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Abstract

Asymptotic properties of the variances of the spatial autoregressive model Xj, o =
aXp_10+BXy g—1+7Xk—1,-1+¢k, areinvestigated in the unit root case, that is when
the parameters are on the boundary of the domain of stability that forms a tetrahedron
in [-1,1]3. The limit of the variance of n™2X (ns],[nt] 1S determined, where on the
interior of the faces of the domain of stability ¢ =1/4, on the edges o =1/2, while
on the vertices o = 1.

Key words: Spatial autoregressive processes, unit root models.

1 Introduction

The analysis of spatial autoregressive models is of interest in many different fields of science
such as geography, geology. blology and agriculture. A detailed discussion of these applica-
tions is given by ) where the authors considered a special case of the
so called unilateral autoregressive model having the form

p1 P2

Xpe=Y> 0ijXp—ie—j+ers,  0oo=0. (1.1)

i=0 j=0

A particular case of the above model is the doubly geometric spatial autoregressive process
Xio = aXp—10+ BXpo—1 — afBXp_10-1 + €,

introduced by (@) This was the first spatial autoregressive model for which
unstability has been studied. It is, in fact, the simplest spatial model, since the product
structure ¢(x,y) = zy—ax—pPy+af = (r—a)(y—p) of its characteristic polynomial ensures
that it can be considered as some kind of combination of two autoregressive processes on the
line, and several properties can be derivedliﬁ'che analogy of one-dimensional autoregressive

processes. This model has been used by ) in the study of image processing, by
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Martin (1990), (Cullis and Gleeson (|19_9J.|), Basu and Reinsel (|19_9_4|) in agricultural trials and

by Tjasthein (1981) in digital filtering.

In the stable case when |a] <1 and |§| < 1, asymptotic normality of several estimators
(Qmns Bmn) of (a,B) based on the observations {Xyz,:1<k<m and 1</¢<n} has
been shown (e.g. T]’Qslghgid 6192§, |L%_Ei) or B n in (ILM, M)), namely,

— (gmn i Z) 25 N (0, %a,5)

as m,n — oo with m/n — constant > 0 with some covariance matrix %, s.

In the unstable case when « = = 1, in contrast to the classical first order autore-
gressive time series model, where the appropriately normed least squares estimator (LSE)
of the autoregressive parameter converges to a fraction of functionals of the standard Brow-
nian motion (see e.g. Phillipé (Ii%_ﬂ) or (Chan and Wei (IL%j)), the sequence of Gauss—
Newton estimators (@, , Enn) of (a,f) has been shown to be asymptotically normal (see

) and )). In the unstable case a =1,

|8l <1 the LSE turns out to be asymptotically normal again ,|19_9ﬂ)

Baran et all (|2DD_4I) discussed a special case of the model (I1]), namely, when p; = p =1,

91 = a1 =: a and aq; = 0, which is the simplest spatial model, that can not be reduced

somehow to autoregressive models on the line. This model is stable in case |a| < 1/2 (see
e.g. Whittle (1954), Bgsaé 11922) or Basu and Reinse (ILM)), and unstable if |o| = 1/2.

In Baran et al. (2004) the asymptotic normality of the LSE of the unknown parameter « is

proved both in stable and unstable cases. The case pj =po =1, a10=:, 1 =: f and

oy = 0 was studied by Paulanskas (lzoﬂj) and Baran et al dZDDj) This model is stable
in case |a|+|8] <1 and unstable if |a|+ |3] =1 (Basu and Reinsel, M) Paulauskad
) determined the exact asymptotic behaviour of the variances of the process, while

) proved the asymptotic normality of the LSE of the parameters both in
stable and unstable cases.

In the present paper we study the asymptotic properties of a more complicated special
case of the model (L)) with p; = po =1, a19 = @, ap; = f and ay; =: 7. Our
aim is to clarify the asymptotic behaviour of the variances. The asymptotic results on the
variances (and covariances) help in finding the asymptotic properties of various estimators

of the autoregressive parameters (see e.g. [Baran et QZJ 2004, M))

We consider the spatial autoregressive process {Xy¢: k.0 € Z, k,¢ > 0} is defined as

{Xk,é = oXp_10+ BXpo—1 + v X101 + €y, for k0>1, (1.2)

Xpo=Xoe=0, for k,¢>0.

The model is stable if |a| <1, |8] <1 and || <1, |1+a®— 5> —~% > 2|a+ S| and
1—3% > |a+fv], and unstable on the boundary of this domain i ,|19_9j) (see
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Figure 1: The domain of stability of model (L.2).

