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Conditional Probability Matrix and the S2-rank

Mihai D. Staic

Abstract. Using the detS
2
map from [5], we introduce the notion of S2-rank of a matrix of type d×

s(s−1)
2

.
As an application, we show that the conditional probability matrix associated to two random variables
has the S2-rank equal to 1. Under suitable conditions we prove that the converse of this result also holds.

1. Introduction

The rank of a matrix is an important invariant for several problems in mathematics. In probability
theory the rank can be used to determine when two discrete random variables are independent. More
precisely, if X and Y are discrete random variables, and A = (ai,j) is the joint probabilities matrix
determined by ai,j = P (X = i, Y = j) for all 1 ≤ i ≤ n and 1 ≤ j ≤ m, then X and Y are independent if
and only if the rank of the n×m matrix A is equal to 1 (see [1]).

The map detS
2

: V 6
2 → k (for a vector space V2 of dimension 2) was introduced in [5] as a natural

generalization of the determinant map. It was obtain from an exterior algebra-like construction inspired
by work of Pirashvili [4] and Voronov [9]. Properties of this map and generalizations were studied in [3]

and [7]. In particular, there exists a geometrical interpretation of the condition detS
2

((vi,j)1≤i<j≤4) = 0
that we will use in this paper (see Theorem 2.2).

Using the detS
2

map, we we introduce the notion of S2-rank of a matrix of type d × s(s−1)
2 . We

investigate those matrices that have the S2-rank equal to 1, and give an application to probability theory.
More precisely, if X : D → {1, 2, . . . , s}, and Y : D → {1, 2, . . . , d} are random variables, and B = (bki,j)

is the conditional probability matrix (i.e. bki,j = P (Y = k|i < X ≤ j) for 1 ≤ i < j ≤ s and 1 ≤ k ≤ d),

then the S2-rank of B is 1. We show that under some mild conditions the converse of this statement is
also true. We give a few examples, and discuss possible applications to statistics.

2. Preliminaries

2.1. The detS
2

map. In this paper k is a field with char(k) = 0, Vd = kd is a k-vector space of
dimension d, and Bd = {e1, e2, . . . ed} is the standard basis in Vd. For applications we take k = R.

Consider vi,j ∈ Vd for all 1 ≤ i < j ≤ s, we denote by

V = (vi,j)1≤i<j≤s ∈ V
s(s−1)

2

d ,

the collection of s(s−1)
2 vectors vi,j . Using the standard basis Bd, we can identify V with a d × s(s−1)

2

matrix whose columns are determined by the vectors vi,j =
∑d

k=1 v
k
i,jek. The rows of this matrix are

indexed by elements in the set {1, 2, . . . , d}, while columns are indexed by pairs (i, j) where 1 ≤ i < j ≤ s.

For example, if d = 2, s = 4 and vi,j =

[
αi,j

βi,j

]
, then we identify V = (vi,j)1≤i<j≤4 ∈ V 6

2 with the 2 × 6

matrix [
α1,2 α2,3 α3,4 α1,3 α2,4 α1,4

β1,2 β2,3 β3,4 β1,3 β2,4 β1,4

]
.
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Notice that the order of the columns has to be fixed (we cannot permute them). To keep track of columns
and operations that are allowed on this matrix see the tensor upper triangular notation and the results
from [3], [5] and [7]. In this paper we do not need that much detail, so we will use this simpler matrix
notation.

We recall from [5] the formula for the map detS
2

: V 6
2 → k. For vi,j =

[
αi,j

βi,j

]
∈ k2 we have

detS
2

[
α1,2 α2,3 α3,4 α1,3 α2,4 α1,4

β1,2 β2,3 β3,4 β1,3 β2,4 β1,4

]
=

α1,2α2,3α3,4β1,3β2,4β1,4 + α1,2β2,3α3,4β1,3β2,4α1,4 + α1,2β2,3β3,4α1,3α2,4β1,4

+β1,2β2,3α3,4α1,3α2,4β1,4 + β1,2α2,3β3,4β1,3α2,4α1,4 + β1,2α2,3β3,4α1,3β2,4α1,4

−β1,2β2,3β3,4α1,3α2,4α1,4 − β1,2α2,3β3,4α1,3α2,4β1,4 − β1,2α2,3α3,4β1,3β2,4α1,4

−α1,2α2,3β3,4β1,3β2,4α1,4 − α1,2β2,3α3,4α1,3β2,4β1,4 − α1,2β2,3α3,4β1,3α2,4β1,4.

