Weak Martingales and Stochastic Integrals in the Plane

Author(s): Eugene Wong and Moshe Zakai

Source: The Annals of Probability, Vol. 4, No. 4 (Aug., 1976), pp. 570-586
Published by: Institute of Mathematical Statistics

Stable URL: https://www.jstor.org/stable/2243042

Accessed: 29-09-2019 15:34 UTC

REFERENCES

Linked references are available on JSTOR for this article:
https://www.jstor.org/stable/22430427seq=1&cid=pdf-reference#references_tab_contents
You may need to log in to JSTOR to access the linked references.

JSTOR is a not-for-profit service that helps scholars, researchers, and students discover, use, and build upon a wide
range of content in a trusted digital archive. We use information technology and tools to increase productivity and

facilitate new forms of scholarship. For more information about JSTOR, please contact support@jstor.org.

Your use of the JSTOR archive indicates your acceptance of the Terms & Conditions of Use, available at

https://about.jstor.org/terms

Institute of Mathematical Statistics is collaborating with JSTOR to digitize, preserve and
extend access to The Annals of Probability

JSTOR

This content downloaded from 193.157.137.142 on Sun, 29 Sep 2019 15:34:06 UTC
All use subject to https://about.jstor.org/terms



The Annals of Probability
1976, Vol. 4, No. 4, 570-586

WEAK MARTINGALES AND STOCHASTIC INTEGRALS
IN THE PLANE!

BY EUGENE WONG AND MOSHE ZAKAI
University of California, Berkeley

This paper continues the development of a stochastic calculus for two-
parameter martingales, and particularly for the two-parameter Wiener
process. Whereas in an earlier paper we showed that two types of stochastic
integrals were necessary for representing functionals and martingales of a
Wiener process, introduction of two mixed area integrals is necessary to
complete the stochastic calculus. These mixed integrals are weak martin-
gales in the sense of Cairoli and Walsh, and are necessary in a general
representation for weak martingales and transformations of weak mar-
tingales.

Stopping times are introduced for two-parameter processes, and a
characterization of strong martingales in terms of stopping times is given.

0. Introduction. This paper continues recent work toward the development
of a stochastic calculus in the plane (i.e., for the case where the time parameter
is two dimensional) for continuous martingales in general and for the two pa-
rameter Wiener process in particular.

The basic references for this work are the fundamental paper by Cairoli and
Walsh [3] and a previous paper by the present authors [4]. The reader is referred
to [3] and [4] for further references.

In order to describe the contents of this paper we give, first, an incomplete
definition for two parameter martingales, weak, 1- and 2-martingales. Precise
definitions and references will be given in the next section. Let (Q, &, &) be
a probability space, #,,, 0 < s < s, 0 < t < 1, sub g-fields of & such that
F ooty CF o, if 5, < 5,and 1, < 1, In what follows assume 0 < 5, < 5, < 5,
0<1n=1=<t,andX,, tobe &, -measurable. Then X,, is a martingale if
E(X, .| 7)) = X, X, is an adapted l-martingale if for all fixed ¢
E(X,, .|, )=X, and an adapted 2-martingale if for all fixed s E(X, | F o) =
X, (there is some difference between the definition of 1- and 2-martingales
used in this paper and that of [3] as will be pointed out in the next section).
X, is a weak martingale if

‘

— X,

spty

EX, , + X, , — X,

89,8 89xt

|} = 0.

8
In Section 2 we show that X, , is a weak martingale if and only if it is the sum
of a martingale, a 1-martingale and a 2-martingale (a discrete version of this

Received April 14, 1975; revised November 21, 1975.

! Research sponsored by U. S. Army Research Office, Durham, N. C., Grant DAHCO4-74-
G0087.

AMS 1970 subject classifications. Primary 60G45, 60HOS.

Key words and phrases. Martingales, 2-parameter processes, stochastic integral, random field,
Wiener process.

570

This content downloaded from 193.157.137.142 on Sun, 29 Sep 2019 15:34:06 UTC
All use subject to https://about.jstor.org/terms



STOCHASTIC INTEGRALS IN THE PLANE 571

result appears in [1]). A one (or two) martingale X, , is said to be proper if for
a fixed s (resp. ¢) it is of bounded variation in ¢ (resp. s). It is shown that weak
martingales satisfying certain restrictions can be decomposed into the sum of a
martingale, a proper 1-martingale and a proper 2-martingale. In Section 3 we
introduce a mixed area integral {§ ¢(z, z’) dM, du(z') where p(z) is a (possibly
random) function of bounded variation and M, is a martingale. It is shown that
such integrals are proper 1 or 2 martingales. In some special cases this integral
reduces to the mixed integral introduced by Cairoli and Walsh [3]. In Section 4
it is shown that every proper 1- or 2-martingale of the Wiener process satisfying
a suitable differentiability condition can be represented as a mixed area integral.

Stopping times are introduced in Section 5 and used to give a characterization
of strong martingales of the Wiener process.