Figure [I). Short calculation shows that condition of stability means that |a] <1, || <1
and |vy| <1, and inequalities

a—p—v<1, —a+p—-v<1, —a—[B+v<1, a+pf+y<1

hold. Obviously, in case afvy > 0 the above set of conditions reduces to |o|+|8]+ |y] < 1.
If the model is not stable, one can distinguish three cases:

CASE A. The parameters are in the interior of the faces of the boundary of the domain of
stability, i.e. |a| <1, |8] <1, |y| <1 and one of the following equations is fulfilled

a-—f-y=1 —a+f-nv=1 —a-fF+y=1  a+pf+y=1  (13)

We remark that in case a8y > 0 the set of equations (L3) is equivalent to |a|+|8|+|y| =1,
while in case afvy <0 to

lal + B[ =Ivl=1 or Jaf—[Bl+]y|=1 or —la[+[Bl+]|y]=1.

CASE B. The parameters are in the interior of the edges of the boundary of the domain of
stability, i.e. afy <0 and one of the following equations is fulfilled

lal =1 and |f]=}| <1 [f[=1 and [o| =] <1 hl=1 and |af =|f] <1



4 Baran

Observe that in each of the above three cases exactly two of the defining equations (I3]) of
Case A are satisfied. In this way Case B can be considered as an extension of Case A to
the situation when afy < 0 and one of the parameters equals =41, while the other two
parameters have absolute values less than one.

Further, observe that in the first two cases v = —afl, so we obtain spacial cases of the
doubly geometric model. If |a] = 1, |5| = |y| < 1 then for k € N the difference
Ay o Xy = Xpo— aXp_1, is a classical AR(1) process, i.e. Ay oXio = BAL Xk o1+ Exp-
Similarly, if [8] =1, |a] =|7| <1 then Ag X, = alopXi_10+¢cre, where Ag Xy, :=
KXo — BXpp-1, £ €N.

CASE C. The parameters are in the vertices of the boundary of the domain of stability, i.e.
afy=—1 and [of =[f] = 7| =1.

Theorem 1.1 Let {exys: k.l € N} be independent random variables with Eep, =0 and
Varey, = 1. Assume that model (L2) holds and for n € N consider the piecewise constant
random field

Y(n)(s, t) = X[nSHm], s,t € R, s,t > 0.

If la|<1,18<1 and |y| <1, 1+a®>—pB%—~%>2la+ By and 1— %> |a+ 37|
then

: n ~1/2
lim Var(Y"™(s,1)) = 07 5., := (1+a+8—7)(1+a—F+7)(1-a+f+7)(1-a=F-7)) 2.
If laj<1,|B]<1 and |y| <1 andin case afy >0 equation |a|+|B]+|y| =1, while
in case afy <0 equation |a|+ |5 —|y| =1 holds then

1/2

(1= la)s) " A ((1 = 18))1)
T 2(a] + [BDV2(1 — a1 — [8])°

lim LValr (Y(") (s,t)) =

n—oo n1/2

If apy<0 and |a|=1, |Bl=|7| <1 or |B|=1, |a]=|y|<1 then

1 1
i LV (VO0) = o (Y .0) =

respectively.
If afy=—1 and |o|=|B|=1|y|=1 then

lim i\/'alr(Y(")(s,t)) = st.

n—o0 N2

Observe that in the last case the limit of the variances is exactly the variance of the
standard Wiener sheet. This result is quite natural, as e.g. for a = = —y =1 model
equation (L2) reduces to Ay 101Xy = €k
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We remark that results given Theorem [[L1] do not cover all possible locations of the
parameters on the boundary of the domain of stability. Some results on the missing cases
can be found in Section [l

The aim of the following discussion is to show that it suffices to prove Theorem [I.] for
a>0, >0 and v>0 if afy>0 andfor a >0, >0 and v <0 if afy <O.
First we note that direct calculations imply

k l

Xk,é = ZZG(k_i>€_j;a>5a7)€i,j (14)
i=1 j=1
k l

—ZZ(k+£_Z_j) k—zﬂé—jFG—k,] Cii+j5—k—1{; aﬁ)gw’ (1.5)

=1 j5=1

k,¢ > 1, where (L3) holds only for af # 0,

mAn

G(m,n;a, B,7) := Z m

r=

(m+n—r)!
—r)(n—r)lr!

Q™A m,n € NU {0},
and F(—n,b;c;z) is the Gauss hypergeometric function defined by

= )y br
F(—n,b;c;z) == Zmzr, neN, beczeC,

r=0
and (a), := ala+1)...(a +r — 1) (for the definition in more general cases see e.g.
Bateman and Erdélyi (1953)).
Observe that as for m,n € N we have F(—n,—m;—n —m;1) = (m::")_l and

F(—n,—m;—n —m;0) = 1, moving average representations of the doubly geometric model
of Martin (1979) and of the spatial models studied by [Paulauskas (2007) and Baran et al.
(2004, 2007), respectively, are special forms of ([LH).

