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Abstract

The Ewens-Pitman model refers to a distribution for exchangeable random par-
titions of [n] = {1,...,n}, which is indexed by a pair of parameters o € [0,1) and
0 > —a, with a = 0 corresponding to the celebrated Ewens model in population ge-
netics. The large n asymptotic properties of the Ewens-Pitman model have been the
subject of numerous studies, with the focus being on the number K, of partition sets
and the number K, , of partition sets that appear r times, for r = 1,...,n. While for
o = 0 asymptotic results have been obtained in terms of almost-sure convergence and
Gaussian fluctuations, for a € (0,1) only almost-sure convergences are available, with
the proof for K, ,, being given only as a sketch. In this paper, we make use of mar-
tingales to develop a unified and comprehensive treatment of the large n asymptotic
behaviours of K, and K, , for a € (0,1), providing alternative, and rigorous, proofs
of the almost-sure convergences of K, and K, ,, and covering the gap of Gaussian
fluctuations. We also obtain new laws of the iterated logarithm for K, and K, .
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1 Introduction

The Ewens-Pitman (EP) model refers to a distribution for exchangeable random partitions, intro-
duced by Pitman (1995) as a generalization of the Ewens model in population genetics (Ewens,
1972). For n € N, consider a random partition of [n] = {1,...,n} into K,, € {1,...,n} partition
sets of which K, , € {0,1,...,n} appear r times, for r = 1,...,n, such that

n

n= ZTKrm and K, = Zn:Kr,n.

r=1 r=1
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For a € [0,1) and 6 > —a, the EP model assigns to K,, = (K1, ..., K, ) the probability

(—9) =t H a(l — oz)(’ 1) 1
| A&
P(Kn (kh Y kn)) " (9)(") e 7! k! ’ (1)

where, for any a € R, (a)™ stands for the rising factorial of a of order n, i.e. (a)™ = a(a +
1)---(a+mn —1). The Ewens model is recovered from (1) by setting v = 0. The distribution (1)
admits several constructions, with the most common being a sequential or generative construction
through the Chinese restaurant process (Pitman, 1995; Feng and Hoppe, 1998; Zabell, 2005) and a
Poisson process construction through random sampling from the Pitman-Yor random probability
measure (Perman et al., 1992; Pitman, 1995; Pitman and Yor, 1997). The EP model plays a critical
role in a variety of research fields, such as population genetics, Bayesian nonparametric statistics,
excursion theory, combinatorics, machine learning and statistical physics. We refer to Pitman
(2006, Chapter 3 and Chapter 4) and Crane (2016) for a comprehensive account on the EP model
and generalizations thereof.

Under the EP model, there have been several studies on the large n asymptotic behaviour of K,
and the K, ,’s (Pitman, 2006, Chapter 3). In particular, for & = 0, Korwar and Hollander (1973,
Theorem 2.3) exploited the fact that K, is a sum of n independent Bernoulli random variables,

and showed that K
lim T=0 a.s. (2)
n—+oo logn

Furthermore, it follows directly from Lindeberg-Lévy central limit theorem that

K, —0logn r
_ ON(0,1 3

with M (0,1) being a standard Gaussian random variable. See Feng and Hoppe (1998) and refer-
ences therein for functional versions of both (2) and (3). As regard to the K, ,,’s, from Arratia et al.
(1992, Theorem 1) it follows that

K., — Z, (4)

and
L

(KLn,KQ’n,...) n—>_+>oo (Zl,ZQ,...), (5)
where the Z,’s are independent Poisson random variables with E[Z,] = 0/r, for all » > 1. We refer
to Arratia et al. (2003) for various generalizations and refinements of these asymptotic results, and
their interplay with combinatorics.

For a € (0,1), K, is no longer a sum of independent Bernoulli random variables. However,
Pitman (2006, Theorem 3.8) used a martingale construction for K, based on a likelihood ratio
defined through the distribution (1), and applied the strong law of large numbers for martingales
to show that prove that

lim — =S,4 a.s., (6)

where S, is a positive and almost surely finite random variable. If f, is the positive a-Stable
density function, then the distribution of S, ¢ has density function

P(G + 1) 0-1_1

f800(8) = ms & T fa(sTH), (7)
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where T' stands for the Euler Gamma function. Precisely, (7) is a generalization of the Mittag-
Leffler density function, which is recovered for § = 0 (Zolotarev, 1986). As regard to the K, ,’s,
from Pitman (2006, Lemma 3.11) it follows that

. Kr,n _
nll)l}_loo Pk Pa(r)Sa0 a.s., (8)
where
a(l —a)r=1
Palr) = =—7—

The almost-sure convergences (6) and (8) are the natural counterparts of (2) and (4), respectively,
though at different scales. Instead, it is still an open problem of obtaining a counterpart of (3), as
well as Gaussian fluctuations for K, ,,.

1.1 Owur contributions

For € (0,1) and 0 > —«, we make use of martingales to develop a unified and comprehensive
treatment of the large n asymptotic behaviours of K,, and K, ,, providing alternative, and rigorous,
proofs of the almost-sure limits (6) and (8), and covering the gap of Gaussian fluctuations. In
particular, we propose a new martingale construction for K, simpler than that of Pitman (2006,
Theorem 3.8), which leads to an alternative proof of (6), still relying on the strong law of large
numbers for martingales. Further, by exploiting our martingale construction, as well as (6), we

show that
— (K, C ;
vn <_na — S(X,g) n_>—>+oo ﬂ/Sa,eN(Ov 1), (9)

where S! , is random variable independent of N(0,1) and sharing the same distribution as Sq.g.
We also prove the law of the iterated logarithm for K, i.e.,

2
(Kn —n%S, 9)
li =5 8. 10
Iffolip 2n®log logn o0 as (10)

Then, we extend our analysis to the K, ,’s, for which only a sketch of the proof of (8) is given
in Pitman (2006, Lemma 3.11). In particular, we introduce a martingale construction for K, ,,
providing a rigorous proof of (8) by the strong law of large numbers for martingales. Further,
by exploiting our martingale construction and (8), we establish a Gaussian fluctuation as well as
the law of iterated logarithm for K, ,. Critical for our study is the work of Heyde (1977), which
provides sufficient conditions to achieve Gaussian fluctuations and laws of iterated logarithm from
the martingale convergence theorem.

1.2 Organization of the paper

The paper is structured as follows. In Section 2, we present the martingale construction for K, and
the proofs of the almost-sure convergence, as well as a corresponding ILP convergence, the Gaussian
fluctuation, and the law of iterated logarithm. Section 3 contains an analogous asymptotic analysis
for K, ,. In Section 4, we conclude by discussing some directions of future research. The Appendix
concerns an alternative proof, without relying on martingales, of the IL? convergence of K, and
K, .



