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Abstract

The geometric sum plays a significant role in risk theory and reliability
theory [Kalashnikov (1997)] and a prototypical example of the geometric sum
is Rényi’s theorem [Rényi (1956)| saying a sequence of suitably parameterised
geometric sums converges to the exponential distribution. There is extensive
study of the accuracy of exponential distribution approximation to the geo-
metric sum [Sugakova (1995), Kalashnikov (1997), Pekoz & Rollin (2011)] but
there is little study on its natural counterpart of gamma distribution approx-
imation to negative binomial sums. In this note, we show that a nonnegative
random variable follows a gamma distribution if and only if its size biasing
equals its zero biasing. We combine this characterisation with Stein’s method
to establish simple bounds for gamma distribution approximation to the sum
of nonnegative independent random variables, a class of compound Poisson
distributions and the negative binomial sum of random variables.

Key words and phrases: Stein’s method; size-biasing; zero-biasing; gamma distribu-
tion; geometric sum.

1 Introduction

Rényi’s theorem [Rényi (1956)| states that £ (p >~ X;) — Exp(1) as p — 0, where

Z denotes the distribution, {X;} is a sequence of independent and identically dis-
tributed (i.i.d.) random variables with E X; = 1, N is a geometric random variable
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with distribution P(N = k) = p(1 — p)* for k € Z, = {0,1,2,...}, denoted by
N ~ Ge(p), and N is independent of {X;}. Geometric sums are a natural object in
risk theory and reliability theory |[Kalashnikov (1997)| and, under mild conditions,
they are asymptotically close to the exponential distribution (see [Sugakova (1995),
Kalashnikov (1997)| and references therein). The accuracy of exponential distribu-
tion approximation can be estimated through renewal techniques hinged on the mem-
oryless property of the geometric distribution [Sugakova (1995), [Kalashnikov (1997)]
but these techniques seem to be less efficient in tackling its natural counterpart of
gamma distribution approximation to negative binomial sums. Stein’s method re-
lated to gamma distribution approximation |[Diaconis & Zabell (1991), |Luk (1994),
Pekoz & Rollin (2011),|Gaunt, Pickett & Reinert (2017),/Gaunt (2019), Slepov (2021)]
is more flexible than renewal techniques and gamma distribution approximation
of random variables in a fixed Wiener chaos of a general Gaussian process using
the Malliavin-Stein method has been investigated by |Eichelsbacher & Thale (2015),
Ledoux, Nourdin & Peccati (2015), Nourdin & Peccati (2009)]. The key to the suc-
cess of using Stein’s method is to find suitable distributional transformations of
the random object under consideration |Goldstein & Reinert (2005)], hence the first
obstacle we need to overcome is to find such distributional transformations charac-
terising the gamma distribution. To this end, let us recall the two most commonly
used distributional transformations, namely, size biasing and zero biasing.

For any nonnegative random variable V' with finite mean u, we say that V* has
V-size biased distribution if

EVf(V)] = unEf(V?) (1.1)
for all functions f such that E |V f(V)| < co. For the geometric sum S := SV X,
mentioned above [Rényi (1956)], it is a routine exercise to verify that S* < S+S'+X7,

where < stands for “equal in distribution”, S’ L3 , and S,95’, X7 are independent.
This form of size biasing does not seem promising to study gamma distribution
approximation of the geometric sum using the size biasing only.

For a random variable W with mean p and variance o € (0, 00), we say W# has
the W-zero biased distribution if for all differentiable function f with E|W f(W)| <
o Y

E[(W — p)f(W)] = *E f'(W?). (1.2)
Zero biased distribution was first introduced in |Goldstein & Reinert (1997)| in-
spired by the following observation in [Stein (1972)]: Z is a normal random variable
with zero mean and variance o2 if and only if for all absolutely continuous f with
E|Zf(Z)| < oo,
ElZ[(2)) = o E f(Z).
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The discrete version of zero biasing was introduced in |Goldstein & Xia (2006)] and
it is slightly different from the zero biasing defined above. It is an elementary exercise

to verify that zero biasing satisfies W= < (W —a)?+a for all a € R.

As observed in |Goldstein & Reinert (2005)|, both size biasing and zero biasing
are special cases of the transformation that can be used to construct approxima-
tion theory based on a distribution which is the fixed point of the transformation.
Both of the biasing transformations play significant roles in a wide range of dis-
tributional approximations including normal [Chen, Goldstein & Shao (2010)], Pois-
son |Barbour, Holst & Janson (1992)| and exponential [Pekoz & Rollin (2011)].

