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Introduction

The modern period of probability theory is connected with names like S.N.
Bernstein (1880-1968), E. Borel (1871-1956), and A.N. Kolmogorov (1903-
1987). In particular, in 1933 A.N. Kolmogorov published his modern ap-
proach of Probability Theory, including the notion of a measurable space
and a probability space. This lecture will start from this notion, to continue
with random variables and basic parts of integration theory, and to finish
with some first limit theorems.

The lecture is based on a mathematical axiomatic approach and is intended
for students from mathematics, but also for other students who need more
mathematical background for their further studies. We assume that the
integration with respect to the Riemann-integral on the real line is known.
The approach, we follow, seems to be in the beginning more difficult. But
once one has a solid basis, many things will be easier and more transparent
later. Let us start with an introducing example leading us to a problem
which should motivate our axiomatic approach.

Example. We would like to measure the temperature outside our home.
We can do this by an electronic thermometer which consists of a sensor
outside and a display, including some electronics, inside. The number we get
from the system is not correct because of several reasons. For instance, the
calibration of the thermometer might not be correct, the quality of the power-
supply and the inside temperature might have some impact on the electronics.
It is impossible to describe all these sources of uncertainty explicitly. Hence
one is using probability. What is the idea?

Let us denote the exact temperature by 7" and the displayed temperature
by S, so that the difference T" — S is influenced by the above sources of
uncertainty. If we would measure simultaneously, by using thermometers of
the same type, we would get values 57, Ss, ... with corresponding differences

D1 Z:T—Sl, Dg I:T—SQ, D3 Z:T—Sg,...

Intuitively, we get random numbers Dy, D,, ... having a certain distribution.
How to develop an exact mathematical theory out of this?

Firstly, we take an abstract set ). Each element w € € will stand for a
specific configuration of our outer sources influencing the measured value.
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Secondly, we take a function
f:29—R

which gives for all w the difference f(w) = T"— S. From properties of this
function we would like to get useful information of our thermometer and, in
particular, about the correctness of the displayed values. So far, the things
are purely abstract and at the same time vague, so that one might wonder if
this could be helpful. Hence let us go ahead with the following questions:

STEP 1: How to model the randomness of w, or how likely an w is? We do
this by introducing the probability spaces in Chapter 1.

STEP 2: What mathematical properties of f we need to transport the ran-
domness from w to f(w)? This yields to the introduction of the random
variables in Chapter 2.

STEP 3: What are properties of f which might be important to know in
practice? For example the mean-value and the variance, denoted by

Ef and E(f—Ef)%

If the first expression is 0, then the calibration of the thermometer is right,
if the second one is small the displayed values are very likely close to the real
temperature. To define these quantities one needs the integration theory
developed in Chapter 3.

STEP 4: Is it possible to describe the distributions the values of f may take?
Or before, what do we mean by a distribution? Some basic distributions are
discussed in Section 1.3.

STEP 5: What is a good method to estimate Ef? We can take a sequence of
independent (take this intuitive for the moment) random variables fi, fa, ...,
having the same distribution as f, and expect that

LS ) and

are close to each other. This yields us to the strong law of large numbers
discussed in Section 4.2.

Notation. Given a set (2 and subsets A, B C €2, then the following notation

is used:
intersection: ANB = {weQ:we Aandw € B}
union: AUB = {we:we Aor (or both)w € B}
set-theoretical minus: A\B = {weQ:we€ Aandw ¢ B}
complement: ~A° = {wel:w¢gA}
empty set: 0 = set, without any element
real numbers: R
natural numbers: N = {1,2,3,..}
rational numbers: ()

Given real numbers «, 3, we use a A # := min {c, 5}.



Chapter 1

Probability spaces

In this chapter we introduce the probability space, the fundamental notion
of probability theory. A probability space (€2, F,[P) consists of three compo-
nents.

(1) The elementary events or states w which are collected in a non-empty
set €.

Example 1.0.1 (a) If we roll a die, then all possible outcomes are the
numbers between 1 and 6. That means

Q=1{1,2,3,4,5,6}.

(b) If we flip a coin, then we have either "heads” or "tails” on top, that
means

Q= {HT).

If we have two coins, then we would get

Q={(H.H),(HT),(T.H),(T.T)}.

(c¢) For the lifetime of a bulb in hours we can choose

Q= [0,00).

(2) A o-algebra F, which is the system of observable subsets of 2. Given
w € 2 and some A € F, one can not say which concrete w occurs, but one
can decide whether w € A or w & A. The sets A € F are called events: an
event A occurs if w € A and it does not occur if w & A.

Example 1.0.2 (a) The event "the die shows an even number” can be
described by
A ={2,4,6}.
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(b) ”Exactly one of two coins shows heads” is modeled by

A={(HT),(T, H)}.

(¢) "The bulb works more than 200 hours” we express via

A = (200, c0).

(3) A measure P, which gives a probability to any event A C €, that
means to all A € F.

Example 1.0.3 (a) We assume that all outcomes for rolling a die are
equally likely, that is

P({}) = ¢

Then |
P({2,4,6)) = 3.

(b) If we assume we have two fair coins, that means they both show head
and tail equally likely, the probability that exactly one of two coins
shows head is

P, T), (T H)) = 5.

(¢) The probability of the lifetime of a bulb we will consider at the end of
Chapter 1.

For the formal mathematical approach we proceed in two steps: in a first
step we define the o-algebras F, here we do not need any measure. In a
second step we introduce the measures.

1.1 Definition of o-algebras

The o-algebra is a basic tool in probability theory. It is the set the proba-
bility measures are defined on. Without this notion it would be impossible
to consider the fundamental Lebesgue measure on the interval [0, 1] or to
consider Gaussian measures, without which many parts of mathematics can
not live.

Definition 1.1.1 [0-ALGEBRA, ALGEBRA, MEASURABLE SPACE| Let {2 be
a non-empty set. A system F of subsets A C () is called o-algebra on 2 if

(1) 0,Q e F,
(2) A € F implies that A°:= Q\A € F,
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(3) Ay, A, ... € F implies that |J;=, A; € F.

The pair (2, F), where F is a o-algebra on (2, is called measurable space.
If one replaces (3) by

(3') A, B € F implies that AUB € F,

then F is called an algebra.

Every o-algebra is an algebra. Sometimes, the terms o-field and field are
used instead of o-algebra and algebra. We consider some first examples.

Example 1.1.2 [0-ALGEBRAS]

(a) The largest o-algebra on Q: if F = 2% is the system of all subsets
A C Q, then F is a o-algebra.

(b) The smallest o-algebra: F = {Q, 0}.
() If ACQ, then F ={Q,0, A, A°} is a o-algebra.
If Q@ = {w,...,w,}, then any algebra F on € is automatically a o-algebra.

However, in general this is not the case. The next example gives an algebra,
which is not a o-algebra:

Example 1.1.3 [ALGEBRA, WHICH IS NOT A 0-ALGEBRA| Let G be the
system of subsets A C R such that A can be written as

A == (al,bl] U (a2,b2] U---uJ (CLTL, bn]

where —o00 < a1 < b < -+~ < a, < b, < oo with the convention that
(a,00] = (a,00). Then G is an algebra, but not a o-algebra.

Unfortunately, most of the important o—algebras can not be constructed
explicitly. Surprisingly, one can work practically with them nevertheless. In
the following we describe a simple procedure which generates o—algebras. We
start with the fundamental

Proposition 1.1.4 [INTERSECTION OF 0-ALGEBRAS IS A 0-ALGEBRA]| Let
Q be an arbitrary non-empty set and let F;, j € J, J # 0, be a family of
o-algebras on 2, where J is an arbitrary index set. Then

FZ:ﬂJTj

jed

1S a o-algebra as well.
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Proof. The proof is very easy, but typical and fundamental. First we notice
that 0,Q € F; for all j € J, so that 0, € ;c; F;j. Now let A, Ay, Ay, ... €
ﬂje]]:j- Hence A, Ay, Ay, ... € F; for all j € J, so that (F; are o-algebras!)

A=0\AeF and [JAieF

i=1
for all 7 € J. Consequently,
A e ﬂf] and UA" € ﬂ]—"]
jeJ i=1 jed

g

Proposition 1.1.5 [SMALLEST 0-ALGEBRA CONTAINING A SET-SYSTEM]
Let Q be an arbitrary non-empty set and G be an arbitrary system of subsets
A C Q. Then there exists a smallest o-algebra o(G) on § such that

G Co(9).
Proof. We let
J :={C is a o—algebra on 2 such that G C C}.
According to Example 1.1.2 one has J # (), because
G c2”

and 29 is a o-algebra. Hence

a(G):=[)C

ceJ

yields to a o-algebra according to Proposition 1.1.4 such that (by construc-
tion) G C o(G). It remains to show that o(G) is the smallest o-algebra
containing G. Assume another o-algebra F with G C F. By definition of J
we have that F € J so that

o(G)=[)CCF.

g

The construction is very elegant but has, as already mentioned, the slight
disadvantage that one cannot explicitly construct all elements of o(G). Let
us now turn to one of the most important examples, the Borel o-algebra on
R. To do this we need the notion of open and closed sets.
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Definition 1.1.6 [OPEN AND CLOSED SETS|

(1) A subset A C R is called open, if for each z € A there is an ¢ > 0
such that (z —e,z+¢) C A.

(2) A subset B C R is called closed, if A := R\B is open.

It should be noted, that by definition the empty set () is open and closed.

Proposition 1.1.7 [GENERATION OF THE BOREL 0-ALGEBRA ON R| We
let

Go be the system of all open subsets of R,

Gy be the system of all closed subsets of R,

Ga be the system of all intervals (—oo,b], b € R,

Gs be the system of all intervals (—oo,b), b € R,

Gy be the system of all intervals (a,b], —o00 < a < b < o0,
Gs be the system of all intervals (a,b), —o00 < a < b < 00.

Then 0(Gy) = 0(G1) = 0(Ga) = 0(Gs) = 0(Gs) = 0(Gs).

Definition 1.1.8 [BOREL 0-ALGEBRA ON R] The o-algebra constructed in
Proposition 1.1.7 is called Borel o-algebra and denoted by B(R).

Proof of Proposition 1.1.7. We only show that
0(Go) = 0(G1) = 0(G3) = 0(Gs).
Because of Gz C Gy one has
o(Gs) C a(Go).

Moreover, for —oo < a < b < 0o one has that

(a,b) = Q ((—oo, b)\(—o0, a + %)) € 0(Gs)

so that G5 C 0(G3) and
a(Gs) € a(Gs).

Now let us assume a bounded non-empty open set A C R. For all z € A
there is a maximal £, > 0 such that

(x — ez, x+¢e,) C A

Hence

A= U (x — 4,7 + £4),

TEANQ
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which proves Gy C 0(Gs5) and
a(Go) C 0(Gs).

Finally, A € G, implies A° € G; C 0(G;) and A € 0(G1). Hence Gy C 0(Gy)
and

o(Go) € o(G1).

The remaining inclusion o(G;) C 0(Gp) can be shown in the same way. [

1.2 Probability measures
Now we introduce the measures we are going to use:

Definition 1.2.1 [PROBABILITY MEASURE, PROBABILITY SPACE| Let
(Q, F) be a measurable space.

(1) A map p : F — [0,00] is called measure if pu(0)) = 0 and for all
Ay, As, ... € Fwith A; N A; =0 for i # j one has

w(Ua) =3 (1)

The triplet (2, F, u) is called measure space.