Remark 2.1. This formula was obtained from an exterior algebra-like construction. It was proved in

[5] that the map detS
2

is a the unique nontrivial multilinear map defined on V 6
2 which has the property

that detS
2

((vi,j)1≤i<j≤4) = 0 if there exists 1 ≤ x < y < z ≤ 4 such that vx,y = vx,z = vy,z.

Alternatively, one can show that

detS
2

((vi,j)1≤i<j≤4) = det




α1,2 α2,3 0 −α1,3 0 0
β1,2 β2,3 0 −β1,3 0 0
α1,2 0 0 0 α2,4 −α1,4

β1,2 0 0 0 β2,4 −β1,4

0 0 α3,4 α1,3 0 −α1,4

0 0 β3,4 β1,3 0 −β1,4



,(2.1)

where det is the usual determinant map (see [7]).

Theorem 2.2. ([7]) Take V2 = R
2 and let (vi,j)1≤i<j≤4 ∈ V 6

2 . Then the following are equivalent

(1) detS
2

((vi,j)1≤i<j≤4) = 0.

(2) There exist four points Q1, Q2, Q3, Q4 in the plane R
2 and λi,j ∈ R for 1 ≤ i < j ≤ 4 not all

zero such that λi,jvi,j =
−−−→
QiQj.

Remark 2.3. For a vector space Vd of dimension d, there exists a map detS
2

: V
d(2d−1)
d → k that is

nontrivial, multilinear, and has the property that detS
2

((vi,j)1≤i<j≤2d) = 0 if there exist 1 ≤ x < y < z ≤
2d such that vx,y = vx,z = vy,z (see [6]). In this paper we will only use the case d = 2, so we do not give
details about the general case. For d = 2, and d = 3 it is know that a map with the above property is
unique up to a constant (see [3] and [5]). For d > 3 uniqueness is still an open question.

2.2. Independent variables. To put the results from this paper in context, we recall from [1] a
theorem about independent variables and the joint probability matrix.

Let P be a probability function on a space D, and take X : D → {1, 2, ..., n} and Y : D → {1, 2, ...,m}
to be two discrete random variables. We say that X and Y are independent if

P (X = i, Y = j) = P (X = i)P (Y = j),

for all 1 ≤ i ≤ n, and 1 ≤ j ≤ m (see [2]). Define the joint probability matrix of X and Y as the n ×m

matrix with entries

ai,j = P (X = i, Y = j),

for all 1 ≤ i ≤ n, and all 1 ≤ j ≤ m. One has the following result (see [1]).

Proposition 2.1. The two random variables X and Y are independent if and only if the joint proba-
bility matrix (ai,j)i,j has rank 1.
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3. Conditional Probability Matrix

In this section we discuss the notion of S2-rank and show that the conditional probability matrix has
the S2-rank equal to 1.

Definition 3.1. Let V = (vi,j)1≤i<j≤s ∈ V
s(s−1)

2

d be a nonzero element such that vi,j =

d∑

k=1

vki,jek. For

every 1 ≤ x1 < x2 < x3 < x4 ≤ s, and every 1 ≤ a1 < a2 ≤ q we define the 2-minor Ma1,a2
x1,x2,x3,x4

(V) as the

element (wi,j)1≤i<j≤6 ∈ V 6
2 determined by

wi,j =

[
va1
xi,xj

va2
xi,xj

]
.(3.1)

We say thatV has the S2-rank equal to 1 if for every 1 ≤ x1 < x2 < x3 < x4 ≤ s, and every 1 ≤ a1 < a2 ≤ d

we have detS
2

(Ma1,a2
x1,x2,x3,x4

(V)) = 0.

Remark 3.2. As mentioned above, for every q there exists a map detS
2

q : V
q(2q−1)
q → k that generalizes

the determinant map. One can easily extend Definition 3.1 by saying that V = (vi,j)1≤i<j≤s ∈ V
s(s−1)

2

d has

S2-rank equal to q − 1 if there exists a (q − 1)-minor of V such that detS
2

q−1(M
b1,...,bq−1
y1,...,y2q−2(V)) 6= 0, and for

every q-minor of V we have detS
2

q (M
a1,...,aq

x1,...,x2q (V)) = 0. Since we are only interested in the case q = 2 we
will not elaborate on the general definition.

Definition 3.3. Let P be a probability function on D. Take X : D → {1, 2, . . . , s}, and Y : D →
{1, 2, . . . , d} two discrete random variable, such that X(δ) > 1 for all δ ∈ D, and P (i < X ≤ j) > 0 for all
1 ≤ i < j ≤ s.

