arXiv:1310.7872v4 [math.PR] 16 Mar 2015

A moment problem for random discrete measures

Yuri G. Kondratiev
Fakultat fiir Mathematik, Universitat Bielefeld, Postfach 10 01 31, D-33501 Bielefeld,
Germany; NPU, Kyiv, Ukraine
e-mail: kondrat@mathematik.uni-bielefeld.de

Tobias Kuna
University of Reading, Department of Mathematics, Whiteknights, PO Box 220, Read-
ing RG6 6AX, U.K.

e-mail:  t.kuna@reading.ac.uk

Eugene Lytvynov
Department of Mathematics, Swansea University, Singleton Park, Swansea SA2 8PP,
U.K.

e-mail: e.lytvynov@swansea.ac.uk

AMS 2000 subject classifications. Primary 60G55, 60G57; secondary 44A60, 60G51.

Key words and phrases. Discrete random measure, moment problem, point process,
random measure.

Abstract

Let X be a locally compact Polish space. A random measure on X is a probability
measure on the space of all (nonnegative) Radon measures on X. Denote by K(X) the cone
of all Radon measures 7 on X which are of the form n = )", s,0,,, where, for each i, s; > 0
and ¢, is the Dirac measure at z; € X. A random discrete measure on X is a probability
measure on K(X). The main result of the paper states a necessary and sufficient condition
(conditional upon a mild a priori bound) when a random measure p is also a random discrete
measure. This condition is formulated solely in terms of moments of the random measure
. Classical examples of random discrete measures are completely random measures and
additive subordinators, however, the main result holds independently of any independence
property. As a corollary, a characterisation via a moments is given when a random measure
is a point process.

1 Introduction

Let X be a locally compact Polish space, and let B(X) denote the associated Borel o-
algebra. For example, X can be the Euclidean space R¢, d € N. Let M(X) denote the
space of all (nonnegative) Radon measures on (X, B(X)). The space M(X) is equipped
with the vague topology. Let B(M(X)) denote the Borel o-algebra on M(X).



Let us define the cone of (nonnegative) discrete Radon measures on X by

K(X) = {77:23%5% GM(X) s; >0, x; GX}

Here §,, denotes the Dirac measure with mass at z;. In the above representation, the
atoms z; are assumed to be distinct, i.e., z; # x; for ¢ # j, and their total number
is at most countable. By convention, the cone K(X) contains the null mass n = 0,
which is represented by the sum over an empty set of indices i. As shown in [9],
K(X) € B(M(X)).

A random measure on X is a measurable mapping £ : Q — M(X), where (Q, F, P)
is a probability space, see e.g. [6,7,10]. A random measure which takes values in K(X)
with probability one will be called a random discrete measure. We will give results
which characterize when a random measure is a random discrete measure in terms of
its moments.

Let us recall the classical characterization of a completely random measure by King-
man [7,12]. A random measure ¢ is called completely random if, for any mutually dis-
joint sets Ay, ..., A, € B(X), the random variables £(A;),...,&(A,) are independent.
Kingman’s theorem states that every completely random measure £ can be represented
as § = §g + & + & . Here &, &, & are independent completely random measures
such that: §; is a deterministic measure on X without atoms; §; is a random measure
with fixed (non-random) atoms, that is there exists a deterministic countable collec-
tion of points {z;} in X and non-negative independent random numbers {a;} with
& = >, a;0,,; finally the most essential part &, is an extended marked Poisson process
which has no fixed atoms, in particular with probability one &, is of the form ) i bj0y;
where {b;} are non-negative random numbers and {y;} are random points in X.

Thus, by Kingman’s result a completely random measure is a random discrete
measure up to a non-random component. If one drops the assumption that the random
measure is completely random, one cannot expect anymore to concretely characterize
the distribution of £&. Thus, a natural appropriate question is to ask when a random
measure is a random discrete measure. One may be tempted to replace the assumption
of complete randomness by a property of a sufficiently strong decay of correlation.
However, the result of this paper shows that such an assumption cannot be sufficient.

Note that, in most interesting examples of completely random measures, the set of
atoms of the random discrete measure is almost surely dense in X. A study of countable
dense random subsets of X leads to “situations in which probabilistic statements about
such sets can be uninformative” [11], see also [2]. It is the presence of the weights s;
in the definition of a random discrete measure that makes a real difference.

An important characteristic of a random measure is its moment sequence. We say
that a random measure ¢ has finite moments of all orders if, for each n € N and all
bounded subsets A € B(X),

E[§(A)"] < oo.



Then, the n-th moment measure of ¢ is the unique symmetric measure M ™ € M(X™)
defined by the following relation

VA, ... A, € B(X): M™(A; x - x A,) :=E[E(A)) ---£(A)]

We also set M(© := E(1) = 1. The (M™), is called the moment sequence of the
random measure &.

The main result of this paper is a solution of the following problem: Assume that £
is a random measure on X whose moment sequence (M ™), is known and satisfies
a mild a priori bound. Give a necessary and sufficient condition, in terms of the
moments (M) | for & to be a random discrete measure, i.e., for the distribution
of the random measure £ to be concentrated on K(X).

As a consequence of our main result we also obtain a solution of the (infinite di-
mensional) moment problem on K(X). Since we will only use the distribution of a
random measure on M(X), in what follows, under a random measure we will always
understand a probability measure on M(X), and under a random discrete measure a
probability measure concentrated on the subset K(X).

In Section 4 we state three corollaries of the main result. In Corollary 19, we give
a necessary and sufficient condition for a sequence of Radon measures, (M™), , to
be the moment sequence of a random discrete measure, cf. Section 4 for details. In
Corollary 20, we give a necessary and sufficient condition, in terms of the moments
(M("))ff:o, for a random measure to be a simple point process. In Corollary 21, we
relate the previous corollary to the analogous result in terms of the so-called generalized
correlation functions. (These results are also conditional upon an a priori bound
satisfied by (M ™).

Our main result is very different in spirit and technique to the known results about
the localization of measures on cones. As far as we know, all known techniques require
the cone under consideration to be closed, cf. [17], but K(X) is dense in M(X), cf. the
proof of separability in Proposition A2.5.11T in [6].

In order to describe the main result more precisely we have to introduce some

further notation. Let 41,...%; € N with ¢y + --- 4+ ¢, = n. Denote by M, ,; the
restriction of M ™ to the following subset of X"
(ml,...,:cl,xg,...,a:k,...,mk ) € X" |x;#xjfori#j
11 23
Denote by Xﬁ(k) the collection of points (x1,...,2,) € X* whose coordinates are all

.., @S a Imeasure on Xa(k), cf. Section 2 for details.
It is clear that a result of the type we wish to derive can only hold under an
appropriate estimate on the growth of the measures M. Below we will assume that
the following conditions are satisfied, see also Remark 5:
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(C1) For each A € B.(X), there exists a constant Cy > 0 such that

MM(A™) < CRn!, neN, (1)

Here B.(X) denotes the collection of all sets from B(X) which have compact closure.

(C2) For each A € B.(X), there exists a constant Cy > 0 such that
M™AM) < (Cy)"nl, ¥neN (2)

and for any sequence {A;x}72, € B.(X) such that Ay | @, we have C}, — 0 as
k — oo.

We fix a sequence (A;)72; of compact subsets of X such that Ay C Ay C A3 C ---
and U2, Ay = X. For example, in the case X = R?, one may choose A; = [—1,1]%.

Theorem 1. Let p be a random measure on X, 1i.e., a probability measure on
(M(X),B(M(X))). Assume that p has finite moments, and let (M™) be its mo-
ment sequence. Further assume that conditions (C1) and (C2) are satisfied. Then p
is a random discrete measure, i.e., u(K(X)) = 1, if and only if the moment sequence
(M) satisfies the following conditions:

n=0

(i) For anyn € N, A € Bc(Xﬁ(n)), and i= (i1,...,1,) € Z7, let

fiA = fiAl ..... in T EMthl ..... int1(A). (3)
cf. for more details (30). Here Z, := NU{0}.