Now, put & := (=1)*e;, for k,¢ € N. Then {Z,: k,¢/ € N} are independent
random variables with E&,, = 0 and Varégy, = 1. Consider the process {Xy,: k,{ €
Z, k,0 >0} defined as

)?k,é = _Oé)?k—l,é - 6551@,6—1 + 75(1@—1,4—1 + ke, for k0 >1,
Xio=Xoe=0, for k,¢ > 0.

Then by representation (L4 for k,¢ € N we have

k¢
jzk,é = ZZG(k _i>€_j;_a> —6,’}/)’5\;’7]‘

i=1 j—l

_ ZZ DGk — i, 0= o B,7)Ei = (—1) " X,

=1 j5=1
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hence Var)?u = VarXj .

Next, put £ge:= (—1)*ep, for k,¢ € N. Then {&,:k,¢ € N} are again independent
random variables with E&,, = 0 and Varé,, = 1. Consider the process {Xy,: k,{ €
Z, k,0 >0} defined as

)A(k,é = _Oé)?k—l,é + 5)?1@,@—1 - V)A(k—l,é—l +Epye, for k,0>1,
Xio = Xog =0, for k,¢>0.

Then by representation (L4 for k,¢ € N we have

k ?
Xk,f = ZZG(k - /L?g_.]u _avﬁ7 _7>é\l,j
i=1 j=1
k l ‘
=YY (DG =i 0= jia, B,7)E; = (1) X,
i=1 j=1

hence VarXj , = VarXy,.

In a similar way we have X, = (=1)*X},, so VarXy, = VarXj,, where {X;,: k(€
Z, k,0 >0} is defined as

X = X1 — BXpo—1 — Y Xpo10-1 + Exp, for k0> 1,
Xk70 = XO,Z =1. for k‘,f 2 0,

with 5]@,6 = (—1)€€k’g.

2 Upper bounds for the covariances

By representations ([L4) and (LLE) we obtain that for ki, ¢1, ks, lo € N and «, 5,7 € R we
have

k1Nko 01 Nlo

Cov(Xpy s Xipe) =D Y Gk — i, by — ji o, B,7)G(ks — i, by — ji o, B,7) (2.1)
i=1 j=1
k1Nko €1 N\lo ; y ) )
:i i (kl + 61 — 7/ — j) (]{jz —+ 62 - 7/ - ,]) ak1+k2—2’i5€1+€2_2j (22)
i=1 j=1 b= 2o

) Fi—ky,j—Cryitj—ly—lo; ——= ) F(i—kg, j—loyitj—hy—ly; ——= ),
af af

where z Ay :=min{z,y}, x,y € R, and ([22]) holds only for «f # 0.

To obtain a more convenient form of the covariances we prove the following Lemma.
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Lemma 2.1 Let n,m be nonnegative integers and let o, 3,7 € R such that 0 < o, < 1
and af+~v>0. Then

G(m,n;a, B,7) = (?j;) (5(6 (aﬂﬂ) = n) (fjv) (S(a (QBM) = m) :

where 57(5/) and 777(#), 0 < wp,v <1, are independent binomial random variables with

parameters (n,v) and (m,p), respectively, if m,n € N, and 58”) = n(()“) = 0.

Proof Asin cases afy=0 or af+ v =0 the statement of the Lemma holds trivially,
we may assume «fy # 0 and af+v>0. Let 0 <n<m.

mAn

Glmmia,0,7) = 2 <m(T$!7<ln__T3!>1r!am”5 oy = 220 TE!Sign(V))

r=

Y

ndAm—r) B+ )" (sign(y)™ d"(aGy (o))
XZO BT P<€’(l):”_r>:( )751 ) dar

where v := a., :=sign(y) a and G\ (z) == (va+(1 —y))n is the generating function

B+M’
of §n . From the other hand

qr amgﬁl”)(a ) " /n m ) o
( Wdag ﬁ/):n!z<7’)(n—7’)y (VO"Y_‘_(I_V)) “ | )’

and as af + v < a+ 7y we obtain

G5, =3 (M) (") rtas + o an (2.3

n—r

r=

(R () () ()

p(&(ﬁ) — T)p (ngjﬂ) _ n—r) _ ((fi-g)mp (££5)+ ngfffa) _ n)

Moreover,

m ’r‘ TL T m n+r __ - m n r m—r Qn—m--+r
> 0( )( B7(@B +7) : _T;n<r)<m—r)a (@B + )75
(fi_Z) ;ﬂ: (é‘(a —7") ( (Bj’y) ):(fi_z) P(ff(,?)—l—n,gagj”y):m)

that together with (2.3]) implies the statement of the lemma. Case n > m can be handled

n

in a similar way. U
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Corollary 2.2 If 0<a,8<1 and a++~v=1 then

Gm,ma, 8,7) = P(€2 + 1l = m) = P(9 + 91~ = n).
The following lemma is a natural generalization of Theorem 2.4 of Baran et all (2007).

