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Abstract

The Friedman’s urn model is a popular urn model which is widely used in many dis-
ciplines. In particular, it is extensively used in treatment allocation schemes in clinical
trials. In this paper, we prove that both the urn composition process and the allocation
proportion process can be approximated by a multi-dimensional Gaussian process al-
most surely for a multi-color generalized Friedman’s urn model with non-homogeneous
generating matrices. The Gaussian process is a solution of a stochastic differential equa-
tion. This Gaussian approximation together with the properties of the Gaussian process
is important for the understanding of the behavior of the urn process and is also useful
for statistical inferences. As an application, we obtain the asymptotic properties includ-
ing the asymptotic normality and the law of the iterated logarithm for a multi-color
generalized Friedman’s urn model as well as the randomized-play-the-winner rule as a

special case.
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1 Introduction.

Urn models have long been recognized as valuable mathematical apparatus in many areas
including physical sciences, biological sciences and engineering (Johnson and Kotz, 1977;
Kotz and Balakrishnan, 1997). Urn models are also extensively applied in clinical studies.
The applications are mostly found in the area of adaptive design which is utilized to provide
a response-adaptive allocation scheme. In clinical trials, suppose patients accrue sequen-
tially and assume the availability of several treatments. Adaptive designs are inclining to
assign more patients to the better treatments, while seeking to maintain randomness as a
basis for statistical inference. Thus the cumulative information of the response of treatments
on previous patients will be used to adjust treatment assignment to coming patients. For
this purpose, various urn models have been proposed and used extensively in adaptive de-
signs (Wei and Durham (1978), Wei (1979), Flournoy and Rosenberger (1995), Rosenberger
(1996), Bai and Hu (1999,2005)). One large family of randomized adaptive designs is based
on the Generalized Friedman’s Urn (GFU) model (also named as Generalized Pdlya Urn
(GPU) in literature). For more detailed reference, the reader is referred to Flournoy and
Rosenberger (1995), Rosenberger (1996), Hu and Rosenberger (2006).

A general description of the GPU model is as follows. Consider an urn containing
particles of d types, respectively representing d ’treatments’ in a clinical trial. At the
beginning, the urn contains Yy = (Y1, .. ., Yoq) particles, where Yy > 0 denotes the number
of particles of type k, k = 1,...,d. At the stage m, m = 1,2,..., a particle is drawn form
the urn and replaced. If the particle is of type k, then the treatment k is assigned to the
mth patient, k = 1,...,d. We then wait for observing a random variable &(m), the response
of the treatment at the patient m. Here &(m) may be a random vector. After that, an
additional Dy, ,(m) particles of type ¢, ¢ = 1,...,d, are added to the urn, where Dy, ,(m) is a
function of £(m) and also may be a function of urn compositions, assignments and responses
of previous stages. This procedure is repeated through out n stages. After n draws and
generations, the urn composition is denoted by the row vector Y;,, = (Yy1,..., Ysq), where
Y, stands for the number of particles of type k in the urn after the nth draw. This relation

can be written as the following recursive formula:

Ym =Yyn 1+ XmDmy (1'1)



where D,,, = (D;w(m))d and X, is the result of the nth draw, distributed according

k,q=1’
to the urn composition at the previous stage, i.e., if the mth draw is type k particle, then
the kth component of X, is 1 and other components are 0. The matrices D,,’s are named
as the addition rules. Furthermore, write N, = (N1, ..., Nypq), where N, is the number

of times a type k particle drawn in the first n stages. In clinical trials, IV,,; represents the

number of patients assigned to the treatment k in the first n trials. Obviously,
n
N, =) X, (1.2)
k=1

In clinical applications, Y;,—1/ ZZZI Y,,—1, are the probabilities of the patient n being allo-
cated to treatments, and IN,, /n are sample allocation proportions. The asymptotic behavior
of Y, and NN, is of immense importance (Hu and Rosenberger, 2003, 2006). Obviously, the

asymptotic behavior of Y;, and NN,, will depend on the addition rules D,,, especially the

conditional expectations H,, = (E[Dk,q(m)‘ﬁm_l])zqzl for given the history sigma field
Fm—_1 generated by the urn compositions Y7, ...,Y,,_1, the assignments X,..., X,,_1 and
the responses £(1),...,&(m — 1) of all previous stages, m = 1,2,.... The conditional expec-

tations H,,’s are named as the generating matrices. In some usual cases, the addition
rules are assumed to be independent of the previous process. Thus, we may define H,, is
the expectation of the rule matrix D,,. For more generality, in the sequel of this paper,
we define H,, to be the conditional expectation of D,, when the history sigma field .%,, 1
is given, also we assume that at the stage m, the adding rule D,, is independent of the
assignment X, when the history sigma field is given.

When D,,, m = 1,2,..., are independent and identical distributed, the GFU model is
usually said to be homogeneous. In such case H,, = H are identical and nonrandom, and
usually the addition rule D,, is merely function of the mth patient’s observed outcome. In
the general non-homogeneous cases, both D,, and H,, depend on the entire history of all
previous trials which provides more information of the efficacy of the treatments. Interesting
examples of non-homogeneous urn models and their applications can be found in Andersen,
Faries and Tamura (1994) and Bai, Hu and Shen (2002).

Athreya and Karlin (1967, 1968) first considered the asymptotic properties of the GFU
model with homogeneous generating matrix and conjecture that N,, is asymptotically nor-

mal. This conjecture has not been solved for almost three decades until Janson (2004)



and Bai and Hu (2005) solved it independently. Janson (2004) established functional limit
theorems of Y, and N,, for the homogenous case by using the theory of continuous-time
branching processes. Bai and Hu (2005) established the consistency and the asymptotic
normality of the non-homogeneous GFU model by applying the central limit of martingales
and the matrix theory. However, the asymptotic variances of Y,, and N,, are complicated
and not easy to be understood.

