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Abstract

In the classical parking problem, unit intervals (”car lengths”) are placed uniformly at ran-
dom without overlapping. The process terminates at saturation, i.e. until no more unit intervals
can be stowed. In this paper, we present a generalization of this problem in which the unit
intervals are placed with an exponential distribution with rate parameter A. We show that the
mathematical expectation of the number of intervals present at saturation satisfies a certain inte-
gral equation. Using Laplace transforms and Tauberian theorems, we investigate the asymptotic
behavior of this function and describe a way to compute the corresponding limits for large A.
Then, we derive another integral equation for the derivative of this function and use it to com-
pute the above limits for small A with the help of some asymptotic results for integral equations.
We also show that the corresponding limits converge to the uniform case as A vanishes, yielding
the well-known Renyi constant. Finally, we reveal the asymptotic behavior of the variance of the
intervals at saturation.
keywords: asymptotic behavior; integral equations; parking problem; percolation; Rényi con-
stant; saturation; self-similar random variable; Tauberian theorems
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1 Introduction

In his seminal paper, Alfred Rényi [8] presents and solves the following parking problem. For x > 0,
place an open unit interval at random on the interval (0,x) by choosing the left endpoint of the
unit interval uniformly at random from the interval (0,2 — 1). Then, randomly place a second open
unit interval on (0,z), independent of the first. If it intersects the first unit interval, discard it
and repeat until the two intervals are disjoint. In general, if k& disjoint unit intervals have already
been placed, choose the next interval uniformly at random on the interval (0, z), discarding it if it
intersects any of the k& previously chosen intervals. The process is repeated until saturation, i.e. until
no more unit intervals can be placed without intersecting any of the ones already placed. Letting the
random variable v, denote the number of unit intervals present at saturation and M (z) = E|v,], the
expectation of v,, Rényi shows that M (z) satisfies

M(x+1):§/0zM(t)dt+1, (1)

M(z)=0 for0<z<I.

Then, using Laplace transforms and a Tauberian theorem, he proves that

lim M(z)

T—00 x

> 1 — e
C= / exp (—2/ —) dt ~0.748
0 0 u

where



and moreover that

M(z)=Cz—(1-C)+0 (z7") (2)
for each n = 1,2,.... Using some asymptotic results for integral equations, Dvoretsky and Robbins
[3] later improve the bound on the error term to

()

Rényi also shows that Var(v,) = O(x), a result that Blaisdell and Solomon [2] later sharpen, showing

that v
lim ar(vy)

T—00 T

=D,

where D = 0.035672, and which Dvoretsky and Robbins [3] subsequently improve to

Var(v,) = Da + D + O <<4—6)x_4> . (4)

X

Since Rényi published his paper, many versions of this basic problem have been considered. For
example, Mullooly [7] presents a generalization in which both the position and length of the smaller
intervals are independent, uniform random variables (with the length of the interval bounded below
by some positive constant). Similarly, Krapivsky [4] considers the case where intervals are placed
on an infinite line, where the parking distribution varies as a power of the length of the interval.
In a discrete version of the problem, Ziff [9] studies the distribution of gaps in a random sequential
adsorption process of dimers on a one-dimensional lattice, and in a slightly different model, Mansfield
[6] investigates the random attachment of probe spheres of radius r; on a target sphere of radius rs,
where the probe spheres are placed on the surface of the target sphere uniformly at random without
overlapping. He then considers the case where the probe spheres diffuse into place and shows that
this latter model produces a higher packing density than the former.

In this paper, we consider another generalization in which the unit intervals are not chosen uni-
formly at random, but with a truncated exponential distribution with rate parameter A > 0 and
support [0,z — 1]. In other words, at each step of the selection process, the left endpoint of the next
unit interval is chosen with a probability distribution whose density function is given by

)\efAt
S R — O<t<ax-—1
fltihz) = T—e A0 ! (5)

0, otherwise.

This corresponds to cars with a preference to park closer to some popular destination located at one
end of a street. In fact, this is related to a paper by Krapivsky and Redner [5] in which they examine
various parking strategies in this situation, with cars entering one side of the street at some rate A
and leaving at a unit rate.

Rényi’s brilliant approach in the original parking problem is not easily generalizable for arbitrary
probability distributions, but it can be adapted to this case because the (truncated) exponential dis-
tribution f(¢; A, ) is self-similar in the following sense.



