arXiv:2308.09856v1 [math.OA] 18 Aug 2023

A Martingale Approach to Noncommutative Stochastic Calculus

David A. Jekel^{∗1}, Todd A. Kemp^{†2}, and Evangelos A. Nikitopoulos^{‡2}

1The Fields Institute for Research in Mathematical Sciences

222 College Street, Toronto, Ontario M5T 3J1 (Canada)

djekel@fields.utoronto.ca

2Department of Mathematics, University of California San Diego 9500 Gilman Drive, La Jolla, CA 92093-0112 (USA) {tkemp, enikitop}@ucsd.edu

August 18, 2023

Abstract

We present a new approach to noncommutative stochastic calculus that is, like the classical theory, based primarily on the martingale property. Using this approach, we introduce a general theory of stochastic integration and quadratic (co)variation for a certain class of noncommutative processes – analogous to semimartingales – that includes both the q-Brownian motions and classical n × n matrixvalued Brownian motions. As applications, we obtain Burkholder–Davis–Gundy inequalities (with p ≥ 2) for continuous-time noncommutative martingales and a noncommutative Itô formula for “adapted C^2 maps,” including trace ∗-polynomial maps and operator functions associated to the noncommutative C^2 scalar functions R → C introduced by Nikitopoulos, as well as the more general multivariate tracial noncommutative C^2 functions introduced by Jekel–Li–Shlyakhtenko.

Keyphrases: free probability, noncommutative stochastic analysis, stochastic integral, quadratic covariation, Itô’s formula, noncommutative smooth functions

MSC (2020): 46L54, 60H05

∗Supported by NSF Grant DMS-2002826 †Supported by NSF Grants DMS-2055340 and DMS-1800733 ‡Supported by NSF Grant DGE-2038238 and partially supported by NSF Grant DMS-2055340

Contents

Notation Lists 3 1 Introduction 5 1.1 Philosophy of the Approach . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 7 1.2 Summary of Main Results . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 9 2 Preliminaries 13 2.1 Noncommutative Probability . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 13 2.2 Multilinear Maps . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 15 2.3 Trace ∗-polynomials . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 16 3 Noncommutative Processes 18 3.1 Filtrations and Adaptedness . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 18 3.2 Decomposable Processes . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 20 4 Stochastic Integrals 24 4.1 Lebesgue–Stieltjes Integrals . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 24 4.2 Integration against L^2-decomposable Processes . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 27 4.3 Tools to Calculate Stochastic Integrals . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 31 5 Quadratic Covariation 34 5.1 Itô Product Rule and Reduction to Martingales . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 34 5.2 Construction of Quadratic Covariation . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 36 5.3 Tools to Calculate Quadratic Covariations . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 40 5.4 Application: Burkholder–Davis–Gundy Inequalities . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 45 5.5 Examples . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 49 6 Itô’s Formula 55 6.1 Adapted C^k Maps . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 55 6.2 The Formula . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 56 6.3 Examples: Trace Smooth Maps . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 60 6.4 Examples: Scalar Functions . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 64 A L^p-spaces of C^∗-probability Spaces 69 Acknowledgements 70 References 70

Notation Lists

Immediately below is a list of important notation defined later in the paper for readers to reference as they read (Notation 1). After providing this list, we set some notation for basic objects that we use freely throughout the paper (Notation 2); for the introduction, only items (a) and (d) are necessary.

Notation 1. The following notation is defined elsewhere in the paper.

(A, (A_t)_{t≥0}, E = E_A ) filtered C^∗- or W^∗-probability space; Sec. 2.1, p. 13 tr_n normalized trace on n × n matrices; Ex. 2.1, p. 13 L^p(A, E) = L^p(E), noncommutative L^p-space; Nota. 2.2, p. 14 ‖·‖_p = ‖·‖_Lp_{(E)} noncommutative L^p-norm; Nota. 2.2, p. 14 E[ · | B] conditional expectation onto C^∗- or W^∗-subalgebra B; Prop. 2.4, p. 14 B^{p1 ,...,pk ;p} k bounded real k-linear maps L^{p1} (E_1 ) × · · · × L^{pk} (E_k ) → L^p(E); Nota. 2.7, p. 15 ‖ · ‖_{p1 ,...,pk ;p} operator norm on B^{p1,...,pk ;p}_k ; Nota. 2.7, p. 15 B_k , B_k (A^d; A^m), B_k (A) multilinear maps that are bounded uniformly on tuples of L^p-spaces with exponents satisfying a Hölder conjugate relation; Notas. 2.7, 2.9, & 3.6(a), pp. 15, 16, & 19 |||·|||_k norm on B_k ; Nota. 2.7, p. 15 C ⟨x⟩, C^∗ ⟨x⟩ noncommutative (∗-)polynomials in x = (x_1, . . . , x_n); Nota. 2.10, p. 16 TrP(x), TrP^∗(x), TrP^∗_n trace (∗-)polynomials in x = (x_1, . . . , x_n); Nota. 2.10, p. 16 TrP^∗_{n,k,d}, TrP^{∗,C}_{n,k,d} trace ∗-polynomials in (x, y_1, . . . , y_k) that are (C -)k-linear in (y_1, . . . , y_k), where x = (x_1, . . . , x_n), y_j = (y_{j,1}, . . . , y_{j,dj} ), d = (d_1, . . . , d_k); Nota. 2.12, p. 17 ev^n_{(A,E)}, ev^{n,m,k,d} (A,E) , P(A,E) evaluation maps for spaces of trace ∗-polynomials; Nota. 2.15, p. 17

[1, ∞⟩ either [1, ∞] or [1, ∞); Conv. 3.2, p. 18 F^{p1 ,...,pk ;p} k,t , F_{k,t}, F_t induced filtrations on spaces of multilinear maps; Def. 3.3(a)-(b), p. 18 C_a(R_+ ; L^p(E)) L^p-continuous adapted processes; Def. 3.3(c), p. 18 T_t, T_{k,t}, T_{m,k,d,t}, etc. closure of evaluations of trace polynomials at arguments from the filtration at time t; Nota. 3.6(b), p. 19 #_k, #^E_k alternating (expectation) multiplication maps on k-fold tensor products; Nota. 3.6(c)-(d), p. 19 FV^p = FV^p_A L^p-continuous L^p-finite variation processes; Def. 3.11, p. 20 M^p = M^p_A , ~M^p = ~M^p_A L^p-continuous martingales, closure of M^∞ in M^p ; Def. 3.14, p. 21 X^t process X stopped at time t; Nota. 3.19, p. 22 ν_F (dt) = ‖dF (t)‖_V variation measure of F : I → V; Thm. 4.5 & Def. 4.6, p. 26 EP^{p;q} , EP elementary predictable processes; Def. 4.8, p. 27 κ_X measure associated to L^2-decomposable process X; Nota. 4.15, p. 30 I(X), Ĩ(X) stochastically X-integrable processes; Def. 4.17, p. 30 ‖·‖_{X,t} seminorm on I(X); Def. 4.17, p. 30 ∫_· 0 H[dX] = I_X (H) (stochastic) integral of H against X; Nota. 4.10 & Thm. 4.18, pp. 27 & 30 L^p - lim locally uniform L^p-limit; Nota. 4.24, p. 32 LLLB, LCLB left-limited and locally bounded, left-continuous and locally bounded; Ex. 4.23, p. 32 RS^{X,Y}_Π (Λ) quadratic Riemann–Stieltjes sum; Nota. 5.1, p. 34 Q_0 adapted bilinear processes Λ: R_+ → B_2 that are left-continuous with locally bounded variation w.r.t. |||·|||_2; Nota. 5.2, p. 34 Q closure of Q_0 in ℓ^∞_{loc}(R_+ ; B^{2,2;1}_2 ); Thm. 5.7, p. 36 �X, Y �^Λ = ∫_· 0 Λ[dX, dY ] Λ-quadratic covariation of X and Y ; Defs. 5.8 & 5.13, pp. 37 & 40 κ_{M,N} the measure^1_2 (κ_M + κ_N ); Lem. 5.10, p. 38 Q, Q(X, Y ) equivalence classes in L^1_{loc}(R_+ , κ_{M,N} ; B^{2,2;1}_2 ) of elements of Q, closure of Q in L^1_{loc}(R_+ , κ_{M,N} ; B^{2,2;1}_2 ), where M is the martingale part of X and N is the martingale part of Y ; Nota. 5.11, p. 39

A_β , B_γ fixed element of {A, A_{sa}}, fixed element of {B, B_{sa}}; Sec. 6, p. 55 D^kF k^{th} Fréchet derivative of F ; Sec. 6, p. 55 C^{k,ℓ}_a (U; C), C^k_a (U; C) adapted C^{k,ℓ} maps, adapted C^k maps; Def. 6.2, p. 55 ∂^k_⊗p tensor noncommutative derivative of polynomial p ∈ C [λ]; Nota. 6.4, p. 56 W_k(R) k^{th} Wiener space: Fourier transforms of complex measures with finite k^{th} moment; Ex. 6.6, p. 56 f_A : A_{sa} → A operator function induced by the scalar function f; Ex. 6.7, p. 56 ∂_{xi} P algebraic derivative of the trace ∗-polynomial P in the indetereminate x_i; Lem. 6.15, p. 60 ∂^kP algebraic k^{th} derivative of the trace ∗-polynomial P ; Nota. 6.17, p. 61 C_E (U; B_k (A^d_γ ; A^m)) trace continuous maps U → B_k (A^d_γ ; A^m), where U ⊆ A^n_β ∈ {A^n, A^n_{sa}} is open, A^d_γ ∈ {A^d, A^d_{sa}}, d = (d_1, . . . , d_k); Def. 6.20(a), p. 62 C^k_E (U; A^m) trace C^k maps U → A^m, where U ⊆ A^n_β ∈ {A^n, A^n_{sa}} is open; Def. 6.20(b), p. 62 I^{a1,...,ak+1} φ multiple operator integral (MOI); Thm. 6.28, p. 64 f^{[k]} k^{th} divided difference of the scalar function f; Def. 6.30, p. 65 NC^k(R) noncommutative C^k functions R → C ; Def. 6.36, p. 66

Notation 2. Suppose −∞ < a < b ≤ ∞, and write I := [a, b] ∩ R. Also, let V be a vector space over F ∈ {R, C } and F : I → V be a function. When V is assumed to be normed, ‖·‖_V is its norm.

(a) If b < ∞, then a partition of I is a finite subset Π = {a = t_0 < · · · < t_n = b} ⊆ I. A partition of [a, ∞) is a collection Π = {t_n : n ∈ N_0 } such that t_0 = a, t_n < t_{n+1} whenever n ∈ N_0 , and t_n → ∞ as n → ∞. In general, P_I is the set of partitions of I. Now, fix Π ∈ P_I . If t ∈ Π, then t_− ∈ Π is the member of Π to the left of t; precisely, a_− := a and t_− := max{s ∈ Π : s < t} for t ∈ Π \ {a}. Also, Δt := t − t_−, Δ_tF := F (t) − F (t_−), and |Π| := sup_{s∈Π} Δs is the mesh of Π. We shall often consider limits as |Π| → 0 (Lemma 4.1).

(b) P^∗_I := {(Π, ξ) : Π ∈ P_I and ξ : Π → I is such that t_∗ := ξ(t) ∈ [t_−, t] whenever t ∈ Π} is the set of augmented partitions of I. If (Π, ξ) ∈ P^∗_I , then F^{(Π,ξ)} := 1_{{a}}F (a) + ∑ s∈Π 1_{(s−,s]}F (s_∗): I → V. If t_∗ = ξ(t) is always the left endpoint t_− of [t_−, t], then F^Π := F^{(Π,ξ)}.

(c) Suppose V is normed. Then V (F : [s, t]) := sup_{Π∈P[s,t]} ∑ r∈Π‖Δ_rF ‖_V ∈ [0, ∞] is the variation of F on [s, t] ⊆ I. Also, V (F : [a, ∞)) = V (F : [a, ∞]) := sup_{c∈I} V (F : [a, c]) ∈ [0, ∞] when b = ∞. When we want to emphasize the space V, we shall write V = V_V . Recall that F has bounded variation if V (F : I) < ∞ and locally bounded variation if V (F : [a, c]) < ∞ whenever c ∈ I.

(d) Suppose V_1, . . . , V_k, V are normed F-vector spaces. If Λ: V_1 × · · · × V_k → V is a real k-linear map, then ‖Λ‖_{Bk(V1×···×Vk ;V)} := sup{‖Λ[v_1, . . . , v_k]‖_V : ‖v_1‖_{V1} ≤ 1, . . . , ‖v_k‖_{Vk} ≤ 1} ∈ [0, ∞] is the operator norm of Λ and B_k(V_1 × · · · × V_k; V) is the normed F-vector space of real k-linear maps Λ with finite operator norm. Also, B(V_1; V) := B_1(V_1; V), B(V) := B(V; V), and ‖·‖_{V1→V} := ‖·‖_{B(V1;V)}.

(e) Suppose V has a Hausdorff topology. If t ∈ I, then F (t−) := lim_{s↗t} F (s) and F (t+) := lim_{u↘t} F (u) when such limits exist (with the convention that F (a−) := F (a) and F (b+) := F (b) when b < ∞). If F has left/right limits on all of I, then F_± : I → V is the function t → F (t±).

(f) If (Ω, F , μ) is a measure space and V is a Banach space, then L^0(Ω, μ; V) is the space of μ-a.e.

equivalence classes of strongly/Bochner measurable maps Ω → V (Appendix E of [17]). If p ∈ [1, ∞], then L^p(Ω, μ; V) is the Banach space of F ∈ L^0(Ω, μ; V) such that

‖F ‖_Lp_{(μ;V)} := ( ∫ Ω ‖F (ω)‖^p_V μ(dω) ) 1_p < ∞, with the obvious adjustment when p = ∞. If F ∈ L^1(Ω, μ; V), then ∫ Ω F dμ = ∫ Ω F (ω) μ(dω) ∈ V is the Bochner μ-integral of F . If Ω is some Hausdorff topological space and F = B_Ω, then L^p_{loc}(Ω, μ; V) is the space of F ∈ L^0(Ω, μ; V) such that F |_K ∈ L^p(K, μ|_K ; V), for all compact K ⊆ Ω.

1 Introduction

Stochastic calculus is a cornerstone of modern probability theory, deeply supporting the foundations of stochastic differential equations and Markov processes, and through them many fields of quantitative research from statistical physics to mathematical finance. Developed initially as an attempt by Kiyoshi Itô (during World War II) to understand the earlier papers of Wiener on the development of a theory of integration against Brownian motion, it fully burst onto the scene with Itô’s 1951 paper [34] entitled On a formula concerning stochastic differentials. The main result of that paper is what is now known as Itô’s formula, or sometimes as Itô’s lemma due to McKean’s choice of nomenclature in [42]; since the label “lemma” grossly understates the importance of this result, we stick firmly to “formula.” We now state a special case. Let W = (W_t)_{t≥0} be a standard Brownian motion, and suppose that X = (X_t)_{t≥0} is (what is now known as) an Itô process, i.e.

X_t = X_0 + ∫_t 0 H_s dW_s + ∫_t 0 K_s ds for some appropriately nice stochastic processes H = (H_t)_{t≥0} and K = (K_t)_{t≥0} that are adapted to the natural filtration of W . (The first integral above is a Brownian stochastic integral developed by Itô in [33].) If f : R → R is a C^2 function, then the process f(X) = (f(X_t))_{t≥0} satisfies

f(X_t) = f(X_0) + ∫_t 0 f^′(X_s) dX_s + 1 2 ∫_t 0 f^{′′}(X_s) (dX_s)^2. (1)

Above, dX_s stands for H_s dW_s + K_s ds and (dX_s)^2 stands for H^2_s ds; in other words, Eq. (1) says

f(X_t) = f(X_0) + ∫_t 0 f^′(X_s)H_s dW_s + ∫_t 0 ( f^′(X_s)K_s + 1 2 f^{′′}(X_s)H^2_s ) ds. Actually, Itô stated and proved in [34] a form of Eq. (1) for multivariate functions of Itô processes driven by multidimensional Brownian motion. In Section 1.1, we discuss a generalization of this formula in more detail; please see Theorem 1.4 and Eq. (3).

Over the subsequent two decades, Itô’s stochastic calculus was expanded from these important but limited beginnings to its modern foundation. Beginning with the work of Doob and followup work of Meyer, the field’s perspective shifted away from Brownian integrators to processes that share a key orthogonal increments property with Brownian motion: processes now known as martingales. Through further key contributions of Courrège [20] and Motoo–Watanabe [45], the framework for stochastic calculus was moved almost completely to the world of martingales. (Here, “almost completely” refers to the fact that some simplifying technical assumptions lingered from the roots of stochastic calculus as a tool to study Markov processes.) Still missing, however, was an extension of Itô’s formula beyond the explicitly Brownian context. In 1967, Kunita and Watanabe took a major step in this direction with their influential paper [41], which played a key role in generalizing the object (dX_s)^2 in Itô’s original formula to the central object it is now: the quadratic (co)variation. (Please see Theorem 1.3 below for the definition of quadratic covariation, at least in the case of continuous sample paths.) After further development and clarification of quadratic covariation by Meyer [43] and Doléans-Dade–Meyer [26] that removed remaining extraneous technical assumptions, the theory reached its modern form by 1970.^1 Throughout this whole development, it was clear that Itô’s original formula was the linchpin of the theory; it is the key computational tool in the theory, like the fundamental theorem of calculus it generalizes from the world of smooth “processes.” Indeed, had it not been for Itô’s humility and the diminishing names given to his formula by his colleagues, it may well have garnered the appropriate name “fundamental theorem of stochastic calculus.”

In the mirror universe of noncommutative probability (and other areas of functional analysis and operator algebras), there have been many developments of versions of stochastic calculus. Perhaps the earliest major

1This paragraph firmly centers the development of stochastic calculus in Japan and France, 1944-1970. In fact, there were important parallel developments in the same mathematical arena in the Soviet Union during the same period, owing to Dynkin, Girsanov, Skorohod, Stratonovich, and others. These developments would not reach across the Iron Curtain until much later, and a richer theory of stochastic analysis grew out of the combined understanding from both worlds. For a more thorough summary of the historical development of stochastic calculus, the reader should consult the excellent introduction by Varadhan and Stroock to a curated selection of Itô’s works [35] or the concise paper [36] of Jarrow and Protter.

steps in this direction are the 1984 papers [32] of Hudson–Parthasarathy and [5] of Applebaum–Hudson. These highly cited papers develop rudimentary theories of stochastic calculus for certain noncommutative Itôtype processes driven by “quantum Brownian motions,” i.e. 1-parameter families of quantum field operators on the bosonic and fermionic Fock spaces, respectively. Motivated by the work of Hudson–Parthasarathy and Applebaum–Hudson, Kümmerer and Speicher published in 1992 the paper [40], which developed a similar theory over the full (or Boltzmann) Fock space rather than the bosonic or fermionic Fock spaces. Such frameworks relied heavily on the Fock space structure and were limited in scope, e.g. Itô’s formula in these contexts only applied to products of (or polynomials in) their Itô-type processes.

The Brownian character of these families of field operators and the special algebraic (free probabilistic) properties of the ones acting on the full Fock space led Voiculescu [59] and Biane [7, 8, 9] to define an abstract notion of “free Brownian motion” (please see Example 3.17 and the discussion following it), an example of which can be constructed using field operators acting on the full Fock space. Biane and Speicher then joined forces in [10, 11] to formulate and apply a theory of stochastic calculus for Itô processes driven by free Brownian motion. Their foundational work on free stochastic calculus supports more than one hundred important papers from the last quarter century. Here are just a few landmark accomplishments: the theory of free unitary Brownian motion introduced by Biane in [7], which is a central ingredient in Voiculescu’s nonmicrostates approach to free entropy via the liberation process [60]; applications to estimates on microstates free entropy, e.g. [11, 55]; applications to deformation/rigidity theory of group von Neumann algebras [22]; and free analogues of coercive functional inequalities, e.g. Talagrand inequalities [31].

All the papers mentioned above, as well as those not mentioned,^2 rely on special properties of integrators with noncommutative Brownian/Gaussian or Lévy process character, and there is no general theory of quadratic (co)variation to unite them. Consequently, Itô’s formula is approached in a somewhat ad hoc and limited way in each particular context. One standard approach is as follows: 1) for the class of processes (e.g. free Itô processes) and functions (e.g. polynomial or other functional calculi) of interest, work out heuristically – using the special properties of the processes of interest – how an Itô-type formula ought to work (please see Section 1.1 of [47] for an example); 2) prove a product-rule-type special case of the formula from the previous step; and 3) extend the product rule from the previous step to the desired class of functions through a combination of combinatorial methods and limiting arguments. Such an approach is tantamount to treating the term^1_2 ∫_t 0 f^{′′}(X_s) (dX_s)^2 =^1_2 ∫_t 0 f^{′′}(X_s)H^2_s ds in Eq. (1) as a single entity (the “Itô correction term”) depending on the pair (f, X) instead of a combination of two entities: one depending on f (its second derivative) and one depending on X (its quadratic variation). Specifically, as we explain in Section 1.1, the modern statement of Itô’s formula in a vector-valued setting is that

F (X_t) = F (X_0) + ∫_t 0 DF (X_s)[dX_s] + 1 2 ∫_t 0 D^2F (X_s)[dX_s, dX_s]

whenever X is a (continuous vector-valued) semimartingale and F is a C^2 map; above, DF and D^2F are, respectively, the first and second Fréchet derivatives of F and [dX_s, dX_s] indicates integration against the quadratic variation of X. This crucial perspective from classical stochastic analysis has not (yet) made it into the noncommutative literature. The central goal of the present paper is to incorporate this insight by developing a general theory of noncommutative stochastic calculus that follows as closely as possible the classical martingale theoretic development of the subject. As we summarize in more detail in Section 1.2, the fruits of these labors is the first general theory of noncommutative quadratic (co)variation, continuous-time noncommutative Bukholder–Davis–Gundy inequalities (Theorem 1.10), and a noncommutative Itô formula (Theorem 1.12) in which the correction term is a quadratic variation integral of the second derivative as in the classical case. Moreover, we show that other known instances of noncommutative Itô’s formula arise as special cases of ours via derivative calculations and quadratic variation calculations, thereby demonstrating a “universality” of our formula. A key point is that we consider general maps F defined on subsets of the operator algebra, rather than very specific functions like those induced via functional calculus by a scalar function of a real variable.

2There are at least areas of research we have not mentioned. First is the area of q-stochastic analysis (−1 ≤ q ≤ 1), which interpolates between the quantum Brownian motions (with q = −1, 0, 1 corresponding respectively to the fermionic, free, and bosonic cases) and was pioneered in [14, 13]. Key works on q-stochastic calculus include [27, 23] for q-Brownian motion and [3, 4] for (free and) q-Lévy processes. Second is the realm of non-tracial noncommutative stochastic analysis, which makes use of Haagerup-type L^p-spaces and is of a different flavor. Please see, e.g. the recent works [1, 58, 57].

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 1.1, we briefly outline the modern form of the classical (continuous semi)martingale theoretic approach to stochastic integration. Then in Section 1.2, we give precise statements of the main constructions and results of this paper. Section 2 summarizes necessary preliminaries: background on noncommutative probability theory and notations for trace polynomials and various classes of multilinear maps. Section 3 introduces notions of adaptedness (of noncommutative L^pspace-valued processes and various multilinear-map-valued processes) and special processes (martingales, FV processes, and decomposable processes) that are key to our development.

In Section 4, we develop a general theory of stochastic integration with respect to the L^2-decomposable processes introduced in Section 3.2. We do so by adapting the classical method – explained in Section 1.1 – of proving an Itô isometry using the Doléans measure of a square integrable martingale. In Section 5, the most technically challenging part, we develop our theory of noncommutative quadratic covariation. In Section 5.4, we obtain our noncommutative Bukholder–Davis–Gundy inequalities. We also compute examples of quadratic covariations in Section 5.5 that shed new light on other calculations in the literature.

Finally, Section 6 introduces a concept of adapted C^2 (and more generally C^{k,ℓ}) maps defined on subsets of operator algebras, and – using the theory from the preceding sections – proves our noncommutative Itô formula. Using ideas and results from [37, 49], we conclude in Sections 6.3 and 6.4 with many examples of applying the formula, demonstrating its computational flexibility and recovering other noncommutative Itô formulas from the literature as special cases.

1.1 Philosophy of the Approach

Using classical stochastic calculus as our guide, we describe the philosophy of the present paper’s approach to noncommutative stochastic calculus. For this purpose, we assume familiarity with the basics of continuoustime stochastic processes. Aside from Theorem 3.16 and Remark 5.18 below, we shall not use this material elsewhere in the paper. Please see [16, 29] for relevant background.

Fix a filtered probability space (Ω, F , (F_t)_{t≥0}, P ) satisfying the usual conditions.^3 A (classical continuous) semimartingale is a continuous adapted process X = (X_t)_{t≥0} : R_+ × Ω → R such that we can write X = M + A, where M is a continuous local martingale and A is a continuous adapted process whose paths have locally bounded variation (i.e. A is a continuous FV process). If we require that A_0 = 0 almost surely, then M and A are unique up to indistinguishability. In this case, we call M the martingale part of X and A the FV part of X. It might not be clear from this definition why a semimartingale is a useful object to consider. However, in a certain sense that can be made precise – e.g. [53, 12] – semimartingales are precisely the continuous stochastic processes against which it is possible to define “well-behaved” stochastic integrals. For the present discussion, knowing the following result suffices.

Theorem 1.1 (Stochastic Integral). If X is a semimartingale and H is a continuous adapted process, then there exists a unique-up-to-indistinguishability semimartingale ∫_· 0 H_s dX_s such that for all t ≥ 0, ∫_t 0 H_s dX_s = L^0- lim_{|Π|→0} ∑ s∈Π H_{s−} Δ_sX. The limit above is a limit in probability over Π ∈ P_{[0,t]} as |Π| → 0 (Notation 2(a)). We call ∫_· 0 H_s dX_s the stochastic integral of H with respect to X.

Remark 1.2. The choice of the left-endpoint evaluation scheme above matters in the sense that other evaluation schemes can yield different answers. The standard example is when X = H = B is a Brownian motion, in which case L^2- lim_{|Π|→0} ∑ s∈Π B_{s−} Δ_sB =^1_2 (B^2_t − t) and L^2- lim_{|Π|→0} ∑ s∈Π B_s Δ_sB =^1_2 (B^2_t + t).

The left-endpoint choice ensures the probabilistically desirable property that if M is a continuous local martingale, then so is ∫_· 0 H_s dM_s.

One standard proof of this result proceeds as follows: 1) use Lebesgue–Stieltjes integration theory on the FV part of X to reduce to the case in which X = M is a continuous local martingale, 2) use stopping time “localization” arguments to reduce to the case in which M and H are bounded, and 3) use the Itô isometry (Theorem 2.3 in [16]) to treat the latter case. The third step is important in spirit for us, so we say a few more words about it.

3right-continuity and completeness: F_t = ⋂ u>t F_u and {G ⊆ Ω : G ⊆ G_0 for some G_0 ∈ F with P (G_0) = 0} ⊆ F_0

Write P ⊆ 2^{R+×Ω} for the σ-algebra generated by {{0} × F : F ∈ F_0} ∪ {(s, t] × F : 0 ≤ s < t, F ∈ F_s}. We call P the σ-algebra of predictable sets. If M is a continuous L^2-martingale (e.g. a bounded continuous local martingale), then there exists a unique measure μ_M on (R_+ × Ω, P) such that

μ_M ({0} × F_0) = 0 and μ_M ((s, t] × F_s) = E_P [ 1_{Fs} (M_t − M_s)^2 ] for F_0 ∈ F_0, 0 ≤ s < t, and F_s ∈ F_s. (Please see Sections 2.4 and 2.8 of [16].) The measure μ_M is called the Doléans measure of M. Now, if H_t(ω) = ∑_n i=1 Y_i(ω) 1_{{0}}(t) + ∑_m j=1 Z_j (ω) 1_{(sj ,tj ]}(t) for bounded F_0-measurable random variables Y_i and bounded F_{sj} -measurable random variables Z_j , then H is called an elementary predictable process and we define I_M (H)_t := ∑_m j=1 Z_j (M_{tj ∧t} − M_{sj ∧t}). For such H, I_M (H) is a continuous L^2-martingale, and the Itô isometry says that E_P [I_M (H)^2_t ] = ∫ [0,t]×Ω |H| 2 dμ_M . This allows for the extension of the definition of ∫_· 0 H_s dM_s := I_M (H) to the set of predictable – i.e. (P, B_R)- measurable – processes H : R_+ × Ω → R such that ∫ [0,t]×Ω |H| 2 dμ_M < ∞, for all t ≥ 0. (Please see Section 2.5 of [16] for details.) Finally, if H is a bounded and continuous adapted process, then the Itô isometry and the approximation H^Π_r := ∑ s∈Π H_{s−} 1_{(s−,s]}(r) can be used to show that I_M (H) is defined and that I_M (H)_t = L^2- lim_{|Π|→0} ∑ s∈Π H_{s−} Δ_sM, as desired.

Theorem 1.1 is used to construct one of the most important objects in stochastic analysis: the quadratic covariation of a pair of semimartingales.

Theorem 1.3 (Quadratic Covariation). If X and Y are semimartingales and t ≥ 0, then

L^0- lim_{|Π|→0} ∑ s∈Π Δ_sX Δ_sY = X_tY_t − X_0Y_0 − ∫_t 0 X_s dY_s − ∫_t 0 Y_s dX_s. The process [X, Y ] := XY − X_0Y_0 − ∫_· 0 X_s dY_s − ∫_· 0 Y_s dX_s is called the quadratic covariation of X and Y . It is a continuous FV process, and [X, Y ] = [M, N], where M is the martingale part of X and N is the martingale part of Y . Also, we write [X] := [X, X].

Since [X, Y ] is a continuous FV process, we can (Lebesgue–Stieltjes) integrate against it. It is common to write ∫_t 0 H_s dX_s dY_s := ∫_t 0 H_s d[X, Y ]_s for such integrals. The quadratic covariation shows up in two places relevant to our development. First, one can use it to rewrite the Doléans measure and therefore the Itô isometry: Theorem 4.2(iv) in [16] says that if M is a continuous L^2-martingale and G ∈ P, then μ_M (G) = E_P [ ∫ R_+ 1G(t, ·) d[M]t ] . It follows that the Itô isometry may be rewritten as

E_P [( ∫_t 0 H_s dM_s )_2]

= E_P [ ∫_t 0 |H_s|^2 d[M]_s ] (2) for elementary predictable H. Second, quadratic covariations show up in Itô’s formula, the change of variables formula of stochastic calculus.

Theorem 1.4 (Itô’s Formula). If F = (F_1, . . . , F_m): R^n → R^m is twice continuously differentiable and X = (X_1, . . . , X_n) is a vector of semimartingales, then F (X) = (F_1(X), . . . , F_m(X)) is a vector of semimartingales satisfying

F_i(X) = F_i(X_0) + n∑ j=1 ∫_· 0 ∂_j F_i(X_t) dX_{j,t} + 1 2 n∑ j,k=1 ∫_· 0 ∂_k∂_j F_i(X_t) d[X_j , X_k]_t, 1 ≤ i ≤ m. In “stochastic differential notation,” dF_i(X_t) = ∑_n j=1 ∂_j F_i(X_t) dX_{j,t} +^1_2 ∑_n j,k=1 ∂k∂j Fi(Xt) dXj,t dXk,t. Let us rewrite this formula in a “vector-valued way” that is more conducive to interpretation in infinitedimensional situations. First, we can write the terms { ∑_n j=1 ∫_t 0 ∂_j F_i(X_s) dX_{j,s} : 1 ≤ i ≤ m } together as a vector-valued stochastic integral ∫_t 0 DF (X_s)[dX_s] = L^0- lim_{|Π|→0} ∑ s∈Π DF (X_{s−} )[Δ_sX].

Above, DF is the Fréchet derivative of F (i.e. DF (p)[h] = ∂_hF (p)), so that DF (X) is a stochastic process with values in the space of linear maps from R^n to R^m . The quadratic covariation integral terms { ∑_n j,k=1 ∫_t 0 ∂_k∂_j F_i(X_s) dX_{j,s} dX_{k,s} : 1 ≤ i ≤ m } are a bit trickier. Indeed, define

�X�_t := n∑ j,k=1 [X_j , X_k]_t e_j ⊗ e_k = L^0- lim_{|Π|→0} ∑ s∈Π Δ_sX ⊗ Δ_sX,

where e_1, . . . , e_n is the standard basis of R^n . Then �X� is a continuous FV process with values in R^n ⊗R^n . In terms of vector-valued stochastic integrals, we have �X� = X ⊗X −X_0 ⊗X_0 − ∫_· 0 X_t ⊗dX_t − ∫_· 0 dX_t ⊗X_t. Now, if D^2F is the second Fréchet derivative of F (i.e. D^2F (p)[h, k] = ∂_k∂_hF (p)), then D^2F (X) is a stochastic process with values in the space of bilinear maps R^n × R^n → R^m . Since R^n is finite-dimensional, we can equivalently view D^2F (X) as a stochastic process with values in the space of linear maps R^n ⊗ R^n → R^m . This allows us to write (_n ∑ j,k=1 ∫_t 0 ∂_k∂_j F_1(X_s) dX_{j,s} dX_{k,s}, . . . , n∑ j,k=1 ∫_t 0 ∂_k∂_j F_m(X_s) dX_{j,s} dX_{k,s} ) = ∫_t 0 D^2F (X_s)[d�X�_s].

This is a nice interpretation. However, since infinite-dimensional tensor products are generally ill-behaved, it is desirable to remove tensor products from the picture. This is possible with a small amount of extra work. Indeed, one can show that ∫_t 0 D^2F (X_s)[d�X�_s] = L^0- lim_{|Π|→0} ∑ s∈Π D^2F (X_{s−} )[Δ_sX, Δ_sX].

We emphasize that on the right hand side, D^2F (X_{s−} )[Δ_sX, Δ_sX] is the application of the bilinear map D^2F (X_{s−} ) to the pair (Δ_sX, Δ_sX). This motivates the notation ∫_t 0 D^2F (X_s)[dX_s, dX_s] for the right hand side. Finally, we get to rewrite Itô’s formula as

dF (X_t) = DF (X_t)[dX_t] + 1 2 D^2F (X_t)[dX_t, dX_t]. (3)

in vector-valued stochastic differential notation.

From the preceding discussion emerges the following list of tasks for someone interested in developing a general theory of noncommutative stochastic calculus.

1. Define a noncommutative analogue of a semimartingale.

2. For a “noncommutative semimartingale” X, construct a stochastic integral ∫_· 0 H(t)[dX(t)] for sufficiently many “adapted linear-map-valued processes H.”

3. For a pair (X, Y ) of “noncommutative semimartingales,” construct a quadratic covariation integral ∫_· 0 Λ(t)[dX(t), dY (t)] for sufficiently many “adapted bilinear-map-valued processes Λ,” preferably in such a way that Eq. (2) has a noncommutative analogue.

4. Define a space of C^2 maps F appropriate for a noncommutative analogue of Eq. (3).

Unsurprisingly, this list essentially forms an outline for the paper, which we summarize in the next section.

1.2 Summary of Main Results

Here, we summarize our results on noncommutative stochastic calculus. Fix three filtered W^∗-probability spaces (A, (A_t)_{t≥0}, E = E_A ), (B, (B_t)_{t≥0}, E_B ), and (C, (C_t)_{t≥0}, E_C ) (Definition 3.1). The results we shall quote also hold for filtered C^∗-probability spaces, but the definitions are slightly more technical in that setting. We therefore opt to restrict ourselves to the W^∗-setting in this section. Also, let us point out our non-standard notation E_A , E_B , and E_C for the states on our operator algebras (rather than more common lower case Greek letters like φ and τ). We have made this choice to emphasize our conceptual adherence to the classical approach to stochastic calculus.

To begin, fix p ∈ [1, ∞]. A process X : R_+ → L^p(A, E) is called adapted if X(t) ∈ L^p(A_t, E), for all t ≥ 0. By analogy with the classical notion of a semimartingale, we consider processes that can be decomposed as the sum of a martingale and an FV process: we say that X is a (noncommutative continuous) L^p-decomposable process if we can write X = M + A, where M : R_+ → L^p(A, E) is an L^p-continuous martingale (Definition 3.14) and A: R_+ → L^p(A, E) is an L^p-continuous adapted processes with locally bounded variation with respect to the noncommutative L^p-norm, i.e. A is a continuous L^p-FV process. In Section 3.2, we give lots of examples of L^p-decomposable processes and show that if p ≥ 2 and A(0) = 0, then the decomposition X = M + A is unique (Corollary 3.24). As in the classical case, we call M the martingale part of X and A the FV part of X.

Now, we construct stochastic integrals of “adapted linear-map-valued processes” against L^2-decomposable processes. The key to doing so – as will be the case for other parts of the development as well – is to find the right notion of adaptedness. Fix p, q ∈ [1, ∞] and a map H : R_+ → B(L^p(A, E_A ); L^q(B, E_B )), where B(V; W) is the space of bounded real linear maps V → W (Notation 2(d)). We say H is adapted if u ≥ t ≥ 0, x ∈ L^p(A, E_A ) =⇒ E_B [H(t)x | B_u] = H(t)E_A [x | A_u]. Note that H(t)x = H(t)[x] is the application of the linear map H(t) ∈ B(L^p(A, E_A ); L^q(B, E_B )) to the vector x ∈ L^p(A, E_A ). We explore this concept of adaptedness – and more generally a concept of adaptedness of multilinear-map-valued processes – in more depth in Section 3.1. For now, here is a motivating example.

Example 1.5. Take (A, (A_t)_{t≥0}, E) = (B, (B_t)_{t≥0}, E_B ) and p = q. If A, B : R_+ → A are adapted processes, then the processes H, K : R_+ → B(L^p(A, E)) defined by H(t)x := A(t)xB(t) and K(t)x := E_A [A(t)x] B(t) are adapted (Proposition 3.9). We encourage the reader to think through why this is.

We are now ready to state our first main result: a noncommutative analogue of Theorem 1.1.

Theorem 1.6 (Noncommutative Stochastic Integral). If X : R_+ → L^2(A, E_A ) is L^2-decomposable, H : R_+ → B(L^2(A, E_A ); L^2(B, E_B )) is adapted and continuous, and t ≥ 0, then ∫_t 0 H(s)[dX(s)] := L^2- lim_{|Π|→0} ∑ s∈Π H(s_−)[Δ_sX] ∈ L^2(B_t, E_B )

exists. The limit above is a limit in L^2(B_t, E_B ) over Π ∈ P_{[0,t]} as |Π| → 0 (Notation 2(a)). Moreover, the process ∫_· 0 H(s)[dX(s)]: R_+ → L^2(B, E_B ) is L^2-decomposable.

Proof. Combine Theorem 4.18 and Proposition 4.25.

Our proof of this result is inspired by parts of the classical case described in the previous section. For the FV part of X, we use vector-valued Lebesgue–Stieltjes integration theory (Section 4.1). For the martingale part M of X, we use a noncommutative analogue of the time-marginal of the Doléans measure to bound the L^2-norm of the integral of “elementary predictable processes” against M. This allows us to extend the “elementary” integral against M. Finally, we approximate a continuous adapted process by elementary predictable processes to complete the proof. Please see Sections 4.2 and 4.3 for the full development, including additional properties like the “substitution formula”: ∫_· 0 H(t)[dU(t)] = ∫_· 0 H(t)K(t)[dX(t)] when U = ∫_· 0 K(t)[dX(t)] (Theorem 4.22).

If we combine Example 1.5 and Theorem 1.6, then we can make sense of the stochastic integrals ∫_· 0 A(t) dX(t) B(t) and ∫_· 0 E[A(t) dX(t)] B(t) when A, B : R_+ → A are continuous adapted processes. These are special cases of integrals of trace biprocesses (Definition 3.7), which we introduce at the end of Section 3.1. The term “trace biprocess” is inspired by previous work on noncommutative stochastic calculus – most notably that of Biane–Speicher [10] – in which integrals like ∫_· 0 A(t) dX(t) B(t) are treated by defining integrals of tensor-valued process called “biprocesses.” Notably, however, integrals like ∫_· 0 E[A(t) dX(t)] B(t) are not considered in previous work.

Per the list at the end of the previous section, our next goal is to define quadratic covariation integrals of bilinear-map-valued processes. As was the case with the stochastic integrals we just discussed, the key is the right notion of adaptedness. Fix p, q, r ∈ [1, ∞] and a map Λ: R_+ → B_2(L^p(A, E_A ) × L^q(B, E_B ); L^r(C, E_C )), where B_2(U × V; W) is the space of bounded real bilinear maps U × V → W. We say Λ is adapted if u ≥ t ≥ 0, (x, y) ∈ L^p(A, E_A ) × L^q(B, E_B ) ⇒ { x ∈ L^p(A_u, E_A ) ⇒ E_C [Λ(t)[x, y] | C_u] = Λ(t)[x, E_B [y | B_u]] y ∈ L^q(B_u, E_B ) ⇒ E_C [Λ(t)[x, y] | C_u] = Λ(t)[E_A [x | A_u], y].

Here is a motivating example similar to Example 1.5.

Example 1.7. Take (A, (A_t)_{t≥0}, E) = (B, (B_t)_{t≥0}, E_B ) = (C, (C_t)_{t≥0}, E_C ) and^1_p +^1_q =^1_r . If A, B, C : R_+ → A are adapted processes, then the processes Λ, Ξ, Σ, Ω, : R_+ → B_2(L^p(A, E) × L^q(A, E); L^r (A, E)) defined by Λ(t)[x, y] := A(t)xB(t)yC(t), Ξ(t)[x, y] := E[A(t)xB(t)y] C(t), Σ(t)[x, y] := E[A(t)x] B(t)yC(t), and Ω(t)[x, y] := E[A(t)x] E [B(t)y] C(t). are adapted (Proposition 3.9). Once again, we encourage the reader to think through why this is. The processes Λ, Ξ, Σ, and Ω are special cases of trace triprocesses (Definition 3.7).

Here is the second main result: a construction (under certain conditions) of quadratic covariation.