(2) A measure space (§2,F,p) or a measure p is called o-finite provided
that there are 2, C Q, kK =1,2, ..., such that

(a) Qp € Fforallk=1,2,..,
(b) Qiﬁszwal"i%j,

(e) @ =UrZ; Q.
(d) (%) < o0

The measure space (£, F,u) or the measure p are called finite if
w(92) < oo.

(3) A measure space (€2, F, i) is called probability space and y proba-
bility measure provided that p(2) = 1.

Example 1.2.2 [DIRAC AND COUNTING MEASURE]

(a) Dirac measure: For F = 2% and a fixed xy € Q we let

1 zeA
5360(14)'_{0 Do € A



1.2. PROBABILITY MEASURES 13

b) Counting measure: Let Q := {wq,...,wn} and F = 2. Then
( g ,

((A) := cardinality of A.

Let us now discuss a typical example in which the o—algebra F is not the set
of all subsets of (2.

Example 1.2.3 Assume there are n communication channels between the
points A and B. Each of the channels has a communication rate of p > 0
(say p bits per second), which yields to the communication rate pk, in case
k channels are used. Each of the channels fails with probability p, so that
we have a random communication rate R € {0, p,...,np}. What is the right
model for this? We use

Q:={w=(e1,...,en) 1 & € {0,1})

with the interpretation: ¢; = 0 if channel ¢ is failing, ¢; = 1 if channel 7 is
working. F consists of all possible unions of

Ay ={weQ:ie+--+e,=k}.

Hence A; consists of all w such that the communication rate is pk. The
system F is the system of observable sets of events since one can only observe
how many channels are failing, but not which channels are failing. The
measure [P is given by

P(A,) = (Z>p"k<1 —pk, 0<p<l.

Note that P describes the binomial distribution with parameter p on
{0, ...,n} if we identify Ay with the natural number k.

We continue with some basic properties of a probability measure.

Proposition 1.2.4 Let (2, F,P) be a probability space. Then the following
assertions are true:

(1) Without assuming that P(0) = 0 the o-additivity (1.1) implies that
P(p) = 0.

(2) If Ay, ..., Ay € F such that A;NA; =0 if i # j, then P (U, 4i) =
2ima P (4).

(3) If A,B € F, then P(A\B) = P(A) — P(AN B).

(4) If B € Q, then P(B°) =1 —P(B).

(5) If Ay, Ay, ... € F then P (U2, Ai) < 0, P (Ay).
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(6) CONTINUITY FROM BELOW: If Ay, Ay, ... € F such that Ay C Ay C

A3 C .-, then
lim P(4,) =P (U An> .
n=1

(7) CONTINUITY FROM ABOVE: If Ay, As,... € F such that A; O Ay D

A3 D -+, then
lim P(4,) =P <ﬂ An) .
n=1

Proof. (1) Here one has for A, := () that

oo

P0) =P (U An> => P(4,) =) P,

so that P(()) = 0 is the only solution.
(2) We let A1 1 = Ao =--- =10, so that

n

p (UA> _p ([}4) S P - P (A,

because of P(()) = 0.
(3) Since (AN B) N (A\B) = 0, we get that
P(ANB)+P(A\B) =P (AN B)U(A\B)) = P(A).

(4) We apply (3) to A = Q and observe that Q\B = B¢ by definition and
QN B=B.

(5) Put By := Ay and B, := A{NASN---NAS_NA; fori=2,3,... Obviously,
P(B;) < P(4;) for all i. Since the B;’s are disjoint and =, A; = U;2, B; it

follows
P (U Ai> =P (G Bi> = i]P(BZ-) <> P(4).

(6) We define Bl = Al, BQ = Ag\Al, Bg = Ag\AQ, B4 = A4\A3, ... and
get that

GBn:GAn and BZQBJZQ
n=1 n=1

for i # 7. Consequently,

P <G An> =P (D Bn> :i]P(Bn) = lim 3 P (B,) = lim P(Ay)

n=1

since |JY_, B, = Ay. (7) is an exercise. O
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Definition 1.2.5 [liminf, A,, AND limsup,, A,] Let (2, F) be a measurable
space and A, Ag, ... € F. Then

liminf A,, := [j ﬁ Ap and limsup A, = ﬁ G Ap.
n=1k=n n n=1k=n

The definition above says that w € liminf, A, if and only if all events A,
except a finite number of them, occur, and that w € limsup,, A, if and only
if infinitely many of the events A,, occur.

Definition 1.2.6 [liminf, §, AND limsup, &,] For &, &, ... € R we let

liminf &, :=liminf §, and limsupé&, := limsup &.
n n k>n n N k>n

Remark 1.2.7 (1) The value liminf, &, is the infimum of all ¢ such that
there is a subsequence n; < ng < ng < --- such that lim; &, = c.

(2) The value limsup, &, is the supremum of all ¢ such that there is a
subsequence n; < ng < ng < --- such that lim; §,, = c.

(3) By definition one has that

—o0 < liminf¢, < limsupé, < oo.

(4) For example, taking &, = (—1)", gives

liminf§, = -1 and limsupé, = 1.

Proposition 1.2.8 [LEMMA OF FATOU]| Let (Q, F,P) be a probability space
and Ay, As, ... € F. Then

n n

P (lim inf An> < liminf P (4,) < limsupP (4,) < P (lim sup An> :

The proposition will be deduced from Proposition 3.2.6 below.

Definition 1.2.9 [INDEPENDENCE OF EVENTS] Let (2, F,P) be a proba-
bility space. The events A;, Ay, ... € F are called independent, provided
that for all n and 1 < ky < ky < --- < k,, one has that

P (A, N A, N NAg ) =P (Ag,) P(Ag,) - P (Ayg,) -
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One can easily see that only demanding
P(AiNnAsn---NA,) =P (A)P(Ay)---P(A4,).
would not make much sense: taking A and B with
P(ANB) # P(A)P(B)
and C' = () gives
P(ANnBNC)=P(A)PB)P(C),
which is surely not, what we had in mind.

Definition 1.2.10 [CONDITIONAL PROBABILITY| Let (€2, F,P) be a prob-
ability space, A € F with P(A) > 0. Then

P(BNA)

P(BIA) = —5

for B € F,

is called conditional probability of B given A.

As a first application let us consider the Bayes’ formula. Before we formulate
this formula in Proposition 1.2.12 we consider A, B € F, with 0 < P(B) < 1
and P(A) > 0. Then

A=(ANB)U(ANB°),

where (AN B)N (AN B¢) =, and therefore,

P(A) = P(ANB)+P(ANB°
P(A|B)P(B) + IP(A|B°)P(B°).

This implies

P(BN A) P(A|B)P(B)
PEIA="p = ~ @)
P(A|B)P(B)

P(A|B)P(B) + P(A|B*)P(B°)’

Let us consider an

Example 1.2.11 A laboratory blood test is 95% effective in detecting a
certain disease when it is, in fact, present. However, the test also yields a
"false positive” result for 1% of the healthy persons tested. If 0.5% of the
population actually has the disease, what is the probability a person has the
disease given his test result is positive? We set

B := 7person has the disease”,

A := "the test result is positive”.
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Hence we have

P(A|B) = P(”a positive test result”|”person has the disease”) = 0.95,
P(A|B°) = 0.01,
P(B) = 0.005.

Applying the above formula we get

0.95 x 0.005
P(B|A) = ~ 0.323.
(Bl4) 0.95 x 0.005 4 0.01 x 0.995
That means only 32% of the persons whose test results are positive actually

have the disease.

Proposition 1.2.12 [BAYES’ FORMULA| Assume A,B; € F, with Q =
Uj_, By, with B;N B; = 0 for i # j and P(A) > 0, P(B;) > 0 for
g=1,...,n. Then

P(A|B;)P(B;)
P(B;|A) = S P(A|BL)P(By)’

The proof is an exercise.

Proposition 1.2.13 [LEMMA OF BOREL-CANTELLI] Let (2, F,P) be a
probability space and Ay, As, ... € F. Then one has the following:

(1) If > P(A,) < oo, then P (limsup,_,,, A,) = 0.

(2) If Ay, Ay, ... are assumed to be independent and Y > P(A,) = oo, then
P (limsup,,_,. An) = 1.

Proof. (1) It holds by definition limsup,, . A, =, Ur,, Ak- By

e (mans) - #(A104)

n—oo
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where the last inequality follows from Proposition 1.2.4.
(2) It holds that

(lim sup An) = liminf AY = U ﬂ AL
" " n=1k=n
So, we would need to show that
P (U N A;;) = 0.
n=1k=n

Letting B,, 1= (,—,, A% we get that By C By C B3 C -+, so that

P <G ﬁ A;) = lim P(B,)

n=1k=n

so that it suffices to show that

P(B,) =P (ﬁ Ag) = 0.

Since the independence of A, Ag, ... implies the independence of Af, A5, ...,
we finally get (setting p, := P(A,)) that

') N
P(N4) - mp(N)

N
= N_}C}OI,I}VZTL P (A})
k=n
N
N

where we have used that 1 —x < e for x > 0. O

Although the definition of a measure is not difficult, to prove existence and
uniqueness of measures may sometimes be difficult. The problem lies in the
fact that, in general, the o-algebras are not constructed explicitly, one only
knows its existence. To overcome this difficulty, one usually exploits
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Proposition 1.2.14 [CARATHEODORY’S EXTENSION THEOREM|]
Let €2 be a non-empty set and G be an algebra on 2 such that

F:=0(G).
Assume that Py : G — [0, 1] satisfies:
(1) Po(Q2) = 1.
(2) If A1, As, ... € F, AinA; =0 fori#j,and |2, A; € G, then

P()(DAi) - i Po(A,).

Then there exists a unique probability measure P on F such that
P(A) =Py(A) forall Acg.

Proof. See [3] (Theorem 3.1). O

As an application we construct (more or less without rigorous proof) the

product space
(Ql X QQ,JTl ®f2,]P1 X ]PQ)

of two probability spaces (21, F1,P1) and (Qq, Fa, P2). We do this as follows:
(1) Q x Qy = {(wl,wg) Wy € Ql,WQ S Qg}

(2) Fi ® Fy is the smallest o-algebra on €; x Q5 which contains all sets of
type

Al X Ay = {(wl,WQ) Twy € Al,wg € Ag} with A, € f1,A2 e Fs.

(3) As algebra G we take all sets of type
A= (A} x Aj) U--- U (A} x A})

with A¥ € Fi, A5 € Fy, and (A x AY) N (A] x A]) = 0 for i # j.
Finally, we define u : G — [0, 1] by

(Al x A3) U U (A7 x AD)) i= Y P1(Af)Py(A5).

Definition 1.2.15 [PRODUCT OF PROBABILITY SPACES| The extension of
i to Fi X Fy according to Proposition 1.2.14 is called product measure and
usually denoted by IP; x Py. The probability space (21 X Qq, F1 @ F, P1 X P3)
is called product probability space.
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One can prove that
(FioF) @F=F @ (F,®F;) and (P;®P) ® P3 =P ® (P, ® Py).

Using this approach we define the the Borel o-algebra on R".

Definition 1.2.16 For n € {1,2,...} we let

B(R") = BR)® - ® B(R).

There is a more natural approach to define the Borel o-algebra on R™: it is
the smallest o-algebra which contains all sets which are open which are open
with respect to the euclidean metric in R™. However to be efficient, we have
chosen the above one.

If one is only interested in the uniqueness of measures one can also use the
following approach as a replacement of CARATHEODORY’s extension theo-
rem:

Definition 1.2.17 [7-SYSTEM| A system G of subsets A C 2 is called 7-
system, provided that

ANBeG forall A Beg.

