Asymptotic Normality of Superdiffusive
Step-Reinforced Random Walks

Marco Bertenghi*
December 30, 2021

Abstract

In this article we establish for the superdiffusive regime p € (1/2,1)
that the fluctuations of a general step-reinforced random walk S around
anW, where (ap)nen i a non-negative sequence of order n? and W is a
non-degenerate random variable, is Gaussian. This extends a known result
by Kubota and Takei in [20] for the elephant random walk to the more
general setting of step-reinforced random walks. Further, we provide an
application of the asymptotic normality of S around a,W to reinforced
empirical processes as discussed by Bertoin in [6], which yields a refined
Donsker’s invariance principle.

1 Introduction

In short, inspired by an article of Kubota and Takei [20], the purpose of the
present work is to show that the fluctuations of a (properly rescaled) random
walk with step reinforcement around its limit is Gaussian. The processes we
study belong to particular class of random walks with memory that have
been of increasing interest in recent years, see [6], [7]. Historically, the so-
called elephant random walk (ERW) has been an important and fundamental
example of a step-reinforced random walk that was originally introduced in
the physics literature by Schiitz and Trimper [22] more than 15 years ago.
In order to motivate the present work, we shall first recall the setting of
the ERW and also briefly introduce its d-dimensional generalisation, the
so-called multidimensional ERW (MERW). We then discuss some related
results for the ERW before we finally introduce the framework of this article,
namely step-reinforced random walks.
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The ERW is a one-dimensional discrete-time nearest neighbour random
walk with infinite memory, in allusion to the traditional saying that an ele-
phant never forgets. It can be depicted as follows: Fix some ¢ € (0,1),
commonly referred to as the memory parameter, and suppose that an ele-
phant makes an initial step in {—1,1} at time 1. At each time n > 2, the
elephant recalls uniformly at random a step from its past; with probability
q, the elephant repeats the remembered step, whereas with complementary
probability of 1 — ¢ it makes a step in the opposite direction to the memory.
The elephant is thus more likely to continue walking in the average direction
it has already taken when ¢ > 1/2, whereas for ¢ < 1/2, the elephant rather
tends to walk back. Notably, for ¢ = 1/2, the elephant has no preference
and its path follows that of a simple symmetric random walk on the integer
lattice Z.

These heuristics of the ERW naturally translate into higher dimensions:
The MERW is a d-dimensional nearest-neighbour random walk on the grid
74 for some d > 1. The elephant performs an initial unit-step in Z¢, at any
later time, it selects uniformly at random a step from its past and, with
probability ¢ € (0,1), it repeats the remembered step, whereas with proba-
bility (1 —¢)/(2d — 1), it moves in one of the remaining 2d — 1 neighbours.
For mathematical rigorous definitions of these processes we refer the inter-
ested reader to e.g. [2, Section 3| for the ERW and [5, Section 2] for the
MERW.

The ERW has generated a lot of interest in recent years, a non-exhaustive
list of references (with further references therein) is given by [2-5, 9-11, 14,
20, 21], see also [1, 13, 15], for variations. The asymptotic behaviour after a
proper rescaling of the ERW is well-understood. A striking feature that has
been observed in [22] is that the long-time behaviour of the ERW exhibits
a phase transition for p = 1/2. In light of said remark, it is common in the
literature to distinguish between the diffusive regime (p < 1/2), the critical
regime (p = 1/2) and the superdiffusive regime (p > 1/2).

Notably it has been shown in the literature, see [3, Theorem 3.7, Theorem
3.8], that in the superdiffusive regime p € (1/2,1) it holds for n — oo

Sy B

= - W* as., (1.1)
np

where S denotes the position of the ERW at time n and W¥ is a non-
degenerate non-Gaussian random variable. The a.s. convergence given in
(1.1) makes it natural to look for a second order weak limit result. In this
direction, Kubota and Takei [20] established that the fluctuations of S
around a, W¥, where a,, is a sequence of order n?, are still Gaussian. More
precisely, the following result holds:

Kubota and Takei [20], Theorem 3. Letp € (1/2,1). Then there exists
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a random variable WY with positive variance such that for the sequence

F(n—i—p) n>1

v Ty "ET .

it holds that as n tends to infinity

SE _a,WF
Vn

The treatment of Kubota and Takei is limited to the case of Rademacher
distributed steps, that is the framework of the ERW. In this article we will
extend the aforementioned result of Kubota and Takei to the more general
framework of step-reinforced random walks and to arbitrary dimensions.

