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Abstract

We introduce Lévy-driven causal CARMA random fields on R?, extending the class of
CARMA processes. The definition is based on a system of stochastic partial differential
equations which generalize the classical state-space representation of CARMA processes.
The resulting CARMA model differs fundamentally from the isotropic CARMA random
field of Brockwell and Matsuda. We show existence of the model under mild assumptions
and examine some of its features including the second-order structure and path properties.
In particular, we investigate the sampling behavior and formulate conditions for the causal
CARMA random field to be an ARMA random field when sampled on an equidistant lattice.
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1 Introduction

Originally appearing in Doob m], continuous-time autoregressive moving average processes, or
CARMA processes in short, are the continuous-time analogs of the well-known ARMA processes
(cf. Brockwell and Davis “a] for details on ARMA processes). Nowadays, CARMA processes are
well-studied objects due to the extensive research in recent years, which partially stems from the
successful usage of these processes as stochastic models for irregularly spaced or high-frequency
data (cf. the review article Brockwell E] and the references therein). Applications can be found
in turbulence modeling m], stochastic volatility modeling ﬂ, @, | and the electricity market
[B, ], just to name a few.

Given two non-negative integers ¢ < p and real coefficients a1, ..., ap, b, ...,b,—1 such that
by # 0 and b; = 0 for i > ¢, the CARMA(p, q) process (Y (t));cr is defined as the solution to the

observation and state equations

Y(t)=b'X(t), teR,

(1.1)
dX(t) = AX(t)dt + cdL(t), teR,

where b = (bg, ...,bp—1)" € R, ¢ = (0,...,0,1)T € R? and the matrix A is given by

0 1 0 0
0 0 1 0
A= : : : : c RPXP
0 0 0 1
—ap —ap_l —ap_g s —ai

if p>1,and A = (—ay) if p = 1. Here it is assumed that L is a one-dimensional Lévy process,
that is, a process with independent and stationary increments, cadlag sample paths and L(0) = 0
almost surely (cf. Sato @] for details on Lévy processes). Equations (L)) can be interpreted as
the pth-order stochastic differential equation

a(@)Y (1) = b@)OL(), 1R, (12)
where the polynomials a(-) and b(-) are defined as
a(z) =22 4 a12P - tap, and b(2) =by+ bzt by 2P (1.3)

In fact, Equation (L2) constitutes the continuous-time analog of the well-known ARMA equa-
tions, which define the ARMA process in discrete time. However, since the sample paths of a
Lévy process are in general not differentiable, the definition of CARMA processes is based on
the state-space representation (LI]). Note that A is the companion matrix of the polynomial
a(-) and therefore the eigenvalues of A are equal to the roots of a(:). Under the assumptions
that a(-) and b(-) have no common roots, the roots of a(-) have strictly negative real parts and
the Lévy process L has a finite logarithmic moment, it was shown in Brockwell and Lindner [H,
Theorem 3.3 that the CARMA equations have a unique strictly stationary solution Y on R with
representation

t
Y (t) :/ bTeA(t_s)ch(S), teR. (1.4)

Moreover, the CARMA process is a causal function of the driving Lévy process under the assump-
tions above, i.e., the value of Y (¢) depends only on the values of (L(s))s<; and is independent of

(L(s))s>t-
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The aim of this article is to extend CARMA processes to multiple parameters in order to
obtain a tractable class of random fields indexed by R?, which can be used to model spatial
or even temporo-spatial phenomena. A spatial extension has in fact already been introduced in

Brockwell and Matsuda [8]. Their isotropic CARMA random field is defined as
Y(t) = / g(t— $)dL(s), teRY, (1.5)
Rd

where the radially symmetric kernel g is given by g(t) = Y5, eMltlo(N\;)/¢/(\;), t € RY, and
the polynomials ¢(-) and 6(-) have the forms ¢(z) = [[/_;(2? — A?) and 0(z2) = [[_,(z* — &2)
with \;, & € C. Furthermore, each \; has a strictly negative real part and L is a Lévy sheet on
R?, which is the multi-parameter analog of a Lévy process. This procedure generates a versatile
family of isotropic covariance functions in space, which are neither necessarily monotonically
decreasing nor non-negative. However, the CARMA process is classically defined through the
state-space representation (L], and the connection to these defining equations is unclear in B]
Therefore, we propose a different class of CARMA random fields based on a system of stochastic
partial differential equations (SPDEs) that constitutes a generalization of (II]). We will show

that this system has a mild solution given by
t1 tq
Y(t) = / / pretti=s) . oAdlta=sacdL(s), t=(t1,...,tq) € R, (1.6)

and define the random field Y in (ICH) as the causal CARMA random field on RY, where Ay, ..., Ay
are companion matrices.

It turns out that many of the commonly known features of CARMA processes can be re-
covered for this model, including for instance exponentially decaying autocovariance functions
and rational spectral densities. Moreover, the autocovariance is in general anisotropic and non-
separable. The path properties are also similar to those we have in the one-dimensional case.
More precisely, there exists a Holder continuous version under Gaussian noise, and in the pres-
ence of jumps, we may use maximal inequalities for multi-parameter martingales in order to
show the existence of cadlag sample paths (see Definition F.6]). Furthermore, (L@) reduces to
([I4) if d = 1 and sampling on an equidistant lattice leads to an ARMA random field under mild
conditions. However, the moving average part has in general infinitely many terms in contrast
to the one-dimensional case. This is due to the fact that a (q1, ¢2)-dependent random field is not
always a MA(q1, q2) random field (see Definition [.9]). We examine this issue in Examples
and

The CARMA random field in this article is causal with respect to the spatial partial order <
on R?, which is taken componentwise. This quarter-plane-type causality can be interpreted as a
directional influence and has been incorporated in several articles in the literature. For example,
both Tjgstheim [@] and Drapatz “ﬂ] consider quarter-plane ARMA models and they refer to
applications in econometrics, veterinary epidemiology, geography, geology and image analysis.
Furthermore, @] points out that causal representations exist for a wide class of random fields
and |14] mentions that statistical inference for such representations is often easier to conduct.

The causal CARMA random field is related to some other classes of random fields. It belongs
to the class of ambit fields (see e.g. Barndorff-Nielsen et al. “E]), which has applications in biology,
finance or turbulence. In particular, causal CARMA random fields possess ambit sets which are
translation invariant and have the form of a quadrant if d = 2, an octant if d = 3, an orthant if
d > 3, respectively. Additionally, we will see that they constitute a parametric submodel of the
Volterra-type Ornstein-Uhlenbeck (VOU) processes studied in Pham and Chong [@] and they
generalize the multi-parameter Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process in Graversen and Pedersen [17].
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This article is organized as follows: in Section 2l we first recall the notions of Lévy bases,
Lévy sheets and their integration theory to the extent necessary for this paper. At the beginning
of Section [3] we derive a system of SPDEs (cf. (8:2])), which lays the groundwork for extending
the CARMA process. Afterwards, we define the causal CARMA(p, ¢) random field and the more
general causal GCARMA random field, for which we drop the assumption that Ay, ..., Az are in
companion form. In Theorem B.5 we show that these random fields exist under mild assumptions
and solve the SPDE system (B.2]) in the mild sense. Furthermore, we investigate the multi-
parameter CARMA kernel in more detail and present several alternative representations. This
section concludes with a remark on the connection to the VOU process studied in [@] Section [
is devoted to distributional and path properties of causal CARMA random fields. Expressions
for the autocovariance function (cf. Theorem E] and Proposition B3] and the spectral density
(cf. Corollary [£4]) are derived and Theorem [£7] establishes some path properties. Finally, we
investigate sampling properties of causal CARMA random fields. Under a mild spectral condition,
Theorem T3] shows that sampling on an equidistant lattice leads to a spatial ARMA process,
which generally has infinitely many moving average terms. By contrast, Example depicts a
case with finitely many moving average terms.

