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ASYMPTOTIC RESULTS OF A MULTIPLE-ENTRY REINFORCEMENT
PROCESS

CAIO ALVES, RODRIGO RIBEIRO AND DANIEL VALESIN

ABSTRACT. We introduce a class of stochastic processes with reinforcement consisting of a sequence
of random partitions {Pt};>1, where P: is a partition of {1,2,..., Rt}. At each time ¢, R numbers
are added to the set being partitioned; of these, a random subset (chosen according to a time-
dependent probability distribution) joins existing blocks, and the others each start new blocks on
their own. Those joining existing blocks each choose a block with probability proportional to that
block’s cardinality, independently. We prove results concerning the asymptotic cardinality of a given
block and central limit theorems for associated fluctuations about this asymptotic cardinality: these
are proved both for a fixed block and for the maximum among all blocks. We also prove that
with probability one, a single block eventually takes and maintains the leadership in cardinality.
Depending on the way one sees this partition process, one can translate our results to Balls and
Bins processes, Generalized Chinese Restaurant Processes, Generalized Urn models and Preferential
attachment random graphs.

1. INTRODUCTION

The term reinforcement in behavioral psychology refers to an effect applied to an organism, trig-
gered by a manifestation of a certain behavior, with the intention of either strengthening or weakening
that behavior. In probability, the term describes a large collection of models, such as Balls and Bins
models [6] 15], Random Graphs models with Preferential Attachment [T 2] and Reinforced Random
Walks [5]. Although it may be hard to trace its origin, the use of the term reinforcement in the context
of random processes has a clear parallel with its meaning in behavioral psychology.

One of the most important processes in the family of reinforced random processes is the classical
Pélya urn model. In this model, the act of adding balls of a given color with probability proportional
to the amount of balls with that color is a reinforcement whose effect is strengthening the presence of
that color. In preferential attachment random graphs, the reinforcement strengthens the behavior of
choosing high-degree vertices. We do not intend to cover the huge bibliography in the subject, and
refer the interested reader to R. Pemantle’s survey on reinforced random processes [16] and references
therein.

In a high level, one of the main goals when dealing with reinforced random processes is to understand
the long-run effect of the reinforcement: one wants to check whether the reinforced behavior propagates
forever. In the case of models in which the intensity of reinforcement can be tuned via a parameter,
one of the main questions is if the model undergoes some sort of phase transition.

In this paper, we introduce and study a class of stochastic processes with reinforcement which
can be seen as a meta-model in the sense that by changing the terminology it becomes either an
alternate version of Pitman’s Chinese restaurant model [I7, [I8] or a Balls and Bins models or a
random (hyper)graph model with preferential attachment. In order to better introduce and discuss
our results we will define the model in an abstract setup in Section and then in Section we
discuss how the model and our results can be interpreted under different perspectives.

1.1. Definition of the Model. Our model has as parameters a natural number R and a sequence
of probabilities on the R-simplex, that is, a sequence of vectors (g.(0),...,g(R))i>2 with g,(r) > 0
for every r,t and Zf:o gi(r) = 1 for every t. The dynamics is defined from a sequence Xs, X3, . ..
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of independent random elements of {0, ..., R} such that the distribution of each X; is given by the

probability mass function g;. The process defines a sequence of random partitions {P}+cn, where

for each ¢, P; is a random partition of {1,2,..., Rt}. We construct these partitions as follows. At
time ¢ = 1, we start with the set {1,..., R} and the partition P; consisting of a single block equal
to {1,..., R}, labeled block 1. Assume that the model has been defined up to time ¢, and that at

time ¢, there are NNV; blocks, labeled from 1 to Ny, with dgl) numbers in block 4, for i € {1,..., N;}.

Then, at time t+1, from the partition P; of {1,..., Rt} we obtain a partition Py of {1,..., R(t+1)}

as follows:

e the numbers Rt + 1,..., Rt + X;41 join blocks that were already present in P, as follows.
Independently, each of these numbers joins block ¢ € {1,..., N;} with probability

dy
—~
S dy”
(in case X;41 = 0, this step is skipped);

e the remaining numbers Rt + X;41 + 1,..., R(t + 1) are each included in a new block of its
own; these new blocks receive labels N; + 1,..., Ny + R — X1 (in case X1 = R, this step
is skipped).

By setting dgi) = 0 in case block ¢ has not yet been started at time ¢, the above gives rise to a

process (dgl)7 dEZ), ...)i>1 on (Np)N which counts the size of each block in the random partition of the
sets ({1,..., Rt})i>1-

1.2. Main results. We now present the main results of the paper. In Section [1.3] we will present a
deeper discussion of our results and relate them to other results in the literature. In order to properly
state our results we will need some assumptions and definitions.

We make the following assumptions concerning the sequence (g¢);>2. These assumptions are in
force throughout the paper, so we only mention them once here.

Assumptions. We assume that (g;);>2 satisfies

oo

(A1) S(1—gu(R)) = .

t=2

By the Borel-Cantelli lemma, this assumption is equivalent to the assumption that infinitely many
blocks appear in the process. We also assume that there exists a function g : {0,..., R} — [0,1]
with g-0(0) < 1 and

oo R
(42 S S lar) — gl < oo,
t r=0

=2

which can be seen as a regularity condition for the convergence of g; — goo.
Let 8; be the expected proportion of numbers included in previously existing blocks at time ¢, that
is,
1B
(2) Bt 12527“'%(7“)’ teN,
r=0
Also let 8 be its ‘infinity’ counterpart, that is

R
1 .
p= E;r-gm(r) = lim f,.

We note that 0 < 8 < 1. The case 8 = 1, which is equivalent to go(R) = 1, is somewhat special: in
this case, even though it still happens that infinitely many blocks are created (by (A.1])), the expected
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number of new blocks created at each time step vanishes as t — oco. In several of our results, our
model undergoes a phase transition at 8 = 1.

Our first result shows that the cardinality of a given block in the random partition grows as t°
multiplied by a random limiting value.

Theorem 1 (Convergence). For each i € N, as t — oo, dgi)/tﬁ converges almost surely and in L,
(for any p € [1,00)) to a strictly positive (and finite) random variable €@,

Recall that at time ¢ our model gives a random partition of {1,2,..., Rt}. The above theorem
reveals a phase transition on the proportion of {1,..., Rt} taken by any fixed set of the random
partition. In the regime 8 < 1, this proportion vanishes as ¢ goes to infinity, whereas in the regime g =
1, it converges to a non-zero limit.

Our next result provides finer information about the almost sure convergence stated in Theorem [I]
We have a central limit theorem, that is, the random process {dil)/tﬁ }+ has fluctuations given by a
mixed normal distribution around its random limit &),

Theorem 2 (Central limit theorem). For each i € N,

o N, ,
B2 [ )] tzeey )
( I 3 —>(d) ey

where pY is the distribution of W - Z), where W, Z®) are independent random variables, W is a
standard Gaussian and

PO N (oL
€0 (1-) ip=1
Since, by Theorem |d§i)/ t# — €@ converges a.s. to zero as t goes to infinity, Theorem [2| gives

additional information on the rate of convergence. Its statement guarantees that |d£i) /18 —€)| rescaled
properly has Gaussian fluctuations.
The next result concerns the blocks with the largest cardinality.

Theorem 3 (Persistent leadership). Almost surely, there exists I € N such that
dEI) — max dgi) 2% %
i#1

The above theorem implies not only that we have a unique block with the maximum cardinality in
the random partitions for large enough ¢, but that this block remains far ahead of its “competition”
forever. This result gives an appealing picture of leadership in the various interpretations of our
model. It also has important technical implications. It guarantees in particular that we can extend
our central limit theorem to the size of the largest block.

Theorem 4 (Convergence and central limit theorem for the maximum). Letting I be as in Theorem@

we have
max; d” 1o, (s :
—= ¢ = sup¢® € (0,00),
th ieN
the convergence holding almost surely and in L, for any p € [1,00). Moreover,
gD .
B2 [ MAXidy (1)) tooo, «
( e 3 @

where u* is the distribution of W - Z*, where W, Z* are independent, W is a standard Gaussian and

13 if B <1
*\2
(%) N{gm (1-%) #s=1
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1.3. Discussion of the results and related work. In this section we discuss our results in more
detail and show how they can be interpreted under the terminology of other classical models. En
passant, we mention how our model can be seen as a generalization of other well-known reinforced
random processes.

Cardinality distribution. In this paper, we are concerned with cardinalities of specific blocks,
as well as the maximum cardinality. A natural follow-up question would then be: how are the
cardinalities, taken as a whole, distributed? More specifically, what is the proportion of blocks with a
given cardinality k7 Calculations similar to the proof of Theorem 8.3 of [20] show that, when 8 < 1,
this cardinality distribution has power-law with exponent 1 + 1/8 € (2,00). When 8 = 1 however,
the speed of convergence of 5; to [ directly influences the cardinality distribution, some sequences
might not necessarily yield processes with power-law cardinality distribution. We plan to study these
properties in depth in the future.