Then the sequence (fiA)ier; is positive definite, i.e., for N € N and any finite
sequence of complex numbers indexed by elements of 71, (Zi)iGZi,lilgN; we have

Here |i| :== max{iy, ..., 0}

(ii) For each A € BC(Xa(”)) of the form A = (Al)é") with | € N, set

A ._ A .
ri =&i00..00 €Ly (4)
Then, for any finite sequence of complex numbers, (2,)N_,, we have

N
Z rﬁ_]q_l Ziz_j 2 07 (5)
1,7=0



and furthermore

2
b r
> (D5 D2 & ors rkAH B 6
Do(DRDR) et | T T =0, (6)
— : : : :
A LA A
e Tkt Tok_1
where N N N
e Te ... Tk
' r&ors L TRy
Dk = det . . . . 5 k € Z+.
A A A
e Thpr --- Tk

Let us now briefly describe the strategy we follow in this paper. Denote R, :=
(0,00). We introduce a logarithmic metric on Ry: for a,b € Ry, dist(a,b) := [In (%)|.
Then R becomes a locally compact Polish space. Thus, Y := X xR, is also a locally
compact Polish space. We consider the configuration space I'(Y), i.e., the space of all
locally finite subsets of Y. This space is also equipped with the vague topology. A
(simple) point process in Y is a probability measure on (I'(Y), B(I'(Y'))). All processes
which we consider in this paper are simple, so any time we mention a point process, we
will actually mean a simple point process. A point process is (uniquely) characterized
by its correlation measure (also called the factorial moments measures), see e.g. [6].

Let o be a random discrete measure on X. It is often convenient to interpret u as
a point process in Y. More precisely, take any discrete Radon measure n = ). 5;0,, €

K(X) and set
577 = Z (5(12.751,).

As easily seen En € T'(Y'). Furthermore, it can be shown that the mapping £ : K(X) —
['(Y) is measurable, see [9]. (Note, however, that the range of the mapping £ is not
the whole space I'(Y), see the definition in equation (11) below.) We denote v := E(u),
i.e., the pushforward of p under £. Thus, v is a point process in Y. Hence, one can
study the random discrete measure p through the point process v.

Our strategy to solve the main problem is to first construct the point process
v associated to the searched random discrete measure p. An important step along
the way here is to solve the following problem, which is of independent interest in
itself: How can one recover the correlation measure of the associated point process v
from the moment sequence (M) of a random discrete measure 1? A solution to
this problem is given in Section 2. Our approach is significantly influenced by the
paper of Rota and Wallstrom [16], which combines ideas of (stochastic) integration
and combinatorics. Additionally, to find the correlation measure of v concretely, one
has to solve a sequence of finite-dimensional moment problems. A solution to the main



problem is given in Section 3 and the consequence for the moment problem on K(X)
is discussed in Section 4.

Beside completely random measures or additive subordinators in the case X = R
(in particular, Lévy processes which are subordinators), we would like to mention
the gamma measure, the spatial version of the gamma process, see e.g. [8,18,19] for
interesting properties. The gamma measure is the completely random discrete measure
pon X = R? for which £(u) = v is the Poisson point process in R? x R, with intensity
measure dx s e~* ds. Note that Gibbs perturbations of the gamma measure have been
studied in [9]. These are also random discrete measures which have a.s. a dense set of
atoms.

2 Recovering the correlation measure of v

A partition of a nonempty set Z is any finite collection 7 = {Aj,..., Ay}, where
Ay, ..., Ay are mutually disjoint nonempty subsets of Z such that Z = Ule A;. The
sets Ay, ..., A, are called blocks of the partition 7.

For each n € N, denote by II(n) the set of all partitions of the set {1,2,...,n}. For
each partition 7 = {A4;,..., Ax} € II(n), we denote by X™ the subset of X™ which
consists of all (xq,...,z,) € X™ such that, for any 1 < i < j < n, z; = z; if and
only if ¢ and j belong to the same block of the partition 7, say A;. For example, for
the so-called zero partition 0 = {{1},{2},....{n}}, the set Xa(n) consists of all points

(1,...,2,) € X™ whose coordinates are all different. For the so-called one partition
1= {{1,2, . ,n}}, the set Xi(n) consists of all points (z1,...,2,) € X" such that
Ty = Ty = --- = x,. Clearly, the collection of sets X with 7 running over II(n) forms

a partition of X™.
Let m(™ be any nonnegative Radon measure on X", i.e., m™ € M(X™). For each

partition 7 € II(n), we denote by m™ the restriction of the measure m™ to the set

X Note that we may also consider m™ as a measure on X" by setting

mM(X"\ X)) .= 0.

m™ = Z m.

well(n)

Then we get

Let us fix a partition 7 = { Ay, Ay, ..., Ay} € II(n). Here and below, we will always
assume that the blocks of the partition are enumerated so that

min A; < min A, < --- < min A;.

We denote by || the number of blocks in the partition 7. We construct a measurable,
bijective mapping, for k = |r|,

By: X™ - x®
T T 0
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as follows. For any (z1,...,2,) € XM we set

Br(xy,...,xn) = (Y1, -, Yk),

where, for i = 1,2,...,k, y; = z; for a j € A; (recall that x; = z; for all j,5' € A;).
Note that, if 7 = 0, then B, is just the identity mapping. We denote by Bw(mgrn)) the
pushforward of the measure m™ under B,.

Let us now additionally assume that the initial measure m(™ is symmetric, i.e., the
measure m™ remains invariant under the natural action of permutations o € &,, on
X". (Here G,, denotes the symmetric group of degree n.) For a partition 7 as in the
above paragraph, we set, for each | = 1,2,... k, i, := |4;|, the number of elements
of the block A;. Note that iy + is + - - - + i), = n. Since m™ is symmetric, it is clear
that the measure Bﬁ(mﬁr”)) is completely identified by the numbers 4, ..., 4,. That is,
if 7 = {A4},..., A} is another partition from II(n) with |A]| =4, | = 1,...,k, then
B, (mST”)) = By (mg:f)). Hence, we will denote

Miy,. i = Bw(m(n)); (7>

and we may assume, without loss of generality, that in formula (7) the partition = =

{A;, ..., Ay} is given by
Ar=A{1,...;ii}, Aa={u+1,... i+ic}, As={ir+ia+1,....00+02+iz},... (8)

Note that, since m( is a Radon measure on X", each measure M, ,..i, 15 @ Radon
measure on Xﬁ(k), i.e., for each A € Bc(Xﬁ(k)), we have m;, ; (A) < co. Here B.( ék))

denotes the collection of all sets A € B(Xa(k)) which have a compact closure in X*, and

B (Xa(k)) is the trace o-algebra of B(X*) on Xa(k). Thus, a given sequence of symmetric

Radon measures m™ on X", n € N, uniquely identifies a sequence of Radon measures
My, i, ON Xﬁ(k), where 71, ...,17; € N, k € N. Note that this sequence is symmetric in
the entries iy, ..., 1, i.e., for any permutation ¢ € &y,

dmil,“.,ik (‘/L‘17 AR 7Ik) — dmio(l)v'“uio(k) (xa(l)a AR 7I0'(k‘))

As easily seen the converse implication is also true, i.e., any sequence of Radon measures

My, .0, ON Xék), with 4q,...,4 € N and k£ € N which is symmetric in the entries
i1, ..., i, uniquely identifies a sequence of symmetric Radon measures m(™ on X",
n € N.

Let now u be a random discrete measure on X which has finite moments, and let
(M™)>_ | be its moment sequence. Clearly, each M is a symmetric measure on
X". Below we will deal with the measures M;, . ;, derived from the moment sequence
(M)

n=0"



For each n € N, we denote by Cy(X"™) the space of all continuous functions on X"
with compact support equipped with the natural topology of uniform convergence on
compact sets from X". Clearly, for each f™ € Cy(X™), the function

M(X) > n— (n®*", f(”)) = - f(”)(xl, coo ) dn(xy) - dn(zy)

is measurable. By the dominated convergence theorem it also holds that

FO ) AM Oy, ) = /M ) ) (9)

X’I’L

Consider the locally compact Polish space Y = X x R, (see Introduction), and
consider the configuration space I'(Y’). Recall that

FY):={yCY||yNnA| < oo for each compact A C Y}.

Here, |y N A| denotes the number of points in the set v N A. One usually identifies a
configuration v = {y;} € I'(Y) with a Radon measure v = ) .4,,. Thus, we get the
inclusion I'(Y) € M(Y') and we denote by B(I'(Y")) the trace o-algebra of B(M(Y")) on
r'y).

