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Abstract. The problem of nonlinear filtering of a random field observed in the presence of a noise,
modeled by a persistent fractional Brownian sheet of Hurst index (Hy, Hy) with 0.5 < Hy, Hy < 1,
is studied and a suitable version of the Bayes’ formula for the optimal filter is obtained. Two types
of spatial “fractional” analogues of the Duncan-Mortensen-Zakai equation are also derived: one
tracks evolution of the unnormalized optimal filter along an arbitrary “monotone increasing” (in
the sense of partial ordering in R?) one-dimensional curve in the plane, while the other describes
dynamics of the filter along paths that are truly two-dimensional. Although the paper deals with
the two-dimensional parameter space, the presented approach and results extend to d-parameter
random fields with arbitrary d > 3.
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1 Introduction

An important estimation problem, arising in many engineering and physical systems evolv-
ing in time and space, is that of recovering a signal (X;, ¢ € T) from an observed noisy
nonlinear functional of the signal, represented by a process (Y;, t € T). In the classical
mathematical filtering framework, one has T = [0,00) or T = [0, 7], with ¢ interpreted as
“time”, and the problem then is to characterize the conditional distribution of X; given
the observation o-field 7} = o{Y,,0 < s < t}, where the latter represents information
supplied by the noisy observation process from time 0 up to time ¢t. However, there is
a number of interesting applications, arising, for example, in connection with denoising
of images and video-streams, where the parameter space T has to be multidimensional,
which renders the classical theory of nonlinear filtering inapplicable. The latter observa-
tion stems directly from the fact that, unlike R which permits perfect ordering, there is
only partial ordering available in R? with d > 2, thus, on the one hand, use of the mul-
tiparameter martingale theory in the underlying analysis is required, while, on the other
hand, evolution of the optimal filter for d-parameter random fields can be studied along
arbitrary ¢-dimensional “monotone increasing” paths with 1 < /¢ < d.

To extend the classical one-parameter nonlinear filtering theory to the multiparameter
spatial filtering case, it is natural to start with the following observation model for a
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random field (X; : ¢t € T), with T = [0,71] x -+ x [0,7y], corrupted by an additive
multiparameter observation noise N'= (N; : t € T):

t1 tq
Yty t) :/0 /0 h(X(sy,sp) ds1 - dsa+ Ny, 1yt ta) €T, (1)

where h is a (suitably integrable) nonlinear function of the “signal” of interest X. Consider
the observation o-field

J”:tY = f(}t/17_"7td) =0{Ys:0<s <t} (2)

with 0 = (0,...,0) € T and where, for all t = (t1,...,t5) and s = (s1,...,54) in T, we
put s < t whenever s; < t; for all ¢ = 1,...,d. Then the aim of the filtering theory is
to describe the conditional distribution of the true “signal” of interest X at “location”
t, given the observation sigma-field F}'; or, equivalently, one can study the dynamics of
E(F(X;)|FY) for a sufficiently rich class of test functions F.

Interestingly, even in the case when observation noise N in (1) is a standard two-
parameter Wiener sheet, assumed to be independent of X (d = 2 here), h is square-
integrable function and the signal is known to have a semimartingale structure, the actual
derivation of evolution equations satisfied by the optimal filter is somewhat non-trivial,
owing to the fact that the multiparameter martingale theory is significantly more com-
plicated than the classical one and many “standard” martingale tools available in the
one-parameter case are no longer applicable in the multiparameter setting. This formula-
tion of the nonlinear spatial filtering problem (i.e. with standard Wiener sheet observation
noise) has been studied in [1] and [2], where several types of stochastic partial differential
equations governing the unnormalized optimal filter were obtained. However, for the case
of other types of continuous multiparameter random fields A driving the observation field
Y, no mathematical theory of optimal nonlinear filtering currently exists.

The goal of the present paper is to study the above problem of nonlinear filtering
of semimartingale random fields (with d > 2) but in the presence of a long-memory
observation noise A/, where the latter is modelled by a persistent fractional Brownian
sheet.

The paper is organized as follows. The remainder of Section 1 is devoted to two topics
of interest: i) preliminaries on multiparameter martingales, which will be useful to us in
Section 2; ii) properties of fractional Brownian sheet, plus a number of relevant results
from fractional calculus. Section 2 presents the main theorems of the paper. Namely,
as a first step, an appropriate spatial version of the “fractional” Bayes’ formula is ob-
tained. Next, a stochastic evolution equation for the unnormalized optimal filter along
a one-dimensional monotone “increasing” path is derived. Finally, a stochastic evolution
equation describing dynamics of the optimal filter along proper two-dimensional paths in
the plane is also presented. Unlike what happens in the case of standard Wiener sheet
observation noise, the latter two evolution equations cannot, strictly speaking, be inter-
preted as measure-valued stochastic partial differential equations due to the effects of long
memory, but they certainly represent the “fractional” multiparameter analogues of the
classical Duncan-Mortensen-Zakai filtering equations. Lastly some concluding remarks
are given in Section 3.



For the sake of brevity and notational convenience, from now on we will restrict our
attention to the case of two-dimensional parameter space T, since, although analogous
techniques and results can certainly be developed for the higher-dimensional cases, the
latter lead to a larger number of terms in evolution equations and more cumbersome
notation throughout the derivations.

1.1 Two-parameter martingale theory

First let us define the usual partial ordering < in the positive quadrant R?, along with
the following relations and operations: for arbitrary a = (a1,a2) and b = (b1, bs) in R%,
a < b if and only if a; < by and ag < bg; a << b if and only if a; < b; and ag < bo;
a A bif and only if a; < by and ag > be; a Ab := (min(aq, by), min(ag, be2));
aVb:= (max(ai, by), max(ag, b2)); a ®b:= (a1, ba).

Given a random field X with a parameter set Ri, define its “increment” over an
arbitrary rectangle (z,2/] := {z = (21,22) € R% : 1 € (21,2]], 22 € (22,25]}, where
2z <2, by

X((Za Z,D = X(z’l,zé - X(zl,zé) - X(z’l,ZQ) + X(Zl,zg) =Xy — Xoor — Xz + Xa. (3)

Next, for a complete probability space (2, F, P), let {F.,z € Ri} be a family of sub-o-
fields of F satisfying the following properties:

(F1)if z < 2/ then F, C Fur;

(F2) Foy contains all P-null sets of F;

(F3) for each z € R2, F, = (o Fors

(F4) for each z = (21, 22) € R%, F} and F?2 are conditionally independent given F,, where
F! and F? are defined by

Fri= V Fap = ‘7{ U f(zl,t)} and F2 =\ Foz = U{ U f(m)}'

t>0 teRy 5>0 sER 4

Note that condition (F4) is equivalent to the following condition (F'4’): for all bounded
random variables X and all z € R2,

E{X|F.} = E{E{X|F, }| 2} = E{E{X|FZ}|F}} as.