2 Asymptotic results for the number of partition sets

We start by introducing the keystone martingale construction for K. This is a critical tool at the
basis of all the results in this section. From the sequential or generative construction of the EP
model (Pitman, 1995, Proposition 9), for all n > 1,

aK, + 6

if k=1,
n+60
P(Kyy1 = K, + k| K,) = K«
NTMn e L)
n+60
It simply means that
Kn—l—l = Kn + gn—i—l (11)

where the conditional distribution of &,11, given F, = o(Ky,...,K,), is the Bernoulli B(p,)
distribution with parameter

aK, +0
— ks 12
P n+0 (12)
According to the above definition of the sequence (&), as E[{u+1 | Fn] = pn,
0
E[Kpi1| Fn] = E[Ky + & | Ful = K + pn = B Ky, + =y a.s., (13)
where
Bo=14—— (14)
" n+6
Let (b,) be the sequence defined by b = 1 and for all n > 2,
at+6y (O
n—1 n—1 ( > ( ) (n) it ¢ 7£ 0)
. k+6 0 /) (a+0)
b=[]8"=]1 e )" (15)
k=1 k=1 a(n—1)!

(a)(") if 6=0.

Herafter, we introduce the sequence of random variables (M,,) that is defined, for all n > 1, by

at+0\ (9™ 6
M, =b,K, = b, [ Kn+ = ). 16
+( ! )we)(n) 2 (16)

Since b, = B,bn+1, we have from (13) and (14) that for all n > 1,
0
E[Mn—l—l |]:n] = bn+1E Kn+1 + E |]:n

0
= bpt1 <E[Kn+1 | Fnl + E)

0 0
= bpt1 </8nKn + nio + a)

= bnt1 <ﬁnKn+ g(l—i_ nj-9>>

0
= bn—i-l/Bn <Kn + _>
[0
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=b, <Kn+g>
(6%

- M,

almost surely. Moreover, (M,) is square integrable as K,, < n. Consequently, (M,) is a locally
square integrable martingale. Since L£(&,11|Fn) = B(pn), it is not hard to compute high-order
conditional moments of (M,,). For example, as

Mys1 — My = by 1 (K1 — E[Kpy1 | F)),
we clearly have from (11) and (13) that
E[(Mnt1 — Mn)? | Fo] = 51 (B[KG 11 | Fa] — (ElKn41 | Fa))?)
= b2 1 (B[(Kp + &ni1)? | Fn] — (Kn +pn)2)
=02 (K2 + 2Kpy + po — (K +p0)”)
= b 11Pn(1 — pn)

almost surely, which leads, via (12), to

E[(My 1 — My)?| Fo] = b2, <(9 +aK,)(n — aKn)>

(n+0)?

2.1 An alternative approach for the almost-sure convergence

Based on the above martingale construction, we present an alternative proof of (2), by relying on
the strong law of large numbers for martingale. Our proof is more natural and intuitive than that
of Pitman (2006, Theorem 3.8), which makes use of the exchangeable partition probability function
induced by the EP model.

Theorem 2.1. Let K,, be the number of partition sets in a random partition of [n] distributed as
the EP model with o € (0,1) and 0 > —a. Then, we have

lim — =S5, a.s. (18)

where S, g s a positive and almost surely finite random variable whose distribution has probability
density function (7). This convergence holds in P for any integer p > 1,

K,

n

lim E[

n——+00

— e p} = 0. (19)

Proof. We already saw that (M,,) is a locally square integrable martingale. Denote by (M), its
predictable quadratic variation,

n—1

(M) = E[(Myy1 — My)* | F]-
k=0

We have from (17) that

), — <a+9> gbm( 9+a(Kkki(1;); osz)> . (20)




Taking the expectation on both sides of (20), we obtain that

a 2 n—1 ok — _a2 )
E[(M>n]:< +9> PR, <9k+ (k — O)E (K] E[Kk]>'
k=1

a (k+ 6)?

Hence, it exists some constant C' > 0 such that for n large enough,

" W’E[K,
E[(M),] <C> -+ /E; 2y (21)
k=1
Moreover, we have from (13) and (15) that if 6 # 0,
n—1
_ 0)*) 0 ((a+6)" — ()
E[K,] = b,* O = — ; 22
Kol =80 ) g @ ~ @ (22)
whereas if 6§ = 0,
n—1 o (a)(n)
Bl =TT (0 5) = o= (@)

In addition, it follows from standard results on the asymptotic behavior of the Euler Gamma
function that for 6 # 0,

. 1l(a+0)™  TO+DI(n+a+0) T@O+1)
e @ a e i (e £ 0T+ 0) T (a+6)° (24)

Hence, we obtain from (22), (23) and (24) that whatever the value of 6 > —a,

. 1 B re+1
nglfoo EE[KN] a ol (o + 9).

Consequently, we deduce from (21), (15) and (24) that

sup E[(M),] < +oo. (25)

n>1

Therefore, we deduce from (25) that (M,,) is bounded in 2. Then, it follows from Doob’s martingale
convergence theorem (Hall and Heyde, 1980, Corollary 2.2), that the sequence (M,,) converges a.s.
and in L2 to a square integrable random variable Mg . In fact, we shall prove below that (,) is
bounded in L? for any integer p > 1 which means that (M,,) converges a.s. and in L? to M, g for
any integer p > 1. Hereafter, we obtain from (16) and (24) that

lim — = S, a.s.,

where the random variables M, g and S, ¢ are tightly related by means of the identity

(P(a+0+1)

M. —
b r(0+1)

)

>So¢,€7

which completes the proof of (18). We shall now proceed to the proof of the convergence in P for
any integer p > 1. In particular, we are going to compute the falling factorial moments E[(Kp) )]
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of K, where, for any a € R, (a),) = a(a —1)---(a — p+ 1) with (a)) = 1. By an application of
Vandermonde identity for the falling factorial together with (11), for any integer p > 1,

p
(Kni1) ) = (Kn 4+ &) ) = D (i) (5n) (k) (€n+1) (p—t) -

k=0

By taking the conditional expectation on both sides of this identity, we obtain that

E{(Kos1)) | Fl §j() El6nr)pn | Fal o (26)

k=0

where E[(gn—l—l)(l) | Fnl = El§n+1 | Fu] = pn, and E[(gn—l—l)(k) | Fn] = 0 for all k > 2. Accordingly, we
can deduce from (12) and (26) that for any integer p > 1,

E[(Knt1) ) | Fnl = (Kn) ) + P(Kn) p-1) ( n+0
ap
= (Kn)@p) + W(Kn)(p—l)(K" — P+ 1)+ Ln(p) &S

