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Abstract

This paper extends results of Mortimer and Williams (1991) about changes of probability measure up
to a random time under the assumptions that all martingales are continuous and that the random time
avoids stopping times. We consider locally absolutely continuous measure changes up to a random time,
changes of probability measure up to and after an honest time, and changes of probability measure up to
a pseudo-stopping time. Moreover, we apply our results to construct a change of probability measure that
is equivalent to the enlargement formula and to build, for a certain class of pseudo-stopping times, a class
of measure changes that preserve the pseudo-stopping time property. Furthermore, we study for a price
process modeled by a continuous semimartingale the stability of the No Free Lunch with Vanishing Risk
(NFLVR) property up to a random time, that avoids stopping times, in the progressively enlarged filtration
and provide sufficient conditions for this stability in terms of the Azéma supermartingale.
© 2016 Elsevier B.V. All rights reserved.
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1. Introduction

Motivated by models from physics and chemistry Mortimer and Williams (1991) study
how to perform a change of measure up to a random time ¢ on a filtered probability space
(12, F, (F1), P). More precisely, in their paper titled “Change of measure up to a random time:
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Theory” they derive the semimartingale decomposition of continuous (P, F;)-martingales up to
time o in the progressively enlarged filtration

gt/ =FVo (]]-{0>_y}; s = t)

under an equivalent probability measure Q and they give the expression of the (Q, G;)-hazard
function of o. To prove their result they use elementary methods and do not rely on the theory
of enlargement of filtrations. Besides, Mortimer and Williams (1991) claim in their paper that “it
is the examples which make this topic of some interest”, but the only two examples they provide
deal with the well-known path decomposition of the standard Brownian motion.

In this paper we extend their result in several ways and provide interesting classes of exam-
ples working under the standing assumptions that ¢ avoids stopping times and that all (F;)-
martingales are continuous. As in Mortimer and Williams (1991) we do no rely on any deep
results from the theory of enlargements of filtrations, but choose a rather direct approach using
only elementary methods to prove our results.

First, we extend their result to locally absolutely continuous changes of measure up to a
random time, which allows us to construct a change of probability measure that is equivalent
to the enlargement formula up to time o. Second, we study changes of probability measure for
honest times. Honest times are known to be well-suited for a progressive enlargement of filtration
since the seminal work of Barlow (1978) [7], because in this case all (F;)-semimartingales
remain semimartingales in the enlarged filtration on the whole time horizon. Therefore, if o
is an honest time, we are able to extend the Girsanov-type theorem from Mortimer and Williams
(1991) after time o. While the result itself is not very surprising, the way we prove it is interesting
because as in Mortimer and Williams (1991) we do not assume any prior knowledge of the
theory of enlargements of filtrations. Actually, as it turns out there is a nice link to so called
relative martingales, which were studied by Azéma, Meyer, and Yor (1992). Third, we study
changes of measure up to pseudo-stopping times which were introduced by Nikeghbali and Yor
(2005). As finite-valued honest times are ends of optional sets, their definition is independent
of the underlying probability measure. This is however not true for pseudo-stopping times.
An interesting and challenging problem is therefore to analyze the stability of the pseudo-time
property under different probability measures. For a special class of pseudo-stopping times we
are able to provide a class of equivalent probability measures which preserve the pseudo-stopping
time property. Finally, we also generalize the example of the Brownian path decomposition given
in Mortimer and Williams (1991). As opposed to Mortimer and Williams (1991), who provide
a Markovian study of this example, our analysis is based on semimartingale calculus only and
uses the specific structure of the Azéma supermartingale of a class of pseudo-stopping times
associated with honest times.

The last part of the paper deals with the question of no arbitrage up to a random time. Since the
technique of progressively enlarging a filtration with a random time is a standard tool in mathe-
matical finance to model credit risk and insider trading, this question is of particular interest. In
the recent literature it is addressed in a couple of papers under different assumptions on the price
process, the random time, and the precise no arbitrage concept, cf. Fontana, Jeanblanc, and Song
(2013); Acciaio, Fontana, and Kardaras (2016); Aksamit, Choulli, Deng, and Jeanblanc (2014).
To be concrete, we deal with the following question assuming that the stock price process is mod-
eled by a continuous (F;)-semimartingale: if the market satisfies the condition of “no free lunch
with vanishing risk” (NFLVR) with respect to the filtration (F;), under which conditions does the
market then also satisfy NFLVR with respect to the progressively enlarged filtration until time
o ? For example, it is known that honest times allow for arbitrage on the time horizon [0, o] in
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the progressively enlarged filtration, cf. Fontana, Jeanblanc, and Song (2013). In this paper we
consider an arbitrary random time o that avoids (F;)-stopping times and derive sufficient criteria
for the validity of NFLVR up to time o, assuming that all (F;)-martingales are continuous. To do
this we choose two different approaches: in the first one we work directly with the definition of
NFLVR, while in the second one we identify a local martingale deflator in the enlarged filtration
and check under what conditions it is a uniformly integrable martingale, which would imply that
NFVLR is satisfied up to time o due to the fundamental theorem of asset pricing.

This paper is organized as follows: In the next section after having introduced the general
setup and notation, we recall the result from [20] and give some first corollaries thereof. In Sec-
tion 2.3 we moreover introduce the multiplicative decomposition of the Azéma supermartingale,
which will be used frequently during the paper. Section 3 deals with locally absolutely contin-
uous measure changes. Afterwards we specialize our analysis to the class of honest times in
Section 4 and to the class of pseudo-stopping times in Section 5. Section 6 contains a generaliza-
tion of the example given in [20]. Finally, in Section 7 we consider the question of no arbitrage
up to a random time and provide sufficient criteria for the validity of NFLVR in the progressively
enlarged filtration up to time o.

2. General theory
2.1. Setup and notation

Throughout the paper we work on a filtered probability space ({2, F, (F:)¢>0, P), where
(F3) is assumed to satisfy the natural conditions, i.e. (F;) is right-continuous and JF( contains
all o-negligible sets. Here, a subset A C {2 is called o-negligible if there exists a sequence
(By)n>0 of subsets of {2 such that A C UneN B, and such that for all n € N, B, € F, with
P(B,) = 0. It was shown in [21] that under the natural conditions any martingale admits a
cadlag modification and we will always work with this modification in the following. If (X;) is
a real-valued stochastic process we denote by

7, =supX; and X, =infX,, >0,
s<t s=t
its supremum resp. infimum process and by TaX = inf{r > 0 : X; = a} the first hitting time
of the level a € R. Note that under the natural assumptions TaX is a stopping time, if X is a
right-continuous adapted process, cf. [21]. Furthermore, M (P, F;) denotes the set of (P, F;)-
martingales and M,.(P, F;) resp. M,,; (P, F;) the set of local resp. uniformly integrable
(P, F;)-martingales.

Finally, we denote by o : {2 — [0, oo] we denote an F-measurable random time, which

gives rise to the progressively enlarged filtration

Gr = m (-7:5 Vv O'(:u-{a>r}; r= S)) .
s>t

Throughout the paper we will assume that the following two assumptions are satisfied:

(A) o avoids any (F;)-stopping time: P(c = T') = 0 for any (F;)-stopping time 7.

(C) All (Fy)- martingales are continuous.

We denote by = P(o > t|F;) the Azéma supermartingale of o. It decomposes
as Zt = '5 with ml EP(AEOLE) being a uniformly integrable martingale and
(A!D ) being the (.7-",) dual optlonal projection of the process (]l{t7 <t})r>0. We note that under
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assumption (C), AP is also the dual predictable projection of (ILis<;})/>0, since in this case
the predictable and optional sigma fields related to (F;) coincide. Moreover, note that under
the assumptions (AC) the Azéma supermartingale is continuous and ZP = m! — AP is thus
its Doob—Meyer decomposition. For the definitions and properties of dual optional and dual
predictable projections we refer the reader to chapter V1.2 of [12].

Let p be a non-negative F-measurable random variable with expectation one. Then Q := p.P
defines a new probability measure which is absolutely continuous to P. We denote by (po;)
resp. (0;) the optional projection of p on (F;) resp. (G;) satisfying for all 7 > 0,

o =E (ol F), B =EP(0lG),

where (0;) is chosen to be cadlag and (p;) is continuous due to (C). Furthermore, we define the
(P, F;)-supermartingale

he =EP (pLig=n ). 120
By Bayes’ formula one has
hi = pi-Qlo > t|F) = pi Z7.

Since o avoids stopping times, P(c = co) = 0 and o is finite P-almost surely. Therefore, Z P
and £ both converge towards zero almost surely as ¢t — oo.

If h is strictly positive, we denote by u the stochastic logarithm of 4, i.e. h; = E(u);. The
process j is again a (P, F;)-supermartingale with Doob—Meyer decomposition i = u* — uf,
where u € My, (P, F;) and uf is increasing. Moreover, &, u, i, and u*" are all continuous.
If & is not strictly positive, then the process u and hence also u” and uf are only well-defined
on the stochastic interval [0, Toh).

2.2. Girsanov-type theorems
We are now ready to recall the result of [20], Lemma 2.

Theorem 2.1. Assume that h is strictly positive and let U = (U;);=0 be a local (P, F;)-
martingale. Then the process (]1{0>,}Vt exp(,uf)) is a local (Q, G;)-martingale, where V =
U — (U, ).

Moreover, the process ([,Lﬁ\g)

t>0

>0 is the (Q, G;)-dual predictable projection of (]l{gst})tzo.

