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Abstract

Extending Itd’s formula to non-smooth functions is im@mtt both in theory and appli-
cations. One of the fairly general extensions of the formkiteown as Meyer-1td, applies
to one dimensional semimartingales and convex functioher&are also satisfactory gen-
eralizations of 1td's formula for diusion processes where the Meyer-Itd assumptions are
weakened even further. We study a version of Itd’s formolanulti-dimensional finite
variation Lévy processes assuming that the underlyingtfon is continuous and admits
weak derivatives. We also discuss some applications ofetttiension, particularly in fi-
nance.
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1 Introduction

In order to motivate our study, we consider the followingtRaintegro-Diferential Equation
(PIDE):
o2x? 9P
2 Ox?
: , opP
+ /v(dy) (P(t, xe’) — P(t, x) — x(&’ — 1)8—(t, x)) =0,
X

P(T, x) = (x - K)*, forall x € (0, D),

P P
a—(t, X) + rxa— (¢, x) +
t O0x

3 (¢, x) — rP(t, x)

P(t,x) =0, forallx > D, and allr € [0, T1], (1)

whereD > K > 0,r > 0, T > 0, are constants, andis the Lévy measure of a Lévy process
X with characteristic triplet«?, v, y). Furthermore, it is assumed tf(a{‘f)ogg is a martingale
with respect to the natural filtration generatedXgnd a risk-neutral probability measure.

Finding the solution of this PIDE (or similar ones) is of peutar interest in dierent ap-
plied fields. For instance, under some circumstances thicolof PIDE [1) can be identified
as the price of a financial security. As it follows, 1td’s floula is a key element in this proce-
dure.

More precisely, assume that the risk-neutral evolutionrofaaset is modeled by, =
Soe™, wherer and X are the same as above such teat's,),_,., is a martingale under
the risk-neutral probability measure. Suppose that werdesdsted in pricing a barrier option
with maturity 7', strike pricek, barrierD > K, and the payh max@ r — K, 0)Limax.,; s,<p}- If
o > 0, then using Itd’s formula one can show that there ¢&-asolution of PIDE[(1) which is
in fact the price of this barrier option given by

P(t,x) = e "TDE[H(S 74:,)IS; = ], (2)

whereE is the expectation under the risk-neutral measHi(g) := (x — K)*1,.<p;, andzp :=
inf{s > t; X, > D}, see Proposition 12.2 of Cont and Tankov (2004).

Equation[(2) is in fact the Feynman-Kac representation efsthlution of PIDE[(IL) which
can be numerically calculated through simulation techesquNote that the conditiom > 0
is crucial for this argument to work which guarantees thatghrposed solutio|(2) is smooth
and hence Itd’s formula is applicable. However, in the aafggure jump Lévy processes, i.e.
wheno = 0, the smoothness is not obvious and it can fail. The sitnasanore complicated
for American options where the smoothness of the purpodeti@ois not known even in the
presence of a non-zero volatility, see Chapter 12 of Conflaméov (2004) for more detalil.



For example, Theorem 7.2 pof Boyarchenko and Levendor2RiDZ) shows that the smooth-
ness of the purposed solution in the case of American opés for tempered stable Lévy
processes with finite variation.

One purpose of this work is to fix this kind of problems for misdgsing finite variation
Lévy processes. For this class of processes, under sonditioos, we obtain an Itd formula
that works well with non-smooth continuous functions. Intgalar, this can provide a solution
to PIDE (1) whenr = 0 andX is a finite variation Lévy process. This problem is investayl
at the end of this paper. We continue with some literaturevev

A version of 1td’s formula is obtained in_Aebi (1992) whelleetunderlying process is a
continuous semimartingale with a special structure. Is gaper, the first and second order
derivatives of the function are defined in the sense of thstions and they satisfy some local
integrability conditions. _Follmer et al. (1995) discuss extension of the formula to a one-
dimensional standard Brownian motion and an absolutelyimoous function with a locally
square integrable derivative. This result was furtherredeel by Follmer and Protter (2000) to
a multi-dimensional Brownian motion.

