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Abstract

In this article, we use the generating functions of the Humbert polynomials to define two types of
Humbert generalized fractional differenced ARMA processes. We present stationarity and invertibil-
ity conditions for the introduced models. The singularities for the spectral densities of the introduced
models are obtained. In particular, Pincherle ARMA, Horadam ARMA and Horadam-Pethe ARMA
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1 Introduction

The study of fractionally differenced time series by Granger and Joyeux (1980) [I7] and Hosking in
1981 [21] provided an impetuous to a new research direction in time series modelling. The fractionally
differenced time series called the autoregressive fractionally integrated moving average (ARFIMA) model
generalizes the autoregressive (AR), moving average (MA) and autoregressive moving average (ARMA)
models defined respectively by Yule (1926) [34], Slutsky (1937) [30] and Wold (1938) [33]. Also, the
ARFIMA model is an extension of the autoregressive integrated moving average (ARIMA) process
defined by Box and Jenkins (1976) [§] to model non-stationary time series by assuming the order of
differencing v € R. The fractionally differenced time series is useful to model the data exhibiting long
range dependence (LRD). The data exhibiting LRD behaviours or long memory have high correlation
after a significant lag. Anh et al. proposed some continuous time stochastic processes with seasonal long
range dependence and these kind of long memory processes have spectral pole at non-zero frequencies [2].
In subsequent years, Andel (1986); Gray, Zhang and Woodward (1989, 1994) introduced the concept of
Gegenbauer ARMA (GARMA) process. GARMA process also possess seasonal long range dependence
[9]. The study on usefulness of Gegenbauer stochastic process is done by Dissanayake et al. [11]. The
limit theorems for stationary Gaussian processes and their non-linear transformations with covariance

function

p(h) ~ ZAk cos(hwy)h™ %, ZAk =1,
k=1 k=1



where A > 0,a > O,wy € [0,7),k = 1,--- ,r have been considered in [23]. For seasonal long
memory process Xy, the autocorrelation function for lag h denoted by p(h) behaves asymptotically as
p(h) =~ cos(hwo)h™® as h — oo for some positive @ € (0,1) and wy € (0,7) (see [10]). In literature,
many tempered distributions and processes are studied using the exponential tempering in the origi-
nal distribution or process see e.g. and references therein [24] 28] 29, B2, 35} [16], [5]. The fractionally
integrated process with seasonal components are studied and maximum likelihood estimation is done
by Reisen et al. [27]. The parametric spectral density with power-law behaviour about a fractional
pole at the unknown frequency w is analysed and Gaussian estimates and limiting distributional be-
havior of estimate is studied by Giraitis and Hidalgo [14]. The autoregressive tempered fractionally
integrated moving average (ARTFIMA) process is obtained by using exponential tempering in the orig-
inal ARFIMA process [29]. The ARTFIMA process is semi LRD and has a summable autocovariance
function. In ARIMA process the fractional differencing operator (1 — B)¥, |v| < 1 is considered in-
stead of (1 — B), where B is the shift operator. In defining ARTFIMA model the tempered fractional
differencing operator (1 — e *B)" is used where A\ > 0 is the tempering parameter. The Gegenbauer
process uses (1 —2uB + B?)", |u| <1, |v| < § as a difference operator, which can be written in terms
of Gegenbauer polynomials.

In this article, we study Humbert polynomials based time series models. The Gegenbauer and Pincherle
polynomials are the particular cases of Humbert polynomials. The Gegenbauer polynomials based time
series model, namely GARMA process, is already studied and has been applied in several real world ap-
plications emanating from different areas. We introduce and study two types of Humbert autoregressive
fractionally integrated moving average (HARMA) models which are defined by considering Humbert
polynomials and obtain the spectral density, stationarity and invertibility conditions of the process.
In particular, Pincherle ARMA, Horadam ARMA and Horadam-Pethe ARMA processes are studied.
These new class of time series models generalizes the existing models like ARMA, ARIMA, ARFIMA,
ARTFIMA and GARMA in several directions.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section [2| we introduce the Type 1 HARMA (p, v, u, q)
process, where p and g are autoregressive and moving average lags respectively and v is differencing
parameter. This section includes the study of stationarity property and spectral density of the intro-
duced process. Also section [2includes the study of particular case of Type 1 HARMA (p, v, u, q) process
by taking m = 3, which is Pincherle ARMA (p,v,u,q) process. Moreover, the spectral density of the
Pincherle ARMA (p, v, u,q) process is obtained and it is shown that for u = 0 the model exhibits sea-
sonal long memory property. The Section [3[ deals with the Type 2 HARMA process (p, v, u,q). In this
section, the particular cases namely Horadam ARMA process and Horadam-Pethe ARMA process are

discussed. The last section concludes.

