arXiv:2304.06288v1 [math.PR] 13 Apr 2023

A cluster representation of the renewal Hawkes process

Luis Iván Hernández Ruíz^{(1)(2)} and Kouji Yano^{(2)(3)(4)}

Abstract

A cluster representation for a Hawkes process with renewal immigration is obtained. The centre and satellite processes are indicated as a renewal process and generalized branching processes respectively. It is confirmed that the proposed construction indeed represents a cluster process and it is verified that it admits the desired intensity. Finally, the probability generating functional is computed for the stationary limit case.

1 Introduction

In Hawkes–Oakes [9], the classical Hawkes process was represented as a cluster process in which the centre process was given as a homogeneous Poisson process of immigrants whose offspring were given by branching satellite processes. Many generalizations of the classical Hawkes process have been studied in works such as Costa et. al. [5] in which a process with not only self-excitation, but also self-inhibition has been proposed. In Chen et. al. [4] a non-stationary version of the Hawkes process has been studied. Wheatley– Filimonov–Sornette [14] generalized the classical Hawkes process by replacing the Poisson process with a renewal process and called it the renewal Hawkes process abbreviated as RHP. Some methods for maximum likelihood estimation for the RHP were studied in Chen–Stindl [2] and furtherly refined in Chen–Stindl [3] to improve the speed of the computation. In this work, we obtain a cluster representation for the RHP and indicate explicitly what the centre and satellite processes are. We use a result of Westcott [13] to show existence of the cluster process and verify that the construction indeed represents an RHP through its intensity. Finally, we find the limit process for the RHP at long times and compute its probability generating functional.

A simple point process on [0, ∞) is a sequence of nonnegative random variables {T_0, T_1, T_2, . . . } defined on a probability space (Ω, F, P) such that for all n ≥ 0, T_{n+1} > T_n on {T_n < ∞} and T_{n+1} = ∞ on{T_n = ∞}. We identify the point process with the associated counting process N(t) = ∑ i 1_{{Ti≤t}}. Let (F_t) be a filtration to which N is adapted. An

(0)This research was supported by RIMS and by ISM. (1)Graduate School of Science, Kyoto University.

(2)The research of this author was supported by JSPS Open Partnership Joint Research Projects grant no. JPJSBP120209921.

(3)Graduate School of Science, Osaka University.

(4)The research of this author was supported by JSPS KAKENHI grant no.’s JP19H01791, JP19K21834 and 21H01002.

(F_t)-intensity of N is a nonnegative, a.s. locally integrable process λ_0(t) that is (F_t)- progressive, and such that, M(t) = N(t) − ∫_t 0 λ_0(s)ds, (1.1)

is an (F_t)-martingale. As a consequence, for any nonnegative process C(t) which is predictable, i.e. for all t ≥ 0, it is measurable with respect to the σ-field P(F_t) = σ((s, t] × A; 0 ≤ s ≤ t, A ∈ F_s) (1.2) it holds that, E [∫_∞ 0 C(s)N(ds) ] = E [∫_∞ 0 C(s)λ_0(s)ds ] . (1.3)

It is always possible (see e.g., [11, Sec II. T12]) to find a predictable version λ of λ_0, in which case, it is essentially unique, i.e. λ(t, ω) = λ_0(t, ω), P(dω)dN(t, ω)-a.e. We define then the classical and renewal Hawkes processes through their intensity.

Definition 1.1. A point process N is called a classical Hawkes process if N admits a predictable (F_t)-intensity given as

λ(t) = μ + ∫_{t−} 0 h(t − u)N(du), (1.4) where μ is a positive constant and h is a nonnegative measurable function on [0, ∞) satisfying ∫_∞ 0 h(t)dt < 1.

Note that we have (1.3) with

λ_0(t) = μ + ∫_t 0 h(t − u)N(du), (1.5) because the integral with respect to the Lebesgue measure stays unaltered by adding one point at t. Thus λ_0 is an (F_t)-intensity of N, and λ is the predictable version of λ_0.

It was shown in Hawkes–Oakes [9] that the process with intensity (1.4) can be represented as a cluster process on [0, ∞) with an homogeneous Poisson centre process of intensity μ and satellites given by generalized branching processes. These branching processes consist of inhomogeneous Poisson processes of characteristic intensity h that start at each one of the previous points of the process up to time t.

The classical Hawkes process was generalized in Wheatley–Filimonov–Sornette [14] by replacing the immigration Poisson process by a renewal process while keeping the structure of the offspring processes. In the same setting as above, consider random variables D_i, i = 1, 2, . . . , that take the values D_i = 0 if the i-th point is an immigrant, and D_i = 1 if it corresponds to an offspring. The random variable I(t) = max{i; T_i ≤ t, D_i = 0} represents the index of the last immigrant up to time t. We consider a filtration (F_t) to which N and I are adapted. Additionally, consider a function h satisfying the assumption:

(A) h is a nonnegative measurable function on [0, ∞) satisfying α := ∫_∞ 0 h(t)dt < 1.

We now give the definition of the RHP.

Definition 1.2. A point process N is called a renewal Hawkes process if N admits a predictable (F_t)-intensity given as λ(t) = μ ( t − T_{I(t−)} ) + ∫_{t−} 0 h(t − u)N(du), (1.6) where μ is a nonnegative measurable function on [0, ∞) such that μ(t) = f(t) 1 − ∫_t 0 f(s)ds , (1.7)

for some probability density function f. The function μ is often called the hazard function.

The paper is organized as follows. A general framework for the theory of point processes and the definition of a cluster process are presented in Section 2. In Section 3 we propose a cluster representation for the RHP. In Section 4 we show that such a cluster process indeed exists. The verification that our representation admits the intensity of an RHP is discussed in Section 5. Finally, Section 6 and Section 7 are dedicated to the computation of the probability generating functional for the general RHP and the stationary limit process of the RHP respectively.

