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Abstract

The coefficient of variation, which measures the variability of a distribution from its
mean, is not uniquely defined in the multidimensional case, and so is the multidimensional
Gini index, which measures the inequality of a distribution in terms of the mean differences
among its observations. In this paper, we connect these two notions of sparsity, and
propose a multidimensional coefficient of variation based on a multidimensional Gini index.
We demonstrate that the proposed coefficient possesses the properties of the univariate
coeflicient of variation. We also show its connection with the Voinov-Nikulin coefficient of
variation, and compare it with the other multivariate coefficients available in the literature.
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coefficient of variation.
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1 Introduction

The coefficient of variation is the standard measure to summarize through a scalar value the
variability of a set of points in a statistical distribution. For one dimensional distributions the
universally accepted definition of the coefficient of variation (CV) is:

CV(M) =7 (1)

where o and m are the standard deviation and the mean, respectively, of a statistical distribution
1. Albeit the coefficient in has been used for more than a century to handle one dimensional
data, there is still no universally accepted way to measure the variability of a multidimensional
distribution. Indeed, different definitions of a multivariate coefficient of variation are present
in the statistical literature [AHR15]. Among them, only a few enjoy the most basic property
that the univariate coefficient of variation possesses, such as being scale-invariant [AGT24].

A similar issue occurs for another measure of sparsity, the Gini index. The (univariate) Gini
index is a measure of sparsity that summarises with a scalar value the inequality of a statistical
distribution in terms of the mean difference between its values, normalised by their mean.
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Given a distribution u supported over [0,00) with mean m, the Gini index [Ginl4l |Gin21] is

defined as
= d 2
G(n) 2| ‘f f |z — y|u(dr)p(dy). (2)

On the one hand, the Gini index is a measure of sparsity, thus easier to interpret than the
coefficient of variation: G(u) is always between 0 and 1, where 0 represents a status of perfect
equality, while 1 represent the maximum inequality. On the other hand, the coefficient of
variation is well-defined for every probability measure that has non-null mean, whereas the
Gini index requires u to be supported only on the positive half-line in order to attain a value
between 0 and 1.

Despite the differences, the coefficient of variation in and the Gini index in have
many common traits, as they both aim to summarise the information about the sparsity of a
distribution through a scalar value that does not depend on the unit of measurement. These
similarities become apparent when we consider a Gaussian distribution.

Let p = N(m, o) be a Gaussian distribution with both m,o > 0. Then, through a simple
computation, we have that

G(p) 2|mJJI$—ylu (dz)p(dy) = \F|m|

Thus, for a Gaussian distribution, the Gini index is proportional to the coefficient of variation.
Furthermore, if we consider an alternative “squared” definition of the Gini index:

Gato) = (5 [ [ 1o - Puldoyutdy))’, 3)

based on the L? norm rather than the L' norm as in , we have that

1

Ga1) = (573 || [ (0 = 200 + )t ()

= \/;’m‘ ( JR 2?u(de) —2m® + JR 3/2/L(dy))é

1 ( 5\ 3 o
= 20 ) = —,
V2|m| [m|

which shows that, for any distribution p, the squared Gini index G2 coincides exactly with the
coefficient of variation. The above findings indicate that the Gini index G; and the coefficient

of variation C'V are the L' and L? norms of the same function |x|mz|/\

Related Work

The univariate coefficient of variation is a well-established measure of sparsity that has been
widely adopted by the scientific community. Despite its widespread use, a universally accepted
method to extend this coefficient to distributions supported over high-dimensional spaces has yet
to be developed. This lack of clarity on how a multivariate coefficient of variation (MCV) should
be defined and what properties it should enjoy lead to multiple extensions: (i) the Reyment’s
coefficient of variation [Rey60], (ii) the Van Valen’s coefficient of variation [VV74], (iii) the
Albert and Zhang’s coefficient of variation [AZ10], and (iv) the Voinov-Nikulin’s coefficient
of variation [VNI12|]. Although these coefficients have been recently unified under a general
definition in [CO24], they all exhibit different properties. For example, the Voinov-Nikulin’s
coefficient of variation is the only scale invariant MCV, i.e. it does not change if we rescale one



or more of the components of the vectorial quantity under study by changing their respective
units of measure [AHR15).

The Gini index was firstly introduced by the Italian statistician Corrado Gini, [Ginl4) [Gin21]
along with the less famous index proposed by Gaetano Pietra [Piel5|. The hunger for measures
of inequality, especially in economics applications, is still alive, as witnessed by the evergrowing
amount of works in this direction [GR25, BL*08, [Coul9, BGR25, [HN10]. We refer the reader
to [BCMM20, EIi18, [EG20] for an exhaustive review of this topic. Similarly to the coefficient
of variation, there is no universally accepted extension of the Gini index to the multivariate
case and, for this reason, different higher-dimensional extensions have been proposed over
time. The earliest approach relies on differential geometry methods and was developed by
Taguchi [Tag72al [Tag72b|. Subsequent contributions were made by Arnold [Arn08|, Arnold
and Sarabia [AS18|, Gajdos and Weymark [GWO05|, Koshevoy and Mosler [KM96) [KM97], and
Sarabia and Jorda [SJ20]. Unfortunately, as discussed in [AS18|, these multivariate extensions
are largely guided by elegant mathematical frameworks but often lack practical applicability
and interpretability. A recent line of research defines an higher dimensional Gini index based
on the principal components of the data, rather than on the data itself [Tos22]. This approach
has lead to the definition of new measures of inequality that are scale invariant [GRT24] as well
as to a natural way to express the multivariate Gini index as a suitable convex combination of
the Gini indexes of its principal components [AGT24]. This has been then fruitfully used to
define discrepancies which are stable under change of scale [ABGT24].

