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Abstract

In this paper, we define a tempered space-time fractional negative binomial process (TSTFNBP) by subordinating the

fractional Poisson process with an independent tempered Mittag-Leffler Lévy subordinator. We study its distributional

properties and its connection to partial differential equations. We derive the asymptotic behavior of its fractional order

moments and long-range dependence property. It is shown that the TSTFNBP exhibits overdispersion. We also obtain

some results related to the first-passage time.
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1. Introduction

The applications of subordinated count processes in financial mathematics and actuarial sciences (see Rusakov and Yakubovich

(2021), Gillespie (1999), Mendoza-Arriaga and Linetsky (2016)) have created an impetus for sustained enquiry in

their theoretical research. In the last two decades, researchers have studied the fractional Poisson processes (FPPs)

from a stochastic subordination point of view. In this direction, we find several varieties of the subordinated FPP being

studied (see Meerschaert et al. (2011), Orsingher and Polito (2012), Maheshwari and Vellaisamy (2019), Gupta and Kumar

(2023), Meoli (2023), Soni and Pathak (2024)). It has led to the development of rich literature in the domain. Several

other practical applications of these processes can be found in various disciplines such as economics, finance, actu-

arial science, physics, infectious diseases modeling, and reliability (see Doukhan et al. (2002), Biard and Saussereau

(2014), Guler Dincer et al. (2022), Di Crescenzo and Meoli (2023), Soni et al. (2024)).

Following the subordination approach, we narrow our attention to the negative binomial (NB) process due to its

advantages for modelling overdispersed data. The NB process is a time-changed Poisson process delayed by an inde-

pendent gamma subordinator. Recently, several fractional variants of the NB process have been explored; for example,

Vellaisamy and Maheshwari (2018) introduced the fractional NB process (FNBP) by subordinating the FPP with an in-

dependent gamma subordinator and studied its governing partial differential equations (PDEs), Beghin and Vellaisamy

(2018) considered a space fractional NB process (SFNBP) and used it in biological modeling. Moreover, several tem-

pered stable extensions of the NB process have been proposed and studied in the literature. The tempered stable

subordinator is obtained by exponential tempering of the stable process, which exhibits heavy tail behavior of a sta-

ble process at short times and lighter tails at large times, additionally making all its moments finite. Maheshwari

(2023) defined a tempered space fractional negative binomial process (TSFNBP) and explored its distributional and

long-range dependence (LRD) properties. Recently, Soni et al. (2024) discussed applications of the tempered space

fractional Poisson process to the reliability and bivariate shock models. This paper will consider a tempered space-

time fractional negative binomial process using the stochastic subordination approach. In the following paragraph, we

provide a brief description of the construction of the process and its important properties.
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The tempered Mittag-Leffler Lévy subordinator (see Kumar et al. (2019)) is defined as a tempered stable sub-

ordinated model delayed by an independent gamma subordinator. Its distribution is semi-heavy tailed, and it is an

important feature for studying extreme phenomena. As a result, it can be used in place of the gamma subordina-

tor to construct several time-varying stochastic processes. In this paper, we introduce the FPP time-changed by the

tempered Mittag-Leffler Lévy process. We discuss several important characteristics of the process and derive various

asymptotic results for the distributional properties and dependence structure. In particular, we derive the probability

mass function (pmf) and discuss its connections with PDEs. We derive the asymptotic behavior of its fractional order

moments and examine its dependence properties. Some results related to the first-passage time are also explored.

The structure of the article is as follows. In Section 2, we present some preliminary notations, definitions, and

results. In Section 3, we define the TSTFNBP and discuss its main distributional characteristics, and we derive the

asymptotic behavior of its fractional order moments. In Section 4, we study its dependence properties and some

results related to the first-passage time.

2. Preliminaries

This section introduces some notations, definitions, elementary distributions, and results that will be used in the

following sections. Let N, R, and C denote the set of all natural, real, and complex numbers, respectively. Let

Z+ = N ∪ {0} denotes the set of all non-negative integers.

2.1. Definitions, some elementary distributions and results

(i) Let f : [a, b] ⊂ R −→ R be such that f (t) is (n + 1) times continuous differentiable for n < τ < n + 1. Then, the

Riemann-Liouville fractional derivative of order τ > 0 is defined as (see Podlubny (1999))

aDτ
t f (t) =

(

d

dt

)n+1
∫ t

a

(t − u)n−τ f (u)du.

(ii)The generalized Wright function is defined by (Kilbas et al. (2002))

pψq

[

z
(αi, βi)1,p

(a j, b j)1,q

]

=

∞
∑

k=0

zk

k!

∏p

i=1
Γ(αi + βik)

∏q

j=1
Γ(a j + b jk)

, z, αi, ai ∈ C and βi, bi ∈ R, (2.1)

(iii) For 0 < β < 1, let {Nβ(t, λ)}t≥0 be a FPP having parameter λ > 0. Its one-dimensional distributions are (see Laskin

(2003), Meerschaert et al. (2011))

pβ(n/t, λ) = P[Nβ(t, λ) = n] =
(λtβ)n

n!

