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Introduction

1. This paper introduces the reader to a new section of the theory of
Markov fields in which we investigate problems concerned with the notion
of the strong Markov property of a random field. This property of a field is
formulated in a similar way to the Markov property, but in terms of random
rather then deterministic subsets of Euclidean space. It is investigated by
means of probabilistic methods and the methods of extremal problems.

In the paper we prove a theorem on the characterization of random
domains with respect to which a given field has the strong Markov property.
We describe ways of constructing such random domains based on solutions
of extremal problems. In the framework of some general models we
consider transformations of the type of a “random change of time” which
preserve the Markov property. We discuss various examples and applications.

We note that the idea of the strong Markov property is well known for
stochastic processes (see [1], [2]). Here it is extended to random fields.

2. Various questions concerning Markov fields have attracted attention for
over twenty years (see, for example, [3]-[8]). An important stimulus to
the development of this subject was the discovery of its connections with

fundamental mathematical problems of quantum theory (see [4], [5]).
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At the present moment one apparently cannot distinguish one “standard”
definition of Markov fields: for different purposes different versions of this
notion are considered. We follow, in general, the approach developed in [3]
(although we use slightly different terms). We now formulate the definition
of Markov field adopted here, omitting some details; for a completely
accurate presentation see §6.3.

We denote by T(R?) the class of all compact subsets ¢ of Euclidean space
R4 that coincide with the closures of their interiors: ¢ = clint t. We
briefly call these sets domains (see {3]). Let a random field, that is, an
ordinary or generalized random function, be given on R?. We say that the
given field has the Markov property with respect to some domain ¢ C R4 if
for any a € t € b, a, b € T(R®), the realization of the field on b and its
realization on @ (@ = cl a®—the closure of the complement of @) are
conditionally independent given its realization on@ N 5. We call a field
Markov if this condition is satisfied for all ¢+ € T(R9).

We note that the concept of the realization of a field on some closed set
v C R? includes the values of the field on the set v and on the infinitesimal
neighbourhood of v (we have in mind the intersection of the corresponding
o-algebras over all e-neighbourhoods of v, see §6.1).

In this connection, we also remark that in the particular casea =t = b
the above definition leads to a version of the Markov property described in
terms of the infinitesimal neighbourhood of the boundary 8t =t N7 = b NGT—
compare [4]-17].

3. The idea of studying the strong Markov property of random fields arose
in the mid-seventies. However, some analogues of this property were used
earlier in implicit form in discrete models of statistical physics for the
investigation of phase transitions (see, for example, [9] and the references
therein). As an independent notion it was introduced in [10], [11] for the
study of random fields on a Euclidean space.

The idea of the main definition is as follows. We say that a random field
on R? has the strong Markov property with respect to a random domain?’
7 € R9 if for any random domains @ € 7 C 8 the realization of the field on
B and its realization on & (= ¢l a®) are conditionally independent given its
realization on & N §.

The precise formulation will be given later; here we just mention two
additional points. Firstly, in the definition given above we should consider
only domains a and § depending on 7 in a measurable way in some sense.
Secondly, information about the behaviour of a field on the random sets
B, @, and & N B should be furnished with information about the random
domains a and § themselves.

(UBy a random domain we mean a measurable map of a probability space into a space of
domains T(R®) equipped with some natural measurable structure.



Stochastic extremal problems and the strong Markov property of random fields 3

Among the problems concerned with the strong Markov property the
central role is played by the following question. Let us consider a field on
R? that is Markov with respect to some class of deterministic domains. How
do we characterize the class of random domains with respect to which the
field has the strong Markov property?

The answer to this question is provided by the following result. A Markov
field has the strong Markov property with respect to a random domain 7 if
and only if 7 has the following property:

(S) For arbitrary (non-random) domains a € » and a measurable set D
from the space of domains, the event

A={1€D, a= 1= b}
should be representable in the form
A =T; NI, (mod 0),

where the event I, is determined. by the realization of the field on b, and
the event I', by the realization of the field on the closure of the complement
of a (see Theorem 6.1).

Random domains 7 satisfying the condition (S) will be called splitting.
They are related to splitting times known in the theory of stochastic
processes, see [12]1-[15].

4. The result presented above reduces the study of the strong Markov
property to the study of the condition (S), and so the investigation of
splitting random domains becomes the focus of our attention. First of all
we would like to learn how to construct such random domains effectively.
The key to the answer to this question is the following consideration. It
turns out that splitting random domains can be obtained as solutions of
some stochastic extremal problems related to the given field. We have in
mind extremal problems where a functional and the constraints are random
and depend on the realization of the field. Thus, for example, minimizing
the integral of the field over a domain (or over its boundary) from a suitable
class of domains we obtain as a solution of this minimization problem a
splitting random domain.

An analogous fact can be established in a considerably more general
context. Namely, for the validity of the results of the kind described above
it is necessary, first of all, that the random functional of the domain is
consistent with the field and additive (or, more generally, submodular—
see §7). The class of domains in which we seek the minimum of the
functional should be a lattice!!) in the sense of a hatural partial ordering of
domains: r<se t Cy.

Wp partially ordered set is called a lattice if together with any two elements it contains
also their least upper and greatest lower bounds.
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A special case of the construction described above is the known construction
of splitting time as a minimum point of a stochastic process, see [12]1-[15}.
Thus, the necessary conditions for an extremum in the problems under

consideration acquire a clear probability meaning: extremality implies the
splitting condition and strong Markov property. This circumstance not only
plays an important role in this paper but also indicates some interesting
prospects for further investigations.

5. We also remark that the extremal problems of the kind we investigate
here often admit a clear physical interpretation. Generally speaking, they
describe optimal processes in random environments. We have in mind the
following. It is known that many processes in nature are connected with the
formation of random and simultaneously energetically optimal configurations.
We can indicate, for example, the formation of cracks in non-homogenous
materials, dislocations in crystals, breakdown filaments in dielectrics, and so
on. The modelling of such phenomena is a very promising area of application
of the theory of stochastic extremal problems. In the present paper we are
unable to discuss these examples in a detailed way. Some recent results in
this direction will be presented in a separate publication.

6. We note, finally, that it turns out to be convenient to present a
considerable part of the exposition in the framework of some general
scheme, namely, in the framework of so-called stochastic models on partially
ordered sets (see §1). This scheme includes fields on R? (the elements of
the corresponding partially ordered set are domains), “‘ordinary” stochastic
processes, fields on the space of contours (see [16], [17]), models of the
type of [18] connected with stochastic integration on the plane, and a
whole range of other models.

Such an approach not only gives the advantage of generality, but also
allows us to look into some problems of the theory of random fields and of
the theory of stochastic processes from unified positions. This mainly refers
to the problem of the construction of Markov processes and fields.

In the theory of Markov processes there are at least two general
constructions by means of which from one such process we can construct a
whole class of new ones. They are a change of measure by means of an
additive functional (see [19]) and a random change of time (first presented
in [20)). The construction of Markov fields by means of a change of
measure is well known (see, for example, {5], [9]1). However, constructions
by means of random time change have hardly ever been used in the theory
of Markov fields. Stochastic models on partially ordered sets enable us to
understand what is the analogue of the random time change in the general
situation and to use such constructions to build a whole series of interesting
“Markov objects”.
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7. The paper has the following plan. In §1-5 we present general results
related to stochastic models on partially ordered sets. In §6, 7 we pass
from abstract stochastic models to random fields on a Euclidean space. In
88 we give a survey of various examples and applications.

The author wishes to express his deep gratitude to A.V. Skorokhod,
A.N. Shiryaev, and A.A. Yushkevich for their attention to this work, and to
S.E. Kuznetsov for numerous useful discussions of the subject of this paper.

§1. Stochastic modeis

1.1. Throughout the paper we denote a complete probability space by
(Q, F,P).

Let (7, <) be a partially ordered set, and suppose that to each pair
a, b €T, a < b, there correspond three g-algebras A4;(a, b) = F (i =1, 2, 3)
containing the class Jf°(F)of all #-measurable sets of measure zero. We
say that a family of o-algebras ¥ = {4;(a, b)} specifies a stochastic model if
the following conditions are fulfilled:

1.A. Foreacha <a<b <b' wehave #£; (a, b) = Ai(a’, b) (i=1,2,3).

1.B. As(a, b) = A, (a. b) N A,(a, b).

A stochastic model ¥ is called Markov if for any a < b the o-algebras
Ai(a, b) and 4 ,(a, b) are conditionally independent with respect to £4(a, b);
symbolically

.,41(“, b) i ./éz(a, b) l -—43(‘1” b)

1.2. Let a random element §,(w), w € 2, of a measurable space E, be given
for each ¢ € T, that is, let a random function &,(w), ¢t € T, be defined. This
random function generates a stochastic model:

Ai(a:b) = o{kr, t b)Y Ayfa, b) = offy, t = a};

A e B = o, a<<t<b} (a<b a bET),

where g{-} is the smallest g-algebra such that all random elements from the
family {-} and all events from #”(#) are measurable with respect to it. The
family of o-algebras defined above has the property:

(1.2) Ay (@, b) = 1(b, b), Ai(a, b) = Asa, a).

Models satisfying (1.2) will be called regular.
We say that a random function £,(w) is Markov if

off,, p<<t} L ol g =t} lo{le}, tET

We note that if the model (1.1) is Markov, then the random function
generating it is Markov too. Clearly, the converse is not always true (but it
is true if T is linearly ordered). We also note that if 8 = {#i(a, b)}is a
regular Markov model and #4(t, t) = o{{;}, where §, is a random element
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tor each ¢, then §,, t € T, is a Markov random function. Thus in a stochastic
model to each interval {a, &] = {t € T: a << t < b} there correspond three
g-algebras A4,(a, b) (i = 1, 2, 3) (“past”, “future”, and “present”). It will be
necessary to consider analogous o-algebras for random intervals.

To this end we assume that T is a partially ordered measurable space, that
is, a o-algebra 9 is given on T and {(¢, s): t <Cs} €.9 X .7. Moreover, we
suppose that we have a family & of maps f, . T~ T, g : T>T(k=1,2,..)
satisfying the following requirements: ()

(1) the set of values of fi(¢) and g, () is at most countable ¢t €T, k=1, 2, ...);

D fu®) 1t gt 42, L€ T

D) () 129.9 (g) 1.7, where J(f) is the o-algebra consisting of sets
of the form f*(), ' € 7

(IV) for any r < s we have the inequalities fi(#) < fi(s), g&(2) < gx(s)

(k =1, 2, ...) (monotonicity of the maps fy, £x).

A family of maps &% = {f,, g,} with the above properties will be called a
skeleton®) of a partially ordered measurable space T, and {fx} and {g,} will
be called respectively the left and right system of maps of the skeleton ##.
A stochastic model % = {-#;(a, )} given on T will be called continuous (with
respect to the skeleton &) if for any a, b € T, a < b, the following
condition is satisfied:

1.C. Ask =, 4i(fr(a). ga(d))} Aila, b) (i =1, 2, 3).

1.3. We note some simple properties of the space T with a skeleton %,
which will be repeatedly used in the sequel.

Remark 1.1. We fix any £k = 1, 2, ... and we consider the countable set &,
of all intervals of the form [fi(a), gx(b)],a, b € T, a < b. We number the
intervals of @ ©x = {Ipy, @), Ips, g2, . ..}. Then the set{g, g, ...}
is a countable upper bound for T, and {p,, ps, . - .} is a countable lower
bound for T, that is, for any ¢ € T there are m and » such that p,, <t <gq,.

Remark 1.2. The diagonal D = {(t, s) E T x T:t = s} of the space T x T is
measurable, since

D= {ts):t<s} N{t s):s<t}egT X 9.

Hence it follows that .9 contains one-point sets and any measurable map
into (T, 7) has a measurable graph.

MIf ¢, (k =1, 2, ...) are elements of a partially ordered set T, then the notation t, 4t
(pit)meansthat h € tg < .., t=380p (R} (=, = ..., t=iof {§)). If Ty
(k=1,2,..)and J are og-algebras, then we write {7 if I, 29,2 ..., 5 =
=NTpand TptT f Ty= Fy=..., T = VT (that is, J is generated by all
the -7-&)

@ This term was used in [3] and [21] for a different (but similar) notion.
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Remark 1.3. There is a function ¢ : T — R! that is measurable and strictly
monotone, that is, p(#) < ¢(s) whenever ¢t < s, ¢ #s. Namely, we consider a
countable set

W= {wy, wy, ...} =&(T) U gD U ...
and we put

JW={j: w;>t} o(t)= —je%)z—j

(compare a similar construction in [22]). Then for ¢t < s we have J(¢) 2 J(5)
and consequently ¢(t) < p(s), that is, v is monotone. If p(¢) = p(s), then
J(2) = J(s), so s < gp(t) (k =1, 2, ...). Now s < ¢ from (1), and consequently
s = 1.

Remark 1.4. We take an arbitrary (not necessarily continuous) stochastic
model B= {%,(a, b)}on T. We suppose that the skeleton  satisfies the
following additional condition:

(V) Forany t € T and m =1, 2, ... there are j, k such that f;( f(£)) 2 f,,(1)

and g;(8x(2)) < gm(?).
Putting

Fia b= N Bilfmla) @) (=123,

we obtain a new stochastic model B = {?i(a, b)}, which we call the closure
of the model B. This model is continuous, since from (V)

:i B (fn (@), g, (b)) = hﬁi ji Fi(f; (I (@), &5(gn 1)) =

= 11, %1 (m (@) en®)=F (. b).

