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Abstract

An inhomogeneous first-order integer—valued autoregressive (INAR(1)) process is
investigated, where the autoregressive type coeflicient slowly converges to one. It is
shown that the process converges weakly to a Poisson or a compound Poisson distri-
bution.
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1 Introduction

A zero start inhomogeneous first order integer-valued autoregressive (INAR(1)) time series
(Xn)nez, is defined as

anl
Xn: n,""gnw ’/LGN,
= o (1.1)

Xo =0,

where {&,;, €, 1 n,j € N} are independent non-negative integer-valued random variables
such that {,; : j € N} are identically distributed and P(¢,; € {0,1}) = 1 for each
n € N. In fact, (X,)nez, is a special Galton-Watson branching process with immigration
such that the offspring distributions are Bernoulli distributions. We can interpret X, as

the size of the n'™ generation of a population, &, ; is the number of offspring produced
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by the ;% individual belonging to the (n — 1)%

immigrants in the n'®

generation, and ¢, is the number of
generation.

The process (1)) is called INAR(1) since it may also be written in the form

Xn:QnoXn—l_'_gnv nENv
X():Oa

where
On ‘= Egn,l

denotes the mean of the Bernoulli offspring distribution in the n'"

generation, and we use
the Steutel and van Harn operator oo which is defined for ¢ € [0,1] and for a non-negative
integer-valued random variable X by

X
g'a X>0a
00X = gz_:l ’
0, X =0,

where the counting sequence (&;)jen consists of independent and identically distributed
Bernoulli random variables with mean p, independent of X (see Steutel and van Harn
[19]), and the counting sequences involved in g, 0 X,,_1, n € N, are mutually independent
and independent of (£,)nen-

Let us denote the factorial moments of the immigration distributions by
Mk = Een(en,— 1)+ (en —k+1), n,k € N.
If mp; <oo forall n €N then we have the recursion

EXn = QnEXn—l + Mp1, n e N>

since
Xn—1 Xn—1
E(Xn | Xn—l) =E (Z gn,j +en Xn—l) = Z Egn,j + Egn = Xn—lgn + Mp1-
Jj=1 J=1

Consequently, the sequence (g,)neny ©Of the offspring means plays a crucial role in the
asymptotic behavior of the sequence (X,,)nez, as n — co. The INAR(1) process (X,,)nez,
is called nearly critical if 0, — 1 as n — oco. We will investigate the asymptotic behavior
of nearly critical INAR(1) processes.

Non-—negative integer—valued time series, known as counting processes, arise in several
fields of medicine (see, e.g., Cardinal et al. [§] and Franke and Seligmann [13]). To model
counting processes Al-Osh and Alzaid [4] proposed the INAR(1) model. Ispany et al. [14]
investigated the asymptotic inference for nearly unstable INAR(1) models. Later on Al-Osh
and Alzaid [5] and Du and Li [10] generalized this model by introducing the INAR(p) model.

The INAR models are special branching processes where the offspring distributions are
Bernoulli distributions. The theory of branching processes has been developed for a long



time, see Athreya and Ney [6], and it can be applied in various fields. Branching processes are
well-known models of binary search trees, see Devroye [9]. A recent application of them is the
domain of peer-to-peer file sharing networks. Traffic measurements show that the workload
generated by P2P applications is the dominant part of most of the Internet segments. The
file population dynamics can be described by these mathematical models which also make
possible the design and control of peer-to-peer systems, see Adar and Huberman [2], Zhao
et al. [20]. Space-time processes are standard models in seismology, see Lise and Stella [I§].
One of these is the Epidemic-type Aftershock Sequence (ETAS ) model and they serve for
surveillance of infections diseases as well, see Farrington et al. [12]. The theory of branching
processes can also be applied to data on different aspects of biodiversity or macroevolution
by the help of using phylogenetic trees, see, e.g., Aldous and Popovic [3] and Haccou and
Iwasa [16]. An inhomogeneous branching mechanism has been considered in Ispény et al.
[15]. Drost et al. [11] proved that the limit experiment of a homogeneneous INAR(1) model
has a Poisson distribution.

The present paper seems to be the first attempt to deal with the so—called nearly unstable
inhomogeneous INAR(1) model. The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 two basic
lemmas are proved for inhomogeneous INAR(1) process. In Section 3 the case of Bernoulli
immigrations, in Section 4 the case of non-Bernoulli immigrations with Poisson limit distri-
bution are considered. Section 5 is devoted to the general case when the limit distribution is
a compound Poisson distribution. The results are extended for triangular system of mixtures
of binomial distributions. In the Appendix at the end of paper some technical lemmas are
gathered.

2 Preliminaries

Let Be(p) denote a Bernoulli distribution with mean p € [0,1]. The distribution of a
random variable ¢ will be denoted by L£(£). Consider the unit disk D :={z € C:|z| <1}
of the complex plane C. The (probability) generating function of a non-negative integer-
valued random variable ¢ is given by 2+ E(2%) for 2z € D, and we have E(2%) € D for
all z € D. Introduce the generating functions

F,(z) = E(z*), Gn(z) := E(z51), H,(z) = E(z™), zeD.

