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0. REVIEW OF MEASURE AND INTEGRATION

This review covers briefly some notions which are discussed in detail in my notes on
Probability and Measure (from now on [PM]), Sections 1 to 3.

0.1. Measurable spaces. Let E be a set. A set € of subsets of F is called a o-algebra on
E if it contains the empty set () and, for all A € € and every sequence (A, : n € N) in &,

E\Aeg, |JAnee

neN

Let € be a g-algebra on E. A pair such as (£, €) is called a measurable space. The elements
of € are called measurable sets. A function p : € — [0, 00] is called a measure on (E, &) if
(D) = 0 and, for every sequence (A, : n € N) of disjoint sets in &,

i (U An) = u(An).

neN neN

A triple such as (E, &, p) is called a measure space.

Given a set E which is equipped with a topology, the Borel o-algebra on E is the smallest
o-algebra containing all the open sets. We denote this o-algebra by B(E) and call its elements
Borel sets. We use this construction most often in the cases where E is the real line R or
the extended half-line [0, co]. We write B for B(R).

0.2. Integration of measurable functions. Given measurable spaces (E, ) and (E', &)
and a function f : E — E', we say that f is measurable if f~*(A) € & whenever A € &'. If
we refer to a measurable function f on (E, ) without specifying its range then, by default,
we take F' = R and & = B. By a non-negative measurable function on E we mean any
function f : £ — [0, 00] which is measurable when we use the Borel o-algebra on [0, 0o].
Note that we allow the value co for non-negative measurable functions but not for real-valued
measurable functions. We denote the set of real-valued measurable functions by mé& and the
set of non-negative measurable functions by m&™.

Theorem 0.2.1. Let (E, &, u) be a measure space. There exists a unique map i : m&T —
[0, 0] with the following properties

(a) i(1a) = u(A) for all A€ €,
(b) filaf + Bg) = aii(f) + Biilg) for all f,g € mE and all a, § € [0, 00),

(c¢) a(fn) — B(f) as n — oo whenever (f, : n € N) is a non-decreasing sequence in
m&Y with pointwise limit f.

The map f is called the integral with respect to . We will usually simply write p instead
of fi.
We say that f is a simple function if it is a finite linear combination of indicator functions

of measurable sets, with positive coefficients. Thus f is a simple function if there exist n > 0,
and oy € (0,00) and Ay € € for k =1,...,n, such that

= Z agla,.
k=1
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Note that properties (a) and (b) force the integral of such a simple function f to be

,u(f) = Z OékM(Ak)-

Note also that property (b) implies that u(f) < u(g) whenever f < g.

Property (c) is called monotone convergence. Given f € mé&™', we can define a non-
decreasing sequence of simple functions (f, : n € N) by

fulz) = 27" 2" f(z)]) An, x€E.

Then f,(x) — f(x) as n — oo for all x € E. So, by monotone convergence, we have
p(f) = lim p(fn).
We have proved the uniqueness statement in Theorem 0.2.1.

For measurable functions f and g, we say that f = g almost everywhere if

p{z e B f(x) # g(x)}) = 0.

It is straightforward to see that, for f € m&™, we have u(f) = 0 if and only if f = 0 almost
everywhere.

Lemma 0.2.2 (Fatou’s lemma). Let (f, : n € N) be a sequence of non-negative measurable
functions. Then

" (hm inf fn> < liminf u(f,).

n—o0

The proof is by applying monotone convergence to the non-decreasing sequence of functions

(inf,>pn fm i n € N).

Given a (real-valued) measurable function f, we say that f is integrable with respect to p
if u(|f]) < oo. We write L'(E, &, u) for the set of such integrable functions, or simply L'
when the choice of measure space is clear. The integral is extended to L' by setting

p(f) = p(f7) = n(f7)
where f* = (£f) V0. Then L' is a vector space and the map p : L' — R is linear.

Theorem 0.2.3 (Dominated convergence). Let (f, : n € N) be a sequence of measurable
functions. Suppose that f,(x) converges as n — oo, with limit f(x), for all x € E. Suppose
further that there exists an integrable function g such that |f,| < g for all n. Then f, is
integrable for all n, and so is f, and p(f,) = u(f) as n — oc.

The proof is by applying Fatou’s lemma to the two sequences of non-negative measurable

functions (g £+ f,, : n € N).
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0.3. Product measure and Fubini’s theorem. Let (Ey, &, p1) and (Es, €9, 2) be finite
(or o-finite) measure spaces. The product o-algebra € = €1 ® €, is the o-algebra on Fy X Es
generated by subsets of the form A; x A, for A € & and Ay € E,.

Theorem 0.3.1. There exists a unique measure j1 = i1y ® fo on € such that, for all A, € &
and Ay € &,

p(Ar X Ag) = p1(Ar)pz(Az).

Theorem 0.3.2 (Fubini’s theorem). Let f be a non-negative E-measurable function on E.
For xy € E, define a function f,, on Ey by f.,(xe) = f(x1,29). Then f., is Ey-measurable
for all x; € Ey. Hence, we can define a function fi on Ey by fi(x1) = po(fs,). Then fi is
E1-measurable and i (f1) = p(f).

By some routine arguments, it is not hard to see that u(f) = ﬂ(f), where [i = 1o ® p11 and
f is the function on F, x E; given by f (x9,21) = f(x1,x2). Hence, with obvious notation, it
follows from Fubini’s theorem that, for any non-negative £-measurable function f, we have
p1(f1) = pa(f2). This is more usually written as

/El ( EQf(w1’$2)M2(dx2)> pa(da) = /E2 ( o f(‘”h@)/h(dwl)) po(das).

We refer to [PM, Section 3.6] for more discussion, in particular for the case where the
assumption of non-negativity is replaced by one of integrability.

1. CONDITIONAL EXPECTATION

We say that (Q, F,P) is a probability space if it is a measure space with the property that
P(Q) = 1. Let (2,F,P) be a probability space. The elements of F are called events and P is
called a probability measure. A measurable function X on (€2, F) is called a random variable.
The integral of a random variable X with respect to P is written E(X) and is called the
expectation of X. We use almost surely to mean almost everywhere in this context.

A probability space gives us a mathematical framework in which to model probabilities of
events subject to randomness and average values of random quantities. It often natural also
to take a partial average, which may be thought of as integrating out some variables and not
others. This is made precise in greatest generality in the notion of conditional expectation.
We first give three motivating examples, then establish the notion in general, and finally
discuss some of its properties.

1.1. Discrete case. Let (G, : n € N) be sequence of disjoint events, whose union is 2. Set
G=0(Gp:n€N)={U,e;G, : I CN}.
For any integrable random variable X, we can define

Y =) E(X|Gy)le,

neN

where we set E(X|G,,) = E(X1g,)/P(G,) when P(G,,) > 0 and set E(X|G,) = 0 when
P(G,) = 0. It is easy to check that Y has the following two properties

(a) Y is G-measurable,
(b) Y is integrable and E(X14) =E(Y14) for all A € G.
4



1.2. Gaussian case. Let (W, X) be a Gaussian random variable in R?. Set
G=0o(W)={{W € B} : B e B}.

Write Y = aWW + b, where a,b € R are chosen to satisfy
aE(W)+b=E(X), avarW = cov(W, X).

Then E(X —Y) =0 and
cov(W, X —=Y) = cov(W, X) — cov(W,Y) =0

so W and X — Y are independent. Hence Y satisfies

(a) Y is G-measurable,

(b) Y is integrable and E(X14) = E(Y14) for all A € §.

1.3. Conditional density functions. Suppose that U and V' are random variables having
a joint density function fry (u,v) in R%. Then U has density function fy; given by

fu(u) :/fU,V(u,U) dv.
R
The conditional density function fvy(viu) of V' given U is defined by
fvw(vlu) = foyv(u,v)/ fuu)

where interpret 0/0 as 0 if necessary. Let h : R — R be a Borel function and suppose that
X = h(V) is integrable. Let

g(u) = /Rh(v)fVU(v\u) dv.
Set §=0(U) and Y = ¢g(U). Then Y satisfies

(a) Y is G-measurable,
(b) Y is integrable and E(X14) = E(Y14) for all A€ G.

To see (b), note that every A € G takes the form A = {U € B}, for some Borel set B. Then,
by Fubini’s theorem,

E(X1,4) = /R? h(v)1g(u) fuv(u,v) dudv

— /R (/R h(v) fyu(v|u) dv> Jo(w)lp(u) du = E(Y1y).

1.4. Existence and uniqueness. We will use in this subsection the Hilbert space structure
of the set L? of square integrable random variables. See [PM, Section 5] for details.

Theorem 1.4.1. Let X be an integrable random variable and let G C F be a o-algebra.
Then there exists a random variable Y such that

(a) Y is G-measurable,
(b) Y is integrable and BE(X14) = E(Y14) for all A € G.

Moreover, if Y’ also satisfies (a) and (b), then Y =Y’ almost surely.
5



We call Y (a version of ) the conditional expectation of X given G and write
Y =E(X|G) almost surely.

In the case where § = o(G) for some random variable G, we also write Y = E(X|G) almost
surely. In the case where X = 14 for some event A, we write Y = P(A|9) almost surely.
The preceding three examples show how to construct explicit versions of the conditional
expectation in certain simple cases. In general, we have to live with the indirect approach
provided by the theorem.

Proof. (Uniqueness.) Suppose that Y satisfies (a) and (b) and that Y’ satisfies (a) and
(b) for another integrable random variable X', with X < X’ almost surely. Consider the
non-negative random variable Z = (Y — Y')1 4, where A ={Y > Y’} € G. Then

E(Z) = E(Y14) — E(Y'14) = E(X14) — E(X'1,) < 0

so Z = 0 almost surely, which implies that Y < Y’ almost surely. In the case X = X', we
deduce that Y =Y’ almost surely.

(Ezistence.) Assume for now that X € L*(F). Since L*(§) is complete, it is a closed subspace
of L?(F), so X has an orthogonal projection Y on L?(§), that is, there exists Y € L?*(9)
such that E((X —Y)Z) = 0 for all Z € L*(G). In particular, for any A € G, we can take
Z =14 to see that E(X14) =E(Y1,4). Thus Y satisfies (a) and (b).

Assume now that X > 0. Then X,, = X An € L*(F) and 0 < X,, T+ X asn — co. We
have shown, for each n, that there exists Y;, € L*(G) such that, for all A € G,

E(X,14) =E(Y,14)
and moreover that 0 <Y, <Y, almost surely. Define
Q={we:0<Y,(w) <Y,1(w) for all n}

and set Y, = lim,,_, ¥,,1q,. Then Y is a non-negative G-measurable random variable and,
by monotone convergence, for all A € G,

E(X14) = E(Yals).

In particular, since E(X) < oo, we have E(Y,) < oo and so Y,, < oo almost surely. Set
Y = Yliy,<oo}- Then Y is a random variable satisfying (a) and (b).

Finally, for a general integrable random variable X, we can apply the preceding construc-
tion to X~ and Xt to obtain Y~ and Y. Then Y = Y™ — Y~ satisfies (a) and (b). O

1.5. Properties of conditional expectation. Let X be an integrable random variable

and let § C F be a g-algebra. The following properties follow directly from Theorem 1.4.1

(i) E(E(X]9)) = E(X),
(i) if X is G-measurable, then E(X|G) = X almost surely,
(iii) of X is independent of G, then E(X|SG) = E(X) almost surely.

In the proof of Theorem 1.4.1, we showed also
(iv) if X > 0 almost surely, then E(X|G) > 0 almost surely.

Next, for a, 8 € R and any integrable random variable Y, we have
6



(v) E(aX + 8Y|9) = aE(X|9) + SE(Y|SG) almost surely.

To see this, one checks that the right hand side satisfies the properties (a) and (b) from
Theorem 1.4.1 which characterize the left hand side.

The basic convergence theorems for expectation have counterparts for conditional expec-
tation. Consider a sequence of random variables X, in the limit n — oco. If 0 < X, T X
almost surely, then E(X,|9) 7Y almost surely, for some G-measurable random variable Y’;
so, by monotone convergence, for all A € G,

E(X14) = imE(X,14) = im E(E(X,|S)14) = E(Y14),

which implies that ¥ = E(X|9) almost surely. We have proved the conditional monotone
convergence theorem:

(vi) if 0 < X,, T X almost surely, then E(X,|9) 1 E(X|G) almost surely.

Next, by essentially the same arguments used for the original results, we can deduce condi-
tional forms of Fatou’s lemma and the dominated convergence theorem

(vii) if X, > 0 for all n, then E(liminf X,,|9) < liminf E(X,|9) almost surely,
(viii) if X, — X and |X,| <Y for all n, almost surely, for some integrable random
variable Y, then E(X,|G) — E(X|G) almost surely.

There is a conditional form of Jensen’s inequality. Let ¢ : R — (—o0,00] be a convex
function. Then c is the supremum of a sequence of affine functions

c(x) =sup(anz +0b,), ze€R
neN

Hence, E(c¢(X)|9) is well defined and, almost surely, for all n,
E(c(X)[G) > a,E(X|S) + by

On taking the supremum over n € N in this inequality, we obtain

(ix) if ¢ : R — (=00, 00] is convex, then E(c(X)|G) > ¢(E(X|S)) almost surely.
In particular, for 1 < p < oo,

[E(X[9IF = E(E(X]G)) < EE(X]"]9)) = E(X7) = [ X]]}.

So we have

(x) [E(X[)]lp < [IXlp for all 1 < p < oo.

