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Abstract

We prove a Gaussian process approximation for the sequence of ran-
dom compositions of a two-color randomly reinforced urn for both the
cases with the equal and unequal reinforcement means. By using the
Gaussian approximation, the law of the iterated logarithm and the func-
tional limit central limit theorem in both the stable convergence sense
and the almost-sure conditional convergence sense are established. Also
as a consequence, we are able to to prove that the distribution of the urn
composition has no points masses both when the reinforcement means are
equal and unequal under the assumption of only finite (2+ ¢)-th moments.
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1 Introduction

Asymptotic properties, including the strong consistency and asymptotic nor-
mality, of urn models and their applications are widely studied in recent years
under various assumptions concerning the updating rules, for example, one may
refer to Chauvin, Ponyanne and Sahnoun (2009), Bai, Hu and Rosenberger
(2002), Bai and Hu (2005), Janson (2004,2006), Zhang, Chueng and Hu (2006)
etc. In this paper, we consider a kind of two-color urn model, called the ran-
domly reinforced urn (RRU) model, which is a generalization of the original
Pélya urn (c.f., Eggenberger and Polya (1923), Pélya (1931)). The main issue
of this model different from most urn models in literature is that, as shown,
the proportions of balls in the urn will not converge to a non-extreme constant
and the numbers of different type balls may increase in different speeds. This
issue makes its asymptotic properties quite different from the those of other urn
models and difficult to study.
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The RRU model is described as follows. Consider a two-color urn with the
initial urn components Yy = (Y1, Y0,2)), where Yy > 0 is the number of type
k balls. The urn is sampled sequentially. Suppose the urn components are
Y., = (Y1, Ym2) after m samplings. At the (m + 1)-th sampling, a ball of
type k is drawn with a probability

Yk
Pm+1,k = L, where |Ym| = Ym71 =+ Ym72.
Yo

And the sampled ball is replaced in the urn together with a nonnegative random
number U, 41 i of balls of the same type &, generated from a distribution py, with
mean my > 0. This is the model introduced and formally named the randomly
reinforced urn in Mulier, Paganoni and Secchi (2006a). But it would appear
in earlier literatures in different versions. For example, Durham and Yu (1990)
proposed a similar model for sequential sampling in clinical trails. In our RRU
setting, the numbers of balls take positive real values, not necessary integers.
When U411 = Upy1,2 = « is a constant and a positive integer, a RRU is
the original Pélya urn (c.f., Eggenberger and Polya (1923), Pélya (1931)) which
is very popular in literatures. The RRU model is of fundamental importance
in many areas of applications, for instance in economics (c.f., Erev and Roth
(1998), Beggs ( 2005), Hopkins and Posch (2005)), in information science (c.f.,
Martin and Ho ( 2002)), in resampling theory etc. In clinical trial studies, the
RRU model is utilized to define a response-adaptive design focusing to reduce
the expected number of patients receiving inferior treatments (c.f, Durham,
Flournory, Li (1998), Li, Durham and Flournory (1996), Melifer, Panganoni
and Secchi (2006a,b), Peganoni and Secchi (2007), May and Flournory (2009)
ete).

Suppose the reinforcement distributions pu; and pe have bounded supports.
In Melifer, Panganoni and Secchi (2006a), it is showed that the sequence {Z,, =
Y,.1/|Y,|} of the random sample proportions in the urn converges to almost
surely to a random limit Z, € [0,1]. When u; = pe, Crimaldi (2009) proved
a central limit theorem by showing almost-sure conditional convergence to a
Gaussian kernel of the sequence {/n(Z, — Zo)}. Aletti, May and Secchi (2009)
extended Crimaldi’s result to a general case that reinforcement means m; and
mg are equal and proved that Z., has no point masses in [0, 1] by using this kind
of conditional central limit theorem. When the means my and ms are different,
the limit proportion Z., of a RRU is showed to be a point mass either 1 and 0
by Beggs (2005), Hopkins and Posch (2005) and Melifer, Panganoni and Secchi
(2006a) under the assumption that the supports of 1 and ug are bounded from
0, and by Aletti, May and Secchi (2009) only under the assumption that p; and
2 have bounded supports. May and Flournory (2009) proved that the sequence
{Yn71/Y7z721/m2} converges to almost surely to a random limit ¢ € (0, 00) both
when mi1 = mo and my # mo.

The purpose of this paper is to establish the Gaussian process approximation
of the sequence {Z,} when m; = mso as well as the sequence {Yn,l/YfQI/mﬂ
when m;j # mg, under the assumption that pq and pg have only finite (24 €)-th



moments. This assumption is much weaker than that p; and ue have bounded
supports. We will show that both these sequences can be approximated by a
tail stochastic integral with respect to a Brownian motion mixed with a random
variable. It is interesting that, as we will find, the mixed Gaussian process for
approximating is nearly independent of the urn composition to be approximated.
Our Gaussian process approximation enables us (i) to establish the law of the
iterated logarithm; (ii) to establish the functional limit central limit theorem in
both the stable convergence sense and the almost-sure conditional convergence
sense; (iii) to prove that the limit 1) (resp. Zoo) has no point masses in [0, 00]
(resp. in [0,1]) when m; # mz (resp. when m; = msg) under the assumption
that p; and po have only finite (2 + €)-th moments. Another implication of
our Gaussian approximation is that we are able to establish the central limit
theorem in a simple way for the random number N,, , of draws, where N,, j, is
the number of type k balls being drawn in the first n samplings. In a response-
adaptive design in clinical trials driven by a RRU model, N,, ;, is the number of
patients allocated to treatment &, and its asymptotic behaviors are of particular
interest.

For the generalized Friedman urn models, Bai, Hu and Zhang (2002) and
Zhang and Hu (2009) established the Gaussian approximation for both the urn
proportions Y,, r/n and the sampling proportion N, x/n. But the RRU which
we consider here is not covered by their assumptions. The main reason is that
the mean replacement matrix diag(mi, mz2) of a RRU is not irreducible and
hence the limit of Y;, x/n and N,, 1 /n is not a constant in (0, 1).

