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Abstract

Ordered random vectors are frequently encountered in many problems. The general-
ized order statistics (GOS) and sequential order statistics (SOS) are two general models
for ordered random vectors. However, these two models do not capture the dependency
structures that are present in the underlying random variables. In this paper, we study
the developed sequential order statistics (DSOS) and developed generalized order statistics
(DGOS) models that describe the dependency structures of ordered random vectors. We
then study various univariate and multivariate ordering properties of DSOS and DGOS
models under Archimedean copula. We consider both one-sample and two-sample scenarios
and develop corresponding results.
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1 Introduction

Order statistics (OS) and record values arise naturally in several statistical modeling and in-
ferential problems (see [1, 2, 21, 23, 25]). As a more general framework in which both these
models are incorporated, the notion of generalized order statistics (GOS) was introduced. In
addition, this GOS model contains several other models of ordered random variables, such
as, order statistics with non-integral sample size, k-record values, Pfeifer’s records, kn-records
from non-identical distributions, ordered random variables from truncated distributions, pro-
gressively type-II censored order statistics, and so on. Thus, the GOS model provides a unified
class of models, with a variety of interesting and practical characteristics, which can be used to
describe and study many real-world problems. On the other hand, the sequential order statis-
tics (SOS), an extension of ordinary order statistics (OS), are used to represent the lifetimes
of systems. In the SOS model, the failure of any component has an impact on the remaining
surviving components and so the distributions of the lifetimes of remaining components are
assumed to differ from the original ones. In reliability theory, there is a one-to-one relation
between SOS and the lifetimes of sequential k-out-of-n systems (see the definition in [17]). In
fact, the lifetime of a sequential k-out-of-n system is the same as the (n− k + 1)-th sequential
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order statistic of the lifetimes of components of the system. One may note that the GOS model
is closely related to the SOS model. In particular, a specific choice of distribution functions
(i.e., under the proportional hazard rate (PHR) model) in the SOS model leads to the GOS
model. Thus, the SOS model can be viewed as a more generalized model that contains almost
all existing models of ordered random variables.

In the literature, numerous studies have been carried out concerning univariate and multivari-
ate stochastic comparisons of ordinary order statistics (see [4, 6, 9, 11, 20, 27, 30, 32, 33, 37, 39]
and the references therein). In the same vein, stochastic comparisons of generalized order statis-
tics as well as stochastic comparisons of sequential order statistics have been discussed in the
literature. Belzunce et al. [10] developed several results concerning multivariate and univariate
stochastic comparisons of generalized order statistics with respect to the usual stochastic order,
dispersive order, hazard rate order and likelihood ratio order. Hu and Zhuang [22] subsequently
added some more results on univariate stochastic comparisons of generalized order statistics.
Chen and Hu [16] studied ordering properties of generalized order statistics with respect to the
multivariate dispersive order. Xie and Hu [44] subsequently discussed stochastic comparisons
of multivariate marginals of generalized order statistics with respect to multivariate dispersive
order. Balakrishnan et al. [3] derived some results for stochastic comparisons of generalized
order statistics with respect to increasing convex order. Some more works on generalized order
statistics can be found in [42, 12], and the references therein. Additionally, the study of various
univariate orderings and ageing properties of sequential order statistics has been carried out by
[13, 14, 31, 43]. Zhuang and Hu [45] studied multivariate stochastic comparisons of sequential
order statistics with respect to multivariate likelihood ratio order, multivariate hazard rate or-
der and multivariate usual stochastic order. One may note that all the studies listed above, for
GOS and SOS models, have been carried out under the assumption that the underlying random
variables are independent.

The SOS model is defined based on the assumption that the lifetimes of the set of remaining
components in each step (i.e., after each failure) are independent. This is indeed a very strin-
gent assumption in many real-life scenarios. For example, consider the oil transmission pipeline
station with five pumps. Suppose the station functions effectively as long as three out of the
five pumps are operational. Here, the lifetimes of the five pumps are indeed dependent, and
the failure of a pump increases the load on the remaining pumps because a proper transmis-
sion requires a certain level of oil pressure (i.e., load-sharing effect). This is an example of a
sequential 3-out-of-5 system with dependent component lifetimes (see [7]).

To overcome the aforementioned drawback of the SOS model, Baratnia and Doostparast [7]
recently introduced the notion of developed sequential order statistics (DSOS), which is an
extended SOS model. The DSOS model captures the dependency structure between compo-
nents of a system in each step. Recently, Sahoo and Hazra [38] have studied various univariate
stochastic comparison results for DSOS wherein the dependency structure has been described
by an Archimedean copula. However, no study has been carried out for multivariate stochastic
comparisons of DSOS. Thus, one of our main goals in this paper is to study various univariate
and multivariate stochastic comparisons of DSOS governed by an Archimedean copula. In anal-
ogy to DSOS model, we introduce the notion of developed generalized order statistics (DGOS),
which is a GOS model involving dependent random variables. In particular, what we study in
this paper are the following:

• Various multivariate stochastic orderings (namely, multivariate usual stochastic order,
dynamic multivariate hazard rate order, and multivariate dispersive order) and univariate
stochastic orderings (namely, usual stochastic order, hazard rate order, reverse hazard rate
order, dispersive order, and increasing convex order) properties of developed sequential
order statistics (DSOS) and developed generalized order statistics (DGOS) in both one
and two-sample situations.

It is worthwhile to mention that the results established here generalize many known results
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on sequential order statistics, generalized order statistics, record values, progressively type-II
censored order statistics, order statistics from truncated distributions, and usual order statistics.
The novelty in this work is mainly in considering the DGOS and DSOS models based on
Archimedean copula.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we present some preliminaries. In
Section 3, we discuss the notion of some ordered random vectors. In Section 4, we establish some
stochastic comparison results for random vectors from DSOS model with identical components.
In Section 5, we establish some stochastic comparison results for DGOS model with identical
components. Finally, some concluding remarks are made in Section 7.