The following notation will be used throughout this article: C' denotes a generic strictly pos-
itive constant which may change its value from line to line without affecting any argumentation.
We use 1 for the indicator function so that the Heaviside function may be written as 10y
If A is a matrix (or a vector), then A" denotes the transpose of A. The prime symbol ’ stands
for differentiation of a univariate function. For multivariate functions, we use 9, for partial dif-
ferentiation with respect to the variable z, or 0y for partial differentiation with respect to the
first variable. Components of a d-dimensional vector u are denoted by wuq,...,uq if not stated
otherwise. Furthermore, ||u|| is the Euclidean norm, u - v € R is the scalar product, u ® v € R?
is the componentwise product and we write v < v if and only if u; < v; for all for u,v € R? and
i € {1,...,d}. The imaginary unit is ¢ and we set Ry = [0, 00).

2 Lévy bases and Lévy sheets

Throughout this article we will use homogeneous Lévy bases and we define them directly through
their Lévy-Itd decomposition as a sum of a deterministic drift part, a Gaussian part, a compen-
sated small jumps part and a large jumps part. From now on, all stochastic objects live on a
fixed complete probability space (2, F,P).

Definition 2.1

(1) A homogeneous Lévy basis A on R? is a family of random variables indexed by the bounded
Borel subsets of R such that for all A € By,(R?) we have

A(A) = BLebgra(A) + oW (A) + /Rd /R]IA(S)Z]I{|Z|S1} (p — q)(ds,dz2)

+/ /]IA(S)Z]I{Z>1}p(d37dZ)7
R4 JR

where

e Lebpa is the Lebesgue measure on R? and B € R, 0 € R, are constants,

e W is Gaussian white noise on R? such that Var(W(A)) = Lebga(A) (for more details
see e.g. Chapter I in Walsh [@]),
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e p is a Poisson random measure on R% x R with intensity measure q = Lebga ® v, where v
is a Lévy measure on R (see e.g. Chapter II in Jacod and Shiryaev M] for more details
on Poisson random measures and their integration theory).

(2) The triplet (8,02,v) is called the characteristics of A. If [ |z|1 ;=13 v(dz) < oo, we say
that A has a finite first moment and define k1 := g+ [ 211,513 v(d2) as the mean of A.
Likewise, we say that A has a finite second moment and define kg := 0 + [ 2* v(dz) as
the variance of A if fR 22 v(dz) < co. The cumulant generating function (or Lévy symbol)
(: R — C of A is given by

1 )
C(u) = dub — §u20’2 + /R(ewz — 1 —duly,<iy)v(dz), u€eR.

(3) We associate with each homogeneous Lévy basis A on RY a Lévy sheet (L(t)),cpa via the
equation
L(t) == A({(s1t1, ..., Satq) "= s1,...,54 € [0,1]}), teR%

O

The stochastic integral with respect to Lévy bases is for deterministic integrands classically
defined as in Rajput and Rosiniski |29, Section II| (this paper uses the term infinitely divisible
independently scattered random measure for Lévy basis), i.e., it is defined as the limit in probabil-
ity of stochastic integrals of an approximating sequence of simple functions, where the stochastic
integral for simple functions is defined canonically. We recall an integrability characterization
from @, Theorem 2.7| in the next proposition.

Proposition 2.2. Let g: R — R be a measurable function and A be a homogeneous Lévy basis
on R with characteristics (8,02,v) and cumulant generating function . Then the stochastic

integral [pq g(s) A(ds) is well defined if and only if

W

) [ Plal) ds <o,

By(s) + /R (29(5)Lgpng iy — 9(8)2 1 101<1y) w(d2)| ds < oo,

2
(3) /Rd/R(l/\|zg(s)| ) (dz) ds < oo.

In this case, the stochastic integral is infinitely divisible with characteristic function

o ([ a9a@s)) = { [ cluglenas}

1 .
= exp {z’uﬁg - §u203 + / (e —1— iu]l{|z|<1})l/g(dz)} , u€R,
R
and characteristic triplet (ﬁg,ag, vg) given by

o by = [ (B5) + [ oL egoren — 9(6)78 o) 1(0) ds.

o = [ olgl as,
Rd
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e 1y(B) = /]Rd /R]l{g(s)zeB} v(dz)ds for any Borel set B € B(R).

The following proposition provides a sufficient integrability criterion which is easier to check
and will be useful later on. For its proof, we refer to Berger [4].

Proposition 2.3. Let g: R? — R be a measurable function such that |g(z)| < Ce==ll for some
positive constants C,n and A be a homogeneous Lévy basis on R with [ log(|z])* 1 {,=1y v(d2) <
oo. Then g is integrable with respect to A.

Finally, the stochastic integral with respect to L is defined for exactly those functions g which
are integrable with respect to A and we set

/ g(s)dL(s) ::/ g(s) A(ds).

R4 Rd

3 Causal CARMA random fields as mild solutions to a system of
SPDEs

Our approach to defining a CARMA random field relies on a generalization of the state-space
Equations (II]). As the first step, we reformulate (1) as

Y(t)=0b'X(t), teR,

(I,0; — A) X (t) = cL(t), teR, (3.1)

where I, is the identity matrix in RP*P, I,0; is a matrix whose entries are J; on the diagonal
and zero otherwise, and (I,0; — A) is a system of ordinary differential operators with constant
coefficients acting on the state vector X. The symbol L denotes the formal partial differentiation
of L in each of t’'s components once. In the purely temporal case, t is one-dimensional and thus
L(t) coincides with 9;L(t). However, in d dimensions we have

L(t) = 8y --- 04L(t), teR%L

In order to lift Equations ([BI) to R?, we iterate the system of differential operators for each of
t’s components, that is, we consider the system of SPDEs

Y(t)=b"X(t), teRY 5
04X (t) = cL(t), teRY, (3.2)

where ©, is the system of linear partial differential operators
Dq= [,04 — Ag) - (Ip01 — A1),

A; is the companion matrix to a monic polynomial a;(-) of degree p for each i =1,...,d and L is
the Lévy sheet associated to a homogeneous Lévy basis A on R?. We are interested in solutions
to ([B2]) and use the following notion, which is based on the random field approach of Walsh [@]

Definition 3.1

(1) If G € (D'(R%))P*P is a matrix with entries in the space of real-valued distributions D’(R9)
and the application of the system of linear partial differential operators ®4 on G satisfies
4G = 1,00, where dy is the Dirac delta function, then G is called a fundamental solution of
D4 to the right (see e.g. Section 3.8 in Hérmander @])
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(2) If G € (L] (RY))P*P is a fundamental solution of D, to the right with entries in the space
of locally integrable functions Ll (R?) and the random field

G x (cA)(t) == g G(t — s)cA(ds), teR%

exists in the sense of Section 2 then b' (G * (cA)) is called a mild solution to ([B.2). O

Remark 3.2 Asin the purely temporal case, the derivative L in Equations ([B2) does not exist
in the classical sense. Nevertheless, there is a version of L such that L exists in the distributional
sense. It can then be identified with the homogeneous Lévy basis A in the sense that (L, $) =
f ¢(s) A(ds) for all test functions ¢ € D(}Rd), where the angle brackets denote the application
of the dlstrlbutlon L to ¢ (see Lemma 3.6 in Dalang and Humeau [@] If in addition the Lévy
measure v satisfies f o[>1 2| v(dz) < oo for some a > 0, then L is even a random element of

the space of tempered distributions S’'(R%) (see Theorem 3.13 in ﬂﬂ] O

Motivated by the solution formula (4] for the CARMA process, we define the causal
CARMA random field and we will subsequently show that it is a mild solution to (B:2]).

Definition 3.3 Let ¢ and p be two non-negative integers such that g < p, b = (by, ..., bp_l)T €
RP with b, # 0 and b; = 0 for i > ¢, ¢ = (0, ..., 0, 1)T € RP, and A; be the companion matrix to
a monic polynomial a; of degree p with real coefficients and roots having strictly negative real

parts for ¢ = 1,...,d. A random field (Y (t)),cga is called (causal) CARMA(p,q) random field if

it satisfies the equations
Y(t)=b"X(t), teR?
t t
/ 1 / d 1(t1—s1) Ad(td_sd)CA(dS), t e ]Rd7 (3.3)

where A is a homogeneous Lévy basis on R? with [, log(|z|)¥1 /=13 v(dz) < co. A (causal)
CARMA(p,0) random field is also called a (causal) CAR(p) random field. O

Here causality is understood in the sense that the values of X (¢) and Y (¢) at point ¢ € R only
depend on the values of A on the set (—o0,t1] X - x (=00, t4]. Causal CARMA (p, ¢) random fields
belong to the following class, for which we drop the requirements that every A; is a companion
matrix and the specific choice ¢ = (0,...,0,1)".