∞
∑

k=0

(n + k)!

k!

(−λtβ)k

Γ(β(k + n) + 1)
, n ∈ Z+.

(iv) Let Υ(t) ∼ G(λ1, β1t). Its probability density function (pdf) is given by

fG(x, t) =
λ
β1t

1

Γ(β1t)
xβ1t−1e−λ1 x, x > 0.

(v) For α ∈ (0, 1) and µ > 0, let S α,µ(t) be a tempered α-stable subordinator (TSS). Then its pdf gα,µ(x, t) is given by

(see Rosiński (2007))

gα,µ(x, t) = e−µx+µαtgα(x, t),

where gα(x, t) is the pdf of α-stable subordinator (see Kumar and Vellaisamy (2015)).

(vi) The tempered Mittag-Leffler Lévy process (TMLLP) Mα,β1,λ1,µ(t) is obtained by subordinating TSS with an in-

dependent gamma subordinator as Mα,β1,λ1,µ(t) := S α,µ(Gλ1,β1
(t)), α ∈ (0, 1), λ1, µ, β1 > 0, t ≥ 0. Its pdf fMα,β1 ,λ1 ,µ

(t) is

given by (see Kumar et al. (2019))

fMα,β1 ,λ1 ,µ
(t, x) = λ1

β1te−µx

∞
∑

k=0

(−1)k(λ1 − µ
α)k
Γ(β1t + k)xα(β1t+k)−1

Γ(k + 1)Γ(β1t)Γ(α(β1t + k))
, λ1 > µ

α, x > 0 (2.2)
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The Lévy measure density π(x) and the Laplace transform (LT) of the TMLLP are respectively

π(x) =
αβ1

x
e−µxEα,1

[

(µα − λ1)xα
]

, λ1 > µ
α, x > 0, (2.3)

where two parameters Mittag-Leffler function Eα,β(z) is defined as (see Podlubny (1999))

Eα,β(z) =

∞
∑

k=0

zk

Γ(αk + β)
, α, β > 0 (2.4)

and

E

[

e−uMα,β1 ,λ1 ,µ
(t)
]

=

(

λ1

λ1 − µα + (µ + u)α

)β1t

. (2.5)

3. Tempered space-time fractional negative binomial process

In this section, we define the TSTFNBP process and derive its distributional properties

Definition 3.1. Let {Nβ(t, λ)}t≥0 be an FPP with parameter λ > 0. The tempered space-time fractional negative

binomial process (TSTFNBP), denoted by {Q
λ1,β

α,β1,µ
(t, λ)}t≥0, which is obtained by the subordination of the FPP with an

independent TMLLP (2.1 (vi)), that is,

Q
λ1,β

α,β1,µ
(t, λ) := Nβ(Mα,β1,λ1,µ(t), λ), t ≥ 0.

Let λ1 > µ
α and y > 0, the pmf of {Q

λ1,β

α,β1,µ
(t, λ)}t≥0, denoted by p

λ1,β

α,β1,µ
(n, t) = P(Q

λ1,β

α,β1,µ
(t, λ) = n) is derived as

p
λ1,β

α,β1,µ
(n, t) =

∫ ∞

0

pβ (n/y, λ) fMα,β1 ,λ1 ,µ
(t, y)dy

=

∫ ∞

0















(λyβ)n

n!

∞
∑

k=0

(n + k)!

k!

(−λyβ)k

Γ(β(n + k) + 1)















fMα,β1 ,λ1 ,µ
(t, y)dy

=
λn

n!

∞
∑

k=0

(n + k)!

k!

(−λ)k

Γ(β(n + k) + 1)

∫ ∞

0

yβ(n+k) fMα,β1 ,λ1 ,µ
(t, y)dy

=
λn

n!

∞
∑

k=0

(n + k)!

k!

(−λ)k

Γ(β(n + k) + 1)
E

[

(Mα,β1,λ1,µ(t))β(n+k)
]

,

as E
[

(Mα,β1,λ1,µ(t)) ρ
]

< ∞ for all ρ > 0 (see Kumar et al. (2019)).

Remark 3.1. (i) When α = 1, µ = 0, the pmf of TSTFNBP reduces to

p
λ1,β

1,β1,0
(n, t) =

λn

λ
βn

1
n!Γ(β1t)

2ψ1















−λ

λ
β

1

(n + 1, 1) , (β1t + βn, β)

(1 + βn, β)















,

which is the pmf of the FNBP discussed in Vellaisamy and Maheshwari (2018). In addition, for β = 1, it leads to the

pmf of the NB(β1t, λ
λ1+λ

) of the form

p
λ1,1

1,β1,0
(n, t) =

(

n + β1t − 1

n

) (

λ1

λ1 + λ

)β1t (
λ

λ1 + λ

)n

,

as discussed in Vellaisamy and Maheshwari (2018) .