Proposition 1.2.18 Let (£, F) be a measurable space with F = o(G), where
G is a w-system. Assume two probability measures Py and Py on F such that

Pi(A) =Py(A) forall A€g.

Then P1(B) = Py(B) for all B € F.

1.3 Examples of distributions

1.3.1 Binomial distribution with parameter 0 < p < 1
(1) Q:={0,1,...,n}.
(2) F := 2% (system of all subsets of ).

(3) P(B) = pnp(B) == > 1_y ()01 — p)"*6x(B), where  is the Dirac
measure introduced in Definition 1.2.2.

INTERPRETATION: Coin-tossing with one coin, such that one has head with
probability p and tail with probability 1 — p. Then p,,({k}) is equals the
probability, that within n trials one has k-times head.
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1.3.2 Poisson distribution with parameter A > 0
(1) Q:=1{0,1,2,3,...}.
(2) F = 2% (system of all subsets of Q).
(3) P(B) = m(B) = Ypsye 31 0u(B).

The Poisson distribution is used for example to model jump-diffusion pro-
cesses: the probability that one has k jumps between the time-points s and
t with 0 <'s <t < 00, is equal to myq—s)({k}).

1.3.3 Geometric distribution with parameter 0 < p <1
(1) Q:={0,1,2,3,...}.
(2) F := 2% (system of all subsets of Q).
(3) P(B) = pp(B) = 32320(1 — p)*pdy(B).

INTERPRETATION: The probability that an electric light bulb breaks down
is p € (0,1). The bulb does not have a "memory”, that means the break
down is independent of the time the bulb is already switched on. So, we
get the following model: at day 0 the probability of breaking down is p. If
the bulb survives day 0, it breaks down again with probability p at the first
day so that the total probability of a break down at day 1 is (1 — p)p. If we
continue in this way we get that breaking down at day k has the probability

(1—p)*p.
1.3.4 Lebesgue measure and uniform distribution

Using CARATHEODORY'’S extension theorem, we shall construct the Lebesgue
measure on compact intervals [a, b] and on R. For this purpose we let

(1) Q:=[a,b], —c0<a<b< oo,
(2) F =B([a,b]) :={B=ANJa,b]: AeBR)}.

(3) As generating algebra G for B([a,b]) we take the system of subsets
A C [a,b] such that A can be written as

A= (al,bl] U (az,bg] U---u (Cln, bn]

or

A: {CL}U(CLl,bl]U(ClQ,bQ] UU(CLn,bn]
where a < a; < by <---<a, <b, <b. For such a set A we let

Ao (U(ai,bi}> = (b —a).

i=1
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Definition 1.3.1 [LEBESGUE MEASURE| The unique extension of )y to
B([a,b]) according to Proposition 1.2.14 is called Lebesgue measure and
denoted by A.

We also write A(B) = [, dA(x). Letting

P(B) := bia)\(B) for B € B([a,b]),

we obtain the uniform distribution on [a,b]. Moreover, the Lebesgue
measure can be uniquely extended to a o-finite measure A on B(R) such that
A(a,b]) =b—afor all —oo <a <b < oo.

1.3.5 Gaussian distribution on R with mean m € R and
variance o2 > 0

(1) Q:=R.
(2) F := B(R) Borel o-algebra.

(3) We take the algebra G considered in Example 1.1.3 and define

n b
| (@=m)?
Py(A) := g / e 22 dx
0( ) —~ /., /D02

for A := (a1, b1]U(ag, be]U- - -U(ay, b,] where we consider the RIEMANN-
integral on the right-hand side. One can show (we do not do this here,
but compare with Proposition 3.5.8 below) that P satisfies the assump-
tions of Proposition 1.2.14, so that we can extend Py to a probability
measure N, ,2 on B(R).

The measure N,, 2 is called Gaussian distribution (normal distribu-
tion) with mean m and variance o2. Given A € B(R) we write

1 (z—m)?
N o2 (A :/ mo2(x)dr  with  p,, s2(r) (= ——=e 202
02(A) R (2) Pm.o2(7) Noro

The function p,, ,2(x) is called Gaussian density.

1.3.6 Exponential distribution on R with parameter
A>0

(1) Q:=R.

(2) F := B(R) Borel o-algebra.
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(3) For A and G as in Subsection 1.3.5 we define

n by
Po(A) := Z/ pa(@)dr  with  py(2) = T o0y (2)Ae™ N
i=1 V%

Again, Py satisfies the assumptions of Proposition 1.2.14, so that we
can extend Py to the exponential distribution ) with parameter A
and density py(z) on B(R).

Given A € B(R) we write

,uA(A):/Ap,\(x)dx.

The exponential distribution can be considered as a continuous time version
of the geometric distribution. In particular, we see that the distribution does
not have a memory in the sense that for a,b > 0 we have

IMA([Q + b, OO)HCL, OO)) - /~L>\([b7 OO)),

where we have on the left-hand side the conditional probability. In words: the
probability of a realization larger or equal to a 4+ b under the condition that
one has already a value larger or equal a is the same as having a realization
larger or equal b. Indeed, it holds

pa([a + b, 00) N [a, 0))

1x([a, 00))
/\ faojb G_Axd‘r
A faoo e~ dy
e—/\(a-‘rb)

pa([a +b,00)l[a, 00)) =

ef)\a

= a([b, 00)).

Example 1.3.2 Suppose that the amount of time one spends in a post office

is exponential distributed with \ = 1—10.

(a) What is the probability, that a customer will spend more than 15 min-
utes?

(b) What is the probability, that a customer will spend more than 15 min-
utes in the post office, given that she or he is already there for at least
10 minutes?

The answer for (a) is px([15,00)) = e 10 ~ 0.220. For (b) we get
112 ([15, 00)[[10, 00)) = pa([B, 00)) = e 516 & 0.604.
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1.3.7 Poisson’s Theorem

For large n and small p the Poisson distribution provides a good approxima-
tion for the binomial distribution.

Proposition 1.3.3 [Po1ssoN’s THEOREM| Let A > 0, p, € (0,1), n =
1,2, ..., and assume that np, — X asn — oo. Then, for all k =0,1,...,

tnp, ({k}) = m({k}), n— oc.

Proof. Fix an integer k > 0. Then

g ({R}) = <Z) pE(1 = p)rF

_ n(n_l)”]'{!(n_kle)pﬁ(l—pn
_ %n(n—l)..ﬁén—k—i—l) (npa)* (1= po)™*.

)n—k

W = 1. So we have

= e . By np, — X we get that there exist

Of course, lim,,_(np,)* = A\* and lim,,
to show that lim,, (1 — p,)" 7"
€, such that

np, = A+ ¢, with lim ¢, = 0.

n—oo

Choose g9 > 0 and ng > 1 such that |e,| < g for all n > ng. Then

n—k n—k n—k
(1_/\+50> S(l_)\+5n) S(l_)\—eo) .
n n n

Using I’'Hospital’s rule we get

n—k
limln(l—/\+50> = lim(n—k)ln(l—/\+60>

n—00 n n—00 n
In (1 — 27%)

= lim

n—oo 1/(n —k)
(1 _ M)‘l Mzo

— l‘ n n
noo —1/(n— k)?

= —<)\ + 80).

Hence
)\ n—k n—k
e~ (A+e0) — im (1 — +€O> < lim (1 — A +8n) .
n—oo n n—oo n

In the same way we get

n—k
lim (1 — At 5”) < e~ (A—e0),

n—00 n
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Finally, since we can choose ¢ > 0 arbitrarily small

hY . n—k
lim (1 — p,)" % = lim (1 _Ate ) =

n—oo n—oo n

1.4 A set which is not a Borel set

In this section we shall construct a set which is a subset of (0, 1] but not an
element of

B((0,1]) :=={B=An(0,1]: Ae B(R)}.
Before we start we need
Definition 1.4.1 [A\-SYSTEM]| A class £ is a A-system if
(1) Qe L,
(2) A,Be Land AC Bimply B\A € L,
(3) A, Ay,---€Land A, C Ay, n=1,2,... imply U~ , A, € L.

Proposition 1.4.2 [7-A-THEOREM| If P is a w-system and L is a \-
system, then P C L implies o(P) C L.

Definition 1.4.3 [EQUIVALENCE RELATION]| An relation ~ on a set X is
called equivalence relation if and only if

(1) z ~ x for all z € X (reflexivity),
(2) x ~y implies z ~ y for x,y € X (symmetry),

(3) x ~yand y ~ z imply = ~ z for x,y, z € X (transitivity).

Given z,y € (0,1] and A C (0, 1], we also need the addition modulo one

Jx+y if z +y € (0,1]
x@y.—{ x+y—1 otherwise
and
Aoz :={a®x: ac A}l
Now define

L :={A e B((0,1]) such that
A®z e B((0,1]) and A(A @ x) = A(A) for all z € (0, 1]}.
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Lemma 1.4.4 L is a A-system.

Proof. The property (1) is clear since 2 @ x = 2. To check (2) let A,B € L
and A C B, so that

MA@ z)=AA) and MNB®z)=\DB).

We have to show that B\ A € L. By the definition of @ it is easy to see that
AC Bimpliess A®x C B® x and

(Boz)\(A®z)=(B\A) @z,

and therefore, (B \ A) @ x € B((0,1]). Since A is a probability measure it
follows

AMB\A) = AB)—\A)

and B\A € L. Property (3) is left as an exercise. O

Finally, we need the axiom of choice.

Proposition 1.4.5 [AXIOM OF CHOICE| Let I be a set and (My)aer be a
system of non-empty sets M,. Then there is a function ¢ on I such that

p:ra—mg € M,.

In other words, one can form a set by choosing of each set M, a representative
M-

Proposition 1.4.6 There ezists a subset H C (0, 1] which does not belong
to B((0,1]).
Proof. If (a,b] C [0, 1], then (a,b] € L. Since

P:={(a,b]:0<a<b< 1}

is a m-system which generates B((0,1]) it follows by the m-A-Theorem 1.4.2
that
B((0,1]) C L.

Let us define the equivalence relation
r~y ifandonlyif z&r=y for some rational r € (0,1].

Let H C (0, 1] be consisting of exactly one representative point from each
equivalence class (such set exists under the assumption of the axiom of
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choice). Then H & r and H @ ry are disjoint for r; # ry: if they were
not disjoint, then there would exist hy @1 € (H @ 1) and ho@re € (H Bra)
with hqy @ ry = hy @ re. But this implies h; ~ hy and hence hy = hy and
r1 = r9. So it follows that (0, 1] is the countable union of disjoint sets

(0,1] = U (Haer).

re(0,1] rational

If we assume that H € B((0,1]) then

A((0,1]) = A U @Hen|= >  AHen.

re(0,1] rational re(0,1] rational

By B((0,1])) C £ we have A(H @ r) = A(H) = a > 0 for all rational numbers
r € (0,1]. Consequently,

1=X((0,1)) = > MH®r)=a+a+...
re(0,1] rational

So, the right hand side can either be 0 (if a = 0) or oo (if @ > 0). This leads
to a contradiction, so H & B((0,1]). O
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Chapter 2

Random variables

Given a probability space (€2, F,P), in many stochastic models one considers
functions f : @ — R, which describe certain random phenomena, and is
interested in the computation of expressions like

P{wef: f(w) € (a,b)}), where a <b.
This yields us to the condition
{weQ: flw) e(a,b)} eF

and hence to random variables we introduce now.