The paper is organized as follows. The main approximation theorems with
applications for equal and unequal reinforcement mean case are stated in Section
and Section Bl respectively, and the proofs of the approximations appear in
the last section. Some remarks on unsolved problems are discussed in Section
@

In the sequel of this paper if having not been specially mentioned, (U 1, U 2),
l=1,2,... are assumed to be independent identically distributed random vec-
tors with finite second moments. Let X,, x be the result of the m-th drawing,
i.e., Xpn,k = 1 if the m-th drawn ball is of type k, and 0 otherwise. It is obvious
that Ny, 1 = Z;n:l Xm,k and X, 1 + X, 2 = 1. Denote F,, = U(Ul,ka Xk, Yig:
Ek=1,21=1,..., n) be the history o-field generated by all the observations
up to stage n, and Foo =/, Fn. Further, for two positive sequences {a, } and
{bn}, we write a, = O(by,) if there is a constant C' such that a, < Cb,, a, ~ by,
if ap /by, — 1, and a, =~ b, if a,, = O(by,) and b,, = O(ay,).

2 Equal reinforcement mean case

In this section, we consider the case of mi; = mg > 0. Let 0f = E[(U1,x/mx)?],
k=12,

Y, . . o} o}
_ Il g (W) =lim Z,(w), Hw) = 2L .
Vo1 + Yo (W) =lim Zn(w), H(w) =7+ 3—7—

Zy =



To start, we shall assume P(Z, = 0) = P(Z = 1) = 0, for otherwise H may
have no definition. This result is proved by May and Flournoy (2009) under the
condition that the reinforcement distributions p1 and po have bounded supports.
The next theorem tells us that May and Flournoy’s condition can be relaxed at
least to the assumption of finite second moments.

Theorem 2.1 Suppose m1 = mg > 0, EUquc < oo for some q > 1, k = 1,2.
Then the limit Zo exists almost surely and P(0 < Zo, < 1) =1.

The following theorem is the main result on the Gaussian approximation.

Theorem 2.2 Suppose m; = mg > 0, EUlk < oo, k=1,2, where 2 < p <
4. Then (possibly in an enlarged probability space) there is standard Brownian
motion B(y) such that

Zso — Zn = Zo H/ By o(An) a.s. (2.1)

where

\ = n~12(loglogn)'/?, ifp=2
" | nt/P1(logn)'/2, if 2 <p<Ad.

Furthermore, the Brownian motion B(y) can be constructed with a filtration of
o-fields {4,} and a non-decreasing sequence of stopping times {T,} satisfying
the following properties:

Property (a) Fn, C %, Tn is 9, measurable;
Property (b) T), = nH + o(n?/?) a.s.;

Property (c) Conditional on Fy,, B(T, +y) — B(T,), y > 0, is also a standard
Brownian motion.

REMARK 2.1 Denote W(t) = —tft ~2dB(y). By checking the covariance
function, it is easily seen that W(t),t > 0 s also a standard Brownian motion.

REMARK 2.2 The process in (21) for approzimating is a tail stochastic integral
respective to the Brownian motion. It looks like to be independent of Z,. Actu-
ally, according to Property (b) nH can be replaced by T,,, and \/Tnan y~tdB(y)
1s indeed a normal random variable which is independent of Z,,. We will illus-
trate this interesting property in Corollary in more details.

We will prove Theorem by first approximating Z, — Z. to an infinite
summation of a weighted martingale sequence and then approximating the mar-
tingale to a Brownian motion by applying the Skorokhod embedding method.
The detail proofs of Theorems 1] and will be stated in Section [Al In the
sequel of this section, we give several corollaries as applications. Define
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5(©) = VZu(l— Za)\[ (1~ Z,)o? + Z,0%.
The first corollary is the following law of the iterated logarithm.

Corollary 2.1 Suppose my = mqo > 0, EUlzk < oo, k=1,2. Then

V(Zn — 7o) -

limsup ————=* =0 a.s..

n—oo V2loglogn
Proof. Write v(z) = \/z/(2loglog z), G(z) = — [ y~'dB(y). By &I, we

need to show that

limsupy(nH)G(nH) = limsupy(T)|G(T)| =1 a.s. (2.2)

n—00 T—o00
Note that y(z)G(z) = 2G(x)/+/2xloglog x, and that G (x) is also a standard
Brownian motion. (2.2) follows from the law of the iterated logarithm of the

Brownian motion. .
The next corollary is on the functional cental limit theorem.

Corollary 2.2 Suppose m; = mg > 0, EUf)k < oo for somep > 2, k=1,2.
Define
Wn(t) = t\/ﬁ(Z[nt] - Zoo)vt > 0.

Then .
W, () = aB'(-) stably, (2.3)

in the Skorokhod Topological space D(0,00), where B'(t) is a standard Brownian
motion which is independent of Foo. In particular,

lim P (maxoglén l(Zl — Zn)
Tn/N

Here the stable convergence in (Z.3) means that for any bounded and (uniformly)
continues function f: D(0,00) — (—00, 00),

> :v) =2 23>0 (2.4)

n—oo

E[f(Wn()Ig] = E[f(6B'(:))Ig]| for any event E.

REMARK 2.3 The convergece (2.4) does not depend on the unknown value of
Zoo-

Proof. ([2.4) is due to fact that

Iz — Z, n(t) — tWi(1
max y = sup w 4 sup (B'(t) —tB'(1))
0<i<n  oy/n 0<t<1 o 0<t<1
and that B’(t) — tB’(1) is a Brownian bridge. For (23), note that W(z) =
—t [ y~'dB(y) is also a standard Brownian motion. By (2.,

0W(Zy — Zog) — —=W (nH) = o(n'’?) a.s.,

gl



which implies that for any 7' > 0,

_W(nHt
sup |W,(t) — JL
0<t<T vnH

For the Brownian motion W (-), we have

o(1) a.s..

W(n)/v/n 4 B’(+) mixing,

i.e., for any given event E with P(E) > 0, the conditional distribution of
W (n-)/+/n converges to a Brownian motion. It follows that

(G/VH, H,W(n)/v/n) % (5/VH, H,B'(-)) stably.

Note that 5% is a continuous function of (&/vH, H,W(n-)/y/n) of the

n

form f(r,h,x(-)) = ra(-h). It follows that

aW(nH-) q

Vol 0 VH

The proof is now completed. [

/ .
B (H) L 5B/(:) stably.