Lemma 1 For an arbitrary inhomogeneous INAR(1) process (X, )nez, we have
H 1—|—g[;m]z—1)) n € N,

forall z € D, where

[T o for 1<k<n—1,
Olkn] = § =k+1

for k=n.



Proof. The basic recursion for the generating functions F,, n € N, is

Fo(2) :E(ﬁfﬁfﬁnﬁfn) — E(E(zszflﬁnﬁen X)) o)
=E(Gn(2) ") Ho(2) = Foo1(Gn(2)) Ha(2),

valid for all z € C with z € D and G,(2) € D, see Athreya and Ney [0, p. 263]. Clearly
z € D implies G,(z) € D, hence (2.])) is valid for all z € D. Since L(&,1) = Be(p,), we
have

Go(z)=1—0,+0nz=140,(2—1)

for all z € C. We prove the statement of the lemma by induction. For n =1, we have
Fi(z) = Hi(z) = Hi(1+ (2 — 1)). By the recursion (2.I]), we obtain for n > 2

n—1
Fo(2) = Fact (L4 on(z = 1)) Hu(2) = Ho(2) [ [ He(1 + 0n0pn—1(z — 1))
k=1
:H (1+ opn(z — 1)),
and the proof is complete. O

In fact, X,, can be considered as a sum of independent Galton-Watson processes without
immigration. Namely,

X,=>» Y., mneN, (2.2)
where
0 for k=0,
Yn—1,1++Y0 1%
Yor = > §n; for 1<k<n—1, (2.3)

J=Yn-1,1++Yn_1, k-1+1

En for k =n.
The distribution of Y, is a mixture of binomial distributions with a common probability
parameter g,, since the number Y,,_;; of Bernoulli random variables in the sum (23] is a
random variable as well. For a probability measure p on Z,; and for a number p € [0, 1],
the mixture Bi(y,p) of binomial distributions with parameters p and p is a probability
measure on Z, defined by

[e.e]

Bin )= 3 ()= p Ity tor e

b=y
It is a particular example for mixture of distributions, see Johnson and Kotz [I7, Section

1.7.3], because the common method for mixture of binomial distributions is to use differ-
ent values of probability parameter, see Johnson and Kotz [17, Section III.11]. Note that

Bi(u,1) = p.

Lemma 2 For all n € N, 1<k<n, the distribution of Y, s a mizture of binomial
distributions with parameters e and 0Opyn. Thus

E(Xn) = kgl B1(£(5k>7 Q[k,n])a

where x denotes convolution of probability measures.



Proof. First we check that Bi(Bi(,u, D), q) = Bi(u, pq) for an arbitrary probability measure
p on Zy and for all p,q € [0,1]. Indeed, for all j € Z,,

|
™

Bi(Bi(x, p), ) {j} <€) ¢ (1 — @) Bi(u, p){}

—~\J
= g (6) ¢ (1 - q)“g ({Z)pe( )t ek}
- g:(pq)] u{k}gzi: (f) (/;) (p(1 — )9 (1 — p)h=*
i ( ) piy {’f}Z (k 6) p(1=a) (1 = p)*
= i <k) (pg)’ (1 = pg)*7 p{k}

Since Y11 = €1, thus L(Yi1) = Bi(L(ey1),1), and L(Y,x) = Bi(L(Ynk-1),0,) for all
n>2 and all k=1,...,n, we obtain the statement of the lemma by induction using the
previous argument. L

Remark that Lemma 2] implies the formula given for the generating function of X, in
Lemma [I], since the generating function of a distribution Bi(u,p) is z+— H(1+ (z — 1)p),
where H denotes the generating function of pu.

3 Poisson limit distribution: the case of Bernoulli im-

migrations

First consider the simplest case, when L(e,) = Be(m,, 1), n € N.

Theorem 1 Let (X,)nez, be an INAR(1) process such that P(e, € {0,1}) =1 for all
n € N.  Assume that

[e.e]

(i) on<1 forall neN, lim g,=1, > (1—0,) = o0,
n—oo n=1
(ii) Jim. st =\ € [0,00).
Then
X, 2 Po(A) as n— . (3.1)

(Here and in the sequel Po(0) is understood as a Dirac measure concentrated at the point

1)



[e.e]

Remark that the condition > (1—p,) = oo may be replaced by [] 0, = 0. Moreover,
n=1 n=1
if A >0 then the condition lim p, =1 may be replaced by lim m,; = 0.
n—oo

n—oo

Proof. In order to prove the statement, we will show that

lim F,(z) = =7V

n—o0
for all z € D. Since L(g;) = Be(m;;), we have
Hi(z) =1+ mgq(z — 1), ze€D, keN,