Universality. Note that our limit random variables £ depend on the choice of the sequence of
vectors (g¢)i>2, where g; is a point of the R-dimensional simplex. On the other hand, qualitatively,
our results depend on a functional of the limiting point g.,. Moreover, this functional has a simple
formula: it is just the expected value associated to g., divided by R. In other words, there exists
universality on the asymptotic behavior of the observables d,(f)’s as well as their maximum: the order
of magnitude of those observables is determined by a functional of the limiting point g.,. Thus,
any sequence of points (g;);>2 in the R-dimensional simplex satisfying assumptions and
produces the same asymptotic behavior, though the distributions of limiting random variables £(*)’s
may depend on the choice of sequence (g:)>2.

Balls and Bins models. In this case there is a natural correspondence between the terminology of
random partitions and a balls and bins model with the feature that at each step a random number of
new bins is added by the process. The bins are the blocks in the random partition and the natural
numbers corresponds to labels to the balls: interpret each natural number as a ball labelled with that
number, and a block of a partition as a bin. Hence, the state of the process at time ¢ describes an
assignment of Rt balls (labelled from 1 to Rt) into bins. At each time step, R new balls and a random
number of bins join the process.

In the balls and bins scheme, one of the central questions regards dominance and monopoly. Domi-
nance means that after some (random) time there will be a single bin with more balls than the others,
whereas monopoly means that after some (random) time only one bin will receive all the balls. In
these terms, Theorem [3| states that we do observe dominance. However, Theorem [1| guarantees there
is no monopoly, since it guarantees that the number of balls in any bin goes to infinity almost surely.

Still in the context of balls and bins models, one feature of our results stands out: the dependence
of the quantity 5. Our results state that under assumptions and , the growth rate of the
number of balls inside each bin is determined by [, which in this context reads as the limiting average
proportion of balls added to already existing bins.

Urn model: One vs. All. 1f one desires to keep track of the size of a single block, then our model
becomes the usual urn model with one urn and two colors, red and green, and the additional feature
of immigration. The model consists in a urn which at time ¢ contains a collection of Rt balls colored
either red or green: red balls represent numbers included in a chosen block of the partition, and green
balls represent every other number. At each time ¢, X; new balls are put into the urn with colors
chosen in the usual fashion without reposition, together with R — X} green balls.

In this context, ; becomes the average proportion of non-immigrant balls added at time t. Our
results then make the effect of immigration clear: when the asymptotic proportion of immigrant
balls being added is zero (in which case § = 1), the limiting proportions of red and green balls are
comparable in the sense that

. #red balls at time ¢ £
t—oo #green balls at time ¢t R — £(1)’
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which is a strictly positive random variable. On the other hand, when the asymptotic proportion of
immigrant balls being added is positive, 5 < 1, then

. #red balls at time ¢
lim - =
t—oo #green balls at time ¢

We refer the interested reader in the subject of urn models with immigration to [I5] of E. Pekoz, A.
Rollin and N. Ross about urn model with random immigration and references therein.

Generalized Chinese Restaurant Process. Given a < 1 and 0 > —a, the Generalized Chinese
Restaurant Process, denoted by GCRP(«, ), is a model introduced by J. Pitman [I7] as a generaliza-
tion of Ewens formula for sampling [7]. In this process, a configuration at a given time ¢ is given by
a finite collection of tables, each table having a finite number of customers and a natural number as
index. The process is constructed inductively, at time ¢ + 1 a customer arrives at the restaurant and
either: sits in the already existing ¢-th table with probability

#(number of customers in the i-th table at time t) — «
t+0

or sits in a new table with probability
a - (#number of tables at time ¢) + 6
t+6 '
When o = 0 and 6 = 1, this is the usual Chinese Restaurant Process.

If we let T; be the number of tables at time ¢, GCRP(«, 8) presents different behaviors which can
be summarized as follows:

(1) Finite number of tables: Choosing oo < 0 and 6§ = —ma, for some m, then T, — m and after
a finite random time the model behaves like a balls and bins model with m bins;

(2) Logarithmic growth: Setting o = 0 and 6 > 0, we have T} of order logt;

(3) Polynomial growth: For a > 0 and 6 > —a, T} grows like ¢<.

The interested reader may see [I8] for an overview of such regimes.

Under the terminology of the GCRP, our model becomes a quite natural alternate version of it
and reads as follows: at each time ¢, R customers arrive to the Chinese restaurant; X; of them sit in
already set tables, choosing their tables with probability proportional to the number of customers at
each table; and R — X; customers sit each one on a new table.

Regarding the growth of the number of tables, by choosing the sequence (g¢);>2 properly all the
behaviors described above may be achieved. On the other hand, in contrast to GCRP with a > 0, in
our case the growth of the number of tables is driven by the process {X;};>2 and not only {7}};>1.
This distinguishes our model from the GCRP even when both have polynomial growth in the number
of tables, and puts it into a new category of Chinese restaurant processes.

When dealing with GCRP the central questions regard the number of tables of a given size (the
amount of customers sitting at the table) and the size of the tables, see [favaro2015,favaro2018,0PR20].
In this context our results regard the size of the tables (Theorem , the size of the largest table
(Theorem [4), the existence of a single largest table (Theorem [3). All of these results are sensitive to
the asymptotic proportion of new tables being added, 1 — .

Random Graph model. In the context of random graph models whose vertex set may increase with
time, our model can be seen as a building block and give rise to different random graph models. Here
each block of the random partition P; can be interpreted as a vertex. The new blocks which may be
introduced at each step are new vertices. Then, in order to generate a graph from this configuration,
one has to impose a rule of connection which is a rule to link the blocks in the random partition.

In order to better illustrate this rule of connection, let us define a rule which introduces geometry
to our model. In this analogy, the starting partition P; = {{1,2,..., R}} will correspond to a starting
graph consisting of one vertex with Rd loops. Assume then that the graph generated from the
partition P; is already constructed, and let us inductively define the graph associated to time ¢ + 1.
Let Hy be a d-regular graph with R vertices labeled hq, ha, ..., hr (notice that the existence of such Hy
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FIGURE 1. A simulation of the resulting graph with circa 250 vertices, when Hy is
the triangle K5 and ¢;(1) = 1. In this case § = 1/3.

implies Rd is even). We also denote by Bp;yq, with i € {1,2,..., R}, the block of the partition Ppy;
which receives the number Rt 4 i at time ¢t 4+ 1. Then our rule of connection works as follows: we
add an edge between blocks Bg;y; and Bgyy; if and only if h; and h; are connected in Hg. When
Brt+i = Bre+; we add a loop to the corresponding vertex. Note that, since the graph Hy associated
to the rule of connection is d-regular, the degree of a vertex corresponds to d times the cardinality of
its associated block. Therefore, we can translate our results to the degree of a given vertex and the
maximum degree in this graph process. Given the interest in graph observables related to counting
specific subgraphs such as triangles, see [10, [I1} 4], choosing Hy and g;’s properly may lead to
interesting models.

For instance, by taking R = 2, d = 1 and Hy as a single edge between the two vertices we can
recover preferential attachment graphs. By setting g¢(1) = 1 this is an instance of the A. Barabdsi
and R. Albert random tree [2]. Whereas, by taking g;(1) = 1 — g,(2) = f(t) our model becomes the
preferential attachment random graph recently introduced in [I], in which one can add edges between
already existing vertices.

By choosing a different rule of connection, our model can generate random hypergraphs as well. In
this variant of the model, the vertices will still be the blocks of the partition at time ¢, but now we
add a single hyper-edge between all the vertices (or blocks) which have increased its degree at each
time-step, instead of connecting them based on the chosen graph Hy. This random hypergraph model
behaves similarly to the Hollywood model introduced by H. Crane and W. Dempsey in [4]

Under these terminologies, Theorem [3] guarantees that, for large ¢, there exists only one vertex
with maximum degree, which keeps its leadership forever. Moreover, Theorem [] guarantees a phase
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FIGURE 2. A simulation of the resulting graph with circa 250 vertices, when Hy is
the cycle Ci5, g:(1) = 0.7, and ¢,(15) = 0.3. In this case 3 = 26/75.

transition on the order of the maximum degree. In the regime 5 < 1 we have that

maximum degree at time ¢
=0, a.s.

lim
t— o0 t
On the other hand, for 8 = 1, the model achieves a maximum degree of linear order, that is

maximum degree at time ¢

lim > 0, a.s.
t—o00 t

1.4. Organization of the paper. In Section [2] we will study a process given by the cardinality of
a given block divided by a normalizing function of ¢. This will allow us to use martingale arguments
and results: we use Freedman’s inequality to obtain an exponential upper bound for the tail of the
normalized cardinality; Méri’s martingale [I3] to study moment bounds and L,-convergence of the
normalized cardinality; and a generating function argument based on [19] to prove a.s. positivity of
the limiting random variable, thus proving Thorem

In Section [3] we will prove the CLT result of Theorem [2] based on an application of Corollary 3.5
of [9). In order to show that our process satisfies the hypotheses, we will study the convergence of
sums of squared increments of the normalized process.

In Section[4 we will prove the persistent leadership result, Theorem[3] based on a Lyapunov function
argument stated in [I2]. Finally, in Section [5, we show that the maximum cardinality also satisfies
results similar to the ones proven for the cardinality of a given block, thus proving Theorem [l Here,
it will be crucial to use Theorem [3]in order to show that, for large ¢, the maximum cardinality behaves
like the cardinality of a given vertex.
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1.5. Notation and conventions. We write N = {1,2,...} and Ny = {0,1,...}.

