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Abstract. Using the authors’ recently developed stochastic integration [Stoch PDE: Anal
Comp, 2024], we prove an Itô formula for Hilbert space-valued Itô processes defined with
respect to a cylindrical martingale-valued measure. We develop some tools from stochastic
analysis, as are the predictable and optional quadratic variation of a stochastic integral,
the continuous and purely discontinuous parts of an integral process, and a Riemann
representation formula. As an application of our Itô formula, we prove a Burkholder
inequality for the stochastic integral defined with respect to a cylindrical martingale-valued
measure. Finally, we derive Itô formulas for Hilbert space-valued martingale-valued
measures and for cylindrical square integrable martingales.

1. Introduction

Itô’s formula is one of the most important tools in stochastic analysis and has many
theoretical and practical applications, for instance, to the resolution of stochastic
differential equations. In the real-valued case and for Wiener processes, the formula was
first established by K. Itô in [1]. An extension to Hilbert space-valued Itô processes,
driven by a Wiener process, was introduced by Curtain and Falb [2]. Later, Kunita [3]
made a further extension to Hilbert space-valued Itô processes driven by square integrable
martingales. An even further extension to Hilbert space-valued semimartingales was carried
out by Métivier in [4]. Some recent works that establish Itô formulas for other types of
noises or for certain classes of Banach spaces are [5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12].

In this paper, we prove an Itô formula for Hilbert space-valued Itô processes driven by a
cylindrical martingale-valued measure. To be precise, let H, G and K be separable Hilbert
spaces, β : Ω × R+ → R an adapted càdlàg process, locally of finite variation. We also
consider a ring A of subsets of a topological space U and (M(t, A) : t ≥ 0, A ∈ A) a
cylindrical martingale-valued measure. That is, for each A ∈ A, M(·, A) consists on a
collection of cylindrical random variables on H, and for t ≥ 0, M(t, ·) is an L2-valued
measure defined on A. Let X be the G-valued Itô process:

dXt = Ψ(t)dβ(t) +

ˆ
U

Φ(t, u)M(dt, du)
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for coefficients Ψ : Ω × R+ → G and Φ : Ω × R+ × U → HS(H,G) satisfying suitable
integrability conditions, where HS(H,G) denotes the space of Hilbert-Schmidt operators
from H to G. If f : [0, T ] × G → K is a function of class C1,2, we show the following Itô
formula:

f(t,Xt) = f(0, X0) +

ˆ t

0

ft(s,Xs−)ds+

ˆ t

0

ˆ
U

fx(s,Xs−)Φ(s, u)M(ds, du)

+

ˆ t

0

fx(s,Xs−)ψ(s)dβ(s) +
1

2

ˆ t

0

ˆ
U

Tr
Φ(s,u)Q

1/2
Mc

(fxx(s,Xs−)) ⟨⟨M c⟩⟩ (ds, du)

+
∑
0<s≤t

[f (s,Xs)− f (s,Xs−)− fx (s,Xs−) (∆Xs)] .

The second integral on first line corresponds to a stochastic integral with respect to M .
The remaining three integrals are defined almost surely as K-valued Bochner integrals with
respect to the Lebesgue measure, to β, and to ⟨⟨M c⟩⟩ respectively. The process ⟨⟨M c⟩⟩
is the predictable quadratic variation of the cylindrical martingale-valued measure M c,
corresponding to the continuous part of M .

The theory of stochastic integration with respect to a cylindrical martingale-valued measure
M was introduced by the authors in [13]. A fundamental step in the construction of the
stochastic integral was the introduction of the notion of predictable quadratic variation
⟨⟨M⟩⟩ for M . The definition of such an object is non-trivial, because M is not an H-valued
martingale measure (as it is assumed, for instance, in [14]) and hence tools from the theory
of H-martingales (which can be found for instance in [4]) are not at our disposal. Since
M encloses both the concept of cylindrical martingale and of martingale-valued measure, in
[13] the authors found it convenient to formulate a definition for ⟨⟨M⟩⟩ as a supremum of a
family of intensity measures (in the sense introduced by Walsh in [15]). Such a definition
extended the work carried out by Veraar and Yaroslatsev in [12] to the context of cylindrical
martingale-valued measures.

In Section 2 we recall the main definitions and properties of cylindrical martingale-valued
measures and their quadratic variation, as well as the stochastic integral defined with respect
to these objects in [13]. In Section 3 we extend the theory of stochastic integration, by
introducing some fundamental tools we will need for the formulation and proof of our Itô
formula. First, in Section 3.1 we prove a conditional version of Itô’s isometry which is later
used in Section 3.2 to compute the predictable quadratic variation of the stochastic integral.
We next show, in Section 3.3, that under basic conditions a cylindrical martingale-valued
measure M can be decomposed as an orthogonal sum of a cylindrical martingale-valued
measure with continuous pathsM c and a cylindrical martingale-valued measure with purely
discontinuous pathsMd. BothM c andMd have predictable quadratic variations ⟨⟨M c⟩⟩ and
⟨⟨Md⟩⟩ with corresponding (operator-valued) covariance processes Qc and Qd. Moreover, we
show that the stochastic integral with respect to M can be decomposed as the sum of the
stochastic integrals with respect to M c and Md. Later, in Section 3.4 we show that the
optional quadratic variation (as a G-valued process) of the stochastic integral with respect
to M can be expressed in terms of the quadratic variation of the stochastic integrals with
respect to M c and Md.
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The core of this paper is Section 4, where we prove our version of Itô formula. The result is
first proved for scalar valued functions (Theorem 4.2) and later extended to vector valued
functions (Theorem 4.7) via duality and the Hahn-Banach theorem. This reduction to the
scalar case simplifies some of the arguments based on convergence under the integral sign,
as well as the particular form of the residual on Taylor’s formula. Since our cylindrical
martingale-valued measures may have discontinuous paths, so do the corresponding Itô
processes. Therefore, in the proof of Theorem 4.2, one requires a careful analysis of the size
of the jumps of the Itô processes. This is where the separation of the quadratic variation
of the stochastic integral in terms of the quadratic variations of the continuous and purely
discontinuous parts plays a major role.

The usefulness of our Itô’s formula is shown in Section 5 where we use it to establish a
Burkholder inequality for the stochastic integral with respect to a cylindrical martingale-
valued measure. We do this by first assuming M has (cylindrically) continuous paths
(Theorem 5.1) and then, that it has (cylindrically) purely discontinuous paths (Theorem
5.2). The general case is obtained by using the decomposition of the stochastic integral
with respect to M as the sum of the stochastic integrals with respect to the continuous and
purely discontinuous parts of M . Finally, we apply the Burkholder inequality in the case
of an H-valued càdlàg Lévy process (Example 5.5). We finish this section by establishing a
Kunita inequality as a consequence of this example.

Finally, in Section 6 we directly relate our results to the ones appearing in some other
literature. In the first half, we show how our theory can be applied to Hilbert space-valued
martingale-valued measures and we derive a corresponding Itô formula. To the extent of
our knowledge, this result is new. This can be applied to recover the classical Itô formula
in other works, as for example [16, 17, 18]).

In the second subsection, we look at the particular case of a cylindrical square integrable
martingale, both, the continuous paths case (recovering the result of [12] for the Hilbert
space setting) and the general (including discontinuous paths) case.

2. Preliminaries

Throughout this work, H, G and K denote separable Hilbert spaces. We will use the
notation (·, ·)H , (·, ·)G, (·, ·)K for the inner products in H, G and K respectively. We identify
the dual of a Hilbert space with the space itself. For a Hausdorff topological space U , its
Borel σ-algebra will be denoted by B(U).
We assume that (Ω,F ,P) is a complete probability space equipped with a filtration (Ft)t∈R+

that satisfies the usual conditions, that is, it is right continuous and F0 contains all P-null
sets. The predictable σ-algebra on Ω× [0,∞) is denoted by P and for any T > 0 we denote
by PT the restriction of P to Ω× [0, T ] (For further details, see chapters 6 and 7 in [19]).

A cylindrical random variable onH is a linear and continuous operator Z : H → L0(Ω,F ,P),
where L0(Ω,F ,P) is the space of (equivalence classes of) real-valued random variables,
equipped with the topology of convergence in probability. A family of cylindrical random
variables Z = (Zt : t ∈ [0, T ]) on X is called a cylindrical stochastic process on H. A
cylindrical stochastic process M = (Mt : t ∈ [0, T ]) is called a cylindrical mean-zero square
integrable martingale on X if for every h ∈ H we have M(h) ∈ M2

T , the linear space of
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all real-valued, càdlàg, mean-zero, square integrable martingales on the time interval [0, T ].
This is a Banach space with the norm

∥m∥M2
T
=

(
sup

t∈[0,T ]

E
[
|m(t)|2

])1/2

.

For any two Banach spaces X and Y , the Banach space of bounded linear operators from
X into Y will be denoted by L(X, Y ). We will denote the space of real-valued bounded
bilinear forms on X × Y by Bil(X, Y ). Trace class operators on a Hilbert space H will be
denoted by L1(H).

Let Y = (Yt : t ≥ 0) be an H-valued square integrable martingale. There exists a unique (up
to in-distinguishability) predictable, real-valued process ⟨Y ⟩t with paths of finite variation
such that ⟨Y ⟩0 = 0 and ∥Yt∥2H − ⟨Y ⟩t is a martingale. We define a predictable operator-
valued quadratic variation process ⟨⟨Y ⟩⟩t of Yt with values in the space of nonnegative definite
trace-class operators on H such that, for all h1, h2 ∈ H,

(Yt, h1)H(Yt, h2)H − (⟨⟨Y ⟩⟩t (h1), h2)H
is a martingale. This process exists and is unique. Moreover ⟨Y ⟩t = trace(⟨⟨Y ⟩⟩t) (see e.g.
[4]).

There is also a unique real, (up to in-distinguishability) regular, right continuous process
with paths of finite variation, denoted by [Y ]t, such that for every increasing sequence (Πn)
of infinite partitions of R+, where Πn = {0 < tn0 < tn1 < · · · < tnk < · · · }, with lim

k→∞
tnk = +∞

and lim
n→∞

sup
i≥0

(tni+1 − tni ) = 0, one has

[Y ]t = lim
n

∑
i≥0

∥Ytni+1∧t − Ytni ∧t∥
2
H ,

where the limit is taken in the L1-sense (see [4]). There is a connection between the real-
valued predictable quadratic variation ⟨Y ⟩t and the optional quadratic variation [Y ]t, given
by the following equality, which is satisfied for every real t ≥ 0,

[Y ]t = ⟨Y c⟩t +
∑
s≤t

∥∆Ys∥2H = [Y c]t +
∑
s≤t

∥∆Ys∥2H a.s,

where Y c is the continuous part of Y .

Let H⊗̂1H denote the completion of the projective tensor product H ⊗H (in fact since H
is Hilbert, H⊗̂1H is equivalent to the nuclear operators defined on H).

As in the case of the real-valued quadratic variation, there exists (see [4]) an H⊗̂1H-valued
regular right continuous process, which is unique (up to in-distinguishability), denoted by
[[Y ]]t, such that for every increasing sequence (Πn) of partitions of R+, defined as before, one
has

[[Y ]]t = lim
n

∑
i≥0

(Ytni+1∧t − Ytni ∧t)
⊗2 ,

where the limit is in probability.
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Moreover, for every t ≥ 0,

[[Y ]]t = ⟨⟨Y c⟩⟩t +
∑
s≤t

∆Y ⊗2
s = [[Y c]]t +

∑
s≤t

∆Y ⊗2
s a.s,

where Y c is the continuous part of Y and the series on the right-hand side are absolutely
convergent in H⊗̂1H.

2.1. Cylindrical martingale-valued measures and quadratic variation. In this
section we review the basic definitions and properties of cylindrical martingale-valued
measures and its quadratic variation. We will make emphasis on our assumptions for M
and its quadratic variation, as well as the corresponding implications of these assumptions.
For further details the reader is referred to [13].

Throughout this work we assume that M is a cylindrical orthogonal martingale-valued
measure on H. To be precise, we fix a Hausdorff topological space U , which is Lusin in
the sense that it is homeomorphic to a Borel subset of the line. We consider a ring A of
Borel subsets of U . A cylindrical martingale-valued measure M is defined as a collection
(M(t, A) : t ≥ 0, A ∈ A) of cylindrical random variables on H such that

(1) For each A ∈ A, M(0, A)(h) = 0 P-a.e. for all h ∈ H.

(2) For each A ∈ A, M(A) = (M(t, A) : t ≥ 0), is a cylindrical mean-zero square
integrable martingale, and for each t > 0 and A ∈ A, the map

M(t, A) : H → L0 (Ω,F ,P)

is continuous.

(3) If t > 0 and h ∈ H, M(t, ·)(h) : A → L2 (Ω,F ,P) is a σ-finite L2-valued measure.
As part of the hypothesis, A contains each B(Un), where (Un) is the sequence of sets
increasing to U , given by the σ-finiteness of M(t, ·)h. This sequence is independent
of t. (see Definition 3.1 in [13]).

We further say that M is orthogonal if:

(4) Given t > 0 and h ∈ H, ⟨M(A)(h),M(B)(h)⟩t = 0 whenever A,B ∈ A are disjoint.

To the cylindrical orthogonal martingale-valued measure M we can associate a family of
intensity measures (νh : h ∈ H) which are defined as follows: given h ∈ H, νh is a random
predictable σ-finite measure on B(R+) ⊗ B(U) such that for every t ≥ 0 and A ∈ A, we
have

P (ω ∈ Ω : νh(ω)([0, t]× A) = ⟨M(A)(h)⟩t (ω)) = 1. (2.1)

The existence of this family is a consequence of Lemma 5.1 in [13].

We will assume that M has a quadratic variation, that is, a random measure η : Ω →
M+(R+ × U,B(R+)⊗ B(U)) that satisfies:

(1) Given t ≥ 0 and A ∈ A, for P-a.e. ω ∈ Ω we have η(ω)([0, t]× A) <∞.

(2) η is a minimal element for the collection of all random measures ζ : Ω → M+(R+ ×
U,B(R+)⊗ B(U)) with the property: ∀h ∈ H with ∥h∥ = 1, νh ≤ ζ.

We also assume that the family of intensity measures (νh : h ∈ H) satisfies the sequential
boundedness property : if (hn) is dense in the unit sphere, ∥h∥ = 1 and t > 0, there exists
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Ωh ⊆ Ω with P(Ωh) = 1, such that for 0 ≤ s < t, A ∈ A and ω ∈ Ωh,

νh(ω)((s, t]× A) ≤ sup
n≥1

νhn(ω)((s, t]× A). (2.2)

This property and Theorem 5.10 in [13] guarantee the existence of a P-a.e. unique quadratic
variation, that we denote by ⟨⟨M⟩⟩, and if (hn) is dense in the unit sphere of H, then
⟨⟨M⟩⟩ = supn≥1 νhn P-a.e. (here the supremum is taken ω-wise in the sense of supremum of
measures as defined in Section 2 of [13]).

The reader must bear in mind that ⟨⟨M⟩⟩ is defined as a “predictable” quadratic variation
for M , which can be inferred from the definition of intensity measures in (2.1). Since we
will not introduce an “optional” quadratic variation for M , we will keep referring to ⟨⟨M⟩⟩
as the quadratic variation of M .

Remark 2.1. The existence of the intensity measures for real-valued martingale-valued
measures is fundamental for the construction of the quadratic variation. To the extent of
our knowledge there is no analogue of such measures for the optional quadratic variation.
Indeed, in the proof of existence of intensity measures in [15] (see also Appendix A in [13]
for the Hilbert space setting) the main argument relies heavily on the existence of second
moments for the martingale-valued measure. This is one of the reasons why in this article
we do not consider p-integrable martingale-valued measures for p < 2.

We will further assume that the quadratic variation of M satisfies: for P-a.e. ω ∈ Ω,

sup
A∈A

⟨⟨M⟩⟩ (ω)([0, T ]× A) <∞. (2.3)

Remark 2.2.

(1) Since A contains the sets Un mentioned on (3) of the definition of M , this implies in
particular that ⟨⟨M⟩⟩ is σ-finite.

(2) Observe that (2.3) does not imply that ⟨⟨M⟩⟩ (ω)([0, T ]× U) is finite, since U might
not be in A. However, if U ∈ A then (2.3) follows immediately.

