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On affine multi-color urns
grown under multiple drawing

Joshua Sparkd’] Markus KubaP] Srinivasan Balaj{f] Hosam Mahmoud

Abstract

Early investigation of Pélya urns considered drawing balls one at a time. In
the last two decades, several authors considered multiple drawing in each
step, but mostly for schemes on two colors. In this manuscript, we consider
multiple drawing from urns of balls of multiple colors, formulating asymptotic
theory for specific urn classes and addressing more applications.

The class we consider is affine and tenable, built around a “core” square
matrix. An index for the drawing schema is derived from the eigenvalues of
the core. We identify three regimes: small-, critical-, and large-index. In the
small-index regime, we find an asymptotic Gaussian law. In the critical-index
regime, we also find an asymptotic Gaussian law, albeit a difference in the
scale factor, which involves logarithmic terms.

In both of these regimes, we have explicit forms for the structure of the
mean and the covariance matrix of the composition vector (both exact and
asymptotic). In all three regimes we have strong laws.

Keywords: Polya urn, combinatorial probability, limiting distribution, mul-
tivariate central limit theorem, multivariate martingale.

MSC: 60F05, 60C05, 60G46

1 Introduction

Pélya urns are popular modeling tools, as they capture the dynamics of
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many real-world applications involving change over time. The book [24] lists
numerous applications in informatics and biosciences; see also [15,19] for a
wider perspective.

In the early models, single balls are drawn one at a time. In the last
two decades, several authors generalized the models to schemes evolving on
multiple drawing; see |3[5-7,21-23,25]. However, most of these investigations
deal only with urn schemes on two colors. So far, explicit expressions and
asymptotic expansions for the expected value, the variance and covariances
and higher moments have proven to be elusive in the multi-color case.

In this manuscript, we present a more comprehensive approach in which
there are multiple colors in the urn, and we sample several balls in each
drawing. Depending on the composition of the sample, action is taken to
place balls in the urn. We ought to mention that this is a new trend in
investigating multi-color urns; little exists in the literature beyond the study
of urn schemes on an infinite number of colors, where the authors imposed
restrictions on the number of colors to add after each drawing [2,|13].

As a modeling tool, multi-color multiple drawing urns have their niche
in applications to capture the dynamics in systems that internally have mul-
tiple interacting parts. For instance, the Maki-Thompson rumor spreading
model [26] can be modeled by an urn scheme on three colors (representing
ignorants, spreaders and stiflers of the rumor) experiencing pair interactions,
such as social visits and phone calls (represented as draws of pairs of balls at
a time). Another application is to produce a profile of the nodes in random
hypergraphs see [29], Chapter 6, and its prelude [30].

2 The mechanics of a multi-color multiple draw-
ing urn scheme

We first describe a model of multi-color multiple drawing urn qualitatively.
We consider an urn growing on k colors, which we label 1,..., k. Initially,
the urn contains a positive number of balls of colors i € [k] (some of the
colors maybe initially absent).ﬂ At each discrete time step, a sample of balls
is drawn out of the urn (the sample is taken without replacement)ﬂ Note

>The notation [k] stands for the set {1,2,..., k}.
6We can develop a model based on sampling with replacement. The proof techniques
and results for such a sampling scheme are very similar to those that appear in a sampling



that we speak of the entire sample as one draw. After the sample is collected,
we put it back in the urn. Depending on what appears in the sample, we
add balls of various colors. Such models are to be called multi-color multiple
drawing schemes.

Many such schemes can emerge upon specifying a particular growth al-
gorithm (how many balls to draw, what to add, etc.).

A sample of size s is a partition of the number s into nonnegative integers.
Each part of the partition corresponds to the number of balls in the sample
from a particular color after drawing the sample. In other words, we view
a sample as a row vector s with nonnegative components sq,...,s;. The
components of s are the solutions of the Diophantine equation

81+"‘+3sz

in non-negative integers. There are (sﬂz*l) such solutions.

In a very general model, when the sample s is drawn, we add ms; balls
of color j, for j = 1,...,k, where mg; can be a random variable. We only
consider the case of fixed additions: ms; € Z, the class of urn schemes where
the sample size (in each drawing) is a positive fixed number s (not changing
over time), and the total number of balls added after each drawing is also
a fixed number b. Such an urn is said to be balanced, and b is called the
balance factor. Further specification will ensue while crafting out conditions
for linear recurrence.

We canonically rank the various samples through an application of Al-
gorithm L in Knuth [17] called reverse lezicographic order, see [18]. In this
scenario, the sample (x1, ..., xy) precedes the sample (yi, ..., yx), if for some
r € k], we have x; = y; fori =1,...,r—1, and x, > y,. For example, draw-
ing samples of size s = 3 from an urn on k£ = 3 colors, in this modification
of the canonical ranking, the sample (3,0,0) precedes the sample (2,1,0),
which in turn precedes the sample (2,0, 1).

Our interest is in urns that can endure indefinite drawing. That is, no
matter which stochastic path is followed, we can draw ad infinitum and are
able to execute the addition rules after each drawing.

We call such a scheme tenable. For instance, if all the numbers ms ;, for
all feasible s and j = 1,... k, are positive, the scheme is tenable.

scheme without replacement. To avoid distracting the reader, we do not discuss schemes
under sampling with replacement in great detail. We devote Section [7] to outline results
under sampling with replacement. We refer a reader interested in more details to [29].



3 The (k,s,b)-urn

Consider a k-color multiple drawing tenable balanced urn scheme grown by
taking samples of a fixed size s > 1, with balanced factor b > 1. We call such
a class (k, s, b)-urns. Let X,,; be the number of balls in the urn of color i € [k]
after n > 0 draws, and let X,, be the row vector with these components. We
call X,, the composition vector. Thus, initially, there are Xy; > 0 balls of
color i, for © = 1,..., k. Since the scheme is tenable, we must enable a first
draw by having Zle Xoi > s. Let 7, be the total number of balls after n
draws[]] For a balanced urn, we have

Tp = Th_1+b=0bn+ 7.

