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Abstract

We study non-linear Backward Stochastic Differential Equations (BSDEs)
driven by a Brownian motion and p default martingales. The driver of the
BSDE with multiple default jumps can take a generalized form involving an
optional finite variation process. We first show existence and uniqueness. We
then establish comparison and strict comparison results for these BSDEs, under
a suitable assumption on the driver. In the case of a linear driver, we derive
an explicit formula for the first component of the BSDE using an adjoint
exponential semimartingale. The representation depends on whether the finite
variation process is predictable or only optional. We apply our results to
the problem of pricing and hedging a European option in a linear complete
market with two defaultable assets and in a non-linear complete market with
p defaultable assets. Two examples of the latter market model are provided:
an example where the seller of the option is a large investor influencing the
probability of default of a single asset and an example where the large seller’s
strategy affects the default probabilities of all p assets.
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1 Introduction

In this paper, we consider BSDEs with multiple default jumps and explore some
applications in a financial context. BSDEs were first introduced by Bismut [4],
who studied the linear case in relation to stochastic control. Pardoux and Peng
[19] established the well-posedness of non-linear BSDEs with Lipschitz drivers in a
Brownian filtration.

BSDEs incorporating both continuous and jump components have also been
studied in the literature (cf., e.g., [21], [20], [1], [7], [I8]). In [7], BSDEs with a single
default jump are studied and applied in a financial context (for developments in the
incomplete single default framework, we refer to [14 [15]).

In the present paper, we consider BSDEs driven by a Brownian motion and p
compensated default martingales, each associated with a default time 7; > 0 and
an intensity process \! = ()‘%)te[o,T] for i € {1,...,p}. We develop new a priori
estimates and establish the existence and uniqueness of the solution to the BSDE
with multiple default jumps.

We consider an optional (not necessarily predictable), right-continuous left-
limited (rcll) process D of finite variation which enters into the driver of the BSDE,
leading to a generalized form of the driver: g(t,y,z k',... kP)dt + dD;. This
modeling choice is motivated by the fact that, in markets with defaultable securities,
contingent claims often give rise to intermediate cash flows, particularly at the time
of default, as observed in [2].

We extend the definition of A-linear drivers introduced in [7] to the general
case of AP)-linear drivers, where A(?) refers to the vector of p intensity processes
AL, ..., \?. When the driver ¢ is A\®)-linear, we derive an explicit representation of
the solution to the BSDE with multiple default jumps using an associated adjoint
semimartingale. This representation depends on whether the process D is predictable
or only optional. We also prove a comparison result and a strict comparison result
under suitable assumptions on the driver, where we distinguish again the case where
D is predictable and the case where D is only optional.

We present two financial applications of this model: one in which the market is
linear and complete, and another in which the market is complete but non-linear.
In both cases, we assume the existence of a risk-free asset, a default-free (jump-free)
risky asset, and two or more defaultable assets. We focus on pricing and hedging
a European contingent claim with terminal payoff n at maturity 7' > 0, and with
intermediate ‘dividends’ modeled by the process D, where D represents an exogenous
cumulative process. The process D is not necessarily predictable. In the second
example, the market is non-linear, with the non-linearity arising from imperfections
caused by a large seller whose strategy influences default probabilities.

In the non-linear market setting with p defaults, we show that the price of
the contingent claim is X?.(n, D), where X?..(n, D) denotes the solution to the
non-linear BSDE with multiple default jumps, terminal time 7', terminal condition
n, and generalized driver of the form g(t,y, z,k',... , kP)dt + dD,. This gives rise
to a non-linear pricing system X9 : (n,D) — X%:(n, D), whose properties we
study. When D is fixed, we define the associated (g, D)-conditional evaluation by
&E%P () = X97(n, D) for n € L*(Gr), and provide its main properties.

" The remainder of the paper is organized as follows:



Section [2]is dedicated to the study of the BSDE with p default jumps and generalized
driver. In Subsection we define the BSDE with p default jumps and generalized
AP)_driver (allowing for an intermediate optional finite variational process D); in
Subsection we prove existence and uniqueness, and study the case where the
generalized AP)_driver is linear; in Subsection we establish comparison and strict
comparison results under suitable assumptions on the driver. Section [3]is dedicated
to the applications to pricing and hedging a European option in complete linear
and non-linear markets. In Subsection [3.1] we present an example of a linear and
complete market; in Subsection [3.2] we present the non-linear complete market
with p defaults, and study properties of the associated non-linear pricing system for
a European option; in Subsection we provide a particular case of a non-linear
complete market where a large seller influences the probability of default of one
(defaultable) risky asset and, in Subsection we consider the example where
the large seller’s trading strategy influences the probabilities of default of all p
(defaultable) assets.

2 The Underlying Probability Setup

In the sequel, we fix T' > 0 to be the finite time horizon. Let (2, F, P) be a complete
probability space, and let (Wt)te[o,T] be a one-dimensional Brownian motion. Let
F == (Ft)te[o,r] denote the augmented filtration generated by W. Inequalities and
equalities between random variables are to be understood in the almost sure (a.s.)
sense with respect to P.

Let p € N\ {0}, and let 74,79, ..., 7, be positive random times. We assume that,
for each i € {1,...,p}, the random time 7; has a continuous distribution, and that
P(ry #1;) =1foralli,j € {1,...,p} with i # j. Moreover, we assume that the p
default times are strictly ordered, i.e., 71 < 7 < --- < 7,. We will interpret 7; as the
i-th default (or i-th credit event) time. For i € {1,...,p} and t € [0,7T], we define
Ni = Tin<yy- , |

For each i € {1,...,p}, let F* == (F})4c[o,7) denote the smallest right-continuous
filtration making 7; an F’-stopping time. We define the enlarged filtration G =
FVF!V...VFP. The filtration G is, in fact, the augmented filtration generated
by W and the default indicator processes N1, N2, ..., NP. We assume that the
F-Brownian motion W remains a G-Brownian motion.

By definition, for each i, the process N* = (Nti)te[O,T] is non-decreasing, G-
adapted, and thus a G-submartingale. Let A" = (A}) denote the G-predictable
compensator of N?. Note that the process (A’ Ar;) 18 the G-predictable compensator
of (N{x,)- By the uniqueness of the predictable compensator, we have A}, = A}
for t > 0 a.s.

We further assume that each process A’ is absolutely continuous with respect to
the Lebesgue measure. This implies the existence of a non-negative G-predictable
process (/\é)te[o,T},‘ called the i-th intensity process, such that Al =[5 \ids, for
t € [0,T]. Since A} = A}, ., it follows that A} =0 for ¢ > ;.

For each i € {1,...,p}, we define the G-compensated default martingale M by

. . t
M;:Ng—/o Nids, 2.1)



for all ¢t € [0,T].

2.1 BSDEs with Multiple Default Jumps
We define the following:

o P is the predictable o-algebra on Q x [0, T].

o+ S7 is the set of G-adapted right-continuous left-limited (rcll) processes ¢ such
that E[supg<;<r lot]?] < +oo.

o AZ is the set of real-valued finite variation rcll G-adapted processes A, with
E[(fOT |dA¢])?] < 0o and such that Ag = 0.

. A;T is the subset of all predictable processes in A%.

o H2 is the space of all G-predictable processes endowed with || Z||? == E| fOT |Zy|2dt] <
00.

. H?\i + is the space L2(2x[0,T), P, dP®dt) equipped with the scalar product
(U, V)y = E[fy UViNidt] < co. For all U € H3, , we define |U|3, =
E{T U Ade] < oo.

If it is obvious that we are working under the finite time horizon 7', we might
drop the T subscript from the above notation.

As the G-intensity A{ disappears for ¢ > 7; we have for all U € H2, ||U|3; =
E[ fOT AT U |2 \idt] (hence, the values of U after 7; do not intervene in the computation
of I1U)2,).

For our framework of multiple defaults, we recall the martingale representation
property from [I1] (see also [I2] Theorem 107).

Theorem 2.1 (Martingale Representation Property): For any (P, G)-square-
integrable martingale (mt)te[o,T] there exist unique G-predictable processes z € ’H%
and k' € Hiin foralli € {1,...,p}, such that the following martingale representa-
tion property holds,

t p t .
me = mo + / dWe+ Y / KM, (2.2)
0 = Jo

In the following definition, we extend the notion of A-driver from [7] in order
to account for multiple default jumps. For simplicity we denote by A®) the vector
(AL, ..., \P) of default intensities. Here the notation ’ is for the transposition of the
vector.

Definition 2.2 (A\(P)-Admissible Driver): We say that a function g is a driver
if g: Q2 x[0,T] x R**P — R with (w,t,y, 2, k', ... kP) = g(w,t,y, 2z, k', ... kP) is a
P ® B(R**P)-measurable function such that g(-,-,0,0,...,0) € H%. The driver g is



said to be \P)-admissible if there exists a constant C > 0 such that for dPQdt-almost
every (w,t), for all (y1, 21, ki, ..., K}), (y2, 22, k3, ..., kB) we have,

|9(watay17217k%7~- 7k11)) —g(w,t,yg,z%k%,... 7k§)| <
p
C <’Z/1 — ol + |21 — 22| + Y VA (w) K] — k’%’) - (2.3)
=1

Remark 2.3: From the condition in we have that for each (y,z, k', ..., kP),
glt,y,z, kY K R RP) = g(t,y,2,0,...,0,K L LU KP) for t > 75 dP ® dt-
a.e., where we have used the fact that M disappears after 7; and the assumption
that the stopping times 7i,...,7, are ordered. Hence, on the set {t > 7;}, the
AP)_admissible driver g does not depend on k!,... k7.

Definition 2.4 (BSDE with a \(P)-Admissible Driver): Let g be a AP)-
admissible driver and let n € L*(Gr). A process (Y, Z,K',...,KP) in 8% x H2 x
Hil’T X oo X H%\pj is said to be a solution of the BSDE with p default jumps, with a
terminal time T, a \P)-admissible driver g, and a terminal condition n, if it satisfies
the following:

P
—dYy = g(ta Y, Zi, Ktla s Kf)dt — ZydWy — Z KZthl7 Yr =n. (24)
1=1

As we will see later, when dealing with (possibly non-linear) pricing problems in
markets with defaults, contingent claims might generate intermediate cash flows.
These may arise, for instance, from promised dividends, which can be modeled as a
stream of continuous or discrete random cash flows received by the claim holder,
or from a recovery process, which provides a recovery payoff in the event that a
default occurs before time T'. It is convenient to ‘wrap’ these various sources of
intermediate cash flows into a single ‘dividend’ process D, where D is assumed to
be optional (but not necessarily predictable), right-continuous with left limits (rcll),
and of finite variation.

Thus, we are interested in BSDEs with generalized drivers which include a
process D € A%.

Definition 2.5 (BSDE with a Generalized \P)- Admissible Driver): Let g be a
\®) admissible driver, let n € L*(Gr), and let D € A2%. A process (Y, Z,K",..., KP)
in 83 x H% x H?\I,T X e X H?\va is said to be a solution of the BSDE with
p default jumps, with a terminal time T, a generalized \P)-admissible driver
g(t,y,2, k', ... kP)dt +dDy, and a terminal condition n, if it satisfies the following:

p
—dY; = g(t,Ys, Zs, K}, ..., KP)dt +dDy — Zy dW; — ZK;’ dM}, Yr=mn. (2.5)
=1

We emphasize that, in Equation , the process D is a finite variational,
rcll, adapted process such that Dy = 0 and its total variation is integrable. This
implies that D has at most a countable number of jumps and admits the canonical
decomposition D = A — A’, where A and A’ are integrable, non-decreasing, rcll,
adapted processes starting at zero (i.e., A4g = Ay = 0), and such that the mutual



singularity condition dA; 1 dAj is satisfied (cf., e.g., Proposition A.7 in [8]). In the
case where D is predictable, the processes A and A’ are also predictable.

