0, us in state i and bijpuq as the transition payments for a transition from i to j at time u.

The accumulation of wealth is described through a cumulative interest rate R, which we
assume is an F´-adapted element of Y such that ∆R ą ´1 and such that infωPΩ Rpωq is bounded
on compacts. Based hereon, we define an F´-adapted càdlàg and strictly positive process κ with
paths of finite variation on compact intervals and the property that not only κ itself but also its
reciprocal 1{κ is bounded on finite intervals via

κptq “ eRcptq´Rcp0q
ź

0ăsďt

`
1 ` ∆Rpsq

˘
, t ě 0,

where Rc denotes the continuous part of R. The interpretation of κ is that of a savings ac-
count. Note that since the cumulative interest rate R is an F´-adapted element of Y, specializing
Proposition 6.3 it can be represented as

Rptq “
ÿ

i

ż

r0,ts
Iipu´qΦipduq, t ě 0,
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for Φipuqpωq :“ Rpuqpωi
uq. We call

Φ “ ppΦiqiPZq

the canonical representation of R and interpret Φipuq as the total sojourn accumulation of wealth
on r0, us in state i.

The future discounted liabilities of the insurer at time t and up until some finite horizon T ă 8
are given by

Lpt, T q :“

ż

pt,T s

κptq

κpuq
Bpduq, 0 ď t ď T. (7.1)

The-state-wise prospective reserves are introduced in [Norberg, 1992], with

ErLpt, T q |Zptq “ i,Ft´s, t P r0, T s, i P Z, (7.2)

as the state-wise prospective reserve in state i at time t. This definition, however, has its
flaws: it is pointwise almost surely only and its path properties are unclear, confer also with
[Christiansen and Furrer, 2021]. This was already noted in [Norberg, 1996], but not rigorously
resolved. The problem can be overcome by choosing for (7.2) the unique version

Ei
trLpt, T qs, t P r0, T s, i P Z, (7.3)

which makes the definition of state-wise prospective reserves surely unique and comes with nice
path properties.

In the following, we generally suppress the dependence of L and derived quantities on T ; that
is, we write Lptq in place of Lpt, T q. This is solely to lessen the notational burden.

Definition 7.1. The tuple pα,Λ,Φ, B, bq, consisting of the generator pα,Λq for the probability
space pΩ,F8,Pq, the canonical interest rate representation Φ, and the canonical insurance cash
flow representation pB, bq is called a canonical insurance model.

Theorem 7.2 (Stochastic Thiele equation). Let a canonical insurance model pα,Λ,Φ, B, bq be
given. For given stochastic processes V i, i P Z, the two following statements are equivalent:

(a) The process pV iqiPZ satisfies V iptq “ Ei
trLptqs, t P r0, T s.

(b) The process pV iqiPZ is a solution in YpΛq for the backward equation

0 “ 1
tΛi¨pt´qă8u

Iipt´q

ˆ
V ipdtq ` Bipdtq ´ V ipt´qΦipdtq

`
ÿ

j:j‰i

pbijptq ` V jptq ´ V iptqqΛijpdtq

˙ (7.4)

with terminal value V ipT q “ 0.

If for a subset Z0 Ă Z we have Λij “ 0 for all i P Z0 and j R Z0, then the equivalence is also true
for the sub-process pV iqiPZ0

only.
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Example 7.3 (Markov model). In continuation of Example 5.3, suppose that Λ, Φ, B, and b

are deterministic. In that case, the state-wise prospective reserves are also deterministic, and
Equation (7.4) reads

0 “ 1
tΛi¨pt´qă8u

ˆ
V ipdtq ` Bipdtq ´ V ipt´qΦipdtq `

ÿ

j:j‰i

pbijptq ` V jptq ´ V iptqqΛijpdtq

˙
.

If there are no reset points, we recover the classic Thiele equation:

V ipdtq “ V ipt´qΦipdtq ´ Bipdtq ´
ÿ

j:j‰i

pbijptq ` V jptq ´ V iptqqΛijpdtq. ˝

Proof. Theorem 6.4 yields for W iptq :“ V iptq{κptq the equivalence of W iptq “ Ei
trLptq{κptqs and

the backward equation

0 “ 1
tΛi¨pt´qă8u

Iipt´q

ˆ
W ipdtq `

1

κptq
Bipdtq `

ÿ

j:j‰i

´ 1

κptq
bijptq ` W jptq ´ W iptq

¯
Λijpdtq

˙
.

