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Abstract

This thesis focuses on the application of the enlargement of filtration to backward stochastic
differential equations (BSDEs) and optimal stopping problems. In particular, the thesis de-
velops the theory of the progressive enlargement of filtration with multiple random times
and their associated marks. Several extensions of the classical progressive enlargement of
filtration are derived, including a semimartingale decomposition theorem and a martin-
gale representation theorem. The extensions then allow for the study of BSDEs and opti-
mal stopping problems in an enlarged filtration. BSDEs are a very useful tool in stochas-
tic optimal control and mathematical finance, the usefulness in the latter being that the
solutions provide simultaneous calculation of derivative prices and their corresponding
hedging strategies. Enlargement of filtration has a very intuitive application to BSDEs in
a financial context, it models the effect that additional information has on the valuation of
derivatives and their hedging strategies. This thesis develops certain classical results on
BSDEs in the context of enlargement of filtration. The thesis then progresses to studying
the effect of additional information on the value process of an optimal stopping problem.
This again has an intuitive application to finance, as the effect of valuing American con-
tingent claims in the presence of additional information. A very useful decomposition of
the Snell envelope is derived. The thesis is rounded out with several applications of cer-
tain key results to topical fields in mathematical finance such as utility optimisation, risk
metrics and Snell envelopes.
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Notation

Unless otherwise stated, throughout the thesis, let (2, 7, F,P) be a probability space en-

dowed with a filtration F := (F;):>0 satisfying the usual conditions of right-continuity and

[P - completeness. The following list of notation will be assumed throughout the thesis:

Throughout this thesis, ' > 0 will be a fixed finite time and d € N.
N (i, 0?) is the Gaussian distribution with mean p and variance o2.

For an arbitrary filtration H = (#),-, and a sigma-algebra A, H ® A is understood
as follows,
HoA=(Ht®A)sg-

For an arbitrary filtration H, O(H) (resp. P(H)) is the optional sigma-algebra (resp.
predictable sigma-algebra) on H.

For an arbitrary set A C R?, B(A) denotes the Borel sigma-algebra on A.
For an arbitrary set A C R?, B(A) denotes the set of all real Borel functions on A.
For an arbitrary sigma-algebra A and p > 1,
LP(A) := {X: A- measurable such that ]E[|X|p]% < o0}
Any statement made about a process or random variable will be understood in the
almost sure sense unless the context suggests otherwise.

The term cadlag, from the French continue a droite, limite a gauche, will refer to a process
or function that is right continuous with left limits up to an evanescent set.

For two vectors z and y in R?, zy is understood as the dot product z7'y.

For a stochastic process X : (w,t) — X;(w), X will denote the entire process (X;):>0
while X; will denote the random variable X; at some ¢ > 0. Furthermore, denote
the left continuous version of the process X as X_ where, Xt— := limg; X with the
convention that Xy_ := Xj. The jump process of X, denoted AX can then be defined
as AX =X - X_.

For two stopping times 7 and v, the random set, denoted [, ] is defined as follows,
[r,v] ={t>0,weQ:7(w) <t <v(w)}

Similarly for the definitions of (7, v], [r,v)) and (7, v)).
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— Inaccordance with the definition 1.15 in Aksamit and Jeanblanc [2017], for two cadlag
local-martingales X and Y, the quadratic covariation process [X,Y] is the unique
cadlag, finite variation process such that XY — [X, Y] is a local martingale. Similarly,
the predictable quadratic covariation process (X, Y’) is, provided it exists, the unique
predictable finite variation process such that XY — (X, Y) is a local martingale. Fur-
thermore, the jumps of the quadratic covariation are A[X,Y] = AXAY.

— The definition of the quadratic covariation process is extended to the class of semi-
martingales as follows: For semimartingales X and Y, the quadratic covariation of X
and Y is defined as

[X,Y]:XY—/ Xt_dYt—/ Y, dX;.
0 0



Chapter 1

Introduction

1.1 Overview

This thesis extends the current, well-published theory of enlargement of filtration with
the aim of applying the newly established foundation to two independent fields of math-
ematics: backward stochastic differential equations and optimal stopping problems. The
importance of this work, as well as a clearer definition of the scope, is expanded on in the
following paragraphs. While this thesis is purely mathematical in nature, its application
and the intuition behind the results can be interpreted in a mathematical finance context.
Central to the study of financial markets is the concept of information. More specifically,
this thesis focuses on two topics in the context of financial market information: potential
asymmetries between two parties to a financial agreement and secondly the amount of
financial information that is necessary to act as a rational market participant. Mathemati-
cally, these two topics can be modelled using the enlargement of filtration. A filtration is
a mathematical construct that models the sequential increase in information through time.
For example, financial information arriving in the form of news and stock market prices
would be “added” to the “market” filtration. This information is freely available to every-
one in the market and therefore it can be assumed that all market participants have at least
this much information available to them to guide their decisions. An insider trader may
have access to potentially more information and therefore a larger filtration. Filtrations can
also be generated by more granular forms of financial market data, for example, a filtra-
tion can be generated by a particular share price. Filtrations also model the necessity of
information, for example, the probability of one option expiring in-the-money may or may
not be dependent on whether another option expires in-the-money. This could be deter-
mined by assessing whether the filtrations generated by these two informational flows are
independent of each other. Central to credit risk modelling is the notion of a credit default
event which is triggered when a party to a financial agreement is unable meet their pay-
ment obligations. The time at which the credit default event occurs is called a default time.
Additional information that may arise at the time of default, for example the loss given de-
fault, is captured by the default time’s associated mark. A party conducting many financial
agreements is exposed to multiple credit default events. It is in their interest to understand
the dependencies between these default events. This thesis aims at modelling multiple de-
fault times and their associated marks to enable these dependencies to be incorporated. The
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inter-dependencies between credit default events are modelled as well the dependencies
between these default events and the rest of the financial market. For example, consider a
bank which loans money to several different borrowers in different geographic regions and
industries. In determining the amount of interest to charge on these loans, the bank would
need to take into account the correlation between the default propensities of each of the in-
dividual borrowers as well as any correlations between the borrowers’ default propensities
and other market factors that may affect the bank’s liquidity. The aim is to solve this prob-
lem by assuming a given set of market information (the market filtration) and enlarging
this filtration with progressive knowledge about the default times and associated marks.
By assuming a general dependency between the default times, associated marks and the
reference filtration, standard quantitative finance techniques such as valuing and hedging
financial products are derived.

A central theme of enlargement of filtration is the fundamental question of whether semi-
martingales in the reference filtration remain semimartingales in the enlarged filtration.
Semimartingales play a crucial role in mathematical finance; being good integrators, they
enable the valuation of contingent claims and the associated hedging strategies. To en-
able the enlarged filtration to be treated in a mathematical finance context, it is important
that the same semimartingales in the reference filtration remain semimartingales in the en-
larged filtration. For example, consider a predictable trading strategy ¢ = (¢¢)y<;<p ON
a stock price process S = (S¢),<,<r that are both adapted to the reference filtration. We
assume here that S'is a semimaﬁiﬁgale in the reference filtration. The value of the trading
strategy at time 7" is Vp := fOT ¢+dS;. In order for this quantity to have meaning in the
enlarged filtration, we need (among other things) that S remains a semimartingale in the
enlarged filtration. The preservation of semimartingales also has links to the existence of
arbitrage opportunities; indeed, under certain conditions, the existence of a semimartin-
gale decomposition formula in the enlarged filtration implies the existence of a risk-neutral
measure in the enlarged space. The study of arbitrages and the enlargement of filtration is
a well-studied topic and is given attention in the literature review.

Another central theme of this thesis is the predictable representation theorem in the en-
larged filtration. A predictable representation theorem with respect to a given filtration
and a set of generating martingales allows one to represent a random variable (and hence
uniformly integrable martingales) as a stochastic integral of a predictable process with re-
spect to the set of generating martingales. This is closely related to the concept of market
completeness in mathematical finance. Indeed, it allows one to derive the hedging strategy
and hence the price of any contingent claim in the financial market. It is therefore important
to study whether a predictable representation theorem holds in the enlarged filtration if it
does hold in the reference filtration. Furthermore, what is the resulting set of generating
martingales?

Having introduced the financial intuition behind this research, the mathematical introduc-
tion along with a comprehensive literature review is given in the following.

Enlargement of filtration is the study of two filtrations, the reference or market filtration F
and the enlarged filtration G := (G,);>0 such that 7, C G, for all t > 0, the fundamental
question being, under which conditions do F-martingales remain G-semimartingales? This study
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began in the late 70’s in the French school of mathematics with the seminal works of Jeulin
and Yor [1978],Yor [1978], Yor [1980], Jeulin [1980], Meyer [1980] and Jacod [1985] laying
the foundation for further work. Enlargement of filtration has primarily focused on two
methods of enlarging the filtration IF:

— Initial enlargement of filtration: Given a random variable £, G is the smallest right-
continuous filtration such that ¢ is G; measurable for all ¢ > 0.

— Progressive enlargement of filtration: Given a non-negative random variable 7, G is
the smallest right-continuous filtration such that 7 is a G stopping time.

Due to the complexity of enlarging a filtration with an arbitrary random variable, the liter-
ature has predominantly studied various conditions to be placed on either £ or 7 such that
meaningful analysis can be done in the enlarged space (see section 2.5 in Song [2015] and
the references within for an overview of these conditions).

1.2 Literature Review

The following subsection presents a review of the current literature on the relevant topics
in this thesis, enlargement of filtration, backward stochastic differential equations and op-
timal stopping problems. The aim of this subsection is to familiarise the reader with the
history and current landscape of this research that has inspired this thesis.

1.2.1 Enlargement of Filtration

Enlargement of filtration has since gained a lot of attention in the literature due to its ap-
plications to a number of important topics in stochastic analysis and mathematical finance.
An enlarged filtration has a straight-forward practical understanding, that being the mod-
elling of two agents in a financial market, one of whom has only the information that the
rest of the market has and one of whom has extra information. This intuition naturally
raises several questions such as;

1. By having extra information, may the insider take advantage of any arbitrage opportunities?

2. Given that the financial market under consideration is complete, does the insider too enjoy a
complete market?

3. Given the ability to value contingent claims in the financial market, how may the insider value
the claims differently?

4. How may the insiders quantify the value of their extra information?

5. Having derived mathematical tools for how an insider may react with extra information, can
we exploit these to detect insider trading?

These questions, among others, have gained a significant amount of attention in the litera-
ture.
Arbitrages in the insider market are dealt with in Aksamit et al. [2014], Aksamit et al. [2015],



1.2 Literature Review 6

Acciaio etal. [2016] and Aksamit et al. [2017]. Here the authors work under a specific defini-
tion of no-arbitrage (see Fontana [2015] for a detailed explanation of different no-arbitrage
conditions) and consider under what conditions extra information does not yield any ar-
bitrage opportunities. Thanks to the seminal works of Delbaen and Schachermayer [1994]
and Delbaen and Schachermayer [1995], the existence of arbitrages for the insider is closely
linked to the fundamental question of whether F martingales remain G semimartingales.
Given that the financial market under consideration is complete, meaning that every con-
tingent claim is attainable and can be hedged in an arbitrage free manner, the completion of
the insider market is not trivial. Indeed, the class of contingent claims under the insider’s
information is larger and therefore more care needs to be taken in describing their hedging
strategies. This is dealt with in Grorud and Pontier [2001], here the authors show that under
certain conditions on the extra information, the insider enjoys a complete market. Comple-
tion of financial markets is very closely related to martingale representation. Assuming the
financial market enjoys martingale representation, Amendinger [2000], Amendinger et al.
[2003], Jeanblanc and Song [2015] and Fontana [2018] study under what conditions will
the enlarged filtration enjoy martingale representation. Here the authors show that, un-
der certain assumptions and a given set of generating martingales in the reference space,
the enlarged space enjoys martingale representation with respect to a possibly larger set of
generating martingales.

An important tool for valuing contingent claims and simultaneous calculation of their
hedging strategy in a complete market is backward stochastic differential equations (BS-
DEs), first considered in a mathematical finance context in El Karoui et al. [1997b]. A
particular area of interest in the study of BSDEs is the conditions under which solutions
exist and in which these solutions are unique. A progression in the context of enlargement
of filtration is, given the existence and uniqueness of solutions in the reference space, un-
der what conditions on the extra information will the solutions exist and remain unique in
the insider space? A financial interpretation of this result would be, given that non-insiders
are able to price any contingent claim and determine the appropriate hedging strategy, how
may an insider do so and, given the presence of additional information, may there be more
than one price of a contingent claim? Eyraud-Loisel [2005], Jeanblanc and Le Cam [2009b],
Eyraud-Loisel and Royer-Carenzi [2010] and Kharroubi and Lim [2014] study the existence
and uniqueness of solutions to BSDEs in the enlarged filtration. Here the authors focus on
conditions on the extra information such that solutions remain existent and unique in the
enlarged space.

When considering extra information in a financial context, a natural question to ask is how
much an individual should be willing to pay for extra information. This equates to quan-
tifying the value of extra information. This too is non-trivial and relies on a subjective
measure of additional information. The first consideration of this problem was in Pikovsky
and Karatzas [1996]; here the authors consider an optimal investment problem for an in-
sider and a non-insider. Amendinger et al. [1998] consider the additional logarithmic utility
that an insider achieves compared with a non-insider when trading a financial derivative;
the authors extend their work to the case of a general utility function in Amendinger et al.
[2003]. Chau et al. [2020] attempt quantifying the value of extra information by consider-
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ing optimal investment and consumption strategies in the insider market. Ankirchner et al.
[2006] quantify the value of extra information via entropy-related quantities, linking their
results back to the case of a logarithmic utility function. Beissner and Tolle [2018] give a
framework for defining the convergence of sigma-algebras; while the authors do not use
this metric for the valuation of extra information, their results can be understood as metri-
cising the value of extra information.

Having derived numerous mathematical results for the effect of insider information in a fi-
nancial market, Grorud and Pontier [1998] propose a statistical test to test for the presence
of insider trading.

Other miscellaneous references that the interested reader should consider are Kchia and
Protter [2014], here the authors, much like in Beissner and To6lle [2018], consider the con-
vergence of sigma-algebras; using their results they study a filtration enlarged by the nat-
ural filtration of a convergent sequence of cadlag processes. They show that under certain
assumptions on the sequence of processes, the question of whether F-martingales remain
G-semimartingales can be answered in the affirmative. Kchia et al. [2013] give an interest-
ing account on the link between initial and progressive enlargement of filtration; here the
authors define the notion of agreement of sigma-algebras; using this they prove that the ini-
tial and progressively enlarged filtrations agree after the random default time. Follmer and
Imkeller [1993] provide an interesting example of when an insider’s information is elim-
inated by a change of measure, however, the resulting enlarged space with new measure
does not coincide with the reference space.

1.2.2 Backward Stochastic Differential Equations and Optimal
Stopping Problems

Backward stochastic differential equations (BSDEs) were first introduced in the seminal
paper by Pardoux and Peng [1990]. Since then, several works have continued this research,
predominantly focusing on necessary conditions to ensure the existence and uniqueness
of solutions to BSDEs. BSDEs provide an incredibly powerful tool used in mathematical
finance and stochastic optimal control.

El Karoui et al. [1997b] provide in depth analysis of the application of BSDEs to finance.
Here the authors recall standard results on the existence and uniqueness of solutions; they
then analyse the use of BSDEs to valuing contingent claims, the utility of using BSDEs is
that the solution not only values the claim but also simultaneously computes the hedging
portfolio. The authors then show how BSDEs can be applied to stochastic optimal control
problems, focusing on their applications to optimal investment strategies.

The connection between BSDEs and utility maximisation is shown in Hu et al. [2005] where
the authors show how to solve a utility maximisation problem using an exponential utility
function by correctly parameterising the driver of a BSDE. Of particular importance to this
thesis is the effect that an enlarged filtration has on the utility maximisation problem and
BSDEs. One way to do this is to consider BSDEs where the terminal time is random. This is
dealt with (among others) in Eyraud-Loisel and Royer-Carenzi [2010] and Jeanblanc et al.
[2015] where the authors consider BSDEs up to a random time horizon. The former proves
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the existence and uniqueness of the BSDE and relates it to the pricing of American-stlye
options. The latter article shows how the exponential utility maximisation problem in an
enlarged filtration can be formulate using a BSDE with a random time horizon.

Dynamic risk measures have a natural connection to the solutions of a BSDE, first consid-
ered in Detlefsen and Scandolo [2005] where the authors define a subset of risk measures
called "Dynamic Risk Measures” that are solutions to a BSDE provided certain constraints
on the parameters of the BSDE. This then was extended to the case of a progressive enlarge-
ment of filtration in Calvia and Gianin [2020] where the author attempts to decompose the
risk measure in the enlarged filtration as a sum of two risk measures in the reference filtra-
tion.

A particular stochastic optimal control problem that will be relevant in this thesis is optimal
stopping problems. This can be interpreted as an agent who can receive a random reward
at any particular point in time; her decision is to find the best time to exercise her reward.
BSDEs have a very natural application to optimal stopping problems, first introduced by
Cvitanic and Karatzas [1996] and El Karoui et al. [1997a], here the authors show that when
the solutions of BSDEs are constrained by a reflecting barrier, the value process of the op-
timal stopping problem and the optimal exercise time can be derived from the solution
to such a BSDE. In the context of enlargement of filtration, Esmaeeli and Imkeller [2018]
considers how the value process of an optimal stopping problem in an initially enlarged
filtration can be written as a parameterised value process in the reference filtration. To our
knowledge, this is the only consideration of optimal stopping problems and enlargement
of filtration together.

1.3 The Contributions of this Thesis

The overarching contribution of this thesis is the extension of progressive enlargement
techniques to the case of multiple default times and their associated marks. These exten-
sions are then applied to two areas of interest in financial mathematics, namely backward
stochastic differential equations and optimal stopping problems. The following subsection
gives a cursory overview of the presentation of the thesis. The subsequent subsections then
detail the layout and contributions of each chapter.

1.3.1 Overview of the thesis

The goal of the thesis is to develop the theory of enlargement of filtration with respect to
multiple default times and their associated marks to create a framework for studying back-
ward stochastic differential equations and optimal stopping problems in the presence of
multiple defaults. The thesis is structured as follows: chapter 2 introduces the important
mathematical preliminaries used throughout the thesis as well as introducing the enlarge-
ment of filtration. This chapter presents no original results but is important in laying the
foundation for later contributions. Chapter 3 develops the theory of the progressive en-
largement of filtration with multiple random times and their associated marks. The chap-
ter contains two main contributions, theorems 3.2.7 and 3.2.10. These two results are used
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extensively in chapter 4 and 5. Chapter 4 presents a framework for analysing the solu-
tions to backward stochastic differential equations in a progressively enlarged filtration
with multiple random times and their marks, extending the work of Eyraud-Loisel and
Royer-Carenzi [2010], Kharroubi and Lim [2014] and Calvia and Gianin [2020]. Here the
main contributions are theorems 4.1.2, 4.2.1, 4.3.1 and 4.3.2. Finally, chapter 5 studies two
methods of solving an optimal stopping problem in the enlarged filtration, the classical su-
permartingale approach and the reflected BSDE approach. The utility of the results are then
demonstrated via an example with a known solution. This chapter presents a novel way
of transferring the Snell envelope in the enlarged filtration to a series of Snell envelopes in
the reference filtration. The main contributions being theorems 5.2.3, 5.4.2 and 5.4.3.

1.3.2 Chapter2

Section 2.1 introduces the mathematics and intuition behind the enlargement of filtration.
The section begins with a famous example of the semimartingale property not being con-
served when moving from the reference filtration to the enlarged filtration, highlighting
the foundation of the study of enlargement. By simply considering an arbitrarily enlarged
filtration, there is no guarentee that the semimartingale property will be conserved. For
this reason, a certain structure or assumption needs to be made on how a filtration is en-
larged. The well-known Jacod’s density hypothesis, developed by Jean Jacod in 1985, is
introduced here and proceeds to be an extremely useful tool throughout the thesis. The
consequences of this assumption are then applied to two cases of enlargement of filtration;
initial enlargement of filtration (section 2.2) and progressive enlargement of filtration (section
2.3).

Section 2.2 presents known results on the initial enlargement of filtration. While this section
merely acts as a necessary predecessor to section 2.3 and chapter 3, Proposition 2.2.3 is a
crucial result and is used extensively throughout the thesis.

Section 2.3 too presents known results on the progressive enlargement of filtration. This
section acts as a road-map for chapter 3, meaning chapter 3 largely mirrors section 2.3
extending the results to the case of multiple default times and their associated marks.
The main results to be extended are the projection and decomposition formulas (section
2.3.1), martingales in the enlarged filtration (section 2.3.2) and the predictable representa-
tion property (section 2.3.3). The only original result (to our knowledge) from this section
and the entire chapter is corollary 2.3.2.1, this being a very useful result that is applied in
theorems 2.3.6 and 3.2.7.

1.3.3 Chapter3

Chapter 3 extends the known theory on the one-default progressive enlargement of filtra-
tion under a Jacod density hypothesis to the case of multiple defaults with associated marks
under Jacod density hypothesis on all default times and marks. This chapter sets up the
application-focused chapters 4 and 5.

Section 3.1 sets up the enlarged filtrations that are used throughout chapters 3, 4 and 5. The
multiple default and associated mark setup is not an original formulation but is taken from
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(among others) Pham [2010].

Next, section 3.2 begins presenting known results in this setup, predominantly having been
derived in Pham [2010]. Lemma 3.2.3 is a new contribution of the thesis and both supports
the iterative nature of the multiple default enlargement and introduces some key processes
used throughout the thesis. Having set the multiple default framework and defined the
necessary processes and notation, the chapter proceeds to extend the one-default progres-
sive enlargement of filtration theory, starting with projection formulas in subsection 3.2.1.
Here it is shown how to project integrable random variables from the enlarged filtrations
to the reference filtration, the main contribution being proposition 3.2.4. Next, subsection
3.2.2 proves a characterisation of martingales in the enlarged filtration in terms of parame-
terised martingales in the reference filtration, the purpose being to prove that semimartin-
gales are preserved in this setup. The main contributions from this section are theorem
3.2.5, proposition 3.2.6 ultimately leading to corollary 3.2.6.1. Building on these two previ-
ous subsections, section 3.2.3 proves that any martingale in the reference filtration indeed
remains a semimartingale in the enlarged filtration, answering the fundamental question
of enlargement of filtration. The key contributions of this section are theorem 3.2.7, corol-
lary 3.2.7.2 and the instructive argument presented before and including proposition 3.2.8.
Subsection 3.2.4 then introduces an important family of jump measures used in represent-
ing martingales in the enlarged filtration. This section does not present any original results
or derivations but instead defines the measures and their compensators. Finally, subsec-
tion 3.2.5 presents the main contribution of chapter 3, utlising the previous four subsec-
tions. Here a predictable representation property for martingales in the enlarged filtration
is proven in theorem 3.2.10. This result is key in studying backward differential equations
in the enlarged filtration.

1.3.4 Chapter 4

Chapter 4 studies backward stochastic differential equations (BSDEs) in the multiple de-
fault setup of chapter 3, ultimately extending the work of Kharroubi and Lim [2014] and
Calvia and Gianin [2020].

The chapter begins with some useful preliminary results and definitions, adapting the
setup of chapter 3 in a Brownian setting. Subsection 4.1 presents the BSDE to be stud-
ied along with the key result of the chapter. Assuming Lipschitz-continuity of the BSDE’s
driver, theorem 4.1.2 proves that the solution to BSDE (4.4) exists and is unique. This result
serves as the main contribution of the chapter and extends theorems 3.1 and 4.1 in Khar-
roubi and Lim [2014]. In completing the study of BSDE (4.4), theorem 4.2.1 of subsection
4.2 briefly proves a comparison theorem for its solutions. Subsection 4.3 progresses to the
task of solving BSDE (4.4) in terms of BSDEs in the reference filtration. This is done in two
ways, firstly by assuming a simplified representation of the driver of BSDE (4.4); its solu-
tion is proved to be a series of parameterisations of a single set of solutions to a BSDE in
the reference filtration. Secondly, BSDE (4.4) with only hypothesis 6 assumed for its driver
is proved to be solved by parameterising a series of solutions to BSDEs in the reference
filtration, the main contributions of this section being theorems 4.3.1 and 4.3.2. Finally, sub-
section 4.4 rounds out chapter 4 with two brief examples of applying BSDE (4.4) and the
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results derived in the previous three subsections. Utility maximisation and risk measures
are used to illustrate the power of the previous results. No significant contribution is made
in this subsection; the results presented are merely a view in to the utility of the previously
derived results. Further research could certainly stem from the more detailed application
of these results.

1.3.5 Chapter 5

Chapter 5 studies the effect of enlargement of filtration on optimal stopping problems, the
combined study having received very little attention in the literature. The chapter does not
attempt to prove any novelties in the field of optimal stopping problems but instead proves
a transfer formula for the Snell envelope in the enlarged filtration to a series of processes in
the reference filtration, the main contribution of the chapter being theorem 5.2.3 proven in
subsection 5.2. The utility of this theorem is then demonstrated by solving a well-known
optimal stopping problem, that being the optimal stopping of a Brownian bridge, only
using results from 3 and 5. Section 5.3 is devoted to introducing the problem as well as
its previously derived solutions and then reproducing the solution using the novel method
derived in subsection 5.2. Finally, Section 5.4, similar to chapter 4, studies reflected BSDEs
in the enlarged filtration, the connection with optimal stopping problems being detailed
at the start of the section. An existence and uniqueness theorem is proved similarly to
theorem 4.1.2 in chapter 4. The solution of the reflected BSDE is then proved to be derived
from a series of parameterised solutions in the reference filtration, much like theorem 4.3.2.
The main contributions of this section are theorems 5.4.2 and 5.4.3.



Chapter 2

One-default Enlargement of
Filtration

This chapter introduces the technicalities of enlargement of filtration. No new results are
derived in this chapter, it is merely to introduce the techniques used to transfer existing
theory of the one-default enlargement of filtration to the case of multiple defaults. The
following results can all be found in Callegaro et al. [2013] and Aksamit and Jeanblanc
[2017] with the precise references to follow.

2.1 Jacod’s Density Hypothesis

Before introducing Jacod’s density hypothesis, a well-known example presented in Propo-
sition 1.1 in Ernst et al. [2017] is given below to motivate the need for conditions to be
placed on the enlarged filtration G.

Suppose for the moment that (Q, F,F,P) is a filtered probability space supporting a 1-
dimensional Brownian motion W, such that F is its natural, completed filtration. Consider
for any € > 0, the enlarged filtration G defined as G; = F;4 for all t > 0, clearly, 7; C G;.
The fundamental question of enlargement of filtration is Do F-semimartingales remain semi-
martingales in the enlarged filtration? In this current setup, we ask the question of whether
the F-Brownian motion W remains a semimartingale in the enlarged filtration G. This is in
fact not the case and is shown as follows: for n > 1, define

> k=1 Sign(A})

Hy' = n Li(k—1)e<nt<ke}

where A} = Wy — W_1).. Note that H" is G-predictable and H" — 0 uniformly. Now

n
consider

[ zaw, - Zim 81

0 n

Note that /nA} ~ N(0,¢), meaning by the law of large numbers fot HMW, — E[|[W.]].
Now by the Bichteler-Dellacherie theorem, W is a G-semimartingale if for any G-predictable
process H" such that H" — 0, then fo HdW; — 0. It is concluded that W is not a G-
semimartingale.
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This example illustrates the non-triviality of enlargement of filtration, W is clearly G-
adapted however the anticipative nature of the enlargement renders W not even a G-
semimartingale.

In the case of enlarging F with a random variable (initially or progressively), Jacod [1985]
shows that a way of ensuring the preservation of semimartingales in G is by assuming an
absolute continuity condition on the conditional laws of the random variable with its un-
conditional law. This is often referred to as Jacod’s density hypothesis in the literature. A
less general form of Jacod’s density hypothesis is presented below:

Definition 2.1.1. For d > 1 and a random variable { taking values in A C R< and a filtration
H = (H¢),>( satisfying the usual conditions, we say that ¢ obeys Jacod’s density hypothesis with
respect to the filtration H and denote it by ¢ < H if there exists a non-negative H ® B(A)-optional
process k such that for any t > 0

P(¢ € dz|H¢) = ke(2)dz.
We call k the density process of ¢ with respect to H and shall refer to it by k = T{¢, H}.

Remark 1. This definition is significantly stronger than the original formulation in Jacod [1985].
Here the author assumes that the conditional law of ¢ is absolutely continuous with respect to some
non-random law. From there, it turns out that the non-random law can be chosen to be the uncondi-
tional law of (. Hypothesis 2.1.1 states that ( is absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesgue
measure on R%.

