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Abstract

Conditional specification of distributions is a developing area with many applications. In the finite
discrete case, a variety of compatible conditions can be derived. In this paper, we propose an alternative
approach to study the compatibility of two conditional probability distributions under the finite discrete
set up. A technique based on rank—based criterion is shown to be particularly convenient for identifying
compatible distributions corresponding to complete conditional specification, including the case with
zeros. The proposed methods are finally illustrated with several examples.
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1 Introduction

Specification of joint distributions by means of conditional densities has received considerable attention in
the literature in the last decade or so. Possible applications may be found in the area of model building
and in the elicitation and construction of multiparameter prior distributions in Bayesian scenarios. For
example, suppose X = (X1, Xo, -+, Xj) is a k-dimensional random vector taking on values in the finite
range set X'; x Xy X --- x X}, where X, denotes the possible values of X;,4 =1,2,--- , k. Efforts to ascertain
an appropriate distribution for X frequently involve acceptance or rejection of a series of bets about the
stochastic behavior of X. Let us consider that in this situation we are facing a question of whether or not
to accept with odds 4 to 1 a bet that X; is equal to 1. Then, if we accept the bet it puts a bound on the
probability that X = 1.

The basic problem is most easily visualized in the finite discrete case. Several different approaches exist
in the literature with regard to the problem of determination of the possible compatibility of two families of
conditional distributions (Arnold and Press, 1989; Arnold and Gokhale, 1994; Cacoullos and Papageorgiou,
1983; Wesolowski, 1995). In addition, the problem of determining most nearly compatible distributions, in
the absence of compatibility, has been addressed [Arnold and Gokhale 1998; Arnold, Castillo and Sarabia
(1999, 2001)]. Here we focus, on the finite discrete case, and take a closer look at the compatibility problem
viewing it as a problem involving linear equations in restricted domains. The issue of near compatibility
is also discussed using the concept of e-compatibility [see Arnold et al. (1999), Ghosh and Balakrishnan
(2013), and the references therein]. Furthermore, we also focus our attention on situations when we have
incomplete (or partial) information on (either or both) the two conditional probability matrices A and B,
under the compatible set-up.

In particular, we transform the problem of compatibility to a linear programming problem and derive
conditions for compatibility based on the rank of a matrix D, whose elements are functions of the two



conditional probability matrices A and B. It is found that the problem of compatibility, with our approach,
is reduced to a large extent to a set of I.J equations in (I — 1) unknowns with non-negativity constraints,
where I and J are the dimensions of the matrices A and B. However, we mainly focus here on cases in which
I =23,4and J = 2,3,4. The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we discuss the concept
of compatibility for any two conditional probability matrices A and B in the discrete set up. In Section 3,
we discuss an alternative approach to compatibility for the (2 x 2) and (3 x 3) cases and introduce the idea
of rank—based criterion based on the rank of the matrix D. In Section 4, we provide a discussion on the
problem of compatibility and/or minimal incompatibility when we have incomplete specification of matrices
A or B, or both. In Section 5, some concluding remarks are provided.

2  Compatibility

Let A and B be two (I x J) matrices with non-negative elements such that Zle a;; =1,¥5=1,...,J and
Z;]:l bi; =1, Vi =1,2,...,1. Without loss of generality, it can be assumed that I < J. Matrices A and
B are said to form a compatible conditional specification for the distribution of (X,Y) if there exists some

(I x J) matrix P with non-negative entries p;; and with 25:1 Ejzl pi;j = 1 such that, for every (i, j),

0y = P
P

and Dii
b, = ﬂy

Y Di.

where p; = Z‘j]:l pij and p; = Zle pij. If such a matrix P exists, then, if we assume that
pij = P(X =2;,Y =vy;),
1=1,2,---,1,7=1,2,---,J, we will have
a;; = P(X =z;|Y = y;),

i=1,2,---,1,7=1,2,---,J, and

bij = P(Y = y;|X = x),
i =1,2,---,I, 57 =1,2,---,J. Equivalently, A and B are compatible if there exist stochastic vectors
7= (71,72,---,77) and n = (n1,M2,-- ,nr) such that

a;i;Tj = bijn;

for every (i,7). In the case of compatibility, n and 7 can be readily interpreted as the resulting marginal
distributions of X and Y, respectively. For any probability vector n = (n1,72,...,7r), pij = bijm; is a
probability distribution on the IJ cells. So, the conditional probability matrix, denoted by A, and its
elements (a;;) will be given by

pij _ bim (1)