In the two-arm clinical trial, Bai, Hu and Zhang (2002) showed that the urn process
{Y,,} with nonhomogeneous generating matrices H,,’s can be approximated by a Gaussian
process almost surely under some suitable conditions, where Y,, = Y,,; represents the number
of type 1 balls in the urn after the nth draw. As an application, the weak invariance principle
and the law of the iterated logarithm for {Y},} are established. However, the results for the
allocation proportion N,j/n is not obtained. In this paper, we consider the general multi-
color case. The strong approximation of the process (Y,,, IN,,) are established. In particular,
the asymptotic normality and the law of the iterated logarithm for the multi-dimensional
process (Y, N,,) are obtained. We will prove that under some mild conditions, the process
(Y, N,,) can be approximated by a multi-dimensional Gaussian process which is a solution
of a simple multi-dimensional stochastic differential equation. This differential equation
and the behavior of the Gaussian process make us to understand the complex asymptotic
variances and the asymptotic behavior of Y;, and INV,, more easily.

The approximation theorems will be presented in Section 2 whose technical proofs are
stated in the last section. Some important properties of the limit processes are given in Sec-
tion 3. By combining the approximation theorems and the properties of the limit processes,
important asymptotic properties including the asymptotic normality and the law of the it-
erated logarithm of Y, and IV,, are derived in Section 4. Throughout this paper, C, C;, etc.
denote positive constants whose values can differ in different places, logx = In(e V z). For a
vector @, ||x|| denote its Euclidean norm, and [|[M|| = sup{||xM]| : ||z| = 1} for a martix

M. Also we denote a,, = Y;,1’ to be the total number of balls in the urn after stage n.



2 Strong approximation.

In this section, we will give our main results on the Gaussian approximation of both the
urn composition Y, and the allocation numbers INV,,. We first need two assumptions on
the addition rules D,,. We let #,, = o(Y1,..., Y, X1,..., X, &(1),...,&(m)) be history

sigma field. and H,,, = E[D,,,|.%,,—1] be the generating matrix.

Assumption 2.1 Suppose there is a T > 0 such that the generating matrices H,, satisfy
n
> | Hy — H| = o(n*/*7) ass., (2.1)
m=1
with H bing a deterministic matrix and

d
Hy, >0 for k#q and Zqu:.s forallg=1,....,d,
k=1

where Hgy, is the (q, k)-entry of the matric H and s is a positive constant. Without loss of
generality, we assume s = 1 through out this paper. For otherwise, we may consider Yy, /s,

H,,/s instead.
Assumption 2.2 Let
qul(n) = COV[(Dqk(n)7 Dql(n))‘g;n—l]a ¢, k1=1,...d

and denote by V,,q = (qul(n))il:l. Suppose for some 0 < € < 1/2,

E|D,|*T* < C < oo forall n=1,2,..., (2.2)
n
Z Ving =nV, + o(n'~) a.s., foral q=1,....d, (2.3)
m=1
where V, = (qul)g,l:p q=1,...,d, are d X d non-negative definite matrices.

By Assumption 2.1l H has a maximal eigenvalue 1 and a corresponding right eigenvector
1=(1,...,1). Let Ag,..., A\ be other d — 1 eigenvalues of H. Then H has the following

Jordan form decomposition

T 'HT = diag (1,J) and J = diag(Ja,...,J,) (2.4)



with

Ao 10 0
0 X 1 0
J = ) (2.5)
0 O A1
0 0 O At

where T' = (t},...,t,) and t; = 1. Denote by p = max{Re(\2),...,Re(\2)}, where Re(\;)
is the real part of the complex number ;. And denote the order of J; by 1y and v =
max{v; : Re(\) = p}. Let v be the left eigenvector of H associated with the positive
maximal eigenvalue 1 and satisfy v1’ = 1. We denote H = H — 1'v, 3, = diag(v) — v'v,
3o = 22:1 vgVy and ¥ = H'Y1 H + 3. For a d-dimensional Brownian motion {W4;t > 0}

with a co-variance A, we denote the solution of the equation:

' S.H
St:VVt—I—/ ds, t>0, Sy=0 Equl

0 S
by {S; = Solut(Equl, W;);t > 0}. In the next section, we will show that S; is well defined

if p<1/2, and

s [w () asrwi= [awo()”

where, for any ¢ > 0 and any matrix M, t™ is defined to be

2. M*(Int)*
exp{M Int} := Z 0
k=0
Also we denote the solution of the equation:
~ tS.H ~
St:Wt—W1+/ S ds, t>0, 8§ =0 Equ2
1

by {S; = Solut(Equ2, W;);t > 0}. And we will show that S is well defined and

S, = /j WS§<§)ﬁds + W, - WytH = /1t(dws)(§>ﬁ.

Now let By and By be two independent d-dimensional standard Brownian motions.
Define Gy; = Solut(Equl,Bt,-Zil/z) and (A;t,- = Solut(EquZ,Bt,-Zil/z), 1 =1,2. Let Gy =
G H + Gy and ét = étlH + @tg. Then G; = Solut(Equl,BﬂEiﬁH + Bt22;/2) and
G, = Solut(Equ2, By X\ H + B, xY?).

The next two theorems are on the strong approximation.



Theorem 2.1 Suppose p < 1/2. Under Assumptions[21] and[2.2, there are two independent
d—dimensional standard Brownian motions By and Byy (possibly in an enlarged probability
space with the process (Y,,, N,,) being redefined without changing the distribution) such that

for some v > 0,

Y,-nv = G, H+G,»+ o(nl/z_TM) a.s., (2.6)
"Gy
N, —nv = Gy —I—/ :172 dz(I —1'v) + o(n'/*7 ™) a.s., (2.7)
0

where T Ay = min{t,~v}.