Keeping consistency with the notation “dgi)”, we use super-indices (inside parentheses) to denote
table indices (as well as other parameters, as in Definition [2| below) and we use sub-indices for time
or time-related indices. In general, for an expression with a sub-index, such as z;, we write

AIt = Tg41 — T
Given n,m € Ny and p € [0,1], we denote by Z(n,p, m) the probability that a Binomial(n,p)

random variable is equal to m.

2. CONCENTRATION AND CONVERGENCE

The goal of this section is to prove Theorem [I] together with exponential tail bounds for the normal-
ized cardinality of a given block ¢. In order to do that, we need to prove several intermediate results.

The almost sure convergence of {dgi) /t?}1>1 will follow from martingale theory. Then, convergence in
the L, sense and positiveness of the limiting random variable £ (1) will require more work.

2.1. Martingales and concentration. In this part we will make sure {dii) /tP}i>1 converges almost
surely by finding a related martingale. In order to do this the following lemma is vital.

Lemma 1. For each i,t € N the following identity holds
, 4@
(3) E[Adgz) | Fi] = Biga tT’ almost surely.

Proof. The proof follows by direct computation

r=0
R R dii) R dgi) d,@
zgr.;gtﬂ(u)-% u,ﬁ,r :;gt“(u)'u'ﬁzﬁtH'T-

]

Recall by the definition of the process that the time the i-th block is introduced is random and
depends on the sequence {X;};>2, for this reason we need the following definitions: for each i € N,
define the stopping time

) = inf{t >1: dgi) > 0}.
Also define, for i,n € N, with n > 4, the conditional probability measures
PO(-):=P(- |70 =n).

Remark 1. In the above definition and in the rest of the paper, whenever we fixed pair i, n and refer
to the event {T(Z) = n}, we assume tacitly that i, n are such that this event has positive probability.
Note in particular that ¢ = 1 then also forces n = 1.

The next result ensures the i-th block is eventually created, for all i € N. In other words, infinitely
many blocks are created.

Lemma 2. Almost surely, 7) < oo for all i € N.

Proof. Notice that the probability that at least one block is created at time ¢ is 1 — g:(R), so by
the assumption (A.1)) and the Borel-Cantelli Lemma, almost surely the number of blocks created is
infinite. ]

In the next results we will show that the cardinality of a given block properly normalized is a
(sub)martingale. The factor of normalization at each time together will proper notation is introduced
below.
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Definition 1. Define the sequence (¢;);>1 by

t
$1:=1 and ¢t;=H<1+ 5S>7t>2

s—1
s=2

and for each i € N, define the process

4
X9 = o t>1.
t

Note that Xt(i) =0 for t < 7.
The next lemma provides the right order of magnitude of the sequence (¢¢);>1.

Lemma 3. There exists b > 0 such that
(4) lim — =b.

Proof. Letting £(x) :=log(1l + ) — x for > —1, we have, for t > 2,

{5 ()
:exp{ﬁ <Z—log ) zt; +Xt;5<sﬁl>}

f;:exp{ (z—log) Bl e (2 >}

i 11 % — log(t) converges as t — oo to the Euler-Mascheroni constant.

bt

then

Now, it is well known that

Next, the series > o, ﬂs *—~ is convergent due to . Finally, the series Y o=, & (Sﬁ_sl) is convergent

since £(x) = o(x?) when z — 0. O

As a consequence of Lemma [I} we will show that the normalized cardinality of a given block is a
(sub)martingale.

Lemma 4. For anyi € N, the process {Xt(i)}tzl is a submartingale under P, and the process {Xt(i)}th
is a martingale under IP’S).
Proof. For the first statement, we start noting that, for any i, ¢,
di +E[Ady” | F] P =t+1|F)
Prt1 Prt1 ’
()

where the expression for the second term on the right-hand side follows from the fact that d;/; =1
if 7() = ¢+ 1. Now, we clearly have

+ {7 > ¢}

EXY) | F)=1{® <t} -

1@ 5 gy FOOZIRLIA) S g0 5 gy x ),
D41
and, using 7 we also have
(4) (4) (4) (4)
1rD <1} di” +E[Ad;” | F] 1{r® < ¢} dy” 4 Bryr-di /t 1r® < 1. xD.

Pr41 Prt1
This completes the proof of the first statement. For the second statement we write, note that for ¢ > n,
we have, ng )_almost surely,

EPIAd? | 7) = Elad? | 7 @ Do
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thus (2) (2)
E(z [X(Z ) ‘ ]:t] di’ + Beyr - dy /t _ Xt(i)v
¢t+1
which concludes the proof. |
For the proof of the coming proof and several other points in the paper, it will be useful to write
(5) AXY = A, —
where

A (4) LA ) .
A, = dy , B = x. bt _ X <¢t+1 _ 1) — x®. Btﬂ—l.
Pr41 Prt1 on t
It will be useful to control how large the cardinality of a given block can be. In the next lemma
we prove exponential tail bounds for d§” /®+. The result is the first consequence of the fact that the

process {Xt(i)}tzl is a martingale under P

Lemma 5. There exist ¢1,C1 > 0 such that, for any i,n € N and any a > 0,

j: > < Crexp{—cia}.

n

(6) 129 (Elt>n d" > a-

Proof. Fix i,n € N. We start with some bounds involving AXt(i), for ¢t > n. First, using and the
facts that ¢s11 > ¢, Adil) <R, Biy+1 <1and dgl) < Rt, we have

(i) R " Bn 2R
™ axT < ¢+1+ ¢tt <¢t

Next, again using and the inequality (a + b)? < 2a? + 2b%, we have

, (i) (i)y2 (i) \ 2
Eg)[(AXt(z))Qlft] <9. En’[(Ad;”)* | Fi] +9. ( dy >

(fr41)? L
2R2 d”
< POAdY £0| F) +2R-
(¢t+1) ( #017) t(¢e)?
()
Using the bound ]P’gf)( d(z) #0|F)<R- dt and again using ¢¢11 > ¢, we obtain
(i)
(8) EQD[(AX{)? | F] < 4R?-

(¢t)

We now fix a. It is sufficient to prove the inequality @ for « large enough (by increasing C if
necessary), so we assume that o > R. Define
n::inf{th: Xt(i) Za}
Pn
and ‘ _
Z =X, - X9, t>n,
which is a martingale under ng ) by Lemma |4 It is worth noting at this point that the case i =1 is
somewhat special: it implies that n = 1 also, and Xfl) = R/¢1 = R. On the other hand, if i > 1 we
have Xff) = 1/¢,. We thus obtain

R
(9) Zi> X\~ oo Lz
Next, from it follows that
2R 2R

t n
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Finally, from it follows that

) ) 1
<4R°«- ,
t-(ge)? — Zt'¢t

t>n

ZE%U[(AZ:&)Z | Fi] < Z]l{n >t} -4R?.

t>n t>n

since dgi)/qﬁt = Xt(i) < a on {n > t}. Then, using the fact that ¢,/t° — b we obtain

. 1
(11) > ED[(AZ) | F] < Ca- —
t>n ¢n
for some C' > 0 that does not depend on ¢, n or a. Equations and allow us to apply Freedman’s
inequality, Theorem |§| in the Appendix, with A\ = (o — R)/¢n, K := 2R/¢,, and o := Ca/¢,, to
bound:

Py (3152”: dE“Za-zt) 9po (Hth:Zt2a¢R)

2

a—R

<exp{ — (%) <exp{— (a—R)2 }
- 9.Ca 2 20 acl (= 2Ca¢, + 2R(a—R) |’

It is now not hard to see (using ¢,, > 1) that there exist constants Cy,¢; > 0 (not depending on 4, n, «)
such that the right-hand side above is smaller than C; exp{—c1a/¢,}. O

2.2. Higher moments and positivity of the limit. By Lemmal[d] the cardinality of a given block,
when properly normalized and considered under the right measure, is a martingale. In this case,
almost sure convergence comes from the fact that we have a positive martingale. This however does
not imply a crucial property present in Theorem [I} namely, the fact that the limiting random variable
is strictly positive.

Under our general setting, this is another point in which our model imposes technical difficulties.
In other classical and related models, see [I3], the positivity of the limiting random variable comes
naturally from the fact that such limit has a known distribution (a beta distribution in many contexts).
Moreover, in many contexts, see [I3], one of the reasons why it is possible to obtain a explicit formula
for the limiting random variable is that at each step only one number is added to the set to be
partitioned. Thus, one of the main goals of this section is to derive positivity of the limiting random
variable £,

Our approach was inspired by [I3] and part of it relies on the so-called Mori’s martingales, whose
definition we give below.

