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Pólya urn: definition
▶ Introduced by Eggenberger and Pólya in 1923: “Über die

Statistik verketteter Vorgänge”, i.e. “On statistics of linked
behaviors”.

▶ Urn with balls of two colors: green and red.
▶ Initially a, resp. b > 0 balls of green, red color.
▶ Gn, Rn numbers of balls of green, red color added until n-th

draw, G0 = R0 = 0.
▶ Reinforcement rule: pick one ball at random and put it back

together with another ball of same color:

P(Gn+1 = Gn + 1 |Gk ,Rk k ⩽ n) =
a+ Gn

a+ Gn + b + Rn
=: αn.

n 0 n 1 n 2 n 3

Let us now endow the set of all urn paths with a particular dynamics thus defining
a stochastic process. Fix wi i 0

0 the reinforcement weight sequence and
define the quantity π r, g wr

wr wg
which we shall understand as the probability of drawing

a red ball among r red and g green balls. Note that π r, g π g, r 1. For n 1, define
the increment of red (resp. green) balls at time n by ∆rn rn rn 1 (resp. ∆gn gn gn 1).
Then the dynamics is defined as follows: X Rn,Gn n is a Markov chain with X0

0,0 and the transition law

∆Rn 1 a Xn r, g Xn r,g
d
a π r, g aπ g, r d a

Xn r,g , a,0 a d;
∆Gn 1 d ∆Rn 1.

It is clear that X is an urn path with parameter d a.s. In words, ∆Rn 1 (and ∆Gn 1)
follows a binomial distribution B d,π r, g conditionally on Xn r, g : each of the d
balls added at time n is independently red with probability π Rn,Gn and green with
probability π Gn,Rn .

For n , denote by n the σ-field generated by the n first steps:

n σ X0,X1, . . . ,Xn .

This model can be linked with multiple Reinforced Random Walks. Consider the
following star shaped graph:

Suppose that there are d particles on the central vertex and at each step they jump over
one of the vertices with probability proportional to wi, where i is the number of time the
vertex has been visited by one of the particles since the begining, and then jump back
to the central vertex. This dynamic is equivalent to an urn process in which d balls are
added in the urn at each step and the balls could be of E different colours where E is the
number of edges (or the number of vertices different from the central one). In this paper
we will limit ourselves to two different colours, that is E 2:

Remark 1. This model is equivalent to the Interacting Urn Model [2] with d urns in the
case when the memory sharing is maximal, that is the correlation probability p 1. In
that setting all the d urns always draw their balls in the d urns combined. Therefore,
Theorem 2.3 answers an open question of [2].
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The notion of exchangeability (de Finetti)

Definition
Let (Xi )i⩾1 random process taking values in {0, 1}. Then X is
called exchangeable if, for all n ∈ N and σ ∈ Sn,

L
(
(Xσ(i))1⩽i⩽n

)
= L ((Xi )1⩽i⩽n) .

Theorem (de Finetti)

If (Xi )i⩾1 is exchangeable, then there exists a random variable
α ∈ [0, 1] such that

1

n

n∑
i=1

Xi −→n→∞ α.

Conditionally on α, (Xi )i⩾1 is an i.i.d. sequence of Bernoulli
random variables with success probability α, which we call Pα.



Exchangeability of Pólya urn
Let Pa,b be the law of the Pólya urn starting from a, resp. b > 0
balls of green, red color.
If a ∈ R, n ∈ N, define

(a, n) = a . . . (a+ n − 1) =
n−1∏
i=0

(a+ i) =
Γ(a+ n)

Γ(a)
,

where Γ is the Gamma function, and

C (a, b) =
Γ(a)Γ(b)

Γ(a+ b)
.

Lemma
Let (Gn)n⩾0 be a Pólya urn, and set Xn := Gn − Gn−1. Then
(Xn)n⩾1 is exchangeable and, if p =

∑n
i=1 ϵi , q = n − p, then

Pa,b (Xi = ϵi , 1 ⩽ i ⩽ n) =
C (a+ p, b + q)

C (a, b)
.



Pólya urn: statistical view

▶ Given sequence of i.i.d. Bernoulli random variables with
unknown random success probability α, how can we estimate
α?

▶ Bayesian approach: choose prior distribution on random
variable α.

▶ Let L(a, b) be the law of the random variable α under Pa,b.

▶ If prior on α is L(a, b), then by definition

Lα∼L(a,b)(Pα ((1Isuccess at time n)n⩾1)) = Pa,b((Gn−Gn−1)n⩾1)),

where (Gn)n∈N defined from Pólya urn above.



Statistical view of Pólya urn: consequences

▶ Hence, if the prior on α is L(a, b), then the posterior
distribution conditioned on p successes and q failures is
L(a+ p, b + q), as the distribution of α for the Pólya urn
starting from a+ p green balls and b + q red balls.

▶ The prior and posterior are in the same family of probability
distributions, and are thus called conjuguate priors.

▶ (Gn,Rn) is a sufficient statistic for α at time n:
▶ Informally: no other statistic that can be calculated from the

sequence (Gk)k⩽n provides any additional information as to
the value of the parameter α.

▶ Formally: given statistical model {Pα : α ∈ (0, 1)}, where Pα

is the law of i.i.d. sequences with success probability α,
Pα((Gk)k⩽n|Gn) does not depend on α (Exercise).

▶ It is a minimal sufficient statistics: there is no sufficient
statistics that needs less information.



Pólya urn: how to find L(a, b)? (I)
▶ Assume that the law of α under Pa,b has a smooth integrable

density measure φa,b w.r.t. Lebesgue measure on [0, 1].

▶ Under Pa,b, the posterior distribution conditioned on p
successes and q failures is L(a+ p, b + q).

▶ But, if p =
∑n

i=1 ϵi , q = n − p, then

Pa,b (α ∈ [x , x + dx ] |X = ϵ|1⩽i⩽n) =
φa,b(x)xp(1− x)q

Pa,b (Xi = ϵi , 1 ⩽ i ⩽ n)
dx

=
φa,b(x)xp(1− x)qC (a, b)

C (a+ p, b + q)
dx .

▶ It follows that

φa+p,b+q(x) =
xp(1− x)qC (a, b)

C (a+ p, b + q)
φa,b(x)

=

(
xa+p(1− x)b+q

C (a+ p, b + q)

)(
xa(1− x)b

C (a, b)

)−1

φa,b(x).



Pólya urn: how to find L(a, b)? (II)

Let

n = p + q, β(n) =
a+ p

a+ b + n
.

Then, using Stirling’s approximation

Γ(z) ∼z→∞
√
2πzz−1/2e−z ,

C (a+ p, b + q) ∼p,q→∞
√
2π

(a+ p)a+p−1/2(b + q)b+q−1/2

(a+ b + n)a+b+n−1/2

∼p,q→∞
√
2π (nβ(n)(1− β(n)))−1/2 ηβ(n)(β(n))

n,

where
ηβ(x) = xβ(1− x)1−β.



