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Abstract

Operator regular variation reveals general power-law distribution tail decay phe-

nomena using operator scaling, that includes multivariate regular variation with scalar

scaling as a special case. In this paper, we show that a multivariate Liouville distribu-

tion is operator regularly varying if its driving function is univariate regularly varying.

Our method focuses on operator regular variation of multivariate densities, which im-

plies, as we also show in this paper, operator regular variation of the multivariate

distributions. This general result extends the general closure property of multivariate

regular variation established by de Haan and Resnick [3] in 1987.

Key words and phrases: Regular variation, operator scaling, multivariate Liouville

distribution

1 Introduction

Multivariate regular variation describes power-law decay patterns for tail events, that are

important in analyzing multivariate extremes [19]. A d-dimensional random vector X is said

to be multivariate regularly varying if its tail measure P(X ∈ tB), on Borel sets B ⊆ R
d,

converges vaguely to a limiting measure ν(B) with a scaling function that is univariate

regularly varying. The vague convergence of multivariate regular variation can be often

made stronger, for a wider class of tail events using operator scaling in place of scalar t.

Such an extension is useful in analysis of various multi-dimensional extreme events [18, 1],

∗
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since it is evident, such as in finance, that vector data with heavy tails need not have the

same tail index in every direction and that it may be necessary to consider rotated coordinate

systems using operator scaling to detect variations in tail behavior [17].

The goal of this paper is to establish the operator regular variation property for a mul-

tivariate Liouville distribution of X = (X1, . . . , Xd) with joint density

f(x1, . . . , xd) = κ g
(

d
∑

i=1

xi

)

d
∏

i=1

xai−1
i , x1 > 0, . . . , xd > 0,

where κ > 0 is a constant, ai > 0, i = 1, . . . , d, and g : R+ → R+ is known as the driving

function. The theory of multivariate Liouville distributions can be found in [4, 5, 6, 7],

that also include various examples and applications. The multivariate regular variation of

Liouville random vector X seems driven by the univariate regular variation of g(·), and in

fact, we establish in Section 3 a stronger result that X is operator regularly varying under

the same condition that the driving function g(·) is univariate regularly varying.

Many multivariate distributions have the densities that are functions of certain norms

|| · || on R
d [1]. While any norm is homogeneous, it is also often asymptotically quasi-

homogeneous, and this property, together with local uniform convergence of univariate reg-

ular variation, yield the operator regular variation of multivariate distributions, such as the

multivariate Liouville distribution. We review multivariate regular variation and operator

regular variation in Section 2, and in particular, we prove that the operator regular variation

of a density implies the operator regular variation of the corresponding multivariate distri-

bution. This result appears to be new in the literature, and is used in Section 3 to establish

the operator regular variation of multivariate Liouville distributions.

Multivariate/operator regular variation has found various applications in the multivari-

ate extreme value analysis [19] and limiting theory [18], among others. Multivariate regular

variation is shown to be equivalent to tail dependence of copulas [15, 9, 13], that is a fun-

damental property for many most useful copulas [12, 11]. Since the tail risk measures are

often expressed in terms of tail densities of the multivariate copulas of underlying loss dis-

tributions [10, 20, 21], multivariate/operator regular variation has become especially useful

in risk management [1].

A univariate measurable function f(·) is said to be regularly varying with tail index −α,

denoted by f ∈ RV−α, if f(tx)/f(t) → x−α, for x > 0, where α ∈ R. A function f ∈ RV0

is called slowly varying. We consider throughout this paper that any involved slow varying

function is continuous. The assumption is rather mild due to Karamata’s representation (see,

e.g., [2, 19]) that any slow varying function can be written as the product of a continuous

function and a measurable function with positive constant limit. All the functions, measures,
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and sets discussed in this paper are assumed to be measurable without explicit mention. For

any two vectors in R
d, their relations and operations, such as multivariate intervals, are

taken component-wise.

2 Distributions with operator regularly varying densi-

ties

A multivariate density function f : Rd
+ → R+ is said to be multivariate regularly varying,

denoted as f ∈ MRV(−ρ, λ(x)), if the convergence

f(tx)

t−dV (t)
→ λ(x), (2.1)

holds locally uniformly in x ∈ R
d
+\{0}, for V (t) ∈ RV−ρ. Observe that t−dV (t) ∈ RV−d−ρ,

and therefore the tails of a multivariate regularly varying density f(tx), x ∈ R
d
+, enjoy

univariate power-law decays along a ray tx with rate λ(x), as t → ∞. A multivariate

regularly varying density of a random vector X implies the multivariate regular variation of

its distribution, as was shown in [3].