2 Type 1 HARMA( (p, v, u,q) Process

In this section, we introduce a new time series model namely type 1 HARMA (p, v, u, q) process with
the help of Humbert polynomials which we call hereafter type 1 Humbert polynomials. For Humbert

polynomials and related properties see e.g. [22, 15, 25]. A detailed discussion on special functions



including Humbert polynomials is given in [311 [15].

Definition 2.1 (Type 1 Humbert polynomials). The Humbert polynomials of type 1 {II} ., }7° are

defined in terms of generating function as

o
1
(1 —mut+ ™)™ = I (ut",meN,[t| < 1,|ul <1and [v] < 5 (2.1)
n=0

For the table of main special cases of (2.1, including Gegenbauer, Legendre, Tchebysheff, Pincherle,
Kinney polynomials, see Gould (1965) [I5]. In above definition, polynomial II, . (u) is explicitly can be

written as follows [22]:

I

3
—

(—ma)"—m* n .
¥ (u) = . wh PJ floor function.
rm (1) 2 T((L— v — 1) + (m — DE)(n — mk)&! where | | is floor function
The hypergeometric representation of 11}, ,, (u) is given as follows:
Y (V)n(mu)” -n —n+1 —n—14+m
Hnm(u) = nTmFm—l m om0 n ;
—v-—n+1 —v—nm+2 —v—n+m-—1 1
m—-1 "~ m-=2 77 m—1 "(m —1)mlym |

For more properties and results on hypergeometric functions see Srivastava and Manocha (1984) [31].

The type 1 Humbert polynomial satisfies the following recurrence relation
(0 + DIL, 4y (w) = mu(n + V)L, (w) = (n+my —m + DI, () = 0.

For m = 2 the Humbert polynomials reduces to Gegenbauer polynomials generally denoted as {C}, (u) }22,

and for m = 3 the polynomials reduce to Pincherle polynomials {PY(u)}°,, see Pincherle (1891) [26].

n=0>

The generating function of Pincherle polynomials have the following form
oo
(1—3ut+t3)7" = Z Py (u)t",
n=0

where PY(u) has the following representation in terms of hypergeometric function [26]

(V)n(32)™ -n —n+1 —n+2 —n—-v+1l —n—v+2 —1
PV _ Pl — . .
n(u) nl 31472 3 3 ) 3 ) 9 ) 9 " A3 |
o0 k
a1)r(a2)k(as)r © a
where 3F2(CL1, ag, as; bl, bg;x) = kgo ( l()lfl();()b];():)k E and (al)k = F%(lc:)k) see e.g. [4]

Definition 2.2 (Type 1 HARMA process). The type 1 HARMA(p,v,u,q) process X; is defined by

O(B)(1 — muB + B™"X, = O(B)e, (2.2)



where ¢ is Gaussian white noise with variance o2, B is the lag operator, 0 < u < 2/m, and ®(B),

©(B) are stationary AR and invertible MA operators respectively, defined as,

p q
Z@B OB)=1+> 0;B’, and B/(X;) = X;_;.
7=1 7j=1

In next result, the stationarity and invertibility conditions of the type 1 HARMA process are given.

Also, the Abel’s test which will be used in next theorem is stated below as proposition.

o
Proposition 2.1 (Abel’s tests [7]). If the series Z an is convergent and {b,} is monotone and bounded
- n=0
sequence then series Z anby s also convergent.
n=0

Definition 2.3 (Asymptotically equivalent functions [13]). The functions f and g are said to be asymp-
totically equivalent that is, f(h) ~ g(h) as h — oo if limp_, J;Ehg =1.