A step reinforced random walk is a generalisation of the ERW (respec-
tively MERW for higher dimensions), where the distribution of a typical
step of the walk is arbitrary, rather than Rademacher. Vaguely speaking,
fix a parameter p € (0,1), called the reinforcement parameter; at each dis-
crete time, with probability p a step reinforced random walk repeats one of
its preceding steps chosen uniformly at random, and otherwise, with com-
plementary probability 1 — p, it has an independent increment with a fixed
but arbitrary distribution. More precisely, given an underlying probability
space (92, F,P) and a sequence X1, Xs,... of i.i.d. copies of a Ré%valued
random vector X with law p on R?, all defined on the same given probabil-
ity space, we define X1, Xo, ... recursively as follows: First, let (€5 :1>2)
be an independent sequence of Bernoulli random variables with parameter

€ (0,1). We set first X; = X, and next for i > 2, we let

X, =% ifea=0
XU[i—l}? lf g, = 1.

= N(0,1/(2p — 1)).

where Ui — 1] denotes an independent uniform random variable on the set
{1,...,i—1}. Finally, the sequence of the partial sums

S, =X+ -+X,, neN,

is referred to as a (d-dimensional) step-reinforced random walk. In the special
case of d = 1, i.e. when the typical step X is a real-valued random variable,
we use the notation

S,=X;+-+X, neN.

In this setting, when the typical step X follows the Rademacher distribution
R(1/2), Kiirsten [21] pointed out that S is a version of the ERW with
memory parameter ¢ = (p+1)/2 € (1/2,1) in the present notation, i.e. we
rediscover the ERW in its superdiffusive regime. Similarly, when the typical



step X follows an isotropic law on R?, then S is a version of the MERW
with parameter ¢ € ((2d)~1,1).
Plainly, the position of the step reinforced walker is given by

A~

Spi1 =S, +Xp1 (1.3)

We henceforth assume that X = (X',..., X%)T € L?(P), meaning that all
components X', ..., X% of X are square integrable. Further, we denote the
covariance matrix of X by o2 = E[(X —E(X))(X —E(X))T]. From the rein-
forcement algorithm described above, we have for any bounded measurable
function f: R — Ry,

E(f(Rni1) = (1= DE(J (Xan)) + 2 Y E(F(X;))
j=1

which yields by induction that each reinforced step X,, has law . In par-
ticular the map n — E(X,) = E(X) is constant. Notice that if (S, )nen is
not centred, it is often fruitful to reduce our analysis to the centred case by
considering (S, — E(Sp))nen = (S, — nE(X))nen, which is a centred step-
reinforced random walk with typical step distributed as X —E(X). We shall
adapt the terminology used for the ERW, namely we refer to p € (1/2,1) as
the superdiffusive regime.

It is our main goal to establish the following fluctuation result:

Theorem 1.1. Suppose that X € L*(P) and that p € (1/2,1). Let (Sp)n>1
be a (d-dimensional) step-reinforced random walk. Then there exists a non-
degenerate random vector W € L?(P) in R? such that we have the almost
sure convergence

~

S, — nE(X)

> — W, asn — oc.
n

Furthermore, let (an)nen be as in (1.2), then there is the convergence in
distribution as n tends to infinity,

A A

S, —nE(X) —a, W
vn

To summarise: In comparison to the work of Kubota and Takei, we
extend their result to the more general framework of step-reinforced random
walks. Most notably, even in the one-dimensional case we don’t assume
that the steps follow a simple distribution such as Rademacher, a fact that
has been crucially exploited by Kubota and Takei in their article. Our
approach here relies, just as in [20], on a martingale closely related to S and
a martingale central limit theorem due to Heyde. Since in our framework the

— Ny(0,0%/(2p - 1)).
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steps of the reinforced random walk can be unbounded, in order to establish
Theorem 1.1, we first need to work with bounded steps and then later on
remove this assumption by a truncation argument reminiscent of [7, Section
4.3].

