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Abstract

Adaptive randomly reinforced urn (ARRU) is a two-color urn model where the updating
process is defined by a sequence of non-negative random vectors {(Din, D2rn);n > 1} and
randomly evolving thresholds which utilize accruing statistical information for the updates. Let
m1 = E[D1,n] and me = E[D2,,]. Motivated by applications, in this paper we undertake a
detailed study of the dynamics of the ARRU model. First, for the case mi # m2, we establish
L1 bounds on the increments of the urn proportion at fixed and increasing times under very weak
assumptions on the random threshold sequence. As a consequence, we deduce weak consistency
of the evolving urn proportions. Second, under slightly stronger conditions, we establish the
strong consistency of the urn proportions for all finite values of m; and me. Specifically, we show
that when mi = ms the proportion converges to a non-degenerate random variable. Third, we
establish the asymptotic distribution, after appropriate centering and scaling, of the proportion
of sampled balls in the case m1 = m2. In the process, we settle the issue of asymptotic
distribution of the number of sampled balls for a randomly reinforced urn (RRU). To address
the technical issues, we establish results on the harmonic moments of the total number of balls
in the urn at different times under very weak conditions, which is of independent interest.
Keywords: generalized Pdélya urn, reinforced processes, strong and weak consistency, central
limit theorems, crossing times, harmonic moments.
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1 Introduction

In recent years, randomly reinforced urn (RRU) has been investigated in statistical and prob-
ability literature as a model for clinical trial design, computer experiments and in the context
of vertex reinforced random walk (see [12] 13} [16]). Introduction of accruing information in the

implementation of these urn models in practice, leads to an adaptive randomly reinforced urn
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(ARRU). In this paper, we study the properties concerning the urn composition of an ARRU.
We now turn to a precise description of the ARRU.

A randomly reinforced urn (RRU) model (see [15]) is characterized by a pair (Y1, Y2,,) of
real random variables representing the number of balls of two colors, red and white. The process
is described as follows: at time n = 0, the process starts with (y1,0,y2,0) balls. A ball is drawn at
random. If the color is red, the ball is returned to the urn along with the random numbers D1 ;
of red balls; otherwise, the ball is returned to the urn along with the random numbers D3 1 of
white balls. Let Y11 = y1,0+D1,1 and Y21 = y2,0 denote the urn composition when the sampled
ball is red; similarly, let Yi,1 = y1,0 and Y21 = y2,0 + D2,1 denote the urn composition when
the sampled ball is white. The process is repeated yielding the collection {(Y1,n,Y2n);n > 1}.
The quantities {D1,,;n > 1} and {D2,;n > 1} are independent collections of independent
and identically distributed (i.i.d.) non-negative random variables. Hence, an RRU model is
characterized by the replacement matriz

Din O

D, = ’
0 D2n

’

Let m1 := E[D1,,] and ms := E[D2,]. The asymptotic properties of the urn composition in the
above model were investigated by Muliere et al. (see [I5]) and Aletti et al. (see [1]); specifically,
they established that

1 if m1 > mao,

Zn = _ Y <z if mi=m (1.1)
" Yin+Yen e * 2
0 if mi1 < ma,

where %3 stands for almost sure convergence and Z, is a non-degenerate random variable
supported on (0,1). The properties of the distribution of Z. were studied in Aletti et al.
(see [1L[2]). Specifically, it is shown in Aletti et al. (see [I]) that when mi = msa, P(Zo = z) =0
for any z € [0,1]. Denoting {(Ni,n, N2,n);n > 1} the number of balls of red and white colors
sampled from the urn, one can deduce from (1.1) that Ni,,/n converges to the same limit as
.

Notice that the limit of the RRU in (IE]) is always 1 or 0 when my # ms, and the rate
of convergence and the limit distribution has been established in May and Flournoy (2009)
(see [14]). However, motivated by applications in clinical trials (see [12]), it is common to target
a specific value p € (0,1). This was achieved in Aletti et al. (see [3]), where the modified
randomly reinforced urn (MRRU) model was introduced. The MRRU model is an RRU model
with two fixed thresholds 0 < p2 < p1 < 1, such that if Z,, < p2, no white balls are replaced in
urn, while if Z,, > p1, no red balls are replaced in the urn. The replacement matrix in this case
is
p,— | P tizaasey 0

0 Do =14z, 1205}

The strong consistency in the case mi # mo was established in Aletti et al. (see [3]); i.e. they



showed that

ws | p1 ifmi > ma,
%

Zn (1.2)

p2 i mi < meo.
A second order result for Z,, namely the asymptotic distribution of Z,, after appropriate cen-
tering, was derived in Ghiglietti et al. (see [9]).

In applications, especially in clinical trials (see [12]), p1 and p2 are unknown and depend
on the parameters of the distributions of D11 and D2 1. Let F,_1 be the o-algebra generated
by the information up to time n — 1 and let p1,,—1 and p2,,—1 be two random variables that
are F,_i-measurable. Ghiglietti et al. proposed in [I0] an adaptive randomly reinforced urn
model that uses accruing information to construct random thresholds pi1,,—1 and p2,,—1 which
converge a.s. to specified targets p; and pz. Thus, using the replacement matrix

Din-1 5 0
D, — 1, {Zn-1<p1,n-1} , (1.3)

0 Do Lz, 1>p2 01}
an MRRU becomes an Adaptive Randomly Reinforced Urn (ARRU). It is worth mentioning
here that the random thresholds pi,,—1 and p2,—1 depend on the adaptive estimators of the
parameters of the distributions of Dy ; and D> ;.

In a recent work, Ghiglietti et al. (see [10]) studied the asymptotic properties of an ARRU
when m1 # meo under strong conditions on the rate of convergence of the adaptive thresholds.
Specifically, they established a strong consistency and asymptotic normality for the number
of sampled balls under an exponential rate of convergence assumption on the adaptive thresh-
olds. In this paper, first we establish that under very weak conditions, weak consistency of
the proportion Z,. This is achieved by providing useful and non-trivial Li bounds on (i) the
increments of the distace A,, = |Z,, — p1| (Theorem [L2]) and (ii) the increments of A,, at linearly
increasing times (Theorem and Theorem [L.6]). These results provide insight into the dynam-
ics of the ARRU and are of independent interest. The proofs of these results need estimates
on the harmonic moments of the total number of balls in the urn under weak assumptions on
the thresholds. This result, of independent interest, is established in Theorem LIl Second, we
undertake a detailed analysis of the ARRU model when mi = mg. Specifically, we establish
strong consistency of the proportion Z,, and the limit distribution of the proportion of sampled
balls for the ARRU. In the process, we also address the issue of limit distribution of the number
of sampled balls from a randomly reinforced urn (RRU) thus settling one of the long-standing
open problems in the field.

The rest of the paper is structured as follows: Section[2]contains the model, assumptions and
main results; Section [3]is concerned with preliminary estimates and results on the urn process.
Sections M and [{] are concerned with the proofs of the consistency of the urn proportion and

Section [f]is concerned with the proof of the limit distribution of the proportion of sampled balls.



2 Model assumptions, notation and main results

We begin by describing our model precisely. Let &1 = {&1,n;n > 1} and &2 = {&2,n;n > 1} be
two sequences of i.i.d. random variables, with probability distributions p1 and p2 respectively.
Without loss of generality (wlog), assume that the support of &1, and &2, is the same. We
denote it by S. Consider an urn containing y1,0 > 0 red balls and y2,0 > 0 white balls, and
define yo = y1,0 +y2,0 and zo = yalyl,o. In general, y1,0 and y2,0 may not assume integer values.
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

1 if the extracted ball is red,
X =

0 if the extracted ball is white.
We assume X; to be independent of the sequences €1 and &2. To make this assumption more
explicit, we define X1 = 1y, <.,}, where U is a uniform random variable in (0,1) independent
of &1 and &2. Note that X; Bernoulli random variable with parameter zg.

Let p1,0 and po2,0 be two random variables such that p1,0, p2,0 € [0,1] and p1,0 > p2,0. Let
uw:S —[a,b],0<a<b<oo. If X; =1 and zo < p1,0, we return the extracted ball to the urn
together with D11 = u (£1,1) new red balls. While, if X1 =0 and 2o > p2,0, we return it to the
urn together with D21 = u (§2,1) new white balls. If X; = 1 and 2o > p1,0, or if X; = 0 and
20 < p2,0, the urn composition is not modified. To ease notation, let denote w1,0 = 1{:4<p; 0}

and w2,0 = 1{24>p, 0} Formally, the extracted ball is always replaced in the urn together with
X1D1,1wi,0 + (1 — X1) D2 qwayo
new balls of the same color; now, the urn composition becomes

Yii=vyi,0+XiDiiwipo

Yo1 =920+ (1 — X1)D2,1w2,0.

Set Y1 =Y11+Ys1 and 27 = Ylel,l. Now, by iterating the above procedure we define p1,1
and p2,1 to be two random variables, with p1,1,p2,1 € [0,1] and p1,1 > p2,1 a.s., measurable with
respect to the o-algebra Fi = o (G1,¢1), where G1 = o (X1, X111 + (1 — X1)&2,1) and 1 is
a r.v. independent of Gi. Let mi1 = [w(y)p1 (dy) and ma = [u (y) p2 (dy) be the means of
{D1,n;n > 1} and {D2n;n > 1} respectively.

The urn process is then repeated for all n > 1. Let p1,, and p2,, be two random variables
with p1,n,p2.n € (0,1) and p1,n > po,n a.s., measurable with respect to the o-algebra F,, =
0 (Gn, @1, .., on), where

Gn=0(X1,X1&110+ 1 —=X1)&1, ., Xn, Xnlin + (1 — Xn) &2n)

and ¢, are a collection of r.v. independent of G,. We will refer to p;, j = 1,2 as threshold
parameters.
At time n+1, a ball is extracted and let X,,+1 = 1 if the ball is red and X,,+1 = 0 otherwise.

Equivalently, we can define X,,+1 = 1{Un+1SZn}7 where U,,+1 is a uniform random variable in



(0,1) independent of F,,, &1 and &€2. Then, the ball is returned to the urn together with
Xnt1D1n41Win + (1 = Xpng1) Do 1Wan

balls of the same color, where D1 ny1 = u(&1,n41), Dontr1 = u(E2nt1), Wi = 11z, <p1n}s

Wan =1(z,5p,,) and Zni1 = Y1,n+1/Yn41 for any n > 1, where

41
Yint1 =410+ >ty XeD1,iWhioa

Yo nt1 = y2,0 + Z?ill (1 —Xi)D2iWa i1

and Y41 = Yipg1 + Yont1. If Xpy1 = 1 and Z, > pip, ie. Wi =0, or if Xy =0
and Z, < p2,n, i.e. Wa, = 0, the urn composition does not change at time n + 1. Note that
condition p1,n > p2,n a.s., which implies W1 ,, + W2, > 1, ensures that the urn composition
can change with positive probability for any n > 1, since the replacement matrix is never a zero
matrix. Since, conditionally to the o-algebra F,, X,41 is assumed to be independent of &1, &2,

Xn+1 is Bernoulli distributed with parameter Z,,.

2.1 Weak consistency of the urn composition

A particulary relevant result of this paper is concerned with the consistency of the urn proportion
Zy, when the random thresholds pi,, and p2,, converge in probability to some constants in
p1,p2 € (0,1). To obtain this result, we need to assume that the thresholds sequence are
bounded away from 0 and 1 with high probability, which is expressed in the following condition:
there exist two constants 0 < pmin < pmax < 1 and 0 < ¢, < oo such that

P (Pmin < ﬁ2,n < ﬁl,n < Pmax) > 1-— exp (_Cpn) (21)

for large n. Hence, we can establish the consistency result as follows

Theorem 2.1 Assume 2] and there exist two constant pi,p2 € (0,1), with p1 > p2, such
that

Pl = P1 pan 2 pa. (2.2)
Then, when mi # ma,

p1 if mi > ma,
Zn B (2.3)

P2 ifml < ma.