1. Preliminaries and notation. Letz = (5,7), 0 < s < 5, 0 < # < ¢, denote
points on a rectangle in the positive quadrant of the plane. z, < z, will denote
5 < s,and 1y, < 1, R, will denote the rectangle {z: 0 < z < z5}. Let (Q, ., %)
be a probability space and {.&,, z ¢ R, } be a family of sub o-fields of % such
that [3]:

(F) z < 7' implies &, ¢ .7,

(F,) &, contains all the null sets of &,

(Fy) forallz, &, =NF,, 8 >st'>1t,

(F,) for each z, & !'and & ?are conditionally independent given .&,, where
*fﬂ_zlzug?—;,to"-?(v2:‘7&r

2z so,t'

DEFINITION. A process {M,, z € R, } is a martingale if (1) M, is &, adapted,
(2) for each z, M, is integrable, (3) for each z < 2/, E(M,, | F,) = M,.

Let z = (s, #), 2/ = (s', t), the condition s < §’, t < ¢’ will be denoted by
zkz. If z<7, (z,7'] will denote the rectangle (s, '] x (¢, #'] and if X, is a
random process, X(z, z’] will denote X,, ,, + X, , — X, , — X, ,..

Several other notions of martingales were introduced in [3]. We follow here
these definitions with the exception of the definition of adapted 1- and 2-martin-
gales which differ from the definition of 1- and 2-martingales given in [3], as will
be pointed out later. In the following definitions X = {X,, z ¢ R, } is assumed,
for each z € R, , to be integrable and .5, adapted.

DEFINITIONS. (a) X, is a weak martingale if E{X(z, z']| %} = 0 for every
z 7 <z,

(b) X, is an adapted 1-martingale (2-martingale) if X, is %, adapted and
{X,,.» 7.} is a martingale in s for each fixed ¢ (in 7 for each fixed s).

(c) X, is a strong martingale if it vanishes at the axes and E{X(z, z’]| Z ' Vv

F .} = 0 for every 7 < 7'.

REMARK. X, was defined in [3] to be a 1-martingale if X, is & ! adapted and
E{X(z, ']| Z} = 0, z < 7/, therefore X, is an adapted 1-martingale if and only
if it is a 1-martingale, .5, adapted and X, , is an .%, ,-martingale.
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572 EUGENE WONG AND MOSHE ZAKAI

Some additional notational conventions.

(a) The letters z, ¢, » will be used to denote points in R,,0 whenever these
letters appear with or without primes. It will always be assumed that z, = (s, £,),
0 < 5, < 00, 0< ¢ < oo is a fixed point in the plane.

(b) We say that z, A z, if 5, <5, and 1, < 1, and that z, A z, if 5, < 5, and
t, < t,, in cither of these cases z; A z, will denote the point (s,, #,).

(c) z, V z, will denote the point (max (s,, s,), max (t,, ,)).

(d) The function k(z, 2’) is defined as A(z, z’) = 1 if z A 2/, and O otherwise.

(e) The region of integration for a stochastic integral is usually understood
from the context and in such cases will be omitted from the notation. For
example, if we write

X, =1¢@ &)dM dM,,
it will be understood that the region of integration is R, x R,.
2. The decomposition of weak martingales.

ProposiTION 2.1. X, is a weak martingale on R, if and only if it is expressible
as X, = M}' + M} where M, is an adapted 1-martingale, M, is an adapted 2-
martingale.

Proor. It follows directly from the definitions that every adapted 1- or 2-
martingale is a weak martingale. Let

M= E(Xy, | F o) -

Note that E(X, ,|.#, ) = E(X,, .|+ ,,) by assumption (F,) on the conditional
independence property of the o- ﬁelds Therefore M; , is an adapted 1-martingale.
Let Y, = X, — M,'. Then for 2 > 0, (s, t + k) < z,,

E(Y 00 — Youl F )

— E(Ys.t+h - atl )

= E{Xs,t-r-h - Xa - E( t+h| t+h) + E( ] t)| }
= E{X, p — X, — 80 v T X, 50 e,

=0

since X, , is a weak martingale. Therefore Y, = M,*is an adapted 2-martingale. []

REMARKS. (a) If the o-fields &7, , and &, are trivial and X,, = O then
Mj, = M;, = M;, =0. (b) The decomposition of Proposition 1 is not unique.
However, if X, = M,' + M,?and also X, = N,! + N,’then M, — N}'and M —
are both 1- and 2-martingales. Therefore, by the converse to Proposition 1.1
of [3] (see the proof of Proposition 1.1 of [3]), M) — N) = N>— M, is a
martingale.

Let Var (X, .) denote the variation in the ¢ direction of X, , over the interval
[0, ], s1mnlarly Var (X, ;) will denote the variation in the s direction of X, , over

[0, so].
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STOCHASTIC INTEGRALS IN THE PLANE 573

DEFINITION. A weak martingale, in particular an adapted 1- or 2-martingale,
will be said to be regular on R, if it satisfies the following conditions:

(a) For every fixed ¢, X, , is a one parameter semimartingale in the parameter
s (i.e., the sum of a one parameter martingale relative to .5, , and a function
of bounded variation).

(b) For every fixed s, X, , is a one parameter semimartingale in the ¢ parameter.

(c) Let X,, = m(s) + 4(s) where m(s) is an &, , martingale and A(s) is of
bounded variation then E Var 2(+) < co.