In Section 2] we show that the gamma distribution is uniquely characterised by
the property that its size biased distribution is the same as its zero biased distri-
bution. We then combine this characterisation with Stein’s method in Section [ to
establish simple bounds for gamma distribution approximation with application to
the sum of independent nonnegative random variables. As the gamma distribution
is in the family of infinitely divisible distributions, we present the direct relation-
ship between size biasing and zero biasing for infinitely divisible distributions on
R, :=[0,00) in Lemma L2 In the remaining part of Section [, we consider gamma
distribution approximation to a class of compound Poisson distributions and the
negative binomial sum of random variables. In particular, our result provides an
intuitive explanation why the gamma distribution is a continuous counterpart of the
negative binomial distribution and why the gamma process is a pure jump increasing
process while the gamma distribution is continuous.

2 Gamma distribution: the intersection of size bias-
ing and zero biasing

The gamma distribution I'(r,«) we consider has the probability density function
F(lr) a"r" e x > 0. The following theorem states that the unique distribution
having the same size biased distribution and zero biased distribution is a gamma dis-

tribution. A well-known fact is that for W ~ I'(r, ), W* ~ I'(r+1, «) |Arratia, Goldstein & Kochman |

Theorem 2.1 For a random variable W > 0 with mean p and variance o* € (0, 00),
we have W ~ I'(r, ) for some r,a > 0 if and only if

WL W=, (2.1)
Proof The proof relies on Stein’s identity of the gamma distribution [Luk (1994):
zf(x) 4+ (r — ax)f'(z) = h(z) — Ty 40, (2.2)

3



where I', h :=Eh(Z) for Z ~ I'(r, ). Therefore, the random variable W ~ I'(r, «)
if and only if
E[W £/(W) + (r — aW) /(W) = 0

for all twice differentiable functions f such that the expectations E |W f”(W)| and
E|W f'(W)]| are finite.
For the necessity part, assume that W ~ I'(r, o) for some r,« > 0, hence

For a differentiable h such that E |[Wh(W)| < oo,
PR — ()] = aE[R(W*) — (W)

_ = 1 r+l,.r —axr 1 r,r—1_—ox
= a/o h(z) [F(r+1)a x"e F(T)ax e ]d:v

= - /0 ) h(z)d [F(Ti 1)0/““:57”6—”}

o 1
= () ———a e dx
/0 ( )F(r +1)
= Fr—l—l,ah/a

which ensures that W# ~ I'(r + 1, «). Since W* ~ I'(r + 1, «), (2] follows. Con-
versely, if (2.I]) holds, by choosing

we have = ao?. For all twice differentiable f such that the following expectations
exist, we have

EW (W) + (r — aW) f'(W)]
= EWf' (W)l = aE[(W — p) f/(W)]
= uEf'(W") —ac”E f"(W7)
= 0.

This ensures that W ~ I'(r, &) and the proof is complete.



3 Main results

In this section, we bound the errors of gamma distribution approximation in terms
of the Wasserstein distance dyw and the Kolmogorov distance dyi defined as

dw(Z(X), Z(Y)) = Sup |Ef(X)-EFY), (3.1)
dx(Z(X), Z(Y)) = Sup [Ef(X) -Ef(Y)],

where Fiy := {f : R = R, |f(z) = f(y)| < |[r—y|,Vo,y € R} and Fg := {11.<.},Vz €
R}.

Theorem 3.1 Let W be a nonnegative random variable with mean p and variance
0?2 € (0,00). For a=pja* r=pu*/o?,

3 8r
r <8y ——0Vr 4 — 2
dW("g(W)> (’I“,Oé))_8 T+2@ +T+2@> (3 )
dc(L(W),T(r,q)) < a,a077142 + b, O 7152 (3.3)
where © := dw (L (W?), £ (W?)) and
( 2
48 T.T a” 42
) apem (872 [rm} , 0<r <1, 5.4)
me T 3 [ o rrop\r—1]2/3 '
\ 3 (+4) |:1"(7“) =) } ,oor2 1
( i Ti; a” riZ
b 8a (T_H)r P , 0<r<l, (3.5)
ro — 2/3 N 1 1/3 ’
do ()" [ ()7L vz

Proof For any h € Fy and 0 > 0, we can construct a smooth interpolating spline
function h as follows. For i € Z = {0,£1,£2,---}, let z; = —id, (z;,y;) =
(x;, h(x;)) and

b r — T
h(x) = yi + (Yis1 — ¥i)® <7) ;T E [T, Tip1),
Tip1 — X
where

0, t <0,

o(t) = 2%, 0<t<1/2,

C)1-2(1—1t)?2 1/2<t<1,

1, t>1.