The rest of the paper is organized as follows: Section 2 is devoted to
the proof of Theorem 1.1, which is carried out through four subsections.
In Section 2.1 we introduce and investigate a crucial martingale. During
Sections 2.2 and 2.3 we carry out the main work of the proof. In Section
2.4 we finalise the proof of Theorem 1.1 by reducing the statement to the
one-dimensional case. In Section 3 we present an application of Theorem
1.1, to empirical processes associated to the aforementioned reinforcement
algorithm. Bertoin [6] discusses the question of how empirical processes are
affected by reinforcement with respect to Donsker’s theorem and provides
invariance principles for all regimes p € (0,1). We present a refined in-
variance principle for the superdiffusive regime p € (1/2,1), see Corollary
3.1.

2 Proof of Theorem 1.1

The purpose of this section is to establish Theorem 1.1. Without loss of gen-
erality we shall henceforth assume that X € L?(P) is centered, i.e. E(X) =0
and 2 = E(XXT) is the covariance matrix of X. Further, for the sake of
presentation, we shall always stick to the boldface notation when we discuss
the situation in higher dimensions (i.e. d > 2), in this direction X denotes a
typical step of the (d-dimensional) step-reinforced random walk S = (Sn)n21
whereas X is the typical step of the (one-dimensional) step-reinforced ran-
dom walk S = (S,),>1. Similarly, W denotes a (non-degenerate) random
vector in R?, whereas W denotes a (non-degenerate) random variable.

In order to establish Theorem 1.1 we will work in multiple stages, in fact,
most of the work is done in dimension one and then generalised to higher
dimensions at the end. More precisely: First, in Section 2.1, we introduce a
crucial auxiliary martingale and investigate its properties. This martingale
is essential for our cause in order to prove Theorem 1.1. In Section 2.2 we
present a proof of Theorem 1.1 in dimension one, first under the additional
assumption that the typical step X is bounded, later on, in Section 2.3,
this assumption is relaxed to the general case by a truncation argument.
Finally, in Section 2.4, we show how Theorem 1.1 can be reduced to the
one-dimensional case with an appeal to the Cramér-Wold theorem.

For convenience and as it is central for our purpose, we recall a Theorem
by Heyde [16] which we frequently refer to during the proof of Theorem 1.1.

Theorem 2.1 (Heyde [16], Theorem 1 (b)). Suppose that (My)n>1 is a
square-integrable martingale with mean zero. Let d = My — Myp_1 for



k=1,2,..., where My =0 almost surely. If
> E[(dr)?] < +o0
k=1
holds in addition, then we have the following: Let
spi= > E[(dg)?].
k=n

i) The limit My := ZZOZI dy, exists almost surely, and M, — My, in L>.
i1) Assume that

1 o
(a) - Z(dk)2 — 1 as n tends to infinity in probability and,
5n k=n
(b) li g (dp)?| =0
im —<E [ su = 0.
Then we have

0
Moo — Mn _ Zk:n+1 dk
Sn+1 Sn+1

— N(0,1), asn — .

2.1 An auxiliary martingale

We start by proving an auxiliary result which will be essential in order to
prove Theorem 1.1.

Proposition 2.1. Let p € (1/2,1). The process M, = Sn/an forn > 1,
where (an)n>1 15 given by (1.2), is a martingale with respect to the filtration
Fn=0(X1,...,X,) with mean zero. Further, there exists a non-degenerate

random variable W such that for we have M, — W a.s. and in L?(P) as
n — 00.

