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Abstract

We introduce a voting model and discuss the scale invariance in the mixing of candidates. The
Candidates are classified into two categories p € {0, 1} and are called as ‘binary’ candidates. There
are in total N = Ny + N; candidates, and voters vote for them one by one. The probability that a
candidate gets a vote is proportional to the number of votes. The initial number of votes (‘seed’)
of a candidate p is set to be s,. After infinite counts of voting, the probability function of the
share of votes of the candidate y obeys gamma distributions with the shape exponent s, in the
thermodynamic limit Zyg = Nys; + Nosg — oo. Between the cumulative functions {x,} of binary

@ with the critical exponent o = s1/sp holds

candidates, the power-law relation 1 — x; ~ (1 — )
in the region 1 — zg,1 — 1 << 1. In the double scaling limit (s1, sg) — (0,0) and Zy — oo with
s1/s0 = « fixed, the relation 1 — 21 = (1 — z¢)® holds exactly over the entire range 0 < zg, 21 < 1.
We study the data on horse races obtained from the Japan Racing Association for the period 1986

to 2006 and confirm scale invariance.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Scale-invariant behaviour has attracted considerable attention on account of its ubiquity
in natural and man-made phenomena [1]. Many possible candidate mechanisms that gives
rise to power-law distributions have been proposed thus far. The Yule process is a widely
applicable mechanism for generating power-law distributions [2]. Originally, it has been
proposed to explain why the distribution of the number of species in a genus, a family, or
any other taxonomic group follows a power law [3]. Now, it has found wide applications in
other areas |1, 4].

Consider the distribution of the number of species in a genus. Suppose first that new
species appear but they never die; species are only ever added to genera and never removed.
Species are added to genera by speciation, the splitting of one species into two. If we assume
that this happens at some stochastically constant rate, then it follows that a genus with k
species will gain new species at a rate proportional to k, since each of the k species has the
same chance per unit time of dividing into two. In addition, suppose that a new species
that belongs to a new genus is added once every m speciation events. So m + 1 new species
appear for each new genus and there are m+1 species per genus. Thus the number of genera
goes up steadily as does the number of species within each genus. We denote the fraction of
genera that has k species by py ,, where n denotes the total number of genera and n measures
the passage of time in the model. At each time-step one new species founds a new genus,
thereby increasing n by 1, and m other species are are added to various pre-existing genera
which are selected in proportion to the number of species they already have. By solving
the master equation for py, in the limit n — oo, pr = lim,, o pr, behaves as p;, ~ k2t
The Yule process has been adopted and generalized to explain power laws in many other
systems. An important feature of this process is that the probability that a genus with &
species will gain new species is proportional to k. This ‘rich-get-richer’ process is the most
important factor in exhibiting power-law behaviour. The feature that n increases infinitely
is also important in generating power-law behaviour.

In this study, we introduce a voting model and discuss the scale invariance in the mixing
of candidates. The candidates are classified into two categories u € {0,1} and are called
as ‘binary’ candidates. The probability that a candidate get a vote is proportional to the

number of votes, which is the same as the relation in the Yule process. The main difference



between our model and the Yule process is that the number of candidates is fixed in our
model. In the Yule process, n increases and in the limit n — oo, power-law behaviour
is observed. In our model, the distribution of the number of votes does not show power-
law behaviour. However, our model exhibits scale-invariant behaviour. This behaviour is
observed in the mixing of the binary candidates. Furthermore, the power law holds over the
entire range in a double scaling limit.