Theorem 2.1. (de Haan and Resnick, [3]) Assume the density f of the distribution F of

X exists and the margins Fi, 1 ≤ i ≤ d, are regularly varying with tail index α > 0. If
f(tx)

t−dF 1(t)
→ λ(x) > 0, as t → ∞, on R

d

+\{0} and uniformly on {x > 0 : ||x|| = 1} where λ(·)

is bounded, then, for any x ∈ R
d
+\{0},

lim
t→∞

P(X ∈ t [0, x]c)

F 1(t)
= lim

t→∞

1− F (tx)

F 1(t)
= ν([0, x]c) =

∫

[0,x]c
λ(y)dy, (2.2)

with homogeneous property that λ(tx) = t−α−dλ(x) for t > 0.

The tail density of a copula is introduced in [16, 14], and using Theorem 2.1, the tail

density of a copula implies the tail dependence of the copula [16, 14]. The convergence (2.2)

is known as the multivariate regular variation of X with limiting measure ν(·). Theorem 2.1

was restricted to the cone Rd
+, but can be easily extended to the entire Rd with similar proof

arguments, that depend only on the algebraic structure of cones.

Theorem 2.1 can be generalized if the simple univariate scaling t is replaced by the

operator scaling. Given a d× d matrix A, we define the exponential matrix

exp(A) =
∞
∑

k=0

Ak

k!
, where A0 = I (the d× d identity matrix),
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and the power matrix

tA = exp(A log t) =
∞
∑

k=0

Ak(log t)k

k!
, for t > 0. (2.3)

Power matrices can be viewed as linear operators from R
d to R

d, and behave like power

functions; for example, t−A = (t−1)A = (tA)−1. For any positive-definite matrix A and any

norm || · || on R
d, ||tAw|| → ∞, as t → ∞, uniformly on compact subsets of w ∈ R

d\{0}. A

good summary on properties of exponential and power matrices, as well as operator regular

variation in general can be found in [18]. Operator regular variation for copulas has been

studied in [13].

Using power matrices as scaling, operator regular variation of a multivariate density is

defined as follows.

Definition 2.2. Suppose that a non-negative random vector (X1, . . . , Xd) has a distribution

F on R
d with density f . The density f is said to be regularly varying with operator tail

index E, denoted as f ∈ MRV(E,−ρ, λ(x)), if the convergence

f(tEx)

t−tr(E)V (t)
→ λ(x) > 0, (2.4)

holds locally uniformly in x ∈ R
d\{0}, for V (t) ∈ RV−ρ. Here and hereafter tr(E) denotes

the trace of a matrix E.

Obviously Definition 2.2 reduces to (2.1) when E = I, the identity matrix. Observe

that the limiting function λ(·) satisfies the scaling property that λ(sEx) = s−tr(E)−ρλ(x),

x ∈ R
d\{0}, for all s > 0. Assume throughout this paper that the matrix E is positive-

definite, and therefore, the following spectral decomposition holds

E = O−1







λ1 · · · 0
...

. . .
...

0 · · · λd






O = O−1DO, (2.5)

where O is an orthogonal matrix, eigenvalues λ1, . . . , λd are all positive and D = DIAG(λi)

is the diagonal matrix with diagonal entries λis. It follows immediately that

tE = O−1







tλ1 · · · 0
...

. . .
...

0 · · · tλd






O = O−1tDO, for t > 0. (2.6)

With these notations, a density f(·) is regularly varying with operator tail index E and

limiting function λ(·) if and only if the density f ∗(·) = f(O−1·) is regularly varying with

operator tail index D and limiting function λ(O−1·), as the following result shows.
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Proposition 2.3. Let f be a density on R
d and f ∗(x) = f(O−1x), x ∈ R

d. Then f ∈

MRV(E,−ρ, λ(x)) if and only if f ∗ ∈ MRV(D,−ρ, λ(O−1x)).

Proof. It follows from (2.6) and the fact that when y = Ox,

f(tEx)

t−tr(E)V (t)
=

f(O−1tDOx)

t−tr(D)V (t)
=

f ∗(tDy)

t−tr(D)V (t)

converges to λ(x) locally uniformly in x if and only if f ∗(tDy)/(t−tr(D)V (t)) converges to

λ(O−1y) locally uniformly in y. �

Without loss of generality, one can assume that λi ≥ 1, i = 1, . . . , d in (2.4). In the

case that some eigenvalues are smaller than 1, we can use the substitution s = tλ(1) , where

λ(1) = min{λ1, . . . , λd} > 0, then (2.4) is equivalent to

f(sE
′

x)

s−tr(E′)V (s1/λ[1])
→ λ(x) > 0, as s → ∞,

holds locally uniformly in x ∈ R
d\{0}, for V (s1/λ(1)) ∈ RV−ρ/λ(1)

and a positive-definite

matrix E ′ = O−1sDIAG(λi/λ(1))O, having eigenvalues λi/λ(1), i = 1, . . . , d, that are greater

than or equal to 1. Similarly, one can assume that λi ≤ 1, i = 1, . . . , d. Observe that the

scaling functions in (2.4) are not unique and may not be tail-equivalent.

