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1 Introduction

We study various problems associated with a progressive enlargement G = (G;):er, of a reference
filtration F = (F3)ier , through observation of the occurrence of a finite random time 7. We focus
on the cases where the so-called avoidance property and/or the continuity property for F-martingales
do not hold. Under the assumptions that F is the Brownian filtration, the probability distribution
of 7 is continuous, and the filtration F is immersed in its progressive enlargement G, it was shown
by Kusuoka [20] that any G-martingale can be decomposed as a stochastic integral with respect
to the Brownian motion and a stochastic integral with respect to the compensated martingale of
the indicator process H; := 1, <;;. We are interested in various extensions of Kusuoka’s result, in
particular, to the case where the filtration F is generated by a Poisson process N. The main goal is
to examine whether the predictable representation property (PRP), which is well known to hold for
the Poisson process and its natural filtration, is also valid in the progressively enlarged filtration G
with respect to judiciously chosen family of G-martingales. In contrast to the classical versions of
the predictable representation property in a Brownian filtration, we attempt here to derive explicit
expressions for the integrands, rather than to establish the existence and uniqueness of integrands.
As a main input, we postulate the knowledge of the Azéma supermartingale of 7 with respect to the
filtration generated by a Poisson process.

The paper is structured as follows. In Section 2, we introduce the set-up and notation. We also
review briefly the classic results regarding the G-semimartingale decomposition of F-martingales
stopped at 7. It is worth noting that no general result on a G-semimartingale decomposition after
7 of an F-martingale is available in the existing literature. Moreover, most papers in this area are
devoted to either the case of honest times (see, for instance, Jeulin and Yor [18, 19]) or the case
where the density hypothesis holds (see Jeanblanc and Le Cam [12]).

In Section 3.1, we examine the case of a general filtration F. We postulate that the immersion
property holds between F and G and thus the Azéma supermartingale of a random time 7 is a
decreasing process, which is also assumed to be F-predictable. We derive several alternative integral
representations for a G-martingale stopped at 7 (see Propositions 3.2 and 3.3).

In Section 3.2, we maintain the assumption that the immersion property holds, but we no longer
postulate that the Azéma supermartingale of 7 is F-predictable. Under the assumption that the
reference filtration is generated by the Poisson process, we obtain an explicit integral representation
for particular G-martingales stopped at 7 in terms of the compensated martingale of the Poisson
process and the compensated martingale of the indicator process of 7 (see Proposition 3.4).

In Section 4, the immersion property is relaxed, but we still assume that the filtration is generated
by the Poisson process. Since we work with the Poisson filtration, all F-martingales are necessarily
processes of finite variation and thus any F-martingale is manifestly a G-semi-martingale; in other
words, the so-called hypothesis (H') is satisfied. We examine the validity of the predictable repre-
sentation property for the Poisson filtration without making any additional assumptions, except for
the fact that we still consider G-martingales stopped at time 7. We also attempt to identify cases
where the multiplicity ([6, 7]) of the enlarged filtration with respect to the class of all G-martingales
stopped at 7 equals two.

The main result of this work, Theorem 4.1, offers a general representation formula for any
G-martingale stopped at 7 in terms of the compensated martingale of the Poisson process, the
compensated martingale of the indicator process of a random time and an additional G-martingale,
which can be seen as a “correction term”, which presence is due to the possibility of an overlap of
jumps of the Poisson process and a single jump the indicator process H associated with a random
time 7. We also show that this additional term has a natural interpretation as an optional stochastic
integral (as opposed to the usual predictable stochastic integrals). It is worth noting that the Azéma
supermartingale of a random time does not uniquely determine all the properties of 7 with respect
to a filtration F (see Jeanblanc and Song [13, 14] and Li and Rutkowski [21, 22]). In our context,
due to only a partial information about the random time 7 and possible joint jumps of the Poisson
process N and the indicator process H, more explicit computations seem to be out of reach.
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2 Preliminaries

We first introduce the notation for an abstract set-up in which a reference filtration I is progressively
enlarged through observations of a random time. Let (2, G, F,P) be a probability space where I is an
arbitrary filtration satisfying the usual conditions and such that F, C G. Let 7 be a random time,
that is, a strictly positive, finite random variable on (2, G, F,P). The indicator process H := 1 o
is a raw increasing process. We denote by G the progressive enlargement of the filtration F with the
random time 7, that is, the smallest right-continuous and P-completed filtration G such the inclusion
F C G holds and the process H is G-adapted, so that 7 is a G-stopping time. In other words, the
progressive enlargement is the smallest filtration satisfying the usual conditions that renders 7 a
stopping time.

For a filtration K = F or K = G, we denote by BPX (resp., B>¥) the dual K-predictable (resp.,
the dual K-optional) projection of a process B of finite variation, whereas »XU (resp., *®U) stands
for the K-predictable (resp., K-optional) projection of a process U. The K-predictable covariation
process of two semi-martingales X and Y is denoted by (X, Y)¥. Recall that (X, Y)¥ is defined as
the dual K-predictable projection of the covariation process [X, Y], that is, (X,Y)¥ := [X,y]PK.
The cadlag, bounded F-supermartingale Z given by

Zt = ]P)(T > t|ft) = O’F(H[O,T[)t

is called the Azéma supermartingale (see Azéma [4]) of the random time 7. Note that since 7 is
assumed to be finite, we have that Z, := lim;_,o, Z; = 0. The process Z admits a unique Doob-
Meyer decomposition Z = p — AP where i is an F-martingale and AP is an F-predictable, increasing
process. Specifically, AP is the dual F-predictable projection of the process H, that is, A? = HPF,
whereas the positive F-martingale p is given by the equality pu: = E(AL | F¢). It is well known (see,
e.g., Jeulin [17, p. 64]) that for any bounded, G-predictable process U, the process (by convention,

we denote f; = f]s 1)
' tAT U
U.H; — / —= dA? (2.1)
0o Zs—
is a uniformly integrable G-martingale. In particular, the process M (™) given by
tAT Ap
MO, - / Ay (2.2)

is a uniformly integrable G-martingale. Also, it is worth noting that

tAT U t
U.H, — / * dAP = / Us dM(.
0 Z 0

s—

We shall also use the optional decomposition Z = m — A° where A° := HF is the dual F-optional
projection of H and the positive F-martingale m is given by m; := E(A2 | F;). Since 7 is strictly
positive, we have that pup = mo = 1. In the special case where 7 avoids all F-stopping times, that
is, P(7 = o) = 0 for any F-stopping time o, the equality A? = A° holds and thus also pu = m.

Although most existing results regarding the G-semimartingale decomposition of an F-martingale
are formulated in terms of the Azéma supermartingale Z, it is also possible to use for this purpose
the supermartingale Z, which is given by

Zy =P(r > t| F) =T (1),

Note that the Azéma supermartingale Z is a cadlag process, but the supermartingale Z fails to be
cadlag, in general. It is also worth mentioning (see Jeulin and Yor [18, p. 79]) that Z = m — H>" =

m — A° and thus Z = Z_ + Am.

