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Characterizing extremal dependence on a hyperplane

Phyllis Wan∗

Abstract

Quantifying the risks of extreme scenarios requires understanding the tail behaviours of vari-

ables of interest. While the tails of individual variables can be characterized parametrically, the

extremal dependence across variables can be complex and its modeling remains one of the core

problems in extreme value analysis. Notably, existing measures for extremal dependence, such

as angular components and spectral random vectors, reside on nonlinear supports, such that

statistical models and methods designed for linear vector spaces cannot be readily applied. In

this paper, we show that the extremal dependence of d asymptotically dependent variables can

be characterized by a class of random vectors residing on a (d−1)-dimensional hyperplane. This

translates the analyses of multivariate extremes to that on a linear vector space, opening up the

potentials for the application of existing statistical techniques, particularly in statistical learn-

ing and dimension reduction. As an example, we show that a lower-dimensional approximation

of multivariate extremes can be achieved through principal component analysis on the hyper-

plane. Additionally, through this framework, the widely used Hüsler-Reiss family for modelling

extremes is characterized by the Gaussian family residing on the hyperplane, thereby justifying

its status as the Gaussian counterpart for extremes.

Keywords and phrases: multivariate extreme value statistics; extremal dependence structure; dimension reduction
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1 Introduction

Extreme events, despite their rare occurrences, entail high risks for the society. Quantifying the risks

of extreme scenarios plays an important role in preventing and mitigating catastrophic outcomes.

The aim of extreme value analysis is to provide mathematically justified tools to model observed

rare events and estimate the risks for those not in the observed range.

A general framework for modeling extremes is the peak-over-threshold framework, in which

one considers the distribution of observations over a high threshold. In the univariate case, this

framework is well-studied and widely used. The sample observations exceeding a high threshold

converge to the class of generalized Pareto distributions, parametrized by a scale parameter and a

shape parameter. This allows for straightforward statistical inference using likelihood techniques.

For an overview, see e.g., Coles (2001).
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The multivariate case, on the other hand, requires simultaneous considerations of the marginal

tails and the extremal dependence. The former can be approached by applying univariate tech-

niques, while the latter can be separated from the former by standardizing the marginals of the

data. Even so, modeling extremal dependence remains a core problem in extreme value analysis as

its structure may be complex and cannot be summarized by a finite-dimensional model.

There are two common approaches in the literature to geometrically characterize the tail de-

pendence of a random vector Y = (Y1, . . . , Yd).

• Angular component Θ: Let F1, . . . , Fd denote the marginal cdf of Y1, . . . , Yd. Consider the

marginal transformation

X̃ = (X̃1, . . . , X̃d) =

(
1

1− F1(Y1)
, . . . ,

1

1− Fd(Yd)

)

,

such that X̃1, . . . , X̃d follow the standard Pareto distribution. Then conditional on the norm

of X̃ being large for a pre-specified norm ‖ · ‖, we have

X̃

r

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
‖X̃‖ > r

d→ R ·Θ, as r → ∞, (1.1)

where Θ is a random vector on the positive unit sphere {v ∈ [0,∞)d|‖v‖ = 1} and R is a

standard Pareto variable independent of Θ. Here the law of Θ is called the angular measure

or the spectral measure. This characterization is derived from the framework of multivariate

regular variation. For a detailed overview, see e.g., Chapter 6 of Resnick (2007).

• Spectral random vector S: Consider an alternative marginal transformation

X = (X1, . . . ,Xd) = (− log(1− F1(Y1)), . . . ,− log(1− Fd(Yd))) , (1.2)

such that X1, . . . ,Xd follow the standard exponential distribution. Then conditional on the

maximum component of X being large, we have

X− r · 1 |max(X) > r
d→ Z, as r → ∞, (1.3)

where Z has the stochastic representation

Z :
d
= E · 1+ S,

such that S is a random vector on the irregular support {v ∈ Rd|max(v) = 0} and E is a

standard exponential random variable independent of S. Here S is called the spectral random

vector. This characterization results from the framework of multivariate peak-over-threshold,

see Rootzén and Tajvidi (2006) and Rootzén et al. (2018).

The two characterizations are connected as (1.3) is equivalent to (1.1) using the L∞-norm. Both

Θ and S can be used to summarize the extremal dependence structure. However, notice that the
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supports of Θ and S are both nonlinear and induces intrinsic dependence between the dimensions.

This poses nontrivial constraints for the construction of statistical models and their inference.

In this paper, we focus on the random vector X with standard exponential margins and consider

a different representation of the extremal dependence. We study the distribution of X conditional

on the component mean X̄ = 1
d

∑d
k=1Xk being large. In the case where the tail of X has asym-

potitically dependent components, we show that

X− r · 1 | X̄ > r
d→ Z∗, as r → ∞,

where the limiting distribution Z∗ can be represented as

Z∗ :
d
= E · 1+V− µV,

such that

• V belongs to the class of centered random vectors on the hyperplane 1⊥ := {v|vT 1 = 0}
satisfying the moment condition E[emax(V)] < ∞;

• µV is a constant vector determined by the distribution of V;

• E is a standard exponential random variable independent of V.

We term V the profile random vector.

There are two particular attractive properties in the characterization of profile random vectors.

First, the class of profile random vectors V resides on a linear vector space and is closed under finite

addition and scalar multiplication. This allows for straightforward adaptation of existing statistical

techniques based on linear operations, which may not be readily applied in the case of the angular

component Θ or the spectral random vector S. As an example, we illustrate the use of principal

component analysis to achieve a lower-dimensional approximation of tail dependence structure.