For any o-algebra H C G, the random variable Y = E(E(X|G)|H) is H-measurable and
satisfies, for all A € H
E(Y14) = E(E(X|G)14) = E(X1,)
so we have the tower property
(xi) if H C G, then E(E(X|9)|H) = E(X|H) almost surely.

We can always take out what is known

(xii) if Y is bounded and G-measurable, then E(Y X|G) = YE(X|S) almost surely.
7



To see this, consider first the case where Y = 1 for some B € G. Then, for A € G,
E(YE(X|9)14) = E(E(X|9)1ans) = E(X1ang) = E(Y X14),

which implies that E(Y X|G) = YE(X|9) almost surely. The result extends to simple G-
measurable random variables Y by linearity, then to the case X > 0 and any bounded

non-negative G-measurable random variable Y by monotone convergence. The general case
follows by writing X = Xt — X" andY =Y+t -Y .

Finally,
(xiii) if 0(X,9) is independent of H, then E(X|o(G,H)) = E(X|G) almost surely.
For, suppose A € G and B € H, then
E(E(X|o(G,H))1anp) = E(X1anp)
= E(E(X|9)14)P(B) = E(E(X[S)1an5)-

The set of such intersections AN B is a m-system generating o(G, H), so the desired formula
follows from [PM, Proposition 3.1.4].

Lemma 1.5.1. Let X € L'. Then the set of random variables Y of the form Y = E(X|9),
where § C F is a o-algebra, is uniformly integrable.

Proof. By [PM, Lemma 6.2.1], given ¢ > 0, we can find 6 > 0 so that E(|X|14) < ¢
whenever P(A) < . Then choose A < oo so that E(|X|) < Ad. Suppose Y = E(X|9), then
Y| <E(|X||9). In particular, E(]Y|) < E(]X|) so
P(JY] > ) < AM'E(]Y]) < 6.
Then
E(Y[Lyiza) < E(JX[Ly2) < e
Since A was chosen independently of G, we are done. O

2. MARTINGALES IN DISCRETE TIME

2.1. Definitions. Let (2, F,P) be a probability space. We assume that (2, F, P) is equipped
with a filtration, that is to say, a sequence (F,),>¢ of o-algebras such that, for all n > 0,

?n g 5tn—i—l g F.
Set
Foo =0(F,:n>0).
Then ¥, € F. We allow the possibility that F,, # F. We interpret the parameter n as

time, and the o-algebra JF,, as the extent of our knowledge at time n.

By a random process (in discrete time) we mean a sequence of random variables (X,,),>0.
Each random process X = (X,,),>0 has a natural filtration (FX),>0, given by

FX =0(Xo, .., Xp).

Then fﬂ)f models what we know about X by time n. We say that (X,,),>0 is adapted if X,
is F,-measurable for all n > 0. It is equivalent to require that FX C &, for all n. In this
section we consider only real-valued or non-negative random processes. We say that (X, ),>0

is integrable if X,, is an integrable random variable for all n > 0.
8



A martingale is an adapted integrable random process (X,,),>o such that, for all n > 0,
E(X,+1]F,) = X,, almost surely.

If equality is replaced in this condition by <, then we call X a supermartingale. On the
other hand, if equality is replaced by >, then we call X a submartingale. Note that every
process which is a martingale with respect to the given filtration (&,,),>0 is also a martingale
with respect to its natural filtration.

2.2. Optional stopping. We say that a random variable
T:Q—40,1,2,...} U{oo}
is a stopping time if {T' < n} € F, for all n > 0. For a stopping time T, we set
Fr={Ae€F: AN{T <n} € F, for all n > 0}.

It is easy to check that, if T'(w) = n for all w, then T is a stopping time and Fr = F,,. Given
a process X, we define

Xr(w) = Xrw)(w) whenever T(w) < oo
and we define the stopped process XT by
X! (w) = Xr@an(w), n>0.
Proposition 2.2.1. Let S and T be stopping times and let X be an adapted process. Then

(a) SAT is a stopping time,

(b) Fr is a o-algebra,

(c) if S<T, then Fs C Fr,

(d) Xrlreoo is an Fp-measurable random variable,
(e) XT is adapted,

(f) if X is integrable, then XT is integrable.

Throughout these notes, a ‘Proposition’ indicates a straightforward result whose proof is left
as an exercise.

Theorem 2.2.2 (Optional stopping theorem). Let X be a supermartingale and let S and T
be bounded stopping times with S <T. Then E(X7) < E(Xg).

Note that X is a submartingale if and only if —X is a supermartingale, and X is a
martingale if and only both X and —X are supermartingales. So the optional stopping
theorem immediately implies a submartingale version with E(X7) > E(Xg) and a martingale
version with E(X7) = E(X,) = E(Xs). We will prove a more comprehensive result on the
relationship between supermartingales and stopping times. For a direct proof of the optional
stopping theorem, you can write out the implication from (a) to (b) below in the case where

S <Tand A= (.
Theorem 2.2.3. Let X be an adapted integrable process. Then the following are equivalent

(a) X s a supermartingale,
(b) for all bounded stopping times T and all stopping times S,

E(X7|Fs) < Xgar  almost surely,
9



(c) for all stopping times T, the stopped process XT is a supermartingale,
(d) for all bounded stopping times T and all stopping times S < T,

E(Xr) < E(Xs).
Proof. For S > 0 and T' < n, we have

(2.1) Xr = Xgnr + Z (Xitr1 — Xi) = Xoar + Z(XkJrl — Xi)lg<per.
S<k<T =0

Suppose that X is a supermartingale and that S and T" are stopping times, with 7" < n. Let
AeTJg. Then AN{S <k} eTFyand {T >k} € Fy, so
E((Xk1 — Xi)ls<rerla) <0.
Hence, on multiplying (2.1) by 14 and taking expectations, we obtain
E(X714) < E(Xgarla).
We have shown that (a) implies (b).
It is obvious that (b) implies (c¢) and (d) and that (c) implies (a).

Let m <nand A€ F,,. Set T =mly+nlse. Then T is a stopping time and 7" < n. We
note that
E(X,14) — E(X,,14) = E(X,) — E(X7).
It follows that (d) implies (a). O

2.3. Doob’s upcrossing inequality. Let X be a random process and let a,b € R with
a < b Fix w € Q. By an upcrossing of [a,b] by X(w), we mean an interval of times
{7, +1,...,k} such that X;(w) < a and Xj(w) > b. Write U,[a, b](w) for the number of
disjoint upcrossings contained in {0,1,...,n} and write Ula, b](w) for the total number of
disjoint upcrossings. Then, as n — oo, we have

Unla,b] + Ula, b].
Theorem 2.3.1 (Doob’s upcrossing inequality). Let X be a supermartingale. Then
(b— Q)E(U]a,b]) < supE((X, — a)").
n>0

Proof. Set Ty = 0 and define recursively for k£ > 0
Spr1 =inf{m > Ty : X,, <a}, Trpy1 =inf{m > Si1: X, > b}.

Note that, if T}, < oo, then {Sk, Sy + 1,...,Tx} is an upcrossing of [a,b], and indeed T}, is
the time of completion of the kth disjoint upcrossing. Note that U,[a,b] < n. For m < n,
we have
{Unla,b] = m} ={Tn < n < T}
and, on this event,
Xp, —Xs, >2b—a, ifk<m,
X1 — Xsoan = {Xn_XSk. >X,—a, fk=m+1and S, <n,

0, otherwise.
10



Hence, on summing over k < n, we obtain

n

Z(XTk/\n - XSk/\n) > (b - a)Un[a, b] - (Xn - CL)?'

Since X is a supermartingale and Ty An and S An are bounded stopping times with .S, < T,
by optional stopping,
Hence, on taking expectations, we obtain

(2.2) (b—a)E(Uynla,b]) <E (X, —a)")

and the desired estimate follows by monotone convergence. O

2.4. Doob’s maximal inequalities. Define, for a random process X,

X;:SUp‘XkL X*:Sup’Xn’
k<n n>0

In the next two theorems, we see that the martingale (or submartingale) property allows us
effectively to move the supremum outside the probability or expectation.

Theorem 2.4.1 (Doob’s maximal inequality). Let X be a martingale or non-negative sub-
martingale. Then, for all A > 0,

AP(X* > \) < sg%]EﬂXn])

Proof. It X is a martingale, then | X| is a non-negative submartingale. It therefore suffices
to consider the case where X is non-negative. Set

T =inf{k >0: X, > A} An.
Then T is a stopping time and 7' < n so, by optional stopping,

E(Xn) 2 E(X7) = E(X71ix:50) + E(X7lix;<np) 2 AP(X; 2 A) + E(Xnlixzany)-

Hence
(2.3) AP(X; > \) S E(X,Lixe>ay) < E(X,).

On letting n — oo, we have X} 1+ X* so P(X} > \) — P(X* > \). Hence, from (2.3) we
obtain

AP(X* > \) <supE(X,).

n>0

Finally, for A > 0, we apply this to A’ € [0, A) and let X — X for the desired inequality. [

Theorem 2.4.2 (Doob’s LP-inequality). Let X be a martingale or non-negative submartin-
gale. Then, for allp >1 and ¢ =p/(p —1),

[ X" [|p < g sup [[ X[,
n>0

11



Proof. If X is a martingale, then |X| is a non-negative submartingale. So it suffices to
consider the case where X is non-negative. Fix k < oo. By Fubini’s theorem, equation (2.3)
and Holder’s inequality,

k k
E[(X:Ak)P]=E / PA M xasny dA = / PANTIP(XE > N) dA
0 0

k
< / P E(X, L xsony) dA = qE(Xa(XE A KP) < gl Xall, | X5 A K2
0

Hence || XAk, < ¢||X,||, and the result follows by monotone convergence on letting k — oo
and then n — oo. d

2.5. Doob’s martingale convergence theorems. We say that a random process X is
LP-bounded if

sup || Xnll, < oo.

n>0

We say that X is uniformly integrable if
supE (| X, |1x,>a1) = 0 as A — oo.
n>0

By Holder’s inequality, if X is LP-bounded for some p > 1, then X is uniformly integrable.
On the other hand, if X is uniformly integrable, then X is L!-bounded.

Theorem 2.5.1 (Almost sure martingale convergence theorem). Let X be an L'-bounded
supermartingale. Then there exists an integrable F-measurable random variable X, such
that X,, = X almost surely as n — oo.

Proof. Recall that, for a sequence of real numbers (z,),>0, as n — 0o, either x,, converges,
or |z,| = oo, or liminf z,, < limsup z,. In the last case, since the rationals are dense, there
exist a,b € Q such that liminfz, < a < b < limsupz,. Set

QO—QOOD( N Qa,b>

a,beQ, a<b
where
Qo = {liminf | X, | < 0o}, Qup = {Ula,b] < co}.
Then X, (w) converges for all w € . By Fatou’s lemma and Doob’s upcrossing inequality,
for all a < b,

E(liminf|X,|) <liminfE|X,|, (b—a)E(Ula,b]) < |a|]+ sup E|X,].

n>0
So, since (X,,)n>0 is L'-bounded, we have P(£y) = 1. Define
Xoo = lim X, 1q,.
n—oo

Then X, — X, almost surely, X, is F-measurable and |X | < liminf |X,| so X, is
integrable. 0

Note, in particular, that every non-negative supermartingale is L!-bounded and hence, by

the theorem, converges almost surely.
12



Theorem 2.5.2 (L' martingale convergence theorem). Let (X,,),>0 be a uniformly integrable
martingale. Then there exists a random variable Xo, € LY (Fs) such that X,, — X, as
n — oo almost surely and in L'. Moreover, X,, = E(X,|F,) almost surely for all n > 0.
Moreover, we may obtain all L*(F,) random variables in this way.

Proof. Let (X,)n>0 be a uniformly integrable martingale. By the almost sure martingale
convergence theorem, there exists X, € L'(F,) such that X,, — X, almost surely. Since
X is uniformly integrable, it follows that X,, — X, in L', by [PM, Theorems 2.5.1 and
6.2.3]. Next, for m > n,

||Xn - E<XOO|3FH)H1 = H]E(Xm - XOO‘SFn)Hl < HXm - X00”1-
Let m — oo to deduce X,, = E(X|F,) almost surely.

Suppose now that Y € L'(F,.) and let X,, be a version of E(Y|F,,) for all n. Then (X,,),>0
is a martingale by the tower property and is uniformly integrable by Lemma 1.5.1. Hence
there exists X, € L'(F4) such that X,, — X, almost surely and in L'. For all n > 0 and
all A € F,, we have

E(Xoola) = lim E(X,14) = E(Y14).

Now X, Y € LY (F) and U, F,, is a m-system generating F.,. Hence, by [PM, Proposition
3.1.4], Xoo =Y almost surely. O

This theorem can be seen as setting up a bijection between the set of uniformly integrable
martingales and L'(F,.), given by X — X, provided that we identify martingales and
random variables which agree almost surely.

Theorem 2.5.3 (L? martingale convergence theorem). Let p € (1,00). Let (X,)n>0 be
an LP-bounded martingale. Then there exists a random variable X € LP(Fy) such that
X, = X as n — 00 almost surely and in LP. Moreover, X,, = E(X«|F,) almost surely for
all n > 0. Moreover, we may obtain all LP(F ) random variables in this way.

Proof. Let (X,)n>0 be an LP-bounded martingale. By the almost sure martingale conver-
gence theorem, there exists X, € Ll(S’OO) such that X,, — X almost surely. By Doob’s
LP-inequality,

X7l < g sup [ Xull, < oo.

Since | X, — Xo[? < (2X*)? for all n, it follows by dominated convergence that X,, — X
in LP. Then X,, = E(X,|F,) almost surely for all n > 0, as in the L' case.

