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ABSTRACT ARTICLE HISTORY
This work proposes a new class of models, namely Conway-Maxwell Received 16 March 2021
—Poisson seasonal autoregressive moving average model (CMP- Accepted 11 July 2021
SARMA), which extends the class of Conway-Maxwell-Poisson

" " i o KEYWORDS
autoregressive moving average models by including seasonal com- CMP-SARMA:
ponents to the dynamic model structure. The proposed class of mod- Conway-Maxwell-Poisson

els assumes a Conway-Maxwell-Poisson conditional distribution for distribution; time series of
the response variable, which allows us to model univariate time counts; seasonality
series of non-negative counts with overdispersion, equidispersion,

and underdispersion. We estimated the parameters by conditional

maximum likelihood. We also present closed-form expressions for

the conditional score function and conditional Fisher information

matrix. In addition, hypothesis testing, diagnostic analysis, and fore-

casting are proposed and asymptotic results are discussed. A Monte

Carlo simulation study is conducted to evaluate the finite sample

properties of the estimators. Finally, we present an application of the

new model to real data and compare the results with other models

in the literature.

1. Introduction

Recently, the generalized autoregressive moving average (GARMA) model proposed by [1]
has been considered in some time series applications/studies [2-5]. The GARMA model
extends the univariate Gaussian autoregressive moving average (ARMA) model to a flexible
observation driven model for non-Gaussian time series data. Similar to the generalized
linear model (GLM) introduced by [6], the conditional mean of the response variable is
modelled directly by a regression structure through a link function.

The model proposed by [1] assumes that the conditional distribution of the dependent
variable belongs to the exponential family given the process history. In the same approach,
[7] developed dynamic models in the beta distribution family (BARMA), [8] introduced
a dynamic class of models taking values in the double bounded interval following the
Kumaraswamy distribution, and [9] proposed a dynamic class of models for random vari-
ables belonging to the class of symmetric distributions. Recently, [10] developed a dynamic
regression model based on the Conway-Maxwell-Poisson (CMP) distribution for the
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analysis of time series of counts with equidispersion, underdispersion, and overdisper-
sion. Although the mentioned models can be used for time series with seasonality, using
sine/cosine functions as covariates, such a strategy is not appropriate when the seasonality
is stochastic [11].

Modelling seasonal time series has been the focus of extensive research in the literature.
In practical situations, the well-known seasonal autoregressive integrated moving aver-
age (SARIMA) model [12] has been frequently used for modelling univariate time series.
However, many real data often do not adhere to the assumption of normality required
by this model [13]. Some works have shown an increasing interest in non-Gaussian sea-
sonal time series models, such as [11,14,15], and [16]. However, the study of seasonal time
series of counts with equidispersion, underdispersion, and overdispersion has received
less attention in the literature. Thus, this paper aims to give a contribution towards this
direction.

Based on the above discussion, we propose a class of Conway-Maxwell-Poisson sea-
sonal autoregressive moving average (CMP-SARMA) models, which extends the Con-
way-Maxwell-Poisson autoregressive moving average (CMP-ARMA) and is capable to
model seasonal time series of count data that exhibit overdispersion, equidispersion, and
underdispersion. For this purpose, we adopted the mean-parametrized CMP distribution
proposed by [17] that allows the mean to be modelled directly. The model parameters are
estimated using the conditional maximum likelihood estimation. In addition, some resid-
ual and diagnostic tools are proposed and discussed. The performance in small samples of
the estimators is evaluated via Monte Carlo simulations

This paper is organized as follows. Initially, we present the proposed model in Section 2.
The parameters of the model are estimated by the conditional maximum likelihood
method in Section 3, where we also provide closed-form expressions for the conditional
score vector and conditional Fisher information matrix. The discussion in Section 3 also
provides confidence intervals and hypothesis testing. Section 4 gives some diagnostic mea-
sures and forecasting. In Section 5, we conduct a brief simulation study. Section 6 presents
an empirical application to illustrate the proposed model. Finally, Section 7 presents some
conclusions.

