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First and second-to-default options in
models with various information flows*

Pavel V. Gapeev! Monique Jeanblanc!

We continue to study the credit risk model of a financial market introduced in [19]
in which the dynamics of intensity rates of two default times are described by linear
combinations of three independent geometric Brownian motions. The dynamics of two
default-free risky asset prices are modeled by two geometric Brownian motions which
are dependent of the ones describing the default intensity rates. We obtain closed form
expressions for the no-arbitrage prices of some first- and second-to-default European style
contingent claims given the reference filtration initially and progressively enlarged by the
two successive default times. The accessible default-free reference filtration is generated
by the standard Brownian motions driving the model.

1 Introduction

In this paper, we derive closed form expressions for the (no-arbitrage) prices of first and second-
to-default European style contingent claims in a model of a financial market introduced in [19]
given the flows of information which are expressed by the reference filtration progressively and
initially enlarged by means of the successive default times. It is assumed that the option payoffs
depend on the default times and the current prices of the underlying default-free risky assets
taken at the times of defaults. The dynamics of market prices of the two risky assets are
described by geometric Brownian motions driven by constantly correlated standard Brownian
motions. The default times are given by the first times at which linear combinations of three
integral processes of independent geometric Brownian motions hit certain random thresholds
which are independent of each other and of the standard Brownian motions driving the model.
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The dependence between the default times is then expressed by means of the dynamics of
their intensity rates given by linear combinations of the three independent geometric Brownian
motions which are driven by standard Brownian motions constantly correlated with the ones
related to the risky asset prices. The default-free reference filtration accessible from the market
is generated by the standard Brownian motions driving the model. The prices of the resulting
defaultable European style contingent claims are explicitly expressed through the transition
densities of the marginal distributions of the geometric Brownian motions and their integral
processes describing the model.

The credit risk models in which the default times are defined as the first times at which
the associated cumulative intensity processes reach certain random thresholds were initiated
by Lando [22]. The computations of conditional distributions of the default times given the
observable filtrations in such a first passage intensity model with independent default intensi-
ties and correlated thresholds were presented in Schénbucher [24; Chapter X, Proposition 10.9].
Brigo and Chourdakis [7] studied the problem of pricing of credit default swaps (CDSs) in such
a model with counterparty risk in which the intensities of the default times are independent of
each other, but the associated random thresholds are correlated. Brigo, Capponi and Pallavicini
[6] developed the pricing framework for bilateral counterparty credit risk models and specified
the credit and debit valuation adjustments (CVAs and DVAs) in the cases in which the default
intensity rates are expressed by means of the (strictly positive) Feller’s square root diffusion
processes, and the associated thresholds are correlated through a Gaussian copula. Bielecki
et al. [3] provided the analytic basis for the quantitative methodology of dynamic hedging of
the counterparty risk and developed the main theoretical issues of dynamic hedging of credit
valuation adjustments. Assefa et al. [1] derived a model-free general counterparty risk repre-
sentation formula for the credit valuation adjustment of a netted and collateralised portfolio.
Some related discussions on modelling and computational aspects regarding managing of ex-
posure to counterparty risk are provided in the monographs by Gregory [21], Cesari, Aquilina
and Charpillon [10], Brigo, Morini and Pallavicini [8], and Crépey, Bielecki and Brigo [11].

El Karoui, Jeanblanc and Jiao [15]-[16] emphasised the roles of conditional distributions of
several default times in the intensity credit risk models given the appropriate filtrations and
presented general expressions for the prices of various defaultable European style contingent
claims. In this paper, we consider a model in which the default intensity rates are explicitly given
as linear combinations of three independent geometric Brownian motions which are dependent
of the ones describing the dynamics of the risky asset price processes. We then use the Markov
property of the resulting multi-dimensional process describing the model and apply the explicit
formula from Yor [26] for the joint marginal density of a geometric Brownian motion and its
integral process to derive closed form expressions for the prices of first- and second-to-default
options given the reference filtration progressively and initially enlarged by means of the default
times. We also note that the model proposed in the paper keeps its Markovian feature in the
filtrations which are obtained by means of the progressive and initial enlargements of the initial
Brownian reference filtration. The results of this paper can naturally be extended to the case
of credit risk models with more than two default times and more than two underlying risky
assets of a similar dependence structure. The prices of first and second-to-default options
and other European style defaultable contingent claims can then be expressed through the
transition densities of the marginal distributions of the resulting multi-dimensional continuous
Markov process describing the model. The prices of other defaultable contingent claims in some



switching models with partial information were recently computed in [18].

The paper is organised as follows. In Section 2, we reproduce the credit risk model of a
financial market introduced in [19; Section 2] with the dependence structure of the dynamics
of prices of two risky assets and two default intensity rates described above. In Section 3, we
derive explicit expressions for the conditional distributions of the two successive default times
given the accessible default-free reference filtration and the observable filtrations. In Section 4,
we compute closed form expressions for the prices of first- and second-to-default options in the
model with two underlying risky assets given the reference filtration progressively and initially
enlarged by the ordered default times. In Section 5, we recall explicit expressions from [19;
Sections 3 and 4] for the conditional distributions of the two non-successive default times given
the accessible default-free reference filtration and the observable filtrations, these results being
used in the previous sections. The main results of the paper are stated in Propositions 4.1-4.3.

2 The model

In this section, we reproduce the model of a financial market with two defaultable risky assets
introduced in [19; Section 2]. We also define the accessible default-free reference filtration as
well as the observable filtrations and refer some known results and distribution laws.

2.1 The dynamics of default intensities and firm values

Let (Q, G, P) be a probability space supporting independent standard Brownian motions W' =
(W])iso and B! = (Bl)is0, | = 0,1,2, as well as the random variables U;, i = 1,2, which are
uniformly distributed on (0,1). Suppose that the variables U;, i = 1,2, are independent of
each other and of the processes W' and B!, | = 0,1,2. We define the random times 7;, i = 1, 2,
by

where the processes A' = (Al);>q, 1 =0,1,2, are given by

t
Al = / Y!ds (2.2)
0

for all ¢ > 0, and some d;,\; > 0, i = 1,2, fixed, so that the processes (§;A4Y + \;A%);>0,
i = 1,2, form the cumulative intensities, and the processes (&Y + \;Y, )0, i = 1,2, are
the intensity rates of the random times 7;, ¢ = 1,2. These notions mean that the processes
(I(1; < t) — 6 A, — MAL\ )0, © = 1,2, are martingales in their natural filtrations. Assume
that the processes Y! = (YV}!);>0, j = 0,1,2, admit the representations

2
Y] = exp ((@ — %’) t+y W;) (2.3)
for all £ > 0, and some constants 5, € R and + > 0, [ = 0,1,2. Note that the random times
Ti, i = 1,2, defined in (2.1) with (2.2) and (2.3) can occur simultaneously only with probability
zero, and thus, the property P(m; = 73) = 0 holds, by construction, that we take into account
in the sequel, that is, noting that the events {r; < 73_;} and {7, < 73_;} are equal (P-a.s.),
for every 1 =1, 2.



