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1 Introduction

In the realm of statistical modeling and data analysis, understanding and
modeling the dependencies among variables is crucial for accurate predic-
tions and informed decision-making. Traditional methods often rely on
assumptions about the joint distribution of variables, which can be lim-
iting and restrictive, especially when dealing with complex, real-world data.
Copula-based method [4, 5], [14] allows for the separate modeling of marginal
distributions and the dependency structure among variables, providing a
more nuanced and realistic representation of the underlying data generating
process. Thus it offers a flexible and versatile alternative to these traditional
methods.

Copulas, which were first introduced by Sklar in [13], find uses in various
domains such as finance and insurance. In finance, for example, copulas
have been instrumental in modeling the joint behavior of asset returns, risk
management, and portfolio optimization [I]. In insurance [3], they have
been used to assess the risk of simultaneous occurrences of extreme events.

Over the years, the investigation of the diagonal section of (quasi-)copulas
has attracted much attention [2 [9] [10], since the diagonal section provides
some information about the tail dependence of a bivariate random vector
and the diagonal d¢ itself is the distribution function of the random variable
max{X,Y} provided that the copula of (X,Y) is C. For a given diagonal
4, the set of all copulas with this diagonal section § is nonempty. The infi-
mum of this set is known, leaving the supremum of this set unknown for a
long time. It was in [7] that Kokol Bukovsek, Mojskerc and Stopar gave the
precise expression of this supremum.

The study of the diagonal section of copulas has recently been extended



to that of diagonal curves. For each diagonal curvilinear I'y(we will give
its definition in the next section), the set of all (quasi-)copulas with given
diagonal curvilinear section I'y is nonempty. The infimum of the set of
all quasi-copulas with given diagonal curvilinear section is a copula (called
Bertino copula with the curvilinear section 'y in [6]), thus it is also the
infimum of the set of all copulas with given diagonal curvilinear section. The
supremum of the set of all quasi-copulas with a given diagonal curvilinear
section I'y is known as Ap, and is not a copula in general. The authors
characterized Ar, as a copula in [11], while a partial result can be found in
[15]. However, the supremum of the set of all copulas with a given diagonal
curvilinear section I'y is yet unknown.

The central task of this paper is to give the explicit formula of the set of
all copulas with a given diagonal curvilinear section I'y. After recalling some
necessary knowledge that will be used in this paper, we give this formula
in Section 3. It is expected that it is only a quasi-copula in general, so we
characterize when it is a copula in Section 4. Section 5 is devoted to discuss
the relationship between two infima, namely, the infimum of the set of all
quasi-copulas with given diagonal curvilinear section I'y and that of the set
of all copulas with the same diagonal curvilinear section. We end this paper

with some concluding remarks.

2 Preliminaries

In this section, we recall some basic knowledge that will be used throughout
the paper.
In the whole paper, we will not use the term “nondecreasing”, instead

we use the term “increasing” and “strictly increasing”.



Definition 2.1. [§] A (bivariate) quasi-copula is a function Q : [0, 1]?
[0, 1] satisfying the following conditions:

]
(Ql) ( ) Q(O,l‘) =0 and Q($7 1) = Q(Lx) = (\V/$ € [07 1])7
(Q2) @ is increasing in each variable;
(Q3) Q is 1-Lipschitz, i.e., for all xq, z9,y1,y2 € [0,1], it holds that

|Q(z1,y1) — Q(22,92)| < |1 — 22| + Y1 — W2

Definition 2.2. [§] A (bivariate) copula is a function C : [0,1]*> — [0,1]
satisfying:
(C1) the boundary condition, i.e.,

C(z,0) =C(0,z) =0 and C(x,1) = C(1l,z) =z (Vz € [0,1]);

(C2) the 2-increasing property, i.e., Vo(R) > 0 for any rectangle R =

[#1,22] X [y1,y2], where Vo (R) = C(x2,y2) — C(x2,y1) — C(21,y2) + C(21,51)
is called the C-volume of R.

