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Abstract

The aim objective of this paper is to show that certain basic properties of gamma bridges
with deterministic length stay true also for gamma bridges with random length. Among
them the Markov property as well as the canonical decomposition with respect to the usual
augmentation of its natural filtration, which leads us to conclude that its completed natural
filtration is right continuous.
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1 Introduction

The gamma process has proven very successful when modelling accumulation processes. Early
studies by e.g. Hammersley [13], Moran [22], Gani [12], Kendall [19], Kingman [20] addressed
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the modelling of water stored in and released from reservoirs and accumulation related to storage
in general. Dufresne et al. [§] show how to employ the gamma process to model liabilities of
insurance portfolios for continuous claims. For these risk models the fixed budget horizon of one
year is assumed. The authors investigate furthermore the gamma process in the setting of ruin
theory and supply ruin probabilities in form of tables. The gamma process replaces the compound
processes used traditionally. In Eméry and Yor [11] and Yor [28] gamma bridges were studied and
their application to stop loss reinsurance and credit risk management were pointed out in Brody
et al [7]. This work introduces and focusses on random gamma bridges, which model accumulated
losses of large credit portfolios in credit risk management. These studies were continued by Hoyle
et al. in a series of papers, see e.g. Hoyle and Mengiitiirk [I5]. In a further article pricing at an in-
termediate time is studied Hoyle et al [I4]. Returning to the starting point accumulation processes
for storage, we refer to recent developments in Chan et al [9] for further references. Numerical
results may be found in Assmusen and Hobolth [2].

In this paper we generalize the concept of a gamma bridge to random times, at which the bridge
is pinned, to study amongst others its Markov property and to give its decomposition semi-
martingale. There are two recent works in which bridges with random length are studied. The
first by Bedini et al [4] studies related properties of the Brownian bridge with random length, the
second by Erraoui and Louriki [10] studies Gaussian bridges with random length. In both works
existence of an explicit expression for the bridge with random length is exploited. Applications for
the random gamma bridge suggest itself for accumulation processes in financial mathematics, see
the results of Jeanblanc and Le Cam in [16] and [I7], if heavier tails are desired, electricity pro-
duction in river power plants with implications to electricity prices, life insurance portfolios, where
the instant of death is random, accumulation storage in the setting of just in time production.
The paper is organized as follows. Section 2 begins by recalling the definitions and some properties
of gamma processes and gamma bridges of deterministic length, which will be used throughout
the paper. In Section 3 we define the gamma bridge with random time 7 which will be denoted
by ¢ and we consider the stopping time property of 7 with respect to the right continuous and
completed filtration Fi’c generated by the process (. Moreover, we give the conditional distribution
of 7 and (, given (; for u >t > 0. Next we establish the Markov property of the process ¢ with
respect to its completed natural filtration. As a consequence, we derive Bayesian estimates for the
distribution of the default time 7, given the past behaviour of the process ¢ up to time t. After
that we study the Markov property of the gamma bridge with random length, with respect to IE‘EF’C.
Finally we give its semimartingale decomposition with respect to Fic.

The following notation will be used throughout the paper: For a complete probability space
(2, F,P), N, denotes the collection of P-null sets. If # is a random variable, then Py denotes
the law of # under P. D denotes the space of right continuous functions with left limits (cadlag)
from R, to R, , endowed with Skorohod’s topology, under which the space D is a Pollish space. If
E is a topological space, then the Borel o-algebra over E will be denoted by B(E). The charac-
teristic function of a set A is written 4. The symmetric difference of two sets A and B is denoted
by AAB. Finally for any process Y = (Y}, t > 0) on (2, F,P), we define by:

(i) FY = (./Tty =0(Y,,s<t), t > O) the natural filtration of the process Y.

(i) FYe = (ﬂy’c =F  VNp, t> 0) the completed natural filtration of the process Y.



(iti) FY¢ = (.7-";16 = NFXe = FL VNp, t > O) the smallest filtration containing F* and
s>t
satisfying the usual hypotheses of right-continuity and completeness.

2 Gamma and Gamma bridge processes

The purpose of this section is to recall the definition and some properties of the standard gamma
process and the gamma bridge with deterministic length.
2.1 (Gamma process

By a standard gamma process (y;,t > 0) on (2, F,P), we mean a subordinator without drift
having the Lévy-Khintchine representation given by

E(exp(—Ay)) = exp (—t /000(1 —exp(—Ax)) wdm) (2.1)

= (14X, (2.2)

exp(—x)

where v(dz) = L(0,00) () dz is the so-called Lévy measure. We note that the formula (2.2))

is obtained from (21)) using the Frullani formula.
The following properties, inferred from (2.2]) by means of standard arguments (see, e.g., Sato
[25], ch. 2 and 4), describe the paths of the gamma process.