2 Theoretical backgrounds for point processes

2.1 The probability generating functional

Let X be a complete separable metric space and write B(X ) for the family of all Borel sets of X . Denote by Ξ the class of measurable functions z : X → [0, 1] such that 1 − z vanishes outside some bounded set. A point process N on X is characterized in law by a consistent family of finite dimensional distributions

P((N(B_1), . . . , N(B_k)) ∈ ·) , (2.1)

for disjoint bounded sets B_1, . . . , B_k in B(X ). The law of N is then characterized by a probability generating functional (p.g.fl.), G[z] = E [ exp (∫ X log z(t)N(dt) )] = E ∏ t∈N(·) z(t) for z ∈ Ξ, (2.2)

since for constants λ_1, . . . , λ_k and disjoint bounded Borel sets B_1, . . . , B_k, by taking

z(·) = exp ( − k∑ i=1 λ_i1_{Bi} (·) ) , (2.3) we obtain G[z] = E [ exp ( − k∑ i=1 λ_iN(B_i) )] , (2.4)

which corresponds to the Laplace transform of (N(B_1), . . . , N(B_k)).

2.2 Cluster processes

Cluster processes are defined in a general setting. Let X and Y be complete separable metric spaces. Let N^♯_X stand for the set of counting measures ν on X which are locally finite in the sense that ν(B) < ∞ for all bounded set B ∈ B(X ). We write B(N^♯_X ) to denote the σ-field generated by all the maps N^♯_X ∋ ν → ν(B) for B in B(X ), and P(N^♯_X ) to denote the space of probability measures on N^♯_X . The convolution of Π and Π^′ ∈ P(N^♯_X ) is defined as

(Π ∗ Π^′) (U) = ∫ N^♯_X ×N^♯_X 1_{(ν+ν}′_{∈U)}Π(dν)Π^′(dν^′) for all U ∈ B(N^♯_X ). (2.5)

If we have two independent point processes N(·) and N^′(·) on X , we can then use (2.5) to write the law of their sum. Let Π(·) = P(N ∈ ·) and Π^′(·) = P(N^′ ∈ ·), then

Π ∗ Π^′ = P(N + N^′ ∈ ·). (2.6)

We can also write an expression for the p.g.fl. If we denote

G_Π[z] = E [ exp ∫ log z(t)N(dt) ] , and G_Π′ [z] = E [ exp ∫ log z(t)N^′(dt) ] , (2.7)

where the expectation is taken w.r.t. Π and Π^′ respectively, then the p.g.fl. of N + N^′ is given as

G_{Π∗Π}′ [z] =E [ exp ∫ log z(t)(N + N^′)(dt) ] (2.8)

=G_Π[z]G_Π′ [z]. (2.9)

Definition 2.1 ([6, Ch.6 p.165]). A (symbolic) measurable family of point processes on X is a family {N(· | y) : y ∈ Y} where for all y ∈ Y, N(· | y) is a point process on X , and for all U ∈ B(N^♯_X ) the function y −→ P(N(· | y) ∈ U) (2.10) is B(Y)-measurable.

The construction of a cluster process involves two components: a point process N_c of cluster centres whose realization consists of the points {y_i}_{i≥0} ⊂ Y, and a family of point processes on X , namely {N_s(· | y); y ∈ Y}, whose superposition constitute the observed process. We formalize this idea through the convolution in P(N^♯_X ).

Definition 2.2. Let N_c be a point process on Y and {N_s(· | y) : y ∈ Y} a measurable family of point processes on X . (The family {N_s(· | y) : y ∈ Y} is considered to be mutually independent and to be independent of N_c.) Then, the independent cluster process on X , with centre process N_c and satellite processes {N_s(· | y) : y ∈ Y}, which we denote by N(·) = ∫ Y N_s(· | y)N_c(dy) = ∑ y∈N_c(·) N_s(· | y), (2.11)

is defined in law as P(N ∈ U) = ∫ N^♯_Y P(N_s(· | μ) ∈ U) P(N_c ∈ dμ) , (2.12)

where P(N_s(· | μ) ∈ U) for μ = ∑ i δ_{yi} ∈ N^♯_Y is defined as the infinite convolution

P(N_s(· | μ) ∈ U) =(Π_{y1} ∗ Π_{y2} ∗ · · ·) (U) for U ∈ B(N^♯_X ), (2.13)

with Π_y(U) = P(N_s(· | y) ∈ U) for U ∈ B(N^♯_X ) and y ∈ Y.

We now give an expression for the p.g.fl. of the independent cluster process in the following Theorem.

Theorem 2.3. Let N be an independent cluster process with centre process N_c and satellite processes {N_s(· | y) : y ∈ Y}. Let G_c[z] denote the p.g.fl. of the centre process and G_s[z | y] the p.g.fl. of N_s(· | y). Then G[z], the p.g.fl. of N(·), is given by

G[z] = G_c[G_s[z | ·]] for any z ∈ Ξ. (2.14)

Proof. In the definition of the p.g.fl. we take expectation with respect to the law of N(·) given by (2.12), and we obtain G[z] =E [ exp ∫ log z(x)N(dx) ] (2.15) = ∫ N^♯_Y ( E [ exp ∫ X log z(x)N_s(dx | μ) ]) P(N_c ∈ dμ) (2.16)

= ∫ N^♯_Y ∏ y∈μ(·) G_s[z | y] P(N_c ∈ dμ) (2.17)

=E ∏ y∈N_c(·) G_s[z | y] (2.18)

=G_c[G_s[z | ·]], (2.19)

concluding the proof.

A necessary and sufficient condition for the superposition (2.11) to define a point process on X , in which case we say that the independent cluster process exists, is that for every bounded set B ∈ B(X ), N(B) = ∫ Y N_s(B | y)N_c(dy) = ∑ y∈N_c(·) N_s(B | y) < ∞ a.s. (2.20)

Under the assumption that the process has almost surely finite clusters, i.e.

N_s(X | y) < ∞ a.s. for all y ∈ Y, (2.21) equivalent conditions for verifying (2.20) were presented in Westcott [13], namely the following theorem and its corollary.