Second, profile random vectors with Gaussian distributions result in the Hüsler-Reiss family

(Hüsler and Reiss, 1989). The Hüsler-Reiss family is defined as the class of nontrivial tail depen-

dence of Gaussian triangular arrays. It is one of the most widely used parametric models for

extremal dependence. Despite its link to the Gaussian family, the analytical form of Hüsler-Reiss

models is not easy to handle mathematically. Using profile random vectors, analyses for Hüsler-

Reiss models can be translated to analyses for Gaussian models on the hyperplane 1⊥.

The remainder of the paper is structured as follows. Section 2 recalls the multivariate peak-

over-threshold framework for modeling multivariate extremes. Section 3 introduces the diagonal

peak-over-threshold framework and the profile random vectors, presenting their links to the peak-

over-threshold framework and spectral random vectors. Section 4 studies the case of Gaussian

profile random vectors, namely the Hüsler-Reiss models. Section 5 discusses the application of

principal component analysis on profile random vectors to achieve lower-dimensional approximation

for extremes. The paper concludes with some discussions in Section 6, including what happens in

the case where the components might be asymptotically independent. All proofs are postponed to

the appendix.
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Notation

Throughout the paper, boldface symbols are used to denote vectors, usually of length d. We

write 0 = (0, . . . , 0) and 1 = (1, . . . , 1), where the lengths of the vector may depend on the con-

text. For a vector x = (x1, . . . , xd), denote its maximum component and component mean by

max(x) = max(x1, . . . , xd) and x̄ = 1
d

∑d
k=1 xk, respectively. When applied to vectors, mathemati-

cal operations, such as addition, multiplication, exponentiation, maximum and minimum are taken

to be component-wise. Comparison between vectors are also considered component-wise, except

for the notation x � y, which is interpreted as the event where xk > yk for at least one k. Last

but not the least, 1⊥ := {v|vT 1 = 0} is used to denote hyperplane perpendicular to the vector 1.

2 Background on multivariate extremes

2.1 Multivariate generalized Pareto distributions

Let X be a random vector in Rd. To study the tail of X, a common assumption is that there

exist sequences of normalizing vectors {an} and {bn} such that the component-wise maxima of X

converges, i.e.,

lim
n→∞

P

(
maxi=1,...,nXi − bn

an
≤ x

)

= G(x), (2.1)

where Xi, i = 1, 2, . . . are i.i.d. copies of X. The limiting distribution G is then called a generalized

extreme value distribution and we say that X is in the domain of attraction of G, denoted as

X ∈ DA(G). Each marginal of G follows a univariate generalized extreme value distribution,

which can be parametrized by

Gk(xk) = exp
{

− (1 + γk(xk − µk)/αk)
− 1

γk

}

, 1 + γk(xk − µk)/αk > 0,

where γk, µk ∈ R and αk > 0. In the case where γk = 0, Gk(xk) is interpreted as the limit

Gk(xk) = exp{− exp(−(xk − µk)/αk)}. The dependence structure of G cannot be parametrized

and may be complex. For background on multivariate generalized extreme value distributions and

their domains of attraction, see e.g., de Haan and Ferreira (2006).

The setting of this paper closely follows the multivariate peak-over-threshold framework, which

is briefly recalled in the following. Assume that X is in the domain of attraction of G. Then

following elementary calculation from (2.1), the distribution of exceedances of X, conditional on X

‘being extreme’, converges to

max

{
X− bn

an
,η

}

≤ x

∣
∣
∣
∣
X � bn

d→ Z, n → ∞. (2.2)

Here η is the vector of lower end points of the marginal distribution of G such that ηk = µk−αk/γk

if γk > 0 and ηk = −∞ otherwise. The limit distribution Z is called a multivariate generalized

Pareto distribution and has distribution function

H(z) := P (Z ≤ z) =
lnG(z ∧ 0)− lnG(z)

lnG(0)
. (2.3)



5

The conditional event of being extreme {X � bn} is interpreted as {∃k s.t. Xk > bnk}, meaning

that at least one of the Xk’s exceeds a high threshold. The marginal distribution Zk may not be

absolute continuous as it can have mass on {Zk = 0}. Conditional on {Zk > 0}, the marginal Zk

follows a univariate generalized Pareto distribution:

P (Zk > z|Zk > 0) = (1 + γjz/σk)
−1/γk
+ ,

where x+ = max(x, 0) and σk := αk − γkµk. A multivariate generalized Pareto distribution can

therefore be characterized by σ, γ, the probabilities P (Zk > 0) for 1 ≤ k ≤ d, and the dependence

structure. For an overview on multivariate peak-over-threshold and multivariate generalized Pareto

distributions, see Rootzén and Tajvidi (2006) and Rootzén et al. (2018).

2.2 Marginal standardization and stochastic representation

To focus exclusively on the extremal dependence structure of a random vector, we assume that the

margins of X are standardized to the standard exponential distribution following transformation

(1.2). Then the convergence of component-wise maxima (2.1) can be reformulated with an = 1

and bn = log(n) · 1 as

lim
n→∞

P

(

max
i=1,...,n

Xi − log(n) · 1 ≤ x

)

= G(x),

where the marginal distributions of G follows a Gumbel distribution with γk = µk = 0 and αk = 1

for all k = 1, . . . , d. The convergence of exceedances (2.2) can be re-formulated as

X− r · 1 | max(X) ≥ r
d→ Z, r → ∞, (2.4)

where Z is a multivariate generalized Pareto distribution with γ = 0, σ = 1 and P (Z1 > 0) =

· · · = P (Zd > 0). Such a multivariate generalized Pareto distribution is said to be a standardized

multivariate generalized Pareto distribution.

Rootzén et al. (2018) showed that the class of standardized multivariate generalized Pareto

distributions can be represented stochastically by a class of random vectors on the L-shaped support

{v|max(v) = 0}.