(d) Let X, , = n(t) + p(t) where n(f) is an &, , martingale and p(7) is of
bounded variation then E Var p(+) < oo.

DEefFINITION. An adapted 1-martingale M,' (2-martingale M,?) is said to be a
proper 1- (2-) martingale if EVar (M?:)) < oo forall s < s, (EVar (M? ) < oo
for all t £ t,).

PROPOSITION 2.2. Let M.} be an adapted 1-martingaleon R, . If EVar (M, .)< oo
then M}, is proper on R,, and, moreover, Var (M, ) is a one parameter positive
submartingale relative to /

Proor. Let A(r) = M, ,, Z(t) = 2(0) + A*(¢) — 2=(r) where 1*(¢) and A~(¢) are
nondecreasing and nonnegative and A*(0) = 4-(0) = 0. Then
M, = E(& + (1) — 27() |70
= By + 24(t) — 2(1)]F )

Note that since 2,* and 2,~ are increasing functions, so are E(4,*|*~,,) and
E(2,|#,,,). Therefore

Var (M}) < E(Var (M}, )|.7,,)
which proves the proposition. []

PrROPOSITION 2.3. Let M, be a regular 1-martingale; then M} = M,"* + M,
where M. MF is a proper 1-martingale and M, is a martingale.

Proor. Let M; , = A(f) + M(r) where A(7) is of bounded variation and m(r)
is a one parameter martingale. Let

= EQA(N[F 00> .= E(m(n)]|F )
Then X, is a proper l-martmgale, Y, is a martingale and M,' = X, + Y,. [J
THEOREM 2.4 Every regular weak martingale X, can be decomposed as
X, =MW + M + M,

where M,V'F is a proper 1-martingale, M** is a proper 2-martingale and M, is a
martingale.

ProoF. Let X, , = 4, + m, where 2 is of bounded variation and m, is a one
parameter martingale. Let

Xt =EQ|F,), X' =Em|F,,).
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574 EUGENE WONG AND MOSHE ZAKAI

Let Y, = X, — X, — X,*, note that ¥, , = O for all t < #,. Let Yitg=0s + b,
where p, is of bounded variation and £, is a one parameter martingale. Such a
decomposition is possible since X7, + X!, is a one parameter martingale and
X, is regular. Let

X, = E(o,| ,) > Xt =E®h,|Z,,.

8

1tg

Note that X, = X, — X,* — X,* — X,° — X, is a weak martingale, X; , = O for
all t < t,and X7, = 0 for all s < 5,. It follows from the definition of weak
martingales that X = 0 for all z < z,. Setting M“* = X°*, M*? = X° and
M = X* + X* completes the proof. []

THEOREM 2.5. If M MF is a proper and continuous 1-martingale with M%:? = 0,
then for g > 1

E(sup, . n, M 7))t < <q_z—1>qE(Var (ML2))1 .

Similarly for a proper and continuous 2-martingale M,»* with My? = 0,
E(SUp,cr, IM*7|)* = <—ﬁ—1>q E(Var (M>2))e
q —
forg > 1.
Proor. Since ML¥ =0,
SUP.<q, [M57| < Var (M) ;
therefore
Supz<zo IM:,’fI é Supsgso Var (Ms,-) .
Since, by Proposition 2.2, Var (M, ) is a positive submartingale, Doob’s maximal
inequality yields for ¢ > 1
EVa{sup,., |M"7|7} < EV(sup,g, Var (M}7))?
< 4 Eve(Var (MLR))
g—1 "
which proves the theorem. There is, obviously, a corresponding inequality for

REMARK. The original version of Proposition 2.2 did not include explicitly
the conclusion that Var (M, ) is a submartingale. A reviewer called our attention
to this fact and also pointed out that our proof of Theorem 2.5 can be replaced
by the simplified proof given here.

3. Mixed area integrals. In [4] we introduced a stochastic integral over
R, x R, {§ ¢(z, 2') dW(z) dW(Z’') (see also [3]). It seems that for the full de-
velopment of a stochastic calculus in the plane still another integral is necessary.
This integral will be of the form (§ ¢(z, z’) dW(z’) dz where ¢(z, z’) = 0 unless
z Az’ (or (z/ A z)) and will be a proper 1-martingale (2-martingale). A related
integral has been introduced by Cairoli and Walsh in [3] and termed a mixed
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STOCHASTIC INTEGRALS IN THE PLANE 575

integral. The relation between the mixed integral of Cairoli and Walsh and the
mixed area integral so defined in this section will be pointed out later.

Let p,, z € R, be a continuous random function of bounded variation adapted
to &, and let z(4) be the signed measure induced on the Borel sets 4 of R,
by pu,. Let |z|(4) denote the variation of the y measure. That is, if y(4) =
pt(A) — p=(A) is the Jordan decomposition of x then |u|(4) = p*(A4) + p=(A4).
We assume that the total variation of 4 is bounded by a constant y, < oo, i.e.,
I/’tl(Rzo) = Mo a.8.

Let M, be a continuous martingale and let 4 = (z,, z,'], B = (z,, z,'] be rec-
tangles such that if ze B and 2’ € 4, then z A z/. Define, now, the process
(3.1 X, = aM(A n R)u(B N R)
where a is &, ,, -measurable. Then

(a) X, is a continuous proper 1-martingale,

(b) The variation of X, is |a| - [M(A)| - {io|d,2(B N R, )| < |M(A)| - |a| - ||(B).