Applying Lemma [I, we can write

= [ [t +meiopm(z—1)], =2€D, neN (3.2)
k=1

Consider the functions F), : C — C, n €N, defined by

_ H oMk 100k,n] (1) (3.3)
k=1

In fact, (B3)) is the generating function of a Poisson distribution. The terms in the products
in (32) and (B3) are generating functions of probability distributions, hence Lemma [ is
applicable, and we obtain

|ﬁn(z) — F,(2)| < Z }eMk,lg[k,n](z—l) — 1 — Mg 10 (2 — 1)}
k=1
for z € D, n € N. An application of the inequality |e* —1 —u| < |u|* valid for all u € C
with |u| <1/2 implies

12 G 1 — o (2 — 1)| < <My O lz — 112 (3.4)

for z € C with my 1042 — 1| <1/2. By Lemma [5l and taking into account assumption

lim I”_”Ql =\ €[0,00), we have
n— 00 "

M1 (1)
max Mg 10[kn,) = 1MaX a

max. A Tk — 0 as m — 0o. (3.5)

Thus, the estimate (B.4) is valid for all z € D, for sufficiently large n and for all
k=1,...,n, and we obtain

[Fu(2) = Ful2)| < |2 = 12 Y mif 1 -
k=1

m2 .
By lim ;%> =0 and by Lemma [i] we obtain

n—oo

Zm;lgﬁcm = Z . Q (2’) —0 as n— 0. (3.6)
= k=1



Consequently,
lim |F,(z) — F.(2)]=0  forall z€ D.

n—oo

An application of Lemma [§ yields

meg[km} = 1”1“ CLS)@ — A as n — oo. (3.7)
k=1 k=1 Ok
Consequently,
lim F,(z) = M forall z € D,
n—oo
and we obtain F,(z) — e**™Y as n — oo forall z € D. O

Second proof of Theorem [ by Poisson approximation. We may prove the theorem
by Poisson approximation as well. The total variation distance between two probability
measures 4 and v on Z, equals

div) = 5 3 i} — vy

A sequence (pn)nen of probability measures on Z, converges weakly to a probability
measure p on Z, if and only if d(u,, ) — 0. We prove ([B.I]) by showing that

d(L(X,),Po(N)) = 0 as n — 00. (3.8)

One can easily check that Bi(Be(p), q) = Be(pq) for arbitrary p,q € [0, 1], hence by Lemma
we obtain L(X,) = ]El Be (mk,lg[k,n]). By Lemma [,

d<£(Xn), ElPO(mk,lg[k,n])) <Y d(Be(my10p.m), Po(mi 1 04.n))-
k=1

k

We show that
d(Be(p), Po(p)) < p” (3.9)
for all p € [0,1]. Indeed,

d(Be(p), Po(p)) = %(e‘p —1+p)+ %(p —pe?)+ %(1 —e P —pe?)=p(l—e?)<p’.

Applying (339) and (B.6), we conclude
n 2 9
d<£(Xn)a kil Po(mk,lg[k,n]>) < ];_1 My 101km) — 0.

Clearly,
¥ Po(my,10pk.n)) = Po(z mk,lg[k,n]) — Po(X)

k=1
k=1

in law by (8.1), and we obtain X, SN Po(\). O



4 Poisson limit distribution: the case of non-Bernoulli

immigrations

Theorem 2 Let (X,)nez, be an inhomogeneous INAR(1) process. Assume that

(i) on<1 forall neN, lim g,=1, > (1—0,) = o0,
n—oo n=1

(i) lim =2 =X €[0,00), lim 22 =(.

n—oo 1=@n n—oo 1=@n

Then

X, 25 Po(\) as n— oo.

Remark 1 Since
mn,1:ZP(5n2j)a mn,2:22jp(5n>j)>
j=1 j=1
assumption (ii) implies

P(en > 1 Py > 2
T G B S ol G ) Y (4.1)

n—oo 1 — g, n—o00 1_Qn

In general the converse is not true. However, if there exists a sequence (b;);eny of non-

negative real numbers such that Z;’il jb; < oo and ')(15_7# b; for all j,n € N, then

(41)) implies (ii) by the dominated convergence theorem.

Proof. By Lemma [l we can write

H 1+an z—l)) zeD, neN,

Consider the functions F, : C — C, n €N, defined by

= H [1 + M 10k, (2 — 1)] :
k=1

By Lemma [3, we obtain
Fu(z) — Fu(2) < Y ‘Hk(l +opm(z — 1)) = 1 — mgy 0oy (2 — 1)
k=1

for z€ D, ne€N. Applying Lemma [6] we have

1
Mo lu— 1/ weD, kel

|He(u) — 1 —myg(u—1)] < 5

Thus .
‘Hk(l + 0m (2 — 1)) = 1= mpy gpny(z — 1)| < S M2 €] an |z — 1]



for all z € D, since z € D implies 1+ gpn(2 —1) € D. Consequently,
~ 1 n
Fu(e) = ()l < 5l = 1Y mga gy = 0
k=1

as n — oo forall z € D by Lemma [ taking into account assumption lim T_ ”9’2 = 0.
n—o00 n

Theorem [ clearly implies F,(z) — ¢* forall z € D, hence we conclude F,(z) — e}
as n— oo forall z € D. O