Denote by I',(Y') the set of so-called pinpointing configurations in Y. By definition,
I',(Y) consists of all configurations v € I'(Y) such that if (z1,s1), (z2,52) € v and
(21, 51) # (22, $2), then xy # 9. Thus, a configuration v € I',(Y) cannot contain two
points (x,s1) and (z,s3) with sq # so. For each v € I',(Y) and A € B.(X), we define
a local mass by

M) i= [ a@sdils) = 3 xalw)s € 0,00 (10
v (z.5)€7

Here ya denotes the indicator function of the set A. The set of pinpointing configura-
tions with finite local mass is then defined by

Lop(Y) = {y € T,(Y) | Ma(7y) < oo for each compact A C X }. (11)
As easily seen, I'f(Y) € B(I'(Y')) and we denote by B(I',s(Y)) the trace o-algebra of
BD(Y)) on Tyy(Y).
We construct a bijective mapping € : K(X) — I'y;(Y) by setting, for each n =
>80, € K(X), En = {(z4,s:)}. By [9, Theorem 6.2], we have
Bl (V) ={€A| A€ BK(X)}.

Hence, both £ and its inverse £~! are measurable mappings.



We denote by v := £(u) the pushforward of the measure p under the mapping £.
Thus v is a probability measure on I',¢(Y’), in particular, it is a point process in Y.
Let 'y (Y) denote the space of all finite configurations in Y:

Lo(Y):={yCY |y| < oo}

Note that To(Y) = |22, ™ (Y), where T™(Y) is the space of all n-point config-
urations (subsets) in Y. Clearly, I'o(Y) C I'(Y), and we denote by B(I'o(Y)) the
trace o-algebra of B(I'(Y)) on I'g(Y). The o-algebra B(I'o(Y')) admits the following
description: for each n € N, T™(Y) € B(T'o(Y)) and the restriction of B(I'y(Y)) to
'™ (Y) coincides (up to a natural isomorphism) with the collection of all symmetric
(i.e., invariant under the action of ¢ € &,,) Borel-measurable subsets of Ya(n). The

correlation measure of the point process v is defined as the (unique) measure p on
(DoY), B(I'y(Y))) which satisfies

[, et = [ G0y (12)

Aey oY)
for each measurable function G : I'g(Y) — [0,00]. In formula (12), the summation
> rey 18 over all finite subsets A of .
For each n € N, we denote by p(™ the restriction of the measure p to T™(Y). By

(12), the measure p™ can be identified with the symmetric measure on Ya(n) which
satisfies

/ Z f(”)(xl,sl,...,xn,sn) dv(7)
pr(Y)
= f(”)(xl,sl,...,:cn,sn) dp(")(xl,sl,...,xn,sn) (13)

for each symmetric measurable function f™ : Ya(") — [0, 00]. Since v(I',(Y)) = 1, the

measure p{™ is concentrated on the smaller set
Vo= {(21,51, ..., T, $p) €Y | (21,..., ) € Xﬁ(")}. (14)

The following theorem gives a three-step way of recovering the correlation measure
p of the point process v = £ () directly from the moment sequence (M ™).

Theorem 2. Let p be a random discrete measure on X which has finite moments. Let
(M) be the moment sequence of ju, and assume that condition (C1) is satisfied.

(i) For each n € N and A € Bc(Xa(")), there exists a unique finite measure 521) on
(Ry)™ which solves the moment problem

7 7 n 1 . . n
/ 311"'$nn dg(A)(Sl,...,Sn> = _'Mi1+l 77777 Z'nJrl(A), (Zl,...,ln) €Z+ (15)
Ry)™ s



(ii) For each n € N, there exists a unique measure €™ on ¥;, which satisfies
§X)<A) = / XA(:Ula s >$n)XA<817 R Sn) df(n)(.%l, S1y vy Ty Sn) (16)

for all A € Bc(Xa(n)) and A € B((R1)™).

(iii) For each n € N, let p'™ be the measure on ¥, given by
dp™ (1, 81, ..., Tny Sp) 1= (51 8,) T dE™ (21, 81, ..., T,y Sp). (17)

Then p™ s the restriction of the correlation measure p of the point process

v=E(u) to TM(X).

Remark 3. Note that, by the definition of a correlation measure, one always has p(@) =
1. Note also that p(™ is related to (M), via a moment problem, because, as shown

in the proof, the following relation holds, for any measurable function ¢(™ : Xa(n) —
[0, 0],
/ g(”)(arl, o Tp)st L st dp(”)(xl, S1yvy Ty Sn)-
Vn

1
= —' g(")(xl,,xn) dMu ’’’’’ in(xl,...,xn). (18)
0

Proof of Theorem 2. We start the proof with derivation of the following bound.

Lemma 4. Assume that, for each n € N, m™ is a symmetric measure on X™. Assume
that, for each A € B.(X), there exists a constant C > 0 such that m™(A™) < C% n!
for alln € N. Then, for any iy,...,i, € N, n €N, and A € B.(X),

DAY gl Lot
Proof. Fix any iy,...,i, € N and A € B.(X). Abbreviate I := i; + --- +i,. Let
7 ={A,..., A} € II(J) be as in (8). By the construction of the measure m;, _;, , we

get

.....

_ I
= / XA”(xh Liy+1y - - axi1+---+in—1+1) dm( )(‘rh s fo)
X

XAIQXSJ) (3:17 s ,ZL']) dm(I)(xl, e ,ZEI)

10



= / Symy; X dm!D). (19)
X1 T
Here, for a function f*) : X* — R, Sym, f*) denotes its symmetrization:
1
(Symk f(k))(:lj'l, R ,Clik> = Z E f(l‘g(l), R ,xg(k)).
geS,

Let ¢ € TI(I) be a partition having exactly n blocks:

v ={By,...,B,}.

Set j; == |By|, { = 1,...,n. Denote by ¥, _, the set of all such partitions ¢ which
satisfy

(7;17 s 7Zn) = (jo’(l)7 s 7j0'(n))

for some permutation o € &,,. An easy combinatoric argument shows that the number

N;, ..., of all partitions in ¥;, _; is equal to
1!
Ni i = . 20
Hleeestn 21‘ in!T1!r2!T3!~-- ( )
Here for 1 = 1,2,3,..., r; denotes the number of coordinates in the vector (iy,ig,. .., iy,)
which are equal [. In particular,
r1+7“2+7“3—|—~~:n,
which implies
rilrglrsl.. < mnl.
Therefore,
1!
Nt 2 T Tl (21)

For each ¢ € ¥;, ;|
Sym; XAE;,I) = Sym; XAD-

Hence, by (19) and (21),

A
~
<
P
=
a
=
eh



O

To prove statements (i)—(iii) of the theorem, let us first carry out some considera-
tions. Note that, for each n € N and each measurable function f™ : X™ — [0, 0o], the
functional

K(X) 310 (0", f) € [0, o]

is measurable and

", f") du(n) = [ fdmt, (22)
K(X) Xxn

As easily seen, equality (13) can be extended to the class of all measurable (not
necessarily symmetric) functions f™ : %, — [0, c0] as follows:

/F 1 Z F™ (21,81, .., T, 5y) dr ()

n!
pF ) (@1 51) (@) €7
zi,..., T, different

= / f(")(atl, S1y+-vs Ty Sp) dp(")(xl, S1y« vy Ty Sn)- (23)
Y

If we extend the function f(™ by zero to the whole space Y™, we can rewrite (23) in
the equivalent form:

1 n
/ N INE A RS
pf

’ ($1781),-~~7(93m8n)€7

— / f(")(xl, S1y -y TnySn) dp(”)(xl, S1y vy Ty Sp)- (24)
Vn

In particular, for any measurable function g™ : X™ — [0, co] which vanishes outside
Xa(") and any i1,...,1, € N, we get

1 ) -
/F (Y)E Z g( )(wl""7$n>511"'5n" dy(’y)
pf

. ($1731),...,($n,3n)€’7

:/ g (@1, .. xn)st s dp™ (2, s, T, Sn). (25)
"

X (iattin) — R via

For each function f : — R one can define a function Xa(")
B, : X lrtetin) Xa(n). Now we will describe the opposite procedure. For simplicity
of notation, we will write below

Lo(w1, oy n) = X (U1, -+, T0), (T, 20) € X
1

12



Thus, Z,,(x1, ..., x,) is equal to 1 if x; = x5 = - -+ = x,,, and is equal to zero otherwise.
For iy,...,i, € N, we define a function Z;, ;. : X+ — {0, 1} by setting