Corollary implies the central limit theorem for /n(Z, — Z,). Aletti,
May and Secchi (2009) proved a strong version of the central limit theorem. For
every Borel set B, every w, and n =1,2,...,, define

Kn(w,B) =P(V/n(Zn — Z) € B|F,) (W),

i.e., K, is a version of the condition distribution of /n(Z, — Zo) given F,.
Aletti, May and Secchi (2009) showed that, if mq = mq and the distributions
of p1 and pe have bounded supports, then for almost every w, the sequence of
probability distributions K, (w, -) converges weakly to the normal distribution

N(0,5%(w)).
We denote this kind of convergence by

Vi(Zn = Zoo)| 3 N(0,5%(w)) as.. (2.5)

n

This kind of conditional central limit theorem was first established by Grimadi
(2008) for a special case that pu; = po. Aletti, May and Secchi (2009) also showed
that (2.5) implies that Z,, has no point masses in (0,1). Our next corollary
tells that (Z3) and a type of conditional functional central limit theorem are
conclusions of the Gaussian approximation.

Corollary 2.3 Suppose m; = mo > 0, EUik < oo for some p > 2, k=1,2.
Then © 45
Sup (Vn(Zoo = Zny) — 0nVTn M’ =o(n"°) a.s. (2.6)

t>1 T.t Y



Jor some € > 0, and further, By(t) = —tv/T,, [,y 'dB(y), t > 1, is also a
standard Brownian on [1,00) which is independent of F,.
As a consequence,

Wo()|, 2 5w)B'() as., (2.7)

Fn
in the Skorokhod Topological space D[1,00), where W, (t) is defined as in Corol-
lary[Z3, B'(t) is a standard Brownian motion which is independent of Feo.
In particular, (Z3) holds, Zo has no point masses in (0,1), and there exists
a sequence of standard normal random variables for which (, is independent of
Fn and
V(Zy, — Zso) = 0pnCn +0(n”¢) a.s., (2.8)

Proof. We first prove (Z8]). By 1)),

sup
t>1

Let H,, = 0?/Z, + 03/(1 — Z,). Note that Z,, — Zo, = O(y/n~tloglogn) a.s.
by Corollary Bl and T,,/n = H + o(n*?~1) as.. Tt follows that /nZu.o(1 —
Zoo)H — 5,/T,, = 0(n?/P~1/2) as.. Further,

°° dB
/ (y)‘ =n?P"120(\/n~Tloglogn) = o(n™°) a.s.

tH Y

Vi(Zso = Zing) — Zoo(1 — ZOO)H\/E/:{ %(y)‘ =o(n"°) a.s.

n2/P=1/2 gy
t>1

It remains to show that

sup =o(n~Y%) a.s.

t>1

/ ™t dB(y)
ntH Yy

Write a, = T, — nH. Note that W(z) = —z [~ y~'dB(y) is a standard Brow-
nian motion and

/Tnf dB(y) W (nHt+ ant) — W (nHt) N W(ntH)nH — T,
ntH Y Tht ntH T,

The second term on the right hand of the above equality does not exceed

O(v/n=1loglogn)o(n?/P71)

uniformly in ¢ > 1 almost surely, by the law of the iterated logarithm. The first
term does not exceed

0 ( \/ant(log(nH;:; loglog(nHt)) ) _ o(nl/”_l (log n)1/2)

uniformly in ¢ > 1 almost surely, by the path properties of a Brownian motion
(c.f. Hanson and Russo (1983)). The proof of (2:0)) is now proved.



Let B, (y) = B(T,+y)—B(T}). Then conditional on %, By, (y) is a standard
Brownian motion. It is obvious that

5 = dBaly)
B, (t) = —tvT, .
( ) Tn(t—1) Tn+y

Hence, conditional on ¥,, B,(t), t > 1, is a mean zero Gaussian process with
covariance function

o d
Tnts/ 7342:5 fort>s>1.
7 t—1) (Tn +y)

It follows that B, (t), t > 1, is a standard Brownian motion and is independent
of ¢4,. So, it is independent of F,, because F,, C ¥,. The proof of the main part
of the corollary is now completed.

Now for (7)), from (Z8]) it follows that

dist(Wn(~),5an(~)) — 0 a.s. in D[1,00),

where dist(+,-) is a metric in D[1, c0). Note that &, is %,-measurable and 7,, —
o a.s., and, conditional on F,, 0, B, (-) and 7, B’(+) has the same distribution.
Hence, (21) follows from (2.8)) by noting the following fact that:

fn(-)|Fn 4 oB'(-) a.s. and dist({n(-),nn(-)) — 0a.s. in D[1,00)
= ()|, 5 FB'() as. in D[1,00).

This fact follows from that for any bounded and uniformly continuous function
f : D[l,OO) - (—O0,00),

timsup |E[£(n,) ~ (&0)| 7]

n—oo
\/}—n} =0 a.s.,

gE{hgsogp |f(mn) — f(&n)]

due to Lemma A.2 of Crimaldi (2009).

Finally, (28) follows from (Z.8)) by letting ¢,, = B, (1), and (&) is a conclu-
sion of (Z8) or 7). Aletti, May and Secchi (2009) showed that (23] implies
Z o having no point masses in (0, 1) by utilizing a metric of the weak convergence
of probability measures with the limit distribution being absolutely continuous.
Here we give a straightforward proof. Let f(t) = e~/2 be the characteristic
function of a standard normal distribution. Firstly, note that (23] implies that
for every \/, F,-measurable event E,

lim E[eVnZn=2)[p|F,] = f(6t) I a.s.

n—roo

In fact, if let I, = E[Ig|F,], then I, — I a.s.. And hence
lim E[e"Vn(Zn=Z=)[p|F,] = lim E[e!V™(Zn=Z)] | F,]

n—oo n—oo
= lim E[e!®V™"Zn—2=)|F I, = f(5t)Ig a.s.,
n—oo



where in the fist equality we use the fact that
M — 0 a.s. and |n,| < M a.s. = E[n,|Fn] = 0 a.s..

This fact is due to Lemma A.2 of Crimaldi (2009). Next, choosing F = {Z, =
p}, p € (0,1), yields

f(et)Ig = lim E[e™V™"Zn=P g F,]
n—oo
= lim eV EnPE[[5|F,] = lim VM E P L g

n—oo n—oo
Hence, |f(ct)|Ig = Ig a.s.. So Ig = 0 a.s. because |f(ct)| < 1 on E. The proof
is now completed. [.
From the above proof, we obtain the following corollary.

Corollary 2.4 Suppose {Y,Yn,n > 1} is a sequence of random wvariables,
{an} is a sequence of constants with a, — oo, and 9, is a filtration of o-
fields such that Yy, is 9, -measurable. If for almost every w, the distribution of
an (Y —Yoo) conditional on %, converges to a non-degenerate distribution, then
Yoo has no point masses.