Theorem 1.8 (Noncommutative Quadratic Covariation). Suppose that X : R_+ → L^2(A, E_A ) and Y : R_+ → L^2(B, E_B ) are L^2-decomposable and that Λ: R_+ → B_2(L^2(A, E_A )×L^2(B, E_B ); L^1(C, E_C )) is adapted and continuous. Assume in addition that

(i) if t ≥ 0, then Λ(t)[A, B] ⊆ C and sup { ‖Λ(t)[x, y]‖_r : (x, y) ∈ A × B, p^{−1} + q^{−1} = r^{−1}, ‖x‖_p ≤ 1, ‖y‖_q ≤ 1 } < ∞, where ‖·‖_p is the noncommutative L^p-norm (Notation 2.2); and

(ii) the martingale parts of X and Y are locally uniformly L^2-approximable by L^∞-continuous martingales.

If t ≥ 0, then ∫_t 0 Λ(s)[dX(s), dY (s)] := L^1- lim_{|Π|→0} ∑ s∈Π Λ(s_−)[Δ_sX, Δ_sY ] ∈ L^1(C_t, E_C )

exists. Moreover, the process ∫_· 0 Λ(s)[dX(s), dY (s)]: R_+ → L^1(C, E_C ) is L^1-continuous and L^1-FV, and ∫_· 0 Λ(s)[dX(s), dY (s)] = ∫_· 0 Λ(s)[dM(s), dN(s)], where M (resp., N) is the martingale part of X (resp., Y ).

Proof. Combine Theorems 5.7 and 5.12.

Remark 1.9. A rigorous statement of the condition in (i) is given in Definitions 3.14 and 4.20. It may seem like a strange condition, but many interesting examples satisfy it – e.g. q-Brownian motions and classical n × n Hermitian matrix Brownian motions (Theorem 3.16). The fact that matrix Brownian motions satisfy this condition has applications to random matrix theory that will be explored in future work.

The most interesting part of the proof of Theorem 1.8 is the first step, in which we establish a “noncommutative product rule” (Theorem 5.3) for Λ[X, Y ] when Λ is sufficiently nice and X and Y are L^∞- decomposable processes. This product rule is a noncommutative analogue of Theorem 1.3, which corresponds to Λ(t)[x, y] = xy. Please see Sections 5.1-5.3 for the full development of noncommutative quadratic covariation, including additional properties like ∫_· 0 Λ(t)[dU(t), dV (t)] = ∫_· 0 Λ(t)[H(t)[dX(t)], K(t)[dY (t)]] when U = ∫_· 0 H(t)[dX(t)] and V = ∫_· 0 K(t)[dY (t)] (Theorem 5.14).

If we combine Example 1.7 and Theorem 1.8, then we can make sense of quadratic covariation integrals ∫_· 0 A(t) dX(t) B(t) dY (t) C(t), ∫_· 0 E[A(t) dX(t) B(t) dY (t)] C(t), etc. when A, B, C : R_+ → A are continuous adapted processes. In Section 5.5, we explicitly calculate these (and much more general) quadratic covariation integrals for a class of L^2-decomposable processes X, Y that includes q-Brownian motions and classical matrix Brownian motions. The resulting formulas shed new light on related calculations done on a case-by-case basis (without a general theory) in the literature on q-stochastic calculus, e.g. [10, 27, 23, 47].

To end the present summary of our results, we discuss two applications of our theory of quadratic covariation. The first is a noncommutative Burkholder–Davis–Gundy (BDG) inequality (with p ≥ 2) for noncommutative martingales in continuous-time.

Theorem 1.10 (Noncommutative Burkholder–Davis–Gundy Inequalities). There exist increasing families (α_p)_{p≥2} and (β_p)_{p≥2} of strictly positive constants such that the following holds. If 2 ≤ p < ∞ and M : R_+ → L^p(A, E) is a martingale that is locally uniformly L^2-approximable by L^∞-continuous martingales, then ∫_t 0 dM^∗(s) dM(s), ∫_t 0 dM(s) dM^∗(s) ∈ L^{p2} (A_t, E) and α^{−1}_p ‖M‖_H^p_{t (A)} ≤ ‖M(t)‖_p = sup_{0≤s≤t}‖M(s)‖_p ≤ β_p‖M‖_H^p_{t (A)}, where

‖M‖_H^p_{t (A)} := max {‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ M(0)^∗M(0) + ∫_t 0 dM^∗(s) dM(s) ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ 1 2

p 2 , ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ M(0)M(0)^∗ + ∫_t 0 dM(s) dM^∗(s) ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ 1 2

p 2

} .

Moreover, if p = 2, then actually ‖M(t)‖^2 = sup_{0≤s≤t}‖M(s)‖^2 = E [ ∫_t 0 dM^∗(s) dM(s) ] . Proof. Combine Theorem 5.23 and Example 5.24.

Remark 1.11. The families (α_p)_{p≥2} and (β_p)_{p≥2} are universal in the sense that they do not depend on (A, (A_t)_{t≥0}, E). Our proof of Theorem 1.10 makes use of the discrete-time noncommutative BDG inequalities of Pisier-Xu [52]. These discrete-time inequalities have counterparts for p ∈ (1, 2), but our tools do not seem to allow us to prove continuous-time versions of them.

The continuous-time noncommutative BDG inequalities allow us to prove noncommutative L^p-estimates for stochastic integrals (Theorem 5.25), the p = 2 case of which yields a noncommutative analogue of the Itô isometry in the form of Eq. (2) (Corollary 5.27). Such L^p-estimates are useful for the study of noncommutative stochastic differential equations, which we shall explore in future work.

As a second application of our theory, we formulate and prove a noncommutative analogue of Itô’s formula (Theorem 1.4) in the form of Eq. (3). Per the list at the end of the previous section, it is necessary to identify an appropriate collection of C^2 maps F : A → B for which to prove the formula. Historically, certain spaces of polynomials or operator functions (i.e. maps induced by scalar functional calculus) have been used. Instead of considering only these special maps, we formulate an abstract notion of adaptedness for C^k maps (Definition 6.2) that encompasses all such examples of interest. Since the definition is slightly more involved than the definition of adaptedness of (bi)linear-map-valued processes, we omit it from the present summary. It suffices to know that the definition ensures the stochastic and quadratic variation integrals below make sense.

Theorem 1.12 (Noncommutative Itô’s Formula). Let A_β be a fixed choice of A or A_{sa}. If U ⊆ A_β is an open set, F : U → B is an adapted C^2 map (Definition 6.2), and X : R_+ → A is an L^∞-decomposable process such that X(t) ∈ U whenever t ≥ 0, then dF (X(t)) = DF (X(t))[dX(t)] + 1 2 D^2F (X(t))[dX(t), dX(t)], i.e. F (X) = F (X(0)) + ∫_· 0 DF (X(t))[dX(t)] + 1 2 ∫_· 0 D^2F (X(t))[dX(t), dX(t)]. Proof. This result is a special case of Theorem 6.8 that is explained in Example 6.11.

The main thing setting Theorem 1.12 apart from other noncommutative analogues of Itô’s formula is that the objects in our formula are truly computed by doing (stochastic) calculus. Specifically, one must compute the first and second derivatives of F and the quadratic variation ∫_· 0 Λ(t)[dX(t), dX(t)]. In contrast, other noncommutative Itô formulas in the literature – e.g. Propositions 4.3.2 and 4.3.4 in [10], Theorem 9 in [3], the equation following Corollary 4.9 in [23], and Theorems 3.4.4 and 4.3.4 in [47] – are stated in terms of combinatorial objects like Voiculescu’s free difference quotients or analytic objects like multiple operator integrals. Though these objects do appear in derivative formulas for functional calculus and related maps, the aforementioned Itô formulas do not explicitly use this fact because they are proved by induction and/or polynomial approximation arguments. In other words, they do not make obvious contact with the classical Itô formula, which is proved using Taylor’s theorem. In fact, all those versions of Itô’s formula are special cases of our Theorem 1.12 – which is indeed proved using Taylor’s theorem!

Finally, Sections 6.3 and 6.4 are devoted to using ideas from [37, 49] to show that our abstract notion of adapted C^k covers many interesting examples. First, by taking A and B to be direct sums of filtered W^∗- probability spaces, one can prove a multivariate version of Theorem 1.12 for adapted C^2 maps A^n_β ⊇ U → A^m (Example 6.13). In Section 6.3, we show that a large class of multivariate functions A^n_β → A^m are adapted C^k, including trace ∗-polynomial maps and tracial C^k maps in the sense of Jekel–Li–Shlyakhtenko [37]. In Section 6.4, we show that if n = m = 1 and A_β = A_{sa}, then the class in the previous sentence contains all the operator functions A_{sa} ∋ a → f(a) ∈ A associated to scalar functions f : R → C that are noncommutative C^k in the sense of Nikitopoulos [49]. In particular, we recover the “free Itô formulas” of Biane–Speicher [10] and Nikitopoulos [47].

2 Preliminaries

2.1 Noncommutative Probability

In this section, we discuss some basic definitions and facts about free probability and noncommutative L^pspaces. We assume the reader is familiar with these, and we recall only what is necessary for the present application. For a proper treatment of the basics of free probability, please see [44, 46].

A pair (A, φ) is called a ∗-probability space if A is a unital ∗-algebra and φ: A → C is a state – i.e. φ is C -linear, unital (φ(1) = 1), and positive (φ(a^∗a) ≥ 0 for a ∈ A). The state φ is called tracial if φ(ab) = φ(ba) whenever a, b ∈ A and faithful if φ(a^∗a) = 0 implies a = 0. We say that a collection (A_i)_{i∈I} of (not necessarily ∗-)subalgebras of A is freely independent if φ(a_1 · · · a_n) = 0 whenever φ(a_1) = · · · = φ(a_n) = 0 and a_1 ∈ A_{i1} , . . . , a_n ∈ A_{in} with i_1 ≠ i_2, i_2 ≠ i_3, . . . , i_{n−2} ≠ i_{n−1}, i_{n−1} ≠ i_n (i.e. the elements a_1, . . . , a_n belong to subalgebras with “consecutively distinct” indices). When applied to elements or subsets of A, the term “(∗-)freely independent” refers to the (∗-)subalgebras these elements or subsets generate, e.g. a ∈ A and S ⊆ A are (∗-)freely independent if the (∗-)subalgebra generated by a is freely independent from the (∗-)subalgebra generated by S.

Let H be a complex Hilbert space and B_C (H) := {bounded complex linear maps H → H}. A C^∗-algebra is an operator-norm-closed ∗-subalgebra of B_C (H). A von Neumann algebra is a unital C^∗-algebra that is closed in the σ-weak operator topology (σ-WOT). A ∗-probability space (A, E) is a C^∗-probability space if A is a unital C^∗-algebra and the state E is tracial and faithful. (In this case, E is bounded and has operator norm E[1] = 1.) A C^∗-probability space (A, E) is a W^∗-probability space if A is a von Neumann algebra and E is normal (i.e. σ-WOT-continuous). All ∗-probability spaces considered in this paper will be C^∗-probability spaces; sometimes they will be W^∗-probability spaces. For background information about operator algebras, please see [19, 18, 25].

Fix now a C^∗-probability space (A, E). If a ∈ A is normal (i.e. a^∗a = aa^∗), then the ∗-distribution of a is the Borel probability measure μ_a on the spectrum σ(a) ⊆ C such that

E[a^n (a^∗)^m] = ∫ σ(a) λ^nλ̄^m μ_a(dλ), for all n, m ∈ N_0 .

When (A, E) is a W^∗-probability space, we have that μ_a(dλ) = E[P^a (dλ)], where P^a : B_{σ(a)} → A is the projection-valued spectral measure of a; i.e. the projection-valued measure characterized by the identity a = ∫ σ(a) λ P a(dλ), whose existence is guaranteed by the spectral theorem (Chapter IX of [19]).

Let μ^{sc}_0 := δ_0 and, for t > 0, μ^{sc}_t (ds) := (2πt)^{−1} √ (4t − s^2)_+ ds be the semicircle distribution of variance t.

Notice that if t ≥ 0, then supp μ^{sc}_t = [−2 √ t, 2 √ t] ⊆ R, so that if a ∈ A is normal and has ∗-distribution μ^{sc}_t , then a ∈ A_{sa} = {b ∈ A : b^∗ = b}. Such an element a is called a semicircular element of variance t. We call c ∈ A a circular element of variance t if c = 2^{− 12} (a_1 + ia_2) for two freely independent semicircular elements a_1, a_2 ∈ A_{sa} of variance t. Since −a_2 is still semicircular with variance t, we have that if c ∈ A is a circular element of variance t, then c^∗ is as well.

Example 2.1. The algebra M_n(C ) of n × n complex matrices, together with the normalized matrix trace tr_n :=^1_n Tr_n, is a W^∗-probability space. In the W^∗-probability space (M_n(C ), tr_n), if a ∈ M_n(C ) is normal, then the ∗-distribution μ_a is the empirical distribution of eigenvalues of a. If a_n is a random n × n Hermitian matrix whose entries on and above the main diagonal are i.i.d. and standardized, then Wigner’s famous theorem of [61, 62] asserts that the sequence (μ_{an} )_{n∈N} of (random) measures converges, weakly almost surely, to the semicircle distribution μ^{sc}_1 . Now, let (A, E) be a W^∗-probability space with a circular element c ∈ A of variance 1. Suppose instead that the entries of a_n are instead all i.i.d. (with no symmetry) and standardized. If P (x) is a noncommutative ∗-polynomial in one variable, then tr_n(P (a_n)) → E[P (c)] almost surely as n → ∞ [59].

Next, we turn to noncommutative L^p-spaces. Please see [21] for a detailed development of the basic properties of noncommutative L^p-spaces in the von Neumann algebra setting. Most of the basic properties of noncommutative L^p-spaces still hold in the C^∗-algebra case – in fact, they may be deduced from the von Neumann algebra case – but the authors are unaware of a reference in which these facts are proved. We fill this gap in Appendix A

Notation 2.2 (Noncommutative L^p-spaces). If p ∈ [1, ∞), then we define

‖a‖_p = ‖a‖_Lp_{(E)} := E[|a|^p ]^{1p} = E [ (a^∗a)^{p2} ] 1_p , for all a ∈ A,

and L^p(A, E) = L^p(E) to be the ‖·‖_p-completion of A. We also define L^∞(A, E) = L^∞(E) := A and ‖a‖_∞ := lim_{p→∞}‖a‖_p = ‖a‖_A = ‖a‖ for a ∈ A. Remark 2.3. The convention L^∞(A, E) = A is conceptually inappropriate when A is not a von Neumann algebra, as we see in Remark A.5, but it makes the notation in the present paper work much better.

As in the classical case, E : A → C extends uniquely to a bounded linear map L^1(A, E) → C with operator norm 1; we use the same notation for this extension. Also, if a ∈ A and 1 ≤ p ≤ q ≤ ∞, then ‖a‖_p ≤ ‖a‖_q. Moreover, the complex linear contraction L^q(E) → L^p(E) extending the identity is injective, so we view L^q(E) as a subset of L^p(E). We also have noncommutative Hölder’s inequality: if a_1, . . . , a_n ∈ A and p_1, . . . , p_n, p ∈ [1, ∞] satisfy p^{−1}_1 + · · · + p^{−1}_n ≤ p^{−1}, then ‖a_1 · · · a_n‖_p ≤ ‖a_1‖_{p1} · · · ‖a_n‖_{pn} . (The usual statement requires p^{−1}_1 + · · · + p^{−1}_n = p^{−1}. However, using that p ≤ q ⇒ ‖·‖_p ≤ ‖·‖_q, one may generalize the usual statement to ours.) This allows us to extend multiplication to a bounded complex n-linear map L^{p1} (E) × · · · × L^{pn} (E) → L^p(E). In addition, there is a dual characterization of the L^p-norm: if a ∈ A, then we have ‖a‖_p = sup{|E[ab]| : b ∈ A, ‖b‖_q ≤ 1} whenever p^{−1} + q^{−1} = 1. This leads to the duality relationship L^q(E) ∼= L^p(E)^∗ , via the map a → (b → E[ab]), when p^{−1} + q^{−1} = 1 and p ∉ {1, ∞}. When (A, E) is a W^∗-probability space, the duality still holds with p = 1 (but not generally with p = ∞).

Now, we discuss the notion of conditional expectation.

Proposition 2.4 (Conditional Expectation). Fix a C^∗-subalgebra B ⊆ A, i.e. a unital operator-norm-closed ∗-subalgebra.

(i) If a ∈ L^1(A, E), then there exists unique b ∈ L^1(B, E) ⊆ L^1(A, E) such that E[b_0 b] = E[b_0 a], for all b_0 ∈ B. The element b is called the conditional expectation of a onto B and is written E[a | B]. The map L^1(A, E) ∋ a → E[a | B] ∈ L^1(B, E) is a linear projection that respects the ∗-operation. Moreover, it is a B-B bimodule map: E[b_1 ab_2 | B] = b_1E[a | B]b_2, for all a ∈ L^1(A, E) and b_1, b_2 ∈ B.

(ii) If p ∈ [1, ∞) and a ∈ L^p(A, E) ⊆ L^1(A, E), then E[a | B] ∈ L^p(B, E) and ‖E[a | B]‖_p ≤ ‖a‖_p.

If (A, E) is a W^∗-probability space and B ⊆ A is a W^∗-subalgebra (i.e. a C^∗-subalgebra that is σ-WOT-closed), then this is also true when p = ∞.

(iii) The tower property holds: if C ⊆ B is another C^∗-subalgebra, then E[E [· | B] | C] = E[· | C].

Example 2.5. If a ∈ L^2(A, E), then E[a | B] is the orthogonal projection of a onto the closed subspace L^2(B, E) of L^2(A, E). Also, if a ∈ A is freely independent from B, then E[a | B] = E[a]1 = E[a]. In particular, E[a | C ] = E[a], so that E[E [a | B]] = E[E [a | B] | C ] = E[a | C ] = E[a] by the tower property.

Fix a ∈ A. Note that if E[a | B] ∈ B, then ‖E[a | B]‖ = lim_{p→∞}‖E[a | B]‖_p ≤ lim_{p→∞}‖a‖_p = ‖a‖. If E[a | B] ∈ B, for all a ∈ A, then we shall call the subalgebra B conditionable. Proposition 2.4(ii) says that all W^∗-subalgebras of W^∗-probability spaces are conditionable.

Finally, we comment on the direct sum construction for C^∗-probability spaces, as it will be of use to us several times when considering “multivariate” applications of our results. Suppose (A_1, E_1 ), . . . , (A_n, E_n ) are C^∗-probability spaces, and write A := A_1 ⊕ · · · ⊕ A_n for their C^∗-direct sum. If E[a] :=^1_n ∑_n i=1 E_i [a_i], for all a = (a_1, . . . , a_n) ∈ A, then (A, E) is a C^∗-probability space – the direct sum of (A_1, E_1 ), . . . , (A_n, E_n ). (If the (A_i, E_i ) are W^∗-probability spaces, then (A, E) is a W^∗-probability space.) Note that if p ∈ [1, ∞), then L^p(E) = L^p(E_1 ) ⊕ · · · ⊕ L^p(E_n ) and ‖a‖^p =^1_n ∑_n i=1‖a_i‖^p, for all a = (a_1, . . . , a_n) ∈ L^p(E). Of course, ‖a‖_∞ = max_{1≤i≤n}‖a_i‖_∞, for all a = (a_1, . . . , a_n) ∈ A, as well. Moreover, if, for each i ∈ {1, . . . , n}, B_i ⊆ A_i is a C^∗-subalgebra and B := B_1 ⊕ · · · ⊕ B_n, then

E[a | B] = (E_1 [a_1 | B_1], . . . , E_n [a_n | B_n]), (4)

for all a = (a_1, . . . , a_n) ∈ L^1(A, E).

2.2 Multilinear Maps

We now set some notation for various classes of multilinear maps. For the duration of this section, fix k ∈ N and, for each i ∈ {1, . . . , k + 1}, a C^∗-probability space (A_i, E_i ).

Convention 2.6. Henceforth, the terms “linear,” “multilinear,” and “k-linear” refer to R as the base field unless otherwise specified – even if the vector spaces under consideration are complex. For example, a “linear map L^2(E_1 ) → L^2(E_2 )” is a real linear map L^2(E_1 ) → L^2(E_2 ).

Note that Convention 2.6 is consistent with Notation 2(d), which the reader should now review.

Notation 2.7 (Bounded Multilinear Maps on L^p-spaces). If p_1, . . . , p_k, p ∈ [1, ∞], then we write B^{p1 ,...,pk ;p} k := B_k(L^{p1} (E_1 ) × · · · × L^{pk} (E_k ); L^p(E_{k+1} )) and ‖·‖_{p1,...,pk ;p} := ‖·‖_{Bk (L}p1_{(E1 )×···×L}pk_{(Ek );L}p_{(Ek+1 ))}. Also, for Λ ∈ B^{∞,...,∞;∞} k , we write |||Λ|||_k := sup { ‖Λ‖_{p1,...,pk ;p} : p^{−1}_1 + · · · + p^{−1}_k = p^{−1} } = sup { ‖Λ‖_{p1,...,pk ;p} : p^{−1}_1 + · · · + p^{−1}_k ≤ p^{−1} } ∈ [0, ∞] and B_k = B_k (A_1 × · · · × A_k; A_{k+1}) := { Ξ ∈ B^{∞,...,∞;∞} k : |||Ξ|||_k < ∞ } . We shall omit the subscripts when k = 1. Finally, define B_0 := A_{0+1} = A_1 for the k = 0 case.

Note that if Λ ∈ B_k and p_1, . . . , p_k, p ∈ [1, ∞] are such that p^{−1}_1 + · · · + p^{−1}_k ≤ p^{−1}, then Λ extends uniquely to a bounded linear map L^{p1} (E_1 ) × · · · × L^{pk} (E_k ) → L^p(E_{k+1} ) with operator norm at most |||T |||_k. We shall abuse notation and write T for this extension as well.

We shall occasionally consider maps with only self-adjoint arguments. Here are some useful facts about such maps; we leave the proofs to the reader.

Observation 2.8. Suppose that Λ: A_{1,sa} × · · · × A_{k,sa} → A_{k+1} is a (real) k-linear map.

(i) There exists a unique complex k-linear extension Λ̃: A_1 × · · · × A_k → A_{k+1} of Λ.

(ii) If Λ̃ is as in the previous item, then 2^{−k} ‖ ‖Λ̃ ‖ ‖_{p1 ,...,pk ;p} ≤ sup{‖Λ[a_1, . . . , a_n]‖_p : a_i ∈ A_{i,sa} and ‖a_i‖_{pi} ≤ 1 when 1 ≤ i ≤ k} ≤ ‖ ‖Λ̃ ‖ ‖_{p1 ,...,pk ;p}, for all p_1, . . . , p_k, p ∈ [1, ∞].

We shall often identify Λ with its complex k-linear extension Λ̃.

Consequently, we may identify – via restriction – the set of complex k-linear maps A_1 × · · · × A_k → A_{k+1} with the set of (real) k-linear maps A_{1,sa} ×· · ·×A_{k,sa} → A_{k+1}, and the norm |||·|||_k on the former is equivalent to the analogous norm on the latter. We may therefore consider the space

B_k (A_{1,sa} × · · · × A_{k,sa}; A_{k+1}),

defined as the complex linear subspace of B_k consisting of complex k-linear maps. In the context of maps with self-adjoint arguments, we shall have occasion to consider the “multivariate” situation in which A_1, . . . , A_{k+1} are all direct sums of a single C^∗-probability space (A, E).

Notation 2.9. Fix d_1, . . . , d_{k+1} ∈ N, and write d := (d_1, . . . , d_k) and m := d_{k+1}. For a C^∗-probability space (A, E), we write A^d := A^{d1} × · · · × A^{dk} . Also, we write

B_k (A^d; A^m) = B_k (A^{d1} × · · · × A^{dk} ; A^m) and B_k (A^d_{sa}; A^m) = B_k (A^{d1}_{sa} × · · · × A^{dk}_{sa} ; A^m)

for the spaces B_k (A_1 × · · · × A_k; A_{k+1}) and B_k (A_{1,sa} × · · · × A_{k,sa}; A_{k+1}) with (A_i, E_i ) = (A^{⊕di} , E^{⊕di} ), for all i ∈ {1, . . . , k + 1}. 2.3 Trace ∗-polynomials

In this section, we set notation for trace ∗-polynomials with some linear arguments. Before getting started, we informally explain the notion of a trace polynomial. For a rigorous treatment and further history, please see Section 3.1 of [37]. (Please see also [15, 28, 38, 39], whence the term “trace polynomial” originates.) Throughout this section, “C -algebra” is short for “unital associative C -algebra,” and subalgebras are unital. Let C ⟨x_1 , . . . , x_n⟩ be the C -algebra of noncommutative polynomials in n indeterminates (x_1, . . . , x_n). The C - algebra TrP(x_1, . . . , x_n) of trace polynomials in (x_1, . . . , x_n) is a superalgebra of C ⟨x_1 , . . . , x_n⟩ with a C -linear “abstract trace” operation tr: TrP(x_1, . . . , x_n) → Z(TrP(x_1, . . . , x_n)) such that tr(1) = 1, tr(P Q) = tr(QP ), and tr(tr(P )Q) = tr(P )tr(Q) whenever P, Q ∈ TrP(x_1, . . . , x_n). To be clear, Z(A) ⊆ A is the center of the C -algebra A. Moreover, TrP(x_1, . . . , x_n) = span{tr(P_1) · · · tr(P_ℓ) P_0 : ℓ ∈ N, P_0 , P_1, . . . , P_ℓ ∈ C ⟨x_1 , . . . , x_n⟩}. For example, P (x_1, x_2, x_3) = tr(x_1x_2x_1)x_3x^2x_3 − tr(x_1)tr(x_2)x_3 belongs to TrP(x_1, x_2, x_3), and we have P (x_1, x_2, x_3) = tr(x^2_1x_2)x_3x^2x_3 − tr(x_1)tr(x_2)x_3 as well because tr is “tracial.”

Notation 2.10 (Trace (∗-)Polynomials). Fix n ∈ N, and write x = (x_1, . . . , x_n).

(a) Write C ⟨x⟩ = C ⟨x_1 , . . . , x_n⟩ for the C -algebra of noncommutative polynomials in n indeterminates and TrP(x) = TrP(x_1, . . . , x_n) for the C -algebra of trace polynomials in n indeterminates.

(b) Write C^∗ ⟨x⟩ = C^∗ ⟨x_1, . . . , x_n⟩ for ∗-algebra of noncommutative ∗-polynomials in n indeterminates and TrP^∗(x) = TrP^∗(x_1, . . . , x_n) for the ∗-algebra of trace ∗-polynomials in n indeterminates.

To be clear, C^∗ ⟨x⟩ is just the space C ⟨x_1 , y_1, . . . , x_n, y_n⟩ with the unique ∗-operation determined by x^∗_i = y_i for i ∈ {1, . . . , n}. Similarly, TrP^∗(x) is just the space TrP(x_1, y_1, . . . , x_n, y_n) with the unique ∗-operation that commutes with the abstract trace tr and agrees with the ∗-operation on C^∗ ⟨x⟩ ⊆ TrP^∗(x).

Now, fix also k ∈ N. We say that P ∈ TrP^∗(x_1, . . . , x_n, y_1, . . . , y_k) is real k-linear in (y_1, . . . , y_k) if we can write P as a C -linear combination trace ∗-polynomials of the form tr(P_1) · · · tr(P_ℓ)P_0, where P_0, . . . , P_ℓ are ∗-monomials in (x_1, . . . , x_n, y_1, . . . , y_k) such that for each j ∈ {1, . . . , k}, one of the following occurs:

• y_j appears precisely once in P_0 · · · P_ℓ, and y^∗_j does not appear in P_0 · · · P_ℓ; or

• y^∗_j appears precisely once in P_0 · · · P_ℓ, and and y_j does not appear in P_0 · · · P_ℓ.

We say that P ∈ TrP^∗(x_1, . . . , x_n, y_1, . . . , y_k) is complex k-linear in (y_1, . . . , y_k) if we can write P as a C -linear combination trace ∗-polynomials of the form tr(P_1) · · · tr(P_ℓ)P_0, where P_0, . . . , P_ℓ are ∗-monomials in (x_1, . . . , x_n, y_1, . . . , y_k) such that for each j ∈ {1, . . . , k}, y_j appears precisely once in P_0 · · · P_ℓ, and y^∗_j does not appear in P_0 · · · P_ℓ.

Example 2.11. The trace ∗-polynomial

tr(x_1y^∗_1 )x^∗_3y_2x_3x_2 − tr(y^∗_2 )x^7_2y_1x^5_3 + 4y_1x^∗_3y_2 + iy^∗_2 y^∗_1 x_2 ∈ TrP^∗(x_1, x_2, x_3, y_1, y_2)

is real bilinear in (y_1, y_2), while the trace ∗-polynomial

tr(x_1y_1)x^∗_3y_2x_3x_2 − tr(y_2)x^7_2y_1x^5_3 + 4y_1x^∗_3y_2 + iy_2y_1x_2 ∈ TrP^∗(x_1, x_2, x_3, y_1, y_2)

is complex bilinear in (y_1, y_2).

Now, fix d = (d_1, . . . , d_k) ∈ N^k , and write |d| = d_1 + · · · + d_k as usual. Also, write x = (x_1, . . . , x_n) and y_j = (y_{j,1}, . . . , y_{j,dj} ) for j ∈ {1, . . . , k}, so that TrP^∗(x, y_1, . . . , y_k) = TrP^∗(x_1, . . . , x_n, y_{1,1}, . . . , y_{1,d1} , . . . , y_{k,1}, . . . , y_{k,dk} ) is the space of trace ∗-polynomials in n + |d| indeterminates. We say that P ∈ TrP^∗(x, y_1, . . . , y_k ) is real (resp., complex) k-linear in (y_1, . . . , y_k) if we can write P as a sum

P (x, y_1, . . . , y_k) =

d_1∑

i_1 =1 · · · d_k∑

i_k =1 P_{i1 ,...,ik} (x, y_{1,i1} , . . . , y_{k,ik} ),

where P_{i1 ,...,ik} (x, y_{1,i1} , . . . , y_{k,ik} ) ∈ TrP^∗(x, y_{1,i1} , . . . , y_{k,ik} ) is real (resp., complex) k-linear in (y_{1,i1} , . . . , y_{k,ik} ).

Notation 2.12. For n, k ∈ N and d = (d_1, . . . , d_k) ∈ N^k , write

TrP^∗_{n,k,d} = TrP^∗(x)[y_1, . . . , y_k ] ⊆ TrP^∗(x, y_1, . . . , y_k)

for the space of trace ∗-polynomials in n + |d| indeterminates (as above) that are real k-linear in (y_1, . . . , y_k). For P ∈ TrP^∗_{n,k,d}, we shall often write P (x)[y_1, . . . , y_k] = P (x, y_1, . . . , y_k). Also, to cover the k = 0 case, write TrP^∗_n = TrP^∗_{n,0,∅} := TrP^∗(x). Finally, write TrP^{∗,C}_{n,k,d} = TrP^∗_C (x)[y_1, . . . , y_k] for the set of P ∈ TrP^∗_{n,k,d} that are complex k-linear in (y_1, . . . , y_k ).

Observation 2.13. If n, k ∈ N and d ∈ N^k , then TrP^∗_{n,k,d} = TrP^∗(x)[y_1, . . . , y_k ] ⊆ TrP^∗(x, y_1, . . . , y_k) is a complex linear subspace that is closed under the ∗-operation. Also, TrP^∗_C (x)[y_1, . . . , y_k ] ⊆ TrP^∗(x)[y_1, . . . , y_k] is a complex linear subspace.

Finally, we discuss evaluations.

Notation 2.14. If V and W are normed vector spaces, then we write BC_{loc}(V; W) for the space of continuous maps F : V → W such that sup{‖F (v)‖_W : ‖v‖_V ≤ R} < ∞, for all R > 0. We endow this space with the topology of uniform convergence on bounded sets. When W is a Banach space, BC_{loc}(V; W) is a Fréchet space (Proposition 4.1.4 in [49]).

If (A, E) is a C^∗-probability space, then we may define the evaluation map

ev^n_{(A,E)} : TrP^∗(x_1, . . . , x_n) → BC_{loc}(A^n; A)

as the unique unital ∗-homomorphism such that ( ev^n_{(A,E)}x_i ) (a) = a_i, for all i ∈ {1, . . . , n} and a = (a_1, . . . , a_n) ∈ A^n; and ev^n_{(A,E)}tr(P ) = E ∘ ev^n_{(A,E)}P, for all P ∈ C^∗ ⟨x_1, . . . , x_n⟩.

(In the second line, we view C as the ∗-subalgebra C 1 of A.) Now, fix k ∈ N_0 , d = (d_1, . . . , d_k) ∈ N^k , and m ∈ N. Observe that if P = (P_1, . . . , P_m) ∈ (TrP^∗_{n,k,d})^m and a ∈ A^n, then the map

A^d ∋ (b_1, . . . , b_k) → (( ev^{n+|d|}_{(A,E)} P_1 ) (a, b_1, . . . , b_k), . . . , ( ev^{n+|d|}_{(A,E)} P_m ) (a, b_1, . . . , b_k) ) ∈ A^m belongs to B_k (A^d; A^m). (To be clear, in the k = 0 case, this should be interpreted as the statement that ((ev^n_{(A,E)}P_1)(a), . . . , (ev^n_{(A,E)}P_m)(a)) ∈ A^m.) We write P (a) ∈ B_k (A^d; A^m) for this map. Moreover, the map

A^n ∋ a → P (a) ∈ B_k (A^d; A^m)

belongs to BC_{loc}(A^n; B_k (A^d; A^m)). Note also that if P ∈ (TrP^{∗,C}_{n,k,d})^m and a ∈ A^n, then P (a): A^d → A^m is complex k-linear.

Notation 2.15 (Evaluations). If n, m ∈ N, k ∈ N_0 , and d ∈ N^k , then we write ev^{n,m,k,d} (A,E) : (TrP ∗ n,k,d) m → BC_{loc}(A^n; B_k (A^d; A^m))

for the map P → (a → P (a)) described in the previous paragraph. Also, when k = 0, we omit k = 0, d = ∅ from the notation. Finally, for P ∈ (TrP^∗_{n,k,d})^m, we write P_{(A,E)} := ev^{n,m,k,d}_{(A,E)} P .

3 Noncommutative Processes

3.1 Filtrations and Adaptedness

In this section, we introduce notions of adaptedness that will be important for our noncommutative stochastic integral development. We first recall the notion of a filtration of a C^∗-probability space.

Definition 3.1 (Filtration). A filtration of a C^∗-probability space (A, E) is a family (A_t)_{t≥0} of C^∗- subalgebras of A such that A_s ⊆ A_t when 0 ≤ s ≤ t. In this case, (A, (A_t)_{t≥0}, E) is called a filtered C^∗- probability space. If A_t ⊆ A is conditionable, for all t ≥ 0, then (A, (A_t)_{t≥0}, E) is called conditionable. If (A, E) is a W^∗-probability space and all the A_t are W^∗-subalgebras, then (A, (A_t)_{t≥0}, E) is called a filtered W^∗-probability space.

In what follows, we shall work with arbitrary filtered C^∗-probability spaces. Occasionally, something extra can be said when the filtered C^∗-probability spaces under consideration are all conditionable. In order to avoid repeating cumbersome phrases in these situations, we institute the following shorthand.

Convention 3.2. “In the conditionable case” is short for “when all filtered C^∗-probability spaces in question are conditionable.” Using this shorthand, we shall write [1, ∞⟩ := { [1, ∞], in the conditionable case [1, ∞), otherwise

in order to exclude unwanted indices.

Filtrations of C^∗-probability spaces induce “filtrations” on the spaces of bounded multilinear maps from Section 2.2. We now define and study these induced filtrations.

Definition 3.3 (Induced Filtrations, Adaptedness). For the remainder of this section, fix k ∈ N and, for each i ∈ {1, . . . , k + 1}, a filtered C^∗-probability space (A_i, (A_{i,t})_{t≥0}, E_i ). Also, let t ≥ 0.

(a) If p_1, . . . , p_k, p ∈ [1, ∞⟩, then we define F^{p1,...,pk ;p}_{k,t} = F^{p1 ,...,pk ;p}_{k,t} (E_1 , . . . , E_k ; E_{k+1} ) to be the set of all Λ ∈ B^{p1 ,...,pk ;p} k such that for all u ≥ t and (a_1, . . . , a_k) ∈ L^{p1} (A_{1,u}, E_1 ) × · · · × L^{pk} (A_{k,u}, E_k ), we have

E_{k+1} [ Λ[a_1, . . . , a_{i−1}, b, a_{i+1}, . . . , a_k] | A_{k+1,u} ] = Λ [ a_1, . . . , a_{i−1}, E_i [b | A_{i,u}], a_{i+1}, . . . , a_k ] , for all i ∈ {1, . . . , k} and b ∈ L^{pi} (A_{i,u}, E_i ). Also, write F^{p1;p}_t := F^{p1;p}_{1,t} . Finally, we say that a k-linear process Λ: R_+ → B^{p1 ,...,pk ;p} k is adapted if Λ(s) ∈ F^{p1,...,pk ;p}_{k,s} whenever s ≥ 0.

(b) Define F_{k,t} = F_{k,t}(E_1 , . . . , E_k ; E_{k+1} ) to be the set of all Λ ∈ B_k such that Λ(A_{1,u} ×· · ·×A_{k,u}) ⊆ A_{k+1,u} whenever u ≥ t, and Λ ∈ F^{p1 ,...,pk ;p}_{k,t} for some (equivalently, for all) p_1, . . . , p_k, p ∈ [1, ∞⟩ satisfying p^{−1}_1 + · · · + p^{−1}_k ≤ p^{−1}. Also, write F_t := F_{1,t}. Finally, we say that a k-linear process Λ: R_+ → B_k is adapted if Λ(s) ∈ F_{k,s} whenever s ≥ 0.

(c) Fix p ∈ [1, ∞]. A process X : R_+ → L^p(A_1, E_1 ) is called adapted if X(s) ∈ L^p(A_{1,s}, E_1 ) whenever s ≥ 0. We write C_a(R_+ ; L^p(E_1 )) for the complex Fréchet space of L^p-continuous adapted processes R_+ → L^p(E_1 ) equipped with the topology of uniform L^p-convergence on compact sets.

Remark 3.4. In the conditionable case, F_{k,t} may be defined simply as B_k ∩ F^{∞,...,∞;∞}_{k,t} .

Observation 3.5. Fix p, q, r, p_1, . . . , p_k ∈ [1, ∞⟩ and s, t ≥ 0. (i) If s ≤ t, then F^{p1,...,pk ;p} k,s ⊆ F^{p1 ,...,pk ;p} k,t and F_{k,s} ⊆ F_{k,t}. (ii) If Λ ∈ F^{p1 ,...,pk ;p} k,t , u ≥ t, and a ∈ L^{p1} (A_{1,u}, E_1 ) × · · · × L^{pk} (A_{k,u}, E_k ), then Λ[a] ∈ L^p(A_{k+1,u}, E_{k+1} ). (iii) F^{p1 ,...,pk ;p} k,t ⊆ B^{p1,...,pk ;p} k is a ‖·‖_{p1,...,pk ;p}-closed complex linear subspace, and F_{k,t} ⊆ B_k is a |||·|||_k-closed complex linear subspace.

In view of this observation, (F^{p1 ,...,pk ;p}_{k,t} )_{t≥0} should be considered as a filtration of B^{p1 ,...,pk ;p}_k induced by the filtrations (A_{1,t})_{t≥0}, . . . , (A_{k+1,t})_{t≥0}. Similarly (F_{k,t})_{t≥0} should be viewed as a filtration of B_k induced by the filtrations (A_{1,t})_{t≥0}, . . . , (A_{k+1,t})_{t≥0}. Next, we introduce a special class of adapted multilinear processes called trace k-processes, inspired in part by the biprocesses studied by Biane–Speicher [10] that correspond to the case k = 1. As we shall see throughout, trace k-processes appear in essentially all examples of interest. Notation 3.6. For the remainder of this section, write (A, (A_t)_{t≥0}, E) := (A_1, (A_{1,t})_{t≥0}, E_1 ) and fix k ∈ N. All tensor products below are over C .

(a) Write B_k (A) := B_k (A^k ; A) = B_k (A^{(1,...,1)}; A) and B (A) := B_1 (A). (b) Fix m ∈ N and d ∈ N^k . If t ≥ 0, then we define T^0_{m,k,d,t} := { P (a) : n ∈ N, P ∈ (TrP^∗_{n,k,d})^m, and a ∈ A^n_t } ⊆ B_k (A^d; A^m) and T_{m,k,d,t} := T^0_{m,k,d,t} ⊆ B_k (A^d; A^m) (closure with respect to |||·|||_k).

Also, we write T^0_{k,t} := T^0_{1,k,(1,...,1),t} ⊆ B_k (A), T_{k,t} := T_{1,k,(1,...,1),t} ⊆ B_k (A), T^0_t := T^0_{1,t}, and T_t := T_{1,t}. Finally, we define the spaces T^{C,0}_{m,k,d,t}, T^C_{m,k,d,t}, T^{C,0}_{k,t} , T^C_{k,t}, T^{C,0}_t , and T^C_t similarly using (TrP^{∗,C}_{n,k,d})^m instead of (TrP^∗_{n,k,d})^m.

(c) Write #_k : A^{⊗(k+1)} → B_k (A) for the complex linear map determined by #_k(a_1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ a_{k+1})[b_1, . . . , b_k] = a_1b_1 · · · a_kb_ka_{k+1}, for all a_1, . . . , a_{k+1}, b_1, . . . , b_k ∈ A. Also, write u#_kb := #_k(u)[b], for all u ∈ A^{⊗(k+1)} and b ∈ A^k. When k = 1, we shall omit the subscript, i.e. # = #_1.

(d) Write #^E_k : A^{⊗(k+1)} → B_k (A) for the complex linear map determined by #^E_k (a_1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ a_{k+1})[b_1, . . . , b_k] = E[a_1 b_1 · · · a_kb_k]a_{k+1}, for all a_1, . . . , a_{k+1}, b_1, . . . , b_k ∈ A. Also, write u#^E_kb := #^E_k (u)[b], for all u ∈ A^{⊗(k+1)} and b ∈ A^k. When k = 1, we shall omit the subscript, i.e. #^E = #^E_1 .

For example, H ∈ T^0_t if and only if there exist a_i, b_i, c_i, d_i, e_i, f_i, g_i, h_i ∈ A_t such that Hx = n∑ i=1 (a_ixb_i + c_ix^∗d_i + E[e_i x] f_i + E[g_i x^∗] h_i),

for all x ∈ A. Equivalently, there exist u_1, u_2, v_1, v_2 ∈ A_t ⊗ A_t such that Hx = u_1#x + u_2#x^∗ + v_1#^Ex + v_2#^Ex^∗, for all x ∈ A. Moreover, H ∈ T^{0,C}_t if and only if we can take u_2 = v_2 = 0 above.