Lemma 2.3 Let k,{ € N, let 0 < pu, v <1 be real numbers and let 518/) and né”)
be independent binomial random variables with parameters (k,v) and (¢, ), respectively.
Further, let S := €Y + 0 and let

Mo = ESk 0, bie := VarSy,y, Tike = (7 —mre)/\/ i
Then for all k,0 € N and j € {0,1,...,k+(}, we have

Clu,v)

bi,¢

P(Sk,é = j) - €xp (_x?,k,Z/Q) <

)

1
\/27Tbk’g
where C(p,v) > 0 is a constant depending only on u and v (and not depending on
k? g’j)'

Theorem 2.4 If |a|+ 8]+ |y <1 then
(Il + 18] + ) e
5 :
(1= (ol + 181+ 7))

If lof <1, |Bl<1 and |y| <1 andin case affy >0 equation |a|+ |6+ |y =1,
while in case afy <0 equation |a|+|5| —|y| =1 holds then

‘COV(Xkl,flekmb)‘ < C(Oz,ﬁ) \/kl + U+ ko + Lo

‘COV(Xkl,Zlusz,fz)‘ <

with some constant C’(a,ﬁ) > 0.
If afy<0 and |o|=1, [B|=]]<1 or [B[=1, |a|=[y| <1 then

‘\51—42\ |Ik1—k2\

Iy
1—~2"

‘COV(X]CLZl)XkQ,éQ)‘ S (kl A k2) ‘/7

1—~2 ‘COV(thgl, sz,@z)‘ < (ﬁl N )

respectively.
If apy=—1 and |a|=|B]=|y|=1 then
COV(thgl, Xk2’52) = (1{31 N k)g)(ﬁl VAN 62) Oé'kl_kﬂﬁwl_zﬂ.

Proof. Let |a|+ 8|+ |y| <1. Lemma 2T and (2.1) imply

k1Aks €1 N\ls (k1+k2)/2—1 (b1+22)/2—5
Jal + vl Bl + |y

=1 gj=1

<|a| + Iv|)k1_k2'/2 <|5| + |v|)H”2 (L—18)A—laD)
L=18 L= lol (1= (ol +18] + 171)"
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Hence, as

\ﬁl el
1—Jaf

ol + ]
1— 5]

hold, we obtain the first statement of the theorem.

<lal+[6l+ |y and < [al+ B8]+ 1]

Now, let |a| < 1, |B] < 1, |7| < 1 and assume that in case «afy > 0 equation
lal + 18] + |7] = 1, while in case «afy < 0 equation |a|+ [3] —|y] =1 holds. From
the arguments of the Introduction follows that it suffices to consider the case 0 < «, [ <
1, 7l <1, and o+ 5+~ =1. Corollary 2.2l and (2Z1]) imply

k1NAko €1 N\lo

}COV(XM,@UX/Q lL2)| = Z Z P(gkl it nél ] =k — 7’) (gkz it 77@2 ] = ky — Z)
=1 j=1
Assume first ky < ky and ¢y < fy or k; > ko and ¢; > (5. In this case using the
notations and results of Lemma [2.3] we have

k1iNko—1 41 Nla—1

}COV(Xkl’Zl’XkZb)} < Z Z ID(g“ﬁ k2|+z+ \51 Z2|+] |]{21—]{52|+Z> <£§a)+n§l_ﬂ):i>

=0 7=0

2 2
1 Llk1—ka|+i |k —ko|+ili—bo|+5 xu])
)

.Z Z 2 Dt g ( - 2 2

kiAko—1 01 N\la—1

=2 j=2
k1Nko— 1 C1 Nl — 1 k1NAka—1 b1 Nl2—1
+C(a,6)< > —+ Z —+ Z Z 6_3/2>
=2

where C(a, ﬁ) is a positive constant and

bk,g = a(l—a)k‘—l—ﬁ(l—ﬁ)ﬁ and l’ng,g = ak,g/\/bu With ak,g = (1—a)k—(1—ﬁ)€.

Obviously,
kiNko—1 1 1Nl —1 1
<2Vl Ake <2k ke and Y S <2/l AL <2V + 0
, [ . J
=2 j=2

Further, we have

kiNka—1 L1 Nl2—1 kiNka—1 L1 Na—1

Z Zb‘w Z Z (a(1—a)i+ B(1 - B)j) "

klx\kz—lf”f? 1 kiAka—1

. —3/2 2 N—1/2
ki1Aka—1 1/2
B —1/2 4(0&(1 — Oé)) /

(o = e)s) s < 5T oy - B)

2

“B1-9) Vi Ak

1
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Hence,

‘COV(thgl, ng,fz)‘ S C(Oé, ﬁ) \/]{71 + 61 + ]{52 + 62 + 4Ha75(1€1, 61, ]{72, 62), (24)
with

Ha,ﬁ<k17 617 k27 62)

ki1NAko £1N\lo

2 2
1 . Ly —ka| s, [ k1 —kal+s,)61— |+t B xs’s’t>dtd8.

exp (
271-\/[)‘]91_]92|‘f‘57|é1—€2|—i-t \/ bs,t 2

11
It is easy to see that

1
(@+B)(1 —a)(1-5)

Ho gk, 0, ke, ly) <
bk Ako,q ALy Oy Ako,1
« ! (
exp|— _
270/ Ok sl Jea — ] + WU 2(bjky—kalJer—t2] 1) 2u

b1,1 a1,04 Nty

(alkl—kz\7\€1—52| + U)z v? ) dvdu.