I I )
Zpsj stﬂ?s
s=1 s=1

for every (i,7). If A and B are compatible, then

aij

I
A4 Z bsjns = b”?]l
s=1



We then have

I
Tj :Zb”ns,w = ].,...,J.
s=1

In this case, the expressions given in (1) can be rewritten as

I
Qi Z bsjns — bijn; =0,
s=1
which in matrix notation the above can be written as
Dn =0, (2)

where D is a matrix of dimension IJ x I, and the above equation is a system of I.J equations in I —1 unknowns
7, in view of the restriction Zle 7; = 1. Through well-known matrix operations (such as left-multiplication
by non-singular matrices), its rows can be reduced to at most I rows with non-zero elements (the so called
“Row Echelon form”). Now, let this reduced system be denoted by D,y = 0, where y = (y1,92,--.,yr-1)’-
Matrices A and B are compatible if the system D,y = 0 has a solution y of non-negative elements with at
least one positive element. If such a y* exists, it can be scaled to arrive at a probability vector n*. However,
A and B are not compatible if the only solution with non-negative elements of D,y = 0 is the null vector.
In order to examine whether or not such a solution y* of D,y = 0 exists (especially when I — 1 is large),
the methodology of linear programming may be used. Specifically, consider the problem of maximizing the
objective function ), y;, subject to (a) the non-negativity constraints ), y; > 0, (b) the equality constraints
D,y = 0, and (c) the constraint >, y; < 1. If the maximum of the objective function is positive, then the
corresponding optimizing vector is y*, which can be scaled into a probability vector n*. If the maximum is
0, then A and B are not compatible.

2.1 Compatibility of two matrices A and B

We know that if the matrices A and B are compatible, then a;;p.; = bijp;. for every ¢ = 1,2,...,1,j =
1,2,...,J (see Arnold et al. (1999)). Equivalently, we can write

I J
aij Zpsj — by Zpik =0
s=1 k=1

forevery i =1,2,...,1,7=1,2,...,J, which again can be written as

aij [p1j +p2j + -+ pij+ -+l = big[pa +pi2+ o+ pi+ o+ pig] =0

for every 1 = 1,2,...,1,5 = 1,2,...,J. In matrix notation, the above system of linear equations can be
written as

Cp=0, (3)
where C contains elements calculated from those of A and B and is a matrix of dimension IJ x IJ and

T
B(IJXD = (p115p127 s 7PIJ)

Theorem 1. The solution space, §2, for the system of equations in (8) is (I—M )z, where M is an idempotent
matriz and 277 is any arbitrary vector of dimension I.J x 1.

Proof. See Ghosh and Nadarajah (2017).



3 An alternative approach to compatibility

Questions of compatibility of conditional and marginal specifications of distributions are of fundamental
importance in modeling. The earliest work in this regard is Patil (1965). He considered the discrete case
under a mild regularity condition and showed that the conditional distributions of X given Y and of Y
given X will uniquely determine the joint distribution of (X,Y"). There are several versions of necessary and
sufficient conditions for compatibility given by Arnold and Press (1989) and Arnold et al. (2002, 2004). In
some situations, the condition of Arnold et al. (2004) for checking compatibility was found to be difficult
and less effective. This is the reason for us to propose here a relatively easy and simple procedure to check
the condition for compatibility. The new method, which requires only some elementary type operation of
matrices (“Row Echelon form”), provides a much simpler and an effective approach.

When the given conditional distributions are compatible, it is natural to ask whether the associated joint
distribution is unique. This issue has been addressed in the literature by Amemiya (1975), Gourieroux and
Montfort (1979), Nerlove and Press (1986), and Arnold and Press (1989). Arnold and Press (1989) pointed
out that the condition for uniqueness is generally difficult to check. In this paper, through the structure of
the reduced D matrix, we provide a simple criteria for checking uniqueness as well.

Here, we discuss the compatibility of two conditional matrices A and B along with the uniqueness and the
existence of a joint probability P based on the rank of a matrix D. A key feature is in the fact that it
can be applied to situations wherein matrices A and B have some zeros appearing in the same position. In
situations like this, the cross product criterion can not be applied to check compatibility.

Theorem 2. Any two given conditional probability matrices A and B of dimension (I x J) are compatible
if rank (D(UXI)) < I — 1 with equality when there exists a unique solution for the unknown n;, for every i.

