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RELATIVE ERROR OF SCALED POISSON APPROXIMATION
VIA STEIN’S METHOD

YINGDONG LU, YUE TAN, AND CATHY H. XIA

ABSTRACT. We study the accuracy of a scaled Poisson approximation to the
weighted sum of independent Poisson random variables, focusing on in par-
ticular the relative error of the tail distribution. A bound on the relative
approximation error is established using a modified Stein-Chen method.

1. INTRODUCTION

Weighted summation of independent Poisson random variables (r.v.s) is a prob-
abilistic entity that plays a crucial role in a wide variety of applications, such as
epidemiology [12], physics [5], and computer science [23]. A traditional approach of
its quantification is a normal approximation matching the first two moments, which
can be effective when the mean is large. In [I4], a scaled Poisson approximation
that matches the first two moments after a scaling is proposed. That is, the distri-
bution of S, a weighted sum of independent Poisson random variables with mean
u = E[S] and variance 0% = Var(9), is approximated by that of a scaled Poisson
random variable, i.e.,

1
(1) S ~d BAﬂ/u 6 = o

where Ay denotes a Poisson r.v. with mean A. This way, the first two moments
of S are matched by that of the approximation. Through numerical experiments,
[14] reports that this approach produces a more accurate tail approximation than
the normal approximation. Moreover, the approximation is often more conservative
which serves certain types of application well, see, e.g. [14, 19 22]. However, no
theoretical analysis on the quality of this approximation has been given nor is the
approximation error well understood. It is the purpose of this paper to address these
issues by providing quantitative bounds on the relative error of this approximation,
utilizing a novel application of the Stein method.

The Stein’s method has been a powerful tool for bounding the error of an approx-
imating distribution to an unknown distribution. The method was first introduced
by Charles Stein [21I] to study the normal approximation to the distribution of
a sum of dependent r.v.’s. It was later extended to handle Poisson approxima-
tions in [9], often referred to as the Stein-Chen method specifically for studying
Poisson approximations. The Stein’s method has been used to study many approx-
imating distributions including binomial distribution [13], multinomial distribution
[T7], compound Poisson distribution [2], Gamma distribution [I8], geometric dis-
tribution [20], etc. Applications in other contexts include [8], [24], [15], [11], [7],

and [6].
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The Stein’s method relies on identifying a Stein’s operator A associated with a
given distribution @ such that a r.v. Y follows distribution @ (written as ¥ ~ Q)
if and only if E(Af)(Y) = 0 for all bounded real-valued functions f defined on
the range of Y. If the distribution of a r.v. W can be well approximated by @,
then E(Af)(W) ~ 0. The error of approximating E[h(W)] by E[h(Y)], for a given
metric function h, can then be estimated by studying the behavior of EAfy,(W).
where f, is a solution to the so-called Stein’s equation:

2) Af(w) = h(w) — ER(Y).

The Stein’s operator A frequently used in studying Poisson approximations was
provided by [9] and often referred to as the Stein-Chen method:

3) Af(w) = A~ f(w+1) —wf(w),

Using the Stein-Chen method, moderate deviation bounds on the relative error
of a Poisson approximation to a summation of locally dependent indicators was
established in [I0], and were later made more general and explicit in [16].

For the scaled Poisson approximation , the scalar f = % is typically not
integer-valued, thus the conventional Stein’s operator A given by can not be
applied directly as it only acts on bounded functions f defined on the integers. We
show that, when the scalar is a rational number with 3 = 7 the scaled Poisson
approximation , now equivalent to n.S &= mA, with A = Su, can still be analyzed
via the Stein’s method. We introduce a new Stein’s operator for Ay = mAy, defined
as:

(4) Af(w) = dmf(w+m) —wf(w),

which provides a more suitable framework for studying the approximation. This
requires us to obtain new solutions to this Stein’s equation and study the quanti-
tative properties of the solution, which form the most technical part of the paper.
These properties allow us to apply Stein’s method and derive bound on the relative
error of scaled Poisson approximation. We then extend our relative error bound to
the case when £ is irrational using bounded convergence theorem.

We emphasize that while the scaled Poisson approximation has been widely
used in practice, to the best our knowledge, this is the first work to quantify the
relative error of the approximation via moderate deviations bound. Meanwhile, the
scaled Stein method provides a new method for analyzing approximations on a grid
with applications beyond the weighted Poisson summation discussed in this paper.
Moreover, the techniques developed in estimating differences of the solutions to
the Stein’s equations appeared to reveal some fundamental properties of Poisson
distribution function, should be of independent interests.

Our bound on the relative error is similar in spirit and numerically comparable
to those obtained in [I6] for (non-scaled) Poisson approximation. Furthermore, we
demonstrate that one of the conjectures raised in [I6] is valid beyond a threshold
for which we provide an explicit expression.

The rest of the paper is organized as follow. In Section [2] we present the main
results of the paper, which include a new Stein’s operator, our relative error bound
for the scaled Poisson approximation, and a proposition to address one of the con-
jectures raised in [I6]. Proof for the main results is presented in Section |3} Key
properties of the solution to modified Stein’s equation are collected in Section [4]
The paper is concluded in Section [5] with summary and ongoing research.
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2. MAIN RESULTS AND IMPLICATIONS

In this section, we present the problem of scaled Poisson approximation, the main
results and their implications. Assumptions of the scaled Poisson approximation
are presented in Sec. a modified Stein’s method is introduced in Sec. and
our moderate deviations result is elaborated in Sec. 2.3

2.1. Scaled Poisson Approximation. Consider a weighted summation of R in-
dependent Poisson r.v.s {4,, }2,

R
(5) Si=) beA,,,
r=1

where A, denotes a Poisson random variable with mean v and {b,}f_; are a set of
positive weights. Without loss of generality, we assume that b,’s are distinct and
0 < by <by <---<bp. If there exist r and s such that b, = b, one can simply
merge the two classes into one as b4, + bsA,, 4 brAy 4o, -

Denote the mean and variance of S as u = E[S], and 0% = Var(S) respectively,
thus,

R R
(6) W= Z b,y o? = beyr.
r=1 r=1

Let B = %, which is known as the inverse of dispersion index.

