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Abstract

In this article, we first derive an explicit expression for the marginal
best linear invariant predictor (BLIP) of an unobserved future order
statistic based on a set of early observed ordered statistics. We then
derive the joint BLIPs of two future order statistics and prove that the
joint predictors are trace-efficient as well as determinant-efficient linear
invariant predictors. More generally, the BLIPs are shown to possess
complete mean squared predictive error matrix dominance property
in the class of all linear invariant predictors of two future unobserved
order statistics. Finally, these results are extended to the case of si-
multaneous BLIPs of any ¢ future order statistics. Both scale and
location-scale families of distributions are considered as the parent
distribution for the development of results.
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1 Introduction

This article deals with the issues of best linear invariant predictor in order
statistics. The mathematical formulation of this problem is as follows. Let
us consider a continuous distribution with probability density function

(), 0

where p and o are the location and scale parameters, respectively. Suppose
the first 7 order statistics (that is, a Type-II right censored sample)

Xl:n < X2:n <...< Xr:n7
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out of a sample of size n from (), are observed. Then we are interested in pre-
dicting the (n—r) unobserved future order statistics X, 1.,, Xit2m, - - - Xpom,
based on the first r observed order statistics.

The first prediction problem was discussed by (Goldberger (1962) within
the setup of generalized regression model in which the explicit expression of
the marginal BLUP of unobserved quantity was derived. [Kaminsky and Nelson
(1975) extended the idea in the setup of ordered data. Several interested
properties of marginal BLUP was discussed by [Balakrishnan and Rao (1997),
Doganaksoy and Balakrishnan (1997) and Balakrishnan and Rao (1998, 2003).
The prediction problem arise in finding the system failure time of a n-
component parallel system where the first few component failure times are
observed. Also, the prediction in order data is applicable in outlier detec-
tion (see Balasooriya, 1989). An alternative to the point prediction is the
interval prediction which is beyond the scope of this article. However, a brief
review on interval prediction can be found in [Patel (1989). Coming back
to the problems on point prediction, for an extensive review on the point
prediction in order statistics, one may refer to Kaminsky and Nelson (1998).
The best linear invariant predictor (BLIP) is a larger class of predictor than
BLUP through which a reduction in mean squared predictive error is pos-
sible. The best linear invariant estimators (BLIEs) of unknown scale and
location parameters was treated by Mann (1969). BLIP of unobserved order
statistics was found by [Kaminsky et all (1975). While all the above referred
articles deal with the marginal predictor problems, simultaneous prediction
problems (both BLUP and BLIP) were ignored in the literature. This is the
prime motivation of this article.

Simultaneous prediction problem in order statistics was first attempted
by Balakrishnan and Bhattacharya (2021a). The explicit expressions of joint
BLUPs of two future order statistics, obtained by minimizing the determi-
nant of the variance—covariance matrix of the predictors, were presented and
the gain in efficiency over marginal BLUPs was established. Moreover, the
non-existence of joint BLUPs of more than two future order statistics was
demonstrated. Later on, the simultaneous prediction of any ¢ future order
statistics, obtained by minimizing the means squared predictive error matrix
of the predictors, was discussed by [Balakrishnan and Bhattacharya (2021Db).
It has shown that the simultaneous BLUPs are identical with the correspond-
ing marginal BLUPs. In this article, our aim is to determine the simultaneous
BLIPs of any ¢ future order statistics based on early observed ordered statis-
tics. To begin with, by minimizing the mean squared predictive error of the
predictor, we first derived the expression of marginal BLIP of a future order



statistics which is independent from the result by IKaminsky et all (1975). A
comparative study between BLUP and BLIP is carried out to demonstrate
the performance. It has found that BLIP always yields less mean squared
error than that of BLUP. Then, the joint BLIPs of two future order statistics
are presented along with some associated properties. In case of simultane-
ous BLIP, a practical data-driven guideline is provided in order to choose
between BLIP and BLUP. Finally, the simultaneous BLIPs of any ¢ future
order statistics are derived. It is shown that the simultaneous BLIPs are
identical with corresponding marginal BLIPs. All these developments are
presented under both scale and location-scale family of distributions as the
parent distribution for the underlying variables.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. First, we provide a general
background on the known results on linear estimation and prediction prob-
lems in Section 2. The marginal BLIP case and its associated properties are
presented in Section 3. Simultaneous prediction of two future order statistics
is then developed in Section 4. The complete mean squared predictive error
matrix dominance property of the joint BLIPs are also demonstrated here.
The simultaneous prediction of any ¢ future order statistics are discussed in
Section 5. BLIP in scale family of distributions is presented in Section 6.
Finally, some concluding remarks are made in Section 7.

