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Randomly evolving systems composed by elements which interact
among each other have always been of great interest in several scientific
fields. This work deals with the synchronization phenomenon that could be
roughly defined as the tendency of different components to adopt a com-
mon behavior. We continue the study of a model of interacting stochastic
processes with reinforcement that recently has been introduced in [Crimaldi
etal. (2016)]. Generally speaking, by reinforcement we mean any mechanism
for which the probability that a given event occurs has an increasing depen-
dence on the number of times that events of the same type occurred in the
past. The particularity of systems of such interacting stochastic processes is
that synchronization is induced along time by the reinforcement mechanism
itself and does not require a large-scale limit. We focus on the relationship
between the topology of the network of the interactions and the long-time
synchronization phenomenon. After proving the almost sure synchroniza-
tion, we provide some CLTs in the sense of stable convergence that establish
the convergence rates and the asymptotic distributions for both convergence
to the common limit and synchronization. The obtained results lead to the
construction of asymptotic confidence intervals for the limit random variable
and of statistical tests to make inference on the topology of the network.
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1. Introduction. The stochastic evolution of systems composed by elements
which interact among each other has always been of great interest in several scien-
tific fields: in neuroscience the brain is an active network where billions of neurons
interact in various ways in the cellular circuits; many studies in biology focus on
the interactions between different subsystems; social sciences and economics deal
with individuals that take decisions under the influence of other individuals, and
also in engineering and computer science some research questions regard dynamic
agents that form a complex pattern of interactions (e.g., [8, 38, 44]). In all these
frameworks, an usual phenomenon is the synchronization that could be roughly
defined as the tendency of different components to adopt a common behavior (we
refer to [7] for a detailed and well structured survey on this topic, rich of exam-
ples and references). Synchronization has been shown to be of special relevance
in neural systems: the study of synchronization in neuronal networks of various
level, especially dealing with the role played by the network topology, is crucial
for the understanding of the brain functional activities. In social life, preferences
and beliefs are partly transmitted by means of various forms of social interaction
and opinions are driven by the tendency of individuals to become more similar
when they interact. Hence, a collective phenomenon reflects the result of the inter-
actions among different individuals. The underlying idea is that individuals have
opinions that change according to the influence of other individuals giving rise to
a sort of collective behavior, sometimes grouping together a part of the whole pop-
ulation with similar social attributes. Moreover, in economics, simple rules lead
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to interesting collective behaviors and synchronization is one of them, since some
of the activities done by individual agents can become correlated in time due to
their interaction pattern. For example, the analysis of the International Trade Net-
work (ITN), also known as the World Trade Web (WTW), which is the network
related to the trade volume between countries, has revealed a tight relationship be-
tween the topology of the ITN and the dynamics of the Gross Domestic Products
(GDPs) of the countries. Due to globalization effects, all economies are strongly
correlated and they will tend to follow a common trend (what are usually called
economic cycle). We can say that economies are synchronized in terms of the
GDP. Finally, consensus problems, understood as the ability of a set of interact-
ing dynamic agents to reach a unique and common value in an asymptotic stable
state, play a crucial role also in engineering and computer science, particularly
in automata theory. Therefore, it is clear that the main goals of different research
areas are twofold: (i) to figure out whether and when a (complete or partial) syn-
chronization in a dynamical system of agents can emerge out of initially different
statuses and (ii) to understand the interplay between the network topology of the
interactions among the agents and the dynamics followed by the agents.

In this paper, we continue the study of synchronization for a model of interact-
ing stochastic processes with reinforcement that recently has been introduced in
[21]. Generally speaking, by reinforcement in a stochastic dynamic we mean any
mechanism for which the probability that a given event occurs has an increasing
dependence on the number of times that events of the same type occurred in the
past. The main reason of the attention devoted to reinforced stochastic processes
is concerned with their dynamics, which is suitable to describe random phenom-
ena in different scientific areas and can be easily implemented in several fields of
application (see, e.g., [41] for a general survey). Our study is motivated by the
attempt of understanding the role of the reinforcement mechanism in synchroniza-
tion phenomena.

More precisely, a Reinforced Stochastic Process (RSP) can be defined as a
stochastic process in which, along the time-steps, different events occur in such
a way that for each event the greater the probability of occurrence at a cer-
tain time, the greater the probability of occurrence at the next time. Formally,
given a finite set S, for any x in S, we have an S-dimensional stochastic process
X =[X(x) : x € §] such that each component X (x) = (X, (x)),>1 is a stochastic
process with values in {0, 1} and, foreachn >0, >", ¢ X, (x) =1 and

(1.1) P(Xnp1(x) =1|Zo(x), X1(x), ..., Xu(x)) = Z, (x),
where
(1.2) Zn(x) =1 —=rp—1)Zp—1(x) + rp—1Xn(x)

with 0 <r,_1 < 1 and Zy(x) possibly random. Indeed, the process X (x) describes
the sequence of occurrences of the “event” x € S and, if at time n, the “event” x has
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taken place, then the probability of its occurrence at time (n + 1) increases. There-
fore, the larger Z,_1(x), the higher the probability of having Z, (x) greater than
Z,—1(x). This “self-reinforcing property”, also known as “preferential attach-
ment rule”, is a key feature governing the dynamics of many biological, economic
and social systems (e.g., [41]). The best known example of reinforced stochastic
process is the standard Eggenberger—Polya urn [26, 36], which has been widely
studied and generalized (some recent variants can be found in [3, 4, 6, 11, 12, 14,
16, 19, 27, 28, 31]). In the standard setting, an urn contains a red and b white balls
and, at each discrete time, a ball is drawn out from the urn and then it is put again
inside the urn together with one additional ball (or, more generally, with an addi-
tional constant number of balls) of the same color. In this case, we have S = {0, 1}
with 1 representing the color red and O the color white and for Z, = Z,,(1) and
X, = X, (1), we have

a+ -1 Xm
Zy=—"""—".
a+b+n
It is immediate to verify that

Zy= and  Zyp1 = —rn)Zy +rnXnt1

a+b
withr, =(@+b+n+ 1)_1. As shown in [21] and as we will see in this paper,
the asymptotic behavior of r, is essential to determine the results presented in
this paper. To this purpose, here we highlight that for the Eggenberger—P6lya urn
we have lim, nr, = 1. We refer to [21], Example 1.2, for a meaningful case of
reinforced stochastic process of the type (1.1)—(1.2) where lim, n”r, = c with y <
1 and ¢ € (0, +00). This example concerns an opinion dynamics in an evolving
population, modeled by a graph evolving according to preferential attachment [1,
38, 44].

Whenever S has only two elements, say S = {0, 1}, there are only two rele-
vant variables, that is, X, = X, (1) and Z, = Z, (1), since X,,(0) =1 — X, (1)
and Z,(0) =1 — Z,(1). On the other hand, if S has more than two elements, for
each x € S, we can consider an equivalent two-dimensional reinforced stochas-
tic processes X' = [X’'(0), X'(1)], with X'(1) = X (x), Z'(1) = Z(x), X'(0) =
Y oyes.yzx X () and Z'(0) = 3"y e 2 Z(y). Therefore, from now on we assume
S=1{0,1}.

This paper deals with a system of N reinforced stochastic processes that in-
teract according to a given set of relationships among them. More precisely, sup-
pose to have a directed graph G = (V, E) with V = {1, ..., N} as the set of ver-
tices and £ C V x V as the set of edges. Each edge (h, j) € E represents the
fact that the vertex & has a direct influence on the vertex j. We also associate a
weight wy, ; > 0 to each pair (h, j) € V x V in order to quantify how much &
can influence j. A weight equal to zero means that the edge is not present. We
set W = [wp, jln, jevxv (weighted adjacency matrix) and we assume the weights
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to be normalized so that Z}I:]: ywp,j =1 for each j € V. Hence, w;, ; represents
how much the vertex j is influenced by itself and Zthl, hzj Wh,j €10, 1] quanti-
fies how much the vertex j is influenced by the other vertices of the graph. Finally,
we suppose to have at each vertex j a reinforced stochastic process described by
X/ = (Xn,j)n=1 such that, for each n > 0, the random variables {X, 1 ;:j €V}
take values in {0, 1} and are conditionally independent given F, with

N

(1.3) PXpy1,j=UF) =Y wnjZnn
h=1

where, foreach h € V,
(1.4) Znn=U—=rn-1Zn—1.n + rn—1Xnn

with 0 <r, < 1, Zp , random variables with values in [0, 1] and F,, = o (Zp j :
heV)Vo(Xk,j:1<k=<n,jeV).

As an example, we can imagine that G = (V, E) represents a network of N
individuals that at each time-step have to make a choice between two possible al-
ternatives {0, 1}. We can formalize this setting, assuming to have at each vertex j
an urn with red and white balls. The color red represents the choice 1, the propor-
tion Z,_ ; of red balls at time » in the urn at vertex j represents the inclination of
the individual j to adopt the choice 1 at time 7 and the random variable X, ; rep-
resents the choice of j at time n. It is natural to assume a self-reinforcing property
for the own inclination of each individual as in (1.4) and, moreover, it is natural
to assume that the probability that the individual j will make the choice 1 at time
(n 4+ 1) is given by a convex combination of j’s own inclination and the inclina-
tion of the vertices that have an influence on j according to their weights wy, ;
as in (1.3). Another example is given by the interacting version of [21], Example
1.2, which could be interpreted as a network of different interacting populations or
groups within a given population in the same spirit as in [17].

As already said at the beginning, our study deals with the synchronization
phenomenon. More specifically, we prove the almost sure synchronization of the
stochastic processes {(Z,,j), : 1 < j < N} positioned at the vertices. The particu-
larity of systems of interacting reinforced stochastic processes is that synchroniza-
tion is induced along time by the reinforcement mechanism itself (independently
of the fixed size N of the network), and so it does not require a large-scale limit
(i.e., the limit for N — 4-00), which is usual in statistical mechanics for the study
of interacting particle systems. In particular, we focus on the relationship between
the topology of the interactions and the long-time synchronization phenomenon:
indeed, we show that the eigenvalues and eigenvectors of the weighted adjacency
matrix W impact on the synchronization phenomenon. Our theoretical results pro-
vide the rates of synchronization and the second-order asymptotic distributions, in
which the asymptotic variances have been expressed as functions of the param-
eters governing the reinforced dynamics and the eigenstructure of the weighted
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adjacency matrix. These results lead to the construction of asymptotic confidence
intervals for the common limit random variable of the processes (Z ;), and to
the design of statistical tests to make inference on the topology of the interaction
network given the observation of the processes (Z, ;).

Regarding the literature review, we recall that interacting two-colors urns have
been considered in [32, 33]. Their main results are proven when the probability
of drawing a ball of a certain color is proportional to p¥, where p > 1 and k is
the number of balls of this color. The interaction is of the mean-field type. More
precisely, the interacting reinforcement mechanism is the following: at each step
and for each urn draw a ball from either all the urns combined with probability p,
or from the urn alone with probability 1 — p, and add a new ball of the same color
to the urn. The higher the interacting parameter p, the more memory is shared be-
tween the urns. The main results can be informally stated as follows: if p > 1/2,
then all the urns fixate on the same color after a finite time, and if p < 1/2, then
some urns fixate on a unique color and others keep drawing both colors. In [22, 25,
43], the authors consider interacting urns (precisely, [22] and [25] deal with Pélya
urns and [43] regards Friedman’s urns) in which the interaction can be defined
again as of the mean-field type, but the reinforcement scheme is different from the
previous one: indeed, the urns interact among each other through the average com-
position in the entire system, tuned by the interaction parameter «, and the proba-
bility of drawing a ball of a certain color is proportional to the number of balls of
that color, rather than to its exponential, leading to quite different results. Synchro-
nization and central limit theorems for the urn proportions have been proven for
different values of the tuning parameter o, providing different convergence rates
and asymptotic variances. In [21], the same mean-field interaction is adopted, but
the analysis has been extended to the general class of reinforced stochastic pro-
cesses, providing central limit theorems also in functional form. Differently from
these works, the model proposed in [2] concerns with a system of generalized
Friedman’s urns with irreducible mean replacement matrices based on a general
interaction structure, which includes the mean-field interaction as a special case.
In particular, this interaction acts as follows: the probability to sample a certain
color in each urn is a convex combination of the urn proportions of the entire sys-
tem, and the weights of such combinations are gathered in the interacting matrix.
Combining the information provided by the mean replacement matrices and by the
interacting matrix, first- and second-order asymptotic results of the urn proportions
have been established, from which synchronization phenomenon has not been ob-
served. Moreover, the structure of the interacting matrix allows a decomposition
in subsystems of urns evolving with different behaviors.