Suppose that the random times 7;, i = 1,2, represent the default times of two firms (ref-
erence credits) with the value dynamics described by the processes X' = (X})i>0, ¢ = 1,2,
given by X; = (V)% (Z2)%Z;, for some «; and ¢; € R, i = 1,2, fixed. Here, the processes
7' = (Zs0, 1 =0,1,2, are defined by

2

7
7! = exp ((771 - é) t+0 Bi) (2.4)

for all t > 0, and some constants 7, € R and 6, > 0, [ = 0,1,2. We further assume that
the discounted firm value processes (e " X})i>o, @ = 1,2, are martingales with respect to the
pricing measure P under which the processes Y! and Z!, [ = 0,1, 2, admit the representations
in (2.3) and (2.4), where r > 0 is the interest rate of a riskless bank account. Thus, taking into
account the independence of the driving processes W! and B!, | = 0,1,2, we may conclude
that the equality

2 62
Bicv + %z ai(o; — 1) + oG + 50 GG —1)+m=r (2.5)

should hold, for every i =1, 2.

2.2 Some filtrations and distribution laws

Let us denote by (F;)s>0 the natural filtration of the processes Y' and Z!, [ =0, 1,2, defined
by F; = oV}, ZH0 < s <t =0,1,2), for all t+ > 0, which coincides with the one of the
driving standard Brownian motions W' and B!, [ = 0,1,2, given by o(W/, B} |0 < s <t =
0,1,2), for all ¢ > 0. We define the progressively enlarged filtrations (G});>o, @ = 1,2, by
G, = FVo(rAt), and (G0 by Gt = FrVo(rn At)Va(ra At), for all ¢ > 0. Let us
also introduce the initially enlarged filtrations (F});>o, @ = 1,2, by F; = F; V o(r;), for all
t > 0. We actually consider the smallest right-continuous completed filtrations that contain the
appropriate filtrations defined above. The default-free reference filtration (F;);>¢ reflects the
information flow which is accessible for the investors trading in the market, while the filtrations
(G)is0, @ = 1,2, and (Gi)>o reflect the accessible information including the one about the
appearance of the default times. Note that, by virtue of the independence of the random
variables U;, ¢ = 1,2, and the filtration (F;)¢>0, it follows that (F;);>0 is immersed in the
filtrations (G});>0, ¢ = 1,2, and (G;);>0 (see, e.g., [5] and [17]). Similarly, we also have that
(G¥)s>0 is immersed in the filtration (G!V o(Us_;))i>0, and hence, in (G;)¢o, for every i = 1,2.
We recall that the immersion of a filtration in a larger filtration, also known as the (H)-
hypothesis for the two nested filtrations, means that any martingale for the smaller filtration
is a martingale for the larger one (see, e.g., [5], [23; Chapter V, Section 4], [4; Chapter VIII,
Section 3|, or [2; Chapter IIT]). Note that the immersion of (F;);>o in (G!);>o is equivalent to
the conditional independence of G! and F,, with respect to F;, for all ¢ > 0, for i = 1,2,
while the immersion of (F;)i>o in (Gi)i>o is equivalent to the conditional independence of G,
and F., with respect to F, for all t > 0 (see, e.g., [13]).

We now define the random times »; = 71 A 7» and 35 = 71 V 75. Along with the filtrations
introduced above, let us define the progressively enlarged filtrations (H{);>q, for i = 1,2, by
H: = F, Vol At), for all £ > 0. We introduce Hy; = F; V o(3 At) V o(s At), so that
H: C Gy, for all t > 0, since the filtration (H;):>o does not contain information which default
time 7;, 7« = 1,2, occurred the first and which occurred the second, except in the trivial case

4



in which the default times 7;, ¢ = 1,2, are ordered. We also consider the initially enlarged
filtrations H! V o(s¢3_;), for i = 1,2. By virtue of the same arguments as before, we conclude
that (F;)e>o is immersed in (Hi)io0, @ = 1,2, and in (H;)>0-

2.3 Some implications of the key lemma

Let us now consider a filtration (K;);>o larger than the filtration (F);>0, that is, F C Ky, for
all ¢ > 0. Then, if IC; coincides with F; on the event J; € KC; such that P(J;) > 0, that is,
if for any K; € K;, there exists an event F; € F; such that J, N K, = J; N F}, then, on the
event J;, the conditional expectation E[V | K;] of an integrable random variable V' is equal to
an JF;-measurable random variable. Hence, denoting by /(.J) the indicator function of the set
J, according to the results in [12; page 122] and [4; Section 5.1], this fact leads to the equality

I(J;) E[V | ’Ct] P(Ji | F) = 1(h) E[V I(Jy) ‘ Ft} (2.6)
and thus, taking into account the fact that P(J;|F;) > 0 on the event J;, we have

EWVI(L) | F]

1) B[V K] =100 =577

(2.7)
for any integrable random variable V' and all t > 0. We further refer to the result in (2.6)-
(2.7) as to the generalised key lemma for the filtrations (K;)i>0 and (F;)i>0. Observe that G
coincides with F; on the event {7; > t}, and G, coincides with F; on the event {7; A13_; > t},
while G! V o(73_;) coincides with F~" = F, V o(73_;) on the event {r; > t}, for all ¢ > 0 and
every ¢ = 1,2. In these cases, the expressions in (2.6)-(2.7), together with the tower property
for conditional expectations, imply that, for each Fr-measurable integrable random variable
Vi, the equality

EViP(; > t| Fr) | F]

I > ) BIVi | Gi] = 1 > 1) =5

(2.8)
holds, for all ¢ > 0 and every i = 1,2 (see, e.g., [2; Lemma 2.9]). Moreover, it follows that, for
each (F;)¢>o-progressively measurable process V¢ = (V}');>0, the equality

P(Tl>t’./—"t)

E[ViI(n>1)|6G] =1 >t)E[/t

ﬂ] (2.9)

holds, for all ¢ > 0 and every i = 1,2 (see, e.g. [2; Corollary 2.10]). We further refer to the
results in (2.8) and (2.9) as to the first and the second part of the key lemma for the filtrations
(G))i>0 and (Fi)i>0, for every i =1,2.

For any Borelian bounded function t;, let us now compute the conditional expectation
E[i(1;) | Fi V o(73-4)], for all £ > 0 and every i = 1,2. For this purpose, we apply the result
of [9; Proposition 2.7] to conclude that any (F; V o(73_;))i>0-progressively measurable process
can be written as ®i(73_;), where ®(v) = (Pi(v));>0 is (F;)iso-progressively measurable, for
any v > 0 fixed, while the function v — ®%(v) is Borel measurable, for all ¢ > 0 and every
i = 1,2. In particular, there exists ¥* with the above measurability properties such that

E[wz(Tz) ‘ .;Ct V 0'(7'3_1')} = \I[i(TZS—i) (210)

5



forall t > 0 and every ¢ = 1,2. Then, we observe that, by definition of conditional expectations,
for any event F; € F;, and any Borelian bounded function ¢, the equality

B |¥Wi(ra-) 1R o) | = E| 1) () o) (211)

holds, and thus, we have
E[ / Wi(0) I(F) p(v) Plrs; € dv|]~})1 (2.12)
v=0

— El](ﬂ) /:o h Wi(u) p(v) P(1; € du, 13_; € dv| ]-‘t)}

=0 Jv=0
for all ¢ > 0 and every @ = 1,2. Hence, the equality in (2.12) being valid for any Borelian
bounded function ¢ and the conditional law of 73_; being absolutely continuous with respect
to Lebesque’s measure imply that the equality

; * i(u)P(1; € du,13_; € dv | F)
i(v) = ,
w0 P(m3_; € dv|F)

is satisfied, for all ¢,v > 0, and every i =1,2. B

Similarly, for any Borelian bounded functions 1; and &;, let us now compute the conditional
expectations E[v;(1;) I(1; > 15-;) | Fi V o (30)] and E[&(7) [(1i < T3-) | F: V 0(3a1)], for all ¢ >
0 and every ¢ = 1,2. We apply again the result of [9; Proposition 2. 7] to conclude that any (FV
0 (211))i>0-progressively measurable process can be written as (Iﬂ(%l) where ®(u ) = ((bi(u))tzo
is (Ft)i>0-progressively measurable, for any u > 0 fixed, while the function u ®i(u) is Borel
measurable, for all ¢ > 0 and every i = 1,2. In particular, there exist Wi and = such that