Proposition 2.6: If D € A%, then there exist a unique (predictable) process D' €
AQT and unique (predzctable) processes 91 € 7-[)\1 T 6% 7-[)\2 e e, 0P € Hipj,
such that for all t € [0,T],

p t .
D, :D;+Z/ 0idN’. (2.6)
i=1"0

Proof. As D € A2, we have the canonical decomposition D = A — A, where A, A
are non-decreasing processes in A%, such that dA; LdA. By applying Lemma to
A and A, we get, that A and A can be uniquely decomposed as,

Pt
At:Bt—i—Z/ YLdN,
i=170
and
. . LA
Av=Bi+ Y [ dian
i=170

where (By;) and (B;) are predictable (non-decreasing) and in A;zQ),Tv and for each
ie{l,...,p}, (¥}) and (¢}) are in HiZT By setting D)} := B; — By, and, for each
i€{l,...,p}, 0} =t — i we get the desired property. |

2.2 BSDE with Multiple Default Jumps: Properties

We begin by establishing a priori estimates for BSDEs with p default jumps.
For 8 > 0, ¢ € H%, and k' € H3, ,, we introduce the following: ||q§||% =

E[fy ePo dt), |k 131 5 = E[fy ™ (k)N dt] SRR s = ELfy e (kD)2 dt],
and kP2, 5= S0 K3 5 = Elfy * 3 %Wﬂﬁ]

2.2.1 A Priori Estimates for BSDEs with Multiple Default Jumps

Proposition 2.7: Letn, fi € L>(Gr). Let g, § be two \P)-admissible drivers. Let
C > 0 be a AP)-constant associated to g. Let D be an optional process belonging
to A%. Let (Y,Z,K',... ,KP) and (Y,Z,K",...,K?) be solutions to the BSDEs
associated with terminal time T > 0, generalized drivers g(t,y,z, k', ... kP)dt +
dDy and f](t,gj,é,fcl k:p) + dD; respectively, and terminal condztzon sn and 17
respectively. Let 77 :=n — 7. For s € [0,T], we denote Yy =Y, — Yy, Zy = Zy — Zs,
and for eachi € {1,...,p}, we denote K! = K! — K’

Let &, B > 0 be such that 5 > % 4+2C and £ < % Then, for each t € [0,T],
it holds

PV <E {eﬁTﬁQ‘Qt} +¢E [/ eP2g2ds
t

Q] a.s., (2.7)

where g = g(s,YS,ZS, Asl .. .,K’g’) —g(s,?;,ZS,K; .. .,Kﬁ’). Further,

V13 < T [P B[ + € llgl3] (2.8)

6



Moreover, if € < é, we have,

7112 7% 2 1 Tmr=2 —112
1215+ 1K 150 5 < 7 gagy [« B +€ lgl3] (2.9)

Proof. Using It6’s formula applied to the semimartingale (6551782) between ¢ and T,
we get,
_ _ T _ T _ _
PTY2 =Py 4+ / ePY2 ds + 2 / Y, _dy,
¢ t
T - - - - - (2.10)
+ / AV + > (eﬁsz e Qeﬁsn_mg) .
t t<s<T
Further computation (noting that the dD; terms cancel) leads to,

T _ _ T _ A .
2/ eﬂsYs,dYS:—Q/ e?Y, (g(s,Ys, Zs, KL, ..., KP) — §(s,Ys, Zs, KL, ... KP))ds
t t

T o T _ L .
+2 / OV, ZydW, + 2 / 5V, Y KidM;,
t t

i=1
(2.11)
T _ T _
/ Py ey, = / P Z2ds, (2.12)
t t
and the ‘jump term’,
(VR PVE 2V AV = Y (YR
t<s<T t<s<T
Since P(m; = 7;) = 0 for all 4,5 € {1,...,p} such that i # j, we get,
D0 (V- PV 2PV AT = YT (Y - Vi)
t<s<T t<s<T
T P _ 9 )
— /t e S (K1)2dN? (2.13)
i=1

T P , T P _
:/ eBSZ(K;)2dM;+/ e”* > (K1)’ Nids.
t i=1 t i=1
Plugging (2.11)), (2.12), and (2.13), into (2.10) we get,

_ T _ T _ LA _
Y2 4 B/ P Y2 ds —|—/ ePs (Zf + Z(K;)Q)\’é,) ds = PTYE +
t t i=1

A A A, A

T _
2/ Y, (g(s,Ye, Zo, KL, .. KD) = (5, Ve, Zo, KL, ..
t

T _ _ p T _ . . P T . )
9 / O, ZdW, — 23 / PV, RidMi—Y" / o (K)2dM.
t =17t =17t

(2.14)



Taking the conditional expectation given G; in (2.14]) results in,

B T _ T _ P _
eﬂtYmE[ﬁ / Y2 ds + / e (Z?+Z(K;>2A;> ds gt]
t t

=1
T _ N A A ~
/t P Y, _(g(s,Ys, Zs, KL, ..., KP) — §(s,Ys, Zs, KL, ... | KP))ds

—E[772[q)]

+2E

Qtl .
(2.15)
Now,

9(875/87Z87K317”'7K§) _g(‘S)}A/:S)ZASaK;v"ng)
= g(s,Ys, Ze, KL, ... KP) — g(s5,Ys, Zs, KL, ... KP) + .

S

Since ¢ is a A(P)-admissible driver, it satisfies condition (2.3)); hence,

|g(8))/87Z87K517'”7K3p)_g(saysaz/\sa-f{slw"?-f{p”

S
P
< ClYs| + C|Zs| + CZ | K] V AL+ 1gsl-
i=1
For all y, z,a, k', A\',..., kP, \? and € > 0 we have the elementary inequalities,

2

p P 2
2y (cz+02ki\/ﬁ+a> < '22 + ¢ <Cz+02kim+a>
=1 i=1

IN

2 p
Yy i\2 i
S+t 2)e? <C2z2 +C? E_l(k: 2N 4 a2> .
Thus,

T _ ~ A A ~
/t eP2Y, (g(s,Ys, Zs, KL, ...\ KP) — §(s,Ys, Zs, KL, ..., KP))ds

1 T _ T _ p_ .
< <2C+ 62) / P Y2 ds + (p+2)C2%€ / e’ <Z§ + Z(K§)2)\;> ds (2.16)
t t

i=1
T
—|—(p—|—2)62/ P g2ds
t o

Setting ¢ := (p + 2)e? > 0, and using inequality (2.16]) in , we have,

T
V2 < E[e’7|Gi] + E <2C + pzz — /3) / P Y2 ds|Gy| +
' (2.17)
T _ p . T
E [(025 —1) / P’ (zz + Z(K;)Q)\f,,) ds|Gi| +E ¢ / P g2 ds gt] .
t = t

Then for each &, 5 > 0 such that § > 2C + pgﬁ and £ < % we obtain the desired

inequality ([2.7)).



Using inequality (2.17)), integrating from 0 to 7', and taking the expectation, we

get?
_ T T _ P
||Y||% <T [eBTE[ﬁZ] + §\|§H%} +E l/o E [(025 - 1)/t P22+ Z(Kﬁ)z)ds gt] dt]

i=1

<T [eﬁTﬂ«:[ﬁQ] + gugy\%} +(C%¢ - 1) /OTIE VOT (72 + Zp:(K;)st] dt
i=1

=T [P + €lgl3) + T(C% = DI ZIE + 1 KD 30 )-
By rearranging, we get
V13 + 70 - C2)(1Z13 + 1KP ) 5) < T ["TE[7] + €l5]13]

Since & _S %, we get the inequality from ([2.8)).
Since HY||% > 0, we get,

_ _ 1 - -
1215 + 1K, 5 < Tz " EIP+€lall3)

which leads to the inequality (2.9)) for £ < %
|

Remark 2.8: In the case of a A(")-constant C' = 0, ([2.7) and (2.8) hold for all £, 8 > 0
such that g > pgﬁ. Inequality (2.9) holds for all £ > 0 when C' = 0.

2.2.2 Existence and Uniqueness for BSDEs with Multiple Default Jumps

With the a priori estimates established for BSDEs with p default jumps, we can
now prove the existence and uniqueness of the solution. To do so, we make use of
the representation property of square-integrable G-martingales (Theorem and
the a priori estimates established in Proposition

For 8 > 0, we denote by Hé’(p) the space S2 x 7—[% X Hil,ﬁ X e X H%\pﬂ equipped with

27 .
the norm || (Y, Z, K',..., K?) Hg(p) =YIE + 1205 + 1K g+ + I EP (R -

Proposition 2.9 (Exsitence and Uniqueness): Let g be a AP) -admissible driver,
n € L?(Gr) and D be an optional process in A2%. There exists a unique solution
(Y, Z,K',...,KP) in 8% x H3% x ,Hil,T X oo X ”H?\pyT of the BSDE with multiple
default jumps from Definition [2.5]

Proof. The proof follows a standard two-step argument, where the second step relies
on the a priori estimates from Proposition

We first consider the case where the driver is a driver process g(t) which does
not depend on (y,z,k',...,kP). In this case, the first component of the solution
is, Y; = E[n+ ftT g(s)ds + Dy — D¢|G;]. Applying the G-martingale representation
property to the square-integrable martingale E[n + fOT g(s)ds + Dr|G;] we get the
processes Z € H% and K' € H%T for 1 € {1,...,p}. These processes are unique
due to the uniqueness in the G-martingale representation result from Theorem



Hence there exists a unique solution to the BSDE with driver g(s)ds+ dDj;, terminal
time 7" and terminal condition n € L?(Gr).

We now focus on the case of a AP)-admissible driver g(t,y, z, k', ... kP). We
define a mapping ® from Hé’(p) to ’H?g’(p) as follows: for (U,V,J',... JP) € 'H;’(p),
(Y,Z,K',...,KP) = ®(U,V,J', ..., JP) is the solution of the BSDE with driver
g(t, U, Vi, JE, ..., JP)dt + dDy, terminal time T and terminal condition n € L?(Gr).
The mapping is well-defined due to the first step of the proof. We show that
the mapping ® is a strict contraction. Let (U, v, jl,...,jp) € ’H%’p and let
(V,Z,K',...,KP) == ®&(U,V,J',...,JP) be the solution of the BSDE with the
driver g(t, Ut,f/t,jtl,...,jf )dt + dDy, terminal time 7' and terminal condition
ne LQ(gT); o . . .

Weset Uy =U; — U, V; =V, =V, Y, =Y, - Y, Z, = Zy — Z;, and for each i €
{1,...,p} Jj = J} = J and K} = K} — K}. We set Agy == g(t,Up, Vi, Jb, .., JP) —
g(t, Ut, Vt, jtl, cee jf) Then by the a priori estimates from Proposition and
Remark applied to the driver processes ¢1(t) = g(t,Us, Vi, J}, ..., JF) and
g2(t) = g(t,Us, Vi, JL, ..., JP) (where the driver g(t) admits C; = 0 as a AP)-
constant since g only depends on (t,w)), we have that, for all £, 8 > 0 such that

pt2
B> w2,

p
IV13 + 12113 + S KB 5 < €T)Agll3 + €l Ag]
= (2.18)
= £(T + 1) Agll3.