2.1 Random variables

We start with the most simple random variables.

Definition 2.1.1 [(MEASURABLE) STEP-FUNCTION| Let (€, F) be a mea-
surable space. A function f : 2 — R is called measurable step-function
or step-function, provided that there are aq,...,,, € R and A4,..., A, € F
such that f can be written as

F@) = D ailla (o),

where

I[Ai(w)::{o Cwd A

Some particular examples for step-functions are

Taup = Ta+1p—T4qp5.

29



30 CHAPTER 2. RANDOM VARIABLES

The definition above concerns only functions which take finitely many values,
which will be too restrictive in future. So we wish to extend this definition.

Definition 2.1.2 [RANDOM VARIABLES] Let (€2, F) be a measurable space.
A map f: Q@ — R is called random variable provided that there is a
sequence (f,)>, of measurable step-functions f,, :  — R such that

fw)=lim f,(w) forall weQ.

Does our definition give what we would like to have? Yes, as we see from

Proposition 2.1.3 Let (2, F) be a measurable space and let f : Q — R be
a function. Then the following conditions are equivalent:

(1) f is a random variable.
(2) For all —o0o < a < b < oo one has that

(@, b)) ={weQ:a< flw) <b} € F.

Proof. (1) = (2) Assume that
flw) = lim f,(w)

n—oo

where f, : 2 — R are measurable step-functions. For a measurable step-
function one has that

[t ((a,0) € F
so that

@) = {we:a<ing@ <t}

S QU e h s L er

m=1 N=1n=N
(2) = (1) First we observe that we also have that

f(a,b) = {weQ:a< f(w) <b}

o0

- m{wEQ:a—%<f(w)<b}€.7:

m=1
so that we can use the step-functions

an—1
k

fule) = Y el ey @)

fe=—A4n

g

Sometimes the following proposition is useful which is closely connected to
Proposition 2.1.3.
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Proposition 2.1.4 Assume a measurable space (2, F) and a sequence of
random variables f, : @ — R such that f(w) = lim, f,(w) ezists for all
we Q. Then f:Q — R is a random variable.

The proof is an exercise.

Proposition 2.1.5 [PROPERTIES OF RANDOM VARIABLES| Let (§2, F) be a
measurable space and f,q : Q@ — R random variables and o, 3 € R. Then
the following is true:

(1) (af + Bg)(w) = af(w)+ Bg(w) is a random variable.

(2) (f9)(w) := f(w)g(w) is a random-variable.

(3) If g(w) # 0 for allw € ), then <§> (W) := L s 4 random variable.

g(w)

(4) |f| is a random variable.

Proof. (2) We find measurable step-functions f,,, g, : € — R such that

fw)=lim f,(w) and g(w)= lim g,(w).

n—oo n—oo

Hence

(fg9)(w) = lim f,(w)gn(w).

Finally, we remark, that f,(w)g,(w) is a measurable step-function. In fact,
assuming that

fn(w) = Zai]IAi(w) and gn(w) = Zﬁj]IBj (w)’

yields

k l k l

(fagn)(w) = Z Z a; 314, (w) g, (w) = Z Z ;31 a,np; (w)

i=1 j=1 i=1 j=1

and we again obtain a step-function, since 4; N B; € F. Items (1), (3), and
(4) are an exercise. d

2.2 Measurable maps

Now we extend the notion of random variables to the notion of measurable
maps, which is necessary in many considerations and even more natural.
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Definition 2.2.1 [MEASURABLE MAP]| Let (2, F) and (M, X) be measurable
spaces. A map f: Q — M is called (F, ¥)-measurable, provided that

FUB) ={weQ: fwyeBYeF forall Bex.

The connection to the random variables is given by

Proposition 2.2.2 Let (2, F) be a measurable space and f : Q2 — R. Then
the following assertions are equivalent:

(1) The map f is a random variable.

(2) The map f is (F,B(R))-measurable.

For the proof we need

Lemma 2.2.3 Let (2, F) and (M,3) be measurable spaces and let f : Q) —
M. Assume that Yo C X is a system of subsets such that o(Xo) = X. If

fY(B)eF foral BEeEY,,

then
fY(B)yeF forall BeX.

Proof. Define
A:={BCM:f(B)eF}.

Obviously, ¥y € A. We show that A is a o—algebra.
(1) f~Y(M) = Q € F implies that M € A.
(2) If B € A, then

7B = {w: f(w) € B}

= {w:flw) ¢ B}
O\ {w: f(w) € B)
= fY(B)eF

(3) If Bl,BQ, RS A, then

1 (U Bi> = Uf‘l(Bi) €F.

By definition of ¥ = o(3y) this implies that ¥ C A, which implies our
lemma. U

Proof of Proposition 2.2.2. (2) = (1) follows from (a,b) € B(R) for a < b
which implies that f~*((a, b)) € F.

(1) = (2) is a consequence of Lemma 2.2.3 since B(R) = o((a,b) : —c0 <
a<b<oo). O
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Example 2.2.4 If f : R — R is continuous, then f is (B(R),B(R))-
measurable.

Proof. Since f is continuous we know that f~1((a,b)) is open for all —oco <
a < b < oo, so that f~*((a,b)) € B(R). Since the open intervals generate
B(R) we can apply Lemma 2.2.3. O

Now we state some general properties of measurable maps.

Proposition 2.2.5 Let (Qq,F1), (Q2,F2), (23, F3) be measurable spaces.
Assume that f : Qy — Qo is (Fi, Fy)-measurable and that g : Qy — Qg is
(Fa, F3)-measurable. Then the following is satisfied:

(1) go f:Qy — Qg defined by
(g0 f)wr) = g(f(w1))

is (F1, Fs)-measurable.

(2) Assume that P is a probability measure on Fy and define

ILL(BQ) =P ({wl € Ql . f(wl) € BQ}) .

Then p is a probability measure on Fs.

The proof is an exercise.

Example 2.2.6 We want to simulate the flipping of an (unfair) coin by the
random number generator: the random number generator of the computer
gives us a number which has (a discrete) uniform distribution on [0, 1]. So
we take the probability space ([0, 1], B([0,1]), A) and define for p € (0,1) the
random variable

f(w) = Mg ) (w).
Then it holds

p({1}) = Pwr € Q: flw) =1) = A([0,p)) = p,
p({0}) = Plwre: flwr) =0) = A(p, 1)) =1 -p.

Assume the random number generator gives out the number z. If we would
write a program such that ”output” = "heads” in case x € [0, p) and ”output”
= "tails” in case x € [p, 1], ”output” would simulate the flipping of an (unfair)
coin, or in other words, "output” has binomial distribution i .

Definition 2.2.7 [LAW OF A RANDOM VARIABLE| Let (Q2, F,P) be a prob-
ability space and f : {2 — R be a random variable. Then

Ps(B)=P(weQ: f(w) € B)

is called the law of the random variable f.
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The law of a random variable is completely characterized by its distribution
function, we introduce now.

Definition 2.2.8 [DISTRIBUTION-FUNCTION| Given a random variable f :
2 — R on a probability space (2, F,P), the function

Fi(z) =Plwe: flw) <x)

is called distribution function of f.

Proposition 2.2.9 [PROPERTIES OF DISTRIBUTION-FUNCTIONS]
The distribution-function Fy : R — [0,1] is a right-continuous non-
decreasing function such that

lim F(z)=0 and lim F(z)=1

r——00 r—00

Proof. (i) F is non-decreasing: given z; < x5 one has that
fweQ: flw) <z} C{weQ: f(w) <o}
and
Fle) = Pw € Q: f(w) <m}) < P({w € Q: f(w) < 22)) = Fzs)
(ii) F is right-continuous: let x € R and z,, | . Then

Flz) = PHwe: f(w) <z})

= P(ﬁ{wEQ:f(w)Sl‘n}>

n=1

= lmP ({w € Q: f(w) < zu})
= li7£r1F(xn).

(iii) The properties lim,_._, F'(z) = 0 and lim,_,, F'(z) = 1 are an exercise.
O

Proposition 2.2.10 Assume that py and ps are probability measures on
B(R) and F, and Fy are the corresponding distribution functions. Then the
following assertions are equivalent:

(1) p1 = pa.
(2) Fi(z) = p((—o0,7]) = pa((—o0,z]) = Fa(x) for all z € R.
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Proof. (1) = (2) is of course trivial. We consider (2) = (1): For sets of type
A= (a1, 0] U~ U (ap, by,

where the intervals are disjoint, one can show that

n n

S (Fi(by) = (Fila) = pa(A) = pa(A) = Y (Fa(bi) — (Faa:)).

=1 =1

Now one can apply Carathéodory’s extension theorem. O

Summary: Let (2, F) be a measurable space and f : Q@ — R be a function.
Then the following relations hold true:

Y A) e F forall Aeg
where G is one of the systems given in Proposition 1.1.7 or
any other system such that o(G) = B(R).

ﬂ Lemma 2.2.3

[ is measurable: f~'(A) € F for all A € B(R)

]IProposition 2.2.2

There exist measurable step functions (f,,)° i.e.
fn = 2\21 ag Wap
with a} € R and A} € F such that
frolw) = f(w) for all w € 2 as n — oc.

2.3 Independence

Let us first start with the notion of a family of independent random variables.

Definition 2.3.1 [INDEPENDENCE OF A FAMILY OF RANDOM VARIABLES)]
Let (Q2, F,P) be a probability space and f; : @ — R, i € I, be random vari-
ables where I is a non-empty index-set. The family (f;);c; is called indepen-
dent provided that for all iy, ...,7, € I, n=1,2, ..., and all By, ..., B, € B(R)
one has that

P (fi € By, .s fi, € Ba) =P (fi, € B1) - P (fi, € Bn).
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In case, we have a finite index set I, that means for example I = {1,...,n},
then the definition above is equivalent to

Definition 2.3.2 [INDEPENDENCE OF A FINITE FAMILY OF RANDOM VARI-
ABLES] Let (2, F,P) be a probability space and f; : Q@ — R, i =1,...,n,
random variables. The random variables fi,...,n are called independent
provided that for all By, ..., B, € B(R) one has that

P(fi € Bi,.... fa € By) =P (f1 € B1)---P(fa € Bn).

We already defined in Definition 1.2.9 what does it mean that a sequence of
events is independent. Now we rephrase this definition for arbitrary families.

Definition 2.3.3 [INDEPENDENCE OF A FAMILY OF EVENTS]| Let (Q, F,P)
be a probability space and I be a non-empty index-set. A family (A;)er,
A; € F,is called independent provided that for all iy, ...,7, € I,n=1,2, ...,
one has that

P (A, N NA)=P(A,) - P(A).

The connection between the definitions above is obvious:

Proposition 2.3.4 Let (2, F,P) be a probability space and f; : Q@ — R,
1 € I, be random wvariables where I is a non-empty index-set. Then the
following assertions are equivalent.

(1) The family (f;)icr is independent.

(2) For all families (B;)icr of Borel sets B; € B(R) one has that the events
({w e Q: fi(w) € Bi})ier are independent.

Sometimes we need to group independent random variables. In this respect
the following proposition turns out to be useful. For the following we say
that ¢ : R" — R is BOREL-measurable provided that ¢ is (B(R"), B(R))-
measurable.

Proposition 2.3.5 [GROUPING OF INDEPENDENT RANDOM VARIABLES]
Let fr, : Q@ — R, k = 1,2,3,... be independent random wvariables. As-
sume Borel functions g; : R" — R fori = 1,2,... and n; € {1,2,...}.
Then the random variables g1(f1(w), ., frn, (W)), 92(fryt1 (W) oovy fryin, (W)),
93(fryanas1 (W), ooy fryangins (W), ... are independent.