2 Basic results on linear estimators and predic-
tors

In this section, we present some basic results on linear prediction of order
statistics that are known in the literature.

2.1 BLUEs and BLUPs

Let X = (X1, .-+, Xrin), .y be the available Type-II right censored data
from a location-scale family of distributions in (II). Let us then use the fol-
lowing notation: «; for the expected value of the standardized order statistic

i =———, 1€ {1,...,1},
with @ = (ay,...,q,)) ., and 0?3 for the variance-covariance matrix of X,
where 3 is the r X r covariance matrix of Z;,,i € {1,...,r}, assumed to



be positive definite. In addition, let 1 denote a column vector (1,...

Using these notations, we then can write
X=pul+oZ

and
E[X]=pl +oa.

Thence, upon minimizing the generalized variance

(X —pl—0a)'27H(X — pl — 0a)

with respect to p and o, the BLUEs (u*, 0*) of (1, 0) are obtained as

p= @S )1TS )~ (@S ) S T)X,

of = %{(1TZ11)(aTZl)—(1TEla)(1TE1)}X,

with

= 1’71
Var(p*) = ¥027 Var(c*) = TO'Q, Cov(p*,0") =
and

A = 1"E"))(a'Za) - (172 a)?
being the determinant of the matrix

111 1" '
1" 'a a2 lal’

which is related to the variance-covariance matrix of the BLUESs (1, 0); see
Balakrishnan and Cohenl (1991), David and Nagaraja (2003) andArnold et al.

(1992) for pertinent details.

Using the general framework of best linear unbiased prediction developed
by |Goldberger (1962) for generalized linear regression model, a point BLUP

of Xst, 1< s <mn, was derived by Kaminsky and Nelson (1975) as

Xep=p' +0'a, + w2 HYX - 'l — 0c*a),

(3)

where w, = (wy,..., W), With w; = Cov(Zip, Zs). Consequently, the

mean squared predictive error is given by

MSPE(f(S;n) = o*{Var(X,,) —w. X w, + e},

4

(4)



where ¢1; = Var{(~1—wIEill)u*Jr(as—w;rE*la)cr*}/ch. An alternative ex-
pression to (B]) of Xj., has been presented recently by Balakrishnan and Bhattacharya
(2021h) as

Xs:n = a'TXu (5)

where

1 1
a=3""w,+ L(VoA, = V3B)X 1+ L(ViB, = V34,)3 ey,

with Vi =127, 1V, = a'S7'a, V3 =12 !, 4, = 1 - 178w,

B, =a; — o' ¥ w,, and A as defined earlier in @).

Proceeding similarly, [Balakrishnan and Bhattacharya (2021a, Theorem
1) also derived explicit expressions for the joint best linear unbiased predic-
tors (Xsum, Xn) of (Xgm, Xpn), for r < s <t <n, as

Xsm —a'X and Xm = bTX,
where

1 1
b=3""w, + L(VoA = V3B)E 1+ (V1B = 134) 2 e,

with 4, =1 — 1TE_1wt, B, = a; — 'Y 'w, and a defined exactly as in
([B). Moreover, the joint MSPE matrix has been given by these authors to be

o2 Wi Wi
Wis Wal’

where

-1
_ / —1 ‘/1 VE’) As
Wll = Wss — wsz ws + [As Bs} |:‘/3 ‘/2:| |:Bs )

—1
. Vi Vi A
o — umsione i [ A]

-1
. Vi Vi A
W12 = Wgt — wSZ 1wt + |:AS st| [‘é ‘/;S:| |:BZ:| .