(1 + %) (Kn)p) + Ln(p) a.s. (27)

where
pla(p —1)+0)
n-+6

La(p) = (

Denote b1(p) = 1 and for all n > 2,

) Ea)p-)

( i )(ap+9)(n) i 040,

nl k+ap+0 ap+0 (6)m
nin =11 (55 - 29
B — it 0=0.
ap(n —1)!
It follows from (27) and (28) that for all n > 2 and for any integer p > 2,
n—1
E[(Kn) )] = bu(p) Y (br1(p)  ELLi(p)]
k=1
leading, for 6 # 0, to
plalp —1) +6) ((ap S Ki)p-1)]
E[(Kn)(p)] - < ap + 0 > ( > Z::l < ap + 0 + 1)(’9) > (29)
while, for 6 = 0, to
— D)(ap)™\ = /(k — DIE[(Kg) (-
i) = (£ (n ! 1])9!) ) <( (o)zp -1[-(1)1211)( M)' (30)

B
Il

1

We deduce from (22) and (29) that for 6 # 0,




660 + )
a?(6)m)

and more generally, for all n > 1 and for any integer p > 1,

E[(K.)2) = (2a+60)™ —2(a+6)™ + (6)™),

_ ((9) = (- </€> (ka+6)™). (31)

In addition, we have from (23) and (30) that for § = 0,

()"

E[(Kn) )] = aln 1)V

() ~2(@)),

and more generally, for all n > 1 and for any integer p > 1,

E[(Kn) )] = ,j{j P (7)), (32)

We obtain from (28) together with (31) and (32) that it exists a positive constant C(p, cv,0) such
that for alln > 1 and p > 1,

E[(Kn)@)] =

E[(Kn)(p)] < C(p, «, e)bn(p) (33)
Moreover, we also have the elementary inequality
E[KT] < p” + PE[(Kn) p)Lic, >p]- (34)

Consequently, we find from (16), (33) and (34) that it exists a positive constant D(p, «,6) such
that for alln > 1 and p > 1,

E[ME] < D(p, o, 0)bn (p)b,.- (35)
Furthermore, it is easy to see from (15) and (28) that
= ap a \7
by (p)bh, = 1 <1 + k—+0> <1 + k—+0> <1. (36)

Hence, we deduce from (35) and (36) that

sup E[MZ] < +oc,
n>1

which means that the martingale (M,,) is bounded in L for any p > 1. Therefore, it follows from

Doob’s martingale convergence theorem (Hall and Heyde, 1980, Corollary 2.2), the sequence (M,,)

converges almost surely and in L” to a finite random variable M, 4. Our goal is now to compute

all the moments of M, 9. We shall only carry out the proof for § # 0 inasmuch as the proof for

f = 0 follows exactly the same arguments. First of all, as in (24),

(ap+60)™  T(O+1)

n—too nap(@)m BT (ap+ 0)
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Hence, we obtain once again from (31) that for any integer p > 1,

. 1 ro+1) /0\®
G G EEn) )] = m( )" (37)
However, we have for all p > 1,
P
ikt = Y- {1} Bl (39)

where the curly brackets are the Stirling numbers of the second kind given by

-5

Since, Py _ 1, we obtain from (37) and (38) that for all p > 1,
p

. 1 FO+1) r0\®
| —EK ] = —————(—) .
n-s oo nep Kzl 0T (ap + 0) <a) (39)
We also recall from (15) that
: @ a(6+1)(n) (Oé+9+1)
A = 0 Dy~ TOT 1) (40)
Consequently, it follows from the conjunction of (16), (39) and (40) that
p p—Fk
lim E[M?] = lim pr[(Kn+ 9) ] — lim bP < ) <9> ,
n—-+o0o n—-+o0o n—-+4+o0o =0 0%
which drastically reduces to
Ta+0+1)\" TO+1) [6\P
P — PRIKP ~
ngg-looE[M ] ngg-loob E[K ] < F(@ + 1) > GF(ap + 9) ' (41)

It immediately leads, for all p > 1, to
EMP | — Pa+0+1)\’ T@+1) (0\?
afl T +1) T(ap+0) \a)

r@+1) [6\"
E[S? ] = Le+1) (9 .
% O (ap +0) \ o
The distribution of the random variable S, y has probability density function given by (7). Finally,

(19) follows from (18) and (39) together with Riesz-Scheffé theorem, which completes the proof of
Theorem 2.1. O

as well as

Remark 2.2. An alternative proof of the convergence in L2 given by (19), which follows from
the Poisson process construction of the EP model (Pitman, 2003, Proposition 9) can be found in
Appendiz A. See also Pitman (2006, Chapter 4).



2.2 The Gaussian fluctuation

Our martingale approach for K,, suggests that, in addition to the almost-sure convergence, it is
possible to establish a Gaussian fluctuations of K,,, properly normalized, around its almost-sure
limit Saﬂ.

Theorem 2.3. Let K,, be the number of partition sets in a random partition of [n] distributed as
the EP model with o € (0,1) and 0 > —a. Then, we have

K, — nasaﬂ L
UK Do N(0,1), (42)

where N (0,1) denotes a standard Gaussian random variable. Moreover, we also have

\/n—a(ﬁ—sa,@) £ SN ), (13)

nOé
where S!, , is a random variable independent of N'(0,1) and sharing the same distribution as Se.g-

Proof. The proof relies on a beautiful result due to Heyde (1977) concerning with Gaussian fluc-
tuations for martingales. For all n > 1, denote AM,, 1 = M, +1 — M,, and

An =Y E[AM|F].

k=n
We immediately have from (17) that
- 0 + oK) (k — aKy,)
Ap =D b ( : 44
kZ:;L k+1 < (k? _1_0)2 ( )
On the one hand, we know from (18) that
. Ky
ngl}_loo = Sap a.s. (45)
On the other hand, we already saw from (40) that
. IMa+6+1)
1 by = ——= 4
Consequently, we deduce from (44), (45) and (46) that
. ar _ (Tla+0+1)\2
pm A = (W> Sap 8 (47)

By the same token, if

n

st =E[A;] = > E[AM],],
k=n

we also have

= 0k + a(k — O)E[K}] — o*E[K?]
s2 = g b2 k).
P < (k +6)> >
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However, we already saw from (39) that

lim LIE[K,L] Lo+1)
n—+oo n® al' (o + 0)
and \T(6
lim — E[KZ = OO+

n——+oo N2a

a?T'(2a + 0)

It ensures that

lim n%s
n—-+4oo

9 (a+0>F(a+9+1)

n~\Ta rO+1)
Hereafter, we claim that for any n > 0,

o

. a 2 _
ngrfmn h E[AMk"‘lIﬂAMkﬂbﬁm}] =0
As a matter of fact, we clearly have for any n > 0,
(o] 20v [o¢]
o 2 n 4
" ZE[AMR+II{|AMH1\>77\/F}] < n? Z E[AMj,].
k=n k=n