Proposition 2.1 (Theorems 6 and 7 of Rootzén et al. (2018)). Let S be the class of random

vectors S ∈ (−∞, 0]d such that P (max(S) = 0) = 1, P (Sj > −∞) > 0, 1 ≤ j ≤ d, and

E[eS1 ] = · · · = E[eSd ]. Then a standardized multivariate generalized Pareto distribution Z ad-

mits the representation

Z
d
= E · 1+ S, (2.5)

where S ∈ S and E is a standard exponential random variable independent of S. Conversely, any

S ∈ S characterizes a standardized multivariate generalized Pareto distribution Z through (2.5).

Here S is referred to as the spectral random vector associated with Z. Effectively, the spectral

random vector is the limit

X−max(X) · 1 | max(X) ≥ r
d→ S, r → ∞,

representing the tail of X being diagonally projected onto the L-shaped support {v|max(v) = 0}.
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2.3 Asymptotic dependence and extreme directions

Consider the support of a standardized multivariate generalized Pareto distribution E = {v|‖v‖∞ ≥
0}. Given all subsets J ⊆ {1, . . . , d}, E can be decomposed into the disjoint union of

⋃

J⊆{1,...,d} EJ ,

where

EJ = {‖v‖∞ ≥ 0 : vj > −∞ iff j ∈ J}.

If P (Z ∈ EJ) > 0, then J is called an extreme direction of X (Mourahib et al., 2024). Intuitively,

this means that there is a positive probability the variables Xj ’s for j ∈ J are large together while

the other variables are not. In the case where {1, . . . , d} is the only extreme direction, that is, the

multivariate generalized Pareto distribution has support {v|‖v‖∞ ≥ 0, vj > −∞, j = 1, . . . , d}, we
say that the components of X are asymptotically dependent. The corresponding spectral random

vector satisfies P (Sj > −∞) = 1, 1 ≤ j ≤ d.

In this paper, we focus on the scenario where the components of X are asymptotically depen-

dent. Under this assumption, we show that the extremal dependence structure can be modeled with

an alternative, advantageous characterization. On the other hand, a generic tail dependence struc-

ture can be constructed via a mixture model with factors of asymptotic dependent components.

Specifically, Mourahib et al. (2024) showed that a multivariate generalized Pareto distribution Z

can be represented by a mixture model whose factors consist of

ZJ = Z | {Z ∈ EJ}

for every extreme direction J of X. Each ZJ is denegerate on the components in Jc and hence can

be modeled by a |J |-dimensional multivariate generalized Pareto distribution with asymptotically

dependent components.

3 Diagonal peak-over-threshold and profile random vectors

3.1 Diagonal peak-over-threshold

In this section, we consider a different peak-over-threshold framework. Instead of conditioning on

{max(X) ≥ r}, consider conditioning on {X̄ > r}, where the component mean of X exceeds a high

threshold. We have the following proposition.

Proposition 3.1. Let X ∈ DA(G) be a random vector such that (2.4) holds with a standardized

multivariate generalized Pareto distribution Z with asymptotic dependent components. Then

X− r · 1
∣
∣ X̄ ≥ r

d→ Z∗, r → ∞, (3.1)

where

Z∗ d
= Z | {ZT1 ≥ 0}. (3.2)

We call the limiting distribution Z∗ a diagonal multivariate generalized Pareto distribution. If

a pair of standardized and diagonal multivariate generalized Pareto distributions (Z,Z∗) satisfies

(3.2), then we say they are associated.
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Remark 3.2. In the case where the components of X are not asymptotically dependent, the com-

ponents of Z have mass on −∞, resulting in the possibility of {ZT1 > 0} having probability 0. This

paper focuses on the scenario where X has asymptotically dependent components. The scenario for

random vectors with asymptotically independent components is considered in an ensuing work and

briefly discussed in Section 6.

Remark 3.3. Proposition 3.1 does not explicitly assume that X has unit exponential margins.

Instead, random vectors with marginal distributions that behaves similarly to the unit exponential

in the tail can also be considered.

3.2 Profile random vectors

As stated in Proposition 2.1, the class of standardized multivariate generalized Pareto distributions

can be characterized by the class of spectral random vector S on the L-shaped space {v|max(v) =

0}. In the following proposition, we show that the class of diagonal multivariate generalized Pareto

distributions can be characterized by a class of random vectors on the hyperplane 1⊥ := {v|vT 1 =

0}.

Proposition 3.4. Let V be the class of random vectors V ∈ 1⊥ such that E[V] = 0 and E[emax(V)] <

∞. Then any diagonal multivariate generalized Pareto distribution Z∗ has the stochastic represen-

tation

Z∗ d
= E · 1+V − νV, (3.3)

for some V ∈ V, where E is a standard exponential variable independent of V and νV is the

constant vector such that

νV = log






E
[
eV
]

(
∏d

k=1E [eVk ]
)1/d




 . (3.4)

We name V the profile random vector associated with Z∗. Conversely, any V ∈ V defines a diagonal

multivariate generalized Pareto distribution via (3.3), with νV as defined in (3.4).

As will be shown in the following subsection, the profile random vector V and the spectral

random vector S have a one-to-one correspondence for asymptotically dependent random vectors

and hence can both be used to characterize extremal dependence. Note that the class of profile

random vectors V = {V ∈ 1⊥|E[V] = 0, E[emax(V)] < ∞} resides on a linear vector space and is

closed under finite addition and scalar multiplication. This provides a context to apply statistical

analysis based on linear techniques to analyze extremes, as we shall see in Section 5 for the example

of principal component analysis.

3.3 Link between spectral and profile random vectors

Given a pair of associated standardized and diagonal multivariate generalized Pareto distributions

(Z,Z∗), let S and V be the corresponding spectral and profile random vectors. This subsection
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establishes the link between associated S and V. To present our results, we consider a pair of

transformations of S and V.