This thesis focuses on two constructions of an enlarged filtration, the initial and progres-
sive enlargement of filtration. The former considers enlarging the reference filtration with a
random variable, making the enlarged filtration the smallest filtration satisfying the usual
conditions such that the random variable is measurable at every point in time. In a finan-
cial context, this can model the existence of insider information in a financial market. An
insider trader will have information that is always available to her that the market does
not. By knowing the state of the random variable at all times, her financial decisions may
be different and consequently more beneficial than a regular market participant. For ex-
ample, consider a filtration generated by a stock price process and enlarging the filtration
with some terminal stock price. The insider, who has access to the enlarged filtration will
know the current value of the stock price as well as the value at some future point in time,
this will surely benefit her decision making.

The progressive enlargement of filtration considers enlarging the reference filtration with
a positive random variable in a progressive manner, meaning that the random variable
is not measurable in the enlarged filtration at all times but instead a stopping time in the
enlarged filtration. This has a particular application to credit risk modelling in finance since
it is only necessary to know if a credit default has occurred or not, and if it has occurred,
then its exact timing must be known. The benefit of enlargement of filtration is that the
financial market need only reference the reference filtration while the credit default event
needn’t be dependent on the financial market.



2.2 Initial enlargement of filtration 14

2.2 Initial enlargement of filtration

For this subsection, let d > 1 and ¢ be a random variable taking values in £ C R, Define
the initially enlarged filtration Gt .= (gf ) . by
t>

gté - ms>t (]:s \ U(f)) .

Note that the G is ensured to be right-continuous.

As stated before, the current setup is too general to make any meaningful analysis on the
enlarged filtration G¢, a certain structure is required on ¢ to continue. Throughout the
thesis, Jacod’s density hypothesis (definition 2.1.1) will be used.

Hypothesis 1. The random variable £ satisfies Jacod’s density hypothesis with respect to F, i.e.
¢ < Fand of = T{¢,F}.

Two important consequences with respect to the density process a¢ are: (see proposition
4.17 and 4.18 in Aksamit and Jeanblanc [2017])

1. For any fixed e € E, a*(e) is an F-martingale.

2. By definition af(e) > 0 and a*(¢) > 0 (equation 4.10 in Aksamit and Jeanblanc
[2017]).

Having now made a density hypothesis on ¢, some known results on G* are presented.
Firstly, it is shown in lemma 4.20 in Aksamit and Jeanblanc [2017] that the right-continuous
regularisation in the definition of G¢ is not necessary when ¢ satisfies Jacod’s density hy-
pothesis.

Lemma 2.2.1. The definition of G can be simplified to
Gi = v a(6).

Next, a useful result on characterising G* adapted processes is recalled (see proposition 2.7
in Callegaro et al. [2013] or proposition 4.22 in Aksamit and Jeanblanc [2017] for example).

Proposition 2.2.2. A process Y is G* adapted if and only if there exists an F ® B(E) adapted
process Y such that
Y =Y(6). ie Yi(w) = Yi(w, &w))

forallt > 0and w € Q.

Proof. Using lemma 2.2.1, G* adapted processes are generated by the form y f(£), where y
is I adapted and f is a bounded Borel function on E. The result then follows using the
monotone class theorem. O

The ability to characterise G¢ adapted processes in this parameterised way is extremely
important. For example, suppose from Proposition 2.2.2 that FF was a Brownian filtration
supporting a d-dimensional Brownian Motion W and Y was an F-martingale. Now sup-
pose, we wanted to compute Y,? for some ¢ > 0 using Itd’s lemma. While this can be done
in the filtration G, we need to first prove that IV is a G-semimartingale, next we would need
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to derive a G-Brownian motion and then we could apply Itd’s lemma. Instead, we could
fix an e € E, and simply apply Itd’s lemma on the process Y (¢)? in the filtration F. Once
we have an expression for this, we could then substitute £ in place of e. Proposition 2.2.2
allows us to work in the reference filtration I and then transfer to the enlarged filtration.
This subsection is concluded by presenting a result on computing conditional expectations
in G¢ and F (see lemma 2.9 in Callegaro et al. [2013] or corollary 4.21 in Aksamit and Jean-
blanc [2017] for example).

Proposition 2.2.3. Fort < T and any X € L'(Fr @ B(E))

1. [ |./T"t fE d€|ft]

E[X (e)a(e)|Fille=
2 E[X(6)|65] [<>aT§<(§>)| lle—c

Proof. 1. From hypothesis 1, forany e € £
P(¢ € de|Fr) = a5 (e)de.
Implying

E[X(&)1F:] =E[E[X (&)Fr]F]

—E U X(e de|]-',} :

2. Consider F' € F; and a bounded Borel function f,

EX(OLrf(©)] =E [LrE [X(O)S(O)1F]]
=E |15E [/ X(e )demH (Point 1.)

E| /E F(e)1pE X(e)aT(e)\ft} de]

R (E[X( )Z%E£;|ft]|e E) |ftH (Point 1.)
- 1
_E | 10£(¢) (]E[X(e)o;TEEZ;U}Heg)]

Using the fact that random variables of the form 1 f(¢) generate G¢, the Monotone
class theorem can applied to conclude

E[X(e)ad(e) | Flle=e

BX(©I6]) ===k C

O

Note again the utility of this result, the expectation with respect to the enlarged filtration,
is simply an expectation in the reference filtration parameterised at the random variable &.
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2.3 Progressive enlargement of filtration

For this subsection let 7 be an F-random time, i.e. a non-negative F-measurable random
variable. Then the progressive enlargement of F with 7 is defined as G = (G;);>0, with

G =Ngst (FsVo(TAs)).

This is the smallest right-continuous filtration such that 7 is a G stopping time. Recall that
two sigma-algebras X and ) coincide on a set A if for every X € X, there exists Y € Y
such that

XNA=YnNA,

and vice versa. Remark 4.41 in Aksamit and Jeanblanc [2017] states that for any ¢t > 0,
G, coincides with F; V o(7) on the set [7,00). This means that for any integrable random
variable X,

E[X[Gi]1{7<y = E[X|F; Vo (7)1 {7<4y-

Indeed, by definition, for F' € F; V o(7), there exists G € G, such that
Fn{r<t}=Gn{r <t},
and

E[E[X1(r<}|Gi]Lr] =E[E[X|G:] L (<]
=E[E[X1gn{r<i}|Gt]]
:E[X]lgm{-rgt}]'

Finally, clearly G; = F; V o(7) when 7 < t, implying that E[X1;,<;|G;] is a version of
E[X1 ;<4 |F; Vo(r)]. Similar computations yield that 7; and G; coincide on the set {7 > t}
forallt > 0.

This can be interpreted as saying that knowing time 7 has occurred (i.e. 7 < t) means we
know the exact value of 7 however knowing that time 7 has not occurred (i.e. 7 > t) means
we do not know its exact value but merely that it has not occurred. This can be interpreted
in a financial context, a market participant exposed to the default time 7 only cares if the
default has occurred or not, if it has occurred she needs to know at what point in time
exactly did it occur.

Throughout this subsection, Jacod’s density hypothesis on the random variable 7 will be
assumed.

Hypothesis 2. The random variable T satisfies Jacod’s density hypothesis with respect to F, i.e.
T L Fand o = T{ F}.

Remark 2. Just as in Lemme 2.2.1 in the initial enlargement of filtration, the right-continuous
reqularisation of G is not necessary given hypothesis 2. Furthermore, in this setup, it is noted that
hypothesis 2 implies that the conditional law of T with respect to F is absolutely continuous with
respect to the Lebesgue measure on R*. This implies that the conditional law of T is non-atomic.
Moreover, the non-atomicity of the conditional law of T means that T avoids F stopping times. In
other words, for any F stopping time v and any t > 0

P(r = v|F) =0.
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2.3.1 Projection and Decomposition Formulas

The following proposition utilises the fact that G and F V o(7) coincide on the set [, c0)),
which allows the decomposition of random variables measurable in the enlarged filtration.

Proposition 2.3.1. For any t > 0, a random variable Y is Gi-measurable if and only if there exists
an Fy-measurable random variable Y° and an F; @ B(R™)-measurable random variable Y'* such
that

Y = Yo]l{.,.>t} + Yl(T)]l{TSt}.

Proof. It is noted that G;-random variables are generated by random variables of the form

Y=uf(tAt) =y f(O)Lrsey +yef ()L r<ty-

Where y; is an F;-random variable and f is a bounded Borel function. Then the Monotone
class theorem can be applied to yield the result. O

Interestingly, in this setup, there has been substantial research on the decomposition of
G-adapted processes, specifically G-optional processes. A famous counter-example in Bar-
low [1978] has meant that care has to be taken when decomposing G-optional processes.
Song [2014] deals specifically with the problem of decomposing G-optional processes and
focuses on the conditions on 7 when proposition 2.3.1 holds for not only random variables
but G-optional processes. In the case of Jacod’s density hypothesis on 7, a G-optional de-
composition is indeed valid.

A process of utmost importance for future results is the so called Azéma supermartingale
of 7 with respect to F. Let G = (G;);>0 be defined by

Gy = IP(T > t‘]:t)

The following conditional expectation result can be found in lemma 2.5 in Callegaro et al.
[2013] or lemma 5.24 in Aksamit and Jeanblanc [2017].

Proposition 2.3.2. Fort < Tand any X € L'(Fr @ B(E))

E[X(7)|G:] = E [ft X(”E}(u)du}—t] Lirary + E[X(U)Ofi—((:{);ftﬂu:T]1{T<t}-

Proof. Note that by Proposition 2.3.1, there exists an F;-random variable Y? and an F; ®
B(RT)-random variable Y! such that

E[X(7)|Ge] = YOU(ragy + Y (D) Lr<yy
Implying
EX(T)|G)lrsey =Y L5y
Taking conditional expectations on both sides with respect to F;

EE[X (7)|Ge)L {r>ey [ Fellrsy =EY 'L s | FelLirsey-
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The tower property of conditional expectations then yields

EX(T)L{rsp [ Fellirsy =EY ' Ls [ Fll sy
EEX (7)1 | FrlFlrse =EY Lisn | Fell sy

Finally, Proposition 2.2.3 is used to compute the left hand side and the F;-measurability of
Y on the right hand side means that E []l{T>t} |]-'t] is identified as G, meaning

o0
E U X (w)o(w)du|lFy | Tirsey =Y Gilrayy.
t

Finally, G, is strictly positive on the set {7 > t}, indeed

Ell{g,—0yL{r>¢3] = E[l{g,—0yGt] = 0.

This implies that
E [ftoo X(u)a}(u)du|ft] 1
G, {r>t}-

YOllgrsy =
Next,
E[X (MGl r<ty =Y (7)<t}
The defintion of G; after 7 means we can rewrite the left hand side as
E[X(7)|F: Vo (1)L r<ry =Y (M) frary.

The left hand side is a conditional expectation with respect to the initial enlarged filtration
of F with the random variable 7 meaning Proposition 2.2.3 can be used.
E[X (w)at (W) Fi]lu=r

1 =Y!(r)1
ol (1) {r<t} (T)Lr<ty

Therefore, Y'! can be chosen as

E[X (w)aq(u)| Fi]

Vi) ==

Lta7(u)>0}-

A useful consequence of Proposition 2.3.2 is given in the following corollary.

Corollary 2.3.2.1. For an F-optional process X, denote its jump process by AX := X — X_, then

</0t AX,07(s)ds : t > 0)

is an F-martingale.
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Proof. From remark 2, 7 avoids F stopping times meaning

{AX #0} ¢ {(w,t) : T7(w) = t}.

Further note that for any v € R™, o™ (u) is an F-martingale.
For any T > 0, the random variable Y (u) := AX, 1<y, for u > 0is Fr ® B(R™)-
measurable, then by Proposition 2.2.3 forany ¢t < T

=E [AXT]I{TSTH}}] =K

T
/ AXua}(u)duU-}} .
0
Now consider

T
E / AX ol (u)du|Fy| =E
t

/t AXUE[ag(u)}'u}du]‘—t]

this uses the fact that for any u € R, o™ (u) is an F-martingale. Finally, the last expectation
can be simplified as follows

=E

/ AX o] (u)du|Fy

/AX o (u du|.7-'t1

[AX ]1{t<'r<T} |ff

2.3.2 [F-martingales in G

The fundamental question of enlargement of filtration has been whether F-semimartingales
remain G-semimartingales. A key tool in answering this question is the ability to charac-
terise G-martingales in terms of F-martingales. The following result can be found in propo-
sition 3.3 in Callegaro et al. [2013] or proposition 5.29 in Aksamit and Jeanblanc [2017].

Proposition 2.3.3. AprocessY =YLy 1) +Y (7)1}, ) is a G-local martingale if the following
are F-local martingales.

a. (Viu)af(u) s t > u)

Proof. The case of strict martingales is proven here. To extend to the case of local mar-
tingales, it is noted that any F-stopping time is a G-stopping time, therefore localising
sequences for the [F-local martingales in a. and b. when joined at 7 will be a localising
sequence for Y.

For s < t, the goal is to show that E[Y;|G,] = Y. This is done in two parts, when 7 < s and
when 7 > s. Firstly,

E[Y;flgsu{'rSS} :E[KH{TSS}‘QS] = E[Y? (T)lj:s \4 U(T>]]1{T§S}'
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Proposition 2.2.3 can be used to compute the expectation with respect to the initially en-
larged filtration.

:]E[Y;tl (w)af (u)| Fslu=r 1
OéT(T) {r<s}

By assuming property (a), the numerator at a fixed v < s is an expectation of the martingale
Y1(u)a™ (u), therefore

=Y} (T)1{7<sy (By assumption (a), u =7 < s < 1)

Therefore E[Y}|G.]1{r<sy = Yl <4
For the second part, proposition 2.3.1 states that when 7 > s, there exists an F;-random
variable 3° such that

yoll{‘r>s} :E[Y;|g5]]l{r>s}-

Taking conditional expectations on both sides with respect to 7, and keeping the indicator
1¢;~, on both sides

yO]E []1{7'>s}|]:8} ]1{T>S} :]E[E[Yrt]l{‘r>s}|g9]‘f€}1{7>8}

The left hand side’s expectation is identified as G, while the right hand side’s expectation
is simplified using the Tower propoerty of conditional expectations

yOGS]l{T>s} :E[Y;f]l{'r>s}|]:s]]l{-r>s}
= (E[Ye|Fs] —EYH(T)L(r<s) | Fs]) Lirssy
= (E[m¢| Fs] — EEY (7)1 (<o} [T Fs]) Lirssy-

By condition (b) the first term is an expectation of the martingale m and the second term’s
inner expectation is simplified using proposition 2.2.3

= (-5 [ [ Wz @aniE) ) 1.

Fubini’s theorem can now be used on the second term to take the expectation in to the
integral. By condition (a) the integrand is an F-martingale.

:<myi/3?WMﬂmmoﬂh»y
0
Finally, proposition 2.2.3) is reversed to identify the second term as
= (ms — E[Y () L{r < | Fs]) Lirssy
:E[Yso]l{7'>s}|]:8]]1{7'>s}
:YSOGSIL{T>S}

Therefore E[Y}|G.]1 (755 = Yol 754 0
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By assuming an absolutely continuous condition on the random variable 7, i.e. ensuring the
density process o7 is strictly positive, Callegaro et al. [2013] show the reverse implication of
proposition 2.3.3 for strict martingales while the result needn’t hold for local-martingales.
The characterisation of F-martingales is the first step in enabling us to answer the funda-
mental question of enlargement of filtration. The following two technical lemmata provide
the second step to answering this question. Firstly, a particular case of the It6-Wentzell
formula is proven.

Lemma 2.34. Let X beaF ® B(R*)—martingale that is, X (u) is an F-martingale for all u € R*
and the map (w,t,u) — X¢(w,u) is Fy @ B(R™)-measurable for all t > 0. Then for t > 0

(/ Xt du) Xt dt+/ dXt

Proof. Start with an elementary martingale of the form X;(u) = X,f(u) where X is an
F-martingale and f is a bounded Borel function. Then

/Ot X, (u)du =X, /Otf(u)du

Using integration by parts, this can be written in differential notation as

d ( /0 t Xt(u)du> =X, f(t)dt + /0 t F(u)dudX,
d ( /U t Xt(u)du> =X, (t)dt + /O t dX,(u)du.

The result then follows from the monotone class theorem. O

Note that Lemma 2.3.4 is understood as follows: suppose M is a continuous F-martingale
and bis an F ® B(R™)-predictable process. Define an F ® B(R™)-martingale X as follows,

dXt(U) = bt(u)th,
then . .
0 0

The next lemma is an application of Fubini’s theorem that is useful in proving theorems
2.3.6and 3.2.7.

Lemma 2.3.5. For any F-martingale M, the process defined as

t [e'e]
(/ / M; — Mydvdu : t > O)
0 u

is also an F-martingale.

Proof. Consider s < ¢, then

[// M, — Mdvdu|]-'}=

o0

M, — (M wl{u<sy + M 1{u>5})dvdu

(Mg — M,,) ]1{u<s}dvdu

/ / N Jdvdu

o\o\
8

o
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O

We now have all the tools at our disposal to answer the fundamental question of enlarge-
ment of filtration: do F-local martingales remain semimartingales in the enlarged filtration
G?

Theorem 2.3.6. Any cadlag F-local martingale X is a G-semimartingale and

. TNt 1 t 1
X, - X, _/ SdiX.G), —/ X, 07 (1)) s
0

s— e 05 (T)
is a G-local martingale.
Proof. Firstly, thanks tolemma 1.49 in Aksamit and Jeanblanc [2017], the predictable quadratic
covariation (X,G) exists. Next from proposition 2.2 in Jeanblanc and Le Cam [2009b],
(X,a™(u)) exists on the set {a” (u) > 0} for almost all u € R*. In order to utilise proposi-
tion 2.3.3, the process X is written in the following form

Xt = XtO]]'{T>t} + th (T)]l{rgt}»

where
t
X? :Xt—/ Tﬂ{cs,>o}d<X» G>s
0o LUs—
1 “ 1 ! 1 T
Xt (u) =X; — ]1{G5_>0}d<X7 G>S - T ]l{ozgf(u)>0}d<Xa « (u)>5
0 GS— u S_(U)

Then from proposition 2.3.3, if we can show that
a. (X}Mu)af (u) : ¢ > u)
b. (m; = E[X|F]:t >0)
are F-local martingales then the result will hold.
a. Using integration by parts
d (X} (o] (w) =ai_(u)dX; (u) + X (u)da] (u) + d[X" (u), o (u)];
—ai () (4%~ e er os0pd(X,0” () ) + X ()da (u) + dIX, o7 ()]
=ai_()dX + X (u)dag (u) + d ([X, a7 (u)] = (X, a7 (u))),

which is the sum of F local-martingales.

b. Firstly, from proposition 2.2.3
t
my = X)Gy + / X} (u)af (u)du.
0

Next, using Proposition 5.26 in Aksamit and Jeanblanc [2017] and the definition of G,
it can be decomposed as follows

Gy =P(7 > t|F2)

_ /t " ol (w)du
:/OOO o7 (u)du — /Ot o (w)du.
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Note that the first term is an integral over the domain of = with respect to its F;-
conditional law and is thus equal to one.

Gi-1+ [ (o) — o (u)) du — / o (u)du
S /0 o7 () du

The fact that a” (u) is an F-martingale for all v > 0 coupled with Fubini’s theorem
imply that n is an F-martingale. Now using lemma 2.3.4

dmy =X; dGy + Gy—dX} +d[X°, G, + X} (t)af (t)dt + / t d (X} (u)af (u)) du
0
=X} dny + GdX, + d([X,G] — (X, G)), + (X} (t) — X{_) o] (t)dt (2.1)
+ /0 d (X{ (u)af (u)) du.

Is it seen from the definition of X° and X* that X} (t) — X{_ = AX?, meaning that by
corollary 2.3.2.1,

[ (xie) - x2)azoas

is an F-martingale. Finally, the last term in equation (2.1) is written in integral form
as

[ [ aeiwazeyauas = [ [ a0ear) s
= /Ot (X3 (w)af (u) = Xy (w)ag(u)) du.

Therefore by Lemma 2.3.5 the above term has zero expectation and is an F-martingale.
We conclude that m is the sum of F-local martingales.

2.3.3 Martingale Representation in G

A martingale representation theorem (or predictable representation theorem) states that
given a set of generating martingales, every martingale can be written as a stochastic inte-
gral with respect to a predictable process and this set of generating martingales. A famous
example is the Brownian filtration. A process that is a martingale with respect to the canon-
ical filtration of a Brownian motion can be written as a stochastic integral of a predictable
process with respect to the Brownian motion. The aim of this section is to show that if a
martingale representation theorem holds in the reference filtration and the generating mar-
tingales are continuous, then a martingale representation theorem holds in the enlarged
space. It is interesting to note that the number of generating martingales needed in the
enlarged space is one more than that needed in the reference space. This is to account for
the additional discontinuity introduced by the enlargement with the default time 7.
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The preservation of the martingale representativeness in the enlarged filtration can be fi-
nancially interpreted as the enlarged market (i.e. the financial market with filtration G)
being complete if the reference market is also complete given the risky assets are continu-
ous. This is important if the results from the enlargement of filtration are to be utilised in
a financial context as market completeness is often crucial in deriving arbitrage-free prices
of financial instruments.

As mentioned above, the number of generating martingales used in the enlarged space is
one more than the number of generating martingales in the reference space. Below, we
begin defining this martingale as a compensated form of the default intensity process. For
t > 0, define the default intensity process

Ht = ]I{TSt}

The compensator of H is the unique predictable process H such that (H - H ) is a G-
martingale. Proposition 2.15 in Aksamit and Jeanblanc [2017] states that

- TAL 1

H, = /0 G dAs,
where A is the F-dual predictable projection of H and recall that G is the F-optional pro-
jection of (1 — H), in other words G; = P(r > t|F;). From the proof of Theorem 2.3.6, it is
seen that

Therefore

t T
M, = H, —/ (1- HS_)Og(S)ds.
0 Ss—

The process (1 — H,)% is referred to as the G-compensator of H (or 7). To conclude
this subsection it will be assumed that a martingale representation theorem holds in the
reference space and that the set of generating martingales in continuous.

Hypothesis 3. Assume the existence of a continuous F-local martingale S such that for any F-local
martingale P, there exists an [F-predictable process ¢ such that

t
P, = P, +/ b5dSs.
0

Hypothesis 3 implies that all F-martingales are continuous, meaning that for any v € R™,
a" (u) is continuous, furthermore due to the fact that 7 avoids F stopping times G is contin-
uous too (see Proposition 3.9 in Aksamit and Jeanblanc [2017]). Following theorem 2.3.6,
define the G-martingale
. TNt 1 t 1 .
st=si— [ gis.Gu- [ —dis.amw)lur

The following theorem can be found in Theorem 2.1 in Jeanblanc and Le Cam [2009a] and
Theorem 6.4 in Jeanblanc and Song [2015], the proof is omitted here due to its length and
similarity with Theorem 3.2.10 in Chapter 3.

Theorem 2.3.7. For any G-local martingale N, there exist G-predictable processes v and (3 such
that

t t
N, = Ny +/ v5dSE +/ BsdM,.
0 0
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2.3.4 Immersion hypothesis

This very brief subsection defines a well known hypothesis on the variable 7. Focus is not
put on this hypothesis as it is nowhere used throughout this thesis. We introduce it merely
for the sake of completion on the topic of enlargement of filtration with one default time.

Definition 2.3.8. An immersion hypothesis is said to hold if every F-local martingale is a G-local
martingale.

This assertion is very restrictive however it has useful application in credit risk modelling.
See Jeanblanc and Le Cam [2009a] for example.



Chapter 3

Progressive Enlargement with
Multiple Default Times and Their
Marks

This chapter begins developing the main contributions of this thesis. Chapter 2 introduced
the mathematics on enlargement of filtration, focusing on initial and progressive enlarge-
ment of filtration with one default time or mark. This thesis’s contribution is the extension
of the enlargement of filtration theory to the case of multiple default times and their associ-
ated marks and it’s application. This chapter is purely focused on the extension of chapter
2 to the case of multiple default times and their associated marks. The goal of this chapter
is to prove that a martingale representation theorem holds in the enlarged filtration if it
holds in the reference filtration.

In a similar structure to chapter 2, section 3.1 begins by introducing the structure of the
enlarged filtrations using a recursive approach as well as the certain definitions and con-
ventions. Section 3.2 begins by assuming hypothesis 1 from chapter 2 on the defaults times
and marks. The first contribution of the chapter is then given in lemma 3.2.3 proving that
hypothesis 1 can be be deduced for any subset of default times and marks with respect to
the recursively defined enlarged filtrations. Section 3.2.1, similar to section 2.3.1, proves a
formula for projecting random variables from the enlarged filtration to the reference filtra-
tion, the main contribution being proposition 3.2.4. To prove a martingale representation
theorem in the enlarged filtration, three preliminary steps are necessary: firstly a martingale
characterisation property needs to be shown for martingales in the enlarged filtration. This
is shown in section 3.2.2, theorem 3.2.5 and corollary 3.2.6.1 being the main contributions
of this section. Next, the fundamental question of enlargement of filtration is answered in
section 3.2.3, theorem 3.2.7 answering this question and giving the Doob-decomposition
of any reference filtration martingale in the enlarged filtration. Proposition 3.2.8 being the
most important result from this section to be used to prove a martingale representation
theorem. Finally, the in order to prove a martingale representation theorem, the measures
induced by the random times and their marks is introduced along with certain unoriginal
results on their compensators, this is done in section 3.2.4. Having then completed all the
necessary steps, a martingale representation theorem is proved in the enlarged filtration
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assuming it holds in the reference filtration. The main contribution of this section and the
chapter is 3.2.10

3.1 Setup

The setup for the multiple default time and associated mark framework is not original and
was first introduced in [Pham, 2010]. Begin with n € N:

o Let7 := (7,72, ..., 7,) be a non-decreasing sequence of random times, i.e. F-random

variables each taking values in RT.

o Leté = (&,&2,...,&,) be asequence of random variables each taking values in a Borel
set E C R™ form > 1.

Define the following set, for k € {1,2,...,n}:
O = {(uy,ug,...,ux) € (IR'%)]C cuy <ug <l < ugty

then each subset (71, 72, ..., 7%;) € ©k. We will focus on using a recursive-based approach
to the progressive enlargement of [F with the random times 7 and their associated marks &.
This is done as follows:

1. Fork € {1,2,....,n} let
Dk .= (Df)tzo, Df ZZU(Tk/\t)\/O'(fk]l{TkSt}> )
2. Fork € {1,2,...,n} let
GF = (gf)tzo, G =Nyt (Fs VDL VDIV ..V DY),

3. The progressive enlargement of IF with the random times 7 and their associated marks
¢ is then
G = (Gt) >0 Gt =G,

4. For k € {1,2,...,n} it will be useful to define the initial enlargement of F with the
random variables (7, £) as follows:

k k
GT’g’k = ( Z—757 )t>0’ ;r,&, = N>t (fg \Y 0(7.177'27 ..,Tk,fl,fg, gk)) .
G™¢ .= (gtﬂf) Gg& — G?&n.
>0’

Remark 3. Using the same reasoning as Section 2.3,we see that for t > 0 and k € {1,2,...,n}, GF
agrees with G, SF when 71, < tin the sense that,
E[X|gf]]l{m <t} = E[X|gtﬂ£7k]]l{m <t}
for any integrable random variable X. Furthermore, because the random times are ordered,
E[X|GF1L(r, <ty = EIXIG] " 17, <4y

forj > k.
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The following definitions and conventions will be used throughout for ease of presentation:

— Foranyi,j € {1,2,...,n}let 70 = (15, 7341, ..., 7;)ifi < jand 789 = (13, 7_1, e Tj)
if i > j. In a similar way, define ¢(#7). For notational ease 7(*) and ¢(*) shall be used
to denote 7(!%) and ¢(1**) respectively.

— Similarly forany u € ©,,,¢ € E® and i, € {1,2,...,n} define u("/) and e(*/) as above.
— A convention used throughout will be 79 = 0 and 7,41 = oo.

— Similarly, & and &, can be thought of as deterministic maps adding no source of
randomness.

— Finally, as the definition suggests, G" := G and the convention will be G := F.

The optional and predictable sigma-algebras play an important role in decomposing G-
optional and predictable processes, define the family of sigma-algebras as follows, for k €
{1,2,...,n}:

- O(GF) (resp. O(F)) is the o-algebra generated by G*-optional processes (resp. F-
optional processes).

- P(G*) (resp. P(F)) is the o-algebra generated by G*-predictable processes (resp. F-
predictable processes).

- O(F,0y, E*) = O(F) ® B(6y) @ B(EF).
- P(F, 0y, E*) = P(F) @ B(©) ® B(E*).
As it stands, the setup is too general for any meaningful application, some structure needs

to be placed on the random variables 7 and £ to continue our analysis. Just as in chapter 2,
Jacod’s density hypothesis from Definition 2.1.1 is used.

3.2 Multiple Default Enlargement

This section presents the main results from this chapter. Using Jacod’s density hypothesis,
known results about the one-default enlargement are extended to the case of multiple de-
faults with random marks. The ultimate goal being to prove a martingale representation
theorem in the enlarged filtration.

