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STATISTICAL INFERENCE FOR INTERACTING INNOVATION PROCESSES
AND RELATED GENERAL RESULTS

GIACOMO ALETTI, IRENE CRIMALDI, AND ANDREA GHIGLIETTI

ABSTRACT. Given the importance of understanding how different innovation processes affect each
other, we have introduced a model for a finite system of interacting innovation processes. The
present work focuses on the second-order asymptotic properties of the model and illustrates how
to leverage the theoretical results in order to make statistical inference on the intensity of the in-
teraction. We apply the proposed tools to two real data sets (from Reddit and Gutenberg).

Key-words: Innovation, Interaction, Reinforcement, Statistical inference for Poisson-Dirichlet pro-
cesses.

1. INTRODUCTION

The study of the mechanisms through which novelties emerge, diffuse and trigger further nov-
elties is very important in many research fields (biology, linguistics, social science and others
[7, 8, 14, 29, 30, 31]). We can define a novelty (or innovation) as the first time occurrence of some
event of interest. A widely used mathematical object that models an innovation process is an urn
model with infinitely many colors [32], also known as species sampling sequence [13, 17, 22, 23, 26].
Let C7 be the first observed color, then, given the colors C1,...,C} of the first ¢ extractions, the
color of the (¢ + 1)-th extracted ball is new (i.e. not already drawn in the previous extractions)
with a probability Z; which is a function of C1, ..., C; (sometimes called “birth probability”) and
it is equal to the already observed color ¢ with probability F.; = 22:1 Qntlic,=c), where Qn ¢
is a function of C1,...,C;. The quantities Z; and (), specify the model: precisely, Z; describes
the probability of having a new color (that is a novelty) at time-step t + 1 and @y ¢ is the weight
at time-step ¢ associated to extraction n, with 1 < n < ¢, so that the probability of having at
time-step ¢ 4+ 1 the “old” color ¢ is proportional to the total weight at time-step t associated to
that color (according to a reinforcement mechanism). Note that the number of possible colors is
not fixed a priori, but new colors continuously enter the system. We can see the urn with infinitely
many colors as the space of possibilities, while the sequence of extracted balls with their colors
represents the history which has been actually realized.

The Poisson-Dirichlet model [20, 27, 28] provides the most used example of innovation process.
For this model we have
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where 0 < v < 1, 8 > —~, D; denotes the number of distinct extracted colors until time-step ¢

and K., indicates the number of times color ¢ has been drawn until time-step ¢. In particular, the

probability F.; to observe color c is proportional to K., according to a “preferential attachment”

or “popularity” principle. From an applicative point of view, as an innovation process, the Poisson-

Dirichlet process has the merit to reproduce in many cases the correct basic statistics, namely the
1
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Heaps’ [18] and the (generalized) Zipf’s laws [34], which quantify, respectively, the rate at which
new elements appear and the frequency distribution of the elements. In particular, the Heaps’ law
states that the number D, of distinct observed elements (i.e. colors, according to the metaphor of
the urn) when the system consists of ¢ elements (i.e. after ¢ extractions from the urn) follows a
power law with an exponent smaller than or equal to 1 and, for the Poisson-Dirichlet model, we
have Dy o t7 for 0 < v < 1 (while D; o In(t) for v = 0). A very clear representation of the evolution
dynamics of the Poisson-Dirichlet process is given by the urn with triggering model [1, 33]. An urn
initially contains Ny > 0 distinct balls of different colors. Then, at each time-step ¢ + 1, a ball is
randomly drawn with replacement from the urn and

e if the color of the extracted ball is new, i.e. it was not been extracted in the previous
extractions, then we add (p — 1) balls of the same color as the extracted ball plus (v + 1)
balls of distinct new colors, i.e. not already present in the urn;

e if the color of the extracted ball is old, i.e. it has been already extracted in the previous
extractions, we add p balls of the same color as the extracted one.

It is easy to verify that, when the balance condition p + v = p is satisfied (this means that at
each time-step the number of balls added to the urn is always p, regardless of the outcome of the
extraction), the above updating rule gives rise to the above probabilities (1), taking p > v > 0,
6 = Nyo/p and v = v/p. The above reformulation of the Poisson-Dirichlet model has the merit to
point out another principle, besides the reinforcement, that drives the dynamics: the Kauffman’s
principle of the adjacent possible [21]. Indeed, the model starts with an urn with a finite number
of balls with distinct colors and, whenever a color is extracted for the first time, a set of balls with
new colors is added to the urn. This represents Kauffman’s idea that, when a novelty occurs, it
triggers further potential novelties.

Given the importance of understanding how different innovation processes affect each other, in
[5] we have introduced and analyzed a model for a finite network of innovation processes. In the
proposed model, for each node h, the probability of observing a new or an old item depends, not
only on the path of observations recorded for h itself, but also on the outcomes registered for the
other nodes j # h. More precisely, we introduce a system of N urns with triggering representing
N different innovation processes that interact each other as follows:

(i) the probability of ezploitation of an old item ¢ by node h, i.e. the probability of extracting
from urn h a color ¢ already drawn in the past from an urn of the system (not necessarily
from h itself), has an increasing dependence not only on the number of times ¢ has been
observed in node h itself (that could be even zero), but also on the number of times ¢ has
been observed in each of the other nodes;

(ii) the probability of production (or exploration) of a novelty for the entire system by node
h, i.e. the probability of extracting from urn h a color never extracted before from any of
the urns in the system, has an increasing dependence not only on the number of novelties
produced by h itself in the past, but also on the number of novelties produced by each of
the other nodes in the past.

In particular, (ii) means that Kauffman’s principle of the adjacent possible is at the “system level”:
that is, when node h produces a novelty for the system, this fact triggers further potential novelties
in all the nodes of the system, not only in node h itself. The two different dependencies described
above ((i) and (ii)) are tuned by two different matrices (called I' and W in the sequel). More
specifically, suppose to have N urns, labeled from 1 to N. At time-step 0, the colors inside each
urn are different from those in the other urns. Let Npj > 0 be the number of distinct balls with
distinct colors inside the urn h. Then, at each time-step ¢ > 1, one ball is randomly drawn with
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replacement from each urn and, for any A = 1,... N, urn h is so updated according to the colors
extracted from urn h itself and from all the other urns j # h:

e if the color of the ball extracted from urn h is “new” (i.e., it appears for the first time in
the system), then into urn h we add (pp, — 1), with pp, 5 > 0, balls of the same color as the
extracted one plus (vp, + 1), with v, 5, > 0, balls of distinct “new” colors (i.e. not already
present in the system);

e if the color of the ball extracted from urn h is “old” (i.e., it has been already extracted in
the system), we add pj, > 0 balls of the same color into urn h;

e for each j # h, if the color of the ball extracted from urn j is “new” (i.e., it appears for the
first time in the system), then into urn h we add pj > 0 balls of the same color as the one
extracted from urn j plus v;; > 0 balls of distinct “new” colors (i.e. not already present
in the system);

e for each j # h, if the color of the ball extracted from urn j is “old” (i.e., it has been already
extracted in the system), then into urn h we add p;; > 0 balls of the same color as the one
extracted from urn j.

The terms “new” and “old” refer to the entire system, that is a “new” color is a color that has
never been extracted from an urn of the system. On the contrary, an “old” color is a color that has
already been extracted from at least one urn of the system. We assume that the “new” colors added
to a certain urn are always different from those added to the other urns (at the same time-step or
in the past). By means of this fact, together with the assumption that initially the colors in the
urns are different from each other, we cannot have the same new color extracted simultaneously
from different urns. In other words, we cannot have the same novelty observed simultaneously in
different processes of the system. Therefore, for each observed new color (novelty) ¢, there exists a
unique urn (process), say j*(c), in the system that produced it. However, in a time-step following
its first extraction, color ¢ could be also extracted from another urn h # j*(c), as a consequence of
the interaction among the urns (processes). Indeed, the “contamination” of the color-set of the urn
h with the colors present in the other urns is possible by means of the interaction terms p; j, and/or
pjn in the above model dynamics. Furthermore, as in the standard Poisson-Dirichlet model, we
assume the balance condition

(2) Pjp+ Vih = Pjh, 1€ Djn = pPjh—Vjn,
so that, at each time-step, each urn j contributes to increase the number of balls inside urn A by
pjn = 0, with pp, , > 0. Moreover, letting pp, = Zjvzl pjn and setting (without loss of generality)
(3) On = Non/prs  Vih = Vin/Phs  Njn=pjn/pn and wjn = pjn/pn,
we obtain
N

_ On + > 521 7in Dt

On +t

where Ci = (C’kvl,...,Ck’N)T with & = 1,...,t, D;; denotes the number, until time-step ¢, of
distinct observed colors extracted for their first time from urn j, that is the number of distinct
novelties for the whole system “produced” by urn (process) j until time-step ¢, and, for each “old”
color c,

(5)
Pt(h,c) = P(Ct—i-l,h = C‘ Cl, ey Ct) =

)

(4) Zh = P(Ct+1,h = “I’leW’7 |Cl7-"7Ct)

225+ (¢) Wi KK (4, €) + wjn (o) n (K (57(¢), €) = 1) + Aoy
O+t
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O+t
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where Ky(j, ¢) denotes the number of times the color ¢ has been extracted from urn j until time-step
t and j*(c) denotes the urn from which the color ¢ has been extracted for the first time. Note that
the probability that urn (process) h will produce at time-step ¢ + 1 a novelty for the entire system
has an increasing dependence on the number D;:j of novelties produced by the urn (process) j
until time-step ¢ and the parameter ;; regulates this dependence. In other words, Kauffman’s
principle of the adjacent possible is at the “system level”: that is, for each pair (j,h) of urns in
the system, the parameter v;; quantifies how much the production of a novelty by urn j induces
potential novelties in urn h. Moreover, on the other hand, the probability that from urn h we will
extract at time-step ¢t + 1 an old color ¢ has an increasing dependence on the number K;(j,¢c) of
times the color ¢ has been drawn from urn j until time-step ¢ and the parameter w;; quantifies
how much the number K;(j,c) leads toward a future extraction of a ball of color ¢ from urn h. In
[5] we proved the first-order asymptotic properties of the model:

Theorem 1.1. Suppose that the matriz I' = (v ) h=1,.. N is irreducible and denote by v* € (0,1)

the Perron-Frobenius eigenvalue of I'. Then, for each h=1,..., N, we have
(6) Dy, = Dy

where D%*, is a finite strictly positive random variable. Moreover, we have

* *

Dt,h a.s, Up Dt,h a.s, Up,

D — and A e ,
t,j Uj Zj:l Dy ; Zj:l U

where u = (up)p, is the (up to a multiplicative constant) left eigenvalue of I' associated to v*.