2 Preliminaries

Unless otherwise stated, we use the following notation throughout the paper. For an ab-
solutely continuous random variable Z, we denote the cumulative distribution function (CDF)
by FZ(·), the reliability function (RF) by F̄Z(·), the probability density function (PDF) by
fZ(·), and the cumulative hazard rate function by ∆Z(·), where F̄Z(·) ≡ 1−FZ(·) and ∆Z(·) ≡
− ln F̄Z(·). We denote the set of natural numbers and the set of real numbers by N and R,

respectively. We write a
d
= b to mean that a and b have the same distribution.

Copulas are very useful in describing the dependence structure between random variables.
A wide range of copulas have been discussed in the literature and some of the well-known copu-
las are Farlie-Gumbel-Morgenstern (FGM) copula, extreme-value copula, Archimedean copulas,
and Clayton-Oakes (CO) copula. The family of Archimedean copulas have received consider-
able attention due to their tractability and ability to capture a wide range of dependence. A
comprehensive description of this topic can be found in the book by Nelsen [34]. Below, we
give the definition of an Archimedean copula (see [29]).

Definition 2.1 Let φ : [0,+∞] −→ [0, 1] be a decreasing continuous function with φ(0) = 1
and φ(+∞) = 0, and ψ ≡ φ−1 be the pseudo-inverse of φ. Then,

C(u1, . . . , un) = φ (ψ(u1) + · · ·+ ψ(un)) , for (u1, . . . , un) ∈ [0, 1]n, (2.1)

is called an Archimedean copula with generator φ if (−1)kφ(k)(x) ≥ 0, for k = 0, 1, . . . , n − 2,

and (−1)n−2φ(n−2)(x) is decreasing and convex in x ≥ 0, where φ(k)(·) represents the k-th
derivative of φ. ✷

We now introduce some key notation that will be used in the sequel. For an Archimedean
copula with generator φ, we denote

H(u) =
uφ′(u)

1− φ(u)
, R(u) =

uφ′(u)

φ(u)
and G(u) =

uφ′′(u)

φ′(u)
, u > 0.

Note that H(·), R(·) and G(·) are all negative-valued functions since φ(·) is a decreasing convex
function.

Before proceeding further, we introduce the following notation. For cumulative distribution
functions Fi, i = 1, 2, . . . , n, we denote the corresponding probability density functions, quantile
functions, survival functions, hazard rate functions, reversed hazard rate functions, and cumula-
tive hazard rate functions by fi, F

−1
i , F̄i, ri, r̃i andDi, respectively, where ri ≡ fi/F̄i, r̃i ≡ fi/Fi

and Di (·) ≡ − ln F̄i (·). Similarly, for cumulative distribution functions Gi, i = 1, . . . , n, we
denote the corresponding probability density functions, quantile functions, survival functions,
hazard rate functions, reversed hazard rate functions and cumulative hazard rate functions by
gi, G

−1
i , Ḡi, hi, h̃i and Bi, respectively, where hi ≡ gi/Ḡi, h̃i ≡ gi/Gi and Bi (·) ≡ − ln Ḡi (·).

The proportional hazard rate (PHR) model is one of the commonly used semi-parametric
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models in survival analysis and reliability theory. A set of random variables {Z1, . . . , Zn} is
said to follow the PHR model if, for i = 1, . . . , n,

F̄Zi
(t) = (F̄ (t))αi , for some αi > 0 and for all t > 0,

where F̄ is the baseline survival function. We shall denote this by FZi
∼ PHR(F ;αi), for

i = 1, . . . , n.
Stochastic orders are very effective tools for comparing two or more random variables/vectors.

Below, we give the definitions of some stochastic orders (see [41]) that are most pertinent to
the subsequent discussion.

Definition 2.2 Let X and Y be two absolutely continuous random variables with non-negative
supports. Then, X is said to be smaller than Y in the

(a) usual stochastic order, denoted by X ≤st Y or FX ≤st FY , if F̄X(x) ≤ F̄Y (x) for all x
∈ [0,∞);

(b) hazard rate order, denoted by X ≤hr Y or FX ≤hr FY , if F̄Y (x)/F̄X(x) is increasing in x ∈
[0,∞);

(c) reversed hazard rate order, denoted by X ≤rh Y or FX ≤rh FY , if FY (x)/FX(x) is increasing
in x ∈ [0,∞);

(d) likelihood ratio order, denoted by X ≤lr Y or FX ≤lr FY , if fY (x)/fX(x) is increasing
in x ∈ (0,∞);

(e) dispersive order, denoted by X ≤disp Y or FX ≤disp FY , if G
−1(u)−F−1(u) is increasing

in u ∈ (0, 1);
(f) increasing convex order, denoted by X ≤icx Y or FX ≤icx FY , if E(φ(X)) ≤ E(φ(Y )),

for all increasing convex functions φ;
(g) mean residual life order, denoted by X ≤mrl Y or FX ≤mrl FY , if

∫∞
x
F̄Y (u)du/

∫ ∞
x
F̄X(u)du

is increasing in x over {x :
∫∞
x
F̄X(u)du > 0};

(h) ageing faster order in terms of hazard rate, denoted by X ≤c Y or FX ≤c FY , if ∆X ◦∆−1
Y

is convex on [0,∞), or equivalently, rX/rY is increasing on [0,∞). ✷

We now introduce the following notation. Let X = (X1, . . . ,Xm) be a nonnegative random
vector with an absolutely continuous distribution function. Consider a typical history of X at
time t ≥ 0, which is of the form

ht = {XI = tI ,X Ī > te}, 0e ≤ tI ≤ te, I ⊂ {1, . . . ,m};

here, tI = (ti1 , . . . , tik), Ī is the complement of I = (i1, . . . , ik) in {1, . . . ,m} and e = (1, . . . , 1).
Given the history ht, let i ∈ Ī be a component that is still alive at time t. Its multivariate
conditional hazard rate, at time t, is defined as follows:

λi|I (t|tI) = lim
∆t→0+

1

∆t
P (t < Ti ≤ t+∆t|T I = tI ,T Ī > te) ,

where, 0e ≤ tI ≤ te, and I ⊂ {1, . . . ,m} (see [41]).
Further, let F1 be the marginal distribution function of X1, and Fi|1,...,i−1 (·|x1, . . . , xi−1) be

the conditional distribution function of Xi, given X1 = x1, . . . ,Xi−1 = xi−1, for i = 2, . . . , n.
For each u = (u1, . . . , un) ∈ (0, 1)n, define

x1 (u) = F−1
1 (u1)

and sequentially
xi (u) = F−1

i|1,...,i−1 (ui|x1, . . . , xi−1) , i = 2, . . . , n.