Suppose now that Y € LP(F,,) and let X, be a version of E(Y|F,,) for all n. Then (X,,)n>0
is a martingale by the tower property and

[ Xallp = X 1F) [l < 1Y [l

for all n, so (X,)n>0 is LP-bounded. Hence there exists X, € LP(F) such that X,, — X
almost surely and in LP. Finally, we must have X, = Y almost surely, as in the L! case. [0

In the next result, we dispense with the filtration (&F,),>0 and suppose given instead a
backward filtration (F,),>0, that is to say, a sequence of o-algebras F, such that, for all
n >0,

352 gjn 2 9Ajn+1-
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We write T for the o-algebra given by
Foo = ()50
n>0

Theorem 2.5.4 (Backward martingale convergence theorem). For all Y € LY(F), we have
E(Y|F,) = E(Y|F) as n — oo, almost surely and in L',

Proof. Write X,, = E(Y|§’n) for all n > 0. Fix n > 0. By the tower property, (X,,—x)o<k<n
is a martingale for the filtration (F,_)o<k<n. For a < b, the number of upcrossings of |a, b]
by (Xk)o<k<n equals the number of upcrossings of [—b, —a] by (—X,_x)o<k<n. Hence, from

(2.2), we obtain
(b= a)E(Usla, b]) < E((Xo — b))
and so, by monotone convergence,
(b= @)E(U[a,b]) <E((Xo —b)") <E[Y]+[b] < o0.

Also, we have
E(liminf | X,|) <liminf E|X,| < E|Y| < co.

Hence the argument used in the proof of the almost sure martingale convergence theorem
applies to show that there exists X, € LI(S’OO) such that X,, — X, almost surely. Now
X is uniformly integrable by Lemma 1.5.1, so X,, — X also in L!. Finally, we see that
X =Y almost surely by the argument used in the proof of the L' martingale convergence

theorem. O

When a martingale X has a well-defined limit X, we can define Xp(w) = X (w) for
all stopping times, even if T takes the value oco. Then the optional stopping theorem extends
to all stopping times for uniformly integrable martingales.

Theorem 2.5.5. Let X be a uniformly integrable martingale and let T' be any stopping time.
Then E(Xr) = E(Xy). Moreover, for all stopping times S and T, we have

E(X7|Fs) = Xsar  almost surely.

Proof. By the L' martingale convergence theorem, there exists X,, € L'(F,) such that
X, — X as n — 00, almost surely and in L', and X,, = E(X,|7,,) almost surely, for all n.
In particular, we have X7 ,, — X7 almost surely. Since Frn, C F,,, by Theorem 2.2.3 and
the tower property,

XT/\n = IE(AX'TJH:T/\n) - E(XOO|?T/\77/)

By Lemma 1.5.1, the random process (Xr1an)n>0 is then uniformly integrable. Hence Xrn,, —
X7 in L' and so also E(X7,|Fs) — E(X7|Fs) in L. Now, the optional stopping theorem
and Theorem 2.2.3 apply at the bounded stopping time 7" A n to show

E(X7ran) = E(Xo), E(X7a|Fs) = Xsaran almost surely

and the claimed identities follow on letting n — oo. 0
14



3. APPLICATIONS OF MARTINGALE THEORY

3.1. Sums of independent random variables. We use martingale arguments to analyse
some aspects of the behaviour of the partial sums

Sn:X1++Xn

of a sequence (X,),>1 of independent random variables. We will have more to say about
such sums in Theorem 6.1.1 and Theorem 7.10.3

Theorem 3.1.1 (Strong law of large numbers). Let (X,,),>1 be a sequence of independent,
identically distributed, integrable random wvariables. Set p = E(Xy). Then S,/n — p as
n — 0o almost surely and in L.

Proof. Define for n > 1

Fo=08m -m>n), T,=c(Xp:m>n+1), T=MN>1T.

Then F,, = o(Sy,Tn) and (f;'“n)nzl is a backward filtration. Since o(X7,.S,) is independent
of T,,, we have E(X;|F,) = E(X,|S,) almost surely for all n. For k < n and all Borel sets
B, we have E(Xj1s,ep1) = E(Xil¢g,epy) by symmetry, so E(X;[S,) = E(X;]S,) almost
surely. But

E(X1|Sn) + - - + E(X,|Sn) = E(S,|S,) =S, almost surely
so we must have R
E(X1]F,) = E(Xy|S,) = S,/n  almost surely.
Then, by the backward martingale convergence theorem,

S,/n —Y almost surely and in L'

for some random variable Y. Then Y is T-measurable so, by Kolmogorov’s zero-one law
[PM, Theorem 2.6.1], Y is constant almost surely. Hence

Y =E(Y) = lim E(S,/n) = p almost surely.
n—0o0
O

Since almost sure convergence implies convergence in probability [PM, Theorem 2.5.1], the
following is an immediate corollary.

Corollary 3.1.2 (Weak law of large numbers). Let (X,,),>1 be a sequence of independent,
identically distributed, integrable random variables. Set u = E(Xy). Then P(|S,/n — p| >
g) =0 asn — oo forall e > 0.

The main point of the next result is that, if a sum of independent random variables
converges in L?, then it also converges almost surely, without passing to a subsequence.

Proposition 3.1.3. Let (X,,),>1 be a sequence of independent random variables in L* and
set

pn = E(X,), o2 =var(X,).
Suppose that the seriesy . i, and Y o2 both converge to finite limits i and o* respectively.
Then there exists an L* random variable S, with E(S) = u and var(S) = o2, such that

S, — S almost surely and in L*.
15



The following identities allow estimation of exit probabilities and the mean exit time for
a random walk in an interval. They are of some historical interest, having been developed
by Wald in the 1940’s to compute the efficiency of the sequential probability ratio test.

Proposition 3.1.4 (Wald’s identities). Let (X,,),>1 be a sequence of independent, identically
distributed random variables, having mean p and variance o € (0,00). Fiz a,b € R with
a <0<band set

T=inf{n>0:S, <a orS, > b}.
Then E(T) < oo and
E(St) = pE(T).
Moreover, in the case = 0, we have
E(S7) = o’E(T)
while, in the case p # 0, if we can find \* # 0 such that E(e* 1) =1, then
E(e?57) = 1.

3.2. Non-negative martingales and change of measure. Given a random variable X,
with X > 0 and E(X) = 1, we can define a new probability measure P on F by

P(A) =E(X14), Aed.

Moreover, by [PM, Proposition 3.1.4], given ]fb, this equation determines X uniquely, up to
almost sure modification. We say that P has a density with respect to P and X s a version
of the density.

Let (F,)n>0 be a filtration in F and assume for simplicity that F = F. Let (X,)n>0 be
an adapted random process, with X,, > 0 and E(X,) =1 for all n. We can define for each
n a probability measure P, on &F,, by

P, (A) =E(X,14), A€,

Since we require X, to be F,-measurable, this equation determines X,, uniquely, up to almost
sure modification.

Proposition 3.2.1. The measures f[i’n are consistent, that is ]fDn+1|§n = }f”n for all n, if and
only if (X,)n>0 s a martingale. Moreover, there is a measure P on F, which has a density
with respect to P, such that ]P|3rn = P, for all n, if and only if (Xpn)n>o0 is a uniformly
integrable martingale.

This construction can also give rise to new probability measures which do not have a density
with respect to P on &, as the following result suggests.

Theorem 3.2.2. There exists a measure P on F such that ]@\gﬂ =P, for all n if and only if
E(X7r) =1 for all finite stopping times T.

Proof. Suppose that E(X7) = 1 for all finite stopping times 7". Then, since bounded stop-
ping times are finite, (X, ),>0 is a martingale, by optional stopping. Hence we can define
consistently a set function P on U, F, such that P|s, = P, for all n. Note that U,JF, is a

ring. By Carathéodory’s extension theorem [PM, Theorem 1.6.1], P extends to a measure
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on F, if and only if P is countably additive on U,J,,. Since each P, is countably additive,
it is not hard to see that this condition holds if and only if

iP(An) =1

for all partitions (A, : n > 0) of Q such that A, € F, for all n. But such partitions are in
one-to-one correspondence with finite stopping times T, by {T'=n} = A,,, and then

E(Xr) =Y P(A,).

Hence P extends to a measure on F with the claimed property. Conversely, given such a
measure, the last equation shows that E(Xr) = 1 for all finite stopping times 7. O

Theorem 3.2.3 (Radon—Nikodym theorem). Let u and v be o-finite measures on a mea-
surable space (E,E). Then the following are equivalent

(a) v(A) =0 for all A € € such that u(A) =0,
(b) there exists a measurable function f on E such that f >0 and

v(A)=u(fla), A€é.

The function f, which is unique up to modification u-almost everywhere, is called (a version
of ) the Radon-Nikodym derivative of v with respect to u. We write

d
f= & almost everywhere.
dp

We will give a proof for the case where € is countably generated. Thus, we assume further
that there is a sequence (G, : n € N) of subsets of E which generates €. This holds, for
example, whenever € is the Borel o-algebra of a topology with countable basis. A further
martingale argument, which we omit, allows to deduce the general case.

Proof. Tt is obvious that (b) implies (a). Assume then that (a) holds. There is a countable
partition of E by measurable sets on which both p and v are finite. It will suffice to show
that (b) holds on each of these sets, so we reduce without loss to the case where p and v are
finite.

The case where v(E) = 0 is clear. Assume then that v(E) > 0. Then also u(E) > 0,
by (a). Write Q@ = F and F = € and consider the probability measures P = u/u(E) and
P = v/v(E) on (Q,F). It will suffice to show that there is a random variable X > 0 such
that P(A) = E(X14) for all A € 7.

Set F, = 0(Gk : k < n). There exist m € N and disjoint events Ay,..., A,, such that

3:71, = O'(Al,...,Am). Set
Xn = Zalej
j=1

where a; = P(A;)/P(4;) if P(A;) > 0 and a; = 0 otherwise. Then X,, > 0, X,, is -
measurable and, using (a), we have P(A) = E(X,,14) for all A € F,,. Observe that (F,,),>0 is

a filtration and (X,,),>0 is a non-negative martingale. We will show that (X,,)n>0 is uniformly
17



integrable. Then, by the L' martingale convergence theorem, there exists a random variable
X > 0 such that E(X14) = E(X,14) for all A € F,,. Define a probability measure Q on ?
by Q(A) = E(X1,4). Then Q = P on U, F,,, which is a m-system generating F. Hence Q =

on F, by uniqueness of extension [PM, Theorem 1.7.1], which implies (b).

It remains to show that (X,,),>o is uniformly integrable. Given ¢ > 0 we can find § > 0
such that P(B) < ¢ for all B € F with P(B) < 4. For, if not, there would be a sequence of
sets B, € F with P(B,,) < 27" and P(B,,) > ¢ for all n. Then

]P)(ﬂn Umzn Bm) = 07 IPP)(mn UmZn Bm) >
which contradicts (a). Set A = 1/6, then P(X,, > \) < E(X,,)/A =1/A =0 for all n, so
E(X,lx,-x) =P(X, >\ <¢

Hence (X,,),>0 is uniformly integrable. O

3.3. Markov chains. Let E be a countable set. We identify each measure p on E with its
mass function (u, : * € E), where p, = p({x}). Then, for each function f on E, the integral
is conveniently written as the matrix product

=pf= Zﬂzfz
zeE

where we consider p as a row vector and identify f with the column vector (f, : z € FE)
given by f, = f(z). A transition matriz on E is a matrix P = (p,, : z,y € E) such that
each row (py, : y € E) is a probability measure.

Let a filtration (F,),>0 be given and let (X,,),>o be an adapted process with values in E.
We say that (X,,),>0 is & Markov chain with transition matriz P if, for allm > 0, all x,y € E
and all A € &, with A C {X,, =z} and P(A) > 0,

P(XH-H = y|A) = Pzy-

Our notion of Markov chain depends on the choice of (5,,),>0. The following result shows
that our definition agrees with the usual one for the most obvious such choice.

Proposition 3.3.1. Let (X,,)n>0 be a random process in E and take
Fn=0(Xk: k<n).
The following are equivalent

(a) (Xy)n>0 is a Markov chain with initial distribution p and transition matric P,
(b) for all n and all xg,21,..., 2, € E,

P(XO =20, X1 =T1,..., X, = xn) = HzoPzozxy -+ - Prp_12s -

Proposition 3.3.2. Let E* denote the set of sequences x = (x, : n > 0) in E and define
X, E* = FE by X,(z) = x,. Set & =o0(Xy :k>0). Let P be a transition matriz on
E. Then, for each x € E, there is a unique probability measure P, on (E*,E*) such that

(Xn)n>0 is a Markov chain with transition matriz P and starting from .
18



A example of a Markov chain in Z is the simple symmetric random walk, whose transition
matrix is given by
_J1/@d), if |z —y[=1,
Pey =9 0, otherwise.
The following result shows a simple instance of a general relationship between Markov pro-

cesses and martingales. We will see a second instance of this for Brownian motion in Theorem
7.4.4.

Proposition 3.3.3. Let (X,,),>0 be an adapted process in E. Then the following are equiv-
alent

(a) (Xn)n>0 @5 a Markov chain with transition matriz P,
(b) for all bounded functions f on E the following process is a martingale

i
L

M} = f(X,) = f(Xo) = ) (P—1)f(Xy).

b
Il

A bounded function f on FE is said to be harmonic if Pf = f, that is to say, if
Zpryfy =fz wz€EE.
yeE

Note that, if f is a bounded harmonic function, then (f(X,))n>0 is a bounded martingale.
Then, by Doob’s convergence theorems, f(X,) converges almost surely and in L? for all
p < .