Theorem 1.2. Suppose that the matric W = (wjp)jn=1,.. N s irreducible. Then, for each h =

1,..., N and each observed color c in the system, we have
(7) Py(h,c) £% Py (o)1,

1 a.s. = K 3 1
(8) ;Kt(h, ¢) — Px(c) and _ Kiho) — —

SN Ki(je) N
where Pao(c) is a random variable that takes values in (0,1) and does not depend on h '

The first result states that, if I' is irreducible, that is the graph with the innovation processes
as nodes and with I' as the adjacency matrix is strongly connected, then Dj, oc t7" a.s. for all
h =1,...,N, that is all the D}, grow with the same Heaps’ exponent v* c (0,1). This means
that, at the steady state, all the processes of the network produce innovations for the system at
the same rate. In addition, the ratio Dzh / Dy ; provides a strongly consistent estimator of the ratio

up/uj of the relative eigenvector centrality scores (with respect to I'") of the two nodes h and j
and the share of innovations produced by process h for all the system converges almost surely to
the absolute eigenvector centrality score of h. The second result affirms that if W is irreducible,
that is the graph with the innovation processes as nodes and W as the adjacency matrix is strongly
connected, then, for each observed item ¢, the number of times item ¢ has been observed in pro-
cess h grows linearly. Moreover, the number of times item ¢ has been observed is asymptotically
uniformly distributed among the processes of the system and, at the steady state, the probability
that an item c is observed in a process is the same for each process.

INote that in Th 3.2 of [5] we state that this random variable takes values in (0, 1], but, applying Theorem S1.3

of [5] also replacing P;(h,c) by 1 — Pi(h, c), we immediately obtain (1 — Px(c)) > 0 a.s., that is P (c) < 1 a.s..
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The present work aims at completing the study of the model dynamics providing the second-
order asymptotic behaviour of the quantities in the above Theorems 1.1 and 1.2. Furthermore, we
will show how to leverage the obtained theoretical results in order to get statistical tools for making
inference on the interaction matrices I' and W and on the limit probabilities Ps(c) of observing
an old item c.

It is wothwhile to note that we deduce the convergence results for the considered system of
interacting innovation processes from general theoretical results, that we here prove and that can
be applied also in other frameworks. Indeed, they regard a pair of multidimensional stochastic
processes following a “stochastic approximation” dynamics. A dynamics similar to the one studied
in the present work has already been considered in [24], where the authors established a central
limit theorem for a pair of recursive procedures having two different step-sizes. However, this result
does not apply to our situation. Indeed, the covariance matrices in their main result (Theorem
1) are deterministic, while the asymptotic covariance matrices in our central limit theorems are
random. This is why we do not use the simple convergence in distribution, but we employ the
notion of stable convergence, which is, among other things, essential for the considered statistical
applications.

1.1. Previous literature. Despite the amount of scientific works regarding interacting urns with
a finite set of colors (see, for instance, [2, 6] and the references therein), in the existing literature
we have found only a few papers about a collection of interacting (in the same sense of [5] and
the present work) urns with infinitely many colors, that is [15, 19]. In the model provided in [15]
(see Example 3.8 in that paper), there is a finite collection of Dirichlet processes with random
reinforcement. More precisely, in that model we have a random weight W, associated to the
extraction at time-step ¢ from the urn A so that, the probability of extracting from urn A an old
color ¢ (here, the term “old” refers to urn h, that is a color never extracted before from urn h) is
proportional to the weight associated to that color, specifically 22:1 Wn,hfcn,h:c/(9+2221 Wa.n)-
The interaction across the urns is introduced by means of the weights, which could be stochastically
dependent: each W, ;, may be the same for each urn h, or a function of the observed outcomes of the
other urns, or a function of some common (observable or latent) variables. It is easy to understand
that this model is different from the one introduced in [5] and considered in this work: we consider
Poisson-Dirichlet processes, not only Dirichlet processes, and, differently from the model in [15],
for us, the notion of “old” or “new” color refers to the entire system, not to each single urn, and
Kauffman’s principle of the adjacent possible is at the system level as explained above. The present
work and [19] share the fact that the considered models are both a collection of urns with triggering
with an interacting dynamics that brings the Kauffman’s principle of the adjacent possible from
the single agent to the network of agents. Adopting the terminology of [19], we can say that both
interacting mechanisms are based on the construction and the updating of a “social” urn for each
network node from which the extractions take place, but the contruction and the updating rules
of the social urns are deeply different in the two models. In particular, differently from [19], we
introduce the notion of “new” and “old” at the system level. In [19] the authors focus on the
novelties in each sequence (novelty in h = first apperance in h of a new item), that they call
“discoveries”; while we also study the sequence of the novelties for whole the system produced by
each agent. Furthermore, in [19] the extraction of an “old” item in a certain network node does
not affect the other nodes, in our model we also have an interacting reinforcement mechanism for
the “old” items: the probability of the extraction of an old item depends on the number of times
it has been observed in all the nodes. This allows us to get a specific result on the distribution of
the observations in the system among the different items observed.
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1.2. Structure of the work. In Section 2 we present the main results of this paper, which consist
in the Central Limit Theorems (CLTs) describing the second-order asymptotic behaviour of the
considered system of interacting innovation processes, that is of the quantities in Theorems 1.1
and 1.2. Then, in Section 3 we illustrate some statistical tools derived from these CLTs in order
to make inference on the interaction matrices I' and W and the limit probability Pu(c). Section 4
provides two applications to real data sets, where, performing some suitable hypothesis tests, we
try to evaluate the interaction intensities related to the interaction matrices in those empirical
cases. The appendix contains the general results, with their proofs, and the general statistical
methodology.

2. CENTRAL LIMIT THEOREMS

Assume N > 2. Let I', W, A be equal to the non-negative N x N square matrices with elements
equal to the model parameters 7, , w;p (With wyp, > 0) and X; j, (with A, > 0), respectively. We
recall that, by the balance condition (2) and the reparametrization (3), we have

(9) W=I+A 1T<1" and 1"W=1",

where 1 denotes the vector with all the components equal to 1. As observed above, the matrix
I" rules the production of potential novelties and, in particular, its elements out of the diagonal
regulate the interaction among the innovation processes with respect to this issue; while, the matrix
W rules the interaction among the innovation processes with respect to the choice of an old item.

Moreover, set Dy = (Dj ..., Dj x)", D5 = (D21, D3 ) T Pu(e) = (Bi(1,¢),..., Bi(N,¢)) T
and finally K;(c) = (Ky(1,¢),..., Ki(N,c))"

In order to simplifying the statements of the following theorems, we summarize the required
notation and conditions in the following two sets of assumptions:

Assumption 1. Assume that the non-negative matrizc I' = (v;p)jnr=1,.. N is irreducible. Denote
by v* € (0,1) the Perron-Frobenius eigenvalue of ', by v the corresponding right eigenvector such
that vI1 = 1 and denote by u the corresponding left eigenvector such that v'u = 1. Finally, let
75 be the second eigenvalue of I' with highest real part and assume that Re(vs)/v* < 1/2.

Assumption 2. Assume that the non-negative matric W = (w;p)jn=1,. .~ 5 irreducible. Denote
by vy the right eigenvector associated to the leading eigenvalue w* = 1 such that viy'1 = 1.
Finally, let w} be the second eigenvalue of W with highest real part and assume that Re(ws) < %

We are now ready to provide the central limit theorems for the considered model, that describe
the second-order behaviour of the quantities in Theorems 1.1 and 1.2. The symbol 0 denotes the
vector with all the components equal to 0.

Theorem 2.1. Under Assumption 1, we have

* D* 7
o2 (ﬂt _ D§> N0, ZE Caerr)

where Z;c’f s an integrable strictly positive random variable such that D3} = Zﬁ; u and Cger 1 15 a
deterministic matriz depending on the eigen-structure of I', which is possible to write explicitly.

Proof. Denote by XZ 5, the random variable that takes value 1 when the ball extracted from urn h
at time-step ¢ has a new (for all the system) color and is equal to 0 otherwise. Then Z}, coincides
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with P(X},,, = 1|Cy,...,Cs) = E[X;,,|C1,...,C¢] and D}, can be written as >, _; X7 .
Since we have
. Ot >t Z;‘V:l VinXn
th On +t

9
we obtain the following dynamics for Z;,:

N
Zin=1,  Zian=0—rp)Zi +rn > vnXin,; fort>0,
j=1
where 15 = 1/(0p, +t+ 1) = 1/(t + 1) + O(1/t%) 2. The corresponding vectorial dynamics for
* * % \T -
Z; = (Zm, e Zt’N) is

Zi =1
(10) Ziv1= (1 t‘|1'1> Zit t+ FTXtH +0(1/t)1
= [1 - Hll(f r )] Zi + Jlrll“TAMt+l +0(1/t*)1 fort >0,
where AMy, ; = X}, — Z;. Now, we fix x > 0 and set
@) =1, Gle) = ET oo,

More precisely, from Lemma 4.1 in [16] we have

z) =1t* =1y an 1 :i z+1
Gl@) =" +0(E™") and s = +O1/E™,
and so
1 1 . 1 B
(11) @) =) <(t+1)fv +oa/t H)) <(t+1)m +0(1/t* ))
H11+0(1/t2)

Hence, multiplying (10) by (;+1(1 —+*) and using the relation
Gi(z) _TE+az+1) T(2)

T T
=145 =1+ ——+0(1/

G(z)  T(t+1) D(t+az)
with z = 1 —~+*, we get the following dynamics for Z;* = (;(1 — v*)Z;, where we set AM;}; =
G(1— )AMIH
Z;r =1
1 G+1(1—77) L 7 G+1(1 —7")
o=l —— -T2z — TTAM, +0 (7)1
b+l [ t+1( )] G(1—n) 7 T th1 $2
1 1—7" Ge1(1 —77)
=(1-—a-1" 1 o1/t}) ) Z* + —TTAM: o|———=|1
[t >](+t+ +</>>t++ o (4l

o 1 * T\ 7% T <t+1( _7*)

2In all the paper, the notation O(s;) denotes a generic (possibly random) remainder term R; such that |R;| < s
eventually.
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Moreover, recalling that Dt h = Ziz:l X po we find
Dy _
Co(v*)
Dy _ G(y*) Di + 1
Gr1(7*) G () G(v) G (7*)
v Di 1 1 .
< t+ 1) GOv) G (%) = G (7)™
7* D: 1 *k 1 Ct-i-l(l - 7*) *ok
=(1- + AM;Y + 7" .
< t+ 1) GO T G ()G (=) G () (T =) G(1—7)
Using (11) and the relation (z+1(z) /() = 1+0(1/t), and combining together with the previous
dynamics of (Z;*); and (D}, /C4+1(7"))¢, we obtain

*
Xt+1

ok 1 . " .
Zt+1 Z — m( I— FT)Zt + TFTAMtJrl + 0 (Ct-&-l(l —~ )/tZ) 1
D 1 D; 1
t+1 t . » o o
= - -7 ——AM 10) 1— 2)1
Cri(v)  GOy)  t+1 ( &) > + o AM + 06 =27/t

where O((;(1 — v*)/t?) = O(1/t'*77). Moreover, we recall that in [5] (Theorem S1.1 and Lemma
S1.2), we proved

a.s. /mean

7t = G0 =7 = GO =y W2~ N2 = 7 73
where Z;j is an integrable strictly positive random Variable and DY} = i;g u. Therefore, we can

apply Theorem A.4 with A; = Z7* = ((1—~*)Z;, B, = (7 L O =T, ¢* =~* Y Zg‘:diag(u),
AM;q, = Al\/It_H G(1 = )AM;; = G(1 — v )(Xj.; — Z;). Finally, we can conclude by
observing that, since v* < 1, we have