As by definition g is a A®)-admissible driver with A(?) constant C' > 0 we get,

— — p —. R
" (Ags)? < P C(|Us| + Vel + D | Ti1\/AL)?
=1
< Cp+2)eP U2+ V2 + Y (JH2A].
=1

Thus,

A
1Agll3 < C*(p+2)E l/ P(UF + Vi + Z(Jé)zké)dsl
0 P
= (2.19)

p
=C*(p+ 21U+ IVIE+ D113 5)-
i=1

Using inequalities (2.19)) and (2.18)), we get,
P P
IVIE+IZ12+D 1K R 5 < C2o+2)T+ DT Z+IVIE+D 1113 5), (2.20)
i=1 i=1

for all £, > 0 such that g > %. Choosing & = W and 8 > 2(p +

2)2(T + 1)C2, we derive ||V, Z, K',... K?|2%) < L0, v, J,..., J7|5").
Hence for 8 > 2(p + 2)%(T + 1)C? we have that ® is a (strict) contraction
from ”H;’(p) to ’H;’(p) and thus admits a unique fixed point (Y, Z, K',..., KP) in

10



the Banach space HZ’(p ), which is the unique solution to the BSDE with driver
g(t, Y, Zy, K}, ..., KP)dt + dDy, terminal time T and terminal condition n € L*(Gr).
|

2.2.3 Generalized \?)-Linear BSDEs with Multiple Default Jumps

We study the particular case of A(P)-linear BSDEs with multiple default jumps.

Definition 2.10 (A(P)-Linear Driver and Generalized \(P)-Linear Driver): A
driver g is \P)-linear if it is of the form

P
gt y, 2, kY KP) = aqy + Bz + > AKIN + 6, (2.21)
=1

where § := (8¢)sepo,r) € Hp and (ar),(Br) and (7f) fori € {1,...,p}, are R-valued
predictable processes such that (ay),(Bt) and (7,?\/)\2) forie{l,...,p}, are bounded.

For D € A% given, we define the generalized \P) -linear driver as,

p
(qwy + Bez + D> _ ViK' A))dt + dD. (2.22)
=1

Remark 2.11: If g is given by (2.21)), then using the transformation v} := {1/ i for
each i € {1,...,p}, we have that each (') is a bounded predictable process and,

p
gty 2 kY KP) = gy + Bz + > vk A+ 6. (2.23)
i=1
Hence, a A(P)-linear driver is also a AP -admissible driver.

We are interested in finding explicitly the solution of a generalized A(P)-linear
BSDE. To do so, we first need a preliminary result on exponential local martingales
in our framework.

Remark 2.12: Let I' := (I't)4c[0,7] be the process satisfying the SDE,

p
dly =D (BsdW, + > _~idM?), To=1. (2.24)
i=1

From Lemma [A73] we have: for all s > 0,

S 1 S s P . p .
T's =exp </0 BrdW, — 2/0 53(11") exp <_/0 ZW;Aidr) H(l + 772]1{8271'})’ a.s.
=1 =1
(2.25)

Ifforalli € {1,...,p} L > —1 (respectively 7% > —1) a.s., then I's > 0 (respectively
I's > 0) for all s >0 a.s.

Proposition 2.13: Let T > 0. If the random variable fOT(BS2 + 3P (vH)2AL)ds
is bounded, then the exponential local martingale (Ft)te[O,T]7 defined by (2.24), is a
martingale and satisfies E[supg<;<p I'?] < +oo.
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Proof. From (2.24)) the process I' is a local martingale. We show that E[supg<,<r I'7] <
oo. Let dX; = BydWy + S20_ 7idM;. We have[l]dl'y = Iy_dX; and AT, = I'_ AX;.
Using this, we get,

dl'ly = d(I')s + d ( > (AF5)2) = T2 d(X); +d ( > rg(AXsf)

0<s<t 0<s<t
LA , . L .
— 1 i (30 [ 13 00N <13 g4 2 3P
=1 =1

Using It&’s formula applied to (I'?) and the fact that dN} = dM} + Nidt, we get,

p p
I} = 2Ty _dly + d[T]; = I7 (2B dWy + 2 yidM; + Bidt + > (v])?dN])
=1 =1 (2.26)

P V4
12 [wtdwt 3@+ (DM + (ﬁ? s zwzm') dt] |
=1

=1

This can be written in the form dI'? = I'?_dY;, where,

p p
4y, == (ﬂ? + Z(%)W) dt + 2B, dWy + > (29 + (7))?)dM;.
=1 =1

We have dY; = d}/;(l) + dYt(Q), where Y;(D = Jo (B2 + X0, (72)2\)) ds and Yt(z) =
Jo 28sdWs + J§ 8-, (29} + (78)?)d M. We have,

v o [ (324 00 o). .
=1

Using Lemma applied to Y& we get,
t t P , ) A t
@) =exp [ 28w~ [ S0+ (2N — [ 202
0 0 0
p . .
< TT(1+ 27 + (G 1rey ) - (228)
i=1

Using the identity £(Y™M + Y@ + [y vy @), = £(¥),£(Y?); and the fact
that [Y(1), V3], =0 for all ¢ a.s. we get,

E(Y(l))tS(Y(z))t = F% = exp (/Ot (53 + zp:(%)?)‘i‘) ds)
i=1

t t P ) ) ) t
 exp ( | 2w =[S i+ (s - | 2ﬁ§d8>
0 0 0
p

X H (1 + (0L + (vii)Q)ﬂ{ngt}) :
i=1 (2.29)

1For this, we use ATy =Ty —I'y_ and I’y =Ty_ + T AX; ((by (2.25)); we get ATy =T'+— AX;.

12



Setting (¢ = & (Y(Z))t, we have that ( is an exponential local martingale with
dynamics, d(; = Ct,dY;@); more specifically,

p
¢ = G- [2ﬁtdwt +> (27 + (vz')?)sz'] , G=1 (2.30)
=1

Thus, the exponential local martingale I'? from (2.29) becomes,

I exp ( | (53 +;<v§;)%’;> ds). 231)

By , the local martingale ¢ is non-negative. This implies that ¢ is a supermartin-
gale and hence E[(r] < 1. Now by the assumption that fOT (B2 + 30 (vH)2ADdt is
bounded, we get,

E[I'7] < E[(r]K < K,

where K > 0 is a constant depending on fDT (B2 + 3P (74)?Mi)dt. By martingale
inequalities, we get E[supy<;<7 7] < co. We conclude that T' is a martingale. W

We now establish the explicit form of the (first component of the solution)
solution of the BSDE with a generalized A()-linear driver. We begin with the case
where the finite variational process D is predictable.

Theorem 2.14 (Explicit Solution of the Generalized \(?)-Linear BSDE with
D Predictable): Let (ay), (B:) and (7}), fori € {1,...,p}, be R-valued predictable
processes such that (oy), (B¢) and (%\/)\»%), fori e {1,...,p}, are bounded. Let
n € L3(Gr) and let D be a (predictable) process in AZ,T. Let (Y, Z,K' ... KP) be
the solution in S? x H? x ’Hil X+ X ’H%\p of the following BSDE with the generalized
AP _linear driver (ay + Bz + X0 VKN dt + dDy, terminal time T and terminal
condition 1,

P P
—dY; = (Oétyz + B2y + Z’)’;KZA%) dt +dD; — ZydW; — Z Kngg, Yr =n.
i=1 =1
(2.32)
For each t € [0,T), let (Tt s)s>¢+ be the unique solution of the following adjoint
forward SDE,

p
dlys =Ty s (asds + BsdWs + ZyédMé) , Tii=1 (2.33)
=1

Then, the process (Y;) has the explicit form:

T
Y, =E [Pm + [ Tyedn,
t

gtl L 0<t<T, as (2.34)
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Remark 2.15: Applying Lemma to the process (I'ts)s>¢ gives that (I'ys)s>¢
satisfies,

S . . p )
I'ts = exp </ ardr> E (/ BrdW, —|—/ Z’yf,dMT>
t t .
p

— exp (/ ardr—l—/ B.dW, _7/ ﬁzdr—Z’ylAldr> TT + 4 Lpper<a)),
=1

(2.35)

for all t < s < T a.s. The process (eft O""dr)tgng is positive and bounded (as « is
bounded), and using Proposition (since  and ~iV/\i for each i € {1,...,p} are
bounded), we have that (I'ys)i<s<7 is a martingale and satisfies E[sup;< <7 7] <
—+00.

Proof. Fix t € [0,T]. Since D € .A;T is predictable and the process I'y  admits at
most p jumps and only at the totally inaccessible times 71,...,7,, we have that
', D]s = 0 for s >t a.s. By applying Itd’s product rule to (YsI't ), we get,

—d(YDys) = ~Y,dlys — Ty dYs — d[Y, Tt . (2.36)
Moreover,
° p . . .
d[Y7 Ft,.]s =d / (O‘TY;’ + 57’27’ + Z ’Y}ﬂK:"A;) dT‘, Ft,~ + d[Da Ft,~]s
t i=1 s
p . .
+d[ZeW, T |s+d (Z[K% o M, Ft,_]s>
i=1

—d[D,T,.]s +d U Z,dW,, / th_ﬁrdWr}
t t

S

d (zpzi [ /t KidM, /t | Ft,widMﬂ'L) (2.37)

i=1j=1

—d</ Ty, 6,2, dr>+d(/ ZZK’FH d[M, MJ])

i=1j=1

s p . . .
= Ft,sfﬁszsds +d (/ ZFt,TKTZ”ﬁ"d]\CE)
toi=1

P
= Ft,s—/BsstS + Ft7s— Z K;’Y;sza
i=1
where we have used that d[M?, M7]; = 0, for i # j, since P(r; = ;) =0, i # j, and,
for the case i = j, d[M']s = dN_.
Plugging (2.37)) into (2.36) and using dN¢ = dM! + \ids, we get,
P
_d(}/srt,s) - _Ft,s— (}G/Bs+Zs)dWs_Ft,s— (Z(st—%i + K;(l + ’Y;))dM§> +Ft,s—st-

i=1
(2.38)
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Setting dimy = Tt (Ysfs + Zs)dWs + To (20 (Yot + KU1+ 92))dM), we get
—d(YsI'y s) = —dmgs + 't s_dD;. Integrating between ¢ and T', we derive,

T
Y, = L7 + / Ty dDy — (mp —my), aus. (2.39)
t

By Remark we have (I'ts)i<s<r € S2. Furthermore, Y € S2, Z € H? and
K e ”Hil for each 7 € {1,...,p}, and 8 and ~iV/Ni for each i € {1,...,p} are
bounded. It follows that the local martingale m = (ms)i<s<7 is a martingale.
Taking the conditional expectation in , we get the desired equality .

We now consider the case where the process D just an optional process (not
necessarily predictable). More precisely, D is in .A%; hence, by Proposition it is

of the form (2.6)).

Theorem 2.16 (Explicit Solution of the Generalized \?)-Linear BSDE
with D Optional): Let the assumptions made in Theorem all hold, except
that D is now in A% (and not necessarily in A;T). Let D' € A;,T and 6% € Hii,T’
fori e {1,...,p}, be the unique predictable processes from Propositz'on such
that for all t € [0,T],

D, =D} + / Z 0'dN:, a.s. (2.40)
Let (Y,Z,K', ..., KP) be the solution in 8* x H? x H3, x - H3, of the BSDE
with generalized )\(p) linear driver (awy + Bz + >0 ’ytk:z)\i)dt + th, terminal time

T, and terminal condition n € L*(Gr).
Then, a.s. for all t € [0,T],
g ‘|
gt] ’

where the process (I'ts)i<s<T 15 the solution of the adjoint forward SDE (2.35]).