Definition 3.7 (Trace k-processes). A k-linear process Λ: R_+ → B_k (A^d; A^m) is called a (multivariate) trace k-process if Λ(t) ∈ T_{m,k,d,t}, for all t ≥ 0. A trace 1-process is also called a trace biprocess, and a trace 2-process is also called a trace triprocess. A (multivariate) trace k-process Λ is called complex k-linear if Λ(t) ∈ T^C_{m,k,d,t}, for all t ≥ 0.

We now show that trace k-processes are adapted.

Lemma 3.8. If t ≥ 0 and m, d ∈ N, then T^0_{m,1,d,t} ⊆ F_t(E^{⊕d} ; E^{⊕m} ) ⊆ B (A^d ; A^m).

Proof. By definition of (TrP^∗_{n,1,d})^m, it suffices to treat the case m = d = 1, i.e. to prove T^0_t ⊆ F_t = F_t(E; E ). To this end, fix a, b, c, d ∈ A_t. If u ≥ t, x ∈ L^1(A, E), and ε ∈ {1, ∗}, then E [( #(a ⊗ b) + #^E (c ⊗ d) ) x^ε | A_u ] = E[ax^ε b | A_u] + E[cx^ε ] E[d | A_u] = a E[x^ε | A_u] b + E[E [cx^ε | A_u]] d = (a ⊗ b)#E[x^ε | A_u] + E[c E [x^ε | A_u]] d = ( #(a ⊗ b) + #^E (c ⊗ d) ) E[x | A_u]^ε. Also, if x ∈ A_u, then (#(a ⊗ b) + #^E (c ⊗ d))x^ε = ax^εb + E[cx^ε ]d ∈ A_u. It follows that T^0_t ⊆ F_t.

Proposition 3.9. If 0 ≤ s ≤ t, k, m ∈ N, and d = (d_1, . . . , d_k) ∈ N^k , then T^0_{m,k,d,s} ⊆ T^0_{m,k,d,t} and T^0_{m,k,d,t} ⊆ F_{k,t}(E^{⊕d1} , . . . , E^{⊕dk} ; E^{⊕m} ) is a complex linear subspace. Consequently, T_{m,k,d,s} ⊆ T_{m,k,d,t}, T_{m,k,d,t} ⊆ F_{k,t}(E^{⊕d1} , . . . , E^{⊕dk} ; E^{⊕m} ) is a closed complex linear subspace, and trace k-processes are adapted.

Proof. The only nontrivial assertion of the proposition is that T^0_{m,k,d,t} ⊆ F_{k,t}(E^{⊕d1} , . . . , E^{⊕dk} ; E^{⊕m} ). To prove this, we make the key observation that if Λ ∈ T^0_{m,k,d,t}, (b_1, . . . , b_k) ∈ A^d_t , and i ∈ {1, . . . , k}, then

A^{di} ∋ b → Λ[b_1, . . . , b_{i−1}, b, b_{i+1}, . . . , b_k] ∈ A^m

belongs to T^0_{m,1,di,t}. Thus, by definition of our induced filtrations, the desired containment follows from Lemma 3.8. This completes the proof.

Example 3.10. If A_1, . . . , A_8 : R_+ → A are adapted process, then the process

R_+ ∋ t → H(t) := (x → A_1(t)xA_2(t) + A_3(t)x^∗A_4(t) + E[A_5 (t)x] A_6(t) + E[A_7 (t)x^∗] A_8(t)) ∈ B (A)

is a trace biprocess. Indeed, H(t) ∈ T^0_t , for all t ≥ 0. By Proposition 3.9, H is adapted.

More generally, if n, m ∈ N, d = (d_1, . . . , d_k) ∈ N^k , P ∈ (TrP^∗_{n,k,d})^m, and X : R_+ → A^n is an adapted process, then the process R_+ ∋ t → Λ(t) := P (X(t)) ∈ B_k (A^d; A^m) is a multivariate trace k-process and thus is adapted. This example, which we shall continue to study throughout the development, is one of the primary motivators for our definitions of induced filtrations and adaptedness. The other primary motivators are the proofs of Lemma 4.11(v) and Theorem 4.13 below.

3.2 Decomposable Processes

We now define FV processes, martingales, and our noncommutative analogue of a semimartingale.

Definition 3.11 (FV Process). For the duration of this section, fix a filtered C^∗-probability space (A, (A_t)_{t≥0}, E = E_A ). Now, let p ∈ [1, ∞]. A process A: R_+ → L^p(E) is called L^p-finite variation (L^p-FV) if A is adapted and has locally bounded variation with respect to ‖·‖_p. Write FV^p = FV^p_A ⊆ C_a(R_+ ; L^p(E)) for the set of continuous L^p-FV processes R_+ → L^p(E).

Here are the most common examples of FV processes.

Example 3.12 (Scalar FV Processes). If A(t) := t1 ∈ A_0, for all t ≥ 0, then A is an L^∞-FV process. More generally, if g : R_+ → C is a scalar function of locally bounded variation, then A(t) := g(t)1 defines an L^∞-FV process. If in addition g is continuous, then A ∈ FV^∞.

Example 3.13 (Riemann–Stieltjes Integral Processes). Let (B, (B_t)_{t≥0}, E_B ) be another filtered C^∗- probability space. Fix p, q ∈ [1, ∞⟩ and processes A: R_+ → L^p(E_A ) and H : R_+ → B^{p;q}_1 . Suppose that A is L^p-FV and H is locally (bounded and) Riemann–Stieltjes integrable against A. If H is also adapted, then the Riemann–Stieltjes integral process ∫_· 0 H(t)[dA(t)] = ( ∫_t 0 H(s)[dA(s)] ) t≥0 : R_+ → L^q(E_B )

is L^q-FV. We can include the case p = q = ∞ by taking H to be an adapted process R_+ → B . For example, if (A, (A_t)_{t≥0}, E_A ) = (B, (B_t)_{t≥0}, E_B ), A(t) = g(t)1 as in Example 3.12, and H is left multiplication by some L^∞-continuous adapted process X : R_+ → A, then ∫_· 0 H(t)[dA(t)] = ∫_· 0 X(t) dg(t) is an L^∞-FV process.

Next, we discuss noncommutative martingales.

Definition 3.14 (Martingale). Fix p ∈ [1, ∞]. An adapted process M : R_+ → L^p(E) is called a (noncommutative) L^p-martingale if E[M(t) | A_s] = M(s) whenever 0 ≤ s ≤ t. (The above identity is called the martingale property.) We shall omit “L^p-” from this term when p = ∞. Also, we write M^p = M^p_A ⊆ C_a(R_+ ; L^p(E)) for the space of continuous L^p-martingales. Finally, write ~M^p = ~M^p_A for the closure of M^∞ in M^p .

Note that the pointwise L^p-limit of a sequence of L^p-martingales is itself an L^p-martingale. In addition, if p < ∞, M is an L^p-martingale, and 0 ≤ s ≤ t, then ‖M(s)‖_p = ‖E[M(t) | A_s]‖_p ≤ ‖M(t)‖_p by the martingale property and Proposition 2.4(ii). If M : R_+ → L^∞(E) = A is an L^∞-martingale, then this also gives ‖M(s)‖_∞ = lim_{p→∞}‖M(s)‖_p ≤ lim_{p→∞}‖M(t)‖_p = ‖M(t)‖_∞. In summary, if p ∈ [1, ∞], M is an L^p-martingale, and 0 ≤ s ≤ t, then sup 0≤s≤t ‖M(s)‖_p = ‖M(t)‖_p. (5) In particular, a sequence of L^p-martingales (M_n)_{n∈N} converges in L^p(E) uniformly on compact sets if and only if for all t ≥ 0, (M_n(t))_{n∈N} converges in L^p(E). Also, a process M : R_+ → L^p(E) belongs to ~M^p if and only if there exists a sequence (M_n)_{n∈N} of L^∞-continuous martingales R_+ → A such that for all t ≥ 0, M_n(t) → M(t) in L^p(E) as n → ∞. We caution that in general ~M^p ⊊ M^p ; for example, we show in Remark 5.18 that the compensated free Poisson process belongs to M^2 \ ~M^2 .

Here are some common examples of noncommutative martingales.

Example 3.15 (Classical Matrix Martingales). Let (Ω, F , (F_t)_{t≥0}, P ) be a classical complete filtered probability space, and fix n ∈ N. Consider the filtered W^∗-probability space

(A_n, (A_{n,t})_{t≥0}, τ_n) := (L^∞(Ω, F , P ; M_n(C )), (L^∞ (Ω, F_t, P ; M_n(C )))_{t≥0} , E_P ∘ tr_n)

of P -essentially bounded M_n(C )-valued random variables with the trace

τ_n[F ] = E_P [tr_n(F )] = 1 n ∫ Ω Tr_n(F (ω)) P (dω).

In this setting, τ_n[F | A_{n,t}] = E_P [F | F_t] for t ≥ 0 and F ∈ A_n. In particular, if X : R_+ × Ω → M_n(C ) is a classical L^p-martingale, then the process R_+ ∋ t → X(t, ·) ∈ L^p(Ω, F , P ; M_n(C )) = L^p(A_n, τ_n) is a noncommutative L^p-martingale. Often this observation can be upgraded, e.g. with Brownian motion.

Theorem 3.16. Retain the setup of Example 3.15, and suppose that (F_t)_{t≥0} satisfies the usual conditions (page 7). If X : R_+ × Ω → M_n(C )_{sa} is an n × n Hermitian Brownian motion (with respect to ⟨·, ·⟩_L2_{(trn)}) and p ∈ [1, ∞), then the noncommutative martingale R_+ ∋ t → X(t, ·) ∈ L^p(A_n, τ_n) belongs to ~M^p_{τn} .

Proof. Let V be a finite-dimensional normed vector space and Y : R_+ × Ω → V be an adapted stochastic process. Fix α ∈ (0, 1], and suppose that for every ω ∈ Ω, the path R_+ ∋ t → Y (t, ω) ∈ V is locally α-Hölder continuous. Now, define C(t, ω) := sup_{0≤r<s≤t} ‖Y (r, ω) − Y (s, ω)‖_V |r − s|^α = sup 0≤r<s<t ‖Y (r, ω) − Y (s, ω)‖_V |r − s|^α . Then C : R_+ × Ω → R_+ is an adapted left-continuous stochastic process. Now, for r > 0, define τ_r(ω) := inf{t ≥ 0 : ‖Y (t, ω)‖_V > r} ∧ inf{t ≥ 0 : C(t, ω) > r} Since both C and ‖Y ‖_V are left-continuous and adapted (and the filtration is right-continuous), τ_r is a stopping time. Moreover, it is easy to see that τ_r ↗ ∞ pointwise as r → ∞. Most importantly, the stopped process Y^{τr} (t, ω) := Y (t ∧ τ_r(ω), ω) satisfies ‖Y^{τr} (t, ω)‖_V ≤ r and ‖Y^{τr} (s, ω) − Y^{τr} (t, ω)‖_V ≤ r|s − t|^α, for all s, t ≥ 0 and ω ∈ Ω. In particular, the map R_+ ∋ t → Y^{τr} (t, ·) ∈ L^∞(Ω, F , P ; V) is continuous with respect to the L^∞-norm. If in addition Y is a classical martingale, then so is Y^{τr} . Finally, if in addition p ∈ (1, ∞) and Y is a classical L^p-martingale, then E_P [ sup 0≤s≤t ‖Y^{τr} (s, ·) − Y (s, ·)‖^p_V ] 1_p ≤ p p − 1 E_P [ ‖Y^{τr} (t, ·) − Y (t, ·)‖^p_V ] 1_p → 0 as r → ∞ by Doob’s maximal inequality and the dominated convergence theorem.

Now, apply the previous paragraph with V = M_n(C )_{sa} (endowed with the operator norm) and Y = X an n × n Hermitian Brownian motion. By Kolmogorov’s continuity theorem, (a modification of) X has locally α-Hölder continuous paths whenever α ∈ (0,^1_2 ). Also, for any p < ∞, X is a classical L^p-martingale. By the previous paragraph, if r > 0, then the noncommutative martingale R_+ ∋ t → X^{τr} (t, ·) ∈ A_n is L^∞- continuous and X^{τr} → X in C_a(R_+ ; L^p(τ_n)) as r → ∞. We conclude that X, viewed as a noncommutative L^p-martingale, belongs to ~M^p_{τn} , as claimed.

Example 3.17 (Free Increments). An adapted process X : R_+ → A is said to have (∗-)free increments if X(t)−X(s) is (∗-)freely independent from A_s whenever 0 ≤ s < t. Suppose that M : R_+ → A has constant expectation (i.e. E[M(t)] = E[M(s)] when s, t ≥ 0) and free increments. Then E[M(t) | A_s] = E[M(t) − M(s) | A_s] + E[M(s) | A_s] = E[M(t) − M(s)] + M(s) = M(s) whenever 0 ≤ s ≤ t, i.e. M is a noncommutative martingale.

Typical examples of this form are free Brownian motions. We recall that a process X : R_+ → A is called a semicircular (free) Brownian motion if X(0) = 0 and X(t) − X(s) ∈ A_t is a semicircular element of variance t − s that is freely independent from A_s whenever 0 ≤ s < t. Similarly, Z is a circular (free) Brownian motion if Z(0) = 0 and Z(t) − Z(s) ∈ A_t is a circular element of variance t − s that is ∗-freely independent from A_s whenever 0 ≤ s < t. As a consequence of the previous paragraph, (semi)circular Brownian motions are martingales. Moreover, (semi)circular Brownian motion is automatically L^∞-continuous. Indeed, if X : R_+ → A_{sa} is a semicircular Brownian motion and s, t ≥ 0, then ‖X(t) − X(s)‖ is the spectral radius of X(t) − X(s), which has ∗-distribution μ^{sc}_{|t−s|}. Thus ‖X(t) − X(s)‖ = 2|t − s|^{12} . Now, if Z : R_+ → A is a circular Brownian motion, then Z =^{1√}_2 (X + iY ), where X, Y : R_+ → A_{sa} are two (freely independent) semicircular Brownian motions. Thus Z is L^∞-continuous as well.

More generally, there are q-Brownian motions and other q-Gaussian martingales.

Example 3.18 (q-Gaussian Processes). In this example, we assume familiarity with the q-Gaussian processes studied by Bożejko–Kümmerer–Speicher [13]. Fix q ∈ (−1, 1) and a q-Gaussian process X : R_+ → A with covariance function c: R_+ × R_+ → R (Definition 3.3 in [13]). Proposition 3.13 in [13] says that X is a martingale if and only if c(s, t) = c(s, s) whenever 0 ≤ s ≤ t. In particular, q-Brownian motion (which has covariance c(s, t) = min{s, t}) is a martingale. Moreover, if c is (jointly) continuous, as is the case for q-Brownian motion, then X is L^∞-continuous. Finally, for n ∈ N_0 , write H^{(q)}_n for the n^{th} q-Hermite polynomial (Definition 1.9 in [13]). Corollary 4.7 in [13] says that if the covariance factors as c(s, t) = g(s) f(t) for 0 ≤ s ≤ t, where f(s), g(s) > 0 for s > 0, then the process M_n defined by

M_n(0) := 0 and M_n(t) := ( g(t) f(t) ) n_2 H^{(q)}_n ( X(t) c(t, t)^12 ) , t > 0, is a martingale. Since 0 ≤ s ≤ t ⇒ c(s, t) = min{s, t} = s when X is a q-Brownian motion, we conclude that M_n(t) = t^{n2} H^{(q)}n ( t^{− 12} X(t) ) is a (L^∞-continuous) martingale.

There are also elementary ways to construct martingales.

Notation 3.19. If a, b ∈ R ∪ {±∞}, then we write a ∧ b := min{a, b} and a ∨ b := max{a, b}. If S is a set, X : R_+ → S is a function, and t ≥ 0, then we write X^t := X(· ∧ t): R_+ → S.

Example 3.20. If p ∈ [1, ∞], M : R_+ → L^p(E) is an L^p-martingale, and t ≥ 0, then the stopped process M^t is also an L^p-martingale by some easy case work. Also, if p ∈ [1, ∞⟩, a ∈ L^p(E), and M_a(t) := E[a | A_t] for t ≥ 0, then M_a is an L^p-martingale (called Doob’s martingale) by the tower property. Finally, n-tuples of martingales are martingales. More precisely, let (A_1, (A_{1,t})_{t≥0}, E_1 ), . . . , (A_n, (A_{n,t})_{t≥0}, E_n ) be C^∗-probability spaces, and suppose that (A, (A_t)_{t≥0}, E) is the direct sum of these spaces. If, for each i ∈ {1, . . . , n}, X_i : R_+ → L^p(E_i ) is an adapted process, then the process X := (X_1, . . . , X_n): R_+ → L^p(E) is adapted as well. If all the X_i are L^p-martingales, then X is an L^p-martingale by Eq. (4).

We now introduce our noncommutative analogue of a semimartingale: a decomposable process.

Definition 3.21 (Decomposable Process). Fix p, q ∈ [1, ∞] and an adapted process X : R_+ → L^{p∧q}(E). We call X a (noncommutative continuous) (L^p, L^q)-decomposable process if X = M + A for some M ∈ M^p and A ∈ FV^q . If p = q, then we shorten (L^p, L^q) to L^p.

Of course, if X is (L^p, L^q)-decomposable, then X ∈ C_a(R_+ ; L^{p∧q}(E)). Moreover, we observe that if M ∈ M^p , then M^∗ ∈ M^p ; and if A ∈ FV^q , then A^∗ ∈ FV^q . In particular, if X is (L^p, L^q)-decomposable, then so is X^∗. Next, we show that – similar to the classical case – the decomposition X = M + A of a decomposable process is unique under mild assumptions.

Lemma 3.22. If M : R_+ → L^2(E) is an L^2-martingale and 0 ≤ s ≤ t, then

‖M(t) − M(s)‖^2 = ‖M(t)‖^2 − ‖M(s)‖^2.

Proof. Suppose that 0 ≤ s ≤ t. By basic properties of conditional expectation, the adaptedness of M, and the martingale property, we have ‖M(t) − M(s)‖^2 = ‖M(t)‖^2 + ‖M(s)‖^2 − ⟨M(t), M(s)⟩_2 − ⟨M(s), M(t)⟩_2 = ‖M(t)‖^2 + ‖M(s)‖^2 − ⟨E[M(t) | A_s], M(s)⟩_2 − ⟨M(s), E[M(t) | A_s]⟩_2 = ‖M(t)‖^2 + ‖M(s)‖^2 − ⟨M(s), M(s)⟩_2 − ⟨M(s), M(s)⟩_2 = ‖M(t)‖^2 − ‖M(s)‖^2,

as desired.

The next proposition shows that – similar to the classical case – continuous martingales cannot have finite variation unless they are constant.

Proposition 3.23. Fix p, q ∈ [1, ∞] such that p^{−1} + q^{−1} ≤ 1. If M : R_+ → L^p(E) ∩ L^q(E) = L^{p∨q}(E) is an L^p-continuous L^q-FV martingale, then M ≡ M(0).

Proof. Fix t ≥ 0 and π ∈ P_{[0,t]} (Notation 2(a)). Since p^{−1} + q^{−1} ≤ 1, we have p ∨ q ≥ 2. In particular, M is an L^2-martingale. By Lemma 3.22 (twice) and noncommutative Hölder’s inequality,

‖M(t) − M(0)‖^2 = ‖M(t)‖^2 − ‖M(0)‖^2 = ∑ s∈π ( ‖M(s)‖^2 − ‖M(s_−)‖^2 ) = ∑ s∈π ‖M(s) − M(s_−)‖^2 = ∑ s∈π ‖Δ_sM^∗ Δ_sM‖_1 ≤ max_{r∈π} ‖Δ_rM^∗‖_p ∑ s∈π ‖Δ_sM‖_q = max_{r∈π} ‖Δ_rM‖_p ∑ s∈π ‖Δ_sM‖_q → 0 as |π| → 0. Thus M(0) = M(t). This completes the proof.

Corollary 3.24. Suppose that p, q ∈ [1, ∞] are such that p^{−1} + q^{−1} ≤ 1. If X is an (L^p, L^q)-decomposable process, then the decomposition X = M + A in Definition 3.21 is unique when we require A(0) = 0. In this case, we call M the martingale part of X and A the FV part of X.

Proof. Suppose that M, N ∈ M^p and A, B ∈ FV^q are such that A(0) = B(0) = 0 and M + A = X = N + B. Then the process Y := M − N = B − A is an L^p-continuous L^q-FV martingale. By Proposition 3.23, Y ≡ Y (0) = A(0) − B(0) = 0. In particular, M ≡ N and A ≡ B, as desired.

In particular, if p^{−1} + q^{−1} ≤ 1 and X is (L^p, L^q)-decomposable with decomposition X = M + A, then X^∗ = X if and only if M^∗ = M and A^∗ = A.

Example 3.25 (Poisson Process). The restriction p^{−1} + q^{−1} ≤ 1 is not artificial. Let (Ω, F , (F_t)_{t≥0}, P ) be a classical filtered probability space, and suppose that

(A, (A_t)_{t≥0}, E) = (L^∞(Ω, F , P ), (L^∞(Ω, F_t, P ))_{t≥0}, E_P ).

Fix λ > 0, and suppose that X : R_+ × Ω → R is a classical Poisson process with rate λ, i.e. X is adapted, X(0, ·) = 0, and X(t, ·) − X(s, ·) is a Poisson random variable with mean λ(t − s) that is (classically) P - independent from F_s whenever 0 ≤ s < t. We view X as a noncommutative adapted process X : R_+ → L^1(E) in the usual way. Observe ‖X(t) − X(s)‖_1 = λ|t − s|, so that X ∈ FV^1. Thus X is (L^∞, L^1)-decomposable with unique decomposition X = M +A = 0+X. But also, X(t) = X(t)−E[X(t)]+E [X(t)] = X(t)−λt+λt. Thus X is (L^1, L^∞)-decomposable with unique decomposition X = M + A, where M = X − E[X] ∈ M^1 and A = E[X] ∈ FV^∞. But the preceding (L^∞, L^1)- and (L^1, L^∞)-decompositions of X are both valid L^1- decompositions of X. We conclude that, as a L^1-decomposable process, X has two different decompositions.

Note also that the Poisson process is a prototypical example of a right-continuous process that does not have a continuous modification. Nevertheless, the Poisson process is noncommutative L^1-continuous, in fact noncommutative L^p-continuous for all p < ∞. This demonstrates that noncommutative L^p-continuity (with p < ∞) is a rather weak form of continuity.

4 Stochastic Integrals

4.1 Lebesgue–Stieltjes Integrals

In this section, we conduct a limited discussion of vector-valued Lebesgue–Stieltjes integrals. At this time, the reader should review Notation 2. For the remainder of this section, fix a ∈ R and b ∈ R ∪ {∞} such that a < b, and write I := [a, b] ∩ R.

The sets P_I and P^∗_I are frequently directed by refinement. In this paper, we shall instead direct these sets by mesh | · |, i.e. Π ≤ Π^′ and (Π, ξ) ≤ (Π^′, ξ^′) whenever |Π| ≥ |Π^′|. Here is an elementary clarification of what convergence of nets directed by partition mesh means. We leave the proof to the reader.

Lemma 4.1. Let X be a topological space, and fix a net x: P_I → X . For y ∈ X , lim_{Π∈PI} x(Π) = y holds if and only if for all open neighborhoods U of y, there exists δ > 0 such that |Π| < δ implies x(Π) ∈ U; which happens if and only if for every sequence (Π_n)_{n∈N} in P_I such that |Π_n| → 0 as n → ∞, we have lim_{n→∞} x(Π_n) = y. In this case, we write lim_{|Π|→0} x(Π) = y or say that x(Π) → y as |Π| → 0. One can similarly characterize convergence of nets x^∗ : P^∗_I → X .

We now describe several situations of interest in which one can prove the existence of limits as |Π| → 0.

Proposition 4.2. Fix a topological vector space V and a map H : I → V.

(i) If H has left limits, then H^Π → H_− pointwise as |Π| → 0. In particular, if H is left-continuous, then H^Π → H pointwise as |Π| → 0.

(ii) If H is continuous and V is normed, then H^{(Π,ξ)} → H uniformly on compact subsets of I as |Π| → 0.

(iii) Suppose b < ∞. If V is a Banach space, μ is a finite Borel measure on I = [a, b], and H has left limits, then H^Π → H_− in measure as |Π| → 0. If in addition H is bounded and p ∈ [1, ∞), then H^Π → H_− in L^p(I, μ; V) as |Π| → 0.

Proof. For items (i) and (ii), it suffices to treat the case b < ∞, as the reader may easily verify. Write ι: I → R for the inclusion. Observe that if (Π, ξ) ∈ P^∗_I , then

H^{(Π,ξ)} = H ∘ ι^{(Π,ξ)}, 0 < t − ι^Π(t) ≤ |Π|, and | |t − ι^{(Π,ξ)}(t) | | ≤ |Π| whenever t ∈ (a, b]. Using these observations, items (i) and (ii) follow easily from the definitions and the fact that continuous functions [a, b] → V are uniformly continuous when V is normed.

It remains to prove item (iii). To this end, let (Π_n)_{n∈N} be a sequence of partitions with |Π_n| → 0 as n → ∞. As we just proved, H^{Πn} → H_− pointwise as n → ∞. (In particular, H_− is Bochner measurable.)

Since μ is a finite measure, H^{Πn} → H_− in measure as n → ∞. Since convergence in measure comes from a genuine topology (a metrizable one, in fact) on L^0(I, μ; V), Lemma 4.1 gives us that H^Π → H_− in measure as |Π| → 0. Supposing that H is also bounded, we have ∫ I sup_{n∈N} ‖ ‖H^Πn − H_− ‖ ‖^p_V dμ ≤ 2^pμ(I) sup s∈I ‖H(s)‖^p_V < ∞. Therefore, by the dominated convergence theorem, H^{Πn} → H_− in L^p(I, μ; V) as n → ∞. Once again, we conclude from Lemma 4.1 that H^Π → H_− in L^p(I, μ; V) as |Π| → 0.

Using this proposition, we now prove that continuous operator-valued functions are Riemann–Stieltjes integrable in a strong sense that will be useful to us.

Notation 4.3. Let V, W be normed vector spaces. Write E_I := {{a}} ∪ {(s, t] : s, t ∈ I, s < t} and A_I := {finite disjoint unions of members of E_I }. Also, we write μ^0_F : A_I → V for the unique finitely additive function such that μ^0_F ({a}) = 0 and μ^0_F ((s, t]) = F (t) − F (s).

Finally, suppose that S : I → B(V; W) is an A_I -simple map, i.e. S = 1_{{a}}T_0 + ∑_n i=1 1_{(si,ti ]}T_i for some T_0, T_1, . . . , T_n ∈ B(V; W) and s_1, t_1, . . . , s_n, t_n ∈ I. Then we write ∫ I S [ dμ^0_F ] = ∫ I S(t) [ μ^0_F (dt) ] = n∑ i=1 T_i(F (t_i) − F (s_i)) = ∑ T ∈S(I) T μ^0_F ({t ∈ I : S(t) = T })

is the integral of S with respect to μ^0_F (or “against F ”).

Corollary 4.4. Suppose that V is a normed vector space and W is a Banach space. If F : I → V has locally bounded variation, H : I → B(V; W) is continuous, and c ∈ I, then H|_{[a,c]} is Riemann–Stieltjes F |_{[a,c]}-integrable and ∑ t∈Π H(t_∗)[F (t ∧ ·) − F (t_− ∧ ·)] → ∫_· a H(t)[dF (t)] uniformly on compact subsets of I as |Π| → 0. To be clear, the limit above is over augmented partitions (Π, ξ) ∈ P^∗_I and t_∗ = ξ(t) per Notation 2(b).

Proof. As the reader may easily verify, it suffices to treat the case b < ∞. For the duration of this proof, write S for the space of A_I -simple maps I → B(V; W). Also, if U is a Banach space, then we shall write ℓ^∞(I; U) for the Banach space of bounded maps I → U with the uniform norm.

Note that if S ∈ S, then there exists Π ∈ P_I such that S = 1_{{a}}S(a) + ∑ t∈Π 1_{(t−,t]}S(t). Consequently, if G: I → V is any function, then ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ∫ I S [ dμ^0_G ] ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ W = ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ∑ t∈Π S(t)[Δ_tG] ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ W ≤ ∑ t∈Π ‖S(t)‖_{V→W} ‖Δ_tG‖_V ≤ max_{t∈Π} ‖S(t)‖_{V→W} ∑ s∈Π ‖Δ_sG‖_V ≤ V (G : I) sup_{t∈I} ‖S(t)‖_{V→W} . Now, if c ∈ I, then the inequality above gives ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ∫ [a,c] S [ dμ^0_F ] ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖_W ≤ V (F : [a, c]) sup_{a≤t≤c}‖S(t)‖_{V→W} ≤ V (F : I) sup_{t∈I} ‖S(t)‖_{V→W} . In particular, the integral map S ∋ S → ∫ [a,·] S[dμ 0 F ] ∈ ℓ^∞(I; W) extends uniquely to a bounded linear map I_F : S → ℓ^∞(I; W), where S is the closure of S in ℓ^∞(I; B(V; W)).

If H : I → B(V; W) is continuous and (Π, ξ) ∈ P^∗_I , then H^{(Π,ξ)} ∈ S and ∑ t∈Π H(t_∗)[F (t ∧ ·) − F (t_− ∧ ·)] = ∫ [a,·] H^{(Π,ξ)}[dμ_F ] = I_F H^{(Π,ξ)}.

By Proposition 4.2(ii), H^{(Π,ξ)} → H in ℓ^∞(I; B(V; W)) as |Π| → 0. Thus H ∈ S and, by continuity of I_F , ∑ t∈Π H(t_∗)[F (t ∧ ·) − F (t_− ∧ ·)] = I_F H^{(Π,ξ)} → I_F H

uniformly as |Π| → 0.

While the above fact about Riemann–Stieltjes integrals suffices for most situations in practice, general considerations necessitate an understanding of vector-valued Lebesgue–Stieltjes integrals.

Theorem 4.5 (Construction of Lebesgue–Stieltjes Integral). Suppose V and W are Banach spaces and F : I → V is right-continuous and has locally bounded variation.

(i) There exists a unique measure ν_F : B_I → [0, ∞] such that ν_F ({a}) = 0 and ν_F ((s, t]) = V (F : [s, t]) whenever s, t ∈ I and s < t.

(ii) If S is the set of A_I -simple maps I → B(V; W), then ‖ ∫ I S[dμ^0_F ] ‖ W ≤ ∫ I ‖S‖_{V→W} dν_F , for all S ∈ S. (iii) The integral map S ∋ S → ∫ I S[dμ^0_F ] ∈ W extends uniquely to a bounded linear map

I^W_F : L^1(I, ν_F ; B(V; W)) → W

with operator norm at most 1.

Proof. We take each item in turn.

(i) If T_F (t) := V (F : [a, t]) for t ∈ I, then T_F : I → R_+ is right-continuous (continuous if F is) and T_F (t) − T_F (s) = V (F : [s, t]) whenever s, t ∈ I and s < t. Existence and uniqueness of ν_F follow.

(ii) Fix S ∈ S. Since S has compact support, it suffices to treat the case b < ∞. To this end, note in this case that if A ∈ A_I , then then there are disjoint A_1, . . . , A_n ∈ E_I such that A = ⋃_n i=1 A_i. In particular, ‖μ^0_F (A)‖_V ≤ ∑_n i=1‖μ^0_F (A_i)‖_V ≤ ∑_n i=1 ν_F (A_i) = ν_F (A). Thus ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ∫ I S [ dμ^0_F ] ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖_W ≤ ∑ T ∈S(I) ‖T ‖_{V→W} ‖ μ^0_F ({t ∈ I : S(t) = T }) ‖ V ≤ ∑ T ∈S(I) ‖T ‖_{V→W} ν_F ({t ∈ I : S(t) = T }) = ∫ I ‖S‖_{V→W} dν_F ,

as desired.

(iii) By the previous item, it suffices to show that S is dense in L^1(I, ν_F ; B(V; W)). First, note that if H ∈ L^1(I, ν_F ; B(V; W)), then 1_{[a,c]}H → H in L^1(I, ν_F ; B(V; W)) as c ↗ b. Therefore, we may assume b < ∞. Now, since simple maps are dense in L^1(I, ν_F ; B(V; W)), it suffices to show that if E ∈ B_I and T ∈ B(V; W), then there exists a sequence (A_n)_{n∈N} in A such that 1_{An} T → 1_E T in L^1(I, ν_F ; B(V; W)) as n → ∞. Since σ(A ) = B_I and ν_F (I) < ∞, if n ∈ N, then there exists A_n ∈ A such that ν_F (A_nΔE) <^1_n . The sequence (A_n)_{n∈N} does the trick.

Definition 4.6. In the setting above, we shall write

‖dF (t)‖_V := ν_F (dt) and ∫ I H(t)[dF (t)] = ∫ I H[dF ] := I^W_F H ∈ W, for all H ∈ L^1(I, ν_F ; B(V; W)). The vector ∫ I H(t)[dF (t)] ∈ W is called the Lebesgue–Stieltjes integral of H against F .

As an easy consequence of Theorem 4.5 and the definitions, we get that Lebesgue–Stieltjes integral processes have locally bounded variation.

Corollary 4.7. In the setting above, if H ∈ L^1_{loc}(I, ν_F ; B(V; W)) and G(t) := ∫ [a,t] H(s)[dF (s)], for all

t ∈ I, then V (G : [s, t]) ≤ ∫ (s,t]‖H‖V→W dνF < ∞, for all s, t ∈ I with s < t.

Note that if b < ∞ and H : I = [a, b] → B(V; W) is continuous, then ∫ [a,b] H(t)[dF (t)] = ∫_b a H(t)[dF (t)], i.e. the Lebesgue–Stieltjes integral on the left agrees with the Riemann–Stieltjes integral on the right. Therefore, we shall often abuse notation by writing ∫_b a H(t)[dF (t)] for general Lebesgue–Stieltjes integrals.

4.2 Integration against L^2-decomposable Processes

We now work toward a definition of stochastic integrals against L^2-decomposable processes. To this end, we introduce a class of “elementary predictable processes.”

Definition 4.8 (Elementary Predictable Process). For the duration of this and the following section, fix two filtered C^∗-probability spaces (A, (A_t)_{t≥0}, E = E_A ) and (B, (B_t)_{t≥0}, E_B ). Let p, q ∈ [1, ∞⟩ (Convention 3.2). An elementary predictable (L^p; L^q)-process is a map H : R_+ → B^{p;q}_1 = B(L^p(E_A ); L^q(E_B )) such that we can write

H = 1_{{0}}H_0 + k∑ i=1 1_{(si ,ti]}H_i (6)

for some times t_i ≥ s_i ≥ 0 and elements H_0 ∈ F^{p;q}_0 , H_i ∈ F^{p;q}_{si} . We write EP^{p;q} = EP^{p;q} (E_A ; E_B ) for the set of elementary predictable (L^p; L^q )-processes. If H : R_+ → B = B (A; B) has a decomposition as in Eq. (6) such that H_0 ∈ F_0 and H_i ∈ F_{si} , then we write H ∈ EP = EP(E_A ; E_B ).

Observation 4.9. Fix p, q ∈ [1, ∞⟩.

(i) EP^{p;q} and EP are complex vector spaces, and H ∈ EP ⇒ H ∈ EP^{p;p}.

(ii) If H ∈ EP^{p;q} and 0 ≤ s ≤ t, then 1_{(s,t]}H ∈ EP^{p;q} and 1_{{0}∪(s,t]}H ∈ EP^{p;q} . If H ∈ EP and 0 ≤ s ≤ t, then 1_{(s,t]}H ∈ EP and 1_{{0}∪(s,t]}H ∈ EP.

(iii) If H ∈ EP^{p;q}, then H is adapted, is ‖·‖_{p;q}-left-continuous, and has locally bounded variation with respect to ‖·‖_{p;q}. If H ∈ EP, then H is adapted, is |||·|||-left-continuous, and has locally bounded variation with respect to |||·|||.

Now that we have defined our building block stochastic integrands, we define their stochastic integrals. Note that if S is the set of A_{R+}-simple maps R_+ → B^{p;q}_1 (Notation 4.3), then EP^{p;q} ⊆ S. Similarly, processes in EP are A_{R+}-simple maps R_+ → B . In particular, the following definition makes sense.

Notation 4.10 (Integrals of Elementary Predictable Processes). Fix p, q ∈ [1, ∞⟩ and an arbitrary process X : R_+ → L^p(E_A ). If H ∈ EP^{p;q} , then we define ∫_∞ 0 H(t)[dX(t)] = ∫_∞ 0 H[dX] := ∫ R_+ H [ dμ^0_X ] ∈ L^q(E_B ).

In addition, we write ∫_t s H(r)[dX(r)] = ∫_t s H[dX] := ∫_∞ 0 (1_{(s,t]}H)[dX] whenever 0 ≤ s ≤ t. We set similar notation for arbitrary X : R_+ → A and H ∈ EP.

Of course, if H is decomposed as in Eq. (6), then ∫_∞ 0 H[dX] = k∑ i=1 H_i[X(t_i) − X(s_i)] and ∫_t 0 H[dX] = k∑ i=1 H_i[X(t_i ∧ t) − X(s_i ∧ t)] whenever t ≥ 0.

Lemma 4.11 (Properties of Elementary Integral). Fix p, q ∈ [1, ∞⟩ (or p = q = ∞), a process X : R_+ → L^p(E_A ), and H ∈ EP^{p;q} (resp., H ∈ EP).

(i) If 0 ≤ s ≤ t, then ∫_t s H[dX] = ∫_t 0 H[dX] − ∫_s 0 H[dX]. (ii) If X is L^p-(left-/right-)continuous, then ∫_· 0 H[dX] = ( ∫_t 0 H[dX] ) t≥0 is L^q-(left-/right-)continuous.

(iii) If X is adapted, then ∫_· 0 H[dX] is adapted.

(iv) If (C, (C_t)_{t≥0}, E_C ) is another C^∗-probability space, r ∈ [1, ∞⟩ (resp., r = ∞), and Y := ∫_· 0 H[dX], then ∫_· 0 K[dY ] = ∫_· 0 KH[dX], for all K ∈ EP^{q;r}(E_B ; E_C ) (resp., K ∈ EP(E_B ; E_C )).

(v) If X = M is an L^p-martingale, then ∫_· 0 H[dM] is an L^q-martingale.

Proof. Item (i) is immediate from the observation that 1_{(s,t]} = 1_{(0,t]} − 1_{(0,s]} = 1_{[0,t]} − 1_{[0,s]}. By linearity, it suffices to verify the claims of each of the remaining items when H = 1_{(u,v]}H_u, where 0 ≤ u ≤ v and H_u ∈ F^{p;q}_u (resp., H_u ∈ F_u). (The case H = 1_{{0}}H_0 is obvious.) In this case, ∫_t 0 H[dX] = H_u[X(v ∧ t) − X(u ∧ t)], (7) for all t ≥ 0. From this formula, item (ii) is clear, and item (iii) follows from Observation 3.5(ii).

For item (iv), note that additional linearity arguments imply that it suffices to check the desired identity when K = 1_{(a,b]}K_a with K_a ∈ F^{q;r}_a (resp., K_a ∈ F_a) and either (a, b] ∩ (u, v] = ∅ or (a, b] = (u, v]. (Once again, the case K = 1_{{0}}K_0 is obvious.) If (a, b] ∩ (u, v] = ∅, then KH ≡ 0. But also ∫_t 0 K[dY ] = K_a[Y (b ∧ t) − Y (a ∧ t)] = K_a [ ∫_t 0 (1_{(a,b]}H)[dX] ] = 0 by the first item, since (a, b] ∩ (u, v] = ∅. If a = u and b = v, then KH = 1_{(u,v]}K_uH_u. Therefore, using the first item once more, ∫_t 0 K[dY ] = K_u [ ∫_t 0 (1_{(u,v]}H)[dX] ] = K_u [ ∫_t 0 H[dX] ]

= K_uH_u[X(v ∧ t) − X(u ∧ t)] = ∫_t 0 KH[dX], as desired.

Finally, we prove item (v). To this end, suppose that 0 ≤ s ≤ t, and write E^s_A := E_A [ · | A_s] and E^s_B := E_B [ · | B_s]. We consider two cases: s < u and s ≥ u. If s < u, then

E^s_B H_u[M(v ∧ t) − M(u ∧ t)] = E^s_B E^u_B H_u[M(v ∧ t) − M(u ∧ t)] (tower property) = E^s_B H_uE^u_A [M(v ∧ t) − M(u ∧ t)] (H_u ∈ F^{p;q}_u (resp., H_u ∈ F_u)) = E^s_B H_u[M(u ∧ t) − M(u ∧ t)] = 0 (M^t is a martingale) = H_u[M(v ∧ s) − M(u ∧ s)]. (s < u ≤ v) Now, if s ≥ u, then

E^s_B H_u[M(v ∧ t) − M(u ∧ t)] = H_uE^s_A [M(v ∧ t) − M(u ∧ t)] (H_u ∈ F^{p;q}_u (resp., H_u ∈ F_u)) = H_u[M(v ∧ s) − M(u ∧ s)]. (M^v and M^u are martingales)

In either case, we conclude from Eq. (7) that E^s_B [ ∫_t 0 H[dM] ] = ∫_s 0 H[dM], which completes the proof.

Next, we extend the definition of this “elementary” integral to a much larger space of integrands when M is a (right-)continuous L^2-martingale by modifying the classical proof of the Itô isometry.

Lemma 4.12. If M : R_+ → L^2(E) is a right-continuous L^2-martingale, then there exists a unique measure κ_M on (R_+ , B_{R+}) such that κ_M ({0}) = 0 and κ_M ((s, t]) = ‖M(t) − M(s)‖^2 whenever 0 ≤ s ≤ t.

Proof. Define F_M : R → R by F_M (t) := 1_{R+}(t) (‖M(t)‖^2 − ‖M(0)‖^2). By the right-continuity of M, F_M is right-continuous. By Eq. (5), F_M is nonnegative and non-decreasing. Therefore, there exists a unique measure ν_M on (R, B_R) with F_M as its CDF. Since F_M (t) = 0 whenever t ≤ 0, we have ν_M ({0}) = 0. Also, if 0 ≤ s ≤ t, then

ν_M ((s, t]) = F_M (t) − F_M (s) = ( ‖M(t)‖^2 − ‖M(0)‖^2 ) − ( ‖M(s)‖^2 − ‖M(0)‖^2 ) = ‖M(t)‖^2 − ‖M(s)‖^2 = ‖M(t) − M(s)‖^2

by Lemma 3.22. Therefore, κ_M := ν_M |_{BR+} does the trick.