Moreover, for an arbitrary random field X with independent increments, i.e. such that
X (A1),...,X(A,) are independent for all disjoint rectangles A1, ..., A, C R%, the natural
filtration generated by X over rectangles satisfies condition (F4) (see [3]), i.e. FX :=

o{X(A): A < z} has property (F'4), where we say that A < z if x < z for all z € A.

Definition 1.1 Let (fZ)zeRi be a filtration satisfying (F1)-(F4). The process X =

{X,,z € Ra_} is called a two-parameter martingale with respect to (F,) if: 1) for each
z € Ri, X is adapted to F, and integrable; and ii) for each z < 2/, E(XZ/|.7-"Z) =X, a.s.



Definition 1.2 Let X = {X, : z € Ri} be a process such that X, is integrable for all
z € R% and let filtration (fz)zeRi satisfy (F'1)-(F4). Then
(a) X is called a weak martingale with respect to (F) if:
(i) X is adapted to (F.), and (ii) E{X((z,2'])|F.} =0 a.s. for all z << 2.
(b) X is called an i-martingale (i = 1,2) with respect to (F) if:
(i) X, is Fi-adapted, and (it) E{X((z,7'])|F.} =0 a.s. for all z << 7.
(c) X is called a strong martingale with respect to (F,) if:
(i) X is adapted to (F,),
(ii) X wvanishes on the azes (i.e. X(g .,y =0 and X(;, 0y =0 a.s. for all z1,22 € Ry ),
and (iii) B{X((z,2')|FLV F2} =0 a.s. for all z << 2.

Note that a martingale is both a 1- and a 2-martingale. The converse will also hold (i.e.
if X is both a 1- and a 2-martingale, then X is a two-parameter martingale), provided
that {X(z1,0)7~7:(1,2170)72’1 € Ry} and {X(07Z2),.7-"(20722),z2 € Ry} are both martingales. Also,
clearly, any martingale is a weak martingale and any strong martingale is a martingale.

Let us say that a process { X, } is right-continuous if for a.e. w, lim,/_,, X,/ (w) = X, (w)
2=z
for all z € R2, and that it has left limits if, for a.e. w, lim,_,, X, (w) exists for all

2 e (R, \{0})2 T

Definition 1.3 Given filtration (F,) satisfying properties (F'1) — (F4), a process X =
{X.,2 € R%} is called an increasing process if: (i) X is right-continuous and adapted to
(F.), (1)) X. =0 a.s. on the azes, and (iii) X(A) > 0 for every rectangle A C R%.

For our purposes, it will be sufficient to work with a bounded subset T = [0, 71] x [0, T3]
of Ri instead of all of Ri. Let us fix an arbitrary T' = (T1,T5) € Ri, and, for p > 1,
define MP(T) to be the class of all right-continuous martingales M = {M,,z < T'} such
that M, = 0 a.s. on the axes and E[M.[P < oo for all z € T. Let ME(T) and MY(T)
denote respectively the class of continuous and the class of strong martingales in MP(T).

The following result highlights some of the fundamental differences between the clas-
sical one-parameter martingale theory and its multiparameter analogue. As shown by
Cairoli and Walsh in [3] in the two-parameter case, for an arbitrary martingale M €
M?3(T), there exists an increasing process A = {4,,z € T} such that {M2 — A,,z € T}
is a weak martingale. However, such an increasing process A need not be unique even in
the case of a strong martingale M. Nor can one in general guarantee the existence of an
increasing process A such that {M?2? — A,,z € T} is a regular two-parameter martingale.
Thus, we will agree to denote by (M) = {(M),, z € T} any increasing process A such that
M? — A is a weak martingale. Some refinements of the above weaker form of the Doob-
Meyer decomposition are however possible in the case of strong martingales. Namely,
if M € M%(T), then there exists a unique F.-predictable increasing process [M](!) and
there exists a unique F2-predictable increasing process [M]) such that M2 — [M }9) is an
i-martingale for i = 1,2. As noted in [3], for a strong martingale M, either [M]™M) or [M]?)
can serve as the process (M) above, but the question remains about whether the equality



[M]V) = [M]® as. is true in general for a strong martingale M. In many interesting
cases, the answer to the latter is in fact affirmative. For example, if M € M%(T)NMX(T),
orif M € M?% and (F,) is a filtration generated by a standard two-parameter Wiener pro-
cess (Wiener sheet), then [M](M) = [M]?) a.s.

Although it is possible to develop the theory of stochastic integration in the plane
with respect to general two-parameter martingales M € M?(T) and define corresponding
stochastic integrals [ ¢dM and [[ ydMdM (see [3],[4]), as well as the so-called mixed area
integrals (as in [4]) of the form [[ hdudM and [[ gdMdp (where .,z € T, is a continuous
random function of bounded variation adapted to (F,), and such that |u|(T) < C a.s. for
some constant C' < oo, where |u| denotes the total variation measure corresponding to
the signed measure that p generates), but for the purposes of the present paper it will be
sufficient to study such integrals in the special case when M is a standard two-parameter
Wiener process (i.e. a standard two-parameter Wiener sheet).

Recall that if W is a random measure in Ri, which assigns to each Borel set A a Gaus-
sian random variable of mean zero and variance A\(A), where A is the 2-dim Lebesgue mea-
sure, and which assigns independent random variables to disjoint sets, then the stochastic
process W = (W, z € R2) defined by W, := W(R.), where R, := (0, 2] is the rectan-
gle whose lower left-hand corner is the origin and whose upper right-hand corner is z, is
called a two-parameter Wiener process or a Wiener sheet. Equivalently, one could define
a two-parameter Wiener sheet (W, z € R%) as a continuous Gaussian random field on R?.
with mean 0 and the covariance function given by:

E(W,W,/) = min(z1, 2}) min(22, ), Vz,2' € R%.
Let {W,,F.,z € T} be a Wiener sheet. Let us introduce the following classes of
integrands. Let {¢.,z € T} be a process such that the following conditions hold:

(a) ¢ is a bimeasurable function of (w, z),
(b) JpE¢2dz < oo,
and for each z € T,

either (cg) ¢, is F,-measurable,

or (c1) ¢, is Fl-measurable,

or (c2) ¢, is F2-measurable.

Definition 1.4 Fori =0,1,2, let H; denote the space of ¢ satisfying (a),(b) and (c;).

Then one can show that for ¢ € H;,7 = 0,1, 2, the stochastic integral fT ¢,dW, can be
constructed (as in [5]). Moreover, if one defines the process

<¢OW>Z_/R ¢CdWC—/EI(C<Z)¢<dWC, z €T,

then the process ¢ o W is a strong martingale for ¢ € Hg, a 1-martingale for ¢ € H; and
a 2-martingale for ¢ € Ho. Moreover, define a process

& = (poW)a(hoW). — /R betbedC, 7 €T,
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Then & = (§,,z € T) is a martingale with respect to (F,).cr if ¢,% € Hp, a 1-martingale
if ¢,1 € Hy and a 2-martingale if ¢, € Hs. In all cases continuous versions of the above
defined processes can be chosen.