We consider a scaled Poisson approximation to S, i.e. S /4 %Aﬂuv as introduced
in . It can be easily verified that the first two moments of S are matched by
that of the approximation. We focus on deriving moderate derivations results on
the relative error of the tail distributions.

In order to utilize the Stein-Chen method to compare the two distributions,
which only works for integers, we first make the following assumption. We show
later our relative error bound also holds without the assumption.

Assumption 1. Assume that the weights b,.’s are positive integers, and (8 is ratio-

nal and can be expressed as 3 = 7= where n and m are relatively prime.

In some applications such as those in [22], Assumption [1| holds naturally. Under
Assumption 1, the scaled Poisson approximation can be rewritten as

(7) nS ~4 Ay, where Ay :==mA,, and X = Sp.

Note that both nS and A, are now integer-valued r.v.s.

2.2. Stein’s Method for Scaled Poisson Random Variable. We next present
a modified Stein’s method that will help establish moderate deviations results on
the tail distributions under approximation . Note that the conventional Stein’s
operator A given by no longer works for Ay, since it is a scaled Poisson ran-
dom variable that only takes values on grid mZs>, where Zx>( denotes the set of
nonnegative integers. The next Lemma establishes the Stein’s operator for Ay. Its
proof can be found in Appendix [A]

Lemma 2.1. The Stein’s operator for Ay is
(8) Af(w) = Xm f(w+m) — wf(w).
That is, E(.Af)(fb\) =0 for all real-valued functions [ defined on Z>q.



4 YINGDONG LU, YUE TAN, AND CATHY H. XIA

For a given metric function h(-), the Stein’s equation for Ay bears the following
form,
(9) Af(w) = Amf(w +m) — wf(w) = h(w) — Eh(Ay).

The following Lemma provides a representation of f5, the solution to Stein’s
equation @, which will be useful in establishing our moderate deviations results.
The proof can be found in Appendix

Lemma 2.2. The following form

(Am)? | A
(10) fow) ==  ——————[h(w +mj) — Eh(A))]
;) [T7—o(w +me)
is a solution to the Stein’s equation @D

Based on (9)), the difference E[h(nS)] — E[h(Ay)] can then be estimated, by
studying EAfr(nS) = E[Amf(nS+m)—nSf(nS)]. The following lemmas provide
keys to such estimations.

Lemma 2.3. For any bounded function f(-) defined on Z>q,
R R
(11)  EnSfnS)] =Y nb.rE[f (nS+nb.)] =mA>_ 6E[f (nS + nb,)],
r=1 r=1

where 6, = %, and Zle o =1.

Proof can be found in Appendix [C] The following lemma is then immediate.

Lemma 2.4.

E(Afy)(nS) = AmE[f(nS +m)] — EnSf(nS)] = Hy + -+ + Hg,

where
(12) H, = mAo, E[(frn(nS +m) — frn(nS+nb,)], r=1,...,R.
Based on @, we can write
1 m o2 LA &
13 —_——=—_— = — = bTTT: br(sr.
(13) goonop ; p ;

That is, m = Zle 0r - nb,, is a weighted sum of nb,’s, with total weights d,.’s
summing to 1.

2.3. Main Results on Relative Errors for Scaled Poisson Approximation.

k
Consider the following notations adapted from [16]. Let my = P(Ay = k) = e~ -3,
k=0,1,..., and

n (oo}
(14) Fin)=)Y m and F(n)=Y m.
k=0 k=n
Using the modified Stein’s operator , we establish the moderate deviations

in the scaled Poisson approximation. Our main results are stated in the following
theorems.
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Theorem 2.1. Consider a weighted Poisson sum S = Zil b-A,, with integer
weights 0 < by < by < ... < br, mean u and variance o2. Let B = 5 and X = P,
and 6, = bT:T, r=1,...,R. Assume X\ > 1 and 8 satisfies Assumption . Then, for
all integers y > A+ 1,

P(BS >
(15) Pg'i)\g‘z;—l <A+a")Ci(y;A)+ (1 +a")C_(y; \) +af
where
At
(16) ) = 2
2A
(17) Qt—(yv)‘) T min{ﬂ'o, I_AJﬂ-y—l}.
and
R
(18) ot = Z ([Bbr] — 2)0,, with r* := max{r: pgb. <1,r=1,..,R}.
r=r*+41

The proof of Theorem will be postponed to Sec. [3] Next, we show that the
above relative bound also holds when g is irrational.

Corollary 1. Consider a weighted Poisson sum S = Zle br Ay, with integer
weights 0 < by < by < ... < bg, mean p and variance 0. Let f = L and X = B,
and 6, = b'”:“, r=1,...R. Assume A > 1 and 8 € R. Then, holds for all
integers y > A+ 1.

Proof. If 3 is rational, then there is nothing to prove. If 3 is irrational, then there is

a sequence of rational numbers 8,,n =1,2,..., 0o, satisfying 5, < 8 and 5, — 5,
as n — oo. For each f3,,, Theorem implies that,
P, >y) I < (1 +ap)Ch (g A) + (14 ap)C(y;0) + ap,
with A\, = B, u, and,
R
ap = Y ([Buby] —2)6,, with r} :=max{r: B,b, <1,r =1,..,R}.
r:r;“l+1

The assumption 3, < 8 implies that r;; > r*, which leads to o, < a*. Thus,

P(3,S >y)

2 =9y
P(Ay, > y)

< (1+a")C (g ) + (1+a")C_ (g \) + o

It is also easy to see that, as a consequence of the bounded convergence theorem,
lim P(8,5 > y) = P(BS >y), lim P(Ay, >y) = P(A\ > y).
Inequality thus follows. O

The next theorem presents our main result in its final form, where all require-
ments in Assumption [I] are removed. That is, our relative error bound also holds
for non-integer or irrational b,.’s.
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Theorem 2.2 (Main Result). Consider a weighted Poisson sum S = Zf’:l b A,
with weights 0 < by < by < ... < br, mean u and variance o?. Let B = % and
A= Bu, and 6, = %, r=1,...,R. Assume A > 1 and 8 € R. Then, holds
for all integers y > A+ 1.