Theorem 4.13 (Noncommutative Itô Contraction). If M : R_+ → L^2(E) is a right-continuous L^2- martingale and H ∈ EP^{2;2}, then ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ∫_∞ 0 H[dM] ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖_2 ≤ ( ∫ (0,∞) ‖H‖^2_{;2} dκ_M ) 1_2 . Proof. Fix an elementary predictable process H ∈ EP^{2;2}. It is easy to see from the definition of EP^{p;q} that there exist times 0 = t_0 < · · · < t_k < ∞ and elements H_0 ∈ F^{2;2}_0 and H_i ∈ F^{2;2}_{ti−1} , 1 ≤ i ≤ k, such that

H = 1_{{0}}H_0 + k∑ i=1 1_{(ti−1 ,ti]}H_i. Now, writing Δ_iM := M(t_i) − M(t_{i−1}), we have ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ∫_∞ 0 H[dM] ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ 2

2 = ⟨_k ∑ i=1 H_i[Δ_iM], k∑ j=1 H_j [Δ_j M] ⟩ 2 = k∑ i=1 ‖H_i[Δ_iM]‖^2 + ∑ i≠j ⟨H_i[Δ_iM], H_j [Δ_j M]⟩_2.

We claim that the second term above vanishes. Of course, it suffices to show that if 1 ≤ i < j ≤ k, then ⟨H_i[Δ_iM], H_j [Δ_j M]⟩_2 = 0. To this end, note that in this case t_{i−1} < t_i ≤ t_{j−1} < t_j , so that we have H_i[Δ_iM] ∈ L^2(B_{ti} , E_B ) ⊆ L^2(B_{tj−1} , E_B ). Thus

⟨H_i[Δ_iM], H_j [Δ_j M]⟩_2 = ⟨H_i[Δ_iM], E_B [H_j [Δ_j M] | B_{tj−1} ]⟩_2

= ⟨H_i[Δ_iM], H_j E_A [Δ_j M | A_{tj−1} ]⟩_2 = 0 (H_j ∈ F^{2;2}_{tj−1} , martingale property)

as claimed. We conclude that ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ∫_∞ 0 H[dM] ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ 2

2 = k∑ i=1 ‖H_i[Δ_iM]‖^2 ≤ k∑ i=1 ‖H_i‖^2_{;2}‖Δ_iM‖^2

= k∑ i=1 ‖H_i‖^2_{;2}κ_M ((t_{i−1}, t_i]) = ∫ (0,∞) ‖H‖^2_{;2} dκ_M ,

as desired.

Remark 4.14. Note that κ_M corresponds to the time-marginal of the Doléans measure from the classical case (Section 1.1). Since this time-maringal is all we are able to construct in the noncommutative case, we get the contraction in Theorem 4.13 instead of the isometry in the classical case. However, once we study noncommutative quadratic variation, we shall see that at least the Itô isometry – in the form of Eq. (2) – does actually have a noncommutative analogue (Corollary 5.27).

As we hinted earlier, this allow us to extend the stochastic integral against M. Actually, we shall use this development to extend the elementary stochastic integral against L^2-decomposable processes. Notation 4.15. If X = M + A: R_+ → L^2(E) is L^2-decomposable, then we define κ_X (dt) := κ_M (dt) + ‖dA(t)‖_2. The measure κ_A(dt) = ‖dA(t)‖_2 is from Definition 4.6, and the measure κ_M is from Lemma 4.12. Corollary 4.16. If X = M + A is L^2-decomposable and H ∈ EP^{2;2}, then ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ∫_∞ 0 H[dX] ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖_2 ≤ ( ∫ (0,∞) ‖H‖^2_{;2} dκ_M ) 1_2 + ∫ (0,∞) ‖H‖_{2;2} dκ_A. Proof. Combine Theorems 4.5 and 4.13.

Note that each H ∈ EP^{2;2} is a compactly supported simple map R_+ → B^{2;2}_1 . In particular, if X is L^2-decomposable, then we may consider the equivalence class of H in L^1_{loc}(R_+ , κ_X ; B^{2;2}_1 ). Also, note that κ_M ≪ κ_X and κ_A ≪ κ_X . Therefore, the following definition makes sense.

Definition 4.17 (Stochastically Integrable Processes). Let X = M +A be an L^2-decomposable process. Write L^B_X = L_X for the set of H ∈ L^1_{loc}(R_+ , κ_X ; B^{2;2}_1 ) such that ‖H‖_{X,B,t} = ‖H‖_{X,t} := ( ∫ (0,t] ‖H(s)‖^2_{;2} κ_M (ds)

) 1_2 + ∫ (0,t] ‖H(s)‖_{2;2} κ_A(ds) < ∞, for all t ≥ 0.

The set L_X is a complex linear subspace of L^1_{loc}(R_+ , κ_X ; B^{2;2}_1 ), which we endow with the topology induced by the collection {‖·‖_{X,t} : t ≥ 0} of seminorms. (This makes L_X into a complex Fréchet space.) Also, write EP^{2;2} ⊆ L_X (resp., EP) for the set of κ_X -a.e. equivalence classes of members of EP^{2;2} (resp., EP). Finally, define I^B(X) = I(X) (resp., Ĩ^B(X) = Ĩ(X)) to be the closure of EP^{2;2} (resp., EP) in L_X . The members of I(X) are called stochastically X-integrable processes.

Note that if H, K ∈ EP^{2;2} and H = K κ_X -a.e., then H = K κ_M -a.e. and κ_A-a.e.. Therefore, by Corollary 4.16, ∫_· 0 H[dX] = ∫_· 0 K[dX]. In particular, stochastic integration against X is well-defined as a complex linear map EP^{2;2} → C_a(R_+ ; L^2(E_B )). Also, observe that if H ∈ I(X) and 0 ≤ s ≤ t, then 1_{(s,t]}H ∈ I(X). Theorem 4.18 (Extension of Stochastic Integral). Fix an L^2-decomposable process X = M + A.

(i) The stochastic integral map EP^{2;2} ∋ H → ∫_· 0 H[dX] ∈ C_a(R_+ ; L^2(E_B )) extends uniquely to a continuous linear map I^B_X = I_X : I(X) → C_a(R_+ ; L^2(E_B )). Moreover, if H ∈ I(X), then ‖I_X (H)(t)‖_2 ≤ ‖H‖_{X,t}, for all t ≥ 0.

(ii) If 0 ≤ s ≤ t and H ∈ I(X), then I_X (H)(t) − I_X (H)(s) = I_X (1_{(s,t]}H)(t) = I_X (1_{{0}∪(s,t]}H)(t).

(iii) If H ∈ I(X), then H ∈ I(M), H ∈ I(A) ⊆ L^1_{loc}(R_+ , ν_A; B^{2;2}_1 ), I_M (H) ∈ M^2_B , and

I_X (H) = I_M (H) + ∫_· 0 H(t)[dA(t)]. (To be clear, the integral ∫_· 0 H(t)[dA(t)] above is a Lebesgue–Stieltjes integral process.) In other words, I_X (H) is L^2-decomposable with martingale part I_M (H) and FV part ∫_· 0 H(t)[dA(t)] = I_A(H).

Henceforth, if H ∈ I(X), then we shall write ∫_· 0 H[dX] = ∫_· 0 H(t)[dX(t)] := I_X (H) and ∫_t s H[dX] = ∫_t s H(r)[dX(r)] := ∫_t 0 (1_{(s,t]}H)[dX] whenever 0 ≤ s ≤ t.

Proof. This follows straightforwardly from Lemma 4.11, Corollary 4.16, Theorem 4.5, and Corollary 4.7.

Remark 4.19. A similar result holds if we only assume that M and A are L^2-right-continuous, though in this case the seminorms and spaces in Definition 4.17 depend on the decomposition X = M + A, not just on X itself. While it would certainly be worthwhile to study noncommutative processes that are only right-continuous, all the examples of present interest to us are continuous. We therefore restrict our general development to the continuous case.

We end this section by showing why we introduced the space Ĩ(X).

Definition 4.20. Fix p ≥ 2. An L^p-decomposable process X : R_+ → L^p(E) is called L̃^p-decomposable if its martingale part belongs to ~M^p .

Proposition 4.21. If X is L̃^2-decomposable and H ∈ Ĩ(X), then ∫_· 0 H[dX] is an L̃^2-decomposable.

Proof. Let M be the martingale part of X. By Theorem 4.18(iii), the martingale part of ∫_· 0 H[dX] is ∫_· 0 H[dM], so the goal is to show that ∫_· 0 H[dM] ∈ ~M^2_B when H ∈ Ĩ(X). First, suppose H ∈ EP(E_A ; E_B ), and fix a sequence (M_n)_{n∈N} in M^∞_A converging in M^2_A to M. If n ∈ N, then ∫_· 0 H[dM_n] ∈ M^∞_B by Lemma 4.11. Also, if H is decomposed as in Eq. (6), then ∫_· 0 H[dM_n] = k∑ i=1 H_i[M^{ti}_n − M^{si}_n ] and ∫_· 0 H[dM] = k∑ i=1 H_i[M^{ti} − M^{si} ], which makes clear that ∫_· 0 H[dM_n] → ∫_· 0 H[dM] in M^2_B as n → ∞. In particular, ∫_· 0 H[dM] ∈ ~M^2_B . For general H ∈ Ĩ(X), let (H_n)_{n∈N} be a sequence in EP converging to H in L_X . By construction of the stochastic integral, ∫_· 0 H_n[dM] → ∫_· 0 H[dM] in M^2_B as n → ∞. Since we already know that ∫_· 0 H_n[dM] ∈ ~M^2_B , for all n ∈ N, we conclude that ∫_· 0 H[dM] ∈ ~M^2_B .

4.3 Tools to Calculate Stochastic Integrals

In this section, we prove two additional facts that help to identify or calculate certain stochastic integrals in practice: a substitution formula (Theorem 4.22) and an expression for certain stochastic integrals as limits of left-endpoint Riemann–Stieltjes sums (Proposition 4.25).

To begin, note that if X is L^2-decomposable, H ∈ I(X), and Y := ∫_· 0 H[dX], then Y is L^2-decomposable by Theorem 4.18(iii). In particular, we can consider integrals ∫_· 0 K[dY ]. The following result tells us that ∫_· 0 K[dY ] = ∫_· 0 KH[dX] frequently holds, as one might expect.

Theorem 4.22 (Substitution Formula). Fix an L^2-decomposable process X = M + A: R_+ → L^2(E), another C^∗-probability space (C, (C_t)_{t≥0}, E_C ), a stochastically X-integrable process H ∈ I(X), and a Bochner measurable map K : R_+ → B(L^2(E_B ); L^2(E_C )). Also, write Y := ∫_· 0 H[dX]. If there exists a sequence (K_n)_{n∈N} in EP^{2;2}(E_B ; E_C ) such that for all t ≥ 0, ∫ (0,t] ‖K_n − K‖^2_{;2}‖H‖^2_{;2} dκ_M + ∫ (0,t] ‖K_n − K‖_{2;2}‖H‖_{2;2} dκ_A → 0

as n → ∞, then K ∈ I^C (Y ), KH ∈ I^C (X), and ∫_· 0 K[dY ] = ∫_· 0 KH[dX]. Proof. We begin with an observation. If H ∈ I(X) and 0 ≤ s ≤ t, then

κ_{IM (H)}((s, t]) = ‖I_M (H)(t) − I_M (H)(s)‖^2 = ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ∫_t s H[dM] ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ 2

2 ≤ ∫ (s,t] ‖H‖^2_{;2} dκ_M by Theorem 4.18(i)-(ii). Also, by Corollary 4.7, κ_{IA(H)}((s, t]) = V_L2_{(EB )}(I_A(H) : [s, t]) ≤ ∫ (s,t]‖H‖2;2 dκA. It follows from the monotone class theorem that κ_{IM (H)}(E) ≤ ∫ E ‖H‖^2_{;2} dκ_M and κ_{IA (H)}(E) ≤ ∫ E ‖H‖_{2;2} dκ_A, for all E ∈ B_{R+}.

Now, suppose that H ∈ EP^{2;2}(E_A ; E_B ) and L ∈ EP^{2;2}(E_B ; E_C ). Also, decompose L in the usual way as L = 1_{{0}}L_0 + ∑_k i=1 1_{(si,ti ]}L_i. By definition and Lemma 4.11(iv), if t ≥ 0 and Y_H := ∫_· 0 H[dX], then k∑ i=1 L_i[Y_H (t_i ∧ t) − Y_H (s_i ∧ t)] = ∫_t 0 L[dY_H ] = ∫_t 0 LH[dX]. (8) By an elementary limiting argument using Theorem 4.18(i) (separately for the left hand side and the right hand side), Eq. (8) extends to all H ∈ I^B(X).

Finally, fix H ∈ I^B(X), and let K be as in the statement. First, note that the hypothesis implies that if t ≥ 0, then ‖K_nH − KH‖_{X,C,t} → 0 as n → ∞. In particular, KH ∈ I^C (X) and I^C_X (K_nH) → I^C_X (KH) in C_a(R_+ ; L^2(E_C )) as n → ∞. Next, we use the observation in the first paragraph to see that if t ≥ 0, then ‖K_n − K‖_{YH ,C,t} ≤ ( ∫ (0,t] ‖K_n − K‖^2_{;2}‖H‖^2_{;2} dκ_M

) 1_2 + ∫ (0,t] ‖K_n − K‖_{2;2}‖H‖_{2;2} dκ_A → 0

as n → ∞. In particular, K ∈ I^C (Y_H ) and I^C_{YH} (K_n) → I^C_{YH} (K) in C_a(R_+ ; L^2(E_C )) as n → ∞. Since we already know that I^C_{YH} (K_n) = I^C_X (K_nH), for all n ∈ N, this completes the proof.

Example 4.23 (LLLB). Suppose that K : R_+ → B(L^2(E_B ); L^2(E_C )) is adapted and LLLB, i.e. K has left limits and is locally bounded. We claim that K_− satisfies the hypotheses of Theorem 4.22. (Recall from Notation 2(e) that K_− is the left limit function K_−(t) := K(t−).) Indeed, fix a sequence (Π_n)_{n∈N} of partitions of R_+ such that |Π_n| → 0 as n → ∞, and define

K_n := 1_{[0,n]}K^{Πn} = ∑ s∈Π_n 1_{(s−∧n,s∧n]}K(s_−), for all n ∈ N. Since K is adapted, K_n ∈ EP^{2;2}(E_B ; E_C ). Now, for t ≥ 0, let ρ be a finite Borel measure on [0, t]. Since K is LLLB, Proposition 4.2(iii) says that if p ∈ [1, ∞), then K_n → K_− as L^p([0, t], ρ; B(L^2(E_B ); L^2(E_C ))) as n → ∞. Applying this with the measures ρ(ds) = ‖H(s)‖^2_{;2} κ_M (ds) and ρ(ds) = ‖H(s)‖_{2;2} κ_A(ds), we conclude that ∫ (0,t] ‖K_n − K_−‖^2_{;2}‖H‖^2_{;2} dκ_M + ∫ (0,t] ‖K_n − K_−‖_{2;2}‖H‖_{2;2} dκ_A → 0

as n → ∞, as claimed. Note that if K is LCLB, i.e. K left-continuous and locally bounded, then K is LLLB. In particular, this example shows says that if K : R_+ → B(L^2(E_B ); L^2(E_C )) is adapted and LCLB, then it satisfies the hypotheses of Theorem 4.22.

Next comes our result on left-endpoint Riemann–Stieltjes approximations of stochastic integrals.

Notation 4.24. We shall write L^p - lim to indicate that a given limit of maps R_+ → L^p is uniform on compact subsets of R_+ . Also, lim_{|Π|→0} will refer to a limit over partitions Π of R_+ , and lim_{|π|→0} will refer to a limit over partitions π of [0, t] (when a finite time t has been fixed).

Proposition 4.25. Let X : R_+ → L^2(E) be an L^2-decomposable process. If H : R_+ → B^{2;2}_1 is adapted and LLLB, then H_− ∈ I(X) and ∫_· 0 H_−[dX] = L^2 - lim_{|Π|→0} ∑ t∈Π H(t_−)[X(t ∧ ·) − X(t_− ∧ ·)]. (9) If in addition H(t) ∈ F_t, for all t ≥ 0, then H_− ∈ Ĩ(X).

Proof. Let H : R_+ → B^{2;2}_1 be as in the first part of the statement. If Π is a partition of R_+ and t ≥ 0, then

1_{[0,t]}H^Π = 1_{{0}}H(0) + ∑ s∈Π 1_{(s−∧t,s∧t]}H(s_−) = 1_{{0}}H(0) + ∑ s∈Π:s_−<t 1_{(s−,s∧t]}H(s_−) ∈ EP^{2;2} ⊆ I(X) (10)

because H is adapted. (If H is as in the second part, then we see 1_{[0,t]}H^Π ∈ EP.) Taking t → ∞, we conclude that H^Π ∈ I(X) (resp., H^Π ∈ Ĩ(X)).

Next, we show that H^Π → H_− in L_X as |Π| → 0, from which it follows that H_− ∈ I(X) (resp., H_− ∈ Ĩ(X)) and, by continuity of the stochastic integral map, that ∫_· 0 H_−[dX] = L^2 - lim_{|Π|→0} ∫_· 0 H^Π[dX]. To this end, note that if t ≥ 0 and π := (Π ∩ [0, t]) ∪ {t} ∈ P_{[0,t]}, then

H^Π|_{[0,t]} = (H|_{[0,t]})^π

by inspecting Eq. (10). Therefore, ‖H^Π − H_−‖_{X,t} → 0 as |Π| → 0, by two applications of Proposition 4.2, as in Example 4.23. Since t ≥ 0 was arbitrary, we conclude that H^Π → H_− in L_X as |Π| → 0, as claimed.

Finally, we compute ∫_· 0 H^Π[dX]. Indeed, if t ≥ 0, then the first paragraph and the definition of integrals of elementary predictable processes against X give ∫_t 0 H^Π[dX] = ∑ s∈Π:s_− <t H(s_−)[X(s ∧ t) − X(s_−)] = ∑ s∈Π H(s_−)[X(s ∧ t) − X(s_− ∧ t)]. This completes the proof.

In particular, if H : R_+ → B is a ‖·‖_{2;2}-LCLB trace biprocess, then H ∈ Ĩ(X) and we can compute its stochastic integral against X as a limit of left-endpoint Riemann–Stieltjes sums. Here is a very common example of this kind.

Example 4.26. In this example, we assume (A, (A_t)_{t≥0}, E = E_A ) = (B, (B_t)_{t≥0}, E_B ). By Example 3.10, if A_1, . . . , A_8 : R_+ → A are adapted and L^∞-LCLB (resp., L^∞-continuous), then the process

R_+ ∋ t → H(t) := (x → A_1(t)xA_2(t) + A_3(t)x^∗A_4(t) + E[A_5 (t)x] A_6(t) + E[A_7 (t)x^∗] A_8(t)) ∈ B (A)

is adapted and |||·|||-LCLB (resp., |||·|||-continuous). By Proposition 4.25, H is stochastically X-integrable and ∫_t 0 H(s)[dX(s)] =: ∫_t 0 A_1(s) dX(s) A_2(s) + ∫_t 0 A_3(s) dX^∗(s) A_4(s) + ∫_t 0 E[A_5 (s) dX(s)] A_6(s) + ∫_t 0 E[A_7 (s) dX^∗(s)] A_8(s)

= L^2- lim_{|π|→0} ∑ s∈π ( A_1(s_−) Δ_sX A_2(s_−) + A_3(s_−) Δ_sX A_4(s_−)

+ E[A_5 (s_−) Δ_sX] A_6(s_−) + E[A_7 (s_−) Δ_sX^∗] A_8(s_−) ) . Interestingly, if X = M ∈ M^2 , then the last two terms vanish. Indeed, if ε ∈ {1, ∗}, then ∫_t 0 E[A_1 (s) dM^ε(s)] A_2(s) = L^2- lim_{|π|→0} ∑ s∈π E[A_1 (s_−) Δ_sM^ε] A_2(s_−)

= L^2- lim_{|π|→0} ∑ s∈π E[E [A_1 (s_−) Δ_sM^ε | A_{s−} ]] A_2(s_−)

= L^2- lim_{|π|→0} ∑ s∈π E[A_1 (s_−) E[Δ_s M | A_{s−} ]^ε] A_2(s_−) = 0

because A_1 is adapted and M is a martingale.

More generally, if n, m, d ∈ N, P ∈ (TrP^∗_{n,1,d})^m, X: R_+ → A^n is adapted and L^∞-LCLB (resp., L^∞- continuous), then the linear process R_+ ∋ t → P (X(t)) ∈ B (A^d ; A^m) is a |||·|||-LCLB (resp., |||·|||-continuous) multivariate trace biprocess. In this case, if Y : R_+ → L^2(E^{⊕d} ) is L^2-decomposable, then ∫_t 0 P (X(s), dY(s)) = L^2- lim_{|π|→0} ∑ s∈π P (X(s_−), Δ_sY) ∈ L^2(E^{⊕m} ) = L^2(E)^{⊕m}

by Proposition 4.25.

5 Quadratic Covariation

For the duration of this section, fix three filtered C^∗-probability spaces (A, (A_t)_{t≥0}, E = E_A ), (B, (B_t)_{t≥0}, E_B ), and (C, (C_t)_{t≥0}, E_C ).

5.1 Itô Product Rule and Reduction to Martingales

In this section, we prove a kind of noncommutative Itô product rule (Theorem 5.3) and reduce the task of constructing quadratic covariation integrals ∫_t 0 Λ(s)[dX(s), dY (s)] for pairs (X, Y ) of decomposable processes to the task of constructing these integrals when X and Y are martingales. To begin, we set notation for quadratic Riemann–Stieltjes sums.

Notation 5.1 (Quadratic Riemann–Stieltjes Sums). Fix indices p, q, r ∈ [1, ∞] and noncommutative processes X : R_+ → L^p(E_A ) and Y : R_+ → L^q(E_B ). If Π is a partition of R_+ and Λ: R_+ → B^{p,q;r}_2 is a bilinear process, then we write RS^{X,Y}_Π (Λ)(t) := ∑ s∈Π Λ(s_−) [ Δ_sX^t, Δ_sY^t ] ∈ L^r(E_C )

whenever t ≥ 0. Recall that X^t = X(· ∧ t) and Y^t = Y (· ∧ t).

Loosely speaking, ∫_t 0 Λ(s)[dX(s), dY (s)] will be defined as lim_{|Π|→0} RS^{X,Y}_Π (Λ)(t). Essential to making this work is the following result, which should be viewed as a generalization of the “free Itô product rule” (Theorem 4.2.1 in [10] or Theorem 3.2.5 in [47]). In the theorem below, we write ∫_t 0 dΛ(s)[X(s), Y (s)] for the Riemann–Stieltjes integral of the integrand t → (T → T [X(t), Y (t)]) against the integrator t → Λ(t).

Notation 5.2. Write Q_0 = Q_0(A×B; C) for the set of adapted bilinear processes Λ: R_+ → B_2 = B_2 (A×B; C) that are left-continuous and have locally bounded variation with respect to |||·|||_2. Note that such processes are |||·|||_2-LCLB.

Theorem 5.3 (Noncommutative Itô Product Rule). If X : R_+ → A and Y : R_+ → B are L^∞- decomposable processes and Λ ∈ Q_0, then

L^2 - lim_{|Π|→0} RS^{X,Y}_Π (Λ) = Λ[X, Y ] − Λ(0)[X(0), Y (0)] − ∫_· 0 dΛ(t)[X(t), Y (t)] − ∫_· 0 Λ(t)[dX(t), Y (t)] − ∫_· 0 Λ(t)[X(t), dY (t)]. (11) Please review Notation 4.24 for the meaning of L^2 above.

Proof. If t ≥ 0 and π is a partition of [0, t], then

δ_t := Λ(t)[X(t), Y (t)] − Λ(0)[X(0), Y (0)] = ∑ s∈π ( Λ(s)[X(s), Y (s)] − Λ(s_−)[X(s_−), Y (s_−)] )

= ∑ s∈π ( (Λ(s_−) + Δ_sΛ)[X(s_−) + Δ_sX, Y (s_−) + Δ_sY ] − Λ(s_−)[X(s_−), Y (s_−)] )

= ∑ s∈π ( Λ(s_−)[Δ_sX, Y (s_−)] + Λ(s_−)[X(s_−), Δ_sY ] + Λ(s_−)[Δ_sX, Δ_sY ]

+ Δ_sΛ[X(s_−), Y (s_−)] + Δ_sΛ[Δ_sX, Y (s)] + Δ_sΛ[X(s_−), Δ_sY ] ) . Now, let Π be a partition of R_+ . Applying the above with π = (Π ∩ [0, t]) ∪ {t} gives

RS^{X,Y}_Π (Λ)(t) = Λ(t)[X(t), Y (t)] − Λ(0)[X(0), Y (0)] − ∑ s∈Π Δ_sΛ^t[X(s_−), Y (s_−)] − ∑ s∈Π Λ(s_−) [ Δ_sX^t, Y (s_−) ]

− ∑ s∈Π Λ(s_−) [ X(s_−), Δ_sY^t ] − ∑ s∈Π ( Δ_sΛ^t [ Δ_sX^t, Y (s ∧ t) ] + Δ_sΛ^t [ X(s_−), Δ_sY^t ]) . =:ε_Π (t)

Let us now investigate each term above.

Fix p, q, r ∈ [1, ∞] with^1_p +^1_q ≤^1_r . First, note that if t ≥ 0, then sup 0≤s≤t ‖ε_Π(s)‖_r ≤ sup u,v≤t:|u−v|≤|Π| ‖X(u) − X(v)‖_p sup_{0≤s≤t}‖Y (s)‖_q V_B^{p,q;r}_2 (Λ : [0, t]) + sup_{0≤s≤t}‖X(s)‖_p sup u,v≤t:|u−v|≤|Π| ‖Y (u) − Y (v)‖_q V_B^{p,q;r}_2 (Λ : [0, t]) → 0

as |Π| → 0 because X is L^p-continuous, Y is L^q -continuous, and Λ has locally bounded variation with respect to ‖·‖_{p,q;r} ≤ |||·|||_2. Second, for the same reasons, Corollary 4.4 says that

L^r - lim_{|Π|→0} ∑ t∈Π (Λ(t ∧ ·) − Λ(t_− ∧ ·))[X(t_−), Y (t_−)] = ∫_· 0 dΛ(t)[X(t), Y (t)]. Finally, Λ: R_+ → B_2 is adapted and ‖·‖_{2,∞;2} ≤ |||·|||_2-LCLB. In addition, Y is adapted and L^∞-continuous. Thus the linear process R_+ ∋ t → H(t) := Λ(t)[·, Y (t)] ∈ B(L^2(E_A ); L^2(E_C )) is adapted and ‖·‖_{2;2}-LCLB. We then get from Proposition 4.25 that H ∈ I(X) and

L^2 - lim_{|Π|→0} ∑ t∈Π Λ(t_−)[X(t ∧ ·) − X(t_− ∧ ·), Y (t_−)] = ∫_· 0 H(t)[dX(t)] = ∫_· 0 Λ(t)[dX(t), Y (t)]. Similarly, the linear process R_+ ∋ t → Λ(t)[X(t), ·] ∈ B(L^2(E_B ); L^2(E_C )) belongs to I(Y ), and

L^2 - lim_{|Π|→0} ∑ t∈Π Λ(t_−)[X(t_−), Y (t ∧ ·) − Y (t_− ∧ ·)] = ∫_· 0 Λ(t)[X(t), dY (t)] holds. Putting it all together, we conclude that Eq. (11) holds.

The most important takeaway from the result above is that RS^{X,Y}_Π (Λ) does, in fact, have a limit as |Π| → 0 when X, Y , and Λ are sufficiently nice. However, the assumptions on Λ in this noncommutative Itô product rule are too strong for most applications. Namely, in order to prove Itô’s formula, we need to weaken the bounded variation assumption on Λ substantially. To begin this process, we show that we only need to treat the case when the decomposable processes of interest are martingales.

Proposition 5.4. Fix p, q, r ∈ [1, ∞] and processes X : R_+ → L^p(E_A ) and Y : R_+ → L^q(E_B ). Suppose that Λ: R_+ → B^{p,q;r}_2 is locally ‖·‖_{p,q;r}-bounded. If

(i) X is L^p-continuous and Y is L^q -FV, or

(ii) X is L^p-FV and Y is L^q-continuous,

then L^r - lim_{|Π|→0} ∑ t∈Π Λ(t_∗)[X(t ∧ ·) − X(t_− ∧ ·), Y (t ∧ ·) − Y (t_− ∧ ·)] = 0, where the limit is over augmented partitions (Π, ξ) ∈ P^∗_{R+} and t_∗ = ξ(t) per Notation 2(b). In particular, L^r - lim_{|Π|→0} RS^{X,Y}_Π (Λ) = 0.

Proof. Fix t ≥ 0, and define C_t := sup_{0≤s≤t}‖Λ(s)‖_{p,q;r} < ∞. If (Π, ξ) ∈ P^∗_{R+}, then ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ∑ s∈Π Λ(s_∗) [ Δ_sX^t, Δ_sY^t ] ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ r ≤ ∑ s∈Π ‖ ‖Λ(s_∗)[Δ_sX^t, Δ_sY^t] ‖ ‖_r ≤ C_t ∑ s∈Π ‖ ‖Δ_sX^t ‖ ‖_p ‖ ‖Δ_sY^t ‖ ‖_q ≤ C_t min { V_Lp_{(EA )}(X : [0, t]) sup u,v≤t:|u−v|≤|Π| ‖Y (u) − Y (v)‖_q , V_Lq_{(EB )}(Y : [0, t]) sup u,v≤t:|u−v|≤|Π| ‖X(u) − X(v)‖_p } . It follows in either case that sup 0≤s≤t ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ∑ u∈Π Λ(u_∗) [ Δ_uX^s, Δ_uY^s ] ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖_r → 0 as |Π| → 0, as desired.

Corollary 5.5. Fix p, q, r ∈ [1, ∞]. If X ∈ C(R_+ ; L^p(E_A )), Y ∈ C(R_+ ; L^q(E_B )), A ∈ FV^p_A, B ∈ FV^q_B , and Λ: R_+ → B^{p,q;r}_2 is locally ‖·‖_{p,q;r}-bounded, then

L^r - lim_{|Π|→0} ( RS^{X+A,Y +B} Π (Λ) − RS^{X,Y}_Π (Λ) ) = 0.

Proof. Note that if Π is a partition of R_+ , then RS^{X+A,Y +B} Π (Λ) = RS^{X,Y}_Π (Λ) + RS^{X,B}_Π (Λ) + RS^{A,Y +B}_Π (Λ).

By Proposition 5.4, L^r - lim_{|Π|→0} RS^{X,B}_Π (Λ) = L^r - lim_{|Π|→0} RS^{A,Y +B}_Π (Λ) = 0.

Thus L^r - lim_{|Π|→0} ( RS^{X+A,Y +B} Π (Λ) − RS^{X,Y}_Π (Λ) ) = 0, as desired.

5.2 Construction of Quadratic Covariation

In this section, we use the results of the previous section to start building a general definition of quadratic covariation of a pair of L̃^2-decomposable processes.

Lemma 5.6. If M : R_+ → L^2(E_A ) and N : R_+ → L^2(E_B ) are L^2-martingales, Λ: R_+ → B^{2,2;1}_2 is arbitrary, and t ≥ 0, then sup 0≤s≤t ‖ ‖ ‖RS^{M,N}_Π (Λ)(s) ‖ ‖ ‖_1 ≤ sup_{0≤s≤t}‖Λ(s)‖2,2;1‖M(t) − M(0)‖2‖N(t) − N(0)‖2, for all partitions Π of R_+ .

Proof. Write C_t := sup_{0≤s≤t}‖Λ(s)‖_{2,2;1}. If Π is a partition of R_+ , then ‖ ‖RSM,N_Π (Λ)(t) ‖ ‖ 1 ≤ ∑ s∈Π ‖Λ(s_−)[Δ_sM^t, Δ_sN^t]‖_1 ≤ ∑ s∈Π ‖Λ(s_−)‖_{2,2;1}‖Δ_sM^t‖_2‖Δ_sN^t‖_2

≤ C_t ( ∑ s∈Π ‖Δ_sM^t‖^2

) 1_2 ( ∑ s∈Π ‖Δ_sN^t‖^2

) 1_2 = C_t‖M(t) − M(0)‖_2‖N(t) − N(0)‖_2 by the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality and Lemma 3.22. Thus sup 0≤s≤t ‖ ‖ ‖RS^{M,N}_Π (Λ)(s) ‖ ‖ ‖_1 ≤ Ct sup_{0≤s≤t}‖M(s) − M(0)‖2 sup_{0≤s≤t}‖N(s) − N(0)‖2 = C_t‖M(t) − M(0)‖_2‖N(t) − N(0)‖_2 by Eq. (5).

Theorem 5.7 (QC Construction, Take I). Write Q = Q(A × B; C) for the closure of Q_0 in the complex Fréchet space ℓ^∞_{loc}(R_+ ; B^{2,2;1}_2 ) of locally ‖·‖_{2,2;1}-bounded maps R_+ → B^{2,2;1}_2 with the topology of uniform convergence on compact sets.

(i) The trilinear map

M^∞_A × M^∞_B × Q_0 ∋ (M, N, Λ) → L^1 - lim_{|Π|→0} RS^{M,N}_Π (Λ) ∈ C_a(R_+ ; L^1(E_C ))

extends uniquely to a continuous trilinear map C : ~M^2_A × ~M^2_B × Q → C_a(R_+ ; L^1(E_C )) satisfying sup 0≤s≤t ‖C[M, N, Λ](s)‖_1 ≤ sup_{0≤s≤t}‖Λ(s)‖_{2,2;1}‖M(t) − M(0)‖_2‖N(t) − N(0)‖_2, (12)

for all t ≥ 0 and (M, N, Λ) ∈ ~M^2_A × ~M^2_B × Q.

(ii) Suppose that X : R_+ → L^2(E_A ) and Y : R_+ → L^2(E_B ) are L̃^2-decomposable processes with respective martingale parts M and N. If Λ ∈ Q (e.g. if Λ: R_+ → B_2 is adapted and ‖·‖_{2,2;1}-continuous), then

L^1 - lim_{|Π|→0} RS^{X,Y}_Π (Λ) = C[M, N, Λ].

Proof. We take each item in turn.

(i) If t ≥ 0 and (M, N, Λ) ∈ M^∞_A × M^∞_B × Q_0, then sup 0≤s≤t ‖ ‖L_1- lim |Π|→0 RS^{M,N}_Π (Λ)(s) ‖ ‖ 1 ≤ sup_{0≤s≤t}‖Λ(s)‖_{2,2;1}‖M(t) − M(0)‖_2‖N(t) − N(0)‖_2 by Lemma 5.6. (Recall that existence of this limit is guaranteed by Theorem 5.3.) From this bound, the claims of this item follow from the completeness of C_a(R_+ ; L^1(E_C )) and elementary limiting arguments.

(ii) By Corollary 5.5, L^1 - lim_{|Π|→0} ( RS^{X,Y}_Π (Λ) − RS^{M,N}_Π (Λ) ) = 0, so it suffices to prove that

L^1 - lim_{|Π|→0} RS^{M,N}_Π (Λ) = C[M, N, Λ]. (13)

To this end, fix a partition Π of R_+ , a sequence (M_n)_{n∈N} in M^∞_A converging in M^2_A to M, a sequence (N_n)_{n∈N} in M^∞_B converging in M^2_B to N, and a sequence (Λ_n)_{n∈N} in Q_0 converging in ℓ^∞_{loc}(R_+ ; B^{2,2;1}_2 ) to Λ. Then

RS^{M,N}_Π (Λ) − C[Λ, M, N] = RS^{M,N}_Π (Λ) − RS^{Mn,Nn}_Π (Λ_n) + RS^{Mn,Nn} Π (Λ_n) − C[M_n, N_n, Λ_n] + C[M_n, N_n, Λ_n] − C[M, N, Λ], for all n ∈ N. Now, fix t ≥ 0 and ε > 0. By Lemma 5.6 and trilinearity of RS^{U,V}_Π (Λ) in (U, V, Λ), there exists m ∈ N such that n ≥ m implies sup Π_0∈P_{R+} sup 0≤s≤t ‖ ‖ ‖RS^{M,N}_{Π0} (Λ)(s) − RS^{Mn,Nn}_{Π0} (Λn)(s) ‖ ‖ ‖_1 < ε 3 . Now, continuity of C (i.e. Eq. (12)) ensures that we may enlarge m so that n ≥ m also implies sup 0≤s≤t ‖C[M_n, N_n, Λ_n](s) − C[M, N, Λ](s)‖_1 < ε 3 . Finally, for this fixed m, there exists δ > 0 such that |Π| < δ implies sup 0≤s≤t ‖ ‖RSM_m ,N_m Π (Λ_m)(s) − C[M_m, N_m, Λ_m](s) ‖ ‖ 1 < ε 3 . Putting it all together, we get that |Π| < δ implies sup 0≤s≤t ‖ ‖RSM,N_Π (Λ)(s) − C[M, N, Λ](s) ‖ ‖ 1 < ε 3 + ε 3 + ε 3 = ε. Since ε > 0 and t ≥ 0 were arbitrary, this completes the proof of Eq. (13).

To complete the proof of this item, we explain the parenthetical in the statement. If Λ: R_+ → B_2 is adapted and Π is a partition of R_+ , then Λ^Π = 1_{{0}}Λ(0) + ∑ t∈Π 1_{(t−,t]}Λ(t_−) ∈ Q_0. If Λ is also ‖·‖_{2,2;1}- continuous, then Λ^Π → Λ in ℓ^∞_{loc}(R_+ ; B^{2,2;1}_2 ) as |Π| → 0 by Proposition 4.2(ii). Thus Λ ∈ Q, as desired.

Using Theorem 5.7, we may make the following preliminary definition.

Definition 5.8 (Quadratic Covariation, Take I). For the rest of this section, fix L̃^2-decomposable processes X = M + A: R_+ → L^2(E_A ) and Y = N + B : R_+ → L^2(E_B ). If Λ ∈ Q, then we define

�X, Y �^Λ = ∫_· 0 Λ(t)[dX(t), dY (t)] = ∫_· 0 Λ[dX, dY ] := L^1 - lim_{|Π|→0} RS^{X,Y}_Π (Λ) = C[M, N, Λ] ∈ C_a(R_+ ; L^1(E_C ))

to be the Λ-quadratic covariation of X and Y .

Observe that the map Q ∋ Λ → �X, Y �^Λ ∈ C_a(R_+ ; L^1(E_C )) is complex linear. Also, note that if X and Y are L^∞-decomposable and Λ ∈ Q_0, then

�X, Y �^Λ = Λ[X, Y ] − Λ(0)[X(0), Y (0)] − ∫_· 0 dΛ(t)[X(t), Y (t)] − ∫_· 0 Λ(t)[dX(t), Y (t)] − ∫_· 0 Λ(t)[X(t), dY (t)] by Theorem 5.3. Now, here is a very common example, similar to Example 4.26, which we shall upgrade in the next section (Example 5.19) and expand on in special cases in Section 5.5.

Example 5.9. In this example, we assume (A, (A_t)_{t≥0}, E = E_A ) = (B, (B_t)_{t≥0}, E_B ) = (C, (C_t)_{t≥0}, E_C ). Fix, for each i ∈ {1, . . . , 15}, an adapted process A_i : R_+ → A. Now, define

Λ(t)[x, y] := A_1(t)xA_2(t)yA_3(t) + E[A_4 (t)xA_5(t)y]A_6(t) + E[A_7 (t)x]E[A_8 (t)y]A_9(t) + E[A_{10} (t)x]A_{11}(t)yA_{12}(t) + A_{13}(t)xA_{14}(t)E[A_{15} (t)y],

for all t ≥ 0 and x, y ∈ A. If A_1, . . . , A_{15} : R_+ → A are adapted, then Λ is a (complex bilinear) trace triprocess. In particular, by Proposition 3.9, Λ: R_+ → B_2 (A) is adapted. Moreover, if in addition A_1, . . . , A_{15} are L^∞-continuous, then Λ is |||·|||_2-continuous. In this case, Theorem 5.7(ii) says that Λ ∈ Q and ∫_t 0 Λ(s)[dX(s), dY (s)] = L^1- lim_{|π|→0} ∑ s∈π Λ(s_−)[Δ_sX, Δ_sY ].

In addition, since �X, Y �^Λ = �M, N�^Λ, Theorem 5.7(ii) implies that ∫_t 0 E[A_7 (s) dX(s)]E[A_8 (s) dY (s)]A_9(s) = ∫_t 0 E[A_{10} (s) dX(s)]A_{11}(s) dY (s) A_{12}(s) = ∫_t 0 A_{13}(s) dX(s) A_{14}(s)E[A_{15} (s) dY (s)] = 0

by a calculation similar to the one in Example 4.26.

More generally, if n, m, d_1, d_2 ∈ N, P ∈ (TrP^∗_{n,2,(d1,d2)})^m, and X: R_+ → A^n is adapted, then the bilinear process R_+ ∋ t → P (X(t)) ∈ B_2 (A^{d1} × A^{d2} ; A^m) is a multivariate trace triprocess. If in addition X is L^∞-continuous, then Λ is |||·|||_2-continuous. In this case, if Y : R_+ → L^2(E^{⊕d1} ) and Z: R_+ → L^2(E^{⊕d2} ) are L̃2-decomposable, then ∫_t 0 P (X(s), dY(s), dZ(s)) = L^1- lim_{|π|→0} ∑ s∈π P (X(s_−), Δ_sY, Δ_sZ) ∈ L^1(E^{⊕m} ) = L^1(E)^{⊕m}

by Theorem 5.7(ii).

In particular, the “cheap” quadratic covariation in Definition 5.8 already allows us to consider interesting examples. It is also sufficient to support interesting applications, e.g. continuous-time noncommutative Burkholder–Davis–Gundy inequalities for p ∈ [2, ∞) and Itô’s formula. However, for general considerations, it is desirable to extend the definition of �X, Y �^Λ to a larger class of bilinear processes Λ. Lemma 5.10. Fix Λ ∈ Q and t ≥ 0. Also, write κ_{M,N} :=^1_2 (κ_M + κ_N ).