Theorem 2.1. Let {X;} be the type 1 HARMA(p,v,u,q) process defined in (2.2)) and all roots of
®(B) =0 and O(B) = 0 lie outside the unit circle then the HARMA (p, v, u, q) process is stationary and
invertible for |v| < 1/2 and 0 < u < 2/m.

Proof. Using (12.2)), one can write

o

B .
X = f;?ég;(l —muB + B™) Ve, where EEBS = qujB]. (2.3)
Further,
(1—muB+ B™)™" = Z (1;)‘” (muB — B™)". (2.4)
n=0
Then can be written as
%= 0 0 s - By
7j=0mn=0
NI DE I () [T
j=0n=0 T or=0
= ZZQ[)](Z)'”( u — 1) €t—n—2j
7=0n=0

The variance of the process X; is given by

2

Var(X —022< > mu — 1)? —022< ”*” )) (mu — 1),



) o0
Let a, = (mu — 1)?" and {b,} = (%) , then using Abel’s test Z ap converges for 0 < u < %
n=0
2v—

and using Stirling’s approximation, for large n, b, ~ (Vf( ))2, which implies that the sequence is bounded
for v < % We can write b,, = (”+Z_1) and it is known that (x) is decreasing for x > | %] this implies
that {by,} is decreasing for v < 1. This indicates that the sequence is bounded and monotone for v < 1/2

and the Var(X;) converges for the defined range. Similarly to prove the invertibility condition we define

the process (2.2)) as
€ — W(B)Xt,

where m(B) =

converge for —

E ;(1 —muB + B™)” and again using the same argument discussed above the 7(z) will

[\D\H@

<v<landO<u< % For w =0 and v = %the variance can be defined as follows
N 2
2 (v+n
Var Xt Z ( n T 1)>
N 2 oo I+ n) 2
2 (v+n v+n
+ _— | .
Z( o) 5, (o)

In the above equation, the first summation is finite and the terms inside the second summation behaves

2
invertible for [v| < 1/2 and 0 <u < 2. O

like % for large n and it is bounded for v < 1. Hence, the HARMA process is stationary and

Theorem 2.2. For a type 1 HARMA(p, v, u,q) process defined in (2.2, under the assumptions of
theorem [2.1) the spectral density takes the following form

o 0(2)P
2 [9(2) 2

fo(w) = (2 + m2u? — 2mu(cos(w) + cos((1 — m)w)) + 2 cos(mw)) ™",

where z = e, w € (—m,m).

Proof. Rewrite ([2.2)) as follows

X = ¥(B)ey,
o(B) _ . iy : :
where ¥(B) = @73)(1 —muB + B™)7". Then using the definition of spectral density of linear process,
we have
fm(w) = ‘\Il(z)yzfe(w), (2'5)

where z = e and f.(w) is spectral density of the innovation term. The spectral density of the

innovation process ¢ is 02/2r. Then (2.5) becomes,

a*19(z)?

1— e W —muw |2V
27 |®(2)[2 | te

0.2
falw) = ZW(2) =

0.2|@(6—Lw)‘2 ‘1 — mue W + e—maw’—2l‘
27| ®(e=)[?




Here, |1 — mue™ + e = (2 + m?u? — 2mu(cos(w) + cos((1 — m)w)) + 2 cos(mw)) ™ and the

spectral density takes the following form

_a’e))?

fl) = on 3P

(2 + m*u® — 2mu(cos(w) + cos((1 — m)w)) + 2 cos(mw))~". (2.6)

O]

Definition 2.4 (Singular point [13]). The point w = wy is said to be singular point of function f if at
w = wy, [ fails to be analytic, that is f(wy) = co.

Next, the definition of seasonal or cyclic long-memory is given, which is characterized by having a

spectral pole at a frequency k € R different from 0, see, e.g., [2, [9].

Definition 2.5 (Seasonal long memory). The stationary time series {X;} is said to have seasonal long

memory if there exist wy € R and « € (0,1) such that
p(h) ~ h™% cos(hwy), ash — oo,
and cos(hwp) # 1.

