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1 Introduction

In this paper we study mixture of two bivariate generalized exponential distri-
butions. We choose Marshall-Olkin type of bivariate generalized exponential
distribution introduced by Gupta and Kundu [4] for this purpose. The distribu-
tion can be used to model a data set which is heterogeneous and non-negative
in nature where some of components are equal. The main objective of this
paper is to explore the issues related to estimation of the parameters for this
bivariate mixture distribution through EM algorithm. We see the behavior of
EM algorithm over different sample size and parameters. The calculation of the
E and M step is little cumbersome. An estimation procedure through hierarchi-
cal EM algorithm helps us to provide a computationally efficient procedure to
get the parameter values. The simulation study shows that the method works
well mainly for large sample data. It fails to provide the proper estimate when
sample size is not sufficiently large.

Mixture distribution plays an important role in modeling heterogeneous
populations, see for example McLachlan and Peel [15]. A Mixture distribution
can easily capture Multimodality. We can also bring the heavy tail behaviour
by mixing two distributions. An extensive work has been done on a mixture
of multivariate normal distributions, not much work has been done on a mix-
ture of multivariate non-normal distributions. Recently mixture of bivariate
Birnbaum Saunder distribution is introduced by Khosravi, Kundu and Ja-
malizadeh [8] to model the fatigue failure caused by cyclic loading. For some
related work in this connection readers are referred to [17], [9]. Mixture of bi-
variate generalized exponential is not used so far to model mixture of bivariate
life time data. It can be a good option to model such data sets.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In section 2, we provide the
formulation of MBVGE distribution. Some important properties for MBVGE
are stated in section 3. EM algorithm to compute the MLEs of the unknown
parameters is provided in section 4. Discussion regarding Numerical Simula-
tions and results are kept at Section 5. Finally we conclude the paper in section
6.

2 Formulation of MBVGE

The univariate Generalized Exponential (GE) distribution has the following
cumulative density function (CDF) and probability density function (PDF)
respectively for x > 0;

Fop(z;a,\) = (1— e )% fop(e;a,\) = ade (1 — e )L

Here o > 0 and A > 0 are shape parameter and scale parameters. It is clear
that for « = 1, it coincides with the exponential distribution. From now on a
GE distribution with the shape parameter o and the scale parameter \ will
be denoted by GE(«, A). For brevity when A = 1, we will denote it by GE(«)
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and for a = 1, it will be denoted by Exp(A). From now on unless otherwise
mentioned, it is assumed that a3 > 0, as > 0, ag > 0, A > 0.

Suppose Uy ~ GE(ay, ), Uy ~ GE(ag, \) and Us ~ GE(as, A) and they
are mutually independent. Here ‘~’ means follows or has the distribution.
Now define X; = max{U;,Us} and X5 = max{Us,Us}. Then we say that the
bivariate vector (X7, X5) has a bivariate generalized exponential distribution
with the shape parameters aj, as and az and the scale parameter \. We
will denote it by BVGE(«1, ag, a3, \). Now for the rest of the discussions for
brevity, we assume that A = 1, although the results are true for general A also.
The BVGE distribution with A = 1 will be denoted by BVGE(a1, as, as).
Before providing the joint CDF or PDF, we first mention how it may occur in
practice.

We know that if Uy 1, Up 2 and Uy 3 are three independent random numbers,
but follows GE(a1, A1), GE(ag, A1) and GE(as, A1) respectively, we can define
X1 = maX{Uo,l, [J()’g}7 XQ = maX{U()’Q, Uo’g} which follows BVGE(OQ, o, (3, )\1)

The joint cdf of BVGE can be written as :

Fx, x,(z1,22) = Far(z1;00, M) Far(z2; a, M) Far(z; a3, A1)
= Fap(zi;0n + a3, M) Fop(xe;a, A1) if 21 <29
= FGE(:C a1, A )FGE(xg;OéQ +a3,)\1) if 1 > 29
(

:FGE$011+012+063,)\1) if T1 =T2 =2

Therefore the joint pdf of (X1, X5) for 21 > 0 and xo > 0, is :

fa(x1,$2):f1a(5€1,332) if 0<z;<x2 <0
= foa(z1,22) if 0 <2 <1 <00
= foa(z) if 0<21 =020 =20<00

Jia (w1,22) = fap(z1;00 + a3, A1) fap(x2; a2, A1)
a + Olg)ag(]. —e >\1I1)01+C¥3—1(1 _ e—/\le)GQ—le—M(m-i-wz)

