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Abstract: The generalized Pélya urn (GPU) models and their vari-
ants have been investigated in several disciplines. However, typical
assumptions made with respect to the GPU do not include urn mod-
els with diagonal replacement matrix, which arise in several applica-
tions, specifically in clinical trials. To facilitate mathematical analyses
of models in these applications, we introduce an adaptive randomly
reinforced urn model that uses accruing statistical information to
adaptively skew the urn proportion toward specific targets. We study
several probabilistic aspects that are important in implementing the
urn model in practice. Specifically, we establish the law of large num-
bers and a central limit theorem for the number of sampled balls. To
establish these results, we develop new techniques involving last exit
times and crossing time analyses of the proportion of balls in the urn.
To obtain precise estimates in these techniques, we establish results
on the harmonic moments of the total number of balls in the urn.
Finally, we describe our main results in the context an application
to response-adaptive randomization in clinical trials. Our simulation
experiments in this context demonstrate the ease and scope of our
model.

1. Introduction. A generalized Pélya urn (GPU) model [4] is charac-
terized by the pair (Y7 ,,Y2,) of random variables representing the num-
ber of balls of two colors, red and white, for instance. The process is de-
scribed as follows: at time n = 0, the process starts with (y1,0,92,0) balls.
A ball is drawn at random. If the color is red, the ball is returned to the
urn along with the random numbers (Dq; 1, Di21) of red and white balls;
otherwise, the ball is returned to the urn along with the random numbers
(D211, D22.1) of red and white balls, respectively. Let Y 1 = y1 0+ D111 and
Y21 = y2,0 + D12,1 denote the urn composition when the sampled ball is red;
similarly, let Y11 = 41,0 + D211 and Y21 = y20 + D221 denote the urn com-
position when the sampled ball is white. The process is repeated yielding the
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collection {(Y1,,Y2,);n > 1}. The quantities Ry = {(D11,n, Di2n);n > 1}
and Ry = {(D21,n, D22n);n > 1} are collections of independent and identi-
cally distributed (i.i.d.) non-negative integer valued random variables, and
R is assumed to be independent of Ry. We refer to

D — [ Di1n D1y }
=
D1y Doy
as a replacement matrix.
In this paper, we focus on an extension of the randomly reinforced urn
(RRU) model, a variant of the randomized Pélya urn (RPU) models, whose
replacement matrix is given by

D — [ Di1n Diop } _ [ Dy, O }
" Dy1yy Daap 0 Dy, |-

where the random variables D ,, and Dy, are supported on [0, 00), rather
than on the set of non-negative integers. Let m; := E[D;,]| and my :=
E[D, ). For the RRU model, a law of large numbers was established in [18];
i.e.

(L1) Zy = —n__ og {1 Lmi>may + 0 Loy <oy 1 ma 7 ma,
Yl,n + Y2,n Zoo if mip = mo,
where “3" stands for almost sure convergence and Z., is a random variable
supported on (0,1). The properties of the distribution of Z., were studied
n [1, 2]. Denoting {(N1,,N2y);n > 1} the number of balls of red and
white colors sampled from the urn, one can deduce from the above LLN
that Ny ,/n converges to the same limit as Z,,.

Notice that the limit of the RRU in (1.1) is always 1 or 0 when m; #
ms. However, in applications it is common to target a specific value p €
(0,1). This was achieved in [3], where the modified randomly reinforced urn
(MRRU) model was introduced. The MRRU model is an RRU model with
two fixed thresholds 0 < p2 < p; < 1, such that if Z,, < ps, no white balls
are replaced in urn, while if Z, > p;, no red balls are replaced in the urn.
These changes occur at random times and will in general depend on mq
and mg. Thus, even if the sequences {Djn;n > 1} and {Dy,;n > 1} are
ii.d., the replacements matrices of the MRRU model are not i.i.d. Indeed
the replacement matrix has the following representation:

D. — Dy - Yz, 1<pmy O
Lo Do -1z, 1>p}
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The LLN for the MRRU when m # my is established as

Zn a._8>~ P1 - 1{m1>m2} +p2- 1{m1<m2}-

A second order result for Z,,, namely the asymptotic distribution of Z,, after
appropriate centering, was derived in [13]. However, the validity of the CLT
for Ni,/n in the MRRU model is not known.

A critical issue in the MRRU model is that p; and po are typically un-
known in real applications. In this paper, we use the accruing information
concerning the balls in the urn to provide random thresholds which converge
a.s. to specified targets. More specifically, our replacement matrix becomes

Dy -14z,<5 0
1.2 Dy=| " nSPink :
(12 tlo Do 17,2450}

where p1, and po,, represent the random thresholds. We call this adaptive
urn model an adaptive randomly reinforced urn (ARRU), to distinguish it
from the RRU and the MRRU. In this paper, we investigate the asymptotic
properties of the ARRU model when m; # ms. Specifically, we establish the
LLN for Z,, and Nj,/n, and the CLT for Nj, /n. Before concluding this
section, we describe some recent works in the literature which are similar in
spirit to the present work but are quite different from our proposed model.

Let H,, := E[D,|F,—_1], where F,_1 is the “information” up to the time
(n —1). This is referred to as the generating matrix. Asymptotic properties
of the urn composition for homogeneous GPU, i.e. H, = H for all n > 1,
have been studied in [4] under the assumption that H is irreducible. In [21],
the extended Pélya urn (EPU) is defined as a GPU such that all the rows
of H sum to the same positive constant, i.e.

(1.3) H1 = cl.

Under the assumption that H has simple eigenvalues, second-order asymp-
totic properties on the proportion of sampled color extracted from the urn
are obtained in [21]. In [15], the limiting distribution of the proportion of
sampled balls for homogeneous urn models are derived. In [5], weak consis-
tency and asymptotic normality of the urn composition for non-homogeneous
GPU are established. However, in [5], the sequence {Hp;n > 1} is determin-
istic and converges to a matrix H satisfying (1.3). [6, 7] extend [5] to random
generating matrices and establish almost sure convergence of the proportion
of sampled balls. They also investigate the second-order properties. A key
assumption in [6, 7] is (1.3). In [24] the sequence of generating matrices is
defined as function of adaptive estimators, which guarantees the convergence
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of H, to a limiting matrix H satisfying (1.3). For “immigrated” urn models,
theoretical results have been obtained in [25] under the assumptions (1.3),
or H1 < 0. These extensions do not include the RRU model, where H,, is
diagonal, non-negative and (1.3) is not satisfied. For distributional results
concerning large Pélya urns, see [8]. We now describe application to clinical
trial literature (see [11]). For applications to computer science, we refer the
reader to [17].

1.1. Applications to clinical trials. Urn models have a long history of
applications in clinical trials, by providing randomization procedures that
target certain objectives (for a review, see [19]). In this context, patients are
sequentially allocated to treatments according to the sampled colors and
the associated responses are used to update the urn. This is referred to as
response-adaptive, since the probability of assignment depends on informa-
tion about the treatment performances. For a literature review on response-
adaptive designs in clinical trials see [14, 16]. In an RRU model, responses to
treatments are typically transformed by a utility function to obtain the rein-
forcement values, so that the higher the reinforcement, the better the treat-
ment. This yields a more ethical allocation in clinical trials, because (1.1)
shows that the RRU assigns more patients to the superior treatment. How-
ever, response-adaptive designs usually aim at obtaining good inferential
properties by targeting a certain proportion p € (0, 1), which is typically
chosen to satisfy some optimality criteria (see [20]). For this reason, in [3]
the RRU was modified to asymptotically attain any target allocation pro-
portion, p € (0,1). This guarantees the MRRU design to have an asymptotic
allocation within (0, 1) there by incorporating ethical constraints (viz. as-
signing more subjects to the superior treatment). The main issue is that p;
and po are typically functions of unknown parameters (see [20]). The ARRU
model presented in this paper allows p; and ps to be functions of such
unknown parameters, and adaptively updates by substituting sequential es-
timates for the parameters. The limiting results in this paper demonstrate
that such procedures target the unknown optimal allocation and provide an
appropriate randomization procedure for such trials in large samples. We
also demonstrate by simulation that the properties hold relatively well for
moderate sample sizes.

1.2. Structure of the paper. The paper is organized as follows. In Sec-
tion 2, we present the notation and assumptions concerning the ARRU
model and related main results. Specifically, in Subsection 2.1, we present
the LLN; in Subsection 2.2 we present the CLT under the assumption that
the thresholds are updated at exponentially changing times. Subsection 2.3
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is devoted to the implications of the main results in the context of clinical
trials.

In Section 3, we describe several fundamental results concerning the ARRU
model that are needed in the proof of the CLT. Specifically, we prove that the
harmonic moments of the total number of balls in the ARRU are uniformly
bounded. Then, we use this to obtain a uniform Li-bound for the distance
between the urn proportion at successive update times and the adaptive
thresholds. In Section 4 the proofs of the main results are provided, while
Section 5 contains results of a simulation study. Section 6 contains extensions
to multi-color urn models.

Finally, some remarks concerning proofs are in order. The LLN and CLT
for Nj ,,/n are deduced using the asymptotic properties of Z,,. For this rea-
son, in several results of this paper we will provide a detailed probabilistic
description of the sequence {Z,;n > 1}.

2. Model assumptions, notation and main results. We begin by
describing our model precisely. Let &3 = {{1n;n > 1} and {2 = {20 > 1}
be two sequences of i.i.d. random variables, with probability distributions
w1 and pg respectively. Without loss of generality (Wlog), assume that the
support of {1, and {3, is the same. We denote it by S. Consider an urn
containing y10 > 0 red balls and yo¢ > 0 white balls, and define yo =
Y10 + y2,0. At time n = 1, a ball is drawn at random from the urn and its
color is observed. Let the random variable X7 be such that

~J 1 if the extracted ball is red,
b 0 if the extracted ball is white.

We assume X7 to be independent of the sequences &7 and &3. Note that X4
is a Bernoulli random variable with parameter zg = y1,0/vo.

Let p1,0 and pa be two random variables such that pi 0, p20 € (0,1) and
P10 > p2,0 as. Let u: S — [a,0],0 <a<b<oo If X; =1and 2z < p1p,
we return the extracted ball to the urn together with D1 = u(&;,1) new
red balls. While, if X1 = 0 and zy > p2,0, we return it to the urn together
with Dy 1 = u (§2,1) new white balls. If X; =1 and 29 > p1, or if X1 =0
and zp < p2,, the urn composition is not modified. To ease notation, let
denote w9 = 1i0<pio} and wo g = 10500} Formally, the extracted ball
is always replaced in the urn together with

XD w0+ (1 — X1) Dy jwag

new balls of the same color to the extracted one; now, the urn composition
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becomes
Yii=y10+X1D1 1w

Yo1 =120+ (1 — X1) Do 1ws .

Set Y1 =Y11+Y2 and Z; = Y7 1/Y7. Now, by iterating the above procedure
we define p1 1 and po 1 to be two random variables, measurable with respect
to the o-algebra F; = o (lelel,l + (1 — X1)§271), with pA171,,(5271 € (0, 1)
and p11 > po1 a.s. Let my = [w(y)p1 (dy) and mo = [u(y) pe (dy) be
the means of {Dy,;n > 1} and {Dy,;n > 1}, respectively. We assume
throughout the paper the following condition:

(2.1) mq 75 ma.

The urn process is then repeated for all n > 1. Let py1, and p2, be two
random variables, measurable with respect to the o-algebra

Fon=0(X1, X161+ 1 —X1) &, .. Xn, Xilin + (1 — X3) 20)

with p1n, p2.n € (0,1) and P14, > P2, a.s. We will refer to pj, j = 1,2 as
threshold parameters. At time n + 1, a ball is extracted and let X, 11 =1
if the ball is red and X,,+1 = 0 otherwise. Then, the ball is returned to the
urn together with

Xnt1D1n 1t Wi + (1 = Xpy1) Do i Wan

balls of the same color, where D111 = u(&1n+1); Dont1 = w(2n+41),
Win = Yz, <piny Won = Liz,5p,,) and Zpp1 = Yi,/Y, for any n > 1.
Formally,

Vi1 =10+ Yory XiD1,iWiio

Youi1 = Y20+ 2oi (1= X;) DoiWai

and Y11 = Y141 + Yo . If Xy =1 and Z,, > p1p, ie. Wy, =0, or
it Xp41 = 0 and Z,, < pay, i.e. Wy, = 0, the urn composition does not
change at time n + 1. Note that condition p1, > p2, a.s., which implies
Wi+ Wa, > 1, ensures that the urn composition can change with positive
probability for any n > 1, since the replacement matrix (1.2) is never a
zero matrix. Since, conditionally to the o-algebra F,,, X, 1 is assumed to
be independent of &1,&2, X,11 is conditionally Bernoulli distributed with
parameter Z,.

We will denote by Nj, and N, the number of red and white sampled
balls, respectively, after the first n draws, that is Ny, = > " | X; and No,, =
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S (1= X5). Let py and pa be two constants such that 0 < ps < p1 < 1.
We will adopt the following notation:

ﬁn ::ﬁl,nl{m1>m2} + ﬁ2,n1{m1<m2};
P =Pl sme) T P21y <ma}-

2.1. Law of large numbers. Our first result is concerned with the LLN.

THEOREM 2.1.  Under assumptions (2.1) and

(2.2) lim p, = p a.s.

n—oo

we have that

(2.3) lim Z, = p a.s.

n—oo

From Theorem 2.1 we can obtain the convergence of sampled balls, namely
NLn/’I’L.

