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ITO’S FORMULA FOR ITO PROCESSES DEFINED WITH RESPECT
TO A CYLINDRICAL MARTINGALE-VALUED MEASURE

S. CAMBRONERO ®!, D. CAMPOS ®?, C. A. FONSECA-MORA ®3 AND D. MENA ©*

ABSTRACT. Using the authors’ recently developed stochastic integration [Stoch PDE: Anal
Comp, 2024], we prove an It6 formula for Hilbert space-valued Itd 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 Ité6 formula, we prove a Burkholder
inequality for the stochastic integral defined with respect to a cylindrical martingale-valued
measure. Finally, we derive It6 formulas for Hilbert space-valued martingale-valued
measures and for cylindrical square integrable martingales.

1. INTRODUCTION

[to’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. It6 in [1]. An extension to Hilbert space-valued Ito processes,
driven by a Wiener process, was introduced by Curtain and Falb [2]. Later, Kunita [3]
made a further extension to Hilbert space-valued Ito 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 It6 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 It6 formula for Hilbert space-valued Ito processes driven by a
cylindrical martingale-valued measure. To be precise, let H, G and K be separable Hilbert
spaces, [ : 2 x R, — R an adapted cadlag 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 ¢ > 0, M(t,-) is an L*-valued
measure defined on A. Let X be the G-valued Ito process:

dX, = U(t)dB(t) + / O(t, u) M(dt, du)
U
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for coefficients ¥ : Q@ x R, — G and ® : Q@ x R, x 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: [0,7] x G — K is a function of class C? we show the following It6
formula:

£t X)) :f(O,XO)Jr/tft(s,XS)ds+/t/ Fals, Xo ) D (s, u)M(ds, du)
/ fuls, X, 3 Mooy el Xeo)) (117 )

Do L8 X) = F (5, Xom) = fa (5, X,0) (AX,)].

0<s<t

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 3, and to (M¢)) respectively. The process ((M€))
is the predictable quadratic variation of the cylindrical martingale-valued measure M€,
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 Ito
formula. First, in Section 3.1 we prove a conditional version of It6’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 paths M¢ and a cylindrical martingale-valued measure with purely
discontinuous paths M?. Both M¢ and M? have predictable quadratic variations (M¢)) and
(M) with corresponding (operator-valued) covariance processes Q¢ and Q?. 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¢ and M¢9. 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¢ and M?.



The core of this paper is Section 4, where we prove our version of It6 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 Ito
processes. Therefore, in the proof of Theorem 4.2, one requires a careful analysis of the size
of the jumps of the Ito 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 It6’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 cadlag 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 It6 formula. To the extent of
our knowledge, this result is new. This can be applied to recover the classical It6 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 (-, )y, (+,*)a, (+, ")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 o-algebra will be denoted by B(U).

We assume that (€2, F,P) is a complete probability space equipped with a filtration (F)cr,
that satisfies the usual conditions, that is, it is right continuous and F; contains all P-null
sets. The predictable o-algebra on Q x [0, 00) is denoted by P and for any 7" > 0 we denote
by Pr the restriction of P to 2 x [0,77] (For further details, see chapters 6 and 7 in [19]).

A cylindrical random variable on H is a linear and continuous operator Z : H — L°(Q, F,P),
where L°(Q), 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 = (Z, : t € [0,T]) on X is called a cylindrical stochastic process on H. A
cylindrical stochastic process M = (M, : t € [0,T1) is called a cylindrical mean-zero square
integrable martingale on X if for every h € H we have M(h) € M?Z, the linear space of



all real-valued, cadlag, mean-zero, square integrable martingales on the time interval [0, T7.
This is a Banach space with the norm

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

Let Y = (Y; : t > 0) be an H-valued square integrable martingale. There exists a unique (up
to in-distinguishability) predictable, real-valued process (Y'), with paths of finite variation
such that (Y), = 0 and [|Y;||3; — (Y), is a martingale. We define a predictable operator-
valued quadratic variation process ((Y)), of ¥; with values in the space of nonnegative definite
trace-class operators on H such that, for all hy, hy € H,

(Ye, ) (Ye, ho) g — ((Y), (ha), ho)m

is a martingale. This process exists and is unique. Moreover (Y), = trace((Y")),) (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];, such that for every increasing sequence (II,,)
of infinite partitions of R*, where II,, = {0 < ¢ <t} <--- <t} <---}, with klgglo ty = +oo

(t, — ') = 0, one has

and lim s ;

p
n—oo iZO

Y], = liin Z ||Yt;l+1/\t - Yt?/\lﬁ”%ﬁ
i>0

where the limit is taken in the L'-sense (see [4]). There is a connection between the real-
valued predictable quadratic variation (Y'), and the optional quadratic variation [Y];, given
by the following equality, which is satisfied for every real t > 0,

YV]o= V), + DOIAYIIE = [+ DAY as,
s<t s<t
where Y¢ is the continuous part of Y.

Let H®,H 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®,H-valued
regular right continuous process, which is unique (up to in-distinguishability), denoted by
[Y],, such that for every increasing sequence (II,,) of partitions of R*, defined as before, one
has

Y], = 1i7rln Z(Yty“/\t — Yirn) ™,

i>0

where the limit is in probability.



Moreover, for every t > 0,

[YI, = (YD, + DAY= =Y, + ) AV as,

s<t s<t

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

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.c. 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— L°(Q,F,P)

is continuous.
(3)Ift >0and h € H, M(t,-)(h) : A — L*(Q, F,P) is a o-finite L?-valued measure.
As part of the hypothesis, A contains each B(U,,), where (U,) is the sequence of sets
increasing to U, given by the o-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) Givent > 0 and h € H, (M(A)(h), M(B)(h)), = 0 whenever A, B € A are disjoint.
To the cylindrical orthogonal martingale-valued measure M we can associate a family of
intensity measures (v, : h € H) which are defined as follows: given h € H, v, is a random
predictable o-finite measure on B(R+) ® B(U) such that for every t > 0 and A € A, we
have

P(w e Q:v(w)(]0,t] x A) = (M(A)(h)), (w)) = 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 7 :  —
M (R x U,B(Ry) ® B(U)) that satisfies:

(1) Given t > 0 and A € A, for P-a.e. w € ©Q we have n(w)([0,] x A) < co.

(2) n is a minimal element for the collection of all random measures ¢ : Q@ — M (R, x

U,B(R;)® B(U)) with the property: ¥Yh € H with ||| =1, v, <.

We also assume that the family of intensity measures (v, : h € H) satisfies the sequential
boundedness property: if (h,) is dense in the unit sphere, ||h|| = 1 and ¢ > 0, there exists



Q € Q with P(Q,) = 1, such that for 0 < s<t, A€ Aand w € Qy,
vp(w)((s,t] x A) < supwy, (w)((s,t] x A). (2.2)
n>1

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 (h,) is dense in the unit sphere of H, then
(M)) = sup,,>; vp, P-a.e. (here the supremum is taken w-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. w € (2,

sup (M) () (0, T] x A) < oc. (2.3)
AeA
Remark 2.2.

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

(2) Observe that (2.3) does not imply that (M) (w)([0,7] x 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 a); defined on
B([0,T]) ® B(U) such that for all hy,hy € H,0< s <t <T and A € A, P-a.e. w € Q,
anr(W)((5,] x A) (M, ha) = (M (A)(hn), M(A)(h2)), (W) = (M (A)(hn), M (A)(h2)), (w).

The random measure ay; induces a random measure I'y; on B([0,7]) ® B(U) taking values
in L(H, H), called the quadratic variation operator measure, by means of the prescription

(Car (@)(O)hr , ha) = ang (W)(C)(ha, ha), ¥ b, ho € H, C € B((0,T)) @ BU).

By Theorem 5.21 in [13], given T" > 0, there exists a process Qs : @ x [0, 7| x U — L(H, H)
such that P-a.e. w € Q

(Car(@)(C)ha s ha) g = /C(QM(w,r, why; ha)y (M) (w)(dr, du) (2.4)

for all hy,hy € H, C' € B([0,T]) ® B(U). Moreover, the following properties hold:
(1) For every hy,hy € H, the mapping (w,r,u) — (Qu(w,r,u)hy, he) is predictable,
that is, Pr ® B(U)-measurable.



(2) For P-a.e. w € Q, Qu(w,-,-) is positive and symmetric (M ))-a.e.
(3) For P-ae. w € Q, [[Que(w, )l gy = 1. (M))-ace.
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
Qu:Qx[0,T]xU — L(H, H) and for each (w,t,u) € Qx[0,T] x U, we consider the space
Hg = QY*(H) with inner product given by

<h7 g)HQ = (Q_1/2h7 Q_1/29)H‘

Here Q~'/2 is the pseudo inverse of Q'/2. This space is isometric to ((Ker(QY?))*, (-, )u),
so if we have a complete orthonormal system {h;} on (Ker(Q'/?))*, we get a complete
orthonormal system {Q?h;} on Hg. Even more, that system can be supplemented to a
complete orthonormal system on H by elements of Ker(Q'/?) and thus the equality

Ll g0 = || L 0 Q1/2HHS(H,G)

holds for any L € HS (Hg, G).
Throughout this work, we consider a class of integrands given by families of operators
®(w, t,u), indexed by (w,t,u) € Q x [0,7] x U, such that:

(1) For each (w,t,u) € 2 x [0,T] x U, ®(w,t,u) € HS(Hg,,,G).