Y, =E lrt T77+/ | A (dD’ + 292 +75)dN1>

=1

(2.41)

T .
=E lrt7TU + /t Ft,s—les + Z Ft,Ti Gz'iﬂ{t<T¢§T}
=1

Proof. Since D satisfies ([2.40)), we have,

i=1j=1

_d ( / Ty, HT”)/TdNZ) ~T,,. Z iridN' as,

i=1

d[D,Ty.]s = d[D',Ty ] +d(ZZ[/ LN} / Ty nydNJ} )
(2.42)

where we have used that 7; # 7; a.s. for i # j. By applying It6’s product rule to
(YiI't 5), using similar computations to those from the proof of Theorem [2.14} and
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using (242), we get,

p
- d(YtsFt,s) = _Ft,s—(YtsBs + Zs)dWs - I‘t,s— (Z(K;—Vé + K;(l + 7;>)dM;>
i=1

. (dD + 295’75sz> (2.43)

=1

Using I'y s (dDs + Y0, 014LdN?) =Ty s (dDL + 30, 04(1 + 4%)dN?) in (2.43),
integrating from ¢ to T and taking the conditional expectation, we derive that,

Y, =E lrt ™+ / T, (dD’ + Zel + ’ys)dN’>

=1

Qt] , (2.44)

which is the first equality from (2.41)).
Now, we have,

T
E V Foe 3601 141N
t

i=1

‘| [Z Ft 7—1_9 + FY‘Zl'l)H{t<TZST}

]
gt] |

The second equality in (2.45)) is due to I'; s having the following representation,

s s p )
[y s =exp (/t ( Z,ﬁ)&) dr +/t BrdWr> H(l + 95, Lpari<s))s
i=1

forallt < s < T a.s.; it follows that, for each i € {1,...,p}, Dy rim (1494 ) Ljpry <y =
Lt Lger,<7y (where we have used that 71 < 72 < ... < 7).
By replacing (2.45)) in (2.44]), we get the following representation,

gt] )

which is the second equality in (2.41)). |

(2.45)

=E [Z Ty 70 Liser<ry
i=1

T P .
Vi =E [Ft,Tn + /t UpodDy+ > Tir0i Ljcr, <1y
=1

2.3 Comparison Theorems for BSDEs with Multiple Default Jumps

We now provide a comparison and a strict comparison results for BSDEs with
generalized \P)-admissible drivers associated with finite variational rcll adapted
processes in A%.

For convenience, we define the following sets:

AO :{7'1>T}A1—{7'1<T’7'2>T} k‘_{Tk<T7—k;+1>T}

(2.46)
Ap1:={mp-1 <T,7, > T}, and A), := {Tp <T}.

As 71 < 19 < ... < Tp, the above sets form a partition of 2.
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Theorem 2.17 (Comparison and Strict Comparison for BSDEs with Mul-
tiple Default Jumps): Let n and 7 be in L*(Gr). Let g and § be XP)-admissible
drivers. Let D and D be processes in A2. Let (Y,Z,K',...,KP) be the solution in
S? x HE x Hilj X -+ X "3y to the BSDE,

p
—dYy = g(t,Ys, Zi, K, ..., KP)dt + dDy — ZedWy — > K{dM}, Yp=n.
=1

Let (17, 2, K. .., Kp) be the solution in S x H2 x?—lil p X x?—[iET to the BSDE,

p
—dY; = §(t,Ys, Zy, K}, ... K})dt + dDy — Z,dW, — Y KjdM}, Yp=1.
=1

Then, the following two statements hold true:

(i) Comparison: Assume that there exist p predictable processes () (where

i€{1,...,p}) with (’y;\/;%) bounded dP ® dt -a.e. (fori € {1,...,p}) such
that,

for each k € {1,....p}, on Ap,1+~L >0 as. foralli€ {1,...k}, (2.47)

and such that,

p
g(tvf/tazAtaKtlv'--va)_ (taﬁvztvkt’ Kp EZ Kt )‘t (248)

A

fort € [0,T], dP ® dt-a.e. Suppose that n > ) a.s. that D == D — D is
non-decreasing, and that

g(t, Yy, Zy, K}, .. KP) > §(t, Yy, Zy, K}, ... KP) (2.49)
fort €10,T], dP ® dt-a.e. We then have Y; > Y; for allt € [0,T] a.s.

(ii) Strict Comparison: Assume moreover that v: > —1 a.s. for each i €
{1,...,p} and that there exists ty € [0,T] such that Yy, = }Afto a.s. Then,
n =1 a.s. and the inequality in is an equality on [to,T|. Furthermore,
D =D — D is constant on [to,T] and Y =Y on [to,T)].

Remark 2.18: Due to the assumption 71 < 7 < ... < 7, the condition from Eq.
(2.47), namely, for each k € {1,...,p}, on Ag, 1+ 7%_ >0a.s. forallie{l,.. k},is
equivalent, in our framework, to the condition:

p
for all t € [0, 7], [J(1 + % Lit<r<sy) = 0, for all s € [t,T], ass., (2.50)
=1

which ensures the non-negativity of the adjoint process (I';.) in the proof of the
comparison theorem. To show the equivalence between the two conditions, we
proceed as follows: Let the condition from Eq. hold. Let us take t=0 in
this condition, and let k € {1,...,p}. Let us place ourselves on the set Ay: taking
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successively s = 71(w), s = To(w),..., s = 7,(w) in Eq.(2.50) (and using that
T < T2 < ...<Tp), we get, 1—|—’yi1(w)(w) >0, ..., 1—|—’yfk(w)(w) > 0 on A;. Conversely,
let the condition from Eq. hold true. For ¢ € [0,T], for s € [t,T], we have
[T, (1+ ’Y%ﬂ{t<n§s}) = Ei:o Lay, (IT7= (1 + 'Yii]l{t<n§s}))- Let k € {1,...,p — 1}.
We consider the set A N{t <7, < s} ={m < T,7641 > T} N{t <7 < s}: for
each ¢ such that 1 < ¢ < k, it holds 7;'2. > —1on Ay N{t <7 < s} (by condition
(2.47)); for i > k+ 1, AxN{t <7 < s} = (as 7,41 > T on Ai and as the 7;’s
are strictly ordered). On A, fyii > —1, for each i € {1, ..., p}. Finally, we note that
Agn{t <1 < s} =@, for each i € {1,...,p} (as 1 > T on Ap). We conclude that,
for t € [0, T, for s € [t,T], [Tr—1 (1 + 7% Lit<ri<s}) = 0.

Remark 2.19: Assume that ’7% > —1 a.s. for each i € {1,...,p}. This implies that
the condition: for each k € {1,...,p}, on Ay, 1+ fy%_ >0 a.s. forallie{1,..k},
from Eq. is satisfied. If, moreover, ﬂi > —1 a.s. for each i € {1,...,p}, then
the condition from the strict comparison (ii) is also satisfied.

Proof. Setting Y, = Y,—Y,, Zs = Zs— Zs and K! = Kg-f(;, foreachi € {1,...,p},
we have,

p
—dY = heds + dDs — ZydWy — > KlM!, Yp=mn—1,

=1
where,
he =g(s,Ys , Zs, KL, ... KP) —§(s,Ys_, Zs, K}, ... KP). (2.51)
We set,
5 g(s,y;,,ZS,Ksl,...,Kg’)—g(s,?s,,ZS,K;,...,Kg)]l )
s = % {Vo- #0}>
. . T (2.52)
8, = g(s,Ys,,Zs,KS,...,Kg’)—g(s,Ys,,Zs,Ks,...,Kg,’)]l )
s — Zs {ZS#O}‘

By definition both § and 8 are predictable. Furthermore, since g is a A®)-admissible
driver, it satisfies,

A~

|g(w7t7y7z7k;l7"'7kp) _g(w7t7g72)l/{\:1)"'7kp)|
p
<C (\y—ﬁ\ +lz =2+ )y A w)K —k’\> ;
=1

hence, the processes § and 3 are bounded. With the above notation,
hS = 55?97 +/BSZS+g(375\/577ZS7K81""7K§) _9(875\/57728?K81""’K’§) +S087

where,
s i=g(s,Ys, Zs, K}, ... KP) — §(s,Ys_, Zs, KL, ..., KP). (2.53)

S

Due to assumption (2.48) and due to the fact that Y; = Y;— dP ® dt—a.e.ﬂ we
have

p
hs > 0sYs + BsZs + Y ALK, + @5, dP ® ds-a.e. (2.54)
=1

2This is true as Y;(w) has at most a countable number of jumps.
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We fix t € [0,T]. Let I'; . be the adjoint process, defined by,

P
d].—‘t”; = Ft,s— <5Sd8 + /BSdWS + Z’}’;dM;) y Ft,t =1.
i=1
As 8, 8 and ¥4V N for each i € {1,...,p} are bounded, we have that T';. € §? by

Remark - Due to the condition from Eq. , to Equation ([2.35) and to
Remark [2.18] we have I'y s > 0 for all t < s <Tas

Step 1. We consider first the case where D and D are (predictable) processes
in .A;T, and prove the comparison and the strict comparison results in this case.

By applying It6’s product rule to (Yilis), we get, —d(Yslys) = —Ysdlys —
Iy s—dYs —d[Y, T .]s. We have,

. . p .
d[f/,rt,_]szd[/ Z,,dWr,/ rt,rﬁrdWr] +d( Z U Kid / Ty ’ﬂdMﬂ] )
t t s j=1 s

=T s BsZsds + (/ ZZKTM Yd[M’, MJ])

=1 7=1
=T s BsZsds +d ( / | . Z f(;;fy;'dNTi)
t i=1

P P
= Pt,s—ﬂsstS + Pt,s— Z K;V;A’;ds + Ft,s— Z K;/Y;dM;
i=1 i=1
(2.55)
where we have used that d[M?, M7]; = 0, for i # j, since P(r; = 7;) = 0, for i # j,
and for the case i = j, d[M]s = dN. This yields,

p
_d(i/srt,s) = _Ft,s— <Y9—55d3 + st—ﬁdeS + YS— Z "Y;dM;>
=1

p
S (hsds +dDy — ZdWs =) K;dM;)
=1
- Ft7s—ﬁsst3 - Ft,s— Z K;’Y;)‘éds - Ft,s— Z K;’Y;dMsz
=1 =1

p
=T (hs —0Yoo — BsZs— Y K§7§A§> ds 4+ Ty s_dD;
=1
- <Ft,s (YS*BS + Zs)dWS + Ft,sf (Z(K;(l + ’V;) + Y;,ﬁq)dMé))
=1

=T (hs —0Yeo = BsZs— Y Kéyé)é) ds + Ty s_dDs — dms,

(2.56)
where the process (ms)sejo,7) is defined by
P
dms =Ty s (Yoo + Zs)dWs + Ty oo (O (KU1 +72) + Yo rl)dMY).  (2.57)
i=1
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The process (ms) is a martingale, since I';. € S, Y eS8 ZeH? K c Hiz for
each i € {1,...,p}, and since 8 and v/ Ai, for each i € {1,...,p}, are bounded.
Using Equations (2.54]) and (2.56)), and the fact that I' is non-negative, we get,

