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ABSTRACT The concept of ¢p-complete mixability and ¢-joint mixability
was first introduced in Bignozzi and Puccetti (2015), which is an extension
of complete and joint mixability. Following Bignozzi and Puccetti (2015),
we consider two more general cases of ¢ and investigate the ¢-joint mixabil-
ity for elliptical distributions and logarithmic elliptical distributions. Some
sufficient conditions for the ¢-joint mixability of some distributions are inves-
tigated. In addition, a conjecture on the uniqueness of the center of ¢-joint
mixability and the forms of the densities for some elliptical distributions are
given.
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1 Introduction

The concept of complete mixability for a univariate distribution was first
introduced by Wang and Wang (2011) and then extended to the notion of
joint mixability of an arbitrary set of distributions by Wang, Peng and Yang
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(2013). Suppose n is a positive integer, distribution functions Fi,--- , F}, on
R are said to be jointly mixable with index n if there exist n random variables
Xy, -+, X, such that X; ~ F;; 1 <i<n,and P(X;+---+X,=0C) =1
for some C € R. If F; = F, 1 <1 < n, then F is said to be n-completely
mixable and (Xi,---,X,) a complete mix. Any such C is called a joint
center of (Fy,---,F,). The concept of complete mixability is related to
some optimization problems in the theory of optimal couplings. For more
details on the problems and a brief history of the concept of the mixability,
we refer to the papers of Puccetti, Wang and Wang (2012), Wang (2015)
and Wang and Wang (2016). Bignozzi and Puccetti (2015) extended the
concept of joint mixability and introduce the concept of ¢-joint mixability as

follows. Let ¢ : R"™—=R be a measurable function. An n-tuple of univariate

distribution functions (Fy, - -, F},) is said to be ¢-jointly mixable with index
n if there exist n random variables X, --- , X,, such that X; ~ F;, 1 <i<n,
and

for some C' € R. Any such C is called a center of the ¢-jointly mixable
distributions and any random vector (X7, --- , X,,) satisfying (1.1) is called a
joint ¢p-mix. If F; = F, 1 <17 < n, then I is said to be ¢-completely mixable
with index n and the random vector (X7, ---, X,,) is called a complete ¢-mix.

In this paper, we consider the following two kind functions:

O1(xy, -+ xy) = hlagxy + -+ apxy), a; >0, z; € R; (1.2)

¢2('T17' o 7'Tn> = g (H'T?z> , O > 07 Z; Z 07 (13)
i=1

for two functions h and g. In particular, ¢; and ¢, are supermodular func-

tions when h and ¢ are convex functions. If all a; are 1, then ¢; becomes
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the sum operator and ¢o becomes the product operator considered in Big-
nozzi and Puccetti (2015). By definition, the distributions Fi, - - -, F,, which
supported by [0,00) are ¢o-jointly mixable if and only if the distributions
Hy,--- , H, are ¢;-jointly mixable for increasing or decreasing h and g, where
Hi(z) = Fi(exp({)),1 < i < n; see Lemma 6 in Bignozzi and Puccetti (2015)
for the special case of all o; are 1 and g(z) = h(z) = z.

A probability distribution is said to be symmetric if and only if there
exists a value zg such that F(zg — §) = F(zg + d) for all § € R. That is
X — xp and —(X — x) have the same distribution. If F' has a density f,
then f is symmetric if and only if f(zg —0) = f(xo + J) for all § € R.
In particular, if a symmetric distribution has a single mode, the distribu-
tion function is a unimodal-symmetric distribution. Many commonly used
distributions such as normal distribution and t-distribution are examples of
unimodal-symmetric distributions. According to Cambanis et al.(1981), we
know that the class of one-elliptical distributions coincides with the class
of one-dimensional symmetric distributions. Therefore, any one-dimensional
elliptical distributions which has a single mode is symmetric and unimodal.