Definition 3.4 Let p > 1 be an integer, b,c € RP, A; € RP*P with eigenvalues having
strictly negative real parts for i = 1,...,d, and A be a homogeneous Lévy basis on R¢ with
Jwlog(|2)) %1 |z1=13 ¥(d2) < co. A random field (Y (t)),cga is called (causal) generalized CARMA
(GCARMA) random field if it satisfies Equations (B.3]). O

Since each CARMA (p, ¢) random field is also a GCARMA random field, every result which
applies to GCARMA random fields also applies to CARMA (p, ¢) random fields. On the other
hand, it is easy to find GCARMA random fields which are not CARMA random fields if we fix
the order p (cf. for instance Example [A1] in the Appendix). The next theorem shows existence
of GCARMA random fields and establishes the connection to the system (3.2). In what follows,
wi(A;) denotes the algebraic multiplicity of the eigenvalue A; with respect to the matrix A;.

Theorem 3.5. Under the conditions of Definition [33 (resp. Definition[57) the CARMA(p, q)
(resp. GCARMA) random field (Y (t)),cra exists and it is a mild solution to ([B.2]).
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Proof. For the existence we have to check that the stochastic integral in (B3] exists. Let
A; = SiJiSi_l be a Jordan decomposition of A; for i = 1,...,d. Then we have that editi—si) —
S;e’ i(ti_si)Si_ ! from which we infer that each entry of the matrix e?i(ti—i) is a (possibly complex)
linear combination of {(t; — si)kie’\i(ti_si): A; is an eigenvalue of A;, 0 < k; < pi(A;) — 1} for i =
1,...,d. Hence, each component of the integrand e41(t1—=s1) ... eAdlta—sa)¢ ig g (possibly complex)
linear combination of the set

{(t1 — sp)freMtr=s) (4, — sg)kaeralta=sa) . )\, is an eigenvalue of A;, 0 < ki < pi(N;) — 1}.

This shows that the integrability criteria of Proposition [2.3] are satisfied.
In order to show that Y is a mild solution to ([B.2]), we have to show that the matrix-valued
function

G(t) = eAltl v eAdtd]l{tZ()}, t e Rd,

is a fundamental solution of
Daq = (Ip0q — Ag) -+ (1,01 — Ay)

to the right. By line A.2.2 in the appendix of Ortner and Wagner M], an application of 4 on
G yields
(Ip0a — Aq) -+~ (IpOr — Ar)et ™ - e il sy - Ly 0
= (Ip0a — Aa) -+ (Ip0s — Ag)Tp0o(tr)e™? -+ ey ooy - Ty 50
= I,00(t1) (1p0a — Ag) - - (Ip0s — Ag)e - oefalal oo Ty, o
= Ipdo(t1) - Ipdo(ta) = Ipdo(t),
where the derivatives are taken in the distributional sense and we have used the tensor product

of distributions in the last line (see e.g. Section 5.1 in Hérmander @]) Since G is also locally
integrable, this finishes the proof. O

Example 3.6 (Stable GCARMA random fields) Let n > 0,0 < a < 2 and A be a

symmetric a-stable homogeneous Lévy basis with cumulant generating function
((u) = —nlul®, weR.

Since A has moments of any order strictly smaller than «, the GCARMA random field (Y (t));cga
of Definition 3:4] exists and Proposition shows that for each t € R? the characteristic function
of Y(t) is

O (Y(t)) (u) =exp {—n\u!o‘/ [pTetist ... eAdsdc\o‘ds} , u€eR.
Rd

+

Hence, Y (t) is symmetric a-stable with the same stability index as A. O

The CARMA process in Equation ([IL4]) is a strictly stationary process. Similarly, we have that
every GCARMA random field Y is strictly stationary, that is, for every n € N and 7, ¢t ..., ¢ ¢
R? the distributions of (Y (tM), ..., Y (t™)) and (Y (¢ + 7), ..., Y (¢ 4 7)) are equal.

Corollary 3.7. Suppose that (Y (t)),cgra is a CARMA(p, q) (resp. GCARMA) random field. Then

it has the representation

Y(t)=(g*A)(t) = /Rd g(t —s)A(ds), teR% (3.4)
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where the CARMA (p, q) kernel (resp. GCARMA kernel) g is given by

) =T M

p1(A1)— pd(Na)—
S ks ey, @)

N k1=0 Ao kg=0

5= (81,...,8q4) € RY, {d(\i, k1, ..., Aa, kq)} is a set of complex coefficients and 2.y, denotes the
sum over distinct eigenvalues of A; fori=1,...,d. In particular, (Y (t));cra is strictly stationary.

Proof. By the proof of Theorem BH} each component of €151 ...e44% ¢ and therefore also

bleArst. .. edasac g g (possibly complex) linear combination of the set
{sh1etsn .. sflde)‘dsd Ai is an eigenvalue of A;, 0 < k; < p;(A;) — 1}

This fact and Equations (83) imply Equations (4] and (3.3). The strict stationarity follows
from Equation (34]). O

A direct consequence of this representation is that, under the assumption that each A; has
distinct eigenvalues, Y is the sum of p? dependent and possibly complex valued CAR(1) random
fields (cf. Proposition 2 in [@] for the temporal analog), though some of which may vanish depend-
ing on the coefficients d(A1, k1, ..., Ag, kq). Moreover, the kernel g in Equation (3.3)) is anisotropic
in contrast to the isotropic CARMA random field in (LH). Also, g is in general non-separable,
i.e., it cannot be written as a product of the form g(s) = gi(s1) - ga(sq)-

In general, we do not have explicit formulae for the coefficients d(A1, k1, ..., Ag, kq) in (B5)
since they involve the product of d different matrix exponentials. However, explicit formulae can
be derived in certain special cases. The next two results in Proposition B.8 and Theorem B.I0 give
different methods for the calculation of these coefficients provided that a CARMA (p, ¢) random
field is given.

Proposition 3.8. Suppose that (Y (t));cga is a CARMA(p,q) random field on R? such that

Ay = -+ = Ay and the polynomials a1(-) and b(-) given in Definition and ([L3) have no
common roots. Then its kernel g as given in ([33) can be written as
1
s) = = |ema)=1 i A gz(sittsa) p Y /g (2 1,
9) = oy — 8= (D)/mG)]| | Lo

for s € R%. In particular, if A1 has distinct eigenvalues, the CARMA(p, q) kernel reduces to

b(M s1+-+s
9(8) = Z ﬁeh( 1t d)]]'{820}7 S € Rd,
A1

where a)(+) is the derivative of the polynomial ay(-).