(

= (

Joa (w1,22) = fap(r1;00, M) fap(22; 00 + a3, A1)

(041 + a3)a2(1 _ e_)‘lxl)al+0‘3—1<1 _ e—A1m2)a2—1e—A1(ml+zz)
as

= — Ty + ag + as, A

(z) = a1+a2+a3fGE( 1 2 3, A1)

an

Our aim is to study mixture of two bivariate generalized exponential dis-
tributions. Let BVGE(aq, ag, a3, A1) and BVGE(fy, 82, B3, A2) be two inde-
pendent bivariate generalized exponential distributions. We consider mixture
of them with mixture proportion pg and p;.

f(x1,22) = po fal®r, T2; 1, a2, a3, A1) + p1 (w1, 225 B1, Ba, B3, A2)
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Figure-1 shows surface and contour plots of probability density function
for four different sets of parameters of MBVGE. They are as follows : & : p =
0.6,)\1 = 2, AQ = 1.5,0(1 = 0.5,042 = 0.4,0[3 = 0-3,61 = 0.5,52 = 1.5,63 =0.5
52 p= 0.37>\1 = 1,)\2 = 0.5,&1 = 1,@2 = 1.2,0&3 = 1,51 = 1,52 = 1.4,53 =
2.

Fig. 1 Surface and Contour plots of probability density function for different sets of pa-
rameters of MBVGE

3 Properties

Theorem 1 1. Marginal distribution of MBVGE is mixture of univariate
generalized exponential distribution.

Theorem 2 Copular function of MBVGE can be written as mizture of two
different copulas i.e.: C(u,v) = pCi(u,v) + (1 — p)Cq(u,v) where Ci(u,v)
and Ca(u,v) are two different copula and can be provided by the following
exTPressions :

(=31 1 1
uerttazy qgeortez <= paztay
Cy(u,v) = { ag

1 1
up *2+as urtasz > paztas
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B1 1 1
wuPL1+B3 Yy whP1t+h3 L= ph2+B83

Co(u,v) = { 5y

1 1
uv B2+83 uP1+8s > Vv B2+83

Theorem 3 Tail Index of the Copula can be provided by the following relation

tt
A =PlY < Fy' ()| X < Fx'(t)] = lim C(t’ ) _ 0
A = PlY > Fy ()X > F(1)]

PR el 0]

t—1— 1-—t

Qa2 B2

—9_p— 2 (1 p)—r

P Tastas ( p)ﬁ1+52+53

Theorem 4 Hazard function for the distribution can be obtained from the
relation :

pfia(z1,22)+(1—p) fi1s(z1,22) .
PSta(@1,22)+(1—p)S15(w1,72) if <@
h(t ¢ )_ f(tlatQ) _ ) pfaa(z1,22)+(1—p) fos(z1,22) if 1>
DTGt 1) ) Po2e @) T p) s (w1,2) toe
’ pfoa(x)+(1—p)fos(x) if T =Ty =1

PSoa(z,2)+(1—p)Sos(z,z)

Other definition of Hazard function for the distribution can be obtained from
the relation :

-0 -0
h(tl,tQ) = [Ttl In S(t17t2), 67t2 IHS(t1,t2)]

Theorem 5

pA1+(1—p)B:

pA+(1—p§B L1 < T2

_ _ ) pCi+(1—p)D

P(X1§1'1|X2—1'2)— W $1>$2
PE1+21*P3F1 _
pA+(1—p)B T1 =22

where Ap = (1 — e A1)otasg, (1 — e A@2)02=1 B = (1 — e*)\ail)51+ﬁ3ﬂ2(1 _
e—)\:pz)ﬁz—l’ C, = (1 _ e—/\m1)a1 (Olz =+ CV3)(1 _ e—)\wg)ag—&-ag—l’ D, = (1 o
e_AII)Bl (624_63)(1_6—)\332)524-63—1, E, = (041+Oé2+0z3)<1—6_/\w2)a1+a2+a3_1,
F, = (61 + 62 + ﬁg)(l _ e—>¢2)ﬂ1+ﬁ2+[33—1; A= (042 T 043)(1 _ e—>\.’L‘2)OLQ+(X3—1’
B = (ﬁQ + /33)(1 _ 6*)@2)524#‘33*1'
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Theorem 6 FExpression for Kendal’s tau can be obtained using its copula form

as
= 2% +(1 —p)QM
2= T 25[382 jL Zj; +az(Ba + B3)
+2p(1-p) 201 + as + 2aagjggz Igz% + Ba(az + a3)
0P e e Bf)lcgjf(?a;z) + B+ Bs)as
) e T aj)lélﬂﬂ?ﬂ;z Fartaghs
Similarly,