The organization of this paper is as follows. In section [l we introduce the voting model.
We select a candidate (initial number of votes s,) and show that the probability density
function of the share of votes ,u, of the candidate obeys a gamma distribution function with
the shape exponent s, in the thermodynamic limit Zy = Nys; + Nysg — oo. We also show
that the joint probability density function of u for any k candidates is given by the direct
product of the gamma distributions in the same limit. We discuss the scale invariance in the
mixing of the binary candidates in section [IIl The cumulative function 1 —z, of candidates
(i is given by the incomplete gamma function. The power-law relation 1 —z7 ~ (1—x()® with
the exponent a = s1/s¢ holds in the region 1 — xy, 1 — 27 << 1. Furthermore, in the double
scaling limit {s,} — 0 and Z, — oo with o = s1/5¢ fixed, the relation 1 — 23 = (1 — x¢)"
holds exactly over the entire range 0 < zp,2; < 1. Using the data on horse races, we
verify these results in section [Vl We show that scale invariance holds over the wide range
of cumulative functions. In addition, we show that the probability distribution functions
of u are well described by gamma distributions. Section [V]is dedicated to the summary
and concluding remarks. Appendix A is devoted to the derivation of the joint probability
distribution function of u for any k£ candidates. In Appendix B, we map the voting model

to a branching process and easily derive the gamma distribution function.

II. VOTING MODEL FOR BINARY CANDIDATES

Consider a voting model for N candidates. Voters vote for them one by one, and the
result of each voting is announced promptly. The time variable ¢t € {0,1,2--- T} counts
the number of the votes. The candidates are classified into two categories p € {0,1} and are
called as binary candidates. There are N, candidates in each category and Ny + N; = N.
The main result of this section is that the scaled share of votes u!' of a candidate u obeys a

gamma distribution with the shape exponent s, in the thermodynamic limit Ny, N; — oo.



We denote the number of votes of ith candidate 1 € {0,1} at time t as { X} }icq1, n,}-
At t =0, X7, takes the initial value X}, = s, > 0. If the ith candidate ; gets a vote at t,
XZ-‘f , increases by one unit.

Xilft+1 - Xﬁt + L.
A voter casts a vote for the total N candidates at a rate proportional to X Z” .. The probability
Pft that the ¢th candidate p gets a vote at ¢ is

xX#
) o L —_ 1
2t Zt ( )
1 Ny
Zt = ZZXﬁt:lel—f—Noso‘l't. (2)
pn=0 i=1

The problem of determining the probability of the ith candidate p getting n votes up to
T is equivalent to the famous Pdlya’s urn problem [5, 16, [7]. If the change in X{f , 1s given by

bo— b ju
AXi,t = Xi,t - Xi,t—lv

the sequence (AXS e ,AXZ.’f ) is called Pdlya’s urn sequence. This sequence is an ex-

changeable stochastic process, and the joint distribution of (XZ“ EE ,XZ.‘f ) is given by

Zy — Su)T—k
(Zo)r

Prob(AXZ{‘1 =y, vAXffT = a7) = (8,)x(

Here, k = Zle zy and (a), = a-(a+1)-(a+2) - - - (a+n—1) is the rising factorial. This distri-
bution depends only on k, and not on the particular order of (z1,--- ,zr). This distribution
is invariant under the permutations of the entries and, hence, it is called exchangeable.
Furthermore, the expectation value of AXZ-’f +» denoted by p,, does not depend on ¢.
— I Su
p,u =< AXi,t >= 7 (3)
0
The correlation function p,, between AX}, and AX}', (¥ #t) is also constant [7] as p,,.
<AXPEAXL, > -p? 1
p(1—p) Zo+1

pu = Corr(AXY,, AXY,) t#t. (4)

The probability that the ¢th candidate p gets n votes up to 7' is given by the beta binomial

distribution
(8:)n(Zo — 8p)7—n
(Zo)r

Prob(X/ — s, =n) = 7C, - (5)



I'(a+n)
T'(a)

(a), is written as (a), = and this relation can also be written as

I(sy+n)I'(Zo—s,+T —n) TI'(Z)

Prob(X}'; — s, =n) = 1C,, - (6)