It is known that the processes Z and Z_ = Z_ do not vanish before . Specifically, the random
sets {Z =0} and {Z_ =0} = {Z_ = 0} are disjoint from ]0, 7], so that the set {Z = 0} is disjoint
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from ]0, 7[. Moreover, the sets {Z = 0}, {Z = 0} and {Z_ = 0} = {Z_ = 0} are known to have the
same début, which is the F-predictable stopping time R given by

R:=inf{t>0:%, =0y =inf{t>0:2_ =0y =inf{t>0:Z_ =0}

where the middle equality holds since Z is a non-negative, cadlag supermartingale and the last one
is obvious.

For the reader’s convenience, we first recall some results on progressive enlargement of a generic
filtration IF and an arbitrary random time 7. As was already mentioned, no general result furnishing
a G-semimartingale decomposition after 7 of an F-martingale is available in the existing literature,
although such results were established for particular classes of random times, such as: the honest
times (see Jeulin and Yor [19]), the random times satisfying the density hypothesis (see Jeanblanc
and Le Cam [12]), as well as for some classes of random times obtained through various extensions
of the so-called Cozx construction of a random time (see, e.g., [9, 13, 14, 21, 22, 25]). In this work,
we will focus on decomposition results for F-martingales stopped at 7 and thus we first quote some
classical results regarding this case. For part (i) in Proposition 2.1, the reader is referred to Jeulin
[17, Proposition 4.16]; the second part is borrowed from Jeulin and Yor [18, Théoréme 1, pp. 87-88]).

Proposition 2.1. (i) For any F-local martingale X, the process

R AT 1
X = Xipr — / Z d(X,m)¥ (2.3)
0 s—

is a G-local martingale (stopped at T).
(i) For any F-local martingale X, the process

tAT
_ 1 _
Xt = Xipr — / Lz <ny5— (d(X, s +dJ,) (2.4)
0 S—

where J := (HAXT)p’]F, is a G-local martingale (stopped at T).

By comparing parts (i) and (ii) in Proposition 2.1, we obtain the following well known result,
which will be used in the proof of the main result of this note (see Theorem 4.1).

Corollary 2.1. The following equality holds for any F-local martingale X
tAT 1 B tAT 1 P
dJs = d(X,m — : 2.5
/0 ng /0 ng < m M)S ( )

Proof. For the sake of completeness, we provide the proof of the corollary. We note that the

processes
AT 1 P
d(X
| 7 aem

AT 1 _
/ 11{23,<1}Z— (d(X, s + dJy)
0 s—

are G-predictable. Hence equations (2.3) and (2.4) yield two Doob-Meyer decompositions of the
special G-semi-martingale X.»r. The uniqueness of the Doob-Meyer decomposition leads to the
equality X = X, and thus also to

and

tAT 1

tAT 1 _
0:/ II‘{ZS—<1}Z— (d<X,,U,>E‘+dJS) */ 7 d<X,m>IE
0 s— 0 S—

tAT 1 tAT B
= / 7 (d<Xa M= m>]£ + dJS) B / H{Zs—:l} (d<X7 /L>]£ + dJS)
0 s— 0

tAT 1
| 7 @t mpt s
0 s—

where the last equality follows from Lemme 4(b) in Jeulin and Yor [18]. We conclude that (2.5) is
valid. O
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3 The PRP under the Immersion Hypothesis

Let us introduce the following notation for the class of G-martingales studied in this work
M(G,7) = {Yth =E(h, |G): h € HO(F,7)}

where H°(F,7) := {h : h is an F-optional process and E|h,| < oc}. Note that M(G, ) is in fact
the set of all G-martingales stopped at 7. We denote by HP(FF, ) the set of all processes h from
He(FF, 7) that are F-predictable, rather than merely F-optional.

Our main question reads as follows: under which assumptions any process Y from the class
M(G, 7) admits an integral representation with respect to some “fundamental” G-martingales?

Of course, a part of the problem is a judicious specification of the fundamental G-martingales,
which will serve as integrators in the representation results. Our goal is to characterize the dynamics
of the processes Y € M(G, 7) and to obtain sufficient conditions for the PRP to hold in the filtration
G with respect to the G-martingale M(7) given by equation (2.2) and some auxiliary F- (or G-)
martingales. Of course, the choice of these martingales depend on the set-up at hand. Somewhat
surprisingly, it is not easy to obtain the dynamics of Y" by direct computations in a general set-
up and thus we will first focus on the case when the immersion property holds. Recall that the
immersion property between F and G, which is also known as the hypothesis (H), means that any F-
local martingale is a G-local martingale. Specifically, in Section 3.1 we will work under Assumption
3.1 and we will assume that F is an arbitrary filtration. Next, in Section 3.2, we will examine some
examples of representation theorems when the immersion holds for the filtration generated by a
Poisson process and the Azéma supermartingale is either an F-predictable process, or merely an
F-optional process.

In Section 3.1, we will work under the following assumption.

Assumption 3.1. We postulate that the process h belongs to H°(F, 7), the random time 7 is such
that the filtration [F is immersed in its progressive enlargement G, and the Azéma supermartingale
7 is decreasing and F-predictable, so that Z =1 — AP.

If the filtration F is immersed in G, then Z is a decreasing process. It is also known (see
Lemma 6.3 in Nikeghbali [24]) that if 7 avoids F-stopping times (respectively, if all F-martingales
are continuous), then the process A° = AP is continuous (respectively, the process A° is F-predictable
and thus A° = AP).

Proposition 3.1. If either (i) the process h belongs to HP(F,T) or (i) Assumption 8.1 holds, then
the G-martingale Y" satisfies

1 o0
Y;h =lr<pyhr + ]l{t<,,-}Z E(/ hs dAY
t

XM= IE</ hs dAP
t

and p" stands for the following uniformly integrable F-martingale

ph = IE</ hs dAP
0

Proof. Under assumption (i), equality (3.2) was established in Elliott et al. [8]. They first show
that (see Lemma 3.1 in [8]) for an F-optional process h we have

]-'t) = Hih, + (1 — H)XM(Z) ™! (3.1)

where we denote

t
ft) =y - / he dA? (3:2)
0

ft). (3.3)

1
V' =Lirsnhe + Liery 5 E(heLary | ). (3.4)
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Next, in Section 3.4, they show that the properties of the dual F-predictable projection imply that

E(helpiary | F2) :E(/ hg dA? ]-'t). (3.5)
t

for any process h € HP(F, 7). By combining (3.4) with (3.5), we obtain (3.1).

In the second part of the proof, we suppose that Assumption 3.1 is satisfied. We claim that
HoF = oF = AP. Indeed, under hypothesis (H), 7 is a pseudo-stopping time and thus, by
Theorem 1 in [25], the equality H* = >FH holds. Moreover, by our assumption

Z="F1-H)=1-°FH=1- AP,

so that the equality “FH = AP is valid as well. Using the properties of the dual F-optional projection
and the equality H" = AP, we obtain, for any process h € H°(F,7),

E(hgery | Fi) IE</ hi ng£‘3> IE</ hs dA?
t t

By combining the last equality with (3.4), we conclude once again that (3.1) holds. O

]-‘t>. (3.6)

Remark 3.1. Let us observe that if Z = 1 — AP (without assuming that the immersion property
holds), then the equality H?F = PF [ is valid. Indeed, it is well known that the equality PF(*FX) =
PFX holds for any bounded measurable process (see property (1.26) on p. 14 in Jacod [11]). From
the equality Z =1 — AP, we obtain ®FH = AP, and thus

p,]F(o,]FH) _ p’]F(Ap> — AP — Hp’]F

where the second equality is obvious, since AP is an F-predictable process. We conclude that under
Assumption 3.1, all four projections of H are identical (as classes of equivalences of measurable
stochastic processes), that is,

O’]FH _ HO’]F _ Hp,]F _ p,]FH.