Theorem 2.2 Suppose p = 1/2 and Assumptions[21] and are satisfied. Further, assume

that

H, —H
Z 1 Hm — Hi| — I« . (2.8)

Then there are two independent d—dimensional standard Brownian motions By and By
(possibly in an enlarged probability space with the process (Y, IN,,) being redefined without

changing the distribution) such that

Y, —nv = émH + ém + O(n1/2 log¥ ! n) a.s. (2.9)
N "G,
N,—nv = G+ 2 (I —1'v) + O(n**1og" ' n) a.s. (2.10)
1
Also,
~ ¢ éz2 ! 1/2
(th + / . dZE(I -1 ’U))H GﬂH + Gt2 — Bt2§] (211)
1

Remark 2.1 The condition (2.8) is used by Bai and Hu (2005) to obtain the asymptotic
normality. It is easily seen that it implies the condition (2.1) with 7 = 0. Bai and Hu (2005)

also assumed that H,,1' =1' and H,,, — H.
Remark 2.2 By (2.9)-(211), under the assumptions in Theorem [2.2,
Y, —nv = (N, —nv)H + O(n'?log" ' n) as. ifv>1.

The proof of Theorems 2.1] and will be given in the last section. Before that, we give

some properties of the limit processes and several application of these approximations.



3 Properties of the limit processes.

This section will give several properties of the solutions of equations (Equl) and (Equ2)
and Gaussian processes G¢, St, etc. By combining these properties with the approximation
theorems in the above section we can obtain important properties of the urn models which
will be given in the next section. The properties of the Gaussian processes will be also used
in the proofs of the approximation theorems.

We first need two lemmas.
Lemma 3.1 Under Assumption 2], there exists a constant C' such that for any a > 1,
HaﬁH < Ca’log" 'a. (3.1)
Proof It is obvious that H = Tdiag(0, )T~ := TJT!. Tt follows that
aﬁ = TajT_l.

So it is enough to show that for any a > 1, |la”| < Ca®*)1log”* 1 a. Denote J; = A I + 1,

where
0 1 0 0
0 0 1 0
I, = (3.2)
0o 0 ... 0 1
0o 0 0 ... 0
Then [Ja|| = |ja*a®t|| < Caf®®)||alt|. Obviously,
001 ... 0 000 ... 1
000 ... 0 000 ... 0
=2 —vs—1
T, = LI =
0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
and T,* = 0. It follows that
oo =Tk vi—1 =k
I I,(Ina)* T, (Ina)k
I, _ ¢ _ t
R SRIUTEN spdta
k=0 k=0



Then

vi—1

la™| < C Z

(In a)

< C(loga)”~t.
Hence (3.1) is proved.
Lemma 3.2 For any a > 0, the equation
th/téﬁds, Z,=0
0 S

or equivalently
Z; ~
dZt == T_Hdt, Za == 0

has an unique solution Z; = 0.
Proof It is obvious that H = H — 1'v has the Jordan form decomposition
T-'HT = diag(0, J>, ..., Jy)
and (B3] is equivalent to
Z,T = gdz’ag(O, Jo, ..., Jg)dt, Z,T =0.

On the other hand, for each s,

() ~
az® —Z g 79—

)

has an unique solution Zt( = 0. The proof is completed.

From this Lemma, it follows that the solutions of (Equl) and (Equ2) are unique. The

following two propositions tells us that the solutions exist.

Proposition 3.1 Let {Wy;t > 0} be a d-dimensional Brownian motion with a co-variance

matriz A. Suppose that Assumption [Z] is satisfied and p < 1/2. Then the unique solution

S; = Solut(Equl, Wy) of the equation (Equl) is

t
St / W ; dl""Wt

Also
t —
S = (/ (dWm):L"_H)tH a.s.
0

Furthermore, with probability one Sy is continuous on [0, 00).

(3.4)

(3.5)



Proof Fist, since Ha:_ﬁH < Cx~P(logz~1)*~! for 0 < x < 1 by Lemma Bl and W, =

O(y/zloglogz—1) as x — 0, we have
Wgcgn_ﬁ =0(1)z?>P(logz™ )Y -0 a.s.,
H, tF

e — —-1/2—p —1\v
W, . (:E) O(1)x (logz™")" a.s.

as x — 0. Since —1/2 —p > —1 and Wxg(é)H is continuous on (0, 00), it follows that the

integral fg ng (%)Hdzn exists, and then Sy in ([B.4]) is well defined and
" H b H t H)\H
= t - t -
= —Wm:E_H‘OtH + </ d(Wx)aj_H>tH =-W,+ (/ d(Ww)x_H>tH.
0 0

It follows that (B.5]) is true. Now we show that S; is the solution of equation (Equl). Note

that

S = 0(1) /Ot(a: log log 2™ 1)Y2(t /)" (log(t/z))"~ dx = O(1)t*/2~P(logt 1)

as t — oo. It follows that Sy = 0, the integral fot %ds exists and

t
/—ds—/ /WHS /Wsds
0 S
= /me_H_ldaz/ HsH 1ds+/ W
_ /me—H—lde\ﬁ/ Wa g
0 o 9
¢ N N ¢ ¢ ¢ —~
— /me—H—ldxtH_/ W, /Ws _/ le(E)H
0 0 X 0 S 0 xr X

t T t T —
/SSHds:/ w2 (N~ s, —w,
0 0 xr X

S

Then

So, S; is the solution of equation (Equl). Finally, the continuity of S; follows from the

continuity of the Brownian motion W;.