1.4. Let a(w) and f(w) be two random elements of the space (7', ) such
that a(w) < f(w), w € Q. Then we call [«, 8] a random interval.
Forany k = 1,2, ...and i = 1, 2, 3 we consider the smallest ¢-algebra

At(a, B) with respect to which a(w), B(w), and all events of the form

(1.3) I N {/u(@) = a, gu(B) = b}, T € Aila, b),
where g, b € T, a < b, are measurable. We put

Al B= N AL p) (=129

Remark 1.5. As k increases the o-algebras «£% do not grow, and thus

(1.4) A3 (@ B) § A1 (@ B)-
To verify this it is enough to prove that any non-empty set of the form
A= {fm(a) = a, gm(ﬁ) = b} N r
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belongs to AXa, B) for any m >k, a < b, and T € A4(a, b). According to
(IID) there are measurable maps f m, gr.m: I — T such that

(1.5) In(®) = frm(m(®),  &x(t) = &r,m(Em(?)
(m = k). Hence

(1.6) A=ENE, E={n@=a gn(B =0}

(1.7) E'={fnla)=2a', g B)=b"}N T,

where ¢’ = fy m(a), &' = gr.m(b). Moreover, a’' <a, ' > b by (II), hence
I € #;(a, b)=A;(a’, b°). Thus, E, E’ € 4%a. p), which proves our claim.

Remark 1.6. The above definition of o-algebras 4#;(=. B) (@ =1, 2, 3)
(describing ‘““past”, “future”, and ‘“‘present” for the random interval [o, §])
depends, in general, on a previously fixed skeleton J%. However, in particular
examples it is often possible to establish the invariance of this definition
with respect to the choice of ¥ so long as & satisfies some supplementary
regularity conditions. Namely, this happens for stochastic models related to
random fields on R (see Lemma 6.3 and Remark 6.2).

Remark 1.7. A whole series of examples refers to models where the set T is
finite or countable. In this case we assume throughout that .5 consists of
all subsets of T and fi () = g (f) = ¢.

82. The strong Markov property. Splitting random elements

2.1. Throughout §2-5 we assume that a continuous stochastic model
% = {#;(a, b)} is given on a partially ordered space (T, ., <) with a
skeleton ¥ = {fx, &x}).

If A4, and o, are two sets of events, then we denote by o142 the set of
events that can be represented in the form I'y N 'y, where T', € A4;, T'; € 4,.

A random element 7(w) (w € ) will be called splitting if the following
condition is satisfied:

(#)Foralla<b,a, bET, and any D < la, b), D € 9, the event
{r € D} belongs to A,(a, b)o#s(a, b).

We say that a model ¥ has the strong Markov property with respect to a
random element 7 if the following condition holds:

(#o#) For any random elements « and g such that

a(0) < o) < f(o), o(o) = f(1(e)), Bo) = g(t(v))

(f, g: T — T are measurable maps) the o-algebras £ (x, ) and A.(a, B) are
conditionally independent with respect to #As(c, P).

Theorem 2.1. Let % be a Markov model. For it to have the strong Markov
property with respect to 1 it is sufficient that the random element 7 is
splitting. This condition is necessary if the following supplementary
condition is imposed on the model:
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2A. Foranyt€Tand k=1, 2, ...
A1) Ex(1)) V A(fr(D), 8x(1) = F.

2.2. Theorem 2.1 is proved by means of the following Lemma 2.1, whose
proof can be found in [24] (a somewhat more general result was obtained
earlier in [23]; compare also [14]).

As always, let (Q, #, P) be a complete probability space. For convenience
of presentation, let us agree to call any three o-algebras €; = F (i=1, 2, 3)
a Markov system if

gl u g2 lgsv J’p(}-) _C_.:%s = {1 n?z

(it is clear that we then have €3 = %, ] €.)-
Let N be a countable set, and let a Markov system of g-algebras
“i(n) (i = 1, 2, 3) correspond to each n € N. For a random element
v(w) €N (w € Q) we denote by %;(y) (i = 1, 2, 3) the og-algebra generated
by the events

(2.4) {y=n} NI, TEEMn), necAN.

Lemma 2.1. For the o-algebras €;(y) (i = 1, 2, 3) to form a Markov system
it is sufficient that the random element v satisfies the condition

(2.2) {vy = n} €€1(n)€y(n), n€N.
This condition is necessary if the following additional requirement is
fulfilled:

(2.3) €i(n) V Bu(n) = F, n €N.
2.3. We establish two more auxiliary propositions.

Lemma 2.2. Let \ = |o, B] be a random interval in T having a finite or
countable set of values L. Then for each i = 1, 2, 3 the o-algebra
A1) = A, B) consists of events of the form

(2.4) lel{ (A= NI, Te4;()).

Proof. 1) We put
(2.5) () = lfu(a), gx(®)], 1= la, bl

We fix an index i = 1, 2, 3 and omit it from now on.

We consider the class #*(A) of sets representable in a form like (2.4) but
with T'; € A (ha(1)), and we claim that *(A) = 4£*(}) = A4*(a. B). We note.
first of all, that the class &*(X) is a o-algebra containing events of the form
{A =1} = {&a =a, B =20} Further, if A = {h,(A) = '} N T, where
T € #(), then

A= U [{(A=8 NnTies (),

1EL: hp(l)m=l”
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since T € A(l') = s (ha(l)). Thus, F*(A) contains all events generating A*®),
so A*2) = F*A). The reverse inclusion follows from the chain of relations

(=0 NT=A=8N{rM)=h@} N TeA*),

where T'; € A(hx(1)).
2) Now let X € A£(A) = N A*(}). Then, as we have just shown, for any
k=1,2

I=y@=pnr I €A (ha (1)
Consequently, & = | {{A = 1} NT], where T'; = lim inf T} € 4£(l), from 1.C
and (2.5). Conversely, if an event & can be represented in the form (2.4),

then from 1) € € A£*) for any k, and consequently E € #£(A). The lemma
is proved.

2.4. Lemma 2.3. Let \ = o, B] be a random interval such that

(2.6) {fa(@) = a, gx(P) = b} € Ai(a, b)As(a, b)
forall k =1,2,...anda, b €T, a <b. If the model is Markov, then
(2.7 (e, B) U oA(a, B) | As(a, B).

Proof (compare [24]). Fori=1,2,3,k m =1, 2, ..., k <m, we denote
by AF™ (») the o-algebra generated by events of the form

{h )=U, huy W= NT, TeA (),

where [ = [a, b] and I = [a’, b'] are all possible intervals in 7. By property
(I11) of the maps {fx, gz} (see §1) we have AF™(A) 4 A%(A). Moreover,
according to (1.4), A£*(A) } #3(~). Thus, since the property of a system of
three o-algebras of being Markov is preserved by the limit passages 1 and {,
to prove (2.7) it is enough to show that the system £™(A) (i =1, 2, 3)is
Markov for any & < m.

To this end we fix K < m and turn to Lemma 2.1. We denote by v the
pair of random intervals (A,,(M\), Ax()N)), and by N the set (at most countable)
of all values of 7. Forn = (I, I') € N we put 6;(n) = A(') (i =1, 2, 3).
Then 4¥™() = €:(y), which follows directly from the definition of the
o-algebras. The condition (2.6) gives {y = nr} =T, N T, NT; NT;, where
Ti € A, '), Ty € A1), and since {y = n} 5= &, we have I C I’ (since
h(N) € hi(N)), and so Ty € #4(1'). Thus, {y = r} € 6,(n)6,(n), and so
drawing on Lemma 2.1 we conclude that €,(y) = #7"A)( =1,2,3)isa
Markov system.

2.5. Proof of Theorem 2.1. In view of Lemma 2.3, to prove the sufficiency we
need to check only the condition (2.6) for random intervals [, 8] = [f(7), g(1)]
described in (Po#). If the event indicated in (2.6) occurs, then

a =D))< =a<T<P = g(r) < &lgv) = b,
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and consequently this event can be represented in the form {t € D}, where

D = {tela, bl: [u(f(t)) — a. gulg(t)) = b} €7 .

Thus, (2.6) follows from ().
To demonstrate the necessity we assume that (/) and 2.A hold, we fix
any la, 8], 73D = la, 8l,D £ @,k >= 1, and we show that

(2.8) A={teD}€ A, (a, b) A (a, D),

where @ = fi(a), b = g,(b). Passing to the limit as k = e and employing the
continuity of the stochastic model, we obtain the required property:
A € Ay (a, blA(a, b). The limit passage is justified for the following
reason. If 4%} 4, (i =1, 2) are two sequences of g-algebras and
A= A" A" ¢ 4kl for all k, then A € 4,44, since A = A, N A,, where
i=U N Ales
n k2n

Let us verify (2.8). We denote by J the countable set of intervals of the
form [f,,(), g.()] (m = 1, 2, ..., t € T) that are different from [@, »], and
we observe that for any ¢ € D there is an interval (a/, '] € J containing it.
For otherwise f,,(t) =g, g,,(¢!) = b for all m. Hence@ = ¢ = b (since
Im(t) 1t and g,(¢) | tyand so ¢t € D, which is a contradiction. We number the
elements of J and taking into account the above remark we define the maps
f, g: T = T by putting [f(0), g(t)) = [@ b) for t € D, and for t € D taking
[f(#), g(£)] to be the interval with the least number, belonging to J and
containing . It is clear that f and g are measurable, f(#) < t < g(¢), and

(2.9) {re Dy={[f (x), g(@)]=Ia, b]}.

We consider the random interval [«, 8] = [ f(7), g(7)]. By (&%),
A, B) (i =1, 2, 3)is a Markov system of g-algebras, and A4 ;(x, B) are
given by (2.4), because [«, ] takes a countable set of values. Moreover, for
any value [p, q] of the interval (o, f] we can find ¢, t € T andj =1, 2, ...
such that

Ip. g =), 6@ 31, 1) <HD), £4() < &(t),

and consequently +£:(p, q} \V A£2{p, q) = .# by 2.A. This condition
together with (2.4) allows us to apply Lemma 2.1 to v = [e, 8} and to
obtain the relation (2.8) using (2.9).

2.6. Remark 2.1. Let(T, 5, <) be a partially ordered measurable space.
let {gx(t)}n=y be a right system of maps, and for each t € T, let &;(t)
(i =1, 2, 3) be a Markov system of o-algebras in (Q, ., P), where

Ei(gn(t))  Eit) (B — c0) and E:(1) = &:ls)
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whenever + < 5. For a random element 7 of the space T we put
& (1) = ang €M), where 8?(1) is generated by 7 and by the events

{gn(r) =1} NT, T €&(t). Ifforanyt€ETandD€g, D < {s: st} we
have {t € D} € &,()€(t), then &,(t) is a Markov system of g-algebras. The
converse implication is valid under an additional hypothesis:

&E(&r®) V Eq(ar(t)) = F.

This fact generalizes Theorem 2.1 and can be proved similarly. On the
other hand, under the condition that in (T, 7, <) there is a left system of
maps {f,(t)}, this result is a direct consequence of Theorem 2.1 (one needs to
put 4;(a, b) = &(d)).

§3. Extremal problems and splitting random sets

3.1. Our further aim is to describe various effective constructions of
splitting random elements. An intermediate step to achieving this aim will
be the investigation of a class of random subsets of T, with similar properties
to the class of splitting elements.(!)

Let a set Z(w) € T (possibly empty for some w) correspond to each
w € . We say that Z(w) is a random set if for any D € 9

(3.1) {o: Z(0) ND =2} € F.

We call a random set Z(w) splitting if for any a < b (q, b € T) and
Dg[a: b]) D€y|

@.2) {0: Z(0) ND + B} € Aa, b)otsa, b).

We note that (3.2) implies (3.1) (since, by virtue of Remark 1.1, T can be
represented as a union of countably many intervals). Moreover, if Z(w)
consists of one point 7(w) for each w and if it satisfies (3.2), then 7(w) is a
splitting random element.

3.2. Let F(w, t) be a real-valued functional defined for w &€ £ and

t € Z(w) € T. We denote by Z(w) the set of all s € Z(w) such that
F(w, 5) < F(w, 1), t € Z(w), that is, the set of the points of Z(w) where
F(w, *) attains its minimum.

In this section we give conditions on Z and F under which the following
assertion is valid: if Z(w) is a splitting random set, then Z(w) is also a
splitting random set. Results of this kind can be used to construct splitting
random elements. For let us suppose that we have proved that Z(w)
consists of exactly one point 7(w) for each w. Then, as we mentioned
above, 7(w) is a splitting random element. If Z(w) contains more than one

(Mn applications to fields on R? (see §§6, 7) the elements of the space T are domains,
and random subsets of T are random classes of domains.
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point, then we can repeat the previous operation, considering another
functional G(w, ¢) on Z(w) and the set of its minimum points. Iterating
this procedure, we can obtain one-element splitting random sets at some
(finite or infinite) step.