Define the T-generator of S to be

T := S− S̄ · 1, (3.5)

and the U-generator of V to be

U := V− νV,

where νV is as defined in (3.4). Then the T-generators form the class of random vectors T = {T ∈
1⊥|E[eT1−max(T)] = · · · = E[eTd−max(T)] < ∞} and the U-generators form the class of random

vectors U = {U ∈ 1⊥|E
[
eU1

]
= · · · = E

[
eUd
]
< ∞}. A pair of T- and U-generators is said to be

associated if their corresponding spectral and profile random vectors are associated. The S and V

can be easily retrieved from T and U by S = T−max(T) and V = U− E[U].

The relationship between T and U is given as follows.

Proposition 3.5. Let T and U be associated T- and U-generators. Then

U | {max(U) = s} d
= T | {max(T) = s}, ∀s ≥ 0. (3.6)

Given the distribution of max(T), the distribution of max(U) can be obtained from

P (max(U) ≤ s) =

∫ s
0 P (max(T) ≤ t)e−tdt+ e−sP (max(T) ≤ s)

E
[
e−max(T)

] , s ≥ 0. (3.7)

Conversely, given the distribution of max(U), the distribution of max(T) can be obtained from

P (max(T) ≤ s) =
esP (max(U) ≤ s)−

∫ s
0 P (max(U) ≤ t)etdt

E
[
emax(U)

] , s ≥ 0. (3.8)

The relationship between T and U can also be stated through the following stochastic trans-

formations.

Corollary 3.6. Let T and U be associated T- and U-generators. Then given a unit exponential

variable E independent of T,

T | {max(T) < E′} d
= U. (3.9)

Given a unit exponential variable E′ independent of U,

U | {max(U) ≥ r − E} d→ T, r → ∞. (3.10)

In the case where max(T) and max(U) are absolutely continuous, the link can be simplified via

density functions.

Corollary 3.7. If max(T) is absolutely continuous and admits density fmax(T), then max(U) is

absolutely continuous with density

fmax(U)(s) =
1

E
[
e−max(T)

] · fmax(T)(s) · e−s.



9

Conversely, if max(U) is absolutely continuous and admits density fmax(U), then max(T) is abso-

lutely continuous with density

fmax(T)(s) =
1

E
[
emax(U)

] · fmax(U)(s) · es.

Remark 3.8. The names T- and U-generators are inherited from Rootzén et al. (2018), who

proposed that given a spectral random vector S, any random vector T such that

S = T−max(T) · 1,

is a T-generator for S, and any random vector U such that

E
[
max

(
yeU

)]

E [eU1 ]
=

E
[
max

(
yeS

)]

E [eS1 ]
, ∀y ∈ [0,∞)d,

is a U-generator for S. It can be shown that our definitions of T and U corresponds to the unique

T- and U-generators for S on 1⊥.

3.4 Generating random vector with specific profile random vectors

Finally, it is straightforward to generate random vectors whose extremal dependence is characterized

by a given profile random vector V.

Proposition 3.9. Let X be a random vector in Rd defined by

X
d
= E · 1+V − νV,

where V ∈ 1⊥ is a centered random vector satisfying E[emax(V)] < ∞, νV is as defined in (3.4), and

E is a standard exponential random variable independent of V. Then X satisfies (2.4) and (3.1).

Its diagonal multivariate generalized Pareto distribution is characterized by profile random vector

V and its standardized multivariate generalized Pareto distribution is characterized by associated

spectral random vector S.

4 Gaussian profile random vectors

Any parametric family on V induces a parametric family for profile random vectors. For example,

let Ṽ = (Ṽ1, . . . , Ṽd) be a random vector with independent Gumbel components Ṽk
iid∼ Ṽ such that

P (Ṽ ≤ v) = exp[− exp(−αv)] for some α > 0. Then V := Ṽ −
(
1
d

∑d
k=1 Ṽk

)

· 1 is the profile

random vector for the well-known multivariate logistic model. More parametric examples can be

derived from that of U-generators in Kiriliouk et al. (2019).

In this section, we focus on the case where the profile random vector follows a Gaussian dis-

tribution on the hyperplane 1⊥. This results in the family of Hüsler-Reiss models, the class of

distributions describing the non-trivial tail limit of Gaussian triangular arrays (Hüsler and Reiss,

1989), which we briefly recall in the following.
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Consider a Gaussian random vector with unit variance X ∼ N(0,Σ) where Σkk = 1, k =

1, . . . , d. For any i 6= j, in the case where Σij < 1, it can be shown that the components Xi and Xj

are asymptotically independent in the tail (Sibuya, 1960). In order to construct nontrivial extremal

dependence, consider instead a Gaussian triangular array X
(n)
i ∼ N(0,Σ(n)), i = 1, . . . , n where

Σ
(n)
kk = 1, k = 1, . . . , d. Assume that the elements of Σ(n) converge to 1 such that

log(n) · (11T − Σ(n)) → Γ = (Γij)1≤i,j≤d .

Here Γ satisfies that Γij = E(Wi −Wj)
2 for some centered multivariate Gaussian random vector

W = (W1, . . . ,Wd) and is called the variogram of W.

A Hüsler-Reiss model parametrized by Γ is characterized by the limiting tail distribution of

X(n), whose generalized extreme value distribution is defined as the limit

lim
n→∞

P

(

maxi=1,...,nX
(n)
i − bn

an
≤ x

)

= GΓ(x),

for suitable normalizing sequences {an} and {bn}. While not as easy to handle mathematically

as the Gaussian distribution, the Hüsler-Reiss models remain the one of the most widely used

parametric family for multivariate extremes and is often referred to as the Gaussian counterpart

for extremes.

The following proposition shows that the profile random vector of a Hüsler-Reiss model is a

Gaussian random vector on the hyperplane 1⊥.