INEM) I'(Zo — s,) D(Zy+T)
Using a definition of beta function B(a,b) = FF(ZB +§))) we can rewrite the expression as
B(s,+mn,Zy—s,+T —n)
Prob(X¥Y,. —s, =n) =1C, - K ’ a . 7
ro ( 3, T Sp n) T B(SM,Z() _ Su) ( )
B(a,b) is also written as B fo @=1(1 — p)>~Ldp, we get the next expression
1 Spu—1 Zo—s
(L= p)em
Prob(X!, —s,=n) = C’n-/pnl—pT" dp. 8
( T 14 ) T 0 ( ) B(Su, Z() . Su) ( )
After infinite counts of voting, i.e. T"— oo, the share of votes ! = limp_, @, becomes
the beta distributed random variable beta(s,, Zy — s,) on [0, 1].
IS“_l(l _ x)ZO_SM_l
p(z) = Th_I)r;o Prob(X'; — s, =Tx) - T = Bls, Zo— 5 9)

Here, we use the identity limp_,oo 7C7,p"*(1 — p)T1=%) . T = §(x — p). This result has been
derived by Pélya [5].

Next, we focus on the thermodynamic limit Ny, Ny — oo and Zy = Nysg + Nis; — oo.
The expectation value of z} is < 2}’ >=p, = 7. We introduce a variable u}' = (Z — s, —
1)zt The distribution function p,,(u) in the thermodynamic limit is given as

u 1 —u, sp—1
)= F(su)e (A (10)

The share of votes, u, of a candidate ;i obeys a gamma distribution function with s,.

s =1
ps, () Olgnoop( = Zo—s 1

In general, the joint probability distribution function of the scaled share of votes of k
different candidates becomes the direct product of £ gamma distribution functions in the
limit Zy — co. We denote the k candidates as {(u;,7;)};=1,... » and denote the scaled share

of votes as {u;};=1.. . The joint probability distribution function is given as

plur, - ug) = Hpsuj (u5)- (11)

The derivation of the result is given in Appendix A. It should be noted that in the thermo-
dynamic limit, the correlation among {u;};—1...  vanishes. Hence, by mapping the voting
problem to a continuous time branching process, we can derive the gamma distribution
function py, (u) easily (refer Appendix B). In the branching process, the stochastic processes

of the increase in { X/} are independent of each other.
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III. SCALE INVARIANCE IN MIXING OF BINARY CANDIDATES

In this section, we discuss the mixing of the binary candidates. After many counts of
voting T' — oo, the binary candidates are distributed in the space of u according to the
gamma distribution in the thermodynamic limit Zy — oo. If s; > s¢, a candidate belonging
to category = 1 has a higher probability of getting many votes than a candidate belonging
to category pu = 0. Even the latter can obtain many votes. It is also possible that the
former may get few votes. Thus, there is a mixing of the binary candidates. We see a scale
invariant behaviour appears in the mixing. Between the cumulative functions of the binary
candidates 1 — z,,, the power-law relation 1 — 2; ~ (1 — x9)® with the exponent o = s;/5¢
holds.

In order to study the mixing configuration, we arrange the N candidates according to
the size of u!' as

utft >l > o> ™0 e € {0,131 (12)

11 72 iN )
Using the ranking information {py}r=1.. n, we draw a path {(xok,21x)} k=0, v in two-

dimensional space (zg,x1) from (xq0,z1,0) = (0,0) to (xon,z1n) = (1,1) as

1
Tuk = 7 Opj (13)

I j=1

If pu, = p, the path extends in z,, direction. The pictorial representation of the mixing of
binary objects is known as a receiver operating characteristic (ROC) curve [8]. If s; >> s,
the binary candidates are well separated on the axis of u, and the first N; candidates belong
to category p = 1 and the last Ny candidates belong to category p = 0. The path goes
straight from (0,0) to (0,1) and then turns right to the end point (1,1). If s; = so, the
path almost runs diagonally to the end point. If s; > s holds, the path resembles a upward
convex curve from (0,0) to (1,1).