We present the proof of Theorem [2.1]in Section [

Remark 2.2 The strong consistency of the urn proportion presented in Ghiglietti et al. (see [10)]),
ie. prn S p1 implies Zn 3 p1, may suggest to prove Theorem [Z1 by applying subsequence
arguments. Specifically, Z, RN p1 in 23) implies that for any subsequence {ni;k > 1} there ex-
ists a further subsequence {nkj;j > 1} such that anj s p1. Moreover, assumption pin L p1
in 22) guarantees the existence of {ny,;;j > 1} such that PAlynkj % pi. Nevertheless, the

strong consistency result in [10] does not prove that anj % p1 with the only assumption that



ﬁl’nkj 3 p1, because this condition does not provide any information on the behavior of p1.: at
times i ¢ {nx,;j > 1}. Hence, the convergence of ﬁl’nkj would imply the convergence of anj

only if the urn composition was updated exclusively at times {ny;;j > 1}.

2.2 Strong consistency of the urn composition

The following theorem states the consistency of the urn proportion Z,, for any values of m; and

ma, when the random thresholds p1,, and p2,, converge with probability one.

Theorem 2.3 Assume there exist two constant p1, pa € [07 1], with p1 > p2, such that
pin S o1 pon 3 po. (2.4)

Then,
P1 Zf mi > ma,
Zn a4_s>4 Zoo Zf mi = ma, (25)
p2  if mi < ma,

where Zoo is a random variable such that P(Zso € [p2, p1]) = 1.

We present the proof of Theorem [Z3] in Section When the limit of the urn proportion
is different from 1 or 0, the following convergence result on the total number of balls to the

smaller mean holds.

Lemma 2.4 Assume (24) with p1 > p2 and let m* = min{mi,ma2}. Then, on the set
{litnsoe Zn £ {0,131},

The above lemma can be applied for the RRU model only when m1 = ms. For the case m1 # mo
in an RRU model, May and Flournoy (2009) established in (see [I4]) that X2 3" max{m1;ma}.
In the case m1 = mo, we are able to establish that the limiting proportion Z., has no point

mass within the open interval (p2, p1). This is stated in the following lemma.

Lemma 2.5 Assume (I?EI) with p1 > p2 and m1 = ma = m. Then, for any x € (p2,p1), we
have P(Zs = z) = 0.

Point masses of probability are possible at values p; and ps.

2.3 Asymptotic distribution of the sampled balls

The second order asymptotic results of the proportion of sampled balls are concerned with
the concept of stable convergence (see [11]), which provides a particularly elegant approach to
martingale central limit theory. Formally, let {X,; n > 1} be a random sequence on a probability
space (2, F, P); thus, we say that X, 4 ox (stably) if, for every point x of continuity for the

cumulative distribution function of X and for every event E € F,

lim P(X,<z,E) = P(X<uz,E).

n—o00



We now present the asymptotic distribution for the proportion of sampled balls in an RRU
model. Let us denote by N1, :=>_7" | X; and Nop := >, (1—X;) = n— N1, the number of red
and white balls, respectively, sampled form the urn up to time n. Moreover, let o7 := Var[Di]

and o2 := Var[Ds1]. The result is the following

Theorem 2.6 Consider an RRU model and assume m1 = ma = m. Then,

ﬁ(]\;

—Zm) L N(0,%),  (stably)

where B
s o= (1+ 2 z.0-2 Y = (1= Zuo)0t 4 Zooos 2.6
= +o3 oo (1= Zso), = (1= Zwo)o1 + Zoo0s. (2-6)
We now present the asymptotic distribution for the proportion of sampled balls in an ARRU
model. This result can be derived by Theorem 2.6lon the set of trajectories that do not cross the
thresholds p1,» and pa,, infinitely often, and hence {Zs # {p2, p1}}. To this end, we introduce
a sequence of random sets {A,;n > 1} such that A, € F, and A, C A,41 for any n > 1, and

Un>14n = (p2, p1). In particular, we fix 0 < o < 1/2 and we define A,, as follows:
A, = ( P2 —|—CY,.7a , P1 — CYnia ) s (27)

where 0 < C' < oo is a positive constant. The choice of {A,;n > 1} in 27) allows us to
apply the estimates of Lemma in the proof of the limit distribution, in order to obtain the
equivalence: {Z, € An,ev.} = {Zo € (p2,p1)} a.s., where ev. stands for eventually, which
means for all but a finite number of terms. The limit distribution for the ARRU model is

expressed in the following result.
Theorem 2.7 Assume (Z4) with py > p2 and mi1 = ma = m. Then,

lim {Z, € A} = lmn{Z, € A} = {Zeo € (p2,p1)},

and, on the sequence of sets ({Zn € Apn}t,n > 1), we have

\/E(N;i"

- Zm) 4 N(0,%),  (stably)
where, as in (2.6),
28 - 5 >
Y = 1+—= Zoo(1 — Zoo), Y = (1—Zx)oi + Zsoos.
m

It is worth noticing that the limiting distribution obtained in Theorem and Theorem [27] is
not Gaussian but a mixture distribution.

As a corollary of the methods of proof of Theorem and Theorem [2.7] one can obtain the
asymptotic distribution of /n(Z, — Zs ). We state this result without proof.

Theorem 2.8 Assume (I?EI) with p1 > p2 and mi1 = ma = m. Then, conditionally on F,, on
the sequence of sets ({Z, € Apn},n > 1), we have

Vi (Zn = Zo) % N(0,S2),  (stably)

where

m



3 Preliminary results

In this section, we present some preliminary estimates that are required to understand the
dynamics of the ARRU model and to prove the main results of the paper. Most of the proofs
of the results gathered by the literature are omitted, since the original proofs hold for all values
of m1 and meo.

Initially, we show a useful expression of the excepted increments (Zn4+1 — Z) conditionally
to the story of the process F,,, which is required to prove the consistency result and in particular

in the proof of Theorem in Section [l

Lemma 3.1 For anyn > 0,

where
D11 Wi Do i1 Wan

B, = F — n
Yn + Dl,n+1W1,n Yn + D2,n+1 W2,n

(3.1)

Proof. The proof of this Lemma is based on a modification of the proof of Theorem 2 in [15].
First, note that, by definition

Yin+ DipnriWin
n+1
Yn + Dl,n+1W1,n

Yl,n

Zni1 =X _—n
e Yn + D2,7L+1W2,7L

+ (1 - X7L+1)

and since X1 is conditionally to F,, independent of D1 n+1 and D2 41, we can get that

Y n D n W n Y n
E[Zn41|Fn] =E{Zn Lt i D +(1—Zn)+|fn]

Yn +D1,n+1W1,n Yn +D2,n+1W2,n
Yin + Dijns1Wipn Yaon
- E |:Zn ( 1,n + D1np1 Wi, I 2, ) |]_.n]

Yn + Dl,n+1W1,n Yn + D2,n+1W2,n

Analogously, we have that

)/2'” +D2 7L+1W2n Yln
Ell-7Z, Fn] = 1-2, - - - - Fn
[ +1| ] |:( ) ( Yn + D2,n+1W2,n Yn + Dl,n+1W1,n> | :|
Therefore,
E[ZnJrl - Z7L|]:n] = E[(l - Z7L)Zn+1 - Zn(l - Zn+1)|]:n]
-)/1 7L+D1 7L+1W1 n YQn
=72,1-%,)FE : : : :
( ) L Yn + Dl,n+1W1,n Yn + D2,n+1W2,n
_ )/2,'” + D2,n+1 W2,n _ Yl,n |]_— :|
Yn + D2,n+1W2,n Yn + Dl,n+1W1,n "
[ DingiWin D31 Wap ]
=72,1-2Z,)FE : . - - . Fnl -
( ) _Yn + Dl,n+1W1,n Yn + D2,n+1 W2,n |
This concludes the proof. |

Now, we show that the number of balls sampled from the urn Ni,, 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 3.2 [10, Lemma 4.1] For any i > 1, we have that

min{y1,0; ¥2,0}
EY;, —Y, 1|Fi_1] > | —==72 )
[ il 2 <y0+(z—1)b)



Here, we present the lemma on the divergence of the sequences Y,,, N1, and Na,. This

result is obtained by using the conditional Borel-Cantelli lemma.

Lemma 3.3 [10, Lemma 4.2] Consider the urn model presented in Section[d. Then,
(a) Yy 2 0

(b) min{Ni1 ,.; Non} “3 co.

The following lemma is needed in the proof of Theorem 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 < w.
The result requires two sequences of times t;(d, u) and 7;(d, ) defined as follows: for each j > 0,
t;(d,u) represents the time of the first up-cross of u after 7;_1(d, w), and 7;(d, u) represents the
time of the first down-cross of d after t;. Note that ¢;(d,u) and 7;(d,u) are stopping times,
since the events {¢;(d,u) = k} and {7;(d,u) = k} depend on {Z,;n < k}, which are measurable
with respect to Fi.

Lemma 3.4 [3, Theorem 2.1] 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
inf{n > mj_1(d,u) : Zn >u} if {n>71;(d,u): Zn > u} #0;
tj (d7 u) =

+00 otherwise.
(3.2)
inf{n > t;(d,u) : Z, <d} if{n>tj—1(d,u): Z, < d} #0;
Tj (d7 u) =
+00 otherwise.

Then, the following three events are a.s. equivalent
(a) Zn converges a.s.;

(b) forany0<d<u<l,
lim P (t;(d,u) < co) = 0;

j—oo
(c) forany0<d<u<l,

X:P(th(d7 u) = ooltj(d,u) < o0) = oo;

jz1
using the convention that P (tj41(d,u) = coltj(d,u) < o0) =1 when P (t;(d,u) = oc0) = 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 [Z.3] 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] and the proof is
omitted since the adaptive thresholds and the values of m1 and m2 do not play any role during
up-crossings. Hence, the proof reported in Lemma 2.1 of [3] carries over to our model, with D,

replaced by Y.



Lemma 3.5 [3, Lemma 2.1] For any 0 < d < u < 1, we have that

uw(l—d) w(l—d)\’
Yi(au) 2 <m> Yi, y@u = 2 (m Yio(du)-

The following lemma provides a uniform bound for the generalized Pélya urn with same

reinforcement means, which is needed in the proof of Theorem

Lemma 3.6 [3, Lemma 8.2] Consider an RRU with m1 = ma. If Yo > 2b, then

b 4 2
P In—"J0|>h) < — |-+~
(i?i' = )_Yo(h2+h)
for every h > 0.

Finally, we present an auxiliary result 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.

Lemma 3.7 [10, Lemma 3.1] For any € € (0, 1), we have that

{Yn>b<1;€)} C [ |Zusr—Zal<el. (3.3)

4 Proof of weak consistency and related results

In this section, we prove the weak consistency for the urn proportion of the ARRU model,
which is established in Theorem [2.I] This proof requires some probabilistic results concerning
the ARRU model, which have been gathered in different subsections. The proof of the weak
consistency based on these results is then provided in Subsection [£41

Let us start by describing the general structure of the proof. The weak consistency is proved

by showing that the process {A,;n > 1}, defined as
Ap = |p1 — Zn|, Yn2>0, (4.1)

converges to zero in probability. To prove this, we want to exploit the fact that, unless A, is
arbitrarily close to zero, the conditional expected increments of A,, are negative. This result is
obtained in Subsection by studying the conditional expected increments of Z,,. Hence, to
show that A, is asymptotically close to zero, we need to investigate the expected increments
of the process {A,;n > 1}. Since the increments of A,, are at the same order of Y, !, we first
determine how fast the total number of balls in the urn, Y,,, increase to infinity. This is addressed
in Theorem Il where we show that the total number of balls in the ARRU model increases
linearly with the number of extractions from the urn. For this reason, the increments of A,
are of the order of n™'; hence, we consider differences of A, evaluated at linearly increasing
times, i.e. G(n,c) := (Antne — An), such that the L; bounds obtained for such differences do
not vanish as n goes to infinity. More specifically, we provide a negative upper bound for the
expected differences G(n, c), which is not negligible unless A, is asymptotically close to zero.