Integration by parts yields

Iipt´qV ipdtq “ Iipt´qκptqW ipdtq ` Iipt´qW ipt´qκpdtq

“ Iipt´qκptqW ipdtq ` Iipt´qV ipt´qΦipdtq,

and by multiplying this equation with 1{κptq based on the Radon-Nikodym theorem, we obtain

Iipt´qW ipdtq “ Iipt´q
1

κptq
V ipdtq ´ Iipt´q

1

κptq
V ipt´qΦipdtq.

Therefore, the backward equation for W i is equivalent to (7.4). This proves the equivalence
of (a) and (b), since the transformation W iptq :“ V iptq{κptq, i P Z, stays in YpΛq due to the
boundedness assumptions for κ and 1{κ on r0, T s.

Remark 7.4 (Backward stochastic differential equation). Suppose there are no reset points, and
let V :“

ř
i I

iV i. Integration by parts and (7.4) then yield the backward stochastic (differential)
equation

V pdtq “ V pt´qΦpdtq ´ Cpdtq `
ÿ

i,j:i‰j

pbijptq ` V jptq ´ V iptqqM ijpdtq, V pT q “ 0,

where M “ pM ijqi‰j is the collection of martingales given by

M ijpdtq :“ N ijpdtq ´ Iipt´qΛijpdtq, t ě 0,

confer with Proposition 4.2. In the absolutely continuous case, this can be compared with Equa-
tions (3.4)–(3.5) in [Christiansen and Djehiche, 2020], the main difference being that our equation
holds surely. △
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8 Comparison theorems

We say that Λ and Λ̄ have identical reset points if

tpt, ω, iq : Λi¨pt´qpωq “ 8u “ tpt, ω, iq : Λ̄i¨pt´qpωq “ 8u.

Corollary 8.1 (Stochastic Cantelli theorem). Let two canonical insurance models pα,Λ,Φ, B, bq
and pᾱ, Λ̄,Φ, B̄, b̄q be given. Let Λ and Λ̄ have identical reset points. Suppose that the state-wise
prospective reserves pV iq of the first model satisfy

1
tΛ̄i¨pt´qă8u

Iipt´q

ˆ
Bipdtq `

ÿ

j:j‰i

pbijptq ` V jptq ´ V iptqqΛijpdtq

˙

“ 1
tΛ̄i¨pt´qă8u

Iipt´q

ˆ
B̄ipdtq `

ÿ

j:j‰i

pb̄ijptq ` V jptq ´ V iptqqΛ̄ijpdtq

˙
.

(8.1)

Then the two models have identical state-wise prospective reserves:

pV iqiPZ “ pV̄ iqiPZ .

Remark 8.2. In line with actuarial tradition, see also below, Corollary 8.1 is stated for non-
differing interest rates. If instead Φ̄ ‰ Φ, we could replace (8.1) by

1
tΛ̄i¨pt´qă8u

Iipt´q

ˆ
Bipdtq ´ V ipt´qΦipdtq `

ÿ

j:j‰i

pbijptq ` V jptq ´ V iptqqΛijpdtq

˙

“ 1
tΛ̄i¨pt´qă8u

Iipt´q

ˆ
B̄ipdtq ´ V ipt´qΦ̄ipdtq `

ÿ

j:j‰i

pb̄ijptq ` V jptq ´ V iptqqΛ̄ijpdtq

˙

and still obtain the same conclusion. △

Example 8.3 (Markov model). In continuation of Example 7.3, suppose that Λ, Φ, B, and b as
well as Λ̄, B̄, and b̄ are deterministic. In that case, the state-wise prospective reserves are also
deterministic, and Equation 8.1 reads

1
tΛ̄i¨pt´qă8u

ˆ
Bipdtq `

ÿ

j:j‰i

pbijptq ` V jptq ´ V iptqqΛijpdtq

˙

“ 1
tΛ̄i¨pt´qă8u

ˆ
B̄ipdtq `

ÿ

j:j‰i

pb̄ijptq ` V jptq ´ V iptqqΛ̄ijpdtq

˙
.