COROLLARY 2.1.  Under assumptions (2.1) and (2.2),

N
(2.4) lim —2 = p a.s.

2.2. Central limit theorem. We next study the limit distribution of pro-
portion of sampled balls Nil’" . By the description of the model, N;L’” depends
on the sequence pj,, j = 1,2. However, frequent changes to p;, make the

M.y > 1}, we

n

1,n

sequence more erratic. To stabilize the behavior of {

fix a constant ¢ > 1 and introduce the sequence p;,, j = 1,2 as
(2.5) Pjn = Pjlgi]s a8 [ql] <n< [q“’l] ,

for ¢ € N; that is, we adapt the threshold parameters to change “slowly”
at exponential times {[ql] Ji=1,2, } An alternative definition of p;, j =
1,2, which is used in some proofs, is the following

(26)  (Prmdon) = (Pyfgenshafa)) s Fn = logym)]
for any n > 1. We will denote by
Pn = P1nlimisma} T P20 {my<mol-

We now turn to the statement of the CLT. In the following 4 represents
the convergence in distribution.
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THEOREM 2.2.  Let p1,, and pap be as in (2.5). Assume that for any
€> 0 and j = 1,2, there exists 0 < ¢; < oo such that

(2.7) P (|pjn—pjl >€) < crexp(—ne?),
for large n. Then, under assumption (2.1), we have that

(25) N (N;’"

—ﬁn> 4 A0, p(1—p)).

i Piet

where p, = L

REMARK 2.1.  The result of Theorem 2.2 continues to hold if (2.7) is
not satisfied, but (2.2) and the following conditions hold:

(c1) limsup,,_,o VRE [[pn — pl]] < oc.
(c2) There exists € € (0,1/2) such that p;, € [€,1 — €] a.s. for any n > 1,
j=1,2.

Theorem 2.2 introduces an asymptotic bias for Nj,,/n given by (p, — p).
We show that this bias is exactly of order O(n_l/ 2); our next proposition
makes this observation precise.

PROPOSITION 2.1.  Let p1 ,, and pay, be as in (2.5). Then, under assump-
tion (2.1) and (2.7),

(2.9) limsup n- E [|p, — p|*] < oc.

n—o0

REMARK 2.2.  The result of Proposition 2.1 continues to hold if (2.7) is
not satisfied, but the following condition holds:

(c4) lmsup, oo nE [15 — pl?] < oo.
In the case when p1, = p1 and pa, = p2 for any n > 0, Theorem 2.2

provides a CLT for the allocation proportion of MRRU model. This is sum-
marized in the following corollary:

COROLLARY 2.2. In a MRRU, under assumption (2.1), we have that

Nl,n

\/ﬁ< : —p) 4N (0,p(1-p)).
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2.3. Application to clinical trials (revisited). Consider two competing
treatments 77 and 73. The random variables &1, and &, are interpreted
as the potential responses to treatments 77 and 7Ta, respectively, given by
subjects that sequentially enter the trial. At all times n > 1, a subject is
allocated to a treatment according to the color of the sampled ball and a
new response is collected. Note that only one response is observable from
every subject, that is X,&1 ., + (1 — X)) &2, The function u transforms the
responses into reinforcements D, and D» ,, that update the urn. Typically,
u is chosen such that 77 (or 72) is considered the superior treatment when
my > ma (m1 < mg). We assume there exists a unique superior treatment,
which is formally stated in assumption (2.1).

We now describe the role of the sequences {p1,;n > 1} and {p2,;n >
1} in clinical trails. Assume the distributions p; and pe are parametric,
depending on the vectors 6; and 0, respectively, with 8 = (01,602) € © C

R with d > 1. Let 0, = (élm, 92n> be an estimator of @ after the first n

allocations, so that 6,, is measurable with respect to the o-algebra F,,. We
assume that the distributions @1 and po are parametrically independent, in
the sense that py does not depend on 65 and ps does not depend on 6.
Hence, 0A17n is computed with the Ny, observations {&1, @ X; = 1,7 < n},
while ég’n is computed with the Ny, observations {&2; : X; = 0,7 < n}.
Thus, {p1,;n > 1} and {p2,;n > 1} are defined as follows:

(2.10) Pin = fi <0Al7n) and  pap = fo <0\27n) , Yn>1,

where f1: 0 — (0,1) and fo : © — (0,1) are two continuous functions such
that
fi(x) > fo(x), V€ 6;

p1 = f1(0) and p2 = f2(6).

this implies p1,, > P2, a.s. for every n > 1. Moreover, set

The LLN presented in Theorem 2.1 suggests a direct interpretation for
the functions f; and fo in a clinical trial context: f1 () and f3 (6) represent
the desired limiting allocations for the sequence Ny, /n, in case the superior
treatment is T3 (mq > mg) or T (my < mg), respectively. This is a great
improvement, since the design can target an arbitrary known function of all
the parameters of the response distributions.

Ideally, fi1 and fo are chosen to obtain good statistical properties from
the design. Typically, in clinical trials, a design is constructed to satisfy
certain optimality criteria related to its statistical performances (e.g., power;
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see [20]). Letting 7 (@) denote the limit proportion of subjects to be allocated
to treatment 77, this design can be obtained by the urn model described in
Section 2 by choosing f1 (0) = f2(0) = n(0). However, in some experiments,
ethical aspects are important and the main goal may be to assign fewer
subjects to the inferior treatment; in this case we choose f1(0) ~ 1 and
f2(0) ~ 0. Designs requiring both ethical and statistical goals can also be
obtained from our design, by setting f1(0) > n(0) > f2(0). For instance,
we may take

(2.11) f1(8) =pn(0)+(1 —p)-1, f2(8)=pn(0)+(1—p)-0, pec(0,1],

where p is a biasing term, which introduces a trade-off between the ethics
and statistical properties.

Finally, it is worth emphasizing that conditions (2.2) and (2.7) required
in the LLN of Theorem 2.1 and in the CLT of Theorem 2.2, respectively,
are straightforwardly satisfied when we take 6., to be maximum likelihood
estimators (MLEs) for 6.

Moreover, condition (c2) in Remark 2.1 is equivalent of the assumption
that the ranges of f; and fo are subsets of [e,1 — €], for some € € (0,1/2).

3. Harmonic moments and related asymptotics.

3.1. Harmonic moments. In this subsection, we show that the harmonic
moments of the total number of balls in the urn are uniformly bounded.
This is a key result which is needed in several probabilistic estimates, and in
particular in the proof of the CLT. More specifically, as explained previously
the results concerning the asymptotic behavior of Ny ,,/n, depend critically
on the behavior of (Z,,— py,). In Subsection 3.2 we provide bounds for Y,,(Z,,—
Pn), by using comparison arguments with the MRRU model. Now, to replace
the random scaling Y,, by the deterministic scaling n, one needs to investigate
the behavior of n/Y,,. Our next theorem provides a precise estimates of the

§*™" moment of n/Y,, for any j > 0.

THEOREM 3.1. Under assumption (2.1) and (2.7), for any j > 0, we

have that '
n J
Y

In the proof of Theorem 3.1, we need the following lemma that provides
an upper bound on the increments of the urn process Z,, by imposing a
condition on the total number of balls in the urn Y,,. Hence, the proof of
Theorem 3.1 is reported after the following result.

sup FE < ©00.

n—o0
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LEMMA 3.1.  For any € € (0,1), we have that

(3.1) {Yn>b<1;6>} C (| Znp1—Zn] <e ).

ProoOF. The difference (Z,+1 — Z,) can be expresses as follows:

Y1+ Xor it WinDin Vi
Yn + Xn—l—lWl,nDl,n—l—l + (1 - Xn+1)W2,nD2,n+1 Yn

Consider {Z,+1 > Z,}, since the case {Z,+1 < Z,} is analogous. Note
that {Z,+1 > Z,} implies that {X, ;1 = 1} and {W;, = 1}. Then, since
Dy 41 < b as., on the set {Z,11 > Z,} we have

Yipn+Diny1 Yin

Z -7 < -
i " - Yn + Dl,n—l—l Yn

D11 b
- Tt 7)< ,
IPES A E
where the last inequality follows from {Y;, > b(1 —€)/e} in (3.1). O

PrROOF OF THEOREM 3.1. In this proof, when we have set of integers
{la1], .., [b1]} with a1,b; ¢ N, to ease notation we will just write {a1,..,b1},
omitting the symbol [-]. First, note that, since D;;, Da; > a a.s. for any
1> 1 and Yy > 0, we have that

Yo = Yo 4 Y (D1iXiWiiog + Dy (1— X;) Waiq)

i=1

(3.2) > Yy + a- Z (XiWiic1+ (1 — X5) Waiiq),
i—1

> Yy + a- Z (XiWii1 4+ (1 — X5) Waq),
i=nf3

for any 8 € (0,1). To keep calculation transparent we choose § = 1/2.
We recall that, by construction, we have that Wy ;_1,Ws,;_1 € {0;1} and
Wii—1+ W1 > 1 for any ¢ > 1; hence, the random variables X; W1 ;1 +
(1 — X;) Wy are, conditionally to the o-algebra F;_1, Bernoulli distributed
with parameter greater than or equal to min{Z;_1;1— Z;_1}. Hence, the be-
havior of Y,, is intrinsically related to the behavior of Z,,.
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Thus, let us introduce the sets Ay, (down), A.,, (center) and A, , (up) as
follows:

Ad,n = U {ZZ < C} ;

n/2<i<n

Ac,n = ﬂ {ZZ € [Cv 1- C]} s

n/2<i<n

Au,n = U {ZZ >1-— C} s

n/2<i<n

where ¢ € (0, 1) will be appropriately fixed more ahead in the proof. Then, we
perform the following decomposition on the behavior of {Z;;n/2 <i < n},

n J n J n J
() () 2] + () P00

On the set A, ,, the process {Z;;n/2 < i < n} is bounded away from the ex-
treme values {0; 1}; Hence we can use comparison arguments with a sequence
of i.i.d. Bernoulli random variables with parameter ¢ to get the boundedness
of E [(n/Yn)J 1Ac,n:|' After that, we will focus on proving that P(A,,) and

P(A, ) converge to zero exponentially fast.
First, note that on the set A., the random variables

E < <n>j-P(Ad,n) +E

Y,

XiWiio1i+ (1 — X;) Wai

are, conditionally to the o-algebra JF;_1, Bernoulli with parameter with
parameter greater than or equal to ¢ for any i = n/2,..,n. Hence, if we
introduce {B;;i > 1} a sequence of i.i.d. Bernoulli random variable with
parameter ¢, from (3.2) we have that

n\’ 1 n g
— | 14.,| £ =FE
(Yn> ’ a’ Yo/a+ 327, 0 Bi

We now show that

J
n
li EF||———
o [(Ko +Yn, BZ-)

with Ky = Yy/a. To this end, we apply Theorem 2.1 of [12], with ny = 1,
p = J, Zin = B; + Yp/n for i < n. All the assumptions of the theorem

E

< o0,




CLT FOR AN ADAPTIVE URN MODEL 13

are satisfied in our case. In fact, at first we have E [Z;Op ] < oo because

E |:(Y() + Bl)_j] < Ko_j < 00.
Secondly, note that Z; ,, are identically di§tributed for all 7 < n, since B; are

i;i.d. Bernoulli of parameter ¢. Finally, Z, converges in distribution, since
Zn =31 Bi/n+ Ko *% ¢+ K. Hence, by Theorem 2.1 of [12], it follows

that E |Z,"| is uniformly integrable. As a consequence,

= limsup E [Z,?] < .

n—oo

J
n
li E|| —=i—F
wew # | (s )

Now, we will prove that P(Ag,) and P(A, ) converge to zero exponen-
tially fast. We will show that this occurs because p1, and ps , are bounded
away from the extreme values {0; 1}, with probability that converge to one
exponentially fast. Formally, fix € > 0, such that p; + € < 1 and py — ¢ > 0,
and define o, := n®, a € (0,1), for any n > 1. Now, for any n > 1 define
the following sets:

Al,n

{ sup{p1,i} > p1 +e },

>0
Az = { inf {po;} < pa—e },
1>

Azp = { Anf {min{1 — p1:;p2:}} > min{l — p1;p2} — € } ;
where we recall that pi; and po; are the adaptive thresholds. Note that
A p UAsy, UAs, = Q. We have that

P(A,) + P(Ayn) + P(A3,NAgq),

)

P (Al,n) + P (Agm) + P (Agm N Au,n).

IN A

First, we prove that P (A ,) and P (As,) converge to zero exponentially
fast. Consider the term P (A; ;). From the definition of A; ,, we obtain

PA,) =P ui>p+e | <D Plhni>p+o).
i>an i>an
From (2.7), for large i we have that

P (1, > p1+¢€) < cyexp (—i€?),
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with 0 < ¢; < oo. Hence, using the fact that Y, is increasing we have that

P(A,) < Z P (pr;>p1+e)

1>0n
< g exp (—iez)
120

= c1 exp (—ane2) .