Second proof of Theorem [2] by Poisson approximation. Note that my 0, <1
for sufficiently large n and for all 1<k <n by (35). By Lemmas 2 and [ we have, for
sufficiently large n € N,

n

d <£(Xn>7 kzl Be(mk,lg[k,n})> < Zd(Bi(ﬁk, Olkn))> Be(my10pn))-

k=1
We prove that
3
d(Bi(e, p), Be(pEe)) < §p2E5(5 —1), (4.2)

where p € [0,1] and ¢ is a non-negative integer-valued random variable such that pEe <1
We have

d(Bi(z, p), Be(pEe)) < %(A +B+O),
where
A= i(l—p)gP(azﬁ) (1 — pEe) Z\ (1—p)' =1+ p|P(e =0),
£=0

Bm S ol p) " Ple = 0) — pEe| <p> AL - g~ 1[P(e = 0)
N L T N N e {4 VR PR

c:=3 3 (§)ra-» P(e—f)—HP@—@;(j)pf(l )
=Y Ple=0(1—(1—p)—tp(1—p)")
<D Ple=0(1—tp— (1 =p)[+p]t = (1—p))).

By Taylor’s formula for the function p+ (1 —p)¥ we get

15(5 —1)p* sup (1—6p)?

I1—tp—(1—p)|< 5
0€[0,1]

< 00— 1)p?

[\Dli—‘

Finally, since
(1=p)" =1 <p(t = 1),
we obtain (4.2)). Thus, we have

d(E(Xn>, k* Be(mklgkn ) ka?gkn



where the right hand side tends to 0 by the assumption lim m_’“ = 0. Obviously, Theorem

n— o0 on

[ implies
d (,El Be(my,10,n)), PO()\)> -0 as n— oo,

hence we obtain
d(L(X,),Po()\)) =0 as n — 0o,

which completes the proof. O
In fact, a similar theorem holds for triangular system of mixtures of binomial distribu-

tions.

Theorem 3 Let k, € N forall n €N, and {(ur:1<k<k,, n €N} be non-negative

integer-valued random variables. Moreover, let py i € [0 1], 1<k<k,, neN. Assume
that

k’fl
(1) > pukEGur — A for some A >=0;

kn
(ii> Z (pn,kECn,k>2 — 0;
k=1

kn
(i) > Pj kECank(Cri —1) = 0
k=1

as n— o0o. Then

5 Bi(L(Gur): pak) = Po(N)

m law as n — 0.

5 Compound Poisson limit distribution

Recall that if g is a finite measure on Z, then the compound Poisson distribution CP(u)
with intensity measure g is the probability measure on Z, with generating function

zHexp{Z,u{j}(zj—l)} for z e D.

In fact, CP(u) is an infinitely divisible distribution on Z, with Lévy measure pu restricted
onto N, and, for an arbitrary infinitely divisible distribution v on Z,, there exists a
finite measure g on N such that v = CP(u). Moreover, CP(u) is the distribution of

the random sum .
2.6
j=1

where {IL, ¢; : j € N} are independent random variables, £(II) = Po(]|u[|) and £(¢;) = 1
for j € N, where ||| =372, p{j}. Further, CP(u) is the distribution of the weakly

convergent infinite sum
o0
§ JMj5
J=1



where {7n;:j € N} are independent random variables with L(n;) = Po(u{j}) for j e N.
(See Barbour et al. |7, Section 10.4].)

First we consider the case when the intensity measure p of the limiting compound
Poisson distribution CP(u) has bounded support.

Theorem 4 Let (X,)nez, be an inhomogeneous INAR(1) process. Assume that

() on<1 forall neN, lim g, =1, Y (1—0.) =00,

n=1
(ii) 7}1_{203(71)179 =\ €[0,00) for j=1,...,J with A\; =0.
Then
X, = CP(n) as n— oo,
where p is a finite measure on {1,...,J — 1} given by
= 1 )i
MU}:ET;; N,  Jj=1,...,J-1 (5.1)

Remark 2 One can easily check that A;, j=1,...,J —1, are the first J —1 factorial
moments of the measure u, i.e.,

J-1
)\J: Z(Z_l) (Z—]—l—l),u{'l}, ]Zla >J_1
1=j
Moreover, since
(i1
mnj:]l;(j_l)P(an/z), JjeN,

assumption (ii) implies

(i) lim (5"/’ =ufi} €[0,00) for i =1,...,J with u{J}=0.

n—oo {(1—en

On the other hand, (i)’ and additional domination assumption, see Remark [I imply (ii).

