arXiv:1601.02238v1 [math.PR] 10 Jan 2016

Multivariate Regular Variation of Discrete Mass Functions with Applications to Preferential Attachment Networks

Tiandong Wang and Sidney I. Resnick^∗

November 19, 2018

Abstract

Regular variation of a multivariate measure with a Lebesgue density implies the regular variation of its density provided the density satisfies some regularity conditions. Unlike the univariate case, the converse also requires regularity conditions. We extend these arguments to discrete mass functions and their associated measures using the concept that the the mass function can be embedded in a continuous density function. We give two different conditions, monotonicity and convergence on the unit sphere, both of which can make the discrete function embeddable. Our results are then applied to the preferential attachment network model, and we conclude that the joint mass function of in- and out-degree is embeddable and thus regularly varying.

Keywords: Multivariate regular variation, preferential attachment, random graphs, power laws, in-degree, out-degree.

1 Introduction

The influence of heavy tailed modeling methods has spread to many fields. Application areas for the modeling and statistical methods include finance [27], insurance [12], social networks and random graphs [11, 4, 25, 26], mobility modeling for wireless phone users [15], parallel processing queueing models of cloud computing [14], models to optimize power usage when a mobile user changes between wifi and mobile networks [16].

The theory of regular variation is an essential mathematical tool in the analysis of heavy tailed phenomena. A measurable function f is regularly varying with index α > 0 (written f ∈ RV_α) if f : R_+ → R_+ satisfies lim_{t→∞} f(tx) f(t) = x^α, for x > 0.

In the univariate case, Karamata’s theorem gives the asymptotic properties of the indefinite integral; differentiation of a regularly varying integral to recover the density function is covered by the monotone density theorem; see [23, Chapter 2.3] and [2, page 38]. Roughly, if the derivative of f is regularly varying with index α, then f is regularly varying with index α + 1. Conversely, when f is monotone, the derivative of f ∈ RV_α is regularly varying with index α − 1. These results can

∗Tiandong Wang and S. Resnick were supported by Army MURI grant W911NF-12-1-0385 to Cornell University.

be interpreted as relating regular variation properties of an absolutely continuous measure and the density of the measure.

In practice, collected data are often multidimensional which raises the issue of generalizing the one-dimensional theory relating an integral and derivative to higher dimensions. Unfortunately additional regularity conditions are indispensible for the generalizations. This is discussed in a series of publications [8, 10, 9, 7, 19]. An additional issue is that in the era of Internet and social network studies, many data sets are discrete. For example, when studying the growth of social networks, the in- and out-degrees of nodes exhibit power laws. Under such circumstances, ignoring the discrete essence of the data is not appropriate and we need to understand the relationship between regular variation properties of a discretely supported measure and its mass function.

We proceed using the idea of embedding a function of a discrete variable in a function of a continuous variable. In one dimension ([3], [2, Theorem 1.9.5]), a regularly varying sequence can always be embedded in a regularly varying function of a continous variable. The embeddability property in the multivariate case is not as obvious because the definition of regular variation exerts no control over the function’s variation when we move from ray to ray and additional conditions are required for embeddability. Once this is resolved the results in the continuous cases can be used to examine the relationship between the regular variation of a mass function and its associated measure.

We apply our results to the preferential attachment network model studied in [4, 17, 26, 25, 28] where a new node attaches to an existing node or new edges are created according to probabilistic postulates that take into account the current in- and out-degrees of the existing nodes. The joint asymptotic distribution of in- and out-degree has multivariate regularly varying tails [25, 26]. We check the embeddability conditions for the joint mass function of in- and out-degree and conclude that the mass function is also regularly varying.

This paper is organized as follows. We start with a brief overview of the multivariate regular variation of both measures and functions in Section 2.1 and then state the univariate embeddability results in Section 2.2. We describe the preferential attachment model in Section 2.3. Sections 3 and 4 provide two different conditions to establish embeddability in the bivariate case and also characterize the relationship between the regular variation of a mass function and its measure. We then apply our results to the preferential attachment model in Sections 3.1 and 4.1, verifying that the joint mass function of in- and out-degrees is also regularly varying.

2 Preliminaries

2.1 Multivariate Regular Variation

We briefly review the basic concepts of multivariate regular variation for measures with emphasis on the two dimensional case. We use M -convergence to define regular variation instead of the traditional way of using vague convergence. See [13, 5, 18] for the details on M -convergence and reasons for its use.

Consider R^2_+ metrized by a convenient metric d(x, y). A subset C ⊆ R^2_+ is a cone if it is closed under positive scalar multiplication: if v ∈ C then cv ∈ C for c > 0. A proper framework for discussing regular variation is measure convergence on a closed cone C ⊆ R^2_+ with a closed cone C_0 ⊆ C deleted. C_0 is called the forbidden zone. In this paper we are interested in the case where C = R^2_+ and C_0 = {0}. Then E = R^2_+ \ {0} is the space for defining M -convergence appropriate for regular variation of distributions of positive random vectors. The forbidden zone is the origin {0}.