By Theorem 5.20 in [13] there exists a random Bil(H,H)-valued measure αM defined on
B([0, T ])⊗ B(U) such that for all h1, h2 ∈ H, 0 ≤ s ≤ t ≤ T and A ∈ A, P-a.e. ω ∈ Ω,

αM(ω)((s, t]× A)(h1, h2) = ⟨M(A)(h1),M(A)(h2)⟩t (ω)− ⟨M(A)(h1),M(A)(h2)⟩s (ω).
The random measure αM induces a random measure ΓM on B([0, T ])⊗ B(U) taking values
in L(H,H), called the quadratic variation operator measure, by means of the prescription

(ΓM(ω)(C)h1 , h2) = αM(ω)(C)(h1, h2), ∀ h1, h2 ∈ H, C ∈ B([0, T ])⊗ B(U).
By Theorem 5.21 in [13], given T > 0, there exists a process QM : Ω× [0, T ]×U → L(H,H)
such that P-a.e. ω ∈ Ω

(ΓM(ω)(C)h1 , h2)H =

ˆ
C

(QM(ω, r, u)h1 , h2)H ⟨⟨M⟩⟩ (ω)(dr, du) (2.4)

for all h1, h2 ∈ H, C ∈ B([0, T ])⊗ B(U). Moreover, the following properties hold:

(1) For every h1, h2 ∈ H, the mapping (ω, r, u) 7→ (QM(ω, r, u)h1 , h2) is predictable,
that is, PT ⊗ B(U)-measurable.
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(2) For P-a.e. ω ∈ Ω, QM(ω, ·, ·) is positive and symmetric ⟨⟨M⟩⟩-a.e.
(3) For P-a.e. ω ∈ Ω, ∥QM(ω, ·, ·)∥L(H,H) = 1, ⟨⟨M⟩⟩-a.e.

2.2. Stochastic integration with respect to cylindrical martingale-valued
measures. In this section we summarize a theory of Hilbert-space valued stochastic
integration for operator-valued processes with respect to M (for further details, see [13]).

Let HS(H,G) be the space of Hilbert-Schmidt operators from H to G. For the process
QM : Ω× [0, T ]×U → L(H,H) and for each (ω, t, u) ∈ Ω× [0, T ]×U , we consider the space
HQ = Q1/2(H) with inner product given by

(h, g)HQ
= (Q−1/2h,Q−1/2g)H .

Here Q−1/2 is the pseudo inverse of Q1/2. This space is isometric to ((Ker(Q1/2))⊥, (·, ·)H),
so if we have a complete orthonormal system {hk} on (Ker(Q1/2))⊥, we get a complete
orthonormal system {Q1/2hk} on HQ. Even more, that system can be supplemented to a
complete orthonormal system on H by elements of Ker(Q1/2) and thus the equality

∥L∥HS(HQ,G) =
∥∥L ◦Q1/2

∥∥
HS(H,G)

holds for any L ∈ HS (HQ, G).

Throughout this work, we consider a class of integrands given by families of operators
Φ(ω, t, u), indexed by (ω, t, u) ∈ Ω× [0, T ]× U , such that:

(1) For each (ω, t, u) ∈ Ω× [0, T ]× U , Φ(ω, t, u) ∈ HS(HQM
, G).

(2) For every h ∈ H, the G-valued process Φ◦Q1/2
M (h) is predictable, that is, the mapping

(ω, t, u) 7→ Φ(ω, t, u) ◦Q1/2
M (ω, t, u)(h), (2.5)

is PT ⊗ B(U)/B(G)-measurable.

(3) ∥Φ∥2Λ2(M,T ) is finite, where this quantity is defined by

∥Φ∥2Λ2(M,T ) = E
ˆ
[0,T ]×U

∥Φ(ω, t, u) ◦Q1/2
M (ω, t, u)∥2HS(H,G) ⟨⟨M⟩⟩ (dt, du)

=

ˆ
Ω×[0,T ]×U

∥Φ(ω, t, u) ◦Q1/2
M (ω, t, u)∥2HS(H,G) dµM(ω, t, u), (2.6)

where µM is the Doléans measure associated to M on (Ω × [0, T ] × U,PT ⊗ B(U)) (see
Definition 6.1 and Lemma 6.2 of [13]). This space of integrands is denoted by Λ2(M,T ) and
it is complete with the Hilbertian seminorm given by (2.6).

Remark 2.3. According to Remark 2.2, the quadratic variation ⟨⟨M⟩⟩ could be infinite on
[0, T ]× U , so the finiteness of (2.6) relies on the integrand Φ.

In order to define a stochastic integral for this space, we first consider a class of simple
operator-valued maps, denoted by S(M,T ), which is contained in Λ2(M,T ). Elements in
S = S(M,T ) can be expressed in the form

Φ(ω, r, u) =
n∑

i=1

m∑
j=1

1(si,ti](r)1Fi
(ω)1Aj

(u)Si,j, (2.7)
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for all r ∈ [0, T ], ω ∈ Ω, u ∈ U , where m, n ∈ N, and for i = 1, . . . , n, j = 1, . . . ,m,
0 ≤ si < ti ≤ T , Fi ∈ Fsi , Aj ∈ R and Si,j ∈ HS(H,G). For Φ ∈ S(M,T ) we define its
stochastic integral I(Φ) as the G-valued process given by

It(Φ) :=

ˆ t

0

ˆ
U

Φ(s, u)M(ds, du) =
n∑

i=1

m∑
j=1

1Fi
(ω)Yi,j(t) (2.8)

where Yi,j is the square integrable martingale taking values in G and satisfying (see [20])

(Yi,j(t), g)G =M
(
(si ∧ t, ti ∧ t], Aj

)
(S∗

ijg).

The map I : S(M,T ) → M2(G) is linear and continuous and satisfies the Itô isometry:

E
[
∥It(Φ)∥2

]
= E
ˆ
[0,t]×U

∥∥∥Φ(ω, s, u) ◦Q1/2
M (ω, s, u)

∥∥∥2
HS(H,G)

⟨⟨M⟩⟩ (ds, du). (2.9)

Since S(M,T ) is dense in Λ2(M,T ), the map I has a continuous linear extension

I : Λ2(M,T ) → M2
T (G),

where (2.9) holds for Φ ∈ Λ2(M,T ). In addition, I(Φ) is a continuous process provided that,
for each A ∈ A and h ∈ H, the real-valued stochastic process M(·, A)(h) is continuous (see
Proposition 6.14 in [13]).

In the case that (2.6) is replaced by the weaker condition

P
(ˆ

[0,T ]×U

∥Φ(ω, s, u) ◦Q1/2
M (ω, s, u)∥2HS(H,G) ⟨⟨M⟩⟩ (ds, du) <∞

)
= 1, (2.10)

we have an extension to locally integrable operator-valued maps. This space is denoted by
Λ2

loc(M,T ), which has a complete, metrizable, linear topology (for further details, see [13]).
Consider Φ ∈ Λ2

loc(M,T ) and the sequence of stopping times given by

τn(ω) := inf

{
t ∈ [0, T ] :

ˆ
[0,T ]×U

∥Φ(ω, s, u) ◦Q1/2
M (ω, s, u)∥2HS(H,G) ⟨⟨M⟩⟩ (ds, du) ≥ n

}
.

Then (τn : n ∈ N) is an increasing sequence satisfying τn → T P-a.e. by (2.10). Since this
sequence is Ft-adapted, for each n ∈ N, the function Φτn = Φ1[0,τn] belongs to Λ2(M,T ).
Thus, we can extend the definition of the integral to Φ ∈ Λ2

loc(M,T ) by setting

I(Φ) := I(Φτn), if

ˆ
[0,T ]×U

∥Φ(ω, s, u) ◦Q1/2
M (ω, s, u)∥2HS(H,G) d ⟨⟨M⟩⟩ ≤ n. (2.11)

Indeed, Proposition 6.17 in [13] (applied to σ = τn ∧ τm for m < n) guarantees that this
definition is consistent. From this localization procedure, I(Φ) belongs to the linear space

of all the G-valued locally zero-mean square integrable martingales, denoted by M2,loc
T (G),

which is equipped with the topology of uniform convergence in probability on compact
intervals of time. The map I : Λ2

loc(M,T ) → M2,loc
T (G) is linear and its continuity follows

from Proposition 6.19 of [13].
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3. Quadratic variation of the stochastic integral

In this section we continue with the treatment of the properties of the stochastic integral
with respect to cylindrical martingale-valued measures by calculating its predictable and
optional quadratic variations (Theorem 3.3 below).

From classical theory, one might expect

[I]t =

ˆ t

0

ˆ
U

∥∥∥Φ(r, u)Q1/2
M (r, u)

∥∥∥2
HS(H,G)

[[M ]] (dr, du)

where [[M ]] is the optional quadratic variation of M . However, [[M ]] has not been defined
since we would require existence of intensity measures in the sense of [15] (see Remark 2.1),
but being optional instead of predictable (see (2.1)). This is why we must define [I] as in
(3.18) below, separating the continuous and discontinuous parts (section 3.3). This adds an
extra layer of difficulty in comparison with other works such as [16, 17], where the variations
can be computed explicitly. Our approach generalizes those results (see Section 6).

3.1. Conditional Itô isometry. As a preliminary result we will need the following
conditional version of Itô’s isometry.

Theorem 3.1 (Conditional Itô isometry). For every Φ ∈ Λ2(M,T ), 0 ≤ s < t ≤ T and
g ∈ G, we have

E
[∣∣(IT (1(s,t] Φ

)
, g
)
G

∣∣2 Fs

]
= E

[ˆ t

s

ˆ
U

∥∥∥Q1/2
M Φ∗(r, u)g

∥∥∥2
H
⟨⟨M⟩⟩ (dr, du) Fs

]
(3.1)

= E
[ˆ t

s

ˆ
U

(Φ(r, u)QMΦ(r, u)∗g , g)G ⟨⟨M⟩⟩ (dr, du) Fs

]
.

Moreover

E
[
|(It(Φ) , g)G|

2 Fs

]
= |(Is(Φ) , g)G|

2 + E
[ˆ t

s

ˆ
U

∥∥∥Q1/2
M Φ∗(r, u)g

∥∥∥2
H
⟨⟨M⟩⟩ (dr, du) Fs

]
(3.2)

= |(Is(Φ) , g)G|
2 + E

[ˆ t

s

ˆ
U

(Φ(r, u)QMΦ(r, u)∗g , g)G ⟨⟨M⟩⟩ (dr, du) Fs

]
Proof. Let Φ ∈ Λ2(M,T ) and g ∈ G. Define Φg as the family given by

Φg(ω, r, u)h = (Φ(ω, r, u)h , g)G , h ∈ H.

In particular we have

Φg(ω, r, u)Q
1/2
M (ω, r, u)h =

(
Φ(ω, r, u)Q

1/2
M (ω, r, u)h , g

)
G
, h ∈ H,

that is, Φg(ω, r, u)Q
1/2
M (ω, r, u) ∈ L(H,R) ≃ H.

By the corresponding properties of Φ it is easy to conclude that Φg ∈ Λ2(M,T,H,R), hence,
the stochastic integral (It(Φg) : t ∈ [0, T ]) is a real-valued square integrable martingale.
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Therefore, by Proposition 6.15 in [13] and the Itô isometry we have

E
[
|(IT (Φ) , g)G|

2] = E
[
|IT (Φg)|2

]
=

ˆ
Ω

ˆ T

0

ˆ
U

∥∥∥Q1/2
M Φ∗(r, u)g

∥∥∥2
H
dµM . (3.3)

Let 0 ≤ s < t ≤ T and choose any F ∈ Fs. Replacing Φ with 1(s,t]×FΦ in (3.3) we obtain

E
[
1F

∣∣(IT (1(s,t]Φ) , g
)∣∣2] = ˆ

F

ˆ t

s

ˆ
U

∥∥∥Q1/2
M Φ∗(r, u)g

∥∥∥2
H
dµM ,

and since F ∈ Fs is arbitrary this shows (3.1). In order to prove (3.2) observe that, by
Proposition 4.21 in [20] we have IT (1(s,t]Φ) = (It(Φ)− Is(Φ)). Therefore∣∣(IT (1(s,t]Φ) , g

)∣∣2 = |(It(Φ) , g)|2 − 2 (It(Φ) , g) (Is(Φ) , g) + |(Is(Φ) , g)|2 .

Taking conditional expectation with respect to Fs and using that ((Ir(Φ) , g) : r ∈ [0, T ]) is
a real-valued martingale we conclude that

E
[∣∣(IT (1(s,t]Φ) , g

)
G

∣∣2 Fs

]
= E

[
|(It(Φ) , g)G|

2 Fs

]
− |(Is(Φ) , g)G|

2 .

From the above equality and (3.1) we deduce (3.2). □

Corollary 3.2. For every Φ ∈ Λ2(M,T ), 0 ≤ s < t ≤ T , and g1, g2 ∈ G, we have

E [(It(Φ) , g1)G (It(Φ) , g2)G Fs] = (Is(Φ) , g1)G (Is(Φ) , g2)G

+ E
[ˆ t

s

ˆ
U

(Φ(r, u)QMΦ(r, u)∗g1 , g2)G ⟨⟨M⟩⟩ (dr, du) Fs

]
(3.4)

Proof. The result can be obtained from (3.2) by the polarization identity. □

3.2. Predictable quadratic variation of the stochastic integral. Both the operator-
valued and real-valued (predictable) quadratic variation of the stochastic integral are
calculated in the following result.

Theorem 3.3. Let Φ ∈ Λ2(M,T ) and consider the stochastic integral process

It =

ˆ t

0

ˆ
U

Φ(r, u)M(dr, du).

(1) The predictable quadratic variation of I is given by

⟨I⟩t =
ˆ t

0

ˆ
U

∥∥∥Φ(r, u)Q1/2
M (r, u)

∥∥∥2
HS(H,G)

⟨⟨M⟩⟩ (dr, du). (3.5)

(2) The predictable operator quadratic variation of I is given by

⟨⟨I⟩⟩t =
ˆ t

0

ˆ
U

Φ(r, u)QM(r, u)Φ(r, u)∗ ⟨⟨M⟩⟩ (dr, du). (3.6)

Proof. We first prove (3.6). Since Φ ∈ Λ2(M,T ), it follows that

Φ(ω, r, u)QM(ω, r, u)Φ(ω, r, u)∗ ∈ L1(G,G),
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for each r ∈ [0, T ], ω ∈ Ω, u ∈ U . It is clear that for every g1, g2 ∈ G, the mapping

(ω, r, u) 7→ (Φ(ω, r, u)QM(ω, r, u)Φ(ω, r, u)∗g1 , g2)G ,

is PT ⊗ B(U)/B(R+)-measurable. Therefore the L1(G,G)-valued process

(Φ(ω, r, u)QM(ω, r, u)Φ(ω, r, u)∗ : r ∈ [0, T ], ω ∈ Ω, u ∈ U)

is weakly predictable, hence (strongly) predictable since the the separability of G implies
that of L1(G,G).

Now let (gn : n ∈ N) be any orthonormal basis in G. For every t ∈ [0, T ] we haveˆ
Ω×[0,t]×U

∥Φ(r, u)QMΦ(r, u)∗∥L1(G,G) dµM

=

ˆ
Ω×[0,t]×U

∞∑
n=1

(Φ(r, u)QMΦ(r, u)∗gn , gn) dµM

=

ˆ
Ω×[0,t]×U

∞∑
n=1

(
Q

1/2
M Φ(r, u)∗gn , Q

1/2
M Φ(r, u)∗gn

)
dµM

=

ˆ
Ω×[0,t]×U

∞∑
n=1

∥∥∥Q1/2
M Φ(r, u)∗gn

∥∥∥2
G
dµM

=

ˆ
Ω×[0,t]×U

∥∥∥Φ(r, u)Q1/2
M

∥∥∥2
HS(H,G)

dµM <∞.

Therefore, for every t ∈ [0, T ], the right-hand side in (3.6) is a well-defined Bochner integral
with values in G for P-a.e. ω ∈ Ω. Define

Jt =

ˆ t

0

ˆ
U

Φ(r, u)QMΦ(r, u)∗ ⟨⟨M⟩⟩ (dr, du), t ∈ [0, T ].

We must show that for any g1, g2 ∈ G, the real-valued process

(It , g1)G (It , g2)G − (Jtg1 , g2)G (3.7)

is a martingale.

In fact, let 0 ≤ s < t ≤ T and g1, g2 ∈ G. Taking conditional expectation in (3.7) with
respect to Fs, and then applying (3.4), we obtain

E ((It , g1)G (It , g2)G − (Jtg1 , g2)G Fs) = (Is , g1)G (Is , g2)G − (Jsg1 , g2)G .