First, we assume a density hypothesis on the multiple default times and their associated
marks and define the density proess, .

Hypothesis 4. The random variables (1, &) satisfy Jacod’s density hypothesis with respect to IF, i.e.
(1,€) < F. Let o = T{(,€),F}. That is, forany t > 0,u € ©,, and e € E™:

P((7,€) € (du,de)|Fy) =z (ug, ug, ..., Un, €1, €2, ..., € )durdus...du,derdes...de,

=ay(u, e) du de.

a will be called the density process of (7, &) with respect to F.
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Remark 4. « is measurable with respect to O(F,©,,, E™), that is, for any (u,e) € 6, x E",
a(u,e) = (ai(u,e)),q is F-optional and for any t > 0, the mapping (w,u,e) — ai(w,u,e) is
Fi @ B(©,,) @ B(E™)-measurable.

We will assume furthermore that the Borel subset E which the random marks take their val-
ues in, is bounded according to the Lebesgue measure on R™. Note that this is assumption
is not restrictive as hypothesis 4 could have been stated as the random times and random
marks being absolutely continuous with respect to the product of initial laws of 7 and &.
The chosen method is merely for ease-of-notation. The interested reader is encouraged to
look at the original formulation of the initial enlargement of filtration in Jacod [1985]. Note
that the random times {71, 72, ..., 7,,} are ordered, this implies that the density process has
the following helpful property,
a(u,e) =0

if up > upqq forany k € {1,2,...,n — 1}.

In order to study G-adapted processes, we make use of the decomposition of G-optional
and predictable processes found in Lemma 2.1 in Pham [2010], see also Theorem 7.5 and Re-
mark 7.6 in Song [2014] for an insightful discussion on decomposing G-optional processes.
Note furthermore that the decomposition of G-predictable processes does not require any
hypothesis on 7 or £ (see Lemma 4.4 in Jeulin [1980]). The necessity of a hypothesis on 7
and ¢ for the decomposition of G-optional processes is motivated by the famous counter-
example of Barlow [1978].

Proposition 3.2.1. Fork € {1,2,...,n}

— Aprocess Y is GF-optional if and only if it admits a decomposition
k=1
Y, = Z )/tj (T(])a 5(]))]1{73 <t<Tjy1} + )/tk (T(k), g(k))]l{ﬂcgt},
3=0

where each Y7 is O(F, ©;, E7)-measurable.
— Aprocess Y is GF-predictable if and only if it admits a decomposition
Yt = Z Ytj (T(J) ’ g(]))]l{TJ <t§‘l’j+1} + Ytk (T(k) ? E(k))]l{'rk <t}?
§=0
where each Y7 is P(F, Oy, E7)-measurable.

In keeping with the recursive theme of this chapter, a decomposition of G**!-measurable
processes in terms of G* and G* ® B(RT) ® B(FE)-measurable processes. This is stated in
the following proposition.

Proposition 3.2.2. Fork € {1,2,...,n}
— Every G**t-optional process Y admits a decomposition
Y: = Y;ikﬂ{ﬂ-,+1>t} + Y/tk(Tk-ﬁ-h €k+1)1{‘rk+1§t}a

where Y* is GF-optional and Y* is O(G*) @ B(R") © B(E)-measurable.
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— Every G**'-predictable process Y admits a decomposition
Y, =Y o0+ Y (et G ) Ly <ty
where Y* is G¥-predictable and Y* is P(GF) @ B(RT) ® B(E)-measurable.

Proof. The result is proved for the optional case only, the predictable case is done similarly.
Applying Proposition 3.2.1 to the G*!-optional process Y, we get the existence of a family
{Y° y! .. Y*1}such that:

k
Y= Z G (T(])’ E(]))]I{Tj <t<rja} T Ytk+1(7—(k+1)7 E(kJrl))]l{'rkH <t}

k—1
- ( ’ (T(J)7§(J))]l{fj§t<‘fj+1} + Ytk(T(k)f(k))]l{TkSt} Tirei>ey

+ ﬁ}ﬁ_l (T(k—l-l), £(k+1))1{rk+1§t}

Taking V" = 3777 ¥/ (10, €)1 (1, <ocry 1y + VW, €)1, <y and

V¥ (upgt, erq1) = YEPH (W) Jugy 1, €% ey 1) the result is shown. O

By making a density hypothesis on the entire sequence of random times and random
marks, we can conclude a density hypothesis of each subsequence of random times and
marks as well as a density hypothesis on each random time and mark with respect to the
progressively enlarged filtration of random times and marks before it. This is formalised
in the following lemma.

Lemma 3.2.3. Fork € {1,2,....n— 1}:
(a)
(r®), ™)) < Fand

T{(T(k),f(k)),ﬂ?}:/ / / / a(u,e)de(kﬂ’”)du("’k“)
up JUk41 Up—1 J E"F
o) (), ).

(b) Forany k € {1,2,...,n}, a®) (r(F) ¢®)) > q,

(c)
(’Tk+1, €k+1) < G™¢F and
(k+1) (- (k) (k)
k+1 ¢k+1 ek _ & (") g1, €%, eny1)
T{(T 7€ ),G } - a(k)<7-(k),€(k))
= ak(uk+1,€k+1)-
(d)

(rlkHlm) c(htlin)y o« GTEF and

a(r () (b 1im) ¢(b) o(k1in)
o) (), €)Y

Qb im (b im) | (etLin)y

T{(T(k—i-l:n), g(k—%—l:n))7 GT,E,k} —
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(Note the difference between o'®) and o* defined in (a) and (b) respectively.)
Proof. To prove the four assertions, we let ¢ > 0 be a fixed finite time.

(a) The first result is obtained by using the fact that
P ((T<k>,5<k>) € (du(k),de(k)> |]—'t)

:/:O A:{"L:/EMP((T’O € (du,de)|F)

— ) (), ) g9 dek)

(b) For any k € {1,2...,n}, define the stopping time
R® (®) e®y = int{t > 0: ol (w®,e®) =01,

then we want to show that R*%) (%) ¢(R)) = oo, To do so, consider the following for
any t > 0:

E [Lirw (0 ewy<ey] =E [E [Lipm o emy<iy | Fe]] -

The inner expectation is computed using Proposition 2.2.3 as follows

oo o o0
=E / / / / ]l{R(k)(u(m7e(k>)5t}at(u,e)de du(ml)
0 w1y Up_—1 J E™
=K [/ / / / ]I{R(k)(u(k)@(k))gt}agk) (u(k)’e(k))de(k)du(k:l)]
0 ul UL En—k
=0

(c) Note that according to Lemma 4.20 in Aksamit and Jeanblanc [2017], the filtration

GrER0 = (GPER0) L GreEY = Fiv o (r ) v a(e)
t>0

is right continuous and hence G™¢* = G™*0. Let C € B(R") @ B(E) then for a fixed
finite time ¢ > 0 consider
[]]'{(Tk+1vfk+l)ec} |g;£k]
Firstly note that this is G;*** measurable and hence by Proposition 4.22 in Aksamit
and Jeanblanc [2017] there exists a F; ® B(0}) ® B(E*)-measurable random variable
x such that
E[]]'{(Tk+lvfk+l)ec} ‘gz—’g’k] = x(T(k)7 f(k))~
Secondly, the fact that G7** = F, Vo (7)) vo(£*)) means that the probability density

of (7x41,&k+1) conditioned on G, Sk

P((Th41, Exs1) € (dugyr, depi1)|GT5)
P ((rk+D ¢kt e (quttD) de® )| Fy v o (1) v o (€3))
a P ((r®),£0) € (dulk), de®)| F)

IP’(( (k1) e(k+1)) & (duE+1)| delh+1) )lgrﬁk)
- P ((r®),¢®) € (du®), de®)|F,)

is equal to
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E[l{(ry 160, 00e03 ]G0 :/CIP’((TkJrhka) € (dugs1, deri1)G*")

P((T(k+1), g(k+1)) c (du(k+1), de(k+1))‘]:t)
_/c P((r®), W) € (dulk), de™)|Fy) ziii:gﬁfi

k
:/ 045, +1)(T(k)’uk“’f(k)’eﬂl)dekﬂdukﬂ.
c

o) (7, £(k))

Note the evaluation at 7(*) and ¢(*) in the second equality is possible due to the fact
that z is 7; ® B(©y,) ® B(E*) and hence

27 ® €B) = 2P, e®)] r__ 0.
e(k):f(k)

(d) Using a similar argument to (b), if D € B(©,,_1) ® B(E" %) then

B[l (o1 g1 e py | G7 ] :/ P((r(kHm) glbtlm)y g (gulktim) gelhtinygrek)
D

:/ P((7,€) € (du, de)|F;)
b B0, €9 € (du®, e[ 7)) =2

_ at(T(k)a u(k+1:n)7 g(k)) e(k+1:n)) de(k+1:7l)du(k+1:n)
a (k) ( (k) ¢(k) '
D Qy (T( ag )

O

From Jacod [1985] and Section 2.2 in Chapter 2, we know that for a fixed (u,e) € 0, x
E", a(u,e) is an F-martingale. It follows from this fact that for any k¥ € {1,2,...,n} and
(ukt1,ex+1) € O x EX, a¥(ug 41, exy1) is a GTS*F-martingale.
Before we continue the analysis of the enlarged filtration G, we introduce the following
family of processes which will play a crucial role in future results. For any k£ = {0, 1,...,n —
1} define

GY = P(1,41 > t|GF). (3.1)

Note from Remark 3 that:
Gf]l{rkgt} = P(7h41 > t|gt7’€’k)]1{rkgt} = / / Off(ukJrlaek+1)d€k+1duk+1]l{frk§t},
t JE
which implies

Gy =]1{n.,>t}+]1{n.,gt}/ /af(ﬂk+17€k+1)d6k+1dwc+1-
t E

3.2.1 Projection formulas

This section deals with projection of G-measurable random variables to F. Before being
able to do this, a family of processes is defined in the following:
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7 == GiP(n > t|F) = / / / / / a(u, e)dedu
t ul ug Uy —1 n
e en) ::./ / / / / a(u, e)de®™ du(m2)
t U2 us Un—1 En-1

1), gn) / / o (u, ) dendutn

1 (u, €) i=a(u, )

(3.2)

Note the subtle differencebetweenvk(u(k) eW) = [ [0 [ fan alu, e)de® T dunh )

N B
and o{™ (u(k = [ fukﬂ. 2 Jgne alu, )de+1m dum+1) means that 7 (£, uh =1, o) =

(k)(t u( )7 e(k:)).
Now for any fixed T > 0 and k € {1,2,..,n}, define the following operator on L'(Fr ®
B(©,) ® B(E™)). For X € LY(Fr @ B(©,) @ B(E™)),

gtk,T(X)(u(k)v e(k)) = / / / / X(u, e)aT(u, e)de(k+1:7")du(":k+1).
t Ul 41 Up_1 JEPF

We are now in a position to project random variables from the enlarged filtration to the
reference filtration. The following proposition shows how to compute conditional expecta-
tions in G in terms of parametric conditional expectations in F.

Proposition 3.2.4. Let T' > 0 be a fixed finite time and t < T. Forany X € L'(Fr @ B(©,) ®
B(E™)),

n

E [Etk,T(X)(u(k), €(k))|]:t} ‘u(k):,r(k,)
) g0
E[X = 1
[X(7,€)|G:] P ,Ytk(T(k)7 f(k)) {me<t<Tr41}

Proof. Firstly we note that from Proposition 3.2.1 that E[X (7, £)|G;] admits a decomposition
as follows

(7,€)1G:] = Zm Ny <trpins (3.3)

where each z* is O(F, O, E¥)-measurable.
Then to show the result we shall attempt to prove that for k € {0,1,...,n} :

E[ e () @®,e®)|F] | oo

ko _(k k e =¢®)
T (T( )’5( ))1{7k§t<’rk+1} = 7’“(7(’“) g(k)) ]l{Tk§t<‘rk,+1}'
t ’

Firstly, Equation (3.3) says that

If (T(k)v g(k))]l{m <t<Tkp4+1} :E[X(T7 5) ‘gt]ﬂ{7k§t<7k+l}'
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The agreement of GF and G;"*"* when 7;, < ¢ means that the conditional expectation on the

7,6,k

right side is a version of the conditional expectation with respect to G, >"". The term on the

left hand side is G;"*"*-measurable except for the factor 1+, >}, which when conditioned
on GF is identified as G}. Together this means

xk (T(k)v §(k))Gf]l{rk§t} :E[X(Tv g)ﬂ{TkJrl >t} |gt7—’€7k]]1{7'k <t}-

From Lemma 3.2.3 we know

]P)((T(k—&-l:n)’g(k—&-l:n)) c (du(k+1:n)7de(k+1:n))|g;,§,k)
:a§+1:”(u(k+1:’L)7 e(k+1:n))du(k+1:n)de(k+1:n)
_ aT(T(k), ulkF1m) (k) e(kJrlzn)) du(k“:”)de(k“’"),
al) (79, €0)

then
E X(T7§)1{Tk+1>t}|g?§’k} =E [E[ (1, )L 503 [GF k} |975k}

Note that 7(¥) and ¢*) are g}’g’k—measurable and X is Fr ® B(6,,) ® B(E™)-measurable,
meaning X (1) y(*k+1m) ¢(k) o(k+1:n)) js GTEF_measurable. Therefore if we want to com-

(k+1:n)

pute the inner expectation from above, we need to marginalise 7 and £¢*+1) ysing

the G, &k _distribution.
7,8,k
(T f)ﬂ{Tk+1>t}|g S ]
/ / / / (k) (k+1 n) 5(/{:)7 e(k+1:n))ag£€+1in) (u(k—i-lzn)7 e(k-i—l:n))de(k:-‘rl:n)du(n:k—i-l)
Uk 41 Up—1 J E—F

ft f 3 f fEﬂ . X(T(k) u(k:+1 n g(k: (k+1: n))aT(T(k)’u(k+1:n)7§(k),e(kJrl:n))de(k+1:n)du(n:k+l)
Uk+1 Un—1

- o) (7))

_E(X)(rM,€W)
of (74,0

Now from Proposition 2.2.3 we know that for any Z € L' (Fr ® B(0;) ® B(E¥))

E [Z(u(k), ™)) (u®), e(k))}

W) =g (B
e(F) —g (k)

E[Z(+®), ¢R)|gTek) =
[ ( f )l t } Oz,(fk)(T(k),f(k))

Now define the Fr @ B(0},) ® B(E*)-measurable random variable Z by

Efp (X) (), e®)

Z(u® k) .=
( ) ol (uk), (k)

b

then we get

E[‘S‘tk,T(X)(u(k)ve(k))"Ft w(B) (k)
e(®) ()

0, €0)

8£T(X)(T(k)7 g(k)) g‘n&k
aP(r k) gy
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Using Lemma 3.2.3 again, we compute

GF = P(14q1 > t|GTEF) :/ / of (i1, ent1)deprdugs
t E
_ (TR R
R CONION

combining this expression with the one for E[X (7, &)1+, ,, > |G/ 4] yields the result. O

3.2.2 Characterisation of G-martingales

Is this section we prove that under Hypothesis 4, we can give a condition for a G-adapted
process to be a martingale. This result on its own does not bare a lot of significance however
it is useful in answering the fundamental question of enlargement of filtration and deriving
the semimartingale decomposition formula, ultimately enabling a martingale representa-
tion theorem to be proven. The following theorem is the first of three contributions from
this section.

Theorem 3.2.5. Let Y = Y} Y"1, ,...) be a G-adapted process and where each Y* ¢
O(F, Oy, E*), then Y is a G-martingale if the following hold:

a) (Y (u, e)a(u,e) : t > uy,) is an F-martingale for all w € ©,, and e € E™.
b) (my :=E[Y,|GF] : t > 73,) is a GF-martingale for all k € {0,1,...,n — 1}

Proof. To show thatY is a G-martingale, we need to show that for any 0 < s < ¢, E[Y;|G;] =
Y;. From Proposition 3.2.1 we have that there exist O(F, ©, E¥)-measurable processes y*
for k € {0, 1, ...,n} such that the optional projection of ¥; on G, is equal to

n

]E[}/t |g€] = Z yf]l{‘l'k <s<Tp41}°
k=1

We therefore need to show that

yé (T(k)v f(k))]l{‘rk§8<‘rk+1} = Y;k (T(k)a g(k))ﬂ{‘rk§5<‘rk+1}a
forall k € {0,1,...,n}. We do this in three steps:
1. For k = n:

y?(’ra f)]l{mgs} :E[Yngs]]l{ﬂmfé}
=E[Y," (1, )l97 1L {7, <)

The right hand side is computed using Proposition 2.2.3 as follows

E [ytn(u, e)az(u, e)|Fs "éigﬂ{més}
aS (Ta g)

]E[Y;n(’ra §)|gz’£]]l{7'n§5} =
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The term inside the expectation is assumed to be an F-martingale, meaning

E |:)/tn (uv 6)at (U, 6)|-7::9:| |7ézg]l{‘rn§s} _st (7-7 f)as (7-’ g)]l{‘rngs}
o (7,€) as(T,§)
=Y (1, )17, <o}

2. Fork=n—1:
y? 1(7'(n_1)7g(n_l))ﬂ{m71SS<m} = E[Yt|g8]]1{Tn71SS<m}

Taking expectations with respect to G”~! one obtains

Elyr(rm DN oy 1G0T = EYil s, <ocny |60
yr D TG L < = BV s 1GT8 T g, <)

Recall the definition of G"~! from Equation (3.1). Now utilising the fact that G; and G741
agree when 7,,_; < s the right hand side can rewritten as follows

= (B [Vi|g0" ] = E [Yillr, < 979" ]) 1r, L <
= (E[Vlg7¢" "] ~E[E Y/ (r, )1 (r, 20|07 ]

g;’,f,nfl} ) 11{7'1;71 <s}-

The first term may be simplified according to assumption (b). The second term is computed
using Lemma 3.2.3 in conjunction with Proposition 2.2.3 from Chapter 2 to yield

=< l / / V(D g, €070 e ) o (un, e denduy, |GTET lbn{m_lgs}.

The second term can be further simplified by using Proposition 2.2.3 from Chapter 2 to

a(r" ™ £ )
O[(nfl)(-,—(n—l)’g(nfl))

and that the G™¢"~! density of (r("~1,£(=1) is o1, this results in the following sim-
plified expression for the second term

project the integrand on to F;. Note that by definition a" Y(uy,, en) =

{fun e Y (s e)ag(u, e)denduy, | Fy } ‘u<"*1>=r<"*1>
_ enD=gnv |
™ al" D (r(n=1) gn-1)) {mn-1<s}-

The numerator is identified as the expectation of an F-martingale, meaning

[fu ) fE (u, €)as (u, e)dendun | Fs ] ‘um—m:T(nfl)
n— e(n—l)zg(n—l) ]l
- m - Tn—1385"
s Ozk(gnil)(T(n_l),f(n_l)) { <s}
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Finally, the term inside the expectation is F,-measurable meaning the second term inside
the brackets is simplified using Lemma 3.2.3 as follows

_ (mz / /Yn (n—1) U g(n 1) en) n— (un,en)dendun> ]1{-,-n71§s}
Tn_1

— (m?—l o) [}/Sn(T(n),€(n))ﬂ{‘rngs}|g;,§,n—l}) H{Tnflgs}
=E |:szn_1(7—(n_l)’ g(n_l))]l{‘rn_1 <s<Tn} ‘g;’,&,n—l} ]l{‘rn_lgs}
:st—l(T(n—l)’ g(nil))Ggilll{r”,lgs}

Note that on the set {s < 7,,}, G~ > 0 almost surely. Indeed,

2 []l{scn}ﬂ{c:;“l:o}} =E [E [ﬂ{s«ﬂ}]l{c:;“l:m\ggflﬂ =E [G?%ﬂ{cgfl:o}} =0.

Therefore
yr TN ey = YT ETY TN cocny
3.Fork=0,1,....,n— 2:
yh (™ N cocr iy = EVIG (7 <ocmy 1)

Taking conditional expectations with respect to G¥ one obtains

YRR ENGE L cocrey = E [Yilgr o) 1975 Ly cocmn)
[ [Yt|gk+1} ]I{Tk+1>8}‘g;—’£’k} Lir <s<miin}

[Y Liri>s3l9s Dok ] Lir <s<mii}

k( a‘f )G ]l{'rk<s<7'k+1}

As before G* > 0 when s < 741 implying

y§ (T(k)v g(k))]l{m§5<‘l'k+1} = Ysk (T(k)7 g(k))]l{'rk§5<7'k+l}'
O

Note that had Hypothesis 4 been an equivalence hypothesis i.e. that the density process
a be strictly positive, then Theorem 3.2.5 would be an equivalence, meaning we could
classify all G-martingales with these characteristics (see Proposition 3.3 in Callegaro et al.
[2013] for the one-default case). This equivalence is not needed for future results and so the
more flexible absolute continuity hypothesis is incorporated.

Remark 5. Theorem 3.2.5 holds for local martingales too. Indeed every G*-stopping time is a G-
stopping time so if (Y,*(u,e)o(u,e) : t > uy,) is an F-local martingale and mF is a G*-local
martingale then Y is a G-local martingale.
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As is the theme of this chapter, we next give a characterisation of G**!-martingales in terms
of G*-martingales which in turn leads to a practical way of characterising G-martingales
only in terms of F-martingales. This is explained in Corollary 3.2.6.1.

Proposition 3.2.6. Forany k € {1,2,...,n—1}, aprocess Y, = Yt’“]l{THQt}—i-ﬁk(TkH, Sy ) re i <eys
where Y* is G*-adapted and Y* is GF @ B(R1) @ B(E)-adapted, is a G**'-martingale if the fol-
lowing two conditions are satisfied:

- (}/}t(U}c+17 err1)of (Upr, enr1) it > Tk> is a G*-martingale.
— my; = E[Y;|GF] is a G*-martingale for t > 7.

Proof. Just as in the proof of Theorem 3.2.5, we want to show that for 0 < s < ¢, E[Y;|GF 1] =
Y when the given conditions are satisfied. From Proposition 3.2.2 we know there exists a
O(G*)-measurable process y* and and a O(G*, R*, F)-measurable process 7* such that

E[Yi |G = /Ly sy + 98 Tty Sor) L rp sy <s}- (3.4)

We aim to show that Ysk]l{m+1 >s} — yfﬂ{7k+1 >s} and Y;k (Tk-O-la €k+l)]l{7k+1 <s} = @5 (Tk+1, £k+l)]l{7'k+1 <s}-
We start with the second term of Equation (3.4).

G (Tt 1, G 1) L sr <o) =EVRIGE (0, <4y

Remark 3 says that G¥*! and G7¢* agree when 74,11 < s, meaning

375 (TkJrl» §k+1)]l{m+1 <s} :E[Y;Sk (Tk+1a €k+1) |g§’£’k+1]]l{m+1 <s}-

From Lemma 3.2.3, (r(#+1) ¢*:+1)) « F with oF+1) = 7{(7(k+1) ¢(+1)) T}, this coupled
with Proposition 2.2.3 yields

¥ k+1
]E[Ytk(“kﬂa ers)oy T (D), 6(’”1))’}3} | o1 ()
1) gt 1)

98 (M1 €er1) Ly <) = D)

g (k4D g(kt1)) {miprss)

Again, Lemma 3.2.3 says that o* = T{(7x11, &k41), GT4*}, this coupled with a®) = T{(7() ¢*)) F}
and Proposition 2.2.3 mean that the numerator is identified as

E {Ytk (U415 €ht1) 08 (Upg1, €k41) ’Q;“} [rt1 =704

i Crt+1=8k+1
s (Tht1, Ekr1)Lgr <ot = '
s ) {Th41<s} ab(Tha1,Ekr1) {Tkr1<s}
y k
E[}/tk(uk?-‘rl7ek7+1)at (Uk+17ek+1) g§:| ‘uk+1:T}€+1
= €rt+1=Ek+1 1
a {Tkr1<s}"

ok (Th1, Ek1)
Finally, the term inside the expectation is assumed to be a G*-martingale, meaning
08 (Tt 1> G 1) L <o) =Y (Thrt, Eoa 1) Ly <5}

The first term of Equation (3.4) is simplified as follows:

y§1{7k+1>5} :E[E|gf+l]]1{m+1>s}'
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Taking expectations with respect to G*, we get
y.]:G];IL{Tk+1 >S} :E[}/t]l{‘rk-u >S} |g§]]1{7'k+1 >S}
= (E[Yt|g§] - E[Y;f]l{‘rk+135}|g§]) ]]'{Tk+1 >s}-

Using the Tower property of expectations, the first term inside the brackets is identified as
ms. The second is simplified using the decomposition of ¥; and the fact that {711 < s} C
{mk+1 < t} as follows

G ]l{Tk+1>S} = (ms - E[Y (Tk+1a§k+1)]1{rk+1<s}‘g ]) ]l{rk+1>s}-

Using Lemma 3.2.3 again, the second term inside the brackets is simplified to

YEGE L1 5y = <ms - E[/ / Ytk(ukﬂ,ekﬂ)af(ukﬂa€k+1)d€k+1duk+1|‘]§}> Lirpyy>s)-
0 E

The integrand is a G*-martingale by definition, therefore using Fubini’s theorem, we get

S
YEGE L (1 5y = <ms —/ / Yf(wcﬂ,€k+1)04'§(uk:+176k+1)dek+1duk+1> Tiryi>s)

= (ms -E [ Tk+1,§k+1)ﬂ{7k+1gs}\g§’§’kb Tirii>s)

= (ms —E {ff (Tht 1§ 1) L {7y <53 |G D Tirir>s)

=E [Ys - v} (Tk+1,§k+1)]1{rk+1gs}\g§]

:YskGlgﬂ{rHos}-
Finally, G¥ > 0 when 7441 < s, meaning y¥1(,, . >y = Y1, ) O
Combining Theorem 3.2.5 and Proposition 3.2.6 we get the following useful corollary.

Corollary 3.2.6.1. Let Y = >, Y*1y, . where each Y* is O(F, Oy, E¥)-measurable for
k€ {0,1,...,n}, then Y is a G-martingale if the following are all F-martingales for all u € ©,, and
ec B™:

o (Y (u,e)ar(u,e):t>uy,)

o (y;"*l(u(”*l),6(”*1))'yf*1(u(”*1),6(” D) fun ) S5 Y (u, e) o (u, e)depduy, < t > Un71)

o (}/tn—Q(u(n—Q), e(P=2)yn=2 (3 (1=2) ¢(n=2))
+f7fn_2 ff: . sz Y"fl( (=1 o=, (u, e)dende, 1 du,di,
—|—f;:72 fu ng (u, €)ay(u, e)deyde, 1 duydu, 1 : t > un,g)

. (Y;OGQ—I-fOt S ol Jn Vit (ur,e1) Yag (u, e)de™D) du (1)

Jrfooo fil fuo; fu" leLY? uw® 6(2)) t(U,E)de(”:Udu(n:l)
o o L2 S [ Y (us @) (u, ) de™ D du ) - ¢ > 0),
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where v* is defined in Equation (3.2).
Proof. From Theorem 3.2.5, we need to show that E[Y;|GF] is a G*-martingale for ¢ > 75, and

allk € {0,1,...,n — 1}. Note however that for ¢t > 74

E[Y,[GF] =E | > Y/ (79, N1 <rary 1y |GF
j=k

To prove the result, we show when k = n — 1 and 7,,_; < s < ¢ that,

B[y 0 (D, 600N oy V(1 (72|62

=E [szn_l(’r(n_l)7g(n_l))]l{s<7'n} + Y;;n(Tv g)ﬂ{mgs}‘gg_l} y

the case when k € {0, 1, ...,n — 2}, is done similarly. By assumption, we have:

E

¢
D (D A (T / / Y, (u, €) g (u, €)dendu, | Fs
Up—1 JE
:y'snfl(u(nfl)’ e(nfl))pygfl(u(nfl)’ e(nfl)) + / / Y7 (u, e)as(u, e)de,duy,.
Up_1 J E
Evaluating at 7("~1) and ¢~V

E Y;nfl(u(n—1)7e(n—l)),}/;n71<u(n—l)’e(n—l))

t
+/ / Y (u, e)ay(u, e)dendun|};]
Up—1 JE
e Gt S b Cal T S

+ / / Yén (T(nil)a Unp, g(nil)a en)o‘s (T(nil)a U, g(nil)a en)dendun-
Tn—1 E

w(m=1) —p(n=1)
e(n=1) —g(n=1)

From Lemma 3.2.3, T{(7,&,), G767 1} = a(r(n=1) . (=1 ) /o(n=1) (£ (n=1) "¢(n=1)) Fyr-
thermore, for 7,1 < s, Q;f m—1 agrees with grt, meaning Proposition 2.2.3 can be used
to identify the left hand side as,

om0 DR O, €0y + Y T, <60
e G T S b Cal S

+ / / YS"(T(”fl), U, 5(”71), en)as(T(”*l), Up, 5("71), en)denduy,.
Tn—1 E

The right hand side when divided by a{" ™" (7("=1) ¢("=1) is identified as

E [Yt(nfl)(T(n—l)7 g(n—l))]l{t<7_n} + Ytn(T, f)]l{mgt}|g?_1}

=E [y 7m0, €0 oy V(1 ()62
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3.2.3 [F-martingales in the enlarged filtration

We are now in a position where we can answer the question of whether F-martingales
remain semimartingales in the enlarged filtration and if so, how do we decompose them
into a G-martingale plus a finite variation process. The following theorem answers this
question.