Now, for some real constants a < b and ¢,p we have
b
/ex <_ (e+v)?* _ U_Q)dv _vrlgtwu <_ @72)
P 2(¢g+u) 2u 2(q + 2u) P 2(q + 2u)
~ (g + 2u)b+ ou ~ (¢4 2u)a + ou
X 0] —-o )
V2(q +2u)(qg + u)u V2(q + 2u)(q + u)u

where ®(z) := 20(v22) — 1, = € R, is the Gauss error function defined with the help of
the cdf ®(x) of the standard normal distribution. Hence

2
Ho,p(k1, b1, k2, £s) S\/%(oz +8) (1 —a)1-p)

bk Ako b1 Als

1 Uiy kol Jr—t]
X exp | — ’ du
\/b|k1—k2|7|51—52\+2u 2(b\k1—k2|7|51—52\+2u)

bi,1

bk Ako,bq ALy

2 1
Va5 ) o o

1,1

du

<\/204(1 —a)(ky + k) +268(1 = B) (€1 + £5) < Vi + 0+ ko + 0o
B va(a+B)(1—a)(1-p) “V2r(a+ B)(1 - a)(1 - )

that together with (2.4]) implies the second statement of the theorem. Cases ky < ko, 1 > {5
and ki > ko, {1 < {5 can be handled in a similar way.
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Further, let afy <0 and |of =1, |8l =]y <1 or || =1, |of = |7/ < 1. In
this case —v/(af) = 1. Asfor n,m € N one has F(—n,—m;—n —m;1) = (m::")_l,
representation (2.2) implies

k1Nks €1 N\lo

Cov( X b1 Xiwrs) = Z Z ka2 gl Ha=2j, (2.5)
=1 j=1

Obviously, (2.5) also holds if |a| =1, f=v=0 or |f] =1, a =~ =0. Hence, e.g. if

ol =1, |8] =l <1

L1\l {1 N\la—1

‘COV(Xh,thkQ,fz)} kl/\k2 Z |7|51+32 2 < (kl/\k2)|7||£1 &l nyz] < k /\k2)|7 72
7=0

| |61 —L2]

7j=1

Finally, if afy=—1 and |a|=|5]=|y|=1 then —v/(af) =1, so

k1Nks 61 Nlo

Cov(Xiy o Xips) = > aF R BT — (kg A Jy) (6 A L) a1 —hel gl =t (2.6)

i=1 j=1

that completes the proof. O

3 Proof of Theorem 1.1

According to the results of the Introduction we may assume « >0, >0 and ~ >0 if
afy>0 and a>0, >0 and v <0, otherwise.

Let 0<a,8<1 and |y|<1, [1+a®—p3%>—~%>2/a+ By and 1— %> |a+ [y
Representation (Z.)) directly implies

lim Var(Y(” (s, t = ii( G(i j;oz,ﬁ,”y))2. (3.1)

n—oo
=0 j=0

To show that the right hand side of (B.I]) equals o2
of the equation

5~ consider the stationary solution Xj,

Xpo=aXp 1, +BXp o+ X100+ ke K LELZ,

where {e;,:k,{ € Z} are independent random variables with Eej, =0 and Varej, =
1. As the model is stable, X;, has the following L2-convergent infinite moving average
representation (see [Tjgstheim (1978, Lemma 5.1))

XI:,Z:ZZGZ]aO‘ﬁng il—7.

=0 7=0



12 Baran

Hence,
2
Var XM ZZ( zj;a,ﬁ,v)) :
=0 7=0
On the other hand, using the results of [Basu and Reinsel (1993) one can easily show that
Var(Xk g) = Uaﬁﬁf

Further, let 0 <a,8<1, |7/ <1, and a+ B+~vy=1. Corollary 22 and (21 imply

3
L,
[

1 [nt]—1

Var(Y (s, t)) = P2 ( (<) —|—77(1 o~ k)

B
Il
o
o~
Il
=)

Hence, to find the limit on n~/?Var (Y(")(s,

t)) as n — 0o, one can use the local version
of the central limit theorem given in Lemma 2.3 that yields approximation

exp(—xiu)