(2) Forevery h € H, the G-valued process CIDOQMQ(h) is predictable, that is, the mapping

(w, 1) > D(w, t,u) 0 QY (w, t,u)(h), (2.5)
is Pr ® B(U)/B(G)-measurable.
(3) H<I>H?\2( w18 finite, where this quantity is defined by

1/2
||‘I)||i2(M,T) = E/ [®(w,t,u) o Q]\é (W7tau)||72LLS(H,G) (M) (dt, du)
[0,71xU
1/2
— [ et 0 QB duwlwr b, (20
Qx[0,T|xU

where 37 is the Doléans measure associated to M on (2 x [0,7] x U, Pr @ B(U)) (see
Definition 6.1 and Lemma 6.2 of [13]). This space of integrands is denoted by A?*(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
[0,7] x U, so the finiteness of (2.6) relies on the integrand &.

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 A%*(M,T). Elements in
S = 8(M,T) can be expressed in the form

Ow,ru) = Y Y Do) (r)1p (W) 14, (1)S;, (2.7)

i=1 j=1



for all r € [0,T], w € Q, u € U, where m, n € N, and for i = 1,...,n, j = 1,...,m,
0<s;<t;,<T,F,eFs, Ay € Rand S;; € HS(H,G). For & € S(M,T) we define its
stochastic integral I(®) as the G-valued process given by

t n m
I,(®) = / / O (s, u)M(ds, du) = > g, (w)Yi,(t) (2.8)
0JU i=1 j=1
where Y] ; is the square integrable martingale taking values in G and satisfying (see [20])
(Vi (), 9)g = M ((si At 1 A 1], 45) (S5

The map I : S(M,T) — M?*(G) is linear and continuous and satisfies the Itd isometry:

E L)) =E

[0,t]xU

2

HCID(w, s,u) 0 QY2 (w, s,u)HHS(H’G) (M) (ds,du).  (2.9)

Since S(M, T) is dense in A?>(M,T), the map I has a continuous linear extension
I:AN*(M,T) = M3(G),

where (2.9) holds for ® € A?(M,T). In addition, I(®) 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[0 o Qs e (1) (@s.du) <o) =1 (210
0,T]xU

we have an extension to locally integrable operator-valued maps. This space is denoted by
A2 (M, T), which has a complete, metrizable, linear topology (for further details, see [13]).

loc

Consider ® € A2 (M, T) and the sequence of stopping times given by

loc
Tp(w) := inf {t €[0,7T]: / |P(w,s,u)o QJI\//[2<(,U, s, u)||§{S(H7G) (M) (ds,du) > n} )
[0,7xU

Then (7, : n € N) is an increasing sequence satisfying 7,, — 7' P-a.e. by (2.10). Since this
sequence is JF;-adapted, for each n € N, the function ®™ = ®1y ., belongs to A2(M,T).
Thus, we can extend the definition of the integral to ® € A2 (M, T) by setting

loc

I(®) := I(d™), if /[OT] . |P(w, s, u) o Q}V/[Q(w,s,u)||§l3(H7G) d{(M) <n. (2.11)

Indeed, Proposition 6.17 in [13] (applied to o = 7, A 7, for m < n) guarantees that this
definition is consistent. From this localization procedure, I(®) belongs to the linear space
of all the G-valued locally zero-mean square integrable martingales, denoted by M%ZOC(G),
which is equipped with the topology of uniform convergence in probability on compact
intervals of time. The map I : A2 (M, T) — M¥(G) is linear and its continuity follows

loc
from Proposition 6.19 of [13].



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

= [ [ Joen@izo

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).

2
M| (dr,d
sy M1 (@)

3.1. Conditional Ito6 isometry. As a preliminary result we will need the following
conditional version of It0’s isometry.

Theorem 3.1 (Conditional It6 isometry). For every ® € A>(M,T), 0 < s <t < T and
g € G, we have

B[l (100 ®) )l | 2] = B[] ool oy | 2]
- [ [ [ @rwQuetrs. 9 (O0) @) 7).
Moreover
E[[(1(®). g)F| 7.
— 1@, 0+ 8 | [ [ @i eas], e 7] (32)

— (L(®), ) +E [ [ [ @t@uatars. o) () drnau

7]

Proof. Let ® € A*(M,T) and g € G. Define @, as the family given by
Qy(w,r,u)h = (P(w,r,u)h, 9);, heH.
In particular we have

O, (w,, u)Q}V/[Q(w,r, u)h = (@(w,r, u)Q}\f(w,r, u)h, g)G, heH,

that is, ®,(w,r, u) Jl\f(w,r, u) € L(H,R) ~ H.
By the corresponding properties of ® it is easy to conclude that ®, € A*(M, T, H,R), hence,
the stochastic integral ([,(®,) : ¢t € [0,77]) is a real-valued square integrable martingale.
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Therefore, by Proposition 6.15 in [13] and the Itd isometry we have

2
E[|(Ir(®), 9)¢l’] = E [[1r(® / / / HQ1/2 (r, u)gHHd,uM. (3.3)
Let 0 < s <t <T and choose any F € F,. Replacing ® with L(s4xr® in (3.3) we obtain
1/2 7« 2
E [HF |(Ir(L0®), g HQ *(r, u)gHHduM,

and since F' € F; is arbitrary this shows (3.1). In order to prove (3.2) observe that, by
Proposition 4.21 in [20] we have I (14 ®P) = (It(q)) I,(®)). Therefore

[(Ir(10®) , 9)]” = [(1(®), 9)* = 2 (1(®), g) (1,(®), 9) + |(1(®), )|

Taking conditional expectation with respect to Fs and using that ((1.(®), g) : 7 € [0,T1]) is
a real-valued martingale we conclude that

E[|(tr(1602), 9) oI | 7] = E[I(14(®), )| ] = (1(@), g)l*
From the above equality and (3.1) we deduce (3.2). O
Corollary 3.2. For every ® € AQ(M, T),0<s<t<T, and g1, 92 € G, we have
E[(1(®). 91)5 (1(®) . 92)6] Fi] = (1(®), g1) (1,(2) . o)

+E [// (r W) Qu®(r 1) g1 s g2); (M) (dr, du)

7| 3

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

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 ® € A>(M,T) and consider the stochastic integral process

I, = // ) M (dr, du).

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

_ /0 t /U HCD(T, wWQY(r, u)H2 (M) (dr, du). (3.5)

HS(H,G)

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

_ /0 /U B(r, w) Qs (r, W) (r, u)* (M) (dr, du). (3.6)

Proof. We first prove (3.6). Since ® € A*(M,T), it follows that
O (w,r,u)Qu(w, r,u)®(w,r,u)* € L1(G,G),
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for each r € [0,T], w € Q, uw € U. Tt is clear that for every ¢;, g2 € G, the mapping
(w,r,u) = (P(w, r, u)Qu(w, 7, w)P(w, 1) g1, G2)¢
is Pr @ B(U)/B(R)-measurable. Therefore the £,(G, G)-valued process
(P(w,r,u)Qu(w,r,u)P(w,r,u)* :r €0, T],w e QuelU)

is weakly predictable, hence (strongly) predictable since the the separability of G implies
that of £1(G, G).

Now let (g, : n € N) be any orthonormal basis in G. For every t € [0,T] we have

/ [®(r, u)Qar®(r, U)*Hcl(G,G) dpins
Qx[0,t]xU

n=1
P - /
_/QX[Ot]XU;< W O(r,u) gn s QY P (r,u) )d,UM

1/2 « |7
> |@ireewyan|
Qx[0,¢]xU |, G

2
— [ Jerwer
Qx[0,¢]xU

duy < oo.
HS(H,G)

Therefore, for every t € [0,77], the right-hand side in (3.6) is a well-defined Bochner integral
with values in G for P-a.e. w € ). Define

t
Jy = // O(r, u)Qur®(r,u)* (M) (dr,du), t € [0,T].
0JuU
We must show that for any g1, g2 € G, the real-valued process
(I, 91)0 (1¢, gz)G — (g1, 92)@ (3.7)

is a martingale.

In fact, let 0 < s <t < T and ¢;,92 € G. Taking conditional expectation in (3.7) with
respect to F;, and then applying (3.4), we obtain

E((L:, 91)g (Its 92)g — (Jegrs 92)c| Fs) = (Ls, 1) (Ls s 92)g — (Jsg1 5 92)c
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 ® € A*(M,T) the integral in the right-hand side of (3.5)
is a well-defined Lebesgue integral for P-a.e. w € €2 (see also Remark 2.2).

Let (g : n» € N) be any orthonormal basis in G. Then, by (3.6) we have

(I), = trace( Z Ji9n s 9n)c
n=1
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o[, (M) (dr, du)

- Sl

= //H@(r,u) }\//IQ(T,U)HZ (M) (dr,du).
0Ju

HS(H,G)
Which proves the desired result. 0

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 It6 formula.