Formally, for any ¢ > 0, we show that for some 0 < C' < oo

E[G(n,s5)] < —CP(Q(5,n)) + o(1), (4.2)

10



where 0 < s5 < oo is an appropriate constant and Q(d,n) := {A, > 0}. To obtain (£2), we
prove that the expected differences G(n, s5) are: (i) negative for moderate values of A, (see
Theorem [L3); (ii) negligible for small values of A,, (see Theorem [£6]). These results are derived
using comparison arguments with specific auxiliary urn models. Finally, in Subsection [£4] we

use (£2) and other preliminary results to establish the weak consistency.

4.1 Harmonic moments of Y,

In this subsection, we establish that the total number of balls in the ARRU model increases
linearly with the number of extractions from the urn. Moreover, this result ensures uniform
bounds for the harmonic moments of the total number of balls.

Before presenting the main result, we introduce some notation. For any 0 < ¢ < C' < oo and

for all n > 0, let Fi(c,C) € Fp be the set defined as follows
Fo(c,C) :={yo+cen <Y, <yo+ Cn}.

Here, we show that, for some ¢ and C, P(Fy(c,C)) converges to one exponentially fast, which
implies P(Fy;(c,C),i.0.) = 0. Moreover, this result provides uniform bounds for the moments

of n/Y,. The following theorem makes this result precise.

Theorem 4.1 Under assumption 1)), for any 0 < zmin < Pmin and Pmax < Zmax < 1, there
exists €, > 0 such that

P (zmin < Zn < Zmax) > 1 —exp(—e.n). (4.3)
Moreover, there exist 0 < ¢1 < C1 < 00 and €y > 0 such that
P(yo+cin <Y, <yo+ Cin) > 1—exp(—eyn), (4.4)
for large n. As a consequence, for any j > 1
J
n
sup E || —
n2o { (Yn>

To ease notation in the rest of paper, we will refer to F,, as

} < 0. (4.5)

Fn:={yo+cin <Y, <yo+ Cin}, (4.6)

where 0 < ¢1 < C1 < oo are the constants determined in Theorem ] to obtain (Z4).
Proof. Let ¢min := min{pmin; 1 — pmax }, fix an arbitrary 0 < ¢ < ¢min and consider the following
sets

Ad,n = U {Zl < C} ’

n/2<i<n

Acn = ﬂ {e<Zi<1l=c}y,

n/2<i<n

S

3

3
I

, : U {Z; >1-¢}

n/2<i<n

11



In the proof of Theorem 3.1 in [I0], it is proved that P(Ag4,,) and P(A,, ) converges exponen-

tially fast to zero, provided that for some €,e2 > 0

P (pin>p1+e) < coexp (—nef) , (4.7)
and

P (p2,n < p2 —€2) < coexp (—neg) . (4.8)
Thus, setting €1 and ez such that p1 + €1 > pmax and p2 — €2 < pmin and using (Iﬂ:l)7 we
can follow the same arguments obtaining that, for any 0 < ¢ < c¢min, P(Aq,n) and P(Ay )
converges exponentially fast to zero, which naturally implies (£3]) since zmin < Pmin < Cmin and
Zmax > Pmax > 1 — Cmin.

Now, we prove ([@4). Since the reinforcements are a.s. bounded, i.e. |Dj | < bfor any n > 1
and 7 = 1,2, we trivially have that P (Y, > yo + nb) = 0. Thus, we will show the exponential
decay of P (Y, — yo < cin). Moreover, since from (IZ{I) for any 0 < ¢ < cmin there exists €, such
that P (Ac,n) > 1—exp(—e-n) , we will focus on the probability P ({Y, —yo < cin} N{Acn}).

First, consider the following relation on the increments of the total number of balls
Yi—Yi1=D1; XiWii1+D2;i (1—X;)Waio1 > a[XiWii—1 + (1 — X5) Waii]
Then, note that, on the set A, the random variables
XiWiici+ (1 —Xs)Waii1, i=mn/2,..,n

are, conditionally to the o-algebra F;_1, Bernoulli with parameter with parameter greater than
or equal to c¢. Hence, if we introduce {B;;i > 1} a sequence of i.i.d. Bernoulli random variable

with parameter c,

P({Yn -y < Cln} N {Ac,n}) <P ({Yn - n/2 < Cln} N {Ac n})

n

<P a Z B; <cin pN{Acn}
i=n/2
n c
<P B, <
S
i=n/2

Now, we want to use the Chernoff’s bound for i.i.d. random variables in [0, 1] (see [7]):

P(s, <a-Bis.) < e (-1 Els.]). (19)

where co € (0,1) and Sn = 371, Bi. In our case, we have E[S,] = nc/2 and so co = 2¢1/(ac).
Hence, by choosing ¢; small enough we can obtain c¢g < 1 which let us apply Chernoff’s bound.
This implies ([@4).

Finally, we get the harmonic moments as follows

E [(7”) } =FE [(z) 1p, (1,00

n J
(m) Fr(c1,C1)

cr? +yo'n’ exp(—eyn).

+FE

(?) 1F°(61»01):|
< > 1F£(¢1,Cl)]

IN
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4.2 L, Bound for the increments of A,

For any € > 0, let R(e,n) = {|p1,n — p1| < €} and Q(e,n) = {A, > e}, where we recall
from ([@I) that A, = |p1 — Zn|. The following result provides an upper bound on the increments
of A,,.

Theorem 4.2 Let m1 > ma and assume (Z1I) and [2Z2). For any e > 0, there exists 0 < ca <

oo and a sequence of random variables {n;n > 0} with E[|v,|] = o(n™"), such that
FE [G(n,nfl)lQ(s’nﬂfn} S —T’L71 . 621Q(5,n) + 'l,/)n7 (410)
where we recall G(n,n™) = (App1 — Ap).

The behavior and the sign of the excepted increments of the urn proportion G(n,n ')
required to prove Theorem depend on the position of Z,, respect to p1. For this reason, we

study separately the cases when Z,, is above or below p;. Formally, we define
Q (e,n) :={Zn<p1—¢}, QY(e,n):={Z,>p +¢}, (4.11)

so that Q(s,n) = Q" (e,n) UQ (g,n). Specifically, we present Lemma 3] and Lemma 4] that
provide bounds for the expected increments G(n,n™"') on the sets Q™ (g,n) and QT (g, n), re-

spectively. The proof of Theorem [£.2]is presented after the proofs of Lemma [£3]and Lemma [£41

Lemma 4.3 Let A, € F, be such that A, C Q™ (g,n). Then, we have that
E[(Zni1— Zn)14,] > n ' cP(A) — o(n™h). (4.12)
Proof. Let I, := E[(Zn41 — Zn) 14, and, since A,, € F,,, we can use Lemma [3] obtaining
In = E[E[Zns1 — Zo|Fal1a,] = E[Zn(l - Zn)Bula,], (4.13)

where we recall that B, is defined in [B1) as follows

D11 Wi Do i1 Wan

B, = FE —
Yn + Dl,n+1W1,n Yn + D2,n+1 W2,n

|Fn
Now, note the following relation
{Zn < p1n}DQ (5,n)NR(e,n)

where R(e,n) = {|p1,n — p1| < €}. Since A, C Q (g,n), on the set A, the previous relation
becomes {Zn < ﬁl,n} D R(e,n), which implies W1, > 1R(e,n)- Combining this argument with
Wa.n <1, we obtain on the set A,, the following inequality

D1 nti1lren
B, > EK Lnt1lren) _ Danga )‘fn}-
Yn + Dl,n+11R(5,n) Yn + D2,n+1

Then, by using D2 nt1 > 0 and D1 nt11g(e,n) < b a.s., we obtain that, on the set A,

D n+1 1R(s n) Do n+1
Bn > FE . . - . n = F n E ny

13



where

M1lgen) — M2 mab
_— d Fop i= ————.
O e A A )

(%)

Eln =

First, note that

—2

E[Zy(1— Zy)E2n14,] < E[E2] < mzbililiE n
Now, using (3] it follows that
E[Z.(1 — Zn)Eanla,] = O(n™?).
Thus, from (£I3]) we have
I, > E[Z.(1 — Zn)Einla,] —o(n™"). (4.14)

Now, consider the set F,, defined in (@8] as
Fn - {ClnSYn_yOSCIn}y

where we recall that, by (£4) in Theorem Il P(Fy;) < exp(—eyn). Moreover, let 14, =

Jin + Jon, where Jip, := 14, nF, and Ja, 1= 1Aanﬁ. Thus, concerning J2,, we have that
(B (201 = Zu)Brndan) | < mac{ Eval}P (FE) = o(n ™),
since max,>0{|F1n|} < b/yo a.s. Thus, returning to (£I4) we have that
I, > E[Z.(1 = Zn)EinJin] —o(n™ ). (4.15)

Now, consider the further decomposition Ji, = Jiin + Ji2n, where Ji1, = 14, nFon{E1, >0}
and Jiop 1= 1A, nF,N{E, <0} Thus, concerning Ji2, we have that

E[Zn(1 = Z,)ErnJian] > _< m2

- %:Z@Iﬂ)PMNWEm<M%

moreover, since P(Z, < zmin) and P(Z, > zmax) converge to zero exponentially fast from (€3]
in Theorem 1] we obtain

Zmin (1 - Zmax) (ml - m2)
Yo+ Ci(n+1)

E|[Z,(1 - Z,)E1nJiin] > < ) P(A,N{E, >0}) — o(n™")
Therefore, from ([@I5) we have
I, > n 'wP(A,) — On )P (Ei, <0) — o(n™ ),

where 0 < ¢z < oo is an appropriate constant. Hence, since from mi > mo we have {E1, <

0} = R°(e, n), result ([£12) is obtained by establishing P (E1, < 0) — 0. To this end, note that
P(Ein <0) = 1-P(R(s,n)) — 0,

where P (R(g,n)) — 1 follows from p1 > p1, which is stated in (Z2)) since m1 > ma. [ ]
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Let us recall that from @II) Q% (e,n) = {Z, > p1 +€}. We have the following result

Lemma 4.4 Let A, € F,, be such that A, C Q" (,n). Then, we have that
E[(Zns1 — Zn)1a,] < —n"'-c2P(A,) + o(n™h). (4.16)

Proof. The proof of this Lemma is obtained by following analogous arguments of the proof of

Lemma 3] In fact, we can first apply Lemma [3.1] then note that
{Zn < p1n} C QT(e,n) UR (e, n),
and
{Zn > ﬁ2,n} ) Q+(57n) N R(E7n)7

where we recall that R(e,n) := {|p1,n — p1| < €}. Hence, since A,, C Q" (g,n), on the set A,
we have that Wi, < 1ge(s,n) and Wan > 1g( n), which lead to the following inequality

D 1Re D2 ni1lge.s
B, < E |:< 1,n+11LRe(e,n) _ 2,n+14R(e,n) ) |]:n:| )
Yo+ Dint1lreeny Yo+ D2nt1lren)

Then, by applying some standard calculations, we obtain that, on the set A,

Din+1lgeen D2 ni1lgen
B, SEK Lnt1lreen)  D2nir R(s,))|}-n:|
Yo Y, + blR(s,n)

_ mllRC(s,n) _ mZ]—R(s,n)
Y, Yo + blR(s,n)

_ mllRC(s,n) - m21R(5,n)
Y, +b

Now, we can go through the same previous calculations using P (FS) = o(n™ '), @I) and

P (R°(g,n)) — 0, in order to prove (EIG]). [ ]

Proof. [Theorem [£2] First, note that establishing (ZI0) is equivalent to proving that for any
An € Fn and letting Ay, i= A N Qeynt

E[G(n,nfl)lAn} < —n"'eaP(An) + o(n™h),

where we recall that G(n,n™ ') = (An+1 — A,). Hence, consider A, := A,NQ"(¢,n) and A,, :=
A, NQ (g,n). Since AL NA, =0 and A} U A, = A,, we have the following decomposition

E[G(n,n ")1a,] = LI - I, (4.17)

where

Ir = E [(Zn+1 — 7)) 1”] 7 I7 = E |:(Zn+1 —Z) 1,4;] .