Theorem 7 FEzpression for Spearman Correlation coefficient (rs) can be pro-
vided as

(81 + B2) _
(Br+ B2+ B3) + B3

a1 + o

3.
2(0&1 + a9 + 043) + a3

4 Implementation of EM algorithm

Here we use multistage EM algorithm to construct the final pseudo-likelihood.
In stage -1, we introduce

o4l (@15, @2i) ~ fal®1i, 22i)
' 0 if (Iu,fﬂzi) ~ fﬁ(Iu,Izi)

Depending on observations lying on Iy, I and I3, we can define three parts
of posterior distribution of Z;, as po,0i, Po,1: and pg 2; respectively.
Therefore,
Po,0i = P(Z; = 1|(X1,X2) € Ip)
Pofoa(T1,72)

= fori=1,---,n
Pofoa(z1,22) + 01 fos(x1, 22) 0
po,1i = P(Z; = 1|(X1,X2) € )
_ pofla(xl,l‘z) for i=1,--,m
Pofra(x1, 22) + p1fis(e1, x2)
Po,2i = P(Z; = 1|(X1,X2) € I)
pofza(xhwz) fori =1, s

" pofaa(T1,2) + pi1fap(x1, 22)
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We also take p1 o; = (1 = po,0i),p1,1: = (1 — po,1s) and py12; = (1 — po2i)-

In second stage we take the missing information as the maximum between
the the pair of observations corresponding to (X7, X5). Therefore we introduce
(A070,A0,1) if we assume (X17X2) ~ fa(') and (ALO’ALl) for (Xl,XQ) ~
fa(:) as described in [4] i.e. A1g =1 or 31if Ups > Ups or Up1 < Ups
and A(],l =2 or 3if U()yz > Uo’g or U()yg < Uo’g. If Y1 = (Oll,az,a;g,)\l),
fractional mass (ug,1(7),u0,2(7)) [We denote simply as ug 1, uo2] assign to
'pseudo observation’ (z1,x2) is the conditional probability that the random
vector (Ag,1, Ao,2) takes the values (1,2) or (3, 2) respectively given that X; <
Xo.

Similarly, if (1, x2) € I, we form the pseudo observations by introducing
fractional mass wp ; and wp 2 which is the conditional distribution that the
random vector (Ag o, Ag,1) takes the values (1, 2) and (1, 3) respectively, given
that X7 > Xs.

We can show o1 = ;%5 and w2 = 5% whereas wo,1 = %3~ and
— a3
Wo,2 = §;Fas

Exactly in the similar line we can define (A; g, A1) for second type of
bivariate generalized exponential distribution and we denote four conditional
probabilities as (u1 1, u1,2) and (w11, wi,2) where uy ; = ﬁ, Urg = ,81[17363’

_ _ B — _bBs
WL = 5,455 and W12 = B3 55-
Therefore first step log-likelihood can be written as

£ =log [ [[pfa(@ri,w2)]*[(1 = p) fo(ari, 220)]
i=1

In the second step we use complete information in log(f, (14, 2;)) and
log(fa(x14,2:)) by introducing (Ao g, Ao,1) and (Aq,0, A1 1) respectively. In
the calculation of pseudo-likelihood we only need to take care of the proper
usage of posterior of z; given the data (x4, z2;). Formulation of the E-step
and M-step is shown in the subsequent subsections.

4.1 Formulation of E-step
The form of pseudo-likelihood can be written as follows :
lpseudo(ala 2, 3, )\17 617 ﬁ27 637 )‘2)

= contribution from 1st part of pseudo likelihood

+ contribution from 2nd part of pseudo likelihood



8 Arabin Kumar Dey Debasis Kundu Tumati Kiran Kumar

First part of pseudo likelihood

no ni n2 n0o n1 n2
= [ZP0,0i + Zpo,u + ZPO,%)] Inp+ [Z p1,0i + Zpl,li + mei)] In(1 —p)
=1 i=1 i=1 i=1 i=1 =1
+ ) pooiln(es) + Y pooiln A + (a1 + oz +as—1) > pooiln(l — e M)
i€l i€l i€ly
=M1 Y pooiii +uoa(Y  pogilnes +2) posiln A — A1 Y poriaa
i€ly el i€l el
+ (Oél + a3 — 1) ZPO’M ln(l — eiAlwli)]
il
+uo2[Y porilnas+2)  poriln A — A Y po vt
i€l i€l i€l
+ (Oél + a3 — 1) Zpo’li 111(1 — 67)\1‘/1:“)] -+ [Z pO,li 111 (6%)
i€l i€l
— MY porita;+ (a2 — 1) Y poaiIn(l — e M) +wo i[> poailnas
i€l i€l i€l
+2) poailn A — A1 Y poaiwai + (02 + a3 — 1) Y poaiIn(l — e 720)]
i€l 1€l i€l
+woa Y poailnaz+2) posilnd =AY po it
i€l i€l i€l
+ (062 + a3 — 1) Z pO,Qi 111(1 — 67)\”:21')] —+ [Z pO,Qi ln [e5]
i€l i€l