Theorem 2.3. Let {X;} be the stationary type 1 HARMA(p, v, u,q) process and all the assumptions
of theorem hold then the spectral density of HARMA (p,v,u,q) {X:} has singular spectrum

(o) atu =0 andw = 955 for 2L < < mEL
(b) at u= 2Z(-1)"cos(2%) and w = £ 2T for m # 2 and _(7"47—2) <n< @},
(c) at w = cos™!(u) for m = 2.

Proof. From (2.6, the spectral density of the process {X,} is

_ a2 [0()
o [9(2) 2

fa(w)

(2 + m*u® + 2 cos(mw) — 2mu(cos(w) + cos((m — 1)w))) ™", where z = e™*.
We consider the denominator and find the zeros as follows,

2 + m2u® + 2 cos(mw) — 2mu(cos(w) + cos((m — 1)w))
= 2+ 2cos(mw) + [mu — {cos(w) + cos((m — 1)w)}]? — [cos(w) + cos((m — 1)w)]?
= 4 cos? [%} + [mu — {cos(w) + cos((m — 1)w)}]* — 4 cos? [%} cos? [(m;2)w]

— 4 cos? [m;} sin? [W] + [mu — 2cos (%) cos <(2_2m)w)] 2 :

We have the following two cases.



>0 forall mand —7m<w< .

(a) The first term, 4 cos? [%] sin? [(mj)w

[ E—

4 cos? {%} sin? {(771—2)00} ~0

2
. 2 (W ) (m_2)w _
1fcos(2)—00rsm< 5 >—00rb0th
= Cos (%) =0 for w = (4n:|:1)%, for all m € N and

n=0,%1,%£2, .

We find the condition of singularity by solving the second term, {mu — 2cos (™) cos ((Q_m)wﬂ ’
at wy, which yields u = 0.

Also, the singular point wy € (—,7) for —ZEL < p < mEL

Therefore, the type 1 HARMA(p, v, u, q) process {X;} will have singular points for v = 0 and
wi = (4n £ 1) for all m and —mTil <n < mEL

This proves the part (a).

(b) Again the term

when

-2 +2
sin <(m2)w> =0 for wy = m; for all m € N—{2}, and n =0,+1,£2,--- .
m_

At wq, the second term will become zero if and only if,

o (308 (2 s (2722 )] <o

4
= mu — 2(—1)" cos (:I: nr ) =0
m

o 2(=1)" cos ( dnm ) ‘

m — 2

This proves the part (b).

(c) In let U(w) = (2 + m?u? — 2mu(cos(w) + cos((1 — m)w)) + 2cos(mw)). For different values
of m=1,2,3,4 and 0 < u < 2/m in figure (1| we observe that the function U(w) does not attain
0 for w € (—m, 7). This signifies that the spectral density defined by has no singularity for
m=1,3,4 and 0 < u < 2/m. For m = 2, the spectral density is unbounded since U(w) takes value

0 at w = cos~1(u). Therefore, we conclude that for m = 2 the singularities are at w = cos™!(u).
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Figure 1: Plot of function U(w) for different values of m € {1,2,3,4,8,9} and 0 < u < 2/m.

In figure |1} observe the behaviour of function U(w) for w € (—m,7) and for different values of m and
u. For m = 2, the function U touches the x-axis for all values of u. Further, for m = 1 it touches the

z-axis only for w = 0. For other cases see Theorem

Definition 2.6 (Slowly varying function [I8]). A function b(w) is said to be slowly varying at wg if for
§ >0, (w—wp)’b(w) is increasing and (w — wo) ~°b(w) is decreasing in some right-hand neighborhood of
wo. Also, (w—wo)’b(w) is decreasing and (w — wp) ~°b(w) is increasing in some left-hand neighbourhood

of wo.
We need the following lemma which is given in [I8] to prove our next result.

Lemma 2.1 (Gray et al.[18]). Let R(7) = f

o P(w)dw where 7 is an integer and P(w) is spectral density.

Suppose P(w) can be expressed as
P(w) = b(w)|w — wo| ~* (2.7)

with 0 < 8 < % and wo € (0,7). Further, suppose that b(w) is non-negative and of bounded variation in
(0,wp — €) U (wo +€,m) for e > 0. Also suppose that b(w) is slowly varying at wg, then as T — oo

R(7) ~ 7% L eos(Twy).