Definition 1.5 Let H denote the space of functions P(w,2,2") =, y(w) on @ x T x T
which satisfy the following conditions:
(@): ¥ is a measurable process and for all z,2" € T, 1, , is F,y . -measurable, and

(5): / /T (2 & B[R, Ydade' < oo

Then for arbitrary ¢ € 7%, the stochastic integrals

X, = / / Yoo dWedWer, Y, / / Yo dCdWer, Y, / / e crdWed!
2 XR, X R, X R,

are well-defined (as in [5]) for all z € T and X, Y'!, Y2 are respectively a martingale, an
(adapted) 1-martingale and an (adapted) 2-martingale, and in all the cases the sample-
continuous versions can be chosen. (See [5] for definitions of adapted 1- and 2-martingales.)
Note also that the above double integrals are defined in such a way that only the values
of the integrand on z A 2’ have an effect on each integral.

Finally, the following proposition will be useful to us later on.

Proposition 1.1 [6] Let {Xz,fz;z e T = (0,71] x (O,TQ}} be a strong martingale in
MZ(T) satisfying either of the following conditions: (i) (F.) is a filtration generated by a
Brownian sheet; or (i) X € MX(T). Then

1
eXp{Xz - 2<X>Z} is a martingale iff E|exp {XT - = T}

where T = (Ty,Tz) € R as before.

1.2 Fractional calculus and properties of fractional Brownian sheet

Definition 1.6 Let ¢(x) € Li(a,b) (a,b € R) and let o« > 0. The integrals

(1%, o) (x) = I‘(la) / : - %_O(f))l_a dt, z>a, (4)
b
1500 = s | ot 7 <a )

are called left-sided and right-sided Riemann-Liouville fractional integrals of order a.

Fractional integrals (4) and (5) can, in fact, be defined for functions ¢(x) € Li(a,b),
existing almost everywhere. The following formula for fractional integration by parts is
valid and will be useful (see [7]): For arbitrary ¢(x) € Ly(a,b) and ¢(x) € Ly(a,b), where



either p~ '+ ¢ ' <1+aand (p,q) e N\ {(1,1)},orp=g=1but p-t+¢ ! <1+a,the
following relation holds:

b b
| ez v = [ v g o) (©
a a
Moreover, fractional integration has the following semigroup property:
I3 Lo = I, I o= 1o, Ya, 5> 0, (7)

where the above equation holds for every point in (a,b) if ¢ € Cla,b] and for almost all
points in (a, b) if ¢ € Li(a,b).

Definition 1.7 For functions f(x) on interval [a,b] C R, the expressions (if they exist)

P06 = s |, et ®
b
DN =it |, et Q

where 0 < a < 1, are called respectively the left-handed and right-handed fractional
Riemann-Liowville derivatives of order a. Moreover, for a > 1, let [a] and {a} de-
note, respectively, the integral part and the “fractional” part of o, 0 < {a} < 1, so that
a = [a] + {a}. Then the expressions (if they exist)

(D2,)f(x) :M(Cl‘i) /:(x_];g?_wdt, with n=[a] +1,  (10)

_1\n n. rb
(Dy_f)(x) := (1)< d ) / Lt)dt, with n = [a] +1, (11)

C(n—a)\dz (t — x)o—ntl
are the corresponding fractional derivatives of arbitrary order a > 1.

«

For a@ < 0, we will also use the notation (I3, ¢)(x) := (D, y)(x) and (I ¢)(z) :=
(D; “¢)(x). Also define I?, and I to be the identity operators: 10, ¢ = ¢ and I{ ¢ = .

Definition 1.8 For a >0, let I, (Ly) and I;* (L,) be defined as the spaces of functions
f(z) and g(x), respectively, of the form:

f =13 ¢ for some p € Ly(a,b), 1 <p<oo, and (12)
g =13 ¢ for some 9 € Ly(a,b), 1 < g < oo. (13)

Then fractional integration and differentiation are reciprocal operations in the following
sense: For o > 0 and arbitrary ¢ € Lq(a,b), (Dy 15, ¢)(x) = ¢(x) for almost all x € [a, b],
while (I3, Dy, f)(x) = f(x) is satisfied for f € I (L1). Note, however, that there exist
functions f ¢ I, (L1), whose fractional derivatives Dy, f exist.



Definition 1.9 Let X be a finite interval. The function f(x) given on X is said to satisfy
the Holder condition of order A € (0,1] on X (or be Hélder continuous of order \) if there
exists a constant C > 0, such that

|[f(@) = f(y)l < Cla =y (14)

for all z,y € X. We denote by HNX), the space of functions satisfying (14).

More generally, let X be a finite d-dim rectangle. The function f of v = (x1,...,24) € X
is said to satisfy the Holder condition of order (Ai,...,\q) € (0,1]% on X (or be Hélder
continuous of order (\1,...,Aq)) if there exists a constant C' > 0, such that

(@) = F@) < C (Jor = g™ + -+ [wa — ya™) (15)
for all z,y € X. We denote by HM (X)), the space of functions satisfying (15).

The following theorem will be useful to us later in the paper:

Theorem 1.2 [7] Let f(z) = (x — a)*g(z), where g(x) € H*([a,b]), [a,b] C R, A\ > a,
—a < p < 1. Then, f(x) € Ig(Lp) if p+a < 5 for 1 <p < oc.

Next let us focus our attention on the properties of a fractional Brownian sheet, which
will serve as a model for the multiparameter observation noise in the nonlinear filtering
problem discussed in Section 2. The interest in studying this type of random field stems
from the fact that it has a number of remarkable properties which make it both mathemat-
ically and practically interesting object, which is potentially useful in a large number of
real-life applications. In fact, its one-parameter version, called fractional Brownian motion,
has recently become an important modelling tool in geophysical and biophysical sciences,
internet traffic modelling, financial applications and environmental sciences. The main
properties of the fractional Brownian motion (fBm) are self-similarity, ability to model
both short and long-memory effects (depending on the value of its Hurst parameter) and
its non-semimartingale and non-Markovian structure. While the latter properties often
make stochastic analysis of the dynamics driven by fBm very challenging, some established
close connections with the standard Wiener process through fractional calculus techniques
(some of which were mentioned earlier in this section) provide a number of mathematical
tools to make it more tractable.