E[u(n) I(i > 15_0) | Fi V o (3a)] = Wi(sa) (2.14)

(2.13)

and

E[é'l(ﬂ) I(TZ < 7'3_2') | ft V O'(%l)} = E;(%1> (215)
forall t > 0 and every ¢ = 1,2. Then, we observe that, by definition of conditional expectations,
for any event F; € F;, and any (positive measurable) bounded function @, the equalities

E[/OO h i(0) I(F,) @(u) I(u < v) P(t3_; € du,7; € dv| .E)] (2.16)

= E{](Ft) /: /: {Ivli(u) o(u) I(u < v) (P(Tl € du, 5 € dv| F) + P(1a € du, 71 € dv| ]:t))}
= E{I(Ft) /: \Tli(u) o(u) (P(1 > u,m € du|F;) + P(12 > u, 71 € du Ft))}

and

E{/uOo h &(w) I(F) 3(u) I(u < v) P(1; € du, 75_; € dv|.7-"t)} (2.17)

1

_E[ (F) /uo/v 0:,;(u)g5(u)l(u<v) (P(TlEdU,TQGdU’ft)—FP(TQGdU,TlEd’l)|./_';5)):|

_E [I(Ft) / B E) (Pln > wn € du| F) + Pln > wm € du ]—“t))]



hold, for all t > 0 and every i = 1,2. Hence, the equality in (2.16) being valid for any Borel
function ¢, and the conditional law P(7; > du, m5_; > u|F;) being absolutely continuous with
respect to the Lebesque measure (see Subsection 5.2 below), the equalities

~. > i(v) ] P(rs_; € du, i € d
\Ifi(u):/ Yi(0)I(u < v)P(13—; € du,7; € dv|Fy) (2.18)
veo P(11 > u, 15 € du|F,) + P(m2 > u, 7y € dul|F)
and
- E(W)P (T3 > u,7; € du| F,
i) = S(w)Plri > w,rs € du| 7 (2.19)
P(ry > u, 7 € du| F) + P(12 > u, 7 € du|F)
are satisfied, for all t,u > 0, and every ¢« = 1,2. Here, we note that the equality

P(my > u,m € du| F;) + P(2 > u, 7y € du|Fy) = P(5e € du|F;) holds, for all ¢,u > 0, which
explain the meaning of the denominator. R R

Finally, for any Borelian bounded function 1; and &;, let us now compute the conditional
expectations E[¢;(1;) I(1; < 13-;) | Ft V 0(522)] and E[&; () (i > T3—) | F: V 0(52)], for all ¢ >
0 and every ¢ = 1,2. We apply again the result of [9; Proposition 2. 7] to conclude that any (FV
0 (52))¢>0-progressively measurable process can be written as ®i(55), where ®(v ) = (P (v ))t>0
is (Fi)e>o0-progressively measurable, for any v > 0 fixed, while the function v — ®!(v) is Borel
measurable, for all ¢t > 0 and every ¢ = 1,2. In particular, there exist Ui and = such that

E[i(m) I(1 < 13-5) | Fi V 0 (50)] = Ui(50) (2.20)

and
E[&(n) I(1i > 15.3) | Fo V 0 (32)] = Ei(5) (2.21)

forall t > 0 and every ¢ = 1,2. Then, we observe that, by definition of conditional expectations,
for any event F; € F;, and any Borelian bounded function @, the equalities

E{/:} :{Z)\,(u) I(F) p(v) I(u < v) P(1; € du,3_; € dv| ]:t)} (2.22)
= E[I(Ft) /: /: \Tli(v) P(v) I(u <v) (P(r1 € du, s € dv | F;) + P(12 € du, 7y € dv| ]-"t))]
= E[[(Ft) /:) \TJ;(U) P(v) (P(n <v,m €dv|F)+ P(r<v,m € dv] ]-"t))}

and
E[ / h g( ) I(F) 3(v) I(u < v) P(rs : € du, 7s € dv[ft)} (2.23)

_E|: Ft / / (U<U)(P(T1Edu,TQEdU‘E)‘i‘P(TQEdU,TlEdU’ft))]
u=0 Jv=0

E{I(Ft) /O:t v) P(v) (P(Tl <wv,m€dv|F)+ P <wv,m Edv\}}))}



hold, for all ¢ > 0 and every i = 1,2. Hence, the equality in (2.22) being valid for any
Borelian bounded function @, and the conditional law P(7; < v, 13_; € dv | F;) being absolutely
continuous with respect to the Lebesque measure (see Subsection 5.2 below), the equalities

i - @Zz(u)](u <v)P(1; € du,m3_; € dv | F)
vy (v) = / Plr, < : . (2.24)
w0 P(m <v,mp€dv|F)+ Pl <v,m € dv | F)
and
=0 é\i(v)P<T3—i <wu,7; € dv|F) (2.25)

() = P <v,medv|F)+ Plrn<uvmn €dv|F)

are satisfied, for all ¢t,v > 0, and every i = 1,2. Here, we note that the equality P(ry < v, 73 €
dv | Fy) + P(ra < v,y € dv|Fy) = P(sey € dv|F;) holds, for all ¢,v > 0, which explain the

meaning of the denominator.

3 Conditional distributions of the default times

In this section, we derive explicit expressions for the conditional distributions of two successive
default times given the accessible filtration generated by the market prices of the risky assets
as well as given the observable filtrations.

3.1 Conditional distributions of ;, j =1,2, under (F;):>

Let us now compute the conditional distributions P(s; > w, 3 > v|JF;) of the successive
default times s, j = 1,2, given the reference filtration (F;);>¢, for all ¢,u,v > 0. We first
observe that the equalities

P(oe) > u, 200 > v | F) (3.1)

/ / (W <) (P(n €du',m5 € dV' | Fy) + P(rs € du', 7y € dV' | Fy))

hold, for all t,u,v > 0, where the conditional probabilities P(r; € du',m5_; € dv'| F;), for all
t,u',v" >0 every i = 1,2, are given in Subsection 5.2 below in the expressions of (5.17), (5.19)
and (5.22), according to the positions of ', v with respect to t. Moreover, it follows from the
expressions in (5.17) that the equalities

P(5 € du, 325 € dv | Fi) (3.2)
= (e A MATRAT AT (50 L\ YD) (5,0 + A Y2)

e AR AT AN (5,70 L Y2 (6,Y + M YY) dudy
= P(s €du,sn €dv|F) for 0<u<wv<t



are satisfied. Furthermore, according to the tower property for conditional expectations, it
follows from the representation in (3.2) that the equalities

P51 € du, 365 € dv | Fy) = E[P(%l € du, s € dv | F,) }.7-}] (3.3)
= B[(e” M A= (5,70 4 A Y)) (6,Y) + MY
+ e AT (5,0 4 \Y2) (8,Y) + MY,)) | A dudy
= (oA (5,0 4 A Y]) D2 (1, 7;)
+ e AT (5, Y0 4 \Y2) DY (YR, YY) dudy
for 0<u<t<vw
hold, where D} ,(yo,v1) and D?_,(yo,y2), are given as in (5.15) below. Finally, taking into

account the representation in (3.3), according to the tower property for conditional expectations,
we obtain that the equalities

P31 € du, 0 € dv | Fy) = E[E[P(%l € du, 7 € dv | Fy) ’fu] ‘Ft} (3.4)
_ E[e—(61+52)A2—A1A5—A2A3

(Y +NY,) DI (V) YE) + (80Y,) + XeY7) Dy (Y0, Y)) | Fi dudy

u) U u)TUu
— o (O1+82)AP=AM A} =X A7 E[e—(51+52)5§0(A3—A?)/5Q0—/\1Yt1(Ai—A%)/Ytl—/\sz(Ai—Af)/Yf

< (6 (VY0 + MY (YY) D2 (YY), YA (Y2 YR))
+ GV /Y0 + MY (YY) Dos (YY) /Y0, V(YY) | B dudo
= m O (D) (VO YR Y 4 Dy, (VY YR)) dudy
for 0<t<u<w

are satisfied, where Ei_tyv_u(yo,yl, y2) and Ei_tﬁv_u(yo, Y2, Y1), are given as in (5.23) below.

