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HAWKES PROCESS WITH TEMPERED MITTAG-LEFFLER KERNEL

NEHA GUPTA AND ADITYA MAHESHWARI

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we propose an extension of the Hawkes process by incorporating a kernel
based on the tempered Mittag-Leffler distribution. This is the generalization of the work presented
in [I0]. We derive analytical results for the expectation of the conditional intensity and the expected
number of events in the counting process. Additionally, we investigate the limiting behavior of the
expectation of the conditional intensity. Finally, we present an empirical comparison of the studied
process with its limiting special cases.

1. INTRODUCTION

Poisson counting processes with time-varying intensities have been found very useful in several
applications (see [18, 17, 2]). If we assume that the arrivals of the counting process are not only
dependent on time but also on the (recent) past events, that is, the occurrence of future events
for a certain time will be more probable if the last event occurred recently. This process was first
introduced in the early seventies by A. G. Hawkes (see [15, [14]) and found applications in several
fields, for example, in modelling terrorist activities [22], finance (see [3|, [I1], 13} 4, [ [©, [7]), and
seismology (see [16l 20, 21]). The Hawkes process (HP) is a counting process with conditional
stochastic intensity {A(¢|#H¢)}+>0, where H; represents the history of the counting process and is
given by

W A(e) = do+a [ ' F(t - w) dN (),

where Ag > 0 is the baseline intensity, a > 0 is the jump size, f(¢) is the kernel density function of
a positive random variable and N (t) is the counting process. In [10], a Hawkes process of fractional
type was introduced by taking the kernel f(¢) as Mittag-Leffler (ML) distribution. Inspired by the
formulation in [10], in this paper, we use the tempered Mittag-Leffler (TML) distribution in place
of the ML distribution to define and study the Hawkes process.

The introduction of TML distribution is motivated by two main reasons. First, the TML general-
izes both the ML and the exponential function and, therefore, offers more flexibility in modelling
complex situations (see [25]). Second, the exponential tempering of the ML function allows us to
model both the long and the short memory processes. In other words, the tempering parameter
can be used to control the memory effects of past events, which provides greater flexibility for
applications. Recently, the fractional Hawkes process ([10]) found application in earthquake shock
modelling (see [8]). In the literature, there is another version of the fractional Hawkes process is
known, which is defined as by time-changing the conditional intensity function using an inverse
stable subordinator (see [12]), its tempered analogue was worked out in [9].

In this paper, we define the Hawkes process with TML (HPTML) kernel density function and
work out the expected intensity, spectral properties and its limiting behaviour. We compare the

analytical solution and numerical solution for the expected intensity function. We also empirically
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compare the HPTML with various processes, eg the Poisson process, fractional Hawkes process and
the Hawkes process with the exponential kernel.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section [2| we present some preliminaries that will be used in
this paper. Section |3| discuss the spectral properties, expected intensity, analytical and numerical
solution of the expected conditional intensity function of the HPTML. Finally, we compare various
processes with the HPTML in Section

2. PRELIMINARIES

In this section, we introduce some definitions, notations and results that will be used later.
The generalized Mittag-LefHler function, M¢,(—wy®), introduced by [23], is defined as

n

(2) ©\(2) :ZOF((T]M)H, ec

where a,b, ¢ € C with real parts of a,b and c¢ are positive and (c),, is Pochhammer symbol. Recall
that (see [23])

t
g M) = 0y = DA (),
The following identity holds true for the two-parameter Mittag-Leffler function [19] eq. (2.2.1)]

1
(4) Mg y(2) = 2Mg 014 (2) + o)
A tempered Mittag-Lefller distribution can be introduced by exponential tempering of the Mittag-
Leffler distribution (see [, eq. (3.24)]). Consider M; 5,_,5 (1) an exponentially tempered Mittag-

Leffler random variable with tempering parameter v > 0. The Laplace transform L(-) of the
probability density function fg, is given by (see [I], eq. (3.25)])

(5) Clfsu(t) 2 5] = Fauls) = /0 et fy (1) dt
where v > 0, 5 € (0,1) and R(s) > 0.

1
1V (v s)f

Lemma 1 (Hardy and Littlewood 1930). If f(t) is positive and integrable over every finite range
(0,T) and e=S'f(t) is integrable over (0,00) for every s > 0 and if

f(s) = / et f(t)ydt ~ Hs™@

0
for s = 0 witha >0, H >0, then ast — oo

F(t) = /0 F(u) du ~ F(leta.