To study (k, s, b)-urns, we first need to set up some notation.

3.1 Notation

We use the notation I¢ for the indicator of event £. For integer r > 0 and
z € C, the falling factorial z(z —1)--- (z —r+1) is denoted by (2),, and (2)o
is to be interpreted as 1. For a row vector s = (sy,..., ), with s; > 0 (for
i € [k]) and 25| 5; = s, the multinomial coefficient ( ) may be written
as (:) , and the concatenation (y1)s, (y2)s, - - - (Y)s, of falling factorials may
be succinctly written as (y)s for economy, where y = (y1,...,yx).

There is a multinomial theorem for falling factorials, which expands a
falling factorial of a sum in terms of the falling factorials of the individual
numbers in the summand. Namely, for z = (zy,...,2,) € CF, the theorem

states that
Gt = 3 ()@ )

S

515044,52

This expansion is known as the (multivariate) Chu-Vandermonde identity;
the reader can find it in classic books like [1},§].

A D P as, )

For probabilistic convergence modes we use —, —, — to respectively

denote convergence in distribution, convergence in probability, and conver-
gence almost surely.

"Tenability adds additional conditions on the structure, which we discuss later.



We denote a diagonal matrix with the provided entries ay,as, ..., ax, as

ai 0 0

. 0 as ... 0
diag(ay,ag,...,ax) = 1| . . | o,

0 0 ... ag

with diag(v) representing the diagonal matrix with diagonal entries equal
to the components of a vector v.

We employ the standard asymptotic notation o and O. We also need
them in a matricial sense, which will be indicated in boldface, so o(n) and
O(n) indicate a matrix of appropriate dimensions with all its entries being
o(n) or O(n).

In the ensuing text, unless otherwise stated, all vectors are row vectors
of k components and all square matrices are k x k. The identity matrix is
denoted by I, the row vector of zeros is denoted by 0 and the zero matrix is
denoted by 0. Likewise, the vector of ones is denoted by 1.

We define the discrete simplex Ay, to be the collection of all possible
samples s, or more precisely

k
Ak,s:{s:(sl,...,sk)‘si20, i € [kl; Zsj:s}.
=1

We arrange the ball addition numbers in a (S+IZ_1) X k replacement matrix
M = [ms jlsea,.,.jek]), Where the entry ms; is the number of balls of color j
that we add to the urn upon drawing the sample s. We take the entire row
corresponding to s as a row vector denoted by mg = (mg1,Ms2, ..., ask).
When we deal with the eigenvalues Ay, ..., \; of a k Xk matrix, we arrange
them in decreasing order of their real parts. In other words, we consider them

indexed in the fashion
RN >R > >R

In the case A1 is of multiplicity 1, we call it the principal eigenvalue. The
associated eigenvector vy is dubbed principal left eigenvector.

The replacement matrix M = [mg]sen, , is obtained by stacking up the
row vectors mg, for s € Ay from canonically smallest to largest (that is
the smallest canonical sample labels the bottom row of M and the largest
canonical sample labels the top row of M).



Example 3.1.

Consider a (3,3,9)-urn scheme. The replacement matrix shown below is
10 x 3, filled with some numbers consistent with the chosen parameters—
the sum across each row is the balance factor b = 9. The rows are labeled
to the left with the partitions of s = 3 into k& = 3 components listed (from
top bottom) in decreasing canonical order. For example, for s = (2,0,1), the
entry mg 3 1s 5.

300 /3 3 3
21014 2 3
20012 2 5
12015 1 3
11113 1 5
M= 10211 1 7
0306 0 3
0214 0 5
01212 0 7
003 \0 0 9

3.2 Tools from linear algebra

For a square matrix A, we let 0(A) be the spectrum of A (its set of eigenval-
ues). We use the Jordan decomposition of A to produce a direct sum €, Ey
of general eigenspaces Ey that decomposes C*, where A — Al is a nilpotent
operator on E, for all A € o(A).

Using [27] (Theorem 7.6), this result implies that for each A € o(A),
there exists a projection matrix P, that commutes with A and satisfies the
conditions

Y Py=1,

A€o (A)

AP, =P,A = )\P, + N,,

where N, = P,N, = N,P, is nilpotent. Furthermore, these projection
matrices satisfy P),Py, = 0, when \; # );. We define v, > 0 to be the
integer such that N7 # Oy but NK*H =0.



Remark 3.1. In the Jordan normal form of A, the largest Jordan block
with A has size (vy+ 1) and thus (vy + 1) is at most equal to the multiplicity
of A\. If the algebraic multiplicity of X is My, we can determine the size of
Jordan blocks for X by analyzing the dimension of the nullity of (A — \I)* for
i=1,...,.My. Ifvy =0, for all A\ € 0(A), then A is diagonalizable.

3.3 The affine subclass

Suppose F,, is the sigma field generated by the first n samples. For a general
scheme, the conditional expectation E[X,, |F,,_1] may contain combinations
of X,,_1 corresponding to higher moments of the counts in X,,_;, such as
E[X! X, _1], of all mixed second moments.
We call an urn scheme affine, if for each n > 0, the conditional expectation
of X,, takes the form
E[Xn | IFn—l] - Xn—lcm

for some real-valued k x k matrix C,,, thus keeping all unconditional ex-
pectations linear. This condition aids the mathematical tractability of the
model.