This shows that the real-valued process given by (3.7) is a martingale. Thus (3.6) follows.

To prove (3.5), observe that since Φ ∈ Λ2(M,T ) the integral in the right-hand side of (3.5)
is a well-defined Lebesgue integral for P-a.e. ω ∈ Ω (see also Remark 2.2).

Let (gn : n ∈ N) be any orthonormal basis in G. Then, by (3.6) we have

⟨I⟩t = trace (⟨⟨I⟩⟩t) =
∞∑
n=1

(Jtgn , gn)G
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=

ˆ t

0

ˆ
U

∞∑
n=1

∥∥∥Q1/2
M Φ(r, u)∗gn

∥∥∥2
G
⟨⟨M⟩⟩ (dr, du)

=

ˆ t

0

ˆ
U

∥∥∥Φ(r, u)Q1/2
M (r, u)

∥∥∥2
HS(H,G)

⟨⟨M⟩⟩ (dr, du).

Which proves the desired result. □

The next result delves deeper into the relation between our theory of stochastic integration
for cylindrical martingale-valued measures and the corresponding theory of stochastic
integration for Hilbert space-valued square integrable martingales (defined for example in
[18, 4]). In particular, we show an associativity property for the stochastic integral; this
result will play an important role in the proof of our Itô formula.

Theorem 3.4. For Φ ∈ Λ2(M,T ;H,G), consider the G-valued stochastic integral

Y· =

ˆ ·

0

ˆ
U

Φ(s, u)M(ds, du) ∈ M2(G)

Denote by ⟨Y ⟩ the predictable quadratic variation of Y and by QY its corresponding
(co)variance operator. Let Ψ : Ω× [0, T ] → L(G,K) with the property that for every g ∈ G

the K-valued process Ψ ◦ Q1/2
Y (g) is predictable. Then, Ψ is stochasticaly integrable with

respect to Y , that is,

E
ˆ T

0

∥∥∥Ψ(s)Q
1/2
Y

∥∥∥2
HS(G,K)

d⟨Y ⟩s <∞,

if and only if Ψ ◦ Φ ∈ Λ2(M,T ;H,K). Moreoverˆ t

0

Ψ(s)dYs =

ˆ t

0

ˆ
U

Ψ(s) ◦ Φ(s, u)M(ds, du). (3.8)

Proof. First, note that by (3.5)

⟨Y ⟩t =
ˆ t

0

ˆ
U

∥Φ(s, u)Q1/2
M ∥2HS(H,G) ⟨⟨M⟩⟩ (ds, du),

and an easy computation shows that QY =
ΦQMΦ∗

∥Φ ◦Q1/2∥2HS(H,G)

. Then we have

E
ˆ T

0

∥∥∥Ψ(r)Q
1/2
Y

∥∥∥2
HS(G,K)

d⟨Y ⟩s = E
ˆ T

0

Tr(Ψ ◦QY ◦Ψ∗)d⟨Y ⟩s

= E
ˆ T

0

Tr(Ψ ◦ Φ ◦QM ◦ Φ∗ ◦Ψ∗) ⟨⟨M⟩⟩ (ds, du)

= E
ˆ T

0

∥∥∥Ψ(s)Φ(s, u)Q
1/2
M

∥∥∥2
HS(H,K)

⟨⟨M⟩⟩ (ds, du).

This proves that Ψ is integrable with respect to Y if an only if Ψ ◦Φ ∈ Λ2(M,T ;H,K). To
prove (3.8), we first look at a general integrand Φ and the elementary integrand: Ψ(ω, r) =
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1F (ω)1(s,t](r)R, where 0 ≤ s < t ≤ T , F ∈ Fs and R ∈ L(G,K). By Proposition 6.16 in
[13] we have ˆ T

0

Ψ(r)dYr = 1FR(Yt − Ys) = 1FR

(ˆ t

s

ˆ
U

Φ(r, u)M(dr, du)

)
=

ˆ T

0

ˆ
U

1F (ω)1(s,t]R ◦ Φ(r, s)M(dr, du)

=

ˆ T

0

ˆ
U

Ψ ◦ Φ(r, s)M(dr, du).

By linearity, this extends to simple functions, and by density to all Ψ (see Proposition 14.5
in [18]). □

3.3. Continuous and purely discontinuous part of a cylindrical martingale-
valued measure. Given a real-valued martingale m, denote respectively by mc and md

the continuous martingale part and the purely discontinuous martingale part of m. We can
decompose M as the sum of a continuous-path cylindrical martingale-valued measure M c

and a purely discontinuous one Md, by defining for every t ≥ 0, A ∈ A and h ∈ H,

M c(t, A)(h) = [M(t, A)(h)]c, Md(t, A)(h) = [M(t, A)(h)]d.

Let’s prove that these two processes are in fact cylindrical martingale-valued measures. By
definition of M c and Md, for fixed A ∈ A, α ∈ R, h1, h2 ∈ H we have

M(t, A)(αh1 + h2) = αM c(t, A)(αh1 + h2) +Md(t, A)(αh1 + h2).

On the other hand, by linearity of M ,

M(t, A)(αh1 + h2) = αM(t, A)(h1) +M(t, A)(h2)

= α[M c(t, A)(h1) +Md(t, A)(h1)] + [M c(t, A)(h2) +Md(t, A)(h2)]

= [αM c(t, A)(h1) +M c(t, A)(h2)] + [αMd(t, A)(h1) +Md(t, A)(h2)].

Since the first two terms on the right hand side are continuous, and the other two are purely
discontinuous, the uniqueness of the representation gives us

M c(t, A)(αh1 + h2) = αM c(t, A)(h1) +M c(t, A)(h2),

and likewise for Md. This proves that for fixed A ∈ A and t ≥ 0, M c(t, A) and Md(t, A)
are linear continuous maps from H to L2 (Ω,F ,P). For t > 0 and h ∈ H, the σ-finiteness of
M c(t, ·)(h) and Md(t, ·)(h) as L2-valued measures follow directly from their definition, and
the corresponding σ-finiteness as real-valued martingales.

Remark 3.5. The orthogonality ofM does not necessarily imply that ofM c andMd, even in

simple real valued cases. For example, take U = {0, 1}, and define M(t, {0}) =Wt+ Ñt and

M(t, {1}) = Wt − Ñt, where W is a standard Browninan motion and Ñt is a compensated
Poisson process with intensity 1. Observe that in this case,

M c(t, A) = Wt, Md(t, A) =

{
Ñt, A = {0},
−Ñt, A = {1}.
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Easy computations show that ⟨M({0}),M({1})⟩t = 0 (and hence is orthogonal), however

⟨M c({0}),M c({1})⟩t =
〈
Md({0}),Md({1})

〉
t
= t.

For further developments we will require that both M c and Md are orthogonal, and that
each one has a unique predictable quadratic variation.

Assumption 3.6. From now on we assume the following:

(1) Each one of the cylindrical martingale-valued measures M c and Md is orthogonal.

(2) The family of intensity measures (νch : h ∈ H) of M c and (νdh : h ∈ H) of Md satisfies
the sequential boundedness property.

Observe that the first assumption guarantees the existence of the intensity measures (νch :
h ∈ H) and (νdh : h ∈ H) of M c and Md respectively (see Lemma 5.1 in [13]).

We must show that M c possesses a unique predictable quadratic variation and that αMc ,
ΓMc and QMc exist. First, for every h ∈ H, 0 ≤ s < t and A ∈ A, we have P-a.e.

νch((s, t]× A) = ⟨M c(A)(h)⟩t − ⟨M c(A)(h)⟩s ≤ ⟨M(A)(h)⟩t − ⟨M(A)(h)⟩s = νh((s, t]× A).

Therefore, for every h ∈ H by Theorem 3.9 in [13] we have νch ≤ νh, more precisely

P (νch(C) ≤ νh(C) : C ∈ B(R+)⊗ B(U)) = 1.

Now let (hn : n ∈ N) be a dense subset in the unit sphere of H. Then P-a.e for every t > 0
and A ∈ A, by Proposition 5.4 in [13] we have

sup
n≥1

νchn
([0, t]× A) ≤ sup

n≥1
νhn([0, t]× A) ≤ ⟨⟨M⟩⟩ ([0, t]× A) <∞.

By Theorem 5.8 in [13] (or rather its proof)M c has a unique predictable quadratic variation
⟨⟨M c⟩⟩ which satisfies ⟨⟨M c⟩⟩ = supn≥1 ν

c
hn

P-a.e. (in particular, ⟨⟨M c⟩⟩ ≤ ⟨⟨M⟩⟩ P-a.e.).
Furthermore, by (2.3) we have for P-a.e. ω ∈ Ω,

sup
A∈A

⟨⟨M c⟩⟩ (ω)([0, T ]× A) ≤ sup
A∈A

⟨⟨M⟩⟩ (ω)([0, T ]× A) <∞.

Therefore, we can guarantee the existence of the Bil(H,H)-valued measure αMc , the
L(H,H)-valued random measure ΓMc and the process QMc : Ω × [0, T ] × U → L(H,H)
satisfying (2.4).

The above arguments are also valid forMd, thereforeMd has a unique predictable quadratic
variation ⟨⟨Md⟩⟩ = supn≥1 ν

d
h P-a.e., with ⟨⟨Md⟩⟩ ≤ ⟨⟨M⟩⟩ P-a.e., the Bil(H,H)-valued

measure αMd , the L(H,H)-valued random measure ΓMd and the process QMd : Ω× [0, T ]×
U → L(H,H) satisfying (2.4).

The following result clarifies the relation between QM , QMc and QMd .

Lemma 3.7. P-a.e. we have

QM = QMc

d ⟨⟨M c⟩⟩
d ⟨⟨M⟩⟩

+QMd

d⟨⟨Md⟩⟩
d ⟨⟨M⟩⟩

. (3.9)
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Proof. By (2.4) and the orthogonality of both continuous and purely discontinuous parts we
have, for P-a.e. ω ∈ Ω, all t ≥ 0, A ∈ A and h1, h2 ∈ H,ˆ

[0,t]×A

(QMh1 , h2) ⟨⟨M⟩⟩ (ω)(dr, du) = ⟨M(A)h1,M(A)h2⟩t

= ⟨M c(A)h1,M
c(A)h2⟩t +

〈
Md(A)h1,M

d(A)h2
〉
t

=

ˆ
[0,t]×A

(QMch1 , h2) ⟨⟨M c⟩⟩ (dr, du)

+

ˆ
[0,t]×A

(QMdh1 , h2)
〈〈
Md
〉〉
(dr, du).

By Theorem 3.9 in [13], this identity extends toˆ
C

(QMh1, h2)H ⟨⟨M⟩⟩ (dr, du) =

ˆ
C

(QMch1, h2)H ⟨⟨M c⟩⟩ (dr, du)

+

ˆ
C

(QMdh1, h2)H ⟨⟨Md⟩⟩(dr, du) (3.10)

for all C ∈ B(R+)× B(U). Since max{⟨⟨M c⟩⟩ , ⟨⟨Md⟩⟩} ≤ ⟨⟨M⟩⟩ P-a.e., this gives (3.9). □

The identity (3.9) can be used to say something about the spaces HQM
, HQMc and HQ

Md
.

In fact, by (3.9), for each h ∈ H we have P-a.e.

(QMh, h)H = (QMch, h)H
d ⟨⟨M c⟩⟩
d ⟨⟨M⟩⟩

+ (QMdh, h)H
d⟨⟨Md⟩⟩
d ⟨⟨M⟩⟩

.

Equivalently,

∥Q1/2
M h∥2 = ∥Q1/2

Mch∥2
d ⟨⟨M c⟩⟩
d ⟨⟨M⟩⟩

+ ∥Q1/2

Mdh∥2
d⟨⟨Md⟩⟩
d ⟨⟨M⟩⟩

P-a.e. (3.11)

Therefore, P-a.e. we have

Ker Q
1/2
Mc ∩Ker Q

1/2

Md ⊆ Ker Q
1/2
M .

Now, since the space HQM
is isometric to ((Ker(Q

1/2
M ))⊥, (·, ·)H) (the same holds for QMc

and QMd), we conclude that

HQM
≃ (Ker(Q

1/2
M ))⊥ ⊆ (Ker(Q

1/2
Mc))⊥ + (Ker(Q

1/2

Md))⊥ ≃ HQMc +HQ
Md
.

Unfortunately the information provided by (3.11) is not strong enough to conclude that
either HQM

⊆ HQMc or HQM
⊆ HQ

Md
. This complicate things when trying to compare the

stochastic integrals that correspond to integrands which are integrable at the same time
with respect to M , M c and Md. In particular, the problem arises since the domain of the
integrands (see 1 in Section 2.2) for M (respectively for M c or Md) is only required to
contain the space HQM

(respectively the space HQMc or HQ
Md

); that is, we are working with
possibly unbounded operators. For further developments and in order to handle domains of
our integrands, we make the following assumption:
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Assumption 3.8. For Φ ∈ Λ2(M,T ) we replace 1 in Section 2.2 by the assumption Φ(ω, t, u) ∈
HS(H,G) for every (ω, t, u) ∈ Ω × [0, T ] × U , and we replace 2 by the assumption that
(ω, t, u) 7→ Φ(ω, t, u)h is PT ⊗ B(U)/B(G)-measurable.

Our course the assumption above implies that Φ(ω, t, u) ∈ HS(HQM
, G) and (ω, t, u) 7→

Φ(ω, t, u) ◦Q1/2
M (ω, t, u)(h) is PT ⊗B(U)/B(G)-measurable, so the same applies for M c and

Md. As the next result shows, integrability with respect to M implies integrability with
respect to M c and Md.

Lemma 3.9. For Φ ∈ Λ2(M,T ) we have

E
ˆ T

0

ˆ
U

∥∥∥Φ(r, u)Q1/2
M

∥∥∥2
HS(H,G)

⟨⟨M⟩⟩ (dr, du)

= E
ˆ T

0

ˆ
U

∥∥∥Φ(r, u)Q1/2
Mc

∥∥∥2
HS(H,G)

⟨⟨M c⟩⟩ (dr, du)

+ E
ˆ T

0

ˆ
U

∥∥∥Φ(r, u)Q1/2

Md

∥∥∥2
HS(H,G)

〈〈
Md
〉〉
(dr, du). (3.12)

In particular, Φ ∈ Λ2(M c, T ) and Φ ∈ Λ2(Md, T ).

Proof. By (3.11), for any given (ω, r, u) and g ∈ G we have, P-a.e.

∥Q1/2
M Φ(r, u)∗g∥2 = ∥Q1/2

McΦ(r, u)∗g∥2
d ⟨⟨M c⟩⟩
d ⟨⟨M⟩⟩

+ ∥Q1/2

MdΦ(r, u)
∗g∥2d⟨⟨M

d⟩⟩
d ⟨⟨M⟩⟩

Then, by considering an orthonormal basis (gn : n ∈ N) in G, replacing g by gn in the above
equality and adding over n ∈ N, we obtain∥∥∥Q1/2

M Φ(r, u)∗
∥∥∥2
HS(G,H)

=
∥∥∥Q1/2

McΦ(r, u)∗
∥∥∥2
HS(G,H)

d ⟨⟨M c⟩⟩
d ⟨⟨M⟩⟩

+
∥∥∥Q1/2

MdΦ(r, u)
∗
∥∥∥2
HS(G,H)

d⟨⟨Md⟩⟩
d ⟨⟨M⟩⟩

.

Equivalently,∥∥∥Φ(r, u)Q1/2
M

∥∥∥2
HS(H,G)

=
∥∥∥Φ(r, u)Q1/2

Mc

∥∥∥2
HS(H,G)

d ⟨⟨M c⟩⟩
d ⟨⟨M⟩⟩

+
∥∥∥Φ(r, u)Q1/2

Md

∥∥∥2
HS(G,H)

d⟨⟨Md⟩⟩
d ⟨⟨M⟩⟩

.

The result follows by integrating both sides with respect to ⟨⟨M⟩⟩ (dr, du). □

The following result explains the connection between the stochastic integral with respect to
M and the corresponding integrals with respect to M c and Md.

Theorem 3.10. Let Φ ∈ Λ2,loc(T,M). Then Φ ∈ Λ2,loc(T,M c)∩Λ2,loc(T,Md) and for every
0 ≤ t ≤ T

It :=

ˆ t

0

ˆ
U

Φ(s, u)M(ds, du) =

ˆ t

0

ˆ
U

Φ(s, u)M c(ds, du) +

ˆ t

0

ˆ
U

Φ(s, u)Md(ds, du). (3.13)

Besides

Ict =

ˆ t

0

ˆ
U

Φ(s, u)M c(ds, du), Idt =

ˆ t

0

ˆ
U

Φ(s, u)Md(ds, du). (3.14)
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Proof. The integrability of Φ with respect to M c and Md is guaranteed by Lemma 3.9.