—d(YsTt5) > Tt s—psds + Ty s—dDs — dms. (2.58)

Integrating (2.58)) between t and 7', and taking the conditional expectation,
results in,

_ T T _
Y, > E |Tur(n — ) + /t Tpoopsds + /t T,, dD,

Qt] , 0<t<Tas (259)

From we have that ¢, > 0 dP ® dt-a.e. Furthermore, since n—# > 0, since
D is non-decreasing and the adjoint process (I't,s)seft,7) is non-negative, we have that
all terms inside the conditional expectation are non-negative; hence, ; = Y; — Y, >0
a.s. Since this holds for all ¢ € [0, T] and since both ¥ and Y are rcll, the comparison
result (i) for D, D € Ap o is proven.
Let us prove (ii) for D, D € A? 1. Assume that there exists to € [0, 7] such that
Y;y = Yi, a.s. and such that TP, (1 + Vi lyger,<s) > 0 for all s € [to, T] a.s. (cf.
Eq. ) This implies that I't; s > 0 for all s € [tg,T] a.s. On the other hand,
Equation (for t = tg) leads to:

_ T T _
0= Y;fo >E Fto,T(n - ﬁ) + . Fto,s—@sds + ] ths—dDS
0 0

|- )

This, together with the non-negativity of the terms inside the conditional expectation
and the positivity of (I'; 5), 1mphes that n = 7 a.s. and ¢; = 0, for all ¢ € [tg, T]
dP @ dt-a.e. Let us now set Dy := ft Ty, <_dDy for each t € [to, T']. We have Dr>0
a.s. as 'y, s > 0 and as D is non- decreasing (by assumption). Using this and -,
we get 0 = E[Dr|Gy,] a.s., hence Dy = 0 a.s. Since I'y, ;> 0 for all T > s > tg a.s.,
we have Dy — Dto fto (I‘to =)~ 1dD,, which implies that Dto = Dy a.s. Hence, the
strict comparison result (ii) is proven fro D, D e A;T

Step 2. We now consider the case where the optional processes D,ﬁ are not
necessarily predictable; more precisely, D, D € AZ. By Proposition (applied
to D and to D) there exist D' € A o, D e A2 7 and 0',0" e Hii,T (where
i€ {l,...,p}), such that D and D can be uniquely written as follows,

D; = D’+/ZH%ZN§, a.s. and Dy = D} + /ZH’de, a.s. (2.61)

Since D == D — D is non-decreasing, and since 7 < --- < 7, by Lemma
we get that D' := D' — D’ is non-decreasing and for each i € {1,...,p} 0L > 0L
a.s. on {r; <T}. By applying It&’s product rule to (YiTys), we get —d(Ysl'ts) =
—Y,_dT, s — s dy, — d[Y I't.]s. Here, d[Y I'; ] is equal to the right-hand side of
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([2:55) plus the additional term d[D,T;.]s. The term d[D, T ]s can be expressed as

d[D,Ty ], = d[D',T} ] (szzp: [/ (01 — 0})dN? / | WdN]} )

1=17=1
P
—d / Lo 3036 — BN, N, (2.62)
i=17=1
s ) . ) p
—d ( s S0 Hi)vidNJf> — Ty, S2(6L— 01y aN,
¢ i=1 i=1

where we have used that d[N?, N7]5 = 0, for i # j, since P(r; = ;) =0, , for i # j,
and d[N]s = dN! (when i = j). Hence, we have,

p
— d(ViTys) = Tyse (hs — 6V~ BZs =Y f(;@@) ds + Ty ._dD, — dms,
=1

p
+ Ty > (01 — 0))y2dNE, (2.63)

i=1
where (m;) is the same martingale as the one from Eq. , (ht) is the process from
Eq -, and (6;) and (B;) are the processes from Eq 1' Using inequality
and the fact that dD; = dD} + 3°0_, (6 — 01)dN}, integrating between ¢ and

T (Where t € [0,7]), and taking the conditional expectation, we get,
gt‘| 9

(2.64)
where the process (¢;) is the same as the one from Eq. (2.53)). Let us note that, for

ie{l,...,p},
/t Ly s (05 = 0) (1 + 7)) dNg =Ty (07, — 07) (1 + 7)) Lrsri>y- (2.65)

Let ¢ be fixed. We now check that this term is non-negative on each Ak, Where
k € {1,...,p}, and where the Ay’s are the ones appearing in assumption (2.47). As
noted above, 6% > 9’ a.s. on {r; < T}. Furthermore, the adjoint process (I‘t s) 56[0 7]
is non—negative Moreover by definition of Ay, we have lyp>r>nla, = 0, for
0 < k <i—1, and, by assumption (2.47), we have (1 + 'Vil-)]l{Tznzt}]lAk >0
(for each k € {i,...,p}). Hence, the term in Eq. is non-negative. From the
assumption and from we have that ¢; > 0 dP ® dt-a.e. Furthermore,
since n — 7 > 0, since (D)) is non-decreasing and the adjoint process (Tes) s€[0,7]
is non-negative, we have that all the terms inside the conditional expectation are
non-negative; hence, ¥; = Y; — Y; > 0 a.s. Since this holds for all ¢ € [0,T], and
since (Y;) and (¥;) are rcll, the comparison result (i) for D, D € A?% is proven.

Assume now that there exists tg € [0, 7] such that Y;, = }Afto a.s. and that for
cach i € {1,...,p} 7L > —1 a.s. Thus, I'y; > 0 for all s € [t,T] a.s. For ¢ = to, Eq.

m ) leads to,
gt0‘| .

Tty (n — 1) + Ft . (dD’ + Z (02 — 02)(1 4+ ~L)dNE + sost)
to
(2.66)

Y, >E lFtT(n 7) +/ | A (dD’ +Z 6’ —92)(1+’ys)dN‘+cpsds>
=1

0=Y;, >E

=1
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This, together with the non-negativity of the terms inside the conditional expectation
and the positivity of (I'ts), implies that n = 7 a.s., ¢ = 0 for all ¢ € [tp, T
dP ® dt-a.e., and, for each i € {1,...,p}, 6L = éZTZ on {tp < 7 < T} as. We set
D} = ft'; Ty,.s_dD. for each t € [to, T]. We have D} > 0 a.s. as I'y, s > 0 and as D’
is non-decreasing. Using this and (2.66)), we get E[D/|G;,] = 0 a.s.; hence, D} = 0
a.s. Since I'yy s > 0 for all T > s >t a.s. we have D}, — D} = ftf(l“tms_)_ldf);,
which implies that D = D/, a.s. The strict comparison result (ii) for D, De A% is
thus proven.

|

We now provide an example where the conclusion of the comparison (and strict
comparison) result from Theorem does not necessarily hold, if the assumptions
of the theorem are not satisfied.

Ezample 2.20: Assume that for each i € {1,...,p} the process A’ is bounded. Let g
be a AP)-linear driver (cf. Definition [2.21]) of the form,

p
glw,t,y, 2, kYR = W)y + Brlw)z + D RN (W), (2.67)
=1

where each 7" is a real constant. The dynamics of the adjoint process I'g. are (cf.

233)),
p
dI_‘07s = F07S, (asds + BsdWs + Z’y’dMé) , Fo’o =1. (2.68)
=1

By Remark Io 7 satisfies,
TP p )
Lo = Hrexp <—/0 272)\20{5) [T+ 0crn<ry), (2.69)
i=1 i=1

where H has the dynamics dH; = Hy(oudt + S dWy) with Hy = 1.
We specify p = 2. We define the terminal condition as,

(1)

n = :ﬂ-{T1 ST,7'2>T}' (270)

Let (Y(M) be the first component of the solution of the BSDE associated with
driver ¢, terminal time 7" and terminal condition n(Y). By the explicit formula from

Theorem we get,
1 ~52 i (T Aig
Y'O( ) = (1 —|—’yl)E Hre 23:17 fO SH{T1§T,7'2>T} .
Under the assumption P(1y < T, 79 > T) > 0, if 1 + 4! < 0, then Yo(l) < 0.
However, n(l) > 0 a.s. Hence, the comparison result does not hold.
We now define the terminal condition as,
n® = Liry<ry (2.71)

Let (Y®) be the solution of the BSDE associated with driver g, terminal time
T and terminal condition n(%).
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By the explicit formula from Theorem
_y2 i [T\
Yo = (147 (1 + 2B |Hpe™ 2= 7 o Mg g (2.72)

where we have used that 71 < 7. Under the assumption P(rs < T) > 0, if
(14+~Y)(1+~%) <0, then leads to Yy < 0. However, n® > 0 a.s. Hence, the
comparison result does not hold.
The reader can generalize this reasoning to the case where p > 2, by using terminal
conditions based on the sets from Eq..

If either (or both) 4! and +? are equal to —1, then gives Yy = 0. Under
the assumption that P(m < T) > 0, we have P(n® > 0) > 0, while Yy = 0, hence
the strict comparison result does not hold.

3 Pricing of European Options in Markets with Multiple
Defaults

3.1 Pricing in a Linear Financial Market with two Defaultable
Risky Assets

We consider a market model where the primary assets are a risk-free savings account
with price process B, a default-free asset with price process S°, and two assets with
price processes S' and S2, which are subject to default or to some other credit event
at times 7! and 72, respectively.

More precisely, we place ourselves in the probabilistic setting of Section [2] where
we set p = 2. The times 71 and 72 model here the times of default (or the times of
some other extraneous credit events, provided they are ordered) of the risky assets
S and S?, respectively. As before M} = N} — [f Alds and M? = N7 — [2 \2ds.
We consider the following dynamics for the asset prices,

dB; = Byrydt, By =1;

ds? = SO[ddt + o%dwy), S > 0;

dS} = S} [ubdt + o}dW, + BHdM}], 5§ > 0;
dS? = S?_[u3dt + o?dW; + B7AMP],  S2 > 0.

(3.1)

The process 7, and the processes u' and o* (for i € {0,1,2}) are predictable, such
that, o > 0 for i € {0,1,2}, and r, %, 0’ and (¢*)~! are bounded (for i € {0, 1,2}).
We note that there is no requirement for the intensity process A’ to be bounded. We
assume that 8} # 0, B2 # 0, and Y # r,. We assume moreover that 3 > —1 for
ie{1,2}.

Remark 3.1: By Remark the explicit formula for S¢, where i € {1,2}, is: for
te[0,7],

, tyo1 . t .
Si = exp ( /O (Mg () wg) ds + /0 a;dWS) (14 6 Lgany), as. (3.2)
If ﬁ% = —1, then the i-th asset’s price jumps to zero at 7;.
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We consider an investor who at time 0 invests an amount « € R in the market.
For i € {0,1,2} we use ¢! to denote the amount of money in asset S} at time
t €10,7T).

If B = —1 a.s., then, on the set {T" > ¢ > 7;}, S} = 0 and the investor will no
longer invest in this asset; thus, ¢! = 0 on the set {T" >t > 7;}.
In the case where p = 1 and ' = —1, this model has been considered in [3] and [7].