The proof is an exercise.
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Proposition 2.3.6 [INDEPENDENCE AND PRODUCT OF LAWS| Assume that
(Q, F,P) is a probability space and that f,g : Q — R are random variables
with laws Py and P, and distribution-functions Fy and Fy, respectively. Then
the following assertions are equivalent:

(1) f and g are independent.
(2) P((f,g) € B) = (P; x P,)(B) for all B € B(R?).

(3) P(f <z,9<y)=Ff(x)F(y) for all z,y € R.
The proof is an exercise.

Remark 2.3.7 Assume that there are Riemann-integrable functions py, p, :
R — [0, 00) such that

AW@M=Am®M=L

Ff(x):/m ps(y)dy, and Fg(w)z/ Py(y)dy

—0o0 —00

for all x € R (one says that the distribution-functions F; and Fj are abso-
lutely continuous with densities py and pg, respectively). Then the indepen-
dence of f and ¢ is also equivalent to

P@m@wwz/m/wpﬂw%wuww@»

In other words: the distribution-function of the random wvector (f,g) has a
density which is the product of the densities of f and g.

Often one needs the existence of sequences of independent random variables
fi, fo, -+ © — R having a certain distribution. How to construct such
sequences? First we let

Q=R = {z = (z1,2,...) : 7, € R}.
Then we define the projections II, : RN — R given by
I,(z) := x,,

that means II,, filters out the n-th coordinate. Now we take the smallest
o-algebra such that all these projections are random variables, that means
we take

B(RY) =0 (II,"(B) :n=1,2,.., B € B(R)),

n
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see Proposition 1.1.5. Finally, let P1, Py, ... be a sequence of measures on
B(R). Using CARATHEODORY’s extension theorem (Proposition 1.2.14) we
find an unique probability measure P on B(RY) such that

]P(Bl XBQ Xoee XBn XRXR)IPl(Bl)IPn(Bn)
foralln =1,2,... and By, ..., B, € B(R), where

BixByx -+ x B, xRxR---:={2€R" 21 € By,...,x, € B} .

Proposition 2.3.8 [REALIZATION OF INDEPENDENT RANDOM VARIAB-
LES] Let (RN, B(RY),P) and 7, : Q — R be defined as above. Then (I1,,)

n=1
15 a sequence of independent random variables such that the law of 11, is P,
that means

P(r, € B) = P,(B)
for all B € B(R).

Proof. Take Borel sets By, ..., B, € B(R). Then

P{w: I (w) € By, ..., (w) € B,})
P(Byx By x -+ X Byx Rx Rx ")
P1(B1)---1Pn(Bn)

= HlP(le~--><]R><Bk><1R><-~)
k=1

= [[P({w: M(w) € Bi}).
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Integration

Given a probability space (2, F,P) and a random variable f : Q@ — R, we
define the expectation or integral

Ef = /Q fdP = /Q F(w)dP(w)

and investigate its basic properties.

3.1 Definition of the expected value
The definition of the integral is done within three steps.

Definition 3.1.1 [STEP ONE, f IS A STEP-FUNCTION] Given a probability
space (€2, F,P) and an F-measurable g : 2 — R with representation

g = Z a; iy,
i=1

where o; € R and A; € F, we let

Eg = /di]P = /Qg(w)d]P(w) = iai]P(Ai).

We have to check that the definition is correct, since it might be that different
representations give different expected values Eg. However, this is not the
case as shown by

Lemma 3.1.2 Assuming measurable step-functions

g= ZOQ‘]IAi = ZﬁjﬂBj,
i=1 Jj=1

one has that Y"1 o;IP(A;) =" B;P(B;).

39
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Proof. By subtracting in both equations the right-hand side from the left-
hand one we only need to show that

D ailly, =0
i=1
implies that
i=1

By taking all possible intersections of the sets A; and by adding appropriate
complements we find a system of sets (', ...,Cy € F such that

(a) C;NC,=01if j # F,

(b) Ui G =4,

(c) for all A; there is a set [; C {1,..., N} such that 4; = ;. C;.
Now we get that

n n N N
0= Zai]IAi = Zz&iﬂcj = Z (Z Oé,i) ]ch = Z’}/jﬂcj
i=1 Jj=1

i=1 jel; j=1 \ijel;

so that ; = 0 if C; # 0. From this we get that

> o) - XY ar(@) -3 (X o) p6) - 3w 0.

i=1 jeI; j=1 \ijel;

g

Proposition 3.1.3 Let (2, F,P) be a probability space and f,g:Q — R be
measurable step-functions. Given a, 3 € R one has that

E(af + 8g) = aEf + BEg.

Proof. The proof follows immediately from Lemma 3.1.2 and the definition
of the expected value of a step-function since, for

f=Y ol and 9= 4,
i=1 j=1
one has that . .
af + g = OZZOQ]IAi + 525;‘I[Bj
i=1 j=1
and

E(af +8g9) = a ) aP(A)+ 8 BP(B;) = aEf + SEg.
i=1 j=1
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Definition 3.1.4 [STEP TWO, f IS NON-NEGATIVE| Given a probability
space (£2, F,P) and a random variable f : Q@ — R with f(w) > 0 for all
w € Q. Then

Ef = [ fap = [ f)ap

:=sup{Eg:0 < g(w) < f(w), g is a measurable step-function} .
Note that in this definition the case Ef = oo is allowed. In the last step we

define the expectation for a general random variable.

Definition 3.1.5 [STEP THREE, f IS GENERAL| Let (2, F,IP) be a proba-
bility space and f : {2 — R be a random variable. Let

[T (w) :==max {f(w),0} and [ (w):=max{—f(w),0}.

(1) T Eff < oo or EfT < oo, then we say that the expected value of f
exists and set
Ef =Eft —Ef~ € [~o0, 0.

(2) The random variable f is called integrable provided that

Eff <oco and Ef” < oc.

(3) If f is integrable and A € F, then
[ 1ap = [ jap) = [ remawap),

The expression Ef is called expectation or expected value of the random
variable f.

For the above definition note that f(w) >0, f~(w) > 0, and
flw)=fTw) = f(w).

Remark 3.1.6 In case, we integrate functions with respect to the Lebesgue
measure introduced in Section 1.3.4, the expected value is called Lebesgue
integral and the integrable random variables are called Lebesgue inte-
grable functions.

Besides the expected value, the variance is often of interest.

Definition 3.1.7 [VARIANCE] Let (2, F,P) be a probability space and f :
Q2 — R be a random variable. Then % = E[f — Ef]? is called variance.
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A simple example for the expectation is the expected value while rolling a
die:

Example 3.1.8 Assume that Q :={1,2,...,6}, F := 2% and P({k}) := 2,
which models rolling a die. If we define f(k) =k, i.e.

6

(k) = illy (k)

i=1

then f is a measurable step-function and it follows that

6
Ef =Y iP({i}) = 1+2+6"'+6 = 3.5.

i=1

3.2 Basic properties of the expected value

We say that a property P(w), depending on w, holds P-almost surely or
almost surely (a.s.) if

{w € Q:P(w) holds}

belongs to F and is of measure one. Let us start with some first properties
of the expected value.

Proposition 3.2.1 Assume a probability space (Q, F,P) and random vari-
ables f,g: Q) — R.

(1) If 0 < f(w) < g(w), then 0 < Ef < Eg.

(2) The random variable f is integrable if and only if |f| is integrable. In
this case one has

Ef| <E[f].
(3) If f=0 a.s., then Ef = 0.
4) If f >0 as and Ef =0, then f =0 a.s.
(5) If f =g a.s. and Ef exists, then Eg exists and Ef = Eg.

Proof. (1) follows directly from the definition. Property (2) can be seen
as follows: by definition, the random variable f is integrable if and only if
Eft <ooand Ef~ < co. Since

{weQ: ffw) #0}N{weQ: fr(w)#£0} =0

and since both sets are measurable, it follows that |f| = f*+ f~ is integrable
if and only if f* and f~ are integrable and that

Efl=[Eff —Ef | <Eff+Ef =E|f].
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(3) If f =0 as., then f* =0 a.s. and f~ = 0 a.s., so that we can restrict
ourself to the case f(w) > 0. If g is a measurable step-function with g =
Yoo arlla,, g(w) >0, and g = 0 a.s., then a;, # 0 implies P(A;) = 0. Hence

Ef =sup{Eg:0 < g < f,g is a measurable step-function} = 0
since 0 < g < f implies g = 0 a.s. Properties (4) and (5) are exercises. [
The next lemma is useful later on. In this lemma we use, as an approximation

for f, a staircase-function. This idea was already exploited in the proof of
Proposition 2.1.3.

Lemma 3.2.2 Let (2, F,P) be a probability space and f : Q — R be a
random variable.

(1) Then there ezists a sequence of measurable step-functions f, : Q@ — R
such that, for alln =1,2,... and for all w € €,

[fa@)] < [fon(@)] < [f@)] and  flw) = lim fo(w).

If f(w) > 0 for all w € Q, then one can arrange f,(w) > 0 for all
w e Q.

(2) If f >0 and if (f,)2, is a sequence of measurable step-functions with
0< fulw) 1 f(w) for allw €  as n — oo, then

Ef = lim Ef,.

Proof. (1) It is easy to verify that the staircase-functions

4n_1
k
R = 3 giligzrenn )
fulfill all the conditions.
(2) Letting
-1y
falw) = kZ on L <ratpty (@)
=0

we get 0 < fo(w) T f(w) for all w € Q. On the other hand, by the definition
of the expectation there exits a sequence 0 < g,(w) < f(w) of measurable
step-functions such that [Eg, T Ef. Hence

h, = max{fg,gl, - ,gn}
is a measurable step-function with 0 < g,(w) < h,(w) T f(w),

Eg, < Eh, <Ef, and lim Eg, = lim Eh, =Ef.
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Consider
dk,n = fk A hn

Clearly, dy» T fr as n — oo and di,, T hy, as k — 00. Let
2. 1= arctan Edy, ,

so that 0 < z;,, < 1. Since (2x,)52; is increasing for fixed n and (zj )5, is
increasing for fixed k one quickly checks that

limlim 2z, = limlim 2 ,,.
k n ’ n k ’

Hence
Ef = lim Eh, = lim liin Edg, = liin lim Edy,, = Ef,

where we have used the following fact: if 0 < ¢, (w) T p(w) for step-functions
v, and ¢, then
lim Ep, = Ep.

To check this, it is sufficient to assume that ¢(w) = L4(w) for some A € F.
Let € € (0,1) and

Bl i ={weA:1—c<p,(w)}.

Then
(1 —e)lpp(w) < pulw) < Ly(w).

Since B? C B! and |J2, B* = A we get, by the monotonicity of the
measure, that lim, P(B) = P(A) so that

(1 —-¢)P(A) <limEyp,.
Since this is true for all € > 0 we get
Ep = P(A4) < limEp, < Ey

and are done. O

Now we continue with same basic properties of the expectation.

Proposition 3.2.3 [PROPERTIES OF THE EXPECTATION] Let (2, F,P) be
a probability space and f,g : 2 — R be random variables such that EEf and
Eg exist.

(1) FEf*+Eg" < oo or Ef~ + Eg~ < oo, then E(f + g)T < oo or
E(f+9)” <ooand E(f +g) = Ef + Eg.

