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Abstract

A copula of continuous random variables X and Y is called an implicit
dependence copula if there exist functions « and S such that a(X) =
B(Y) almost surely, which is equivalent to C' being factorizable as the
x-product of a left invertible copula and a right invertible copula. Every
implicit dependence copula is supported on the graph of f(x) = g(y) for
some measure-preserving functions f and g but the converse is not true
in general.

We obtain a characterization of copulas with implicit dependence sup-
ports in terms of the non-atomicity of two newly defined associated o-
algebras. As an application, we give a broad sufficient condition under
which a self-similar copula has an implicit dependence support. Under cer-
tain extra conditions, we explicitly compute the left invertible and right
invertible factors of the self-similar copula.
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1 Introduction

It is well-known that the bivariate copula of two random variables completely
captures their dependence structure. Notable examples are the independence
copula T(u,v) = uv, which corresponds to independent random variables, and
the copulas of completely dependent random variables, called complete depen-
dence copulas. Since it was discovered [10} @] [8] that there are complete depen-
dence copulas arbitrarily closed to II in the uniform norm, many norms have
been introduced and investigated in the literature [3] giving rise to measures of
dependence such as w in [I7] and ¢; in [I8]. These dependence measures defined
in terms of the copula’s first partial derivatives attain the maximum value 1 at
least for complete dependence copulas and the minimum value 0 when and only
when the copula is II. However, with respect to the measure of mutual complete



dependence (MCD) w, the independence copula can still be approximated by
implicit dependence copulas [1], defined as copulas of random variables X and Y’
which are implicitly dependent in the sense that f(X) = ¢g(Y") a.s. for some Borel
measurable functions f and g. For Rényi-type measures of dependence [I3] such
as wy in [15] and v, in [7], with respect to which all complete dependence copulas
have measure 1, it can be proved that all implicit dependence copulas also have
maximum measure 1. It is then evident that implicit dependence copulas plays
a crucial role in understanding as well as comparing and contrasting measures
of MCD and Rényi-type dependence measures. Closely related and constituting
a much larger class than the implicit dependence copulas are the copulas whose
supports are that of an implicit dependence copula.

We shall investigate copulas with implicit dependence supports via their cor-
responding Markov operators and associated pairs of g-algebras. Our approach
is motivated by the characterization of idempotent copulas via their o-algebras
of invariant sets in [4]. In particular, they proved that non-atomic idempotent
copulas must be of the form L x L for some left invertible copula L (where
C* denotes the transpose of C, i.e. Ct(z,y) = C(y,z), and * is the product of
copulas first defined and studied in [2, 12]). We define o-algebras o¢ and o
associated with a copula C for which the corresponding Markov operator T¢
maps indicator functions of sets in o¢ to indicator functions of sets in of,. We
prove that copulas with implicit dependence supports are exactly copulas whose
both g-algebras are non-atomic. Our main result finds an application in copulas
with fractal supports introduced by Fredricks, Nelsen and Rodriguez-Lallena [6].
Given a transformation matrix A, there is a unique self-similar copula C4 such
that [A](Ca) = Ca, where [A] maps the class of bivariate copulas into itself
according to the weights given by the entries in A. As a consequence, we obtain
a broad sufficient condition on a transformation matrix A under which the self-
similar copula C4 is non-atomic and hence has an implicit dependence support.
Working directly with the transformation matrix A, a sufficient condition un-
der which C4 is an implicit dependence copula is also given. It would be even
more interesting if we had a characterization of implicit dependence copulas
via behaviors of their o-algebras. We are hopeful that our future attempts will
not be futile as such a characterization would be beneficial in studies involving
products of implicit dependence copulas.

The manuscript is organized as follows. Section [2] lays the necessary back-
ground on copulas and Markov operators for the rest of the paper. We then
define the associated o-algebras of a copula and prove their basic properties
in Section Section [4] gives a definition of non-atomic copulas and some of
their fundamental properties summarizing in a characterization of non-atomic
copulas. In the final section, the characterization is used in an investigation of
copulas with fractal support. We also give a sufficient condition on a transfor-
mation matrix under which the induced invariant copula can be written as the
product of a left invertible copula and a right invertible copula.



2 Background on copulas and Markov operators

Let A denote the Lebesgue measure on R, I = [0,1] and B = #(I) the Borel
o-algebra on I. Since we always consider A-integrable functions on I that are
measurable with respect to various sub-o-algebras .# of %, we will denote by
LY () the class of M-integrable .#-measurable functions on /. %-measurable
functions are called Borel functions. For A € %, 1,4 denotes the indicator
function of A and 1 = 1;.