Pólya urn: how to find L(a, b)? (III)

Therefore

φa+p,b+q(x)

∼
p,q→∞

φa,b(x)C (a, b)

xa(1− x)b
1√
2π

(nβ(n)(1− β(n)))1/2
(

ηβ(n)(x)

ηβ(n)(β(n))

)n

.

Now, for all β ∈ (0, 1),

log

(
ηβ(x)

ηβ(β)

)
= β log

(
x

β

)
+ (1− β) log

(
x

1− β

)
= − (x − β)2

2β(1− β)
+ o

(
(x − β)3

)



Pólya urn: how to find L(a, b)? (IV)

We conclude that

lim
n→∞, β(n)→x

∫ 1

0
φa+p,b+q(y) dy = 1 =

φa,b(x)C (a, b)

xa−1(1− x)b−1
,

using that

1√
2π

√
n

β(n)(1− β(n))

∫ ∞

−∞
exp

(
− nz2

2β(n)(1− β(n))

)
dz = 1

Therefore

φa,b(x) =
xa−1(1− x)b−1

C (a, b)
.



Edge-Reinforced Random Walk (Coppersmith and
Diaconis, 1986)

▶ G = (V ,E ) non-oriented locally finite graph

▶ ae > 0, e ∈ E , initial weights

• Edge-Reinforced Random Walk (ERRW) (Xn) on V : X0 = i0
and, if Xn = i , then

P(Xn+1 = j |Xk , k ⩽ n) = 1{j∼i}
Z{i ,j}(n)∑

k∼Xn
Z{ik}(n)

where

Z{i ,j}(n) = ai ,j +
n∑

k=1

1{Xk−1,Xk}={i ,j}.

▶ ae small: strong reinforcement

▶ ae large: small reinforcement



The ERRW

A simulation due to Andrew Swan.



The Mixing Measure of ERRW

A simulation due to Andrew Swan.



The notion of partial exchangeability (Diaconis and
Freedman, 1980) (I)

Definition
Let (Yn)n⩾0 a random process on a graph G = (V ,E ). It is called
partially exchangeable (resp. reversibly partially exchangeable) if,
for any nearest-neighbor path γ = (γ0, . . . , γn) on V ,

P[(Y0, . . . ,Yn) = (γ0, . . . , γn)]

only depends on its starting point and on the number of crossings
of directed (resp. undirected) edges by γ.



The notion of partial exchangeability (Diaconis and
Freedman, 1980) (II)

Theorem (Diaconis and Freedman, 1980)

If (Yn)n⩾0 is a.s. recurrent (i.e. Yn = Y0 infinitely often) and
partially exchangeable (resp. reversibly partially exchangeable, and
each edge is traversed is traversed in both directions with
probability 1) then it is a mixture of Markov chains (resp.
reversible Markov chains), i.e.

L(Y ) =

∫
Pω(.) dµ(ω),

Here Pω denotes the Markov Chain with transition probability
ω(i , j) from i to j. If Pω is reversible, then there exists
x = (xe) ∈ (0,∞)E such that

ω(i , j) = ωx(i , j) =
xij
xi
, xi =

∑
j∼i

xij . Let Px = Pωx
.



Edge-Reinforced random walk (ERRW): partial
exchangeability

Let Pa,i0 be the law of ERRW with initial weights a = (ae)e∈E and
starting from i0, also denoted by ERRW (i0, a).

Lemma
The ERRW is reversibly partially exchangeable: more precisely,

Pi0,a(X0 = i0, . . . ,Xn = in = j0)

=

∏
e∈E (ae , ne)∏

i∈V 2vi−δj0 (i)
(
ai+1−δi0 (i)

2 , vi − δj0(i)
) =

γ(i0, a)

γ(j0, α)
,

where ne (resp. vi ) is the number of crossings (resp. visits) of edge
e (resp. site i) by the path (i0, . . . , in), α = (ae + ne)e∈E , and

γ(i0, a) =

∏
i∈V Γ

(
1
2(ai + 1− δi0(i))

)
2

1
2
(ai−δi0 (i))∏

e∈E Γ(ae)
.



Edge-Reinforced random walk (ERRW): partial
exchangeability

In the last equality we use that

ni :=
∑
j∼i

nij = 2vi − δi0(i)− δj0(i)

so that

vi − δj0(i) =
(ai + ni )− δj0(i)

2
− ai − δi0(i)

2
.

By the Theorem of Diaconis and Freedman (1980), since
ERRW (i0, a) is reversibly partially exchangeable it is a mixture of
reversible Markov chains Px .
Let L(i0, a) be the mixing measure of x under Pi0,a.



Edge-Reinforced random walk (ERRW): statistical view

▶ Given reversible Markov Chain Px with transition probability
xij/xi from i to j , with unknown random vector x , how can we
estimate x?

▶ Bayesian approach: assume prior on x is µi0,a and run Markov
Chain Px , then law is the one of ERRW Pi0,a by theorem
above.

▶ Hence, the posterior distribution after n first steps is given by
µZ(n),Xn .

▶ Thus prior and posterior are conjuguate priors.

▶ (Diaconis and Rolles, 2006) Z (n) is a minimal sufficient
statistic for the model, also provide method of simulation of
the posterior.



Edge Reinforced Random Walks (ERRW): how to find the
limit measure? (I)

Let us do Bayesian statistics again: assume that µi0,a has an
integrable smooth density φi0,a w.r.t dx =

∏
e∈E\{e0} dxe (for

arbitrary e0 ∈ E ) on the simplex L1 = {
∑

xe = 1, xe > 0}, then

Pi0,a(X ∈ [x , x + dx ]|X0 = i0, . . . ,Xn = in = j0)

=
φi0,a(x) dx

Pi0,a(X0 = i0, . . . ,Xn = in = j0)

∏
e∈E xnee∏

i∈V x
vi−δj0 (i)

i

.

Therefore

φj0,α(x) = φi0,a(x)

∏
e∈E xnee∏

i∈V x
vi−δj0 (i)

i

γ(j0, α)

γ(i0, a)

=
φi0,a(x)

γ(i0, a)

 ∏
e∈E xaee∏

i∈V x
ai−δi0

(i)

2
i


−1 ∏

e∈E xae+ne
e∏

i∈V x
ai+ni−δj0

(i)

2
i

 γ(j0, α)



Edge Reinforced Random Walks (ERRW): how to find the
limit measure? (II)

Again we can show, using Stirling’s approximation, that, letting
n =

∑
e∈E αe , β = α/n, we have

γ(j0, α) ∼
∀e∈E , αe→∞

√
n
|E |−1√

2π
|V |−|E |

∏
e∈E
√
βe√

βj0

1

(ηβ(β))n
,

where

ηβ(y) =

∏
e∈E yβe

e∏
i∈V y

βi/2
i

.

Therefore, if n→∞, β → x , φj0,α(y) is of the order of

φi0,a(y)

γ(i0, a)

∏
i∈V y

ai−δi0
(i)

2
i∏

e∈E yaee x
−1/2
e

√
yj0
xj0

√
n
|E |−1√

2π
|V |−|E |

(
ηβ(y)

ηβ(β)

)n

.