The distribution function of the candidate p on the axis of w is given by the gamma
distribution with the shape exponent s,. The ROC curve (z((t), z1(t)) of the parameter

t € [0, 00] is given by its cumulative function as

z,(t) = /toops# (u)du. (14)

Using the incomplete gamma function of the first kind ~(s,t) = fg e~ u*"'du 9], the ROC
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FIG. 1: ROC curve of mixing configuration. () represents candidate belonging to category p = 1.
x represents candidate belonging to category p = 0. At the top of the figure, the order of three

candidates from category p = 1 and five candidates from category p = 0 is shown.

curve is given as

1= 2,(8) = Fy 7o) (15)

I'(s,
Near the end point, (zg,z1) ~ (1,1), in other words, in the small u region (f ~ 0), the

incomplete gamma function v(s,,t) behaves as
Y(Su,t) ~ to. (16)

As 1 —x,,(t) oc t*, the following relation holds:

1—x1~ (1 —20)" with a= o (17)
S0

The density of good candidates, p;, in terms of the cumulative function of bad candidates,

1 — zp, is given as
d(l — 1’1)
P1L= 0~
d(l - Io)

p1 obeys the power law with the exponent oo — 1.

oc (1 —mg)* . (18)

Furthermore, in the limit (s1,s9) — (0,0) with o = s1/5s¢ fixed, the relation 1 — x; =

(1 —x0)® holds. The proof is given as follows. (s, t) is expressed using Kummer’s confluent
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hypergeometric function M(a,b,t) |9] as
1
v(s,t) = gts - M(s,s+1,—t1). (19)

The cumulative function 1 — z,(¢) is then given as

ton
1-— )=——— M 1,—1). 20

Thus, we obtain

(1 — ZL’(])Q = (1 — ZL’l)

I(s;+1) (M(Sm so+ 1, —t>)a (21)

M(Sl,81+1,—t) F(SQ"‘l)
In the limit s, — 0, both I'(s,+1) and M (s,,, s, +1, —t) become equal to 1 and the following

relation holds.

1—$1:(1—l’0)a > ngo,xlgl. (22)

Thus, the scale-invariant relation holds over the entire range 0 < xg,x; < 1. The feature is
remarkable from the viewpoint of statistical physics. Usually, the power-law relation does
hold only in the tail.

The relative probability that a candidate gets the first vote (¢t = 0) is given by s,. If the
candidate get the first vote, his/her score increases by 1 and the relative probability becomes
s, + 1. In the limit s, — 0, the additional score 41 or the weight of a single vote becomes
crucially important. The probability that the candidate gets the next vote becomes equal
to 1, which is exemplified by the behaviour of p,, given by (@).

1 1
_Z0+1_N080+N1$1—|—1

Py — 1 if {s,} —0. (23)

After infinite counts of voting, the candidate occupies the first position in the order of
candidates according to the number of votes. Then, we neglect this candidates in the voting
problem and consider the remaining N — 1 candidates. Similarly, if a candidate is selected
randomly with the relative probability s,, he/she occupies the second position. Thus, the
voting problem reduces to a random choice problem with the relative probability s, in the
limit {s,} — 0. At (x¢,z1) on the ROC curve, the probability that the next candidate
belongs category f is proportional to (1 —x,)s, . The coordinates of the ROC curve (xg, 1)

grow according to the following relation:
dr, < (1 —x,) - s,.
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Solving this relation, we get (22)).

Finally, we discuss the limit in the derivation of the exact scale invariance. In the deriva-
tion of the gamma distribution, we take the thermodynamic limit Zy = Nys; + Ngsg — o0.
With the gamma distribution, (22)) holds in the limit {s,} — 0. In order that (22) holds,
these two limits, Zy — oo and {s,} — 0, should go together. {s,} approaches zero more
slowly than {N,} approaches infinity. In other words, in the double scaling limit Zy — oo
and {s,} — 0 with o = s1/5s¢ fixed, ([22)) holds. So the above intuitive explanation of the
exact scale invariance may be too naive. If we take the limit {s,} — 0 without the limit
Zy — 00, p, becomes 1. The firstly chosen candidate get all the remaining votes and there
does not occur the mixing of the binary candidates. The double scaling limit is crucial in

the emergence of the exact scale invariance.