3.2 Conditional distributions of s;, j = 1,2, under (H});>0, k= 1,2,
and (%t)tzo

Let finally compute the conditional distributions P(3¢; > u|H) of the successive default times
»j, j = 1,2, given the filtration (H})i>0, k = 1,2, for all t,u > 0. In this case, we apply the
first part of the key lemma in (2.8) for the filtrations (H});>o and (F;)¢>0, where H; coincides
with F; V o(311) on the event {3¢ <t} and with F; on {s¢ > t}, for all ¢ > 0, to get

Py >uVit|F)

for t,u>0 3.5
P(%1>t|ft) or = ( )

where the conditional probability P(»; > u V t|F;) is computed as in (3.1) above, while

Py > t,00 > 0| F)
P > t| F)

P >v|H) =130 <t)P(se > v | Fi Vols)) + 1(3a > t) (3.6)

for t,v >0



where the conditional probability P(s¢ > t, 30 > v | F;) is computed as in (3.1) above and, by
means of the arguments applied for derivation of equalities in (2.14)-(2.19), we have

Py >v|FeVo(s))[= P >0V | F Vo(s)) (3.7)
=P(n>v,n>m|FVo(na))+P(r>v,1n>m|FVo(m))
P(n>uVuv,mnedu|F)+Plrn>uVo,mn € du|F)
P(r >u,m €du|F)+ Pl >u,n € du|F)
for t,v>0

u=s1

where the conditional densities P(1; € du,73_; € dv|JF;), for every ¢« = 1,2, are given in the
expressions of (5.17), (5.19), (5.22) below.

Now, we apply the first part of the key lemma in (2.8) for the filtrations (H?)i>o and (F;)¢>o,
where H? coincides with F; V o(56) on the event {56 <t} and with F; on {s > t}, for all
t >0, to get

P(se > u, 20 > t| Fy)
P(%2>t|]:t)

Py > u|HE) = 1(50 < ) P(3ey > u| Fy V o(323)) + L(36 > t) (3.8)

for t,u>0

where the conditional probability P(s¢ > u, 35 > t | F;) is computed as in (3.1) above and, by
means of the arguments applied for derivation of equalities in (2.20)-(2.25), we have
P > u| Fy Vo(sn))[= Pl > 3 > u| F Vo(x))]] (3.9)
=P(n >umn <n|FiVo(n)+P(r>umn<n|FVo(mn))
PluNv<m <v,medv|F)+Purv<mn<uvmn€dv|F)
- Pin <v,medv|F)+Plrn <vmn €dv|F)
for t,u >0

V=719

and the conditional densities P(7; € du,73_; € dv|JF;), for every i = 1,2, are given in the
expressions of (5.17), (5.19), (5.22) below, while

P(%2>U\/t"lt‘t)

Py >v|HE) =T(v < 20 < 1) + [(360 > 1) Ploo > 1)

for t,v >0 (3.10)

where the conditional probability P(s > vV t|F;) is computed as in (3.1) above.

Finally, we apply the first part of the key lemma in (2.8) for the filtrations (#:):>o and
(Ft)i>0, where H; coincides with F;Vo(se1)Vo(s) on the event {31 < 300 < t}, with F;Vo(s1)
on {5 <t <}, and with F; on {50 > 3 > t}, for all t >0, to get

Pty > uy500 > 0| Hy) = I(u < 300 < 3090 < t, 3290 > 0) (3.11)
Py > vV it|FVo(s))
P(seg > t| F Vo(s))
Py >uVt g >vViE|F)
P(sey > 300 > t| F)

+1(u < 20 <t < 319)

+ I(500 > 201 > 1) for t,u,v>0

where the conditional probabilities P(s; > uVt, 30 > vVt |F;) and Pz > vVE| F,Vo(s))
are computed as in the expressions of (3.1) and (3.7) above, respectively.
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4 The prices of first and second-to-default claims (Main
results)

In this section, we derive explicit expressions for the prices of first and second-to-default options
in the model defined above with some (non-negative measurable) deterministic recovery payoff
functions R;(xq,x2), for all 0 < ¢ < T'. In order to simplify the notations, without loss of
generality, we further assume that the payoffs are already discounted by the dynamics of the
bank account, that is equivalent to letting the interest rate r equal to zero. We compute the
prices for the option holders in various particular cases of available information contained in
the filtrations (HF)i>0, or (Hi)is0, or (HFV 0(553_1))i>0 defined above, for every k =1,2.

In those cases, the option holders can observe only the default time s, or observe the both
default times s¢,, k = 1,2, or observe the default time 3¢, but know the default time sz3_, for
every k = 1,2, from the beginning of observations, respectively.

Recall that the conditional probabilities P(s; > u V t,36 > v V t|F), for all t,u,v > 0,
were computed in (3.1) above.

4.1 The case of filtrations (H});>, k= 1,2

Let us begin by computing the price P»* = (Ptj )i>o0 for the holder of a first- and second-to-
default option in the model with the filtration (H});>o given by

PI* = B[R, (X, X2) I(t < 5 <T) | Hy] e

forall 0 <t <T A and every j,k =1,2.
In order to compute closed-form expressions for P4* in (4.1), we provide the decomposition

P =B[R, (XL, X2)I(t < <T)|H] (4.2)

19
= B[R (X}, X2)I(1; < 73_4,t <7, <T) | Hf]
+ E[RT3 1(X1 Xzsﬂ) [(7—3*i < Tivt < T3 < T) ‘ Hf]

T3—4?
= E[R, (X, X2)I(t <7 <73 ANT) | Hf]
+E[Rr (X} X2 VIt <73y <Ti AT)|Hy]

for all 0 <t < T and every i,k = 1,2. Then, we can apply the second part of the key lemma
n (2.9) for the filtrations (Hf);>o and (F;)i>0, where HF coincides with F; on {sg, > t}, for
all £ > 0, and use Fubini’s theorem for interchanging the order of conditional expectation and
integration along with the tower property for conditional expectations, and using the fact that,
on the set {t > 7}, the quantity I(t < 7; < 13_; AT is equal to zero, to get the expression

B[R (X}, X2)I(t <7 <73 AT)| H;] (4.3)
F|R X1 X2 I(t 5 LSNANT) | F
o ) BB X I <7 < AT) | 7
(%k >t’ft)
R, (X!, X2)P(7; € du,73_; € dv | F,)
%k>t |:// U< P(%k>t|./—‘;5) Fi
RU(XI XQ)P<Ti€dU TgfiEdU‘Fv>|E]
=1 t I uou :
(501, > )/ / (u <) Pl > 1| F)