Proof: Note that rank (D(I‘]XI)) < min(IJ,I) = I. Now when D has full rank, i.e., rank(D) = I, the only
solution to Dy = 0 is the null vector (trivial solution). Thus, matrices A and B are incompatible. Next,
if we have rank (D(”XI)) < I — 1, the number of equations (I.J) is greater than the number of unknowns
(I —1), and so we must have a non-trivial solution. If the non-trivial solution is positive then it can be
appropriately scaled to arrive at a probability vector n*. Hence, the two matrices A and B are compatible.

However, in this case, the system of equations is not homogeneous and we have at most (I — 1) solutions.
I

When rank(D) = I — 1, we have (I — 1) unknowns subject to the linear constraint Zm =1. The (I - 1)
i=1

equations (excluding the redundant equations from the total set of I.J equations) and the system of linear

equations is homogeneous so that there exists a unique solution. This completes the proof. [J

This theorem is useful in situations when the two conditional matrices A and B have zeros as elements
appearing in the same position in which case we can not guarantee the existence of a compatible matrix P
by the cross—product ratio criterion. Next, we discuss the compatibility for (3 x 3), and (4 x 4) cases with
some examples.

3.1 Proof of Rank(D)=2 when A and B are compatible in a (3 x 3) case

First of all, the form of the D-matrix in a (3 x 3) case is given by



bi1(a1r — 1) a11b21 a11b31

biz(aiz — 1) a12b22 a12b32
biz(aiz — 1) a13ba3 a13b33
a21b11 ba1(agr — 1) a21b31
D= a22b12 ba2(age — 1) a22b32
a23b13 baz(ags — 1) az3bs3
az1b11 a31b21 bzi(az1 — 1)
a32b12 a32baa baz(azz — 1)
a33bi3 a33b23 baz(azs — 1)

Note that if the matrices A and B are compatible, then all possible cross product ratio(A)=cross product
ratio(B). First of all, we apply the following elementary row operations:

e new(rowl)=row l4row 4+row 7
e new(row2)=row 24row 5+row 8
e new(row3)=row 34row 6+row 9,

so that matrix D reduces to

0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 0
asibyy bai(az — 1) a21b31
D = axbia ba(az —1) a22b32
az3biz  boz(azz — 1) az3bs3
az1b11 az1bay bzi(az1 — 1)
a32b12 a3abaz baz(aszz — 1)
a33by3 a33ba3 baz(aszs — 1)

Again, we perform the following elementary row and column operations:

. new(row5):r2§25
o new(row6)= rg;‘;‘l
e new(row8)= r;’:‘;g
e new(row9) rg:;‘l
e new(row 4)=rowd "= +new(row 5)+new(row 6)
e new(row7)="2%" L +new(row 8)+new(row 9),

so that matrix D has the form



o O

Now, we consider the following row operations:

e new(row 8)=row 8-+row 9

e new(row 5)=2 row 5+row 6-new(row 8)

e new(row 4)=row 4-row 7

e new(row 6)=row 6-row 8§,

(row 8)
(row 5)
(row 4)
(row 6)

with which matrix D reduces to

o O O o oo

1

—bn
bis

5)=row 5-row 6, the D matrix reduces to

Let us consider the determinant of any sub-matrix of order (2 x 2), say,

o~

—b11
b3

_b21
b23.

)



The determinant for the matrix B is given by

det(B) =
# 0.

Thus, we have rank(D) = I — 1 = 2. Hence, A and B are compatible iff rank(D)=I — 1. However, if A and B
are not compatible, then rows of A are not proportional to the rows of B, which implies that rank(D) > 2.

This completes the proof. [

3.2 Proof of Rank(D)=3 when A and B are compatible in a (4 x 4) case

As before, the form of the D-matrix in a (4 x 4) case is given by

bii(a — 1)
biz(a12 — 1)
biz(aiz — 1)
bia(ais — 1)

az1b11

a22b12

az3b13
D= a24b14
a31b11
a3abia
a33bi3
a34b14
a41b11
a42b12
a43b13
44b14

a11ba1
a12b22
a13b23
a14b24
b21(a21'—
baz(aze —
bas(ags —
b24(a24-—
az1bay
a32b22
a33ba3
a34b24
a41b21
a42b22
a43b23
44b24

a11b31
a12b32
a13b33
a14b34
a21b31
a22b32
a23b33
a24b34
bsi(az —
baz(azz —
bsz(azz —
bas(azs —
a41b31
a42b32
a43b33
a43b34