Moreover, it follows from tedious but straightforward calculations that for all n > 1,

4
E[AM | F] =04t D en(p)KE
p=0
where
en(0) = ”79(7# —nb + 6%

" (n +6)* ’
_a(n—10) n2 — dn
)= Gy | | dnd )

—202(2n — 0)(n — 26
en(2) = : (n+ 9))(4 :
603 (n — 6
en(3) = W’
o
en(4) = _3—‘

Taking the expectation on both sides of (51), we obtain that for all n > 1,
4
E[AMfLH] = bi+1 Z en(p)E[KY]
p=0

Furthermore, we already saw from (39) that

(a+0)2a+6)I'(0+1)
3T (3a+0)

lim LE[KS;] =

n—-+oo N3

11
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and

1o (et 0)(2a +60)(3a+ 0)0(0 + 1)
ngr—ir-loo n4 ElK] = T (4o + 0) ’ (54)
Hence, we deduce from (46) and (52) together with (48), (49), (53) and (54) that
Da+60+1)\3
143« 4 _ a
lim_n TOE[AM] = (a—|—9)< O ) (55)
Consequently, we obtain from (55) that
. — D(a+60+1)\3
3a 4 _ - 7
A ;E[AMRH] = (ot 9)( T(O+1) >
which clearly leads to (50). Finally, let (P,) be the martingale defined by
Poy1 = Z K (AME,y — E[AME | Fi)). (56)

k=1

Its predictable quadratic variation is given by
P)os1 = Z K (B[AMy | Fil — (BIAM, | Fi])?).

Therefore, we find from (51) that
Plny1 < Z Z k**bis1ex(p)
p=0 k=1

One can observe that we always have e,(4) < 0. For n large enough, e,(2) < 0. Furthermore,
it exists some constant C' > 0 such that for n large enough, e,(0) < C/n, e,(1) < C/n and
en(3) < C/n3. Consequently, we get that for n large enough,

n k2ab4 n k2ab4 Kk n k2ab4 K3
<P>ngc< Oy R 5 k) (57)
k=1

k=1 k=1

Hence, we obtain from (45), (46) and (57) that (P), converges a.s. to a finite random variable.
Then, we deduce from the strong law of large numbers for martingales given by the first part
of (Duflo, 1997, Theorem 1.3.15) that (P,) converges a.s. to a finite random variable. All the
conditions of the second part of Theorem 1 and Corollaries 1 and 2 in Heyde (1977) are satisfied,

which leads to
Mn - Ma,@

VA,

— r Na+60+1)
Vne (M, — My ) — BN

where M, g is the almost-sure limit of the martingale (1,,) and 5, 4 is independent of the Gaussian
N(0,1) random variable and S’ a0 shares the same dlstrlbutlon as Sa. However, the random
variables M, g and S, ¢ are tlghtly related through

£ N(0,1) (58)

as well as to

St N (0,1), (59)

IMa+6+1)

Moo = ( r(0+1)

)Sa,g.
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In addition, we obtain from the asymptotic behavior of the ratio of two Gamma functions that

)]

Finally, the Gaussian fluctuations (42) and (43) follow from (58) and (59) together with the almost-
sure convergences (18), (47), (60) and Slutsky’s lemma, which achieves the proof of Theorem 2.3. [

2.3 The law of the iterated logarithm
The law of the iterated logarithm for K, around its limiting random variable S, ¢ is as follows.

Theorem 2.4. Let K,, be the number of partition sets in a random partition of [n] distributed as
the EP model with o € (0,1) and 0 > —a. Then, we have

Kn_ “ « P Kn_ ¢ (e
lim sup En = 0500 = —liminf Ko = 1500 =1 a.s. (61)
n—oo \ V2K, loglogn n—oo \ /2K, loglogn

Moreover, we also have

. K, —n%Sae L. K, —n%Sae
1 — | =1 f| ———=) = VS -5
I,Iln_,solép < 2nlog log n) 00 <\/ 2n* log log n) ! v

In particular,

e 2
lim sup (Kn " Sa,e)

=5 .S.
500 2n®log logn @8 -5

Proof. The proof is a direct application of Heyde (1977). Using the same notation as in the proof
of Theorem 2.3, we have for any n > 0,

1 o
a/2 2a 4
§ n®PE[|AMAlLyapy spviay] < 3§ E[AM,;] (62)

n=1

Hence, we deduce from (55) and (62) that it exists some constant C' > 0 such that

> PE[JAMAT A (s pvin—s)] CZ

n=1
Moreover, we also have for any § > 0,
2c 4 2a 4
Zn E[AMaLgap <ovn—sy) € D n* E[AM,] < oo

n=1

Furthermore, we already saw that the martingale (P,), defined by (56), converges a.s. to a finite
random variable. Consequently, all the conditions of the second part of Theorem 1 and Corollary
2 in Heyde (1977) are satisfied, which ensures that

. Mn - a,f . Mn Ma 6

limsup | ———==— | = —liminf | ———=—| =1 a.s. (63)
n—oo \V2A,loglogn n—oo \ 4/2A, loglogn

where M, ¢ is the almost-sure limit of the martingale (M,,). Finally, the law of iterated logarithm

(61) follows from (63) together with the almost-sure convergences (18) and (47), which completes
the proof of Theorem 2.4. O
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3 Asymptotic results the partition sets with frequency
r

We start by introducing the keystone martingale construction for K,,. Our approach is quite
different from that developed in Section 2, since we are going to build a martingale that will not
converge almost surely to a finite random variable. First, we consider the case r = 1. From the
sequential construction of the EP model (Pitman, 1995, Proposition 9), we have for all n > 1,

Kipni1 = Kin+ 81041 (64)
where the conditional distribution of & 5,11, given F,, = o(Ky,..., K,, K1 1,..., K1), is such that

Pin if k=1,
P& 1 = k| Fn) = Q,n it k=-1, (65)

1- Pin —qin if k= 07

where
aK, +0 (1-a)Ki,

= d =
pl,n n +9 an ql,n n -+ 0

According to the above definition of the sequence (&1 ,,), we clearly have E[&; p41 | Fn] = Pin — qin-
Consequently, we obtain from (64) that

(66)

E[Kl,n-l-l |‘7:TL] = E[Kl,n + gl,n-}-l |]:n] = Kl,n + Pin —qin a.s,

which leads to

E[Ki i1 | Fol = BinKin +Din a.s., (67)
where 1 1464
—a n- a
b, n+60 n+ 60 (68)