Next, we present the definitions of some multivariate stochastic orders that are used in the
subsequent sections.
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Definition 2.3 Let X and Y be two n-dimensional random vectors with non-negative supports.
Further, let the multivariate probability density functions and the multivariate conditional haz-
ard rate functions of X and Y be given by f(·) and g(·), and η·|· (·|·) and λ·|· (·|·), respectively.
Then, X is said to be smaller than Y in the

(a) usual multivariate stochastic order, denoted by X ≤st Y , if E (φ (X)) ≤ E (φ (Y )), for
all increasing functions φ;

(b) dynamic multivariate hazard rate order, denoted by X ≤dyn−hr Y , if

ηk|I∪J (u|sI∪J) ≥ λk|I (u|tI) , for all k ∈ I ∪ J,

where I ∩ J = ∅, sI ≤ tI ≤ ue and sJ ≤ ue;
(c) multivariate likelihood ratio order, denoted by X ≤lr Y , if f (x) g (y) ≤ f (x ∧ y) g (x ∨ y),

for all x,y ∈ R
n;

(d) multivariate dispersive order, denoted by X ≤disp Y , if yi (u) − xi (u) is increasing in
(u1, . . . , ui) ∈ (0, 1)i for i = 1, . . . , n. ✷

Like stochastic orders, majorization orders are also quite useful for establishing various
inequalities. Different majorization orders have been discussed in the literature, and we give
below the definitions of some majorization orders that are used in this work.

Definition 2.4 Let In denote an n-dimensional Euclidean space, where I ⊆ R. Further, let
x = (x1, . . . , xn) ∈ In and y = (y1, . . . , yn) ∈ In be any two vectors, and x(1) ≤ · · · ≤ x(n) and
y(1) ≤ · · · ≤ y(n) be the increasing arrangements of the components of x and y, respectively.

(a) The vector x is said to weakly supermajorize the vector y (written as y
w

� x) if

j
∑

i=1

x(i) ≤

j
∑

i=1

y(i), for j = 1, 2, . . . , n;

(b) The vector x is said to p-larger than the vector y (written as y
p

� x) if

j
∏

i=1

x(i) ≤

j
∏

i=1

y(i), for j = 1, 2, . . . , n;

(c) The vector x is said to reciprocally majorize the vector y (written as y
rm

� x) if

j
∑

i=1

1

x(i)
≥

j
∑

i=1

1

y(i)
, for j = 1, 2, . . . , n. ✷

Stochastic ageing concepts are very useful tools for describing how a system ages over time.
In the literature, different ageing classes (such as IFR, DFR, DLR, and so on) have been
introduced to characterize different ageing properties of a system (see [6]). Below, we give the
definitions of some ageing classes that are most pertinent to the ensuing discussions.

Definition 2.5 Let X be an absolutely continuous random variable with nonnegative support.
Then, X is said to have

(a) increasing likelihood ratio (ILR) (resp. decreasing likelihood ratio (DLR)) property if
f ′X(x)/fX(x) is decreasing (resp. increasing) in x ≥ 0;

(b) increasing failure rate (IFR) (resp. decreasing failure rate (DFR)) property if rX(x) is
increasing (resp. decreasing) in x ≥ 0;

(c) decreasing reversed failure rate (DRFR) property if r̃X(x) is decreasing in x ≥ 0;
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3 Ordered random vectors

In this section, we give the definition of DSOS and discuss its important special cases. As an
extension of the sequential order statistics (SOS), Baratnia and Doostparast [7] introduced the
developed sequential order statistics (DSOS), which are useful for modelling the lifetime of a
system with dependent components. The definition of DSOS is as follows (see [7, 31]).

Definition 3.1 Let F1, . . . , Fn be n absolutely continuous cumulative distribution functions
with F−1

1 (1) ≤ · · · ≤ F−1
n (1). Consider a system of n components installed at time t = 0. As-

sume that all components of the system are functioning at the starting time. Let X
(1)
1 , . . . ,X

(1)
n

be n dependent and identical (DID) random variables, with distribution functions F1, represent-
ing the lifetimes of n components. Assume that the dependence structure between these random
variables is described by the Archimedean copula with generator φ. Then, the first component
failure time is given by

X⋆
1:n = min

{

X
(1)
1 , . . . ,X(1)

n

}

.

Given X⋆
1:n = t1, the residual lifetimes of the remaining (n − 1) components are equal in dis-

tribution to the residual lifetimes of (n − 1) DID components with age t1 and with cumulative
distribution function F2, (instead of F1) with the same dependence structure; here, F2 is as-
sumed in place of F1 as the failure of the first component would have an impact on the per-
formance of other components. Let the lifetimes of these DID components be represented by

X
(2)
1 , . . . ,X

(2)
n−1. Then, for j = 1, . . . , n− 1, X

(2)
j ∼ F2(·|t1), where F̄2(x|t1) = F̄2(x)/F̄2(t1), for

x ≥ t1. Moreover, X
(2)
j ≥ t1, for j = 1, . . . , n − 1. Next, the second component failure time is

given by

X⋆
2:n = min

{

X
(2)
1 , . . . ,X

(2)
n−1

}

.