Theorem 3.2.7. Any cadlag F-local martingale X is a G-semimartingale and

R n Tr4+1 /AL 1
X=Xy — / ————d(X, (), e ™)) |
kZ:O nont Ve (TR, E(R)) ;’;);gkﬂ

is a G-local martingale.
Note that the predictable quadratic covariation terms (X, v*(u(®), e(¥))) are computed in F.
Proof. Firstly, it is noted that X can be decomposed as follows:

Xt = Z Y;:k (T(k)a g(k))]l{‘rk <t<Tp41}s
k=0

where

t
1
tho I:Xt—/ 7GO ]].{Gg_>0}d<X,GO>S,
0 s—

t
1

T anen) Lo ep>0p X7 (e e,
1 s§— 9

U 1
S D d(X,~! .
G ey )

Ul 1
Y (ug,e1) =X, —/0 GTH{G2_>o}d<Xa G%)s —/
U1 1
V2 (u®,e?) =X, —/0 GT]I{G‘SL>O}CZ<X; G%)s —/

t
1
_/ T @ a@ L0 @50 X7 (W, ).,
us Vs— P

n n n “ 1 ! 1
Yt (u( )76( )) =X, —A @ﬂ{Gg_>0}d<X, G0>S — . = /un mﬂ{as_(u,e)>0}d<Xﬂa(u7e)>8'

Using Theorem 3.2.5, we shall attempt to show that both
o (Y(u,e)a(u,e):t > uy,)is an F-local martingale.
e Forallk € {0,1,....,n — 1}, (mf =E[X,|GF] : t > Tk> is a G*-local martingale.
Firstly,
d (V" (u, e)as(u, e)) =Y (u, e)das(u, ) + ar—(u, e)dY + d[Y", a(u,e)];
=Y/ (u, e)day(u, e) + ap—(u, e)d Xy + d ([X, au, e)] — (X, a(u, €))),

which is the sum of F-local martingales.
For the second condition we shall use Corollary 3.2.6.1 and backward induction to show
that m" is a G¥-local martingale for all k € {0,1,...,n — 1}.
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Base Case: k =n —1 We need to show that

n?—l(u(nfl)’e(n 1)) Yn 1( (n— 1) (n 1)) n— 1( (n— 1) (nfl))

/ / (u, e)ay(u, e)de,du,

is an F-martingale for all (u("~Y e(»~1)) € ©,,_; x E"~L. First note the following decom-
position of 41

77? 1(u(n71)76(n71)):/ /at(uae)dendun
t E

[e'e] t
:/ /at(u,e)dendun—/ / (at(u, €) — ay, (u,e)) depduy,
o JE 0o JE
t
7/ /aun(u,e)dendun
0o JE
t
71(u("_1),e("_1))—/ /aun(u,e)dendun
0o JE

where p? !t (u(?1 e(r—1) = f I e (u, e)deyduy, — fo I ((u, €) — v, (u, e)) deyduy, is
an F-martingale by the fact that a(u, e) is an F-martingale for all (u,e) € ©,, x E™ and
Fubini’s theorem. For ease of notation we shall omit the dependence on (w1 e(»=1) for
this part of the proof. Then using Lemma 2.3.4, we get

dnp~t =y tay Tt v Y"—l/ ai(t,en)dendt +d[Y™ 1 4",

/ Y (t, en)as(t, en dendt—i—/ / " (U €)@t (Un, €)) depduy,
=y =X, + Y T T+ d (X T = (X)),

+/ (Yn (t,en) — V"™ 1) a(t, en)dendt + / / " (U €n) 0t (Un, €)) depdity,.
E

(3.5)
Note that, by definition of Y™~ ! and Y™

Yt"(t7en) Yn 1 Ayn 1

Then by Corollary 2.3.2.1 in Chapter 2, fo Jo (Y (s,€n) = Y1) ag(s, en)dends is an F-
martingale. Finally, the last term in equation (3.5) can be written in integral form as

/// </ u"’e”)as(“men))dendun
/// (/ Y “nvevv)ae(un,en)> de,du,,

/ / (en)ai(Un,en) — Yy (,en)ou, (un,en)) de,duy,.

By assumption Y (, e, )a(un, €,) is an F-martingale meaning the above has zero expecta-
tion and is an F-martingale. Therefore n"~! is the sum of F-martingales.
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Inductive Step: We assume that

k+1( (k+1) (k+1)) Yk+1( (k+1) (k:+1)) k+1(u(k+1) (k+1))

~

/ / / / Yk+2 (k+2) (k+2))at(u e)de(" k+2)du(n k+2)
Up_1 J En—k—1
+ / / / / thk+3 (U(k+3)7 e(k"l‘?’))at (U, e)de(n:k+2)du(n:k+2)
Uk+1 7 Uk+2 Up_q J E—k—1

[ee] [e’e) t
+ ..+ / / / / Y (u, e)ay (u, e)de(n:k+2)du(n;k+2)
Uk41 Y Uk42 Up_1 J En—k—1

is an F-martingale. We need to show that

nf (), ) = Y@, By (u®), o)

t [e’e] %)

+/ / / / Yt’cﬂ(u(kﬂ)’e(k+1))at(u7e)de(n:k+1)du(n:k+1)
0 t Up—1 En—k
[e%s) t ')

+/ / / / }Qk+2(u(k+2),e(k+2))at(u’e)de(n:k+1)du(n:k+1)
Uk Uk41 Up_1 J E"—Fk

o [e'¢) t
+...+/ / / / }/tn(u7e)at(u7e)de(n:kJrl)du(n:kJrl)
Uk Uk 41 Up_1 J EN—F

is an F-martingale.
Using the definition of v* and the fact that the random times are ordered, in other words
ay(u, e) = 0if up, > up1, the integrals may be rewritten as follows

nF(u® )y =y F (k) eF))yk (0 k)

/ / / / Yk+1 (k+1) (kH))ozt(u e)de(” k1) o, (nik+1)
Up_1 En— k
+/ / / / }/tk-&-2(u(k+2),e(k+2))at(u7e)de(n:k+l)du(n:k+1)
Uk+1 En—k
+ .. +/ / / / u 6 at(u e)de(n k+1)du(n k+1)
Uk+1 Up—1 J ETF

=), W) (b, )
+/ /Ytk+1(u(k+1)ae(k“))'YfH(u(kH)’e(k+1))d€k+1duk+1
0o JE
t t
Jr/ // VT2 (bt o2 ) b2 ( (42) o2 ey s odes sy dupyadupt
E2

t t t
+ / / / / Y™ (u, €) oy (u, €)de™F+1) gy (k1)
oJo Jo JEn-r

k+1

Using the definition of n***, this is identified as

t
Rk (u®), By Zy k() k) (()e(k))—l—/ /nf+1(u<k+1>,e<k+1>)dek+1duk+1.
0 E

It therefore follows that nf (u(*), ¢(*)) is an F-martingale by the same reasoning as that of
n D (u,, e,). O
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The above theorem enables us to decompose G-martingales in terms of F-martingales, to
continue the theme of this paper, we give the decomposition of an F-martingale in terms
of a G*-martingale and a recursive decomposition of G**!-martingales in terms of G*-
martingales, these are presented in the following two corollaries.

Corollary 3.2.7.1. For k € {1,2,...,n}, any F-martingale X is a G*-semimartingale and

R T1INE 1 0
X=X, — / (X, G0,
0 s—

To At 1
- / Xy )

ot Ve (T1,61) er=ts

T 1 20, (2) ,(2)
_ d X,’y u , € s _

[, eyt w=r
t
1
. —d(X,a(k)(u(k),e(k)»s o
/W a®) (70 ) Yo e

is a GF-martingale.

Proof. Here we use the fact that Theorem 3.2.5 can be generalised to G*-martingales i.e.
Y = E;:é YI(r@ €N, oy + YE(EWD ), ) is a GF-martingale if

o (YF(u®, e®)a® (k) ¢®)): ¢ > wu,)is an F-martingale.
o m] = E[Y;|G]] is a G/-martingale for t > 7; and j € {1,2,....k — 1}.
Then using the same proof as Theorem 3.2.7, the result holds. O

Corollary 3.2.7.2. Any G*-martingale X is a G**'-semimartingale and

X X /Tk+1/\t 1 d<X Gk> /t 1 d<X k;( )>
t =Xt — =i ) - s , O\ Uk41, €k+1 ‘ =
TEAL Glst ° Tht1 At 04];7 (Tk+17fk+1) ) ij_i:gfj_f

is a GFl-martingale.

Proof. The result follows from Proposition 3.2.6 and a similar reasoning as in Equation (3.5)
in the proof of Theorem 3.2.7. O

The above decompositions will be of particular use in proving a martingale representation
theorem in the enlarged filtration. A natural question arises from the above decomposi-
tions:

1. Start with an F-martingale X.

2. Define the G* and G**!-martingales from Corollary 3.2.7.1, call them X* and X*+1
respectively.

3. Now using X* define the G**'-martingale from Corollary 3.2.7.2.

4. Does the resultant martingale coincide with X*+1?
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The following proposition answers this question.

Proposition 3.2.8. Starting with an F-martingale X, define the following according to corollary
3.2.7.1:

. TN 1 0 PV 1 1
XF=x,- d(X, G0, — ——d(X, : ’ _
Foxim [ gt @ [ et ) et
. . (3.6)
- ———d(X, P (WP ) |
/w o™ (7 (k) (k) Yo

Skl T1NAL 1 0 To At 1 1
Xt :Xt _/0 G() d<XaG >s - / e 71 (7_1 El)d<X7’y (U1,€1)>
s— T1 s— )

U1=T1
e1=¢&1

t
1
— d(X, P D (kD DY) -
/m+1/\t a(li+1)(T(k+1)7£(k+1)) Z(zﬂii);g(k:)

) (3.7)

Then the G*+'-martingale X**+1 coincides with the martingale in Corollary 3.2.7.2 starting with
XP*. That is,

. R Tr+1 AL 1 R
Xf+1 :th _/ Td<XkaGk>s
TN\t Gs—
) 1 o (3.8)
- —d<X , & (uk+lvek+1)>s u =T
/Tkﬂm o (Thgt1, Ert1) eoti—Eriy

Proof. To prove the result, we first note a technicality about predictable quadratic varia-
tions. For non-zero semi-martingales, U, V and W, such that (V,V),(u, W), (U, V), (V, W)
exists, the following formula for the product (%Wt) can be derived. This is first done by

treating this as a product of % and W; as follows:

d <Utwt) :&th +W,_d <Ut) +d {U W]

Vi Vi Vi v,
U, Wi _ Ui Wy _ U W, _
— W, + U, — = av, + = v, v,
Vi Vi (Vio) (Vio)
Wy _
— 1 d[U, V], +d [U,W}
(Vi) Vool

Next we treat the product as the product of all three terms U, v% and W; as follows:

U; ) Wi_ Ui_ Ui W;_ Ui W,;_
d| =W; | =——dU; + —dW; — dVi + dl\v,v
(‘/t t ‘/t_ t ‘/t_ t (%7)2 t (W7)3 [ ]t
1 Wi_ U _
+ —d[U, W], - —=d[U, V], - ——d [V, W],
Vi- (Vi) (Vi)
Combing these two formulas for d (%WO, we get
U 1 U;_
|7 W], = gdU W, v VWl
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Finally, noting that the dual predictable projection of the quadratic covariation process is
the predictable quadratic covariation process (see Chapter 8 in He et al. [1992]), we get the
following helpful formula:

U 1 U,
d<V,W>t = U W)e = g d(V, W) (3.9)

We now recall the definition of a* and G¥
agk+1) (T(k+1)7 §(k+1))

oy (), €09)

af (U1, €ha1) =

k(r) g(R))
GF =P(7h1 > 11GF) = Linyos) + Lprcty e —2o
t ( k+1 | t) {r>t} {m.<t} agk)(r(k),ﬁ(k))

Therefore, for t > 7,

e (u®, e®) >
AN ‘ wF) = (k).

d(X*, Gy, =d({ X,
' < al®) (uk) (k) ) Zg(0)

Using Equation (3.9) this is expanded as

S 1
d<Xk7 Gk>t = d<X7 Wk(u(k)a e(k))>t w®) = (k)

k() (k)
_ e TET) i W ) )y, R

ai’f) (T(k), 5(1@)2 e®) —g(k)

Now using the definition of G’s“, the second term can be written as

1
- d(X, fyk(u(k), e(k))>t —
o) (2 k) (k) ziiii;g&f?

Gy
— = (X, a® WP PN, o,
a® (10 g(0) o) g ()

d(X* GF, =

and

a§k+1)(u(k+1)7 e(k+1)) >

ok k _
d(X", o (’U/k+17ek+1)>t‘uk+1:7—k+l —d<X, ® o h QD) (k1)
1 =Eni1 a; (uk) e(k)) tl et t1) Zglht)

Again, using Equation (3.9), this is expanded as

. 1
d<Xk, ak(uk+1, ek+l)>t‘uk+1f7k+1 :md<X, a(k+1)(u(k+1), €(k+1)>t|u(k+i):r<’“+1)
enpr1=tri1 g (TR ER)) e D) —¢g(k+1)
1
— —d<X, Ot(k) (U(k)7 e(k))>t (k) _ (k)
o (r () £(0)2 Lo

Using the definition of o, this is simplified to
. 1
d<Xk,ak(uk-ﬂ,€k+1)>t‘uk+1=rk+1 ZT® o e <X>04(k+1)(u(k+1),€(k+1)>t|u<k+1):7.<k+1)
eorr=¢orr Qo (TR ER)) e —g(k+1)

k
- wd<){7a(k)(u(k)’e(k))>t u(k)_T(k).
oI (70, ¢) «W=s
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We now show that the right hand side of equation (3.8) is equal to the decomposition in
equation (3.7).

vhk+1 vk Tt 1 vk k
Xt :Xt - & d<X G >s

B AL s—

t

1 N )

—/ (X", & (uk 1, €r41))s
rent O (Thy1, Eky1)

U1 =Tk+1"
ek+1=8k+1

The computation of (X%, G*) and (X*, o¥) are introduced and X* is expanded to yield

m L 0 ' 1 ) () o8)
:Xf/ d(X,G% — ... — / —d(X,a (u® e®N)Y | o

o Gl Tk/\tO[ (’T(k £() ZE;;;?:;
- Tkﬂ/\t;d<X77k(u(k)’e(k))>s (k) (k)

mne YA (TR, €(R)) Z(k):g(k)
+/TMAM : d<X7a(k)(“(k)76(k))>s (k) (k)

S ORIL)) Y0 =g

¢ 1
_ A(X, @D (kD) (k1) ‘ ,

s gy Pl

¢
1
+/ o d(X,a(k)(u(k),e(k))>s‘u(m:7<k).
reeant ol (7 (k)| (k) () Zg(k)

It is noticed that inside the brackets, the first, third and fifth terms sum to zero. The leftover
terms are then

TIAt 1 0 Tr41/\E 1 koo (k) (k)
_x, X,G - ———d(X, e )l
R A e W - o) LA T A ey
t
1
_ d<X7a(k+1)(u(k+1),e(k+1)>>s 1) (k1)
v gy oo g
_ Xk
]

3.2.4 Random jump measures and their compensators

We devote this subsection to introducing a very important family of processes. There are
no original results here but simply a presentation of the random jump measures induced
by 7 and £ and their compensators.
Fork € {1,2,...,n} let

HE([0,8] x A) = T cnTigien
forallt € Rt and A € B(E).
We define the total jump measure as follows:

([0,t] x A) :Zﬂk ([0,¢] x A).
k=1
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To remain consistent with the notation defined in previous sections, we define the cumula-
tive total jump measure as follows:

k
P([0,8] x 4) = 37 (0.8 x A).
i=1
A key component that is needed for the application of jump measures to stochastic calculus
is their compensators. The following comes from Proposition 2.1 in Kharroubi and Lim
[2014]:

Proposition 3.2.9. The random jump measure y admits a G-compensator A\i(e) de dt where

n k((k—1) (k—1)
s r)/t (T 7t7§ ,6)

Ae(e) =D Ni(e),  Af(e) = 4=
; t IR DN

Lii<ry

That is, for any A € B(E),

(,u([(),t] xA)—/Ot/A)\S(e) de ds:tZO)

A useful byproduct of this proposition is the G*-compensator of the jump measures 1% and

is a G-martingale.

1®), this is presented in the following corollary.

Corollary 3.2.9.1. Forany k € {1,2,...,n} the jump measures ui* and %) admit G*-compensators
Ai(e) de dt and )\gk) (e) de dt respectively where

k
A7) =D Nife),
=1

and A (e) is defined in Proposition 3.2.9.

Remark 6. The fact that the random times are ordered implies that ~f (r(*=1) ¢, ¢(=1) ¢) = 0 for
t < Tk—1. Meaning the compensator of u* can be written Af (€)1 (s, | <¢<r,}-

Proof. From Lemma 3.2.3, we know that (T(k), & (k)) < F, furthermore, from remark 6, the
compensator of y is a series of disjoint processes. It therefore follows that Proposition 2.1
in Kharroubi and Lim [2014] can be applied to the filtration G* and the jump measure

(%) O
p

In what follows we shall denote by /i, ii* and ji*) the compensated measures of y, ;* and
p®) respectively.

3.2.5 Martingale Representation in G

This section provides the main contribution of this chapter: we prove that when the ref-
erence filtration I enjoys martingale representation then under certain conditions, all G-
martingales are represented by an integral with respect to a continuous martingale and a
sequence of purely-discontinuous martingales. We begin by defining the following
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— For an arbitrary filtration H, define M?(H) to be the space of all H-martingales, M
such that E[|[M, M]|] < occ.

— Forany M € M?2(H), define L2(M) := {¢ : ¢ € P(H),E {fo‘f |6 2d[ M, M]S] < ool

Let S be an F-martingale. For the rest of this chapter we shall assume that F enjoys mar-
tingale representation with respect to S, that is, for any M € M?(F) there exists ¢ € L?(S)
such that

t
M, = Mo + / 6o,
0

forallt > 0.

Our goal is to prove that given this structure on F, G enjoys martingale representation too.
To do so we make a continuity assumption on the martingale S, this may seem restrictive
but martingale representation theorems are most useful when proving the existence and
uniqueness of stochastic differential equations, which are often driven by a continuous
Brownian motion.

Hypothesis 5. The martingale S is continuous.

Note that this assumption coupled with the fact that each 7, avoids F-stopping times (a
consequence of the density hypothesis 4 according to remark 2 in Chapter 2)) implies that
all F-martingales are continuous, in particular for any v € ©,, and e € E”, a(u,e) is a
continuous martingale, hence ¥, a(¥), G¥, and +* are all continuous for all k € {1,2,...,n}.
In essence, what will be evident is that all G-martingales are continuous on the time interval
[Tk, Tk+1). Define the following G-martingale in accordance with Theorem 3.2.7,

U1="T1

56 =9 e 1dSG0 TW L d(S,~'
- - 0 b S_ 1/ <N b U‘?e S
s [ qis ) LW~Mm&><”<1”

e1=§1
T3N\t 1 2 @ @) t 1
. (S, 2@ e ‘ ~ —...—/ (S, alu, €))s|u=r.
/7-2M 73(T(2)7€(2)) < ( ) Iég;;gg Ta At as(7,§) < (u-€)) ‘625

The following theorem is the main contribution of this chapter.

Theorem 3.2.10. The filtration G enjoys martingale representation with respect to {S€, i*, i, ..., i},
that is, for any M € M?(G) there exists ¢ € L?(S®) and B* € L*(i*)!, k = 1,2, ..., n such that

t n t
_ G k ~k
M, _M0+/0 $sdS: +k§_1j/0 /Eﬁs (e)ji* (ds, de).

Proof. The goal is to show that for all k = 1,2..,n, G* enjoys martingale representation
hence concluding the result for £k = n. Define the following family of processes in accor-
dance with Corollary 3.2.7.1

G,k ™1 0
SE* —g, /0 g6,

T2 1
7/ 7d<5,71(161,€1)>3‘u1:n

L &) P
t
1
S . — 1 T OO N
/m ofP (r (k) £(k)) o

1 This is understood as the space {3 : 8 € O(G) ® B(E),E [fot J& \ﬁs(e)|2A§(e)deds] < oo}
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then we will show that for every M* € M?(G*) there exists ¢* € L?(S®*) and g*F ¢
L?(ii*),i = 1,2,..., k such that

t k t
M} = M}F + / PEASTF +3 / / B ()it (ds, de).
0 i—1J/0 JE

This will be done using induction. It is important to note that under Hypothesis 5, S¢* is
a continuous G*-martingale.

Base Case k = 1: The proof for the standard one-default progressive enlargement is done
in Theorem 2.1 in Jeanblanc and Le Cam [2009a] under the same assumptions and is omit-
ted from this proof.

Inductive Step: We assume that G* enjoys martingale representation with respect to
{SCk nt fi%, ..., i*} for some k € {1,2,...,n}. We want to prove that G**! enjoys martin-
gale representation with respect to {S®*+1 ! fi% .. i**+1}. Firstly, by Corollary 3.2.7.2
and Proposition 3.2.6, we have that

Gk+1 _ oGk TN ]
S =51 —/ (S, GY), (3.10)
Tk S
t 1 Gk k
- ———— (ST, (U1, e 1)>s]u - (3.11)
~/Tk+1/\t ok (Thy1, Ekr1) A P

Secondly, by the inductive hypothesis, we define the integral representations of G* and o,
recalling their continuity

oo
k k
Gy Z/ /at (Upt1, epp1)derr1dugg
t E
oo oo
k k
:/ /at (uk+1vek+1)d6k+lduk+1+/ /(%Hl(ukﬂaeml)
0 E t E
t
—at(uk+1,ek+1))dek+1duk+1—/ /auk+1(uk+17ek+1)dek+1duk+1
0 E
t
k
=N, f/ /Oéu,k+1(uk+176k+1)d€k+1duk+1
0 E
where
o0
k k
Ny =/ /at (Ug+1, €xy1)degr1dupy
0 E
o0
k
+/ /(auk+1(uk+l,€k+1)_at(uk+17€k+l)) depy1dugy1
t E

It is noted by the fact that o (up41, ery1) is a continuous Gk-martingale and by Fubini’s the-
orem N} is too a continuous G*-martingale and therefore the induction hypothesis implies
the existence of a process n* € L?(S%*) such that

t
NE = N+ / nkdgok.
0
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For the remainder of this proof, any newly defined martingales will be denoted with a
capital letter and their integral representations in lower case.

As noted previously, for any (ugi1,ex11) € RT x E, the process o (ugi1,ex11) defined
in Lemma 3.2.3 is a G™%*, meaning it is a G"-martingale on [r}, 0)). By the inductive
hypothesis, there exists a* (uj 1, ext1) € L*(S®F) such that

t
of (U1, €r41) = o (U1, €rt1) +/ af (w1, epq1)dSTF.
0

To show that GFT! enjoys martingale representation, we may restrict our attention to only
uniformly integrable martingales of the form

M, = E[Mr|G{ ],

the main result can then be extended in the limit. Using a monotone class argument we
may consider random variables of the form

Myp = Zrh(Tes1r AT)g(Epr11ir, <T1),

where h and g are bounded Borel functions and Z7 is a G%-measurable random variable.
Now using Proposition 3.2.2, we can decompose M into the sum of three terms as follows:

My =E[Z7h(Try1 A T)g(§k+1]l{rk+1§T})|gtk+1]
=E[Zrh(T)g(0) L+, 571G + E[Grh(T41)9(Eri1) L 1< <1y [GF Y]
+ E[Zrh(7541)9(Ek+1) L 1 <0y 1G]

Using Proposition 2.2.3, the three terms above are simplified to

M _E[ZTh(T)g(O)ﬂ{Tk+l >T} |GF] 1 E[ZTh(Tk-‘rl)g(gk’-H)]l{t<-rk+1§T} G/ 1
t— Gic {Te+1>t} + G? {Th+1>t}

E[Zrh(uks1)g(er+1)of (g1, ex+1)|GF] ‘uw:rw

€l =, o
kt+1=Ek+1 ]l{Tk+1St}

_|_

o (Tht1, Ep1)
D @ 4y

We therefore proceed with the proof in three parts, the goal being to show that M can be
written as a stochastic integral with respect to {S®*+1 il p2 ... gh+i}.

For the sake of brevity the decompositions of M}, M) and M (%) are broken up into the
following three lemmas.

Recall the definition of H* for k € {1,2,....,n} and t > 0

Hf =1(7,<y-

The first lemma gives the decomposition of M (V).
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Lemma 3.2.11. Let P, := E[Zph(T)g(0)1,,,>7}|GF], then P is a GF-martingale and so by the
inductive hypothesis, there exists {p, p*, p, ..., p* } such that

P, = P0+/p5dSGk+Z// [ (ds, de),

then

t 1— Hfj—l
MV =h(T)g(0) (MV + /0 N (psG% — Po_nk) dSSH+1

—|—Z//< I_Hk+1)> “(ds, de) + // I_HkH)MkH(ds,de)).

Proof. Firstly, note from Corollary 3.2.9.1

t
HM = / / (@1 (de, ds) + N+ (e)de ds) . (3.12)
0 JE
Now using the definition of P and H**+!, M (") is written as

Mt(l) Pt(l _ thLl)

WT)g(0) —  Gf

Now using It6’s formula with jumps, we expand the right hand side as follows:

M )
W(T)g(0) ~ h(T)g(0) / o e / / @

t 1— Hk-‘rl , 1 _ Hk-‘rl
_ 7'9;d<PC7Gk>S + 75;d<Gk,Gk>s
o (GY) o (GY)

P,(1—HkY P (1 HMY — g P,
Z [ Gk - Gk - Gk APy Gk

s<t s s
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where the sum ranges over jump times of the processes P and H**!,i.e. {71, 72, ..., Tky1}
provided they occur before time ¢. Note that H*! only jumps at time 751, meaning

(1) (1) t k+1 k+1

M, — M, /I—HS Gk //I—H i
g = psdSS " + E puii’(ds, de
h(T)g(0) 0 G¥ 0 ( )

P 1— Hk+1 1 _ Hk‘+1
—/ ((G’“) nkdSS* ¢ / / )ak(s,e)deds
0

A _ Hk:+1
- / g k(s 55, / W(nf)zdw%s@%
0 0 s

17H’“+1 P,_(1— HF! :
+Z/< )Pl >>st

S

; / t (Ps_u - H’M) P(1- HW)) -

Gk Gk

S

H’““ tp L
5— +1
—E:A/ 5 (e)i(ds, de) + /0 !

Note the following

a) From Lemma 3.2.3 and Proposition 3.2.9, we see that

ak t,e
M) = 0,
t

b) From Equation (3.12),

P, (1— Hk+1 1 _ H]C+1 P._(1- Hk+1
/ hO-Ho) Gt dHM = / / ( )ukH(ds,de) + ((Gk>25>o¢]§(s,e)ded5 .
0

S

b) The integrator dH ks supported by the set {751 < s}, therefore

These three facts combine to yield the following:

(1) (1) t k+1 t k k41

M — M, 1-H 1—H

t ) :/ S; (psGlsC - Ps—”?) dS?k B / nS( 357 ) (pSG]; - PS—nI;) d<SGJ€> SG7k>S
h(T)g(0) o (GF) 0 (GF)

Hk+1 1 _ Hk‘+1
—Z/ / 2= pi(e)Ni(e deds+/ / )Mk+1(ds,de)
S (1 — H’““ P, (1—H! ,
+Z/< ) _ (GkS*) dH!.
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From Equation (3.10) and the dynamics of G¥, we see that

(1— HfTYdS = (1 — H) <sf’=’“ kd(SG’“ SEk), )

G}
meaning
(1) (1) t k+1 =
My — My~ 1-H™ —_— l—H 2
h(T)g(0) _/o (GkY? (psCs ) dS, Z / / ()X (e)deds

/ / -0 HkH)u’““(ds,de)

1 k+1
+Z/ ( 1—Hk+ ) _ps,(1ngS,+ ))dH;_

S

The fourth term can be extended to an integral over the measure 1. Furthermore, from the
definition, the jump of P at 7; is . (e), this implies

(1) (1) t k1 -
M, _— M, L, G,k+1 H 5 ;
h(1)g(0) :/o (Gk)2 (psG dStT Z/ / pL(e)Ni(e)deds

// 1—H§,1) A (ds. de) +Z/ / <ps H”l)>ﬂi(ds7de)_

Combining the second and fourth term together, we get

t 1— Hfjl k t Zai e)(1 — Hfj_l .
:/ 7(6?’“)2 (psG* — Py_nk) asEH++! +Z/0 /E AGIC ) ar ) f'(ds,de)
0 P s

i=1
1 o Hk+1
/ / )uk+1(ds,de).