Let (b1,,) be the sequence defined by b;; = 1 and for all n > 2,

n-l (n—1)
I I = = ©
Now, we introduce the sequence of random variables (M ;) that is defined, for all n > 1, by
My =b1n K1 — Ain, (70)
where
Zln e (T2, ()

One can observe that A; 41 = A1, + p1nbins1 and by, = 51,01, n41. Hence, we have from (67)
and (68) that for all n > 1,

E[M;i pt1 | Fo] = b1 nr1 B[K 1 g1 | Fo] — A1 ngr
=01 nt1(Bin K10 +P10) — Ain — P1nb1int1

14



= B1nbiny1 K1n — A1
= bl,nKl,n - Al,n
=M

almost surely. Moreover, (M ;) is square integrable as Ky, < K,, < n. Consequently, (M) is
a locally square integrable martingale. Because of (65), it is not hard to compute all the higher
order conditional moments of (M ;). For example, as

AMi 1 = My 1 — My = b1 (K11 — E[K g1 | Fal)
we clearly have from (64) and (67) that
E[(AMLn+1)2 |]:n] = bin-ﬁ-l(E[Kin-i—l |]:n] - (E[Kl,n—l—l |-7:n])2)

with
E[K%,n—i-l "Fn] - K12,n + 2K1,n(pl,n - Q1,n) +Pintqn

and
(E[Kl,n-l-l |]:TL])2 = (Kl,n +p1,n - q1,n)2

almost surely, which reduces to
E[(AMl,n+1)2 ‘fn] - b%,n+1 (pl,n + q1,n - (pl,n - q1,n)2) a.s. (72)

The above calculations extend easily to the case r > 2. From the sequential construction of the EP
model (Pitman, 1995, Proposition 9), we have for all n > 1,

Kr,n—i—l - Kr,n + Sr,n-l—l (73)
where the conditional distribution of &1, given 7, = o(Ky—11,..., Kp—1 0, Kp1, .o, Kppy), s
such that
Dron it k=1,
P(&“,n—l—l =k | ]:n) = dr.n it k= _17 (74)
11— Prn — Grn if k= 07
where ( ) \K ( VK
r—1-a)K, 1, T ®)fen
rm = : d rmn — —. 75
Pr, n—+0 o a, n+0 (75)
As before, we clearly have E[&, 41| Fn] = Prn — @rn, which implies that
E[Kr,n—i-l ’Jtn] = /Br,nKr,n + Prn a.S., (76)
where o4
r—a n-—r o
rn — 1-— = 7
Br, n—+0 n+0 (77)
Let (by,,) be the sequence defined by b,; = 1 and for all n > 2,
N k+0 6+ 1)1
by = L — = . 78
’ gﬂrvk g<k—r+0+a> (a+ 6) (=) (78)
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Hereafter, we introduce the sequence of random variables (M, ,,) that is defined, for all n > 1, by

Mr,n = br,nKr,n - A?‘,ny (79)
where )
— r—1—a
App = by —— | Ki—1 80
: ;::1 y ( ey > 1k (80)

Since Ay i1 = Apn+Drnbrnt1 and by, = By nbrny1, we have from (76) and (77) that for all n > 1,

E[M, i1 | Fol = b1 B np1 | Fo] — Arpngr
= bt 1(Brn Ko n + Prn) — Arn — Drnbrngi
= Brnbrnt1Krn — Arp
= brn Ky — A
= M,

almost surely. In addition, (M, ;) is square integrable as K, , < K,, < n. Consequently, (M, ) is
a locally square integrable martingale. Because of (74), it is not hard to compute all the higher
order conditional moments of (M, ,,), as it was previously done for r = 1.

3.1 An alternative approach for the almost-sure convergence

Based on the above martingale construction, we present an alternative proof of (8), relying on the
strong law of large numbers for martingale. Our proof is more rigorous than Pitman (2006, Lemma
3.11), which contains only a sketch for the proof of (8).

Theorem 3.1. Let K, , be the number of partition sets that appear exactly r times in a random
partition of [n] distributed as the EP model with o € (0,1) and 6§ > —«a. Then, we have for all
r>1

KTTL
li = = Py ” .8, 1
Jim =7 =pa(r)Sae  as (81)
where ( (r—1)
a(l —a)"~
Pa(r) = 7!

and Sqa,9 5 a positive and almost surely finite random variable whose distribution has probability
density function (7). This convergence holds in ILP for any integer p > 1,

rn

nOé

lim E [ — Pa(r)Sa0

n—-+4o00

p] =0. (82)

Proof. The proof is by induction on r > 1. In particular, we start by considering the case r = 1.
We already saw that (M) is a locally square integrable martingale. We deduce from (72) that
its predictable quadratic variation is given by

n—1

(Mi)n =D b7 (pre+ que — (1 — q1p)?).-
k=1
Consequently,
n—1
(Mq), < Z b%,kﬂ (p1k + a1k)-
k=1

16



On the one hand, it follows directly from the definition of p; ,, in (66) together with the almost-sure

convergence (18) that
lim n'"
n—-+4o0o

On the other hand, we have from (69) that

“Pin = aSag a.s. (83)

bin T
lim ln _ (a+0)

nstoonl=e T T(O+1) (84)

Accordingly, as (n + 0)q1,, < K,, we deduce from (83) and (84) through a direct application of
Toeplitz lemma that

n

(M), = O <Z kl—a) =0n*>™)  as.

k=1
Therefore, it follows from the strong law of large numbers for martingales given by (Duflo, 1997,
Theorem 1.3.24) that
(My,)* = O(n* “logn) a.s.,

which leads to
(b1 n K10 — Al,n)2 = O(n2_°‘ logn) a.s.

It clearly implies that

. bl nKln_Aln
lim : : :

n—-+4oo n

Furthermore, by combining (83) and (84) together with (71), we find that

=0 a.s. (85)

. A1 n aF(a + 9)
lim =
n—+oo N re+1)

Sa0 a.s. (86)

Consequently, we obtain from (85) and (86) that

. b1 K1 . Al OéF(Oé+9)
lim —————— = lim =
n—-+oo n n—+oco N F(@ + 1)

Sa.0 a.s.