2. The proposed model

Let {Y/};cz be a sequence of random variables and let {X;};c7 be the corresponding r-
dimensional vector of explanatory variables. In the CMP-SARMA model, conditional on
its past, each observation Y; follows the CMP distribution with mean p; and dispersion v,
that is, the conditional probability function is given by

)\(,LLt, V)yt
(}’t')vZ()\(Mta V), \)) ’
where i1 = {Y—1,..., Y1, X¢—1,..., X1} is the o-field generated by the past values of

the series and of the covariate data, A (ui¢, v) is a function of u and v, given by the solution
to

Pr(Ye =yt | Fr-1) = y=0,1,2,..., 1)

[o,0) }\‘S
0= ;(S - Mt)(s!T 2)
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and
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is the normalizing constant. Furthermore, v is the dispersion parameter such that v > 1
implies underdispersion and v < 1 implies overdispersion relative to a Poisson distribu-
tion with same mean. The normalizing constant Z(A (i, v), v) and the parameter A (ui¢, v)
presented above can be numerically obtained by truncating the infinite sums given in
Equations (2) and (3), respectively. The conditional mean of Y; is given by E(Y; | Fi—1) =
M.

The proposed Conway-Maxwell-Poisson seasonal autoregressive moving average
model, CMP-SARMA (p, ) x (P, Q)s, can be written as

¢ (B (B%)[g() — x Bl = 6(B)O(B)rs, (4)
where B = (Bo, B1>...,B1) " is the (I + 1)-dimensional vector of unknown parameters,
x=(Lxip... ,xl,t)T is the (I 4 1)-dimensional vector containing the covariates at time

t,rr = g(yr) — g(1uy) is the uncorrelated random errors sequence measurable with respect
to Ft, g(+) is a link function, ¢ (B) is the non-seasonal autoregressive polynomial, 6 (B)
is the non-seasonal moving average polynomial, ®(B%) is the seasonal autoregressive
polynomial, and © (B%) is the seasonal moving average polynomial, defined by

¢(B)=1—¢B— B> — - — B,

0(B) =1—61B—6,B> — - — 6,81,
®B% =1— &B5 — &, — ... — ®pB*,,
OB%) =1-0,B5— 0,85 — ... — 9qB*,

where p, g, P, and Q are the orders of the respective polynomials, S is the seasonal period,
and B is a backshift operator, that is By, = y;_g.
We can rewrite Equation (4) as

p P
ne=g(u) =x{ B+ ¢ilghii) —x_Bl+ Y Prlgli—is) — x_ 58]
i=1 I=1

p P q Q
=D D hi®1lgi—itis) — Xy Bl = Y Orij— D Oprig)
I= j=1 J=1

i=1 1

9 Q
+ Z Z 00171 (j+75)> (5)

]:1 J=1

where 1, = g(is) is the linear predictor. The structure of the model is the same as in
[16]. Similarly to the SARMA model, the transformed mean (g(u;)) may depend on
lagged observations (g(y;—;)) and errors r;_;, for lags i = 1,2,...; and/or seasonal lags
i=18,2S,.... Choosing an identity link function (g(;) = u;) implies some restrictions
toensure iy > 0. Thus, to circumvent this problem, we chose the logarithmic link function.
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Also, to avoid calculating the logarithm of observations equal to zero, we replace y; ; = 0
in Equation (4) with y;_; = max(y;—j, ¢), where ¢ is an arbitrary small value, such that
0<c<l

The CMP-SARMA model extends the approach proposed by [10] by incorporating a
seasonal autoregressive moving average (SARMA) structure.

3. Parameter estimation

The parameter estimation of the CMP-SARMA model can be obtained by the maximum
conditional likelihood method based on the first m observations, where m = max(p +
PS,q + QS).

Letyi,....yt = 1,...,n,beatime series with length n. To fita CMP-SARMA(p, q) X
(P, Q)s model, let y = (ﬂT, ¢T, 0T, 07,07, V)T be the regression parameter vector. The
conditional log-likelihood function is given by

n

)= ) logf(lF) = Y Llunv), (6)

t=m+1 t=m+1
where

Ce(pp,v) = yrlog(M(pe, v)) — viog(y!) —log Z(A(pr, v), v).