Definition. Let X be a random variable with probability density function fx(¢) and let Yy, ., be the
conditional random variable, Y, ., = X|(z; < X < x5). We call the random variable X self-similar
on the interval [a,b] if for all a < x1 < 29 < b,

o) = {C’-fx(t—xl), o <t<

0, otherwise,

9 -1
where C' = fx(t) dt) is the normalizing constant. Thus, the random variable X is self-

similar if the corxlaitional random variable Y can be obtained from X with a shift, normalization, and
restriction to the appropriate interval.

The truncated exponential random variable X defined by (5] is self-similar on the interval [0, z—1].
In fact, for any 0 < 2y < 29 <z — 1,

e~
po (o)
fY - f1?173?2 (t7 )\7 ‘T) = T2 = = e—)\xl _ e—)\zz)

fX(t) dt (W

Ae M /\efA(tfxl)

T e (1 — e Meae) ] — e Awaen) Fx(t =m0, Az — ).
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As we see, the random variable Y has a shifted, truncated distribution with support on an interval
of length x5 — 4.

Let the random variable v,y denote the number of intervals at saturation for this generalized
parking process and M, (z) = E[v,,]. In Section [2| of this paper, we show that M, (x) satisfies

My(z + 1) :/j%(m(twm(;g—m dt +1 (6)

My(x) =0for 0 <z <1.
Applying the method of steps to this equation, we can also determine that

My(z) =1 for 1 <oz <2,

(14 e M)(1 — e ANe=2)
1 — e~ AMz-1)

My(z) =1+ for 2 <z < 3. (7)
Then, letting @x(s) = [;° Mx(z)e™™* dx be the Laplace transform of M,(z) and taking the Laplace
transform of @, we obtain a functional equation in @,(s). While we cannot solve this equation
explicitly for ¢,(s), we can still use Tauberian theory to show that

C)\ = lim M)\(l’) = A

lim 22— 2 (14 AR (). ®

This, in turn, can be estimated numerically to arbitrary precision for fixed A by applying the method
of steps to equation @ and using the estimate

e B CE )
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which holds for all z, A > 0. The left inequality is due to the fact that 2- v, 5 +1 > x since the gaps
between unit intervals at saturation cannot exceed 1.
In Section [3] we use the final value theorem for Laplace transforms to show that
By := lim (My(z) — xC)) (10)
T—00
exists. We then describe a way to estimate it using @D and the method of steps. Unfortunately, as

A — 07, the number of steps needed to achieve a given level of precision for C and B, increases
without bound. We end the section by showing that for each n =1,2,...,

My (z) = xCx+ By +o(e"). (11)

This result is consistent with the type of decay for the error term described in , which could perhaps
be proved by generalizing Dvoretsky’s methods.

In section , we address the unboundedness problem described above. First, using @, we derive
the following integral equation for the derivative of Mj:

J7 Asinh(At) M} (t) dt + Asinh(X)

M, 1) = 12
M@+ 1) cosh(A\z) — 1 (12)
Mi(z)=0for0<z<land1l<uz<2.
Then, we generalize an approach of Dvoretsky and Robbins [3] to show that for all x > 3,
inf Mj(t) < inf M(t) < sup My(t) < sup Mi(1). (13)

z—1<t<z - z<i<z+l e<t<z+1 r—1<t<z

Thus, applying numerical methods to to compute Mj(z) for small z and A in combination with
, we are able to vastly improve the estimate in @D, which in turn allows us to use to compute
C and B, very precisely for small A > 0.

We should expect that as A — 07, the results for the exponential distribution converge to Rényi ’s
findings for the case of the uniform distribution. In section [f, we show that, in fact, M} (z) — M’(z)
uniformly in = € [0,00) as A — 01, which implies that

lim C, =C and lim B) = B,
A—0F A—0t
where C' ~ 0.748 is the above-mentioned Rényi constant and B = —(1 — (') as per (2).

In Section [6] we investigate the asymptotic behavior of 3 (z) = Var(v,) by deriving an integral
equation for My ) = E [vi )\} . Then, we use Laplace transforms in combination with to show that
the asymptotic slope of the variance,

- o3(@)
D, = lim ——~=
T—00 €T
exists and describe its behavior as A\ — co. Similar to M, (x), there exists constant F) such that for
eachn=1,2,...,
oi(x) =Dy + Ex+o(e™). (14)

Again, this is consistent with a decay rate similar to . We finish the paper by applying the methods
from Section [2] to obtain estimates for D).
In the last section we provide the concluding remarks.