Theorem 2.4 ([13, Theorem 3]). The independent cluster process N exists if and only if for every bounded set B ∈ B(X ), ∫ Y P(N_s(B | y) > 0) N_c(dy) < ∞ a.s. (2.22) We give its proof for completeness of this paper.

Proof. Let B ∈ B(X ) bounded, then the probability generating function (p.g.f.) for the random variable N(B) is obtained by evaluating the p.g.fl. of N in the function ξ(u) = 1 − (1 − z)1_B (u) where z is a constant in (0, 1). We obtain E [ z^{N(B)} ] = E [ exp { − ∫ Y Q_B (z | y)N_c(dy) }] , (2.23)

where we defined Q_B (z | y) := − log E [ z^{Ns(B|y)} ] . Considering now the sequence {z_n}_{n∈N} given by z_n = 1 −^1_n we can compute P(N(B) < ∞) = lim_{n→∞} E [ z^{N(B)}_n ] (2.24)

= lim_{n→∞} E [ exp { − ∫ Y Q_B (z_n | y)N_c(dy) }] (2.25) =E [ exp { − lim_{n→∞} ∫ Y Q_B (z_n | y)N_c(dy) }] . (2.26)

The last equality is the result of applying the Monotone Convergence Theorem to the increasing sequence {−Q_B (z_n | y)}_{n∈N} and using the continuity of the exponential function. Hence P(N(B) < ∞) = 1 if and only if lim_{n→∞} ∫ Q_B(z_n | y)N_c(dy) = 0 a.s. (2.27)

Since 0 ≤ Q_B (z_n | y) ≤ 1 and Q_B(z_n | y) ↓ 0 as n → ∞, this is equivalent, by the Dominated Convergence Theorem (DCT), to ∫ Q_B (z | y)N_c(dy) < ∞ for some 0 < z < 1 a.s. (2.28)

Notice that if 0 < a ≤ x ≤ 1,

1 − x ≤ − log x ≤ c(a)(1 − x) for c(a) :=

− log a 1 − a . (2.29)

Since z is a constant in (0, 1),

E z^{Ns (B|y)} ≥ E ∏ y^′∈N_c(·) z^{Ns(B|y′)} = E z^{N(B)} , (2.30)

and Q_B (z | y) := − log E z^{Ns (B|y)}, we have from (2.29) 1 − E z^{Ns (B|y)} ≤ Q_B (z | y) ≤ ~c(z) ( 1 − E z^{Ns (B|y)} ) , (2.31)

for ~c(z) := c ( E z^{N(B)} ) . Hence condition (2.28) holds if and only if ∫ ( 1 − E z^{Ns (B|y)} ) N_c(dy) < ∞ for some 0 < z < 1 a.s. (2.32)

Additionally, ∞∑ n=0 P(N_s(B | y) > n)z^n = ∞∑ n=0 z^n ∞∑ m=n+1 P(N_s(B | y) = m) (2.33)

= ∞∑ m=1 P(N_s(B | y) = m) m−1∑ n=0 z^n (2.34)

= ∞∑ m=1 P(N_s(B | y) = m) 1 − z^m 1 − z (2.35) = 1 1 − z ( 1 − E z^{Ns (B|y)} ) , (2.36)

since 1 − z^0 = 0. Hence condition (2.32) holds if and only if ∞∑ n=0 {∫ P(N_s(B | y) > n)N_c(dy) } z^n < ∞ for some 0 < z < 1 a.s. (2.37)

Since P(N_s(B | y) > n) is decreasing in n, we see that condition (2.37) holds if and only if ∫ P(N_s(B | y) > 0)N_c(dy) < ∞ a.s. (2.38)

Corollary 2.5 ([13, Corollary 3.3]). Let X , Y = R and assume the following conditions:

(i) sup_t E [N_c(I − t)] < ∞ for all bounded interval I.

(ii) N_s(· | t)^d= N_s(· − t | 0) for all t ∈ R. (iii) E [N_s(R | 0)] < ∞. Then (2.22) is satisfied.

We give its proof for completeness of this paper. Proof. Notice that E [N_s(I | t)] ≥ E [N_s(I | t); N_s(I | t) > 0] ≥ P(N_s(I | t) > 0) , (2.39) because N_s(I | t) is integer-valued. From (ii), we have E [N_s(I | t)] = E [N_s(I − t | 0)] . (2.40) Taking expectation in (2.22) and using (2.39) and (2.40) we have ∫ R P(N_s(I | t) > 0)E [N_c(dt)] ≤ ∫ R E [N_s(I − t | 0)] E [N_c(dt)] (2.41) = ∫ R (∫ R 1_{I−t}(u)E[N_s(du | 0)] ) E [N_c(dt)] (2.42) = ∫ R (∫ R 1_{I−u}(t)E [N_c(dt)] ) E [N_s(du | 0)] (2.43) = ∫ R E [N_c(I − u)] E [N_s(du | 0)] (2.44) ≤E [N_s(R | 0)] sup_t E [N_c(I − t)] < ∞, (2.45) from (i) and (iii), which implies (2.22).