Proof. The claim is proven in [20] for G, = F; vV o (]]-{cr>s}; s < t) instead of G, defined
above. However, since (G, )-martingales remain martingales with respect to the right-continuous
augmentation (G;) of (G/), the claim follows easily. [

As an immediate consequence of the above result we deduce
Corollary 2.2. Assume that h is strictly positive. If U € M,.(P, F}), then
Virne = Uine = (U, Wino € Mioc(Q, Gr).
Proof. Taking U = 1 in Theorem 2.1 yields that
H; := L5~y exp (uf) € M (Q, Gp).

Since V is continuous, [H, V] = 0. Hence, the product HV is a local (Q, G;)-martingale if and
only if V is also a local (Q, G;)-martingale as long as H;_ > 0, i.e. on the interval [0, c]. [
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Remark 2.3. If we choose p = 1 in the above corollary, we recover the enlargement formula up
to time o (cf. [11], paragraph XX.76): For any M € M,.(P, F;) we have

tNO d(M, ZP)S Ao d(M,mP)S
Mino —/O N = Mo —/0 N € Mioc(P, Gy). ey

Remark 2.4. In [20] the authors prove their result without applying any results from the theory
of progressive enlargement of filtrations. Of course, Corollary 2.2 can also be proven by applying
first Girsanov’s theorem and afterwards the enlargement formula under Q. For so called honest
times this is done in paragraph XX.81 of [11], where a more general version of the above result
is proven without relying on the assumptions (AC).

Next we show that Theorem 2.1 also holds if 4 is not necessarily strictly positive.

Theorem 2.5. If U = (Uy);>0 is a local (P, F;)-martingale, then X, := ]l{g>,}Vt exp(uf) and
Vino are local (Q, G,)-martingales, where Vipng = Ujng — (U, Wine-

Proof. First we show that Q (¢ < Toh) = 1. For this note that Toh =715 A TOZQ because
hy = p,Z,Q. But we have

Q (TO'O < OO) =RP <:0:H-{TO’J<OO}) =EP (IOOO]]‘{T(;)<OO}) — kP <0 . :H‘{T(f<oo}) =0.

Since o avoids stopping times under P and Q is absolutely continuous to P, Q(o = Toh) =0
and o is also Q-almost surely finite. Hence,

Q(oz1y)=Q(o > 1) =Q (o > /%) =E92%, =0,
0

Especially, this means that X is Q-a.s. well-defined since u is well-defined on the interval
[0, Tél). Second for every n € N we write U;' = t/\Tlh/ , t > 0. According to Theorem 2.1,

the process Xj' == X, AT}, is a local (Q, G;)-martingale for every n € N. Therefore, X is a local
(Q, G;)-martingale on the interval [O, Toh) = Upen [0, Tlh/n] and since [O, Toh) D [0,0] Q-
almost surely, this implies that

X = ]]-{(7>t}vt eXP(Mf) € Mie(Q, Gy).

Finally, (Virns) is a local (Q, G;)-martingale by the same reasoning as in the proof of
Corollary 2.2. [

2.3. Multiplicative decomposition of the Azéma supermartingale

Before we come to further extensions and applications, we introduce in this subsection the
so called It6—Watanabe decomposition of the Azéma supermartingale, which will be frequently
used in the following sections. Since it is less known than the Doob—Meyer decomposition, we
briefly recall a continuous version of the result from [14], cf. also [5].

Theorem 2.6. Let Z be a continuous non-negative supermartingale with Doob—Meyer
decomposition Z = m — A. Then Z factorizes uniquely as Z = N D, where N is a continuous
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non-negative local martingale starting from No = 1 and D is a continuous decreasing process
such that both N and D are constant on the set {Z = 0}. Moreover, N and D are given by

IATE dA, INTE dm
D; = Zyexp —/ -1, N, =& f - ).
0 Zs 0 Zs

Remark 2.7. If Z = ZP is the Azéma supermartingale of o, then

ZP=0 o mP—AP=EPUR, —AP1F)=0 & AP=4APvs>y

since A" is an increasing process. Therefore, AP and mP only move on the set {Z" > 0}. Hence,
in this case the processes

tdAP td P
Df:exp(—/ ZPS)’ thzé'(/ ;PS
0 s 0 s

are well-defined and fulfill supp(d DP)y c {ZP > 0} resp. supp(d(N PY) c {ZP > 0}. Moreover
given the decomposition Z P = NPDP 1t0°s product formula yields

t t
zf=1+/ Ddef+/N§’dD§, t>0,
0 0

and, since DP is of finite variation, we may replace Z” by N in the enlargement formula (1):
Le. for any M € M,.(P, F;), we have

NP

tAo P
Mino _/ M S Mloc(P, gt) 2)
0 s

Note that if ZtP > 0 as. for all 1+ > O one can write ZtP = N,P ‘ exp(—/lf), where
AP .= —In(DP) is referred to as the intensity process in the credit risk literature. Therefore,
the process DF is of particular interest in credit risk modeling. However, the intensity as well
as the process DP depends on the underlying probability measure. Therefore, one may wonder
whether there exist changes of probability measure under which the intensity process remains
unchanged. The following theorem answers this question.

Theorem 2.8. Assume that p > 0 P-a.s. and that (p;) is continuous. If ZP = NPDP and
ZQ = NQDQ denote the Ito—Watanabe decompositions of the Azéma supermartingales of o
under P and Q, then Dtp = D,o a.s. forallt > 0.

Remark 2.9. Intuitively, to affect the intensity of ¢ via a change of probability measure the
(Gr)-Radon-Nikodym density (p;) should involve a stochastic integral with respect to the
P
discontinuous martingale 15 </} — 0’ ne dZiF;‘. Indeed, the above theorem shows that a change of
measure via a continuous (G, )-martingale will not change the intensity process. See also Theorem
6.3 in [8].
In order to prove Theorem 2.8, we need to compute the process

h, = EP (p:ﬂ-{a>t}|}—t) = EP (ﬁt:ﬂ-{ﬂ>l}|‘7:’) :
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This requires the knowledge about the behavior of the process (p;) before time o. Hence, the
following representation result for bounded (G;)-martingales up to time o is very helpful. It is an
immediate consequence of Théoréme 5.12 and Lemme 5.15 of [17], cf. also Theorem 3.1 in [15].

Theorem 2.10. For any bounded { € G, there exists a local (P, F;)-martingale M and a
bounded (F;)-predictable process K such that

P
EP(¢IG) = M, —/ d<M Z / —dAP onf{o > t}.
0

Furthermore, if t +— EP(¢|Gy) is continuous almost surely (i.e. it does not jump at o), then
K =0.

Proof. To prove the theorem one can do exactly the same computations as in the proof of
Theorem 3.1 in [15] without using any martingale representation property. Since we are only
interested in the behavior before time o, we do not need the (H’) hypothesis. [

Remark 2.11. The assumption (AC) is not needed to obtain a characterization of any bounded
(G;)-martingale before time o, cf. [15]. The above formulation is however sufficient for our
purposes.

We are now ready to prove Theorem 2.8.

Proof of Theorem 2.8. For every n € N set 7, := inf{r > 0 : p; = n}. Then there exists for
every n € N an (F;)-stopping time v, such that t, Ao = v, Ao, cf. Lemma A.1. Theorem 2.10
applied to o7, Ao yields the existence of a local (P, F;)-martingale M" such that for all ¢ > 0,

]:Mv,l) = EP (/3t/\r,lmr]1{a>t/\vn} ftm},,)

)
)

htm),, = EP (EtAvnAa ]l{cr>tm),,}

AV, d(ZP,M”)

= E ((Mtn/\vn _/O Z—fv ]]-{U>tAun}
AV, d(NP,Mn>

=E” ((Mtn/\vn - /0 N—Sps Lio>1nvm)

o B AV, d(NP,Mn>s ZP
tAV, 0 NP tAV,*

N

Hence for all ¢t > 0,

AV, d(NP Mn>
O Q ’ ) P P
IOt/\VnNtAvnDt/\vn = IOtAVnZtAvn = ht/\Vn = (MtnAvn _[) NP Nt/\vnDt/\un'

N

Since p > 0 almost surely, we have {ZP >0l={h>0} = {ZQ > 0}. Moreover, the process

A g NP, M" tAV,
([ 40 _ [ stu

Ny
AV, s d NP, M
+f (M;’ —/ <—P>”) dNP
0 0 N
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is a non-negative local (P, F;)-martingale. Since (pt/\v,, N&v,,) is also a non-negative local

(P, F;)-martingale, the uniqueness of the Ito—Watanabe decomposition yields that

Ay, d(NP Mn>s b
> Q P Q
(Mznm;n _/(; NP sz;n = PtAvnva,l and Dmu,, = Dmv,,

S
almost surely on {ZP >0} = {ZO > 0}. Because t,, — 00, we have

sup(vy, A o) =sup(t, Ao) = o0,
n n

which implies that v := sup, v, > o almost surely. But then Zf =0= ZVQ a.s. and therefore
P Q . . .
v > TOZ = TOZ P-a.s. Because D@ and DP are monotone increasing, the claim follows by

. . . P Q
sending n — 00, noting that D and D9 are constant after time 77 = 7# . O

The following counterexample shows that the assumption that (0;) is continuous cannot be
dropped in Theorem 2.8.