Proof. This follows directly from Lemma 2.3 in ﬁ] O

Lemma 3.9. Suppose that ¢(-) and 0(-) are two (complex) polynomials such that ¢(-) has distinct
roots, which have strictly negative real parts. Furthermore, assume that p is a simple closed curve
encircling the roots of ¢(-) in the complex pl(me. Then we have for every s € R that

5% dy = 9()‘) es)\
2 / FE NP IF TVl

where Y, denotes the sum over the distinct roots of ¢(-).
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Proof. Let () has representation 0(z) = > 1_, ;2. Then, we observe that

Z o5 o )\ o 9()‘) SA
2m (b (2) 2m / o(z == ZQkZ ¢' - Z)\: ¢/()‘)e 7

where in the second equation we have used the residue theorem and evaluated the residues. [

Theorem 3.10. Suppose that (Y (t)),cra is a CARMA(p, q) random field such that the polyno-
mial a;(+) as given in Definition [Z3 has distinct roots for i = 1,...,d. Let a;(z) = Y1_j o 2P~
and define the polynomials

ai k(2 mezp i

fork=1,....,p andi = 1,...,d. Then the CARMA(p,q) kernel g of Y as given in ([B5) can be
written as

)\kd 1 d— 1)\k‘ _1azki+1()\')

Z Z Z Z bkl 1 / - (7/\) 1 e)\181+"'+>\d8d1{820}’ = Rd.
d i\ 7\

A \ki=1  kg=1 i:l

(3.6)
Proof. Denoting the (k,1)-entry of the matrix e/ with m,(;)l, we have by the definition of the
matrix product that

p p

TeA1s1 | gAdsa _E E O @ W)

be € c= bkl_lmkl,kzka,ks Mk g kgyr Chata
klzl kd+1:1

where we use the convention that b = (bg, ..., b,—1) . Theorem 2.1 in [@] implies that

m,(f)z - / 2k_1—ai’l(z)ezsi dz
o ai(2)

where the contour integral is taken over a simple closed curve p; encircling the eigenvalues of A;
in the open left half of the complex plane. As a consequence, we get that

kl—l kd—l
27 ay g, (2) 1 ZM " ag g (2)
Z Z by 15 / ke / Tk e, s
kiml  kgpa=1 1 pa d
(3.7)

for s € R%. Applying Lemma 39, we obtain that

P P 1 ka—1
al k ()\1) 1S Ad adJi‘ ()\d) AiS
_ Z o Z Z 2 :bkl 1 12) eSS a:i()\t:Sl e ded+1ﬂ{520}7

ki=1  kgi=1 M\

which after rearranging terms and recalling that ¢ = (0, ...,0,1)" yields Equation (3.6]). O

Remark 3.11 In the setting of Theorem B.10, Equation (B.6) reduces for d =1 to

bA) .
g(s) = Z ﬁe)\l 11{520}, S € R,
A1
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which is the known kernel representation of a causal CARMA process (cf. Remark 5 in E]) For
d = 2, Equation (3.0]) reduces to

AD)ars DAY o e 5
eMoITA22Y oy, s € R
ZZ <Z i (A1) ah () {s>0}

Al A2

0

Remark 3.12 At the end of this section we reveal a connection between CARMA (p, ¢) random
fields and Volterra-type Ornstein-Uhlenbeck (VOU) processes as studied in Pham and Chong
[@] A VOU process (W (t,2)) )R, xre 1S a solution to the stochastic temporo-spatial integral
equation

¢ ¢
W(t,z) =V(t,x) + / ) W(t—s,x—y)pvou(ds,dy) + / /d gvou(t — s,x —y) A(ds, dy),
o Jr o Jr

where py oy is a signed measure on Ry x R?, gvou: Ry x R? — R is a measurable function, V
is a stochastic process on Ry x R? and A is a homogeneous Lévy basis. Under the conditions of
Theorem 3.3 in [@] and the particular choice of V' specified therein, the unique solution to this
equation is given by

t
W(tax) = / /Rd(gVOU — PVOU * gVOU)(t —S5,T = y) A(d37dy)7 (tax) €Rx Rda (38)

where * denotes convolution and the resolvent py oy is another signed measure on R x R which
is uniquely determined by py oy through pyvou * pyou = pvou + pvou (cf. Proposition 2.2 in

f2s]).
We want to show that GCARMA random fields, and thus also CARMA(p, ¢) random fields,

are parametric examples of VOU processes. In order to do so, we consider a GCARMA random
field Y on R, Since VOU processes are formulated in space and time, we write Y as a function
of (t,x) = (t,21,...,7q) € R¥ instead of t = (t1,...,t4;1) € R in this remark. Further,
we assume for simplicity that the matrices Ay,...,Ag11 in the definition of Y all have distinct
eigenvalues. In this case, the GCARMA random field Y satisfies

Y(t x) / / D A Mg )M T et (Tamva) A(ds, dy) (3.9)

X\ Ad+1

for (t,2) € R x RY, which can be seen from Equations (3.4) and (3.35]). The task is now to find
a suitable function gyop and a suitable measure py oy such that the random field Y is of the
form (3.8)). For uyoy we may choose

nwyou = —/\Leb[gg+ & 507Rd

with some arbitrary real number A > 0. Here, Lebgr, denotes the Lebesgue measure on Ry and
do,ra is the Dirac measure on R?. According to Example B.2 in [@], the corresponding resolvent
pyvou is then given by

pvou(ds,dy) = Xe ** ds do.re(dy).
With this in mind, we set

MAA L
gvou(s,y) = Z < 1)\1 NS _) Z Z d )\17 --'7)\d+1)e)\2y1 .. 'e)\dJrlyd]l{yZO}

A1 Ad+1
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for (s,y) € R x R%, and a basic calculation yields

(pVOU * gVOU)(Sa y)

— Z < : o > Z Z A1y oo A1 )@Y - - e)\dﬂyd]l{yZO}

Ad+1

Plugging these two equations into ([B.8]) we observe that the two random fields in (B8] and (3.9)
coincide, giving us the desired result. O

4 Distributional and path properties

In this section we examine several features of CARMA (p, ¢) random fields. We investigate their
autocovariance and their spectral density, followed by some path properties. Moreover, we analyze
in detail the restriction on an equidistant discrete lattice.

4.1 Second-order structure

The first result in this section determines the autocovariance function. We use the convention
that Cov[V, W] denotes the matrix (Cov[V;, W;])1<; j<a for any two random vectors V, W € R%.

Theorem 4.1. Suppose that (Y (t));cra is a CARMA(p,q) (resp. GCARMA) random field.
(1) If A has a finite first moment, then Y (t) and X (t) have as well for all t € RY. They are
given for t € R% by

E[X()] = 1 /

ed1s1 . eddSdcds  and ElY (t)] = :‘il/ plest. . ofasacdg.
Rt

d
R+

(2) If A has further a finite second moment, then Y (t) and X (t) have as well for all t € R%.
They are given for t € R? by

Var[X (t)] = X = /{2/ edist . gAasageTeAdsi . oAs1 ds  gnd Var[Y (t)] = b' %b.
Rd

In this case, the autocovariance function v of Y has the form

p1(A1)— pd(Na)—
= IQQZ Z Z Z Z d )‘17k17""Ad?kd)]l{t@veRi}
)\1 k)l 0 )\d k‘d 0 UE{ 1 l}d
~ t’fl Atlta] tkd Adltal ¢ ¢ RY, (4.1)

where {dy (A1, k1, ..., Aa, ka)} is a set of complex coefficients for every v € {—1,1}* such that
dy( A, k1, oo Ady kg) = d—y(A1, k1 ooy Mgy k),

Z)\i denotes the sum over distinct eigenvalues of A; fori =1,...,d and p;(\;) is the algebraic
multiplicity of the eigenvalue \; with respect to the matriz A;.

(3) If even further all A;, i = 1,...,d, commute, then the autocovariance function v of Y has
representation

v(t) = b At >0y .. gAdltalls,>0y EeAI‘tl‘]l{t1<0} . eAI|td‘1{td<O}b’ t e RY. (4.2)
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Proof. We prove the statements for d = 2, the proof for higher dimensions is completely
analogous. The expressions for E[X ()], E[Y (¢)], Var[X (¢)] and Var[Y (t)] are consequences of
Corollary 4.2 in [28]. Additionally, a consideration of the involved limits of integration yields for
rcR?andte Ri that

Cov[X(r+1t),X(r) = ,{2/ oA1(s1+1) GAa(s2+t2) . T o A7 524A] 51 ds, (4.3)
w2
and
Cov[X (r + (t1,—t2) "), X(r)] = /{2/ eA1(s1ttn) gdzs2 o T oAy (s2tt2) oAl 51 g (4.4)
=

Since Y (r) = b" X (r), we have that Cov[Y (r+t),Y (r)] = b Cov[X (r+t), X (r)]b and Cov[Y (r+
(t1,—t2) "), Y (r)] = b' Cov[X(r + (t1,—t2) "), X(r)]b. Using the symmetry of v and a similar
argument as in the proof of Theorem B3] we obtain formula ([4I]). If the matrices Ay and A,
commute, then Equations (3] and (4] simplify to

Cov[X (r +t), X (r)] = ettttef2t2y

and .
Cov[X (r + (t1, —t2) "), X (r)] = et meAz 2,

which proves Equation (d.2]). O
Remark 4.2 (1) For d = 2 Equations (@) and ({2]) simplify to

p1(A1)— p2(A2)—

OEY DS Z > <11 (A1, k1, Az, k) Ly, 1550

A1 k1=0 A2 k2=0

+d1,-1) (A1, k1, Mg, k’z)]l{tlt2<0}>tlfle’\l‘tl‘t?e)‘ﬂtﬂ, t € R?

and
bleArltleAzltlyp  if t1ty > 0,
7(t) =

bTeMililxedzlt2ly  if ¢12, < 0.