IV. DATA ANALYSIS OF HORSE RACES

We verify the results of the voting model, particularly the scale invariance in the mixing
of binary candidates. We study all the data on horse race betting obtained from the Japan
Racing Association (JRA) for the period 1986 to 2006. There have been 71549 races and in
which a total of 901366 horses have participated. We select the winning horses as candidate
belonging to category u = 1. For candidate belonging to category p = 0, we consider
two cases; losing horses and horses finishing second. In a race, no one knows which horse
will win. Betters only have partial information on the horses, which is embedded in the
initial values {s,}. The results of betting are announced at short intervals. Betters usually
presume that the horses which get many votes are strong. They come to know which horses
are considered to be strong by other betters. These features are incorporated in the voting
model. Betters do not always bet to strong horses. Some betters may prefer betting to a
horse that can coin more money even if it is considered to be ‘weaker’ than a horse that
can coin less money. However, in the bet to win, only the better who bets to the winning
horse coin the bet. Hence, the assumption is not so unrealistic. We also note the reason
why we can treat multiple categories, 2nd finishing horse and losing horse, as the category
1 = 0. For the betters, the only difference between the losing horses and finishing second
ones is their confidence. By tuning parameter sy, we can treat the two categories on the

same footing.



Next, we explain the meaning of the initial values {s,}. The probability that a candidate
p is selected is proportional to s, as < AX}, >=s5,/Z;. The ratio s;/s¢ is a measure of the
accuracy of the knowledge of betters. On the other hand, p, is given by (@]). If the scale of
{s,} is small, the decisions of betters are crucially affected by the choices of other betters.
In the limit {s,} — oo, their decisions are not affected by the choices of other betters. The
scale of {s,} is a measure of the degree of similarity (’copycat’) of the choices of betters.

In the early stage of voting, {s,} is the only available information. Voters decide on
horses on the basis of {s,} and they are ‘intelligent’, because their decisions are not affected
by the choices of other betters. As the voting process proceeds, the importance of the
cumulative number of votes exceeds that of the initial scores, and voters become ‘copycat’.
If one control the scale of {s,} (or the weight of a single vote), the passage timing from the

initial ‘intelligent’ stage to the late ‘copycat’ stage should change.

TABLE I: Data on horse race betting obtained from the Japan Racing Association (JRA) for the
period 1986 to 2006. There are 71549 races and 71650 winning (finishing first) horses. 71590 horses
are finishing second. The difference between N and N2 indicates that there occurs a tie in
the race. In the third column, we show the average value of the share of the votes in each category.
The fourth column shows the values v /¢, here c is the estimated value of the scale parameter in

[24). About the estimation of ¢, please the main text and Figure 2

Category v NV v¥ (%] v /e
Win 71650 21.23 1.769
2nd 71590 15.40 1.283
Lose 829716 6.80 0.567

We denote the three categories of horses as v € {Win, 2nd, Lose} and the number of
horses in each category as N”. v} denotes the share of votes of the ith horse in the category
v, and v” denotes the average value of v¥. In Table [l we summarize the data on horse races.
A difference between N"™ and N?" indicates that there is a tie in the race.

We have shown that the share of votes, u, obeys a gamma distribution function with s,.
In order to check whether v} obeys a gamma distribution function, we have to set the scale
¢ between v and u as follows:

v =c-u. (24)
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FIG. 2: Logarithmic plot of probability distribution functions of shares of votes. The curves from
the top to bottom indicate the data for v =Win, 2nd and Lose. The gamma distribution functions

with ¢ = 0.12 and s, are also plotted.