Let M (C \ C_0 ) be the set of Borel measures on C \ C_0 which are finite on sets bounded away from the forbidden zone C_0 . We now give the definition of M -convergence which becomes the basis for our definition of multivariate regular variation of measures. Definition 1. For μ_n, μ ∈ M (C \ C_0 ) we say μ_n → μ in M (C \ C_0 ) if ∫ fdμ_n → ∫ fdμ for all bounded, continuous, non-negative f on C \ C_0 whose support is bounded away from C_0 .

A random vector (X, Y ) ≥ 0 is non-standard regularly varying on C \ C_0 if there exists b_1(t) ∈ RV_{1/α1} and b_2(t) ∈ RV_{1/α2} (α_1, α_2 > 0), called the scaling functions, and a measure ν(·) ∈ M (C \C_0 ), called the limit or tail measure, such that as t → ∞, tP [( X b_1(t) , Y b_2(t) ) ∈ · ] → ν(·), in M (C \ C_0 ).

When b_1(t) = b_2(t), (X, Y ) is said to have a distribution with standard regularly varying tails with index α := α_1 = α_2 and the limiting measure ν satisfies the scaling property: ν(c·) = c^{−α}ν(·) for c > 0. Without loss of generality, we assume all scaling functions are continuous and strictly increasing.

Following the definition in [10], we say a measurable function f : R^2_+ → R_+ is multivariate regularly varying with scaling functions b_1 and b_2 and limit function λ, if there exists h : (0, ∞) → (0, ∞) with h ∈ RV_α for some α ∈ R such that lim_{t→∞} f(b_1(t)x, b_2(t)y) h(t) = λ(x, y)> 0, ∀x, y > 0. (2.1) If both b_1 and b_2 are the identity function, we get ordinary regular variation as in [8].

2.2 Regularly Varying Functions of Discrete Variables and Embeddability Internet modeling and social network studies require many relevant variables to be discrete. A natural example is in- and out-degree of nodes in a random graph. So it is useful to examine regular variation for functions of discrete variables. For the one dimensional case, see [3, 2]. Definition 2. A sequence (c_n)_{n∈N} of positive numbers is regularly varying with index α ∈ R if

lim_{n→∞} c_{[nx]}/c_n = x^α > 0, x > 0. (2.2)

A doubly indexed function k : Z^2 \ {0} → R_+ is regularly varying with scaling functions b_1 and b_2 and limit function λ(x, y) if for some h ∈ RV_α for some α ∈ R, b_i ∈ RV_{βi} , β_i > 0, we have lim_{n→∞} k([b_1(n)x], [b_2(n)y]) h(n) = λ(x, y) > 0, ∀x, y > 0. (2.3) In one dimension, a regularly varying sequence can always be embedded in a regularly varying function of a continuous argument [2, Theorem 1.9.5]:

Theorem 2.1. If (c_n) is regularly varying in the sense of (2.2), then the function

f(x) := c_{[x]}, x > 0, (2.4)

varies regularly with index α, where [x] denotes the largest integer smaller than or equal to x.

So every regularly varying sequence is embeddable meaning that there exists a regularly varying function f : R_+ → R_+ such that c_n = f(n), and (2.4) implies c_{n−1}/c_n → 1 as n → ∞. To extend embeddability to the multivariabe function k(i, j), we need to make additional assumptions on the behavior of the function k(i, j). Similar to (2.2), when k satisfies (2.3), we say k(i, j) is embeddable if there exists a bivariate regularly varying function g(x, y) satisfying (2.1) such that g(x, y) := k([x], [y]).

2.3 Preferential Attachment Network Models The directed edge preferential attachment model [17, 4] is a model for a growing directed random graph. The model evolves according to certain rules. Choose strictly positive parameters α, β, γ, λ, μ such that α + β + γ = 1, and additionly assume that α, β, γ < 1 to avoid trivial cases. The initial condition for the model is a finite directed graph, denoted by G(n_0), with at least one node and n_0 edges. For n = n_0 + 1, n_0 + 2, . . ., G(n) is a graph with n edges and a random number N(n) of nodes. If a node v is from G(n), use D_{in}(v) and D_{out}(v) to denote its in and out degree respectively (dependence on n is suppressed). Then G(n + 1) is obtained from G(n) as follows.

(i) With probability α a new node w is born and we add an edge leading from w to an existing node v ∈ G(n) (written as w → v). The existing node v is chosen with probability according to its in-degree:

P(v ∈ G(n) is chosen) = D_{in}(v) + λ n + λN(n) . (ii) With probability β we add a directed edge v → w between two existing nodes v, w ∈ G(n).

Nodes v and w are chosen independently from all the nodes of G(n) with probabilities

P(v is chosen) = D_{out}(v) + μ n + μN(n) , and P(w is chosen) = D_{in}(w) + λ n + λN(n) . (iii) With probability γ a new node w is born and we add an edge leading from an existing node v ∈ G(n) to w. The existing node v is chosen with probability according to its out-degree:

P(v ∈ G(n) is chosen) = D_{out}(v) + μ n + μN(n) . For i, j = 0, 1, 2, . . . and n ≥ n_0, let N_{ij}(n) be the random number of nodes in G(n) with indegree i and out-degree j. According to [4, Theorem 3.2], there exist non-random constants p(i, j) such that lim_{n→∞} N_{ij}(n) N(n) = p(i, j) a.s. for i, j = 0, 1, 2, . . . . (2.5)