Consider a simple function Φ of the form

Φ(ω, r, u) = 1]s1,s2](r)1Fs1
(ω)1A(u)S, (3.15)

where S ∈ HS(H,G). For g ∈ G, we have

(It , g)G = 1Fs1
(ω)M

(
(s1 ∧ t, s2 ∧ t], A

)
(S∗g)

= 1Fs1
(ω)M c

(
(s1 ∧ t, s2 ∧ t], A

)
(S∗g) + 1Fs1

(ω)Md
(
(s1 ∧ t, s2 ∧ t], A

)
(S∗g)

and hence

(It , g)G =

(ˆ t

0

ˆ
U

Φ(s, u)M c(ds, du) , g

)
G

+

(ˆ t

0

ˆ
U

Φ(s, u)Md(ds, du) , g

)
G

. (3.16)

On the other hand, by the theory of Hilbert space-valued martingales,

(It , g) = (Ict , g) +
(
Idt , g

)
. (3.17)

Hence, if we use (3.16) and (3.17), the equality

(Ict , g)G −
(ˆ t

0

ˆ
U

Φ(s, u)M c(ds, du) , g

)
G

=

(ˆ t

0

ˆ
U

Φ(s, u)Md(ds, du) , g

)
G

−
(
Idt , g

)
G

follows easily. But, this is an equality between a continuous square integrable martingale
and a purely discontinuous square integrable martingale. Hence, both sides must be equal
to 0. The theorem follows in the case that Φ is the form of (3.15), by a direct application
of the Hahn-Banach theorem. A density argument completes the proof (see Theorem 6.8 in
[13]). □

3.4. Optional quadratic variation of the stochastic integral. As it is well known in
other contexts, the optional quadratic variation plays a fundamental role in the statement
and proof of Itô formulas. In this section we study the optional quadratic variation of the
stochastic integral. In particular, we show that it can be decomposed according to the
continuous and discontinuous part of a cylindrical martingale-valued measure.

First, we need the following terminology on the trace. For ζ ∈ Bil(G,G;K) and S,R ∈
HS(H,G) we use TrS,R(ζ) (following [6]) to denote the trace defined by

TrS,R(ζ) =
∞∑
j=1

ζ(Shj, Rhj),

where (hj)j∈N is an orthonormal basis in H. Being a trace, the above quantity is independent
of the orthonormal basis used in its calculation. If S = R we write TrS(ζ). Moreover,

∥TrS,R(ζ)∥K ≤ ∥ζ∥Bil(G,G;K) ∥S∥HS(H,G) ∥R∥HS(H,G) .

The main result of this section is the following.

Proposition 3.11. Let Φ ∈ Λ2,loc(T,M) and consider the stochastic integral process

It =

ˆ t

0

ˆ
U

Φ(s, u)M(ds, du).
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(1) The optional quadratic variation of I is given by

[I]t =

ˆ t

0

ˆ
U

∥∥∥Φ(r, u)Q1/2
Mc(r, u)

∥∥∥2
HS(H,G)

⟨⟨M c⟩⟩ (dr, du) +
∑
0<s≤t

∥∆Is∥2G . (3.18)

(2) The optional operator quadratic variation of I is given by

[[I]]t =

ˆ t

0

ˆ
U

Φ(r, u)QMc(r, u)Φ(r, u)∗ ⟨⟨M c⟩⟩ (dr, du) +
∑
0<s≤t

∆Is ⊗∆Is. (3.19)

(3) For each n ∈ N, let (τnk : k ∈ N) be a sequence of stopping times satisfying

(a) 0 = τn0 < τn1 < · · · < τnk < · · ·
(b) ∀n ∈ N, τnk ↗ ∞ as k → ∞ P-a.e.
(c) supk∈N(τ

n
k+1 − τnk ) → 0 as n→ ∞ P-a.e.

If F is a Bil(G,G)-valued adapted càglàd process, then for any given t ≥ 0 we have
∞∑
k=0

F (τnk ∧ t)
(
Iτnk+1∧t − Iτnk ∧t, Iτnk+1∧t − Iτnk ∧t

)
P−→

n→∞

ˆ t

0

F (s) d [[X]]s =

ˆ t

0

ˆ
U

Tr
Φ(s,u)Q

1/2
Mc
F (s) ⟨⟨M c⟩⟩ (ds, du) +

∑
0<s≤t

F (s) (∆Is,∆Is) .

Proof. We begin by proving (3.18) and (3.19). In fact, since I is an H-valued square
integrable martingale, by Theorems 20.5 and 22.8 in [4] we have

[I]t = ⟨I⟩ct +
∑
0<s≤t

∥∆Is∥2G

and
[[I]]t = ⟨⟨I⟩⟩ct +

∑
0<s≤t

∆Is ⊗∆Is.

This way, it suffices to show that

⟨I⟩ct =
ˆ t

0

ˆ
U

∥∥∥Φ(r, u)Q1/2
Mc(r, u)

∥∥∥2
HS(H,G)

⟨⟨M c⟩⟩ (dr, du)

and

⟨⟨I⟩⟩ct =
ˆ t

0

ˆ
U

Φ(r, u)QMc(r, u)Φ(r, u)∗ ⟨⟨M c⟩⟩ (dr, du).

These identities are direct consequences of Theorem 3.3 and (3.14).

To prove 3, observe that by Corollary 26.12 in [4] we have for any given t ≥ 0 that
∞∑
k=0

F (τnk ∧ t)
(
Iτnk+1∧t − Iτnk ∧t, Iτnk+1∧t − Iτnk ∧t

)
P−→

n→∞

ˆ t

0

F (s) d [[X]]s .

Now, by (3.6) and (3.19)we haveˆ t

0

F (s) d [[X]]s =

ˆ t

0

ˆ
U

⟨F (s),Φ(r, u)QMc(r, u)Φ(r, u)∗⟩ ⟨⟨M c⟩⟩ (dr, du)



19

+
∑
0<s≤t

F (s)(∆Is,∆Is),

where in the integral on the right-hand side is interpreted as the trace duality between
F (s) ∈ Bil(G,G) ≃ L(G,G) and Φ(r, u)QMc(r, u)Φ(r, u)∗ ∈ N (G,G). Here N (G,G) stands
for the space of the nuclear or trace class operators on G (see Theorem 7.10.40 in [21], p.335).
Moreover, by the definition of the trace duality if (hn : n ∈ N) is an orthonormal basis in H
we have

⟨F (s),Φ(r, u)QMc(r, u)Φ(r, u)∗⟩ =
∞∑
n=1

F (s)
(
Φ(s, u)Q

1/2
Mchn,Φ(s, u)Q

1/2
Mchn

)
= Tr

Φ(s,u)Q
1/2
Mc
F (s).

Therefore
ˆ t

0

ˆ
U

⟨F (s),ΦQMcΦ∗⟩ ⟨⟨M c⟩⟩ (dr, du) =
ˆ t

0

ˆ
U

Tr
ΦQ

1/2
Mc
F (s) ⟨⟨M c⟩⟩ (ds, du),

which proves 3. □

4. Itô formula

In this section we prove an Itô formula for Itô processes defined with respect to a cylindrical
martingale-valued measure. For convenience, we first prove a real-valued version of the
formula and then we state and prove the corresponding Hilbert space-valued version. We
start with some definitions.

Definition 4.1. Let ξ be a F0-measurable G-valued random variable. Let β : Ω×R+ → R
be adapted, with càdlàg paths and locally of finite variation. Let ψ : Ω × R+ → G be
strongly progressively measurable with paths in L1

loc(R+, β;G) P-a.e. and Φ ∈ Λ2,loc(T,M).
The G-valued adapted process

Xt := ξ +

ˆ t

0

ψ(s)dβ(s) +

ˆ t

0

ˆ
U

Φ(s, u)M(ds, du) (4.1)

is called a (generalized) G-valued Itô process.

Consider g ∈ G , g∗ ∈ G∗ and F ∈ L(H,G). Borrowing notation from [22] we consider the
mappings ⟨⟨F, g⟩⟩G and ⟨⟨g∗, F ⟩⟩G : H → R given by

⟨⟨F, g⟩⟩G (h) = (F (h) , g)G , ⟨⟨g∗, F ⟩⟩G (h) = ⟨g∗, F (h)⟩G∗,G , ∀h ∈ H.

The following is the real-valued version of our Itô formula.

Theorem 4.2 (Itô formula, scalar case). Let ξ, β, ψ, Φ and X be as in Definition 4.1. Let
f : [0,∞)×G → R be a function of class C1,2. We assume fxx is uniformly continuous on
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bounded subsets of [0,∞)×G. Then, almost surely we have for every t ≥ 0

f(t,Xt) = f(0, ξ) +

ˆ t

0

ft(s,Xs−)ds+

ˆ t

0

ˆ
U

⟨⟨fx(s,Xs−),Φ(s, u)⟩⟩GM(ds, du)

+

ˆ t

0

⟨fx(s,Xs−), ψ(s)⟩G∗,G dβ(s) +
1

2

ˆ t

0

ˆ
U

Tr
Φ(s,u)Q

1/2
Mc

(fxx(s,Xs−)) ⟨⟨M c⟩⟩ (ds, du)

+
∑
0<s≤t

[f (s,Xs)− f (s,Xs−)− fx (s,Xs−) (∆Xs)]

Remark 4.3. The second integral in this Itô formula is a stochastic integral with respect to
M . In fact, observe that for each (ω, s, u) and h ∈ H we have fx(s,Xs−) ∈ L(G,R) ≃ G∗,
therefore

⟨⟨fx(s,Xs−),Φ(s, u)⟩⟩G (h) = ⟨fx(s,Xs−),Φ(s, u)h⟩G∗,G .

Moreover, for every h ∈ H the mapping

(ω, s, u) 7→ ⟨⟨fx(s,Xs−),Φ(s, u)⟩⟩G (Q
1/2
M (ω, s, u)h)

=
〈
fx(s,Xs−),Φ(ω, s, u)Q

1/2
M ((ω, s, u)h

〉
G∗,G

,

is PT ⊗ B(U)/B(R)-measurable.

Furthermore, we have P-a.e.
ˆ T

0

ˆ
U

∥∥∥⟨⟨fx(s,Xs−),Φ(s, u)⟩⟩GQ
1/2
M

∥∥∥2
HS(H,R)

⟨⟨M⟩⟩ (ds, du)

≤ sup
s∈[0,T ]

∥fx(s,Xs−)∥2L(G,R)

ˆ T

0

ˆ
U

∥∥∥Φ(s, u)Q1/2
M

∥∥∥2
HS(H,G)

⟨⟨M⟩⟩ (ds, du) <∞.

The remaining three integrals in the formula are defined almost surely as Lebesgue integrals
with respect to β, the Lebesgue measure, and the quadratic variation ⟨⟨M c⟩⟩, respectively.
The fact that these integrals are well defined can be checked by following similar arguments
to those used above. For the last term, observe that since X has càdlàg paths for any given
ω, only a countable number of values of s contribute to the sum.

Before we prove Theorem 4.2 we need a couple of preliminary results. The first result
establishes a regularity property for the remainder term in the second-order Taylor’s formula.
This result is a Banach space version of Lemma 4.93 in [23].

Lemma 4.4. Consider f ∈ C1,2([0,∞) × V ), where V is an open convex set on a Banach
space E. We assume fxx is uniformly continuous on bounded subsets of [0,∞) × V . For
(t, y, x) ∈ I × V × V define

h(t, y, x) := f(t, y)− f(t, x)− fx(t, x)(y − x)− 1
2
fxx(t, x)(y − x, y − x).

This function can be written as

h(t, y, x) =

ˆ 1

0

(1− s) [fxx(t, x+ s(y − x))− fxx(t, x)] (y − x, y − x)ds. (4.2)
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Besides, for T <∞, K ⊆ V and δ > 0 define

Γ(T,K, δ) = sup

{
|h(t, x, y)|
∥y − x∥2

: 0 ≤ t ≤ T, x, y ∈ K, 0 < ∥y − x∥ ≤ δ

}
,

and

Λ(T,K) = sup

{
|h(t, x, y)|
∥y − x∥2

: 0 ≤ t ≤ T, x, y ∈ K,x ̸= y

}
.

For fixed T <∞ and K bounded we have

Λ(T,K) <∞, lim
δ→0

Γ(T,K, δ) = 0.

Proof. Fixing t ∈ I, we apply Taylor’s expansion with integral remainder to get

f(t, y)− f(t, x)− fx(t, x)(y − x) =

ˆ 1

0

(1− s)fxx(t, x+ s(y − x))(y − x, y − x)ds.

From this we readily get (4.2) and

∥h(t, y, x)∥ ≤ ∥y − x∥2
ˆ 1

0

(1− s)∥fxx(t, x+ s(y − x))− fxx(t, x)∥Bil(E,E)ds.

Let K̂ be the convex closure of K, which is bounded and contained in V . By the uniform
continuity of fxx on [0, T ]× K̂, we get the result. □

Our second preliminary result is a Riemann representation formula for the stochastic integral
with respect to the Itô process X. In its proof, the reader may note the crucial role played
by the associativity of the stochastic integral (Theorem 3.4). Indeed, if M had an optional
quadratic variation (as mentioned in the introduction for section 3), the result would follow
from the classical theory as in [4].

Lemma 4.5. For each n ∈ N, let (τnk : k ∈ N) be a sequence of stopping times satisfying

(1) 0 = τn0 < τn1 < · · · < τnk < · · · ,
(2) ∀n ∈ N, τnk ↑ ∞ as k → ∞ P-a.e.,
(3) supk∈N(τ

n
k+1 − τnk ) → 0 as n→ ∞ P-a.e.

Let X be a G-valued Itô process of the form (4.1) and let F be a L(G,R)-valued adapted
càdlàg process. Then, for fixed t ≥ 0 we have

∞∑
k=0

F (τnk ∧ t)
(
Xτnk+1∧t −Xτnk ∧t

)
P−→

n→∞

ˆ t

0

⟨F (s−), ψ(s)⟩G∗,G dβ(s) +

ˆ t

0

ˆ
U

⟨⟨F (s−),Φ(s, u)⟩⟩GM(ds, du).

Proof. Observe first that the process (F (t−) : t ≥ 0) is predictable and locally bounded,
therefore it is stochastically integrable with respect to X.
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Now, by the Riemann representation formula for the stochastic integral of a Hilbert space-
valued semimartingale (see e.g. [4], Section 26) we have

∞∑
k=0

F (τnk ∧ t)
(
Xτnk+1∧t −Xτnk ∧t

)
P−→

n→∞

ˆ t

0

F (s−)dXs.

Consider the G-valued processes Y and Z given by

Y (t) =

ˆ t

0

ψ(s)dβ(s), Z(t) =

ˆ t

0

ˆ
U

Φ(s, u)M(ds, du).

Since Xt = ξ + Y (t) + Z(t), by the linearity of the stochastic integral on the integrators we
have ˆ t

0

F (s−)dXs =

ˆ t

0

F (s−)dY (s) +

ˆ t

0

F (s−)dZ(s).

Observe however that for a fixed ω ∈ Ω we haveˆ t

0

F (s−)(ω)dY (s)(ω) =

ˆ t

0

⟨F (s−)(ω), ψ(s)⟩G∗,G dβ(s)(ω).

Furthermore, by Theorem 3.4 we haveˆ t

0

F (s−)dZ(s) =

ˆ t

0

ˆ
U

⟨⟨F (s−),Φ(s, u)⟩⟩GM(ds, du).

This completes the proof. □

Proof of Theorem 4.2. For the reader’s convenience, the proof is divided in two steps. We
benefit from ideas used in the proofs of Theorem 2.139 in [22] and of Theorem 4.95 in [23].