Let
Pz, 2y =« if zeB, €A

=0 otherwise
and define
(3.2) §§9(C, &) dM,, dpy = X,

where X, is as defined by (3.1).
To simplify notation assume z, = (1, 1). Fix an integer » and introduce a

grid on R,
Z;; = (2'-"1', 2“”j)
where i, j are integers 0 < i, j < 2". Define the rectangle A,; = (z;;, 2,41, ;1]
Let /,, (z) denote the indicator function of A,;. Define
Dija(2, 2') = a[A“-(Z)IAH(Zl) if zy; Az
=0 otherwise
and «a is bounded and &, measurable. A function ¢(z, z’) is said to be a

%15 Y2kl
simple function if it is a finite sum of functions of the form ¢,; ,,(z, z’) for some

n. The extension of (3.2) to simple functions is obvious, and the resulting X,
is a proper 1-martingale. Let ¢ be a simple function and for A;; = (z;;, 2,41 ;.11],
let M(A;;) = Zys1 41 + Zij — Zogny — Zojeae Then
(3.3) X,o = Dlijk ¢ij,kz#(Atj)M(Akz) .
If M, is a strong martingale then we have

EXZO = E{X i m.05 PiiaPirirm F‘(Aw)ﬂ(At'a")M?(Akz)} '
(3.4) = E§§\n, xr,yx,, 9025 2)9(0, 2) dp, dpt, d[ M,

= Ep, (Vr, ¢(z, 7') dp.)"d[ M.,

where [M],! is the unique .5} predictable process such that {M,? — [M]}, &}
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576 EUGENE WONG AND MOSHE ZAKAI

is a martingale in s for ¢ fixed, and the passage from (3.3) to (3.4) follows from
Proposition 1.7 of [3].

The variation of X, ,, 0 < 6 < ¢, is upper bounded by

(3.3) Var (X, 0, 0 < 0 < 1)) < 345 [£1(Bs5) + [ Zast Pusore M(Bs )| -
Setting ||(A;;) = (Ju|)? - (Ju])* we have by the Schwarz inequality
(3.6) E(Var (X,,,,0 <0 < 1))

= E(Z 1ml(Ay) + 2 11A i) (Zat Pis M(Br))} -
And since M, is a square integrable strong martingale, we have by 1.7 of [3]
(3.7) E(Var (X, 4,0 < 0 < 1)) = tE 25 [2[(Bi) (X P25, M (D))
(3.8) = tE {Vn, xn,, 9 2)d|l(2)d[M], .

Consider now the special case where p(z) is a product measure u(s, r) =
#P(s)n®(t). For simplicity we will assume that p is a positive measure, p"(d;)
will denote px®(2-"(i 4 1)) — x®(27"i) and similarly for x®(d;). In this case
we can write instead of (3.5)

Var (X, 5,0 <0 < 1) = 20, uP(@d)| X1 Pojia eV (d)M(Dy)] -
Setting #® = (u®)}(n?)? yields
(3.9) E(Var X)* < E{3]; p®(d;) Z; ™(d;) (L)}
= tPE §50 (85 §(o, 7, 2') du(0))d[M];, dp®(z) -
If ¢ is not positive, then (3.9) holds with x®(r) replaced by |x®|(#).

The requirement that M, be a strong martingale was needed to pass from (3.7)
to (3.8); in the following particular case this is not necessary. Let ¢(z, z') be a
corner function, i.e., ¢(z, z') = h(z, Z')w(z v z') where h(z, z’) = 1 whenever
z A z' and zero otherwise. Then
(3.10) Pigaa = T - 1A < k) - I < )
where I( ) denotes the indicator function. Substituting (3.10) in (3.3) and
summing over / we have

(3.11) X, = Do (D) Dise mes(M(k + 1, j) — Mk, j)) .
Setting ¢ = ptut we have
EXY < moE{Y 5 |el(Dsg) Tims whi(M(K + 1, j) — Mk, )}
= tE(§n, diel(s, 1) Yoo b 4, [ M5}

where [M]," is as in (3.4) and is chosen to be measurable in (s, f). Integration
by parts with respect to s yields

(3.12) EXZO = o E (o S0 72 d[ MY d,|p(s, 1) .
Furthermore

Var (X0, 0 < 0 < 1)) < 2045 |1)(Biy) | Diess mes(M(k + 1, j) — M(k, j)) -
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STOCHASTIC INTEGRALS IN THE PLANE 577

Therefore by the same arguments as those leading from (3.11) to (3.12) we have
(3.13)  E(Var X, ,, 0 < 0 < 1) < E{§40 Vo 72, d[ M, d,]el(s, 1)}

In addition to (3.10) assume, now, that p is a product measure: namely
©(s, 1) = pP(s)p®(r) where, for simplicity, we assume that p4® and p® are posi-
tive measures. Then