REMARK 2.4 By (Z1), it can also be shown that for every event E,

lim sup lim sup E[exp { — itn1/2Zoo}IE} ‘

[t] 500 nM—00

<limsup limsup E E[exp {itnl/z(Zn — Zoo)}IE|]-'n}

|[t|] 200 M—00

=lim sup lim sup E|E[f(t5n)IE‘]:n] |

|[t] 200 mM—00
=lim sup E[ ‘f(t&oo” IE] =0.

|t] =00

If we denote fg(t) be the characteristic function of the conditional distribution
of Zoo giwven E with P(E) > 0. Then the above equality means that

lim limsup ’fE(tnl/Q)’ =0.

[t] =00 n—oo

Note that for any tg > 1, ng > 1 and |s| > 2tgno, there exist a real number t
with, |t| > to and an integer n > ng such that s = tn*/?. We conclude that

lim fg(s)=0.

|s|—o0

This is related to the Cramér condition. Obviously, if E = {Z- = p}, p € (0,1),
and P(E) > 0, then |fg(t)| = 1 which is a contradiction.

The next corollary is the central limit theorem for the random number of
draws.



Corollary 2.5 Suppose mi; = mg > 0, EU}, < oo for some p > 2, k = 1,2.
Then '

vn (% - ZOO) 4 h(w) - N(0,1) stably, (2.9)

where h(w) = \/Zoo( )V (1= Zo0) (207 — 1) + Zoo(203 — 1), and N(0,1)

s a standard normal mndam variable which is independent of Fuo.

Proof. We need to prove

A1)
n
s 7o (1 - Z)N, (o, o2 - 1)
+ V1= ZacZoN2 (0,03 = 1)) + 5 - N3(0,1) stably,

where Ny (O, o} — 1), k =1,2, N3(0,1) are three independent normal random
variables which are independent of F.,. Write

iy Xk (Uk/mi — 1)
Nn,k ’

Ap g = k=1,2. (2.10)

Then

Yok
Ap g = O(Vn*l 1og10gn) a.s. and =1+ A,k

M iVn,k

By the Taylor expansion and (2.8)), we have that

Zn
Nn,l o Nn,l 7. — 1+An 1
B e e e e e
n N1+ Noo AL T A

_Zoo

=—Zn(1—Zn) (A1 — An2) + (Zn — zoo) n O(logl%)
__Z(1-Z) Zu(1 — Z,)
R (VNn1Apa) + 25— \/_ W) (/ Nz Ans)

4+ GnCn +o(n"Y?) as.. (2.11)

Note that (, is a standard normal random variable which is independent of &,,,
Zn, Npg and A, i, k= 1,2, Also, 7, = 7 as., Z,(1 — Z,)v/n/\/Np1 —
VZ(l = Zs) as. and Z,(1 — Z,)v/n/+/Nn2 = Zoov/1 — Z. The proof is

completed if we have shown that

(VN1 Ant, VN2 Ans) 5 (N1 (0,02 —1), N (0,02 — 1)) mixing. (2.12)

Note that 0,% —-1= Var(ULk/mk), k =1,2. The above convergence follows from
Theorem 4.1 of May and Flournoy (2009). O

The next corollary tells us that conditional on F,,, the conditional distribu-
tion of v/n(Ny, 1/n — Zs) does not converge.

10



Corollary 2.6 Suppose m; = mo > 0, EUik < oo for some p > 2, k=1,2.
Let E be an event that for w € E there is a distribution F,, for which

Nn,l

n

vn( —Zx)|_ = F,. (2.13)

‘F’Vl
Then P(E) = 0.

Proof. Recall (ZII). Let n, = /nZ,(1 — Z,)(An1 — Apnz2). Note that
Zn — Zoo a8,
Fnbn| > B FN(0,1) as.

and that Z,,, A, 1 and A, 2 are F,,-measurable. By (211 and (2I3)), there ex-
ists an event Q¢ with P(€9) = 1 such that \/nZ, (1 —Z,)(An1— An,2) converges
on E N Q. So there exists a random variable n such that
(W) = n(w) Yw € EN Q.
Suppose P(E) > 0. Choose z such that P(n > z, E) > 0. Then it follows that
P, <a,n>z,E) > Pn<ax,n>z,FE)=0.

So P(&, < x| > x, E) — 0. On the other hand, according to (Z12)) we have

7@ —Zy) VnZ,(1 = Z,) i
%mfm— . EV ) /Rradus % N(0,1) mixing,
n,1 n,2

Mn = )
VvV Vn, Y
where N (0, 1) is independent of Fu,. It follows that

limP(n, <zlp >z, E) = ®(z) > 0.

We get a contradiction. The proof is completed. [J

3 Unequal reinforcement mean case

In this section, we consider the case of m; # mo. Without loss of generality, we
assume that 0 < m; < ma. Denote p = mq/mas, and

Yn,l T

May and Flournoy (2009) proved that the limit 1o, exists almost surely with
P(0 < 9o < o0) = 1 when the reinforcement distributions p; and ps have
bounded supports. Durham and Yu (1990) proved a similar result as that

n,l
13
Ny o

n

converges almost surely to a finite limit 7.

11



It is easily seen that
P

m
2
Moo = woo a.s.
mq

and

. Nn 1 mh s n,1
lim = = 24 a.s., lim 4=
n—oo NP mq n—oo NP

=mhhes a.s.

In a recent manuscript of Zhang et al (2010), it is proved that the weakest
condition for P(0 < 1, < 00) = 1 is that E[U; ; log™ Uy k] < o0, k = 1,2, and
a general multi-color RRU is consider. For the completeness of this paper, we
will give a simple proof under the assumption of finite (1 + €)-th moments for
the two-color case. The following is the result.

Theorem 3.1 Suppose EUﬁk < oo for some g > 1, mp > 0, k =1,2. Then
the limit Yoo exists almost surely and P(0 < oo < 00) = 1 both when my = may
and my # mo.

The following theorem is our main result on the Gaussian process approx-
imation for ,. From the Gaussian approximation we are able to show that
1o has no point masses in (0,00). And accordingly, all the limits of the se-
quences {Y,1/Y o}, {Yn1/n}, {Yn 1 /[Ya|?}, {Nn1 /N o} and {N,, 1 /n”} have
no point masses in [0, oo].

Theorem 3.2 Suppose ma > mq > 0, EUik < o0, k=1,2, for some p > 2.
Denote o3 = E[(Uyr/mx)?], k = 1,2. Let §o = min{(1—p)/p,1/2—1/p}. Then
(possibly in an enlarged probability space) there is standard Brownian motion
B(y) such that for any 0 < & < Jo,

[AARVALLISY e dB(y) _
Q/Joo — Q/}n = 72 — 4+ O(TL P(1+5)/2) (31)
moy nP /Yoo )

Y% o1VmiPee W (np/woo)
RN T

where W(z) = —z [ y~'dB(y) is also a standard Brownian motion.