Existing results on the mixability of the unimodal-symmetric distribu-
tions mainly focused on the complete and joint mixability, which goes back
to Riischendorf and Uckelmann (2002), who gave a simple general construc-
tion of random variables in the case of one dimensional unimodal-symmetric
distributions, later result on the joint mixability of unimodal-symmetric dis-
tribution contains Wang and Wang (2015), who generalized the results of
Riischendorf and Uckelmann (2002) and gave some conditions for the joint
mixability of marginal unimodal-symmetric distributions. In this paper, we
consider the ¢-joint mixability of unimodal-symmetric distributions.

In Section 2, we focus on ¢;-joint mixability for the class of elliptical

distributions. In Section 3, we investigate ¢o-joint mixability for the class of



logarithmic elliptical distributions.
2  ¢1-joint mixability

In this section, we consider the ¢;-joint mixability for the class of ellipti-
cal distributions. We first review some concepts and facts of the elliptical
distributions.

Definition 2.1 (Fang et al. (1990)). An n-dimensional random vector
X is said to have an elliptical distribution if its characteristic function can

be expressed as
Elexp(it'X)] = exp(it'pu)y(t'3t), t € R",

where p, 3 are parameters, pt = (f11,- -+ , i) € R", 3 = (04j)n x n 18 positive
semidefinite matrix, ¥:R — R is the characteristic generator of X. We
denote by X ~ Ell,,(p, 3, ).

Note that not every function ¢ can be a characteristic generator, among
other things, it should fulfil the requirement ¥(0) = 1. It is easy to see
that if ¥ (x) = exp{—=z/2}, the elliptical distribution becomes the normal
distribution N, (g, ).

Let ¥, be the class of functions ¢ : [0,00) — R such that function
P([t[*),t € R™ is an n-dimensional characteristic function. It is clear that
v, C W, | --- C ¥, Denote by ¥, the set of characteristic generators that
generate an n-dimensional elliptical distribution for arbitrary n > 1. That is

¥, =N, W,. Clearly, if ¢(z) = exp{—=z/2}, then ¢ € ¥.

Remark 2.1. The moments of X ~ Ell,(pm, X,v) do not necessarily exist,
if E[X;] exists, it will be given by E[X;] = p;. If Cov[X;, X;] and/or Var[X;]
exist, they will be given by

CO’U(XZ', X]) = —21/1/(0)0'2‘j,



and/or
Var[X;] = —2¢'(0)o?,

where Y’ denotes the first derivative of 1. In particular, if the covariance
matriz of X exists, then it is given by -2'(0)%. A necessary condition for
this covariance matriz to exist is |¢'(0)] < oo, see Cambanis, Huang and

Simons (1981).
For X ~ €ll,,(p, X,1), we have the following property.

Lemma 2.1. (Fang et al. (1990)). A random vector X ~ Ell,(pu, X,v¢) if
and only if for any o = (v, -+ , ) €ER", &'X ~ Elly (' p, 'Y, ).

For X ~ €ll,(p, X, 1), if the density exists, then, it has the following
form (cf. Fang et al. (1990)):

1 —1
fx () = ol =g (= )" (x = ).
for some function g, called the density generator which satisfies the condition
/ 22 g, (z)dr < oo,
0

The normalizing constant ¢, is given by

Cn = F? UOOO x%_lgn(x)d:c} il.

™

One may also similarly introduce the elliptical distribution by the density
generator and then write X ~ €11, (s, 3, g,)-
With the property, we have the following theorem.

Theorem 2.1. Assume that F ~ Ell;(j, 0%, ¢), where ¢ € Wo,. Then, F

is ¢1-completely mizable with index n for any n > 2, where ¢1 is defined in

(1.2).



PTOOf. Suppose X ~ 8””(”,2,@5),@ = (ala"' 7an)/7ai > 07 where
p= (- p) and

L p P
1 ...
¥ =o? /_) o /_) . (2.1)
p p ... 1
Here p, the correlation coefficient of X; and X; (i,j = 1,2,--- ,n), is given
as .
> o
=t
=3 Yo oo
1<i<j<n

Then X; ~ Ell1(p,0% ¢) (i =1,2,---n) and

Zaz X; ~Ell (o' p, ad'Sax).