The present work have some issues in common with [21, 22] and [2], but at the
same time some significant differences can be pointed out. In particular, we share
with [2] a general interacting framework driven by the interacting matrix (here
called weighted adjacency matrix). However, here we mainly consider irreducible
interacting matrices, and hence the decomposition of the system in subgroups is
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only sketched. Moreover, with respect to [2], we mainly study a class of stochas-
tic processes for which we obtain synchronization toward a random variable. This
class does not include the generalized Friedman’s urns studied in [2]; while it in-
cludes urn models with not-irreducible mean replacement matrices, as Pélya urns.
With [21], we share the main class of reinforced stochastic processes considered,
which contains Pélya’s urns also studied in [22]. However, with respect to [21, 22],
we generalize the form of interaction since here we deal with a general weighted
adjacency matrix instead of just the mean-field interaction. Indeed, the intent of
this work is different from the one of the above papers: after proving synchroniza-
tion and central limit theorems for some interesting cases, we focus on analyzing
the interplay between the topology of the interaction network and the reinforced
dynamics of the stochastic processes positioned at the vertices of the network,
providing some statistical tools. On the other hand, we do not provide central limit
theorems in functional form as in [21] (although it is possible to do it combining
the results given here and the methods illustrated in [21]) and we do not cover some
cases considered in [21, 22]. Also these cases are interesting for synchronization
phenomena, but we decided to not include them in this paper since, as we will
explain more deeply in the sequel, they lead to quite different asymptotic results
and so we think that it is more appropriate to possibly deal with them separately.
Finally, we mention that in literature we can find other works concerning mod-
els of interacting urns that consider interacting mechanisms different from ours
and are generally not focused on synchronization. For instance, the model studied
in [37] describes a system of interacting units, modeled by Pélya urns, subject to
perturbations and which occasionally break down. The authors consider a system
of interacting PSlya urns arranged on a d-dimensional lattice. Each urn contains
initially b black balls and 1 white ball. At each time step, an urn is selected and a
ball is drawn from it: if the ball is white, a new white ball is added to the urn; if
it is black a “fatal accident” occurs and the urn becomes unstable and it “topples”
coming back to the initial configuration. The toppling mechanism involves also
the nearby urns. In [40], a class of discrete time stochastic processes generated by
interacting systems of reinforced urns is introduced and its asymptotic properties
analyzed. Given a countable set of urns, at each time a ball is independently sam-
pled from every urn in the system and in each urn a random number of balls of
the same color of the extracted ball is added. The interaction arises since the num-
ber of added balls depends also on the colors generated by the other urns as well
as on a common random factor. In [15], the authors consider a network of inter-
acting urns displaced over a lattice. Every urn is Pdlya-like and its reinforcement
matrix is not only a function of time (time contagion) but also of the behavior of
the neighboring urns (spatial contagion), and of a random component, which can
represent either simple fate or the impact of exogenous factors. In this way, a non-
trivial dependence structure among the urns is built, and the given construction
is used to model different phenomena characterized by cascading failures such as
power grids and financial networks. In [9, 13, 34], a graph-based model, with urns
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at each vertex and pair-wise interactions, is considered. Given a finite connected
graph, place a bin at each vertex. Two bins are called a pair if they share an edge.
At discrete times, a ball is added to each pair of bins. In a pair of bins, one of the
bins gets the ball with probability proportional to its current number of balls raised
by some fixed power o > 0. The authors characterize the limiting behavior of the
proportion of balls in the bins for different values of the parameter «.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we introduce the no-
tation, we describe the model and the leading assumptions. Section 3 is concerned
with the main results established in the paper, while the relative proofs are gath-
ered in Section 4. Some meaningful examples of reinforced stochastic processes
with a network-based interaction are described in Section 5, in order to apply the
theoretical results provided in the paper to some practical cases and to establish
the corresponding asymptotic behaviors. In Section 6, we illustrate some statisti-
cal tools coming from the obtained theoretical results. In particular, we propose
an inferential procedure to test the structure of the network which the interaction
between the reinforced stochastic processes is based on. Finally, Section 7 is con-
cerned with some possible variants of the model here presented. For the reader’s
convenience, the paper is also enriched by an exhaustive Appendix containing nec-
essary definitions and technical results.

2. The model. Throughout the paper, we will adopt the following notation:

(a) Given a complex number z, Re(z) and Zm(z) denote its real and imaginary
parts, respectively, 7 denotes its conjugate and |z| its modulus.

(b) If A is a matrix with complex entries, then A denotes its conjugate, that is,
the matrix whose entries are the conjugates of the entries of A, and A" indicates
its transpose. Moreover, we denote by |A| the sum of the modulus of its entries
so that, if A is equal to the row-column product of two matrices B, C, we have
|A| < |B]|C|. Finally, Sp(A) indicates its spectrum, that is, the set of all its eigen-
values repeated with multiplicity, and Apax(A) indicates the subset of Sp(A) con-
taining the eigenvalues with maximum real part, that is, A* € Apnax(A) Whenever
Re(1*) = max{Re(A) : L € Sp(A)}. Moreover, we will denote by I the identity
matrix, whose dimension depends on the context.

(c) A vector v is considered as a matrix with a single column, and hence all the
notation stated in (b) apply to v. Moreover, ||v|| indicates the norm of the vector v,
thatis, |v]|2 =¥ 'v. Finally, we will denote by 1 and by 0 the vectors whose entries
are all ones and all zeros, respectively.

We now present the model. Suppose to have a directed graph G = (V, E) with
V ={1,..., N}asthe set of vertices and E C V x V as the set of edges. Each edge
(h, j) € E represents the fact that the vertex 4 has a direct influence on the ver-
tex j. We assume also to associate a weight wy, ; > 0 to each pair (h, j) e V x V
in order to quantify how much 4 can influence j. A weight equal to zero means
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that the edge is not present. We set W = [wy, |5, jev xv (weighted adjacency ma-
trix) and we assume the weights to be normalized so that 22121 wp, j = 1 for each
j € V. Finally, we suppose to have at each vertex j a reinforced stochastic pro-
cess described by X J=(X n,j)n>1 such that, for each n > 0, the random variables
{Xn41,j 2 j € V} take values in {0, 1} and are conditionally independent given F,
with

N

P(Xng1,j=UF) =Y wh;Znn,
h=1

where, foreach h e V,
Zn,h =(- rn—l)Zn—l,h + rn—IXn,h
with 0 <r,_; < I constants, Z¢ , random variables with values in [0, 1] and F;, =
o(Zop:heV)VoXy,j:1<k=n,jeV).
To express the above dynamics in a compact form, let us define the vectors

X, =Xn1,---» X,,,N)—r and Z, = (Zy1,---, Z,,,N)T. Hence, the dynamics can
be expressed as follows:

E[Xy1|Ful = W' Zy,
where
2.1 Z,=1(1 _rn—l)Zn—l +r—1Xy.

Moreover, the assumption about the normalization of the matrix W can be written
asWil=1.
Throughout all the paper, we assume that the following condition holds.

ASSUMPTION 2.1. There exist two constants ¢ > 0 and 1/2 <y <1 such
that

2.2) lim n”’r, =c.
n— oo

When y =1, for a particular case covered by our analysis, we will require a
slightly stricter condition than (2.2), that is,

(2.3) nry —c=0(n"").

We will explicitly mention this assumption in the statement of the theorems when
it is required.

This paper is concerned with the case 1/2 < y < 1, while the case y < 1/2 is
not considered. Indeed, in [21] it was established that, under soft assumptions on
the initial distribution, if the mean-field interaction is present and ), r,% = 400,
then all the stochastic processes {(Z,,j), : 1 < j < N} converge almost surely to
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the same random variable Z, € {0, 1} a.s. Hence, although this case is interest-
ing for synchronization, we decided to focus here on the case 1/2 < y <1, for
which soft assumptions on the initial distribution lead to a limit random variable
not concentrated only on {0, 1}.

In addition, thoughout the paper, we assume that the following condition holds.

ASSUMPTION 2.2. The weighted adjacency matrix W is irreducible and di-
agonalizable.

The irreducibility of W reflects a situation in which all the vertices are con-
nected among each others, and hence there are no subsystems with independent
dynamics (see [2] and Section 7.2 for further details). The diagonalizability of
W guarantees the existence of a nonsingular matrix U such that UTW(U ")~ is
diagonal with elements A; € Sp(W). Notice that each column u; of U is a left
eigenvector of W associated to A ;. Without loss of generality, we set |[u;|| = 1.
Moreover, when the multiplicity of some A ; is bigger than one, we set the corre-
sponding eigenvectors to be orthogonal. Then, if we define V=(U")"", wehave
that each column v; of Visa right eigenvector of W associated to A ; such that

(2.4) uJij =1, and u)v,=0, Vh # j.

These constraints combined with the above assumptions on W (precisely,
wp,j =0, WT1 =1 and the irreducibility) imply, by the Frobenius—Perron the-
orem, the following proposition.

PROPOSITION 2.1. The eigenvalue A1 := 1 of W has multiplicity one,
Amax(W) = {1} and

u = N1/71, N 21Tvi=1 and
2.5)
[vilj :==v1,; € (0, +00) Vi=1,...,N.

Finally, throughout all the paper, we will use U and V to indicate the subma-
trices of U and V, respectively, whose columns are the left and the right eigen-
vectors of W associated to Sp(W) \ {1}, that is, {up,...,uy} and {vo,..., vy},
respectively, and we will denote by A* an eigenvalue belonging to Sp(W) \ {1}
such that

Re(r*) =max{Re(%;): 1; € Sp(W) \ {1}}.

We will see throughout the paper that the vector vy, defined and characterized
above, will play a key role in order to establish the synchronization result.



SYNCHRONIZATION OF RSP WITH A NETWORK-BASED INTERACTION 3797

3. Main results. In this section we present our main results, which regard the
asymptotic behavior of the process Z,,. We refer to the Appendix for a brief review
of the notion of stable convergence.

Let us recall the assumptions stated in Section 2. We start by providing a first-
order asymptotic result concerning the almost sure convergence of Z,,.

THEOREM 3.1 (Synchronization). There exists a random variable Z~, with
values in [0, 1] such that

Zn =5 Zoo1.

This result states that the stochastic processes {(Z,,j)n : 1 < j < N} located
at the different vertices synchronize, that is, all of them converge almost surely
toward the same random variable Z,. It is interesting to note that this result holds
true without any assumption on the initial configuration Zg and for any choice of
the weighted adjacency matrix W with the required assumptions.

We now focus on the second-order asymptotic results concerning the process
(Z,,),,. First, we present a central limit theorem in the sense of stable convergence
that establishes the rate of convergence to the limit Z,1 determined in Theo-
rem 3.1 and the relative asymptotic random variance.

THEOREM 3.2 (CLT for convergence). The following hold:
(a) For1/2 <y <1, then
02 (Zy — Zool) —> N (0, Zoo(1 — Zoo)S,)  stably,
where

3.1) S, =511" and &, := % >
(b) Fory =1,if Re(A*) <1 — (2¢)7!, then
AZy — Zool) —> N (0, Zoo(1 — Zoo)(E1 + 1)) stably,
where £ is defined as in 3.1) withy =1,
il = U:S\'lUT and

2

[Stln.j = 2c—c(kh+k~)—1(v;vj) with2 <h, j <N.
j

3.2)

(c) Fory =1,if Re(x*) =1 — (2¢)~! and (2.3) holds, then
Jn

\/ﬁ(zn —Zool) — N(0, Zoo (1 — Zoo) Z7) stably,
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where
$H=USIU" and
33
( )A* A (viv)) ifan+rj=2—c"", . .
[St]n,; = . 0 0 with2<h,j<N.
0 fip+Arj#2—c ",

Notice that the matrix §f defined in (3.3) can never be null, as stated more ahead
in Theorem 3.4.

REMARK 3.1. Notice that 55 is decreasing with the size N of the network
and so, for cases (a) and (b), the larger the size of the network, the lower the
asymptotic variance. Moreover, fixed N and y, since by (2.4) and (2.5) we have
Ivil? = llui + (vi —up)* =14 vi —ui > > T and [[vi[|* < N, we can obtain
the following lower and upper bounds for 55 (not depending on W):

2 52 - 6'2
P @y -1

C
- <
NQy—1) ~

where the lower bound is achieved when v| = uj, that is, when W is doubly
stochastic.

Given the long-run synchronization stated in Theorem 3.1, it is interesting to
establish the rate of synchronization, that is, the convergence rate of the differ-
ence (Zy 5 — Zy,j)n to zero for h # j and to characterize the relative asymptotic
distribution. The following result achieves this goal.

THEOREM 3.3 (CLT for synchronization). Forany h, j€{l,...,N}, h # j,
we have:
(a) For1/2 <y < 1, then
nE(Zug—Znj) —> N0, Zos(1 = Zo)Ey1j)  stably,
where Xy, p, j = [iy]h,h + [fy]j,j — 2[%,,];,,‘,-,
3, = US\},UT and
(3.4

C

T . .
—(V,, V; with2 <h, j <N.
2—()»h+)»j)(h J) =n,J

[S,1n.j =

(b) Fory =1,if Re(A*) <1 — (2¢)~!, then
\/E(Zn,h - Zn,j) — N(O, Zoo(1 — Zoo)zl,h,j) stably,
where X1 p,j = [il]h,h + [il]j?]‘ - 2[21]}1,]' and il is defined in (3.2).
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(¢) Fory =1,if Re()*)=1— (2¢)~! and (2.3) holds, then

N
JIn(n)

where ET,h,j = [if]h,h + [iﬂj,j - 2[§T]h,j and f]i“ is defined in (3.3).

(Znn — Zn _/) — N(O Zoo(1— Zoo)zl h ]) stably,

REMARK 3.2. In the particular case when W is symmetric, the elgenvectors
of Warereal, U=V and V'V =1. As a consequence the matrices Sy, Sl
and Si“ are diagonal, with elements c[2(1 — Aj)] , c[2(1 = Aj) — ¢ 117! and
1 =101} respectively, where A ; € Sp(W) \ {1}. Moreover, in this case, we
haveu; =v;=N"1Y21and UUT =UVT = — N~'117) (see Section 4.1 for
details). Notice that, for instance, this is the case of undirected graphs.

In order to ensure that Theorem 3.2 and 3.3 provide the right convergence
rates of (Z, j)n t0 Zoo and of (Z,,,, — Z,,j)n to zero, respectively, we prove that
[El]j,j >0, [ET]j,j >0, Zy,h,j >0, El,h,j > 0, ET,h,j > 0 and

(3.5) P(Zoo=0)+ P(Zoo=1) < 1.

The result below deals with the first set of conditions.

THEOREM 3.4. We have:

(a) For 1/2<y <1, Zy is a positive semidefinite real matrix of rank (N — 1)
andvl by yV1 =0; in addition, ¥, j >0 forany 1 <h # j < N.

(b) Fory =1, if Re(A*) <1 — (2¢)~', then T isa positive semidefinite real
matrix of rank (N — 1) and V;rilVl =05 in addition, £y j,j > 0 for any 1 < h #
J<N.

(c) Fory =1,if Re(x*) =1 — (2¢)~! and (2.3) holds, define

(3.6) A*:={r; € Sp(W), Re(r;) =1 —(2c)"}

and let m* be the cardinality of A*; then if is a positive semidefinite real matrix
of rank m* and VTi*Vj =0 for any j such that \; ¢ A*; moreover, [i*]jj >0
when uy, j # Ofor some h such that L, € A* and El hj> 0 when ug p # ug,j for
some k such that A, € A*.

Finally, we give two results concerning the distribution of Z ., of which the last
one deals with condition (3.5).

THEOREM 3.5. We have P(Zo =z) =0 forany z € (0, 1).
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THEOREM 3.6. Ifwe have

N N
(3.7) P(ﬂ{ZO,FO})+P<ﬂ{zo,j=1})<1,

j=1 j=1
then condition (3.5) is verified.

REMARK 3.3. Incase (a), thatis, 1/2 <y < 1, since y/2 > y — 1/2 we have
that the rate at which two stochastic processes (Z; ;)n, (Z,, j)n positioned in any
pair of different vertices (4, j) of the network synchronize is greater than the rate
at which they converge to Z, that is, synchronization of the stochastic processes
at the vertices is faster then their convergence to the limit random variable.

REMARK 3.4. The main goal of this work is to provide results for a system
of N interacting reinforced stochastic processes. Therefore, we take N > 2 every-
where. However, it is worth to note that Theorems 3.1, 3.5 and 3.6 hold true for
N = 1 without any changes; while, when N = 1, Theorem 3.2(a) holds true in both
cases 1/2 <y <1 and y = 1. The proofs are analogous to the ones given in the
sequel (with some simplifications due to the fact that N = 1).