In many concrete examples the random set Z(w) obtained after the first
step contains its infimum 7(w) = inf Z(w) (understood in the sense of the
partial ordering given on T), and the random element 7(w) turns out to be
splitting. The splitting property of 7(w) is established by using the fact that
the element 7(w) = inf Z(w) is the unique minimum point of any strictly
monotone functional® &(¢), t € T. Thus, to construct 7(w) we first
minimize F(w, f) on Z(w) and then ®(¢) on Z(w), that is, we repeat the
procedure twice.

We remark also that in particular examples the set Z or the functional F
may not depend on w, see §8. (A set Z that is independent of w is a trivial
example of a splitting random set.)

3.3. We introduce some definitions and notations which will be necessary in
the sequel.

We assume that to each q, b € T, a < b, there correspond two non-empty
sets M,(a, b), My(a, b) € T (left and right zones for the interval [a, b])
satisfying the following properties: (M1) if {a, b] C [d', b'] then
Mya, b) S M, b)) (i = 1,2); M2) la, b] €S Mia, b) i = 1, 2);

(M3) Mia, b) € 7 (i = 1.2); (M4) the set {v: v < t} is contained in the
union of M(t, t) and My(¢, t).
The most important example of M;(a, b) is the following:

(3.3) Mya, b) = {t: t << b), Mya, b) = {t: t > a}

(regular zones). Whenever we discuss regular models (see §1.2) we assume
that M (a, b) have the form (3.3). Zones of a different type arise in a
natural way in connection with the models described in §8.8.

Let F(¢) be a real functional defined on some set Z & 7. (We assume
here that F and Z do not depend on w.) We call F(¢), t € Z, sufficient if
the following condition holds:

(=) For any ¢ € Z the relations

F(a) > F(t)v a E All(tv t) n Za

(3.4) F(b) = F(t), b€ Myt t)NZ,

give F(s) =2 F(1), s € Z.

The inequalities (3.4) mean that in the left zone M,(z, ) and in the right
zone My(t, t) there are no points s € Z such that F(s) < F(f). According to
(*), the relations (3.4) are sufficient conditions for a minimum of F on Z (it
is clear that these conditions are always necessary).

(The existence of such functionals on T follows from Remark 1.3.
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Proposition 3.1. Let F(t), t € Z, be a sufficient functional, a < b, a, b € T,
and § 3D < la, bl. Then the following statements are equivalent: (a) F(*)
attains its minimum on Z at some point t € D; (b) for each i = 1, 2 the
minimum of F(+) on Mi(a, b) N Z is attained at some point t; € D N

N M, by N Z.

Proof To get (b) from (a) we put #; = ¢, since t € D C [a, b}, and from
(M2) we have r € M;(a, b).
Now let (b) hold, that is,

(3.5) Fl§) = F(t), s€Z,=2Z N Mia b.

Since t; € D =< la, bl = M,(a, b) | M,(a, b), we have t, € Z, N Z, N D.
Hence from (3.5) we obtain

(3.6) F(t)) = F(t,).

We put ¢+ = t;,. Then for every s € Z N M,(¢t, t) we have F(s) 2 F(t).
Indeed, s € Z;, since Z N M(¢t, t) S Z N M,(a, b) (see (M1)) and from (3.5)
and (3.6) we get F(s) =2 F(t;) = F(r). Applying the sufficiency of F we
conclude that ¢ € D is the minimum point of F on Z. The proposition is
proved.

3.4. Let a set Z(w) & T correspond to each w € §2 and let a real functional
F(w, t) be defined (w € Q, t € Z(w)). We say briefly that this functional is
sufficient if for every w it is sufficient with respect to the variable t € Z(w).

The sufficiency property will play a key role in accomplishing the
programme outlined in §3.2. But we will need some more conditions
expressing the consistency of F(w, t) and Z(w) with the given stochastic
model {A#(a, b)}.

Fora bET a <b, we put

F(o, t)—F(0,5), t,s€Z(w) ) M, (ab),
+ o0 otherwise.

(3.7  Frl(e,t, s)={

We call the functional F(w, 1), t € Z(w), local if!
(3.8) FPl(e,t,)eA(a, )X I XT  (a<bd, i=1,2).
From (3.8) and (3.7) it follows that
(3.9) {(0, ): t € Z(w) N Mi(a, b)} € Ai(a, &) X T

for all a < b and i = 1, 2 (the property that the set Z{w) is local).

The conditions (3.8) and (3.9) mean, respectively, that the increments of
the functional F and the construction of the set Z(w) in the zone M;(a, b)
can be defined using only the information contained in the o-algebra #,(a,b)
(see also Proposition 3.2 at the end of this section).

(DThe symbol € is used here to denote the measurability of functions with respect to
o-algebras.
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Now, if I' € © and g is a subalgebra of #, then we denote by & |r the
o-algebra of all events A € #F such that

AnNr=A'nr
for some A’ € §. We put
Qf (a, ) ={o: Z(0) N M, (a, b))+ @)}
and
HOLEFACHINN

We say that a functional F(w, ?), t € Z(w), is weakly local if

(3.10) FPPo,t, 5)E AF (@, )X T X T
forala<bandi =1, 2. From (3.10) and (3.7) we find that

(3.11) {(0,1): tEZ(0) N M;(a, B)}€ AT (e, L)X T,

where i = 1,2,a, b E€ T a < b (Z(w) is weakly local).

The condition (3.10) has the following meaning. If it is known that the
domain Z(w) of a functional F(w, ¢) intersects the zone M;(a, b), then we
can define increments F(w, f)— F(w, s) on the intersection Z(w) N M,(a, b)
employing the information contained in 4;(a, b) (i = 1,2). (3.11) can be
interpreted similarly.

We remark that local sets (or functionals) are weakly local, since
Ai(a, b) = A¥a, b). If the domain Z of a functional F does not depend on
w, then the conditions (3.8) and (3.10) are equivalent, since then Q#(a, b) is
empty or coincides with £. (See also Proposition 3.2.)

We call a random element 7(w) local or weakly local if the one-element
set {t(w)} has the corresponding property. An equivalent definition will be
given in Lemma 5.1.

3.5. Up to the end of §5 we assume that the measurable space (7, %)
satisfies the following condition:

3.A. There exist a standard measurable space(*) (E, §) and a measurable
map 0: (E, & — (T, ) such that §(E) = T.
The main result of this section is the following.

Theorem 3.1. Let F(w, t), t € Z(w), be a sufficient weakly local functional
and let

(3.12) Z@={t€Z(): F(o,)= min F(a,5)

be the_z_set of its minimum points on Z{w). If Z(w) is a splitting random set.
then Z(w) is also a splitting random set.

(WA measurable space is called standard if it is isomorphic to a Borel subset of a
complete separable metric space.
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We first establish Theorem 3.2, formulated below, whose first part is used
in the proof of Theorem 3.1.

Theorem 3.2. Let F(w, t), t € Z(w), be a weakly local functional. Then
the following assertions are true: 1) forany a<b,a, bET (G =1, 2),
(3.13) {(0, t: t€Z; (w, @, b)) €A (a, b)) x T,
where Z(w, a, b) is the set of minimum points of the functional F(w, t) on
the set
(3.14) Zy(o, a, b) = Z(w) N My(a, b);
2) if Z(w) is a random set, then Z(w) is weakly local.

3.6. The proofs of Theorems 3.1 and 3.2 are based on some general lemmas.

As before, let (R, ) and (T, 97) be two measurable spaces, where the
first is complete with respect to the measure P and the second satisfies
condition 3.A. Let A be an arbitrary set from # X % .

Lemma 3.1. The projection pro A is measurable with respect to F.

Lemma 3.2. There is a measurable map &: (Q, F)— (T, 9) such that
(o, §(w)) € A for all ® € prg A.

In the case of standard (7, ) Lemmas 3.1 and 3.2 can be found, for
example, in [25], {26]. The general case reduces to this one in the
following way. We put

A ={w, cQxXE: (0, 0(e)) €A},

where 68: E— T is.the map described in 3.A. It is clear that A' € # X &
and prg A = prg A’ since 8(E) = T. Moreover, if (0, () € A’ for
® € pro A, where £': (Q, #)— (E, &) is a measurable map, then the
desired map £(w) can be defined by the formula £(w) = 0(§'(w)).

Now, let ®(w, t) be a F X.9-measurable map on £ x T with values in
R! |y {+o0}.
Lemma 3.3. The function ®(w) = inf ®(w, t) (taking values in

teT

R |y {—o0} U {+o0}) is measurable with respect to ¥F.

This follows immediately from Lemma 3.1, since

{o: ® (W) <r}=pro{(a, 1): ®(, t)<<r}, TERL
Lemma 3.4. Let a set Y(w) € T correspond to each w € K and let a real
function H(w, t) be defined for each w € Q, t € Y(w). Let the function
H@, t)—H(o,s), t,s€Y (o),

o, t, 8= .
H{ ) + oo otherwise,
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be measurable with respect to ¥ X 3 X 3. Then
(3.15) {(o,1): t€Y (w), H{w,t)= g_i(n) H(o,s)}eFxT.
& W

Proof. We note first that
= {(0, 1): 1 €Y(0)} = {{w, t): H(w, t, ) << 0} EF X 7,

and consequently by Lemma 3.2 we can find a measurable map

E: (Q..F)— (T, 9 ) such that (v, (w)) € A for ® € Q, = {0: Y(v) = &}.
The function G(w, 1) = H(w, t, {(w)) takes values in R* {J {+o0}and is
¥ X J-measurable. Hence by Lemma 3.3 the function @(m) = tiEan Glo, 1)

is measurable with respect to ¥ . Consequently,

(3.16) {(0, 1) +00>6(0)=GC (0, )}€.FXT.

We claim now that the sets in (3.15) and (3.16) coincide (we denote them
by @ and D respectively). Let (w, t) €D. Then G(w, t) < +oo, consequently
t € Y(w), w € L and

(317)  H(ow, 1) — H(o, §w)) = G(o, 1) < G(o, 5) =
= H(w, s) — H(w, E(w)), s€ Y (w).
hence H(w, t) < H(w, s) for s € Y(w), that is, (w, t) € Q. Conversely, if
(w, t) €E Q, then t € Y(w), w € £, and for any s € Y(w)
400 > G(w, 1) = H(e, 1) — H(o, §o)) < H(o, s) — H(o, §(w)) = G(o, 3).

For s & Y(w) we have G(w, s) = +o¢ and consequently the inequality
G(w, t) < G(w, s) holds for all s € T. Hence we conclude that (w, t) € D.
The lemma is proved.

Lemma 3.5. Let ¥ be a o-subalgebra of ¥ and let T € . A set A belongs
to the o-algebra % |r X 7 if and only if

(3.18) A=[4 N XD U [4° N T x D],
where A’ €9 X 9, A€ F X 9 and T° = Q\T.

Proof. From the definition of the o-algebra & |p (see §3.4) it consists of
those events A for which

(3.19) A=(A'NDUGB NT), A'cl, Aer.

We consider the class % of sets 4 of the form (3.18). This class is a
o-algebra. It contains all sets A x B, where B € .9 and A has the form
(3.19), consequently, ¥ contains & |p x 4. Conversely, the classes

My ={A'€EXT: A NTXNET |1 X T},
Ay ={ACF xT: AN (T XT)EF IrX.T}
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are o-algebras. and for A’ €%, A€ F, B€ 7
A =N XBgol,, A"=A" X BEo,.
Consequently, o/ 2 F X9, H, 2 F X7 andsoH = J |r X T .

3.7. Proof of Theorem 3.2. 1) The relation (3.13) can be obtained by
applying Lemma 3.4 to the measurable spaces (Q, A%(a, b)), (T, .7), and
the functional H(w, 1), t € Y(w), where H(w, t) = F(w, t) and
Y(w) = Z(w) N Mi(a, b). This lemma is indeed applicable in the situation
considered here, since the measurability condition for H(w, ¢, s) follows
directly from the definition of the weak local property of F(w, t), t € Z(w),
and the sets in (3.13) and (3.15) coincide. Moreover, the space (Q, .74?((1. b))
is complete with respect to the measure P, since A%(a, b) = #°(F) and the
o-algebra ¥ is complete.

2) To show that Z(w) is weakly local we fix @ < b and note that if for
some w the intersection Z(w) N M,;(a, b) is non-empty, then for this w

(3.20) Z(@) N M (a b)=Z(0 a.b)

In fact, if t € M; = M (a, b), t € Z(w), and ¢ minimizes F = F(w, *) on
Z = Z(w), then, of course, r minimizes F on Z N M;. Conversely, if we
know that Z N M; # @, that is, F has a minimum on Z at some point
s € Z N M;, then any point ¢t € Z N M; realizing the minimum of F on
Z N M; will also realize the minimum of F on Z.

Next, we note that

(3.21) A={(o, 1): t€Z; (0, a, b} = x T,
where
(3.22) Q={0: Z(@) N M= @)=2{w: Z(0) | M;= @}=0;¢.7.