Proof. First, consider the case that b, ...bg are all rationals. We can find a large
enough integer B such that b, = %, and b,’s are all integers, for r =1,..., R. Let

R R

-~ 7 ~2 72

o= g by vy, ° = E biv,.
r=1 r=1

We then have, = £, 02 = %227 and 8 = Bf, A = Bu = Bt = \. Therefore, showing
S~y %Aﬂu is equivalent to showing that S 4 %Aﬁ,}a where S = Zle I;TAZ,T now
satisfies that conditions of Corollary 1, with all the weights being positive integers.

If some of b,’s are irrational, then there is a sequence of rational R-tuples

(bi”))T:17,,,,R such that bﬁn) <b,, foralln=1,2,...,00 and bi") — b, as n — oo.
For each n, Corollary [I] implies that,
PAr>y) 1 < (T4 ain)Ch(yiA) + (1 + o) (g3 A) + afy
with
R
aly = Y ([BHM]=2)6,, with rf,) = max{r: B.b!") < 1,r=1,..,R}.
r:r%‘n)-&-l
The assumption b&n) < b, implies that rE‘n) > r*, which leads to O‘an) < o*. In-
equality thus follows. O

Remark 2.1. Theorem indicates that the relative error of the scaled Poisson
approzimation depends on two main quantities of €, (y;\) and €_(y; X). They
are similar to the quantities €1 (A k) and C3(A\, k) in [16] which play crucial roles
in bounding the norm of the differences of the solution to the Stein equation for a
Poisson approximation. The numerical results below demonstrate that € (y; ) and
C_(y; A) are comparable to, and in many cases smaller than, €1 (A, k) and C2(A, k).
This confirms the power of Stein method in obtaining moderate deviations results
for approzximation of Poisson type.

In [16], € (), k) and €5(), k) are compared to a“naive” counterpart (1—e=*)/(AP(Ay >
k)), which bounds the absolute error of the Poisson approximation by (1 —e™*)/\
through total variation analysis that can be found in [3], [I], and []. The same
comparison can be carried out for € (y; A) and €_(y; A). More specifically, consider
two groups of ratios:

(19) ratio + i= €4 (1 A)/[(1 — € )/(AP(Ax = y)
(20) ratio — = €_ (5 N)/[(L — ¢ )/(AP(Ax > y))

for y € Ryg; and

(21) ratio i := &;(\, k) /[(1 — e M)/ (AP(Ax > k)], i=1,2,
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for k € Z>g, where €;(\, k) and €2 )\, k) were defined in [16], with

)
(22) ¢ (N k) (1 ];) :

F( 2) A
(23) G- k) = ke <1_F(k;—1) k—l)’

and whose maximum and summation are €;(\, k) and €2(\, k), respectively.

Ratio

0.854

0.65

0.45

0.25 Ratio 2

° . 3 Ratio 1

[ Ratio -
0.05 -
| . . s . I Ly
0 50 100 150 200

Ratio +

FIGURE 1. Comparison of ratio+, ratio-, ratio 1 and ratio 2 for
y € [25,200] and k = | 2] with m = 9.

Example 1. Figure[1 demonstrates the two groups of ratios as a function of the
tail parameter y for the following 2-class example. Consider S = A,, + 2A,, with
vy, =1 and vy = 2. In this case, by = 1, by = 2, and R = 2. Based on @, we
have p =5, 02 =9, and B = 5/9. Note that (3 is a rational number with n =5 and
m =9 that are relatively prime. Furthermore, we have X = Sy = 25/9.

Based on , we have r* =1 and o = 0. Thus the relative error bound
becomes:

P(BS > y)
P(Ax > y)

As shown in the figure, both of our ratios (ratio + and ratio -) perform at similar
scale as ratios 1 and 2 in [16], relative to the "naive” counterparts. Note that ratios

1 and 2 are Poisson approximation that defined only on Poisson grid of Ay (=mAy).
Therefore, in the figure, we only have ratios defined for y’s that are divisible by m,

ie., k= %] in and (23).

The following corollary is immediate. It is easily checked from and .

(24) 1 <€ (g N)+C (3 M)

Corollary 2. We have
(25) C_(y;A) > €4 (y; A), when y is large.

That is, the relative error bound will eventually be dominated by €_(y; \) when
y 1s large enough.
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2.4. On a conjecture in [I6]. In [16], in an effort to establish moderate deviations
for (non-scaled) Poisson approximations, the authors show that the Stein method
is reduced to the evaluation of the two quantities, €;_(A, k) and €, (A, k), which

are defined in and , respectively.
In [I6], it was conjectured that (Conjecture 4.2)

¢ ()\, k‘) > €1+(/\, k),

thus €;_ (A, k) plays a dominant role in their error bounds for the non-scaled Poisson
approximation.

The next proposition shows that the above conjecture is indeed true when k is
large enough and further provides the specific threshold on k. The detailed proof
can be found in Appendix [H}

Proposition 1. When k> (A+ 1)+ /(A +1)(5A + 1), we have,
Ci_(N k) > S (N k),

where €14 (A k) and €_(\ k) are defined in and , respectively. That is,
the moderate deviation results of [10] can be rewritten in terms of €1_(\ k) and
€1 (N k), and the relative error bound will be eventually dominated by €1_ (A, k)
for large k.

3. PROOF OF THEOREM [2.1]
Let

(26) h(w) =Hw:w>my}, forw € Z>o.

Let fj, be the solution to Stein’s equation (9)) with & given by (26). Since E[h(nS)] =
P(nS > my), we have

(27)  P(nS > my) — P(A\ > my) = Eh(nS) — Eh(Ay) = EAfy(nS).
Apply Lemma to equation , we have:
(28) P(nS > my) — P(Ay > my) = H, + --- + Hpg,

where H, is defined in . Therefore, to bound the deviation between the tail
distributions of nS and Ay, it suffices to bound |Hi|, - - -, and |Hg]|.