* Dy Dy * x Dy *
v*/2 t t — /2> YY) Tt 1—y*/2) a5
¢ (W Ct(v*)> £1°2D0 (l/t ) oo <1/t ) LLYY

Note that in Theorem A.4 we have the explicit formulas for the elements of the matrix Cye; r: that
is, Cget,r = 1/7* when N =1 and

1 .
Caetr = ¥(Vwag(u) vjuu' + 7o *M?j,
where M33 is the matrix defined in Theorem A.3 when N > 2 with the matrix ® equal to I'. Note

that, since the expression for M32 contains the matrix Yo, and so the term Z;‘;“ , we have that the
matrix Z ./\/133 is deterministic. ]

oo

Theorem 2.2. Under Assumption 1, we have

* Dy u stabl 1 (7*)2 T
/2 t — YN0, =— ——QrCaurQr | ,
(zilezih Shly un Zz (O w2

and

N
Dy u stably ( ~y*
> D; - —' N[ 0, = QrCuer,rQr
t,h N N N e r]o
h=1 (Zh 1 th > h=1 “h> Zj 1 Uy
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where Qpr = I — ulT/lTu and Cger is defined in Theorem 2.1. Moreover, for each j we have

) D* “ta 1 *)2
0 /2( d “) t—"l>yj\/<0, L0 Qdeet,erT) ’

e ) 2
Di;  u Zxy uj

and

D; u \ stabl *
\/ D D*t - — sa—?y/\f((),fy.Qdeet,rQ]T) ;
tj Wi Uj
where Q; = I — uejT/uj with e; the jth vector of the canonical base and Cgerr is defined in
Theorem 2.1.
Proof. We have to apply Corollary A.6 in appendix with A; = Z;* = (1 — v*)Z;, B, = %,
x =1, As = Z;;‘ and ¢* = ~4*. Note that, as specified in the proof of this corollary, we have

ZgQeret,lef = QerﬁQ;, where M32 is the matrix defined in Theorem A.3 when N > 2
with the matrix ® equal to I'. Similarly, we obtain the second part of the statement by means of
Corollary A.6 with x = e;. O

Theorem 2.3. Under Assumption 2, we have

VE (U = et ) N0, ()1 = Pl ).

where Pso(c) = a.s. —limy Pi(h, ¢) = a.s. —limy Ky(h,c)/t for each h =1,..., N, Px(c) € (0,1) a.s.
and Cger,w 45 a deterministic matriz depending on the eigen-structure of W, which is possible to
write explicitly.

Proof. For any color c¢ already present in the network at time ¢, we can write

N .
S onet Siey winAK ()  Vir(eh
O, +t O+t
where AK,(j,¢) = K, (j,¢) — Kn—1(j, ¢) takes values in {0,1} and E[AK,11(j, ¢)|past] = P,(j,¢).
Then, we obtain the following dynamics for P;(h, ¢):

Pt(h,c) =

N
Pra(hye) = (1= rin)Po(h o) + ron Y winAKi(j,c)

j=1

where ryp, = 1/(0p +t+1) = 1/(t + 1) + O(1/t?). Thus the corresponding vectorial dynamics for
Pi(c) = (Pi(1,¢),..., Py(N,c)) T is

1 1
Py (¢(c) #0, Piyi(c) = (1 - t+1) Py(c) + mWTAKH-I(C) +0(1/t)1
1 1
= Pt(C) — m([ — WT)Pt(C) + mWTAMt_i_l(C) + O(l/tQ)]_ for ¢ Z t*(C) s

where t*(c) is the time-step of the first extraction of c in the system, AK;(c) = (AK;(1,¢),..., AK(N,c))"
and AMyy1(c) = AKy11(c) — Py(c).
Considering also the dynamics of K;(c)/t, we obtain for t > t*(c)

Pis(c) = Pi(c) — Hll(l _WTYP(c) + H_llWTAMtH(c) + o/

(13) Kii(e)  Ki(e) 1 <Kt(C)

1
= - -P —AM .
t+1 t t+1\ ¢ Ad)+t+1 e+1(€)
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Moreover, from Theorem 1.2, we have P;(c) = viyPi(e) &5 P..(c), and this convergence is also
in mean because (P;(c)); is uniformly bounded. Therefore, we can apply Theorem A.4 with A, =
Pic), Bi=Ki(c)/t, D =W, ¢* =w* =L, u=up =1, v = vy, Boo = Poo(¢)(1 — Pso(c))1,
AM; 1 = AMyyq(c) = AKyi1(c) — Py(c). Note that in Theorem A.4 we have the explicit formulas
for the elements of the matrix Cye; w: that is, Cger v = 1 when N = 1 and

1
Caetw = (Vipvir)11T + = = M3
Py (e)(1 = Px(c))

where M323 is the matrix defined in Theorem A.3 when N > 2 with the matrix ® equal to W. Note
that, since the expression for M3 contains the matrix X, and so the factor Ps(c)(1 — Py(c)),

. _ 1 _ 33 . o . .
we have that the matrix @0 Pa@) (C))./\/loo is deterministic. O

Theorem 2.4. Under Assumption 2, we have

Kl 1 Yy (g (- Pao(e)) T
v (ZhN=1 Ki(h, c) Nl) N (O’ N21300(c) QWCdet,WQW) )

and

Zthl Kt<h, C) Kt(C) _ i stably < i T )
\/1 - (Nt)_lthzl Ky (o) (Zthl Ko(ho) N1> — N {0, NQWCdet,WQW )

where Qw = (I — N~1117) and Coet,w is defined in Theorem 2.3.

Proof. We have to apply Corollary A.6 in appendix with A; = Py(c), By = Ky(c)/t, x = 1,
/TOO = ]500(0), ¢* = w* =1 and u = uy = 1. Note that, as specified in the proof of this corollary,
we have Pa(c)(1 — ]Boo(c))QWCdet,WQ‘TV = QwM3Qy,, where M33 is the matrix defined in
Theorem A.3 when N > 2 with the matrix ® equal to W. O

3. STATISTICAL INFERENCE

We here present some statistical tools based on the results of Section 2. More precisely, we
provide a statistical test for each of the two interaction matrices, I' and W, based on the observ-
able processes D} and K;(c). Furthermore, we use the latter process to provide also a confidence
interval for the limit probability ﬁoo(c). The general procedure to be followed in order to obtain
these statistical instruments is described in Sections B and C of the appePdix. In particular, in our

framework, we have to apply it with B; = % (or, equivalently B; = ?i ) and with B; = K(c)/t.
To this end, we observe that Assumption 3 is true in both cases with X4e; = Xgerr = diag(u) in

the first one and ¥ je; = Yger,w = I in the second one.

We firstly focus on the case N = 2 and, then, we consider a particular type of interaction (mean-
field interaction) in the general case N > 2. It is worthwhile to underline that the statistical tools
described in Section B are very general and so it is also possible to explicit the formulas for any
family of interaction matrices.

3.1. The case N = 2.
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3.1.1. Hypothesis test on I'. As the parameters v* € (0,1) and r = wu;/uz > 0 can be estimated
with high accurancy by means of a suitable regression on D} (see [5] and references therein), in
what follows we will assume them known. Therefore, we can use the reparamatrization of the

matrix I' given by the constrains

i1+ 21 =1y and Ty + Y22 =7".

and make inference on the other two parameters v; 2 and <2 (that have to be such that the
assumptions on the matrix I' are verified). If we use the parametrization ¢ = 712 + 72,1 and

= ;/-1%272 - so that ¢ rules the intensity of the whole interaction between the two processes due

to matrix I', while n (resp. (1 — 7)) denotes the percentage of this intensity due to the influence
of process 1 on process 2 (resp., of process 2 on process 1), the expressions for the elements of the
matrix I' become

* 1- 2 *
(14) 1= - (T77)7 1,2 = 1L, Y21 =(1—=n) and o2 =7" —rne,

where (by the required conditions on I')
(15)
n€(0,1) and L€.J, = (O,min G 37)} N (o, A Ty + aierm les + ooI(r:D) :

Therefore, for a two-sided test with Hy : ¢ = w9, n = 1o, where o and 79 satisfy (15), i.e.
to € Jy,, and the required condition in Assumption 1 for the second eigenvalue of I', that is

(1—n0)+r2no
v

> */2, we can use Theorem 2.1 and obtain the test statistic (see (35) from Remark 3

in the appendix, with ¢ = ", ¢ =5 =" — [(1 = m)io + rnoto] /v, g() = 7, and B, = 2% or,
equivalently B, = 35)

D}, —rDj,)?
(16) QT,nOAO M ’% X2(1) under -HO s

Dy
Df — vTD* = TrPiit=mo)Ds, _ _2[(A=m0)+nor?]
where Dt =V Dt — 7]2;+(17770) 2t7 QT,UO - T(1+T)[(10*770)0+7]0T} and
ALl o7 w (1 —mo) +mor® 1
0=g— = — .
2 r 2

It is immediate to see that the test statistic (16) has an increasing dependence on the parameter
Lo, while its behaviour with respect the parameter g is not clear. However, we can observe that it
can be rewritten as

2 (1 —no) + nor?
r(L+7) (1 —mno)+ UOrDT,t/Dik,t

where, for any value of 79, we have

AODS,t( T,t/D;,t - 7’)27

(1 - 770) + 7707"2 a.s,

— 1.
(L —=mno) +norD7 /D3
Hence, we can simplify the test statistic as
* * * d
(17) r(12+r) AoD5 (D3 /D3y — r)? < x*(1) under Hy,

where the dependence on ¢y and 7y is only in the factor Ag. Notice also that in the present
framework the two eigenvalues * and 5 are both real and so the quantity Ay represents the
distance of the ratio between the second and the leading eigenvalue from the critical value 1/2
(see condition Re(v3)/7* < 1/2 in Assumption 1). Moreover, Ag is the only quantity in the test
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statistics (17) that contains the parameters ¢y and 7. Moreover, it is neither random nor time-
dependent. The random quantity Dj(Dj,/D5, —r)*> = [,/Dj (D; /D5, — r)]* describes the

fluctuations of D7 ,/Dj, around r (note that (17) is coherent with the convergence result stated
in Theorem 2.2). Since Ay, and so the statistic (17), is increasing in ¢, we can replace the condition
t =19 in Hy by ¢ > 9. Further, the quantity Ay is increasing in 79 when r > 1 and decreasing in
1o when r < 1. Hence, the statistic (17) works well also if we replace the condition n = 7y in Hy
by n > no when r > 1 or by n < 19 when r < 1. Therefore, if we set np = 1/2, we get

1 % wl+r? 1

A:——i_
079 ¥* o y* 2r 2

and we can perform a one-sided test with one of the following two null hypotheses, according to
the value of r:

e Case r > 1: Hy: t> 19, n > 1/2 (the interaction intensity is at least ¢y and the processes
equally influence each other or the interaction is mostly due to the influence of process 1
on process 2), where ¢ satisfies (15) for some 7 in Hy, i.e. 1 € Upy>1/2Jn, and o > ’V*ﬁ;

e Caser < 1: Hy: ¢t > 19, n <1/2 (the interaction intensity is at least o and the processes
equally influence each other or the interaction is mostly due to the influence of process 2

on process 1), where ¢ satisfies (15) for some 7 in Hy, i.e. 1o € Uy<y/2Jy, and 19 > 7 lJ:rQ.

