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Uniform integrability, conditional expectiation.

1 Uniform integrability (continuation)

Definition 1. A family & of random variables is uniformly integrable (Ul) if for any € >0
there exists L >0 such that

sup E[IX|Lix>r]<e.
Xex

In particular, it holds that

sup E[|X]] < co.
Xe¥x

Uniform integrability says that large values of the r.v.s. contribute uniformly little to the averages.

Example 2. A single integrable r.v. X is uniformly integrable. (Exercise: use monotone conver-
gence). A finite family of integrable r.v. is also uniformly integrable (Exercise: also easy)

Example 3. Let U be a uniformr.v. on [0,1]. Take X,,:=n 1y<1/s, then the family (X,),>1 is not
UL Indeed for every L > 1 one has

ElXulLix,>.]=nE[ly<i/nlpst] = LisinP(US1/n) =1,

this means that for any L > 1

supE[1X, Lix,>]1=1

nx1

so we cannot make it (uniformly in #) small by choosing L large. The family is not UI. For this
faamily we have X,, >0 a.s. but E[X,,]=1foralln>1.

Let's give now an equivalent reformulation of UI:

Lemma 4. A family % of r.v.s is Ul iff

1. The family is bounded in L', i.e.

sup E[|1X[] < oo,
Xe%

2. Forall € >0 there exists § = 5(&) >0 such that for all A€ F for which P(A) <8 we have

sup E[IX|14] < &.
Xe&x



Proof. (<) Let's assume properties 1. and 2. and prove UI. Property 2. tells me that for every
£ >0, we have & >0 so that supxc % E[|X|14] < € whenever P(A) < §. We want to apply this to
A ={|X|>L} for some L. Note that

Paxi>L) < S rrapEyI<cr.
Markov Yex

I want this to be <& so I choose L=L(g)>C8(g)~!. For such L we have supxezE[IX|Lixsr]< e
therefore UI holds.

(=) Note that |[X|< K+ (|X|-K), for any K >0. So we have
E[IXITAl < E[K1a]l+ E[(IX|-K):14a] <K P(A) + E[(IX|-K) ]
<K P(A) + E[IX|1x)>k]

so by UI of the family % we can choose K =K (¢) large so that E[|X|1jx>x]<e/2forall Xe %
and then I can choose & = § (&) small enough so that K(g)8(g) < £ /2. With these choices I have

sup E[IX|14]<K(g) P(A) +=<e¢

Xe%

| ™

for every A € ¥ such that P(A) < &(g). This proves prop. 2. and we have already seen that Ul
implies uniform bound on the L' of the family (was an exercise). O

Ul is important because is the best condition for convergence of integrals:
Theorem 5. (Uniform integrability) Ler (X,,), and X be integrable random variables, then
E[lX,-X|1-0
(convergence in average or in LY iff
a) X, - X in probability, i.e. lim,P (|X,—X|> &) =0 for all € >0;

b) the family (X,), is uniformly integrable.

Remark 6. Note that convergence in L' implies convergence of expectations:

IE[X:]-EXTI<E[X,-X[]-0

if X,> X in L.

Proof. (<) Note that conv. in probability is enough to prove L' convergence if the r.v. are uni-
formly bounded in L (that is they are pointwise bounded a.s.). The large values of the sequence
are taken care by uniform integrability. Let's write down the details. Consider the function

dx(x)=((KAnx)Vv(-K)), xeR



which is such that [¢ (x) — Ppx ()| < [Ix—y| A (2K)] for all x,y € R and

[Pk () = x| < (Ix] = K) 4 <Ixl Lk

Pk (x)

oo ] -K

Now we have for any K, &
E[1X, - X1 <E[l¢k (Xn) - ¢x (X)|]1+ E[1X, - ¢px (Xn)|] + E[IX = g (X)]]

<E[lpxk(Xn) - ¢K(X)J|H\X,,—X|<5] +B[l¢x (Xn) - ¢K(X)J|H\X,,—X\>5] + B[IX,1x,>x] + E[IX1x>k]
<X—X|<S <(3K)

<8+ 2K)P(1X,—X1> 8) + E[IXul1ix, =k ] + E[IX| 1x>]

so by convergence in prob. we have PP (|1X,,—X|> &) — 0 for any fixed § while by UI we can choose
K large enough so that E[|X,,|1jx,>x]+ E[IX|1jx>x] < &. So we have

0<limsupE[|X,-X|]<5+¢

n

but since ¢ and § are arbitrary we have proven E[|X,, - X|] - 0.

(=) We have to prove now that convergence in L! implies both conv. in prob. and UI. For conv.
in prob. it is easy: it suffice to remark that for every § >0

E[1Xx - X]]

5 - 0.

P(X,-X|>6) <
We have to prove now that E[|X,,|1x,>1] can be made uniformly small by choosing L. We remark
that pointwise in Q we have |X,| <|X - X,| + |X| therefore by integrating on the set {|X,,| > L} we
have

ElXulLix,>.] = E[1X) =X 1ix,>.] + E[IX|1x,>L]
<E[X,-X[1+E[X|1jx,>.]

and we use that X is a uniformly integrable random variable, so in particular by Lemma 4 for
any £ >0 we have §(g) >0 so that E[|X|14] < ¢&/3 for all A such that P(A) < 8(&). Morever by
Markov we have

P (X, >L) SLB[IX,|] <L 'supE[|X,|].
m
Note that sup,, E[|X),|] < oo since the family (X,,),, converges in L' and therefore is bounded in
this Banach space and I can choose L;(¢g) so that for all L > L;(g) we have P(|X,|>L) < 5(&) and
therefore that

E[IXLx,>.]1< L>Li(g),n=1,

£
3’