Similar arguments can be applied to prove P (As,) — 0 exponentially fast.
Finally, we show that P (A3, NAg,) and P (A3, NA,y) converge to

zero exponentially fast. Consider P (A3, N Ag,), since the proof for

P (A3, NA,y) is analogous. First, let introduce ¢ := min{p2;1 — p1}, and

rewrite Az, as follows:

A3,n = {mf {ﬁgm; 1-— pALn} Z ¢ — € } .
1>0n

Define the set fldm as follows:

Agy = N {Zi<¢e

an<i<n/2

We now set an appropriate value of ¢ such that
(33) {Agm N Ad,n} C {Agm N Ad,n} ,

for any n > 1. To do that, we need to set ¢ such that {Z; > ¢} C {Z;41 > ¢}
for any i > «,,. First, note that on the set As,, {p2; > (¢ —€)} for any

i > oy, Hence, for any ¢ < (¢ —¢), if {¢ < Z; < (¢ — €)} we have Wy; =0,
that implies Z; 11 > Z; and so Z;11 > c. Alternatively, if {Z; > (¢ —¢€) > ¢},
the set {Z;+1 < Z;} is possible, and hence we have to bound the increments
of Z,, to guarantee that Z; 1 > ¢, i.e. set ¢ such that

’Zi—i-l — ZZ‘ < (¢— 6) — C, Vi > 0.
Using (3.1), we obtain

Y
_Yo+b

(3.4) c<pp: (p—e).

This guarantees (3.3) holds for any n > 1.
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We now show that P(As, N /Id,n) converges to zero exponentially fast.
To this end, first note that on the set As,, we have po; > pa — € for any
i = ap,..,n/2; moreover, on the set fldm, we have Z; < pgy for any i =
Qp, ..,n/2. These considerations imply that Ws; = 0 and Wi ; = 1 for any
i = ap,..,n/2, on the set A3, N fldm. Hence, we can write
Yia, + Z:L:/in XiD1 o _ Yo +a Z?:/in X

Yo, + ZWQ X;D1;  (yo+ anb) + az@/z X;

i=am, i=Qun,

(3.5) Znjy =

where the inequality is because Y1 a4, > ¥1,0, Ya, < Yo + apb and Dy; > a
a.s. for any ¢ > 1. Now, define for any n > 1 the set A4 ,, as follows:

n/2
Po
Ayp = Xi > ——— (yo+anxd) .,
TR e e
and consider the set Ay, N fld,n N Ay p. On the set Ay, N fld,n we can use
the definition of A4, in (3.5), obtaining

{Agm N /Nldm N A4,n} C {{Zn/g > po} N Ad,n} .

However, {Zn/z > po} N fld,n = (). Hence, P(Ay N fld,n NAs,) =0 and it
is sufficient to show that P ( Az, N fld,n N Agn) converges to zero exponen-

tially fast.

To this end, note that on the set Az, N fld,n we have Z;,11 > Z; for
any i = ay, ..,n/2, since we previously showed that W5 ; = 0 and Wy ,; = 1.
Hence, on the set Ag,nﬂfldm, {Xi,i = an,..,n/2} are conditionally Bernoulli
with parameter p; > Z,, a.s. Now, let denote with {g; ,;i =1,..,n/2 —a,}
a sequence of i.i.d. Bernoulli random variable with parameter zg,, defined
as

Y1,0

20nm ‘& T 1 < Za

o+ b a.s.;

it follows that P (Ag’n N fld,n N Agn> is less than or equal than

Po
3.6 P Oin < ——— + anpb
0 A =l

Finally, we use the following Chernoff’s upper bound for i.i.d. random vari-
ables in [0, 1] (see [10])

(3.7) P (S, <cy- E[Sy]) < exp (-% : E[Sn]> ,
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with ¢g € (0,1) and S, = Y ;' X;. In our case, we have that (3.6) can be
written as P (S, < ¢, - E[S,]), where S,, = zyﬁ_a" 0in and

n Y1,0 Do (yo + anb)?
E Sn =\5 — d n — ;
[5n] ( ) (yo + anb) me e a(l —po) y1,0(n/2 — ay)

since ¢, — 0, we can define an integer ng such that ¢, < ¢g for any n > ng,
so that
P(S,<c, E[S)]) < P(S,<cy-EI[S)]).

Hence, by using (3.7), for any n > ny we have that

which converges to zero exponentially fast since

E[S,] = yro(n/2 — an) L.

Yo + anb Qg
This concludes the proof. O
REMARK 3.1.  The result of Theorem 3.1 can be also obtained relaxing

assumption (2.7). In that case, we need condition (2.2) and (c2) to be sat-
isfied. Then, the proof is the same by setting

A { sup{p1i} >1—¢€ },

120

Agm = { .inf {,52,2'} < € },
1>

Agm = { 'inf {mln{l — ﬁl,i; ,(3272'}} 2 € } s
>0

where 0 < € < 1/2 is such that p;, € [,1 —¢€| for anyn > 1 and j = 1,2.
Then, P(A1 ) = P(A2,) =0 for any n > 1.

3.2. A uniform bound. In this subsection, we provide a uniform bound
for the scaled difference between Z; and p; (which is F;--measurable). To
make precise statements, we start by defining some notations. Set Ay 1=
sign(my —ma) (P — Zgivr) and Tj g == Yy 1 Aj, for any j > 1 and any
k=1,..,d;j, where d; := ¢! —¢7. Note that, since from (2.5) Plgi+k = P1,gi
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for any k € {1,..,d;}, we can also write A; ;, = sign(mi —ms) (ﬁqj — qu+k).
Let {7j;7 > 1} be a sequence of stopping times defined as follows:
(3.8)

- {inf{kzl P T l-b0] ) it {21 Trel-b0 }#0

00 otherwise.

In Theorem 3.2 we provide a Lj-uniform bound for the scaled distance
among urn proportion Z,;; and the threshold p,;, on the set {7; < k}.

THEOREM 3.2. Let p1,, and pa, be as in (2.5). Then, under assump-
tion (2.1) and (2.7), there exists a constant C' > 0 such that

(3.9) sup sup B (¢ - [Ajpllpany| < C
j>11<k<d,

where d; = ¢/ Tt — ¢.

The proof uses comparison arguments with the MRRU model and re-
lated asymptotic results. Hence, we first present the results concerning the
MRRU model in Subsection 3.2.1. The proof of Theorem 3.2 is reported in
Subsection 3.2.2.

3.2.1. Estimates for the MRRU model. In this subsection, we present
some probabilistic estimates concerning the MRRU model which are needed
in the proof of Theorem 3.2. We recall that for the MRRU the threshold
are fixed, i.e. pj, = p; for any n > 1, j = 1,2. Hence, in this subsection
we consider Wy, = Lz, <p} and Ws,, = 1¢7,>p,}- We start by introducing
some quantities related to the MRRU model. Let {T},;;n > 0} be the process
defined as

(3.10) T, = sign(my —mz2) - Y, (p— Zn),
which is sometimes useful to represent it as follows:

T, = sign(m1 —ma) - (pYo,n — (1 — p)Y1,0) -
Then, let ty be the following stopping time
(3.11) to == inf{ k>0 : Ty €[-b,0] }.

Let
Sn = {0 <k <n:Thy€[-b,0]},
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and let {s,;n > 1} be a sequence of random times defined as

(3.12) . inf{S,} if S, # 0;
' " 00 otherwise.

where we recall that b is the maximum value of the urn reinforcements, i.e.
D, Dy, < bas. for any n > 1. Note that by definition {s, = oo} = {t¢ >
n}. In Theorem 3.3 we provide the Ly-uniform bound for Y,,(Z,, — p), on the
set {top < n}.

THEOREM 3.3.  For an MRRU, under assumption (2.1), there exists a
constant C > 0 such that

(3.13) sup E | (Yalp — Zal)? | to gn] < C.
n>1

The proof uses the boundedness of the moments of the excursion times
Sn, which is provided in Theorem 3.4. Hence, we first present Theorem 3.4
and then we report the proof of Theorem 3.3.

THEOREM 3.4. For an MRRU, under assumption (2.1), there exists a
constant C > 0 such that

sup{E [s2]to < n]} <C.
n>1

In the proof of Theorem 3.4, we need to couple the MRRU model with a
particular urn model {Zn; n > 1}. The processes are coupled, in the sense
that: (i) the potential reinforcements are the same, i.e. Dl,n = Di, and
D27n = Dy, a.s.; (ii) the drawing process is defined on the same probability
space, i.e. U, = U, a.s. where {Uy;n > 1} and {U,;n > 1} are i.i.d. uniform
random variables such that X,, ;1 := Vv, 1<z} and Xn—i—l = 1{Un+1<2n}for
any n > 1, respectively.

We now describe the urn model {Z,;n > 1}. Fix a constant g € (0, Y]
and zg = p1. The process {Zn; n > 1} evolves as follows:

if 5,1 =0, i.e Z,_1 > p1, then X,, = Lig,<py and

Yl,n = p1- gO + XnDl,ny
(3.14) . o
Vo = (1=p1)-go+ (1= %) Do
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if sp_1=k>1,ie Z,_1 < p1, then X, = 1{0n<2n71} and

Y/l,n — Y/l,n—l + XnDI,ny
(3.15) 3 3 3 3
Y2,n = Y2,n—1 + (1 - Xn) D2,n;

where Yn = f/l,n + ?g’n and Zn = Y/Ln/f/n The urn model is well defined
since s,_1 is F,_1-measurable. It is worth noticing that Zn represents a
Generalized Pélya urn evaluated after exactly (s,—1 + 1) steps, with initial
composition p17p red and py (1 — gp) white balls.

In the next lemma, we state an important relation among the MRRU
model and the process {Z,;n > 1}, needed in the proof of Theorem 3.4.

LEMMA 3.2. Consider the urn model {Zp;n > 1} defined in (3.14)
and (3.15) coupled with the MRRU process {Zn;n > 1}. Let T,, := sign(m; —
ma) - Y, (p— Zn) for any n > 1. Then, on the set {3j < n : T; < 0}, we
have that .

(T, >0} C {Tn > Tn}.

Proor. Wlog assume mj > mo, which implies p = P1 and T, =Y, (p1 — Zp).
Sometimes, we will prefer the following expression of T},

Tn = plif2,n - (1 - pl)?vl,n-

The proof will be by induction. Note that, on the set {35 < n :T; < 0}, s,, is
almost surely finite. On the set {s,, = 0}, i.e. {T,, < 0}, we can immediately
show that {T},41 > 0} implies {Tn_l'_l > Tny1} and {Zn+1 < Zp+1}- In fact,
from {7, <0} and {T},+1 > 0} we have X, ;1 =0 and W5, = 1, so that

Toi1 =Tn + p1Dopi1 < p1Don1 = p1Dany1 = T

and _
ZnYn > P1Y0 _
Yo+ Dont1 — o+ Dopt1

Zn+1 = = Ln+1-

Now, consider the set {s,, > 1} and assume by induction hypothesis that
(3.16)

{ VST >0, Zi < Zi < pi Vi:n—sn—l—l,...,n} N {Thsr > 0}.

i
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Then, we will show that Tn—l—l >T,y1 and Zn_H < Zp41. Since T, = p1Yo ,, —
(1 — p1)Y1,, we note that

n+1
Thy1 = Th—s, + Z o1 (1 = X;) Do iWo ;1 — (1 — p1) Xy D1 Wi 4],

i=n—8sn+1
where we recall that for the MRRU model W1 ; = liz.<oy and Wy ; =
1(z,>pp}- Since Tp,—s, <0, Wa,;—1 <1, by (3.16) Wy,; =1 for any i = n —

sn+1,....n, X5_5,+1 =0, and by construction [)Li = Dy, and DQJ' = Dy,
we have

Thy1 < Z [/)1 (1 —X;)Dai — (1 —p1) X;D1 4] .

Moreover, by (3.16) we have X;11 = 1y, <z} > L, <z = Xi1 for
any ¢ =n — S, + 1,...,n. Hence, we can write

n+1 ~ ~ n+1 o ~
Tht1 < p1 Z (1 — Xi) Dy — (1 —p1) Z XiDv; = Thya.
i=n—8n+1 i=n—sn+1

Similarly, we can prove that Z,,1 < Zn,1. Note that

T, Yn_s, + 3041 XiD1 ;Wi i1

7 1= i=n—=sn+1
n+l = n+1 n+1 :
Vs + 2icn—sp1 XiD1iWiio + 3270, 11 (1= Xi) DaiWai

Now, since Z,—s, > p1, Yn—s, = Yo and X1 > Xi—i—l for any i =n — s, +
1,...,n, it follows that

p1Yo+ iy XDy >
- - Zn+l7

o+ i e XD+ 200 <1 - Xz’) Dy

Zn+1 Z

which concludes our proof by induction. O

ProoF OoF THEOREM 3.4. Wlog assume m; > mgy, which implies p = p;
and T,, = Y, (p1 — Z). The structure of the proof is the following. The
aim is to show that P (s, = k|to < n) converges to zero fast enough such
that E [s%]to < n] is bounded. To this end, we consider the urn model
{Zn;n > 1} defined in (3.14) and (3.15) coupled with the MRRU model,
such that P (s, = k|to < n) can be expressed in terms of {Z,;n > 1}. After
some calculations, this is provided by Lemma 3.2. Moreover, we compare
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{Zn; n > 1} with a Generalized Pélya urn model, whose moments are uni-
formly bounded.
First, for any n > 1 note that
n
E[si]to <n] = Z k2P (s, = klto < n),
k=1
since P (s, = ooltp <n) = P (ty > nlto <n) = 0. In fact, by definition
to < n— s, a.s.
Before considering the urn model {Z,;n > 1}, we express P (s, = k|tg < n)
in terms of {7},;n > 1}. Note that in the MRRU, if T; > —b for some j > 0,
then P (T, < —b) = 0 for any n > j. In fact, when 7,, > 0 (Z, < p1)
we have T,4+1 > —b, because the reinforcements are bounded by b and
so |Th41 — T < b as.; while when —b < T,, < 0 (Z, > p1) we have
Thy1 > T, > —b, because Z, > p; implies W7, = 0 and so the urn is not
reinforced by red balls, i.e. T),;1 > T;,. As a consequence, since T3, > —b by
definition, on the set {n > to}, we have {T,, ¢ [-b,0]} C {T,, > 0}. Hence,
since tg < n — s,, we have for all 1 < k <n
(3.17)

P(s,=klto<n) =P (nf;g (Thei > 0} N {Thp < 0} |to < n)
< P (A8 {Toi > 0} (T <0} {to < 1))
< P (M {Toi > 0} T4 <0,

where the last inequality follows from {7, < 0} C {t9 < n}. To deal
with (3.17), we consider the urn model {Z,;;n > 1} defined in (3.14) and (3.15).
From Lemma 3.2, we have that, on the set {35 < n : T; < 0}, the event
{T;, > 0} implies {T}, > T}, }. Hence, we have that

(3.18)

P (M {Thes > 0} Ty <0) < P (P85 {Tai > 0} 1Ty < 0)
:P<ﬂ§:1{ZiG<pl}>,

by construction, where {ZZG ;i > 1} is the proportion of red balls of a Gen-
eralized Pdélya urn, starting with a proportion of ZOG = p1 and an initial
number of balls YOG = 9o, and the same reinforcements distributions as D1
and Dy .