Finally, in the very special case when r = 1, the test statistic (17) does not depend on the value
of ng and it can be used for testing the intensity ¢ only. Regarding the power, following Remark 2
in the appendix, we find that, under the alternative Hy : + = 11, n = m1, with +; € J, and

Llw > ~*/2, the statistic (17) is asymptotically distributed as

A w (I=mo)+mor? 1

20 20y 7 r 2.2

Al X (1) - i(l—n1)+n1r2 1 X (1) :
v* T 2

As a consequence, the power increases as the value of ¢ decreases and it tends toward 1 as A; — 0,

that is as ¢; approaches its minimum admissible value W%* Moreover, the power increases
as 11 decreases if r > 1 or as 7y increases if r < 1. We must highlight that the term ﬁ—? is time-

invariant and this means that increasing the time ¢ does not increase the power.

3.1.2. Hypothesis test on W. As W1 =1 (i.e. w* =1 and r = 1), we have

w11 = 1-— w21 and w22 = 1— w12

)

and so we can make inference on the two parameters ws; and wi . Using the parametration

L = wy2 + wa, for the intensity of the interaction due to the matrix W, and n = % (resp.

(1 —n)) for the percentage of this intensity due to the influence of process 1 on process 2 (resp., of
process 2 on process 1), we have

(18) wip =1—(1-n), w2 = N, w1 = (1—n) and wao =1—mne,
where (by the required conditions on W)
(19) ne(0,1) and  ¢€ (0,min(1/n,1/(1—n)) C(0,2).

Then, for a two-sided test with Hy : ¢ = w9, n = no, where (19) and ¢y > 1/2 (the required
condition in Assumption 2 for the second eigenvalue of W) are satisfied, we can use Theorem 2.3
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and obtain the test statistic (see (35) from Remark 3 in the appendix, with ¢ = w* =1, r = 1,
¢5 =1—19, g(x) = 2(1 — z) and By = Ki(c)/t with ¢ an arbitrary old color)

(K14(c) = K24(0))* a4 o ander where |
B T 7 TR
and
(21) Ki(e) = v Ky(c) = noK1(c) + (1 — o) Kay(c).

Since, for any ng and 71, we have
mEe(c) + (1 —m)Kae(c) (1 —mEre(e)/t + (1 —m)Kau(0)/t) as,
Ki(c) (1= Ki(e)/t)

the choice of the value of 7y in Hy does not affect the asymptotic distribution of the test statistic.
This means that we can use the test statistic (20) with an arbitrary value of 7y in order to perform
a test on the intensity ¢. In particular, if we choose 19 = 1/2, we simply have Ky(c) = w
In addition, note that the statistic (20) is increasing in ¢y and so it works well also for a one-sided
test with condition ¢ = ¢y in Hy replaced by ¢ > 1y, where (o € (%, 2). Regarding the power, following

Remark 2 in the appendix, we find that, under the alternative Hy : ¢+ = t1, where ¢1 € (%, 2) with
11 # 1o, the statistic (20) is asymptotically distributed as

Bo oy~ 072 12y
A !
Therefore, the power is monotone decreasing in ¢1, and it tends to 1 as ¢; approaches its lower

bound 1/2. However, the term ﬁ—‘; is time-invariant and so, as before, increasing the time ¢ does

not increase the power.

3.1.3. Confidence interval for 1300((:). Fix the confidence level (1 —«) and denote by z, the quantile
of order (1 — «/2) of the standard normal distribution, that is A (0,1)(zq, +00) = /2. Assuming
t > 1/2, we can use Theorem 2.3 in order to construct a confidence interval for the random limit

P (c) associated to a given item ¢ (see the interval (36) from Remark 3 in the appendix, with
p=w"=1,r=1, g(x) =z(1 — z) and By = K¢(c)/t). Precisely, we obtain:

(22) Cllfa(ﬁw(c)) = I?t(C) + v [?t(C) <1 - m) Cn,

t t1/2 t t

with ¢, = n? + (1 —n)? and Ki(c) defined as in (21). It is interesting to notice the absence of the

dependence on the specific value of «. On the other hand, while the dependence of K(c) on 7 is

m K1)/ %"((t;ﬂl)KZt(C)/ %31, the presence of the quantity ¢y implies that
t

we need to know the value of the parameter 1. However, ¢, is always smaller than 1 for n € (0,1)

not important, because

and hence, if we do not know the value of 1, we can use INQ(C) with n = 1/2, so that we have
Ki(c) = w, and take the largest interval obtained from (22) with ¢, replaced by 1.

As an example, we have simulated S = 200 independent pair of innovation processes with I" and
W defined with r = 0.75, v* = 0.75, 7 = 1/2, «r = 1 and ¢jy = 1.25 and then, for any simulation,
we have constructed the confidence intervals (22) of level (1 — o) = 95% computed at time-step
t = 103 associated to the item ¢ with highest (K;1(c) + K¢ 2(c)) (recall that the interval has the
same expression for any given item c¢). In Figure 1 we can see these S = 200 confidence intervals
(sorted according to the value of K;1(c) + K¢2(c)) and the estimates of the corresponding Pa(c)

Kt“’l(cgz;m‘”’z(c) at time-step ¢, = 10°. The empirical coverage is represented by the

computed as
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0.6

0.4

0.24

0 50 100 150 200
t P,(c) inside the CI } P, (c) outside the CI

FIGURE 1. Confidence interval (see (22)) for the random variable P (c) at time-
step t = 10% and related to item ¢ with highest 1" K;(c) in the case N = 2, T defined
as in (14) with » = 0.75, v* = 0.75, n = 1/2 and «p = 1, and W defined as in (18)
with n = 1/2 and « = 1.25. Number of simulations S = 200 (sorted according
to the value of 1TK,(c)). The crosses represent the value of Ps(c) estimated by
1TK;_(c)/(Nts) at time-step to, = 10°.

proportion of times the estimates of Py (¢) belong to the corresponing confidence interval, and in
this simulation this is equal to 0.955, which is very close to the nominal value of 0.95.

3.2. Mean-field interaction for N > 2.

3.2.1. Hypothesis test on I'. Suppose that I' is of the form
(23) Vih =@ (/N +0;n(1—1)) ¢, €(0,1].

Note that the leading eigenvalue v* coincides with ¢ and so, since v* can be estimated with hight
accurancy by a suitable regression on D} (see [5] and references therein), we can assume that the
parameter ¢ is known and we can make inference only on the parameter ¢ that rules the intensity
of the interaction. For a two-sided test with Hy : ¢ = 19, where 19 < 1 and 19 > 1/2 (the required
condition in Assumption 1 for the second eigenvalue of I'), we can use Theorem 2.1 and obtain the
test statistic (see (38) from Remark 4 in the appendix, with ¢ = v*, ¢35 = v*(1 —19), g(z) = x, and

B; = % or, equivalently B; = ?i)
~ 112
D} — D1 1 (1 — 1
(24) 2AOM 4 x*(N —1) under Hy, where A== — L*LO) =10— =
Dy 2 v 2

~ T1y*
and Df = v D} = L ]\],3 t. Note that this statistic is increasing in ¢ and so it works well also for the
one-sided test with Hy : ¢ > 1o, where ¢y € (1/2,1]. Regarding the power, following Remark 2 in the
appendix, we observe that, under the alternative Hy : ¢ = ¢1, with ¢; € (1/2,1], the statistics (24)
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is asymptotically distributed as

1
W3 2
N-1)= N —1).
21><( ) Ll_%x( )

Therefore, the power is monotone decreasing in ¢1, and it tends to 1 as ¢; approaches its lower bound
1/2. Moreover, as before, increasing the time ¢ does not increase the power. We also highlight that
the term ﬁ—‘f does not depend on N and so increasing the number of innovations processes would

not increase the power either.

3.2.2. Hypothesis test on W. Suppose that W is of the form
(25) Wjp = L/N + 5j,h(1 — L) L€ (0, 1] .

For a two-sided test with Hy : ¢ = 1o, where o < 1 and ¢y > 1/2 (the required condition
in Assumption 2 for the second eigenvalue of W), we can use Theorem 2.3 and obtain the test
statistic (see (38) from Remark 4 in the appendix, with ¢ = w* =1, ¢5 = w*(1 — 1) = (1 — ¢0),
g(x) = z(1 —z), and B; = Ky(c)/t)

IK:(e) — Ke(e)1))? d 1 1

(26) 2A0= = X“(N —1) under Hy, where Ag==—(1—=19)=10— =,
Ki(e)(1 = Ki(c) /1) 2 2
¢ is an arbitrary observed item and I?t(c) = v Ki(c) = % This statistic is increasing in ¢

and so it works well also for the one-sided test with Hp : ¢ > 1o, where ¢y € (1/2,1]. Regarding the
power, following Remark 2 in the appendix, we observe that, under the alternative Hy : ¢ = ¢1, with
11 € (1/2,1], the statistics (26) is asymptotically distributed exactly as the previous statistics (24)
and so the same considerations on the power of the test hold true.

3.2.3. Confidence interval for Ps(c). Fix the confidence level (1 —a) and denote by z, the quantile
of order (1 — /2) of the standard normal distribution, that is A (0,1)(24, +00) = a/2. Assuming
¢ € (1/2,1], we can use Theorem 2.3 in order to construct a confidence interval for the random

limit Py (c) associated to a given item ¢ (see the interval (37) from Remark 4 in the appendix, with
p=w*=1, g(x) =2(1 —x) and B; = Ky(c)/t). Precisely, we obtain:

(27) Ohn(Pu(e)) = KO | 2o | K0 (1_ fft(C)> 1

t t1/2 t t N’

~ T
where K;(c) = v Ki(c) = %t(c) Note that this interval does not depend on the value of the
parameter ¢.

As an example, we have simulated S = 200 independent triplets of innovation processes with I
and W of the mean-field type defined with N = 3, v* = 0.75, «v = vy = 0.8, and we show the
confidence intervals (27) of level (1 — a) = 95% at time-step t = 103, associated to the item ¢ with
highest 1TK;(c) (see Figure 2). In this case, the empirical coverage is equal to 0.970, which is
again very close to the nominal value 0.95.