Our Contribution and Structure of the Paper

Building on the above references, and on a recent generalization of the Gini index for multivariate
distributions [AGT24l [GRT24], in this paper we shed further light on the connections between
the Gini index and the coefficient of variation, for the multidimensional case. Through this
connection, that is based on a solid theoretical foundation [AGT24, [ABGT24|, we compare
the existing multivariate coefficients of variation in terms of their properties.

The paper is organised as follows. After some preliminary background in Section [2] in
Section 3| we define the properties that a multivariate coefficient of variation should have,
in analogy of those of the univariate coefficient . In Section , we present a Gini based
multivariate coefficient of variation, and demonstrate its properties, along with those of the
the Voinov-Nikulin’s MCV, to which it is strictly related. In Section |5, we compare the other
existing MCVs in terms of their properties. Section [6] presents some examples and simulation
studies which help clarifying the importance of our proposal, and concludes with some final
remarks.

2 Preliminaries

In what follows, we denote with |x| = /23 + 23 + - - - + 22 the Euclidean norm of x € R”. Let
g =1, and let P, (R"™) denote the class of all probability measures y on R™ with finite moment
of order ¢, that is

fRn |x|?p(dx) < +00. (4)

Since we are working in Euclidean spaces, every probability measure p is canonically associated
with a random vector X. Henceforth, we write X ~ p to denote the random vector associated
with the probability measure p € Py(R™) and use X and p interchangeably. In particular, given
a random vector X and a MCV ~, we denote the variability of X according to v with either
~7(X) or v(u), depending on which expression is more convenient in the context. For every



p € Po(R™), we have that the mean value vector m := E(X) = {5, x u(dx) and the covariance
matrix X, namely

() = oo X = [ wiasutin) — ([ wntan)) ([ ointan).

of a random vector X, whose probability law is u € Po(R™), are well defined. Similarly, the
correlation matrix of u, namely P, is well-defined and we have that

by
17-]
Var(X;)Var(X;)

We remark that ¥ and P are symmetric and positive semidefinite. In what follows, we assume
that X is invertible and that m # 0, unless we specify otherwise.

2.1 Whitening processes

Given a n-dimensional random vector X whose mean is m and covariance matrix is X, we have
that the n-dimensional random vector Y = WX has mean Wm and WTSW for every n x n
matrix W, [Mahl8, [LZ98]. We say that W is a whitening matrix for a random vector X if the
covariance matrix of WX is the identity matrix, that is WX W = Id or, equivalently, if

wiw ==L (5)

Owing to the fact that the whitening matrix is not unique, there are a variety of whitening
processes that are commonly used [KLS18|. Indeed, it is easy to see that, given a whitening
matrix W for X and an orthogonal matrix Z, the matrix W’ = ZW satisfies . However,
as shown in [AGT24], only a few of these processes possess the scale stability property,
which ensures that the random vector obtained by whitening X := (X, Xs,...,X,) or
X' = (X1,Xs,...,aX;,...,X,) is the same for every a > 0 and i € [n]. More formally, a
whitening process is a map & that, given a random vector X or its associated probability
measure /i, returns a whitening matrix W,,. Denoted with diag(q) the diagonal matrix whose
diagonal values are ¢ = (q1,q2, - .., qn), we have that 8 is scale stable if, given a random vector
X and a diagonal matrix Q = diag(qi1,q2, - -.,qn) such that ¢; > 0, it holds

WX = W,a(QX),

where p? is the probability measure associated with the random vector QX. A scale stable
whitening processes exists; for example, in [AGT24], it has been shown that the Cholesky
whitening and the Zero-phase Components Analysis whitening transformation applied to the
correlation matrix (ZCA-cor whitening) are both scale stable. For the sake of simplicity, we
focus only on the ZCA-cor whitening associated with a probability measure p, which is defined
as

WHZCA _ pl2y-12 GT@GV—lp7 (6)

where (i) V is a diagonal matrix containing the variances of the components of X, (ii) G is
the orthonormal matrix induced by the eigenvectors of P, and (iii) © is the diagonal matrix
containing the eigenvalues of P.

Therefore, from now on, any whitening matrix is tacitly assumed to be the ZCA-cor
whitening matrix associated to the random vector at hand, unless we specify otherwise. Finally,
given a random vector X ~ u, we denote with WHZ CAX =: X* ~ p* its whitened counterpart
and refer to the entries of X* as the principal components of X.



2.2 The Coefficient of Variation and its High-dimensional Generalizations

Given a one dimensional random variable with non null-mean, the standard way to measure
its sparsity is through the coefficient of variation, defined as C'V (u) := o/|m|, where o is the
standard deviation of the random variable and m # 0 its mean.

There are different ways to extend the coefficient of variation to higher dimensional random
vectors. To the best of our knowledge, there are four extension of the coefficient of variation
to the multivariate setting. Given a probability measure p € P2(R™), whose mean is m and
variance matrix is ¥, the known multivariate coefficients of variation are defined as follows

1. Voinov-Nikulin’s coefficient of variation [VN12|, which is defined as

W) = @

2. Reyment’s coefficient of variation [Rey60], which is defined as

YR(1) =4 %; (8)

3. Van Valen’s coefficient of variation [VV74], which is defined as

tr(%)

T (9)

’va(u) = m

4. Albert and Zhang’s coefficient of variation [AZI0], which is defined as

m7Ym

vaz(u) =\ 5 (10)

3 Properties of Multivariate Coefficients of Variation

In this section, we outline the properties that the classic univariate coefficient of variation

(11)

o
CV(p) = —

m|
satisfies and extend them to a higher dimensional setting, drawing inspiration from [HR09].
We then employ these properties as guidelines to compare the four multivariate coefficients of

variation introduced in the previous Section.