(ii) When µ = 0, the TSTFNBP corresponds to the generalized fractional negative binomial process defined in

Soni and Pathak (2024).
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Next, we obtained the governing fractional PDE for the pmf of TSTFNBP {Q
λ1 ,β

α,β1,µ
(t, λ)}t≥0. First, we proceed with

the following lemma.

Lemma 3.1. (Vellaisamy and Maheshwari (2018)) For any τ ≥ 1, the governing fractional PDE of order τ for the

gamma subordinator {Υ(t)}t≥0 is given by

∂τ

∂tτ
fG(x, t) = β1

∂τ−1

∂tτ−1

[

log λ1 + log x − ψ(β1t)
]

fG(x, t), x > 0 and fG(x, 0) = 0,

where ψ(x) is the digamma function and ∂τ

∂tτ
(·) is the Riemann-Liouville fractional differential operator.

The next theorem gives the PDE with respect to time variable satisfying the pdf of the TMLLP.

Theorem 3.1. Let gα,µ(x, t) be the pdf of the TSS. Then the pdf of TMLLP satisfies the following fractional PDE

∂τ

∂tτ
fMα,β1 ,λ1 ,µ

(x, t) = β1

∂τ−1

∂tτ−1

[

(log λ1 − ψ(β1t)) fMα,β1 ,λ1 ,µ
(x, t) +

∫ ∞

0

gα,µ(x, y)(log y) fG(y, t)dy

]

, x > 0, t > 0,

with fMα,β1 ,λ1 ,µ
(x, 0) = 0.

Proof. Consider

fMα,β1 ,λ1 ,µ
(x, t) =

∫ ∞

0

gα,µ(x, y) fG(y, t)dy.

Using the Riemann-Liouville fractional derivative, we obtain

∂τ

∂tτ
fMα,β1 ,λ1 ,µ

(x, t) =
∂τ

∂tτ

∫ ∞

0

gα,µ(x, y) fG(y, t)dy

=

∫ ∞

0

gα,µ(x, y)
∂τ

∂tτ
fG(y, t)dy

=

∫ ∞

0

gα,µ(x, y)

[

β1

∂τ−1

∂tτ−1

[

log λ1 + log y − ψ(β1t)
]

fG(y, t)

]

dy (using Lemma 3.1)

= β1

∂τ−1

∂tτ−1

∫ ∞

0

gα,µ(x, y)
(

log λ1 − ψ(β1t)
)

fG(y, t)dy + β1

∫ ∞

0

gα,µ(x, y)(log y)
∂τ−1

∂tτ−1
fG(y, t)dy.

With the help of Theorem 3.1, we can now obtain the following result.

Theorem 3.2. For τ ≥ 1, the pdf p
λ1,β

α,β1,µ
(n, t) of TSTFNBP satisfies

1

β1

∂τ

∂tτ
p
λ1,β

α,β1,µ
(n, t) =

∂τ−1

∂tτ−1

[

(

log λ1 − ψ(β1t)
)

p
λ1,β

α,β1,µ
(n, t) +

∫ ∞

0

∫ ∞

0

pβ(n/y1, λ)gα,µ(y1, y)(log y) fG(y, t)dydy1

]

,

with p
λ1,β

α,β1,µ
(0, 0) = 1.

Remark 3.2. When µ = 0, the governing PDE of the TSTFNBP reduces to

1

β1

∂τ

∂tτ
p
λ1,β

α,β1,0
(n, t) =

∂τ−1

∂tτ−1

[

(

log λ1 − ψ(β1t)
)

p
λ1,β

α,β1,0
(n, t) +

∫ ∞

0

∫ ∞

0

pβ(n/y1, λ)gα(y1, y)(log y) fG(y, t)dydy1

]

,with p
λ1,β

α,β1,µ
(0, 0) = 1,

as reported by Soni and Pathak (2024). Moreover, when β = 1, it corresponds to the PDE of the SFNB as studied in

Beghin and Vellaisamy (2018).

Next, we discuss the asymptotic behavior for the moments for the TMLLP.

Theorem 3.3. Let q > 0, the asymptotic behavior of qth order moments of TMLLP is given by

E(Mα,β1,λ1,µ(t))q ∼

(

αβ1µ
α−1

λ1

)q

tq as t → ∞.
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Proof. The proof of the theorem can be executed in two parts.

Case 1 – when q is integer: We have the following representation from Kumar et al. (2019)

E(Mα,β1,λ1,µ(t))q ∼

(

αβ1µ
α−1

λ1

)q

tq as t → ∞.