Theorem 3.4. For ® € A*>(M,T; H,G), consider the G-valued stochastic integral

// s,u)M(ds, du) € M?*(G)

Denote by (Y) the predictable quadratic variation of Y and by Qy its corresponding
(co)variance operator. Let W : Q x [0,T] — L(G, K) with the property that for every g € G

the K-valued process ¥ o Q%,/ 2(g) 15 predictable. Then, VU s stochasticaly integrable with
respect to Y, that is,

T
IE/ ny( WH d(Y), < oo,
0 HS(G,K)

if and only if ¥ o ® € A*(M,T; H, K). Moreover

/ §)dY, // ) o ®(s, u) M(ds, du). (3.9)

Proof. First, note that by (3.5)

/ / 10 (s, WQY ss o) (M) (ds, du),

Q) P*

Hq) o QI/Z 2

. Then we have
HHS(H,G)

and an easy computation shows that @y =

/ H‘If 1/2

Ay, = E/T Te(W 0 Oy 0 U )d(Y ),

HS(G,K)

_ E/O TH(W 0 B 0 Quy 0 B 0 U*) (M) (ds, du)

:E/OTH\II(S)CI)(s,u) }\f i

HS(H,K)

(M) (ds,du).

This proves that U is integrable with respect to Y if an only if ¥ o ® € A%2(M,T; H, K). To
prove (3.8), we first look at a general integrand ® and the elementary integrand: ¥(w,r) =
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I1p(w)ly(r)R, where 0 < s <t < T, F € F, and R € L(G,K). By Proposition 6.16 in
[13] we have

/OTxp(r)dn — LR, — V) = 1R (// r,w) M (dr, du))

T
// Lp(w)lsgR o ®(r,s) M(dr, du)
0o Ju

/OT/U W o &(r, s) M(dr, du).

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

3.3. Continuous and purely discontinuous part of a cylindrical martingale-
valued measure. Given a real-valued martingale m, denote respectively by m¢ and m?
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¢
and a purely discontinuous one M?, by defining for every ¢t >0, A € A and h € H,

Me(t, A)(h) = [M(t, A)(h)]e,  M(t, A)(h) = [M(t, A)(h)]".

Let’s prove that these two processes are in fact cylindrical martingale-valued measures. By
definition of M¢ and M¢, for fixed A € A, a € R, hy, hy € H we have

M(t, A)(ahy + hy) = aMC(t, A)(ahy + ho) + M%(t, A)(ahy + hy).
On the other hand, by linearity of M,
M(t, A)(ahy + he) = aM(t, A)(hy) + M(t, A)(hs)
— Q[ME(E A) () + MO A) ()] + [ME(L A) (o) + ML, A)(ha)]
— [aMe(t, A)(hy) + ME(, A) (o)) + (ML, A) () + ML, A)(ha)].

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

Me(t, A)(ahy 4+ ho) = aM(t, A)(hy) + M(t, A)(h2),

and likewise for M¢. This proves that for fixed A € A and t > 0, M¢(t, A) and M(t, A)
are linear continuous maps from H to L? (2, F,P). For t > 0 and h € H, the o-finiteness of
Me(t,-)(h) and M4(t,-)(h) as L?-valued measures follow directly from their definition, and
the corresponding o-finiteness as real-valued martingales.

Remark 3.5. The orthogonality of M does not necessarily imply that of M¢ and M9, even in
simple real Valued cases. For example, take U = {0, 1}, and define M (¢,{0}) = W; + N; and

M(t, {1}) = — N,, where W is a standard Browninan motion and N, is a compensated
Poisson process Wlth intensity 1. Observe that in this case,

Me(t, A) = W, Md(th) = {]_V;i\ft j z ?1){’
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Easy computations show that (A ({0}), M({1})), = 0 (and hence is orthogonal), however
(Me({0}), ME({1}), = (M*({0}), M°({1})), = t.

For further developments we will require that both M¢ and M? 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¢ and M is orthogonal.
(2) The family of intensity measures (v§ : h € H) of M¢ and (v¢: h € H) of M? satisfies
the sequential boundedness property.

Observe that the first assumption guarantees the existence of the intensity measures (v :

h € H) and (v : h € H) of M¢ and M? respectively (see Lemma 5.1 in [13]).

We must show that M€ possesses a unique predictable quadratic variation and that apye,
[pre and Qe exist. First, for every h € H, 0 < s <t and A € A, we have P-a.e.

vi((s, 1] x A) = (M(A)(h)), = (M(A)(h)), < (M(A)(h)), — (M(A)(h)), = vi((s, ] x A).

S

Therefore, for every h € H by Theorem 3.9 in [13] we have v;, < v, more precisely
P(v(C) <y(C): C e BRy) @ B(U)) = 1.

Now let (h, : 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

supv; ([0,t] x A) <supwy, ([0,t] x A) < (M) ([0,¢] x A) < oco.

n>1 n>1
By Theorem 5.8 in [13] (or rather its proof) M¢ has a unique predictable quadratic variation
((M¢e)) which satisfies (M€)) = sup,,vj; P-a.e. (in particular, (M) < (M) P-a..).
Furthermore, by (2.3) we have for P-a.e. w € Q,

sup (M) ()(0,T] x A) < sup (M) ()([0,T] x A) < co.
AeA AeA

Therefore, we can guarantee the existence of the Bil(H, H)-valued measure e, the
L(H, H)-valued random measure I'jyc and the process Qure @ Q x [0,T] x U — L(H, H)
satisfying (2.4).

The above arguments are also valid for M9, therefore M? has a unique predictable quadratic
variation (M%) = sup,s, vy P-ae., with (M%) < (M) P-ae., the Bil(H, H)-valued
measure a,yq, the L(H, H)-valued random measure I"j;a and the process Qya : ©Q X [0, T] x
U — L(H, H) satisfying (2.4).

The following result clarifies the relation between Q,s, Qnre and Q4.

Lemma 3.7. P-a.e. we have

o A0 | )
Qum = Que 20T + Qum 100 (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. w e Q,allt >0, A€ Aand hy,hs € H,

/[0 - (@uhi he) (M) (@) () = (M(AYhs, M),
= (M°(A)hy, M (A)hy), + (M (A)hy, MU (A)hs),
- /[ - (@uhe, ) (1) (i )
[ @uot ) () (i,
[0,t]x A
By Theorem 3.9 in [13], this identity extends to
/ (@aha, o)y (M) (dr, du) = / (Qarehr, ha) g (M) (dr, du)
C C
+/X@Wmm@Hwﬂmmﬂw (3.10)
C

for all C' € B(R,) x B(U). Since max{{M¢)), (M)} < (M)) P-a.e., this gives (3.9). [

The identity (3.9) can be used to say something about the spaces Hg,,, Hg,,. and Hg, .-
In fact, by (3.9), for each h € H we have P-a.e.

- d (M) o h), M)
(Quh,h)g = (Queh, h)n (AT + (Qnrpahy h) 4 (30
Equivalently,
IQ3HIP = IQYHIPS ) + IQURIPS ) P .11

Therefore, P-a.e. we have
Ker Qyy2 NKer QY% C Ker Q).

Now, since the space Hy,, is isometric to ((Ker( 1/2)) ,(+,-)m) (the same holds for Qe
and @Qpa), we conclude that

Hg,, ~ (Ker(Qy))* € (Ker(Qy2)* + (Ker(Q)2))* ~ Ho,,. + Hq_,.

Unfortunately the information provided by (3.11) is not strong enough to conclude that
either Hg,, C Hq,,. or Hg, € Hg, ,. 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¢ and M<. In particular, the problem arises since the domain of the
integrands (see 1 in Section 2.2) for M (respectively for M¢ or M?) is only required to
contain the space Hg,, (respectively the space Hg,,. or Hq, d) 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 ® € A*(M,T) we replace 1 in Section 2.2 by the assumption ®(w, t,u) €
HS(H,G) for every (w,t,u) € Q x [0,T] x U, and we replace 2 by the assumption that
(w,t,u) — P(w, t,u)h is Pr @ B(U)/B(G)-measurable.

Our course the assumption above implies that ®(w,t,u) € HS(Hg,,,G) and (w,t,u) —
O (w,t,u) o }\f(w,t, u)(h) is Pr ® B(U)/B(G)-measurable, so the same applies for M¢ and
M?. As the next result shows, integrability with respect to M implies integrability with
respect to M¢ and M¢.