The same c¢ should be used for all categories. Assuming that u obeys the gamma probability
distribution with s,, v} obeys the following probability distribution function:

1 ) v

p(vi =v) =ps,(v) = m(;)s”_lexp(—g)-

The expectation value of v} is

o
<) >,= / Ds, (V)vdv = ¢ 8.
0

If we set ¢, it is possible to estimate s, of the horses in category v as s, = v"/c.

Figure 2 shows the probability distribution functions of vf. In the same figure, we show
the result of fitting with the gamma probability functions. Using the least square method in
the range v € [0.01,1.0], we set ¢ = 0.12 and sy, = 1.659, s9,q = 1.258 and sp,s = 0.529.
Comparing with the values in the fourth column in Table [l it is observed the values of
s, and v /c are close to each other in all categories, implying that the bulk shapes of the
probability functions of v are well described by the gamma distributions.

We study the mixing properties of the binary horses by employing the method explained
in the text. We adopt the Win-Lose pair and Win-2nd pair as the binary pairs. Figure

11
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FIG. 3: Double-logarithmic plot of ROC curves (1 — xp,1 — z1). The curves of the Win-Lose
pair (solid line) and the Win-2nd pair (dashed line) are plotted. The fitting curves given by

1—21=a-(1—x0)* (dash-dotted line) are also plotted.

TABLE II: The initial value s, in each category and the critical exponent « are plotted. In the

last column, we show the predicted values of a by the voting model.

Pair $1 S0 o s1/$0
Win vs Lose 1.659 0.529 1.81 3.134
Win vs 2nd 1.659 1.258 1.12 1.318

[ shows the double-logarithmic plot of the ROC curve (1 — zg,1 — z7) for the two pairs.
The plots show scale-invariant behaviour over the wide range of 1 — z;. In the case of the
Win-2nd pair, scale invariance holds over the range 107 < 1 — z; < 107!, Using the least
square method in the range 0 < 1 — x5 < 0.1, we estimate the critical exponent «. The
values of the parameters and other data are summarized in Table [Tl The estimated values

of a are considerably different from those predicted by the model; i.e. s1/sp.
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V. CONCLUDING REMARKS

In this study, we have introduced a simple voting model in order to discuss the mixing
of binary candidates with initial number of votes sy and s;. As the voting process proceeds,
the candidates are mixed in the space of the share of votes, u. We have shown that the
probability distribution of v of a candidate u obeys a gamma distribution function with the
shape exponent s, in the thermodynamic limit Z, — 0. The joint probability distribution of
k different candidates is given as the direct product of the gamma distributions. The mixing
configuration of the binary candidates exhibits scale invariance in the small u region. In
particular, in the double scaling limit Z, — oo and {s,} — 0 with a = s, /5 fixed, the scale
invariance holds over the entire range. The cumulative function of the binary candidates

obeys 1 — 1 = (1 — z9)® for 0 < xp, 21 < 1.

OxOx(Ox xx
QQV>§><Q><><><
QstQxxxx gﬁ
g
OO0 X x x XX
b %

FIG. 4: Voting model and Random Young diagram model. As the voting process proceeds, the
order of the binary candidates and the Young diagram change. The complementary space of the

ROC curve corresponds the Young diagram.

The data on horse races obtained from JRA also show that scale invariance holds over the
wide range of cumulative functions. The distribution functions of the share of votes, u, are
well described by the gamma distribution functions, implying that the behaviour of betters
is well described by the voting model. However a clear discrepancy is observed in the critical
behaviour. Although our voting model describes the mechanism of scale invariance in the
mixing of binary candidates, it may be too simple to describe the behaviour of betters in
real cases. Thus far, dividends have been reported to exhibit power-law behaviour. Another

betting model has been proposed in [10]. A detailed study of real data, in particular the time
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series of the number of votes, should clarify the mechanism of scale invariance in betting
systems.