Proof. By Lemma [I], we can write

ﬁ (1+ open(z — 1)), zeD, neN.
Consider the functions _

= ﬁeH’“(lJ’Q[’“vn](z_l))_l, 2€D, néeN.
By Lemma [3], we obtain

Fol2) = Fa(2)| < 3 o0 amne= - B (14 (2 = 1))



for z € D, n € N. An application of the inequality |e* —1 —u| < |u|? valid for all u € C
with |u| <1/2 implies

2
) Hi,(140(1,n) (2—1)) Hk(l + o, n}(z — 1 ‘ < ‘Hk(l + Q[k,n](z — 1)) — 1‘ (5.2)

for z € C with ’Hk(l + 0pen) (2 — 1)) — 1’ < 1/2. Applying Lemma [6] we have
|Hi(u) — 1| <myeq |u— 1], wue D, keN.
Thus
‘Hk (14 opm(z— 1)) — 1‘ <M1 Ok |2 — 1
for all z € D, since z € D implies 1+ g (2 —1) € D. By Lemma [l and taking into

account assumption lim y* = \; € [0,00), we obtain (3.5). Thus, the estimate (5.2 is
n—00 n

valid for all z € D, for sufficiently large n and for all £ =1,...,n, and we obtain

|E,(2) — Fo(2)| < |z — 12 Zmil Q%k’n] —0 as n— oo forall ze€ D
k=1

by ([B.6). Clearly

n

F,(2) = exp {Z [Hk(l + oy (z — 1)) — 1] } :

k=1
Again by Lemma [6] we have

J—
H (14 oo (2 — 1)) Z | Q[k o (2 — 1) + R, (2),

for all z € D, for sufficiently large n and for all k=1,...,n, where

mg.g

| Bes (2)] < — Otz — 117,
An application of Lemma [0 yields
ka,j,(]{km} = 1771]” (]) — A as n — oo (5.3)
= k=1 Ok

for j=1,...,J. Moreover, by (5.3),

& z—lJ -
S Rups() < 21 > et 0
k=1

as n — oo forall z€ D since A\;=0. Consequently,

<

-1

lim F,(z) = exp { Sz — 1)3} =: F(2) for all z € D,

|

>



where F' is the generating function of a probability distribution. Clearly

SETEREUED S5 31 () SRS 3 platns
Jj=1 j' j=1 j' 1=0 ¢ i=0 il j=i (j _Z)' !
J-1 ; J—i-1 J-1
- — Z_' o (_;)J Aji = ;M{Z}(zl —1)
since S0 u{i} = Z;}:—ll (_Tl!)j)\j, and we obtain X, — CP(u) as n — oo. O

Second proof of Theorem (4l by Poisson approximation. By Lemmas 2l and [l we
have

d (L(Xn), % CP(Bi(ak,g[k,n]))) < Zd(Bi(gk,gM), CP(Bi(ak,gM))).
We prove that
a(Bi(e, p), CP(Bi(z, p)) ) < p*(E2)? (5.4)

for all p € [0,1] and for all non-negative integer-valued random variable e. By Barbour
et al. [7, Corollary 10.L.1], we have

d(Bi(a,p), CP(Bi(a,p))) < P(Bi(z,p) > 1)".

Now
P(Bi(e,p) 2 1) =1-> (1—-p)'Ple=0=> [1—(1-p)]Ple=0)
N =0 =0 (5.5)
< ZpEP(é‘:ﬁ) = pEe,

hence we obtain (5.4). Applying (54]), we conclude

k=1

by (3.6). Clearly
kil CP (Bl(ak, Q[k,n})) =CP <Z Bi(eg, Q[k,n])) )

k=1

hence, in order to prove the statement, it suffices to show

> " Bi(ek, 0n) — -
k=1

We will check

n

P (Bi (ek, 0pen) = J) — p{j}  forall jeN. (5.6)
k=1



First note that by Taylor’s formula, for all p € [0,1] and all K,I € N,

l:( ) P+ Rica(p),

2

where "
rastol < () )"
Hence
AN »
P (Bi(ex, o) =7) = > (j) Ty (1= Qi) ™ Pler = 0)
=3
<0\ T - .
=> <J) T P (68 = 0) [ 2 ( i )(_l)zgl[k,n] + Re—jr—j(0pkm)
=3 1=0
J—j—1 oo ;
(_l)l /! j+i D
= Z — - P(Ek:@—'—Rnk‘
_ i [k,n] od
i=0 sz—i—i‘]!ll (t~j—1)

Il
| =
M
|
—_
S~—

J! i=0 v 7

where the sum is 0 if 7 > J and

~ X /Y
kg = 2 (J)

=j

P Er = ORe—j 150 n)-

Assumption (ii) implies (5.3) again and we have

-1 le J—

(_1)Z +i ]- =k
Mk j+i Q{kn] = ,]' Z Z Mi,j+i - Z

1l 1l
v i=0 ! j i=0

1 i

Ajti = nds}

-MQ.

I
o

17
k:J

(2

as n—oo for j=1,...,J —1. Moreover, (53) implies

no / . 1
Z|Rn,k,j| ZZ( )Q[;m] —f)<J .)Qéﬂf} (Jijzmh]@kn — p{J} =0,
k=1

k=1 {=j
hence we conclude (B5.6]). O

Next we study the case when the intensity measure p of the limiting compound Poisson
distribution CP(u) may have unbounded support.