The next lemma provides important bounds on differences of f; which will be
useful in bounding |H,|’s. It depends on a sequence of lemmas (Lemmas
that reveal the key properties of function f;, which are presented in section |4 The
proof of Lemma [3.1]is provided at the end of section

Lemma 3.1. For all integers y > A+ 1, we have:
(20)  Ellfu(nS+m) — fu(nS)] < P(Ax 2 ) [Bi(y) + B ()]
and for 0 <l < m,

(30)  Ellfu(nS+m) — fu(nS+ 0l < P(Ax =) [Bo () + BV )]
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where
A+1

1 B -~

(31) L) =
(m) 2 1

2 B = il

(32) - W) m - min{mg, [Ajmy—1~  m\’
2

(33) B (y) =

m - min{mg, [A]my_1}
The next lemma presents bounds on the |H,|’s.

Lemma 3.2. Let r* = max{r: b, < 1,r =1,..., R}, and K, = [Bb,].

o Forl <r<r* we have
(34) |Hy| < P(Ay > y) - 6,0m [By () + BV ()]

e Forr >r*, we have

(35)
[H| < P(Ax > y) - 0,0m [ (Bo(y) + B () + (5, = 2) (B () + B™ W) |

Proof. Since 8 = n/m, {Bb, <1} <= {nb, < m}.

Thus, r* = max{r : fb, < 1,7 = 1,..., R} is simply the largest r that satisfies
nb, < m; and for all r = r* +1,..., R, we have nb, > m and K, = [5b,] > 2.

For 1 < r < r*, since nb, < m, we have 0 < A = m — nb, < m. Thus

|H,| =xm6, B[ fa(nS +m) — fu(nS +nb,)|
<Amd, P(Ax 2 y) B+ (y) + BV (y)]

where the inequality follows from Lemma
For r = r* + 1,..., R, since nb, > m, the gap between nS + m and nS + nb,

n

may contain multiple m-steps. Since K, —1 < b, < K., and 8 = =, we have
(K, — 1)m < nb, < K, m. Therefore,

|H,.| =Xm6, E[| fn(nS +nb,) — fu(nS +m)]
<Am6, E[| fn(nS +nb,) — fr(nS + (K, — 1)m)|[ + ...
+ | fn(nS +2m) — fr(nS +m)|]

<P(Ay 2 y) - dmd, | (By() + B ) + (K, = 2)(B+(y) + B () )]

where the last inequality is due to Lemma (3.1

We are now ready to prove Theorem
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Proof of Theorem 2.9l Based on (28) and Lemma we have
P[nS > my]
Fino = myj 1‘
P[Ay > 9]

r* R
<Z7‘:1 |H7"‘ + Zr:r*-‘,—l |H7"|
- P(A\ > y)

< Z 6, am (B (y) + B(w))

n XR: 8, m KB+ (y) + B (y)) + (K, - 2) (B+(y) +B™ (y))}

r=r*41
R R
d m
:(1 + 3 (5 - 2)6T))\mB+(y)) + AmB () + ( 3K, - 2)5r)>\mB(, ()
r*+1 r*41
A+1 2 m 2 1
(1+a )/\m)\myﬂy,l + m - min{mg, [A|my_1} ta m[m -min{mo, [A]my_1 * mA
A+1 2\

=(1+a" +(1+a")— +a”

( )yﬂ'y,l ( )mln{wo, IA]my—1}

=(1+a")€(y;A) + (1 +a")€_(y;A) +a”

where a* is defined by (18), and € (y; A) and €_(y; \) by and respectively.
Theorem .11 therefore follows. O

4. PROPERTIES OF THE SOLUTION TO THE STEIN EQUATION

In this section, we present a sequence of lemmas that provide important proper-
ties of function fj, the solution to the Stein’s equation, which are essential to the
proof of Lemma [3.1]

4.1. Some Basic Properties of f;. Recall that for h(w) = I{w : w > my}, where
w € Z>o, Lemma [2.2] states that fy,, the solution to the Stein’s equation, takes the
following form:

= Am)? ) .
36)  faw) = =3 =" ) — P(Ay 2 my))

=0 [Ti—o(w +mf)

Define k,, := [WW Equivalently, k,, = inf{k € Z>o,w + km > my}, i.e.
k., is the minimum number of m-jumps, starting from w, to reach or go above my
(i.e. > my). When w > my, k,, = 0 naturally. Therefore, h(w +mj) = I{j > ku}.
Moreover, P(Ay > my) = P(Ax > y). Thus can be rewritten as,

o0 oo

(Am)J (Am)?
w) =P(A e B TV (w+mo)
(37) n(w) =P(Ax 2 y) ;0 [T)—(w +me) jg;w t=o(w +ml)

Denote
(38)
k , 0 )
(Am)? - (Am)?
O(k,w) := _ Ok,w) = e for k>0
() ]z::o [T7—o(w +m) () ]:Zk [17—o(w +m) °



RELATIVE ERROR OF SCALED POISSON 11

can then be rewritten as follows:
(39) fr(w) =P(Ax > y)0(0,w) — O(ky, w)
The next lemma provides an important relation between fj,(w + m) and f(w).

Lemma 4.1. For all w € Z>,

P(A)\ Z y) - lemy
Am

(40) fo(w+m) = %fh(w) -

or, equivalently,

(41) Dfn(w) = fo(w+m) — frn(w) =fr(w) (% B 1) _ P(AN > 57)7; 1w2my.

Proof. If w > my, then k,, = 0 and k4, = 0. Then, becomes

- (Am)
w+m)=-—P(A _
fo(w+m) ( A<y)jz=:0 T wime)

> (Am)i+t w
= -—P(A) < -’
(4 y);o T w+ml) Am

> (Am)?’ 1 w
=—P(A) <) —_— = —| - —
2 owrmy w|
o w P(A)\ < y)
B )\mfh(w) + m
If w < my, then k,, = ["2==] > 1, and Ky 1m = kv — 1. Then becomes
fr(w +m)
> Am)? > Am)?
eSS Om s Om)

T lh—pw+m+ml) 4= [Ti_o(w 4+ m + me)

> j+1 0 j4+1
BTN S LN B ) A
= I (w +me) Am iy T Zo(w + md) Am

o0 oo

()\m)j 1 w ()\m)j w
—P(A, > S VA At BV N L
(Ax > y) LZO HLO(UJ + ml) w] Am jzkw %:o(w + mfl) Am

=fn(w) (i) - 7P(A;m2 )

m

In both cases, equation (40)) is satisfied.
O

The following lemma will be useful in deriving bounds. The proof is in Appen-
dix

Lemma 4.2. For any integer k > 0, we have:
(42)
P [A,\ >k + FJ + 1} <O(k,w) <
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and
(43)1 w w 1
e (] +1san<k+| o] +1) <Ok w) < e RET R (|

The following two lemmas provide some useful results on Poisson probabilities.