Theorem 2.4. LetX = (X1, . . . , Xd) have a distribution F defined on R
d. If F has a density

f ∈ MRV(E,−ρ, λ(t)) on {x : ||x|| ≥ ǫ}, ǫ > 0, for any norm || · || on R
d, where λ(x) is locally

bounded and E is a positive-definite matrix, then for any Borel subset B ⊆ {x : ||x|| ≥ ǫ},

ǫ > 0,
P(X ∈ tEB)

V (t)
→

∫

B

λ(x)dx, (2.7)

where V (t) ∈ RV−ρ.

Proof. Assume that for some V (t) ∈ RV−ρ, the limit

f(tEx)

t−tr(E)V (t)
→ λ(x) > 0, (2.8)

holds locally uniformly in x ∈ Rǫ := {x : ||x|| ≥ ǫ} ⊂ R
d, ǫ > 0, where || · || is a norm

on R
d. We first prove (2.7) when E = DIAG(λi), where λi > 0, 1 ≤ i ≤ d. In this case,

tE = DIAG(tλi), the diagonal matrix with diagonal entries tλis.

Let [x] :=
∑d

i=1 |xi|
1/λi, x ∈ R

d
+. While [x] is not a norm, the function is known as a

quasi-homogeneous function, with scaling [tEx] = t[x], t > 0. Since [x] is unbounded if one
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of xis goes to ±∞, the set Q = {x ∈ C : [x] = 1} is compact. Therefore, the limit (2.8) holds

uniformly on Q ∩ Rǫ.

Let h(t) = t−tr(E)V (t) ∈ RV−tr(E)−ρ. Consider any Borel subset B of Rǫ that is bounded

away from zero, ǫ > 0. Then for x ∈ B,

f(tEx)

h(t)
=

f(tE[x]E [x]−Ex)

h(t[x])

h(t[x])

h(t)
.

Since [x]−Ex ∈ Q and (2.8) holds uniformly on Q ∩ Rǫ, for any given δ > 0, when t[x] > t1,

f
(

(t[x])E [x]−Ex
)

h(t[x])
≤ sup

x∈B
λ
(

[x]−Ex
)

+ δ ≤ sup
x∈Q

λ(x) + δ = κ < ∞,

which follows from the compactness of Q and local boundedness of λ(x). Let ǫ0 be the

smallest value of [x] on Rǫ, and obviously ǫ0 > 0. Therefore, whenever t > t1ǫ
−1
0 ,

sup
x∈B

f
(

(t[x])E [x]−Ex
)

h(t[x])
≤ sup

x∈B
λ
(

[x]−Ex
)

+ δ ≤ sup
x∈Q

λ(x) + δ = κ < ∞. (2.9)

In addition, since h(t) ∈ RV−tr(E)−ρ, we have, by Karamata’s representation and the uniform

convergence theorem, whenever t > t2,

h(t[x])

h(t)
≤ c[x]−tr(E)−ρ+γ , x ∈ B, (2.10)

for any small 0 < γ < ρ and a constant c > 0. Therefore, it follows from (2.9) and (2.10)

that, whenever t > max{t1ǫ
−1
0 , t2}, f(t

Ex)/h(t) ≤ κ1[x]
−tr(E)−ρ+γ , x ∈ B, where κ1 > 0 is a

constant.