The next lemma shows the decomposition of M (2)

Lemma 3.2.12. For (u,e) € Rt x E, let P;(u,e) := E[Zrh(u)g(e)ak (u,e)|GF], then by the
inductive hypothesis there exists {p(u, e), p (u, €), p (u, €), ..., p* (u, €) } such that

t k t
Py(u,e) = Py(u,e) —|—/ ps(u,e)dSE*F + Z/ / Pl(u, e, )i (ds,de),
0 — Jo JE

then just as in the decomposition of GY define,

Q: —/ /Pt u, e dedu—/ / Pi(u,e dedu—|—/ / — Pi(u,e)) dedu
—/ /Pu(u,e)dedu

/quGk+Z//qs ‘(de, ds) //Puededu
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then

t1— gkt

MP =M + / i (,GE — Qo) dSER
o (GK)
Hk+1 . 1 o Hk-‘rl
+Z/ / < )> it (ds,de) + / /Q ); k“(ds de)
Hk+1)
/ / 5= _“deds

Proof.

E[Zrh(Tk41)9(Eks1) L r<ryr <1} |GF]
Mt(Q): Gk e <T) 2 Liri 1>
¢
E[ftT I Zrh(u)g(e)ak-(u, e)dedu|GF H
GF '

Using Fubini’s Theorem, this is written in terms of () as

Q1 — B

2
M = o
t

Using Lemma 2.3.4 in Section 2.3 in Chapter 2, we have

t k41 t t k+1
) ) _/ (1-H™) O — Qs—(1-H™")
VPO VA I Gl =PINTS Y apkt = [ em 0T e ) e
! 0 0 GE @ o G% 0 (GF)? ‘
1— Hk-‘rl Qs-(1-H) 1 _ Hk-‘rl
0 (Gk)
lfH’ﬂ“) (1—H’“+1) 1— H* O
*;[ ar T gE A0t ar AL J

It is clear from the decomposition of M ") in Lemma 3.2.11 that the decomposition of 1/ (?)
will be very similar with the addition of one finite variation term, that is

M(2)_M(2):/t]‘_H§j1( Q ) SGk-i—l
t 0 0 (Gk)Q

+Z/ /< 1Hk+1>> (de. ds) //Qe 1fH"“> A (ds, de)
// (s,¢) 1_Hfjl)aleals.

Finally, the decomposition of M (%) is given.
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Lemma 3.2.13. Recall the integral representation of P(u,e) for (u,e) € Rt x E,

Pi(u,e) = Py(u,e) + / ps(u, e dSGk+Z/ / i(ds, de),

then the decomposition of M3 is as follows

t Hk+1
M :/ o 5 (D5 (Tt 15 Eet 1) (Ths 1, Eo1) — P (Tt Gip1)as (1, €)) dSEFH!
o (af Tk+17§k+1))

Hk+1 ‘
+Z/ / P (Tht1, kg1, )i (ds, de)

K(Tht1, Err1)

k+1 k+1
/ / ( . ekl_Hé_ )> i1 (ds, de) + / / (5,¢) HS_ )deds
ak(s,e)

E [ZTh<uk+1)g(ek+1)‘gf} ‘Uk+1:Tk+l
M(3) _ ek41=Ek41
=

o (Thg1, Epv1)
:Pt(Tk+1,§k+1)Hf+l
o (Thg1, Epv1)

Proof.

]I{Tk+1§t}

Again, using integration by parts we get

P, (u,e)H 1 Py(u,e) HET
ak(u,e) af(u,e)

t Hk+1 t P_ t Pg_ Hk—‘rl
- [ Gesan + [ Deltage - [ EOR k)
o ak(u,e) 0 0

o (u, ) (ak(u, )’

[ 7Hfj1 u,e),a”(u,e t —PS_(u,e)Hffl o (u,e), a(u, e
A( APl e).a* (.0, + | : d(a* (u, ), a* (u, €))s

ok (u, e))? ok (u,e))’
(u,e)HF P (u,e)HIT  HI Py (u,e) 1
Jrz [ of(ue)  ak(ue)  ok(u,e) APy(u,€) = ak(u,e) AHST }
= t 7H§j1 u, e)al(u,e) — u, e)as(u, e G,k tiPS,(u,e) k1
=), Gt e o0 = Pt ) a5+ 1 Sl
tHM g (u,e
_/ 7}[ (u.e) (ps(u e)alg(me) — PS,(u7e)as(u,e)) d(SG’k,SG’k>S
o (ak(u,e))’

+Z/ / HkaS (u, e, €)' (ds, de’)

k t k+1 k+1 t k+1 k+1
Po(u, ) H**Y P, (u,e)HM | Py(u, e)H1  Py(u, ) H*
+§:/ ( (U 6) E . (u 6) E )dH;—f—/ ( ('LL 6) s i (’U, 6) E )dH§+1
0

i—=1 /0 Oéé" (U'a 6) Oé§ (ua 6) Oéé" (U'a 6) Oé§ (ua 6)
k k41 t
H ; N Ps_(u,e)
s A7 i(ds.d AN s ) de+1.
- ak(u e)ps(u,e,e i (ds, de’) /o ak(ue) ¢

From equation (3.10), we see that HFF1dSF ! = HF1 (Sf”k — okt bei) g GGk SG’k>s)-

b (Thy1,€p41)
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Note also that

(Thg1, Ergr) ak(Tht1,
/ / ; ) _ Pl )y pF 1 (ds, de)
g\ 0k (That, &r1)  F(Thar, Egr) ’

(

Py(

(

s, e (s, e)HEFL
//E<ak287e Pak(iz) )/«Lkﬂ(ds,de).

Altogether this implies

/t<P(Tk+17§k+1)Hk+1 Py(Thg1, o1 HE JER
) S

Trt1, Eht1

Py(Thi1, ) HET _ Po(me+1, Sy HYT

o (Thg1: Ekr1) o (Tha1s Epv1)
t HkJrl

:/ 5 (Ds(Tht 1, E11) 0 (Thg1, Err1) — Pee (Thy1, Ega)as(7, €)) dSEFH!
o (ak Tk+17§k+1))

Hk+1 ‘
+Z/ / ok ( )ﬁ o (Thr1, Epg1, €)1 (de, ds)

(Tht1, &k

/ /E<a - Sk(es)b:+ )u’““(de,ds).

Expanding p**1, we get

t Hk‘-‘,—l
:/ k( 5 (s (Tht1, Eh41) 0 (Tit1, Eha1) — Pom (Tha1, €1 )as (1, €)) dSTHH!
o (ak Tk+17§k+1))

Hk+1 4
+ Z/ / ak; )ps(Tk+17€k}+1ae)ﬂl(de7d8)

(Tht1: 1

/ / ( ak E ;fffl)> i1 (de, ds) / / < L e)HkJrl)) N () de ds

Using the definition, (1 — HFTY)A+ = (1 — HM ok (s,e) /G, the last term is simplified
to

t Hk:-‘,—l
=/ 5 (s (Tha 1, €41) 0 (Thg1, Err1) — Poe (Thg1, Eegr)as (7, €)) dSEHH!
0 ( Tk+17fk+1))

Hk+1 Hk?+1) hi1
+ e (Tht1, e de ds) / / [ de,ds
Z/ / ak Tk+1,§k+1)p ST e (s 6) S )

Hk+1
/ / (s;€) 5= )deds.
0

The final representations of M), M) and M®) are
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t 1— Hk‘-‘,—l
MY =mM + h(T)g(O)(/ = (p.GY — P,_nk) dSSHH

o (Gk)?
—I—Z/ / ( HIHI)) (ds,de) + / / 1_Hk+1) k+1(ds,de)).
Mt(Q) _Mt(o) / 1 (Gk)kH (4G — Qu_nk) dSER+1

L8 [
// (s,¢) Hk+1)deds

Hk-‘,—l
M = / K 5 (Ds (Tht 15 Err1) 0k (Thg1s Err1) — Pom (Thgt, Epr)as(7,€) ) ST
o (af Tk+1vfk+1))

Hk+1 4
+Z/ / ok ( )Ps(Tk+17§k+17e)ﬁz(dS,de)

(Tt 15 €1

/ / ( k ;{kﬂ)) 151 (ds, de) + / / (s;¢) HkH)de ds

Combining these three terms, we see that indeed, M is decomposed as a sum of stochastic

integrals with respect to S®**1 and {i!, @2, ..., i**1}.
Finally, the following Lemma asserts that the integrands in the above integral representa-
tions belong to L2(S®*+1) and L2(ji*) fori € {1,2...,k + 1}.

Lemma 3.2.14. Define the following fort > 0and i € {1,2, ...k},

k+1 _ (1 _ Hk+1) h(T)g(O) (ptG§ - Pt—nf) + (Qfo — Qt—nf)
t - t— 3
(G¥)
! (Ps (Tht1, Ers1) 08 (Tt k1) — Poe (Thg1, Ep1)as (7, €))
. (@ (Tht1, Ers1))

L) = (1 HH) (ﬁi(e) + di(e) ﬁi(TkH,ka,@))

)

Gy O (Tht1, Er1)
P4+ Qi  Pit,e)
k1,k+1 k1 t ¢ 4
=(1—-H
Bi (e) ( t= ) ( GF + alf(t,e)

then ¢*+1 € L2(SGF+1) and gik+l ¢ L2(i?) forall i € {1,2,....,k + 1} and

k+1

Mt MO+/ ¢k+1dsGk+1+Z/ /ﬂlk‘kl dS de)

Proof. The integral representation comes from Lemmas 3.2.11, 3.2.12 and 3.2.13.
By the inductive hypothesis, p, ¢, n* and a*(u, €) belong to L?(S®*) which implies they be-
long to L? (SGfk“) too. Furthermore, the boundedness of Zr, h and g means P is bounded.
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Note also that
HE Pi(Tioq1, €ogr) =HF T 0 (Tig1, &) E [ Zrh(Ti41) 9 (€e1) 1G]

T
(1—-HMYHYQ, =1 - Htkfl)/t /EPt(u, e)de du

—(1 - HMY)E {Pt(TkakH)

1 t< <T .
o (Thg1, Eeg1) frsmea=T)

Finally, the fact that 0 < G} <1 when t > 7,1, means that ¢*+1 € L2(SGF+1),
The fact that g%**! € L2(fi?) fori € {1,2,...,k} follows because p, ¢ and p(7x41,Er41) all

belong to L2(fi).
Note the following
t Ps(s,e) 2 t Ps(s,e) 2
E A Ak“dd:E// S k+1(ds,d
f L Geg) e 2| [0 (GF5) o anae
2
R P;;kJrl(Tk’-‘rl,gk-'rl) < 0.
ok, (T, Ergr)
This implies that g*+ 1A+ e L2(ak+1). O

By the induction conclusion, we can now conclude that G* enjoys martingale representa-
tion forall k = 1,2...,n. O

3.3 Remarks

This chapter has derived results using a progressive enlargement of filtration with a se-
quence of ordered random times and their associated marks. The purpose of including
random times and random marks is, in part, to allow one to transfer between traditional
progressive and initial enlargement theory.

Indeed, one can recover a traditional progressive enlargement by setting all random marks
to some deterministic set of functions on (€2, F,P). One can recover an initial enlargement
by setting all random times to 0.



Chapter 4

Backward Stochastic Differential
Equations in an Enlarged Filtration

This chapter will focus on the application of chapter 3 to the solutions of backward stochas-
tic differential equations (BSDEs). BSDEs are a useful tool in mathematical finance, the
seminal work of El Karoui et al. [1997b] giving an overview of their applications to finance.
In essence, a BSDE can model the value of a hedging portfolio for a derivative contract that
settles at maturity.

The BSDEs in this chapter will reference a Brownian Motion, we therefore set (2, F,P) to
be a probability space supporting a d-dimensional Brownian motion W for the remainder
of this chapter. Let F := (F:):>0 be the completed, natural filtration of W. The nota-
tion of chapter 3 is kept the same. Before continuing we recall two helpful results for the
study of backward stochastic differential equations, namely the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy
inequality (see Theorem 48, Chapter 4 in Protter [2005] for example) and Banach fixed point
theorem(see Lemma 1.5.18 in Cohen and Elliott [2015]). The Burkholder-Davis-Gundy in-
equality will be used to control the norms of semimartingales.

Proposition 4.0.1. For 1 < p < oo, there exist constants ¢, and C, such that for any local
martingale X and stopping time v

P

,E {[X, X]Z;/?} <E [(sup Xt) } <C,E [[X, X}ﬁ/Q] .
t<v

The Banach fixed point theorem will be used to prove the uniqueness of solutions to BSDEs

in the enlarged filtration.

Proposition 4.0.2. A function F : X — X defined on a non-empty metric space (X,d) is a
contraction if there exists a ¢ € [0, 1) such that for any x1,x2 € X, d(F(x2), F(21)) < cd(z2, z1).
If (X, d) is a complete metric space then F' admits a unique fixed point, meaning a point X* € X
such that F(x*) = z*.

The enlarged filtration G, is setup as it is in Section 3.1 in Chapter 3. To setup the backward
stochastic differential equation in G, we recall the decomposition of the family +* defined
in Equation (3.2) in Subsection 3.2.1 of Chapter 3, as follows, for k¥ € {0,1,...,n — 1} and
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(u®) ey € O x EF

’yf(u(k) (k) / / ] / o (u, e)de(n:k+1)du(n;k+1)
Uk+1 Up—1 JEPF
/Oo ) '/m / a (u, €)del™ kD gy (k1)
0 Jugtr Up—1 J EN—F
I
‘/0 [tk+1 u
7/0 /uk+1 /un
t
0 Uk+1
t
_/ / / / auk+1(u7e)de(n:k-‘rl)du(n:kﬁ-l).
0 Uk+1 Up—1 J En—F

Then using Lemma 2.3.5 from Chapter 2 it is seen that the first two terms are F-martingales

> ’LL 6 de(n k+1)du(n :k+1)

(4.1)

nlEnk
1

/ at(u e)de(n:k+1)du(n:k+l)
En—k ’

and therefore by the martingale representation theorem for Brownian motion, there exists
a* € P(F, Oy, E¥) such that

t
), e —l (B oB)) 4 / aF(u®, e ®)ap,

/ / / / Qe (1, e)de(” kD) oy (k41
Uk+1 n—k

Y R ORRCI / E(u®), e ®) gy, — //751111 (D) o+ ) ey dug s
0

(4.2)
Then using Theorem 3.2.7 from chapter 3, we see
" [TREIAL (T(k) g(k))
WE — W, — / ds. (4.3)
¢ ! /;J TNt s (T(k) g(k))

is a G-martingale, furthermore from Lévy’s characterisation of Brownian motion, W€ is a
G-Brownian motion.
In view of Theorem 3.2.10, all martingales in G are generated by W and the family of com-

pensated jump measures (") Before introducing the BSDE, the components

ke{l1,2,...,n}"
which generate the solutions are introduced. The terminal condition X and the driver f

are defined below:
a) The terminal condition X € L?(Gr).

b) Thedriver f: Qx[0,7] x R x R? x B(E) — R is such that for any fixed (y, z,u) € R x
R? x B(E)', (f(t,y,2,u)),, is G-predictable and f(-,0,0,0) is a P-square integrable
G-predictable process.

1 Recall that the set B(E) is defined as all Borel measurable functions on E.
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The set (X, f) will be referred to as the data generating the BSDE in G.

Let 5 > 0 and define the following spaces:

a) Sé‘ﬂ = {¢ € P(G), possibly multi-dimensional :

2
sup (eﬂt|¢t|2)1 < 00}
te[0,T]

|6lszs = E

b) Hé’ﬁ = {¢ € P(G), possibly multi-dimensional :

T >
/ eﬁs|¢s|2ds] < 00}
0

Q) HéﬁE ={¢ € P(G ® B(F)), possibly multi-dimensional :

|8lygzs = E

1¥lhsz 5

N[

=E {fOT [ €75 Xs(e) b5 (€) [ de ds} < oo}. The spaces Sg,HZ and HZ , will refer to the
above spaces with § = 0.

Note that the assumption that  has finite Lebesgue measure implies that for any ¢ € HZ,
andt € (0,7

/E V@)t (e)|de > oo,

Indeed,

INIE

1
El /OT /E As<e>|ws<e>|2deds] >E ( /OT /E As<e>|ws<e>|2deds>2

This then implies that for all ¢ € [0, 7]

(/E )\t(e)q/zt(e)|2de)é < 0.

Finally, the assumption that E has finite Lebesgue measure means that Jensen’s inequality
can be applied to the above integal to imply

/E\/)\t(e)|1/)t(e)|de < 0.

We consider the following BSDE in G, where the solution triple (Y, Z(U") i n}) €

Sg? x HZP x Hé’) & solves the following backward equation

T T n T
=X+ [ g Yazivgas— [ zaws - [0 [ vkoptsde, @)
t t i/t JE
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where U := 37 Url(y, | -
Note that the process Y jumps at each 74, and that each pure jump component U* may
be chosen to vanish strictly after 7. In other words, the process Y is continuous on each

interval [, T,x11) at which point it jumps by an amount Ufktll (€k+1) at time 7441 provided

Ti+1 occurs before time T" and after time ¢. After time 741, the process U k+1 does not jump
at any further (7; : j > k + 1) and so the process can be chosen to be zero after 7.

4.1 Existence and Uniqueness of Solutions

The following subsection will investigate the existence and uniqueness of solutions of
BSDE (4.4). In order to prove uniqueness of a solution to BSDE (4.4), a continuity assump-
tion on the driver f will be made.

Hypothesis 6. Forall t > 0, there exists C' > 0 such that

[f(ty,zu) = f(ty, 2/ u)| < C (Iy v+ 1z =2+ Z/E VAR (e)ut(e) U’k(€)|d6>
k=1

fOT all (y7 2, (uk)ke{l,Q,...,n}) eR xR?x H(%LE and (3/7 Z/u (u/k)ke{l,Z ..... n}) €ERxR?x H(%”E/
where u := 22:1 ukﬂ[[,rk_l’m)) and v’ == 22:1 u’kl[[m_lﬂ)).
With hypothesis 6, it will be possible to show that the solution to BSDE (4.4) exists and is

unique. This effectively means that the norms of the solutions Y, Z and (U*), 12, n}

can be controlled given the data (X, f). The first step in proving this is to show that we
can restrict our attention to Y € HZ, allowing an easier computation of the norms of the
solution triple. Thanks to Doob’s maximal inequality, we get the first lemma:

Lemma 4.1.1. If f satisfies Hypothesis 6 and (Y, Z, (U*)ke(1,2,...n}) € HE x HZ x HE p. Then
Y e SE.

Proof. Firstly, the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality says that for for a, b, ¢, d € R,
(a+b+c+d)? <d(a®+b* + 7 +d°),

then squaring either side of BSDE (4.4), taking suprema and expectations gives

2 T 2
X2 4 sup (/ f(s,Ys, Zs,Uy)ds ) + sup (/ ZSdWSG>
t<T t<T t
2
sup </ / UF(e)i* (ds de)) ]
t<T

The last two terms in the expectation on the right hand side are identified as the suprema

E [Sup Yf] <4E
t<T

of local martingales, therefore the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality (Proposition 4.0.1)
can be used with p = 2 and v = T to ensure the existence of a constant K such that

T . .
X2+/ F(8,Ys, 2, Us)ds + U Z,dWs, / stWs}
0 0 0 T

+;[/0-[EU§( k(ds, de) //Uk dsde)]T

E [Sup Yf] < KE
t<T
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The second to last term is computed using It6-isometry and the last term is the quadratic
variation of a purely-discontinuous martingale, meaning

E {Sup Yf] < KE

t<T

T T n T
X2 + / f(S7YS7 ZS7 US)QdS + / |Zs|2d8 + Z/ / Usk(e)Q)\’;(e)deds .
0 0 k=170 E

| S

Hypothesis 6 coupled with the fact that f(-,0,0,0) is square integrable yields a new con-
stant K’ such that

E {Sup Yf] < K'E

t<T

T n
X2+/ (f(s,o,o,0)2+yf+zs|2+/ ZAE(e)Uf(e)Qde> ds
0 E=1
T n T
+/ |Z5|2ds+2/ /Uf(e)2A’;<e)deds
0 k=1 0 E

n
< K’ (uf(-, 0.0.0) 2 + X By + 1V + 121+ nU’“u%Hg,J <o
k=1

O

We are now in a position to extend the results of Kharroubi and Lim [2014] to the case
without immersion (See section 2.3.4 for a definition). The following theorem proves the
existence and uniqueness to the solutions of BSDE (4.4).

Theorem 4.1.2. Suppose the driver f satisfies Hypothesis 6, then for 8 > 0 BSDE (4.4) admits a
unique solution (Y, Z,(U%) € Sg7 x Hg” x 2, such that UF = 0 for t > 7, for
ke{l,2,..,n}.

k;€{1,2,...,n})

Proof. The proof will be broken down in to the following three lemmas:
1. Lemma 4.1.3 proves the existence of a solution to BSDE (4.4).
2. Lemma 4.1.4 derives estimates of the solution to be used to prove their uniqueness.

3. Lemma 4.1.5 concludes the proof of Theorem 4.1.2 by utilising the Banach fixed point
theorem (see Proposition 4.0.2).

For (y,z, (uU")re1,2,..n}) € Hé’ﬁ X Hé’ﬁ X Hé’ﬁg, letu := > uFlp, | ) and consider
the BSDE

T T n T
Vo= X+ [ fnzuds— [ zaws =Y [0 [ vkoptsdo. @)
t t it JE

The outline of the entire proof is as follows:
1. First show that for a fixed (y, z, (u*)ke(1,2,....n} ), @ solution to BSDE 4.5 exists.

2. Next, imply a mapping from HZ" xH%" xHé’ﬁE to itself where a fixed (y, z, (u*)ke1,2,....n})
is inputted to BSDE 4.5 and the output is a solution (Y, Z, (U*)xeq1,2,....n})
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3. Show that this mapping admits a fixed point therefore implying a unique solution.

The first lemma proves the existence of such a mapping.

Lemma 4.1.3. There exists a mapping ¢ : Hé’B X Héjﬁ X HéﬁE — Hé’ﬁ X Hé’ﬁ X HéﬁE such that for

(ya Z, (uk)ke{l,Q,...,n}) S HéﬁxHéﬁXHé,ﬁE! (K Z? (Uk)kE{I,Z,A..,n}) = (ya 2, (uk)ke{l,Q,...,n})
is a solution to (4.5)

Proof. This is done by first noting that the driver does not depend on the solution
(Y, Z, (Ur)keq1,2,....n} ), define the martingale

Mt =K

T
X +/ f(87ys> Zsyus)dslgt‘|
0

by Theorem 3.2.10 there exist processes Z and (U such that

k)k€{1,2 ..... n}

M, = M0+/ZdWG+Z//U’f " (ds, de).

Now define Y; := M, — fg f(s,ys,2s,us)ds, Ypr = X and we see that Y solves BSDE (4.5).
This implies the existence of ®, a mapping on HQ‘B XHQ’/B xHé% to Hé’ﬁ X Hé’ﬁ X Hég which
maps (y,z, (W) ke(1,2,...n}) € Hé’ﬁ X Hé‘ﬂ HéE to a solution (Y, Z, (U")keq1,2,...n}) =
® (y, 2, (uF)peq1,2,...,ny ) according to BSDE (4.5).

O

The next step is deriving a control on the norms of the solution triple (Y, Z, (U*)re(1.2,....n})
in terms of the input triple (y, z, (u*)req1,2,...n))- To do so we introduce a second set of
inputs and outputs to the mapping ¢, superscripted by a dash. For (y, z, (u")eq1,2,....n})

and (y’,z’, (uk/)ke{l,Q,...,n})/ define (Yv Z, (Uk)ke{l,Q,...,n}) = (y»2'7 (uk)k€{1,2,...,n}> and
(Y, 2 (Ukeqr2,ny) = @ (¥, 2, (W )kequ,2,... n}) and let
Y =Y -Y'
82 =72—-7'
Uk .=Ur —U"
6f(t7y7 Z, U>yl»Z/7ul) = 6f(t) = f(t7y7 Z,U) - f(t7y/7 Z/,U/)

The next lemma proves an inequality on the norms of the solution triple in terms of the
norms of the input triple. This inequality will then be used to show that ¢ is a contraction

mapping.

Lemma 4.1.4. There exists a constant K such that

n
H(SYH;%,H + ||5Z|| 2.8 + Z ||5Uk||H2 g < <|y| 2,8 + ||5ZH§H(2;,/1 + ; ||5uk|12m§f;5>
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Proof. Now Ito’s formula applied to e°*(§Y;)? yields.

d (e71(0Y7)?) = BePH(6Y;)2dt + 2e7 (Y, )d(8Yz) + €P1d[(6Y), (6 )]s

Using BSDE (4.5), we get the dynamics of (dY;) to be
d(0Y;) = —f(t)dt + 6 Z,dWE + Zn: /E SUEF (e)ii* (dt, de).
k=1
This means that the quadratic variation of (0Y;) can be written as
d[oY,8Y], = (6Z,)%dt + f: /E (SUF(e))?u*(dt, de).
k=1

Furthermore, the compensator of ;* defined in from Proposition 3.2.9, Corollary 3.2.9.1 and
Remark 6 in Chapter 3 means we can rewrite the quadratic variation as follows

_ 2 - k e 2~k e - k e 2\ k e)de
dBY.9]e = G2+ 3 /E (UEOP )+ [E (6T (€))2AE () de dt

Substituting this term back in to the equation for d (e”(§Y;)?) above and using the dynam-
ics of §Y;, we get the following equation

T n T
et (51’;)2+/ 655|5Zs|2ds+2/ /eﬁ%(e) (6U% () deds
t =17t JE
T T
- / e’ (251@,5f(s)—5(51g,)2) ds — 2 / eP56Y, _0Z,dWE

t t

_n ' e Fle) — k) i@ (ds, de).
S [ e (ovvi - ko)) it as.ao

Isolating 20Y,6 f(s) in the first integral on the right hand side, using Hypothesis 6, we get

20Y.6/(s) < 20Y.C <|6ys|+|6zs|+z [ skt A’;(e)de>
p=1"E

Now using the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality agin, there exists a constant 1 such that

2

8Y,)?  C? -

2v.6f(5) < 2 +772<|5ys|+6zs|+z JRZC) Af:(e)de) .
k=1

Using Cauchy-Schwartz again, we get

2

Y, 2 2 n

2v.of(e) < O30+ 22 (|6y32+6z3|2+ (Z [ 1t Aﬁ(e)de> )
k=1
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Note that the integral on the right hand side is finite by assumption, meaning Jensen’s
inequality can be used, meaning there exists another constant K such that

0Y,)?2 K2 2
20Y50f(s) < ( ng) + el (Iéysl2 + 62" + <Z/E M’;(e)lﬂf(e)de) :
k=1

Adding this inequality back to the original equation, we get

T n T
Pt (V)% + 2162, ds + eP5X\E(e) (5UF(e) ? deds
2y > fre et
2 n
</tT efs <(5Y772) + 2K ((5ys)2 + 102 + ];/E/\f(e) (5u§(e))2de> - 5(51@)2> ds

T n_ T
72/ ¢*5Y,_5Z,AWE — " / / b (25YS_U§(6) - (5U§(e))2) " (ds, de).
t —1/t JE
(4.6)
The last two terms have zero expectation, being expectations of increments of martingales.