Proposition 3.2 Let {Wy;t > 0} be a d-dimensional Brownian motion with some co-
variance matrixz. Suppose Assumption [2.1] is satisfied. Then the unique solution S’\t =
Solut( Equ2, W) of the equation (Equ2) is

o b OH t\E i
S, = Ww;(g) dz + W, — Wit (3.6)
1

10



Also
R ¢ — —
S; = </ (dWw)aj_H>tH a.s. (3.7
1
Furthermore, with probability one §t is continuous on (0,00).

Proof The proof is similar to Proposition [3.1] and so omitted.

Proposition 3.3 Let {Wy;t > 0} be a d-dimensional Brownian motion with some co-
variance matriz. Suppose Assumption[21lis satisfied. If p < 1/2, then for Sy = Solut( Equl, W)

we h(l’UtZ
m

If p < 1, then for S, = Solut( Equ2, Wt) we have

/—dt 5 S—m+O(1) a.s. (3.9)

m

Proof We only give a proof of ([3.9) since the proof of ([B.8]) is similar. First, from 3.1 it

follows that for all ¢t > 1,

IVar(S))| :'/1 () Var(wa) (4) P gc/l (t/2)2 Tog2~2(t /) dx

X

Ctlog? ¢, if p=1/2

IN

ct, ifp<1/2p < CPEVDlog? .

Ct*log®2logt, if p>1/2

So, E||Sy|| < Ct#V2 log”~ /2. According to equation (Equ2),

o~ ~

tS.H

§t—§s:Wt—Ws+/ dr, t>s> 1.

It follows that

m=1"mM

o m+1 1 1 & m+1 S, — Sm
=3 [ s DY | it

m=1"m m m=1"™ m

e m+1 i m+1 _
=> st(l—i)dzur / We = Wy,

m=1""m™ =17m m

o 1 m+1  pt SxH
- Zl o ot

11



The first and the third term above are a.s. convergent because

oo m+1 N 1 1
Z/ E||St||‘g—a|dt30
m=1"T

o0

m+ 1)pV% log" " /2(m +1)
2

( < oo,
m
m=1

and

© 1 [ mtl gt g S’;ﬁ o0 1pvll v—1/2 1
Z_/ / | ”dazdtSCZ(m+ )P¥2 08“2 (m + )<OO.
m T — m

=1 m m

The second term is a.s. convergent because it is an infinite series of independent normal

random variables with

[eS)
m=1

mtl gy, W, <1
Var{/ Hdt}H <C — < 0.
m

m=1
It follows that
n—1 .m+1 & qQ
S S,
Z / (—t - —)dt =0(1) a.s.
= Jm t m

The proof of (89)) is completed.

Propositions B.1] and give the solutions of equations (Equl) and (Equ2). To give
further properties of the G; and ét, we need the analytic representation of the solutions.
Recall T = (t),...,t}), where t; = 1. Let {W};¢ > 0} be a d-dimensional Brownian motion
with some co-variance matrix A. First we consider (Equl). Let {S; = Solut(Equl, W;);t >

0} be the solution of (Equl) and U; = S;T. Then U, is the unique solution of the equation

tu,J
Ut = WtT + / 3 ds t > O, U() =0 (310)
0

Note that J = diag(0,J) = diag(0,Js, ..., J,), where J;’s are defined as in (2H). Write

U, = (Utl,Ut(z), .. .,Ut(s)), where Ut(i) = (Ut(li), ey t(zi)-) is the vector which contains v;
coordinate variables corresponding to J;. Also write T = (1/,T®), ..., T®)), where T =
(tiy, ..., t;,.) is the v; x d matrix which contains v; columns of T corresponding to J;.

Obviously, Ut(;) = Ut 14vot..dvi 145 and tij = tiqpot 40, ,+5. 1t is easily seen that (BI0) is

equivalent to

Un = Wil

. (4) .
AUy = dWitl) + x2-at, U =0,
(0) u®

dUD = dWitl) + “=t + P, U =0,

(3.11)

J=2,...,v; 1=2,...,8.

12



On can show that the solution of equation (B.I1]) is

Uy = Wil
U(Z) — N td(Wx 21)7
" d(vfjl (3.12)
U = D g G g,
jJ=2,...,v; 1=2,---,8

Putting all the U’s to Sy = U;T~", we obtain the solution of (Equl).

Similarly, we have St Ut , where
PN
t>0, U; =0 (3.13)

U =W, T -W T +
1

and, U, = (U,1,07,...,0), O = @0, ..., 0,

Un= (W,— W)L,

GO — AWty
o d(vfjl (3.14)
Ut(;) =t ft bl -t fl HAI dz,

jJ=2,...,v; 1=2,---,8

Proposition 3.4 Under Assumption[21 and p < 1/2,

t
G,
Var{ (thH + Gyo, Gy + / wzdx(I — 1'1;))} =tT (3.15)
0
with
! Gw2
I = Var{ (G11H + G112, G11 —I—/ . (I — l/v))} (3.16)
0
711 a2
B (1) 122
and

1 H H
2 :/ (l) )N <l> dr
0 xr X
L[ 1 g\ H !
+ (I —1'v) /0 [/m ; (ac) dy

1/ " I\NH
rd2 _pa2) — H'/ - > (= dx
0 X X
N 171 H’ 1 H
+(I—H’)—1/ (-) PP <—> dz(I — 1'v).
0 X X