Example 2.12. Let N be a non-negative local martingale starting from Ny = 1 and converging to
zero almost surely and set o = sup{r > 0 : N; = N,}. By Doob’s maximal equality, cf. Lemma
2.1in [23],

N, —_
Fl== Vas>N,

s>t a

P (supNx >a

which implies that
N;

" d N —
F’>:7:1+/0 =~ log ().

t N

Z,P =P (supNs > N,

s>t

Therefore, supp(d(N)) C {Z P 0} and supp(dﬁ) C {ZP > 0}. Hence, the uniqueness of the
multiplicative decomposition defined in Theorem 2.6 implies that

1
NP =N and DP=_—.
N

Now we may take p = log (Noo) because EP log (Noo) =Ny loo %“ = 1. Then

h, = EP log (Noo) 1 2 |F | =EP log (sup NS) 1 I F
{SupNS>N,} s>t {supNs>N,}
s>t s>t

N /oo log(x)dx — %(l + log (Nt))
t

N, X2
and applying Lemma A.1,

EP (log (Noo) ]1{0>l}| f;)
zp

pr = EP(P|gt) = Li5<1log (Nt) + Liosp

N
= L{s<n log (Nt) + ]l{a>t}ﬁt - hy
'

= Lionylog (N1) + Lig»r) (1 4 log (N1)) = log (V) + Lio>1).
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Hence, o is a purely discontinuous (P, G;)-martingale and

_ N,
pr:log(Nt)‘i‘ﬁlt
Therefore,
_ 1+1log(N,))N; N,+ N,log(N
20 2 N g () L = N (L log (NO) N i+ N log (Vi)
P N; pe Ny Ne+Nilog(N;)  N;+ N;log(Ny)

And since (N;/p;) € Mipe(Q, F), the Ito—Watanabe decomposition of 79 takes the form
_N 1+ log(N;)

z9 —
pl Nl

= NApQ
with

1+ log(N 1
= 1+ log(Ne) #F == DtP for t large enough.

D9 —
N, N,

t

3. Locally absolutely continuous change of measure

In this section we slightly change the general setup introduced in Section 2.1. We will
no longer rely on the existence of a random variable p > 0 to define Q, but instead we
will only assume the existence of some non-negative (P, G;)-martingale (p;) with expectation
one. As before (p;) is the (F;)-optional projection of (g;). Moreover, we will assume that
F = Foo = V,>0F: and that (2, F, (G;)s=0, P) is the natural augmentation of a probability
space satisfying the Parthasarathy condition (P), which can be found in the Appendix.

For every t > 0 we now define a probability measure Q; on G, via Q; = p;.P|g,. This
family of probability measures is consistent and since we assume our probability space to satisfy
condition (P) as well as the natural (but not the usual!) assumptions, Corollary 4.9 of [21] yields
the existence of a measure Q on F = G, such that Q|gt = Qy for all + > 0. Note that Q is
only locally absolutely continuous with respect to P, which we denote by Q <1 P. We define the
process A in this case by h; = EP(,?)} ]l{g>t}|ft). If Q « P, this definition coincides with the
one in Section 2.1. u can now be defined as before.

In this setting the following extended version of Theorem 2.1 holds.

Theorem 3.1. Assume that Q < P. If U = (U)o is a local (P, F;)-martingale, then
the processes X; = ]l{g>,}V, exp(uf) and Vipo are both local (Q, G;)-martingales, where
Virne i=Uine — (U, Wiro-

Proof. Since Q|g, <« P|g, the claim holds for every U;' := U;,, according to Theorem 2.5.

Especially, all processes are well-defined on [, [0, 7] = R,. But every process which is
locally in M,.(Q, G;) is actually a local martingale on the whole time interval. [J

The motivation to study locally absolutely continuous changes of measures comes from the
fact that it may allow us to get rid off the random time ¢ by pushing it to infinity as the following
example demonstrates.

Example 3.2. Consider

]l{a>t}

G =
1 ZtP
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This does indeed define a (G;)-martingale: for s <z,

EP (1{‘”” gs) =l g (ﬂ{“S” fs) = ez,
Z[ ZS Zl ZS

where we used Lemma A.1 to compute the conditional expectation. Under the measure Q defined
as above o is pushed to infinity since

]l{o>t}
P

t

This is possible because p; — 0 P-a.s. and therefore Q is not absolutely continuous to P on
F = Goo. Thus, Q puts only positive weight on those events taking place before o. Moreover, if
Z is a bounded random variable which is F;-measurable for some ¢ > 0, then

QZ<x)=P(Z<x) VxeR,

because p, = 1 for all + > 0. Therefore, F;-events do not “feel” the change of measure.
Especially, any (P, F;)-martingale is also a (Q, F;)-martingale and by Theorem 3.1 also a
(Q, G;)-martingale since h; = p; = 1 forallt > 0 and 0 = 0o Q-a.s.

Note that in the computation of pre-o-events this measure change has the same impact as
simply projecting down on (F;). Indeed, every G,-measurable random variable is equal to an
JFi-measurable random variable before time o, and for every F; € F; one has

EP (Filipsy) = EP (1{2”—5‘} FZ ) EQ (F, ) —EP (F,Z,P).

3.1. A change of measure which is equivalent to the enlargement formula

As before we denote by ZP = NPDP the Ito—Watanabe decomposition of the Azéma
supermartingale of o. Under the assumption that N is a true martingale, we may set

dQ

dP

_ 5 _ ]]-{U>t}
=p = .
g Dy

One easily checks that this defines a (G;)-martingale: for s < ¢,

1 1 1 1 1
EP( lo>1 Qs> = L= .Ep( lo>1 Jﬂ) _ Liozs) P (NP‘ f5> = Lo,
Dt ZS Dt Zs Ds

As in Example 3.2 we have Q(o < o0) = 0 and hence any local (Q, F;)-martingale is also a
local (Q, G;)-martingale. However, now

hy = pr = NP

is non-trivial and therefore the measure change will affect (P, F;)-martingales according to the
usual Girsanov theorem: given a local (P, F;)-martingale U, the process

"d(NP, U " d(ZP, U,
o= [y [0
0 Ny 0 Z;

is a local (Q, G;)-martingale by Theorem 3.1, since V; = Vs, Q-almost surely for all
t > 0. Therefore, changing the measure in this way has the same effect as an application
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of the enlargement formula under P before time o. This can be compared to [28], where the
enlargement formula was derived by passing to the so called Follmer measure associated with
Z P, and to the local solution method for enlargements of filtrations developed in [26].

Also note that in this setup we have for any J;-measurable random variable F;,

EP (Ft:[l-{(7>l‘}) == EQ <F[DtP) .
Since DP is decreasing, one can interpret Df as a discount factor in the above formula.

Remark 3.3. In [9] the above measure change is applied to the valuation of defaultable securities
via the reduced-form approach. However, in that paper the default time is directly modeled as a
totally inaccessible stopping time without performing a progressive enlargement of filtration.

The following example provides some intuition how the above measure change pushes o to
infinity.

Example 3.4. Consider the random time

1 o1
o:sup{tzo. Ntzitl?Ns}:sup{tzO. E=%2€M}’

where N is supposed to be a non-negative (P, F;)-martingale with No = 1, converging towards
zero almost surely. In this case N P = N, cf. Example 2.12. If we take (p;) as above, the
reciprocal of N becomes a Q-martingale: for s <z,

1 1 1
(1)1 (317)-
N; Ps N; Ny
However, 1/N does not converge to infinity but to zero under Q because Q is singular to P on
Fo. For all ¢ > 0 we have by dominated convergence as t — 00,

1
Q (F > 8) — kP (Nt]]-{l/a>N,}) — 0.
t

Therefore, 0 = oo Q-a.s.

Remark 3.5. In the above computations we have assumed that N P is a true martingale. If N P
is only a local (P, F;)-martingale, analogous computations can be done if one defines Q as the
Follmer measure associated with (;). In this case the random time o is “replaced” under Q by

the explosion time of (j0;), which is equal to the (F;)-stopping time TOD F Q-almost surely.
4. Changes of measure for honest times

In this section we focus on a special class of random times called honest times. The setup will
be the same as described at the beginning of Section 2.

Definition 4.1. A random time o on ({2, F, (F;), P) is called honest if for any ¢ > 0, o is equal
to an F;-measurable random variable on {o < t}.

Remark 4.2. Note that the definition of an honest time does not depend on the probability
measure. It is shown in Proposition (5,1) of [17] that if o is honest, then there exists an optional

Please cite this article in press as: D. Kreher, Change of measure up to a random time: Details, Stochastic Processes
and their Applications (2016), http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.spa.2016.09.001




12 D. Kreher / Stochastic Processes and their Applications 1 (1111) III-111

set A such that o (w) = sup{t : (t,w) € A} on {o < o0}. Since under assumption (C) the
optional and predictable o-field are equal, we may assume w.l.0.g. that the set A is predictable.
Moreover, P(c = 00) = 0 due to (A) and therefore o is the end of a predictable set in our setup.

4.1. Change of measure after an honest time

So far we were only concerned with changes of measure up fo an arbitrary random time o.
Of course, we cannot expect an analogue of Corollary 2.2 to hold after an arbitrary random time
o, because in general (F;)-semimartingales are not necessarily (G;)-semimartingales after time
o. However, if o is an honest time, then it is well-known that the semimartingale property is
preserved when passing from (F;) to (G;), cf. e.g. Théoréme (5,10) in [17]. Hence, in this case
one can expect to have an extension of Corollary 2.2 to the whole time horizon. Our goal in this
subsection is to prove this result by similar means as in [20], i.e. without relying on any results
from the theory of enlargements of filtrations.

For the rest of this section we suppose that o is an honest time. As before we assume that
there exists a non-negative random variable p with expectation one and we set Q = p.P. We
define the (P, F;)-submartingale k via

ki = EP (0| F) — hy = EP (pLip<nlFr) .
In the following we will use for fixed u > 0 the notation
M (P, Fr)

to denote the class of processes which are (P, F;)-martingales on the interval [u, c0). Moreover,
for each r > 0 we choose an J;-measurable random variable o, which satisfies the requirement
of Definition 4.1, i.e. Ligz<no = Lig<y0;.