A (bivariate) copula C' is a function from I? to I which is the joint distri-
bution function of two random variables uniformly distributed on [0,1]. For
random variables X,Y with joint distribution F'x y and continuous marginal
distributions Fy and Fy, there exists, by the Sklar’s theorem, a unique copula
C, called the copula of X and Y, for which Fx y(z,y) = C(Fx(z),Gy(y)) for
all z,y. The independence copula is the product copula II(u,v) = uv. Com-
plete dependence copulas are either the copulas C.y = C. ¢ or Cp. = Cy
where e(x) = x and f is a measure-preserving function on I in the sense that
M f~YB)) = \(B) for all B € . Here, Cy 4(u,v) = A(f~1([0,u]) N g~([0,v]))
for u,v € I. The comonotonic and countermonotonic copulas are M = C. . and
W = Ce1—., respectively. Each copula C' induces a doubly stochastic measure
pe by pe((a,d] x (¢,d)) = C(b,d) — C(b,c) — C(a,d) + C(a,c). The support of
C' is then defined as the support of the induced measure pc, i.e. the comple-
ment of the union of all open sets having zero uc-measure. One can construct
a new copula by taking any convex combinations of two copulas. Any two cop-
ulas C, D also give rise to a new copula via the *-product: (C * D)(u,v) =
fol 02C(u,t)01D(t,v) dt. The binary operation * makes the class of copulas a
monoid with null element IT and identity M. If C x D = M then C is a left
inverse of D and D is a right inverse of C'. The left invertible copulas are ex-
actly the complete dependence copulas C.y, while the right invertible copulas
are exactly the complete dependence copulas C.. See [1I} 5] for comprehensive
introductions to many aspects of copulas.

A linear operator T on L'(%) is called a Markov operator if

L T1=1,
ii. fol Ty d\ = fol Y dM for all ¢ € L', which is equivalent to T*1 = 1, and
iii. T > 0 for all ¢ > 0, which means T is positive.

So a Markov operator must be a bounded linear operator on L! (and L*°). From
[12], for each copula C, there corresponds a Markov operator T defined by

d 1
:%O

(Tcy)(z) 9C (x, 1) (t) di.

In fact, the mapping ®: C — T is an isomorphism from the set of copulas
endowed with the x-product onto the set of Markov operators under the composi-
tion. In particular, To.p = TeoTp. Define also (Te)(y) = % fol O C(t,y)e(t)dt.



The copula C' and the Markov operators T and T are also related by the iden-
tities
T Yy
Cla,y) = / Telpy(t)dt and Cla,y) = / Telgm(t)d. (1)
0 0
In fact, it is a good exercise in functional analysis to verify that the Markov
operator T/ coincides with the extension of the adjoint of T¢ to a Markov
operator on L', i.e. TG = (Te)*.
Let us quote a very useful result from [4, Theorem 2.11] where, for brevity,
we denote T, =Ty 4.

Theorem 2.1. Let f be a measure-preserving Borel function and ¢ € L'(%).
Then [Ter)(x) = o f(x) and [Tre(v o f)](x) = ¢(x) for almost all x € [0, 1].

3 Associated o-algebras

Unless stated otherwise, all equalities of two functions hold A-almost everywhere
and all equalities of two sets mean that their symmetric difference has Lebesgue
measure zero. The integral on the whole unit interval I is denoted simply by [.

Let C be the copula of random variables X and Y which are uniformly
distributed on [0, 1]. Then for any Borel sets R, S C [0, 1], we have

Tcls(z) =PY € S| X =2) and Tg5lg(y) = P(X € RIY =y).

They are called transition probabilities. See [2] We also have T = T+ and
(TE)" = Tc.  Roughly speaking, if Tclg = 1g, then it happens with proba-
bility one that if X € R then Y € S. For each copula C' or Markov operator
T =Te, let us define

oc=o0p={S € B: Tlg =1 for some R} and
ot=0p={R € AB: Tlg = 1g for some S}.

Example 1. Let us explicitly compute T for C = II, C = some complete
dependence copulas and C = M"’TW

d
1. Tnls = 1g is equivalent to 1r(x) = d—/ OI(x,t) dt = \(S) for a.e. x €
T Js

[0,1]. So A(S) = 0 or 1 and hence A(R) = A(S) = 0 or 1. Thus, o =
o ={Se€%: \(S)=0or 1}.

2. With essentially the same arguments as that in [4], o, o}, ow and ofy,
are the Borel sets.

3. For C = MW Tl g(x) = $1g(z)+ 11s(1—2) ae. . If S is symmetric

with respect to %, ie.x e Sifand only if 1 —x € S, then Tolg = 1.
Conversely, Tc1lg(x) = 1g(z) implies that z € S if and only if 1 —z € S.
Moreover, for such a symmetric set S, (1g —1g)(z) = (Tels — 1g)(z) =
3 (1s(1—2) —1g(x)) = 0 ae. . That is, R = S. Hence, Ompw =

a’juzw ={SC0,1]:xeS<1—-z€S}

4



4. For 0 < a < 1, let L, denote the complete dependence copula whose
support consists of the line segments y = £, 0 <z < «, and y = =2,

a <z < 1. Then a direct computation yields 77, 1s = 1(a5)u(at(1-a)s)
and hence o, = % and 0] = {aSU(a+(1-a)S): S € #}.

Listed below are basic properties of sets S and R linked by T
Proposition 3.1. Let T be a Markov operator and S1,S2, R1, Ry € . Then

1. if Tlg, = 1g, then T*1g, = 1g,;

2. if Tls, = 1g, then Tlge = 1ge;

3. if Tlg, =1p, fori=1,2, then Tlg,ns, = Lr,nR,;

4. the classes o and o} are o-algebras; and

5. o = o7+, that is o, = oct.