3.1. Conditional score vector

The conditional score vector is given by taking first derivatives of the conditional log-
likelihood function given in (6) with respect to each element of y. By the chain rule, for
viZv,i=12,...,14+p+q9+P+ Q+ 1, we have

U, () = 2L _ Z 0L (e, v) OR(pasy v) dpas e

Y OA( ) 0 dns 3y; @
Vi A— MtV Mt Nt 0Yi
Observe that
W(uepv) _ ye— e M)  Aupv) o odpe 1
() Appv)’ dpe V() dne g (ny)’

Zoo (=1 he (e 0)]

where V(/’Lt; V) = Y =0 _(}/t!)vz()»r(llt,v):”)

is the variance of Y;. Substituting these results
in (7), we obtain

n
Yt — [t ant
U, =Y —2— 2 1 foryi ¢, (8)
Y ; V(i v)g (o) 3y ¢

We also have

any 07— 877t IMne—js
5g, = E0=) — x_iB] <I>(BS>+ZQ, a¢,] +Z



JOURNAL OF STATISTICAL COMPUTATION AND SIMULATION e 5

q

Gl
SR

=1 J=1

.

an an 3n s OMi—(i1Js
a_gf:—rt_1®(35)+29 = l+Z Jhalio ’ ZZ@@ - “*”,
J

i=1 J=1

i d
P [gi—1s) — x_1sBlo (B)—{—ZQJ on:— 4 Z 77t AnNe—js

0d;
1 & Nt—(j+Js)
_ZZGJGJ a0,
=1 J=1
Q
oy one—j 3m IS on— (;+15)
56, =" ,Se(B)+Z<9 +Z ZZG(% ’

j=1 I=1

ane
9B = Xtk — E DiX(t—iyk — E Drxt-15)k + 21 ;1051 ) %
1=

< 377t nt—js 377t (;+JS)
+Z® ZZ@@, .

j=1J]=1

Let y= ()’m+1, cee >)’n)T, n = (Mm-i—l’ ce ’Mn)—r) T= dlag{l/g/(ﬂm+1)> e l/g/(ﬂn)};
and V = diag{1/V(m+1,v), ..., 1/V(un, v)}. Also, let Z, A, A, M, and M be the matri-
ces with dimension (n — m) x (r+ 1), (n —m) x p, (n —m) x P, (n — m) x g,and (n —
m) x Q, respectively, for which the (i, j)-th elements are given by

>

0N m+i A a’?m—t—i’ »Aij _ ONmti

ij = > i = T
oB; 09 20,
0Nm+i N+
Ml] = 89] > and Mz] = 8®]

For each y; ¢ v in Equation (8), each element can be written in matrix form as
Us(p) =Z'TV(y—p), Us(y) =ATTV(y—p),
Uo(1) = A TV(y—p), Up(y) =M TV(y— p),
Uo(y) = M TV(y — p).
The derivative of £(y) with respect to the dispersion parameter v is given by
H(Y) = Wupny) (e — )
Uy = =50 = 3 EEEE = 3 A v) Tt — [log(n) — B )

t=m+1 v t=m+1 Vs v)

where A(us, v) = Ey, 0 [log(ye) (yr — me)] and B(ug, v) = Ey,,y log(ys)).
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The conditional score vector can then be written as

Uy) = WUs) ", Ups) " Us(») ", Us() T, Us ()T, Us(»)).

The conditional maximum likelihood estimators (CMLE) are obtained from the solution of
the system of nonlinear equations U(y) = 0, where 0 is a vector of zeros with dimension
(I+p+g+ P+ Q+2). Such a system does not have an analytical solution, being nec-
essary to apply iterative numerical methods. Here, we apply the nlminb optimization
algorithm [18] available from the stats package in R software [19]. We assume the initial
values for 7; and r; to be equal zero, both for t = 1,2, ..., m. Next, we shall obtain n; and
r¢ for t > m recursively using (5).

3.2. Conditional information matrix

This section provides analytic formulae for the conditional Fisher information matrix,
which will be used later to construct the asymptotic confidence intervals and hypoth-
esis tests. The conditional Fisher information matrix for y is given by K(y) =
E[—3%¢(y)/dydy "], which requires the expectations of the second derivatives of the
conditional log-likelihood function.