Definition 2. For each m € N with m > 2, define the sequence (qﬁgm))tzl by

t R
(m) (m) B R(4m)
=1 d = 1 . t>2
1 an t Sl_IQ( +m 8—1+(8—1)2 y U2

and for each ¢ € N, define the process

(2)
(i,m) 1 . dt +m—1
)/t T d)gm) < m ) t Z 1a

with the convention that (‘;) = 0 when a < b (so that Y;(i’m) > 0 if and only if t > 7).
We then have

Lemma 6. For any i,n,m, we have that under Pg), the process {Y;(i’m)}tzn 1S a positive super-
martingale.
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Proof. We start noting that, on the event {7(Y) =n}, for t > n,

A+ A +m -1 & @ A 4r+m—1
= 1{A =r}-
(A > 1(ad? =) -
R
S 1{ad
r=0

Am 7
. (d§ +m—1> (r)
—0 J
mAR

(AR

3

r=j
This gives
; d + AdY +m—1 LA =1\ A ([ ; i
(€] B Y () s
=0 r=j

We now consider the terms in the outer sum on the right-hand side separately for different values of j.
For 5 = 0, we have

dgi)—km—l Sy , ; d" +m—1
Z POALD )=t .
( m—0 ) (0) n (Ady r1 7y m

r=0

m

d +m =1\ m- P
m t
Where, for j > 2, we bound:

(i) R
di”+m—1 r ()¢ A 40 _
( m—j )Z@ B (Ad T =7 | 7o)

A+ m— 1\ & (1 G A’ +m -1\ m (i (i
(3 ) i (87 st

r=j
(0) _ 1) (m— , ,
(13) - (dt +m 1> . (if)n(% 1) (m(i) j+1) R POAID > | F).
m di’(dy” + 1)+ (dy” +j—1)
Using the simple bound
o FON
PO (A > j | F) <2 (1%) ’

the right-hand side of is smaller than
(dﬁ” +m— 1) (4m)®

m ti

Plugging these results in , we obtain

(%) (4) (1) R
E) dy "+ Ady” +m—1 7| < dp” +m—1\ 1+moﬂt+1 +R(4m) .
m m t 12
Hence,
(m) 5 R(4 R .
¢tT1 t t

We will need the following relations between the normalization factors (bim) and ¢;.
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Lemma 7. For every m > 2, the limit

(14) Cpp := lim

exists, is finite and strictly positive.

Proof. For t > 2, define

Bt B \" R(4m)R
F(t):=1 Ei(t):=(1 — F(t Es(t) :=
() + t717 1() +t*1 ()5 2() (t71)27
so that
k t—1 t—1
F E E - F
A PEDEG) Y] (1 BOBG)
or(t) 5 F(s)+ Ea(s) 5 F(s) + Ex(s)
It is easy to check that
F(s) + Ey(s) 21, ZEl(s) < 00, ZEQ(S) < 0.
= s=1
Putting these observations together, the result easily follows. (]
The following is an easy consequence of the above lemma.
Lemma 8. For every m > 2 there exists C, > 0 such that
E[(d" /¢,)™] < C!. foralli €N andt € N.
Proof. Fix m > 2 and i,n € N. For all ¢ < n we have E{ [( )/gb( t))™] = 0, since almost surely
under ]P%(l) we have 7 = n > ¢, so di = 0. For every t > n we have, for some C/, that does not
depend on i, t or n,
(1) ED(A/e)") < C EDYM < 0 BRI = 0 (00) 7 < O

where the first inequality follows from Lemma [7] and the second inequality from Lemma [6] Now,
since P(7(") < o0) = 1, we have

E[(d /)™ ZIP’ (0 = m)-EO [ o0 D

]

A consequence of the results we have so far for the process {Xt(i)}tzl is its convergence in the
almost sure and L, senses.

Proposition 1. For each i € N, the process {Xt(i)}tzl converges almost surely and in Lqy(P) (for
any q € [1,00)) to a non-negative random variable ¢,

Proof. By Lemma |4, we have that (Xt(i))tzl is a non-negative submartingale. Lemma [8| implies that
this process is bounded in L,, (P) for every m € N; hence, it is bounded in Ly(PP) for every ¢ € [1, 00).
The result then readily follows from (sub)martingale theory. (|

Now we will establish two important properties of the random variables () given in Proposi-
tion[I] The first is an upper bound for its moments. This will be very useful in Section [5} where we
i)

study max; dg and sup;, ¢ O}

Lemma 9 (Moment bounds for (). For any m > 2 there exists C" > 0 such that
(16) E[((D)y" <y -i7P™, ieN
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t—o0

Proof. Fix m € N. For now, also fix i,n € N. We have by Propositionthat Xt(i) = d,(f)/qﬁ(t) —

¢ P-almost surely (hence also PSf)—almost surely), so

(@ +m=1)- (@ +1) 4" e ()
g Cnomt "

th(i,m) _

-a.s.,

where C,, is the constant of Lemma Moreover, since {Y;(i’m)}th is a positive supermartingale
under P (by Lemma@), we have

, (@)ym N , , C,. -m) C
(i [ L™ ] gy Gmn — (i) (i) ym) < Cm ™!
m ¢7L n n
for some C' > 0 depending only on m, by Lemma |7l Using the fact that 7(¢) > |i/R], we then obtain
) ad . ) . C
B¢y = 3P (r0 = n) - EP[CO)] <
nZ:i ( ) (1i/r))™
Since ¢, /t? LmESNY N 0, we have ¢, > ct? for some ¢ > 0; this completes the proof. O

As we discussed at the beginning of this section, another important property of the random vari-
ables ¢V is its positiveness. In the next result we will prove is that they are almost surely positive,

which means that the process {dgi)}tzl goes to infinity with the same rate as ¢;.
Proposition 2 (Positiveness of (V). For each i € N, ¢ is almost surely strictly positive.

The proof of the above proposition follow ideas from [I9] in the context of Balls and Bins models
with immigration. The following lemma is the key ingredient needed for this result.

Lemma 10. Let i € N. For any s,t € N with s <t we have

dgi) ) t—1 1 dgi)
(17) E |exp —/\-E exp{ — A—AR-;SU% ol A > 0.

We postpone the proof of this lemma to the end of this section. For now, let us see how it implies
Proposition [2] which then gives Theorem

<E

Proof of Proposition[d The proof is based on the inequality, for fixed i,
P (di) - o) =P (exp{—wi)} = 1) <E [exp{—)\C(i)}} . A0,

which follows from the Markov inequality. Our strategy is to prove, using Lemma[I0] that the right-
hand side can be made arbitrarily small by taking A large.
Fix ¢ € N. Also fix s € N. Using Proposition |1} dominated convergence and 7 we have

(4) 0 (4)
o2 &) ool (o Ec) 4
t U—s * Pu s

for all A > 0. Now, using , assume s is large enough that RZZOZS # < 25 and take \ = bBs” /4;

£ oot 2] =

bBsh
@ ;
then, the right-hand side above is at most E [exp {—bﬁfﬂ . d{; H Now, since ]P’(dgz) i o0) =1,
@
again using dominated convergence we obtain E [exp {—bﬁf - %}] 27%% 0. This concludes the

proof.
Now Theorem [1]is a straightforward consequence of the results we have proven up to this point.
Proof of Theorem[], The statement readily follows from Lemma [3]and Propositions [I] and [2| with
€@ = ¢ p,
where b is the limit that appears in Lemma [3] O
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We finally conclude this section proving Lemma

Proof of Lemma[10 We will argue by induction on ¢ — s. Hence, for the base case of the induction,

we prove that for any s > 1,
d(i)l 1 d(f)
expl —A- —FL V| <E |exp —(A—)\2R- ) : . A>0.
{ ¢s+1 S d)s ¢s
To prove this, note that the left-hand side is

E [exp {A ) — A -Adgi)H
Pst1 Gs+1

<E [exp {_ A .dgi)} . <1 A AdY + )‘72 . (Adgi))2)} ,
¢s+1 ¢s+1 2(¢s+1)2

where the inequality follows from applying e=* < 1 — x + 22/2, which holds for all > 0. Now,
taking E[- | Fs] inside the above expectation and using 1 — 2z < e~ the above is smaller than

(18) E

A DA 4 A2 ,

19 E lexpq ——— -d) — ——— E[AdY | FJ] + —— -E[(Ad)? ]-'H
(19 o { -2 = 2 EIAD | ]+ Bl | £
Recalling that E[AdY) | F,] = 2252 4{ we have
(20) A (d? + E[AdY | Fy)) = A (1 + Bs“) Sd) = A d).

¢s+1 s+1 S ¢5
Next, using Ads(i) € {0,1,,..., R}, we have:
(21) E[(Ad{)? | Fs] < R-E[AdY) | Fi] = R- Bar1 -d) < R ~d.