More generally, for D C E, a bounded function f on E is harmonic in D if

pryfy:fxa reD.

yEE
Suppose we set 0D = E \ D fix a bounded function f on dD. Set
T=inf{n >0: X, € 0D}
and define a function v on E by
w(z) = Eo(f(X7) Liraoey)-

Theorem 3.3.4. The function u is bounded, harmonic in D, and uw = f on 0D. Moreover,
if Po(T < o0) = 1 for all x € D, then u is the unique bounded extension of f which is
harmonic in D.

Proof. 1t is clear that u is bounded and v = f on dD. For all z,y € E with p,, > 0, under
P, conditional on {X; =y}, (X,41)n>0 has distribution P,. So, for z € D,

U(ZL’) - Z pzyu<y>

showing that v is harmonic in D.

On the other hand, suppose that g is a bounded function, harmonic in D and such that

g = fon dD. Then M = MY is a martingale and T is a stopping time, so M7 is also a
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martingale by optional stopping. But Mra, = ¢(Xran). So, if P.(T < oco) =1forallx € D,
then

My, — f(X7) almost surely

so, by bounded convergence, for all x € D,

9(z) = Eg(My) = Ex(Mran) = Eo(f(X7)) = u(x).

In Theorem 7.9.3 we will prove an analogous result for Brownian motion

4. RANDOM PROCESSES IN CONTINUOUS TIME

4.1. Definitions. A continuous random process is a family of random variables (X}):>o such
that, for all w € Q, the path t — X;(w) : [0,00) — R is continuous.

A function z : [0,00) — R is said to be cadlag if it is right-continuous with left limits,
that is to say, for all t > 0
Ty —x; ass—t with s>t

and, for all £ > 0, there exists x;_ € R such that
T, — Ty as s — t with s < t.

The term is a French acronym for continu a droite, limité a gauche. A cadlag random
process is a family of random variables (X});>o such that, for all w € €, the path ¢ — X;(w) :
[0,00) — R is cadlag.

The spaces of continuous and cadlag functions on [0,00) are denoted C([0,00),R) and
D([0,00),R) respectively. We equip both these spaces with the o-algebra generated by the
coordinate functions o(z +— x; : t > 0). A continuous random process (X;)¢>o can then be
considered as a random variable X in C'([0,00),R) given by

X(w)=(t— Xi(w):t>0).

A cadlag random process can be thought of as a random variable in D(]0,00),R). The
finite-dimensional distributions of a continuous or cadlag process X are the laws p, 4, on
R"™ given by

,ut1,...,tn(A> = P((th, Ce ,th) S A), A € B(Rn)
wheren € Nand ty,...,t, € [0,00) with t; < --- < ¢,. Since the cylinder sets {(Xy,, ..., Xs,)
A} form a generating m-system, they determine uniquely the law of X. We make analogous
definitions when R is replaced by a general topological space.

4.2. Kolmogorov’s criterion. This result allows us to prove pathwise Holder continuity
for a random process starting from LP-Holder continuity, by giving up % in the exponent. In
particular, it is a means to construct continuous random processes.

Theorem 4.2.1 (Kolmogorov’s criterion). Let p € (1,00) and 8 € (%, 1]. Let I be a dense
subset of [0,1] and let (§)ier be a family of random variables such that, for some constant
C < 0,

(4.1) 1€ — &l < Cls —t|P,  forall s,t € 1.
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Then there exists a continuous random process (Xi)iejo,1) such that
Xy =& almost surely, for allt € 1.

Moreover (Xy)iep] may be chosen so that, for all a € [0, 5 — ]%), there exists K, € LP such
that
| Xs — Xi| < Kuls—t|*,  forall s,t €[0,1].

Proof. For n > 0, write
D,={k2":keZ"}, D=U,D, D,=D,N[0,1), D=DnN][0,1].

By taking limits in L”, we can extend (&;):c; to all parameter values t € D and so that (4.1)
holds for all s, € DUI. Forn > 0and a € [0, — %), define non-negative random variables
by

K, = sup |§t+2*" - §t|7 K, =2 Z 2noan‘

teD, "0

Then

E(K?) <E Z |Erpan — &P < 27CP(27)P

teDy,

SO

[Fally <2302 Ko < 2032 et < o,
n>0 n>0
For s,t € D with s < t, choose m > 0 so that 27! <t — s < 27™. The interval [s,t) can
be expressed as the finite disjoint union of intervals of the form [r,r + 27"), where r € D,
and n > m + 1 and where no three intervals have the same length. Hence

-6l <2 Y K,
n>m+1

and so

G- El/it—s)T <2 Y K2mie < K,

n>m+1
Now define
Xi(w) = {lims—n:,seD &s(w)  if Ky(w) < oo for all o € 0,8 — %%

0 otherwise.

Then (X}):cp,1] is a continuous random process with the claimed properties. 0

4.3. Martingales in continuous time. We assume in this section that our probability
space (€, F,P) is equipped with a continuous-time filtration, that is, a family of o-algebras
(Ft)i>0 such that
F.CFCF, s<t.

Define for ¢t > 0

.r)tt_|_:m5>t5t57 SFOOZO'(?t:tZO), N:{Aeng(A):O}
The filtration (F;);>0 is said to satisfy the usual conditions if N C Fy and F; = F,; for
all t. A continuous adapted integrable random process (X:);>o is said to be a continuous
martingale if, for all s;¢ > 0 with s <'t,

E(X|Fs) = Xs almost surely.
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We define analogously the notion of a cadlag martingale. If equality is replaced in this
condition by < or >, we obtain notions of supermartingale and submartingale respectively.

Recall that we write, for n > 0,
D, = {k’2_n ke Z+}, D= UnZODTr
Define, for a cadlag random process X,

X* =sup|X,|, X®™*=sup|X,|.
0 teDn,

The cadlag property implies that
XM 5 X* asn — 00

while, if (X})¢>0 is a cadlag martingale, then (X;)ep, is a discrete-time martingale, for the
filtration (F;)sep, , and similarly for supermartingales and submartingales. Thus, on applying
Doob’s inequalities to (X¢)ep, and passing to the limit we obtain the following results.

Theorem 4.3.1 (Doob’s maximal inequality). Let X be a cadlag martingale or non-negative
submartingale. Then, for all X > 0,
NP(X™ > A) < sup E(|X, ).
>0

Theorem 4.3.2 (Doob’s LP-inequality). Let X be a cadlag martingale or non-negative sub-
martingale. Then, for allp > 1 and ¢ =p/(p — 1),

Xl < gsup [ Xil,.
t>0

Similarly, the cadlag property implies that every upcrossing of a non-trivial interval by
(X¢)e>0 corresponds, eventually as n — 0o, to an upcrossing by (X;)ep,. This leads to the
following estimate.

Theorem 4.3.3 (Doob’s upcrossing inequality). Let X be a cadlag supermartingale and let
a,b e R with a <b. Then
(b—a)E(Ula, b)) < supE((X; —a)")

t>0

where Ula, b] is the total number of disjoint upcrossings of [a,b] by X.

Then, arguing as in the discrete-time case, we obtain continuous-time versions of each
martingale convergence theorem, where the notions of LP-bounded and uniformly integrable
are adapted in the obvious way.

Theorem 4.3.4 (Almost sure martingale convergence theorem). Let X be an L'-bounded
cadlag supermartingale. Then there exists an integrable F.,-measurable random variable X,
such that X; — X almost surely as t — oo.

The following result shows, in particular, that, under the usual conditions on (F;);>o,

martingales are naturally cadlag.
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Theorem 4.3.5 (L' martingale convergence theorem). Let (X;)i>o be a uniformly integrable
cadlag martingale. Then there exists a random variable Xo, € LY (Fo) such that X; — X
as t — oo almost surely and in L'. Moreover, X; = E(Xy|F;) almost surely for all t > 0.
Moreover, if (F)i>o0 satisfies the usual conditions, then we may obtain all L'(Fy) random
variables in this way.

Proof. The proofs of the first two assertions are straightforward adaptations of the corre-
sponding discrete-time proofs. We give details only for the final assertion. Suppose that
(F)t>0 satisfies the usual conditions and that Y € L'(F.). Choose a version & of E(Y|F;)
for all t € D. Then (& )sep is uniformly integrable and (&;)sep, is a discrete-time martingale
foralln > 0. Set £* = sup,¢p |&| and write u[a, b] for the total number of disjoint upcrossings
of [a,b] by (& )iep. Set

Q=N () Qas

a,beQ, a<bd
where
O ={ <oo}, Qup={ula,b] < oo}.

Then the estimates from Theorems 4.3.1 and 4.3.3 apply to show that P(Q) = 1. Define for
t>0

Xt = lim 55190.

s—t, s>t, s€D
The usual conditions ensure that (X;);>o is adapted to (F;)i>0. It is straightforward to check
that (X;);>0 is cadlag and X; = E(Y'|F;) almost surely for all t > 0, so (X;)¢>0 is a uniformly
integrable cadlag martingale. Moreover, X; converges, with limit X, say, as t — oo, and
then X, =Y almost surely by the same argument used for the discrete-time case. 0

Theorem 4.3.6 (L” martingale convergence theorem). Let p € (1,00). Let (Xt)i>0 be an
LP-bounded cadlag martingale. Then there exists a random variable X, € LP(F) such that
X; = Xo as t — oo almost surely and in LP. Moreover, X; = E(Xo|F;) almost surely for
allt > 0. Moreover, if (F;)i>o satisfies the usual conditions, then we may obtain all LP(F,)
random variables in this way.

We say that a random variable
T:Q —[0,00]
is a stopping time if {T' <t} € F, for all t > 0. For a stopping time T', we set
Fr={AeTFo: An{T <t} € F forall t > 0}.
Given a cadlag random process X, we define X and the stopped process X* by
Xr(w) = Xrw)(w), X/ (W) = Xrwn(W)
where we leave Xr(w) undefined if T'(w) = oo and X;(w) fails to converge as t — oc.

Proposition 4.3.7. Let S and T be stopping times and let X be a cadlag adapted process.

Then
(a) SAT is a stopping time,
(b) Fr is a o-algebra,
(c

(d) Xrlreoo is an Fp-measurable random variable,

)
)
) if S <T, then Fs C Fr,
)
(e) XT is adapted.
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Theorem 4.3.8. Let X be a cadlag adapted integrable process. Then the following are
equivalent

(a) X is a martingale,
(b) for all bounded stopping times T and all stopping times S, Xr is integrable and

E(X7|Fs) = Xoar almost surely,

(c) for all stopping times T, the stopped process XT is a martingale,
(d) for all bounded stopping times T, Xr is integrable and

E(X7) = E(X)).
Moreover, if X is uniformly integrable, then (b) and (d) hold for all stopping times T .

Proof. Suppose (a) holds. Let S and T be stopping times, with 7" bounded, T' < ¢ say. Let
A€ Fg. For n >0, set

S, =27"[2"S], T,=2""[2"T].
Then S, and T, are stopping times and S,, | S and T}, | T" as n — oo. Since (X¢)>o is right
continuous, X7, — Xp almost surely as n — oo. By Theorem 2.2.3, X1, = E(X,1|57,)
o (Xz, : n > 0) is uniformly integrable and so X7, — Xp in L'. In particular, X is
integrable. Similarly Xg a7, — Xgar in L'. By Theorem 2.2.3 again,

E(Xr1,14) = E(Xg a7, 14)-

On letting n — oo, we deduce that (b) holds. For the rest of the proof we argue as in the
discrete-time case. O

5. WEAK CONVERGENCE

5.1. Definitions and characterizations. Let (u, : n € N) be a sequence of probability
measures on a metric space E, and let p be another probability measure on E. We say
that p, converges to p weakly on E and write u, — u weakly on E if p,(f) — p(f) for all
bounded continuous functions f on E. Here is a general result, which we will not prove, on
characterizations of weak convergence.

Theorem 5.1.1. The following are equivalent

(a) pn — p weakly on E,

(b) limsup,, 1, (C) < u(C) for all closed sets C,

(¢) liminf, p,(G) > w(G) for all open sets G,

(d) limy, g, (A) = u(A) for all Borel sets A with u(0A) = 0.

Here is a result of similar type for the case £ = R. A proof that (b) implies (c) is given
in [PM, Theorem 2.5.2].

Proposition 5.1.2. Let u, and p be probability measures on R. Denote by F,, and F' the
corresponding distribution functions. The following are equivalent

(a) pn — 1 weakly on R,
(b) F,.(z) = F(z) for all € R such that F(x—) = F(z),
(¢) on some probability space (2, F,P), for all n, there exist random variables X and
X, with laws p and w, respectively, such that X,, — X almost surely.
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5.2. Prohorov’s theorem. A sequence of probability measures (u, : n € N) on a metric
space S is said to be tight if, for all ¢ > 0, there exists a compact set K such that p,(S\K) < ¢
for all n.

Theorem 5.2.1 (Prohorov’s theorem). Let (p, : n € N) be a tight sequence of probability
measures on S. Then there exists a subsequence (ny) and a probability measure p on S such
that i, — p weakly on S.