Var(Y " (s,1)) =~ = Z

://27rb[y exp y] (wl.l2 )dzdy
11

Direct calculations show that for the error

A3 1) 1= Var(Y®)(s,0)) = B(s.1)

of the approximation we have

[ns]—1 [nt]—1 [ns]—1 [nt]—1

» 2
Bl < (10 3 g 323 S men (<) ) 62)
k=2 =

k=2 (=2

where C'(a, ) is a positive constant. Now, similarly to the proof of Theorem [Z4] one can
verify that

k=2 (=2 bz,g : 055(1 — Oé)(l — ﬂ) < Oéﬁ(l — Oé)(l — ﬁ) (33)
Further
[ns]—1 [nt]—1 [ns] [nt] ,
1 l'kké 1 xy,y,z)
: 1 3z XP T dzd 3.4
Y e (<) <o f [rpew (-0 oo

b[ns],[nt] Uns],1

<wrpasans | /#QXP(‘%)M“'

b1 a1,[ng
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Again, for some real constants a <b and m > 0

ool ) o)

holds, so using ([B.4) and (B.5]) with m =2 we have

i Z 3/26 p( $2) : <a+6>?1@<1—6> 1“<[n8]b+ M)

1,1

that together with (3.2)) and (8.3]) implies

lim —N" )(s,t) = 0.

n—00 n1/2

Hence, n~'/?Var(Y™(s,t)) and n_l/zﬁ((;fg(s,t) have the same limit as n — oo.

Now, let
Al ) = B35, 0) = B3 (5.,
where
. L B
Eaﬁ(s,t) —1/ 2M)yzexp( :cyyz) zdy
Obviously,
ALY, 0) = AL (s.0) + AT (5,0), (3.6)
where
[ns] [nt

— N

} 2
1 Ayl 2] 1 Ay 2]
exp < — —) — —exp ( — —) dzdy,
(bwud b1/ by, by,

As |z—[z]] <1, z€R, andfor z>0 we have zexp(—z) <1, and |1—exp(—2)| < |z],
while for z > 1, [z] > 2/2 holds, after short straightforward calculations (see also (3.3]))

we obtain
[ns] [nt]

(n,1) 6171 ln([ns] + 1)
Aol < [ [ Sas < o S

(3.7)
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Further, using similar ideas as in the proof of (3.1) we have
[ns] [nt] 2 2 [ns] [nt]
(n2)( 1 |a3.- — a4 dy N a1 [z] 2—a—
‘A )‘ S%/ 62— exp ( by,z dzdy < — dzdy
[ns] [nt] 9 9
2—a-p / / Iayz\ A Iay1 C1 ( _ Gy “[y},[z}>dzdy
by,
[ns] [nt] [ns] [nt] )
dzdy + — //X ay,=|Alagy 2121 dzdy
// {l [A| ]| }byz(|ayz|/\|a[y |)
sln(fns] +1) 2 g 1
n([ns
< - Xila ——dzd
“rmaf(l—a)(l-p) i 1/ 1/ tov =211 “Ta, | S
- ([ ]_'_ 1) ) b[ns],[nt] Afns],1 )
n([ns
< —du / Xypsn—dv
raf(1—a)1—B8) " wla+B)(1—a)(l—p) b/ u o1y
1,1 a1,[nt]
81In([ns] + 1) 41n([ns] + [nt]) In ([ns] + [nt])
“rmaf(l—a)(1=p) w(a+B)(1—a)(l—7p) b1 ’

where X denotes the indicator function of a set H, that together with (B.6]) and (3.7))
implies

lim —N" )(s,t) = 0.

n—00 n1/2
Hence, n~'/?Var(Y™(s,t)) and n_l/ZEg%(s,t) have the same limit as n — oc.
Now, consider first the case «o(l —a)s < (1 — )t implying ol —a)ns]+ (1 — ) <
a(l —a) + (1 — B)[nt], if n islarge enough. In this case

1

™) (s 1) —
Bos D) = =) =73

(BS(5.8) + B (5.0) + LY (5,1)),

where

bns]l U/CY (a—‘,—ﬁ)(l—ﬁ)/a

1 1 v?
E™! = = — — )dud
B o / / ” exp( u) vdu,
b1 —u/B+(a+B8)(1-a)/B
) by, [nt] —u/B+(a+B)(1—)[ns]/B ) )
E"D (s 4) = — / - ~ 2 )awd
05 1) = o Vexp (2 )avau,

b[ns] 1 —u/ﬁ-}-(a—i—ﬁ)(l—a)/ﬁ
Ons], int) —u/B+(a+B)(1~a)[ns]/ B

n 1 1 ’
E{g 53)(5,15) = / / —exp (— U—) dvdu.
, U U
bi(nt)  u/a—(a+B)(1-B)[nt]/a
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Using B3) with m =1, as ®(—z) = —®(z), we have