PN 7xi1+-~+in)
D1y )Ly (Tiy 1y - -5 Tig i) L (Tiy iy 15 - -+ 5 Tig i) -

~ =

= _’Z,L

1

For a measurable function g™ : X™ — [0, 00) which vanishes outside Xa(n), we define a
measurable function R;, ;g™ : XU+ "+ — [0, 00] by

(Riysind ™) (@1, it
= 9" (@1, T Taig s Ty 01 T (B0 Ty (26)
Note that the function R;, _; g™ vanishes outside the set Xttin) Cwhere o=
{A,..., A, } with the sets Ay,..., A, being as in (8). For each n € K(X),

<77<§§(i1+-~+in)7 Ril,nwing(n)>

- Z (Rh,...,z‘ng(n))(l'h e Tp)S1 8]

(%1,81),--,(x1,81)€EE(N)

= n! Z g (2, ... xn)st st (27)
{(Il’31)»~~-7($n’3n)}C5(77)

Here we write I =iy + -+ + 4, to save the space. By (25), (27), and the definition of
the measure v, we get

1

= / g(")(xl, . ,:Bn)s’f e 32" dp(")(xl,sl, ey Ty Sp)-
Yn

(nPttin) R g™y du(n)

Hence, by (22),

/ g(”)(arl, . ,xn)s’f . sf{’ dp(”)(xl,sl, ey Ty Sp)-
Yn

1
=— R
n! X1+ Fin
1 ) )
— +-Fin
= [ Rining™ AM O,
nt Jxlittin)

il»“-vin

where the partition 7 is as above. From here we conclude that equality (18) holds. We
define a symmetric measure £™ on ¥, by setting

dé(”)(:cl,sl, ey Ty Sp) =81 Sp dp(")(a:l, S1yvy Ty Sp)- (28)

13



Then, equality (18) can be rewritten as follows:

/ g(")(xl, . ,xn)si1 . s;” dﬁ(”)(xl, STy vy Ty Sp)-
”

1 . . n
= ﬁ ( )g(n)<£[}1,...,$n)dMil+1 .... in+1($1,...,xn), (Zl,...,2n> €Z+ (29)
. XA’”
0

For any A € Bc(Xa(")), let fg) be the finite measure on (R)"™ which satisfies (16).
Denote

1 L . .
glA = z? ..... in m Mi1+1 ----- in+1(A)7 1= (Z17 s 7ZTL) € Z+‘ (30)
Then, by (29) and (30),
35 :/ s s deW (sy, . 8n), i= (i, ... i) € 27 (31)
(Ry)™

1

Choose any A € B.(X) such that A C Aén). By formulas (1), (30) and Lemma 4,

Thus, (S-A)iezi is the moment sequence of the finite measure §(A").

1 n
2 <=M in+1(Aé))

Wpein. = ) S
< (ip + D) - (i F DO

We are now ready to finish the proof of the theorem. Since (51A>i621 is the moment

sequence of the finite measure f(A") on (R;)", and since this moment sequence satisfies
estimate (32), we conclude from e.g. [4, Chapter 5, Subsec. 2.1, Examples 2.1, 2.2] that

the moment sequence (fiA)ieZi uniquely identifies the measure le). Hence, statement

(i) holds. Next, equality (16) evidently holds by (29). Note also that the values of the
measure £™ on the sets of the form

{(xl,sl,...,xn,sn) eVl (x1,...,20) €A, (S1,--+,8n) GA}

where A € B,( 6(”)) and A € B((R,)"), completely identify the measure £™ on #™.
Thus, statement (ii) holds. Finally, statement (iii) trivially follows from (28).
[l

3 A characterization of random discrete measure in
terms of moments
In this section, we assume that p is a random measure on X which has finite moments.

Let (M) be its moment sequence. We assume additionally to condition (C1) that
condition (C2) is satisfied.

14



Remark 5. Assumption (C2) is usually satisfied by a measure p being concentrated on
the cone K(X). In the latter case, by the proof of Theorem 2, we have

MO = My (A7) = nl €™ (7,0 (A x Ry)"™)

.....

:n'/ 81"'Sndp(n)(xlaslv‘"71:117571)7
PYaN(AXRL)™
so that estimate (2) becomes
/ St Sn dp™ (1, 51, - . T, 50) < (CR)™
an(AXR+)n

For example, in the case of the gamma measure (see Introduction), we have

1 n
/ 31---sndp(")(xl,sl,...,xn,sn):—'(/da:) ,
YuN(AXR )™ n A

so condition (C2) is trivially satisfied.

Note also that one should not expect that the constant C in estimate (C1) becomes
small as set A shrinks to an empty set. This, for example, is not even true in the case
of the gamma measure. Indeed,

n—1

MM ) =T] (/Ad:z:+k>.

k=0

(M™(A) is the n-th moment of the gamma distribution with parameter [, dz.) For
each n, this decays at most like [ 1 dz and hence Cj cannot decrease to zero.

Recall that before Theorem 1 we fixed a sequence (A;)7°; of compact subsets of X
such that Ay C Ay C A3 C -+ and Jo, Ay = X.

Proof of Theorem 1. Assume that p(K(X)) = 1 and let us show that conditions (i)
and (ii) are satisfied. Let A € B.( 6(”)). It follows from the proof of Theorem 2 (see
in particular formula (31)) that the sequence (&A)iem is the moment sequence of the

finite measure £(A”). Hence, condition (i) is indeed satisfied (see e.g. [4, Chapter 5,
Subsec. 2.1]).

Next, let A € B(Xa(n)) be of the form A = (Al)én). Clearly, (r)2, is the moment
sequence of the first coordinate projection of the measure SX), which we denote by
Plfxl). The measure Plf(An) is concentrated on [0,00), hence (5) follows (see e.g. |1,
Chapter 2, Subsec. 6.5)). By (C1), (16), (29), Lemma 4 and as A = (A;)\"

e [ )
Ry)™

15



= / Xal(zy, ... ,xn)si df(")(xl, 81y« vy Ty Sn)
Yn

1

= XA($17 cee ,l“n) sz‘+1,1,1,...,1(=T1, cee ,xn)
0
1 n
= Mi—i—l,l,l,...,l((Al)é ))

<@+ )CM, PieZy. (33)

Hence, by the Carleman criterion (see e.g. [1]), the measure Plfgl) is the unique measure
on R which has moments (r£)2°,. Therefore, by [1, formula (4) in Chapter I, Sect.1;
Chapter II, Subsec. 4.1; Theorem 2.5.3], formula (6) follows from the fact that the
measure Plﬁg) has no atom at point 0. Thus, condition (ii) is satisfied.

Remark 6. Note that, in this part of the proof, we have not used condition (C2).

Let us now prove the converse statement. So, we assume that (M ("));’IOZO Is a se-

quence of symmetric Radon measures fulfilling (C1), (C2), (i), (ii) and M(® = 1. That
(M™)>_ is the moment sequence of a probability measure x on (M(X), B(M(X)))
will only be used in Lemma 15. We will show the existence of a measure y’ with
1/ (K(X)) = 1 which has as its moments (M) . Finally, we will argue that, if
(M ("));’f’zo is the moment sequence of a probability measure i, then by the uniqueness
of solution of the moment problem p = 1’ and hence p(K(X)) = 1.

Fix any n € Nand A € Bc(Xﬁ(n)). Choose A € B.(X) such that A C Ag”). By (C1),
(3), and Lemma 4,

1
A
iin = 71 My g1, i1 (A)

1 n
< ] M i1, in—i-l(A’é\ ))

< (ip + 1) - (i + D)V ORI
< (il A ORI () € 27 (34)

Furthermore, by condition (i), the sequence (fﬁ)iezi is positive definite. Hence, using

e.g. [4, Chapter 5, Subsec. 2.1, Examples 2.1, 2.2], we conclude that there exists a
A

unique measure §(A") on R” such that (&

)iem is its moment sequence, i.e.,
8 = / sil .. gin dfg‘)(sl, oy Sn), A= (i1,...,0,) € ZY. (35)

Lemma 7. Let n € N. Let {Ay}2, be a sequence of disjoint sets from Bc(Xa(n)).