Proof. By the definition of T*1 g applied to 1g with the canonical identi-
fication between (L')" and L*®, [(T*1gd\ = [1sT*1gd\ = [1glpd\ =
MR) = [¢1gdA. Since 0 < T*1r < 1 (ae.), T*1r = 1g as desired. @ If
T1lg = 1 then it follows from T1g+T1ge = T(1g+1ge) =T1L =1 =1x+1g.
that Tlge = 1 ge. @ Suppose T'lg, = 1g, for i = 1,2 and let S = 51 N Sq,
R = R1 ﬁRQ. Since S - Si, ]15’1' —]15‘ > 0 and so ]lRi —T]ls = T(]lsi —]lg) > 0.
Therefore Tﬂg < min(]lRl,]lR2) = ]lleRz = ]lR. But f(ﬂR—T]IS) d\ =
J1gd\— [1gdX = A(R)— A(S) =0, where the last equality follows from con-
sidering T*1g,(1s,) = 1R, (T1s,). Hence, T1g = 1. |4 Suppose T1g, = 1,
for all i € N. By [3], if S1,92,... are mutually disjoint then so is the sequence
Ri,Ra,... because > oo Ip, = 37 Tlg, =T (X2, 1g,) =T (1y,5,) < 1.
Thus, T (]luisi) = 1, p,. Generally, we write | J,; S; as the disjoint union Ui S;,
where S; = S; \ Uj<i§j. Letting T15 = 13, it follows from , and the dis-
joint union case above that T]lsi\uj<i§j = ]lRi\Uj<iRj' Hence, R, = R; \Uj<if~ij
by induction. Consequently, T'(1y,s,) = Lu,r,- [ This clearly follows from
[ and the fact that T** = T. O

Remark. By Theorem T; o Ty, = I, the identity map, on L'(%) if the
copula L is left invertible. However, it follows from the above Proposition that
for all copula C, Tt oTe =1 on {1g: S € 6(C)}, or equivalently on the class
of o(C)-measurable functions.

Theorem 3.2. Let T be a Markov operator with associated o-algebras op and
op. If ¢ is op-measurable then Th is o}.-measurable.

Proof. By the linearity of 1" and the definition of o7 and o7, if ¢ is a simple
or-measurable function then Ty is simple and o7-measurable. The case when
1 is op-measurable follows from the continuity of 7. O



4 Non-atomic copulas

Definition 1. Let . be a sub-o-algebra of #. A set S in . is called an atom
in .7 if A(S) > 0 and for all E € .7, either A(SNE) = \(S) or A(SNE) =0.
The o-algebra . is said to be non-atomic if there are no atoms in .%; otherwise,
it is called atomic. .7 is totally atomic if there is a (countable) collection of
essentially disjoint atoms E1, Es, ... in . such that ), A(E;) = 1. We say that a
bivariate copula C is non-atomic if both o-algebras oc and of are non-atomic.
And C is called totally atomic if both o¢ and of, are totally atomic.

Note that the non-atomicity is a generalization of the notion of the same
name in [4], which is defined only for idempotent copulas C' via their invariant
sets defined as Borel sets S for which Tc1g = 1g. However, the two notions
agree for idempotent copulas.

Proposition 4.1. If a copula C is non-atomic and idempotent then oc = o
18 the o-algebra of invariant sets.

Proof. Since idempotent copula is symmetric, T = T¢+ = T¢. Consequently,
Té oTg =TgoTe = Tewe = Te. Now, if Tolg = 1g then Té]lR = 1g
and so Tg o Telg = 1g. Hence S is an invariant set of C' and so is R as
1r =Tcls =1s. That is, oc and o, are subsets of the class of invariant sets.
The converse inclusions are clear. O

Example 2. It is evident from the computations of o¢ and o, in Example |I|

that II is totally atomic but M, W, ;W and L, are non-atomic. In fact, every

complete dependence copula is non-atomic.

Proposition 4.2. Let C' be a copula.
1. oc = A if and only if C is left invertible.
2. o0& = A if and only if C is right invertible.

Proof. We shall prove only as can be proved in a similar manner. If C = C,,
then To = T, maps ¢ to ¢pog. So for every B € %, Tclp =1pog=1,-1(p).
Hence, o = #. Conversely, Theorem 5 in [I6] implies in particular that T
is multiplicative, meaning T'(¢ - ¢) = T - T'¢ for all ¥, ¢ € L, if and only if
T = T, for some measure-preserving function g. By the linearity and continuity
of T'= T, it then suffices to show that T(15-1g) = T1g-T1g forall B, E € 2.
In fact, if T1p = 1 and T1lg = 1 then Tlpng = 1pngr (by Proposition
B-1JB)) and the desired equality follows. O

Lemma 4.3. Let C be a copula with associated Markov operator Te and doubly
stochastic measure uc and R, S C B. Tcls = 1g if and only if pc(R x S) =
AMR) = A(9).

Proof. Note the fact that pc(R x S) = [pTclsd\. If Tolg = 1g then
pe(R x S) = A(R) and, by the property of T, A(R) = [1rd\ = [Tclgd\ =



J1sdx = X(S). Conversely, if uc(R x S) = A(R) = A(S) then [, Tolsd\ =
/Jc(R X S) = )\(S) = fﬂsd)\ = ch]lsd)\ and fRTc]lsd)\ = ,UC(R X S) =
MR) = [p1dA. Since Tels(t) € [0,1], Tcls(t) = 0 for all ¢ ¢ R and
Tc]ls(t) =1forallte R, ie Tclg =1g. O

Proposition 4.4. LetT be a Markov operator and f and g be measure-preserving
functions on [0,1]. Then the following are equivalent.