Further, explicit expressions for the simultaneous BLUPs of any ¢ future

order statistics have been given in Theorem 3 of [Balakrishnan and Bhattacharya
(2021b).



2.2 BLIEs and BLIPs

The best linear invariant estimators of (u, o) were first developed by Mann
(1969), and upon using these results of Mann (1969), an expression for the
BLIP X, of X,.,,, 7 < s <mn was presented by Kaminsky et al. (1975) as

Xs:n = Xs:n - ‘12
1+ Co2

o, (6)

where o2¢yy = Cov(o*, Xgm — w! 271 X) and o2cy; = Var(o*). The corre-
sponding mean squared predictive error is given by
2

MSPE(X,..) = MSPE(X,.,) — %02,
C22

where MSPE(Xj.,) is as given in (). In the next section, we first present an
alternate expression to ([f)) for the marginal BLIP of X, and its MSPE.

3 Marginal best linear invariant predictor of an
order statistic

In this section, we derive an explicit expression for BLIP of Xj., and then
discuss some of its properties.

Theorem 1. The best linear invariant predictor Xyn, obtained by minimizing
the mean squared predictive error, is of the form X,.,, = a' X in which the
coefficient a = (ay, ..., a,)) ., is given by

a=T""A,,

where
=%+ (a+61)(a+d1)"

and
Ay =ws+ (as+ ) (a + 01),

with § = £.
Proof: For deriving the BLIP, let us consider the MSPE of Xon given by

MSPE(X,..) = E[(Xsn — Xen)?]
= Ella™X - X,.)?. (7)



Upon replacing X and X,., with their corresponding standardized counter-
parts ul + 0 Z and p + 0Z.,, respectively, Eq. (7)) can be simplified as
MSPE(X...) = p*a'1-1)%+2u0(a'1—-1)(a"a — a)
+o0*a"'Sa —2a"w, +w + (@' a— a,)?}

= ?[0%(a’"1-1)2+25(a'"1 - 1)(a"a— a,)
+a'3a—2a"w, +w,+ (a'a—a,)?|. (8)

Then, the theorem follows readily when we minimize the MSPE(X,.,) in (§)
with respect to a.

Corollary 1. For s <t <n, the BLIP Xt:n of Xy can berbtaz'nedAsimply
by replacing Ay by Ay in Theorem 1. Thus, the predictors X,.,, and X;., are
indeed trace-efficient invariant predictors by their very construction.

3.1 Interpretation of the quantity o

The quantity § plays an important role in the relative performance of
the BLIP X s against the BLUP Xsn Let us define the relative efficiency
measure .

_ MSPE(X.,)
MSPE(X,.,)
Note that RE; is a continuous function of §. For example, with n = 15 and
r =9, we have plotted RE; against ¢ in Figure [ for s = 10,11, 12,13, 14 and
15. Note that the range of 0 is (—o0,0) U (0, 00). However, due to symmetry,
we an focus on the interpretation of the behavior of RE; in (0, 00). Figure[I]
shows the unique maximum of RE; is attended at some 6* which can be found
numerically. Note that all RE; are less than 1 indicating that BLIP always
possesses less mean squared error than BLUP. When § — 6*, RE; approaches
to its maximum value. Therefore, from a practical point of view, one can
measure how well BLIP performs better than BLUP by simply estimating 0,
say 5, using the BLUEs of u and o as 6= p*/o*. Thus, for values of ) away
from ¢*, the BLIP will have better performance meaning less mean squared
error.

3.2 An illustrative example

Let us consider an environmental lead contamination data 26, 63, 3, 70,
16, 5, 1, 57, 5, 3, 24, 2, 1, 48 and 3 presented by Bhaumik and Gibbons
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Table 1: Summary of relative efficiencies based on the data presented by
Bhaumik and Gibbons (2004) and [Krishnamoorthy and Hasan (2018). Here,

A

(u*,0*) = (2.253,1.696) and 6 = 1.328.

s O X,n MSPE(X,,) X.. MSPE(X,,) RE;