Denote A = Ji—; Ay and assume that A € B,( a(n)). We then have

S el =, (36)
k=1
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Proof. Fix any i1,...,i, € Z,. Since M@+ -+in) ig a measure, we easily get
o0
Z/ Spteese dﬁ(fk)(sl, ceey Sn)
k=1 Y R"

1

=1
= Z ﬁ Mi1+1,...,¢n+1(Ak)
k=1

1
= th‘Fl,...,inJrl(A)

= / it gin df(An)(sl, ey Sp)-

Hence, the measures > -, 522 and f(An) have the same moments. The measure ¢
fulfils the Carleman bound, hence it is uniquely identified by its moments. So (36)
holds. O

Lemma 8. For any n € N and A € BC(Xa(n)), the measure 521) s concentrated on
(Ry)™.

Proof. Fix any [ € N and set A = (Al)(an). By (4) and (35),

riA:/ sﬁdfg)(sl,...,sn), i € ZLy.

A

Thus, the numbers (7

)22, form the moment sequence of the first coordinate projec-

tion of the measure 5(;), which we denote, as above, by Plf(An). As easily follows from
(34) and the Carleman criterion, the measure Plggl) is uniquely identified by its mo-
ment sequence. Then, by (5), the measure Plﬁ(An) is concentrated on [0,00), and by

(6), (Plﬁ‘(An))({O}) = 0, see [1]. Therefore, the measure P@X” is concentrated on R, .
Evidently, for any (i1,...,1,) € Z and any 0 € &,,, we get

/R 5?(1)"'S?(n)dfxl)(slw--,sn)

1 _ [
—/ 310 1<1)_..8n0 L(n) dfgb)(sl,...,sn)
]Rn
1

nl Z’rl(1)+1v-~vicr*1<n>+1(A)

1
= 5 Mi1+1,...,z‘n+1 (A)

:/ it gin df(;)(sl,...,sn).

17



Hence, the measure 521) is symmetric on R™. Therefore, for each j = 1,...,n, the j-th

coordinate projection of £(A") is concentrated on R,. This implies that the measure £(A")
is concentrated on (R4 )".
Now, fix an arbitrary A € BC(XG(n)). Choose | € N large enough so that A C

(A){" =i A'. Then, by Lemma 7,

eVCmRY™ < eDCR)M = 0.

Here G(R, )™ denotes the complement of (R, )". Thus, the measure §Xl) is concentrated
on (R;)™. O

Lemma 9. For each n € N, there exists a unique measure €™ on ¥, which satisfies

(16) for all A € B.( (n)) and A € B((R.)").

0
Proof. For each A € B.(X™), we define a measure §(An) on (R,)" by
(n) ._ ¢(n)
& 1= € o

(Note that A N Xa(n) € B.( 6(")).) The statement analogous to Lemma 7 holds for

B.(X™). So, it suffices to prove that there exists a unique measure £¢™ on Y™ which
satisfies

EM(A x A)=€(A), AeB(X"), AeB(Ry)"). (37)

But this follows from the fact that, for each A € B.(X"), S(An) is a measure on (Ry)"
and from Lemma 7, see e.g. Remark (3), p. 66 in [12]. O

Let us now recall a result from [15, Corollary 1] (see also [5,13]) about existence of
a unique point process with a given correlation measure. We will adopt this result to
the case of the locally compact Polish space Y = X x R,.

Let p be a measure on (I'y(Y'), B(I'x(Y))). We assume that p satisfies the conditions
(LB) and (PD) introduced below.

(LB) Local bound: For any A € B.(X) and A € B.(R.), there exists a constant
consty 4 > 0 such that

P (A x AN A,) < consty 4, n €N,

and for any sequence Ay € B.(X) such that Ay | @ and A € B.(R), we have
consty, 4 — 0 as & — oo.

18



To formulate condition (PD) we first need to give some definitions. For any mea-
surable functions G1,G : I'h(Y) — R, we define their x-product as the measurable
function G7 x Gy : I'g(Y) — R given by

GixGa(N) = D Gi(M)Ga(Xa), A€To(Y). (38)

A1CA, A2CA
A1UA2=A

We denote by S the class of all functions G : T'o(Y) — R which satisfy the following
assumptions:

(i) There exists N € N such that G™ := G [ T™(Y) =0 for all n > N.

(ii) For each n = 1,..., N, the function G™ := G | T™(Y) can be identified with a
finite linear combination of functions of the form

Symn(XBl @ XBn)7

where for i = 1,...,n B; = A; x A; with A; € B.(X) and A; € B.(R,), Sym,,
denotes the operator of symmetrization of a function, and

(XB1 Q- ® XBn)(xb S1y- 5 T,y Sn) = XB (‘7317 31) o 'XBn(wm Sn)’
where (21, $1), ..., (@n, sn) € Y with (z;,s;) # (xj,s;) if i # j.

It is evident that each function G' € § is bounded and integrable with respect to
the measure p, and for any G1,Gs € S, we have G; x G5 € S.

(PD) x-positive definiteness: For each G € S, we have
/ GxGdp > 0. (39)
Lo(Y)

Remark 10. Assume that p is the correlation measure of a point process v, and assume

that p satisfies (LB). Let us briefly explain why condition (PD) must then be satisfied.
For a function G € §, we denote

(KG)(v) =) G\, 7 eT(y),

AEY

where A € v means that A C v and A € T'y(Y'). Then, by (12),

Gdp = / KGdv.
r(Y)

To(Y)
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Furthermore, an easy calculation shows that, for any G, Gy € S, we have
K(Gl *Gg) = KGl . KGQ,

where the - in the above equality denotes the pointwise multiplication. Hence, in this
case, formula (39) becomes

/ (KG)?dv > 0.
r(y)
Theorem 11 ([15]). Let p be a measure on (I'o(Y'), B(I'y(Y))) with
prOY)) =1 (40)

which satisfies the conditions (LB) and (PD). Then there exists a unique point process
v in Y whose correlation measure is p.

For each n € N, we now define a measures p(™ on ¥, by
dp™ (1, 81, ..., Tny Sp) = (51 5,) T dE™ (21, 81, . .., Ty Sp). (41)

Note that p(™ is a symmetric measure on %,. We next define a measure p on
(DoY), B(I'y(Y))) by requiring that, for each n € N, the restriction of the measure
p to T™(Y) be equal to p™, i.e., for each measurable function G : I'y(Y) — [0, oc]

¥,

/ G(N\) dp(X) = / G({x1,51,. .., Tn, 50 }) dp™ (21,51, . . ., T, 5p). (42)
rm(y)

For n = 0 we define p by (40). A crucial part of the proof of Theorem 1 is the following
theorem.

Theorem 12. Let the measure p on (T'o(Y), B(Lo(Y))) be defined by (40)—(42). Then
there exists a unique point process v in 'Y whose correlation measure is p.

In view of Theorem 11, it suffices to prove that p satisfies (LB) and (PD). We split
the proof into several lemmas.

Lemma 13. The measure p defined by (40)—(42) satisfies (LB).
Proof. Let A € B.(R,) and let C':=sup,. 4 . Then we see by (41) that

PI((A x A)"N ) < CPEM((A X RY)" N H) (43)

for each A € B.(X). By (3), (35), Lemma 9,

EM((A X Ry)" N ) = €50, (R4)™)

20



n!
1
_ L arm)an)
= n!M (A57). (44)
Condition (LB) now follows from (43) and (44), and condition (C2). O

In order to prove (PD), we rewrite this condition for non-symmetrized product of
spaces. We denote

O(Y) = G oM (Y),

where the set ®©(Y) contains just one element, and for n € N, ®™(Y) := ¥#,. We
define a o-algebra B(®(Y)) on ®(Y) so that, for each n = 0,1,2,..., ®™(Y) €
B(®(Y)) and for each n € N, the restriction of B(®(Y)) to ®™(Y) coincides with
B(7,). We can treat p as a measure on ®(Y), so that p(®®(Y)) =1 and, for n € N,
the restriction of p to ®™(Y) is p(™. We call a function G : ®(Y) — R symmetric if,
for each n € N, the restriction of G' to ®™(Y) is a symmetric function. Clearly, each
function G on I'y(Y) identifies a symmetric function on ®(Y’), for which we preserve
the notation GG. Furthermore, for an integrable function GG, we then have fFo v) Gdp =
Jou) G dp.
Let m,n € N. We denote by Pair(m,n) the collection of all subsets s of the set

{1,2,....m}x{m+1,m+2,... m+n}

such that, if (o, i), (o, B;) € » and (ay, B;) # (e, B;), then o; # a; and f; # B;. By
definition, an empty set is an element of Pair(m, n). For s € Pair(m,n), we denote by
|7¢| the number of elements of the set s. In words, this means that we build || pairs
between elements in {1,2,...,;m} and in {m+1,m+2,...,m+n}. Each element can
be member of only one pair.