-\ ZPO,Zixli + (a1 — 1) Zpo,zi In(1 — e~ M1%14)]

i€l i€l
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Second part of pseudo likelihood
+ mei In(Bs) + Zpl,m InXo+ (B1+ B2+ f3— 1) mei In(1 — e *2v)

i€l i€l i€lp

— A2 Z P1,0i%1i + Ul,l[z P11 Ing; +2 Z P1,14 InAy — Ay Zpl,lixu

i€ly i€l i€l i€l

+ (51 + fs — 1) Zpl,li In(1 — e—)\zxu)]

i€l

+ Um[Z p1,141n B3 + 2 Z P1,1:1n A — Ao Z D1,1iT14

i€l 1€l i€l

+ (B +p5—1) Zpl,li In(1 — e A2%1)] 4 [Z P1,141n B2

i€l i€l

— Ao Zm,liﬂ?% +(82—1) Zpl,u In(1 — e~ *2%2i)] 4 w1,1[z P1,2:1n 3o

i€l i€l i€l

+ 2 Zpl,Zi InAs — Ao Zpl,Qi-TZi +(B2+ B3 —1) Zpl,Qi In(1 — 6_>‘2$2i)]

i€l i€l i€l

+wialY proinfBs+2 proilnds — Ao > proiwa

i€ls i€l i€l

+ (B2 + P —1) ZP1,2¢ In(1 — e~ ?272i)] + [Z P1,2iIn By

i€l i€ly

— XY praiwni+ (B1— 1) D proiln(l — e 271
i€l icls

4.2 Formulation of M-step:

Now the ‘M’ step involves the maximization of the

lpseudo(t1, i, a3, A1, B1, B2, B3, A2, )

with respect to all parameters. Taking derivative with respect to p, yields,

no ny na
Zi:l Po,0i + Zi:l Po,1i + Zi:l Po,2q
n

p =
For fixed A; and Ay, the maximization of lpseydo(+) occurs at

Uug,1 Zigl Po,1i + Zieb Do,2i
A

d1(M1) =
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A= Zie[o Po,0i 1n(1—€_>\1m")+zi611 Po,1: 111(1—6_)‘1‘%”)-"-21»6[2 Po,2i ln(l—
e—)\mu)
. -2 po,l'—wo,lz- Po,2i
042()\1) _ i€l 2 B i€lo g

B =3, pooin(1—e M%) 357, ) poriIn(l—e 2172) £ 37 1 pg o; In(1 —
—)\1I2i)
e

- Ziezo P0,0i — U0,2 Zie]l Po,1i — Wo,2 Zieh Po,2i
D

D=3 cp, pooiln(l—e M #) 357 1 po i In(1—e M%) £ 37 ) po g; In(1 —
e_’\1’”2'i) and A1, which maximizes lpesudo(-) can be obtained as a solution of
the following fixed point equation;

as(A) =

g1(A1) =\

where
E,
91()\1) = Fl

E, = Zpo,()i + 2ug1 Z Po,15 + 2ug 2 Z Do,1; + 2wo,1 Z Do,2; + 2wo,2 Z Do,2i

i€lp i€l i€l i€l i€l

. Lo ALY
YiDo,0i€
By = E P0,0i1i — (o1 + g + a3z — 1) L

(1 _ e_)\lyi)
i€lp i€lp
e~ MT1i
+ 0,1 E P0,1iT14 0,1( 1tas ) Po,1i%14 (1 _ e—)xlxu)
i€l i€l
xh_e*/\wﬂu
+ o2 Y Poriwii — uoz(on +az — 1) Zpo’“m
il i€l
x2ie—>\1$21
+ wo,1 § Po,2iT2i — Wo1 (a2 + az — 1) Zpo,zim
i€ls i€l
ine—/\Mﬁzi
w, iTo; — Wp.o(a ag—1 E S Wy
+ wo,2 E Do,2iT2i 0.2(az + a3 —1) Po,2i (1 — e=Miz2i)
icls icls
— A1y,
© 3 poiri — (o — 1) Po2iiie "
Po,2iT14i 1 (]_ _ e*)\lﬂili)
i€lz iclz
> (00 1) Y por 7 HE
iTo; — (g — T W
Po,1i%2i 2 Po,1i (1 _ e—/\lwzi)
1€l i€l