The fact that they are martingales is thanks to the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality,
indeed it ensures the existence of a constant K such that

t T 2
F [Sup| eﬁs(gys_dstWf@ <KE </ 02Bs (5}/5_)2 (5ZS)2 ds)
t<T Jo 0

Because Y € Hé’ﬁ , Lemma 4.1.1 says that Y € Sé’ﬂ . The integrand may then be simplified

as follows:
1 1
t bl T 2
E [sup| eﬁséYs_éstWf’@ <KE { sup (eﬁs (51@_)2)} E [/ P (62, ds| < oo
t<T Jo 0<s<T 0
4.7)
Similarly,
n_.T
E sup|Z/ /Qeﬁschs_cSUf(e)[lk(ds,deﬂ
t<T It E
i 1
n T 2
SKZE </ / e (6Y2) (5Usk(e)2,uk(ds,de)>
k=1 o JE
" Lo 3
SKZE sup (eﬁt(gyt)z} E l/ / eﬁséUs(e)Q/\?(e)deds] < 00
k=1 LT 0o JE
(4.8)

Furthermore, the fact that (U*)req12,... 0} € Héﬁf implies that }_;_, fOT [ €720Uk (e)? 1% (ds, de)
has zero expectation.
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Therefore by taking expectations in equation (4.6)
T no.T )
/ P2 167, % ds Z/ /6’Bs>\§(€) (6U%(e))” deds
¢ =t JE
1 T
< (3-)[ [ omn
n t
T n )
+17°K*E / B (5y3)2+|5zs|2+2/ Ae(e) (6uk(e)) de | ds| .
¢ S JE

Conveniently choosing n* = %, the first term on the right hand side disappears. Next, the

E[e” (5Y:)°] + E +E

first term on the left hand side is non-negative, meaning we can conclude

E eBs (5 2 2 ds E 3/38 k > i[fk 2 l lS
/t ‘ | . / / )\5( ) ( s ( )) €
€ 6 S 623 En ks (& duk e ae as

<—FE
Setting t = 0, we get the following inequality

+E

B

102150 +Z||5Uk||Hw < <||5y|| 20 + 102520 +le5uklﬂw> :

A similar argument yields

Ele’ (§Y;)%] < I:E

/ g <<6ys>2 +[0z:)% + Z / Ni(e) (6u’;<e>)2de> ds] :
t k=1"E

Intregating both sides with respect to ¢t and changing the order of integration yields
K2
TIoY |0 < B
G

5 /Ose ((5% + 1022 +Z/A’f (Juk( > ]

_TK?
5 <||5y|| 20+ 1021525 +Z||5uklle>.

Combining both inequalities yields

10 152 + 1620526 + Z I5U’“H

Q‘N

(”y”;%ﬁ + 102052 + Z Jou* 5. 5>

O

Lemma 4.1.5. The mapping ® admits a unique fixed point (Y7 Z,(U*)
the solution (Y, Z,(U%) 1y n) to BSDE (4.4) is unique.

k-:l,z,...,n)' In other words,
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Proof. Choosing 3 > K? the map ® is contracting. Using the Banach fixed point theorem

(Proposition 4.0.2), ® admits a unique fixed point (Y, Z, (Uk)ke{u ’’’’’ n}) € Hé’ﬁ X Hé’ﬁ X
Héﬁﬂ. Finally, using lemma 4.1.1, Y € S3°. O
This completes the proof of Theorem 4.1.2. O

The following theorem allows us to compute the solution of a linear BSDE in G by the use
of an adjoint process. This will be of particular use when comparing two solution triples.

Theorem 4.1.6. For bounded processes a,b and h, assume the existence of a family of G ® B(E)-
measurable process (c*) such that ([, cf(e)\/Af (e)de)i>q is bounded for all k € {1,2,...,n}. The
BSDE

T n T
Y, =X +/ (aSYS +bsZs + Z/ F(e)NE(e)UF (e)de + hs> ds — / Z,dWe
i—1/E ¢
—Z/ / UF(e)i* (ds, de),
t

admits a unique solution (Y, Z,U) such that Uf(e) = 0 for t > 71, and e € E. Furthermore for
t < T, define the adjoint process (I':),< <1 by the forward SDE

rt 71+/ P’faudu+/ b dWGJrZ/ /Ft k(e)i* (du, de) (4.9)

Then
Y, =E

T
XT 4 / thsds|gt].
t
Proof. Note for t >0, (y,z,u) € R x RY x HZ, the driver f(t,y,z,u) = ay + bz +

Sy Jpci(e u*(e)de + h satisfies the Hypothesis 6 since ([, cf(e) /¥ (e)de)i>o is
bounded for all k € {1 2,...,n}

Using It6’s Lemma
T T
(I'ty;) =I'L. X +/ It hgds —/ (Yo_Tibs +TL_Z,) dW?s
/ / (Yi_Tick(e) + Ti_ch(e)Uk(e) + TL_UF(e)) i¥(ds, de)
Using the fact that (Y, Z,U) € S§ x HE x HZ ; and the processes a,b, [, c*(e)\/\*(e)de

and h are bounded, a similar argument to that of equations (4.7) and (4.8) in the proof of
theorem 4.1.2 we get that the last two terms have zero conditional expectation. Therefore

Y, =E

T
rtTX+/ thsds|gt].
t
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4.2 Comparison of Solutions

The first solution component of BSDE (4.4) is a semimartingale with drift governed by
the driver f and martingale parts governed by Z and U. It is useful to state, whether a
larger drift and terminal condition will result in a larger solution. This is referred to as a
comparison theorem in the literature. The answer to such a question is given below.

Theorem 4.2.1. Let f and f be two drivers satisfying hypothesis 6 and X and X be terminal values
belonging to L*(Gr). Let (Y, Z,U) and (Y, Z,U) be the two solutions associated with (f, X) and
(f,X). Suppose that X > X almost surely and f(Yy, Z;,Us) > f(Yi, Z4, Up) dP ® dt almost
surely. Assume furthermore that there exists a family of non-negative processes (c*) such that

(fE ck(e) /(e de) is bounded foralle € E and k € {1,2,...,n} and

f(ta }/t? Zt7 Ut) - f(ta }/t7 Zt7 Ut) S Z /E Cf(e)Af(e)dUtk(e)de
k=1

Then Yt >Y, forall t < T (Note the right-hand side of the above condition is well defined because
e)\/ Ak (e)de is bounded and U* € H2, for all k € {1,2...,n}).

Proof. Define §Y :=Y —Y,0Z := Z—Z and 6U := U — U as before in the proof of Theorem
4.1.2. Consider the following processes

.f(tay;fa Ztaﬁt) - f(t7n72t7 Ut)
oYy

f(tvifta Zt7Ut) - f(t7)/t7Zta Ut)
674

ay —

by =

Note by Hypothesis 6, a and b are bounded processes. Let hy = f(s,Ys, Zs, U)—f(s,Ys, Zs, Us),
rearranging BSDE (4.4), we get

T
5Y, —6X + / (0s8Ys + 0387, + F(5, Yo, Zo, Us) — F(5, Y, Zo, Us) + hs) ds
t

T
- / 62, dWE — / / SUE(e)ji* (ds, de)
t

Define the adjoint process (I':);<s<r by the following forward SDE

r —1+/ aurfdu+/ thdWG+Z// *(du, de)
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Then just as in the proof of theorem 4.1.6

n

t

T
5Y; :rtTaX+/ rt (f(s,Ys,Zs,Us) (s, Y, Z0,Us) — / clj(e))\’;(e)(SUf(e)de—i-hs) ds
E

k=1
T
- / (DL 6Zs + 6Yob,I) dW
Ji
n_ T
-3 / / (TL_6UE(e) + 6Ys_cE(e)I'L + ¥ (e)TE6Us(e)) fu(ds, de)
i/t JE
Now by assumption the bracketed term in the first integral is less than zero, meaning

0Y; > E

T
FtTJXJr/ thsds] > 0.
t

4.3 Decomposition of G-adapted Solutions

Considering the fact that any G-optional (resp. predictable) process can be decomposed in
to the sum of FoB(0,,)®B(E*)-optional (resp predictable) processes (see Proposition 3.2.1),
we therefore pose the question of how the solutions to BSDE (4.4) can be decomposed. We
begin by dealing with a simpler version of BSDE (4.4), one where the data is F-adapted.
This in turn means that the driver cannot depend on the solution. Remarkably, in this
setup, the solution of BSDE (4.4) is determined by one parameterised BSDE in F; this is
presented in theorem 4.3.1. When the data is G-adapted, the problem of decomposing the
solution is more cumbersome: we prove a decomposition result similar to that of Theorem
3.1 in Kharroubi and Lim [2014], the difference being that BSDE (4.4) is driven by a G-
Brownian motion and the family of compensated jump measures {ii* : k = 1,2,...,n} as
opposed to an F-Brownian motion and the uncompensated measures {¢* : k = 1,2, ..., n}.

4.3.1 BSDE (4.4) with F-adapted data

In this subsection we study BDSE (4.4) with F-adapted data. Keeping in mind that the solu-
tion (Y, Z, (U*)eq1,2,...,ny) Will still be G-adapted, we are forced to consider F-predictable
drivers of the form f : Q x R™ — R, in other words the driver f does not depend on the
solution triple, but just on ¢. The choice of f as F-predictable is motivated by the aim to
reduce the solution of BSDE 4.4 to a series of solutions in I, therefore we start with the sim-
plest form of driver. Suppose furthermore that f is square integrable to ensure the existence
all solutions defined in the sequel. BSDE (4.4) then becomes

Y, =X+ /T f(s)ds — /T Zy dWE — zn:/T/EUf(e)/]k(ds,de) (4.10)
t t =1t

Remarkably, in this setup the solution to BSDE (4.10) is fully determined by one parame-
terised BSDE in the reference filtration.
Recall the following two definitions
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1. Forany fixed T > 0, k € {1,2,..,n} and X € L'(Fr ® B(©,,) @ B(E™)), the operator
EFp is defined as follows

E,ffT(X)(u(k),e(k)) ::/ / / / X (u, e)ar(u, e)deFHEm) gy (k1)
t Uk 41 Up—1 J E"—F

For ease of notation, we let £ = £f .

2. The decomposition of v* in equation (4.2),

ny(u(k)7e(k)) = /YO( ( ) e(k +f u(k e(k) dW f fE /yk+1 u(k+1) €(k+1))d€k+1d’u1€+1.

uk+1

Theorem 4.3.1. Suppose the following BSDE in F has a solution (Y"(u,e),Z"(u,e)) for all
(u,e) €©, x E"

T T
V(o) = Xar(we) + [ fs)astu,epds — [ 22w )W, (@11)

and such that Y™ and Z™ are O(F, ©,,, E™)-measurable. Then

i EFY fan) (T, €W))

he= — v (r(®) £(R)) Lr<teriy
n gk( mt - ) (r(F), ¢k
Zy = Z ( ), (k) 1{7—k§t<7k+1}7
k=1 )
w:(ﬁmymw%mmW%»_ﬁﬂwmmw4mww>%_qq}
o (k=1 ¢, (k=1 ) ,yf*l(T(kq)’g(kq)) k=1 ki?

is a solution to BSDE (4.10).

Proof. It will be shown that Y, Z and (Uk)ke{l’gqu} given above solve BSDE (4.10). To do

ny (o (B) (k)
this we compute foreach k € {1,2,...,n} the BSDE solved by each %MMQQHI}

gk(ZtTL”ftk*Ytn“? Y(r k) g(k)y
and - M IEONI0) 1r,<t<ry.,}- This is done in two parts, first beginning with
t ’ -

k =nand then for any k € {1,2,...,n — 1}. For any k € {1,2...,n}, let the default indicator
process be

HE = 1r<iy,
then from Corollary 3.2.9.1,

dHF = / ik (dt, de) + / M (e)dedt.
E E

The proof may now proceed:
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For k = n: In this case, since v" = « and the operator £ simplifies as follows

EO a8y Y OHT
(1, ) st =0, (1, €)

GG 2 (nQadn ) — VP (nQa(ro) 1,
(6 (=t T :
Using It6’s Lemma consider,
VO Y8 o [ o YO
() eyt + [t e - e
- ! d{a(u,e), Y™ (u,€))t|u=1 + Y (n.¢) d{a(u,e), a(u,e)) |u—‘r:|
Oét(T, 5)2 »©)s ) t e;§ O[t(’r, 5)3 s €y ) t E;E

(4.12)

To simplify this equation, we present each term inside the brackets separately. From equa-
tion (4.11), the first term is

1 1 .
mdyt(ﬂ £) = d) [—f(t)a(T,&)dt + Z}(1,£)dW]
_ Zp(1,€)
— f( )dt + t(T,f) dWy.

Note the integrand in the second term is G-adapted, meaning the second term is under-
stood as a stochastic integral with respect to the G-semimartingale W. Recall the dynamics
the dynamics of the F-martingale o(u, e): doy(u,e) = a}(u, e)dW;. Meaning the second
term inside the brackets in equation (4.12) is

Yo, AU
arlr9 O g M
The dynamics of Y and «, mean the last two terms inside the brackets in equation (4.12)
are
1 n 1 .
ay (T, 5)2d<a(u,e),Y (“’e)>t|“§§ :a (1,6)2 [af (u, ) Zy' (u, €)] "é:&rdt
_at(nOZi ()
=T ()2 dt.
And
Y (, 5) (8 .
(. €)3 d(a(u, ), alu, e))¢|u=g BPERERGE (a7 (u, €)] |u= pdt
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Putting this all together, we proceed with the proof:

Yt”(ﬂf)HZ’) D G S —— Z{ (7, €) _
() ey | WW+%ho““ a(rep M
(T f) (T 5) (T7 5)“?(7-’ 5)2
BT Yy B v ]
Y’n.
—- ((:’5)) dH + H}-[ - f(t)dt
Zn(T S)O‘t(’r g) Yn(T7 g)a?(’f, 5) < o CL?(T,&) )
(7€) - o) |
From equation (4.3) it is seen that H dW = H}* (th — Z{ ((:g dt), meaning
V' OHP Y (T8 o o [ Z{ (1, au(r, ) — Y (1,)a (1,6) ¢
() =g [ e a7 6 e
Integrating both sides from ¢ to T yields
YOOH! o [T e - M1, as(r,€) = Y7, 8)a(r,6)
G =X [ / 07, 6)? e
TYM7E) o
*/t as(r &)

The last term’s integrand has a dependence on 7, which when integrating with respect to
H? may be replaced by a dependence on s, in other words

Yo OHE o [T B n ZM1,ay(7,8) = Y (r,8)al(1,8) ¢
ar(r.6) ‘XHT+Z‘H? 5)ds / H- as(7,6)? Ws
Y*n(T(n—l)7 s, g)

t Oés(T(nil)asag) )

Again the last term has a dependence on &,, which may be rewritten as an integral with
respect to " (de, ds),

O (7—7 f) S(T7 5)
Yn (n—1) (n— 1)
/ / T(n 1 Z z n 1)) )) n(de, dS)

Lastly, from Proposition 3.2.9, Corollary 3.2.9.1 and Remark 6 in Chapter 3, the compen-

. (1) g(n=1) | _ .
sator of the random measure y” is ﬁffl(ﬂn’;f 5(",’1))) (H™~! — H™), meaning

Y/ (r OH] n n Z8(1,8)as(r,§) = Y7, §)ag(T,§) ¢
T R A T e
Yn T(n 1) .8 g(n 1)) )
/ (7D 5, 0D, ) " (de, ds)

/ / S s, €07 e )(H” L H" )deds.
E7

n- 1(7—n 1) Sé’(n 1) e)
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Fork € {1,2,...,n — 1}: Before continuing, for ease of notation, we let

EF (Y o) (F ), €B)) = / X (1)t
t
where

Xi(ups1) :/ / / / Y (r k) q(ktim) (k) o(ktlin)y o (ht1im) gy (nik+2),
Uk41 Y Uk42 Up_1 J EN—F

Helpfully, it is noted that X;(t) = [, &5 (Y;"/ax)(7®), ¢, e)de. This can be seen by
the definition of the operator £;. Now, using Lemma 2.3.4 from Chapter 2 in its backward
version with the newly defined process X we get

d (55(315"/@,5)(7(’“),5(’“))) = —X(t)dt + /too dX ¢ (Upyr)dug41.

The first term is simplified using the the definition of X;(¢) from above. Using Fubini’s
theorem, the second term simplifies to

= —/ EFL Yy (W) 1, €M) e)de dt
E

+/<>0/oo /OO / d}/;”(T(k),u(kJrlm),g(k),e(kJrl:n))de(k+1:n)du(n:k+1)
t Uk 41 Up—1 J En=F

Now using the dynamics of Y from equation (4.11), we get
=— / EFLY) () 1, 6P e)de di
EOO oo oo
_ / / / / f(t)at (T(k), ,u/(k:—&-l:n)7 g(k)’ e(k-‘rl:n))de(k+1:n)du(7L:k+1)dt
t Uk+1 Up—1 JEPF

0o oo 9
+ / / / / Z;L (T(k), u(k+11n)7 g(k:)7 e(k-l—l:n))de(k+1:7z)du(n:k+1)th
t Uk 41 Up—1 JEPF

The second term is simplified using the fact that f(¢) has no dependence on (u(¥), e(¥)). The
third term is identified as the operator £ acting on Z*/cy.

== / ETHY o) (70, 1,6W) e)de dt — f(t)yf (r ), €W)dt + EX(Z ) (v ) €0)aw,
E

Again, using It6’s Lemma, consider
d gtk(y;&n/at)(,r(k)’ g(k)) (Hk _ HkJrl)
VR, gm)
_E (O a) (-, €M)
TR, )

+ (HF - HY

(dH} — dH{*)

1
v (T k), €0)

1
e ) @® M)A w® N
%{C(T(k)’é-(k))g (EF(Y™au)( )7 ( )>t‘1;2:;;g((:;

EFY /o) (™ 6®) )y ke () ()
~E(r (), (k)3 d{y" (™, e), v  (u e )>t|ZE:;ZZ((:;

EF ) (4, 609)
@, P2

deF (V" fag) (1), €®)) — dr (7, ™)

+

(4.13)
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For the reader’s sake, just as it was done before, each in the brackets above will be presented
separately. Firstly, the derivation of the dynamics of £F (Y, /o) (7(®), £(F)) implies the first
term is written as

1
A (TR, £

[ & (Y fa) (7™, 1,60, e)de
v (T k), £)
EXZ} o) (r ™), €M)
¥ (rk), €M)

The dynamics of v* from equation (4.2) imply the second term inside the brackets of equa-

def (Y far) (M, W) = —

dt — f(t)dt

+ dWy

tion (4.13) simplifies to

S ) (4, 609)
A, g2

EF YY" far) (1), €8)ay (1), €M)
HECIRO)E
EE( [ad) (T, €0) [ () 8,60, e)de
e (k) (k)2
Finally, the dynamics of £F(Y;"/a;)(t®),£(*)) and v* combine the yield the last two terms
inside the brackets in equation (4.13)

dWy

Ayt (r 9,6 0) =

dt

1 k(yn (k) (k)Y (k) ()
75(7—(16)7§(k))2d<g (V" /) (@™, &), 4" (™ e )>t|1f553ig553
1

_ k(mn (k) (), K (q, (k) (k)
TN (b2 f0) ™), ek (), )] =l

_&@ )W, EM)af (r, €W)

W (), 5("))

And

EFY o) (T, €W)
’ AyF (u®) e®)) Ak (B (k)
) L
&Y ) (1™, €W) af(u(k),e(k))ﬂ
SHCCNDE
_ & a) (7 W), €M)af (r ™), )2
B N EONZD)E
Putting this altogether allows us to continue the proof.
k(yn (k) ¢(k)
d (gf ()/tk/at)(T ’5 )(HZC _ Hf—i—l))
A (70, D)
_ & an (e ™, €W
RGN0

+ (k. - Y| -

o) — o dt
o5 (1)

) (amt — i

Jp EE O o) (), 1,609, ) de
NICCN0)
EFTF fa)r®, W) | EFT fan) (M), €M)k (M), W)

- F@dt+ S : VF(r ), €2 daw;
SO (00,60 Jp v (0, €0 e, /0, E0)ab 0, 60)
+ VFr®) g2 - o (T(" ®)>

EEO foab 0,600 )

M =ONO)E
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Similarly for the case k = n, we see from equation (4.3) that (H} — Hf 1) aw® = (HF —
HF (th %dt) Furthermore the compensators of p* and p**! from from
Proposition 3.2.9, Corollary 3.2.9.1 and Remark 6 in Chapter 3 are
A EED, 6, )
T, )
R, EW e)
(1), £R))

Then integrating both sides with respect from ¢ to T" yields

EF(Y o) (7D, €W))
v (TR, £R))

T
—X(HE — HEY) + / F(s) (HE — HM)ds
t

Tk oy ER(Z2 o) (7, €N E (), € 0)) — R (Y fa ) (v W), €0 gk (7B ¢y
— | (HF - HFY : AW
e yE(r(k), £(R))2 ’

pk(dt, de) = p*(dt, de) — de dt

pFT(dt, de) = ptT(dt, de) — de dt.

(Hf — H{)

T kE(yn k k k(yn k-1 k—1
gs (Y; /Oés)(T( )75( )) ~k+1 gs (YS /Oés)( ( ) ) S f( ) 6)
+/ / (k)’é“(k:)) M (dS,de) - 7§(T(k 1),8,5 (k— 1),6) (de dS)

ng Yn/a JT®, 5, 6™ e) k+1

e

k(yn (rk=1) (k—1)
/ / £ (Y éal T 5,607, ¢) (HF' — HF)deds
AT (1) g (k1)) :
summing over all k yields the result. O

4.3.2 BSDE (4.4) with G-adapted data

In this section we decompose the solution of BSDE (4.4) when the driver is G-predictable
and the terminal condition is Gr-measurable. Here we may take the driver to be dependent
onY, Z and U. A similar result is derived in Kharroubi and Lim [2014], here the authors
consider a BSDE driven by the F-Brownian motion W and the uncompensated jump mea-
sure u. The authors show that given the existence of n + 1 solutions to parameterised
BSDEs in F, the solution of the BSDE in G is found by combining these parameterised
solutions as in proposition 3.2.1. The following differs in that the BSDE is driven by the
G-Brownian motion W€ and the family of compensated jump measures {ji!, ..., i"}. In
this setup, the driver f and terminal condition X, admit the following decompositions, for
(Y, Z,U) € R x R? x B(E)

FY,2,0) =) Y, 2,078 N e,y

X = Z XF(r®), f(k))]l{ﬂcST<T’“+1}'
k=0
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Theorem 4.3.2. Suppose the following BSDE in F has a solution for all (u,e) € ©,, x E™,

T
Y (u,e) =X"(u, e)ar(u,e) +/ (s, Y (u,e), Z2 (u,e),U = 0,u, e)as(u, e)ds
¢

T
— / Z (u, e)dWs,
t

and that the following BSDEs have solutions for all k € {0,1,....,n — 1} and all (u®) ™) ¢
Qk X Ek,

V@), ) =X, )k (b))

T
+/ FE(s, VE B, e0)), 78 (u®) o0y yh+1 (0 g b))
t

T
—Yf(u(k),e(’“)),u(’“),e(k))yf(u(k),e(k))ds—/ Zf(u(k),e(k))dWS

t

T
—|—/ / YR (B s, e® ) dey 1 ds.
t JE
and that for all k € {0,1,...,n}, Y* is O(F, Oy, E*)-measurable. Then

G ONIO
Y, = e\ s Ty
t ];) yE (TR (k) (e <t<Tpi1}
2 —i ZH®), €0t ®), 60) — af (-9, eW)VE® 60
- ’Yf(T(k) f(k))Q {Te<t<Tr41}
k=0 :

Utk(e) = (Kk+1(T(k)7 t, g(k)a 6) - Y;fk(T(k)7 f(k))) ]l{Tk,1§t<7'k}

is a solution to BSDE (4.4).

Remark 7. This results proves a similar result to Theorem 3.1 in Kharroubi and Lim [2014].
The differences being that the BSDE considered in Kharroubi and Lim [2014] is driven by the F-
Brownian motion W, and the uncompensated jump measure p. This is not considered in this thesis
as neither W nor i are G-martingales and therefore the BSDE would not be applicable to financial
mathematics applications such as stochastic optimal control, optimal stopping or hedging in the en-
larged filtration G without an Immersion hypothesis. The BSDE presented in Kharroubi and Lim
[2014] can be derived from BSDE 4.4 by expanding the G-martingale decomposition of W€ and ji.

Proof. The proof is very similar to that of Theorem 4.3.1. We need to show that the stated
Y,Z and U solve BSDE (4.4). To do this we derive the dynamics of Y H* for all k €
{0,1,...,n} and then sum the results to yield the dynamics of Y.

For k =n: In this case /
Y (r OHY

Y%Ht - Qg (Ta g)
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() g <at 1) - g
ot au,e), Y™ (u, e))s|u=r Maue o(u, e))ele=f
- gedla(ne. Y w o)y + 2L S dla(w o). afu, >>t|e_g>-

Similarly to the proof of Theorem 4.3.1, given the assumed dynamics of Y and the dynam-
ics of o, we conclude the following (see the proof of Theorem 4.3.1 for more detail)

! (Yl(:(flfn> a\T (( § ))

Z0(r6)  YP(rOap(r,€) 2 (r,€)ai (r,€)
+<at<Tf) (7, €)? >de (T et oy

Y (T, §ai (7
(67 7-’§ dt)

Equation (4.3) states that H'dWF = H} (dW, — ai(rf) dt) Now integrating both sides

dH;' + Hy" < — /@Y (7,6), 2 (7,6), 0,7, §)dt

a(1,8)
yields
o —XHT+/ HYFY (s, Y (r.€). Z2(7.).0.7.E)ds
(r.&)au(r,€) = VI (1, Oas(r,€) o
/ PRENIE e
Y
t as(Ta 5) st .

The last term’s integrand contains a dependence on the random variables 7,, and &,, which
when expanding the integral with respect to 4™ can be omitted as follows

Ty [T [ 00

. 045( 7—(n 1) ,8 g(n 1) 8)

From Proposition 3.2.9 and Corollary 3.2.9.1 in Chapter 3, the compensator of the random

(n=1) _ g(n—1)
a(r £ ) n—1
T 1(7—(71. D g 1)) (H—

measure ;" is — H™), meaning

T vn T n(-(n—1) (n—1)
Y0 g :/ YT b ) e, ds)
t

. as(r, &) F 5 a(7(=D 5 (=1 ¢)

— g st(T(n71)73a€(n71)76) (Hn—l _ H™ )d.S
0 TN (rD gy T e
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Combining this with the previous computations yields

n n T
OO x4 / HY (5, Y7, €), Z2(r.€).0,7, €)ds
t\1
T 6 QS(T 5) Yg"(T,f)as(T,f) G
o e w:

(n—1) E(n—l) .
_/ ((:-n 1) Z é‘(n 1 )e))p’ (d€7d8)

n(,rn 1) .S f(n 1)) ) o .
/ /E’)’s 1(7(" 1) .S 5 )(H — H? )de ds.

Fork € {0,1,...,n —1}: In this case,

YW, W) Hy

k _
Y T,

Using a similar reasoning as the case when k = n, the differences being the additional term
in the BSDE for Y'* and the fact that

dyf (r ™), €W) = ay (r ™), €0)aw */ W, 8, €W e)dedt.
E

See the proof of Theorem 4.3.1 for a more detailed derivation.

YE®, e W) (Hf — Hi )
v (Th), €M)

T
—X(HE — HETY) + / P, YEE) 6B Z8 () e®) yhl () g e )
t

= YEr®,600), 78, €)1k — HE)ds

T ZF(7®) ) (k) g(k) B(r(k) ¢y k(7 (k) ¢(k)

,/ (Hk: Hk+1) (7™, 6% )y ( 5(721@) 5(k()T) W)Y (™€ )dW;G
F(r ) ) VERL (7 ) 5, ¢(R) )

+/t ((kg )(H’““ dH*) + / / — HM NYEEWI0) deds.
k )kt (7 (R) g (k)

o[ e

Just as in the k = n case, the third to last integrand contains a dependence on 7, and &
which can be omitted when expanding the integrator as follows

Tyk( (k) g(k))
/t 7(T(k) <) (dHM — dE")

:/ YSk( . )’g(k*))ﬂkﬂ(de ds) — /T YSk(T(kil)’Sﬁ(kil)?e)uk(de ds)
i Je vE(rh), W) ’ ¢ Je AEEED, s 00 e) o
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From Proposition 3.2.9 and Corollary 3.2.9.1 in Chapter 3, the compensator of the random

L (k) e (k) & k1 (k1) | g(k—1) k—1 k
W(H H ) and ’Yk(Tl(T(k 1) f(k 1);(H7 - H*)

measures ;**1 and p* are
respectively.