Lemmad4.3. Fix u > 0 and let Y be an (F;)-adapted process such that (]l{gtfu}k, Y isu €
M}‘OC(P, F1). Then Y,]l{gfu} e M (Q, Gy).

loc

Proof. Because any (F;)-localizing sequence will also serve as a (G;)-localizing sequence, we
only need to prove the martingale case. Recalling that ¢ is an honest time which avoids stopping
times, we have for any bounded test function Fy € Fy, s <t,andu <s <t,

EQ(Y, Loz Fy) = EQ(YiLio<nLio, < Fs) = EP (YipLio <ty Lo, <u) Fy)
= EP (Viki L io,<u Fs) = EP (Yoks Lo, <u) Fy)
= EP (Yoo <) Lo, <i) Fs) = EQ (Y, Lo <) Fy).
Furthermore, if in addition » < s, then one gets
EQ(Y, Lo <y Lio=n Fy) = BV L sy Lio<e) Lioy<n Fs) = EQ(¥i Lo <iyLigy<r) Fi)
= B Lo <u Loy o) = BV Lo <y Lo <o) Loy < )
= B9V Lo <y Lio<r o).

The monotone class theorem allows us to conclude that Y,]l{gsu} is a Q-martingale with
respect to (.7-", \/U(]l{gfr}; r< t)) - Because martingales with respect to some filtration
remain martingales with respect to its right-continuous augmentation, we thus conclude that

Yt:[]-{afu} € MM(Q» gn. O
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Remark 4.4. Note that if (¥;);>, is a martingale with respect to Q and (G;);>, on the set
{o < u}, then it is also a martingale on any G, -measurable subset of {o < u}. Thus, for example

(YI:[I-{uiSU<uj}) € Mu(gtv Q)

forevery 0 < u; <uj <u.

t>u

Lemma 4.5. Let (Y;) be a real-valued continuous (G;)-adapted process such that the process
(:H-{USM}(YI\/M — Yu))tz(] [S M[()C(Q, g;)for all u > 0 Then (Yt\/a’ — YO’)tZO € MIUC(Q, g[)

Proof. Let us first assume that Y is bounded. Then by Remark 4.4 forall u > v > 0,
(]]-{vfa<u}(Yt\/u - Y”))tz() € M(Q, Gr).
We approximate o with the decreasing sequence of (G;)-stopping times

n2"
k
Sn = kz 2_n:ﬂ-{(k—1)2*”§a<k2*"} + 0015 >n}s
=1

taking only finitely many values. Then for s < r and Gy € §;, because Y is assumed to be
bounded and continuous,

E ((Yivo = Yo)lg,) = lim E((Yrvs, = ¥5,)1a,)

n—oo

n2"
= lim EQ (Z ]]-{s,,:kZ’”}(Yt\/(k2’”) — Yk2”)1G5>

k=1
n2"
= lim ;EQ Lik—1y2-7<0 <k2-m (Yrvxa-m) — Yio-n) Lg,
a eM@Q.G)
n2"

= lim I;EQ (Lig—1y2-7 20 <k Vw2 — Yia-)1g,)

n2"
= lim E® (Z Lis,=k2-m Yoy any — Yk2”)]]~Gs)

n—0o0 k—l
= lim E® ((Yovs, — ¥5,)16,) = E? ((Yove — Yo)1g,).
n—>oo
which proves that Yy, — Y5 € M(Q, G;). Now the general case follows by localizing Y. [

Theorem 4.6. Let o be an honest time and suppose that (Uy);>o is local (P, Fy)-martingale.
Then the process

(T/\ldU,h Gv’dU,k
V[::U,—/ <h >s_/ <k>s
0 s o s

is a local (Q, G;)-martingale.

Proof. From Theorem 2.5 we already know that (Vias)i>0 is a local (Q, G;)-martingale.
Therefore, it remains to show that Viye — Vo € Mppe(Q, G;). According to Lemma 4.5 this
holds if for all u > O,

:H-{USM}(VIVM -V = ﬂ-{afu}vtu € Mloc(Oa gt) <~ :ﬂ-{afu}vtu € M[MUC(Oa gt)»
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where we have defined for each s € R the (F;)-adapted process

) ™S dk,U)
VtA = Upvs — Us —/ k—u
N u

Therefore, an application of Lemma 4.3 will yield the result, if we can show that for all u > O,
(Lo, <urke VYisu € M, (P, F).

First note that for all # > u,
m! = Lo, <uks = EX (pLio<r.0,<u)lF1) = EF (0L (o <unyy| F) = EX (0 Lo <uy| 1)

and hence for every fixed u > 0, m* € M"(P, F;). We apply integration by parts for ¢ > u to
get

dLig, <k V) = d(mf V) = Vidm} +mi}dV) +d(m", V"),

d{k,U
Vt"dm? + jl{arfu} |:k{ (dU{ - %) +d<k, U)t]
t

= V4dm! + m!dU;,

u

which is an element of M,

(P, F;) for every u > 0 as required. [J

Remark 4.7. In fact a more general version of Theorem 4.6 is known to hold even without
assuming (AC). This can be proven by applying first Girsanov’s theorem and second the
enlargement formula for honest times as it is done in paragraph 81 in [11]. Note however, that
our proof does not make use of the enlargement formula. It only uses Definition 4.1 of an honest
time. Therefore as a byproduct by setting p = 1 we do actually recover the enlargement formula
after o for honest times.

4.2. Relative martingales

Given an honest time o the process k introduced in the previous subsection is actually a
so called “relative martingale”. Relative martingales were introduced in [6] and are defined as
follows.

Definition 4.8. Let o be an honest time and (Y;) an (F;)-adapted right-continuous process such
that Yoo := lim;— o ¥; exists P-almost surely and in LY(P). Then (Y;) is called a relative
martingale associated with o, if ¥; = ]EP(YOO]l{UEZ} |F;) forallt > 0.

Hence, for an honest time o the process k; = IEP(,o]l{as,} | F¢) is a relative martingale with
final value koo = Ep(p|foo). Therefore, the class of relative martingales associated with o will
provide us with nice non-trivial examples to illustrate Theorem 4.6. The following result from [6]
is very helpful in finding relative martingales.

Lemma 4.9. Let (Y;) be a continuous non-negative submartingale of class (D) with Doob—
Meyer decomposition Y = M+F, where M € M,.(P, F;) and F is an increasing (F;)-adapted
process. Assume that My = Fy = 0, P(Yo = 0) = 0 and that the measure (d Fy) is carried by
the set {t : Y; = 0}. Then (Y;) is a relative martingale associated with o = sup{t > 0: Y; = 0}.

Using Lemma 4.9 we can now give an example for an application of Theorem 4.6.
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Example 4.10. Let B be a standard (P, ;)-Brownian motion with L denoting its local time at
level zero. Set 0 = sup{o < 1 : B; = 0}. The submartingale

A1
|Bt/\1| = / Sgn(Bu)dBu + L
0

fulfills the assumptions of Lemma 4.9 and is hence a relative martingale associated with o.
Setting p = |B| we have forr < 1,

'
ki = |B;| = /0 sgn(By)d By + L;

pr = EP (0| F) = EP (1B 1) = mﬂ@“’(‘ = )dx
o V=D 2(1—1)

_ B\ _ 1, P0=0 (1B
—im[ea (LY ] PO g (IR
B B IB,| 20—1) | B,
ht—,Oz—kt—2|Bt|'|:@<ﬁ>_li|+ T .eXp<_2(]—l)>

|B:| . .
dh; =2 |:¢ («/lt_—t) — 1j| sgn(B;)d B; + finite variation part.

Thus according to Theorem 4.6 the process
iro sen(By) [@( 'fﬂ‘) — l]ds gy
B, — / : + /
O 1B [o

|Bs | 1— |Bs |2
(915) — 1]+ Voo (o)

W[ =

is a (Q, G;)-Brownian motion.
4.3. An example related to the specific structure of the Azéma supermartingale of an honest time

It follows from a result of Azéma (cf. the Théoréme on page 300 in [4]) that for an honest time
o the dual predictable projection AP of the process (]l{gft}) ;>0 satisfies under the assumptions
(AO), -

supp (dAP) c [ZP — 1] .

This property was used in [23] to derive the general structure of the Azéma supermartingale
associated with an honest time under (AC), cf. Theorem 4.1 in [23]:

Lemma 4.11. For an honest time o there exists a non-negative local (P, F;)-martingale (Ny);>0
with Ny = 1 and N; — 0 P-a.s. such that

Ny
ZPZPO'>tf = —.
¢ ( |Ft) v,

Therefore, by the same reasoning as in Example 2.12, the Itd—Watanabe decomposition of ZP
is given by
1 1
zZf =N/ D] with N =N, and D] =— =—;,
N t N p

t>0.
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Lemma 4.12. Let o be an honest time and denote by ZP = NP/NP the multiplicative
decomposition of ZP P(o > t|F;) given in Lemma 4.11. Then AP AP and forallt,x > 0,

P (AE € dx‘ ]—',) = N,Pefxdx on the set {x > Af}.

Proof. From Lemma 2.1 in [23] we know that for x > 0,

5’:;):(]\:)/\1

Moreover, it follows from Lemma 4.11 and It6’s product formula that A,P = log (Nf ), which

P (sup Nf > x

s>t

implies that

EP (AF) = EP (/OO ALF:dA,':) S B (4R, ) EP (10g (2 ))2
0
%/(;OOF’(log(ﬁ;)z >x>dx= %/we*ﬁdx —=1=EP (AEO).