It is easy to verify that h is smooth and

1| == Sup W(x)] <2, [lh—h| <6, |B"| <457,
A

since ‘ﬁiyl’ < 1. Let f := f; be the solution of the Stein equation (Z2) with A in
place of h, then

" 2 / / —
Tl = (3Hh’!l +2a|l1) < (367" +a), (3.6)

r+2

see |Gaunt, Pickett & Reinert (2017), Theorem 2.1]. By virtue of ([2.2)), (II) and
(C2), we have

Eh(W) =Troh = E[Wf' (W) + (r—aW)f (W)

= uE J{"(WS)—aNE[( w) f' (W)
= pE[f"(W?) = (W),

which, together with (3.6]), implies

ER(W) — th|<%(35 La)e. (3.7)

By the triangle inequality, we have
|Eh(W) _Fr,ah| S |Eh( ) EE(W” + |EE(W) _Fr,ojl| + |Fr,a}~l_rr,ah|
< 2+ @3t a)e,

and ([B2) follows from (3.I) and 6§ = |/ 2£01/2,

r+42
The proof of (B:3)) relies on the following concentration inequality of Z ~ I'(r, a):
for 6 > 0 and z > 0,

7’57"
22 o0<r<l,
Plz<Z<z+6)<ed):=L I'(r+1)
M (r, ), r>1,
where M(r, a) := NG (T’—;l)r_l is the maximum of the density function of I'(r, ). In

fact, for r > 1, the bound is obvious, and for r € (0, 1), the bound follows from the
fact that g(0) := f;+5 " temdx — §" /r is decreasing in ¢ and g(0) = 0.
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Assume now h.(-) = 1{.<;} € Fk, 2 > 0. Denote

ﬁz(x>:=1—¢($gz),

and note that ||A.]| < 267! and ||h”|| < 4072 As

Eh.(W)—Eh.(Z) +Eh.(Z) —P(Z < z)
Eh (W) —Eh(Z)+P(z<Z<z+6
|E}~L2(W> _Fr,ailZ‘ +€(5)7

PW <2z2)—-P(Z < 2)

~—

IANIAIA

and, following the same argument for ([B.7]), we have

B () = L] < pll 7210 < (3572 4 00710 = ¢(9).

Analogously,
P(W <2)—P(Z<2) > Eh,s(W)=Eh,_5(Z)—P(z—0 < Z < 2)
> —e(0) — €(0).
Therefore, for 0 < r < 1, we have
dg(ZL (W), T(r,a)) < e(d) + atot 8w (3672 + a0 hHO + aro”
. AT = T(r+1) r+2 T(r+1)’

1/(r+2)
which implies (33) with § = [48u@r<r>}

r+2)ar . Similarly, for r > 1,

de(L W), T(r,a)) < T8+“2(35—2 + a6 ™0 + M(r, )5,

. ' 1/3
which, together with 6 = (%) , ensures (3.3)).

Theorem [B.] says that the accuracy of gamma distribution approximation with
respect to dyw and dx is determined by © = dw (Z(W?), Z(W?)). The next corollary

says that for the sum of nonnegative independent random variables, © can be easily

bounded.