10 0.8967 3.015 0.0287 3.037  0.0293 0.9795
11 0.8606 3.278 0.0637 3.321 0.0664 0.9593
12 0.8252 3.575 0.1084 3.639 0.1157 0.9369
13 0.7890 3.927 0.1703 4.014 0.1855 0.9181
14 0.7491 4.388 0.2698 4503 0.3004 0.8981
15 0.6966 5.151 0.5037 5.305 0.5721 0.8804

(2004). The data were also analyzed by [Krishnamoorthy and Hasan (2018)

and showed that a log-normal distribution fits the data well. In our case, we

first take the logarithmic transformation of the data. Then, assuming that

the first 7 = 9 ordered data are observed, we have X = (0,0, 0.693, 1.099, 1.099, 1.099, 1.609,
1.609,2.773)". Based on X, the BLUEs of (i, o) are computed as (u*,0*) =

(2.253,1.696) which yield 6 = 1.328 for the current data set. We present

RE; for the marginal predictors for s = 10, 11,12, 13, 14 and 15 with § = § in

Table 1. The summary of Table 1 indicates that BLIP is better than BLUP

when § is away from 0%, as expected.

4 Joint best linear invariant predictors of two
order statistics

In this section, we derive explicit expressions for the joint best linear in-
variant predictors of two future order statistics and the corresponding mean
squared predictive error matrix.

Theorem 2. The joint best linear invariant predictors )A(S:n and )A(t:n, for
r < s <t<mn, obtained by minimizing the determinant of the mean squared
predictive error matriz, are of the form X’s;n =a'X and Xm =b'X in
which the coefficients a = (ay,...,a,), ., andb = (by,...,b.) | are given by

a=T""'A, and b=T7'A,,

where T' = ¥ + (a + 61)(a + 61)", A, = w, + (o, + 6)(a + 51) and



Proof: The joint BLIPs will be derived by minimizing the determinant of
the mean squared predictive error matrix given by

Wy Wi
Wy Wa|’

where
Wl - E[(Xsn - Xs:n)Z]
= o {52(aT1 — 1) 4+20(a'1 - 1)(a"a — ay)

+a'Ya—2a"w, +ws +(a'a— 043)2:|

Wy = E[(Xum — Xin)?

= o2 {52(bT1 —1)24+20(b"1 - 1)(b"ax — o)

+b'3b—2b"w +wy+ (b — at)Q]
Wy = E[(Xen = Xon) (X — Xpn)]
= o’ [52(aT1 — D1 -1)4+6a"1-1)(b'a—a)
+o(a"a—a)b'1-1)+a"3b—a'w, —b'w,
twe + (a'a—a,) (b a — at)} :
The determinant of the MSPE matrix is then W = W W, — I/V32 which needs

to be minimized with respect to @ and b. Upon differentiating W with respect
to a and b and equating them to vector 0 of size r x 1, we obtain

(Ta— A)W, — (Tb— A)Ws =0 (9)

and

(Tb — A)W, — (Ta — A,)Ws = 0, (10)

where I', A, and A; are as given in the statement of the theorem. Now,

from (@) and (), we obtain
(Ta— A)(WiW; — W2) — 0. (11)

Assuming Wi W, — W2 # 0, we readily obtain @ = I''A,. Similarly, from
@) and (I0), we also obtain b = I'''A,. Hence, the theorem.
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4.1 Interpretation of the quantity o

In the case of joint prediction, we define two types of relative efficiencies
based on the MSPE matrix as follows:

A

Determinant of the MSPE matrix of (Xj.,, Xt:n)

D-efficiency = = -
Determinant of the MSPE matrix of (X, Xi.n)
O WW, = W3
Wi Way — W,
and

A

Trace-efficiency — Trace of the MSPE matrix of ()N(&n, Xm)

Trace of the MSPE matrix of (Xj.,, Xt:n)
Wi+ Wy
Wiy + Way

These relative efficiencies are plotted against § for three different pairs of
choices: (i) s=r+1,t =r+2; (ii) s=r+1,t =n; and (iii)) s =n—1,t = n.
Here we took n = 15 and s = 9. The corresponding plots are presented in
Figures 2H4l