It is well known that the immersion property implies that P(7 > t|F;) = P(7 > t| Foo) for all
t € Ry. Therefore, under immersion, the Azéma supermartingale Z is an F-adapted, decreasing
process and, obviously, the F-martingale 4/ is also a G-martingale. Let us mention that if Z is an
F-predictable, decreasing process, then it is not necessarily true that the immersion property holds.
In fact, it was shown by Nikeghbali and Yor [25] (see Theorem 1 therein) that, if all F-martingales
are continuous, then the property that Z is an F-predictable, decreasing process is equivalent to
the property that 7 is an F-pseudo-stopping time (the latter property is weaker that the immersion
property between F and G). Finally, it was recently shown by Aksamit and Li [3] that Z is caglad
and decreasing if and only if 7 is an F-pseudo-stopping time.

3.1 The PRP for the Enlargement of a General Filtration

In this subsection, we work with a general right-continuous and P-completed filtration F and we
search for an integral representation of Y in terms of the G-martingales M (™) and p", which are
given by equations (2.2) and (3.3), respectively. We start by noting that for any cadlag F-adapted
process U, the jump AU = U — U_ process is a thin process, i.e., there exists a sequence of F-
stopping times S,, such that {AU # 0} C (J,,[Sn] (see Definition 7.39 in [10]). As a consequence, if
7 is a finite variation process then

t XM\ dz, XM\ AZ,
/0A<ZS>ZS_ZA<ZS)ZS_’ Vte Ry, (3.7)

0<s<t

for an arbitrary process h from the class H°(F,7) and the associated F-martingale " given by
equation (3.3) and the process X" given by (3.2).

We are in a position to prove the following result yielding an integral representation for any
process Y from M(G, 7).
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Proposition 3.2. If Assumption 3.1 holds, then Y" € M(G, ) admits the following representation

1—H,_
T (3.8)

X} .
dnhz(h,——L)dwd>+- Z
t—

Zy

Proof. Since Z = 1— AP, it is clear that dZ; = —dAY. If we denote Y = Y" and X = X", then the
It6 formula yields

X\ X, X,
Y, = H 1—-H_ — | ——=—dH— A | —= | AH,
o= bl + (- Ho)d () - g -8 (Z) ot

B X X, X,
(mA&_>Mﬂ+0,lﬂ)d<%>zﬁ<&>AHt

and thus, since y =0,

X, 1 1 1 1 1
dl =— | = =— dX X | ———dZ — AZ Al = AX;A | — ).
(Zt) Zy— A < VA “LZt{ ot <Zt>)jL ' (Zt)

From equation (3.2), we have dX; = dul' — h; dA} and thus, using dZ; = —dA?},

1 X, 1, X,_\ dA!
—dXy — ——dZ; = —d h — —— | =—
th t Zt2, t th My ( t Zt, ) Zt )
which leads to
X, o 1—H,_
Ay, = (he — 2= ) aM” + —= apl + dL, (3.9)
7 7

where

% (z)+2x2(2))-2(Z)
dly = (1—Hi- )| 5 AZt+ Xi- A | = | +AXA | = ) | A | == | AH
= t )(ZtQ t t 7 t 7 7 t

o () - (B)an

Zi) Zi Z

X,\ [ dZ X, X, )
=—(1—-H,_))A [ = — )| —-A| = )dH, = —-A | = | dM
( =) (Zt) (Zt) (Zt)d ! (Zt)d ‘

where the penultimate equality follows from (3.7) and the last one holds since dZ; = —dAY. The
asserted equality (3.8) now easily follows from (3.9). O

It is not obvious that the first term in the right-hand side of (3.8) is a G-martingale, since
the integrand is not necessarily G-predictable. However, this is indeed true, since Y is a G-
martingale, the integrand in the second term in right-hand side of (3.8) is G-predictable and, due
to the immersion property, the F-martingale ;" is also a G-martingale.

Remark 3.2. Assume that Z is decreasing, but not necessarily F-predictable, so that Z = u — AP,
where the F-martingale p is of finite variation (for an explicit example, see Lemma 3.2 below). A
slight modification of the proof of Proposition 3.2 yields

—H,_
7

Xt

1 1— H, )X}
dﬁl<m7)wwﬂ+ d-H)
t

dul — L duy. 1
l’[’t Zt Zt_ 1227 (3 0)

It is unclear, however, whether the first and the last terms in the right-hand side of (3.10) are
G-martingales, even though it is obvious that their sum is a G-martingale.

In the proof of the next result, we will need the following elementary lemma in which we implicitly
assume that the integrals are well defined.
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Lemma 3.1. Let Assumption 3.1 be valid. If V' is a process of finite variation

t
/ Aptdv, =0, VteR,, (3.11)
0

t Xh tZ7 Xh
he— 25 Vave= [ 2= (ho— 25=) av.. VieR,.
fo(omZ) v [ () e ey

Proof. We write Y = Y" and X = X". Noting that

then

AX; = Apl — i AAY = Aph + i AZ,

and using (3.11), we obtain

Xt Xt— Xt
- — Vi = —— A= V
(ht t) d t (ht 2 ( 2 )) d t

_ <h,t - Xt, (th + A‘U,? + h,tAZt)th — XtZt) d‘/t

Ly Iy Ty
htZtth — (Xt, + htAZt)Zt,
= dVi
AV
Ly X
=—|hi——=— ) d
Zt < t Zt_ > ‘/t;
which is the desired equality. a

By combining Proposition 3.2 with Lemma 3.1, we obtain the following result yielding an alter-
native representation for martingales from the class M(G, 7).

Corollary 3.1. Let Assumption 3.1 be valid. If
t
/ AplaM(™ =0, VteRy, (3.12)
0

then Y™ € M(G, 1) admits the following representation

Ty X o 1—He
M= Ry (’“ - z—) AMT) o = (3.13)

Proof. From Proposition 3.2, we know that (3.8) is valid. If, in addition, condition (3.12) is satisfied
then, using Lemma 3.1, we obtain

Xp vy L X[ v L X/ (r)
(ht - Z) a7 = = (b= 55 ) aM(? = T (- 5 ) ang

since M (™) is a process of finite variation and Z, = Z,_ + AZ, = Z;_ — AA?. Hence representations
(3.8) and (3.13) of Y" are equivalent under the present assumptions. O

Remark 3.3. In view of (2.2), to establish (3.12), it suffices to show that

t t
/AquAf;:O:/ ApltdH,, YteR,. (3.14)
0 0

In fact, the first equality is true if the filtration F is quasi-left-continuous and the second one is
satisfied under the avoidance property. It is also obvious that both equalities are satisfied when all
F-martingales are continuous.
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Let us now assume, in addition, that there exists a d-dimensional F-martingale M, which has
the predictable representation property with respect to the filtration F. The following result, which
is an immediate consequence of Proposition 3.2, shows that the (d + 1)-dimensional G-martingale
(M7 M) generates any G-martingale stopped at time 7 of the form E(h, |G;) for some process
h e Ho(F, ).