Following the idea of Follmer et all (1995), an extensionltéfs formula is proved in
Bardina and Jolis (1997) for a one-dimensiondludiion process such that its law has a den-
sity satisfying certain integrability conditions. In th&ork, it is assumed that the underlying
function f = f(¢, x) is absolutely continuous in with a locally square integrable derivative
satisfying a mild form of continuity in time

In all the above works, the sample paths of the underlyinggsses are continuous. Con-
cerning discontinuous processes, Theorem 70, ChapterPvatfer (2004) (known as Meyer-
Itd’s formula) provides a fairly general extension of'tformula to semimartingales and one
dimensional convex functions.

Comparing to Theorem 70, Chapter IV of Protter (2004), ouersion applies to finite
variation Lévy processes and continuous functions thatitadeak derivatives. Therefore this
generalizes Meyer-1td’s formula for finite variation Lyeprocesses. In addition, it is assumed
that the function is multi-dimensional and time-depend®&sside the motivation provided at
the beginning and theoretical interests to extend It&'snfda for these processes, it is also
argued in Geman (2002) that the evolution of asset pricelsedter modeled by finite variation
processes with infinite activa

The structure of the paper is as follows. The theoreticakgpaominds, in particular some
fundamental results in real and functional analysis areevesd in Sectiof]2. Sectidd 3 con-

LA Lévy processx in R¢ is of infinite activity, if there are infinite number of jumpsa any finite time interval,
i.e. v(RY) = oo, wherev is the Lévy measure of.



centrates on hypotheses and key tools. The main result i®gro Section 4. Finally, the
paper ends with some examples and conclusions.

2 Preliminaries and Definitions

In this section, we recall a few results from real and funwianalysis (basically Distribution
theory) that will be used later. We begin with some defingiorin what follows,R is the
set of real numbersly ¢ R? is a nonempty open seaf, > 1; |.| and||.||, are respectively the
one-dimensional and d-dimensional Euclidean norms;mansl the Lebesgue measure. For
simplicity, regardless of the dimension of the space, tHeeksgue measure is always denoted
by m.

Definition 2.1. A point x € U C R is a Lebesgue point of a function f . U — R if

. 1
lim B0 Ju o fO) - f()ldy =0,

where B.(x) = {y € RY : |y — x| < r} and the limit is taken for those r small enough to guarantee
that B,(x) is a subset of U.

Definition 2.2. The set of all Lebesgue points of f : U — R is denoted by L; and it is called
the Lebesgue set.

Definition 2.3. A family {E,},~o of Borel subsets of U is said to shrink nicely to x € U if the
following two conditions hold

e E, C B.(x) c U foreachr,
e there is a constant @ > 0, independent of r, such that m(E,) > am(B,(x)).

Theorem 2.1. The Lebesgue Differentiation Theorem. Suppose that f € Lt (U) and supp(f) C

loc
U. Then we have
e m(U-Ls) =0,

e for every x in the Lebesgue set of f, in particular for almost every x in U, we have

1
m(E,)

lim
r—0+

/E 1£0) ~ £l dy = 0,

where {E.},»o is a family of Borel subsets of U C R? that shrinks nicely to x.



For a proof of this theorem in the case @f= R? see Theorem 3.21 of Folland (1999).
The generalization to an open gétc R? is straightforward. Note that following the Lebesgue
Differentiation Theorem we have ljiny- ﬁ fE f() dy = f(x), wheref andE, are the
same as in the above theorem. Therefore, this can be thotigist @ generalization of the
fundamental theorem of calculus. In general, determirtiegebesgue points of a function is
not an easy task. The next lemma gives a partial answer tclihifenge; the proof is simple
and hence omitted.

Lemma 2.1. If f € L} (U), U CRY, and f is continuous at x € U, then x € Ly.