First, we consider the following elementary row operations:

e new(rowl)=row l+row 5+row 9+row 13

e new(row3)=row 3+row 74+row ll+4row 15

(rowl)=

e new(row2)=row 2+4row 6+row 10+row 14
(row3)
(

e new(row3)=row 44row 8+row 12+row 16,

so that matrix D reduces to

—b11b23 + b13boy

a11ba1
a12b40
a13b43
a14b44
a21b41
a22b42
a23b43
a24b44
a31b41
a32b4o
a33b43
a34b44




o O O

0
az1b11
az2b12
a23b13
a24b14
as1bi1
asabi2
a33bi3
a34b14
a41b11
a42b12
a43b13
a44b14

o O O

0
az1b31
a22b32
a23b33
a24b34

bzi(az; — 1)
baz(azz — 1)
baz(azs — 1)
bas(azs — 1)
a41b31
a42b32
a43b33
a44b34

o O O

0
a21b41
a22b42
a23b43
a24b44
as1ba
a32b42
a33b43
a34b44

bai(as —1
baz(
b4SEa43 -1

Now, we consider the following elementary row and column operations:

+new(row 6)+new(row 7)+new(row 8)

e new(row 9)="2"2 4 new(row 10)+new(row 11)+new(row 12)

o new(row 6):%
e new(row 7):r2;27
e new(row 8)="r28
24
e new(row 10)="2410
as2
e new(row 11)="revll
ass
e new(row 12)="rowl2
asq
e new(row 14)="rowld
aq2
_rowl5
e new(row 15)="2"
_ rowl6
e new(row 16)="2"
o new(row 5):%
( asi
(

e new(row 13):%+new(row 14)+new(row 15)+new(row 16),

so that matrix D has the form




with which matrix D reduces to

ne
ne
ne
ne
ne
ne

new(row 12)=row 12-row 16,

0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0
11— (lte gty b
a21 a22 a23 a24
b12 b22 (]. — a§21)
b13 b23 (1 - CL2_31)
b14 b24 (1 — a§41)
1 1
b12 bao
b13 ba3
bisa baa
1 1
b12 bao
b13 ba3
bisa baa

w(row 6)=row 6-row 10

W =row &-row 12

)
)
w(row 7)=row 7-row 11
)
)=row 9-row 13
w(row 10)=row 10-row 14

w(row 11)=row 1l-row 15

(

(

(
w(row 9

(

(

(

)

b34

asl az2 ass
b32 (]. — (Lg;)
bss (1 — a§31)
bas (1 — azy)

1

as4q

1_<m+m+m+m>

b32
b33
b34

=

_— O O OO

bso

bas

byg
1

bao
bas
baa

bay 4 bap y bag | bas
a41 + 42 + a43 + 44

b42 (]. - (LZ;)
b43 (1 — 0,231)
b44 (1 — (l;ll)

)




0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0
0 —(fat+fmlay ) 1 0
0 — b2 —bs2 0
: i & :
D = bis | b b b
0 0 (b)) (e e )
0 0 b b
0 0 b _bi
0 0 _bai _bai
asz4q a44
b b b b
! ! ! Lo (b g b
b12 bao b3a bao (1 - aZzl)
bis bas bss bas (1 —agy)
b14 bay b34 baa (1 —ay,)
Now, let us consider the determinant of any sub-matrix of order (3 x 3), say,
bi2 baa b3
M= biz bz bs3
bia bay b3
The determinant of matrix M is given by
det(M) = bia (basbss — boabas) — bag (b13b3a — b14bss) + bsa (bisbas — b1abas)
# 0. (5)

Thus, we have rank(D) = I — 1 = 3. Therefore, A and B are compatible if and only if rank(D)=I — 1.
If A and B are not compatible, then rows of A are not proportional to the rows of B, which implies that
rank(D) > 3. This completes the proof. [J

4 Study of compatibility under incomplete specification on A or
B, or both

In this section we will consider the problem of compatibility of two conditional probability matrices A and
B under the discrete set-up when more than one element either in A or in B is unknown. In particular, we
will discuss in detail the (2 x 3) case and we will consider two different situations which in detail as follows:

e More than one element is unknown only in A,
e More than one element is unknown in both A and B.

Our objective here is to investigate what happens to the compatibility condition when we have above
situations.

10



4.1 Compatibility when only elements of A are unknown

1. Let us consider I = 2 and J = 3, and we assume that only two elements of A are unknown while all
the elements of B are known. We denote the (¢, j) — th unknown element of A by «;;. Suppose

A= a1l Gq2 ais
az; Q22 G23

and

bii bz b3
B= .
( ba1  baa  bos
Here, we assume that all the elements in matrices A and B are strictly positive. Also, A has elements
such that column sums are equal to one and B has elements such that the row sums are equal to one.