X, = 215 #5206 P (D> s Trej(Miga,; — My y))) -

Let

a; = 35 (D wsi Tri(Mygr,; — My,5)) s
then Var (X, ,, 0 =<6 < 1) < X2, ¢,y
Setting 2, = (z;%)H(z;¥)t,
E(Var Xy < p()E(S, 4;%a;)

Now, a; can also be written as

a; = 24 (T j(Myr,; — My i) 2isi ) -

Therefore
(3.14) E(Var X)* < p®(t;) (6o 60 (1(8))m}, d[ M, dyp(2) -

Let M, be a square integrable strong martingale and let B, be the class of all
processes {¢(C, £'), €, &' < z,} satisfying

(1) ¢ is predictable as defined in Section 2 of [3],

(2) ¢&, &) =0unless L A L,

3) E SSRZOX%O $C, {d|pn|ld[M],} < oo, or if p, is a product measure, the
right-hand side of (3.9) is finite.

Since simple functions are dense in B,, the mixed area integral {{ ¢ dudM
can be extended by continuity to all ¢ in B,. In view of Theorem 3 of Section 2
the integral will be a continuous proper 1 martingale satisfying (3.4) and (3.8).
Similarly, let M, be a square integrable martingale and let B, be the class of all
corner functions ¢(¢, {') = A&, {n(€ Vv {') satisfying

(1) =({) is F, predictable,
(2) E{\bo (g0 a2, d[M]:,d,|¢|(s, £)} < oo, or if p is a product measure, the right-
hand side of (3.9) is finite.

Then the mixed surface integral can be extended to B,. To summarize:

THEOREM 3.1. (1) Let p, satisfy the assumptions made at the beginning of this
section, let M, be a continuous strong square integrable martingale, and assume
¢ €B,. Then

(a) §§ @&, &) du(€)dM,, is a proper square integrable continuous 1-martingale;
(b) the integral is linear in ¢;
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578 EUGENE WONG AND MOSHE ZAKAI

(¢) EX.is asgiven by (3.4) and E(Var X, ,, 0 < 6 < t)? satisfies the upper bound
(3.8). ‘

(d) Furthermore, if p is a product measure, (3.9) holds.

(2) Let pt, and M, be as in part 1 and © € B, then (a) and (b) hold with ¢({, {') =
k&, C)a(€ v {'). EX.?and E(Var X, ,, 0 < 0 < 1)* satisfy the bounds (3.12) and
(3.13) respectively. If p is a product measure then (3.14) is satisfied.

REMARKS. (a) In [3] Cairoli and Walsh introduced the mixed integral
Yoo $oom(s, ) 0, M, , dt .

We now show that the mixed area integral of this section includes the mixed
integral of [3] when =z, is & -predictable. Let u(rf) = st. Approximate ¢ by
simple functions. It follows that the area integral {{ = dz dM,, can be expressed
as

) SRzoXRzo n(z V 2')dzdM,, = {} §osn(s, 1) 0, M,, dt

and conversely if E {fo {30 z%(s, ¢) dt d[M]:, < oo, then
Voo §i0 (s, 1) 0, M, dt = {§ > n(z v 2y dz M,
s

and the integrand #(z Vv z’)/s’ is admissible by (3.14). Note that z(z v z’)/s’ is
also a corner function since we integrate over z VvV 2/, and z vV 2/ = (¢, 1).

(b) Let X, = {§ ¢(C, {') dpy dMy, then, in view of (3.4), X, = Oforallze R,
does not imply that ¢({,£’) =0 in R20 x RzO‘ In particular, for { = (o, 7),
dp, = do dr, if

$(C, €)= sin 20D g, ©)
then X, = O for all z in RZO. For any ¢({, {’) define
P T) = 11 9o w3 ) do
and ¢(C, ') = ¢(C, ¢') — ¢(C, {'), and similarly

4 1 3 o ’
P& 00 =— g o, ) de

Then I

1 oE, &) dwedl =0

V§ ¢, ¢YdCaw,, = 0.
We can also define ¢(C, {'), ¢(Z, £), etc., since the bar and ~ operations on the
¢ and {’ variables commute. Note that (&, &) = n(¢’, 7) (a corner function)
and {§ ¢,(C, C')¢u(C, ') dl dl’ = 0.

(c) The stochastic integral of the second type [4] was generalized in [3] to

§§ ¢(z, ') dM, dM,,, where M, is a strong martingale and EM} < co. By an
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STOCHASTIC INTEGRALS IN THE PLANE 579

argument similar to the one given here {{ ¢ dM dM can be defined for martin-
gales which are not strong provided that ¢(z, z') is a corner function (¢(z, z’) =
n(z V 2')h(z, 2')) as follows:

Let A = (z, '] be a rectangle, z = (s, 1), 2/ = (s, ). Let 4, = ((s, 0), (s', 1)],
A, = ((0, '), (s, t')]. Define X,* = aM(4, n R,))M(A, n R,) as in Proposition 2.4
of [3]. Note that in this case, since M, is not strong, X,4 need not be orthogonal
to M, but X,* is a martingale and we still have as in Proposition 2.4 of [3]

X%, = @ {§ L, (O)1,(C) d[M];* d[ M. -

If A= (z,z'], B=(2,2']and A n B = @ then X,4 and X,? are orthogonal.
It follows, by standard arguments, that for corner functions, Proposition 2.5 of
[3] holds without the requirement that M, be strong except that in this case
{§ ¢ dM, dM,, need not be orthogonal to M.