Combining similar terms we obtain

1
2ym(a+p)(1-a)(1-75)

n n,1 n,2 n,3 n,4
E")(s,t) = (EUSD (s, ) +E (5, )+ FS) (5, )4FSY (5,1)), (3.8)

where
T e arp-8) 04 8) (1= a)ns]
(n,1) _fg(w (ot - (n.,3) [ =((a+ —a)lns] w
F, 5 (s,1) —/<I><a o )d , g (s,t).—/<1>< e 5)dw,
b1,1 brns] 1
e (ar)i-a) T (@ B)(1=B)nd
~ +06)(1—« ~((a+8)(1-0)nt|] w
FD (g ¢ ::/cb v_ dw, F"Y (st ::/cb Y
a,f3 (87 ) /8 'I,U/B ) o, (87 ) wa o dw
b1’1 bl,[nt]
Let
bins),1 /01, [nt]
n = n, ~ ([ W
Ggﬁl)(s,t) = / @(a)dw, G&;)(s,t) = / @(—)dw
\/m b1,1

Short calculation shows that

1 n,l n,l
| D (5. ) = G (s, 1) <
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as n — oco. Further, for a < b we have

Jole)oe =5 (- 5) - (-2) () -)

a
SO

amD i b2 § b[lﬁm 25 5/12 a Dns),1 bi1
a.p (s, )—[ns],l o — U1 "o +ﬁ exXp T T2 — €xXp T2

that together with (3.9) implies

— =

. 1 n,1 . 1 n,1 1/2
Similarly,
. 1 n,2 . 1 n,2 1/2
Jim - (0 8) = lim s Gl (s, ) = (80— 8)1) (3.1)

(n,3)

To determine the limit of n~/2F,";" (s, t) assume first that (1—/3)t < (1—a)s implying

(1=75)nt] < (1 —a)[ns] if n is large enough. On the one hand we have

L (3 ~ <(1 — a)[ns] — (1 — 5)[nt]) V/Ons) i) = A/ Bns 1
—F" t)> — /st — /s
nl/g a, (87 ) jl /7b[n5]7[nt] \/ﬁ ,t ,0

as n — o0o. On the other hand

. bins),int] — v/ Ons]1 —
WFO("Bg)(S’t) S \/ t\/ﬁ \/ — bs,t - bS,O

as n — 00, SO

L
Tim WF;;”(S, £) = /Dot — V/bso = (a(1—a)s+B(1=B)1)""* = (a(1—a)s)"*. (3.12)
If (1—-p)t>(1—a)s we split the domain of integration in Fé’fﬁ’g)(s, t) into two parts,

that is Fé’fﬁ’s)(s,t) = FO%’?”I)(S,t) + Fo(é%s’m(s,t) where

FOD (5. 1) = b/ 5<(a+ﬁ)(1—a)[n$] B %) dw,
-

FOD(s 4) = / 5<(a+5)gﬁ—a)[m] _ %) dw.
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Again, on the one hand we have

(a+B8)(1=p)[ns]

ﬁF(i?ﬁ’&l)(Svt) > ﬁ / 5(\/(044'5)(15_@)[”8] B w)dw (3.13)
V(e +B) A= B)ns] — /B EI;(\/(OhLﬁ)(l—O&)[nS] - \/b[ns},l)
NG 3
8 (Ve A=)l Bg) e
+ N (exp < 52 ) 1) = V(a+P)(1—p)s—/bsg

as n — 0o. On the other hand

\/(a—i_ﬁ)(l_\ﬁ/)rr—EnS] - \/b[ns],l 5

1 n,3,1
WFCE,B ((s,t) <

V(a+8)(1-5)s = /bso

as n — 00, SO

Similarly to (B.I3]) one can also show

V/ bins], [nt)
1 F(n,3,2)( ,t) > L a)<w — \/(a_"ﬁ)(l_a)[ns])dw

- S
nl/2= b nl/2 B

= by =V (a+B)(1-5)s,

and we also have

—#F(%’S’Z)(s,t) < Vsl \/\(/O%Jrﬂ)(l—ﬁ)[nS] S i T

as n — oo implying

lim — P32 (g gy = ((a+B)(1—a)s)" = (a(1 — a)s + B(1 — B)t) /%,

n—oo pl/2" B

Thus, by summing the limits in ([314) and ([BI5) we obtain that for (1 — )t > (1 —a)s

(3.15)

Tim #F;?ﬁ(s,t) = 2((a+8)(1-a)s) "~ (a(1—a)s+B(1-B)t) >~ (a(1-a)s) . (3.16)

Finally, the asymptotic behaviour of n~'/2F C%4)(3, t) in some sense a complementary of

the behaviour of n~'/2F 0%’3)(3, t). In the same way as (8.12) is proved one can show that
if (1-0)t>(1—-a)s

