arXiv:math/0112056v1 [math.PR] 6 Dec 2001

DISCRETE SPACINGS

Chris A.J. Klaassen and J. Theo Runnenburg
Korteweg - de Vries Institute for Mathematics

University of Amsterdam
The Netherlands

November 20, 2001

Summary

Consider a string of n positions, i.e. a discrete string of length n. Units
of length k are placed at random on this string in such a way that they do not
overlap, and as often as possible, i.e. until all spacings between neighboring
units have length less than k. When centered and scaled by n~'/2 the
resulting numbers of spacings of length 1,2,...,k — 1 have simultaneously
a limiting normal distribution as n — oo. This is proved by the classical
method of moments.
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1. Introduction and main result

Imagine a row of n hooks on which one hangs hats at random. Each hat
needs k adjacent hooks. Successive hats are put on the hooks by a random
device that selects the next set of k£ adjacent hooks to be covered by a hat
with equal probabilities from the remaining sets of k adjacent hooks. This

process continues until all sequences of adjacent free hooks have size less than
k.

Let X, ; be the resulting number of sequences of adjacent free hooks of
exactly size j. Necessarily j ranges from 1 to k — 1. In the formulation

of the problem given in the Summary, X, ; is the number of spacings of

length j. In this paper asymptotic normality of X, = (Xn,la . ,Xnvk_l)T

is proved.

Theorem 1.1 Let X,, be the vector of numbers of spacings of length 7,
j=1,...,k—1. Then

(1.1) Z, =n"Y*(X, - EXn)g N(0,%) ,as m — 00,
and
(1.2) n~1/? (EX,, —nb) — 0 ,as m — 00,

hold. The components 8;, j =1,...,k—1, of 6 are described in Lemma 3.1
and N(0,%) denotes the centered normal distribution with covariance matrix
Y= (Jij)ij_.:ll and with o;; as defined in (3.13) through (3.15).

An outline of our proof of this limit theorem is given in Section 2. The
limit behavior of expectation vector and covariance matrix of X, is stud-
ied in Section 3. The case k = 2 has been treated along different lines by
Runnenburg (1982), who also gives references to literature about this prob-
lem. As Runnenburg (1982) mentions, the random device we study here is
relevant to problems in chemistry. Mackenzie (1962) describes its application
to complete adsorption of linear molecules into parallel troughs (valleys) on
suitable crystal surfaces. Here each trough is represented by our row of hooks
and our hats symbolize the linear molecules. Mackenzie (1962) has derived the
asymptotic behavior of the mean E X,, by a similar technique as in our Lemma
3.1. The strength of our approach is in Lemma 2.1, which enables us to derive
the asymptotic normality from the convergence of the first two moments. Our
results are compared to these results from literature in Section 4.

A continuous version of this problem has been suggested by Rényi (1958).
It is called the parking problem and it has been studied by Dvoretzky and
Robbins (1964). Coffman, Flatto, and Jelenkovi¢ (2000) study the number of
vacant intervals in this parking problem when the cars arrive according to a
Poisson process in time and place. They consider the asymptotic behavior of
mean and variance of this number of intervals at fixed time as the available
space (the length of the row of hooks in the discretized version) grows beyond
bounds.



2. Heuristics and a key lemma

Clearly, when placing the first hat there are n—k-+1 possibilities, which
all have the same probability 1/(n —k+1). If the first hat occupies positions
j+ 1 through j+ k then two rows of hooks are left, one of size j and the
other one of size n—k—j. Let J be a random variable uniformly distributed
on {0,1,...,n—k} and let the (k—1)-vector X; have the same distribution
as X;. We assume that J, Xo, X1,..., Xn, X0, X1,...,X,, are independent.
The above reflection shows (cf. Lemma 2.4 of Runnenburg (1982))

(2.1) L(Xn)=L(Xs+Xn-p—g), n=k k+1,....