(1) The conditional probability matrix is the d× s(s−1)
2 matrix determined by

vai,j = P (Y = a | i < X ≤ j) =
P (Y = a, i < X ≤ j)

P (i < X ≤ j)
,

for all 1 ≤ a ≤ d, and 1 ≤ i < j ≤ s .
(2) The distribution vectors pi ∈ Vd for 1 ≤ i ≤ s, are determined by

pai = P (Y = a,X ≤ i),

for all 1 ≤ a ≤ d and 1 ≤ i ≤ s.
(3) The distribution weights λi,j ∈ [0, 1] are defined by

λi,j = P (i < X ≤ j),

for all 1 ≤ i < j ≤ s.

Notice that the conditional probability matrix can be identified with VX,Y = (vi,j)1≤i<j≤s ∈ V
s(s−1)

2

d ,

where vi,j =
∑d

a=1 v
a
i,jea ∈ Vd. Also, because X(δ) > 1 for all δ ∈ D we have that p1 = 0 ∈ Vd.

Theorem 3.4. Let X : D → {1, 2, . . . , s}, and Y : D → {1, 2, . . . , d} be discrete random variable such
that X(δ) > 1 for all δ ∈ D, and P (i < X ≤ j) > 0 for all 1 ≤ i < j ≤ s. Consider the conditional

probability matrix VX,Y = (vi,j)1≤i<j≤s ∈ V
s(s−1)

2

d , the distribution vectors pi ∈ Vd for all 1 ≤ i ≤ s, and
the distribution weights λi,j for all 1 ≤ i < j ≤ s defined as above. Then we have

(1) For all 1 ≤ i < j ≤ s, and 1 ≤ a ≤ d we have λi,j ∈ (0, 1], vai,j ∈ [0, 1],

d∑

b=1

vbi,j = 1, and

λi,jvi,j = (pj − pi).

(2) For all 1 ≤ i < j < k ≤ s there exists αi,j,k ∈ (0, 1) such that

vi,k = αi,j,kvi,j + (1− αi,j,k)vj,k,

in particular rank[vi,j , vi,k, vj,k] ≤ 2.

(3) The S2-rank of the conditional probability matrix VX,Y = (vi,j)1≤i<j≤s ∈ V
s(s−1)

2

d is 1.
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Proof. The first statement follows directly from the definitions of vi,j , λi,j and pi, and the fact that
P (Y = a, i < X ≤ k) = P (Y = a, i < X ≤ j) + P (Y = a, j < X ≤ k).

For the second statement notice that if 1 ≤ i < j < k ≤ s then

λi,jvi,j − λi,kvi,k + λj,kvj,k = 0,(3.2)

so we can take αi,j,k =
λi,j

λi,k
, and use the fact that λi,k = λi,j + λj,k. The last statement is a consequence

of Theorem 2.2 (it also follows directly from equations 2.1 and 3.2). �

Example 3.5. Suppose that we want to analyze if students in a certain class watched the Super
Bowl halftime show. For this purpose we ask two of the students in that class to calculate conditional
probabilities P (Y = 1|i < X ≤ j) for the variables X and Y defined below. We take D to be the set of all
students in the class, and Y : D → {1, 2}, Y = 1 if the student watched the show, and 2 otherwise. Finally,
X : D → {1, 2, 3, 4} with the convention that X = 2 if the student is a freshman or sophomore, X = 3 if
the student is a junior or senior, and X = 4 if the student is a graduate student. The two students submit
the tables from Figure 1 and Figure 2.

(i, j) (1, 2) (2, 3) (3, 4) (1, 3) (2, 4) (1, 4)
P (Y = 1|i < X ≤ j) 0.5 0.8 0.2 0.7 0.7 0.6

Figure 1. Table from Student A

(i, j) (1, 2) (2, 3) (3, 4) (1, 3) (2, 4) (1, 4)
P (Y = 1|i < X ≤ j) 0.5 0.75 0.25 0.7 0.65 0.625

Figure 2. Table from Student B

Assuming that one of them is right, we want to decide which one has done the correct computation,
and what is the minimum number of students in that class.

We consider the conditional probability matrix corresponding to tables submitted by students A and
B, respectively

VA =

[
0.5 0.8 0.2 0.7 0.7 0.6
0.5 0.2 0.8 0.3 0.3 0.4

]
,

and

VB =

[
0.5 0.75 0.25 0.7 0.65 0.625
0.5 0.25 0.75 0.3 0.35 0.375

]
.

One can compute detS
2

(VA) = −0.007 6= 0, and detS
2

(VB) = 0. From Theorem 3.4 we know that the
table submitted by student A is wrong.