3.1 Coherence

The first property that a multivariate coefficient of variation should possess is that, when
applied to a one dimensional measure, it coincides with the univariate coefficient of variation
in . We name this property coherence.

Definition 1. A multivariate coefficient of variation v is coherent if

g

v(p) = W

for every p € Pa(R) with mean m # 0 and variance o2.

It is easy to show that all the four multivariate coefficients of variation introduced in Section
possess this property.



3.2 Scale Invariancy

One of the most important properties a multivariate coefficient of variation should possess is
scale invariance.

Definition 2 (Scale Invariance). Given a random n-dimensional vector X ~ p, with p € Po(R™),
and a n X n invertible matriz A, we denote with pa the probability measure associated with the
random vector Y = AX. A coefficient of variation vy is scale invariant if y(pua) = y(u) for any
invertible n x n matriz A.

Scale invariance ensures that the sparsity of a measure depends only on the probability
measure itself, and neither on the unit of measure nor on the coordinates we use to describe
the space. Notice that, if « is scale invariant, then the sparsity of any random vector X is
equal to the sparsity of its principal components X*, that is v(X) = v(X*).

3.3 Splitting Uncorrelated Features

This property states that the sparsity of n features that are not correlated can be expressed as
a function of the sparsity of each entry of X.

Definition 3. A multivariate coefficient of variation  is Splitting Uncorrelated Features (SUF)
if, for every mn, there exists a function G : R™ — [0, 00) such that

V(X) = G(’Y(Xl)a"'v/Y(Xn))a (12)

where X = (X1,...,X,) is a random vector with uncorrelated entries, i.e. such that its
covariance matrix % is diagonal.

Notice that a multivariate coefficient of variation satisfying this property enables the
aggregation of sparsity information without the need of merging datasets. Indeed, if we have
two sets of uncorrelated information X’ and X”, we can compute v((X’, X”)) using only ~v(X’)
and v(X”).

3.4 Rising Tide

The rising tide property was firstly introduced in [HR09]. When applied to measures of
inequality which are defined on positive quantities, the property states that if we add any
positive constant to all elements of the vector, the value of the MCV decreases. When
considering measures of inequality, such as Gini index, the quantity to add is necessarily
positive. However, since coefficients of variation are defined for more general probability
distributions with non-null mean, we cannot add any constant to the random vector. For
example, if X has mean m # 0, the vector X — m has null mean. For this reason, we define
below a revised version of the rising tide property.

Definition 4. Let v be a multivariate coefficient of variation. We say that -y satisfies the rising
tide property if, given X ~ p an n-dimensional random vector with mean m and covariance
matriz X, we have that

Y1) = 7(pe)
for every ¢ € R"™ such that ¢’ "'m > 0.
Remark 1. The condition ¢’ ~'m > 0 is necessary to ensure that the mean of the principal

components of a random vector X do not nullify. Given a whitening matriz W associated to X,
we have that the mean of X* = WX is m* = Wm. Therefore, when we add a constant value c



to X, we need to ensure that m* and the whitened vector W point in the same direction. This
happens if and only if (We)TWm = 0 or equivalently, if "W Wm = ¢~ "'m > 0. Notice
that, when X is a random variable, the condition cI L™ m > 0 boils down to (cm)/o? > 0, that
is cm > 0: ¢ # 0 and m must have the same sign.

Consider the case in which X ~ p is a random variable with positive mean. Definition
then reads that if we add any positive constant to X the coefficient of variation decreases.
Indeed, adding a constant to X does not affect its variance matrix, hence we have that

o o o o
CV (pe) = = — = COV(p).

= < —
m—+c m—+c m m
| | Im|

Notice that this property does not hold if we allow ¢ to be negative. This property describes
the fact that two random vectors having the same covariance matrix but different means entail
different levels of variability.

3.5 Cloning

This property states that the value of the multivariate coefficient of variation should not change
if we consider a coupling (X, X) composed of two independent copies of the vector X. In
other words, measuring the same quantities twice does not affect the sparsity of the measured
quantities.

Definition 5. A coefficient of variation v satisfies the cloning property if, for any given X, we
have that

7(X) = 7((X,X))
where (X, X) is an independent coupling.

3.6 Dimension Stability

Lastly, we consider dimension stability. This property describes the limiting behaviour of a
multivariate coefficient of variation when evaluated on a sequence of independent random
vectors. It seems desirable that the multivariate coefficient of variation converges toward a
constant value L if the marginal measures y; are such that CV (p;) = ﬁ;’i‘
lim; V%\ = L. This property implies that if we have an increasing number of independent
features whose coefficient of variation converge to L, the sparsity of the random vector that
contains them converges toward the common value L as the number of independent features

increases.

exists, it is finite, and

Definition 6. Let v be a multivariate coefficient of variation and let {,u(")}neN be a sequence
of independent probability measures such that

o for every n € N, we have that (™ € Py(R"),

e for every n € N, let X = (Xl(n),Xén)7 . ,XT(ln)) ~ p™ | then each entry of X is
independent from the other entries, and

e the marginal of ™ on the first n — 1 coordinates is equal to p™Y

x(n-1) = x™ (an),Xén), e Xr@l) for every n.

-n

or, equivalently

Denoted with m™ the mean of p™ and with 07(3)1 be the standard deviation of the n-th
component of u™ | we say that ~ is dimension stable if the limit of v(u(”)) exists whenever

e

lim,, o0 ‘ exists and it holds

]
n
oi

(n)"

n

lim ~v(p™) = lim

n—o0 n—0o0
|m



In other words, a coefficient of variation is dimension stable if, when adding to a random
vector a sequence of independent one dimensional random variables, whose coeflicient of
variation converges to a value L, the coefficient of variation of the resulting sequence of random
vectors converge to L as well.