4. Proofs. This section contains all the proofs of the results presented in the
previous Section 3.

4.1. Preliminary relations and basic idea. 'We start by recalling that, given the
eigenstructure of W described in Section 2, the matrix ulvlT has real entries and
the following relations hold:

@1 Viu=U"vi=0, V'U=U"V=I and I=uyv +UV',

which implies that the matrix U VT has real entries [notice that in (4.1) the iden-
tity matrices have different dimensions]. Moreover, denoting by D the diagonal
matrix whose elements are A; € Sp(W) \ {1}, we can decompose the matrix wT
as follows:

(4.2) W' =wv] +UDVT.

Now, in order to understand the asymptotic behavior of the stochastic process
(Z,)y, let us express the dynamics (2.1) as follows:

(4.3) Zyi1 —Zn=—1a(I = WT)Zy +r, AM, 41,

where AM,,+1 = (X;4+1 — WTZ,) is a martingale increment with respect to the
filtration F := (F,),. It follows that:

(a) since VlT Wh=Wv)' = VlT, we have VIT(I —WT) =0and so, from (4.3),
we deduce that the stochastic process (vlT Z,), is a bounded real martingale;
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(b) by (4.1), we have Z,, — ul(vlTZn) =UV'Z, and so the dynamics of this
multi-dimensional real stochastic process can be easily obtained from (4.3).

Hence, the basic idea is to decompose Z,, into two terms, establish the correspond-
ing asymptotic results for each term separately and then combine them together to
characterize the asymptotic behavior of Z,,. More precisely, the process Z,, can be
decomposed as follows:

Z,= an + zn = ul\/ﬁzn + zm
4.4 ~
Z,=N"Y*]z,,
where { ~ ~ - T
Zn :Zn —IZ,, :([—ll]Vl )Zn =UV Zn.
Then the asymptotic behavior of the stochastic process (Z,), is obtained by estab-
lishing the asymptotic behavior of (Zn)n and (Z,,),,.

REMARK 4.1. In the particular case of W doubly stochastic, we have v =
u = N=1/21. Asa consequence, we have

N
Z,=N""1"2,=N"'>"2,;,
j=1

which represents the average of the stochastic processes in the network, and Z,=
(I — N~"117)Z,,. Notice that the assumed normalization W 1 = 1 implies that
symmetric matrices W are also doubly stochastic. Therefore, the above equalities
hold for any undirected graph for which W is obviously symmetric by definition.

4.2. Proof of Theorem 3.1 (synchronization). By decomposition (4.4), that is,
7z, = an + zn,
the proof of Theorem 3.1 follows by establishing the following two results:
W) Zn = Zoo,

(i) Zn =5 0.

Concerning part (i), let us consider the real-valued stochastic process (Z)n
defined foranyn >0as Z, = N -l 2VITZn. Since all the elements of v are positive
and since (2.5) holds, the elements of N —1/2y, can be seen as the weights of a
convex combination, and hence min;{Z, ;} < Z, <max;{Z, ;} for any n, which
implies 0 < Zn < 1. Moreover, it is easy to see that (Zn)n is an J-martingale,
since from (4.3) its dynamics can be expressed as follows:

(4.5) Zni1 — Zn=N"12r,(v{ AM,41).
Hence, we immediately get

(4.6) Zy — Zo,
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where Z, is a random variable with values in [0, 1]. This concludes the proof of
part (i).

_Concerning part (ii), let us consider the multi-dimensional stochastic process
(Z,),,, with real entries, defined in (4.4). In order to find the dynamics of this
process, we first observe that, by decomposition (4.4) and the fact that W "u; =
(ulTW)T =uy, we have

(I-WNZy=(I-WW~NZ,+Z,)=(1 —WT)Z,
and so the dynamics (4.3) of Z, can be rewritten as
4.7) Zoit —Zn=—rn(I = WNZy 4 r,AM, 4.

Then, if we multiply the dynamics (4.7) by UV T and use decomposition (4.2) and
the relations (4.1), we obtain

Zus1 —Zy=—r,[UVT —UVT(wyv] + UDV)]Z, +r,UV T AM, 4
(4.8) =—r(UVT —UDV")Z, 4+ r,UVT AM, 1,
=—r,UI—=D)V"Z, +r,UV AM, 1,
where [ in (4.8) is a (N — 1) x (N — 1)-identity matrix. We are now ready for

proving that this multi-dimensional stochastic process converges a.s. to 0.

THEOREM 4.1. We have

o~

Z, =50

PROOF.  Let us consider the (N — 1)-dimensional complex random vector de-
fined as Zy , = V1Z,. Since we have Z,, = UZy , by (4.1), it is enough to prove
that Zy , converges almost surely to 0. To this purpose, we observe that the dy-
namics of Zy , can be obtained from (4.8) multiplying by v

ZV,n—i—l = (I —ra(l — D))ZV,n +ry VTAMn—H,

where [ here indicates a (N — 1) x (N — 1)-identity matrix. Hence, recalling that
E[AM,,4+1|F,] =0, we obtain

E[|Zy w1121 Fn] = E[Zy o 2.1 1 Fo]
=Zy (I = oI =D))(I = ru(I — D))Zy,,
+r2E[AM,  VV T AM, 41| F,]
=Zy Ly —raZy ;2 =D — D)Ly, +r2&,,

where (§,), is a suitable bounded sequence of F,-measurable random variables.
Since Re(A;) < 1 forany A; € Sp(W) \ {1}, the matrix 2/ — (D + D) is positive
definite, and hence we can write

E(|Zy a1 21 F0] < 1Zyal? + O(r2).
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Since ), r,% < 4oo for 1/2 < y <1, we can conclude that the real stochastic pro-
cess (|| Zy %), is a positive almost supermartingale and so (see [42]) it converges
almost surely (and in mean since it is also bounded). In order to prove that the limit
is zero, it is enough to prove that E[||Zy , ||2] converges to zero. To this end, we
observe that, from the above computations, we obtain

_T _
E[I|Zvy n+1 ||2] =E[Zy ,(I —r,(I = D))(I —ry(I — D))Zy ]
+r2E[AM, ,VV T AM, 4]
_T —_
<E[Zy (I —ra(I =D))(I —ra(I — D))Zy ]+ Cir;y

for a suitable constant C1 > 0. Then we note that the elements of the diagonal
matrix above can be written as follows:

(I = ralT = D))(I = ra(I = D))];; =1 —=2ra(1 = Re)) + rall — 2%,

Hence, setting a; =1 — Re(X;) and a* =min;{a;} = 1 — Re(1*) [we recall that
A* indicates an eigenvalue belonging to Amax (D)], we have that

E[Zy (I = ra(I = D))(I = ra(I — D))Zy ]
N .
< Y (1 =2a;m)E[Zy, 2}, ]+ Cory
j=2

< (1 =2a*ry) E[IZy al’] + Cory

for a suitable constant Cp > 0. Then, setting x,, := E[||Zy , 1?1, we can write
Xnt1 < (1 =2a%ry)x, + (Cy + Cz)r,%.

Since Re(A*) < 1, we have a* > 0, which implies lim, x, = 0 (see [21]). The

proof is thus concluded. [

Note that, by the synchronization result given in Theorem 3.1, we can state that

E[(AM,11)(AM,11) "1 Fn] 235 Zoo(1 = Zoo) 1.

Indeed, since {X,, 1, j: j=1,..., N} are conditionally independent given F;,, we
have
4.9) E[AMy 1 nAMyy1 j|Fn]=0  forh # j;

while, for each j, we have

N N
(4.10) E[(AMut1.)? 1 Fn] = (Z wh,jzn,h> (1 -y wh,jZn,h>-
h=1 h=1

From this last equality, using synchronization and the normalization W 1 =1, we
immediately obtain

4.11) E[(AMyi1 )21 Fn] =5 Zoo(1 = Zoo).
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43. A CLT for Z,. The following result gives a central limit theorem for the
real-valued stochastic process (Z,),.

THEOREM 4.2. For1/2 <y <1, we have
@12) W72y~ Zoo) —> N(0,52Z00(1 — Zoo)  stably,
where 5}% is defined as in (3.1) (also for y = 1). The above convergence is also in
the sense of the almost sure conditional convergence w.r.t. F = (Fy)n.

PROOF. We want to apply Theorem B.3. Let us consider, for each n > 1 the
filtration (F;, »), and the process (L, ;) defined by

fn,O:fn,IZFna Ln,OZLn,IZO
and, for i > 2,
1 ~ ~
—Fn,h = fn—}—h—la Ln,h :ny_i(zn - Zn+h—l)-

By (4.5) and (4.6), the process (L, ), is a martingale w.r.t. (5, ;) which con-

verges (for h — +00) a.s. and in L' to the random variable Lyoco= nV_%(Zn —
Zso). In addition, the increment Y, ; = L, j — Ly j—1 is equal to zero for j =1

and, for j > 2, it coincides with a random variable of the form n?=1 (Zy — Zk+1)
with k > n. Therefore, again by (4.5), we have

Sovii = a7 Y (Zi— Zi)P = NPT i (v AML)®

i=1 k>n k>n
2 2
as. ¢ |lvill
——— 71— Zy),
oo 21 = Z20)

where the a.s. convergence follows by applying [22], Lemma 4.1, and by noticing
that (4.11) implies

E[(Vl AMn-i—l n (AMIH-I ]) |]:]

dh

T 1 Zoo(1 = Zoo) = V117 Zoo(1 = Zo).

Finally, again by (4.5), we have
Y, =suplY, | = n?=3 sup | Zi — Zk+1| < supky_%rk — 0.
j>1 k>n k=n

Hence, if in Theorem B.3 we take k,, = 1 for each n and U/ =/, F;,, then the proof
is concluded. O
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4.4. Proofs of Theorem 3.5 and Theorem 3.6 (results on the distribution of Zso).
The proof of Theorem 3.5 is a consequence of the almost sure conditional conver-
gence in Theorem 4.2, exactly as shown in [21].

To the proof of Theorem 3.6, we premise the following lemma.

LEMMA 4.1. If condition (3.7) holds, then we have
E[Z,0-Z)]>0 Vn=0.

PrROOF. For convenience, set x; := E [Z,(l — Zn)]. We recall that Z, =
N‘l/zvlTZn, where v; is such that

N
vy,j >0 Vj and N*I/ZZvlle.
j=I

Hence, under assumptiog (3.7), we immediately get xg > 0.
Now, we recall that (Z,),, is a bounded martingale which satisfies (4.5), that is,

Zn=(1—rn-1)Zn-1 + a1t N[ X,

with E[N~'/2v] X,|F,—1]1 = Z,—1. Therefore, we have x, = (E[Zo] — E[Z2])
for each n and

Zy=(—ra0)’Zy_ 4200 —ry-ra1 Ze N ~Pv[X,
+ra (N7 X,)°
< =r-D*Zp_ +2(0 = ra—Dra—1Za i N~2V[ X,
+r2 (N2 X,).
Taking the conditional expectation given JF,_1, we get
E[Z}Farl < (0 =ra_ ) Zn_y+ 171 Zn1,
which implies
E[Z}) < (1= E[Z;_|]+ry E[Zy1]
= (1 =ry_)E[Zy_{]+ ri_  ElZo).

Therefore,~we can conglude by an induction argument on n. Indeed, if x,_; > 0,
that is, F [Zrzl_l] < E[Zp], then from the above inequality, since (1 — r,%_ 1) > 0by
assumption, we obtain E[Z%] < E[Zo], that is, x, > 0. O

We are now ready to prove Theorem 3.6.
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PROOF OF THEOREM 3.6. We recall that Z, takes values in [0, 1] and (Z,,),,
is a bounded martingale which converges a.s. to Z. Therefore, in particular, set-
ting Zo := E[Zy], we have

E[Zoo)=E[Z,)=%  V¥n and Var[Ze]= lim Var[Z,].
n—oo
Now, as in the proof of the previous lemma, we set
(4.13) Xp 1= E[Zy(1 = Z,)] =Z0 — 75 — Var[Z,]
and we can state that

P(Z€{0,1}) =1 ifandonlyif E[Zx(l—Zx)]= lir{nxn =0.

Thus, it is enough to prove that assumption (3.7) implies lim, x, > 0. To this pur-
pose, we observe that, by (4.5), we have

Xnt1 =20 — 2§ — Var[Zy41]
=%0— 23 — E[Var[Z, 11| Fu]] — Var[E[Z, 411 F]]

4.14 - 1P 7
@.14) =20~ 2(2) B NE[E[(VTAMHI)ZVH]] — Var[Z,]

2
.
= xn — r E[E[(v{ AMy 1)) 5 ]).

Setting Y, = E[X,|Fu-1] = wW'Z, (whose components obviously belong to
[0, 1]) and recalling (4.9) and (4.10), we obtain

N
(4.15) E[(v] AMyy1)*|Fa] = D v Y j(1 = Yo ).
j=1

Now, notice that
NVNIY, =NV WTZ, =N"V2(Wv) 2, =NV 2, =7,
and so, forany j=1,..., N,

(4.16) N_1/2v1,an,j=Zn—N_1/ZZv1,hanh§Zn.
h#j

Analogously, notice that
NV -Y,)=WN""Y21) - (N"V]Y,)=1-2,
and so, forany j=1,..., N,

@17 N7V (=Y, )= =Z) = N2y v p(1=Yyp) < 1= Z,.
h#j
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Then, combining (4.16) and (4.17), we getforany j =1,..., N
Vi Yu j(1 =Yy ) S NZy(l = Zy),
and hence, recalling (4.13), (4.14) and (4.15), we obtain
Xpal > Xp — Nr,%E[Zn(l — Zn)] =(1- Nr,f)xn.

Finally, taking n such that N rr% < 1 for any n > n, we find

n

Xnpt = x5 [ [ (1= Nrpy).

m=n
Hence, since x; > 0 by the previous lemma and Y, 72 < +oo for 1/2 <y <1,

we can conclude that lim,, x, > 0. [

4.5. A CLT for Z,. The following result provides a central limit theorem for
the multi-dimensional real stochastic process (Zy,);,.

THEOREM 4.3. We have:
(a) If1/2 <y < 1, then
(4.18) n2Z, —> N0, Zoo(1 — Zoo)S,)  stably,

where f}, is defined in (3.4).
(®) Ify =1 and Re(A*) < 1 — (2¢)~", then

(4.19) nZ, — N (0, Zoo(1 — Zoo)S1)  stably,

where il is defined in (3.2).
© Ify=1,Re(A*)=1— (2¢)~ ! and (2.3) holds, then

n s S*
(4.20) /MZ,, — N(0, Zo(1 — Zso) XY) stably,

where f’f is defined in (3.3).