(2.1)



Edge Reinforced Random Walks (ERRW): how to find the
limit measure? (III)

Now

log

(
ηβ(y)

ηβ(β)

)
= −1

4
Qβ(y − β) + O(∥y − β∥3∞),

where

Qβ(y) =
∑
i ,j :j∼i

βij

(
yij
βij
− yi
βi

)2

= 2
∑

{i ,j}∈E

y2ij
βij
−
∑
i∈V

y2i
βi
.

Show that, if L0 = {
∑

xe = 0}, dy =
∏

e∈E\{e0} dye ,∫
L0

exp

(
−1

4
Qβ(y)

)
dy =

(∏
e∈E

√
βe

)(∏
i∈V

√
βi

)
2

|E |+|V |−3
2
√
π
|E |−1√

D(β)
,

where D(y) =
∑

T∈T
∏

e∈T ye , T set of (non-oriented) spanning
trees of G .



Edge Reinforced Random Walks (ERRW): how to find the
limit measure? (IV)

This implies by (2.1) that

1 = lim
n→∞, β→x∈L1

∫
L1

φj0,α(y) dy

=
φi0,a(x)

γ(i0, a)

2|V |−3/2√π|V |−1√
xi0D(x)

∏
i∈V x

ai+1

2
i∏

e∈E xae−1
e

which yields

φi0,a(x) = Cγ(i0, a)
√
xi0

∏
e∈E xae−1

e∏
i∈V x

ai+1

2
i

,

with

C =
23/2−|V |
√
π|V |−1

.



Edge Reinforced Random Walks (ERRW): Limit measure
(Diaconis and Coppersmith, 1986, Keane and Rolles, 2000)

Theorem
▶ (Ze(n)n∈N converges a.s. to a random vector X = (Xe)e∈E
▶ Conditionally on x, ERRW is a reversible Markov chain Px

with jump probability xij/xi from i to j, xi =
∑

k∼i xik .

▶ X has the following density w.r.t to measure
∏

e∈E\{e0} dxe on
the simplex {∀e ∈ E , xe > 0

∑
e∈E xe = 1}

Cγ(i0, a)
√
xi0

∏
e∈E xae−1

e∏
i∈V x

1
2
ai

i

√
D(x).

Recall that

γ(i0, a) =

∏
i∈V Γ

(
1
2(ai + 1− δi0(i))

)
2

1
2
(ai−δi0 (i))∏

e∈E Γ(ae)
,



Edge Reinforced Random Walks (ERRW): Limit measure
(Diaconis and Coppersmith, 1986, Keane and Rolles, 2000)

and

C =
23/2−|V |
√
π|V |−1

, D(y) =
∑
T∈T

∏
e∈T

ye ,

where T is the set of (non-oriented) spanning trees of G .

▶ Obtained by Keane and Rolles (2000) by different means:
probability of a path Pa,i0(X0 = i0, . . . ,Xn = in = j0) only
depends on the local time, compute the probability of
reaching a given vertex j0 and local time (ne)e∈E , by summing
over all possible paths

▶ By-product of that approach: obtain an interpretation of the
spanning trees which appear in the formula, as last/first exit
trees of the walk. Interesting connection with work of Angel,
Crawford and Kozma (2014) on recurrence of ERRW.

▶ As far as I know, the approach in this lecture for finding the
limit measure is new.



How to show the limit measure is correct? (Sabot-T. 2021,
for *-ERRW) (I)

Let φ be a smooth function on L1 whose support is compact and
has empty intersection with ∪e∈E{x : xe = 0}. Let, for all i ∈ V ,
α ∈ (0,∞)E ,

Ψ(i , α)(φ) =

∫
L1

φ(y)µi ,α(dy)

and prove that

E(α)
i0

(φ(Y )) = Ψ(i0, α)(φ).

The process (Xn,Z (n)) is a Markov process on V × (0,∞)E with
generator

Lg(i , α) =
∑
j∼i

αi ,j

αi

(
f (j , α+ 1{i ,j))− f (i , α)

)
.

We have
LΨ = 0. (Exercise)



How to show the limit measure is correct? (Sabot-T. 2021,
for *-ERRW) (II)

This implies that Ψ(Xn,Z (n))(φ) is a martingale, and therefore
that

Ψ(i0, α)(φ) = E(α)
i0

(Ψ(Xn,Z (n))(φ))

The next aim is to prove that

lim
n→∞

Ψ(Xn,Z (n))(φ) = φ(Y ) a.s. ,

where Y = limn→∞ Z (n)/n, which will imply the result by
dominated convergence, which can be shown by an asymptotic
technique as before.



How to show the limit measure is correct, if we know it is
a probability measure?

▶ Sample x according to µi0,a as in the formula.
▶ Conditionally on x , probability of a path (i0, . . . , in+1) is∏

e∈E x
ne+δ{in,in+1}(e)
e∏
i∈V xvii

where ne (resp. vi ) is the number of crossings (resp. visits) of
edge e (resp. site i) of (i0, . . . , in).

▶ Hence the annealed probability of a path is

Cγ(i0, a)

∫ ∏
e∈E x

ne+δin in+1
(e)

e∏
i∈V xvii

dµi0,a(x) =
γ(i0, a)

γ(in+1, α+ δinin+1)
,

where α = (ae + ne)e∈E .
▶ Thus conditional probability (i0, . . . , in+1) knowing (i0, . . . , in)

γ(in, α+ δ{in,in+1})

γ(in+1, α)
=
α{in,in+1}

αin

.



Early results on Edge-Reinforced random walk (’86-’09)

▶ Using partial exchangeability (Diaconis and Freedman’80)
ERRW is a Random Walk in Random Environment (RWRE)

▶ Explicit computation of mixing measure:
Coppersmith-Diaconis ’86, Keane-Rolles ’00

▶ Pemantle ’88: recurrence/transience phase transition on trees:

▶ Root the tree at i0 for simplicity.
▶ Between two visits to each vertex, once an edge is crossed the

walk comes back through it.
▶ Hence, independently at each vertex, Pólya urn with initial

number of balls ((aij + δ{j father of i0})/2)j∼i .
▶ Hence the environment is independent Dirichlet at each vertex

i : Random Walk in (independent) Random Environment
(RWRE)

▶ Merkl Rolles ’09: recurrence on a 2d graph (but not Z2)



ERRW and statistical physics: ERRW ←→ VRJP (I)

Let (We)e∈E be conductances on edges, We > 0.
VRJP (Ys)s⩾0 is a continuous-time process defined by Y0 = i0 and,
if Ys = i , then, conditionally to the past,

Y jumps to j ∼ i at rate Wi ,jLj(s),

with

Lj(s) = 1 +

∫ s

0
1{Yu=j}du.

Proposed by Werner and first studied on trees by Davis, Volkov
(’02,’04).