Proof. We first point out that for any n € N, we have

% Xl +e Xn Sn
E (X1 | Fu) = (1= pJE(X) + p=t it = p22,
Hence, by (1.3) and if we set v, = n/(n + p), then
. S,
E(Sh+1 ‘ ]:n) - (2-1)

n

Moreover,

_Imrp+1) _ 1
HVk_ I'(n+p)  an



where T" stands for the Euler gamma function. Therefore, let (M,),>1 be
the sequence of random variables defined, for all n > 1, by M,, = S, /ay.
With an appeal to (2.1), we obtain

E(Mas1 | Fo) = ——E(Sus1 | Fa) = 22E(Sur1 | Fo) = 2

An+41 Qnp,

X S
== = M,.
n
Hence (M,,),>1 is a martingale. Further, as X is centered, we have
E(M,) =E(X,) =E(X,) =E(X) =0.
Next, we observe that
E(MZ+1 - M,% | ]:n) = E((MnJrl - Mn)2 | fn)
E((Xn—f—l - E(Xn—i—l ‘ ]:n))2 ‘ ]:n)

E(Xr2L+1 ’ -’rn) - (E(Xn-i-l ’ ]:n))2

a%+1
N 2 A
E(X?H-l ’ fn) - Z_QSEL
- 2

anJrl
E(X2 | F 2
_Ean [ 4) ntl [ Fn) L VES (2.2)
az i n
In particular we obtain
E(XQ ) P
E(Myyy — My) = —5" — SE(My)
Unt1 n
E X2 2
=B Peae)
Ant1 n
o2 P2
= — SE(M? 2.3
T EOL) (23
< o
B a%+1

As a consequence, by summarizing the most left side of the inequality above
over all k = 0,...,n, we obtain that the martingale (M, )nen is square
integrable.

Next, let us denote by dj := My — My_1, which is a martingale difference
for k£ € N. Thanks to (2.3) we have for all k =1,2,...



Further, by Stirling’s formula for Gamma functions, we have

np

——, asmn — 0o.
I'(p+1)

Ay, ~

Hence,

o L(p+1)°
E(|dn|?) < ol 027,

n

as n — oo, (2.4)

which is summable as p > 1/2. Thus Theorem 2.1 i) of Heyde implies that

~

W'—id = lim M, = lim&

n—oo @,
k=1 n

exists almost surely, and M,, — W almost surely and in L? as n — oo.

~

Plainly, we have E(WW) = 0 and
B(2) = S E((d)?) > 0.
k=1

Thus W is of positive variance and therefore non-degenerate. Further it
follows from (2.4) that W € L?(PP). This concludes the proof. O

As a consequence of Proposition 2.1 we recover and improve Theorem
3.2. in [7]. In particular we establish a stronger convergence as described in
Theorem 1.1 for dimension one.

Corollary 2.1. Let p € (1/2,1), and suppose X € L*(P), then we have

a.s. and in L*(P) where L € L*(P) is some non-degenerate random variable.
In particular

Proof. Thanks to Proposition 2.1 we obtain that

Snnoo 2

an

a.s. and in L?(P). Since a, ~ n?/T(p + 1) as n — oo, the claim follows

by letting L := W /T(p + 1). Since W € L?(P), it follows immediately that

L € L?*(P). The second statement then follows plainly as L € L?(PP) and
S = Sn_1 —+0 as.
n  nPnlP




2.2 The case when X is bounded

In this section we shall present a proof of Theorem 1.1 in dimension d = 1.
To make the proof more tractable, we shall first do this under the additional
assumption that the typical step X is bounded. In this direction, we first
recall a useful lemma from calculus.