(2) If c € R, then E(cf) exists and E(cf) = cEf.
(3) If f < g, then Ef < Eg.
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(4) If f and g are integrable and a,b € R, then af + bg is integrable and
aEf +bEg = E(af + bg).

Proof. (1) We only consider the case that Ef" 4+ Egt < oo. Because of
(f+9)" < fT+ g" one gets that E(f 4+ g)* < oo. Moreover, one quickly
checks that

(f+9) +f+g =T+ +(f+9)

so that Ef~ + Eg- = oo if and only if E(f + ¢g)- = oo if and only if
Ef + Eg = E(f +g) = —oco. Assuming that Ef~ 4+ Eg~ < oo gives that
E(f+g9)” <ooand

E(f+g) " +Ef +Eg =Eft+Eg" +E(f+g9)” (3.1)

which implies that E(f + g) = Ef + Eg. In order to prove Formula (3.1) we
assume random variables ¢, 1 : 2 — R such that ¢ > 0 and ¢ > 0. We find
measurable step functions (¢,)2; and (¢,)%; with

0<pn(w)Tew) and 0<¢Pn(w) T Y(w)

for all w € Q. Lemma 3.2.2, Proposition 3.1.3, and ¢, (w) + ¥, (w) T ¢(w) +
(w) give that

Ep + B¢ = lim Ep, + lim Ex, = im E(p,, + ¢,) = E(p + ).

(2) is an exercise.

(3) H Ef~ = oo or Eg™ = 0o, then Ef = —o0 or Eg = 0o so that nothing
is to prove. Hence assume that Ef~ < oo and Egt < co. The inequality
f<ggives0 < ft <gtand 0 < g < f sothat f and g are integrable
and

Ef=Eff —Ef <Eg"—-E¢ = Eg.
(4) Since (af +bg)" < [al|f] + [bllg| and (af + bg)~ < |a|[f] + [b]|g| we get

that af + bg is integrable. The equality for the expected values follows from
(1) and (2). O

Proposition 3.2.4 [MONOTONE CONVERGENCE| Let (2, F,P) be a prob-
ability space and f, f1, fa,... : @ — R be random variables.
(1) If0 < fu(w) T f(w) a.s., then lim, Ef, = Ef.

(2) If 0 > fo(w) | f(w) a.s., then lim, Ef, = Ef.

Proof. (a) First suppose

0< fulw) T flw) forall we.
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For each f,, take a sequence of step functions (f,, x)r>1 such that 0 < f,, x T fi,
as k — o0o. Setting

hy == max fux
1<k<N
1<n<N
we get hy_1 < hy < maxj<p<y fn = fn. Define h := limy_ hy. For
1 <n < N it holds that
fan < hy < fn,
fo < b <

and therefore
f=Ilm f, <h < f

Since hy is a step function for each N and hy T f we have by Lemma 3.2.2
that limy_.. Ehy = Ef and therefore, since hy < fy,

Ef < ]\}lil})o Efn.
On the other hand, f, < f,41 < f implies Ef,, < Ef and hence
(b) Now let 0 < f,(w) T f(w) a.s. By definition, this means that
0< fulw) T flw) forall weO\A,
where P(A) = 0. Hence 0 < f,(w)Tac(w) T f(w)Tge(w) for all w and step
(a) implies that

Since f,ll4c = f, as. and flse = f a.s. we get E(f,14) = Ef, and
E(fTl4) = Ef by Proposition 3.2.1 (5).

(c) Assertion (2) follows from (1) since 0 > f,, | f implies 0 < —f, T —f. O

Corollary 3.2.5 Let (2, F,P) be a probability space and g, f, f1, fo,... :  —
R be random wvariables, where g is integrable. If

(1> g(w) < fn(w) T f(w) a.s. or
(2) g(w) > fu(w) | f(w) as.,

then lim,, . Ef, =Ef.
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Proof. We only consider (1). Let h, := f, —g and h := f — g. Then
0 <h,(w) T h(w) as.
Proposition 3.2.4 implies that lim, [Eh,, = [Eh. Since f, and f~ are inte-

grable Proposition 3.2.3 (1) implies that Eh,, = Ef,, —Eg and Eh = Ef —Eg
so that we are done. (|

Proposition 3.2.6 [LEMMA OF FATOU]| Let (Q, F,IP) be a probability space
and g, f1, fa, ... : @ — R be random variables with |f,(w)| < g(w) a.s. As-
sume that g is integrable. Then limsup f,, and liminf f,, are integrable and
one has that

Eliminf f, < liminf Ef, < limsupEf, < Elimsup f,.

n—oo n—oo n—oo n—o0

Proof. We only prove the first inequality. The second one follows from the
definition of limsup and liminf, the third one can be proved like the first
one. So we let

Zy = inf f,

n>k
so that Z; T liminf, f, and, a.s.,
|Zk| < g and [liminf f,| < g.

Applying monotone convergence in the form of Corollary 3.2.5 gives that
o _ _ . <1 . RTI '
E hmn inf f,, hin EZ, hlgn (]E 711r21£ fn) < hlgn ( 711121% E fn) hmnmf Ef,

g

Proposition 3.2.7 [LEBESGUE’S THEOREM, DOMINATED CONVERGENCE]
Let (2, F,P) be a probability space and g, f, f1, fa,... : @ — R be random
variables with |f,(w)] < g(w) a.s. Assume that g is integrable and that
f(w) =1lim, . fu(w) a.s. Then f is integrable and one has that

Ef = limEf,.

Proof. Applying Fatou’s Lemma gives
Ef = Eliminf f, < liminfEf, < limsupEf, < Elimsup f, = Ef.

n—00 n—00 n—00

UFinally, we state a useful formula for independent random variable.

Proposition 3.2.8 If f and g are independent and E|f| < co and Elg| <
00, then E|fg| < oo and

Efg = EfEf.

The proof is an exercise.
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3.3 Connections to the Riemann-integral

In two typical situations we formulate (without proof) how our expected
value connects to the Riemann-integral. For this purpose we use the Lebesgue
measure defined in Section 1.3.4.

Proposition 3.3.1 Let f :[0,1] — R be a continuous function. Then

/0 ' f(a)de = B

with the Riemann-integral on the left-hand side and the expectation of the
random variable f with respect to the probability space ([0, 1], B(]0,1]),\),
where \ is the Lebesque measure, on the right-hand side.

Now we consider a continuous function p : R — [0, co) such that
/ p(z)dr =1

and define a measure P on B(R) by

P(ar,bi] -+ O (an, ba]) = Z/.ip(x)dx

for —oo < a3 < b <+ < a, <b, < oo (again with the convention that
(a,00] = (a,00)) via Carathéodory’s Theorem (Proposition 1.2.14). The
function p is called density of the measure IP.

Proposition 3.3.2 Let f: R — R be a continuous function such that

/ T @)ple)dz < co.

o0

Then .
/_ f(@)p()dz = Bf

with the Riemann-integral on the left-hand side and the expectation of the
random variable f with respect to the probability space (R, B(R),P) on the
right-hand side.

Let us consider two examples indicating the difference between the Riemann-
integral and our expected value.
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Example 3.3.3 We give the standard example of a function which has an
expected value, but which is not Riemann-integrable. Let

flz) = 1, z €[0,1] irrational
"1 0, ze€]l0,1] rational

Then f is not Riemann integrable, but Lebesgue integrable with Ef = 1 if
we use the probability space ([0, 1], B([0, 1]), \).

Example 3.3.4 The expression

lim
t—o0 0 X

is defined as limit in the Riemann sense although

%) . + S : -
/ <Smx) dr =00 and / (smx) dz = 0.
0 T 0 x

Transporting this into a probabilistic setting we take the exponential dis-
tribution with parameter A > 0 from Section 1.3.6. Let f : R — R be

given by f(z) = 0if 2 < 0 and f(z) := 222 if 2 > 0 and recall that the

exponential distribution p, with parameter A > 0 is given by the density
pa(z) = Mg o0y (z)Ae 7. The above yields that

™

lim / Fa)pale)de =7

t—o0

but
/R £ () dyua () = /}R F(2)dus (@) = oo.

Hence the expected value of f does not exists, but the Riemann-integral gives
a way to define a value, which makes sense. The point of this example is
that the Riemann-integral takes more information into the account than the
rather abstract expected value.

3.4 Change of variables in the expected value

We want to prove a change of variable formula for the integrals fQ fdP. In
many cases, only by this formula it is possible to compute explicitly expected
values.

Proposition 3.4.1 [CHANGE OF VARIABLES| Let (Q,F,P) be a probability
space, (E,E) be a measurable space, ¢ : Q@ — E be a measurable map, and
g: FE — R be a random variable. Assume that P, is the image measure of
P with respect to ¢, that means

P,(A) =P({w: ¢pw) € A}) =P(p '(A) forall A€ck.
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Then
Aﬂwmxmz/ 9(p(w))dP(w)

p=1(A)

for all A € & in the sense that if one integral exists, the other exists as well,
and their values are equal.

Proof. (i) Letting g(n) := La(n)g(n) we have

9(p(w)) = Lomria(w)g(p(w))

so that it is sufficient to consider the case A = 2. Hence we have to show
that

4mm&um:/QWWWW@>

Q

(ii) Since, for f(w) := g(p(w)) one has that fT =gTopand f~ =g opitis
sufficient to consider the positive part of g and its negative part separately.
In other words, we can assume that g(n) > 0 for all n € E.

(iii) Assume now a sequence of measurable step-function 0 < g,(n) T g(n)
for all n € E which does exist according to Lemma 3.2.2 so that g,(o(w)) T
g(p(w)) for all w € Q as well. If we can show that

4%Wﬂwm=4%wwwmm

then we are done. By additivity it is enough to check g,,(n) = 15 (n) for some
B € & (if this is true for this case, then one can multiply by real numbers
and can take sums and the equality remains true). But now we get

té%mﬂww:Pumsz*w»zémwwmwmm
:Ahmmwwzé%mmww.

4

Let us give two examples for the change of variable formula.

Example 3.4.2 [COMPUTATION OF MOMENTS]| We want to compute cer-
tain moments. Let (€2, F,[P) be a probability space and ¢ : 2 — R be a
random variable. Let P, be the law of ¢ and assume that the law has a
continuous density p, that means we have that

ﬂwww:/pmm
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for all oo < a < b < oo where p: R — [0,00) is a continuous function such
that [ p(x)dz =1 using the Riemann-integral. Letting n € {1,2,...} and
g(x) :=x", we get that

Ee" = [ oty abe) = [ g@au(e) = [ aployis

where we have used Proposition 3.3.2.

Example 3.4.3 [DISCRETE IMAGE MEASURES| Assume the setting of
Proposition 3.4.1 and that

Py, = Z i,
k=1

with pp > 0, > 77, pr, = 1, and some 7, € E (that means that the image
measure of P with respect to ¢ is ’discrete’). Then

/Q 9(p(w))dP(w) = /R gdP () =3 prg(ne).

3.5 Fubini’s Theorem

In this section we consider iterated integrals, as they appear very often in
applications, and show in FUBINI’s Theorem that integrals with respect to
product measures can be written as iterated integrals and that one can change
the order of integration in these iterated integrals. In many cases this pro-
vides an appropriate tool for the computation of integrals. Before we start
with FUBINT’s Theorem we need some preparations. First we recall the no-
tion of a vector space.

Definition 3.5.1 [VECTOR SPACE] A set L equipped with operations + :
LxL — Land-:RxL — Lis called vector space over R if the following

conditions are satisfied:
1) z4+y=y+axforall z,y € L.