The process ¢ = (¢°, ¢!, ¢?) € (HZ, H§\17T,H,\27T) is called the risky-asset strat-
egy (or the strategy). Let now (Cy)icpo,r] be a finite variational optional process
in A2 which represents the cumulative cash ‘withdrawals’ from the portfolio. The
value of the portfolio at time ¢ associated with the initial value z, trading strategy
¢ and ‘withdrawal’ process C' is denoted by Vtx’¢’0. If ¢ is the strategy in the
risky assets S°, S1, 52, then the amount invested in the risk-free bank account is:

z,9,C 2 )
Vi — im0 Pt

The self-financing condition for the wealth process V% = V leads to the

following dynamics:

N2 g 2 i gQi
v, = (Vt =0 ¢t> dB) + —d’t‘fst —dCy
B = S

= (V; — ¢ — ¢} — ¢P)redt + ¢0(udt + o¥dWy)
+ o1 (updt + o} dWy + BldMy) + ¢F(uidt + ofdWy + BEdM}) — dC,

(3.3)
= (Vire + 7 (g — re) + & (g —1e) + &7 (g — 1)) dt
+ (¢f0) + dfo} + ¢fop)dW, + ¢y BHdM] + ¢7BEd M} — dCy
= (Viry + 9,000 + 1O BN} + 6707267 02)dt — dCy + ¢odWy
+ ¢ BLAM] + 67 B7dM,
where ¢jo; = 37 ¢jo}, and
0 1 100 2 2100
0_ My — Tt 1_Mt—7"t—0t@t 2_Mt_Tt_Ut@t
O =" O=Tanr etz 9= T Loy

Assumption 3.1.1: We assume that the processes ©°, OVl and ©%V A2 are
bounded.

Let T > 0. Let n € L?(Gr) and let D be a finite variational optional process
in A%. We consider a European option with terminal time T" which generates a
terminal payoff 7 and intermediate cashflows, commonly referred to as ‘dividends’
(which need not be strictly positive, c.f., e.g., [3]). For each ¢t € [0,T], D; represents
the cumulative intermediate cashflows generated by the option between [0,¢]. As
the ‘dividends’ are not necessarily positive, the process D is not necessarily non-
decreasing.

We place ourselves from the point of view of an agent who wants to sell this
option at time ¢ = 0. With the proceeds from the sale, they wish to construct a
(self-financing) portfolio which allows them to pay the buyer of the contract the
amount 7 at time T" as well as the intermediate ‘dividends’ D.
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Setting Z; := ¢joy and K} = ¢ifi, for i € {1,2}, and using (3.3) (with C = D),
we get that the process (V, Z, K, K?) satisfies the following dynamics,

—dVy; = —(riVi + 092, + O} K} N\ + ©7K2\2)dt + dDy — ZydW; — K} dM,! — KZdM?.
(3.4)
For each (w,t,y, 2, k', k?) we define,

g(w,t,y, z, K, k:2) = —ry(w)y — @g(w)z — @%(w)kl)\% (w) — @f(w)k%\?(w). (3.5)

By our previous assumptions and Assumption we have that 7, ©° and @'V
(for i € {1,2}) are predictable and bounded. It follows that the driver g is a A(?)-
linear driver (cf. Eq. ) By Proposition there exists a unique solution
(X,Z,K',K?) € 82 x H? x Hil X Hig of the BSDE associated with terminal time
T, generalized A®)-linear driver g(t,y, z, k', k*)dt + dD; and terminal condition
n € L*(Gr).

The solution of the BSDE (X, Z, K!, K?) provides a replicating portfolio, where
the seller chooses a risky-asset strategy ¢ according to the following change of
variables:

P Hy x Hysp X Hiop = Hi X H3a o X H3o g3 (2, K1 K?) > ®(Z, K" K?) = ¢,

(3.6)
where ¢ = (¢°, ¢!, $?), and the amount ¢’ invested in the i-th asset (where i €
{0,1,2}) is,

1.1 2 2
Ko _Ktat

Zt — —4rt : K} K?
8
P = T ¢ =—1r, ¢ = 755 : (3.7)
t t t

Here, the process D corresponds to the cumulative cash ‘withdrawn’ by the
seller from their hedging (replicating) portfolio. The above portfolio is a replicating
portfolio for the seller of the European contingent claim, since the seller is able to
reinvest all proceeds from the sale into the market and pay n at the option expiration
date of T', as well as the intermediate ‘dividends’ of the option.

The amount X (the first component of the BSDE at time zero) is the hedging
price (or price by replication) of the option at time ¢ = 0 and we denote it with
Xor(n,D). For t € [0,T], the hedging price (or price by replication) X; is denoted
by Xi1(n,D).

3.1.1 The Case Where D is Predictable

Let the cumulative ‘dividend’ process D be a (predictable) process in .A}Z,. Since the

driver from (3.5) is A(P)-linear, we have, by Theorem an explicit formula for
Xir(n, D). For each t € [0,T] the adjoint process (I't s)sep,) is the unique solution
of the following SDE,

dTy s =Ty s (—reds — Q%W — OLdM} — ©2dM?), Ty, =1.
By Remark (T't.s)sefe,r 1s written,
S S 1 S
Ty, = exp <— / rudu> exp (— / eLaw, - - / GO @3A3du>
t t t
X (1 - @'1r1 ]l{t<7'1§s})(1 - 632]1{15<72§8})

S
=e ']; Tuduct,sa
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where the process ((ts)sef,7) satisfies the dynamics,
ds = Cps (—OWW, — O3dM]) — ©2dMZ), (y = 1. (3.8)
Hence, by the explicit formula (cf. Theorem where D is predictable),

T T s
Xir(n,D) =X, =E [e‘ft T BG4+ / e~ Jemudeg, D,
t

gt] . (3.9)

3.1.2 The Case Where D is Optional

Let us now consider the case where D is not necessarily predictable, but only
optional; more precisely, D € A2. By Proposition there exist a unique process
D' e AIQ, and unique processes ! € ’H?\UW € H%, such that for all ¢ € [0, 7],

t 2
D,= D+ /0 SO giANT,  as. (3.10)
=1

From a financial point of view, the random variable w% represents the cash flow
generated by the contingent claim (the option) at the i-th default time 7; (see also
[2] Part I for contingent claims where the cash flow depends on the default times).
By Theorem the hedging price at time ¢, X; 7(n, D), is equal to:

T T s
Xt,T(na D) =E e_fz 7"SdSCt,Tn +/ e_ft TUduCt,s—dD;
t

-
Ly

- sd — [ rsd
+e )i G L <ry T € e *Com3 Ligary<ry|Gt| - (3.11)

3.1.3 Change of measure

The change of measure technique is often used in linear market models in financial
mathematics. In this sub-subsection, we will make the following assumption on the
‘Sharpe ratios’ OV, ©! and ©2.

Assumption 3.1.2: We assume that [[—,(1 — Géri]l{t<7'i§s}) >0 forall0 <t <
s<T a.s.

By Remark and Assumption we have that (s > 0 for all s € [t,T].
By Assumption we have that [; ((©2)% + (©1)2Al + (©62)2)2)ds is bounded;
hence, by Proposition (Ct.s) se[t,7] 18 a square-integrable martingale. Let @) be a
new probability measure, defined by the Radon-Nikodym derivative with respect to
P on Gr:

aQ
P

=Gor=¢ ( / 0w, — / OrdM} — / @ide) . (3.12)
gr 0 0 0 T

The Case Where D is Predictable In the case where the ‘dividend’ process
D is predictable, we use Bayes formula to perform a change of measure in the
conditional expectation of (3.9) (cf., e.g., Proposition 1.7.1.5 from [16]) to get:

T T R
Xur(n, D) = Xy = E9 [e‘ft redy +/ e~ S rdugp
t

Qt] a.s. (3.13)
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The Case Where D is Optional If the ‘dividend’ process D is optional, the
price of the European option at time ¢ under the probability measure ) can be
written:

T T R
Xir(n, D) = E? {e_ft "+ /t e~ Ji rudugpr

-
Ly

_ sd - [ sd.
+e ) Ur Lpen<ry + e It U7, L tn<T)

gt} (3.14)
We note that the pricing system for this market is linear.

3.2 Pricing in a Non-linear Complete Market with p Defaultable
Assets

We now assume that there are imperfections in the market, which are incorporated
via the non-linearity of the driver in the dynamics of the wealth process. We consider
the case where there are p defaultable assets.

We introduce the following notation for the price processes of the primary assets:
B,S°% S', ..., 8P, where B and S represent the price process of a risk-free savings
account and a default-free risky asset, respectively, while for each i € {1,...,p}, S is
the price process of the i-th defaultable asset (or i-th credit risk bearing asset). The
underlying probabilistic framework is the same as that introduced at the beginning
of Section [2| and we continue to work under the same assumptions. The price
processes of B and S° remain unchanged from (3.1]). For each i € {1,...,p}, the
price process of the i-th defaultable asset is given by

dS; = Si_ [uidt + ol dW, + g dM]|, S} > 0. (3.15)

For each i € {1,...,p}, the processes u‘ and o* are assumed to be predictable, with
o' > 0, and such that u¢, o¢, and (0?)~! are bounded. The interest rate process 7 is
assumed to be predictable and bounded. We assume that, for each i € {1,...,p},
B¢ # 0. We recall that, for each i € {1,...,p}, the process M’ = N* — Jo Mo ds is
the G-compensated default martingale.

We again consider an investor who, at time 0, invests an initial amount x € R in
this market. For i € {1,...,p}, we let ¢! denote the amount of money invested in
Si at time t € [0,T]. If, for a given i € {1,...,p}, we have Bii = —1 a.s., then on
the set {t > 7;}, the price of the i-th asset becomes 0, and hence the investor will
no longer invest in this asset. If 3, = —1, we set ¢! = 0 on {t > 7;}.

Similarly to the linear framework, for a given risky-asset strategy denoted
&= (% @, ...,¢P) € H2x Hil X -+ x H3,, a given cash withdrawal finite variation
optional process C' € A2, and a given initial wealth (capital) z € R, the wealth

V:E7¢7C

process at time ¢ € [0, 7], denoted by V; (or simply V4 if there is no ambiguity),

satisfies the self-financing condition:

p

—dV; = g(t, Vi, 100, &1 B - - . SYBY)dE — Loy AWy — > @B dM] + dCy; Vo =,
=1

(3.16)
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where ¢ is a possibly non-linear A(P)-admissible driver. Equivalently, setting Z; = Lot
and, for each i € {1,...,p}, K} = ¢}, we have

p
~dVy = g(t,Vy, Zy, K}, .. KP)dt — ZydW, = > KjdM] +dCy; Vo= (3.17)
=1

We consider a European contingent claim with maturity 7', terminal payoff
n € L*(Gr), and optional 'dividend’ process D € A2
Let (X7r(n, D), Z7(n, D), K_gﬁ}(n, D),... ,K%’(n, D)), orsimply (X, Z, K, ..., KP),
denote the solution of the BSDE with terminal time 7', terminal condition 7, and
generalized driver g(t,y,z,k',...,kP)dt + dD;, that is, the BSDE satisfying the
following dynamics:

p
—dX; = g(t, Xe, Ze, K, ..., K})dt + dDy — Zy dW, = Y KjdM{, Xr=n. (3.18)
=1

Hence, the process X = X7,.(n, D) coincides with the wealth process correspond-
ing to initial wealth z = X, cumulative cash withdrawal process D, and risky-asset
strategy ¢ = ®(Z, K!,... KP), where ® is the following generalization of (3.6

D HE X HI X X Hip = HE X HEL X o x Hs,
(Z,K',...,KP)— ®(Z,K",...,KP) = ¢,

where ¢ == (¢°, ¢',...,¢P) and the amount ¢’ invested in the i-th asset (where
i€{0,1,...,p}) is:

Klol K202
7, — —tt Tttt

o_ Tt 4 bz i K
¢t - ) qbt -

%
-t
)
oy B

fori e {1,...,p}. (3.19)

Thus, X = VX040,

Starting from the initial wealth Xy = Xg’T(n, D), the seller can construct a
risky-asset strategy ¢ that allows them to pay the intermediate ’dividends’ D and
the final payoff 7. We therefore call the initial wealth X the hedging price (or
replicating price) at time ¢ = 0 of the option, and the process ¢ the hedging strategy
(or replicating strategy).