The second order derivatives of the log-likelihood function, for i,j € {1,...,I+p +
q+ P+ Q+ 1} (yi # v,), are given by

ey) _ 0 [aet(ut,wdut%]

dovidy; L= vl om  dmdy

2": [azﬁt(ut,w dpee O dpe Oy 8&(%!))1(%%)}

op2  dne dy; dne 8y e 0y \ dny 3y

t=m+1

du?  dn dy; dn; 9y e By dn? oy

_ Xn: |:32€t(,ut, v) dpws dne dpag Oy " e (ar, v) Oy d?puy ang
t=m+1

_i_aﬁt(ﬂt,v)% 827)t ]
duy  dny dy0yi |

Since E(W | Fi—1) = 0 the expected value of the derivative above is given by

dpt 2 on; any
_ _— ——. 9
d 1) (dﬂt> dy; 3y ®)

The second order derivatives of £;(1s, v) with respect to 1 are given by

3% (e v) _ =V v) — (e — ) [m3 (e, v)/ V(g v)]
Il V(g v)? ’

n

2
Ft-l) — Z E<8 ﬁt(:ut’v)

2
t=m+1 8,u,t

9%
E( »)
yidy;

where m3(uy, v) is the third central moment. Thus,

3% (e v) ) -1
E\ ——F1 ) = . 10
( u? ! Ve v) (1)
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By replacing (10) in (9), it follows that

9%
E( »)
yidy;

n

—1 ong any
F)= Y oo o,
t t:;H V(o g (u)? 9y; 0y

The second order derivatives of the log-likelihood function related to v are given by [10]

Rey) 9 - (e — 1e)
= 7 A > ., < 1 ! - B 5
vy 9j {t;ﬂ (to:) V(s v) [Og()/t) (b U)]

_ Z ”B(ut,v) L Dlunv) mgwt,v)} oy

E —u)}
e ALV ™ Van? ~ Vs oy 7

and

2ey) 3 | )

_ A(:ut) U)Z

— V(Mt,V) —C(Mt,V),

where C(ut, v) = Vyu,,»(log(yr)) and D(uy, v) = Ey, 0 [log(ye) (ve — ).
Since E(Y¢|Fi—1) = puy, we have
-7:t1) =0
n

App, v)?
Fir) = 32 [y - o)

t=m+1

E %0(1us, v)
avay;

and

2
E<3 £y)

o2

Notice that v is orthogonal to the other parameters.
Let W = diag{w1, ..., w,}, where

_A(I'Lt) V)z

V(Mt, U) + C(Mt) V).

W =
The conditional Fisher information matrix for y is given by

Kpp Kepg Kpo Kepeo Kpe Kegy

Kgp Koo Koo Koo Kgeo Kegy

Kop Koy Koo Koo Koo Ken (11)
Kep Koo Koo Koo Koo Koy’

Kep Keog¢ Koo Kes Kee Ken

Kvpg Kog Koe Koo Kepe Koy

K(y) =
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where

Tvr? T Ty 72
K(ﬂ,ﬂ) = ZTVT Z, . A K(ﬂ)‘b) = K(_Iﬁl},ﬁ) = ZTVT 214,
K(ﬂﬂ) = K(OT’ﬂ) =7 ;’T ]2VI, K(ﬂ’qn = K_Fq)’ﬂ) =Z'VT-A,
Kpo)=Kep =2 VI'M, Ky =K 5 =0,
K(¢,¢) = ATVT A, . ) K(¢>0) = K(?|_»¢) =A ;/T ]ZVI)
K(¢,<I>) = K(q’)(i’) =A'VT°A, K(¢,@) = K(®)¢) =A'VT°M,
K@) = KEL@ =0, K@) = MTVT’M,

T Tyr? T T2
K@ = Kz;’g) =0, Koo =A VT?A,

T 2

K(<I>,®) = K(T@,q,) =A'VT M, K(<I>,v) = KZ))(I)) =0,
K(Q’Q) = MT VTZM, K(@,V) = K(T),@) = O’

K(u,v) = tr(W).