Now, let s¢ be the first time the process ZZ-G is above p1, i.e.

G inf{i>1:28>p } if{i>1:28>p }#0
' s otherwise.
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It can be shown using standard arguments that there exists ky € N such
that for any k > kg, there exist 0 < ¢1,co < 00

P (sG =k) < crexp(—ck),
which implies that E [exp(vsG)] < oo for some v > 0.
Now, returning to (3.18), we have that
P(ni {28 <m}) = P(sC>k) < ——— =

Thus we have for any k£ > 1

Cy
P (s, =k[to <n) < gEe
and hence .
2 _ 2 _
E[s)to<n| =Y kP (s, =klty <n)
k=1
1
<Cy- ) 5 < C < oo
k=1
This concludes the proof. O

PRrROOF OF THEOREM 3.3. Wlog assume mj > mg, which implies p = p;.
Since T,, =Y, (p1 — Z,,) we want to prove

supp>1 E [Tg\to < n] < ©o0.
Let s, be the random time defined in (3.12). Then, since |Tj+1 — 73| < b a.s.
for any i > 1 and from (3.12) T,,_s, € [—b,0], we have

E[TS lto <n] = ZE[T,% {sn=0N{to <n}] P(sp=1]to <n)
=0

n n—1 2
= b+ ZE (Z (TZ‘H—Tz’)JrTn_z) Hsn =1} P(sn=1|tg <n)
=1

i=n—l1

<Y U+ DPVP (sy =1]tg < n).
=0
Now, using (I 4+ 1) < 412, we have that

L+ 1P P (50 =1ltg <n) < 4P B [2[tg <]
=0
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Finally, using Theorem 3.4 we have that the last quantity is uniformly
bounded by a constant C independent of n, so the proof is concluded. [

REMARK 3.2. From the proof of Theorem 3.4, we have that the con-
stant C' is independent of the initial proportion Zy. Moreover, C' provides a
uniform bound for any other MRRU with initial number of balls > Yj.

3.2.2. Proof of Theorem 3.2.

ProOF. Wlog, assume my > msy, which implies p = p;. First, fix j € N
and apply Cauchy-Schwarz, so obtaining
(%)
\

N2
Since E [(5—1) ] is uniformly bounded by Theorem 3.1, it remains to prove
q

(2o |Ajv’“|1{fj§’f}D2 <E [(ij’“>2 1{7j<k}] E

that ,
E[(Tjk) 1{n§k}] <G

for any j > 1 and any k = 1, ..,d;. To this end, fix j € N and note that since
P1gi+k = P14 for any k € {1,..,d;}, the process {qu+k;k = 1,..,dj} can
be considered as the urn proportion of the MRRU model, with initial com-
position (Y] 4i,Y5 ) and fixed threshold parameters py ,; and pg 4. Then,
for each j € N we can apply Theorem 3.3, with ¢y defined in (3.11) equal to
7j, so obtaining

~ 2
(3.19) E[(T]k> 1{%“} < ¢

where Cj is a constant depending on the initial composition (Y7 ,i,Y5 4)-
However, from Remark 3.2 we have that there exists a uniform bound C' > 0
such that C; < C for any j > 1, since all the processes {Z,; ,k = 1,..,d;}
j > 1 can be considered as MRRU with initial number of balls > Yj; this
concludes the proof. O

4. Proofs of the main results. Here, we present the proofs of the re-
sults described in Section 2. Subsection 4.1 is dedicated to the proof of The-
orem 2.1 (LLN) and the related preliminary results. Then, in subsection 4.2
we report the proof of Theorem 2.2 (CLT) together with Theorem 4.1, a
new result needed to compute that proof. In the last subsections, the proofs
of the remaining results of Section 2 are gathered.
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4.1. Proof of the LLN. We start by reporting some preliminary results
needed in the proof of the LLN. Initially, we show that the number of balls
sampled from the urn Ny ,, N2, and the total number of balls in the urn Y,,,
increase to infinity almost surely. To do that, we first need to show a lower
bound for the increments of the process Y;,, which is given by the following:

LEMMA 4.1. For any i > 1, we have that

B[, Yii|Fi] > a- (

min{yi o; y2,0}>
Yo+ (@E—-1)b )

PrRooOF. First, note that
Yi—Yi1 = XiDiyiWiioi+ (1 —X;) Dy iWo 1.

Since X; and Dy ; are conditionally independent with respect to F;_1, and
Wi,i—1 is F;—1-measurable, we have that

EY;—Yia|Fi1] = (miZiaWiia+me(1—2Zi1)Wa; 1)
>a- (ZicaWiia1+ (1= Zi—1) Wa1),
where the last inequality is because m1,mo > a. We recall that the variables
W1,i—1 and Wa;_1 can only take the values 0 and 1, and by construction we

have that Wy ;—1 + Ws;—1 > 1 for any ¢ > 1; then, we can give a further
lower bound

(4.1) E [Y; — Y;'—l‘-/ri—l] > a- (min {Zi—1§ 1-— Zi—l}) .
Finally, the result follows by noting that

min{Y7,;-1;Y2,-1} - min{y1,0;y2,0}

in{Z; ;1 - 21} = > : .
min{Zi—y 1} Y1 yo+ (i—1)b

O

Here, we present the lemma on the divergence of the sequences Y, Ny,
and Na,. This result is obtained by using the conditional Borel-Cantelli
lemma.

LEMMA 4.2.  Consider the urn model presented in Section 2. Then,

(a) Y, “3 oo;
(b) min{Ny »; N} 3 cc.
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PrROOF. We begin with the proof of part (a). First, notice that Y, =
S (Y;—=Yis1) + yo. Then, by Theorem 1 in [9], it is sufficient to show

that
{weﬂ : Zm—n_lm_l]zoo}

i=1
occurs with probability one. To this end, we will now use the lower bound
of Lemma 4.1, so obtaining

n n .
mln{yl 05 Y2 0} a.s.
EY,-Y, _{|F_| > a — = 00.
2Bl 2 (Z%yoﬂz—wb)

Hence, we have that Y, “3 cc.

We now report the proof of part (b). We will show that Ny, 2% 0, since
the proof for Ns,, is analogous. Since Ny, = > | X;, by Theorem 1 in [9],
it is sufficient to show that

{wEQ : iP(Xi]]-}_l):oo}

i=1
occurs with probability one. Then, we obtain

n

- _ & . Y10 a.s.
;P(qu:z—l) = ;Z > Zm — 00.

i=1
Hence, we have that Ny, % . O

The following lemma corresponds to Theorem 2.1 of [3], and it is needed
in the proof of Theorem 2.1. This result provides multiple equivalent ways
to show the almost sure convergence of a real-valued process. We consider a
general real-valued process {Z,,;n > 0} and two real numbers d (down) and
u (up), with d < u. The result requires two sequences of times ¢;(d,u) and
7j(d,u) defined as follows: for each j > 0, t;(d, u) represents the time of the
first up-cross of w after 7;_1(d, ), and 7;(d, u) represents the time of the first
down-cross of d after ¢;. Note that t;(d,v) and 7;(d,u) are stopping times,
since the events {t;(d,u) = k} and {7;(d,u) = k} depend on {Z,;n < k},
which are measurable with respect to Fji. We omit the proof since it is
reported in Theorem 2.1 of [3], using the same notation.
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LEMMA 4.3.  Let{Z,;n > 0} be a real-valued process in [0,1]. Let 7_1(d,u) =
—1 and define for every j > 0 two stopping times
(4.2)

F(dyu) = inf{n > 7;_1(d,u) : Z,, >u} if {n>71(d,u):Z, >u} #0;
S otherwise.

(dyu) = inf{n > t;(d,u) : Z, <d} if {n>t;_1(d,u): Z, <d} #0;
T oo otherwise.

Then, the following three events are a.s. equivalent

(a) Z, converges a.s.;
(b) forany 0 <d<u<1l,

lim P (t;(d,u) < oo) = 0;

Jj—00
(c) forany 0 <d<u<1,

ZP(th(d, u) = ooltj(d,u) < 0o) = o0;
Jjz1

using the convention that P (tj41(d,u) = ooltj(d,u) < co) = 1 when
P (tj(d,u) = o0) = 1.

The following lemma provides lower bounds for the total number of balls
in the urn at the times of up-crossings Y;,. The lemma gets used in the proof
of Theorem 2.1, where conditioning to a fixed number of up-crossing ensures
to have at least a number of balls Y;, determined by the lower bounds of this
lemma. This result has been taken by Lemma 2.1 of [3]. We omit the proof
since adaptive thresholds does not play any role during up-crossings and
the proof reported in Lemma 2.1 of [3] carries over to our model, with D,,
replaced by Y,,.

LEMMA 4.4. For any 0 < d <wu <1, we have that

w(l—d) u(l—d)\’
Y (dw) = <m> Yi 1@du) = 2 <m Yio(du)-

The following lemma provides a uniform bound for the generalized Pdlya
urn with same reinforcement means, which is needed in the proof of The-
orem 2.1. This result has been taken from Lemma 3.2 of [3]. The proof is
omitted since it is reported in [3].



CLT FOR AN ADAPTIVE URN MODEL 27

LeEMMA 4.5.  Consider a generalized Pélya urn with mq = mo. If Yy > 2b,

then _— )
= Zol>h) < == +2
P (i —aizn) <5 (7 7)

for every h > 0.

Here, we provide the proof of Theorem 2.1.

Proor oF THEOREM 2.1. Wlog assume m; > msy, which implies p,, =
p1,n and p = p;. We divide the proof in two steps:

(a) P (limsup, ,oo Zn=p1) 1,

(b) P (lim, oo Z, exists ) = 1.

Proof of part (a):
We begin by proving that P(limsup,,_,., Z, < p1) = 1. To this end, we
show that there cannot exist € > 0 and p’ > p; such that

(4.3) P <limsupZn > p/1> > € > 0.
n—oo
We prove this by contradiction using a comparison argument with a RRU
model. The proof involves last exit time arguments. Now, suppose (4.3) holds
and let Ay := {limsup,,_,o Zn > p}}. Let
/
R1::{k‘20 : ﬁl’kzw },

and denote the last time the process {p1,;n > 1} is above (p} + p1) /2 by

p1t+P1 T .
L 0 otherwise.

2

; B {sup{Rl} if Ry # 0;

Since p1p 2% p1, then we have that P (tprﬁpl < oo> = 1. Hence, there
ften
exists ne € N such that

(4.4) P <tp/1+p1 > n5> <

2

[NoN e

Setting By := {t0’1+p1 > ne} and using (4.4), it follows that
faten

e < P(A) < ¢/2 + P(AiNDBY).
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Now, we show that P (A; N Bf) = 0. Setting

/
Cy = {weQ : limiann<M},

n—00 2
we decompose P (A; N BY) as follows:
P (A NnBY) < P(El) + P(Eg),

where £y = Ay N B{NCy and Ey = A; N BfNCY.