To guarantee affinity, certain conditions must be met. The following
theorem specifies necessary and sufficient conditions for affinity. These con-
ditions are expressed in terms of the vectors eq,..., e, which are the basis
of a k-dimensional vector space, where, for i € [k], we have

e; = (0,0,...0,1,0,0,...0).
—— —

i—1 times  k—i times

The affinity will be built around the k£ x k submatrix of M corresponding
to the rows labeled se;, for @ € [k]. This submatrix is filled with a set of
integers that are balanced (that is, the sum across any row in the submatrix
adds up to b). We call this square submatrix matrix the core, and denote it
by A; we refer to the i’* row in A as a,, (which is also m,e,). To ensure
tenability, we assume all the entries of A are nonnegative, except possibly
the diagonal elements—if one such element is negative, we assume it must be
greater than or equal to —s. The initial number 75 must be at least s, too. [

A version of the following theorem appears in [20].

8This class may be expanded to cases where a diagonal element is less than —s, given
specific starting conditions and column configurations for A are met.



Theorem 3.1. A (k,s,b)-urn with core A is affine, if and only if

S; 1
m522ga5ei :gSA, for all s € Ay.
Proof. Recall that for a vector in the basis, e; = (e, ..., ex), all the compo-

nents are 0, except for e;, which is 1. By construction, in the core we have
the trivial relationship

k
Mo = Age, = g €8s, = €; A, for ¢ € [k].
i=1

Let the sample in the n'* draw be recorded in Q,,. The ball addition rules
translate into a stochastic recurrence:

Xn = Xn—l + mgqg,, (2>
giving rise to the conditional expectation

]E[Xn |]Fn—1] = Xn—l + Z my P(Qn =8 | ]Fn—l)

SGA}C’S

Xn-1,1\ ... (Xn-1.k
)
] s

Assume the scheme is affine. For affinity to hold, E[X,, | F,_;] should be
equated to X,,_1C,,, for some k x k matrix C,,, for each n > 1. This is the
same as

X, (€D = 3 () Ko (Ko

0<sy, LE[K]
syt tsp=s

0<syp, Lelk
s1F-tsp=s

Using the fact that 7,,_; = Zle Xn—1,, write the latter relation in the form
k
(Xn-11se s Xn 1) (Co = D (Y X (3)
i=1 s
S
= > m (S) (X 1)s- (4)
(K]

0<sy, le
s1+tsp=s

8



On the left-hand, the highest power of X,,_, for i € [k], is s + 1, while that
on the right-hand side is only s, unless C,, — I rids the left-hand side of these
powers. So, C,, — I can be in the form —Bn, for some matrix B,, that does
not depend on the history of composntlon vectors. Write

B, [bn17"'7bn,k]7

where b? . is the j column vector of B, for j € [k]. So, we write the

display as
S
Xn71<7-n71 - 1)371 [bz;l? S 7b£,k] = Z mg (S) (anl)s-
[k]

0<syp, Le
syt tsp=s

We utilize the multinomial theorem stated in . For any ¢ € k, expand
the falling factorial (7,_1 — 1)s_1 = ((Zle Xno14) — 1)5—1 as

(X1 +-+F X1+ (X — D)+ X + -+ Xom1k)s—1

0<ry, Le(k j=1
Tt Frp=s—1 J#i

This being valid for any i € [k], we get

s—1 >
D SEN (A [ESRTER TN ) (SRR SNt
(k] J

0<ry, L€ j=1
ri+eofrp=s—1 FE]

= ) . m (z) (Xo-1)s-

0<sy, Le[k
S14-tsp=s

To match coefficients of similar falling factorials, execute the vectorial prod-
uct on the left

Z[k] <S ; 1) i(Xn—l)r—i—eibgi = Z[k] m, (Z) (Xp_1)s.

0<ry, Le =1 0<sy, L€
ritotrp=s—1 s1t-tsp=s

Extracting the coefficient of (X,,_1)s on both sides, we get



Applying this to a row in the core, where s = se;, for some j € [k], we get
bgyj = se; (as all the multinomial coefficients include negative lower indicies,
except the ;). It follows that

k

k
_ splspl sy s—1 B S;
ms——| § Ase; = g — Age;-
s! s , Sk S

— 1’--'5i7173i_175i+17--- Y

For the converse, assume the affinity condition in the statement of the
theorem. Recall that Q, is the random sample at time n, which has a
conditional multi-hypergeometric distribution (given X,,_1) with parameters
Tn-1, Xn—1, and s. Now, we write the stochastic recurrence in the form

1
The mean of the multi-hypergeometric distribution is well known [16]. In

vectorial form, the conditional mean (given X,_1) is —*~X,_1. We thus
have the conditional expectation

1

1
E[X, [Fo] = X0+ —X, 1 A =X, (T+——A),  (6)

n—1 Tn—1

which is an affine form. ]

Remark 3.2. [t is worthy to describe here (k, s,b)-urn schemes from a qual-
itative viewpoint. There is a saying that states “the whole is equal to the
sum of its parts.” Here, each color plays an independent role on how the urn
changes within a given step. That is, a ball of color 1 in the sample creates
one set of changes, a ball of color 2 in the sample produces another set of
changes, and so on. Thus, mg is merely the sum of the separate impacts of
each ball color, with no addition effect produced by a specific sample combi-
nation. Furthermore, this class simplifies to traditional study of single-draw
urn models when s = 1.

Corollary 3.1.

n—1
1
v = BX,] =X [T (1+ = A). 7
po = B = X [ (1 g
Proof. The corollary follows from direct iteration of @ m

10



Example 3.2. The matriz M in Example is affine. It is built from the
core

300 /3 3 3 3e; (3

A=030[6 0 3] =3ex|6

003 \0 0 9 ez \0

O O W
O W w

As an instantiation of the computation of a row of M, as given in Theo-
rem take the sample s = (2,0,1); the entry mg in M is obtained as

9 0 1 9 1
M 01) = 7 A3e +_a3e +_a3e - _(37373)+_(07079> - (2a275)
(20.1) 7 g ¥8er T 3 F8ex T g Sles T g 3

4 Classification of cores

There is a large variety of k x k matrices that can be used as cores to build
replacement matrices for urn schemes. As already mentioned, our focus in
this paper is on (k, s, b)-urn schemes. Results are more easily obtained, when
the core of the replacement matrix is irreducible. Loosely speaking, this
means that all the colors are essential (or communicating). More precisely,
this is defined in terms of dominant colors. Color i € [k] is said to be
dominant, when we start with only balls of color ¢ and almost surely balls of
color j € [k] appear at some future point in time, for every j # i. An urn
scheme is then called irreducible, if every color in its core is dominant. At
the level of matrix theory, irreducibility means that (I+ A)" is comprised of
nonnegative elements, for some r > 0.