Next, consider the system associated to VB






λ1,2v1,2 − λ1,3v1,3 + λ2,3v2,3 = 0

λ1,2v1,2 − λ1,4v1,4 + λ2,4v2,4 = 0

λ1,3v1,3 − λ1,4v1,4 + λ3,4v3,4 = 0,

or equivalently 


0.5 0.75 0 −0.7 0 0
0.5 0.25 0 −0.3 0 0
0.5 0 0 0 0.65 −0.625
0.5 0 0 0 0.35 −0.375
0 0 0.25 0.7 0 −0.625
0 0 0.75 0.3 0 −0.375







λ1,2

λ2,3

λ3,4

λ1,3

λ2,4

λ1,4



=




0
0
0
0
0
0



.
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After we solve it, we get the general solution



λ1,2

λ2,3

λ3,4

λ1,3

λ2,4

λ1,4



= λ




1
4
1
5
5
6



.(3.3)

The smallest solution for which λi,jvi,j ∈ Z
2
+ for all 1 ≤ i < j ≤ 4 is when λ = 4, so the minimum class

size is 24. In that case, the distribution is described in the table from Figure 3.

Fr. or Soph. Jr. or Snr. Grad. UG Jr, Snr. or Gr. All
Watched the show 2 12 1 14 13 15

Did not watch the show 2 4 3 6 7 9

Figure 3. Distribution table for VB

4. Main Result

In this section we prove that under suitable conditions the converse of Theorem 3.4 holds. First, we
recall a trivial linear algebra result that will be used several times in this section.

Remark 4.1. Let v1, v2, v3 ∈ R
d such that rank[v1, v2, v3] = 2. Then the vector equation

x1v1 + x2v2 + x3v3 = 0,(4.1)

has a nontrivial solution that is unique up to multiplication with a constant. In particular, if (λ1, λ2, λ3)
and (µ1, µ2, µ3) are solutions for the equation 4.1 such that λ1 = µ1 6= 0, then λ2 = µ2, and λ3 = µ3.

We have the following result that generalizes Theorem 2.2.

Lemma 4.2. Let vi,j =




α1
i,j

α2
i,j

...
αd
i,j


 ∈ R

d for all 1 ≤ i < j ≤ s. Suppose that

(1) For every 1 ≤ i < j < k ≤ s, there exist ai,j,k > 0, bi,j,k > 0, and ci,j,k > 0 such that

ai,j,kvi,j − bi,j,kvi,k + ci,j,kvj,k = 0.(4.2)

(2) For every 1 ≤ i < j < k < l ≤ s, and all 1 ≤ a ≤ d there exists b (that depends on a, i, j, k and
l) such that

rank

[
αa
i1,i2

αa
i1,i3

αa
i2,i3

αb
i1,i2

αb
i1,i3

αb
i2,i3

]
= 2,(4.3)

for all i1 < i2 < i3 ∈ {i, j, k, l}.

(3) The S2-rank of (vi,j)1≤i<j≤s ∈ V
s(s−1)

2

d is 1.

Then there exist pi ∈ R
d for 1 ≤ i ≤ s, and λi,j > 0 for 1 ≤ i < j ≤ s such that

λi,jvi,j = pj − pi,(4.4)

for all 1 ≤ i < j ≤ s.

Proof. We will prove this result by induction. When s = 4 and d = 2 this follows from Theorem 2.2.

Indeed, since d = 2, and the S2-rank of (vi,j)1≤i<j≤4 is 1 (i.e. vi,j ∈ R
2 and detS

2

((vi,j)1≤i<j≤4) = 0), we
know from Theorem 2.2 that there exist p1, p2, p3, p4 ∈ R

2, and λi,j ∈ R not all zero, such that

λi,jvi,j = pj − pi,

for all 1 ≤ i < j ≤ 4. We still need to show that λi,j > 0 for all 1 ≤ i < j ≤ 4.
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Since not all λi,j are zero, let’s assume that λ1,2 6= 0 (the other cases are similar). If necessary, after mul-
tiplying all λi,j with −1, we may assume that λ1,2 > 0. Notice that (λ1,2, λ1,3, λ2,3) and (a1,2,3, b1,2,3, c1,2,3)
are nontrivial solutions for the equation

x1,2v1,2 − x1,3v1,3 + x2,3v2,3 = 0.

Since rank[v1,2, v1,3, v2,3] = 2, it follows from Remark 4.1 that (λ1,2, λ1,3, λ2,3) = c(a1,2,3, b1,2,3, c1,2,3) for
some constant 0 6= c ∈ R. Finally, because a1,2,3 > 0, b1,2,3 > 0, c1,2,3 > 0, and λ1,2 > 0, it follows that
c > 0, and so λ1,3 > 0 and λ2,3 > 0.