Lemma 2.1 (Heyde [16], Lemma 1 (ii)). Consider a positive real sequence
(an)n>1 which monotonically diverges to +oo, and let (by)n>1 be another
real-valued sequence. If Y 72 agby < 0o, then

o
Jgngoaank =0.

k=n

Proof of Theorem, 1.1. Since M, — W in L? and thanks to (2.3) we have

2 2 2 2
2 O D 2 o T(p+1)
E[(dn) ] = E — mE(Mn_l) ~ T, as n — 0.
Hence
o
spi= > E[(dy)?]
k=n
1
2 2
~oT(p+1) =)
k=n
o T(p+1)? 1
2p—1 n2p-1
2
1
N n—, asmn — oo. (2.5)
2p—1 a2

Let V,, := X? 4 --- 4+ X2, then (V,,)n>1 is another step-reinforced random
walk with typical step distributed as X? and it holds that

A~

X Vi
E(Xi | Fr) = P + (1 —p)o*.

Observe that X2 is no longer centered, however, we introduce

A

Wo= (K2 B() 4o+ (X2 - E(x)
=Y+ +Y,

with an obvious choice of notation. In turn, this is a step-reinforced version
of the random walk with typical step distributed as X2 — E(X?) and hence
centered. Since

Vi, = Wy +nE(X?) = W, + no”



and because p € (1/2,1), we then obtain by Corollary 2.1 that

As the martingale (M,,),>1 converges in L?(P) to W, we conclude with an
appeal to (2.2) that as n tends to infinity

2 2
oc’I'(p+1)
E[(dn+1)2 ‘ .Fn) ~ T, a.s.
A computation analogous to (2.5) yields as n — oo
> o? 1
2 ._ 2
Ar = ZE[(dk) | Free1] ~ oy 1n%, a.s.,
k=n
in particular this implies that
AZ
lim —* =1 in probability. (2.6)
n—oo §2
Further, as n — oo,
n n 1
> E [(d)? | Fr-1] ~ 0T (p+ 1) =0
k=1 k=1

and as p € (1/2,1) the above is finite for n — co. Hence we have
o0
ZE [(dk)Q ’ -/T'.kfl] < 00 a.s.
k=1

As (My)n>1 is a martingale which converges a.s. we conclude that

1
2
Sk

WE

[(dk)Q —E [(dk)2 | ]:k—l]] < +00 a.s.

T

1

Since plainly (1/s2),>1 monotonically diverges to +oo, the above yields
together with Lemma 2.1 that

lim Siz > (k) —E[(di)® | Fiei]] =0 as.
L

n—oo

and together with (2.6) we conclude that

Z(dk)2 =1 in probability. (2.7)

. 1
lim —
n—oo Sn
k=n
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In turn, (2.7) shows that condition a) of Theorem 2.1 of Heyde holds.
Next, we have for k =1,2,...

_ S —E(S | Fr-1)

dy,
ay
X - E(Xp | Fi) 28)
ay, ’
_ ch b Sk—l

ar apk—1

Under our standing assumption that the typical step X of (Sn)n21 is bounded,
we observe from (2.8) that

21X
el < X De < 95
a
We have
41 X112, 4|X|AT 1)2
wpd < WX AXETGE1?
E>n az, n<p
Using (2.9) and (2.5) yields that
1 1 4] X% 4(2p — 1)|| X |2 1
lim —2E<supdi) < lim — H 2H°° = 2p 2)H I lim — =0.
n— o0 Sz k>n n—o0 £ as o n—oon

(2.10)

With (2.10) we conclude that condition b) of Theorem 2.1 is satisfied.
Since

W—Mn _anW—Sn

Sn+1 Sn+10n
and because
o2
Sp4l ~ —, asn-— oo
2p—1 ay,

the desired conclusion follows from Theorem 2.1 as

aW -8, W—M,

— N(0,1), asn — oo.
a? Sn+1

Hence the proof of Theorem 1.1 is complete when || X||s < 0. O

11



So far we have established in dimension d = 1 and under the additional
assumption that the typical step X € L?(P) is bounded the distributional
convergence as 1 — 00

S, — a, W
Vn
One can wonder whether it is possible to replace a,, with n? in (2.11), as the

two expressions are asymptotically equivalent. However, this is not possible
because

— N(0,06%/(2p —1)). (2.11)

p_
n—an — pP1/2 (1_ a_") an—l/Q(l_F(p+ 1)), asn— o0

vn np

and since p € (1/2,1) the term nP~1/2 explodes to infinity as n — oco.