3 Construction of the RHP

If f and g are both functions, we will denote their convolution as f ∗ g(t) = ∫_t 0 f(t − s)g(s)ds, (3.1) whereas, if F is a measure on [0, ∞) and g is a function, the convention that F ∗ g is a function is used, and we write F ∗ g(t) = ∫_t 0 g(t − s)F (ds). (3.2) We sometimes identify the measure F (ds) with its cumulative distribution function F (t) = ∫_t 0 F (ds). If F and G are both measures, we will denote their convolution as F ∗ G(t) = ∫_t 0 F (t − s)G(ds) = ∫_t 0 G(t − s)F (ds). (3.3)

3.1 The centre process

In the RHP, immigration is given by a renewal process, which naturally we take as our centre process. Let τ, τ_1, τ_2, . . . , be positive i.i.d. random variables whose probability distribution function

F (t) := P(τ ≤ t), (3.4)

satisfies the assumption:

(B) τ has finite mean m^{−1} := E [τ] and its distribution function F has a density f, i.e. F (t) = ∫_t 0 f(s)ds. The epochs of the renewal process correspond to the partial sums S_0 = 0, S_n = τ_1 +· · ·+τ_n, to which we associate the counting process N_R(t) = ∑ i 1_{{Si≤t}}. For each n ≥ 0 and x ≥ 0, the distribution of S_n is P(S_n ≤ x) = F^{∗n}(x), where

F^{∗0}(x) = δ_0(x), F^{∗(n+1)}(x) = ∫_x 0 F^{∗n}(x − y)F (dy). (3.5)

The mean number of events up to time t is given by the renewal function,

Φ(t) := E [N_R(t)] = ∑ n≥0 F^{∗n}(t). (3.6)

Note that Φ is an increasing function. Since the distribution function F has a density f, the renewal measure Φ(dt) is absolutely continuous w.r.t. the Lebesgue measure with density φ(t) = ∑ n≥1 f^{∗n}(t) for all t ≥ 0 [1, Proposition V.2.7].

Denote by (F^R_t )_{t≥0} the aumentation of the natural filtration of the renewal process σ(N_R(s); 0 ≤ s ≤ t), and take the hazard function μ(t) as in (1.7). We use [11, Ch.3, T7] to see that

λ_R(t) := μ(t − S_{NR(t−)}), (3.7)

is a predictable (F^R_t )-intensity of N_R.

A delayed renewal process is a renewal process in which we replace S_0 by a positive random variable ^S_0 independent of τ_1, τ_2, . . . , with distribution function F_0 not necessarily equal to F . The partial sums ^S_n = ^S_0 + τ_1 + · · · + τ_n have the associated counting process ^N_R(t) = ∑_i 1 {^^Si≤t}, where the distribution of

^S_n for n ≥ 1 is given by P( ^S_n ≤ x) =

F_0 ∗ F^{∗n}(x) for x ≥ 0. In the remainder of this paper, we plainly say renewal process to refer to the case with no delay.

3.2 The satellite processes

One feature of the RHP is that in addition to immigrants being able to generate offspring, these offspring themselves can generate further offspring. Thus, offspring points could be described as higher-level centre processes. In order to represent this structure, we use a notation similar to Neyman–Scott [10]. The renewal process will be named a zero-th order centre process N^{(0)}c (·) := N_R(·). Let { N^{(n)}s (· | t); t ∈ [0, ∞) } n≥1 be a sequence of measurable families of point processes

which is considered to be i.i.d. and to be independent of N^{(0)}c , such that N^{(n)}s (· | t) has the same law as N_s(· | t) whose p.g.fl. is given by E ∏ x∈N_s(·|t) z(x) = exp (∫_∞ 0 (z(x + t) − 1) h(x)dx ) , (3.8)

with h satisfying (A). If we take z(x) = e^{−λ} for λ > 0, we have E [ e^{−λNs([0,∞)|t)} ] = exp (( e^{−λ} − 1 ) ∫^∞ 0 h(x)dx ) = e^{−α} (^{1−e−λ}), (3.9)

which shows that N_s([0, ∞) | t)^d= Poi(α). More generally, if we substitute the function z(x) = { e^{−λi} (x ∈ (a_i, b_i]) , 1 ( x /∈ ∪^k_{i=1}(a_i, b_i] ) , (3.10)

into (3.8), we obtain E [ e^{−λ1Ns((a1 ,b1]|t)} · · · e^{−λkNs((ak ,bk]|t)} ] = k∏ i=1 exp ( (e^{−λi} − 1) ∫_{bi} a_i h(x − t)dx ) . (3.11)

This shows that {N_s([a_i, b_i) | t)}^k_{i=1} is mutually independent and

N_s([a_i, b_i) | t)^d= Poi (∫_{bi} a_i h(x − t)dx ) , (3.12)

or in other words, N_s(· | t) is an inhomogeneous Poisson process with intensity h(x−t)dx, where we understand h(x) = 0 for x < 0. In particular, we see that {N_s(· | t) : t ≥ 0} is a measurable family of point processes.

Given that there is a centre at t_0 ≥ 0, we construct higher-level centre processes N^{(n)}c , for n ≥ 1, from a superposition of the processes N^{(n)}s with the following recursive structure:

N^{(0)}_c (· | t_0) := δ_{t0} , N^{(n+1)}_c (· | t_0) = ∑ t∈N^{(n)}_c (·|t_0) N^{(n+1)}_s (· | t), (3.13)

where N^{(0)}c (· | t_0) is the original immigrant at t_0 and N^{(n)}c (· | t_0) represents its n-th generation offspring. We define as well some processes of interest, namely, the total number of n-th generation descendants,

N^{(n)}_c (·) = ∑ t_0∈N_R(·)

N^{(n)}_c (· | t_0), (3.14) and the complete offspring of the imimigrant at t_0 (including the immigrant), N_c(· | t_0) = ∑ n≥0 N^{(n)}_c (· | t_0). (3.15)

We take the processes defined as in (3.15) as the satellite processes of our construction for a centre located at t_0. Finally, the RHP is given by the superposition: N(·) = ∫_∞ 0 N_c(· | t)N_R(dt) = ∑ t_0∈N_R(·) ∑ n≥0 N^{(n)}_c (· | t_0). (3.16)

Note that (3.16) can also be written as N(·) = ∑ n≥0 ∑ t_0 ∈N_R(·)

N^{(n)}_c (· | t_0) = N_R(·) + ∑ n≥1 N^{(n)}_c (·). (3.17)

4 Validity of the construction

We are concerned with whether our construction of the RHP in fact represents a valid cluster process. In the following Theorem we show that with the assumptions made for its construction, it is a valid definition.

Theorem 4.1. If h is a function satisfying (A), and N_R(·) is a renewal process satisfying (B), then the cluster process defined as in (3.16) exists and has a.s. finite clusters.