As we established in 1), A € A%(a, b) x 9. Consequently, by (3.21) and
Lemma 3.5, A can be represented in the form

A=A N XxXT), A€A(a,b)xX7.
Hence from (3.20) and (3.22) we find that
{(0,t): tEZ@WNMI=AN @ xT)=AN@xT), A€A(a.b)NT,
which in view of Lemma 3.5 leads us to the desired result:
(@ ): t€Z () N M}E A7 (@ )X 5.
3.8. Proof of Theorem 3.1: We fix a < b and 57 3P < la. bl. Because F
is a sufficient .fun_ctional, from Proposition 3.1 we get
| A= Z(0) N D& B)= 4,0 4,
where
Ai={0: -Z; (0, a, b) N D+ B} =profo, t): ¢ E}_Zg‘(m‘. a,b) 1 Dyc A% (a, b) .
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as a result of assertion 1) of Theorem 3.2 and Lemma 3.1. This means that
A; = A; N Q; = A; N Q;, where A € H4:(a, b) (see (3.22)). Thus,
A=4NA4,=4,N 4, N{w: Z(o) N D#* B} =
=ANA4NUNYN{e: Z(o) N Det@)=
=A4; N 4, N {o: Z(w) N D=2},
since Z(w) N D # @ implies that Z(w) N M # @ (because M (a, b) =
= [¢. bl= D). It remains to observe that

A=A N AN {0 Z(0) N Do Bt (. b) Ay (a, b)
because Z(w) is a splitting random set.

3.9. To conclude this section, drawing on Lemma 3.1 (which is valid under
condition 3.A) we prove the following result.

Proposition 3.2. Let a set Z(w) S T correspond fo each w € S). If Z(w) is
weakly local, then Z(w) is a random set. If Z(w) is local, then Z(w) is a
splitting random set.

Proof. To show that Z(w) is a random set it is enough to prove (3 1) for
any set D ¢.7 contained in some interval [q¢, ] € 7. (Each D € Fis a
countable union of such sets.)

Let .7 € D = la. b]. Then by (M2) the set T’ = {w: Z(o) N D = &) can
be represented in the form

I' = prg {(w, 8): t € Z(w) N Myla, b) ND}.

If Z(w) is weakly local, then T € Jf(a, b) = F from (3.11) and Lemma 3.1.
If Z(w) is local, then from (3.9) and Lemma 3.1 we get I’ € #4,(e, b), which
necessarily gives (3.2).

84. Constructions of splitting elements based on the solution of extremal
problems

4.1. Drawing on the results of the previous section, we prove some general
theorems on the construction of splitting random elements. The constructions
presented here are based on arguments contained in §3.2.

Let Z be a Y -measurable subset of T, and F(w, 1), t €Z (m = 1,2, ...)
a sequence of local functionals with (non-random) domain Z. We assume
that for each w the functionals {F,,(», +)} separate points of Z, that is, for
any t, s € Z, t # s, there is an m such that F,(w, ) # F,,(w, §). Next, we
assume that a Hausdorff topology is given on Z, and with respect to it all
functionals F,,(w, *) are lower semicontinuous and all sets of the form
Z N[, b} (a, b € T) are closed.

Let Z(w) € Z be a local random set, non-empty and compact for all w.
We define by induction the sequence of sets Zy(w), Z(w), Zy(w). ....
denoting by Z,,(w) the set of minimum points of F,,(w, ¢) on Z,_(®). We
assume that for all m the restriction H,,(w, ) of F,,(w, ) to Z,_1(w) is a
sufficient functional.
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Theorem 4.1. For every w the intersection Zyw) N Z,(w) N ... consists of
one element 1(w), which is weakly local and splitting.

4.2. The proof of Theorem 4.1 is based on the following lemma.

Lemma 4.1. Let Z(w) be a local set, where for any interval [a, b

(4.1) {0: Z(0) N la, b] = B} € Ai(a, b)ts(a, b).
Then Z(w) is a splitting random set.
Proof. If 9 3 D<= la, b], then

(4.2) {0: Z(0) ND #= @} = {o: Z(w) N la, bl 3= B} N B,
B = {o: Z(w) N My(a, b) ND ==},

since D € [a, b] € M,(a, b). Moreover,

B=rpro{(o, t): teZ{w) N} M,(a, BN D}e,,gf (a, b),

drawing on the fact that Z(w) is weakly local and on Lemma 3.1.
Consequently,

B = B, (] {0: Z(w) N My(a, b) % @}, where B, € A,(a, b).

Applying the relation {a, b] € M,(a, b), we conclude that in (4.2) B can be
replaced by B,, and together with (4.1) this gives (3.2).

4.3. Proof of Theorem 4.1. For each w the sets Z,,(w) (m = 1, 2, ...) are
non-empty, compact, and form a chain, consequently their intersection is
non-empty. It has only one element, since if ¢, s € Z(w) € Z,,(w), then

Fr(o, §) = min {Fu(e, u), u € Zmy(0)} = Fulw, 1),

which means that ¢ = s, since the functionals {F,{®, -)} separate points.

We prove by induction that Z, (w) is a weakly local splitting random set
for any m. For m = 0 this is a consequence of Proposition 3.2. Let it be
true for m— 1. Then the functional H,,(w, t) = F,,(w, t), t € Z;,_4(o), is
weakly local, since for any r € R! and any [a, b]

{“9, t, S): Fm ((l), f)—Fm(‘!)’ s)gr, tv 3€Zm-1 (")) n jl{i (av b)}E

A (@, B) X T XT
because F,(w, 1), t € Z, is local and Z,,_,(w) is weakly local. Using
assertion 2) of Theorem 3.2 we conclude that Z,,(w) is weakly local in view
of the fact that H,,(w, ), t€Z,_,(w), is sufficient and Z,,(w) are splitting
random sets by Theorem 3.1.

Now we show that Z(w) = {t(w))} is a weakly local splitting random set.
We fixa < b, i = 1, 2, and note that

{(l.)! Z((t)) n ."f,-((l. b) ?ﬁ Q} = {(0: Zm(m) ﬂ A{i(av b) 7& Q}-
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consequently df’"(a, b = ..Jiz(a, b). Therefore, because Z,,(w) is weakly
local,

Tm={(0. 1): {€Z, (@) N M;(a, b)}EAT(a, ) x T .

Hence
{(0, 0 tEZ(@) N M, (a, B} = N TmeotZ(a.b)x 7,
m=1

that is, Z(w) is weakly local. Next, since Z,, (w) are compact sets forming a
chain and the interval [q, ] N Z is closed, we have

{o: Z(w)N[a, b)£ @} = ﬁi{w: Zn(@)Nla, b= B} € A4 (a, b) A.(a, b),

where the last relation is valid since Z,,(w) are splitting random sets for all m.
To complete the proof of the theorem it remains to refer to Lemma 4.1.

4.4. Theorem 4.2. Let Z(w) be a splitting random set, let F(w, 1),

t € Z(w), be a weakly local sufficient functional, and let Z(w) be the set of
minimum points of F(w, *) on Z(w). If for each w the partially ordered set
Z(w) contains its greatest lower bound T(w) = inf Z(w), then T(w) is a
weakly local splitting random element.

Before we prove this theorem we establish two auxiliary propositions.

Proposition 4.1. Let Z be a subset of T and F(t), t € Z, a real functional
(F and Z are non-random). Let the functional F be monotone, that is,

F(t) < F(s) for t < s, and let the set Z be directed to the left, that is, for
any t, s € Z there is a v € Z such that v < t and v < 5. Then the functional
F(t), t € Z, is sufficient.

Proof. Suppose that for some ¢t € Z the inequalities (3.4) hold. We take an
arbitrary s € Z and consider v € Z such that v < ¢, v <s. From condition
(M4) (see §3.3) we get v €E M (¢, ¢) for some i = 1, 2. Then F(v) = F(¢)
because of (3.4), and F(s) = F(v) = F(¢) because F is monotone, that is, ¢ is
a minimum point for F, as required.

Proposition 4.2. Let T, € 9 and let ¢(t), t € Ty, be a G-measurable
functional independent of w. If Z(w) C T, is a local (respectively, weakly
local) set, then the restriction of ¢(t) to Z(w) is a local (respectively, weakly
local) functional.

Proof. This is true because for any r € R, i = 1, 2, and a < b the set
{(0, 8, 8): () — @(s) <1, 2, 5 € Z(0) N My(a, b)}

belongs to the o-algebra ¢;(a, b} X 7 < J or df(a, by X9 x5 , depending
on whether Z(w) is local or weakly local.
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Proof of Theorem 4.2. By Theorem 3.1 Z(w) is a splitting random set and
it is weakly local by Theorem 3.2. Let ®(¢), t € Z(w), be the restriction to
Z(w) of the strictly monotone 7 -measurable functional ¢(¢), t € T,
constructed in Remark 1.3. By Proposition 4.2 the functional ®(z),

t € Z(w). is weakly local and by Proposition 4.1 it is sufficient, since for
each w the set Z(w), which contains its infimum, is left directed. Thus we
can apply Theorems 3.1 and 3.2 to ®(¢), t € Z(w), from which it follows
that the set of minimum points of ®(¢) on Z(w) is splitting and weakly
local. But since y(¢) is strictly monotone, this set consists of the unique
point 7(w), which proves the theorem.

4.5. We discuss the conditions of Theorem 4.2.

The set Z(w) is splitting in each of the following cases: a) Z does not
depend on w; b) Z(w) is local; ¢) Z(w) is weakly local and has the
property (4.1). The case b) is considered in Proposition 3.2, and ¢) in
Lemma 4.1.

We now list some conditions under which (for any w) the functional
F(w, t), t € Z(w), is sufficient and the set Z(w) contains its infimum.

Proposition 4.3. Let M/ a, b) be regular zones, that is, given by the relation
(3.3). Let Z be a subset of T and F(t) a functional on Z satisfying the
following conditions:

1) for any t, s € Z there exist an infimum t A\ s € Z and a supremum
t \/ s € Z (the partially ordered set Z is a lattice);

2) for all t, s € Z the inequality

(4.3) Fit Ns) +Ft V)< F@) + Fs)

holds (the functional F is submodular, see [91).

Then the functional F(t), t € Z, is sufficient and the set Z of its minimum
points is closed under the operations A and \/ (Z is a sublattice of the
lattice Z). If, moreover, F is lower semicontinuous with respect to some
Hausdorff topology on Z, Z is compact, and all the sets{s € Z:s < t}, t € Z,
are closed, then Z is non-empty and contains its infimum.

Proof. We consider ¢ € Z such that (3.4) holds and we take any s € Z.
Since t As€{t':t' <t)] =Mt tyand ¢t \/ s€{t': t' =t} = M, 1),
from (3.4) we have

(4.4) FO)KSFE Ns), FOSFEV ),
and so
F()Z F(tV s) -+ F(t \s)— F@t) = F(1)

by (4.3) and (4.4). Consequently ¢ is a minimum point of F, which means
that F is sufficient.
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Next, if u, v € Z, then F(u) << F(u \/ v) and F(v) << F(u A v), but, on the
other hand, F(u) + Fv) = F(u A\ v) + F(u \/ v). Hence

Fu) = F(v) = Fu Av) = F(u \ v)

and consequently u \/ vE€Z, u A v € Z, that is, Z is a sublattice of Z.

If F is lower semicontinuous and Z is compact, then Z is compact and
non-empty. For any ¢t € Z the set A(t) = {s € Z: s < t} is compact, and for
any t;, t,, ..., ty € Z the intersection

A(ty) O A@) -+ NARY

is non-empty: it containsf, A fs A ... A t.,since Z is a sublattice of Z.
Consequently the intersection A = N A(#), where ¢ runs through Z, is also
non-empty. It is clear that 4 consists of only one element inf Z.

4.6. We note that the series of conditions we assumed previously to be
satisfied for all w € £ can be replaced by similar conditions satisfied for
almost all . Thus, for example, Theorem 4.2 admits the following
modification.

Theorem 4.3. Let Z(w) be a splitting random set and let F(w, 1), t € Z(w),
be a weakly local functional. Suppose that there exists Q°¢€ ¥ such that
P(2°) = 0 and for each w € Q\QPO the following conditions are satisfied:

a) the functional F(w, t) is sufficient in t € Z(w); b) the set of all minimum
points of F(w, 1) on Z(w) contains its infimum. If some 1(w) € T coincides
with this infimum almost everywhere, then 1(w) is a weakly local splitting
random set.

Proof. We fix an arbitrary g, € T and we put Z'(0) = {a,}, F'(w, g5) = 0
for w € % and Z'(w) = Z(w), F'(w, t) = F(w, t) for w € Q! = Q\NO.
Since all o-algebras considered on £ contain . f°(.# ), then Z'(w) is a splitting
random set (see (3.2)) and for any a < b, i = 1, 2 we have aqf(a, b) =

= A% (a, b) 3 Q0. Q. Next, the set

W (@) ={(t, 5): F' (0. t)—F' (0, )<<, t, s¢M;(a, b)) N Z' (0)}

(r € RY) coincides for w € Q! with the similar set for the functional
F(w, t), t € Z(w), and for w € N0 it is either empty or consists of the
point (ay, ap). Hence {(w, t. 5): (¢, 5s) € W(w)} belongs to £%(a, b) x T X .7,
that is, F'(w, 1), t € Z'(w), is weakly local. Hence this functional satisfies
all the conditions of Theorem 4.2, from which the required assertion follows.
Thus, the formulations “for all w” and ‘““for almost all w” are practically
equivalent here. This is connected with the fact that in passing from the
first to the second it is sufficient to consider at most a countable family of
excluded sets. In the next section there appear, generally speaking.
uncountable families of sets of measure zero, which require more precise
handling.
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§5. Random change of variables

5.1. In this section we consider the transformations of Markov models
connected with splitting random elements. These transformations are
analogous to the random change of time, whose various versions are known
in the theory of random processes.