Tyk( (k) g(k))
/ F (0, gy (HS T = dH)

Yk (k) Yk (k—1) (k—1)
= 7(7— ) iF Y (de, ds) — (r .5, 2€) o i* (de, ds)
R G 5(’“)) R Gl 1)7875(’“ ne) "

YE(H), ¢® 705 k). )
// r )k)g( )85 ) (HE — HE ) de ds

/ / “)35“ ) (1 ) de ds.
B AR (r(k=1) g(h=1)) 5= 5=

Combining all terms we get

YW, eW)HE — it
S )

T
=X (Hf — HEY) + /t FE(s, YE(r ) W) Zh(r(0) ey yhtt (k) 5 e(R) 1y

= YEEW W), 70 W) (1Y — HET)ds
T ey ZEEO NN, €D) — al (10, 60, )
t vk (k) ¢(R))2

T k(-(k) ¢(k) k(-(k—1) (k—1)

Y. Y.

/ Sk(Tk 7£k )[Lk+1(d€,d3) / (Tk : ka : 6) (de dS)
t E 79( (),5( )) t E f}/s(T( ),5,5 )76)

yk+1(7(k) s, &0 e)
k+1 s Ea) ’
/ / ' —H;™) R, €0y deds

k((k=1) o ¢(k—1)
/ / (HFT — 7)Yk(71 .58 e)deds.
(D), g

Again, summing over all k, yields the result. O

dwe

4.4 Applications of BSDE (4.4)

In this brief section we present various applications of BSDE (4.4) to financial mathematics.
The purpose being to give the reader an idea of how this chapter may applied. It is however
emphasised that this section is not a main contribution of the thesis. Having proven an
existence and uniqueness result for BSDE (4.4), we are able to extend the work of Kharroubi
and Lim [2014] and Calvia and Gianin [2020]. Both pairs of authors consider a form of
BSDE (4.4) coupled with an immersion hypothesis (see section 2.3.4 for a definition), they
show an application to exponential utility maximisation and risk measures respectively.
We show that given theorems 3.2.10 and 4.1.2, applying BSDE (4.4) to utility maximisation
and risk measures is possible without an immersion hypothesis. For the ease-of-notation,
assume for the remainder of this section that W is a one-dimensional Brownian motion (i.e.
d=1).
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4.4.1 Utility Maximisation

This minor subsection is devoted to extending the results of Kharroubi and Lim [2014]
to the case without immersion. All proofs are suspended to the appendix due to their
similarity with the original results of Hu et al. [2005], Morlais [2009] and Kharroubi and
Lim [2014]. See also Romo [2016] and Jeanblanc and Wu [2017] for a similar derivation.
Assume for now that our probability space is embedded in a financial market model with
a risk-free interest rate (b;);>o and P is the unique risk-neutral probability measure. Let S
be the value of a risky asset with dynamics

dSt = befdt + UtStth

where the coefficients b and ¢ are assumed to be P(IF)-measurable and o; > 0 for all ¢t > 0.
For each ¢t > 0, consider an investor with initial wealth 2 who invests a total amount 7;
of her wealth in the risky asset, S; at time ¢. Her resultant wealth X™* will then have
dynamics

dX[" = mbdt + moy dWy.

Consider a contingent claim with payoff C' at time T'. Assume that C' is Fr-measurable and
bounded a.s. Consider two optimisation problems, one where the investor needs to hedge
her exposure to the contingent claim C' with the highest expected utility by considering
F-adapted trading strategies and the second where the investor may consider G-adapted
trading strategies. Firstly, a formal definition of a trading strategy is given below.

Definition 4.4.1. Define the following two spaces of F- and G-admissible strategies

/O ! (mat)th] < oo}

AF .= {n: P(F)-measurable such that E

T
AC .= {n: P(G)-measurable such that E l/ (mi0¢)? dt} < 00}
0

For n > 0, we will consider the problem of the investor maximising her exponential utility.

e ”

This equates to the investor having a utility function U(z) := (1 — =) and trying to

maximise this utility with respect to her choice of investment in .S. The object of interest
being the increase in optimal utility when an investor can choose from the possibly wider
range of investment strategies in .A®. Mathematically, maximising (1 — %) over some

e NT

subset of = values, is no different to maximising —

T furthermore, the denominator may

be excluded since we are interested in the relative difference in optimal utilities. We then
consider the following two optimisation problems:

Vi(z) = S;EFE [— exp(—n(X7* = C))]

sup E [ exp(—n(X7" - C))]
e AC

VG(:E) :

the goal being to explicitly show the additional utility achieved by optimising over the pos-
sibly larger set A®.
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The methodology used to solve these problems follows that of Hu et al. [2005] and is uno-
riginal.

Define the following families of processes (R™F) ¢ 4r and (R™%), ¢ 4¢ such that
1. RET = REC = —exp(—n(XF" — C)).
2. R7" and R7*® are independent of the choice of 7.

3. R™F and R™C are F- and G-supermartingales respectively and there exists 7 € A"
and 7€ € A® such that R™ ¥ and R™ ‘€ are F- and G-martingales respectively.

Then for any 7 € AF
E[~exp(—n(X7" — C))] < Ry™ = E[~exp(—n(X7 * — C))] = V¥ (x).
Similarly, for any 7 € A®
T,T 7T TK'G x
E[—exp(~n(X7* = O))] < Ry = B[ exp(-n(X] ™ = C))] = VE(a).
To construct such a family we let
RTY =~ exp(=n(X]" — )
RY® = — exp(—n(X]"" = Y))
where YT and Y€ solve the following BSDEs

T T
=C+/ fF(s,ZE)ds—/ ZEaw,
t

YtG—C’—k/ fC(s, 28, U )—/t ZCaw?e — Z//Uk *(de, ds).

fF and f© will be chosen such that the necessary conditions of R¥ and R are satisfied. In
view of their definition, hypothesis 6 will not hold but instead a quadratic growth assump-
tion would be needed. From here on, we assume that the above BSDEs omit solutions that
are unique. The existence and uniqueness of BSDEs with quadratic growth is a very well
studied topic, see for example Theorem 2.1 in Du and Chen [2014].

The solution to fF is well known and was first derived in Theorem 7, Hu et al. [2005].

b S - I
fﬁ(tvz)*g inf <7Tt0t—<t+z>> - tz_ﬁ’
2 reA noy 2noy ot

fort >0and z € R.
In order to find f©, recall from Theorem 3.2.7, there exists a G predictable process ¢ such

that .
WE =W, 7/ psds.
0

Using a similar methodology to Hu et al. [2005], the driver f© is found to be (see Appendix

6):
U by ¢ ? nzn
G _ . . t t i k 2vk
fz =5 <7Wt (nat T +Z>) 2 k—l/Eu (&)




4.4 Applications of BSDE (4.4) 84

fort >0,zeRandu* € H ]23 For the remainder of this subsection assume

T
/ qﬁfdt] < 0.
0

This will ensure the existence of a G-optimal portfolio. This assumption is crucial for the

E

remaining analysis and extends beyond utility maximisation. The link between arbitrage
opportunities and enlargement of filtration often hinges around this assumption, indeed
under the present assumption there exists a probability measure P equivalent to P such
that the enlarged space (G, P) is arbitrage free (see for example Amendinger et al. [1998],
Amendinger [2000] and Acciaio et al. [2016]).
Using this assumption, it is clear from the definition of f¥ and f© that the optimal portfolio
weights 7F and 7© are
I 7b—|—772Z]F € A"
no
and
€ _ b+op+noZC
no?

e AC.

Implying

Proposition 4.4.2. The value functions V' (z) and V' (z) have solutions

Vi(2) = — exp(—n(z — Yy))
VE(z) = — exp(—n(z — Yy")),

where YF and Y© solve the following BSDEs in F and G respectively

T T
vy :c+/ f]F(s,Zf)ds—/ ZEdw,,
t

t

t

T T n T
YE :C+/ £8(s, 28,U,)ds —/ Z8qWe — Z/ Uk (e)ii* (ds, de).
t k=1 t

Proof. The solution of VF is well known and is proven in Hu et al. [2005] and Morlais [2009]
among others.

The solution of V€ is shown in Proposition 3.2.9 Romo [2016]. It just remains to show that
fC satisfies Hypothesis 6. This is so due to the integrability constraints imposed on b, o and

o O

Having now presented the value functions in F and G, we aim to quantify the gain that an
investor having access to the information in G has compared with the investor who only
has access to F. To do so we shall utilise Theorem 3.1.5 in Romo [2016] and Proposition
1.2.1 in Jeanblanc and Wu [2017] in the following proposition:
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Proposition 4.4.3. Define the F-optional projections Y, = E[Y;E|F,| and Z, = E[ZE|F,), then
T T
- c+/ E[fS(s, 28, U.)|Fuds —/ (Z+E[YE Gu|F))aW,  (414)
t t

This allows us to define Y in terms of Y using the fact that BSDE solutions are unique in
IF provided certain constraints on the driver.

Proposition 4.4.4. The process Y can be decomposed via the following forward SDE

v [ (3| [ vremien] 2 wiolm) - el

t
Blo,2|7.])ds — [ BIYE ou|FJaw
0

Proof. Firstly we note that
BIIC(, 28, U)IF) = - 13 K B| [ vtz - o2 - Yogionr) - 5Bl
t t t 2k: t t n noy tivt 277 t t

by -
- *Zt — El¢ Z¢ | F]

AR ZE [ ok el - Bl R - 5 Bl

E[¢: 27| ).

Rewriting equation (4.14)

Yt<0+/tTfm(5723)d$/tTZSdWs> / ( ZEU Ae(e)Lpr,  <s<ryde|Fs

bs

S

_|_

1 T

The first bracketed term is a BSDE in F with the same driver and terminal condition as the
BSDE for (Y¥, ZF), implying that the solutions are the same (see Proposition 2.2 in El Karoui
et al. [1997b] for example). O

This allows us to derive a lower bound for the value of additional information in this con-
text

Proposition 4.4.5. The expected proportional value of additional information

E {“;E((m > exp (—;]E Uot qsids] —]E{ [)th)st’ds} - ";éﬂ«: Mt/Euf(e)%(e)dedsD

forallt € [0,T).
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Proof. Firstly we note, using Jensen’s inequality

=[] 2o (2 os () )
n(YE = Y))
[n( YG|-7:t )])

(EL
(E
exp(E (/ ¢ ZEU PA(elF. | + B 7

—E[¢2|F] + E[qbsszs})ds) )

t t t
E[/ mds]:ﬂi[/ bSdWS}—i—E[/ bs dWG]:O
o 70s 0o Nos 0o Mos

Using the fact that b and o are F-adapted and therefore also G-adapted.

=exp

=exp

Finally,

44.2 Risk Measures

This very short subsection is devoted to extending one result of Calvia and Gianin [2020].
To begin we define the notion of a risk measure.

Definition 4.4.6. For an arbitrary filtration H = (H,), a fixed finite time T and any t € [0,T], a
function p; : L*(Hr) — L*(H.) is called an H-dynamic risk measure if

pr(X) = —X forall X € L*(Hr).

It is well known (see for example Peng [2004] or Gianin [2006]) that in this setup, the so-
lutions to BSDEs induce dynamic risk measures. Indeed, for a given G-adapted driver f
satisfying hypothesis 6 and 0 < ¢ < T, the function p; : L*(Gr) — L?(G;) defined by
pt(X) := Y, %, where Y~ solves BSDE (4.4) with driver f and terminal condition — X is
a G-dynamic risk measure. This fact means that for any driver satisfying Hypothesis 6, a
G-dynamic risk measure is induced.
For a G-adapted driver f satisfying hypothesis 6, recall its decomposition for (Y, Z,U) €
R xR x B(E),

f<'7 Y, Z, U) = Z fk(’ Y,Z,U, T(k)v g(k))ﬂ((Tk:,Tk+1]]'

k=1

Proposition 4.4.7. Suppose the conditions of Theorem 4.3.2 are satisfied. For any k € {1,2..,n}
and (u®) eK)) € @), x E¥, let p*(u®) e(¥)) be the F-dynamic risk measure induced by the driver
TG u) ey F (y(R) () then the G-dynamic risk measure p induced by the driver f, can
be decomposed as follows

pf(T(k),f(k)) (X’f(T(k) g(k)) (T(k) f(k)»
o ( 7§(k)) 1{Tk§t<7’k+1}7

pe(X) =
k=1
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where X =31 X*(r®) ¢N1 o p 1y € L2(Gr).
Proof. The result is a direct consequence of theorem 4.3.2. O

Note the utility of this result is that for any k& € {1,2,...,n}, the F-dynamic risk measure
pF(u® e®)) is computed in F with a fixed u(*) and e(®). In other words, if we assume
that the computation of risk measures in F is possible, however with the enlargement of F
with 7 and ¢, this is no longer possible, then Proposition 4.4.7 enables one to compute risk
measures in the enlarged filtration.



Chapter 5

Optimal Stopping in an enlarged
filtration

This chapter focuses on the application of enlargement of filtration with multiple random
times and their marks to optimal stopping problems. Optimal stopping and enlargement
of filtration have a very intuitive relationship. We are interested in studying how addi-
tional information may effect the optimal stopping decision and to quantify the effect on
the value process. Before setting up the problem, the following subsection defines the rele-
vant notation and conventions to be used throughout this chapter, the goal being to derive
a transfer formula for essential suprema in the enlarged filtration to the reference filtration.
Remarkably, optimal stopping in G is done by only considering stopping times in IF. Intu-
itively this means that the addition of (7, ) does not add any additional degrees of freedom
when choosing when to stop in an optimal stopping problem. Note that while the selection
of stopping times is only in I, the resulting optimal stopping time may be a G-stopping
time. In view of Proposition 3.2.4 in Chapter 3, the essential supremum in G will be a series
of essential suprema in F. It is noted that this chapter merely focuses on the interaction
between enlargement of filtration and optimal stopping problems, optimal stopping is a
broad topic with a rich bank of literature and is considered a very complex and rigorous
field of mathematics. It is well known that the method of solution to optimal stopping
problems is done in two ways; the Markovian-PDE and the Martingale-SDE approach. By
nature of the fact that this thesis deals with an arbitrary reference filtration and an arbitrary
set of random variables (7, {), we will make use of the Martingale-SDE approach.

Optimal stopping problems in the context of enlargement of filtration have been considered
in the literature. Esmaeeli and Imkeller [2018] consider a general optimal stopping in an
initial enlargement of filtration setting, here the authors prove that the Snell envelope in G
can be written as a parameterised Snell envelope in F. Much like the structure of this chap-
ter, the authors then prove that the G-RBSDE which solves the optimal stopping problem
can also be written as a parameterised RBSDE in F. Bayraktar and Zhou [2017] consider
Shiryaev’s optimal stopping for an insider who can see arbitrarily long in to the future.
This set up is outside the scope of this thesis as it is showed in Chapter 2 that preservation
of semimartingales in this enlarged filtration is not upheld in this setup.
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5.1 Setup

We begin by recalling the definition of the essential supremum.

Definition 5.1.1. Given a possibly uncountable set of random variables {X; : i € I} each taking
values in the extended real line R U {xoc}, the essential supremum of {X; : i € I}, denoted
ess sup;cy X; is the P-a.s. unique random variable such that

o esssup;c; X; > X;, P-asforall j € 1.
o IfY isanother random variable such that Y > X;, P-a.sforalli € I then Y > esssup,;c; X;.

An interesting case of the essential supremum is the Snell envelope, first introduced by
Mertens [1972] in reference to the work of Snell [1952]. Let R be a positive and continuous
F-adapted process such that

E| sup |R,|| < oo

vETo,r(F)

Definition 5.1.2. For T' > 0 and for an arbitrary filtration H = (H,), the Snell envelope of R with
respect to H on [0, T is

esssup E[R,|H:],
VGT’L,T (H)

for t € [0,T), where T, r(H) is the set of all H-stopping times valued in [t,T). It can be shown
that (esssup,cr, .. E[Ry|H:] 1 £ € [0, T]) is the smallest right-continuous H-supermartingale
which dominates R.

Intuitively, we can think of R as a payoff process, an investor must decide when the best
time is to devest and receive her payoff. Her stopping strategy may depend on the level of
the payoff process R and potentially other information available to her. She will therefore
not only consider fixed times but the set of stopping times available to her. Define the
following Snell envelopes of R in the filtrations IF and G.

VF = esssup E[R,|F.,
veT:,r(F)

V¥ = esssup E[R,|G:].
veT:,r(G)

5.2 Optimal Stopping in G

In what follows, it will be useful for the reader to assume that the computation of Snell
envelopes in F is possible, meaning that given any appropriately defined payoff process R,
V¥ can be computed directly. While that is no longer the case with the addition of (7,¢) in
G, meaning it is not guaranteed that V¢ can be computed for every F-adapted R. While
this is seldom the case and we do not assume this, it is to useful for the interpretation of
the following results.

The goal of the remainder of this section is to find a way to compute V' in terms of quan-
tities that can be computed in F. This will be done by utilising results from Chapter 3 and
additional results on the enlarged filtration, ultimately developing a transfer formula for
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the G-Snell envelope to F.

We begin with the following useful proposition about stopping times in G. This is seen as
an extension of Proposition 3.4 in Esmaeeli and Imkeller [2018]. Before continuing, we re-
call that for k € {1,2, ...,n}, an F® B(0;) ® B(E*)-stopping time 7, is an F @ B(0,) ® B(E*)-
positive random variable such that for any (u*),e®)) € @, x E*, i(u® e*) is an F-
stopping time.

Proposition 5.2.1. For any G-stopping time v there exist F @ B(©y,) ® B(E*)-stopping times 0¥
fork € {1,2,...,n} such that

Thp1 AV =Ty ADF(®E e ke {0,1,...,n — 1},
Vv =m VIF(r® WY ke (1,2, n}.

Proof. For any G-stopping time v, we clearly have
v=inf{t >0: 1>,y =0}
From Proposition 3.2.1 there exists J* € P(F, Oy, E¥), k € {0,1,2, ...,n} such that

]l{l/zt} :Jto]l{ﬁzt} + Jt1(71,€1)1{7-1<tg7-2} + ..+ Jtn(Ta f)]l{ngt}
), ¢y

]l{VZt}]l{Tk<t§7'k+1} :th( ]l{Tk<t§Tk+1}

this implies that JF(r(®), () € {0,1} when 7, <t < 711. Define the F ® B(0;) @ B(E*)-
stopping time
PP, =1inf{t > 0: JF(-,-) = 0}.

Then
TEE®, E N sy =D ior o ey Lr<t<nga)-
By definition of .J k_ this is written as
Lz Mnct<rinn) =Liorm gm)>nin<t<niay-

Taking compliments on both sides of the above yields

]1{V<t}]l{7'k <t<Tp41} :]1{17"‘ (T<k),§(k))<t}1{‘rk<t§‘rk+1}'
Together, this implies

VA Tkt :l?k(T(k),f(k)) A Tk11,

vV T :ﬁk(r(k),§(k)) V 7.
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Before continuing, we recall a part of Proposition 3.2.4 from Chapter 3, in particular the
expectation of a random variable X € L!(Gr) before ;.

E [X1 50 l|F
E[X|gt]]l{n>t} = [{Go>t}]]l{n>f,}~
t

The following lemma is found in in Proposition 2.18 in Aksamit and Jeanblanc [2017] and
will be of use when we transfer the G-Snell envelope to a Snell envelope in F.
Lemma 5.2.2. For any F-supermartingale Y, %]l[[o;1 ) is a G-supermartingale.
Proof. For s < t, using Proposition 3.2.4
Y, Y,
E {Gt?]l{n»} Qs} =E [Gtg)]l{n»} Qs} Lir>s)

E GLE?]I{HM} |-7:8}
- - GO ]]-{'r1>s}

E[E [%1 507 17]
= GO Lir>s)

E [ SE [1r50 7] 17]
- Gg Il{7'1>s}

—T o Hm>s)

Y,
S@ﬂ{rl>s}~
O

Proposition 5.2.1 and Lemma 5.2.2 can now be used to transfer the G-Snell envelope to a
series of F-Snell envelopes.

Theorem 5.2.3. Forany t € [0, T), the G-Snell envelope V€ can be decomposed as follows

= E[R,1,. k
VtG = esssup E[R,|G] :Z ess sup [ { k-;1>t}|gtj|
veTeT(®) k=0 vETe.7(F) Gi

H{Tk§t<7'k+1}'

Proof. We start by showing that the first term is

E[R, 17,5y F]

%Gﬂ{Tl>t} = esssup el Lersa-
t

veT:,(F)

Reversing Proposition 3.2.4, we see that the right hand side is exactly

esssup E[R,[G]1 7 54y
veT:,r(F)

Therefore, from the definition of the essential supremum over G-stopping times,

E[R, 1, >0 Fi]
VEL {54y > esssup %1%%}.
t

veT:,r(F)
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Let V; = esssup,er, ,.r) E[2u 1+, 51}/ 7). Note that Y is an F-supermartingale, and by
Lemma5.2.2, GL’?IL{TI ¢} is a G-supermartingale. Now note that by definition Y; > E[R, 1, >¢|F]
for all v € T;7(F), in particular Y;1(, ~; > RGY1(; ~,. Meaning, 251y, is a G-
supermartingale dominating R1 g ), so by definition of the essential supremum, % Tirse >
Vi1, >4y Therefore '

E[Ruﬂ{nx}‘]:t]

V'tGIL{Tl>t} = esssup el Tr>6y-
t

veT:,r(F)

We now show that for k € {1,...,n}

E[R (s, ,>1)|G!]
ViG]]'{Tk:St<Tk;+l} = esssup {Ck;];l P ]l{'rkgt<'rk+1}
veTe, 7 (F) t

= esssup E [R,1(r,,>01|Gt] Lirp<taryir)
veTr.r(F)

To do this, we let v* be the G-optimal time such that V,® = E[R,-|G,;]. The existence of
v* is due to the fact that E { fOT Rfdt} < oo. Then from Proposition 5.2.1 there exists an

F ® B(0x) ® B(E*)-stopping time 7" such that 7, V v* = 73, v oF(7(F) ¢(*)). Restricting the
Snell envelope on {7, <t < 711}, i.e.

‘/tG]l{Tk <t<Try1} :E[RV*

gt]]l{rk <t<Tp41}"

The stopping time v* can be replaced by 2* when 74, < ¢ since v* > t. Furthermore Propo-
sition 3.2.4 is used to yield

E [Rak(r(k>,§<k>)]1{t<m+1}|gtk’T’§

G
Vt ]l{TkSt<7'k+1} = Gk 1{Tk§t<7'k+1}
t

7® and ¢® are G7****-measurable, therefore

k,T,
E |:R1)k(u(k‘),e(k))]l{t<‘rk+1}|gt 7—5] | (o) (k)
G oK) —g (k)
Vvt ]I{TkSt<Tk+1} = GF ]1{7k§t<7'k+1}'
t

By definition, for any (u®), e®), o (u(®) e(*)) is an F-stopping time, meaning the numera-
tor must be inferior to the essential supremum over all F-stopping times, in other words

k,T,
. (esssupyeﬂwT(F)E Ruﬂ{t<rk+1}|gt' ED
Vil <t<ra) < Gk Lme<t<ngal-
t

Finally, Proposition 3.2.4 is reversed to identify the right hand side as

VtGll{mSKmH} < esssup B[R, |G (7, <t<rpyr}-
veT: r(F)

The right hand side contains an essential supremum only over F-stopping times implying
the reverse inequality, the result is then shown. O
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Remark 8. Note that the formula in Theorem 5.2.3 reduces the computation of an essential supre-
mum in G ton + 1 essential suprema in F. Indeed for each k € {0, 1, ...,n}, by Proposition 3.2.4

B[Ry 1,597

VG]l . - — “aQ 1 - -
t H{re<t<Tpt1} Ve;%?(% Gf {me<t<tiy1}
E [Ry’yf(u(k)7 €(k))‘ft] |u(k):T(k)
ess sup e®=e® 1
- TR <t<T} .
Ve T o () Wf(T(k),f(k)) {re<t<7rpi1}

Theorem 5.2.3 says that optimal stopping in G is achieved by only optimising over F-
stopping times. This, however, does not imply that the optimal time for which the Snell en-
velope achieves its essential supremum (nu* in the proof of Theorem 5.2.3) is an F-stopping
time. Moreover, the projection of the G-Snell envelope is not simply the F-Snell envelope
as classical results on essential supremum suggest. This is because the set {E[R,|G,] : v €
T, r(F)} does not have a lattice property, meaning there needn’t exist a sequence of F-
Gt]. The benefit of such a result is that
we may just consider the optimal stopping problem in G as a series of optimal stopping

stopping times (v,,) such that V¢ = lim,,_,. E[R,,

problems in [F. Supposing we were able to compute Snell envelopes in F, this would allow
us to compute the G-Snell envelope. The power of this result will become clear in Section
5.3 when we apply Theorem 5.2.3 to an example with a known solution.

5.3 Application to Brownian Bridges

Having now established a method of transferring the G-Snell envelope to a series of F-
Snell envelopes, we now present a simple example of how the formula may be used. Note,
that up to now, we have considered the progressive enlargement of filtration with multiple
random times and marks. As remarked in Section 5.5, the reason for including the marks,
among others, is to allow one to simultaneously work under an initial enlargement and
traditional progressive enlargement. Indeed, all results presented in this paper apply to the
initial enlargement of filtration if all default times are set to zero. Similarly, one can recover
the traditional progressive enlargement of filtration by setting all marks to deterministic
functions on E. We shall assume the former and apply Theorem 5.2.3 to the Brownian
bridge. Note that this problem has twice been solved in the literature, once by Shepp [1969]
using a change of time and classical results on the Snell envelope and then by Ekstrom and
Wanntorp [2009] who used PDE methods to solve the optimal stopping problem explicitly.
We present here a third way, using the initial enlargement of filtration.

Suppose for simplicity’s sake that W is a 1-dimensional Brownian Motion and that & = 1
and 7 = 0. This is the classical setup for the initial enlargement of filtration. Now for a fixed,
finite T > 0, let ¢ = Wyp. In this setup, W is a G-Brownian bridge, meaning a Brownian
Motion W, whose end point or pinning point, Wr is known. Note that, Hypothesis 4 is
not satisfied at time 7. However the techniques developed in previous sections will still be
applicable before T'. The problem of Shepp [1969] and Ekstrom and Wanntorp [2009] was
to find the value process when optimally stopping a Brownian bridge. In our setup this
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corresponds to computing:

Vi = esssup E[W,|G].
DG'TtYT(G)

Taking in to account the fact that Hypothesis 4 is not satisfied at time 7" and the G;-measurability
of Wr, the value process may be rewritten using Theorem 5.2.3.
VE =Wr + esssup E[W, — Wr|G],
veT:,r(G)
=Wr + esssup E[(W, — Wr)1{,<1y]Gi,
veTi7(G) (5.1)
(esssupyers o) B [(Wo = w)w ()L gyary 7] ) Lumwr

= W + 5
4 a (Wr)

where the density process o can be explicitly stated as follows

P(Wr € du|Fy)

a(u) = PWr € du) (u,t) € R x [0,T),
B T Wy —u)?  u?
VTP (_Q(T—t) +2T>~

meaning the numerator in equation (5.1) becomes

esssup E [(Wy — u)ozy(u)]l{,,<T}|]:t} [

veT:,r(F)
T (12) oo B[ =y (-0 1 i
= X —_— X — v u= .
AT e VT Ty ) s e
LetY, = V\/V%fors<Tand
W, —u (W, —u)?
V> = esssup E {exp (— 1g, Fil|
t veTs 2 (F) /T — Z(T _ I/) { <T}‘ t
Y2
= esssup E {YV exp (—”) ]1{1,<T}]-"t} .
veT: 1 (F) 2

It is important to note that Y and V* both depend on u, for simplicity’s sake, the depen-
dence is omitted. This omission continues throughout this section with newly defined
quantities.

Lemma 5.3.1. For ¢ € R, define the F-stopping time by vi := inf{s >t : Yy > ¢} AT} and

2

Y
V;c =E |:ny exp (—;) ]l{ut“<T}|]:t:| . TI’ZET[,

(V)

]P(I/tc < T|./T"t) = W

and
2

cexp (—‘7) O(Y,)®(c)7t, Vi<ec

Ve =
! Ytexp(f%w, Y, >c¢

where ®(-) is the normal distribution function.
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Proof. First note that by the definition of Y,
vi=inf{s >t: W, >u+cevVT — s} AT.
Consider the following
P(Wr > u|F) =P (Wr > ul{vy < T}, F)P(vy < T|F).

Therefore,

Wi—u
P(vf < T|F) = ® (V)
t VTP Wr > ul{vf < T} F)

Note that 7; V {vf <T} ={AN{yf <T}:Ac F} C F,eandso
P(Wr >ul{vy <T}, Fo) = EP(Wr > ulFop){vy < T}, Fel.
Using the Tower property of conditional expectations
P (Wr > ul{vy < T}, F) = EP(Wr — Woe > u— (u+ e/T — v§)|Foe ) [{vf < T}, Fi]

Wr —Wye
PWr>ul{vy <T} F)=E|P <TTt > —c|fyg> Hvi < T} F

c
t

Conditional on F,e, Wr ~ N (W,e, T —vf), this implies the probability statement is simpli-
fied to a standard Normal probability

P(Wr > ul{yy <T}, F) = E[@(c){vy < T}, F
P (Wr > ul{v¢ < T}, F) = ®(c).

Finally, Y; is F; measurable but is not fixed and therefore we need to account for the possi-
bilities vf = t and v{ > t when computing V¢. For v{ > ¢, in other words, for Y; < c:

Y2C
Yy; exp <—2t) 1{u§<T}|ft]

2
= cexp (— ) P(vy < T|F;)

oo (~2) 90
D(c) '

Ve =E

o

M‘nm [\9‘

The second equality following by continuity of Y. Now for Y; > ¢, v = t and so V;* =
2
Y; exp (—YT’) Therefore

d(V)®(c) L, Yi<ec
Y; exp (—%’2) Yi>c
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We would like to find a value for ¢ that maximises V¢, this is equivalent to maximising V,°
for Y; < ¢, that is, maximising
cexp (*72) (Y3)
@(c)

with respect to c. Differentiating the above quantity and setting it equal to zero yields the

following equation:
(1= c*)®(c) = (o).