Hence, since A is non-decreasing, we must have AP AP a.s. Therefore,

P(A5>x‘}}):P<A§o>x‘f,):P(NEo>e )
= Lpoen F Lo e O

Lemma 4.12 allows us to provide an example of an interesting class of measure changes,
which — even though they may have different effects on a given (F;)-local martingale U in the
filtration (;)- yield the same (G, )-semimartingale decomposition of U up to time o'

Example 4.13. Suppose that ¢ is an honest time and let f : Ry — R, be any measurable
function such that fooo f(x)e™*dx = 1. Then by Lemma 4.12,
%)

h; = EP APV 1,on| 7 =EP</OO AP)aAP
(=B (£ (47) Lirwn| 72) =B (| 1 (47) 4]
A%
=EP <f fx)dx ]—',)
Ap
AP oo ry
:IEP</ fo)dx ]—',):Nf/ /f(x)dxe_ydy
AP AP Jaf

o o
= NP / . / e Vdyf(x)dx
A Jx

o0
= NIP/P f(x)e *dx,
A

o0
dh; = /AP f(x)e*dx dNP — NP f (Af) AT AP,
t
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dh, dNP AP) e AT dAP  qzP o0
du, = — = =1 (A7) L=""L {dlog /P f(x)e*dx |,
At

he — NP [ fedx — ZF
ki = EP (f <A§> Lio<n -7:1) =EP (f (Af) Lio<n) ]:t) =f (Af) (1 - th> g

dk; = — f (A,P) dzP + (1 - z,P)d [f (Af’)] S (A,P) dzP.

Applying Theorem 4.6 we see that given a continuous local (P, F;)-martingale U the
process

tAG d(ZP, U)s oVt d(ZP, U>Y
Virne = U —/ —_— +/ —_—s, 120,
tAO tNO 0 Zf o 1_ Zf

is a local (Q, G;)-martingale for all measures Q defined as above and associated with a function
f satisfying fooo f(x)e *dx = 1. We thus note that the semimartingale decomposition of U in
the filtration (G;) does not depend on f. However, note that the (F;)-Radon—Nikodym density
of Q with respect to P does depend on f:

pr=hi +EP (£ (AF) Ljozn| i) = NP fA ZO fedx+ f (aP) (1-2F).

5. Changes of measure up to pseudo-stopping times

In this section we focus on a special class of random times called pseudo-stopping times,
which were introduced in [22].

Definition 5.1. A positive random variable o : (2, F) — (R4, B(Ry)) is called a (P, F)-
pseudo-stopping time if EPM, = EPM, for every uniformly integrable (P, F;)-martingale
M.

In [22] it is shown that pseudo-stopping times can be characterized in many different
ways:

Theorem 5.2. The following are equivalent:

(1) o is a (P, F;)-pseudo stopping time.

2) AEO = | almost surely.

(3) AP ~uo, 11.

(4) For any local (P, F;)-martingale M = (M;);>0, the process (Minq)s>0 is a local (P, G;)-
martingale.

®) ZP =1-APisa decreasing (JF;)-predictable process.

Proof. The equivalence between (1), (2), (4) and (5) is shown in Theorem 1 of [22], while
the implication (1)=>(3) is a direct consequence of Proposition 2 of [22]. Finally, the relation
(2) < (3) follows from the general relation between the Laplace transforms of A[F; and AEO:
Indeed, since (Af) is the dual predictable projection of (15 <}), we have

o0
»-EP (e—lA«f):A.EP (/ e‘“EdALF:):l—EP (e_)‘AEO), A>0. O
0
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5.1. First results
We immediately derive the following lemma.

Lemma 5.3. Let o be a (P, F;)-pseudo-stopping time and suppose that p = My, where M is a
strictly positive uniformly integrable (P, F;)-martingale starting from My = 1. Then

vy /M“ d(M, U);
INO INO 0 Ms
is a local (Q, G;)-martingale.
Proof. By the pseudo-stopping time property, EPM, = EPMy = 1. Thus, p is well-defined.
Moreover due to part (4) of Theorem 5.2, given any local (F;)-martingale U the process (Usno)
is a local (G;)-martingale. Especially, (M; ) is a local (G;)-martingale closed by M, and hence

a uniformly integrable (G;)-martingale. Therefore the usual Girsanov applied in the enlarged
filtration implies that

vo—u /“" d(M, U),
INO INO 0 MS

is alocal (Q, G;)-martingale. [
Remark 5.4. Alternatively, Lemma 5.3 can also be proven by applying Corollary 2.2 with
he =E° (Mo Lo | F) = EF (Mon o0 Fr) = M, - P(o > t|F) = My (1 — AD).

Note that we cannot choose p = M, instead of p = M, in Lemma 5.3 because in general
EP(Mso|Gs) # M, unless o is a stopping time. Also, generally p; # M, i.e. M is not the
Radon—-Nikodym density of Q with respect to P in the filtration (F;).

The next example generalizes Example 2 in [20] and provides us with a class of non-trivial
measure changes up to a pseudo-stopping time o which do not affect (F;)-martingales.

Example 5.5. Leto be a (P, F;)-pseudo-stopping time and let f : R4 — R, be any measurable
function satisfying fol f(x)dx = 1. We choose p = f (AP). Then
) f f(x)dx,

he = (f (45) L= ) = B ( f Ty (aF)aal| 7

dhy = —f (A,P) dAP,
dhy _ —f(A7)dA}
he  [ue F)dy

By Corollary 2.2, for every continuous local (P, F;)-martingale U the process (Uins)r>0 is @
local (Q, G;)-martingale because (U, u)ino = —(U, wine = 0 forall t > 0. Note that this
particular choice of p does not have any effect on continuous (F;)-martingales until time o:

(Usao) is a local (Q, G;)-martingale for any choice of f satisfying fol fx)dx = 1.

t =

As opposed to honest times, the definition of a P-pseudo-stopping time depends on the
underlying probability measure. The following example shows that the pseudo-stopping time
property may indeed get lost under an equivalent change of probability measure.
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Example 5.6. Let o be an F,-measurable (P, F;)-pseudo-stopping time and define the random
variable p = 2ZUP € Foo. Since ZE ~ U[0, 1] by Theorem 5.2, the measure Q = p.P is
well-defined and equivalent to P. We have

EP (20116211 F)
zP
EP (/> (1 - AR)dAF| F)
zP

7 = 2EP (zf,’

gt) = 21{03}25 + 2]]-{U>f}

= 20 (o<n Z§ + 2L (o)

(1-4p)’

zr

= 2L < Z + Liosy) =Zh o+ Lio=nZ8.

which jumps at time o. Moreover,
2
he =B (5 lio-nlFr) = 28 - BF (Lioon) = (2F) "

Since p = EP (p|Fs) = poo # 1 almost surely, the continuous uniformly integrable martingale
(p¢) 1s not identical to one. Therefore, having in mind that Z P is of finite variation,

(2

Pr Pt
cannot be of finite variation, which implies that o is not a Q-pseudo-stopping time.

z8 =

However, the pseudo-stopping time property of ¢ is in many cases very desirable, since local
martingales remain local martingales in the progressively enlarged filtration until time o and
therefore semimartingale decompositions do not change. Hence, it is an interesting mathematical
question whether there exist equivalent changes of probability measures which preserve the
pseudo-stopping time property.

The following example of such a measure change is taken from the credit risk literature and
is known as the so called Cox construction.

Example 5.7. Assume that there exists a random variable U which is independent of F, such
that P(U > 1) = exp(—r) for all r > 0. Let (A,) be an (F;)-adapted continuous increasing
process with A, = oo a.s. and define

o:=inf{t >0: A, > U}.
Then o is a P-pseudo-stopping time because
ZP =P(o > 1|1F) = P(4, < U|F,) = exp(—A,).

Let p € F be astrictly positive random variable with EPp =1, defining the equivalent measure
Q := p.P. Then

hi _ EP@EP(0Lio=n)|Foo)lF) _ EP(p - P(4s < UlFoo)| )
Pt Pr Pt
EP (p exp(= 40| F1)

= = exp(—4;).
Pt

z23 =

Hence, o is a P- and Q-pseudo-stopping time. Moreover, 79 = 7P almost surely. In fact, one
can show that in this case the filtration (F;) is immersed in the larger filtration (G;). In a financial

Please cite this article in press as: D. Kreher, Change of measure up to a random time: Details, Stochastic Processes
and their Applications (2016), http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.spa.2016.09.001




20 D. Kreher / Stochastic Processes and their Applications 1 (1111) III-111

setting, if we assume that the stock price is an (F;)-adapted process, then any equivalent local
martingale measure (cf. Definition 7.4 below) can indeed be identified with some p € F and
will hence remain an equivalent martingale measure in the enlarged filtration if o is constructed
as above.

Characterizing for an arbitrary P-pseudo stopping time the class of measures changes that
preserve the pseudo-stopping time is a quite challenging and unsolved problem, which is beyond
the scope of this paper. However, in the next subsection we will approach this problem for a
certain subclass of pseudo-stopping times and construct a non-trivial class of measure changes
that have the desired property.

5.2. A special class of pseudo-stopping times

In section 3.2 of [22] the authors provide a systematic construction of pseudo-stopping times
under the assumptions (AC):

Lemma 5.8. Let L be an honest time with associated Azéma supermartingale Z' under P. Then
0::5up{t<L: Zf:;i}:sup{t<L: Z,L:ZtL}
is a P-pseudo-stopping time and its Azéma supermartingale is given by

77 =P(o > t|F)=2F, t>0.