We get
L p P\ [
oaSa = (o, ay, ..., ay,) o’ ,0 ! p OiQ
oo o 1) \a,
= 02Zal-2+20'2 Z ;P
i=1 1<i<j<n

n ‘
P

= 0'2 E Ozl-2+20'2 E ;0 -

i1 2 E Q04

Isi<jsn 1<i<j<n

— ()’
from which we have

Elexp{ita’X}] = exp{ita’pu}o(t a’Sat)

— expfita’n}o(0)

= exp{ita’u},t € R.
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This leads to
P(Q1X1+"'+Oann :a'u) = 1.

So that
P(¢p1(Xy, -+, X,) =h(a'n)) = P(h(a1 X1 + - -+ + @, X,,) = h(a'p)) = 1.

Thus F' is ¢1-completely mixable.

Suppose that F; ~ Elly(u;,02,4), i = 1,2,--+ ,n (n > 3), where 1 is
a characteristic generator for an n-elliptical distribution. If h is one-to-one,
then it follows from Lemma 2.1 and Theorem 3.7 in Wang and Wang (2016)
that (FY,---, F,) is ¢;1-jointly mixable if and only if

Z a;0; > 2max{aio1, -+, 0,0}, (2.2)
i=1

where ¢, is defined by (1.2). If h is not one-to-one, the condition (2.2) is also
a sufficient condition for ¢;-joint mixability. Furthermore, if all means of F;’s
exist, then the joint center of (Fi,--- | F,) is unique; If all means of F;’s do
not exist, then the joint centers of (Fi,---, F,) are not necessarily unique.
For example, Puccetti, Rigo, Wang and Wang (2018) obtain a profound result
that for every n > 2, the set of n-centers of the standard Cauchy distribution

is the interval
log(n — 1) log(n —1)
T ’ T

For general Cauchy distributions with the following probability density func-

tions
1 o
: = —-— - < <
f(z;p, o) oy P R 00 < x < 00,

where p > 0,0 > 0 are parameters, the set of n-centers is the interval

1 —1 1 —1
O.MMM,UMMM _
T T



It follows that any C' in

[(77@ +”M)2, <aw +nﬂ>2]

is the ¢-center, where ¢(xq, -+ ,x,) = (x1 + -+ + x,)%

Contrastively, for a given supermodular function ¢, the center of a set of ¢-
jointly mixable distributions might not be unique even when the distributions
have finite mean. Example 1.1 in Bignozzi and Puccetti (2015) shows that
the center is not unique for ¢-jointly mixable discrete distributions having
finite means with ¢(x1, z2) = (21 + 22)°.

Generally, the ¢;-joint mixability of unimodal-symmetric distributions
can be characterized by the following theorem, which is a directly conse-

quence of Theorem 3.4 in Wang and Wang (2016).

Theorem 2.2. Suppose that Fi,--- , F, have unimodal-symmetric densities
and finite means. If h is one-to-one, then (Fy,--- , F,) is ¢1-jointly mizable

if and only iof

Z a; > 2max{ay, -, a,}, (2.3)
i=1
where ¢y is defined by (2.1).

Note that, the center of a set ¢-jointly mixable distributions might not be
unique even when the distributions have finite first moment. The following
theorem gives a sufficient condition for uniqueness of the center of ¢-joint

mixability for continuous unimodal-symmetric distributions.

Theorem 2.3. Suppose Fi,--- , F, are univariate continuous distributions
with unimodal-symmetric densities and finite means iy, - - - , bn, TESPECtivEly.
If (2.3) holds, then the n-tuple (Fy,--- , F,)(n > 3) is ¢1-jointly mizable with
unique center K. Moreover, K = h ilai,ui
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The proof is easy. More generally, according to Proposition 2.3 in Puccetti

et al. (2017), we have the following result.