(2) If all matrices Ay, ..., Ag have distinct eigenvalues, then all eigenvalues have algebraic multi-
plicity one. In this case, we write d, (A1, ..., Ag) instead of dy,(A1,0, ..., Ag, 0) in Equation (ZI).
O

Theorem M. tells us that the value of the autocovariance function 7(¢) depends on the
quadrant of R?, and more generally on the orthant of R%, in which ¢ lies. This unique second-
order structure is basically induced by the causality feature of the random field Y. It is in
particular neither isotropic, in contrast to the CARMA model in [@] (see Theorem 2 in this
reference), nor separable. Also, we remark that two companion matrices commute if and only if
they are equal and thus the third part of Theorem 1] actually requires A; = --- = Ay in the
case of a CARMA (p, ¢) random field Y.

The next result relates the coefficients d, (A1, k1, ..., Ag, kq) in Equation (41]) to the the coef-
ficients d(\1, k1, ..., Ag, kq) of the kernel g in Equation ([B1). For brevity, we only deal with the
case where each matrix A; has distinct eigenvalues and d = 2.
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Proposition 4.3. Suppose that (Y (t));ere is a CARMA(p, q) (resp. GCARMA) random field on
the plane R? such that A has a finite second moment, both Ay and Ay have distinct eigenvalues
and the GCARMA kernel is given by

p
g(s) = Z d(il,iz)eM(i1)s1e)\2(i2)821{820}’ sc R2,

i1,i2=1

where (A (in))1<in<p 15 an enumeration of the distinct eigenvalues of Ay, for n =1,2. Then the
autocovariance function of Y is

. P P d(i17i2)d(jlaj2) e)\1(i1)t1 e)\z(iz)t2
) = 2 (Z <A1<j1>+xl<z'1>>uz<j2>+A2<z'z>>) |

i1,92=1 \J1,j2=1

’Lf tito > 0, and

— ks - - d(iv, j2)d(j1, i2) e ()t Ao (iz)ts
1) =2 ) (Z (Al(j1)+>\1(i1))(>\2(j2)+>\2(i2))) ’

i1,42=1 \J1,j2=1

if t1te < 0. In particular, we have for all i1,io = 1,...,p that

. . . . - d(iy,i2)d(j1, j
i Palin) Ao(@2)) = de-, - (alin), 2o(ia)) = Z (A1(51) + ill(iljg(iél(ji§)+ Aa(ig))’

J1,j2=1

and

: L ; i) — - d(i1, j2)d(j1,12)
G- (Galin), Aolia)) = dan (alin), 2o(62)) jlé::l (A (1) + A (1)) (A2 (d2) + A2lia))

Proof. It is sufficient to consider the case when 1 > 0 and ¢ > 0 since all other cases follow
analogously. Once again, Corollary 4.2 in @] implies that

Y(t) = ko /R2 g(s)g(s +t)ds

p p

11,19=1 11,19=1

= Ko Z d 21’22) A1 (i1)t1 )\2 (i2)t / ]1,]2) (>\1(j1)+>\1(i1))s1e()\z(jz)-i-)\g(ig))sg dS)
R2

+ j1,J2=1

- d(j1,J2)
Z (M (1) + A ))(Az(j2)+)\2(1'2)))

i1,i2=1

= Ko Z d21722) A1(in)tr g A2 (i2)t (

i1,2=1 J1,J2= 1
= /i2 Zp: Zp: Zl) 2)d ]17]2 eAl(il)tleAQ(iQ)tZ'
i1,i2=1 \Jj1,j2=1 (A1(71) + A1(in)) (A2(j2) + A2 (i2))
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From Theorem (] we observe that the autocovariance function v of a GCARMA random
field is integrable over R%. This property is also called short-range dependency and it implies that
the spectral density f of v exists, which is defined as

1 )
)/y(t)e_w'tdt, w € RY,

f(w)zm e

We present an explicit formula in the case when all matrices A; have distinct eigenvalues.

Corollary 4.4. Suppose that (Y (t));cra ts a CARMA(p, q) (resp. GCARMA) random field such
that A has a finite second moment and A; has distinct eigenvalues for i = 1,...,d. Then the
spectral density f of Y has the form

dy(A1y ey Ag) d
27‘(’ (2r)d Z Z Z (ivlwl — )\1) cee (ivdwd — )\d)7 we R (4.5)

Ad ve{-1,1}4

Proof. Equation ([£I]) shows that
UETS 2 D D KNI PR

Ad ve{-1,1}4

We also have that

. 1
Lippsoretillile™®itiqy, = — —
/R {tiv>0} P o —
for i =1,...,d and w; € R. Hence, we get ({L0) by applying the Fourier transform. O

Example 4.5 (Second-order structure of a CAR(p) random field on the plane)

Let (Y (t));er2 be a CAR(p) random field on the plane R? such that A has a finite second moment
and both A; and Aj have distinct eigenvalues. Recall from Equation (87) that the CAR(p) kernel
g has the representation

Ep: k—1

1 a1 x(2) g / 5 2
S) = - > eZS dZ eZS2 dZﬂ s s s = (81,8 c R ,
) o (2mi)? /pl a1(2) 5y 02(2) {s>0} (s1,52)

where we use the notation of Theorem BI0l Since |a; x(2)/a1(2)] = O(]z|71) as z — oo, an
application of Theorem 2.2 of Chapter VI in ] yields

)

)kl

p
Z / al,k zwl)eiwlsl dwl/ (IL w2 piwas? dws
aj zwl) R ag(’LWQ)

1

k—1

1 / / aq k 'LW2) ei(w1s1+w282) dwy dwy, 5= (81, 82) c R2.
R Z 1)az(tws)

k=1

This allows us to recognize that the Fourier transform of ¢ is equal to

P alk ; 'ng)k_l 9
E : , w=(w,w2) € R%,
— a1 (w1 )ag(tws)

which immediately implies the spectral density

K2 - . al,k' ’lw2 al,l w '“"’2)11

k=1 =1
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Furthermore, we conclude for the autocovariance function that

’Y(t)://f(w)e"(““t”“?t?)dwl dwo
RJR
_ K2 Zp: / alvk(iwl)alvl(_iwl)eiw1t1 dw1/ (iw2)k_1(_iw2)l_leiw2t2 oy
(2m)? r 01 (twi)ar(—iw) g a2(iws)as(—iws)
~ s zp: Z al,k(Al)al,l(—/\l)ﬂ{tlzo} + al,k(—)\l)a17l()\1)]l{tl<0} e>\1|t1\
aj(Ar)ai(—=A1)

k
< A5~ (=A0) T gm0 + (“ )P TN Mg, g e)‘2|t2|>

ay(A2)az(—Az)

p k-2
ar k(A)ari(=A1)A;
=K
122 [ 2 ay(Ar)ar(=A1)ay(A2)az(=Ae)
X ((_1)l_11{t1t220} + (_1)k_11{t1t2<0}> ] e)\l‘t1|+)\2‘t2|v t= (t17t2) € Rz)

where in the third equation we have used Lemma [3.91and Theorem 2.2 of Chapter VI in [@] We
remark that the procedure in this example cannot be extended to CARMA(p, ¢) random fields
with ¢ > 0 since |b(2)a1 x(2)/a1(2)] = O(]z| 1) would not be satisfied for each k =1,...,p. O

4.2 Path properties

Path properties for CARMA(p, q) processes can easily be deduced from Equations (ILI]). The
sample paths of each CARMA (p, q) process are (p—q—2)-times differentiable, provided p > ¢+2,
or continuous, provided p = g+ 2, or cadlag, provided p = ¢+ 1 (see e.g. Equation (31) in |5] for
more details). If additionally the driving noise is a Brownian motion, then even more regularity
can be obtained.