All that remains to show is that for this value of ¢, v{ is an F-optimal time for Y exp (— YTQ) Ljo,7y-
Proposition 5.3.2. For c defined above, V¢ = V,* and vy is F-optimal for Y exp (—Y;) Ljo,7)-

Proof. Let R := Yexp (—%) Tjo,ry)- This proof will use the fact that V* is the small-
est (F,P) - supermartingale which dominates R. Our aim is to show that V¢ is an F-
supermartingale which dominates R and therefore is superior to V* but V¢ is just an expec-
tation of R at a particular stopping time, meaning by definition of the essential supremum,
V¢ must be inferior to V* and therefore equal. First we show that V¢ dominates R.

:22
By definition of ¢, the function f(z) = M acheives its maximum at c. Therefore

3(x)
xexi(&—)‘”2> . cex;;((;)%) _ \/%(1 - ),

. L exp (—f) <V2r(l—A)®(z), Ve

Therefore, whenY; < ¢, V¢ = V271 (1—c?)®(Y;) > R;. and whenY; > ¢, V¢ = Y, exp (—%)
Next we show that V¢ is an F-supermartingale. To do this, we first show that the process
2
(Yt exp (—%)) - is an F-supermartingale. This is proved in Appendix 6. Note also
t<

from the proof of Lemma 5.3.1 ®(Y;) = P(Wr > u|F;) and so (®(Y;)), ., is a martingale.
An application of Problem 7.3 in Karatzas and Shreve [1998] shows that for the function

o cexp(—%)@(m)@(c)_l, x<c
fla) = xexp(—%z), T > c.

f(Y;) is a supermartingale. O

We now return to equation (5.1). For Wy < u+cv1T —t:

esssup E [(W,, - u)a,,(u)]l{y<T}|]-'t]
veT,r(F)

2
=vT exp (u) V2r(1 — ) (V).
2T
andforWy; > u+cyT —t:

esssup E [(Wu - u)au(u>]l{u<T}|]:t} = (Wt - u)at(u)'
veTe, T (F)
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Therefore, setting u = Wr, we get

N (VT exp (7 ) VEr(1=c) (V) lu=wip

ye = ) Wr @ (W) , Wiy <Wr+eVT —t
G =
Wy + (Eeemir, Wy = Wp +oy/T—4
_ 2 _
B Wr + 27T(T—t)(1—02>exp<(vzi(‘T14t/;) )@(W\;%T), Wt<WT+C\/fZTt
W, Wy > Wr+cyT—1

This value process conquers with the solution found in Shepp [1969] and Ekstréom and
Wanntorp [2009].

5.4 Reflected BSDEs with F-adapted data

We now turn our attention towards another method for solving optimal stopping prob-
lems, reflected backward stochastic differential equations (RBSDEs). To do so for the rest
of this section, let (Q2, F, T, P) be a filtered Brownian probability space endowed with a d-
dimensional Brownian Motion W, such that I is its completed natural filtration. Just as in
Chapter 4, it is noted that ¢, G* and 7" for all k € {0,1,...,n} are continuous. Recall from

Chapter 4 that
e ab(rh), )

WE =w, — / SsAL s g,
‘ ! k;Z:o TN\t ’Y?(T(k)vg(k))

is a G-Brownian motion. Before introducing the RBSDE in G, we recall Gronwall’s inequal-
ity (see Theorem A.43 in Schilling and Partzsch [2014]), a very useful result for controlling
the norms of semimartingales.

Proposition 5.4.1. Let f,g : [0,T] — R be positive, integrable functions and > 0 such that for
anyt < T,

f(t) < g(t) +5/0 F(s)ds.
Then )
f(t) < g(t) + 6/0 eP=5)g(s)ds.

Furthermore, if g is non-decreasing then
f(t) < g(t)es.

The RBSDE in G is now setup as follows: the following components define the RBSDE and
generate the solutions:

— The terminal condition X € L?(Gr).
— Thedriver f : Q x [0,7] — R such that f(-) € Hé’ﬁ.

— The continuous obstacle process L € Sé’ﬁ .
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A quadruplet (Y, Z, K, (U*)ke(1,2,... n}) solves a RBSDE in G with terminal condition X,
driver f and obstacle L if

Yt:X—s—/tTf(s)ds—s—KT—Kt—/t Z, dWE — Z/ /Uk *(ds, de)

. (5.3)
Yy > Ly, / (Y — Ly)dK; =0,
0

where K is a non-decreasing, G-optional process.
Note the lack of dependence of f on the solutions Y, Z and (U*) ke{1,2,...n}- Section 5.2
was concerned with finding a transfer formula for the Snell envelope in the enlarged fil-
tration to a series of Snell envelopes in the reference filtration. This was possible when we
considered the payoff process, R to be F-adapted. One way of maintaining [F-adaptation
of the stopping process in an RBSDE setup is to ensure that the driver f cannot not de-
pend onY, Z or U. We therefore restrict our attention to homogeneous drivers of the form
f:Qx[0,T] = R.
Recall for 5 > 0, the definitions of Sé’ﬁ , Hé’ﬂ and HéBE

a) S&” = {¢ € P(G), possibly multi-dimensional : [plgzr = E {supte[o,T] (eﬂt|¢t\2)} <

oo}
b) Hé’ﬂ = {¢ € P(G), possibly multi-dimensional : ”(b“Héf’ -E UOT 6’85|¢s|2d3} < oo},
<) HG & = {¢ € P(G ® B(E)), possibly multi-dimensional : [1)]y2.5

—E[Jy [pe® As()ls(e) 2de ds] < oo}, |

5.4.1 Existence and Uniqueness of RBSDE (5.3)

In order to continue the study of RBSDE (5.3), we need to prove that a solution actually
exists and if it is unique. The following theorem is similar to Theorem 4.1.2 in chapter 4.

Theorem 5.4.2. There exists a unique solution quadruplet (Y, Z, K, (Uk)keq1,2,..., n}) to RBSDE
(5.3) such that Y € Sé’ﬂ,Z € Hé’ﬂ, K non-decreasing with K1 € L?(Gr) and (U’“)ke{l)g’,,,,n} €
HZ5,.

Proof. The proof begins with existence. Let

Y; = esssup E [ f(s)ds + L,Ag,cry + X]I{V_T}|Qt] .
veTe,r(G) t

thenY + [, f(s)ds is the G-Snell envelope of the payoff process R= [, f(s)ds + Lo 1) +
X1{r), note by Theorem 5.2.3 and the continuity of L, Y + [; f(s)ds is a cadlag G-supermartingale.
Moreover

Y| <

esssup E {/ f(s)ds + L1y + X1 — T}|gt:| ‘
veT:,7(G)
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The triangle inequality then yields

T
Vil <E ||X] + / F($)lds + sup |Ls]
0

0<s<T

G|

Noting the integrand on the right hand side does not depend on ¢, the Cauchy-Schwartz
inequality implies the existence of C' € R, such that

IE[ sup Yf} <CE < o0

0<s<T

T
XP+ [P+ sup 12
0

0<s<T

which proves that Y + [ f(s)ds is a square-integrable G-supermartingale. Therefore by
the Doob-Meyer decomposition, there exists a uniformly integrable G-martingale M and
an increasing process of finite variation K with Ky = 0 such that

¢
Y;g = Mt — / f(S)dS — Kt.
0
Theorem 3.2.10 says that there exist Z € HZ and (U")cq1,2,....n) € HE g, such that

t n t
M= [ zaws ey [ [ vkt as e
0 i—Jo JE

Now let v; = inf{s >t : Yy = Ls} AT, then it is well known (see for example Proposition
5.1 in El Karoui et al. [1997a]),

Y, =E

/ f(8)ds + Lu; Lg; <y + X1 gyromy |Qt] : (5.4)
t
But
t
Y;g :Mt — / f(S)dS — Kt.
0

Writing this in forward notation and taking expectations, yields

Y, =E

YV; +/ g f<5>ds—|—Kl,t* — Ktlgt‘| .
t

Using Equation (5.4), Y« = L,«1,«py + X1{,-_7}, therefore by the Optional sampling
theorem

Y, =E

Lu;‘]l{,jt*<T} + X]l{ut*:T} +/ f(S)dS + Ky;‘ — K”g;| .
t

The first three terms define Y;, meaning

E [K,; — Ki|Gi] = 0.
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K is a G-adapted, non-decreasing process meaning
.Z:{l,;F == Kt .

Seeing as K is non-decreasing and Y,- = L,~, this condition is equivalently written as,
fOT(Y} — L;)dK; = 0. Therefore the quadruplet (Y, Z, K, (U*)c(1,2,... n} ), solve RBSDE (5.3).
To prove uniqueness consider two solutions (Y, Z, K,U*) and (Y’, Z', K', (U*)') from data
(X, f,L)and (X', f’, L’). Define the following

Y=Y-Y', 6Z=2z-2, sU*=U"—-(U*" 6K=K-K'
SX=X-X', 6f=f—f, 6L=L-L.

Using Itd’s formula, we see that
T n_ T
ePLoY)? + / P16 Z,7ds + > / / eP55UF (e)2 N (e)deds
t —1/t JE

T T T
=ePT6X2 42 / eP55Y,_6f(s)ds + 2 / P4 5Y,_d(0K,) — / BeP*5Y2 ds
t t t

T n T
-2 / P2 6Y, 6 Z, WS =Y / / P (20Y,_6U¥ (e) — 6UF (e)?) i* (ds, de).
t k=1 t E

Now using the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality, the second term can be split up as follows for
5>0

T T T T
<ePTox? —|—/ BeP* Y2 ds +/ %eﬁsdf(s)st + 2/ P2 0Y,_d(0K,) — / BeP* Y2 ds
t t t t

T n T
- 2/ ?*6Y,_6Z,dWE — Z/ / % (20Y,_8UF(e) — 5UF(e)?) i* (ds, de).
t k=1 t E
The second and and fifth term sum to zero

T 1 T T
:eBTéXz—l—/ Beﬁsdf(s)2d5+2/ eﬂsm_d(éz(s)—z/ eP55Y, 6 2,dWE
t

t t

n T
_ ePs SUR(e) — k(e)2) iF (ds. de
S e i) - o) s e

The last two terms being increments of martingales have zero expectation, indeed by the
Burkholder-Davisy-Gundy inequality (Proposition 4.0.1):

t T 2
E {sup| eﬂséYgéstW;G’@ <CE (/ €285 (6Y,_)? (67,)* ds)
t<T Jo 0

<CE | sup (668 (5)’;)2)] E l/oT efs (625)2 ds] : < o0

L0<s<T

N[ =
1=
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The last inequality follows by from the fact that Y and Y’ both belong to Sé’ﬁ and that Z
and Z' both belong to Héj’g . This inequality shows that fot eP$8Y,_6Z,dW? is a uniformly
intergrable martingale. Futhermore,

D /t / 26°6Y,_6U* ()i k(ds,de)|]

t<T

1
<C> E (/ / P55y SUK( )2uk(ds,de)>

N|—=

1
n r § T

SCZE sup (eﬁtéYt)Q] E l/ 6555Us(e)2/\§(e)deds] < 00
k=1 0

lt<T

Furthermore, the fact that (U*)e(1.2,....n) € HZ', implies that 37, [F [ ePe6Uk (e)2 1% (ds, de)
has zero expectation.
Then it follows that

T n T
E (51@)%/ 655|5Z5\2ds+2/ /eﬁséUsk(e)z)\’j(e)deds}
t —1 v/t JE

1 T T
PTEX2 + 3/ eﬁs(sf(s)dsm/ 65361/5_d(6K8)] .
t t

The conditions on Y, L and K imply that fOT (0Y; —0L;)d (6K;) < 0, meaning

T T
eBT5X2+% / eP38Y,_0f(s)ds + 2 / eﬂsaLsd(aKs)].

t t

The estimates of the norms of Z and (Uk)ke{l,l...,n} then follow

T
/ P46 Z,|%ds
0
Z/ /6U’“ deds} <

Again using I[t6’s Lemma, we write e’ § K1 as

1 T T
E <E eﬁT5X2+B / P55 f(s)%ds + 2 / eﬁséLsd(éKs)]

0 0

1 (T T
65T5X2+B/ eﬁs§f(s)2ds+2/ e’BséLSd(éKs)].

0 0

(5.5)

T
PTSKp =6Yy — P16 X —/ eﬂsaf(s)ds+/ P26 2,dwC +Z/ / eP2SUE () i (de, ds)
0 0

T
+6/ P55 K ds.
0
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Taking expectations and applying the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality again, we get

T T
E[e’TSK2] <CE|6YZ 4 PT5X2 + / P55 f(s)%ds + / % Z,|?ds

0 0

n T T
+ Z/ / eP55Uk (e)2 Nk (e)deds + / eﬁdef,ds] .
i—1J0 JE 0

Combining the inequalities in Equation (5.5) we get

E [6k2] <CE
0 0 0

T T T
P X? —|—/ 6ﬁ5§f(5)2d5—|—2/ P56 L.d (OK,) —|—/ eﬁséKszds] .
Using the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality again coupled with the fact that K is non-decreasing

T T
E [6KZ] <CE [eﬁT6X2+ / P26 f(s)?ds + / PP 5K ds
0 0

+2C°E {sup (eﬁséLs)Q]
s<T
+ 5E [776K3] .

The last term can be absorbed in to the left hand side as follows

E [0K}] <CE

T T
PT5X? + / P55 f(s)%ds + sup (eﬂs(SLs)2 + / 6555K3d5‘| .
0 s<T 0

Now Grénwall’s inequality is applied to E[§K?], i.e. from Proposition 5.4.1 we set f(T) =
E[§KZ]and g(T) = E [65T5X2 + fOT P50 f(s)ds + sup,<p (eﬁséLs)Q} , which then implies

E [6K7] <CE

T
PToX2 + / P55 f(s)%ds + sup (eﬁs§Ls)2]

0 s<T

Combining the estimates for Y, Z, (Ux)re{1,2,....n} and K, we get

E

T n T
P (0Y)" + / 16 Z,ds + > / / e"swf(e)%(e)deds+e‘*TK%]
0 =170 JE

<CE

T
6X2 + / 5f(s)?ds + sup (5L§)1 :
0 s<T
Integrating both sides with respect to ¢, we get

n
1Y Lo + 1021z + 30160 s + 16Kl zzop) < O (

16X 2260 + 16F Oz + 6Ll

Therefore for X’ = X, f' = fand L' = L, (Y, Z, K, (U")ke(1,2,...n}) is a unique solution.
Following a similar reasoning as that of Lemma 4.1.1, Y is unique in Sé’ﬁ . O
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5.4.2 Decomposition of Solutions

Section 5.2 was devoted to finding a transfer formula for the value process of an optimal
stopping problem. We introduce a similar narrative in this section. In what follows, it
will be useful for the reader to assume that solutions to RBSDEs can be explicitly com-
puted in the reference filtration however with the progressive enlargement of 7 and ¢,
solutions are no longer able to be computed explicitly. While we don’t assume this, it is
useful for the interpretation of the following result. Recall the definition of the family of
processes (¥ : k € {0,1,...,n}) from equation (3.2) and their decomposition and dynamics
from equation (4.2).

Theorem 5.4.3. Suppose the following RBSDE in F admits a solution (Y™ (u, e), Z™(u, e), K™ (u, €))
forall (u,e) € ©, x E"

T T
Y (u,e) =Xar(u,e) +/ f($)as(u,e)ds + K (u,e) — KJ'(u, e) — / Z (u, e)dWy
o t (5.6)
Y (u, e) >Lia(u,e), / (Y (u,e) — Ly (u, e)) dK] (u,e) = 0,
0

and for k € {0, 1, ..., n—1}, the following RBSDEs in F admit solutions (Y* (u®), e(®)), ZF (u*) e(*)),
K*(u® ) forall (u® e®)) € @), x EF

VEu®, e®y =x e™)) / F()E ™, e®ds + KE(u® | e®) — KFu®) oF)
_/ Zf(u(’“),e(’f))dWs—i—/ /Yf“(u(k),s,e(k“))dekﬂds
t t E

T
Y, ) 2Lt e®), [ (VE®, ) = Lok, ) dick ), o) ~0.
0

(5.7)
Then
- Yk(T(k)yf(k)) k(_(k k
Y :ZWE () ¢l ))]l{mgt«kﬂ}
k=0 ’
7 z": ZF(r ™, ¢R)yf (R, 5’“) k(T““ 5("'))1@’“(7(’“),5(’“))]l
t = {me<t<Tr41}
n de(T(k) g(k))
kz;) 1{Tk<8<7’k+1} (T(k) g(k))

UF(e) = (Y™, 1,60, ) = Y, €)1, cremy
is a solution to RBSDE (5.3).

Proof. We show that (Y, Z,K, (U) _— n}> from equation (5.8) solve RBSDE (5.3). Sim-
ilarly to the proof of Theorems 4.3.1 and 4.3.2 this is done in two parts, for & = n and
ke{0,1,...,n—1}.
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For k = n:
YZ”(T&)H?) V(&) n
d( oy (1,8) _Oét(’faf)dHt +Ht<

"(u, e))|u=T m a(u, e), alu, e))|u=r
at(7.7§)2d<a(u’e)vy ( ’ )>|€=§+Oét(7',§)3d< ( ) )7 ( ) )>|e £>'

1 n Y (7, €6)
mdyt (7,6) — aZ(T,f)Zdat(T7 £)

From RBSDE (5.6), the dynamics of Y™*(7,¢) are

dY}(7,€) = — f(t)dt + Z{(1,§)dW; — dK{'(7, )
this coupled with the dynamics of « yield

d(Y"™(u,e),au,e)yy =2 (u, e)a(u, e)dt
dla(u,e), au,e)), =a(u,e)?dt

Combining these quantities, we get the following

(L OH! Y18 o n | _AKP(r,§) | Z1(1.¢)
( eys ) (e g ( F(t)dt +
(

Qi (Ta 5) e (T7 f) de

Y . ap(r,6)Z;(1,€) . Y(1,§)a} (7, €)°
e%7 (Ta ) at (T E)th at(Ta 5)2 dt * Qi (7—7 6)3 dt)
Yi(7,€)

= r 5)alHt" + H" ( — f(t)dt — dK7 (1,€) n ZP(1,8)on(1,8) = Y (1,8)ap (7, €)

(T, §) at(7,5)2
(th - fl gg dt)).

Noting that HdWE = H}! (th WEN)] (T 8) dt. Just as in Theorems 4.3.1 and 4.3.2 integrat-
ing with respect to "™ may be expanded to a double integral with respect to . Using
these two facts and integrating between ¢t and T'

Y\ (1, &) HY! Y n AE (7))
- / iy fos s [z S

s—

as (k) £(R))
(1, §)as(7,§) = V7, §)ag(7,€) 6
o 0, (7,22 s
Yn (n—1) .S g(n—l)) ) N
/ / (D)5 £, ) u™(ds,de).

Finally, using the compensator of ™ from Corollary 3.2.9.1 in Chapter 3

n n T (k) ¢(k)
Y OH; :XH;+/ H f d5+/ . T ET)
at(7—7 6) )

PRCORION
o 227 Eou(r6) Y:<r,s> "rE) .
/ au(r,6)? W

Y'Sn T (n—1) .S g(nfl)) 6)
/ / Oég T(n 1 .S gn 1) ) (dS de)
sn T(n 1 ) S € n-1) ) ) n—1 _ H"
/ oD, 5 €1, e) (H!”" — H} )deds.
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Similarly for k € {0,1,...,n — 1}

V() e(k)
< tk(Tk agk ) HZCHf_‘—l))
F (r(R) £(R))

YEeE®, ek k
=t 5 JaHF _ JdH +1 Hk _Hk+1 s
%’“(ﬂk),g(k))( ' o)+ (- ) V(T €R)

YEE® W) ki (k) ()Y vk (k) (k)
*Wd%ﬁ € )*de ('™, e!™), Y (u'™ e >t|z§:;zg(<:)>

Y, €9)

YEE® L E®) k) oy ke (R) ()
+Wd<7 (W™, ™), " (u™, e )>t|zzgzg:; :
Equations 5.7 and 4.1 from Chapter 4 give the dynamics of v*(u®),¢*)) and Y% (u*), ¢(¥)).

These are then use to expand the above as follows:

e )

A (0, €
ARF(0,EW) | ZE 60

:Y;k(T(k)vf(k))(de 7de+1) +(Hk 7Hk+1) 7f(t)dt N W
G ONIO) ! T AF(r®), €W T AR (R gy T

k+1
X e e, YHED.ED) ) cw)au,

v (), £)) v (k) £(R)2
. Ytk (T(k)v E(k)) fE 75+1(T(k)7 ta g(k)’ E)de dt Ztk (T(k)a 5(’“))&? (T(k)a g(k)) dt
i (r(R), €(R)2 - v (), E()2

L YAt g
TG0, B
AKH (), 609)

_Ytk(T(k)af(k)) k k+1 k k+1
o, g (e A U BN = FO0 S gy

Tk (k) ¢(BN~E(r(R) ¢(B)y _ YE(r(K) ¢k))gk (k) ¢(k)
4 t (T ) E )rYt (T ’ i zk) tk)(TQ ) § )at (T ’ 5 ) (th
Vi (T 75( )
Y—tk (T(k)a g(k)) fE ’Yf+1 (T(k) ) t7 f(k)v e)de dt fE thk+1 (T(k)v t? S(k)v e)dedt
A (), £(R))2 - v (k) €M)

oA .E0) )
A, €)

Just as in the proof of Theorems 4.3.1 and 4.3.2, we identify (HF—HF ™) (th - % t) =

(HF—HF™)dWE. The integrals with respect to H* and H**! are also expanded as integrals
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k+1

with respect to ;% and p*+1. Now, integrating both sides between ¢ and T yields

v (k) (k)
ey )

~F
=X (Hf — Hy™) + / f(s) (HE. — HE ) ds

!

dKE (7))
+/ (HY — H*) NICORI0)
T k(70 €M)y (rF) )Y _ Yk (r ) g))gh(r(R) ¢(k))
[ e

B k), g(h) (k=) g, g(k=1)
Y (r pF 1 (ds, de) 25,6 .¢) p*(ds, de)
B VE( B 75 ( T(k Y, 5,670 )

Yk—i-l( .S g(k) 6)
+ / / (Hf_—Hffl) (T(k) oy Ldeds

Yk(T(k:) f(k)) k+1(7_(k)8€(k) 8)
k—1 k ) )
/ / (HE - Hb) ot ) deds

dwg

Finally, the compensators of ;% and ;/**! from Corollary 3.2.9.1 in Chpater 3 are used to
yield
YE (), ¢(k) )
s — HEY)

T

+/T (Hk _ Hk+1) def(T(k)7f(k))
t Vs (T(k), g(k))

T ZE@W, BNk ™, W) — vIE®, W)k (r®), W)
e vE(r k), gW)2

T k( (k) ¢(k) k(_(k—1) (k—1)

Y! Y,

/ 5 (11, € )[Lkﬂ(ds,de) _/ (1 ,8,& ,€) 1 i (ds, de)
t JE 7§(T(k)’§(k)) t JE Vs F(rtk= 1)78’5(k 1),6)

T k+1( (k) (k)
Y™, s, & e)
k:+1 P} )
+/ /(Hs - H; ) SE), ) deds

k(-(k—1) (k—1)
/ / Hk 1 _ ) Y (T ) S 5 e)deds
S ( (k— 1)’5 (k— 1))

dwe

Summing over all k € {0, 1, ...,n} then yields the result. O

5.5 Remarks

This chapter has studied optimal stopping problems in the enlarged filtration G. For a
given F-adapted payoff process, the G-Snell envelope was shown to be a series of F-Snell
envelope-like processes. Importantly, the F-adapted terms in the transfer formula in the-
orem 5.2.3 are not Snell envelopes become of the dependence of ¢ inside the expectation.
It is left as an open problem as to whether theorem 5.4.3 can be applied to show a similar
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transfer formula for the value process Y. Lastly, the emphasis that the payoff process R
must be F-adapted ensures the existence of the transfer formula. Without this assumption,
theorem 5.2.3 would not hold.



Chapter 6

Conclusion

This thesis extended the existing theory of enlargement of filtration, to the case of a pro-
gressive enlargement of filtration with multiple default times and their associated marks.
The thesis begins with an overview of the existing results and theory on the one default
initial and progressive enlargement of filtration. Thereafter, chapter 3 extends these results
to the case of multiple default times and their associated marks. The main contribution of
this chapter is a martingale representation theorem in the enlarged filtration. This is proved
in theorem 3.2.10.

Chapter 4 and 5 then aim to apply the newly derived results to two particular cases used
in mathematical finance - backward stochastic differential equations (BSDEs) and optimal
stopping problems.

In chapter 4, the existence and uniqueness of solutions to a BSDE in the enlarged filtration
are proven - in theorem 4.1.2. These solutions are then shown to admit two decompositions
in the enlarged filtration, depending on which filtration the data is adapted to. The chapter
finishes with two brief examples of how the solutions to the BSDE can be applied in a
mathematical finance context.

Chapter 5 focuses on a general optimal stopping problem with a payoff process adapted to
the reference filtration. In theorem 5.2.3 it is shown that the Snell envelope in the enlarged
filtration can be decomposed into a series of optimal stopping problems in the reference
filtration. The utility of this result is shown by solving a well studied problem, that being
the optimal stopping of a Brownian bridge. Using enlargement of filtration, the solution is
derived and agrees with previously proven solutions. The chapter is finished by studying
a reflected BSDE in the enlarged filtration. The existence and uniqueness to the solution
of the reflected BSDE is proven in theorem 5.4.2. Finally, a decomposition of the solution
is provided in 5.4.3, and relating this decomposition to theorem 5.2.3 is left as an open
problem.
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Appendix 1
For the sake of simplicity, we omit the superscripts of X™* and Y. So that

R = —exp (n(X; — 1))

Then to find the driver f©, we need to compute the drift of R™* and choose f© such that
the drift is negative. This is done as follows:

1
—dR]" = —nR-"dX, +nR]“dY; + n2R“ Td[X, X + ianffd[Y, Y], — n*REVd[X, Y],

=Ry" ( — 0 (mi(be + prov) + WtUtszgg) + 77( — f(t, 27, Up)dt + ZZdWE

1
+Z/ UF(e)i* (dt de)> + gnimioidt

1 1 e
+ inzZGf + 5772 ,;1 UF(e)?u*(dt,de) — 7720t7rth'dt>

- 1
=R\ —nmi(bs + drov) —nf(t, 27, U) + 7727Tt2<7t2 + 772Z2G2 -0 Z/ Uf (€)*As(e)de
2 2 20 =k

T - 1 ~
_ 172O't7TtZ§;> dt + RtL (77 (Z;G — 7Tt0't) thG + n Z/ (Ut’f(e) + 277Utk(e)2) Mk(dt’ de)) .
k=1"F

We set the drift term to be negative to yield

_ 1 1 ,¢
R~ ( nme(be + Grow) —nf(t, Z¢, Up) + 27727Tt20t2 + 77 2777 - 57722/ Uf (€)*As(e)de
k=1"F

—-n atﬂtZ > <0.

R™7 is negative meaning the bracketed factor must be positive. This implies

1 n
nf(t, Z¢ Up) < —noy(by + drov) + sn°mi 252 — 772 Z/ Uf (e)*Ai(e)de — n*oymi 2y
k=1"F

2
1 1 15—
f,772at27rt2 — 2nmy (b + peor + T]UtZ;G) + 57722?2 _ 5772 Z/ UF(e)®\(e)de
k=1"F
1 by 2 & 1 bt 2
= (= (Gevoenzt) ) — gy [ vh@m @i~ (2 +o
b
—n—Zf +np 2y
gt

Therefore we choose
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Appendix 2

For a normally distributed random variable X ~ N (u,0?), we have

fcon ()] - [Lron () e (-5

_ [Tz 12,0 .2 21 4.
/wmexp<w(o T+ 2xu+u))dx

The inner bracket inside the exponent is computed as follows:

o?x 4 —2xp+ p? = (1 +0°) (x2—2 H :c)—i—,u2

1+ 02
po \?
=(1 2 _ _ 2
o) (o 145) gt
2 2,2
1 iy
=(1 2 —
(+O’)<IE 1+0.2) +1+0-2

Putting this expression in to the integral above

E|X s /OO - 1+0° n Y 2
exp|—— || = ——exp| ——— |2 — exp [ ————~
P 2 —0 V27102 P 202 1402 P 2(1+ o2

:71 exp —7M2 /OO A 1—’—UQeXp —1+02 x
V1402 2(1402) ) J_oo V202 202

2

1 W 1
e ()

W,

;) do

—Uu

Recall V; = Wfi_qz so fort < s < T, Y;|F; is normally distributed with mean \/ﬁ and

V=t

5=t Therefore,

variance 7

—s°

Y2 T—5s 1T(Wy—u)?T—s\ Wy —uT—s
e (5 ) ] = e (55 ) e

Since =2 < 1. Therefore (Y} exp (—YT’)) is a supermartingale.
t<T
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