Corollary 3.2 Let {X;: 1 < i <n} be nonnegative independent random variables

with positive finite variances and W = """ | X;, then (33) and (3.3) hold with

S} :E|X181 +X12 _Xh _X;2|>
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where X7 and X} have the size-biased distribution and zero-biased distribution of X;,

respectively, I, Iy are random indices, independent of Xy, ..., X,, with distributions
. EX; ~  Var(X))
Pl =i)= —*  P([, =1i) = 3.8
( 1 Z) EW’ ( 2 7’) Val“(W)’ ( )
fori=1,... n. In particular, when X1, ..., X, are i.i.d. random variables, we have

(22) and (F3) with © = E| X} — X7

Proof According to |Goldstein & Rinott (2005)] and |Goldstein & Reinert (1997)|,
we can set W* =37, X;+ Xj and W*:= % ., X;+ Xj,, hence

E|W* — W?| =E|X}, + X, — X, — Xi|. (3.9)

When X1, ..., X, arei.i.d. random variables, we may take I; = I5, which is uniformly
distributed on {1,...,n}. Hence, (3.9]) can be reduced to

E|X7 - XL =E[X7 - X7,

as claimed. ]

Convolutions of gamma distributions commonly arise in statistics [Vellaisamy & Upadhye (2009),
Covo & Elalouf (2014)]. The next corollary quantifies gamma distribution approxi-
mation to such convolutions.

Corollary 3.3 If X; ~ I'(r;,a4), 1 < i < n, are independent gamma distributed
random variables, with p =Y ¢ ri/a;, o =Y ¢ ri/al, a = p/o?, r = au, then
(33) and (33) hold with © = E|Y;, — Yy,|, where I and Iy are random indices

satisfying
1 —2

r.o. T,
> i1 T ' 2 j=1 7% ’

Yi~T(1,04), 1 =1,...,n, {Y;} are independent and are independent of {1, I5}.

Proof By Corollary 3.2} it suffices to bound E [ X} + X, —Xj, — X7 |. Recalling that
X £ X7 ~T(ri+1,0;), we can set X7 := X, +Y;, X7=X? whereY; ~I'(1, ;)
is independent of {X; : 1 < j < n}, 1 < i < n. The distributions of I, I, in (3.8)
are reduced to (3.10) and E|X} + X, — X;, — X7 | =E|Y;, —Y5,| |



4 Applications

Before we consider applications, it is handy to have the following lemma bounding
the Wasserstein distance between two gamma distributions.

Lemma 4.1 For ri,re, aq,as > 0,

dW(F(rl,al),F(rg,ag)) S 771

Proof In fact, I'(r, @) is stochastically increasing in r and stochastically decreasing
in «, by the triangle inequality, suppose a3 < as

dw(I'(r1,0q0),T(re, a2)) < dw(L(r1,00),I'(r1, a2)) + dw(I'(r1, a2), I'(r2, a2))
S O et

a (&%)

= ’]”1

(&%)

|
We will also need size biasing and zero biasing of infinitely divisible distributions
on R4, see |Arratia, Goldstein & Kochman (2019), Theorem 11.2] and [Arras & Houdré (2019),
Proposition 3.8] for more details. The direct relationship between the two biasings
seems to be not noted anywhere in the literature so we give a proof for the relation-
ship.

Lemma 4.2 Suppose X is a nonnegative random variable with Var(X) > 0.

(a) L(X) is infinitely divisible if and only if there exists a random variable X' > 0
a.s. independent of X such that

X LXxX+X (4.1)

(b) Z(X) is infinitely divisible if and only if there exists a random variable X"
independent of X such that

XL x4+ X (4.2)
The distribution of X" has the density function

1
P(X' > > 4.
EX/ ( _l’), 517_0, ( 3)

where X' is uniquely determined in ({.1]).
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Proof of (4.3]) The proof is a simple application of the Laplace transform. For § > 0,
denote ¢y (6) := Ee~®" for some non-negative random variable V. For simplicity,
we denote p :=E X, and % := Var(Xg. By taking V = X and f(z) = e % in (L2),
together with EX' = EX°* —EX = o, we have

6x-(0) =~ E[(X ~EX)e]

o020
=~ [0x:(60) = 6x(0)]
= ox(0) L E[1 — ]
o020 N
= oxO5 [ P <ol

L 1—-P(X <ux)
- Ox —
= ¢X(9)/0 e E X/ d.flf,

where the third equality is due to (4.1]), and the fourth one is from the integration
by parts. This is equivalent to (Z£2). u

We note that the distribution of X” is also called the equilibrium distribution
with respect to X’ in [Pekoz & Rollin (2011)]. [Arras & Houdré (2019)] state that
the only probability measure that has an additive exponential size biased distribu-
tion is the gamma distribution and |[Pekoz & Rollin (2011)] say that the exponential
distribution is the unique fixed point under the equilibrium transformation, their
observations confirm Theorem 2] in the case of infinitely divisible distributions on
R,.