S S

Now, using and , the expression in is bounded from above by

V)  A2.R-d NRY dY
eXp{_)"qﬁs+2~(¢s+1)2'5H <E [exp{— ()\— S.¢S> iy H .

where the inequality follows from ¢sy1 > ¢s. This concludes the proof of .
We now assume that for some ¢ € N, we have proved the inequality in the statement of the lemma
for all s,t with1 <t—s < /fandall A > 0. Fix s > 2 and let ¢t = s+ ¢; we will carry out the induction

step by proving that
, t—1 1 d(i)1
exp — [ A= MR- - , A>0.
P Z u- d)u (bsfl

u=s—1

E

<E

t

d(i)
E|l-)\ 2
(22) [ s

To do so, we observe that if A > 0 is such that the expression inside parentheses on the right-hand
side is negative, then the inequality trivially holds. So we will assume from now on that

t—1 -1
(23) 0<A<<R.Zw;(u)> .

u=s—1

By the induction hypothesis (applied to the pair s,t), we have

(4) t—1 (4)
exp{—)\-ﬁf} exp{—()\—)\QRZu.lqs)-cj; }1

Note that implies that the expression inside parentheses on the right-hand side is positive. So we
can again apply the induction hypothesis (this time to the pair s — 1, s) to obtain that the right-hand

E <E
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side above is smaller than

) =1y ) =1y 2 1 d(i)1
E — _ . — — . . L8z
Py AREum A ARgu-m (5= 1) 0s1) o

A—AR- Z — 2. ! .dgl
u- ¢u (5 1 —1 ¢s—1
2 — dil 1
{(HRZ ¢> qu

3. CENTRAL LIMIT THEOREM

IN
=

=E

In this section, we prove Theorem [2| which gives a central limit theorem for the process {Xt(i)}tz 1,
the normalized cardinality of block 7. For the sake of organization, we first assume Propositions [3]and
stated below and show how Theorem [2| follows from them. Then, the remainder of this section is
dedicated to prove both propositions. So, throughout this section we will fix a block index i € N.

3.1. Martingale central limit theorem. Theorem [2| will be obtained as a consequence of a mar-
tingale central limit theorem from [9] which we replicate in the appendix (Theorem E in Section |A.2)).
As said above, the theorem will follow from the two propostions below.

Proposition 3. For any n, we have that
B 6] ifB<1;
= BV [0 (1-<5)] ws=1.
Proposition 4. We have that, almost surely,

, ¢® if B<1;
N (axy? 2, e ;
Remark 2. Note that the convergence in Proposition 4] holds P-almost surely, hence also ]P’gf )_almost
surely for any n. A natural strategy to prove these two results would be to start proving Proposition [4]
and then give a justification for swapping a limit with an expectation to obtain Proposition 3| This
is not, however, the approach we follow: since we have not found a way to justify the swapping that
is easier than computing the limit in Proposition [3| directly, we just carry out the direct computation.

We postpone the proofs of both propositions to Sections and repesctively. Let us now see
how they are combined in order to yield Theorem

Proof of Theorem[2 Fix n € N and define s; := (ZsZtI[“ng')[(AXS))Q])U2 for t > n. Proposition
implies that \/@; - s; converges to a positive limit, and moreover, using ¢;/t” — b and ¢ () = ¢ /b,

L (B [§(i>]>1/2 it 8 <1;

: (I[«:ﬁ? {f(z’) . (1 - %)DW if 8= 1.

Whereas, Lemma {4| guarantees that {Xt(i)}th is a martingale under P ); let us show that, under this
probability measure, this process satisfies the assumptions of Theorem [7] We will use the bound

2
IAXD| < ¢R t>1
t

<

(24) 812 .5, 120,

S
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obtained in . We have

1 : 1 2R 50
_ . AX(Z) < o/ — 0
St ng' e N ot on

and )
1 ) 1 2R
- AXN2 | <« = g [ 22) izooy
(s)? B {S:gt)( %5 } = b1 - (s1)? & (¢t) 0

so conditions and are satisfied. Condition is given by Propositions |3 and |4| together:

1 > .
S (AXD)?2 22,
s=t

(St)Q ng)fa‘s‘
where
; (). (1 &2
2 5( ) 2 _ § (1 R ) oo
U v if f<1 and =0T o ifg=1
S (- %)

Hence, the conclusion of Theorem B tells us that, under ]P’Sf ),

1 (i) ; 1 ) t—oo. (i

Lox® iy = L ST Ax ) 2y 0,

S ( t C ) S SZ‘: s (d) n
where v/ is the distribution of W - 2’ ; where W, Z’ are independent, W is a standard Gaussian and
the law of Z’ is equal to the law of 7 (under Psf)). Now, using (24),

dt . 1 ¢ dY A ;
2 (G ) Zgprzg, . L[ 0o e, o)
(“3 ¢ oD\ ws g ) T

") is the distribution of W - Z , where again W, Z are independent, W is a standard Gaussian

2@ [ Ly HB<L
5(0.(1_5&) if g =1,
the distribution of the random variables on the right-hand side being under Psf ),
The statement of the theorem now follows from the fact that P(-) =" ng)(-) -P(7() = n), so the
law 41(V defined there is equal to >, ul) P(r@ = ). O

where u(

and

3.2. Sum of expected squared increments: Proof of Proposition |3, We now give the proof of
our statement concerning the asymptotic behavior of the sum " ., E[(AXS(”)Q]. For this proof and

several of the following, the equality AXt(i) = Ay — By from will play an important role, for this
reason we recall A; and B; below

Ad® A , .
A, =20 g x0. b _ x®. <¢>t+1 B 1) _ X, Brer
Dit1 bry1 on t

We also recall, for future reference, that

bt t—oo Dt t—oo Apy  dry1 Bt t—00
25 e b, 1, e N mtN)
(25) th Gr41 on on t Pr b
Proof of Proposition[3 As in Lemma [l we have
(1) (1)
(4) (4) E : d dt
IE d | .7:,5 gt+1 Rt = Biy1 - P t>n.
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By a similar proof as the one of that lemma, using the formula for the second moment of binomial
random variables, we also get, for ¢t > n,

)2 4 FIOAW d(” / FIOAN
[(Ad )7 | Fi th+l T E—i_( r)- Rt =Bty1-—— +Biy1 - -+ |

where we define (] := R™2 ZT "0 9t(r) - (r* = 7). Using this together with () we obtain

EQ[AXD) | 7] = E?[(At)? (Be)® 24,5, | Fi]

_ B -d + B (@) | (X2 (A8 o Brer X[V - Ay - dy
(¢t+1) (Pr41)% - 82 (fr41)? (Ge41)? - 1 7
so, taking the expectation and using Xt(i) = dgi)/tbt,
(26)
e R T (S e R o e S ]
We let

= 22900 (r? fr)fhmﬁf
We then obtain, using , the following asymptotic expressions for the quotients that appear in :
Brvr-de B Biy1 - (¢0)? 5' <A¢t>2 and Brv1-Adr- P (5)2

(Grp)2 b B (Gpn)2 2 120 \ i (Gr41)? - 1 t
Recall that Xt(i) — ¢ in L,(P) for all p € [1,00), hence also in LP(PS)) for all p € [1,0), so
EQG] =S EPEY] and EQ(XGY)?] =5 EP[C)),

n

We study the behavior of ¢ -3 o, E ()[(AX )?] when t — oo by separately considering terms
obtained from , using the asymptotic expressions obtained above. First,

Bst1 - s g bi? i)[-(i)) =00 DIRC
(27) @-me)x( bt wa E® 0] 22, gO[c0)],
s>t s>t

Next, we have:

N B (897 iy @) (- ()N2] . 451
(28) o g(%H)Q,SQ EP[(X,")?] ~ B'b-EP ()% - 77,
A¢t 2 i (3)\2 2 i i)\ 2 -1
(20) wZ() ED[XD)] ~ £2-ED (D)) 151,
s>t Pit1
(30) R B RO A‘i’t O EDIXO)) ~ 5% BP0
s>t t+1

Now, when 8 < 1, the desired result already follows from putting together — in . For the
case 8 = 1, the result follows in the same way, with the additional observation that in this case we
have goo(R) = 1,50 8/ =1 — +. O
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3.3. Sum of squared increments: Proof of Prop051t10n [ 4 Recall that Proposition [4 concerns
almost sure convergence of the random series ¢; - Zs>t(AX ) Notice that the order of magnitude of
such random series is intrinsically connected to those steps when block ¢ has increased its cardinality
as well as by how much said cardinality increased. This forces us to keep track on the times block
i received exactly r elements and investigate the behavior of ¢; - Y o, (AX §’))2 along these random
sets. For this reason, the need for results on sums along subsets of N arises naturally in this section.

For the sake of organization we will prove Proposition [f] separately for 3 = 1 and 8 < 1; the latter
will be somewhat more involved. In order to set up the stage for the first case 8 = 1, we start with
the following.

Definition 3. Define the random sets
TO@) = {t:AdY =1}, re{o,...,R}.
For the following statement, recall that a set A C N has asymptotic density « € [0,1] if
JAN{L,.. N
1 —_— =
Ngnoo N
Our first result concerns the asymptotic density of 7 (%) (r) in the case 8 = 1.

Lemma 11. Assume § = 1. Then, almost surely for each r € {0,...,R}, the set T (r) has
asymptotic density & (R, ¢b/R, r).

@D oo s
Proof. When 8 =1, we have g, (R) =1 and dt— LimicN ¢ . b almost surely, so for each r,
P(AdY =1 | Z) ng B(u,d” /(Rt),r) =22 B(R,Db/R, 1)
almost surely, and then

= ZIP’ AdD =1 | Fy) 2 B(R,(Db/R,7)
almost surely. The result now follows from applying the Azuma-Hoeffding inequality (Theorem
and the Borel-Cantelli lemma to the martingale
t . .
> (1{ad? =1} —P(AdD =7 | ), teN,
s=1

O

We now state a result about the asymptotic value of series that are taken over sets with a given
asymptotic density. In order to keep the flow of the presentation, we give the proof in an appendix.

Lemma 12. Let A C N be a set with asymptotic density equal to o € [0,1]. Then,

. 1
lim N — =a.
N—o0 TLQ
n>N,
neA

Putting the two previous results together, we obtain the following.