It is not difficult to see that every copula is also a quasi-copula, but
not vice versa. Those quasi-copulas that are not copulas are called proper
quasi-copulas. An important copula is the independence copula IT given by

II(z,y) = zy. Other typical copulas are W, M, given by
W($7y) = max{x + y—= 17 0}7 M($7y) = mln{$7y}

They are known as the Fréchet-Hoeffding bounds of the set of all quasi-
copulas, i.e., for any quasi-copula @, it holds that W < @ < M. In the
presence of additional information on the quasi-copula, however, the Fréchet-
Hoeffding can be narrowed, see [§] for the case when the copula is known at
a single point, [12] for the case when the value of the copula on a given set

is restricted and see [9] for the case when the diagonal section is given.



Definition 2.3. [9] A diagonal is a function 6 : [0,1] — [0,1] with the
properties:

(D1) 6(1) =1 and 6(¢t) <t for all t € [0,1];

(D2) 0 < 8(ta) — 8(t1) < 2(ts — t1) for all 1, ¢, € [0, 1] with ¢, < to.

The diagonal section dg : [0,1] — [0, 1] of any quasi-copula @ defined by
do(t) = Q(t,t) is a diagonal. Denote Cs (resp. Qj) the set of all copulas
(resp. quasi-copulas) with given diagonal section 6. Since for any diagonal
0 there exists at least one copula with diagonal section 9§, the set Cs as well
as Qs is nonempty. It is known [9] that the copula By given by

y — min 0(t) if y<uz
Bs(z,y) = elose]

& — min 0(t) it y>u,
tefz,y]

is the infimum of Cs and Qs, i.e., inf Cs = inf Qs = By, where 5(t) =t—0(t).
The supremum of Qg is the quasi-copula As given by

min{y,x— max S(t)} if y<z
te(y,x]

A6($7y) = .
min{x,y — max 5(t)} it y> .
te[z,y]

For the characterization of As being a copula, we refer to [I0]. Unlike the
case of infimum, the supremum of Q5 and that of Cs are not equal, i.e.,
As # supCs. The explicit formula of supCs = Cjs has only recently been

given by Kokol Bukovsek, Mojskerc and Stopar [7]:
. min {y,x—%(é(m)+5(y)+\/§(5))} if y<u
6 pr—
min {m,y—%(é(m)%—é(y)—l—V%(é))} if y>u.

The study of the diagonal section of copulas has been extended to that

of diagonal curves. Let ¢ : [0,1] — [0,1] be an automorphism, i.e., ¢ is



continuous and strictly increasing with ¢(0) = 0 and ¢(1) = 1. A diagonal
curvilinear related to ¢ is a function I'y: [0,1] — [0, 1] with the properties:
(i) max{0,t + ¢(t) — 1} < Ty(t) < minf{t, ¢(t)} for all t € [0, 1];

(i) 0 < Ty(ta) — Ty(t1) < ta — t1 + @(t2) — ¢(t1) for all £ty € [0,1] with
t < to.

Let ® be the set of all automorphism of [0,1] and for any ¢ € ®, de-
note by A, the set of all functions I'y, with properties (i) and (ii), then
the curvilinear section gg 4 : [0,1] — [0,1] of a quasi-copula @ defined by
90,6(t) = Q(t, ¢(t)) belongs to A,. Obviously, id € ®, where id is the iden-
tity map on [0, 1], i.e., id(z) = x for all z € [0, 1] and Ajq is nothing else but
the set of all diagonals.

Let ¢ € ®. For each I'y € Ay, there exists at least one copula with
curvilinear section I'y. Indeed, the function given by

— min Tyt if y<olz
Y g min Telt) y < o(x)

xr — min  [4(t if y> oz
e gy Te ) y>9(@)

BF¢ (.Z', y) =

is such a copula(called Bertino copula with the curvilinear section I'y in [6]),
where Ty(t) = ¢(t) — Ty(t) and f¢(t) =1t —Ty(t). It is also the smallest
(quasi-)copula with the curvilinear section I'y. Hence it is the infima of
Cr, and Qr,, where Cr, (resp. Qr,) is the set of all copulas (resp. quasi-
copulas) with the curvilinear section. The supremum of Qr, is Ar, given
by

min{y,z — max Ly(t if y<olx
{y e ¢>()} y < ¢(x)

min {a:,y — te[xI,I}ba}f(y)] fd)(t)} it y> ¢(x).