Step 1. We first prove the general case by assuming that the formula is valid under the
assumption that the processes

∥X·∥G,
ˆ ·

0

∥ψ(s)∥G dβ(s),
∥∥∥∥ˆ ·

0

ˆ
U

Φ(s, u)M(ds, du)

∥∥∥∥
G

and ˆ ·

0

ˆ
U

∥∥∥Φ(s, u)Q1/2
Mc

∥∥∥2
HS(H,G)

⟨⟨M c⟩⟩ (ds, du)

are uniformly bounded in [0, t]× Ω. Define

τn = inf

{
s ∈ (0, t] :

∥∥∥∥ˆ s

0

ˆ
U

Φ(r, u)M(dr, du)

∥∥∥∥
G

∨
ˆ s

0

ˆ
U

∥∥∥Φ(r, u)Q1/2
Mc

∥∥∥2
HS(H,G)

⟨⟨M c⟩⟩ (ds, du) ∨
ˆ s

0

∥ψ(r)∥Gdβ(r) ⩾ n

}
(we take the infimum of the empty set as t). Observe that in the definition of τn the term
∥X·∥G is not present as its boundedness in guaranteed by that of the other terms. The
general case can be deduced by using τn and considering the process

Xn
t = ξn +

ˆ t

0

ψn(s)dβ(s) +

ˆ t

0

ˆ
U

Φn(s, u)M(ds, du),



23

where ξn(ω) = ξ(ω)1{∥ξ(ω)∥G≤n} and

ψn(ω, s) = ψ(ω, s)1(0,τn(ω)](s), Φn(ω, s, u) = Φ(ω, s, u)1(0,τn(ω)](s).

Our assumption implies that the formula holds for Xn, that is

f(t,Xn
t ) = f(0, ξn) +

ˆ t

0

ft(s,X
n
s−)ds+

ˆ t

0

ˆ
U

〈〈
fx(s,X

n
s−),Φ

n(s, u)
〉〉

G
M(ds, du)

+

ˆ t

0

〈
fx(s,X

n
s−), ψ

n(s)
〉
G∗,G

dβ(s) +
1

2

ˆ t

0

ˆ
U

Tr
Φn(s,u)Q

1/2
Mc

(
fxx(s,X

n
s−)
)
⟨⟨M c⟩⟩ (ds, du)

+
∑
0<s≤t

[
f (s,Xn

s )− f
(
s,Xn

s−
)
− fx

(
s,Xn

s−
)
(∆Xn

s )
]
.

We must check that both sides in the above equality converge (at least for some subsequence)
almost surely to the corresponding sides in the Itô formula given by the Theorem.

Our first task is to check that f (t,Xn
t )

ucp−→ f(t,Xt). In order to do so, we start by showing

that Xn ucp−→ X. In fact, by dominated convergence we have ω-wise

ˆ t

0

ψn(s)dβ(s) →
ˆ t

0

ψ(s)dβ(s).

Similarly, by monotone convergence we have

E
ˆ T

0

ˆ
U

∥∥∥(Φn(s, u)− Φ(s, u))Q
1/2
M

∥∥∥
HS(H,G)

⟨⟨M⟩⟩ (ds, du)

= E
ˆ T

0

ˆ
U

1(τn,t]

∥∥∥Φ(s, u)Q1/2
M

∥∥∥
HS(H,G)

⟨⟨M⟩⟩ (ds, du) ↘ 0.

This shows that Φn → Φ in Λ2(M,T ). By Corollary 6.20 in [13] we have

ˆ ·

0

ˆ
U

Φn(s, u)M(ds, du)
ucp−→
ˆ ·

0

ˆ
U

Φ(s, u)M(ds, du).

Therefore Xn ucp−→ X and so f (t,Xn
t )

ucp−→ f(t,Xt). We also have ω-wise, f (t, ξn) → f(t, ξ).

Next we shall prove

ˆ t

0

ˆ
U

⟨⟨fx(s,Xn
s−),Φ

n(s, u)⟩⟩GM(ds, du)

ucp−→
ˆ t

0

ˆ
U

⟨⟨fx(s,Xs−),Φ(s, u)⟩⟩G M(ds, du). (4.3)
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To do this, observe that the uniform continuity of fx and the definition of τn guarantee the
existence of a constant C > 0 such that 1(τn,t]∥fx(s,Xs−)∥2G ≤ C2. This implies

E
ˆ t

0

ˆ
U

∥∥∥(⟨⟨fx(s,Xn
s−),Φ

n(s, u)⟩⟩G − ⟨⟨fx(s,Xs−),Φ(s, u)⟩⟩G
)
Q

1/2
M

∥∥∥2
HS(G,R)

⟨⟨M⟩⟩ (ds, du)

= E
ˆ t

0

ˆ
U

1(τn,t]

∥∥∥⟨⟨fx(s,Xs−),Φ(s, u)⟩⟩GQ
1/2
M

∥∥∥2
HS(G,R)

⟨⟨M⟩⟩ (ds, du)

≤ E
ˆ t

0

ˆ
U

1(τn,t] ∥fx(s,Xs−)∥2G
∥∥∥Φ(s, u)Q1/2

M

∥∥∥2
HS(H,G)

⟨⟨M⟩⟩ (ds, du)

≤ C2∥Φ∥2Λ2(M,T ) <∞.

This allows us to use dominated convergence to deduce that

E
ˆ t

0

ˆ
U

∥∥∥(⟨⟨fx(s,Xn
s−),Φ

n(s, u)⟩⟩G − ⟨⟨fx(s,Xs−),Φ(s, u)⟩⟩G
)
Q

1/2
M

∥∥∥2
HS(G,R)

⟨⟨M⟩⟩ (ds, du)

converges to 0. This and Corollary 6.20 in [13] give us (4.3).

Following similar arguments we have P-a.e.ˆ t

0

ft(s,X
n
s−)ds −→

ˆ t

0

ft(s,Xs−)ds,

ˆ t

0

〈
fx(s,X

n
s−), ψ

n(s)
〉
G∗,G

dβ(s) −→
ˆ t

0

⟨fx(s,Xs−), ψ(s)⟩G∗,G dβ(s),

andˆ t

0

ˆ
U

Tr
Φn(s,u)Q

1/2
Mc

(
fxx(s,X

n
s−)
)
⟨⟨M c⟩⟩ (ds, du)

−→
ˆ t

0

ˆ
U

Tr
Φ(s,u)Q

1/2
Mc

(fxx(s,Xs−)) ⟨⟨M c⟩⟩ (ds, du).

It remains to deal with the convergence of the discrete part. It is enough to prove that∑
0<s≤t

h̃(s,Xn
s , X

n
s−) →

∑
0<s≤t

h̃(s,Xs, Xs−) P− a.e. (4.4)

where h̃(t, y, x) is defined as

h̃(t, y, x) := f(t, y)− f(t, x)− fx(t, x)(y − x).

For any given t ≥ 0, ω ∈ Ω, let

Kt,ω = {Xs(ω) : 0 ≤ s ≤ t} ∪ {Xs−(ω) : 0 ≤ s ≤ t}.
Since X have càdlàg paths, according to Proposition 1 in [24] the set Kt,ω is compact and
coincides with the closure of the set

{Xs(ω) : 0 ≤ s ≤ t}.

Since Xn
s

ucp−→ Xs, X
n
s−

ucp−→ Xs−, and h̃(s, ·, ·) is continuous, we have

h̃(s,Xn
s , X

n
s−)

ucp−→ h̃(s,Xs, Xs−) as n→ ∞
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so we can assume (passing to a subsequence if necessary) that convergence is P-a.e. Moreover,
observe that

h̃(t, y, x) = h(t, y, x) + 1
2
fxx(t, x)(y − x, y − x),

where h is the function defined in Lemma 4.4. Uniform continuity of fxx and the definition
of τn give the existence of C > 0 such that 1(τn,t]∥fxx(s,Xs−)∥Bil(G,G) ≤ C. For fixed ω, by
Lemma 4.4 we have∑

0<s≤t

sup
n∈N

|h̃(s,Xn
s , X

n
s−)| ≤

(
Λ(t,Kt,ω) +

C

2

) ∑
0<s≤t

∥∆Xs∥2G

≤
(
Λ(t,Kt,ω) +

C

2

)
[X]t <∞ P− a.e.

By Wieierstrass M-test we obtain uniform convergence in n for the sums on the left-hand
side of (4.4). This allows us to interchange the limit on n with the sum over s, obtaining
(4.4).

Since convergence in probability implies the existence of a subsequence converging almost
surely, we have shown the general case of our Itô formula under the assumption that it holds
for the uniformly bounded case.

Step 2. According to Step 1, we assume that ∥X·∥G,
´ ·
0
∥ψ(s)∥G dβ(s), as well as∥∥∥∥ˆ ·

0

ˆ
U

Φ(s, u)M(ds, du)

∥∥∥∥
G

,

ˆ ·

0

ˆ
U

∥∥∥Φ(s, u)Q1/2
Mc

∥∥∥2
HS(H,G)

⟨⟨M c⟩⟩ (ds, du)

are uniformly bounded on [0, T ]× Ω by a constant K.

For each n ∈ N, define a sequence (τnk : k ∈ N) of stopping times inductively as follows:
τn0 = 0 and for k ∈ N,

τnk+1 = τ̃nk+1 ∧ (τnk + 2−n)

where

τ̃nk+1 = inf
{
s > τnk : max {Zn

k (s), Z
n
k (s−)} ≥ 2−n

}
with

Zn
k (s) =

∥∥∥∥∥
ˆ s

τnk

ˆ
U

Φ(r, u)M(dr, du)

∥∥∥∥∥
G

∨
ˆ s

τnk

ˆ
U

∥∥∥Φ(r, u)Q1/2
Mc

∥∥∥2
HS(H,G)

⟨⟨M c⟩⟩ (ds, du) ∨
ˆ s

τnk

∥ψ(s)∥G dβ(s).

Notice that

0 = τn0 < τn1 < · · · < τnk < · · · ,

∀n ∈ N, τnk ↑ ∞ as k → ∞,

(τnk+1 − τnk ) ≤ 2−n,
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and ∥∥∥∥∥
ˆ τnk+1

τnk

ˆ
U

Φ(s, u)M(ds, du)

∥∥∥∥∥
G

≤ 2−n,

ˆ τnk+1

τnk

∥ψ(s)∥Gdβ(s) ≤ 2−n.

Fix 0 ≤ t ≤ T . Observe

I = f(t,Xt)− f(0, ξ) =
∞∑
k=0

(Un
k + V n

k +W n
k +Rn

k)

where

Un
k = f

(
τnk+1 ∧ t,Xτnk+1∧t

)
− f

(
τnk ∧ t,Xτnk+1∧t

)
V n
k = fx

(
τnk ∧ t,Xτnk ∧t

) (
Xτnk+1∧t −Xτnk ∧t

)
W n

k = 1
2
fxx
(
τnk ∧ t,Xτnk ∧t

) (
Xτnk+1∧t −Xτnk ∧t, Xτnk+1∧t −Xτnk ∧t

)
Rn

k = h
(
τnk ∧ t,Xτnk+1∧t, Xτnk ∧t

)
Define

An =
∞∑
k=0

Un
k , Bn =

∞∑
k=0

V n
k , Cn =

∞∑
k=0

W n
k Dn =

∞∑
k=0

Rn
k .

Notice that P-a.e.

An =
∞∑
k=0

ˆ τnk+1∧t

τnk ∧t
fs(s,Xτnk+1∧t) ds→

ˆ t

0

fs(s,Xs)ds,

when n→ ∞. Since for P-a.e. ω we have Xs(ω) = Xs−(ω) for all but countably many values
of s, we conclude that

An
P−→

n→∞

ˆ t

0

fs(s,Xs−)ds.

Now, if we apply Lemma 4.5 to F (s) = fx(s,Xs) we have

Bn
P−→

n→∞

ˆ t

0

⟨fx(s,Xs−, ψ(s)⟩G∗,G dβ(s) +

ˆ t

0

ˆ
U

⟨⟨fx(s,Xs−),Φ(s, u)⟩⟩GM(ds, du).

By Proposition 3.11 applied to F (s) = fxx(s,Xs−) we conclude that

Cn
P−→

n→∞

1

2

ˆ t

0

ˆ
U

Tr
Φ(s,u)Q

1/2
Mc
fxx(s,Xs−) ⟨⟨M c⟩⟩ (ds, du) + 1

2

∑
0<s≤t

fxx(s,Xs−) (∆Is,∆Is) .

To complete the proof, it suffices to prove that

Dn =
∞∑
k=0

h(τnk ∧ t,Xτnk+1∧t, Xτnk ∧t)
P−→
∑
0<s≤t

h (s,Xs, Xs−) .

Now we partition the index k into three sets:

Hn(ω) =
{
k ⩾ 0 : τnk+1(ω) ∧ t = τnk (ω) ∧ t

}
.
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En(ω) =
{
k /∈ Hn :

∥∥∥∆Xτnk+1∧t(ω)
∥∥∥
G
≤ 4 · 2−n

}
.

F n(ω) =
{
k /∈ Hn :

∥∥∥∆Xτnk+1∧t(ω)
∥∥∥
G
> 4 · 2−n

}
.

Observe that the sets Hn(ω), En(ω) and F n(ω) correspond respectively to the cases where
h(τnk ∧ t,Xτnk+1∧t, Xτnk ∧t) is zero, small, and large.

For k ∈ Hn, h
(
τnk (ω) ∧ t,Xτnk+1

(ω), Xτnk+1
(ω)
)
= 0. Therefore Dn = D1

n +D2
n, where

D1
n =

∑
k∈En(ω)

h
(
τnk (ω) ∧ t,Xτnk+1∧t(ω), Xτnk ∧t(ω)

)
D2

n =
∑

k∈Fn(ω)

h
(
τnk (ω) ∧ t,Xτnk+1∧t(ω), Xτnk ∧t(ω)

)
.

Given k, we take v, w ∈ (τnk , τ
n
k+1). We have

∥Xv −Xw∥G ≤
∥∥Xv −Xτnk

∥∥
G
+
∥∥Xw −Xτnk

∥∥
G

≤ 2 · max
τnk <v<τnk+1

{∥∥∥∥∥
ˆ v

τnk

ˆ
U

Φ(r, u)M(dr, du)

∥∥∥∥∥
G

+

ˆ v

τnk

∥ψ(s)∥G dβ(s)

}
≤ 4 · 2−n.

It follows that v ∈ (τnk , τ
n
k+1) implies |Xv− −Xv| ≤ 4 · 2−n, so for s ∈ (0, t]

∥∆Xs(ω)∥G > 4 · 2−n ⇒ s = τnk+1 ∧ t for some k ∈ F n(ω). (4.5)

Therefore, for k ∈ En(ω)∥∥∥Xτnk+1
(ω)−Xτnk ∧t(ω)

∥∥∥
G
≤
∥∥∥X(τnk+1∧t)−(ω)−Xτnk ∧t(ω)

∥∥∥
G
+
∥∥∥∆Xτnk+1∧t(ω)

∥∥∥
G
≤ 6 · 2−n.

Consequently ∣∣D1
n

∣∣ ≤
∑

k∈En(ω)

∣∣∣h(τnk (ω) ∧ t,Xτnk+1∧t(ω), Xτnk ∧t(ω)
)∣∣∣

≤ Γ
(
Kt,ω, 6 · 2−n

) ∞∑
k=0

∥∥∥Xτnk+1∧t(ω)−Xτnk∧t
(ω)
∥∥∥2
G
.

Since
∞∑
k=0

∥∥∥Xτnk+1∧t −Xτnk ∧t

∥∥∥2
G

P−→ [X]t

and Γ (Kt,ω, 6 · 2−n) → 0 for fixed ω, by (4.5) it follows that

D1
n

P−→ 0.
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Now, we must show that

D2
n

P−→
∑
0<s≤t

h (s,Xs, Xs−) .

Let J(ω) = {0 < s ≤ t : ∥∆Xs(ω)∥G > 0}. Since X is càdlàg and G is Hilbert, J(ω) has a
countable number of elements for P-a.e. ω.
Given ω ∈ Ω and s ∈ J(ω), define

ans (ω) :=
∑

k∈Fn(ω)

h
(
τnk (ω) ∧ t,Xτnk+1∧t(ω), Xτnk ∧t(ω)

)
1{(τnk+1(ω)∧t)=s}(ω).

We then have
D2

n(ω) =
∑

s∈J(w)

ans (ω).

Because of (4.5), if ∥∆Xs(ω)∥G > 4 · 2−n we have

ans (w) = h
(
τnk (ω) ∧ t,Xs(ω), Xτnk ∧t(w)

)
where s = τnk+1(ω) ∧ t.