To show that [x]−tr(E)−ρ+γ is Lebesque integrable on Rǫ, consider the following decompo-

sition:

{x : ||x|| ≥ ǫ} = I + II, I ∩ II = ∅,

where I = {x : |xi| ≤ 1, 1 ≤ i ≤ d} ∩ Rǫ is compact, and II = {x : |xj| > 1, j ∈ A; xi ≤ 1, i ∈

Ac} ∩ Rǫ, for some ∅ 6= A ⊆ {1, . . . , d}. Obviously [x]−tr(E)−ρ+γ is bounded in I and thus

integrable on I. Observe that

∫

II

(

d
∑

i=1

|xi|
1/λi

)−tr(E)−ρ+γ

dx

≤

∫

{x:|xj|>1,j∈A}

∫

{x:0≤|xi|≤1,i∈Ac}

(

d
∑

i=1

|xi|
1/λi

)−tr(E)−ρ+γ

dxAcdxA

≤ 2|A
c|

∫

{x:|xj |>1,j∈A}

(

∑

j∈A

|xj |
1/λj

)−tr(E)−ρ+γ

dxA
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= 2|A
c|

∫

{y:|yj |>1,j∈A}

(

∑

j∈A

|yj|
)−tr(E)−ρ+γ∏

j∈A

λj |yj|
λj−1dyA

≤ 2|A
c||A|−tr(E)−ρ+γ

∫

{y:|yj |>1,j∈A}

y
−tr(E)−ρ+γ
(|A|) y

∑
j∈A λj−|A|

(|A|)

∏

j∈A

λj dyA

= 2|A
c||A|−tr(E)−ρ+γ

∏

j∈A

λj

∫

{y:|yj |>1,j∈A}

(

y(|A|)

)−|A|−tr(E)+
∑

j∈A λj−ρ+γ
dyA < ∞,

which follows from the facts that y(|A|) = max{|yj|, j ∈ A} is the L∞-form on R
|A| and

−|A| − tr(E) +
∑

j∈A λj − ρ+ γ < −|A|.

Since the function κ1[x]
−tr(E)−ρ+γ is Lebesque integrable on Rǫ, it then follows from

dominated convergence that λ(x) is Lebesque integrable on B ⊆ Rǫ and

P(X ∈ tEB)

V (t)
=

∫

B

f(tEx)

t−tr(E)V (t)
dx →

∫

B

λ(x)dx

and (2.7) follows.

In the general case of positive-definiteness, it follows from Proposition 2.3 that the density

f(O−1·) of OX is regularly varying on ORǫ and converges to λ(O−1·) with operator tail index

D = DIAG(λi), where λis are eigenvalues of E. Since any orthogonal matrix is unitary,

ORǫ = Rǫ. Hence,
P(OX ∈ tDOB)

V (t)
→

∫

OB

λ(O−1y)dy

for a Borel set B ⊆ Rǫ. That is,

P(X ∈ tEB)

V (t)
=

P(X ∈ O−1tDOB)

V (t)
→

∫

OB

λ(O−1y)dy =

∫

B

λ(x)|O|dx =

∫

B

λ(x)dx,

for any Borel set B ⊆ Rǫ. �

Remark 2.5. 1. The univariate regular variation of V (t) is used only to derive asymp-

totic upper bound (2.10). Therefore, Theorem 2.4 still holds if regular variation of

V (t) is replaced by assuming local uniform, asymptotic upper bound in terms of cer-

tain power functions; that is, whenever t > t2,

h(t[x])

h(t)
≤ c[x]−tr(E)−ρ+γ , x ∈ B, (2.11)

for some constants 0 ≤ γ < ρ and c > 0.

2. If a density is of operator regularly variation, satisfying the local uniform condition,

then, according to Theorem 2.4, the distribution is operator regularly varying in the

sense of (2.7). The result extends the main result of [3] to operator regular variation,

including hidden regular variation as a special case.
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3. The intensity measure µ(B) :=
∫

B
λ(x)dx satisfies the scaling property that µ(tEB) =

t−ρµ(B), t > 0, for any Borel subset B ⊆ {x : ||x|| ≥ ǫ}, ǫ > 0.

Remark 2.6. The cone R
n is closed under operator scaling tE , where E is any positive-

definite d×d matrix. If E = D is a diagonal matrix, then sub-cone Rn
+ of Rn is closed under

operator scaling tD; that is, if B ⊆ R
n
+, then tDB ⊆ R

n
+. Theorem 2.4 holds within R

n
+ or any

non-empty sub-cone C of Rn, under operator scaling tD. Some distributions allow multiple

hidden regular variation properties on different cub-cones with different scalings [19], and

Theorem 2.4 on sub-cone C can be applied to these situations of hidden regular variation.