Theorem 5 Let (X,)nez, be an inhomogeneous INAR(1) process. Assume that

(i) on<1 forall neN, limg,=1, > (1—p,) = o0,
n—00 n=1
(i) lim - = X; € [0,00) for all j € N such that the limits

n—y00 J(l on

:u{.]} lz | i ]-I—iv jE N7 (57)

exist.



Then
X, = CP(p) as n— oo.

Proof. We follow the second proof of Theorem @ by Poisson approximation. We have to

show that p is a finite measure on N and to check (5.6]). First note that by Taylor’s
formula, for all p € [0,1] and all K, € N,

2-12_1 (Ij) (P <A-p) < 2_21 ([f) (~1)'p'

Hence for all I € N,

NN y
P (Bi(ek, okm) = J) ( ) Oty (1 = 0)) ™ Pler = 0)

/N
3
VRS
~
~__
[~
gk:
3
o
—
)
Bl
~
S~—
L[]
N
~
S
<
~_
=
i)
bl
S,

i=0 (=j Jlat(e =g — it =
21 ;
L &Y +
=3 My, j+i O
! ! [kn]
Tz !

One can easily check that (5.3]) holds for all j € N, and we obtain

21

, Z” . N 3 (=1)
hfzn—igp k=1 " (B1(€k7 Q[k,n}) N j) S ﬁ i=0 T)\jﬂ'.
In a similar way, for all I € N,
1 2r—
lim inf E P (Bi(ex, 0gn)) = ) j— Ajtis

hence by the existence of the limits (5.7) we conclude (5.6)).
Finally, for all J € N, we have

Z,u{j} th ZP Bi(ek, 0pkn)) = J _JI—PQOZP i(ex, 0 })éJ)

< JLII;OZP B1 (k> Ofm]) = 1) < lim ka 10[k,n) = A1

n—o0

using again (5.5)). Consequently, Z;’il u{j} < A\ < oo, hence the measure p is finite. O

Remark 3 A possible limit measure CP(u) in Theorem [l is a special compound Poisson
measure, since its intensity measure p has finite moments. Indeed, for all J,/ € N, we



have

Z]j—l (j—=L41) {j}—llmZZ]j—l (j = 0+ 1)P(Bi (g, 0pn)) = )

k=1 j—é
< nlggoZZJ j=1) (5 — L+ 1P(Bi(ex, Oppn)) = J) -
k=1 j={

It is easy to check that for all p € [0,1] and for all non-negative integer-valued random
variable € we have

Z] j—1)--(j =+ 1)P(Bi(e,p) =j) =p'Ee(e — 1) - (e — £+ 1).
Consequently,
Z] j—=1)---(—C+1)p{j} < lim Zmugfk,n] =\ <0

using again (5.3)).

Example 1 For n € N, let g, =1—= and P(e, = j) = m, jEN, Ple,=0)=1-1.
Then Ee, = oo for all n € N, thus inequality (5.4)) is not enough to prove the compound
5((15333 = j% for all j,n € N. The measure g on N
j € N, is finite and the infinite series > 72, ju{j} diverges.

Poisson convergence. Moreover,
defined by p{j} := j%,
We prove that (X,)nez, converges to CP(u) in spite of the fact that assumption (ii) of
Theorem [ does not hold. We have, for n € N and z € C with |z|] <1 and z # 0,

I 1K o 1—z =Y (1—=2)In(1 - 2)
(2) n+n;j(j+1) n <+Z]+1) * nz

Counsider the functions F, : D — D, n €N, defined by

- no(-2)in((-2)
F.(z) = He ni-m (=)
k=1
We have
~ 1o (1—2)In(5(1 - 2)) "In((1 - 2))
FN(Z)_GXP{Ekzl T E1—2) }—)exp{(l—z)/o T—H1—2) dt} (5.8)

as n — o0o. Since for the dilogarithm, see Abramowitz and Stegun [I}, Section 27.7],

O i Zn(1 —
Lis(2) == Z—:—/ udu, ze D,
0

’2
u
=17



holds, we have
~ -1
Fn(z)%exp{z 7 } as n — oo
j=1
for all z € D. On the other hand, one can easily check that
1 1—
max 1 (1 —2)) — 0 as n— oo forall z€ D with z# 1. (5.9)
1<ksn [n(1—£(1—2))
Namely, for all z € D with 2z 1, all n>2 and all 1<k<n we have
2 2 _
'1_E(1_2) :1_%<1_E>_k_(1_|z| ) < 1_M21)<1_g<1’
n n n n? n n
Moreover,

where a:=1—Rez € (0,2].

g,

n(l —u) Z— for all we C with |u] < 1.
=

Hence, for all z € D with z2# 1, all n>2, and all 1<k <n we conclude

In (£(1-2))
n(l—%(l—z))‘<

j—1

‘1-%@-@

S|

M 1M

<. = .| =

<

<1 a)(j—l)/2 B
n N nw/l—%

<Jul?* valid for all w € C with

S|

1

J

as n — o0o. An application of the inequality |e* — 1 — u|

lu| <1/2 implies

(1—2) (k1 -2
(1—g(1—2)) ‘—>0 as n — oo

k=1

for all z € D by (58) and (5.9). Thus we finished the proof.