Recall that a fractional Brownian motion (fBm) with Hurst parameter H € (0,1) is a
continuous mean zero Gaussian process (B, t € R, ), starting at 0 almost surely, whose
covariance structure is given by:

1
Tir(s,8) = BB B = J(1s2 + 21 — |t — 1), V.t € R, (16)

When H = %, B reduces to a standard Wiener process (or standard Brownian motion).
For H > %, the increments of the fBm are positively correlated and the fBm exhibits
long range dependence (long-memory property): Yo, E [(Bff — Bf)(Bf, — Bf)] = .
When H < %, the increments of the fBm become negatively correlated, resulting in its short



memory. For every H € (0,1), the fBm BY is a self-similar process with self-similarity

index H, since (B);>¢ 4 (" Bff)i>¢ for all constant ¢ > 0 (where £ denotes equality of
two processes in distribution). Also, clearly, for any H # %, BH is not a semimartingale,
implying that the standard techniques of stochastic calculus and stochastic integration
are not directly applicable in the fBm case. Moreover, sample paths of BH are nowhere
differentiable (with probability one) but the trajectories are Héolder continuous of any order
strictly less than H. Finally let us note that the fBm enjoys a number of fractional integral
relations with respect to a standard Wiener process. For example, B{I = f(f Ky (t,s)dWs
for some standard Wiener process W, where

t\H=3 H-1 Loy [ g
Kp(t,s) = cn (;) (t= )78 = (H = 3)s? wH=3 (u— s)H 3 du (17)
S
I
where cg = % It is useful to note that Ky(t,s) can also be represented
by:

1
Ku(t,s) = st (120510 (w) ) (s), (18)
1
where ¢§; = cyT'(H + 1) and ItIi 2 is the right-sided Riemann-Liouville fractional integral

of order H — 1/2, introduced earlier in this section. The above Wiener process W can be
reconstructed from BY via W, = fo t s)dBH | where the kernel K, H is given by

KHl(t,s):c'H<(z)H5(t—s)%—H—(H—;)sé—H/:uH Hu—s)} Hdu> (19)

1 T'(2—2H)
r(E-m)\/ 2HTG-H)I'(H+3)"

The latter kernel can also be written in the fol-

where ¢ =

lowing form:
1
K\ (ts) = —s31 (I;_ T (u)> (). (20)
Chr
Note that the above processes B and W generate the same natural filtrations.

The two-parameter fractional Brownian sheet (fBs) with Hurst indices (o, 3) € (0,1)2,
represents the two-parameter analogue of fBm, and can be defined as a continuous centered
Gaussian random field B*# = (B?’*B ,2 € R%), whose covariance structure is given by:
E(B?’ﬂBj/ﬁ) = vYa(21, 21)v8(22, 25), with 74,75 defined as in (16) and Vz = (21,22), 2’ =
(2], 2%) € R%—' Naturally the fBs inherits all the remarkable properties of an fBm, while
allowing one to introduce some new effects (like having long memory in one parameter, and
short memory in the other, for example). In the case when both Hurst indices are greater
than 1/2, we will call the {Bs persistent, as it displays long memory in both parameters.
Note also that the fBs could also be equivalently defined through its integral representation
with respect to a standard Wiener sheet. Namely,

B2P ;:/ Kao(z1,0)Ka(22,0)dWie, ), 2 € R, (21)
R,



where R, denotes the rectangle (0, z] = (0, z1] x (0, z2] (as before) and where (WC>CER2+ isa
standard Wiener sheet. On the other hand, if we let Kozlﬁ(z; Q) = K (2, Cl)K/gl(ZQ; C2),
where K 1(s,t) is the kernel defined in (19) (or (20)), then the following representation
is valid: W, = [, K;/lg(z; ¢ )dBZf’ﬁ . Clearly, above definition and properties extend to pa-

rameter spaces of dimension higher than two, but for brevity we will restrict our attention
to the two-parameter fBs case throughout the paper.

2 Nonlinear filtering of random fields with persistent frac-
tional Brownian sheet observation noise

While in the one-parameter case the topic of optimal nonlinear filtering with fractional
Gaussian observation noise has been studied quite extensively in a variety of contexts (see
e.g., 8], [9], [10], [11], [12], [13]), there is currently no mathematical literature devoted
to similar questions in the context of “spatial” filtering of multiparameter random fields.
Thus, we expect that results presented in this paper will be of interest to both theoretical
and applied scientists, especially in view of an increasing use of imaging technology in a
number of fields (ranging from biomedical applications to surveillance), where the spatial
structure of the underlying “signal” of interest is important and denoising and filtering of
“noisy” images and videostreams are clearly needed.

2.1 Observation model with persistent fBs noise. “Fractional-spatial”
Bayes’ formula.

Consider the following observation model:
Y, = / g(XQ)dC + BP, 2 e T=1[0,T] x [0,T5] C B2, (22)
R

where R, = (0, z] = (0, z1] x (0, 22, the signal of interest X = (X, z € T) and the obser-
vation random field Y = (Y;,z € T) are measurable (F,)-adapted random fields defined
on a complete filtered probability space (2, F, (F,), P), where the filtration (F,) satisfies
conditions (F'1)-(F4) given in Section 1.1, and B*# = (B?’ﬁ, z € T) is a fractional Brow-
nian sheet on (2, F, (F.), P) with Hurst parameters «, 3 € (%, 1) and B is assumed to
be independent of the signal process X. Throughout the paper let us assume that the
following conditions are satisfied:

(A1) Function g : R — R is Holder-continuous of order A on any finite interval in R,
where A > 2max(a, f) — 1;

and
(A2) The following integrability condition is satisfied:

15 1\ 2 ol 1 2
//1r <C?_2C§ 2) E [<D0+ ? ®Dg+zg.*(X)> (Cl,@)} d¢rd¢a < oo, (23)
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_1 _1
where Dg 42, Dg . 2 are the fractional Riemann-Liouville derivatives defined in Defini-

tion 1.7,
l_al_p
9:(X)(w) =2 2
and “®” denotes the tensor product of operators. Namely, given a function f : T — R
and a pair of linear operators L1, Lo, defined on appropriate functions of the form f; :
[0,T71] — R and fy : [0,T2] — R, respectively, let

9(X,(w)), Vz=(z1,22) € T,Vw € Q, (24)

<£1 & ﬁgf) (Zl, 22) = ﬁl(ﬁgf(-, 2’2))(21), V(Zl, 22) c [O,Tl] X [O,Tg].

Lemma 2.1 Fiz arbitrary o, 8 6 ( ) Let h: T — R be a Holder continuous function
of order (A1, A2), where Ay > a—f and Ao > 5_,_ Then there exists a function dp : T — R
such that ép, € La(T) and

/ K, 225 Q) = Sh(Q)dC, W(z1,20) €T, (25)
[0 Zl]X[O Z2]

[O,Zﬂ X [0,22}

1o Ll p

Moreover, if we let h*(z1,22) == 2{ 23 ' h(z1,22), then 0y, can be taken as follows:
1 CM—% 6—% (o] 2 B— 2 *
Sn(z1,22) = o (Dyy 2 ® Dy 2h*) (21, 22), V(z1,22) € [0,T1] x [0,T3]. (26)
a-p

Proof: Since linear combinations of tensor products of functions of single variable are
dense in the space of functions of two variables, it suffices to consider the case of functions
h of the form h(z1, z2) = h1(z1)ha(z2), where hy € H ([0, T1]), he € H*2([0,T3]). By (20),

/[Ozﬂx[ozﬂK;k(szz;C)h(C = /C‘a Dzﬁ w21y () (G (G)dG

c CB

></ C2 ﬁ( o : u’~ 21[022]( u)) (G2)ha(C2)dGa
0

B [/ G DG 1<u>><¢1>dC1H & (D5 b P ha(w) ()

CCB 0

_ / 0 (G, C2)dC1dCa,
[0,21]  [0,22]

where ¢p is defined by (26) and where we used the fractional differentiation by parts
formula (see corollaries from (6) in [7]), together with Theorem 1.2. Note also that if

_1
hy € HM([0,T1]), where A\; > o — &, then, by Theorem 1.2, hy € I& 2(L2([0,T1])), which

1
implies that [ hy(s)ds € I, a+2 (L2([0,T1])). If we let
1 1, a-1 1_
Oy (8) == C—*sa 2 (D0+ 2p2 ahl(v))(s), Vs € [0,T1], (27)

11



then one can easily check that
t ¢
Kolt, 5)0n, (5)ds — / hi(s)ds, Vit € [0,T}].
0 0
Since the integral operator IC, associated with the kernel K, i.e.