Proposition 4.1. The profile random vector of the Hüsler-Reiss model parametrized by Γ is

V ∼ N (0,Σ) ,

where

Σ := −1

2

(

I − 1T1

d

)

Γ

(

I − 1T1

d

)

. (4.1)

In other words, V is the unique centered Gaussian random vector on 1⊥ with variogram Γ.

Remark 4.2. Proposition 4.1 was independently derived in an unpublished manuscript by Johan

Segers in 2019. In the special case where the variogram matrix Γ is of rank (d− 1) and the Hüsler-

Reiss multivariate generalized Pareto distribution Z admits a density, this result was proven in

Corollary 3.7 of Hentschel et al. (2024).

It is also straightforward to construct random vectors with Hüsler-Reiss extremal dependence

structure characterized by a given variogram matrix Γ. Let X be a random vector defined by

X
d
= E · 1+V − νV,

where V ∼ N(0,Σ) for Σ as defined in (4.1), νV is as defined in (3.4), and E is a standard

exponential random variable independent of V. From Proposition 3.9, the tail of X follows a

Hüsler-Reiss model parametrized by Γ.
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In the recent literature on Hüsler-Reiss models, Γ is often assumed to be the variogram of a

full-rank Gaussian vector such that the resulting multivariate generalized Pareto distribution Z

admits a density. In this case, the resulting Σ is of rank d − 1 and has the eigen decomposition

Σ =
∑d−1

k=1 λkuku
T
k where λk > 0 for k = 1, . . . , d−1. The last eigenvector ud = 1√

d
1 corresponds to

eigenvalue λd = 0. Its pseudo-inverse Θ =
∑d−1

k=1
1
λk
uku

T
k embeds the conditional independence in-

formation in the tail and serves as a precision matrix to the extremal graphical model. For extremal

graphical models and the precision matrices of Hüsler-Reiss graphical models, see Engelke and Hitz

(2020), Hentschel et al. (2024) and Wan and Zhou (2023).

The result in Proposition 4.1 generalizes to Hüsler-Reiss models of all ranks. In fact, Section 5

illustrates that being able to characterize lower-rank models for multivariate extremes allows the

possibility of lower-dimensional approximation for tail data.

5 Principal component analysis

In this section, we illustrate the application of principal component analysis to achieve a lower-

dimensional approximation to the extremal dependence structure.

Principal component analysis is a classical technique in multivariate analysis for finding lower

dimensional representations of a random vector while retaining most of its variability. Given a

centered random vectorX ∈ Rd, principal component analysis identifies the linear subspace S∗
p ⊂ Rd

of dimension p < d such that the L2-distance between X and its projection ΠS∗

p
X onto S∗

p is

minimized:

S∗
p := argminPE‖ΠPX−X‖22.

This is achieved by considering the orthonormal eigenvectors v1, . . . ,vd of the covariance matrix

E(XXT ) with ordered eigenvalues λ1 ≥ . . . ≥ λd ≥ 0. The projection of Πvk
X onto the subspace

spanned by vk is called the k-th principal component of X. The optimal subspace S∗
p is the span

of v1, . . . ,vp and the best p-dimensional approximation of X is the sum of its first p principal

components

ΠS∗

p
X = Πv1

X+ · · ·+ΠvpX.

Previous literature applying principal component analysis to extremes has focused on applying

the principal component analysis to the angular component Θ, see Cooley and Thibaud (2019) and

Drees and Sabourin (2021). However, Θ resides on the unit sphere {v ∈ [0,∞)d|‖v‖ = 1}, which is

not a linear subspace. Hence any lower dimensional approximation of Θ via principal component

analysis will no longer result in an angular component.

In this section, let us consider constructing a lower dimensional approximation of a profile ran-

dom vector V via principal component analysis. First, given the moment constraint E[emax(V)] <

∞, the covariance matrix E[VVT ] always exists. Second, since V ∈ 1⊥, the last eigenvector vd is

equal to 1/
√
d with eigenvalue λd = 0, and hence

V = Πv1
V+ · · ·+Πvd−1

V.
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Each principal component Πvk
V is a profile random vector on its own and can be interpreted as

the extremal dependence along direction vk. For any p < d − 1, the p-dimensional approximation

of V is

ΠS∗

p
V = Πv1

V+ · · · +ΠvpV,

which also defines a profile random vector. This induces a lower-dimensional approximation for

the associated diagonal multivariate generalized Pareto distribution Z∗, standardized multivariate

generalized Pareto distribution Z and spectral random vector S.

Recall from Proposition 4.1 that a Hüsler-Reiss model has profile random vector V ∼ N(0,Σ),

where Σ is any positive semidefinite matrix on 1⊥. Let v1, . . . ,vd be the eigenvectors of Σ cor-

responding to ordered eigenvalues λ1 ≥ . . . ≥ λd. Then vd = 1/
√
d and λd = 0. Each principal

component of V can be written as

Πvk
V ∼ N(0,vkv

T
k ).

Coversely, for k = 1, . . . , d − 1, let Vk be independent profile random vectors such that Vk ∼
N(0,vkv

T
k ). The V can be written as

V
d
= V1 + · · ·+Vd−1.

In other words, the dependence structure of a Hüsler-Reiss model can be decomposed into that of

at most (d − 1) Hüsler-Reiss models, each of whose dependence structure is concentrated on one

specific direction. The p-dimensional approximation of V is achieved by

V
d≈ V1 + · · ·+Vp.

In conventional PCA, the discarded principal components describe directions where the vari-

ation of the data is minimized. In the PCA for profile random vectors, the discarded principal

components describe the directions where the extremal dependence is strong enough to be approx-

imated by complete dependence. Consider the trivial case where V can be approximated by the

trivial constant 0, then the diagonal multivariate generalized Pareto distribution Z∗ d
= E ·1 lies on

the vector 1, meaning that all components are completely dependent in the tail.