13

39

/:5 (%)ﬁdy] do(I —1'v),




Proof Let {Wy;t > 0} be a d-dimensional Brownian motion with some co-variance matrix
A, {S; = Solut(Equl, W;);t > 0} be the solution of (Equl). Notice {T~Y?Wry,t > 0} and
{W;,t > 0} are identical distributed. So {T~Y2Sp;,t > 0} and {S;,t > 0} are identical
distributed. Hence (B.15]) is true. By (3.3,

t t Yy H
/ﬂdy:/ [1/ aw, (2) ]dy
0o o |¥Jo T

It follows that

1
o\ﬁ
ISH
=z
| — |
m
<=
—
SEES
N

T
SN
<
| I

1 _
Var{Sl}:/ e H Az Hdg,
0
ﬁ/ _~ ﬁ/
S/t s\H t
COV{St,SS}:/O <5> A(E) da::8<g> Var{S.}, t > s,
1 1[ 1 g 1 1 I:
Var{/ iaiy} :/ [/ 1<g> dy / 1(g> dy] dx,
o < 0 z Y \T z Y \T
1 1 1 \H
COV{Sl,/ idy}:/ Mdy:/ <—> dyVar{S;}
o T 0 Y 0 \Y

=(I — ﬁ/)_IVar{Sl}.

A

The proof is now completed by noticing the independence of G;; and Gys.

Proposition 3.5 Under Assumption[21l and p = 1/2, the limit

. A
~ y - o~ G.o
r= }Lngo’f L(log t)1—2 Var{(GunH + G2,Gn +/1 . dz(I —1'v))} (3.17)

erists, and

T=: , (3.18)

where
(T'TT); = 2pm mg (NPE ), + T Zat)y),
(T'T®IT); = 2pm B Sit) + [N Zat),), (3.19)
(TTOIT);; = (T TCIT)y; = pm mig (VB Zat), + A T ot

whenever i = j = 1+ vy + ...+ v and Re(N) = 1/2, vp = v, and (T*f‘(““)T)ij =0 for

otherwise u,v = 1,2. Here @ is the conjugate vector of a complex vector a.

14



Proof Let W; be a d-dimensional Brownian motion with a co-variance A, §t a solution of

(Bqu2) and U; = S,T. Then by @13) and Proposition 3.2,

O = (W — W1 22 ot 10g" 112 1)

and
o" = wr® - w4 /WT(Z)x($)JZJ dx
vi—1
Ly 1/2 100v—1/2 ¢ (i) i Lk o
= /=1 w,T log I-J,d
o log 20+ 3 LWty L e
1/1—1

_ 1/27 00— 1/2 Xy k E—k
= o(t"?log +Z k'A / w,T® (x) log" —T; dz,
where I; is defined as in ([3]]) It is easily seen that

t
/WT Pilogh L L2 0(1)/ 2L Ly RO gk £
x 1 x

T
O(t'/?), if Re(\;) < 1/2,
O(t'/2logh*t1t), if Re(\;) = 1/2.
So
Utl =2 — 1 / w,T® (log”l_1 é)f;’i_l dz + o(t"/? log" /% ¢).

It follows that

G L2 ) T 1'f1 wthi(L) Z‘log"_lédzn, if Re(N\;) =1/2,j =v; =v,
tj

0, otherwise.

+o(tY?10g" /2 ¢).

Similarly,

Y dy =2
T

T L T
! 0, otherwise.

+o(t'?1ogv"1/? 1)

On the other hand, if Re()\;) = Re()\-) =1/2 and v; = v; = v, then

1t t 1t t
COV / Wt~ (=)™ log”~ daz,/ Wt/ = (=) log" ! = d:n}
1 €T x
(v — )7 N[ Fa A (1 + o(1))tlog® 1t if A = \j,
(£ + ) AL, (14 o(D) 25N 10g2 24, i A £ X,
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It follows that

' A
. — —2u ~ ~ ~ Gml
tllglot 1(logt)1 2 Var{(GﬂH + GtQ)T, (Gﬂ +/1 . dl‘(I — ]_/fu))T}
S0 F02)
Se) E@2)

exists. Alsoifi=j=14wvy+... 4+, and Re(N\) = 1/2, vy = v, then

EM)yj = e e (NSt + T Sat)),
(5(22))1]' = Wﬁ(mzlth + !Al!_2522t}1), (3‘20)
(5(12)%]' = (é(zl))ji = =02 )) 20— 1()‘1521'5;1 + )\l_lﬂEgtgl),

and (é(“”))i]— = 0 for other cases, u,v = 1,2. The proof is completed.

Proposition 3.6 Suppose Assumption 2] is satisfied. If p < 1/2, then fori=1,2,

t
Gmi
Gy = O(tloglog t)'/?) and / —dz = O(tloglog %) a.s. t — oco. (3.21)
0
If p=1/2, then fori=1,2,

Gu = O((tlogloglogt)Y/21og"~' 2 t) a.s. t — oo,
o= o | ) .

0 x”“da: = O((tlog log log t)'/? log?~1/? t) a.s. t— oo.
Proof Let W, be a d-dimensional Brownian motion, S; a solution of (Equl). If p < 1/2,

then by (34) and Lemma B.1],

t 1/2
HStH :O((tloglogt)1/2)—|—/ O(xlogloga:) t
0

(£) 108" (2)

X

=O((tloglogt)'/?) a.s

which implies ([B.21]).
When p = 1/2, let S; be a solution of (Equl). Then U; = S,T a solution of (I3). It

is easily seen that (cf. Bai, Hu and Zhang 2002)

a /t A(Wit]) , . O((tlog logt)1/2) a.s., if Re(\;) < 1/2
N
1 e

O((tlog log log t)1/2 log!/? t) a.s., if Re(\;) =1/2
as t — oo. From (3I4]) it follows that, if Re(\;) < 1/2,
ﬁt(li) = O((tloglogt)'/?) a.s.
Ut(;) = O((tloglogt)'/?) + ¢Felr) ft O((x#z(gf))l/) O((tloglogt)'/?) a.s.