2.3 A truncation argument

In this section we only assume that X € L?(P) is centered. We shall now
complete the proof of Theorem 1.1 for dimension d = 1 by a truncation
argument, this idea is adapted from Section 4.3 of [7].

We require the following technical lemma concering convergence on met-
ric space:

Lemma 2.2. Let (E,d) be a metric space and consider (aglm) :m,n € N)

a family of sequences, with a,({”) € E for all n,m € N. Suppose further that
the following conditions are satisfied:

(m)

(i) For each fixred m € N, agm)%ag?) as n — oo for some element as’ €
E.

(ii) aé?baéio) as m — 0o, for some aé%o) € F.

Then, there exists a non-decreasing subsequence (by)nen with b, — 00 as
n — 00, for which the following convergence holds:

a;bﬂ—mggo) as n — o0.

Proof. Since the sequence (ag? ))m converges, we can find an increasing sub-
sequence mq < mg < ... satisfying
d(a(m’“),ag,nk“)) <27k for each k € N.

o0

Moreover, since for each fixed my, the corresponding sequence (aslm'“))n con-

verges, there exists a strictly increasing sequence (ny)x satisfying that, for
each k € N,

d(a(mk) a(mk)) < 9~k for all i > ny.

3 tiate o]
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Now, we set

{ml, if n <nq,
by, =

mg, ifng <n<ngp

Observe that for each n € N there always exists an appropriate k* € N

such that ng+ < n < ng+y1. Plainly, (b, )nen is non-decreasing and satisfies
(00)

. . (bn)
b, — 00 as n — oo. Finally, we claim (ap "), converges to ass’ as n — oo.
Indeed, it suffices to observe that for ny < n < ngi1, by the triangle-
inequality

[iaie o]

d(aglbn) a(OO)) < d(aslmk)7a<()g%)) + d(ag(?k), aggo)) < 2—k + Z 2—@'.
i=k

We conclude the proof by letting n tend to infinity. O

We are now ready to demonstrate the reduction argument. In this di-
rection we introduce for any b > 0

x®) . X1yx<py — E(X1{|X\§b})7

hence X® is a bounded and centered random variable, we shall denote by
o = \/Var(X®) its standard deviation. Similarly, we set

X0 = Xy g, < — BOXLxi<),
and
50— %O 4+ KO

Clearly, S®) is a version of the step-reinforced random walk with typical step
distributed as X(®). As the latter is bounded, an application of Theorem 1.1

as proven in the last section shows that we have for W) = lim,, s gy(Lb) Jan

AT(Lb) . anW(b) . o
vn V2 —1
Since plainly o® converges to o as b — oo and since the convergence in

distribution is metrisable, it follows readily by Lemma 2.2 that there exists
an increasing sequence (b, ),>1 tending towards infinity such that

N(0,1), asn — oo.

Ar(Lbn) . anW(bn) o

Vi U1

Observe that W) ;= 177/ (bn) = lim,, o0 Sy(Lb")/an is independent of n.

N(0,1), asn — oo,

13



Next, we consider

and observe that

where

bn) _ %
hn) = Xy soy — B 5000)-

In turn, S®) is also a step-reinforced random walk, this time with typical
step distributed as X — X (=) Since X is centered in L*(P), so is X — X (),
and if we write ((») = \/Var(X — X©®n)) for its standard deviation, then
clearly lim, oo C(b”) = 0 since b, — oo as n — oo. Furthermore, if we
set WO = lim,,— o0 S',(Lb)/an and W® = W) then we have for W :=
WOLWw@ yn .= n_l/Q(S”,(@b")—W(b”)an) and Z" := n_l/Q(ST(Lb")—W(b")an)
the decomposition

n Y28, —a,W) =Y" 4+ 2", (2.12)

For k > n we consider the martingale M} := S,gbk) /ax. An application of
Proposition 2.1 yields that M} — W a.s. and in L?(P) as k — co. Thanks
to (2.5) we arrive at

-1 _2 = / / 2 (C(bn))2 n—00
=n"lal Y E((Mj, - Mj_,)?) ~ HoT 0

This shows that Z" — 0 in L?(P) as n — oo and hence also in distribution.
This concludes the proof of Theorem 1.1 for dimension d = 1 by an appeal
to (2.12).