11



for all 0 <t < T and every i,k = 1,2. Thus, taking into account the expressions in (5.19),
according to the tower property for conditional expectations, we obtain that

E[R.(X,, X)) P(7; € du,3_; € dv| F,) |]—“t] (4.4)
= B[R, (X}, X2) emCrtta-d A MAi=Rams ™ (5,y0 1\, V) D370 (Y0, Y370 | F] dudv
_ e*(5i+637i)A?*/\iA§*)\371A§7i

X E[Ru (th(Yui/ni)ai(ZS/Z?)Q(ZZL/ZZ), Xf(yj—i/nii—i)ag_i(ZS/Z?>43—¢(ZS—1'/ZE—¢))

w o Eits )Y (AL —AD) /YO - XY (AL —AD /Y] =Xa—i VP H (AT =AY Y

X (BYP (VI /Y0) + MY (YY) DI (VP (Y /Y0), Y- (V3 /YE)) | ) dudv
= e OB AT g T (O X2 YR YY) dudo

holds, for each 0 <t <u < v < T, for every ¢ = 1,2. Here, by virtue of the Markov property
of the processes (Y, A') and Z!, [ =0, 1,2, and the fact that the random variables Y;! /Y] and
Z! /Z! have the same laws as Yl ,and Z\ , 1 =0,1,2, for each 0 <t < u, respectively, we
have

—1,3—1
Qtu tu— u($1737272/0>ys z7y2) (45)

—E[R (21 (Y )™ (2 )CZZZ t>x2(Y37i)a3ii<ZO DT Z0)
Ot A PA A o A (S0 Vi NigiY) DTl (oY ys-i Y]

/ Y. / [ R 5l 55

—(0i+03—i)yoao—Aiyiai—A3—iy3—ias—; zyoyo + /\lylyz) D3 Z(yoy(),y?, zy3 Z) gu t<y07a0)
X gu—t(yi’ai) gu—t(yi7ai) hg—t(ZO) h; ( )h3 1(23 z) dyodaodyzdaldy?) zda3 7adZOdZ dZS %

forall 0 <t <wu<v <T and every i = 1,2, where the functions ¢', for [ = 0, 1,2, stand for
g defined in (5.7) and the functions A', for [ = 0,1,2, stand for h defined in (5.9). There, f3
and ~ stand for 5, and ~;, for [ =0, 1,2, defined in (2.3), while n and 6 stand for 7, and 0,
for 1 =0,1,2, defined in (2.4).
In order to compute closed-form expressions for P%* in (4.1), we provide the decomposition
P = B[R, (XL, X2)I(t < s <T)|H] (4.6)
= B[R, (X, X2) (1 > 1o, t <7 <T) | Hy]
+E[RT3 Z(Xl ,stii)I(Tgfi > 7t <713 < T) }Hf]
= B[R (XL, X2)I(tV s <7, <T)|H}]
+E[R,, (X} X2 VItV T <7 <T)|H}]

for all 0 <t < T and every ¢,k = 1,2. Then, we can apply the second part of the key lemma
n (2.9) for the filtrations (H;});>0 and (Fi)i>0, where H; coincides with F; V o() on the
event {7 < t} and with F; on {3 > t}, for all t > 0, as well as the arguments applied
for derivation of equalities in (2.14)-(2.19), and use Fubini’s theorem for interchanging the
order of conditional expectation and integration along with the tower property for conditional
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expectations to obtain that

E[R. (X} X2 )ItV7 <73, <T)|H,] (4.7)
=130 <t)E[R,,_ (X}, X2 VItV 7 <73 <T)|FVo(a)
E[R (Xl ’X72'3—i) I(t <T <13 < T) ‘ .E]
P >t F)
T E[R (X3, X?) P(i € du, 13 € dv| F,) | Fi]
I(%l < t)
vetvy P(T1 > u, 1 Edu|.7:t)—|—P(TQ >u, 7 € du|JF)

%1 >t / / u< (X%,Xg)P(TZ EdU,Tg_Z‘ EdU|]:rU>|.Ft]
P(%l >t|ft)

T3—1

u=s1

holds, for all 0 < ¢t < T and every ¢ = 1,2. Hence, we can apply the second part of the
key lemma in (2.9) for the filtrations (H?)i>0 and (F;)i>0, where H? coincides with F; on
{39 > t}, for all t > 0, and use Fubini’s theorem for interchanging the order of conditional
expectation and integration along with the tower property for conditional expectations to get
the expression
E[R, (X} X2 VI(tV7 <7 <T)|H]] (4.8)
E[R (Xl )ngii)j(t\/Ti<7—37iST)lft]

T3—1

T3—14

_ ¢
(b2 > 1) PGa >t F)

e Ry (X}, X2) P(1; € du, 135_; € dv | F,)
= I3y >t)E I(u < CRRRUEA S e v
ba 1) [// <) P(ozy > t] Fy)

T pee B[R, (X}, X?) P(1; € du,13_; € dv | F,) | Fi]
:1— t ]— v v 1 Y (2 v
(302 > )/ / (u < v) oAt

since it is obvious that the left-hand side of (4.8) is equal to zero on the event {5, < t}, for all
0 <t<T and every i = 1,2. Thus, taking into account the expressions in (5.17), according
to the tower property for conditional expectations, we obtain that
E[R,(X},X}) P(7i € du,735_; € dv| F,) | F.] (4.9)
= e BTN (5, Y0 4 ), Yi) E[R,(X}, X2) e 0™ (5 ¥ 4 Ay Y3 | F,] dudv
o~ (0it03- )AL =N\ AL =23 A (5 YO 4\ YY)
x B[R, (Xi(W/YJ)“i(ZS/ZS)Q(Zf,/ZZL), X (Y)Y (2, ) 20 (27 1 Z237)
o 03—V (AG—AY) /YD =Xy Vi~ (AT - AT /YT (5 i YO(YO/YO) T A iyj—i(yf—i/yf—i)) ‘]_—u} dudv
e (OrHhDALNAL AT (5,0 4 N V) QAT (XY, X2 Y0, YY) dudv

u,v—u

holds, for each 0 <t <u <wv <T and every i = 1,2. Here, by virtue of the Markov property
of the processes (Y, A) and Z', [ =0, 1,2, and the fact that the random variables Y;! /Y and
Z'/Z! have the same laws as V!  and Z' 1 =0,1,2, for each 0 < u < v, respectively, we

v—u?
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have

Q23 (21, D290, Ys—is Us) (4.10)
= B[R ()20 )2 V20 ) 28

v—u?

—83_iy0A0 ) AT 3
X @ T93-iY0 Ay _y T A3—iY3— 63 ZyOY + A3_iy3— zY Z)]

Y .