Define two random variables (I, O) such that P [I = i, O = j] = p(i, j), i, j = 0, 1, 2, . . . and the distribution generated by (I, O) is a non-standard regularly varying measure [25, 26]. The pair (I, O) has representation

(I, O)^d= B(1 + X_1, Y_1) + (1 − B)(X_2, 1 + Y_2), (2.6)

where B is a Bernoulli switching variable independent of X_j , Y_j , j = 1, 2 with

P(B = 1) = 1 − P(B = 0) = γ α + γ . Let T_δ(p) be a negative binomial integer valued random variable with parameters δ > 0 and p ∈ (0, 1). Now suppose {T_{δ1} (p), p ∈ (0, 1)} and {T̃_{δ2} (p), p ∈ (0, 1)} are two independent families of negative binomial random variables and define

c_1 = α + β 1 + λ(α + γ)

, c_2 = β + γ 1 + μ(α + γ) and a = c_2/c_1.

By [26, Theorem 2], X_j , Y_j , j = 1, 2 in (2.6) can be written as

(X_1, Y_1) = (T_{λ+1}(Z^{−1}), T̃_μ(Z^{−a})), and (X_2, Y_2) = (T_λ(Z^{−1}), T̃_{μ+1}(Z^{−a})), (2.7)

where Z is a Pareto random variable on [1, ∞) with index c^{−1}_1 , independent of the negative binomial random variables.

We will show that p(i, j) in (2.5) is regularly varying.

3 Embeddability and Monotonicity.

The embeddability problem is no longer as straightforward in higher dimensions as Theorem 2.1 would lead us to believe; here we only deal with the case where d = 2. Multivariate regular variation provides no control over the function’s variation when we move from ray to ray and in order to obtain embeddability in the bivariate case we need regularity conditions. The following theorem provides one approach.

Theorem 3.1 (Standard case). Suppose u : Z^2_+ \ {0} → R_+ is an eventually decreasing (in both arguments) mass function that is regularly varying: There exists h(·) ∈ RV_ρ, ρ < 0 such that, lim_{n→∞} u([nx], [ny]) h(n) = λ(x, y) > 0, ∀x, y > 0. (3.1) Then the function g(x, y) := u([x], [y]) is eventually decreasing and regularly varying, lim_{t→∞} g(tx, ty) h(t) = λ(x, y), ∀x, y > 0, (3.2) so that u is embeddable in the regularly varying function g.

Remark 3.1. In particular, if a probability mass function (pmf) p(i, j) plays the role of u and satisfies monotonicity and (3.1), then we can embed p(i, j) in a monotone regularly varying probability density function (pdf) f(x, y) by simply assigning constant probability density p([x], [y]) over the rectangle [[x], [x + 1]] × [[y], [y] + 1].

Proof. For s > 0, we show that the limiting function λ in (3.1) satisfies λ(sx, sy) = s^ρλ(x, y) as is the case for any function satisfying (3.1) and embeddability. For fixed s > 0, (3.1) gives lim_{n→∞} u([nsx], [nsy]) h(n) = λ(sx, sy). We rewrite the left hand side as u([nsx], [nsy]) h(n) = u([nsx], [nsy]) u([[ns]x], [[ns]y]) × u([[ns]x], [[ns]y]) h([ns]) × h([ns]) h(n) . (3.3)

The second term on the right hand side of (3.3) converges to λ(x, y) as n → ∞, by (3.1), and as h ∈ RV_ρ, the third term converges to s^ρ. It now suffices to show lim_{n→∞} u([nsx], [nsy]) u([[ns]x], [[ns]y]) = 1. (3.4)

Since u is eventually decreasing, for x > 0, y > 0 and n large enough u([nx], [ny]) is decreasing in both x and y. Hence, u([([ns] + 1)x], [([ns] + 1)y]) u([[ns]x], [[ns]y]) ≤ u([nsx], [nsy]) u([[ns]x], [[ns]y]) ≤ 1, (3.5) and u([([ns] + 1)x], [([ns] + 1)y]) u([[ns]x], [[ns]y]) = u([([ns] + 1)x], [([ns] + 1)y]) h([ns] + 1) h([ns] + 1) h([ns]) h([ns]) u([[ns]x], [[ns]y]) (3.6) n→∞→ λ(x, y) · 1 · 1 λ(x, y) = 1,

which coupled with (3.5) shows (3.4). Set g(x, y) = u([x], [y]) and on the one hand, as t → ∞, g(tx, ty) h(t) ∼ u([tx], [ty]) h([t]) ≤ u([[t]x], [[t]y]) h([t]) →λ(x, y), and on the other, since ([t] + 1)x ≥ tx, g(tx, ty) h(t) ≥ g(([t] + 1)x, ([t] + 1)y) h(t) = u(([[t] + 1)x], [([t] + 1)y)] h(t) ,

and the result follows from (3.6).

We generalize Theorem 3.1 to the non-standard case.