1. T]lgf1(B) = ]lf—l(B) for all B € A.
2. T(0og)=0of for all Borel functions 6 € L'.
3. T =T.p 0 Tyetp for all g=(AB)-measurable functions 1.

Proof. [ = 2} For every Borel set B C I, T(1pog) = Tly-1(p) = Lp-1(p) =
1gof. So, T(¢og) =1 o f for all simple Borel functions . By the standard
measure-theoretic argument, T'(6 o g) = 6 o f for every Borel function 6.

=3} Using Theorem implies that Ty 0T 0Tog0 = Ty (T (B0 g)) =
Tge (6o f) = 6 for every Borel function 6, and hence Ty, 0T 0 Teg = I = Ty,
that is C¢e * C'x Coy = M. This means that C. * C' is the unique left inverse of
Ceg, or Cpe % C = Cgye. Left multiplying by Ce¢ yields Cefx Ce ¥ C = Ceyp x Cye,
ie. Tey oTpe 0T = Ty 0 Tye. On the other hand, by Theorem for any
Borel function 0, T,y o Tg.(0 o f) = (6 o f) which gives Ty 0o Tyc 0 T(f 0 g) =
T(fog). Since {# o g: 0 is a Borel function} coincides with the class of g=*(%)-
measurable functions, T.y o Ty, o T = T on the class of L'-functions which
are g~ '(%)-measurable. Therefore, T% = (.5 o Ty )y for all (§71(B) = oc)-
measurable ¢ € L!.

= [} This is clear from taking ¢ = Ly-1(p). O

The equivalence relation = on A is defined as follows: E =~ F' if and only
if the symmetric difference EAF has Lebesgue measure zero. Of course, =
is still an equivalence relation on any . C 4. The equivalence class of S in
& is denoted by [S]» or just [S] if no confusion can arise. The collection of
equivalence classes in .¥ is denoted by []. [] is in fact a measure alge-
bra induced by the Lebesgue measure A\. That is, [“] is a Boolean o-algebra
with respect to the operations [S] V [R] = [S U R] and [S] A [R] = [S N R] to-
gether with A: /] — [0, 1] defined overloadedly by A([S]) = A(S) and satisfying
AV A = 552, MIA) B[4 A [A4;] = (0] for i # . See [, p.398).

Tc induces a well-defined equivalence class function Y¢: [o¢] — [0%] map-
ping [S] to [R] if and only if Telg = 1. It follows from the defining property
ii of T that AM(R) = A(S) and hence Y¢ is measure-preserving. The following
lemma summarizes results from Theorem 3.2 and the proof of Theorem 3.3 in
Z

Lemma 4.5 ([]). Let ¥ C B be a non-atomic o-algebra. Then

1. there exists a surjective isomorphism ¥ : [] — [PB] which means ¥([S]¢) =
W(S])e, W ([S1] v [S2]) = W ([S1]) vV W ([S2]), A([S]) = A(W([S])) and ¥ is

onto (it follows that ¥ is one-to-one and an isometry with respect to the



metric p([S], [R]) = A([S]A[R]) and preserves countable unions and inter-
sections); and

2. for any surjective isomorphism ¥ : [/] — [A)], there exists a unique (a.e.)
measure-preserving Borel function h: [0,1] — [0, 1] such that h=1 (%) C .
(in fact, they are essentially equivalent,) and that h=*(B) € $~1([B]) for
all B € A.

Proof. Enumerate QN [0,1] = {r,},y and set I,, = [0,7,]. For each n € N,
choose S, in the equivalence class W=1([I,]) so that S, = [0,1] if rp, = 1
and S C S; whenever r, < 7;. Define a Borel measure-preserving function
h(z) = inf {ry: z € S}. For S € .7, choose By € ¥([S]) and set Sy = h=1(By).
Since ¥ is 1-1, [S] = U!([Bo]). We prove that h=*(By) € U~1([Bo]) by con-
sidering .# = {B € #: h™'(B) € ¥"([B])}. Since .# is a monotone class
containing all [0,7%], it contains all Borel sets and we have the claim. To
prove uniqueness, if k: [0,1] — [0,1] is a measure-preserving Borel function
such that k=1(B) € ¥~1([B]) for all B € &, then k=1([0,7,]) € ¥~L([[0,r,]])-
So A (h=1([0, r,]) Ak™1([0,7,])) = 0 for all n. By Proposition 10 in [I4, Chapter

1 (p. 261)], h=F a.e. O

Theorem 4.6. Let C be a copula with associated Markov operator Tec and
doubly stochastic measure uc. For measure-preserving functions f and g on
[0,1], the following are equivalent.

1. pc (graph {f = g}) = 1, where graph {f = g} = {(z,y): f(z) = g(y)}.
2. Tc =T.y o Tye on the class of g~ (B)-measurable functions.
3. C is non-atomic with oc 2 g~ (#) and o, 2 [~ B).