Case 2 – when q is non-integer: Assume 0 < q < 1. With the help of (Kumar et al., 2019, eq. (6)), we have

E

[

(Mα,β1,λ1,µ(t))q
]

=
−1

Γ(1 − q)

∫ ∞

0

d

du

[

λ1

λ1 − µα + (µ + u)α

]β1t

u−qdu

=
αβ1tλ

β1t

1

Γ(1 − q)

∫ ∞

0

(u + µ)α−1u−q

[

λ1 − µα + (µ + u)α
]β1t+1

du

=
αβ1tλ

β1t

1

Γ(1 − q)

∫ ∞

0

(u + µ)α−1u−q

[

λ1 − µα + (µ + u)α
]e−β1t ln[λ1−µ

α
+(u+µ)α]du

=
αβ1tλ

β1t

1

Γ(1 − q)

∫ ∞

µ

zα−1(z − µ)−q

[

λ1 − µα + zα
]e−β1t ln[λ1−µ

α
+zα]dz (by letting u + µ = z).

By taking f (z) = β1 ln(λ1 − µ
α1 + zα) and g(z) =

zα−1(z−µ)−q

[λ1−µα+zα]
, we have the Taylor series around µ of the form

f (z) = β1 ln λ1 +
β1αµ

α−1

λ1

(z − µ) +
β1αµ

α−2

λ2
1

[(α − 1)λ1 − αµ
α](z − µ)2

+ · · ·

= f (µ) +

∞
∑

k=0

a j(z − µ)k+δ,

where δ = 1, f (µ) = β1 ln λ1, a0 =
β1αµ

α−1

λ1
, and a1 =

β1αµ
α−2

λ2
1

[(α − 1)λ1 − αµ
α]. Additionally

g(z) = (z − µ)−q













µα−1

λ1

+
(α − 1) λ1µ

α−2 − αµ2α−2

λ2
1

(z − µ) +
λ2

1
(α − 1)(α − 2)µα−3 − 3α(α − 1)µ2α−3λ1 + 2α2µ2α−3

λ3
1

(z − µ)2
+ · · ·













=

∞
∑

k=0

bk (z − µ)k+γ−1 ,

where γ = 1 − q, b0 =
µα−1

λ1
, and b1 =

(α−1)λ1µ
α−2−αµ2α−2

λ2
1

.

Using Laplace-Erdelyi theorem (see (Kumar et al., 2019, Appendix A)), we have that

∫ ∞

µ

zα−1(z − µ)−q

λ1 − µα + zα
e−β1t ln(λ1−µ

α
+zα)dz ∼ e−tβ1 ln λ1

∞
∑

k=0

Γ

(

k + γ

δ

)

ck

t
k+γ

δ

= λ
−β1t

1

∞
∑

k=0

Γ(k + 1 − q)
ck

tk+1−q
.

Hence, we obtain

E

[

(Mα,β1,λ1,µ(t))
q
]

∼
αβ1t

Γ(1 − q)

∞
∑

k=0

Γ(k + 1 − q)
ck

tk+1−q
, (3.1)

where ck in terms of coefficients ak and bk is given by

ck =
1

a
k+γ

δ

0

k
∑

j=0

bk− j

j
∑

i=0

(

−
k+γ

δ

i

)

1

ai
0

B̂( j,i)(a1, a2, .., a j−i+1)
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and B̂( j,i) are the partial ordinary Bell polynomials (see Andrews (1998) and Soni et al. (2023)). The dominating term

in (3.1), for large t, leads to

E

[

(Mα,β1,λ1,µ(t))q
]

∼ c0αβ1tq,

where c0 =

(

µα−1

λ1

)q
1

(αβ1)1−q . Hence

E(Mα,β1,λ1,µ(t))q ∼

(

αβ1µ
α−1

λ1

)q

tq as t → ∞ for q ∈ (0, 1).

On similar lines, we obtain for general q ∈ (n − 1, n)

E

[

(Mα,β1,λ1,µ(t))q
]

=
(−1)n

Γ(n − q)

∫ ∞

0

dn

dun

[

λ1

λ1 − µα + (µ + u)α

]β1t

un−q−1du

=
(αβ1t)n

Γ(n − q)

∫ ∞

0

λ
β1t

1
(u + µ)n(α−1)

[

λ1 − µα + (µ + u)α
]β1t+n

un−q−1du

∼
(αβ1t)nλ

β1t

1

Γ(n − q)

∫ ∞

0

(u + µ)n(α−1)un−q−1

[

λ1 − µα + (µ + u)α
]n e−β1t ln(λ1−µ

α
+(µ+u)α)du

=
(αβ1t)nλ

β1t

1

Γ(n − q)

∫ ∞

µ

zn(α−1)(z − µ)n−q−1

[

λ1 − µα + zα
]n e−β1t ln(λ1−µ

α
+zα)dz (by letting u + µ = z).