(i) If (π, ξ) ∈ P^∗_{[0,t]}, then ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ∑ s∈π Λ(s_∗)[Δ_sM, Δ_sN] ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖_1 ≤ ∫_t 0 ‖Λ‖^{(π,ξ)}_{2,2;1} dκ_{M,N} . In particular, ‖ ∑ s∈π Λ(s_−)[Δ_sM, Δ_sN] ‖ 1 ≤ ∫_t 0 ‖Λ‖^π_{2,2;1} dκ_{M,N} .

(ii) ‖ ‖�X, Y �Λ(t) ‖ ‖_1 ≤ ∫^t_0 ‖Λ‖_{2,2;1} dκ_{M,N} .

Note that since M and N are L^2-continuous, the measure κ_{M,N} is non-atomic. In particular, the notation ∫_t s · dκ_{M,N} is not ambiguous. Proof. We take both items in turn.

(i) We have ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ∑ s∈π Λ(s_∗)[Δ_sM, Δ_sN] ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖_1 ≤ ∑ s∈Π ‖Λ(s_∗)[Δ_sM, Δ_sN]‖_1 ≤ ∑ s∈π ‖Λ(s_∗)‖_{2,2;1}‖Δ_sM‖_2‖Δ_sN‖_2 ≤ 1 2 ∑ t∈π ‖Λ(s_∗)‖_{2,2;1} ( ‖Δ_sM‖^2 + ‖Δ_sN‖^2 )

= ∑ s∈π ‖Λ(s_∗)‖_{2,2;1}κ_{M,N} ((s_−, s]) = ∫_t 0 ‖Λ‖^{(π,ξ)}_{2,2;1} dκ_{M,N} , as claimed.

(ii) Note that Λ is ‖·‖_{2,2;1}-LCLB, so Proposition 4.2(iii) says that ‖Λ‖^π_{2,2;1} → ‖Λ‖_{2,2;1} in L^1([0, t], κ_{M,N} ) as |π| → 0. Thus, by Theorem 5.7(ii) and the first item, ‖ ‖�X, Y �^Λ(t) ‖ ‖_1 = lim_{|π|→0} ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ∑ s∈π Λ(s_−)[Δ_sM, Δ_sN] ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖_1 ≤ lim_{|π|→0} ∫_t 0 ‖Λ‖^π_{2,2;1} dκ_{M,N} = ∫_t 0 ‖Λ‖_{2,2;1} dκ_{M,N} , as claimed.

Notation 5.11. Write Q for the set of equivalences classes in L^1_{loc}(R_+ , κ_{M,N} ; B^{2,2;1}_2 ) of members of Q and Q(X, Y ) for the closure of Q in L^1_{loc}(R_+ , κ_{M,N} ; B^{2,2;1}_2 ).

By Lemma 5.10(ii) and the complex linearity of the map Q ∋ Λ → �X, Y �^Λ ∈ C_a(R_+ ; L^1(E_C )), if Λ_1, Λ_2 ∈ Q and Λ_1 = Λ_2 κ_{M,N} -a.e., then ∫_t 0 Λ_1[dX, dY ] = ∫_t 0 Λ_2[dX, dY ] = ∫_t 0 (1_{(0,T ]}Λ_2)[dX, dY ],

for all T ≥ t ≥ 0. In particular, �X, Y �^Λ ∈ C_a(R_+ ; L^1(E_C )) is well-defined for Λ ∈ Q.

Theorem 5.12 (QC Construction, Take II). The map Q ∋ Λ → �X, Y �^Λ ∈ C_a(R_+ ; L^1(E_C )) extends uniquely to a continuous complex linear map �X, Y � = �X, Y �_C : Q(X, Y ) → C_a(R_+ ; L^1(E_C )). The map �X, Y � satisfies the following properties.

(i) If Λ ∈ Q(X, Y ) and t ≥ 0, then ‖ ‖�X, Y �(Λ)(t) ‖ ‖_1 ≤ ∫^t_0 ‖Λ‖_{2,2;1} dκ_{M,N} .

(ii) If Λ ∈ Q(X, Y ) and s, t ≥ 0 are such that s < t, then

�X, Y �(Λ)(t) − �X, Y �(Λ)(s) = �X, Y �(1_{(s,t]}Λ)(t).

Note that 1_{(s,t]}Λ does, indeed, belong to Q(X, Y ).

(iii) If Λ ∈ Q(X, Y ), then �X, Y �(Λ) is L^1-FV.

(iv) Q(X, Y ) = Q(M, N) and �X, Y � = �M, N�.

Proof. Note that if Λ ∈ Q, then Lemma 5.10(ii) is equivalent to sup 0≤s≤t ‖ ‖�X, Y �^Λ(s) ‖ ‖_1 ≤ ∫_t 0 ‖Λ‖_{2,2;1} dκ_{M,N} , for all t ≥ 0.

In particular, Q ∋ Λ → �X, Y �^Λ ∈ C_a(R_+ ; L^1(E_C )) is (complex linear and) continuous. We then obtain existence and uniqueness of the continuous complex linear extension �X, Y �: Q(X, Y ) → C_a(R_+ ; L^1(E_C )) from the completeness of C_a(R_+ ; L^1(E_C )). Item (i) then follows from an elementary limiting argument. We take each of the remaining items in turn.

(ii) By another elementary limiting argument using the first item, it suffices to prove the desired identity assuming Λ ∈ Q. To this end, let π be a partition of [0, t] such that s ∈ π. Also, write s_+ for the member of π to the right of s, i.e. s_+ = min{r ∈ π : s < r} ∈ π. Then ∑ r∈π Λ(r_−)[Δ_rX, Δ_rY ] = ∑ r∈π∩[0,s] Λ(r_−)[Δ_r X, Δ_rY ] + ∑ r∈π∩(s,t] Λ(r_−)[Δ_r X, Δ_rY ] = ∑ r∈π∩[0,s] Λ(r_−)[Δ_r X, Δ_rY ] + ∑ r∈π (1_{(s,t]}Λ)(r_−)[Δ_rX, Δ_rY ] + Λ(s)[Δ_{s+} X, Δ_{s+} Y ].

Now, if |π| → 0, then s_+ ↘ s. Thus, by the (right-)continuity of X and Y , Λ(s)[Δ_{s+} X, Δ_{s+} Y ] → 0 in L^1(E_C ) as |π| → 0. It therefore follows, by taking |π| → 0, from Theorem 5.7 and Definition 5.8 that ∫_t 0 Λ[dX, dY ] = ∫_s 0 Λ[dX, dY ] + ∫_t 0 (1_{(s,t]}Λ)[dX, dY ], as desired.

(iii) Fix s, t ≥ 0 such that s < t. By the previous two items, ‖ ‖�X, Y �^Λ(t) − �X, Y �^Λ(s) ‖ ‖_1 = ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ∫_t 0 (1_{(s,t]}Λ)[dX, dY ] ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ 1 ≤ ∫_t s ‖Λ‖_{2,2;1} dκ_{M,N} . In particular, if π ∈ P_{[0,t]}, then ∑ r∈π ‖ ‖Δ_r�X, Y �^Λ ‖ ‖_1 ≤ ∑ r∈π ∫_r r_− ‖Λ‖_{2,2;1} dκ_{M,N} = ∫_t 0 ‖Λ‖_{2,2;1} dκ_{M,N} . We conclude that

V_L1_{(EC )} ( �X, Y �^Λ : [0, t] ) ≤ ∫_t 0 ‖Λ‖_{2,2;1} dκ_{M,N} < ∞, so this item is proved.

(iv) This item is clear from the definitions.

This brings us finally to the general definition.

Definition 5.13 (Quadratic Covariation, Take II). For Λ ∈ Q(X, Y ), we define

�X, Y �^Λ = ∫_· 0 Λ[dX, dY ] = ∫_· 0 Λ(t)[dX(t), dY (t)] := �X, Y �(Λ) ∈ C_a(R_+ ; L^1(E_C ))

to be the Λ-quadratic covariation of X and Y .

5.3 Tools to Calculate Quadratic Covariations

In this section, we prove three additional facts about (certain) quadratic covariations that help with their explicit calculation in practice: a formula for quadratic covariations of stochastic integrals (Theorem 5.14) and two expressions for ∫_· 0 Λ[dX, dY ] as a limit of left-endpoint quadratic Riemann–Stieltjes sums (Proposition 5.16 and Theorem 5.17).

Fix two L̃^2-decomposable processes X = M + A: R_+ → L^2(E_A ) and Y = N + B : R_+ → L^2(E_B ) for the duration of this section. By Proposition 4.21, if H ∈ Ĩ(X), K ∈ Ĩ(Y ), U := ∫_· 0 H[dX], and V := ∫_· 0 K[dY ], then U and V are L̃^2-decomposable. Therefore, the construction from the previous section applies and allows us to consider quadratic covariation integrals ∫_· 0 Λ[dU, dV ]. The next result shows that ∫_· 0 Λ[dU, dV ] = ∫_· 0 Λ[H[dX], K[dY ]] frequently holds, as one might expect.

Theorem 5.14 (QC of Stochastic Integrals). Fix two more filtered C^∗-probability spaces (D, (D_t)_{t≥0}, E_D ) and (E, (E_t)_{t≥0}, E_E ). Suppose that H : R_+ → B(L^2(E_A ); L^2(E_D )) and K : R_+ → B(L^2(E_B ); L^2(E_E )) are Bochner measurable maps, and there exist sequences (H_n)_{n∈N} and (K_n)_{n∈N} in EP(E_A ; E_D ) and EP(E_B ; E_E ), respectively, such that for all t ≥ 0, ∫_t 0 (‖H − H_n‖^2_{;2} + ‖K − K_n‖^2_{;2}) dκ_{M,N} + ∫_t 0 ‖H − H_n‖_{2;2} dκ_A + ∫_t 0 ‖K − K_n‖_{2;2} dκ_B → 0 (14)

as n → ∞. (In this case, H ∈ Ĩ^D(X) and K ∈ Ĩ^E (Y ).) Now, write U := ∫_· 0 H[dX] and V := ∫_· 0 K[dY ]. If Λ: R_+ → B_2(L^2(E_D ) × L^2(E_E ); L^1(E_C )) is Bochner measurable and there exists a sequence (Λ_n)_{n∈N} in Q(D × E; C) such that for all t ≥ 0, ∫_t 0 ‖Λ − Λ_n‖_{2,2;1}(‖H‖^2_{;2} + ‖K‖^2_{;2}) dκ_{M,N} → 0 (15)

as n → ∞, then Λ ∈ Q(U, V ), Λ[H, K] ∈ Q(X, Y ), and ∫_· 0 Λ(t)[dU(t), dV (t)] = ∫_· 0 Λ(t) [ H(t)[dX(t)], K(t)[dY (t)] ] . (16)

Proof. It suffices to assume (X, Y ) = (M, N), so that U = ∫_· 0 H[dM] and V = ∫_· 0 K[dN]. Recall from the proof of Theorem 4.22 that κ_U (E) ≤ ∫ E ‖H‖^2_{;2} dκ_M and κ_V (E) ≤ ∫ E ‖K‖^2_{;2} dκ_N , for all E ∈ B_{R+}. Thus κ_{U,V} (E) ≤ 1 2 ( ∫ E ‖H‖^2_{;2} dκ_M + ∫ E ‖K‖^2_{;2} dκ_N ) ≤ ∫ E (‖H‖^2_{;2} + ‖K‖^2_{;2}) dκ_{M,N} ,

for all E ∈ B_{R+}. From this and Eq. (15), it easily follows that Λ as in the statement belongs to Q(U, V ). Proving that Λ[H, K] ∈ Q(M, N) takes a bit more work (and the extra hypothesis). Fix n, m ∈ N. Then Λ_n[H_m, K_m] ∈ Q(A × B; C), as we encourage the reader to check. Also, writing C^n_t := sup_{0≤s≤t}‖Λ_n(s)‖_{2,2;1}, ∫_t 0 ‖Λ_n[H_m, K_m] − Λ_n[H, K]‖_{2,2;1} dκ_{M,N} ≤ ∫_t 0 ‖Λ_n[H_m − H, K_m]‖_{2,2;1} dκ_{M,N} + ∫_t 0 ‖Λ_n[H, K_m − K]‖_{2,2;1} dκ_{M,N} ≤ C^n_t ∫_t 0 ‖H_m − H‖_{2;2}‖K_m‖_{2;2} dκ_{M,N} + C^n_t ∫_t 0 ‖H‖_{2;2}‖K_m − K‖_{2;2} dκ_{M,N}

≤ C^n_t ( ∫_t 0 ‖H_m − H‖^2_{;2} dκ_{M,N} ) 1_2 ( ∫_t 0 ‖K_m‖^2_{;2} dκ_{M,N} ) 1_2

+ C^n_t ( ∫_t 0 ‖H‖^2_{;2} dκ_{M,N} ) 1_2 ( ∫_t 0 ‖K_m − K‖^2_{;2} dκ_{M,N} ) 1_2 → 0 as m → ∞, by the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality and Eq. (14). We conclude Λ_n[H, K] ∈ Q(M, N). Since, by Eq. (15), we also have ∫_t 0 ‖Λ_n[H, K] − Λ[H, K]‖_{2,2;1} dκ_{M,N} ≤ ∫_t 0 ‖Λ_n − Λ‖_{2,2;1}‖H‖_{2;2}‖K‖_{2;2} dκ_{M,N} ≤ 1 2 ∫_t 0 ‖Λ_n − Λ‖_{2,2;1}(‖H‖^2_{;2} + ‖K‖^2_{;2}) dκ_{M,N} → 0

as n → ∞, we get that Λ[H, K] ∈ Q(M, N).

To prove Eq. (16), we do some reductions. By a limiting argument that we leave to the reader, it suffices to prove the formula when Λ ∈ Q(D × E; C). We now show that it also suffices to prove the formula when H ∈ EP(E_A ; E_D ) and K ∈ EP(E_B ; E_E ). Indeed, write U_n := ∫_· 0 H_n[dM] and V_n := ∫_· 0 K_n[dN].

Suppose ∫_· 0 Λ[dU_n, dV_n] = ∫_· 0 Λ[H_n[dM], K_n[dN]], for all n ∈ N. Note that (U_n, V_n, Λ) → (U, V, Λ) in ~M 2_D × ~M 2_E × Q(D × E; C) as n → ∞ by Eq. (14). Therefore, by Theorem 5.7, ∫^·_0 Λ[dU_n, dV_n] → ∫^·_0 Λ[dU, dV ] in C_a(R_+ ; L^1(E_C )) as n → ∞. Also, as we showed in the previous paragraph, Λ[H_n, K_n] → Λ[H, K] in Q(M, N) as n → ∞, so that ∫_· 0 Λ[H_n[dM], K_n[dN]] → ∫_· 0 Λ[H[dM], K[dN]] in C_a(R_+ ; L^1(E_C )) as n → ∞.

Thus Eq. (16) holds.

Finally, we prove Eq. (16) when Λ ∈ Q(D × E; C), H ∈ EP(E_A ; E_D ), and K ∈ EP(E_B ; E_E ). Recall that in this case Λ[H, K] ∈ Q(A × B; C). Now, fix a partition Π of R_+ . Observe that if s ∈ Π and t ≥ 0, then H(s_−)[Δ_sM^t] = ∫_{s∧t} s_−∧t H Π[dM] = Δ_sI_M (H^Π)^t and K(s_−)[Δ_sN^t] = Δ_sI_M (K^Π)^t. Thus

RS^{M,N}_Π (Λ[H, K]) = RS^{IM (HΠ),IM (KΠ)}

Π (Λ).

Therefore,

RS^{U,V}_Π (Λ) − RS^{M,N}_Π (Λ[H, K]) = RS^{IM (H),IM (K)}

Π (Λ) − RS^{IM (HΠ ),IM (KΠ)}

Π (Λ) = RS^{IM (H)−IM (HΠ ),IM (K)} Π (Λ) + RS^{IM (HΠ ),IM (K)−IM (KΠ)}

Π (Λ).

By Lemma 5.6 and (the proof of) Proposition 4.25 (recall H and K are |||·|||-LCLB), we conclude that sup 0≤s≤t ‖ ‖ ‖RS^{U,V}_Π (Λ)(s) − RS^{M,N}_Π (Λ[H, K])(s) ‖ ‖ ‖_1 ≤ Ct ‖ ‖I_M (H − H^Π)(t) ‖ ‖_2‖I_M (K)(t)‖_2 + C_t ‖ ‖I_M (K^Π)(t) ‖ ‖_2 ‖ ‖I_M (K − K^Π)(t) ‖ ‖_2 → 0

as |Π| → 0, where C_t = sup_{0≤s≤t}‖Λ(s)‖_{2,2;1}. Since

RS^{U,V}_Π (Λ) − RS^{M,N}_Π (Λ[H, K]) → ∫_· 0 Λ[dU, dV ] − ∫_· 0 Λ[H[dM], K[dN]] in C_a(R_+ ; L^1(E_C )) as |Π| → 0, this completes the proof.

Example 5.15. By arguments as in Example 4.23, if J : R_+ → B (A; D) and L: R_+ → B (B; E) are adapted and ‖·‖_{2;2}-LLLB, and Ξ: R_+ → B_2 (D × E; C) is adapted and ‖·‖_{2,2;1}-LLLB, then (H, K, Λ) := (J_−, L_−, Ξ_−) satisfy the hypotheses of Theorem 5.14. Also, note that if M = N or M = N^∗, then the first hypothesis of Theorem 5.14 (i.e. Eq. (14)) is merely the requirement that H ∈ Ĩ^D(X) and K ∈ Ĩ^E (Y ).

Next, we prove another result on the convergence of left-endpoint quadratic Riemann–Stieltjes sums to quadratic covariations.

Proposition 5.16. If Λ: R_+ → B_2 is adapted and ‖·‖_{2,2;1}-LLLB, then Λ_− ∈ Q(X, Y ) and

L^1 - lim_{|Π|→0} RS^{X,Y}_Π (Λ) = ∫_· 0 Λ_−[dX, dY ] = ∫_· 0 Λ(t−)[dX(t), dY (t)]. If Λ is actually continuous with respect to ‖·‖_{2,2;1}, then we may use any evaluation points (not just the left endpoints) in the quadratic Riemann–Stieltjes sums.

Proof. Fix a partition Π of R_+ . We have seen already that if Λ: R_+ → B_2 is adapted, then Λ^Π ∈ Q_0. Now, if Λ is also ‖·‖_{2,2;1}-LLLB, then Proposition 4.2(iii) says that Λ^Π → Λ_− in L^1_{loc}(R_+ , κ_{M,N} ; B^{2,2;1}_2 ) as |Π| → 0. Thus Λ_− ∈ Q(X, Y ).

For the second claim, as usual, it suffices to treat the case (X, Y ) = (M, N). To this end, fix Ξ ∈ Q and t ≥ s ≥ 0. By Lemma 5.10(i) and Theorem 5.12(i),

ε_Π(s) := ‖ ‖ ‖RS^{M,N}_Π (Λ)(s) − �M, N�^{Λ−} (s) ‖ ‖ ‖_1 ≤ ‖ ‖RSM,N_Π (Λ − Ξ)(s) ‖ ‖ 1 + ‖ ‖RSM,N_Π (Ξ)(s) − �M, N�_Ξ(s) ‖ ‖ 1 + ‖ ‖�M, N�^{Ξ−Λ}− (s) ‖ ‖_1 ≤ ∫_s 0 ( ‖Λ − Ξ‖^Π_{2,2;1} + ‖Λ_− − Ξ‖_{2,2;1} ) dκ_{M,N} + ‖ ‖RS^{M,N}_Π (Ξ)(s) − �M, N�^Ξ(s) ‖ ‖_1.

Now, fix ε > 0. Since Λ_− ∈ Q(M, N), we can choose Ξ ∈ Q so that ∫_t 0 ‖Λ_− − Ξ‖_{2,2;1} dκ_{M,N} < ε 3 . Next, since ‖Λ − Ξ‖_{2,2;1} is LLLB, ‖Λ − Ξ‖^Π_{2,2;1} → (‖Λ − Ξ‖_{2,2;1})_− = ‖Λ_− − Ξ_−‖_{2,2;1} = ‖Λ_− − Ξ‖_{2,2;1} in L^1_{loc}(R_+ , κ_{M,N} ) as |Π| → 0. In particular, there exists δ > 0 such that |Π| < δ implies ∫_t 0 ‖Λ − Ξ‖^Π_{2,2;1} dκ_{M,N} < ε 3 . Finally, by Theorem 5.7(ii), we may shrink δ so that |Π| < δ also implies sup 0≤s≤t ‖ ‖ ‖RS^{M,N}_Π (Ξ)(s) − �M, N�^Ξ(s) ‖ ‖ ‖_1 < ε 3 . Putting it all together, we conclude that if |Π| < δ, then sup 0≤s≤t ε_Π(s) = sup_{0≤s≤t} ‖ ‖RS^{M,N}_Π (Λ)(s) − �M, N�^{Λ−} (s) ‖ ‖_1 < ε 3 + ε 3 + ε 3 = ε. This completes the proof of the second claim.

For the third claim, note that if Λ is ‖·‖_{2,2;1}-continuous and 0 ≤ s ≤ t, then sup 0≤s≤t δ_Π(s) := sup_{0≤s≤t} ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ∑ r∈Π Λ(r_∗)[Δ_r M^s, Δ_rN^s] − RS^{M,N}_Π (Λ)(s) ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ 1 = sup_{0≤s≤t} ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ∑ r∈Π (Λ(r_∗) − Λ(r_−))[Δ_rM^s, Δ_rN^s] ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖_1 ≤ ∑ r∈Π ‖Λ(r_∗) − Λ(r_−)‖_{2,2;1}‖Δ_rM^s‖_2‖Δ_rN^s‖_2

≤ sup u,v≤t:|u−v|≤|Π| ‖Λ(u) − Λ(v)‖_{2,2;1} sup_{0≤s≤t} ∑ r∈Π ‖Δ_rM^s‖^2 + ‖Δ_rN^s‖^2 2 = κ_{M,N} ((0, t]) sup u,v≤t:|u−v|≤|Π| ‖Λ(u) − Λ(v)‖_{2,2;1} → 0

as |Π| → 0 by ‖·‖_{2,2;1}-continuity of Λ. This completes the proof.

Already the above result can be useful for calculating quadratic covariations, but the next result is the true to key to most calculations of interest, as we see in the next section.

Theorem 5.17. If Λ is as in Proposition 5.16, then

L^1 - lim_{|Π|→0} ∑ t∈Π E_C [Λ(t_−)[X(t ∧ ·) − X(t_− ∧ ·), Y (t ∧ ·) − Y (t_− ∧ ·)] | C_{t−} ] = ∫_· 0 Λ(t−)[dX(t), dY (t)]. Proof. Define Λ̃(t)[x, y] := E_C [Λ(t)[x, y] | C_t] ∈ L^1(E_C ) for t ≥ 0 and (x, y) ∈ L^2(E_A ) × L^2(E_B ). In this notation, we are trying to prove that L^1 - lim_{|Π|→0} RS^{X,Y}_Π (Λ̃) = ∫_· 0 Λ_−[dX, dY ]. Equivalently,

L^1 - lim_{|Π|→0} ( RS^{X,Y}_Π (Λ) − RS^{X,Y}_Π (Λ̃) ) = L^1 - lim_{|Π|→0} RS^{X,Y}_Π (Λ − Λ̃) = 0

by Proposition 5.16. We first prove that L^1 - lim_{|Π|→0} RS^{M,N}_Π (Λ − Λ̃) = 0 when (M, N, Λ) ∈ M^∞_A × M^∞_B × Q_0.

To this end, fix (M, N, Λ) ∈ M^∞_A × M^∞_B × Q_0 and t ≥ 0. Also, write Ξ := Λ − Λ̃. Observe the following.

(i) If u ≥ t and (x, y) ∈ (A_u × L^2(B_u, E_B )) ∪ (L^2(A_u, E_A ) × B_u), then Ξ(t)[x, y] ∈ L^2(C_u, E_C ).

(ii) ‖Ξ(t)‖_{2,∞;2} ∨ ‖Ξ(t)‖_{∞,2;2} ≤ 2|||Λ(t)|||_2.

(iii) If (x, y) ∈ L^2(E_A ) × L^2(E_B ), then E_C [Ξ(t)[x, y] | C_t] = 0.

With these in mind, let Π be a partition of R_+ , and define

C_{r,s}(t) := E_C [Ξ(r_−)[Δ_r M^t, Δ_rN^t]^∗Ξ(s_−)[Δ_sM^t, Δ_sN^t]]

for r, s ∈ Π. We claim that if r ≠ s, then C_{r,s}(t) = 0. Indeed, if r < s, in which case r ≤ s_−, then C_{r,s}(t) = E_C [ E_C [ Ξ(r_−)[Δ_rM^t, Δ_rN^t]^∗Ξ(s_−)[Δ_sM^t, Δ_sN^t] | C_{s−} ]] = E_C [ Ξ(r_−)[Δ_rM^t, Δ_rN^t]^∗E_C [ Ξ(s_−)[Δ_sM^t, Δ_sN^t] | C_{s−} ]] = 0.

If s < r, then C_{r,s}(t) = C_{s,r}(t) = 0 as well. Writing K_t := sup_{0≤s≤t} |||Λ(s)|||_2 < ∞, it follows that ‖ ‖RSM,N_Π (Ξ)(t) ‖ ‖^2 2 = ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ∑ s∈Π Ξ(s_−)[Δ_sM^t, Δ_sN^t] ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ 2

2 = ∑ r,s∈Π E_C [ Ξ(r_−)[Δ_r M^t, Δ_rN^t]^∗Ξ(s_−)[Δ_sM^t, Δ_sN^t] ]

= ∑ s∈Π ‖ ‖Ξ(s_−)[Δ_sM^t, Δ_sN^t] ‖ ‖^2 ≤ ∑ s∈Π ‖Ξ(s_−)‖^2_{,∞;2}‖Δ_sM^t‖^2‖Δ_sN^t‖^2_∞

≤ 4K^2_t max_{s∈Π} ‖Δ_sN^t‖^2_∞ ∑ r∈Π ‖Δ_rM^t‖^2 = 4K^2_t max_{s∈Π} ‖Δ_sN^t‖^2_∞‖M(t) − M(0)‖^2.

Thus sup 0≤s≤t ‖ ‖ ‖RS^{M,N}_Π (Ξ)(s) ‖ ‖ ‖_2 ≤ 2Kt sup r,s≤t:|r−s|≤|Π| ‖N(r) − N(s)‖_∞‖M(t) − M(0)‖_2 → 0 as |Π| → 0 by L^∞-continuity of N.

To complete the proof, we conduct one more “^ε_3 -argument.” Let (M, N) ∈ ~M^2_A × ~M^2_B and Λ be as in the statement. Also, fix a sequence (M_n)_{n∈N} in M^∞_A converging to M in M^2_A , a sequence (N_n)_{n∈N} in M^∞_B converging to N in M^2_B . Finally, let (Π_n)_{n∈N} be a sequence of partitions of R_+ such that |Π_n| → 0 as n → ∞, and define Λ_n := Λ^{Πn} ∈ Q_0 and Ξ_n := Λ_n − Λ̃_n. If n, m ∈ N, then ‖Ξ − Ξ_n‖_{2;2,1} ≤ 2‖Λ − Λ_n‖_{2,2;1} and

RS^{M,N}_Π (Ξ) = RS^{M,N}_Π (Ξ) − RS^{Mm,Nm}_Π (Ξ) + RS^{Mm ,Nm}_Π (Ξ − Ξ_n) + RS^{Mm ,Nm}_Π (Ξ_n).

Fix ε > 0 and t ≥ 0. By Lemma 5.6, there exists m ∈ N such that sup Π∈P_{R+} sup 0≤s≤t ‖ ‖ ‖RS^{M,N}_Π (Ξ)(s) − RS^{Mm ,Nm}_Π (Ξ)(s) ‖ ‖ ‖_1 < ε 3 . For this fixed m, note that sup 0≤s≤t ‖ ‖ ‖RS^{Mm ,Nm} Π (Ξ − Ξ_n)(s) ‖ ‖ ‖_1 ≤ ∫_t 0 ‖Ξ − Ξ_n‖^Π_{2,2;1} dκ_{Mm ,Nm} ≤ 2 ∫_t 0 ‖Λ − Λ_n‖^Π_{2,2;1} dκ_{Mm ,Nm} . Since Λ is ‖·‖_{2,2;1}-LLLB, Λ_n → Λ_− in L^1_{loc}(R_+ , κ_{Mm,Nm} ; B^{2,2;1}_2 ) as n → ∞, so there exists n ∈ N such that ∫_t 0 ‖Λ_− − Λ_n‖_{2,2;1} dκ_{Mm ,Nm} < ε 6 . Similarly, since ‖Λ−Λ_n‖_{2,2;1} is LLLB, ‖Λ−Λ_n‖^Π_{2,2;1} → (‖Λ−Λ_n‖_{2,2;1})_− = ‖Λ_− −(Λ_n)_−‖_{2,2;1} = ‖Λ_− −Λ_n‖_{2,2;1} in L^1_{loc}(R_+ , κ_{Mm,Nm} ; B^{2,2;1}_2 ) as |Π| → 0. Therefore, there exists δ > 0 such that |Π| < δ implies ∫_t 0 ‖Λ − Λ_n‖^Π_{2,2;1} dκ_{Mm ,Nm} < ε 6 . Thus, for these fixed n and m, |Π| < δ implies sup 0≤s≤t ‖ ‖RS^{Mm ,Nm} Π (Ξ − Ξ_n)(s) ‖ ‖_1 < ε 3 . Finally, by the previous paragraph, we can shrink δ so that |Π| < δ also implies sup 0≤s≤t ‖ ‖ ‖RS^{Mm,Nm} Π (Ξ_n)(s) ‖ ‖ ‖_1 < ε 3 . Putting it all together, we conclude that |Π| < δ implies sup 0≤s≤t ‖ ‖ ‖RS^{M,N}_Π (Ξ)(s) ‖ ‖ ‖_1 < ε 3 + ε 3 + ε 3 = ε. This completes the proof.

Remark 5.18 (Application and Interpretation). This remark may be safely skipped on a first reading. Let Z : R_+ → A_{sa} be a free Poisson process with rate λ > 0, i.e. Z(0) = 0, Z has free increments, and the distribution of Z(t) − Z(s) is free Poisson^4 with jump size one and rate λ(t − s) whenever 0 ≤ s < t. Now, fix p ∈ [1, ∞), and define Z̊(t) := Z(t) − E[Z(t)] = Z(t) − λt to be the compensated free Poisson process with rate λ. By Example 3.17, Z̊ is a martingale. By Lemma 1(1) in [3], Z is L^p-continuous. Thus Z(t) = Z̊(t) + λt is (L^p, L^∞)-decomposable. We claim that Z̊ ∉ ~M^2 ; equivalently, Z is not L̃^2-decomposable. Indeed, Corollary 4 in [2] says that if t ≥ 0, then L^∞- lim_{|π|→0} ∑ s∈π(Δ_sZ)^2 = Z(t). On the other hand, ∑ s∈π E[(Δ_s Z)^2 | A_{s−} ] = ∑ s∈π E[(Δ_s Z)^2] = ∑ s∈π(1 + λΔs)λΔs → λt in A as |π| → 0 by Lemma 5.36(i) below and the fact that E[(Z(t) − Z(s))^2] = (1 + λ(t − s))λ(t − s) whenever 0 ≤ s < t. Since Z ≠ (λt)_{t≥0}, it follows from Theorem 5.17 that Z cannot be L̃^2-decomposable, as claimed.

4Please see Definition 12.12 in [46] for the definition of the free Poisson distribution, but beware of the typo: in Eq. (12.14), λν̃ should be just ν̃.

What is going on conceptually in the previous paragraph is rather subtle and requires further comments on classical stochastic analysis to explain. Let (Ω, F , (F_t)_{t≥0}, P ) be a filtered probability space satisfying the usual conditions, and fix two classical semimartingales U, V with jumps, i.e. U = M_U +A_U and V = M_V +A_V for some RCLL (right-continuous with left limits) local martingales M_U , M_V and RCLL FV processes A_U , A_V . As in the continuous case, if t ≥ 0, then L^0- lim_{|π|→0} ∑ s∈π Δ_sU Δ_sV = U_tV_t −U_0V_0 − ∫_t 0 U_{s−} dV_s − ∫_t 0 V_{s−} dU_s, and [U, V ] := UV − U_0V_0 − ∫_· 0 U_{s−} dV_s − ∫_· 0 V_{s−} dU_s is an RCLL FV process called the quadratic covariation of U and V (Section II.6 of [53]). If the variation process of [U, V ] is locally integrable, then there is another kind of quadratic variation. Indeed, in this case there exists a unique-up-to-indistinguishability predictable RCLL FV process C with C_0 = 0 such that [U, V ] − C is an RCLL local martingale (Section III.5 of [53]). We write ⟨U, V ⟩ := C and call ⟨U, V ⟩ the predictable or conditional quadratic covariation of U and V . In special situations (please see, e.g. Section VI.31 of [54]), one may compute ⟨U, V ⟩_t as an appropriate limit of ∑ s∈π E_P [Δ_sU Δ_sV | F_{s−} ] as |π| → 0. Also, if U and V are continuous semimartingales, then we have [U, V ] = ⟨U, V ⟩. Accordingly, we should conceptualize Theorem 5.17 as the statement that “for L̃2-decomposable processes, the noncommutative quadratic covariation agrees with the noncommutative predictable quadratic covariation,” and we should interpret the condition that (M, N) ∈ ~M^2_A × ~M^2_B as a kind of continuity. Finally, a prototypical example of when [U, V ] differs from ⟨U, V ⟩ is when U = V = a classical Poisson process. Therefore, it is reasonable to expect the same phenomenon – and, consequently, the same lack of “continuity” – from the free Poisson process. This is what we witness in the previous paragraph.

The previous two results allow us to upgrade Example 5.9.

Example 5.19. By Proposition 5.16, all the statements in Example 5.9 remain true when “continuous” is replaced with “LCLB.” In this case, we also have the limiting expressions ∫_t 0 Λ(s)[dX(s), dY (s)] = L^1- lim_{|π|→0} ∑ s∈π E[Λ(s_− )[Δ_sX, Δ_sY ] | C_{s−} ] and ∫_t 0 P (X(s), dY(s), dZ(s)) = L^1- lim_{|π|→0} ∑ s∈π E^{⊕m} [P (X(s_−), Δ_sY, Δ_sZ) | A^m_{s−} ]

by Theorem 5.17.

As mentioned above, Theorem 5.17 also allows us to find explicit formulas for the remaining uncalculated quadratic covariations in the previous example (e.g. ∫_· 0 A(t) dX(t) B(t) dY (t) C(t)) in many cases of interest.

We undertake some such calculations in Section 5.5.

5.4 Application: Burkholder–Davis–Gundy Inequalities

In this section, we use our theory of quadratic covariation to extend the discrete-time noncommutative Burkholder–Davis–Gundy (BDG) inequalities of Pisier-Xu [52] to the present continuous-time setting when p ≥ 2. As a consequence, we obtain L^p-norm estimates on stochastic integrals. We begin by recalling the discrete-time noncommutative BDG inequalities.

Theorem 5.20 (Discrete-time NC BDG Inequalities [52]). There exist increasing families of strictly positive constants (α_p)_{p≥2} and (β_p)_{p≥2} such that the following holds. If p ∈ [2, ∞), (M, τ) is a C^∗-probability space, N ∈ N, (M_n)^N_{n=0} is a finite filtration of M, and x: {0, . . . , N} → L^p(τ) is a discrete-time L^pmartingale, then α^{−1}_p ‖x‖_Hp_{(M)} ≤ max_{0≤n≤N}‖x_n‖_p = ‖x_N ‖_p ≤ β_p‖x‖_Hp_{(M)}, where

‖x‖_Hp_{(M)} := max {‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ x^∗_0x_0 + N∑ n=1 (x_n − x_{n−1})^∗(x_n − x_{n−1}) ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ 1 2

p 2 , ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ x_0x^∗_0 + N∑ n=1 (x_n − x_{n−1})(x_n − x_{n−1})^∗ ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ 1 2

p 2

} .

Moreover, we may take α_2 = β_2 = 1, and ‖x‖^2_{H2(M)} = τ [ x^∗_0x_0 + ∑_N n=1(x_n − x_{n−1})^∗(x_n − x_{n−1}) ] .

Remark 5.21. In truth, the result quoted from [52] is stated and proven only in the W^∗-setting. However, it is easy to see from the development in Appendix A that the result in the W^∗-setting actually implies the result stated above in the C^∗-setting. Also, [52] contains a similar result for p ∈ (1, 2) with a different norm. At this time, we are unable to adapt this regime to our continuous-time setting.

Other than our theory of quadratic covariation, the keys to transferring this result over to the continuoustime setting are some basic facts about noncommutative L^p-convergence.

Lemma 5.22. Let 1 ≤ p < q < ∞.

(i) Suppose that (a_n)_{n∈N} is a sequence in L^p(E) and a ∈ L^1(E). If a_n → a in L^1(E) as n → ∞ and lim inf_{n→∞}‖a_n‖_p < ∞, then a ∈ L^p(E) and ‖a‖_p ≤ lim inf_{n→∞}‖a_n‖_p.

(ii) Suppose that (a_n)_{n∈N} is a sequence in L^q(E) and a ∈ L^1(E). If a_n → a in L^1(E) as n → ∞ and sup_{n∈N}‖a_n‖_q < ∞, then a ∈ L^q(E) and a_n → a in L^p(E) as n → ∞.

(iii) If a ∈ L^q(E), then lim_{p↗q} ‖a‖_p = ‖a‖_q.

Proof. We take each item in turn.

(i) If p = 1, then this is obvious, so assume p > 1. If b ∈ A, then |E[ab]| = lim_{n→∞} |E[a_n b]| ≤ lim inf_{n→∞} (‖a_n‖_p‖b‖_p′ ) = ‖b‖_p′ lim inf_{n→∞} ‖a_n‖_p, where^1_p +^1_{p′} = 1. Since 1 < p, p^′ < ∞, duality for noncommutative L^p-spaces tells us that a ∈ L^p(E) and ‖a‖_p ≤ lim inf_{n→∞}‖a_n‖_p, as desired.

(ii) First, note that a ∈ L^q(E) and ‖a‖_q ≤ lim inf_{n→∞}‖a_n‖_q ≤ sup_{n∈N}‖a_n‖_q < ∞ by the first item. For the second claim, the case p = 1 is obvious, so we assume p > 1. If b ∈ A and M > 0, then ‖b‖^p = E[|b|^p ] = ∫ R_+ x^p μ_{|b|}(dx) = ∫ [0,M] x^p μ_{|b|}(dx) + ∫ (M,∞) x^p μ_{|b|}(dx) ≤ M^{p−1} ∫ [0,M] |x| μ_{|b|}(dx) + 1 M^{q−p} ∫ (M,∞) |x|^q μ_{|b|}(dx) ≤ M^{p−1} ∫ R_+ |x| μ_{|b|}(dx) + 1 M^{q−p} ∫ R_+ |x|^q μ_{|b|}(dx) = M^{p−1}‖b‖_1 + 1 M^{q−p} ‖b‖^q. By density, this inequality extends to all b ∈ L^q (E). Letting C := sup_{n∈N}‖a_n‖_q, this gives ‖a_n − a_m‖^p ≤ M^{p−1}‖a_n − a_m‖_1 + 2C M^{q−p} , for all n, m ∈ N. Now, let M > 0 be such that^{2C}_{M q−p} <^{εp}_2 . Then fix N ∈ N such that m, n ≥ N implies ‖a_n − a_m‖_1 <^{εp}_{2M p−1} . Then m, n ≥ N also implies ‖a_n − a_m‖_p < ε. We have just shown that (a_n)_{n∈N} is Cauchy and therefore convergent in L^p(E). By uniqueness of L^p-limits, we conclude that a_n → a in L^p(E) as n → ∞, as desired.

(iii) First, suppose a ∈ A is nonzero. (The case a = 0 is obvious.) Note that ‖a‖^p = ∫ [0,1] x^p μ_{|a|}(dx) + ∫ (1,∞) x^p μ_{|a|}(dx) → ∫ [0,1] x^q μ_{|a|}(dx) + ∫ (1,∞) x^q μ_{|a|}(dx) = ‖a‖^q as p ↗ q, by the dominated convergence theorem for the first term and the monotone convergence theorem for the second. Now, it is an undergraduate analysis exercise to show that the function f : (0, ∞)×[0, ∞) → R defined by f(x, p) := x^p is jointly continuous. Therefore, lim_{p↗q}‖a‖_p = lim_{p↗q} f ( p^{−1}, ‖a‖^p ) = f ( q^{−1}, ‖a‖^q ) = ‖a‖_q, as desired. An elementary “^ε_2 -argument” then extends this to all a ∈ L^q(E). This completes the proof.

Theorem 5.23 (Continuous-time NC BDG Inequalities). Let (α_p)_{p≥2} and (β_p)_{p≥2} be as in Theorem 5.20. Suppose M : R_+ → L^p(E) is an L^p-martingale such that the limits ∫_t 0 dM^∗(s) dM(s) := L^1- lim_{|π|→0} ∑ s∈π Δ_sM^∗ Δ_sM ∈ L^1(A_t, E) and ∫_t 0 dM(s) dM^∗(s) := L^1- lim_{|π|→0} ∑ s∈π Δ_sM Δ_sM^∗ ∈ L^1(A_t, E)

exist. Then ∫_t 0 dM^∗(s) dM(s), ∫_t 0 dM(s) dM^∗(s) ∈ L^{p2} (A_t, E), and α^{−1}_p ‖M‖_H^p_{t (A)} ≤ ‖M(t)‖_p = sup_{0≤s≤t}‖M(s)‖_p ≤ β_p‖M‖_H^p_{t (A)}, where

‖M‖_H^p_{t (A)} := max {‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ M(0)^∗M(0) + ∫_t 0 dM^∗(s) dM(s) ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ 1 2

p 2 , ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ M(0)M(0)^∗ + ∫_t 0 dM(s) dM^∗(s) ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ 1 2

p 2

} .