Definition 2.4. If g : RY — R and f : R? — R, are measurable functions, then the convolu-
tion g * f : RY — R is defined by (g * f)(x) = Jea 8(x =) () dy, provided that for every x
inRY, the integral is well defined.

Some basic properties of convolution can be found in stahteat books such as Folland
(1999) or Brezis/(2011). The next lemma provides a simplesfiitient condition for the
existence of convolution.

Lemma 2.2. Let f € L' (U), p > 1, and supp(f) C U. Suppose that g - R? — R is bounded

o f(x), xeU,

0 e U is well defined on R, i.e.

and compactly supported. Then g = f1ly, fly(x) = {
the integral [, g(x —y)f(v) dy is finite for all x in R

Letn be any function irC°(R¢) such that it satisfies the following conditions
020 [ adx=1 suppls) = B
For anye > 0, definen(x) = ﬁﬂ(f) then clearly we have
rec @), [ =1 supplr) - B0
The next definition provides an example of such a function.

Definition 2.5. Let

-1
n(x) = 4 ce™M, Ially < 1;
0, s > 1,

and take c such that fRd n(x) dx = 1. Then 1€ is called the standard mollifier.



Our discussion does not depend on a specific choicgf.ofHowever, if necessary, the
reader can always consider the standard mollifier. Suppasete L) (U), p > 1, and for
everye > 0, let f¢ : RY — R be defined by

£ 1= (1 * FLo)() = / 7 (e = )FO) dy.

For a fixedx ande small enough (that depends o)) B.(x) c U and sof<(x) exists. However,

if supp(f) c U and sincef € L! (U), p > 1, by LemmdZRf< is well defined orR¢ for all

e > 0. The following theorem is a classical well-known resulthie theory of distributions.
Parts (1) and (2) can be found in Section 4.4 of Brezis (20414, part (3) is a conclusion of

Theorem Z2.11.

Theorem 2.2. Assume that f € L (U), p > 1, supp(f) c U, and € > 0. Then

loc
1. f€ € C*(RY) and 8 f< = 8"y * 1y,

2. f¢— flyin L’ (RY) as e — 0O,

loc

3. f¢ — fly pointwise on Ly, as € — OF, hence ¢ — f pointwise on Ly as € — 0*.

Note that part (3) of Theorem 2.2 implies thfat— f, Lebesgue almost every where@n
LetNg be the set of non-negative integers Ngd: {(ay, ap, ...,ay) :@; € No,i = 1,2, ...,d}. An
element of the safid is called a multi-index. In our extended version of It0'srfaula instead
of classical strong dlierentiability, we apply weak éierentiability which is defined below.

Definition 2.6. Suppose that @ € N& is a multi-index. We say that a function f € L} (U),

loc

U C RY, is weakly differentiable; and also its ath-weak derivative denoted by 3* f € L+ (U), if

/U (@ F()O() dx = (~1)° / FO@ $R)) dx, for all ¢ € C>(U).

where |a| = Y9, a;, and the functions ¢ € C(U) are called test functions.

By applying Theorern 212 and simple properties of weak dévies, we can get the follow-
ing theorem.

Theorem 2.3. Let f € L} (U) and supp(f) € U. We further assume that f admits the weak

loc

derivative 0°f € L} (U), then:

loc
1. €€ C*(RY), and 0°(f€) = n¢ * (0°f) on U,

2. 0°(f¢) — d°fin Lt (U)as e — O,

loc



3. 0“(f°) — 0" f pointwise on Ly« s as € — 0.

Remark 2.1. Note that part(1) of Theorems [2.2] and 2.3 still holds if we replace n° by a test

function.
Though it is very simple, the next lemma is a key point in osicdssion.

Lemma 2.3. Assume that f € L} (U) has the weak derivative 8" f € L (U). Suppose that

loc

¢ € C*(RY) is a test function with support of K such that ¢(x) > O, for all x € RY and
Jea (x) dx = 1. Then for every x € R? we have

0°(f = )X < sup [0°f(2)l,

zeUNA(x)

where A(x) = {y e R?: x—y € K}.