For the class of spatial CARMA(p, ¢) random fields it is harder to establish path properties
since the system of SPDEs (2] does not allow for the same reasoning as (ILT]) does. However,
by drawing on maximal inequalities for multi-parameter martingales, we are able to prove the
existence of a version having the path property in Definition [£.6], which also represents a possible
generalization of the classical cadlag property. As usual, we say that a process (?(t))teRd is a
version of the process (Y (t)),ega if for every t € R? the equality Y () = Y (¢) holds almost surely.

Definition 4.6

(1) We write v £ w if and only if v; > w; for at least one i € {1,...,d}. Also, for v,w € R? we
define the interval [v,w] := {s € R%: v < s < w}, which may be empty.

(2) A function f: RY — R is cadlag if for every t € R?,

lim f(s) = f(t) and lim f(s) exists.
= o

Theorem 4.7. Suppose that (Y (t));cra is a CARMA(p,q) (resp. GCARMA) random field.
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(1) If the homogeneous Lévy basis A is Gaussian, then'Y has a version which is Hélder continuous
with any exponent in (0,1/2).

(2) If the Lévy measure v of A satisfies flx|>1 |z|*v(dz) < oo for some a € (0,1], then Y has a
cadlag version.

Proof. We only prove the assertions in two dimensions since higher dimensions can be treated
completely analogously.

(1) Without loss of generality, we assume that 5 = 0, that is, A has mean zero. Recall from
Equation ([4J]) that the autocovariance function is given by

p1(A1)— p2(A2)—

OEY DS Z > (11 (A1, 1, A2y p2) Lty 1, >0

A1 k1=0 A2 k2=0

+d(1,-1) (A1, 1, /\2,Mz)ﬂ{t1t2<0})t]fle/\”tl'tgze/\ﬂtﬂ, t € R

This allows us to conclude that every ¢ € R? and every s € R? with sufficiently small norm ||s|
satisfy

E[[Y (1) = Y (t + 5)’) = 2(v(0) = 7(s)) < C|s].

Hence, applying Kolmogorov’s continuity theorem (see e.g. Theorem 3.23 of ]) and the fact
that Y is a Gaussian process finishes the proof of the first part.

(2) The proof of the second part is similar to the proof of Theorem 5.5 in @] We therefore
only sketch the main ideas. Due to the first part above, we may assume that o> = 8 = 0. The
remaining compensated small jumps part and large jumps part are considered separately.

Case 1: A(ds) = [ 21y.<1y (P — q)(ds, dz2).

Referring to Equation ([B8.4]), we observe that the claim clearly holds true for the process g * A,
with A, (ds) == [ 211 m<|z)<131qjs|<n} (P — q)(ds,dz) since the latter has only finitely many
jumps. Consequently, we may close this case once we are able to show that g x A™ converges
uniformly on compacts in probability to 0, where A" := A — A,,. By the fundamental theorem of
calculus, we have for the GCARMA kernel g that

t1

g(t1 — s1,ta — s2) = g(—s1,—52) + O19(r1 — s1,—s2)dry
0
to

t1 to
+ Oag(—s1,r2 — S2) drg +/ 01029(r1 — 81,72 — 52) dradr.
0 o Jo

Putting this decomposition into g * A", we end up with four processes which can be handled one
by one. For instance, the last one satisfies

t1 to t1 to 2
E sup / / / 0102g(r1 — 51,72 — S2) dradri A" (dsy, ds2)
—v,v]
t1 to 2

< / / sup / O10ag(r1 — 81,79 — 82) A" (dsy,ds2)| | draodrg

—v1 J —v9 —v] |/ =00 J —c0

v1 V2 V1 V2 2

S C/ / E ‘/ / 61829(7’1 — 81,72 — 82) An(dsl, dSQ) dT‘gd’r’l

—v1 J —v2 —00 J —o0
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for some v € R2 Note that we have used a stochastic Fubini theorem (see e.g. Theorem 2 in
] in the second line and Cairoli’s maximal inequality (see e.g. Corollary 2.3.1 of Chapter 7 in

) in the third line, which in turn converges to zero as n tends to infinity due to the dominated
convergence theorem. The three other parts in the decomposition can be dealt with analogously.

Case 2: A(ds) = [ 21y.>13 p(ds, dz).

The difference between this case and the previous one is that A, ( fR 2112513 L qjs)<n) P(ds, d2)
and instead of decomposing g, we directly estimate

t1 12
/ / g(t1 — s1,ta — s2) A" (d81,d82)

t1 to
sup / / / (t1 — s1,t2 — 52)%|2]* Lo lys |>n}p(ds dz)]

[—v,0]

/ / sup g(t1 — s1,t2 — 82) " Lyjg>ny d81d82/ |2[* L gz 51y da.

oo te[—v,v]

sup
te[—v,v]

The first integral in the last line is well defined and converges to zero as n — oo by dominated
convergence. ]

Remark 4.8 The notion of cadlag functions in Definition is slightly stronger than the
notion of lamp functions (for limits along monotone paths), which is for instance defined in “ﬁ]
and also in [12]. O

4.3 Sampling on an equidistant lattice

Real-life phenomena and data thereof are usually observed and digitally stored only for a set
of discrete points even if the underlying dynamics are of a continuous nature. Therefore, it is
desirable to understand the behavior of a continuous model when it is discretely sampled. If
the driving Lévy process has a finite second moment, it is known that an equidistantly sampled
CARMA(p, q) process is always an ARMA (p,p — 1) process driven by a weak white noise. This
fact follows from Lemma 2.1 in [7] in conjunction with Proposition 3.2.1 in [B] We are going to
generalize these two results to higher dimensions. All results in this subsection are formulated
on the plane for simplicity and we use subscripts to indicate discrete parameters.

Definition 4.9

(1) A random field (Y);ez2 is called weakly stationary if it has finite second moments and
Cov]Y;, Yy] = Cov[Yi_g, Yy =: y(t — s) for every t,s € Z>. It is called a white noise if
y(t) = 0 for every 0 # t € Z2. Furthermore, a weakly stationary random field (Y),cz2 is
called (q1, g2)-dependent if its autocovariance function v satisfies v(t) = 0 whenever |t1| > ¢1
or [ty > qg, and if there are points u,v € Z? such that |ui| = q1, |v2| = g2, v(u) # 0 and
~v(v) # 0. Tts spectral density f is then defined by

22 Z e"wt e -

teZ?

(2) Let p1,p2,q1 and g2 be non-negative integers and (Z;),cz2 be a white noise on Z2. A random
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field (Y);ez2 is called an ARMA((p1,p2), (¢1,492)) random field if it satisfies the equation

p1 p2 q1 q2
NN aYik=>> Ziw, teZ?
k1=0ko=0 k1=0 ko=0

where ¢, 0, € C are coefficients such that ¢g # 0, g # 0, at least one of the coefficients
P(p,,) 18 non-zero and similarly for ¢, .y,@(. p,) and @ 4,). This random field is also called
AR((p1,p2)) random field if ¢ = g2 = 0 and MA((q1,q2)) random field if py = ps = 0.