AF¢ (‘Ta y) =

For the characterization of Ar, being a copula, we refer to [I1](see [15] for a

partial characterization). In general, Ar , 1s not the supremum of Cr, and



the supremum of Cr, is unknown. In the next section, by employing the
total variation of certain functions, we give an explicit formula of sup Cr,.
Let f be a real-valued function defined on [a,b]. The total variation

V(f) of f over [a,b] is

Vg(f)ZSHP{Z!f(wk)—f(xk—l)\ !azxoéxlé'“éxnzb}-
k=1

Note 2.4. Clearly, if f(2;—1) < f(z:) < f(ziy1) (or f(wi1) = flzi) >
f(x;41)) then we can use | f(z;+1) — f(x;—1)| to substitute |f(x;) — f(xi—1)|+
| f(2ig1)— f ()| with the summation Y ;_, | f(zx)— f(xk—1)| unchanged. So,
when we calculate the variation, we can assume that f(xor) > f(@ops1), f(zoks2) >

f(xogs+1),k >0 (we can let 1 = z¢ if needed).

We use the convention V¢(f) = —V(f), then V¢(f) = 0 and VS(f) =
Vo (f)+VE(f) for any a,b,c € R. It is well known that V2(f) = |f(b) — f(a)|
if f is monotone and for any f, g we have V2 (f 4 g) < VO (f) + V(g).

3 Precise representation of the supremum

The following proposition provides a new upper bound of Cr, .

Proposition 3.1. Let ¢ € ® and I'y € Ay. Then for any C € Cr, we have
C(z,y) < F(x,y), where F:[0,1]?> — [0,1] is given by
min {y T3 (Vi—l(y) (D) + Ty(x) + f¢>(¢‘1(y))> } ify < o(x)
F(z,y) =
: _ 1y W) F 3 B (=1 :

) 2 T s = .
min {ay = § (VO F0) 4 Folo) + Falo™ ) b i > o)

(1)

Proof. Note that when y = ¢(z) we have

A A

v 5 (Va0 (o) + Fola) + Fofo™ ) = Tolo)
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and
y— %(Vfl(y) (Tg) + Ty (x) + f¢(¢_1(y))> =Tg(2).

Thus F is well-defined.
Suppose now that y > ¢(z). For any e > 0, by Note [Z4] there exists a
sequence of points ¢(z) = 29 < 21 < -+ < X9, = y such that f¢(x2k) >

Cy(zopt1), Tg(zarra) > Tp(zapsr) for all k > 0 and

VI WD) < ST I0e(67 (1)) — D67 (rim1))| + .
=1

For convenience, let zo; = s,k =0,1,--- ,mand xop_1 = tp, k= 1,2,--- ,m.

Then Tg(¢7 (si-1)) < T(¢7" (1)), To(@™" (1)) < Ty(¢7(t)) for all 1 <

7 < m and

n

S IEs@7 @)~ Tolo @)l = 3 (o0 8) = Folo™ (si-0)))

=1 =1
+ 30 (Pold7 (1) ~ Tol67 (s0)
=1
As

m—1
0 < Ve(lz, ¢~ (t1)] x [0,t1]) + Ve([z, 1] X [tm, y]) + Z Vel[z, ¢ (tes1)] X [te, tit])
k=1
= Tyl (t1)) — Cla,t1) +y+ C(x,tm) — Clz,y) — tm

+ <C(ﬂfatk) +Ty(¢ (ths1)) — C(@, trpr) — C(¢_1(tk+1)atk)),

we have that

m—1

Clay) Sy—tm+ D To(d™'( C(o~ (tesn)st). (2)

k=1 k=1

Moreover, by

V([0 (k) ™ (b)) % [0, 55]) + Ve (o™ (Brr), 1] X [tr, s1]) > 0

8



we have for each k that

C(¢™ (thar), tr) = tr — L7 (k). (3)

Substituting (B]) into (2)) we have that

Cley) < y—tm+ D Tol0 () = 3 (e —Tol67 (1))
k=1 k=1

m—1 m

= g+ Y Te(d7 (sk) =D Tulo™ (1)
k=1 k=1
LS (2 .|

= ¥-3 (Z (F¢(¢ (t) —Ty(o (Sk—l))>

k=1
+y <~¢(¢_1(75k)) —Ty(o 1(Sk))) +Tg(¢7" (50)) + f¢(8m)>
k=1
< y— 5 (VEOE) + o) + (67 ) + 5.

By the arbitrariness of €, we have

Clay) < y— 5 (V2O (Fo) + Tole) + Tol6™ ().