Proposition 2.1. The gamma process (7, t > 0) has the following properties:
(i) v is a purely jump process;

(ii) ~ is not a compound Poisson process and its jumping times are countable and dense in [0, c0)
a.s.;

(iii) the map ¢ — =, is strictly increasing and not continuous anywhere a.s.;
(iv) ~ has sample paths of finite variation a.s.;
(V) m,t >0, follows a gamma distribution with density

' lexp(—1)

frlz) = TH(O,OO)(:C)v (2.3)
where I' is the gamma function.

The second property means that, for any ¢ > 0, v has infinite activity, that is, almost all paths
have infinitely many jumps along any time interval of finite length. It is a direct consequence of

1
v(R,) = 400, whereas the fourth property arises from / zv(dr) < 4o0.
0
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Remark 2.2. 1. It is clear that the process gamma (74, ¢ > 0) is a process with paths in D.

2. The process (7, — 7~ = €;,t > 0) of jumps of the gamma process (v;,t > 0) is a Poisson
point process whose intensity measure is the Lévy measure of (v;,t > 0), see Bertoin [3].
For r > 0, let us denote by (J7 > Jj > ...) the sequel of the lengths of jumps of the process
(7, t € [0,7]) ranked in decreasing order. It is not difficult to see that since the intensity

exp(=7) L(0,00)(z) dz, then the

jump times (U7, U], ...) constitute a sequence of i.i.d r.v.’s with uniform law on [0, 7] which
is independent from the sequence (J;, k > 1). Thus we have the following representation:

Ve = Z J]: I[{U;St}w t e [0, T]. (24)

k>1

measure of the Poisson point process ((¢,€;),t > 0)) is dt

We note that : v, = > J].

k>1

The next proposition gives three other useful properties of of the gamma process.

Proposition 2.3. (i) For every r > 0, the o-algebras, U(E,u € [0,7]) and (v, u € [r,00)) are
Ir
independent.

(ii) For anyr >0, (7,0 <t <r) satisfies the following equation

t —
e = M/ +/ o %ds, (2.5)
0

r—s
where (M7t € 0,7]) is a G\ -martingale with G = o(7s, s € [0,£] U {r}).
(iii) (vt > 0) has the Markov property with respect to its natural filtration.

Proof. For (i) and (ii) See, [IT]. (iii) (v, ¢t > 0) has the Markov property since it is a Lévy
process. ]

For a deeper investigation on the properties of the gamma process we refer to Kyprianou [21],

Sato [25] and Yor [2§].

2.2 Gamma bridge with deterministic length

A bridge is a stochastic process that is pinned to some fixed point at a fixed future time. In
this section we define the gamma bridge with deterministic length and we give some important
properties of this process. For fixed r > 0, we define the gamma bridge of length r by setting

Definition 2.4. Let r € (0,400). The map (" : Q2 — D defined by

r o fyt/\r(w> w
¢ (w) = @) t>0, we, (2.6)

is the bridge associated with the standard gamma process (7, ¢ > 0). Then clearly (§ = 0 and
¢ = 1. We refer to (" as the standard gamma bridge of length r associated with v. We note that
(" is also called the Dirichlet process with parameter r.
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We note that the process (" is really a function of the variables (r, ¢, w) and for technical reasons,
it is convenient to have certain joint measurability properties.

Lemma 2.5. The map (r,t,w) — ¢ (w) of ((0,+00) x Ry x Q,B((0,400)) ® B(R:+) ® F) into
(R4, B(Ry)) is measurable. In particular, the t-section of (r,t,w) — (/(w): (r,w) — (f(w) is
measurable with respect to the o-algebra B((0,+00)) @ F, for all t > 0.

Proof. Since the map (r,t) — t A r is Lipschitz continuous and t — -, is cadlag for all almost
w € €, then the map (r,t,w) — (/(w) can be obtained as the pointwise limit of sequences of
measurable functions. So, it is sufficient to use standard results on the passage to the limit of
sequences of measurable functions. O

As a consequence we have the following corollary.

Corollary 2.6. The map (r,w) — ¢/ (w) of ((0,400) x Q,B((0,+0)) ® F) into (D, B (D)) is

measurable.

A number of properties of the gamma bridge (" sample paths can be easily deduced from the
corresponding properties of the gamma sample paths. Hence, we have

Proposition 2.7. The gamma bridge ([, t > 0, has the following properties:

(1) ¢" is a purely jump process and its jumping times are countable and dense in [0,7] a.s.;
(i) the map t — (] is strictly increasing and not continuous anywhere in [0,7] a.s.;

(iii) ¢" has sample paths of finite variation in [0, +00) a.s.;

(iv) ¢ has the following representation:

T

q=> Z—kJ Lwp<yy, t>0. (2.7)

k21531

We now turn to distributional properties of the gamma bridge.