This shows that
ans (ω) → h (s,Xs(w), Xs−(ω)) , P− a.e. (4.6)

For k ∈ F n(ω)∥∥∥Xτnk+1∧t(w)−Xτnk ∧t(ω)
∥∥∥
G

≤
∥∥∥X(τnk+1∧t)−

(ω)−Xτnk ∧t(w)
∥∥∥
G
+
∥∥∥∆Xτnk+1∧t(ω)

∥∥∥
G

≤ 4 · 2−n +
∥∥∥∆Xτnk+1∧t(ω)

∥∥∥
G

≤ 2
∥∥∥∆Xτnk+1∧t(ω)

∥∥∥
G
.

Given |ans (w)| ̸= 0, it follows that s = τnk+1(ω) ∧ t for some k ∈ F n(ω), so

|ans (ω)| ≤ Λ
(
Kt,ω

) ∥∥∥Xτnk+1∧t(ω)−Xτnk ∧t(ω)
∥∥∥2
G

≤ 4Λ(Kt,ω)
∥∥∥∆Xτnk+1∧t(ω)

∥∥∥2
G

= 4Λ
(
Kt,ω

)
∥∆Xs(ω)∥2G .

In this way ∑
s∈J(ω)

|ans (ω)| ≤ 4Λ
(
Kt,ω

) ∑
s∈J(ω)

∥∆Xs(ω)∥2G

and we have ∑
s∈J(ω)

∥∆Xs(ω)∥2G ≤ [X]t(ω) <∞ P-a.e.

By Weierstrass M -test and (4.6) we conclude

D2
n =

∑
s∈J(ω)

ans (ω) →
∑

s∈J(ω)

h (s,Xs(ω), Xs−(ω)) P-a.e.

and this implies convergence in probability. This completes the proof. □
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Remark 4.6. It is worth mentioning some aspects on the arguments used in the proof of
Theorem 4.2. In Step 1 we follow ideas in the proof of Theorem 2.139 in [22], with careful
modifications due to the presence of jumps in the Itô process. In particular, the treatment
of jumps was rather based on the proof of Theorem 4.95 of [23]. Arguments in Step 2
are based mainly in modifications of the proof of Theorem 4.95 of [23], which are for the
finite dimensional semimartingale case. Since we do not have a suitable definition of an
integral for a cylindrical semimartingale-valued measure, we can not treat the Itô process as
a semimartingale. Therefore, a particular approach must be used for each type of integral
involved in the definition of the Itô process. Besides, as M does not have an optional
quadratic variation, we were forced to reformulate Riemann type approximations for the
stochastic integral an its quadratic variation (Proposition 3.11 and Lemma 4.5).

Now we state and prove the Hilbert space-valued version of last theorem.

Theorem 4.7 (Itô formula, vector case). Let ξ, β, ψ, Φ and X be as in Definition 4.1. Let
f : [0,∞)×G→ K be a function of class C1,2. We assume fxx is uniformly continuous on
bounded subsets of [0,∞)×G. Then almost surely we have for every t ≥ 0

f(t,Xt) = f(0, ξ) +

ˆ t

0

ft(s,Xs−)ds+

ˆ t

0

ˆ
U

fx(s,Xs−)Φ(s, u)M(ds, du)

+

ˆ t

0

fx(s,Xs−)ψ(s)dβ(s) +
1

2

ˆ t

0

ˆ
U

Tr
Φ(s,u)Q

1/2
Mc

(fxx(s,Xs−)) ⟨⟨M c⟩⟩ (ds, du)

+
∑
0<s≤t

[f (s,Xs)− f (s,Xs−)− fx (s,Xs−) (∆Xs)]

Remark 4.8. The second integral in the first line is a stochastic integral. The stochastic
integrability of (ω, s, u) 7→ fx(s,Xs−(ω))Φ(ω, s, u) with respect to M can be proved by
following similar arguments to those used in Remark 4.3. The remaining three integrals
are defined almost surely as K-valued Bochner integrals with respect to β, the Lebesgue
measure, and the quadratic variation ⟨⟨M c⟩⟩.

Proof of Theorem 4.7. Let k ∈ K and consider the function F : [0, T ] × G → R defined as
F (t, g) = (f(t, g) , k)K . Then F is of class C1,2 and for every h ∈ H we have

⟨⟨Fx(s,Xs−),Φ(s, u)⟩⟩G (h) = ⟨ (fx(s,Xs−), k)K ,Φ(s, u)h⟩G∗,G

= (fx(s,Xs−)Φ(s, u), k)K(h).

Therefore, almost surelyˆ t

0

ˆ
U

⟨⟨Fx(s,Xs−),Φ(s, u)⟩⟩GM(ds, du) =

(ˆ t

0

ˆ
U

fx(s,Xs−),Φ(s, u)M(ds, du) , k

)
K

.

Likewise, one can show that almost surelyˆ t

0

Ft(s,Xs−)ds =

(ˆ t

0

ft(s,Xs−)ds , k

)
Kˆ t

0

⟨Fx(s,Xs−), ψ(s)⟩G∗,G dβ(s) =

(ˆ t

0

fx(s,Xs−)ψ(s)dβ(s) , k

)
K
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ˆ t

0

ˆ
U

Tr
Φ(s,u)Q

1/2
Mc

(Fxx(s,Xs−)) ⟨⟨M c⟩⟩ (ds, du)

=

(ˆ t

0

ˆ
U

Tr
Φ(s,u)Q

1/2
Mc

(fxx(s,Xs−)) ⟨⟨M c⟩⟩ (ds, du) , k
)

K

and∑
0<s≤t

[F (s,Xs)− F (s,Xs−)− Fx (s,Xs−) (∆Xs)]

=

(∑
0<s≤t

[f (s,Xs)− f (s,Xs−)− fx (s,Xs−) (∆Xs)] , k

)
K

.

Hence by applying the scalar case (Theorem 4.2) to F and by using the above identities,
almost surely we have

(f(t,Xt), k )K =

(
f(0, ξ) +

ˆ t

0

ˆ
U

fx(s,Xs−)Φ(s, u)M(ds, du)

+

ˆ t

0

ft(s,Xs−)ds+

ˆ t

0

fx(s,Xs−)ψ(s)dβ(s)

+
1

2

ˆ t

0

ˆ
U

Tr
Φ(s,u)Q

1/2
Mc

(fxx(s,Xs−)) ⟨⟨M c⟩⟩ (ds, du)

+
∑
0<s≤t

[f (s,Xs)− f (s,Xs−)− fx (s,Xs−) (∆Xs)] , k

)
K

.

Let (ki : i ∈ N) be a dense subset in K and let L denote the Q-span of (ki : i ∈ N). Then
almost surely the above identity holds true for every k ∈ L. By the Hahn-Banach theorem
we obtain the result. □

Corollary 4.9 (Itô formula in the continuous paths setting). With the notation in Theorem
4.7, assume further that for each A ∈ A and h ∈ H the real-valued stochastic process
M(·, A)(h) is continuous. Then almost surely we have for every t ≥ 0

f(t,Xt) = f(0, ξ) +

ˆ t

0

ˆ
U

fx(s,Xs)Φ(s, u)M(ds, du) +

ˆ t

0

fx(s,Xs)ψ(s)dβ(s)

+

ˆ t

0

ft(s,Xs)ds+
1

2

ˆ t

0

ˆ
U

Tr
Φ(s,u)Q

1/2
M

(fxx(s,Xs)) ⟨⟨M⟩⟩ (ds, du)

Proof. Our assumption on M and Proposition 6.11 in [13] shows that the stochastic integral´ ·
0

´
U
Φ(s, u)M(ds, du) has continuous paths. Therefore X has continuous paths as well.

Hence the last term in the formula of Theorem 4.7 vanishes. □

5. Application to a Burkholder inequality

In this section we show how an implementation of our Itô formula by writing a self contained
proof of Burkholder type inequalities for stochastic integrals defined with respect to a
cylindrical martingale-valued measure. It is worth noting, that since the integrals involved
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are radonified, such results can be obtained from the corresponding Burkholder-Davis-Gundy
inequalities for Hilbert space valued processes.

For further reference in this section, we explicitly write down our Itô formula for the function
f(x) = ∥x∥pG for p > 2, and Xt =

´ t
0

´
U
Φ(r, u)M(dr, du) where Φ ∈ Λ2(T,M).

It is known that the first and second derivatives are given by the following linear and bilinear
forms, respectively

fx(x)(g1) = p ∥x∥p−2
G (x , g1)G ,

fxx(x)(g1, g2) =

{
p(p− 2) ∥x∥p−4

G (x⊗ x(g1) , g2)G + p ∥x∥p−2
G (g1 , g2)G , x ̸= 0,

0, x = 0.

In this case we have

⟨⟨fx(s,Xs−),Φ(s, u)⟩⟩G (h) = ⟨fx(s,Xs−),Φ(s, u)h⟩G∗,G

= p ∥Xs−∥p−2
G (Xs− , Φ(s, u)h)G

= p ∥Xs−∥p−2
G ⟨⟨Xs−,Φ(s, u)⟩⟩G(h)

Tr
Φ(s,u)Q

1/2
Mc

(fxx(s,Xs−)) = p(p− 2) ∥Xs−∥p−4
G Tr

Φ(s,u)Q
1/2
Mc

(Xs− ⊗Xs−)

+ p ∥Xs−∥p−2
G

∥∥∥Φ(s, u)Q1/2
Mc

∥∥∥2
HS(H,G)

.

Itô formula for this example takes the following form

∥Xt∥pG = p

ˆ t

0

ˆ
U

∥Xs−∥p−2
G ⟨⟨Xs−,Φ(s, u)⟩⟩GM(ds, du) (5.1)

+
p(p− 2)

2

ˆ t

0

ˆ
U

∥Xs−∥p−4
G Tr

Φ(s,u)Q
1/2
Mc

(Xs− ⊗Xs−) ⟨⟨M c⟩⟩ (ds, du)

+
p

2

ˆ t

0

ˆ
U

∥Xs−∥p−2
G

∥∥∥Φ(s, u)Q1/2
Mc

∥∥∥2
HS(H,G)

⟨⟨M c⟩⟩ (ds, du)

+
∑
0<s≤t

[
∥Xs∥pG − ∥Xs−∥pG − p ∥Xs−∥p−2

G (Xs− , ∆Xs)G

]
.

As our first application, we establish a Burkholder inequality for the case where X has
continuous paths. Our proof is based on ideas from Theorem 2.140 of [22], there for the case
of Itô process defined with respect to cylindrical Wiener processes.

Theorem 5.1 (A Burkholder inequality; continuous case). Assume that for each A ∈ A
and h ∈ H the real-valued stochastic process M(·, A)(h) is continuous. Let T > 0 and
Φ ∈ Λ2(T,M). Put X = (Xt : 0 ≤ t ≤ T ) defined by

Xt =

ˆ t

0

ˆ
U

Φ(r, u)M(dr, du).
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For any p > 0 and each 0 ≤ t ≤ T ,

E
[
sup
0≤s≤t

∥Xs∥pG
]
≤ C(p)E

[(ˆ t

0

ˆ
U

∥∥∥Φ(r, u)Q1/2
M (r, u)

∥∥∥2
HS(H,G)

⟨⟨M⟩⟩ (dr, du)
)p/2

]
, (5.2)

where C(p) =
(

p(p−1)
2

)p/2 (
p

p−1

)(p−2)/2

for p ≥ 2, and C(p) = 4−p
2−p

for 0 < p < 2.

Proof. If p = 2, by the Itô isometry, the result holds true with an equality for C(p) = 1.
Then we must only prove the result for the case p ̸= 2.

Claim: It suffices to show that (5.2) holds true for X bounded.

To prove this claim, for each k ∈ N, put

τk = inf{s ∈ [0, t] : ∥Xs∥G ≥ k},

with the convention that the infimum of the empty set is t.

Let Φk = 1[0,τk]Φ and Xk =
´ t
0

´
U
Φk(s, u)M(ds, du). Then we have ∥Xk∥G ≤ k. If (5.2)

holds true for Xk we have

E
[
sup
0≤s≤t

∥∥∥∥ˆ s

0

ˆ
U

Φk(r, u)M(dr, du)

∥∥∥∥p
G

]
≤ C(p)E

[(ˆ t

0

ˆ
U

∥∥∥Φk(r, u)Q
1/2
M (r, u)

∥∥∥2
HS(H,G)

⟨⟨M⟩⟩ (dr, du)
)p/2

]
.

Letting k → ∞ in both sides of the above inequality, by Fatou’s lemma we arrive at (5.2).

From now on we assume that X is bounded.

Case p > 2: By (5.1) and since X has continuous paths we have

∥Xt∥pG = p

ˆ t

0

ˆ
U

∥Xs∥p−2
G ⟨⟨Xs,Φ(s, u)⟩⟩GM(ds, du)

+
p(p− 2)

2

ˆ t

0

ˆ
U

∥Xs∥p−4
G Tr

Φ(s,u)Q
1/2
M

(Xs ⊗Xs) ⟨⟨M⟩⟩ (ds, du)

+
p

2

ˆ t

0

ˆ
U

∥Xs∥p−2
G

∥∥∥Φ(s, u)Q1/2
M

∥∥∥2
HS(H,G)

⟨⟨M⟩⟩ (ds, du).

However, since

Tr
Φ(s,u)Q

1/2
M

(Xs ⊗Xs) ≤
∥∥∥Φ(s, u)Q1/2

M

∥∥∥2
HS(H,G)

∥Xs∥2 ,

we arrive at the inequality:

∥Xt∥pG ≤ p

ˆ t

0

ˆ
U

∥Xs∥p−2
G ⟨⟨Xs,Φ(s, u)⟩⟩GM(ds, du)

+
p(p− 1)

2

ˆ t

0

ˆ
U

∥Xs∥p−2
G

∥∥∥Φ(s, u)Q1/2
M

∥∥∥2
HS(H,G)

⟨⟨M⟩⟩ (ds, du).
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Our boundedness assumption allows us to conclude that

It =

ˆ t

0

ˆ
U

∥Xs∥p−2
G ⟨⟨Xs,Φ(s, u)⟩⟩GM(ds, du)

is a G-valued continuous mean-zero square integrable martingale. Thus, taking expectations
we obtain

E [∥Xt∥pG] ≤ p(p− 1)

2
E
ˆ t

0

ˆ
U

∥Xs∥p−2
G

∥∥∥Φ(s, u)Q1/2
M

∥∥∥2
HS(H,G)

⟨⟨M⟩⟩ (ds, du)

≤ p(p− 1)

2
E
(

sup
0≤s≤t

∥Xs∥p−2
G ⟨I⟩t

)
.

By Hölder’s inequality and Doob’s martingale inequality, we obtain

E
[
sup
0≤s≤t

∥Xs∥p−2
G ⟨I⟩t

]
≤

(
E
[
sup
0≤s≤t

∥Xs∥pG
])(p−2)/p (

E
[
⟨I⟩p/2t

])2/p
≤

(
p

p− 1

)(p−2)/p

(E [∥Xt∥pG])
(p−2)/p

(
E
[
⟨I⟩p/2t

])2/p
.

Let D(p) = p(p−1)
2

·
(

p
p−1

)(p−2)/p

, then we have

E [∥Xt∥pG] ≤ D(p) [E (∥Xt∥pG)]
1−( 2

p)
(
E
[
⟨I⟩p/2t

])2/p
.

Therefore, by another use of Doob’s inequality we obtain

E
[
sup
0≤s≤t

∥Xs∥pG
]
≤ E [∥Xt∥pG] ≤ D(p)p/2E

[
⟨I⟩p/2t

]
.

Then we arrive at (5.2) with C(p) = D(p)p/2.

Case 0 < p < 2: The classical distribution identity for the expectation gives us

E
[
sup
0≤s≤t

∥Xs∥pG
]
= p

ˆ ∞

0

λp−1P
(

sup
0≤s≤t

∥Xs∥pG > λ

)
dλ.

By Proposition 6.19 in [13] (or rather its proof), with a = λ and b = λ2, we have

P
(

sup
0≤s≤t

∥Xs∥G > λ

)
≤ 1

λ2
min

(
λ2,E[⟨I⟩t]

)
+ P

(
⟨I⟩t > λ2

)
.

Then we have

E
[
sup
0≤s≤t

∥Xs∥pG
]
≤ p

ˆ ∞

0

λp−3min
(
λ2,E[⟨I⟩t]

)
dλ+ p

ˆ ∞

0

λp−1P
(
⟨I⟩t > λ2

)
dλ

= I1 + I2.