4. APPLICATIONS

In this section we apply the proposed inferential methodology on the two real data sets, already
considered in [5], to test the minimum level of interaction presented by the matrices I' and W in
these specific contexts. In particular, the first one is taken from the social content aggregation
website Reddit, collected, elaborated and made freely available on the web by the authors of [25]
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0.3 aallat”

0.2

0.14

0 50 100 150 200
t P,(c) inside the CI } P, (c) outside the CI

FIGURE 2. Confidence interval (see (27)) for the random variable P (c) at time-
step t = 10% and related to item ¢ with highest 1" K;(c) in the case N = 3, T defined
as in (23) with ¢ = 0.75 and ¢ = 0.8, and W defined as in (25) with ¢y = 0.8.
Number of simulations S = 200 (sorted according to the value of 1TK;(c)). The
crosses represent the value of Pa(c) estimated by 1TK;_(c)/(Nts) at time-step
too = 10°.

(see https : //github.com/corradomonti/demographic—homophily), while the second one is down-
loaded from the on-line library Project Gutenberg, which is a collection of public domain books
(see https : / Jwww.gutenberg.org).

4.1. Reddit data set. This data set consists of a collection of news, and comments associated
to each news, for the period 2016 — 2020, downloaded from the r/news community on the website
Reddit [25]. Each news is associated with the author who posted it. Moreover, the data set contains
the specific topic the news belongs to and, to each comment is also assigned a measurement of the
sentiment, expressed as a real value in (—1,1). We consider only the comments to news belonging
to the topic ”Politics“. Moreover, we categorize the sentiment variable: precisely, we define it as
?positive“ if the provided sentiment value was larger than +0.35 and ”negative“ if the provided
sentiment value was lower than —0.35. (We remove any comment with an original sentiment value
that lies within (—0.35,+0.35).) We finally take a data set of 2602173 comments for each of the
two categories. Hence, we consider two innovation processes: one related to the authors who receive
at least one comment with negative sentiment for the news they post and the similar one referred
to the comments with positive sentiment. A first analysis of this data set can be found in [5],
where we illustrate that these two sequences exhibit empirical behaviours that are in accordance
with those predicted by Theorems 1.1 and 1.2, and we provide the estimates v* = 0.781 and
r = 1070727 = 0.187. We here continue the study performing the two hypothesis tests on I" and W
described in Subsection 3.1. More precisely, we consider the two one-sided tests:

Hrp: 1>, n<1/2 and Hwyo: ¢ > wwp,
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where 1o must be selected in the interval (0.141, 0.291] and tyyo must be selected in the interval
(%, 2). The p-values associated to the null hypothesis Hr o and Hyy, for different values of ¢p g and
Lw,0, respectively, are collected in Table 1. In order to better describe the empirical distribution of
the p-values for testing W, instead of taking a single item ¢, we take the 100 items ¢ with highest
(K¢1(c)+ Ky 2(c)), and report in Table 1 the summary statistics of this sample (i.e. the quantiles of
order 50%, 75% and 95%). We can see that, considering a test on I" performed at level a = 0.05, we
can reject the null hypothesis with (o = 0.21, but we cannot reject it for tr o = 0.18. Regarding
the test on W instead, we observe that the proportion of items ¢ providing a p—value that let us
reject the null hypothesis that the interaction intensity ty is higher than tyg is from 75% to 95%
for ty0 < 1.25, while is even higher than 95% or typ = 1.50.

tro  p-value | wwpo p-value:  gso%, 9r5%, 995%

0.15 0.384 | 0.60 <0.001, 0.007, 0.486
0.18 0.064 | 0.80 <0.001, <0.001, 0.229
021  0.014 | 1.00 <0.001, <0.001, 0.121
0.24 0.003 |1.25 <0.001, <0.001, 0.058
0.27 0.001 |1.50 <0.001, <0.001, 0.029

TABLE 1. p-values associated to the hypothesis tests described in Subsection 3.1
with Hpg : o0 > tro, n < 1/2 and Hywp : tw > twp, respectively. The table also
contains the summary statistics related to the sample of the 100 items ¢ with highest
(Ktyl(c) + Kt’Q(C)).

4.2. Gutenberg data set. This data set comes from the on-line library Project Gutenberg and it is
related to seven books written in English and belonging to two particular literary genres: ” Western “
and ”History “. Precisely, it consists of 476 948 words for both genres. The two sequences of words
are the innovation processes object of the study. Therefore, each word is new or old for a specific
literary genre if, respectively, it has or has not already been used within that genre. Analogously,
each word is new or old for the entire system if, respectively, it has or has not already been used
within any considered genre. A first analysis of also this data set can be found in [5], where we
show that the behaviors of these two sequences predicted by Theorems 1.1 and 1.2 match with
the observed ones, and we provide the estimates v* = 0.466 and r = 107923 = (0.578. We here
continue the study performing the two hypothesis tests on I' and W described in Subsection 3.1.
More precisely, we consider the two one-sided tests:

Hro: t>1,n<1/2 and Hwo: ¢ >,

where (r o must be selected in the interval (0.202, 0.539] and ty,0 must be selected in the interval
(%, 2). The p-values associated to the null hypothesis Hr o and Hy, for different values of ir
and 0, respectively, are collected in Table 2. Moreover, we take the 100 items ¢ with highest
(Kt1(c) + Ki2(c)) and report in the table the empirical quantiles of the corresponding sample
of p-values. We can observe that, considering a test on I' performed at level a = 0.05, we can
never reject the null hypothesis. Regarding the test on W instead, we observe that the proportion
of items ¢ providing a p-value that let us reject the null hypothesis that the interaction intensity
uw is higher than vy is from 50% to 75% for tyyo = 0.60, while is from 75% to 95% for ¢y, > 0.80.



18 G. ALETTI, I. CRIMALDI, AND A. GHIGLIETTI

trpo  p-value |ty p-value:  gsou, 9r5%, 995%
0.21 0.034 | 0.60 0.010, 0.209, 0.823
0.24 <0.001 | 0.80 <0.001, 0.030, 0.699
0.27 <0.001 | 1.00 <0.001, 0.005, 0.618
0.30 <0.001 | 1.25 <0.001, 0.001, 0.541
0.40 <0.001 | 1.50 <0.001, <0.001, 0.480

TABLE 2. p-values associated to the hypothesis tests described in Subsection 3.1
with Hro : tr > trp, 1 < 1/2 and Hwp : tw > tw, respectively. The table also
contains the summary statistics related to the sample of the 100 items ¢ with highest
(Kt,l(c) + an(c)).

APPENDIX A. GENERAL RESULTS

Consider two multi-dimensional real stochastic processes (A, B;):, adapted to a filtration (F)y,
with the following joint dynamics:

1 1
Ay =A— ——(¢"T—2")A, + m‘PTAMtH +Rati1

. 1
Biy1 =B — (¢0"By — Ay) + mAMtH +Rpi+1,

t+1
where Ag and By are integrable and

(i) ®' is a non-negative irreducible matrix with leading eigenvalue 0 < ¢* < 1;
(i) Rags1 = Ot 01 and R = Ot~ )1 for some 3 > %;
(iii) AMpq = Ot 7¢")1 and =9I E[AM 1AM/, | |F] “3 £ with Eo a positive semidef-
inite symmetric random matrix.

Let u and v be the right and the left eigenvectors of ®' associated to ¢* and such that v'1 =
1 and v'u = 1. (Recall that the components of these vectors are all striclty positive according
to the Frobenius-Perron theory)

Let A; = vT A; and get its dynamics by multypling v' to the dynamics of A; as follows:
~ ~ 1,
Apy1 = Ay + m¢ VTAMtH + VTRA7t+1-

Define
1

(29) ;&t = At - ./z{tll = (I - UVT)At and ﬁt = Bt — ¢*

gtu.

Theorem A.1. (CLT for (A;) when N >1)
In addition to assumptions (i), (ii) and (ii), also assume:

(iv) A a:5:/inmean As € (0,400), where Ao is a strictly positive random variable.
Then, we have
1924, — Ae) T N (0, 6"V Soev) -

Moreover, the above convergence is in the sense of the almost sure conditional convergence with
respect to the filtration (Fy).
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Proof. Set M, = Zn 1 LyTAM,, and Ry ++1 = V'R q1. Therefore, we have

AR A o R §
n=0

¢
=¢* Z 7V TAM,, 1 + Z ISLA,nH

n=0

— ¢*Mt+l + Z EA,TH—I .
n=0

a.s. /znmean v

M for

a.s. /zn mean

Since A, Ay and > >0 Rani1 = > >0 O(1/n'*P) < 400 then M;

a certain integrable random variable M. Moreover, we have
(i) =Y (1)

= t¢ /Z(b*(Mt - Moo) + t¢*/2 Z JA:L;A,n—i-l
n>t
= 729" (My — Myo) +177/2 ) " 0(1/n'*F)
n>t
= 197 2¢* (M, — M) + t220(1/t%)
where 8 — ¢*/2 > 0. Summing up it is enough to prove the convergence of t¢*/2(]\>[t — ]\Zfoo) For
this purpose, we want to apply Theorem D.1. Let us consider, for each ¢ the filtration (F; ), and
the process (L), defined by
Fio=Fi1 = Fi, Lio=Lin1 =0
and, for k > 2,
Fir = Fryr—1, Ly =t° P2(My — Myygo1)-
The process (Ly )y is a martingale w.r.t. (F; ), which converges (for & — +00) a.s. and in mean to
the random variable L; oo = 19" /2 (Mt—Moo). In addition, the increment Y; ,, = L¢ ,,— Ly p—1 is equal

to zero for n = 1 and, for n > 2, it coincides with a random variable of the form ¢*"/ 2(]\Zk — Mk+1)
with k > t. Therefore, we have

S OV2, =t (My — Myiq)?

n>1 k>t
- 1
=1y (VT AM )
2
= (k+1)
o ke —(1-¢*) (T 2 as T *
k>t

where the almost sure convergence follows by applying [11, Lemma 4.1] and by the fact that
k9 B(vTAM )2 F) = b~y TE[AM,  AM] L | Flv 25 v v,
Finally, we have

|VTAMk+1\

— 0,
(k+1)

sup |Yi,n| =t/ sup | My, — My41| < sup k%72
n>1 k>t k>t
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because AMy,, 1 = O((k+1)~%") by assumption (44i) and so k¢*/2%+1’§“‘ = O(k=%"/?). Hence,

the thesis follows by Theorem D.1. ([l

Theorem A.2. (Convergence result for (Ay, By) when N =1)
Under the assumptions (i) and (ii), we have

~ 1

A =0 and By = By — %At 2 o(t
Proof. First, whenA N =1 it is immediate to see jt = A; and hence A\t :~At — jt =0 for any ¢t > 1.
The dynamics of B; can be obtained by subtracting the dynamics of ¢—1*At = %At to the dynamics
of B; as follows:

¢*
Tz

).

~ I PSS R 1 1~ -
Biy1 = By — m(qﬁ B+ ¢ EAt — Ay) + mAMtH - E(At—i-l —Ai) + RBjty

from which we can derive

~ ~ 1 ~ 1 1 1 1
Bii=B— ——(6"B) + ——AMypq — — [ ——¢*AM, Rpis1 — —R
11 = DBy t+1(¢ t) + 1M — 3 <t+1¢ t+1> + B = S Ras

that is

5 _(1_ 2 \» —(148)
Bt+1<1 i1 Bt—i-O(t ).