When an urn is irreducible, the eigenvalue of A with the largest real part,
A1, is real, positive and simple (of multiplicity 1), a consequence of a classic
Perron-Frobenius theorem (see [11], Section 8.4).

As in the sequel, the results for an affine irreducible (k, s, b)-urn scheme
are governed by the ratio of R(\y) to A;. We call this ratio the core index
and denote it by A, which is always strictly less than 1 in irreducible core
matrix.

A trichotomy arises:

(a) small-index core: where A < /2.
(b) critical-index core: where A = 1/2.

(c) large-index core: where A > 1/2.

Occasionally, we may just call the schemes small, critical, or large.

11



5 A multivariate martingale underlying the
(k,s,b)-urn class

The conditional expectation in @ leads to a martingale formulation. We
use the operator V to denote backward differences. At draw n, we have

1

1
E[VX, [Fot] =E[-QuA |Fui] = — X, 1A,

n—1

Define Y,, := VX, — an_l A. Then, Y, is IF,,_;-measurable and

E[Y,|F,1] =0. (8)
Thus, we have the recurrence
X, = (I + A) X, 1+ Y. (9)
Tn—1
In the proofs, we utilize the following matrix products
1
FZ‘ j = ( - ) <1 '
J H I+T£A, 0<i<j, (10)
1<U<j

to unravel the martingale differences in the process X,,. The product F; ;
can also be written in terms of the polynomial function f; ;, where

fij(z) =

H (1_'_12) _ F(j—i—%(To—i—z)) y F(2+%0)) (11)

i2ies Ty L(j+3) I(i+4(r0+2))

We order the eigenvalues of A in the fashion specified in Section and
note that \; = b is a simple eigenvalue and (\;) < Ay, for i > 1, since A is
irreducible. Accordingly, there exist corresponding left and right eigenvectors
of A, to be called vi and wy, unique up to normalization. Since A is row-
balanced, all the components of w; are equal. We may set w; = 1 and
normalize v; such that wyvl = 1. This projection results in Py, = wl vy,
and so, we have

vP,, =v1”'v,, for any vector v € C*. (12)

The following lemmas provide important properties that can be applied to
the polynomial function . We omit the proofs as they are nearly identical
to those in |14].

12



Lemma 5.1. For 1 <i<j and A € o(A), we have

pur, < o((2)"" (1 (1)),

Furthermore, for any v > vy, asi,j — oo with i < j, we have

P = ()" () Pt o (1)™ e (2)

o(()™ (11 (9))):

Lemma 5.2. When A\ = b is a simple eigenvalue, then for 0 < i < j, we
have
_ _Jt®
Py Fij = fij(M) Py =57 w Py, (13)

Lemma 5.3. For any fized x € (0,1], as n — 00, Fznn — A

5.1 Asymptotic mean

While exact, the execution of the calculation in Corollary may be quite
cumbersome. Here, we present a shortcut to the asymptotics of this compu-
tation via a multivariate martingale.

Theorem 5.1. Suppose an affine (k,s,b)-urn scheme is built from an irre-
ducible core A with principal eigenvector vy and core index A < 1. Then,
the expected value of the composition vector is

E[X,] = A\invy + 1ov1 + O(nA In"(n)).
Proof. The linear vectorial recurrence ({9) is of the general form
Ln = GnLn—l + Hna

with solution

Ln:Z;Hi 1T Gj+L0HlGj.
1= Jj=

j=i+1

9Interpret the product corresponding to i = n as the identity matrix I.

13



Write the recurrence in the form X,, = F,_;, + Y, to recognize the
solution

X, =XoFo,+ Y Y,Fi,. (14)
i=1
The factors Xy and F; ; are non-random. We have E [YJ = 0, and by taking
expectations we get

o =E[X,] =XoFon =XoIFo, = » XoPyFo,.  (15)
A€a(A)

Janson [14] analyzes the function Fy,, carefully. When A # \;, Lemma 4.3
in [14] implies that

XoP\Fy, = O(n%()‘)/b In" (n)) = O(n%(’\Q)/b ln”g(n)).

By (12)), we get X Py, = X 17 v; = 79 vy, and so by (13), we have

n+ % b

i
7 z

Xo Py Fon =

(Tov1) = (bn + 1) vy.

Therefore, we have

E[X,] = (Mn+ 1) vi + O(n" In"(n)).

m
5.2 The covariance matrix
For the covariance matrix, we define
P=> P,=1-P,
A£AL
and the symmetric matrix
1
B:= ATQA, (16)

where @ = s(s — 1)v] v, + sdiag(vy). Lastly, we use e := > 7 %(sA)k
for all s € R, to define the integral

S = b/ A PTBP e2e ds. (17)
0

14



Theorem 5.2. Consider a growing irreducible affine (k, s, b)-urn. Then, for
both unordered samples with and without replacement, and for large n, we
have:

(1) If the core index is small, then %En — X(a), where Xay is a limiting
matrix defined in .
(2) If the core index is critical, then
1 1

_— 3, = N2 Py BP, N,
nln2v2+1(n) b21/2(2y2 + 1)(1/2!)2 %(é)/z( )\) A A A

Before we prove the theorems for the covariance, we provide some addi-

tional scaffolding. Using , we rewrite as

— Zn: Y, Fi,. (18)
=1

Thus, the covariance can be computed as
Cov[X,] =E[(X, — )" (X — )]

n

B[S Y (Y EL)T(YE)

i=1 j=1

n n

=> Y FLE[Y]Y,]F;, (19)

=1 j=1
Since Y is [F,_;-measurable, and E[Yi | IF]-] =0, when ¢ > j, we get
E[Y]Y;] =E[E]Y] |F;] Y,] =0.