2 Estimate of asymptotic slope C)

We begin by showing that (@ holds. Indeed, let the random variable T" denote the left endpoint of the
first unit interval placed on the interval (0, x 4 1), which will divide the original interval (0, x4 1) into
two disjoint subintervals: [; = (0,7) and Iy = (T'+ 1,2 + 1). Let the random variables v, y(/;) and
vz A (I2) denote the number of unit intervals covering I; and I, respectively, at saturation. Then, due
to the self-similarity of the truncated exponential distribution (shown above), the random variables
Uz41.2(L1) and vy, have the same distribution, i.e. vy12(f1) ~ v . Similarly, vy1 1 (12) ~ vy_7.
Thus, vy41) = vra + ve—rx + 1. Let My (x) = Efv,,]. Since the density of the distribution of 7" is
given by f(t; X,z + 1), equation (6] follows.
Now, let

= / My (x)e * dx (s=0+iw, 0>0)
0

be the Laplace transform of My (z), which is defined since M, (z) < z for all z. Multiplying (6) by
1 — e we obtain

My(z+1) —e™MMy(z+1)=1—e+ / e MM, (t) dt + / e MMy (x —t) dt. (15)

0 0

Since My(z) =0 for 0 <z < 1, we have

/ My(z + 1)e " dx = / My (u)e™"™D% duy = 68/ My (u)e™™ du = e*px(s).
0
Therefore, taking the Laplace transform of both sides of yields

1 1 Apa(s + A) >‘90/\( )
s 5 FA —
e*pa(s) — e poa(s+ A) Y + . s+)\ (16)

Multiplying both sides of by s%(s + A) and rearranging, we have

S

s%pa(s) = m

(A (s+H N (e + Npa(s + ) (17)

By a Hardy-Littlewood Tauberian theore fapplied to S(z / M,\(t) dt with p = 2, it follows that

/ MA
M
lim s%p,(s) = lim M

s—0+ T—00 m—}oo X

(18)

Tet S : [0,00) — R be a nondecreasing function such that S(0) = 0 and let w(s) = / e "% dS(x). Then, for
0
p >0,

C
w(s)w—p as s — 07
s

if and only if




Thus, from and , we conclude that holds, and the problem of estimating C is reduced
to estimating py(A). It follows from (9) that

[e'e) o0 k+1 [e’e}
/ A L:L,J €_>\I dr = Z/ k)\e—kas dr = Z (ke—)\k . ke—)\(k—i—l))
0 k=0 ¥ k=0
00 00 00 Y
=D ke =N (k-1 =) e M= 16__A
k=0 k=1 k=1 —C
and
00 r—1 \ 00 2k+1 \ o'} Ao Y
A e Mdr = / ke " dx = ke MY — ke™
[ e > |
_ Z ke—A(Qk—l) N Z(k B 1)6—)\(2k—1)
k=1 k=2
© -3 Y
_ A “A2k—1) _ A € _ €
=e —1—26 =e +1—e—2’\_1—e—2’\’
Therefore,
A e A oN
Lom (1 —— | <O < (1 = CF. 1
O )\+1(+1—e—2/\>_0)‘_)\+1<+1—e—/\> O (19)
From , we see that as A — oo,
e 2
+ _ (- = _ —2)
-G =mra—em -2
and " .
te
oy = 2 S :1 ) 4 0@, (20)
However,
Jim, (CY —Cy) =05, (21)

which limits the usefulness of to large values of .

Next, we show how to improve ((19). By using the method of steps applied to equation @, we can
numerically compute M, (z) for 0 < z < n for some positive integer n. Then, using @ for x > n, we
obtain

e o k+1 o
/ Ma|e ™ de = Z/ ke dx = Z (ke M — k’e—A(Hl))
n k=n "k k=n
= Z ke M — Z (k—1)e ™
k=n k=n+1
S NS e, €Y
=ne —i—Ze =ne +1_€_/\
k=n+1
e (n—(n—1)e?)
1—e?



For odd n,

00 k+2
/ AF— w ,mdl,_z + k+1 N gy Z(kJrl L k+1ew+2))
0 — 2 2
Ook+1_>\k > k_l—)\k‘
=2 5= > e
k=n k=n+2
:ngleAn_Fn;Q )\n+1+ze
k=n-+2
—A(n+2)
_ntl o 2 ey €
2 2 1—e?
e ((n+1)+e?—(n+1)e?)
2(1 —e?) ’
and for even n,
o0 -1 n+1 00 k+1 k 1
/ AFQ We‘“daz—/ gAe—deJr Z / ;L e da
0 " k=n+1 k
L VO L — (k+1 LR PSS
= Lo e +Z(26 R
k=n+1
_ Eef)\n _ Eef)\(nJrl) + Z k+ 1€7Ak _ Z k— 167)\k
2 2 k=n+1 k=n+2
_ . n —A(n+1) n -+ 2 —A(n+1)
= e e R 5
k=n+2
_ EG—M N e~ Mn+2) _ e~ An (n —(n— 2)67,\)
2 1 —eA 2(1—6_’\) )
thus giving us the estimate
<O < O, (22)
where
A n —An
— (1 AM AT 1 A e for odd
>\+1(+/0 e e+ oy (e e (e e ) foroddm
cy =
A n —An
o1 (1 —i—/o AM, (z)e ™™ dx + 2<16_ ) (n—(n—2) )) for even n
and
o =25 (14 [ de s {5 - -0 )
A+1 0 1 — e A
Then,
Ae— ((n e an (2n 1>e*/\(n+1) +(n+1)e (n+2)) for odd n
. 20+ 1)1 —e)
cy —-Ct =
by —An
¢ (ne_’\” —ne ’\(”+1)) for even n.