By proceeding in this manner, we assume that the i-th failure occurs at time ti (> ti−1), i.e.,
X⋆

i:n = ti. Then, the residual lifetimes of the remaining (n − i) components are equal in dis-
tribution to the residual lifetimes of (n − i) DID components with age ti and with distribution
functions Fi+1 with the same dependence structure. Let the lifetimes of these DID components

be represented by X
(i+1)
1 , . . . ,X

(i+1)
n−i . Then, for j = 1, . . . n − i, X

(i+1)
j ∼ Fi+1(·|ti), where

F̄i+1(x|ti) = F̄i+1(x)/F̄i+1(ti), for x ≥ ti. Moreover, note that X
(i+1)
j ≥ ti, for j = 1, . . . , n− i.

Then, the (i+ 1)-th component failure time is given by

X⋆
i+1:n = min

{

X
(i+1)
1 , . . . ,X

(i+1)
n−i

}

.

Finally, if the (n − 1)-th component failure occurs at time tn−1 = X⋆
n−1:n, then the last com-

ponent failure time is given by X⋆
n:n with reliability function F̄n(x|tn−1) = F̄n(x)/F̄n(tn−1),

for x ≥ tn−1. Then, the random variables X⋆
1:n ≤ · · · ≤ X⋆

n:n are called developed sequen-
tial order statistics (DSOS) based on F1, . . . , Fn, where the dependence structure is described
by the Archimedean copula with generator φ. In short, we denote them by (X⋆

1:n, . . . ,X
⋆
n:n) ∼

DSOS(F1, . . . , Fn;φ).

Remark 3.1 One may note that, if (X⋆
1:n, . . . ,X

⋆
n:n) ∼ DSOS(F1, . . . , Fn;φ), then {X⋆

1:n, . . . ,
X⋆

n:n} forms a Markov chain with transition probabilities

P
(

X⋆
r:n > t|X⋆

r−1:n = x
)

= φ

(

(n− r + 1)ψ

(

F̄r(t)

F̄r(x)

))

, t ≥ x, F̄ (x) > 0, (3.1)

where ψ ≡ φ−1. ✷
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Generalized order statistics (GOS), a unified notion of ordered random variables, contain
many popular models as particular cases, including sequential order statistics (SOS) under PHR
model, order statistics with non-integral sample size, k-record values, Pfeifer’s record values,
kn-records from non-identical distributions, and ordered random variables from truncated dis-
tributions. We now give the definition of developed generalized order statistics (DGOS), which
is a generalization of GOS (see [18, 22, 24]).

Definition 3.2 Let n ∈ N , γn,n = αn = k > 0, m1, . . . ,mn−1 ∈ R, Mi =
∑n−1

j=i mj, 1 ≤

i ≤ n − 1, γi,n = k + n − i + Mi = (n− i+ 1)αi > 0, for all i = 1, . . . , n − 1, and let
m̃ = (m1, . . . ,mn−1), n = 2, . . . , n−1. The random variables X (1, n, m̃n, k) , . . . ,X (n, n, m̃n, k)
are said to be developed generalized order statistics (DGOS) from an absolutely continuous
distribution function F with probability density function f and dependence structure described
by the Archimedean copula with generator φ, denoted by (X (1, n, m̃n, k) , . . . ,X (n, n, m̃n, k)) ∼
DGOS(F, γ1,n, . . . , γn,n;φ), if their joint probability density function is given by

fX(1,n,m̃n,k),...,X(n,n,m̃n,k) (x1, . . . , xn) =

n
∏

j=1

{

φ′
(

(n− j + 1)ψ

(

F̄αj (xj)

F̄αj (xj−1)

))

(n− j + 1)αjψ
′

(

F̄αj (xj)

F̄αj (xj−1)

)

F̄αj−1 (xj) f (xj)

F̄αj (xj−1)

}

,

where 0 = x0 < · · · < xn. ✷

Like GOS, DGOS also contains many popular models of ordered random variables with
dependence structure described by the Archimedean copula, as listed in Table 1.

Table 1: Models of ordered random variables and their relations with DGOS (see, [17, 18]).

γr,n(1 ≤ r ≤ n− 1) γn,n

Dependance
structure (φ) DGOS Model

n− r + 1 αr k

n− r + 1 1 1 φ Ordinary order statistics (OS)
a − r + 1 : a ∈
(0,∞)

1 a− n+ 1 φ OS with non integral sample size [36]

n− r + 1 αr αn φ DSOS under PHR model
n− r + 1 αr k φ(u) = e−u Generalized order statistics (GOS)
1 1 1 Not applicable Record value [15]
k 1 k φ k-th record value [19]
1 αr αn Not applicable Pfeifer’s record value [35]
kr αr αnkn φ Ordering via truncation [24]
ν−r+1, if 1 ≤ r ≤
r1, ν − n1 − r+1,
if r1 < r ≤ n

1
ν − n1 −
n+ 1

φ
Progressively type-II censored order
statistics [5]

Below, we give a list of models containing DSOS and its particular cases in Table 2. In
subsequent sections, we discuss various results for these models.
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Table 2: Models of ordered random variables obtained from DSOS

Condition Notation Model specification

NULL
(X⋆

1:n, . . . ,X
⋆
n:n) ∼ DSOS(F1, F2

. . . , Fn;φ)
DSOS

φ(u) = e−u, u > 0 (X⋆
1:n, . . . ,X

⋆
n:n) ∼ SOS(F1, F2 . . . , Fn) SOS

Fi ∼PHR(F,αi), for i =
1, . . . , n

(X (1, n, m̃n, k) , . . . ,X (n, n, m̃n, k)) ∼
DGOS(F, γ1,n, . . . , γn,n;φ)

GOS with dependent com-
ponents

Fi ∼PHR(F,αi), for i =
1, . . . , n, and φ(u) = e−u, u >
0

(X (1, n, m̃n, k) , . . . ,X (n, n, m̃n, k))∼
GOS(F, γ1,n, . . . , γn,n)

GOS with independent com-
ponents

Fi = F , for all i = 1, . . . , n (X⋆
1:n, . . . ,X

⋆
n:n) ∼ OS(F ;φ) OS with DID components

We first present some lemmas that are essential for proving the main results of this paper.