Moreover by L convergence we have that there exists no(g) such that for all n>ng(e) we have
E[1X,,-X|] < ¢/3. Therefore we have now

supE[IXullix,>] < sup  E[X,Lx,>2]+ sup E[|IXulx,>c]

n>1 n:1<n<ng(e) n:nzno(e)

2¢
< sup  E[Xullx,>c]+ 3
n:1<n<ng(e)

and now the family (X;),=1,... no(¢) is finite so also Ul and we can find Ly(&) so that

.....

sup  E[|Xul1Lix,>1,] S%

n:1<n<np(e)

and taking L(g) =max (L;(g),L(g)) we have that

2
SUpB[IX, Ly51] <5+ =,

nz1

W[ ™

which proves Ul of the family. O

Remark 7. In the exercise sheet there are further important properties of Ul r.v. For example you
will prove that:

o If a family is uniformly bounded in L? for some p > 1 then it is also UL
o If

sup E[lg(X)]] <o
Xex

for some function g: R — R, increasing at finity faster than x then the family % is UL

o If %,% are two Ul families then &' + Y ={X+Y:Xe X ,Y € %Y} is UL

2 Conditional expectations

We introduce now the general notion of conditional expectation.
Fix a prob. space (Q, ¥, P).

Remember that given a set B€ & such that P (B) >0 we can introduce a new probability measure
Pg: ¥ — [0, 1] by letting

P(AnB)

Pg(A):=P(A|B):= P(B)

The measure Pp represent the probability of event conditionally on the occurrence of the event
B. The symbol P (A|B) is the conditional probability of the even A given the event B.

We say that A is independent of B when Pp(A) = P(A). This is equivalent to ask that

P(AnB)=P(A)P(B).



Independence between events depend on the probability measure. We say that two o-algebras &,
96 are independent iff

P(AnB)=P(A)P(B), AeG,Be 9.

Two random variables X, Y are independent when ¢ (X) and o (Y) are independent.

All these notions extents to arbitrary families.

This definition of conditional expectation is ok for elementary applications but we run early into
problems in more general applications.

Example 8. Let X, Y two uniform random variables on [0, 1] we cannot define interesting condi-
tional probabilities like

P(Xe[1/3,1/2]]Y=0.6)

since P(Y =0.6) =0, however is clear from the intuition that we should be able to have such a
quantity. Practically one could image to proceed as follows: take § >0 and compute

P(Xe[1/3,1/2],Y<€[0.6-6,0.6+5])

P(Xe[1/3,1/2]]Y €[0.6-6,0.6+68])= P(Ye[06-5.0673])

which is well defined, and then we try to take the limit § — 0. But this is an indeterminate form
0/0 in general so we need more informations. In particular we can assume that (X, Y) has a joint
density, so that

P((X.Y)€A) = [ fry(x.y)dvdy
for all A€ B(R?). In this case we have

fxe[]/3,1/2],ye[0.6—5,0.6+5]fX»Y(x’y)dXdy

PXe[1/3,1/21Y €106-5,06+8) ==="5 fry (x.y)dady
y€[0.6-8,0.6+81/ XY 15

If we assume moreover that the density fy y: R2-> R, is a continuous function, one can show that
the limit § — 0 exists and give

. fxe[l/3,1/2],ye[0.6—5,0.6+5]fX’Y(x’y)dXdy fx€[1/3’1/2]fx,y(x,0.6)dx
lim =
550 fy€[0.6_5’0.6+5]fx,y(X,y)dJCdy [ fx.y(x,0.6)dx

provided of course that f Sfx.r(x,0.6)dx > 0. So in this case we can define more generally

fxeAfX’Y(x’y)dx

A =y = G

Which confirms our intuition that this conditional probability should in some sense exist.

This way of proceeding is quite coumbersome and depends on many details we would like not to
care about in a general theory.

We need a more robust approach, in particular which does not depend on taking ratios. It should
give back the above two definitions in the associated particular cases.



The first step is to avoid taking ratios. To do that we need to put attention on expectations more
than on proabilities. Assume we have two random variables X, Y as above and we try to condition
one on the values of the other.

Let's start assuming that they are both discrete r.v.. Note that for every measurable and bounded
f:R?- R we have the formula

EIf(X,1)]=) fu)P(X=x,Y =y)
X,y

=Y Y fEyPX=xY=y)P(Y=y)=) gy P(¥=y)=E[g(Y)]
y X y

8(y)

(provided we define P (X =x|Y =y) =0 when P (Y =y) =0). Here we have intoduced the function

)=:{ZXf(x’y)P(X=X|Y=y) when P (Y =y) 0
0

gy otherwise

Moreover note that if f(x,y) = 1,ca then g(y) =P (X € A|Y =y) when P (Y =y) #0 so we get back
the elementary definition of conditional prob.

What is the general relation between the function f and the function g? We have that for any
measurable and bounded #: R - R we also have
E[f (X, Y)h(Y)]=E[g(Y)h(Y)]. (1)

This is a family of equations for g given f. It is easy to see that if all these equations are satisfied
then in the discrete case we have indeed the function g as defined above. Indeed take h(y) =1,_;
then

8@)P(Y=2)=E[g(Mh(Y)]=E[f(X,Y)h(Y)]

=Y fEVhMPX=xY=y)=) fr)PX=xY=2)
X,y X
so if P(Y =z) #0 we have
Y S PX=xY=2)
8(2)= P(Y=2)

as above.
The equation (1) implies therefore the definition of cond. prob. in the discrete setting.

We will see next week that it also contains the example above with r.v. with joint prob. density.
Indeed is the way to define a general notion of conditional probability.
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