Since C(x,y) < x is obvious, we get that C(z,y) < F(z,y) for the case
y > ¢(x) as desired. In a similar way we can show that C(z,y) < F(z,y)
for the case y < ¢(z). O

For convenience, we define f1, fa: [0,1]2 — [0,1] as

fiey) = o= 5 (Vg o) + o) + oo™ )
Faley) =y 5 (V2O ) + Pyla) + Tylo™w).

Note 3.2. Let y < ¢(x) be given and t* € [¢~'(y), z] be such that f‘¢(t*) =

s (PO} Then ¥y, ) (Fg) 2 (Fot)-To(@)) + (Do) -To(67 ().

As a consequence, we have that

T, <z T4t =2— max {t—Ty4()}.
fley) <o By(t) == _max {t-To0)



In a similar way we have fy(z,y) < y — [n;ba%(( )]{gb(t) —T'y(t)} for any
te|lz, 0 (y
(z,y) € [0,1] x [¢(x),1]. Thus we conclude that F' < Ar,, i.e., we have

obtained a better upper bound of Cr, than Ap,.

The central task of this paper is to prove that F' is nothing else but the
supremum of Cr,. To do this, let us start by proving that both f; and fy

are increasing in each argument and 1-Lipschitz.
Proposition 3.3. Both fi and fo are increasing in each argument.

Proof. We only prove that f; is increasing since the proof of f5 is similar.

Let x9 > x1 be given. Then, for any y we have

fi(xa,y) — fi(z1,y) = 22 — 21 — %(Vﬁ(ﬁb) + Ty(x2) — P<z>(351)>-
It follows from
V2 (D) < VE2(t) + V2(Ty) = (w2 — 21) + (Dg(2) — Ty(1)).

that fi(x2,y) — fi(z1,y) >0, d.e., f1 is increasing in the first argument.

Let y2 > y1. Then, for any x we have

1 . . .

F(@,y2) = £ ) = 5 (VI (0s) = Dalo™ (1) + Do(07 (1)) 2 0,

i.e., f1 is increasing in the second argument. O
Before proving that both f; and fy are 1-Lipschitz, we need two lemmas

which play a crucial role in our discussion.

Lemma 3.4. Let p € ® and 'y, € Ay. Then for any to > t1 we have
(1) [To(t2) — T(tr)] < 2(6(t2) — d(t1)) + (Ty(t2) — Ty(t1));
(ii) [Tg(t2) = Ty(tr)] < 2(t2 — t1) + (Ty(ta) — Ty(t));
(i) [T(ta) = To(t1)] + To(ta) = To(t1)] < (b2 — 1) + (¢(t2) — d(11)).

10



Proof. (i) We distinguish two possible cases.

(a) Ty(t2) —Ty(t1) > 0.

In this case, we have

Dy(ta) —Ty(t1)] = Ty(ta) —Ty(tr)

< 2(g(t2) — ¢(t1)) + Lyl(t2) — Ly(tr).

(b) Ty(ta) —Ty(t1) <O

In this case, since I'y(t2) —T'y(t1) < (t2 —t1) + (¢(t2) — ¢(t1)), we have
¢(t1) — ¢(t2) < f¢(t2) — f¢(t1) < 0. Thus we have

Ty(ta) —Ty(tr)] < @lt2) — d(tr)
< lt) = o(t1) + ((9(t2) = B(t1)) + (2 = 1) — (To(t2) — To(tr)) )

= 2(¢(t2) — d(t1)) + Dy(t2) — Ty(t1).

(ii) The proof is similar to that of (i).
(iii) If both f¢(t2) — f¢(t1) > 0 and f¢(t2) - f¢(t1) > 0 then
Cy(t2) = Ty (t1)] + [Tp(ta) — To(tr)]
= (t2 —t1) + (&(t2) — &(t1)) — 2(Tg(t2) — Ty(t1))
< (t2—t) + (B(t2) — o(t1)).

If both f¢(t2) — f¢(t1) < 0 and f¢(t2) — f¢(t1) < 0 then ’fd)(tg) —
f¢(t1)‘ < ¢(t2) — ¢(t1) and ‘f¢(t2) — f¢(t1)‘ < ty — t1. So the inequality
holds.