4. The representation of some weak martingales of the Wiener process. Let
X, € 27} be a proper 1-martingale of the Wiener process and assume that almost
all the sample functions of A(f) = X, , are absolutely continuous with respect
to some fixed (nonrandom) positive finite measure, i.e.,

(4.1) A1) = §5 p(0) dv(9) .
Furthermore, we will assume that
4.2) E (% 0%(0) dv(f) < oo .

It will be shown in this section that 1-martingales satisfying the above conditions
can be represented as mixed area integrals. The Wiener process assumption is
not used in the following proposition but will be needed later.

ProOPOSITION 4.1. Let {f;} be a complete orthogonal set with respect to the v
measure on [0, t)] (i.e., (o fi(2")f;(t)) dv(t') = 0,;). Under the above conditions on X,
there exists a sequence of martingales M(z) such that for z < z,

(4.3) EX, — X, G f(O)M(s, ) dvy) —y_ .. 0.
PRroor.
4.4 X = E@&|F ) = G E@, | F,,) dv,

hence, by F, of Section 1
X, = EE(0,]|F ) dv, .
Let
a; = {50 p(0)f(1) dv, .
Therefore a; are %, -measurable and
EQ, — %¥ o §§£u(0) dvp)* = E(§§ (0(0) — ¥ a,f(0)) dv,)?
= K {00 E(o(0) — X1 . f(0))* dv,
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580 EUGENE WONG AND MOSHE ZAKAI
which converges to zero by dominated convergence. Let M(z) = E(a;| 7).
Then M}X(z) < Ea?, and by (4.4)
E(X,, — §§ 0¥ M(s, 0)f(0) dv,)* = E(§ E{o, — 17 a: f0)|F .0} dvo)?
< K\ E(p, — 11 @ f(0)) dv,
which converges to zero as N — oo, thus proving (4.3). 0
THEOREM 4.2. Under the above conditions on X,, X, can be written as
(4.5) X, = Wa,xr, 9 ) du(€) dW,
where du(z) = ds dv(t).

PrOOF. Let M,(z) be the martingales of Proposition 4.1. Then, by the corol-
lary to Theorem (6.1) of [4]

M(2) = § $.C) dW + (§ ¢i(C, &) dW dWy,
and by (4.4)
(4.6) E3rMXNz)=EZT SR,O ¢XC)dl + E X7 SR,O SR,O R (SYY: (/A

Let M, ,(z) = § ¢4(C) dW,, and approximate ¢ and f by simple functions. It
follows that

{8 £A0)M, (5. 0) d0(6) = § G (G ) dpg AW,
where { = (g, 0), dyt; = do dv(0), and
0.6 €)= 16 ) LD g @)
Now, by the orthogonality of £,(8)
E §S s, cn, (DA LOBUC) dp dC < KiE THH § $2C)

where K, is independént of Nand K. Therefore, by (4.6) 3, fi(6)$,({") converges
to a function ¢>=(@, {’). Set

D0, ¢y = ai 60, ') ;
then
(4.7) ¥ 3 fAOM, (s, 0) A0(0) =, §§ PUE, &) dpg Wy,

Similarly, let
M, (2) = §§ @&, L) dW dWy,

and approximate f and ¢ by simple functions. It follows that
§fi0)My, (s, 0) dv(0) = §§ ¢, (C, &) dpee AW

where p, is as before and

606 0) = 1O (5 g iC ) awy)

g
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STOCHASTIC INTEGRALS IN THE PLANE 581

(cf. Theorem 2.6 of [3]). The convergence of 1/¢’ ;¥ ¢’¢, , to a function ¢
follows as in the previous case. Hence, by Proposition 4.1.

X, = §1(QE, ¢) — ¢@, &) dpcdw,
which is the desired result. []

5. A characterization of strong martingales of the Wiener process. It was
shown by Cairoli and Walsh [3] that a martingale M, of the Wiener process ¥,
is a strong martingale if and only if it is a type-one integral, i.e., M, = { ¢, dW .
A characterization in terms of stopping times will be given here.

DEFINITIONS.
1. T(z, ») is a stopping time if
(a) T(z, w) is a measurable and adapted random process;

(b) for almost all w, T(z, w) as a function of z is nonincreasing (z > z’ =
T, < T,) and takes only the values zero or one.

2. T(z, ) is a predictable stopping time if it is a stopping time and a predict-
able process. . \

3. Let Y, be a square integrable martingale (or a function of bounded varia-
tion) and let T be a predictable stopping time. Then Y,,, (Y stopped at T')

Yior = $a, T(C 0) dY(§, o) .
More generally, let Y, be any adapted process such that
Ve, TcdY,
is defined and adapted, then Y,,, is defined in the same way.

In order to point out the difference between stopping in the one-parameter
and the two-parameter cases, let T be defined as

T(z) =0 if s=4 and r>1
=1 otherwise;
then if (s, #) is in the region where T = 0, M, ), = M, , + (M,, — M, ,) +

(My,, — M, ,). Therefore in the stopped region M, is M, , plus the sum of two
one-parameter martingales.