Proof. Using Corollary 2.5 , the existence of the cluster process is proved if we can show that conditions (i)-(iii) hold.

Claim (i) can be obtained by using the fact that E [N_R(t + a) − N_R(t)] ≤ Φ(a), for all a > 0, (4.1) (see for example [1, Sec. V, Theorem 2.4, p.146]). Let I be any bounded interval in [0, ∞) and write |I| for its Lebesgue measure. Then, from (4.1) we can see that E [N_R(I)] ≤ Φ(|I|) and we can conclude that, sup_{t≥0} E [N_R(I − t)] ≤sup_{t≥0} Φ(|I − t|) = Φ(|I|) < ∞ (4.2)

Claim (ii) follows from the construction of the satellites as superposition of inhomogeneous Poisson processes with p.g.fl. (3.8) that originate at previous points of the process and the observation (3.12).

Finally, to prove claim (iii), let t_0 ≥ 0 and consider N_c(· | t_0) a cluster with centre at t_0. Let us call Z_n := N^{(n)}c ([0, ∞) | t_0) for n ≥ 0 and Z := N_c([0, ∞) | t_0) so that Z_n and

Z represent respectively the number of n-th generation points and the total number of points in the cluster. These random variables satisfy:

Z_n = Z_{n−1}∑

k=0 X_{n,k}, N^{(n)}c (· | t_0) = {Y^{(n)}_1 , . . . , Y^{(n)}_{Zn} } for n ≥ 0, and X_{n,k} := N^{(n)}s ([0, ∞) | Y^{(n−1)}_k ). This shows that the variables Z_n form a Galton–Watson process with offspring density h, and that the number of points per generation follows a Poisson distribution of parameter α. Then Z is given by the total size of the Galton–Watson process. From the Galton–Watson theory [8, Theorem 6.1, p.7] we know that P ( Z < ∞ ) = 1 if α < 1, and the p.g.f. of the cluster size π(u) = E [ u^Z ] , 0 < u < 1 [8, Section 13.2, p.32] satisfies, π(u) = u exp{α[π(u) − 1]} , from which we can conclude that π^′(1−) = E [ Z ] =^1_{1−α} . We then see that the three assumptions needed are satisfied, which proves the existence of the cluster process representation for the RHP.

5 Verification of the intensity

In this section we show that the process constructed in the previous section admits the desired intensity of an RHP. Let us consider a cluster process N(·) = {T_1, T_2, . . .} given by (3.16). Define the random variables

D_i = { 1 (if T_i ∈ N_R(·)) , 0 (otherwise) ,

(5.1)

and the function I(t) = max{i; T_i ≤ t, D_i = 0} as before. We construct the filtration (F_t)_{t≥0} by the augmentation of the natural filtration (F^0_t )_{t≥0} defined as

F^0_t = σ ( N^{(n)}_c ((a, b]) ; 0 ≤ a ≤ b ≤ t, n = 0, 1, 2, . . . ) , t ≥ 0. (5.2)

Notice that in the definition of the intensity (1.6), the term μ ( t − T_{I(t−)} ) is only affected by the terms that come from the renewal process. This is because the points T_{I(t−)} all correspond to immigrants. Since N_R(t) = min{i : S_i ≤ t}, let us then denote N_R(·) = {T_i : D_i = 0} ={S_1, S_2, . . .}, and notice then that μ(t − T_{I(t−)}) = μ(t − S_{NR(t−)}), t ≥ 0. (5.3) Consider now an arbitrary (F_t)-predictable process C(u) = 1_A1_{(r,t]}(u) for A ∈ F_r and 0 ≤ r ≤ t. Then E [∫ C(u)N(du) ] = E [ 1_A ∫_t r N_R(du) ] + E [ 1_A ∫_t r ∑ n≥0 N^{(n+1)}_c (du) ] . (5.4)

Since λ_R(t) is an (F_t)-intensity of N_R, the first term on the R.H.S. equals E [ 1_A ∫_t r N_R(du) ] = E [ 1_A ∫_t r μ(u − S_{NR(u−)})du ] = E [ 1_A ∫_t r μ(u − T_{I(u−)})du ] . (5.5)

We also have,

E [ 1_A ∫_t r ∑ n≥0 N^{(n+1)}_c (du) ] =E 1_A ∫_t r ∑ n≥0 ∑ x∈N^{(n)}_c (·) N^{(n+1)}_s (du | x)

(5.6)

= ∑ n≥0 E 1_A ∑ x∈N^{(n)}_c (·) N^{(n+1)}_s ((r, t] | x)

. (5.7)

Because of the independence property of a Poisson point process, we have independence of { N^{(n+1)}s ((r, t] | x); t > r, x ≥ 0 } from F_r ∨ σ ( N^{(n)}c ) , and by (3.12) we obtain ∑ n≥0 E 1_A ∑ x∈N^{(n)}_c (·) N^{(n+1)}_s ((r, t] | x) = ∑ n≥0 E 1_A ∑ x∈N^{(n)}_c (·) ∫_t r h(u − x)du (5.8)

=E [ 1_A ∫_∞ 0 (∫_t r h(u − x)du ) ∑ n≥0 N^{(n)}_c (dx) ] (5.9)

=E [ 1_A ∫_∞ 0 (∫_t r h(u − x)du ) N(dx) ] (5.10) =E [ 1_A ∫_t r (∫_u 0 h(u − x)N(dx) ) du ] . (5.11)

From the chain of equalities we obtain the identity E [∫ C(u)N(du) ] = E [∫ C(u) { μ(u − T_{I(u−)}) + ∫_{u−} 0 h(u − x)N(dx) } du ] , (5.12)

which may be extended to all (F_t)-predictable processes C. Thus, we can say that N admits the predictable (F_t)-intensity λ(t) := μ(t − T_{I(t−)}) + ∫_{t−} 0 h(t − x)N(dx), t ≥ 0. (5.13)

6 Probability generating functional for the RHP

In this section we investigate the p.g.fl. of the RHP. The difficulty of finding the complete p.g.fl. lies on the fact that the renewal process is not a finite point process. We begin with the p.g.fl. of the renewal process.