Definition 1 (Hawkes Process). Consider (N(t) : t > 0), (see [14, [15]) a counting process, with
associated history {Hi}e>0 = (H(t) : t > 0), that satisfies the following

A(t|H¢)h + o(h), n=1,
P(N(t+h) — N(t) =n|H:) 1 — A(t|/Hi)h +o(h), n=0,
o(h), n > 2.

The conditional intensity function is defined in .

The trivial case o = 0, is a homogeneous Poisson process with intensity rate Ag.
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3. EXPECTED INTENSITY AND LIMITING BEHAVIOR

In this section, we work out analytical results related to the expected intensity of the Hawkes
process with TML intensity kernel. We compute the Laplace transform (LT) of the expected
intensity and then invert the LT to get the desired result. Moreover, we find out the asymptotic
behaviour of the expected intensity. The mean of the number of events is also discussed.

Let A(t) be the expected intensity of the conditional intensity function A(¢|H;) is given by
A(t) = E[A(t[H:)].

Using , we have that
¢
A(t) = Ao+ a/ [t —uwA(u) du.
0
Now, using , we get the LT of this equation

~ A A l—yﬁ—&—(l/—i—s)ﬁ
Als) ; - 0[1—0&—Vﬁ+(1/+8)6:|

s(l—afsu(s) 3
Changing the time scale using the factor v > 0, the above equation reduces to

©) = e [t ]

s 1—a)—v8+(v+s)s
We now state the following Theorem.

Theorem 1. Let § € (0,1) and v > 0, the analytical inverse to equation @ s given by

VP — arye vt > ]

(a—1)y+vF - (= 1)y + 1P D VMG 1 (@ = 1)y +07)8%)

m=0

(M) Al) = Ao [

where Mﬁl,m+1(2) is the two-parameter Mittag-Leffler function defined in .

Proof. To prove the result, we first rewrite @ as

5 _Ao o
)\(8)_3[1+(1a)'yyﬁ+(s+y)ﬁ]'

The inverse LT of the above equation,

1

® e 0= [ | Lot e T )

We first calculate the second term of the above equation. Let us denote it by G(s), which is equal
to

_ ay
R =y E e

Using the shifting property L[ f(t) : s] = f(s — a), where f(s) = L[f(t) : s], the expression
simplifies to

— . _ _—vtp— Yo
LTG(s):t] =eV'L 1[(1—@)7—1/54—&3 .

We know that (see [23])
£ [(Si:i)c :t} = "7 ME  (—wt®).
As a result, the inverse LT of G(s) is
L7YG(s) 1] = ave " HPTIMG (o — 1)y + vP)tP).
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Moreover,

L1 [G(S) : t} =y /Ot e*”“uﬁflMéﬁ(((a — 1)y 4+ v#)uP)du

[o@)
9) = aye ™ Z thﬁ+mMﬁl,ﬁ+m+1(((a -1y + Vﬂ)tﬁ) (using .

m=0
Substituting @ in , we get

L7UA(s) ct] = Ao |1+ aye ™ D v Mg 5000 (00— 1)y + uﬁ)tﬁ)]

m=0

Using (@) with a =3, b=m +1 and z = ((a — 1)y + v%)t?), we obtain the following expression.

Yo aye vt >
A(t) =Ag |1— + > VMG (= 1)y + uﬁ)tﬁ)] .
_ B _ B B,m+1
(a—1)y+vP  (a=1)y+vf 2=
Rearrange the above expression to get the desired result in . O

We compare the results for the analytical inverse with the numerical inverse of the LT of the
expected intensity in Figure [1} In the left pane of the figure, the difference is highlighted, and it is
of the order of 0.01.
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FiGureE 1. Comparison between the exact formula of expected intensity @ for
B =0.9and v =1 (red line) and the numerical inversion of the Laplace transform
in @ (blue line) for the parameters A =1, = 0.1,y = 0.1.