Proof for the case S = R. Write F,, for the distribution function of u,. By a diagonal argu-
ment and by passing to a subsequence, it suffices to consider the case where F),(x) converges,
with limit g(x) say, for all rationals x. Then g is non-decreasing on the rationals, so has a
non-decreasing extension GG to R, and G has at most countably many discontinuities. It is
easy to check that, if G is continuous at x € R, then F,(z) — G(z). Set F(x) = G(x+).
Then F' is non-decreasing and right-continuous and F,(z) — F(z) at every point of conti-
nuity x of F. By tightness, for every € > 0, there exists R < oo such that F,,(—R) < ¢ and
F.(R) > 1 —¢ for all n. It follows that F(z) — 0 as x — —oc and F(x) — 1 as & — 00, so
F'is a distribution function. The result now follows from Proposition 5.1.2. 0

5.3. Weak convergence and characteristic functions. For a probability measure u on
R?, we define the characteristic function ¢ by

o(u) :/ ey (dr), ue R
Rd

Lemma 5.3.1. Let p be a probability measure on R with characteristic function ¢. Then

o 20 <07 [0 Reawyan

for all X € (0,00), where C = (1 —sin1)™! < oo.

Proof. 1t is elementary to check that, for all t > 1,

ct ! /t(l —cosv)dv > 1.
By a substitution, we deduce that, for ;11 y € R,
Lyza < CA /1//\(1 — cos uy)du.
Then, by Fubini’s theorem, :
1/ 1/
=3 <03 [ [0 = cosupunty) = €3 [ (1~ Restw)an

O

Theorem 5.3.2. Let (i, : n € N) be a sequence of probability measures on R and let i be
another probability measre on R%. Write ¢, and ¢ for the characteristic functions of y, and
w respectively. Then the following are equivalent

(a) p, — p weakly on RY,
(b) ¢n(u) — ¢(u), for all u € R
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Proof for d = 1. It is trivial that (a) implies (b). Suppose then that (b) holds. Since ¢ is a
characteristic function, it is continuous at 0, with ¢(0) = 1. So, given € > 0, we can find
A < oo such that

&) /Om(l ~ Reo(u))du < £/2.

By bounded convergence we have

/A /A
/ (1 — Re ¢, (u))du — / (1 — Re¢(u))du
0 0
as n — 00. So, for n sufficiently large,

,un(|y| > )‘) <e.

Hence the sequence (u, : n € N) is tight. By Prohorov’s theorem, there is at least one weak
limit point v.

Fix a bounded continuous function f on R and suppose for a contradiction that g, (f)
w1(f). By passing to a subsequence, we may assume without loss that |u,(f)—pu(f)| > ¢ for all
n, for some € > 0. But then, by the argument just given, on passing to a further subsequence,
we may assume that pu, converges weakly on R, with limit v say. Then ¢,(u) — ¥ (u) for
all u, where v is the characteristic function of v. But then ¥ = ¢ so v = u, by uniqueness
of characteristic functions [PM, Theorem 7.7.1], so u,(f) — w(f), which is impossible. It
follows that p,, — p weakly on R. O

The argument just given in fact establishes the following stronger result (in the case d = 1).

Theorem 5.3.3 (Lévy’s continuity theorem). Let (p, : n € N) be a sequence of probability
measures on R, Let u, have characteristic function ¢, and suppose that ¢,(u) — ¢(u)
for all u € R%, for some function ¢ which is continuous at 0. Then ¢ is the characteristic
function of a probability measure p and p,, — 1 weakly on RY.

6. LARGE DEVIATIONS

In some probability models, one is concerned not with typical behaviour but with rare
events, say of a catastrophic nature. The study of probabilities of rare events, in certain
structured asymptotic contexts, is known as the study of large deviations. We will illustrate
how this may be done in a simple case.

6.1. Cramér’s theorem.

Theorem 6.1.1 (Cramér’s theorem). Let (X, : n € N) be a sequence of independent,
identically distributed, integrable random variables. Set

Then, for all a > m,
1
lim —logP(S,, > an) = —¢*(a)
n—oo M
where Y* is the Legendre transform of the cumulant generating function v, given by

V() =logE(e™),  ¢*(x) = iglg{m — YN}
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Before giving the proof, we discuss two simple examples. Consider first the case where X;
has N(0, 1) distribution. Then ¥(\) = A?/2 and so ¥*(z) = 2?/2. Thus we find that

CL2

1
lim —logP(S, > an) = ——.

n—oo 1 2

Since S, has N(0,n) distribution, it is straightforward to check this directly.

Consider now a second example, where X; has exponential distribution of parameter 1.

Then .
E(em):/ e,\xezdl_:{l/(l—)\), if <1,
0

0, otherwise
SO

Y*(zr) =2z —1—logux.
In this example, for a > 1, we have
1
lim —logP(S,, > an) = —(a — 1 —loga).
n—oo 1

According to the central limit theorem, (S, — n)/y/n converges in distribution to N(0, 1).
Thus, for all a € R,

< 1 2
lim P(S, > n+ayn :/ e " 2.
n—oo ( \/_) a N 21

However that the large deviations for S,, do not show the same behaviour as N (0, 1).

The proof of Cramér’s theorem relies on certain properties of the functions v and *
which we collect in the next two results. Write p for the distribution of X; on R. We
exclude the trivial case u = 9,,, for which the theorem may be checked directly. For A > 0
with (\) < oo, define the tilted distribution py by

p(da) oc X p(da).
For K > m, define the conditioned distribution u(.|z < K) by
pldele < K) o< Lp<gyp(d).

The associated cumulant generating function 95 and Legendre transform 1}, are then given,
for A > 0 and x > m, by

Yi(N) =log E(e* X1 < K), ¥ (x) = sup{Az — (V).

A>0
Note that mg T m as K — oo, where mg = E(X;|X; < K).

Proposition 6.1.2. Assume that X, is integrable and not almost surely constant. For all
K >m and all A > 0, we have g (\) < oo and

br(A) T (\)  as K = oo,

Moreover, in the case where (X)) < oo for all X > 0, the function ¢ has a continuous
deriwative on [0,00) and is twice differentiable on (0, 00), with

W) = / rpa(dz),  ©"(N) = var(s)

and ' maps [0,00) homeomorphically to [m,sup(supp(u))).
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Lemma 6.1.3. Let a > m be such that P(X, > a) > 0. Then
Vi@) L 6*(0) as K — oo,

Moreover, in the case where (X)) < oo for all X > 0, the function ¥* is continuous at a,
with

V(a) = Na—(X)
where \* > 0 is determined uniquely by ¥'(\*) = a.

Proof. Suppose for now that ¥(\) < oo for all A > 0. Then the map A — Aa — ¥(A) is
strictly concave on [0, 00) with unique stationary point A* determined by ¢'(A\*) = a. Hence

wmwzigﬁx—wunzxw—wuw

and v* is continuous at a because 1)’ is a homeomorphism.

We return to the general case and note first that ¥} (a) is non-increasing in K, with
Ui-(a) > 1*(a) for all K. For K sufficiently large, we have

P(X; > alX, < K) >0

and a > m > mg, and i (A) < oo for all A > 0, so we may apply the preceding argument
to ux to see that

Vi (a) = Nga — ¥r(Xk)
where Ay > 0 is determined by 9% (A\j) = a. Now 9% ()) is non-decreasing in K and A, so
N5 b A" for some A\* > 0. Also 9% (A) > mg for all A > 0, so

r(Ak) = Yr(N7) +mr (X — A7)

Then
Ui(a) = Aga = br(Ag) < Aga = e (X) —=mr (A = A) = Na — (A7) <¢*(a).
So Y5 (a) | ¥*(a) as K — oo as claimed. O

Proof of Theorem 6.1.1. First we prove an upper bound. Fix a > m and note that, for all
n>1and all A >0,

]P;(Sn > &77/) < P(e)\Sn > eAan) < ef)\anE(e/\Sn) _ 6—()\a—¢(>\))n

” log P(S,, > an) < —(Aa — ¥ (A)n
and so, on optimizing over A > 0, we obtain
log P(S,, > an) < —¢*(a)n.

The proof will be completed by proving a complementary lower bound. Consider first the
case where P(X; < a) = 1. Set p = P(X; = a). Then E(eM¥17%) — p as A — oo by
bounded convergence, so

Aa—P(\) = —log E(e*®179)) — —logp
and hence 1*(a) > —logp. Now, for all n > 1, we have P(S,, > an) = p", so
log P(S,, > an) > —¢*(a)n.

When combined with the upper bound, this proves the claimed limit.
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Consider next the case where P(X; > a) > 0 and ¢(\) < oo for all A > 0. Fix € > 0 and
set b=a+ ¢ and ¢ = a + 2. We choose ¢ small enough so that P(X; > b) > 0. Then there
exists A > 0 such that ¢/(\) = b. Fix n > 1 and define a new probability measure P, by

dPy, = v gp,

Under Py, the random variables X, . .., X, are independent, with distribution u,, so Ey(X;) =
Y'(\) = b. Consider the event

A, ={|S/n—0b] <e} ={an < S, < cn}.
Then Py(A,,) — 1 as n — oo by the weak law of large numbers. Now
P(S, > an) > P(A,) = E\(e 5 H¥ng , ) > e=rentv(np, (4 )

SO

lim inf llog P(S, > an) > —Ac+ () > —¢*(c).
n

n—oo

On letting € — 0, we have ¢ — a, so ¥*(¢) — ¥*(a). Hence
1
lim inf — log P(S,, > an) > —¢*(a)
n—oo M

which, when combined with the upper bound, gives the claimed limit.

It remains to deal with the case where P(X; > a) > 0 without the restriction that
P(A) < oo for all A > 0. Fix n > 1 and K € (a,00) and define a new probability measure
]P)K by

dPK XX 1{X1§K 77777 XHSK}dIP)-
Under Pg, the random variables X,...,X,, are independent, with common distribution
(. ]z < K). We have a > m > E(X;|X; < K) and ¢ (N) < oo for all A > 0, so

1
lim infﬁ log Pr (S, > an) > =i (a).

n—o0

But
P(S, > an) > Pk(S, > an)
and ¥ (a) | ¥*(a) as K — oo. Hence
lim inf ! log P(S,, > an) > —¢*(a)

n—,oo N
which is the desired lower bound. O
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7. BROWNIAN MOTION

7.1. Definition. Let (B;)so be a continuous random process in RY. We say that (B;)sso is
a Brownian motion in R? if, for all s,t > 0 with s < t,

(i) By — Bs ~ N(0,(t — s)I),
(ii) B; — By is independent of (B, : u < s).

We recall that, for x € R? and t > 0, we write X ~ N(z,tI) to mean that X is a random
variable in R? having Gaussian distribution of mean = and covariance matrix ¢/. Thus, for
any bounded measurable function f on R

B(/(X)) = Pif(@) = [ plt.o.) )y
R
where p(t,z,y) = (2rt)~¥2e~l#=vI’/)  In standard usage, where a process is introduced
as a Brownian motion without mentioning the state-space, it is often assumed that this is
R. Similarly, where a process is introduced as a Brownian motion without mentioning the
initial state, it is often assumed that this is 0.

7.2. Wiener’s theorem. Write W, for the set of continuous paths C([0, 00), R%). For ¢ > 0,
define the coordinate function X; : Wy — R? by X;(w) = w(t). We equip W, with the o-
algebra Wy = o(X; : ¢ > 0). When d = 1 we write simply W and 'W. The measure p
identified in the next theorem is called Wiener measure.

Theorem 7.2.1 (Wiener’s theorem). There exists a unique probability measure p on (W, W)
such that (Xy)i>o0 is a Brownian motion starting from 0.

Proof. Conditions (i) and (ii) determine the finite dimensional distributions of any such
measure ji, So there can be at most one. To prove existence it will suffice to construct a
Brownian motion B on some probability space (Q,F,P). Then B : Q — W is measurable
and ;. = B~! o P has the required property.

For n > 0 denote by D, the set of integer multiples of 27" in [0,00) and denote by D
the union of these sets. Then DD is countable so, by a standard argument [PM, Section 2.4],
there exists, a probability space (£2, F,[P), on which there is defined a family of independent
N(0,1) random variables (Y; : t € D). For t € Dy = Z*, set f, = Y1 + -+ + Y;. Define
recursively, for n > 0 and t € D1 \ D,

B = %(ﬁr + ﬁs) + Z

where r =t — 27" 1 s =¢t 4+ 271 and Z, = V2 "2Y,. Note that the random variables
(B : t € D) are jointly Gaussian and zero mean, and that (541 — 3 : t € Dyp) is a sequence
of independent N (0, 1) random variables.

Suppose inductively for n > 0 that (S2-» — 5; : t € D,,) is a sequence of independent
N(0,27™) random variables. Consider the sequence (5; 9-n-1 — f; : t € D,yq). Fix t €
D41 \ D, and note that

By — Br = %(55 —Br)+Zs, Bs— B = %(53 — Br) = Zs.
Now

var (5(8s — B,)) - 27" = var(Z,)



SO
var(8; — B,) = var(Bs — B) = 27", cov(B — B, Bs — B) =0

On the other hand, we also have

COV(ﬁt - ﬂrv ﬁv - Bu) = COV(ﬂs - ﬁta ﬂv - 5u) =0

for any u,v € D,y with (u,v] N (r,s] = 0. Hence 5, — 5, and s — f; are independent
N(0,27"71) random variables, which are independent also of 3, — 3, for all such u,v. The
induction proceeds.

We have shown that (f;);ep has independent increments and that 5, — 55 has N(0,t — s)
distribution for all s,¢ € D with s < ¢. Choose p > 2 and set C,, = E(|3;]?). Then C, < o0
and

E(|8 — B.F) < Cplt — 5)”
Hence, by Kolmogorov’s criterion, there is a continuous process (B;):>¢ starting from 0 such
that B; = ; for all t € D almost surely.