PROOF. Seta;=1—A;=a;+ib; with A; € Sp(W) \ {1}. Remember that
aj > 0 for each j since Re(2;) < 1 for each j. Moreover, recall the definition of
the matrices U, V and D given in Section 2 and in Section 4.1.

From dynamics (4.8), we get

Zns1=[1—r,UI = D)V Zy +1,UVT AM, 4
=U[l —r,(I =D)]V Z, +r, UV AM, 1,
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where the identity matrices used above have different dimensions and the last
equality holds because relations (4.1) imply U V'Z,=UV'Z,=12Z,. Therefore,
if we take m large enough such that a;r, < 1 for n > mg and all j, we can write

-~

n
(4.21) Zos1 = CognZimg+ Y Crr1areUV T AMi4y,
k=mg
with

n

Civtn= [] {U[I—rmI —D)]VT}.
m=k-+1

For the sequel, it is important to note that Cy41 , is a real matrix since, by (4.1)
and (4.2) it is equivalent to a product of real matrices, that is, (U VY —rp(UVT +
ulvlT —WH=WV") —r,(I —WT). Moreover, using relations (4.1) again, we
get

(4.22) Crirtn=UArs1,V7,

where Aj4 1., is the diagonal matrix given by

n
[] Q—ajrm) formy—1<k=<n-1,
[Ak+1,n]j,j: m=k+1

1 for k =n.

Observe that we have

~

[Ak—i-l,n]j,j:?: <L formg—1=k=n,

k,j n,j

)

with

Pmo—1,n = Emo—l,n =1,
k
DPk,j = l_[ (I —ajrmy), Ek’jzp,;} formog <k <n.
m=m
Finally, notice that, since Cyy1,,U vl = Ci+1.n by relations (4.1) and (4.22), we
can rewrite (4.21) as

n
n+l1 = Cmo,ano + Z Ty i where Ty x = rkCrt1,n AMp41.

k=mg

N)

We will establish the asymptotic behavior of Z, by studying separately the terms

-~

Cmo,ano and Zz:mo Tn,k~
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Concerning the first term, note that by (A.5) in Lemma A.4, we have that, for
any € € (0, 1),

*

O(exp[—(l—s)lca nl—VD if1/2<y <1,
—y

|Cmo,nzm0| = O(|p: ) = N
O(H—(l—s)ca ) lfy — 1’

where the symbol * refers to quantities a; and p, ; corresponding to 1; = 1* €
Amax (D). Therefore, for the case (a) (i.e., 1/2 <y < 1) and (b) [i.e., y =1 and
Re(A*) < 1 — (2¢)~'], we have

|Cmo,nzm0 | = O(n—y/Z).

Indeed, this fact follows immediately for 1/2 < y < 1 and, for y = 1 one has to
note that, since we assume Re(A*) < 1 — (2¢) ™!, that is ca* > 1/2, we can choose
& small enough so that (1 — &)ca* > 1/2. Moreover, for the case (c) [i.e., y = 1
and Re(A*) =1 — (2¢)7!, i.e., ca® = 1/2], since we assume condition (2.3), by
(A.8) in Lemma A.4, we have

(CingnZmg| = O(|p3]) = O(n™*") = O(n™2).

Therefore, if we set

PR

n for case (a),

t, = n% for case (b),
1

(n/In(n))? for case (c),

then we obtain £, |cm0,n2m0| — 0 almost surely.

We now focus on the asymptotic behavior of the second term. Specifically, we
aim at proving that #, > 7 _ o Tnk converges stably to a suitable Gaussian kernel.
For this purpose, we set G, x = Fi+1, and consider Theorem B.1 (recall that T, &
are real random vectors). Given the fact that condition (c1) of Theorem B.1 is
obviously satisfied, we will check conditions (c2) and (c3).

Regarding condition (c2), we observe that

> G Tu ) taToi) "

k=mg

n
=1y > F£Ck+1,n(AMk+1)(AMk+1)TC;L1,n

k=mg

n
= U(r,% > r,%Ak+1,nVT(AMkH)(AMkH)TVAk+1,n>UT.

k=mg
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Therefore, it is enough to study the convergence of

n
23 rfAki1aV T (AMge) (AMyy ) TV Ay

k=mq

To this purpose, we set By p,j = [VT(AMk+1 )(AMH])TV];,J and observe
that an element of the above matrix is of the form

n
2 2
Iy Z T LAkt 1,nlnn Br+1,n, jlAk+1,015,

k=mq

n—1

2 2 22
=1, Pn.hDn,j Z Filie i, jBiyi,h,j + 1,7 Botin,js

k=mg

where t,%r,%BnH,h,j = O(t2r?) — 0. We now fix & and j and apply Lemma A.3
to the first addend in the above equality. Indeed, this quantity can be written as
Up ZZ;:,IO Yi/ck vk, where

Yn:Bn—H,h,j» Cn:—2>0 and Un:t;%pn,hpn,jec\{o}

satisfy the assumptions of Lemma A.3. More precisely, setting H, = F,+1,
by (4.11), we have
ElY,|Hp-1] = E[Bn+1,h,j|fn] = [VTE[(AMn+1)(AMn+1)T|Jrn]v]h’j
25 (ViV) Zoo(1 = Zoo)
and, moreover, we have

ZL'Y']—ZEm rit —Zr O(n*)=3_0(1/n*) < +oo.

n

In addition, as we have observed above, |v,| = t” | PnhPn,jl = t,%O(|p;f|2) -0
and, by (A.11) in Lemma A.5 and (A.18) in Lemma A.6, we have

hm Un Z —_—

) CkVk
c .
if1/2<y <1,
op +oj
o2
- ify=1,cla, +a;) > 1,
_Jclop+aj)—1 v (@ 7
0 ify=1,clap+aj)=1,clop+aj)#1
and (2.3) holds,
c? if y =1, (o + ;) =1 and (2.3) holds.
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Finally, we have |v,| Z"_l L O(1) by (A.12) in Lemma A.5 and (A.19)

k=mo ci|vg]

in Lemma A.6 (with u = 1), and, using (A.16) and (A.22) in the Appendix, we get
1 1 1 Lonlni  Ln—1.nln—1,;
Cn|Un|—— ‘: . n 271]_ n . n J :0(1)
Un  Un—1 riln.nln jl t 5

Hence, recalling Remark A.2, also the last condition required in Lemma A.3 is
verified.
Regarding condition (c3), we observe that, using the inequalities

~
Tkl = k| Ckg 1 n AMyt 1| S 1| U | Akp1 nl |V [|AMy41] < K7l Ak,

with a suitable constant K, we find for any u > 1

-1
2u n
2 2 2 2
sup [ty Tokl)” <12 3 Ty k™ + 17| T

mo<k<n k=my
n—1
= oIl 3 i) + o)
k=mq

where, for the last equality, we have used (A.8) and (A.9) in Lemma A.4. Now, by
(A.12) in Lemma A.5 and (A.19) in Lemma A.6 (with @y =ap = a™ =1 — A* and
u > 1), we have

n—1
ofInP X rtle)
k=mg
O(nr@=D)y if12<y <1,
=10(n"®"h) ify =1,2uca* >2u—1,
o(n™") if y =1,2ca™ =1 and (2.3) holds.

Therefore, for cases (a) and (c), it is immediate to obtain

n—1
o(Inif* 3 i) + ot — o
k=mg

for any u > 1; while in case (b) in order to have the above convergence to zero, we
have to choose u > 1 such that 2uca* > 2u — 1, that is, 2u(ca® — 1) + 1 > 0. This
choice is always possible: indeed, or ca®™ — 1 > 0 and so we can take any u > 1, or
ca* —1 < 0 and we have to take u € (1, (2—2ca*)~1) [note that (2 —2ca*)~! > 1
since 2ca® > 1 by assumption]. As a consequence of the above convergence to
zero, we obtain condition (c3) of Theorem B.1.

Summing up, all the conditions required by Theorem B.1 are satisfied and so
we can apply this theorem and obtain the stable convergence of #, > }_,, o Tk to
the Gaussian kernel with zero mean and random variance defined in Theorem 4.3
for each of the three considered cases. [
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PROOF OF THEOREAM 3.4. First, consider case (a), thatis, 1/2 <y < 1, and
recall the definition of S, in (3.4). Then, since [ := (1 —A;), for A; € Sp(W)\ {1},
have positive real parts by the assumptions on W, we have

[§y]h,j = (V;Vj) = (V;’rvj)c/o exp[—u(lp +1j)]du.

Ip+1;

Then, setting L := (I — D) and M (u) := Ue,xp(—uL)VT for u € (0, +00), we
can write

P —~ 0
3, =US,U" = c/ M@@)M " (u)du.
0

Notice that, for any u € (0, +00), the matrix M (u) has real entries since, by (4.1)
and (4.2), we have

+o00 k +00 T\k
—uL —uULV
Mw=vy Tyt gy 3 ULV
Tk =

=exp[—u(l — W] —uv/.

Moreover, for any u € (0, +00), the matrix M(u) has rank (N — 1) and
M T (u)vi = 0 by (4.1). Therefore, for any u € (0, +00), the matrix M (u)M " (i)
is a positive semidefinite real matrix with rank (N — 1) and M (u)M T (w)yvi=20
(see [30], Observation 7.1.8). These facts imply the first part of statement (a). For
the second part, denoting by e; the vector such that e¢; ; =1 and ¢, = 0 for all
h # j, we have for h # j
on=(en—e) T, (e, —e;)

and so X, ; = 0 if and only if M) (e, — e;) = 0 for almost every u €
(0, +00). But this is not possible since Ker(M w)")is generated by v, which has
all the entries strictly greater than zero as pointed out in Section 2. This concludes
the proof of case (a).

The proof of case (b) is analogous, by setting /; := (1 — A — (2¢)~ 1) for A j€
Sp(W) \ {1}, which have positive real parts by condition Re(A*) < 1 — (2¢)~ 1,
and L:=( —D—1Q¢c)" M.

For the proof of case (¢), thatis, y = 1 and Re(A*) =1 — (2¢)7 1, let q,withl <
g < (N — 1), be the number of distinct eigenvalues A; =a; +ib; € Sp(W) \ {1}
and, for any 1 < h < g, let U, and V;, be the submatrices of U and V whose
columns are, respectively, the left and the right eigenvectors associated to Aj. Then,
by the definition of §i“ in (3.3), we have

iT:U:STTUTz Z UthTVjU]T:H‘{Ah—I—)\j:z—C*l}'
I<h,j=<q
Then, since

trj=2—c N =(an=1-Q2c) " nfaj=1- Qo) )N {by=—b;}),
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setting the N x N-matrix My, := Uy, VhT for any 1 < h < g and denoting by p, with
1 < p < g, the number of distinct eigenvalues A ; € A*, we can write

Z MhM ]l{,\h+x-—2 -y = Z MhM ]l{bh——b}— Z MhM ih)
1<h,j<q 1<h,j<p I<h<p

where j (h) indicates the index j, with 1 < j < p, such that b; = —bj,. Notice that,
since W has real entries, for any nonreal A, € Sp(W), there exists A; € Sp(W)
such that A ; = A;; moreover, uy, and V;, are respectively left and right eigenvectors
associated to A;. Hence, denoting by 7' the nonsingular matrix such that U; =
U,T and V= V(T )™, we have that

Mj=U;V] =UyTT~'V,, =TV, =M.
Thus, we have

T —T
D MaMjgy= > MyM,,
I<h<p I<h=<p

which is a positive semidefinite matrix of rank m™ (see [30], Observation 7.1.8).
Concerning the second part of case (c), since

e
X =(en—e)) Xi(en —e)),

we have that ET hj = = 0 if and only if (e, — e;) € Ker(ff). Now, notice that
Ker(Zl) = ﬂlgksp Ker(UkT), and hence Ker(ff) is generated by {v; : 1; ¢ A*}.
Finally, since the following decomposition holds:

N

(eh—ej)=Z(uk (eh_eJ) Vi = Z(ukh_”k ])Vk,

k=1 k=1

it is enough to have uy j, # ug ; for some k such that Ay € A*™ to prove that
E’f > 0. Analogously, we can prove that [ 11j; > 0 when uy, ; # 0 for some h
such that A, € A*. This concludes the proof of case (¢). [

4.6. Proofs of Theorem 3.2 and Theorem 3.3 (CLTs for Z,). Let us remind the
decomposition (4.4), that is,
Z,=7,1+17,.

Hence, the asymptotic behavior of the process (Z,), can be obtained by combin-
ing the asymptotic results concerning (Z,), and (Z,), established in the previous
subsections. As we have already seen, we have the almost sure synchronization,
that is,

Z, =5 7.1,
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Moreover, from Theorem 4.2, we easily obtain for 1/2 <y <1
n? =2 (Zn — Zo)1 —> N(0, 53200(1 — Zoo)11T) stably in the strong sense,

and we recall the central limit theorem for the multi-dimensional process Z, pre-
sented in Theorem 4.3.
Hence, for Theorem 3.2(a), we observe that

0 "V2(Zy — Zoo)) =0 TVA(Zy — Zoo)1 + (n"*Zy),

n (1 _}’)/ 2
where the first term converges stably to a Gaussian kernel and the second one
converges in probability to zero.

For Theorem 3.2(b), we observe that

V(Zy — Zoo1) = 1(Zy — Zoo)1 + /0y,

where the first term converges to a Gaussian kernel stably in the strong sense and
the second one converges stably to a Gaussian kernel. Since Z, is Fn-measurable,
by applying Theorem B.2, we can conclude.

For Theorem 3.2(c), we observe that

Jn 1 = vno-
Zl’l - Zool - Z}’l - Zoo 1 ZI’l’
T ) <¢ln<n))‘/ﬁ( LV Ty

where the first term converges in probability to zero and the second one converges
stably to a Gaussian kernel. Thus, Theorem 3.2 is proven.
Finally, we observe that

Zn,h - Zn,j = Zn,h - Zn,]"

Therefore, Theorem 3.3 imrrlediately follows from the central limit theorem for
the N-dimensional process (Zj,);,.

5. Examples of weighted adjacency matrices. In this section, we analyze in
detail the results presented in Section 3 for some interesting examples of weighted
adjacency matrices.