So, we have
@11 + Qigg = 1.

We know that the problem of compatibility can be reduced to (in matrix notation as) Dn = 0, where
D has elements computed from the matrices A and B. Also, we note that if the two matrices A and B
are compatible, then Cp = 0 and vice versa. In this case, we have two constraints ajs + age = 1 and
n +n2 = 1. So, the set of equations, involving a2 and a9, that are sufficient to finding the unknown
values (remaining equations will be redundant), from (2), will be

—~
(=2
=

bi2(an2 — 1)m + cagbaons =0,
baz(aaz — 1)n2 + aagbiam =0, (
bis(a1s — 1)n1 + ai3bazne = 0. (

o
o —

Now, due to the constraint, we get from (6) that

_ a13b23
aigbos + bi3(1 — as3)’

Again, by substituting the value of 7; in (6) and using the constraint that ajs + age = 1, we get the
value of a9, to be

_ bao (1 —m1) _ baob13(1 — ai3)
b22(1 - 771) + b12771 b22b13(1 - a13) + bzzb13&13.

Q22

Subsequently, the unknown value of a15 will be a2 = 1 — ags.

Some Examples

(a) Suppose we have two matrices A and B as follows:

=i o )

and

1/6 2/6 3/6
B:(4§6 1?6 1;6)’

11



Now, if we are given that A and B are compatible, then the values of ;5 and aq4 will be given
by

_ bmbs(l-am) g
bazbi3(1 — aig) + bagbizais % (1-9)

choices for the unknown elements in the

L
-

+ [
oo~

Q22

olw
alco|
alw

1
6
So, ajp =1 — % = % Note that these are the unique

matrix A for which the above matrices are compatible.

Next, we consider the situation when I = 3 and J = 3 and, as before, denoting the unknown
values of the matrix A by «;;, in the (4,j) — th position we have (with all elements of B being
known), where the matrices A and B are of the form

ai; Qi2 13
A= a21 Q2 @23
az1 (32 Aasg
and
bir b2 bis
B =1 ba by b
b31 b3z bss

The linear constraints in this case are as follows (considering the fact that the column sums
of the matrix A are each equal to one and 7);,¢ = 1,2,3, are the marginal probability vectors
corresponding to B)

Q1g + agg +azy =1,

m+n2+n3=1 (10)

Then, according to the compatibility condition, we will have Dn = 0 if matrices A and B are
compatible. However, the D matrix in this case will be

bii(a — 1) a11b2y a11b3;
bia(aiz — 1) aq2b22 aq2b32
biz(aiz — 1) a13ba3 a13b33
az1b11 bai(az — 1) a21b31
Qa2b12 baa (g — 1) Qia2b32
as3b13 baz(ags — 1) a23b33
asz1bi1 az1ba; bs1(az1 — 1)
a32b12 a32b22 baz(azz — 1)
| assbis azzbas bsz(azs — 1) |

So, the set of linear equations to find the unknown 7;s as well as the unknown o, s will be (from

J
the above D matrix) as follows:

bi1(ar1 — 1) + a11boimz + ar1bzins = 0, (
biz(a1z — 1)m1 + a13basna + a13bsznz = 0, (
birazim + (azr — 1)baim2 + az1bzins = 0, (
b12(0412 - 1)771 + a12baane + a12b32mz = 0, (14
bigagom + (az2 — 1)baane + aazbsanz = 0, (
biaasan + azabaans + (azz — 1)bsans = 0. (

D O O —

12



Solving the above set of equations with the constraints, we get the following expressions for the

unknowns:
m = daa, (17)
d
Ny = d711 = d3, (18)
12

ns =1 —do — du, (19)

biadao
a2 = , 20
27 biadag + baads + baadas (20)

bi2d3
Qog = , 21
22 biadas + biadys + baadas 1)

b3ada3
a3y = , 22
52 biadan + baadiz + b3adas (22)

where
di1 = a11bzi[aisbsz — biz(ais — 1)] + aigbss[bii(air — 1) — a11bs1], (23)
dip = [(a11b21 - a11b31)(b13(a13 - 1) - a13b33)] - [(a13b23 - a13b33)(bn(a11 - 1) - a11531)],

(24)
oy = diz(aiibsi — ai1ba1) — ar1bs; (25)

bi1(a11 — 1) — a11ba

Consequently, on using (23), (24) in (18), one can get an expression of ds.
Next, let us consider, a situation for example, the following choices for the two matrices A and

B:
1/6 12 1/4
A: 1/3 a29 7/16
3/6 Q39 5/16

and
17 2/7 4)7
B=1| 2/5 2/5 1/5
1/4 1/4 2/4

Hence, using Egs. (23)-(25), we obtain dj; = —0.002976190,d15, = —0.0142857,d13 = % =
0.208334, doo = 0.2916667. So, the unknown elements of the matrix A will be

a2 = 0.2857165, aigy = 0.222248, a3 = 0.4920587.