Theorem 2.4. Suppose Fi,--- , F, are univariate continuous distributions
with unimodal-symmetric densities. Assume that (2.3) holds. If at least
n — 2 of Fi,---,F, have finite means, without loss of generality, assume
that Fy,--- , F,_o have finite means, then the n-tuple (Fy,--- , F,)(n > 3) is

¢1-jointly mixzable with unique center K. Moreover,

n—2
K=nh (Z o, B(X;) + E(ap1Xn-1+ Oann)> ,
i=1

where (X1, ,X,,) is a joint ¢p1-mix for (Fy,--- | Fy).

In the next theorem, we give a basic proberty for ¢;-joint mixability.

Theorem 2.5. Assume F,---,F, are univariate continuous distributions
with unimodal-symmetric densities and finite mean piy, - - - , fn, rESpectively.
Let || - || be any law-determined norm. If the n-tuple (Fy,---, F,)(n > 0) is

¢1-jointly mizable, X; ~ F;, i =1,--- n, then the following inequality holds

1<j<n

2 max || o;X; — oy |< Y | Xy — o | - (2.4)
=1

The next theorem briefly study a type of convex minimization problem

related to the ¢-joint mixability.

Theorem 2.6. Suppose Fi,--- , F, are univariate continuous distributions
with unimodal-symmetric densities and finite means. Assume that (2.2) hold.

Then for any n > 3,

where h is strictly convex function.



The following theorems concern joint mixability and ¢-joint mixability.
Especially we give a sufficient condition for uniqueness of the center of ¢-joint

mixability for some elliptical distributions.

Theorem 2.7. Suppose that F; ~ E11;(0,02,¢) (i = 1,2,--- ,n) have den-

sities of the forms

filz;00) = Ciy (@;72”)2) L Gy (M) , —00 <z <00, (2.5)

20; 20; o;

where C;’s are normalizing constants, v; > 0, o; > 0 are parameters and f

is a density generator satisfying the condition

0< / x_%f(x)daz < 0.
0

If the elliptical distributions G;(i = 1,2--- ,n) with density generator f are
jointly mizable, then (Fy,--- , F,) is ¢-jointly mizable with center h(Y ", v;),
where ¢(x1,- -+, x,) = h(|x1 + - -+ x,|) for any function h on [0, 00).

Proof The joint mixability of (Gy,---,G,,) implies that there exist n

random variables Y7, - -+, Y, such that Y; ~ Ell1(v;, 02, f), 1 <i<n, and

it +Y=) w
i=1

and there exist n random variables 7, - - - , Z,, such that Z; ~ Ell;(—v;, 02, f),

1<i1<n, and

=1

Define X; = &Y, + (1 —€)Z; (i = 1,2,--- ,n), where P((¢ = 1) = P(§ =
0) = 1/2 and, random variables Y;, 7Z;, £ are independent. Then X; has the
distribution F; and |X; 4 -+ -+ X,,| = Y., v;. This shows that (Fy,---, F},)

i=1
n
i=1

Theorem 2.7. ]

is ¢-jointly mixable with center h(> ;. ,v;). This completes the proof of
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Theorem 2.8. Suppose that F; ~ E11;(0,02,v) (i = 1,2,--- ,n) have den-
sities of the forms

filz;04) = C: f (%#) L G f (M) , —00 < x <00, (2.6)

20; 20; o;

where C;’s are normalizing constants, v; > 0,0; > 0 are parameters and f s

a density generator satisfying the condition

0< / x’%f(x)daz < 00.
0

Suppose the elliptical distributions G;’s with density generator f are uni-

modal and (2.1) holds. Then (Fy,--- | F,) is ¢-jointly mizable with center
h(> iy vi), where ¢(x1, - -+, xn) = h(lonwy + - - - + an|) for any function h

on [0, 00) with constants a;’s.