5.1. “Mean-field” interaction. This kind of interaction can be expressed in
terms of a particular weighted adjacency matrix W as follows: for any 1 < A,
J=N,

5.1) wh,j=%+5h,j(1 —a)  withael0, 1],

where §;, ; is equal to 1 when 4 = j and to O otherwise. Note that W in (5.1) is
irreducible for « > 0. Since W is doubly stochastic, we have (see Remark 4.1)
vi =u; = N~1/21 and so (i) the random variable Zﬂ coincides with the aver-
age of the processes Z, j, that is, N-17Z,, Gi) Z,=U — N"'11")Z, and
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(iii) 8)% = WZ—I) for 1/2 < y < 1. Furthermore, we have A; =1 — « for all
Aj € Sp(W) \ {1}, and consequently, the conditions Re(A*) < 1 — (2¢)~ ! or
Re(A*) =1— (2¢)~! required in the previous results when y = 1 correspond to
the conditions 2ca > 1 or 2ca = 1. Finally, since W is also symmetric, we have
U=VandsoU'U=V'V=Tand UU" =VVT =1~ N""11T. We thus
obtain:

(@ for1/2<y <1,S, =L£Tland S, = £ (1 — N~'117);

-~ 2 = 2

aﬁﬁny:lmd%a>pr:%;41@dzp:ﬁ;gl—N41ﬂy

(c) fory =1land2ca =1, S =c*I and T} =c*>(I — N~'117).

Therefore, our theorems contain as particular cases part of the results proven in
[21, 22, 25]. However, differently from these papers, we do not deal with the cases
2ca < 1 or y < 1/2, which are still interesting for synchronization phenomena
but lead to quite different asymptotic results. We have already discussed the case
y < 1/2in Section 2 and, regarding the case y = 1 and 0 < 2c < 1, we recall that
in [22] it has been determined the rate of synchronization, but not the asymptotic
distribution.

5.2. “Cycle” interaction. Another possible scenario consists in a graph in
which the vertices form a circle and each one influences only the vertex at his right
side. This interaction can be modeled by using the adjacency matrix W defined as
follows: forany 1 <h < (N — 1) and 1 < j < N we have

1 ifj=h+1,

(5-2) hJ 0 otherwise,

while we have wy 1 =1 for h =N and wy, ; =0 forany 2 < j < N. Since W
is again doubly stochastic, we have u; = v; = N~!/21, which implies (i) Zy =
AF*ITZm(ﬁ)zn:(l——N‘llfUZnandﬁﬁ)&f::xmﬁtﬂ-mr1/2<)/§1
as in Section 5.1. Moreover, it is easy to verify that in this case the eigenval-
ues of W are A =1 and A; = exp[i(j — D)2x/N], for j =2,..., N. Hence,
since in this case Re(A*) = cos(27/N), conditions Re(A*) < 1 — (2¢)~! or
Re(A*) =1 — (2¢)~! required in the previous results when y = 1 correspond
to the conditions 2¢(1 — cos(2w/N)) > 1 or 2¢(1 — cos(2w/N)) = 1. Moreover,
for each A, € Sp(W) \ {1}, the jth element of the corresponding left and right
eigenvectors are, respectively, u, j = N~12exp[—i(h — 1)j2/N] and Vpj =
N~'2expli(h — 1) j2m /N]. Therefore, since we have the analytic expressions of
U and V, it is possible to compute the asymptotic variance-covariance matrices
according to the size N of the network and their eigenvalues and eigenvectors. For
instance, for N =4 we have:

(a) for 1/2 <y < 1, the nonzero eigenvalues of iy are ¢/2, c/2, c/4, with the
corresponding eigenvectors (—1,0, 1, 0), (0, —1,0, 1), (-1, 1, —1, 1);
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(b) for y =1 and ¢ > 1/2, the nonzero eigenvalues of fl are ¢2(2c — )71,
c22c¢ — D71, 2(de — 1)L, with the corresponding eigenvectors (—1,0, 1, 0),
0,-1,0,1), (1,1, -1, 1);

(c) for y =1 and ¢ = 1/2, the nonzero eigenvalue of f]]" is 1/4 with multiplic-
ity two and the corresponding eigenvectors are (—1, 0, 1,0), (0, —1,0, 1).

5.3. “Special vertex” case. In the previous two examples, the matrix W is
doubly stochastic (also symmetric in the first example). As a different situation, we
may consider the case in which there exists a “special vertex” whose influence on
the graph is different with respect to the one of all the other elements in the system.
This interactive structure can be expressed in terms of a particular adjacency matrix
defined as follows:

1-p 1—p )T
N—-1"7""T"N-1/)"

where 0 < p < 1 is a weight that represents how much any vertex of the system is
influenced by the “special vertex”. Notice that 29;1 ap,j=1forany 0 < p < 1.

(5.3) W=a,1"  witha,:= (p,

Moreover, we have v; = a,,Nl/2 and hence UVT =1 — ulvlT =] - la; and
R o1
Y NQy-1) Qy-1

. » (1—p)?
_m(p +—) for1/2 <y <1.

~ 2
o llapl

N -1

Furthermore, since Sp(W) \ {1} coincides with the eigenvalue O with multiplicity

(N — 1), conditions A* < 1 — (2¢)~! or A* =1 — (2¢)~! required in the previous

results when y = 1 correspond to the conditions ¢ > 1/2 or ¢ = 1/2 and, setting
T

Ap:=UVT(UVT) =(I—-1ay)(I —a,1")=1+|la,||’117 — (1) +a,1"),

we have:

@) £, =5A4,for1/2<y <1

(b) ) =557 A4,, fory =landc> 1/2;

() Sf=1A,,fory =landc=1/2.

In order to highlight the role of the “special vertex” in the synchronization of
the system, let us set the initial state of the stochastic processes at the vertices as
follows: Z(') = z1 for the “special vertex” and Z% =...= Z(])V = 7z, for the other
vertices of the graph, with z; # z2. This may represent a situation in which ini-
tially the “special agent” has an inclination z; that is different from the rest of the

population which is settled~0n another inclination z,. Since (Zn)n is a martingale,
we have that E[Z] = E[Zg] = N_I/ZVITZO, which in this case reduces to

ElZool=z1p +22(1 = p).
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Then the expected limiting inclination, that is, E[Z], is strongly related to the
influence that the “special vertex” exercises on the rest of the vertices (which is
ruled by the parameter p). For instance, consider the following cases:

(1) If p >~ 1, then we have E[Z] = 7| regardless the value of z5; this reflects
a situation in which the “special vertex” is very charismatic in the system and he
leads the other elements to synchronize on average towards his initial inclination.

(i) If p =1/N with N large, then we have E[Zy] =~ z; regardless the value
of z1; this reflects a situation in which the “diversity” of the “special vertex” is
dispersed because of the large number of individuals in the population, and so the
expected limiting inclination is close to the initial inclination of the majority of the
system.

6. Statistical inference. First of all, we observe that by means of the central
limit theorem for Zn =NV ZVITZn presented in Theorem 4.2, it is possible to con-
struct, for each 1/2 < y < 1, asymptotic confidence intervals for Z,, that is, the
limit random variable at which all the stochastic processes {(Z, ), :1 < j < N}
converge. Specifically, an asymptotic confidence interval for Z,, with approximate
level (1 — 6) is the following:

Cli—9(Zoo) = (Zn — &\ Zn(1 = Zy)n= Y"1/ Dz,
Zn 4G\ Zy(1 = Zy)n= "1y,

where zg is such that A (0, 1)(zg, +00) = 6/2.

Note that, in order to compute the above confidence interval, we need to know
vy (as well as N, ¢ and y). Nevertheless, it is not required to know the whole
weighted adjacency matrix W. For example, for doubly stochastic matrices, the
vector vy is known (see Remark 4.1).

We now focus on the inferential problem of testing the hypothesis that the net-
work is characterized by a given weighted adjacency matrix Wy, thatis, Hy: W =
Wo, using the multi-dimensional stochastic process (Z,), observed at the vertices.
Since the distribution of Z,, is unknown, we propose a test statistics whose limit
does not involve Z,. The parameters N, ¢ and y are again considered known.

First, we need to introduce some notation. Given a N x N positive semidefinite
matrix £ of rank 1 < r < (N — 1) and having spectral decomposition ¥ = OAO T
(more precisely, A is the diagonal matrix containing the eigenvalues of X and the
columns of O form a corresponding orthonormal basis of right eigenvectors), we
denote by L the diagonal matrix such that

—1/2 . .
A ifh=jand A; >0,
(L1 =1 s

0 otherwise,
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and by H the r x N-matrix such that

1 ifh=jand1<h <r,

Hlp =
L In.j 0 otherwise.

Then:

(a) when 1/2 <y < 1, take © = %, with rank r = (N — 1) and set O, = O,
L,=L,H,=Hand M, =H,L,0,;

(b) wheny =1land A* <1 — (2¢)7 !, take T = il with rank » = (N — 1) and
set 01=0,L1=L,H =H and M| = H]L]OII—;

(c) wheny =1 and A* =1 — (2¢)7!, take = = i]" with rank r equal to the
cardinality m™ of the set

A* = {1 €Sp(W): Re(r;) =1—(2c)7 '},
defined in (3.6) and set Of = O, L¥ =L, Hj = H and M} = H}'L}(0})".

Fixed the weighted adjacency matrix assumed under Hy, that is, Wy, we can
compute for it the vector vq and the matrices U and V as defined in Section 2.
Hence, we can obtain under Hy the real process Zl =NV 2(VITZ,,) and the
multi-dimensional process Zn =(—-N"V ZIVI)Zn =UV'Z,.Then, using (4.6),
(4.18), (4.19) and applying Lemma A.7, we have under Hy that:

(a) for1/2 <y <1,

(6.1) T, :=n""?[Z,0 - Z)]""*M,UV"Z,,
(b) fory =land A* <1 — (2¢)71,

(6.2) Ty, =n"?[Z,(1-Z)] "*MuUVv’Z,,

are asymptotically normal distributed with covariance matrix equal to the (N —
1) x (N — 1) identity matrix (in the above formulas the matrices M, and M,
are those related to fy and 31, respectively, computed for Wy). Hence, both the
test statistics ||'T, |? and IT1,, ||? are asymptotically chi-squared distributed with
(N — 1) degrees of freedom. In the case (c), thatis, y =1 and \* =1 — (2¢)~ 1,
using (4.6), (4.20) and applying Lemma A.7, we have under Hy that

(6.3) T L

1,n o (2, = Z)] " PmiuvTz,

is asymptotically normal distributed with covariance matrix equal to the m* x m*
identity matrix (in the above formula the matrix M7 is the one related to ii" com-
puted for W), and hence the test statistics ||T*1‘,n % is asymptotically chi-squared
distributed with m* degrees of freedom. These results let us construct asymptotic
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critical regions for testing any Wy. The performance in terms of power of these in-
ferential procedures is strongly related to the considered adjacency matrix Wy be-
longing to the alternative hypothesis H;. As an example, let us consider case (a),
since (b) and (c) are analogous. First, note that the vector v, computed under
Hy : W = Wy, may not be the eigenvector of W) associated to A1 = 1, and so we
may have under H; that Zn #*N —1/2 (VlTZ,,). However, by (2.5) and Theorem 3.1,
we still have that N*I/Q(VITZ,,) A8 Nfl/z(vlTl)Zoo = Zso, Which implies that
in (6.1) [Zy(1 = Z)1 V2 25 [Zoo (1 = Zoo)]™ V2 remains valid under H;. Anal-
ogously, note that the columns of U and V, computed under Hy : W = Wy, may
not be the eigenvectors of Wy associated to Sp(Wy) \ {1}. However, by (4.1), (4.2)
and (4.4), we still have that UV 'Z,, = U VTZ, holds under H;. As a conse-
quence, under H; we have that T, ,, is asymptotically normal distributed with
covariance matrix M, U VTiyVU TMVT , where f}, is here computed using the
eigenstructure of Wy, while M,, is related to fy computed for Wy. Consequently,
the distance between the identity matrix / and the matrix M, U VTf},VU TM;
describes the relation between the asymptotic distribution of ||T),,n||2 under Hy
and the one under Hj, which determines the power of the test. For instance, note
that E[|| T, ,||*] = (n — 1) under Hy, while E[||T, ,[?] is equal to the trace of
M,UVTE, VUM, under H.

We now apply these testing procedures to the meaningful examples of weighted
adjacency matrices considered in Section 5.

6.1. “Mean-field” interaction. Consider the family of weighted adjacency
matrices {Wy; @ € (0, 1]} defined in (5.1). It may be of interest to test whether the
unknown parameter « can be assumed to be equal to a specific value ag € (0, 1],
that is,

Hy: W=W,, vs H :W=W, for some o € (0, 1]\ {«o}.
In this case, assuming 2cap > 1 when y = 1, by the results presented in Sec-
tion 5.1, using vi and U =V computed for Wy, we have:
(@) for 1/2 <y < 1,T,, =n"?[Z,(1 — Z,)17V/?/ 20U T Z,;
(b) fory =1 and 2caq > 1, Ty, =n"2[Z,(1 — Z,)] 712201y 77, .
(c) fory =1and 2cap=1,T}, = (Z,(1 - Z)" V2 U7z,

_n_
In(n)

where Z, = N~'17Z,. Under Hy, we have ||T, |2, | T1..|%, I}, 112 4 Xv 1
Concerning the distribution of the test statistics for o # o, notice that the eigen-
vectors of W do not depend on « and so U is the same for any «. Therefore, for
any fixed @ € (0, 1]\ {«g}, under the hypothesis {W = Wy} C H; we have:

d
(@) for 1/2<y < L ITynl* ~ (x5
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2 1 .
(b) for y = 1 and 2cag > 1, ||T1,n||2 (5= x&_y if 2ca > 1, and
ITinl? 5 o0 if 2ca = 1;
P
(¢) fory =1and 2cap = 1, ||T} [ = O for 2ca > 1.

6.2. “Cycle” interaction. We could test whether the weighted adjacency ma-
trix is the one, say Wy, defined in (5.2). Then we consider the following hypothesis
test:

Hy: W=Wy vs H;:W#W,.

Once obtained the eigenstructure of iy, il and i*, we can define T, ,,, T}, and
TT, , asin (6.1), (6.2) and (6.3), respectively, and under Hy we have that:

(a) for1/2 <y <1, T, l? < XN-_15
(b) for y =1 and 2c(1 — cos(2m/N)) > 1, || Ty ,I* < X
(¢) fory =1 and 2¢(1 —cos(2r/N)) = 1, [T I < x2.

6.3. “Special vertex” case. We could test whether there is a “special vertex”
in the network, that is, the weighted adjacency matrix is the one, say W), defined
in (5.3), and so in this case the considered hypothesis test is the following:

Hy:W =W, vs H1:W;éW.