Similarly from the second part, we get
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A U1 Y seq PLti + 2 e, P12
61 (AQ) - _ cly G cls

G =, proin(l—e ) 437 ) pryiln(l—e 220) £ 37 ) pyo;In(l —
*>\2I1i)
e

A _Z P11 — Wi Z P1,2i
52()\2) — i€ly g i i€lo v

H =3 proin(l—e %) 437 0 prygIn(1—e22%20) 37, ) prg; In(1 —
—)\2I2i)
e

53()\2) _ = Zielo P1,0i — U1,2 Zieh P1,1i — W12 Z,-GIQ P1,2i
K

K =3 proim(l—e ™) 437 ) pragIn(l—e 276) £ 37 ) py g In(1—
—)\29627‘,)
e

5\2, which maximizes lpesudo(-) can be obtained as a solution of the following
fixed point equation;

g1(A2) = A2

where
K,
g1(A2) = I,

K, = ZP1,0i+2U1,1 ZP1,11+2U1,2 ZP1,1¢+2U/1,1 ZP1,2¢+2U/1,2 Zpl,%

icly i€l i€l = i€ly
. o= A2Yi
YiDP1,0i€
Li=> proiwi— (Bi+Ba+ps—1)Y S0t
(1 —e /\2111,)
iely i€l
e~ A2T1i
+ ui,1 Z]Dl,lixu —ui (b1 +B3—1) Zpl,lixliﬁ
i€l iel (1-e )
o A2T1;
T1;€
+ u1,2 Zm,uxu - Ul,Q(ﬂl + B3 — 1) Zpl,li(l_lm
i€ly i€l ¢
. Lp—A2T24
DP1,1iT2;€
+ Y Pz — (B2 — 1) U= Remary
el i€l
x2i€—>\2127‘,
+win Y proive — wi(Ba+ Bz — 1) meim +wis Y proitai
i€ly i€ly i€ly
—A2T2;
ZTo;€
—wnp(Bet A= 1) ) pag

i€ly
“Aoz1s
D1,2iT1€e” 201
(1 _ e—)\’qu)

+ Zpl,zﬂu — (B —1)

i€l i€l
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5 Numerical Result

We use package R 3.2.3 to perform the estimation procedure. All the programs
will be available on request to author. We have taken two different sets of
parameters to conduct our simulation. These are a; = 1;a5 = 1.2;a3 =
1;/81 = 1;52 = 1.4;53 = 2;)\1 = 1;)\2 = 05,p =0.3. a1 = 0.5;0&2 = 0.4;0(3 =
0.3; 81 =0.5; 82 = 1.5; 83 = 0.5; A1 = 1; Ao = 0.5;p = 0.6.

We take sample size as n = 1000, 1500. The procedure demands high sam-
ple size as it uses many stages of approximation. We start EM algorithm with
random initial guesses at each iteration. Left side of the Table-1 shows the
values of the parameters of parent distributions from which data is generated.
We use stopping criteria as absolute value of likelihood changes with respect
to previous likelihood at each iteration. The average estimates (AE), mean
squared error (MSE) are reported based on 1000 replications. With a very
small probability, algorithm is unable to find out the convergent point under
this stopping criteria. As a remedy we stop the algorithm after 5000 itera-
tions. This won’t affect the estimates and MSE much, because due to some
reason, algorithm was unable to reach the convergence point. However it will
roam around the actual values. Since major objective of EM is to extract some
closer value of the original parameters, we observe in our simulation experi-
ment that the goal will achieve without much affecting average estimates and
mean square error. In practice we can use other optimization techniques taking
the initial values of the parameters as the values that we have obtained using
EM algorithm to get more perfect estimates.

6 Conclusion

In this paper we proposed hierarchical EM algorithm in mixture of two bi-
variate distributions. We formulate the mixtures of taking higher dimensional
version of Generalized Exponential distribution proposed by Kundu and Gupta
[3]. We observed that our algorithm is giving good results for large samples.
Although MSE is on higher side for small sample. It can be a good guess for
the choice of initial parameters in other optimization algorithm.

We can further extend this version in more generalized set-up or much
larger class of distributions. The work is on progress.
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