Consider the term P (Es). Note that on the set Cf, we have
{lim inf,,_so0 Zp > @} and on the set Bf we have {p; ,, < pll;pl} for any
n > ne. Hence, since Bf N C{ D FEy, on the set Ey we have that Wy, =
1z, <pin} %%20. Then, letting 7y := sup{k > 1 : Wi = 1} we have
P(Esn{mw < oo}) = P(FE3) and, on the set Fs, for any n > 7 the ARRU
model can be written as follows:

Y141 =Y
Yont+1=Yory + Z?:ti,v (1 = X;) Day,

where Wy ;1 = 0 for any ¢ > 7y, and Wo ;1 = 1 because Wo ;1 +Ws ;1 >
1 by construction. Now, consider an RRU model {Z/*;i > 1} with initial
composition (Y{}), Y5h) = (Y1,r,, Yoz, ) a.s.; the reinforcements are defined
as Dfi = 0 and D;‘ﬁ = Do+, 4 for any i > 1 a.s.; the drawing process is
modeled by X/, := Liyrozry and U = Uy vi as., where {Up;n > 1} is
the sequence such that X, 11 = 1y, <z, for any n > 1. Formally, this RRU
model can be described for any n > 1 as follows:

R _vRkR _
Vi =Yio=Yiny

YR =Y+ M (1 XF) D, = Yo, + S0 (1 - X;) Doy,

1=Tw

Hence, on the set F5 we have that
R R
(YLTHY?,N) = (Yl,n—W7Y2,n—TW) a.s.,

for any n > 7. Since from [18] P(limsup,, ., Z = 0) = 1, on the set Ej
we have that {limsup,,_,., Z, = 0}. This is incompatible with the set A;
which includes Es. Hence P (E3) = 0.

We now turn to the proof that P (E7) = 0. To this end, let

. P/1+P1} { b }}
Te == Inf<k>n. : S Zp < ———,NYpy > ———
{ {k 2 VNP
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and note that, since by Lemma 4.2 Y;, 3 0o, P(C} N {7 < >}) = P(C}).
Moreover, on the set Bf we have that {51, < pHTpl} for any n > n.. We now
show by induction that on the set Bf N Cy we have {Z,, < p} ¥n > 7.}. By
pll;pl, and by Lemma 3.1 this implies Z. 11 < p;
now, consider an arbitrary n > 7; if Z,, < Z 1 ;rp L then by Lemma 3.1 we have

Zpt1 < pi; if # < Zy < p) we have Wi, = 0 and so Z,41 < Z,, < p}.

Hence, since B{ N Cy C Ej, on the set Ey we have {Z,, < p| Vn > 7.}. This
is incompatible with the set A; which also includes E;. Hence P (E;) = 0.

Combining all together we have ¢ < ¢/2+ P (Ey)+ P (E3) = €/2, which
is impossible. Thus, we conclude that P(A{) = P(limsup,,_,o, Zn < p1) = 1.

definition we have Z, <

We now prove that P(limsup,,_,., Z, > p1) = 1. To this end, we now show
that there cannot exist € > 0 and p’ < p; such that

(4.5) P<limsupZn<p’1> > € > 0.
n—o0

We prove this by contradiction, using a comparison argument with a RRU
model. Now suppose (4.5) holds and let Ay := {limsup,,_,., Z, < p}}.

Let ,
Rg::{k‘ZO : ﬁlvk<p1;p1 }

and define the last time the process {p1 »;n > 1} is less than (p}] + p1) /2 by

0 otherwise.

{sup{Rg} if Ry # 0;
TP/1+P1 =
2

Since p1y = p1, then we have that P <Tp/1+p1 < oo) = 1. Hence, there
aten
exists ne € N such that

(4.6) P <7',,/1+p1 > ne> <

2

[NCNNe

Setting By := {7',,/1+p1 > ne} and using (4.6), it follows that

2

e < P(Ay) < ¢/2 + P(AyNBY).

Let E3 := As N BS. We now show that P (E3)=0. On the set Ay, we have
{liminf, , Z, < p}} and on the set BS, we have {p1,, > #} for any n >
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ne. Hence, on the set E3 we have that Wi, =117 <5 1 %% 1. Then, letting
mw = sup{k > 1: Wi, = 0} we have P(E3 N {rw < oo}) = P(E3). Now,
analogously to the proof of P (E3) = 0, we can use comparison arguments
with the RRU model to show that on the set E3 we have {limsup,,_, . Z, =
1}. This is incompatible with the set A2, which also includes E3. Hence
P (E3) =0.

Combining all together we have ¢ < €/2 + P (E3) = ¢/2, which is
impossible. Thus, we conclude that the event A§ = {limsup,,_,.o Z, > p1}
occurs with probability one.

Proof of part (b):

In part (a), we have shown that P (limsup,,_,., Z, = p1) = 1. Therefore,
if the process {Z,;n > 1} converges almost surely, then its limit has to be
equal to p1. First, let d, u, v and p} (d < u <y < p} < p1) be four constants
in (0,1). Let {7j(d,u);j > 1} and {t;(d,u);j > 1} be the sequences of
random variables defined in (4.2). Since d and u are fixed in this proof, we
sometimes denote 7;(d,u) by 7; and t;(d,u) by t;. It is easy to see that 7,
and t,, are stopping times with respect to {F,;n > 1}.

Recall that, by Lemma 4.3, we have that for every 0 < d < u < 1

Z, converges a.s. < P (t,(d,u) < o0) — 0,

& ZP(th(d, u) = o0ty (d,u) < 00) = 0.

n=1
Now, to prove that Z,, converges a.s., it is sufficient to show that
P (t,(d,u) < 00) — 0,

for all 0 < d < u < 1. Suppose Z,, does not converges a.s.. This implies that
P (t, <o0) L ¢1 > 0, since P (t, < 00) is a non-increasing sequence. We
will show that for large j there exists a constant ¢ < 1 dependent on ¢,
such that

(4.7) P (tj11 < oolt; < 00) < ¢
This result implies that ) P (t,4+1 = oolt, < 00) = oo, establishing by

Lemma 4.3 that P (¢, < co) — 0, which is a contradiction.

Consider the term P (t;41 < oolt; < 00). First, let us denote by 7, the last
time the process pi,, is below pf, i.e.

fswnz 1 <) W21 pr < ) £ 0
A1 0 otherwise.
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Since p1,p, 2% p1, we have that P (Tpll < oo> = 1. Hence, for any € € (0, %)
there exists n. € N such that

(4.8) éP (Tpfl > nE) < e

By denoting P; (-) = P (-|t; < co) and using ¢; < 7; < t;41 we obtain
P (tip1 < oolt; < 00) < P (1 < 00).

Hence

(4.9) P;(1; < ) < P <{TZ < oo} Niry < n6}> + P <sz1 > ne) .

We start with the second term in (4.9). Note that

P <Tp/ > ne) P (Tpl > n5>
P; (T ;> n6> < ! < ! < €
A - P(ti < OO) - 03] -7

where the last inequality follows from (4.8).

Now, consider the first term in (4.9). Since the probability is conditioned
to the set {t; < oo}, in what follows we will consider the urn process at
times n after the stopping time ¢;. Since we want to show (4.7) for large 1,
we can choose an integer i > n,. and

b
P> logutw [ ——t ),
gd((}—ﬁ; <Y0(7—U)>

so that

(i) t; > i > ne as,;
(ii) from Lemma 4.4, we have that Y., > b/ (7 — u) a.s.

These two properties imply respectively that, on the set {n > ¢;}

(i) p1n > py, since from {szl < n¢} we have that n > ol
(ii) Zi; € (u,7), since Zy,_; < uw and Z;, > w and from Lemma 3.1 we have
that |Z, — Zp—1| < (v — u).

Now, let us define two sequences of stopping times {t;;n > 1} and
{r¥;n > 1}, where t} represents the first time after 7,f_; the process Z;,
up-crosses p), while 7% represents the first time after ¢ the process Z, 4,



32 GHIGLIETTI ET AL.

down-crosses . Formally, let 77 = 0 and define for every j > 1 two stopping
times

. inf{n > 77, Zryn > pi} i {n > Zogn > 01} # 0
+o0 otherwise.

(4.10)
[t Ze <) > T <2} £
I 400 otherwise.

Note that, since ZtH_T;_1 > ~ and ZtH_T; < 7, from (ii) we have that
Zti'ﬂ'f € (U,’}/)

For any j > 0, let {Z};n > 1} be a RRU model defined as follows:

(1) <§71];0,}72];0> = <Y1,ti+T;7Y1,ti+r; %) a.s., which implies that Z7 =

u+d.
2

(2) the drawing process is modeled by )N(,{H = 1{U£+1<Zi}’ where U7 1 =
Uti+T;«+n+1 a.s. and Uy, is such that X,, = 1¢y, <z, .};

(3) the reinforcements are defined as ngﬂ = Dg,ti+7;+n+1 + (mq — ma),
D{ ,n+1
n>1;

(4) the urn process evolves as a RRU model, i.e. for any n >0

Dl,ti—‘rrf—i-n—i-l a.s.; this means E[D{,n] = E[D%m] for any

Yl 1 = Y n+ XD el

Yz a1l = an + (1 X; +1) D3 i1
Yn+l =Yy 1t vy 1

ZJ _ Yl n+1.

J
Yn+1

We will compare the process {Zy; 1.n;n > 1} with the ARRU process {Zy, 1n;n >
1}. Note that at time n, we have defined only the processes Z’ such that
75 < n.

J

We will prove, by induction, that on the set {7'pr1 < n.}, for any j € N and

* *
for any n <t7 ) —7;

(4.11) Z} < Zyyirrins Ve, > Yottt 4ns Y, < Yigisrrin-

In other words, we will show, provided that ¢; > ol that for each 7 > 1 the

process 73 is always dominated by the original process Zti+T;«+n, as long as
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Zti-i-rf—i-n is dominated by p} (i.e. for n < ti.1 — 7;). By construction we
have that

VI
<u< Zti-i-va YI,O - Ylvti'f‘Tf

which immediately implies 572] 0> Y2,ti+7—f~ To this end, we assume (4.11) by
induction hypothesis. First, we will show that 172] il > Yg,ti+7;+n+1. Since

from (4.11) 7 < Zti+T;«+n for n < 51— 7}, by construction we obtain that

I —1 - . —
Xn-i-l - 1{U,31<Z,Jl} < 1{Uti+7';‘+n<Zti+TJ’f‘+n} - Xti+7f+"+1’

As a consequence, since W, < 1 for any n > 1, we have that

(Y27ti+7';+n+1 - Y27ti+'rf+n) - (1 - Xti+TJ’-‘+n+1) D2,ti+T;‘+n+1W2,ti+T;-‘+n
7 J
<(1-X51)D5,41

_ (v 7 J
- (Yé,n+1 - Y2,n> )
which using hypothesis (4.11) implies Y;’ 1 > Yg,ti+7—;‘+n+1. Similarly, we
]
now show that YLn 1 < Y17ti+7;+n+1. We have
<Yl,ti+7'f+n+1 _Yl,ti-i-'r;-‘-i-n) = Xtirr tnt1 Dt onta Witivrs on

From (i) we have that, as long as Z remains below p}, Z is also above the
process pi . Since we consider the behavior of Zti+T;«+n when it is below pf,
ie.n < T]’-:_l - t;, we have that Wl,ti+7;+n = 1. Thus,

vJ _ - J o J
(Yl,ti—i-rj’.‘—i-n—i-l - Yl,ti—i-ﬂ';-‘—i-n) > XDl = (Y17n+1 - Yl,n> ;

which using hypothesis (4.11) implies }713; n+1 < Yititrs4nt1. Thus, we have
shown that, on the set {Tpll < ne}, for any n < =T Z£+1 < Zti+7;+n+1,

7 J \J
Vi1 S YViggrronpr and Y500 > Yo 447 pnqq hold.

Now, for any j > 1, let T} be the stopping time for 73 to exit from (d,u),

ie.:
o inf{R3} if R3 # 0;
T 400 otherwise,
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where Ry :=={n>1: Z) <dor Zh > u}. Note that, on the set {Tpll < net,
(r<och = {int (Zuend <df < {Upgen {t {2} <a}}

C {URo{Tj < oo}}.

Hence,

P; ({n < oo} N{ry, < ne}) < P ({U‘;‘;o {T; <oo}fniry < ne})

< iPi ({Tj < oo} N{ry < ng}) .
=0

Consider a single term of the series; by setting h = “T_d we get
P, ({Ty <o} n{ry <nd) < P <{sup 2] - Z)| = h} N{ry < n5}>
n>1
<

P; <Sup|ZfL - Z(J)| > h> .
n>1

Note that {Zﬂl, n > 1} is the proportion of red balls in a RRU model with
same reinforcement means. Then, using Lemma 4.5 we obtain

E; [P ({sup |2} — Z| > h}‘ fnwﬂ
n>1 J
b 4 . 2
h2  h)’

where E; /| = E [-|t; < oo]. Moreover, using Lemma 4.4, the right hand side
can be expressed as

m (] (A050) Gee2)

Since from Lemma 4.2 Y,, converges a.s. to infinity, and since 7, — oo a.s.
because 1; > i, we have that FE; [Y;z_l] tends to zero as i increases. As a
consequence, we can choose an integer ¢ large enough such that

bl /4 2\ [ 1-p 1
E |l —| (=42 0 -
[l Ge2) (5) <

which setting ¢ = 1/2 + € implies (4.7), i.e.

P; (Sup|ZfL - Z(j]| > h>
n>1

IN

E;

Pty <oolti<oo) < ¢ < 1.

This concludes the proof. O
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PrROOF OF COROLLARY 2.1. This corollary has been proved in Proposi-
tion 2.1 of [13] for the MRRU. That proof is only based on the fact that
the urn proportion Z, converges a.s. to a value within the interval (0, 1),
while the reinforcement rules do not play any role. Hence, the proof used
in [13] can be applied to the ARRU, since Z,, 3 p € (0,1) for ARRU using
Theorem 2.1. O

4.2. Proof of the central limit theorem. Before the proof of Theorem 2.2,
we recall that {7;;7 > 1} is the sequence defined in (3.8) as follows:

- {inf{kzl : Tj,ke[—b,()]} if{kzl . Tip € [=b,0) }7&@;

00 otherwise.