Let GI™ 4, 5 R, GV : ¥, — R, and let 3 = {(a, 8;)} € Pair(m,n). We define
a function (Ggm) ® G;n))% . Vingn—|» — R as follows. Relabel so that

Pr<fa << By

Then (GI™ @ GS),.(y1, . .. , Ymtn—|»|) 1s defined as follows. Take

Ggm)(yl, . ,ym)ng)(zmH, e Zman)-

For each i € {1,...,|x|}, replace the variable z5, with y,,. After this, the variables z;
with j € {m+1,...,m+n}\{f,..., B} (these are the remaining z;) are consecutively
set to the values ¥m1, Ymt2, - - - Ymin—|- Here, y; := (27,5). In words, this means
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that Ggm) and Gg") share some of the y; variables whose indices and positions in the
arguments of G\™ and GV are described by the pairs in s.
For example, for m =3, n =4, s = {(3,5),(2,6)}, we have

(G§3)®Gg4))%(y17 Y2,Y3, Y4, y5) = Ggg) (yh Y2, y3)Gé4) (y47 Ys, Y2, y5>7 (yh Y2, Y3, Y4, y5) € /75

Let us interpret G\™ : %, — R and G{” : %, — R as functions defined on ®(Y)
which vanish outside ®™(Y) and ®™(Y"), respectively. We then define a function

GMoeal  d(Y) 5 R

m n m-+n—|x), _m n
GMoGy = Y ( m!n!‘ ‘)(G§)®G§))%. (45)

»€Pair(m,n)

In the above formula, each (G™ ® G{").. is also treated as a function on ®(Y).

Note that a function Gﬁ“) : ®O(Y) — R is just a real number and we set, for each
function Gy : (V) — R,

GV Gy=Gr0oGY =G0 . G, (46)

Extending formulas (45), (46) by linearity, we define, for any functions G1, Gy : (V) —
R, their o-product G ¢ G2 as a function on ®(Y).

Lemma 14. Assume that Gy and Gy are symmetric functions on ®(Y) which vanish
outside the set | J\_, @™ (Y) for some N € N. Then

/ Gl‘kGde:/ G1<>G2dp,
a(Y) a(Y)

provided the integrals in the above formulas make sense.

Proof. Tt suffices to consider the case where G; = G\™ : %, = R, Go = G{" - ¥, > R
for some m,n € N. Using (38), we have

G« G5 dp
o(Y)
mAn
— Z / Ggm) (yeu y92)G§n) (y92> y93) d,O(m—i-n—k) (yl, ey ym—i—n—k)-
k=0 (01,02,03)€ Ps(m+n—k) ° Smtn—k

|61 |=m—k,|02|=k, |05|=n—k

Here &3(m + m — k) denotes the set of all ordered partitions (01, 6s,03) of the set
{1,...,m + n — k} into three parts, |6;| denotes the number of elements in block 6,
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and, for block 0; = {ry,r2,...,79,}, Yo, denotes vy, , Yr,, . .. + Yrpp,,- Evidently, the set

Ps(m + n — k) contains % elements (61, 6s,05) such that |6;] = m — k,

05| = k, |05] = n — k. Hence

mAn
+n—k)!
G 4 GO dp — (m
/w) ! 2 ; (m — k) (n — k) k!

X / Gﬁm) (21, ... ,xm)ng) (Tim—kt1s -+ s Tonn—k) dp(mFn=h) (1, ooy Ttk
(y/m-ﬁ—n—k
(47)
On the other hand, by (45),

mAn
m " (m+n—k)! m n I
/ G oGP dp =Y i Y (G & G, dptm k)
CI)(Y) 7/m+n7k

m!n!
k=0 »€Pair(m,n)
|>|=k

An easy combinatoric argument shows that there are

m! n! m!nl
= P e = bk
elements s € Pair(m,n) such that |»| = k. Hence
m n L (m4+n— k) m! n!
W)Gg 10 G5V dp = k; | min) = (m — k) (n — k)l
X / Gﬁm) (1, .. ,xm)ng) (Ton—kt1y - Tomtnk) dp(mtn=k) (1, Tk
Vmtn—k
(48)
By (47) and (48) the lemma follows. O
We denote .
(X)) = (X),
n=0

where the set U(®(X) contains one element, and for n € N, W™ (X) := X" Analo-
gously to B(®(Y)), we define the o-algebra B(¥(X)). We next define a measure M
on (¥(X),B(¥(X))) so that M(¥© (X)) := M©® =1 and, for n € N, the restriction
of M to U™ (X) is M™. For any functions F\"™ and F\™ on U™ (X) and U™ (X),
respectively, their tensor product F1™ @ F{™ is a function on W™+ (X). (In the case
where either m or n is equal to zero, the tensor product becomes a usual product.)
Extending the tensor product by linearity, we define, for any functions F} and F5 on
U(X), their tensor product F; ® F; as a function on W(X).
The following lemma shows that the measure M on W(X) is ®-positive definite.
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Lemma 15. Assume that a function F' on V(X)) vanishes outside a set ngo T (X)
for some N € N. Assume that the function F' ® F is integrable with respect to M.
Then

/ F&FdM > 0. (49)
W(X)

Proof. The result immediately follows from

/ (™, F™) du(n) = / FO ap™
M(X) "
O

Let a function ¢ : X én) — R be bounded, measurable, and having support from
B.( 6(”)). For i1,...,i, € N, we set

G (21,51, .., 8n) = g (21, ..., 20)St - 8, (21,51, Tny Sn) € Yo (50)

n

We extend the function ¢™ by zero to the whole space X™. We define a function
Riy..ing™ : X0+ R by using formula (26). We denote G : U (X) — R

-----

,,,,,

1

We denote by Q the class of all functions on ®(Y’) which are finite sums of functions
of form (50). Extending K by linearity, we define, for each G € Q, KG as a function
on U(X).

Lemma 16. For each G € Q, we have

/ Gdp= / KG dM. (52)
B(Y) (X)

Proof. Let A € B. (Xa(" ) and let G(™ be given by (50) with g™ = xyA. By Lemma 9
and formulas (3), (35), (41), and (51),

/ G™ dp™ = / Xa(@1, ..o xp)sth st dp™ (2, 51, ..., T, 5p)
Vn Vn

:/ Xa(Zi, ..., x, )3111 Lo sf{l’ldf(")(xl,sl,...,xn,sn)
Vn

:/ st sfl"_ldgg])(sl,...,sn)
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1 . A
N / n! Ry, inXa dM i)
Xi1+"'+in .

= KG™ dM.

W(X)

From here it easily follows by linearity and approximation that formula (52) holds for
each G € Q. ]

Lemma 17. For each G € Q,

/ GoGdp > 0.
()

Proof. Let functions ¢{™ : Xa(m) — R and ¢{" : Xa(") — R be bounded, measurable,

and having support from B,.( ﬁ(m)) and BC(Xa(n)), respectively. Let iy, ... 0m, J1,- -, Jn €

N. Let

Ggm)(xl,sl, e Ty Sm) = gim)(xl, . ,:1cm)si11 . --sflm, (T1,81, -+ s T, Sm) € Y
ng)(xl,sl, ey Ty Sp) = gén)(xl, . ,mn)sjf . --sf,fl, (1,81, T, Sn) € Ve

Then, by (26) and (51),

(’CGgm) ® ’Cng))(th ooy Ty i)

1 (m) (m)
= min! (Riyimdi @ Riji...jn92 J(@, .. axi1+-~-+z‘m+j1+~--+jn)
~ L o
- mln! 91 L1y Lig+1y - - 7x11+'“+lm—1+1)
x g\ (z; s o 2 . 4 )
92 \Tiyt i +15 Ligtootimji+1s - - o) Lig i i1+ +jn—1+1
X Liseosion (X1 - - s Ti o) Lo (T eomion 415 - 5 Ty 1) (53)
Define for (.%'1, Lig41y- -+ 7x7:1+"'+7:m71+1) and
(Tirtootim+15 Lizt-tim+jr+1s - - - 7$i1+---+im+j1+---+jn71+1)

the number a; as the lowest index j such that there exists a
Brefivt  Him+ L it + o im b ji ot Lo b i Jamy + 1)

with z; = z;. Define (ay, 5;); for i > 1 analogously. In this way one produces a
»x € Pair(m,n). Then (I, ., ®Z;,. j.), is of the form Z;, ;. . for appropri-

ate ly,...,ly and k = |x|. By (45), (50)—(53) and recalling that the measure M is
symmetric on each W) (X),

/ KG'™ @ KGS dM = / K(G™ o Gy M.
U(X) ¥(X)
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Hence, for any G1,G5 € Q,
v(X) (X)
(Note that G; ¢ G5 € Q.) Hence, by Lemma 15 and (54), for each G € Q
/ K(GoG)dM > 0.
U(X)

Now the result follows from Lemma 16. ]

Next we extend the result of Lemma 17 to a more general class of functions G by
approximation.