Corollary 1. Assume 8 = 1. Then, almost surely,

Ad()
: (4)
(1) At =<
s>t
and
. (Ad)? e s (€)%
(32) Jim ¢ 2 i LA e

s>t
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Proof. For any h : R — R we have

had?) & 1{s € 7O (r)}
2T T
s>t r=0 s>t
so, by Lemma |11 and Lemma [12] we get
Ad( &
] i)
(33) Jim ¢ 3 Zh B(R,(Yb/R, 7).
S

The result now follows by using the formulas for the first and second moments of the binomial distri-
bution. 0

We are now ready to treat the case § = 1 in Proposition [4]

Proof of Proposition[], case § =1. We write AXt(i) = A; — By as in . We then have
b1 > (AXI)? =Y (A + 60 Y (Bs)* =260 Y (As- By)
s>t s>t s>t s>t

and we compute separately the limit of the three terms on the right-hand side as ¢ — co. For the first
term, we have

AN 2
Ad® S (CD)2p .
2 _ g s — @ _ (132
tli)Igo Z SZ;:( ) tlg]go bt o ( bs ¢ R + 0,
where the second equality follows from . For the second term,

lim ¢,y (By)* = lim (¢) btz = (¢)?

s>t s>t

Finally, for the third term,

. Ad) .
Jm ¢ Z(As " Bs) = 7 = ()%

s>t s>t

where the second equality follows from . Putting things together, we then obtain

. Q)
o a7 =0 (1- ).

s>t

O

We now give some additional definitions and preliminary results concerning both the cases f =1
and 3 < 1. For the missing part of the proof of Proposition [4] we will need the case 8 < 1, but in the
next section we will also use the results obtained here for § = 1.

Definition 4. We define a sequence of stopping times (oé))neNo by letting 0( D= 7@ and, for k € Ny,
(&) ._; (4) (@ ( _ (4)
Opyqp i=1inf ¢ > O’ cdy > d o) 1+1nf{t>a : Ad” # 0}

In words, U,Ef) is the k-th time the process has increased the cardinality of block i. We also define

D\ = d“(), " =F,o, keNo.

Finally, writing AD( R D](C_)F1 — D,(C ), define the random sets

()6/(2 (r)::{kENO:AD;j):T}v TE{l,...,R},
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That is, £ *) (r) is the set of moments when the cardinality of block ¢ increased by exactly r. Note
that the definition of .# (V) (r) above does not include r = 0 because by definition, AD](:) is never zero.
The next lemma relates the asymptotic density of .# () (1) and ¢,

Lemma 13. Almost surely for each r € {1,..., R}, the set # (1) has asymptotic density

A(R,("b/R, 1)
1— Z(R,(Wb/R,0)

ifB=1and M{r=1}if B < 1.

We postpone the proof of this lemma. Let us now give a second result concerning sums of series
with asymptotic densities.

Lemma 14. Let (ar)ren be an increasing sequence of natural numbers with Aay € {1,..., R} for
each k, and such that for each v € {1,..., R}, the set {k : Aay = r} has asymptotic density p.. We

then have
: Aak ? Zr 7’2p7~
k&gnoo @ko * Z ( > o >, rpr

a
k> ko k

Again, the proof is carried out in the Appendix. We will now obtain the following by combining
the two previous lemmas:

Corollary 2. Assume 8 < 1. Then,

_ AdD\Y 1
(34) tlirf}o@’Z() NSCR

s>t dgl)

Proof. Define
K(t) := sup{k : J,(j) <t}, teN;

note that dgi) = cl(i()i> =Dt

o K(t) for each t. Moreover, it is easy to check that

@\ 2 @\ 2
Ad\ B AD,
S(5) - 2 (58
s>t s k> K (t) k

for each t. Using the fact, given in Lemma that 7 () (r) has asymptotic density equal to 1{r = 1},
together with Lemma [T4] we obtain

SO

. 2 ; 2
. AdY h @) AD(" 1
A WZ( Fo ) =% B | P 2 pi ) | T

s>t E>K(t)

Now we are finally able to cover the case § < 1.

Proof of Proposition[f], case § < 1. As in the proof of the other case, we write AXt(i) = A; — By,
with A; and B, defined in . Again we write

b Y (AXD)? =gy Y (A + i Y (Bo)® =201 Y (As- By)

s>t s>t s>t s>t
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and consider the three terms on the right-hand side separately. For the first term, Corollary [2| gives

: 2 _ (7))

Jim ¢y Y (A% = ¢,
s>t
Next, since By ~ ¢ . % and ¢; = o(t) when 8 < 1, we obtain
. 2
0S8 0.
s>t

Finally, by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,

on Z(AS - Bg) < \/¢t Z(As)z . \/¢t 2(33)2 t2%0, 0.

s>t s>t s>t

Putting things together, we obtain ¢, - z:sZt(AXs(i))2 LimicN ¢, O

It remains to prove Lemma The proof will involve further definitions and lemmas, some of
which will be useful in the next section.

Definition 5. Define, for m,t € N,

m

R
Pm,t(T) = th+1(u) - B (u, E’T) , ref0,...,R}.
u=0

Notice that in the event {dgi) = m}, the following identity holds P, ;(r) = P(Adii) =r|F).
We also define

o) t'—1

Pina(1) = Poa()+ Y | [] Brs(0) | - Prvr(r), 7€ {1,...,R}.

tr=t+1 \ s=t
Finally, also define, for « € (0, 1],

B(R,a,r)

& = e{l,....R

OL(T) 1—%(R)a70)’ r { i ) }
and finally, let

Po(r)y =1{r=1}, re{l,...,R}.

Note that gzm,t(r) is the probability that, given a block of cardinality m at time ¢, it receives
exactly r elements at the next time it receives new elements. Since no block ever permanently stops
receiving new numbers, we have that

Moreover, we have
(35) P(ADY =1 | G\Y) = @Dgna,@ (r), re{l,...,R}.
With the above notation in mind, the next lemmas will play important roles in the proof of Lemma

Lemma 15. Assume that 8 = 1. Let (m,), (tn) be increasing sequences of natural numbers with
n— oo

my/t, —— aR, with a > 0. Then,

Pt (1) 222 Po(r) for allr € {1,...,R}.
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Proof. For each n € N| let
T (0,7) == P, (1), ref{l,...,R}

and
=1 R
= (H Pmn,tn+5(0)> . Pmn,tn+t(r)7 t Z 1, re {1, ooy R}
s=0
Next, define
P,(r) = B(R,a,r), a€ (0,1, r€{0,...,R}
and

m(t,r) == (Pa(0)' - Pa(r),  t>0,7€{l,...,R}.

Now, 7, and 7 are probabilities on Ny x {1, ... R} and, using the assumptions that 5 =1 (0 goo(R) =
1) and m,, /t,, — /R together with the definitions of P,,, ;, and P,, it is readily seen that =, (¢,7) —
m(t,r) for every (t,r). It then follows from Scheffé’s theorem that, for all r € {1,..., R}, we have

o0
. Zﬂ'n (t,r) == 7(t,r) = Py (r).
t=0 t=0
O
Lemma 16. Let (my,,), (t,) be increasing sequences of natural numbers with m., [t, 22%%0. Then,

P (1) 2225 Py(r)  for allr € {1,...,R}.
Proof. We first claim that for any ¢ > 0 there exists J. > 0 such that
0<p<é,,ref0,....,R}, ue{2,...,.R} = RB(r,p,u)< % - B(r,p,1).

This is easily checked by first treating the cases r = 0 and r = 1 first (for both these cases the statement
is trivial), and, for r > 2, using the facts that #(r,p,1) ~rp as p — 0 for r > 1, and Z(r, p,u) = o(p)
as p — 0 for u > 2.

Now, fix € > 0 and fix ng such that z= < 0. for all n > ng. Then, for all n > ng, u € {2,..., R}
and t > t, we have
m e & m €
m ) ”7 <= <%(777171):71—51’71 1).
th+1 - (r g u) < F 2 n() 8 (1 1) = el

This readily gives, for all n > ng and ¢t > ¢,
> P a(u) e By, (1),
Using the definition of @mn,tn, we then obtain

EZQ%WM ) <& P, 1, (1)

Combined with Zle ﬁ?mmtn (u) = 1, this gives 1 > ﬁmmtn(l) > 1+ , completing the proof. O
Corollary 3. We have that, almost surely, for each r € {1,..., R},
Po(r) ifB<1

(AD =7 g ) Foo,
e@((i)b/R(T) Zfﬂ =1.
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Proof. Recall and note that

. , (2)
d9 e [0 B <1 p® o . [0 ip<1
- . . S0 = —* , .
t ¢ if B=1, o o ¢y if g=1.
Hence, the desired convergence follows from Lemma [15|and Lemma (Il

Proof of Lemma[I3 The desired result follows from Corollary [3] and a simple application of the
Azuma-Hoeffding inequality to the martingale

k
S (14aDf = v} —B@ADY =16, ke
=1

we omit the details. O

4. PERSISTENT LEADERSHIP

We note that, if we had P(€®) = ¢U)) = 0 whenever i # j, we would already have persistent
leadership. Indeed, as we will see in the proof of Theorem [3] the exponential decay of the tails of the
normalized cardinality given by Lemma [5| implies that, almost surely, only a finite number of blocks
can “compete” for the leadership. If, £ £ £U) for i # j, then the cardinalities of the respective blocks
at large time ¢ must be at distance of order ¢° from one another. If we knew that the distributions
of {¢M},51 had no atoms, the result would then follow. As we do not have this result, we must resort
to other methods to prove Theorem [3]

As we alluded to above, to prove the leadership result what we now need is to show that the
distance between the cardinalities of specific blocks goes to infinity. With that in mind, our main goal
this section will be to prove the following result:

Proposition 5. For any two distinct indices i and j, we have

tlim \dgi) — dgj)| 1220 50 almost surely.
—00

For now, let us properly show how the above proposition allows us to prove our persistent leadership
theorem.