Furthermore, the Brownian motion B(y) can be constructed with a filtration
of o-fields {4, } and a non-decreasing sequence of stopping times {T,,} satisfying
Properties (a) and (c¢) in Theorem [ZZ, and

+ o(n=PUHI/2y g 5., (3.2)

Property (b') T,, = n /1o + 0o(n”1=9) a.s. for 0 < § < .

The proof of this theorem will be given in the last section. Next, we state
several corollaries. The first one is on the law of iterated logarithm and the
central limit theorem for ,,.

Corollary 3.1 Under the conditions in Theorem [3.Z,

lim su n?/? (wn - ’@[Joo) _ o1V M1 Yoo
sy V2Tloglogn mg/Q

a.s. (3.3)
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and there exists a sequence {(,} of standard normal random variables for which
Cn is independent of F,, and

n?/? (7/1n - 1/100) = 0177:;121/%(” +o(n™¢) a.s. for some e > 0. (3.4)
My
Hence
0?2 (o — o) | _ BN N( "1m1¢oo( )) a.s. (3.5)

and Yoo has no point masses in (O, 00).

Proof. (B3] follows from ([32) and the law of iterated logarithm of the
Brownian motion. (34) can be proved in the same way as proving Corollary

21 O
Corollary 3.2 Under the conditions in Theorem [3.2,
N,

w2 (S = ) L N(0,1) - /10 (202 — 1) stably (3.6)
n,2
and
nP/2(% — Noo) it N(0,1) - \/1oo(20% — 1) stably if p<2/3 (3.7)
,n/l—p(Nn 1 ,,700) — —pn2, a.s. if p>2/3, -
Ny,
“P(1— nﬁz) = Moo A.S. (3.8)

Proof. For ([34), let A, x be defined as in (ZI0). Then
Apo = O(q/Nni% loglog N,,.2) = O(y/n=1loglogn) = o(n""27¢) a.s.,
Apq = O(\/N;% loglog Ny 1) = O(v/n=rloglogn) a.s..

Note that 7. = eemb/m1. It follows that

Nﬁ,z Neo = 7700+¢nm1 1+An,1

=~ o) P2 T N (/N Ans) + ofn~#/77)
_n_p/2{\/m<" d’ﬂ \/m (V/Nna1An1) + o(n 6)} a.s.

The proof of (3.6)) is completed by noting that i, m1/mf5 — nee a.s., Ny 1/n” —

Moo a.5., \/Nn,14n.1 i> N(0, of —1) mixing, and (, is a standard normal random
variable which is independent of F,.

13



For B.), it is sufficient to note that

an an an g an an an 2
Lot (1o =) = S (1o p2ed o2
n? Ny, < n > Ny o S n
Nn,l Nn,l Nn,lnpfl

=P N
Nn,? Nn,2 np

+ O(n2(pfl))

B8) is obvious because

Nn,? Nn,l noonp
1 — = ~
n n n

a.s.

The proof is now completed. [J.
Finally, we give the functional central limit theorem.

Corollary 3.3 Define
Wi (t) = 0?2t (Y — Yoo ), t > 0.

Then
Wi (t) % o1 /s B/ (t°) stably, (3.9)

in the Skorokhod Topological space D(0,00), where B'(t) is a standard Brownian
motion which is independent of Foo. In particular,

P —
lim P (maX“K"l (= ¥n) o 3:) =e 2 >0 (3.10)

n—00 o1 le -

Proof. The proof of (39) is similar to that of (23] by noting that 1., =
ooy /mb. For [BI0), it is sufficient to see that

lp(d}oo - 1/}n) o p
B T o, (Walt) =W (1))

and Ny, 1 ~ Neon” a.s.. O

4 Concluding Remark

We approximated Zy, — Zoo and ¢, —ts by a kind of Gaussian process [, y~'dB(y),
which is a tail stochastic integral with respective to a Brownian motion, with
time ¢ stopping at a random variable n H or n /1., where H? = (1450 ) (0% /1o +
03). But this does not mean that [, y~'dB(y) and f;j% y~tdB(y) are Gaus-
sian random variables and their distributions are unknown because the mixing
distribution of 1, is unknown. For deriving the asymptotic distributions, the

approximations ([2.6) and (3] seem more powerful than (Z1]) and 3] because

14



the process for approximation is independent of other random variables consid-
ered. (2] and BI) are helpful for establishing the strong convergence such as
the law of the iterated logarithm.

It is of interest to find the distribution of 1. In the case that Yy ;, and Uy, 1,
k = 1,2, are all integers, in a recent manuscript of Zhang, et al (2010) it is proved
that the distribution of 1 is absolutely continuous and is determined by Yp 1,
Y0,2 and the distributions of Uy 1 and Un o, if E[Uy log™ Urg] <oo,k=1,2. In
the general case, the distribution of 1 is still a open problem. In our Corollaries
and .11 by applying the Gaussian approximation and a clever idea of Aletti,
May and Secchi (2009) we show that 1 has no point masses in [0, co] under
the assumption of finite (2 + €)-th moments. The next step is to show that the
distribution is absolutely continuous. Unfortunately, as discussed in Aletti, May
and Secchi (2009), the almost-sure conditional central limit theorems (Z3]) and
B3) are not enough to prove the absolute continuity. Our method and that of
Aletti, May and Secchi (2009) depends on the martingale approach, which is
not a very powerful tool to derive the limit distribution which is not normal.
To find the exact distribution of 1), needs new methods.

For a special case that P(Up, , =0) =pand P(Up =) = 1—pwitha > 0
and 0 < p < 1, in Aletti, May and Secchi (2007) it is shown that the distribution
of Z is a beta distribution, and hence the probability that ¥ = Zoo /(1 —Z)
falls into any subset of [0, 00] will not be zero if the Lebesgue measure of this
subset is positive. So, it is also of interest to prove in the general case that the
probability of 1, falling into any nonempty subinterval of (0,00) will not be
Zero.