Theorem 2.4. The stationary type 1 HARMA(p,v,0,q) process has seasonal long memory for 0 < v <
1/2.



Proof. The spectral density of type 1 HARMA(0, v, u,0) process is given by
2
fo(lw) = %(2 + m?u® — 2mu(cos(w) + cos((1 — m)w)) + 2 cos(mw)) .
T
For u = 0 the spectral density has the form

0_2

fo(w) = %(2 + 2 cos(mw)). (2.8)
Also, the spectral density is unbounded at wp = (4n £ 1), —mTﬂ <n< %1. which implies that the

covariance is not absolutely summable for u = 0 at frequency wg. To prove the process is seasonal long
memory we use lemma defined by Gray et al. [18]. Now (2.8) can be rewritten as

0%(2 + 2 cos(mw)) ™V |w — wo| ™%
27|w — wp| =¥ '

fo(w) =

Comparing the above equation with ({2.7))

02(2 cos(mw) +2)7
27 |w — wo| ™%

b(w) =

Now to show b(w) is slowly varying at wg, consider the case w > wg and for 6 > 0 define,

02
I(w) = b(w)(w —wp)® = o (2+ 2 cos(mw)) ™ (w — wp)2

and

02

I'w) = %(w — wp)? 212 4 2 cos(mw)) TV (6 + 20) (2 + 2 cos(mw)

+ 2vmsin(mw)(w — wp)).

For w > wp the terms (w —wg)®*?~1, (§ +2v) and (2 + 2 cos(mw)) are positive. It can be easily shown
that
lim (2vm sin(mw)(w — wp) + (6 + 2v)(2 + 2 cos(mw))) > 0.

w—rwo

Thus in some right hand neighbourhood of wy, i.e. for w — wy, I'(w) > 0 and (w—wp)’b(w) is increasing
and similarly (w — wp) %b(w) is decreasing when w — wg. Similarly, it can be easily shown that for
w < wo, (w—wp)b(w) is decreasing and (w — wp) ~%b(w) is increasing in some left hand neighbourhood
of wy. Thus the function is slowly varying at wy.

Also, it can be easily verified that the function b(w) has bounded derivative in (0,wy — €) U (wp + €, 7),
hence it is of bounded variation in (0,wp — €) U (wg + €, 7).

Using the above two results and the 1emma the autocorrelation function R(h) of the type 1 Humbert
ARMA process takes the following asymptotic form

R(h) ~ h?~L cos(hwy), as h — oco. (2.9)

The result (2.9) implies that the process is seasonal long memory for 0 < v < 1/2.



2.1 Pincherle ARMA (p,v,u,q) Process

This section deals with the special case of the type 1 HARMA process for m = 3. The Pincherle
polynomials are polynomials introduced by Pincherle (1891) [26]. The Pincherle polynomials were
generalized to Humbert Polynomials by Humbert (1920) [22].

Definition 2.7 (Pincherle polynomials). The Pincherle polynomials PY(u) are defined as the coefficient
of t in the expansion of (1 —3ut+1t")"". The Pincherle polynomials are defined by taking m = 3 in type
1 Humbert polynomials that is Py/(u) = 1L, 5(u). Also, the generating function relation for Pincherle

polynomials is given by
oo
(1=3ut+t") ™" =" Pp(ut", [t| < 1,|v| <1/2, |u] < 1.
n=0

The polynomials satisfies the following difference equation [6]
(n+ 1Py 1 (u) = 3u(n +v)PY(u)u+ (n+ 3v — 2)P;_5(u) = 0.