Open Problem. The above example shows that in Theorem [ we do not exhaust
the possible limiting compound Poisson distribution. We conjecture that every compound
Poisson measure can appear as a limiting distribution of an inhomogeneous INAR(1) process.

Theorem [3 can also be extended for the case of limiting compound Poisson distribution

Theorem 6 Let k, € N forall n €N, and {(or:1<k<k, n €N} be non-negative
integer-valued random variables with factorial moments

Mpkj = ECn,k(Cn,k - 1) to (Cn,k - j + 1)7

1<k<k,, neN. Assume that

jeN.

Moreover, let ppy € [0,1],

kn
Yool imag; — Aj €[0,00) forall j €N such that the limits in (571) exist

(i)

k=1



kn
(ii) Z (pn,kECn,k)z - 0:'
k=1

as n— o0o. Then
k

£1 Bl(ﬁ(gn,k>7pn,k) — CP(/J,)

2
mn law as n — o0.

6 Appendix

Lemma 3 If ax,bp € D, k=1,...,n, then

3

Proof. The statement follows from

n n n k—1 n
ITex—T0x = (H%’) (ak—bk)<H bj)
k=1 k=1 k=1 \j=1 Jj=k+1

valid for arbitrary ax, b, € C, k=1,... n. O

Lemma 4 If ug, vy, k=1,...,n, are probability measures on Z. then
d (kLMk’ kilyk> S ;d(ﬂk’ Vi)-

Proof. The inequality
n n <
d(kiluk’ kill/k> \d<]]:[1/~j“k>]}:[ll/k)

easily follows from the definition of the total variation distance, where ][] denotes product
of measures. By Barbour et al. [7, Proposition A.1.1], we have

d( 1111 Vk) <Y d(u, ),
k=1 k=1 k=1
and we obtain the statement. U

In the proofs we use extensively the following lemma about some summability methods
defined by the sequence (g,)nen of the offspring means.

Lemma 5 Let (0,)nen be a sequence of real numbers such that o, € [0,1) for all n € N,

lim o, =1, and > (1 —p,) =o00. Put
n—o0 n=1

ag?. = (1-0;) H o for n,j, ke N with j<n.
=j+1



Then a,, ) < for all n,j,k e N with 7<

J

max a( L0 as mn — oo, (6.1)

1<j<n ™

and for an arbitrary sequence (xp)nen of real numbers with lim z, = € R,
n—oo

Za x]—>— as n— oo for all ke N. (6.2)

Proof. For each J € N, we have the inequality

0< max o) < maxal + max al’ < max(1 — g;) + max (1— ;) H 0,
1<j<n § i>J k 1<5<J s i>J 1<5<J =71

hence letting n — 0o, we obtain

0 < limsup max oM < max(1 —
n—)oop1<]<" S J>J( Q])

since

HQ@éeXp{—Z(l—QZ)}ﬁo as n — oo. (6.3)

(=J+1 t=J+1
Now letting J — oo we get

0 < limsup max ail) <0,
n—oo 1Sj<n ’

and we conclude (6.1]).
By the Toeplitz theorem, in order to prove (6.2)), we have to show

) :
nh_)rrolo Ay = for all j €N, (6.4)
~ o _ 1
Jgﬂo;“"]_k’ (6.5)
supZ|a£;|<oo (6.6)
neN =1

for all k£ € N. By the assumptions,

n

0< 1(1]? (1—0) HQZ (1—0) exp{ 2(1—94)}%0 as n — 0o,

f=j+1 f=j+1

and we obtain ([6.4]). Next we prove (6.0) and (€.0]) for k= 1. We have

Zagzl,;:Z(l_Qj)HQé:Z<H 00 — HQ@)—l—Hggél as n — 00
j=1 j=1

l=j+1 j=1 \l=j+1

by (63), and lim Z an ;=1 also implies that sup Z |an J| = sup Z a ; < oo. Hence

n—00 ;i neN j= neN j=
we finished the proof of the statement of the lemma in case k = 1.



The aim of the following discussion is to show (G.H) and (6.6) for all &k >2. Observe
that

—H@?zZ(H @?-H@?)IZ(l—Qﬁ) IT o

J=1

j=1 = j:l

where, by 63), 0< lim J] of < lim ] oo = 0. Moreover,

0< Z(l—gj kg Zl—gjllw -0 as n— oo forall i>2
7j=1 7j=1

by the lemma for k£ =1 and by the assumption lim o, = 1. Consequently, we obtain
n—oo

(63) and hence (6.6)) for all &> 2. O
Lemma 6 Let € be a nonnegative integer-valued random variable with factorial moments
my :=Ee(e —1)--- (e —k+1), keN,

mo = 1, and with generating function H(z) = E(2%), defined for z € D. If my < oo
for some k € N then

B

—_

H(z) = 7;1'](2—1) Y Ru(2)  forall €D,

J

Il
o

where m
|R(2)] < k—f|z — 1 forall z € D.