Lemma 4.3. For any Poisson r.v. Ay with A > 0, we have

P(A\>k+1)
44 -1
(44) PASE) _k+1,f0ranyk:>)\
>
(45) P(Ak_y+k)< A forany k>1, and y > A

P(Ax>y) ~y+k
Proof. It has been observed in [I0] that

A A2
P(Ay>k)=P(Ay=k)(1+ + + ...
(Ar2 k) =P =R+ =7 (k+1)(k+2) )
A A2
<P(A)= 1
<P(Ax = k)( Tt et )
k+1
Thus, follows noting that
P(A>\Z.1€+1)_1 P(Ax=k) E—A+1 A
P(Ax>k) — P(Ay>k) ~ E+1  k+1
Toshow,weapplytoerkfl,foranykZlandyz)\,
A A
P(Ay > k)< —PAy>y+k—1)< ——P(A) >
(A_Z/‘f‘)_y_’_k(/\_y )_y+k(x_2/)

O

It is well known that the mode of Poisson distribution is [A] for non-integer .
When ) is a positive integer, the modes are A and A — 1. Furthermore, the Poisson
probabilities are increasing before the mean value A and decreasing after .

Lemma 4.4. For any Poisson r.v. Ay with A > 0 and 7, = P(A\ = k), we have
(46)

A
Tk _ -, forany k> 1;,
Te—1 k

(47)

m

A
T = L—)\Jwy_g, for mA < w < my, where y is an integer and y > A+ 1.

Proof. can be easily verified using the definition of 7.

If <1, is immediate since |A] = 0.

Now suppose A > 1. Since mA < w < my, we have [A\| < [2] <y —1 and
A -1< ] -1<y—2

If [] —12>[A], then is immediate since |\| is the mode and the Poisson
probabilities are decreasing after the mean value \.

m
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If [=] —1=[A] —1, then
NS

Tlgl=1 = TIA-1 = T 7 2 S Ty-2

where the second equality is due to , and the last inequality is because y — 2 >
|A] since y — 1 > X and y is an integer.
|

We next analyze the behavior of fj(w) for the cases of w > my and w < my
separately.

4.2. The Case of w > my. For w > my, observe that h(w + mj) = 1 for all
integer j > 0, and P(AA < my) = P(Ax < y), thus,

w) = — oo% or w m
(48) fn(w) = P(Ax<y)jz;)n (wtmD)’ f > my.

The following lemma is immediate.

Lemma 4.5. For w > my, fp(w) <0 and fr(w) is monotonically increasing and
concave in w.

Proof. Tt is easy to verify that each summand in
(Am)?
Lo(w + ml)

is decreasing and convex with respect to w. O

Remark 4.1. Lemmal[].5 tells us that the differences of the Stein function, the key
quantities in our study, are non-negative and decreasing in w. Hence, to estimate
the mazimum value they can achieve, only the first of them needs to be evaluated,
forw > my.

Lemma 4.6. For w > my, we have,

folw+1)—
l

A+1

Am2ym,_q

0< In(w) < P(Ay>y)- for alll>0.

Proof. Since fj(w) is increasing and concave for w > my, we have, for all [ > 0,
(49)

fh(’w+l§ — fu(w) < %fh(w) - P(Ay <y Z: H
7=0

w=my

Zmy—&—mk'

_o(my + ml) k:O
where the RHS is because

d (Gmy () zJ: 1
dw H%=O(w+m£) ézo(w+m£) k=0w+mk'
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Note that

1 1 & N
=) R

Ytk =k =0y + )

1 > I e 2N (y—1)!
y

2 YRR

m? £~ Jrkj:k (y+7) e
(51) S S Sy
Based on , we have
=1 PAy>y+k) 1 X 1 A 1 =1 1 A+1
Sl s L Al LM
—y+k P(Ay>y) y Sy+k yrk Ty Tytk ytktl y

Combine with , we then have

fh(w—i—l)—fh(w)<P(A,\<y).)\—|—1< A+1
I-P(Ay>y) — dmPmy_, y T Amlymy,_q

Remark 4.2. Note that can be written as:

- 1
Y O(k,my)
= my + mk
- 1 1
§Z . P[Ayx>y+k] (based on ([42) with w=my and |2] =y)

m(y+k) y-mmy,

~
Il
<

1 1
. PlA, > k j = AT,
‘ m(y + k) mAmy_1 [Ax 2y +k] - (since ym, Ty-1)

M

£
I

(52)
1 =1
)\m271—y71 k::O: y+ k [ A = y"'_ }

Note that is identical as , which indicates that the upper bound given by
is tight for w = my.
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4.3. The Case of w < my. When w < my, k, > 1. Note that we can rewrite

as:

(53)
Fw—1 - oo ,
Sy (Am)?
w) = P(Ay\ > —— — P(A —— Vky, >
PO = P20 2 P 2
Or equivalently,
(54) fr(w) =P(Ax > y)O(ky — 1,w) — P(Ax < )0 (kw, w),

Lemma 4.7. For any mA < w < my, Dfp(w) = fr(w+m)— fn(w) <0. That is,
fr(w) is decreasing on the m-grid.