Denote p_n(T ) := P(N_R((0, T ]) = n) for T ≥ 0 and any nonnegative integer n, and for any z ∈ Ξ and T ≥ 0 define z^T (t) := { z(t) (t ≤ T ), 1 (t > T ). (6.1) Since { z^T } T ≥0 is decreasing in T for z ∈ Ξ, and all z

T are dominated by the constant 1, it is a consequence of the DCT that G_R[z] = lim_{T →∞} G_R[z^T ], (6.2) where

G_R[z^T ] = ∞∑ n=0 E ∏ x∈N_R(·) z^T (x) ; N_R((0, T ]) = n

(6.3)

=p_0(T ) + ∞∑ n=1 E [z(S_1) · · · z(S_n) ; N_R((0, T ]) = n] (6.4)

=p_0(T ) + ∞∑ n=1 p_n(T ) ∫_T 0 ∫_{T −s1} 0 · · · ∫_{T −sn−1} 0 z(s_1) · · · z(s_n)f(s_1) · · · f(s_n − s_{n−1})ds_n · · · ds_1, (6.5) but this expression cannot be furtherly simplified in general.

Now we focus on the p.g.fl. for the satellite processes. A cluster whose centre is located at t_0, for some t_0 ≥ 0, is formed by the immigrant that originated it together with all the generations of its offspring. The following relation has been already established in Hawkes–Oakes [9], and we provide a proof using our construction. Theorem 6.1. Let t_0 ≥ 0. The p.g.fl. for a cluster starting at t_0, namely G_c[z | t_0] = E [ exp ∫_∞ 0 log z(t)N_c(dt | t_0) ] , (6.6) satisfies the functional relation G_c[z | t_0] = z(t_0) exp {∫_∞ 0 (G_c[z(x + ·) | t_0] − 1) h(x)dx } . (6.7)

Proof. Let t_0 ≥ 0. We want the p.g.fl. for the cluster N_c(· | t_0) = ∑ n≥0 N^{(n)}_c (· | t_0), (6.8)

Let us call G^{(n)}c the p.g.fl. of the cluster up to generation n, namely

G^{(n)}_c [z | t_0] = E [ exp ∫_∞ 0 log z(t) n∑ i=0 N^{(i)}_c (dt | t_0) ] . (6.9)

Denote F_0 :={Ω, ∅} and F_n := σ ( N^{(1)}c (· | t_0), . . . , N^{(n)}c (· | t_0) ) . We have,

G^{(n+1)}_c [z | t_0] = z(t_0)E [ exp {∫ log z(x) n∑ i=0 N^{(i+1)}_c (dx | t_0) }] . (6.10)

Note that the above expectation can be written as, E [ exp {∫ log z(x) n∑ i=0 N^{(i+1)}_c (dx | t_0) }] (6.11)

=E exp n∑ i=0 ∑ y∈N^{(i)}_c (·|t_0) ∫ log z(x)N^{(i+1)}_s (dx | y)

(6.12)

Using that the processes N^{(i+1)}s (· | y) are an i.i.d. family and independent from N^{(i)}c (· | t_0), we can rewrite the above expectation by recursively applying the tower property,

E exp n∑ i=0 ∑ y∈N^{(i)}_c (·|t_0) ∫ log z(x)N^{(i+1)}_s (dx | y)

(6.13)

=E n∏ i=0 ∏ y∈N^{(i)}_c (·|t_0) E [ exp {∫ log z(x)N^{(i+1)}_s (dx | y) } | |F_i ] (6.14)

=E n∏ i=0 ∏ y∈N^{(i)}_c (·|t_0) E [ exp {∫ log z(x)N^{(i+1)}_s (dx | y) }] (6.15)

=E n∏ i=0 ∏ y∈N^{(i)}_c (·|t_0) E [ exp {∫ log z(x + y)N^{(n+1)}_s (dx | 0) }] (6.16)

=E n∏ i=0 ∏ y∈N^{(i)}_c (·|t_0) exp {∫ log z(x + y)N^{(n+1)}_s (dx | 0) } (6.17)

=E exp n∑ i=0 ∑ y∈N^{(i)}_c (·|t_0) ∫ log z(x + y)N^{(n+1)}_s (dx | 0)

. (6.18)

Writing the summation above as an integral w.r.t. the counting measure N^{(i)}c (· | t_0) and using Fubini’s Theorem we get,

E exp n∑ i=0 ∑ y∈N^{(i)}_c (·|t_0) ∫ log z(x + y)N^{(n+1)}_s (dx | 0)

(6.19)

=E [ exp {∫ ∫ log z(x + y) n∑ i=0 N^{(i)}_c (dy | t_0)N^{(n+1)}_s (dx | 0) }] (6.20)

=E ∏ x∈N^{(n+1)} s (·|0) E [ exp {∫ log z(x + y) n∑ i=0 N^{(i)}_c (dy | t_0) }] (6.21)

=E ∏ x∈N^{(n+1)} s (·|0) G^{(n)}_c [z(x + ·) | t_0]

(6.22)

=E ∏ x∈N^{(n+1)} s (·|0) G^{(n)}_c [z_x(·) | t_0]

, (6.23)

where in the last expression we introduced z_x(·) := z(x + ·). We recognize the p.g.fl. of the process N_s(· | 0) and from equation (3.12), we have G^{(n+1)}_c [z | t_0] =z(t_0)G_s [ G^{(n)}_c [z_· | t_0] | 0 ] (6.24) =z(t_0) exp {∫_∞ 0 ( G^{(n)}_c [z_x | t_0] − 1 ) h(x)dx } . (6.25)