Proof. By using RemarkZ]1 we get

5 (f * () = (6 % Lo F)(x) = /U o(x =)0 £(3) dy = /U o(x — )0 £() dy.

NA(x)

Using this equation and the following inequalities, we dpet tesult

107(f * p)(x)| < sup [0°f(2)l ¢(x —y) dy
zeUNA(x) UNA(x)
< sup 0°£(2) / () dx= sup 1°F ().
zeUNA(x) R4 zeUNA(x)

O

Remark 2.2. Note that the value of the right-hand side of the inequality in Lemma 2.3 can be
infinity.

3 Discussion of Assumptions and Key Tools

In applying classical Itd’s formula on smooth functiofis [0,0) x U +— R, U c RY, the
differentiability atr = 0 is understood by being the right-hand side derivative eNloat since
the Lebesgue measure @ x U is zero, the weak derivatives gfcan be defined similar to
Definition[2.6.

Assume thaf : [0, ) x U +— R is a Lebesgue measurable function. In accordance with
Definitiori2.6, we say that € L! ([0, ) x U) has weak derivative®’ f € L ([0, o) x U) if

loc loc

/[O @I dr= (-1 / ()@ 9(x)) dx, for all ¢ € C([0,00) x U). (3)

[0,00)xU



Note that since a test functianis smooth, its derivatives at the origin are understood as th
right-hand side ones. The results of Secfibn 2 are statedden subsets dt‘. However,
[0,00) x U is not an open set. So in our first step we fix this problem byothicing an
extended version of.

Suppose that the functiofi: [0, o) X U + R is continuous on [O) x U. This function
can be continuously extended to a new functfork x U — R:

fon={ {0, (30 @

Now in addition assume thgt € L} ([0, %) x U) and it is weakly diferentiable in the sense
of equation[(B). Then one can easily show tfiat L; (R x U) and it is weakly diferentiable
on the open sek x U in the sense of Definition 2.6. The weak derivativeg afan be stated
explicitly based on weak derivatives ¢f For instance in the case df= 1, one can easily

check that N .
a—f(t X) = E(I’ x), (t,x) € [0, 00) x U,;
ot Y’ ~U(=t,x), (t,x)€ (~00,0)x U,

ot

and ) y

0f (o[ FED. (0 el0.0)xU;
ox "’ %(—t, x), (t,x) € (—=00,0)x U,

Where%(t, X) and%(t, x) are weak derivatives of in the sense of equation] (3).

Assume thatQ, &, P) is a complete probability space. LEt= (X,)s0, X; : Q +— U,
U c RY, be a cadlag stochastic process that is defined on thig spraany extension of Itd’s
formula, it is important to somehow measure the amount oé tilhat the process spends in
some certain regions of the domain. In particular, this i@ for those points for which
the function is not smooth. For instance, in the case of Mégeformula (see Theorem 70,
Chapter IV of Protter| (2004)), this is done through localdsn In the next proposition, we
discuss a similar tool which is a key result in our extensibime proposition is provided for a
certain class of processes explained below.

Assumption 3.1. Suppose that X : [0,0) X Q +— U is a cadlag stochastic process defined
on the complete probability space (Q, §,P), that satisfies the following condition: If A C U
is a Borel measurable set such that m(A) = O, where m is the Lebesgue measure, then for all
s € R*, P(X; € A) = 0. In other words, for all s € R*, the measure u; on U defined by

us(A) = P(X, € A), is absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesgue measure.

Proposition 3.1. Assume that the process X satisfies Assumption[3.1l Let A C [0, 00) X U be

any Lebesgue measurable set such that m(A) = O, then for all t > 0 we have

Plw e Q:m({s €[0,1]: (s, X,(w)) € A}) =0} = 1.