Moreover, if p = 2, then ‖M(t)‖^2 = sup_{0≤s≤t}‖M(s)‖^2 = E [ ∫_t 0 dM^∗(s) dM(s) ] . Proof. We leave the p = 2 case (i.e. the last sentence of the statement) to the reader and assume p > 2 throughout the proof. If π ∈ P_{[0,t]}, then the discrete-time process π ∋ s → M_π(s) := M(s) ∈ L^p(E) is an L^p-martingale with respect to the filtration (A_s)_{s∈π}. By the discrete-time noncommutative BDG inequalities,

α^{−1}_p ‖M_π‖_Hp_{(A)} ≤ max_{s∈π} ‖M(s)‖_p ≤ β_p‖M_π‖_Hp_{(A)}. (17)

Since t ∈ π ⊆ [0, t], we have max_{s∈π} ‖M(s)‖_p = ‖M(t)‖_p = sup_{0≤s≤t}‖M(s)‖_p by Eq. (5). Since this is independent of π, we conclude from the first inequality in Eq. (17) that the nets ( M(0)^∗M(0) + ∑ s∈π Δ_sM^∗ Δ_sM ) π∈P_{[0,t]} and ( M(0)M(0)^∗ + ∑ s∈π Δ_sM Δ_sM^∗ ) π∈P_{[0,t]} are bounded in L^{p2} (A_t, E) by definition of ‖·‖_Hp_{(A)}. Since M(0)^∗M(0), M(0)M(0)^∗ ∈ L^{p2} (A_t, E), the nets ( ∑ s∈π Δ_sM^∗ Δ_sM ) π∈P_{[0,t]} and ( ∑ s∈π Δ_sM Δ_sM^∗ ) π∈P_{[0,t]} are bounded in L^{p2} (A_t, E). Since we already know the left net converges in L^1(A_t, E) to ∫_t 0 dM^∗(s) dM_s and the right net converges in L^1(A_t, E) to ∫_t 0 dM_s dM^∗(s), Lemma 5.22(ii) says that ∫_t 0 dM^{ε1} (s) dM^{ε2} (s) ∈ L^{p2} (A_t, E) and ∫_t 0 dM^{ε1} (s) dM^{ε2} (s) = L^{q2} - lim_{|π|→0} ∑ s∈π Δ_sM^{ε1} Δ_sM^{ε2}

whenever (ε_1, ε_2) ∈ {(∗, 1), (1, ∗)} and q ∈ [2, p).

Now, let (π_n)_{n∈N} be a sequence in P_{[0,t]} such that |π_n| → 0 as n → ∞. By what we proved in the previous paragraph, two applications of Lemma 5.22(i) and the first inequality in Eq. (17) give α^{−1}_p ‖M‖_H^p_{t (A)} ≤ α^{−1}_p lim inf_{n→∞} ‖M_{πn} ‖_H^p_{t (A)} ≤ ‖M(t)‖_p, as required. Finally, fix q ∈ (2, p). If π ∈ P_{[0,t]}, then Eq. (17) says ‖M(t)‖_q ≤ β_q‖M_π‖_Hq_{(A)} ≤ β_p‖M_π‖_Hq_{(A)} because (β_r)_{r≥2} is increasing. By what we proved in the previous paragraph, we may take |π| → 0 to obtain ‖M(t)‖_q ≤ β_p‖M‖_H^q_{t (A)}. Three applications of Lemma 5.22(iii) then yield ‖M(t)‖_p = lim_{q↗p}‖M(t)‖_q ≤ β_p lim_{q↗p}‖M‖_H^q_{t (A)} = β_p‖M‖_H^p_{t (A)}, as desired. This completes the proof.

Example 5.24. By Theorem 5.7, if p ≥ 2 and M : R_+ → L^p(E) is an L^p-martingale such that M ∈ ~M^2 (e.g. if M ∈ ~M^p ), then M satisfies the hypotheses of Theorem 5.23.

Since we have computed quadratic variations of stochastic integrals in Theorem 5.14, we get the following equivalence of L^p-norms of stochastic integrals.

Theorem 5.25. Let 2 ≤ p < ∞ and α_p, β_p ∈ (0, ∞) be the constants from Theorem 5.23. Suppose M ∈ ~M^2 and H ∈ Ĩ(M) are such that ∫_t 0 H[dM] ∈ L^p(B_t, E_B ), for all t ≥ 0. If t ≥ 0, then ∫_t 0 H(s)[dM(s)]^∗H[dM(s)], ∫_t 0 H(s)[dM(s)]H[dM(s)]^∗ ∈ L^{p2} (B_t, E_B ) and α^{−1}_p ‖H‖_H^p_{t,M (B)} ≤ ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ∫_t 0 H(s)[dM(s)] ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖_p ≤ β_p‖H‖_H^p_{t,M (B)}, where ‖H‖_H^p_{t,M (B)} := max {‖ ‖ ‖ ∫_t 0 H(s)[dM(s)]^∗H[dM(s)] ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ 1 2

p 2 , ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ∫_t 0 H(s)[dM(s)]H[dM(s)]^∗ ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ 1 2

p 2

} .

Proof. Define N := ∫_· 0 H[dM]. Since N ∈ ~M^2_B by Proposition 4.21 and N is an L^p-martingale by assumption, the continuous-time noncommutative BDG inequalities give α^{−1}_p ‖N‖_H^p_{t (B)} ≤ ‖N(t)‖_p ≤ β_p‖N‖_H^p_{t (B)}. Now, since it is easy to see that ( ∫_· 0 H[dM] )_∗ = ∫_· 0 H[dM]^∗, Theorem 5.14 says ∫_· 0 dN^∗_t dN_t = ∫_· 0 H(t)[dM(t)]^∗H(t)[dM(t)] and ∫_· 0 dN_t dN^∗_t = ∫_· 0 H(t)[dM(t)]H(t)[dM(t)]^∗. Thus ‖N‖_H^p_{t (B)} = ‖H‖_H^p_{t,M (B)}, which completes the proof.

Example 5.26. If H ∈ EP and M : R_+ → L^p(E) is an L^p-martingale belonging to ~M^2 , then ∫_· 0 H[dM] satisfies the hypotheses of Theorem 5.25.

Finally, recall that our development of the stochastic integral used an “Itô contraction” to give a bound on the L^2-norm of the stochastic integral. This was enough to construct the integral of a large class of integrands, but it left a conceptual gap. Specifically, we were left with no Itô isometry. The p = 2 case of Theorem 5.25 fills this gap by providing us a noncommutative analogue of Eq. (2).

Corollary 5.27 (Noncommutative Itô Isometry). If M ∈ ~M^2 and H ∈ Ĩ(M), then ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ∫_t 0 H(s)[dM(s)] ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ 2

2 = E [ ∫_t 0 H(s)[dM(s)]^∗ H(s)[dM(s)] ] , for all t ≥ 0.

Proof. This follows from (the proof of) Theorem 5.25 and the last sentence in Theorem 5.23.

5.5 Examples

In this section, we demonstrate how Theorem 5.17 can be used to compute quadratic covariations. The key method of our examples will be to turn knowledge of “noncommutative conditional covariances” like E[(M(t) − M(s))a(N(t) − N(s)) | A_s] into formulas for ∫_· 0 Λ(t)[dM(t), dN(t)] when Λ is a trace triprocess.

Specifically, when M and N have some kind of independent increments condition, it often happens that E[(M(t) − M(s))(N(t) − N(s)))]^{−1}E[(M(t) − M(s))a(N(t) − N(s)) | A_s] is independent of s and t in an appropriate sense. Our goal is to show that the latter property makes it possible compute ∫_· 0 Λ(t)[dM(t), dN(t)] explicitly for many trace triprocesses Λ.

Lemma 5.28. If M, N : R_+ → L^2(E) are right-continuous martingales, then there exists a unique Borel complex measure μ_{M,N} on R_+ such that μ_{M,N} ({0}) = 0 and μ_{M,N} ((s, t]) = E[(M(t) − M(s))(N(t) − N(s))] whenever 0 ≤ s ≤ t. Of course, μ_{M,N} = μ_{N,M} and μ_{M,M} ∗ = κ_M = κ_M ∗ . Proof. By the Polarization Identity, E[(M(t) − M(s))(N(t) − N(s))] = ⟨N(t) − N(s), M^∗(t) − M^∗(s)⟩_2 = 1 4 3∑ k=0 i^k‖N(t) − N(s) + i^k(M^∗(t) − M^∗(s))‖^2

= 1 4 3∑ k=0 i^kκ_{N+i}k_M ∗ ((s, t]) whenever 0 ≤ s ≤ t. This takes care of existence, and uniqueness is standard.

In what follows, ^⊗_π is the Banach space projective tensor product over C . (Please see Section 2.2 in [47] for a concise review.) If k ∈ N, then a map U : R_+ → A^{^⊗π k} is called adapted if U(t) ∈ A^{^⊗π k}_t ⊆ A^{^⊗π k}, for all t ≥ 0. Note that the maps #_k, #^E_k : A^{⊗(k+1)} → B_k (A) (originally defined in Notation 3.6) extend uniquely to bounded C -linear maps A^{^⊗π (k+1)} → B_k (A), which we notate the same way.

Lemma 5.29. Fix k ∈ N. If t ≥ 0 and u ∈ A^{^⊗π (k+1)}_t , then #_k(u) ∈ T^C_{k,t} and #^E_k (u) ∈ T^C_{k,t}. In particular, if U : R_+ → A^{^⊗π (k+1)} is adapted, then #_k(U) and #^E_k (U) are complex k-linear trace k-process.

Proof. Define Ξ := #_k(u). Since u ∈ A^{^⊗π (k+1)}_t , there exist sequences (a^1_n)_{n∈N}, . . . , (a^{k+1}_n )_{n∈N} in A_t such that ∞∑ n=1 ‖ ‖a^1_n ‖ ‖ · · · ‖ ‖a^{k+1}_n ‖ ‖ < ∞ and u =^∞ ∑ n=1 a^1_n ⊗ · · · ⊗ a^{k+1}_n . Now, for N ∈ N, define u_N := ∑_N n=1 a^1_n ⊗ · · · ⊗ a^{k+1}_n ∈ A^{⊗(k+1)}_t and Ξ_N := #_k(u_N ) ∈ B_k (A). Then Ξ_N ∈ T^{C,0}_{k,t} and |||Ξ − Ξ_N |||_k ≤ ‖u − u_N ‖_A ^_{⊗π (k+1)t} → 0 as N → ∞. Thus Ξ ∈ T^C_{k,t}, as desired. The argument for Ξ = #^E_k (u) is similar, so we leave it to the reader.

Notation 5.30. For a bounded C -linear map Γ: A → L^1(E), write M_Γ : A ^⊗_πA ^⊗_πA → L^1(E) and M^E_Γ : A ^⊗_πA ^⊗_πA → A for the bounded C -linear maps determined respectively by

M_Γ(a ⊗ b ⊗ c) = a Γ(b) c and M^E_Γ(a ⊗ b ⊗ c) = E[a Γ(b)] c, for all a, b, c ∈ A. Theorem 5.31. Fix M, N ∈ ~M^2 , and assume there is a bounded C -linear map Γ: A → L^1(E) such that E[(M(t) − M(s))a(N(t) − N(s)) | A_s] = Γ(a) E[(M(t) − M(s))(N(t) − N(s))] (18) whenever 0 ≤ s < t and a ∈ A_s. If U : R_+ → A ^⊗_πA ^⊗_πA is adapted and ‖·‖_{A ^⊗π A ^⊗π A}-LCLB, then ∫_· 0 U #^{(E)}_2 [dM(t), dN(t)] = ∫_· 0 M^{(E)}_Γ (U(t)) μ_{M,N} (dt). To be clear, the above is shorthand for two identities: one for (#_2, M_Γ) and one for (#^E_2, M^E_Γ).

Proof. We begin by slightly extending the scope of Eq. (18). Suppose that 0 ≤ s < t and a, b, c ∈ A_s. Then E[a(M(t) − M(s))b(N(t) − N(s))c | A_s] = a E[(M(t) − M(s))b(N(t) − N(s)) | A_s] c = a Γ(b) c μ_{M,N} ((s, t]) = M_Γ(a ⊗ b ⊗ c) μ_{M,N} ((s, t]) by Eq. (18). Since both sides of this identity are bounded C -trilinear maps A_s × A_s × A_s → L^1(E), we get E[u#_2[M(t) − M(s), N(t) − N(s)] | A_s] = M_Γ(u) μ_{M,N} ((s, t]), for all u ∈ A_s ^⊗_πA_s ^⊗_πA_s. (19) Similarly, E[E [a(M(t) − M(s))b(N(t) − N(s))] c | A_s] = M^E_Γ(a ⊗ b ⊗ c) μ_{M,N} ((s, t]), which implies that E [ u#^E_2[M(t) − M(s), N(t) − N(s)] | A_s ] = M^E_Γ(u) μ_{M,N} ((s, t]), for all u ∈ A_s ^⊗_πA_s ^⊗_πA_s. (20)

Now, note that if U : R_+ → A ^⊗_πA ^⊗_πA is adapted and ‖·‖_{A ^⊗π A ^⊗π A}-LCLB, then #^{(E)}_2 (U): R_+ → B_k (A) is a |||·|||_2-LCLB trace triprocess by Lemma 5.29. Therefore, if t ≥ 0, then ∫_t 0 U(s)#^{(E)}_2 [dM(s), dN(s)] = L^1- lim_{|π|→0} ∑ s∈π E [ U(s_−)#^{(E)}_2 [Δ_sM, Δ_sN] | A_{s−} ] (Thm. 5.17)

= L^1- lim_{|π|→0} ∑ s∈π M^{(E)}_Γ (U(s_−)) μ_{M,N} ((s_−, s]) (Eqs. (19)-(20))

= L^1- lim_{|π|→0} ∫_t 0 M^{(E)}_Γ (U)^π dμ_{M,N} = ∫_t 0 M^{(E)}_Γ (U) dμ_{M,N} . (Prop. 4.2(iii))

Note that Proposition 4.2(iii) applies (after writing μ_{M,N} as a C -linear combination of locally finite positive measures) in the last line because M^{(E)}_Γ (U): R_+ → L^1(E) is LCLB.

Next, we make an observation that will allow us in certain situations to upgrade the formulas in Theorem 5.31 to formulas for ∫_· 0 Λ(t)[dM(t), dN(t)] when Λ is a more general trace triprocess. Though the statement is somewhat technical, the result below is simple in spirit: certain “trace terms” vanish when one plugs martingale increments into them.

Lemma 5.32. Fix s ≥ 0 and Ξ ∈ T^0_{2,s}. For each ε = (ε_1, ε_2) ∈ S := {(1, 1), (∗, ∗), (1, ∗), (∗, 1)}, there exist u^1_ε, u^2_ε, v^1_ε , v^2_ε ∈ A_s ⊗ A_s ⊗ A_s such that for all L^2-martingales M, N : R_+ → L^2(E) and all t ≥ s, we have Ξ[M(t) − M(s), N(t) − N(s)] = ∑ ε∈S ( u^1_ε#_2[(M(t) − M(s))^{ε1} , (N(t) − N(s))^{ε2} ] + u^2_ε#_2[(N(t) − N(s))^{ε1} , (M(t) − M(s))^{ε2} ]

+ v^1_ε #^E_2[(M(t) − M(s))^{ε1} , (N(t) − N(s))^{ε2} ] + v^2_ε #^E_2[(N(t) − N(s))^{ε1} , (M(t) − M(s))^{ε2} ] ) . Moreover, if Ξ ∈ T^{C,0}_{2,s} , then we may take u^1_ε = u^2_ε = v^1_ε = v^2_ε = 0 for ε ∈ {(1, ∗), (∗, 1), (∗, ∗)}. Proof. For each i ∈ {1, . . . , 72}, fix a_i ∈ A. Now, define

Ξ[x, y] := a_1xa_2ya_3 + a_4x^∗a_5ya_6 + a_7xa_8y^∗a_9 + a_{10}x^∗a_{11}y^∗a_{12} + a_{13}ya_{14}xa_{15} + a_{16}y^∗a_{17}xa_{18} + a_{19}ya_{20}x^∗a_{21} + a_{22}y^∗a_{23}x^∗a_{24} + E[a_{25} x]a_{26}ya_{27} + E[a_{28} x^∗]a_{29}ya_{30} + E[a_{31} x]a_{32}y^∗a_{33} + E[a_{34} x^∗]a_{35}y^∗a_{36} + E[a_{37} y]a_{38}xa_{39} + E[a_{40} y^∗]a_{41}xa_{42} + E[a_{43} y]a_{44}x^∗a_{45} + E[a_{46} y^∗]a_{47}x^∗a_{48} + E[a_{49} x]E[a_{50} y]a_{51} + E[a_{52} x^∗]E[a_{53} y]a_{54} + E[a_{55} x]E[a_{56} y^∗]a_{57} + E[a_{58} x^∗]E[a_{59} y^∗]a_{60} + E[a_{61} xa_{62}y]a_{63} + E[a_{64} x^∗a_{65}y]a_{66} + E[a_{67} xa_{68}y^∗]a_{69} + E[a_{70} x^∗a_{71}y^∗]a_{72}.

Then T^0_{2,s} = span{Ξ as above with a_1, . . . , a_{72} ∈ A_s} by definition of trace ∗-polynomials and traciality. Therefore, it suffices to prove the lemma for Ξ as above with a_1, . . . , a_{72} ∈ A_s. In this case, we define Ξ̃[x, y] := a_1xa_2ya_3 + a_4x^∗a_5ya_6 + a_7xa_8y^∗a_9 + a_{10}x^∗a_{11}y^∗a_{12} + a_{13}ya_{14}xa_{15} + a_{16}y^∗a_{17}xa_{18} + a_{19}ya_{20}x^∗a_{21} + a_{22}y^∗a_{23}x^∗a_{24} + E[a_{61} xa_{62}y]a_{63} + E[a_{64} x^∗a_{65}y]a_{66} + E[a_{67} xa_{68}y^∗]a_{69} + E[a_{70} x^∗a_{71}y^∗]a_{72}, for all x, y ∈ A. If M, N : R_+ → L^2(E) are L^2-martingales, then Ξ[M(t) − M(s), N(t) − N(s)] = Ξ̃[M(t) − M(s), N(t) − N(s)], for all t ≥ s, by the martingale property. More explicitly, if a ∈ A_s, ε ∈ {1, ∗}, and 0 ≤ s < t, then E[a(M(t) − M(s))^ε] = E[E [a(M(t) − M(s))^ε | A_s]] = E[a E [M(t) − M(s) | A_s]^ε] = 0. Thus all the terms in Ξ with a_{25}, . . . , a_{60} vanish when one plugs in (x, y) = (M(t) − M(s), N(t) − N(s)). Unraveling the notation, we see that we have achieved our goal. The final sentence follows from almost the same proof, except that one leaves off any term with x^∗ or y^∗ in it. Proposition 5.33. Fix M, N ∈ ~M^2 .

(i) Suppose that E[(M(t) − M(s))a(N(t) − N(s)) | A_s] = 0 whenever 0 ≤ s < t and a ∈ A_s. (21) If Λ: R_+ → B_2 (A) is a ‖·‖_{2,2;1}-LCLB C -bilinear trace triprocess, then ∫_· 0 Λ(t)[dM(t), dN(t)] ≡ 0. (ii) Suppose that

E[(M(t) − M(s))^εa(N(t) − N(s)) | A_s] = 0 whenever 0 ≤ s < t, a ∈ A_s, and ε ∈ {1, ∗}. (22) If Λ: R_+ → B_2 (A) is a ‖·‖_{2,2;1}-LCLB trace triprocess, then ∫_· 0 Λ(t)[dM(t), dN(t)] ≡ 0. Proof. One can prove this result from Theorem 5.31 and Lemma 5.32, but we shall present a proof from scratch (i.e. with no reference to topological tensor products). Also, we present only the proof of item (ii), since the proof of item (i) is nearly identical but easier.

Fix s, t ≥ 0 with s < t, a, b, c ∈ A_s, and ε, ε_1, ε_2 ∈ {1, ∗}. First, we claim that E[b(M(t) − M(s))^{ε1} a(N(t) − N(s))^{ε2} c | A_s] = E[b(N(t) − N(s))^{ε1} a(M(t) − M(s))^{ε2} c | A_s] = 0.

Since the conditional expectation E[· | A_s] is an A_s-A_s-bimodule map, it suffices to treat the case b = c = 1. To this end, note that if d ∈ A_s, then E[(N(t) − N(s))a(M(t) − M(s))^εd] = E[a(M(t) − M(s))^εd(N(t) − N(s))] = E[E [a(M(t) − M(s))^εd(N(t) − N(s)) | A_s]] = E[a E [(M(t) − M(s))^εd(N(t) − N(s)) | A_s]] = 0 by Eq. (22). Thus E[(N(t) − N(s))a(M(t) − M(s))^ε | A_s] = 0. Also,

E[(N(t) − N(s))^∗a(M(t) − M(s))^ε | A_s] = E[(N(t) − N(s))^∗(a^∗)^∗(M(t) − M(s))^ε | A_s] = E[((M(t) − M(s))^ε)^∗a^∗(N(t) − N(s)) | A_s]^∗ = 0 by Eq. (22). This covers the cases (ε_1, ε_2) ∈ {(1, ∗), (1, 1), (∗, ∗), (∗, 1)}. The cases (ε_1, ε_2) ∈ {(∗, 1), (1, 1)} are precisely the hypothesis (22), so the claim is proved. Next, since E = E ∘ E[· | A_s], this implies E[b(M(t) − M(s))^{ε1} a(N(t) − N(s))^{ε2} c] = E[b(N(t) − N(s))^{ε1} a(M(t) − M(s))^{ε2} c] = 0 as well. Putting all this together with Lemma 5.32, we conclude that E[Ξ[M(t) − M(s), N(t) − N(s)] | A_s] = 0, (23) for all Ξ ∈ T^0_{2,s}. By density, Eq. (23) holds for all Ξ ∈ T_{2,s} as well. To complete the proof, we apply Theorem 5.17 (and Proposition 3.9): if Λ: R_+ → B_2 (A) is a ‖·‖_{2,2;1}-LCLB trace triprocess and t ≥ 0, then ∫_t 0 Λ(s)[dM(s), dN(s)] = L^1- lim_{|π|→0} ∑ s∈π E[Λ(s_− )[Δ_sM, Δ_sN] | A_{s−} ] = 0

by what we just proved.

Before diving into specific examples, we prove one more general result.

Theorem 5.34. Fix M, N ∈ ~M^2 , and suppose there exists r > 0 such that

μ_{M,N} ((t, t + r]) = E[(M(t + r) − M(t))(N(t + r) − N(t))] ≠ 0, for all t ≥ 0. (24)

In this case, write

E_{M,N} [Λ](t) := E[Λ(t)[M(t + r) − M(t), N(t + r) − N(t)] | A_t] E[(M(t + r) − M(r))(N(t + r) − N(t))] ∈ L^1(E)

for Λ: R_+ → B^{2,2;1}_2 and t ≥ 0.

(i) Suppose that the pairs (M, N) and (N, M) both satisfy the hypotheses of Theorem 5.31 (with possibly different maps Γ). If Λ: R_+ → B_2 (A) is a ‖·‖_{2,2;1}-LCLB complex bilinear trace triprocess, then E_{M,N} [Λ] ∈ L^1_{loc}(R_+ , μ_{M,N} ; L^1(E)) = L^1_{loc}(R_+ , |μ_{M,N} |; L^1(E)) and ∫_· 0 Λ(t)[dM(t), dN(t)] = ∫_· 0 E_{M,N} [Λ](t) μ_{M,N} (dt). (25) (ii) Suppose that (M^∗, N^∗) = (M, N) and the pair (M, N) satisfies the hypotheses of Theorem 5.31. If Λ: R_+ → B_2 (A) is a ‖·‖_{2,2;1}-LCLB trace triprocess, then E_{M,N} [Λ] ∈ L^1_{loc}(R_+ , μ_{M,N} ; L^1(E)) and the formula (25) holds.

Remark 5.35. Above, if μ is a complex measure, then |μ| is its total variation measure. Also, suppose that N = M^∗. Then μ_{M,N} = μ_{M,M} ∗ = κ_M . Moreover, E_{M,M} ∗ [Λ](t) = E[Λ(t)[e(t), e(t)^∗ ] | A_t], where e(t) := ‖M(t + r) − M(t)‖^{−1}_2 (M(t + r) − M(t)). Therefore, when N = M^∗ in Theorem 5.34, the formulas read ∫_· 0 Λ(t)[dM(t), dM^∗(t)] = ∫_· 0 E[Λ(t)[e(t), e(t)^∗ ] | A_t] κ_M (dt).

Proof. Once again, it is possible to prove this result using Theorem 5.31 and Lemma 5.32, but we shall present a proof that does not rely on any topological tensor products. Also, we present only the proof of item (ii), since the proof of item (i) is almost identical but easier.

We begin with some technical observations. Specifically, Eq. (18) implies that (M, N) = (M^∗, N^∗) satisfies the following invariance and continuity properties: if r ≥ 0, 0 ≤ s < t, 0 ≤ u < v, s ≤ u, and Ξ ∈ T_{2,s} ⊆ T_{2,u}, then μ_{M,N} ((u, v]) E[Ξ[M(t) − M(s), N(t) − N(s)] | A_s] = μ_{M,N} ((s, t]) E[Ξ[M(v) − M(u), N(v) − N(u)] | A_u] and (26) [s, ∞) ∋ t → g_Ξ(t) := E[Ξ[M(t + r) − M(t), M(t + r) − M(t)] | A_t] ∈ L^1(E) is continuous. (27)

By an easy limiting argument, it suffices to treat the case Ξ ∈ T^0_{2,s}. For such Ξ, one can use Lemma 5.32, (the purely algebraic versions of) Eqs. (19)-(20), and (M^∗, N^∗) = (M, N) to prove Eqs. (26)-(27). We leave the details to the reader.

We now begin in earnest. Suppose in addition that there is some r > 0 such that Eq. (24) holds. Then we may divide by μ_{M,N} ((s, s + r]) in Eq. (26) with (u, v) = (s, s + r) to see that E[Ξ[M(t) − M(s), N(t) − N(s)] | A_s] = E[Ξ[M(s + r) − M(s), N(s + r) − N(s)] | A_s] μ_{M,N} ((s, s + r]) μ_{M,N} ((s, t]), (28) for all Ξ ∈ T_{2,s} and 0 ≤ s < t. Now, fix a ‖·‖_{2,2;1}-LCLB trace triprocess Λ: R_+ → B_2 (A) and a partition Π of R_+ . By examining E_{M,N} [Λ^Π] on the intervals (t_−, t] for t ∈ Π, Eq. (27) implies that E_{M,N} [Λ^Π]: R_+ → L^1(E) is LCLB. Therefore, if t ≥ 0 and Ω := Λ^Π, then ∫_t 0 Ω(s)[dM(s), dN(s)] = L^1- lim_{|π|→0} ∑ s∈π E[Ω(s_− )[Δ_sM, Δ_sN] | A_{s−} ] (Thm. 5.17)

= L^1- lim_{|π|→0} ∑ s∈π E_{M,N} [Ω](s_−) μ_{M,N} ((s_−, s]) (Eq. (28))

= L^1- lim_{|π|→0} ∫_t 0 E_{M,N} [Ω]^π dμ_{M,N} = ∫_t 0 E_{M,N} [Ω] dμ_{M,N} . (Prop. 4.2(iii))

Finally, since Λ is ‖·‖_{2,2;1}-LCLB, Λ^Π → Λ in L^1_{loc}(R_+ , κ_{M,N} ; B^{2,2;1}_2 ) and pointwise as |Π| → 0 by Proposition 4.2. Thus L^1 - lim_{|Π|→0} ∫_· 0 Λ^Π[dM, dN] = ∫_· 0 Λ[dM, dN] and E_{M,N} [Λ^Π] → E_{M,N} [Λ] pointwise as |Π| → 0.

Finally, observe that if we define

C_t := sup_{0≤s≤t} ‖M(s + r) − M(s)‖_2‖N(s + r) − N(s)‖_2 |E[(M(s + r) − M(s))(N(s + r) − N(s))]| < ∞, then sup Π∈P_{R+} sup 0≤s≤t ‖ E_{M,N} [ Λ^Π ] (s) ‖ 1 ≤ C_t sup_{Π∈PR} + sup 0≤s≤t ‖ Λ^Π(s) ‖ 2,2;1 ≤ Ct sup 0≤s≤t ‖Λ(s)‖_{2,2;1} < ∞. Thus, by the dominated convergence theorem (and Lemma 4.1), E_{M,N} [Λ] ∈ L^1_{loc}(R_+ , μ_{M,N} ; L^1(E)) and E_{M,N} [Λ^Π] → E_{M,N} [Λ] in L^1_{loc}(R_+ , μ_{M,N} ; L^1(E)) as |Π| → 0, from which it follows that

L^1 - lim_{|Π|→0} ∫_· 0 E_{M,N} [ Λ^Π ] dμ_{M,N} = ∫_· 0 E_{M,N} [Λ] dμ_{M,N} . In the end, we finally get ∫_· 0 Λ[dM, dN] = ∫_· 0 E_{M,N} [Λ] dμ_{M,N} , as desired.

We now give several examples of pairs (M, N) that satisfy the hypotheses of the results above.

Lemma 5.36. Fix s, t ≥ 0 with s < t and n ∈ N.

(i) If x, y ∈ A are centered and {x, y} is free from A_s, then E[xay | A_s] = E[a] E [xy], for all a ∈ A_s.

(ii) Suppose (A_n, (A_{n,t})_{t≥0}, τ_n) is as in Example 3.15 and x, y ∈ L^2(τ_n) = L^2(Ω, F , P ; M_n(C )) are such that (x, y) is classically P -independent of F_s. If E ⊆ M_n(C ) is an ⟨·, ·⟩_L2_{(trn)}-orthogonal basis for M_n(C ) and z_e :=^{trn(e∗z)}_{trn(e∗e)} for z ∈ M_n(C ) and e ∈ E, then τ_n[xay | A_{n,s}] = ∑ e,f ∈E E_P [x_ey_f ] eaf = ∑ e∈E E_P [xy_e] ae, for all a ∈ A_{n,s} = L^∞(Ω, F_s, P ; M_n(C )).

Proof. Item (i) is an easy exercise in using the definition of free independence, so we leave it to the reader. For item (ii), note that if z ∈ M_n(C ), then z = ∑ e∈E z_e e. Thus, if a ∈ A_{n,s} = L^∞(Ω, F_s, P ; M_n(C )), then τ_n[xay | A_{n,s}] = E_P [xay | F_s] = ∑ e∈E E_P [xay_ee | F_s] = ∑ e∈E E_P [xy_e | F_s] ae = ∑ e∈E E_P [xy_e] ae = ∑ e,f ∈E E_P [x_f fy_e] ae = ∑ e,f ∈E E_P [x_f y_e] fae = ∑ e,f ∈E E_P [x_ey_f ] eaf, where we used the independence assumption in the fourth equality. This completes the proof.

We end this section with some examples. A process X = (X_1, . . . , X_n): R_+ → A^n is said to have jointly (∗-)free increments if X is adapted and 0 ≤ s < t implies that {X_i(t) − X_i(s) : 1 ≤ i ≤ n} is (∗-)freely independent from A_s. For instance, a process Y : R_+ → A has ∗-free increments if and only if (Y, Y^∗) has jointly free increments. A process X = (X_1, . . . , X_n): R_+ → A^n is called a n-dimensional (semi)circular Brownian motion if X(0) = 0, X has jointly ∗-free increments, and (X_1(t) − X_1(s), . . . , X_n(t) − X_n(s)) is a ∗-freely independent family of (semi)circular elements each with variance t − s whenever 0 ≤ s < t.

Example 5.37 (Free Examples). Fix M, N ∈ C_a(R_+ ; A) with constant expectation, and assume that (M, N) has jointly free increments. By Example 3.17, M, N ∈ M^∞ . By Lemma 5.36(i), (M, N) and (N, M) both satisfy the hypotheses of Theorem 5.31 with Γ = E. Assume also that these is some r > 0 such that Eq. (24) holds. Then Theorem 5.34(i) applies to (M, N); and if in addition (M^∗, N^∗) = (M, N) as well, then Theorem 5.34(ii) applies to (M, N).

If E[(M(t) − M(s))(N(t) − N(s))] = 0, then Eq. (21) holds by Lemma 5.36(i). Therefore, Proposition 5.33(i) says that ∫_· 0 Λ(t)[dM(t), dN(t)] ≡ 0 whenever Λ: R_+ → B_2 (A) is a ‖·‖_{2,2;1}-LCLB complex bilinear trace triprocess. If in addition M^∗, N have jointly free increments and E[(M(t) − M(s))^∗ (N(t) − N(s))] = 0, then Eq. (22) holds by Lemma 5.36(i). Therefore, Proposition 5.33(ii) says that ∫_· 0 Λ(t)[dM(t), dN(t)] ≡ 0 whenever Λ: R_+ → B_2 (A) is any ‖·‖_{2,2;1}-LCLB trace triprocess.

Suppose that Λ: R_+ → B_2 (A) is a ‖·‖_{2,2;1}-LCLB trace triprocess, X = (X_1, . . . , X_n): R_+ → A^n is an n-dimensional (semi)circular Brownian motion, and H_1, K_1, . . . , H_n, K_n : R_+ → B (A) are ‖·‖_{2;2}-LCLB trace biprocesses. By Example 5.37 and Theorem 5.14, if U := ∑_n i=1 ∫_· 0 H_i[dX_i] and V := ∑_n i=1 ∫_· 0 K_i[dX_i], then ∫_· 0 Λ(t)[dU(t), dV (t)] = n∑ i,j=1 ∫_· 0 Λ(t)[H_i(t)[dX_i(t)], K_j (t)[dX_j (t)]]

= n∑ i=1 ∫_· 0 Λ(t)[H_i(t)[dX_i(t)], K_i(t)[dX_i(t)]], and ∫_· 0 Λ(t)[H_i(t)[dX_i(t)], K_i(t)[dX_i(t)]] may often be computed with Theorems 5.31 or 5.34. This provides a natural way to compute (certain) quadratic covariations of Itô processes driven by multidimensional free Brownian motions. Moreover, such computations agree with the free Itô product rule in [47]. We comment that the results in [47] are erroneously stated for n-tuples of ∗-freely independent (semi)circular Brownian motions; they should instead be stated in terms of n-dimensional (semi)circular Brownian motions, since the joint free increments property is used in the proof of Lemma 3.2.9.

Example 5.38 (Classical Examples). Fix n ∈ N, and let (A_n, (A_{n,t})_{t≥0}, τ_n) be as in Example 3.15. Suppose two classical adapted stochastic processes M, N : R_+ ×Ω → M_n(C ) have constant P -expectation and jointly P -independent increments, i.e. (M(t, ·) − M(s, ·), N(t, ·) − N(s, ·)) is P -independent of F_s whenever 0 ≤ s < t. Then M and N are L^2-martingales. If in addition (M(t, ·))_{t≥0} and (N(t, ·))_{t≥0} are P -independent, then Eq. (22) holds with (E, A_s ) = (τ_n, A_{n,s}) by Lemma 5.36(ii). Thus, if we also know that M, N ∈ ~M^2_{τn} (as is the case, by Theorem 3.16, when M and N are Hermitian Brownian motions and (F_t)_{t≥0} satisfies the usual conditions), then Proposition 5.33(ii) says that ∫_· 0 Λ(t)[dM(t), dN(t)] ≡ 0 whenever Λ: R_+ → B_2 (A_n) is a ‖·‖_{2,2;1}-LCLB trace triprocess.

Now, write ⟨a, b⟩_n := nTr_n(b^∗a) = n^2tr_n(b^∗a) for a, b ∈ M_n(C ), and let X : R_+ × Ω → M_n(C )_{sa} be an ⟨·, ·⟩_n-Brownian motion. In other words, if E ⊆ M_n(C )_{sa} is an ⟨·, ·⟩_n-orthonormal basis of the real inner product space (M_n(C )_{sa} , ⟨·, ·⟩_n), then (⟨X, e⟩_n)_{e∈E} is an (F_t)_{t≥0}-Brownian motion in R^{n2} . Since such an E is an ⟨·, ·⟩_L2_{(trn)}-orthogonal basis for the complex inner product space (M_n(C ), ⟨·, ·⟩_L2_{(trn)}), Lemma 5.36(ii) says that if 0 ≤ s < t and a ∈ A_{n,s} = L^∞(Ω, F_s, P ; M_n(C )), then τ_n[(X(t) − X(s))a(X(t) − X(s)) | A_{n,s}] = ∑ e,f ∈E E_P [⟨X(t) − X(s), e⟩_n⟨X(t) − X(s), f⟩_n] eaf = ∑ e∈E E_P [⟨X(t) − X(s), e⟩^2_n] eae = (t − s) ∑ e∈E eae = κ_X ((s, t]) ∑ e∈E eae. Above, we have written X(t) := X(t, ·) and considered R_+ ∋ t → X(t) ∈ L^2(τ_n) as a noncommutative L^2-martingale. Now, by the “magic formulas” (Section 3.1 of [28]), ∑ e∈E eae = tr_n(a). This gives τ_n[(X(t) − X(s))a(X(t) − X(s)) | A_{n,s}] = tr_n(a) κ_X ((s, t]). Thus Eq. (18) holds with M = N = X and Γ = tr_n (defined as a map A_n → A_n). If in addition (F_t)_{t≥0} satisfies the usual conditions so that X ∈ ~M^2_{τn} , then Theorems 5.31 and 5.34 apply to M = N = X.

Example 5.39 (q-Brownian Motion). Fix q ∈ (−1, 1), and write Γ_q (q) for the second quantization of the contraction q = q id_L2_{(R+)} ∈ B(L^2(R_+ )). (Please see Theorem 2.11 in [13].) Theorem 3.1 in [27] says that if X : R_+ → A_{sa} is a q-Brownian motion, 0 ≤ s < t, and a ∈ A_s, then

E[(X(t) − X(s))a(X(t) − X(s)) | A_s] = (t − s) Γ_q (q)a = Γ_q (q)a κ_X ((s, t]).

Thus Eq. (18) holds with M = N = X and Γ = Γ_q (q), and Theorems 5.31 and 5.34 apply to M = N = X.

Remark 5.40. The “noncommutative conditional variance” formulas in the above examples form our primary motivation for the key hypothesis (18) in Theorem 5.31.

Similarly to the comments made after Example 5.37, Example 5.39 and Theorem 5.14 combine to give a natural way to compute (certain) quadratic covariations of Itô processes driven by q-Brownian motion, and these computations agree with the known “Itô product rule” for q-Brownian stochastic integrals (Theorem 3.2 in [27] – please see also Proposition 4.4 in [23]).

6 Itô’s Formula

Retain the filtered C^∗-probability spaces (A, (A_t)_{t≥0}, E = E_A ), (B, (B_t)_{t≥0}, E_B ), and (C, (C_t)_{t≥0}, E_C ) from our development of quadratic covariation. Also, write A_β for a fixed element of {A, A_{sa}} and B_γ for a fixed element of {B, B_{sa}}. Henceforth, we assume the reader is familiar with (higher-order) Fréchet derivatives; please see [30] for the relevant background. If V, W are normed vector spaces, U ⊆ V is an open set, and F : U → V is k-times Fréchet differentiable, then we shall write D^kF : U → B_k(V^k; W) for the k^{th} Fréchet derivative of F , i.e. D^kF (p)[v_1, . . . , v_k] = ∂_{vk} · · · ∂_{v1} F (p).

6.1 Adapted C^k Maps

In this section, we define the class of functions to which our noncommutative Itô formula will apply. We also provide elementary examples of such functions. In later sections, we provide some more sophisticated examples drawing on work from [37, 49].

Definition 6.1 (C^{k,ℓ} Map). Fix real normed vector spaces V, W, Z, an open set U ⊆ V ×W, and k, ℓ ∈ N_0 . A map F : U → Z is called C^{k,ℓ}, written F ∈ C^{k,ℓ}(U; Z), if for every (v, w) ∈ U, there is exists a radius r > 0 such that

(a) B_r(v) × B_r(w) ⊆ U;

(b) for every (x, y) ∈ B_r(v) × B_r(w), we have F (x, ·) ∈ C^ℓ(B_r(w); Z) and F (·, y) ∈ C^k (B_r(v); Z); and (c) the maps U ∋ (x, y) → D^i_1F (x, y) := D^i(F (·, y))(x) ∈ B_i(V^i; Z) and U ∋ (x, y) → D^j_2F (x, y) := D^j (F (x, ·))(y) ∈ B_j (W^j ; Z) are continuous whenever 0 ≤ i ≤ k and 0 ≤ j ≤ ℓ.

By convention, the zeroth derivative of a function is the function itself.

For the definition below, recall that a (real) k-linear map T : A^k_{sa} → B is always identified with its complex k-linear extension A^k → B (Observation 2.8).

Definition 6.2 (Adapted C^{k,ℓ} Map). Fix k, ℓ ∈ N_0 and an open set U ⊆ A_β × B_γ . A map F : U → C is called adapted C^{k,ℓ}, written F ∈ C^{k,ℓ}_a (U; C), if

(a) F ∈ C^{k,ℓ}(U; C) when we consider A_β , B_γ , and C as real Banach spaces;

(b) if 0 ≤ i ≤ k and (a, b) ∈ U, then D^i_1F (a, b) ∈ B_i (A^i; C) and the map D^i_1F : U → B_i (A^i; C) is continuous with respect to |||·|||_i;

(c) if 0 ≤ j ≤ ℓ and (a, b) ∈ U, then D^j_2F (a, b) ∈ B_j (B^j ; C) and the map D^j_2F : U → B_j (B^j ; C) is continuous with respect to |||·|||_j ;

(d) if 0 ≤ i ≤ k, t ≥ 0, and (a, b) ∈ (A_t × B_t) ∩ U, then D^i_1F (a, b) ∈ F_{i,t}(A^i; C); and (e) if 0 ≤ j ≤ ℓ, t ≥ 0, and (a, b) ∈ (A_t × B_t) ∩ U, then D^j_2F (a, b) ∈ F_{j,t}(B^j ; C);

If V ⊆ B_γ is an open subset, then a map G: V → C is called adapted C^k, written G ∈ C^k_a (V; C), if the map R × V ∋ (t, b) → G(b) ∈ C is adapted C^{m,k} for some (and therefore any) m ∈ N_0 . As one might expect, we also write C^∞_a (V; C) := ⋂ k∈N C^k_a (V; C). We now give some elementary examples of adapted C^k maps.

Example 6.3 (Inversion Map). If U = GL(A) := {invertible elements of A} ⊆ A and F (g) := g^{−1} for g ∈ U, then F ∈ C^∞(U; A) and D^kF (g)[b_1, . . . , b_k] = (−1)^k ∑ π∈S_k g^{−1}b_{π(1)} · · · g^{−1}b_{π(k)}g^{−1},

for all g ∈ U and b_1, . . . , b_k ∈ A, where S_k is the symmetric group on k letters. From this expression and Proposition 3.9, we see that F ∈ C^∞_a (U; A).