In terms of characteristic functions this can be formulated simpler:

n—k

.T 1 . T - T
Eets Xn — Eets X; Eets Xnkj),
(2.2) n—k+1z< )(

§=0
seRFY n=kk+1,....

With s =n"12¢t and Z, as in the theorem this becomes

n—k
. 1 T N1 2
EeltTZn — E (Eelt (]/n) ZJ)
(2.3) n—k+1=

(EeitT((n—k—j)/n)1/2zn_k_j)ein*1/2tT(EXj+EXn_k_j—EX,L)

Here Z; is degenerate at 0.

If we could prove that for some finite constant B
(24) |EX;+EX,_xp—;—EX,||<B, j=0,....n—k, n=kk+1,...,

holds with || -] the Euclidean norm and that {Z,} has a limit distribution
with characteristic function 1 then we could deduce from (2.3)

(2.5) Y(t) = /w(ﬁt)w(\ﬂ —ut)du, teRFL

By Lemma A.1 from the Appendix this integral equation implies that
{Z,} is asymptotically normal, but the asymptotic covariance structure is not
determined in this way, not even if we would know the limit behavior of the
covariance matrix of Z,. Therefore, we will not try to elaborate the details of
this approach, but we will use the classical method of moments instead, which
does yield the asymptotic covariance matrix.



This method of moments is based on the theorem of Fréchet and Shohat
(1931) about the celebrated moment convergence problem, which states that
if all moments of {Z,,} converge to the corresponding moments of Z and if
the moments of Z determine its distribution uniquely, then {Z,,} converges to
Z in distribution; see 11.4.C, p.187, of Loeve (1977) or Takacs (1991). Our
key-stone for the method of moments is the fact that the normal distribution
is indeed determined uniquely by its moments. By considering {c!Z,} and
c'Z for all ¢ we see that the multidimensional result is obtained from the
one-dimensional result.

In Section 3 we shall show the validity of (2.4). Let Z,
= n %X, — EX,),n = 1,2,...,Zy = 0 as. Note that it follows from
(2.3) and (2.4) that for all ¢ € R¥"! and all m € N, once we have
sup; E|cTZ;|™~! < 0o, then we obtain

n—~k . -

1 J T n—k—j r;
=——— E(/= T Zj+\———= " Znij
Y (V2 ozt oz
" (EXj + EXpop—j — EXn)>
()

1 n
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(2.6) ( n—k jCTZn—k—j) }+O(n_1/2)
n
N\ i/2 g (m=i)/2 i
) (=) )
n



and similarly
E|cTZ,|™

n—k . .
1 Jir [n—k—j 1
< — ) =\c' Z; Lk
_n—k-i-ljz::() (\/;}C i+ n & k=il

1 m
t " (EX; + EXp—i—j — EXy) })

(2.7) m—1 n—k , .\ i/2 N (m—i)/2
2 (Nemmx () (57) e
T m—i 2 = J m/ T, |m
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These relations between the (absolute) moments of ¢’ Z, enable us to derive
the asymptotic behavior of all moments of order m > 2 from that of the
moments of orders 1 and 2, by the following key result.

Lemma 2.1 Let {a,}°, be a sequence of reals. If for some k € N, a € R,
and > 1

n—k , .\ B
2 J
(2.8) an:aﬁ—iZ(—) a; +o(1), as n — oo,
n—Fk+1 —\n
holds, then {a,} converges and
1
29) Jim o=

holds. Moreover, if the elements a, of a possibly other sequence {an}o,
are nonnegative and bounded from above by the right-hand side of (2.8) for
some k€ N, a € R, and > 1, then sup,, a, is finite.

Proof. If lim,,_,o|a,| = oo, then there exists a sequence {n;}, n; — oo as
1 — 00, such that

|an,| = sup{lan| : b < n;},
|an,| — oo.