7=2,...,u5t=1,...,s,
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and if Re()\;) = 1/2,

ﬁt(f) = O((tlogloglogt)1/2logl/zt) a.s.

fj(z:) _ O((t log log log t)1/2 10g1/2 t) + t1/2 flt O((mlogloglogg;f log/—1-1/2 z)

= O((tlogloglog )1/21og/~1/2 t) a.s.

j=2,...,v51=1,...,s.

It follows that S, = U,T~1 = O((t log log log t)'/? log?~1/2 t) a.s. Also,

/t %dx _ /t O((:vloglogloga:)l/2log”_l/2 ) "
1 T 1 X

= O((tlogloglogt)l/2log”_l/2 t) a.s.

So ([B:22) is proved.

4 Applications.

In this section, we give several applications of the approximation theorems. First, by comb-
ing Theorem 2.1 with Proposition B.4] and Theorem with Proposition respectively,

we have the following asymptotic normalities for (Y;,, N,).
Theorem 4.1 Under Assumptions 21 and[2.3, and p < 1/2,

nY2(Y, — nv, N, —nv) > N(0,T),
where I' is defined in Proposition [3.4).

Theorem 4.2 Suppose Assumptions [21] and [2.2 are satisfied. Further, assume (2.8) is

satisfied and p = 1/2. Then
-1/2 1/2—v D ~
n~/“(logn) (Y,, — nv,N,, —nv) = N(0,T),
where T is defined in Proposition [Z.2.

Also, by combining Proposition with Theorem 2.1l and Theorem respectively, we

have we have the following laws of the iterated logarithm.
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Theorem 4.3 Suppose Assumptions 21 and (2.2 are satisfied. If p < 1/2, then
Y, —nv = O((nlog logn)1/2) a.s.,

N,, — nv = O((nloglog n)1/2) a.s.

If (Z.8) is satisfied and p = 1/2, then
Y, —nv= O((n log log log n)1/2 log?~1/2 n) a.s.,

N, — nv = O((nlogloglog n)'/? log? /2 n) a.s.

Next, we consider a two-treatment case in which the addition rule matrices are denoted

by
| dGm), 1= di(Em)
tol- d2(Em2),  da(&ma) ,
where (£11,612), -+ -, (En1, Ena) are assumed to be i.i.d. random variables with 0 < d(Emp) <

1 for k = 1,2. This is a generalized randomized play-the-winner (RPW) rule (Bai and Hu,
1999). When &,,1 and &2 are dichotomous and di(x) = z, then generalized RPW model is
the well-known RPW model proposed by Wei and Durham (1978). In using the generalized
RPW rule, at the stage m, if the patient m is allocated to treatment 1 and the response
&m1 1s observed, then dj(&,,1) balls of type 1 and 1 — d;(&,,1) balls of type 2 are added to
the urn. And, if the patient m is allocated to treatment 2 and the response &,,2 is observed,
then da(&n2) balls of type 2 and 1 — da(&2) balls of type 1 are added to the urn. It is

obvious that the generating matrix is

p1, g
H, = H=E[D,|F 1] =ED = [ 7|,

q2, P2

where py = E[dk(§mk)] and g = 1 — pg for k = 1,2. It is easily checked that Assumptions

2.1 and 22] are satisfied, and v1 = ¢2/(q1 + ¢2), v2a = q1/(q1 + @2), A1 =1, p = A2 = p1 — 2.

Denote 0} = vjvy = ﬁg and o3 = %, where ay = Var(dg(&1)) for kK =1,2. Then
5 1, -1 5 5 1, -1 5
3 = 01 = 0-1(17 _1),(17 _1)7 3o = 02 0-2(17 _1)/(17 _1)7
-1, 1 -1, 1



Further, it is trivial that, if W; is a Brownian motion with a variance-covariance matrix
0%(1,-1)(1,—-1), then W; = o(By, —B;) where B; is a standard Brownian motion. When
p < 1/2, multiplying 1’ in both side of the equation (Equl) yields S;1’ = 0, which implies
S; = (S, —S¢) and Sy is a solution of

ts
St:O'Bt—Fp/ —xdﬂj‘, S(]:O
o T
It is easily check that

¢ ¢
Sy = atp/ z PdB, = ocB; + apt”/ B,z P ldz
0 0

and
t S t
/ Zdr = atp/ Bix P dx.
o T 0
Also,
2,2 ! 2 o
V = o t*F TPy =
ar(Sy) =o /0 x~ Pdx T 2pt’
tg t ot 952
Var / —xdx} = 02t2”/ / zAy)z Py P Mdady = ———————t,
s o Jo UMY T2 =)
Cov{S;, S5} = az(f)pVar(S )= o (E)ps t>s
ty s S s 1— 2p S y U 9y

ts t Cov{S;, S, } o?
Cov S,/—mdaj}:/ 2 dx = t.
{t 0o @ R (1—2p)(1—p)

Hence by applying Theorem [2.1] we conclude the following theorem.