As normalizing the constant in (3), the series A(u¢, v), B(us, v), C(ut, v) and D(uy, v)
can be computed by truncating the numerical series. Under the usual regularity condi-
tions and for » sufficiently large, the conditional maximum likelihood estimator ¥ of the
parameter vector y is asymptotically normally distributed [8,20,21], that is,

~ Nriptq+P+Q+2 K], (12)

<) @) D) 9N )IR)
S @RS

where N1 41p1Q+2 denotes the (I + p + g + P + Q + 2)-dimensional normal distribu-
tion, B, ¢, ®,0, ©, and ¥ are the CMLE of B8, ¢, ®,0, ©, and v, respectively, and K(¥) !
is the conditional Fisher information inverse matrix.

3.3. Confidence intervals and hypothesis testing

Consider the null hypothesis Hy : y; = yio versus Hy : y; # yio, where J/io is a specified

value for the unknown parameter y;. A useful statistic that is particularly convenient to

test individual parameters [22] is the so-called z statistic, which is given by
Vi—vi

(13)

where k is the i-th diagonal element of K L

Under 'H and for large n, z follows approximately a standard normal distribution. More
general hypothesis testing inference can also be performed using the log-partial likelihood
ratio, Wald, and score statistics. Under H), all the mentioned test statistics converge to a
x? distribution. See [23] for further details.
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We can also obtain asymptotic confidence intervals for each parameter y;. An approxi-
mate 100(1 — )% confidence interval for y; is given by

[J//? — Z1—a2V K Vi 4 21— )2V ki’] ,

where ®(z1_¢/2) = 1 — /2, with ®(-) being the cumulative distribution function of the
standardized normal distribution N(0, 1).

4. Diagnostic measures and forecasting

This section introduces some model selection criteria and procedures to test the adequacy
and goodness-of-fit of the proposed model. For the model selection, we adopted the follow-
ing two information criteria: the Akaike Information Criterion (AIC) [24] and the Schwarz
Information Criterion (SIC) [25], given, respectively, by

AIC = —0 + 2k,
SIC = — + log(n)k, (14)

where k = I+ p+ g+ P+ Q+ 2 is the number of parameters in the model.

Residual analysis is an important technique for checking model adequacy. Here, we
consider the randomized quantile residuals introduced by [26]. When the response vari-
able is discrete, the randomized quantile residuals are given by riq) = &~ (u), where
&~ 1(.) is the quantile function of the standard normal distribution, u; is a random vari-
able uniformly distributed in the interval [F(y; — 1 | Fy—1), F(y¢ | Ft—1)], and F(:) is the
cumulative distribution function of the observations.

To test the validity of the assumed distribution in the proposed model, we also use a
non-randomized yet uniform version of the probability integral transformation (PIT) pro-
posed by [27] for time series models for count data. It utilizes the conditional cumulative
distribution function given the observed count y; via

0, u=<FQy:—1|F1),
—F(yr— 11 F-1) Fy: — 1| F=1)
O Fy = u ’ t t
(Wl Fi-1) F(y | Fio1) — F(yr — 1| Fioy) <u=<FQ: | Fi-1)s
1, u>FQy: | Fio1).

The calibration can be assessed by comparing the mean PIT, defined by

n
Fay=m—-m™" Y FOw|Fy), 0<u<l,
t=m+1

to the cumulative distribution function of a uniform random variable. This comparison
can be performed empirically by plotting a non-randomized PIT histogram at J equidis-
tant bins, where the height of the histogram is f; = F(j/]) — F((j — 1)/]) forj = 1,...,],
and check for uniformity [28,29]. U-shaped and inverse U-shaped histograms indicate,
respectively, underdispersed and overdispersion predictive distributions.
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We can obtain h-steps ahead forecasts for the CMP-SARMA model as follows

p P
Pu(h) = exp (a + Y GilgWnn-l + D Prlgnsn—is)]

i=1 I=1

p P q Q
= iP1gOnh—ir1)] — O OilFurng] = > O[Fusnys]
i=1 I=1 j=1 J=1
.
+ 229;(9} Tuth—G+s)] | >
j=1J]=1

where

_ g(ﬁt): t> n,
g0l = {g(yt), t<n.