2.4 Reduction to dimension one

Recall that so far we have explicitly worked in dimension d = 1. As we have
already established Theorem 1.1 in the one-dimensional case, we show in
this section how the general d-dimensional case for a d > 2 follows.

We consider



with typical step distributed as X = (X1,..., X9)T ¢ L?(P). We observe
that for each 7 € N we have

Xi = (le?,de)T
and thus
S, =(SL,...,8HT

where each component 5”,11,,5”;‘5 of S,, is itself a one-dimensional step-
reinforced random walk.

Since the almost sure convergence of a d-dimensional random vector is
characterized by the almost sure convergence of its components, we conclude
that as n — oo,

~

S
= 5L as.,
np
where L = (L',..., L% € L?(P) is a non-degenerate random vector in R
Next, let a = (a',...,a?) € R? be an arbitrary deterministic vector. Let

(-,-) denote the standard scalar product in R?. By our discussion above,
it is then immediate that (a,S,) is a one-dimensional step-reinforced ran-
dom walk with typical step distributed as (a,X) € L?(P), observe that
E((a, X)) = 0 € R% Since Theorem 1.1 has been established for dimension
d =1, we have as n — oo the convergence in distribution

(a,$,) — (a,a,L)
vn
where 02 = E((a,X)?). Next let us consider N ~ Ny(0,02%/(2p — 1)),

a
by definition of the multivariate normal distribution that means N = AZ
where Z = (Z1,...,Z)7T with Z',...,Z%ii.d. N(0,1)-distributed random
variables and A is a d x d matrix such that AAT = o2/(2p — 1) is the
covariance matrix. We then conclude from the convergence in distribution

(2.13) that as n — o0

— N(0,62/(2p — 1)), (2.13)

~

(a,S,) — (a,a,L)
vn

By the Cramér-Wold theorem, see for example Theorem 29.4 on page 383
in Billingsley [8], we conclude that

— (a,AZ) = (a,N).

A~ A~

S, —a, W 9
_— = 0 2p—1
\/ﬁ Nd( O /( p ))7
where we set W := L. Thus the proof of Theorem 1.1 is now complete.
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3 An application: Reinforced empirical
processes

In this section we write D for the space of RCLL processes w : [0,1] — R
endowed with the Skorokhod topology (see Chapter 3 in [8] or Chapter VI
in [17]). The notation =p is then reserved to indicate convergence in
distribution of a sequence of processes in D, we still use the notation —
to denote convergence in distribution as in Theorem 1.1.

Recall that if Uy, Us,... is a sequence of i.i.d. uniform random variables
on the unit interval [0, 1]; then we have the sequence of (uniform) empirical
processes given by

Go(z) = % S (lpea—7), z€00,1] (3.1)
=1

In 1952 Donsker [12] established that as n tends to infinity, there is the
convergence in the sense of Skorokhod

(Gn(2))zep0,1] =D (G(2)) zepo ]

where G denotes a Brownian bridge.

We consider Ul, UQ, ... to be the reinforced random variables associated
to the sequence of i.i.d. uniform random variables Uy, Us, ... on the interval

[0,1]. We are chiefly interested in the empirical processes G, associated to
the reinforced sequence (U,),>1, i.e.