Now, we want to take the limit as n → ∞. First notice that for any measurable function z such that 0 ≤ z(y) ≤ 1 for all y ≥ 0 and 1 − z vanishes outside a bounded set, it holds that lim_{n→∞} n∏ i=0 ∏ x∈N^{(i)}_c (·|t_0) z(x) = ∏ i≥0 ∏ x∈N^{(i)}_c (·|t_0)

z(x). (6.26)

Since,

E ∏ i≥0 ∏ x∈N^{(i)}_c (·|t_0) z(x) < ∞, (6.27)

we have from the DCT,

lim_{n→∞} G^{(n)}_c [z | t_0] = lim_{n→∞} E n∏ i=0 ∏ x∈N^{(i)}_c (·|t_0) z(x) = E ∏ i≥0 ∏ x∈N^{(i)}_c (·|t_0) z(x) = G_c[z | t_0], (6.28) this means that F_n converges to F pointwise. Now, since 0 ≤ G^{(n)}c [z_x | t_0] ≤ 1 for all n ≥ 0 and | |G(n)_c [z_x | t_0] − 1 | | h(x) ≤ h(x) with ∫ ∞_0 h(x)dx < ∞, from the DCT we get,

G_c[z | t_0] = lim_{n→∞} G^{(n)}_c [z | t_0] = lim_{n→∞} z(t_0) exp {∫_∞ 0 ( G^{(n)}_c [z_x | t_0] − 1 ) h(x)dx } (6.29)

=z(t_0) exp {∫_∞ 0 (G_c[z_x | t_0] − 1) h(x)dx } , (6.30)

which concludes the proof.

7 The stationary RHP

Under assumption (B), we can obtain a stationary version of the renewal process ^N_R by considering a delayed renewal process with the same interarrival distributions as N_R, but with a suitable distribution F_0 for the delay ^S_0. Such a distribution has a density (c.f. [6, Proposition 4.2.I]) given as f_0 = m(1 − F ). (7.1) In the stationary case, the p.g.fl. for the renewal process can be computed on the entirety of [0, ∞). For this, we use the general formula [6, (5.5.4) in Sec. V. p.146] to expand the p.g.fl. of the point process ^N_R as

^G_R[z] = 1 +^∞ ∑ k=1 1 k! ∫ R^k (z(x_1) − 1) · · · (z(x_k) − 1)M_{[k]}(dx_1 × · · · × dx_k), (7.2)

where the factorial moment measures M_{[k]}(·) for ^N_R are given for A_1, . . . , A_r ∈ B(R) and nonnegative integers k_1, . . . , k_r such that k_r ≥ 1 and k_1 + · · · + k_r = k as M_{[k]}(A^{(k1)}_1 × · · · × A^{(kr )}_r ) = E [ [N(A_1)]^{[k1]} · · · [N(A_r)]^{[kr]} ] , (7.3) with the factorial powers defined as

n^{[k]} = { n(n − 1) · · · (n − k + 1) (k = 0, . . . , n), 0 (k > n), (7.4)

for any nonnegative integer n. We use the formula [6, (5.4.15) in p.139] for the stationary renewal process and see that the factorial measures of ^N_R have densities on x_1 < · · · < x_k given by [6, (5.4.15) in Sec. V. p.139] M_{[k]}(dx_1 × · · · × dx_k) = mdx_1φ(x_2 − x_1)dx_2 · · · φ(x_k − x_{k−1})dx_k, (7.5) where we recall that m^{−1} = E [τ] and φ = ∑ n≥1 f^{∗n}. We can rewrite the integral in (7.2) using the factorial densities to obtain

^G_R[z] = 1+ ∞∑ k=1 m k! ∫_∞ 0 ∫_∞ x_1 · · · ∫_∞ x_{k−1} [z(x_1) − 1] · · ·

· · · [z(x_k) − 1]dx_1φ(x_2 − x_1) · · · φ(x_k − s_{k−1})dx_k. (7.6)

Consider now a RHP in which we have replaced the centre process N_R for its stationary version ^N_R. We denote this process by ^N(·) := ∫_∞ 0 N_c(· | t) ^N_R(dt) = ∑ t_0∈ ^N_R(·) ∑ n≥0 N^{(n)}_c (· | t_0), (7.7)

whose p.g.fl. ^G[z] = ^G_R[G_c[z | ·]] is given as

^G[z] = 1+^∞ ∑ k=1 m k! ∫_∞ 0 ∫_∞ t_1 · · · ∫_∞ t_{k−1} (G_c[z | t_1] − 1) · · ·

· · · (G_c[z | t_k] − 1)dt_1φ(t_2 − t_1) · · · φ(t_k − t_{k−1})dt_k. (7.8) Since an RHP with p.g.fl. given by (7.8) has a stationary centre process and its satellite processes satisfy N_c(· | t_0)^d= N_c(·−t_0 | 0) for t_0 ≥ 0, from Vere-Jones [12] we can conclude that the process is stationary and we call it the stationary renewal Hawkes process. Example 7.1. In particular, consider the renewal process ^N_R(·) to be an homogeneous Poisson process of constant intensity μ > 0. In this case, the renewal density is constant φ(t) = μ for all t ≥ 0, and m = μ. We have

^G[z] =1 +^∞ ∑ k=1 μ^k k! ∫_∞ 0 · · · ∫_∞ 0 (G_c[z | s_1] − 1) · · · (G_c[z | s_k] − 1)ds_1 · · · ds_k (7.9)

=1 + ∞∑ k=1 μ^k k! (∫_∞ 0 (G_c[z | s] − 1)ds )_k (7.10)

= ∞∑ k=0 1 k! (∫_∞ 0 μ(G_c[z | s] − 1)ds )_k (7.11)

= exp {∫_∞ 0 μ(G_c[z | s] − 1)ds } . (7.12)

Now observe that the p.g.fl. for the satellite processes satisfies G_c[z | t] = G_c[z_t | 0] = G_c[z(t + ·) | 0], (7.13) so we get ^G[z] = exp {∫_∞ 0 μ(G_c[z(s + ·) | 0] − 1) ds } , (7.14)

which is the p.g.fl. obtained by Hawkes–Oakes in [9] for the classical Hawkes process.