Lemma 3.9. For ® € A>(M,T) we have
(M) (dr, du)

//H@ru 12|
HS(HG)

—]E//H(I)Tu 1/2

—i—E//H@rqu/Q

In particular, ® € A2(M¢,T) and ® € A2(M?,T).

gy (1) ()

(M) (dr, du). (3.12)

HS(H,G)

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

d {M*) T d{( M)
d (M) d (M)

Then, by considering an orthonormal basis (g, : n € N) in G, replacing g by g, in the above
equality and adding over n € N, we obtain

|QV @ (r.w)gl* = Q2 (r w)"gl* s + 1 Qya e (rw)"g

c d
124 _ H 124, 2 d ((M°)) ‘ 12 2 d{Me)
3o w wsny QLo diany TG o Tqan)
Equivalently,
2 d {(M*) 1/2 (M)
U 0@, g, = 20000 |- e -
H (r;u) HS(H,G) (r, u)Qyr HS(H,G) d (M) |20 1) Qi HS(G,H) d ((M))
The result follows by integrating both sides with respect to (M) (dr, du). O

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

Theorem 3.10. Let ® € A>1¢(T, M). Then ® € A>\°¢(T, M¢) N A?'¢(T, M?) and for every
0<t<T

I = /Ot/U@(s,u)M(ds,du):/Ot/UqD(s,u) Mc(ds,du)+/Ot/U<I>(s,u)Md(ds,du). (3.13)

Besides . .
J;—//cp(s,u)MC(ds,du), Itd—//@(s,u) M%(ds, du). (3.14)
0JU 0JU
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Proof. The integrability of ® with respect to M¢ and M? is guaranteed by Lemma 3.9.
Consider a simple function ® of the form

D(w,r,u) = 1jg, ) (1)1, (W)1a(u) S, (3.15)
where S € HS(H,G). For g € G, we have

(I, 90 = 1o, ()M ((s1 A t,s2 A, A)(S79)
=1p, (@Mﬁ(@l Nt sy At], A) (S*9) + 1R, (w)Md((31 At, sy At A) (579)

and hence

(I, g G_(// (s,1) M¢(ds, du), ) (// (s,u) M%(ds, du) , ) (3.16)

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

(I, 9) = (If, 9) + (I 9) - (3.17)
Hence, if we use (3.16) and (3.17), the equality

(If, g (// (s,u) M°(ds, du) ) (// s,u) M(ds, du) , )G—(ffag)a

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 ® 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]). O

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 Ito 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 ( € Bil(G,G; K) and S, R €
HS(H,G) we use Trg g(¢) (following [6]) to denote the trace defined by

Trs,r(C) = ZC(Shja Rh;),
where (h;);en 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 Trg(¢). Moreover,

[Trs r(Ollx < ||C||%i[(G,G;K) ||S||7-{5(H,G) ||R||’H$(H7G) .

The main result of this section is the following.

Proposition 3.11. Let ® € A>°¢(T, M) and consider the stochastic integral process

It// s,u) M(ds, du).



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

// Hcp ) QY (r, u)H2 (M) (dr.du) + S AL (3.18)

HS(H,G) 0<s<t

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

/ / ) Qe (1 u)®(r, ) (M) (dr,du) + Y AL ® Al (3.19)

0<s<t
(8) For each n € N, let ( : k € N) be a sequence of stopping times satisfying
(a) 0=1 <71 <  <TP <o
(b) ¥n e N, 1! /‘oo as k — oo P-a.e.
(c) supgen(Titi1 — ) = 0 as n — oo P-a.e.

If F is a Bil(G, G)-valued adapted caglad process, then for any given t > 0 we have

ZF T A1) ( CaAt T ]Tg/\t,lfgﬂm—]rg/\t)

o X = [ By PO 01 @) + 3 F6) (AL AL,

0 0<s<t

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

=D+ Y ALl

0<s<t

and
[, = (I + > AL®AL.
0<s<t
This way, it suffices to show that

// H(D U Qize(r )HHS(HG) (M) (dr, du)

_ /0 /U B(r, w) Qe (r, u)B(r, u)* (MY (dr, du).

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

and

To prove 3, observe that by Corollary 26.12 in [4] we have for any given ¢ > 0 that

t
ZFTk At) ( N [rgAt,[Tg+1At—]TgAt> i>/ F(s)d[X],.
0

n—oo

Now, by (3.6) and (3.19)we have

A%“ // D (r, ) Qure(r, u)@(r,)") (M°) (dr, du)
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+ > F(s)(AL, AL,

0<s<t

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 ®(r,u)Qpre(r, u)®(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 (h, : n € N) is an orthonormal basis in H
we have

(F(s), (r, ) Qure (r, ) D(r,u)*) = ZF ) (@5, 0)Q}E n, (s, 0) Q20

= Tr@(au)Q;;%F (5).

Therefore

[ 06 00uea) ey tar ) = [ [ Ty 76 (219 (s,

which proves 3. 0

4. ITO FORMULA

In this section we prove an It6 formula for [to6 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 ¢ be a Fy-measurable G-valued random variable. Let : Q2 xR, — R
be adapted, with cadlag paths and locally of finite variation. Let ¢ : @ x Ry — G be
strongly progressively measurable with paths in L{ (R, 8; G) P-a.e. and ® € A%°¢(T, M).
The G-valued adapted process

Xt—£+/¢ )dB(s // s,u) M(ds, du) (4.1)

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

Consider g € G, g* € G* and F € L(H,G). Borrowing notation from [22] we consider the
mappings ((F, g} and (g*, F)l - H — R given by

(F.g)g(h) = (F(h), 9)g, (9" Fhg(h)=(g" F(h)g-c. VheH.
The following is the real-valued version of our Ito formula.

Theorem 4.2 (It formula, scalar case). Let &, 3, ¢, ® and X be as in Definition 4.1. Let
f:]0,00) x G — R be a function of class CY2. We assume fo, is uniformly continuous on
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bounded subsets of [0,00) x G. Then, almost surely we have for every t > 0

7t X0) = £(0,€) /ftsX ds+// (o5, Xo), (s, 0)) s M(ds, du)

+/O (fa(s, Xs-),1(8)) g //Tr oi/2 (fa(s, X)) (M) (ds, du)
+ > (. X) = [ (8, X0) = fu (s, Xo0) (AX,)]

0<s<t

Remark 4.3. The second integral in this Ito formula is a stochastic integral with respect to
M. In fact, observe that for each (w,s,u) and h € H we have f,(s,X;_) € L(G,R) ~ G*,
therefore

<<fﬂc(s7 XS—): CP(S, u>>>G (h) = <f96(87 XS—)7 CD(S, u)h>G*,G .
Moreover, for every h € H the mapping
(w,5,u) = (fols, X ), (s, 0)) o (@1 (w, 5, u)h)
— <fm(s,XS_), d(w, s,u) }\//12((w, s, u)h>G*’G,
is Pr @ B(U)/B(R)-measurable.

Furthermore, we have P-a.e.

/OT/UH«fx(S’XS)7(I)(S,u)>>c e 2

HS(H,R)
< sup || fu(s, Xso ”cGR//H(DSU i

s€[0,T

(M) (ds, du)

—_— (M) (ds,du) < 0o
The remaining three integrals in the formula are defined almost surely as Lebesgue integrals
with respect to (3, the Lebesgue measure, and the quadratic variation ((M¢)), 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 cadlag paths for any given
w, 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 € C*([0,00) x V'), where V is an open convexr set on a Banach

space E. We assume fo,. is uniformly continuous on bounded subsets of [0,00) x V. For
(t,y,x) € I x V x V define

h(t,y,l‘) = f(tay) - f(t,f) - fx<t7x)(y - $) - %fa:a&(tvx)(y — T,y — {L‘)

This function can be written as

h(t,y,x) = /0 (1 =58) [fort,z+ s(y — 7)) — fau(t,x)] (y — z,y — x)ds. (4.2)
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Besides, for T < oo, K CV and § > 0 define

h(t,
6.0 =sup { LU 0 << 1y e a0 <y - <61,

and

A, 2, y)]
ly ==l
For fited T' < oo and K bounded we have

AT.K) <oco,  lImT(T,K,5) =0.

AT, K) = sup { OStST,x,yEK,x;«éy}.

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

f(tay) - f(t,.l‘) - fm(ta‘r)<y - I) = A (1 - S)fzx(t7x + S(y - I))(y —T,Y - J,’)dS

From this we readily get (4.2) and

1h(t,y, )l < lly — I\|2/0 (1= )| foe(t, 2 + 8(y = ) = fau(t, 2)llmuc, ) ds.

Let K be the convex closure of K, which is bounded and contained in V. By the uniform
continuity of f,, on [0,T] x K, we get the result. O

Our second preliminary result is a Riemann representation formula for the stochastic integral
with respect to the Ito 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 eachn € N, let (7' : k € N) be a sequence of stopping times satisfying
(1) 0=1 <71 < <7 <---,
(2) Vn e N, 7' 1 00 as k — oo P-a.e.,
(3) supgen(Tiy — 7¢) = 0 as n — oo P-a.e.

Let X be a G-valued Ité process of the form (4.1) and let F' be a L(G,R)-valued adapted
cadlag process. Then, for fixed t > 0 we have

ZF Tk /\t ( Tk+1/\t_XT}?/\t>
k=0

2 [ (P sm), () o+ | / (5,u)) g M(ds, du).

n—o0 0

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

o t
ZF (i At) <XT,?+1/\t - XT,?/\t) N / F(s—)dXs.
k=0 0

n—oo

Consider the G-valued processes Y and Z given by

/w )dB(s Z(t):/t/ ®(s,u) M(ds, du).

Since Xy = £ + Y (t) + Z(t), by the linearity of the stochastic integral on the integrators we

have
/0 F(s—)dX, — /0 F(s—)dY (s) + /0 F(s—)dZ(s).
Observe however that for a fixed w € 2 we have
| Py () = [P, 666 g a8 )

Furthermore, by Theorem 3.4 we have

/ot // (s,u))) M(ds, du).