Lemma 3.1 Let (X⋆
1:n, . . . ,X

⋆
n:n) ∼ DSOS(F1, . . . , Fn;φ), and Di (·) ≡ − ln F̄i (·) be the cu-

mulative hazard rate function of Fi, for i = 1, . . . , n. Then,

X⋆
1:n = D−1

1

(

W (1)
)

, (3.2)

X⋆
i:n = D−1

i

(

W (i) +Di

(

X⋆
i−1:n

)

)

, for i = 2, . . . , n, (3.3)

where

W (i) = − ln
(

V (i)
)

= min
{

− ln
(

1− U
(i)
1

)

, . . . ,− ln
(

1− U
(i)
n−i+1

)}

, i = 1, . . . , n,

and U i
j ∼ Unif(0, 1), for i = 1, . . . , n, and j = 1, . . . , n − i + 1; here, for each i ∈ {1, . . . , n},

U i
j ’s are dependent random variables governed by the Archimedean copula with generator φ.

Moreover, {W (i), i = 1, . . . , n} are independent with survival functions

F̄W (i) (t) = φ
(

(n− i+ 1)ψ
(

e−t
))

, t > 0, i = 1, . . . , n, ψ ≡ φ−1. (3.4)

The following lemma follows from Remark 3.1 and Lemma 3.1 (see also [18, 22]).

Lemma 3.2 Let (X (1, n, m̃n, k) , . . . ,X (n, n, m̃n, k)) ∼ DGOS(F, γ1,n, . . . , γn,n;φ), and D (·) ≡
− ln F̄ (·) be the cumulative hazard rate function of F . Then,

(X (1, n, m̃n, k) , . . . ,X (n, n, m̃n, k))
d
=



D−1 (B1,n) , . . . ,D
−1





n
∑

j=1

Bj,n







 , (3.5)

where

Bj,n = min

{

−
1

αj

ln
(

1− U
(j)
1

)

, . . . ,−
1

αj

ln
(

1− U
(j)
n−j+1

)

}

=
1

αj

W (j), j = 1, . . . , n,

and U i
j ’s are as given in Lemma 3.1. Moreover, the survival function of Bj,n is

F̄Bj,n
(t) = φ

(

(n− j + 1)ψ
(

e−αjt
))

, t > 0, j = 1, . . . , n, ψ ≡ φ−1. (3.6)
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4 Comparing random vectors from DSOS model with identical
components

In this section, we establish some stochastic comparison results for random vectors with DSOS
model in both one-and two-sample situations.

4.1 One-sample situation

In the following three theorems, we compare two random vectors from DSOS model with respect
to the usual multivariate stochastic and dynamic multivariate hazard rate orders. We provide
the results in light of the assumptions made on the underlying distribution functions upon
which the DSOS models are built. We only give the proof of Theorem 4.3 and the proofs of
Theorems 4.1 and 4.2 are omitted for the sake of brevity.

Theorem 4.1 Let (X⋆
1:n, . . . ,X

⋆
n:n) ∼ DSOS(F1, . . . , Fn;φ) and (X⋆

1:n+1, . . . ,X
⋆
n+1:n+1) ∼

DSOS(F1, . . . , Fn+1;φ). Then, the following results hold true:

(a)
(

X⋆
1:n+1, . . . ,X

⋆
n:n+1

)

≤st (X⋆
1:n, . . . ,X

⋆
n:n);

(b) Suppose uR′(u)/R(u) is positive and increasing in u > 0. Then, (X⋆
1:n+1, . . . ,X

⋆
n:n+1)

≤dyn−hr (X⋆
1:n, . . . ,X

⋆
n:n).

Theorem 4.2 Let (X⋆
1:n, . . . ,X

⋆
n:n) ∼ DSOS(F1, . . . , Fn;φ). Then, the following results hold

true:

(a) If F2 ≤hr · · · ≤hr Fn, then
(

X⋆
1:n, . . . ,X

⋆
n−1:n

)

≤st (X⋆
2:n,X

⋆
3:n, . . . ,X

⋆
n:n);

(b) Suppose uR′(u)/R(u) is positive and increasing in u > 0. If F1 ≤hr · · · ≤hr Fn, then
(

X⋆
1:n, . . . ,X

⋆
n−1:n

)

≤dyn−hr (X⋆
2:n, . . . ,X

⋆
n:n).

Theorem 4.3 Let (X⋆
1:n, . . . ,X

⋆
n:n) ∼ DSOS(F1, . . . , Fn;φ) and (X⋆

1:n, . . . ,X
⋆
n+1:n+1) ∼ DSOS(F1,

. . . , Fn+1;φ). Then, the following results hold true:

(a) If F1 ≤st F2 ≤hr · · · ≤hr Fn+1, then (X⋆
1:n, . . . ,X

⋆
n:n) ≤st

(

X⋆
2:n+1, . . . ,X

⋆
n+1:n+1

)

;

(b) Suppose uR′(u)/R(u) is increasing in u > 0. If F1 ≤hr · · · ≤hr Fn+1, then (X⋆
1:n, . . . ,X

⋆
n:n)

≤dyn−hr

(

X⋆
2:n+1, . . . ,X

⋆
n+1:n+1

)

.

4.2 Two-sample situation

In the following theorem, we compare two random vectors with DSOS model that are formed
from two different samples, with respect to the usual multivariate stochastic, dynamic multi-
variate hazard rate and multivariate dispersive orders. The proof of the second part follows
along the same lines as those of the first part and is therefore omitted.