Let s,t > 0 with s <t and let A € 0(B,, : u < s). There exist sequences (s, : n € N) and
(t, : n € N) such that s,,t, € D, and s < s, <t, for all n and s,, — s, t, — t. Also, there
exists Ag € (B, : u < s,u € D) such that 14 = 14, almost surely. Then, for any continous
bounded function f on R?,

E(f(Btn - Bsn)lA) = E(f(ﬁtn - 5sn)1Ao) = ]P)(AO) /Rd p(tn — Sns 07 y)f(y)dy

so, on letting n — oo, by bounded convergence,

B/ (B~ Bu)1a) =B(A) [ plt = 5.0.0) 1w
R
Hence (By):>0 is a Brownian motion. O

7.3. Transformations of Brownian motion. The first two statements concern the case
d=1.

Proposition 7.3.1. Let (Bi)i>o be a continuous random process starting from 0. The fol-
lowing are equivalent

(a) (Bt)eso is a Brownian motion,
(b) (Bt)e>o is a zero-mean Gaussian process with B(BsBy) = s At for all s,t > 0.

Proposition 7.3.2. Let (B;)i>o be a Brownian motion starting from 0. Then, for s > 0 and
c > 0, the following processes are also Brownian motions starting from 0

(a) (—B t>0),
(b) (Bsst — Bs 11 >0),
(c) (B2 : t>0)
(d) (tByy:t>0)

where in (d) the process is defined to take the value 0 when t =0, and for all t > 0 if this is
necessary to make it continuous.

In the last proposition, (c) is called the scaling property and (d) is called the time inversion

property.
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Proposition 7.3.3. Let (B;)is0 = (B}, ..., BY)0 be a random process in R, starting from
0. Let x € R The following are equivalent

(a) (Bt)i>0 is a Brownian motion,

b) (x 4+ By;)i>o 18 a Brownian motion starting from x,

( > g

(c) (B})iso0,-- -, (B0 are independent Brownian motions in R.

The last proposition makes clear that, for all z € RY, there exists a Brownian motion (B;);>o
starting from x, whose law on (W,, Wy) is unique. We denote this law by p, and call it
Wiener measure starting from x.

Proposition 7.3.4. The map (z, A) — pu.(A) : R x Wy — [0, 1] is a measurable probability
kernel.

Proposition 7.3.5. Let (B;)i>o be a Brownian motion in R and let U be an orthogonal
d x d matriz. Then (UBy)¢o is also a Brownian motion in R?.

7.4. Martingales. In this section, we assume that our probability space is equipped with a
filtration (F;)i>0. Let Qg € Fo. Let (By);>0 be a continuous adapted random process in R?
defined on §y. We say that (B;)i>o is an (F)i>o-Brownian motion if, for all s,t > 0 with
s < t and all bounded measurable functions f on R%, we have

E(f(B))|Fs) = P—sf(Bs) almost surely.

By a monotone class argument [PM, Theorem 2.1.2], it is equivalent to require this condition
only for bounded continuous functions f. We default to the case {2y = 2 unless otherwise
indicated.

Proposition 7.4.1. Let (B;);>0 be a continuous random process in R?. The following are
equivalent

(a) (Bt)e>o is a Brownian motion in the sense of Section 7.1

(b) (By)io is an (FB)s>o-Brownian motion.

Proposition 7.4.2. Let (B;)i>o be an (F;)i>o-Brownian motion defined on Qo € Fy and
let F' be a bounded measurable function on Wy. Then we can define a bounded measurable
function f on RY by

f@) = [ Fyu(dw)
Wy
and we have
E(F(B)la,) = E(f(Bo)lay)-
Proposition 7.4.3. Let (B;)i>0 be an (F;)i>0-Brownian motion in R starting from 0. Fix
A € R and define
Qi =B —t, Z;=exp{\B; — \*t/2}, t>0.

Then (Bt)i>0, (Qt)i>0 and (Z;)i>o are continuous (Fy)e>o-martingales.

Theorem 7.4.4. Let f € Cp*([0,00) x RY) and let (By)i>o be an (F,)i0-Brownian motion.
Define (M;)i>o by

M, = f(t, B;) — f(0, By) —/0 (2 +1A) f(s, By)ds.

Then (My)i>o is a continuous (Ft)i>o-martingale.
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Proof. 1t is straightforward to see that (M;);>¢ is continuous, adapted and integrable. It
remains to show, for s,t > 0, that

E(Msy — My|Fs) =0 almost surely.

Fix s > 0 and set 3
ft,x) = f(s+t,x), By=DBsu, Fi=Tu

Then B is an (f;”t)tZO-Brownian motion and My, — M, = M,, where
s+t
My = f(s+1t, Bsyt) — f(s, Bs) —/ (Z + 3A) f(r, B,)dr

= fie. By~ 0.5 - | (210 fr B dr

We have to show E(M;|Fo) = 0 almost surely. Since this is the same problem for all s > 0, it
will suffice to show that E(M;|Fy) = 0 almost surely. Now E(M;|Fy) = m(By) almost surely,
where m(z) = E,(M;) and the subscript x specifies the case By = x. So it will suffice to
show that E,(M;) = 0 for all z € R%

Now E,(M,) — 0 as s — 0, so it will suffice to show that E,(M; — M,) = 0 for all z € R?
and all 0 < s <t. We compute

BV~ M) = B (106,80~ 75,8 - | (24 10) fr Boyir)

— B /(.50 = Euf (5, B) — [ B (& +48) S B)dr

=/ p(t,z,y) f(t,y)dy — /psxy s,y)dy
Rd

// rxy(r %)(ry)dydr.

Now p satifies the heat equation Ep = 1Ap so, on integrating by parts twice in R?, we obtain

/St/de<T7xvy)( + 1A) f(r,y)dydr _/ / p(r,z,y) f(r,y))dydr

— [ pttaseody~ [ plsa) sy
R4 R
Hence E,(M; — M) = 0 as required. O

The conditions of boundedness on f and its derivative can be relaxed, while taking care that
(M;)s>0 remains integrable and the integrations by parts remain valid. There is a natural
alternative proof via [to’s formula once one has access to stochastic calculus.

7.5. Strong Markov property.

Theorem 7.5.1 (Strong Markov property). Let (Bi)i>o be an (F¢)i>o-Brownian motion
and let T be a stopping time. Then (Brit)iso i an (Frit)iso-Brownian motion defined on
{T < o0}.
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Proof. 1t is clear that (Bri¢)t>0 is continuous on {T" < oco}. Also Br,; is Fry,-measurable
on {T < oo} for all ¢ > 0, so (Brit)i>o0 18 (Fryt)>o-adapted on {T" < oo}. Let f be a
bounded continuous function on R?. Let s, > 0 with s < ¢ and let m € N and A € Fp,
with A C{T < m}. For n > 1, set T,, = 27"[2"T]. For k € {0,1,...,m2"}, set t;, = k27"
and consider the event A, = AN{T € (t, —27",tx]}. Then Ay € Fy, 1 and T, = 5 on Ag,
SO

E(f(Br,+)1a,) = E(f (B 41)1a,) = B(Bs f (Byts)1a,) = E(B—s f (Br,+5)14,)
On summing over k, we obtain
E(f(Br,+1)1a) = E(P—s f(Br,+5)1a)-
Then, by bounded convergence, on letting n — oo, we deduce that
E(f(Br+t)1a) = E(P—sf(Br+s)1a)
and hence, since m and A were arbitrary, we have shown
E(f(Brit)|Frss) = Pi—sf(Brys) almost surely on {7 < oo}

50 (Brit)i>o0 is an (Fry¢)i>o-Brownian motion defined on {T" < oo}. O

We specialize to the case d = 1.

Corollary 7.5.2 (Reflection principle). Let (B;)i>o be a Brownian motion starting from 0
and let a > 0. Set T = inf{t > 0: By = a} and define

X, — 2a — Bt; Zf T S t
P71 By, otherwise.

Then (X¢)i>o is also a Brownian motion starting from 0.

Proof. Note that T is a stopping time and Br = a on {T' < oo}. On the event {T < oo},
set

Bt - BT+t - BT, t Z 0

By the strong Markov property, conditional on {T" < oo}, (Bt)tz() is a Brownian motion
starting from 0 and independent of F7. Hence the same is true for (—B;);>0. But

By = Brpae + B(t—T)+ Lir<ooy, Xt = Bras — B(t—T)+ Lir<oey, t20.
Hence (B;)i>0 and (X¢)¢>o have the same distribution. O

7.6. Hitting times. Let (B;):;>o be a Brownian motion starting from 0. For a € R we define
the hitting time
T, =inf{t > 0: B, = a}.
Proposition 7.6.1. For a,b > 0, we have
P(Ta < OO) =1, P(T,a < Tb) = b/((l + b), E(T,a N Tb) = ab.
Moreover, T, has a density function, given by

Ft) = (a/V2rt3)e @2 ¢ >0.
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7.7. Sample path properties.

Proposition 7.7.1. Let (By)i>0 be a Brownian motion starting from 0. Then, almost surely,

(a) By/t — 0 ast — oo,

(b) inf;>¢ By = —00 and sup,~, By = oo,

(c) for all s >0, there exist t,u > s with By < 0 < B,,
(d) for all s > 0, there ezist t,u < s with B; <0 < B,,.

Theorem 7.7.2. Let B be a Brownian motion. Then, almost surely,

(a) for all o < 1/2, B is locally Hélder continuous of exponent «,
(b) foralla > 1/2, B is not Hélder continuous of exponent a on any non-trivial interval.

Proof. Fix a < 1/2 and choose p < oo so that a < 1/2 — 1/p. By scaling, we have
1B, = Billy < Cls — 42
where C' = || B ||, < 0o. Then, by Kolmogorov’s criterion, there exists K € L? such that
|B; — By| < Kl|s—t|%, s,t€][0,1].

Hence, by scaling, B is locally Hélder continuous of exponent «, almost surely. Then (a)
follows by considering a sequence «a,, > 1/2 with «,, — 1/2.

For any non-trivial interval I, there exist n > 0 and s,¢ € D, such that[s,¢t] C I. Here
D, ={k2": k€ Z*}. Fix m € N and let s,¢t € D, with s < t. Define for m > n

[B]Z?t = Z(BTH*W - BT)2

T

where the sum is taken over all 7 € D,, such that s < 7 < ¢t. The random variables
(B;io-m — B;)? are then independent, of mean 2™ and variance 272™*1. For the variance,
we used scaling and the fact that var(B?) = 2. Hence

E([B]™) =t —s, var([B]")=2""(t—s)

st st
so [B]7, — t—s > 0 almost surely as m — oco. On the other hand, if B is Holder continuous
of some exponent o > 1/2 and constant K on [s,t], then we have
(BT+27m . BT)2 S K22—2ma
SO
[B]Y, < K2272metm (¢ — ) — (.

Hence, almost surely, for all & > 1/2, there is no non-trivial interval on which (B;);>¢ is
Holder continuous of exponent «. 0

Proposition 7.7.3 (Blumenthal’s zero-one law). Let B be a Brownian motion in R? starting
from 0. Then

P(A) € {0,1} forall A€ TFJ. =0T, .

Proposition 7.7.4. Let A be a non-empty open subset of the unit sphere in R and let € > 0.
Consider the cone

C={recR:x=ty for some 0 <t<eyc A}
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Let (By)¢>o0 be a Brownian motion in R? starting from 0 and let
Te=inf{t >0: B, € C}.

Then T = 0 almost surely.

7.8. Recurrence and transience.
Theorem 7.8.1. Let B be a Brownian motion in R®.
(a) If d =1, then
P({t > 0: By = 0} is unbounded) = 1.
(b) If d =2, then
P(B; =0 for somet>0)=0
but, for any e > 0,
P({t > 0:|B:| < e} is unbounded) = 1.

(c) If d > 3, then
P(|B;| — o0 ast — o0) = 1.

The conclusions of this theorem are sometimes expressed by saying that Brownian motion
in R is point recurrent, that Brownian motion in R? is neighbourhood recurrent but does not
hit points and that Brownian motion in R? is transient for all d > 3.

Proof. Proposition 7.7.1(c) implies (a). To prove (b), we fix a € (0,1) and b > 1 and consider
the process X; = f(B;), where f € C?(R?) is chosen so that

f(z) =logl|z|, fora < |z| <D
Note that Af(z) =0 for a < |z| < b. Consider the process

M= (8) - 1B - § [ Aras

and the stopping time

T =inf{t > 0: |B;| = a or |B,| = b}.
By Theorem 7.4.4, (M;);>0 is a martingale. Then, by optional stopping, since (M;);>o is
bounded up to T, we have E(Mr) = E(My) = 0. Assume for now that |By| = 1. Then
My =log|Br|, so p = p(a,b) = P(|Br| = a) satisfies

ploga+ (1 —p)logb=0.
Consider first the limit a — 0 with b fixed. Then loga — —oo so p(a,b) — 0. Hence

P,(B: = 0 for some ¢t > 0) = 0 whenever |z| = 1. A scaling argument extends this to the
case || > 0. For z = 0 and for all € > 0, by the Markov property,

Py(B; = 0 for some t > ¢) = / p(e,0,y)P,(B; = 0 for some t > 0)dy = 0.
Rd

Since € > 0 is arbitrary, we deduce that Py(B; = 0 for some t > 0) = 0.

Consider now the limit b — oo with a = ¢ > 0 fixed. Then logb — oo, so p(a,b) — 1.
Hence P,(|B;| < € for some t > 0) = 1 whenever |z| = 1. A scaling argument extends this

to the case |x| > 0 and it is obvious by continuity for z = 0. It follows by the Markov
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property that, for all n, P(|B;| < € for some ¢ > n) = 1 and hence that P({t > 0 : |B;| <
e} is unbounded) = 1.