Corollary 3.1 (Non-standard case). Suppose u : Z^2_+ \ {0} → R_+ is a mass function that is eventually decreasing in both arguments. For α_1, α_2 > 0, let b_1 ∈ RV_{1/α1} and b_2 ∈ RV_{1/α2} be two strictly increasing scaling functions such that lim_{n→∞} u([b_1(n)x], [b_2(n)y]) h(n) = λ(x, y) > 0, ∀x, y > 0, (3.7) where h(·) ∈ RV_ρ, ρ < 0. The limit function λ satisfies the scaling property: λ(s^{1/α1} x, s^{1/α2} y) = s^ρλ(x, y) for all s, x, y > 0 and g(x, y) = u([x], [y]) is an eventually decreasing regularly varying function such that and for all x, y > 0 lim_{t→∞} g(b_1(t)x, b_2(t)y) h(t) = λ(x, y) > 0. (3.8)

Thus u is embeddable in the regularly varying function g.

Proof. By [19, Theorem 1.2.2], (3.7) implies that for all x, y > 0, lim_{n→∞} u([b_1(nx)], [b_2(ny)]) h(n) = λ(x^{1/α1} , y^{1/α2} ).

Since b_1 and b_2 are strictly increasing, u([b_1(x)], [b_2(y)]) is eventually decreasing in x and y. A similar proof as in Theorem 3.1 shows that the function g defined by g(b_1(x), b_2(y)) := u([b_1(x)], [b_2(y)]) satisfies for all x, y > 0, lim_{t→∞} g(b_1(tx), b_2(ty)) h(t) = λ(x^{1/α1} , y^{1/α2} ).

Then the scaling property of λ follows immediately. Applying [19, Theorem 1.2.2] again, we conclude that u can be embedded in a function g satisfying (3.8).

Assuming a probability measure has a mass function satisfying the monotonicity condition, we make explicit the relation between regular variation of the probability measure and regular variation of its pmf. The first part of Theorem 3.2 is the multivariate analogue of the monotone density theorem.

Theorem 3.2. Suppose two non-negative integer valued random variables (X, Y ) have mass function p(i, j) and p is eventually decreasing in both arguments. For α_1, α_2 > 0, assume further that b_1(·) ∈ RV_{1/α1} , b_2(·) ∈ RV_{1/α2} are strictly increasing, continuous scaling functions.

1. (Regular variation of the measure implies regular variation of the mass function:) If there exists a limit measure ν ∈ M (R^2_+ \ {0}) with density λ(x, y), such that as t → ∞, tP [( X b_1(t) , Y b_2(t) ) ∈ · ] → ν(·), in M (R^2_+ \ {0}), (3.9)

then the mass function p(i, j) is regularly varying: lim_{t→∞} p([b_1(t)x], [b_2(t)y]) (tb_1(t)b_2(t))^{−1} = λ(x, y), x, y > 0. (3.10) 2. (Regular variation of the mass function implies regular variation of the measure:) Conversely, if p(i, j) satisfies (3.10), then the distribution of (X, Y ) is regularly varying and (3.9) holds with ν(dx, dy) = λ(x, y)dxdy. Proof. (1) Extend the pmf p(i, j) to an eventually decreasing pdf f(x, y) using the method in Remark 3.1, such that p(i, j) = f(i, j) for all i, j ∈ N. Let (X^∗, Y^∗) have pdf f(x, y), and (3.9) implies tP [( X^∗ b_1(t) , Y^∗ b_2(t) ) ∈ · ] → ν(·), as t → ∞. By [7, Theorem 2.3], we have lim_{t→∞} f(b_1(t)x, b_2(t)y) (tb_1(t)b_2(t))^{−1} = λ(x, y). Then (3.10) can be recovered by noting that p([b_1(t)x], [b_2(t)y]) = f(b_1(t)x, b_2(t)y) and p(i, j) is embeddable in f(x, y) in the sense of (3.2).

(2) Since p(i, j) satisfies (3.10) and is eventually monotone, p(i, j) can be embedded into a pdf, f(x, y) which is also eventually monotone. Following the arguments in [8, 7], we have for all Borel sets A ⊆ R^2_+ \ {0} bounded away from 0 such that ∫ A λ(x, y)dxdy < ∞, lim_{t→∞} ∫ A f(b_1(t)x, b_2(t)y) (tb_1(t)b_2(t))^{−1} dxdy = ∫ A λ(x, y)dxdy, and (3.9) then follows by the embeddability of p(i, j).

3.1 Application to the Preferential Attachment Model As an example of the previous results, we treat a special case of the preferential attachment model, where c_1 = c_2, i.e. the joint regular variation of the distribution of (I, O) is standard. Due to the decomposition in (2.6), it suffices to verify the monotonicity of the joint mass function of (X_j , Y_j ), j = 1, 2. We will show that the joint mass function of (X_1, Y_1) is decreasing and the same argument also works for (X_2, Y_2). Our approach requires the fact that the gamma function Γ(x) is logconvex and (log Γ)^{′′} > 0. See [1, page 260, Section 6.4]. This means f(x) = log Γ(x) is convex, f^′(x) = Γ^′(x)/Γ(x) and f^{′′}(x) = (Γ^{′′}(x)Γ(x) − (Γ^′(x))^2)/Γ(x))^2 > 0.