2) z+ (y+2)=(x+y)+zformall z,y,z € L.

4) For all € L there exists an —x such that x + (—z) = 0.

5

(1)
(2)
(3) There exists an 0 € L such that 2 + 0 =z for all = € L.
(4)
(5) 1z =

(6)

6) a(fx) = (af)zx foralla,f € R and x € L.
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(7) (a+ B)xr=axr+ prforal o, € R and x € L.

(8) a(zr+y) =ax+ay for all « € R and z,y € L.

Usually one uses the notation © —y := x + (—y) and —z +y := (—x) +y etc.
Now we state the Monotone Class Theorem. It is a powerful tool by which,
for example, measurability assertions can be proved.

Proposition 3.5.2 [MONOTONE CLASS THEOREM| Let H be a class of
bounded functions from  into R satisfying the following conditions:

(1) H is a vector space over R where the natural point-wise operations +
and - are used.

(2) Io e H.
(3) If fun€e H, f, >0, and f, T f, where f is bounded on ), then f € H.

Then one has the following: if H contains the indicator function of every
set from some mw-system I of subsets of €2, then H contains every bounded
o(I)-measurable function on Q.

Proof. See for example [5] (Theorem 3.14). O

For the following it is convenient to allow that the random variables may
take infinite values.

Definition 3.5.3 [EXTENDED RANDOM VARIABLE| Let (€2, F) be a measur-
able space. A function f:Q — R U {—o00, o0} is called extended random
variable if

[7(B):={w: fw) By F forall BeBR).

If we have a non-negative extended random variable, we let (for example)

/fle: lim [ [f A N]dP.
Q N—oo g

For the following, we recall that the product space (21 X Qy, F1 @ Fo, P1 X Py)
of the two probability spaces (1, F1,P1) and (9, F2,Py) was defined in
Definition 1.2.15.

Proposition 3.5.4 [FUBINI’S THEOREM FOR NON-NEGATIVE FUNCTIONS]
Let f : Qy x Q9 — R be a non-negative Fy @ Fo-measurable function such
that

/ fwr,wa)d(Py X Po)(wr,ws) < 0. (3.2)
Q1 %09

Then one has the following:
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(1) The functions wy — f(wi,wy) and wy — f(W¥, ws) are Fi-measurable
and Fy-measurable, respectively, for all w) € Q;.

(2) The functions
W, — f(wl, w2)d]P2(w2) and Wo — f(wl, WQ)dP1<wl)
Qg Q1

are extended Fi-measurable and Fy-measurable, respectively, random
variables.

(3) One has that
flwi,wa)d(Py x Po) = flwi,w2)dPa(ws) | dP1(wr)
fro INIA |
= [ L s e

It should be noted, that item (3) together with Formula (3.2) automatically
implies that

]1:)2 {w2 . 0 f(wl,wQ)dlpl(wl) = OO} =0

and
IPl {w1 . f(wl,u)g>dIP2(u)2> == OO} = 0.
Qo

Proof of Proposition 3.5.4.
(i) First we remark it is sufficient to prove the assertions for

fn(wi,ws) := min { f(wy,ws), N}

which is bounded. The statements (1), (2), and (3) can be obtained via
N — oo if we use Proposition 2.1.4 to get the necessary measurabilities
(which also works for our extended random variables) and the monotone
convergence formulated in Proposition 3.2.4 to get to values of the integrals.
Hence we can assume for the following that sup,, ,, f(w1,w2) < oo.

(ii) We want to apply the Monotone Class Theorem Proposition 3.5.2. Let
‘H be the class of bounded F; x Fy-measurable functions f : 2; x 2 — R
such that

(a) the functions w; — f(wy,w)) and wy — f(w,ws) are Fj-measurable
and Fy-measurable, respectively, for all w? € €,

(b) the functions

w1 — f(wl,C«Jg)d]Pg(UJQ) and Wy — f(wl,wg)d]Pl(wl)
Qg Ql

are Ji-measurable and Fs-measurable, respectively,
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(¢) one has that

/QIXQQf(Wh%)d(]Pl x Py) = /Ql { Q2f(w1,w2)d]P2(w2)1 dPy (w;)
= /Q2 { o f(wl»w2)dlp1(w1)} dPs(ws).

Again, using Propositions 2.1.4 and 3.2.4 we see that H satisfies the assump-
tions (1), (2), and (3) of Proposition 3.5.2. As w-system I we take the system
ofall ' = Ax B with A € F; and B € F,. Letting f(w1,ws) = Ta(wy)Lp(ws)
we easily can check that f € H. For instance, property (c) follows from

/Q (@ @a)d(Py < P) = (P x Pa)(A x B) = P1(A)Py(B)

and, for example,

/Q1 { ng(wbwz)d]fﬁ(wz)} dPy(w1) = /Q1 4 (w1)Py(B)dPy (w;)
— P,(A)Py(B).

Applying the Monotone Class Theorem Proposition 3.5.2 gives that H con-
sists of all bounded functions f : ©; x €3 — R measurable with respect
F1 x Fo. Hence we are done. O

Now we state FUBINI's Theorem for general random variables f : €0 x {2y —

R.

Proposition 3.5.5 [FUBINI’S THEOREM] Let f : Q; x Qs — R be an
F1 ® Fa-measurable function such that

/Q . | f (w1, ws)|d(Py x Py)(wq,ws) < 0. (3.3)

Then the following holds:

(1) The functions wy — f(wy,w9) and wy — f(W ws) are Fi-measurable
and Fy-measurable, respectively, for all w) € Q;.

(2) The are M; € F; with P;(M;) =1 such that the integrals

flw,wy)dPy(wr)  and f(wy, w2)dP (ws)

Ql Q2

exist and are finite for all w) € M;.
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(3) The maps

W, — ]IMl(u)1> 5 f(u)l,WQ)d]PQ(WQ)

and

Wy — ]IMQ(WQ) o f(wlaw2)dﬂ31(wl)

are Fi-measurable and Fy-measurable, respectively, random variables.

(4) One has that

/QIXQQ flwi,w2)d(Py X IPy)
_ /Ql {I[Ml w1) f(wl,wz)d]Pg(wz)} AP, ()

— /92 {]IM2 wa) f(wlaw2)d]P1(w1>:| dP2(w2).

Remark 3.5.6 (1) Our understanding is that writing, for example, an
expression like

Wz, (wa) ) f(wr, w2)dPy(wr)

we only consider and compute the integral for wy € Ms.

(2) The expressions in (3.2) and (3.3) can be replaced by

/szl { Q f(wl’%)dﬂ)?(“’?)} dP1(wr) < oo,

and the same expression with |f(wy,ws)| instead of f(wy,ws), respec-
tively.

Proofof Proposition 3.5.5. The proposition follows by decomposing f =
fT — f~ and applying Proposition 3.5.4. O

In the following example we show how to compute the integral

> 2
/ e dx
— 0

by FUBINT's Theorem.
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Example 3.5.7 Let f : R x R be a non-negative continuous function.
FuBINI’s Theorem applied to the uniform distribution on [-N,N|, N €
{1,2,...} gives that

where \ is the Lebesgue measure. Letting f(z,y) := e~(@*+*) | the above
yields that

/N [/_N ereQQdA(y)} d\(z) = /[ "IN X \) (2, y).

—N N —N,N]x[-N,N]

For the left-hand side we get

im [ [ /_ ; 6”26y2d)\(y)] d\(x)

N 2 N 2
= lim e’ {/ eV d)\(y)} dA\(z)
N—oo J_N _N

N 2
= [lim/ e””zdk(:r;)]
N—oo J_n

_ { / Z e‘xzd)\(x)} B

For the right-hand side we get

lim e~ AN x \) (2, y)
N—00 JI_N,N]x[-N,N]

= lim e~ @A x A (2, y)

R—o0 22 +y2<R2

R 2 )
= lim/ / e " rdrdy
R—o00 0 0

— o lm (1 _ €_R2)
R—oo
= T

where we have used polar coordinates. Comparing both sides gives

/_ N e dA\(z) = V7.

o0

As corollary we show that the definition of the Gaussian measure in Section
1.3.5 was “correct”.
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Proposition 3.5.8 For o >0 and m € R let

(z) 1 _(a=m)?
o2 (T) 1= e 2
e V2mo?
Then, [q Pmo2(x)de =1,
/ TPmo2(T)dr =m, and / (. — m)*pmo2(x)dr = o°. (3.4)
R R

In other words: if a random variable f : Q@ — R has as law the normal
distribution N, ,2, then

Ef=m and E(f—-Ef)? =0 (3.5)

Proof. By the change of variable  — m + oz it is sufficient to show the
statements for m = 0 and o = 1. Firstly, by putting « = z/v/2 one gets

ot /OO g L /OO -4
=— e dr = — e zdz
VT J oo V21 J s

where we have used Example 3.5.7 so that [, po1(x)dz = 1. Secondly,

/ xpoq1(x)dr =0
R

follows from the symmetry of the density po1(z) = poi1(—=z). Finally, by
partial integration (use (z exp(—z?/2))" = exp(—z?/2) — 2* exp(—2?/2)) one
can also compute that

1 o] ) 2 1 /oo 2
— ze” 2dr = — e 2dxr = 1.
V2T /_oo V2T J s

We close this section with a “counterexample” to FUBINI's Theorem.

Example 3.5.9 Let Q = [—1,1] x [—1, 1] and p be the uniform distribution
on [—1,1] (see Section 1.3.4). The function

f(z,y) = ﬁ

for (z,y) # (0,0) and f(0,0) := 0 is not integrable on €2, even though the
iterated integrals exist end are equal. In fact

/_1f(x’y)d“<x> =0 and /_lf(w,y)du(y) =0

so that

/_11 (/_11 f(w,y)du(a;)) du(y) = /_11 (/_11 f(x,y)du(y)) du(z) = 0.
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On the other hand, using polar coordinates we get

1 27 :
sin ¢ cos ¢
[ el ey 2 [ [ ERES
[—l,l]X[—LH 0 0 r
1

1
= 2/ —dr = 0.
o T

The inequality holds because on the right hand side we integrate only over
the area {(x,y) : 2* + y* < 1} which is a subset of [—1,1] x [—1,1] and

2 w/2
/ |singpcos<p[dg0:4/ sin p cos pdp = 2
0 0

follows by a symmetry argument.

3.6 Some inequalities

In this section we prove some basic inequalities.

Proposition 3.6.1 [CHEBYSHEV’S INEQUALITY| Let f be a non-negative
integrable random wvariable defined on a probability space (0, F,P). Then,

for all X > 0,
P(fw: f(w) 2 A) < 2L

Proof. We simply have
AP({w: f(w) = A}) = AEL o0y < Eflsyy <Ef.

g

Definition 3.6.2 [CONVEXITY] A function ¢ : R — R is convex if and
only if
g9(pz + (1 = p)y) < pg(z) + (1 - p)g(y)

forall 0 <p<1andall x,y € R.

Every convex function g : R — R is (B(R), B(R))-measurable.

Proposition 3.6.3 [JENSEN’S INEQUALITY| Ifg: R — R is convex and
f:Q— R arandom variable with E|f| < oo, then

9(Ef) < Eg(f)

where the expected value on the right-hand side might be infinity.
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Proof. Let oy = Ef. Since ¢ is convex we find a “supporting line”, that
means a,b € R such that

axg+b=g(rg) and ax+b<g(x)
for all x € R. It follows af(w) + b < ¢g(f(w)) for all w € Q and

g(Ef) = aBf +b = E(af +b) < Eg(f).