6 Discussions

In this paper, we propose to characterize the extremal dependence of a multivariate random vector

by a measure the hyperplane 1⊥, namely the profile random vectors. The main advantage of the

profile random vectors is that they reside on a linear vector space and are closed under finite addi-

tion and scalar multiplication. This provides a context to apply statistical analysis based on linear

techniques to analyze the extremes. We have illustrated that principal component analysis can be

applied naturally to achieve a lower-dimensional representation of the extremal dependence struc-

ture. Other possible applications include unsupervised learning, such as clustering, or supervised

classification, such as linear discriminant analysis.
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In addition, the widely used Hüsler-Reiss models are characterized by Gaussian profile random

vectors. On one hand, this opens up the possibility for alternative and potentially more efficient

inference for the Hüsler-Reiss models. On the other hand, this provides a setting to extend the

Hüsler-Reiss models to mixture models, in parallel to Gaussian mixture models.

The scenario which this paper has not discussed is when a random vector has asymptotically

independent components. This will be explored in future work but we present below a small

illustration of what could happen. Consider the simple example of a two-dimensional vector X =

(X1,X2) with standard exponential margins. Denote Y = (Y1, Y2) = (eX1 , eX2) which has standard

Pareto margins. Then projecting the tail of X onto the hyperplane {(x1, x2)|x1 + x2 = 0} is

equivalent to projecting the tail ofY to {(y1, y2)|(y1y2)1/2 = 1}. In the case whereX1 andX2 (hence

Y1 and Y2) are asymptotically independent, the projection reveals the dependence between the two

components that is characterized by hidden regular variation, see e.g. Maulik and Resnick (2004)

for more details. In the case where the dimension of the vector d ≥ 3, additional consideration

should also be given to the scenario that the extremal dependence is the combination of multiple

extremal directions.
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A Proofs

Proof of Proposition 3.1. Consider the conditional distribution X− r · 1|X̄ ≥ r, we have

P (X− r · 1 ≤ z|X̄ ≥ r) =
P (X− r · 1 ≤ z, X̄ ≥ r|max(X) ≥ r)

P (X̄ ≥ r|max(X) ≥ r)

=
P (X− r · 1 ≤ z, X̄ ≥ r|max(X) ≥ r)

P ((X− r · 1)T1 ≥ 0|max(X) ≥ r)
.

Taking the limit r → ∞, we have

lim
r→∞

P (X− r · 1 ≤ z|X̄ ≥ r) =
limr→∞ P (X− r · 1 ≤ z, X̄ ≥ r|max(X) ≥ r)

limr→∞ P ((X− r · 1)T1 ≥ 0|max(X) ≥ r)

=
P (Z ≤ z,ZT1 ≥ 0)

P (ZT1 ≥ 0)
.

To take the last equality, it remains to justify that P (ZT1 ≥ 0) > 0. Since the components of X

and hence Z are asymptotically dependent, we have P (Sj > −∞) = 1 for 1 ≤ j ≤ d. Hence there

exists M > 0 such that P (min(S) > −M) > 0. We have

P (ZT1 ≥ 0) = P ((E · 1+ S)T1 ≥ 0)
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≥ P (min(S) > −M,E > M)

= P (min(S) > −M) · P (E > M) > 0.

Therefore Z∗ d
= Z |ZT1 ≥ 0.

Proofs of Proposition 3.4. To prove this proposition, we make use of the definitions of T-generator

and U-generator introduced in Section 3.3.

A T-generator of S is defined by T := S− S̄ · 1. From Proposition 3.1,

Z∗ d
= Z |ZT1 ≥ 0.

Since Z can be written as Z = E · 1+T−max (T) · 1, the conditional event i

{ZT1 ≥ 0} = {E · d+TT1−max(T) · d ≥ 0} = {E · d−max(T) · d ≥ 0} = {E −max(T) ≥ 0},

following the fact that T ∈ 1⊥ and hence TT1 = 0. Therefore

Z∗ d
= ((E −maxT) · 1+T) | E ≥ max(T).

For any s ≥ 0 and Borel set B ⊆ 1⊥,

P (E −max(T) ≥ s,T ∈ B|E ≥ max(T)) =
P (E −max(T) ≥ s,T ∈ B)

P (E ≥ max(T))

=

∫∞
s P (max(T) ≤ t− s,T ∈ B)e−tdt

∫∞
0 P (max(T) ≤ t)e−tdt

u=t−s
=

∫∞
0 P (max(T) ≤ u,T ∈ B)e−(u+s)du

∫∞
0 P (max(T) ≤ t)e−tdt

= e−s ·
∫∞
0 P (max(T) ≤ u,T ∈ B)e−udu
∫∞
0 P (max(T) ≤ t)e−tdt

Take B = 1⊥, then

P (E −max(T) ≥ s|E ≥ max(T)) = e−s.

Take s = 0, then

P (T ∈ B|E ≥ max(T)) =

∫∞
0 P (max(T) ≤ u,T ∈ B)e−udt
∫∞
0 P (max(T) ≤ t)e−tdt

.

Therefore the conditional distribution of E − max(T) |E ≥ max(T) is again a unit exponential

distribution and E −max(T) and T are conditionally indpenedent given E ≥ max(T). Define

U :
d
= T |max(T) ≤ E, (A.1)

then

Z∗ d
= E′ · 1+U
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where E′ is a unit exponential distribution independent of U. Since the T-generators form the

class of vectors T , from (A.1), the vectors U form the class of random vectors U .
It remains to show that there is a one-to-one correspondence between U ∈ U and V ∈ V via

U = V + νV.

Given U ∈ U , we have

E[U] ≤ E[max(U)] · 1 ≤ E[emax(U) − 1] · 1 < ∞.