Notation 6.4 (Noncommutative Derivative). Let p(λ) = ∑_n i=0 c_iλ^i ∈ C [λ] be a polynomial. For k ∈ N and a = (a_1, . . . , a_{k+1}) ∈ A^{k+1}, define

∂^k_⊗ p(a) := k! n∑ i=0 c_i ∑ δ∈N^{k+1}_0 :|δ|=i−k a^{δ1}_1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ a^{δk+1}_{k+1} ∈ A^{⊗(k+1)},

where |δ| = δ_1 + · · · + δ_{k+1} for δ = (δ_1, . . . , δ_{k+1}) ∈ N^{k+1}_0 . (Empty sums are defined to be zero.) Also, write ∂_⊗ := ∂^1_⊗ and ∂^k_⊗p(a) := ∂^k_⊗ p(a, . . . , a) for a ∈ A.

Example 6.5 (Polynomials). If p ∈ C [λ] and p_A : A → A is the map a → p(a), then p_A ∈ C^∞(A; A) and

D^kp_A(a)[b_1, . . . , b_k] = 1 k! ∑ π∈S_k ∂^k_⊗ p(a)#_k[b_{π(1)}, . . . , b_{π(k)}], for all a, b_1, . . . , b_k ∈ A, where S_k is the symmetric group on k letters (Proposition 4.3.1 in [49]). From this expression and Proposition 3.9, we see that p_A ∈ C^∞_a (A; A). Later, we shall see more generally that if P ∈ (TrP^∗_n)^m is an m-tuple of trace ∗-polynomials in n indeterminates, then P_{(A,E)} ∈ C^∞_a (A^n; A^m) (Example 6.21 and Theorem 6.25).

Definition 6.6 (Wiener Space). Write M(R, B_R) for the space of Borel complex measures on R. For μ ∈ M(R, B_R), write |μ| for the total variation measure of μ, μ_{(0)} := |μ|(R) for the total variation norm of μ, and μ_{(k)} := ∫ R |ξ|^k |μ|(dξ) ∈ [0, ∞] for the “k^{th} moment” of |μ|. The k^{th} Wiener space W_k (R) is the set of functions f : R → C such that there exists μ ∈ M(R, B_R) with μ_{(k)} < ∞ and f(λ) = ∫ R e^{iξλ} μ(dξ), for all λ ∈ R. (In this case, μ is unique.)

Example 6.7 (Operator Functions). If f : R → C is a continuous function, then the map f_A : A_{sa} → A defined via functional calculus by a → f(a) is called the operator function associated to f. Using Duhamel’s formula e^a − e^b =

∫_1 0 e^{ta}(a − b)e^{(1−t)b} dt, it is possible to show that if f = ∫ R e^{iξ·} dμ(dξ) ∈ W_k(R) and Σ_k = {(s_1, . . . , s_k) ∈ R^k_+ : s_1 + · · · + s_k ≤ 1}, then f_A ∈ C^k(A_{sa}; A) and

D^kf_A(a)[b_1, . . . , b_k] = ∑ π∈S_k ∫ R ∫ Σ_k (iξ)^k e^{is1ξa}b_{π(1)} · · · e^{isk ξa}b_{π(k)}e^{i(1−∑kj=1 sj )ξa} ds_1 · · · ds_k μ(dξ), (29) for all a, b_1, . . . , b_k ∈ A_{sa}. (Please see Section 5 of [6] for this kind of argument.) From Eq. (29), it can be seen that f_A ∈ C^k_a (A_{sa}; A), as we encourage the reader to ponder. We omit details here because later we shall see both why Eq. (29) holds and why it implies that f_A ∈ C^k_a (A_{sa}; A) in a more general context; please see Remark 6.42.

All the examples above are actually “trace C^k maps,” which we define in Section 6.3. What we witness concretely in these examples is the general fact that trace C^k maps are adapted C^k (Theorem 6.25).

6.2 The Formula

In this section, we first state our noncommutative Itô formula and discuss some useful special cases. At the end of the section, we prove the formula.

Theorem 6.8 (Noncommutative Itô’s Formula). Let U ⊆ A_β × B_γ be an open set. Suppose A ∈ FV^∞_A and X : R_+ → B is L^∞-decomposable. If (A(t), X(t)) ∈ U, for all t ≥ 0, and F ∈ C^{1,2}_a (U; C), then dF (A(t), X(t)) = D_aF (A(t), X(t))[dA(t)] + D_xF (A(t), X(t))[dX(t)] + 1 2 D^2_xF (A(t), X(t))[dX(t), dX(t)], where D_a = D_1, D_x = D_2, and D^2_x = D^2 in the notation of Definition 6.1. More precisely,

F (A(t), X(t)) = F (A(0), X(0)) + ∫_t 0 D_aF (A(s), X(s))[dA(s)] + ∫_t 0 D_xF (A(s), X(s))[dX(s)] + 1 2 ∫_t 0 D^2_xF (A(s), X(s))[dX(s), dX(s)], for all t ≥ 0.

Recall that we have seen several examples of L^∞-decomposable processes. Indeed, if q ∈ (−1, 1), n ∈ N_0 , and X : R_+ → A_{sa} is a q-Brownian motion, then the process M_n(t) = t^{n2} H^{(q)}n ( t^{− 12} X(t) ) belongs to M^∞_A (Example 3.18). Also, if X : R_+ → A is any L^∞-decomposable process and H ∈ EP, then ∫_· 0 H[dX]: R_+ → B is L^∞-decomposable. Using work of Biane–Speicher [10], we can also show that many stochastic integrals against free Brownian motion are L^∞-continuous martingales and thus are L^∞-decomposable.

Proposition 6.9. Suppose X : R_+ → A_{sa} is a free Brownian motion. If P ∈ TrP^∗_n and Y_1, . . . , Y_n : R_+ → A are adapted and L^∞-LCLB, then ∫_· 0 P (Y_1(t), · · · , Y_n(t), dX(t)) belongs to M^∞_A .

Sketch of proof. As the reader may verify, it suffices to prove that if A, B, C, D, E : R_+ → A are adapted and L^∞-LCLB, then ∫_· 0 (A(t) dX(t) B(t) + E[C(t) dX(t) D(t)] E(t)) ∈ M^∞_A . Since ∫_· 0 E[C(t) dX(t) D(t)] E(t) = ∫_· 0 E[D(t) C(t) dX(t)] E(t) = 0 by Example 4.26, we need to prove that ∫_· 0 A(t) dX(t) B(t) ∈ M^∞_A . To this end, recall from Proposition 4.25 that L^2 - lim_{|Π|→0} ∑ s∈Π A(t_−) (X(t ∧ ·) − X(t_− ∧ ·)) B(t_−) = ∫_· 0 A(t) dX(t) B(t). Also, by the proof of the aforementioned proposition, if Π, Π^′ ∈ P_{R+}, then

ε_{Π,Π}′ := ∑ t∈Π A(t_−) (X(t ∧ ·) − X(t_− ∧ ·)) B(t_−) − ∑ t∈Π^′ A(t_−) (X(t ∧ ·) − X(t_− ∧ ·)) B(t_−)

= ∫_· 0 ( A^Π ⊗ B^Π − A^{Π′} ⊗ B^{Π′}

)_# dX, where the latter is an elementary integral. Thus, if t ≥ 0, then sup 0≤s≤t ‖ ‖ε_{Π,Π′} (s) ‖ ‖^2_∞ ≤ 8 ∫_t 0 ‖ ‖A^Π ⊗ B^Π − A^{Π′} ⊗ B^{Π′} ‖ ‖^2_∞ ds (Thm. 3.2.1 in [10])

≤ 8 ∫_t 0 (‖ A^Π ‖ ‖_∞ ‖ ‖B^Π − B^{Π′} ‖ ‖_∞ + ‖ ‖A^Π − A^{Π′} ‖ ‖_∞ ‖ ‖B^{Π′} ‖ ‖_∞)^2 ds → 0 (Prop. 4.2(iii))

as |Π|, |Π^′| → 0. To be clear, the L^∞-norm on the right hand side of the first inequality above is the (operator) norm on the minimal C^∗-tensor product A ⊗_{min} A^{op} (Section 2.2 of [47]). Since M^∞_A is complete, we conclude that ( ∑ t∈Π A(t_−) (X(t ∧ ·) − X(t_− ∧ ·)) B(t_−) ) Π∈P_{R+} converges in M

∞_A .

Remark 6.10. We note that Theorem 3.2.1 in [10] is stated and proved in the W^∗-case. Once again (as in Remark 5.21), one can deduce the general C^∗-case from Appendix A.

With these examples in mind, here are some useful special cases of our noncommutative Itô formula.

Example 6.11 (Time-dependent Itô Formula). The prototypical example of an FV argument A in Theorem 6.8 is A(t) = t, which results in the “noncommutative time-dependent Itô formula.” Fix an open set U ⊆ A_β and a map F : R_+ × U → B. Suppose that there exists r > 0 and F_r ∈ C^{1,2}_a ((−r, ∞) × U; B) such that F_r|_{R+×U} = F . (This should be interpreted as the condition F ∈ C^{1,2}_a (R_+ × U; B). Also, note that we consider (−r, ∞) to be an open subset of C_{sa} = R.) If X : R_+ → A is L^∞-decomposable and X(t) ∈ U, for all t ≥ 0, then Theorem 6.8 gives dF (t, X(t)) = ∂_tF (t, X(t)) dt + D_xF (t, X(t))[dX(t)] + 1 2 D^2_xF (t, X(t))[dX(t), dX(t)]. If F has no time dependence, i.e. if F ∈ C^2_a (U; B), then we get dF (X(t)) = DF (X(t))[dX(t)] + 1 2 D^2F (X(t))[dX(t), dX(t)], which is Theorem 1.12 from the introduction.

Example 6.12 (Conjugation). Fix a ∈ A_0. Itô’s formula (in the form of Theorem 1.12) applied to the adapted C^2 map U = GL(A) ∋ g → gag^{−1} ∈ A (similar to Example 6.3) gives

XaX^{−1} = X(0)aX(0)^{−1} + ∫_· 0 ( dX(t) aX(t)^{−1} − X(t)aX(t)^{−1} dX(t) X(t)^{−1} )

+ ∫_· 0 ( X(t)aX(t)^{−1} dX(t) X(t)^{−1} dX(t) X(t)^{−1} − dX(t) aX(t)^{−1} dX(t) X(t)^{−1} ) . Already this is an example other noncommutative Itô formulas from the literature cannot directly handle.

Example 6.13 (Multivariate Case). Fix n, m ∈ N and, for each i ∈ {1, . . . , n} and j ∈ {1, . . . , m}, filtered C^∗-probability spaces (A_i, (A_{i,t})_{t≥0}, E_{Ai} ) and (B_j , (B_{j,t})_{t≥0}, E_{Bj} ). By taking

A = A_1 ⊕ · · · ⊕ A_n and B = B_1 ⊕ · · · ⊕ B_m

(with the direct sum filtrations and traces) in Theorem 6.8, we can get a multivariate version of Itô’s formula. Specifically, fix an open set U ⊆ A_β × B_γ . Now, suppose that, for each i ∈ {1, . . . , n} and j ∈ {1, . . . , m}, A_i ∈ FV^∞_{Ai} and X_j : R_+ → B_j is L^∞-decomposable. If F ∈ C^{1,2}_a (U; C) and the process (A, X) := (A_1, . . . , A_n, X_1, . . . , X_m) takes values in U, then dF (A(t), X(t)) = n∑ i=1 D_{ai} F (A(t), X(t))[dA_i(t)] + m∑ j=1 D_{xj} F (A(t), X(t))[dX_j (t)]

+ 1 2 m∑ j,k=1 D_{xk} D_{xj} F (A(t), X(t))[dX_j (t), dX_k(t)], where D_{ai} is the derivative in the i^{th} variable and D_{xj} is the derivative in the (d + j)^{th} variable.

Remark 6.14. In the example above, our application of Theorem 6.8 technically only yields a result for functions defined on open subsets of A_1 × · · · × A_n × B_1 × · · · × B_m, A_{1,sa} × · · · × A_{n,sa} × B_1 × · · · × B_m, A_1 × · · · × A_n × B_{1,sa} × · · · × B_{m,sa}, or A_{1,sa} × · · · × A_{n,sa} × B_{1,sa} × · · · × B_{m,sa}. However, a “multivariate version” of the proof of Theorem 6.8 would yield a result for functions defined on arbitrary open subsets of A_{1,β1} × · · · × A_{n,βn} × B_{1,γ1} × · · · × B_{m,γm} for any choices of A_{i,βi} ∈ {A_i, A_{i,sa}} and B_{j,γj} ∈ {B_j , B_{j,sa}}. We now get to work on proving Theorem 6.8. To begin, we recall Taylor’s theorem with integral remainder.

Let V and W be real Banach spaces, and let U ⊆ V be a convex open set. Taylor’s theorem (e.g. Theorem 107 in Section 1.4 of [30]) says that if k ∈ N_0 and F ∈ C^k(U; W), then F (p + h) − F (p) − k−1∑ i=1 1 i! ∂^i_hF (p) = 1 (k − 1)!

∫_1 0 (1 − t)^{k−1}∂^k_h F (p + th) dt, for all p ∈ U and h ∈ V such that p + h ∈ U. We shall freely use this below.

Proof of Theorem 6.8. Fix t ≥ 0. By a standard Lebesgue number lemma argument – using the fact that {(A(s), X(s)) : 0 ≤ s ≤ t} is compact – there exist ε, δ_1, . . . , δ_n > 0 and (a_1, x_1), . . . , (a_n, x_n) ∈ U such that

(i) U_i := B_{δi} (a_i) × B_{δi} (x_i) ⊆ U, for all i ∈ {1, . . . , n}; and (ii) if 0 ≤ r, s ≤ t and |r − s| < ε, then (A(r), X(s)) ∈ U_i ⊆ U for some i ∈ {1, . . . , n}. Now, fix a partition Π of [0, t] such that |Π| < ε. If s ∈ Π, then |s − s_−| ≤ |Π| < ε, so there exists i ∈ {1, . . . , n} such that (A(r_1), X(r_2)) ∈ U_i = B_{δi} (a_i) × B_{δi} (x_i) ⊆ U whenever r_1, r_2 ∈ [s_−, s]. We may therefore write F (A(t), X(t)) − F (A(0), X(0)) = ∑ s∈Π ( F (A(s), X(s)) − F (A(s_−), X(s_−)) )

= ∑ s∈Π ( F (A(s), X(s)) − F (A(s_−), X(s)) + F (A(s_−), X(s)) − F (A(s_−), X(s_−)) ) .

Next, fixing s ∈ Π and i as before, we may appeal to the convexity of B_{δi} (a_i) and B_{δi} (x_i) to use Taylor’s theorem with integral remainder in two ways. First, F (A(s), X(s)) − F (A(s_−), X(s)) = ∫_1 0 D_aF (A(s_−) + rΔ_sA, X(s))[Δ_sA] dr = D_aF (A(s_−), X(s))[Δ_sA] +

∫_1 0 ( D_aF (A(s_−) + rΔ_sA, X(s)) − D_aF (A(s_−), X(s)) ) [Δ_sA] dr. Second, F (A(s_−), X(s)) − F (A(s_−), X(s_−)) = D_xF (A(s_−), X(s_−))[Δ_sX] +

∫_1 0 (1 − r)D^2_xF (A(s_−), X(s_−) + rΔ_sX)[Δ_sX, Δ_sX] dr

= D_xF (A(s_−), X(s_−))[Δ_sX] + 1 2 D^2_xF (A(s_−), X(s_−))[Δ_sX, Δ_sX] + ∫_1 0 (1 − r) ( D^2_xF (A(s_−), X(s_−) + rΔ_sX) − D^2_xF (A(s_−), X(s_−)) ) [Δ_sX, Δ_sX] dr because

∫_1 0 (1 − r) dr =^1_2 .

We now identify the terms of interest. Since the linear process R_+ ∋ t → D_xF (A(t), X(t)) ∈ B (B; C) is ‖·‖_{2;2} ≤ |||·|||-continuous and adapted, Proposition 4.25 gives

L^2- lim_{|Π|→0} ∑ s∈Π D_xF (A(s_−), X(s_−))[Δ_sX] = ∫_t 0 D_xF (A(s), X(s))[dX(s)]. (30) Since the bilinear process R_+ ∋ t → D^2_xF (A(t), X(t)) ∈ B_2 (B^2; C) is ‖·‖_{2,2;1} ≤ |||·|||_2-continuous and adapted, Theorem 5.7(ii) gives

L^1- lim_{|Π|→0} ∑ s∈Π D^2_xF (A(s_−), X(s_−))[Δ_sX, Δ_sX] = ∫_t 0 D^2_xF (A(s), X(s))[dX(s), dX(s)]. (31) Next, by adjusting the proof of Corollary 4.4 slightly, one concludes that

L^∞- lim_{|Π|→0} ∑ s∈Π D_aF (A(s_−), X(s))[Δ_sA] = ∫_t 0 D_aF (A(s), X(s))[dA(s)] (32) because R_+ ∋ t → D_aF (A(t), X(t)) ∈ B (A; C) is ‖·‖_{∞;∞} ≤ |||·|||-continuous and A is L^∞-FV.

Finally, we show that the remaining terms converge to zero. To this end, define

ε_Π := ∑ s∈Π ∫_1 0 ( D_aF (A(s_−) + rΔ_sA, X(s)) − D_aF (A(s_−), X(s)) ) [Δ_sA] dr and

δ_Π := ∑ s∈Π ∫_1 0 (1 − r) ( D^2_xF (A(s_−), X(s_−) + rΔ_sX) − D^2_xF (A(s_−), X(s_−)) ) [Δ_sX, Δ_sX] dr. Then ‖ε_Π‖_∞ ≤ ∫_1 0 ∑ s∈Π ‖ ‖D_aF (A(s_−) + rΔ_sA, X(s)) − D_aF (A(s_−), X(s)) ‖ ‖_{∞;∞}‖Δ_sA‖_∞ dr ≤ V_L∞_{(E)} (A : [0, t]) sup_{(s,r)∈Π×[0,1]} |||D_aF (A(s_−) + rΔ_sA, X(s)) − D_aF (A(s_−), X(s))||| → 0 (33)

as |Π| → 0 because (A, X): R_+ → U and D_aF : U → B (A; C) are uniformly continuous on compact sets. Next, decomposing X as X = N + B, note that ∑ s∈Π ‖Δ_sX‖^2 ≤ ∑ s∈Π ‖Δ_sN‖^2 + ∑ s∈Π ( 2‖Δ_sN‖_2 + ‖Δ_sB‖_2 ) ‖Δ_sB‖_2 ≤ κ_N ((0, t]) + 2 sup_{0≤s≤t} ( 2‖N(s)‖_2 + ‖B(s)‖_2 ) V_L2_{(EB )}(B : [0, t]) =: C_t.

Since C_t < ∞, we get

‖δ_Π‖_1 ≤

∫_1 0 (1 − r) ∑ s∈Π ‖ ‖D^2_xF (A(s_−), X(s_−) + rΔ_sX) − D^2_xF (A(s_−), X(s_−) ‖ ‖_{2,2;1}‖Δ_sX‖^2 dr

≤ C_t 2 sup (s,r)∈Π×[0,1] | | | | | |D^2_xF (A(s_−), X(s_−) + rΔ_sX) − D^2_xF (A(s_−), X(s_−)) | | | | | |_2 → 0 (34)

as |Π| → 0 again because (A, X): R_+ → U and D^2_xF : U → B_2 (B^2; C) are uniformly continuous on compact sets. Putting together Eqs. (30)-(34), we conclude that F (A(t), X(t)) − F (A(0), X(0)) = ∑ s∈Π D_aF (A(s_−), X(s))[Δ_sA] + ∑ s∈Π D_xF (A(s_−), X(s_−))[Δ_sX] + 1 2 ∑ s∈Π D^2_xF (A(s_−), X(s_−))[Δ_sX, Δ_sX] + ε_Π + δ_Π

→ ∫_t 0 D_aF (A, X)[dA] + ∫_t 0 D_xF (A, X)[dX] + 1 2 ∫_t 0 D^2_xF (A, X)[dX, dX] in L^1(E_C ) as |Π| → 0. This completes the proof.

6.3 Examples: Trace Smooth Maps

In this section, we introduce a class of adapted C^k maps large enough that it contains most common examples of interest, including those induced by functional calculus. The maps we consider are inspired by tracial C^k functions introduced and studied in Jekel–Li–Shlyakhtenko [37]. To begin our study, we describe how to differentiate trace ∗-polynomials.

Lemma 6.15. Fix n ∈ N. Write P_{i,ε}(x_1, . . . , x_n) := x^ε_i ∈ TrP^∗(x_1, . . . , x_n) = TrP^∗(x) for i ∈ {1, . . . , n} and ε ∈ {1, ∗}. If i ∈ {1, . . . , n}, then there exists a unique complex linear map

∂_{xi} : TrP^∗(x) → TrP^∗(x)[y]

such that for all j ∈ {1, . . . , n}, ε ∈ {1, ∗}, P ∈ C^∗ ⟨x⟩, and Q, R ∈ TrP^∗(x), we have

(∂_{xi} P_{j,ε})(x, y) = δ_{ij} y^ε, (∂_{xi} tr(P ))(x, y) = tr((∂_{xi} P )(x, y)), and (∂_{xi} (QR))(x, y) = (∂_{xi} Q)(x, y) R(x) + Q(x) (∂_{xi} R)(x, y).

Proof. By Lemma 3.5 in [37], there exists a unique complex linear map ~∂_{xi} : TrP(x) → TrP^∗(x)[y] such that for all j ∈ {1, . . . , n}, P ∈ C ⟨x⟩, and Q, R ∈ TrP(x), we have

(∂_{xi} P_{j,1})(x, y) = δ_{ij} y, (∂_{xi} tr(P ))(x, y) = tr((∂_{xi} P )(x, y)), and (∂_{xi} (QR))(x, y) = (∂_{xi} Q)(x, y) R(x) + Q(x) (∂_{xi} R)(x, y).

Recall that TrP^∗(x_1, . . . , x_n) = TrP(x_1, y_1, . . . , x_n, y_n), where x^∗_j = y_j . Thus ∂_{xi} := ~∂_{xi} + ~∂_{yi} = ~∂_{xi} + ~∂_x∗_i does the job. For uniqueness, note that if D ⊆ TrP^∗(x) is a complex linear subspace containing 1, x_1, x^∗_1 . . . , x_n, x^∗_n that is closed under multiplication and tr (i.e. P, Q ∈ D ⇒ P Q, tr(P ) ∈ D), then D = TrP^∗(x). Taking D to be the set on which two candidates for ∂_{xi} agree, we see these candidates must agree on all of TrP^∗(x).

Example 6.16. If P (x_1, x_2, x_3) = x_1x_2x^∗_2x_3 + 3i tr(x_1x^∗_2)x_2 + x^∗_1x^2_3 + 5, then

(∂_{x2} P )(x_1, x_2, x_3, y) = x_1yx^∗_2x_3 + x_1x_2y^∗x_3 + 3i tr(x_1y^∗)x_2 + 3i tr(x_1x^∗_2)y.

Procedurally speaking, the trace polynomial ∂_{xi} P is computed by finding each occurrence of x^ε_i , replacing it with y^ε, and then adding up the resulting trace polynomials.

As we shall see, ∂_{xi} P is related to computing the first derivative of P_{(A,E)}. Next, we describe how the ∂_{xi} operators can be applied multiple times, which will help us to compute higher derivatives of P_{(A,E)}. Fix k ∈ N and i_1, . . . , i_k ∈ {1, . . . , n}, and suppose that we have defined

Q := ∂_{xik} · · · ∂_{xi1} P ∈ TrP^∗(x)[y_1, . . . , y_k] ⊆ TrP^∗(x, y_1, . . . , y_k).

If i_{k+1} ∈ {1, . . . , n}, then we define

∂_{xik+1} · · · ∂_{xi1} P := ∂_{xik+1} Q ∈ TrP^∗(x, y_1, . . . , y_k)[y_{k+1}].

Above, ∂_{xik+1} is the operator from Lemma 6.15 that maps TrP^∗(x, y_1, . . . , y_k) → TrP^∗(x, y_1, . . . , y_k)[y_{k+1}]. Now, with this definition, it is easy to see that in fact

∂_{xik+1} · · · ∂_{xi1} P ∈ TrP^∗(x)[y_1, . . . , y_{k+1}] ⊆ TrP^∗(x, y_1, . . . , y_k)[y_{k+1}].

With this notation, we can define an algebraic k^{th} “total” derivative of P .

Notation 6.17. If n, k ∈ N and P ∈ TrP^∗_n = TrP^∗(x), then we write ( ∂^kP ) (x, y_1, . . . , y_k) := n∑ i_1 ,...,i_k =1 (∂_{xik} · · · ∂_{xi1} P )(x, y_{1,i1} , . . . , y_{k,ik} ) ∈ TrP^∗(x)[y_1, . . . , y_k] = TrP^∗_{n,k,(n,...,n)},

where y_i = (y_{i,1}, . . . , y_{i,n}). Also, if m ∈ N and P = (P_1, . . . , P_m) ∈ (TrP^∗_n)^m, then we write ∂^kP := (∂^kP_1, . . . , ∂^kP_m) ∈ (TrP^∗_{n,k,(n,...,n)})^m. Finally, we write ∂P := ∂^1P .

Example 6.18. If p(x) = x^n ∈ C [x] ⊆ TrP^∗(x), then ( ∂^kp ) (x, y_1, . . . , y_k) = ∑ π∈S_k ∑ |δ|=n−k x^{δ1} y_{π(1)} · · · x^{δk} y_{π(k)}x^{δk+1} ∈ C ⟨x, y_1 , . . . , y_k⟩ ⊆ TrP^∗(x, y_1, . . . , y_k).

In particular, if a, b_1, . . . , b_k ∈ A, then ( ∂^kp ) (a, b_1, . . . , b_k) = 1 k! ∑ π∈S_k ∂^k_⊗ p(a)#_k[b_{π(1)}, . . . , b_{π(k)}],

where ∂^k_⊗p(a) ∈ A^{⊗(k+1)} is the noncommutative derivative from Notation 6.4.

We now prove a result that makes rigorous the idea that ∂^kP is the k^{th} derivative of P . Both the result and its proof are very similar to Lemma 3.7 in [37]. In fact, it is possible to deduce our result from Lemma 3.7 in [37] by breaking arguments into real and imaginary parts, but doing so requires a similar level of effort to simply (re-)proving the result from scratch.

Theorem 6.19 (Higher Derivatives of Trace ∗-polynomials). If n, m ∈ N and P ∈ (TrP^∗_n)^m, then P_{(A,E)} ∈ C^∞(A^n; A^m) when A^n and A^m are viewed as real Banach spaces. Moreover, if k ∈ N, then

D^kP_{(A,E)}(a)[b_1, . . . , b_k] = ( ∂^kP ) (a)[b_1, . . . , b_k],

for all a, b_1, . . . , b_k ∈ A^n. In particular, D^kP_{(A,E)}(a) ∈ B_k ((A^n)^k; A^m) whenever a ∈ A^n, and, as a map A^n → B_k ((A^n)^k; A^m), D^kP_{(A,E)} = (∂^kP )_{(A,E)} belongs to BC_{loc}(A^n; B_k ((A^n)^k; A^m)).

Proof. It suffices to treat the case m = 1. To this end, fix P ∈ TrP^∗_n and k ∈ N. Recall that (∂^kP )_{(A,E)} belongs to BC_{loc}(A^n; B_k ((A^n)^k ; A)). In particular, (∂^kP )_{(A,E)} is continuous as a map A^n → B_k((A^n)^k; A). By Fact 73 in Section 1.3 in [30], it therefore suffices to prove that if a, b_1, . . . , b_k ∈ A^n, then the directional derivative ∂_{bk} · · · ∂_{b1} P_{(A,E)}(a) exists in A and ∂_{bk} · · · ∂_{b1} P_{(A,E)}(a) = (∂^kP )(a)[b_1, . . . , b_k]. We shall prove this by induction on k.

For the base case, let D := {Q ∈ TrP^∗_n : ∂_bQ_{(A,E)}(a) = (∂Q)(a)[b], for all a, b ∈ A^n}. Clearly, D ⊆ TrP^∗_n is a complex linear subspace containing 1. Now, if j ∈ {1, . . . , n} and ε ∈ {1, ∗}, then

∂_b(P_{j,ε})_{(A,E)}(a) = lim_{t→0}

(a_j + tb_j )^ε − a^ε_j t = b^ε_j = n∑ i=1 δ_{ij} b^ε_i = (∂P_{j,ε})(a)[b].

Thus x_1, x^∗_1, . . . , x_n, x^∗_n ∈ D. Now, suppose that P, Q ∈ D. Then the Leibniz rule gives ∂_b(P Q)_{(A,E)}(a) = ∂_b(P_{(A,E)}Q_{(A,E)})(a) = (∂_bP_{(A,E)}(a)) Q(a) + P (a) (∂_bQ_{(A,E)}(a)) = (∂P )(a)[b] Q(a) + P (a) ∂Q(a)[b] = ∂(P Q)(a)[b], so that P Q ∈ D as well. Finally, since E is a linear map, we get

∂_btr(P )_{(A,E)}(a) = ∂_bE[P_{(A,E)}](a) = E[∂_b P_{(A,E)}(a)] = E[(∂P )(a)[b]] = tr(∂P )(a)[b] = (∂tr(P ))(a)[b], so that tr(P ) ∈ D. It follows that D = TrP^∗_n.

Finally, suppose we know the claimed formula for (k−1)-fold directional derivatives of trace ∗-polynomials. Since ∂^{k−1}P ∈ TrP^∗_{n,k,(n,...,n)} ⊆ TrP^∗_{kn}, we can apply the induction hypothesis to Q := ∂^{k−1}P viewed simply as a member of TrP^∗_{kn} = TrP^∗(x, y_1, . . . , y_{k−1}). In particular, if A, B ∈ A^{kn}, then

∂_BQ_{(A,E)}(A) = (∂Q)(A)[B] = n∑ j=1 ( ( ∂_{xj} Q ) (A)[B_{1,j} ] + k−1∑ i=1 ( ∂_{yi,j} Q ) (A)[B_{i+1,j} ] ) , where B = (B_{1,1}, . . . , B_{1,n}, . . . , B_{k,1}, . . . , B_{k,n}). Now, applying the induction hypothesis to P and plugging in A = (a, b_1, . . . , b_{k−1}) ∈ A^{kn} and B = (b_k, 0, . . . , 0) ∈ A^{kn} above, we get

∂_{bk} · · · ∂_{b1} P_{(A,E)}(a) = d dt | | t=0 ( ∂^{k−1}P ) (a + tb_k, b_1, . . . , b_{k−1}) = ∂_BQ_{(A,E)}(A, B) = n∑ j=1 ( ∂_{xj} Q ) (a, b_1, . . . , b_{k−1})[b_{k,j} ] = ( ∂^kP ) (a)[b_1, . . . , b_k].

This completes the proof.

We use this result as a jumping off point to define a large class of functions A^n_β ⊇ U → A^m of multiple noncommuting variables.

Definition 6.20 (Trace Continuous/Smooth Maps). Fix n, m ∈ N, k ∈ N_0 , d := (d_1, . . . , d_k) ∈ N^k , and an open set U ⊆ A^n_β . Also, recall that B_0 (A^∅_β ; A^m) := A^m and |||·|||_0 = ‖·‖.

(a) Fix A_γ ∈ {A, A_{sa}}. Define C_E (U; B_k (A^d_γ ; A^m)) to be the set of F : U → B_k (A^d_γ ; A^m) such that for all a ∈ U, there exists r > 0 and a sequence (P_j )_{j∈N} in (TrP^∗_{n,k,d})^m such that

B_r(a) := { b ∈ A^n_β : ‖a − b‖_∞ < r } ⊆ U and sup_{b∈Br (a)} |||F (b) − (P_j )_{(A,E)}(b)|||_k → 0 as j → ∞.

The members of C_E (U; B_k (A^d_γ ; A^m)) are called trace continuous maps U → B_k (A^d_γ ; A^m). Note that C_E (U; B_k (A^d_γ ; A^m)) ⊆ C(U; B_k (A^d_γ ; A^m)).

(b) We define C^k_E (U; A^m) to be the space of F ∈ C^k(U; A^m) such that D^iF ∈ C_E (U; B_i ((A^n_β )^i; A^m)), for all i ∈ {0, . . . , k}. The members of C^k_E (U; A^m) are called trace C^k maps U → A^m. Also, we write C^∞_E (U; A^m) := ⋂ k∈N C^k_E (U; A^m) ⊆ C^∞(U; A^m).

Example 6.21 (Trace ∗-polynomial Maps). If Q ∈ (TrP^∗_{n,k,d})^m, then Q_{(A,E)} ∈ C_E (A^n; B_k (A^d; A^m)). Therefore, by Theorem 6.19, if P ∈ (TrP^∗_n)^m, then P_{(A,E)} ∈ C^∞_E (A^n; A^m).

Example 6.22 (Inversion Map). Using geometric series arguments and the formula from Example 6.3, one can show that if U = GL(A) and F (g) := g^{−1} for g ∈ U, then F ∈ C^∞_E (U; A).

For the next example, recall that BC_{loc}(V; W) is the space of continuous maps V → W that are bounded on bounded sets (Notation 2.14).

Example 6.23. The closure of {P_{(A,E)} : P ∈ (TrP^∗_{n,k,d})^m} in the Fréchet space BC_{loc}(A^n_β ; B_k (A^d_γ ; A^m)) is contained in C_E (A^n_β ; B_k (A^d_γ ; A^m)). In particular, if F ∈ C^k(A^n_β ; A^m) is such that for all i ∈ {0, . . . , k}, the i^{th} derivative D^iF belongs to the closure of {P_{(A,E)} : P ∈ (TrP^∗_{n,i,(n,...,n)})^m} in BC_{loc}(A^n_β ; B_i ((A^n_β )^i; A^m)), then F ∈ C^k_E (A^n_β ; A^m). Consequently, the tracial C^k functions introduced and studied in [37] provide examples of elements of C^k_E (A^n_{sa}; A^m). In the next section, we give examples of this kind that arise from functional calculus (i.e. operator functions); please see Remark 6.39.

Next, we demonstrate why trace continuous/C^k maps are relevant to us. Lemma 6.24. Fix n, m ∈ N and an open set U ⊆ A^n_β .

(i) If F ∈ C_E (U; A^m), t ≥ 0, and a ∈ U ∩ A^n_t , then F (a) ∈ A^m_t .

(ii) Fix k ∈ N, d ∈ N^k , and A_γ ∈ {A, A_{sa}}. If F ∈ C_E (U; B_k (A^d_γ ; A^m)), t ≥ 0, and a ∈ U ∩ A^n_t , then F (a) ∈ T_{m,k,d,t}. (Recall that we view B_k (A^d_{sa}; A^m) ⊆ B_k (A^d; A^m).) In particular, if X : R_+ → A^n is an adapted L^∞-LCLB (resp., continuous) process with values in U, then F (X) is a |||·|||_k-LCLB (resp., continuous) multivariate trace k-process.

Proof. We leave the first item to the reader. For the second item, suppose that t ≥ 0 and a ∈ U ∩ A^n_t . If P ∈ (TrP^∗_{n,k,d})^m, then P (a) ∈ T^0_{m,k,d,t} ⊆ T_{m,k,d,t} by definition. Now, let r > 0 and (P_j )_{j∈N} be as in Definition 6.20(a). Then P_j (a) → F (a) in B_k (A^d_γ ; A^m) ⊆ B_k (A^d; A^m) as j → ∞. Since T_{m,k,d,t} ⊆ B_k (A^d; A^m) is a |||·|||_k-closed set, we conclude that F (a) ∈ T_{k,m,d,t}.

Theorem 6.25 (Trace C^k ⇒ Adapted C^k). If n, m, k ∈ N and U ⊆ A^n_β is an open set, then

C^k_E (U; A^m) ⊆ C^k_a (U; A^m).

Proof. By definition, if F ∈ C^k_E (U; A^m) and i ∈ {1, . . . , k}, then D^iF ∈ C_E (U; B_i ((A^n_β )^i; A^m)). In particular, D^iF : U → B_i ((A^n_β )^i; A^m) is continuous with respect to |||·|||_i. But also, if t ≥ 0 and a ∈ U ∩ A^n_t , then D^iF (a) ∈ T_{m,i,(n,...,n),t} ⊆ F_{i,t}(E^{⊕n} , . . . , E^{⊕n} ; E^{⊕m} ) by Lemma 6.24 and Proposition 3.9. Since F (a) ∈ A^m_t as well, we conclude that F ∈ C^k_a (U; A^m), as desired.

In particular, Itô’s formula (the multivariate version, Example 6.13) applies to trace C^2 maps U → A^m. Example 6.26 (Noncommutative Itô’s Formula for Trace C^2 Maps). Fix n, m ∈ N and an open set U ⊆ A^n_β . Suppose that X = (X_1, . . . , X_n): R_+ → A^n is an n-tuple of L^∞-decomposable processes such that X(t) ∈ U, for all t ≥ 0. If F ∈ C^2_E (U; A^m), then Itô’s formula (from Example 6.13) gives dF (X(t)) = DF (X(t)[dX(t)] + 1 2 D^2F (X(t))[dX(t), dX(t)] = n∑ i=1 D_{xi} F (X(t))[dX_i(t)] + 1 2 n∑ i,j=1 D_{xj} D_{xi} F (X(t))[dX_i(t), dX_j (t)] In particular, if P ∈ (TrP^∗_n)^m, then dP (X(t)) = (∂P )(X(t)[dX(t)] + 1 2 (∂^2P )(X(t))[dX(t), dX(t)] = n∑ i=1 ( ∂_{xi} P ) (X(t))[dX_i(t)] + 1 2 n∑ i,j=1 ( ∂_{xj} ∂_{xi} P ) (X(t))[dX_i(t), dX_j (t)] by Theorem 6.19. Now, write M_i for the martingale part of X_i, and suppose in addition that (i) (M^∗_i , M^∗_i ) = (M_i, M_i) satisfies the hypotheses of Theorem 5.34 and

(ii) i ≠ j ⇒ E[(M_i (t) − M_i(s))a(M_j (t) − M_j (s)) | A_s] = 0 whenever 0 ≤ s < t and a ∈ A_s. This is the case if, for example, M = (M_1, . . . , M_n) is an n-dimensional semicircular Brownian motion or if n = 1 and M_1 is a q-Brownian motion. By Lemma 6.24(ii), Proposition 5.33, and Theorem 5.34 (plus Remark 5.35), we have dF (X(t)) = n∑ i=1 D_{xi} F (X(t))[dX_i(t)] + 1 2 n∑ i=1 E [ D^2_{xi} F (X(t))[e_i(t), e_i(t)] | A_t ] κ_{Mi} (dt) and

dP (X(t)) = n∑ i=1 ( ∂_{xi} P ) (X(t))[dX_i(t)] + 1 2 n∑ i=1 E [( ∂^2_{xi} P ) (X(t))[e_i(t), e_i(t)] | A_t ] κ_{Mi} (dt), where e_i(t) = ‖M_i(t + r_i) − M_i(t + r_i)‖^{−1}_2 (M_i(t + r_i) − M_i(t + r_i)) is as in Remark 5.35.

6.4 Examples: Scalar Functions

If f ∈ C(R), then it is easy to show that f_A ∈ C(A_{sa}; A). (Indeed, please see the beginning of the proof of Theorem 6.38 below.) However, it is not in general true that if k ∈ N and f ∈ C^k(R), then f_A ∈ C^k(A_{sa}; A). In this section, we show that if f : R → C is “slightly better than C^k,” then operator function f_A : A_{sa} → A associated to f is not only C^k but adapted C^k (actually, trace C^k). The object needed to express D^kf_A in this case is called a multiple operator integral (MOI). We begin by reviewing relevant facts about MOIs. For much more information, please see the survey book [56].

For the duration of this section, fix m ∈ N and Polish spaces (i.e. complete separable metric spaces) Ω_1, . . . , Ω_m. Also, write Ω := Ω_1 × · · · × Ω_m. We first review the notion of the integral projective tensor product ℓ^∞(Ω_1, B_{Ω1} ) ^⊗_i · · · ^⊗_iℓ^∞(Ω_m, B_{Ωm} ), the idea for which is due to Peller [50].

Definition 6.27 (IPTPs). An ℓ^∞-integral projective decomposition (IPD) of a function φ: Ω → C is a choice (Σ, ρ, φ_1, . . . , φ_m) of a σ-finite measure space (Σ, H , ρ) and, for each j ∈ {1, . . . , m}, a product measurable function φ_j : Ω_j × Σ → C such that φ_j (·, σ) ∈ ℓ^∞(Ω_j , B_{Ωj} ) whenever σ ∈ Σ, ∫ Σ ‖φ_1(·, σ)‖_ℓ∞_{(Ω1 )} · · · ‖φ_m(·, σ)‖_ℓ∞_{(Ωm)} ρ(dσ) < ∞, and (35) φ(ω) = ∫ Σ φ_1(ω_1, σ) · · · φ_m(ω_m, σ) ρ(dσ), for all ω ∈ Ω,

where we write ω = (ω_1, . . . , ω_m). Also, for any function φ: Ω → C , define ‖φ‖_ℓ∞_{(Ω1 ,BΩ1 ) ^⊗i··· ^⊗iℓ}∞_{(Ωm,BΩm )} := inf { ∫ Σ m∏ j=1 ‖φ_j (·, σ)‖_ℓ∞_{(Ωj )} ρ(dσ) : (Σ, ρ, φ_1, . . . , φ_m) is a ℓ^∞-IPD of φ } , where inf ∅ := ∞. Finally, we define

ℓ^∞(Ω_1, B_{Ω1} ) ^⊗_i · · · ^⊗_iℓ^∞(Ω_m, B_{Ωm} ) := { φ ∈ ℓ^∞(Ω, B_Ω) : ‖φ‖_ℓ∞_{(Ω1,BΩ1 ) ^⊗i··· ^⊗iℓ}∞_{(Ωm,BΩm )} < ∞ } to be the integral projective tensor product of ℓ^∞(Ω_1, B_{Ω1} ), . . . , ℓ^∞(Ω_m, B_{Ωm} ).