If there are no reset points, this reduces to

Bipdtq `
ÿ

j:j‰i

pbijptq ` V jptq ´ V iptqqΛijpdtq “ B̄ipdtq `
ÿ

j:j‰i

pb̄ijptq ` V jptq ´ V iptqqΛ̄ijpdtq,

compare with Theorem 6.2 in [Milbrodt and Stracke, 1997] and Satz 10.29 in
[Milbrodt and Helbig, 2008]. ˝

Proof. The assumption that Λ and Λ̄ have identical reset points implies that YpΛq “ YpΛ̄q. The
equation for pV iq implies that pV iqiPZ solves the stochastic Thiele equation of pV̄ iqiPZ , so that
Theorem 7.2 yields that V iptq “ Ēi

trL̄ptqs “ V̄ iptq for all t ě 0, i P Z.
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The next result provides sufficient conditions on the transition and interest rates to ensure
that the state-wise prospective reserves are on the safe side. Safe-side calculations have hitherto
been explored in survival models [Lidstone, 1905, Norberg, 1985], Markov models [Hoem, 1988,
Ramlau-Hansen, 1988, Linnemann, 1993], and semi-Markov models [Niemeyer, 2015].

Theorem 8.4. Let pV iq and pV̄ iq be the state-wise prospective reserves of canonical insurance
models pα,Λ,Φ, B, bq and pᾱ, Λ̄, Φ̄, B, bq, where on each compact interval the differences Λ̄ ´ Λ
shall have finite variation. Let V :“

ř
i I

iV i, and let Rij :“ bij ` V j ´ V i.

(a) Pessimistic actuarial basis: If the differences Λ̄ ´ Λ and Φ̄ ´ Φ satisfy

1tRijptqě0u

`
Λ̄ij ´ Λij

˘
pdtq ě 0,

1tRijptqď0u

`
Λ̄ij ´ Λij

˘
pdtq ď 0,

1tV iptqě0u

`
Φ̄i ´ Φi

˘
pdtq ď 0,

1tV iptqď0u

`
Φ̄i ´ Φi

˘
pdtq ě 0

for t ě 0, i, j P Z, i ‰ j, then it holds that

V̄ iptq ě V iptq, t ě 0, i P Z.

(b) Optimistic actuarial basis: If the differences Λ̄ ´ Λ and Φ̄ ´ Φ satisfy

1tRijptqě0u

`
Λ̄ij ´ Λij

˘
pdtq ď 0,

1tRijptqď0u

`
Λ̄ij ´ Λij

˘
pdtq ě 0,

1tV iptqě0u

`
Φ̄i ´ Φi

˘
pdtq ě 0,

1tV iptqď0u

`
Φ̄i ´ Φi

˘
pdtq ď 0

for t ě 0, i, j P Z, i ‰ j, then it holds that

V̄ iptq ď V iptq, t ě 0, i P Z.

Remark 8.5. Loosely speaking, the differences Λ̄´Λ have finite variation on compact intervals if
the transition rates not only have identical reset points, but if also their difference locally around
each reset point is bounded. △

Proof. Let W i :“ V i ´ V̄ i, i P Z. By taking the difference of the stochastic Thiele equations of
V̄ i and V i, we obtain

0 “ 1
tΛ̄i¨pt´qă8u

Iipt´q
´
W ipdtq ´ W iptqΦ̄ipdtq ` V̄ ipt´qpΦ̄i ´ Φiqpdtq

`
ÿ

j:j‰i

pW jptq ´ W iptqqΛ̄ijpdtq `
ÿ

j:j‰i

RijptqpΛij ´ Λ̄ijqpdtq
¯
,

using the fact that Λ and Λ̄ have identical reset points. We can rewrite the latter equation as

0 “ 1
tΛ̄i¨pt´qă8u

Iipt´q
´
W ipdtq ` Aipdtq ´ W iptqΦipdtq `

ÿ

j:j‰i

pW jptq ´ W iptqqΛ̄ijpdtq,
¯

for
Aiptq :“ V ipt´qpΦ̄i ´ Φiqpdtq `

ÿ

j:j‰i

RijptqpΛij ´ Λ̄ijqpdtq.
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which, according to Theorem 7.2, has the unique solution

W iptq “ Ēi
t

„ÿ

j

ż

pt,T s

κptq

κpuq
IjpuqAjpduq


.