:/O Kaol(t,s)f(s)ds, fe€ Ly([0,T1]),

1
is an isomorphism from Ly([0,77]) onto Igfz (L2(]0,T1])), then f € Lo([0,T1]) if and only

1
if Cof € Ing(Lg([O,Tl])). Therefore, 05, € Lo([0,71]). Similarly one shows that if
hy € H*2([0,T%]), where Ay > 3 — %, then 0y, € La([0, Tb]), where

1 1
Sy (5) 1= C—*S’B_%(D&Q w2 Phy(v))(s), Vs € [0,T1].
B

Therefore, 0p, @n, = 0ny @ On, € La([0,T1] x [0,T3]), and the required result follows. [
Corollary 2.2 Fiz \g € (% ) Suppose the signal X = (X,,z € T) has almost
surely Hélder-continuous sample paths of order (\g,\g) and g satisfies condition (A1).
Then for almost all w €  one can define function (6,(X),z € T) by

1
B—3 «

1 a-l g_1l, -1
AT T DT 9D g (X)) (2), 2= (21,2) €T, (28)

0,(X)(w) :=

K
CaCh

with g*(X) defined by (24). Then, assuming also that (Ay) holds, §(X) = (0,(X),z € T)
has the following properties:

(i) 6.(X)(w) € Ly(T) for almost all w € Q and E [1(6.(X))?dz < oo;

(i1) For every rectangle R, = [0,2] C T,

R&%mm&m=é&wma& (29)
From now on suppose that the assumptions of Corollary 2.2 are satisfied. Let us
introduce processes
B . —1(,. B
/ ¢)dYe and W : Ka’ﬁ(z,()dB? , z€T. (30)

Then it is easy to see that WY = [ R. 5c(X)d¢ + WB. Next let us define a process
V=(V,,z€T) by:

vV, = exp{— /R 5. (X)W — ;/RZ((sC(X))%g}, 2eT. (31)
vz zexp{—/Rz 5¢(X)dW2/+;/RZ(5C(X))2d§}, zeT

12
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thus,

Vo men{ = [ accna( [ KGO 5 [ Ge)pac). seT. (@

Lemma 2.3 Let V = (V,,z € T) be defined by (32) (or, equivalently, by (31)). Then
E(‘/(TMTQ)) =1

Proof: Since B“? and X are independent, then W2 and X are independent, which
implies that one can define a standard Wiener sheet W on a complete probability space
(Q9, Fa, P»), define X on a complete probability space (21, F1, P;) and then consider the
processes on a product probability space (Q1 x Qg, Fi x Fo, P x Py), with W8(w) =
WEB(ws) and X (w) = X(w;) for all w = (w1,ws) € Q1 x Q2. Let Z(w) = Z(wy,wa) =
Jp0c(X (wl))dWB (w2). Then, upon taking into account Corollary 2.2, it follows that for
almost all (ﬁxed) w1, Z(wi,-) is a Gaussian random variable with mean 0 and variance

Jr [5<(X(w1))] d(, and, thus, for almost all w; € )y,

Ep, (Vir, 1) (w1,°)) = Ep, [exp{ — Z(wr,-) — ;/T [5<(X(w1))]2df}] -

which implies that

E(V(Tl,Tg)) :/ Vv(ThT2)(w1,w2)(P1 X PQ)(dwl,dWQ) = / 1P1(dwl) =1. O
leflg Q1

Theorem 2.4 Consider observation model (22), where the signal X = (X,,z € T) has

max(

1
2OD7E < Ny <
3. and g satisfies conditions (A1)-(As). Let P be a new probability measure on (Q, F)
given by:

almost surely Hélder-continuous sample paths of order (Ao, Ao), where

dP
dP
Then P is equivalent to P and, under P, (22) holds a.s., Y is a standard fBs with Hurst
indz’cesN(oz,ﬁ), X has the same law as under P, and processes X and Y are independent

under P. Moreover, the following “spatial-fractional” version of the Bayes’ formula holds:
For any F € Cp(R),

= Vv(Tl,Tg) CL.S.(P) (33)

E[F(X. (T1 ) 7] _E[FC)VFY

E(F(X:)|FY) = [ YT B[R]

(34)

where E denotes the mathematical expectation under P, FY denotes the filtration generated
by the observation process in the rectangle R, = [0, z1] x [0,22] C T, i.e.
Fli=0(Y;:0<(=<2), z€T,

and V= (V,,z € T) is defined by (32) (in terms of (28)).
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Proof: The first part of the theorem follows at once from the multiparameter Girsanov-
type theorem for the standard Wiener sheet (see e.g. Theorem 1 in [15], p. 89), Proposi-
tion 1.1 and Lemma 2.3. To prove Bayes’ formula, arguments similar to those constructed
in [2] for the two-parameter Wiener sheet observation noise can be used. The proof, to a
large extent, follows the lines of standard arguments used in the one-parameter (fractional
noise) case, thus, we will omit the details here. O

2.2 Evolution equation for the optimal nonlinear filter along an arbi-
trary increasing 1-dim curve

Here we present a stochastic evolution equation satisfied by the unnormalized optimal
filter when its dynamics is tracked along an arbitrary monotone non-decreasing 1-dim
continuous curve A connecting the origin to the point 7' = (731,72). By a monotone
non-decreasing path we mean that A is nondecreasing (in the sense of partial ordering
in the plane) in both z; and zy directions. For each z € T = [0,71] x [0, T3], let za be
the “smallest” point on A which is larger than or equal to z with respect to the partial
ordering . The path A divides domain T into two regions; the region below A, which is
denoted by DlA, and the region above A, denoted by D2A.

Namely, DlA = {C eT:(oCA = CA} and D5 = {C eT:(AOC= (A}, where we use the
notation a ® b := (ay, by) for arbitrary a = (a1,a2),b = (b1,b2) € R% (as in Section 1.1).

Definition 2.1 Let (F,,z € T) be a filtration satisfying conditions (F1)-(F4) of Sec-
tion 1.1. Suppose A is a monotone nondecreasing continuous 1-dim curve connecting the
origin to point T = (T1,T2) € R%.. Then

i) A process ¢ = (¢5,z € T) is called A-adapted if ¢, is F.,-measurable for all z € T.

i1) A process X = (X,,z € T) is called a A-martingale if X is A-adapted and

E[X(z,z'”sz] =0 for all 0<2z=<2 <T.