Proof X; ~ €ll1(0,0?,v) implies that o;X; ~ EIl;(0,a?0?,v). Using

771

(2.6) the density of a; X; can be expressed as

2 2
filws cu) = 5o f <(x_”i) >+ iy ((w+ui) ) | —00 < w < o0,
20@0‘2‘ ;05 QOZZ‘CTZ' ;05

(2.7)
The unimodality of G;’s and condition (2.1) imply that there exist n random
variables Y7, -, Y, such that Y; ~ G;, 1 <7 <n and
a1Yi+"'+anYn :Zyia
i=1
and there exist n random variables 71, - -, Z, such that Z; ~ G;, 1<i<n

and

a121+~-~+anZn = —lei.
i=1

Define X; = £Y; + (1 —§)Z;, where P(§ = 1) = P(¢ = 0) = 1/2 and, random
variables Y;, Z;, £ are independent. Then X; has the density (2.6) and

|a1X1 + -+ 05an| = Z Vi,
i=1
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which shows that (F},---,F,) is ¢-jointly mixable with center h(} ), v;).
This completes the proof of Theorem 2.8. U
For X; ~ €ll1(0,02,%) (1 =1,2,--- ,n), if

Y 7

P = ) = PO

for some constant p, > 0, then there exist 2n random variables Y; and
Z; (1 =1,2,--+ ,n) such that X; = ¢Y; + (1 - &)Z; (i = 1,2,--- ,n) and
P(S0,Yi = —p) = P(X0, Z = ) = 1, where P(€ = 1) = P(€ = 0) =
1/2, and random variables {Y;}, {Z;}, ¢ are independent. We conjecture that
the density of X; has the form (2.5).

Conjecture 1. Suppose that F; ~ Ell;(0,02,¢) (i = 1,2,---,n) have

densities f;, if there exist n random variables X1, ---, X, such that X; ~ F;

and > | X; has the following two-point distribution
1 1
Gn<x> = é(sfﬂn ('T) _'_ 55,“71 ('T)7 x e <_OO7 OO)?

for some p,, > 0, where J,(-) denotes the point mass at a. Then f; will be of
the form

filw;03) = Ci <($;72y)2> LGy (M) , —0o <z <00, (2.8)

20; 20; o;

where C;’s are normalizing constants, o; > 0,1, > 0 are parameters such
that > " v, = p,, and f is a density generator of 1-dimensional elliptical

distribution satisfying the condition

0< / x’%f(x)daz < 0.
0

Corollary 2.1. Suppose F; ~ Ell;(0,02,%) (0; > 0) (i = 1,2,--+,n) have
finite means. Then there exist n random variables Xi,---,X, such that
X; ~ F; and Y | X; has the following two-point distribution
1 1
Gn<x> = é(sfﬂn ('T) _'_ 55,“71 ('T)7 x e <_OO7 OO)?

for some p, >0, if and only if P((>_r_, X;)* = p2) = 1.
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Proof The “only if” part is obvious. Now we prove the converse impli-
cation. If there exist n random variables X, .-, X,, such that X; ~ F}; and
Yo X = C, then C' = 0 since F; ~ €ll;(0,07,¢) (i = 1,2,---,n) have
finite means. Thus by symmetry of .7 X; and P((31, Xi)? = p2) =1

we have . .
P <ZXZ- . —un> e <ZXZ- - un> -2
=1 =1

Theorem 2.9. Suppose that F; ~ Ell1(0,0%,4¢) (0; > 0) (i = 1,2,--+,n)

with ¢ € W. Then, the density f; of F; does not have the form of (2.5)

with v; > 0.

Proof Suppose that f; has the form (2.5) with v; > 0, note that ellip-
tical distributions with ¢ € ¥, belonging to the class of scale mixture of
the normal distributions. Thus in terms of characteristic functions, (2.5) is

equivalent to

/ooo P <_Mt2> dH;(0) = cos(tv;)¢; <0i22t2> , —oo <t <00, (2.9)

2

where H; a distribution function on (0, 00) and ¢; is the characteristic gener-
ator of g;. This is a contradiction since the left hand side of (2.6) is positive

for any t, but the right hand side of (2.6) is zero for some t.

Remark 2.2. Fzxamples of elliptical distributions with ¢ € W, are normal
distribution, T-distribution, Cauchy distribution, stable laws distribution and
double exponential distribution, and so on. Note that the condition ¢ € W,
in Theorem 2.3 can be replaced with the condition that all F; have positive

characteristic functions.
We have the following corollary.