This argument can be extended to show that λi,j > 0 for all 1 ≤ i < j ≤ 4. More precisely, using the
fact that λ1,2 > 0 and the linear dependence relation among v1,2, v1,4 and v2,4, one gets that λ1,4 > 0 and
λ2,4 > 0. Then, using the fact that λ2,3 > 0, and the linear dependence relation among v2,3, v2,4 and v3,4,
one gets that λ3,4 > 0, which proves our statement for the case s = 4 and d = 2.

First we will take s = 4 and do induction over d. Notice that from the case d = 2 we know that for
every 1 ≤ a ≤ d there exists 1 ≤ b ≤ d, λa,b

i,j > 0, and p
a,b
i ∈ R

2 such that

λ
a,b
i,j

[
αa
i,j

αb
i,j

]
= p

a,b
j − p

a,b
i ,

for all 1 ≤ i < j ≤ 4. We need to show that λa,b
i,j does not depend of (a, b), and that we can glue together

the vectors pa,bi to get the statement we want.
After permuting the elements of {1, 2, . . . , d} we may assume that we solved the problem for the set

{1, 2, . . . , d − 1}. More precisely, if wi,j =




α1
i,j

α2
i,j

...

αd−1
i,j


 ∈ R

d−1 there exist λi,j > 0, and pi =




p1i
p2i
...

pd−1
i


 ∈ R

d−1

such that λi,jvi,j = pj − pi, for all 1 ≤ i < j ≤ 4. Notice that for all 1 ≤ i < j < k ≤ 4 we have that
(λi,j , λi,k, λj,k), and (ai,j,k, bi,j,k, ci,j,k) are nontrivial solutions of the vector equation

xi,jwi,j − xi,kwi,k + xj,kwj,k = 0.

Since the rank([wi,j , wi,k, wj,k]) = 2, from Remark 4.1 we know that (λi,j , λi,k, λj,k) is a multiple of
(ai,j,k, bi,j,k, ci,j,k).

Let a = d, then there exist b ∈ {1, 2, . . . , d−1} such that if ui,j =

[
vai,j
vbi,j

]
then rank([ui,j , ui,k, uj,k]) = 2

for all 1 ≤ i < j < k ≤ 4. From the case d = 2 we know that there exist µi,j > 0 for all 1 ≤ i < j ≤ 4, and

qi =

[
qai
qbi

]
∈ R

2 for all 1 ≤ i ≤ 4, such that

µi,jui,j = qj − qi

for all 1 ≤ i < j ≤ 4.
For all 1 ≤ i < j ≤ 4 we have that (µi,j , µi,k, µj,k) and (ai,j,k, bi,j,k, ci,j,k) are nontrivial solutions of

the vector equation

µi,jui,j − µi,kui,k + µj,kuj,k = 0.

Since the rank([ui,j , ui,k, uj,k]) = 2 from Remark 4.1 we have that (µi,j , µi,k, µj,k) is a nonzero multiple of
(ai,j,k, bi,j,k, ci,j,k).

After rescaling (µi,j)1≤i<j≤4 we may assume that µ1,2 = λ1,2 > 0. Since (µ1,2, µ1,3, µ2,3) and
(λ1,2, λ1,3, λ2,3) are both nonzero multiple of (ai,j,k, bi,j,k, ci,j,k), we get that µ1,3 = λ1,3 and µ2,3 = λ2,3.
Similarly, using the linear dependence relation among w1,2, w1,4 and w2,4, we get that µ1,4 = λ1,4 and
µ2,4 = λ2,4. Finally, using the linear dependence relation among w2,3, w2,4 and w3,4 (and the fact that
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now we know µ2,3 = λ2,3), we get that µ3,4 = λ3,4. This shows that, if we take p̃i =




p1i
p2i
...

pd−1
i

qdi



∈ R

d we have

λi,jvi,j = p̃j − p̃i,

for all 1 ≤ i < j ≤ 4. And so, by induction, we proved our statement when s = 4.
Next we will do induction over s. We just checked the case s = 4, so we take s > 4. Assume that for

all 1 ≤ i < j ≤ s− 1 there exist λi,j > 0, and for all 1 ≤ i ≤ s− 1 there exist pi ∈ R
d such that

λi,jvi,j = pj − pi,(4.5)

for all 1 ≤ i < j ≤ s− 1. We need to construct λi,s > 0 for all 1 ≤ i ≤ s− 1 and ps ∈ R
d.

For any 3 ≤ k ≤ s− 1, from the case s = 4 applied to the set {1, 2, k, s} ⊆ {1, 2, . . . , s} we know that

there exist µ
(k)
i,j > 0 for all i < j ∈ {1, 2, k, s} and q

(k)
i ∈ R

d for all i ∈ {1, 2, k, s} such that

µ
(k)
i,j vi,j = q

(k)
j − q

(k)
i ,

for all i < j ∈ {1, 2, k, s}. By replacing q
(k)
i with q

(k)
i + p1 − q

(k)
1 , we may assume that q

(k)
1 = p1.