~03-i0a0—A3—iY3-i03~i 53 zy0y0+>\3 iY3— zy3 z) gv u(y()vao) gv u(ymal) gg:i(yé—ﬂa?)—i)
X h‘g—u(ZO) h‘?u— ( )h3 1(23 z) dyodaodyzdaldy?) zda?’ 7adZOdZ/d’Z?) %

forall 0 <t <wu < v <T and every i = 1,2, while the functions ¢' and h', [ = 0,1,2,
are given in (5.7) and (5.9) below, with an adequate choice of the parameters. Hence, taking
into account the expressions in (4.9) and applying again the tower property for conditional
expectations, we obtain that

E[E[R,(X},X?2) P(r; € du, - i € dv| F,) | Fu] | 7] (4.11)
= Blem it A-NAL- A ™ (5,0 4\ V) Q247 (XY, X2, Y2, Y3 Y | B dudo

— o (Bitd) AN A A AT E[ef(maaﬂm%% AD/Y =NV (AL =AY /Y = Aa i YT AT =AY /Y

< (0 Y (VY0 + XY (Vi /Y))) Qua (X (YY) (20 Z0) (2, ) 27), X2 (YY)

X (Z,)2)) (237 )27, Y Y0), YET (Y YETL Y (YY) | R dudv
e~ (BitBs- ) AP NAT- N AT 231yl x2 Y0 =iy dydy

t,u—t,v—u

is satisfied, for each 0 <t < u < v and every i = 1,2. Here, by virtue of the Markov property
of the processes (Y!, A') and Z', 1 =0, 1, 2 and the fact that the random variables Y'/Y}! and
Z! /Z! have the same laws as Yl ,and Z,_,, 1 =0,1,2, for each 0 <t < u, respectively, we
have

?3 Zv u(xlv'r27y07y3 Zvyl> (412)

— E|: _(61"!‘6371) OAgft_)\zyzAuft_)\37iy37iAi:i <5y0Y0 + Azy’LYZ )
X Quio—u (T1 (Ya_)  (Z0_0) Ziys 0 Y3 B VA7) R A1) SN T (e T |

u,v—u u—tr u—t»

/ / / / / / / / —(8i+03-i)Yoao—Aiyia;—A3—iy3—ia3—; (53—iy0y6 + >\3—z‘y3—iyé_i)

Qii Zu(acl yz ZO szx2(y3 ;) Zo CS 123 z?yoyani’) zy3 zylyz) gu t(ymao)
X gu—t(yi7 a;) gu—t<y3—i7 A3—i ) _o(20) ha—e (%) hi—i( 5—i) dypdaody;daidy;_daz idzydzdz,
forall 0 <t <u < v <T and every i = 1,2, while the functions ¢’ and k!, [ = 0,1,2, are

given in (5.7) and (5.9) below, with an adequate choice of the parameters, as before.
Therefore, summarising the facts proved above, we now formulate the following assertion.

Proposition 4.1. Suppose that r = 0. The no-arbitrage price for the holders of the first- or
second-to-default options in (4.1) are given by the sum of the expressions in (4.2) or (4.6) with
(4.3) or (4.7)-(4.8), respectively. The latter terms are computed by means of the expressions in

(4.4) or (4.9), (4.11) with (4.5) or (4.10), (4.12), respectively.
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4.2 The case of filtration (H;);>o

Let us now continue by computing the price P? = (P’ )e>o for the holder of a first- or second-
to-default option in the model with the filtration (H;);>o given by

P} = B[R, (X, ,X2)I(t < s <T)|H] (4.13)

forall 0 <t <T A and j=1,2.
In order to compute closed-form expressions for P! in (4.13), we provide the decomposition
Pl = B[R, (XL, X2)I(t < s <T)|H] (4.14)
=FE[R(X., X2)I(1i < T3_i,t <7 <T) | Hy]
+ B[Ry, (X} X2 )13 < Tyt <73 <T) | Hy]
= B[R (XL, X2)I(t <7 <73 ANT) | Hy]
+E[R7—3 Z()(1 7X33_i)[<t<7_3—i<7—i/\T)‘Ht]

for all 0 < ¢t < T and every ¢ = 1,2. Then, we can apply the second part of the key lemma
n (2.9) for the filtrations (H;)i>o and (F;)i>0, where H; coincides with F; on the event
{39 > 51 > t}, forall t > 0, and use Fubini’s theorem for interchanging the order of conditional
expectation and integration along with the tower property for conditional expectations to get
the expression

E[RTz(XiﬂXi)I(t <7< Tg_i/\T) ’Ht} (415)

%2 > >t | -/—_'t)
(Xl,X2> P(TZ € du,7'3_i € dv ’ fv)
= 1(500 > 301 > t) < “—
<%2 7 |:/ / U P(%2>%1>t‘ﬂ)
(R (X}, X2)P(7; € du, 73_; € dv | F,) | F
:I(%2>%1>t)// I(u < v) 20 X0) P € du Ty € dv | o) | 7
t t
taking into account that the left-hand side of (4.15) is equal to zero on the event {3 < t}, for
all 0 <t < T and every i,k = 1,2. Here, the conditional expectations of interest are computed
n (4.4) with (4.5) above.

In order to compute closed-form expressions for P? in (4.13), we provide the decomposition

I<%2>%1>t)

P(%2>%1>tlﬂ)

P2 = B[R, (XL, X2)I(t < 5 <T) | Hy] (4.16)
= B[R (X}, X2)I(1i > 734,t <7 <T) | H]
+ E[RTS L(X,}g . Xzs—i) I(Tg_i > 7t <13 < T) }Ht]

= E[R, (XL, X2)I(tV T <7 <T)|Hi
+ E[RTS 1(X1 7X33_i) ](t V T < T3—; S T) ’Ht}

for all 0 <t < T and every ¢ = 1,2. Then, we can apply the second part of the key lemma in
(2.9) for the filtrations (H;);>0 and (Fi)i>0, where H; coincides with F; V o(5¢1) on the event
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{301 <t < 3} and with F, on {3 > 3¢ > t}, for all t > 0, as well as the arguments applied
for derivation of equalities in (2.14)-(2.19), and use Fubini’s theorem for interchanging the
order of conditional expectation and integration along with the tower property for conditional
expectations to get the expression

B[R (X;, X2)I(tV 15 <7 <T)|Hi] (4.17)
ER (XL X2)I(tV 13 <7 <T)|F Vo(s)]
P(sey > t| Fr Vo(sa))
ER (X!, X2)I(t<m3_; <7, <T)|F
Pt > 3 > t| Fp)
CIa <t <) /T E[R,(X),X2) P(r; € du,3_; € dv| F,) | F]
vetvy P(T1 >tV u, TQEdU’ft)"‘P(TQ >tVou,m €dulF)|,_,,

Ry(X}, X2) P(ri € du, 75 € dv | F,) | Fi]
I(300 > 3¢9 > 1) < —
+ 1(500 > 51y / / (u <) P35ty > 5 > t| Fy)

I[(%1§t<%2)

+I(%2>%1>t)

taking into account that the left-hand side of (4.17) is equal to zero on the event {s < t}, for
all 0 <t < T and every i = 1,2. Here, the conditional expectations of interest are computed
n (4.9), (4.11) with (4.10), (4.12) above.

Therefore, summarising the facts proved above, we now formulate the following assertion.

Proposition 4.2. Suppose that r = 0. The no-arbitrage price for the holders of the first-
or second-to-default options in (4.13) are given by the sum of the expressions in (4.14) or (4.16)
with (4.15) or (4.17), respectively. The latter terms are computed by means of the expressions

in (4.4) or (4.9), (4.11) with (4.5) or (4.10), (4.12), respectively.