In this chapter we will only consider pseudo-stopping times which are constructed via
Lemma 5.8. The advantage of this is that we have more specific knowledge about the structure
of the associated Azéma supermartingale. Let us look at an example.

Example 5.9. We suppose that the filtered probability space (2, F, (F;), P) satisfies the
Parthasarathy condition (P), cf. Appendix A.2, and that there exists a (P, F;)-Brownian motion
B on it. Let us define for all a € R and s > 0 the stopping time

¢ =inf{t > s : B; = a}

as well as the random times
L :=sup{t < rol : B, =0}, o :=sup{t <L: B, =B} = sup{t < L : B = B,}.
Then
ZPl =P(L > t|F)=1-B"

1
l/\‘[o

cf. VI7.12 in [25], which implies that o is a (P, F;)-pseudo-stopping time, cf. Lemma 5.8.
Indeed, this is the original example of a pseudo-stopping time provided by D. Williams, cf. [27].
Letb : R — R be a bounded function and set

t
Pr = & </ b(Bs)st> .
0

By Novikov’s criterion (p;);>0 is a positive (P, F;)-martingale which defines — due to condition
(P) —ameasure Q on F such that
dQ

e , Vt>0.
4P Pt =

Fi
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Note that in general Q is only locally equivalent to P, i.e. it may be singular to P on F,. By
Girsanov’s theorem the process

t
W[ = Bt _/ b(BS)dS
0

is a Q-Brownian motion and B is an It6-diffusion. We denote its Q-scale function by s(-). Using
the Markov property of B we compute the Q-Azéma supermartingale of L as

s =5 (B,) N

zE Q> 115 = ﬂ{z(;>t}Q (ftl = Ttou_—’) =T 5() =500

3)

Since s is a strictly increasing function,
o=sup{t<L: Bp=B}=sup{t <L:s(B.)=s(B)}
= sup{t <L: Zi‘ozth’Q}.

According to Lemma 5.8, o is thus also a Q-pseudo-stopping time.

In the above example the measure change is chosen such that the Azéma supermartingale of
the honest time L under Q is a monotone transformation of the Azéma supermartingale of L
under P, cf. Eq. (3). This ensures that they both attain their infimum at the same time. Hence, the
P-pseudo stopping time associated with L via Lemma 5.8 is identical to the Q-pseudo stopping
time associated with L via Lemma 5.8. However, the construction is tailor-made for this specific
example dealing with homogeneous diffusions and cannot easily be generalized.

The following theorem provides a class of measure changes which preserve the pseudo-
stopping time property of a P-pseudo-stopping time constructed via Lemma 5.8. The idea is
again that under the new measure Q the Azéma supermartingale of the underlying honest time L
should be a monotone transformation of the Azéma supermartingale of L under the measure P.

Theorem 5.10. Let L be an honest time with Azéma supermartingale ZtP Lo P(L > t|F;) and
define the P-pseudo-stopping time

a::supit<L: Z,P’L=ZE’L .

Moreover, let g : [0, 1] — R be a Lebesgue-integrable function which satisfies

1 1
/ exp (/ g(y)dy) dz =1.
0 b4

. —~—P . . .
We may write Z,P’L = NtP/Nt for some non-negative local P-martingale NP with NOP =1,
converging to zero almost surely. If the process

t (NP\ dNP
= (L) 5)
N,/ 2N,

is a uniformly integrable (P, Fy)-martingale, then o is also a Q-pseudo-stopping time with
respect to the measure Q := poo.P.
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Proof. We set Q = p.P and define
NP —P
Mo=h|=5) Ny, 1=0
Nt

where A : [0, 1] — Ry is the function

X 1
h(x) = /0 exp ( / g(y)dy) dz

Note that & satisfies
g (x) + 1" (x) =0, h(l) =hH (1) =1, h(0) = 0.
This implies that M is a local (Q, F;)-martingale. Indeed, by Girsanov’s theorem

~ t (NP\ d(NP
N 3=th_/ g<__sp)(Tp)S
0 N 2N,

s

is a local (Q, F;)-martingale and

NP
dM; = h AN, + N, '
N N

P P
=[h(1) =K (1)]dN +H (N—P> dN, = I’ (ﬁ-ﬁ,) dNn;,
Nt t

=

—P P
P |:dNtP dNt —}—lh” (N_tp> d<N )t

= =l

because supp (dﬁp) C {N P = NP}. Furthermore, / is strictly increasing with (1) =
Therefore, NP =M and

L:sup{t >0: N[P:Nf} :sup{t >0: M, :M,}.
Since M; — 0 almost surely,

P\ wF P
QL ._ _ M; _ N\ N, _ Ny _ P.L

t
But then
o= supit <L: Z,P’L =ZE’L} = sup{t <L: Z,Q’L =ZS’L}
and o is a Q-pseudo stopping time by Lemma 5.8. [

We now give an example of a function g which fulfills the integrability condition required in
Theorem 5.10.

Example 5.11. Consider g(x) = x — ¢, where ¢ > 0 is chosen such that

1 1 — 2
/ eXp< < —c(l—Z))dzzl.
0 2
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Using product integration,

2
t NP NP ! dNP 2NP
e L Y [
" (V) N ©o\(m) (W)
P

N

o [[ANE _ NP [ NPdNS
= = p v
o NN W)

t NP\ anP " NPaNP
Y = —_— =
. §\=p ) =P 2
o \N,/ N 0 (N )

N
"dNF —
—c _—E,Sc—l—log(NlF’)
0 NS

<c+log (ﬁ:o) :
First note that X = (X;) is a uniformly integrable martingale bounded from below, since

EP X0 =0—1+]Eplog(ﬁzo) =0—1+41=0,
where we have used the fact that log (NEO) ~ Exp(1), cf. Lemma 4.12. Moreover,

. 2 00
sup EPth <EP (1 + log (NEO)) = / (1+x)%e " dx =5.
0

t>0

Therefore X is square-integrable and

00 P
EF (¥)oo = EP/ g (f—;) d(X); < (14+ 0 EP(X)oo < 0.
0 Nt

By the Burkholder-Davis—Gundy inequality thus EP sup,>q |¥;] < oo and the dominated
convergence theorem yields the martingality of ¥ = (¥;). Moreover for all ¢+ > 0,

log (NEO)

Y
EP _° < 6/2 ]EP
exp < 5 ) <e exp 5

1
=¢/? . EP NEO = ¢“/? / ax =272,
0 X

Hence, by Jensen’s inequality (exp(Y;/2));>0 is a uniformly integrable submartingale and
Kazamaki’s criterion implies the uniform integrability of (po;).
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6. Generalization of Example 1 from [20]

In this section we come back to [20], which was the starting point of this paper. The goal
is to generalize Example 1 of [20], which is related to the path decomposition of the Brownian
motion. Since in that example o is an honest time, we are able to extend the measure change
beyond time o using Theorem 4.6. Moreover, in [20] the authors do a Markovian study of their
example. However, as it turns out their example is related to the construction in Lemma 5.8,
which allows us to look at it from a different angle and to extend it to general honest times. The
construction is as follows:

Let o be an honest time. In this subsection its Azéma supermartingale with respect to P will
be denoted by Z7 = P(c > t|F;) with Doob—Meyer decomposition Z = m? — A?. Then by
Lemma 5.8,

m=sup{t<o: Z] =27}
is a P-pseudo-stopping time and Z := P(w > t|F;) =inf,<; ZJ = Z7 =1 1—A] forallt > 0.
From Theorem 5.2 we know that A7 is uniformly distributed and we may define p := f (AZ)
for some f € C'[0, 1], f > 0, with fol f(x)dx = 1. Then EPp = 1 and we have

hy =E (P]l{o>t}|-7'-t) =E (f(A;)]]-{o>t}|]:t) =E (f(AZ)ﬂ{o>tzn}|-7:t)
+E (f(Ag)]]-{n>t}|-Ft) .

The second term on the RHS has already been computed in Example 5.5 as

1
E (f(AZ)jl{n>t}|-7:t) = [4” f(x)dx.

Concerning the first term we have

P(o >t>n|F) =Pl > t|F) =P > t|F) =27 — ZT

and
E (f(A;)]]-{o>t27r}|}—t) =E (f(l - Zg)]l{d>12n}|]:l) =E (f(l - Z?)]]-{a>tz7r}|]:t)
= f(—=27)-(Z7 = Z1) = f(A]) - (Z] = Z).
Hence,
1
hy = - fydx + f(ATNZ] = Z)

dhy = = f(ADAAT + f/(AT)Z] = ZD)dAT + f(AT)dZ] —dZ]).
Since 1 — A} = Z} = Z7, we have supp(dA}) C {Z] = Z;}, which implies that
dhy = f(AT)AZ] — dZT —dAT) = f(AT)AZ].
Therefore,
dh; _ f(AT)ZY F fADdA?
he [l FOOdx + fATNZE — Z7) " [h f@dx + FADAT

dus =

where we used that supp(dAY) C {Z7 = 1}, cf. Lemma 4.12.
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Since o is honest, there exists for all # > 0 an F;-measurable random variable o; such
that 0 = oy on {o < t}. In fact we may choose 0; = sup{fu < t : ZJ = 1} because
o =sup{u > 0: Z7 = 1} according to Lemme (5,2) of [17]. Since

AT =1-7Z7 =1-22=1-2%=1-27 = A7,
this implies that
ki = E° (f (A7) Lol ) = B” (f (A7) Lio=n| i) = £ (A7) (1 = Z7)
dk; = —f (A7) dZ] + Lig=(1 — Z7)df (A]) = — f (A7) dZ] .