Importantly, these are the unique choices for which the two given matrices A and B are compatible.

4.2 Compatibility when some elements in both A and B are unknown

Suppose we have a situation where in both in A and B some elements are unknown, and we define the
unknown elements of the matrix A by «;; and unknown elements of the matrix B by f;;. First, let us
consider the situation when I = 2 and J = 3 with

a1

a23

-

Q12
Q22

aii
azi

and

13



B<b11 B2 B3 )

bor  baz  bas

In this case, we have same constraints on the unknown elements ca;; as before, and for 3;; we have the
following restrictions:

b1 + P2+ Pz =1, (26)
Q12 + ag =1, (27)
m+mn =1 (28)

We will then have the following set of equations (for those involving the unknowns and excluding the
redundant equations):

[\
Ne)

bii(air — 1)m + a11baine = 0,
Br2(ciz — 1)n1 + agabaane =0,
bao (o2 — 1)m2 + a2 B12m1 = 0,
Brz(aiz — 1)m + aizbaznz = 0.

~ o~ o~
w
o

w w
[N
—_ — O T

Again, by using the constraints, we get from (32) that,

(1 —m)aisbas

Brs = 33
e (1 —aiz3)m (33)
Also, from (29), by using the constraint in (28), we get
_ a11bay
ar1bor +b11(1 —an)’
Substituting the above expression of 7; in (33), we get (after some algebraic simplification),
B = bi1bazaziass (34)
ai1az3bay
Hence, the value of 312 becomes
b11b
Bia=1—by — 211923021013 (35)
ai1az3ba
Again, substituting in (30), we get
12 ba1a11 812
barai1bas + ba1ai1 P2
B (a11a23b21 — b11bozaziai13)ariboy (36)

(a11a23b21 - b11b23a21¢113)011b21 + bi1ba2asiariaszba;
Due to the constraint, we can now find the unknown value of ass to be

Qoo = 1— a12.

14



As an example, As before let us consider matrices A and B as

a= (e )

and

5=( s o3 s )

Here, if we are given the information that A and B are compatible, then the choices of the unknown
values of ;s and ;s will be given by

_ biibazasiarz 1

B = 5
9 a11a23b21 3
1 1 1
—1-—-_-="=
512 6 3 2;
N T
1= 712 14 g’
55 tgs 8
so that
- Bram
12 =
Bi2m + baa(1 —m1)
_ 3
= o
and hence

aggzl—au:?.

Furthermore, we note that in this case also, these are the choices for the unknown values for which
matrices A and B are compatible and that they are unique.

4.3 Choices of the unknown values of A under incompatibility

Let us define d;; = #2, provided b;; > 0. Then the D matrix reduces to

bis
din 32 dis
D= o2 .
< do1 322 dag
Again, from the compatibility condition, we know that if A and B are compatible, then rank(D)>
1. However, in this case rank(D) < min(2,3) = 2. So, in this case we must have rank (D)=2. Thus,
any (2 x 2) determinant will be non-vanishing (for all admissible choices of 0 < (a2, @22) < 1 with
12 + gz = 1) means that when

Qg2 Q12
—dj; —da1— #0
By 1 T 021 #

and

12 Q22
—=doz —di3—— #0
bro 23 13 bas # 0,
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the two matrices A and B will be incompatible.

Again, let us consider the compatibility set-up corresponding to which we have the equation
I
aij Yy bajne — bign; =0,
s=1

and 7; are the marginals corresponding to the variable X. The above equation can be written in terms
of a system of equations as mentioned earlier, for which the D matrix reduces to

bii(an — 1) a11b2y a11b31

bia(aiz — 1) aq2b22 a2b3o
az1b11 ba1(az — 1) a21b31
Qa2b12 baz (a2 — 1) Qa2b3g
as1bi1 az1bay bsi(as — 1)
a32b12 a32b22 baz(aszz — 1).