Both D-efficiency and Trace-efficiency always possess an unique maximum
0* which are calculated numerically and indicated in the figures. In Figure
2l both efficiencies are always greater than 1 indicating that BLUP performs
better than BLIP. In Figure 3] BLUP performs better in an interval (0, d.)
and then BLIP performs better in the interval (d,,00). For this reason, for
overall comparative assessment, we define an integrated efficiency measure
(IEM) which is simply an average of all efficiencies calculated on a finite inter-
val (0, 0.y ) for 6. We computed IEM (D-efficiency) and IEM(Trace-efficiency)
for some values of d,,. and these are presented in Table 2. Table 2 shows
both IEM(D-efficiency) and TEM(Trace-efficiency) are less than 1 which in-
dicates that BLIP has overall better performance in the specified range of
0. In Figure [ it is seen that BLUP performs better in an interval (dy,d2)
and BLIP performs better outside that interval. Although the corresponding
numerical results are not presented, IEM values are found to be less than 1 in
this case as well. Unlike the marginal predictor case in Section 3.1, BLIP is
not uniformly better than BLUP in the joint predictor case; but, a practical
data-driven guideline on choosing between BLIP or BLUP can be made by
estimating 0 using BLUEs of yu and ¢. Comparing the estimated value of
0, say 5, with §; and J,, one can compute the gain in efficiency while using
BLIP or BLUP.
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Table 2: Integrated efficiency measures for D-efficiency and Trace-efficiency for
the joint prediction of Xi¢.15 and Xi5.15.

o [EM (D-efficiency) IEM(Trace-efficiency)
10 0.9484 0.9024
50 0.8029 0.7769
1000 0.7513 0.7330
10000 0.7486 0.7299

4.2 An illustrative example

Let us consider the same data set as presented in Section 3.2. Based on
the estimated value 0* = 1.257, D- and Trace-efficiencies are computed for
three different pairs of choices: (i) s = 10,¢t = 11; (ii) s = 10,¢ = 15; and
(iii) s = 14,t = 15. The results are summarized in Table 3. Given the data,
estimate of § indicates that the joint BLUPs are better than joint BLIPs most
of the cases except when trace minimizing criterion is opted for determining
joint predictors of two extreme order statistics.

Table 3: Summary of D- and Trace-efficiencies based on the data presented
by IBhaumik and Gibbons (2004) and Krishnamoorthy and Hasan (2018). Here,
(u*,0%) = (2.253,1.696) and & = 1.328.

Determinant based criterion Trace based criterion

(s,%) MSPE(BLIP) MSPE(BLUP) D-efficiency MSPE(BLIP) MSPE(BLUP) Trace-efficiency
(10, 11) 0.00091 0.00029 3.137 0.0923 0.0734 1.257
(10, 15) 0.0126 0.0097 1.298 0.5324 0.4533 1.174
(14, 15) 0.0532 0.0510 1.043 0.7735 0.8399 0.9209

4.3 Complete MSPE matrix dominance of BLIPs

Let us consider the problem of predicting the random quantity Y = (X, +
kX;.,, which is a linear combination of two future order statistics X.,, and
Xy, with [ and &k being two arbitrary fixed constants. Let us then assume a
linear predictor for Y as
V=c'X

)

where the coefficient vector ¢ = (ci,...,¢)]; needs to be suitably deter-
mined by minimizing the mean squared error of the predictor Y. The mean
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squared predictive error of Y is given by

W = o° [52(&1 —1—k)?+20(c"1 =1 —k)(c"a —la, — kay)
'S+ (c'a —la, — kay)? —2e"w, — 2ke w, — 2klwg

+l2wss + k2wtt:| .

Now, taking derivative of W with respect to ¢ and then equating it to null
vector 0, we obtain

3 (c'"1—1—k)1+61(c"a—la, — koy) +5(c"1 -1 — k)
+3c + (¢'a — log — kay)a — lwy — kw, = 0,

which yields
Fe=I1A,+ kA,

where I', A, and A, are as defined in Theorem 2. As I' is invertible, we then
obtain
c=IT"'A, +kT'A,,

and consequently, . R R
Y - er:n + k:Xt:na

where Xs:n and )A(m are the joint BLIPs of X§., and X.,, respectively, based
on X. As a result, we have

Var(IX g, 4+ kXp) < Var(IX?, + kX})

for any other joint linear invariant predictors X7, and X/, of X,., and X.,.
This readily implies

A~

[l k] MV&I‘(XS;n) MCOV(Xs:th:n) l
MCOV(XS;n, Xt:n) Mvar(Xt:n) k:

0K MVar(X7,)  MCov(X7,, Xi,)| |1
MCov(X?,, X},) MVar(X},) k|’

sm?