Therefore we can construct V = U − E[U] ∈ V. Given any V ∈ V, we seek to find a constant

vector ν ∈ 1⊥ such that

U = V− ν ∈ U .

this holds if and only if

E[eV1−ν1 ] = · · · = E[eVd−νd ] =: M.

Since ν ∈ 1⊥, we have

Md =

d∏

k=1

E[eVk−νk ] =

(
d∏

k=1

E[eVk ]

)

· e−
∑d

k=1
νk =

d∏

k=1

E[eVk ].

Therefore ν must take value in ν = νV where

eνV =
E
[
eV
]

M
=

E
[
eV
]

(
∏d

k=1E [eVk ]
)1/d

.

Proof of Proposition 3.5. From (A.1), for any s ≥ 0

P (max(U) ≤ s) = P (max(T) ≤ s|max(T) ≤ E).

Therefore

max(U)
d
= max(T) |max(T) ≤ E.

Given any Borel set B ⊆ 1⊥,

P (U ∈ B|max(U) = s) = P (T ∈ B|max(T) = s,max(T) ≤ E)

= P (T ∈ B|max(T) = s,E ≥ s)

= P (T ∈ B|max(T) = s).

Therefore

U | {max(U) = s} d
= T | {max(T) = s}.

For any s ≥ 0,

P (max(U) ≤ s) = P (max(T) ≤ s|max(T) ≤ E)
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=
P (max(T) ≤ s,max(T) ≤ E)

P (max(T) ≤ E)

=

∫ s
0 P (max(T) ≤ t)e−tdt+

∫∞
s P (max(T) ≤ s)e−tdt

∫∞
0 P (max(T) ≤ t)e−tdt

u=e−t

=

∫ s
0 P (max(T) ≤ t)e−tdt+ P (max(T) ≤ s)

∫∞
s e−tdt

∫ 1
0 P (max(T) ≤ − log(u))du

=

∫ s
0 P (max(T) ≤ t)e−tdt+ e−s · P (max(T) ≤ s)

∫ 1
0 P

(
e−max(T) ≥ u

)
du

=

∫ s
0 P (max(T) ≤ t)e−tdt+ e−s · P (max(T) ≤ s)

E
[
e−max(T)

]

Given U, let T be a random vector for whom the joint distribution (T|max(T),max(T)) is

defined via (3.6) and (3.8). It can be seen that T ∈ T . Let Z be the standardized multivariate

generalized Pareto generated by T and let Z∗ be its associated diagonal multivariate generalized

Pareto distribution. Denote the U-generator for Z∗ by UT obtained from T via (3.6) and (3.7). It

suffices to show that

UT

d
= U.

Since

UT|max(UT)
d
= T|max(T)

d
= U|max(U),

it suffices to show that

max(UT)
d
= max(U).

By definition

P (max(UT) ≤ s) ∝
∫ s

0
P (max(T) ≤ t)e−tdt+ e−sP (max(T) ≤ s)

Plug in

P (max(T) ≤ s) ∝ esP (max(U) ≤ s)−
∫ s

0
P (max(U) ≤ t)etdt

from (3.8), we have

P (max(UT) ≤ s) ∝ e−s

(

esP (max(U) ≤ s)−
∫ s

0
P (max(U) ≤ t)etdt

)

+

∫ s

0

(

etP (max(U) ≤ t)−
∫ t

0
P (max(U) ≤ u)eudu

)

e−tdt

= P (max(U) ≤ s)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

Term I

− e−s

∫ s

0
P (max(U) ≤ t)etdt

︸ ︷︷ ︸

Term II

+

∫ s

0
P (max(U) ≤ t)dt

︸ ︷︷ ︸

Term III

−
∫ s

0

∫ t

0
P (max(U) ≤ u)eu−tdudt

︸ ︷︷ ︸

Term IV

.
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Consider Term IV, we have

Term IV =

∫ s

0

∫ t

0
P (max(U) ≤ u)eu−tdudt

=

∫ s

0

∫ s

u
P (max(U) ≤ u)eu−tdtdu

=

∫ s

0
P (max(U) ≤ u)eu(e−u − e−s)du

=

∫ s

0
P (max(U) ≤ u)du− e−s

∫ s

0
P (max(U) ≤ u)eudu

= Term III−Term II.

Hence

P (max(UT) ≤ s) ∝ Term I = P (max(U) ≤ s),

and

UT

d
= U.

Proof of Corollary 3.6. Since (3.9) is a direct result during the proof of Proposition 3.5, it suffices

to prove (3.10). Furthermore, given (3.6), it suffices to prove

max(U) | {max(U) ≥ r − E} d→ max(T), r → ∞. (A.2)

For any x > 0 and r > x,

P (max(U) ≤ x|max(U) ≥ r − E)

=
P (r − E < max(U) ≤ x)

P (max(U) ≥ r − E)

=

∫∞
r−x P (r − t < max(U) ≤ x) e−tdt
∫∞
0 P (max(U) ≥ r − t) e−tdt

=

∫∞
r−x P (max(U) ≤ x) e−tdt−

∫∞
r−x P (max(U) ≤ r − t) e−tdt

∫∞
0 P (max(U) ≥ r − t) e−tdt

u=r−t
=

P (max(U) ≤ x) e−r+x −
∫ x
−∞ P (max(U) ≤ u) eu−rdu

∫ r
−∞ P (max(U) ≥ u) eu−rdu

=
P (max(U) ≤ x) ex −

∫ x
0 P (max(U) ≤ u) eudu

∫ r
−∞ P (max(U) ≥ u) eudu

r→∞→ P (max(U) ≤ x) ex −
∫ x
0 P (max(U) ≤ u) eudu

∫∞
−∞ P (max(U) ≥ u) eudu

=
P (max(U) ≤ x) ex −

∫ x
0 P (max(U) ≤ u) eudu

∫∞
−0 P

(
emax(U) ≥ eu

)
deu

=
P (max(U) ≤ x) ex −

∫ x
0 P (max(U) ≤ u) eudu

E
[
emax(U)

]
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= P (max(T) ≤ x) .