Proposition 2.8. (i) Forall0 <t < r, the random variable ( has a beta distribution 5(t,r—t)
i.e. its density function is given by

I'(r) t—1 —t—1
() = — 7 1—2x)" I ) 2.8
1) Forany 0=ty <ty <...<t,=r, the vector (¢, —(;,...,(, —(/ 18 independent from
t1 to tn th—1

¥, with density

F(T) ﬁ x?—ti,l—l

F(tl — ti—l) 1=1

—s

=1

with respect to the Lebesgue measure dxy ...dx,_1 (or, as well, dxs . ..dx,) on the simplex

{(x1,...,2p): 2, >0, 21+ ...+, =1}.
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(iii) For allt <u <r and x € (0,1), the reqular conditional law of (! given ([ = x is given by:

F(T — t) (y _ :L’)u_t_l(l N y)r—u—l

Faedla = = =5 —w Qo™

H{m<y<1} dy7 (29)

In the same spirit as in the Proposition we have
Proposition 2.9. (i) (" is a Markov process with respect to its natural filtration.

(ii) (" satisfies the following equation

tl_ r
¢ =N/ —I—/ “ds, tel0,r], (2.10)
0

r—s
where (N}t € [0,7]) is a FS -martingale.

Proof. (i) From Theorem 1.3 in Blumenthal and Getoor [5] it suffices to prove that for every
bounded measurable function g we have:

Elg(CoI¢E - 6] = Elg(C)IC ], (2.11)

forall0<t; <...<t, <u<randforalln>1.
Using Proposition 2.3 (i) we have

E(C)IC .., ¢ ] = B|g(22) 2 ”—}

Ty Yr
) Rl 7_7_7_7_]
L T Ve Vs Vtn Yr
fyu ,}/n
=E|g(-") L}
7

_E g<<;>|<z;}

Hence the formula (2.11]) is proved, then (" is a Markov process with respect to its natural filtration.
(ii) We have from Proposition 23] (ii) that

t —
%:Mg+/ T Vs gs, te o,
0

r—s

where M" is a martingale with respect to the filtration G\ = o(ys,s € [0,8] U {r}). Then it is
easy to see that

tl_ r
¢ :N[+/ ——%ds, tel0,r], (2.12)
o —Ss

M T T . T
where N = fyt .t € [0,7]. Firstly, notice that, & C G| ) and v, 18 Qt( )_measurable for all

T

t < r. Moreover, equation ([ZI2) yields that is the process N" is F¢ -adapted. In view of these
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considerations, as well as the fact that M} is a Qy)—martingale we obtain

E{N{\fg} = E[Mt \fg*} :E[E{%Igs@} |]-"§’}
r

T

- |2 | BN -

T

for 0 < s <t <r. It follows that (N7, t € [0,7]) is a F¢" -martingale. Hence the equation (ZI0) is
satisfied. 0

Remark 2.10. We can rewrite (Z3]) in the form

tAr o
Yerr = M1, +/ ~—ds, t>0. (2.13)
0 r—s
Then we obtain u n
, T T (T
= Jenr _ Ziar +/ —3ds, t>0. (2.14)
Vr Yr 0 r—s
T Mtr/\r
For every t > 0, we set N, = —=. We have thus
Yr
r T 11— Csr
¢, =N/ + . Ifs<ryds, t>0. (2.15)
0

It follows from the above proposition that (N[ .t >0) is a F¢ -martingale stopped at 7.

3 Gamma bridges with random length

In this section we define and study a process ((;,t > 0) which generalizes the gamma bridge in the
sense that the time r at which the bridge is pinned is substituted by an independent random time
7. We call it gamma bridge with random length. We prove that the random time 7 is a stopping
time with respect to the completed filtration F¢¢ and we give the regular conditional distribution
of 7 and (7,() given (. Moreover, we prove that the gamma bridge with random length ( is
an inhomogeneous Markov process with respect to its completed natural filtration F¢¢ as well as
with respect to Fi’c. The last property allows us to deduce an interesting consequence that is the
filtration F* satisfies the usual conditions of completeness and right-continuity. Finally we give
the semimartingale decomposition of { with respect to Fi’c.

Now we give precise definition of the process ((;, ¢ > 0). Due to Corollary 2.6 we could substitute
r by a random time 7 in (2.6). Thus we obtain
Definition 3.1. Let 7 : (2, F,[P) — (0, +00) be a strictly positive random time, with distribution
function F'(t) :=P(r <t),t>0. The map ¢ : Q, F) — (D, B (D) is defined by

Ct(w) = C[(w)lr:T(w) ,(t,w) eR, x Q.

Then ( takes the form

G = 7;”, t>0. (3.1)
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Since ( is obtained by composition of two maps (r,t,w) — (J(w) and (t,w) — (7(w), t,w),
it’s not hard to verify that the map ¢ : Q, F) — (D, B (D) is measurable. The process ¢ will be
called gamma bridge of random length T.

As mentioned above, we work under the following standing assumption:

Assumption 3.1. The random time T and the gamma process v are independent.