More generally, let us consider a maturity time S € [0,T]. For each S € [0,T]
and for each payoff-dividend pair (, D) € L*(Gs) x A%, the process st(n, D) is
called the hedging price of the option with maturity S and payoff-dividend pair
(n, D). This yields the following pricing system for the p-defaultable non-linear
market model:

X9:(S,n,D) st(n, D), (3.20)

which is generally non-linear with respect to the pair (n, D) (as the driver g is in
general non-linear).

We now state some properties of this pricing system (cf. [7] for the case of single
default, and [I0] for the case without jumps).
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3.2.1 Properties of the Non-linear Pricing System X9 in the Case of p
Defaultable Assets

e Consistency: By the flow property of the BSDEs with default jumps, the
pricing system X9 is consistent. More precisely, let S’ € [0,7T], n € L*(Gs),
D € A%, and S € [0,5']. Then the hedging price of the European contingent
claim associated with terminal payoff n, cumulative dividend process D and
maturity S’ coincides with the hedging price of the European option with
terminal time S, payoff X g o(n, D) and dividend process (D;)i<g, that is,

X9, (n, D) = XY (X4 5(n, D), D).

Remark 3.2: Note that when ¢(¢,0,0,...,0) = 0, we get that the price of a
European option with null payoff and no dividends is equal to 0 for all maturity
times S € [0, 77, hence X74(0,0) = 0.

Due to the (possible) presence of default jumps the non-linear pricing system
is not necessarily monotone with respect to the payoff and dividend process. We
introduce the following assumption (cf. the comparison Theorem [2.17]).

Assumption 3.2.1: We assume that for each i € {1,...,p} there exists a map,
7 x [0,T] x RT - R; (w,t,y,z,k:i?l;:i) > 'yf’z’ki’ki(w)
which is P @ B(R*)-measurable, satisfying dP @ dt-a.e. for each (y,z, k', 12:’) € RY,

y)z7ki’i%i 7/
Vi Ab

<C and PPN > 1, (3.21)

and such that

p i 1. . A .
g(t’ y? Z? k17 AR 7kp) - g(t7 y? Z7 k17 AR 7kp) Z Z r)/ty,ZJCZ’k (kz - kl)Ai' (3'22)
i=1

We now introduce the following partial order relation (cf. also [7]). Let S € [0, T

A

be given. For (n, D), (#, D) € L*(Gs) x A%, we say that (, D) dominates (1), D) and
we write the following relation,

(n,D) = (7, D) if n>7as. and D — D is non-decreasing.

Proposition 3.3: Under Assumption the non-linear pricing system X9 has
the following properties:

(a) Monotonicity: The non-linear pricing system X9 is non-decreasing with
respect to the payoff-dividend pair. More precisely, for all maturity times
S € 10,T), for all payoffs n,7 € L*(Gs) and all cumulative dividend processes
D, De A%, the following implication holds:

If (n,D) = (1, D), then we have X{5(n, D) > X751, D), tel0,8)] as.
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(b) Convexity: If g is convex with respect to the vector (y,z, k', ..., kP), then the
non-linear pricing system X9 is convex with respect to the payoff-dividend pair
(n, D), that is, for any o € [0,1], S € [0,T], 0,7 € L*(Gs) and D,D e A%, we
have: for all t € [0, 5],

X{g(on+ (1 —a)i,aD+ (1 - a)D) < aX/4(n, D) + (1 — a)X{4(7,D) a.s.

(¢) Non-Negativity: When ¢(t,0,0,0,...,0) = 0, the non-linear pricing system
X9 is non-negative, that is, for all S € [0,T], for all non-negative terminal
payoffs n € L*(Gs) and for all non-decreasing optional dividend processes
D € A%, we have that X{g(n, D) >0 for all t € [0,5] a.s.

(d) No Arbitrage: We assume the additional condition that, for each i €
{1,...,p}, 'yf’z’kl’kl > —1, dP ® dt-a.e. Then, the non-linear pricing system
XY satisfies the no arbitrage property. That is, for all maturities S € [0,T],
for all terminal payoffs n,n € L*(Gs) and for all optional cumulative divi-
dend processes D, D € A%, the following holds: If (n,D) = (7, D) and if at
time ty € [0, S] we have thms(n,D) = Xfms(ﬁ,ﬁ) a.s., then n =1 a.s. and

(D — f)t)togtgs s constant.

Proof. For the monotonicity of the non-linear pricing system X9 we use the
comparison result from Theorem (which is applicable under Assumption
and set g = ¢ in this theorem.

For the convexity of the non-linear pricing system X9, we use again the comparison
result from Theorem [2.17] The proof follows standard arguments.

The non-negativity is a direct consequence of the monotonicity property. If 7} = 0,
D= 0, 7 > 0 a.s., and D non-decreasing, then by the definition of the partial order
relation > we have, (1, D) > (4, D). By the comparison result from Theorem
and Remark we have that X/ ¢(n, D) > ths(ﬁ,f)) = X/4(0,0) = 0.

The proof of the no arbitrage7 property is a direct Coflsequence of the strict
comparison result from Theorem [2.17 where we set § = g. [ |

3.2.2 The (g, D)-Conditional Evaluation &9" for a A\(?)- Admissible Driver

Let ¢ be a A -admissible driver and let D be a given optional dividend process
belonging to A2. For each S € [0,7] and each n € L?(Gs), we define the (g, D)-
conditional evaluation of ) by,

&7 () = X{g(n,D), 0<t<S.

The (g, D)-conditional evaluation & %D (n) is the first component of the solution of the

BSDE associated with terminal time S, generalized driver g(t,y, z, k', ..., kP)dt+dD;
and terminal condition 77, where we have fixed D in the space .A%.

Remark 3.4: In the case where D = 0, our (g, D)-conditional evaluation reduces to
the g-conditional evaluation for the case of p default times (which we denote by
&9). If, furthermore, g = 0, then the (g, D)-conditional evaluation reduces to the
standard conditional expectation under P, that is cg"t?é) =EP |G, for t € [0, S].
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Remark 3.5: Note that we can in fact define the (g, D)-conditional evaluation & gng(n)
on the entire interval [0, 7] by setting,

& () = &7 () for 1> 8,
where we have set g°(t,-) = g(t,-)1;<s and Dy := Djss.

Let now 7y be the set of all stopping times. We extend the definition of the (g, D)-
conditional evaluation for each terminal stopping time 7 € 7o and each € L?(G,)
as the first component of the solution of the BSDE associated with terminal time T,
AP)_admissible driver g7 (t,-) = g(t, -)1¢<, and optional process D] := Dip;.

Some properties of the non-linear (g, D)-evaluations are as follows (cf. [7] for
the single default jump case):

« Consistency: Let 7,7 € To be such that 7 < 7/ a.s. and let n € L*(G/).
Then, £22(7) = 625 (892 (n)) as.

7,7

« Generalized Zero-One Law: Let 7 € Ty, let n € L(G,). For t € [0,T] and
for A € F;, we have,

A A
ELP" (Lan) = 14657 (n) aus.,

where g4(s,-) == g(s, )1alr(s) and D2 = (Ds — Dy)1 41> In the case
where D = 0, this property has been established in [I3] (in the case of a
Brownian-Poisson filtration).

o Monotonicity: Using the comparison theorem (Theorem [2.17]), under As-
sumption the (g, D)-conditional evaluation &9”(-) is monotone with
respect to the terminal payoff.

e Convexity: Under Assumption [3.2.1] if we further assume that g is convex
with respect to the vector (y, z, k!, ..., kP), then &9 (-) is convex with respect
to the terminal payoff.

« No Arbitrage Property: Under Assumption if we further assume

that for each ¢ € {1,...,p}, ¥ UL > —1, dP ® dt-a.e., then by the strict
comparison Theorem (Theorem (ii)), £9°P has the no arbitrage property.

We now present two examples.

3.3 Example: Large Seller who Affects the i-th Default Probability

We place ourselves in the same probabilistic framework as in Subsection [3.2] We
consider a European option with maturity 7" > 0, terminal payoff n € L?(Gr) and
an optional dividend process D € AQT. We consider the situation where the seller
of this European option is a large trader. The hedging strategy of the trader (and
its associated wealth process) may affect the default probabilities of the assets. For
this example we assume that the large seller only affects the i-th default probability
(where 7 is a fixed index). We also assume that the i-th default intensity is bounded.
The large seller takes this feedback effect into consideration for their market model.
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Let ¢ be a fixed index in {1,...,p} (in the whole sub-section). We are given a
family of probability measures parametrized by the risky-asset strategy ¢ and the
(self-financing) wealth process V. More precisely, let ¢ € H? x Hil x - x H3, and
let V € 82, Let QY% be the probability measure defined by the Radon-Nikodym
density process (with respect to P):

dQV¢: .
@ = L) (3.23)
dP
Gt
where LY:#* is the solution of the SDE,
ALy = L' (t, Vie, ¢ )dMy; Ly = 1. (3.24)

We introduce the following assumption on the function ~*.

Assumption 3.5.1: The function ' : (w,t,y,¢°, ', ..., ¢P) = v (w,t,y, ¢, o', ..., ¢P)
is a P @ B(RPT2)-measurable function defined on Qx [0, T] x RP*2 bounded, and such
that the map y — v (w, t,y,¢°, ¢, ..., ¢P)/¢" is uniformly Lipschitz. In addition we
assume that v'(t,-) > —1, dt ® dP-a.e.

In the financial context, we use the function 4* to represent the influence of the
seller’s strategy on the default intensity of the i-th asset, where ¢ is the seller’s
risky-asset strategy and V is the value of their portfolio.

By Assumption Remark and Proposition the process LY is
positive and belongs to S2.

Using Girsanov’s theorem (and our assumptions on \; and ~) the process
(W) hereafter is a QV**-Brownian motion and the process (M, *") is a QV:%i-
martingale, where

: L d(W, LV
WYeh — W, _/0 <Lv¢z>s = Wi (3.25)
o
. , td(M?, LYo . t .
MtV#?,Z = M} _/0 <LV,¢J>S = M, —/0 v (s, Vs, ds)Asds (3.26)
o

Hence under Q"% the i-th G-default intensity process is equal to Ai(1 4+
~¥'(t, Vi—, ¢¢)) since we can rewrite (3.26) as,

; ) t . . t o )
My = M — / 7' (s, Vo, ) Nids = Nj — / (L +77(s, Ve 65))ds.
0 0

Remark 3.6: For the case j # i (where j € {1,...,p}), we have M%7 := M is
a QV'»"-martingale, by Girsanov’s theorem. This is true as P(rj =1;) =0 for all
j€{1,...,p} such that j # i (hence, (M7, M%) = 0 for j # i).