ERRW and statistical physics: ERRW ←→ VRJP (II)
Random conductances (We)e∈E

Theorem (T. ’11, Sabot, T. ’15)

ERRW (Xn)n∈N with weights (αe)e∈E

”law”

=
VRJP (Yt)t⩾0 with conductances We ∼ Γ(αe) indep.

(at jump times)

▶ Similar equivalence applies to any linearly reinforced RW on
its continuous time version (initially proved for VRRW, T’. 11)



Proof of ERRW ←→ VRJP (I)
Rubin construction : continuous equivalent of ERRW

Similar to continuous-time version of discrete-time Markov chain

Clocks at each edge:

▶ (ζei )e∈E ,i∈N collection of i.i.d variables, Exp(1) distributed.

▶ Alarms at each edge e ∈ E , at times

V e
k :=

k∑
i=0

ζei
αe + i

, k ∈ N ∪ {∞}.

Process (X̃t)t⩾0 starting from i0 ∈ V :

▶ Clock e only runs when (X̃t)t⩾0 adjacent to e.

▶ Alarm e rings =⇒ X̃t traverses it.

Then (X̃t)t∈R+ (at jump times) ”law”
= (Xn)n⩾0.



Proof of ERRW ←→ VRJP (II)
Yule process: a result of D. Kendall (’66)

For all e ∈ E , t ⩾ 0, let

Ne
t := nb. of alarms at time t for e.

Then ∃We ∼ Gamma(αe) s.t., conditionally to We ,

Ne
. increases between t and t + dt with prob. Wee

t dt.

Consequences on Rubin construction:

▶ Let Tx(t) time spent in x ∈ V at time t

▶ Then, conditionally to We , e ∈ E , and to the past ⩽ t,
if X̃t = x , X̃ jumps to y ∼ x between t and t + dt with prob.
Wxye

Tx (t)+Ty (t) d(Tx(t)) = WxyLy (t)d(Lx(t)), where

Lz(t) := eTz (t).



VRJP: three timescales (I)

Jump rates from i to j

▶ Initial timescale process Y , with local time L :

WijLj(t),with Lj(s) = 1 +

∫ s

0
1{Yu=j}du.

▶ Reversible timescale process Z , with local time T :

Wije
Ti (t)+Tj (t),with Tj(s) =

∫ s

0
1{Zu=j}du.

▶ Exchangeable timescale process X :

1

2
Wij

√
1 + ℓj
1 + ℓi

,with ℓj(s) =

∫ s

0
1{Xu=j}du.



VRJP: three timescales (II)

Proof: Change ”clocks” at all sites:

▶ Z : Tj = log Lj , or Lj = eTj (already appears in the proof of
ERRW ←→ VRJP)

▶ X : ℓj = L2j − 1, or Lj =
√

1 + ℓj .

Then

WijLjdLi =
1

2
Wij

√
1 + ℓj
1 + ℓi

dℓi = eTi+TjdTi .



VRJP X conditioned on past up to time t

Lemma
VRJP(i0,W ) X, conditioned on a path up to time t with local
time s = (si )i∈V and end position j0, is a VRJP(j0,W

s) after time
t, with time change ℓ′i , with

W s
ij = Wij

√
1 + si

√
1 + sj , ℓ

′
i =

ℓi − si
1 + si

.

Proof.
After that conditioning and after time t, VRJP(W , i0) X jumps
from i to j at a rate

1

2
Wij

√
1 + ℓj
1 + ℓi

dℓi =
1

2
Wij

√
1 + sj
1 + si

√√√√1 +
ℓj−sj
1+sj

1 + ℓi−si
1+si

dℓi

=
1

2
Wij

√
1 + si

√
1 + sjdℓ

′
i =

√
1 + ℓ′j
1 + ℓ′i

dℓ′i .



VRJP: Probability of a given path (Sabot-T.,2016)

Notation. i0
v0→ i1 . . .

vn−1→ in = j0, t denotes the event that, at time
t, the walk spends time in [v0, v0 + dv0] at site i0, then jumps to v1
. . . until it jumps to in = j0, at which it spends the rest of the time
until time t, and let si be the total time spent at i at that time.

Lemma

Pi0,W
(
i0

v0→ i1 . . .
vn−1→ in = j0, t

)
=

exp
(
−
∑

{i ,j}∈E Wij

(√
1 + si

√
1 + sj − 1

))∏
i ̸=j0

√
1 + si

n−1∏
k=0

Wik ik+1

2
dvik .



VRJP: Probability of a given path:proof (I)

Let, for all ψ ∈ RV , i ∈ V , t ⩾ 0,

F (ψ) =
∑

{i ,j}∈E

Wijψiψj , Gi (t) =
∏
j ̸=i

(1 + ℓj(t))
−1/2.

First note that the probability, for the time-changed VRJP X , of
holding at a site v ∈ V on a time interval [t1, t2] is

exp

−∫ t2

t1

∑
j∼Xt

WXt ,j

2

√
1 + ℓj(t)√
1 + ℓXt (t)

dt


= exp

(
−
∫ t2

t1

d
(
F (
√

1 + ℓ(t))
))

.



VRJP: Probability of a given path:proof (II)

Second, conditionally on (Xu, u ⩽ t), the probability that X jumps
from Xt = i to j in the time interval [t, t + dt] is

Wij

√
1 + ℓj(t)

1 + ℓi (t)
dt = Wij

Gj(t)

Gi (t)
dt.

Therefore the product of jump probabilities is

n∏
i=1

Wxi−1xi

Gxi (ti )

Gxi−1(ti )
dti =

n∏
i=1

Wxi−1xi

2
dti ,

where we use that Gxi (ti ) = Gxi (ti+1), since X stays at site xi on
the time interval [ti , ti+1].



Consequence of exchangeability of VRJP

Theorem
VRJP(i0,W ) X is a mixture of Markov Jump Processes (MJP) Pu

with jump rate from i to j

1

2
Wije

uj−ui .

Proof.
The probability of a given path for X only depends on the local
time, initial and final position, which implies partial exchangeability
(Zeng, 2013).
Hence

Ui = lim
t→∞

1

2
log ℓi (t)−

1

|V |
∑
j∈V

lim
t→∞

1

2
log ℓj(t)

exists and conditionally on U, the jump rate from i to j is
Wije

Uj−Ui/2.



Bayesian approach to find limit measure of VRJP (I)

▶ Assume that the law µi0,W of U under Pi0,W has a smooth
integrable density measure φi0,Ww.r.t. Lebesgue measure du
on the simplex L0 = {u :

∑
e∈E ue = 0}.

▶ Note that the probability of i0
v0→ i1 . . .

vn−1→ in = j0, t under Pu

is

exp

−∑
i ,j∼i

1

2
Wije

uj−ui si

 euj0−ui0

n−1∏
k=0

Wik ik+1

2
dvik .

▶ Notation [(ui )i∈V ] =
(
ui − 1

|V |
∑

j∈V uj

)
i∈V

.

▶ After conditioning on path up to time t, we have new weights
and new potentials

W s
ij = Wij

√
1 + si

√
1 + sj ,U

′ = U −
[
1

2
log(1 + s)

]
.