Recall Section 2.3 and (2.7) and (2.6). When c_1 = c_2, we have (X_1, Y_1) = (T_{λ+1}(Z^{−1}), T̃_μ(Z^{−1})). Set q(i, j) = P[X_1 = i, Y_1 = j] and for i, j ∈ N,

q(i, j) := P[T_{λ+1}(Z^{−1}) = i, T̃_μ(Z^{−1}) = j] = Γ(i + λ + 1) Γ(λ + 1)Γ(i + 1)

Γ(j + μ) Γ(μ)Γ(j + 1) · 1 c_1 ∫_∞ 1 z^{−(2+1/c1 +λ+μ)}(1 − z^{−1})^{i+j} dz = ( Γ(1 + 1/c_1 + λ + μ) c_1Γ(λ + 1)Γ(μ) ) × Γ(i + λ + 1)/Γ(i + 1) · Γ(j + μ)/Γ(j + 1) Γ(i + j + 1/c_1 + λ + μ + 2)/Γ(i + j + 1)

=: C

Γ(i + λ + 1)/Γ(i + 1) · Γ(j + μ)/Γ(j + 1) Γ(i + j + 1/c_1 + λ + μ + 2)/Γ(i + j + 1)

. (3.11)

Taking the log of q(i, j), pretend i is a continuous variable and take the first partial derivative with respect to i. This gives ∂ ∂i log q(i, j) = [ Γ^′(i + λ + 1) Γ(i + λ + 1) − Γ^′(i + 1) Γ(i + 1) ] − [ Γ^′(i + j + 1/c_1 + λ + μ + 2) Γ(i + j + 1/c_1 + λ + μ + 2) − Γ^′(i + j + 1) Γ(i + j + 1) ]

= [f^′(i + λ + 1) − f^′(i + 1)] − [f^′(i + j + 1/c_1 + λ + μ + 2) − f^′(i + j + 1)],

where we used the notation f = log Γ. Since f is convex, f^′ is increasing on R_+ . For fixed x > 0 and a > 0, g(a) := f^′(x + a) − f^′(x), a > 0, satisfies g^′(a) = f^{′′}(x + a) > 0, and thus g(a) is increasing in a. Hence for j ≥ 0,

f^′(i + j + 1/c_1 + λ + μ + 2) − f^′(i + j + 1) ≥ f^′(i + 1/c_1 + λ + μ + 2) − f^′(i + 1),

which gives ∂ ∂i log q(i, j) ≤ [f^′(i + λ + 1) − f^′(i + 1)] − [f^′(i + 1/c_1 + λ + μ + 2) − f^′(i + 1)]

= f^′(i + λ + 1) − f^′(i + 1/c_1 + λ + μ + 2) < 0.

Therefore, q(i, j), the joint mass function of (X_1, Y_1), is decreasing in i. Analogously we can show that q(i, j) is also decreasing in j. The monotonicity of the joint mass function p(i, j) of (I, O) defined in (2.5) then follows from the decomposition in (2.6). Hence we are left to show (3.1) for p(i, j). Using (3.11) with the constant C restored, we have q([nx], [ny]) = ( Γ(1 + 1/c_1 + λ + μ) c_1Γ(λ + 1)Γ(μ) ) × Γ([nx] + λ + 1)/Γ([nx] + 1) · Γ([ny] + μ)/Γ([ny] + 1) Γ([nx] + [ny] + 1/c_1 + λ + μ + 2)/Γ([nx] + [ny] + 1) . Hence, for all x, y > 0 lim_{n→∞} q([nx], [ny]) n^{−(2+1/c1)} = Γ(1 + 1/c_1 + λ + μ) c_1Γ(λ + 1)Γ(μ) x^λy^{μ−1} (x + y)^{1+λ+μ+1/c1}

, (3.12)

which shows that q(i.j) is regularly varying. Similar calculations can be done for (X_2, Y_2) and then using (2.6), we have for all x, y > 0, lim_{n→∞} p([nx], [ny]) n^{−(2+1/c1)} = γ α + γ Γ(1 + 1/c_1 + λ + μ) c_1Γ(λ + 1)Γ(μ) x^λy^{μ−1} (x + y)^{1+λ+μ+1/c1}

+ α α + γ Γ(1 + 1/c_1 + λ + μ) c_1Γ(λ)Γ(μ + 1) x^{λ−1}y^μ (x + y)^{1+λ+μ+1/c1}

. (3.13)

Therefore, in the special case that c_1 = c_2, p(i, j) is embeddable and standard regularly varying.

We also know from [26, Theorem 2] that the joint distribution (as opposed to the mass function) of (I, O) is regularly varying, and Theorem 3.2 implies that the joint mass function p(i, j) must also be regularly varying in the sense of (3.10). From (3.13), the limit function for p(i, j) is exactly the density for the limit measure specified in [26]. We summarize:

Proposition 3.1. In the preferential attachment model with c_1 = c_2, the asymptotic joint mass function of in- and out-degrees p(i, j) is eventually monotone, embeddable and standard regularly varying and satisfies (3.13).

When c_1 ≠ c_2, we have not succeeded in demonstrating the monotonicity condition for the mass function. Instead, in the next section, we will give a different sufficient condition which can be used to verify the regular variation of the joint mass function.