Note here that Cptq :“
ř

i I
ipt´qAipdtq is an element of Y, since V i and Rij are bounded on finite

intervals, see Theorem 7.2(b), and since the variations of Φ̄i ´ Φi and Λij ´ Λ̄ij are bounded on
finite intervals by assumption.

Under the assumptions in part (a) of the theorem, we have

ÿ

j

ż

pt,T s

κptq

κpuq
IjpuqAjpduq ě 0,

so that W iptq ě 0, which means that V̄ iptq ě V iptq. This argument applies for any t P r0, T s
and i P Z. For t ą T , both prospective reserves are simply zero because of Lptq “ 0, so that the
inequality still applies. This verifies statement (a). The proof of statement (b) is analogous.

Invariances of state-wise prospective reserves w.r.t. changes in the insurance model are impor-
tant for various reasons. This includes the development of efficient computational schemes, but
perhaps plays an even more fundamental role in resolving circular model definitions arising from
the specification of cash flows in terms of state-wise prospective reserves. Implicit policyholder
options such as the free-policy option or the surrender (lapse) option are typical features in the
design of life insurance products [Gatzert, 2009] that lead to such reserve dependence.

The next result provides a collection of important invariances related to, among other things,
linearly reserve-dependent and shortened cash flows. Even for Markov models, such invari-
ances are part of the actuarial folklore and rarely given a rigorous treatment; linearly reserve-
dependent and scaled cash flows constitute an exception, confer with [Christiansen et al., 2014]
and [Furrer, 2022], respectively.

Theorem 8.6. Let pV iqiPZ be the state-wise prospective reserves of a canonical insurance model
pα,Λ,Φ, B, bq. Let Z0 Ă Z and Z1 “ ZzZ0 be any decomposition of the state space.

(a) Irrelevant initial distribution: pV iqiPZ is invariant with respect to α.

(b) Irrelevant states: Suppose that Λij “ 0 for all i P Z0, j P Z1. Then pV iqiPZ0
is invariant

with respect to bij , i P Z0, j P Z1, and Bi, bij , Λij , i P Z1, j P Z, i ‰ j.

(c) Irrelevant transition rate: Suppose that bkl ` V k ´ V l “ 0. Then pV iqiPZ is invariant
with respect to any changes of Λkl that preserve the reset points of Λk¨.

(d) Shortened cash-flow: Suppose that Λji “ 0 for all i P Z0, j P Z1. Then pV iqiPZ0
is

invariant with respect to the modification

b̄ij “ bij ` V j , i P Z0, j P Z1,

B̄j “ 0, j P Z1,

b̄ij “ 0, i, j P Z1, i ‰ j.

(e) Cemeteries: Suppose that Λji “ 0, bij “ 0, Bj “ 0, and bjk “ 0 for all i P Z0, j, k P Z1,
k ‰ j. Further, suppose that ∆Λiℓ ď 0 for all i, ℓ P Z0, ℓ ‰ i, and ∆Λij ě 0 for all i P Z0,
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j P Z1. Then pV iqiPZ0
is invariant with respect to the changes

Φ̄ipdtq “ Φipdtq `
`
1 ` ∆Riptq

˘ ÿ

jPZ1

Λijpdtq, i P Z0,

Λ̄ij “ 0, j P Z1, i P Z0,

B̄ipdtq “ Bipdtq ´ ∆Biptq
ÿ

jPZ1

Λijpdtq, i P Z0.