Definition 2.2 Let Ha be the space of processes ¢ = (¢, z € T) satisfying the following
conditions:

(a) ¢ is a bimeasurable function of (w, z);

(b) JpE¢idz < oo;

(ca) ¢ is A-adapted.

For ¢ € Ha, define processes gbiA = ((;SiAz,z € T) € Hi, i = 1,2 (see Definition 1.4 for
definitions of Hj,Hz2), by:

oA — ¢., if z € DB,
710, otherwise;

A ¢Z7 lf z e DQA)
and @5} —{ 0, otherwise.

Then ¢, = gblAZ + qbQAZ for almost all z € T and one can construct stochastic integral
fT 0. dW, = (¢ o W):% for ¢ € Ha and show the following properties for the resulting
integral (see [14] for details):

14



Proposition 2.5 Let A be a monotone nondecreasing 1-dim continuous curve connecting
the origin to the final point T. Let ¢ € Ha and define the stochastic integral of ¢ with
respect to a standard Wiener sheet (W, F,,z € T) by

(poW)2 = (¢ o W), + (¢5 0 W),, z €T, (35)

where the two stochastic integrals on the right-hand side of (35) were discussed earlier in
Section 1.1. Then the integral has the following properties:

i) (p o W)™ is a A-martingale;

ii) (¢ o W)2 is a one-parameter martingale on the path A;

iii) If A and A" are two monotone nondecreasing paths connecting the origin to T and both
passing through a point zg € T, and ¢ is both A and A’-adapted, then (qboW)ZAO = ((;SOW)zAO/.

Suppose our signal X, is a two-parameter semimartingale in the plane of the form:
X, = Xo+ GcdWe + / OcdC + / Yo, dWedWer (36)
Rz Rz Rz XRZ
+ / e dCdWer + / geordWedd', z €T, (37)
Rz XRz Rz XRz

where, as usual, R, = [0, z1] X [0, 22] and ¢ € Hp and ¥, f,g € H, where spaces Ho, H are
defined as in Definition 1.4 and Definition 1.5.

Then, by [14], for an arbitrary monotone nondecreasing continuous 1-dim curve A,
connecting the origin to T, there exist n; = n(A,() and v = v(A, () such that n € Ha
and

X, =Xy —|—/ n(A, Q)dWe +/ v(A,Q)d¢, z € A. (38)
R

If 0 is A-adapted, then v can be chosen A-adapted. As such, X is clearly a sample-
continuous semimartingale on A.

In the rest of Section 2.2 we will therefore assume that the signal process X is of the
form (38), where the standard Wiener sheet W is independent of the observation random
field Y. Let us consider the nonlinear filtering model (22) along with conditions (A,), (A,)
and recall the general framework of Section 2.1.

Theorem 2.6 Let A be an arbitrary monotone nondecreasing continuous 1-dim curve
connecting the origin to the final point T € ]Ri. Let us assume that the observation
model (22) holds, along with conditions (A,), (A,), and suppose that the signal X is a two-
parameter semimartingale in the plane, which is written in the form (38), where n € Ha
and v is A-adapted, and whose trajectories are Hélder-continuous of order (Ao, o), where

_1
Ao > % For F € C’g(R), consider the unnormalized optimal filter
o.(F) = E[F(X,)V, | FY], 2 €T, (39)

introduced in Theorem 2.4. Then the following stochastic evolution equation, governing
the dynamics of the unnormalized optimal filter along the monotone increasing path A, is

15



satisfied:

0.(F) = op(F) +/RZ oca (VF’—l—;nQF”)dC—l—/Z %(Fé)d(/Rc K;},((;C’)dl@), z €A,
(40)
where
0cs (F8) i= B[F (Xey) 0cs (V| 7L, (41)
and (0,(X),z € T) is defined in (28).

Proof: Let us reparameterize A by {z(¢);0 < ¢ < 1} so that the process {X,,z € A} can
be rewritten as {Xz(t), 0 <t < 1}. By Proposition 2.5, X is a continuous one-parameter
semimartingale on A, thus, by Ito’s formula (for one-parameter case), for all F € CZ(R),

t
F(Xz(t)) - F(XZ(O)) +/ F( dXz(s / FH X X>z(s)7 te [Ov 1]a
0

where (X, X)) = [ R nCdC Note that one can re-express F' along A free of the earlier

parametrlzatlon as follows:

1
F(X.) = F(Xy) +/ F'(X¢p )dXe + 2/ F”(XCA)nng 2z € A.
4 RZ
Similarly, since
B e 2
z(t = exp 5 sz (s) + 0 [52'(5) (X)} dz(s) , L€ [07 1]7
then
Vi = / Vb (X)aWE, + vz(s) ot (O2d2(5), t€ [0,1],
where the latter equation can also be rewritten free of parametrization as
vl=1 +/ VC?(SCA(X)dWCY, z e A.

Moreover,

_ b 1
Vo F(Xey) = F(Xy0) + /0 Voo (Vz(s>F [(Xa() + 72 P z(s))>d2( )

t t
-1 -1 Y
+/(; V;;(S)F/(Xz(s))nz(s)dwz(s) +/(; F(Xz(s))‘/z(s)(sz(s) (X)sz(s)’ te [07 1]

Then, upon taking conditional expectations obeoth sides of the above one-parameter
equation with respect to }—;Et) = }'ZVV(J under P, one arrives at the following equation
along the path A:

t 1 t
7.0(F) = ax(F) + [ oy WP+ 5P Pax(s) + [ o (FOaWY,. te 0.1
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where

O2(s) (F(S) = E[V;zsl)F(Xz(s))(sz(s) (X)|~7:,325)]

The latter evolution along the 1-dimensional path A can be expressed free of parametriza-
tion as follows:

1
O'Z(F) _ O'()(F) +/R O'CA(VFI + 2n2F//)dC+/ UCA(F(S)dWQY7 z € A,

z

or, equivalently,

7P =P+ [ e WP+ prrac [ o raa( [ KMGOY), sea,
¢

(42)

z z

where the equations hold almost surely under P and P. [

Note 2.1 Let us observe that, in contrast to the case of filtering in the presence of a
martingale observation noise, the above stochastic evolution equation (40) cannot be in-
terpreted as a measure-valued SPDE in view of the special meaning assigned to o(+) in (41).
The latter is necessary because 6,(X) is not a function of X, but rather is a function of
the entire “history” (X¢,0 < ¢ < 2).

2.3 Analogue of Duncan-Mortensen-Zakai equation for the optimal filter
in the case of 2-parameter dynamics with fractional Brownian sheet
noise

The stochastic evolution equation (40) developed in Section 2.2, governing the dynamics
of the unnormalized optimal filter, is two-dimensional in form, but clearly one-dimensional
in spirit. Our objective in this section is to develop a “fractional-spatial” analogue of the
Duncan-Mortensen-Zakai equation for the unnormalized optimal filter which is inherently
two-dimensional.