Then, we deduce from (84) that

. K
lim —= =aS,¢ a.s.
n—+oo N ’

This completes the proof for r = 1. For r > 2, we shall proceed by induction, assuming that

Kr— n - (T_2)
lim L _a(l @)

ndeo ne (r_1)1 Ce0 % (87)

We already saw that (M, ) is a locally square integrable martingale. As in the case r = 1, one can
easily see that its predictable quadratic variation is given by

n—1

<Mr>n - Z b72«7k+1 (pr,k + Qr.k — (pr,k - QT,k)2)- (88)
k=1

On the one hand, it follows from the definition of p,.,, in (75) together with the induction hypothesis
(87) that

. I—a  (r=1-a)a(l - a)(r_2)
ngg_lwn DPrn = 1) Sa0 a.s.
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a(l —a)r=1
== ﬁ&x,g a.s. (89)

On the other hand, we have from (78) that

brn  T(a+0)
n—+oo T o I‘(O + 1) '

(90)

Accordingly, as (n+60)q,, < rK,, we deduce from (88), (89) and (90) together with Toeplitz lemma
that

(M), =0 <§": k27’_1_0‘) =O0(n*™) a.s.
k=1

Therefore, it follows from the strong law of large numbers for martingales that
(M,,)? = O(n* “logn)  as.,

which leads to
(b Ky, — Aml)2 = O(n%_a logn) a.s.

As before, it implies that

L e
lim Znmnn AR a.s. (91)
n—+oo nr

Hereafter, by combining (89) and (90) together with (80), we obtain that

lim A = Se0 a.s. (92)

Finally, we find from (91) and (92) that

br,nKr,n -

ngg-loo n’ ngg-loo n’ - re+1) r! Sa,g s

which ensures via (84) that

K _ N\ (r=1)
lim UL ol —a) Soo a.s.
n—+oo N r! ’

It only remains to prove the convergence in L.P given by (82). We have from Favaro et al. (2013,
Proposition 1) that for any integer p > 1,

n! (p) Oé (n—rp)
El(Ky0) ] = (pr(0))P—" <9> (0 +ap)™®

(n —rp)! a (0)(")
Consequently,
) 1 B p/ON® T(O+1) 0\®
Jim B = (@) (3) e 75 (3) (93)
However, as in identity (38), we have
¢ p
BiK2] = 3 {2 Bl )0 (01)
k=0

18



Then, we deduce from (93) and (94) that

. 1 LO+1) /60\®

lim —E[K?,] = (pr(0)’ ——~ (=) =E[(p-(a)Sap)’] 95

W e BTl = (pr(@) HF(ap—i—H)(a) [(pr(@)Sa0)”] (95)

Finally, (82) follows from (81) and (95) together with Riesz-Scheffé theorem, which completes the
proof of Theorem 3.1.

O

Remark 3.2. An alternative proof of the convergence in 1.2 given by (3.1), which follows from
the Poisson process construction of the EP model (Pitman, 2003, Proposition 9) can be found in
Appendiz A. See also Pitman (2006, Chapter 4).

3.2 The Gaussian fluctuation

We shall now focus on a Gaussian fluctuation of K, ,, properly normalized, around an estimator
of its almost-sure limit pq(r)Sq,6-

Theorem 3.3. Let K, , be the number of partition sets that appear exactly r times in a random
partition of [n] distributed as the EP model with o € (0,1) and 6§ > —a. Then, we have for all
r>1

1 Arp c
Krn - . 0, 1 9 96
N/Kr,n ( ’ bT’,n > n—>—+>oo N( ) ( )

where N'(0,1) denotes a standard Gaussian random variable. Moreover, we also have for all v > 1

Vi (K ey £, A0, &0

ne by nn® ) n—+oo
where 51/1,9 is a random variable independent of N'(0,1) and sharing the same distribution as S p.

Proof. We are going to carry out the proof for any r > 1. It follows from (81), (88), (89) and (90)
together with Toeplitz lemma that the predictable quadratic variation (M,.),, satisfies

2
i S o) () See as (99)

Moreover, we have from (82) with p =1 and p = 2 that

lim 2 "E[pyp] = (r =1 = a)pa(r — 1)E[Sa,] (99)
and
lim " 2E[p,] = (r =1 - a)’pa(r — DE[SE g). (100)

In addition, we also have from (82) with p = 1 and p = 2 that

: l1—a _ o
im ' Blge,] = (r — a)pa(r)E[Sag) (101)
and
lim _n***Elgy,,] = (r — a)*pa (rE[S; o). (102)
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Therefore, denote s2, = E[(M,),]. We deduce from (88) and (90) together with (99), (100), (101)
and (102) that

2 n—1

. Srn 1 2
nll}l}_loo n27’ a nll)I_Poo n2r o ]; bT,k-l—l (E[pﬁk] + E[qrvk]%
Pa(r) (T(a+6)
= . 103
o <I‘(9 +1) (103)

Hence, we obtain from (98) and (103) that

e o (Lot g, a0

n—-+0o00 32

We are now going to show that for any n > 0,

lim
n——+oo N2r—a

> E[AMZIan, 4 5nsna}] = O- (105)

We clearly have for any n > 0,

n

pope > E[AMY].
m k=1

Z E [AMZkI{|AMr,k‘>n5r,n}] S

According to (103), in order to prove (105), it is only necessary to show that

lim Z E[AM;},] (106)

n—+4o00 ’rL4T 2a

As in the proof of (51), it follows from tedious but straightforward calculations that for all n > 1,

4
E[AMin+1|fn} = bﬁ,m—l Z er,n(f) (107)
/=1
where
er,n(l) = (pr,n + QT,n)7
er,n(2) = _4(pr,n - QT,n)27
er,n(3) = 6(pr,n + QT’,n)(pr,n - QT,n)27
67«7n(4) = _3(pr,n - QT,n)4-

Then, it follows from (107) that it exists some constant C' > 0 such that for n large enough,
E[AMénﬁ-l‘fn] S Cb?gn-i-l (pr,n + QT,n) . (108)
Taking the expectation on both sides of (108), we obtain that for n large enough,

E [AM:},n—I—l] < Cbr n+1 (E[pr,n] + E[Qr,n])- (109)
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Consequently, we deduce from (90), (99), (101) and (109) that

zn:E AM4 — (Z k47“ 1- 30&) — O(n4r—3a)
k=1

which leads to (106). Hence, we find from Corollary 1 in Heyde (1977) that

L
NGTan =5 N(0,1), (110)

and
Mrn L OZF(OZ—FH)

)

=
Spp n—+oo \[ T'(0+1)

St GN(0,1) (111)

where S&,e stands for a random variable independent of A/(0,1) and sharing the same distribution
as Sap. Finally, as M., = by, K, — Ar,, the Gaussian fluctuations (96) and (97) follow from
(90), (110) and (111) together with the almost-sure convergences (81), (98), (104) and Slutsky’s
lemma, which achieves the proof of Theorem 3.3. O

3.3 The law of the iterated logarithm

The law of the iterated logarithm for K, , is as follows.