The large seller then considers the following pricing model, which takes into
account their impact on the market. For a fixed pair (V, ¢) € S2xH2xH31 X+ - - xH3p,
which we call the wealth/risky-asset strategy pair, we have the following dynamics
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of the p + 1 risky assets under the probability Q-#?,

dsp = SP[uddt + odWy),
ds] = S]_[pgdt + oldWi+ 5laM]). j#i, j€{L,....p}
dS; = Si_[pydt + ojdW + BdM ).
The value process (V;);e(o,7) of the seller’s portfolio associated with an initial
wealth = € R, a risky-asset strategy ¢, and an optional cumulative withdrawal

process (which the seller will choose to be equal to the optional dividend process D
of the option), satisfies the following dynamics,

—dV, = — (m@ + @0 0) + zp: ¢! g‘@gxg) dt + dDy — $odW;
j=1 .
=Y ¢lpldM] — ¢iBidM Y, Vo =, (3.27)
=
where ¢,y = Z?:o qb{ af and,

0 J J 0
@o_ﬂt—Tt (_)j_,ut_rt_at@t
t — t —

0 7 J\J
Ot Bi Ay

ﬂ{ﬁfA#O}’ for j € {1,...,p}.

Using the expression for Mtv’d)’i from (|3.26f), we obtain,

v, = - (v + 000 + " GBIOIN + A (t Vi, @)sz) dt + dD;
j=1

— Qo dWy — > lBldM], Vo =z, (3.28)
Jj=1

By Assumption on 7', for a given risky-asset strategy ¢, there exists a
unique process V%9 satisfying the forward SDE with initial condition Voz’d’ =,
where x is the initial wealth of the investor. ‘ o

We set Z; .= ¢,oy and, for each j € {1,...,p}, K} = /¢]. The dynamics of

(3.28) can be rewritten as,

p . .
—dV; = g(t, Ve, Zt, K}, .. KP)dt + dDy — Z,dW, — Y KjdM], Vo=, (3.29)
j=1
where the function g is defined by,
g(tv Y, %, kl? R kp) =Ty = @?Z - Z Gg)\gk]
j=1
p ko
z — . - 1
, =175 k kPN ..
_71 tayv—tviv"'vi ALK
S B
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If we assume that that there exists C' > 0 such that g satisfies , then g is a
AP)_admissible driver (Definition .

Hence, for an option with pay-off n at time T and intermediate optional process
D, we have a particular case of the pricing system X9(n, D) from Subsection
where ¢ is the above non-linear driver. From Subsection [3.2] the seller’s price process
is equal to X, where X is the first component of the solution (X, Z, K',..., KP) to
the BSDE,

p . .
—dXy = g(t, X¢, Ze, K}, ..., KP)dt + dDy — ZdWy — > K{dM], Xr=n. (3.30)
j=1

Furthermore the seller’s hedging strategy ¢ is obtained by the change of variables
formula,

‘I’ifH%XH?\l,TX“'XH?\I),T%H%XH?\I,TX"'XH%,%

Z,K', . KP) o ®(Z, K. KP) = ¢ = (¢°, ¢ (3:31)
(7 )ty )'_> (7 PR )_¢_(¢’¢’7¢p)’
where y
0_spr Ko ;
¢g:Zt JO:l ﬁf; qﬁz:ﬁforallje{l,...,p}.
P fer

3.4 Example: Large Seller who Affects all p Default Probabilities

In this example, we assume that the large seller affects all p default probabilities.
We also assume in this example that, for each i € {1, ..., p}, the i-th default intensity
is bounded.

Let QY% be the probability measure, defined by the Radon-Nikodym density
process (with respect to P):

dQV-¢
S0 g, (3.32)
dP
Gt
where V% is the solution to the SDE:
P
AR A (Z it Vi, @)dM;) D=1 (3.33)
i=1

Assumption 3.6.1: For eachi € {1,...,p}, the function v' satisfies Assumption
[F51

By Assumption Remark and Proposition the process £V is
positive and belongs to the space S2.

By Girsanov’s theorem (and our assumptions), the process (%V@) hereafter is a
QV*¢-Brownian motion and, for each i € {1,...,p}, the process (//ltv’d)”) is a QV:¢-
martingale, where

LW, 2V
Vig . W ) S W
Wt U /0 ogs‘f(z) B v and’ (334)
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. . t P . . . . t .
M= M~ /0 STV (8, Ve, ) d(MI, M) = M — /0 Vi (5, Vi, ds) Nids.

7=1
(3.35)

For the final equality in , we have used that P(r; = 7;) = 0 for all 4,5 €
{1,...,p}, such that i # j.

Hence, under the measure QV:?, for each i € {1,...,p}; the i-th G-default
intensity process is equal to Ai(1 +~%(¢, Vi—, ¢¢)) since we can rewrite as,

. . t . . . t .
MYV = Mg_/o yz(s,%,,qﬁs)kgds:NZ—/o N (147 (s, Va_, 65))ds.

For a given wealth/risky-asset strategy pair (V, @) € 8% x H? x H3, x -+ x H3,,
the p 4 1 risky assets have the following dynamics under Q"+¢:

dsp = SP[uddt + o dWy],
dSt = S [pidt 4+ oldWy + Bid.aY ", ie{l,...,p}.
The value process (Vt)te[QT] of the seller’s portfolio associated with an initial
wealth x € R, a risky-asset strategy ¢, and a cumulative withdrawal optional process

(which the seller chooses in such a way as to be equal to the optional dividend
process D of the option,) satisfies the following,

p
—dVy = — (rtvt + ¢ 0] + > ¢gﬂ;egxg) dt + dDy
=1

p .
— GrodWy — > GiidA", Vo=, (3.36)
i=1

where we have @0 .= >0 ¢io} and,

9 i i©0
0_He—Tt  gi_ M= 0O, .
0= OiT T My foriedlopk

We use the expression for ///tV"z”i from (3.35)) to obtain,
p . . . . p . . . .
—dV; = — (rtvt +¢,0OF + Y GO + DA (Vi dn)Aicbéﬂz) dt + dD;
i=1 i=1
— Qo dWy — > GiBidM], Vo =wx. (3.37)
i=1
By Assumption for a given strategy ¢, there exists a unique process V%%
satisfying (3.37)) with initial condition VOMs = z, where zx is the initial wealth of the

trader. Using (3.37) and setting Z; :== ¢,0; and K} := Bi¢i, for each i € {1,...,p},
we get,

p
—dVs = g(t, Vi, Z4, K}, ... KD)dt + dDy — ZydWy — > KidM{, Vy=w=z, (3.38)

i=1
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where the function g is defined by,

p
g(taya Z, kl) ey k;p) = =Ty — @gz - Z@i)\ikl

i=1
kiol
L Z—Zﬁ?:l# A kPN ..
_Z’Yz(tayv—oﬁtvilv'--aip>)\;kz-
i—1 O i By

If there exists C' > 0 such that the function g satisfies condition (2.3]), then we
have another example of the pricing system X9 from Subsection [3.2.1] where the
non-linear driver g is the one from above.
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Appendix A Some Technical Lemmas

Lemma A.1: Let h be a non-decreasing optional rcll process, with hg = 0 and
E[hQT] < 00, that is, h is a non-decreasing process in AQT. Then h has at most p inac-
cessible jumps and these jumps occur at 11, ..., 7,. Moreover h can be uniquely decom-
posed as follows hy = By + Ahy 1<y + -+ Ahp 1 oy = B+ P fg YidN},
where (Bt)ejo,r) s a (predictable) process in .A;T and for each i € {1,...,p},
W' € Hii g

Proof. Since h is a square-integrable non-decreasing optional rcll process, h is a
square-integrable (rcll) submartingale. Thus, by the Doob-Meyer decomposition
applied to h, there exists a unique predictable process a € A;T and a unique
square-integrable martingale m with mg = 0 such that h; = a; + m;. Using the
martingale representation property from Theorem Eq. , the G-martingale
(mt)sc(o,r) can be uniquely represented as m; = fg zsdWs + >0, fg Pid M, where
z € H% and P! € ’H%’T, L YP e Hip’T. Using dM! = dN} — Xids (from (2.1))), we
getv

t Pt P ot A
mt:/ zdeS—Z/ ¢;A;ds+z/ VAN,
0 i=170 i=170

Thus the process h is uniquely written by = a; + [3 2sdWs — Sb_, [T piNids +
P JypidNE. Setting By i= ay + [3 2sdWs — S8, [3iNids, we get,

Pt L
hi = By + Z/O WidNg = B+ Y 0r Liisry.
=1 =1

The process B is predictable since it is the sum of predictable terms. Moreover, B
is square-integrable.
The equality hy = By + >0, Vil {y>r,, together with the predictability of (B;),

the non-decreasingness of h and the assumption that 0 <7 <7 < --- < 7, a.s.
implies that Ah,, =L >0as. on {r < T}, Ahy, =92 >0as. on {rn < T}
and Ah, =¢2 >0 a.s. on {7, < T}, hence (B) is non-decreasing. [ |

Lemma A.2: Let D and D be optional processes in A% Let D', D in .AZ’T and
6t 0t € Hiz o fori € {1,...,p}, be the unique processes such that,

t P ) P
D, :Dg+/ S 0N = D+ 0 1y, as.
0 i1 i=1 B
A A t p A . A p A (A'l)
) :D;+/ > 6LdNL=D;+Y 0L 1<y, as.
0 =1 i=1 B

IfD:=D—-Dis non-decreasing, then D' := D' — D' is non-decreasing and for each
ie{l,...,p}, ‘9% > 031, a.s. on {1; <T}.
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Proof. We note that (A.1) holds by Proposition Using (A.1)) we have,

Dt = Dllf + (i (9% - éj—l) ﬂ{TiSﬂ’)

=1

— (D} D) + (Z (65, - 4t,) ﬂ{m}) -
=1

1=

(A.2)

As an rcll predictable process does not jump at totally inaccessible stopping times
(cf. [I7], Proposition 2.24), we have AD’ =0 for all i € {1 ..,p} a.s. Since, D is
non-decreasing, we have, for i € {1,. ..,p} AD,, = 6. — 92 > 0 a.s.

Let us consider each of the sets Ay, from the partition from .On Ay ={n > T},
we have Dy(w) = D}(w) — D}(w) = D}(w); hence, t — Dt( ) is non-decreasing on
Ap (as t — Dy(w) is non-decreasing). Let k € {1,...,p —1}. On Ay, by reasoning
successively for t€[0,m(w)) , ..., for t € [1p—1,7(w)), and for t € [rx(w),T], by
using Eq. and the assumptlon that D is non-decreasing, and by the fact
that D’ is predlctable (and hence, does not jump at any of the 7;’s), we get that
t + D}(w) is non-decreasing on Ay. Since, Ay form a partition, we conclude. W

Lemma A.3: The solution of the following forward SDE,
p . .
A = G- (BedWy + Y _yidM{); o =0, (A.3)
i=1

where the processes M are given by (2.2), is: for t € [0,T),

p
(= exp </ BsdWy — / Bst) exp ( / ZA’ds) (1+ 'Y%-Il{ngt})a a.s
=1

(A.4)

Proof. The SDE from (|A.3)) can be solved by applying the Doléans-Dade formula
(cf., for instance, [I7]) to the semimartingale (X;);c(o,7, where X; = 5 BsdWs +
Jo 3P AldME, (with Xo = 0). We have

G =E&(X); =exp (Xt - X — ;[Xc]t> [T @ +AXx)e =%, (A.5)
0<s<t
where .
X, = /0 B2ds. (A.6)

Since P(r; = 7;) = 0 for i,j € {1,...,p} such that i # j, we get,

t P . p .
[ (1+AX)e 2% =exp (-/0 > vedM; — / Z’YZA%) IT(1+72pmen)-
=1 =1

0<s<t
(A7)

Substituting (A.6]) and ( into -, we get the desired result - ]
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