Corollary 2.2. Suppose that F; ~ E11;(0,06%,%) (0; >0) (i =1,2,--+ ,n)

(Y € W) with finite means. If there exist n random variables Xi,--- | X,

13



such that X; ~ F; and P((>_;_, X;)? = p2) = 1 for some constant p,, then
i, = 0.

The following example illustrates that the above situation is not always
true.

Example 2.1 Suppose F' has the following symmetric density

1 _a?gp?
e 2 cosh(uzx), —oo <z < 00,

where p > 0 is a constant. Then there exist n random variables X;,--- , X},
such that X; ~ F and P((3_1, Xi)? = n?u?) = 1. In fact, f can be rewritten

as the form

1 (@+m)? 1 (2—m)?
fla)=——e 2 T —co <z < o0

5 \/% + me
Obviously, f(—x) = f(—z), f is unimodal for x < 1 and bimodal for u >
1 (cf. Robertson and Fryer (1969)). By Theorem 2.1, F' is ¢-completely
mixable with center (nu)?, where ¢(x1,---,2,) = (1 + -+ + x,)% On the
other hand, F' is the distribution of ( + 1, where random variable { and
n are independent and, ( ~ N(0,1) and P(n = p) = P(n = —u) = 1/2.
Consequently, 0 is the completely center as well as the ¢-completely mixable

center of F'.

3  ¢o-completely mixability

In this section, we will consider the ¢o-completely mixability of the log-
elliptical distributions. For any n-dimensional vector X = (Xy,---,X,,)
with positive components X;, we define log X = (log X1, log Xs, -+ ,log X,,)’".
Definition 3.1 (Valdez et al. (2009)). The random vector X is said to have

a multivariate log-elliptical distribution with parameters p and 32, denoted

by X ~ LE,(u,X,), if log X has a multivariate elliptical distribution,

14



ie. logX ~ Ell,(p,X,1). In particular, when 1 (z) = exp{—x/2}, the log-
elliptical distributions become log-normal distributions LN, (u, ).

Using Lemma 2.1 one easy to get

Lemma 3.1. A random vector X ~ LE,(p,X,v) if and only if for any
(o, an) €RY, ] X ~ LE (&', &'Sax, v). In particular, any marginal

i=1
distribution of a log-elliptical distribution is again log-elliptical.
The following theorem shows the ¢o-mixability of log-normal distribution.

Theorem 3.1. Assume that F has the log-normal distribution LNy (u,c?).
Then F is ¢g-completely mizable with index n for n > 2, where ¢y is defined
in (1.3).

Proof. The theorem is a direct consequence of Theorem 2.1. In fact,
for an n-dimensional random vector X ~ LN, (u,3), where g and X are
the same as in Theorem 2.1, then X; ~ LN;(u,02%) (1 = 1,2,---,n) and
In X~N,(p, ). According to Theorem 2.1, we have

P (Z Q; IHXZ = a'u) = ]_,
i=1
and hence
P (HXZO‘ = ea'“) =1.
i=1
It follows that
P

g (HX?’) :g<ea/">] —1.

i=1
That is

Plpa(X1, -+, Xp) = g(e*™)] =1,

and thus F' is ¢o-completely mixable.
In the following we consider the log-elliptical distributions, which can be

seen as direct extensions of log-normal distributions.
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Theorem 3.2. The log-elliptical distribution F ~ LE;(u, 02, ¢) is ¢a-completely
mixable with index n for n > 2, where ¢ is a characteristic generator for an

n-elliptical distribution (n > 2) and ¢o is defined in (1.3).