Proof. If k,, = 1, we have w +m > my and w < my. Based on Lemma from
([@0), we have fi,(w) = 22 f,(w + m) + P(A#Zy). Thus,

Jo(w+m) — fr(w) = (1 - %)f(w+m) _ P2y

<0,
where the inequality is because f(w + m) < 0 based on Lemma

Now consider the case k,, > 2. Based on and kyim = ky — 1, it is easy to
verify that,

k=2 j /
(Am) (Am)?
w+m) — fp(w) =P(A) > ] I
fo(w+m) — fr(w) =P(A\ 2 y) ; I o(w+m+ml)  [[_o(w+me)
P(Ay>y) H]Zial(w + ml)
w d ()‘m)j

vy ———[1-P(A 0,

(1= )j:zk:w é:o(erm@[ (Ax>y)] <

where the first two terms are obviously negative, and the last term is negative since
mA < w < my. O

(my—w)-|

Lemma 4.8. For mA <w < my, for any j =1,....ky — 1, where ky,, = [
we have

(55) Dp(w + jm) = Du(w + (j — 1)m) < P(Ax = y) - Tin(y),

where T, (y) = m

Proof. Note that k,, = f%l is the minimum number of m-jumps required to
reach or go above my starting from w. Hence, k,, > 1, w + (ky — 1)m < my, and
wkym > my. Forany j =1,...,k,—1, we have w < w4+ (j—1)m < w+jm < my.
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Apply of Lemma [4.1] to both w + (j — 1)m and w + jm, we have,
Dfn(w+ jm)] = Dfa(w + (j — 1)m)

= fu(w + jm) (“’”m - 1) — falw+ (G — 1)m) (“’”J‘”m _ 1)

Am Am
Lt m) = oo+ = D] (2 ) LA =D
gfhf\w) (since fn(w + jm) is decreasing on the m-grid)
SP(AA > y)? -9(0, w) (based on (39))
gP(A);\Z v) PL?j\T:WLL;fLJH (based on (42))) and 1 < [A] < [£])
=P(Ay > (y)m)\zﬁlmJ_1 (since kmy, = Amp—1)
<P(Ax > y)Wl/\L)\lJﬂ'y_Q

where the second to last inequality is due to , and the last inequality is due to
@) O

The following three lemmas are important for the proof of the main theorem.
The proofs are available in the Appendix.

Lemma 4.9. For w < Am,

|fn(w) — fr(w +m)| 1 1
P(Ay > y) = mmo + mA’

The proof of Lemma can be found in Appendix [E]

(56)

Lemma 4.10. For mA < w < my,

fn(w) = fn(w+m) 2 1 A+1
(57) 0< Py > 9) smw%_l+m—y(T).

The proof of Lemma [4.10] can be found in Appendix [E]
Combine the above two lemmas we then have the following result.

Lemma 4.11. For w < my,

(58) J“1~L(111Pﬁ(-1;:b)2 y];h(w)| < m.min{fo, L/\Jwy_l}+ mi)\ —. B™)(y)
Lemma 4.12. For w < my, we have,

(59)

[fn(w +d) = Jn(w)] < 2 =: Bgd)(y), ford=1,2,...,m— 1.

P(Ax >y) ~ m - min{ng, [A|Ty_1}
The proof of Lemma can be found in Appendix [G

We are now ready to prove Lemma [3.1
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Proof. (Proof of Lemma [3.1) Based on Lemma we know that, for any
1=0,1,...,m—1,

(60)
EH.fh(nS_"m)_fh(n5+€)|1n8+€2m ] A+1 A+1
P(Ay > y) Ssm-D- =
follows noting that
E[lfa(nS +m) = fa(nS)]
=E[fn(nS +m) — fn(nS)] - 1ns>my] + E[|fu(nS +m) — fr(nS)| - Lus<my]
<P(Ax > y)- By(y) + P(Ay > y) - B (y).

where the inequality is due to and Lemma
follows because

E[[fn(nS +m) — fa(nS +£)|]
=E[|fn(nS +m) — fn(nS+£)|(1 nS-&-ZZmy] + E[|fn(nS +m) — fn(nS + g)‘1n8+é<my)]

|
<P(Ax = y) [B+( +BY( ]
where the inequality is due to and Lemma O

=B .
AmPymy_1 T Amymy_q +)

5. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we derive bounds on the relative error of a scaled Poisson ap-
proximation to the weighted sum of independent Poisson random variables via a
modified Stein’s method. While our proof techniques require the studies of a new
Stein’s operator that acts on the grid mZ>¢ when 3 is a rational number § = 2

m’

our final result does not rely on the rational assumption. We show that the relative
error of the approximation is essentially bounded by two main quantities €1 (y; \)
and €_(y; A). The ratios of these two quantities relative to the naive bound per-
form at similar scale as the ratios in [I6] in the non-scaled Poisson approximation.
Furthermore, we demonstrate that one of the conjectures raised in [I6] is valid
beyond a threshold that has an explicitly expression.
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APPENDIX A. PROOF OF LEMMA 2]

Proof. Proof From the definition of /Al,\, we can see easily that,

B(Af)(Ay) = MmE[f(mAy +m)) — mE[Ay f(mA))]]

= AmE[f(m(Ax+1))] = m Y f(mj)jP(Ax = j)

J=0

= AmB[f(m(Ax + 1) = m ) | f(mj)AP(Ax = — 1)

J=1

= MmE[f(m(Ax+1))] = Am > _ f(m(j + 1)) P(Ax = j)
7=0

= AmE[f(m(Ax +1))] = AmE[f(m(Ax +1))]
=0,
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where the third equation makes use of the fact of A\P(Ay = j — 1) = jP(A) =
J)Vi =1 U

APPENDIX B. PrROOF OF LEMMA 2.2]

From , we have,

- (Am)7 _ A
Amfp(w+m) = —/\mj=0 [T (w4 m i) [h(w +m 4+ myj) — Eh(A))]
S AP (4 1) — Bh(Ay)
=0 s (w +m(+1))
—  (Am)it!

- W[h(w +m(j+1)) — Eh(Ay))]
j=0 1lg= (W Tm

o~ (m) !