Theorem 3.4. Let K, , be the number of partition sets that appear exactly r times in a random
partition of [n] distributed as the EP model with o € (0,1) and 6 > —«a. Then, we have for all
r>1

@ KTTL A'f‘n
lim sup " < — — > (112)

n—00 2loglogn \ n® by nn®

.. ne Kr n Ar n
= —liminf = - ’
n—oo | 2loglogn \ n® by nn®

)

= Pa(r)Sa0 a.s.

In particular,

lim sup

n< Kr,n Ar n
nooo 2loglogn

2
- d > = Da(r)Sa0 a.s.

no by ,n®

Proof. As in Section 2, the proof is a direct application of Heyde (1977). We have for any n > 0,

a

) B[ AMa T frman, o 5mnr) ] 5_32

n=1

2

E[AM,,] (113)

Hence, we deduce from (109) and (113) together with (90), (99) and (101) that it exists some
constant C' > 0 such that

> o

n=1

Cl{

’AMrn’I{\/n_ﬂAMrnbnnr} <CZ 1+a < 0.
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Moreover, we also have for any § > 0,

(e e}

n2e 20
Z nir I{WIAMrn\<5nr} Z—TIE AM4 ] 0.
n=l n=1
Hereafter, let (P, ) be the martingale defined by
ka
Prpg1 = Z e (AMZ 1 — E[AM? 1 | Fil). (114)
k=1

Its predictable quadratic variation is given by

200
(P = 3 (BIAML | ) - (BIAME, | 7))
k=1

Hence, we obtain from (108) that it exists some constant C' > 0 such that for n large enough,

2«

“k
(Br)n <C Z Wbﬁ,kﬂ (Prk + Grk)- (115)
k=1

Consequently, we deduce from (88), (89) and (115) that (P.), converges a.s. to a finite random
variable. Then, it follows from the strong law of large numbers for martingales that (P, ,,) converges
a.s. to a finite random variable. Therefore, all the conditions of the second part of Theorem 1 and
Corollary 2 in Heyde (1977) are satisfied, which ensures that

MT n M’f‘ n

lim su — lim inf =1 a.s. 116
n—>oop \/2 )n loglogn n—00 \/2 )nloglogn (116)

Finally, as M,,, = b, K, — Ay, the law of iterated logarithm (112) follows from (90) together
with the almost-sure convergence (98) and (116), which completes the proof of Theorem 3.4. [

4 Discussion

In this paper, we presented a unified and comprehensive treatment of the large n asymptotic be-
haviour of K,, and K,,, in the EP model with o € (0,1) and # > —ca. By means of a novel
martingale construction for K, and K,,,, we obtained alternative, and rigorous, proofs of the
almost-sure convergence of K, and K, ,,, and also covered the gap of Gaussian fluctuations. We ar-
gue that our martingale approach may be further investigated to refine Theorem 2.1 and Theorem
3.1 in terms of Berry—Esseen theorems, as well as sharp large deviations and concentration in-
equalities for K, and K, ,. We refer to Feng and Hoppe (1998), Favaro et al. (2015), Favaro et al.
(2018), Dolera and Favaro (2020) and Oliveira et al. (2022) for early results along these lines of
research. Investigating the large n asymptotic behaviour of functions that involve both K, and the
K, ,’s is also a promising direction for future research. In particular, our almost-sure limits imply

lim USKD
n—-+00 Kn

=« a.s.,

meaning that K ,/K, is a consistent estimator for the parameter «. Establishing a Gaussian
fluctuation for K, /K, is an interesting open problem, with potential applications in Bayesian
nonparametrics (Balocchi et al., 2023). A further problem of interest is to establish an almost-sure
limit and a Gaussian fluctuation for (K ,, K3 p,...), thus providing a counterpart of (5).
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Appendix A. Alternative proofs of the convergence in
LQ

A.1 Convergence in L? for the number of partition sets

We propose an alternative proof of the convergence in L2,

. K, 2
Jim B [(F — Saﬂ) ] =0, (A1)

which follows from the Poisson process construction of the EP model (Pitman, 2003, Proposition
9). See also Pitman (2006, Chapter 4). From Pitman (2006, Equation 3.11),

(9"

(8]

(6)"

P(K, =k) = € (n, k; o), (A.2)

where €'(n, k; «) is the generalized factorial coefficient

k
¢nkia) = 15 3107 (1) ().
j=1

1/ “. By combining Pitman (2003, Equation 66) with Charalambides (2005,

Denote T,p = S,

Equation 2.61), we have
%(n, k; )

P(Kn =k ‘ Ta,@ = t) = mG(t) k ’

(A.3)

«
where

- 1 aNk (1 ke fa((1—0)t)
Vakt) = S k) (=) /0 S ¥ T

with f, being the positive a-Stable density function. Then, it follows from (7) and (A.3), as well
as the tower property of the conditional expectation, that

E[Knsaﬂ] = / E[KTLSOC,9|SO@9 = s]fsa’e(s)ds
0

+o00
- %/ EKn|Top = )7 fa(t)dt
- gi; +1 0 Z’f / P(K, =k |Top =)t fa(t)dt
TO+1) =kE(n,k;a)

T T(0/a+1) “ T(n — ka) T (1), (A.4)

where

+oo 1
L) = [ ket [Tk (1 vydude,

0 0

+00 1
/ z—ka—a—e / ,Un—l—ka(l o U)ka+a+9_1fa(z)dvdz.
0 0
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Since

oo TO/a+k+2)
—ka—a—0 o
/0\ z fa(’z)dz_ F(Ox—l—@—l—k‘a—l—l)’

" : (n — ko) )
I'n —ka)l'(ka+a+0
n—ka—1/9 _  \kata+0-1 _
/Ov (1—v) dv T tat) ,
the expectation (A.4) reduces to
re+1) " kE(n, k;a)
E[K,,S, o] = T(0/a+k+2),
RSl T(@/a+1)T(n+a+0) = (a+0+ka) (0/a+k+2)
n (k)
I'(0+n) 0 ()
= E —+k|-2 ). A.
F'n+a+0) k:1k<0z+ > (6)(™) ¢, k; 0) (A-5)
Hence, it follows from (A.2) and (A.5) that
~ T(@+n) 0 9
E[K;,Sa0] = Tt at0) <aIE3[Kn] + E[Kn]> . (A.6)

We are now in the position to prove (A.1). We get from (39) with p =1 and p = 2 that

. 1 - . 1 21 _ 2
nggloo EE[Kn] = E[Sa 0] and nEI—lr—loo @E[Kn] = E[S5 6], (A7)
leading to
1
lim —E[K,Sa] = E[S? 4. (A.8)

n—+oo N

Therefore, we deduce from (A.7) and (A.8) that

2
lim E <K—g—5a,9> ] — lim LE[KEL]—%E[Knsa,gwm[sgﬂ],

n——+o00 n n— oo N2

= E[Si,e] - 2E[5§,9] + E[Si,e] =0.
Similar arguments can be applied in order to show the convergence in IL” of n=“K,, to S, ¢, for any

integer p > 1, thus providing an alternative proof of (19).