(f) Reserve-dependent payments: Suppose for k, l P Z, k ‰ l, that

bkl “ a0 ` a1pV k ´ V lq,

Bkpdtq “ A0pdtq ` V kpt´qA1pdtq

for F´-adapted, jointly measurable processes a0, a1, A0, A1 such that

– 0 ď a1 ď c1 ă 1 and 0 ď a0 ď c2 for deterministic constants c1 and c2,

– A0, A1 P Y, ∆pΦ ´ A1q ą ´1, and infωPΩ

`
Rpωq ´ A1pωq

˘
is bounded on compacts.

Then pV iqiPZ is invariant with respect to the changes

b̄kl “ a0{p1 ´ a1q,

B̄k “ A0,

Λ̄klpdtq “ p1 ´ a1ptqqΛklpdtq,

Φ̄k “ Φk ´ A1.

Proof.

(a) The initial distribution α is not needed in Theorem 7.2(b), so it is irrelevant.

(b) For the sub-process pV iqiPZ0
, the equation in Theorem 7.2(b) does not depend on bij , i P Z0,

j P Z1, and Bi, bij , Λij , i P Z1, j P Z, i ‰ j. These parameters are therefore irrelevant.

(c) If Λkl is changed in a way that preserves the reset points of Λk¨, we still have pV iqiPZ as a
solution of the stochastic Thiele equation. Since solutions are unique, see Theorem 7.2, we
obtain the assertion.

(d) By applying statement (b), we can show that V̄ iptq “ Ēi
trLptqs “ 0 for i P Z1, t ě 0, since

only the payment processes B̄j “ 0 and b̄ij “ 0, i, j P Z1, i ‰ j, are of relevance here. In
particular, we get b̄ij ` V̄ j ´V i “ bij `V j ´V i for i P Z0, j P Z1, so that ppV iqiPZ0

, pV̄ iqiPZ1
q

solves the stochastic Thiele equation of pV̄ iqiPZ . Since solutions are unique, see Theorem
7.2, we obtain the assertion.

(e) The assumptions imply that bij ` V j ´ V i “ ´V i for j P Z1 and that

1
tΛi¨pt´qă8u

Iipt´qV iptq “ 1
tΛi¨pt´qă8u

Iipt´q
`
p1 ` ∆RiptqqV ipt´q ` ∆Biptq

˘
.

Therefore, under the described changes, we still have pV iqiPZ0
as a solution of the stochastic

Thiele equation. The assertion follows by uniqueness in accordance with Theorem 7.2.

(f) Under the described changes, we still have pV iqiPZ as a solution of the stochastic Thiele
equation. Since solutions are unique, see Theorem 7.2, we obtain the assertion.
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Remark 8.7. The invariance of Theorem 8.6(f) has also been verified for absolutely continuous
models in [Christiansen and Djehiche, 2020], but under the requirement of domination between
probability measures. While our approach here is based on canonical constructions and elementary
techniques, the approach in [Christiansen and Djehiche, 2020] is based on backward stochastic
differential equations. △

Example 8.8. In [Furrer, 2022], the representation and computation of so-called scaled cash
flows is studied. The basic setup is as follows. Consider Z0 Ă Z, let Z1 “ ZzZ0, and suppose
both Z0 and Z1 are non-empty. Further, suppose that Λji “ 0 for all i P Z0, j P Z1, so that Z1

is absorbing. Let C̃ P Y with canonical representation pB̃, b̃q. Denote by τ the first hitting time
of Z1 by Z. The scaled payments of interest are given by

Cpdtq “ ρpτ, Zτ q1tτďtuC̃pdtq,

where each factor t ÞÑ ρpt, jq, j P Z1, is assumed to be F´-adapted, strictly positive, and below
one. The main result of [Furrer, 2022] is an invariance result for pViqiPZ0

, which retains the
canonical payments pB̃, b̃q at the cost of an adjustment to the (cumulative) transition rates and
the introduction of an artificial cemetery state.

This invariance could also have been derived based on the present results, namely the uniqueness
of the stochastic Thiele equation. The details of the argument uses similar techniques as the proof
of Theorem 8.6 and is therefore omitted. However, at least under absolutely continuous modeling,
the introduction of an artificial cemetery state in [Furrer, 2022] may be avoided; this is directly
related to Theorem 8.6(d). Consequently, the assumption that the scaling factors be bounded by
one is obsolete. ˝
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