7



In particular, this implicitly implies that for almost all w € Q, the set {s € [0,1] : (s, X,(w)) € A}

is Lebesgue measurable for all t > 0.

Proof. First assume that is a Borel measurable set. Define the prodésg0, ) X Q +—
[0,00) X U by Y(s,w) = (5,X,(w)). The proces¥ is cadlag and by Proposition 1.21 of
Jacod and Shiryaev (198%),is Bjp ) X § measurable, wher8, .. is the Borelo-algebra on
[0, ) and is theo-algebra o). HenceY*(A) belongs tdB|o ) X & and sof0, 7] N Y~1(A)
iSiNBpw) X F € L xF, where0,7] = [0,7] x Q, and L is Lebesguer-algebra on [0c).
Therefore the functiorf : [0, ) x Q +— R defined byf := 1 jy-1(4) belongs tal*(m x P).

From Fubini-Tonelli Theorem, see Theorem 2.37 of Follar@bg), it follows thatf,, de-
fined by f,, := (., w) is in L!(m) for almost allw. So for a fixedw, [0, 7] N Y~1(A) is Lebesgue
measurable, ana{s € [0, 1] : (s, X;(w)) € A} is well defined for almost alb € Q.

Moreover, letZ(w) := [ f, dm = m{s €[0,7] : (s, X;(w)) € A}, then again by Fubini-
Tonelli TheoremZ is a random variable and < LY(P), furthermore, we can calculate its

]E[Z]://fwdmdP:/ot/fsdes

= / E [Ls.x,)ea)] ds.
0

expectation

Note that for a fixed, 1;.x,)ea) = Lix.ea,), Whered; = {y e R? : (s,y) € A} is Borel measurable,
hence we obtain

E[Z] = / P(X, € A,) ds. (5)

The setA is Borel measurable and hence Lebesgue measurable as wélhe®rem 2.36 of
Folland (1999) the functiom — m(A;) is Lebesgue measurable an@d) = f[o’w) m(Ay) ds.
By the proposition’s assumption(4) = 0 which concludes thai(A,) = O for Lebesgue
almost alls > 0, i.e. there exists a s&t c [0, o) such thatn(N) = 0 and ifs ¢ N then
m(A,) = 0. From equation (5) and AssumptionB.1, we get
E[Z] = P(X, € Ay) ds = / P(X, € Ay) ds = 0.
[0.NN¢ [0.4N{s: m(A,)=0}

The random variabl€ is non-negative an# [Z] = 0, henceZ = 0, P-almost surely which
means that for almost adb € Q, m({s € [0, 1] : (s, X,(w)) € A}) = 0. This completes the proof
whenA is Borel measurable.

Next, suppose that is a Lebesgue measurable set, ther A" UA", A" c B, whereA’
andB are Borel measurable andB) = 0. Now the result follows from the previous part, and
the facts thatn(A) = 0 and the probability space is complete. O

8



Note that ifA = [0,7] x B, whereB c R a Borel set, therts € [0,7] : (s, X,) € A} is the
amount of time that the proceX¥sspends in Borel s&®. So under Assumptidn 3.1, Proposition
[3.1 concludes that almost surely the Lebesgue measuresddrtimunt of time is zero for any
zero Borel measurable set.

We would like to point out that this measure can be quitéedent than local times. For
instance, leX be a standard Brownian motion, then by Propos(tioh/3{%,c [0,7] : X, = a} =
0, P-almost surely for all real numbetswhereas the local time of a Brownian motion at the
levela is not zero. Thisis also because of the fact that as a medmsulectal time of a Brownian
motion is singular with respect to the Lebesgue measure.