5. Monte Carlo simulation study

In what follows, we shall evaluate the asymptotic properties of the CMLE for the proposed
model through a Monte Carlo (MC) simulation study using the CMP-SARMA(1, 1) X
(1, 1)1, model with three different values for the dispersion parameter: v € {0.5, 1.0, 2.0}.
The systematic component of the model is given by

log(1us) = ¢1{log(yi—1) — Bol + P1[log(yi—12) — Bol — $1P1[log(yi—13) — Bol
—Oi[ri—1] — O1[ri—12] + 01O1ri—13, t=14,...,n,

where 8y = 2.0, ¢; = 0.5, 0, = —0.4, &; = —0.2, and ©; = 0.3. All computational rou-
tines developed in this paper were implemented and performedinR software [19]. We
generate 5000 Monte Carlo replicates of each experiment with n € {100, 100, 200, 400, 800}.
For each experiment, we evaluate the mean, percentage relative bias (RB %), defined as
{E (§) — 0}/0, and mean squared error (MSE). After a preliminary study on the parameter
estimates, we truncate all infinite sums in this paper at the 1001st term.

The results for all scenarios are shown in Table 1. We note that the bias decreases and that
the MSE tends toward zero as the size of the sample increases, indicating the consistency
property of the CMLE. These results indicate that the CMLE appeared to perform well.
We also note that the seasonal estimators present a larger relative bias in all scenarios, as
expected, since we have less information about the seasonal parameters in the observations,
because we need 12 observations to complete a seasonal cycle. Such fact was also verified
for the BSSARMA model in [16].

6. Empirical application

In this section, for illustrative purposes, we analyse and discuss a real application. We fit-
ted the CMP-SARMA model to monitor the number of robberies in the City of Chicago
from January 2020 to April 2020. This dataset was obtained from the Chicago Police
Department! and contains the hourly number of robberies committed in the City of
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Table 1. Monte Carlo simulation results of the CMLE for the CMP-ARMA (1, 1) x
(1, 1)12 model.

Scenario 1 - overdispersion

o [ [of] 01 [CX v

Parameters 2.0 0.5 —0.2 —0.4 0.3 0.5
Mean 2.299 0.469 —0.300 —0.413 0.211 0.539
n = 100 RB(%) 14.966 —6.113 50.058 3.366 —29.501 7.937
MSE 0.506 0.018 0.040 0.019 0.055 0.018
Mean 2.161 0.486 —0.261 —0.406 0.249 0.518
n = 200 RB(%) 8.043 —2.830 30.386 1.538 —16.880 3.566
MSE 0.203 0.007 0.021 0.008 0.024 0.007
Mean 2.115 0.490 —0.244 —0.404 0.266 0.512
n = 300 RB(%) 5.746 —2.045 22.012 0.938 —11.344 2.367
MSE 0.122 0.005 0.014 0.005 0.015 0.005
Mean 2.089 0.493 —0.237 —0.402 0.273 0.510
n = 400 RB(%) 4.452 —1.387 18.260 0.595 —9.075 2.015
MSE 0.090 0.003 0.011 0.004 0.012 0.004
Mean 2.055 0.497 —0.225 —0.398 0.289 0.509
n = 800 RB(%) 2.750 —0.685 12.707 —0.392 —3.732 1.904
MSE 0.044 0.002 0.007 0.002 0.006 0.003