The coefficient of Pincherle polynomials can be written as PY (u) = 1, PY(u) = 3v, P¥ (u) = Qv (v+1)u?/2
and the nth coefficient takes the form [0]

I'(n+ v)[(1/3)[(2/3)
T()T((n+1)/3)T((n+2)/3)0((n + 3)/3)°

Definition 2.8 (Pincherle ARMA process). The Pincherle ARMA (p,v,u,q) process is defined by taking
m = 3 in type 1 HARMA process defined in (2.2)) and the process has the form defined below

®(B)(1 - 3uB + B*"X; = O(B)e, (2.10)

where ¢ is Gaussian white noise with variance 0%, 0 < u < 2/3 and B, ®(B) and ©(B) are lag,
stationary AR and invertible MA operators respectively defined in definition [2.9

Theorem 2.5. Let {X:} be the Pincherle ARMA(p,v,u,q) process defined in (2.10) and all roots of
®(B) = 0 and ©(B) = 0 lie outside the unit circle then the Pincherle ARMA(p,v,u,q) process is
stationary and invertible for |v| < 1/2 and 0 < u < 2/3.

Proof. The proof can be easily done by taking m = 3 in the proof of theorem O

Theorem 2.6. The stationary Pincherle HARMA(p, v, 0, q) process has seasonal long memory for 0 <
v<1/2 at wy = /3.

Proof. According to theorem [2.3]the spectral density of Pincherle ARMA process has sigularity at u = 0
for wg = 7/3. Also, similar to the proof of theorem the autocovariance function of Pincherle ARMA
process y(h) has the asymptotic form R(h) ~ h?~! cos(hwp). This proves that the process has seasonal
long memory for 0 < v < 1/2 at wy = 7/3. O

10



Theorem 2.7. For a Pincherle ARMA(p,v,u,q) process defined in (2.10)), the spectral density takes
the following form

o?10(2)?

P = o

(8 cos®(w) — 12u cos?(w) — C cos(w) + D)7,

where z = e, C =6+ 6u, and D = 2 + 6u + 9u?.

Proof. Taking m = 3 in (2.6 gives us the desired spectral density.

O
Theorem 2.8. The autocovariance function for Pincherle ARMA process takes the following form
oo [e.e]
V(R =YD iy () P ().
7=0n=0
Proof. For lag h the autocovariance of the process {X;} and {X;,} using the (2.10)) is given by
COV(XtXH_h) = E[XtXt+h]7
where X; can be written as
oo o0
Xi =) > WiPl(wejn
j=0n=0
and
oo oo
E[XeXpin] =02 Y v en Py (w) Py (w).
j=0n=0
O

3 Type 2 HARMA(p,v,u,q) Process

Milovovic and Dordevic (1987)[25] considered the following generalization of Gegenbaur polynomials,

which we call type 2 Humbert polynomials and are used to define type 2 HARMA process.

Definition 3.1 (Type 2 Humbert polynomials). The type 2 Humbert polynomials are defined by con-
sidering the polynomials Qy, ., (u) defined by the following generating function

o
(1=2ut+t™)" =Y Q4 (wt", |t <1, [v] <1/2, [u] <1. (3.1)
n=0
Here szm(u) = H’T’L’m(zn—“) (see (2.1))).

The explicit form of the polynomials Q7 ,,(u) is defined by

2]
v Nk W=Dk o ek

where vp =1 and (v), =v(v+1)...(v+n—1).

11



Definition 3.2 (Type 2 HARMA process). The type 2 HARMA process is defined by using the above

defined generation function as follows
®(B)(1 —2uB + B™)"X; = ©(B)ey, (3.2)

where €, is Gaussian white noise with variance 02, 0 < u < 1, and B, ®(B), ©(B) are lag, stationary
AR and invertible MA operators respectively defined in definition [2.3.

For m = 2 the above polynomials in (3.1) is Gegenbauer polynomials and Q;, 5(u) = Cy/(u). Also, for
m = 3 the polynomials in (3.1) are known as Horadam-Pethe polynomials and for m = 1 they are
known as Horadam polynomials, see Gould (1965) [15], Horadam (1985) [20] and Horadam and Pethe
(1981) [19].

Theorem 3.1. Let {X;} be the type 2 HARMA(p,v,u,q) process and all roots of ®(B) = 0 and
O(B) = 0 lies outside the unit circle then the HARMA (p, v, u, q) process is stationary and invertible for
lv] <1/2 and 0 < u < 1.