If f¢(t2) — f¢(t1) > 0 and f¢(t2) - f¢(t1) < 0 then

Tg(t2) — To(t)l + Tp(te) = To(tr)] = (ta —t1) — ($(t2) — b(t1))

< (f2—t1) + (8(t2) — o(t1))-

11



The case Ty(ta) — Ty(t1) < 0 and Ty(ta) — Ty(t1) > 0 is similar.

a

Lemma 3.5. Let ¢ € ® and 'y, € Ay. Then for any ta > t1 we have
(1) V2(T'y) < 2(¢(t2) — ¢(t1)) + (Tg(t2) — Ty(t1));
(if) V2(Ty) < 2(t2 — 1) + (Ty(t2) — Ty(tr));
(iii) V2(Ty) + V2 (Ty) < (t2 — t1) + (¢(t2) — d(t1))-

Proof. (i) For any € > 0 there exists a sequence {x;}]", with t; = z¢ <
x1 < -+ < &, = tg such that
n
VE(Ty) <D Tolas) — Tl +e
i=1

By (i) of Lemma [3.4] we have that

S Pgles) — Polmi)] < 3 <2<¢<xi> b 1) + (Polas) — mm_l)))
=1

1=1

= 2(¢(t2) — o(t1)) + (Ty(t2) — Ty(t1))-

Thus V2(Ty) < 2((t2) — ¢(t1)) + (Tp(t2) — Ty(t1)) + €. The conclusion
follows from the arbitrariness of e.
(ii) The proof is similar to that of (i).
(ili) For any € > 0 there exists a sequence {z;}7_, with t; = 29 < 21 <
<+ < X, = tg such that
n
VE(Ty) <D [Tp(ai) = Ty(wi)| +e
i=1
and

VE(Ty) <D [Tp(i) = Ty(wir)| +
i=1

12



By (iii) of Lemma [3.4] we have that

Z!M —Ly(zi-1) !+Z\T¢ zi) = Ly(ai-1)|

=1

= 3 (IR = Tol@i)| + [Ty(ws) — Do)l
=1

< 3 (= wim0) + (Be:) — 6(wi-1))) = (82 — 1) + (B(t2) — (1)),

i=1
Thus Vﬁf (Ty) + Vif (Ty) < (ta —t1) + (¢(ta) — H(t1)) + 2¢. The conclusion
follows from the arbitrariness of e. O

We are in the position to prove the Lipschitz property of fi and fs.
Proposition 3.6. Both fi and fy are 1-Lipschitz.
Proof. Let z1 < 2. Then for any y we have
filz2,y) = fi(21,y) = (22 —21) — 5 <V$2(F¢>) +Ty(z2) — P¢(x1)> <@ —a1.

Since fi is increasing in the first argument, we have that f is 1-Lipschitz
w.r.t. the first argument.

Let y; < yo. For any z, it follows from (i) of Lemma [3.5] that

Fules) — filen) = 5 (VIS0 ~ P67 () + Tulo™ on)
S Y2yt

Since fi is increasing in the second argument, we have that fq is 1-Lipschitz
w.r.t. the second argument.

Thus f; is 1-Lipschitz. In a similar way we can show that fy is 1-
Lipschitz. 0O

To improve that F = Cr »» 1t suffices to prove that for any upper bound
Q of Cr, we have ) > F. Before doing this, let

Cl(x7y) :min{x,y, fl(x7y)} (4)

13



and
02($7y) = min{$7y7 f2($7y)}

We have the following result.
Proposition 3.7. Let ¢ € ® and 'y € Ay. Then Cy € Cr,, and Cy € Cr,.

Proof. We only prove that C; € Cp , since the proof of Cy € Cp o 18 similar.
Since Cq(z,¢(x)) = I'y(x) is obvious, it is enough to prove that C; is a
copula.

Boundary conditions: For any x, we have

VI (Tg) + () + Ty (971 (1) = Ty () — V() <0,

Thus fi(x,1) > x and which implies C;(x,1) = z. On the other hand, by
(i) of Lemma 3.5 we have

A A

Vi1 (To) + To(1) + Ty(¢7 () < 2(4(1) — z) + 2Ty (1) = 2(1 — x).

Thus fi(1,2) > = and which implies C1(1,2) = x. Since f; is increasing
in each argument, C7 is also increasing in each argument. Thus we have
C1(0,z) = C1(z,0) = 0.