~

Gn(z) = % Z (lﬁigm - x) , x€][0,1]. (3.2)
i=1

According to Theorem 2.1 in [18], the processes given by (3.1) and (3.2) fall
into the framework of bridges with exchangable increments, see Kallenberg
[18] and [19] for more details. For our purpose we require the following
bridge with exchangable increments as given by Definition 2.3 in [6]; Let
p > 1/2, we define BP) = (B(p))xe[o,l] by

BP(2) =3 xP (1y,<, —x), z€[0,1], (3.3)
j=1

where (Uj);j>1 is a sequence of ii.d. uniform random variables on [0, 1],

independent of X®) = (X](-p ))]21. The sequence X®) arises as limits of

Nj(n) =#{k <n: Uy = U}, i.e. the occurrences of the variable U; up to
the n-th step, see Lemma 2.2 in [6] for details.

In a recent article, Bertoin [6] studied how linear reinforcement affects
empirical processes as displayed in (3.2). Theorem 1.2 in [6] gives functional
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limit theorems for all regimes p € (0,1). Notably, for the superdiffusive
regime p > 1/2, we have

lim nPt12G, = B® in probability in D. (3.4)
n—o0
The convergence displayed in (3.4) makes it plausible to investigate second
order weak limit theorems. As an application of Theorem 1.1 we establish
the following refinement of (3.4):

Corollary 3.1. Letp € (1/2,1). Then we have the convergence in the sense
of Skorokhod in D as n — oo

. B 1
(Gn(x) — ann 1/QB(Z”)(@“)>:E€[O 0P =T (G())pefo,1]

where G = (G(x))ze)0,1) 8 a Brownian bridge and (B(p)(x))xe[oﬂ] is the
bridge with exchangeable increments given by (5.5).

Proof. We observe, with an appeal to Theorem 2.1 in [18], that for = € [0, 1]
the process

Gn(x) — ann™2BP) () (3.5)

is again a bridge with exchangable increments. For the framework of bridges
with exchangable increments, Theorem 2.3 and conditions (C) and (D) in
[18] shows that in order to establish the convergence in the sense of Sko-
rokhod in D as dictated by Corollary 3.1, it suffices to show the convergence
of the finite-dimensional distributions of (3.5) and characterise the limiting
random vector.

For k € N let x1,...,2, € [0,1] such that z; < -+ < x4 and let
U1,Us, ... be a sequence of i.i.d. copies of a uniform random variable on
[0,1] denoted by U. We consider for i = 1,...,n the k-dimensional steps

given by
Xi = (1Ui§$1 = Llyeeey 1Ui§$k — xk) .

Plainly X;,Xo,... is a sequence of i.i.d. copies of the RF-valued random
vector

X = (]-USJIH — T1,.. "]'USlBk — xk) .

We observe that X € L?(PP) with E(X) = 0 and we shall denote by o? =
E(XXT) the covariance matrix of X. Since we assume that x; < --- < 2y,
one easily verifies that the entries of the covariance matrix o2 are given by

(3.6)

g

2 xi(l—mj) 1f1§2§]§/<:,
el —ay) if1<j<i<k’
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We consider the reinforced sequence (71, (72, ... and associated steps

Xi = <]'U¢S$1 — TLlyeeey 1Ui§!rk — $k>
and we set
S,=X;+---+X,.

The process (Sn)neN is then a k-dimensional step-reinforced random walk.
Since p > 1/2, we have thanks to Theorem 1.2 iii) in [6] the convergence in
probability of the finite-dimensional distributions as n tends to infinity

1. S,
—S§, ==
N nP

= (B<p> (z1),..., B® (:ck)> .

nt/2-p (én(azl), e én(xk)) = nl/2P

Moreover, by Theorem 1.1 we obtain the convergence in distribution as n
tends to infinity

S, — an (B(p)(:vl),...,B(p)(:ck)) 1
NG — =1

where we identified W = (B(p)(xl), ...,B® (ﬂ:k)), or equivalently

N4(0,0%),

(Gn(xl) — annfl/zB(p)(xl), ooy G (zg) — annfl/QB(p) (xk))

1
— ————Ny(0,0?%).
V=1 %)
Thus we have established the convergence of the finite-dimensional distri-
butions to a Gaussian process and further identified its covariance structure
via (3.6). Since the covariance structure agrees with the one of a Brownian
bridge this concludes the proof. U
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