In either case, Cf\ﬁ -CY =0 (6_2’\”), but for fixed n,

lim (cg* - 07;*) ~ 0.5,

A—0t

which is the same as in (21]). Therefore, this method does indeed lead to an improvement of , but
cannot approximate C uniformly for all A > 0 to an arbitrary level of precision with a fixed number
of steps.

3 Estimate of the second asymptotic approximation con-
stant B,

In this section, we improve the estimate for M, and prove (11)). Let fy(z) = My(z) — 2C) and
B, = lim fy\(z). We show that B, exists and describe a way to evaluate it. Let
T—r00

9= [ h@ede =) -

5 (s=0+iw, 0 >0)
s

be the corresponding Laplace transform of fy(z). We seek to apply the final value theorem for Laplace
transformsﬂ Indeed, letting @,(s) = s%p,(s), equation can be written as

y(s) = m <)\+Sej+—j;/\-<bx(s+)\)>. (23)

Since ®,(s) is clearly analytic for Re(s) > 0, we see that defines an analytic continuation of
®,(s) to the half-plane Re(s) > —A, and, inductively, to the entire complex plane. Then, in light of

(IES)8
ox(s) = = + 24 Zaks (24)
for all complex s # 0 for some constants a;. Therefore, goA(s) is also analytic on the entire complex

plane, except for a possible pole of order one at s = 0, which means the final value theorem applies,
and

2 _
B, = lim s@y(s) = lim s (gp,\(s) — %) = lim M = lim (32g0A(3))/.

s—07t s—07t s—07t S s—07t
From equation ((17)), we see that

(52%(5))' = a(\, s) - b\, s) + (N, s) - d(N, 8),

2Let f :[0,00) — R and let F(s fo e~ "% dx be its Laplace transform. If F'(s) has no poles, z, in the complex
plane with Re( ) > 0, except at most one pole at z =0, then

lim f(z) = lim sF(s).

T—r00 s—0t+



where

A= As—s%) — A

o) = e =
b(A, s) = A+ (s + A)(se"™ + Noa(s + \),
S
A s) = es(s+A)— A\
A\, s) = (A + (" + (A +2)s + X)) @als +X) + (s + X) (5" + Nl (s + N).
We have
: —s(s+A+2) A+2
li =1 — -
Jim oA s) = S T ) G+ A~ 20 1
lim b(A, s) = A(1 + Apa(A)),
s—0t
1
Jmm elhe) = 57
lim d(), s) = AL+ eM)pa(A) + A2p4 (N).
s—0t
Therefore,
_ AAE2)A+HAea(V) A A :
By = 20T 1) 57 (Lo +2a(() (25)
e 242N 22t =A%\ At N A2ph (M)
- AN +1) A+1 0 A+17

where the last equality is obtained by substituting the identity in equation and rearranging. Now,

d o oo
o\(s) = —/ My(zx)e ™ dx = —/ xMy(x)e ™ dux.
ds Jo 0

Thus, to obtain bounds for B), we can use the estimate

mﬁﬂ < aMy(z) <z |2),

which follows from (9), to estimate / Mo My (x)e ™ dr. We get
0

k+1
/ N |z e N do = Z/ 2re ™ dr = Z (k(\k 4+ 1)e ™ — k(A (k + 1) + 1)e D)