Let a Markov continuous stochastic model A = {#;(a. b)} be given
(see §1). Moreover, let us consider a partially ordered set (S, <) and let a
random element 74w) € T correspond to each s €.S. We say that {1,}ses is
a monotone family of random elements if for any a < b (¢, b € S) the
inequality 7, < 7, holds (almost surely (a.s.)).

With each pair a(w), f(w) satisfying a(w) < B(w) a.s. we associate
o-algebras A4;(a, B) (i=1, 2, 3) by putting #;(a, B) = A:(a’, B'), where
«' and B are arbitrary random elements such that &'(w) < f'(w) for all w
and & = o, B = B a.s. It is clear that the definition of .#;(e, B) does not
depend on the choice of variants &' and g’ (see §1.4).

Theorem 5.1. Let {1.}ss be a monotone family of weakly local splitting
random elements. Then the o-algebras

(5.1) Bi(a, b) = Ailta ) (=1,2 3. a<b)

define a Markov stochastic model B on the space (S, <). [If the initial
model WU is regular, then B is also regular.

5.2. The proof of Theorem 5.1 will be preceded by some lemmas.

Lemma 5.1. The following statements are equivalent:
(a) y(w) is a weakly local random element;
(b) forany D € 7, a<<b (i =1, 2),
{0 y(0) €D N Mi(a, )} =T N {w: p(0) € M(a, b)}cF,
where T is some event from 4;(a, b).

Proof. Let the condition (b) be fulfilled, which is equivalent to the
requirement:

(5.2) Ap={w: 7(w)€D N M;(a,b)}¢ £ (a, V).
We fix gy € T and put vo(w) = y(w) if y(w) € M;(a, b) and yo(w) = a,
otherwise. From (5.2) it follows that the map v, is measurable with respect
to 4" (a. b), which means that its graph is measurable with respect to
49a, b) % 7 (see Remark 1.2). Therefore,

{lo, ): t=p() €M, (a. b)) ={(0, t): t=7,(0). Y (@) €M, (a, H}E
€A (a. By X7,
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which gives (a). Conversely, from the fact that v is weakly local and
Lemma 3.1 we deduce that

Ap=rpro{(e, t): t=1v (@) € M;(a, b) | DY 4!V (a, b).

Lemma 5.2. Let [a(w), B(w)] be a random interval and y(w) a weakly local
random element such that v(w) € [a(w), B(w)]. Then for any D € 7

(5.3) {: y(0) €D} € Asa, B) N Aslx B)

Proof. Forany k = 1, 2, ... the event {y € D} can be represented as a
countable union of the events of the form

{y €D. fu(@) = p, &(B) = ¢} (p €1:(T), q € &g(T)).

For any i = 1, 2 each of them, in turn, admits a representation in the form

(5.4) A={y €D N Mip, 9} N {fula) = p, &u(B) = a},
since the relations fi(«) = p, gx(8) = g imply that
(5.5) vy €la, Bl =ip, gl = Mi(p. ¢.
Now by Lemma 5.1 and (5.5)
A=TN{eMip 9} N{(2) =p, &B) =g} =
=T N {fa(@) = p, &:(B) = q}. T € A:p. 9),

which means that A € »i(a, ). Consequently, {y € D} € 4% (z, B)
(k =1, 2, ..), therefore, {y € D} € A#;:(a, f)for any i = 1, 2, as required.

Lemma 5.3. Let [a(w), B(w)] and [/ (w), B'(w)] be two random intervals,
where [a(w), B(w)] € [a'(w), B'(w)] and «, B are weakly local. Then

Aila. P) = A, B) (=1, 2).
Proof. It is enough to prove that .#a, p) = A4%a'. P')k =1, 2,..). By
Lemma 5.2 « and B are measurable with respect to 4%(a’. ') and we need
only show that

E={f(@=r. &) =0 NTeA{ (. P)
whenever I' € #4,(p, ¢). We decompose E into a countable union of events

G0 TH{hlm=p e@B)=a N{(@)=0" & B)=7¢)

where p' € fi(T), q' € gi(T). We note that these events are non-empty only
when [p, q] € [P, q'], since

P<h@)<h@<aPI<ea@)=7.

But if {p, g1 S [p', 4’1, then T € A(p, ¢) = Ap’, ¢'). From this and
Lemma 5.2 we conclude that each of the events (5.6) belongs to o7 (a’, B’).
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5.3. Proof of Theorem 5.1. We note that o#4(y, 8) = A;(y, 8) N Ay, 6)
for any random interval [+, 8] (see (1.3)). Hence it follows that the family
of o-algebras (5.1) satisfies the condition 1.B.

We take ¢ <a < b <b'. Then 1, <1, < 1, < 1y (as.),
and consequently there are random elements o, «, B, 8, such that
o (w) < dw) < f(w) <P (w) for all w, and a’ = 14, @ = T, B = Ty,

" = 15 (a.s.). As we see from Lemma 5.1, each of the random elements
o', a. B. B is weakly local. Applying Lemma 5.3 to [a, ] and [&', f'] we
obtain

A (o =A@, B A (@, )= (T, 1) (i=1.2).

From this and the equality A s(Ts, Tp) = A1(Tay Tp) | Aa(Ter Tp) We get
condition 1.A for the g-algebras (5.2). This equality is a result of the
conditional independence

.741(7,,, Tb) u -742(1'01 Tb) !.43(1’4, Tb)a
which we prove now.

By Lemma 2.3 and the equality #;(T,. Tp) = HAi(a, P} (i = 1. 2, 3) itis
enough to prove that any event of the form A = {fy(a) = p. gu(p) = ¢}
belongs to A1(p, ¢@)A#2(p, g). Since « and 8 are splitting, this follows from
the relation A = {a € D;} N {B € D,}, where

D, = {t€lp, qk: }x(0) = p}, D, = {t€lp, gk &u(t) = g}

We assume now that the model ¥ is regular. We need to prove the
equalities A,(a, PB) = A(B, B), Aq(a, B) = A.(x, a). We verify the first
(the second can be verified similarly). It is sufficient to check that the event

(.7 A={a€eD}N{la) =a &P =0b}NT

belongs to the g-algebra A*(f, p)forany k = 1,2, ..., D € 5,a < b, and
T € A,(a, b). Namely, events of the form (5.7) and the random element
generate A%(a, B), hence A¥a, B) = A%, B) and consequently
A, B) = A#1(B, B). The reverse inclusion holds, by Lemma 5.3. Since
A = {a € la, bl}= {a € M,(a, b)}, we have

A={a€D | Ma, b)} N {fa(a) =a} N {gB) = b} NT.

Applying Lemma 5.1 to the random element o and to the set
D" =D N {t: fu(t) = a}, we find that there is a I'; € A#,(a, b) for which

A =T, N {a€Mfa b} N{gap) =>b}nT.
Here {gu(B) = b} = {a € M,(a, b)} = {a < b} (see (3.3)), and consequently
A= U {il®=c.ex®B=b)NT,NTecA:B. H),

be€f,(T)

since T; NT € A (a, b) = A,4(c, b) for any ¢ < b.
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5.4. In the theorem given below we can see, in particular, the way of
constructing families of random elements {t,} described in Theorem 5.1.

Theorem 5.2. Let the relevant Markov model ¥ be regular. For every s €S,
suppose we are given a splitting random set *Z(w) & T and a weakly local
functional SF(w, 1), t € SZ(w), and suppose that for any a, b, s € S (a < b)
and for almost all w € §2 the following conditions are fulfilled:

a) a set W(w, a, b) & T can be found such that it is a lattice (in the sense
of the partial ordering < given on T) and the sets °Z(w) and *Z(w) are
sublattices of it:

b) for any u € °Z(w), v € °Z(w) we have u A\ v € “Z(w). u \/ v € *Z(w),
and

(5.8) F (0, u A\ v)+F (0, u v)<"F (0, u)+-VF (0, v),

where \ and \/ are the lattice operations on W(w, a, b);

c) the set *Z(w) of minimum points of SF(w, t) on Z(w) contairs its
infimum inf *Z(w). If, for any s € S and w € Q, 1(w) is an element of T
such that 7(w) = inf SZ(w) almost everywhere, then {1:)ses s a monotone
family of weakly local splitting random elements, and the o-algebras
Aty W @<b a bES i=1,2, 3)give a regular Markov model on the
space (S, X).

We recall that in regular models the condition of being weakly local is
understood with respect to the zones M;(a, b) defined in (3.3).

Proof of Theorem 5.2. We denote by Q°%(a. b, s) €. ¢ the set on which the
hypotheses a)-c¢) are not fulfilled. From a) and b) it follows that for s € S,
w E Q= Q\QY%s, s, 5) the set SZ(w) is a lattice, and the functional *F(w, 1)
is submodular. Therefore, by Proposition 4.3, the functional *F(w, 1),
t € SZ(w), is sufficient in ¢ for w € Q!. Together with ¢) this allows us to
use Theorem 4.3, from which we deduce that 7,(w) is a weakly local
splitting random element.

Now suppose that a < b. Then for almost all w

Ta /\ TbEaZ, Tg V TbEbZ,
O0<CF (v A\ to) — “F (1) COF (1) — °F (1, V 1) <O
by b) and since 7, € %Z, 1, € ®Z. Consequently, °F(1, A\ T,) = °F(t,) and
T, \ Tp €°Z. Hence 1, > 1, A\ 1, = T, , since 7, = inf °Z. Thus,

Tp(w) 2 7,(w) for almost all w, that is, we have proved that the family {t,}
is monotone.

86. The strong Markov property of random fields on a Euclidean space

6.1. We say that an (ordinary) random field is given on the d-dimensional
space R? if to each x € R? there corresponds a random element £ (w)
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(w € Q) of some measurable space E,. We say that a generalized random
field is given on R? (see, for example, [3], [5]) if to each infinitely
differentiable function ¢ with compact support, ¢ € Cy” = C5(R%), there
corresponds a random element §,(w) of a normed linear space V, where
Eagepy = aEg + bE¢(as) foralla, b ERY, 9, Y € Cg, and &g, — &g in
probability whenever ¢, = ¢ in Cg.

Let ¢ be a random field (ordinary or generalized) and « € R? an open set.
We denote by §* the g-algebra o{&,, = € u}if £ = £,, x € R9, is an ordinary
field or the o-algebra o{&q, supp ¢ = u}if £ = &, p € Cy, is a generalized
field.(Y) For any closed t C RY we put

(6.1) Fl= N G,
e>0
where #(e) is the e-neighbourhood of ¢. Each o-algebra #? describes the
“realization of the field” on the corresponding closed set ¢ (including its
infinitesimal neighbourhood).
When considering random fields we will always assume that the following
requirement is fulfilled:

(62) ynd = \F’
that is, the o-algebra of all events is generated (mod 0) by the field &.

6.2. Everywhere in the sequel we denote by 7' = T(R9) the class of all
compact sets ¢+ & R9 that coincide with the closures of their interiors. We
assume that @ € T. We recall that sets from the class T are called compact
domains (following the terminology adopted, for instance, in [3] and [27]
(vol. I, §8.VIII)) or, for brevity, simply domains.

We denote by .7 the og-algebra of subsets of T generated by the class of
sets of the form {¢t € T: t = u}, where u runs through all open subsets of R¥.
Random elements of the measurable space (7, .5) will be called random
domains.

6.3. We say that a random field ¢ is Markov with respect to the domain
t€Tifforanya b €T aCtCb, the oalgebras #° and F° are
conditionally independent with respect to .#*%. (As everywhere in this
paper, the symbol @ denotes cl a°, the closure of the complement of a.)
A field £ is called Markov if this property holds for all domains ¢ € T.

Various classes of random fields which are Markov in the above sense
were considered in [3], [81, [231, [24], [28], {29], and other papers.
Some equivalent formulations of the Markov property were used there,
which we present in §6.11.

{DWe recall that any g-algebra of the form ¢ {-} (and all o-subalgebras of & considered
here) contains, by definition, all events of zero probability, and the probability space
(Q, %, P) is complete, see §1.
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6.4. For ¢t € T and € > O we denote by ¢ [e] the closure of the e-neighbourhood
t(e)of t. We also put

t(—e)={z€R% p(z, t)>¢})

and t [—e] = cl ¢(—e), where p is the Euclidean distance. With each a C b,
a, b € T, we associate the ¢-algebras

6.3) A (a, b)=F> A, (a, b)=F°, Ay(a, b)=F "

Let o and 8 be two random domains such that o(w) & f(w). For any
i =1, 2, 3 we consider the g-algebra £;(a, B) equal to the intersection over
all € > 0 of the o-algebras 4F(x, ) generated by «, 8, and the class of
events of the form(")

6.4) {al—elsa}nN{flel=b} NT, TE€A(a. b), a.bET, a < b.

We call a field & strongly Markov with respect to the random domain 7 if
the o-algebras 4,(«, B) and A£,(a, p) are conditionally independent with
respect to w#4(a, PB) for all random domains & and g such that a(w) € 7(w) &
C B(w) and a(w) = fr(w)), B(w) = g(1(w)), where f, g : T — T are measurable
maps.