This completes the proof. U

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

IXle | I0(s)ladsts (.|
and
// HCID S, u) 1/2 S (M) (ds, du)
are uniformly bounded in [0, ¢] x Q. Define
Tp = inf{ (0,¢] : (r,u) M (dr, du)

//chru 1/2

(we take the infimum of the empty set as ¢). Observe that in the definition of 7,, the term
| X.|| is not present as its boundedness in guaranteed by that of the other terms. The
general case can be deduced by using 7,, and considering the process

X =¢" 4 /w )dB(s //CI)”su (ds, du),

«MwaumovlﬁwwmﬂMM>n}

HS(H,G)
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where £"(w) = (W) L{jg(w)|c<ny and

P (w, 5) = (W, $) L (0,7, (w) (5) D" (w, s,u) = P(w, 5,u) 107, w)(5)-

Our assumption implies that the formula holds for X", that is

f(@th):f(O,fn)‘f‘/o ft(S,XS"_)dS+//<<fx(S,XS"_),(ID"(s,u)>>GM(ds,du)

[l X060 05060+ 5 [ [ Ty (unlo, X20) G117 s )
+ ) [F (s, XD = (s, X)) = fo (5, X0) (AXQ)}.

0<s<t

We must check that both sides in the above equality converge (at least for some subsequence)
almost surely to the corresponding sides in the It6 formula given by the Theorem.

Our first task is to check that f (¢, X7*) — f(t, X,). In order to do so, we start by showing
that X" =% X. In fact, by dominated convergence we have w-wise

[ s = [ vsasis

Similarly, by monotone convergence we have

T
B[ [ @0 - ats.un el
0 JU
T
o [t
0 JU

This shows that ®* — & in A*(M,T). By Corollary 6.20 in [13] we have

/OI/UQ”(S,U)M(ds,du R // s,u)M (ds, du).

ucp

g (1) (s

: (M) (ds, du) 0.

HS(H,G

Therefore X™ “% X and so ftXp) —
Next we shall prove

f(t, Xy). We also have w-wise, f (t,£") — f(t,§).

/o/U«fx(S’Xg—)’q)n(svu)»GM(ds,du)
ﬂ>/O/U«fac(s,Xs_)a(I>(s,u)>>G M(ds,du). (4.3)
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To do this, observe that the uniform continuity of f, and the definition of 7,, guarantee the
existence of a constant C' > 0 such that 1., 4 f2(s, Xs-)[|& < C?. This implies

]E/Ot/UH(«fx(s,XS"),CD"(S,U)»G—<<fz(s,Xs_)’cI>(5’u)>>G) 172 2

HS(G,R)
t
2 [ [ v
0 U

<& [ [t lalo X [0t @, 620 (a5,

(M) (ds, du)

(o, X, 05,06 Q42

o (AL (ds.du)

This allows us to use dominated convergence to deduce that

E/ / | 608, X200, @7 s — (b, X ), B, 0))g) QU () (s, )

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

Following similar arguments we have P-a.e.

/Ot fi(s, X2 )ds — /Ot fi(s, Xs-)ds

[ 5. X2) 0700 g 8(6) — [l XD 0 05,

//Tr oirz (foa(s, X31)) (M) (ds, du)
_>//Tr o1z (faa(s, Xo0)) (MF) (ds, du).

It remains to deal with the convergence of the discrete part. It is enough to prove that

> h(s, X2 X)) = > (s, X, X,) P-—ae. (4.4)

0<s<t 0<s<t
where h(t,y, x) is defined as
h(t,y,x) = f(t,y) = f(t,2) = folt.2)(y — ).
For any given t > 0, w € Q, let
K" ={X,(w):0<s<t}U{X, (w):0<s<t}

Since X have cadlag paths, according to Proposition 1 in [24] the set K*“ is compact and
coincides with the closure of the set

{Xs(w):0<s <t}

Since X7 5 X, X % X,_, and h(s,-,-) is continuous, we have

ucp

h(s, X" X" ) 2B h(s, X,, X,_) asn— oo
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so we can assume (passing to a subsequence if necessary) that convergence is IP-a.e. Moreover,
observe that

il(t7 ywr) - h(ta yvx) + %f:ﬂm(ta f)(y - Ty — $),
where h is the function defined in Lemma 4.4. Uniform continuity of f,, and the definition

of 7, give the existence of C' > 0 such that 1(,, || fze(s, Xs=)||lmic,q) < C. For fixed w, by
Lemma 4.4 we have

- C
S sl x| = (awr=)+§) 3 jaxi

0<s<t neN 0<s<t
t,w O
< A<t7K7)+§ [(X]; <o P—ae.

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 It6 formula under the assumption that it holds
for the uniformly bounded case.

Step 2. According to Step 1, we assume that | X.||¢, [, [[1(s)]|lcdB(s), as well as

‘/0'/U<1>(S,U)M(ds,du) N /OA/UH@(S’“) 12

are uniformly bounded on [0, 7] x © by a constant K.

C (M@ (ds, du)

HS(H,G)

For each n € N, define a sequence (7 : k € N) of stopping times inductively as follows:
7o = 0 and for & € N,

Thp1 = T A (T +277)

where
Fro = inf {s > 7' max {Z}(s), Z;(s—)} > 27"}
with
Z0(s) = | / / B(r, u) M (dr, du)
TS U a

2

(a9 (ds,du) v [ ()l ds(s)

HS(H,G)

\///H@(r,u) }\ﬁ
‘r,? U

O=7 <7 < - <1<,

Notice that

VneN, 7/Tooask— oo,

(=) <27
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and

<o / ) ledBls) < 277

n
k

Tht1
/ / O(s,u)M(ds, du)
N U G

Fix 0 <t <T. Observe

I=f(t, X)) = f(0,8) =Y (Ur+ V" + Wi+ Ry)
k=0

where
Ur = f (it A X ne) = F (T A X )
Vil = fu (7'1? A t7XTI?/\t) (Xrg+lAt - Xr,g/\t>
W]? - %fmz (T]? A t; XT,?/\t) (XT,?+1/\1€ - XT,?/\h XT]?+1/\t - X’T;:’/\t)
By = b (At X e Xop)
Define

=> U, B,=>_ Vo Co=> W@ D,=Y R}
k=0 k=0

k=0 k=0
Notice that P-a.e.

e T A t
A, = Z/T fs(s, Xop  ne) ds —>/0 fs(s, Xs)ds

k=0 7 TN
when n — oco. Since for P-a.e. w we have X(w) = X,_(w) for all but countably many values
of s, we conclude that

A, fs(s X )ds.

n—oo

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

n—oQ

t
B, 5 [ (o X vs))ee a8 // (a5, Xo ), D (s, 1)), M (ds, du).
By Proposition 3 11 applied to F(s) = fr.(s, Xs—) we conclude that
// o2 faa(8, Xoo) (M) (ds, du) + Z foa(s, X)) (AL, AL) .
n—)oo Mc
0<s<t
To complete the proof, it suffices to prove that

D, —Zhrk/\tXTk e Xoepad) = > h(s, X, X))

k=0 0<s<t

Now we partition the index k into three sets:

={k>0:7 (WAt =1 (w)At}.
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E'(w) = {k ¢ H" . HAX%M(W)HG <4. z—n} .

F(w) = {k ¢ H" - HAX%M(W)HG >4 2—”} .

Observe that the sets H"(w), E™(w) and F"(w) correspond respectively to the cases where
h(T] A t, XT;LHM, XT]?M) is zero, small, and large.

For k€ H", h <7',?(w) A t,XT]?H(w),XT]?H(WD = 0. Therefore D,, = D! + D2, where
- S n (Tk )AL X nelw), XT;;M(M))
keE™ (w)

= Y (@) AL X @), Xepi(@))

keFm™(w)

Given k, we take v,w € (73, 71, ;). We have

Xy — XwHG < HXU - XT;?“G

< 2. max
T£<U<T£+l

< 4-27"

e = Xl
/:/U@(T,U)M(dr,du) +/j ||¢(s)||Gd5(3)}

It follows that v € (7, 7, ;) implies | X,- — X,| < 4-27" so for s € (0,1
[AX (W)l >4-27" = s=10 4 At for some k € F"(w). (4.5)

Therefore, for k € E"™(w)

HX (W) — XTW@)HG < HX(%M)_@) _ XTW(M)HG + HAXTn ”(“’)HG <6.27"

i -
Consequently
DI < > |n (@) At Xap, ), Xepaale)) |
kEE™ (w)
< TR0 27) X [ ) =X, )
Since

2

E s T"/\t
H ka1 k G

and T (K" 6-2"™) — 0 for ﬁxed w, by (4.5) it follows that

= [X],

D! 5o,
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Now, we must show that
25 3" his, X, X,)
0<s<t

Let J(w) = {0 <s <t:||AX (w)||; > 0}. Since X is cadlag and G is Hilbert, J(w) has a

countable number of elements for P-a.e. w.