Then, since ), % = +4ooand ), O(f(Hm) < 400, we can apply Lemma D.2 to obtain Et %0.
Moreover, if we multiply the previous dynamics of B, by (t+ 1)% and we use the relation (%)% —

(1+ %)% =1+ %/12 + O(1/t2), we get the following dynamics for the process B = t By:

S _ _ ¢* ¢*/2 ~. ,(1+,3)
- (120 (14 £2) 81+ 0000,

which is equivalent to

Dx ¢*/2 D* —(l—l—ﬂ—ﬁ)
Bt+1_<1 ) Bi o ).

Therefore, since ), O(t_(Hﬁ -%) ) < 400 because 8 > % by assumption, we can apply Lemma

5 . Dy a.s. . 5 a.s. _e
D.2 also to the sequence B} to obtain B} “3 0, i.e. By 2 o(t™ 7). O

Theorem A.3. (CLT for (Ay,B;) when N >2)
In addition to assumptions (i), (ii) and (iii), let ¢35 be the second eigenvalue of ® with highest real
part, i.e. ¢35 € Sp(®)\ {¢*} such that Re(¢ps) = max{Re(¢): ¢ € Sp(P) \ {¢*} and assume
(v) Re(¢3)/¢" <1/2.
Then, we have

~

19 12(Ay, By) % N (0, Moo)

MY M Usiut usBuT
(30) Mo = MB 3 ) =\ psByT psByT)
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where, denoting by ¢; the eigenvalues of ® different from ¢*, we have for j =2,..., N

[‘Sié]h,j = (%(V;Eoovh);
J
1

[S%)hi = m(v}ﬁmvh),

(ST, = M(V;Eoovh)-
J

Proof. We split the proofs in some steps.

Step 1 (Dynamics of 0, = (Ay, By)).
Firstly, we recall that the matrix ® ' can be decomposed as
" =¢*uv' +UDV',
where D is the diagonal matrix whose elements are the eigenvalues of ® (i.e. of ®') different

from ¢* and U and V denote the matrices whose columns are the left (right) and the right (left)
eigenvectors of ® (of ® ', respectively) associated to these eigenvalues, so that we have

(31) VTu:UTV:(), VTU:UTV:I’ I:uvT+UVT‘

Then, we have Kt = UV TA; and the dynamics of _/A&t can be obtained by multypling by UV T the
dynamics of A, as follows:

. - 1 ~ 1
A=A — mU(w* —~DWTA, + H—lUDVTAMtH +UV R 41

The dynamics of f’)t can be obtained by subtracting the dynamics of #gf/u to the dynamics of By

as follows:
_ _ 1 n 1 1 1~ -
Bii1=Bi— ——(¢"Bi +¢" - Aju— Ay — Ayu) + ——AMy 11 — —u(Ag1 — A) + Rpy,

t+1 e t+1 P
from which we can derive
P VP 1 1
Biy1 =B — m@ B —A;) + m(—r —uv)AMi1 + Rpg1 — EUVTRA,tH .
Then the dynamics of 1, = (A4, B;) can be expressed as
1 1
M1 — e = m@’?t + mRAMn,tH +Ryit1,
where?
_(U{¢*-D)WVT 0O _ (AM _(UDVT O
Q - ( —UVT Iqb* ) A]‘v‘["’l,tJrl - AMt+1 ) R = O UVT :
Now, let us define the (2N) x (2N — 1) matrices
vl o0
Uz(%v g 8), and VnT: or v’ ],
o v’

so that VnT Uy =1 and
+ (UVT 0
UnV77 = ( of 1)

3The symbol O denotes the null matrix.
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Then, defining the (2N — 1) x (2N — 1) matrices

I¢*—D 0 0 D 0 0
Sg = o’ ¢ 0" |, and Sr=[(0"T 0 oT],
I 0 I¢* 0 0 I

we have that Q) = UnSQVnT and R = U,S RVnT- Then, from the above relations on Uy, and V,,T we
get UnVnTnt = 1, and so multypling the dynamics of n, by U,,Vn—r we finally get

1 1
nt+1 — mUn (I — HlSQ) V,r, T]t + RAM"T t+1 + Rn7t+1

Step 2 (Ezplicit expression for n, = (Ay, By)).
Denoting the eigenvalues of ® T different from ¢* by ¢j for j = 2,..., N, let us set a; = ¢* — ¢;.
Recall that Re(a;) > 0 since ¢* is the leading eigenvalue and so Re(¢;) < ¢*. Then, we can write

t
M1 = Cimg Mg + Z k Ck+1,tRAMn,k+1 + Z Crt1,: R 41

k=mg k=mo
t

= Cing,tMmy + Z Tirr1+ Pey1s

k:mo
where
Ck+1,t = UnAk—f—l,tVT;r, and
1
. Akitlt 0 0
1
Apirs = Hm=k+1 (I — m—_HSQ> = 0 aii_u 0 k=mg,...,t—1
, 33
A%}i—l t 0 Ak+1 t
I k=t.

Notice that the blocks Ali_lt, A%}H’t and Aiiu are all diagonal (N — 1) x (N — 1) matrices.
Moreover, setting for any z € C, ppo_1(x) = 1 and pg(z) = [ ( ) for k > mg and

m=mg
Fk+1,tf£(())f0rmo—1<k<t—1 from [3, Lemma A.5] we get

(A1 dii = Frraalay)
(AP i = aias = Frria(8Y)
F ) — F) i
B k1,6 () f+1:t(¢ ) for a; # ¢* jie. ¢; #0
[ASI ] P — a ¢
kHLEDT T

;f Fry14(6") In <k> +0 < ) for o = ¢* Jie. ¢j = 0.

Step 3 (Study of the terms Cig tMp, ond pt+1)
We will prove that ¢ = 5 \Cmo M| &3 0and 'z 5 |pr1| © 0. To this end, first notice that O(|Cy114]) =
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O(|Ak41+|) and, setting a3 = ¢* — Re(¢3), we have (see [2, Lemma A.4])

e =0 (i) +© ()~ G () +0 (0)
o) o)) o () () 0
~o(() o () we)

:O(<Iz>(¢*_ e(%)) +O((I:>¢*ln(t)> for k =mg,...,t —1

and simply |A¢y1,¢| = O(1) for k =t + 1. Therefore, since assumption (v), we have

o 1\ /2-Re(65) N\ 972 .
t7|0m0,t77m0’ = <t> + <t> hl(t) —0.

Moreover, recalling that Ry, 41 = O(t~1+#)1 for some > 2° we have

t

& d;
E2 |ppa| =1t Z Crr1,t R k1
k=mg
t—1 aX t—1 q§*
@* kN7 1 k 1 .
5 il ad ¢ /2 1+8
=t70( > <t> T > <t> In(t) g | +10/2001/t17)
k=mg k=mgo
. = ln() t—1 )
e az—1-p ¢*—1-p 1+B8—0"/2
=70 t%Zk +—> >k + 01/t )
k=mg k=mg
o 1 In(¢) .

which tends to zero because 3 > %

Step 4 (Study of the “delta-martingale” term).
We want to apply Theorem D.3. Therefore we have to check conditions (1) and (2) in Theorem D.3.
Since the relation VnTU,, = I implies VnTR =S RV,?T, we have that

t t
ﬁ ﬁ *
YT Toe) (2 Tyyy) =17 > Uit 1) =5 Ot RAM k1AM R TGy
k=mg k=myg

t
Z kz+1 s Ap1,Vy) RAM 1AM, RIVAAL | Uy

t
=Uy [t > k+ 2 5 Ap10SRV,) AMy 1AM, Vo SrRAL | Uy -
k=myg
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Therefore, omitting the last term of the sum because |A+1,¢| = O(1) and , by assumption (ii7), we
have (t97/(t + 1)2)|AM; 1| = O(t¢"~21=¢") = O(t~!) — 0, it is enough to study the convergence
of

t—1

. 1
(32) Y WAHUSRVJAM,,JCHAM;,C 1 VnSRAL 1,
k=mg
To this purpose, setting By, j41 = VUTAMT,,/CHAM;,CHV,,, By = VTAM;{HAM;_IV, b1 =

VTAM;{HAM,L_IV and by = VTAMk+1AMlI+1V, we observe that

Bigt1 bry1 Brta

By ki1 = b;-l br41 bgﬂ

Bi+1 brt1 Bita
Since in By, 41 the first and the third row and column of blocks are the same, the matrix (Ay41,:SR)
can be replaced by a diagonal matrix, with the following diagonal blocks: A/,lC 1t = A}Cﬁ_LtD,

AjL =4 D+ AP, and af, , = 0. Hence, the above expression (32) can be rewritten as
1 1 1 3
it 1 AppriBratApy 00 Appy Br A,
DD or 0 o'
3 1 3 3
k=mo App1Brr1Apiny 0 Apyy  BrAig

The elements of A,}/, 41 and A% 41, in the above matrix can be rewritten in terms of Fj1(-) as
[Apirdis = (0" = aj)Fryra(ag) = ¢ Fry1a(aj)
| Frraileg)  for aj # 6%, de. ¢ #0
Fri14(¢%) for a; = ¢, ie. ¢; =0.

Hence, the almost sure convergences of all the elements can be obtained by [4, Lemma A.3] together
with [11, Lemma 4.1]). Indeed, we have

t= BB | F] =t VT E[AM AM L | RV = VIS,V

[Azﬂ,t]jj

and so, for complex numbers z, y such that Re(z +y) — ¢* > 0 (recall that, by assumption (v), we
have Re(z +y) — ¢* > ¢* — 2Re(¢5) > 0), by the above quoted lemmas, we have

t—1

* 1 * 1
A4 —_ ( k+1)"0-9)p )F F - VIE V.
Zﬂ;a T (k+1) k1 ) Pl ¢(2) Fiog1,6(y) Ty o T
Hence, recalling that o; = ¢* — ¢;, we find
t—1
. 1 Pion

t® ——[AL |, Bpi1 As s [SY), = — (v]S
k;@ (/<:+1)2{ b1t Brr g = 1Sl = y —g, (Vi Zoovi),

" § 71 3 [Aiﬂ tBkHAzH t]h,j — [ng]h,j = ;(V;Eo@vh),
k=mo (k+1) ’ ’ ¢* — ¢j — dn

®* - 1 1 3 13 ] T

¢ Z (k+1)2 [Ak-i'l,tBk“‘lAk—i-l,t]h,j - [Soo]h,j = m(vj YooVh).
k=mg

Therefore condition (1) of Theorem D.3 is satisfied with the matrix M, defined in (30).
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Regarding condition (2) of Theorem D.3, we observe that, by assumption (iii), we have

1 *
Tt pt1] = O <k_|_1Ak+1,t||AMn,k+1|> =0 <|Ak+1,t|(k +1)7° )

(9"~ Re(@3) R
=0k <t> +0 |k (t) In(t) for k =mg,...,t —1

and [T¢s1| = O <t4%1\14t+1,t

sup
mo<k<n

AMn,tH\) = O(t=%") for k = t. Hence, for any u, we have

2u t—1
t¢*/2Tt,k‘+1‘> S t¢*u Z |Tt,k‘+1|2u+t¢*u|Tt,t+l‘2u

k=myg

t—1
(ax e(d*Nu _ e(dX\u ln t 2u *u
— O | t7(¢"—2Re(93)) Z L —2Re(93) +0 <t¢£u)_l> + O(l/t¢ )

k=myg

(A% * * 1n(t)2“
_ (p*—2Re(¢3))u 11—2Re(P3)u
—O<t 5)u ¢ 5 >+O<t¢*“1>

oy In(#)%v In(t)2 .
:O(l/t¢ 1)+O<t¢£u)1>:0<t¢£u)l)—>0 for u > 1/¢*,

. 1
which, in particular, implies (sup,,,<x<¢ [t P2y i ]) L5 0 for any u > 1/¢*. As a consequence,
condition (2) of Theorem D.3 holds true.