PROPOSITION 5.1. Let M, be a right continuous square integrable martingale, T
a predictable stopping time and let

X, ={¢.dM,

where
E SRzo 62 d[M], < oo .

Also if M, is a right continuous strong martingale, and EM; < oo, let

Y, = §§ ¢ C) dM, dM,,

This content downloaded from 193.157.137.142 on Sun, 29 Sep 2019 15:34:06 UTC
All use subject to https://about.jstor.org/terms



582 EUGENE WONG AND MOSHE ZAKAI

where
E\\r, xz, 9%z, Z) d[M], d[M],, < oo .
Then
5.1 Xopr = SRz T, ¢, dM,
and
(5.2) Y,\r = Sngsz TC Vv &, )ydM, dM,, .

ProoF. We prove, first, (5.1). It follows from Theorem 2.2 of [3] that
EX,\p — (T pdM )" = E(§ T dX, — § T ¢ dM,)
=E{§ T, &KX}, + (T p d{M),
— 2\ T d{X, M)}
where (.} is an increasing function as defined in [3]. Equation (5.1) follows

since (X), = { @2 d( M), (X, M) = { ¢, d{M,. Turning now to the proof of
(5.2), let ¢ be such that

(5-3) E§§ (¢e — ¢2.0) d[M]2 d[M];, —

2,2’

0

n—0

and let
Y =V $to dM dM,, .

Also let T* be such that |T,| < 1 and

(5.4 ES (T —T)d(Yy, —
By (2.19) of [3]

(55  EN(T = T)dY). = E{N(Thve — T.0)'¢i,0 dIM] d[MT;, .

vz’ z,2'

0.

n—o0

Therefore
E§TrdY ™ — (T, dY,)? < E(\ T*d(Y — Y™))* + E(§ (T — T") dY)?
< EQY" — Yy, + E§ (T, — T/ (Y,
which tends to zero as n — co. Therefore

(5.6) E§T dY —\T,dY,)—,..0.

n-—oo

Let n, z;;, Ay, Iy, (2), ¢:;, be as defined in Section 3 (the lines between equa-
tions (3.2) and (3.3)). Let 7," be a sequence of simple function approximations
to 7, on the partition defined by » satisfying (5.4); for ze A,;, T2 will denote
T,». Then

(5.7) § T dY = 3., THYY(R, 0 Ay) .

139

Approximating ¢, ., by simple functions ¢? .,

RS Zij,kl ‘/’?f.klIAij(C)IAM(C')
Y = Y 9hmM(By; N RY)M(A, N R,) .
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Substituting Y, into (5.7) yields
§T."dY " = §§ Tt ¢t dM dM,,
= SS[Tgc(Gb?c — o) F (Tg,c— = Toe)e,o + Te o0 1AM dM,,
and (5.2) follows by (5.3), (5.4), (5.5) and (5.6). [
From now on we consider the Wiener process case; in this case every stopping
time is predictable. Let &, be the o-fields generated by the Wiener process

W, { < z, let T be a stopping time and let &, ,, be the o-fields generated by
Weir £ < 2.

PROPOSITION 5.2. Let ¢, be &, adapted and E SRzo $,2dz < co. Let T, be a
stopping time; then, a.s.

E{SR, P dW, lydzom} = Snz T ¢ dW,.

PRrOOF. Let T~ be a left continuous modification of 7. Then, by Proposition
5.1, W,,p = W,,,- and therefore & ,, = .5 ,,-. Given a sample W,,,,
¢ < z, we can determine whether 7,~ = 1 or T,~ = 0 by examining the quadratic
variation of W, , along an increasing path from (0, 0) to z; this follows from
Proposition 7.1 of [3]. Therefore T~ is &, ,-measurable and so is ¢, T,".
Therefore

Sr, 0T dWenp = $p, T dW,
is & ,-measurable.

It remains to be shown that E{§, (1 — T)¢.dW |7, ,,} =0. Letn, z,,
A,; be as defined in Section 3 (after equation 3.2). Let [z] = ([s-2"], [ 2"])
where [s-2"] is the largest integer k satisfying k < s-2". Set T." = (T))".
Note that the number of different samples functions of the random function 7',
€ < z,is finite. Consider now § (1 — T )¢ dW,. Since T," = T, and T," \ T,
as n — oo, it follows by dominated convergence:

(5:8) - EN(T" —Top dW) = EJ(T" — T)p d —,... 0.

Let ¢, be a simple function:

b= 2ii,i ai]-IA“(C)
where a,; is & ;-measurable. Then
\z, (I =T dW = 1y a;(1 — Ti))W(A,; 0 R,)
and
E(ay(1 — Ti)W(A,; 0 R,)|F 4a) =0
since if T; = 1 then 1 — T2 = 0 and if T} = 0 then
Ea (1 — TipW(hy; 0 R) | Fga vV F5, v F) = 0.
Let ¢." be a sequence of simple function approximations to ¢; then
(1= T)pdw = § (1 — Tg*dW + § (1 — T*)(p — ¢*) dW
+§ (T = T)pdw .
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584 EUGENE WONG AND MOSHE ZAKAI

The last two terms converge to zero in quadratic mean as n — co. Therefore,
since & 4w D F 4, E({ (1 — T)pdW |5 ,,,) = 0 which completes the proof. []

Let F,+ =, & r» Where T is as defined in the proof of the previous
theorem (i.e., " = (T[;;)~ and T~ is the left continuous version of 7). We will
assume that 7, = 0 for z > z, and denote X, ,, by X,.