4 The Gini Index as a Coefficient of Variation

Building on the connection established in the introduction, in this section we show that the
squared multivariate Gini index extending yields a multivariate coefficient of variation with
the properties discussed in the previous section.

Let u € Po(R™) be a probability measure, let m be its mean value and ¥ be its covariance
matrix. The squared Gini index of u is then defined as follows

2

Calp) = (M;m RSt Y)M(dX)M(dy)> . (13)

We then have the following.

Theorem 1. Given any probability measure u € Po(R™), we have that

Ga(p) = vVnywn(p) = «/ﬁ‘ (14)

Proof. By definition, we have that

GH0) = s | | = 0TS = youtdxn(a)

1 _ _ _
= 5mTs Im (J . J , xS x+y"Sly —2x"% IY)H(dX)H(dY))

= m (f ) J (R XTE’ly)u(dX)u(dy))
- m (f n(xTE_lx),u(dx) - mTZ_lm)
- ﬁ (J n(x —m)'2 1 (x - m),u(dx))

since X! is symmetric. We then rewrite G3(u) as it follows

1 1

G3(n) = s | (57200 )27 (x = m)u(dx)u(y) (15)

if we change variable and set y* = Zfé(x — m), we have that
1
2 2
G30) = orsrm | I3 1B (0" (16)

where p* is a probability measure whose marginals have null mean and unitary variance. To
conclude, we notice that

1 1 S
G2 _ *[12, % dv*) = f *12 % dv*
300 = arsr Jo, 1318070 = g | Dot Py

1 = . 1 = n
- PRt dyt) = e S 1=
mTZlmi_Z:lfRn i P (dy™) m”Y~1lm Z m”Y"lm’

i=1

since each marginal of y* has unitary variance and null mean. O



Theorem [1| has two important implications.

First of all, it builds on the identity presented in the Section [I] between the squared Gini
index and the coefficient of variation, extending it to the multivariate case. In other words,
the multidimensional squared Gini index is both a measure of variability from the mean and a
measure of inequality. We will shortly see that G5 possesses all properties defined in Section [3
Second, it represents the squared Gini index as proportional to the Voinov-Nikulin’s coefficient
of variation, with a correction term equal to y/n. This simple observation points out that, among
the several options, the Voinov-Nikulim’s coefficient of variation is the rightful multidimensional
extension of the classic coefficient of variation, albeit corrected by a multiplicative constant.

4.1 Properties of G,
In what follows, we show that the G2 multivariate coefficient of variation possesses all the
properties highlighted in Section [3}

4.1.1 Coherence

The coherence of G5 follows from the fact that, for n = 1, we have that ¥~ = 0—12, thus

1 o
Ga(p) = |77 = Tl
o?

Notice that, since for n = 1 Ga(p) = yvn (1) for every probability distribution p € Po(R), also
the Voinov-Nikulin’s coefficient of variation is coherent.

4.1.2 Scale Invariance
Owing to Theorem [I| and the scale invariancy of the Voinov-Nikulin’s coefficient of variation
[AHRI5], we have that Gy is scale invariant as well.

4.1.3 Splitting Uncorrelated Features

We now show that G satisfies the SUF property by providing a function G that allows us to
express G2(X) as a function of the coefficients of variation of the entries of X; when each X; is
uncorrelated from the other entries.

Theorem 2. Let X ~ p € Po(R™) be a vector with uncorrelated entries. Denoted with ¥ the di-

agonal matriz describing the covariance of X, we have that G2(X) = G(CV(X1),...,CV(X,)),
where

n
G(ylayQa"'ayn) :\/ — —5 - (17)
y12+"'+yn2

In particular, we have that Go(X) is the harmonic mean of the coefficients of variation of the
entries of X.

Proof. From a simple computation, we have that

n n
X X5),... X)) = = — X),
G(OV(X1), OV (X),...,CV(Xn)) o m Nmiym G2(X)
o 5
which concludes the proof. ]



It is easy to adapt the argument to suit vy . In particular, we have that ~yn is an
unnormalised harmonic mean of the coefficient of variation of the entries of X.
Owing to the properties of the harmonic mean, we are able to infer the following corollary.

Corollary 1. Let X ~ p € Po(R™) be a random vector. Denoted with X* its principal
components, we have that

1. minj—y_, CV (X)) < G2(X) < max;—1,., CV(X}). In particular, if all the principal
components of X have the same one dimensional coefficient of variation, the multidimen-
stonal Go on the vector of the principal components attains the same value.

2. If we replace k principal components of X*, which we denote with K*, with k uncorrelated
random variables whose coefficients of variation are all equal to the Go(K*) we have
that G3(X) = G2(R*,K*), where R* is a random vector containing the n — k principal
components not contained in K*.

Proof. Statement [I] follows from the additivity of the harmonic mean. Statement 2] follows
from the associativity of the harmonic mean. O

Notice that Corollary [I] does not hold for the classic Voinov-Nikulin’s coefficient of variation.

4.1.4 Rising Tide Property

We now consider the rising tide property. Notice that the same argument we use to prove Gs
possesses this property can be adapted to show that vy possesses it as well. First of all, we
notice that if 3 is the covariance matrix of a random vector X, then the vector X + ¢ has the
same covariance matrix for any ¢ € R™.

Theorem 3. The Go multivariate coefficient of variation satisfies the rising tide property.