In similar fashion, we have E[YZT Yj] = 0 when 7 < j, and so reduces
to

(COV Z F z F’L ne (20)

Since the urn is balanced, VX, 1T = b for all n > 1. Thus, we have

Y, 1" =VX, 1" —E[VX, 1" |F,1] =b—b=0,

15



which implies that Y, Py, = 0. Thus, we can rewrite as

Cov[X,]= > > ZFT PIE[Y!Y,]P,F,.. (21)

A€o (A) g€ (A) =1

We define T; 5, := FL, PYE[Y]Y;| P,F;,, for convenience. When either A
or p is equal to Aq, PfE[YiT Y,} P, = 0, and so we may drop those cases

and rewrite as
(COV Z ZZTznAQ (22>

AFEAL 0#A =1

From this result, we produce three lemmas, the first of which gives us the
general asymptotic growth of the covariances, the second demonstrating con-

vergence in Ly and asymptotic approximation in £y, and the last providing
us with the development of the B matrix described in .

Lemma 5.4. If \{ is a simple eigenvalue, then for n > 2, we have

O(n), for A < 1/
Cov[X,] = ¢ O(nln*2*'(n)), for A =1/ (23)
O(n*In*2(n)), for A > 1/a.
Consequently, we have Cov[X,,] = o(n?), whenever Ay < \;.
Proof. By construction, Y,, = (1Qn T e 1)A and so
E[Y]Y,] = 12 ATE[QrQ.]A =0O(1). (24)
s

We provide detailed results of in Lemma . This result, along with
Lemma [5.1] implies that if A and p are two eigenvalues of A, then for 1 <
1< n,

Ti,n,)\,g - (P)\ Fi,n)T]E [YZT Yz] Pg Fi,n

(RO +R(0)) /b A+
-o(() ()
7 ]

If R(A) + R(o) > b, we have that

n\ (RN)+R(e))/b
s of(2)

]

I+ (n)> . (25)

16



If R(\) + R(0) < b, choose o such that §(R(A) + R(0)) < a < 1. Then, we

are guaranteed that
Ty = o((ﬁ) ) (26)
7

Summing together over i, we get

. O(n), R(N) + R(0) < b
3 Tinne = { O™+ (), RO +R(o) =b;  (27)
O(nROFR@I/ 1 (1)) R(N) + R(g) > b

Summing over all combinations of A, o € o(A)\{ 1}, D i Tinne is of high-
est order when A = o = )y, and so Cov [X,J = o(n?), when Ay < \;. m

Lemma 5.5. Asn — oo, %Xn L2, bvi. Furthermore, we have the asymp-
totic approximation

O, (vn), for A < 1/2;
X, —bnvy =< O, (n'/? 1n”2+1/2(n)), for A =1/
Oc (M In™(n),  for A >

Proof. From Lemma [5.4] we have

k
1 1
= EHXW, - ﬂ'n||2ﬁg = Z ﬁV&I‘ [Xn,i] — 07 (28>

=1

1 1 2
H_Xn__pfn
n n Lo

and = p,, — bvy by Theorem [5.1} Thus, ||2X, — bvy||2, — 0. Now, given
Lemma [5.4] and Theorem [5.1] for each i € [k], we obtain

B[(Xn; = b)) = E[((Xas = ns) + (pni = brvy))’]

[

O(n), for A < 1/2;
(n1n®*2*1(n)), for A =1/2;
(

So, by Jensen’s inequality,

E[| X — bong] | < y/E[(Xoi — bnin)?].

It follows that (X,, — bnvy) has the asymptotic approximation claimed. [J
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Lemma 5.6. If \; is a simple eigenvalue, then as n — oo, we have
E[Y]Y,] = B—b"v{ vi.
Hence, for any eigenvalue X\ # Ay,

E[Y]Y,|Py— BP,.

Proof. Since Y,, = VX, ——X 1A and X, —Xn_l—l—%QnA

E[Y!Y, |F, 1] =E[(VX )T VX,) ]Fn 1]

-E (T Xn 1 A (VX,) “anl}
+E[(r, 1 X, 1A ) (1 X1 A) | Fr

(s_lQn T\Fn (7 X1 A)
To—1 Xn— 1A)TE[( _lQn )|Fn—1}
+ (A X, 1 AT (X, 1 A)
= ]E[(VXn)T(VXn | Frot] — 7,2 ATX] X, AL

Thus, E[YLY, |F.—1] = E[(VX,)T(VX,)] — 7,2 ATE[XT_, X, ] A.
We tackle the asymptotics of this expression in two parts. First, note

E[(VX,)"(VX,) |Fooi] = 8—12ATIE Q) Q. |Fai] A (29)

E[Q: Qn | IE‘n—l} = Qna
with the entries

(S - 1)X7% 1,4 + S(Tn—l - S)Xn—l,i
Tn—l(Tn—l - 1) Tn—l(Tn—l - 1)
Q.[i,j] = (30)
8(8 — 1)Xn_17an_1,j . .
s 7 .
Tn—l(Tn—l - ]-) # J

18



which follow from the known second moments of the multivariate hypergeo-
metric distribution, see [16].

Let np be a function that represents the appropriate asymptotic order,
given A and Lemma . Rewrite X,,_1,; = b(n — 1)vy; + O, (na). Then,
when ¢ = 7, we get

E[Q,[i,i]] =E [S(s —1)(b(n —712)1;172- + O, (1))
+ 8(Tu-1 = 5)(b(n _21)1/1,2‘ + O, (nA))i|

= s(s — D)o, + svy
2b(n — 1)v1,; Og, (np) + Ogl(ni)]
(b(n —1) +70)?