A.2 Convergence in LL.? for partition sets with frequency r

We still rely on the Poisson process construction of the EP model (Pitman, 2003, Proposition 9)
to propose an alternative proof of the convergence in L2,

lim E

n—-4o0o

<% _ pa(r)sa,9>2] — 0. (A.9)

Denote Ty, 9 = S;;/a. By combining Pitman (2006, Equation 66) with Favaro et al. (2013, Propo-
sition 1), we have

€ (n—rk;a)

P(Kr,n =k ‘ Ta,G = t) = pa(r)(n)(r)vn,k(t) % (AlO)

(67

24



where

_ 1 a\k ! n—1— afa((l_v)t)
boa)= i (&) |,

with f, being the positive a-Stable density function. Consequently, as

_ F(9+1) oo o —a—0
Bl 0S00) = i a s /O (K, Tog = (60 fa ()t

we obtain along lines similar to the computation of E[K,S, ] in (A.5) that

_ T+ S0 N ke
E[K;nSap) = ar(n+a+9)pa(r)(n)(7);<a+1> % k—1:a)

_ e+ L (0/a+2) (k) |

= o e et ]§<Q+ ) Gn—r k)

which leads to

E[K;nSa0] = %pam(n)m (O‘a—ﬁe> (6 + 20) 7). (A.11)

We are now in position to prove (A.9). We find from (95) with p = 2 that

lim —E[K2] (pr(@))*E[(San)’]: (A.12)

n=-+oo N2

In addition, we deduce from (A.11) that

im niE[Kmsa o] = po() (a;; 9) Fr((zi*:e)) — po()E[S2,]. (A.13)

Therefore, it follows from (A.12) and (A.13) that

K 2

e B (T—M >Sa,e) ]
— lim —E[K2 I AT ol + (pr(2)) B[(Sus)]
n—-+o0o n2a ne rn~ao, T o, )

= (pr())*E[S2 5] — 2(pr(@))*E[S2 4] + (pr(@)) *E[(Sa)’] = 0.

Similar arguments can be applied to show the convergence in I” of n=*K, ,, to pa(7)Sq,9, for any
integer p > 1, thus leading to an alternative proof of (82).

Acknowledgement

Stefano Favaro received funding from the European Research Council (ERC) under the European
Union’s Horizon 2020 research and innovation programme under grant agreement No 817257. Ste-
fano Favaro acknowledge the financial support from the Italian Ministry of Education, University
and Research (MIUR), “Dipartimenti di Eccellenza” grant 2023-2027.

25



References

ARRATIA, R., BARBOUR, A.D. AND TAVARE, S. (1992). Poisson process approximations for the
Ewens sampling formula. The Annals of Applied Probability 2, 519-535

ARRATIA, R., BARBOUR, A.D. AND TAVARE, S. (2003). Logarithmic combinatorial structures: a
probabilistic approach. EMS Monographs in Mathematics.

BavoccHi, C., FAVARO, S. AND NAULET, Z. (2023). Bayesian nonparametric inference for
“species-sampling” problems. Preprint arXiv:2203.06076.

CHARALAMBIDES (2005) Combinatorial methods in discrete distributions. Wiley.
CRANE, H. (2016). The ubiquitous Ewens sampling formula. Statistical Science 31, 1-19.

DoOLERA, E. AND FAvARO, S. (2020). A Berry-Esseen theorem for Pitman’s a—diversity. The
Annals of Applied Probability 30, 847-869.

DurLo, M. (1997) Random iterative models. Springer-Verlag.

EwgNs, W. (1972). The sampling theory or selectively neutral alleles. Theoretical Population Bi-
ology 3, 87-112.

FavAarO, S. AND FENG, S. (2015). Large deviation principles for the Ewens-Pitman sampling
model. Electronic Journal of Probability 20, 1-26

Favaro, S., FENG, S. AND Gao. F. (2018). Moderate deviations for Ewens-Pitman sampling
models. Sankhya A 80, 330-341.

FAvARO, S., Lijo1, A. AND PRUNSTER, 1. (2013). Conditional formulae for Gibbs-type exchange-
able random partitions. The Annals of Applied Probability 23, 1721-1754.

FENG, S. AND Hoppg, F.M. (1998). Large deviation principles for some random combinatorial
structures in population genetics and Brownian motion. The Annals of Applied Probability 8,
975-994.

HarrL, M. AND HEYDE, C.C. (1980) Martingale limit theory and its applications. Academic Press.

HEeYDE, C.C. (1977). On central limit and iterated logarithm supplements to the martingale con-
vergence theorem. Journal of Applied Probability 14, 758-775.

KORrRwAR, R.M. AND HOLLANDER, M. (1973). Contribution to the theory of Dirichlet processes.
The Annals of Probability 1, 705-711.

OLIVEIRA, R.I., PEREIRA, A. AND RIBEIRO, R. (2022). Concentration in the generalized Chinese
restaurant process. Sankhya A 80, 628-670.

PERMAN, M., PITMAN, J. AND YOR, M. (1992). Size-biased sampling of Poisson point processes
and excursions. Probab. Theory Related Fields 92, 21-39.

PrrmAN, J. (1995). Exchangeable and partially exchangeable random partitions. Probability Theory
and Related Fields 102, 145-158.

26



PrrmaN, J. (2003). Poisson-Kingman partitions. In Science and Statistics: A Festschrift for Terry
Speed, Goldstein, D.R. Eds. Institute of Mathematical Statistics.

PIrT™MAN, J. AND YOR, M. (1997). The two parameter Poisson-Dirichlet distribution derived from
a stable subordinator. The Annals of Probability 25, 855-900.

PrrmaN, J. (2006). Combinatorial stochastic processes. Lecture Notes in Mathematics, Springer
Verlag.

ZABELL, S.L. (2005). Symmetry and its discontents: essays on the history of inductive probability.
Cambridge University Press.

ZOLOTAREV, V.M. (1986). One-dimensional Stable Distributions. American Mathematical Society.

27



	Introduction
	Our contributions
	Organization of the paper

	Asymptotic results for the number of partition sets
	An alternative approach for the almost-sure convergence
	The Gaussian fluctuation
	The law of the iterated logarithm

	Asymptotic results the partition sets with frequency r
	An alternative approach for the almost-sure convergence
	The Gaussian fluctuation
	The law of the iterated logarithm

	Discussion
	Convergence in L2 for the number of partition sets
	Convergence in L2 for partition sets with frequency r