3 Regular variation of multivariate Liouville distribu-

tions

An absolutely continuous non-negative random vector X = (X1, . . . , Xd) is said to have a

Liouville distribution, denoted by X ∼ Ld[g(t); a1, . . . , ad], if the its joint probability density

function is proportional to

g
(

d
∑

i=1

xi

)

d
∏

i=1

xai−1
i (3.1)

for x1 > 0, . . . , xd > 0, where ai > 0, i = 1, . . . , d, and the driving function g(·) is a suitably

chosen non-negative continuous function, satisfying the integrablibity that
∫ ∞

0

t
∑d

i=1 ai−1g(t)dt < ∞. (3.2)

This condition is assumed to ensure that (3.1) is a probability density function, due to the

well-known formula for Liouville’s integral. We also assume throughout this paper that g(·)

has the non-compact support [0,∞). For example, the inverted Dirichlet distribution has

the joint density function

f(x1, . . . , xd) =
Γ
(
∑d+1

i=1 ai
)

Γ(ad+1)

(

1 +

d
∑

i=1

xi

)−a1−···−ad−ad+1
d
∏

i=1

xai−1
i

Γ(ai)
,

in which, g(t) = (1 + t)−a1−···−ad−ad+1, t > 0, ai > 0, i = 1, . . . , d+ 1, where Γ(·) denotes the

gamma function. Observe that this function is regularly varying with tail index
∑d+1

i=1 ai.

In general, however, the function f(·) can be any non-negative function, including rapidly

varying functions.

In general, the process of conditioning a random vector on the sum of its components

leading a distribution of certain independent events can be modeled using the multivariate
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Liouville distribution and its various extensions. The theory and extensive discussions of

multivariate Liouville distributions can be found in [4, 5, 6, 7], and the history and related

references are detailed in [8]. The multivariate Liouville distributions can be extended to

locally compact Abelian groups [7], that include the space of real symmetric positive-definite

matrices [4].

The univariate regular variation of the driving function g(·) naturally implies the joint

multivariate regular variation of a multivariate Liouville distribution, as the following result

shows.

Proposition 3.1. If g ∈ RV−β, then X is regularly varying with limiting measure

µ(B) =

∫

B

(

d
∑

i=1

xi

)−β
d
∏

i=1

xai−1
i dx

for any Borel subset B ⊆ R
d
+ that is bounded away from 0.

Proof. Since g ∈ RV−β, we have

g
(

∑d
i=1 txi

)

g(t)
→
(

d
∑

i=1

xi

)−β

,

locally uniformly. Let V (t) = g(t)t
∑d

i=1 ai , and obviously V ∈ RV−β+
∑d

i=1 ai
, implying that

f(tx1, . . . , txd)

t−dV (t)
→
(

d
∑

i=1

xi

)−β
d
∏

i=1

xai−1
i ,

locally uniformly. Note that the condition g ∈ RV−β with (3.2) actually implies that β >
∑d

i=1 ai, and thus V (t) → 0 as t → ∞. It then follows from Theorem 2.4 that

P(X ∈ tB)

V (t)
→

∫

B

(

d
∑

i=1

xi

)−β
d
∏

i=1

xai−1
i dx

for any Borel subset B ⊆ R
d
+ that is bounded away from 0. �

A stronger result in fact holds under the same condition that g(·) is regularly varying.

Theorem 3.2. If g ∈ RV−β, then X is regularly varying with operator tail index E =

DIAG (αi), for any αi > 0, i = 1, . . . , d, and with limiting measure

µ(B) =

∫

B

(

∑

i∈(α)

xi

)−β
d
∏

i=1

xai−1
i dx

for any Borel subset B ⊆ R
d
+ that is bounded away from 0, where (α) = {i : αi =

max1≤k≤d{αk}}.
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Proof. Let α = max1≤k≤d{αk} and (α) = {i : ai = α}, where αi > 0, i = 1, . . . , d.

Observe that
∑d

i=1 t
αi−αxi →

∑

i∈(α) xi, as t → ∞. Since g ∈ RV−β, it follows from the

local uniform convergence that

g
(

∑d
i=1 t

αixi

)

g(tα)
=

g
(

tα
∑d

i=1 t
αi−αxi

)

g(tα)
→
(

∑

i∈(α)

xi

)−β

,

locally uniformly. Let V (t) = g(tα)t
∑d

i=1 αiai , and obviously V ∈ RV−αβ+
∑d

i=1 αiai
. It follows

from (3.2) that β >
∑d

i=1 ai, implying that αβ >
∑d

i=1 αai ≥
∑d

i=1 αiai. Therefore V (t) → 0

as t → ∞. Since
f(tα1x1, . . . , t

αdxd)

t−
∑d

i=1 αiV (t)
→
(

∑

i∈(α)

xi

)−β
d
∏

i=1

xai−1
i ,

locally uniformly. It then follows from Theorem 2.4 that

P(X ∈ tEB)

V (t)
→

∫

B

(

∑

i∈(α)

xi

)−β
d
∏

i=1

xai−1
i dx =: µ(B)

for any Borel subset B ⊆ R
d
+ that is bounded away from 0. �

Remark 3.3. 1. When αi = 1 for all i = 1, . . . , d, (α) = {1, . . . , d} and Theorem 3.2

reduces to Proposition 3.1.