4 Embeddability and Convergence on the Unit Sphere.

In Section 3, embeddability of a mass function is guaranteed by assuming monotonicity; however, sometimes monotonicity is either not applicable or difficult to verify. An alternate approach is to fix a norm ‖ · ‖ and suppose regular variation on

ℵ_0 := {v ∈ R^2_+ : ||v|| = 1},

the unit sphere in this norm relative to the origin, with respect to a continuous variable. This is sufficient for embeddability but further uniformity and boundedness conditions are necessary to relate pmf’s, pdf’s and their measures.

Theorem 4.1 (Standard Case). Suppose h(·) ∈ RV_ρ, ρ < 0 and u : Z^2_+ → R_+ satisfies: there exists a limit function λ_0 > 0 defined on ℵ_0 such that lim_{t→∞} u([tx], [ty]) h(t) = λ_0(x, y), ∀(x, y) ∈ ℵ_0. (4.1)

Then

1. The doubly indexed function u(i, j) is regularly varying: For all x, y > 0 lim_{n→∞} u([nx], [ny]) h(n) = λ(x, y) := λ_0 ( (x, y) ‖(x, y)‖ ) ‖(x, y)‖^ρ > 0; (4.2)

2. The doubly indexed function u(i, j) is embeddable in a regularly varying function f : R^2_+ → R with limit function λ(·) such that f(x, y) = u([x], [y]);

3. If (4.1) is uniform on ℵ_0, then f also satisfies

lim_{t→∞} sup (x,y)∈ℵ_0 | | | f(tx, ty) h(t) − λ_0(x, y) | | | = 0. (4.3)

Note if a pdf satisfies (4.3) with λ_0 positive and bounded on ℵ_0, then also the measure is regularly varying. See [9, 24].

Proof. Write v := (x, y), u([tv]) := u([tx], [ty]), and for v such that ‖v‖ ≠ 0, we have a := v/‖v‖ ∈ ℵ_0. We show that convergence on ℵ_0 implies convergence everywhere. We have for v = ‖v‖ · a ≠ 0,

u([tv]) h(t) = u([t‖v‖ · a]) h(t) = u([t‖v‖ · a]) h(t‖v‖) · h(t‖v‖) h(t) → λ_0(a)‖v‖^ρ. This gives (4.2) and regular variation of f follows directly. If (4.1) is uniform on ℵ_0 then by definition of f(v) = u([v]), (4.3) is true.

There are various possibile ways to extend this result to the non-standard case, depending on the purpose in mind. The following is crafted with Section 4.1 in mind.

Corollary 4.1 (Non-standard case; power law scaling). Suppose h(·) ∈ RV_ρ, ρ < 0, u : Z^2_+ → R_+ and scaling functions are power laws; i.e., b_i(t) = t^{1/αi} , i = 1, 2. If there exists a limit function λ_0 > 0 defined on E_0 := {(x, y) : (x^{α1} , y^{α2} ) ∈ ℵ_0} such that lim_{t→∞} u([t^{1/α1} x], [t^{1/α2} y]) h(t) = λ_0(x, y), ∀(x, y) ∈ E_0, (4.4)

then

1. The doubly indexed function u(i, j) is regularly varying: For all x, y > 0, define w = w(x, y) := (x^{α1} , y^{α2} ) and lim_{n→∞} u([n^{1/α1} x], [n^{1/α2} y]) h(n) = λ(x, y) := λ_0 ( x ‖w‖^{1/α1} , y ‖w‖^{1/α2} ) ‖w‖^ρ > 0; (4.5)

2. The doubly indexed function u(i, j) is embeddable in a non-standard regularly varying function f : R^2_+ → R with limit function λ(·) such that f(x, y) = u([x], [y]);

3. If convergence in (4.4) is uniform on E_0, then also,

lim_{t→∞} sup (x,y)∈E_0 | | | f(t^{1/α1} x, t^{1/α2} y) h(t) − λ_0(x, y) | | | = 0. (4.6)

Remark 4.1. If a regularly varying pdf f(x, y) on R^2_+ satisfies (4.6) with λ_0 positive and bounded on E_0, then also the measure induced by the pdf is regularly varying. If a pmf u(i, j) satisfies (4.4) with λ positive and bounded on E_0, then the corresponding discretely supported measure is regularly varying. See [9, 24] and the comments after the proof of Corollary 4.1.

Proof. Note that for all (x, y) ≠ 0, the function w creates a map onto E_0 and (x, y) → ( x ‖w‖^{1/α1} , y ‖w‖^{1/α2} ) ∈ E_0. We show that convergence on E_0 implies convergence for all x, y > 0: For x, y > 0, lim_{t→∞} u([t^{1/α1} x], [t^{1/α2} y]) h(t) = lim_{t→∞} u([t^{1/α1} ‖w‖^{1/α1} · (x/‖w‖^{1/α1} )], [t^{1/α2} ‖w‖^{1/α2} · (y/‖w‖^{1/α2} )]) h(t) = lim_{t→∞} u([(t‖w‖)^{1/α1} x/‖w‖^{1/α1} ], [(t‖w‖)^{1/α2} y/‖w‖^{1/α2} ] h(t‖w‖) · h(t‖w‖) h(t)

= λ_0 ( x ‖w‖^{1/α1} , y ‖w‖^{1/α2} ) ‖w‖^ρ, which verifies (4.5). The embeddability and (4.6) follow by a similar argument as in the proof of Theorem 4.1.