Proof. The process is stationary and invertible for |v| < 1/2 and 0 < u < 1 can be easily proved using
the proof for the stationarity of type 1 HARMA process defined in O

Theorem 3.2. For a type 2 Humbert ARMA(p,v,u,q) process defined in (3.2)), under the assumptions
of theorem the spectral density takes the following form

e
fl) = o B ()P

(2 + 4u? — 4u(cos(w) + cos((1 — m)w)) + 2 cos(mw)) ", (3.3)

where z = e,

Proof. Rewrite (3.2)) as follows

X = ¥(B)ey,
O(B) _ . : .
where ¥(B) = @AV and AY = (1 — 2uz 4 z™)~". The spectral density of the innovation process €
is given by o2/27, which implies
o’ IO
= T W)= 1-2 m|=2 3.4

where z = e7*“. Furthermore,
11— 2ue™™ + e_m‘w}_zu = (2 + 4u? — 4u(cos(w) + cos((1 — m)w)) 4 2 cos(mw)) ™",
and the spectral density takes the following form

o? |0(2)?

folw) = 7 [9(2) 2 (2 + 4u? — 4u(cos(w) + cos((1 — m)w)) + 2 cos(mw))~>.
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Theorem 3.3. Under the assumption of theorem let {X;} be the type 2 HARMA (p, v, u,q) process
then the spectral density of HARMA (p,v,u, q) process has singularities

(a) atu=0 and w = "TET for —mEL <y < MEL

(b) at u=(—1)"cos(22%) and w = £2"% for m # 2 and — (m— 2)< <(m 2),

m—2
Proof. The spectral density of type 2 HARMA process is
% |e(z))
2m [@(2)[?
Similar to the proof in Theorem we find the zeros by writing the denominator as follows

folw) = (2 + 4u? — 4u(cos(w) + cos((1 — m)w)) + 2 cos(mw)) . (3.5)

2 + 4u® — 4u(cos(w) + cos((1 — m)w)) + 2 cos(mw) =

9 [TW 9 [(m—2)w mw (2 —m)w\1?
4 cos [—] sin® | ————| + |2u — 2cos (—) cos [ ———— (3.6)
2 2 2 2
The proof of part (a) is same as to the part (a) of theorem To prove the part (b) the term

4 cos? [ 5 ]sm2 [(W_me} =0 at wg = izr For this wy the second term of (3.6) is zero for u =

(=)™ cos(4””)f0rallm€N {2} and — (m )< <(m 2),
O

The particular cases of type 2 Horadam ARMA process is discussed as follws:

3.1 Horadam ARMA(p,v,u,q) Process

Definition 3.3 (Horadam polynomials). In (3.1) by taking m = 1 the reduced polynomials are known
as Horadam polynomials. The Horadam polynommls are defined as the coefficient of t in the expansion

of (1 —2ut +t) and the generating function relation is given as follows
(1 —2ut+1t)~ ZQ wit, |t < 1, [v] <1/2, Ju| < 1.

Definition 3.4 (The Horadam ARMA process). The time series process defined using the generating
function of Horadam polynomials are defined by Horadam ARMA process, which is a special case of

type2 HARMA process for m=1 and the process takes the following form
®(B)(1 —2uB + B)"X; = O(B)e, (3.7)

where ¢; is Gaussian white noise with variance 02, 0 < u < 1, and B, ®(B), ©(B) are lag, stationary
AR and invertible MA operators respectively defined in definition

Theorem 3.4. For a Horadam ARMA(p,v,u,q) process defined in , the spectral density takes the
following form

a?|e(z)]?
2m [ (2)[?
Proof. This can be easily proved by taking m = 1 in the spectral density of type 2 HARMA process
defined in . O

folw) = (2 + 4u? — 4u — 4u cos(w) + 2cos(w)) ™Y, z = e,

13



3.2 Horadam-Pethe ARMA(p, v, u,q) Process

Taking m = 3 in (3.1) the reduced form of the polynomials is known as Horadam-Pethe polynomials
and the corresponding time series defined using the generating function of Horadam-Pethe polynomials

is known as Horadam-Pethe ARMA process defined as follows
®(B)(1 — 2uB + B*)"X; = O(B)e, (3.8)
where (1 —2uB + B?)™" = %> Q¥ (u)t".