Proposition 3.3. Let Assumption 3.1 be valid. If an F-martingale M has the PRP with respect to
F, then Y" € M(G,7) admits the following representation

1—-H—

7 o dM, (3.15)

Xh
vy} = <ht = —t) aM;” +
Z

for some F-predictable process ¢". If, in addition, condition (3.12) holds then also

Zy_ X/ 1—H,_
Ay} = 7 - T <ht - Z::) am” + T_t o dM,. (3.16)
Remark 3.4. Let us note that this framework was studied by Kusuoka [20] under the additional
assumption that the filtration F is generated by a Brownian motion. Note that if F is a Brownian
filtration, then all F-martingales (in particular, the martingale u* defined by (3.3)) are continuous,
so that condition (3.12) is trivially satisfied and thus Proposition 3.3 is valid when M = W is a
Brownian motion.

Remark 3.5. It is also worth stressing that Proposition 3.3 is not covered by the recent results of
Jeanblanc and Song [15], where the authors prove that if the hypothesis (H’) holds between F and
G and the PRP for the filtration F is valid with respect to an F-martingale M, then the following
conditions are equivalent:*

(i) M, € F,_ and the immersion property between F and G holds,

(ii) the PRP with respect to M and M (™) holds and the equality G, = G,_ is satisfied.

For an example of the set-up when the immersion property between F and G holds and the property
that M, is F,_-measurable is not valid, see the case of the filtration F generated by a Poisson
process, which is examined in Section 3.2.

3.2 The PRP for the Enlargement of the Poisson Filtration

Let N be a standard Poisson process with the sequence of jump times denoted as (7,)52; and
the constant intensity A\. We take F to be the filtration generated by the Poisson process N and
we assume, as usual, that Foo € G. We now denote by M; := N; — At the compensated Poisson
process, which is an F-martingale. From the well known predictable representation property of the
compensated Poisson process (see, for instance, Proposition 8.3.5.1 in [16]), the F-martingales p and
p" admit the integral representations

t t
pe=1+ [ odnt b =uf+ [ ohan, (3.17)
0 0

for some F-predictable processes ¢ and ¢”".

Remark 3.6. Observe that condition (3.12) is satisfied when the filtration F is generated by a
Poisson process NV and the random time 7 is independent of [F, so that the immersion property holds
and the Azéma supermartingale Z is a decreasing, deterministic function (hence an F-predictable
process). Indeed, from (3.17), we deduce that

{Ap" #0} Cc {AM > 0} = {AN > 0}. (3.18)
Moreover,
t t
/ AN, dZ, = Z AN,AZ, =0 :/ AN, dH,, VteR,, (3.19)
0 0<s<t 0

1Recall that F,_ is the o-field generated by F-predictable processes stopped at 7.
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where the second equality holds since the jumps of Z occur at deterministic times. The last equality
follows from the fact that fg AN, dH, is non-negative and that, due to the independence of N and
7, we have

E (/OOO AN, st) =E(AN,) = /OOOIP(ANt =1)dP(r < t) =0.

In the remaining part of this section, we work under the following postulate.

Assumption 3.2. The probability space (2, G,F,P) supports a random variable © with the unit
exponential distribution and such that © is independent of the filtration F generated by the Poisson
process N. The random time 7 is given through the Cox construction, that is, by the formula

T=inf{t e Ry: Ay > O} (3.20)
where A is an F-adapted, increasing process such that Ag = 0 and Ay := limy_,0 Ay = 00.

Under Assumption 3.2, the immersion property holds for the filtrations F and G. Furthermore,
the Azéma supermartingale Z equals Z; = P(7 > t|F;) = e ™ and thus it is a decreasing and an
F-adapted (but not necessarily F-predictable), process. It is also worth noting that it may happen,
for instance, that {AH > 0} C {AN > 0} (see equation (3.21)), so that the validity of the second
equality in (3.14) is not ensured, in general.

3.2.1 Predictable Azéma’s Supermartingale

Let us first consider the situation where the process A in Assumption 3.2 is F-predictable. Then
we have the following corollary to Proposition 3.3, which covers, in particular, the case where 7 is
independent of N (see Remark 3.6).

Corollary 3.2. Let Assumption 3.2 be valid with an F-predictable process A. Then for any process
Y™ € M(G,7) representations (3.15) and (3.16) hold with M; = Ny — At.

Proof. Under the present assumptions, the immersion property holds and the Azéma supermartin-
gale Z is decreasing and F-predictable, so that Z = 1 — AP. It thus suffices to show that condition
(3.12) holds for the F-martingale p. Note that as Poisson filtration is quasi-left-continuous, the
martingale ;" can only jump at totally inaccessible times. Since Z is predictable, the processes
and Z cannot jump together and thus the first equality in (3.14) holds.

It remains to show that the second equality in (3.14) holds for all t € R;. We observe that

E(/ ANsdHS):/ P(AN, =1|0 =) dP(© < ) =0
0 0

where the last equality holds since, for any fixed 6, the random time 7 is F-predictable and the jump
times of the Poisson process are F-totally inaccessible. Since fooo AN, dH; is non-negative and (3.18)

is valid, we conclude that the equality fg AphdHg = 0 is satisfied for all + € Ry. The statement
now follows from Proposition 3.3. O

3.2.2 Non-Predictable Azéma Supermartingale

We continue the study of the Poisson filtration and the Cox construction of a random time, but we
no longer assume that the Azéma supermartingale of 7 is F-predictable. Hence condition (3.12) is
not satisfied, in general, and thus Corollary 3.2 no longer applies. Despite the fact that we will still
postulate the immersion property between F and G, it seems to us that a general representation
result is rather hard to establish. Therefore, we postpone an attempt to derive a general result to
the foregoing section, where we will work without postulating the immersion property.

Our immediate goal is merely to show that explicit representations are still available when the
Azéma supermartingale Z is not F-predictable, at least for some particular martingales from the
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class M(G, 7). In contrast to the preceding subsection, these representations are derived by means of
direct computations, rather than through an application of the predictable representation property
of the compensated Poisson process. Hence we will be able to compute explicitly the integrand ¢"
arising in suitable variants of representation (3.15). For the sake of concreteness, we also specialize
Assumption 3.2 by postulating that A = N.

Assumption 3.3. The probability space (2, G,F,P) supports a random variable © with the unit
exponential distribution and such that © is independent of the filtration F generated by the Poisson
process N. The random time 7 is given by the formula

T=inf{t € Ry: N, > O}. (3.21)

Under Assumption 3.3, the Azéma supermartingale equals Z; = e~™¢ for all ¢ € R, and thus it
is decreasing, but not F-predictable. As in the preceding subsection, the filtration F is immersed in
G and thus the compensated Poisson F-martingale M is also a G-martingale. It is crucial to observe
that the inclusion [7] C U,[T),] holds, meaning that a jump of the process H may only occur when
the Poisson process N has a jump, that is, {AH > 0} C {AN > 0}. We first compute explicitly the
Doob-Meyer decomposition of Z and we show that the compensator of H is continuous.