2-increase: Note that any rectangle R = [a, b] X [¢, d] can be partitioned
into at most three non-overlapping rectangles R; and Vi, (R) is the sum of
all Vi, (R;), where each R; belongs to one of the three types of rectangles:
Type 1: R C {(x,y) | y < ¢(x)}, i.e., R is below the curve {(z,¢(x)) | €
[0, 1]};
Type 2: R C {(z,y) | y > ¢(z)}, i.e., R is above the curve {(z, ¢(z)) | x €
[0,1]};

Type 3: R = [x1,x2] X [¢(21), p(x2)], i.e., R has two vertices on the curve
{(z,¢(2)) [ 2 €0, 1]}.

14



We only need to prove that Vi, (R) > 0 for each of the three types of

rectangles R = [z1,z2] X [y1, y2].
Type 1: R = [21,22] X [y1,92] C {(2,9) | y < ¢(2)}.

In this case we have C(z,y) = min{y, fi(z,y)} for any (x,y) € R.

If Cy(z1,y1) = y1 then by the increasingness of C we know that Vi, (R) =
C1(z2,y2) — Cy(z1,y2) > 0. So, without of generality, we suppose that

Ci(z1,y1) = fi(x1,y1). There are two subcases to be considered.

(a) Ci(z2,y2) = yo.

In this subcase we have

Voo (R) = fi(zi,y1) +y2 — y1 — fi(z1,92) > 0,
where the last inequality is due to the 1-Lipschitz of fi.

(b) Ci(z2,y2) = fi(w2,y2).

In this subcase we have

Ve, (R) > fi(zy,yn) + fi(we, y2) — fi(z1, y2) — fi(@e,y1) = Vi, (R) = 0.

Type 2: R = [z1,22] X [y1,52] C {(z,9) | y > ¢(x)}.
If Ci(xz1,y1) = x1 or Ci(x1,y1) = w1 then by the increasingness of
Cy implies that Vg, (R) > 0. So, without of generality, we suppose that

C1(z1,y1) = fi(x1,y1). There are three subcases to be considered.

(a) Ci(w2,y2) = 2.

In this subcase we have

Voo (R) > fi(z,y1) + 22 — 21 — fi(z2, 1) > 0.

15



(b) Ci(x2,y2) = yo.

In this subcase we have

Voo (R) > fi(z, 1) +y2 — 1 — fi(zr,y2) > 0.

(¢) Ci(z2,92) = fi(w2,y2)-

In this subcase we have

Ve, (R) > fi(zy,y1) + fi(@e, y2) — fi(z1, y2) — fi(we,y1) = Vi, (R) = 0.

Type 3: y1 = ¢(v1) and y2 = P(z2).
In this case C1 (21, y1) = fi(z1,y1) = Ty(x1) and Cy (22, y2) = fi(z2,y2) =
I'4(x2). Thus

Vor (R) = Ty(x1) +To(z2) — file,y2) — fz2,51)
= Tylm) + Tolea) 21+ 5 (VELFe) + Tylan) + ()

—x2 + % <V£§ (Tg) + To(an) + f¢(f€2)>

= Dy(z1) + Ty(z2) — Ty(21) — (z2) = 0.
Thus C1 is 2-increasing and hence Cy € Cr oo O

Note 3.8. From the viewpoint of [6], F' is the ¢-splicing of two copulas C;

and Co, i.e.,

CQ(xvy)v ify < (25(1')
F(l‘,y) = (C2¢Cl)($7y) =

Cl($7y)7 lfyZQS(x))

thus F' is a quasi-copula.

Our main theorem states that F = Cp o

16



Theorem 3.9. The function F given by (1) is the supremum of Cr,, ie.,
F=0r,.

Proof. Let (Q be an arbitrary upper bound of ((_:p¢. For any (z,y) with
y < ¢(x) we have

Qz,y) = Ci(w,y) = F(z,y).
For any (z,y) with y > ¢(z) we have

Q(‘Tay) > CQ(‘Tvy) = F(x7y)

So we have > F which implies that F' = Cr oo O

4 Characterization for Cr , being a copula

In last section we have proved that for each I'y € Ay, the supremum of Cr,

is given by

D=

win {y2 = (Vi1 (F0) 4 Folo) + Tulo™ ) o ity < 000)

Cr, =

min {a,y — (V2O 0) + i) + Talo™ W) |, 02 000)

This section is devoted to explore the conditions such that Cr , 18 a copula.
Since C; and C5 are copulas, to ensure Cr , being a copula, it suffices to
guarantee that V@F¢ (R) > 0 for each rectangle R = [x1, z2] X [¢(x1), d(z2)].