Bayesian approach to find limit measure of VRJP (II)

Hence

Pi0,W (U ∈ [u, u + du]|i0
v0→ i1 . . .

vn−1→ in = j0, t)

=
φi0,W (u) exp

(
−
∑

i ,j∼i
1
2Wije

uj−ui si

)
euj0−ui0

exp
(
−
∑

{i ,j}∈E Wij

(√
1 + si

√
1 + sj − 1

)) ∏
i ̸=j0

√
1 + si du

= φj0,W s

(
u −

[
log(1 + s)

2

])
du

Therefore

φj0,W s

(
u −

[
log(1 + s)

2

])
(3.1)

=
φi0,W (u) exp

(
−
∑

i ,j∼i
1
2Wije

uj−ui si

)
euj0−ui0

exp
(
−
∑

{i ,j}∈E Wij

(√
1 + si

√
1 + sj − 1

)) ∏
i ̸=j0

√
1 + si .



Bayesian approach to find limit measure of VRJP (III)

Applying the result for s s.t. 1 + si = e2ui , i ∈ V , yields

φj0,W s
(0) = φi0,W (u) exp

1

2

∑
i ,j∼i

Wij(e
uj−ui − 1)

 e−ui0 . (3.2)

On the other hand, let

ηW ,h(u) = exp

−∑
i ,j∼i

1

2
Wije

uj−ui (h − 1)

 .

Then, if si = h − 1 and j0 = i0, we deduce again from (3.1) that

φi0,Wh (u) = φi0,W (u)

(
ηW ,h(u)

ηW ,h(0)

)
h

|V |−1
2 .



Bayesian approach to find limit measure of VRJP (IV)
Now

log

(
ηW ,h(u)

ηW ,h(0)

)
= −(h − 1)(Q(u) + O(∥u∥3)),

where

Q(u) =
1

4

∑
i ,j∼i

(uj − ui )
2.

Using that ∫
L0

exp (−sQ(u)) du =
(2πs−1)(|V |−1)/2

|V |
√
D(W , 0)

,

where
D(W , u) =

∑
T∈T

∏
{i ,j}∈T

W{i ,j}e
ui+uj ,

we can compute φi0,W (0) since

1 =

∫
L0

φi0,Wh(u) du = φi0,W (0)
(2π)(|V |−1)/2

|V |
√

D(W , 0)
.



VRJP ←→ SuSy hyperbolic sigma model in QFT (I)
Fixed conductances (We)e∈E , G finite (Sabot-T.’15)

The measure µi0,W (du) has density on L0 = {(ui ),
∑

ui = 0}

N

(2π)(N−1)/2
eui0 e−H(W ,u)

√
D(W , u),

where
H(W , u) = 2

∑
{i ,j}∈E

Wi ,j sinh
2 ((ui − uj)/2).

and
D(W , u) =

∑
T∈T

∏
{i ,j}∈T

W{i ,j}e
ui+uj .



VRJP ←→ SuSy hyperbolic sigma model in QFT (II)
Fixed conductances (We)e∈E , G finite (Merkl-Rolles-T.’19)

• Qi0,W (du) marginal of Gibbs “measure” on supermanifold
extension H2|2 of hyperbolic plane with action
AW (v , v) =

∑
i ,j Wij(vi − vj , vi − vj), taken in horospherical

coordinates after integration over fermionic variables.

• Merkl-Rolles-T.’19: Other variables in extension of SuSy model
arise on two different time scales as limits of

▶ local times on logarithmic scale

▶ rescaled fluctuations of local times

▶ rescaled crossing numbers

▶ last exit trees of the walk (tree version of fermionic variables)

• Bauerschmidt-Helmuth-Swan ’19 (AP and AIHP): very nice
interpretation of in terms of Brydges-Fröhlich-Spencer-Dynkin
isomorphism for the supersymmetric field.



VRJP ←→ random Schrödinger (Sabot-T.-Zeng ’15) (I)

Let, for all i ∈ V ,

βi =
1

2

∑
j∼i

Wije
uj−ui + δi0(i)γ,

γ ∼ Γ(1/2) indep. of u.

▶ ∀i ̸= i0, βi = jump rate from i

▶ β field 1-dependent: β|V1
and β|V2

are independent if
distG(V1,V2) ⩾ 2.

▶ On Zd with Wij = W constant, (βi )i∈V translation-invariant

▶ The marginals βi are such that (2βi )
−1 have inverse Gaussian

law.



VRJP ←→ random Schrödinger: Range and law of β (II)

▶ V finite

▶ ∆ = (∆i ,j)i ,j∈V discrete Laplacian, letting Wi :=
∑

j∼i Wi ,j ,

∆i ,j :=

{
Wi ,j , if i ∼ j , i ̸= j

−Wi , if i = j

▶ Hβ := −∆+ 2β, W diagonal with coefficients (Wi )i∈V .

▶ Hβ > 0 (positive definite): =⇒ (Hβ)
−1 has positive entries.

▶ β = (βi )i∈V has distribution

νW (dβ) =

√
2

π

|V |

1{Hβ>0}
e
∑

i∈V (Wi/2−βi )√
|Hβ|

∏
i∈V

dβi .



VRJP ←→ random Schrödinger: Retrieve u from β (III)

▶ Set G = (Hβ)
−1.

▶ Then

βi =
1

2

∑
j∼i

Wije
uj−ui , i ̸= i0

⇐⇒ Hβ(e
u.)(i) = (−∆+ 2β)(eu.)(i) = 0, i ̸= i0

⇐⇒ eui =
G (i0, i)

G (i0, i0)
, i ∈ V

where (ui )i∈V defined above and follows the law QW
i0
(du).

▶ Hence, time-changed VRJP starting from i0 mixture of
Markov jump processes with jump rate

1

2
Wi ,je

uj−ui =
1

2
Wi ,j

G (i0, j)

G (i0, i)



ERRW/VRJP and statistical physics: implications
Using link with QFT and localisation/delocalisation results of
Disertori, Spencer, Zirnbauer ’10 :

Theorem (ST’15, Angel-Crawford-Kozma’14, G bded degree)

ERRW (resp.VRJP) is positive recurrent at strong reinforcement,
i.e. for ae (resp. We) uniformly small in e ∈ E.

Theorem (ST’15, Disertori-ST’15, G = Zd , d ⩾ 3)

ERRW (resp. VRJP) is transient at weak reinforcement, i.e. for ae
(resp. We) uniformly large in e ∈ E.

Using link with Random Schrödinger operator:

Theorem (Sabot-Zeng ’19, Sabot -19, Merkl-Rolles ’09)

ERRW with constant weights ae = a (resp. We = W) is recurrent
in dimension 2.

Theorem (Poudevigne’19)

Increasing initial weights of ERRW and VRJP makes them more
transient (unique phase transition).



*-Edge-Reinforced Random Walk motivation : Reversible
k-dependent Markov chains

▶ (Yi ) k-dependent Markov chain on S finite (i.e. law of Yn+1

depends only on (Yn−k+1, . . . ,Yn)).