Finally, let us come back to the general case. We can relate the RHP with the stationary RHP in the limit through the following result.

Theorem 7.2. Let N be an RHP and ^N be the stationary version (7.7). Then, under assumptions (A) and (B), N(· + t)^d−→_{t→∞} ^N(·), (7.15) where N^♯_R is equipped with the topology of vague convergence.

The proof of this Theorem follows from the convergence of the renewal process to its stationary version (see for example [1, Sec. VI. Example 2a]), N_R(· + t)^d−→_{t→∞} ^N_R(·). (7.16) Heuristically, we could say that N(· + t) = ∫ R N_c(· + t | y)N_R(dy) (7.17) d= ∫ R N_c(· | y − t)N_R(dy) (7.18) = ∫ R N_c(· | y)N_R(dy + t) (7.19) d−→_{t→∞} ∫ R N_c(· | y) ^N_R(dy). (7.20) This result can be formalized by the convergence of the p.g.fl. Let Ξ_c denote the class of continuous functions z : R → (0, 1] s.t. 1 − z vanishes outside a bounded set. Then, to prove (7.15) it is enough to show convergence of the p.g.fl. of N to that of ^N for z ∈ Ξ_c (c.f. [7, Proposition 11.1.VIII]), which we do as follows.

Proof. Let G[z], ^G[z] be the p.g.fls. of N, ^N respectively, and G_R[z], ^G_R[z], the p.g.fls. for N_R and ^N_R respectively. Notice that the p.g.fl. of N(· + t) is given by G[z(· − t)], then for z ∈ Ξ_c, G[z(· − t)] =G_R[G_c[z_{−t} | · ]] (7.21) =G_R[G_c[z | · − t]] . (7.22) Note as well that z ∈ Ξ_c implies ~z(·) := G_c[z | ·] ∈ Ξ_c, (7.23) since for t_0 ≥ 0 and z ∈ Ξ, lim_{t→t0} G_c[z | t] = lim_{t→t0} E [ exp ∫_∞ 0 log z(s)N_c(ds | t) ] (7.24) = lim_{t→t0} E [ exp ∫_∞ 0 log z(s + t)N_c(ds | 0) ] , (7.25) and the integrals are nonpositive, so the exponentials inside the expectation are dominated by the constant 1. Applying the DCT once and using the continuity of the exponential function yields lim_{t→t0} G_c[z | t] =E [ exp { lim_{t→t0} ∫_∞ 0 log z(s + t)N_c(ds | 0) }] , (7.26) and N_c([0, ∞) | 0) is a.s. finite, thus applying the DCT once more and using the continuity of the logarithm and z, yields lim_{t→t0} G_c[z | t] =E [ exp ∫_∞ 0 log z(s + t_0)N_c(ds | 0) ] , (7.27) =E [ exp ∫_∞ 0 log z(s)N_c(ds | t_0) ] (7.28) =G_c[z | t_0]. (7.29) And from (7.16) we have G_R[~z(· − t)] −→_{t→∞} ^G_R[~z] for ~z ∈ Ξ_c. (7.30) In summary G[z(· − t)] −→_{t→∞} ^G[z] for all z ∈ Ξ_c, (7.31) which proves (7.15).

This last result implies that the p.g.fl. for the stationary RHP can be used as an approximation to the p.g.fl. of the general RHP as t → ∞.

References

[1] S. Asmussen. Applied Probability and Queues. Applications of mathematics : stochastic modelling and applied probability. Springer, 2003.

[2] F. Chen and T. Stindl. Direct likelihood evaluation for the renewal hawkes process.

Journal of Computational and Graphical Statistics, 27(1):119–131, 2018. [3] F. Chen and T. Stindl. Accelerating the estimation of renewal hawkes self-exciting point processes. Statistics and Computing, 31(26), 2021.

[4] Wei Chen, Jibin Chen, Ruichu Cai, Yuequn Liu, and Zhifeng Hao. Learning granger causality for non-stationary hawkes processes. Neurocomputing, 468:22–32, 2022.

[5] M Costa, C Graham, L Marsalle, and V.C Tran. Renewal in hawkes processes with self-excitation and inhibition. Advances in Applied Probability, 52(3):879–915, 2020.

[6] D. J. Daley and D. Vere-Jones. An introduction to the theory of point processes. Vol.

I. Probability and its Applications (New York). Springer-Verlag, New York, second edition, 2003. Elementary theory and methods.

[7] D. J. Daley and D. Vere-Jones. An introduction to the theory of point processes. Vol.

II. Probability and its Applications (New York). Springer, New York, second edition, 2008. General theory and structure.

[8] T.E. Harris and Karreman Mathematics Research Collection. The Theory of Branching Processes. Die grundlehren der math. Wiss. In einzeldarstellungen,119. Rand Corporation, 1963.

[9] A. G. Hawkes and D. Oakes. A cluster process representation of a self-exciting process. Journal of Applied Probability, 11(3):493–503, 1974.

[10] Jerzy Neyman and Elizabeth L. Scott. Statistical approach to problems of cosmology.

Journal of the Royal Statistical Society: Series B (Methodological), 20(1):1–29, 1958.

[11] Brémaud Pierre. Point processes and queues : martingale dynamics / Pierre Brémaud. Springer series in statistics. Springer-Verlag, New York, cop. 1981.

[12] D. Vere-Jones. Stochastic models for earthquake occurrence. Journal of the Royal Statistical Society. Series B (Methodological), 32(1):1–62, 1970.

[13] M. Westcott. On existence and mixing results for cluster point processes. Journal of the Royal Statistical Society. Series B (Methodological), 33(2):290–300, 1971.

[14] S. Wheatley, V. Filimonov, and Didier Sornette. The hawkes process with renewal immigration & its estimation with an em algorithm. Computational Statistics & Data Analysis, 94:120–135, 2016.