So, if A and B are not compatible and we instead consider the concept of e-compatibility, then according
to Arnold et al. (1999), the system of inequalities can be written as

bi1(a11 — 1) a11b21 a11b31
bi2(aq2 — 1) or12b99 o12bsg
a21b11 ba1 (a2 — 1) a21b31
< 37
oro2b12 baa (a2 — 1) Oip2b3o h=¢e (37)
az1b11 az1ba1 bsi(aszi — 1)
asabia as2bao bsa(aze — 1)

There will be another six equations which will be exactly the same, but with only difference in their
sign. Note that in this situation we have a system of equations with 3 unknowns (including those
constraints on n and ;). Let us try to find out those values by considering equality in the previous
set of equations. Thus, from (37), we get

az1biim + azibaine + b1 (as1 — 1)nz =, (38)
asabi2m + azoboans + ba(asze — 1)n3 = ¢, (39)

and
nm+mn2+n3=1 (40)

So, after some algebra, we get (by substituting the expression for n3 = 1 — (11 + 12), in (38) and (39),
and solving)
_ edip +daa

™ (41)

2

where

di1 = (as1b21 — b31(ag1 — 1)) (aszabiz — bza(ase — 1)) — (asebaz — bza(aze — 1))(agi1bi1 — bsi(asi — 1)),

di2 = azzbia — b32(a32 - 1) —az1bi + b31(a31 - 1)»

and

doo = bza(ase — 1)(asibi1 — bzi(asi — 1)) — bzi(as1 — 1)(asebi2)(asebiz — baz(aze — 1)).
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Furthermore,

_dyi[e — (a3 — 1)b31] — [az1b21 — bz1(az1 — 1)](edia + dao)
m= . (42)
az1bin — b31(a31 - 1)

The estimated value of 13 can be found by substituting the values from (41) and (42) into (40). Thus,
estimates of the unknown values of a2 and gy will be

_ e+ b12771
bi2m1 + ba1m2 + b31n3

12

and
99 = 1— a192.

4.4 Compatibility in the General Case

We now will discuss the problem of compatibility when the dimension of the two matrices A and B is of the
order (I x J). In this case, we restrict to the situation when there are two elements unknown only in A, while
in matrix B all the elements are known. Let us consider in matrix A in the I3 — th column (1 < I; < J), two
elements are unknown and they appear at i1 — th and is — th rows, where (1 < (i1,i2) < I). Since column
sums of A add up to 1, we can write, considering the unknown elements to be denoted by a;js,

Qi + iy, Y aky =19, 1, 1) = 1(1)J, (43)
k#i1,12

while for B all the rows add up to 1, all the elements are known, and that

<

b = 1,Vi = 1(1)1.
1

Jj=

Now if we have the information that the matrices A and B are compatible, then we can write

I
Qi ly [stlms} —bi1,mi, =0, (44)
s=1

= Q41 lbilllnil + Z bslln8‘| - billlnil =0. (45)
Hence, the unknown value of a;,;, will be given by
billl iy
billlnil + 25:.1 bSl1 Ns
s#£11

Q4y1, =
We can then write

2 : z : b’L l ”'

1t17/1
aigll — — akj — ailll — — akj — . : .
k};ﬁil,iz k?ﬁihig llll " ;#111 8l1 $

However, the solution for 7} s can be obtained by using any set of (I — 1) equations, since Zle n; = 1.
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5 Concluding Remarks

The search for a compatible P in terms of equations subject to inequality constraints is based on the fact
that we really need to find one compatible marginal, say, corresponding to the random variable X, and we
consider the fact that when this is combined with B will give us P. Compatible conditional and marginal
specifications of distributions are of fundamental importance in modeling. Moreover, in Bayesian prior elic-
itation context, inconsistent conditional specifications are to be expected. In such situations, interest will
center on most nearly compatible distributions (see Arnold et al. (1999), and Ghosh and Balakrishnan
(2013)). In the finite discrete case, a variety of compatibility conditions can be derived. In this article, we
have discussed in detail the problem of compatibility in the context mentioned earlier by identifying it as a
programming problem and have developed a rank—based criterion. Although we have shown that the rank
of the matrix (whose elements are constructed from the two given matrices A and B) under compatibility
will be I —1, for a (3 x 3), and (4 x 4) case, the result is true for any dimension of the two given matrices. A
significant amount work here draws heavily from Arnold et al. (1999) and Arnold and Gokhale (1998). Also,
we have provided a discussion on the topic of compatibility when we have missing elements in either A or B,
or in both. It has been observed that for a given A and B, under compatibility, the choices for the missing
elements are unique. In addition, we have discussed in this context what would be the possible choices of
those missing elements when we have the information that the two matrices are incompatible. However, for
a general case when the dimension of the matrix D is (IJ x I), the strategy discussed here will be quite
challenging in identifying the solution for the unknown elements either in any of the conditional probability
matrices A and B or in both. Also, when we have elements missing in A and B in different positions, then
the procedure will result in solving a set of IJ number of equations which is cumbersome and quite difficult
to handle. In such a situation, one may consider the concept of compatibility under rank one criterion as
proposed by Arnold et al. (2001). One interesting question that may arise here is how can we extend the
above technique under compatibility when there exists more than two conditional matrices in the discrete
case, i.e., if we are given three matrices A, and B and C, where