We turn to the proof of (c¢). Since the first three components of a Brownian motion in
R?, form a Brownian motion in R?, it suffices to consider the case d = 3. We have to show
that, almost surely, for all N € N, |B;| > N for all sufficiently large t. Fix N € N. Define a
sequence of stopping times (T} : k > 0) by setting Sy = 0 and, for k£ > 0,

Tk == mf{t Z Sk . |Bt| = N}, Sk+1 == inf{t Z Tk . |Bt| =N + 1}
Set p = P,(|B;] = N for some t), where || = N + 1. We can use an argument similar to
that used in (b), replacing the function log|z| by 1/|z|, to see that p = N/(N +1) < 1. By
the strong Markov property,

P(Tl < OO) < ]P)N(Tl < OO) =p
and, for k > 2,
]P)(Tk < OO) = ]P)(Tl < OO)PN(T]C,1 < OO)

Hence P(T} < o0) < p* and

P({t > 0:|B; = N} is unbounded ) = P(T} < oo for all k) =0

as required. O

7.9. Brownian motion and the Dirichlet problem. Let D be a connected open set in
R? with boundary 9D and let f : D — [0,00) and g : D — [0, 00) be measurable functions.
We assume that 0D satisfies the following exterior cone condition: for all y € 9D, there
exists € > 0 and a relatively open set A in the unit sphere such that, for all z € A and all
t € (0,¢e), y+te ¢ D. This condition is satisfied if, for all y € 9D, there is a neighbourhood
Uof yin R and a C! map F : U — R? such that F(y) = 0, F’'(y) is invertible, and
DNU ={zeU:F(z) >0}

By a solution to the Dirichlet problem (in D with data f and g), we mean any function
Y € C*(D) N C(D) satisfying

—%Aw =g in D,
Y =f in dD.

When = is replaced by > in this definition, twice, we say that ¢ is a supersolution.

We need the following characterization of harmonic functions in terms of averages. Denote
by ftz,, the uniform distribution on the sphere S(z, p) of radius p and centre .

Proposition 7.9.1. Let ¢ be a non-negative measurable function on D. Suppose that
o) = [ o)
S(z,p)
whenever S(x,p) C D. Then, either ¢ = oo, or ¢ € C°(D) with A¢p = 0.

Let B be a Brownian motion in R?. For a measurable function g and ¢ > 0, we define
functions P,g and Gg by

Py(z) = E.(g(By), Gglz) = E, / By,

whenever the defining integrals exist.
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Proposition 7.9.2. We have

(a)

1Pglloe < (1A (278) =2 vol(supp 9)) |9l o,

(b) for d >3,
|Ggllos < (14 vol(supp g))||g]loc,

(c) for d >3 and for g € C*(R?) of compact support, Gg € CZ(R?) and
—3iAGg =g.
Proof of (c). Note that
Go(z) = By /Ooo g(x+ B))dt.

By differentiating this formula under the integral, using the estimate in (b), we see that
Gg € CZ(RY).

To show that —%AGg =g, we fix 0 < s < t and write

S t ')
Gg(x) = Ey / g(x + B,)dr + / / p(r, z,y)g(y)dydr + EO/ g(x + B,)dr.
0 s JRA t

By differentiating under the integral we obtain

%AG’g(x) = %/0 EoAg(z + B,)dr

t [e%s)
+ %/ / Ap(r, z,y)g(y)dydr + %/ EoAg(z + B,)dr.
s JR4 t

We consider the limit s — 0 and t — oco. By the estimate in (a), the first and third terms
on the right tend to 0. Since %p = %Ap, the second term is given by

L, | #teanataray
= /de(t, z,y)g(y)dy — / p(s,z,y)9(y)dy = Pg(x) — E,g(Bs).

Rd
Now P,g(z) — 0 and E,g(B;) — g(x), so we obtain the desired identity. O

Theorem 7.9.3. For xz € D, set

T
o) = ( [ B+ 1(B01res )
0
where T'=1inf{t > 0: B, € 9D}. Then

(a) ¢ < for any non-negative supersolution ¢ of the Dirichlet problem,
(b) ¢ = 1 for any bounded solution v of the Dirichlet problem, provided T" < oo, P,-
almost surely, for all x € D,
(c) & is a solution of the Dirichlet problem, provided f € C(0D), g € C*(R%) and ¢ is
locally bounded.
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Proof of (a). Let 1 be a supersolution of the Dirichlet problem. Fix N € N and set
Dy={x€D:|z|] <N and |xr —0D| > 1/N}.
We can find § € CZ(R?) with § = on Dy. Set

M, = 0(By) — 0(Bo) — / LA0(B,)ds.

0

Then (M;):>o is a martingale, by Theorem 7.4.4. Denote by Ty the hitting time of 0Dy.
Then, by optional stopping, for x € Dy,

Y(r) = Ext)(Bryae) + Es /0 NM(—%A)w(Bt)dt.

We now let t — oo and N — oo. Since 1 is a supersolution, by monotone convergence,

T'n At TN At T
B [ (i 2B [ gB)d > [ g(Bod
0 0 0
and on {7 < oo} we have ¢)(Bryn:) = ¥(Br) > f(Br). Hence, if ¢» > 0, then
liminf o(Bryae) > f(Br)lrcss

and so, by Fatou’s lemma,
lim inf E$¢(BTNAt) Z E:c(f(BT)1T<oo)
Hence ¢(z) > ¢(x). O

Proof of (b). In the case where v is a bounded solution of the Dirichlet problem and T" < oo,
P,-almost surely, for all x € D, we have, as t — oo and N — oo,

TNt T
E, / (~1A)(By)dt — E, / o(B))dt
0 0
and 1 (Bryat) — f(Br) almost surely so, by bounded convergence,

limE,¢(Bryat) = Eo(f(Br)).
Hence ¢(x) = ¢(x). =

Proof of (c¢). Let Dy be a bounded open subset of D. Set Ty = inf{t > 0: B; ¢ Dy}. Then
T} is a stopping time and T < co almost surely. Set

Bt = Bry+t, f;Ft = T+t T= inf{t > 0: Bt ¢ D}.

Note that T < oo if and only if T' < oo and then By = BT- By the strong Markov property,
(Bt)i>0 is an (F4)¢>0-Brownian motion, so

é(z) = E, ( /0 (B /0 T (Bt + f(éfnmo)
(7.1) —F, ( /0 " g(Bt)dt) +E, (E ( /0 ' 9(B)dt + f(Bi)ljoo

)
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Note that ¢ = f on dD. We now prove that, for x € D and y € 9D, we have ¢(z) — f(y) as
x —y. Choose Dy = U N D, where U is a bounded open set in R? containing y. Consider,
under Py, for each x € D, the stopping time Ty(z) = inf{t > 0: 2 + B; € dDy}. Then

To(x)
o(x) =Ey (/0 g(x + By)dt + ¢(x + BTD(:C))> )

There exists an open cone C' in R? of positive height such that y + C' is disjoint from D. By
Proposition 7.7.4, Tc = inf{t > 0: y+ B, € C} = 0, Pp-almost surely. Note that Tz = 0
implies that x4 Br, ) € 0D for x sufficiently close to y and Ty(z) — 0 and x + By (z) — y as
x — 3. Since f is continuous on 9D, this then implies that ¢(x + By (z)) = f(2 + Bry@) —
f(y) as © — y. We have assumed that ¢ is locally bounded. Hence, by bounded convergence,
o(z) = f(y) as © — y, as claimed.

Consider for now the case where g(x) = 0 for all x € D. Fix z € D and take Dy = B(z, p)
where p > 0 is chosen so that B(x,p) C D. By rotational invariance, under P,, By, has the
uniform distribution p, , on S(z, p). Hence

6(x) = E,(¢(Bry)) = / 6(y)110.p(dy).

S(x,p)
Since ¢ is finite, it follows by Proposition 7.9.1 that ¢ € C*°(D) with A¢ = 0 in D. Then
¢ € C(D) and ¢ is a solution of the Dirichlet problem.

By linearity, it now suffices to treat the case where f(z) = 0 for all x € 9D. Moreover, it
also suffices to treat the case where d > 3. For, if d =1 or d = 2, we can simply apply the
result for d = 3 to cylindrical regions D and to functions g which depend only on the first
and second coordinates. Assume, for now, that D is bounded. Set

bo(z) = E, /0 " (Bt

where ¢ is a compactly supported function agreeing with g on D. By Proposition 7.9.2,
¢o € CZ(R?) with —1A¢y = g. On taking ¢ = ¢y and D = R?, Dy = D in (7.1), we find
that ¢o(z) = ¢(z) + ¢1(z) where

¢1(z) = Ey(do(Br)).
We showed above that this implies ¢; is harmonic in D so —%Agb = ¢ in D as required.

Finally, if D is unbounded, we can go back to (7.1) to see that —%A¢ = ¢ in Dy, for all
bounded open sets Dy C D, and hence in D. O

7.10. Donsker’s invariance principle. In this section we show that Brownian motion
provides a universal scaling limit for random walks having steps of zero mean and finite
variance. This can be considered as a generalization to processes of the central limit theorem.

Theorem 7.10.1 (Skorohod embedding for random walks). Let u be a probability measure
on R of mean 0 and variance 0® < oo. Then there exists a probability space (2, F,P) with
filtration (3F¢)i>0, on which is defined a Brownian motion (By);>o and a sequence of stopping
times 0 =Ty <Ty < Ty < ... such that, setting S, = Br,,

(i) (Ty)n>0 s a random walk with step mean o2,
(i) (Sn)n>o0 ts a random walk with step distribution .
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Proof. Define Borel measures p4 on [0, 00) by

e (A) = w(AN[0,00)), 1~ (A) = (A (0,00))

where fi(A) = p({z € R: —x € A}). There exists a probability space on which are defined a
Brownian motion (B;);>0 and a sequence ((X,,,Y;) : n € N) of independent random variables
in R? with law v given by

v(dz,dy) = C(z + y)p-(dz)p (dy)

where C' is a suitable normalizing constant. Set Fy = o(X,,Y, : n € N) and F; = o(Fp, fftB).
Set Ty = 0 and define recursively for n > 0

Th1=inf{t >T,: B, — Br, € {—X11,Yni1}}
Then T, is a stopping time for all n. Note that, since p has mean 0, we must have
C zp (dz) =C yu' (dy) = 1.
[0,00) [0,00)
Define a non-negative measurable function 7 on W x [0, 00)? by
T(w,z,y) =inf{t > 0:w(t) € {—x,y}}.
Then T} = 7(B, X1, Y1) so, by Proposition 7.6.1 and Fubini,

B = [yt

= C'/[(LOO)2 ry(r + y)ﬂ_(dl')/ﬁ'(dy) = / $2H_(d$) + /[0700) y2u+(dy) — 2

[0700)

and, for any Borel set A C [0, 00),

]P)(BTl - A) :/[ : / 1{w(7(w,x’y))e,4},u0(dw)u(dw,dy)
0,00)2 JW

=C /[O T Leny(x +y)u (do)ut(dy) = C /

m_dx/,tﬁdy: A).
o THY [O’oo)/l( )A (dy) = n(A)

Similarly, P(Br, € A) = u(A) also for A C (—00,0), so By, has distribution pu.
Now, by the strong Markov property, for each n > 1, the process (Bg,++ — Br,)t>0 is

a Brownian motion, independent of Fz,. Hence S,41 — S, = Br,,, — Br, has law p,
T,+1 — T}, has the same distribution as 77, and both these increments are independent of
(T1,51), ..., (Th, Sn). The result follows. O

We give C([0, 00), R) the topology of uniform convergence on compact time intervals. The
associated Borel g-algebra then coincides with the o-algebra generated by the coordinate
functions.

Theorem 7.10.2 (Donsker’s invariance principle). Let (S, )n>0 be a random walk with steps
of mean 0 and variance 1. Write (S¢)i>o for the linear interpolation

Sn+t = (]_ - t)Sn + tS»,H_l, t € [0, 1]

Then the law of (N~2Sx,)i>0 converges weakly to Wiener measure on C([0,00),R).
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Proof. Let (B;):>o be a Brownian motion and let (X,,,Y,),>1 be a sequence of independent
random variables, as in the proof of Theorem 7.10.1. Fix N > 1 and set B§N) = NY2By_1,.
Then (Bt(N))tzO is also a Brownian motion. Define a sequence of stopping times (7, ,SN))nZO
as in Theorem 7.10.1, but using (Bt(N))tzo in place of (B;)i>0. Set

S0 = BV ()
and interpolate linearly to form (St(N))tZO. Set

TV = NTIT™ G = NS00,

n n

Then (S™),50 has the same law as (N~/2Sy, )= on C(]0,00),R) and, for all n > 0,

n

We will show that, for all 7 < oo

sup |§t(N) — By — 0 in probability.
te[0,7]

Then, for any bounded continuous function ' on C([0,00), R), we have
F(S™) — F(B) in probability

so, by bounded convergence,

E(F((N"Y25x)i20)) = E(F(S™)) — E(F(B))
as required.
By the strong law of large numbers 7,,/n — 1 almost surely as n — oo. So, as N — o0,

N~' sup |T,, —n| — 0 almost surely.
n<NT

Hence, for all § > 0,

P(Sup ITN) — /N >5) — 0.

n<NT

By the intermediate value theorem, for n/N <t < (n+ 1)/N we have S’t(N) = B, for some
TN <u< Téﬂ Hence
{|18™) — B,| > ¢ for some t € [0, 7]} C A, U A,
where
Ay = {|T"V) —n/N| > § for some n < N7}
and
Ay ={|B, — By| > ¢ for some t € [0,7] and |[u —t| <6+ 1/N}.