From Section 5.3, we get that Ey = 2A‘,,, 21 = 2 7Ap and E]“ = 4A,,, where
Ap,=(I— 1a;)(1 — aplT). Hence, since A, has rank (N — 1), we have under
Hy that ||T ,[1%, [Ty,.[I* and | T} ,||* defined as in (6.1), (6.2) and (6.3) are all
asymptotically chi-squared dlstrlbuted with (N —1) degrees of freedom. Note that,
differently from the “mean-field” case, the eigenvectors of Zy, T and E* here
change with p. Hence, in this case the power of the test may be more efﬁ01ently

investigated through a numerical study on the distance between the matrices / and
M, U VTEy VU TM; , as discussed above in the general framework.

7. Variants. We can consider the following two variants.

7.1. The case of a “forcing input”. As in [21], we can consider the following
variant:

(7.1 Zpy=U—ry)l, + rn[an—H +1 - ,0)611],

where E[X,|Fn_11=W'Z,_1, p €[0, 1] and g € [0, 1]. The assumptions on
W and (r,) are the same as in the previous sections. (Here, we exclude the case
p = 1 since it corresponds to the model studied in the previous sections.) Note
that this variant of the model contains the classical Friedman’s urn [indeed, if a is
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the number of added balls with the same color of the extracted one and b is the
number of added balls with opposite color, with a > b, then it is enough to take
=(a—>b)/(a+b)and g =1/2].
With the same notation as before, we consider the decomposition (4.4). In par-
ticular, setting Z,=N"V 2VITZn, we obtain the dynamics

Znit = Zn=— = p)ra(Zn — q) + praN "2 (v] AM, 1),
where AM,, 11 =X;41 — W TZ,,. Therefore, we have

Zny1—q=1—=0=p)ra)(Zn—q) + praN~"?(v] AM, 1)
and so

Znp1 —)* = (1 =2ry(1 = p))(Zn — @)* + 1[(1 — )2 (Zn — q)*
+ o’ N (v AM, ).
It follows
E[(Zps1 — |1 Fa] = (1 = 2ra(1 = p))(Zn — 9)*

2
r,%{(l — 0’ Gn— ) + %E[(vIAMnH)Zm]}

= (Zn - Q)Z + rr%éfn

Since (&,), is a bounded sequence of F,-measurable random variables and
>on r,% < 400 for 1/2 < y <1, we have that (Z, — ¢)%), is a positive almost
supermartingale and so it converges almost surely (and also in mean since it is
bounded). On the other hand, from the above computations, we also get

E[(Znt1 — @)*) = (1 =2r,(1 = p))E[(Zy — @)*] + 12 E[£4]

and so, since p < 1, by [21], Lemma A.1, we can conclude that lim, E[(Zn —
q)z] = 0. Therefore, we obtain

Zﬁ)q

Regarding Z,=7,-1Z,=UV'Z,, wecan prove again that it converges almost
surely to 0. Indeed, if we set Zy , = VTZ =VT'Z,, thatis Zn =UZy , by (4.1),
we get from (7.1)

Zvasi =0 —=r)Zyn+ra[pV T AMui1+pV I WTZ, 4+ (1= p)gV 1]
= (1= r)Zv.,
+ra[pVT AM, 41 4+ pV T (wiv] + UDV)Z, + (1 — p)gN2V Tuy]
= =r)Zvn+rapDZy n+12pV  AMyy
=[I —ra = pD)|Zv n + rapV T AM,, 11,
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where [ here denotes the (N — 1) x (N — 1) identity matrix. Arguing as in the
proof of Theorem 4.1, we can obtain that (||Zy , ||2),, is a positive almost super-
martingale, which satisfies

Xnt1 < (1 =2a*r,)x, + Cr,%

with x, = E[||Zy.,]*], a* =1 — pRe(A*) and C a suitable constant. Since
pRe(1*) < 1, we have a* > 0, which implies lim, x,, = 0 and so ||Zv,n||2 -0
almost surely, that is, Zy , — 0 almost surely.

Summing up, also for the considered variant, we have an almost sure synchro-
nization, that is all the stochastic processes {(Z, ), : j € V} converge almost
surely to the same limit, but in this case the limit is the constant “forcing input” q.
It is interesting to observe that this occurs for any weighted adjacency matrix W
satisfying the required assumptions. It is also worthwhile to note that, in this case,
for the above computations, we do not need the condition Re(1*) < 1 since p < 1
automatically implies pRe(A*) < 1 when Re(A*) < 1.

We refer to [21] for some functional central limit theorems in the case of p < 1
and the mean-field interaction.

7.2. The case of a reducible weighted adjacency matrix. We now present an
extension of the theory presented in this paper to the case of a reducible weighted
adjacency matrix (see [2] for a similar approach to systems of interacting general-
ized Friedman’s urns).

We here consider a particular decomposition of W that individuates subgraphs
composed by processes (Z, i), that evolve with different behaviors. The same de-
composition has been applied to the interacting matrix in [2], and it is typically
applied to the transition matrices in the context of discrete time-homogeneous
Markov chains (see [39]) to characterize the state space. More precisely, denot-
ing by m, with 1 <m < N, the multiplicity of the eigenvalue 1 of W, that is,
Al =+ = Ay = 1, the reducible matrix W can be decomposed as follows (see
[39], Example 1.2.2):

Wi 0 0 Wi f

0 W 0 Wy
(7.2) w=|: ... ... ... o

0 0 Wi Wi s

0 0 0 Wy
where:

(i) {W;;1 < j <m}areirreducible N; x N;-matrices with Apn,x(W;) =1 that
identify the recurrent communicating classes in the state space;
(i) Gf Z;f’:l Nj <N —1) Wyisa Ny x Ng-matrix with Anax(Wyr) < 1 that
contains all the transient communicating classes in the state space;
(iii) Gf Z;fl:l N; <N —-1){W; ;1< j<m}are N; x Ny-matrices.
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Obviously, when }7%" | N; = N we have Ny = 0, and hence the elements in
{W; i1 <j<m}and Wy do not exist. This occurs when all the classes are closed
and recurrent, and hence the state space can be partitioned into irreducible and dis-
joint subspaces. In the particular case of W irreducible considered previously in
the paper, there is only one closed and recurrent class, and hence m =1, Ny = N
and Ny =0.

The structure of W given in (7.2) leads to a natural decomposition of the graph
in different subgraphs {G;; 1 < j < m} associated to the submatrices {W;;1 <
J <m} and G s associated to W. Specifically, from (7.2) we can deduce that, for
each 1 < j < m, the vertices in G are not influenced by the vertices in the rest
of the network, and hence the dynamics of the processes in G; can be fully es-
tablished by considering only the correspondent irreducible submatrix W; (see [2]
for further details). Then, applying the results presented in this paper to each sub-
graph G, it is possible to show that all the processes positioned at the vertices in
the same G ; synchronize, that is they all converge almost surely to the same ran-
dom limit. Concerning the subgraph G 7, the weighted adjacency matrix in (7.2)
shows that its vertices are influenced by the vertices in {G ;; 1 < j < m}. There-
fore, applying similar arguments to the ones presented above, it is possible to es-
tablish that the processes positioned at the vertices in G ¢ converge almost surely
to convex combinations of the limits of the processes positioned at the vertices
in {G;;1 < j < m}, where the weights of such combinations are related to the
matrices {W; r; 1 < j <m}and Wy.

We now formalize the considerations illustrated above. To this end, let us first
define the following quantities:

(1) for any k € {1, ..., N}, let ji be the index in {1, ..., m, f} such that k
G ., thatis, ji denotes the index of the subgraph containing the vertex k;

(2) for any k € {1,..., N}, let iy ==k — Zfé‘;ll Ny, [with Z?n:l N,, =0 and
(f — 1) = m], that is, i} denotes the position of the vertex k within the subgraph
G j, it belongs to;

(3) forany j €{l,...,m},letf; € Rﬁf anda; € Rﬁ be defined as follows:
1 iftkeGj,
fi=-wWw)'Wl,1 and [ajlc=1[f;];, ifkeGy,
0 otherwise;
(4) forany je{l,...,m}, letv( € Rfj be the right eigenvector of W; asso-

ciated to the eigenvalue 1 such that ITV(j) =|lajll=/N; + IIf; 2.

Hence, the m left and right eigenvectors of W associated to the eigenvalue 1 can
be taken as follows: u; =a;/[|a;|| and

[viili ifkeG;,
[V/]k — (D ik i J
0 otherwise,



3824 G. ALETTL I. CRIMALDI AND A. GHIGLIETTI

so that |ju;|| = 1 and relations (2.4) hold, that is, uJT
h <m, ll]TVh = 0. Moreover, denoting by D the diagonal matrix with the (N —m)
eigenvalues A ; € Sp(W)\ {1}, and by U and V' the matrices whose columns are the
corresponding left and right eigenvectors, respectively, we have that relations (4.1)

hold and the decomposition of W T asin (4.2) is here obtained as follows:

vi=1and, forany 1 < j #

m m
1
W'=Y "ujvj +UDV'= Z ] ajv; +UDV'.
j=1
Hence, the decomposition of the process Zn in (4.4) is here replaced by the fol-
lowing:
m

m
(7.3) Zn=) a;Znj+Z,=) ujllajllZ, ; +Zn,
j=1

where

foranyje{l my,  Znj=laj|"'v]Zy,
m
Z,=12,— Za] ,”_<I—ZujV]T)Z”:UVTZn.

For any 1 < j < m, let us consider the real-valued stochastic process (Z,, -
Since all the elements of v(;) are positive and 17 v(j) = llaj||, the elements of
the vector [|a; ||~ ly; j can be seen as the weights of a convex combination, so that
0 < Z,; <1 for any n. Moreover, it is easy to see that it is an J-martingale.
Indeed, from (4.3) we obtain that its dynamics can be expressed as follows:

Zny1j— Znj=llaj| " ra(v] AMu1),
where AM,, 11 =X;,+1 — W TZ,. Hence, we immediately get
jad a.s.
Zn g Zoo j»

where Z; ; is a random variable with values in [0, 1].
Arguing as in the proof of Theorem 4.1, we can obtain that the process (Z,,)n
converges to zero a.s., and hence by (7.3) we obtain

m
(7.4) Z Znj+ Ly => Lo ;_Zajzoo,j,

that is,

m
Znk ~5 ) (a1 Zos, -
Jj=1
To interpret the convergence result expressed in (7.4), denote, for each j €
{I,...,m, f}, the N;-dimensional vector Z, ) := (Z, ; k € Gj)T composed by
the processes positioned at the vertices in the same subgraph G ;, and note that:
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o if ke G; with 1 < j <m, then [a;]x =1 and [a;]x =0 for any h # j, and
hence we have

Zn(j) ﬂ) Zoo(j) = IZOO,J';

this means that all the processes (Z, ), positioned at the vertices in the same
subgraph G, with 1 < j < m, synchronize, that is, they all converge almost
surely to the same random limit Zo ;;

e if k € Gy, then [a;]x = [f;];,, and hence

Zn(p) = Loo(f) = Zf Zooj=(I—-W])~ Z T oo
j=l1

Moreover, notice that, since Z’}’:l (W]Tf H=U- W}r)l, we have

m | m

T —

Y= -wi)T > (W =1,

j=1 j=1
and so we can interpret {f;; 1 < j <m} as the weights of a convex combination
and, consequently, the processes (Z, ), positioned at the vertices k € G ¢ do
not synchronize but each of them converges to a suitable weighted average of
the m random variables {Z, j; 1 < j <m}.

Therefore, the random vector Z, can be decomposed as

Zoo = (Zioo(1)s - - - » Loo(my> Zoo( 1)) | -

We conclude observing that it is possible to realize a more complete analysis
of the random limit of the processes (Zn.k)n positioned at the vertices in the sub-
graph G . Indeed, using that wT aj =a; for any j € {1,..., m} (which follows
from u; j= =a;/|la;|| and W'la; ji=u J) and (7.4), we obtain the following relation
on Zso

m m
W' Zoo = WT(Z ajZoo,j) => (W'aj)Zu,,
=1 =1
(1.5) ! !

m
=Yo7 =

The above relation suggests that a more detailed decomposition of W may be
useful to better characterize the elements in Z, and in particular in Zy(r). To
this end, we recall the decomposition of W in (7.2) and we express Wy and
{W r; 1 < j <mj} as follows:

@) (@p)] @)
Wm+l Wm+1 m+2 Wm+l,m+mf
@) @)
(7.6) Wy = 0 Wirvz 0 Wort2mm,
0 0 o W(f)
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where:

av) {W, (f) ;m+1<h<m+ my} are irreducible Nj x Nj-matrices with
AmaX(Wéf )) < 1, that identify the transient communicating classes in the state
space;

) {Wl(f) m+1l1<l<m+mrg—1,m+2<h=<m+my}are Ny X Nj-
matrices;

) ) f
Wl,f Wl Jm+1 W] Jm42 T Wl ,m+m g
W W(f) W(f) W(f)
(7‘7) ?»f — 2,m+1 2 m+2 2,m+m ,
W, ) %) %)
mf Wm,m—H Wm m+2 T Wm,m+m_f
where

(vi) { J(];l), I<j<mm+1=<h<m+my}are N; x Ny-matrices.

Analogously to what we have done in the previous part, the full structure of
W obtained combining (7.2), (7.6) and (7.7) leads to a complete decomposi-
tion of the graph in different subgraphs: {G ;; 1 < j < m} associated to the sub-
matrices {W;;1 < j < m} considered in the previous part, and {Gp;m + 1 <
h <m + my} associated to the submatrices {W}Ef); m+1=<h=<m+my},
where naturally G, C Gy for any m +1 <h <m + my. Then, for each h €
{m+1,...,m+myg}, wedenote by Z, ) := (Zpk: k € Gp) ' the Nj-dimensional
vector composed by the processes positioned at the vertices in the same sub-
graph Gj,. Hence, setting Zqo () := a.s.-1im,, Z,, ;) and decomposing Zqo as Ziyo =
(Zoo(1ys - - - Zoo(ermf))T, by (7.5), we get for each G, C Gy the relation

oo(h)—Z(th) Zoo(j) + Z W) Zooy + (W) Zooiiy.
j=1 I=m+1

which implies

Zooiy = (I — (W)" (Z(Wm) Zoo(j) + Z wiH T oo<1>>'

I=m+1

APPENDIX A: SOME TECHNICAL RESULTS

Throughout the sequel, given (ay), (b,) two sequences of real numbers with
b, > 0, the notation a, = O(b,) means |a,| < Cb, for a suitable constant C > 0
and n large enough. Therefore, if we also have an_l = O(brjl), then C'b, < |a,| <
Cb, for suitable constants C, C’ > 0 and n large enough. Given (z,), (z),) two
sequences of complex numbers, with z; # 0, the notation z,, ~ zz;l, with z € C,
z # 0, means lim, z, /z,, = z and the notation z, = o(z),) means lim, z,/z,, = 0.
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A.1. Asymptotic results for sums of complex numbers. We start recalling
Toeplitz lemma (see [35]), from which we get useful corollaries employed in our
proofs.