Let a: R — R and b : R — R be measurable functions satisfying the following Lipshitz
and growth conditions: there exists a finite constant C' > 0 such that for all z,y € R,

la(z) = a(y)| + [b(z) = b(y)| < Clz —y|

and
la(z)| + [b(z)| < C(1 + [x).

Then there exists a unique strong solution to the following multiparameter SDE (see
e.g. [15]):

X, = X0+/ Cl(Xc)dC +/ b(XC)dW<7 z €T,
R, R

where W denotes a standard Wiener sheet. Moreover, the solution has Hélder-continuous
sample path of order (A1, \g) for all A\j, Ay € (0, %)

17



Theorem 2.7 In the framework of Section 2.1, assume that the observation model (22)
holds, and that above Lipshitz and growth conditions on a(-) and b(-) are satisfied and
conditions (A,), (Ay) are valid. Suppose that the signal X is the unique strong solution of
the following SDE:

X, = X0+/ Cl(Xc)dC —l—/ b(Xc)dWC, z €T, (43)
R. R
where W is a standard Wiener sheet independent of the observation Y. Let o.(F) :=
E[F(X.)V, 1| FY], i.e. 0.(F) is the unnormalized conditional expectation corresponding
to the optimal filter. Then for all F' € Cf(R), evolution of the unnormalized optimal filter
has the following structure:

O'Z(F):J()(F)—l-/ Ug(aF'—l—;bQF”)dC—l—/ UC(F(S)dWCY

z

+// O-QC’(F;(S & 5)dWCYdW2//
R.xR,
1
+ // oo (F'a®68) + So¢ o (F"5 0% @ 8)|dCdW:
R.xR. 2
1
+ // [UC,C’(F/; d®a)+ *O'QC/(F”; 0 ® 52)]dW2/dCI
R.xR.- 2

1 1 ‘
0 e (7 ase) o (P maas) o (1))
R:XR,
3 (44)
where ® denotes the tensor product of functions 0.(F8) = E[F(X,)6.(X)V, 1| FY],
0. (F;6®0) = I@[F(szzx)éz(X)(s (X)L | FX,.], and for arbitmry functions fy :

R —R, fr: R? - R we put O'ZZ (fl,fg) = E[fl( v ) o (X, X))V sz | z\/z] for all
z,2' € T. (In (44), fR ¢)dY: and 6§ is given by (28), as before.)

Note 2.2 In Theorem 2.7, we could write 0,(F) = 0, ,(F;1), where 1 denotes function
on R? which is identically equal to one.

Proof of Theorem 2.7: First note that, under P, Y is a fractional Brownian sheet with
Hurst indices («, 3), while the corresponding field WY, given by W) = | R. K;/lg(z; ¢)dYe,
is a standard Wiener sheet and the two random fields generate the same natural filtration,
thus, the observation 31gma—ﬁeld (FY)o<2<7 has properties (F'1)-(F4) of Section 1.1.
Similarly, (FX).er and (F:*Y).er have properties (F1)—(F4) under reference probability
measure P. Note also that the paths of X = (X,,z € T) are almost surely Holder-
continuous of arbitrary order (A1, \2), where A, Ay < %, thus 9 is well-defined and the
conclusions of Corollary 2.2 hold. Next, by a version of the It6’s formula for multiparameter

semimartingales (see [5]), we obtain that for arbitrary F € Ci(R),

FO6) = FOX0) + [ P8 [a(Xdg + bW + 5 [ F(XB(X00dg

z z
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+//RZ><RZ F//(ngcl)b(Xg)b(XCI)dWCdWCI
1! 1 " 2
—l—// [F (XCVC’)[’(XC)“(XC’) + §F (ng(’)b(Xc)b (Xg/)]dCde/
R.XR,
" 1 " 2 /
+// [F"(Xeve)b(X)a(Xer) + 5 F (Xever)b(Xo)b™ (Xer) [dWedC
R.xR,
1
+ // I(C A C/) [F//(XCvgl)a(Xg)a(XC/) + §FW(XCV</)(O(Xg)bz(Xc/) + O(XC/)[‘JQ(Xc))
R.XR,
+F 0 (X )b (X (ch)} dgdg’.
Similarly, under 15, one shows that

vV, _1+/ Vo (X)W +// Vil 8c(X)6¢ (X)dWE dWd as.
z ZXRZ

Then the multiparameter version of the stochastic integration-by-parts formula (together
with independence of W and WY under ]5) yields a corresponding equation for the product
F(X,)V, 1. Upon taking conditional expectation of both sides of the latter equation for
F(X,)V; ! with respect to Y (where note that FY = V") and using Lemma 2.8, which
is proved below, one arrives at the following equation:

E(F(X.)V, HFY) = E(F(X0)|f(¥)+/ E ([a(XC)F’(XgH;bZ(XC)F”(XC)] vl \ff) d¢

z

+/ 1E(F(X<)5<(X)Vg1 | F)awy

//szz < (Xeve ) (X0 (X)Vue

- 1
] B[0P ) + 3 XOP (X ooV

Y
}"CVC/> AWy aw}y

fcv<,> d¢awy;

1
/ /R . ( (Xe)F' (Xever) + 562(X</)F”(XCV</)]5¢V e ]:CVC,)dWS/ d¢’
- 1 ..
" // HCAE <[F”(X<V<')0(Xc)a(Xc) + - FO) (Xeye)b? (Xo)0* (Xer)
R.XR. 4

5P (Xeue {02 (X )alX) + a<X<f>bZ<Xc>}] Veve

f{vc/>d§d§’ a.s.,

thus, the required conclusion follows. [
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Lemma 2.8 Let W and WY be independent standard Wiener sheets on a probability space
~ Y
(Q,Fr, P) and FI'"" = g(We, WY 0= < 2,0=<( <2), 2€T. Also let (F)V) and

(.7-'ZWY) denote the natural filtrations generated by W and WY, respectively. Consider a

process M (which is (]:;/V’WY)—measumble), given by

M, = / pcdW) + / / e, dWY dWY
R, R.XR.

where ¢ € Ho and Y € ﬂ, with Hy and H being defined with respect to filtration (]:;/V’WY).

Then
i) For any process ¥ € H,

E < / Ge o dWedWer 'fZWY) —0 as. P,
R.xXR.

E ( / Y crdWedC!
R, xR,

E ( / Ve crdCdWer
R.XR.

E ( / Yo dWedWY, 'J—;W Y) =0 as. P,
R.xR.

fZVY> =0 as. P,

fZWY> =0 as. P,

D ( [ wecawawg f;VY> —0 as. P.
R, xR,

i1) The following equation holds almost surely with respect to P:

E (07 :/R E (oc| 7) dWCY+/R E (Voo | £l ) awd awy.