For Remark 4.1: If we assume f is regularly varying, λ_0 is bounded on E_0 and (4.6), it is straightforward to generalize results in [9, Theorem 2.1]: For (x, y) ∈ A, where A is a Borel set bounded away from 0, find an integrable bound for f((t‖w‖)^{1/α1} ‖w‖^{−1/α1} x, (t‖w‖)^{1/α2} ‖w‖^{−1/α2} y) h(t‖w‖) · h(t‖w‖) h(t) , using the boundedness of λ_0 on E_0 to bound the first term and Karamata’s representation to bound the second (same as in the proof of [9, Theorem 2.1]). Then the convergence of the associated measure follows from dominated convergence.

4.1 Application to the Preferential Attachment Model.

We now apply Corollary 4.1 to show that in the case where c_1 ≠ c_2, the joint pmf of (I, O) is also regularly varying. The following lemma is a variant of Stirling’s formula.

Lemma 4.1. For a compact set K ⊂ (0, ∞) and 0 < k ≠ 1, we have

lim_{t→∞} sup_{x∈K} | | |Γ(tx + k) t^kΓ(tx) − x^k | | | = 0.

Proof. Define f_t(x) =^{Γ(tx+k)}_{tkΓ(tx)} . By Stirling’s formula [1, p. 254], we have pointwise convergence:

lim_{t→∞} f_t(x) = x^k, x > 0. (4.7)

According to [21, Theorem 4] or [22, Theorem 1.3], for x > 0, log f_t(x) is increasing in t if k ∈ (0, 1) and decreasing in t if k > 1. Either case will allow us to apply Dini’s theorem to the pointwise convergence in (4.7) to conclude the uniform convergence of f_t on K.

Now we show regular variation of p(i, j) for the preferential attachment model in the nonstandard case where c_1 ≠ c_2. Here we still only detail the calculations for (X_1, Y_1); results for (X_2, Y_2) can be obtained in a similar way.

Set a = c_2/c_1, b_i(t) = t^{ci} . We have

q([t^{c1} x], [t^{c2} y]) =

Γ([t^{c1} x] + λ + 1) Γ(λ + 1)Γ([t^{c1} x] + 1)

Γ([t^{c2} y] + μ) Γ(μ)Γ([t^{c2} y] + 1) 1 c_1 × × ∫_∞ 1 s^{−(1+1/c1)}(1 − s^{−1})^{[tc1 x]}s^{−(λ+1)}(1 − s^{−a})^{[tc2 y]}s^{−aμ}ds.

It suffices to assume according to Corollary 4.1 that (x, y) ∈ E_0. Making the change of variable z = s/t^{c1} , we rewrite the integral as

t^{−(1+c1(λ+1)+c2μ)} ∫_∞ 1/t^c1 z^{−(2+1/c1 +λ+aμ)} ( 1 − z^{−1} t^{c1} )_{[t}c1_{x]} ( 1 − z^{−a} t^{c2} )_{[t}c_{2 y]} dz. (4.8)

Note that for any (x, y) on the compact set E_0 defined in Corollary 4.1, dominated convergence gives the convergence of the integral in (4.8) to ∫_∞ 0 z^{−(2+1/c1 +λ+aμ)}e^−(^{xz + yza} )dz, as t → ∞. Therefore, according to Corollary 4.1 we have for all x, y > 0, lim_{n→∞} q([n^{c1} x], [n^{c2} y]) n^{−(1+c1+c2)} = x^λy^{μ−1} c_1Γ(λ + 1)Γ(μ) ∫_∞ 0 z^{−(2+1/c1 +λ+aμ)}e^−(^{xz + yza} )dz, (4.9)

which shows that q(i, j) is regularly varying. Applying (2.6) again, we conclude, lim_{n→∞} p([n^{c1} x], [n^{c2} y]) n^{−(1+c1+c2)} = γ α + γ x^λy^{μ−1} c_1Γ(λ + 1)Γ(μ) ∫_∞ 0 z^{−(2+1/c1+λ+aμ)}e^−(^{xz + yza} )dz + α α + γ x^{λ−1}y^μ c_1Γ(λ)Γ(μ + 1) ∫_∞ 0 z^{−(1+a+1/c1 +λ+aμ)}e^−(^{xz + yza} )dz. (4.10)

Therefore, p(i, j) is regularly varying with scaling functions b_i(t) = t^{ci} for i = 1, 2 and limit function as in (4.10), which is the density of the limit measure given in [26]. We summarize:

Proposition 4.1. In a preferential attachment model where c_1 ≠ c_2, the joint mass function of inand out-degrees p(i, j) is embeddable, nonstandard regularly varying and satisfies (4.10).

Using Lemma 4.1, we can also conclude that the convergence in (4.9) is uniform on E_0 and so is (4.10). The limit function specified in (4.10) is positive and bounded on E_0. Hence, the results in Corollary 4.1(3) and Remark 4.1 are also applicable here and allow the conclusion that regular variation of the pmf p(i, j) implies regular variation of the associated measure proven in [25, 26]

References

[1] M. Abramowitz and I.A. Stegun, editors. Handbook of Mathematical Functions with Formulas, Graphs and Mathematical Tables. Dover, New York, 10th edition, 1972.