ProposITION 5.3. &,y = F ,_.

Proor. In the proof of Proposition 5.2 we showed that & ,- = & ,. Let
g({) be square integrable and nonrandom. Let

Y = exp §n, 9(C) dW, .

Since the number of different samples of 7™ is finite,

E(Y |5 gn) = exp §a, 9(OTc" AW, - exp} {4, (1 — T")g%() & -
By the (reversed) martingale convergence theorem

E(Y|.5+) = lim, . E(Y|.5 )

= exp Szego 9T~ dW, - exp} SR,O (1 = T)g*C) dC

which is . ,-measurable. Since random variables of the form of Y with g({) =
¥ a;9C), where g,({) are orthonormal on R, , generate the Hermite polyno-

mials which are dense in the space of square integrable functionals of W, it
follows that & 4+ = & ,-. []

THEOREM 5.4, Let T, and T, be stopping times and T ;= TI(C) Ty({)=min (Tl, T,);
then &, and F,, are conditionaly independent given

Proor. Since the number of different samples of 7 is ﬁmte, it follows by the
independence of W(A) and W(B), where 4 and B are Borel sets in R}, ANB= @,
that &, . and &7, , are conditionaly independent given & ... Therefore, if
Y is a bounded &7, -measurable random variable and since 7,". T," = (T, T,)»

E(Y | F e V F ) = EE[Y| F 10V F 0l | F o V F 74}
= E{E[Y| F ]| F 1o V F i} -
Since E[Y | F a] —as. E[Y|F 7,+] 88 B — o0, it follows by the smoothing prop-
erty of conditional expectations that
E(Y|F s V F ) = E(Y| T4}
By Proposition 5.3 &+ = & ;- and the proof is complete. []

ProrosiTioN 5.5. If ¢V is & adapted and ¢, . is fcw adapted,
E§ ($,V)'dz < oo, E{§ ¢, dzdz’ < oo then a.s.

(5.9) E{f ¢V dW, | F 1} = ( E{¢ V| F N F LT, dW,
and

(5-10)  E{§§ g0 dW W | T 0} = Y B¢ | Frp  )Te - Teo dW W,

vy
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STOCHASTIC INTEGRALS IN THE PLANE 585

Proor. Equation (5.9) follows easily from Theorem 5.4 for the case where
¢ are simple functions and the extension to general ¢ is straightforward.
Equation (5.10) follows from (5.9) by the stochastic Fubini theorem (Theorem
2.6 of [3]). [

Let T)(z, w) 0 < 2 < oo, be a one-parameter collection of stopping times such
that for almost all , T, (2, w) = T, (2, @) whenever 4, < 4,. We will call such
a collection an increasing collection of stopping times. Let M, be a martingale
of the Wiener process and let z, be fixed. We will denote

/1=</
X, =M

2gAT ) "

20AT;

THEOREM 5.6. Let M, be a square integrable martingale of the Wiener process,
then M,, z < z, is a strong martingale if and only if {X,;, & ,} is a martingale for
all increasing families of stopping times.

Proor. If M, is a strong martingale then M, = §, ¢ dW,[3],
X; = SRZO Tx(c)¢c dWc
by Proposition 5.1 and therefore (X, #7;) is a martingale by Proposition 5.2.
Conversely, let @ < 8 and define
A={z:s+t £ a}
={zia<s+tZ8}.
Let T, and T, be the following deterministic stopping times.

T(z,v) =1 if zed
=0 otherwise;
Tyz, ) =1 if zeduB "
=0 otherwise.

Let M, = §§ ¢(C, ') dW dW,; then
Xy = Xy = {{, wn, (TEV ) = TW@ V NP, &) dW aW,, .

Divide the above integral into five integrals. I, is the above integral over
€ Vv {’ € 4 hence this integral is zero. A is the above integral over{e A, ¢ ¢ B,
(and § v {’' € B), I, is the above integral over {'e 4, { e B, I, is over { Vv {’' € B,
(ed {'eA, Lisover{'eB, {eB. Since 5’7}1 = o{W,, { e A}, it follows by
simple function approximation that E(/;| & ;) = 0 for all i with the exception
of i = 4. Consider now E(/,| & ;). If X is to be a martingale, we must have a.s.

E{§SseavensverenP(z,2) AW, 0 AW, 0 | F 1} = 0.
And, by Proposition 5.5
I§ E{p(z, 2) [ F 7} AW, 0, AWy ip, = O

where the region of integration is the same as the previous integral.
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586 EUGENE WONG AND MOSHE ZAKAI

Thus §§ (E{¢ | F 1 })d(z A Ty)d(z' A T,) = 0, and
E@E )| F ) =0 as.
For { v ' fixed let « (€ Vv {’). By the continuity of the &, g-fields
9(E,8) = im0 Ef(C, )77} = 0
which completes the proof. []
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