For such a rectangle R we have
. 1w ~ ~
Ve, (R) = Toor) = min fr,o(e2) - 3 (V2 (Fa) + Falon) + Folew)) |

_mm{qs(:cl),:cz — 5 (VB @) + Py(a) +f¢<:c2>)} ().

If

A A

V22(Ly) — Ty(z1) — Dy(z2) > 0 (5)
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<
SJ}\
E
AV

1 . A A
Po(z1) —z1 — 22+ 5 <V£f (T'g) + Tp(z1) + F¢(:1:2)) + Ly(2)

= (V@) - Tymn) - o) 20

Similarly, if

Vi2([y) — Ty(x1) — Ty(za) > 0 (6)

<
§}|

=

[V

Ly(x1) — d(z2) + % (ng (D) + Ty (1) + f¢>(l’2)) — ¢(x1) + Ty(x2)

= (Vi) ~ Toler) ~ Ty(a2) 2 0.

Note that by (iii) of Lemma Va2 (f¢) + Vg2 (Tg) — (z2 — 21) — (p(22) —
o(21)) < 0. So, if

V22 (Dg) + VE2(Ty) — (29 — 21) — (¢(22) — B(21)) = 0 (7)
then
Ve, (R) 2 Toler) = (o) + 5 (VE2(E) + Foor) + Fole2)
—x2 + % <V§f (Cy) + Dy(an) + f¢(x2)> + Ly(22)
= %(Vﬁf (Ty) + VE2(Ty) — (v2 — 21) — (p(x2) — ¢($1))> > 0.
Finally, if

Ly(z1) + Tp(z2) — 21 — ¢(21) 20 (8)

then we also have VC*% (R) > 0.
Let us stress that if Crp , is a copula then (§) cannot occur in isolation.

Before doing this, we need the following result.
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Lemma 4.1. Let x1 < x5.

(i) If Vﬁ(f}ﬁ) - f‘¢(x1) - f‘¢(x2) > 0 then for any x > x9 we have
(D) = Dylar) = Dy() = 0;

(ii) If V22(Ty) — Ty(x1) — Ty(w2) > 0 then for any x > o we have
(Fy) = Ty(w1) — Ty(x) 2 0

T
Vi,

Vi, (D) = Ty(ar) = Ty(z) = V(L) —Ty(a1) — Ly(an)

+(VE, () = Ty(x) + Ty(w2)) = 0

(ii) The proof is similar to that of (i). O
Now, we suppose that (8) holds but (B)-(7) fail. Then we have I'y(x1) <
min{z1, #(x1)} (if not, then either (E) or (@) holds), as a consequence I'y(t)+

Iy(x1) — 21 — ¢(x1) < 0 whenever ¢ is close enough to x1. Let
t* =sup{t | t > z1 and T'y(t) + Ty(x1) — 21 — P(x1) < 0}

Then t* €]z, 2] and I'y(t*) + Ty(x1) — 21 — ¢(x1) = 0. By Lemma [AT] we
have Vi (Fy) — Ty(z1) — Ty(t*) < 0 and Vi (Ty) — Ty(z1) — Ty(t*) < 0.
Thus,

Vi (Tg) + Vi (D) = (¢ = 21) = (6(1") = ¢(1))
= (VE,(Fo) = Tolwn) = Tylt)) + (VE,(Fy) = Tolan) = To(t"))

— 2<F¢(t*) + P¢($1) — T — gb(a:l)) < 0.

By the continuity of Iy, and ¢ we can choose ty €]z1,t*] such that (&l)-(7)
fail for [x1,%0]. But, by the definition of t*, (8) also fails for [x1, %], i.e.,

F¢(t0) + F¢($1) — T — ¢(l‘1) < 0.
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Thus V@%([xl,to] X [p(x1),¢(t0)]) < 0 and Cr, is not a copula.

Thus we have the following result.