LEMMA A.1 (Toeplitz lemma). Let {x,:1 <k <k,} be a triangular array
of real numbers with k, 1 +00 and such that:
(1) limy, x, x = O for each fixed k;
(i) limy Y3y xu = 1;
(iff) Y7L Ikl = O().
Let (yn)n be a sequence of real numbers with lim, y, =y € R. Then we have
limy, Y47 kK = -

REMARK A.l. If in the above lemma we replace condition (ii) by
lim,, Z],z": 1 Xnk =0, we get lim, Zi": 1 Xn.k Yk = 0. Indeed, applying Lemma A.1
t0 Xp k = Xn k — (k)" !, we find

k k
L 1 N~
h}gn;(xn,k - E)yk = hrgnkz_:l Xn k Yk = Y-

Hence, since lim, lef”: | Yi/kn =y (again by Lemma A.1), we finally get
. Ky
lim,, 3 " Xnkyk = 0.

From Lemma A.1, we can easily get the following corollary.

COROLLARY A.1. Let (xy)n, (x,)n and (cy), be three sequences of real num-
bers such that x,, > 0, ¢, > 0, x, ~ xx], with x € (0, +00) and lim, ¢, = 0. Sup-
pose to have limy, ¢, Y} _; xx = s € {0, 1}, then lim, ¢, Y} _; x; = s/x.

PROOF. By assumption, taking ¢ € (0, x), we have x, > (x — ¢)x,, > 0 for

n > n with a suitable n. Moreover, since ¢, — 0, we have lim, ¢, Zzzlx,’c =
lim,, ¢, )"} _; x;. Therefore, without loss of generality, we can suppose x, > 0
for each n. Hence, if s = 1, it is enough to apply Lemma A.1 with x, x = c,xk,
Yn =X, /Xn, ¥y = x~ 1 if s =0, it is enough to apply Remark A.1 to x, x = cpxk.
O

The following lemma extends the Toeplitz lemma and Remark A.1 to complex
numbers.

LEMMA A.2 (Generalized Toeplitz lemma). Let {z,x : 1 <k <k} be a tri-
angular array of complex numbers such that:

(1) lim, z, x = 0 for each fixed k;
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(ii) lim, Yp; 2ok = s € {0, 1};
(i) Y| zaxl = O(1).

Let (wy,), be a sequence of complex numbers with lim,, w, = w € C. Then we have
lim,, le?:l n kWi = SW.

PROOF. Set zyx = ank + ibpk, wy =cy + idy, and w = ¢ + id. By as-
sumption (i), we have lim, a, y = 0 and lim, b, x = 0, for each fixed k, and, by
assumption (ii), we have lim, lez”: | @nx = s and lim, lez”: 1 bux = 0. Applying
Lemma A.1 to a, k, we easily get lim, Z],i”zl an kcx = sc and lim, Zi”zl an kdy =
sd. Then, applying Remark A.1 to b,j, we find lim, Zl,z”: 1 bnkck = 0 and
lim,, Z,]?“:] by kdr = 0. Therefore, we have

kn kn kn kn kn
D znkwk =Y ankck — Y bukdi+i Y anxdi + Y buxcr
k=1 k=1 k=1 k=1 k=1
—> s(c+id) =sw. O
As before, from this lemma, we can easily get the following corollaries.

COROLLARY A.2. Let (zn)n, (Vn)n and (wy), be three sequences of complex
numbers such that lim, v, = 0 and lim, w, = w # 0. Set z,, = z, w, and suppose
to have lim, v, Y j_;zk = s € {0, 1} and |v,| >}, lzk| = O(1) or, equivalently,
lval Y=y |25l = O(1). Then lim, v, Y}, 2; = sw.

PROOF. It is enough to apply Lemma A.2 to z,x = v,zx and w,. To this
purpose, note that, by assumption, taking ¢ € (0, |w|) (note that |w| > O by as-
sumption), we have 0 < |w| — ¢ < |wy| < |w| + & for n > n with n large enough.
Therefore, by the relation z}c = zx Wy, we can affirm that

n

|2 | Z
lval D < lval D Izl < gl
i lwl+¢ —
=n k=n k

n

|z |
lw| —¢

and so the two conditions |v,| > }_; lzx| = O(1) and |v,| Y F_; |z;] = O(1) are
equivalent since |v,| — 0. U

COROLLARY A.3 (Generalized Kronecker lemma). Let (v,) and (zx) be two
sequences of complex numbers such that

n
v %0, limv, =0, lval Y =0(1)
k

1 1
1V Ukl
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and ", z, is convergent. Then

n
. Zk
lim v, E — =0.
S

_— oo . : :
PRQOF. Set w, =) i=n%j and observe tha.t, since ), z, is convergent, we
have lim,, w,, = w = 0 and, moreover, we can write
n n
Zk Wk — Wk41
D EE Pl
k=1 Yk k=1 Uk

:vn[i(i_L)wHﬂ_@}

= \Uk Vk—1

n
1 1 wi
=V, Z(— — —)wk + U — — Wy
ko \Vk  Uk—1 V]
The second and the third term obviously converge to zero. In order to prove that
the first term converges to zero, it is enough to apply Lemma A.2 to w, and z, x =
1 1
Un(ﬁ - ). U

Vk—1

The above corollary is useful to get the following result for complex random
variables (that extends the second part of Lemma 2 in [10] and Lemma 4.1(a) in
[22] concerning the real case).

LEMMA A.3. Let H = (H,)n be an increasing filtration and (Y,) a H-
adapted sequence of complex random variables such that E[Y,|Hy,—-1] — Y al-
most surely. Moreover, let (c,) be a sequence of strictly positive real numbers such
that )", E[|Yn|2]/c,21 < +o00 and let (v,) be a sequence of complex numbers such
that v, # 0 and

n
|
Al limv, =0, i — —jeC,
(A.1) im vy, 1,gnvnkX;Ckvk n

= 0(1).

1 1
1V Vk-1

n 1 n
(A2) [Un| ), ——=0(D), |n|
! ,;Cklvkl ! ,CX:

Then vy, Y 0_, Yi/(crvr) =5 nY.

PROOF. Let A be an event such that P(A) =1 and lim, E[Y,|H,—1](w) =
Y (w) for each w € A. Fix w € A and set w, = E[Y,|H;—1](w) and w = Y (w). If
n # 0, applying Lemma A.2 to z,, x = v,/(ckvkn), s = 1 and w,, we obtain

i E[Yi|Hi-1](w)

limvy,
n

=Y (w).
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If n =0, applying Lemma A.2 to z,, x = v, /(ckvk), s = 0 and w,, we obtain
" E[Yi|Hi—
limu, Y [Yi|Hi—11(w) _o.
o= CkVk
Therefore, for both cases, we have

"\ E[Yk|Hi-1] as.
27—>

Ck Uk

nY.

n
k=1

Now, consider the martingale (M},) defined by
— E[Yi|H
M, Z [Yie| Hi— 1]

Ck
E[IYk\ 1

It is bounded in L? since D il < 400 by assumption and so it is almost

surely convergent, that means
Yi(w) — E[Yi|Hi—1](w)

Z — < +o00

X Ck

for w € B with P(B) = 1. Therefore, fixing w € B and setting z; =
V(@)= EWHie1 @) 'y Corollary A3, we get

Ck

Yi(w) — E[Yi|Hi—1](w)

n
lirgn Up, Z - =0

k=1 Ck Uk

and so

Yi — E[Yi|Hi-1] as.
=
Ci Uk

0.

n
v )

k=1

In order to conclude, it is enough to observe that

n n n
Yy Yy — E[Yi|Hik—1] E[Yi|Hi-1]
030y, B O] 5 EO )

k=1 CkVk =1 CkVk =1 CkVk O

REMARK A.2. It is useful to note that:

e The relations |v,| > }_, m =0(1) and cnlvn||i — vl_ | = O (1) imply con-
ditions (A.2). Indeed, we have
" 1 1 1
=loal Y cxlvel|— — ——|.
Uk—1 =1 Cklvkl Uk Ukl

e Whenever (v,,) isa decreasmg sequence of positive real numbers (the case of the
classical Kronecker lemma), conditions (A.1) obviously entail conditions (A.2).



SYNCHRONIZATION OF RSP WITH A NETWORK-BASED INTERACTION 3831

We conclude this subsection recalling the following well-known relations for
aelR:

o) fora <0,
"1 In(n) + O(1) fora =0,
D S P
k:lk a n"+0() forO<a <1,

a ' +0mnl  fora>1.

A.2. Asymptotic results for products of complex numbers. We now
present the framework for the results of this subsection. Fix 1/2 <y <1 and
¢ > 0, and consider a sequence (r,,), of real numbers such that 0 <r, < 1 and

c
(A.4) Fn ™
Obviously, we have r, > 0 for n large enough and so, in the sequel, without loss
of generality, we will assume 0 < r;, < 1 for all n.

Leta; =a;+iby € Cand ap = ap+iby € C with ay, az > 0. Denote by mg > 2
an integer such that max(ai, az) <r,, ! for all m > mg and define for n > mq and
j == 17 27

n
Pn,j = l_[ (I —ajry) and Enyj:pn_’}-.

m=mg

Then, inspired by the computation done in [21], we can prove the following
technical results.

LEMMA A.4. For j=1,2 and for any ¢ € (0, 1), we have that

O(exp[—(l —8)&111_)’]) for1/2 <y <1,
|pn,jl = l—y

(A.5)

O (n=1=8)aj) fory =1
and

0<exp|:(1+8)&n1_7:|> for1/2 <y <1,
(A.6) [€n, | = -y

O (n1+e)eas) fory =1.
Moreover, if we replace (A.4) with the condition
(A7) nr,—c=0(n""),
we have that

0(exp|:— cdj nl_)’:|> for1/2 <y <1,
(A.8) |Pn,jl = -y
O (n=Y) fory=1
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and

(A9) 1—vy

O (n) fory =1.

0<exp[ cdj nl_VD forl/2 <y <1,
[€n,jl =

PROOF. Consider j =1, 2. We can easily write p, ; = p; jln.j where

n

- . bir
PZ,]‘= l_[(l—ajrm) and ¢, ;= 1_[ (1—zi>.

m=my m=my 1- ajrm

We now observe that

5 n b?r,% n b?r,%z
lgn.j|I” = ml;!m(l + m) = exp[m;noln(l + m)],
and using the inequalities —x <In(1 4 x) < x for x > 0, we have that
exp[—bz- 2": L} <|qn -|2<exp[b2- Xn: L}
LS (U—ajry)? | =7 = LS A —ajrm)?
Hence, since the series ), # is convergent for 1/2 < y < 1, we have

Pn,j= O(|p;f,j|) and £, ; = 0(|E;j|) with E;:’j = l/pf;’j. Therefore, it is enough
to study

n n
Pnj= exp( Z In(1 — ajrk)> and {, ;= exp(— Z In(1 — ajrk)).
‘ k=my . k=mg

Recalling the inequalities In(1 —x) < —x and —In(1 —x) <x +x2for0<x< 1/2
and the fact that the series ) r,% is convergent for 1/2 < y <1, we get

n
p::’j = 0<exp<—aj Z rk>>,
k=mg
n
ZZ,J- = O(exp(aj Z rk)>.
k=my
*

. .. n "
We now take into account the decomposition exp(a; 3 ¢ _,, k) = Sp it > where

n n
S = exp(ajc > k_y) and 1, ;= exp(aj > (e — ck_)’)).
k=mg k=mg

Now, since by condition (A.4), for any € € (0, 1) we have |ry —ck™" | <eck™" for
k large enough (depending on ¢), we obtain

P:,j = 0((S:,j)_(1_8)) and EZ,_/ = O((s, )1+8)-

n,j
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Then (A.5) and (A.6) follow by noticing that, by means of (A.3), we have

N O| exp n ifl1/2<y <1,
Spj = 1 — and
0 (n“°) ify=1
(A.10)
—ajc j_, )
e —1 O<exp<—n )) if1/2 <y <1,
(sn,j) = 1— 14
O(n=%°) ify=1.

Finally, by condition (A.7) and since the series » ; Ok=%) is convergent,
we have 7¥ . = O(1) and (1 )~ I'= 0(1), which imply Py =0y )" 1y and
E* = 0(s* ) Then result (A 8) follows by applying (A.10). O

LEMMA A.5. We have that

n
. 1% 2
hrllnn Pn.1Dn2 Z il 1€e 2

k=mg
(A.11) .
ifl1/2<y <1,
a1+ o F1/ Y
_ ify=1,cla; +ar) > 1
@ o) 1 if y (a1 +az)

and, foranyu > 1,when 1/2 <y <1 orwheny =1anduc(a; +az) > Qu—1),
we have

n

(A.12) 1P l“1Pn2l” > il |1kl = O (n=7 =D,

k=mq
PROOF. Let us start with observing that relations (A.5) imply in particular
(A.13) imn” | pu. 1l pn.2| =0.

Indeed, this fact follows immediately for 1/2 < y < 1 and, for y = 1 one has to
note that, since we assume c(a; + az) > 1, we can choose ¢ small enough so that
c(1 —¢€)(ar +az) > 1. Now, fix kK > 2 and let us define the following quantity:

1 1
Dy k= —tk1tl Y
vk = bkt = (k—l)yk“kl’z
_<1 1>e . Jrl(ZK .
=\ " a- k=11 bk=1.2 74 5 k1 k2 = Se—1,1 812

1 1 Lr—1,18k— 1 Lr—1,18k—
—Eklﬁkz[( ) k—1,16k 1,2+_(1_ k—1,1€k 1,2>]
kv (k= 1) L1k 2 kY L 1€k,2
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Then we observe the following:

1 L \__ 7 (]
w o k—1nr)" 1w T ey

(A.14) .
14
=_k1+y +0<k1+7’> for k — +o00
and
Cr—1,1€8k—1,2 2
(A.15) ————— =1 —a1r)(1 —azrg) =1+ ajoary — (a1 + o2)rk.
Li 1 k2

Now, by using (A.14) and (A.15) in the above expression of D, i, and recall-
ing (A.4), we have for k — +o00

1
D, = Ek,lﬁk,z[— (1 —ayr) (1 — aarg) + — (—ajoori + (a1 + 012)”k):|

ky+l1 kY
Ci 1k 2
+0< AERY )
i 14 L1l 2
=Zk,1€k,2[k—y(0f1 + o) — kl’+1} +0< ARy )
(a1 +az)rg
Tﬁk,lfk,z + o(rZ .14k 2)
ifl1/2<y <1,
T/ ta)r 1
<T — k—2>€k,1fk,2 + o(rily.16x.2)
ify=1,clar +a2) #1,
that is,
Gl o VRN if12<y <1,
A.16 D, i~
( ) vk clap+az)—1 , .
C—z”kzk,lﬁkl ify=1,cla; +a2) #1.