Finally, this paper only consider the two-color urn model. In the manuscript
of Zhang, et al (2010), the asymptotic properties for a multi-color reinforced urn
model are studied. It is expected to approximate the urn components after being
suitably normalized by a multi-dimensional Gaussian process. The Skorokhod
embedding method used in this paper does not work for the multi-dimension
case. Though strong approximations for multi-dimensional martingales can be
found in literature, for example, Monrad and Philipp (1991), Eberlein (1986)
and Zhang (2004), the martingales concerning to the reinforced urn model usu-
ally do not satisfied a condition that the asymptotic conditional variability is
Fr-measurable for some fixed k (c.f., (A.5)), which is needed in the approxima-
tion theorems for multi-dimensional martingales. A new approach is needed for
approximating the multi-color reinforced urn models.

A Proof of the main results
Recall |Yy,| = Yo 1 + Yoo, P(Xnk = 1|1Fn-1) = Yo—14/|Yn—1|. We first prove
Theorems [2.1] and B.11

Proofs of Theorems [21] and [31. Without loss of generality, assume 1 <
q < 2. Tt is obvious that Theorem 2.1l follows from Theorem B with Z,, =

15



Yoo/ (1 + o). For Theorem BT let
1 1
Qn=—IlogY,1 — —log¥, .
mi mo

Then @, = mil log ¥y,. So, it is sufficient to show that Q,, converges almost sure
to a finite limit. Write

AQn =Qn — Qn—1
= mil n,1log <1 + YZ:11> — migX"Q log <1 + YZ:22>
s =t e
+ [——anf(yn 11) +mi2Xn,2f(}gsz)} (A1)

=20 +AQP,
where f(x) = z—log(1+xz) satisfying 0 < f(z) < 27 for z > 0. We need to prove
the almost sure convergence of the random series > | AQ,,. We first consider
the terms in the second bracket above. Denote <7, = o(Fpn, Xnt1.1, Xnt1,2)-
Note that Y;, » = N, 1 a.s. by Lemma A.4 of Hu and Zhang (2004), and then
|Y,| = Np1+ Ny 2 =n as.. We have that
n1:|

S [uus (g otn] = 3 st [ (22 )

n=1
0 EU! , 0 X,k
<d X, L0 -
_,; kYrgfl,k ,; (1+ N k)9
oo Np ok 1
<C / C/ <0 a.s
2 fo e T+2)

Hence Y7, AQn) converges almost surely. For {AQS)}, it is easily seen that
it is a sequence of martingale differences with respect to the o-filtration {F,},

and

E[lUy, 1/m1| | EllU12/ma|?]
TVl YaalYioh,
So, it is sufficient to show that > >, 1/(|Yn,1|Y1;1:117,€) < oo a.s., k=1,2. The

proof will be completed if we have proven that Y, > n° for some positive e.
Now, it is obvious that

E[JAQL[*1F01] <

o0 o 1
—q (1)]9 -
;(logn) EHAQn ’ |.7:n—1] < Cn;l Yo 1[0z )7 < 00 a.s.,

which implies that

— 0 a.s.

1) Q
logn Z AQ,’ — 0 a.s., and hence o
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On the event {Y,,1 > Y,, 2}, we have that

Yn,l

m m
log Y2 = — maeQ. + -2 log |Ya| + -2 log
my my Y|

m m 1
> — maQ + — log|¥,| + — log .
mq mq 2

On the event {Y,1 < Y, 2}, we have Y, 2 > |Y,|/2. Note that |Y,| ~ n. It

follows that
10g Yn 2 mo

lim inf > — A1 a.s.
n—oo logn ma
Similarly, we have that
logy,
lim inf 08 Tn,1 > m Al a.s.
n—oo logn ma

The proof of Theorems 2.I] and [3.1]is now completed. .

Proof of Theorem[22. Let f(z) = e™*/(1 4 ™). Then f(Qn) = Z, and
F'(Qx) = M1 Zo(1 — Zso). According to the Taylor expansion, it is sufficient
to show that B(t) and T;, can be constructed such that

mi JnH T

Recall m; = my. It is easily shown that |Y,|/n — mq a.s.. According to
Theorem 211 Zo, € (0,1) a.s., which implies that Y, » = n a.s., k = 1,2. So,

for AQ'Y in (AJ) we have

o0 oo — 2 oo
AENAQP || Al < ( + 22 )gc A2 < oo,
; o El Q H 1] ; Y,—1] \Yic11 Yioie Z !

=1

which implies that » % |AQ1(2)| =o0(\,) a.s..
For AQS}), we use the truncation method. Let ﬁnk = Uy, x/mi Un,k =
Up i I{U, 1 < n'/?}, T = EUiyk, Mok =EUnkl, k=1,2, M, = Mp1—Mna,

and B B
Un U,
AMY = myn (Xm 1 n)g_ﬂ) ,
Yoo11 1.2
AM,, =AMV — E[AMV|F, 1] = AMY — %
n—1

Then {AM,, F,} is a sequence of martingale differences. Note that

Z P(Un/mi > n'/P) <EU x/mp)? < 00, k=1,2.

n=1

17



From the Borel-Cantelli lemma, it follows that
(AQ”;A Aano) 0.

Also,

oo

1 1) [T
E — E[AMWY|F = E
m11| [AM; | Fiall = Y|

l=n+1

o) 2 2
1 ~ ~ ~
<C > 7 S ENUL.{TLx > 117} < CnM/P=1 S TE(|ULk[P) = 0(An)-

l=n+1 k=1 k=1

Hence, we conclude that

S AQi= > millAMlJro(An)

l=n-+1 l=n+1
1 [ 1 M,
= - M- == \n) a.s.
m <§l(l+1) T >+0( ) as

For the martingale M,, = 27:1 AM;, we have

—=2 —2
E[(AMH)2|]:H71]:(|Y1_1|) ( _,11 +1_Z,2_1 —m2), (A.3)
E[IA 2 min
E[|AM, [*|Fpn_1] gz ” EUnk<C ZEUnk (A.4)
k=1 n

By the Skorokhod embedding theorem (c.f., Theorem A.l of Hall and Heyde
(1980,page 269)), (possibly in an enlarged probability space) there is a standard
motion B(z) with a filtration {¥4,} and a sequence of nonnegative stopping
times 7y, 7o, - - - with the following properties

(i) M, = B(T,), where T, = > I | 7i;

(ii) Fpn C %, T is 9, measurable, E[1,|94,, 1] = E[(AM,,)?|Fp_1], E[77|%,_1] <
CTE[(AMn)2T|fn_1] for any r > 1;

(iii) Conditional on %,,, B(T,, +z) — B(T},), © > 0, is also a standard Brownian
motion.