The first application we consider is to estimate the difference between a com-
pound Poisson distribution and a gamma distribution having the same mean and
variance. Recall that a compound Poisson distribution, denoted by CP(\, £ (X)), is
the distribution of W = 3> X, where {X, X;, i > 1} are i.i.d. random variables
independent of N ~ Pn(\).

Proposition 4.3 Assume that X > 0 and Var(X) € (0,00) such that both X*
and X* exist. Let W ~ CP(\, Z(X)) with p = EW and 0® = Var(W). Taking

o= plo?, r=p?/o?, then (33) and (33) hold with © = dw(ZL(X*), Z(X)), where
the density function of X is given by

1

fx(y) = WE [X1lgxsy], vy 20

Proof In this case, £ (W) is finitely divisible and W* = W+ X" |Arratia, Goldstein & Kochman (2019)
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p. 7|, Lemma ensures W? = W + X, the claim is an immediate consequence of
Theorem [B.11 ]

The intriguing phenomenon that the gamma process is a pure-jump increasing
process while the gamma distribution is continuous can be well explained by the
following bound. We use this example to show that the bounds in Proposition .3]
have some room for improvement. Recall that the Lévy measure of the gamma

process is v(dy) = e Y /y dy.

—x

Example 4.4 Let W ~ CP(\, (X)) with A = [;~ ¢
given by %%1{9@5} for some & > 0, then

dx and the density of £ (X)

T

dw (L (W), T(1,1)) < 8V + %75.

Remark 4.5 The bound in Example is mot of optimal order. In fact, let =
be a Poisson point process on (0,00) with intensity measure p(dzr) = < dz, and

= = El,00) be the restriction of = to (0,00). Let Z := deag and W := deég.

It is easy to verify that W < W and Z ~ ['(1,1), which ensure that £(Z) is
stochastically bigger than £ (W), hence

dw(ZLW),T(1,1))=EZ -EW =1—-¢7° <.
Proof Example [4.4] 1t is easy to see that
EX =e/\, E(X*) = (1468e°/A

To further compute dyw(Z(X*), Z(X)) with X defined in Proposition I3, we use
the fact [Vallender (1972)] that for random variables U; and U; on R,

dw(Z(Uy), Z(Us)) = / |P(U; > z) —P(Uy > )| dx.
0
Therefore, it follows that

dw(Z(X%), L(X)) = /OOO P(X* > z) — P(X > x)‘ dz

| EX x>0 > E[X1x>4]
— — dt|d
0 EX . E(X?)
o & E[Xl{XZm}] E[X(X - :L’)]_{XZQC}]
_ /0 G2 S dr. (4.4)




For 0 <z <9,

EX(X o))  EX(X -o)]
E(X?2) O E(X?) T 140
and for x > 90,
E[X(X — x)l{sz}] o 1 /OO le !
E(X?) = mxy ) oy
= (140) e @9,
and

EX 1, for 0 <z <.
Combining all components together, we have from (4.4]) that

]E[X].{XZ:U}] B { e~ (=0 for z > 0,

[ [eS)
~ x )
S = —((E—5)
dw(L(X?), (X)) /0 1+5d:c+/6 e da

S(1+6/2) _
140 =
Taking r = %, a = 15, by Lemma [£T]
-
dw(P(r,a) T(L1) < 1- 45230

Hence, by the triangle inequality, we have
dw(Z(W),I'(1,1)) < dw(ZW),D(r,a)) +dw('(r, o), [(1,1))

3e79(1+0) 8e ™0
8\/6—6 +2(1+ 6)\[5 T +2(1+ 5)5 30

e~ %(14-6)

PR (v are decreasing functions of ¢, the claim follows.

|

It is tempting to ask whether for W ~ CP(A, £(X)) with A — oo, EW — ¢

and Var(W) — & for some a,b > 0 are sufficient to ensure that W converges

in distribution to I'(a,b). The following example gives a negative answer to this

question, indicating that dw (.Z(X*®), 2 (X)) — 0 in Proposition @3is also necessary
for the compound Poisson distribution to be close to the gamma distribution.

Since both and e—&j;(él_i_(;)
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Counterexample 4.6 LetP(X =1)=1/A=1-P(X =0), then W ~ CP(\, Z(X)) =
Pn(l), EW = Var(W) =1, but W does not converge to I'(1,1) as A — oo.