We also note that our model is related to the random Young diagram problem [11]. This
problem pertains to the probabilistic growth of a Young diagram. A parabolic shape |12] and
a quadrant shape [13] have been obtained for the asymptotic shape. The complementary
part of the ROC curve, which is embedded in the fourth quadrant, corresponds the Young
diagram. In our model, the ROC curve (zo(t), z1(t)) given by (I3]) describes the asymptotic
shape of the Young diagram. In particular, it is described by the relation 1 —x; = (1 — ()
in the double scaling limit. Figure 4] shows the correspondence between the voting model
and the random Young diagram problem. As the voting process proceeds, the order of the

binary candidates and the Young diagram change.

1stvs 2nd vs 3rd

0.1 ¢

0.01 F

0.001 ¢

Ll

le-04 0.

0.01
0.001 1%t
1le-04

Z051e-05

1le-05

1'X2nd

FIG. 5: Triple-logarithmic plot of ROC curve (1—x1s, 1 — 9,4, 1 —x3:q). z, denotes the cumulative

function of the horses finishing 1st, 2nd and 3rd.

It is also possible to study the voting model with many categories of candidates with the
usage of many different initial values {s,}. u of the candidates in each category becomes
a gamma distributed random variable. Scale invariance does hold between any pair of
categories. Figure [§ shows the triple-logarithmic plot of the cumulative functions of the
winning (21 ), finishing second (x2,4) and finishing third (z3,4) horses. In the linear part of

the curve, scale invariance holds between any pair of categories.
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APPENDIX A: JOINT PROBABILITY DISTRIBUTION FUNCTION

We start from the expression of the joint probability function given by

k+1 s ).
Prob({X{%y = 8, = ny}jm1.a) = 7 H[( ). (A1)

Here, 5, ., = Zy — Zle sy, and g = T — Zlenj. Using the Dirichlet distribution

function, we can rewrite the expression as

Wi T' k Z; 1pJ k+1 pni-i-sﬂi—l
Prob({X;’+ —s,. =n;}=1.. —_— dp; —— | I['(%0).
b33 =nboson) = e T [ oo T e
(A2)
The expectation value of AX;”, = X;7 | — X7, is given by
. S
Pu, =< AX!, >= L2, (A3)
g ZO
The correlation between AX}" Jrand AX[E, (K # j) is given as
Spj Sk 1
p s = - S S * (A4)

By changing the integral variables from {p; }i=1...  to {h; }iz1.. x aSD; = (1—2;;11 pi)hi =
H;._:ll(l — hj)h;, we obtain
PI'Ob({XZ{T — ij = nj}j:17...7k)

F(ZO) [ 1 < /1 ni+su, —1 -3 +Zo—3k __1):|
- —yitt nCm : dhzhz & 1—h J=1TT40 j=15k; .
F(sﬂkﬂ) H F(SM) T Zj:l J 0 ( )
(A5)

We focus on the share of votes of candidates in the limit 7" — oo. We introduce y; as

= (T-Y" i 1n])yz TH;;ll(l — y;)y; and define the joint distribution function as

j—1
=1

J k i—1
P({y;}j=1.-x) = lim Prob.({Xj"; —s,, = T = wystims) - [J(T =D ny). (A6)
i=1 7j=1

The joint function P({y;};=1.. ) is given by

P({u}a, DT [t an

Sl/«kJrl i1 i)
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We introduce the variable z; as z; = (1 — Z;;ll x;)y;, which is related to n;, as n; =T - z;.