Now, we verify that the Brownian motion B(x) and the stopping time T,
are desirable for Property (b) and (A2). At first, we assume the following
approximation for the conditional variance.

E[(AM,))}|Fn_1] = Hw) + o(n*P71) a.s. (A.5)
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From (AR it follows that

n

Z E[72|%_1] = nH(w) + o(n*?) a.s

=1

On the other hand, by (ii) and (A4) we have that

> e [(Z5) ] < Z T s CgE[(Ul,k/mk)p] <o

n=1

By the law of large numbers of martingale, it follows that

n

Z(Ti — E[1i|%-1]) = o(n*?) a.s..

i=1
Hence .
T, = Zn =nH + o(n*?) a.s
i=1

Property (b) is verified. Then it follows from the path properties of a Browian
motion (c.f., Theorem 1.2.1 of Csérgs and Révész (1981)) that

B(T,) — B(nH) =0 <\/n2/1”(1og QL/p + loglogn)) =o(n\,) a.s.
n

So

iAQ’ <Zzz+1

l=n+1
%(ZHH H) - ) o oIA) +0(h)
1 (/ B(zH) B(nH)) oA
my \J, 22 n "
_ 1 * B(z) . B(nH)
o (H/nH z ¢ n )+ ()
H (< dBE) o

mi1 JnH x

Finally, we verify (A.5). Note that E[Un Wl = a2 [Yal/n— myas, k=1,2
and Z,, = Zo a.s.. (AJ) is obvious for p = 2 by A3).

For 2 < p < 4, we still have Corollary ([2.I) due to the approximation for
the case of p = 2. Hence

Zn — Zso = O(y/n—Vloglogn) = o(n?P71) a.s.
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On the other hand,

Yn,l + Yn,2 1= Ei:l E?:l Xi,k(Ui,k - E[Uz,k])
min min

=0(y/n~tloglogn) = o(n?/?71)) a.s.

and )
n| < E[ULk/maI{Usx/mx > n'/P}] = o(n'/P71),
k=1

-2 _
op —E[U, ] = E[(U1i/mi) I{U1 1 /my, > n*/P}] = o(n*?71), k= 1,2.

(A5) follows by (A3]). The proof is now completed. [

Proof of Theorem[Z2. As before, denote |Y,,| =Y, 14+Y5.2, Qn = mil log Yy, 1—
miz logY,, 2. According to the Taylor expansion, it is sufficient to show that B(t)
and T, can be constructed such that

o1 /OO dB(y)
VmimEes Jnejpe Y2

Recall (A1) and note that Y,,—1 2 ~ man, Y,_11 ~ 1/)00Y7f72 ~ Yoo (Mmon)? a.s..
It can be show that for 0 < 4 <1/2 and 61 < (1 — p)/p,

ZZP 1+61)/2E[X f( )’]:l 1} —iM<OO’

1-1°
=1
which implies 337°, 1 X f (Ue/Yic1x) = o(n=P0F9)/2) as k= 1,2. Also,

Ug/ma 1
Yi—1,2 Y —1]”

Qoo - Qn = + 0(7’L—p(1+6)/2) a.s.. (A6)

we have

for the martingale differences X »

00 1p(1+61)

Ul2/m2
lp 1+51)/2 |:(X B ) “/——' :| < o0 a.s.,
; b2 Yi_12 |Yl 1] o _; 12

which implies >2;° 1 (X2 U;,i/lnf — Inl—l‘) = o(n=P(+91)/2) a5 Similarly,
we can show that Y7 1 (X1 U;,;i/lnf — Inl—l‘) =o(n""/2logn) a.s. It follows
that ’
> Ul 1/m1 1 ) — (1468
o — Qn = X 2 - + o(n—P(+01)/2) ¢ g A7
Qe —Q l:nz;l ( vy ) T ) (A7)
and
Qoo — Qn = 0o(n™"/?logn) a.s. (A.8)
Define 120 pf2
pma(man)P/*nf Un1/m1 1
AM, = X, : - A9
o1 ! Ynfl,l |Yn71| ( )
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Then

pma(man)Pn?  pma(men)Pn?
|Yo—1|Yn-1,1 o?Y,—1]?

E[(AMH)2|]:n—1] =
Next, we first show that

E[(AM,)2|Foy] = winpflu +o(n")) a.s. (A.10)

oo

From (A.8)) and the Taylor expansion, we conclude that

Yo
Bl e = o(n " ?logn) a.s.
Wy V= gn)
On the other hand,
Yoz -1 — i& Z Zl 1 X1, (UL, k/mk — E[Uik/mu])
mon ma
1 o Yn P _ _ B
=1 _u +0(TL p/2 110gn) —I—O(n 1/2(10glogn)1/2)
mq n

=1-0 Y +o(n ") =14o0(n""") a.s.

It follows that

Y, Y, Y, Y,
Y] — 2 ol g o(n_p‘sl) and nl Yoo = o(n_p‘sl) a.s.
man  Man  Mon (man)r

(A1Q) is verified. From (A10Q), it follows that

Z E[(AM,)?*|Fn1] = :;—p(l +o(n™"1)) a.s.
=1

o0

On the other hand, for 0 < d2 < 1/2 —1/p,

— E[JAM,[P|Fpi] = neP Y11
Zl (t-sprz =€ Z =002 YT 11| Yoa]
> 1 1
<C_ rasa i <%

Il
-

n

So, similarly as in the proof of Theorem [2.2] by the Skorokhod embedding
theorem, the standard motion B(z), the filtration {#,} and the stopping times
{T,} can be constructed such that M, = B(T,) and

oo

" 1
= D EUAMPIFia] + o(n =) = nf 4 om0 =00%2),
=1
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Denote 6y = min{(1 — p)/p,1/2 — 1/p}. Tt is remained to verify (BI). By the
Properties (b’) and the path properties of a Brownian motion, we have for any
0 <0 <d,

M, — B(n”/1s0) = 0o(n”1=%/2) q.s.

Hence

—~ AM; (1 1 M,
= - VM -m
2 10 ; <lﬂ I+ 1)p) Y.

l=n+1
— (1 1 B(n” /¢s)
= RS — P - T 7
; (lﬂ (I+ 1)P> B /i) ne
> O(lp(l—(;)/2) O(np(l_[s)/2)
+IZ: [1+p + ne
 pB(x [y B(n” /v _
1 /oo B(;v)dx_ B(n /o) + o(n—P(+0)/2)
1/)Oo nP [1hoo x? ne
- /°° AB() 1o 4 o(n-rO+0)/2) g
Yoo Jnejypee T

(A6) is now proved by noting that (A7), (AS) and pma = my. And hence
@1 is verified. O

REMARK A.1 Using the truncation method as in the proof of Theorem [2.3, we
can proved that (31]) remains true under the assumption of only finite second
moments if n=P1+9/2 is replaced by n="/?(loglogn)/?. This implies that the
law of iterated logarithm (3.3) remains true when EU12,€ <oo, k=1,2.