The o-algebras 4,(a, B), Aa(x, B), and A(=, ) that we have introduced
describe the behaviour of the field on 8, &, and & N B respectively (including
“infinitesimal neighbourhoods” of these sets) and contain, moreover,
information about & and . The above definition of these o-algebras and the
definitions of the strong Markov property related to them is the most
convenient formalization for our purposes of the notions presented in part 3
of the introduction.

6.5. A random domain 7 will be called splitting if for anya € b, a, b E T,
and D €9, D < {t: a =t = b}, the event {t € D} can be represented in the
form I, N Ty, where T, € A(a, b) (i =1, 2).

Theorem 6.1. For a Markov field £ to be strongly Markov with respect to a
random domain 7t it is necessary and sufficient that the random domain 7 is
splitting.

Now from a given field ¢ we construct a stochastic model ¥ (E), and
Theorem 6.1 will follow from the corresponding general result for Markov
models, namely from Theorem 2.1.

In the space T of domains we introduce a partial ordering by putting
a < b if and only if a € b, and we define the o-algebras A,(a, b) (i = 1, 2. 3.
a < b) by (6.3), assuming moreover that Q S b, b €T, and .FZ = a{ 5" (F)}.

% Rd=ﬂ7 (see (6.2)). It is clear that Y(§) = {A#;(a, b)}is a regular stochastic
model and that this model is Markov if and only if the field £ is Markov.

(M The fact that {al—el = o} and {B[e] = b} are actually events will be rigorously
proved in §6.8 (see Lemma 6.2).
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A cube of order k (k =1, 2, ...)) is a set of the form
{x=(24. 25, ..., 2g) € R%: n2*<Ca; < (n; +1) 27,

where n; (j = 1, 2, ..., d) are integers. We denote by fi(¢) (respectively,
gx(1) the union of the cubes of order k£ contained in int ¢ (respectively,
intersecting r).

Theorem 6.2. The family of maps ¢ = {fy, &x} that we have constructed
is a skeleron of the partially ordered measurable space of domains (T, 7, <).
The model U(E) is continuous with respect to . The field § is strongly
Markoyr with respect to the random domain 7 if and only if the model % (E)
Is strongly Markov with respect to T.

6.6. We put aside for a while the proof of Theorem 6.2, and derive
Theorem 6.1 from it now.

Proof of Theorem 6.1. Directly from the definitions it follows that 7 is a
splitting random domain if and only if 7 is a splitting random element in
A(E). Therefore, to obtain Theorem 6.1 as a consequence of Theorems 2.1
and 6.2 we need only note that condition 2.A is always satisfied for (§).
Indeed, f,(1) € int t € g, (¢) for all t € T, hence the open sets v = R\ fi (1)
and w = int g,(f) give as a union the whole of R?. Consequently, any
function ¢ € Cg can be represented in the form ¢ = ¢, + ¢,, where
supp ¢, € v and supp ¢,, & w. Hence g, = Eq, + Eo, (a:s), Which means
that the random variable £, is measurable with respect to §° \/ * (we
recall that " = §° VV ). Comparing this with (6.2), we find that

75D

F=5Vi= V #

which is equivalent to condition 2.A for Y (§).

i
_1p(D) —
F =¥,

6.7. Before proving Theorem 6.2 we establish some lemmas.

Lemma 6.1. The family G = {fy, gz} described in §6.5 has the following
property: . . :

6.A. Forany t €T, ¢ > O there is a k such that f,(t) = t [—el, t [el = gx(?),
and for any k there is an €' > 0 such that t |—e] = f, (¥), t le] = g (¢) for
O<e<<e.

Proof. The first two inclusions hold for & such that the diameter of the

cube of -arder k.is less than e. The last two inclusions hold for any
sufficiently small e = 0, since f(¢) € int ¢ and ¢ C int g, {¢). B

6.8. For the rest of the péper it will be convenient to have some equivalent
definitions of the g-algebra 9. We denote by 7,, ..., 9, the o-algebras
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of subsets of T generated by the following classes of sets and maps:

(9, {t€T:t3zx}, € RY, (7o) {teT:t=s},s€T;

(Ts) {teT:t=5s), s€T; (T {teT: tNs=£=g}, seT,;
(‘9-—5) t»——»p(z, t)v z ERd7 (376) t— rH(S7 t)! s € T\{@},
(T tefat) =1,2 .0 (T t—gt) (k=12 ...
(T trtle (k=12 .. (T tmtl—glE=1 2 ...

where ¢, is an arbitrary (but fixed) sequence of positive numbers tending to
zero, f;, and g; are the maps defined in §6.5, and

(6.5) Tty 8y = inf {g >0 1 =s(e), s= )}, ¢, s€T\{T].
is the Hausdorff metric.(!> For eachj =1, 2, ..., 10 we have the following
result.
Lemma 6.2(f). .7; =.7.

Proof (compare [25], [30]). Let B(x, r) (respectively, Bx, r]} v th~ open
(respectively, closed) ball with radius » and centre at x. The fact that
.7 5 = % follows from the following assertions:

(Ut) {tPa}= G {t = RY\\ Bz, 1/k}};
k=1
(U2) {t=s)= n {t =s1/k));
(U3) t=s=0{dnk U4 {tNs=g)={t=sT
(U5) {p(x,t)>r}={t=R'\\Blz, r}]}, r>0;
©6) (it 9<n= U N {r1ss(r—%),

plyn, ) <r—rim}
where {y,} is dense in s;

(U7) if a € fi(T), then f,.(¢t) = a if and only if t 2 a[1/m] for some
m=1,2,..and t 2 b[1/m] for any m and any cube b of order k not
contained in g (see (U3));

(U8) if b € gi(T), then g;(t) = b if and only if r C int » and ¢
intersects all cubes of order k¥ forming b;

(U9) {t: tlel=su} = U NA{t: p(zm, ) >e-1/k},
where {r,}is a dense subset of the complement of the open set u (see (US5)):

U10) {t: t[—el=uwy=U N N {t Bl e+ 1k Z 1},

m=1 x€EG(m, u) k=1

where G(m, u) is the set of rational points x € R? such that B(x. 1/m) € u
(see (U3)).

MWe put p(z, @) = tals, B) = +oo for z € RY, s€ TN{D}.
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Next. we note that 5 is generated by functions ¢ —» p(z, ?), = € R9,
since for open u

{t: t=u}= [‘{ N {t: p(zm, HY>1/k},

where {z} is dense in R%\u. To prove Lemma 6.2(j) it is sufficient to
verify now that functions ¢ —» p(z, t), x € R9, are measurable with respect
to (7j=1,2,..,10). Forj = 6 this follows from the continuity of
p(x, 1), t € T\\{@}, in the metric 1y, and for the remaining j from the
relations

{p(t, a)y<ry=U {t3ym}), {Um) = B(z, 1) = cl{yn);
{p(t. )=r}= l'.'{ {t = sm}s sm={y: r<p(y, )<m};
(ol )<r}=U U (1= Blyn, 1/h);

{p(t, 2)<r}={t N Blz, r15= B}
plz, )= il:f plz, ()= supp (z, & (®)== supp (z, LIFy)) = ir;fp (z. 11—#))-

Remark 6.1. From the equality .7 = .7 ¢ it follows that the restriction of
J to I\{@} coincides with the Borel o-algebra on 7'\ {} associated with
the metric ty.

6.9. Proof of Theorem 6.2. We verify the conditions (I)-(IV) formulated
in §1, observing first that (7, .9, <C) is a partially ordered measurable space,
since by Lemma 6.2(1)

{(t, 5): tZs}= lil @, s): zp€t} \N{(t, 9): 2 €} €T X T .

where ¢, s € T and {z,} is a countable set dense in R?.

We have f(t) € t € g, (). Moreover, if s C g,(¢) for all k, then by
Lemma 6.1 s € ¢t. Similarly, if T 25 2 fi(¢) for all k, then s 2 int ¢, hence
s 2 t. Thus (II) has been established.

We note now that fi(¢) is the union of the cubes of order k wholly
contained in fg4,(f), and g,(¢) is the union of the cubes of order k that
contain at least one of the cubes forming g, +,(¢). Consequently,

T () =S T (rs1), T (&) &Z T (€rsy). Hence from Lemmas 6.2(7) and 6.2(8)
we get (III).

It is clear that (1V) is satisfied and so 5% = {fx, &} is a skeleton for
(T, 9, <). The continuity of 9(§) with respect to &¥ (see 1.C) follows
from Lemma 6.1 and the relations

.?'=,Qof‘[°], t{—el=1le], t€T.
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To prove the last assertion of Theorem 6.2 it is sufficient merely to verify
that the definition of o-algebras 4£;(z, B) given in §6.4 for random domains
o € B is equivalent to the corresponding definition given in §1.4 in the
framework of general stochastic models.

Lemma 6.3. For any a(w) € B(w) and i = 1, 2, 3 the o-algebra A ;(a, P)
defined in §1.4 coincides with the intersection over all ¢ > 0 of the
o-algebras A (a, B) generated by «, B, and the events

{al—el=a, b= Pplely NT, T € A4a, b).
Proof. We fix £ > 0 and (omitting the index i = 1, 2, 3) we show that if
A€ AMa, B) = A" for all k, then A € 4F(a, P)=A4®. We put
A=la. Bl={t: ast=p), A =[a[—e]. Ble)l, X' =[x (). & (B)]
and denote by L, the (countable) set of values of A¥. Then by 6.A
A= U U AL AMI= (A a9 =Dy A,
k=1 IEL,

and so it is sufficient to show that A% € 4 for all A € 4*. In turn, it is
sufficient to establish this for A of the form (1.3), but for such A if
AMU s£ @5, then

AV (AT 21a, 8 N TIN (M =47, W==fa, b€ A"

since the maps ¢ ~» ¢ leland ¢ — ¢ [—e¢] are measurable (see Lemma 6.2).
Now suppose that A € A® for all ¢ > 0. We take any k = 1, 2, ... and
claim that A € 4* Because of 6.A,

A= U U Ansy Apu={A0M 2, 21y A,
L

n=1 lEL,

and consequently it is sufficient to show that A, ; € 4" for all A ¢ 4W/™,
In turn, it is sufficient to prove this for A of the form

(A =(a, by N T. Tt (g, b)
(see (6.4)), and if A has this form, then for A, ; % @&
Ay ={A" =25 MM e, O N A =1 N T)e A"
since [a, b] &1 = [¢, d], and consequently
I € A(a, b) = A(c, d).
Lemma 6.3 and Theorem 6.2 are proved.

6.10. Remark 6.2. The formulation and proof of Lemma 6.3 can be
carried over directly to the general case of a continuous stochastic model
{#i(a, b)} with an arbitrary partially ordered measurable space (7, 5, <).
on which besides a skeleton # = {f,, g} we have a family of measurable
maps ¢ —t |—eland ¢ — ¢ [e], e > 0, satisfying condition 6.A.
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Remark 6.3. As is clear from Lemma 6.3 and the preceding remark, the
particular form of the maps f;, and g; defined in §6.5 is not important in
the proof of Theorem 6.2. It is essential only that these maps form a
skeleton of the space of domains and that condition 6.A is fulfilled.
However, the construction of fi, g, given in §6.5 is apparently the most
convenient.

Remark 6.4. The results presented here can easily be carried over to the
case when £ is not defined on the whole of R? but, say, on some open set
homeomorphic to R?. In this case, to define the maps f, g, instead of
cubes of order k¥ we have to take their images under the corresponding
homeomorphism. Other generalizations are also possible, employing the
technique developed in the first part of this paper. (Compare [3], where
fields on metric spaces were considered.)

6.11. We conclude this section with some equivalent formulations of the
Markov property of a field (see [3], [81, {231, [24]1, [28], [29]).

Proposition 6.1. The following conditions are equivalent:

M) FeuF 1 F ™ forany a, beT, acb;

(M,) for any open bounded set u and € > 0 we have ¥* || §° | §“®,
where v = R\ cl u and w = du;

(M3) 8P 11 8% | P for any open sets p and q such that p U q = R? and
p is bounded;

Mg 7t 1 F°| FO° for any closed sets t and s such that t U s = R9
and t is bounded.

Proof. Let (M;) hold. To establish (M,) we apply (M,) to a = cl(u\w(d]),
b=uUw[d], where § = ¢ — e/m (m = 2, 3, ...). We obtain

gu 1 gv l .,-_y,-w[s-a/m] .

because 7 = (RAN\u) Uw[8] 2 v, b 2u,andd N b = w[8]. Hence (M)
follows, since

;w[e—c/m] T gw(t).
To deduce (M;) from (M,) we put

¢F=RINg u=@)0), v=RiNclu, w(e)=(u)(e),
taking » > O and & > 0 such that ¢l u = p, w(e) = p 1¢. Applying the

relation §*Y* = %* \/ * which is valid for any open sets s;, 5,, and
general properties of conditionally independent o-algebras (see, for example,
[3], Ch. 2, §1), we obtain from (M,):

AR y'ﬂ(e)U(vnP)U(MQQ)=gnﬂq’
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where " can be replaced by §* \/ §*1 = ” and %° by §* V g7 = g,
which gives (M;).

To deduce (M,) from (M;) it is enough to proceed to the limit as
e=k1—>0(k=1,2,..) in the relation

§'® gs(e)l ‘gjt(e)nsw):g(rns)(e)T

which is valid by (M;).