[2] N.H. Bingham, C.M. Goldie, and J.L. Teugels. Regular Variation. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, UK, 1987.

[3] R. Bojanic and E. Seneta. A unified theory of regularly varying sequences. Math. Z., 134:91– 106, 1973.

[4] B. Bollobás, C. Borgs, J. Chayes, and O. Riordan. Directed scale-free graphs. In Proceedings of the Fourteenth Annual ACM-SIAM Symposium on Discrete Algorithms (Baltimore, 2003), pages 132–139, New York, 2003. ACM.

[5] B. Das, A. Mitra, and S. Resnick. Living on the multi-dimensional edge: Seeking hidden risks using regular variation. Advances in Applied Probability, 45(1):139–163, 2013.

[6] L. de Haan. On Regular Variation and Its Application to the Weak Convergence of Sample Extremes. Mathematisch Centrum Amsterdam, 1970.

[7] L. de Haan and E. Omey. Integrals and derivatives of regularly varying functions in R^d and domains of attraction of stable distributions ii. Stochastic Process. Appl., 16(2):157–170, 1984.

[8] L. de Haan and S.I. Resnick. Derivatives of regularly varying functions in R^d and domains of attraction of stable distributions. Stochastic Process. Appl., 8(3):349–355, 1979.

[9] L. de Haan and S.I. Resnick. On regular variation of probability densities. Stochastic Process.

Appl., 25:83–95, 1987.

[10] de Haan L., E. Omey, and S.I. Resnick. Domains of attraction and regular variation in R^d . J.

Multivariate Anal., 14(1):17–33, 1984.

[11] R.T. Durrett. Random Graph Dynamics. Cambridge Series in Statistical and Probabilistic Mathematics. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2010.

[12] P. Embrechts, C. Klüppelberg, and T. Mikosch. Modelling Extreme Events for Insurance and Finance. Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1997.

[13] H. Hult and F. Lindskog. Regular variation for measures on metric spaces. Publ. Inst. Math.

(Beograd) (N.S.), 80(94):121–140, 2006. ISSN 0350-1302.

[14] B. Jiang, J. Tan, W. Wei, N. Shroff, and D. Towsley. Heavy tails in queueing systems: impact of parallelism on tail performance. J. Appl. Probab., 50(1):127–150, 2013.

[15] Y. Kim, I. Koprulu, and N.B. Shroff. First exit time of a Lévy flight from a bounded region in R^N . J. Appl. Probab., 52(3):649–664, 2015.

[16] Y. Kim, K. Lee, and N.B. Shroff. An analytical framework to characterize the efficiency and delay in a mobile data offloading system. In Proceedings of the 15th ACM International Symposium on Mobile Ad Hoc Networking and Computing, MobiHoc ’14, pages 267–276, New York, NY, USA, 2014. ACM.

[17] P.L. Krapivsky and S. Redner. Organization of growing random networks. Physical Review E, 63(6):066123:1–14, 2001.

[18] F. Lindskog, S.I. Resnick, and J. Roy. Regularly varying measures on metric spaces: Hidden regular variation and hidden jumps. Probability Surveys, 11:270–314, 2014.

[19] E. Omey. Multivariate regular variation and applications in probability theory. Eclectica 74, EHSAL, Brussel, 1989.

[20] J. Pratt. On interchanging limits and integrals. Ann. Math. Statist., 31:74–77, 1960.

[21] Feng Qi, Jian Cao, and Da-Wei Niu. Four logarithmically completely monotonic functions involving gamma function and originating from problems of traffic flow. Research report collection, 9(3), 2006.

[22] Feng Qi, Da-Wei Niu, Jian Cao, and Shou-Xin Chen. Four logarithmically completely monotonic functions involving gamma function. Journal of the Korean Mathematical Society, 45(2):559–573, 2008.

[23] S.I. Resnick. Heavy Tail Phenomena: Probabilistic and Statistical Modeling. Springer Series in Operations Research and Financial Engineering. Springer-Verlag, New York, 2007. ISBN: 0-387-24272-4.

[24] S.I. Resnick. Extreme Values, Regular Variation and Point Processes. Springer, New York, 2008. Reprint of the 1987 original.

[25] S.I. Resnick and G. Samorodnitsky. Tauberian theory for multivariate regularly varying distributions with application to preferential attachment networks. Extremes, 18(3):349–367, 2015.

[26] G. Samorodnitsky, S.I. Resnick, D. Towsley, R. Davis, A. Willis, and P. Wan. Nonstandard regular variation of in-degree and out-degree in the preferential attachment model. Journal of Applied Probability, 53(1), March 2016.

[27] R.L. Smith. Statistics of extremes, with applications in environment, insurance and finance. In B. Finkenstadt and H. Rootzén, editors, SemStat: Seminaire Europeen de Statistique, Exteme Values in Finance, Telecommunications, and the Environment, pages 1–78. Chapman-Hall, London, 2003.

[28] T. Wang and S.I. Resnick. Asymptotic Normality of In- and Out-Degree Counts in a Preferential Attachment Model. ArXiv e-prints, oct 2015.