0

k=0
=D kME+1De ™ =3 (k= 1)(A+ De ™ =3 (A +1)e
k=0 k=1 k=1
— A i ke Z A ¢’
(I—eM)?2 1—e?
B )\ +1-— )\e"\)
(=)



and

2 z 1 —Az - 2kt Az
Az e Mdr = EXN2xe™ ™ dx
0 2 i J2k—1
=3 (k@M + 1= N)e 2D — k(20k + 1 4 A)e MFHY)
k=1
= ST RN+ 1= \)e D S (= 1)(20k + 1 — Aje 2D
k=1 k=2
=(A+1e " + Z(m: +1 - A)e @D
k=2
(A+1) Ay 2)\2 ke M2k-1) 4 (1— ) Ze—x(%_n
k=2 k=2
2e~ % e oA o3
_ Y
=(A+1e +2A(1_€2A+(1_62A)2 (=N
e+ 14+ (A=
- (1 — e )2
Thus,
where

-_0o (2+26/\+2>\6)‘—/\2) el e A1 de

A AN+ 1) A1 A+ D)1 —e )2’
+:Ca(2+m¥+2mk—xv A1l e A+ =De™
AN+ 1) At 1 At _e2)2

As before, this estimate is only useful for large values of A. Finally, it follows from that

U U S
A2 TN T 2N+ 1)

+0 (e_k) . (27)

Next, we verify , which is a special case of the following result.

Lemma 1: Let f : [0,00) — R. Suppose that its Laplace transform F'(s fo T dr is
analytic on the entire complex plane. Then, for each n =1,2,..., f(x) = o(e "“)
Proof: For each n =1,2,..., let f,(x) = " f(x). Then, its Laplace transform F),(s) = F(s — n) is
also analytic on the entire complex plane, so 1_1>1r(r)£L sF,(s) =0, and Lemma 1 follows by the final value

theorem. O
Thus, follows from and Lemma 1 applied to the function My (z) — zCy — Bi.

Remark 1: Rényi [8] gives an intuitive justification for based on the fact that the function
f(z) = Cz — (1 — C) satisfies the integral equation in for any constant C. It is noteworthy that
f(z) also satisfies the equation in @ for any constants C' and A, but the analogous result does not
hold. In other words, By # —(1 — C)) for arbitrary A\, which can be seen from and from the
figures in the next section.
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4 Improvement of estimates for C'y and B,.

In order to improve the accuracy of the estimates described in the previous sections, we now take a
slightly different approach. First, we show that holds. Indeed, differentiating both sides of
with respect to x, we obtain

Ne MMy (z 4+ 1) 4+ (1 — e )My (z + 1) = Ae ™ + Ne My (2) + AMy(z) — N2 / e MM (8) dt.
0

Multiplying by e**, differentiating once more, and simplifying, we get
AM (2 + 1) + XM M} (v + 1) + ( — DM (z + 1) = MM + 1) M} (2).

Then, multiplying by the integrating factor < ”2 sinh ( ) gives us

A A
(sinh2 (;) M (z + 1)) =3 sinh(A\z) M} ().
Since Mj(z) is continuous for x > 1, integrating and simplifying yields
(cosh(Az) — 1) M, (2 + 1) = / Nsinh(M) ML () dt + (cosh(N) — 1) M(2"). (28)
1

It remains to determine M (2%). Differentiating and simplifying, we see that for
2 <2 <3,

Lo Asinh(\)

M(e) = cosh(A(z — 1)) —

i Viopy  Asinh()A)
M) = cosh(A\) — 1°

Substituting this into (28)) and dividing both sides by (cosh(Ax) — 1) yields ({12]).

Next, we show that holds for # > 3. This is a consequence of the following theorem, which
is similar to Theorem 1 of Dvoretsky and Robbins [3]. Theorem 1: Let K(t) > 0 for all ¢ > 0, and
suppose that for all x > a > 0, f(z) satisfies

far1) = Kf(o?ff;((’gf;* ‘ (29)
Then, for all x > a + 2,
I <1, <5, < Spa, (30)
where [, = . 112£<zf( ) and S, = xisllg/)qf(t).
Proof: For any x > a + 2 and any t € [z, z + 1], we have
f(t):fOHK( s)f(s)ds+C [ s)ds+C [ K(s)f(s)ds
Jy K (s)ds fJ 1K< ) ds hy 1K<s>ds
= fox_l K(s)ds ) f s)ds
Jo T K (s)ds fg lK( )ds
o K (s)ds ft VK (s)Lds
T TR (s)ds e fot "K(s)ds

11



C,vs. A B, vs. A
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Figure 1: The graphs of C\ and B, vs. A. Values for 0 < A < 3 were computed using the estimate in
(31) with n = 7 combined with and . For A\ > 3, computations were done using the estimates
in (22) with n = 7 and . The results are consistent with the asymptotic behavior described in
and as A — 0o, as well as with Rényi ’s findings as A — 0%, which will be proved in the
next section.