By (2.8) this yields




which is a contradiction in view of [ > 1. Consequently, we have

(2.10) lim |a,| < oo, and sup |a,| = a < co.
n—00 n

Incidentally, this proves the second statement of the Lemma. Let m, be a
sequence of integers tending slowly to infinity; more precisely, m, — oo and
my/n — 0 as n — co. By (2.8) and (2.10) we obtain

i an < T {— 2 5" () sup ap 20—
n < — = a [ —
n—00 n—00 n_k+1j:m n h275n h n—=k-+1

1
(2.11) =a + hm{ / #Pdz sup ah}
0

n—oo thn

=q + I 1nh_>néoan
Consequently, we have
— 1
(2.12) lim a, <« b+ .
n—00 —1
Similarly, we obtain
lim a, > a+ li { 2 f 2 M }
im inf ap — 20 ————
nooo T oo\ B Lhzm, T T n k1
2
= + s
B+ 1m0 "
and hence
1
(2.13) lim a, >« b+
n—o00 5 -1

QED

From (2.6) and Lemma 2.1 with 5 =m/2 > 1 it follows that all moments
converge once the first two (absolute) moments do and more explicitly that

1
lim E CTZn m+2 / 2/2 (m Z)/2dl'
n—oo m 2
O

- lim E(c Zn) lim E< Zn)
n—oo n—oo

holds. Note that existence (and boundedness in n) of the odd moments is ver-
ified here by application of the second part of Lemma 2.1 to the corresponding

(2.14)

6



absolute moments satisfying (2.7). Of course, the first moment vanishes. As-
sume

(2.15) lim E(c’'Z,)* = 0% < 0

n—oo

and note that this implies the existence and boundedness in n of the first
absolute moments. Denote lim E(cTZn)m by pm for m > 2. From (2.14)

. . n—oo
and by induction on m we arrive at

0 odd
(2.16) o, = it m is
2= 2mlo™ /(m/2)! even,

which are the moments of a normal distribution with mean 0 and variance

o?. This yields asymptotic normality of ¢’ Z, by the method of moments

as discussed in Section 1, since the normal distribution is determined by its
moments; see e.g. Feller (1971), Examples VIII.6(b) and VIII.1(e), pages 269
and 251, 252. Consequently, the proof of (1.1) is complete once we have proved
(2.4) and (2.15) with 02 = ¢I'Yec. This will be done in the next section.

3. Asymptotics for the first two moments

Asymptotically EX, behaves as follows.
Lemma 3.1 With the notation

en(y) = exp{2[y +y*/2+ ...+ y" 1/ (k- 1]}

and
1

0; = 2(er(1))” /(1 —y)er(y)dy, j=1,....k—1,

there exists for every R > 1 a constant Bpr with
(3.1) |EX,;—(n+k);|<BgrR™, j=1,....,k—1, n=1,2,....

Note that (3.1) implies (2.4) and (1.2), and enables us to conclude from
(1.1) that also

(3.2) n1/2 (Xn - ne) 2, N(0,%)

holds. Therefore, the proof of Theorem 1.1 is complete once (1.1) has been
shown.



Proof of Lemma 3.1 Fix ¢ € R*! and let v, = Ec'X,,. By (2.1) or (2.2)

n—~k
Yo = n%]m Z(%‘ + Yn—k—j)
(3.3) =
— 771_1“ Z%-, n="kk+1,...,
j=0
and hence

(3.4) m—k+1v,=N—-k)Yp-1+2V%-—t n=k+1Ek+2 ...,

hold. Using generating functions similar to Overdijk (1981) (see also Mackenzie
(1962)) we define

(3.5) G(z) = i s

n=k+1

for |z] <1 (note~, = O(n)). Multiplying (3.4) by 2"* and summing over
n=k+1,k+2,... we obtain

(1—2)G'(2) =22"71G(2) + 2[niz + ... + 2" + Wz

In fact, 7 =0 since Xy =0 a.s.,and v, =¢; for i =1,...,k—1. Solving
this differential equation under the side condition G(0) =0 we obtain