<

where MVar and MCov stand for mean squared predictive error variance and
mean squared predictive error covariance of the joint predictors, respectively.
This establishes the property that the BLIPs of X, and X;., possess com-
plete MSPE matrix dominance in the class of all linear invariant predictors
of X., and X;.,, which is a more general property than trace-efficiency and
determinant-efficiency.
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5 Extension to prediction of / order statistics

Let us now consider the BLIPs of any ¢ future order statistics (Xs,.n, Xsym,
oy X)), for r < 51 < 59 < ... < sy <n, simultancously. We then have the
following general result.

Theorem 3. The simultaneous best linear invariant predictors of any ¢ future
order statistics are identical to their corresponding marginal predictors.

Proof: Let us assume that the BLIPs of ¢ future order statistics are of the
form )
Xom=a, X,i€{1,2,...,0}, (12)

where as are the coefficient vectors of size  x 1 that need to be suitably
determined. The corresponding mean squared predictive error matrix is then

l

W= ((Wi)); -1
where
Wi = o {52(aj1 —1)2+25(a/1 - 1)(a] a — ay,)
+a; Za; — 2a) w,, — w,,, + (a] a — asi)z} , 1e{l,2,...,1},
and

J

Wy = o {52(@1 —1)(a/1-1)+d(a/1-1)(a]a—ay)
+6(a] a — asi)(ajTl —1)+a;Xa; — a w,, — aijsi
J

twgs; + (@] @ — ag,)(a] o — asj)], 1<i<j<t

We observe that W' is symmetric, i.e., W;; = Wj;, and further that, each
coefficient vector a; appears in only one row and one column. For instance,
a; appears only in the ¢th row and the ith column. Let us further denote

%VVMZQ(FGZ_AZ)) S {1727---76}7
and
0
g Vi = Ta;— 4,
0 o
% ij FG,Z'—AZ‘7 1§’l§£j§£,



where ' =X + (@ + 61)(a+61)" and A, = w, + (a; +6)(a + 01).

In addition, let us use |W/| to denote the determinant of W which needs
to be minimized with respect to a;, i = 1,---,¢. Taking derivative of |W|
with respect to aq, for example, we obtain

9
8a1

where

4

M,

Wi Wi Wi
2 8 W12 W22 WQ@
0 T . .
da, : : :
Wi Wy W
1 0W
e Bt o e |pge Mo
2 W12 W22 WQ( 9 QT? W22
g . . | t+o ) )
Wi Wy W f%if Wy
10Wn  OWie Wi
2 Oai dai daq
5| Wiz Wa Wap
20- . . .
Wi Woy W
I‘a1 — Al Fag — AQ ]__‘a,g — Ag
20.2 W12 W22 WQg
Wiy Wy W
I'a; Ta, I'a, A A,
9 Wis Wa W, 9 Wia Wa
207 . : | =207 . )
Wi Way W Wi Way
20'2M1 - 20’2M2,
Fa'l FCLQ I‘Cl,g Al A2
WlQ WQZ W% and M, — WlQ WQZ
Wi Wy Wi Wi Wa

Wi
Way

W

(due to symmetry of the determinants)

Way

W
Ay
Woy

W

Now, expanding the determinant M, by its first row, we readily find it to be

Ta,C" +Ta,C? + ... 4+ Ta,CY,
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where C' is the co-factor of W;;. Similarly, expanding the determinant My
by its first row, we obtain it to be

ACHY + AC2 4o+ A CH

Therefore, %\W\ = 0 yields the following normal equation

FCLl Al
[011 oo CIZ] F:CLQ _ [011 oo Cu} A:2
Fag AZ

Similarly, by taking derivative of |W| with respect to a;, i = 2,--- , ¢, and
proceeding exactly as above, we can generate the following system of equa-
tions