Let f (z) = β1 ln(λ1 − µ
α
+ zα) and g(z) = (z − µ)n−q−1

[

zα−1

λ1−µα+zα

]n
. Then, we have

g(z) = (z − µ)n−q−1















(

µα−1

λ1

)n

+ n

(

µα−1

λ1

)n−1
(α − 1)λ1µ

α−2 − αµ2α−2

λ2
1

(z − µ) + · · ·















=

∞
∑

k=0

bk(z − µ)k+γ−1,

where γ = n − q, b0 =

(

µα−1

λ1

)n

, and b1 = n

(

µα−1

λ1

)n−1
(α−1)λ1µ

α−2−αµ2α−2

λ2
1

. With the help of Laplace-Erdelyi theorem (see

(Kumar et al., 2019, Appendix A)), we get

∫ ∞

µ

zn(α−1)(z − µ)n−q−1

[

λ1 − µα + zα
]n e−β1t ln(λ1−µ

α
+zα)dz ∼ e−tβ1 ln λ1

∞
∑

k=0

Γ(k + n − q)
dk

tk+n−q
.

Hence, we have

E

[

(Mα,β1,λ1,µ(t))
q
]

∼
(αβ1t)n

Γ(n − q)

∞
∑

k=0

Γ(k + n − q)
dk

tk+n−q
,

where dk in terms of coefficient of ak and bk is given by

dk =
1

a
k+γ

δ

0

k
∑

j=0

bk− j

j
∑

i=0

(

−
k+γ

δ

i

)

1

ai
0

B̂( j,i)(a1, a2, .., a j−i+1).

The dominating term, for large t, in the above series corresponds to

E

[

(Mα,β1,λ1,µ(t))q
]

∼ d0

(αβ1t)n

tn−q
,
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where d0 =

(

λ1

µα−1

)−q 1
(αβ1)n−q . Therefore

E(Mα,β1,λ1,µ(t))q ∼

(

αβ1µ
α−1

λ1

)q

tq as t → ∞ for q ∈ (n − 1, n).

Next, we present the mean, variance, and autocovariance functions for the TSTFNBP.

3.1. Mean, variance, autocovariance and index of dispersion

Theorem 3.4. Let 0 < s ≤ t < ∞, the mean, variance, and autocovariance of the process
{

Q
λ1,β

α,β1,µ
(t, λ)

}

t≥0
are given by

(i) E
[

Q
λ1,β

α,β1,µ
(t, λ)

]

= q1E

[

(Mα,β1,λ1,µ(t))β
]

∼ q1

(

αβ1µ
α−1t

λ1

)β

(ii) Var
[

Q
λ1,β

α,β1,µ
(t, λ)

]

= q1E

[

(Mα,β1,λ1,µ(t))β
]

− q2
1

[

E

[

(Mα,β1,λ1,µ(t))β
]]2
+ 2c2E

[

(Mα,β1,λ1,µ(t))2β
]

(iii) Cov
[

Q
λ1,β

α,β1,µ
(s, λ),Q

λ1,β

α,β1,µ
(t, λ)

]

= q1E

[

(Mα,β1,λ1,µ(s))β
]

+ c1E

[

(Mα,β1,λ1,µ(s))2β
]

− q2
1E

[

(Mα,β1,λ1,µ(s))β
]

E

[

(Mα,β1,λ1,µ(t))β
]

+ q2
1βE

[

(Mα,β1,λ1,µ(t))2βB

(

β, 1 + β;
Mα,β1,λ1,µ(s)

Mα,β1,λ1,µ(t)

)]

,

where q1 =
λ

Γ(1+β)
, c1 = βq2

1
B(β, 1+β), c2 =

λ2

Γ(2β+1)
, and B(m, n; x) =

∫ x

0
tm−1(1−t)n−1dt for 0 < x < 1 is an incomplete

beta function.

Proof. We know that (see Laskin (2003))

E

[

Nβ(t, λ)
]

= q1tβ, Var
[

Nβ(t, λ)
]

= q1tβ
[

1 + q1tβ
(

βB(β, 1/2)

22β−1
− 1

)]

. (3.2)

Also, from Beghin and Orsingher (2009), we have that

Cov
[

Nβ(s, λ),Nβ(t, λ)
]

= q1sβ + c1s2β
+ q2

1

[

βt2βB(β, 1 + β; s/t) − (st)β
]

, 0 < s ≤ t,

E

[

Nβ(s, λ)Nβ(t, λ)
]

= q1sβ + c1s2β
+ q2

1

[

βt2βB(β, 1 + β; s/t)
]

,

and

Var
[

Nβ(t, λ)
]

= q1tβ +
(λtβ)2

β

(

1

Γ(2β)
−

1

βΓ2(β)

)

.