The joint probability function P({x;};=1.. ;) is then given as

k k

= o (48)

j=1

I'(Zo)
F(Sﬂk+1) i—

(2

[ 1

Finally, we introduce the variable {u;} as u; = (s,,, — 1)z;. In the thermodynamic limit

ZO>

P({z;}j=1, 1) =

Sups, — 00, We obtain

P({u;}jmrn) = [ ] {Fe(:)u;uj_l] _ Hpsuj (uj). (A9)

7=1
APPENDIX B: CONTINUOUS TIME BRANCHING PROCESS

We translate the discrete time voting problem {XZ“ 2 Fic1 n, to a continuous time branch-
ing process {X;'(t)}i1,..,n, [14], because the latter is more tractable than the former [15].
Figure [@ shows the mapping process. Let X/ (t) denote the number of offspring of s, indi-
viduals. Each individual is substituted by two offspring at its death (branching) and the
probability that an individual dies during time dt is given by dt. The number of offspring

of each individual is denoted as {2}, (t) }r=1, s,

XP() =) ) , a0 =1 (B1)

The substitution of the individuals by two offspring corresponds to the process of getting a
vote. The frequency of deaths or the probability of getting another vote is proportional to
X¥(t). This relation is the same as that in the discrete time voting model. The counts of
voting,t, corresponds to the counts of branchings. If branching takes place t times up to ¢,
the following relation holds.

X} (t,) = Xi!ft

The expectation values < z; (t) > and < X}'(t) > increase with e’. Next, we introduce

the scaled variables U/ (t) and uj,(t) as

Ul(t) = e X[ (t) and uf(t) = e™'al\(1). (B2)

(2

We focus on the following probability distributions:

ps, (w)du = tlim Prob(u < Ul(t) < u+ du) (B3)
—00
p(u)du = tlim Prob(u < u!',(t) < u+ du). (B4)
—00 ’
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FIG. 6: Mapping voting model to branching process. The left-hand side figure shows a voting
process with Ny = Ny = 2. (O represents candidate belonging to category pu = 1,87 = 2 and
x represents candidate belonging to categoryu = 0,59 = 1. The right-hand side figure shows
the corresponding branching process. e represents the initial individual and offspring. Candidate

belonging to category pu = 1(0) is composed of two individuals (one individual).

FIG. 7: Pictorial representation of self-consistent relation among u,u; and us. An individual splits
at t = 7 for the first time producing two offspring appears.Because of the time lag 7, the relation

u = (u1 + ug)e~" holds.
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In order to obtain p(u), we consider the situation in which an individual splits at t = 7
for the first time. The resulting two offspring continue the branching process. The scaled
number of offspring of the individual is denoted as u. Those of the two offspring are denoted
as u; and us. Figure [ gives a pictorial representation of the relation among w,u; and wus.

We observe that these variables satisfy the following relation:

u=(u; +ug)e .

Furthermore, u; and us obey the same probability distribution as that obeyed by u, and the
probability that an individual splits for the first time during 7 <t < 74 d7 is e "dr. Thus,

we obtain
p(u) = /00" e "dr /000 duy /000 dugp(ur)p(u2)d(u — (w1 + ug)e™"). (B5)
Introducing X = e~7, the relation is rewritten as
p(u) = /01 dx /000 duy /000 dugp(uy)p(ug)d(u — (ug + ug) X). (B6)

Using the Laplace transform of p(u), p(s) = [;° p(u)e™*"du, it can be shown that p(s)

satisfies the following integral equation:

. [
o) =5 [ i) (B7)
S Jo
Differentiating (BT) with respect to s, we obtain the following differential equation.
) _ o) — (). (B8)
(BY) can be solved easily to obtain
i(s) = — (B9)
S = T as

Using the normalization condition < u >= 1 and the inverse Laplace transform, we get

plu) =e". (B10)
We obtain ps, (u) by convolution as
Ps, = H [/ duip(ui)} o(u— Zuz>
i=1 L0 i=1
= Lu“_le_“. (B11)
(1)
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Ul obeys a gamma distribution with the shape exponent s, given by (I0). We note that the
result (I0) is derived in the thermodynamic limit, where the correlation among {u;};—1 ..
vanishes. On the other hand, in the continuous time branching process, the splitting pro-
cesses of each individual and offspring are independent of each other. As a result, we obtain

the gamma distribution which appears in the voting model in the thermodynamic limit.
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