▶ Equivalent to Markov chain (Xn) on the (directed) de Bruijn
graph G = (V = Sk ,E ) with

ω = (i1, . . . , ik)→ ω̃ = (i2, . . . , ik+1)

with transition rate p(ω, ω̃), and invariant measure π(ω).

The k-dependent Markov chain is called reversible if

(Y1, . . . ,Yn)
law
= (Yn, . . . ,Y1).

as soon as (Y1, . . . ,Yk) ∼ π invariant measure. This is equivalent
to the ”modified” balance condition

π(ω)p(ω, ω̃) = π(ω̃∗)p(ω̃∗, ω∗),

where ω∗ is the flipped k-string ω∗ = (ik , . . . , i1).



General framework
▶ G = (V ,E ) directed graph with involution ∗ on V s.t.

(i , j) ∈ E ⇒ (j∗, i∗) ∈ E

▶ Let V0 = {i ∈ V : i = i∗}, and V1 be s.t. V = V0 ∪ V1 ∪ V ∗
1

disjoint.

▶ αi ,j > 0, (i , j) ∈ E such that αi ,j = αj∗,i∗ .

We call ⋆-ERRW with initial weights (αe), the discrete time
process (Xn) defined by

P(Xn+1 = j |Xk , k ⩽ n) = 1{Xn→j}
Z(Xn,j)(n))∑

l ,Xn→l Z(Xn,l)(n))

where

Z(i ,j)(n) = αi ,j + Ni ,j(n) + Nj∗,i∗(n)

N(i ,j)(n) =
n∑

k=1

1{(Xk−1,Xk )=(i ,j)}.



*-ERRW: partial exchangeability
Let

div(z)(i) =
∑
j ,i→j

zi ,j −
∑
j ,j→i

zj ,i , div : RE 7→ RV ,

γ(i0, α)

=

(∏
i∈V0

Γ(12(αi + 1− 1i=i0)2
1
2
(αi−1i=i0

)
) (∏

i∈V1
Γ(inf(αi , αi∗))

)∏
(i ,j)∈Ẽ Γ(αi ,j)

.

Let Ẽ be the set of edges quotiented by the relation (i , j) ∼ (j∗, i∗).

Proposition (Bacallado ’11, Baccalado, Sabot and T. ’21)

Let i0 ∈ V . If div(α) = δi∗0 − δi0 , then the ⋆-ERRW starting from i0
is partially exchangeable. More precisely, if βe = αe + ne , n(i ,j)
number of crossings of oriented edges (i , j) and (j∗, i∗), then

Pa,i0(X0 = i0, . . . ,Xn = in = j0) =
γ(i0, α)

γ(j0, β)
.



*-Edge Reinforced Random Walks (*-ERRW): statistical
view

▶ Statistical analysis of molecular dynamics simulations with
microscopically reversible laws.

▶ Two other applications, beyond Bayesian analysis of
higher-order Markov chains (Bacallado, 2006):
▶ Variable-order Markov chains with context set
C ⊆ S ∪ S2 ∪ · · · ∪ Sk on de Bruijn graph: ∀(i1, . . . , iℓ) ∈ C,
transition probabilities out of x and y are the same whenever x
and y both end in (i1, . . . , iℓ).

▶ Reinforced random walk with amnesia: RW on G = (V ,E )
defined by V = S ∪ S2 ∪ . . . Sk with two types of edges:
“forgetting” ones (i1, . . . , im)→ (i2, . . . , im), if m > 1,
“appending” ones (i1, . . . , im)→ (i1, . . . , im, j), for each j ∈ V ,
if m < k. Can be seen as generalization of the above, by
disallowing appending when word ends with subword in the
context set.



*-Edge Reinforced Random Walks (*-ERRW): results

Theorem (Bacallado, Sabot and T., 2021)

▶ (Zn(e)/n)n∈N converges a.s. to random vector X in
L1 =

{
x ∈ (0,∞)E : xi ,j = xj∗,i∗ , div(x) = 0,

∑
e∈E xe = 1

}
.

▶ Conditionally on x, ERRW is a Markov chain Px with jump
probability xij/xi from i to j, xi =

∑
i→k xik .

▶ The random variable X has the following density on L1, w.r.t∏
e∈B dxe , B basis of L1:

Cγ(i0, α)
√
xi0

∏(i ,j)∈Ẽ x
αi,j−1
i ,j∏

i∈V x
1
2
αi

i

 1∏
i∈V0

√
xi

√
D(x) dxL1 ,



*-Edge Reinforced Random Walks (*-ERRW): results

Recall that

γ(i0, α)

=

(∏
i∈V0

Γ(12(αi + 1− 1i=i0)2
1
2
(αi−1i=i0

)
) (∏

i∈V1
Γ(inf(αi , αi∗))

)∏
(i ,j)∈Ẽ Γ(αi ,j)

,

and

C =
2

√
2π

|V0|−1√
2
|V0|+|V1|

, D(y) =
∑
T

∏
(i ,j)∈T

yi ,j .

The last sum runs on spanning trees directed towards a root
j0 ∈ V (value does not depend on the choice of the root j0).



Correspondence *-ERRW ←→ *-VRJP (I)

Let (We)e∈E be conductances on edges, Wij = Wj∗i∗ > 0.
The *-Vertex-Reinforced Jump Process (*-VRJP) (Ys)s⩾0 is a
continuous-time process defined by Y0 = i0 and, if Ys = i , then,
conditionally to the past,

Y jumps to j ∼ i at rate Wi ,jLj∗(s),

with

Lj(s) = 1 +

∫ s

0
1{Yu=j}du.



Correspondence *-ERRW ←→ *-VRJP (II)
Random conductances (We)e∈E

Theorem (Bacallado-Sabot-T. ’21)

*-ERRW (Xn)n∈N with weights (αe)e∈E , αij = αj∗i∗

”law”

=
∗ − VRJP (Yt)t⩾0 with conductances We ∼ Γ(αe), e ∈ Ẽ indep.

(at jump times)

Proof.
Similar to [T.’11, Sabot-T.’15], as for any linearly reinforced RW
on its continuous time version.



*-VRJP: again three timescales

Jump rates from i to j

▶ Initial timescale process Y , with local time L :

WijL
∗
j (t),with Lj(s) = 1 +

∫ s

0
1{Yu=j}du.

▶ Reversible timescale process Z , with local time T :

Wije
Ti (t)+T∗

j (t),with Tj(s) =

∫ s

0
1{Zu=j}du.

▶ Exchangeable timescale process X :

1

2
Wij

√
1 + ℓ∗j
1 + ℓi

,with ℓj(s) =

∫ s

0
1{Xu=j}du.



The limiting manifold
Set LW0 = {(ui )i∈V , div(W u) = 0,

∑
i∈V ui = 0}.

Proposition

The following limit

Ui = lim
t→∞

Ti (t)− t/|V |

exists a.s. and U ∈ LW0 .

Proof of U ∈ LW
0 .