By applying Lemma B3] and @4l to I,, and I,7, respectively, we obtain

I; > n' eP(A;) — o(n™h),

I} < —n7'P(Af) + o(n™h).

This concludes the proof. |
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4.3 L; Bound for A, at linearly increasing times

In this subsection, we provide an upper bound for the increments of A, evaluated at linearly
increasing times, i.e. G(n,c) = (Apgtne — Ay) and ¢ > 0, where we recall from (£I]) that
Ay, = |p1 — Zyn|. To this end, we claim that, for any fixed § > 0, there exist a value ¢ > 0 such
that

P ({|Zngnss — Zn| >6/2} N Fr ) = 0,
where we recall from (IEI) that Fp, := {yo + can <Y, < yo + Cin}. We will denote by ss one
of these values of c.

We can compute precisely the range of values admissible for ss: on the set F,, we obtain

n+nc n+nc

1 b 1 b
|Zn+nc—Zn|§bZ ?Sa Z ;:C—llog(l%-c),

where we recall that b is the maximum value of the urn reinforcements, i.e. D1 n, D2, <b a.s.
for any n > 1. Then, imposing |Zn4ne — Zn| < 0/2, we obtain

C1

ss € (0 , exp (%5) -1 ) . (4.18)
This ensures that P ({|Zn4ns; — Zn| > 6/2} N Fy) = 0.
The next theorem provides an L; upper bound for the difference G(n, ss) = (Antnss —An) on

the set Q(6,n) = {A, > d}. An L upper bound on the set Q°(d, n) is presented in Theorem 6]

Theorem 4.5 Let m1 > mo, ) and @22). Then, for any 6 > 0 there exists a constant
0 < C < oo such that

E [G(n,55)1gum)] < —CP(Q(5,n) + o(1). (4.19)
Proof. First, note that using (4 in Theorem (L1l we have

|E [G(n, s5)1o@s,n)nFe |

< P(F;) — 0.

Hence, define
Gn = E[G(n,ss)1gs,m)nr. | »

and consider the following expression

n+nssg—1

Gn = E [G(i,i ) 1gGmne,] (4.20)

2

n

where we recall that G(%, ifl) = (Aiy1 — A;). From the definition of ss in ([@I8), on the set F),
we have that for all i € {n,..,n + nss}
Q(6,n) C Q(6/2,19),

where we recall that Q(6,n) = {An > 6} and Q(6/2,i1) = {A; > §/2}. Hence, by applying
Theorem 2] to each term of the sum in ([20), since Q(d,n)NFy, € F; for alli € {n,..,n+nss},

we obtain
E[G(i,i Ngemnr,] = E[E[G(i,i 1ge/20lF] laemne,]
< E (i7" e2loeai + ¥i) Lo@mne,]
—i P (QO,n)NF) + E [Yilgewne,] -
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Now, note that from @3] in Theorem BTl we have that P (Q(5,n) N F,,) = P (Q(8,n)) —o(i™);
moreover, from Theorem B2 |E [vi1gs,n)nr, | | < E i) = o(i™"). Thus, from {@20) we have
that

n+nsg—1 n+nss—1
Gn <= > it ePQOn) + Y, o)
< —log (14 ss)-c2P(Q(4,m)) + o(1).
The result follows after calling C' := c2 log (1 + s5). ]

Now, we show that the expected difference G(n, ss) is asymptotically non-positive on the set
Q°(d,n), for any 6 > 0, where we recall that G(n, ss) = (Aninss — An), Q(0,n) = {An > 6}
and A, = |p1 — Zn|. The result is stated precisely in the following theorem.

Theorem 4.6 Let my > mo, (ZI) and @2). Then, for any 6 > 0,
lim, E [G(n, s5)1ge(s,n)] < 0. (4.21)

To prove Theorem (.6, we need to compare the ARRU model with two new urn models:
{Z;{,n > 1} and {Z;;n > 1}. The dynamics of these processes is based on a sequence of
random times {t,;n > 1} which describes relation between the process {A,;n > 1} and an

arbitrary fixed value v > 0. Specifically, fix v > 0 and, for any n > 0, define the set
Tn = {0<k<n : Q(n—k)},

where we recall Q°(v,n — k) = {A,_x < v}. Let {tn;n > 1} be the sequence of random times
defined as

T T £
= QT AT 20 (4.22)

00 otherwise.
The time (n — t,) indicates the last time up to n the urn proportion is in the interval (p1 —
v, p1+v).
First, let us describe the urn model {Z;, ;n > 1}. Let I~ =1, 5o € (0,40) and Z; € (0, p1—v).
The process {Z;; n > 1}, Iy = 1717,1/(1717”—#1727”), evolves as follows: ift,—1 = 0,1e. Ap_1 < v,

or tp—1 = o0, then X,, = 1{Un<55} and

i}l,n = E’S:T/’O + XnDl,nj;7

(4.23)
?Q,n = (1 — Ea) Yo + (1 — )?n) D3 n;
ifth,—1 =k>1,ie. Ap_1 > v, then )~(n = 1{Un<2n—1} and
?l,n = 171,,171 + )?nDl,nfi,
(4.24)

?2,11 - ?2,1171 + (1 - j\(:n) D2,n

then, Y, = 171,n + ?z,n and Z, = 171n/1~/n The urn model is well defined since t,—1 is

Fn_1-measurable.
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Analogously, the urn model {Z;;n > 1}, Z = Y1.,/(Yi.n + Ya.n), is defined by the same
equations (£23)) and ([{24), with I~ and Z, are replaced by I* =1 and Z5 € (p1 + v, 1),
respectively.

In the next lemma, we state an important relation among the processes {Z; in > 1},
{Z;{, n > 1} and the urn proportion of the ARRU model {Z,,;n > 1}. This result is needed in
the proof of Theorem .6l To ease calculations, let & > 0 and fix the initial proportions zZ; and
Z4 as follows:

pL—Z = 24 —p1 = v+h (4.25)

Let M, := Z?JF”S“ 1ge(y,n) and, for any € > 0 define the set

M;, = {M, < nsse}, (4.26)

where we recall that R(v,n) = {|p1,n — p1| < v}, ss is such that P ({|G(n, ss)| > §/2},F,) =0,
with F;, = {yo+cin <Y, < yo+Cin} from [8). Moreover, for any n > 1and k € {n,..,n+nss}
let us define the set

E(n,k) == U, Q°(v,5) = {3Fje{n, ., k}:{A; <v}}. (4.27)

We also introduce the following notation: &; = |p1 — Zﬂ, Af = |p1 — Zﬂ and A =
max {ﬁf, ﬁf} Thus, we have the following result:

Lemma 4.7 Let m1 > ma, @1) and @2). Fizn > 1, o € (0,90 + cin), Z, and Zi as
in (£28). Consider the set M;, as defined in ([A26) with

C1h
—_— 4.2
0<e< Tos (4.28)

Then, for anyn > 1 and l, € {n+1,..,n+ nss}, on the set M;5, N F, we have that
E(n,ln) C Q°(A},1) a.s., (4.29)
foralll € {ln +1,..,n+nss}.

Proof. The proof will be by induction on [ € {l,, + 1,..,n + nss}. First, note that, from the
definition of {t,;n > 1} in @22) and E(n, k) in (£Z1), we always have

{tic1 =0} N E(n,l,) = 0.

Hence, we never consider in this proof the set {tl,1 = oo}
Then, consider the set {¢;—1 = 0} and note that, from the definition of ¢,, in (@22), {t;-1 =
0} = Q°(v,l — 1), which implies that, on the set {¢;—1 =0} N {X; =0},

(p1 —v)Yi—1 Zo Yo =
Z, > > = = 7 a.s., 4.30
S AR Do Wai—1 = Yo+ D2y ! (4.30)

and, on the set {t;—1 =0} N{X; = 1},

Y _ D _ AR D ~
7 < (pr+v)Yie1 + Dy Wi ZoYo+ Dy _ 75 as. (4.31)

- Yio1+ D1 Wi ~ Yo+ D1y

From ([@30) and ([@3T]) we have Zlf <Z < Z;r a.s., that ensures that (23] is verified whenever
{ti—1 =0}
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To prove ([29) on the set {1 < ;1 < oo}, we will show that, defining g; = {Zf < Zl}7
;11* = {ZL < Z;r} and B, := M; N F,N{1l <1 < oo},

P ({E; NQ (vi— tH)} U {Eﬁ NQ*(vi— tH)} |Bn) —1, (4.32)

for any I € {ln + 1,..,n + nss}. Moreover, from the definition of {t,;n > 1} in (£22)), on the
set {1 <t-1 < oo}, we note that

X, =1} = {Zioy_, Zp+v}=Q (vl —ti1),

X, =0} ={Z_, < —v}=Q (vl —ti1).

Hence, showing ([£32)) is equivalent to establish the following

P ({Z; N {Xi_ , = 0}} U {Zf N {Xie , = 1}} |Bn) =1, (4.33)

Now, consider {1 < t;_1 < oo} N{X;—¢, , = 0}, and by inductive hypothesis let w belongs to
the set

-1

N A (4.34)

i=l—t;_,

where we recall that A, = {Z; < Zi}. Note that by (@30 it follows that, on the set {t;—1 = 1},
condition (£34) is verified. Hence, the result is achieved by establishing that (£34)) implies w
belongs to Zf

To this end, consider
Lty 1Y, -1+ Zi:l,tlilﬂ XiD1,iWh i
B Yi¢g 1+ Zi:lftrkl XiD1,iWh,i—1 + Zl (1= X3)D2,iWa i1 .

i=l—t;_q

Z

Now, note that by [@34) we have X; =1y, <z, ,3 > 1 X forany i =1—1t1+

{Ui<Z_,} —
1,...,1. Moreover, since Z;—¢, ,—1 > p1—V, Yi—¢ ;-1 > 7o and Xi—t,_, = 0 it follows that

(Pl - V)?jo + Zi:l7t171+1 X;-Dl,iwl,i—l

Z > — — .
Jo + Zi:l,tlﬂ X, Dy iWiio1+ Zi:l*tl—l (1 - Xf) D2, iWa,i—1

Note that, letting no such that P(R(v,no)) > n > 0, for any n > no we have the following
relation
{Zn < p1n} > Q (v,n) N R(v,n),
where we recall that R(v,n) = {|p1,n — p1| < v} and Q™ (v,n) = {Z, < p1 — v}. Hence, by
definition of ¢;—1 in ([@22]), we have Q~ (v,1) for any i = I—t;_1,...,1—1,and {Z; < p1:} D R(v,1),
which implies W1 ; > 1g(,4)- Combining this argument with W5 ; < 1, we have that
(p1 — V)Yo + Zi:lftlilﬂ X7 D1ilpg,i1
Bot+ S i1 Ko Drilagan + Sin 4 (1 X7) Do

In addition, on the set Mj;, we have that

Z >

1
Z X;Dl,ilR(u,i—l) > Z X; D1, — bM,

i=l—t;_q+1 i=l—t;_q+1
1
> Z )?[Dl i — nbsse
i=l—t;_1+1
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Moreover, condition ([£28) ensures that
(p1 — v)yo — mbsse > Zy Yo,

which implies Z; > Zf. This concludes the proof of {Zf < Z}.
Analogous arguments can be followed when we consider {1 < ;1 < co} N {X;—¢, , = 1}.