It is not obvious that the integral in Eq. (35) makes sense. In fact, the function being integrated is not necessarily measurable, but it is “almost measurable,” i.e. measurable with respect to the ρ-completion of H . For a proof, please see Lemma 2.2.1 in [49]. Now, it is easy to see that if φ: Ω → C is a function, then ‖φ‖_ℓ∞_{(Ω)} ≤ ‖φ‖_ℓ∞_{(Ω1 ,BΩ1 ) ^⊗i ··· ^⊗iℓ}∞_{(Ωm ,BΩm )}. It is also the case that ℓ^∞(Ω_1, B_{Ω1} ) ^⊗_i · · · ^⊗_iℓ^∞(Ω_m, B_{Ωm} ) ⊆ ℓ^∞(Ω, B_Ω) is a (unital) ∗-subalgebra and that (ℓ^∞(Ω_1, B_{Ω1} ) ^⊗_i · · · ^⊗_iℓ^∞(Ω_m, B_{Ωm} ), ‖ · ‖_ℓ∞_{(Ω1 ,BΩ1 ) ^⊗i ··· ^⊗iℓ}∞_{(Ωm ,BΩm )}) is a (unital) Banach ∗-algebra with respect to pointwise operations. For proofs of these facts, please see Proposition 2.2.3 in [49].

Next, we review a special case of the “separation of variables” approach to defining multiple operator integrals, developed to various degrees in [50, 6, 51, 48]. For the remainder of this section, fix a complex Hilbert space H, a von Neumann algebra M ⊆ B_C (H), and k ∈ N. If (Σ, H , ρ) is a measure space and F : Σ → M is a map, then we say that F is pointwise Pettis integrable if, for every h_1, h_2 ∈ H, ⟨F (·)h_1, h_2⟩: Σ → C is (H , B_C )-measurable and ∫ Σ |⟨F (σ)h_1, h_2⟩| ρ(dσ) < ∞. In this case, Lemma 4.2.1 in [49] says that there exists unique T ∈ B_C (H) such that ⟨T h_1, h_2⟩ = ∫ Σ⟨F (σ)h_1, h_2⟩ ρ(dσ), for all h_1, h_2 ∈ H;

moreover, T ∈ W^∗(F (σ) : σ ∈ Σ) ⊆ M. We shall write ∫ Σ F dρ = ∫ Σ F (σ) ρ(dσ) := T for this operator.

Theorem 6.28 (Definition of MOIs). Fix a = (a_1, . . . , a_{k+1}) ∈ M^{k+1}_{sa} , φ ∈ ℓ^∞ ( σ(a_1), B_{σ(a1)} ) ^⊗_i · · · ^⊗_iℓ^∞ ( σ(a_{k+1}), B_{σ(ak+1 )} ) , and (b_1, . . . , b_k) ∈ M^k.

(i) If (Σ, ρ, φ_1, . . . , φ_{k+1}) is an ℓ^∞-IPD of φ, then the map

Σ ∋ σ → F (σ) := φ_1(a_1, σ) b_1 · · · φ_k(a_k, σ) b_k φ_{k+1}(a_{k+1}, σ) ∈ M is pointwise Pettis integrable, and the pointwise Pettis integral ( I^aφ ) [b_1, . . . , b_k] = ∫ σ(a_{k+1} ) · · · ∫ σ(a_1 )

φ(λ) P^{a1} (dλ_1) b_1 · · · P^{ak} (dλ_k ) b_k P^{ak+1} (dλ_{k+1}) := ∫ Σ F dρ ∈ M is independent of the chosen ℓ^∞-IPD of φ. In the notation above, P^a represents the projection-valued spectral measure of the operator a ∈ M_{sa}.

(ii) The map M^k ∋ (b_1, . . . , b_k) → (I^aφ)[b_1, . . . , b_k] ∈ M is complex k-linear and bounded. Also, the map ℓ^∞ ( σ(a_1), B_{σ(a1 )} ) ^⊗_i · · · ^⊗_iℓ^∞ ( σ(a_{k+1}), B_{σ(ak+1 )} ) ∋ φ → I^aφ ∈ B_k(M^k; M) is complex linear and has operator norm at most one. The object I^aφ is the multiple operator integral (MOI) of φ with respect to P^{a1} , . . . , P^{ak+1} .

(iii) If (M, τ) is a W^∗-probability space and a = (a_1, . . . , a_{k+1}) ∈ M^{k+1}_{sa} , then I^aφ ∈ B_k (M) and |||I^aφ|||_k ≤ ‖φ‖_ℓ∞_{(σ(a1 ),Bσ(a1 )) ^⊗i··· ^⊗i ℓ}∞_{(σ(ak+1 ),Bσ(ak+1)))}. Proof. The first two items are Theorem 4.2.4 in [49]. The final item is a special case of Proposition 4.3.3 in [48]. (Please see also Example 4.1.5 in [48].)

Example 6.29 (Algebraic Tensor Functions). Fix n ∈ N. For each j ∈ {1, . . . , m} and ℓ ∈ {1, . . . , n}, fix a bounded Borel measurable function ψ_{j,ℓ} : Ω_j → C . If ψ(ω) := ∑_n ℓ=1 ψ_{1,ℓ}(ω_1) · · · ψ_{m,ℓ}(ω_m), for all ω ∈ Ω, then it is easy to see that ψ ∈ ℓ^∞(Ω_1, B_{Ω1} ) ^⊗_i · · · ^⊗_iℓ^∞(Ω_m, B_{Ωm} ) with ‖ψ‖_ℓ∞_{(Ω1 ,BΩ1 ) ^⊗i··· ^⊗iℓ}∞_{(Ωm,BΩm )} ≤ n∑ ℓ=1 ‖ψ_{1,ℓ}‖_ℓ∞_{(Ω1)} · · · ‖ψ_{m,ℓ}‖_ℓ∞_{(Ωm )}. If in addition m = k + 1, a = (a_1, . . . , a_{k+1}) ∈ M^{k+1}_{sa} , and Ω_j = σ(a_j ) whenever j ∈ {1, . . . , k + 1}, then ( I^aψ ) [b_1, . . . , b_k] = n∑ ℓ=1 ψ_{1,ℓ}(a_1) b_1 · · · ψ_{k,ℓ}(a_k) b_k ψ_{k+1,ℓ}(a_{k+1}),

for all (b_1, . . . , b_k) ∈ A^k. This applies when, e.g. ψ(λ_1, . . . , λ_{k+1}) = ∑ |δ|≤d cδλ δ_1

1 · · · λ^{δk+1}_{k+1} ∈ C [λ_1 , . . . , λ_{k+1}].

Next, we make precise the notion of “slightly better than C^k ” mentioned at the beginning of the section and introduced in [49]. To begin, we define divided differences (a scalar counterpart to the noncommutative derivatives from Notation 6.4).

Definition 6.30 (Divided Differences). Let S ⊆ C and f : S → C be a function. Define f^{[0]} := f and, for k ∈ N and distinct λ_1, . . . , λ_{k+1} ∈ S, recursively define

f^{[k]}(λ_1, . . . , λ_{k+1}) := f^{[k−1]}(λ_1, . . . , λ_k) − f^{[k−1]}(λ_1, . . . , λ_{k−1}, λ_{k+1}) λ_k − λ_{k+1} . We call f^{[k]} the k^{th} divided difference of f.

By an elementary induction argument, f^{[k]}(λ_1, . . . , λ_{k+1}) = ∑_{k+1} i=1 f(λ_i) ∏ j≠i(λi − λj ) −1, for all distinct λ_1, . . . , λ_{k+1} ∈ S. In particular, f^{[k]} is symmetric in its arguments. Now, we state a useful expression for f^{[k]} when f ∈ C^k(R) or when f : C → C is entire. Please see Proposition 2.1.3.(ii) in [49] for a proof.

Proposition 6.31 (Properties of Divided Differences). Fix S ⊆ C , f : S → C , and k ∈ N. In addition, write Σ_k := { (s_1, . . . , s_k) ∈ R^k_+ : s_1 + · · · + s_k ≤ 1 } . If S = R and f ∈ C^k(R) or if S = C and f : C → C is entire, then

f^{[k]}(λ_1, . . . , λ_{k+1}) = ∫ Σ_k

f^{(k)} (_k ∑ j=1 s_j λ_j + ( 1 − k∑ j=1 s_j ) λ_{k+1} ) ds_1 · · · ds_k, for all distinct λ_1, . . . , λ_{k+1} belonging to R or C , respectively. In particular, if f ∈ C^k (R), then f^{[k]} extends uniquely to a (symmetric) continuous function R^{k+1} → C ; and if f : C → C is entire, then f^{[k]} extends uniquely to a (symmetric) continuous function C^{k+1} → C . We use the same notation for these extensions.

Example 6.32 (Divided Differences of Polynomials). Let p(λ) = ∑_n i=0 c_iλ^i ∈ C [λ], viewed as an entire function C → C . If λ := (λ_1, . . . , λ_{k+1}) ∈ C^{k+1} has distinct entries, then

p^{[k]}(λ) = n∑ i=0 c_i ∑ |δ|=i−k λ^δ = n∑ i=0 c_i ∑ δ∈N^{k+1}_0 :|δ|=i−k λ^{δ1}_1 · · · λ^{δk+1}_{k+1} . (36)

As is the case with many properties of divided differences, Eq. (36) may be proved by induction on k; please see Example 2.1.5 in [49]. By continuity, i.e. Proposition 6.31, we have that Eq. (36) holds for all λ ∈ C^{k+1} . In particular, p^{[k]} ∈ C [λ_1 , . . . , λ_{k+1}].

For the next example, recall that W_k(R) is the k^{th} Wiener space (Definition 6.6).

Example 6.33 (Divided Differences of W_k Functions). If f = ∫ R e^{iξ·} μ(dξ) ∈ W_k(R), then f ∈ C^k(R) and f^{(k)}(λ) = ∫ R(iξ)^ke^{iξλ} μ(dξ), for all λ ∈ R. In particular, by Proposition 6.31,

f^{[k]}(λ) = ∫ Σ_k ∫ R (iξ)^ke^{is1 ξλ1} · · · e^{isk ξλk} e^{i(1−∑kj=1 sj )ξλk+1} μ(dξ) ds_1 · · · ds_k, (37) for all λ = (λ_1, . . . , λ_{k+1}) ∈ R^{k+1} .

We now finally turn to the definition of the space of functions R → C of interest: the space NC^k(R) of noncommutative C^k functions.

Notation 6.34. For a function φ: R^{k+1} → C and r > 0, define ‖φ‖_{r,k+1} := ‖ φ|_{[−r,r]}k+1 ‖ ℓ^∞([−r,r],B_{[−r,r]})^{^⊗}i^{(k+1)} ∈ [0, ∞]. Now, if f ∈ C^k(R), then we define ‖f‖_C[k]_{,r} := k∑ j=0 ‖ ‖f^{[j]} ‖ ‖_{r,j+1} ∈ [0, ∞] and C^{[k]}(R) := {g ∈ C^k(R) : ‖g‖_{C[k],r} < ∞, for all r > 0},

where ‖ · ‖_{r,1} := ‖ · ‖_ℓ∞_{([−r,r])}.

Note that C^{[k]}(R) ⊆ C^k(R) is a complex linear subspace, and {‖ · ‖_C[k]_{,r} : r > 0} is a collection of seminorms on C^{[k]}(R). This collection of seminorms makes C^{[k]}(R) into a complex Fréchet space – actually, a Fréchet ∗-algebra. This is proved as Proposition 3.1.3.(iv) in [49].

Example 6.35 (Polynomials). Fix p ∈ C [λ], viewed as a smooth function R → C . By Example 6.32, p^{[k]} ∈ C [λ_1 , . . . , λ_{k+1}] whenever k ∈ N. Thus p ∈ ⋂ k∈N C^{[k]}(R), by Example 6.29.

Definition 6.36 (Noncommutative C^k Functions). If k ∈ N, then we define NC^k(R) := C [λ] ⊆ C^{[k]}(R) to be the space of noncommutative C^k functions. To be clear, the closure in the previous sentence takes place in the complex Fréchet space C^{[k]}(R).

Since C [λ] ⊆ C^{[k]}(R) is a ∗-subalgebra, NC^k(R) is a Fréchet ∗-algebra in its own right. Before giving many examples of noncommutative C^k functions, we demonstrate why NC^k(R) is of current interest to us.

Lemma 6.37. Suppose that (M, τ) is a W^∗-probability space such that M contains A as a unital C^∗- subalgebra and τ|_A = E. (Such (M, τ) always exists; please see Appendix A.)

(i) If p ∈ C [λ], then ∂^k_⊗ p(a)#_k[b_1, . . . , b_k] = k! ( I^ap^{[k]} ) [b_1, . . . , b_k], for all a ∈ M^{k+1}_{sa} and b_1, . . . , b_k ∈ M.

(ii) If f ∈ NC^k(R), a = (a_1, . . . , a_{k+1}) ∈ A^{k+1}_{sa} , and b = (b_1, . . . , b_k) ∈ A^k, then ( I^af^{[k]} ) [b] ∈ C^∗(1, a_1, . . . , a_{k+1}, b_1, . . . , b_k) ⊆ A ⊆ M.

Moreover, the restricted map I^af^{[k]} : A^k → A belongs to B_k (A) and | | | | | | | | |I^af^{[k]} | | | | | | | | |_k ≤ ‖ ‖f^{[k]} ‖ ‖_{ℓ∞(σ(a1 ),Bσ(a1 )) ^⊗i··· ^⊗iℓ∞(σ(ak+1 ),Bσ(ak+1)))} ≤ ‖ ‖f^{[k]} ‖ ‖_{‖a‖∞,k+1}. Finally, the map A^{k+1}_{sa} ∋ a → I^af^{[k]} ∈ B_k (A) belongs to C_E (A^{k+1}_{sa} ; B_k (A)).

Owing to the second item, we shall use the same MOI notation as in the W^∗-case for I^af^{[k]} : A^k → A when

f ∈ NC^k(R) and a ∈ A^{k+1}_{sa} .

Proof. For the first item, combine Examples 6.29 and 6.32. For the second item, fix a sequence (p_n)_{n∈N} in

C [λ] converging to f in NC^k(R). By the first item, it is clear that ( I^ap^{[k]}_n ) [b_1, . . . , b_k] ∈ C^∗(1, a_1, . . . , a_{k+1}, b_1, . . . , b_k), for all n ∈ N. By Theorem 6.28(ii), ( I^ap^{[k]}_n ) [b_1, . . . , b_k] → ( I^af^{[k]} ) [b_1, . . . , b_k] in M (i.e. in operator norm) as n → ∞. Since C^∗(1, a_1, . . . , a_{k+1}, b_1, . . . , b_k) ⊆ A ⊆ M is closed, we conclude

that ( I^af^{[k]} ) [b_1, . . . , b_k] ∈ C^∗(1, a_1, . . . , a_{k+1}, b_1, . . . , b_k).

Next, since τ|_A = E, we have that ‖a‖_Lp_{(τ )} = ‖a‖_Lp_{(E)} whenever a ∈ A. Thus, by what we proved in the

previous paragraph and Theorem 6.28(iii), if^1_{p1} + · · · +^1_{pk} =^1_p , then ‖( I^af^{[k]} ) [b_1, . . . , b_k] ‖ L^p(E) = ‖( I^af^{[k]} ) [b_1, . . . , b_k] ‖ L^p(τ ) ≤ ‖ ‖f^{[k]} ‖ ‖_{ℓ∞(σ(a1),Bσ(a1 )) ^⊗i ··· ^⊗iℓ∞(σ(ak+1 ),Bσ(ak+1 )))}‖b_1‖_{Lp1 (τ )} · · · ‖b_k‖_{Lpk (τ )} = ‖ ‖f^{[k]} ‖ ‖_{ℓ∞(σ(a1),Bσ(a1 )) ^⊗i ··· ^⊗iℓ∞(σ(ak+1 ),Bσ(ak+1 )))}‖b_1‖_{Lp1 (E)} · · · ‖b_k‖_{Lpk (E)} . This gives the claimed |||·|||_k-norm bound.

Finally, write ( f^{[k]} ) A : A^{k+1}_{sa} → B_k (A) for the map a → I^af^{[k]}. By the first item, it is clear that ( p^{[k]}_n ) A ∈ {P_{(A,E)} : P ∈ TrP^∗_{k+1,k,(1,...,k)}} ⊆ C_E (A^{k+1}_{sa} ; B_k (A)), for all n ∈ N. By the bound proved in the previous paragraph, we have that ( p^{[k]}_n ) A → ( f^{[k]} ) A uniformly

on bounded sets, i.e. in the topology of BC_{loc}(A^{k+1}_{sa} ; B_k (A)), as n → ∞. Since C_E (A^{k+1}_{sa} ; B_k (A)) is closed

under uniform convergence on bounded subsets, we conclude that ( f^{[k]} ) A ∈ C_E (A^{k+1}_{sa} ; B_k (A)).

Theorem 6.38 (NC^k ⇒ Trace C^k). If k ∈ N and f ∈ NC^k(R), then f_A ∈ C^k_E (A_{sa}; A). Moreover,

D^kf_A(a)[b_1, . . . , b_k] = ∑ π∈S_k ∫ σ(a) · · · ∫ σ(a) k+1 times

f^{[k]}(λ) P^a(dλ_1) b_{π(1)} · · · P^a(dλ_k ) b_{π(k)} P^a(dλ_{k+1}), (38)

for all a, b_1, . . . , b_k ∈ A_{sa}.

Proof. First, fix f ∈ C(R). By the classical Weierstrass approximation theorem, there exists a sequence

(p_n)_{n∈N} of in C [λ] converging uniformly on compact sets to f. For r > 0, write C_r := {a ∈ A_{sa} : ‖a‖ ≤ r}.

By basic properties of functional calculus, if r > 0, then sup_{a∈Cr} ‖f(a) − p_n(a)‖ = sup_{a∈Cr} ‖f − p_n‖_ℓ∞_{(σ(a))} = ‖f − p_n‖_ℓ∞_{([−r,r])} → 0 as n → ∞. Thus (p_n)_A → f_A in BC_{loc}(A_{sa}; A) as n → ∞. Since p_A ∈ C^∞_E (A_{sa}; A) ⊆ C_E (A_{sa}; A), for all

p ∈ C [λ], we conclude that f_A ∈ C_E (A_{sa}; A).

Next, the fact that f ∈ NC^k(R) implies that f_A ∈ C^k(A_{sa}; A) and Eq. (38) holds is Theorem 1.2.3

in [49]. (However, the proof of Lemma 6.37 is not far from showing this, as we encourage the reader to ponder.) To complete the proof, we argue that Eq. (38) implies that f_A ∈ C^k_E (A_{sa}; A). Indeed, fix m, n ∈ N, d ∈ N^k , A_γ ∈ {A, A_{sa}}, and F ∈ C_E (A^n_β ; B_k (A^d_γ ; A^m)). We make two easy observations. First, the function A_β ∋ a → F (a, . . . , a) ∈ B_k (A^d_γ ; A^m) belongs to C_E (A_β ; B_k (A^d_γ ; A^m)). Now, if V and W are vector spaces and T : V^k → W is a k-linear map, then we write

Sym(T )[v_1, . . . , v_k] := ∑ π∈S_k T [v_{π(1)}, . . . , v_{π(k)}].

The second observation is that if d_1 = · · · = d_k, then Sym(F ) ∈ C_E (A^n_β ; B_k (A^d_γ ; A^m)). Combining these two observations, we conclude from Lemma 6.37(ii) that if f ∈ NC^k(R), then the map

A_{sa} ∋ a → Sym ( I^{a,...,a}f^{[k]} | |_{Aksa} ) ∈ B_k (A^k_{sa}; A)

belongs to C_E (A_{sa}; B_k (A^k_{sa}; A)). Since Eq. (38) may be rewritten as D^kf_A(a) = Sym ( I^{a,...,a}f^{[k]}|_Ak_{sa} ) , we see that f_A ∈ C^k_E (A_{sa}; A). This completes the proof.

Remark 6.39. A careful study of the proof yields that if f ∈ NC^k(R), then f_A : A_{sa} → A is an example of the functions described in Example 6.23 (with n = m = 1 and A_β = A_{sa}).

Combining this with work from the last section, we arrive at a general Itô formula for noncommutative C^2 functions of self-adjoint L^∞-decomposable processes. This provides a generalization of the functional free Itô formula for free Itô processes (Theorem 4.3.4 in [47]).

Corollary 6.40 (Itô’s Formula for NC^2 Functions). If X : R_+ → A is a self-adjoint L^∞-decomposable process and f ∈ NC^2(R), then d f(X(t)) = ∫ σ(X(t)) ∫ σ(X(t)) f^{[1]}(λ, μ) P^{X(t)}(dλ) dX(t) P^{X(t)}(dμ) + ∫ σ(X(t)) ∫ σ(X(t)) ∫ σ(X(t)) f^{[2]}(λ, μ, ν) P^{X(t)}(dλ) dX(t) P^{X(t)}(dμ) dX(t) P^{X(t)}(dν). Proof. Combine Theorems 6.8, 6.25, and 6.38.

At this point it is reasonable to wonder whether all this work was worthwhile. Specifically, one may wonder whether there are nontrivial examples of noncommutative C^k functions. As promised, here is a result from [49] showing that a function f : R → C only has to be “slightly better than C^k” to be noncommutative C^k.

Theorem 6.41 (Nikitopoulos [49]). Write Ḃ^{k,∞}_1 (R) for the homogeneous (k, ∞, 1)-Besov space (Definition 3.3.1 in [49]), C^{k,ε}_{loc} (R) for the space of C^k functions whose k^{th} derivatives are locally ε-Hölder continuous (Definition 3.3.8 in [49]), and W_k (R)_{loc} for set of functions f : R → C such that for all r > 0, there exists g ∈ W_k(R) such that f|_{[−r,r]} = g|_{[−r,r]}.

(i) C^{k+1}(R) ⊆ W_k (R)_{loc} ⊆ NC^k(R), and W_k(R) is dense in NC^k(R).

(ii) Ḃ^{k,∞}_1 (R) ⊆ NC^k(R) and C^{k,ε}_{loc} (R) ⊆ NC^k(R), for all ε > 0.

Proof. For item (i), please see Section 3.2 of [49]. For item (ii), please see Section 3.3 of [49]. For a brief summary of the relevant arguments, please see the end of Section 4.1 of [47].

Remark 6.42. By combining Theorems 6.25, 6.38, and 6.41(i) with Example 6.33, we finally get a full proof – using rather heavy machinery – of the claims made in Example 6.7. Since the direct proof suggested in Example 6.7 is less complicated, it is reasonable to wonder whether we have gained anything by working with NC^k(R) instead of W_k(R) or W_k(R)_{loc} . In fact, one gains two things. First, one gains more functions. Specifically, Theorem 3.4.1 in [49] demonstrates that the containment W_k (R)_{loc} ⊆ NC^k(R) is strict. Second, one gains computational flexibility, even when f ∈ W_k(R)_{loc} . Specifically, instead of being restricted to working with decompositions as in Eq. (37) when computing D^kf_A, one can work with any integral projective decomposition of f^{[k]}.

A L^p-spaces of C^∗-probability Spaces

In this appendix, we show how basic facts about L^p-spaces of W^∗-probability spaces imply those of L^p-spaces of C^∗-probability spaces. We take the W^∗-theory for granted; please see [24, 21] for relevant results. Fix a C^∗-probability space (A, E), and write π : A → B_C (H) for the (faithful) GNS representation corresponding to E. Recall that this means (H, ⟨·, ·⟩) is the completion of the complex inner product space (A, ⟨·, ·⟩_E ), where ⟨a, b⟩_E := E[b^∗ a]; and π(a): H → H is the bounded linear map determined by π(a)b = ab, for all a, b ∈ A.

Proposition A.1. Let M be the σ-WOT-closure (equivalently, WOT-closure) of A in B_C (H), and define τ[A] := ⟨A1, 1⟩ for A ∈ M. Then (M, τ) is a W^∗-probability space and τ ∘ π = E.

Proof. The only nontrivial statements are that τ is faithful and tracial on M. To see that τ is tracial, note that if a, b ∈ A, then τ[π(a)π(b)] = τ[π(ab)] = E[ab] = E[ba] = τ[π(ba)] = τ[π(b)π(a)] by traciality of E. In other words, τ[AB] = τ[BA] whenever A, B ∈ π(A). Since multiplication M × M → M is argumentwise σ-WOT-continuous and τ is normal, we conclude that τ is tracial from the σ-WOT-density of π(A) in M. To see that τ is faithful, it suffices to prove that if A ∈ M and A1 = 0, then A = 0, i.e. that 1 ∈ A ⊆ H is separating for M. To this end, suppose that A ∈ M and A1 = 0. Now, let (a_j )_{j∈J} be a net in A such that π(a_j ) → A in the σ-WOT. If b, c ∈ A, then ⟨π(a_j )b, c⟩ = E[c^∗ a_j b] = E[(cb^∗ )^∗a_j ] = ⟨π(a_j )1, cb^∗⟩ again by traciality. But then ⟨Ab, c⟩ = lim_{j∈J} ⟨π(a_j )b, c⟩ = lim_{j∈J} ⟨π(a_j )1, cb^∗⟩ = lim_{j∈J} ⟨A1, cb^∗⟩ = 0. Since A is dense in H, we conclude that ⟨Ah, k⟩ = 0, for all h, k ∈ H, from which it follows that A = 0.

Corollary A.2. Fix p ∈ [1, ∞), and write ‖a‖_p := E[|a|^p ]^{1p} and ‖a‖_∞ := ‖a‖ for a ∈ A.

(i) ‖·‖_p is a norm on A, and |E[a]| ≤ ‖a‖_1 for a ∈ A.

(ii) Noncommutative Hölder’s inequality holds; namely, if p_1, . . . , p_k, q ∈ [1, ∞] and^1_{p1} + · · · +^1_{pk} ≤^1_q , then ‖a_1 · · · a_k‖_q ≤ ‖a_1‖_{p1} · · · ‖a_k‖_{pk} , for all a_1, . . . , a_k ∈ A.

We write L^p(A, E) for the completion of A with respect to ‖·‖_p and Ẽ : L^1(A, E) → C for the bounded complex linear extension of E : A → C .

Proof. Since π is a ∗-homomorphism, if a ∈ A, then |π(a)| = π(|a|). Also, if a ∈ A is normal (i.e. a^∗a = aa^∗) and f : R → C is a continuous function, then π(a) is normal and f(π(a)) = π(f(a)). From this, we obtain the key observation that E[|a|^p ] = τ[π(|a|^p)] = τ[|π(|a|)|^p] = τ[|π(a)|^p]. (39) Since E[a] = τ[π(a)] as well, the claimed properties follow easily from the corresponding properties of the noncommutative L^p-norm ‖A‖_Lp_{(τ )} = τ[|A|^p]^{1p} on M, since we know (M, τ) is a W^∗-probability space.

By definition, L^2(A, E) is H as a Banach space, so L^2(A, E) is a Hilbert space. We write ⟨·, ·⟩_2 = ⟨·, ·⟩ for its inner product. We now prove additional properties of the noncommutative L^p-space L^p(A, E).

Lemma A.3. Fix p, q ∈ [1, ∞) such that p < q.

(i) π : A → M extends to an isometric isomorphism ι_p : L^p(A, E) → L^p(M, τ) and Ẽ = τ ∘ ι_1.

(ii) The identity A → A extends to an injective contraction ι_{q,p} : L^q(A, E) → L^p(A, E). Accordingly, we shall consider L^q(A, E) as a subset of L^p(A, E).

Proof. We take both items in turn.

(i) By Eq. (39), π extends to an isometry L^p(A, E) → L^p(M, τ), so all we need to prove is that π(A) is dense in L^p(M, τ). To this end, fix A ∈ M. By Kaplansky’s density theorem, there is a bounded net (a_j )_{j∈J} in A such that π(a_j ) → A in the σ-S^∗OT (σ-strong^∗ operator topology). We claim that π(a_j ) → A in L^p(M, τ). Indeed, since multiplication is jointly σ-S^∗OT-continuous on bounded sets, if n ∈ N, then the product |π(a_j ) − A|^{2n} = ((π(a_j ) − A)^∗(π(a_j ) − A))^n converges to 0 in the σ-S^∗OT (in particular, in the σ-WOT). Since τ is normal, we conclude that lim_{j∈J} ‖π(a_j ) − A‖^{2n}_{L2n(τ )} = lim_{j∈J} τ[|π(a_j ) − A|^{2n}] = 0. If take n >^p_2 , then we get lim_{j∈J} ‖π(a_j ) − A‖_Lp_{(τ )} ≤ lim_{j∈J} ‖π(a_j ) − A‖_L2n_{(τ )} = 0. This proves the claim. Since M is dense in L^p(M, τ) by definition, this completes the proof that π : A → M extends to an isometric isomorphism ι_p : L^p(A, E) → L^p(M, τ). The identity Ẽ = τ ∘ ι_1 then follows from the identity E = τ ∘ π.

(ii) Write I_{q,p} : L^q(M, τ) → L^p(M, τ) for the inclusion, which we know to be an injective contraction from the W^∗-theory. Then ι_{q,p} := ι^{−1}_p ∘ I_{q,p} ∘ ι_q is an injective contraction. Since ι_{q,p} clearly agrees with the identity A → A on A, we are done.

Proposition A.4. Fix p, q ∈ [1, ∞] such that^1_p +^1_q = 1.

(i) If a ∈ A, then ‖a‖_p = sup{|E[ab]| : b ∈ A, ‖a‖_q ≤ 1}. If in addition 1 < p, q < ∞, then the map A ∋ a → (b → Ẽ [ab]) ∈ L^p(A, E)^∗ extends to an isometric isomorphism L^q(A, E) → L^p(A, E)^∗ .

(ii) Let us identify A with π(A), so that A ⊆ M. The map A ∋ a → (b → Ẽ [ab]) ∈ L^1(A, E) extends to an isometric isomorphism M → L^1(A, E)^∗ that is a homeomorphism with respect to the σ-WOT on M and the weak^∗ topology on L^1(A, E)^∗ .

Proof. We take both items in turn.

(i) Since π(A) ⊆ L^p(M, τ) is dense, we have ‖A‖_Lp_{(τ )} = sup{|τ[Aπ(b)]| : b ∈ A, ‖b‖_q = ‖π(b)‖_Lq_{(τ )} ≤ 1} whenever A ∈ M. Taking A = π(a) for a ∈ A, we get ‖a‖_p = ‖π(a)‖_Lp_{(τ )} = sup{|τ[π(a)π(b)]| : b ∈ A, ‖b‖_q ≤ 1} = sup{|E[ab]| : b ∈ A, ‖b‖_q ≤ 1}. As a result, A ∋ a → (b → Ẽ [ab]) ∈ L^p(A, E)^∗ extends to a linear isometry T : L^q(A, E) → L^p(A, E)^∗ . Identifying L^p(A, E) ∼= L^p(M, τ) via ι_p and L^q (M, τ)^∗ ∼= L^q(A, E)^∗ via ι^∗_q , we conclude from the W^∗-theory that T is surjective.

(ii) Identifying L^1(M, τ)^∗ ∼= L^1(A, E)^∗ via ι^∗_1, the claims of this item follow readily from the W^∗-theory and the σ-WOT density of A in M.

Remark A.5. Since L^1(A, E)^∗ ∼= M, it is conceptually appropriate to define L^∞(A, E) := M. For notational convenience, we shall not do so in this paper, i.e. we just take L^∞(A, E) to be A.

We end this appendix by proving the C^∗-case of Proposition 2.4, again taking the W^∗-case for granted.

Proof of Proposition 2.4. Let B ⊆ A be a C^∗-subalgebra, and write N for the σ-WOT-closure (equivalently, WOT-closure) of π(B) in M. Then ι_p restricts to an isometric isomorphism L^p(B, E) → L^p(N , τ), for all p ∈ [1, ∞). The only non-obvious part of this statement is surjectivity of the restrictions. This is taken care of by the argument from the proof of Lemma A.3(i), which shows that π(B) is dense in L^p(N , τ). Therefore, identifying L^p(A, E) ∼= L^p(M, τ) and L^p(B, E) ∼= L^p(N , τ) using ι_p, the map E[· | B] := τ[· | N ] satisfies all the desired properties.

Acknowledgements. We are grateful to Michael Anshelevich, Guillaume Cébron, Nicolas Gilliers, Dimitri Shlyakhtenko, and Roland Speicher for inspiring conversations. We extend special thanks to Bruce Driver, colleague and mentor, whose insights helped resolve many key technical issues throughout this work; moreover, it was his initial intuition that “all Itô formulas are created equal” that led the authors down the path to this paper in the first place.

References

[1] S. Albeverio, L. Borasi, F.C. De Vecchi, and M. Gubinelli, Grassmannian stochastic analysis and the stochastic quantization of Euclidean fermions, Probability Theory and Related Fields 183 (2022), pp. 909–995.

[2] M. Anshelevich, Free stochastic measures via noncrossing partitions, Advances in Mathematics 155 (2000), pp. 154–179.

[3] , Itô formula for free stochastic integrals, Journal of Functional Analysis 188 (2002), pp. 292–315.

[4] , q-Lévy processes, Journal für die reine und angewandte Mathematik 576 (2004), pp. 181–207.

[5] D.B. Applebaum and R.L. Hudson, Fermion Itô’s formula and stochastic evolutions, Communications in Mathematical Physics 96 (1984), pp. 473–496.

[6] N.A. Azamov, A.L. Carey, P.G. Dodds, and F.A. Sukochev, Operator integrals, spectral shift, and spectral flow, Canadian Journal of Mathematics 61 (2009), pp. 241–263.

[7] P. Biane, Free Brownian motion, free stochastic calculus and random matrices, Free probability theory (Waterloo, ON, 1995), Fields Institute Communications, vol. 12, American Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, 1997, pp. 1–19.

[8] , Segal–Bargmann transform, functional calculus on matrix spaces and the theory of semi-circular and circular systems, Journal of Functional Analysis 144 (1997), pp. 232–286.

[9] , Processes with free increments, Mathematische Zeitschrift 227 (1998), pp. 143–174. [10] P. Biane and R. Speicher, Stochastic calculus with respect to free Brownian motion and analysis on Wigner space, Probability Theory Related Fields 112 (1998), pp. 373–409.

[11] , Free diffusions, free entropy and free Fisher information, Annales de l’Institut Henri Poincaré (B) Probability and Statistics 37 (2001), pp. 581–606.

[12] K. Bichteler, Stochastic Integration with Jumps, Encyclopedia of Mathematics and its Applications, vol. 89, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2002.

[13] M. Bożejko, B. Kümmerer, and R. Speicher, q-Gaussian processes: non-commutative and classical aspects, Communications in Mathematical Physics 185 (1997), pp. 129–154.

[14] M. Bożejko and R. Speicher, An example of a generalized Brownian motion, Communications in Mathematical Physics 137 (1991), pp. 519–531.

[15] G. Cébron, Free convolution operators and free Hall transform, Journal of Functional Analysis 265 (2013), pp. 2645–2708.

[16] K.L. Chung and R.J. Williams, Introduction to Stochastic Integration, 2nd ed., Probability and Its Applications, Birkhäuser, Boston, 1990.

[17] D.L. Cohn, Measure Theory, 2nd ed., Birkhäuser Advanced Texts Basler Lehrbrücher, Springer, New York, 2013.

[18] J.B. Conway, A Course in Operator Theory, Graduate Studies in Mathematics, vol. 21, American Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, 2000.

[19] , A Course in Functional Analysis, 2nd ed., Graduate Texts in Mathematics, vol. 96, Springer, New York, 2007.

[20] P. Courrège, Intégrale stochastiques et martingales de carré intégrable, Séminaire Brelot–Choquet– Denyde. Théorie du Potentiel (1962-1963), vol. 7, Secrétariat mathématique, Paris, 1962, pp. 1–20.

[21] R.C. da Silva, Lecture notes on noncommutative L_p-spaces, preprint arXiv:1701.00132 [math.OA] (2018). [22] Y. Dabrowski, A non-commutative path space approach to stationary free stochastic differential equations, preprint arXiv:1006.4351 [math.OA] (2010).

[23] A. Deya and R. Schott, On stochastic calculus with respect to q-Brownian motion, Journal of Functional Analysis 274 (2018), pp. 1047–1075.

[24] J. Dixmier, Formes linéaires sur un anneau d’opérateurs, Bulletin de la Société Mathématique de France 81 (1953), pp. 9–39.

[25] , Von Neumann Algebras, North-Holland Mathematical Library, vol. 27, North-Holland Publishing Company, Amsterdam, 1981.

[26] C. Doléans-Dade and P.-A. Meyer, Intégrales stochastiques par rapport aux martingales locales, Séminaire de Probabilités (Université de Strasbourg), tome 4 (1968-1969), Springer, Berlin-Heidelberg- New York, 1970, pp. 77–107.

[27] C. Donati-Martin, Stochastic integration with respect to q Brownian motion, Probability Theory and Related Fields 125 (2003), pp. 77–95.

[28] B.K. Driver, B.C. Hall, and T. Kemp, The large-N limit of the Segal–Bargmann transform on U_N , Journal of Functional Analysis 265 (2013), pp. 2585–2644.

[29] S.N. Ethier and T.G. Kurtz, Markov Processes: Characterization and Convergence, Wiley Series in Probability and Statistics, John Wiley & Sons, New York, 1986.

[30] P. Hájek and M. Johanis, Smooth Analysis in Banach Spaces, De Gruyter Series in Nonlinear Analysis and Applications, vol. 19, De Gruyter, Berlin, 2014.

[31] F. Hiai and Y. Ueda, Free transportation cost inequalities for noncommutative multi-variables, Infinite Dimensional Analysis, Quantum Probability and Related Topics 9 (2006), pp. 391–412.

[32] R.L. Hudson and K.R. Parthasarathy, Quantum Ito’s formula and stochastic evolutions, Communications in Mathematical Physics 93 (1984), pp. 301–323.

[33] K. Itô, Stochastic integral, Proceedings of the Imperial Academy 20 (1944), pp. 519–524.

[34] , Multiple Wiener integral, Journal of the Mathematical Society of Japan 3 (1951), pp. 157–169.

[35] , Selected Papers, Springer-Verlag, New York, 1987, Edited and with an introduction by S.R.S.

Varadhan and D.W. Stroock.

[36] R. Jarrow and P. Protter, A short history of stochastic integration and mathematical finance: The early years, 1880–1970, A Festschrift for Herman Rubin, Institute of Mathematical Statistics Lecture Notes – Monograph Series, vol. 45, Institute of Mathematical Statistics, Beachwood, OH, 2004, pp. 75–91.

[37] D. Jekel, W. Li, and D. Shlyakhtenko, Tracial smooth functions of non-commuting variables and the free Wasserstein manifold, Dissertationes Mathematicae 580 (2022), pp. 1–150.

[38] T. Kemp, The large-N limits of Brownian motions on G L_N , International Mathematics Research Notices 2016 (2016), pp. 4012–4057.

[39] , Heat kernel empirical laws on U_N and G L_N , Journal of Theoretical Probability 30 (2017), pp.

397–451.

[40] B. Kümmerer and R. Speicher, Stochastic integration on the Cuntz algebra O_∞, Journal of Functional Analysis 103 (1992), pp. 372–408.

[41] H. Kunita and S. Watanabe, On square integrable martingales, Nagoya Mathematical Journal 30 (1967), pp. 209–245.

[42] H.P. McKean, Jr., Stochastic Integrals, Probability and Mathematical Statistics: A Series of Monographs and Textbooks, Academic Press, Inc., New York, 1969.

[43] P.-A. Meyer, Intégrales stochastiques. I, II, III, IV, Séminaire de Probabilités (Université de Strasbourg), tome 1 (1966-1967), Springer, Berlin-Heidelberg-New York, 1967, pp. 72–94, 95–117, 118–141, 142–162.

[44] J.A. Mingo and R. Speicher, Free Probability and Random Matrices, Fields Institute Monographs, vol. 35, Springer, New York, 2017.

[45] M. Motoo and S. Watanabe, On a class of additive functionals of Markov processes, Journal of Mathematics of Kyoto University 4 (1965), pp. 429–469.

[46] A. Nica and R. Speicher, Lectures on the Combinatorics of Free Probability, London Mathematical Society Lecture Notes Series, vol. 335, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2006.

[47] E.A. Nikitopoulos, Itô’s formula for noncommutative C^2 functions of self-adjoint free Itô processes, Documenta Mathematica 27 (2022), pp. 1447–1507.

[48] , Multiple operator integrals in non-separable von Neumann algebras, Journal of Operator Theory 89 (2023), pp. 361–427.

[49] , Noncommutative C^k functions and Fréchet derivatives of operator functions, Expositiones Mathematicae 41 (2023), pp. 115–163.

[50] V.V. Peller, Multiple operator integrals and higher operator derivatives, Journal of Functional Analysis 233 (2006), pp. 515–544.

[51] , Multiple operator integrals in perturbation theory, Bulletin of Mathematical Sciences 6 (2016), pp. 15–88.

[52] G. Pisier and Q. Xu, Non-commutative martingale inequalities, Communications in Mathematical Physics 189 (1997), pp. 667–698.

[53] P.E. Protter, Stochastic Integration and Differential Equations, 2nd ed., Stochastic Modelling and Applied Probability, vol. 21, Springer-Verlag, Berlin Heidelberg, 2005.

[54] L.C.G. Rogers and D. Williams, Diffusions, Markov Processes, and Martingales, Volume 2: Itô Calculus, 2nd ed., Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2000.

[55] D. Shlyakhtenko, Lower estimates on microstates free entropy dimension, Analysis & PDE 2 (2009), pp. 119–146.

[56] A. Skripka and A. Tomskova, Multilinear Operator Integrals: Theory and Applications, Lecture Notes in Mathematics, vol. 2250, Springer, Switzerland, 2019.

[57] F.C. De Vecchi, L. Fresta, M. Gordina, and M. Gubinelli, Non-commutative L^p spaces and Grassmann stochastic analysis, preprint arXiv:2305.08497 [math.PR] (2023).

[58] F.C. De Vecchi, L. Fresta, and M. Gubinelli, A stochastic analysis of subcritical Euclidean fermionic field theories, preprint arXiv:2210.15047 [math.PR] (2022).

[59] D. Voiculescu, The analogues of entropy and of Fisher’s information measure in free probability theory.

IV. Maximum entropy and freeness, Free probability theory (Waterloo, ON, 1995), Fields Institute Communications, vol. 12, American Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, 1997, pp. 293–302.

[60] , The analogues of entropy and of Fisher’s information measure in free probability theory. VI.

Liberation and mutual free information, Advances in Mathematics 146 (1999), pp. 101–166.

[61] E.P. Wigner, Characteristic vectors of bordered matrices with infinite dimensions, Annals of Mathematics. Second Series 62 (1955), pp. 548–564.

[62] , On the distribution of the roots of certain symmetric matrices, Annals of Mathematics. Second Series 67 (1958), pp. 325–327.