Using the conditioning argument and with the help of the above quantities for the FPP, we get

E

[

Q
λ1,β

α,β1,µ
(t, λ)

]

=E

[

Nβ(Mα,β1,λ1,µ(t))
]

= E

[

Nβ(Mα,β1,λ1,µ(t))|Mα,β1,λ1,µ(t)
]

= q1E

[

(Mα,β1,λ1,µ(t))β
]

Var
[

Q
λ1,β

α,β1,µ
(t, λ)

]

=Var
[

E

[

Nβ(Mα,β1,λ1,µ(t))|Mα,β1,λ1,µ(t)
]]

+ E

[

Var
[

Nβ(Mα,β1,λ1,µ(t))|Mα,β1,λ1,µ(t)
]]

=q1E

[

(Mα,β1,λ1,µ(t))β
]

− q2
1

[

E

[

(Mα,β1,λ1,µ(t))β
]]2
+ 2c2E

[

(Mα,β1,λ1,µ(t))2β
]

and

E

[

Q
λ1,β

α,β1,µ
(s, λ)Q

λ1,β

α,β1,µ
(t, λ)

]

= E

[

E

[

Nβ(Mα,β1,λ1,µ(s))Nβ(Mα,β1,λ1,µ(t))|Mα,β1,λ1,µ(s), Mα,β1,λ1,µ(t)
]]

= E

[

q1(Mα,β1,λ1,µ(s))β + c1(Mα,β1,λ1,µ(s))2β
+ q2

1β(Mα,β1,λ1,µ(t))
2βB

(

β, 1 + β;
Mα,β1,λ1,µ(s)

Mα,β1,λ1,µ(t)

)]

.

Therefore, with the help of Part (i) and Part (ii), we get the desired expression for the Cov
[

Q
λ1,β

α,β1,µ
(s, λ),Q

λ1,β

α,β1,µ
(t, λ)

]

.
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Remark 3.3. Let {X(t)}t≥0 be a stochastic process. We say it is overdispersed if Var[X(t)] − E[X(t)] > 0 for all t ≥ 0

(see (Cox and Lewis, 1966, p. 72)). Now, for the process
{

Q
λ1,β

α,β1,µ
(t, λ)

}

t≥0

Var
[

Q
λ1,β

α,β1,µ
(t, λ)

]

− E
[

Q
λ1,β

α,β1,µ
(t, λ)

]

= 2c2E

[

(Mα,β1,λ1,µ(t))2β
]

− q2
1

[

E

[

(Mα,β1,λ1,µ(t))β
]]2

=
λ2

β





















E

[

(Mα,β1,λ1,µ(t))2β
]

Γ(2β)
−

[

E

[

(Mα,β1,λ1,µ(t))β
]]2

βΓ2(β)





















≥
(

E

[

(Mα,β1,λ1,µ(t))β
])2

[

λ2

β

(

1

Γ(2β)
−

1

βΓ2(β)

)]

.

One can observe that λ
2

β

(

1
Γ(2β)
− 1

βΓ2(β)

)

> 0 for λ > 0 and β ∈ (0, 1) (see Beghin and Macci (2014)) and
[

E

[

(Mα,β1,λ1,µ(t))β
]]2
≤

E

[

(Mα,β1,λ1,µ(t))2β
]

is true because of Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and shows the overdispersion of the
{

Q
λ1,β

α,β1,µ
(t, λ)

}

t≥0
.

3.2. Laplace transform

Let h(x, t) be the pdf of the Eβ
(

Mα,β1,λ1,µ(t)
)

and kβ(x, t) be the pdf of the inverse stable subordinator Eβ(t) with LT

E[e−uEβ(t)] = E1
β,1

(−utβ) (see Meerschaert and Straka (2013)). Then, the LT of Eβ
(

Mα,β1,λ1,µ(t)
)

can be derived as

E

[

e−uEβ(Mα,β1 ,λ1 ,µ
(t))

]

=

∫ ∞

0

e−uxh(x, t)dx =

∫ ∞

0

∫ ∞

0

e−uxkβ(x, y) fMα,β1 ,λ1 ,µ
(t, y)dydx (3.3)

=

∫ ∞

0

E1
β,1(−uyβ) fMα,β1 ,λ1 ,µ

(t, y)dy

=

∞
∑

l=0

(−u)l

Γ(1 + βl)

∫ ∞

0

ylβ fMα,β1 ,λ1 ,µ
(t, y)dy

=

∞
∑

l=0

(−u)l

Γ(1 + βl)
E[(Mα,β1,λ1,µ(t))lβ]. (3.4)

Using the conditioning arguments, we obtain the LT for TSTFNBP as

E

[

e
−uQ

λ1 ,β

α,β1 ,µ
(t,λ)

]

= E

[

E

[

e−uN(Eβ(Mα,β1 ,λ1 ,µ
(t)))|Eβ

(

Mα,β1,λ1,µ(t)
)]]

= E

[

E

[

exp
(

−λEβ
(

Mα,β1,λ1,µ(t)
)

(1 − e−u)
)

/Eβ
(

Mα,β1,λ1,µ(t)
)]]

=

∞
∑

l=0

(−λ(1 − e−u))l

Γ(1 + βl)
E[(Mα,β1,λ1,µ(t))lβ].