Theorem 3.5. Under the assumptions of theorem for a Horadam-Pethe ARMA(p,v,u,q) process
defined in (3.8), the spectral density takes the following form

_ o)
= eop

(2 + 4u? — 4u(cos(w) + cos(2w)) + 2 cos(3w)) ™Y,

where z = e~ .

Remark 3.1. Takingm = 2 the polynomials in (3.1)) reduced to Gegenbauer polynomials and Qy, 5(u) = Cy(u).
Moreover, the corresponding time series using the generating function of Gegenbauer polynomials namely

Gegenbauer Autoregressive Moving Average (GARMA) process is studied by Gray and Zhand in 1989
(see [18]).
Remark 3.2. The stationarity and invertibility condition for Horadam ARMA and Horadam-Pethe

ARMA process is same as the type 2 HARMA process, which is the process is stationary and invertible
if all roots of ®(B) = 0 and ©(B) = 0 lies outside the unit circle and |v| < 1/2 and 0 < u < 1.

The time-series plots for simulated Pincherle, Horadam, Horadam-Pethe and Gegenbauer ARMA pro-
cesses are given in the Figure 2l We simulated time-series of size 1000 from each processes. All these
series have in theory infinite differencing terms. We consider only finite terms by truncating the bino-
mial expansions of the different shift operators. For Pincherle ARMA process the relation defined in

(2.10)) is used, that is
©(B) 34—
X = ——=-(1—-3uB+ B’) "¢. .
‘= (B (1 -3uB+ B’) ¢ (3.9)

The series Z; = (1 — 3uB + B3) V¢, is generated using the simulated innovation series ¢, ~ N(0,02).
Further, we approximate Z; by considering first 4 terms in the binomial expansion of (1 —3uB + B3)~?,

which is

Zy=(1—=3uB+ B3 Ve = i En:(—l)j(;)!” (") (3u)" I B¥ T (3.10)

n=0 j=0 J
4 n . (l/) n A
=S Y e (M) e B.1)
n=0 j=0 n\J
Now by generating the series Z; the equation (3.9)) takes the following form
e(B)
X = VA

14



which is nothing but the ARMA process which is simulated using the inbuilt R library by passing the
Z; as innovation series. Using the same approach, we simulate the Hordam, Gegenbauer and Horadam
Pethe ARMA processes by taking the binomial expansion of (1 — 2uB + B™)™", for m = 1,2 and 3

respectively.

Trajectory plot for Pincherle ARMA

L vl W ptot |

X

Trajectory plot for Horadam ARMA

1 oot

! T
1]

*

Trajectory plot for Horadam Pethe ARMA

®

Trajectory plot for Gegenbauer ARMA

« ] PWApRARIAT A Y |

Figure 2: Trajectory plots for Pincherle, Horadama, Horadam-Pethe and Gegenbauer ARMA processes
forp=1,¢q=0,v=0.3 and u =0.1.

4 Conclusions

We study the general Humbert polynomials based autoregressive moving average called here HARMA
(p,v,u,q) time series models. Initially, type 1 HARMA (p,v,u,q) process defined in and it’s
stationarity and invertibility conditions are derived. We also compute the spectral density of the above
process. For m = 3 in , we focus on particular case Pincherle ARMA (p,v,u,q) process, by
obtaining the spectral density and also prove that for u = 0 and 0 < v < 1/2, the process also exhibits
seasonal long memory property. In subsequent section, we study similar properties of particular cases
of type 2 HARMA (p, v, u, q) process defined in for m = 1 and m = 3 named as Horadam ARMA
process and Horadam-Pethe ARMA process respectively.

Further, we believe that the proposed time series models will be helpful in modelling of real world

data. In future the application of these models will be discovered. Also, the estimation techniques for

15



example minimum contrast estimation [I], 3] will be applied for the discussed models. This technique
estimates the parameters by minimizing the spectral density and empirical spectral density of the pro-
cess. Maximum likelihood estimation is the particular case of minimum contrast estimation. Apart
from this, Pincherle, Horadam and Horadam-Pethe random fields will be interest of study on the line of
Gegenbauer random fields [I2]. Moreover, one can study the tempered versions of Humbert, Pincherle,
Horadam and Horadam-Pethe ARMA processes similar to Sabzikar et al. [29].
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