After rescaling µ
(k)
i,j we may assume that µ

(k)
1,2 = λ1,2. Notice that (λ1,2, λ1,k, λ2,k), and (µ

(k)
1,2 , µ

(k)
1,k, µ

(k)
2,k)

are nontrivial solutions for the vector equation

x1,2v1,2 − x1,kv1,k + x2,kv2,k.

Since rank[v1,2, v1,k, v2,k] = 2, it follows from Remark 4.1 that λ1,k = µ
(k)
1,k and λ2,k = µ

(k)
2,k for all 3 ≤ k ≤

s− 1. In particular, we have

λ1,2v1,2 = p2 − p1 = q
(k)
2 − p1,

and
λ1,kv1,k = pk − p1 = q

(k)
k − p1,

which implies that q
(k)
2 = p2 and q

(k)
k = pk for all 3 ≤ k ≤ s− 1.

Notice that for all 3 ≤ k < l ≤ s− 1 we have that (µ
(k)
1,2 , µ

(k)
1,s , µ

(k)
2,s) and (µ

(l)
1,2, µ

(l)
1,s, µ

(l)
2,s) are nontrivial

solutions of the vector equation
x1,2v1,2 − x1,sv1,s + x2,sv2,s = 0.

Since µ
(k)
1,2 = µ

(l)
1,2 = λ1,2, and rank[v1,2, v1,s, v2,s] = 2 we have that µ

(k)
1,s = µ

(l)
1,s and µ

(k)
2,s = µ

(l)
2,s for all

3 ≤ k < l ≤ s− 1. So we can denote these constants by λ1,s and λ2,s respectively. We have

λ1,sv1,s = q(k)s − q
(k)
1 = q(l)s − q

(l)
1

for all 3 ≤ k < l ≤ s− 1. Since q
(k)
1 = q

(l)
1 = p1, we get that q

(k)
s = q

(l)
s for all 3 ≤ k < l ≤ s− 1, so we can

denote this vector by ps and we get

λ1,sv1,s = ps − p1,(4.6)

λ2,sv2,s = ps − p2.(4.7)

Finally for all 3 ≤ k ≤ s− 1 we define

λk,s = µ
(k)
k,s.

We know that
µ
(k)
1,kv1,k − µ

(k)
1,sv1,s + µ

(k)
k,svk,s = 0,

and so since λ1,k = µ
(k)
1,k, and λ1,s = µ

(k)
1,s we get

(pk − p1)− (ps − p1) + λk,svk,s = 0

or in other words

λk,svk,s = ps − pk.(4.8)

And so, by induction we proved our statement. �
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Remark 4.3. Condition ai,j,k > 0, bi,j,k > 0 and ci,j,k > 0 is not necessary for the proof of this lemma.
One can replace it with ai,j,k 6= 0, bi,j,k 6= 0 and ci,j,k 6= 0, and get a result where λi,j 6= 0. However, in
the next theorem we need the result with λi,j > 0.

We have the following converse to Theorem 3.4.

Theorem 4.4. Let vi,j =




α1
i,j

α2
i,j

...
αd
i,j


 ∈ R

d for all 1 ≤ i < j ≤ s. Assume that

(1) For all 1 ≤ i < j ≤ s, and all 1 ≤ a ≤ d we have vai,j ∈ [0, 1], and
∑d

a=1 v
a
i,j = 1.

(2) For every 1 ≤ i < j < k ≤ s, there exist ai,j,k > 0, bi,j,k > 0, ci,j,k > 0 such that

ai,j,kvi,j − bi,j,kvi,k + ci,j,kvj,k = 0.(4.9)

(3) For every 1 ≤ i < j < k < l ≤ s, and all 1 ≤ a ≤ d there exists b (that depends on a, i, j, k and
l) such that

rank

[
αa
i1,i2

αa
i1,i3

αa
i2,i3

αb
i1,i2

αb
i1,i3

αb
i2,i3

]
= 2.

for all i1 < i2 < i3 ∈ {i, j, k, l}.
(4) The S2-rank of (vi,j)1≤i<j≤s is 1.

Then there exist two random variables X : (0, 1] → {1, 2, . . . , s}, and Y : (0, 1] → {1, 2, ..., d} such that

vai,j = P (Y = a|i < X ≤ j),

for all 1 ≤ i < j ≤ s, and 1 ≤ a ≤ d.