=X,

Also,

- v 5 v R
E (/ wC,C’dCde .7:;4/ > = / E(lﬁgg/’f?\&/)dCde a.s. P,
R.XR, R.xR,

E ( / wc,c,dWCY ac’
R, xR,

Proof: Let us start by showing that the first equality in (i) holds, i.e. that

fZWY> = / E (¢ | Fe ) awy d¢' as. P.
R, xR,

E( / ¢C7cxdW<dW</|fZVY> =0
R.xR.

almost surely under P. By independence of W and WY, we may assume that W is a

standard Wiener sheet on a filtered complete probability space (2%, f:‘p/v , (.7:" W .et, PX),

z
whereas WY is a standard Wiener sheet on another filtered complete probability space
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(QY,.EWY, (FW),er, PY), where (FV) and (FV") are, respectively, natural filtrations
generated by processes W and WY (in QX and QY respectively), and (Q, Fr, P) =
(X xQY, .7:"¥V ><.7:"¥VY , PX x PY), i.e. the product probability space. Then W and WY are
defined on (Q, Fr, P) by W.(w) = W, (w1) and WY (w) = WY (wy) for all w = (wy,ws) € Q.
Then, clearly, FV = FW x {0,Q¥} and FV" = {0,QX} x FV".

Next let us fix some n € N and consider a partition of rectangle Ry = (0, 7] (where
T = (T1,T3)) into rectangles A= (Z(i,j)az(i—i-l,j—i-l)]a where 2(,5) = (27T, 275 T3).
Let S be the class of processes ¢ of the form:

m—1

¢(C:C')= Z aileAi,j(olAk,e<<l)7 (45)

1,7,k €=0

Y

where ok is .7-"22 7;/;/\/2(1‘3 Z)—measurable. By definition of the double integral,

2" —1

/R CWW =37 g Ly ey WU 0 A W 0 A
2 Xtz i,7,k,0=0

Then,

f@( / (¢, VAW edWer | FIV Y>
R.xXR,
-1 5
= > E[aijkel{i<k}m{z<j}W(Rz NAHW (R N Age) | {0,0%) x 7Y } :
ivjvk;ve:O

Note that VQ € f;’VY, we have

/QX 0 aijre(wi, w2) L gemngee iy W (R N A j) (w1)W(R: N Agg)(wi)dP (w1, wo)
X

—/;2 |:/QX Oéijld(wlaW2)1{i<k}ﬂ{f<j}W(Rz N Ai,j)(wl)W(Rz N Ak7g)(wl)de<w1):| dPY(U.)Q)

= 0, since for fixed wy € Q9 and for all ¢ < k and ¢ < j, random variables ;jxe(-, w2),
W(R, N Age) and W (R, N A; ;) are mutually independent. Thus,

~ v Y
E[aijkfl{i<k}m{é<j}W(Rz N Ai,j)W(RZ N A]@g) ‘ {@, QX} X ]:;/V ] =0 as.(P),
implying that for any simple process ¢ € S,

T / wY D
E( / W(C, AW AW | FY > — 0 as. (P).
R.XR.
Since S is dense in ﬂ, the required equality follows for arbitrary ¢ € H by taking ap-
propriate limits. Similar arguments show that the remaining equalities in (i) are also

valid.
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To prove (ii), let us show that Vi € H,

E(/ ¢(c,g’)dW{dW§yijy> :/ E[(¢, ) FLL)dWY dwy as.  (46)
RZXRZ RzXRz
First, consider ¢ € S of the form (45). Then
E( [ wohawdawy sy Y)
R.XR,
2" —1

~ y
Z Elaijrel 7Y 11 iicmneep WY (R N A )WY (R, N Ayy), (47)
il l=0

where note that

1{i<k}m{g<j}WY(Rz N ALJ')WY(RZ N Age) =0 unless Z(k,j) = (Z(z‘,j) \ Z(k,é)) << z.

Y
Since ke is .7-"2;‘?; -measurable and z( ;) << 2, then the conditional expectation in the
right-hand side of (47) satisfies equation

E[aijkf‘f;/vy] E[aljk‘€| Z(k,j )} a.8.,

by independence of W and WY and since Wiener sheets generate independently scattered
measures. Thus,

E( / W(¢, ¢ )awl awl | 7Y Y)
R. xR,
2n—1

= ) Elognl Z(kj)]l{Kk}m{kj}WY(RzmAi,j)WY(RZmAM) a.s.  (48)
1,5,k £=0

On the other hand,

/szRz [W(¢ ONFN ] dwE awy

2" 1
Y
= / Elaijue Flo11a,,(O)1a,, (¢ dWY dW)
ZXRZijké 0
2" —1
= / Z 1{z<k}ﬁ{€<j}E [O‘Ukﬂfgvg’] 1Az g (C)lAk,z (C,)dWCYdWC}’/v (49)

X Re ik 1—0

where the last equality holds by definition of the double integral. Note that

Lickyne<iyla, ; (O1a,,(¢') # 0 implies that (V' € Ay, o,
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which, in turn, implies that E[aijkg\fggz/,] (in the right-hand side of (49)) equals almost

surely to E[aijkg|f!([;:)}, since e is f%zy—measurable. Thus, from (49) by definition
of the double integral,

~ Y
/ E[¢(¢, C’)|}‘<V€C/}dW2/ de,’
R. xR,
2m—1

Z E Oézjkg’ 2k, J)] 1{i<k}m{€<j}WY(Rz N Ai7j)WY(RZ N Akg) a.s. (50)
1,5,k £=0

From (48) and (50), it follows that (46) holds for all ¢ € S. Since S is dense in H, it follows
that (46) holds for all ) € H by taking appropriate limits. Similarly one establishes that
Vo € Ho,

/ qbgdWY‘}"WY) / (¢C| )dWCY a.s.,

thus, the first statement in (ii) is proved. The remaining two statements in (ii) can be
established by analogous arguments. [

3 Conclusions

In this paper the problem of spatial nonlinear filtering of a multiparameter semimartin-
gale random field, with estimation based on an observation random field perturbed by
a long-memory fractional noise, has been considered. Two types of stochastic evolution
equations, governing the dynamics of the unnormalized optimal filter in the 2-dimensional
plane, has been derived. One equation follows the dynamics of the optimal filter along an
arbitrary non-decreasing (in the sense of partial ordering) one-dimensional curve, while
the other describes behavior of the optimal filter in terms of “truly” 2-dimensional dynam-
ics. In view of long-memory in the observation noise, neither equation can be viewed as
measure-valued SPDE and their interpretation is not trivial. However natural questions
regarding uniqueness and robustness of the solutions to the evolution equations, as well
as construction of suboptimal filters, can be addressed and the authors plan to do so in
the forthcoming work.

Despite numerous important practical applications of spatial nonlinear filtering (in
connection with “denoising” and filtering of images and video-streams in physical, bio-
logical and atmospheric sciences, for example), there currently appears to be very little
mathematical literature on the subject. In particular, the results presented in this paper
represent the first mathematical results pertaining to spatial nonlinear filtering of random
fields in the presence of long-memory (fractional) spatial observation noise.
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