Finally, (M,) follows from (M,) when ¢t = b, s = 4.

We note that for generalized fields the conditions (M,)-(M,) lead to a
concept of Markov property different from the one in [6], [7], [31] (for
the corresponding discussion see, for example, [3], [8]).

§7. Constructions of splitting domains

7.1. In the previous section it was shown that the study of the strong
Markov property and splitting random domains for a field £ on R? can be
realized in the framework of the stochastic model % (E). This gives the
possibility of applying the general results of §4, particularly Theorem 4.2,
to the construction of splitting random domains. However, to apply
Theorem 4.2 directly we need to verify that the space of domains (T,.7)
satisfies condition 3.A. This fact follows from assertion (a) of the following
lemma.

Lemma 7.1. (a) The space (T, .9 )of domains is standard. (b) There is a
sequence of measurable maps y; (j = 1, 2, ...) from (T. 5°) to RY, equipped
with the Borel g-algebra #(R%), such that ot = cl {y;(t)} for any t € T\{D}.

Proof. We consider the space K of all non-empty compact subsets of R¢
with the Hausdorff metric (6.5). It is known that K is a complete separable
space (see, for example, [32]) and that there is a sequence of measurable
maps w;: (K, #(K))— (RY, #(RY) (j = 1, 2, ...) such that ok = cl {w;(k)}
for every k € K. The last result follows, for example, from Theorem 4.2 of
[25], which can be applied after verifying that K, = {k: 0k Nu % @} € B(K)
for any open ball u C R9. But this is true, since

K,={kknNus g\ k=2u},

where the first set is open and the second is closed in K.

Next, we note that the set K = {k € K: intk s£ )} coincides with the
union of closed sets {k € K: k =u;} (I =1, 2, ...), where u, are balls
with rational centres and radii, and consequently belong to #(K). Let w;(k)
be the centre of the ball u,, with the smallest number m = j, contained in
k € K% Then

TN\{@)= N (K€K™ int | w, (k)—w; ()| =0) € # (K),
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hence (a) follows by Remark 6.1. To construct y;(¢) it is enough to fix
g € R? and put y;(r) = w;(r) for 1 € T\{@} and y;(D) = q.

7.2. Thus, Theorem 4.2 is valid in the model % (). We establish a sufficiently
general corollary of it.

Let £ be a random field on R? (ordinary or generalized), Z(w) a class of
non-empty domains given for each w € £, and F(w, t) a real functional
defined for all w € § and t € Z(w). As always, we assume that the space T’
of domains is partially ordered by the inclusion relation C.

Theorem 7.1. Let the functional F(w, t), t € Z(w) be local. Let the
following conditions hold for each w € §Q:

1) the set Z(w) of domains is a lattice and the functional F(w, 1), t € Z(w),
is submodular, that is, F(o, t \/ 8) + F(0, t A s) < F(o, t) + Flo, s).

1. s € Z(w), where \ and N\ are the lattice operations in Z(w);

2) the set of the dowmains t € Z(w) that minimize F(w, t) on Z(w) is non-
empty and contains the (unique) domain 7(w) that is smallest with respect
to inclusion.

Then 1(w) is a weakly local splitting random domain.

We note that since the model % (§) is regular, in accordance with the
convention of §3.3 the condition of being local in this model is understood
with respect to regular zones (3.3). Consequently, the property of the
functional F(w, ¢), t € Z(w), of being local means here that for any
a bE€T al b,and r € (—oo, +) the following relations are satisfied:

{(w, t, 8):t s€Z(w), t, s=b, Flo,t)— Flo, )<r}€

€ .941(0'1 b) X9 X g,
{(w, t,8): t, s€Z(w), t,s=2a, Flo,t) — Flo,s)<r}€

€ Asa, b)) X T > 5
where £;(a, b) are the g-algebras generated by & (see (6.3)).

?

Proof of Theorem 7.1. Since the functional F(w, ?), t € Z(w), is local, its
domain Z(w) is also local—see §3.4. Consequently, by Proposition 3.2 the
random set Z(w) is splitting. Next, since the zones M;(a, b) are regular,
from condition 1) and Proposition 4.3 it follows that the functional F(w, ?),
t € Z(w), is sufficient. Thus, the assertion of Theorem 7.1 follows from
Theorem 4.2.

Proposition 7.1. For the conditions of Theorem 7.1 to be satisfied it is
sufficient that the following requirements are fulfilled:

(a) the set Z(w) does not depend on w [Z(w) = Z], it is compact in the
Hausdorff metric, and it is a lattice;

(b) the functional F(w, t) is continuous in t € Z with respect to the
Hausdorff metric and is submodular;

(c) forany t, s € Z, t T s, the random variable F(w, t)— F(w, ) is
measurable with respect to A4(t, s).
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Proof. Condition 2) follows from Proposition 4.3, so we need only verify
that F(w, 1), t € Z(w), is local. We fix a € b, a, b € ¢, and put
My=1{t: t=b}), M,={t: t =a}. We note first that forany i = 1, 2

(7.1) Flo, t) — F(w, s) € #;(a, b)
whenever ¢, s € M; N Z. For example, if i = 2, then

tVseEM, NZ, t=t\s s=tVs,

F(ty —F@s) = F(t) — F@t \VV o)} + [F(t V s) — F(s)l €

€ As(t, tV )V Asls, LV 5) = Ai(a, b).
From (7.1) and the fact that the function F(w, {)— F(w, s) is continuous in
(¢, s) on the metric compact set (Z N M;) x (Z N M;) we deduce that this
function is measurable in (w, ¢, s) with respect to the product of #;(a. b)
and the Borel o-algebra of the above compact set. Taking account of the
fact that Z N M; € .9 and the Borel subsets of Z N M; coincide with
7 -measurable subsets (see Remark 6.1), we see that f is local, as required.

Remark 7.1. One of the simplest cases when the conditions (a)-(c) given in
Proposition 7.1 can be directly verified is the following: (i) Z is a compact
(in the Hausdorff metric tg) class of domains that is closed under finite
unions and intersections and is such that mes (tAs) << C-tx(t, ), ., s € Z,
where mes(*) is the Lebesgue measure and C is some constant; (ii) F is
defined by F(w, 1) = | nu(w)dz, where n,(w) is a random function,

v

H
continuous in x € R¢, such that for all t € T, x € ¢ the random variable 7,
is measurable with respect to # ' (.# ! are the o-algebras connected with the
field &, see §6.1). An example of a set Z satisfying condition (i) is given in
§8.1.

88. Survey of examples and applications

8.1. In this section we present a survey of analytic examples illustrating the
results on splitting random domains obtained above. We also consider the
applications of the random change of variables described in §5 to the
construction of Markov models on the space of contours.

Limitations on the length of this paper do not allow us to analyse the
examples in detail, with full proofs. For this purpose we would need a
range of tools broader than the one employed here, namely: some techniques
connected with Hausdorff measures, estimates of e-entropy of sets in
function spaces, some facts concerning random fields (percolation theorems).
limit theorems of probability theory, and others. Therefore, the detailed
presentation of the results of this section and some of their generalizations
will be given separately in forthcoming papers.

We begin with examples related to one of the most important and well
studied Markov fields—a free field [7, 33-35].
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Let Ew ¢ € C5(R?), be a free field on the plane, that is, a statlonary
Gaussian random function with zero mean and spectral density (1 +x2+x3)71,
Xy, X3 € R% The random function &, can be extended in a canonical way
to the Sobolev space s#_,(R?) of generalized functions with moderate growth
such that

S S l &S?;i"lzl dzy dz, << oo,

where ~ denotes the Fourier transform (see [34], [35]).

The space ¥ _;(R?) contains the indicator functions x, of all domains
t € T(R?), so for all t € T(R?) the random variable Ei(w) = &, (0) (0 € Q)
is well defined (up to equivalence).

Let ¥_ and X+ be two classes of continuous functions a(#), r € [0, 1],
such that a(r) > 0 for r € (0, 1). Let the following conditions be fulfilled:

(o) Each of the classes ¥_, Z . is closed with respect to uniform convergence
and the operations of taking the maximum and the minimum of two
functions.

(B) All functions a(-) € ¥_ |J £+ are bounded by some constant M and
satisfy a Lipschitz condition with constant M.

To each pair of functions f = (f_, f+) € £. X ¥+ there corresponds a
domain

t;={(r, )€ R: —[.(r)<<e<<f+(r), rel0, 1]}
We denote the class of all such domains by Z = Z(X_, ¥+).

Theorem 8.1. 1) The set Z of domains is compact in the Hausdorff metric
and is a lattice with t N s =t sand t\/ s=1t ) s. 2) Thereisa
continuous (with respect to the Hausdorff metric) modification F(w, t) of
the functional By(w), t € Z, which for all w € § satisfies the following
condition:

Flo,tV §) + F(o, t \s) =F(a, ) + F(o, 8), 1, s€Z.
3) For each w € S the functional F(w, t), t € Z, attains its minimum F(w).
The set
Z(@)={t€Z: F(o, t)=F (0)}
contains the smallest (with respect to inclusion) domain 7(w). The domain
r(w) is splitting.

Remark 8.1. Employing the theorem on uniqueness of the minimum of a
Gaussian random function (see [36]), one can show that Z(0) = {t(w)} for
almost all w € Q.

The construction of a functional F(w, t) described in 2) is based on the
results of {37], [38] on the continuity of Gaussian random functions on a
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metric space. In this an essential role is played by the estimate

= loglog N (e, Z)
(8.1) (ﬂ“o‘ Tog(1/e)

<1,

where N(e, Z) is the smallest number of elements in an e-net of Z. The
inequality (8.1) can be derived from formulae on the e-entropy of classes of
functions satisfying a Lipschitz condition [39]. The splitting property of
can be established by means of Theorem 7.1 and Proposition 7.1.

8.2. It is of interest to study limit distributions connected with extremal
random domains. In general, this problem is very difficult. Here we show
one case in which it can be solved.

We consider the above construction and apply it to the classes £_ and X,
where X_ consists of one function f_ = ¢, and X + consists of constant
functions f, =a, a € [0, A] (the numbers ¢ > 0 and A > 0 are assumed to
be given). The domains that belong to the class Z = Z(Z_, ¥ 4) are rectangles
of the form [0, 1] x [—¢, al,a € [0, A].

Let 7, = [0, 1] x |[—¢, 04(w)] be the smallest (with respect to inclusion)
rectangle among those that minimize F(w, t) on Z, where F(w, t) was
constructed in Theorem 8.1. By this theorem 74 is a splitting random
domain for the free field. The result given below allows us to obtain
approximate formulae for distributions of such domains for large values of 4.

Theorem 8.2. For any r € (0, 1)
lim P{o,/A<r}= —i- arcsin V1.
A-»o0

Thus, the distributions of the random variables 04,/4 converge weakly to
the arcsin law. In the proof of Theorem 8.2 we use Theorem 12.1 from [40].

8.3. We consider one more example of the construction of splitting random
domains, this time related to ordinary random fields.

Let J be the set of all non-empty domains + & R? whose boundaries are
contours (that is, they are homeomorphic to a circle) and have finite length
1(90).

Let £,(w) (x € R?%, w € §) be a real random function with continuous
realizations. We fix #, € J, ¢ € R! and consider the set

glw)={re R*% E, (v)=c}
and the class of domains
W(w) = {t €J: 0t = g(w), t = 1,).
We assume that W(w) # @, w € 2.

Theorem 8.3. In the class W(w) there are domains t with minimal perimeter
l(8t). Among the domains with minimal perimeter there is a (unique)
domain 1(w) that is smallest with respect to inclusion. It is splitting.
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The boundary 37(w) of 7(w) gives a solution to the following problem:
find the shortest path around the domain ¢, on the set R*\int ¢, not
intersecting {z: &, << ¢}

Fig. 1

(the shortest path around the ““island” f, on the ‘“‘sea” R?\int ¢, outside the
“shallows” {z: §,(w) < ¢}, see Fig. 1).

The proof of Theorem 8.3 is based on Theorem 7.1 and the following
result.

Proposition 8.1. For each w € §) the set W(w) is a lattice, where if

t, s € W(w), thent \ s =clu, and t 'V s = v°(= R*\1), where u is the
connected component of int t N int s containing int ¢t,, and v is the
unbounded connected component of t° N s¢ (see Fig. 2). The functional
1(dt) is submodular on W(w).

Despite the fact that this assertion is “geometrically obvious”, to prove it
rigorously one has to use some subtle results on the topology of the plane
([27], vol. 2, §61). Moreover, during the proof it is necessary to extend
the functional /(*) in a suitable way to a class of sets broader than the class
of contours. To this end we consider the Hausdorff measure of order 1 on
Borel subsets of R? and use a number of properties of it [41], [42].

8.4. We distinguish two important special classes of splitting random
domains. Let ¢ be a field on R? and 7!, t € T = T(R?), the o-algebras
defined by (6.1).