Fix v € (0,1/2) and, for any j > 1, let r; := quTU and R; = {r; > r;}.
The following theorem is critical to the proof of Theorem 2.2.

THEOREM 4.1.  Let p1,, and pa, be as in (2.5). Then, under assump-
tion (2.1) and (2.7), we have that

(4.12) P (Rj,i.0.) =0.
We delay the proof of this theorem to Subsection 4.2.1.

PRrROOF OF THEOREM 2.2. Wlog assume mj > mg, which implies p = p;.
To prove the main result, we establish

(a) v (M2 — Z=t 2t} S A (0,p1 (1 - p1)), and

n

(b) vt (B - Diapus) e

Finally, result (2.8) is obtained by using Slutsky’s Theorem to combine (a)
and (b) together.

Proof of part (a): Let us define a random variable J,,; := ﬁ (X — E[X;|Fi-1]),
for any n,i € N with ¢ < n. Then, for each n € N, the sequence

{Snj =3 i 1< < n} is a martingale. Now we apply the Martingale
CLT (MCLT). First note that J2 < 1/n for any n € N and |J,,;| < € for any

n > e 2; thus

n

i 2] +1
Y E[Liluusa | Fii] < > 1n = —— o
=1 i=1
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Also,

B[ |Fa] =+ B[ (Xu-BXuFa)? | Fio
[ ;
7

i1 (1—2Z; 1)

)
n

since P15, % p1, from Theorem 2.1 we get Z,, % p1, which implies

S B[ Fy] = 2= f (22 as

= 1— .
" p1 (1 —p1)

i=1

From MCLT [14], it follows that

% ’ Z (X —E[X)|Fi1]) =+vn (E%zl Xi _ Z?:;Zi%)
i=1

A N (0,01 (1= p1)).

We now turn to the proof of part (b). We first express

Ja (Z?:;Zi—l B Z?:1nﬁl,i—l> - 7. Z )

= Bip + Bay,
where
]
B = =3 (z )
1in = 0 P1,i
=0
1 n—1
By, = — (Zi — p1i)
n
\/7 i:[qk”]'f‘l

and we recall k), is defined in (2.6) as k,, := [logs(n)]. We begin with By,,.
Note that

[4"] n—1 dj kn—1 dj
Z (Zi — P1) Z Z @I+i - P qJ = Z Z(—A] )
i=0 j=1 i=1 J=1 i=1

where we recall that d; = ¢ — ¢/ and Aji=prg — Zgqi forany j > 1
and 1 <14 < d,;. Hence

kn—1

d; kn—1 d; N
Sy o)z 5 (k) i

i=1

|Bln| =

4



CLT FOR AN ADAPTIVE URN MODEL 37

similarly
d
1 ST Ayl
By, < —- Lai=1 17 knytl /d.. .
[Bon| < vn < d, e

Now, for any j > 1 define

d;
Zz; |Akn,i|
(4.13) b = ==Ll

E

it follows that

be

|Bln| + |B2n|

%\

Now, we have

DN

J=kn/2

n
Supi>1{bi}>
< |———— | -H, sup {b;} | - Hap.
n % ! z>k§)/2{ } ?

%\

1 kn/2—
|Bin| + | Ban| NG ;

where
1 kn/2—1 1 kn
Hy, ? Z \/@7 Hyp = — Z \/@
n 7j=1 j=1

ﬂ

- (52 ()

Using d; = (¢ — 1)¢’ we express
In V-1

kn/2—1
Z
kn kn+1 kn/2

q_ Vi) = V4 Vi (va—1
o ZI ( i ) ()

Since n > qk", it follows that Hy, < C' and Ha, < ,/qC, where C' = <\/gj>.

Hln

Thus,

SuPi>1{bi}>
Bi,| + |Baoy| < <—7 -C + sup {b; -/qC.
[Bia| + | Banl o Sup (b} ) -V

To conclude the proof we will show that b; 2.
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First, fix an arbitrary constant v € (0,1/2) and let r; := qjizu for any j > 1;
then, write

Z\ =< ) m) }:dz Iy

]zl le

= Fj + Fy,

Let us consider term F7;, we have that

Ry = L (2; m) {ZJ%} ( Z| m)

since dj = (¢ — 1)¢ and 7;/\/¢’ = ¢’2. Now, for any i = 1,..,r; we note
that

|Aj,i| < |qu+i_qu| + |Aj_l,dj—1| + |[)1,qu1 _ﬁl,qj|;

hence, we have
Fy; < Eij + Eoj + Ejzj,

where .
¢z 1 Tj
By == '<—Z|qu+i—zqf|>,
vVq— 1 Tj im1
7’2
Egj = \)TT- ’Aj ldj 1’
_qj%_

By = =g e~ ol
Let us consider the term E};. Since from Lemma 3.1 we have |Z — Zj,_;| <
b/Yr_1, we have that

Js (14,
Eu_< ) (25
Ve 1Y, \Va1) v

Then, by using Markov’s inequality we obtain

(1 .
0 qﬂ(§+”) 1 & ¢ i(3-) C —j(L-v)
Z;P< Y, - e SEZE v, |17 SEZq ’ < o0

j=1 @ j=1
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where C' = supy>,{E[k/Y}]} is finite from Theorem 3.1. Thus, from the
Borel-Cantelli lemma it follows that E; 2% 00.

Now, consider the term Ep;. We have

P <kh—>120 UjZk{EQj > €}> <P (kh—>H010 Uj>kRj>

q(j+1>g]
+ P kli_)llolonZk ﬁ"Ajvdj‘ > € ﬂ'R;

where the term P (limy_,oc Uj>xR;) = 0 from Theorem 4.1. Then, by using
Markov’s inequality we obtain

00 qUths
2P %

J=1

”Aj,dj’ > € ﬂ’R; < M,

where
= [q<j+1>g]
M = E ;E ﬁ : |Aj,dj|1’RJC

Now, for any j > 1 let us introduce the set Q; := {7; > d;}. Using R]C - QJC
from r; < d;, and by multiplying and dividing by ¢’T1, we have that

1 = : : v

_ E : JHLUA g~ UHD(1-%)

R e P 8 g | 0 2
1 = : : v

< § : JFUA . L UD(1-%)
Te/g—1 j=1 o [q |Aj’d7|1gy‘c} 1 ’

1 o B
< Ji=T <21§1){E |:qk+1|Ak,dk|1Qg:|}> ;q G+D(1-%)
< o0

)

using Theorem 3.2 and the result follows from the Borel-Cantelli lemma.

Let us consider the term E3;. For any € > 0, by using Markov’s inequality

we have
1

6\/q——1E qJE : ‘ﬁl,qj - ﬁl,qul‘] N

P(Egj > 6) <
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The right-hand side (RHS) of the above expression can be rewritten as
)
76\/QT1 [ P1,q pl,q3*1|] )
Now, by decomposing the last expectation into
E [q% |pr,g — /31,qu1’} = FE [ 5. lp1 — ﬁl,qulq +E [ 3. o1 — ﬁl,qﬂ”
we can see that

k ~
25Upy>g {E [qﬁ “lp1— Py qk’i|}

> 1
’ Zq_j(%),
ev/qg—1 o

which is finite because of (2.7). Hence, by another application the Borel-
Cantelli lemma, E3; “* 0; then, we have Fy; =% 0.

ZP(E3j>e) <

Finally, let us consider term Fy;. First, we multiply and divide by (d; — ;) ¢~
to obtain Fy; = c;F3j, where

dj — T 1 & J
=" Fy=o—— > |0l
qz./d; 7o =

Since ¢; — v/q — 1, let us focus on Fj;. Since P (R;,1.0.) = 0 (Theorem 4.1),
it is sufficient to show that nglR§ 25 0. For any ¢ > 0, by Markov’s
inequality it follows that

d;

P ({ng > 6} N RJC) <

E [q%|AJ7i|1R]C] )

Now, since
d;

Z E [q%\A]’J’lRJC} < (dj —rj) <Z-:7«?_1ﬂ}f.,dj {E {q%‘Aj’illec] }> 7

i:Tj +1

we have that

1 J
P ({Fy; >} NRY) < - ( _max [q%mjﬂ-u&c]})
J I8 7
_! max [j|A--|1 ]} 3
e \u= rj+1,...d g It RJC q
1 k _J
< - sup max {E {q \Amlch]} q 2
€ k‘>1 1= Tk]—"_lv ) k k

Cq~

IN

[N
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where the last inequality follows from Theorem 3.2. Now, summing over j
we have that

ZP({F3j>E}ﬂRjC) < C’Zq_% < o0.
=1 j=1

Now, using the Borel-Cantelli lemma we get that Fb; 2% 0, which concludes
the proof. O

4.2.1. Proof of Theorem 4.1.

Proor. Wlog assume my > mg, which implies p, = p1, and p = p1. To
prove (4.12) we need to study the sequence of sets {R;;j > 1}. On the set
R, the urn proportion does not cross the thresholds at times ¢/, .., ¢/ + r;.
Hence, R; will be included in A; UB;, where A; and B; represent the events
in which the urn proportion is always above and below, respectively, the
thresholds at times ¢7,..,¢7 + rj. To show that A; and B; cannot occur
i.0., we need to appropriately express them by using the following scaling
processes:

(@) Tjx = Yyljr = Yok (/317(13- — qu+k)7 defined for any j > 1 and
any k = 1,..,d;. This process models the closeness among the urn
proportion and the adaptive threshold.

(b) T, = Y, (p1 — Z,), defined for any n > 1. This process models the
closeness among the urn proportion and the limit of the threshold’s
sequence.

(c) 1}.(5;) :=Y,i 1, (01 — p1,4), defined for any j > 1 and k =1, .., d;. This
process models the closeness between the adaptive threshold and its
limit.

Let us now define formally the sets A; and B;. First, note that if the urn
proportion crosses the threshold at time (¢’ + k), then qu+k . qu+k_1 <0,
since only one among qu 1 and qu 41 is within the interval [—b,0]. Thus,
from the definition of 7; in (3.8), we have that

{Aj,k—l . Aj,k < O} - {Tj < k} .
This implies that

R; C {ﬁ;;j:1 {Aj,k—l : AM > 0}}
= { Ml {8 <0} JU { ML, {4 > 0}}.
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Since Yqj+kAM =Tty — Tj(f), we can write

where
R Tj . R T C
Aj = 0. Djr, Bj = ﬁkleM,

and D, j, := {qu+k < 1}(’21)} for k=1,..,r;.
The idea to prove that these events cannot occur infinitely often is the
following: consider A; (for instance) and rewrite the set D; ., as follows:

(4.14)

rj
Djr; = {qu—i—rj < er(,ri-)} = {Z (qu+i - qu+i—1) < Tj(,[':);) - Ttﬂ} ’

i=1

where the last inequality follows using telescopic series. In the set D,
we have a sum of bounded random variables, i.e. (qu yi— Ty +Z-_1), whose
means are strictly positive on A;, because A4; in included in ﬂzj:_lleJf; hence,

provided that the difference (T](’;;) — T,;) increases with j slower than 7;,

we could prove that the set cannot occur infinitely often. Roughly speaking,
it means that, if the adaptive threshold p; 4 is not far enough from the
urn proportion Z,;, then the average increments of the urn proportion make
very likely that Z ) crosses p; ,; before ¢/ + r;. Similar arguments apply
for B;. More formally, fix € > 0 and define the set C; as follows:

9 1
G = {li}g,pr;)—qu\ >6.72q2},

so that C]C is the set where the difference |Tj(5,;) —T,;| increases with j slower
than r;. Hence, it follows that
Rj € {A;j=Cj} U {B;—C} U Cj,
and the result (4.12) is obtained by showing that
P (.A] - Cj,i.O.) =P (B] - Cj,i.O.) =P (Cj,z'.o.) =0.

We will now begin with the proof of P (A; —C;,i.0.) = P (B; — Cj,i.0.) =
0. From (4.14) we note that, on the set Cjc,

Tj )
. PA
Dj,, C {Z(Tqm—Tqm_l) <efqz} = &

i=1
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Tj )

o i

Df"j < {§ :(qu+i_qu+i—1) > _€]2q2} = Jj.
i=1

As a consequence, we have
Ai=¢ < {nipne },
Bj—¢Cj < { Mo DS N F; } :

Now, consider the increments (T j +Z~_1) for i = 1,..,r; contained in

q
the sets £; and F; above; recall that

J4i T Tq

(T,

ivi = Tpyic1) =p1 (1= Xgigi) DogiriWagiyia

— (1= p1) Xgi1iD1,gi 4 Wi giioa-
Fix an arbitrarily small €; > 0 and introduce two collections of i.i.d. random
variables (Al, ..,Arj) and (Bl, ..,Brj) defined as follows:

Ai =P <1 - l{qu+i<p1+61}) D27qj+i7
Bi = pP1 <1 - l{qu+i<p1—E1}) D27qj+i - (1 - pl) l{qu+i<p1—E}D17qj+i7

where (quH, v qu+1) are the i.i.d. (0,1) uniform random variables such
that qu—i-i = 1{qu+i<qu+i71}.