Proof. From Lemma 4.2 we know that there exist λi,j > 0 for all 1 ≤ i < j ≤ s, and pi ∈ R
d for all

1 ≤ i ≤ s, such that λi,jvi,j = pj − pi for all 1 ≤ i < j ≤ s. We can normalize the (λi,j)1≤i<j≤s such that
λ1,s = 1. Changing pi to pi − p1 we may assume that p1 = 0 ∈ R

d.
For 1 ≤ i < j < k ≤ s we have λi,jvi,j−λi,kvi,k+λj,kvj,k = 0. Summing all the entries in these vectors

we get

λi,j(

d∑

a=1

vai,j)− λi,k(

d∑

a=1

vai,k) + λj,k(

d∑

a=1

vaj,k) = 0.

Since
∑d

a=1 v
a
i,j = 1 for all 1 ≤ i < j ≤ s this means that

λi,j − λi,k + λj,k = 0,

in particular λi,j = λ1,j − λ1,i. Notice that if 1 ≤ i < j ≤ s then λ1,i < λ1,j .
Define X : (0, 1] → {1, 2, . . . , s}, and Y : (0, 1] → {1, 2, . . . , d} determined by

X(t) = k if t ∈ (λ1,k−1, λ1,k],

(here we use the convention λ1,1 = 0), and

Y (t) = h if t ∈ (λ1,i−1 +

h−1∑

a=1

(pai − pai−1), λ1,i−1 +

h∑

a=1

(pai − pai−1)]

for some 1 ≤ i ≤ s.
Let P be the probability given by the standard measure on the interval (0, 1]. From the above definitions

we have that for every 1 ≤ i < j ≤ s

P (i < X ≤ j) = λ1,j − λ1,i

= λi,j .
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For every h ∈ {1, 2, . . . , d} we have

P (Y = h) =
∑

1≤a≤s

(pha − pha−1)

= phs − ph1

= phs

= λ1,sv
h
1,s

= vh1,s.

More generally, for every 1 ≤ i < j ≤ s, and every h ∈ {1, 2, . . . , d} we have

P (Y = h, i < X ≤ j) =
∑

i<a≤j

(pha − pha−1)

= phj − phi

= λi,jv
h
i,j .

In particular we get

P (Y = h | i < X ≤ j) = vhi,j ,

which proves our statement.
�

Remark 4.5. Let v1,2 =

[
0.5
0.5

]
, v2,3 =

[
0.8
0.2

]
, v3,4 =

[
0.2
0.8

]
, v1,3 =

[
0.7
0.3

]
, v2,4 =

[
0.7
0.3

]
and v1,4 =

[
0.6
0.4

]
.

One can see that if we take α1,2,3 = 1
3 , α1,2,4 = 1

2 , α1,3,4 = 4
5 , and α2,3,4 = 5

6 then we have

vi,k = αi,j,kvi,j + (1− αi,j,k)vj,k,

for all 1 ≤ i < j < k ≤ 4. As it was noticed in Example 3.5, detS
2

((vi,j)1≤i<j≤4) = −0.007 6= 0, and so the
S2-rank of (vi,j)1≤i<j≤4 is not equal to 1. This means that condition four in the statement of Theorem 4.4
is not a consequence of the other three.

Condition rank[vi,j , vi,k, vj,k] = 2 is not necessary. For example, if the two variables X and Y are
independent then the conditional probability matrix will have rank equal to 1. However, we were not able
to prove a statement without it.

Example 4.6. Let’s assume that in Example 3.5 we have a third student that considered the set E

of all undergraduate students in that class, and a random variable Z : E → {1, 2, 3, 4} defined by Z = 2 if
the student in freshman or sophomore, Z = 3 if the student is junior, and Z = 4 if the student is senior.
He submitted the table from Figure 4.

(i, j) (1, 2) (2, 3) (3, 4) (1, 3) (2, 4) (1, 4)
PC(Y = 1|i < Z ≤ j) 0.5 1 0.6 0.8 0.75 0.7

Figure 4. Table from Student C

The corresponding matrix is VC =

[
0.5 1 0.6 0.8 0.75 0.7
0.5 0 0.4 0.2 0.25 0.3

]
. Just like in Example 3.5 one can

find the general solution

(4.10)




µ1,2

µ2,3

µ3,4

µ1,3

µ2,4

µ1,4



= µ




2
3
5
5
8
10



.
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If we denote by wi,j the columns of matrix VC , then the smallest value of µ for which µi,jwi,j ∈ Z
2
+

for all 1 ≤ i < j ≤ 4 is µ = 1, so a minimum class size is 10. In that case, the distribution is described in
the table from Figure 3