Theorem 4.4 Let (X⋆
1:n, . . . ,X

⋆
n:n) ∼ DSOS(F1, . . . , Fn;φ) and (Z⋆

1:n, . . . , Z
⋆
n:n) ∼ DSOS(G1,

. . . , Gn;φ). Then, the following results hold true:

(a) Suppose uR′(u)/R(u) is increasing in u > 0. If F1 ≤st G1 and Fi ≤hr Gi, i = 2, . . . , n,
then (X⋆

1:n, . . . ,X
⋆
n:n) ≤st (Z⋆

1:n, . . . , Z
⋆
n:n);

(b) Suppose uR′(u)/R(u) is increasing in u > 0. If Fi ≤hr Gi, i = 1, . . . , n, then (X⋆
1:n, . . . ,X

⋆
n:n)

≤dyn−hr (Z⋆
1:n, . . . , Z

⋆
n:n);

(c) Let F1
d
= . . .

d
= Fn

d
= F and G1

d
= . . .

d
= Gn

d
= G. If F ≤disp G, then (X⋆

1:n, . . . ,X
⋆
n:n) ≤disp

(Z⋆
1:n, . . . , Z

⋆
n:n).
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5 Comparing random vectors from DGOS model with identical
components

In this section, we establish some stochastic comparisons of random vectors with DGOS
model when the underlying components are identical.

5.1 One-sample situation

In the following theorem, we compare random vectors with DGOS model with respect to the
multivariate dispersive order.

Theorem 5.1 Let (X (1, n, m̃n, k) , . . . ,X (n, n, m̃n, k)) ∼ DGOS(F, γ1,n, . . . , γn,n;φ) be such
that F is DFR, m̃n+1 = (m̃n,mn), for n ∈ N , and mi + 1 ≥ 0 for each i. Then, the following
results hold true:

(a) Suppose R(u) is decreasing in u > 0. Ifmn ≤ min {m1, . . . ,mn−1}, then (0,X (1, n, m̃n, k) ,
. . . ,X (n− 1, n, m̃n, k)) ≤disp (X(1, n, m̃n, k), . . . , X(n, n, m̃n, k));

(b) Suppose R(u) is decreasing in u > 0. Then, (X (1, n + 1, m̃n+1, k) , . . . , X (n, n+ 1, m̃n+1, k))
≤disp (X (1, n, m̃n, k) , . . . ,X (n, n, m̃n, k));

(c) If mn ≤ min {m1, . . . ,mn−1}, then (0,X (1, n, m̃n, k) , . . . ,X (n, n, m̃n, k)) ≤disp

(X (1, n+ 1, m̃n, k) , . . . ,X (n+ 1, n+ 1, m̃n+1, k)). ✷

In the following theorem, we discuss multivariate dispersive ordering for multivariate marginals
from the DGOS model.

Theorem 5.2 Let (X (1, n, m̃n, k) , . . . ,X (n, n, m̃n, k)) ∼ DGOS(F, γ1,n, . . . , γn,n;φ) be such
that F is DFR, m̃n+1 = (m̃n,mn), for n ∈ N , and mi + 1 ≥ 0 for each i. Further, let
1 ≤ p1 < · · · < pi ≤ n, and 1 ≤ q1 < · · · < qi ≤ n be such that qi − pi ≥ · · · ≥ q1 − p1 ≥ 0.
Suppose G(nu)/R(u) − G(u)/R(u) is positive and increasing in u > 0. Then, the following
results hold true:

(a) If R(u) is decreasing in u > 0 and mn ≤ min {m1, . . . ,mn−1}, then (X(p1, n, m̃n, k), . . . ,
X(pi, n, m̃n, k)) ≤disp (X(q1, n, m̃n, k), . . . ,X(qi, n, m̃n, k));

(b) If R(u) is decreasing in u > 0 andmn ≤ min {m1, . . . ,mn−1}, then (X (p1, n+ 1, m̃n+1, k) ,
. . . ,X (pi, n+ 1, m̃n+1, k)) ≤disp (X (q1, n, m̃n, k) , . . . ,X (qi, n, m̃n, k));

(c) If mn ≤ min {m1, . . . ,mn−1}, then (X (p1, n, m̃n, k) , . . . ,X (pi, n, m̃n, k)) ≤disp

(X (q1, n+ 1, m̃n+1, k) , . . . ,X (qi, n + 1, m̃n+1, k)). ✷

In the following theorems, we present some univariate results. We compare two DGOS
models with respect to the usual stochastic, hazard rate, reverse hazard rate, likelihood ratio
and dispersive orders. Theorem 5.3(a) is trivially true, while parts (b) and (c) of Theorem 5.3
follow from Theorem 4.1(a) and Theorem 4.3(a), respectively. For the sake of brevity, the proofs
of Theorems 5.4(a) and (c), 5.5(a) and (b), 5.6(a) and (c), and 5.7 (a) and (c) are omitted.

Theorem 5.3 Let (X (1, n, m̃n, k) , . . . ,X (n, n, m̃n, k)) ∼ DGOS(F, γ1,n, . . . , γn,n;φ), m̃n+1 =
(m̃n,mn), for n ∈ N , and mi + 1 ≥ 0 for each i. Then, the following results hold true:

(a) X (i, n, m̃n, k) ≤st X (i+ 1, n, m̃n, k), for i = 1, . . . , n− 1;

(b) X (i, n + 1, m̃n+1, k) ≤st X (i, n, m̃n, k), for i = 1, . . . , n;

(c) If mn ≤ min {m1, . . . ,mn−1}, then X (i, n, m̃n, k) ≤st X (i+ 1, n + 1, m̃n+1, k), for
i = 1, . . . , n.
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Theorem 5.4 Let (X (1, n, m̃n, k) , . . . ,X (n, n, m̃n, k)) ∼ DGOS(F, γ1,n, . . . , γn,n;φ), m̃n+1 =
(m̃n,mn), for n ∈ N , and mi + 1 ≥ 0 for each i. Then, the following results hold true:

(a) Suppose uR′(u)/R(u) is increasing in u > 0. Then, X (i, n, m̃n, k) ≤hr X (i+ 1, n, m̃n, k),
for i = 1, . . . , n− 1;

(b) Suppose uR′(u)/R(u) is increasing and positive in u > 0. Then, X (i, n+ 1, m̃n+1, k) ≤hr

X (i, n, m̃n, k), for i = 1, . . . , n;

(c) Suppose uR′(u)/R(u) is increasing in u > 0. Ifmn ≤ min {m1, . . . ,mn−1}, then X (i, n, m̃n, k)
≤hr X (i+ 1, n + 1, m̃n+1, k), for i = 1, . . . , n.