Proof. [I]=[2} By Proposition[4.4] Lemma[4.3]and the measure-preserving prop-
erty of f and g, it suffices to show that uc(f~1(B) x g=1(B)) = A(f~1(B)) for
all B € #. This follows from pc (f~'(B) x g7*(B)) < pc (f7H(B) xI) =
A(f71(B)) and

po (F7H(B) x g7 (B)) = pe ({(z,y): f(z) = g(y) € B})
=pc ({(z,y): f(z) =g(y)} N {(z,y): f(z) € B})
— A (FUB)).
:> For each n € N and 7 = 1,2,...,2", put I;, = [12]1,2%] and

= (L) x g7 (I; ). Then By 2By D -+ 2 B, O -+ and
on

)
Zﬂc ) X g (Tin) ZA (Iin)) =Y A(in) =1,
i=1

where we have used Lemmal[£.3]in the second equality and the measure-preserving
property of f in the third. Set B = (2, B,,. We have uc(B) = lim pc(B,) =
n—oo



1. Tt then suffices to show that B ={(z,y): f(z) = g(y)}. First, if f(z) # g(y)
then there exists n € N such that 5 < \f(:c) 9(y)| and hence (z,y) ¢ B,. Con-
versely, it is clear that {(z,y): f(z ) gy =U; {(z,y): flx) =9(y) € i} C
B,, for all n.

= [3} By Proposition Tely-1(p) = Ly-1(p) for all B € %, which
implies that ¢7'(#) C o¢ and f~1(%) C of. But both ¢g7!(%) and f~}(%)
are non-atomic because g and f are measure-preserving. Therefore the finer
o-algebras o¢ and o, are non-atomic as well.

= Our proof is in three steps. i) By applying Lemma 1) to o¢
and of, it follows that Y¢: [o¢] — [0f] defined earlier is one-to-one, onto,
measure-preserving and preserves order, complementation and the lattice op-
eration on equivalence classes corresponding to countable unions of monotonic
sequence of sets, i.e. T¢ is a surjective isomorphism. ii) By Lemma[4.5(2), there
exists Z¢: [0&] — [4] and a unique (a.e.) Borel function f: I — I such that
f~1(B) € E5'([B]) for all B € #. So the composition Z¢ o Yc: [o¢] — (4]
satisfies the same properties and induces a unique Borel function g: I — I such
that

g ' (B) € (EcoYe) H([B]) for all B € A. (2)
iii) From (2), Tc ([g71(B)]) = 5" ([B]) and, by the definition of Y¢, Tel,-1(5) =
Ly-1(p) for all B € . And the proof is done by Proposition O

In particular, for measure-preserving functions f,g on I, the support of

C.p+Cye " the graph of £(z) = g(y), that is sic, ., (graph {f = g}) = 1, and
its mass is distributed uniformly in the sense that Te.;xcpelp = Tey (Tyelp) is

(0}, = [~1(%))-measurable for all B € 2.

Example 3. For a fixed a € (0,1), consider C, = aM 4 (1 — )W with Markov
operator T,,. It is readily verified that oc, = op, = {S€ %#: S=1- 5} and
Tolg = 1g for all S € o¢,. But only T% has the property that T%]IB is
O'C% -measurable for all B € 4. Note also that C% = L% * Lt%.

5 Copulas with fractal support

Let us recall the construction of copulas with self-similar supports in Fredricks
et al. [0] put in the context of patched copulas [21, [1].

Definition 2. A transformation matriz is a matrix A with nonnegative entries,
for which the sum of all entries is 1 and every row and column has at least one
non-zero entry.

Given a transformation matrix A = [a;;]kx¢ Where the first index () is the
column number from left (i = 1) to right (¢ = k) and the second index (j) is
the row number from bottom (j = 1) to top (j = £), the matrix multiplication

of A and B = [bjm]exn is defined by [ai;][bjm] = [Z§=1 aijbjm] A® = [aji)exh-



This unconventional entry arrangement syncs well with the product of copulas
defined [2] as

1
C * D(u,v) :/ 02C(u, t)01 D(t,v) dt.
0

Let p; denote the sum of the entries in the first ¢ columns of A and let g;
denote the sum of the entries 1n the first j rows of A where py = 0 and g9 = 0.
The partitions {pl} _oand {qj} _o 0f [0,1] yield a rectangular partition of [0, 1]?
consisting of k¢ rectangles Wlth vertices (p;,q;). Given a copula C, we construct
a new copula denoted by [A](C) by placing a scaled copy of C in each of the
k- £ rectangles weighted according to the mass given by the corresponding entry
in A. It is defined for (u,v) € R;; = [pi—1,pi] X [gj—1,¢;] by

U — pi— q
mwmw=23m+f£42%+.flzw
i1<i,j'<j Pi = Pi1 55 Gi-13g

Jr%C(u—pi-:L’ v —gj-1 )
Pi —=Pi-1 45 —qj—1

Here, empty sums are zero by convention. See [0] for more details. It will be
more convenient to view [A](C) as the so-called patched copula [21], [I] defined
as

k¢
[A)(C)(u,0) =Y >~ ayC (Fi(u), G;(v))

i=1 j=1

where F;(u) = min <1, ;:2;_1) 1(p,_,,00)(u) is the uniform distribution on
i — Di—1
mﬂMM@wﬂm@“%*
g — gj—1
tion on [g;_1, ¢;]. Denote Ap; = p; — p;—1 and Ag; = ¢; — gj-1.
We then investigate how this rectangular patching of a copula C' according
to the transformation matrix A affects C' in terms of their Markov operators.

1(g,_1,00)(v) is the uniform distribu-

Tiaerf ZZZ’; - / O (), G5(0) T )

- Qj5—— 82 )f © G;l(s) ds
ZZ i)
—ZZ%T o G Y)(Fi(x)). (3)

¢
Z Z” Te(f o G;l)(x), which can be

i

Consequently, Tiajc)(f)(F; ' (2))

Jj=1

kx1 {Zzihxe{TC(f oGjil)(x)fo

10

written in matrix form as

T[A](C)(f)(Ffl(ﬂ?))}




See [19, 20] for essentially the same identity in terms of Markov kernels.