4.3 The case of filtrations (HFV o(33_1)))is0, k= 1,2

Let us finally compute the price Pi* (3¢5 ) = (ﬁj’k(%3_k))t20 for the holder of a first- and
second-to-default options in the model with the filtration (HF V o (353 1))i>0 given by

Fi*(st51) = B[Ry (X, X2) 1(t < 5 < T) | HEV 0 (523-1)] (4.18)

forall 0 <t <T A and j,k=1,2.
In order to compute closed-form expressions for PY*(3¢_;) in (4.18), we provide the de-
composition

P (se5y) = B[Ry (XL, X2)I(t < 30 < T) | HEV 0 (5034)] (4.19)
= B[R (X}, X2)I(1i < T3t <7, <T) | Hy Vo (503-4)]
+ E’[RT3 Z(XTls o X2 (i <mt<m; <T) ‘”Hf V 0(%3_k)]
= E[RTZ(Xl Xz)[(t <7 < T3—; /\T) |7‘[f VU(%3_k):|
+ B[Ry (X} X2 VIt <73 <Ti AT) | HIV 0(365-)]
forall 0 <t < T and every i,k = 1,2. Then, we can apply the second part of the key lemma in
(2.9) for the filtrations (H} V 0(36))i>0 and (F; V o (522))e>0, where H} V o(35) coincides with
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F:V o(s) on the event {s¢ > t}, for all ¢ > 0, as well as the arguments applied for derivation
of equalities in (2.20)-(2.25), and use Fubini’s theorem for interchanging the order of conditional
expectation and integration along with the tower property for conditional expectations to get
the expression

E[R‘ﬁ (X_,l.z,Xi) [(t < T < T3y N T) ’Htl V O'(%Q)} (420)
ER (XL X2)I(t <7, <13 ANT) | F, V 0o(55)]
Py > t| FVo(s))
® R(XLX)OIt<u<vAT)P(ri € du,73_; € dv|F,)
=1(30> 30 >t)E Chinar : Lo R
(32 > 20 > 1) [/u:tP(t<7'1§v,72€d12|]-"t)+P(t<7'2§v,7'1Edv|.7-"t) K
* F X X2 I(t TYP(r; €d L Eed
:[(%2>%1>t)/ [RU( - U) ( Sus<vA ) (7'16 U, T3—i € U|]:v>|]:t]
wet Pl<n<vmedv|F)+Plt<mn<uvmncdv|F)

= 1(50 > t)

V=209

V=119

forall 0 <t <T and every ¢,k =1,2.

Now, we can apply the second part of the key lemma in (2.9) for the filtrations (H? V
o(s1))i>0 and (F; V 0(501))i>0, where H? V o(34) coincides with F; V o(5) on the event
{320 > t}, for all ¢t > 0, as well as the arguments applied for derivation of equalities in (2.14)-
(2.19), and use Fubini’s theorem for interchanging the order of conditional expectation and
integration along with the tower property for conditional expectations to get the expression

B[R (X:, X2) It <7 <73 AT)|H} Vo(5a)) (4.21)
E[RTl(X%,X?Z) ](t < T < T35 N T) |]:t V O'(%1>]

= I(56, > t) Py > t| Fi V o(5a))

® R XLX2)It<u<vAT)P(r; €du,m3_; € dv | F,)

P(ry >uVt,nedu|F)+ Pln>uVitn €du|F)

:](%2>%1>t)/ ER, (XL X)) It<u<vAT)P(ri €du,m3_; € dv|F,) | Fi
v P >uVitnedu|F)+ Pl >uVtn edu|F)

:I(%2>%1>t)E[/

u=s

u=s1

on the event {5 < T}, for all 0 < t < T and every i,k = 1,2. Here, the conditional
expectations of interest are computed in (4.4) with (4.5) above.

In order to compute closed-form expressions for P**(3¢5_;) in (4.18), we provide the de-
composition

PP (seyg) = B[Ry (XL, X2 ) I(t < 500 < T) | HE V 0 (53-4)] (4.22)
:E[RTZ(Xl X2)I(Ti>T3_i,t<7'iST)‘H?\/O’(%:;_]C)]
+E[RT3 I(Xi?’ i X2 )](Tg_i>7'z‘7t<7'3_z‘ST)‘H?\/O’(%;J,_]Q]

= B[R (X}, X2)I(tV 1 <7 <T)|HE V o(se3)]
+E|:R (Xl ,X,[Q_sii)f(t\/ﬂ' < T3—; ST)le\/O’(%gfk)}
for all 0 <t < T and every ¢,k = 1,2. Then, we can apply the second part of the key lemma
in (2.9) for the filtrations (H} V 0(36))i>0 and (F; V 0(36))i>0, where H} V o(35) coincides

with F; Vo (s361) Vo(sr2) on the event {35 <t} and with F; Vo (s5) on {3 > t}, forall t >0,
as well as the arguments applied for derivation of equalities in (2.20)-(2.25), and use Fubini’s
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theorem for interchanging the order of conditional expectation and integration along with the
tower property for conditional expectations to get
E[R,, (X} X2 )VItV7 <7 <T)|H Vo(e) (4.23)
=103 <t) B[R, (X}, X2 VItV T <73 <T)|F,Vo(s)Vo(m)
E[Rﬁ,—d Z(Xl ,X337i>1(t<7'i<7'3_Z'§T)|JT';5\/O'(%2)]
P >t| F Vo(sn))
=130 <t <30) B[R,(X,, X)) I(tVu<o<T)|F]|,_
* B[R, (X}, X2) I(t <T)P(r; € du,73_; € dv | F,
+I(%2>%1>t)/ [Ry( Xy, X It <u<v<T)P(r; €du,3_; € dv|F,) | F
u=t P(t<7’1S’U,TQGd'U|JT"t)+P(t<TQSU,T1Ed’l)lft) V=3t
on the event {35 < T}, for all 0 <t < T and every ¢ = 1,2. Thus, by virtue of the Markov
property of the processes (Y, A') and Z!, [ = 0,1,2, and the fact that the random variables

Y!/Y} and Z!/Z! have the same laws as Y] , and Z' ,, | = 0,1,2, for each 0 < t < v,
respectively, we have

B[RJ(X},X2) | F] = B[R (a1(Yi_ )" (Z0_ )0 Ziy wa(VE )20 )5 Z55)] (4.24)

/ / / / / / / (0 () ()5 2 oty )5 ()5 2oyt s ity

X ot (Ui @) gv—t(y3—i’ az—;) h?}—t(zo) hy—o(2) hgj(%—z’) dy;da;dys;_;daz_dzgdzdzs
for all 0 <t < v < T and every i = 1,2, while the functions ¢' and h', [ = 0,1,2, are given
n (5.7) and (5.9) above. Here and after, the other conditional expectations of interest are
computed in (4.9), (4.11) with (4.10), (4.12) above.

Finally, we can apply the second part of the key lemma in (2.9) for the filtrations (H? V
o(31))i>0 and (F; V 0(501))i>0, where H? V o(3q) coincides with F; V o(5) on the event
{30 < t} and with F; V o(sr1) on {30 > t}, for all t > 0, as well as the arguments applied
for derivation of equalities in (2.14)-(2.19), and use Fubini’s theorem for interchanging the
order of conditional expectation and integration along with the tower property for conditional
expectations to get

+](%1>t>

E[RT3 Z(Xl ,XE )[(t V T < T3—; S T) ‘ H? V O'(%1>] (425)
=106 <t)E[R, (X} X2 VItVT <73 <T)|FVo(a)Volmn)

E[.RT3 l(Xl 7X72-3_i)j(t\/7—i < T3—; ST)|E\/O’(%1)}
Py > t| F, Vo(s))
=10 < 20 <O E[R(X,, X) [(tVu<o<T)|F]|,_ .
* BIR, (X! X2)I(t <TYP(r; €d L, €d »
+I(%2>tv%1)/ ol Xy, X,) It Vu <v £ T) P(ri € du, 7o € dv| ) | 74
v=u P(Tl>u\/t,7'2€du].7:t)+P(7'2>u\/t,7'1Edu|]:t)

+[(%2 >t)

u=s1

on the event {5 < T}, forall 0 <t <T and every i = 1,2.
Therefore, summarising the facts proved above, we now formulate the following assertion.