By Theorem D.3, we can finally conclude that t¢"/2 Zizzmo T x+1 converges stably to the Gauss-
ian kernel N (0, M). O

Theorem A.4. When N =1, under assumptions (i), (ii), (#ii) and (iv), we have

/2 (A= As  stably "B Do >>

When N > 2, under assumptions (i), (ii), (iii), (iv) and (v), we have

* T T
o2 [ At —~Aoou stably T o*uu uu
t (Bt B Am/(p*u) — N O,V EOOV uuT uuT/<j)* + Moo 5

where Mo is given in (30).
Proof. When N =1, we simply have (A, B;) = (Ay, At/ ¢* +0(t=9"/2)) and so the statement follows
from the clt for A;. When N > 2, we have

t9/2(Ay — Asou, By — Aoy /6" u)

=19 2((A — A)u+ Ay, (A — Ax) /6" u + By)

= 17"/2(A; — As)(u,u/6") + 177 /2 (A4, By).
The first term converges in the sense of the almost sure conditional convergence toward the Gaussian
kernel with mean 0 and covariance matrix

wi o T T
VTS (qﬁu';; ) ¢*> .

The second term converges stably toward the Gaussian kernel N'(0, M,). By Lemma D.4, we can
combine the two convergences and obtain the desidered convergence. ([
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As an immediate corollary, we can get the central limit theorem for B, = v B, when N > 2.

Corollary A.5. (CLT for (B;) when N >2)
When N > 2, under assumptions (i), (i), (i), (iv) and (v), we have

19 12(By — Ao Jo*) M N (0 ,VTZoov/gb*) .

Proof. Setting B, =v B, and using the relations v u =1 and v'U = 0 in Theorem A.4, we find
the desidered convergence. O

We can also derive the following result that consists in a CLT for a normalized version of (A, By).

Corollary A.6. (CLT for (A¢/(x"A;),B;/(x'B;)) when N >2)

Under assumptions (i), (ii), (iii), (iv) and (v), for any given vector with x'u # 0, we have
t¢*/2 <At/(XTAt) - u/(XTu)) sta_bl}yN 0 1 _ ( QXM})})QI ¢*QXM£QI >
B./(x"By) — u/(x"u) AL \FQMEQT (6°QeMB0T) |

where Qx = I —ux'/(x"u) and the matrices ML, M3, M33 are defined in (30). In particular,
for x = v we have

* A /ﬁ — u\ stably 1 MH ¢*M13
10"/ (2] L YN [0, — > <. )]
(Bt/Bt —u N Az \ oML (67)°ME
Remark 1. Note that, by (29) and (31), we have A, = A, — Aqu = UVTA, and, similarly,
B; — Byu = UV 'By;. Therefore, the processes in the above result in the case x = v coincide,
up to multiplicative (random) factors, with the processes UV T A; and UV "B; (note also that we

have Qv = I —uv' /(v'u) = UV by (31)). These processes will play a fundamental role in the
following section dedicated to the statistical tools.

Proof. The result follows from the CLT of Theorem A.4 once we note that

wj2 (Ad/(xT Ay) —u/(x"u)
o (Bt/(xTBt) - u/(xTu)>

(R ) ()

_ 7)2 (x"Ay)'Qx 0 Ay
0 (XTBt)_le B,

_ 49"/ ((XTAt)_le 0 ) < A, —~ﬁoou )
0 (XTBt)ile B: — AOO/(Z)*U .

Indeed, we have Qxuu' = 0 and so

TA -1 w00 T T TA V-1 T
((x AB) Qx (xTBtO)_le) (VTEOOV (qbul;g ull:?/w) N M@) ((x AB) Qx (xTBg—lQX> _
((XTAt)_le 0 ) M ((XTAt)_lQI 0 >

0 (x"B)7'Qx) 0 (x"By) "' Qx

1 QxMEQy  ¢* QMBQy
(xTu)2A2, (cb*QxMéiQI (¢>*)2QXM§’§’QI> '

The result for x = v simply follows by the fact that, since (31), we have the equalities Qx = Qv =
(I—uv'/(vTu))=UVT and so UV MLVUT = M. O
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APPENDIX B. STATISTICAL TOOLS

In this section we present some statistical tools, based on Theorem A.4, to provide an interval
estimation of the random limit A, and an hypothesis test on the structure of the matrix ®. To this
end, we need to assume that the asymptotic conditional covariance matrix ., of the martingale
vector AM; satisfies the following assumption:

Assumption 3. Assume the matriz Yoo can be factorized as

Yoo = Q(Aoo)zdet )

with g being a continuous function and Xget a deterministic matriz determined by the eigen-structure
of ®.

We will provide statistical tools based on the process (A;) or on the process (B;) so that the
suitable tool can be selected in the pratical applications when only one of the two processes is
observable.

B.1. Confidence intervals for the random limit A, based on (A¢). First of all, we can
observe that by means of the central limit theorem for the stochastic process ﬁt = v A, described
in Theorem A.l, it is possible to construct an asymptotic confidence interval for its limit Zoo.
Specifically, an asymptotic confidence interval for goo with approximate level (1—«) is the following:

CIl—oc(Aoo) = < At — W\/Q(At)¢*szdetv ; At + W\/Q(At)¢*v—r2detv > s

where z,, is such that N'(0,1)(z4, +00) = «/2. Note that the term g(As) in the confidence interval
has been replaced by its strongly consistent estimator g(A;).

B.2. Confidence intervals for the random limit A, based on (B,;). We here construct

an asymptotic confidence interval for Ao based on the process (By);. First notice that using
Theorem A.4 we can obtain for N = 1

~ " Zo
CIlfa(Aoo) = d) Bt + W\/g(gb*Bt)QS*Zdeta

where g(¢*By) represents a consistent estimator of g(As) and z, is such that N(0,1)(2q, +0) =
a/2.

When N > 2, it is required the knowledge of Re(¢3). Indeed, when Re(¢3)/¢* < 1/2, setting
By = v B, and using Corollary A.5, we obtain

Zo

CIlfa(Avoo) = ¢*§t + t¢*/2\/g(¢*§t)¢*VTZdetV,

where z, is such that NV (0, 1)(zq, +00) = /2.

B.3. Hypothesis tests on the matrix ® based on (A;). We now focus on the case N > 2 and
the inferential problem of testing the null hypothesis Hy : & = &g, using the multi-dimensional
stochastic process (Ay);. Since the distribution of EOO should be unknown in practice, we propose a
test statistics whose limit does not involve goo. First, we need to introduce some notation. Let us

define the matrix M}i,lat as the matrix M}l defined in Theorem A.3 with X, replaced by ¥z, i.e.

ML = g(ﬁoo)/\/l}lét. Then, notice that the matrix MJ!, has rank (N — 1) and it admits a spectral
decomposition as follows: MLl = OUDI(OM) T where D! is the diagonal matrix of dimension
(N — 1) containing the eigenvalues of MJLl different from 0 and O is the N x (N — 1) matrix
whose columns form an orthonormal basis of I m(Mcllit) of corresponding eigenvectors. Then, we set
L' = (D'1)~1/2 (diagonal matrix of dimension (N — 1)) and take the product L™(O')T (matrix
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of dimension (N — 1) x N). Fixed the matrix assumed under Hy, i.e. ®g, we can compute for it
the eigenvectors u and v, the eigenvectors contained in the matrices U and V and the matrices
L' and O defined above. Hence, we can obtain under Hj the real process At =v' A; and the
multi-dimensional process At = A; — Atu = UVT A,. Then, from Theorem A.3 we have that,
under Hy and the assumption Re(¢3)/¢* < 1/2,

(33) T, =t2g(A) V2L O T UVT A, =9 2(A) 2L 0N T A, A N (0, Iy_1)

(in the above formulas the matrices L'! and O'! are related to M}!, computed under Hy and so
for ®g). Hence, under Hy, the test statistics || T;||? is asymptotically chi-squared distributed with
(N — 1) degrees of freedom. This result lets us construct an asymptotic critical region for testing
any Pg.

Remark 2. (Power)

The performance in terms of power of this inferential procedure is strongly related to the matrix ®;
considered under the alternative hypothesis Hi. For instance, the leading eigenvalue of ® under Hy
may not be equal to the one under H; and so the test statistics may go to infinity with ¢ at different
rates under Hy or H;. Moreover, the leading right eigenvector vg computed under H(] ® = &y may
not be equal to the leading right eigenvector v; of ®; and so it is p0581b1e that (v, At) # (v Ay).
In that case, we would have, under H, that A; <% A u; but (v{ At) 2% (va ul)AOO and hence,
since we use A; = vJ A; in the test statistics, we can be sure that g(Ay) L5 g(As) remains valid
under H; only if (V(—)r u;) = 1. This condition is guaranteed in a framework where the leading left
eigenvector u of ® is known in advanced (e.g. under the popular balance condition ®'1 = 1)
and so in that case we would always have uy = u; = u. Analogously, the columns of U; and V;
computed under H; : & = ®; may not be equal to the corresponding Uy and Vj derived under
Hy: & = &qg. However, if we assume VOTul = 0 (that is automatically true when ug = u;) we can
be sure that, under Hq, we have UOVOTAt = UOVOTKt, since

UoVy Ay = UV, (Ay — Apuy) = UpVy' A,

In summary, whenever uy = u; we have under H; that T; is still asymptotically normally dis-
tributed with covariance matrix L'*(O)TUVTMELVUTON (LM T, where MLl is referred to
the eigen-structure of ®;, while L' (O'"")TUV T is referred to ®;. Consequently, the distance
between the identity matrix I and the matrix L' (OM)TUVTMELVUTON(LM)T describes the
relation between the asymptotic distribution of ||T;||> under Hy and the one under Hi, which
determines the power of the test. For instance, note that E[|T¢||?] = (N — 1) under Hy, while
E[|T¢|?] is equal to the trace of LH(OH)TUVTMdetVUTOH(LH) under Hj.