Proof. Let X be a random vector with covariance matrix ¥ and mean m. Given c¢ such that
¢S 'm > 0, we have that

n n
Go(X = =
2(X +c) \/(m +¢)TX~1(m + ¢) m”Y"1lm + 2¢7S"1m + T le
n
<p | —/=——— = G2(X),
V m7Y-1m 2(X)
which concludes the proof. O

4.1.5 Cloning

The G4 coefficient of variation possesses the cloning property. Indeed, given a random vector
X with mean m and covariance matrix ¥, we have that the 2n dimensional random vector
(X, X) has mean (m, m) and covariance matrix

>, 0
Z:()QX) - [07 E] ) (18)
where 0 denotes the n x n null matrix. We then have that

o0
—1 _ )
E(X7X) - |: O, 2—1:| ) (19)

10



thus (m, m)TE(;% X)(m, m) = 2m” Y "'m. In particular we infer that

62X, X)) =\ garsrn =\ s = %)

Notice that, while G5 possess the cloning property, vyn does not due to the lack of the
corrective term 4/n.

4.1.6 Dimension Stability

Lastly, we show that G9 is dimension stable. Indeed, let us consider a sequence of probability
measures {1} ey as in Definition @ Denoted with X(™ the random vector associated with

p() = (mgn), . ,m%n)), with m(™ the mean of (™, and with 07(17}% the standard deviation of

szn), we have that

Gao(p™) = v/n i (u™) =

The denominator on the right-hand side of equation (20f) is a Cesaro’s sum, which converges to
(3)y2
lim; o ((m{i); as long as the latter limit exists.
9ii
Again, notice that, while G2 is dimension stable, vy is not, as it lacks the corrective term
4/n that makes the coefficient converge to a limit different from zero, when n goes to oo in ([20)).

Remark 2 (Influence Function of G3). To conclude, we discuss the influence function of Ga,
which measures its robustness when we add a perturbation concentrated in a singular point.
Formally, the influence function is defined as

v i Galpe) — Ga(p) _ 0Ga(pe)
LFg, (w; p) = Tim ] = e

9

e=0

where pe = (1 — €)p + €8, and §; is the Dirac’s delta centred in x. Notice that, since Ga is
equal to \/nyyn its influence function is \/n times the influence function of vy, thus

IFq,(z;p) = Lﬁ ((mTE_lm)2 —2mTy1(x — m))
2(mTY"1m)>

as shown in [AHRI15]. Since all influence functions of the other MCV have been computed in
JAHR15), we will omit their study.

4.2 A (G, Multivariate Coefficient of Variation

We can generalise the squared multidimensional coefficient in (13 considering the L, norm
rather than the Ly norm in ((13)). For any given ¢ > 1 and p € Py(R™), we define

q

Gy(X) = (WéAmH || et Y)Hgﬂ(dX)M(dY)> , (21)

where WNZCA is the ZCA-cor whitening matrix associated with X ~ u. Notice that, when
q = 2, we obtain G2 since HWNZCAmH% = (WfCAm)TWfCAm =m?’Y Im.

11



First, we notice that Gg is the only MCV that is coherent. Indeed, given ¢ # 2 and
X ~ p e Py(R), we have that WMZCA = 1 thus

G¢(X) = ﬁ (2; J § J = quu(dm)u(dy)> o (2|;|q J i f Nz = quﬂ(dx)u(dy)> |

(22)
In particular, we have that G4(X) = CV(X) if and only if

Jn f o =yl u(dx)p(dy) = 20,

which is not true in general. By the same argument, we have that G, is not dimension stable.
On univariate random variables, G, does not depend on o, whereas it is easy to see that
for a multidimensional random vector X with uncorrelated entries G4(X) do depend on the
variances of each entry o;. We then conclude that G is not SUF whenever ¢ # 2. Moreover,
following the argument used in [AGT24], it is possible to show that each G4 for ¢ # 2 is not
scale invariant. However, owing to the fact that the ZCA-cor whitening process is scale stable,
G, is invariant under change of unit of measurement, i.e. G4(X) = G4(QX) for every diagonal
matrix () whose diagonal values are positive.

Finally, we notice that every Gy satisfies the cloning property.

To conclude we study the limit of G, for ¢ — 0.

Theorem 4. Given X ~ p e Py(R™) with bounded support, we have that

max;—1 . nrange(X})
lim G = e te
g—© a(X) = [[WZCAm]|y

where range(X}) is the diameter of the support of the i-th principal component and
||WNZCAII1||OO = maX;—1,.n |(WNZCAm)1| 18 the loo-norm of the whitened mean vector m*.

Proof. Let X ~ p1 € Py(R™) be a random vector with bounded support. By definition, we have
that

Gq<X>—< | nfnZ' (W74 (o — )i () <dy>>

2¢||W7¢Am||
1 1
First, we notice that lim, o 24| = HWZCAm\ oo, since 2¢ — 1 and, it is well-known
that the lx-norm is the limit of the [;-norm for ¢ — co.
To conclude the proof, we then need to show that

WfCAm"q

q

lim ( fannZ|WZCA (x — )il () <dy>> — max_range(X}),

q—0 i=1,...,n

where X is the i-th principal component of X.
To simplify the notation, from now on, we adopt the following notation

IVZA =yl = [ [ 1A=yl n(anntay),
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where ¢ = 1,...,n. We then have

geeey

n 1
(X N7 = y))ill)* — max range(X})
=1

— (SN = y))i1) " — max (W x = y))ll,
i=1 el
+ max . max ||(W#ZCA(X ¥))illg — . ,max range(X;).

2 yeeey Tl

Owing to the fact that the Ls-norm of a function with respect to the measure pu ® p converges
to the Lg-norm of the function with respect to u & p, we have that

iy ( [ RLGECE y))il"u(dX)u(dy)>q — tna (WO (o = y)i| = range(X7).