Using the fact that the process ( is obtained by the substitution of  in (" by the random time
7 allows us to derive a lot of information about its path properties. Hence, we have

Proposition 3.2. The gamma bridge (;, t > 0, has the following properties:

(1) ¢ is a purely jump process and its jumping times are countable and dense in [0, 7] a.s.;
(ii) the map t — (; is increasing and not continuous anywhere on [0,7] a.s.;

(iii) ¢ has sample paths of finite variation a.s.

(iv) ¢ has the following representation:

k
G=2 57 hogsns 120,

k21 59

where the jump times (U7, U, ...) constitute a sequence of r.v.’s identically distributed with
the law given by

PlUT <#] — P[Tgm/ P[U7 < ] P, (dr)
(t,400)

1
= Pl[r<t]+tE {—]I(T>t):|,t20,k‘21.
T

3.1 Stopping time property of 7

The aim of this subsection is to prove that the random time 7 is a stopping time with respect to
e,

Proposition 3.3. For allt > 0, we have P ({(; = 1} A {7 <t}) =0. Then T is a stopping time
with respect to FS¢ and consequently it is a stopping time with respect to Fi’c.

Proof. First we have from the definition of ¢ that ¢; = 1 for 7 <¢. Then {7 <t} C {¢; =1}. On
the other hand, using the formula of total probability we obtain

PG, =1, < 7) = / P(C, = 1|7 = )P, (dr)

(t,400)

/ P(C = 1), (dr)
(t,+00)
0.



The latter equality uses the fact that ¢} is a random variable has a beta distribution for 0 < ¢ < r.
Thus P ({¢; = 1} A {r < t}) = 0. It follows that the event {r < t} belongs to Fy V Np, for all
t > 0. Hence 7 is a stopping time with respect to ¢ and consequently it is also a stopping time

with respect to Fi’c. O
In order to determine the conditional law of the random time 7 given (; we will use the following

Proposition 3.4. Let t > 0 such that F(t) > 0. Let g : Ry — R be a Borel function satisfying
Ellg(7)|]] < 400. Then, P-a.s., we have

_ g(r)
Elg(T)|G] = /(M WPT(dT) H{ct=1}+/(t’+oo)9(7’)¢<:(@)19’r(d7“) Lio<c<1}s (3.2)
where the function ¢¢r is defined on R by:
b (z) — p¢ (2)
|, ea@r
- D(r)
(1—-2) L(r—1)

= ) F(S) H(OJ)(I’), reR, re (t, —I—OO). (33)
/@ ) g P

Proof. Let us consider the measure ;o defined on B(R) by
p(dx) = 61(dx) + dx,

where 91 (dz) and dz are the Dirac measure and the Lebesgue measure on B(R) respectively. Then
for any B € B(R) we have

P(¢, € Blr = 1) = P(¢} € B) = / g, 2)uld),

where the function ¢, is a nonnegative and measurable in the two variables jointly given by

q(r, ) = Lpmiy lp<ny + @cr (2)Ljocac iy Lirar -
It follows from Bayes formula (see [26] p. 272) that P-a.s.:

/(0+ 9l QP-(ar)

Elg(r)|G] =
/(O+ alr QP

/(0 ) g(r)P-(dr)lig=1y + / 9(r)eer ()P (dr)Liocc, <1y

(t,400)

F(O)iey + / et (P (dr)Loccrcry

(t,400)

_ g(r)
_/(M F(t)]P)T(dT)H{Ctzl}+/(t’+oo)g(r)¢Cf(Ct)]P)T(d’I")H{O<Ct<1}.



Corollary 3.5. The conditional law of the random time T given (; is given by

1
Pri¢—a(@, dr) = 7o) He=oa (r) Pr(dr) + ¢¢; (#) Lo<acay Lt o0 (1) P (dr) (3.4)
The previous proposition can be expanded as follows

Proposition 3.6. Let u > t > 0 such that F(t) > 0. Let g be a bounded measurable function

defined on (0,4+00) x R. Then, P-a.s., we have

_ g(r,1)
Batr il = [ S B ey + [ 6 @@ P oy, (39
and
, 1
Blo(r, GIG1 = [ S Py + [ 0l Do (G- () Tacg.a
b B G (@ Pl Loy (36)
(u,+00)
Here the function &, ,(r,-) is defined by
&u(r,z) = Elg(r ¢,)|¢ =]
(3.7)

= /R 9(r,y) Peyr=2 (dy).