(3) Let P and Q be two non-empty subsets of Z? and (Z;);cz2 be a white noise on Z2. A random
field (Y);ez2 is called an ARMA(P, Q) random field if it satisfies the equation

S oY= 0kZiy, tel’

keP kes

where ¢, 0 € C are non-zero coefficients. This random field is also called AR(P) random

field if Q@ = {(0,0)} and MA(Q) random field if P = {(0,0)}. O

Before we investigate the general GCARMA random field, let us consider the special case of
a CAR(1) random field (Y (¢));cp2 first. Assuming that b = 1, we have the representation

t1 12
B

where the real numbers A\; and Ao are strictly negative. This allows us to observe that
Y(tl,tg) = 6)\1Y(t1 -1 tg) + EAZY(tl,tQ — 1) — 6)\1+)\2Y(t1 — 1,10 — 1)

+/ / 1(t1—s1)+A2(ta—s2) A(d3)7 t e R2. (4'6)
t to

Setting Y; := Y (t) for t € Z?, we conclude that the sampled random field (Y;);cz2 is an AR((1,1))
random field driven by the i.i.d. noise Z; := fttll_l tt2 Qe tra(ta=s2) A(ds). With a little

.
more effort, this procedure carries over to a more general case.

Proposition 4.10. Suppose that (Y (t))ierz is @ GCARMA random field on the plane R? such
that Ay and Ay commute. Then the sampled random field (Yi);cz2 satisfies the equation

P p—1 k1 ko
Z dpYi_r = Z <Z Z dlee(kl_ll)A1+(k2_l2)A2)Rt_k, te Z27 (4.7)

k1,ko=0 k1,ka=0 \1;=013=0

where the coefficients dy, € C are given by

pi(A)—1
do o2’ + d17ozp_1 + o dpo = Xear (2 H H z—et
A k1=0
2 (A2)—
doozf +do12P 7 - Fdop = Xoas (2 H H z—e

dkl,kg = dkl,OdO,kQ7 k17k2 = 17 Ry 2



Lévy-driven causal CARMA random fields 20

and the multivariate i.i.d. noise (Ry)iez2 is given by

R - / / A=) A (ds), t e 22,
t1 to

In particular, the right-hand side of (&1) is a (p — 1,p — 1)-dependent random field if A has a
finite second moment.

Proof. We extend the proof of Lemma 2.1 in Brockwell and Lindner ﬁ] which requires several
additional steps that do not appear in the one-dimensional case. To this end, we show by induction
that for all t € Z2, n € NU {0} and coefficients f € C with k1, ks = 0,1,...,n we have

n k k
Z Fe X = Z (Zl: ZQ: fe(k1 —l1)A1+(k2—12)A 2>Rt—k (4.8)
0

k1,ko=0 k1,ko= 11=012=0
n—1 n n—1 n
—k1)A } : } : —k2)A
+ E E fke(n 1) ! th—n,tg—kg + fke(n 2) 2 th—k1,t2—n
ko=0 \ k1=0 k1=0 \ ko=0

n—1
+ < famIpy = > fke<"—k1>A1+<"—'f2>A2> Xty —nto—n = S1 + Sa + S5 + S
k1,ka=0

The case n = 0 is trivial. Assuming that the statement is valid for some n, we observe that

n
—k1)A A A Ai1+A
= ( Z fkl,oe(n v 1> <€ "Xty on1ty + €2 Xty g1 +€TEX g, +Rt1—n,t2>

n—1 n
+ Z < Z fke(n_kl)A1>Xt1—n,t2—k2

ko=1 \ k1=0
n n
= ( Z fkl,Oe(n+1_k1)A1>th—n—l,tz + < Z fkl,oe(n_kl)Al> Rtl—n,tz
k1=0 k1=0
n n
_ < Z fkl,Oe(n+1_k1)A1+A2>th—n—l,tg—l + ( Z fk1,0€(n_k1)A1+A2>th—n,tz—l
k1=0 k1=0
n—1 n
#5235 At )
ko=1 \ k1=0
M M n ko
Z Z fke(n—i-l k1)A )th—n—l,tz—k‘z + Z <Z Z fle(n_ll)A1+(k2_12)A2>Rtl—n,tz—k‘z
ko=0 \ k1=0 ko=0 \1;=0102=0
M n
< Z Z fx e(MH1=k1) A1 +(M+1-kz)A 2>Xt1—n—1 tg M1
ko=0k1=0
M n
+ <Z Z fke(n—k1)A1+(M+l—k2) )th it M1 + Z <Z fke(n k1)A )th—n,tz—k‘z
=0k1=0 ko=M+1
— n
Z < Z f e(n+1—k1 )th 14—k + Z <Z Z fe n—I1)A1+(ka—l2)A 2>Rt1—n,t2—k2
2=0 \ k1=0 ko=0 \11=0102=0
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<Z Z frenHi=h)Aitn=kz)A Z)Xh—n—l,tz—n

0k1=0
n—1 n
+ < Z Z fke(n_kl)A1+("—k2)A2)th—n,tg—n =: Uy + Uy + Uz + Uy,
ko=0k1=0

where M is just an induction parameter ranging from 0 to n — 1 and we have used a similar
calculation as in ([A6]). By symmetry we have that

n—1 n n—1 ki n
S3 = Z ( Z fke(n+1_k2)A2>Xt1—k1,t2—n—1 + Z (Z Z fle(kl_ll)A1+(n_l2)A2> Rt1—k1,t2—n

k1=0 \ ko=0 k1=0 \11=0102=0
n n—1
—k1)A 1—k2)A
_ Z Z fke(n 1)A1+(n+1—k2) Az th—n,tg—n—l
ko=0 k‘l—O
n
k1)A k
Z Z fre(nmR At (n=kz) A2 Xty —nto—n = V1 +Vo+ V3 + V.
=0k1=0

Moreover, we may sum up

n
Si+Us+Vy = ( Z fke(n—k1)A1+(n—k2)A2> <€A1Xt1—n—l,t2—n + 6A2Xt1—n,t2—n—1
k1,k2=0

—eMtAexy a1t Rtl—n,tg—n> = W1+ Wa + W3 + Wy,
and also

Z JeXt—p = S1+ 524+ 53+ 5S4
k1, k2 =0

:(51+U2+V2+W4)+(U1+U3+W1)+(V1+V3+W2)+W3

Z (Zl: 22: fle(kl —11)A1+(ka—l2)A 2>Rt—k

k1,ko= 11=012=0
n n n n
1—k1)A 1—k2)A
DI DI/ R AT DN I DP Tl b CR A
ko=0 \ k1=0 k1=0 \ k2=0

n

Z fke(n+1—k1)A1+(n+1—k2)
k1,k2=0

A
2Xt1 —n—1,ta—n—1,

which is equivalent to equation (48] with n + 1 instead of n. By choosing n = p and f; = di
for k1,ke = 0,1, ..., p, the Cayley-Hamilton theorem implies that Sy and S3 in (A.8]) vanish since
Xea: (2) and x,a,(2) are the characteristic polynomials of el and e, respectively. Finally, we
have that

p—1
dpply = ) dpel?~ Akl = < > dyy geP A ) < > do e A )

k1,k2=0 ko=0
= dp,p[p - (_dp,OIp)(—dO,p p) =0,
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which shows that S, vanishes, too. By multiplying b to the left of @SX]), we arrive at equation

). O

Equation (Z1) implies that (Y;);cz2 satisfies an autoregression of order (p,p) driven by a
(p — 1,p — 1)-dependent noise. Proposition 3.2.1 in E] states that a stationary time-discrete
g-dependent process is a moving average process of order ¢, which in turn is established by
projecting the process into the past with respect to the natural order of time in order to create
the white noise sequence. However, projecting on the past with respect to the partial order < on
72 does not necessarily lead to spatial white noise since this order is only a partial order and not
a total oﬁer. By contrast, the lexicographic order is total and allows us to generalize Proposition
3.2.1 in [6].

Definition 4.11 For v,w € 72 we define v < w if and only if v1 = wy and vy < wo or v1 < wy.
Furthermore, we write [v,w]< := {s € Z*: v < s < w}, which might be empty. O

Proposition 4.12. Let (Y;);cz2 be a weakly stationary (qi,qz)-dependent random field. If its
spectral density f satisfies log f € L*([—m,7]?), then Y is a MA(](0,0), (q1,q2)]<) random field.