+ E[s(s - 1)

LR Or,(ny) ]

Core

— (s — 1)vg,; + svi, as n — 0o.
For i # j, we get,
E[Qu[i,j]] — s(s — D)viv1;. as n — oo,

Define the matrix Q := s(s — 1)v? v, + sdiag(v;). We take the expectation

of to get
E[(VX,)"(VX,)] = ;—QATIE[Qn}A — S—leTQA =: B,
as provided by . Since Cov[X,] = o(n?), we have that

(10 +bn) *E[X}_X,1] = (70 + bn) 7 Var[X,,_1]

+ (10 +bn) 7 (E[X,1])
— 0+ vivy.

"E[X, 4]

Therefore, as viA = \;vy = bvy,
E[Y!Y,] - B—AviviA =B —bv{v;.

We complete the proof by noting that when A # \; we get that viP) =
Vi ]_:)/\1 P)\ =0. L]
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With these results, we now prove Theorem [5.2] We use techniques quite
similar to that found in [14], applying them to the multiple drawing scheme.

Proof. (Theorem [5.2] (1))
Let A, 0 € 0(A)\{\1}. Then, ®(A\) and (o) are at most R(A\y) < b/2. We

convert the inner sum into an integral and get

] — 1
—ZTM,A,Q = / Tianlmnre do. (31)
[y 0

For each fixed z € (0,1], Lemmas [5.3| and |5.6| imply that

Traninie = F( nl, PT]E[Yszﬂ Yf:cn]} P,Fronin — J}_%ATPZ:B P, :L‘_%A.

Now, choose some « € [0, 1), such that %(;\2) < §. Then, can be applied,
providing that for some C' < oo,

Tf:cn] n 0 = < C( S foaj

which is integrable over (0, 1]. Applying Lebesgue Dominated Convergence
to and a change of variables to z = e, we get

1 & L a7 1
=Y Tioh.— | 238 PIBP, 2 A dx
n ;1A 0 A Y
i=1 0
o0 T
=b / A PIBP, e e ds.
0

Thus, and the definition ([17)) give us the result

—Cov ZZZTW/\Q

)\75)\1 0#N =1

— b/ SATPTBP esAe b8 s
0
= E(A),

as desired. O
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Proof. (Theorem [5.2] (2))
We again use and consider "' | T; , 5 , for eigenvalues X, p € o(A)\{\ }.
By assumption, R(\) +R(g) < 2R(\2) = b. If R(N)+R(p) < b, then we have
Yo i Tinre = O(n), based on (27). Thus, we only need to consider cases
where R(A) = R(0) = R(\2) = 2. Furthermore, we have vy, v, < vs.

We again transform the sum into an integral, but first separate the term
corresponding to ¢ = 1 from the sum and then use the change of variables
r =nY = e’ From these steps, we get

Z Ti,n,)\,g = Tl,n,)\,g + / Tf:c-\ A0 dx
1

i=1

1
=T +/ T )0 7Y In(n) dy.
0

From , we know that T, = O(nIn*?(n)), and so

n 1
(n1n®>"1(n)) ™ Z Tinre=0(1)+ / T e ! (In(n)) 7> dy.
i=1 0
We fix y € (0,1). Then, by Lemma [5.1]

Py, = — (L)A/b (% In ([”—1)) (PyN% +o(1))

Vel \ [n¥] ny
Lo aegan( (1Y v v
= V—Q!n( v <<T> ln(n)> (PANS +0(1))
We reach similar conclusions, when using the eigenvalue p.

Since R(N) + R(0) = b, we define 6 = F(\) + (o), and so A+ o = b+ 0i.
Then, we have

ny—l 1 1 L—)6i 1_ y 2v9 T\vo T vy
Ty Trae = (y2!>2nb< ) <_b ) (NT)»PIBP,N% +o(1).
(32)

From Lemma , we get that for y € (0,1] and n > 2,

ny—1 n

1n2V2 (n) [n¥],m,M,0 "ny‘l

>ny—1 —0(1).
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Thus, the error bound o(1) in is also uniformly bounded, and so we
apply Lebesgue Dominated Convergence to the new integral to obtain

1
/ Tl e’ (In(n)) "2 dy
0

1 ! 1 — oy 2
- GF ( / nt 00 (220 ay ) (NT)PIBAP N2 + o(1).
0

(1/2. 2 b
(33)

If 6 =0 (0 = A), then the integral in simplifies to b~ (2v, + 1),
Furthermore, this situation yields Py = P; = P,, and so P{ = Pi. In
similar fashion, we get N¥ = N7, and thus 1} becomes

1 1 1
— | Trwinsen? ‘dy=
1]:]2”2 (n) /0v |— -‘7 ,0,0 n y b2V2 (21/2 + 1)(V2')

If 9 # 0, then, by setting u = 1 — y, we have

1 5 1
/ n})(ly)éi(l ; y>2 2 dy = p2v2 / e(%&ln(n)i)uubz du — 0,
0 0

as n — 00, via integration by parts. Hence, when \ # g, we get

~(N%)2P:BP,N% + o(1).

1 1
——— | Truiaren’ ' dy = o(1).