Since the max operator is continuous, we infer that

1
Jim max (Jn f L (€ ))i|qﬂ(dx)ﬂ(d3’)> q — max_range(X;) = 0.

We then need to show that

Jin (0770 lE)” = fi o [OVZN =il (23

i—

Notice that
s JOVZOA 0=yl = ( 10V l)” <t 087~ )il
which allows us to conclude the proof since n is a fixed parameter. ]

Remark 3. Note that Gy, defines a natural generalisation of the normalised univariate range
to a multivariate setting.

5 Other Multivariate Coefficients of Variation

In this Section, we study the properties of the other MCVs introduced in Section [2.2] We do
not consider the Voinov-Nikulin’s coefficient of variation vy 5, as it has been already dlscussed
in the previous section along with Ga. As shown in [AHRI15|, only ~y n is scale invariant, so
we omit a further analysis of this property.

5.1 The Reyment’s Coeflicient of Variation

We start from the Reyment’s coefficient of variation, that is

det(X)n

Yr(K) = mlim

Note that this coefficient is coherent, since det(¥) = 02 when n = 1. Despite being coherent,
vr does not possess any other of the properties outlined in Section [3]

13



First we show that v does not possess the cloning property. Indeed, let X be a random
vector with mean m and covariance X, we have that an independent coupling (X, X) has
mean (m, m) and covariance matrix as in (18). We then have that det(Xx x)) = det(X)? and

(m,m)”(m, m) = 2m”m, thus

yr((X, X)) = \/det(Z(X,X))Q" _ \/det(E)n _ \/det(z)n — n(X).

m’m 2mTm m’m

Therefore, we have that v does not satisfy the cloning property.
We then show that yr does not satisfy the rising tide property. Let us consider a random
vector X = (X1, X2) whose mean is m = (3,3) and covariance matrix

1, 1
st 1] o
Let us now consider the vector ¢ = (1, —2) and Y = X + c¢. A simple computation shows that
2 -1
-1 _ )
e A

hence ¢’Y7'm = 3 > 0. To conclude, we need to show that yr(Y) > vr(X). The mean

of Y is (4,1) while the covariance matrix of Y remains ¥ defined as in (24). We have that
Yr(X) = 1—18 <4/ % = vg(Y), thus 75 does not satisfy the rising tide property.
Moreover, we have that vp does not possess the Splitting Uncorrelated Features property.

Indeed, let us assume that vz(X) = G(CV(X3),...,CV(X,)), where G is a suitable function
and X = (X1,...,X}) is a vector whose components are uncorrelated. For the sake of simplicity,
let us assume that n = 2, so that X = (X1, X2), m = (1,1), and ¥ = Ida, where Idy is the
2 x 2 identity matrix. We then have that CV(X;) = CV(X3) = 1 thus

1
E.

Let us now consider Y = (Y1,Y2) = (2X1, X3). The mean of Y is (2,1) and has covariance
matrix
4, 0
== {51

However, we have that CV(Y;) = CV(Y2) = 1, thus we have that

\2 =vr(X) =G(1,1) = vr(Y) = \/Z = \/g’

which is a contradiction.
Finally, we show that yg is not dimension stable. Consider a sequence of n dimensional
random vectors X (™ ~ u(”) as in Definition @ Furthermore assume that every marginal

G(1,1) = r(X) =

of the random vector has mean m; = m # 0, so that m®™ = m = (m,...,m) € R" and
variance (ai(n))2 = 02, so that ¥ = 0%Id,,. It is then easy to see that det(X,) = 0?® and that
m”m = nm?, moreover lim,_,o C’V(Mgl")) = ﬁ However, we have that

o2

- MY — im ] -T
Jim yr(pt™) = lim 4 f—g

=0,

proving that ~g is not dimension stable.



5.2 The Van Valen’s Coefficient of Variation

We consider the Van Valen’s coefficient of variation, that is

tr(X)

m’m’

v () =

Note that this coefficient is coherent since tr(X) = 02 when n = 1. Moreover, vy, possesses
the cloning property. Indeed, given a random vector X with mean m and covariance matrix ¥,
we have that the coupling (X, X) has mean (m, m) and covariance matrix as in (18). We then
have that (m, m)” (m, m) = 2m”m and tr(3x x)) = 2tr(%), thus

Wy ((X,X)) = \/<mi:§$?$),)m) =1/ ;Z(Ti)l = ywv(X).

The same example used for yr can be employed to show that also vy, does not possess the
rising tide property. Moreover, vy is not SUF. Toward a contradiction, let X = (X7, X2) be a
random vector with mean (2,1) and covariance matrix ¥ = Idy. We then have a contradiction
since

1].

Theorem 5. The Van Valen’s coefficient of variation is dimension stable. In particular, given
a sequence of probability measures {,u(")}neN as in Deﬁm’tion@ and denoted with L the limit

)

\/g =wv(X) = G(2,1) = y((2X1, X2)) =

o
N

)

since the mean of (2X71, X2) is (4,1) and its covariance matrix 0
)

—_

—
=

Lastly, we show that vy is dimension stable.

(n)
coefficient of variation of the marginals of the sequence, that is lim,, % = L, we have that
my
lim v (u™) = VL. (25)
n—

Proof. By hypothesis, we have that for every € > 0 there exists IV such that

(L —e)(mi)? < (o[)? < (L + €)(m{V)?

n,n

for every n = N. Thus, for n > N, we infer that

() PR G L I S i v L ﬂZﬁﬂé?V+Zle3P)(%)
Vs a n (n)yo Al 1o (o Al 1N (n)y2 n (n)y2
ie1(my ) nZizl(mi ) n(Zizl(mi )2+ 2in(m)?)

hence

LN (o082 + 30 p (L — €)(mi™)2)
LN (m{™)2 + 3 (m™)2)

< v (™)

azﬁwd?V+2LN@+fw@“ﬂ)
LN (M2 4 3 (m™)?)