Theorem 5.5 Let (X (1, n, m̃n, k) , . . . ,X (n, n, m̃n, k)) ∼ DGOS(F, γ1,n, . . . , γn,n;φ), m̃n+1 =
(m̃n,mn), for n ∈ N , and mi + 1 ≥ 0 for each i. Then, the following results hold true:

(a) Suppose uH ′(u)/H(u) is decreasing in u > 0. Then, X (i, n, m̃n, k) ≤rh X (i+ 1, n, m̃n, k),
for i = 1, . . . , n− 1;

(b) Suppose uH ′(u)/H(u) is decreasing and negative in u > 0. Then, X (i, n+ 1, m̃n+1, k)
≤rh X (i, n, m̃n, k), for i = 1, . . . , n;

(c) Suppose uH ′(u)/H(u) is decreasing in u > 0. If mn ≤ min {m1, . . . ,mn−1}, then X (i, n, m̃n, k)
≤rh X (i+ 1, n + 1, m̃n+1, k), for i = 1, . . . , n.

Theorem 5.6 Let (X (1, n, m̃n, k) , . . . ,X (n, n, m̃n, k)) ∼ DGOS(F, γ1,n, . . . , γn,n;φ), m̃n+1 =
(m̃n,mn), for n ∈ N , and mi +1 ≥ 0 for each i. Suppose G(nu)/R(u)−G(u)/R(u) is positive
and increasing in u > 0.Then, the following results hold true:

(a) X (i, n, m̃n, k) ≤lr X (i+ 1, n, m̃n, k), for i = 1, . . . , n − 1;

(b) X (i, n + 1, m̃n+1, k) ≤lr X (i, n, m̃n, k), for i = 1, . . . , n;

(c) If mn ≤ min {m1, . . . ,mn−1}, then X (i, n, m̃n, k) ≤lr X (i+ 1, n+ 1, m̃n+1, k), for
i = 1, . . . , n.

Theorem 5.7 Let (X (1, n, m̃n, k) , . . . ,X (n, n, m̃n, k)) ∼ DGOS(F, γ1,n, . . . , γn,n;φ), m̃n+1 =
(m̃n,mn), for n ∈ N , and mi +1 ≥ 0 for each i. Suppose G(nu)/R(u)−G(u)/R(u) is positive
and increasing in u > 0.Then, the following results hold true:

(a) X (i, n, m̃n, k) ≤disp X (i+ 1, n, m̃n, k), for i = 1, . . . , n− 1;

(b) If R(u) is decreasing in u > 0, then X (i, n + 1, m̃n+1, k) ≤disp X (i, n, m̃n, k), for
i = 1, . . . , n;

(c) If mn ≤ min {m1, . . . ,mn−1}, then X (i, n, m̃n, k) ≤disp X (i+ 1, n+ 1, m̃n+1, k), for
i = 1, . . . , n.

5.2 Two-sample situation

We first need the following lemma for proving the main results here.

Lemma 5.1 Let (X (1, n, m̃n, k) , . . . ,X (n, n, m̃n, k)) ∼ DGOS(F, γ1,n, . . . , γn,n;φ) and
(Y (1, n, m̃n, k) , . . . , Y (n, n, m̃n, k)) ∼ DGOS(G, γ1,n, . . . , γn,n;φ), where γi = (n − i + 1)αi.
Similarly, let (X

(

1, n′, m̃′
n′ , k

)

, . . . ,X
(

n′, n′, m̃′
n′ , k

)

) ∼ DGOS(F, γ′1,n, . . . , γ
′
n,n;φ) and

(Y
(

1, n′, m̃′
n′ , k

)

, . . . , Y
(

n′, n′, m̃′
n′ , k

)

) ∼ DGOS(G, γ′1,n, . . . , γ
′
n,n;φ), where γ

′
i = (n− i+1)βi.

Suppose G(nu)/R(u) − G(u)/R(u) is positive and increasing in u > 0. If γ′1 ≤ γ1 and
X (1, n, m̃n, k) ≤icx Y (1, n, m̃n, k), then X

(

1, n′, m̃′
n′ , k

)

≤icx Y
(

1, n′, m̃′
n′ , k

)

. ✷
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In the following theorem, two DGOS models are compared with respect to increasing convex
order. By using the above lemma, the proof of this theorem can be presented along the same
lines as those in Theorem 3.11 of Balakrishnan et al. [3] and is therefore omitted.

Theorem 5.8 Let (X (1, n, m̃n, k) , . . . ,X (n, n, m̃n, k)) ∼ DGOS(F, γ1,n, . . . , γn,n;φ) and
(Y (1, n, m̃n, k) , . . . , Y (n, n, m̃n, k)) ∼ DGOS(G, γ1,n, . . . , γn,n;φ) with mi + 1 ≥ 0, for each i.
Suppose G(nu)/R(u) − G(u)/R(u) is positive and increasing in u > 0. If X (1, n, m̃n, k) ≤icx

Y (1, n, m̃n, k), then X (i, n, m̃n, k) ≤icx Y (i, n, m̃n, k), i = 2, . . . , n. ✷

In the following theorem, we compare two GOS model with respect to hazard rate, likelihood
ratio, dispersive, mean residual life and increasing convex orders. We only give the proof of
part (e) while proofs of other parts can be done in the same way.