Proof. Using the same argument as that in the proof to Theorem 3.1, the
result directly follows from Theorem 2.2.
Using the result of the last section, one finds that if g is one-to-one, then

(Fy,- -, F,) is ¢o-jointly mixable if and only if

n
E a;0; > 2max{ajoy, -+, @05},

i=1
where ¢ is defined by (1.3). Furthermore, if all means of F;’s exist, then the
¢o-jointly center of (Fy,--- , F,) is unique; If all means of F;’s do not exist,
then the ¢o-jointly centers of (Fy,---, F,) are not necessarily unique. For
example, using the result of Puccetti, Rigo, Wang and Wang (2018) in the
last section we have that for every n > 2, the set of n-product centers of the

log-Cauchy distribution with the probability density function

1 o

f(x;:uvo-)zgoogx_u)Q_'_o_Qu

x>0,

is the interval

o (B0 )y (oD )

™

where > 0 and o > 0 are parameters.

Corresponding to Theorems 2.1 and 2.2, we have the following theorems.

Theorem 3.3. Suppose that F; ~ LE(0,6%,%) (i =1,2,--- ,n) have den-

sities of the forms

Fwio) = C; f((log:cz—m)Q)+ C; f((logx;irm)Q)’ v>0. (31)

20, o; 20,7 o;
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where C;’s are normalizing constants, v; > 0, o; > 0 are parameters and f

1s a density generator satisfying the condition

0< / x_%f(a:)da: < 0.
0

If the log-elliptical distributions Gy,--- ,G, with density generator f are
jointly mizable, then (Fy,--- , F,) is ¢-jointly mizable with center g(> ., v4),
where ¢(xq, -+, x,) = g(|log(I1, z:)|) for any function g on [0, 00).

Theorem 3.4. Suppose that F; ~ LE,(0,02,%) (i =1,2,--- ,n) have den-

sities of the forms

C; (logx — ;)2 C; (logx + ;)2
20,~xf < o2 + 2crixf 2 , >0, (3.2)

i 0;

fiw;00) =

where C;’s are normalizing constants, v; > 0, o; > 0 are parameters and f

1s a density generator satisfying the condition

0< / x_%f(x)dx < 0.
0

Suppose the log-elliptical distributions G;’s with density generator f are uni-

modal and (2.1) holds. Then (Fy,--- , F,) is ¢-jointly mizable with center

Q(Ziffl Vi)7 where
=1

for any function g on [0,00) and constants a; > 0.

<b(x1,~-~,:cn)=g<

We next give a lemma, which will be crucial to construct conditions on

¢2-joint mixability.

Lemma 3.2. Suppose that Fy,--- , F, are n univariate continuous distribu-
tion functions, g 1s a nonconstant continuous function on R"™, f is a non-
constant continuous function on the real line. Then there exist n random

variables X; ~ F;, i = 1,--- ,n and constant C' such that

P(fg(Xy, -, X)) = f(C)) = 1,

17



if and only iof
P(g(X17 v 7Xn)) = C) = 17
By using Lemma 3.1, we obtain the following theorem.

Theorem 3.5. Suppose Fy, - -+, F,, are univariate distributions with unimodal-
symmetric densities and finite means, H;(z) = F;(logz)(i = 1,---,n) are

positive distributions. If g is one-to-one, then (Hy,---, H,) is ¢o-jointly

mixable if and only if

Z a; > 2max{ay, -, an}, (3.3)
i=1

where ¢y is defined by (3.1).

Proof. Suppose random vector X = (X1, -+, X)), X; ~ Hj, o = (aq, -+, ),
a; > 0. According to Lemma 3.1, there exist constant C' > 0 and n random

variables X1, -, X,, such that
P([[x¢=0) =1,
i=1

if and only if

n

P(f(IIxM) = f0) =1,

i=1

for any noncontinuous function f on real line. Setting f(z) = logz, we have

that .
P(Z a;log X; =logC) =1,
i=1

by Theorem 3.1, it holds if and only if

n
Zai > 2max{aq, -, apn}.
i=1

The result follows since ¢ is one-to-one.
As mentioned earlier, the center of a set ¢-jointly mixable distributions

might not be unique, similar to Theorem 2.2, we have the following result.