Therefore (A.2) is proved.

Proof of Corollary 3.7. The result follows by taking the derivatives of both sides of (3.7) or (3.8)

with respect to s.

Proof of Proposition 3.9. The convergence to diagonal multivariate generalized Pareto distribution

Z∗ is trivial by looking at the conditional distribution of X− r ·1 given X̄ > r. It remains to show

the convergence to the standardized multivariate generalized Pareto distribution Z.

Denote the U-generator U := V− νV. We have

X− r · 1 |max(X) ≥ r

= (E · 1+U− r · 1) |E +max(U) ≥ r

= (E +max(U) − r) · 1+ (U−max(U) · 1) |E +max(U) ≥ r.

Given s > 0 and any Borel set B ∈ {v|max(v) = 0}, observe that

P (E +max(U) − r ≥ s,U−max(U) · 1 ∈ B|E +max(U) ≥ r)

= P (E +max(U) − r ≥ s,U−max(U) · 1 ∈ B|E +max(U) ≥ r,max(U) ≤ r)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

I

·P (max(U) < r|E +max(U) ≥ r)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

1−II

+P (E +max(U) − r ≥ s,U−max(U) · 1 ∈ B|E +max(U) ≥ r,max(U) > r)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

≤1

·P (max(U) ≥ r|E +max(U) ≥ r)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

II

.

First consider part II:

II = P (max(U) ≥ r|E +max(U) ≥ r)

=
P (max(U) ≥ r)

P (E +max(U) ≥ r)

=
P (max(U) ≥ r)

∫ r
0 P (max(U) ≥ r − t) e−tdt+

∫∞
r 1 · e−tdt

u=t−s
=

P (max(U) ≥ r)
∫ r
0 P (max(U) ≥ u) eu−rdu+ e−r

=
erP (max(U) ≥ r)

∫ r
0 P (max(U) ≥ u) eudu+ 1

.

Note that

E[emax(U)] =

∫ ∞

0
P
(

emax(U) ≥ t
)

dt
u=log(t)

=

∫ ∞

0
P (max(U) ≥ u) eudu.
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Therefore as r → ∞, the numerator of II

P (max(U) ≥ r) er → 0,

and the denominator
∫ r

0
P (max(U) ≥ u) eudu+ 1 → E[emax(U)] + 1 < ∞.

Therefore

II = P (max(U) ≥ r|E +max(U) ≥ r) → 0, r → ∞.

Now consider part I:

I = P (E +max(U) − r ≥ s,U−max(U) · 1 ∈ B|E +max(U) ≥ r,max(U) ≤ r)

=
P (E +max(U) − r ≥ s,U−max(U) · 1 ∈ B,max(U) ≤ r)

P (E +max(U) ≥ r,max(U) ≤ r)

=

∫∞
s P (s− t ≤ max(U)− r ≤ 0,U −max(U) · 1 ∈ B) e−tdt

P (E +max(U) ≥ r,max(U) ≤ r)

u=t−s
=

e−s
∫∞
0 P (−u ≤ max(U) − r ≤ 0,U −max(U) · 1 ∈ B) e−udu

P (E +max(U) ≥ r,max(U) ≤ r)

= e−s · P (E +max(U) ≥ r,max(U) ≤ r,U−max(U) · 1 ∈ B)

P (E +max(U) ≥ r,max(U) ≤ r)

= e−s · P (U−max(U) · 1 ∈ B|E +max(U) ≥ r,max(U) ≤ r) .

From Corollary 3.6, as r → ∞,

U−max(U)|E+max(U)≥r
d→ T−max(T) = S.

Hence

P (U−max(U) · 1 ∈ B|E +max(U) ≥ r)

= P (U−max(U) · 1 ∈ B|E +max(U) ≥ r,max(U) ≤ r) · P (max(U) < r|E +max(U) ≥ r)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

1−II→1

+P (U−max(U) · 1 ∈ B|E +max(U) > r,max(U) ≤ r)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

≤1

·P (max(U) >≥ r|E +max(U) ≥ r)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

II→0

→ P (S ∈ B).

Consequently, we have

P (U−max(U) · 1 ∈ B|E +max(U) ≥ r,max(U) ≤ r) → P (S ∈ B)

and

P (E +max(U)− r ≥ s,U−max(U) · 1 ∈ B|E +max(U) ≥ r) → e−s · P (S ∈ B).
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This shows that

X− r · 1 |max(X) ≥ r
d→ Z

d
= E · 1+ S

where S is the spectral random vector associated with V.

Proof of Proposition 4.1. In the case where Σ is of rank (d− 1) and the standardized multivariate

generalized Pareto distribution Z admits a density, the proof directly follows from Corollary 3.7 of

Hentschel et al. (2024).

Assume that Γ and Σ are of rank lower than (d− 1). Define

Γm := Γ +
2

m
(11T − I), m = 1, 2, . . .

Then each Γm is a rank (d− 1)-variogram and Γm → Γ as m → ∞.

Let {Gm,Zm,Z∗
m,Vm} be the generalized extreme value distribution, standardized multivariate

generalized Pareto distirbution, diagonal multivariate generalized Pareto distribution and profile

random vector of the Hüsler-Reiss model parametrized by Γm, respectively. Let {G,Z,Z∗,V} that

of the Hüsler-Reiss model parametrized by Γ. For any x ∈ (0,∞)d,

Gm(x) → G(x).

From (2.3) this implies that

Zm
d→ Z,

hence

Z∗
m

d→ Z∗

and

Vm
d→ V.

We have

Vm = N(0,Σm)
d→ N(0,Σ).

Therefore

V ∼ N(0,Σ).
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