In this case, by inductive hypothesis let w belongs to the set

hl A, (4.35)
i=l—t; 4
where A} = {Z:r > Zi}. Then, note that condition (@35 is verified for ¢;—1 = 1 using [@3T]).
Hence, the result can be achieved by establishing in an analogous way that ([£35) implies w
belongs to ;11*
Finally, combining Z{ and g;r, we obtain (£33]). This concludes the proof. |

In the next lemma, we show an important result required in the proof of Theorem [4.6]
concerning the probability that Zn exceeds an arbitrary threshold [ > 0. This result is obtained
by using comparison arguments between the process {Afﬁ n > 1} and the urn proportion of an
RRU model, where we recall that A% = max{ﬁf, &f}, ﬁf = |p1 — Zﬂ and ﬁ;r = |p1 — Zﬂ

The result is the following,

Lemma 4.8 Let m1 > ma, and
T o= {kn < tn < o0}, H, = {&; > y}, (4.36)

where {kn;n > 1} is a deterministic sequence such that kn — co. Fiz 0 < o < oo and define
Zy and Zj as in [@E25). Then,
lim P (Hn U fn) — 0. (4.37)

n— o0

Proof. Since H,, = H,, U H;" where
H, = {Z: <p1—u}7 and H, := {Zf >p1—&—u}7
equation ([L37) is established by proving

lim P (H; U Tn) +P (H,t U Tn) —0.

n—oo

We will show that P (H; U Tn) — 0, since the proof of P (H; U Tn) — 0 is analogous.
First, we recall that ¢, defined in ([£22]), satisfies that Q°(v,n — tn) = {An—r, < v} and

when t, > 0, Q(v,i) = {A; > v} for any n — ¢, <i < n. Hence, on the set fn the process Z{

evolves at times n —t, < i < n as described in [£24)), yielding X, =1 } and

U<z,

}71Tn = Zot + X1 XiD1,
(4.38)
Vi = (1=2)00 + Simu i1 (1= %) Do

Now, consider an RRU model {Z/*; j > 1} with initial composition (§{%, J5%0) = (Z5 Jo, (1 —

Zy )Yo); the reinforcements are defined as ij = Din—t,+; and Df}j = Do n_t,+; forany i > 1
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a.s.; the sampling process is modeled by XJR = 1yrozR ! and UJR = Un—t,+; a.s., Hence,
J J—

the composition of the RRU model at time j > 1 can be expressed as follows:

J
R ~R
Yi; =Yoo + Zantn+iD1,n—tn+i

i=1
n—tn+j

=% 0 + E XiD1,,
i=n—tnp+1

) (4.39)
YzRJ = ﬂfo + Z (1 = Xn—tn+i) Dan—t, +i
i=1

n—tn+j

=1=% )y + Z (1 - X;) D2,

i=n—tn+1

Hence, combining ([438) and (39) with j = ¢,, we have that on the set Tn
(i}ljnv }72Tn) = (Ylj,—t;tn ) Y21,‘{tn)«

Now, from the asymptotic behavior of the RRU studied in [I5] we have that (since mi > m2)
P(lim,— o0 ZE = 1) = 1. Thus, on the set T, we have {limy,— 00 ZE = 1}, which implies
P (H; U Tn) — 0. This concludes the proof. [ |

Proof. [Theorem 6] First, consider the set F,, = {yo + cin <Y, < yo + Cin} defined in ([40)
and by using (@) in Theorem ] we have

lim, P(F5) = 0.

Hence, since |G(n, s5)| < max{Z,ins;; Zn} < 1 a.s., to prove ([@2I)) it is enough to show that
for any 0 < h < 1/2
E [Gns51gesnynr,] < h + o(1), (4.40)
where we recall that G(n, s5) = (Aptns; —An) and Q(6,n) = {A, > §}. Now, define H := [§/h]
and note that
0,8] C [0,(H +1)h] = ULg[ih, (i + 1)h];

then, calling

Q((i+ 1)h,n) := Q°((E + 1)h,n) \ Q°(ih,n) = {ih < An < (i + 1)h}, (4.41)
(where for any two sets A and B, A\ B = AN B°), we have Q°(§,n) = UL Q((i + 1)h,n) and
hence the left-hand side of (£40) can be written as
H
E [G(n, s5)1ge(s,n)nF, ] = ZE [G(n,85)1G((i4+1)hm)nEn ] 5
i=0
thus, result (£40) can be achieved by establishing the following
E [G(n,s5)1o(i11ynmnr,] < h-P(Q((i+1)h,n)) + o(1), (4.42)

for any i € {1,.., H}. Now, fix ¢ € {0,..,H}, call v := (i + 1)h and consider the set M;, =
{M, < nsse} defined in [@20), where we recall that M,, = > 7™ 1pc(, ). The left-hand side

=n

of ([£42) can be so decompose E [G(n7 56)1Q(u,n)an} = Gin + Gon, where

Gin:=FE [G(n7 55)1Q(u,n)ﬁFnﬂM;i| ’ and Gon = E [G(n7 35)1Q_(u,n)ﬂFnﬁM$fi| .
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Since P(R(v,n)) — 1 from ([Z2)), and by using Markov’s inequality we have that

n+nsgs
PMS) < e —— 3 P(R(nn) — 0

nss

i=n
thus, since |G(n, s5)| < max{Zninss; Zn} < 1 a.s., we have G2, — 0 and hence result ([£.42)) can

be achieved by establishing the following
Gin = E[G(n,5)1g0mnromg| < 7P (Qn) + o(1), (4.43)

where we recall that Q(v,n) = {v —h < A, < v}.
Now, following the same arguments used to determine ss in ([@I8), we can fix a value sj
such that
P ({|G(n,sn)| >h/2} N F,) = 0,

where we recall that G(n, sp) = (Anins, — An). Analogously to ([@I8]), the range of values

admissible for sy, is

C

sn € (0, exp (2—2;1) —1), (4.44)

where we recall that ¢; > 0 is a constant introduce in (EEI) to define Fi,.
Now, consider the random time ¢; defined in ([£22]) as the smallest time k such that Q°(v,n—
k) occurs, i.e. n — t, indicates the last time up to m the urn proportion is in the interval
(p1 —v,p1+v). Then, call 7, := tnqns; and note that, since barQ(v,n) C Q°(v,n) by definition
of Q(v,n), we have that
P (r. <nss | Q(v,n)) = 1.

Hence, define Sy := [sa/sh] and, assuming wlog that ss = Sgsph+1, on the set Q(V7 n), consider
the partition {0, ..,nss} = Ufﬁ(ﬂ?, where T.* := {nksp,..,n(k + 1)sp}; thus, the left-hand side
of ([@Z3) can be decompose as Gin = Zfﬁo T}, where for any k € {0,..,Su}

Ty = E [G(m 55)1Q(u,n)mpnnM;m{rneTk"}] - (4.45)

Hence, equation (£43]) can be achieved by establishing the following
Ty < h-P(Q,n)N{m €T'}) + o(1), Vke{0,.,Su}. (4.46)

First, consider k = 0 in (£40). From the definition of 7,,, we have
{Tm €T0'} CQ°(v + h,n+nss), (4.47)

where we recall that Q°(v + h,n + nss) = {Anins; < v+ h}. Hence, using (@47) in ({45), it
is immediate to obtain (£40).
For k € {1,..,Su} in ([@40), from the definition of 7, and E, ; in (L2T), we have that

{mn € T{'} C E(n,n +n(ss — ksn)), (4.48)

where we recall E(n, k) = U¥_,,Q°(v, j). Hence, we can use Lemma Tl with I, = n+n(ss—ksy),

to obtain, on the set M§, N F,, for any j € {n+ n(ss — ksp) + 1,..,n +nss}

Q°(v,n+n(ss —ksn)) C Q°(ALJ) a.s., (4.49)
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where we recall that Q°(v,j) = {A; < v} and QC(Nﬁj) ={A; < 5*}7 ~’f = ma,x{AJ ,
AT = |p1 — Z;| and ﬁ;r = |p1 — Zﬂ In particular, by using (@Z49) and since Q(v,
Qv — h,n) ={A, > v — h}, from ([@Z5) we obtain

Aj}
n) C

i < E [(Arrknsg v+ h)1Q(u,n)anmM;m{meTk"}] : (4.50)
Note that, from the definition of 7,, and 7", we have

{Tn € T&'} C {nksn < tninss <n(k+1)sp}.
Hence, we can apply Lemmal R with ki ns; = nksn, Tj := {E;‘ > V} and H; := {k; < t; < oo}
as defined in ([€34]), so obtaining

E [(&Hnsé . V)+1{7.ne7—kn}:| < P (Hnmsé Ufn+n55) — 0.

Hence, applying these results to (£50), we obtain

Ty < h-P(Q,n)N{m € Ty"}) + o(1),

that corresponds to (£46]). This concludes the proof. [ |

4.4 Proof of weak consistency

Proof. [Theorem 2] The result is established by proving that, for any [ > 0 and any e > 0,
there exists ng € N such that
P (Q(l,n)) <, (4.51)
for any n > no, where we recall that Q(I,n) = {A, > I} and A, = |p1 — Z,|. To this end, fix
0<é¢ < and0<d<¢ todefine the conditions
A = {P(Q(5,n)) <€}, B, = {E[A,] < 2}
It is immediate to see that B, implies ([A351)). Thus, ([A35I) can be established by proving that
(a) for any N > 1 there exists no > N such that A,, occurs;
(b) there exists ng > 1 such that for any n > no A, C By forall k € {n+1,..,n(1 + ss)};
(c) there exists no > 1 such that for any n > ng B, C By, for all k € {n(1+ s5),..,(n+1)(1+
s5)}-
For part (a), we will show that cannot exist N > 1 such that
AS = {P(Q(6,n)) > €}, (4.52)

occurs for all n > N. First, we combine Theorem and Theorem to obtain

€

E(Glnsa)] < ~C (PQG) - 5). (4.59)

with 0 < C' < oo, where we recall that G(n, s5) = (Anyns; — An). Now, if (£52) holds, then
there exists a subsequence {kn;n > 1} such that, k1 = N and k, = kn—1(1 + s5) for all n > 2,

and by (53]
Akn ZE[G i 1756 ZC_ = —0Q,
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where G(ki—1,8s5) = (Ar, — Ay, ,), which is a contradiction and hence part (a) holds. For
part (b), consider the time n at which A, occurs. Fix k € {n + 1,..,n + nss} and note that
E[Ax] < Jin + Jonk where

Jln = E[AnL and Jzn,k = EHAk — An”
From definition of ss in (£I8)) we have
Jonk < E[[Ar — An|lr,] + E[|[Ar — Ap|lre]
<é§ + P(Fy),
and using P(F7) — 0 from (4] in Theorem ] we have that limp— o Jon,x < §. Thus, there
exists ng > 1 such that Jo, r < 26 for any n > ng. Then, note that Ji, = J3n + Jan where
ng = E[AleC(é,n)L and J4n = E[Ale((;yn)].

Notice that Jsn, < dP(Q°(6,n)) < and Jun < P(Q(4,n)) < €, and hence we have Ji, < J+€'.

Thus, combining Ji,, and Ja,, since § < e’/3, we obtain for any n > ng
E[Ay] € Jin + Jong <38 + € + 26 < 2€,
that implies (b). For part (c), for any k € {n(1 + ss), .., (n + 1)(1 + s5)} consider
Bl — Ainssl] < E[Ak — Ay 1] + E[Ak — Mgy [1re].