The probability generating function of the process {Q
λ1,β

α,β1,µ
(t, λ)}t≥0 can be evaluated using LT and is given by

E

[

u
Q
λ1 ,β

α,β1 ,µ
(t,λ)

]

=

∞
∑

l=0

(−λ(1 − u))l

Γ(1 + βl)
E[(Mα,β1,λ1,µ(t))lβ].

Remark 3.4. When α = 1, µ = 0, the LT of TSTFNBP reduces to

E

[

e
−uQ

λ1 ,β

1,β1 ,0
(t,λ)

]

=
1

Γ(β1t)
2ψ1















−λ(1 − e−u)

λ
β

1

(1, 1) , (β1t, β)

(1, β)















,

which is the LT of the FNBP discussed in Vellaisamy and Maheshwari (2018).

Next, we present the Lévy measure density for the particular case when β = 1.
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3.3. Lévy measure

It is to note that when β = 1, the TSTFNBP is identical to the TSFNBP defined in Maheshwari (2023). We derive

here the Lévy measure density for TSFNBP. Using Lévy density of TMLLP (2.3) and the formula (Ken-Iti, 1999,

page 197), the Lévy measureD for the process {Q
λ1 ,1
α,β1,µ

(t, λ)}t≥0 can be evaluated as

D(k) =

∫ ∞

0

∞
∑

i=1

pβ(i/t, λ)δ{i}(k)π(t)dt

=

∫ ∞

0

∞
∑

i=1

(λt)i

i!
e−λtδ{i}(k)

αβ1

t
e−µtEα,1

[

(µα − λ1)tα
]

dt

= αβ1

∞
∑

i=1

(λ)i

i!
δ{i}(k)

∫ ∞

0

e−(µ+λ)tti−1

∞
∑

j=0

[

(µα − λ1)tα
] j

Γ(α j + 1)
dt

= αβ1

∞
∑

i=1

(λ)i

i!
δ{i}(k)

∞
∑

j=0

(µα − λ1) j

Γ(α j + 1)

∫ ∞

0

e−(µ+λ)tti−1+α jdt

= αβ1

∞
∑

i=1

(λ)i

i!
δ{i}(k)

∞
∑

j=0

(µα − λ1) j

Γ(α j + 1)

Γ(α j + i)

(λ + µ)α j+i
. (3.5)

4. Second-order asymptotic properties and first-passage time

In this section, we will discuss the long-range dependence and first-passage time for the TSTFNBP. We first

reproduce the definition of the LRD property (see D’Ovidio and Nane (2014), Maheshwari and Vellaisamy (2016),

Kumar et al. (2020)).

Definition 4.1. Let 0 < s < t, let the correlation function Corr[X(s), X(t)] for a stochastic process {X(t)}t≥0 satisfies

the following relation

lim
t→∞

Corr[X(s), X(t)]

t−d
= k(s),

for some k(s) > 0 and d > 0. The process {X(t)}t≥0 exhibits the long-range dependence (LRD) property when

d ∈ (0, 1).

4.1. Dependence structure of the TSTFNBP

Lemma 4.1. Let β ∈ (0, 1) and 0 < s < t, s is fixed. Then the following asymptotic expansion holds for a large t.

(i) E

[

(Mα,β1,λ1,µ(s))β(Mα,β1,λ1,µ(t))
β
]

∼ E

[

(Mα,β1,λ1,µ(s))β
]

E

[

(Mα,β1,λ1,µ(t − s))β
]

(ii) βE

[

(Mα,β1,λ1,µ(t))2βB

(

β, 1 + β;
Mα,β1 ,λ1 ,µ

(s)

Mα,β1 ,λ1 ,µ
(t)

)]

∼ E

[

(Mα,β1,λ1,µ(s))β
]

E

[

(Mα,β1,λ1,µ(t − s))β
]

.

Proof. Proof of the following lemma is similar to that of Lemma 2 in Maheshwari and Vellaisamy (2016).

We will next proof the LRD property for our process.

Theorem 4.1. The process TSTFNBP exhibits the LRD property.

Proof. Using Theorem 3.3 and with the help of Lemma 4.1(ii), the asymptotic behavior of the covariance is

Cov
[

Q
λ1,β

α,β1,µ
(s, λ),Q

λ1,β

α,β1,µ
(t, λ)

]

∼ q1E

[

(Mα,β1,λ1,µ(s))β
]

+ c1E

[

(Mα,β1,λ1,µ(s))2β
]

− q2
1E

[

(Mα,β1,λ1,µ(s))β
] [

E

[

(Mα,β1,λ1,µ(t))β
]

− E
[

(Mα,β1,λ1,µ(t − s))β
]]

∼ q1E

[

(Mα,β1,λ1,µ(s))β
]

+ c1E

[

(Mα,β1,λ1,µ(s))2β
]

− q2
1E

[

(Mα,β1,λ1,µ(s))β
]















(

αβ1µ
α−1t

λ1

)β

−

(

αβ1µ
α−1(t − s)