Proof. First of all, the (g1, ¢2)-dependency of Y implies that its spectral measure is absolutely
continuous. Since log f € L([—m,7]?), Theorems 1.1.2 and 1.1.4 in Korezlioglu and Loubaton
[@] imply that Y satisfies the Wold decomposition

Y = Z OrZi—k, te€T?
k=(0,0)

where ), € C are such that 6 o) # 0 and Ekt(o 0) |0x]? < oo and the white noise Z is given by
Zy =Y, — (Yt/HtllJr—l,tz—ﬂv tez’.

Here (Yt/HtlltLtz_l) denotes the orthogonal projection of Y; on the closed linear subspace
Ht11t17t2_1 of the Hilbert space L%(Q, F,P), which is generated by {Ys: 51 < t1,52 € Z} and
{Y5: s1 = t1, 89 < ta}. Exploiting the (¢1,¢2)-dependency once again, we see that actually

Y, = > 0pZy_1, €7
(0,0)=k=(q1,92)

O
Theorem 4.13. Suppose that (Y (t))er2 is @ GCARMA random field on the plane R? such that
Ay and Ay commute and the spectral density f of the right-hand side of (&1 satisfies log f €
LY([~m,7]?). Then the sampled random field (Y;),ez2 is an ARMA([(0,0), (p, p)], [(0,0), (p—1, p—
1)]<) random field.

Furthermore, the driving spatial white noise of this ARMA random field is i.i.d. noise in each
of the following cases:

e p=1.
e b' is a common left eigenvector of both A1 and As.

o A is Gaussian.
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Proof. The first part follows from Proposition 10 and Proposition As for the second
part, we have seen in Equation (£6) that the driving noise is i.i.d. for p = 1. If b' is a common
left eigenvector of both A; and Aj, then the GCARMA random field (Y (¢));er2 reduces to a
CAR(1) random field. In the Gaussian case we have that every white noise is actually i.i.d. noise.

O

Remark 4.14 (1) The order defined in Definition 1] is more precisely called the column-
by-column lexicographic order. By symmetry, Theorem [.13] also holds for the row-by-row
lexicographic order correspondingly.

(2) In respect of the second part of Theorem T3] we note that if both A; and A have distinct
eigenvalues, then they have the same left eigenvectors since we have assumed that they
commute.

(3) If Ay is a companion matrix, then the vector v = (v, ..., vp—1) is a left eigenvector of A; to
the eigenvalue A; if and only if the polynomial v(z) := Up_lzp_l + -+ 4+ w1z + vy satisfies
v(z) = vp—1a1(2)/(2 — A1), where a;(2) is the corresponding polynomial to A;. In particular,
b" cannot be a left eigenvector of A; if we assume that b(z) and a;(z) do not have common

roots.
O

Every sampled GCARMA random field is an ARMA random field according to Theorem [Z.13
However, the MA part of this random field has infinitely many terms unless p = 1. For instance,
if we sample a CARMA(2,1) random field, we obtain an ARMA([(0,0), (2,2)],[(0,0), (1,1)]<)
random field, where [(0,0), (1,1)]< = {(0,u) € Z?: u > 0} U {(1,u) € Z*: u < 1}. In analogy to
the purely temporal case it would be desirable to have that the (p — 1, p — 1)-dependent random
field on the right-hand side of Equation (7)) has a MA(p —1,p — 1) representation such that the
sampled random field is an ARMA((p,p),(p — 1,p — 1)) random field. The next two examples
illustrate that unfortunately this is not always the case.

Example 4.15 ((1,1)-dependent random field with no MA(1,1) representation) Let
(Y(t));er2 be a GCARMA random field with parameters b= c = (1,1),

-1 0
A1=A2=<0 _2>,

g(s) = bTeAlsleAQSQCﬂ{SZ()} — (e—(81+s2) + e—2(s1+82)) 1{520}, s € R2.

and kernel

Further, we assume that the variance of A satisfies ko = 1 and denote the (1, 1)-dependent right-
hand side of Equation (1) as (U;)cz2. By Proposition £.10] and straight forward calculations,
the autocovariance 4 of U satisfies

(€2 —1)% (77 + 100¢? 4 222¢* 4 100 + 77¢8)
144e12 ’

;Y(Ov 0) =

(€2 —1)% (25 + 52 + 59e? + 1663 + 59¢* + 52 + 25¢F)

’?(170) :/3/(0’1) :/3/(_170) :/3/(0’_1) = - 144011
25 + 52e? — 32e3 — 90e* — 32e° + 528 + 25e8
144e10 ’
9 + 32e + 36e% — 154e* + 36€% + 32¢” + 9¢®
14410 '

’3/(17 1) - ;}’(_17 _1) =

’7(1’ _1) = /3/(_17 1) =

9
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All other values of 4 are zero. Having determined the autocovariance of U explicitly, we try to
match 4 with the autocovariance of a MA(1,1) random field. A generic MA(1, 1) random field

is given by
1

Wi= Y OZix, teZ’
k1, ka=0
with spatial white noise Z and complex coefficients . Its autocovariance  satisfies
7(0,0) = [0oo|* + [610[* + [601[* + |61 ],
7(1,0) = 5(=1,0) = foob10 + Oo1611,
7(0,1) = 5(0, =1) = 610611 + Boobor,
7(1,1) = 5(=1,-1) = Opobi1,
v(1,-1) = 3(=1,1) = Op1610.
Again, all other values of v are zero. Extracting imaginary and real parts and using Grobner
bases (see e.g. Chapter 2 of Cox et al. [ﬁ] for more details) together with a computer algebra
system such as Mathematica, we conclude that the system 4 = ~ has no complex solutions for

{000, 010, 601,011 }. Hence, U is not a MA(1,1) random field. However, the spectral density f of
U has representation

flw) = (2;)2 (’Ay(O, 0) 4+ 29(1,0) cos(wy) + 29(0, 1) cos(ws)
+29(1,1) cos(wy + wa) + 25(1, —1) cos(w1 — w2)), w € [-m,7]?,

which is strictly positive. Consequently, log f is integrable over [—, 7]> and Theorem ET3] yields
that (Y%);ez2 is an ARMA([(0,0), (2,2)],[(0,0), (1,1)]<) random field. O

Example 4.16 ((1,1)-dependent random field with a MA(1,1) representation) We
keep the setting of Example with the only change that

-1 0 -1 0
A1—<0 _2> and A2—<0 _1>.

In this case, the system 4 = ~ has eight different real solutions for {6y, 610, 61, 611}. The exact
algebraic expressions for these solutions are very lengthy and can be computed with the software
Mathematica. For illustration, we present the rounded values of one of these solutions, namely

Boo = 0.752991, 619 = —0.176944, 6y = —0.277010, 611 = 0.065094.

Since U has the second-order structure of a MA(1, 1) random field, it also is a MA(1, 1) random
field due to Theorem 10 in Karhunen [@] Therefore, (Y;);ez2 is indeed an ARMA((2,2),(1,1))
random field. O

Further research has to be done to determine explicit necessary and sufficient conditions for
the right-hand side of Equation (£7)) to be a MA(p — 1,p — 1) random field.

A Appendix

Example A.1 (GCARMA but not CARMA) Let (Y (t));er2 be a GCARMA random field
with parameters b = ¢ = (1,1)7,

-2 0 -5 0
A1—<0 _3> and A2—<0 _7>,
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and kernel
g(s) = bTeA1s1eAzszc]l{820} _ (e—2s1—552 + e—3s1—752) 1{520}7 s e R2.

In order to check whether Y has a CAARMA(%, 1) representation, we have to find two companion
matrices Ay, Ay € R?*2 and a vector b = (bg,b1)" € R? such that

g(s) = b eArs1pAs (0, 1)T]l{820}, s € R?, (A1)

Observing the exponentials, we conclude that

A 0 1 . 0 1
A1_<—6 —5) and A2_<35 —12>

have to hold. Plugging these into (A1) implies

—351—"Ts2 [

— [bo (=5 + 3622 + 4e™ — 2¢51722)

e—281—582 + e—381—782 —
+ by (15 — 9672 — 8e™t + 41 7252) ] , seR?

which has no solution for b. O
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