By taking the limit for n — o0, we conclude the proof. O

15



5.3 The Albert and Zhang’s Coefficient of Variation

First, we notice that the Albert and Zhang’s coefficient of variation v47 is coherent as we have
that m?¥m = m?0? when n = 1, hence

() = m202_ o
/VAZ/"L - m4 _|m’

when p is the probability distribution supported over R.

Despite being coherent, v47 does not possess the rising tide property nor satisfy the cloning
property, the SUF property, nor is dimension stable.

Let us start from the rising tide property. Let X = (X1, X2) be a random vector such that

=(1,0.1) and
1, 0
== {5 1ol (27)

It is then easy to see that y47(X) = @ 001 2 < /2. Let us then consider ¢ = (0,0.99). Since %

is a diagonal matrix, we have that ¢’ %~ 1m > 0. Moreover, the mean of X + ¢ is (1,1) and its
covariance matrix remains X as in . We then have

1
AOTaE = 1 2> X

which shows that v4z does not possess the rising tide property.

We now move to the cloning property. Given X a random vector with mean m and
covariance ¥, then we have that an independent coupling (X,X) has mean (m,m) and
covariance matrix as in (18). We then have that (m, m)”%x x)(m, m) = 2m’Ym, hence

yaz(X +¢) =

2m7Ym 1

em™m)? 2

To show that v47 does not possess the SUF property, it suffices to mimic the argument
used for v and vy . Indeed, consider a Gaussian vector X = (X7, X5) with mean m = (1,1)
and covariance matrix ¥ = Idy. Toward assume that there exists G such that v47(X) =
G(CV(X1),CV(X32)), then we have

vaz((X, X)) = Yaz(X).

\/g =v42z(X) = G(1,1) = v42((2X1, X2)) = ;*;’

which allows us to conclude that v47 does not possess the SUF property.

To conclude, we notice that 747 is not dimension stable. As per the g, consider a sequence
of independent Gaussian distributions p(™) that satisfies the condition outlined in Definition |§|
(n

and such that every marginal pu;

i ) has mean m and variance o2 By definition, we have that

22
(n) _ nm<o _ o _
1z0) =\ G2 = ] =

for every n, we thus conclude lim,, 'yAZ(u(”)) =0

Remark 4 (Correcting vg and y47). As we have seen, both yg and yaz are not dimension
stable. However, as for vy, this property can be recovered by adding a corrective term \/n to
the two MCVs.

16



Let us consider yaz. Given a sequence {,u(”)}neN as in Deﬁmtion@ we have

T 15w 2 2
(n)y _ [nm-¥m 7 2ie1 M0
Vnyaz(p'™) \/(me)2 .

(3 2y m3)?

Owing again to the properties of Cesaro’s sums, it is easy to see that

lim v/nyaz(p™) = lim CV(X{).

n—a0

Thus \/nyaz is dimension stable.
Let us now consider vyg and {u(”)}neN a sequence as in Deﬁmtion@ we then have

n(([To?)x

i=1 i=1

S—
I
S
hg
3
S

Thus, owing again to the properties of Cesaro’s sums, we have that
lim v/7yR(1™) = lim CV(X™).
1—0 1—00

Thus v/nyg is dimension stable.

5.4 The T Coefficient of Variation

We now consider the multivariate measure of inequality recently introduced in |[GRT24]:

G(n) =1/ m J i J § \/(x —y)"E7 N (x = y)uldx)u(dy).

It is easy to see that it is scale invariant, satisfies the rising tide property, and the cloning
property.

Notice however that G is not coherent. Indeed, given a probability measure p € P(R) with
mean m and variance o2, we have that

R V20

To conclude we show that, albeit G(u) # /nyvn (1), we have that asymptotically G behaves
as G on any sequence of probability measures {,u(”)}neN as in Definition

o |z =y N =yl
) = Sy || wtaantan) = v | | =B udeutin) # ovi)

Theorem 6. There exists a constant ¢ such that

ev/n v (p™) < (™) < vy (™),

for any given a sequence of probability measures {,u(")}neN as in Definition |6| such that p(™ e
P3(R™) for every n € N. In particular, G(n) ~ O(x/n)ywn(u).
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Proof. Let p € P3(R), by Jensen’s inequality, we have that

V;ﬂglmfn V6= y)TS (x = y)(dx)u(dy)
- \/E«J " f . \/(X YT (x - Y)u(dX)u(dY)>2>
:QV;ﬁéfun<fnfﬁx—yVE1@—ymwmuww>%

= Ga(p) = Vnywn(p),

which allows us to conclude one half of the proof.
Let us now consider the other inequality and let Wf €A be the ZCA-cor whitening matrix

associated to p. Then, by the change of variable x* = WfoAx and y* = WMZCA
that

j § f i \/(X —y)"E (x = y)uldx)u(dy) = f ) f i \/(X* —y*)T e = y* )t (dx*)u*(dy™),

where p* is the whitened probability measure associated with p. We then have that

J . f " \/(x* —y*)T(x* — y*)p*(dx*)p* (dy™)
g \/15 J . fRn z_i |2 — yif | (dx*) p* (dy™)

1 n
- =0 | =l ay)
2:1 n n
1 n
> =D | et -l
=1 )

where the last inequality comes from Jensen’s inequality, since

J |27 =y | (dy™) = |7 —fRRy?u*(dy*)