B.4. Hypothesis tests on the matrix ¢ based on (B;). We here want to build for the case
N > 2 a test statistic for Hy : & = ®(, that is based only on the process (By). To this end,

analogously as in Subsection B.3, let us define the matrix M33, such that M33 = 9(Ase) M33 gop and
the corresponding matrices L33 and O33. Fixed the matrix ®g assumed under Hy, we can obtain
the real process Bt = v ! B; and the multi-dimensional process

'=B,—Bu=UV'By.
By Corollary A.6 and Remark 1, we get that, under Hy and the assumption Re(¢3)/¢* < 1/2, we

have

(34) Tt _ t(b*/zg((ﬁ*ét)_1/2L33(O33)TB2 _ t¢*/29(¢*§t>—1/2L33(033)T U VT Bt i N(O, IN—l)
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(in the above formulas the matrices L3 and O3* are related to M3?, computed under Hy and so
for ®y). The considerations on the power made for the test based on A; in Remark 2 remain valid
as well for the test based on B;.

APPENDIX C. STATISTICAL TOOLS IN SOME EXAMPLES

We here specify the previous general statistical tools in two particular cases: firstly, we consider
the case N = 2 and, then, we take into account the case when & is of the “mean-field” type and
N > 2.

C.1. Case N = 2. A matrix ® with dimension 2x2 and satisfying condition (7) can be reparametrized
imposing that the number ¢ € (0,1] is an eigenvalue with left eigenvector u such that r = ug /ug,
with 7 > 0, that is

ré11+ g1 =r¢ and 7TP12 + P22 = ¢.

This reparametrization has been inspired by the fact that we typically are able to estimate with
high accuracy the leading eigenvalue ¢* € (0, 1] and the ratio » = u; /uz > 0 of the two componets
of the leading left eigenvector u. Hence, we may think that ¢ = ¢* and r are known in practice and
the only parameters that are object of the test are ¢2; and ¢12. We can also calculate the second
eigenvalue from the trace of ®:

P21+ %P1 0
)
,

Py =11+ d22— 9 =0¢—
so that the condition Re(¢3)/¢* < 1/2 required in the previous results corresponds to the condition

+ 72
2¢52,1 . ) > 6.

Moreover, since according to our notation we have v'1 =1 and v'u = 1, we obtain the following
relations:

r$1,2 4 :
w= vy =1— vy, CEITT O ne T 1Io0 -
which leads to
1}1:&, 022&, Ulzw’ UQZM'
rg12 + P21 rP12 + P21 P21+ 12012 P21 + 17012
¢1,2

If we adopt the parametrization ¢ = ¢12+¢21 and n = so that ¢ represents the intensity of

$1,2+¢2,1
the whole “interaction” among the two components 1 and 2 due to matrix ® and 7 (resp. (1 —7))

gives the percentage of this intensity due to the influence of the first component on the second one
(resp., of the second component on the first one). Then, we have

u_—(l—n)—i-?“n (T> and V_il (7’77)
(L—mn)+rin\1 rm+ 1 —=n) \1=n/)"
and so

uv' = W <’1"> (rm 1-n) and UV’ = (1—77;+7"277 <1_;7;7) 1 —r).

Finally, imposing U U = 1, we get

U= ! (1_”> and vz\/(l_")2+r2”2<1>.

VA




30 G. ALETTI, I. CRIMALDI, AND A. GHIGLIETTI

We thus obtain

* 1 ¢ n
IV — (VY AT
O BaeV = e U L) dt(l—n)
and, for 2Lw > @,
(L=n)+rn 2
S G - 9) 1 1—1n B 1 o
Mdet - USdetU - 9, (1—n)+r37 _ ¢ ((1 — 77) ¥+ 7’277)2 —rn (1 7a) Edt?t —r (1 n 7”77) )
1 1 1— 1
33 77T _ n _ . .
M =USEUT = et (o) O~ () ),

(where SZfet are the matrices defined in Theorem A.3 with X, replaced by ¥4.¢). Therefore, recalling
that

Ay + (1 —n)Azy
rn+(1—mn)
and defining the constant

B4+ (1 —1n)Bay
™+ (1 —n)

th = VTAt = and Et = vTBt =

)

r
(rr 0=l )
Crin = (rn+ (=) ’
the confidence interval based on A; and B; are respectively

CIl_a(ZOO) = A+ ¢/2\/q§g(At)cm, and C’Il_a(zZOO) = ¢§t ¢/2\/¢g(¢Bt)Crv7

Analogously, the test statistics based on Ay is

L= L oy ((1 - 77)) (A1 —rday)
(1 =mn)+r2n =) g(A)1/2

and the one based on B;

T, = t¢/2;L33<033>T <(1 - 77)) (Blvti—TBZt)
(1—=n)+rn =71 g(6By) /2
Remark 3. In the particular case ¥4 = diag(u) we have
§33 1 (r+7*)((1 = n) +rn)((L = n)* +r?n?)
o (mw qb) ((1—n) +r2n)? ’

which leads to L33(033)T = (833)71/2U T and so the test statistics based on B; becomes

T, = t¢/2\/<2L(1 -ty ¢> : (L—m)+r*n (B —rBay)

r T+ ((L=n)+m)  g(¢pBy)/2
Then, denoting

R S Ul ) i B SRS (et ) )
2 ¢ ¢ r 2 ()= n) )
we have
By —rByy)?
(35) T2 = gy A M

9(6B) /o

Moreover, the confidence interval based on B; becomes

~ ~ . P32 (1—m)2
(36) Ch-o(Ax) = 9B+ ¢/2 \/ ¢g(¢Bt)Crnv with Crip = (rnJr((ljn)—;((TQni)(i,n)y
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C.2. Mean-field case for N > 2. This first case we consider is the “Mean-field” case, which
refers to the family of matrices ® that can be expressed as follows: for any 1 < h,j < N

¢j,h = ¢ (ﬁ + 6‘,}1(1 - [’)) with Qb, Le (07 1]7

where d; is equal to 1 when h = j and to 0 otherwise. Note that ® is irreducible and doubly

stochastic, we have v = N~'1 and u = 1 and so the random variable Zt coincides with the average
of the processes Ay, i.e. N-'1TA; and Kt = (I — N_lllT) A,;. Furthermore, in this case, the
leading eigenvalue ¢* coincides with ¢, while all the eigenvalues of ® different from ¢* are equal
o ¢(1 —¢) and, consequently, the condition Re(¢3)/¢* < 1/2 required in the previous results
corresponds to the condition 2¢ > 1. Finally, since ® is also symmetric, we have U = V and so
U'U=V'V=Tand UU" =VVT =1 - N"'1". Notice that the mean-field matrix has two
parameters, ¢ and ¢, but, since the leading eigenvalue ¢* is typically easy to be estimated with high
accuracy, we may think that the only parameter that is object of inference in this case is ¢, which
is the quantity that rules the intensity of the “interaction” among the different components due to
matrix ®. We thus obtain ¢*v' S v = ¢N~2(1784,1) and, for 20 > 1,

1— 2 1— 2
ML =USLUT = quTzd VU = M(I — N M1 (I - N~1117),

20—1 ‘ 20—1
1 1
USBU" = ————UV'S3VU = ———~(IT - N111")84 (I — N '117
Mdet det ¢(2L — 1) det ¢(2L — 1)( ) det( )1
~ T
Therefore, recalling A, = 1At = 1TNBt and defining cy = (1]%,#1), the confidence interval

based on A; and B; are respectively

Oh-a(Aw) = A + 5\/og(Adey  and  Choa(Ax) = 6Bi + —5\/69(6Br)en

Analogously, the test statistics based on Ay is

T, = 2L oM TuvT A _ 2L oM T (r - N~t11T) #,
g(Ay)1/2 g(Ay)1/2

and the one based on By is

B o5 = PO (I - N B ot
9(¢B1) 9(¢B)

Remark 4. In the particular case Y ge; = I we have 1741 = N and hence the following confidence
interval based on B;:

(37) Cl_o(As) = ¢B; + - /2\/¢g(¢Bt) with ey = %

Moreover, we have Mdet = USg’g’tUT, with

T _ t¢/2L33(O33)TUvT

1
UUT = —-N"1117 s I 5 A —
( ) an det ¢(2L — 1) )

which leads to L33(033)T = \/¢(2c — 1)U and so the test statistics based on B; becomes

i t¢/2\/7UT t

90512
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from which we can get

B/ (I - N-'11T)B; B2 — A B

T2 = #9(20— 1) i T .
9(oBt)/ ¢ 9(By)/¢
B, — (1B:) 1]
LG O
9(¢Bt)/9
that is
2 _ ¢ HBt—EtlHZ : _l_qﬁ_ _1
(38) IT3[" =1 2A79(¢§t)/¢ with A= 5 % =i-5

APPENDIX D. TECHNICAL RESULTS

For the readear’s convenience, we here recall some results used in the above proofs. (For a
synthetic review about the notion of stable convergence and its variants, see for instance the
appendix of [4] and the references recalled therein.)

Theorem D.1. (4 consequence of [10, Theorem A.1])
On (Q, A, P), let (F;)¢ be a filtration and, for each t > 1, let (Lyk)ren be a real martingale with
respect to (Fisk—1)k, with Lyo = 0, which converges in mean to a random variable L; . Set

Y;f,n - Lt,n - Lt,n—l fOT‘ n > 17 Ut = ZnZl Y2

t,ny th* = Suanl ‘Y;ﬁn‘
Further, suppose that (U): converges almost surely to a positive real (Fso-measurable) random
variable U and Y7 < y(t) with y(t) a deterministic function suct that y(t) “3 0.

Then, with respect to (Fi)i, the sequence (L) converges to the Gaussian kernel N'(0,U) in

the sense of the almost sure conditional convergence (and so also stably).

Lemma D.2. ([6, Supplementary material])

If at > 0, a; < 1 fort large enough, Y ,ar = +oo0, & > 0, > , 6 < 400, b > 0, y > 0 and
Yer1 < (1 — a)’ys + 6, then limy, oo yr = 0.

Theorem D.3. (A consequence of [12, Proposition 3.1])

Let (Tt k41)t>mo.mo<k<t be a triangular array of d-dimensional real random vectors, such that, for
each fized t, the finite sequence (Tt j11)mo<k<t 15 a martingale difference array with respect to a
given filtration (Fr41)k>m,- Moreover, let (s¢): be a sequence of positive real numbers and assume

that the following conditions hold:

P .
(1) Zzzmo(StTt,k+1)(StTt,k+1)T = StQ Zizmo Tt7k+1T;,rk+1 — My, where Moo i a (Foo-

measurable) random positive semidefinite matriz;
(2) $uDy e | Toia] = 505Dy <ier Sy Topinil 2 0.

Then (s Zzzmo Ty k+1): converges stably to the Gaussian kernel N'(0, M).

The following result combines together stable convergence and almost sure conditional conver-
gence.
Lemma D.4. (A consequence of [9, Lemma 1])
Suppose that (YEI)) and (Y§2)) are real random vectors such that the first is adapted to a filtration
(Ft)¢ and the second is measurable with respect to Foo. If (Yt(l)) converges stably to N(O,Mg))

and (Yt(2)) converges to /\/’(O,./\/lg)) in the sense of the almost sure conditional convergence with
respect to (Fi)t, then

(Y +¥®) L% a0, MO + M),
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