Therefore, on {0 < t} we have k; = f(A])(1 — Z7). We may now apply Theorem 4.6 to
conclude that for any local (P, F;)-martingale U the process

Ao T o oVt o
Vl‘ — Ut _/ - f(Av )d<m ’ U)S‘ +/ d(m y li)s
0 [ax f)dx + f(ATNZ —Z7)  Jo 1— 29

is a local (Q, G;)-martingale. The result is not surprising, of course, since p = AT = A7 € G,.
Therefore the measure change has no effect after o and we do indeed recover the usual term
from the enlargement formula under P on the interval [o A 7, t], which can for example be found
in [17], Théoréeme (5,10).

Let us briefly recall Example 1 from [20] to see how it fits in the above framework.

Example 6.1. For a standard Brownian motion B one defines the random times
o =sup{t < TIB : B, =0}, T =sup{t <o: B; :E,},

i.e. o is the time of the last zero of B before it first hits one, and 7 is the last time at which

B reaches its supremum before o. From Example 5.9 we know that o is an honest time with

Zy =P(o >t|F) =1 —B; B and that 7t is a pseudo-stopping time constructed via Lemma 5.8
1

with ZF =1 - B, nrp- In this case AT = B, and the above calculations combined with Lévy’s
theorem show that the process

e :[]' > E dt IATIB dt
W, = B,+/ 1 L O}f(_t)_ . _/ a
0 [z fO)dy+ f(BYB, - B o ,

is a (Q, G;)-Brownian motion on the interval [0, 77 ]. Especially, if we choose p = 1 we recover
the well-known path decomposition result of the standard Brownian motion due to Williams.

7. No arbitrage up to a random time

In this section we fix a filtered probability space (!2, F, (Ft)r>o, P) satisfying assumption
(C), on which we model a financial market consisting of a riskfree bond and a risky stock (S;),
which is assumed to be a continuous (F;)-semimartingale. For simplicity, we assume that the
interest rate is equal to zero and that 7 = Foo := /oo Fr.

For the reader’s convenience we first repeat some notions commonly used in finance: An a-
admissible trading strategy is any (F;)-predictable process (6;) which is (S;)-integrable such that
the value process

t
Vi(x,0); ::x+/ Osd S
0
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satisfies V (0, 0); > —a P-almost surely for all # > 0 and the limit lim;_, » V (0, 8); exists a.s.
A process (6;) is called an admissible trading strategy if it is an a-admissible trading strategy for
some a € R.. The notion of admissibility allows us to define two different no arbitrage concepts.

Definition 7.1. In the market model (S;, F;, P) there is

e an Arbitrage of the First Kind if and only if there exists a non-negative J-measurable random
variable & with P(§ > 0) > 0 such that for all @ > O there exists an a-admissible trading
strategy 6 such that V (a, 8) > & almost surely. If there is no arbitrage of the first kind, we
say that the market satisfies the NA1 (No Arbitrage of the First Kind) condition.

e a Free Lunch with Vanishing Risk (FLVR) if and only if there exists an ¢ > 0 and
a sequence (") of (F;)-admissible strategies together with an increasing sequence (§;)
of positive numbers converging to one such that P(V(0,6")se > —1 + §,) = 1 and
P(V(0,0") s > &) > ¢. Otherwise we say that the market satisfies the NFLVR (No Free
Lunch with Vanishing Risk) condition.

Throughout this section we will suppose that the market model (S;, F;, P) satisfies
NFLVR. A natural question is now, if the market is still arbitrage free after adding new
information by enlarging the filtration progressively with a random time o . We will again suppose
that o avoids (F;)-stopping times, i.e. assumption (A) is satisfied.

It was shown in [19] that NA1 fails, if S is not a semimartingale. Moreover, according to
Theorem 7.2 in [10] there exists a free lunch with vanishing risk using only simple trading
strategies, if S is not a semimartingale. Since in general under a progressive enlargement of
filtration S only remains a semimartingale until time o, we will in the following restrict ourselves
to the question whether the market (S;o, Gino, P) is arbitrage-free. In the case where o is an
honest time this question has been discussed in detail by [13]. Note also that the question of
the existence of an equivalent local martingale measure on the whole time horizon [0, co) has
previously been addressed in [8], where its connection to the so called (H)-hypothesis has been
pointed out.

7.1. NFLVRon [0,0 A T]

The following theorem gives a necessary criterion to have NFLVR on the time horizon
[0, T Ao], where T is an (F;)-stopping time. In the case of o being an honest time the following
statement can be found in [13] together with a long technical proof. However, we will give an
apparently new proof of the statement, valid for all random times that avoid stopping times,
which appeals to purely intuitive reasoning. For this we work directly with the above definition
of NFLVR.

Theorem 7.2. Let T be an (F;)-stopping time. If P (TOZP < T) = 0, then NFLVR also holds in

the enlarged financial market on the time horizon [0, A T1.

The idea of the proof is that even at time 7 we cannot be sure that o has already occurred
because P (TOZP < T) =0.
Proof. First note that

P (TOZP < T) =0 <& Z? >0 P-as.
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We proceed by contradiction: Assume that there is a FLVR in the enlarged market on the time
horizon [0, o A T]. Then there exists a sequence of (G;)-admissible trading strategies (0”),eN
and an increasing deterministic sequence (8,) converging towards 1 such that for some ¢ > 0
andalln e N,

P(V(0,0M6nr > —1+8,) =1,  P(V(0,0M5sr > &) > &.

Using Lemma A.1 of the Appendix we can find for every n € N an (F;)-predictable process (y;')
such that " and y" agree almost surely up to time o, i.e.

0/ Lit<oy = ¥/ Lt<ey V1t =0.

First, we will show that each y" is S-integrable up to time 7. For this let us denote by
S = So + M + B the (F;)-semimartingale decomposition of S, where M € M,.(F;) ang
B is of finite variation. By the enlargement formula (1) there exists a local (G;)-martingale M
such that

t>0.

) sl

- tAO d(M, mP>u
Mipo = M+ | Sl
0 Z,

Hence, the (G;)-semimartingale decomposition of S up to time o is given by

_ o "o d(M, mP),
S;/\o- = S() + M[ + B[/\g with B; = B[ + T
0 u

Because S, M, and M are contingous and hence also B and B are continuous, the quadratic
variation processes of S, M, and M are almost surely equal and do not depend on the filtration.

Since 6" is admissible, it is S-integrable on [0, 0 A T'] and we have fOMT(BL’})zd(S)u < 00 as

well as fOUAT 167 1d §Ll| < 0o almost surely. Moreover by the Kunita—Watanabe inequality,

1/2
o AT diM, P o AT 1/2 o AT d P

f o (Ll - hl (f (eg)2d<s>u> f <’"P>“ <00 as.,
0 Z; 0 0 Z,

P

because m" is a uniformly integrable martingale and TOZP > o almost surely, cf. Lemme (4,3)

of [17]. Hence, also fOUAT 6]} |d B,| < oo almost surely. Now observe that

o AT o AT
P(/ IGZZIIdBuI:OO):P(/ Iy[,’IIdBulzoo>
0 0

T
. n _ _mwP P
P <G > T /0 ulldBul = OO) =k (ZT]l{foT |)’Z’||dBu|=oo})

and similarly

o AT N2 _ B o AT N2 B
P([ @y as=cc)=r([" 00 a1 =)

T e P(,P
P (G >T; /O ()" (S = °°> =B (ZT]l{foT<y::>2d<S>u=°°}>'

Since Z; > 0 a.s. we conclude that fOT |y}l 1dBy| < oo and fOT (yg)zd(S),, < 00 almost surely,
i.e. y" is S-integrable up to time 7.

0

v

0

v
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Furthermore, since 6" is admissible there exists @, € Ry such that for all # > 0,
PV(0, 0" oninr > —an) = 1.
We will prove that also
PV, y)ar > —ay) =1 VYi>0.
Assume that this was not the case, i.e. there exists ¢ > 0 with
PV, y")iar < —ay) > 0.
Since Z ; > 0 almost surely, this would imply that

=PWV(0,0"oninr < —an; 0 >T)
=< P(V(O, Qn)a/\lAT < —a,) =0,

0 <EP (Lyvosmrz—al ZF) = PVO.Y)1ar < —api o0 > 1)

a contradiction. Thus, each y” is an admissible strategy for the (S;, F;, P) market. Moreover, by
the same reasoning as above one can show that

P(V(0,y)r > —1+68,) = 1.

For every n € N we define the (F;)-trading strategy
o = )’f]l{OStsT;'}v

where
T! :=inf{r >0: V(0, y"); = ¢}.

Clearly, " is admissible as well and

PV, 97 > —=1+68,) = P(V(0,y")r > —1+6,) = L.

Moreover,
P(vo.9"r>3) = P(I! <T)=P@Eu=T: VO.y ) z¢)
> P(Elu <oAT: V(O Y, 28)
=PEu<oAT: V(0,60 >¢)
> P (V(0,0Mnr > &) > e.

Choosing € = ¢/2, this would give a FLVR with respect to (F;), which is impossible by
assumption. [

Remark 7.3. In fact it is sufficient to require in the statement of Theorem 7.2 that Q (TOZQ < T)

for some measure Q ~ P. This follows directly from the statement of the theorem, but can also

be seen as follows: since p = % > 0, we have

(ZP >0y =(h>0={z9>00 = T1Z =T as.
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7.2. Local martingale deflators and equivalent local martingale measures on [0, 0 A T

Instead of working directly with the definition of NFLVR, one can also make use of the
fundamental theorem of asset pricing, cf. Theorem 7.5, and look for the existence of the dual
variables defined below. This approach will be used in what follows.