Proof. First of all, it is easy to see that ([B.3]) is an immediate consequence of Proposition B4l Now
to show (B.6) we begin with by splitting E[g(, (,)|¢] as follows
Elg(7, Gu)l¢] = Elg(7, DIir<n |G + Elg(7, Dlcr<uy €] + Elg(T, Cu)ju<ry |G

We obtain from Proposition 3.4] that

1
Blo(r Dlolé) = [ S Prtanay

and
9(r, D)o (C)P-(dr) Tioeg, <1y-

E[9(7’>1)H{t<T§u}|Q] :/( |
t,u

Next we prove that
E[g(7, Cu)lfu<ry|Ci] :/( ) &u(r, G)de (G) Pr(dr) Lio<g,<1y- (3.8)
u,+00
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Indeed, for a bounded Borel function h we have

Elg(7, C)ljuery ()] = / Ela(r, RGP (dr)

(u,+o00)

_ /( - ELEla OCIG B

= [ BB QI IP ).
Using ([B1), for t < u < r, we get

Elg(r, C)lpueryh(G)] = /( BB OMEIB ()

= E[&u(7, G)ljucryh(Co)]-
It follows from (B.3]), that P-a.s.

E[th,u (Ta Ct)ﬂ{u<'r} |Ct] = / th,u(ra Ct) QSC{(Q) IP)T(dT) ]I{O<Ct<l}' (39)

(u,+00)

This induces that
E[Q(T7 Cu)l[{u«}h@t)] =E {/( : Q5t,u(7"a Q)<Z><;(Ct) IP’T(dr) H{0<ct<1} h(Ct) .
u,+00

Hence the formula ([B3.8)) is proved and then the proof of the proposition is completed.

3.2 Markov property of ( and Bayes estimate of 7

In this part we prove that the gamma bridge with random length ¢ is an inhomogeneous Markov
process with respect to its completed natural filtration F¢-°.

Theorem 3.7. The process ((;,t > 0) is an FS-Markov process. That is, for anyt > 0, we have
E[f (Gen) | 7] = ELf (Gesn) |G, P — as., (3.10)

for allt,h > 0 and for every bounded measurable function f.

Proof. First, we would like to mention that since (y = 0 almost surely then it is easy to see that

ELf (Geen)IF5] = ELF (Gean)IGo]
Let us assume t > 0. As Ij¢,—0y = I{7<yy P-a.s we rewrite E[f(Cien)| FY] as follows

E[f (Gl F] = ELf (Gn) | F Lir<ty + ELF (Gorn) | Fo Lpary

= F(D)cm1y + ELf (Gan) | Fr L rary-

11



So it remains to show that

E[f (Gn)Lip<rp | Fr] = ELf (Gn) Lpp<ry 1G], P — acs.

To do this it is enough to verify that

[ et =[G, (311)
An{t<7} An{t<T}
for all A € ff. We start by remarking that, for ¢t > 0, .Ff is generated by
Ctnfl Ctn72 gt1 Cto
, QU i= Sy Q1 = e, g = 2=y i= =2
Con Gt Y G T G

0 <ty <ty <---<t,=tfor nrunning through N. Then by the monotone class theorem it
is sufficient to prove [BII]) for sets A of the form A = {(; € B,a; € By,...,a, € B,} with
B, By, Bs,...,B, € B(R), n > 1. Moreover, on the set {t < 7}, we have

ﬁk::h:ak, ]{3:1,...,71.
’}/tk

Using Proposition (i), then for ¢t < r the vectors (f,...,3,) and (¢/,(/,,) are independent.
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Now taking into account all the above considerations, we have

/A oy TGP =BG T (G 00) ]
- E[f(<t+h) HBXB1><...><B7L(<t> 517 cee aﬁn) ]I{t<7—}]

_ / E [£(¢on) I8(C) oy, (Brs - - - Bu)] Py(dr)

(t,00)

_ / ELf (o) s (P (dr) BlLg s (Bry- - B)]

(t,00)
= E[f (Cern) 18(¢) Tppary E[lBy w.xn (Bis - - - Bn)]
= E [E[f (Corn) |6 T5(6) Tary Iy s (B -+ Bu)]
= E[E[f () 1G] 15(G) Tptar Lgix.oxa (Bus - - -, )]
= E[E[f (Gt 16 T5(G) Lty Ipuxeox 3, (@, - )

= E[E[f(ct+h)|Ct] HBXle---XBn(Cb 1S5 PII Oén) H{t<‘r}]

= / E[f(CtJrh)Kt] dP.
An{t<7}

Hence (311 is proved and this ends the proof.

Corollary 3.8. The Markov property can be extended to the completed filtration FSC.

The aim of this proposition is to provide, using the Markov property, that the observation of
(; would be sufficient to give estimates of the time 7 based on the observation of the information
process ¢ up to time t.

Proposition 3.9. Let 0 <t < u.

(i) For each bounded measurable function g defined on (0,00), we have P-a.s.

Bly()FET = 9 A Dligmn + [ 9@ P Locgan. (312

(t,400)
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(ii) For each bounded measurable function defined on (0,400) x R, we have P-a.s.