Thus, the first inequality in (30) holds. The third inequality is established in the same way by
replacing “>” with “<” and “inf” with “sup” in the above proof. n
Since Mj(z) =0 for 0 <z < 1, implies that

Jy Asinh(A¢) M} (t) dt + Asinh(X)

M 1) =
s+ 1) cosh(Az) — 1

holds for x > 1, so by Theorem 1, holds for x > 3, as desired.
We can use this result to greatly improve our estimates of By and C), in the following way. First,

we apply numerical methods to to compute I, and S, for some integer n. Then, we conclude
inductively from that for all x > n, I, < Mj(z) < S, which implies that

My(n) + L,(z — n) < My(x) < My(n) + S,(z — n). (31)

Finally, computing M, (x) numerically for 0 < x < n and substituting into and leads to very
accurate estimates for C'y and B,, respectively, as shown in the graphs above.

Remark 2: By an inductive argument applied to (12]), one can easily show that for fixed n > 3,

as A — 00,
inf Mi(t) - 0" and sup Mj(t) — oc.
n—1<t<n n—1<t<n

Thus, the estimate in suffers from an unboundedness problem similar to the ones described at
the ends of Sections |2| and [3| for A — 0T. Thus, we see that the method presented in this section
complements the ones from the previous sections, allowing us to estimate C) and B, for any values
of A > 0 to arbitrary precision.

12



5 Convergence to uniform case as A — 0.

In this section, we prove that M{(z) — M’(z) uniformly as A — 07, where M (z) satisfies (1)). It will
follow that lim C\ = C and lim By =B = —(1-0C).

A—0t A—0t

First, we show that M’(x) satisfies

ot M (t) dt + 2
M/(:)S—i— 1) — fl ;2) _I_ '

M(z)=0for0<z<land1l<uz<2.

(32)

Indeed, multiplying by z and differentiating twice, we obtain
IM'(z+ 1)+ aM"(x + 1) = 2M'(z).
Multiplying both sides by the integrating factor x gives us
(2 M'(z + 1)), = 2M'(x).

then follows by integrating and substituting initial conditions, similarly to what was done above
in the derivation of .

Next, we prove the following result.

Lemma 2: M (z) — M'(z) uniformly as A — 0% for all  on compact subsets of [0, c0).
Proof: We use induction on n to show that the desired convergence holds for all x € [0,n]. This is
trivial for n =1 and n = 2, so we assume that n > 2. Then, for any = € [n,n + 1],

J7 Asinh(At) M} (t) dt + Asinh(X) [ 2¢M(¢t) dt + 2
cosh(Az) — 1 x?

IMy(z4+1)— M'(z+1)| =

| (g 21 ) s[5 o - o a G -

1 Asinh(At) 2t v 2t Asinh()) 2

< —————— — —| M (t)dt = |M'(t) — My(t)| dt + | ————— — —|.
- /1 cosh(Az) —1 22 3(®) +/1 x? M) MO de+ cosh(Azx) — 2

Now, it is readily verified that

1 =z
, Asinh(At) 2t , Asinh(\) 2
| —— — — ] =0 d 1 —— —— ] =0
A0t (cosh()\x) -1 x) o A0 (cosh()\x) -1 a2
for all 2 < t < o < n. Moreover, the convergence is uniform in each case because the respective

derivatives in x (and t) are bounded on [2, n] for any fixed n > 2. Thus, for any € > 0, we may choose
91 > 0 such that for all A € (0,6;),

3

<
37

€
3nM

Asinh(At) 2t
cosh(Az) -1 =z

Asinh(\) 2
cosh(Az) —1 a?

al

where 2 < t < z < mnand M = 2n<1;a<x M/’\(t) Moreover, by the inductive hypothesis, we may

choose d; > 0, such that for all A € (0,0), [My(t) — M'(t)| < § for all t € [0,n]. Therefore, letting
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d = min{dy, d2}, we have that for all z € [n — 1,n], A € (0,6) implies that

Asinh(At) 2t
cosh(A\z) —1 2
Asinh(\) 2
coshhzr) —1 2

|M;<x+1>—M'<x+1>|s/x

v 2t
M (t) dt+/ e |M'(t) — My(t)] dt
1

Thus, M}(xz) — M(x) as A — 0% uniformly on [n,n + 1] and therefore on [0,n + 1] as well. O
Theorem 2: M} (xz) — M'(z) uniformly as A\ — 0T for z on (0, c0).
Proof: Let € > 0 be given. Since lim M'(x) exists, we can find 2/ > 1 such that

T—00

sup M'(t)— inf M'(t) <e.

o —1<t<az’ o/ —1<t<zx’