1/2

lim — F®9 (s, 1) = (a(1— a)s + 81— B))"* — (B(1 - B)1)

n—oo pl/2" ®B

(3.17)
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In case (1 — )t < (1 —a)s the domain of integration in Fo(:gl)(s, t) has to be split at
V/(a+ B)(1 — B)[nt] to obtain

lun—jélﬂng(,O::2«a+ﬁﬂl—5ﬁ)U%—Qﬁl—aﬁHﬁ%l—ﬁﬁ)U%—Qﬂl—ﬁ))Uz (3.18)

n—oo pl/2" ®B

Hence, in case a(l —a)s < (1 — )t equation (B.8) and limits (3.10) — (312) and (3.16)
- B18) imply

(1—a)s) A (1= pB)1)"?

71'1/2(@ + 6)1/2(1 _ Oé)(l — 6) (319)

lim — ——=Var(Y"(s,t)) = lim LE( )( t) =

n—oo n1/2 n—oo n1/2

If a(l —a)s>p(1—p)t we have

1
(a+ /)1 —a)1-p5)

E)(s,t) = (B™D(s,1) + BT (s,8) + EUP (s,1).

with
biint] u/a—(a+B)(1-B)/a
1 v?
—exp | — — |dvdu,
u u
bi1 —u/B+(at+pB)(1-a)/B
| feda wes-pfe ,
Eé"; — / —exp < - U—) dvdu,
' 27r U U
1,[nt] u/a—(a+pB)(1-B)[nt]/
b[ns 1,[nt] —u/ﬁ-i-(a—i-ﬁ)(l—oc)[ns]/ﬁ

1 1 2
Eé";’) — / / ~exp ( - U—) dvdu
’ 2m u u
oRI

brn u/a—(a+B)(1-B)[nt]/a

and (B.I9) can be proved similarly to the other case.

Now, if afy <0 and |a|=1, [Bl=|y| <1 or |B|=1, |a|=]|y] <1 using [2.5) we
have

2[nt] [nt] 1 _72[ns} ¢

or %Var(Y(")(s,t)) =—

[ns] 1—~
—
n 1—~2 1—~2’

—Var(Y ) (s, t)) =

o
n 1—72 1—~2
respectively, as n — oo.

At the end, if @ = = —v =1 the statement directly follows from Theorem [2.4] O

4 Remarks on missing cases

The results of Theorem [[.1] do not cover the cases when |o| < 1, |B] <1, |y| <1, either
afy <0 or a=p=0 issatisfied, and |a| —|5|+|y| =1 or —|a|+ |8+ |7| =1 holds.
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For |y] <1 the above conditions yield two subcases of Case A, while for |y| =1 we have
a subcase of Case B.

In the trivial case a = =0 and |y| =1 using directly (L2) it is easy to see that
Var(Xy) = kA ¢, hence

lim lVar(Y(”)(s,t)) =SAt. (4.1)

n—oo N,

If afvy < 0 according to the results of the Introduction it suffices to consider 0 < a, 5 < 1
and —1 <~ <0 and assume a—f—vy=1 or —a+ [ —~v=1. As the first row of ([2.3)
holds for all positive a and £,

G(m,n; o, 8,7) = <:) (T) a™ " (o + )"

r=0

where

0f +y = (1+8)(a—1)<0, if a—B8—7=1,
o (1+Oz)(ﬁ—1)<07 if —a+pf—~v=1.

Hence, using notations of Lemma 2.1l for a« — 3 —~v =1 we have

Gl af0) = (1420 S (1Pl =m =P () =) (a2)

r=0

while for —a+pg—-v=1

Glmoni af9) = (1420)" S (Pl =n—n)p () =) sy

r=0

holds. This means that results similar to Corollary can not be obtained. Moreover, the
exponential terms before the sums in (4.2) and (£3) do not allow us to use Lemma 2.3 for
separate approximations of the probabilities behind the sums.

Finally, in case o« = <1, v = —1 short calculation shows (Szegd, [1939)
G(m.n; a,a, —1) = al" M EIIT (20% — 1),

so using notation cos() = 2a? — 1 we obtain

[ns]—1 [nt]—1

Var(Y® (s, 1) = 37 3 (cos(8/2))" " <P,§2’llk_“(cos(9))>2, (4.4)

where P,Sa’b) () 1is the nth Jacobi polynomial with parameters a and b. Obviously, as
PT(LO’O)(—I) = (—=1)", in the trivial case o= =0 (0 =7) limit ([@I]) can be obtained from
(#4), too. However, as in general the second parameter of the Jacobi polynomial in (4.4])
equals |k — £|, to find the limit of the appropriately normed variances of Y™ (s t) the



20 Baran

classical approximations of the Jacobi polynomials as e.g. Theorem 8.21.8 of |Szegd (1939)
can not be used.
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