Elg(r, Q)| F ) = g(r At, D)em1y +/ g(r, C) ey (Co)Pr(dr) o< <1y- (3.13)

(t,400)

Elg(r, G)IFT = g(r At D)y + / 9(r; D)y (C)P-(dr)Lo<c <1y

(t.u]

+ / / 9(r, 9)Pericr=2(dy) oc; (CG)P-(dr) o< <1y (3.14)
(u,+o0) JR

Proof. (i) Obviously, we have
Elg(m)|F; ) = Elg(T A )iran | F5 ]+ Elg(7 V ) Liary | FF -
Now since g(7 A t)l;<p is F-measurable then, P-a.s, one has

E[g(T/\t)I[{Tgt}‘ff’c] = g(T/\t)H{Tgt}

= g(T A t)H{CtZU"

On the other hand due to the facts that g(7 V t)Ij<ry is 0((s, t < 5 < 400) V Np-measurable and
¢ is a Markov process with respect to its completed natural filtration we obtain P-a.s.

E[Q(T \ t)]l{t<7'} |~7:tC7c] = E[Q(T \% t)]l{t<7'} |Ct]>

The result is deduced from (B.2).
(ii)) The equation ([BI3) is an immediate consequence of (i). Concerning the equation (B.14))
we use the same method which we used to prove (i). O

Remark 3.10. The process ¢ cannot be an homogeneous F¢ -Markov process. Indeed, Proposition
enables us to see that, for A € B(R) and ¢ < u, we have P-a.s.,

P(¢u € AIFY) = Tpeaylig—1y + e /( }¢<;(Ct)PT(dT)H{o<<t<1}
t,u

+/( )/H{ct<y<1}Pcmc{:x(dy) Gcr (G) Pr(dr) Ljoee, <1y,
u,+o00) J A

which is clear that it doesn’t depend only on u — t.

3.3 Markov property with respect to IFSL’C

We have established, in the previous section, the Markov property of ( with respect to its completed
natural filtration F¢¢. In this section we are interested in the the Markov property of ¢ with respect
to F$. It has an interesting consequence which is none other than the filtration FS¢ satisfies the
usual conditions of completeness and right-continuity. However, we need the following condition
of on the integrability of 7.
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Assumption 3.2. There exists a sufficiently small o > 0 such that
E(1%) < +o0. (3.15)
The next theorem shows the Markov property of ¢ with respect to Fi’c.

Theorem 3.11. The process  is a Markov process with respect to IFSF’C.

Proof. 1t is sufficient to prove that for any 0 <t < u and any function bounded continuous g we
have

Elg(¢)| 7] = Elg(Cl)IG], P —as. (3.16)

Let (t,)nen be a decreasing sequence of strictly positive real numbers converging to t: that is
0<t< .. <ty <t,<..<t;y<u,t, \(tasn — +oo. Since g is bounded and ffjf = ﬂ]:tn’c
n

then, P-a.s., we have

Elg(G)IFi] = lim Elg(¢u)lF,- (3.17)
It follows from the Markov property of ¢ with respect to F¢¢ that
Elg(C)| 7] = lim Elg(¢)IG]. P —as. (3.18)
It remains to prove that
lim Elg(Cu)|C,] = Elg(Cu)lG], P —as. (3.19)
n—--+4o0o

The proof is splitted into two parts. In the first one we show the statment (3.16]) for ¢ > 0, while
in the second part we consider the case ¢t = 0.
Let t > 0. We begin by noticing that from Proposition 3.9, P-a.s., we have

Elg(¢)Icu] =g(1) (ﬂ{%zu n /( | m<<tn>PT<dr>H{o<<m<l})
tn,u
4 /( Kol o), () Pl o, e
u,~400

_ 4(1) (H{an} of o <<tn>PT<dr>H{tn<f})

(tn,u

+ /( K1 )0, () Br ) T,
u,+00

Where the function K, (r, z) is defined on R by for 0 <t <u <r
Kiu(r,z) = Elg(G)I¢ = ]
S ) (3.20)
R
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Since 1ini Lit, <r} = Ljr<ry then assertion (B.I9) will be established if we show, P-a.s on {t < 7},
n——+0o0o
that

nirgoo ol gthrn (Ctn)]P)T(dr) = ta gthr (Ct)]PT(dr)> (321)
and
lim K u(r, G )b, (Gr) P (dr) :/ K a(r, G)ocr (G) Pr(dr). (3:22)
n—+00 (u,+00) (u,+00)

We start by proving assertion (B.2I)). The integral on the left-hand side of (3.2I]) can be rewritten
as

/t wer (¢, P-(dr)
| ¢c (Gr) Pr(dr) = /( st

Lio<¢, <13

(tn,u

ece (Cr,)Pr(ds)
(t7ly+oo)

" D(r)
1—-¢ )| — P _(dr
— /(””< Cn) L(r = tn) ( )H{oc }
- s F(S) <Ctp <1}-
1—¢ )| —2_ P (d
/@n,ﬂo)( C”) (s —f) %)

First let us remark that the function

L(r)
L(r—t)