Proof. By m; =5 £ —1)-({—j+1)P(e = 0),
=0

and by Taylor’s formula for the function zr~ 2¢ we get

E (el

=0

|z—1\k sup [(6—1)--- (0 —k+1)(1+6(z—1))"F
0el0,1]

Ef(ﬁ— D (l—k+1))z—1

for all z € D. O



References

1]

(6]

[10]

[11]

[12]

[13]

ABRAMOWITZ, M. and STEGUN, . A. Handbook of Mathematical Functions with For-
mulas, Graphs, and Mathematical Tables. Dover, New York, 1972.

ADAR, E. and HUBERMAN, B. A. (2000). Free riding on Gnutella. First Monday 5,
October.

Arpous, D. and Popovic, L. (2005). A critical branching process model for biodiver-
sity. Adv. Appl. Probab. 37, 1094-1115.

AL-OsH, M. A. and ALzAID, A. A. (1987). First-order integer—valued autoregressive
(INAR(1)) process. J. Time Ser. Anal. 8, 261-275.

Ar-OsH, M. A. and ArLzAaD, A. A. (1990). An integer—valued pth—order autoregres-
sive structure (INAR(p)) process. J. Appl. Probab. 27, 314-324.

ATHREYA, K. B. and NEY, P. E. Branching Processes. Springer, Berlin Heidelberg
New York, 1972.

BARBOUR, A. D., HoLsT, L. and JANSON, S. Poisson Approzimation. Clarendon
Press, Oxford, 1992.

CARDINAL, M., Roy, R. and LAMBERT, J. (1999). On the application of integer—
valued time series models for the analysis of disease incidence. Stat. Medicine 18, 2025—
2039.

DEVROYE, L. (1998). Branching processes and their applications in the analysis of tree
structures and tree algorithms. In Probabilistic Methods for Algorithmic Discrete Math-
ematics. (Eds. M. Mabib, C. McDiarmid, J. Ramirez-Alfonsin and B. Reed) Springer,
Berlin, pp. 249-314.

Du, J. G. and L1, Y. (1991). The integer—valued autoregressive INAR(p) model. J.
Time Ser. Anal. 12, 129-142.

Drost, F. C., vaAN DEN AKKER, R. and WERKER, B. J. M.
(2006). An asymptotic analysis of mnearly unstable INAR(1) models. Dis-
cussion.  Paper /4, Tilburg University, Center for FEconomic Research.
http://ideas.repec.org/p/dgr/kubcen/200644 . html

FARRINGTON, C. P., KANAAN, M. N. and GAy, N. J. (2003). Branching process

models for surveillance of infectious diseases controlled by mass vaccination. Biostatistics
4, 279-295.

FRANKE, J. and SELIGMANN, T'. (1993). Conditional maximum likelihood estimates for
INAR(1) processes and their application to modeling epileptic seizure counts. In Subba
Rao, T. (ed.), Developments in Time Series Analysis, Chapman and Hall, London, pp.
310-330.



[14]

[15]

IsPANY, M., Pap, G. and ZUJLEN, M. v. (2003). Asymptotic inference for nearly
unstable INAR(1) models. J. Appl. Probab. 40, 750-765.

IsPANY, M., Pap, G. and ZUIJLEN, M. v. (2005). Critical branching mechanisms
with immigration and Ornstein—Uhlenbeck type diffusions. Acta Sci. Math. (Szeged)
71, 821-850.

Haccou, P. and ITwasa, Y. (1996). Establishment probability in fluctuating environ-
ments: a branching process model. Theor. Popul. Biol. 50(3), 254—280.

JOHNSON, N. L. and KoT1z, S. Discrete Distributions. Houghton Mifflin, Boston, 1969.

Lisg, S. and STELLA, A. L. (1998). Boundary effects in a random neighbor model of
earthquakes Physical Review E 57, 3633-3636.

STEUTEL, F. and VAN HARN, K. (1979). Discrete analogues of self-decomposability
and stability. Ann. Probab. 7, 893-99.

ZHAO, S., STUTZBACH, D. and REJAIE, R. Characterizing files in the modern Gnutella
network: A measurement study. Proceedings of SPIE/ACM Multimedia Computing and
Networking, San Jose, January 2006, Technical Report CIS-TR-05-05, University of
Oregon, July 2005. http://mirage.cs.uoregon.edu/pub/mmcn06 . pdf

LAszLO GYORFI and KATALIN VARGA,
Department of Computer Science and Information Theory,

Budapest University of Technology and Economics,
Stoczek u. 2, Budapest, Hungary, H-1521;
e-mails: {gyorfi,varga}@szit.bme.hu

MARTON ISPANY and GYULA PAP,
Department of Applied Mathematics and Probability Theory,

Faculty of Informatics, University of Debrecen,
Pf.12, Debrecen, Hungary, H-4010;
e-mails: {ispany,papgy}@inf.unideb.hu



	Introduction
	Preliminaries
	Poisson limit distribution: the case of Bernoulli immigrations
	Poisson limit distribution: the case of non-Bernoulli immigrations
	Compound Poisson limit distribution
	Appendix