First, note that P(Fy;) — 0 from (44) in Theorem Il Then, since |k — (n 4 nss)| < (1 + ss)
and |Zn41 — Zn| < b/Y, a.s., we have that

b

Thus, for any k € {n(1 + ss),..,(n +1)(1 + ss)} we have

b(l + 85)
Yo + cin

E[|Ak — Apins,l] < ( ) + P(FS) — o. (4.54)

Now, since B, C A, UCn, where C,, = (Bn, N A7), part (c) is established by proving that there
exists no > 1 such that, for any n > no,
(cl) An C By for all k € {n(1+ s5),..,(n+1)(1+s5)};
(c2) Cn C By for all k € {n(1+ss),..,(n+1)(1+ s5)};
For part (cl), we can follow the same arguments of part (b), except for Ja, ; since here k €
{n(1+ ss5),..,(n+1)(1+ ss)} and hence
T < Blldx—Bullr,] + Bllas - Al
< Bk~ Aupusyl1r] + B Anins, — Aallr,] + P(E)
< E[|Ak — Angnsg|1r,] + 0 + P(EF));

However, by using ([£54]), we still have lim,— o0 Jon,x < 6 and so, analogously to part (b), there
exists no > 1 such that Jn2 < 2§ for any n > ng. Since Ji, does not depend on k, (cl1) follows.
For part (c2), we combine ([L53) and Aj;, to obtain

’

E[G(n,ss)] < —c% (4.55)
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where we recall that G(n, s5) = (Antnss — An). Moreover, by [@54]) there exists ng > 1 such
that E[|Ar — Angnss|] < C’% for any n > ng. Hence, (c2) follows by combining ([@.54), ([£.55)

and B, as follows:

E[AL] < E[|Ak — Apinss|] + E[G(n,s5)] + E[A,] = 2¢.

Remark 4.9 [t is possible to present a modification of the current arguments along the tradi-

tional probabilistic lines. We chose to present the above alternative logical argument.

5 Proof of strong consistency

In this section, we provide the proof of the strong consistency of the urn proportion Z,, for any
values of m; and ma, when the random thresholds p1,, and p2,, converge with probability one.

Proof. [Theorem 23] We divide the proof in three steps:
(@) P(p2 < lim,Z, <lim,Z, < p1) = 1,
(b)
P(ngn >p1)=1 if mi > mo,
P(lim, Z, <p2) =1 if mi < ma.
(¢) P (limy, Z, exists) = 1.
For part (a), firstly note that, when p1 = 1 and p2 = 0, result (a) is trivially true, hence
consider 0 < p2 < p1 < 1. We show that P(EnZn < p1) = 1, since the proof of P(lim,Z, >
p2) = 1 is completely analogous. To this end, we show that cannot exist ¢ > 0 and p’ > p; such

that
P (lim,Z, > py) > € > 0. (5.1)

We prove this by contradiction using a comparison argument with an RRU model. The proof

involves last exit time arguments. Now, suppose (5.1)) holds and let A; := {lim, Z, > p}}. Let
/
Rlzz{kzo > AT }

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

. sup{R:1} if Ry # 0;

p1tr1 .
2 0 otherwise.

Since p1.n =3 p1 by [24), then we have that P (t oo < oo> = 1. Hence, there exists n. € N
pten

such that

(5.2)

N

P(tp/1+pl >n€) <
p)

Setting By := {t,)/ﬁ,,1 > ne} and using (5.2), it follows that
ften

e < P(A1) < ¢/2 + P(ANE).
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Now, we show that P (A; N Bf) = 0. Setting
C1 = {weQ  lim 7, < PP }
we decompose P (A1 N BY) as follows:
P(AinBi) < P(E1) + P(Ey),

where 1 = A1 N BfNC1 and E2 = A1 N B NCY.
Consider the term P (E2). Note that on the set C{, we have {li_ngn > pi;/n} and on

the set Bf we have {p1,, < p,l%} for any n > n.. Hence, since Bf N C{ D E5, on the set Fs
we have that Wi,n = 1(z,<5, .} %8 0. Then, letting 7w := sup{k > 1: Wy = 1} we have
P(E> N {rw < oo}) = P(E2) and, on the set Es, for any n > 7w the ARRU model can be

written as follows:

Yo ni1 = Yoy + Z::le (1 —X;3) D2,
where Wi ;1 = 0 for any i > mw, and W3 ;1 = 1 because W ;1 +W> ;1 > 1 by construction.
Now, consider an RRU model {Z%;i > 1} with initial composition (Y%, Ys%) = (Yi,ry, Yo,ry )
a.s.; the reinforcements are defined as Df,- = 0 and Dfi = D3y +i for any i > 1 a.s.; the
drawing process is modeled by XZ-RH = 1{Uﬁ1<zf} and Uft = rw i a.s., where {Up;n > 1}
is the sequence such that X, 11 = 1;y,<z,} for any n > 1. Formally, this RRU model can be

described for any n > 1 as follows:

R _vR _
Yl,n+1 — Yl,O - Yl,TW

)/21,?n+1 = Yzl?o + ?iol (1 - XlR) Dé’fi =Yory + MW (1 — X)) Do

T=Tw

Hence, on the set F2 we have that for any n > 7w
R R
(Yl»nv YZ»”) = (Yl,n*TW ) YQJL*TW )

Since from [15] P(lim,Z = 0) = 1, on the set E» we have that {lim,Z, = 0}. This is
incompatible with the set A; which includes F>. Hence P (E3) = 0.
We now turn to the proof that P (E;) = 0. To this end, let

/
. p1t+p1 b
Te = inf<k>ne : I < }H{Yk>,7}}
{ { 2 (Py —p1)/2

and note that, since by Lemma B3] V,, “3' oo, P(CiN{re < o0}) = P(C1). Moreover, on

’
the set Bf we have that {p1,, < pl;pl} for any n > ne. We now show by induction that

’
on the set Bf N Ci we have {Z,, < p| Vn > 7.}. By definition we have Z, < %, and
’
by Lemma [3.7] this implies Z-, 41 < p}; now, consider an arbitrary n > 7; if Z, < %,
pi+p1
2

then by Lemma B.7] we have Z,11 < pi; if < Zn < pi we have Wi, = 0 and so
Zn+1 < Zn < pi. Hence, since Bf N C1 C FEi, on the set E1 we have {Z, < p} Vn > 7.}.
This is incompatible with the set A; which also includes E;. Hence P (E;1) = 0. Combining all
together we have ¢ < ¢/2+ P (E1)+ P (E2) = ¢/2, which is impossible. Thus, we conclude

that P(Af) = P(lim,Z, < p1) = 1.
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For part (b), wlog we assume mi > ma to show that P(ngn > p1) = 1, since the proof
of P(li_ngn < p2) =1 when mi1 < ms is completely analogous. To this end, we now show that

cannot exist € > 0 and p’ < p1 such that
P (lim,Z, <py) > € > 0. (5.3)

We prove this by contradiction, using a comparison argument with an RRU model. Now sup-

pose (B3) holds and let Az := {lim,Z, < pi}. Let

1+
Rg::{kzo : pl,k<¥}7

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

sup{R2} if Ro # 0;

Tph4p1 =
3

0 otherwise.

Since p1,n s p1, then we have that P <7'p/1+,,1 < oo) = 1. Hence, there exists n. € N such
faten

that
P (7',,/1+p1 > n5> <
2

Setting Bs := {7’ / > ne} and using ([&4), it follows that

(5.4)

[\l

plte1
2

e < P(As) < ¢/2 + P(AsNBS).

Let B3 := Ay N BS. We now show that P (E5)=0. On the set Az, we have {lim,Z, < pi} and

’
on the set BS, we have {p1, > pl;rpl

Win = 1(z,<p1 .} % 1. Then, letting 7w = sup{k > 1: Wi, = 0} we have P(Es N {tw <

} for any n > n.. Hence, on the set F3 we have that

o00}) = P(Es). Now, analogously to the proof of P (F2) = 0, we can use comparison arguments
with the RRU model to show that on the set E3 we have {ngn = 1}. This is incompatible
with the set As, which also includes E3. Hence P (Es3) = 0. Combining all together we
have ¢ < ¢/2+ P(E3) = ¢€/2, which is impossible. Thus, we conclude that the event
AS = {EnZn > p1} occurs with probability one.

For part (c), note that, combining (a) and (b), we have shown that

P(ngn = Pl) =1 if mp > ma,
P(ps <lim, Z, <Tm,Z, < p1) =1 if mi = mao, (5.5)
P(h_ngn = pz) =1 if mi1 < ma.

Therefore, if the process {Z,;n > 1} converges almost surely, we obtain (21). Wlog, assume
m1 > me, since the proof of the case m1 < ms is completely analogous.

First, let d, u, v and p) (d < u < v < p] < p1) be four constants in (0, 1). Let {7;(d,u);j > 1}
and {t;(d,u);j > 1} be the sequences of random variables defined in (3:2). Since d and u are
fixed in this proof, we sometimes denote 7;(d,u) by 7; and ¢;(d,u) by t;. It is easy to see that

7 and t, are stopping times with respect to {Fn;n > 1}.
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Recall that, by Lemma [3:4] we have that for every 0 < d <u < 1

Zyn converges a.s. < P (tn(d,u) < c0) — 0,
& > P(tng1(d,u) = ooltn(d, u) < 00) = co.
n=1

Now, to prove that Z,, converges a.s., it is sufficient to show that
P (tn(d,u) < c0) = 0,

for all 0 < d < w < 1. Suppose Z, does not converges a.s.. This implies that P (t, < c0) | ¢1 >
0, since P (t, < c0) is a non-increasing sequence. We will show that for large j there exists a

constant ¢ < 1 dependent on ¢1, such that
P (tj+1 < OO|tj < OO) < ¢. (5.6)

This result implies that >~ P (tn11 = 0olt, < 00) = 00, establishing by Lemma[B.dlthat P (t,, < 00)

converges to zero as n goes to infinity, which is a contradiction.

Consider the term P (t;41 < oolt; < 00). First, let us denote by o the last time the process

p1,n is below pf, i.e.

sup{n > 1: p1n <1} if{n=1:p1n <pi}#0;

Tp/lz

otherwise.

Since p1,n “s p1, we have that P (Tp/l < oo) = 1. Hence, for any € € (O7 %) there exists ne € N

such that
1
¢1

By denoting P; (-) = P (+]t; < oo) and using ¢; < 73 < t;41 we obtain

P(T,,/1 >n€) < e (5.7)

P(ti+1 < OO|t1' < OO) < P (Ti < OO) .
Hence
P;(ri<o0) <P ({Tz <ootNn{r,, < Tle}) + B (Tpfl > ne) . (5.8)

We start with the second term in (53)). Note that

P (Tp,l >n€) - PP(ZZISOZ;) . P(ijbl> ns) <.

where the last inequality follows from (57)).
Now, consider the first term in (5.8]). 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 (B.6]) for large ¢, we can choose an integer i > n. and

b
Z>10 u(1l— Y 5
& = (Yo(v—u)>

so that

(1) ti > 1> ne a.s.;
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(ii) from Lemma [35] we have that Y-, > b/ (v —u) a.s.
These two properties imply respectively that, on the set {n > ¢;}
(i) p1,n > pl, since from {Tpll < n.} we have that n > ot
(if) Z, € (u,7), since Zy,—1 < wand Z, > u and from Lemma[B.7] we have that |Z, — Z,_1| <
(v —u).
Now, let us define two sequences of stopping times {t;;n > 1} and {r;;n > 1}, where ¢},
represents the first time after 7,;_; the process Z;,+, up-crosses p, while 7,; represents the first

time after ¢;, the process Z¢,+n down-crosses . Formally, let 75 = 0 and define for every j > 1

two stopping times

inf{n > 71 : Zi,4n > p1} i {n>7: Zi0n > p1} #0;

+00 otherwise.

inf{n >t} : Zi,1n <7} if{n>t;_1:Zion <~} #0;
+00 otherwise.

Note that, since Ztﬁff,l >~ and Zti+7—]i* < 7, from (ii) we have that Zti+7—]i* € (u,7).

For any 7 > 0, let {wa n > 1} be an RRU model defined as follows:

(1) (o Vo) = (Vitrss Yiorrs 52525 ) aus., which implies that Z§ = 242,

(2) the drawing process is modeled by )N(,iﬂ =1, y» Where (77{“ = Utjrifnt1 as.