Theorem 4.4 For the generalized RPW rule, if p = p1 — q2 < 1/2, then there are two

independent standard Brownian motion By and Bys such that for some v > 0,
n
Y1 — nuy :n”/ x_pd(palel + angg) + o(nl/z_v) a.s.,
0
n n
N,,1 — nvp :alnp/ x PdB,1 + O'an/ Byox P Vdx + 0(n1/2_7) a.s.
0 0

and

n
p(Np1 —nvy) = np/ :L"_”d(pale + UgBmg) — 09Bpa + o(nl/Z_V) a.s.
0

In particular,

n1/2 <ﬁ_ 2 ,an_ 2 >2>N(0,2),
no qgtq n q1 +q2
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where 3 = (O‘ij)?’jzl and

(p1 — @2)*q1q2 + (@1 + ¢2)(a1q2 + azq1)

T2 - )@ T
gy =12 +2(a1g2 + a2q1)
(1—2(p1 — @) (@1 + q2)%’
_ _(p1 = @)q1q2 + (a1g2 + a2q1)
o129 = 091 =

(1 —2(p1 — @2))(q1 + q2)?
When p = p; — g2 = 1/2, by considering the equation (Equ2) and applying Theorem
instead, we can define two independent standard Brownian motion B;; and By such that
" 1
Y,1 — nv1 :n1/2/1 x_l/zd(aalel + O'ngg) +O(vn) a.s.,

N,1 — nuy :aln1/2/ 2 Y2dB,, + 0'2711/2/ Byox™32dz + O(v/n) a.s.
1 1
and

1 " 1
§(Nn1 —nvy) = nl/z/ x_l/zd(§013x1 + Ungg) — (Bn2 — n1/2312) +O0(vn) a.s.
1

If we denote

2 q192 a1q2 + a2q1
+o03 = + = q1q2 + 2(a1q2 + a2q1).
27 Aqr + g)? @+ q ( )

and
R
B(t) = = 27 2d(501By1 + 02Ba2),
o J1 2

it is easily to check that B(t) is a standard Brownian motion. Hence we obtain the following

theorem for the case of p = 1/2.

Theorem 4.5 For the generalized RPW rule, if p = p1 — g2 = 1/2, then there a standard

Brownian motion B(t) such that

Yo — n—22 =n'?B(logn) + O(v/n) a.s.,

q1+ g2
a2 O(y/n) in probability,
Npi—n n =25n'/2B(logn) +
hre O(nloglogn)'/? a.s.

where 7% = q1q2 + 2(q1q2 + a2q1). In particular,

Yo — ~
lim sup m — 162/ (@1 + ) =0 a.s.,

n—oo 1/2n(logn)(logloglogn)
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N _
Jim sup n1 —ng2/(q1 + q2)

=20 a.s.
n—oo +/2n(log n)(logloglogn)

and

n1/2<ﬁ_ @2 N a2 >—@>N(0,§J>,
n gu+gq n g1+ q2

where 3 = (52']')?]-:1 and 511 = 52, 512 = 521 = 252, 522 = 452.

5 Proof of the approximation theorems.

Define
My = 325 { Xk — E[ Xy Fpa]} = 204 AMa, (5.1)
Mz = 3 ey Xin(Dim = E[Di|- T 1]) =2 30— AMima.

Recall that a,, = Y;,1’ is the total number of balls in the urn after stage n. By (L.1)) we have

n
Y, =Yy +) XDy
k=1

= Y, + Z { X (Din — E[Dpp| F-1])
m=1

Y,
(X — E[Xon| Fn1] + - YH + X,,(H, — H)}
m—1
n—1

= Y0+Mn2+Mn1H+Z§—mH+ZXm(Hm—H)
=0 M m=1
n—1 Y, N n
= no+ Yo+ My+MuH+ Y (== -v)H+ > X,(Hy, - H)

am

( sinceY,1' = a,, H=H —1'v, vH =0)
n—1 Y. N
= nv+Yy+ M+ M, H+ Z (- -v)H

m
m=1

where

Ru=(2-o)H+Y 2" )\H+ Y X,\(H, — H). (5.3)
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Also by ([L2l),

n n n—lY
m=1 m=1 m= Oam
n—1 Y
= nv—l—Mn1+Z = —v)(I-1v)
Qo
n—1 ~mw
_ nv—l—Mnl—l—Z - (I-1'v)
m=1
Y, Xm—a,, Y,
- Um m
(5~ )erz1 () (-1
= n'U+Mn1+Z mv(I_1U)+Rn27
m=1
where
o },0 n_lm_am Ym /

(5.5)

The expansions given in (5.2]) and (5.4]) are the key component in asymptotic analysis

of Y, and IN,,. Actually, if we neglect the remainder R,; and replace Mmﬁ + M,o by a

Brownian motion W,,, then

Y, —nox W, +Z mUN

which is very similar to the equations (Equl) or (Equ2). We will show (Y, —nv, N,,—nv

) can

be approximated by a 2d-dimensional Gaussian process by approximating the martingale

(M1, M,2) to a 2d-dimensional Brownian motion. First show that the remainders R,

and R, can be neglected.
Proposition 5.1 Under Assumptions (21) and (2:2), we have for any § > 0,

Ry =o(n’) + > Xp(Hy — H) = o0(n'/*7) as.,

m=1

R, =o(n%) a.s.

To proving this proposition, we need two lemmas, the first one can be found in Hu and

Zhang (2004).

Lemma 5.1 (Hu and Zhang (2004)) If AQ,, = AP, + Qn_lﬁ/(n —1), n>2, then

1Qull = 012, +Z QW) 1y t0g = ().
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Lemma 5.2 Suppose sup,, E||D,||> < co. Under Assumptions 2],
M, 2 0(n'/?) and M, 2 0(n'/?),
M, = O(n'2t0) V5 >0 and M, “ O((nloglogn)'/?),
an —n = 0nM*0) v > 0.

Furthermore, under Assumption[2.3,
M, = O((nloglog n)1/2) and a, —n = O((nloglog n)l/z).

Proof Note that [|AM || < || X || +E[[| Xpll|Fn-1] <2, [AM,|| < | Dyl +E[|Dn || Zn-1]
and ap, =n+ Yyl + M,1'+> " | X,,(H,, — H)1'. By the properties of martingale, the

results follow easily.