The paths of (B;)t>o are uniformly continuous on [0,7]. So given £ > 0 we can find § > 0
so that P(Ay) < £/2 whenever N > 1/6. Then, by choosing N even larger if necessary, we
can ensure also that P(A;) < /2. Hence S™) — B, uniformly on [0, 7] in probability, as
required. 0]

We did not use the central limit theorem in this proof, so we have the following corollary
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Corollary 7.10.3 (Central limit theorem). Let (X, : n € N) be a sequence of independent,
identically distributed random variables, of mean 0 and variance 1. Set S, = X5 +---+ X,,.
Then S, /v/n converges weakly to the Gaussian distribution of mean 0 and variance 1.

Proof. Let f be a continuous bounded function on R and define z; : C'([0,00),R) — R by
x1(w) = wy. Set F' = foxy. Then F is a continuous bounded function on C([0,00),R). So

B (S,/v) = B(F(S™) > BF(B) = [ fla) e,

8. POISSON RANDOM MEASURES

8.1. Construction and basic properties. For A € (0,00) we say that a random variable
X in ZT U {oc} is Poisson of parameter A and write X ~ P()) if

P(X =n) =e*\"/n!
We also write X ~ P(0) to mean X = 0 and write X ~ P(c0) to mean X = oo.

Proposition 8.1.1 (Addition property). Let (N : k € N) be a sequence of independent
random variables, with Ny ~ P(\y) for all k. Then

Zoer(e)

Proposition 8.1.2 (Splitting property). Let N ~ P(\) and let (Y, : n € N) be a sequence
of independent, identically distributed random variables in N, independent of N. Set

N
Nk = Z ]-{Yn:k}-
n=1

Then (N, : k € N) is a sequence of independent random variables, with Ny ~ P(\pg) for all
k, where p, = P(Y] = k).

Let (E, &, 1) be a o-finite measure space. A Poisson random measure with intensity p is
a map
M:Qx&—Z"U{cc}
satisfying, for all sequences (A : k € N) of disjoint sets in &,

(i) M(UpAy) = 52 M(Ag),
(ii) (M(Ag) : k € N) is a sequence of independent random variables,

(iil) M(Ag) ~ P(u(Ayg)) for all k.
Denote by E* the set of ZT U {co}-valued measures on € and define, for A € €,
X:E*x&—-7Z"U{oo}, Xa:E"—=Z"U{x}
by
X(m, A) = X4(m) =m(A).

Set &* =0(Xa: A€ 8).
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Theorem 8.1.3. There exists a unique probability measure p* on (E*, E*) such that X is a
Poisson random measure with intensity p.

Proof. (Uniqueness.) For disjoint sets Ay, ..., Ay € € and nq,...,n, € ZT, set
A*={m e E":m(A;) =nq,...,m(Ax) = ni}.

Then, for any measure p* making X a Poisson random measure with intensity u,
k
(A7) = [ [ e u(A;)m /n;!
j=1

Since the set of such sets A* is a m-system generating €*, this implies that p* is uniquely
determined on £*.

(Eristence.) Consider first the case where A = pu(F) < co. There exists a probability space
(Q,F,P) on which are defined a random variable N ~ P(\) and a sequence of independent
random variables (Y}, : n € N), independent of N and all having distribution p/A. Set

N
(8.1) M(A) = Z Liv,eay, A€l
n=1

It is easy to check, using the Poisson splitting property, that M is a Poisson random measure
with intensity pu.

More generally, if (F, €, u) is o-finite, then E = U, Ej, for some sequence (Fj : k € N) of
disjoint sets in € such that p(Fx) < oo for all k. We can construct, on some probability
space, a sequence (M : k € N) of independent Poisson random measures, such that M, has
intensity 1g, p for all k. Set

M(A) =) My(A), A€t

It is easy to check, using the Poisson addition property, that M is a Poisson random measure
with intensity p. The law p* of M on E* is then a measure with the required properties. [
8.2. Integrals with respect to a Poisson random measure.

Theorem 8.2.1. Let M be a Poisson random measure on E with intensity p. Assume that
w(E) < oo. Let g be a measurable function on E. Define

M(g) = {({:Eg(y)M(dy), if M(E) < oo,

otherwise.

Then M(g) is a well-defined random variable and
(e 1) = exp{ [ (€00~ Dt |
E
Moreover, if g € L* (), then M(g) € L*(P) and

E(M(g)) = /E 9()uldy), var(M(g)) = /E 9(y)*u(dy).
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Proof. Set Ef = {m € E* : m(F) < oo} and note that M € E} almost surely. For any
m € Ej, we have m(|g| > n) = 0 for sufficiently large n € N, so g € L'(m). Moreover
the map m — m(g) : Ej — R is measurable. To see this, we note that in the case g = 14
for A € &, this is by definition of €*. This extends to ¢ simple by linearity, then to g
non-negative by monotone convergence, then to all g by linearity again.

Hence M (g) is well defined random variable and
0

It will suffice then to prove the claimed formulas in the case where M is given as in (8.1).
Then

E(e™M©)|N = n) = E(e™0)n = ( / iug(y (dy)) AT
E
SO

E (™M) ZE wM@)|N = n)P(N = n)

n=0

—z( [ esuta)) e ut = exp{ [~ 1t |

If g € L*(p) is integrable, then formulae for E(M(g)) and var(M(g)) may be obtained by a
similar argument. O

We now fix a o-finite measure space (E, €, K) and denote by p the product measure on
(0,00) x E determined by
w((0,t] x A) =tK(A), t>0,A€cct.

Let M be a Poisson random measure with intensity p and set M = M — p. We call M a
compensated Poisson random measure with intensity p. We use the filtration (F;):> given

by F; = o(FM N), where
FM =o(M((0,s] x A):s<t,Ac€), N={BecTFY . P(B)=0}.
Proposition 8.2.2. Assume that K(E) < co. Let g € L'(K). Set

M,(g) = { f(O,t]XE g(y)M(ds,dy), if M((0,t] x E) < oo for all t >0,
0, otherwise.

Then (My(g))i0 is a cadlag martingale with stationary independent increments. Moreover

(8.2) E(I12(g)) = ¢ /E 4y (dy)

and

(53) (e 0) —exp {1 [ (@10~ 1 iug(u) ()}
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Theorem 8.2.3. Let g € L*(K). Let (E, : n € N) be a sequence in & with E, T E and
w(Ey) < oo for all n. Then the restriction M™ of M to (0,00) X E, is a compensated

Poisson random measure with intensity 1, p. Set X' = Mt”(g). Then there exists a cadlag
martingale (Xt)i>o such that, for allt >0,

E (sup | Xy — XSIQ) — 0.

s<t

Set My(g) = X;. Then (My(g))i>0 has stationary independent increments and (8.2) and (8.3)
remain valid.

The process (M;(g))iso is (a version of) the stochastic integral of g with respect to M. We
write

(o)iso = | gl ¥M(ds.dy) almost suely,

(0,t]xE

Note that there is in general no preferred version and this ‘integral’ does not converge
absolutely.

Proof. Set g, = 1, g. Fix t > 0. By Doob’s L%-inequality and Proposition 8.2.2,

E (sup X7 — X;”F) < AB(XT = X9 =40 [ (g0 — g K =0

s<t E

as n,m — oo. Then there is a subsequence (ny) such that, almost surely as j, k — oo, for
all t >0,

sup | X — X7 — 0.
s<t
The uniform limit of cadlag functions is cadlag, so there is a cadlag process (X;):>o such

that, almost surely as k — oo, for all t > 0,

sup | X" — X| — 0.
s<t
Then, by Fatou’s lemma, as n — oo,

E (sup | X7 — XS\2> < 4t/ (gn — 9)*dK — 0.
E

s<t

In particular X]* — X, in L? for all ¢, from which it is easy to deduce (8.2) and that (X;);>o
inherits the martingale property. Moreover, using the inequality

€9 — 1 —dug| < u’g*/2,

for s,t > 0 with s <t and A € F, we can pass to the limit in the identity
B L) = oxp { (0 5) [ @0 1~ iug, 1)K dy) | P
E

to see that (X;);>o has stationary independent increments and (8.3) holds. O
46



9. LEVY PROCESSES

9.1. Definition and examples. A Lévy process is a cadlag process starting from 0 with
stationary independent increments. We call (a,b, K) a Lévy triple if a € [0,00), b € R and
K is a Borel measure on R with K({0}) = 0 and

/R (LA JyP) K (dy) < .

We call a the diffusivity, b the drift and K the Lévy measure. These notions generalize
naturally to processes with values in R? but we will consider only the case d = 1. Let B be a
Brownian motion and let M be a Poisson random measure, independent of B, with intensity
pon (0,00) x R, where p(dt, dy) = dt K(dy), as in the preceding section. Set

X, = aB, + bt +/ yM (ds, dy) +/ yM (ds,dy).

(0,¢]x{ly|<1} (0,8]x{ly|>1}

We interpret the last integral as 0 on the null set {M ((0,¢] x {|y| > 1}) = oo for some ¢t > 0}.
Then (X;):;>o is a Lévy process and, for all t > 0,

]E(eiuXt) _ etw(u)
where

Y(u) = Yapr(u) = ibu — %au2 + /(ewy — 1 —duyly<1) K (dy).
R

Thus, to every Lévy triple there corresponds a Lévy process. Moreover, given (X;);>o, we
can recover M by
M((0,t] x A) =#{s <t: X, — X,_ € A}

and so we can also recover b and y/aB. Hence the law of the Lévy process (X;);>o determines
the Lévy triple (a, b, K).
9.2. Lévy—Khinchin theorem.

Theorem 9.2.1 (Lévy—Khinchin theorem). Let X be a Lévy process. Then there exists a
unique Lévy triple (a,b, K) such that, for allt >0 and all u € R,

E(eiuxt) — otVap K (u)

Proof. For t > 0 and u € R, set ¢;(u) = E(e™Xt). Then ¢; : R — C is continuous. Since
(X¢)t>0 has stationary independent increments and

Xt = Xo + (Xt = Xo) + - 4+ (Xt = X(n—1)2)
we obtain, on taking characteristic functions, for all n € N,
Dnt(u) = (D (u))".
Since (X¢)i>o is cadlag, as t — s with ¢t > s, we have X; — Xj, so
[$e(u) = ()| < B — 1] SE((ulX, - Xo) A2) =0
uniformly on compacts in w. In particular, ¢,(u) — 1 as t — 0, so

|6 (W) |V™ = |pe/m(u)] = 1 asn — oo
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which implies that ¢;(u) # 0 for all £ > 0 and all u € R. Set

ét(u) d
() = / dz

z

where we integrate along a contour homotopic to (¢y(r) : r € [0,u]) in C\ {0}. Then
¥ : R — C is the unique continuous function such that v,(0) = 0 and, for all u € R,

<Z5t(u) — Yi(u)

Moreover, we then have, for all n € N,

Une(u) = napy(u)
and
Y(u) — Ys(u) ast— s with t > s.
Hence, by a standard argument, for all t > 0,

dr(u) = et (W)
where 1) = 11, and it remains to show that ¢ = 1,  for some Lévy triple (a, b, K).

Write v, for the law of X/,. Then, uniformly on compacts in u, as n — oo,

[ = Dnwady) = n(oru(w) - 1) - v(a)
SO :
/(1 — cos uy)nvy,(dy) — — Rep(u).
There is a constant C' < oo s]ich that, for all y € R
y21{‘y|§1} < C(1 — cosy)
and, for all A € (0, 00),

1/
Lijyiza < C)\/ (1 — cosuy)du.
0
Consider the measure 7, on R, given by

m(dy) = n(1 A ly|*)va(dy).

Then, as n — oo,
m(=11) = [ 1y (d)
R

< C’/(l — cosy)nv,(dy) — —C Rep(1)
R
and, for A > 1,
B (AN) = [ 1gmmma(dn)

/2
< C'/\/ /(1 — cos uy)nv,(dy)du
o Jr

1/2
— —C)\/ Re ¢ (u)du.
0
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Note that, since ¥(0) = 0, the final limit can be made arbitrarily small by choosing A
sufficiently large. Hence the sequence (7, : n € N) is bounded in total mass and tight.
By Prohorov’s theorem, there is a subsequence (ny) and a finite measure 1 on R such that
N, — 1 weakly on R. Fix a continuous function x on R with

Lyi<ty < x(Y) < lgyi<ay-

We have (dy)
e — Dny,(dy) = / e —1
[ =iy = [ e -0t
(e™ —1 —iuyx(y)) / iuyx (y)
= N (dy) + ————Na(dy)
/R\{O} LAy? R0} LAY
= / 0(u, y)nn(dy) + iuby,
R
where (¢ W)/ A )
_ J (e =1—iuyx(y))/(LAy), ity #0,
blu,y) = { —u2/2, if y = 0.
and

bn:/Ryx(y)n (dy).

TAy2™
Now 6(u,.) is a bounded continuous function for each u € R. So, on letting k — oo,

/R (1t )11 () — / 0(u,y)n(dy) = / (€ — 1 — iuyx(y)) K (dy) — Sar?

where
K(dy) = (1A y*) royn(dy), a=n({0}).
Then b,, must also converge, to 3 say, so we obtain

0l = i = o+ [ (€0 = 1 i () K () = )
where
b=p3— Ry(x(y) — Lyy<1y) K (dy).
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