18



Theorem 3.6. Suppose F},--- , F,, are continuous distributions with unimodal-
symmetric densities and finite means fi1, -« - , pin, respectively, H;(x) = F;(log z)
(1 =1,---,n) are positive distributions. Assume that (3.2) holds. Then the
n-tuple (Hy, -+, H,)(n > 3) is ¢9-jointly mizable with unique center K.
Moreover, K = g(ﬁlexp(aiui)).

Proof. Suppose random vector X = (X1, -, X,,), X; ~ H;. From the
proof of Theorem 3.1, we see that there exist constant C' and n random

variables X;(i = 1,--- ,n) such that

n

P(I[x¢=0)=1.

i=1
Moreover,
C =exp <Z aiE(logXi)> = exp (Z aiﬂz‘) ;
i=1 i=1
if and only if

n
Zai > 2max{ay, -+, ant,
i=1

o (o(i15) ) - "

where K = ¢(C). Since F,---,F, are continuous, so that H;(z)(i =

Therefore,

1,---,n) are continuous for any n random variables X; ~ H;, i = 1,--- n.
n

Then [] X" is either degenerate or is a continuous random variable. Assume
i=1

n
Var (H Xlal) < 00, whenever
i=1

Var <ﬁ Xf’) =0,

i=1

19



we have found n random variable X;,---, X,,, X; ~ H;(i = 1,--- ,n) such

that (3.3) holds. Whenever
Var (H Xf”) > 0,
i=1

n
[] X/ is a continuous random variable which supported on I. Thus for
i=1

n
any piecewise continuous function g on I, ¢ <H XZO”) is also a continuous
i=1

random variable. It follows that for any constant K,
P (g (HX“) — K) = 0.
i=1

Corresponding to Theorems 2.3-2.5, we have the following results.

This ends the proof.

Theorem 3.7. Suppose Fi,--- , F,, are continuous distributions with unimodal-
symmetric densities, H;(x) = F;(logz)(i = 1,---,n) are positive distri-
butions. Assume that (3.2) holds. If at least n — 2 of Fy,---,F, have
finite means, without loss of generality, assume that Fy,--- , F,_o have fi-
nite means, then the n-tuple (Hy,---, Hy,)(n > 3) is ¢o-jointly mizable with

unique center K. Moreover,

=1

where (X1, -+, X,) is a joint ¢po-miz for (Hy,--- , H,).

n—2
K=y (exp (Z a; E(log X;) + E(a,—1log X, 1 + a, log Xn)>> ,

Theorem 3.8. Assume the univariate distributions F;(i = 1,---,n) are
continuous distributions with unimodal-symmetric densities and finite means
[y -y i, TESPectively, Hiy(x) = F;(logx)(i = 1,--- ,n) are positive distribu-
tions. Let|| - || be any law-determined norm. If the n-tuple (Hy,--- , H,)(n >
0) is ¢po-jointly mizable, X; ~ H;, i = 1,--- ,n, then the following inequality
holds

2 max || a;log X; — ajpt; <Y || cilog Xi — g || - (3.5)
=1

1<j<n

20



Proof. From the proof of Theorem 3.2, we see that the n tuple (Hy,--- , Hy,)
is ¢p-jointly mixable, if and only if (Hy, -, H,,) is ¢3-jointly mixable, where
Oy (xq, -+ ) = [ x5, that is there exist random variables Y ~ Hy, -+ ,Y,, ~

i=1

H,, such that

i=1

(i)

where C' = [] exp(a;p;). Thus

=1
P (Zn: a;logY; = i%‘#i) =1,
=1 =1

P (Z (ai logY; — Ozim) = O) =1,
i=1

from which we have

that is

n

o Tog¥; — agmsl| < D7 [laslog Vi — .

i=1,i#j
Thus (3.4) follows since || - || is law determined.
Theorem 3.9. Suppose that the univariate distributions F;(i =1,--- n) are

continuous distributions with unimodal-symmetric densities and finite means
[y fn, Tespectively, H;(z) = F;(logx)(i = 1,---,n) are positive distri-
butions. Assume that (3.2) holds. Then for any n > 3,

R ) R )]

where g s piecewise continuous function.
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