I‘a1 A1
[021 o2 ... 025] F?Q _ [021 c2 ... 025] éZ ’
e A
—I‘al_ - . Al
[041 cro... C“] F?Q _ [Cﬂ oo C“] A.Q
r A

Then, all these ¢ equations can be written in a combined form as

ct c2 ... oYl [Ta ciocr ..ol A
cr? c2 ... C*| |Ta, cr? o2 ... 0" A,
: : : : - : : : : (13)
o ¢ . c*| |Ta| |cv cx .. cr||a,

With C = ((C’ij))ijzl denoting the adjoint matrix of W it is known that

C = |[W|W ™! As W is positive-definite and is invertible, so is C. Thence,
by pre-multiplying (I3) by C~' on both sides, we readily obtain

I‘al Al
I‘G,Q AQ

N (14)
I‘Cl,g Ag
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Note that I' is a sum of two positive-definite quadratic forms and is therefore
positive-definite. So, its inverse exists uniquely, and hence, the solution of
(I4) is simply

a; =T7'A;, ic€{l,2,...,0},

which completes the proof of the theorem.

Corollary 2. As done in Section 4.2, one can easily establish that the simul-
taneous BLIPs derived in Theorem 3 also possess the complete MSPE matrix
dominance property.

6 BLIPs in scale family of distributions

So far, we have discussed the prediction problem for a general location-
scale family of distributions. In a much simpler way, analogous results can
be developed for scale family of distributions. Let us assume that the parent
distribution of the first r observed order statistics X belongs to the scale
family whose probability density function is given by

4. oo

Now, let us denote o; = E[Z;,] = E[Xi,/o] for i € {1,....7}, a =
(ai,...,a,)" and X as the r x r covariance matrix of Z = (Z1n, ..., Zpn) |,
assumed to be positive definite. Then, the marginal and simultaneous BLIPs
are as presented in the following results.

Theorem 4. The marginal best linear invariant predictor Xs:n of Xsn, de-
termined by minimizing the mean squared predictive error of Xgn, is of the
form X,., = a” X in which the coefficient vector a = (ay, . .., a,)], is given
by

a=(Z+aa") Hw,+aa).

Proof: Similar to Theorem 1 for the location-scale family, the proof follows
in this case by minimizing the mean squared predictive error given by

o?la"2a —2a"w, + wy + (a" o — a,)?].

Theorem 5. The simultaneous best linear invariant predictors of ¢ future
order statistics are identical to their corresponding marginal predictors.
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Proof: The proof follows exactly in the same way as in the proof of Theorem
3 for the location-scale family by considering the mean squared predictive
error matrix in this case as

Wi Wi
Wi Wy’
where
W, = o*|la"Za—2a"w, +w,+ (a'a — as)ﬂ ,

Wy, = o?[b'Zb—2b"w, +wy + (b — at)ﬂ :

Wy = o?la'Eb—a'w; —b'w, +wy+ (a"a — ozs)(bTa — at)} .

Corollary 3. All the associated properties of BLIPs presented earlier for
the location-scale family in Section 4 can be shown to hold here for the scale
family as well.

7 Concluding remarks

In this article, we have presented explicit expressions for the simultaneous
BLIPs of any ¢ future order statistics and have established that the simulta-
neous BLIPs are the same as the marginal BLIPs. The advantage of using
BLIP over BLUP in marginal prediction case has been demonstrated. More-
over, in the simultaneous prediction case, a practical data-driven approach
for choosing between BLIP and BLUP has been discussed as well.
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Figure 1: Plot of relative efficiencies of the marginal BLIP against marginal BLUP
for the s-th order statistic based on r =9 and n = 15.
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Figure 2: Plot of relative efficiencies of the joint BLIP against joint BLUP for
the s-th and ¢-th order statistics based on r = 9 and n = 15.
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Figure 3: Plot of relative efficiencies of the joint BLIP against joint BLUP for
the s-th and ¢-th order statistics based on r = 9 and n = 15.
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Figure 4: Plot of relative efficiencies of the joint BLIP against joint BLUP for
the s-th and ¢-th order statistics based on r = 9 and n = 15.
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