=S Oy ) ER(Ay)
j=1 7—o(w +m)

= wfy(w) + [h(w) — Eh(AY))].

which satisfies the Stein’s equation @D

AppPENDIX C. PROOF OF LEMMA B3]
Recall that S = Zle b.-A,, , therefore,

R R
EnSf(nS)| => nb.E |A, f <Z nb, A, )
r;l r=1 i
=> nbE|E |A, f <anTAur> ‘A,;T
r=1 . r=1
=Y " nbu,E |f (Z nb, A, + an>
r=1 r=1

R
=> " nbv, E[f (nS +nb,)]

R
=mA > 6, E[f (nS + nb,)]
r=1

with Ay, = {Ay,, Avyy .-, Aup} — {AL.}, for r = 1,2,...  R. The third equality
is based on the fact that the Poisson distribution is in the kernel of operator A in
, thus for any Poisson random variable A, with mean v, we have E[A, f(A,)] =
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E[f(A,+1)] for any bounded function f; therefore, for each r = 1,..., R, we have

R
E|A, f (Z anAVT> ’A;,T
r=1

=K {Al’rg"" (Aur)

.

=v.FB [gT(A’/r + 1)]

R
f (Z nbrA,, + nb)] :

r=1

=v,.F

with g, (w) = f(Zﬁ:LT,#T nby A, , +nb,w). The last equality is because mA = np,

and 6, = bzfr.

APPENDIX D. PROOF OF LEMMA [4.2]

Proof. The proof is mainly based on the observation that the summands in both
expressions in satisfy:
i g w
[Ttw+me)=m™ T (¢4 ).
m
£=0 £=0

and have the following natural lower and upper bounds,

J J J
6)  w L (04| =]) < [Taw+mo <m ™ I (04| =] +1).
£=0 £=0 £=0
Apply the upper bound in , we have

_ > (Am)J 1 & N
Ok,w) =) —————>— :
() Jz_:k [Ti—o(w+mb) — m = Tl (0 + [ 2] +1)

7 L%J' e N
- me“)

m

e~ M+ +1)

:mwm —AJZ G+ [2]+1)!

1

P[AAZIH{EJJA]

m

Apply the lower bound in , we have

_ < (m) 1 & N
Ohw) =S — 2 o2y A
(ko) = 2 T w4 ) 5 T 2D

f_l 0 j
:L Zj—i— (ifw<m, %] =0 and [ 2 —1]; =0)

Lo, = e
ComalEle jz:; G+ [z

1 w
= (L, [2]) e [z k[ ]]
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where the last inequality is because: if w < m, then | 2| =0, |2 — 1|+ =0, then

1! 1 1
(©2) L5 I ;
mAl#le=x  mmo mmw

and if w > m, then | ] > 1, and
w _ !
(63) t=—
mAlEle=x m| 5w e

m

Therefore, follows.
Similarly,

K : K ;
(Am)] 1 N
Ohywy=S — 2 1
() ;HL()@U"‘TM) m iz [l (£+ 12 +1)

El k N
S Z(JH%JH)
&3 koo=a\(+lml+1)
mAL"’Hl *AZ (G+12]+1)!

7=0

:mAiLmJPHZJ t< A<k | o]+

Apply the lower bound in , we have
k

(Am) 1< A
Okuwy=S"— "y A
() = 2 T o+ = 0 22 T (7 12)

L%_lJ ' e >\J 3 w w
— +Z S Z)) (ifw<m, [Z]=0and [& —

|2 14! e b))
mAlmle—2 = (j + L%J)'

1
< Pllml =<+ 2]
max(l, [;2]) - mmw m m
where the last inequality is due to and .
Therefore, follows. (I

AppPENDIX E. PROOF OF LEMMA .9

Proof. Since w < Am, based on from Lemma we have

68 ~Dfalw) = fulw) ~ fulw+m) = (1 12) fu(w) + 22D
Based on , we know
(65) —P(Ax < y)O(kw,w) < fr(w) < P(Ay > y)O(kyw — 1,w),

where k,, [M

l=y— L%J since y is an integer.

s

0)
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Apply the upper bound of to (64)), we have

~Dfp(w) < (1= 3-) P(Ar 2 1)O(ky — Lw) + W
sP(AAzy)<(1_;1)P(L$J<A;;Lizj—1+w)+;n>
(66) SP(AAzy)<<1_;:’n)IW+/\1n>

where the second inequality is due to , and the last inequality is because k., —
1+ (2| =y—-1<y.
Similarly, apply the lower bound of to , we have

w N P(Ax > y)
—Dfp(w) > — (1 - m) P(A\ <y)O(ky,w) + o

w w P(A/\ > y)

> — - — > — A= I

- (1 )\m) P(A’\<y)m7rL%JP(A)‘_kw+ {mJ>+ m
w \ P(4) <) P(Ay > y) .

= (1—- =)A= > S\A= 5 w |

(1 )\m) M| | Pldrzy)+ Am (since kv + L] =v)

(67)

ZP(AAZy)'[—(l w)w 1]

B E me%J B mA
where the second inequality is due to (42)).
Combine and @, we therefore have, for all w < Am,
[fu(w) = fa(w +m)| _ ’ (1 _ ﬂ) P(A\ <y) + L‘
P(Ay\ > y) - Am/ o mmw | mA

1 1
68 < —+—.
(68) T mmy  mA
where the second inequality is due to the fact that the Poisson probabilities are
increasing before the mean value A (since == < ).

Therefore, follows. (I

APPENDIX F. PrROOF OF LEMMA [4. 10

Since Am < w < my, ky, = f%} =y — [ =] (since y is an integer). In this
case, k,, > 1, and
(69) mA<m(y—1) <w+ (ky, — 1)m < my,
since k,, is the minimum number of m-jumps, starting from w, to reach or go above
my, and y > A+ 1. Based on Lemma for any j = 1,...,kyw — 1, (55)) can be

rewritten as
= Dfn(w+jm) + (G + DP(Ax 2 y) - T (y)
2 =Dfp(w+ (j —1)m) + jP(Ax 2 y) - Tin(y)
Thus,
—Dfn(w+ (kw —1)m) + kwP(Ax 2 y) - Tn(y) = =D fn(w) + P(Ax = y) - Tin(y) > 0,
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where the second inequality is due to Lemma[4.7] Therefore, for any mA < w < my,

we have,

(70)