For I2, we obtain the desired estimate, since by a simple change of variable we get

I2 = E[⟨I⟩p/2t ] = E

[(ˆ t

0

ˆ
U

∥Φ(s, u) ◦Q1/2
M ∥2HS(H,G) ⟨⟨M⟩⟩ (ds, du)

)p/2
]
.
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For I1, by considering the cases where λ2 ≤ ⟨I⟩t and λ2 > ⟨I⟩t separatedly we obtain

I1 = pE
[ˆ ∞

0

λp−3min(λ2, ⟨I⟩t) dλ
]
= pE

[ˆ √
⟨I⟩t

0

λp−1 dλ

]
+ pE

[ˆ ∞

√
⟨I⟩t

λp−3⟨I⟩t dλ

]
= E[⟨I⟩p/2t ] +

p

2− p
E[⟨I⟩p/2t ] =

2

2− p
E
[
⟨I⟩p/2t

]
,

which is the desired inequality. □

Now we move on the case where the paths of the cylindrical martingale-valued measure M
are purely discontinuous. In this case we base our argument on proof of Theorem 2.3 of [25],
there for the case of Poisson random measures.

Theorem 5.2 (Burkholder’s inequality; purely discontinuous case). Assume that for each
A ∈ A and h ∈ H the real-valued stochastic process M(·, A)(h) is purely discontinuous. Let
T > 0 and Φ ∈ Λ2(T,M). Put X = (Xt : 0 ≤ t ≤ T ) defined by

Xt =

ˆ t

0

ˆ
U

Φ(r, u)M(dr, du).

Then for any p > 0 and for each 0 ≤ t ≤ T ,

E
[
sup
0≤s≤t

∥Xs∥pG
]
≤ C(p)E

(
[X]

p/2
t

)
= C(p)E

(∑
0<s≤t

∥∆Xs∥2G

)p/2
 , (5.3)

where C(p) = 4−p
2−p

, for 0 < p < 2, C(p) = 1 for p = 2 and C(p) = (2p(p − 1))p/2
(

p
p−1

)p2/2
for p > 2.

Proof. As in the proof of Theorem 5.1, it suffices to show the result for p ̸= 2 and under
the assumption that (5.3) holds true for X bounded. Moreover, the proof for 0 < p < 2 in
Theorem 5.1 remains valid in this case. Hence, we only need to check the case p > 2.

For p > 2, by (5.1) we have

∥Xt∥pG = p

ˆ t

0

ˆ
U

∥Xs−∥p−2
G ⟨⟨Xs−,Φ(s, u)⟩⟩GM(ds, du)

+
∑
0<s≤t

[
∥Xs∥pG − ∥Xs−∥pG − p ∥Xs−∥p−2

G (Xs− , ∆Xs)G

]
.

= I1(t) + I2(t).

Since X is a G-valued martingale and I1 has zero mean, by Doob’s inequality we have

E
[
sup
0≤s≤t

∥Xs∥pG
]
≤
(

p

p− 1

)p

E [∥Xt∥pG] =
(

p

p− 1

)p

E [I2(t)] . (5.4)

Now, as a consequence of the mean value theorem (see e.g. Corollary 12.2.9 in [21]) we have∣∣∥Xs∥pG − ∥Xs−∥pG − p ∥Xs−∥p−2
G (Xs− , ∆Xs)G

∣∣
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≤ sup
θ∈(0,1)

∥∥p ∥Xs− + θ∆Xs∥p−2
G (Xs− , ·)G − p ∥Xs−∥p−2

G (Xs− , ·)G
∥∥
L(G,R) ∥∆Xs∥G (5.5)

Observe that for all 0 ≤ s ≤ t,

∥Xs−∥G ≤ sup
0≤s≤t

∥Xs−∥G ≤ sup
0≤s≤t

∥Xs∥G .

Also, since Xs = Xs− +∆Xs, we get

∥Xs− +∆Xs∥G ≤ sup
0≤s≤t

∥Xs∥G .

By using the inequality ∥x+ θy∥G ≤ max{∥x∥G , ∥x+ y∥G} for 0 < θ < 1 and x, y ∈ G, we
have

∥Xs− + θ∆Xs∥G ≤ max {∥Xs−∥G , ∥Xs− +∆Xs∥G} ≤ sup
0≤s≤t

∥Xs∥G .

On the other hand, since the Hilbert spaceG is 2-smooth, the (Fréchet) derivative of ψp(x) :=
∥x∥pG is locally Hölder continuous on G, that is,∥∥ψ′

p(x)− ψ′
p(y)

∥∥
L(G,R) ≤ Dp (∥x∥G + ∥y∥G)

p−2 ∥x− y∥G , ∀x, y ∈ G,

where Dp = p(p− 1) (see for instance the proof of Lemma 2.1 in [26]). Then, we have∥∥p ∥Xs− + θ∆Xs∥p−2
G (Xs− , ·)G − p ∥Xs−∥p−2

G (Xs− , ·)G
∥∥
L(G,R)

≤ Dp (∥Xs− + θ∆Xs∥G + ∥Xs−∥G)
p−2 ∥∆Xs∥G

≤ 2Dp

(
sup
0≤s≤t

∥Xs∥p−2
G

)
∥∆Xs∥G

Thus, by (5.5) we get∣∣∥Xs∥pG − ∥Xs−∥pG − p ∥Xs−∥p−2
G (Xs− , ∆Xs)G

∣∣ ≤ Dp sup
0≤s≤t

∥Xs∥p−2
G ∥∆Xs∥2G

Hence, by the above calculations, (3.18) and Hölder inequality, we have

E [I2(t)] ≤ E

[∑
0<s≤t

∣∣∥Xs∥pG − ∥Xs−∥pG − p ∥Xs−∥p−2
G (Xs− , ∆Xs)G

∣∣]

≤ 2DpE

[(
sup
0≤s≤t

∥Xs∥p−2
G

)
·
∑
0<s≤t

∥∆Xs∥2G

]

≤ 2Dp

(
E
[
sup
0≤s≤t

∥Xs∥pG
])(p−2)/p (

E
[
[X]

p/2
t

])2/p
Thus, by (5.4) it follows that

E
[
sup
0≤s≤t

∥Xs∥pG
]
≤ 2Dp

(
p

p− 1

)p(
E
[
sup
0≤s≤t

∥Xs∥pG
])1−2/p (

E
[
[X]

p/2
t

])2/p
.

and we arrive at (5.3) with C(p) = 2p/2D
p/2
p

(
p

p−1

)p2/2
= (2p(p− 1))p/2

(
p

p−1

)p2/2
. □
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We are ready to prove Burkholder’s inequality for a (general) orthogonal cylindrical
martingale-valued measure M .

Theorem 5.3 (Burkholder’s inequality). Let T > 0 and Φ ∈ Λ2(T,M). Let X = (Xt : 0 ≤
t ≤ T ) be defined by

Xt =

ˆ t

0

ˆ
U

Φ(r, u)M(dr, du).

Then for any p > 0 there exists C(p) > 0 such that for each 0 ≤ t ≤ T ,

E
[
sup
0≤s≤t

∥Xs∥pG
]

≤ C(p)E

[(ˆ t

0

ˆ
U

∥∥∥Φ(r, u)Q1/2
Mc(r, u)

∥∥∥2
HS(H,G)

⟨⟨M c⟩⟩ (dr, du)
)p/2

]

+ C(p)E

(∑
0<s≤t

∥∆Xs∥2G

)p/2


Proof. By (3.13), and using the inequality (a+ b)p ≤ max{2p−1, 1}(ap + bp), for a, b ≥ 0 and
p > 0, we have

E
[∥∥∥∥ˆ t

0

ˆ
U

Φ(s, u)M(ds, du)

∥∥∥∥p
G

]
≤ C(p)

{
E
[∥∥∥∥ˆ t

0

ˆ
U

Φ(s, u) M c(ds, du)

∥∥∥∥p
G

]
+ E

[∥∥∥∥ˆ t

0

ˆ
U

Φ(s, u) Md(ds, du)

∥∥∥∥p
G

]}
The result is now a consequence of Theorems 5.1 and 5.2. □

Remark 5.4. As in Theorem 5.2, by Equation (3.18), the right hand side of the inequality in

Theorem 5.1 coincides with E
(
[X]

p/2
t

)
. By using the relation ap+bp ≤ max{21−p, 1}(a+b)p,

for a, b ≥ 0 and p > 0, we can write Burkholder’s inequality in the form

E
(

sup
0≤s≤t

∥Xs∥pG
)

≤ C(p)E
(
[X]

p/2
t

)
(5.6)

Example 5.5. Let L = (Lt : t ≥ 0) be an H-valued càdlàg Lévy process with Lévy-Itô
decomposition

Lt = tξ +Wt +

ˆ
∥h∥<1

h Ñ(t, dh) +

ˆ
∥h∥≥1

hN(t, dh). (5.7)

Here N is the Poisson random measure associated to L with corresponding Lévy measure λ
and Ñ the corresponding compensated Poisson random measure. Let Q denote the positive
trace class operator corresponding to the covariance operator of the Wiener process W =
(Wt : t ≥ 0).

Let U ∈ B(H) be such that 0 ∈ U and
´
U
∥u∥2 λ(du) < ∞. Take A = {A ⊆ U : A −

{0} is bounded below} and let M = (M(t, A) : t ≥ 0, A ∈ A) be given by

M(t, A) = Wtδ0(A) +

ˆ
A\{0}

u Ñ(t, du), ∀ t ≥ 0, A ∈ A. (5.8)
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We know by Example 5.24 in [13] that M is an orthogonal cylindrical martingale-valued
measure with quadratic variation given by

⟨⟨M⟩⟩ ((s, t]× A) = (t− s)

[
∥Q∥ δ0(A) +

ˆ
A\{0}

∥u∥2 λ(du)
]
.

Moreover, by Example 6.11 in [13] the square integrability condition for integrands with
respect to M is given by

∥Φ∥2Λ2(M,T ) = E
ˆ T

0

∥Φ(s, 0) ◦Q1/2∥2HS(H,G) ds+ E
ˆ T

0

ˆ
U

∥Φ(s, u)u∥2G λ(du)ds <∞. (5.9)

Now, by the independence of N and W , we can easily check that the continuous and purely
discontinuous parts of M are given by

M c(t, A) = Wtδ0(A), Md(t, A) =

ˆ
A\{0}

u Ñ(t, du),

with quadratic variations

⟨⟨M c⟩⟩ ((s, t]× A) = (t− s) ∥Q∥ δ0(A),
〈〈
Md
〉〉
((s, t]× A) = (t− s)

ˆ
A\{0}

∥u∥2 λ(du).

Moreover, we have

QMc(ω, r, u)h =
Qh

∥Q∥
1{0}(u), QMd(ω, r, u)h =

(u, h)H u

∥u∥2
1U\{0}(u),

Now let Xt =

ˆ t

0

ˆ
U

Φ(r, u)M(dr, du) for Φ satisfying (5.9). Observe that by the definition

of M in (5.8) and by Proposition 6.16 in [13] we have ∆Xs(ω) = Φ(ω, s,∆Ls)∆Ls. Hence,∑
0<s≤t

∥∆Xs(ω)∥2G =

ˆ t

0

ˆ
U\{0}

∥Φ(ω, s, u)u∥2GN(ds, du).

This way, for p ≥ 2 we have by Theorem 5.3,

E
[
sup
0≤s≤t

∥Xs∥pG
]

≤ C(p)E

[(ˆ t

0

∥Φ(s, 0) ◦Q1/2∥2HS(H,G) ds

)p/2
]

+ C(p)E

[(ˆ t

0

ˆ
U\{0}

∥Φ(s, u)u∥2GN(ds, du)

)p/2
]

Taking into account thatˆ t

0

ˆ
U\{0}

∥Φ(s, u)u∥2GN(ds, du) =

ˆ t

0

ˆ
U\{0}

∥Φ(s, u)u∥2G Ñ(ds, du)

+

ˆ t

0

ˆ
U\{0}

∥Φ(s, u)u∥2G λ(du) ds,
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we obtain

E

[(ˆ t

0

ˆ
U\{0}

∥Φ(s, u)u∥2GN(ds, du)

)p/2
]

≤ C̃(p)E

[(ˆ t

0

ˆ
U\{0}

∥Φ(s, u)u∥2G Ñ(ds, du)

)p/2
]

+ C̃(p)E

[(ˆ t

0

ˆ
U\{0}

∥Φ(s, u)u∥2G λ(du) ds
)p/2

]
.

Then we can apply Corollary 2.4 in [25] to the compensated Poisson integral to deduce a
Kunita inequality (see Theorem 4.4.23 in [27] for the finite-dimensional case)

E
[
sup
0≤s≤t

∥Xs∥pG
]

≤ C(p)

{
E

[(ˆ t

0

∥Φ(s, 0) ◦Q1/2∥2HS(H,G) ds

)p/2
]

+ E
(ˆ t

0

ˆ
U\{0}

∥Φ(s, u)u∥pG λ(du)ds
)

+ E

[(ˆ t

0

ˆ
U\{0}

∥Φ(ω, s, u)u∥2G λ(du)ds
)p/2

]}
.

6. Itô’s formula for particular examples of cylindrical martingale-valued
measures

In this section we show how cylindrical orthogonal martingale-valued measures generalize
both Hilbert-space valued martingale measures and cylindrical square integrable
martingales, and apply the results of Theorems 4.2 and 4.7 to obtain Itô’s formulas
in each case. Some of the results we obtain are new in the literature, and in some other
cases we obtain alternative proofs for some known results.

6.1. Hilbert-space valued orthogonal martingale-valued measures. Assume that
M is an H-valued orthogonal martingale-valued measure (see Definition 3.3 in [13]). By
Theorem 3.6 in [13], it has an intensity measure νM . Assume further that for every A,B ∈ A
disjoint and h ∈ H, the real-valued martingales (M(A), h)H and (M(B), h)H are orthogonal.
Then by Theorem 4.6 in [13],M induces a cylindrical orthogonal martingale-valued measure

M̂ = (M̂(t, A) : t ≥ 0, A ∈ A) on H given by

M̂(t, A)(ω)(h) := (M(t, A)(ω), h)H , ∀ω ∈ Ω, t ≥ 0, A ∈ A, h ∈ H.

For simplicity, we allow ourselves an abuse of notation and also denote M̂ by M . It is easy
to check (using for example (2.2) in [13]) that

νh ≤ ∥h∥2 νM , ∀h ∈ H. (6.1)

Proposition 6.1. Let M as described above, and assume that the intensity measure νM of
M is bounded on [0, t]×A for every t > 0, that is

sup
A∈A

νM([0, t]× A) <∞.
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Then, the family of intensity measures (νh : ∥h∥H = 1) of M satisfies the sequential
boundedness property and (consequently) M has a unique quadratic variation satisfying
⟨⟨M⟩⟩ ≤ νM and an operator quadratic variation QM : Ω× [0, T ]× U → L(H,H) satisfying
(2.4).

Proof. First, it is a consequence of (6.1) thatM possesses at least one quadratic variation as
a cylindrical martingale-valued measure. To prove uniqueness, it suffices to check that the
family of intensity measures (νh : ∥h∥H = 1) satisfies the sequential boundedness property.

To do this, we will need the following inequality which is valid for any two real-valued square
integrable martingales m and n:

|⟨m⟩t − ⟨n⟩t| ≤
√

⟨m− n⟩t
(√

⟨m⟩t +
√
⟨n⟩t

)
.

A proof can be carried out using basic properties of the quadratic variation and Kunita’s
inequality. Now, for h1, h2 ∈ H, t ≥ 0 and A ∈ A, we apply the above inequality with
mt =M(t, A)h1 and nt =M(t, A)h2, and use (6.1) to obtain

|νh1([0, t]× A)− νh2([0, t]× A)|
= |⟨M(A)h1⟩t − ⟨M(A)h2⟩t|

≤
√

⟨M(A)(h1 − h2)⟩t

(√
⟨M(A)h1⟩t +

√
⟨M(A)h2⟩t

)
≤ ∥h1 − h2∥ (∥h1∥+ ∥h2∥) νM([0, t]× A)

Hence, if hn → h in the unit sphere in H we have

sup
A∈A

sup
0≤s≤t

|νhn((s, t]× A)− νh((s, t]× A)| → 0, as n→ ∞. (6.2)

Then, by Proposition 5.7 in [13] the family of intensity measures (νh : ∥h∥H = 1) satisfies
the sequential boundedness property. Now, Theorem 5.8 in [13] guarantees the existence of
a unique quadratic variation ⟨⟨M⟩⟩ ≤ νM . Finally, the condition (2.3) is satisfied thanks to
our assumption on νM , and soM has an operator quadratic variation QM : Ω× [0, T ]×U →
L(H,H) satisfying (2.4). □

Thanks to Proposition 6.1 and Theorem 4.7 we obtain the following version of Itô formula.