Given w € Q and s € J(w), define
Z h (Tk )AL Xrg+1At(w),XTgAt(w)> Lo, @)nty=s} (W)
keFn(w)

We then have

sed(w)
Because of (4.5), if |[AX (w)|l¢ > 4-27" we have

al(w) = h (7 (w) At, Xs(w), Xonae(w)) where s = 73y (w) At

s

This shows that
ar(w) = h(s, Xs(w), X~ (w)), P—ae. (4.6)

For k € F™(w)
(RESHED &)

Thi1 k HG’

IN

Pita- 0 Xsmto], + [ 1

< 4.2 4 HAXTI?H”(W)HG

< 2|

@)

Given |af (w)| # 0, it follows that s = 7, (w) At for some k € F"(w), so

2

a2(@)] < A (K) | X nelw) = Xopma@)||

2
< ANK") || AXop, ()|
= 4N (K*) [|AX (w)]le,
In this way
D IS4 (K) 3 IAK G
seJ(w s€J(w)
and we have
Z [ AX(w ||G [X]i(w) <00 P-ae.
seJ(w)

By Weierstrass M-test and (4. 6) we conclude

D? = Z Z h(s, Xs(w), Xs (w)) P-ae.

s€J(w) s€J(w)

and this implies convergence in probability. This completes the proof. O
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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 [to 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 It6 process as
a semimartingale. Therefore, a particular approach must be used for each type of integral
involved in the definition of the Ito 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 (It6 formula, vector case). Let &, B, ¥, ® and X be as in Definition 4.1. Let
f:]0,00) x G — K be a function of class CY?. We assume f, is uniformly continuous on
bounded subsets of [0,00) x G. Then almost surely we have for every t > 0

£, X)) = £(0,6) + / Ji(s, X )ds + / /U Fols, X, ) (s, u)M(ds, du)

/ ol X 03(6) + 5 [ [ Ty (ol X)) (1% (s, )
[f (8 X ) f (87X5—> - fz (SaXs—) (AXS>]

0<s<t

Remark 4.8. The second integral in the first line is a stochastic integral. The stochastic
integrability of (w,s,u) — f.(s, Xs_(w))P(w,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 3, the Lebesgue
measure, and the quadratic variation (M¢)).

Proof of Theorem 4.7. Let k € K and consider the function F' : [0,7] x G — R defined as
F(t,g) = (f(t,9), k). Then F is of class C"? and for every h € H we have

(Fa(s, Xs), ®(s,u)q (h) = ((fals, Xoo), k)i, @(s,u)h) e
= (fx(stsf)q)(Svu)vk)K<h)'

Therefore, almost surely

/Ot/U (Fols, X,), (s, u) ) M(ds, du) (//f 5, X, )M(ds,du),k)K.

Likewise, one can show that almost surely

[ A xas = ([ atsxos, b

/ot (Fuls, Xo0),0(8)) e AB(5) = (/ot Fuls, X2 )t (s)dB(s) ’“)K



/0 U ¢(87u)(;r)]\éc ( CL’J?(‘S 9 < <S—)) <<MC>> (OZS, dU)

> F (s, X)) = F (s, X,-) — Fy (s, X,o) (AX,)]

= ( Z [f (SaXs) - f(sts—) - fx (SaXs—) (AXS)] ) k) :

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

(f(t,Xy), k) = (f(O,&)+/Ot/Ufx(s,Xs_)(I)(s,u)M(ds,du)
ﬁfﬁ@LJ%+fh@J;W@M®
5/ / Try oy Ueals. Xo)) (M) (ds, du)
b 150~ (5 X) = el X) (8X.)). )

0<s<t K

Let (k; : i € N) be a dense subset in K and let L denote the Q-span of (k; : i € N). Then
almost surely the above identity holds true for every k € L. By the Hahn-Banach theorem
we obtain the result. 0J

Corollary 4.9 (It6 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

[, Xe) = f(0,8) + /Ot/U fo(s, Xs)@(s,u)M(ds, du) + /Ot fa(s, Xs)(s)dB(s)
" /0 s X.)ds + 3 /0 /U Try o worys (e, X)) (M) (ds, )

Proof. Our assumption on M and Proposition 6.11 in [13] shows that the stochastic integral
fo fU 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. O

5. APPLICATION TO A BURKHOLDER INEQUALITY

In this section we show how an implementation of our It6 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 expllcltly write down our It6 formula for the function
f(z) = ||z|[¢ for p > 2, and X, = fOfU M (dr,du) where ® € A*(T, M).

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

Fo(@)(g1) = pll2lle” (@, 1)

plp=2) Izt (@ 2(1) , g2) + P Izl (91, g92)g> @ #0,
fm( )(gh )_ {07 =0

In this case we have

<<f$(S’XS—)7(I)(S7U)>>G (h) = <fx(S>XS—)7 @(S,U)h>g*7g
=P ||XS—||Z_2 (XS— ) ¢(37u)h)G
= p | X [l&” (X, @ (s, 0D ()

4
Trq;(&u)Q}\ﬁ (fxm<3> XS*)) = p(p - 2) HXS*HZC)J Tr@(s,u)@%f (XS* ® XS*)

2
X, |72 H@ 1/2 .
ol ot weie]

It6 formula for this example takes the following form

1% = p / / X 2 (X, B (s, ) M (ds, du) (5.1)
/ / X018 Trg g 2 (Xsm @ Xoo) (M) (ds, du)

/ [ixez

30 Il = 11X = P I X I (X, AX)g

0<s<t

(5,0)QY 1/2

HS(H,G) (M) (ds, du)

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 Ito 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
O e AT, M). Put X = (X;:0<t<T) defined by

X, - /0 /U B(r, u) M(dr, du).
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For any p >0 and each 0 <t < T,

(//um e

/2
where C(p) = <p(p2_1)>1’ <ﬁ> forp > 2, and C(p) = ;%i for 0 <p<2.

B | 112 <c Ly, du))ﬂ  62)

0<s<t

HS(H,G)

Proof. If p = 2, by the It6 isometry, the result holds true with an equality for C(p) =
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

7, = inf{s € [0,¢] : || X,||o > K},

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

Let ®; = 1jo,1® and X; = [,[,, ®(s,u)M(ds,du). Then we have || X[, < k. If (5.2)
holds true for X; we have

// (7, u) M (dr, du)
(/ / o wQie o], G (dr,du>)p/2].

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

sup
0<s<t

From now on we assume that X is bounded.

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

1XE, = p / / IX 572 (X, @ (s, 0)) M (ds, du)

N p 2) / / 1X 15 Ty, yor2 (Xs ® Xo) (M) (ds, du)
/ / i |

X, ®X,) < H@(s,u) 12]*

1/2|)* (M) (ds, du).

(s,u)Qyy
HS(H,G)

However, since

Tr

1X 0%,

@(S,u)Q}Lf( HS(H,G)

we arrive at the inequality:

IXP, < p / / ||Xs||’z;2 (X, ®(s,u)) e M(ds, du)

HS(H,G) (M) (ds, du).

HCI) s, u 1/2
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Our boundedness assumption allows us to conclude that

t
o= [ [ 1N (X @0, wha M(ds. du)
0JU
is a G-valued continuous mean-zero square integrable martingale. Thus, taking expectations
we obtain

1/2
B[ X5 < |

(M) (ds, du)

(s,u)Qy;
HS(H,G)

< @E(sup Il 2<>)-

0<s<t

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

B s XA < (B | s HXSH@D(’“W (s [t])"

0<s<t 0<s<t

< (L)H/ E(xl) > (B [mre]) ™.

p—1

(r—2)/p
Let D(p) = 2=1) . <L> , then we have

2 p—1

E(IX12] < D) Exl) @) (= [mp?])™

Therefore, by another use of Doob’s inequality we obtain
| sup XI5 < EIX15 < e [(177].

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

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

E [sup ||X5||g] :p/ Ap—lp(sup 1|12 > A) dx.
0

0<s<t 0<s<t

By Proposition 6.19 in [13] (or rather its proof), with a = A and b = A\?, we have
1
P < sup || Xsllg > A) < ﬁmin (N E[(I)]) + P (1) > N?).
0<s<t

Then we have

E {Sup HXSHZ] Sp/ AP~3min (A2, E[(I),]) d)\+p/ NP (1) > A?) dA
0<s<t 0 0

== Il +[2

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

5 |( [ 19600 Q4 isiner 1) (dS,du))p/2].

L =E[I)}? =
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I = pE [/ NP3 min(A?, (1)) d)\} = pE + pE
0

For I, by considering the cases where A\? < (I); and A\* > (I), separatedly we obtain
= E[(D}*) + B[}

VDt oo
/ AP d / )\”‘3<I>t d\
0 VD)
2—p

— —E [(1)”]
] 2 —p < >t )
which is the desired inequality. 0

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 ® e A*(T,M). Put X = (X;:0<t<T) defined by

X, = // ryw) M(dr, du).

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

p/2
E [sup ||X5||2] < CRIE (X)) = CnE ( > ||AXS||2G> L 63)
0<s<t
0<s<t

4—p 2 ( p p?/2
where C(p) = 522, for 0 <p <2, C(p) =1 for p =2 and C(p) = (2p(p — 1))” (E)
forp > 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

1, = p / / X 572 (X, B (s, u) ) M (ds, du)

30 [ = Xl = pIX 1 (X, AXL)].