Ul <7,
and Uy is such that X, = 1y, <z, .3;
(3) the reinforcements are defined as ﬁ%,n+1 = Dg,tﬁT;jLnH—i—(ml —ma2), ﬁ{,n+1 = D1t 7 4nt1
a.s.; this means E[ﬁ{n] = E[ﬁ%n] for any n > 1,
4) the urn process evolves as an RRU model, i.e. for any n > 0
p B Yy
Ylj,n+1 = Ylj,n + X’fL+ID{,n+17
Y2J,n+1 = )/ZJ,n + (1 - X’fH»l) D%,n«kl?

vi o v v
Yn+1 - leanl + )/2,n+17

~ . J
Zj _ Yl,n+1
nt+l = 1
Yn+1

We will compare the process {wa n > 1} with the ARRU process {Z;, +n;n > 1}. Note that at

time n, we have defined only the processes Z7 such that T, < n.

We will prove, by induction, that on the set {Tpll < nc}, for any j € N and for any n < tj.; —7;

2,n =

Zy, < Zti+'r;f+n7 Yy, > Y2,ti+7—;+m Ylj,n < Yl,ti+7—;+n- (5.10)

In other words, we will show, provided that ¢; > To) s that for each j > 1 the process ij is
always dominated by the original process ZtiJrT;Jrn, as long as ZtiJrT;Jrn is dominated by p} (i.e.
for n < tj,q — 7}). By construction we have that

~ d+u ~
zZy = 5 <u< Zti+7';f7 Y, = Yl,tiJrT]’.*
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which immediately implies 1727;0 > Ya4;4-x. To this end, we assume (EI0) by induction hy-
pothesis. First, we will show that 172j;n+1 > ngtﬁﬁ« +nt1. Since from (GEI0) ZJL < Zti+7;+n for

n < tjyq — 7}, by construction we obtain that

Y — I —

Xop1 = 1{UZL<Z£L} < 1{Uti+7;+n+l<zti+7;+n} - Xti+"';+"+1'
As a consequence, since W, < 1 for any n > 1, we have that

(Yz,ti+-r;+n+1 - Yz,ti+-r;+n) = (1 - Xti+r;+n+1) D2,ti+7]’f+n+1W2,ti+T]’f+n

IN

(1 - )?i+1)ﬁ%,n+l
= (?2{7%%1 - 1A}ZJ,n) )

which, using hypothesis (5.I0), implies 1727;” +1 > Yo, 472 4ny1. Similarly, we now show that

Vi
Yl,n+1 S Yl,ti+'r;+n+1- We have

(Yl,ti+‘r;f+n+1 - Yl,ti+‘r;f+n) = Xti+'r;f+7L+1Dl,ti+T;+n+1W1,ti+T;+n-

From (i) we have that, as long as Z remains below p'h Z is also above the process p1,,. Since
we consider the behavior of ZtﬁT;Jrn when it is below p7, i.e. n < Tj41 — t;, we have that

Wl,ti+7';f+n = 1. rj[‘hl].S7

Y nJ — Vi v
(Yl,ti+‘r;‘+n+1 - Yl,ti+‘r;+n) > Xn+1D1,n+1 - ()/1,7L+1 - )/1,'”) )

which using hypothesis (GI0) implies fflj,nﬂ < Yit4rr4n+1- Thus, we have shown that, on
the set ~{7'p/1 < ne}, for any n < t54 — 77, Z,iﬂ < Zti+7;+n+17 Yf;n7L1 < Yl,tﬁT;JrnH and

Y2],n+1 > szti+7;+n+1 hold.

Now, for any j > 1, let T} be the stopping time for Zfl to exit from (d,u), i.e.:

inf{Rs} if Rs # 0;

400 otherwise,

where Rs :={n>1: ZﬁL <d or ZJL > u}. Note that, on the set {Tp/l < n.},

) — ) . i A
{ri <0} = {}gfl {Zt;4n} < d} C {U]:Tj <n {}gfl {anT;} < d}}

C {U {Ty < oo}}.

Hence, by denoting P; (-) = P (:|t; < 00) and E; [[] = E [-|t; < oo], we have that

P ({n <00} N {ry < ne}) <P, ({u;?‘;o {1y < o0}} N {7y < ne})

IN

S P, ({Tj < oo} N{ry < ne}) ,
j=0
and, by setting h = “%l, each term of the series is less or equal than

P; ({sup 25— 23| > h} N{ry < ne}> < P; <sup \Z3, - Z3| > h) :
n>1

n>1
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Note that {Zﬁb, n > 1} is the proportion of red balls in an RRU model with same reinforcement
means. Then, by using Lemma [3.6] we obtain

E; [P ({sup@; - Z}| > h}‘fw*,)}
n>1 7
b 4 2
E|—|(=+%2).
[Yt;] <h2 ' h>

Moreover, by using Lemma [3:5] the right hand side can be expressed as

m[5] (Fesh) Gee i)

Since by Lemma[3.3] Y,, converges a.s. to infinity, and since 7; — oo a.s. because 7; > i, we have

P, (sup@; ~#|> h)
n>1

IN

—1 .. . .
that E; [Ytl ] tends to zero as 7 increases. As a consequence, we can choose an integer ¢ large

bl1/4 2\/ 1-p 1
Ei\lo|\mt7 )| 77— 59
) G 1) () <5
which by setting ¢ = 1/2 + € implies (5.6), i.e.

enough such that

P(ti+1 < OO|ti < OO) < ¢ < 1.
This concludes the proof. |

Proof. [Lemma [2:4] We divide the proof in two parts:
(1) m1 #mo and 0 < p2 < p1 < 1;
(if) m1 =m2 and 0 < p2 < p1 < 1, on the set {Z # {0,1}};
For part (i), assume m1 > ma, since the proof in the case mi < mq is completely analogous.
In this case m* = mq and, by using Theorem 23] we have Z, s p1; thus, since pa.n 3 P2
and p1 > p2, denoting by 7 € N the last time Z,, crosses p2n, i.e. 7:= sup{k > 1,7, < ﬁz’k}7
we have that P(7 < co) = 1. Then, since {Tr < n} C {Wa = 1,Vk > n}, we use the following

decomposition, on the set {7 < n},

Yan RS
= = = 1_XZ D 1W i— = n ny
- - ;( )D2,iWai1 = Won + Wi,
where
1 T
Won =~ > (1= Xi)Dai(Wai1 — 1),
i=1
1 n
Wi.n = Z(l — Xi)D2;

Since P(1 < 00) = 1, we have Wy ,, “3 0, while since

E[(l — Xi)D2,1'|]:i71] = (1 - Zi71)m2 a‘—s)‘ (1 - Zoo)m27

a.s.

we have that Wi, = (1 — Zo)mz2. Finally, since Y, = (1 — Zn)lez,n7 we have Y—: T e =

*

m .
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For part (ii), since m1 = ma = m, by using Theorem 23] we have Z,, S 7€ [p2, p1]; then,

on the set {Zo € (0,1)}, we can follow the arguments of part (i), so obtaining

Y5 .. Yi s
noes (1= Zo)m, NSz om.
n n
% Y: s
Thus, Yo = “Ln 4 220 @5 [ |

The proof of Lemma is based on comparison arguments between the ARRU and RRU
model. Specifically, for any no > 1, we consider an RRU process {Zk (no); k > 0} coupled with
the ARRU process {Z,,+r;k > 0} as follows: the initial composition is (Y1.0(no), Ya.0(no)) =
(Y1,ng, Y2,no) and for any k& > 1

Yik(no) = Yak_1(n0) + X1.5(n0)D1 g

?z,k(no) = 172,1@71(710) + (1 — )?k(no)) Do, ) (5.11)

where )?k (no) = 1{Uk§2k—1(”0)}' The relation between Zk(no) and Z,, 4k required in the proof

of Lemma 23] is expressed in the following result.

Lemma 5.1 For any no,n1 > 1, we have that
My {P2motk < Zngtk < Progtr b C by { Zngin = Zk(no) }. (5.12)

Proof. First, consider the dynamics of the RRU process {Zx(no); k > 0} expressed in (E11)
and the dynamics of the ARRU process {Z,,tr; k > 0} expressed as follows:

Yino+k = Y1,mo+k—1 + X1,mo+:D1,n0+kWing+k—1 (5.13)

Yo notk = Yo ngtk—1 + (1 = X1,ng+k) D2,ng+kWa,ng+k—1,

where X 4x = 1y, <z, ., ;) Hence, (EI12) follows by noticing that for any 1 < k < ny

{20tk < Zngte < Prmg+k } C AWingtk—1 = Wangyk—1 = 1}.
m

Proof. [Lemma [Z5] The proof is structured as follows: we assume there exist z € (p2, p1) and
p > 0 such that P(Zo = x) = p and we show that this assumption leads to a contradiction.
To this end, fix € > 0 such that ps < z — € < x4 € < p1 and denote by 7 € N the last time Z,
exceeds I := (x — ¢, + €): formally,

sup{k >1:Zx ¢ I,} if {k>1:2Zy ¢ I.} # 0;

T =
) otherwise.

Since {Zs = z} C {7 < 0o} and by @) pjn 3 p; & I, j € {1,2}, there exists an integer
ko € N such that,

P({pjn @ I, Vn>ko}N{T <ko}N{Zo =2}) > . (5.14)

NSRS}

Now, by using Lemma 5.l we have that

(in & L.,¥n > ko} N {r < ko} C {Zmn = Zy(ko),¥n > ko},
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and hence (5.I4)) is equivalent to

P ( {pin & Ie,¥n > ko} N {7 < ko} N {Zoo (ko) = z} ) > g.

Finally, the contradiction follows by noticing that by Theorem 2 in [I], for RRU model, we have
P(Zoo(ko) = x) = 0.
|

6 Proofs of limit distribution of the proportion of

sampled balls

We start by presenting the limit distribution of the proportion of sampled balls for the RRU
model.
Proof. [Theorem 2:6] Note that

i (R

_Zoo> = Tln + T2n7
n

where
n n
Tln = n71/2 <N1n —ZZ11> 5 T2n = n71/2Z(Z’L_71 _Zoo)
i=1 i=1

Now, calling AZ; = Z; — Z;_1 and (j An) := min{j, n}, we have that

n oo oo jAn
T =0 233 (-AZ) = - 233 Az,
i=1 j=i j=1i=1
= 71/2 Z _7 /\TL = _(T3n + T4n)7
where, since (j An) =n for all j > n + 1, we have
n
Ty i=n" 2> " jAZ;, Tan = n""*(Zoo — Zn).

j=1
Now, by using the Doob’s decomposition AZ; = AM;+ AA; (see [8]), where E[AM;|F;_1] =0
and A; € Fj—1, we have T3, = Ts, + Ten, where

Tsp =023 jAM;, Ton =023 jAA;.

j=1 Jj=1
Then, recalling that

\/E(N;i"

_Zoo) = Tln - T4n - T5n - TGTL:

the limit distribution is established by proving the following results:

(a) Tun|Fn 2 N(0,%4) (stably), where o = Zoo (1 — Zoo) (1 + =5);
(b) Ton = 0;

(€) (Tin —T5) % N(0,%c) (stably), where S = Zoo(1 — Zoo) 23
(d) Tun + (Tin — Tsn) 5 N(0, %0 + Xe) (stably).
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Part (a) follows from Theorem 1 in Aletti et al. (see [I]) and Crimaldi et al. (2007) and
Crimaldi (2009) (see |5} [@]).
For part (b), by using Lemma [3] for any j > 0, we have that

AAj = E[AZj|Fja] = Zj1(1 = Zj1)Bj,

with Wi ;-1 = Wa ;1 = 1 (since for any j > 1 since the process is an RRU model). By using

Lemma 2 in [I], we have |B;j_1] < cleizl a.s. for some constant c¢; > 0, and hence
n n
Ton < n~ V2375104 < an™V2Y 7 5v3
j=1 Jj=1

in addition, by using Lemma 3 in [I], we have E[inzl] < ¢a(j — 1)72 for some constant c2 > 0

and hence

ElTs,] < cieon Y5 =177 = 0(n Y 10g(n)).
j=1
Thus, (b) follows

For part (c), let Tin — T5n = 377, ASjn where
ASjn = n71/2(Xj — Zj*l — _]AMJ)

Since (Thn — T5n) is a martingale with respect to the filtration {]-'n;n > 1}7 we apply the
Martingale CLT (MCLT) after establishing the following conditions (see Theorem 3.2 in [11]):

(i) maxi<;j<n [ASjn| = 0;

(i) sup,>; E[maxi<;j<n(ASjn)?] < oo;

(iii) 37—, B(ASjn)*|Fj-1] & Ze.
For part (i), since |X; — Z;-1| <1 a.s. and AM; = (AZ; — AA;), we have that

ASjal < n7V2(IXG = Zia| +17AM;]) < V(L4 [§(AZ; - AA))).
Now, since |[AZ;| < ij:11 and |AA;| < 611/}:21 a.s. by Lemma 2 in [I], we have
|ASju| < 0P+ bY ) 4+ ejY ) as.