(t,r,z) — (1 —2x)"

defined on {(t,r) € (0,+00)?t < r} x (0,1) is continuous. Using the facts that (;, is decreasing
to ¢; and P [¢; = 0] = 0 then, P-a.s on {t < 7}, we have

L(r) I(r)

m (1- gtn)rm]l{th"} Tio<g, <1y = (1 = Ct)rr(r 5 Lr<ry Lio<ci<1y- (3.23)

On the other hand since the function z — (1 — z)" is decreasing on (0, 1) for all > 0 and

0< F(l;(i)t) — |1 t(t; Yo <T—12)} , (3.24)

for large enough r, see [1], p. 257, 6.1.46, then for any compact subset I of (0,400) x (0,1) it

yields
I'(r)

sup (1 —2)"=——Tyy < +o00.
(t,:c)EIC( ) T(r—t) <"
Hence, P-a.s on {t < 7}, we have
FT(r)
1-— —— Iy o 1 < . 3.25
ilel.IN)< Ctn) Tl —1,) {tn<r} L{0<¢r, <1} < 00 (3.25)
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We conclude assertion ([B.21]) from the Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem.
Now let us prove (3.22)). Recall that the function Ky, ,(r, () is given by

K1, C) = / 9 ecy<yPeicr, = (dY)|a=c.,,
R

_ I'(r —tn) (y— G) 1 — gyt
B D(u—t,)(r —u) /R 9(%) (1—¢, )1 Li¢,, <y<13 dy.

Since ¢ is bounded we deduce that Ky, ,(r, () is bounded. Moreover we obtain from the weak
convergence that

lim Ktn,u(ra Ctn) = Kt7U(T> Ct)>

n—-+0o0o

P-a.s on {t < 7}. Combining the fact that K, .(r, () is bounded, ([B.23) and (B.25]) assertion
[B22) is then derived from the Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem.

Next, we investigate the second part of the proof, that is the case t = 0. It will be carried out
in two steps. In the first one we assume that there exists € > 0 such that

P(r >¢)=1. (3.26)
As in the first part, it is sufficient to verify that

lim_Elg(¢)IG]) = Elg(C)IG], P —a.s. (3.27)

n—-—+oo

Without loss of generality we assume ¢, < aAe for all n € N. It is easy to see that under condition

B24), E[g(¢.)|¢:,] takes the form
Bl9(CIG,] = 90 [ g (GIPar) + [ Kayalr ), (G, Pr(ar),
(e,u] (u,400)

On the other hand we have
Blo(G)IG] = Blo(G)) = sF@) + [ [ gw)eqty) dyPa(ar)
(u,+00) JR

Then in order to show ([B27) it is sufficient to prove, P-a.s, the following

lim Gcr (Gt )P (dr) = F(u), (3.28)
n—-4oo (&U} n
and
lim [ Ko G0, GO B = [ [ glye (o) dyPi(arn), (3.29)
n—r+o00 " (u,+o0) JR
(u,400)
First, for r > ¢, we have
. . L(r
Jim (1=, e (_)tn)]l{tn<r}]l{o<<tn<1} = 1.
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Since the gamma function is increasing on [2, 00) then, for r > 2 + t;, we obtain

T _ 1)
o (1-6) 55y < iy 230
()

It follows from (B.I3) and ([B24]) that the fonction r —— is P,-integrable on (g, 400).

T (7’ - tl)
Hence ([B.28) follows from a simple application of the Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem.
In the same way as in the first case (¢ > 0) we obtain from the weak convergence that

lim K, o(r,¢,) = L(r)

R S — u—1 1— r—u—1 I d
nerteo C(u)l(r — u) /R 9wy (1 -y {o<y<1} @Y,

then also ([B:29) follows from a simple application of the Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem.
Finally, we have to consider the general case, that is P(7 > 0) = 1. In order to prove the Markov
property of ( with respect to Fic at t = 0 it is sufficient to show that Fgf is P-trivial. This
amounts to prove that .7:OC , is P-trivial since ]-"g_f = .7:OC . VNp. To do so, let € > 0 be fixed and
consider the stopping time 7. = 7V . We define the process (;* by

{65t >0} = {{{ lr=rve; t > 0}

The first remark is that the sets (7. > ¢) = (7 > ¢) are equal and therefore the following equality
of processes holds

C.TE]I(T>€) = C ]I(T>€)‘
Then for each A € F§ , there exists B € Fgf such that
AN(r>e)=BN(t >e).

As P(1. > £/2) = 1 then according to the previous case we have that F§, is P-trivial. That is
P(B) = 0 or 1. Consequently we obtain

P(AN(r>¢))=0or P(AN (7 >¢)) =P(r > ¢).

Now if P(A) > 0, then there exists € > 0 such that P(AN{7 > €}) > 0. Therefore forall 0 < ¢’ < e
we have

P(AN(r>¢€))=P(r >¢&).
Passing to the limit as £’ goes to 0 yields P(AN (7 > 0)) = P(7 > 0) = 1. It follows that P(A) = 1,

which ends the proof. O
Corollary 3.12. The filtration FS° satisfies the usual conditions of rightcontinuity and complete-
ness.