G(z) = (1—2)""(2),

z

P(z) = 2(ek(z))_1 / [cly + ..+ ck_lyk_l} (1 —1y)ex(y)dy.
0

(3.6)

Note that (z), z € C, is an entire function and write ¥ (z) = X,a;2".
Then (3.6) yields

%) n—k+1
(3.7) G(z) = Z Z (n—k+2—1i)a;z" !
n=k+1 i=2

and hence by comparison to (3.5), for n=k+1,k+2,...,

n—k+1

Yn = Z (n—k’+2_i>ai
(3.8) :Oo(n—k—i-Q—Z')ai— i (n—k‘—i—Q—i)CLi

1=2 i=n—k-+3
=mn—-k+2)9(1)-¢'(1) + R,



with

oo oo

(3.9) Ral=| > (i-(n—k+2)a|< > ilas.

i=n—k+3 i=n—k-+3

Since (z), z € C, is an entire function, 2z9'(z) = > ;°,ia;z" is entire
as well and by Cauchy’s root test for the radius of convergence of analytic
functions we obtain

(3.10) Tim [ia; |/ = 0.

1— 00

Consequently, for arbitrary R > 1 and n sufficiently large we have

(3.11) ; ila| < ; R = fR_l.

Finally, note

(3.12) (n—k+2)y(1) = ¢'(1) = (n+ k)9 (1) = (n + k)c'0,
which by (3.8),(3.9), and (3.11) implies the lemma. QED

For our study of the (asymptotic) covariance structure of X, we need
some extra notation. Let

z

(3.13) GA@=2O—@”@A@Y‘/¢u—ykaw@

0

be the generating function as in (3.5) through (3.6) of the means of X, ; ,i =
1,....k—1,n=k+1,k+2,..., and define

Hij(2) =(1 = 2)2" 1) + (1 = 2)* (2" + 271 Gi(2)) (27 + 271Gy (2))
—0:0;(1 - 2) 2(3 + (4k —5)(1 — 2) + 2(k — 1)*(1 — 2)?

(3.14) —2k*(1—2)" — (24 (4k = 3)(1 — 2) + (2k — 1)*(1 — 2)°
—4k*(1 — 2)3 ’f) 1,....k—1.

We will show that

(3.15) 7 =2(ex(0) " [ Hywestv)dy

is well defined and even that



Lemma 3.2 For i,j=1,...,k—1, and for every R > 1,
(3.16) Cov(Xp,i, Xn,j) = (n+k)oi; + O(R™™), as n — oo,

holds and consequently 3. of Theorem 1.1 satisfies

k—1

(317) E = (O-ij)i,jzl'

Proof. Fix 4,5 € {1,...,k—1} andlet ¢, = EX,,; X, ; — (n+ k)%6,0; for
n=0,1,.... By (2.1) or (2.2) we obtain

n—k
2
(318) Cp = P 1 Z{Ch—l—(h—l—k)zgigj—|—EXh’iEXn_k_h’j}—(n—f—k)Q@i@j
h=0
and hence

(3.19) (n—k+1)cp, = (n—k)cn—1+2ch—k+20n, 5, n=k+1,k+2,...,

with

n—k—1

Onyij = Z {en,it; +Oien; + enil€n—rk—nj — €n—k—n-1;4)}
h=0

+ kbien—r j,
Gh’i:EXhJ—(h—l—k})@i, 1=1,....k—1,h=0,1,....

Tedious computation shows

[ee) (e e) (e e)
E 5n,i,jzn_k = E E {Gh,izhejzn_k_h + 9ieh,jzhzn_k_h
n=k+1 h=0n=k+h+1

h n—k—nh h n—k—h—1
+eniz €n—k—h,% — €h,i% €n—k—h—1,j% z}

+ k@i Z eh,jzh
h=1

=(1—2)(z" + 2" 71G;(2) (27 + zk_lGj(z))
+0:0;{k* — (1 —2)3(1+ (k- 1)(1 - 2))*}.