Scenario 2 - equidispersion

o g ol O CF v

Parameters 2.0 0.5 —0.2 —0.4 0.3 2.0
Mean 2.298 0.469 —0.299 —0.414 0.214 1.079
n = 100 RB(%) 14.924 —6.211 49.434 3.500 —28.668 7.883
MSE 0.513 0.018 0.041 0.020 0.058 0.037
Mean 2.159 0.485 —0.259 —0.407 0.251 1.034
n = 200 RB(%) 7.958 —2918 29.292 1.775 —16.431 3410
MSE 0.207 0.007 0.021 0.008 0.025 0.013
Mean 2.112 0.489 —0.241 —0.405 0.266 1.020
n = 300 RB(%) 5.599 —2.163 20.261 1334 —11.369 2.022
MSE 0.125 0.005 0.013 0.005 0.015 0.008
Mean 2.085 0.492 —0.232 —0.404 0.273 1.015
n = 400 RB(%) 4272 —1.539 16.036 1.038 —9.166 1.545
MSE 0.092 0.003 0.010 0.004 0.011 0.006
Mean 2.047 0.496 —0.218 —0.402 0.285 1.007
n = 800 RB(%) 2.347 —0.802 9.239 0.464 —5.079 0.704
MSE 0.042 0.002 0.005 0.002 0.005 0.003

Scenario 3 — underdispersion

o [ 4 61 (S]] v

Parameters 2.0 0.5 —0.2 —0.4 0.3 2.0
Mean 2.300 0.468 —0.298 —0.415 0.218 2.158
n =100 RB(%) 14.998 —6.360 48.870 3.677 —27.260 7.886
MSE 0.525 0.019 0.042 0.021 0.060 0.146
Mean 2.159 0.485 —0.257 —0.407 0.254 2.068
n = 200 RB(%) 7.944 —3.008 28.688 1.866 —15.394 3.422
MSE 0.212 0.008 0.021 0.008 0.025 0.053
Mean 2.110 0.489 —0.239 —0.406 0.269 2.041
n = 300 RB(%) 5.518 —2.232 19.354 1.386 —10.371 2.061
MSE 0.129 0.005 0.014 0.005 0.015 0.033
Mean 2.083 0.492 —0.230 —0.404 0.275 2.032
n = 400 RB(%) 4.154 —1.560 15.243 1.067 —8.354 1.575
MSE 0.094 0.004 0.010 0.004 0.012 0.023
Mean 2.046 0.496 —0.217 —0.402 0.286 2.015
n = 800 RB(%) 2.276 —0.815 8.724 0.493 —4.571 0.730
MSE 0.044 0.002 0.005 0.002 0.005 0.011
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Table 2. Chicago robbery data summary statistics aggregated
by 4-hour periods.

Period (hour interval) Mean Variance Minimum Maximum

00:00 03:59 2.79 3.12 0 8
04:00 07:59 1.61 2.21 0 8
08:00 11:59 2.01 2.21 0 8
12:00 15:59 3.7 4.1 0 10
16:00 19:59 4.72 6.30 0 13
20:00 23:59 4.28 5.79 0 13

~_| ---- Mean

Number of robberies
Number of robberies

I I | |
0 200 400 600 1 2 3 4 5 6
Time Periods

(a) (b)

1.0
| |
0.2

0.1

ACF

0.2 0|4 0.6 0.8
PACF

0.0

-

|
1

-0.2
|

Figure 1. Time series, ACF and PACF plots for number of robberies. (a) Time series. (b) Seasonality. (c)
Sample ACF. (d) Sample PACF.

Chicago. We have aggregated the data every 4 hours so as to divide each day into 6 periods,
yielding a sample size of n = 726.

Some summary statistics of the data are given in Table 2, while Figure 1(a,b) displays
the original series and its seasonal component, respectively. It can be observed that the
data present seasonal behaviour, with higher values at night time and lower during the
day. Figure 1(c,d) presents the sample autocorrelation function (ACF) and partial auto-
correlation function (PACF), respectively. These plots indicate the presence of a seasonal
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dynamic, with a seasonal period S = 6, reflecting the effect of the each period of the day
in the number of robberies.

The seasonality of this data set motivated our CMP-SARMA model as a candidate
model, and for comparison purposes, we also fitted the CMP-ARMA and negative bino-
mial GARMA (NB-GARMA) models to these data. In order to capture the seasonality in
the last two models, we introduced the sin(27¢/6) covariate, for t € {1,2,...,n}. In this
article, we consider parameterization of the negative binomial distribution given in [30],
where the conditional density probability of Y; is given by

1
Pr(Y; =y | Fi—1) = exp {Yt In(o) + (Yt + %) In (a n 1)

( LY + pe/a) )}
+ In ,
C(e/a)T (Y + 1)

where I'(+) is the gamma function and o is called the dispersion parameter. The conditional
mean and the conditional variance of Yy are E(Y; | F;—1) = urand Var(Y; | Fi—1) = (0 +
1) 4, respectively. The NB-GARMA model was fitted using the garmaFit function from
gamlss.util [31] library in the R software.