4 The Main Result

In this section, we state and prove our main result. Firstngation that the result holds for a
finite variation Lévy process that satisfies Assumpiioh JHis assumption is not valid for a
compound Poisson proce¥sasP[X; = 0] > 0, forr > 0, and therefore, the measuredefined
in Assumptior 3.1 is not absolutely continuous with resgecthe Lebesgue measure, see
Remark 27.3 of Sato (1999). However, based on Theorem 2B&t0f(1999), Assumption 3.1
is always satisfied for a finite variation Lévy process witfiriite activity, if its Leévy measure
is absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesgue neasu

For simplicity we present the theorem for the casé ef 1, however there is no restriction
on extending the result to a genedal

Theorem 4.1. Assume that f : [0, ) X U +— R is a continuous function on [0, c0) X U such
that f € L} ([0,0) X U), supp(f) c [0,00) X U, and U is an open set of R. Let the weak
9 9 ¢ I ([0, ) X U) be locally bounded and defined by equation (3). Suppose

ds’ Ox loc

that X is a finite variation Lévy process satisfying Assumption [3.1] such that for all t > 0, X,
and X,- are in U. Then

derivatives

i) i)
70.%) = 10X+ [ Fsxyasy [ Fsxas

+ // (f (s, Xs- + x) — f(s, X)) Jx(ds x dx),
[0,/]xR
where Jx and 7y are respectively the Poisson random measure and the drift coefficient of the

process X admitting the following representation: X, = yt + f[o, xe X Jx(ds x dx).

Proof. Assume thaff is an extension of the functiofito R x U given by equation{4), note
thatsupp(f) c R x U. Letg, = n% and £,(, x) = (¢, * flrsxw)(t, x), Where (, x) € R2, n > 1,

9



andn% is defined in Sectiofl2. Singée L; (R x U), by Theoreni 213f, € C*(R x R) for all
n > 1. Hence from Itd’s formula, see Theorem 4.2 of Kypriano®dg), we have

Cof, ' of,
1. X) = fn(o,X0)+/0 a—];(s,Xs) a’s+7/0 6]; d

| s )= ks x00) dutds x .
[0,]xR
The rest of the proof is divided into five steps:

Step 1. Sincef is a continuous function, by Lemmha 2L} = R x U. On the other hand
forallz > 0, X, is in U and so by Theoref 2.2,(s, X,) — f(t,X,), for allw € Q ands € R.
Especiallyf,(0, Xo) — f(0, Xo). Also note that for > 0, f(z, X,) = f(z, X,) by the definition
of f.

Step 2. From Theorer 213, ifs(, X,) € Lg_f, then we have

5‘fn

( Xs) — _(S Xs)

LetL; =R x U — Ly, then
ads

(9 n a n ! a n
/ f (s, X,) ds = / f (5, X)L ((5.x)¢L0) A + / j; (5, X)L (s.x)eLq) 5.
0 0

By TheoremZNm(L,) = O, therefore by Proposition 3.1y{s € [0,1] : (s, X,) € L1} = 0,
P-almost surely. Hence because of the properties of Lebesgegral, for each fixed, the
integral

Ofn of,
/ J —— (8, X)L x ey ds = / af (s, X,) ds,
0 [04n{s: (s.X,)eLs} OS

is zeroP-almost surely. Therefore for a fixed

la " la ;
/ f(s,Xs) ds:/ Ji (s, X)1i(s.x,)¢L,) ds, P — almost surely
0 aS 0 aS e

By LemmaZ.3B, for all {, x) € R?, |22(s, x)| < SURcrx)nA(s.0) I(,Y(z)l < SURA (s |6§(z)| where
A(s,x) = {y e R?: (s5,x) —y € K}, andK = sup¢, = B1(0) c B1(0) which results

8f"(s X))l < sup Ia—(z)l O<s<t

zeA(s,X;)

For a fixedw € Q, A(s, X;) is bounded, becausé is bounded on [Q] (due to being a
cadlag process). Therefore for a fixede Q ands € [0, 7], one can find an upper bound for
8 (s, X,)| that depends only om, ¢, and the minimum, maximum d%(s X,) on [0,7]. This