Theorem 8.4. [f a random domain 1 satisfies one of the conditions:
(8.2) {t=)eFt, tel,
(8.3) {(t=t)e.F!, teT,

then it is splitting.
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Thus, if (8.2) or (8.3) is fulfilled and the given field & is Markov, then it
has the strong Markov property with respect to 7 (compare [31, [10], [11]).
We give a simple proof of Theorem 8.4. Let (8.2) hold. To prove the
splitting property it is sufficient to show that
(8.4) (t1cD, r=b)e 7t Deg, beT.
In turn, it is sufficient to prove (8.4) for sets D of the form
(8.9) D={tel:t<c}, c€T,
since by Lemma 6.2(2) such sets generate 5. But if D has the form (8.5),
then by (8.2)
(teD, teb)=(r=cNb)={tcsecF'=F°
where
e = cl(int ¢ [} int &) € T.

We assume now that (8.3) holds. Then D€.9 can be represented in the
form

(8.6) A={1eD, ac1=b}={1=b}NT,

where T is some event from #° For it is sufficient to prove (8.6) for sets
D of the form {t: t = ¢}, ¢ € T, which, by Lemma 6.2(3), generate .. But
for such D if A # @ we have ¢ C b, hence

A={t=c} N{r=a}N{t=b}

where the first two events belong to #°, since a € b and ¢ C b. It remains
to note that

~

frxb)=U{r2v)ec #° 53;7’
2

where {v;} is the set of closed balls with rational centres and radii contained
in RI\b. Thus, A =T NT', where I' € #° and I" € 9, as required.

8.5. We will not study domains of the form (8.2) and (8.3) in detail here;
we give only some examples.

Let n,(w) be a real-valued field continuous in x € R4, Let n.(w) be
adapted to the field &, that is, n, is measurable with respect to #! for all
t€T x €t. We assume that

Mo) = {2: N(0) >0} 7, oc€Q.

Theorem 8.5. The set 1(w) = cl Mw) has the property (8.3). If 17(w) is
bounded for each w, then it is a splitting random domain.

Let ¢, (w), x € R9, be another field with continuous realizations, adapted
to £. We fix a point xo € R? and a real number ¢ > 0. We also assume that
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for all w
zy € A(m)» Cx((l)) = 0.

We say that a point x € AMw) belongs to the set A, (w) if there is a
(continuous) rectifiable curve y:7 = [0, 1] = RY such that y(0) = x,,
Y(1) = x, ¥(r) € Mw) for r €1, and

[ L) 1@ <,
)

where [(dx) is the element of length. The set A (w) is non-empty and open;
we denote its closure by 7,(w). If, say, {,(w) = x > 0, then 7,(w) is
bounded and consequently 7,(w) € T.

Let us suppose that the field &,(w), x € A(w), describes a non-homogenous
medium and that ¢,(w)™! characterizes the local rate of propagation of some
wave process at the point x € A(w). Then according to the Huyghens
principle the surface d7,(w) gives the position at time ¢ > 0 of the front of
the wave propagated in A(w) from x,.

Theorem 8.6. The set 14(w) satisfies the condition (8.2), and if To(w) is
bounded, then it is a splitting random domain.

Remark 8.2. If {, =0, then 7,(w) is the closure of the connected component
of an open set A{w) that contains x, (compare [3], [10], [11]).
The idea of the proof of Theorem 8.6 is close to that of Theorem 2 in [11].

8.6. We demonstrate one application of the random change of variables
described in §5. Let T, be the set of all contours ¢ & R? that can be
represented as a union of a certain number of edges of the two-dimensional
integer lattice Z2. If ¢t € T,, we denote by I(¢) the (compact) domain
bounded by the contour t. We put ¢t <s if I(¢) C I(s).

As before, let (Q, #, P) be a complete probability space. We assume
that to each x € 22 there corresponds an automorphism 0, : £ = £ of the
space (R, %, P) such that 6,4, = 6,-0,. We consider a family #,(a, b)

(i =1,2,3; a <b) of g-subalgebras of ¥ that form a stochastic model on
T,. We say that this model is stationary if

0z'A: (a, b) = A (@ + 2, b+2),

where a+ x is the contour obtained from a by displacement through a
vector x. A random function £,(w) taking values in some measurable space E,
for each ¢t € T, will be called stationary if E;+, = E¢ and &1 +,(0) = §i(0.0)
(as.)fort €T, x €22

Our goal is to show how by using Theorem 5.2 one can construct
sufficiently broad classes of stationary Markov random functions and
stationary Markov models on T,. They are of interest as natural generalizations
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of Gibbs fields on Z? and also in connection with the growing attention paid
by physicists to fields defined not on points of space but on some other
geometric objects (contours, loops, surfaces, ‘“threads”, and so on, see {16},
{17).

The raw material for the constructions will be random fields on Z%. Thus,
the construction presented below can be regarded as a way of perturbing
fields defined on points, which leads to fields defined on contours.

Let B.(w), x € Z2, be a random function taking values in a standard
measurable space £ such that

Ex+y ((1))=Ey (60), (z, yézz’ ")EQ)

For v € R? we denote by E,(w) the configuration of values of E,(w)on

v N Z2 We consider the regular stochastic model % = {A4,(a, b)} generated
by the random variable ¢ ~+ Ey(w), t € T, (see §1.2). This model is
stationary. We also assume that the following condition holds.

8.A. The model ¥ is Markov.

For this it is sufficient, for example, that §_, x € Z2, are independent.
The condition 8.A is also fulfilled if E, is the Gibbs field with nearest
neighbour potential [9].

Let g: E = [0, o) be a measurable function. We consider the functional

Glo, )= X g(E.(0), teT,,
e 1122

xe !
and foranya € T, weput °Z = {t € Ty, t = a}.

Lemma 8.1. The set °Z is a lattice. The functional G(w, t) is submodular
with respect to lattice operations in °Z.

Next, we assume that to each a € T, there corresponds a (non-random)
functional *®(¢), t € %, with the following properties.

8.B. Foranya < b, u =2 a, v 2 b the following inequality holds:
O (1 A v)+ D (u V 0) <O (1) + 20 (v)

(the operations A and V are understood in the sense of °Z). Forallt €T,
and x € Z? we have *+*®(t + z) = *“D().

8.C. For each a € T, the set °Z(w) of contours ¢ € 9Z that minimize the
functional
°Fo, t)=O()+G(o,t), tc°Z,

is non-empty with probability 1.
We take an arbitrary map c: T, = Z2? such that c(¢+x) = ¢(t)+x (for
example, let c(¢) be the top right point of the contour 7).
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- Theorem 8.7._F0r almost all w the set °Z(w) contains its infimum. Let
T(w) = inf *Z(w) (a.s.),a €T,. Then {Ty}eer, IS a monotone family of
weakly local splitting contours. The stochastic model

B = {Bila, b)} = {Ai(tar )} ((=1,2,3a<<b g bETY

is regular, stationary, and Markov. The random function §; = (Erp T — (1)
is stationary and Markov, and o{l:} = F,(t, 1).

We note that the spaces D, of values of {, are standard, hence they can be
realized as Borel subsets of R!, and ¢, as a real-valued function.

Theorem 8.7 is a consequence of Theorem 5.2. The fact that §, is
Markov follows from the fact that the model 8 is regular and Markov and
the fact that o{f,} = #,(t, 1).

We give examples of families of functionals *®(+), a € T,, satisfying the
condition 8.B. Let ¥;:R' > R!' (j = 1, ..., k) be non-decreasing convex
functions, and for each j = 1, 2, ..., k let p;(t) = max {l;(y), y € t}, where /;
is some linear form on R2. Let vi(a) be functions on T, such that
via+x) =vi(a)fora €T,, x € Z? and vi(t) 2 vi(s) if r 2 s. Then 8.B is
satisfied for

h
D)= 2 YO -k @=vy @) 1€°Z, aeT,.

To guarantee the validity of condition 8.C we can introduce, for example,
the assumption of sufficiently rapid growth of *®(¢) as the diameter of the
contour ¢ tends to infinity. Conditions of a different kind, which cover the
case ?®(t) = 0, are the following: the functional ?®(¢) is bounded from
below in ¢ € °Z; the random variables y, = g(E), x € Z2, are independent
and equally distributed, and P{y, > 0} = 1.

8.7. We consider some types of stochastic models different from 9(£) and
connected with random fields £,, x € RY. We put T¢ = R?, 79 = $(RY
and introduce on T¢ a natural (coordinate-wise) relation < of partial
ordering of vectors. We denote by ¢(r) (respectively, Y(r)) the integer that
is nearest to  and smaller (respectively, larger) than r (r € R'), and put
@r(r) = 272@(2%r), Yu(r) = 27*¢(2*). The family %< of maps

fo(®) =(Pn )y -« -r Qu(ta))s  &n ()= (s (£)s - - s ¥ (ta)),
t=(ty, ..., tq) € R

is a skeleton for (74, 79, ).

Let ®(t) = {¥,(a, b)}be the stochastic model on T¢ generated by the
random function &, x € T¢ (see (1.1)) and let (&) = {#(a, b)} be its
closure (see §1.3). It is clear that #;(a, b) coincides with the intersection
over e > 0 of the o-algebras

Y,(a—ee, b+ee), e=(1,1,...,1)€R.
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We note that if d = 1, then the model &(§) is Markov if and only if the
stochastic process &,, x € R!, is Markov (in the classical sense). At the same
time, the Markov property of the model #F() for d = 1 is equivalent to the
condition

ot ') Ul o{dsr, ' =2} ﬂoo{gxr, ' €lr—e, z-+e]).
&£>

Next, if £, ..., £ (r € R!) are independent Markov processes, then the models
@(t)and F() constructed from the random function &, = (&%,, . . ., gid)
are Markov. Random functions of this kind and models of the type &(E)
arise, for example, in the study of harmonic functions and additive functionals
of some Markov processes (see [43]). Markov functions of diffusion type
on a partially ordered set of two-dimensional vectors were considered in [44].

We consider the model %(§) in more detail in the one-dimensional case
(d =1). Here § = £(w) (w € Q, £(w) €EE,, x €ERY) is a given stochastic
process.

We define splitting moments 7 as splitting random elements in the model
F(E) (see condition (&) in §2.1). We say that the process ¢ has the strong
Markov property with respect to 7 if the condition (#f#) given in §2.1 is
satisfied. We note that the g-algebras .7 ;(o, B)appearing in (Fe#) can be
defined in an equivalent way as qbﬂ“’(a, B), where #(a, B)are generated

e

by «, f, and the events {a — ¢ <{a,B +e=b} NI, T € Fy(a, b) (this
follows from Remark 6.2).

In the model F(E) the requirement 2.A is fulfilled, since according to the
general agreement (6.2) the process £,, x € R!, generates (mod 0) the
o-algebra of all events #. Thus, from Theorem 2.1 we deduce that the
splitting condition (&) and the strong Markov condition {-¥:#) are equivalent
in the model F(§).

As a consequence of Theorem 4.2 we obtain the following result.

Theorem 8.8. Let n,, x € R, be a real stochastic process with continuous
realizations such that for each x

’lxe QOO{EV’ I_8<y<1+£}.
e

Let Z be a fixed compact subset of R! and T the time when the process N,
for the first time attains its (absolute) minimum on Z. Then 7 is a splitting
random time.

8.8. We say a few words about one more important model. Let 77 be the
set of non-negative two-dimensional vectors with natural partial ordering <
and the Borel g-algebra 7 +. Let &, x € T*, be a random function on T*.
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For x = (x;. x,) € T" we put
M(@)y={yeT" O<y<z,}, My (@) ={eT: 0y, <as)s
My@)={yeT" O<<y<z}, Y=Yy ¥2)i Mi(a, b)=M;(d);

Di(a, )=t yEM, (a, b)), a<<h, a. bET

The random functions £ that are Markov in the sense of the model
D = {Z(a, b)} (for example, the ‘“Brownian sheet”) play an important role
in the theory of stochastic integrals on the plane, see {18].

8.9. We make some comments concerning the bibliography.

Various versions of the strong Markov property of random fields on R¢
and on more general spaces have been studied in numerous papers [3], {10],
[111, [23], [24], [45]1-[48]. However, until recently the main attention
has been paid to a version of this notion which is weaker than the one
considered in this paper (it corresponds to the case & = § = 7 in the
definition introduced in §6.4). In [10] and [11] a strong Markov property
of this type was established for random domains satisfying condition (8.2).
These random domains are direct analogues of stopping times (see [49]).()

Conditional probabilities of events connected with realizations of the field
outside a random domain 7 of the form (8.2) were also investigated in [11],
[21]. It became clear that these conditional probabilities are given by the
same law as if the domain 7 were deterministic. This result generalizes the
theorem which says that the evolution of a (““good” enough) Markov process
after a stopping time 7 is controlled by the same transition function as if the
moment 7 were non-random. This property is quite often included in the
definition of the strong Markov property of a stochastic process; see, for
example, [2]. We note that for splitting random domains of general form
this result is not true. It can be seen on very simple examples (the one-
dimensional case, a finite set of values of 7). The study of the strong
Markov property of random domains more general than (8.2) was initiated
in [23]. An analogue of this property for a fixed pair of domains « C §
was investigated in [24]. Finally, the notion of the strong Markov property
in the form given in this paper was introduced in [47], [48].

As regards applications of the strong Markov property of random fields,
we mention [46], where results of the type of [11] were applied to
asymptotic problems of mathematical statistics (limit theorems for empirical
processes).

()The analogues of stopping times for the partially ordered set {z € R% z > 0} were
considered in {50], [51], and the references therein.
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