Define inductively [A]"(C) = [A] ([A]"~!(C)) for n > 2. Fredricks et al. [0]
showed that for any transformation matrix A # [1] and copula C, [A]"(C)
converges (pointwise and hence uniformly) to a unique copula Cy, as n — oo.
Moreover, C4 is the fixed point of [A], i.e. [A](Ca) = Ca. However, since
uniform convergence will not suffice for our purposes, we shall investigate the
convergence of [A]*(D) with respect to a stronger norm with respect to which the
x-product is jointly continuous. We choose the modified Sobolev norm defined
s |[Clls = ICI} + ICI5 where |[CII? = Jy Jy 10:C (w, v)|* dudv. See [3].

Proposition 5.1. Let A be a transformation matrixz whose dimension is at least
2 x 2 and let C and D be copulas. Then

ITANC) = [Al(D)lls < 7€ = Dllg

where 7? = max ZZ 2% 4= 1,
— Di—

=1 =1 Ly

the modified Sobolev norm .

Proof. Denote A = [a;;|rxe with k, £ > 2 and let {gol}iC 0 {qj}z be the induced
partitions of [0, 1] on the z-axis and y-axis, respectively. For u € (pl 1,pi) and

v (61 (@j-1,45)s N[A|(O)(u,v) = ay F(w)drC (Fy(u), G5(v)) + Y4, aanF (u)

01 [A](C) (u, v) = 01 [A)(D) (u, v)| = aijl |01C (Fy(u), G (v)) = 01D (Fi(u), Gj(v))] -

Pi — Pi—

¢k
Pi —Pi—1 .
Za] ! = <1 and |-||g is
=1i=1 -1

Hence, [|[A](C) — [A](D)]||} is equal to

"
ZZ pz 1) / /101 . [0:C¢ Gj(v)) — D (Fi(u),G;(v))|” dudv

j:l 1=

¢
= | XX == | e - Dl

j=11i=1 Pi-1

=

k
A similar proof yields [[[A](C) — [AJ(D)[; = [ Y. a5 in Pzt o - DJ2.
X j—1
j=11:=1
Now, since a;; < p; — p;—1 and Zl aij = q; — ¢j—1,

4 14 k 4
ZZa?J%’_% 1 Zzaij(qj—qj 1 Z —qj— 1 <

(¢—qi-1) =1,
J=1i=1 pPi-1 TS =1 i

-

1

where we have used the assumption that ¢ > 2 in the last inequality. In fact,

the same assumption implies that a” < p; — pi—1 for some j. The same line
of proof using k > 2 shows Zj S af; B=t=t < 1 and the desired result
J J

follows. O

11



We now have that the mapping [A] is a contraction on the class of copulas Cy
with respect to the modified Sobolev norm. Using the fact [3] that Cy is complete
with respect to the modified Sobolev norm, it follows from the Contraction-
Mapping Theorem that:

Theorem 5.2. For each transformation matriz A of dimension at least 2 X 2,
and for any initial copula D, the sequence {[{A]"(D)}, converges to the copula
Cy in the modified Sobolev norm.

Definition 3. Let A = [a;;]rx¢ be a transformation matrix, § # I C {1,2,...,k}
and 0 # J C {1,2,...,£}. The pair (I,J) is called an invariant pair of A if
a;; = 0 for all (4,7) € (I x J°)U (I° x J) and a;; > 0 for some (i,5) € I x J.
Two invariant pairs (I1,J1) and (Iz, J2) of A are called disjoint if I N Is = ()
and J; N Jy = 0. It follows that if they are not disjoint then both I; N Iy and
J1 N Jy are not empty.

We say that A is disjointly decomposable if A has a finite number of pair-
wise disjoint invariant pairs (11, J1), (I2, J2), ..., (In, Jn) such that Ufj:l I, =
{1,2,...,k} and Uﬁ[:lJn ={1,2,...,¢}. For each n = 1,2,..., N, let us de-
note by A, the k x ¢ matrix whose (i, j)th entry is a;; if ¢ € I,, and j € J,, and

N

is equal to zero otherwise. Observe that A = Z A, and in particular, every
n=1

non-zero entry in A appears in exactly one A,,. We also say that A is disjointly
decomposable as the sum Zf:le A, or disjointly decomposable by N invariant
pairs.

Such a disjoint decomposition of A gives rise to two partitions of [0,1]:

N N

{Qn},—; and {P,},_, defined by Q,, = UjeJ,,, (¢j-1,49;) and P, = Uieln (Pi-1,pi)-
Then A(Q,) > 0 and A(P,) > 0 for alln =1,..., N. Each pair (I,,, J,,) induces
set functions ¥, and .%,, mapping B € £ to

4,B)= | J G;'(B)CQn and Z,(B)= ] F/'(B) C Pa.
JE€In i€l,

Note that G;((0,1)) = (gj-1,¢;) and F; '((0,1)) = (pi—1,pi)-

Remark. If A has N invariant pairs (I, J1), (I2, J2),..., (In, Jn), not neces-
sarily disjoint, such that Uf:f:l I, = {1,2,...,k} and Uitvzl I =1{1,2,...,¢0}
then A is disjointly decomposable by N’ > N invariant pairs. In fact, without
loss of generality, if (17, J;) and (I3, Jo) are not disjoint then I’ = I1 NI # 0 and
J' = JiNJy # 0 and it can be shown that (I1\ I, J1\ J2), (I2\ 11, J2\J1), (I', J')
are pairwise disjoint invariant pairs. Replacing (I1, J1), (I2, J2) with these three
pairs gives us a finer list of invariant pairs. Then repeat the process until all
invariant pairs are pairwise disjoint.