2. The intensity measure satisfies the scaling property that µ(tEB) = t−αβ+
∑d

i=1 αiaiµ(B),

t > 0, for any Borel subset B ⊆ R
d
+ that is bounded away from 0.

3. Theorem 3.2 holds for a more general case of the Liouville distribution, where the joint

probability density function is proportional to

g
(

d
∑

i=1

xi

)

d
∏

i=1

µai(xi), x1 > 0, . . . , xd > 0, (3.3)

where measures µai(·) is univariate regularly varying with tail index ai (see, e.g., [19]

for details on regularly varying measures), ai > 0, i = 1, . . . , d, and g(·) ∈ RV−β is a

suitably chosen non-negative continuous function with (3.2). The distributions (3.3)

(see [7]) reinforce the idea of multivariate Liouville distributions that conditioning a

random vector on the sum of its components leads a distribution of certain independent

univariate distributions.
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Let g : R+ → R be Borel-measurable. Define the Weyl fractional integral of order α > 0

as follows,

W αg(t) =
1

Γ(α)

∫ ∞

t

(s− t)α−1g(s)ds, t > 0, (3.4)

whenever the integral exists, where Γ(α) is the gamma function of α. The Weyl fractional

integral has been used in analyzing conditional distributions of a multivariate Liouville dis-

tribution [4]. The following result extends Karamata’s theorem to Weyl fractional integrals.

Theorem 3.4. If g ∈ RV−β, then W αg(t) ∈ RVα−β, α < β.

Proof. If α = 1, then the result follows immediately from Karamata’s theorem. In general,

the substitution via s = xt leads to

W αg(t) =
1

Γ(α)

∫ ∞

t

(s− t)α−1g(s)ds =
tα

Γ(α)

∫ ∞

1

(x− 1)α−1g(xt)dx.

Consider
W αg(t)

tαg(t)
=

1

Γ(α)

∫ ∞

1

(x− 1)α−1 g(xt)

g(t)
dx. (3.5)

We now show that the ratio in (3.5) has a constant limit as t → ∞. Since g ∈ RV−β , the

uniform convergence theorem yields that for any small ǫ > 0, there exists a constant N such

that whenever t > N

(1− ǫ)x−β ≤
g(xt)

g(t)
≤ (1 + ǫ)x−β , x ∈ [1,∞),

which implies that

(1− ǫ)

∫ ∞

1

(x− 1)α−1x−βdx ≤

∫ ∞

1

(x− 1)α−1 g(xt)

g(t)
dx ≤ (1 + ǫ)

∫ ∞

1

(x− 1)α−1x−βdx.

Let A =
∫∞

1
(x− 1)α−1x−βdx. Then integration by parts and α < β lead to

A =
1

α

∫ ∞

1

x−βd(x− 1)α =
β

α

∫ ∞

1

(x− 1)αx−β−1dx <
β

α

∫ ∞

1

xα−β−1dx < ∞.

Since A is finite, we then have, for any ǫ > 0,

(1− ǫ)A ≤ limt→∞

∫ ∞

1

(x− 1)α−1g(xt)

g(t)
dx ≤ limt→∞

∫ ∞

1

(x− 1)α−1g(xt)

g(t)
dx ≤ (1 + ǫ)A.

Letting ǫ → 0 leads to limt→∞

∫∞

1
(x − 1)α−1 g(xt)

g(t)
dx = A exists, with a finite constant limit.

It then follows from (3.5) that limt→∞W αg(t)/(tαg(t)) = A/Γ(α) < ∞. Since g ∈ RV−β,

W αg(t) ∈ RVα−β . �
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It follows from [4] that if X = (X1, . . . , Xd) ∼ Ld[g(t); a1, . . . , ad] then the multivariate

margin (X1, . . . , Xr) ∼ Lr[W
ag(t); a1, . . . , ar], where a =

∑d
i=r+1 ai, r < d. According to

Theorems 2.4 and 3.4, if g ∈ RV−β, then W ag(t) ∈ RVa−β , implying that the multivariate

margin (X1, . . . , Xr) is regularly varying, which is consistent with the fact that (X1, . . . , Xd)

is regularly varying in this case. Furthermore, conditional distributions of a multivariate

Liouville distribution is also regularly varying.