10



upper bound is finite because the weak derivativesarfe locally bounded by the assumption
of the theorem and so the weak derivativeg ahust be locally bounded too. Therefore, one
can apply Lebesgue Dominated Convergence theorem and ai@obt

. "of, Lo o0f,
Ilm/ f(s,XS) ds:/ lim f(s,Xs)l{(sXv)ng} ds, P — almost surely
n—>e Jo O o n— ds -

By Theorem 23, this i®-almost surely equal t(fot %f(s, X)sx)e1, ds. SinceP-almost
surely,m{s € [0,1] : (s,X,) € L1} = 0, and for each € [0, 7], Z(s, X,) = (s, X,), we have

. Lof, i,
Ilm/ —f(s,Xs) ds:/ —f(s,Xs) ds, P — almost surely
0 aS 0 65

n—oo

Step 3. Similar to Step 2, one can prove that

: "af, )
|Im/ Jr (s, X,) ds:/ —f(s,Xs) ds, P — almost surely

n—oo

Step 4. Letl, = [[ (fu(s, X5 + x) — fu(s, X)) Jx(ds x dx), by using mean-value the-
[0,/]xR

orem we havef,(s, X;- + x) — f.(s, Xs-)| = |%(s, O)||x|, whereC is a random variable be-
tweenX,- and X,- + x. By applying Lemmd_2]3 and the same procedure as Step 2, we
can show thatf,(s, X, + x) — fu(s, X;-)| < C'|x|, whereC' is a finite random variable, free
from s, x, n. On the other hand, sincéis a finite variation Lévy process, we also have that
f[o’[]xR Ix| Jx(ds x dx) < oo, P-almost surely.

Therefore by applying Lebesgue Dominated Convergencadhgoone can interchange
the limit and the integral in expressidpasn goes to infinity. Sincd.; = R x U 2 [0,#] x U,
and for alls > 0, X; andX,- are inU, by part three of Theorem 2.2, we get
lim 1, = // ( s, Xy~ + x) = f(s, Xs-)) Jx(ds X dx)

n—oo

[0,/]xR

=[] Gl 9= s X)) s x ),

[0,/]xR

Step 5. From Steps 1, 2, 3, 4, for a fixad> 0, we haveP-almost surely the following
identity

la [a
1t X,) :f(O,Xo)+/0 a—];(s,Xs) ds+)//0 a—i ds

+ // (f(s, X5~ + x) — f(s5, X)) Jx(ds x dx). (6)

[0,/]xR

11



The process is cadlag, so the left-hand side and the right-hand sidd@fabove equality

are well defined processes. Therefore so far we have showithihavo sides of the above
equation (when considered as processes) are in fact maidifisaf each other. Now we prove
that as processes the left-hand side and the right-han@sededeed indistinguishable.

1. First note that sincg is continuous on [0x) x U, then (f(¢, X,))so is cadlag.

2. The functiong—f is Borel measurable and for a fixede Q, (X;)o<,< IS also Borel mea-
surable. Hence for a fixed, ﬂ(s X;) is Borel measurable. So it is also Lebesgue mea-
surable and by Fundamental theorem of Lebesgue integralluat — [; % (s, X,) ds
is uniformly continuous irr. Note that in Step 2, we actually showed ti%fal(s, X;) is
Lebesgue integrable and on {{) g%(s, X;) = ‘3—{(& Xy).

3. Similarly to the previous caseyr— fo of ~(s,X,) ds is also continuous in

4. LetZ = [ (f(s, X5 +x) — f(s5,X,-)) Jx(dsxdx). Foralls > 0, X, andX,- are inU,
[0, xR
thereforez, = Yo ., (f(s, X;) — f(s,X,-)). If the functionf is C**, then obviously the

proces« = (Z,)»o IS right continuous. However, since hefés not necessarily smooth,
to show the right continuity af, we do as follows:

M (Z =z = lim | > (f(s. X)) = f(5. X))

t<s<t+h

< i!i_}rg Z Lf (s, X,) — f(s, X-)l

t<s<t+h

= lim > [im (£u(s: %) = fuls, X,) |

t<s<t+h

< lim Z C'IAX,),

t<s<t+h
where similar to Step 4, one can show tliatis a finite random variable free from £,
n, SO we obtain

I|m \Zoon — Z)| < C” Ilrg AX,; =0, P- almost surely
h= t<s<t+h

This shows that the procegss right continuous.