A is the conditional probability matrix of (say) X, given Y and Z,
B is the conditional probability matrix of (say) Y, given X and Z,
C' is the conditional probability matrix of (say) Z, given X and Y.

Furthermore, what would happen in the situation (under compatibility) when some of the elements are
unknown in any of A, B or C, or in all of them? Such questions require a careful study of the concept of
compatibility. We are currently looking into these issues and hope to report the findings in a future paper.

References

[1] Amemiya, T. (1975). Qualitative response models. Annals of Economic Social Measurement, 4, 363-372.

[2] Arnold, B.C., Castillo, E., and Sarabia, J.M. (1999). Conditional Specification of Statistical Models.
Springer Verlag, New York.

[3] Arnold, B.C., Castillo, E., and Sarabia, J.M. (2001). Quantification of incompatibility of conditional
and marginal information. Communications in Statistics—Theory and Methods, 30, 381-395.

[4] Arnold, B.C., Castillo, E., and Sarabia, J.M. (2002). Exact and near compatibility of discrete condi-
tional distributions. Computational Statistics and Data Analysis, 40, 231-252.

[5] Arnold, B.C., Castillo, E., and Sarabia, J.M. (2004). Compatibility of partial or complete conditional
probability specifications. Journal of Statistical Planning and Inference, 123, 133-159.

[6] Arnold, B.C. and Gokhale, D.V. (1994). On uniform marginal representations of contingency tables.
Statistics and Probability Letters, 21, 311-316.

18



[7]

Arnold, B.C. and Gokhale, D.V. (1998). Distributions most nearly compatible with given families of
conditional distributions. Test, 7, 377-390.

Arnold, B.C. and Press, S.J. (1989). Compatible conditional distributions. Journal of the American
Statistical Association, 84, 152-156.

Cacoullos, T. and Papageorgiou, H. (1983). Characterizations of discrete distributions by a conditional
distribution and a regression function. Annals of the Institute of Statistical Mathematics, 35, 95-103.

Ghosh, I. and Balakrishnan, N. (2013). Study of incompatibility or near compatibility of bivariate
discrete conditional probability distributions through divergence measures. Journal of Statistical Com-
putation and Simulation, 84, 1-14.

Ghosh, I. and Nadarajah, S. (2017). On the construction of a joint distribution given two discrete
conditionals. Studia Scientiarum Mathematicarum Hungarica, 54, 178-204.

Gourieroux, C. and Montfort, A. (1979). On the characterization of a joint probability distribution by
conditional distributions. Journal of Econometrics, 10, 115-118.

Nerlove, M. and Press, S.J. (1986). Multivariate log-linear probability models in econometrics. In:
Advances in Statistical Analysis and Statistical Computing, Ed., R.S. Mariano, pp. 117-171, JAI
Press, Greenwich, Connecticut.

Patil, G.P. (1965). Certain characteristic properties of multivariate discrete probability distributions
akin to the Bates-Neyman model in the theory of accident proneness. Sankhya, A, 27, 259-270.

Wesolowski, J. (1995). Bivariate Distributions Via a Pareto Conditional Distribution and a Regression
Function. Annals of the Institute of Statistical Mathematics, 47, 177-183.

19



	1 Introduction
	2  Compatibility
	2.1  Compatibility of two matrices A and B

	3 An alternative approach to compatibility
	3.1 Proof of Rank(D)=2 when A and B are compatible in a (33) case
	3.2 Proof of Rank(D)=3 when A and B are compatible in a (44) case

	4 Study of compatibility under incomplete specification on A or B, or both
	4.1 Compatibility when only elements of A are unknown
	4.2 Compatibility when some elements in both A and B are unknown
	4.3 Choices of the unknown values of A under incompatibility
	4.4 Compatibility in the General Case

	5 Concluding Remarks