By an argument similar to that to derive (3.6) through (3.8) from (3.4) we
obtain from (3.19)

(3.20) Gij(z) = Y cn2" M = (1—2)2¢y(2)

n=k+1
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with
z

(3.21) vige) =2(ex(2) " [ Hywestwdy =Y s
h=3

0

and consequently, as in (3.6) through (3.9) and (3.12),

3.22
( ) :(n—l—k)aw—l—Rn

with ;;(1) = 0;; given in (3.15) and with

(3.23) IRo| < ) hlbal.
h=n—k+3

To complete the argument along the lines of the end of the proof of Lemma

3.1, i.e. along the lines of (3.10) we have to show that ;;(z), z € C, is
entire. Indeed, it may be verified that, as z — 1, the function G;(z), z € C,
behaves like 6;(1 —2)"2(1+2(k—1)(1—2))+ O(1) and hence H;;(z) like O(1).
Consequently, H;;(z), z € C, is entire, since (1 — 2)?G,(z) is. Together with
QED

Lemma 3.1 this implies that (3.22) yields (3.16).

Note that by the argument of Section 2, (3.16) implies that all moments

of ¢I'Z, with Z, asin (1.1) converge to those of a normal distribution.

Consequently, Theorem 1.1 holds with ¥ as in (3.17).

4. Comparison to literature

For k =2 and i = j = 1, Lemma 3.1 holds with

1

(4.1) 01 = 26_2/ (1 —y)ye*¥dy = e 2.
0

Furthermore, lengthy computations show

(4.2) Gi(z) = (1—2)"2%e* —1,

Hll(z) :Z(l — z) + (1 _ 2(1 _ 2’)_1 + (1 o Z)_2)6_4Z
(43) —eH((1-2)7?+2(1—2) 7" +1+29(1 - 2)
—49(1 — 2)* +16(1 — 2)*),

and finally

1
(4.4) o011 = 26_2/ Hyi(y)e*dy = de™*.
0

11



These results agree with the expressions for the asymptotic mean and variance
obtained in (3.20) and (3.27) respectively, of Runnenburg (1982). Mackenzie
(1962) has studied asymptotic mean and variance of the total vacant length

k—1
(4.5) Vi=> iXn;
=1

Our Theorem 1.1 yields asymptotic normality of the standardized V,,. More-
over, Lemma 3.1 and
(4.6)

1
— ()~ [ @iy
0
yield the existence for every R > 1 of a constant Br with
1
(4.7 |EV, —(n+ k)(l — k(ep(1))? /ek(y)dy| <BrR ", n=12,....
0

This result is in line with (A28) and (A25) of Mackenzie (1962). An asymptotic
expression with an exponentially small error as above can be obtained also for
the variance of V,, via Lemma 3.2.

Appendix

Lemma A.1 Any random variable on R¢ with characteristic function 1)
satisfying integral equation (2.5), i.e.

wwz/@m@wwfﬁiwm,teR“a

has a normal distribution.

Proof. Fix a € R? and define
(A1) Xa($) = / e *(Vwa)dw,s > 0.
0
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By the boundedness of ¢ this Laplace transform is well defined and by domi-
nated convergence we obtain

/ d

(A2) o) = vl == [T e ade.

Consequently, (2.5) yields
= [T e [ /T e adude
_ / ” / " ey (v = a)du dw
/ / =V = v a) dwe™"(v/v a) dv
—Xa

(A.3)

and hence there exists b, € C with

1
b, + s

Xa(8) = , s > 0.

By Laplace inversion (cf. e.g. VIL.6.6, p.233, of Feller (1971)) this implies

Y(vwa) = e % w > 0.

Consequently, a random d-vector Z with characteristic function v satisfies
2

. T
Ee's 2 = P(sa) = e b s> 0,

and hence a” Z is normal for any a € R? and Z is multivariate normal indeed.
QED
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