It follows from Lemma 2 that there exists § > 0 such that for all A € (0, J),
M} (x) — M'(z)| <eforalltel0,2]. Then,

sup Mi(t) < sup Mi(t)< inf M'(t)+e< inf M(t)+e,

@ <t<a'+1 2 —1<t<a’ @' —1<t<a’ o' <t<z'+1
inf  M;(t)> inf M(t)> sup M'(t)—e> sup M'(t)—e.
' <t<z'+1 o/ —1<t<za’ o —1<t<z! 2 <t<z'+1

Thus, |Mj(z) — M'(x)| <eforall x € [a/, 2"+ 1]. It follows inductively that this inequality holds for
all x > 0. O

6 Estimate for the variance

Let ¢ denote the left endpoint of the first unit interval placed on the interval (0, z+1). By an argument
similar to the one presented at the beginning of section , Uggix = 1L+ v n + Ug_gn, SO

Uirm =(1+uv)+ va,;_m)2 =1+ viA + Ui—t,/\ + 20; \ + 2054\ + 20 \Vz_t 2
Thus, My, (z) == E [vi/\] satisfies My () =0 for 0 <z <1 and

Myy(z+1) = /Ox 1’\_6—;;6 (Mayx(t) + Max(z —t) + 2M\(t) + 2My(z — t) + 2M\(t) My (z — 1)) dt+1.
Multiplying by 1 — e~** on both sides and simplifying, we obtain
My(x+1) — e Myp(z+1) =1 — e + /x My (t)Ae ™ dt (33)
0
+ / ' My \(x —t)he ™ dt + 2 / ' My (t) e dt
0 0
+2 /x My(z — t) e ™ dt
0

+ 2 / M (t)My(x — t)Ae ™ dt.
0

14



Let -
war(s) = / Ms a\(x)e ™ dx
0

be the Laplace transform of M, ,(z). Taking the Laplace transform of both sides of , we get

1 1 Apaa(s +A) | Apaa(s) | 2Apa(s +A)
s _ o5t - - _ ) ’ 34
e'pan(s) — € paa(A t8) = - — -t . T . (34)
AVNE)
i 23504 A).
T +2Xpa(s)pals + A)
Multiplying by s*(s + A\) and rearranging yields
s paa(s) = m (As + As(s + AN)@ar(s + A) +2As(s + N)pa(s + A) (35)

+ 2X5%0x(8) + 2257 (s + N oa(s)pa(s + )
+ e (s + N)sPpan(s + ).

Thus, since lim s%py(s) = Cy, we have

s—0t
1i 53 (S) o 2)\C>\ + QAQCAQO/\()\) o 2/\C>\ + QCA ()\C)\ + C>\ - )\) o 202
ot PRI At 1 - A+ 1 B

It follows from the previously mentioned Tauberian theorem® that

lim P2 () = C’i.

T—00 1'2

By a similar, albeit slightly more tedious, argument to the one presented in Section 3| for M) (z), (35
and Lemma 1 imply that there exist constants, B; ) and By, such that for each n =1,2,.. .,

My (z) = 2°C5 + xBix 4+ Bop + 0 (e7™) . (36)
From and , we conclude that holds with
Dy = By — 2B,C,. (37)

Next, we examine the asymptotic behavior of D, as A — oco. In light of , since this was already
done for By and C, in the previous sections, it remains to do the same for By ,. Let hy(z) =
My (x) — 22C% and

- > - 203
orl9) = [ Ia(o)e o = () - 25
0
be its Laplace transform. Then,
3 2
T 2~ T 5902)\(5)_20,\_ . 3 !
Da= i o oale) = Jig, = = i (enale) (@)

From equation (35)), we see that
(s%0a(5)) = e(N\,s) - F(N,8) + g(N, 8) - h(\, s),
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where
(A —As —s%) — A
(es(s+A)— N2
FA8) =As+ As(s + N)par(s+A) +2As(s + XN)pa(s + A) + 21520, ()

+ 2257 (5 + A)oa(8)oa(s + A) + e (s + N)s%pan(s + N),
s

g(A,s) = m,

h(X,s) = A+ A(25 + N)par(s + A) + As(s + ANy (s + A) +2A(25 + M)pa(s + A)
+2Xs(s + M@ (s + A) + 2X (s20a(5))" + 2A8%0x(8)@a (s + A)
+2X(s + A) (5702 (5)) @als + ) + 228 (s + X)) (s + )
+ st ((s + N)s%pan(s + A) + (357 + 2X8)pan(s + A) + (s + )\)5290'27/\(5 + )\)) )