Lemma 5.3 Suppose p < 1/2 and sup,), E[|Dy,||* < co. Under Assumptions 2.1,

Y,
— —v=o(n

- —1249y 5. for any & > 0. (5.6)

Proof By (5.3) and Lemma [5.2] it is obvious that

Rl <C Z |m —I— Z |H,, — H|| = o(n'/**%) a.s. for any § > 0.

From (5.2)) and Lemma [5.2] it follows that
Y, - mo
Y, —nv = E -m T H 1/2+8
nv +o(n ) a.s

m=1
By Lemma [5.11 it follows that

n O(m1/2+6)

Y, — nv = o(n'/?") + (n/m)?log" ! (n/m) = o(n'/**%) a.s.

m=1 m
Hence
E _ _ Yn — nv + (Yn - 'I’L'U)]-,E — 0 ’I’L1/2+6 _ O(n—1/2+5)
(279 n n Qp, n
(56 is proved.

Now, we tend to
Proof of Proposition 5.1l Notice ™= (3;’: —v) = o(n 1) as. by Lemma 5.3
The proof is completed by noticing (5.3]) and (5.5)).

The next result is about the conditional variance-covariance matrix of the 2d-dimensional

martingale (M1, My2).
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Proposition 5.2 We have
E[(AM,,1) AM,,2| 1] =0 (5.7)

and under Assumptions 2.1 and 2.2,

n

> E(AMi) AMiyi| Frn1] = nZi + o(n' ™) a.s. i=1,2. (5.8)

m=1

Proof (5.7) is trivial. For (5.8]), we have

E[AM;,AM,5|F, 1] = E[(Dy,, — Hy,)'diag(X,,)(Dy, — Hy)| 1]

Y,
= E[(D, — H,) diag( . 11)(Dn — H,)|.Zn_1]

= E[(Dy — H,) diag(v)(Dy, — Hy)| F 1]

HEND, — H,) (diag(3=2) — diag(v)) (Dy — H,)|Fo]

d d v
-1,
= Z Vg Vng + Z(u — 0g) Ving-
q=1 q=1

Gp—1

Under Assumptions 2.1] 2.2] by Lemma [5.3] we have

> E[AM] 3 AMys| Fr1] = nZ2 + 0(n' ™) a.s.
m=1

Also
E[AM),AM,|.Z,_1]
= E[X,X,|Zn1] — (E[X0|Fnon]) E[X0] Fni]
Y, 1Y, Y,.- Y Y,
= Eldiag(Xn)|Fna] = = I = diag( P ) — o
an—1 Gp—1 an—1 Gn—1 Gn—1
= diag(v) — v'v 4 o(n"V*) a.s.
(58) is proved.

Proof of Theorem [2.Tl Suppose that Assumption [22]is satisfied. According to (5.8)),

> " E[(AMp1, AMpys) (AMp1, AMpyo) | F 1] = 1 diag(E1,Es) + o(n' ™) a.s.

m=1
It follows from Theorem 1.3 of Zhang (2004) that, there exist two standard d-dimensional

Brownian motions By; and By for which

(M1, M) — (Bu1 5%, Ba2y/%) = o(n'?7) s, (5.9)
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Here v > 0 depends only on d and e. Without loss of generality, we assume v < €/3.

Now let Gy; = Solut(Equl, Bti21/2) (¢ =1,2). Then by Proposition B.3],

n—1
dr = +0(1)a.s. i=1,2.
/0 pal g O(1) as. i=1,

m=1

Write G; = Gtgﬁé/ 24 GﬂE}/ ’H. Combining the above equality with (5.2]), (5.9) and

Proposition [5.1] yields

n—1
Ym - - Um oy -
Y,—nv-G, = Z n:?f ¢ H + o(n'/*™) a.s.

m=1
By Proposition (.1],

n 1/2—7Ay
Y, —nv— G, = o(n*/>7™N) + %(n/m)p log" "t (n/m) = o(n'/*™") a.s.
m=1

Finally, combining the above equality with (5.4)), (5.9]) and Proposition [5.1] yields

n—1

Y,, — EY,,
N,—nv = My+» ——2(I—-1v)+o(n)
m=0 m
n—1
— B 21/2 %I— / 1/2—7Ay
= BuZ/"+ ) (I - 1) +o(n )
m=1

= B.x/*+ / % dz(I — 1'v) 4 o(n'/>7™\7)
0

= Gn +/ Gz dz(I —1'v) + o(n'/>™) a.s.
0 €T

The proof is now completed.

Proof of Theorem (59) remains true. Let Gy; = Solut(Equ2, BtiEil/2) (1=1,2).

Then by Proposition [3.3]

n—1 N

/1 . dmzmz_:l - +0(1) a.s. i=1,2.

Write ét = étgilé/ 2y éﬂﬁl}/ ’H. Combining the above equality with (5.2]), (5.9) and

Proposition [5.1] yields
n—1 = n
~ Y, —mv-G,, =
Y, —nv-G, =) ™ H VN 43 XX — H) as.,
nv 2 - +o(n )+ 2 ( ) a.s
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By Proposition (5.1

~

Y,—nv—G, =o(n 1/2_7) +

ZHH - HJ) +Zn:

—o(n'/?) + 0(1 Zw Ylog" " n = 0(n"?log" ' n) as.
7j=1

A )2 g o fm)

2 1HH - Hj)

(n/m)"/*1og"~" (n/m)

Finally, combining the above equality with (5.4)), (5.9]) and Proposition [5.1] yields

N, —nv = 1—1—2 (I — 1'v) 4 o(n%)
n—1 4§
= Bn1§31/2 Z Wm(I —1'v) + O(nl/2 log¥~! n)
m=1
= Bn121/2 / Ge do(I — 1'v) + O(n1/2 log¥ ! n)
T
éx2

do(I — 1'v) + O(n1/2 log” ' n) a.s.

= n1+/

The proof is now completed.
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