To conclude, it suffice to show that
[ Jat =ttty >
Rn

for every i = 1,...,n. Indeed, for every R > 0, we have that

L | o = mi P (ax)
R

-| of = i Pt (ax®) + | o = m? P ()
{lzff —m} >R} {|lz} —m|<R}
1
<z of = o ax") 4 @t — | (dx*)
{lzff —m}|>R} {|lzf—m¥|<R}

1
<f\ﬁ—wmwwwﬂ+Rf|ﬁ—wmmuﬁ>
R RTL RTL

1
< —=Ks+ RM
R 3+ 1

=

y, we have

_ * *
—’332' m; |.
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where My = (g, [ — mf|p*(dx*) and K3 = (. [z} — m}|*p*(dx*). Finally, we search for the
value of R that minimizes %Kg + RM;. A simple computation shows that R = jf\%, hence
we have 1 < 24/K3M;, therefore

1
|t =t (ax) 5 0o g (28)
We then conclude that
| A=yt yutaontay) = - Y. f @ — m| (dx")
n n \/7 :
S S S
Jn A AK; 4K
which concludes the proof. ]

To conclude, note that, by assuming p regular enough, the same argument can be extended
to any G, index to show that Gy(u™) ~ O(y/n)yvn (™) for every sequence of probability
measures as in Definition [l

6 Simulation studies

We complement our theoretical results with two numerical experiments. In the first experiment,
we compute the multivariate coefficients of variation for a sequence of random samples simulated
from multivariate Gaussian vectors of increasing dimension. In the second experiment, we
consider a sequence of random vectors that describes the trajectory of 100 points which move
according to a Galton-like time series and compute the multivariate coefficients of variation at
the the end points.

6.1 Multivariate Gaussian Distribution

In this first experiment, we consider an equally spaced sequence of dimensions n = 10,15, ...,50
and, for each of them, we sample 500 points from a n-dimensional Gaussian vector, with
covariance matrix ¥ = 2Id,, where Id, is the n x n identity matrix and with mean either:
(i) m=(2,...,2) € R or (ii) m an n-dimensional vector whose entries are sampled uniformly
n [1,2].

From the theoretical results presented in Section {4] and |5 we expect the five coefficients of
variation to converge at different limits. Figures[I] and [2] presents the results for the simulated
data.

Figures [I] and [2] show that, in line with the theoretical results:

® YN, YAz, and yr converge to zero at a rate equal to ﬁ, as the dimension n increases;
regardless of the mean values;

e vy and Go = Yooy N cOnverge to 4/"—2 = % ~ 0.71 when m = (2,...,2) and to
V222

~ 0.94 when the means are sampled from a uniform distribution.

m\w

® YN, YAz, and yr converge to a value that is independent from the means of the
distribution; whereas the limiting value of vy and vyoorryn depend, more correctly, on
the means, with a higher value in the case of a variable mean, whose sequence fluctuates
more.
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Figure 1: Multivariate Coefficients of Varia-
tion for the n-dimensional Gaussian samples

with means m = (2,...,2). .
tlon.
Random Galtonian Trajectories Trajectory of the Points
3.0 1
1.0 1
25
0.8 ——r 2.01
—— Corr CVN 5
3 0.6 oW 215
= CR &
0.4 CAZ 1.0
02 ﬁ -
0.0 0.0
1‘0 2‘0 3‘0 4‘0 5‘0 6‘0 7‘0 8‘0 Qb 6 Zb 4b 6‘0 f;O
Dimesion Time
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tion for the Galtonian Trajectories. jectories.

6.2 Galton-like Trajectories

In the second experiment, we consider a set of particles whose position changes at every time
step, under the effect of a random variable. More precisely, if the position of a particle at time
step t is x¢, at the next time step the particle will move one unit to the right with probability
0.5 or one unit to the left with probability 0.5. Given a time horizon T', each initial position
of a particle induces a random trajectory of T' points, which we consider as a T-dimensional
vector. We denote such trajectories as Galton-like trajectories, as they are inspired from the
experiments of Sir Francis Galton.

We consider 100 particles, with different initial points and, correspondingly, 100 T-
dimensional random trajectories, where 7" is the time-horizon we consider: the number of times
we update the position of each particle. In our setting, we consider T' < 90, and study how
the values of the multivariate coefficients of variation (MCV) change as time increases. The
starting positions of each particle are sampled uniformly from [1,2].

In Figure 3] we report the evolution of the five MCVs of the sampled Galtonian Trajectories,
for a sequence of equally spaced times T' = 10,15,...,85,90. For completeness, we plot in
Figure [4] the simulated trajectories.

Figure 3] shows that vg and ~y  converge to zero as T increases. Although this is in line
with the theoretical results presented in[4 and [5] it does not seem intuitive, as the initial points
are different. On the other hand, vy v and voorrv N, and vaz converge, although slowly, to a
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non-zero value, in line with their dimension stability. Note that 74z does not converge to zero,
differently from what observed for the first experiment. This is in line with the fact that Galton
trajectories do not satisfy the requirement of Definition [0] as its entries are not independent.

6.3 Computational complexity

To conclude, we comment on the computational complexity of the considered multivariate
coefficients of variation. From a theoretical viewpoint, computing the trace of a matrix is much
cheaper than computing its determinant or its inverse matrix, especially as the dimension of
the matrix increases. From a computational viewpoint, in our second experiment we have
considered very large matrices, of dimension up to 90 but, however, we were able to compute all
coefficients of variation in a matter of seconds, using a personal laptop and a standard Python
software. This suggests that, from a computational viewpoint, no multivariate coefficient of
variation has a significant computational advantage over the others.
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