Theorem 5.9 Let (X (1, n, m̃n, k) , . . . ,X (n, n, m̃n, k))∼ GOS(F, γ1,n, . . . , γn,n) and
(X

(

1, n′, m̃′
n′ , k′

)

, . . . ,X
(

n′, n′, m̃′
n′ , k′

)

) ∼ GOS(F, γ′1,n, . . . , γ
′
n,n). Let i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n}. Then,

the following results hold true:

(a) If (γ1, . . . , γi)
p

� (γ′1, . . . , γ
′
i), then X (i, n, m̃n, k) ≤hr X

(

i, n, m̃′
n′ , k′

)

;

(b) If (γ1, . . . , γi)
w

� (γ′1, . . . , γ
′
i), then X (i, n, m̃n, k) ≤lr X

(

i, n, m̃′
n′ , k′

)

;

(c) If F is DFR and (γ1, . . . , γi)
p

� (γ′1, . . . , γ
′
i), then X (i, n, m̃n, k) ≤disp X

(

i, n, m̃′
n′ , k′

)

;

(d) If F is DFR and (γ1, . . . , γi)
rm

� (γ′1, . . . , γ
′
i), then X (i, n, m̃n, k) ≤mrl X

(

i, n, m̃′
n′ , k′

)

;

(e) If F is DFR and (γ1, . . . , γi)
rm

� (γ′1, . . . , γ
′
i), then X (i, n, m̃n, k) ≤icx X

(

i, n, m̃′
n′ , k′

)

.

6 Examples

In this section, we discuss some examples to demonstrate the sufficient conditions given in
theorems of the previous sections. Note that these sufficient conditions are satisfied by many
popular Archimedean copulas (with specific choices of parameters) that capture both positive
and negative dependence structures. For the sake of completeness, below we give three exam-
ples. Some more examples can be found in [37, 38].

The following example demonstrates the condition “ uR′(u)/R(u) is positive and increasing
in u > 0”

Example 6.1 Consider the Archimedean copula with generator

φ(u) = e
1
θ1

(1−eu)
, θ1 ∈ (0, 1] , u > 0,

which gives

uR′(u)

R(u)
= 1 + u, u > 0.

It can be easily shown that uR′(u)/R(u) is positive and increasing in u > 0. Thus, the required
condition is satisfied. ✷

Below we give an example that illustrates the condition “ uH ′(u)/H(u) is negative and
decreasing in u > 0”.

Example 6.2 Consider the Archimedean copula with generator

φ(u) = 1−
(

1− e−u
)

1
θ2 , θ2 ∈ [1,∞) u > 0,
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which gives

uH ′(u)

H(u)
= −

1 + eu(u− 1)

eu − 1
, u > 0.

It can be easily shown that uH ′(u)/H(u) is negative and decreasing in u > 0. Thus, the required
condition is satisfied. ✷

The following example illustrates the condition “G(nu)/R(u) − G(u)/R(u) is positive and
increasing in u > 0”.

Example 6.3 Consider the Archimedean copula with generator

φ(u) = e1−(1+u)
1
θ3 , θ3 ∈ (0,∞) u > 0,

which gives

G(u) = −
1

θ3
u (1 + u)

1
θ3

−1
+ u (1 + u)−1

(

1

θ3
− 1

)

, u > 0,

R(u) = −
1

θ3
u (1 + u)

1
θ3

−1
, u > 0,

and

G(u)

R(u)
= 1−

1− θ3

(1 + u)
1
θ3

, u > 0.

Let us fix θ3 = 0.4, 0.5 and 0.6. It can be easily shown that uG′(u)/G(u) and G(u)/R(u) are
increasing in u > 0. Consequently, from Remark 3.1(a) of Sahoo and Hazra [37], we have that
G(nu)/R(u)−G(u)/R(u) is positive and increasing in u > 0.

7 Concluding remarks

There are several models of ordered random variables/vectors that arise naturally in practice,
such as ordinary order statistics, order statistics with non-integral sample size, k-record values,
Pfeifer’s records, kn-records from non-identical distributions, ordered random variables from
truncated distributions, progressively type-II censored order statistics, and so on. The gener-
alized order statistics (GOS) and sequential order statistics (SOS) are two generalized models
that contain all the aforementioned models as particular cases. However, these two models
are defined based on the assumption that the underlying random variables are independant.
As a generalization, we consider here the developed generalized order statistics (DGOS) and
developed sequential order statistics (DSOS) models which capture the dependence structure
between the underlying random variables. We then establish different univariate and multivari-
ate ordering properties of DSOS and DGOS, wherein the dependence structures between the
underlying random variables are described by the Archimedean copula. The results established
here generalize many results for the GOS and SOS models with identical components known in
the literature.

The main focus of this paper is to consider the models of ordered random vectors, where the
dependence structure is described by the Archimedean copula. The family of Archimedean cop-
ulas is popular due to its flexibility and ability to describe a wide range of dependence. Hence,
the study of DSOS and DGOS models governed by the Archimedean copula for comparing the
involved ordered random variables is naturally of great interest.
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[19] Dziubdziela, W. and Kopociński, B. (1976). Limiting properties of the k-th record values.
Applicationes Mathematicae, 2, 187-190.

[20] Hazra, N. K., Kuiti, M. R., Finkelstein, M., and Nanda, A. K. (2017). On stochastic
comparisons of maximum order statistics from the location-scale family of distributions.
Journal of Multivariate Analysis, 160, 31-41.

[21] Hermanns, M. and Cramer, E. (2018). Inference with progressively censored k-out-of-n
system lifetime data. TEST, 27, 787-810.

[22] Hu, T. and Zhuang, W. (2005). A note on stochastic comparisons of generalized order
statistics. Statistics & Probability Letters, 72, 163-170.

[23] Jones, M. C. (2004). Families of distributions arising from distributions of order statistics.
TEST, 13, 1-43.

[24] Kamps, U. (1995). A concept of generalized order statistics. Journal of Statistical Planning
and Inference, 48, 1-23.

[25] Kamps, U. and Cramer, E. (2007). Comments on: Progressive censoring methodology:
an appraisal. TEST, 16, 271.

[26] Khaledi, B. E. and Kochar, S. (2000). On dispersive ordering between order statistics in
one-sample and two-sample problems. Statistics & Probability Letters, 46, 257-261.

[27] Li, X. and Fang, R. (2015). Ordering properties of order statistics from random variables
of Archimedean copulas with applications. Journal of Multivariate Analysis, 133, 304-320.

[28] Mao, T., Hu, T., and Zhao, P. (2010). Ordering convolutions of heterogeneous exponential
and geometric distributions revisited. Probability in the Engineering and Informational
Sciences, 24, 329-348.
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