Since by Lemma [2.4] (jY-fl) 28 m™!, we have supj>1(jY-71) < oo a.s., and thus |[AS;,| “3 0
For part (ii), using the relation E[S] = fo (S > t)dt that holds for any non negative r.v.

S, we obtain
E[1r<n]aé<n ASjn) ] Z/ P((AS;n)? > t)dt

By applying arguments analogous to part (i), we obtain

n(ASn)? < 2[(X; = Zj-1)" + (JAM;)?]
2[1+2[(jAZ;)? + (jAA;)?]]
<2[1+2 (Y02 + (Y37

IN

34



Thus, by using Markov’s inequality we obtain

P((AS;)?>1t) <P <c (Yj )2 > nt>

{1 (& o[ ]}

N4
Now, since by Lemma 3 in [I] sup,>, B [(Y‘J 1) } < 00, it follows that there exists a constant
> =

C independent of j such that [ P((AS;n)? > t) < Cn™? and hence
sup E [ max (ASj7L)2:| < supCn~' < C.
n>1 1<j<n n>1
For part (iii), since AM; = AZ;—AA;, AA; € Fj_1 and hence E[AZ;AA;|Fj_1] = (AA;)?,

we have the following decomposition
1 2.
E[(ASjn)?|Fj-1] = EE[Q§|‘7:J'*1] + E(JAAj)zy

where Q; := (X;—Z;j—1—jAZj;). Since |[AA;| < cleizl a.s. and by Lemmalﬂl(ijfl) mh
we have that (jAA;)* “3 0. Thus, 2 ;L:l(jAAj)2 %8 0 and hence (iii) is obtained by
establishing

n 1 n

> E[(AS)?|F] = EZE[Qﬂﬂ,ﬂ LN (6.1)

j=1 j=1

To this end, we will show that E[Q3|F;—1] “3' .. First, note that, since X; € {0, 1}, we express
AZj; as follows

D1 Do ;
AZj = X; ((1 - Zj—l)Yl’]) + (1-X;) <—Za‘71 Y_Z’J > :

j—1 Jj—1

As a consequence, we consider Q3 = X;Q3 , +(1—X;)Q3 o, where, denoting by M;_1 := Y;_1/7,
D1 j 1-— Zj—l
- = (1-2Z;_ 1- : = M1 — Dy
QJVI ( J 1) ( Mj,1> ( ]\4]‘71 ( j—1 1»1)7

D ; Zi—
Qjo = Zj—1 (—1 4+ =2 ) = <—]\/; 11) (—Mj 1+ D).
-

Then, since D1,j, D2,; and X; are independent conditionally to F;_1 and using

E[(M;—1 — D1;)*|Fj1] = (Mj—1 —m)® + of,
E[(-M; 1+ D2;)*|Fj-1] = (Mj—1—m)® + o3,
we have that

E[Q}|Fi-1] = Z;E[Q1|F-1] + (1—Z;-1)E[Q] ol Fj—1]
. 2
=50 () (s et

+(1—2Zj-1) (%)2 [(Mj—1 —m)* + 3] .

a.s.

Finally, since by Lemma 24 M;_, 2% m and by Theorem 23] Zj1 ' Zso, it follows that
- > a.s. 2

D E[(AS)?Fi-1] B e = Zeo(l - Zu) < — ) -

i=1

For part (d), the result follows by combining part (a), (c), Crimaldi et al. (2007) and
Crimaldi (2009) (see [5} [6]), and by noticing that (T, — T5) € Fn. [ ]
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We now turn to consider the ARRU model. The limit distribution for the ARRU model
can be obtained by Theorem [2.6] on the set of trajectories that do not cross the thresholds p1,»
and P2, 1.0., and hence {Zs € (p2,p1)}. Since this set is not F,-measurable, we consider a
sequence of sets {An;n > 1} such that {Z, € An,ev.} = {Z« € (p2,p1)} a.s. Specifically, we
consider the sequence of sets {An;n > 1} defined in 27) as follows

A = (p2a+ 0V pi=CY,7%), (6.2)

where 0 < C' < oo is a positive constant and 0 < a < % Consider the partition 2 = A;UA2UAs3,

where
Ar = {Zy € Ay, ev.},
Ao = {Zk € Ak7 ’LO} N {Zk g Ak7 ’L'.O.}7 (63)
A3 = {Zk Q_f Ak,ev.}.

The following lemma establish the relation between A;, j € {1,2,3}, and Zo.

Lemma 6.1 Assume mi1 = mo = m and (I?EI) with p1 > p2. Then,
(a) Av = {Zx € (p2,p1)} a.s.;
(b) P(A2) = 0;
(c) Az = {Zoc € {p2,p1}} as.

The proof of Lemma is based on comparison arguments between the ARRU and an RRU
model presented in Lemmal[5.Il This relation is possible when only one random threshold modify
the dynamics of the ARRU. For this reason, we fix € € (0, (p1 — p2)/2) and we introduce the

following times
v =sup{n>1: Z,>min{pin;p1 — €} },
(6.4)
T :=sup{n>1: Z, <max{pon;p2+e} }.
Let 71 := {1\ < oo} and T3 := {T» < oo}. Since pPin, p2n and Z, converge a.s., P(T1UTz) = 1.
Then, by comparing the ARRU process with the RRU process defined in (GII) we have the

following result.

Lemma 6.2 On the set T1, for any no,k > 1 we have

(no>Ti} C { Zr(no) < Zngsk < pr—e } (6.5)
Analogously, on the set T2, for any no,k > 1 we have

{no > T2} C { p2te < Zngrn < Zi(no) } (6.6)

Proof. Consider the dynamics of the RRU process {Zx(no); k > 0} expressed in (5.II) and
the dynamics of the ARRU process {Z,,+r;k > 0} expressed in (5I3). Then, since {no >
Ti} C {Wing+r—1 = 1} and Wa o461 < 1 we obtain (GE). Analogously, since {no > T2} C
{Wano+k—1 = 1} and Wi ny4r—1 < 1 we have (G.6). [ |
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Proof. [Lemma [6.1] First, let A := [p2, p1], to = 0 and define for every j > 1

inf{k >t;j_1:2Zx € A} i {k>tj_1:2Z, € A}t #0;

+00 otherwise.

inf{k > 7; : Zk,ﬁ. (r5) ¢ A} if {k>7;: Zk,Tj (r5) & A} #0;
+00 otherwise.

Denoting by Ty the last finite time in {t;,7;,7 > 1}, we have the following partition Q =
St U Soeo U 57, where

Se = {To € {tj,j > 1}} = N> {Zk ¢ Ax},
Soo = {T() = OO}7
Sr ={Toe{r,7>1}} = ﬂszo{Zkao (To) € (p2,p1)}-

Thus, we establish the following result:
() P(Sx) =0,
(i) Sr C Ai, and
(i) Sr C {Zu € (p2ep1)}.
For part (i), this result is obtained by establishing that there exists i9 > 1 such that, for any
i > o,

P(ti < OO|T7; < OO) <

N =

To see this, we recall that by Lemma [3.6] we have, for any h € (0, 1),

I b (4 2 6b o
P Zy—20l>h)] < ==+ < =h"".
(n-2i=1) < 5 (5 +5) < %

Thus, by using Lemma 38 with & = C(Yo(7;))~® we obtain
P(ti < oo|7'i < OO) = P( Ukzlzk(ﬂ') ¢ [p27p1] ’7’1‘ < OO)

<p ( sup |7 () ~ Za(r)| > OFa(r)) ™ [rs < oo)

=" [ <;7£Z;>> (™) I < oo

g—l;E [ (Yo(r)?* ™ |m < oo] 7

and hence the result follows by recalling that 0 < a < % and 170(7]») =Y > Yo+ ja as. For
part (ii), by Lemma[6:2] we have that

S NTi C Nismo{Ze-m,(To) < Zi < p1— e,

S:NTs C Mist{p2t+e < Zi < Zn-1,(To)}

Thus, the result follows by P(71 U72) =1 and Zkao (To) “3 Zoo(Tt) € (p2,p1). For part (iii),

from part (ii) we have that

S, C {min{ps + €, Zoo(T0)} < Zoo < max{pi — € Zoo(T0)}};
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thus, the result follows by noticing that
( min{pz + €, Zoo (Th)}, max{p1 — €, Zoo (T) } ) C (p2,p1).

Now, to complete the proof of LemmalG.I] we notice that from (i), (ii) and {As = S}, it follows
that P(A2) = 0 and {S> = A:1}. Then, combining (iii) and A3 C {Z € {p2,p1}}, we obtain
the result. |

We now present the proof of the limit distribution of the proportion of sampled balls for the
ARRU model.
Proof. [Theorem [27] First, take the sets A1, Az and Az defined in (63]). Note that, since
Ay =lim {Z, € A,} and A3 = lim,{Z, € A,}, by Lemma B.1] we have

h_mn{Zn S An} - mn{Zn S An} = {Zoo S (02701)}-

Then, the proof is based on applying Theorem to the ARRU model. To this end, consider
the decomposition {Z, € An} = Ain U A2p U Asn, where A, = {Z, € An} NA; for any
Jj € {1,2,3}. Since by using Lemma [6.2] P(A2) = 0, we have P(Az,) = 0 for any n > 1.
Moreover, by definition we have that P(As,) — 0 and P(A1,) — P(A:1). Thus, calling
Ny = /n(He — Z,.), we have

lim P(N,<z,{Z,€A,}) = lim P(N,<z, A1),

n—oo n—o0o

and since by Lemma [6.2] A1 = {Z € (p2, p1)}, this is equivalent to

lim P (N, <o, {Zo € (p2,p1)} )

n— o0

Now, consider the RRU model {Zx(no), k > 1} described in (5II) coupled with the ARRU
model {Z,,+k,k > 1}. By using Lemma [5]] for any no > 1, we have

Mezno{f2e < Zk < prx} C N1 {Zng 4k = Zi(no) }.

Hence, on this set the ARRU process Zy,+ is equivalent to the RRU process Z (no); thus, we
can obtain the limit distribution for the ARRU by applying the limit distribution for the RRU
expressed in Theorem on the set where the trajectories of the two processes are equivalent.

To this end, define
T = sup{ k>1 : {Zy < par}tU{Zx > p1x} },
and note that, for any no > 1,
{T" <no} C MZi{Zng+k = Zr(no) }.

Let S be a r.v. with characteristic function E[exp($%t*)]. Thus, by applying Theorem we
have that, for any no > 1 and any set 7 € F,

lim P(N, <z, TN{T"<no}) = P(S<z, TN{T" <no}).

n—o00

Now, since {Z € (p2,p1)} C {T" < oo}, we have

lim P({T" < no} N {Zeo € (p2,p1)}) = P(Zow € (p2,p1)),

ny— oo
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which implies that

lim P (N, <, {Zu € (p2p1)} ) = P(S < {Zuc € (p2.p1)} ).

n—o0

This concludes the proof. |
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