λ1

)β














∼ q1E

[

(Mα,β1,λ1,µ(s))β
]

+ c1E

[

(Mα,β1,λ1,µ(s))2β
]

(since tβ − (t − s)β ∼ βstβ−1for large value of t).
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Also, the asymptotic behavior of the variance is as follows

Var
[

Q
λ1,β

α,β1,µ
(t, λ)

]

∼ q1

(

αβ1µ
α−1t

λ1

)β

− q2
1

(

αβ1µ
α−1t

λ1

)2β

+ 2c2

(

αβ1µ
α−1t

λ1

)2β

= t2β















q1

(

αβ1µ
α−1

λ1t

)β

− q2
1

(

αβ1µ
α−1

λ1

)2β

+ 2c2

(

αβ1µ
α−1

λ1

)2β














∼ t2β

(

αβ1µ
α−1

λ1

)2β

(2c2 − q2
1)

∼ t2βd1,

where d1 =

(

αβ1µ
α−1

λ1

)2β

(2c2 − q2
1
). Therefore, the correlation function can be computed as

Corr
[

Q
λ1,β

α,β1,µ
(s, λ),Q

λ1,β

α,β1,µ
(t, λ)

]

=

Cov
[

Q
λ1,β

α,β1,µ
(s, λ),Q

λ1,β

α,β1,µ
(t, λ)

]

√

Var
[

Q
λ1,β

α,β1,µ
(s, λ)

]

√

Var
[

Q
λ1,β

α,β1,µ
(t, λ)

]

∼
q1E

[

(Mα,β1,λ1,µ(s))β
]

+ c1E

[

(Mα,β1,λ1,µ(s))2β
]

√

t2βd1

√

Var
[

Q
λ1,β

α,β1,µ
(t, λ)

]

= t−β

























q1E

[

(Mα,β1,λ1,µ(s))β
]

+ c1E

[

(Mα,β1,λ1,µ(s))2β
]

√

d1Var
[

Q
λ1,β

α,β1,µ
(t, λ)

]

























.

Hence, for 0 < β < 1 and the decaying power t−β, the process shows the LRD property.

4.2. First-passage time distribution

Finally, we look at the first-passage time distribution of the TSTFNBP. For a stochastic process, it is the time

during which a process reaches a certain threshold for the first time.

Let Tk be the time of first upcrossing of level k and is defined as Tk := inf{t ≥ 0 : Q
λ1,β

α,β1,µ
(t, λ) ≥ k}. Then the

survival function Pr{Tk > t} can be derived as

Pr{Tk > t} = Pr{Q
λ1,β

α,β1,µ
(t, λ) < k} =

k−1
∑

n=0

Pr{Q
λ1,β

α,β1,µ
(t, λ) = n}

=

k−1
∑

n=0

∫ ∞

0

pβ(n/y, λ) fMα,β1,λ1 ,µ
(t,y)dy

=

k−1
∑

n=0

∫ ∞

0

(λyβ)n

n!

∞
∑

l=0

(n + l)!

l!

(−λyβ)l

Γ(β(l + n) + 1)
fMα,β1 ,λ1 ,µ

(t,y)dy

=

k−1
∑

n=0

λn

n!

∞
∑

l=0

(n + l)!

l!

(−λ)l

Γ(β(l + n) + 1)

∫ ∞

0

yβ(n+l) fMα,β1 ,λ1 ,µ
(t,y)dy

=

k−1
∑

n=0

λn

n!

∞
∑

l=0

(n + l)!

l!

(−λ)l

Γ(β(l + n) + 1)
E[(Mα,β1,λ1,µ(t))β(n+l)].

Furthermore, the distribution of Tk can be written as

Pr{Tk < t} = Pr{Q
λ1,β

α,β1,µ
(t, λ) ≥ k} =

∞
∑

n=k

Pr{Q
λ1 ,β

α,β1,µ
(t, λ) = n}

=

∞
∑

n=k

λn

n!

∞
∑

l=0

(n + l)!

l!

(−λ)l

Γ(β(l + n) + 1)
E[(Mα,β1,λ1,µ(t))

β(n+l)].
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Therefore, the density function P(n, t) = Pr{Tk ∈ dt}/dt is

P(n, t) =
d

dt

∞
∑

n=k

λn

n!

∞
∑

l=0

(n + l)!

l!

(−λ)l

Γ(β(l + n) + 1)
E[(Mα,β1,λ1,µ(t))β(n+l)]

=
d

dt

















1 −

k−1
∑

n=0

λn

n!

∞
∑

l=0

(n + l)!

l!

(−λ)l

Γ(β(l + n) + 1)
E[(Mα,β1,λ1,µ(t))β(n+l)]

















= −
d

dt

k−1
∑

n=0

λn

n!

∞
∑

l=0

(n + l)!

l!

(−λ)l

Γ(β(l + n) + 1)
E

[

(Mα,β1,λ1,µ(t))β(n+l)
]

.
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