First note that, by::.onstruction, on the set A; we have ﬂzjzl {qu+k > ﬁqu_i_k},
and hence A; C N_ {W; . = 0}. Thus, since using (2.7) we have

Z, “3% p1 by Theorem 2.1, on the set A; we have that
{Tppi—Tpyin) = A}, i€l ., ry,

occurs with probability 1 as n — oco. Similarly, by construction, on the set
B; we have ﬂzjzl {qu+k < [)quJrk}, and hence B; C OZJZI{WquJFk = 1}.
Thus, using Z, “3 p1, on the set A; we have that the event

{Tyyi—Tyyin) <Bi}, i€1,.,1,

occurs with probability 1 as n — oco. As a consequence, for large j we have
that

Tj ‘
P (./4] — Cj,i.o.) <P (Z A; < ej2q%,i‘0,>

i=1

Tj )
P (Bj —Cj,ic0) <P (Z B; > —Equé,i.0.> )
i=1



44 GHIGLIETTI ET AL.

rj _
PAj::P<ZAi<ej2q%>, and PB]._P<ZB > —¢j q%>

=1

We will now use Chernoff’s upper bounds on the i.i.d. bounded random
variables A; and B; (see (3.7)). First notice that

(1) E[A;]=p1(1=p1—€)mz >0,

(2) E[Bi]=p1(1—p1+e)ma—(1—p1)(p1—e)my <O,

(3) |4;],|Bi| < b a.s. for any i > 1.
Note that P4, can be written as P (S; < ¢; - E[S}]), where S; = > .7 | (A;/b)
and

et

riE[A1] /b
since ¢; — 0, we can define an integer jo such that ¢; < ¢ for any j > jo,
so that

Cj =

P(S;<c;-E[S;]) < P(Sj<co- E[S)]).
Hence, by using (3.7), for any j > jo we have that

Py < oo (1520 Bis)).

which converges to zero exponentially fast since

We can repeat the same arguments for Pg;, with the i.i.d. random variables
(=B; +b)/2b € (0,1) for i = 1,..,7;; in this case, ¢; tends to a constant
¢ < 1, so that the proof follows with ¢y € (¢, 1). Thus,

Z(PAj+PBj) < 00,
j=1
yielding
P(A;-Cj,i0.) = P(Bj—Cj,io.) = 0.

We will now show that P (Cj,i.0.) = 0. Note that since |7}’ (p1) Ul < |T(p1 |

and

T,

o =Yg (p1— Prgi-1) + Yy (lél,qj*1 —Zyi) = @§511)7dj,1 + @—1,61]»,1
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it follows that

T Ty < T+ 1T+ (Tiova s

I,

which implies that

{Cj,i.o.}C{|Tp1|> €243, 20} {| d|>3]q2 20}

Now, since Y,, <Y + bn, it follows that

{Cj,i.o.} C {glj,i.o.} U {ng,z‘.o.},

where ¥
— 5 > 2_C
Gy = {(qu + 1> q2lp1 — prgil > J 3qb} ;
Yy J €
Goj = {(quH +1> Q2| Zgisr — prgil > J 3bq}

We will now show that P(Gi;,i.0.) = 0. By using the Markov’s inequality
we have

IN

= E |q%]p1 — p1 gl
3qb Yo [ L= l,qj]
47 . 1

- E_ < + > —

:3Zb< )C’Z—<oo

> P (Gy))
j=1

where X
C:=supkE { [qﬁlm - ﬁl,qk|:| } <00
k>1

from (2.7). Hence, using the Borel-Cantelli lemma, it follows that
(Ql j ,i 0. ) 0.
Now, consider Ga;. Let H; == {j~%¢

3. |Aja;| > €} and since

P(ggj,i.o.) = P(/H],ZO)

we now focus on H;. First, for each j > 1, we recall that Q; = {7; > d;}
and we decompose H; as follows:

My C QU {H;Nnef},
which leads to

P (Hj,i0) < P(Qj,i0) + P(H;NQf,io.).
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First, consider P (’Hj N Qjc, i.o.). By using Markov’s inequality we have

Y. P(H;NQf) <D E [qj : |Aj,dj|1gjc} qejz
j=1 Jj=1

N[

(Sup’@l {E [qk : ’Ak,dkleSH) > g%

-
€
=1 7

which is finite from Theorem 3.2. Hence, again from the Borel-Cantelli
lemma we have that
C .
P (’Hj N Qj ,z.o.) =0.

We will now show that P (Q;,i.0.) = 0. To this end, we can follow the
same arguments used in the first part of this proof, except that here we
define o) _

Cj = {|T’],[C)é _qu| > eqj} .
In this case, to show P (Cj,i.0.) = 0 we have to prove that the following two
events cannot occur infinitely often

(i) Gsj:= {(% + 1) [p1 = Prgs| > 2qu}’
(i) Gaj = {(% +1) o1 = Zgs| > %}
Result (i) is implied by (2.7), while (ii) follows from Theorem 2.1. Hence,
we have that
P(Cj,i.o.) =0.

Then, similarly to the first part of the proof, we deal with the sets A; — C;
and B; — C; by applying Chernoff’s upper bound to the probabilities

dj 4
Py =P ZAi <eq’ and Pg; =P ZBi > —eq! |,
i=1 =1

which implies 22, Paj < oo and » 22, Pp; < oo. Hence, from the Borel-
Cantelli lemma we get

P(.AJ - Cj,i.O.) = P(Bj - C]) = 0.
which implies P (Qj;,.0.) = 0. This concludes the proof. O

REMARK 4.1.  The result of Theorem 4.1 continues to hold if (2.7) is
not satisfied, but (2.2) and condition (c1) hold. Moreover, since in the proof
we use Theorem 3.1, if (2.7) does not hold condition (c2) must be assumed
(see Remark 3.1).
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4.3. Proof of Proposition 2.1.

Proor. Wlog assume m; > mg, which implies p, = p1, and p = p;.
First, we have

2
(4.15) E [n|p1n — p1]°]

)

n—1
E plz -
=0

and note that

n J
(Pri—p1) = Z Z (P1,g5+1 — P1) Lighnri<ny
=0 i=0
kn—1

= Y dj(prg —m)+ (”/—'qk”) (Prgtn = p1),
j=0

where we recall ky, is defined in (2.6) as ky, := [log,(n)]. Since d; = (¢ —1)¢,
the LHS of (4.15) is equal to

|
—_

n

Ti.
[en]

2
kn—1 k
(q—1)? ' (5 nTAY
@0 | (- (v ) + () e — )| |
j=0
and, defining ¢; := \/§]| Prg — p1|, we can rewrite the last expression as
follows:
2
kn—1 k
(q—1)? ~ n— gk
B Y Ve || |
n ; T lvat -

Now, using Cauchy Schwartz inequality and using (%) < \/ﬁk”, the

above expectation is less than or equal to

- i fj(ﬂ)ﬁ ORREACARACAL

J1=0 j2=0

Now, by the symmetry in K,,, we can use the following decomposition

kn  kn Vkn VEn Vkn  kn ko, En
D20 =3 >0y > O+ X Y
J1=072=0 J1=0j2=0 7170 jo=/kn J1=Vkn ja=Vkn

gziz + Y > 0,

J1=072=0 51=Vkn ja=Vkn
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we obtain
K, < sup{E } 22 Z
Jj1=0j2=0
k’fl k’fl i .
+ max FE )’ (\V/q)?
e {E[d]}- %]Q%m (Va)
= Ky, + Kop.

Now, consider K7,; we have that

KlnﬁSUp{E[ ]} 2 (\/G)M—H—l ((\/&)kn—l-l_l)’
j>1 \/6—1 \/6—1

and by multiplying for (¢ — 1)?/n we obtain

2 Vel Entl
2 () sl (Wﬁ (V).

Using (2.7) we have that sup;>; {E {c?]} is finite. Moreover, since n <
¢*»*1 by definition of k,,, we have that

(wa)’“”“ - 1) < (Lt

— 0.

v v

Similarly, we can consider Ks, and write

Ky < max {E[cg}}(M).

VEn<j<kn Va—1

Then, by multiplying for (¢ — 1)?/n we obtain

¢—1 i max 271, w ;
(=) e, (B 04D ( )

and from (2.7) and n < ¢! we have Max, /p-cick, {E [02-] } is finite and

kn 2
<—(\/§)\/;1—1> < q.
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Then, combining all together we obtain

: _ 2 : (g—1)°
limsup E [n\pl,n — p1l ] < limsup Ko,
n

n—o0 n—oo

< q(1+/q)* limsup E [n|p1n — p1|*]

n—oo

which is finite because of condition (2.7). O
4.4. Proof of Corollary 2.2.

Proor. To prove this result, we apply Theorem 2.2 to the urn model
with fixed thresholds, i.e. p1, = p1 and pa, = p2 for all n > 0, since in this
case p, = p for all n > 0. O

4.5. Remarks on the CLT for Z,. In this subsection, we discuss the
second-order behavior of the proportion Z,, of balls in the urn in the ARRU
model. Specifically, we establish CLT of Z,,; for some specific subsequences
{n;;j7 > 1} and we highlight the challenges to the proof of a full CLT. To
this end, let us assume that

(4.16) Vilpn —p) % 2,

where Z is a Gaussian random variable with zero mean and variance o > 0.
It is worth noticing that (4.16) is usually verified in applications, since p,
is typically a continuous function of maximum likelihood estimators, e.g.
see (2.10).
Wlog, assume m; > mg and consider the sequence {\/n(p1 — Z,);n > 1}.
Now, along the subsequence {¢’;j > 1}

(417 Vd (= Zy) = V@ (1 — prg—) + VI (Prg—1 — Zy).
Using (4.16), it follows that
. . . ; d
V(o1 = prg) = V- [\/qf‘l(m - pl,qul)] = Vi Z
As for the second term in (4.17), it can be expressed as

V qj(ﬁl,qifl - qu) =V quj_lydjfl

= V@Aj 14, Ir, 0 + VIDj1g v
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where we recall R; := {r; > r;} and r; := ¢1*")/2 with v € (0,1/2). The
first term converges to zero a.s. from Theorem 4.1, while using 7,1 < d;_;
from Theorem 3.2 we have

VI E [’Aj—l,dj,l\le,l] < VJE [’Aj—l,djfl‘l{fjflédj—l} — 0.

Thus,
' d
Va1 = Zy) > Vi Z.

Now, consider the subsequence {¢’ + r;;j > 1}. Now,

(418) \/qij(pl - qu—i-rj) =V qj(pl - ﬁl,qj) + v qj(ﬁl,qj - qu—l—rj)‘
As before, from (4.16) we have that

- . d
V@ (p1 —prg) — Z.
Once again expressing the second term in (4.17) below,

\% qj(lal,qj - qu—i-rj) =V qujﬂ‘j
= V@ Ajrlr, + V@ AjrIre,

one can show the first term in the RHS converges to zero a.s. from Theo-
rem 4.1. The second term in the RHS tends to zero in L' from Theorem 3.2.

Thus,
. d
@ +ri(p1— qu+rj) — Z.

A crucial result to obtain CLT for {Z,;;j > 1}, with n; = ¢’ and n; =
¢’ + rj, is Theorem 4.1, which establishes P(7; > n;,i.0.) = 0. From these
results, it follows that the asymptotic distribution of Z,; only involves times
t e Uj(qj + Tj,qu); for these times, Theorem 3.2 establishes a uniform
bound for n|Z, — p,|. However, at times ¢ € U;(¢’, ¢/ + 7;) it seems difficult
to obtain the detailed behavior of (Z, — p,). This gap needs to be handled
for a CLT for {Z,,;n > 1}. This is beyond the scope of the current paper.

5. Simulation studies. In this section, we describe some simulation
studies that illustrate the theoretical results presented in Section 2 in the
context of clinical trials. We recall from subsection 2.3 that, in the context of
clinical trials, the random variables ; ,, and &2, are interpreted as potential
responses to competing treatments 77 and T3, whose distributions pq and
po depend on parameters 67 and 6y respectively. Let 8 = (61,602). Now,
letting f; and fy are two continuous functions, we recall that p; = f1(0)
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and py = f2(0). Moreover, the adaptive thresholds p; ,, and pg ,, are defined
as follows:

P1n = f1 (él,n) and  pon = fo (éz,n) , Vn>1,

where él,n and 0A27n are the adaptive estimators of 61 and 69 after the first
n allocations.

The main goal of this section is to illustrate the asymptotic behavior of
the allocation proportion Ny ,,/n and of the parameter estimators 6,,. Simu-
lations are performed with N = 10° independent urn processes, each which
evolve following the model described in Section 2 with adaptive thresh-
olds p1, and s, that change at exponential times {¢/;j > 1}, with ¢ =
1.25, [see (2.5)]. For all the N urn processes we used initial composition
(y1,0,¥2,0) = (2,2) and sample size n = 200. The functions f; and f, are
chosen as in (2.11) with p = 0.75. We analyze both Bernoulli and Gaussian
responses.

5.1. Bernoulli responses. We assume responses to treatments 7; and 7o
are from Bernoulli distributions with parameters p; and ps, respectively. In
this case, @ = (p1, p2) is the vector of unknown parameters. We examine two
target allocations:

(a) 7(0) = (1 —p1)/(2—p1 — p2), proposed by [22];
(b) n(0) = /p1/ (\/P1 + /P2), proposed by [20].

Hence, from (2.11) with p = 0.75, we have
p1=0.25-1+0.75-n(p1, p2), and p2 =0.25-0+0.75 - n(p1, p2).