Note that, when y = 1, the condition c(a; + az) > 1 implies that c(a; + ap) # 1
that ensures Dy x ~ r,gﬂkylﬂk,g. Now, we want to apply Corollary A.2 with
2
riln1ln2
in = Dy,nv Up = nypn,lpn,Z, Wy = uy
Dy
c

(a1 +a2)
w = C2

cla; +ap) —1

if1/2<y <1,

ify=1,cla; +az) > 1.
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Indeed, lim, v, = 0 by (A.13), lim, w, = w # 0 by (A.16),

n n
Up Z Zkznypn,lpn,Z Z Dy,k

k=mg k=mq
Lnln2  Lmg—1,14mg—1,2
=n" Py pn2 n1t*n2 — tmo—1,1%mg—1, 1
T nv (mo — 1)Y

by (A.13) and z,, = z,w, = r,%ﬂ,,,lfn,z. Finally, in order to apply Corollary A.2,
it remains to prove that |v,| Y k_,,, |z;| = O(1). In order to do this, we apply
Corollary A.1 to

1 /
— _ 2
Xp = n—ylﬁn,lllfn,zl T [€n—1,111€n—1,2], Xy =131 1€n,2] > 0,

Cn = n” |pn,l ||pn,2|-

Indeed, we have lim,, ¢, D} _,, o Xk = 1, and since

[€k—1,111€k—1,2]
1€k, 111k 2]
by computations similar to the ones done above, we can obtain

=1 +ajoorf — (@1 + @) = 1 — (@1 + @)k + O(r}),

Mx,; if1/2<y <1,
Xn ™~
clai+ar) —1 )
Tx;’ ify=1,cla; +az) > 1,

where both constants belong to (0, +-00). Therefore, ¢, Y y_,, o x;, converges and so
it is bounded. Hence, we have verified all the conditions required by Corollary A.2
and so we can conclude that we have lim, v, > ;_,, 0 z}c = w, that is, (A.11).

Regarding (A.12), we have already considered the case u = 1, which is related
t0 Cn X =, Xt~ Similarly, in order to prove (A.12) for u > 1, we use

e—1,11" k121"
i, 11" 1€k 21"
and apply Corollary A.1 again. Indeed, with computations similar to the one done
before, we obtain

1€k 11" k2" k1,11 [€k—1,2]"

o @u—T1) (k — 1)ru=D

=1 —i—a]azr,g — (a1 +a)r| =1 —ula) + a)rx + 0(’”/%)

ular +az) »
CZM—_I”/(MWk,l “ €k 21"

if1/2<y <1,
“Nuclay +ar) — Qu—1)
e e 0.2
c2u

ify =1, ucla; +az) >2u—1,
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where both constants belong to (0, +00), and so we have

n

. 2u—1 2
limn? =D py 11 paal* D rg 1|kl
k=mg

= C(y. ) limn” =D py 1[*| py 2"

Xn: il k2" r—1, 1" r—1,2]"

ky Qu—1) (k — 1)r@u=D

k=mg

=C(y,u)
for a suitable constant C(y, u) € (0, +00). U

REMARK A.3. We note that, if ¥y = 1 and (A.7) holds, then we can add to
(A.12) the following:

n

2
1Pna " Ipn 2" Y i1kl ek, 2]"

k=m

(A.17) ’
O(In(n)/n"“c@142) if ye(a; + ax) = Qu — 1),
O(n_“C(“‘+“2)) ifuc(a; +az) < Qu—1).

Indeed, by means of (A.8) and (A.9) in Lemma A.4, we have

n

2
1Pt 1 Pn2l" Y e e | ek 2|

k=mg

— O(n—uc(a1+a2)) Xn: O(kuc(a1+a2)—2u)

k=mq

" 1
_ —uc(ay+az)
_O(n : 2) Z O(kl—(uc(a1+a2)—2u+1)>’

k=mq

LEMMA A.6. Lety =1, c(a; +az) = 1 and replace condition (A.4) by (A.7).
Then we have

n
2
PPz Y bkl =

k=mg

(A.18) lim ——
n In(n)

0 if by + by #0,
2 ifbi+by=0
and

n O(In(n)/n) foru=1,
(A19)  pual“Ipaal” D rg" 10kl lr 2l =
" ! Z g o(n™) foru>1.
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PROOF. First, note that (A.18) for the case b| + by # 0 can be established
using the computations done for the proof of Lemma A.5 with y = 1. Indeed, we
can apply Corollary A.2 with

2
Filn1€n 2
=D, , — ””*7”
Zn 1,n Uy = ln( )Pn 1Pn,2 Wy Dl,n
2
z =ann=r2£n 14n.2, :C—-
" e cla; +ap) — 1
In fact, by assumptions (A.7) and c(a1 +ap) =1, we have
(A.20) lim In( )Ipn P2l =

since (A.8) in Lemma A.4 and, moreover, we have lim, w, = w # 0 by (A.16)
since c(a; + a2) # 1, and |v,| Zzzmo |z;| = O(1) by (A.17) with u = 1, and fi-
nally, we have lim, v, > }_,, 02k =0.

We now focus on the case b1 + by = 0. Fix k > 2 and let us define the following
quantity:

D ln(k)g In(k — DZ ¢
nk = — k1 le2 1 Gtibiin
In(k) In(k—1) In(k)
= ( PR — >€k—1,1€k—1,2 + Lr, 1,2 — Ci—1,18k=1,2)

0ot [(111(/6) _In(k — 1)>€k—1,15k—1,2
ko 15k,2 k k—1 Le1lk2

In(k Lr—1,18k—
. n( )(1_ k—1,14k 1,2)].
k i, 1€k,2

‘We observe that for k — 400

(ln(k)_ln(k—1)>__ Ink)  In(l—k"

k k—1 k(k—1) k—1
In(k 1 In(k

_ (k) 1
Tk +k_+ (kZ)

Now, by using (A.15) and (A.21) in the expression of Dy «, and recalling (A.7),
we have that

Dinx = 4€x.1 fk,z[(

In(k)
k

ln(k)

S+ ) e — o

L1k 2
(—ajaari + (1 +a2)rk)} + 0( 2 )
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ri In(k) In(k) 1 10k

(ay +axyrr 1 1 Li1lk.2
= [ln(k)(ik k2) :|£k 1€k2+o0 ( 2 >

Then, since the equalities c(a; + az) = 1 and b1 + by = 0 imply c(o] + a2) =1,
and recalling (A.7), we obtain

Din i =

i 14
Ek 1€k2+0< k1 k’2>

k? k2

(A.22)
1 5 1,
= ﬁfk,lekl +o(ric i k2) ~ 2rk£k,1£k,2-

Now, we want to apply Corollary A.2 with

anDln,m Uy = ln( )Pn 1Pn,2s Wy =——"",
2

2
2y = ZnWn = T ln 14n 2, w=c.

Indeed, lim, v, = 0 by (A.20), lim, w, = w # 0 by (A.22), |v,] Zzzmo |z | =
O(1) by (A.17) (with u = 1) since c(a; + a2) = 1 by assumption,

n
lim v, > 2k = lim Ty Pt P2 Z Din i
k=mg ( ) k=m
_n (1n(n)£n,1fn,2 _ In(mo — 1)£m0—1,1€m0—1,2>
In(n) P2 (mo— 1)
— 1

by (A.20). Hence, all the conditions required by Corollary A.2 hold and so we can
conclude that we have lim, v, >} _,, o ch = w, that is, (A.18) for b; + by =0.

Finally, relations (A.19) follows from (A.17) using the assumption that c(a; +
ay)=1. O

A.3. A result for Gaussian random vectors. The following result is about
the standardization of Gaussian random vectors with singular covariance matrix.

LEMMA A.7. Let X be a random vector with distribution Ny (0, £) and con-
sider the spectral decomposition ¥ = OAO" (more precisely, A is the diagonal
matrix containing the eigenvalues of X and the columns of O form a correspond-
ing orthonormal basis of right eigenvectors). Let 1 <r < N be the rank of X,

define the diagonal matrix L as follows:
AP ifh=jand xj >0,
(Lln,j=1 ,
0 otherwise,
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and denote by H the r x N-matrix such that

1 ifh=jand1 <h<r,

0 otherwise.

[H]n,j = i
Then, setting M = HLO" and Y = M X, the distribution of Y is N, (0, ).

PROOF. It is immediate to see that Y is a Gaussian vector since it is a linear
transformation of the Gaussian vector X. Then the result follows by noticing that

Cov(Y)=MEM' =HL(O"SO)LH = H(LAL)H" =1. O

APPENDIX B: STABLE CONVERGENCE AND ITS VARIANTS

We recall here some basic definitions and results. For more details, we refer the
reader to [18, 20, 23, 29] and the references therein.

Let (2, A, P) be a probability space, and let S be a Polish space, endowed
with its Borel o-field. A kernel on S, or a random probability measure on S, is a
collection K = {K (») : w € Q} of probability measures on the Borel o-field of §
such that, for each bounded Borel real function f on S, the map

o> Kf(w)= / FOOK (@) (dx)

is A-measurable. Given a sub-o-field H of A, a kernel K is said H-measurable if
all the above random variables K f are F-measurable.

On (22, A, P), let (Y;;) be a sequence of S-valued random variables, let H be a
sub-o-field of A and let K be a H-measurable kernel on S. Then we say that Y,
converges H-stably to K, and we write Y, —> K H-stably, if

k1
P(Y, e |H) =5 E[K()|H]  forall H e H with P(H) > 0.

In the case when H = A, we simply say that Y,, converges stably to K and we write
Y, —> K stably. Clearly, if ¥,, — K 7H-stably, then Y,, converges in distribution
to the probability distribution E[K (-)]. Moreover, the H-stable convergence of Y,
to K can be stated in terms of the following convergence of conditional expecta-
tions:

o(L',L%)
(B.1) E[f(Y)IH] — " Kf
for each bounded continuous real function f on §.

In [23], the notion of H-stable convergence is firstly generalized in a natural
way replacing in (B.1) the single sub-o-field H by a collection G = (G,) (called
conditioning system) of sub-o-fields of .A and then it is strengthened by substitut-
ing the convergence in o (L', L) by the one in probability (i.e., in L!, since f is
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bounded). Hence, according to [23], we say that Y, converges to K stably in the
strong sense, with respect to G = (Gp,), if

(B.2) E[f(Y)|Gn] <> K f

for each bounded continuous real function f on S.

Finally, a strengthening of the stable convergence in the strong sense can be nat-
urally obtained if in (B.2) we replace the convergence in probability by the almost
sure convergence: given a conditioning system G = (G,,), we say that Y}, converges
to K in the sense of the almost sure conditional convergence, with respect to G, if

E[f(Y2)Gn] =5 Kf

for each bounded continuous real function f on §. Evidently, this last type of con-
vergence can be reformulated using the conditional distributions. Indeed, if K,
denotes a version of the conditional distribution of Y, given G,, then the random
variable K, f is a version of the conditional expectation E[ f(Y,)|G,] and so we
can say that Y, converges to K in the sense of the almost sure conditional con-
vergence, with respect to F, if, for almost every w in €2, the probability measure
K, (w) converges weakly to K (w). The almost sure conditional convergence has
been introduced in [18] and, subsequently, employed by others in the urn model
literature (e.g., [5, 45]).

We now conclude this section with some convergence results that we need in
our proofs.

From [24], Proposition 3.1, we can get the following result.

THEOREM B.1. Let (T, )n>1,1<k<k, be a triangular array of d-dimensional
real random vectors, such that, for each fixed n, the finite sequence (T, k)1<k<k, IS
a martingale difference array with respect to a given filtration (G, i )k>0. Moreover,
let (t,)n be a sequence of real numbers and assume that the following conditions

hold:

(c1) GuxSGni1.k foreachn and 1 <k <ky;

P .
(c2) Zi"zl(tnT,,,k)(t”Tn,k)T = t,% Zf”zl Tn,kT;,r,k —> X, where X is a random
positive semidefinite matrix;

Ll
(c3) supj<g<k, [t Tn k| — 0.

Then t, ZI,Z”: | Tk converges stably to the Gaussian kernel N, %).

The following result combines together a stable convergence and a stable con-
vergence in the strong sense.
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THEOREM B.2 ([10], Lemma 1). Suppose that C,, and D,, are S-valued ran-
dom variables that M and N are kernels on S, and that G = (G,),, is an (increas-
ing) filtration satisfying for all n:

oSGy and oDy <o(Ud)

If C,, stably converges to M and D,, converges to N stably in the strong sense, with
respect to G, then

[Ch, Dyl — M QN stably.

[Here, M @ N is the kernel on S x S such that (M ® N)(w) = M (w) ® N (w) for
all w.]

Given a conditioning system G = (G, ), if U is a sub-o-field of A such that, for
each real integrable random variable Y, the conditional expectation E[Y|G,] con-
verges almost surely to the conditional expectation E[Y |{/], then we shall briefly
say that U is an asymptotic o -field for G. In order that there exists an asymptotic
o-field U for a given conditioning system G, it is obviously sufficient that the se-
quence (G,), is increasing or decreasing. (Indeed, we can take I/ =\/,, G, in the
first case and U =(),, G, in the second one.)

THEOREM B.3 ([18], Theorem A.l1). On (22, A, P), for each n > 1, let
(Fn.nhen be a filtration and (My p)hen a real martingale with respect to
(Fn.n)hen, with My o = 0, which converges in L' to a random variable M, .
Set

Xn,j =My j— My ;1 for j>1, U, := ZXZ

n,j’
j=1

X, :==sup|X, |
j=1

Further, let (k,)n>1 be a sequence of strictly positive integers such that k, X Rl
0 and let U be a sub-o-field which is asymptotic for the conditioning system G
defined by G, = Fy ,. Assume that the sequence (X)), is dominated in L' and
that the sequence (U,), converges almost surely to a positive real random variable
U which is measurable with respect to U.

Then, with respect to the conditioning system G, the sequence (M, o), con-
verges to the Gaussian kernel N'(0, U) in the sense of the almost sure conditional
convergence.
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