Lemma 3.2. Let Z = e Y where N is the Poisson process. Then the following assertions hold:
(i) Z admits the Doob-Meyer decomposition Z = i — AP where

t t
e =1 f/ ye NemdM,, AP = / yAe N ds (3.22)
0 0

andvzl—%>0;
(ii) the process Mt(T) = Hy =yt AT) is a G-martingale and thus the random time T given by (3.21)
is a totally inaccessible G-stopping time.

Proof. The proof of part (i) is elementary, since it relies on the standard Stieltjes integration and thus
is is omitted. For the second part, the G-martingale property of the process M (™) is a consequence
of (2.2), and the fact that 7 is a totally inaccessible follows from the continuity of the compensator
AP of H. |

Recall that the process X" is defined by (3.2) and note that, due to the form of AP,
{AM™) >0} = {AH > 0} ¢ {AN >0} = {AM > 0}. (3.23)

It is also worth stressing that here the equality M, = M,_ is not satisfied (see Remark 3.5). The
following result shows that when F is the Poisson filtration, the immersion property holds, but the
Azéma supermartingale Z is not F-predictable, then an extension of Proposition 3.3 is still feasible
in some circumstances.

Proposition 3.4. Let Assumption 3.3 be valid. Consider the G-martingale Y" € M(G,T) where
the process h € HP(F,T) is given by hy = h(N;_) for some Borel function h : R — R. Then Y"
admits the following representation

AV} = (hy — h(Ni— + 1)) dM” + (1 — Hy_) (B(Ny— + 1) — h(N;_)) dM; (3.24)
or, equivalently,
A = (b = h(N,-)) M7 + (1 — Hy_) (A(No— + 1) — h(N,—)) dM) (3.25)

where the processes Mt(T) = Hy — YA\t A T) and Mt(T) = M; — Mt(T) are orthogonal G-martingales
and the function h is given by (3.28)
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Proof. We write X = X" and Y = Y". In view of Lemma 3.2 and equation (3.1), we have

Y; :/Ot hsdH, + (1 —Ht)ZitE (/tooy)\hseNS ds‘]-'t). (3.26)
Using the independence of increments of the Poisson process N, we obtain
X,=E (/OO YAR(N)e N ds ‘ ]-'t) = h(Ny)e Nt = h(Ny) Zy (3.27)
t
where
h(z):=E (/OOO YAR(Ng + z)e N ds) . (3.28)

Equations (3.26)—(3.27) yield
t ~
0

and thus, since {AH > 0} C {AN > 0},

dY; = (hy — h(N;—)) dH, + (1 — Hy—) dh(Ny) — AH AR(Ny)
= (he — R(N;—)) dH; + (1 — Hy—) (R(Ne— + 1) — h(Ne—)) dNy — (A(Ny— + 1) — h(N;_)) dH;

= (he = A(Ny— + 1)) dHy + (1 — Hy— ) (R(Ny— + 1) — h(N;—)) dNy.
Consequently,

dY; = (hy — h(Ne— +1)) dM7” + (1 — Hy_) (B(N;— + 1) — h(N;_)) dM;

+ (1= H)Xy(h(N;—) = h(Ny— + 1)) dt + (1 — HOA(h(Ni— + 1) — h(N;_)) dt.

To complete the proof, it suffices to show that the following equality is satisfied for all x > 0

yh(z) + (1 —y)h(zx + 1) — h(xz) = 0. (3.29)

To establish (3.29), we first observe that

hz+1)=E (/ YAR(Ng + 2 4+ 1)e N ds) =eE (/ YAR(N, + z + 1)e”Net1) ds) .
0 0

If we denote by T; the moment of the first jump of N, then we obtain

h(z)=E (/OOO h(Ns + x)e™Ne ds) = E(/OTI YR () ds) +E (/TOO YAR(N; + z)e~ Ve ds)

=~h(z)+E (/Oo (N, 42t 1)e,(NSJrl) ds)
0
= vh(z) + e*lﬁ(x +1) = vh(z) + (1 - 7)%@ +1).

We conclude that (3.29) holds and thus the proof of (3.24) is completed. Representation (3.25) is
an easy consequence of equation (3.24) and thus we omit the details. Let us finally observe that the
orthogonality of M(™) and M (™) follows from the fact that M (") and N are pure jump martingales
with jumps of size 1. O

Remark 3.7. Proposition 3.4 will be revisited in Section 4.2 (see Example 4.1), where we will
re-derive representation (3.25) using the general representation formula.
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4 The PRP Beyond the Immersion Hypothesis

In this section, we work with the filtration F generated by a Poisson process N, but we no longer
postulate that the immersion property between F and G holds. Recall that the equality Z = u— AP
is the Doob-Meyer decomposition of the Azéma supermartingale Z associated with a random time
7. It is worth noting that the Azéma supermartingale of any random time 7 is necessarily a process
of finite variation when the filtration F is generated by a Poisson process.

We argue that the main difficulty in establishing the PRP for a progressive enlargement is due
to the fact that the jumps of F-martingales may overlap with the jump of the process H. It appears
that even when the filtration F is generated by a Poisson process N, the validity of the PRP for the
progressive enlargement of F with a random time 7 is a challenging problem for the part after 7 if
no additional assumptions are made.

Since the inclusion {AH > 0} C {AN > 0} may fail to hold, in general, it is hard to control a
possible overlap of jumps of processes N and H when the only information about the F-conditional
distribution of the random time 7 is its Azéma supermartingale Z. Nevertheless, in the main result
of this section (Theorem 4.1) we offer a general representation formula for a G-martingale stopped
at 7. It is fair to acknowledge that we need to introduce for this purpose an additional martingale
to compensate for a potential mismatch of jumps of H and N. Subsequently, we illustrate our
general result by considering some special cases. We conclude this note by emphasizing the role of
the optional stochastic integral in our general representation result and by obtaining in Corollary
4.1 an equivalent representation of Y" in terms of the optional and predictable stochastic integrals.

Remark 4.1. From part (i) in Proposition 2.1, we deduce that the compensated martingale M; :=
N; — Mt stopped at 7 admits the following semimartingale decomposition with respect to G

o tAT d M, m F
M; = Mypr — / % (4.1)
0 s—

Note that the compensated Poisson process M; = N; — At is an F-adapted (hence also G-adapted)
process of finite variation, so that it is manifestly a G-semimartingale for any choice of a random time
7. Consequently, due to the PRP of the compensated Poisson process with respect to its natural
filtration, no additional assumptions regarding the random time 7 are needed to ensure that the
hypothesis (H’) is satisfied, that is, any F-martingale is always a G-semimartingale.

4.1 Main Result

We are in a position to prove the main result of this note. It should be stressed that the G-martingales
M) and M in the statement of the following Theorem 4.1 are universal, in the sense that they do
not depend on the choice of the process h € HP(IF, ) (see equations (2.2) and (4.1)). By contrast,
the G-martingale M h which is defined by (4.3), is clearly dependent on h. In the next subsection,
we present some special cases of representation established in Theorem 4.1 in which the process M"
does not appear, despite the fact that they are valid for any process h € H°(F, 7).