Proof. See, e.g., [ [5], Ch. I, Proposition (8.12)] O
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3.4 Semimartingale Decomposition of (

Our purpose is to derive the semimartingale property of ¢ with respect to its own filtration F¢°.
Firstly, we obtain from the representation (215 that

t
G = Nt+/ Zsds, t=>0, (3.31)
0
where the processes N and Z are defined as follows:
Ny(w) := Ng(w)‘rzf(w)a
and

1—@

Zt ¢ H{t<7‘}>

for (t,w) € Ry x Q. Now let us consider the filtration

H = (Ht = FSVa(r), t> 0) , (3.32)
which is equal to the initial enlargement of the filtration FS¢ by the o-algebra o(7). Since the
processes ¢ and Z are H-adaped it follows from equation ([B31]) that N is H-adapted. Moreover,

T is a stopping time with respect to H. The next proposition will play a very important role in
forthcoming developments, since it shows the semimartingale property of ( with respect to H;.

Proposition 3.13. (i) We have
t
E {/ | Z| ds} < 400,Vt > 0.
0
(ii) The process N = (N,,t > 0) defined by

t
Nt = Ct — / sts, t Z 0, (333)
0

15 a He-martingale stopped at 7.

Proof. (i) We first note that Z is a nonnegative process. Since, for s < r, (7 has a beta distribution
B(s,r —s) then E(¢!) = s/r. So, we can see, for any ¢ > 0, that

t +oo tAr _ r
E [/ Z, ds] :/ / 71 B¢ dsP.(dr)
0 0 0 r—=
“+o0 tAr 1
:/ / —dsP.(dr) <1
0 0 r

(i) By assertion (i), the process (Z,¢ > 0) is integrable with respect to the Lebesgue measure,
hence N is well-defined. It is clear that the process N is H-adapted and Nt = NT, P-a.s, on
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the set {t > 7}. Now since (]V{,t > 0) is a ¢ -martingale stopped at r we obtain, for any
O<ti<ty<..<t,=t,neN* h>0and g abounded Borel function, that

E (]/\}t—l—h_J/\}t)g(ct1>"'a<tna7—):| :/(0+ )E[(Ntr—i-h tr)g(Ctrp'"agglar)]]}»‘r(dr)

- / BN, — NG )Py (dr)

[ B - B0 Gl dr)
[t,t+h)

" / N7 — N0 PP (dr)

_ / E[(NT — NDg(CL, - ¢ )R (dr)

_|_

/ NG GBS (dr)
t+h

s B - R0 G ) =0
[t+h,+00)
The desired result follows by a standard monotone class argument. This completes the proof. [

Therefore, it follows from Stricker’s Theorem [27] that ¢ is a semimartingale relative to its nat-
ural filtration F¢¢. A natural question is: what is the explicit form of its canonical decomposition?
That is the problem we want to discuss. The method consists in applying the stochastic fltering
theory.

Theorem 3.14. The canonical decomposition of ¢ in its natural filtration FS€ is given by

G=Ror [[0-0) [ oG Bn) Ty (3.34)

where (]vt,t > 0) is an FSC-martingale stopped at T.

Proof. Let us start by recalling that 7 is a stopping time with respect to F¢¢. A well known result
of filtering theory, [6] (T1, p. 87) (or Theorem 8.1.1 and Remark 8.1.1 [I8] for more general setting)
tells us that the decomposition of ¢ in its natural filtration F¢¢ is given by

t
G =N+ / E (Z,|F5) ds, (3.35)
0

where (Nt,t > 0) is an F&“martingale stopped at 7. Therefore, we have only to compute the
conditional expectation of Z, relative to F¢. Indeed, using ([3.12)) we have

; 1
E (Z,|Fs) =E (T < Lis<ry | FS ) (1-¢)E (— Lis<ry| FS )

S0-0) [ @R oy,
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Hence we derive the canonical decomposition ([3.34]) of ¢ as a semimartingale in its own filtration
[Fée, O

Remark 3.15. The results of the paper can be straightforwardly extended to a large class of gamma

subordinator (1\™, ¢ > 0), n, k > 0, with Lévy measure

K
v(de) = — exp(=nz) Lo (2) dz

and whose law at time ¢ is the gamma distribution with density

Kt .kt—1

fpuo @) = F— F(Z}g(_m)ﬂ

(0,00) (ZIZ’)

The Lévy-Khintchine representation is given by

. A,
E(exp(—Ay™™)) = (1 + o) ‘

On the other hand, they can be also easily extended to the gamma bridges of length r, starting at
0, with an arbitrary ending point a > 0

(m)
G = ol >0,
Y

T

For the sake of simplicity, we have therefore considered only the case n = kK = a = 1 without loss
of generality.
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