References

[1] ALETTI, G., MAY, C. and SEccHI, P. (2007). On the distribution of the limit proportion
for a two-color, randomly reinforced urn with equal reinforcement distributions. Adwv.
Appl. Probab., 39: 690-707.

[2] ALETTI, G., MAY, C. and SECCHI, P. (2009). A central limit theorem, and related results,
for a two-color randomly reinforced urn. Adv. Appl. Probab., 41: 829-844.

[3] Bal, Z. D. and Hu, F. (2005). Strong consistency and asymptotic normality for urn
models. Ann. Appl. Probab., 12: 914-940.

[4] Bal, Z. D., Hu, F. and ROSENBERGER, W. F. (2002). Asymptotic properties of adaptive
designs for clinical trials with delayed response. Ann. Statist., 30: 122-139.

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

22



[6]

(8]

[9]

[10]

11]

(12]

(13]

14]

(15]

[16]

(17]

(18]

19]

20]

(21]

(22]

(23]

[24]

25]

Becas, A. W. (2005). On the convergence of reinforcement learning. J. Econom. Theory
, 122(1): 1-36.

CHAUVIN, B., POUYANNE, N. and Sahnoun, R. (2009). Limit distributions for large Pélya
urns. http://arxiv.org/abs/0907.1477

CRIMALDI, I. (2009). An almost sure conditional convergence result and an application
to a generalized Pélya Urn. International Mathematical Forum, 4 (23): 1139-1156

DurHAM, S. D., FLOURNOY, N. and L1, W. (1998). A sequential design for maximizing
the probability of a favourable response. Canad. J. Statist., 26 (3): 479-495.

DurHAM, S. D. and Yu, K. F. (1990). Randomized play-the leader rules for sequential
sampling from two populations. Probability in Enginerring and Information Science, 26
(4): 355-367.

EBERLEIN, E. (1986). On strong invariance principles under dependence. Ann. Probab.,
14: 260C270.

EGGENBERGER, F. and PorLya, G. (1923). Uber die Statistik verketteter Vorgénge.
Zeitschrift Angew. Math. Mech., 3: 279C289.

EREv, I. and ROTH, A. (1998). Predicting how people play games: reinforcement learning
in experimental games with unique, mixed strategy equilibria. Amer. Econ. Rev., 88:
848-881.

HarL, P. and HEYDE, C. C. (1980). Martingale Limit Theory and its Applications.
Academic Press, London.

Horkins, E. and PoscH, M. (2005). Attainability of boundary points under reinforce-
ment learning. Games Econom. Behavior, 53: 110-125.

HaNsoN, D. L. and Russo, RALPH P. (1983). Some results on increments of the Wiener
process with applications to lag sums of i.i.d.r.v. Ann. Probab., 11: 609-623.

Hu, F. and ROSENBERGER, W. F. (2006). The Theory of Response-Adaptive Random-
ization in Clinical Trials, John Wiley and Sons, Inc., New York.

Hu, F. & Zuang, L.-X. (2004). Asymptotic properties of doubly adaptive biased coin
designs for multi-treatment clinical trials. Ann. Statist., 32: 268-301.

JANSON, S. (2004). Functional limit theorems for multitype branching processes and
generalized Pélya urns. Stochastic Process. Appl., 110: 177-245.

JANSON, S. (2006). Limit theorems for triangular urn schemes. Probab. Theory Relat.
Fields, 134:417C452.

Li, W., DurnaM, S. D. and FLOURNOY, N. (1996). Randomized polya urn designs.
Proceedings of the Biometric Section of the Statistical Association: 166-170.

May, C. and FLOURNOY, N. (2009). Asymptotics in response-adaptive designs generated
by a two-color, randomly reinforced urn. Ann. Statist., 37(2): 1058-1078.

MaRTIN, C. F. and Ho, Y. C. (2002). Value of information in the Polya urn process.
Information Sciences, 147: 65-90.

MEeLr1, V. F. and PaGg, C. (2000). Estimation after adaptive allocation. J. Statist.
Plann. Inf., 87: 353-363.

MONRAD, D. and PHILIPP,W. (1991). Nearby variables with nearby conditional laws and
a strong approximation theorem for Hilbert space valued martingales. Probab. Theory
Relat. Fields, 88: 381C-404.

23


http://arxiv.org/abs/0907.1477

[26]

27]

(28]

[29]

(30]

(31]

(32]

(33]

MULIERE, P., PAGANONI, A. M. and SeccHI, P. (2006a). A randomly reinforced urns. J.
Statisit. Plann. Inference, 136(6):1853-1874.

MULIERE, P., PacaNoNI, A. M. and SEccHI, P. (2006b). Randomly reinforced urns
for clinical trials with continuous responses. In SISProceedings of the XLIII Scientific
Meeting, 403C 414. Cleup, Padova.

PAacANONI, A. and SEccHl, P. (2007). A numerical study for comparing two response-
adaptive designs for continuous treatment effects. Statstical Methods and Applications,
16: 321C346.

PoOLya, G. (1931). Sur quelques points de la théorie des probabilités. Ann. Inst. Poincaré,
1: 117C161.

ZHANG, L. X. (2004). Strong approximations of martingale vectors and its applications
in Markov-Chain adaptive designs. ACTA MATH. APPL. SINICA, ENGLISH SERIES, 20(2):
337-352.

ZHANG, L. X. and Hu, F. (2009). The Gaussian approximation for multi-color generalized
Friedman’s urn model. Science in China, Ser. A, 52 (6): 1305-1326.

ZHANG, L. X., Hu, F. and CHEUNG, S. H. (2006). Asymptotic theorems of sequential
estimation-adjusted urn models for clinical trials. Ann. Appl. Probab., 16(1): 340-369

ZHANG, L. X., Hu, F., CHEUNG, S. H. and CHAN, W. S. (2010). Asymptotic properties
of multi-color randomly reinforced Pdlya urns. Manuscript.

24



	1 Introduction
	2 Equal reinforcement mean case 
	3 Unequal reinforcement mean case 
	4 Concluding Remark
	A Proof of the main results