Corollary 6.2. Let M be an H-valued orthogonal martingale-valued measure with the
property that for every A,B ∈ A disjoint and h ∈ H, the real-valued martingales
(M(A), h)H and (M(B), h)H are orthogonal. Assume that the intensity measure νM of M
is bounded on [0, t]×A for every t > 0. Let ξ, β, ψ, Φ and X be as in Definition 4.1. Let
f : [0,∞) × G → K be a function in the C1,2 class, such that fxx is uniformly continuous
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on bounded subsets of [0,∞)×G. Then almost surely we have for every t ≥ 0

f(t,Xt) = f(0, ξ) +

ˆ t

0

ft(s,Xs−)ds+

ˆ t

0

ˆ
U

fx(s,Xs−)Φ(s, u)M(ds, du)

+

ˆ t

0

fx(s,Xs−)ψ(s)dβ(s) +
1

2

ˆ t

0

ˆ
U

Tr
Φ(s,u)Q

1/2
Mc

(fxx(s,Xs−)) ⟨⟨M c⟩⟩ (ds, du)

+
∑
0<s≤t

[f (s,Xs)− f (s,Xs−)− fx (s,Xs−) (∆Xs)]

Remark 6.3. As far as we know, Itô’s formula for Hilbert-space valued martingale-valued
measures had never been proved. This can be applied to recover the classical Itô formula
for Wiener processes (as in [16]), for square integrable Lévy processes (as in [17]) or square
integrable martingales (as in [18]).

Example 6.4. Assume N is a Poisson random measure on R × Rd with characteristic
(intensity) measure Leb × λ, where λ is a σ-finite measure on Rd. Take U = Rd and
A = B(Rd). Let η : Ω× R+ × Rd → H be a predictable process for which

E
ˆ T

0

ˆ
A

∥η(t, u)∥2 λ(du)dt <∞.

Then, M given by

M(t, A) =

ˆ t

0

ˆ
A

η(r, u)Ñ(dr, du)

defines an H-valued orthogonal martingale-valued measure with purely discontinuous paths,
hence ⟨⟨M c⟩⟩ = 0 and 〈〈

Md
〉〉

=

ˆ t

0

ˆ
A

∥η(r, u)∥2 λ(du)dr.

In this case, Itô’s formula in Corollary 6.2 takes the form:

f(t,Xt) = f(0, ξ) +

ˆ t

0

ft(s,Xs−)ds+

ˆ t

0

fx(s,Xs−)ψ(s)dβ(s)

+

ˆ t

0

ˆ
U

fx(s,Xs−)Φ(s, u)η(s, u)Ñ(ds, du)

+

ˆ t

0

ˆ
U

[f(s,Xs− + Φ(s, u)η(s, u))− f(s,Xs−)− fx(s,Xs−)(Φ(s, u)η(s, u))] N(ds, du),

where ξ, β, ψ, Φ, X and f are as in Corollary 6.2 .

6.2. Cylindrical square integrable martingales. Assume that Z = (Zt : t ≥ 0) is a
cylindrical continuous zero-mean square integrable martingale such that for each t ≥ 0 the
mapping Zt : H → L0(Ω,F ,P) is continuous. Consider a one point set U = {a}, A = 2U

and let M = (M(t, A) : t ≥ 0, A ∈ A) be defined by

M(t, A)(h) = Zt(h)δa(a), ∀h ∈ H, t ≥ 0, A ∈ A. (6.3)

We know, by Examples 4.4 and 5.2 in [13], that M is a cylindrical orthogonal martingale-
valued measure with family of intensity measures νh(ds, du) = λ⟨Z(h)⟩(ds)δa(du), where
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λ⟨Z(h)⟩ denotes the Lebesgue-Stieltjes measure associated to ⟨Z(h)⟩. By Example 5.13, in
[13] the family of intensity measures (νh : ∥h∥ = 1) of M satisfies (6.2), hence the sequential
boundedness property by Proposition 5.7 in [13]. Thus, there exists a unique quadratic
variation given by ⟨⟨M⟩⟩ = γ ⊗ δa P-a.e., for γ = supn≥1 λ⟨Z(hn)⟩ where (hn : n ∈ N) is
dense in the unit sphere in H. Since the condition (2.3) is trivially satisfied, then M has an
operator quadratic variation QM : Ω× [0, T ]× U → L(H,H) satisfying (2.4).

Let QZ : Ω × [0, T ] → L(H,H) be given by QZ(ω, t) = QM(ω, t, a). We say that Φ :

Ω × [0, T ] → HS(HQZ
, G) is in Λ2(Z, T ), if (ω, t) 7→ Φ(ω, t) ◦ Q1/2

Z (ω, t)(h) is PT/B(G)-
measurable and satisfies

E
ˆ T

0

∥Φ(t) ◦Q1/2
Z (t)∥2HS(H,G) γ(dt) <∞.

One can easily check from the definition of the stochastic integral in (2.8), that if Φ ∈
Λ2(Z, T ), then Φ ∈ Λ2(M,T ) andˆ t

0

ˆ
U

Φ(s)M(ds, du) =

ˆ t

0

Φ(s) dZs, (6.4)

where the integrand in the right-hand side is the (radonifying) integral for cylindrical square
integrable martingales as in [18] (or as in [16, 28] for cylindrical Wiener processes).

From the above observation and by an application of Corollary 4.9 we obtain an Itô formula
for cylindrical continuous square integrable martingales. This result coincides with the one
obtained by Veraar and Yaroslatsev in ([12], Theorem 4.16) for the Hilbert space setting.

Corollary 6.5. Let ξ, β, ψ as in Definition 4.1. Assume that Z = (Zt : t ≥ 0) is a
cylindrical continuous zero-mean square integrable martingale such that for each t ≥ 0 the
mapping Zt : H → L0(Ω,F ,P) is continuous. Let Φ ∈ Λ2(Z, T ) and consider the Itô process:

Xt := ξ +

ˆ t

0

ψ(s)dβ(s) +

ˆ t

0

Φ(s) dZs.

Let f : [0,∞)×G→ K be a function of class C1,2 such that fxx is uniformly continuous on
bounded subsets of [0,∞)×G. Then, almost surely we have for every t ≥ 0

f(t,Xt) = f(0, ξ) +

ˆ t

0

fx(s,Xs)Φ(s)dZs +

ˆ t

0

fx(s,Xs)ψ(s)dβ(s)

+

ˆ t

0

ft(s,Xs)ds+
1

2

ˆ t

0

Tr
Φ(s)Q

1/2
Z

(fxx(s,Xs)) γ(ds).

Now we discuss the general case. Assume that Z = (Zt : t ≥ 0) is a cylindrical zero-mean
square integrable martingale such that for each t ≥ 0 the mapping Zt : H → L0(Ω,F ,P)
is continuous. As in Section 3.3 we can decompose Z as Zt = Zc

t + Zd
t where Zc is a

cylindrical continuous zero-mean square integrable martingale and Zd is a cylindrical purely
discontinuous zero-mean square integrable martingale. In this case, we can define three
cylindrical martingale-valued measures:

M(t, A) = Ztδa, M c(t, A) = Zc
t δa, Md(t, A) = Zd

t δa.
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Clearly M = M c +Md and since Zc and Zd are orthogonal, the corresponding families of
intensity measures satisfies:

νh = νch + νdh. (6.5)

Assume that the family of intensity measures (νh : ∥h∥ = 1) of M satisfies (6.2). We saw
in the continuous paths setting, that the family (νch : ∥h∥ = 1) satisfies (6.5). Moreover, by
(6.5), we conclude that (6.2) also holds true for (νdh : ∥h∥ = 1). Then by Proposition 5.7
in [13] the families (νh : ∥h∥ = 1), (νch : ∥h∥ = 1) and (νdh : ∥h∥ = 1) satisfy the sequential
boundedness property. Then, as explained in Section 3.3, the quadratic variations ⟨⟨M⟩⟩,
⟨⟨M c⟩⟩ and

〈〈
Md
〉〉

exist and are unique.

As before, one can check that ⟨⟨M⟩⟩ = γ ⊗ δa P-a.e., for γ = supn≥1 λ⟨Z(hn)⟩ and so the
condition (2.3) is trivially satisfied. Likewise we have ⟨⟨M c⟩⟩ = γc ⊗ δa P-a.e., for γc =
supn≥1 λ⟨Zc(hn)⟩. By the arguments in in Section 3.3 we can show the existence of QM , QMc

and QMd . As before we can define QZ and Λ2(M,T ) (and the analogs for Zc and Zd). The
equality in (6.4) remains valid for M and Z (respectively for M c an Zc, and for Md an Zd).
As an application of Theorem 4.7 we obtain the following Itô formula for cylindrical square
integrable martingales. We are not aware of any result of this nature in the literature.

Corollary 6.6. Let Z, Zc and Zd as described above, and assume that the family of intensity
measures (νh : ∥h∥ = 1) of M satisfies (6.2). Let ξ, β, ψ as in Definition 4.1. For
Φ ∈ Λ2(Z, T ) consider the Itô process:

Xt := ξ +

ˆ t

0

ψ(s)dβ(s) +

ˆ t

0

Φ(s) dZs.

Let f : [0,∞)×G→ K be a function of class C1,2 such that fxx is uniformly continuous on
bounded subsets of [0,∞)×G. Then almost surely we have for every t ≥ 0

f(t,Xt) = f(0, ξ) +

ˆ t

0

ft(s,Xs−)ds+

ˆ t

0

fx(s,Xs−)Φ(s)dZs

+

ˆ t

0

fx(s,Xs−)ψ(s)dβ(s) +
1

2

ˆ t

0

ˆ
U

Tr
Φ(s)Q

1/2
Zc

(fxx(s,Xs−)) γ
c(ds)

+
∑
0<s≤t

[f (s,Xs)− f (s,Xs−)− fx (s,Xs−) (∆Xs)]

Cylindrical Lévy processes were introduced in [29]. Since then, several works introduced
theories of stochastic integration with respect to these processes. Recently, in [5], they prove
an Itô formula for cylindrical standard α-stable Lévy processes for 1 < α < 2. However, we
could not find in the literature a proof of an Itô formula for cylindrical square integrable
Lévy processes. In the next example we apply Corollary 6.6 to prove such an Itô formula
with an emphasis on the components of the cylindrical Lévy-Itô decomposition.

Example 6.7. Let Z = (Zt : t ≥ 0) be a cylindrical zero-mean square integrable Lévy
process in X, that is, for every d ∈ N, h1, · · · , hd ∈ H the Rd-valued stochastic process
(Zt(h1), · · · , Zt(hd) : t ≥ 0) is a Lévy process in Rd, and E[Zt(h)] = 0 and E[|Zt(h)|2] <∞ for
every t ≥ 0, h ∈ H. We further assume for such a Z that the mapping Zt : H → L0 (Ω,F ,P)
is continuous.
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It follows from Corollary 3.12 in [29], that L can be decomposed into Lt = Wt + Pt. Here,
W = (Wt : t ≥ 0) is a cylindrical Wiener process with covariance operator QW : H → H
satisfying

E(|Wt(h)|2) = (t− s) (QWh , h)H , ∀h ∈ H, t ≥ 0.

The cylindrical process P = (Pt : t ≥ 0) is independent of W , and is a cylindrical mean-zero
square integrable martingale given by

Pt(h) =

ˆ
R\{0}

βÑh(t, dβ), ∀h ∈ H,

where Nh denotes the Poisson random measure associated with the Lévy process (Pt(h) :
t ≥ 0) and with corresponding Lévy measure λh. Theorem 2.7 in [29] shows that there exists
a cylindrical measure λ on the cylindrical sets in H, called the cylindrical Lévy measure of
L, such that for each h ∈ H we have λh = λ ◦ π−1

h , where πh : H → R, πh(y) = (y , h)H . In
particular, we have

E(|Pt(h)|2) = t

ˆ
H

(y , h)2 λ(dy), ∀h ∈ H, t ≥ 0.

It is easy to see that Z is a cylindrical zero-mean square integrable martingale. Moreover,
Zc = W and Zd = Pt. Let Q̃Z : H → H be given by

Q̃Zh = QWh+

ˆ
H

(y , h)2 λ(dy).

Then it is clear that
(
Q̃Zh1 , h2

)
H

= E [Z1(h1)Z1(h2)] ∀h1, h2 ∈ H. The operator Q̃Z is

known as the covariance operator of Z and it is linear, positive, symmetric and continuous.
Moreover, since Z(h) is a real-valued mean zero square integrable Lévy process we have

⟨Z(h)⟩t = tE
[
|Z1(h)|2

]
= t
(
Q̃Zh1 , h2

)
H
.

Let M be as in (6.3). By Example 5.14 in [13] we have νM =
(
Q̃Zh , h

)
H
(Leb ⊗ δa)

and the family of intensity measures (νh : ∥h∥ = 1) of M satisfy (6.2). Moreover, we

have ⟨⟨M⟩⟩ =
∥∥∥Q̃Z

∥∥∥ (Leb ⊗ δa) and QZ = Q̃Z/
∥∥∥Q̃Z

∥∥∥. One can likewise conclude that

⟨⟨M c⟩⟩ = ∥QW∥ (Leb⊗ δa) and QZc = QW/ ∥QW∥. Observe that we have γc = ∥QW∥Leb.
By following the arguments in Section 3 in [5] we can obtain an useful description of the sum
of the jumps which involves the cylindrical Lévy measure of L. Consider the integer-valued
random measure corresponding to the jumps of X:

µX((0, t]×B) =
∑
0<s≤t

1B(∆Xs), 0 < t ≤ T, B ∈ B(H), 0 /∈ B.

µX is an optional σ-finite random measure on B([0, T ]) ⊗ B(H), hence has a predictable
compensator νX (see Section II.1 in [30]). Moreover, from the definition of µX we have∑

0<s≤t

[f (s,Xs)− f (s,Xs−)− fx (s,Xs−) (∆Xs)]

=

ˆ t

0

ˆ
H

[f (s,Xs− + h)− f (s,Xs−)− fx (s,Xs−) (h)] µ
X(ds, dh). (6.6)
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Observe that the jumps of X correspond to those of the stochastic integral process Yt =´ t
0
Φ(s)dPs. Hence, by a modification of the arguments used in the proof of Theorem 3.5 in

[5], one can show that the predictable compensator νX of µX is characterized by:

νX((0, t]×B) =

ˆ t

0

(
λ ◦ Φ(s)−1

)
(B)ds, 0 < t ≤ T, B ∈ B(H), 0 /∈ B. (6.7)

Therefore, from Corollary 6.6, (6.6) and (6.7) we obtain the following expression for the Itô
formula for X:

f(t,Xt) = f(0, ξ) +

ˆ t

0

ft(s,Xs−)ds

+

ˆ t

0

fx(s,Xs−)Φ(s)dWs +

ˆ t

0

fx(s,Xs−)Φ(s)dPs

+

ˆ t

0

fx(s,Xs−)ψ(s)dβ(s) +
1

2

ˆ t

0

ˆ
H

Tr
Φ(s)Q

1/2
W

(fxx(s,Xs−)) ds

+

ˆ t

0

ˆ
H

[f (s,Xs− + h)− f (s,Xs−)− fx (s,Xs−) (h)] (µ
X − νX)(ds, dh)

+

ˆ t

0

ˆ
H

[f (s,Xs− + g)− f (s,Xs−)− fx (s,Xs−) (g)]
(
λ ◦ Φ(s)−1

)
(dg)ds
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Lecture Notes in Mathematics 1874, 171–197 (2006).

[15] Walsh, John B.: An introduction to stochastic partial differential equations. École d’été de probabilités
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approach. Encyclopedia of Mathematics and its Applications, 113, Cambridge University Press,
Cambridge (2007).

[18] Métivier, M; Pellaumail, J.: Stochastic integration. Probability and Mathematical Statistics, Academic
Press, New York (1980).

[19] Cohen, S. N.; Elliott, R. J.: Stochastic calculus and applications. Second edition. Probability and its
Applications. Springer, Cham (2015).

[20] Alvarado-Solano, A. E.; Fonseca-Mora, C. A.: Stochastic integration in Hilbert spaces with respect to
cylindrical martingale-valued measures, ALEA Lat. Am. J. Probab. Math. Stat. 18, no. 2, 1267–1295
(2021).

[21] Bogachev V. I., Smolyanov, O. G.: Real and Functional Analysis, Springer, Cham (2020).
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