Remark 3.1. The process considered above generalizes of the fractional Hawkes process (see [10] ).
Let v =0, then inverse LT reduces to

=3[t

which is equal to the LT of the expected intensity of the fractional Hawkes process defined in [10].
We now discuss the asymptotic results for the LT of the expected intensity in the following Lemma.
Lemma 2. Consider :\(s) given by equation @ As s = 0, we have that

A Aoy =vP)s7! | & v pPn+1)
ST [Z (((a e A (e R Lo uﬁ>n>] |

n=0
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Proof. We refer to the Puiseux-Newton series (see [24]) to expand eq @ around s = 0 to get the
following expression:

o= S (55 () |

Ao =) [ w9 (e (et s)
~Sia e | (1 ’y—vB)(nZ(v(a—l)Jrvﬁ)”)]

=0

~ Ao(y — 1/5)5_1 > pon pBn+1)
S e | (((a T (e VRO Hc uﬂw)]

Ln=0

Ao(y —v%)s > np pPn—k (n+1)8 pBnt1)—k
+Z Y1 —a)—vP [Z <<k>((a—1)7+1/5)" i ( k >((a—1)7+vﬁ)” 7—@")] '

n=0

This 1mphes that
lim Als)
5—0 Ao(y—vP)s—1 [ZOO ( vhn N yB(n+1) )]
Y(1—a)—vP n=0 \ ((a=D)y+vP)" * ((a=1)y+vF)" (y—rF)"
Using Lemma [2| we have the following Theorem.

Theorem 2. Let A(t) = L7 {\(s)}(t) with \(s) given by equation (6). Then

g~ el [ -
tli)rgo A(t) = (1 —a)— P LE—:() (((a — 1)y + vP)n + (= 1)y +vP)n(y — I/ﬂ)n>] .

_ Ao(y—=vP) 0o vBn pBA(nt1) _
Proof. Let H = W(fjaﬁ [ano <((o¢—1)'y+u5)" + ((a—l)v—f—uﬁ)”('y—yﬁ)")] and a = 1, we the ex-

pected number of events asymptotically behaves in the following manner (using Lemma (1| and
Lemma |2|) for large ¢

(10)
_ B 0 Bn B(n+1)
/ A N Ao(y —vP) Z v n v .
11 —a) =P |\ ((a =Dy + P ((a—1)y+vP)(y —vF)r
Differentiating leads to

N Ao(y — 1P) o0 ybn pBn+1)
QTR [Z (((a N (e VR T e zﬁ)n)] ’

=0

=1 g

which completes the proof. O

Remark 3.2. For v = 0, the asymptotic behavior of the expected intensity for HPTML is the same
fractional HP for large t — oo (see [10]),

Ao
(1-a)

A(t) ~

The expected number of events, E[N(¢)] up to time ¢ is given by

—vt

B _
oy . are
a—1)y+v8  (a—1)y+vP8

[o.¢] o0
% Z Z Vn+mtm+n+1Mﬂlym+n+2(((a — 1)y + yﬁ)tﬁ)

m=0n=0
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where

¢ (o9]
e s (0= 17402y = S AL (= 1y ),

n=0
4. COMPARING HPTML DISTRIBUTION WITH EXISTING POINT PROCESSES

In this section, we will use the Monte-Carlo simulation approach to compare the distribution of
the number of events of the HPTML with the following processes:

(a) Poisson process,
(b) Hawkes process with exponential exciting function, and
(c) Fractional Hawkes process (with ML kernel).

Special cases. The Hawkes process with TML kernel generalizes some of the processes available
in the literature. Taking particular values of parameters such as the tempering parameter v > 0,
fractional index/branching ratio 0 < f < 1 and jump size a > 0, we get the following known
processes:

e Let =1, a =0 and v = 0, then this counting Hawkes process behaves same as Poisson
process. We demonstrate it empirically in Figure .

e Let # =1 and v = 0. The the conditional intensity function of the Hawkes process
reduces to the intensity function of the Hawkes process with exponential exciting function
(see Figure (3)).

e Let v = 0, the considered process reduces to the fractional Hawkes process of [10] (see
Figure [4]

Discussion on graphs. We present some graphs to compare the limiting cases of the HPTML.
The codes used to make these graphs are inspired from [10]. In Figure 4} we plot the HPTML for
a small value of ¥ = 0.01 and observe that its distribution matches with the distribution of the
fractional Hawkes process of [10]. Figure |3| shows that when we take 8 = 0.99 and v = 0.01, the
HPTML matches it with its limit case Hawkes process with the exponential kernel. Similarly, in
Figure [2] we take the limiting case when v is close to zero, 3 is close to one and « close to zero to
observe the empirical limiting distribution of the HPTML with the Poisson process. Also, we can
observe the deviation of the HPTML with the Poisson process in non-limiting cases in Figure [f
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