Using and to simplify, we end up with

e(\,s) =

A+ 2
lim e(\,8) = —————
Jim e(A8) = —5a e
lim, f(N, 8) = 200y + 2X2Chpa(N) = 2(A + 1)C3,
5—
, 1
g o08) = 55

lim AN, 8) = A+ Ao r(A) + 2X%0A(A) + 2ABy, + 2XCxpA(A) + 2X2Bypa(A) + 202Chph (V)

s—0t

C
= A+ A2, (M) + 2(ACy + Cx — A) + 2ABy + 2C) ((JA - 1)

2+ 2e* + 2\e* — \?
+ 2B, (AC) + C\ — ) + 2C), (BA(A+1)—CA( e J;)\ c )—i—e)‘—i—l)

2\ — 2e — 2Xer + N2
:_)\+)\2<pm(/\)+2(1+)\+eA)CA+4()\+1)BAOA+( ¢ 3 ot >O§.
Therefore,
2¢e* 2(1+ X +¢?) N2y a(A) — A
By = 4B\Cs — [ == ) 02 S s DAV ©
1A AC </\)CA+( 1 )CA+ N1 (39)

Thus, to obtain bounds for By ), we can use the estimate

to approximate Apa \(A) = / AMo \(2)e " dx. We get
0

o0

[ee) o0 k+1
/ A LxJQ e M dr = Z/ \e2e ™ dgp = Z (k:Qe_)‘k — k26_’\(k+1))
0 ok

k=0
= Z ke W — Z(k: —1)%e ™ = Z(Qk: —1)e M
k=0 k=1 k=1
2e~* e e M1+e?)

(1 —e )2 * I—e* (1—e)?
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and

/oo \ r—1 oA g Z /2k+1 e o — i (k267)\(2k71) . k2€f>\(2k+1))
0 2
k=1

Z k2 7)\ 2k—1) Z(k _ 1)267)\(%71) _ 67/\ + Z(2k _ 1)67)\(%71)

k= k=2 k=2

_)\ N 73)\<3 - 72)\) 67)‘(1 +672A)

= € =
(1 —e=2)2 (1 —e2)?
Thus, from and , we obtain
Dy < Dy < Dy, (40)

where

_ 2eM\ 5 [(2(1+ X +ed) A (e Ml4e )
2 ZQBACA_(T)O“L(A—H)C“LAJA( (-2 ‘1>’

2e 214+ A +¢€t) A e M1+e?)
o -me- () (255 oy (5 )

As before, this estimate is only useful for large values of A. Finally, from and , we conclude
that )

N+ 1)

D, = +O(e"\) as A — 00.

Remark 3: Dvoretsky and Robbins [3] show that the random variable

7, = v — M(z) ~ N(0,1)
o(x)
asymptotically as x — oo, where o(x) denotes the standard deviation of v,. They provide two proofs
of this result, the second of which is based solely on the relation o?(x) = cx + o(z), where ¢ > 0 is
constant. By a similar argument to the one presented in their paper, this relation also holds for o (z)
for each A > 0. Therefore, we can conclude that the distribution of the random variable

Vg X — M,\(JE)
O’)\($)

tends to the standard normal distribution asymptotically as x — oo for every fixed A.

Lpy = ~ N(0,1)

7 Conclusion

By exploiting the self-similarity of the exponential distribution, we analyze the generalized parking
problem and derive a functional equation for the mathematical expectation of the corresponding
random variable denoting the number of unit intervals that have been placed on the interval (0, z) at
saturation. Then, using Laplace transforms and Tauberian theory, we were able to prove the following
relations for the expectation and variance for each n =1,2,... and all A > 0:

My(x) =xC\+ Byx+o (e’”z) and Var(v,,) =xDy+ E\+o (e’m) ,
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where

_ - —2A
CA——A+1(1+e )+0 (e,

11 1 %
By = 2+/\+1+2(>\+1)2+O(e )

A —A
D)\—()\+1)3—|—O(6 )

Moreover, for each of these three constants, we were able to obtain bounds, which are very tight for
large values of A\. For small values of A\, we described a method for estimating C'y and B) with the
help of a functional equation for M;(x), which is simpler than the one for M, (z) and satisfies (13)).
This remarkable property was then used to show that Mj(z) — M’(x) uniformly for all x € [0, c0)
as A — 0, which implies that Cy — C and By, — B as A — 0. The constants C' and B were obtained
by Rényi in 1958 for the parking problem in the case of the uniform distribution.

Acknowledgements. The authors are thankful to Jack Hymowitz for the visualization of these

results and to the Reviewer who suggested a possible improvement to the decay rate of the error terms

in and .
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