0<s<t
Since X is a G-valued martingale and I; has zero mean, by Doob’s inequality we have
E el < (<2 Emyxe = (<) ' 4
sup [| Xl < (=7 ) EllXlel = | =) ElL@)]. (5.4)
0<s<t p— p—1

Now, as a consequence of the mean value theorem (see e.g. Corollary 12.2.9 in [21]) we have

X2 = 1 X1 = P I X 1572 (X, AX) ]
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< s [lpl1Xe +08X,11 ™ (Xom, o =PI (o Dl
€ )

[AX [l (5.5)
Observe that for all 0 < s < t,
[Xs-llg < sup || Xs-[lg < sup [ Xl
0<s<t 0<s<t
Also, since Xy = X, + AX;, we get
X+ AX, o < sup [ X0
0<s<t

By using the inequality ||z + 0y||, < max{|z|,, ||z + yl|lo} for 0 <0 <1 and z,y € G, we
have

X, + 08X, g < masx {1 Xl [ Xee + AXi6} < sup [[Xull-

On the other hand, since the Hilbert space G is 2-smooth, the (Fréchet) derivative of ¢, (x) :=
|z||% is locally Hélder continuous on G, that is,

1) = | samy < Do (el + Iwlel 2 Iz = yll. ¥y € .
where D,, = p(p — 1) (see for instance the proof of Lemma 2.1 in [26]). Then, we have
[P 12X + OAXIE (Xom s ) — P IIX= G (X
< Dy (IIXem + 0AX g + 1 X[l ) 18Xl

<20, (sup X152 ) 18,

Thus, by (5.5) we get
I1XlIE = 12Xl = P 1 X -l (Xom s AXS)g| < D, Sup. X 16 1AX Il

')G Hc(G,R)

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

ElL(#)] < E

> Xl = X2 = p I X |57 (X AXS>G|]

0<s<t

sup || X pQ)- AX,|?
(up 10152) - 3 1AX.JE

0<s<t

< o0, (& [ s 1x1z]) " (e o))

0<s<t

IA

2D,

Thus, by (5.4) it follows that

D P 1-2/p /2 2/p
B | s 10| <20, (S20) (B | sop i) (e )"
0<s<t p—1 0<s<t

i i p/2 /2 ( _p /2 p/2( p /2
and we arrive at (5.3) with C'(p) = 2/°D, (—) = (2p(p—1)) <—1> , 0

p—1 p—
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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 ® € A*>(T,M). Let X = (X;:0 <

t <T) be defined by
X, = // ryu) M(dr, du).

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

. {oséglg)t||Xs||lé} < COIE _</ot/UH(D(T’ U)Q%(T’U)H;S(Hm {55 L, dU))M]

p/2
+ C(p)E <Z ||AXS||2>

0<s<t

Proof. By (3.13), and using the inequality (a + b)? < max{2P~! 1}(a? + b"), for a,b > 0 and

p > 0, we have
p
O (s, u)M(ds, du) }
e

=1/
@ﬁ{E{ @@ﬂoﬂwnk¢M)Z]+E[ Z]}

The result is now a consequence of Theorems 5.1 and 5.2. O

®(s,u) M(ds, du)

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]?/2>. By using the relation a? +0 < max{2'7? 1}(a+b)?,
for a,b > 0 and p > 0, we can write Burkholder’s inequality in the form

(s X1 < com (1317 (56)
0<s<t
Example 5.5. Let L = (L; : t > 0) be an H-valued cadlag Lévy process with Lévy-1to
decomposition

Lt:tg‘i‘Wt‘i_/

lInll<1
Here N is the Poisson random measure associated to L with corresponding Lévy measure A
and N the corresponding compensated Poisson random measure. Let @ denote the positive
trace class operator corresponding to the covariance operator of the Wiener process W =
(Wy:t>0).

Let U € B(H) be such that 0 € U and [, |u||* \(du) < oo. Take A = {A C U : A—
{0} is bounded below} and let M = (M (¢, A) : t > 0, A € A) be given by

hN(t,dh) +/ h N(t,dh). (5.7)

[[R]I=1

M(t, A) = W,do(A) + / uN(t,du), Vt>0,Ac A (5.8)
A\{o0}
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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

(MY ((5,0] % A) = (¢ — 5) [n@n )+ [ NG A<du>} .

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

T T
1©1% iz = E / 18(5,0) 0 Q2,51 ds + / / 1® (s, wyull?, Aldu)ds < 0. (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

Me(t, A) = Wido(A), MUt A) = / u N (¢, du),
A\{0}
with quadratic variations
(M) ((s,t] x A) = (¢ = 5) |Q)l 6o(A), (M) ((s.,1] x A) (t—S)/ lull* Mdu).
A\{0}

Moreover, we have

h h
Qure(w, 7, u)h = H%H 10y (1), Qw,r,mhzwﬂm{m(u),

t

Now let X; = // O (r,u) M(dr,du) for @ satisfying (5.9). Observe that by the definition
oJu
of M in (5.8) and by Proposition 6.16 in [13] we have AX (w) = ®(w, s, AL;)AL,. Hence,

t
S IAXIE = [ [0t Nds. du).
0 Ju\{o}

0<s<t

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

i t p/2
E{sup ||Xs||’a] < COHE ( / ||<b<s,o>o@lﬂuzsw,@ds) ]

0<s<t
[ t p/2
+ C(p)E <// H<I>(s,u)u||QGN(ds,du))
| \Jo JU\{o}
Taking into account that

t t ~
[ e Nasa) = [ et wll Sasd
0 JU\{0} 0 JU\{0}
t
+ // ||(I>(s,u)u||2G)\(du)ds
0 JU\{0}
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we obtain

( [ (s N (s ) ]
(//U\{O} 10 (s, u)ull?, N(ds, du)) 2]
(/O/U\{O} H(ID(s,u)uHé)\(du)ds) 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)

( / 1(5,0) 0 Q"2 usiarcs ds) ”/2]
tE (/ot/U\{O} 18(s, w)ullg )‘(dU)ds)
(/Ot/U\{O} H@(W,s,u)u|\2G/\(du)d3>p/2] }

6. ITO’S FORMULA FOR PARTICULAR EXAMPLES OF CYLINDRICAL MARTINGALE-VALUED
MEASURES

0<s<t

B | s IXI5| < Cw {E

+

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 Ito’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 vy,. Assume further that for every A, B € A
disjoint and h € H, the real-valued martingales (M (A), h)y and (M (B), h)g are orthogonal.
Then by Theorem 4.6 in [13], M induces a cylindrical orthogonal martingale-valued measure

M = (M(t A):t>0,A€ A)on H given by
M(t, A)(w)(Rh) == (M(t, A)(w),h)y, YweQt>0AcAhcH.

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

vp < ||h||* var, Vh e H. (6.1)
Proposition 6.1. Let M as described above, and assume that the intensity measure vy of
M is bounded on [0,t] x A for every t > 0, that is

sup vy ([0, 1] x A) < 00
AeA
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Then, the family of intensity measures (v, : ||h|ly = 1) of M satisfies the sequential
boundedness property and (consequently) M has a unique quadratic variation satisfying
(M) < vy and an operator quadratic variation Qur = Q2 x [0, 1] x U — L(H, H) satisfying
(2.4).

Proof. First, it is a consequence of (6.1) that M 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 (v, : ||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:

= () < o=, (o, )

A proof can be carried out using basic properties of the quadratic variation and Kunita’s
inequality. Now, for hy,hy € H, t > 0 and A € A, we apply the above inequality with
my = M(t, A)hy and ny = M(t, A)hg, and use (6.1) to obtain

[vm, ([0, 8] X A) = v, ([0, 2] x A)]
= [(M(A)h1), = (M(A)hs),|

< V(M (A)(hy — ha)), (\/ (M(A)h1), + 4/ <M(A)h2>t)

< [ = hall (Thall + llA2ll) var ([0, 2] x A)

Hence, if h,, — h in the unit sphere in H we have

sup sup v, ((s,t] x A) —vp((s,t] x A)] =0, asn — oco. (6.2)
AeA0<s<t

Then, by Proposition 5.7 in [13] the family of intensity measures (v, : ||h||; = 1) satisfies
the sequential boundedness property. Now, Theorem 5.8 in [13] guarantees the existence of
a unique quadratic variation ((M)) < vys. Finally, the condition (2.3) is satisfied thanks to
our assumption on vy, and so M has an operator quadratic variation Qy : 2 x [0, T] x U —
L(H, H) satisfying (2.4). O

Thanks to Proposition 6.1 and Theorem 4.7 we obtain the following version of It6 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)g and (M(B),h)g are orthogonal. Assume that the intensity measure vy of M
is bounded on [0,t] x A for everyt > 0. Let &, B, ¥, ® and X be as in Definition /.1. Let

f:]0,00) x G — K be a function in the C*? class, such that f.. is uniformly continuous
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on bounded subsets of [0,00) X G. Then almost surely we have for every t > 0

Ft, X)) = £(0,6) /ftsX ds+//fxsX ,u)M (ds, du)

/ Fuls, X / / Try it (s X10) (M) (ds, du)
[f(SX) (s, X)) — fu (5, Xs) (AX)]

0<s<t

Remark 6.3. As far as we know, It6’s formula for Hilbert-space valued martingale-valued
measures had never been proved. This can be applied to recover the classical It6 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 x R? with characteristic
(intensity) measure Leb x A, where X is a o-finite measure on RY. Take U = R? and
A= B(R%). Let n: Q x R, x RY — H be a predictable process for which

IE/OT/AHn(t,u)HQ)\(du)dt < 0.
M(t, A) = /ot/A n(r,u) N (dr, du)

defines an H-valued orthogonal martingale-valued measure with purely discontinuous paths,

hence (M¢)) =0 and
Gy = [ It 1? s

In this case, It6’s formula in Corollary 6.2 takes the form:

F(.X,) = F(0.6) + / Ju(s, Xo_)ds + / Fa(s, X2 )p(s)dB(s)
+/O/Ufx(s,Xs_)(I)(s,u)n(&u)]v(ds,du)
n / / (8, Xoe + (s, (s, ) — F(s, Xas) — Fuls, Xoo) (D (5, )n(5,10))] N(ds, du),

where &, 8, ¢, &, X and f are as in Corollary 6.2 .