In the statement of Theorem 4.1, we will use the following lemma, which extends a result quoted
in Jeulin [17] (see Remark 4.5 therein or equation (2.1) with U = 1). Note that equation (2.2) can
be obtained as a special case of (4.2) by setting £ = k = 1.

Lemma 4.1. Let the process B be given by the formula B = {H where £ is an integrable and
G,-measurable random variable. Then the process M, which is given by the equality

t

~ 1—Hs_

M; = B; — / ———=dBrt, (4.2)
0 Zs—

is a purely discontinuous G-martingale stopped at T. Moreover, the dual F-predictable projection of B

satisfies Bf’F = fot ks dAY where K is an F-predictable process such that the equality k. = E(£ | Fr)
holds.
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Proof. Let the process B be given by B = £H, where the integrable random variable £ is G-
measurable, and let BPF be its dual F-predictable projection. On the one hand, we have, for any
u >,

E(Bu — Bt |Gt) = E(€1{u>r>01 | Gt) = Lirsy(Z0) T E(€Lfuzr>ny | Ft)
= 1oy (Z) P E(BYT - BPT | F).

On the other hand, we obtain

u 1 - H B UNT 1
E -~ s gpeF ’ —E(1 ABPF ’
</t Zs— ’ gt) < tr=n /t Ze— ° v
~1 gl /W ! dB”’F‘]-'
= L{r>t} Zt {r>t} \ ng s t] -

We define the F-predictable process A by setting A; = fg Zs% dBPF. Then we obtain

UNT
E(1 dBr F
< {r>t} /t Zs— >

T
II‘{T>U} + ﬂ{u>7’>t} / 7 ngJF ‘ -Ft)

=
E( dBf”IF // —— dBPF AP )
(s
e

=E

/t(A — A dAP ]-')
)

where the last equality is a consequence of the following elementary computation

/ (A — Ay) dZ,

t

E(BLF — BIY | F)

Zu(Ay — Ay) — / (As — Ay) dZs = Zy(Ny — Ay) + Ae(Zo — Z4) — / Ay dZ,
t t
= Zulhy — M Zs — N Zu + Mo 21 + / Zo_dA, = BOF — pPF,
t

That completes the proof of the first statement in Lemma 4.1. For the second statement, we note
that, from the definition of the o-algebra F,._, the equality E(§|F,-) = K, holds for some F-
predictable process k. Hence for any bounded, F-predictable process X, we obtain (note that X is
Fr_-measurable)

E (/OOO X, dBf;iF) =F </OO X, dBS) =F (/OO £X, dHS) = E(¢X,) = B(X,E(¢ | Fr))
= E(X,k,) = (/ andH) (/OOOXSHSCZAE),

since AP = HPF. We conclude that Bf’F = fg ks dAP for all t € R,. O

The following theorem establishes the integral representation with predictable integrands for an
arbitrary G-martingale Y" associated with a process h from the class H?(F, 7).

Theorem 4.1. If the process h belongs to the class HP(F,7), then the G-martingale Y" stopped at
T admits the following predictable representation

YA Xth) () 1—H,;_ ( ) 1 —~
vy =—=""=__|(h am;” + ——— dM, + ———— dM]
P (o) i+ g (e - g ) e g it
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where the F-predictable processes ¢ and ¢" are given by (3.17) and the G-martingale Mh equals

~ f1-H,_
M} .= B} /0 TdBQ%IF (4.3)
whnere = and the r-measuraoble ranaom variaole s grven 0y
here B" := ¢"H and the G bl d jable " is given b
Xh
€h = Aps 7 - A:uﬁ (44)

Proof. As usual, we write X = X" and Y = Y". By proceeding as in the proof of Proposition 3.2
and recalling that dZ; = du, — dAY, we obtain

X, o 1-H,_ X, X,\ AZ X
4y, = (ht—f) M >+Tt (du?—fdut) —(1— H;)A (75) 7 t —A(Z’;) AH,.

Recall that AZ; = Apy — AAY and AX; = Aul — hyAAY. Moreover, the F-martingales 1 and p”
satisfy (3.17), so that {Ap # 0} € {AN > 0} and {Ap" # 0} € {AN > 0}. Since the process AP
is F-predictable and the jump times of IV are F-totally inaccessible, we obtain

A AAY = AphAAP = 0.

Therefore,

A <Xt> thAXt — Xt,AZt thA‘U,? — thA’U,t (h Xt) AA?
- | = - t
(

7.7, T (Zi- + 02 T 7 ) (Zm — AAD)

Z
and thus also

A (Xt) AZy  ZApf — Xy Apy Apy n ( Xy ) AAY dAy
(

Zt h, — 212 -t
Z Y2 ) (Zee — AADY Z,_

Zie (T A d) - Zy

Consequently, using the definition of M (™), we obtain

X AAY ) &
dYy = hy — — 1+ ——— | dM ——dH,
t <t Zt_><+Zt_—AAf t +Zt—+¢t t
1— Ht, h th A’U,t h A’U,t Xt, )
4+ —duy — —dpyy — ———Ap + ———— A
Zi < S S A ¢ M7 1 Ly e

Let us set

t
Xs
U :/0 Z. d,us - Mwlfl

so that A, U = ¢". By applying Corollary 2.1 to the F-local martingale U, we obtain

1 - Ht, h p,F 1 — Ht, F
Ty (5 )t Zi <U,m ,U>t
1-H, [ Xy X
- Zy <Zt— dip m>]};‘ 7 diu, M>]f - d<'uh7 m>]};‘ + d<,uha Hﬁb‘)
and thus
2y Xt () 1 ~,  1—H_
dYy= —"—F—= | h — =— |dM,;"" + =— dM;' + —— dK 4.5
K Zt— — AA? ( t Zt— ) t Zt— + th t Zt— + ¢t t ( )
where
= 1
AR = (2 + 00) dule — ) = gyl + 1)
1-Hy X . ) .
+ (—Z_+ dpy + d{p, m)f + (Ape)? — d{p, )
Zy (Zy— + 1) Zy— (Zi— + ) dpse + dlp, m)y + (Apie) (1 1)

= Z—L ((Zt— + (bt)qﬁ? dM; — (b? d<M, m)]f — d[u, 'uh]t + d<,uh7u>]f)
X

= 25 ((Ze- + 00)on AMy — 60 (M, m)f = dlps, s + (Y )
t—
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since, in view of (3.17), we have d(AusAul) = d[u, u"); and d(Aus)? = dp, p];. To obtain the
asserted formula from equation (4.5), it remains to show that

dK, = <¢>t ¢>t )th

where M is given by (4.2). Using again (3.17), we get

dlp, p") — d{u”, @ = @l gy dMy,  dlp, ]y — d{p, p)k = ¢F dM,,

so that finally

dK; = Zi, ((Zt— + ¢u) @) dMy — ¢ d(M,m)] — ¢} by th)

)Z(é_ ((th + ¢)pr dpe — by A(M,m)y — ¢} th)

<¢>t T >th,

which is the desired equality. Hence the proof of the proposition is completed. O