Fr. or Soph. Jr. Snr. Fr. or Soph. Jr, Snr UG
Watched the show 1 3 3 4 6 7

Did not watch the show 1 0 2 1 2 3

Figure 5. Distribution table for VC

Next, let’s notice that Table 2 and Table 4 are compatible. Indeed, one can see that P (Y = 1|1 <

X ≤ 2) = P (Y = 1|1 < Z ≤ 2), P (Y = 1|2 < X ≤ 3) = P (Y = 1|2 < Z ≤ 4) and P (Y = 1|1 < X ≤ 3) =
P (Y = 1|1 < Z ≤ 4). This allows us to define a new random variable T : D → {1, 2, 3, 4, 5} determined by
T = 2 if the student in freshman or sophomore, T = 3 if the student is junior, T = 4 if the student is senior,
and T = 5 if the student is a graduate student. Using this new variable T , the combined information is
presented in Table 6.

(i, j) (1, 2) (2, 3) (3, 4) (4, 5) (1, 3) (2, 4) (3, 5) (1, 4) (2, 5) (1, 5)
P (Y = 1|i < T ≤ j) 0.5 1 0.6 0.25 0.8 0.75 ? 0.7 0.65 0.625

Figure 6. Combined information

Take ti,j =

[
P (Y = 1|i < T ≤ j)
P (Y = 2|i < T ≤ j)

]
for all 1 ≤ i < j ≤ 5. Notice that there is missing information in

the table from Figure 6, we do not know the value of P (Y = 1|3 < T ≤ 5). However we can use the
other information to determine it. If the data from these two tables is compatible we can take µ = 2 in
Equation 4.10, and λ = 4 in Equation 3.3 to get µ1,3 = ν1,3 = 10 and λ1,4 = ν1,5 = 24. The equation
ν1,3t1,3 − ν1,5t1,5 + ν3,5t3,5 = 0 becomes

10

[
0.8
0.2

]
− 24

[
0.625
0.375

]
+ ν3,5t3,5 = 0,

which implies that ν3,5t3,5 =

[
7
7

]
and so

t3,5 =

[
0.5
0.5

]
and ν3,5 = 14.

The corresponding distribution is presented in Table 7, and the minimum class size is still 24.

Fr. Jr. Snr. Gr Fr. Jr. Sr. UG Jr. All
Soph. Soph Snr. Gr. Snr.

Jr. Gr.
Watched the show 2 6 6 1 8 12 7 14 13 15

Did not watch the show 2 0 4 3 2 4 7 6 7 9

Figure 7. Combined distribution table

Example 4.7. Building again on Example 3.5, let’s assume that after initially submitting an incorrect
answer, student A tries to get extra credit and submits the new data from Table 8. Here, U : D → {1, 2, 3}
is determined by U = 1 if the student enjoyed the show, U = 2 if the student did not enjoy the show, and
U = 3 if the student did not watched the show.

Notice that the data from Table 2 and Table 8 are compatible, since PB(Y = 2|i < X ≤ j) = PA(U =
3|i < X ≤ j) for all 1 ≤ i < j ≤ 4. Again, there is some missing information in Table 8, however that can
be recovered by noticing that Equation 3.3 is the general solution of the problem associated to the data in
Table 8. In particular one can check that the smallest solution for which λi,jvi,j ∈ Z

2
+ for all 1 ≤ i < j ≤ 4

is when λ = 8, so the minimum class size is 48. In that case, the distribution is described in the table from
Figure 9.
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(i, j) (1, 2) (2, 3) (3, 4) (1, 3) (2, 4) (1, 4)
PA(U = 1|i < X ≤ j) 0.375 0.4375 0.125 ? ? ?
PA(U = 2|i < X ≤ j) 0.125 0.3125 0.125 ? ? ?
PA(U = 3|i < X ≤ j) 0.5 0.25 0.75 0.3 0.35 0.375

Figure 8. New table from Student A

Fr. or Soph. Jr. or Snr. Grad. UG Jr, Snr. or Gr. All
Enjoyed the show 3 14 1 17 15 18

Did not enjoy the show 1 10 1 11 11 12
Did not watch the show 4 8 6 12 14 18

Figure 9. Distribution table for VANEW

Remark 4.8. It would be interesting to see if these results can be applied to statistics. One serious
problem is that the rank, and the S2-rank are highly sensitive to small variations of the vectors vi,j . So,
in order to use the ideas from this paper to explicit problems, one needs to decide what range values of

det, and detS
2

are small enough to be considered 0 in this context, and how to correct the errors (fit data)
in that situation. Since we don’t have any expertise in that area, we leave this problem to statisticians to
decide.
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