If X is at i , it jumps to j with probability Wijd(e
Ti (t)+Tj∗ (t)) on

infinitesimal time interval. Hence

Wije
Ti (t)+Tj∗ (t)/(Z(ij)(t) + Z(j∗i∗)(t))→t→∞ 1.

On the other hand, by Kirchoff’s law,

|
∑
j : i→j

(Z(ij)(t) + Z(j∗i∗)(t)−
∑

k: k→i

(Z(ki)(t) + Z(i∗k∗)(t)| ⩽ 1.



Randomization of the initial local time

▶ Also appears in the context of self-repelling motion: T., Tóth
and Valkó’12, Horváth, Tóth and Vetö’12.

▶ For i0 ∈ V , consider the probability measure νWi0 on

A = {(ai ) ∈ RV , ai∗ = −ai}

given by

νWi0 (da) =
1

F (W , i0)
e
ai∗
0 e−

1
2

∑
i→j Wi,je

aj∗−ai∗
da,

where da =
∏

i∈V1
dai and F (W , i0) normalizing constant.

Proposition

Let (αe) be positive weights with div(a) = δi∗0 − δi0 , and
We ∼ Gamma(αe) indep. Then W A law

= W.



Let
PW
i0 (·) = E(PW A

i0 (·))

be the law of the ⋆-VRJP after expectation with respect to
A ∼ νWi0 .

Proposition

Let
C (t) =

∑
i∈V

(eTi (t)+Ti∗ (t) − 1)

and Zs = XC−1(s). Then Z is partially exchangeable, and in

particular there exists a random variable U ∈ LW0 such that,
conditionally on U, Z is a Markov process with jump rates

1

2
eUj∗−Ui∗ from i to j .



Limit measure of *-VRJP

Theorem
Under PW

i0 , the random variable U ∈ LW0 has density on LW0 given
by

1
√
2π

|V0|−1
F (W , i0)

e
ui∗
0
−
∑

i∈V0
ui e−

1
2

∑
i→j Wi,je

uj∗−ui∗
√
D(W u)

det(PAM(W u)PA)
,

with PA orthogonal projection onto A, and

D(W u) =
∑
T

∏
{i ,j}∈T

W u
i ,j ,

where the sum runs on rooted spanning trees of the graph, and
M(W u) is the generator of the Markov jump process at rate W u

i ,j .



*-VRJP: Random Schrödinger version

Let Hβ = β −W , Gβ = H−1
β .

Theorem
For all θ ∈ (0,∞)V , η ∈ (0,∞)V , we have∏

i∈V0

θi

∫
S

1Hβ>0
√
2π

|S| exp

(
−1

2
⟨θ,Hβθ⟩ −

1

2
⟨η,Gβη⟩

)
dβ√
|Hβ|

=

∫
A

1
√
2π

|A| exp

(
−1

2
⟨eaθ,Weaθ⟩+ 1

2
⟨θ,W θ⟩ − ⟨η, eaθ⟩

)
da.

When X0 = i0, the measure on β is associated to a differentiation
with respect to ηi0 of a combination of the two measures above at
η = 0, θ = 1 on {i0, i∗0}c .


	Pólya urn (Eggenberger and Pólya, 1923)
	Definition
	Notion of exchangeability
	Results and statistical view
	Statistical view of Pólya urn: consequences
	How to find the limit law? 

	Edge-Reinforced Random Walk (ERRW): introduction
	Definition
	Simulations
	Partial exchangeability (Diaconis-Freedman, 1980)
	Statistical view
	How to find the limit measure?
	''Magic formula'' for ERRW
	How to show the limit measure is correct? 
	Early results 1986-2009

	ERRW, VRJP and statistical physics
	ERRW -3mu VRJP (Vertex Reinforced Jump Process)
	VRJP: three timescales
	Partial exchangeability of VRJP
	Bayesian approach to find limit measure of VRJP
	VRJP -3mu random Schrödinger operator 
	Applications : recurrence/transience

	*-Edge-Reinforced Random Walk (*-ERRW)
	Definition and remarks
	*-ERRW: partial exchangeability
	*-ERRW: statistical view
	*-ERRW: results
	Correspondence *-ERRW -3mu *-VRJP 
	Limiting manifold and measure
	*-VRJP: Random Schrödinger version