Proof of Theorem[3. Define the events

(i)
mﬂ:{m:@> 1},ieN

o Vo
We have

IP’(A(”) = nZZiIPSf)(A(i)) ~P(T(i) =n) < nZZiexp {—cl . j(%} -P(T(i) =n) < exp {—cl (bi} ,

where the first inequality follows from Lemma |5l Recalling that ¢; ~ bt?, we then have > i P(A®) <
00, so by the Borel-Cantelli lemma,

P(A® occurs infinitely often) = 0.
This implies that
49
F*: — < ——= forallj>i*andt € N.
on \V Pj

Together with the facts that
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we then obtain that almost surely, there exists a (random) index ** such that
d9) 49
max{ —— :j <i** 5 =max{ — :j €N for all ¢ large enough,
on on
SO
max {dﬁj) 1§ < z**} = max {dE]) RS N} for all ¢ large enough.
Next, Proposition [5| implies that for all pairs of distinct 7,7’ < i** we have

|d§j) _ dgj/)\ 122 % almost surely.

This implies that there exists j7* < ¢** such that
dgj*) > max{dij) 1§ <@, j#5°} for all t large enough.
This concludes the proof. O

4.1. Increments involving a pair of indices. For the rest of this section, we fix two indices i < j.
In this subsection, we give some definitions and results that will be needed in proving Proposition
Similarly to what was done in Section [3.3] we will consider the process only at the times ¢ at which

either dgi) or dgj ) increases from its previous value. The idea is that, in order to study the distance
between cardinalities of blocks ¢ and j, it is only necessary to look at the process at these times.

Definition 6. We define 0( D= 70) > 70 and, for each k € Ny,
0,8_;_31 := inf {t > a,(j’j) d(l) + d(J) > d' ()l 5t av G J>}

We also let N o ‘ N
G = Fy, DD =l DU =Y,
Tk

and
D(ZJ) D(z,y) i D(w),J Zp = |D](€i,j),i o D,(:’j)’j|-

‘We write AD(M) Dl(;fl) ,(CZ’]). Recalling the definition of «gbm,t in Definition [5, as in we
have _
]P’(AD](;’J) r | gklj ) f@D(u) (i,j)(?”), re {1,...,R}.
Our goal is to study Z,ii’j). To do so, we will first need to understand the process D( ’J), which will
control the total amount by which the cardinality of blocks ¢ and j may increase at time oy. Arguing
in the same way as in Corollary [3, we obtain:

Lemma 17. We have that, almost surely, for each r € {1,..., R},
Po(r) if B<1

c@(C(i)+<(j))b/}:g(?“) if 0= 1.

Next, it will be useful to note that, almost surely, for every k and r,

(i.4).i
(i.9)si _ (i) (i) _ (i.5) Dy,
(36) P(AD" =1 | Gy ZIP’ AD; ul| Gy ).93<u, Dgyj),r)

The next two lemmas provide lower bounds for the conditional drift of Z,Ei’j ),

Lemma 18. For any k, we almost surely have
(4,5)

Z irj irj
(37) ElAZ) | G = %-E[ADMG;& g
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Proof. On the event {D,(:’j)’i > D,(Ci’j)’j}, we have Zlgi’j) = D,(:’j)’i - Dl(f’j)’j, o
Z}g:»_jl) _ |D’(fi7j),i + AD](;’j)i _ Dl(j»j)d' _ ADl(j’j)’j| > Z]ii’j) -l-AD,iiJ)J _ ADl(j’j)’j
and this gives
(38) EAZ | G = EIADT | G — BIAD | G,
Now, using we have

)i | (i DL ij ij
E[AD | G7) = —tegy - BIADEY | 617
k

and similarly for j; using this in we obtain the desired inequality on the event {Dl(f’j ) > D](f’j ):d }.

Arguing in the same way, we also obtain it in the complementary event {D,(f’j s D,(:’j )Z} O

Lemma 19. For any k, we almost surely have

(39) Az |G >0
and

ij ij 1
(40) PAzZ{ =0]G() < 5.

Proof. The first inequality is an immediate consequence of . The second inequality follows from
noting that AZ,EW) = 0 if and only if ADE;’J)’z = ADEJ’])’] =1. AD,(;’]), and then using and the
elementary observation that %#(n,p,n/2) < 1/2 for any n and p. |

The next result is the main tool in the application of the Lyapunov function method for the
process Z,(;’j )Tt gives a lower bound for the conditional increment of Z,(cw ) in terms of Z,(;’j ) itself.

Proposition 6. Almost surely, there exists Ko € N such that

i y 3 Z(i’j)
E[AZ | g > T Jorallk 2 Ko,
Proof. Let
) )1 if B < 1;
Zfﬂ re y(((i)+g(3))b/R(7’) if 6=1.

By Lemma [I7] we have
E[AD,(;’]) |g](€w)] koo, (i)
Using this and a simple application of the Azuma-Hoeffding inequality, we also obtain

D" koo (i)
- .

The desired result now follows from combining the two above convergences with . ]

4.2. Transience of difference process. We are now equipped to take the concluding steps in
proving Proposition The first step in this direction is the following result, which shows that the
J

(i

limit superior of Z,*"’ grows faster than the square root of k.

Proposition 7. We almost surely have
Z(i,j)
lim sup =~

k—o0 \/%

Proof. This is an immediate consequence of Lemma 2 in [I2]. The assumptions required by that

= 0.

lemma are readily checked using the fact that |[AZ ,i” )| < R and the two inequalities in Lemma [19| (in
the notation of [I2], take the constant a = 1).
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We can then bootstrap the above result and finish this section.

Proof of Proposition[3. It suffices to prove that limg_ Z,(:’j ) = o almost surely. To make the
notation a bit cleaner, in this proof we will omit the superscript (¢,7), writing Zx and Gy instead

of Z,(j’j) andig,(j’j).
For each k € N, define the event

E(k) = {IE[AZk | Gi] > Z : % for all k& > k:} .

Note that Proposition |§| implies that P(E(k)) ’”—°°> 1. Hence, the proof will be complete if we show
that, for any k& and any £ > 0, we have
(41) P (E(k) N {Z); — o0}°) < e.

Fix k and ¢; let us prove (41)). We closely follow the proof of Theorem 1 from [12]. Since (1+z)~2 =
1 — 2z + 322 + o(2?) for = small, we can choose 1 > 0 such that

(42) (1+2)"2<1—2x+42® forall x € [-n,7n).
Next, define
. - Rk €
T::lnf{ka‘\/nz: Z—zg 16R2}'

This is a stopping time with respect to (Gi)r>0, and by Proposition |7} it is almost surely finite. We
then let
THC s
(Z‘r+€)2
with W, = oo in case Z,,, = 0. By the definition of 7, we have Wy < ¢/(16 R?).
Next, define

Wy =

. 1
L'::lnf{ﬁZO: Wgz]ﬁm},

T+

and let L := L' AL”. These are stopping times with respect to the filtration (G,4¢)¢>0. We now claim
that

A
L" := inf {€ >0: E[AZ; 10| Grye] < % Tt } ,

(43) (WinL)e>o is a supermartingale with respect to (Gr4¢)e>0-

To prove this, we need to check that, for any /,

(44) 1{L > 0} -E[AW, | G,1f] <0.
To this end, we first write
2
T+L+1 T+ T+ ( 1 ) 1
45 AW, = - = 1+ . 1
(45) VA LR A A N (1 n A;)

Now, we have |[AZ, o] < R and on the event {L > ¢} we have, by the definition of L/,

T4+ R
< <1, S0 Zrig> 02> =
(Zr+0)? ~ 16R? 0 L > (O > T

W, =

where in the last inequality we have used that 7 > 1:—22. This shows that on the event {L > £} we
have AZZTT £ < p, so, using ,

+2
2
1 AZ AZ 2 AZ 4R?
<1> <1_2. T+e+4.< ‘r+€> <1_9. 8%t R
+

AZZT_H{ ZT—',—Z ZT—',—Z - ZT+Z (ZT+E)2 ’

4L
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Plugging this into 7 we obtain that the left-hand side of is bounded from above by
14 1 E[AZ, - 4R?
(46) ]l{L>£}.T+.{<1+ ),(12. [ +£|g+£]+ R >1]

(Z7+0)? T+l Zrte (Zr40)?
Now, on {L > ¢} we have E[AZ 1 | Gryo] > 2 - Z;jf (by the definition of L") and
T+ 1 4R? 1

Wy= 178 o
T Z SR Zome? S 41 0)

(by the definition of L"). This shows that the expression inside the square brackets in is bounded
from above by

O+Ti»'0‘2§1@+45w9‘120+7i)'G‘Mfw9‘1<“

This concludes the proof of .
Since it is a non-negative supermartingale, (Wyaz,) converges almost surely to a non-negative ran-

dom variable W.,. We have E[W | < E[Wy] < 155z, so W is almost surely finite. Moreover, we
have
ﬁ > E[Wo] > E[W.] > E[WL - 1{L’ < 00, L' < L'"}] > 1611%2 P(L' < 00, L' < L"),
SO
(47) P(L' <o, L' < L") <e.
Next, note that
(48) {L" < 00} C E(k)",
by the definition of L” and of E(k). Finally, note that on {L = oo}, we have W\, = W, = ﬁ;
the fact that this converges to a finite limit on {L = co} then implies that
(49) Zy, — oo on {L = oo}.
Putting , and together now gives the desired inequality . O

5. CONVERGENCE AND CENTRAL LIMIT THEOREM FOR THE MAXIMUM

We can now finish the first part of our results regarding the maximum cardinality. Intuitively, the
main idea is that, for large time ¢, the maximum cardinality is the cardinality of a given block, so
that Theorem [I] applies.