Lemma 5.3. If (I,J) is an invariant pair of a transformation matriz A and
S, R € B are such that Tclg = 1, then T[A}(C)]IUJEJGJI(S) = ]lU’iEI FUR):

12



Proof. For j € J, we have ]lU'/EJ G.—/I(S)OG;I(CE) = 1g(x); otherwise, ]lU_/ejGjl(S)o
G;l(nc) = 0. So, by ,

a; 1
UL Ujes G5H(S) = ZZA;ZTC< UJ-/EJGJ.’,I(S)OGJ' )(Fz(x))

*ZZZWﬂs<D
i= 1]6]

-y Z; o(1s)(Fi()),
el g

where we have used the assumption that a;; = 0if i ¢ I and j € J. Since for
each i € I, a;; =0 for all j ¢ J, the sum ZjeJ ai; is equal to Ap; and

Tuio)ly,_, 6-1(s) = D To(ls)( = 1r(Fi(@) =1y _ p1 (@)
i€l i€l

Lemma 5.4. Let C be a copula. Suppose a transformation matriz A is disjointly
decomposable by N invariant pairs. If Tiacyls = 1r then forn =1,...,N,
Tiacoyls, = 1g, where S, = SNQ, and R, = RN P,.

Proof. For eachn = 1,..., N, the positivity of Tj )¢ implies that Tjajc)1s, <
Tiayc)ls = 1g. If it holds that Tjqcyls, = 0 for a.e. ¥ not in P,, then
T[A](C)]lsn < ]lRmp = ]lR Summing over all n giVGS

1g = Tiao)ls = ) Tayeyls, < D Ir, = Ir

and hence Tj4)¢)ls, = 1g, for all n. We then prove the claim. If x ¢ P, =
Uirer, Pir—1,pir), then Fi(z) = 0 or 1 for all i € I,, and

Q5 _
Tiayoyls, (1) = > Z ’ T > Lsn(g, 1.0 0G| (Fil))

icl, ]67 j/GI
=3 > % 2o Te (Lo © G7) (@) = 0.
i€l jeJ,

We use the convention that 0 and 1 are not in the support of all functions. [

Theorem 5.5. Suppose a transformation matriz A is disjointly decomposable
by N > 2 invariant pairs. Then the invariant copula C4 is non-atomic.

Proof. Let S,R € & be such that T¢,1s = 1 and A(S) = A(R) > 0. Since
Ca = [A](Ca), by Lemma [5.4] Te,1s, = 1g, for all n = 1,2,..., N where
Spn = %,(S) € @, and R, = %,(R) C P, re such that S = J,, S» and

13



Figure 1: Supports of [A;]"(II), r =1,2,...,5

R =, Ry If one of the A(S,)’s is strictly between 0 and A(S) then S and R
are not atoms of oc, and o, , respectively. Otherwise, there is an ny such that
A(Sn;) = A(S) and we repeat the process by applying Lemmato To,ls,, =
L, and obtain Sy, , = G (Sny) C9(Qn,) and Ry, = F(Ry,) € Fn(Poy)
are such that S,, = U, Snins Bny = U, Bnyn and T, s, = 1g, , for all
n=1,2,...,N. If some A(Sp, ) lies between 0 and A(S) then we are done.
Otherwise, there must be an ng such that A(Sy, n,) = A(S). This process will

certainly stop because A(%, (- (%, (Qny)))) = MQny) - MQnx)ANQrny) — 0

as k — oo and A\(S) > 0. O
Example 4. Let Ay = Ky + K; and As = Ko + K5 where
0 0 0 112 0 1/4 1/6 0 1/6
Ky=10 1/3 0|, Ki=| 0 0 0 and Kb =0 0 0
0 0 O 1/4 0 1/12 1/6 0 1/6

Then both transformation matrices A; and A, are disjointly decomposable by
2 invariant pairs ({1,3},{1,3}) and ({2},{2}). By Theorem [5.5] the invariant
copulas Cy4, and Cy, are non-atomic and hence, by T heorem it is supported
in the support of an implicit dependence copula. In fact, they share the same
support shown in Figure [I] Note also that both copulas are symmetric as the
corresponding matrices are. We will see later that (only) Ca, can be factored
as Ly * L for some left invertible copulas Ly, Lo.

A transformation matrix L = [Ajp]rxn is said to be a left complete depen-
dence matriz if there is exactly one nonzero entry in each column, i.e. for each
1, there exists a positive integer n; < N such that \;, = 0 for n # n;. Right
complete dependence matrices are defined similarly.

14



Lemma 5.6. Let L be a left complete dependence matriz with dimension at least
2 x 2 and C be a left invertible copula. Then [L](C),[L]*(C),...,[L]"(C),...
are left invertible copulas converging to a left invertible copula Cp. The same
statement also holds if all occurrences of “left” are replaced by “right.”