Remark 4.2. Let us set Hi = [, AN,dH, and o = inf {t > 0: H = 1} so that H; = 1{,<; and
the jump times of the process H — H* are disjoint from the sequence T,,. The G-adapted, increasing
process H* stopped at 7 admits a G-predictable compensator and thus there exists an F-predictable,

increasing process A* such that the process M, := H; — A}, is a G-martingale stopped at 7. Since
{Ap" #0} € {AN >0} and {Au # 0} C {AN > 0}, it is clear that

h

T—

h X — h X7}'L— * *
A/LT - AMT 7 dH; = AMT - AMT 7 dHt = ¢’t ¢t dH

and thus

dM] = dB, — ——'=

¢ Yz
Unfortunately, an explicit formula for the G-compensator A* is not available, in general. However,
this argument formally gives the PRP for the triplet (M (") M M*) of G-martingales, meaning that
any process Y" € M(G,7) can be represented as follows

1— H,_ X!
t dBéL’p’]F — (¢t ¢t ) dM*

Zt— Xh ( ) - Ht— _
ayp = —2— _ (h dM + ———— dM; + dM;).
b Z_ — AAP ( " Z ) Zt, + b o - ¢t Zt, (dM, + dM7)

It is worth stressing that none of the processes M (™), ]/W\, M* depends on h.

4.2 Variants of the Predictable Representation Formula

We present here some special cases of the integral representation for the process Y", which can be
deduced from Theorem 4.1.

(i) Suppose first that 7 is independent of the natural filtration F of a Poisson process N. Then
ANAH = 0 and thus also Au? = Ap, = 0. Then the random variable ¢" given by (4.4) satisfies
&" =0, so that B" = 0 for any process h € H°(F, 7). Since p = 1, we have ¢ = 0 and thus for any
process Y € M(G, 7), we obtain

Zy_ X A 1—H, —
dy}r = m (ht 7 ) dM” + thﬁf dM,. (4.6)
- P - -

Due to the postulated independence of 7 and F, the Azéma supermartingale Z is a decreasing
deterministic function, so that it is F-predictable. Recall that this set-up was also covered by
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Corollary 3.2. As expected, representation (4.6) coincides with equation (3.16), since under the
present assumptions the equality M = M holds.

(ii) Let us now assume that a random time 7 avoids all F-stopping times, that is, P(7 = o) = 0 for
any F-stopping time 0. Then ANAH = 0 and thus B"* = 0 for any process h € H°(F, 7). Moreover,
the process AP in the Doob-Meyer decomposition of Z is known to be continuous. Therefore, any
process Y € M(G, 1) satisfies

X} 1— H,_ Xh —
dyh = (hy — 2= ) am ™ + 220 (b — g, 2= abd,. 4.
t < zt_> el G S e L (4.7)

Hence the multiplicity of the filtration G with respect to martingales stopped at 7 equals two, where
by the multiplicity of the filtration G, we mean here the minimal number of mutually orthogonal
martingales needed to represent all martingales stopped at 7 as stochastic integrals. For the concept
of multiplicity of a filtration, see Davis and Varaiya [7] and the survey paper by Davis [6] and the
references therein.

(iil) Under the assumption that the graph of the random time 7 is included in U, [T5,], that is, when
{AH >0} C {AN > 0}, we obtain

X XM
dBth = <AH§ - AMTZ—> dH; = <¢? - ¢tﬁ) dH;

and thus
1-H;_

M} = B} — —
t—

h.pF h Xth— (1)
dB, = | ¢; —qbt—Zt dM,"’.

Consequently, any process Y" € M(G, ) admits the following representation

Zy— X[ vy 1=H( [, X\ =
dyh=—=""_ ([ h — == )dM _— — pp—— | dM, 4.8
t th - AA? ( t th t + th +¢t ¢t ¢t th t ( )

where the G-martingales M (") and M® = M — M®™ are orthogonal. We thus see that the
multiplicity of the filtration G with respect to martingales stopped at 7 is equal to two.

Example 4.1. To illustrate part (iii), we will re-examine the set-up introduced in Section 3.2.2.
Recall that it was assumed in Section 3.2.2 that hy = h(N;_), Z; = e~ Nt and the immersion property
holds, so that the equality M = M holds. From (3.22) and the equality (see (3.27))

t t
= Xxp +/ hs dA? = h(N;)Z; f/ YAR(N,) Z ds
0 0
we deduce that the processes ¢ and ¢" appearing in (3.17) are given by

¢r = —ve M- = —7Z, ., ol = (1= Nh(Nee +1) — h(N,-)) Zi

where & is given by (3.28). By substituting these processes into (4.8), we obtain (recall that, from
Lemma 3.2, we have AAP =0)

Xh
Ay} = (ht —t) dM™

 Zi
+ ((11_% (((1 —Ph(New +1) = h(Ne-)) Zo— + ’YTl(Nt—)Zt—) d(M; — Mt(T))

= (he — h(N=)) dM” + (1 — Heo) (A(Nee + 1) — h(N,—)) db2”

where M) := M — M™ = M — M) =: M. This result coincides with representation (3.25),
which was previously established in Proposition 3.4 by means of more direct computations.
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4.3 Optional Representation Formula for the Poisson Filtration

In this final subsection, we make use of the optional stochastic integral, in order to derive an integral
representation for any process Y in terms of the G-martingales M (™) and M (see Corollary 4.1).
In essence, the idea of an optional stochastic integral is to extend the notion of the Itd stochastic
integral from predictable to optional integrands by ensuring that the integral of an optional integrand
with respect to a local martingale is uniquely defined and follows a local martingale. It is worth
noting that the optional stochastic integral was used in the recent paper of Aksamit et al. [2] in the
context of arbitrage properties of a financial model endowed with a progressively enlarged filtration.

Several alternative approaches to the optional stochastic integral were proposed in the literature
(see, e.g., [23, 26, 27]). We follow here the exposition presented in Chapter III of Jacod [11] where
the optional stochastic integral is introduced as a special case of a stochastic integral with respect to
a random measure. Let G be an arbitrary filtration satisfying the usual conditions and let X be an
arbitrary G-local martingale null at time 0. The integer-valued random measure g~ on Q x Ry x R
associated with the jumps of X is given by the following expression (see Example 3.22 in [11])

pX(dt, dz) = ax,2010(s.ax.) (dt, dx). (4.9)
s>0

We denote by vX the dual G-predictable projection of the random measure p~; the existence of vX
is established in Theorem 3.15 in [11]).

Let W : QxR xR —- Rand V : Q x Ry x R — R be some mappings. For any mapping
W e G}, (n™) (vesp., V € HL (1)), we denote by W * (u* — vX) (resp., V * u™) the stochastic
integral of the first (resp., second) kind with respect to a random measure u* — v~ (resp., u),
which is given by Definition 3.63 (resp., Definition 3.73) in [11]. For the definitions of the spaces
GL.(wX) and H} (1) of integrands, the reader is referred to pages 98 and 101 in [11], respectively.
We will need the property that, by definition, the integrals W x (1 — %) and V x 4™ belong to the
space Miioc of purely discontinuous G-local martingales. To be a bit more specific, for any process

V € HE (), the integral V x ¥ is defined as a unique process from M¢ _ such that

loc
AV« pX) =V (I, AX)1p(t), VteRy, (4.10)

where D := {AX # 0}.