Definition 7.4. In the market model (S;, F;, P) we call

e a strictly positive local (F;)-martingale (L;) with Ly = 1 and L, > 0 a.s. a local martingale
deflator, if the process (L;S;) is a local (F;)-martingale.

e P := L,.P an equivalent local martingale measure (ELMM), if there exists a local martingale
deflator (L;) which is a uniformly integrable martingale closed by L.

The proof of the following very important theorem can be found in [10,18], noting that the
proof in [18] carries over to the infinite time horizon case.

Theorem 7.5. In the financial market model (S;, F;, P)

e the NA1 condition is equivalent to the existence of a local martingale deflator.
e the NFLVR condition is equivalent to the existence of an ELMM.

In the following we will approach the question of NA1 / NFLVR up to a random time by
looking for local martingale deflators / ELMMs in the enlarged filtration. Throughout we will
denote by Q = p.P an ELMM for the (S;, F;, P) market which exists due to Theorem 7.5
because the market is assumed to satisfy NFLVR. As before we denote by p; = IEP(,OLE), t >
0, its Radon—-Nikodym derivative with respect to (F;). Moreover, we denote by Z P — NPDP
the [t6—Watanabe decomposition of Z P_cf. Remark 2.7.

The following lemma was proven in [13] in the case of honest times with Q = P, where it was
remarked that it also holds in greater generality. For completeness we provide a proof as well.

Lemma 7.6. The process (,o,,\(,/N,PM)tZo is a local martingale deflator for (Sino) in the
filtration (G;), i.e. N Al holds with respect to (G;) on the time horizon [0, o].

Proof. First note that the process (0:no /NZPM) is well-defined, since TOZP >ocas. If X e
Moc (P, F7), then by the enlargement formula (2) the processes

S "N d(X, NPy
X = Xino — o
0

Ny
and
NtP — NtPA /fAU d(NP>Y
7 Jo Ny

are local (P, G;)-martingales. With It6’s formula we therefore have on [0, o],

d(ﬁvzﬂf_ X(WRPJLJW%—ﬂﬁﬂi

NP NP (NP)Z (NP)3 (NP)Z
X (dX d(X,NP)y dNP a(NPy 4(NP) d(x,NP)
:F<7+ XNP NP (NP2 T (NP2 xNP )

X (dX dNP
NPl X NPT
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Hence, (X,M/N,PM) € Mzoc(P, G:). Especially, taking X = (p;) yields that (,o,N,/NtPM) IS
Moe(P, Gy). Since NP is a non- negative local (P, F;)-martingale, it does not explode.
Therefore, P(N;, P = = o0) = 0 and p" > 0 a.s. Moreover, we may choose X = (po;S;), which

is local (P, F;)-martingale because (p,) is a local martingale deflator in the (S;, F;, P) market.
This yields that

S,
( tNTrf)tNT> € Mlac(Py gl)

tNO

and therefore (p;no/ N,PM) is a local martingale deflator in the enlarged filtration on [0, o]. O

Remark 7.7. The validity of NA1 in a progressively enlarged filtration has recently been proven
to hold in much greater generality without assuming (AC), cf. [1-3].

In [13] it is shown that for honest times the condition P TOZP < T ) = 0, which we derived
in Theorem 7.2, is not only sufficient but also necessary to have NFLVR on [0, T A o] in a

.. P . . .
complete market. However, the condition P (TOZ < T) = 0 is not in general necessary, even in
a complete market, as the following example shows.

Example 7.8. Let o be a P-pseudo-stopping time bounded by one. Then 1 — Zf = A'l3 =1
and therefore P (TOZP < 1) = 1. However, since o is a P-pseudo-stopping time, E” p, = 1 and

NP =1. Therefore, (p: o) is a local martingale deflator with EP ps = 1 due to Lemma 7.6 and
thus a uniformly integrable martingale, which defines an ELMM in the (S;xs, Giao, P) market
model. Hence, NFLVR holds in the enlarged market on the interval [0, o] = [0, o A 1].

Next we prove a sufficient and necessary criterion such that (p;ns/NJ.,) is a uniformly
integrable martingale on the time interval [0, 0 A T], where T is an (F;)-stopping time. As

. L . .. .. P . .
it turns out this criterion will be less restrictive than the condition P (TOZ < T) = (0 derived in
Theorem 7.2.

Theorem 7.9. Let T be an (F;)-stopping time. Then,

PtAo AT ) P P o
<NP ) e M,.;(P,G) <& E <D<>°]l{TONP<T}) =0.

tAo AT

Proof. The local (G;)-martingale (o;aonT/ N Ao AT)t>0 isa unlformly integrable martingale if

and only if EP(,O{I/\T/NU/\T) =1.Since o < TOZ = TONP A TOD almost surely,

P
1¢
EP PoP/\T —rP(1 o ;OaPAT _ P / PuPATdAP
N {TO >U}NUAT 0 N

unT
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T AT {TOZ >T}NTP

_ wQ _nP PY_ 1 _mQ P
S R L R G

0
=18 (0t ) = -0 (Rt ).

where in the last equality we used that supp(dDP) c {ZP > 0}, cf. Remark 2.7. Finally note
that

afpP _ PP _
E (DOO]I{TONP<T}) =04 E (Dooﬂ{TONP<T}> =0. O

Remark 7.10. For an honest time o the multiplicative decomposition of ZP is given by

—P . . . .
ZF = NtP /N, , where N Pisa non-negative local martingale converging to zero almost surely,
cf. Lemma 4.11. And since a non-negative local martingale does not explode almost surely,

1
Dso:j>0 a.s.

oo
Therefore, the process (p, AoAT/ thm AT) is a uniformly integrable martingale if and only if

P (TON P < T) —P (TOZP < T) = 0. Especially, if V" = oo almost surely, (p5rr/NZ )10
is actually a true martingale and not a strict local martingale, cf. also Remark 3.6 in [13].
Note however that Theorem 7.9 implies that (piaq/ NIPM) is never a uniformly integrable
martingale.

We can now derive the result of Theorem 7.2 as a corollary of Theorem 7.9.

Corollary 7.11. Let T be an (F;)-stopping time. If P (TOZP < T) = 0, then NFLVR holds in

the enlarged market on the time interval [0, T A o).

Proof. If P (TOZP < T) =0, then

P(r=r)")=P(r=1" =17") =o0.
Hence, the claim follows from Theorem 7.9, Lemma 7.6, and Theorem 7.5. 0O

Moreover, taking T = oo in Theorem 7.9 we get the following corollary.

Corollary 7.12. If DEO = 0 almost surely, then NFLVR holds on the interval [0, o] with respect
to the filtration (G;).

Of course, every pseudo-stopping time fulfills DEO =1- AEO = 1—1 = 0. The following
example, known as Emery’s example, shows that there are also other random times which fulfill
the assumption of Corollary 7.12 and thus allow for an equivalent local martingale measure up
to time 0.
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Example 7.13. Let W be a (P, F;)-Brownian motion and set o = sup{r < 1 : 2W; = W;}. The
corresponding Azéma supermartingale is

Zf:\/Z/OO 220y = \/7/ |Wa |3/2 p<_L‘%>du
w Ju o (I—u) 20 —u)

with mP = 1, cf. Section 5.6.5 in [16]. For every n € N define the set

2 1
Bn={|Wu| > /ZVue [1——,1”
n n

and note that

1 =P(W; #0) = lim P(By).

On the set B,, we have for all u € [1 — %, 1],

A
>2
V1—u
and hence
1 o0 00 w. W2
§/|W\ 2e 2y < /l ‘ (x? — l)efxz/zdx Jlexp (—2 1 - )
ﬁ Jluﬁ 1—u (I —u)
Thus, the following estimate holds on Bj,:
1 dAP N /‘ dAP / dAP
0 ZF l_l ZZP ~n \/>f\w\ xze*x /2dx

/ dAP 1/1 dt

= — —_— =

1 2 Wil o ( w2 ) 2 i1 1—1¢
/7 p —1) n

Therefore, on each B,, we have

1 P
dA

DY = DP =exp —/ L ]=0o,
* ! ( o zP

and by monotone convergence

EP(DP)zhmEP<DP]an)—O s DY =0 Pas.

n—o0

Appendix
A.l. A useful lemma

The following well-known lemma can for example be found in paragraph XX.75 of [11].
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Lemma A.1. (1) If G is a (G;)-predictable process, then there exists an (F;)-predictable
process F such that

Gtﬂ{tga} = szl{tga}, t>0.
(2) If & is a P-integrable variable, then
EP (6101 |F)
zP '
(3) If T is a (G;)-stopping time, then there exists an (F;)-stopping time S such that

EP(§1{0>1}|g1) = ]]-{U>t}

TAho=SAo.

A.2. Condition (P)

The following condition goes back to Parthasarathy, cf. [24], and was labeled condition (P)
in [21].

Definition A.2. Let ({2, F, (F;);>0) be a filtered measurable space, such that F is the o - algebra
generated by (F;)i>0: F = \/zzo F;. We shall say that the property (P) holds if and only if
(F1)i>0 enjoys the following conditions:

e For all r > 0, F; is generated by a countable number of sets.

e For all + > 0, there exists a Polish space (%, and a surjective map 7; from (2 to (%, such
that F; is the o-algebra of the inverse images by 77, of Borel sets in {2, and such that for all
B e F,we 2, n(w) € m;(B) implies w € B.

o If (wy)n>0 is a sequence of elements of (2 such that for all N > 0,

N
() An(wn) # 9,

n>0

where A, (w,) is the intersection of the sets in F,, containing w;,, then

ﬂ Au(wn) # 9.

n>0
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