Thus the left-hand side and the right-hand side of equd@mten considered as pro-
cesses, are right continuous, and we already know that tieeglso modification of each
other. By Theorem 4, Chapter | of Protter (2004), we conclinde the left-hand side
and the right-hand side of this equation define two procabs¢sre indistinguishable.

This proves our theorem.

12
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The next example shows that even in one dimensional caggs,dhe simple functions for
which Meyer-1td formula is not applicable but Theoreml 4ah e used.

Example 4.1. Assume that X : [0, 00) X Q +— R is a finite variation Lévy process that satisfies
Assumption[3 1l Let the function f : R —> R be defined by

x?sini), x#0;
f(x):{ 0, e
This function is continuous, but its derivative is not continuous at origin. So the classical Ito’s
Jormula cannot be applied. Moreover, one can show that f cannot be written as the difference
of two convex functions, and hence Meyer-1to’s formula (Theorem 70, Chapter IV of |Protter
(2004)) is not applicable as well. However, f is weakly differentiable, its weak derivative is
locally bounded, and therefore Theorem is in force.

Example 4.2. Let the function f and the process X be the same as Theoremd_ 1} In addition, we
equip the probability space (Q, &, P) with the natural filtration FX = {F,;t > 0} generated by
the history of X, i.e. for each t > O, F; is the sigma algebra generated by {X,; s < t} and all the
null sets of §. Since X is a finite variation Lévy process, similar to Step 4 of Theorem one

can show that for every t > 0, [[ |f(s, X, + x) = f(s, X;-)| ds X v(dx) < C Jg x v(dx) < oo,
[0,xR
P-almost surely, where C is a random variable free from s and x. Then we have the following

decomposition: f(t,X;) = f(0,Xo) + M, + f(; Af(s,X,) ds, where M is a local martingale
with respect to FX given by M, = [[ (f(s, Xi- + x) = f(s, X)) Jx(ds x dx), Jx(ds x dx) =

[0,xR
Jx(ds X dx) — ds x v(dx), and

0 0
Af(s, X)) = —f(s, X;) + y—f(s, X;) + / (f(s, X5~ + x) — (5, X)) v(dx).
as 0x R
In other words, this shows that the process (f(t, X,))s0 is a special semimartingale.

In the next lemma, we get back to the motivation provided eititroduction. This lemma
also highlights applications of Theorém 4.1 in Feynman-kKgaresentations. Comparing to
similar results, for instance Rang (1997), this repred@rias valid in the absence offllusions
terms. In addition, there are less restrictive assumptorthe underlying function.

Lemma 4.1. Suppose that X is a finite variation Lévy process that satisfies Assumption [3.1]
for U = R. Let the function P = P(t,x), defined by equation (2), admit L* ([0, T] x (0, 0))-

loc
weak derivatives which are locally bounded. Then using Theorem and following the same

13



procedure as Proposition 12.2 of \Cont and Tankoy (2004) (or|Rong (1997)), one can show that
P = P(t, x) is the solution of PIDE ().

5 Conclusions

A version of 1td’s formula is studied under multi-dimens#l finite variation Lévy processes
that is time-dependent and requires wedkedentiability. The formula can be particularly use-
ful for functions that are continuous and piecewise smobkie possible formula’s applications
were motivated by a financial example.

The two main assumptions are that the process is finite i@riahd the weak derivatives of
the functions are locally bounded. The extension of the tdato pure jump semimartingales,
using the theory of distributions (in functional analysis)interesting for future work.
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