Proof. Since the general case can be proved by induction on r, it suffices to
show that [L](C) is left invertible. By definition, the z-partition of [L](C')
is determined by the only non-zero entry in each column: py = 0 and p; =

i Nimys i =1, k. So [L)(C)(u,0) = S5 1 Xin, C (Fi(u), G, (v)) and

[L)(C)* * [L)(C)(u,v) ZZWI / t), G, (u)) %C(Fi(t),Gm(v)) dt

i'=11=1

—ZAW / O,C (Fy(t), G, (w)) D1C (Fy(t), G, (v) FL(1)? dt

= Z )\“%C’t * C(G”z( ) Gnl ('U))
i=1
k

= Z)‘ime (min(u,v)) = M(u,v).
i=1
Therefore, [L](C) is left invertible. In general, we have [L]"(C)! x [L]"(C) = M

and so, by taking the limit as » — oo with respect to the modified Sobolev norm
(see Theorem [5.2)), C% * Cp, = M. O

Theorem 5.7. Let A be a k x £ transformation matriz, with k,¢ > 2, which
18 disjointly decomposable by N > 2 invariant pairs. If all Ay, Ao, ..., Ay have
rank one, then C4 = Lx R for some left invertible copula L and right invertible
copula R.

Proof. If A, has rank one, then there exist a row matrix L, = [Ain],,; and a

column matrix R, = [pn;],,, such that |L,| = |A,| = |R,| and
A= ——L.R (4)
n |An| n (3]

where |A| denotes the sum of the absolute values of all entries in a matrix
A. Stacking up L,’s vertically and R,,’s horizontally, we obtain transformation
matrices

Ly
L=Ninlyxn=| : | and R=[pnlnxe=[B1 -~ Rn].
Ly

Since I,,’s are disjoint, each column of L has exactly one non-zero entry. Simi-
larly, each row of R has exactly one non-zero entry.
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We then show that [L](C}) * [R](Cs) = [A](Cl x Cy) for any copulas C
and 02 For m = 1,2,..., N, denote by H,, the uniform distribution on

{Z LALLM A, |} oH = \Aml on its support. For u,v € [0,1],

[L)(C) * [R](Ca)(u, )

1 N ¢ N
:/0 (ZZMBM <Fz(U)aHn(t))> SN pmidiCo (Hu(t),G5(v)) | dt
i=1 n=1 j=1m=1
a ‘ al )\znpn
=22 (Z 7 |J> Cr % s (Fi(w), G, (v) (5)
i=1 j=1 \n=1 n
= [A](C1 % C2)(u,v) (6)

It is left to verify that the sum over n in is equal to the (i, j)th-element in
A. Since Zﬁlzl A, is a disjoint decomposition of A = [a;;]kx¢, the equation
implies that if (i, 7) € I, X Jy, for some (unique) m then

aij =

the (4, 7)th element of Ly, Ry, Aimmpmj i AinPnj
| Am| | Am|

n=1 ‘ nl

where the last equality follows from the fact that i, pn; = 0 if (i, ) ¢ I, X J,.
It also clearly follows from this fact that if if (4,5) ¢ I, x Jy, for all m then
N Aznpn]

=0 = a;;.
(ED a proof by induction on r = 1,2,... yields [L]"(C}) % [R]"(Cs) =
[R]"(Ca)) = -+ = [A] (C1 # Ca). So [LI"(E) » [R)(E) =

[A] ( ) for all r 2 1if F is an idempotent copula, e.g. £ = M or II. By Lemma
[L]" (M) are left invertible copulas and [R]" (M) are right invertible copulas.

By Theorem with respect to the modified Sobolev norm, [L]"(M),
[R]"(M) and [A]"(M) converge respectively to a left invertible copula Cp,, a right
invertible copula Cr and a copula C4 satisfying [L](CL) = Cr, [R](Cr) = Cr
and [A](C4) = C4. As a consequence of the joint continuity of the *-product
with respect to [|-|| 4, we obtain Cf, * Cr = C4 as desired. O

Example 5. Fix r € (0,1/2) and consider the transformation matrix

r/2 0 r/2 0 0 0 r/2 0 r/2
0 1-2r 0|=1]0 1-2r O|4+[0 O O
r/2 0 /2 0 0 0 r/2 0 r/2

Both matrices on the right hand side have rank one which implies by Theorem
that the invariant copula can be factored as the product of a left invertible
copula and a right invertible copula. When r = 1/3, the transformation matrix
is As in Example The copula factors, Cr, and Cg,, of Cy4, are shown
0 1/3 0 } _pt

(approsimately) in Figure 2 where L = |0 100,
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Figure 2: Supports of [A2](II), [L2]®(II) and [R3]°(II) in Example

04 . L 04 04 —
1

4 204 a4 1

Figure 3: Supports of [43]°(I), [L3]®(II) and [R3]%(I1) in Example |§|

Example 6. Let us also consider the factorization of a non-symmetric invariant
copula by first setting

3/28 0 27/140 3/10 0
Ky=| 0 0 0 |,ILs= 194 3/010 9/020 and Ry=| 0  3/10
1/7 0 9/35 4/10 0

Then the non-symmetric transformation matrix A3 = Ky + K3 is disjointly
decomposable by 2 invariant pairs ({1,3},{1,3}) and ({2},{2}). Since K
and K3 have rank one, it follows from Theorem and its proof that Cy, =
Cr, * Cr,. Approximations of their supports are illustrated in Figure
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