—Dfp(w) < =Dfp(w + (kw —1)m) + (kv = )P(Ax 2 y) - T (y)-

Let us calculate the first term of the RHS of . Apply we have,

(71)

—Dfp(w+ (ky —1)m) = — fr(w+ (kw — 1)m) (

w+ (ky — 1)m

P(A\ > y)
Am 1) LT

Note that k. (x,—1)m = 1, hence, based on , we have

P(Ay > y) - (Am)?
—frw+ (ky —1)m)=— ————2— + P(Ax <y .
h ( Jm) w+ (ky —1)m (Ax )Jz::l [T)—(w + (kyw — 1)m + ml)
P(Ay > > Am)d
<_ (’\*y)—kz - w(m)
my o Lo m(Gy + (kw — 1) +0)
__P(AAZy)+l N
my mi3 [Ti—o(& + (kw — 1) +£)
P(Ay > 1 & N
_—7( /\_y)—i——Z—j (since y = ky + [ 2])
my ma emoly —1+0)
_ PA>y) | (-2 et
N my mAY—le=A ~ (y+75-—1)!
P(Ay > P(Ay >
my MATy_2
Plug into , we have,
— Dfp(w+ (ky — 1)m)
[P zy) P2y (wt (b —Dm L P(AN 2 y)
-1 my MATy_2 Am Am
_[P(Ax>y) w—i—(k‘w—l)m_1 +P(A,\2y) P(A\>y) _w—i—(k:w—l)m_’_1
B | MATy_2 Am my Am my
[P(Ax=y)] (y PAxzy) PAxzy) [ my—1)
< |2 =2 (2 - - 1 based
T mATy_2 ()\ 1) + my + Am my + (based on )
(73)
y—A 1 1
— > — (14 =
Pz [ (1)



24 YINGDONG LU, YUE TAN, AND CATHY H. XIA

Combine and (73), we then have, for any mA < w < my,

falw) = fwtwim) _ —Dintw)  y=2 1 Ly g nym.
y—2

P(Ay>vy)  P(Ay>y) TmAm_e my A
y—A 1 1 y—A
_JTA L .
T mAZmy_o + my( + )\) +
2(y — A 1 1
_M 7(1 +
mA[A|my_o  my A
O 2y—N) 1 1
m (Do my T
2l
“mA Ty my A

mA| A

where the second inequality is because ky, —1 = y — | =] —1 < y — A, since
A< <B4
Therefore, follows.

APPENDIX G. PROOF OF LEMMA

From , we have for any w >0 andd=1,...m—1
fn(w) =P(Ax > 4)0(0,w) — O(ky, w),

frn(w +d) =P(Ay > y)0(0,w + d) — O(kyra, w + d).

b

Thus,
(74)
fu(w) = falw +d) = P(Ax > y) (0(0,w) — (0, w +d)) + (O(kwta, w + d) — O(ku, w))

Aq Az

It is easy to see that
(75) [fn(w) = fu(w +d)| < P(Ax = y) A1 + [As.

where A; 1= 0(0,w) — ©(0,w + d) is always positive, and Ay := O(kyig,w +d) —
O(ky,w) depends on the values of w, d and ky 4.
Apply the bound to ©(0,w), we have

5 P(Ax = [1]) 1
A < < m .
(76) 0<B1=60w) = max(L, | = ])mm e — max(l, [ ])mm v
Meanwhile,
(77) |As| < max(O(kyta, w + d), O (ky,w)).

Since w < w+d < w + m, we have ky, > kyyq > kytm = ko — 1. Hence, either
kw+d = kw, or kw+d = kw — 1.
® kytra = kuw: O(kyia,w +d) = O(ky,w + d) < O(ky,w), hence, |As| <
O(kw,w). Based on ([{42),
_ PlAy >k, + & P(A, >
(78) @(k:w,w) < [ A= Lmﬂ _ ( A= y)

~ max(L, [ )mm e ~ max(1, Lo ym )
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 kytd = ko — 1: In this case, kyya =y — [“2E4] =k, — 1=y — [2] -1
implies that [“t4] = [ 2| +1, and k, — 1+ |2E4] = y. Apply the bound
to O(kyta,w + d), we have

(79)
_ PlAy>ky — 14 |utd P(Ay > P(Ay >
@(kw+d,w+d)§ [ — ww+d |_'rn J]: _ ( )\—y) _ ( A y)
max(1, LTJ)mWL%dJ (L) + Dmmw )y MAT | |
Combine —, we then have:
1 1
80 Aol < P(Ax>1y) -
(80) |As| < P(Ax > y) - max (mAWL;ﬁ,J *max(1, L%J)mﬂ;ﬁj>
Combine , , and , we then have
— 2
P(A\>y) mmin{mo, [A]my_1}
because if w < mA, then 0 <[] < A, 7 »| > 7o, and we have W < m;O,
andm S m7o ,lfm)\<w<my,then)\< L J Sy—]_”ﬂ'l.%J Zﬂ'yfl,

and

and we have m/\ﬂlj < mL)\JTryfl,
m

1 11 1 1

= = < <
max(L, | = ])mrw)  mgp]me) mAT e T mAmy_2 T mA|my
where the first inequality is based on .

APPENDIX H. PROOF OF PrROPOSITION [I]

Proof. From and (22)), we can see that, the comparison between Qll (A, k) and

€14 (A k) can be reduce to the compaison of FEZ fg 77 and Fk(:)l .

5. Examine

their ratio, we have,

i BT F(k-2)F() N
El) ko F(=DF(k+1) k(k=1)
_F(k-(Fk+1)+m) N
C(F(k—=2)+m_1)F(k+1) k(k—1)
F(h—F(k+ 1)+ F(k —2)m, X2
F(k - ) Fk+ 1) +m 1 F(k+1) k(k—1)
It 22
T ey k(1)

Meanwhile, we know,
Tk < Tk k+1
Fk+1) = gy A

1+ 7045 22 k41 A2
(k+1)
< (1 .
1>—< * ) K

1+ 7%y k(k— A k—1)

Therefore,

It is easy to verify that the desired inequality holds if the condition is satisfied. [
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