For k > 0 and 0 < p < 1, we write V ~ NB(k, p) if

I'(k+1)

IP’(V:Z'):W

p"(1—p), i=0,1,....
Hence, EV = k(1 — p)/p and Var(V) = k(1 — p)/p*.

To estimate gamma distribution approximation to negative binomial sums, we
first bound the difference between a rescaled negative binomial distribution and a
gamma distribution.

Proposition 4.7 Let T, ~ NB(k,p), W, := pT,. Then

6r(1—p)p | 4r(1—p)p
dw (L (W), T'(k(1 —p),1)) <4 S0 =)+ 2 + S0 p) 12

rA14+1

dK("g(WP% F("{(]' _p)7 1)) S a’r7a(0-5p)#/\i2 + br7a(05p) TAL+2

where a,.o and by, are given in (34]) and (3.3).

Proof We write 7T}, := Zf\il X;, where {X, Xy, Xy,...} are i.i.d. random variables
with the logarithmic distribution

1 (1-p" .
P(X = — >1 4.5
(X =i == iz, (4.5)
and N ~ Pn(—x1In(p)), independent of X;’s. It is obvious to see that E X = _lln;(l;w

and E(X?) = —%, giving
EW, = Var(W,) = (1 — p).
From Lemma [.2] we know that W, =p Zf\il X; has the size biased distribution
s d s
Wp = WP + (pX) )
where W, and (pX)® are independent. For any i € N, z = pi, we have

_ P(pX =z) iP(X =1)

P((pX)* =x) E(pX) e
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From (4.5), we can derive the size biased distribution of X: for ¢ > 1

p(xt =)= T D gyt

Likewise, W7 L W, + X, where X is independent of W,, having density

E[(pX)1px>y]  E[X1xsym]

W="goxg  — 7 R

Noting that for p(i — 1) < y < pi, we have i — 1 < y/p < i, thus
E XP(X*® > y/p
fely = ZXEC 2 y/p)
pE(X?)
= (1-p""

— P(X® > i)

i (2 (X)) 2(0) = [ [P0 2 0) - P 2 )| ds
_ g;&iJP@Mfo%ﬂ%gZ@Wx

For p(i — 1) < x < pi, from (£0) and (£71), we have

On the other hand,

P(X >z) = /Oo FeW)dy = (pi —2)(1 —p)" + > p(1 —p)*
z k=i

= @Vﬂ@ﬂ—py4+ﬂ—py<ﬂ—m%dzpdnﬂszﬂ-

Therefore,

i (2 (X)) 2(0) = [ (Blox) 20)~B(X 2 0) do

= E(pX)—EX
E X 2 8} pi -
(pX)” _ / P(X > z)dx
E (pX) i—1 “p(i—1)
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o0

= 1= (p(1—p) +05p°(1—p) )

= 0.5p.
This, together with Proposition 4.3 completes the proof. |

Corollary 4.8 Let T, ~ NB(k,p) and {X;} be a sequence of random wvariables,
define S, = Y7 | X;. Assume that E(X;|T,) = 1 and Var(S;|T, = i) = iv* for all
i > 1, then W, = p>.17, X, satisfies

dw (LW, T(k, 1)) < 4y oL =P A =plp i

kK(1—p)+2 K(l—p)+2
Proof By the triangle inequality,

dW(D%(W;D)v F("iv 1))
< dw(ZL(Wy), £ (pTy)) + dw(Z (pT,), U(k(1 = p), 1)) + dw(T(s(1 = p), 1), T'(x, 1))

6rkp(1 —p) | 4rp(l —p)

<E|W, — pT,| + 4
<EW, —pT| + k(l—p) +2  K(l—p) +2

+ PR,

where the last inequality comes from Proposition .7 and Lemma [£.] using the fact
that I'(r,1) is stochastically increasing in . The remaining part E|W, — pT,| is
bounded by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality:

Ty

Y (Xi—1)

1=1

Var (i(XZ -1)

1=1

EW, —pT,| =pE

< py| Var (i(Xz — 1))

i=1
T,,>
]

Acknowledgements We thank Nathan Ross for suggesting the direct coupling proof
in Remark and in the context of infinitely divisible distributions on R, , Theo-
rem [2.1] is indirectly confirmed in the literature.

= py\/E[T,v?] = vi/K(1 — p)p.
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