Theorem 3.5. Suppose that X = (X1, . . . , Xd) ∼ Ld[g(t); a1, . . . , ad] with g ∈ RV−β. Let

V (B, t) = P
(

(Xr+1, . . . , Xd) ∈ B
∣

∣ {X1 = tx1, . . . , Xr = txr}
)

for any fixed (x1, . . . , xr), where B ⊆ R
d−r
+ that is bounded away from 0.

1. The conditional distribution of (Xr+1, . . . , Xd) given {X1 = x1, . . . , Xr = xr} is regu-

larly varying, for any fixed (x1, . . . , xr).

2. There exists a function V ∈ RV−β+
∑d

i=r+1 xi
, such that V (tB, t)/V (t) converges vaguely

to

νr(B) =

∫

B

κ

(

∑d
i=1 xi

1 +
∑r

i=1 xi

)−β d
∏

i=1

xai−1
i dx

for any Borel subset B ⊆ R
d−r
+ that is bounded away from 0.

Proof. It follows from Corollary 4.3 of [4] that

[

(Xr+1, . . . , Xd)
∣

∣X1 = x1, . . . , Xr = xr

]

∼ Ld−r[gr(t); ar+1, . . . , ad] (3.6)

where gr(t) = g
(

t+
∑r

i=1 xi

)

/W ag
(
∑r

i=1 xi

)

, a =
∑d

i=r+1 ai.

(1) For fixed (x1, . . . , xr), gr(t) ∈ RV−β. It then follows from Proposition 3.1 that the

conditional distribution (3.6) is regularly varying with intensity measure

µr(B) =

∫

B

(

d
∑

i=r+1

xi

)−β
d
∏

i=r+1

xai−1
i dx

for any Borel subset B ⊆ R
d−r
+ that is bounded away from 0.

(2) The conditional density of (Xr+1, . . . , Xd) given {X1 = tx1, . . . , Xr = txr} is propor-

tional to

gr,t

(

d
∑

i=r+1

xi

)

d
∏

i=r+1

xai−1
i ,
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where gr,t(s) = f
(

s+
∑r

i=1 txi

)

/W af
(
∑r

i=1 txi

)

, a =
∑d

i=r+1 ai. Observe that

gr,t

(

t
∑d

i=r+1 xi

)

gr,t(t)
=

g
(

t
∑d

i=1 xi

)

g
(

t(1 +
∑r

i=1 xi)
) →

(

∑d
i=1 xi

1 +
∑r

i=1 xi

)−β

<

(
∑d

i=r+1 xi

)−β

(

2 +
∑r

i=1 xi

)−β
, (3.7)

locally uniformly. Let h(s) = s−(d−r)gr,t(s)s
∑d

i=r+1 ai , and it then follows that h(tx)/h(t) <

cx−β+
∑d

i=r+1 ai−d+r, for some constant c =
(

2 +
∑r

i=1 xi

)β
> 0, as t → ∞, locally uniformly.

The conditional density fr(·) of (Xr+1, . . . , Xd), given {X1 = tx1, . . . , Xr = txr}, with scaling

function t, satisfies

fr(txr+1, . . . , txd)

h(t)
→ κ

(

∑d
i=1 xi

1 +
∑r

i=1 xi

)−β d
∏

i=r+1

xai−1
i , as t → ∞,

locally uniformly, where κ > 0 is a constant. Note that the condition g ∈ RV−β with (3.2)

actually implies that β >
∑d

i=1 ai, and thus V (t) = gr,t(t)t
∑d

i=r+1 ai → 0 as t → ∞. It then

follows from Theorem 2.4 and Remark 2.5 (1) that

P
(

(Xr+1, . . . , Xd) ∈ tB
∣

∣X1 = tx1, . . . , Xr = txr

)

V (t)
→

∫

B

κ

(

∑d
i=1 xi

1 +
∑r

i=1 xi

)−β d
∏

i=1

xai−1
i dx

(3.8)

for any Borel subset B ⊆ R
d−r
+ that is bounded away from 0, and (2) follows. �

Remark 3.6. 1. Theorem 3.5 (1) shows a multivariate margin conditioning on fixed val-

ues for its complement is multivariate regular varying. In contrast, if conditioning

variables are allowed to be variable, then the scaling variable t can be chosen for both

conditioning and conditioned variables, so that the conditional probability V (tB, t) is

regularly varying, as illustrated in (3.8).

2. Note that the function g
(

s+
∑r

i=1 xi

)

/W ag
(
∑r

i=1 xi

)

, a =
∑d

i=r+1 ai, is a multivariate

regularly varying function of (s, x1, . . . , xr), as is showed in (3.7), implying that gr,t(s)

satisfies some regular variation property only if the scaling variable is the same as

t. Theorem 2.4 can still be applied due to the asymptotic upper bound (2.11) (see

Remark 2.5 (1)).