	1.Plus: 
	1.Reset: 
	1.Minus: 
	1.EndRight: 
	1.StepRight: 
	1.PlayPauseRight: 
	1.PlayRight: 
	1.PauseRight: 
	1.PlayPauseLeft: 
	1.PlayLeft: 
	1.PauseLeft: 
	1.StepLeft: 
	1.EndLeft: 
	anm1: 
	1.499: 
	1.498: 
	1.497: 
	1.496: 
	1.495: 
	1.494: 
	1.493: 
	1.492: 
	1.491: 
	1.490: 
	1.489: 
	1.488: 
	1.487: 
	1.486: 
	1.485: 
	1.484: 
	1.483: 
	1.482: 
	1.481: 
	1.480: 
	1.479: 
	1.478: 
	1.477: 
	1.476: 
	1.475: 
	1.474: 
	1.473: 
	1.472: 
	1.471: 
	1.470: 
	1.469: 
	1.468: 
	1.467: 
	1.466: 
	1.465: 
	1.464: 
	1.463: 
	1.462: 
	1.461: 
	1.460: 
	1.459: 
	1.458: 
	1.457: 
	1.456: 
	1.455: 
	1.454: 
	1.453: 
	1.452: 
	1.451: 
	1.450: 
	1.449: 
	1.448: 
	1.447: 
	1.446: 
	1.445: 
	1.444: 
	1.443: 
	1.442: 
	1.441: 
	1.440: 
	1.439: 
	1.438: 
	1.437: 
	1.436: 
	1.435: 
	1.434: 
	1.433: 
	1.432: 
	1.431: 
	1.430: 
	1.429: 
	1.428: 
	1.427: 
	1.426: 
	1.425: 
	1.424: 
	1.423: 
	1.422: 
	1.421: 
	1.420: 
	1.419: 
	1.418: 
	1.417: 
	1.416: 
	1.415: 
	1.414: 
	1.413: 
	1.412: 
	1.411: 
	1.410: 
	1.409: 
	1.408: 
	1.407: 
	1.406: 
	1.405: 
	1.404: 
	1.403: 
	1.402: 
	1.401: 
	1.400: 
	1.399: 
	1.398: 
	1.397: 
	1.396: 
	1.395: 
	1.394: 
	1.393: 
	1.392: 
	1.391: 
	1.390: 
	1.389: 
	1.388: 
	1.387: 
	1.386: 
	1.385: 
	1.384: 
	1.383: 
	1.382: 
	1.381: 
	1.380: 
	1.379: 
	1.378: 
	1.377: 
	1.376: 
	1.375: 
	1.374: 
	1.373: 
	1.372: 
	1.371: 
	1.370: 
	1.369: 
	1.368: 
	1.367: 
	1.366: 
	1.365: 
	1.364: 
	1.363: 
	1.362: 
	1.361: 
	1.360: 
	1.359: 
	1.358: 
	1.357: 
	1.356: 
	1.355: 
	1.354: 
	1.353: 
	1.352: 
	1.351: 
	1.350: 
	1.349: 
	1.348: 
	1.347: 
	1.346: 
	1.345: 
	1.344: 
	1.343: 
	1.342: 
	1.341: 
	1.340: 
	1.339: 
	1.338: 
	1.337: 
	1.336: 
	1.335: 
	1.334: 
	1.333: 
	1.332: 
	1.331: 
	1.330: 
	1.329: 
	1.328: 
	1.327: 
	1.326: 
	1.325: 
	1.324: 
	1.323: 
	1.322: 
	1.321: 
	1.320: 
	1.319: 
	1.318: 
	1.317: 
	1.316: 
	1.315: 
	1.314: 
	1.313: 
	1.312: 
	1.311: 
	1.310: 
	1.309: 
	1.308: 
	1.307: 
	1.306: 
	1.305: 
	1.304: 
	1.303: 
	1.302: 
	1.301: 
	1.300: 
	1.299: 
	1.298: 
	1.297: 
	1.296: 
	1.295: 
	1.294: 
	1.293: 
	1.292: 
	1.291: 
	1.290: 
	1.289: 
	1.288: 
	1.287: 
	1.286: 
	1.285: 
	1.284: 
	1.283: 
	1.282: 
	1.281: 
	1.280: 
	1.279: 
	1.278: 
	1.277: 
	1.276: 
	1.275: 
	1.274: 
	1.273: 
	1.272: 
	1.271: 
	1.270: 
	1.269: 
	1.268: 
	1.267: 
	1.266: 
	1.265: 
	1.264: 
	1.263: 
	1.262: 
	1.261: 
	1.260: 
	1.259: 
	1.258: 
	1.257: 
	1.256: 
	1.255: 
	1.254: 
	1.253: 
	1.252: 
	1.251: 
	1.250: 
	1.249: 
	1.248: 
	1.247: 
	1.246: 
	1.245: 
	1.244: 
	1.243: 
	1.242: 
	1.241: 
	1.240: 
	1.239: 
	1.238: 
	1.237: 
	1.236: 
	1.235: 
	1.234: 
	1.233: 
	1.232: 
	1.231: 
	1.230: 
	1.229: 
	1.228: 
	1.227: 
	1.226: 
	1.225: 
	1.224: 
	1.223: 
	1.222: 
	1.221: 
	1.220: 
	1.219: 
	1.218: 
	1.217: 
	1.216: 
	1.215: 
	1.214: 
	1.213: 
	1.212: 
	1.211: 
	1.210: 
	1.209: 
	1.208: 
	1.207: 
	1.206: 
	1.205: 
	1.204: 
	1.203: 
	1.202: 
	1.201: 
	1.200: 
	1.199: 
	1.198: 
	1.197: 
	1.196: 
	1.195: 
	1.194: 
	1.193: 
	1.192: 
	1.191: 
	1.190: 
	1.189: 
	1.188: 
	1.187: 
	1.186: 
	1.185: 
	1.184: 
	1.183: 
	1.182: 
	1.181: 
	1.180: 
	1.179: 
	1.178: 
	1.177: 
	1.176: 
	1.175: 
	1.174: 
	1.173: 
	1.172: 
	1.171: 
	1.170: 
	1.169: 
	1.168: 
	1.167: 
	1.166: 
	1.165: 
	1.164: 
	1.163: 
	1.162: 
	1.161: 
	1.160: 
	1.159: 
	1.158: 
	1.157: 
	1.156: 
	1.155: 
	1.154: 
	1.153: 
	1.152: 
	1.151: 
	1.150: 
	1.149: 
	1.148: 
	1.147: 
	1.146: 
	1.145: 
	1.144: 
	1.143: 
	1.142: 
	1.141: 
	1.140: 
	1.139: 
	1.138: 
	1.137: 
	1.136: 
	1.135: 
	1.134: 
	1.133: 
	1.132: 
	1.131: 
	1.130: 
	1.129: 
	1.128: 
	1.127: 
	1.126: 
	1.125: 
	1.124: 
	1.123: 
	1.122: 
	1.121: 
	1.120: 
	1.119: 
	1.118: 
	1.117: 
	1.116: 
	1.115: 
	1.114: 
	1.113: 
	1.112: 
	1.111: 
	1.110: 
	1.109: 
	1.108: 
	1.107: 
	1.106: 
	1.105: 
	1.104: 
	1.103: 
	1.102: 
	1.101: 
	1.100: 
	1.99: 
	1.98: 
	1.97: 
	1.96: 
	1.95: 
	1.94: 
	1.93: 
	1.92: 
	1.91: 
	1.90: 
	1.89: 
	1.88: 
	1.87: 
	1.86: 
	1.85: 
	1.84: 
	1.83: 
	1.82: 
	1.81: 
	1.80: 
	1.79: 
	1.78: 
	1.77: 
	1.76: 
	1.75: 
	1.74: 
	1.73: 
	1.72: 
	1.71: 
	1.70: 
	1.69: 
	1.68: 
	1.67: 
	1.66: 
	1.65: 
	1.64: 
	1.63: 
	1.62: 
	1.61: 
	1.60: 
	1.59: 
	1.58: 
	1.57: 
	1.56: 
	1.55: 
	1.54: 
	1.53: 
	1.52: 
	1.51: 
	1.50: 
	1.49: 
	1.48: 
	1.47: 
	1.46: 
	1.45: 
	1.44: 
	1.43: 
	1.42: 
	1.41: 
	1.40: 
	1.39: 
	1.38: 
	1.37: 
	1.36: 
	1.35: 
	1.34: 
	1.33: 
	1.32: 
	1.31: 
	1.30: 
	1.29: 
	1.28: 
	1.27: 
	1.26: 
	1.25: 
	1.24: 
	1.23: 
	1.22: 
	1.21: 
	1.20: 
	1.19: 
	1.18: 
	1.17: 
	1.16: 
	1.15: 
	1.14: 
	1.13: 
	1.12: 
	1.11: 
	1.10: 
	1.9: 
	1.8: 
	1.7: 
	1.6: 
	1.5: 
	1.4: 
	1.3: 
	1.2: 
	1.1: 
	1.0: 
	0.Plus: 
	0.Reset: 
	0.Minus: 
	0.EndRight: 
	0.StepRight: 
	0.PlayPauseRight: 
	0.PlayRight: 
	0.PauseRight: 
	0.PlayPauseLeft: 
	0.PlayLeft: 
	0.PauseLeft: 
	0.StepLeft: 
	0.EndLeft: 
	anm0: 
	0.19: 
	0.18: 
	0.17: 
	0.16: 
	0.15: 
	0.14: 
	0.13: 
	0.12: 
	0.11: 
	0.10: 
	0.9: 
	0.8: 
	0.7: 
	0.6: 
	0.5: 
	0.4: 
	0.3: 
	0.2: 
	0.1: 
	0.0: 