Example 3.6.4 (1) The function g(x) := |z| is convex so that, for any
integrable f,
[Ef] < E|f].

(2) For 1 < p < oo the function g(z) := |z|P is convex, so that JENSEN’s
inequality applied to |f| gives that

(Elf)? < ElfP.

For the second case in the example above there is another way we can go. It
uses the famous HOLDER-inequality.

Proposition 3.6.5 [HOLDER’S INEQUALITY| Assume a probability space
(Q, F,P) and random variables f,g: Q@ — R. If1 < p,q < 0o with %—l—é =1,
then

Q=

E|fg| < (E|f[")7 (E|g|")7 .

Proof. We can assume that E|f|? > 0 and E|g|? > 0. For example, assuming
E|f]? = 0 would imply |f|? = 0 a.s. according to Proposition 3.2.1 so that
fg=0as. and E|fg| = 0. Hence we may set

; f . g
fi=——— and §i=—"—7.
(ELf[7)? (Elg|*)®
We notice that
%y’ < ax + by
for x,y > 0 and positive a, b with a+b = 1, which follows from the concavity
of the logarithm (we can assume for a moment that =,y > 0)
In(az +by) > alnz +blny = Inz® + Iny® = Inz%’.

Setting z := |f|P, y := [§]%, a := L, and b := 1, we get
p q

o 1. 1.
13l = 2"y’ < ax + by = ]—)If|p+ 5lg|q
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and 1 1 11
EIfgl < _BIfIP+ Blgl = 4> =1
p q p q
On the other hand side,

Elfg = — 9
(EIf])* (Elglr)*

so that we are done. |

Corollary 3.6.6 For 0 < p < g < oo one has that (E|f|p)% < (E|f|q)%.

The proof is an exercise.

Corollary 3.6.7 [HOLDER'S INEQUALITY FOR SEQUENCES| Let (a,)>,
and (b,)22, be sequences of real numbers. Then

3 laabil < (i ) (ib>

n=1 n=1 n=1

Proof. 1t is sufficient to prove the inequality for finite sequences (b,)"_, since
by letting N — oo we get the desired inequality for infinite sequences. Let
Q={1,...,N}, F:=2% and P({k}) := 1/N. Defining f,g : @ — R by

f(k) :== a and g(k) := by, we get
L L L g
— <= P — q

from Proposition 3.6.5. Multiplying by N and letting N — oo gives our
assertion. 0

Sl

Proposition 3.6.8 [MINKOWSKI INEQUALITY| Assume a probability space
(Q,F,P), random variables f,g: Q2 — R, and 1 < p < co. Then

(Elf + gl

RS

< (E|fP)? + (ElgP)7 . (3.6)

Proof. For p = 1 the inequality follows from |f + g| < |f| + |g|]. So assume
that 1 < p < co. The convexity of  — |z|P gives that

a+b
2

"l e

and (a+b)P < 2P~ (a?+bP) for a,b > 0. Consequently, |f+g[? < (|f]+]g])P <
21| f[7 + lgl") and

E|f + g]" < 2°"Y(E|f]” + E|g|").
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Assuming now that (]E|f]p)% + (]E]g]p)% < 00, otherwise there is nothing to
prove, we get that E|f+¢g[? < oo as well by the above considerations. Taking
1 < g < oo with %+ % = 1, we continue by

Elf +9g/" = E|f+gllf+g/""
< E(f|+gD|f +gP!
Elf[|f + g"' + Elg||f + g[*~"

< (BISP)? (EIf + ") (Blg)? (EIf +9]% )"

N

where we have used HOLDER's inequality. Since (p — 1)g = p, (3.6) follows
1

by dividing the above inequality by (E|f + ¢|?)« and taking into the account

1-1=1 O

q p
We close with a simple deviation inequality for f.

Corollary 3.6.9 Let f be a random variable defined on a probability space
(Q, F,P) such that Ef? < co. Then one has, for all A > 0,

f—Ef)? _Ef?
)\2)§)\2'

E

P(If —Ef 2 3) < 2

Proof. From Corollary 3.6.6 we get that E|f| < oo so that Ef exists. Ap-
plying Proposition 3.6.1 to |f — Ef|* gives that

Elf - Ef?
U

Finally, we use that E(f — Ef)? = Ef? — (Ef)? < Ef2% O

PHIf —Efl =) =P{lf - Ef* > X*}) <
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Chapter 4

Modes of convergence

4.1 Definitions

Let us introduce some basic types of convergence.

Definition 4.1.1 [TYPES OF CONVERGENCE| Let (€2, F,P) be a probabil-
ity space and f, f1, fao, -+ : 2 — R be random variables.

(1) The sequence (f,)>°; converges almost surely (a.s.) or with prob-
ability 1 to f (f, — f as. or f, — f P-a.s.) if and only if

PHw: fu(w) — f(w) as n — oco}) = 1.

(2) The sequence (f,)22, converges in probability to f (f, 5y ) if and
only if for all € > 0 one has

P{w: |fu(w) = f(w)| >€}) =0 as n — oo.

(3) If 0 < p < oo, then the sequence (f,)s°, converges with respect to
L, or in the L,-mean to f (f, e f) if and only if

Elf, — fIP =0 as n — .

For the above types of convergence the random variables have to be defined
on the same probability space. There is a variant without this assumption.

Definition 4.1.2 [CONVERGENCE IN DISTRIBUTION| Let (2, F,, P, and
(Q, F,P) be probability spaces and let f, : Q, — R and f : Q — R be
random variables. Then the sequence (f,)2, converges in distribution

to f (fa > f) if and only if

E¢(fn) = ¢(f) as n— oo

for all bounded and continuous functions ¥ : R — R.

63
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We have the following relations between the above types of convergence.

Proposition 4.1.3 Let (0, F,P) be a probability space and f, fi, fo, - :
Q — R be random variables.

(1) If fo — f a.s., then f, LR f.
(2) If0 < p < 0o and f, 2 f, then f, 5 f.

(3) If fu = f, then f, % f.

(4) One has that f, L f if and only if Fy, () — F¢(z) at each point x of
continuity of Fr(x), where Fy, and Fy are the distribution-functions of
fn and f, respectively.

(5) If fu LA f, then there is a subsequence 1 < n; < ng < nsg < --- such
that fn, — [ a.s. as k — oo.

Proof. See [4]. O

Example 4.1.4 Assume ([0, 1], 5([0,1]),\) where X is the Lebesgue mea-
sure. We take

hi=Tg1, fo=1p,,

f3= ]I[o,%y Ja= H[i,é]v fs= ]I[%,’
f7 = H[O,%)? .

This implies lim,, . fn(x) # 0 for all € [0, 1]. But it holds convergence in

Bl
-
>
I
=
|
=

probability f, 20 choosing 0 < ¢ < 1 we get

A{z € [0,1]: [fu(@)] > e}) = AM{z €[0,1]: fulz) # 0})

Loifn=1,2
T ifn=34..6
- % ifn="7,...

4.2 Some applications

We start with two fundamental examples of convergence in probability and
almost sure convergence, the weak law of large numbers and the strong law
of large numbers.

Proposition 4.2.1 [WEAK LAW OF LARGE NUMBERS| Let (f,)>2, be a
sequence of independent random variables with

Eff=m and E(f, —m)*=0o"
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Then
fi+-+fn P

n
that means, for each € > 0,

lim P ({w : |w —m| > 8}) — 0.

Proof. By Chebyshev’s inequality (Corollary 3.6.9) we have that
p({u:ffrothmm) ) o Bavosh o

n n2e?
2
_ EQ (s —m))
N n2e?
_ no®
 p2e2
as n — oo. O

Using a stronger condition, we get easily more: the almost sure convergence
instead of the convergence in probability.

Proposition 4.2.2 [STRONG LAW OF LARGE NUMBERS| Let (f,)o, be a
sequence of independent random variables with Ef, = 0, k = 1,2,..., and
c:=sup, Ef} < oco. Then

fit

— 0 a.s.

Proof. Let S, :==>"7_, fr. It holds

n 4 n
ESy =E (Z fk> = E Y fififuf:
k=1 ikl =1
= Y Eff+3 > EfEf,
k=1 k=1
kAl
because for distinct {1, j, k,{} it holds

Efif) =Efiflfi = Efififufi =0

by independence. For example, Ef;f? = EffEf} = 0-Ef} = 0, where one
gets that f? is integrable by B|f;[> < (E|f;]*)% < ¢i. Moreover, by Jensen’s
inequality,

(Ef)" <Efi<ec
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Hence Ef? f2 = Ef2Ef? < c for k # [. Consequently,
ES? < nc+ 3n(n — 1)c < 3cn?,

and

[ee] [ee] o0
Sa sS4 3c
EY =2 BEis) <>
n=1 n=1 n=1

544
“% —0as. and therefore % — 0 a.s. O

This implies that
There are several strong laws of large numbers with other, in particular
weaker, conditions. Another set of results related to almost sure convergence
comes from Kolmogorov’s 0-1-law. For example, we know that > | % = 00
but that > 7, % converges. What happens, if we would choose the
signs +, — randomly, for example using independent random variables &,

n=1,2,..., with

PHw:en(w)=1}) =P{w: e,(w) = —-1}) = %

forn =1,2,.... This would correspond to the case that we choose + and —
according to coin-tossing with a fair coin. Put

A= {w : i 8"7(;}) converges } : (4.1)

Kolmogorov’s 0-1-law will give us the surprising a-priori information that 1
or 0. By other tools one can check then that in fact P(A) = 1. To formulate
the Kolmogorov 0-1-law we need

Definition 4.2.3 [TAIL 0-ALGEBRA]| Let f, : Q@ — R be sequence of map-
pings. Then

F=0(fus fosts--.) =0 (i "(B):k=n,n+1,..,B € B(R))
and

T .= fjfrfo

The o-algebra 7 is called the tail-o-algebra of the sequence (f,)5 ;.

Proposition 4.2.4 [KOLMOGOROV’S 0-1-LAW] Let (f,)22, be a sequence
of independent random variables. Then

P(A) € {0,1} forall AeT.

Proof. See [5]. O
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Example 4.2.5 Let us come back to the set A considered in Formula (4.1).
For all n € {1,2,...} we have

A= {w : Z gk](:j) converges } SV N

so that A € 7T.

We close with a fundamental example concerning the convergence in distri-
bution: the Central Limit Theorem (CLT). For this we need

Definition 4.2.6 Let (2, F,P) be a probability spaces. A sequence of
Independent random variables f,, : 2 — R is called Identically Distributed
(ii.d.) provided that the random variables f,, have the same law, that means

P(fo <A) =P(fi <)

forall n,k =1,2,... and all A € R.

Let (€2, F,P) be a probability space and (f,,)22; be a sequence of i.i.d. ran-
dom variables with Ef; = 0 and Ef? = 0. By the law of large numbers we

know
i+t faop
—%

n

0.

Hence the law of the limit is the DIRAC-measure dy. Is there a right scaling
factor ¢(n) such that
Sit 4 fa
- 4
c(n)

where g is a non-degenerate random variable in the sense that P, # d,? And
in which sense does the convergence take place? The answer is the following

Proposition 4.2.7 [CENTRAL LIMIT THEOREM]| Let (f,)>, be a sequence
of i.i.d. random variables with Ef, =0 and Eff = 0? > 0. Then

. " 1 z w2
0'\/5 27 J—o
for all z € R as n — oo, that means that

f1_|_..._|_fn£>g
o\vn

for any g with P(g < z) = [

— 00
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