Lemma 18. Let A € B.(X). Let a function G : ®(Y) — R be of the form
J
043 el (55)

where GO - ®O(Y) = R, J € N, and each function G§nj) : @) (Y) — R is of the
form

G;nj)(xl,sl, Ty Sny) = gj( )(xl, . ,:Enj)f;nj)(sl, Sy 8 )81 Sy, (56)

Heren; € N, the functions gj(.nj) and f;nj) are measurable and bounded and each function

g](nj) vanishes outside the set A%nj). Then

/) GoGdp>0. (57)
o(Y)
Proof. Let N := max{ny,ng,...,n;}. Foreach n € {1,2,..., N}, we define a measure
Cov on (Ry)™ by
2N '
Gy =Y Pul). (58)

Here A; := Ag) and Pné'gz denotes the projection of the (symmetric) measure 52 onto
its first n coordinates. Note that (, y is a symmetric measure on (R;)". We next
define a measure Z, y on (R} )" by

dZn,N<31;---; ) —anN S1y...,8 Z HSJ (59)

AEW )jEA
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Here #(n) denotes the power set of {1,...,n} and [[,., s; := 1. Clearly, Z, y is also
a symmetric measure. By (35), (58), and (59), the moments of the measure Z,, y are
given by

2N
. A‘"l o A’L . .
/ St sy dZy (S, 8) = E : E: Cir A (D) A (1).0...0° (01, in) € 21
(Ry)™ i=n AcP(n)

Hence, by (34),

/ s s dZ, n(s1, .y 8n) < (2N —n—1)2"(i1+- - A, +n+2N) Ottt
Rp)™

(60)

By (60) and [4, Chapter 5, Subsec. 2.1, Examples 2.1, 2.2], the set of polynomials is
dense in L*((R)",dZ, n).

For each j = 1,...,J, we clearly have fj(nj) € L*((Ry)",dZ,, n). Hence, there

exists a sequence of polynomials (pgn,j))gozl such that
pl) = f) i L(Ry)™, dZy, n)  as k — oo, (61)
Set Gy, := GO + Z}]:1 Ggf;f), where

G

ny) (nj) (nj)

g.k (T1,51, ..., Tp;5n;) = 9; (:cl,...,xnj)pj7k (51,1 5n;)81" " 5n;-.

We then have Gy € Q for each k € N. By Lemma 17,
o(Y)

We claim that

/ Gkondp%/ GoGdp ask — oo. (63)
() 2(Y)

Indeed, let us fix any 4, j € {1,...,J} and any s € Pair(n;,n;) with |»| = [, and prove
that

/ (GEY @ GYY)edpmtms D — / (G @ G dpmt i) as koo
41/77,1‘+nj7l yniw‘»njfl

(64)
For simplicity of notation, let us assume that s is of the form

{(ni =i+ 1n+1), (i —14+2,m+2), (s —1+3,n;+3) ..., (ns, i + )}
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Then
/ (Gz(,?llcl) ® G;ch))% dp(ni+nj—l)
7/ni+nj7l

_ / 0™ (@1, w0 (51, 5n)
,Vni+njfl

(nj) (n;)
X gj ! (xni—l+17 Tpy—1+425 - - - >xni+nj—l)pj’k] (Sni—l—i—la Sni—1+425 -+ Sni—l—nj—l)

n;+n;—l
X Sn;—l+1Sn;—14+2 " " " Sn; dé( Y )<x17 S1,. .- 7xn¢+njfla Sn¢+njfl)- (65)

Hence, there exists C' > 0 such that
\/ (G5 @ G = [ (G @ G g
41/711'+nj—l 'Vni-&-n]—l

(n) (n5)
< / ‘gz ' (3717 s 7xm)gj ('rni*l+17 Tpj—1425 - - - 7xni+njfl)‘
(Vni-&-n]—l

X P (51, ) — F7 (51,80
X |p§3€j)(8ni—l+1, Sni—1+25 - -+ Sni+nj—l)|

n;+n;—l
X Sni—l+1Sn;—14+2 " * * Sn, df( Y )(551, S1y v+ Tnitnj—1s Snﬂrnjfl)

S C/q,/ XA(AniJrnj_l) (.’]31, e ,l‘ni+nj_l)

ni+njfl 0
X ‘pz(?}ci)(sh s 787%) - fi(m)(sh HRI Sni)

X \p%)(snrwh Sni—142; -+ Snitn;—1)|

n;+n;—l
X Sp;—1415n;—1+2 " " * Sn, df( e )('rh S1y- - 7xni+nj—l7 Sni—i-n]-—l)

S C</ XA(ni+nj—l)(x1, . anrfnj*l)
¥ —

n;+n;—l 0

X |pz(?llci)(317 S 7Sni) - fz’(m)(sla .. "Sni) 2

1/2
ni+n;—l
X Sp;—14+1Sn;—1+2 " * * Sn; dg( e )(3:17 S1y. - 7xni+nj—l7 Sni—i-nj—l))

X (/ XA(niJr"j*l) (xla s axni-i-nj—l)
7/niwLnjfl 0

X ‘p§‘zgj)(5nifl+17 Sni—1425 -+ Sn¢+n]‘*l)|2
1/2
X Sni—l+1Sn;—14+2 " " * Sn, dg(nﬂrnjil) (xla S1y -+ Tnitnj—1s Sni+njl)>
< OB = £ sz o 1057 2wy az,, ) — O 25 k= 00, (66)
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where we used the Cauchy inequality and (61). Analogously,

/1/ (ngi)®G§-TZ))%dp("i+”j_l)—/ (ngi)®G§-nj))%dp("i+"j_l) — 0as k — oo.
ni+njfl

A
(67)
By (66) and (67), formula (64) follows. Formula (63) follows from (64). Now, the
lemma follows from (62) and (63). O

Proof of Theorem 12. As a special case of Lemma 18, formula (57) holds for each
function G € §. Hence, by Lemma 14, the measure p satisfies condition (PD). Thus,
Theorem 12 is proven. O

Since the correlation measure p of the point process v from Theorem 12 is concen-
trated on ®(Y’), the point process v is concentrated on I',(Y'), the set of pinpointing
configurations in Y, see e.g. [15, Corollary 1]. Recalling formula (10), one sees that for
each A € B.(X),

QﬁAdV:/F Z xa(z)sdv(y)

p(Y) (z,5)Ev

- /Y ya(@)s dpV(z, 5
= /YXA(Q:) deéW(x, s) < oco. (68)

Hence, M,y < oo v-a.s., and therefore v(I'yf(Y)) = 1, cf. (11) for the definition of
[,r(Y). Recall the bijective mapping £ : K(X) — I'¢(Y). As already discussed in
Section 2, the inverse mapping £ ! is measurable. So we can define a probability
measure 4’ on K(X) as the pushforward of v under £7!. Thus, to finish the proof of
Theorem 1, it suffices to show that u = p'.