In Table 5.1 we report the simulation results on the mean and standard
error of the allocation proportion Nj,/n and of the estimators p;, and
D2,n, defined as

) i Xk 3 i (1= X) &
_ ==L d e = d .
Pin Nl,n ) an Pbon N2,n
Hence,
ﬁl,n =0.25-1+0.75 - n(ﬁl,nyﬁln)a
and

p2.n =0.25-04 0.75 - n(P1,n, D2.n)-
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TABLE 1
Simulation of N1, /n and 0,, are given for different designs, with mean square
errors given in parenthesis. The target allocation is p1 = (1 —p) -1+ p-n(p1,p2)
with p = 0.75. Simulation used N = 10> ARRU processes with n = 200 and
changes at times {q¢7;j > 1} with ¢ = 1.25. Initial composition (y1,0,Y2.0) = (2,2).

p1 P2 p1 Nin/n Din D2.n
(@)n=0-p1)/(2—p1—p2)

0.9 07 | 044 0.44(0.07) 0.89(0.03) 0.7(0.04)
0.9 05 | 038 0.41(0.06) 0.89(0.03) 0.50(0.05)
0.9 03034 040(0.07) 0.89(0.03) 0.30(0.04)
0.9 0.1 | 033 043(0.12) 0.89(0.03) 0.11(0.03)
0.7 05 | 053 0.50(0.07) 0.70(0.05) 0.50(0.05)
0.7 0.3 | 048 0.48(0.05) 0.70(0.05) 0.30(0.04)
0.7 0.1 | 044 0.48(0.06) 0.70(0.05) 0.11(0.03)
0.5 0.3 | 056 0.53(0.06) 0.50(0.05) 0.30(0.05)
0.5 0.1 | 052 0.53(0.04) 0.50(0.05) 0.11(0.03)
0.3 0.1 | 058 0.56(0.05) 0.30(0.04) 0.11(0.03)

(b) n = v/p1/(v/P1 + \/P2)
0.9 07 ] 065 0.57(0.11) 0.89(0.03) 0.69(0.05)
0.9 05 | 068 0.63(0.08) 0.89(0.03) 0.50(0.06)
0.9 03] 073 0.6900.06) 0.89(0.03) 0.30(0.06)
0.9 0.1 | 081 0.76(0.07) 0.89(0.02) 0.11(0.04)
0.7 05 | 0.66 0.58(0.11) 0.69(0.04) 0.50(0.06)
0.7 03] 070 0.66(0.07) 0.70(0.04) 0.30(0.06)
(0.07) (0.04) (0.04)
(0.10) (0.05) (0.05)
(0.08) (0.04) (0.04)
(0.11) (0.04) (0.03)

0.7 0.1 | 0.79 0.74(0.07) 0.70(0.04) 0.12(0.04
0.5 0.3 | 0.67 0.60(0.10 0.50(0.05 0.30(0.05
0.5 0.1 | 0.77 0.70(0.08 0.50(0.04)  0.11(0.04
0.3 0.1 | 0.73 0.64(0.11 0.30(0.04)  0.11(0.03

5.2. Gaussian responses. We now assume responses to treatments 77 and

Ty are from a Gaussian distribution with parameters (ml, O'%) and (mg, O'%),
respectively. In this case, 8 = (ml,a%,mg,ag) is the vector of unknown

parameters. We examine two target allocation:

(c) (@) =01/ (01 + 02), used in [14];
(d) n(0) = o1y/ma/ (o1/Mz + 02,/m1), proposed by [23].
Hence, from (2.11) with p = 0.75, we have

p1 =025-1+0.75-n(0), and  po=0.25-0+0.75-1(6).

In Table 5.2 we report the simulation results on the mean and standard error
of the allocation proportion Ny ,/n and the parameter estimators 0217n and
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TABLE 2
Simulations of N1 n/n and 0,, are given for different designs, with mean square
errors gwen in parenthesis. The target allocation is pr = (1 —p) -1+ p-n(0) with
p = 0.75. Simulation used N = 10° ARRU processes with n = 200 and changes at
times {q¢7;j > 1} with ¢ = 1.25. Initial composition (y1,0,Y2.0) = (2,2).

2 2
mi1 Mgz O] (e} | P1 Ny n/n 021n 022

(c) n=o01/(01+ 02)

(
10 5 1 1 ]063 061(0.05 1.01(0.13) 1.01(0.16)
8 5 1 1 |063 059007 1.01(0.13) 1.01(0.16)
6 5 1 1 |063 0550.12) 1.01(0.14) 1.01(0.15)
10 5 4 1 [075 0.730.06) 4.000.47) 1.01(0.20)
8 5 4 1075 0.71(0.07) 4.00(0.48) 1.01(0.19)
6 5 4 1075 066(0.13) 4.03(0.50) 1.01(0.18)
10 5 1 4 |050 049(0.05) 1.01(0.14) 4.00(0.57)
8 5 1 4 | 050 048(0.07) 1.01(0.15) 4.03(0.56)
6 5 1 4 |050 043(0.11) 1.01(0.16) 4.03(0.54)
(d) n = o1y/ma/(01y/m2 + o2y/m1)
10 5 1 1 ]056 0550.05) 1.01(0.14) 1.01(0.15)
8 5 1 1 |058 055007) 1.01(0.14) 1.01(0.15)
6 5 1 1 |06l 053012 1.01(0.14) 1.01(0.15)
10 5 4 1 ]069 067(0.06) 4.03(0.49) 1.01(0.18)
8 5 4 1 |071 067(0.07) 4.03(0.49) 1.01(0.18)
6 5 4 1 |073 0650.13) 4.03(0.51) 1.01(0.18)
10 5 1 4 |045 044(0.05) 1.01(0.15) 4.03(0.54)
8 5 1 4 | 046 0.44(0.07) 1.01(0.16) 4.03(0.54)
6 5 1 4 |048 042(0.11) 1.01(0.16) 4.03(0.53)

029, defined as

g2 2= X (G — 1)

d
1n van an
N 2
02y, = Do (1= X5) (§ai — g n)
" N2,n ’
where n = 310 Xi€1i/Nin and mon = 3770 (1 = X;)€2,i/Nawn. Hence,

prn =025-140.75-1(8,),

and X
n=0.25-040.75-1(0,).

The results show that our methods target the true parameters effectively.
In real clinical trials, further calibration may be performed to reduce small
bias.
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6. Extensions to multi-color urn models. It is important to note
that all the results presented in this paper can be extended to the case of
K > 2 colors, when 35 € {1,.., K'} such that m; > my, for any k # j. In the
context of clinical trials, the functions f; should be interpreted as the target
allocations for Nj,/n when 7; is the superior treatment, and the variables
W » should be all defined as l{ZnSﬁj,n}'

7. Acknowledgments. The authors thank Prof. A.M. Paganoni of Po-
litecnico di Milano for stimulating discussions and ideas on the urn models
considered in the paper. The authors thank also Prof. G. Aletti of Univer-
sita degli Studi di Milano for supporting this research and several useful
discussions. Part of Andrea Ghiglietti’s work was carried out while he was a
doctoral student, Department of Mathematics, Politecnico di Milano. This
research was started while Andrea Ghiglietti was a doctoral student visit-
ing the Department of Statistics, George Mason University. He thanks the
Department of Statistics for its hospitality. Part of Prof. Rosenberger’s re-
search was conducted while he was a Visiting Scholar in the Department of
Mathematics, University of Southern California. He thanks the Department
for its hospitality. Part of Anand Vidyashankar’s work was carried out when
he was visiting the Department of Mathematics, Universita degli Studi di
Milano. He thanks the Department for its hospitality.

References.

[1] ALETTI, G., MAY, C. and SECcHI, P. (2009). A central limit theorem, and related
results, for two-color randomly reinforced urn. Ann. Appl. Probab. 41 829-844.

[2] ALETTI, G., MAY, C. and SECCHI, P. (2012). A functional equation whose unknown
is P([0;1]) valued. J. Theor. Probab. 25 12071232

[3] ALETTI, G., GHIGLIETTI, A. and PAGANONI, A. M. (2013). A modified randomly
reinforced urn design. J. Appl. Probab. 50 486-498

[4] ATHREYA, K. B. and KARLIN, S. (1968). Embedding of urn schemes into continuous
time Markov branching processes and related limit theorems. Ann. Math. Statist. 39
1801-1817.

[5] Bal, Z. D. and Hu, F. (1999). Asymptotic theorems for urn models with nonhomo-
geneous generating matrices. Stoch. Proc. Appl. 80 1 87-101.

[6] Bal, Z. D., Hu, F. and ZHANG, L.-X. (2002). Gaussian approximation theorems for
urn models and their applications. Ann. Appl. Probab. 12 1149-1173.

[7] Bal, Z. D. and Hu, F. (2005). Asymptotics in randomized urn models. Ann. Appl.
Probab. 15 914-940.

[8] CHAUVIN, B., POUYANNE, N. and SAHNOUN, R. (2011). Limit distributions for large
Pélya urns. Ann. Appl. Probab. 21 1, 1-32.

[9] CuEN, L. H. Y. (1978) A short note on the conditional Borel-Cantelli lemma. Ann.
Probab. 6 699-700.

[10] DEMBO, A. and ZEITOUNI, O. (1998). Large Deviations Techniques and Applications.
Springer, New York.



CLT FOR AN ADAPTIVE URN MODEL 55

[11] DurHAM, S., FLOURNOY, N. and L1, W. (1998). A sequential design for maximizing
the probability of a response. Can. J. Statist. 26 479-495.

[12] ETEMADI, N., SRIRAM, T. N. and VIDYASHANKAR, A. N. (1997). L? Convergence
of reciprocals of sample means with applications to sequential estimation in linear
regression. J. Statist. Plann. Inf. 65 1-115

[13] GHIGLIETTI, A. and PAGANONI, A. M. (2014). Statistical properties of two-color
randomly reinforced urn design targeting fixed allocations. Electronic J. Statist. 8 1
708-737.

[14] Hu, F. and ROSENBERGER, W. F. (2006). The Theory of Response-Adaptive Ran-
domization in Clinical Trials. Wiley, New York.

[15] JANSON, S. (2004). Functional limit theorems for multitype branching processes and
generalized Pdlya urns. Stoch. Proc. Appl., 110, 177-245

[16] LAcHIN, J. M. and ROSENBERGER, W. F. (2002). Randomization in Clinical Trials:
Theory and Practice. Wiley, New York.

[17] ManmouD, H. (2008). Pdlya Urn Models. CRC press.

[18] MULIERE, P., PAGANONI, A. M. and SECCHI, P. (2006). A randomly reinforced urn.
J. Statist. Plann. Inf. 136 1853—1874.

[19] ROSENBERGER, W. F. Randomized urn models and sequential design. Seq. Anal.
(with discussion) 21 1-41.

[20] ROSENBERGER, W. F., STALLARD, N., IvaNovA, A., HARPER, C. and Ricks, M.
(2001). Optimal adaptive designs for binary response trials. Biometrics 57 909-913.

[21] SMYTHE, R.T. (1996). Central limit theorems for urn models. Stoch. Proc. Appl., 65,
115-137

[22] WEL L. J. and DurHAM, S. (1978). The randomized play-the-winner rule in medical
trials. J. Am. Statist. Assoc. 73 840-843.

[23] ZHANG, L. and ROSENBERGER, W. F. (2006) Response-adaptive randomization for
clinical trials with continuous outcomes. Biometrics 62 562-569.

[24] ZHaNG, L. X., Hu, F. and CHEUNG, S. H. (2006). Asymptotic theorems of sequential
estimation-adjusted urn models. Ann. Appl. Probab. 16 340-369.

[25] ZHANG, L.-X., Hu, F., CHEUNG, S. H. and CHAN, W. S. (2011). Immigrated urn
models: theoretical properties and applications. Ann. Statist. 39 643-671.

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS “F. ENRIQUES” DEPARTMENT OF STATISTICS
UNIVERSITA DEGLI STUDI DI MILANO GEORGE MASON UNIVERSITY
VIA SALDINI 50 4400 UNIVERSITY DRIVE MS4A7
20133 MILAN, ITALY FAIRFAX, VA 22030 USA
E-MAIL: andrea.ghigliettiQunimi.it E-MAIL: avidyash@gmu.edu

E-MAIL: wrosenbe@gmu.edu


mailto:andrea.ghiglietti@unimi.it
mailto:avidyash@gmu.edu
mailto:wrosenbe@gmu.edu

	1 Introduction
	1.1 Applications to clinical trials
	1.2 Structure of the paper

	2 Model assumptions, notation and main results
	2.1 Law of large numbers
	2.2 Central limit theorem
	2.3 Application to clinical trials (revisited)

	3 Harmonic moments and related asymptotics
	3.1 Harmonic moments
	3.2 A uniform bound
	3.2.1 Estimates for the MRRU model
	3.2.2 Proof of Theorem ??


	4 Proofs of the main results
	4.1 Proof of the LLN
	4.2 Proof of the central limit theorem
	4.2.1 Proof of Theorem ??

	4.3 Proof of Proposition ??
	4.4 Proof of Corollary ??
	4.5 Remarks on the CLT for Zn

	5 Simulation studies
	5.1 Bernoulli responses
	5.2 Gaussian responses

	6 Extensions to multi-color urn models
	7 Acknowledgments
	References
	Author's addresses