Then, M given by

6.2. Cylindrical square integrable martingales. Assume that Z = (7, : t > 0) is a
cylindrical continuous zero-mean square integrable martingale such that for each ¢ > 0 the
mapping Z; : H — L°(Q, F,P) is continuous. Consider a one point set U = {a}, A = 2V
and let M = (M(t,A) :t >0, A € A) be defined by

M(t, A)(h) = Zy(h)s,(a), Yhe 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 v, (ds,du) = Aiz(n)(ds)d.(du), where
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Az denotes the Lebesgue-Stieltjes measure associated to (Z(h)). By Example 5.13, in
[13] the family of intensity measures (v, : ||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)) = v ® 0, P-a.e., for v = sup,>; A\izn,)) where (h, : 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 @y : 2 x [0, 7] x U — L(H, H) satisfying (2.4).

Let Qz : Q x [0,T] — L(H,H) be given by Qz(w,t) = Qu(w,t,a). We say that ¢ :
Q% [0,T] - HS(Hp,,G) is in AX(Z,T), if (w,t) = ®(w,t) o QY (w,t)(h) is Pr/B(G)-
measurable and satisfies

E / 10(8) 0 QY1) ss .y 1) < o

One can easily check from the definition of the stochastic integral in (2.8), that if & €
A*(Z,T), then ® € A>(M,T) and

/ / M(ds, du) = /0 t O(s) dZ,, (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 It6 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 &, 3, ¥ as in Definition 4.1. Assume that Z = (Z; : t > 0) is a
cylindrical continuous zero-mean square integrable martingale such that for each t > 0 the
mapping Zy : H — L°(Q, F,P) is continuous. Let ® € A*(Z,T) and consider the It6 process:

Xo=er [+ [ o)az.

Let f:]0,00) x G — K be a function of class C%? such that f,, is uniformly continuous on
bounded subsets of [0,00) x G. Then, almost surely we have for every t > 0

J(6.X0) = £(0,€) / fols, X,)®(s)dZ, + / Fols Xo)b(s)dB(s)

/ftSX Yds + = /Trq)(s)le/z (fre(s, X,)) v(ds).

0

Now we discuss the general case. Assume that Z = (Z; : t > 0) is a cylindrical zero-mean
square integrable martingale such that for each ¢ > 0 the mapping Z; : H — L°(Q), F,P)
is continuous. As in Section 3.3 we can decompose Z as Z; = Z¢ + Z¢ where Z¢ is a
cylindrical continuous zero-mean square integrable martingale and Z¢ is a cylindrical purely
discontinuous zero-mean square integrable martingale. In this case, we can define three
cylindrical martingale-valued measures:

M(t,A) = Z,0,, M(t,A) = Z56,, M%(t, A) = Z46,.
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Clearly M = M€+ M9 and since Z¢ and Z? are orthogonal, the corresponding families of
intensity measures satisfies:

v = V§ + V. (6.5)
Assume that the family of intensity measures (v, : [|h]| = 1) of M satisfies (6.2). We saw
in the continuous paths setting, that the family (vf : ||h|| = 1) satisfies (6.5). Moreover, by
(6.5), we conclude that (6.2) also holds true for (v : ||h|| = 1). Then by Proposition 5.7
in [13] the families (v, : ||k|| = 1), (¢ : ||h|| = 1) and (v : ||h|| = 1) satisfy the sequential
boundedness property. Then, as explalned in Section 3.3, the quadratic variations (M),
(Me)) and ((M*)) exist and are unique.

As before, one can check that (M)) = v ® 0, P-a.e., for v = supn21 AZ(hy)y and so the
condition (2.3) is trivially satisfied. Likewise we have (M€) = 7° ® d, P-a.e., for ~°
SUP,,>1 A(ze(h,))- By the arguments in in Section 3.3 we can show the existence of Qu, Q Me
and Q4. As before we can define Qz and A%(M,T) (and the analogs for Z¢ and Z?). The
equality in (6.4) remains valid for M and Z (respectively for M¢ an Z¢, and for M¢ an Z¢).
As an application of Theorem 4.7 we obtain the following It6 formula for cylindrical square
integrable martingales. We are not aware of any result of this nature in the literature.

Corollary 6.6. Let Z, Z¢ and Z% as described above, and assume that the family of intensity
measures (vy, = ||h|| = 1) of M satisfies (6.2). Let &, B, ¥ as in Definition 4.1. For
® € A%(Z,T) consider the Ito process:

Xy =6+ /Otws)dﬁ(s) + /Otcp(s> z,.

Let f:]0,00) x G — K be a function of class C%? such that f,, is uniformly continuous on
bounded subsets of [0,00) X G. Then almost surely we have for every t > 0

f@&ﬁ#&@+/ﬂ@&J%+/ﬁ&XMMWM

/nsx )+ 5  Trgaags Uuslo X270

Do L5, X0) = f (8, X)) = fa (5, Xo) (AXS)]

0<s<t

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 [to formula for cylindrical standard a-stable Lévy processes for 1 < a < 2. However, we
could not find in the literature a proof of an Ito6 formula for cylindrical square integrable
Lévy processes. In the next example we apply Corollary 6.6 to prove such an It6 formula
with an emphasis on the components of the cylindrical Lévy-It6 decomposition.

Ezample 6.7. Let Z = (Z; : t > 0) be a cylindrical zero-mean square integrable Lévy
process in X, that is, for every d € N, hy,--- ,hq € H the R%valued stochastic process
(Zy(hy), -+, Zi(hg) : t > 0) is a Lévy process in R?, and E[Z,(h)] = 0 and E[|Z,(h)|*] < oo for
every t > 0, h € H. We further assume for such a Z that the mapping Z; : H — L° (2, F,P)
is continuous.
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It follows from Corollary 3.12 in [29], that L can be decomposed into L; = W; + P,. Here,
W = (W : t > 0) is a cylindrical Wiener process with covariance operator Qw : H — H
satisfying

E(W,(h)[*) = (t — ) (Qwh, h),, YheH, t>0.
The cylindrical process P = (P, : t > 0) is independent of W, and is a cylindrical mean-zero
square integrable martingale given by

A= [ pRieds), Vhed,
R\{0}

where N}, denotes the Poisson random measure associated with the Lévy process (P;(h) :
t > 0) and with corresponding Lévy measure A,. Theorem 2.7 in [29] shows that there exists
a cylindrical measure A\ on the cylindrical sets in H, called the cylindrical Lévy measure of
L, such that for each h € H we have A\, = Ao}, ', where m, : H = R, my(y) = (y, h) . In
particular, we have

E(|P(h)[?) = t/H(y, B2 Ady), VheH t>0.

It is easy to see that Z is a cylindrical zero-mean square integrable martingale. Moreover,
Z¢=W and Z% = P,. Let Qz : H — H be given by

Qzh = Qwh + / (., h)* Mdy).

H
Then it is clear that (thl, h2>H = E[Z1(h1)Z1(hs)] Yhi,hy € H. The operator QZ 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(0), = 1 |Z:(0)P) =t (Qzhr . D) |

Let M be as in (6.3). By Example 5.14 in [13] we have vy, = (th, h)H(Leb ® 0q)
and the family of intensity measures (v, : ||h|| = 1) of M satisfy (6.2). Moreover, we
have (M) = HQZH (Leb ® 6,) and Qz = Qz/ HQZH One can likewise conclude that
(M) = ||Qw]| (Leb ® d,) and Qz- = Qw/ ||Qw||. Observe that we have v = ||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:

pX((0,] x By= Y 15(AX,), 0<t<T, B€B(H), 0¢B.
0<s<t

wX is an optional o-finite random measure on B([0,T]) ® B(H), hence has a predictable

compensator v (see Section II.1 in [30]). Moreover, from the definition of u* we have

Z [f (S7Xs) - f (saXs—) - f:c (SaXs—) (AXS)]

0<s<t

- /Ot/H [f (5, Xee + 1) — f (5, Xs_) — fu (5, Xs_) (R)] X (ds,dh). (6.6)
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Observe that the jumps of X correspond to those of the stochastic integral process Y; =
fot ®(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 X of u¥ is characterized by:

vX((0,t] x B) = /Ot (Ao ®(s)™!) (B)ds, 0<t<T, BEB(H),0¢B. (6.7)

Therefore, from Corollary 6.6, (6.6) and (6.7) we obtain the following expression for the It6
formula for X:

X0 = F0.9) + [ s X0

# [ f X0+ [ s X e,

[ 2l X 656) + 5 [ [ Moy (el X s
16 = ) = o) (0] " = ),

" / t /H (5 Xue - g) — f (5. X0) — fo (5, X ) (9)] (Ao ®(s) ™) (dg)ds
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