Proof of Theorem[), convergence. With Theorem [3] at hand, it is quite easy to prove that

1 i .1 ;
(50) tlgglo B ~miaxd§ ) = tlg(r)lo B ~d§l) =) = supg(’) € (0, 00).

Indeed, for two distinct indices i, j, on the event {£€) > £()1 we have dgi) - dgj) — oo (since dgi)/tﬁ —
¢@) and d,gj)/tﬁ — €W). Hence, the fact that d,EI) — max;£g dil) — oo gives (B0).
To prove the convergence in L,, for all p € [1,00), let
(@) ,
M, == max —, t > 1 and My == lim M,; = supC(’).
t—o0 i

7/21 ¢t a.s.

Using the facts, given in Lemma [4 and Proposition (1}, that {dgi) /®1}e>1 is a submartingale with

t—o00

dii)/ﬁbt 22, ¢ almost surely (for any i), we obtain the bound, for any p € N, with p > 1/4:

oy EI0)7) < 3B /607 < SO D oo,

i>1 i>1
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Again using the fact that {dii)/¢(t)}t21 is a submartingale, it is easy to check that {M;};>1 is also
a submartingale. The above bound tell us that it is bounded in L, for every p € N (hence also for
every p € [1,00)). It then follows that M; — My, in Ly, for p € [1, 00). O

Before proving the remaining part of Theorem 4] we give a definition and state and prove two
lemmas. The definition concerns the index of a block with maximum cardinality at time n. The
lemmas show respectively that a CLT is valid for this block that had maximum cardinality at time n,
and that the law of the fluctuations of the maximum cardinality at time n converges weakly, as n goes
to infinity, to the law p* defined in Theorem

Definition 7. For each n € N, let
I, := min{i : d) = maxd{)}.
J

Recall the definition of the random variable I that appears in Theorem [3| The statement of that
theorem implies that

(52) P(I, # I) === 0.
Lemma 20. We have that
I,
o (A ) e,

where py, is the distribution of W - Z, where W, Z are independent, W is a standard Gaussian and

Z* 2 (i) é’(ln) Zfﬁ < 1’

()" = et (1-42) ws=1

7 .

Proof. Define, for each i,n € N,
PO () :=P(- | I, = i),

0 (@) ,
and IES ) be the associated expectation operator. Recall that % — ¢ almost surely, so this conver-

)

gence also holds ]f’gf -almost surely. Moreover, repeating the proof of Proposition |3 shows that

A e B [¢) if 8 < 1;
¢ Y EP(AXI)?] —=< o ;
; £ {dl) : (1 - %)} =1

Putting these convergences together as in the proof of Theorem [2, we obtain that, under }f’)gf ),

4@ N, ‘
B2 2 @) ) 220y ~(6)
where ﬂgf ) is the distribution of W - gy(f), where W, ZNT(f) are independent, W is a standard Gaussian
and »
o law of £ under ]P’gf) if B <1;
(Zr(bl))Q ~ ) £ =) .
law of f(’) . (1 — 7) under Py’ if = 1.
Now, as in the proof of Theorem the proof is concluded by observing that pu; = >, P(l, =
i) - . O
Recall the definition of the distribution p* in Theorem [4] and the definition of y} in Lemma
The following result is an easy consequence of ; the proof is omitted.

Lemma 21. Asn — oo, u} converges weakly to u*.

We can now finish the proof of the result.
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Proof of Theorem[]), central limit theorem. Let h : R — R be a continuous and bounded function.
Given € > 0, using and Lemma choose n large enough that

P(I"#Kﬁ and ‘/hdu;/hd,u* <

Next, using Lemma [20] choose ¢ large enough that

(In)
o ()]

<
3

<<
3

Finally note that

oo (4 N €
E N R A -E N e A o P, £1) < =.
AN A <l B A1) < 5
Putting things together, we conclude that
4D o
E|h(t%?%. ;7 — e —°°>/hdp*,
as required. ([l
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APPENDIX A. APPENDIX

A.1. Martingale concentration inequalities. For the sake of completeness, we state here two
useful concentration inequalities for martingales which are used throughout the paper.

Theorem 5 (Azuma-Hoeflding Inequality — [3]). Let (M,,, Frn)n>1 be a martingale. Assume there
exists a sequence of negative real numbers (an)n>1 such that |My11 — M,| < a,, for each n. Then,

)\2
Z?:l a’%

Theorem 6 (Freedman’s Inequality — [§]). Let (My,, F)n>1 be a (super)martingale. Assume that My =
0 and there exists K > 0 such that |Mp+1 — M, | < K for all n. Write

]P’(MnMO>)\)§exp{ } forall x>0, neN.

n—1
Vo= E[(Mpy1— My)* | Fi], neN.
k=1
Then,
)\2
P(3n: M, > X and V, <o?) < exp{mﬂ(,)\/g} Jor all X > 0.

A.2. Martingale central limit theorem. The CLT results present in this paper follow from an
application of the following CLT concerning the tails of converging martingales.

Theorem 7 (Martingale central limit theorem — [9], Corollary 3.5, page 79). Let (Sp)nen be a square-
integrable martingale with respect to a filtration (F,)nen, satisfying

(54) > E[(AS,)*] < .
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Let s, == (3o E[(AS) ]) . Assume that

1
(55) — - sup |AS,, | 270,

Sn m>n .
that

1

‘E A m 2 )

& o B asr] <
and that

1 > )
(57) ThE Z podl

for some random wvariable n%. Then, Si Sy AS,, converges in distribution to the probability
distribution with characteristic function equal to t — E [exp{—n?*t?/2}].

A.3. Proofs of results on series along sets with asymptotic density. We prove here the lemmas
about sums along sets with asymptotic density used to establish the CLT results present in this paper.

Proof of Lemma[1Z The result will readily follow once we show that, for every integer K > 2, we
have

. 1 1
nEAN[N,K N]
To that end, fix K and define, for each N € N; the function
g(u) == |Nu|™2, well,K]

and the measure

Vﬁ, = Z d{n/NY

neAN[N,K N]

on Borel sets of [1, K. Note that

1
(59) L. / gy dvd.
Z n? [1,K] N

n€AN[N,KN]
It is also readily seen that
1
(60) NZ . gn(u) Ao, — uniformly on [1, KJ.
U
Using the fact that A has asymptotic density «, it is a routine exercise to show that
1 oo
(61) ~ v ([1,u]) Moo, a(u — 1) uniformly on [1, K].

Now, writing h(u) := u~2 and letting ¢ denote the Lebesgue measure on [1, K], we bound

1 1 1» 2 (1 A) /
N E ——all—-=)| = Negn)d | =vy | — h d(af
K ( K> [LK]( W\ [1,K] (0

neAN[N,KN
N—o0

—|—/ ‘NZ-gN—h’d(ozﬁ)—H),
(1,K]

< (N? - gn) ‘ vh —al
/[1,K] N

the convergence following from and . This completes the proof of . ]
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Proof of Lemma[Zj} Let m := 3" rp,. It is easy to check that the assumptions imply that

(62) lim 2 = .

Define, for r € {1,..., R}, the sets
ri={k eN:Aap =1}, E.i={ax : k€A }

We claim that, for each r, =, has asymptotic density p,./m. To check this, fix ¢ > 0. Then,
implies that, for N large enough,

E-n{L,...,a q—eN/m) } CEN{L.. ., NYCEN{L,....a[q+e)N/m] } 5

anfi S22 N <m o micanfu [SE2E
m m
and then, again by (62,

SO

=.n{1,....N =.n{1,....N
(1- )p <hm1nf| ..., N} Slimsupl { i
m

N—o0 N—00 N

<1+,

so, since ¢ is arbitrary, the claim is proved.
We now write

o Y (B2) Z U DEE ST NI D Z v

hoko \ Ok k>ko, —1 b>ay,,
kEA, beE,
where the convergence follows from , the fact that =, has asymptotic density p,./m and Lemma
This completes the proof. O
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