Based on the previously mentioned diagnostic measures, the models presented in
Table 3 were selected. This table presents the parameter estimates with corresponding stan-
dard errors (shown in parentheses), and AIC and SIC values for the selected models. Notice
that the CMP-SARMA model presented the smallest AIC and SIC values, suggesting that
the proposed model yielded a better fit to the data than the other two models where season-
ality is modelled with the deterministic sine covariate. The estimated dispersion parameter
indicates overdispersion (v < 1).

Table 3. Parameter estimates, standard errors (shown in parentheses), and
model selection criteria; Chicago robbery data, aggregated by 4-hour periods.

Model Estimate AlC SIC

1.6527(0.1287)
0.0668(0.0307)
0.9418(0.0183) 2233.64 2255.16
0.8422(0.0314)
0.7411(0.0603)

1.1723(0.0448)
—0.3603(0.0074)
0.9350(0.0252)
—0.9242(0.0252) 2246.38 2277.50
—0.8727(0.0300)
0.8968(0.0302)
0.7656(0.0609)

1.1497(0.0276)
—0.2627(0.1083)

1.0000(0.0119)
—0.9652(0.0166) 2246.97 2277.09
—0.9637(0.0211)

0.9203(0.0269)

0.0770(0.0223)

CMP-SARMA(1,0) x (1, )12

CMP-ARMA(2, 2)

NB-GARMA(2, 2)

DI o) DD/ <) DI
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Figure 2. Diagnostic plots for the fitted CMP-SARMA model; Chicago robbery data, aggregated by 4-
hour periods. (a) Residual ACF. (b) Residual PACF. (c) Quantile residuals. (d) QQ-plot of the residuals. (e)
PIT histogram.
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Figure 2 presents a diagnostic analysis of the fitted CMP-SARMA(1, 0) x (1, 1), model.
The ACF and PACF of randomized quantile residuals are presented in Figure 2(a ,b),
respectively. Notice that there is no indication of significant autocorrelation in the residu-
als, which is confirmed by the Ljung-Box Q test [32] based on 15 lags. The Ljung-Box test
does not reject the null hypothesis with p—value = .2252. By looking at the residual plot in
Figure 2(c), we observe that the residuals are randomly distributed around zero. The plot of
the normal against empirical quantiles indicates that the residuals are approximately nor-
mally distributed, as shown in Figure 2(d). The uniformity of the PIT in Figure 2(e) (with
J = 10) indicates that the model was correctly adjusted.

7. Conclusions

The present work proposed the class of Conway-Maxwell-Poisson seasonal autoregressive
moving average CMP-SARMA (p, q) x (P, Q); models for time series that can handle both
overdispersed and underdispersed counts. This class of models includes seasonal compo-
nents in which the class of CMP-ARMA models is a special case. We assumed that the
conditional distribution of the response variable follows a CMP distribution [17]. We used
the conditional maximum likelihood method to estimate the parameters of the proposed
model and presented closed-form expressions for the conditional score vector and con-
ditional Fisher information matrix. The asymptotic properties of the ML estimators were
established and evaluated based on MC simulations, showing that the estimators are con-
sistent and asymptotically Gaussian. We also discussed practical issues such as diagnostic
techniques, hypothesis testing, interval estimation, model selection, and residual analysis.
After choosing an initial model based on the Akaike and Bayesian information criteria, a
complete residual analysis is necessary to ensure the validity of the assumption that the
errors are white noise, that is, they are sequence of serially uncorrelated random vari-
ables with zero mean and constant finite variance. Finally, we presented and investigated
an empirical application that illustrated the usefulness and applicability of the proposed
model.

Note

1. The dataset is available at https://data.cityofchicago.org/.
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