Proposition 4.3. Suppose that r = 0. The no-arbitrage price for the holders of the first-
or second-to-default options in (4.18) are given by the sum of the expressions in (4.19) or (4.22)
with (4.20), (4.21) or (4.23), (4.25), respectively. The latter terms are computed by means of

the expressions in (4.4) or (4.9), (4.11) with (4.5) or (4.10), (4.12), and (4.24), respectively.
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5 Appendix

In this section, we reproduce explicit expressions from [19; Sections 3 and 4] for the conditional
distributions of two non-successive default times given the accessible filtration generated by the
market prices of the risky assets as well as given the observable filtrations.

5.1 Transition densities

Let us give the expressions for the transition density functions of the processes (Y, A!), | =
0,1,2, defined in (2.2)-(2.3) above. For this purpose, deleting the index [ in the notation for
simplicity, we recall from [26; page 527] that, for a standard Brownian motion W, the random

variable AEV) = f(f e?Ws+v5) 45 has the conditional distribution

P(Agy) eda ‘ Wi+ vt = a:) = p(t,x,a)da (5.1)

where the density function p(t,z,a) is given by

1 ? + 72 1+e*
t = — 2
plt.r.0) = exp( T (5.2)
o0 2 T
X / exp ve cosh(w) | sinh(w) sin <ﬂ> dw
0 2t a t

with £,a > 0 and z € R, and v € R given and fixed. This fact yields that the random vector
(2(W; + vt), Ag”)) has the distribution:

P(Q(Wt +vt) € dx, AV e da) =q(t,z,a)dzda (5.3)

where the density function ¢(t,z,a) is given by

q(t,x,a) = p(t, g,a>L L exp ( — % <x _ 21/15)2) (5.4)

1 2 v+1 V2 14+ e”
= —+( ):E——t—

2t a

with t,a > 0 and = € R (see also [14] and [25] for related expressions in terms of Hermite
functions). Therefore, defining the Markov process (Y, A) = (Y;, At)i>0 by

2

t
Kzexp((ﬂ—%)?ﬁ—f—th) and At:/YSds (5.5)
0

for all ¢ > 0, one obtains that the random vector (Y7/Y;, (Ar — A;)/Y;) has the distribution

P(YT/Y; edy,(Ar — Ay)/Y; € da) = P(YT,t € dy,Ar_; € da) = gr—(y,a) dyda (5.6)

19



where the density function gr_;(y,a) is given by

2 2 QCL
o) = 1 (0= 0.1, ) 5
- s = (g - (5-3) 1R

X /0 " exp ( -5 (QTwi 5 ifg cosh(w)) sinh(w) sin (%) dw

for all T'—t,y,a > 0. Note that the formulas above were also used in [20; Section 4] for the
computation of the marginal density of the posterior probability process in the one-dimensional
quickest change-point detection problem.

We also recall the transition density functions of the geometric Brownian motions 7, defined
as in (2.4) above. It follows that the random variable Zr/Z; has the distribution

P(Zy/Zy € dz) = P(Zp—y € dz) = hp_y(2) dz (5.8)

where the density function hr_,(z) is given by

hT_t(Z) =

1 (In(z) - (= 62/2)(T — 1))?
6o/2r(T —1) ( } 20°(T — 1) ) (5:9)

forall T —t,z > 0.

5.2 Conditional distributions of 7;, i = 1,2, under (F;);>0

We first recall the computations of the conditional distributions P(7; > u|F;) of the default
times 7;, i = 1,2, given the reference filtration (F;);>o, for all ¢,u > 0, from [19; Section 3].
The equalities

P(1; > u| Foo) = e O = P(r; > u| F) for 0<u<t (5.10)
hold, so that the equality
P(7; € du| Fuo) = e 04N (5,Y0 4 Y dt = P(r; € du|F,) for 0<u<t  (5.11)
is satisfied, for every i = 1,2 (see [19; Formulae (3.1)-(3.3)]). Furthermore, the equality
P(ri > u|F) = e 524l (Y0 Y)) for 0<t<u (5.12)
holds, where
+(Y0, ¥i) / / ~Oioao 92 +(Yo5 a0 dyodao/ / Ay gu (Y1, ai) dyida; — (5.13)
for all 0 <t <u < T and every i = 1,2, where the functions ¢', [ =0, 1,2, stand for g (5.7),

while $ and 7 stand for ; and ~;, for I = 0,1,2, defined in (2.3) (see [19; Formulae (3.4)-
(3.5)]). Moreover, the equality

P(r; € du| F) = e %44 Dl (Y2 Yi)du for 0<t<u (5.14)
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is satisfied, for every ¢ = 1,2, where
D,y (y0: i) (5.15)
= [T e G+ d) 05 00) - () s
o Jo Jo Jo

forall 0 <t <wu <T and every i = 1,2 (see [19; Formulae (3.6)-(3.7)]).
We now continue with the results of [19; Sections 3 and 4], which tell that the equalities

P(ri>u, 13- > 0| Fx) = R P(ry > u, 13- > v|F) (5.16)
for 0<wu,v<t
hold, so that the equalities
P(Ti Edu,Tg_i EdU|foo) (517)
= TN AL AT (5,70 LAY (85 Y0 4 A Y dudo
=P(r, €du,73_; €dv|F;) for 0<wu,v<t
are satisfied, for every ¢ = 1,2 (see [19; Formulae (3.8)-(3.10)]). Furthermore, the equality

P(r > u, 753 > 0| Fp) = e 0 AAimfo il =de AT 03—y 0 3y (5.18)
for 0<u<t<vw

holds, where C2~}(yo,ys3_;) is given as in (5.13) above, for every i = 1,2 (see [19; Formu-
lae (3.11) (3.12)]). Then, the equality

P(7; € du, T3_; € dv| F) = e 0 AA—0ANAL (570 4\ Y3 D3UYL YA dudv (5.19)
for 0<u<t<vw

is satisfied, where D3>”!(yo,y3_;) is given in (5.15) above, for every i = 1,2 (see [19; For-
mula (3.13)]).
Finally, we have that the equality

P(Ti > U, Ty > U | -B) — 67(5i+53_i)A?7)\iA,’;f)\3_iA§_i Cu Lo u(}/;OJyS i Yz) (520)
for 0<t<u<w
holds, where
u t,v—u y07y3 Z)yz (521)

/ / / / / / —(0;+03-4)Y0a0—AiYia;—A3_iy3_;a3— 103 Z(yoyo,yg 1y3 )

X Ga_t(Yo, a0) Ghy (U ) Gt (Y5, as—i) dygdaodyda;dyly_;das_;

forall 0 <t <wu<wv<T and every i = 1,2 (see [19; Formulae (3.16)-(3.18)]). Hence, the
equality

P(Ti € du, T3_; € dv | E) — e—(5i+634)A?—)\iAi—/\sfiAffi ﬁz:;v_u(y?’ Y;S—i’ Y?) dudv (522)
for 0<t<u<vw
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is satisfied, where

u tv—u y07y3 layl (523)

/ / / / / / _(6 +53 yan Azyzaz )\.5 iY3—iaA3—4 (5’Ly0y0 _|_ )\zyly>

D3 : (y0y07 Ys— %y3 z) gu t(y07 CL()) gu t(yw a’l) gu t(y3 i A3— l) dyodaodyidaidyé—ida?)—i

forall 0 <t <wu<v<T and every i = 1,2 (see [19; Formulae (4.12)-(4.14)]).
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