1n21/2 (TL) /0 [n¥], 1>\7Qn Y ( )

As mentioned earlier, we may ignore pairs where $8(\) < b/2 or (o) < b/2.
We have now shown that cases of pairs such that R(\) = R(g) = b/2 but
A # 0 are asymptotically negligible as well. Therefore, we get

. 1
—— e Cov[X,] = —5 " (N})”P;BP,NY,
R 2 () AL (20 + 1) (1!)? R()=N1/2 A
as desired. -

5.3 A martingale multivariate central limit theorem

Theorem 5.3. Consider an irreducible affine (k,s,b)-urn scheme. As n —

oo, we have
1

v (X, — bvin) —=5 Ni(0,Z.),
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where

é- _ n, fOT A< 1/2;
" e (), for A=1p,
and
XAy for A < 1/2;
Eoo = b 2v9 " N Vs )
(2v2+1) (v2!)2 ZS&‘:(A) b/2(N )Py BPyN,  for A =1/

Proof. The proof draws from the construction of Y,,. By construction and ,
we have that Y; is a martingale difference sequence, and thus so is Y; F; .
Furthermore, by we get that the sum of our martingale differences leads
to (X, — tn)-

To prove the conditional Lindeberg Condition, choose € > 0 and rewrite
Y, F;, as

Y; Fz‘,n = (Xi - I-l'i) - (Xi—l - I-Li—l)-

Then, we have

1
HﬁYiFm ) @\| (Xi — ) = (Xict — pisa)| |,
= \/1£—n éQiA‘i‘ O(1 +n§R(A2)/blnl’2(n))‘ .

since component-wise we have Q; < s1. Based on , there exists a natural
number ng(e), such that {||Y;Fi.l||lz, > &g} is empty for all n > ng(e).
Thus, we have that the summation

ZE 2

which implies convergence in probability as well. Lindeberg’s conditional
condition is verified.

By Lemma [5.6), Theorem [5.2] and based on the construction of Q, we
have

Y F.,) (Y, F, Fi_ll =30,

D letvie, >

ZE

Fil] &) EOO?
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which implies convergence in probability. By the Martingale Central Limit
Theorem (applied from [9], page 57-59), we get

1 < 1

_1
Applying Slutsky Theorem [28] to &, 2O (1 4+ n™*2)/0In"?(n)), we get the
result:
1

f(xn —bvin) 5 Ni(0,2.,).

]

We conclude this section with a strong law for the composition vector.
The details for the proof are identical to that found on page 19 of [14].

Theorem 5.4. Consider an affine irreducible (k,s,b)-urn scheme. As n —

oo, we have

1 a.s.
_Xn — >\1V1.
n

6 Comments on large-index urns

As mentioned in [4[12/14] and others, X,, possesses an almost-sure expansion
based on spectral decomposition of A. Unfortunately, deriving the covari-
ance for large-index urns becomes trickier, as it may depend on the initial
condition of the urn.

However, by using the recursion (), we have a recursive relationship for
the covariance that may be used regardless of core index size.

Corollary 6.1. For a linear k-color urn model with unordered multiple draw-
ings, the covariance matriz X, = ]E[(Xn — o)t (X, — un)} satisfies the
following recurrence relation:

T 1
2n:(1+ A) zn,l<1+ A)
Tn—1

Tn—1

Tp—1 — S ) T T .
- A (X, n-1— Tn—1d n-1))A.
(Sﬂ%—l(’fn—l —1) ( L -yt~ T dicgp 1))
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Proof. We first derive a recursion for E[Xan ‘ ]Fn_l} and then compute
X, = E[Xan} — ,UZMn-
To begin, consider E[XIX, ‘ F,_1]. Using , we have

1 1
E[XZXTL ’ IFn—l} :E[<Xn—1 + anA)T(Xn—l + ;QnA) | ]:FTL—I:|

= X:—IXn—l + (ATXE_IXn—l + Xg_an_lA)

Tn—1
1
+ SAE[Q]Q, |F.] A, (35)

We then substitute into to attain
1

Tn—1

EXIX, |F,o] = (14 ——A) XX, (1T+ ——A)

Tn—1

(e )) AT(XI X, — 7ding(X,) A,

3—1(7—71—1 -1

From here, we take the expected value of both sides and use E [X?X]} =
%, + plp; as well as relationship p; = pj—y (I + T]L_IA) to get

1 T 1
= (I + A) (Bt + B 1) (I + - A)
n—1

Tn—1

Th—1 — 8 .
- <ST7%1(T71—1 - 1))AT(2"1  B1 o1 — Toordiag(pn-1)) A
1
4)

n—1

1 T .
- (I + A) o1 Hn—1 <I +
Tn—1

! A)Tzn_1<1 n

Tn—1

=1+ )

Tn—1 — S T T .
N <STT%1(T77,—1 — 1)>A (E"_l T My Bt T”—ldlag(”’"—l))A'

]

7 Growth under sampling with replacement

If the sample is drawn with replacement, we get results that are very sim-
ilar to the case of sampling without replacement, with very similar proof
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techniques. So, we only point out the salient points of difference and very
succinctly describe the main result.

To create a notational distinction between the without-replacement and
the with-replacement sampling schemes, we use tilded variables to refer to
the counterparts in the without-replacement schemes. Letting Q,, be the
sample drawn with replacement at step n, we get multinomial distribution
with conditional probability

~ ~ XS Xk
IP>((QTL = (317...73k) ’anl) = < m . Sk) n—1,1 - n l,k’

51,82, .- Thn-1

The composition vector in this case has a mean value identical to that in
the case of sampling without replacement. The covariance matrix develops
slightly differently from that of sampling without replacement, but remains
of the same order as that described in and can be solved via Corollary
, but instead with STT%A substituting for % Furthermore, for
small- and critical-index urns, a central limit theorem follows identically to
that of Theorem 5.3

8 Examples

We give four examples on (k, s, b)-urns. The first two examples are on small
urns, one with a diagonalizable core and one with a non-diagonalizable core.
We work out all the details in Example and portray a more sketchy
picture in the rest. Example provides a useful application. Example [8.3
focuses on a critical urn, and we finish with a brief mention of the behavior
of a large-index urn in Example [8.4]

Example 8.1. (Small diagonalizable core)

Consider an affine urn scheme with s = 2 draws per sample and irre-
ducible core

A_:

=N O
S O =~
S 0 O
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This is a (3,2, 16)-urn. Theorem completes the replacement matrix to

200
110
101
~ 020
011
002

M

=W N O e O
S Oy O Ot Ot W~
S 00 O 1D

Suppose the urn starts in Xo = (4,3,5). With n = 2000, the computation
in Corollary [3.1] gives

1
ngooo ~ (3787, 5527, 6692)
The eigenvalues of A are A\ = 16, \y = 1+ V5 and A3 = 1 — /5. With
Ao = 1+ 5 < 8 = \/2, this is a small index case. The principal left

eigenvector is vi = (32,22, 2). As n — oo, we have

1

208 304 362
Lg[x,| %Moo:w“:( 08 304 36

55 55 55
We apply Theorem to attain ¥,,. We note that A is diagonalizable,
and so we may write A = T diag(\{, Ay, A\3) T~!, where

) ~ (3.782,5.527, 6.691).

2 —19v/5—43 195 —43
T=-| 2 13/6+27 27—-13V5
2\ 4 2 2

Set Py, = 17 vy, and B as in (|16). Let

oA Tdiag(elﬁs, 6(1—0—\/5)57 6(1+\/5)s) Tt
Then, we have
) - .
YA = 16/ A PTBP et 7165 s,
0

We apply Theorem [5.3] and conclude that
1 208 304 362 5552 —2864 —2688

1
—(Xn— (———)) PoNz |0, —— | —2864 1808 1056
v 55 35 %5 3025 \ _9688 1056 1632
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Example 8.2. (Small nondiagonalizable core)

A new series of weekly art events is about to begin in the city. You and
three of your friends decide to go together to the kickstarter ceremony, but
for the first official event, one friend cannot make it. To retain the group size
at four, a new person is invited to join the group for the next event. For each
subsequent event, this process repeats, where three of the prior attenders
group together with a new person to attend. Former attenders may return
to each new event, and the group can be formed via individuals who are
linked by an outside acquaintance (so, the network does not necessarily need
to include someone who knows all attending members).

To estimate the total number of individuals from the collective that have
attended altogether one, two, three, and at least four of these events over a
long-run, we may apply an affine urn model. Note that we begin with four
individuals who have attended one event (the kickstarter), and with each new
art event, we sample three former attendees to return with a new member.
We always add one person to the group who has attended only one event
(the new member), and if a former member is selected to attend the new
event, they leave the list of those who attended i events to the list of those
who have attended (i + 1) events, unless they have attended at least four
events, to which they remain in this category. Thus, the affine model with
s = 3 drawings, has an initial state of Xy = (4, 0, 0, 0) and the core matrix

-2 3 0 0
1 -3 3 0
A= 1 0 -3 3
10 0 0

Here, we have an irreducible affine (4,3,1)-urn. The eigenvalues of A are
A1 = land Ay = =3 for ¢ > 2. With \y < \;/2, this is a small urn. The

. . . _ l 3 9 27 . .
leading left ellgeglvegtog;s vi = (1) 16> &1 51)- Oince A is 1-balanced, we
have Hoo = (4_1’ 167 647 a)

Note that A is not diagonalizable, so the analysis requires the Jordan
decomposition A = T J T, where

1 -3 1 0 1 0 0 0
11 -3 3 0 -3 1 0
= 33 _
T=11 1 o -3 T=10 0 -3 1
1 1 0 0 0 0 0 -3
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Again, we set Py, = 17v;, and B as in , and let

e 0 0 0
—3s —3s 1 —-3s.2
A 0 e e %%s e %s 1
" =T 0 0 e 26*335 T
0 0 0 e 3s

We apply Theorem [5.2] to get the limiting matrix X,,. We apply Theo-
rem [5.9] to conclude that

L(X _(1 39 %)n)
V" \47 167 647 64

9 207 2043 783

112 3136 87808 87808

207 11349 88983 66501
D 3136 87808 2458624 2458624
Ni o, 2043 88983 7480413 3387177
87808 2458624 68841472 63841472

783 66501 3387177 4635333

87808 2458624 68841472 68841472

Example 8.3. (Critical core)

Consider an affine urn model with s = 2 and replacement matrix with
the core

A_:

O N
N =~ O
= O N

The eigenvalues of A are \; =6, s =3+ i\/g, and A3 = 3 — iv/3. Here
the core index is 1/2, thus this urn is critical. The principal left eigenvector
isvy = %1. For large n, we have %E[Xn] —6vy =(2,2,2).

Note that A is diagonalizable, and so v5 = 0 and we have that

| 2 —1-ivV3 —1+iV3
PM:6 —1+1iV3 2 —-1—-iv3 |,
—1—-iv3 —1+iV3 2

| 2 —1+ivV3 —1—-iV3
PAS:E —1—-iV3 2 ~1+iV3
—14+iv3 —1—-iV3 2
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By Theorem [5.2] we get

nin(n) 3, — 3 = P,BP,, + P} BP,,.

Upon applying Theorem we conclude that

1 > 1 4 -2 =2
(X, —1(2,2,2)n) — N3 [0, [ -2 4 -2
nln(n) 3\ 9 4

Example 8.4. (Large core)

Consider an affine urn scheme with s = 3 draws per sample and irre-
ducible core

A_:

w o ©
O O W
© W O

This is a (3,3,12)-urn. Suppose the urn starts in Xo = (3,2,2). With
n = 2000, the computation in Corollary [3.1] gives

1
MXQOOO ~ (3992, 4062, 3947)

The eigenvalues of A here are Ay = 12, Ay = 7.5 + 3i/3/4 and A3 =
7.5 — 3i4/3/4. With Xy > \;/2, this is a large index case. The principal
left eigenvector is v = %1. As n — oo, we have

1
EE[Xn] — Moo = 12V = (4,4,4).
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