For the definition and properties of the optional stochastic integral with respect to a local mar-
tingale X, which is denoted hereafter as K ® X for any process K belonging to the space °L}, (X)
of optional integrands, the reader is referred to Jacod [11] (see pages 106-108 therein). Let us only
mention here that, for any process K € °L} (X), the optional stochastic integral K ® X is the

loc
unique local martingale such that
(KoX)="PIK) - X¢, AKoX)=KAM —PF(KAM), (4.11)

where, as usual, X°¢ stands for the continuous martingale part of X. Note that when K is an
G-predictable process, then the conditions above reduce to the following conditions

(KoX)=K-X° AK®X)=KAM,

which are known to uniquely characterize the classic concept of predictable stochastic integral (see
Definition 2.46 in [11]). The next result, which is merely a restatement of Theorem 3.84 from Jacod
[11], furnishes a link between the optional stochastic integral with respect to a G-local martingale
X and stochastic integrals with respect to the associated random measures u* — vX and pX.

Theorem 4.2. (i) Let X be a G-local martingale null at time 0 and let i be the associated random
measure given by (4.9). Then the set of optional stochastic integrals

{KoX:Ke L, (X)}
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coincides with the following set
{U ’ XC + W* (MX - VX) + V*IU’X : U € Llloc(XC)’ W € Glloc(MX)’ V € Hlloc(ux)}'

(i) Let U € L}, (X¢), W € G}, .(uX), V € HL (uX) and let the process K be given by the following
exrpression

Kt - UtII.DcﬁJc (t) +

t,AX t, AX))1p(t
AXt(W(v t)+v(a t)) D()
where J := {vX(t,R) > 0}. Then K belongs to the space °L},.(X) of optional integrands and thus
the optional stochastic integral K ©® X is well defined. Moreover, the following equality holds

KoX=U -X+Wx " —v5)+Vxp~.

In our application of Theorem 4.2, we consider the progressive enlargement of the Poisson filtra-
tion and we focus on the G-martingale M" given by equation (4.3) or, equivalently, by the following
expressions

t t
~ 1—Hs_
MP=¢hH, - / — kM dAP = (¢h — kM H, — / kA (4.12)
0 s— 0
where the random variable ¢" is given by (4.4) and " is an F-predictable process such that the
equality k? = E(¢" | F,_) holds. It is clear from (4.3) and (4.12) that the process M¢ := (¢" — kM) H
is a purely discontinuous G-martingale. Our goal is to derive the optional integral representation of
M¢ with respect to M (7).

Recall that we denote by Z = p— AP the Doob-Meyer decomposition of the Azéma supermartin-
gale Z of 7. Let (S,) be a sequence of F-predictable stopping times exhausting the jumps of the
F-predictable, increasing process AP. Since

AM = AH, — (1 — H,_)(Z,_) ' AA?,

M

it is clear that the random measure pu” := p associated with the jumps of the G-martingale M (™)

equals
(T (dt, dx) = 6, 1y(dt, dzx) + Z Ls,<r}0(s, .~ (s, )-1a4% ) (dt. da).

Hence the dual G-predictable projection v7 of u” is given by the following expression

1—

H,_
7 dAi) + Z ]l{S"ST}(S(Sm*(anf)*IAAZ‘”)(dt’ d,CC)

V7 (dt, dx) = 61 (dx) 7,

Let us first consider the special case where the process AP is assumed to be continuous.

Lemma 4.2. Assume that the process AP is continuous, so that the G-martingale M7 is quasi-
left-continuous. Then M¢ = L" ® M(") where L" = M.

Proof. To alleviate notation, we write ¢ = &" and x = k" in the proof. The assertion follows

immediately from Theorem 4.2 applied to X = M(7), as (€ —r,)H = V*pu” with V (s, z) = (6 —k,)H,
since p7(dt,dx) = 6(,1)(dt,dz) when AP is continuous. The property that V € H} (u*) is a
consequence of the the equality xk, = E(¢ | Fro).

Alternatively, one can establish the lemma directly. To this end, we observe that the martingale
M¢ ® M) has a null continuous martingale part and the jump process given by

(€ — k) AH, —PC((€ — k) AHy) = (€ — Kr)AH,

since 7 is a totally inaccessible G-stopping time. The process M¢ is a purely discontinuous G-
martingale with the same jump process and thus we conclude that M¢ = M¢ ® M (7). O

In the next result, the continuity assumption for AP is relaxed.
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Lemma 4.3. We have M¢ = L" © M(") where the process L™ equals, for all t € R,

AMT 7z + AAP
r= : T (" — Kk} H 1

(4.13)

) 201+
AMT(Z._ + AAR) (AM77#0}
Proof. As before, we denote & = ¢ and k = k. Let us set
xZ._ + AAP
= ——T (£ — Hy.
V(S"r) ZT— +AA:-,D— (6 HT) S
Then (§ — k;)H =V % u", since
T AAL
Vixpg =VI(r,1)H: + ;V Sn, — an_n Lis,<rylis, <ty = (§ — ko) Hs.

The asserted equality (4.13) can now be deduced from Theorem 4.2. Once again, one can check that
V e H (p™) since k, = E(& | Fro). O

The final result of this note shows that the optional and predictable stochastic integrals can be
coupled in order to obtain an integral representation of any G-martingale stopped at 7 in terms of
two universal martingales: the G-martingale M(7) associated with 7 and the G-martingale part M
of the compensated F-martingale M of the Poisson process N. To establish Corollary 4.1, it suffices
to combine Theorem 4.1 with Lemma 4.3.

Corollary 4.1. For any process Y" € M(G, ), the following integral representation is valid

1—H_ X\ —
Yh=K'MoMD 4+ —— (¢ —9p==) M
OMT T T\ 0

where the process K" equals

Z_ X, N
Kh = he — L
t ZtAAf(t Zt)+ t

where the process L" is given by (4.13).

4.4 Optional Decomposition Property

Representations (2.3) and (2.4) can be termed predictable decompositions. It appears that a partic-
ular optional decomposition is also available (see (4.14)). Recall that Z; := P(r > ¢ | F;). Let the
F-stopping time R be given by?

R := R{ZR:0<ZR,} =inf{t>0:2,=0, Z;— > 0}.

For any process X, we denote
J = (HAX )"
where H := L oo~ The following optional decomposition result was established by Aksamit [1] (see

Theorem 7.1 therein).

Proposition 4.1. For any F-local martingale X, the process X given by

tAT
Xt = Xt/\‘r — / ? d[X7 m]s + Jt/\‘r (414)
0 s

is a G-local martingale (stopped at time 7).

2For any event C' and any random time o, we set o¢ := ol¢ + ocolio\o}-
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Remark 4.3. After completing this paper, we learnt about the innovative work by Choulli et al.
[5] where the authors introduced the following G-martingale

_ tAT Ao
M7 = H, —/ dZS
0 s

and established several decompositions of a process Y € M(G, 7) based, in particular, on represen-

tations of some G-martingales as Lebesgue-Stieltjes integrals with respect to M and with optional
integrands.
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