Let A € B.(X). Recall that, for any 4,...,i € N, k € N,

0

' i 7 (k
/ Xp0 (1, wp) 8T s dp®) (x1, 51, ..., Tk, 51) < 00.
%

Hence, using the definition of a correlation measure (analogously as in (68)), we easily
see that, for each n € N,

/rpf(Y) ( Z

(z,8)€Yy

ale)s) vl < o0

Therefore, for each n € N,
/ n(A)" dp'(n) < oo.
K(X)
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Here n(A) := (1, xa), i.e., the n-measure of A. Hence, 1’ has finite moments. We denote

by (M 51))20:0 the moment sequence of the random discrete measure p/. By Theorem 2
and the construction of the measure p, it follows that

M . =M, i1,...,ip €N, neN, (69)
where the measures MZ-’1

moment sequence (M ;7))“ rather than (M) . By virtue of (69), the moment

are defined analogously to M;, ;. , by starting with the

..... in

n=0"
sequence (M P(;L))%O:O coincides with the moment sequence (M ™).
Now, fix any sets Ay,..., A, € B.(X). For any iy,...,i, € Z,, we get

/ n(AL)™ - p(An)in dyd ()
K(X)
- / ; ) (X;eiil Q- X%Zn)(xlv s 7xi1+"'+in) dM(il+.u+in)(x17 s axi1+~-'+in)'
X1+ +Fin
_ / DA™ - p(An)in dya(). (70)
M(X)

By (C1), (70), and the Carleman criterion, the joint distribution of the random vari-
ables n(Ay),...,n(A,) under i’ coincides with the joint distribution of the random
variables n(Ay),...,n(A,) under u. But it is well known (see e.g. [10]) that B(M(X))
coincides with the minimal o-algebra on M(X) with respect to which each function
n +— n(A) with A € B.(X), is measurable. Therefore, we indeed get the equality

= O

4 Moment problem on K(X)

As a consequence of our results, we will now present a solution of the moment problem
on K(X). Consider a sequence (M™)>, where M@ = 1 and for each n € N,
M™ € M(X™) is symmetric. Analogously to the proof of Theorem 1, we define the
measure M on W(X). Denote by .# the space of all measurable, bounded functions

F : U(X) — R such that F vanishes outside a set ¥ (X) U (Uszl A”) where N € N

and A € B.(X). We will say that the sequence (M ™) is positive definite if, for each
F € .7, (49) holds. Clearly, if (M ™) is the moment sequence of a random measure
1, then it is positive definite.

Corollary 19. Consider a sequence (M™)>  where M®©) = 1 and for each n € N,
M®™ € M(X™) is symmetric. Assume that (M), satisfies conditions (C1) and
(C2). Then (M) is the moment sequence of a random discrete measure on X
if and only if (M) is positive definite and satisfies conditions (i) and (ii) of
Theorem 1.
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Proof. The result immediately follows from Theorem 1 and its proof because the ex-
istence of p was only used in Lemma 15. The assertion of this lemma is nothing else
but the positive definiteness of (M) . O

We also obtain a characterization of point processes in terms of their moments.

Corollary 20. (i) Let p be a random measure on X, i.e., a probability measure on
(M(X), B(M(X))). Assume that u has finite moments, and let (M) be its moment
sequence. Further assume that conditions (C1) and (C2) are satisfied. Then p is
a simple point process, i.e., u(I'(X)) = 1, if and only if, for any n € N and any

i1y .., in € N, we have My, ;. = My 1, i.e., for each A € B( 6(")),
M, i (A) =M 1(A), i1,...,0, €N (71)

In the latter case, the correlation measure p of p is given by

n 1 n n
PUA) = S MO(D), AeBY). (72)
where p™ is the restriction of p to T™(X), p™ being identified with a measure on
xm
G-
(ii) Consider a sequence (M™) . where M® = 1 and for each n € N, M™ ¢
M(X™) is symmetric. Assume that (M™)X satisfies conditions (C1) and (C2).
Then (M™)>_ is the moment sequence of a simple point process in X if and only
if (M) is positive definite and (71) holds.

Proof. As easily seen, it suffices to prove only part (i). Assume that u is a point process
in X. Hence, i is a random discrete measure on X. The corresponding point process
v = &E(u) is concentrated on

DX x {1}) = {{(z, D}eey | ¥ €T(X)}.

Hence, I'(X x {1}) can naturally be identified with T'(X'), and under this identification
we get © = v. Furthermore, the correlation measure p of i coincides with the correlation
measure of v, provided we have identified I'o(X) with T'g(X x {1}). Now, formulas (71),
(72) follow from Theorem 2.

Next, assume that p is a random measure which satisfies (71). Hence, for any n € N

and A € BC(Xa(n)), we get
'A ’Ln:gﬂA 0> 7/1772n€Z+

77777

In other words, for each n € N and A € BC(Xa(n)), the moment sequence &2 is constant

and thus the measure 52” is concentrated at one point, (1,...,1). Hence, conditions (i)
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and (ii) Theorem 1 are satisfied, and so p is a random discrete measure. Consequently,
by (16) and (17), the measure p(™ is concentrated on the set

{(@1,1,. 20, 1) | (21, 2) € XV)

Therefore, the point process v = £(u) is concentrated on I'(X x {1}). Hence, u is a
point process in X. ]

Let us now assume that X = R%, or more generally, that X is a connected O Rie-
mannian manifold. Let D(X) := C5°(X) be the space of smooth, compactly supported,
real-valued functions on X, equipped with the nuclear space topology, see e.g. [4] for
detail. Let D'(X) be its dual space, and let € (D’'(X)) be the cylinder o-algebra on
it. Note that M(X) C D’(X) and the trace o-algebra of € (D’'(X)) on M(X) coincides
with B(M(X)).

Forw € D'(X) and ¢ € D(X), we denote by (w, ¢) their dual pairing. Following [5],
we inductively define Wick polynomials on D’'(X) by

(wi ) = {w, ), ¢€DX)

. L[¢ . .
(W01 ® - ® pn) ;ﬁ[Z(w,%)«w@(“ Vo1 ® - @Gi® @ )

=1
—2 Y (W) (w0 @ B () ® - BB @ @ )|,
1<i<j<n

Oy o0 €D(X), n> 2, (73)

where ¢; denotes that the factor ¢; is absent in the tensor product.
Let u be a probability measure on (D'(X), % (D’'(X))) which has finite moments.
For each n € N, we consider the function

(D'(X))™" = R

P1® - ® Py > (w01 @ -+ ® @n) dp(w). (74)
D'(X)
These functions form a proper generalization of the correlation measure of a point
process, which in turn are a generalisation of the classical correlation functions of
statistical mechanics. Hence, we call them generalized correlation functions of the
measure pi. The above results can we rewritten in terms of conditions on the generalized
correlation functions.

Corollary 21. Assume that, for each n € N, the generalized correlation function
defined in (74) associated to a measure p on D'(X) can be represented via a (positive)
measure p™ on (Xa(n), B(Xﬁ("))), that is, for any ¢1,. .., ¢, € D(X),

L mne e = [ o) o) @) @)
0
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Furthermore, assume that the measures p\™ satisfy condition (C2) in the sense that
MW s replaced with p™ in the formulation of (C2). Then, u is a point process, i.e.,
u(D(X)) = 1.

Proof. Using (73), one can easily derive by induction a representation of a monomial
(w, 1) -+ (w, @) through Wick polynomials. This formula and (75) imply that, for
each n € N, there exists a (positive) measure M™ on X™ such that

/ <w>¢1>---<w,¢n>du(w)=/ pr(z1) - @nlan) dM™ (21, .. ).
/(X) n

Furthermore, formulas (71), (72) hold, because each summand in the representation of

a monomial through Wick polynomials corresponds to a particular sub-diagonal X

of X". (We leave details of these calculations to the interested reader.)
By the assumption of the corollary, the sequence (M), with M(© = 1 satisfies
(C2). Furthermore, (C2) and (71) easily imply that (M ™), satisfies (C1). Since

n=0
(M) is the moment sequence of a probability measure, it is positive definite.
Hence, the statement follows from Corollary 20, (ii). O

Remark 22. In fact, Corollary 21 is essentially already contained in [5] and [15, Corol-
lary 1], though not presented as an independent result. If we do not assume a priori
the existence of a measure u, then we have additionally to assume that the generalised
correlation functions have to fulfil the condition (PD). Note that Theorem 11, taken
from [15], was used in order to obtain the point process in Y (Theorem 12), which in
turn, was used to construct the random discrete measure on X. Hence, it is not sur-
prising that we get a comparable result in the special case where instead of a random
discrete measure on X, one actually wants to characterize a point process in X.
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