The following result on conditional distributions involves non-trivial use of Theorem 3.4.

Theorem 3.7. Suppose that X = (X1, . . . , Xd) ∼ Ld[g(t); a1, . . . , ad] with g ∈ RV−β, 1 ≤

r < d, and the expectations exist.
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1. The conditional joint moment

E
(

d
∏

i=r+1

Xji
i

∣

∣

∣

r
∑

i=1

Xi = t
)

∈ RVj ,

where j =
∑d

i=r+1 ji.

2. For any h(t) ∈ RV−γ, for which the relevant expectations exist,

E
(

h
(

d
∑

i=r+1

Xi

)

∣

∣

∣

r
∑

i=1

Xi = t
)

∈ RV−γ ,

where a =
∑d

i=r+1 ai.

Proof. (1) It follows from [4] that

E
(

d
∏

i=r+1

Xji
i

∣

∣

∣

r
∑

i=1

Xi = t
)

= c
W j+ag(t)

W ag(t)

for some constant c > 0, where a =
∑d

i=r+1 ai and j =
∑d

i=r+1 ji. Theorem (3.4) implies

that W j+ag(t) ∈ RVj+a−β and W ag(t) ∈ RVa−β, and the result follows.

(2) It follows from [4] that

E
(

h
(

d
∑

i=r+1

Xi

)

∣

∣

∣

r
∑

i=1

Xi = t
)

W ag(t) = c

∫ ∞

t

(y − t)a−1h(y − t)g(y)dy

for some constant c, where a =
∑d

i=r+1 ai. Consider the integral on the right-hand side, with

the substitution via y = xt:
∫ ∞

t

(y − t)a−1h(y − t)g(y)dy = ta
∫ ∞

1

(x− 1)a−1h(t(x− 1))g(tx)dx

= tah(t)g(t)

∫ ∞

1

(x− 1)a−1h(t(x− 1))g(tx)

h(t)g(t)
dx.

Since g ∈ RV−β and h(t) ∈ RV−γ,

h(t(x− 1))g(tx)

h(t)g(t)
→ (x− 1)−γx−β

uniformly on [1,∞), using the similar proof as the limit for the integral, as t → ∞, in (3.5),

yields that, as t → ∞,
∫ ∞

1

(x− 1)a−1h(t(x− 1))g(tx)

h(t)g(t)
dx → c′ < ∞,
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where c′ is a constant. Therefore,

E
(

h
(
∑d

i=r+1Xi

)

∣

∣

∣

∑r
i=1Xi = t

)

W ag(t)

tah(t)g(t)
→ cc′, t → ∞.

Since W ag(t) ∈ RVα−β , we have that E
(

h
(
∑d

i=r+1Xi

)∣

∣

∑r
i=1Xi = t

)

∈ RV−γ. �

Thereon 3.7 (2) reveals an intriguing tail phenomenon for random vectors (X1, . . . , Xd)

with multivariate Liouville distributions. Since (X1, . . . , Xd) is conditional independent given

the sum
∑d

i=1Xi, (X1, . . . , Xd) is positively associated, implying that (
∑r

i=1Xi,
∑d

i=r+1Xi)

is positively associated, but whether or not (
∑r

i=1Xi,
∑d

i=r+1Xi) is stochastically increasing

is unknown. Thereon 3.7 (2) shows that (
∑r

i=1Xi,
∑d

i=r+1Xi) is stochastically regularly

varying in the following sense

E
(

h
(

d
∑

i=r+1

Xi

)

∣

∣

∣

r
∑

i=1

Xi = t
)

∈ RV−γ,

whenever h(t) is regularly varying.

4 Concluding remarks

It is important to have good criteria in terms of densities which imply the regular variation

of distribution tails [3], since many useful multivariate distributions lack explicit expressions

and are specified only by their density functions. We obtain in this paper the condition on

densities that implies the operator regular variation of the underlying multivariate distribu-

tions. We then apply this result to multivariate Liouville distributions with the densities that

enjoy the natural property of asymptomatic quasi-homogeneity, provided that the driving

function is univariate regularly varying.

The vague convergence for a regularly varying multivariate distribution often holds with

several, different limiting measures that enjoy a wide variety of scaling properties. The

multivariate Liouville distribution is one of such distributions and clearly shows such a diverse

set of multivariate regular variations, that are useful in the analysis of various multivariate

extremes.
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