Proposition 4.2. Let ¢ € ® and I'y € Ay. C’p¢ 1s a copula if and only if,
for any rectangle R = [x1,z2] X [¢p(x1), p(x2))], one of [3)-([7) holds.
Example 4.3. Let ¢ € ® and

min{a;, ¢(a;)} if t €lai, u]

To(t) =4 (t) +t — max{b; 6(b)} if ¢ € [uf, bi

mg(t) otherwise,
where u} € |a;, b;[ is such that ¢(u))+u] = my(a;) +max{b;, p(b;)}. We will
show that one of (B)-(7)) holds for any rectangle of the form R = [z, z9] X

[¢(21), ¢(22)] and thus Cr, is a copula:
(i) If there is t € [p(x1), ¢(x2)] such that Ty(t) = t, i.e., Ty(t) = 0, then

A

Vi2([y) — Ty(a1) — Ty(z) > —204(t) = 0.
That is, (5) holds. Similarly, if I',(t) = ¢(¢) then (@) holds.

(ii) We now suppose that [z, x2] Cla;, b;] for some 4. If z1, 29 < u} then
both f‘¢(t) and T'(t) are increasing on [y, 2]. Then by a simple calculation
we have

V(L) + V(L) = 22 — 1 + (a2) — d(a1),
i.e., (@) holds. Similarly, if 21,29 > u then () also holds since V32 (Tg) +
V52 (Ty) = x2 — o1 + ¢(22) — d(1). For the last case that z; < uf < zo we

have
V2(T'y) + V22(T,) =
)+ (w2 = ui + 6(a2) - ()



again (7)) holds.

It should be pointed out that the quasi-copula Ar, may not be a copula
since the ¢ may not be compatible with {]a;, b;[ }icr, i-€., min(a;, ¢(a;)) >
max{b;_1, ¢(b;—1)} may fail for some i. Clearly, if ¢ is not compatible with
{]ai, b;[ }icr then Ar, > C’p¢.

Now we consider the case that ¢ = id, i.e., ¢(t) = t,Vt € [0,1]. In this
case, both (B and (@) become to

Vi2(8) = (1) + b(x2) (9)
and () becomes to
V22(8) = zg — 1. (10)

If §(x1) = 0, ie., 6(x1) = x1 then (@) holds. Otherwise, we can choose
T9 > w1 such that o — 1 < S(xl) Then, by the 1-Lipschitz of 5, we have
% () < zg—m1 < 6(x1) +6(x2), i.e., @) fails. To ensure Cj to be a copula,
(D) must hold. But (I0) holds if and only if |#| = 1 almost everywhere on

[z1,x2]. Thus Proposition €.2] retrieves to Theorem 3.8 of [7].

Corollary 4.4. [7] Let § be a given diagonal. Then Cs is a copula if and
only if §'(t) € {0,2} almost everywhere on the set {z | 6(z) < x}.
5 Relationship between two suprema

In this section, we consider the relationship between Cr , and Ar,. The

following characterizes when they are equal to each other.

Proposition 5.1. Let ¢ € ® and 'y € Ag. Then CF¢ = Ar, if and only if

the following two conditions are satisfied:
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(i) y—2 > max{Ty (), f¢(<;5_1(y))} whenever x,y are such thaty > ¢(z)
and | min Ly(t) <min{lo(x) Do(67! (4)};
(il) z—y > max{T'4(¢~ ' (y)), T4(2)} whenever z,y are such thaty < ¢(x)
(

and min T < min{Ty(z), Ty (¢ .
sen s(t) {To(2), oo~ ()}

Proof. Necessity. (i) Suppose that to,t* € [z, (y)] such that T'4(tg) =

min  [y(t) and Ty(¢*) = max L[4(t), then ty €]z, ¢! and t
e (1) s(t") e (1) 0 €z, o7 (y)] 0 #
t*. There are two cases to be considered.

(a) to > t*.
In this case, we have Ar, (t*,y) = min{t",y — [y (t*)}. Since

VO W([y) > Ty(¢7 () + To(t?) — 204 (to) > T(t) — T(67 (1)),

which implies that fo(t*,y) < y — f¢(t*). To ensure C’p¢(t*,y) =
min{t*, fa(z,y)} = Ar,(t",y), the only possibility is t* <y — f¢(t*),
i,y —x 2y —t*>Ty(t") = max{Ty(x), Ty(¢7" (1)}

(b) ty < t*.

In this case, we have Ar, (7, ¢(t*)) = min{z, 4(t*) — f¢(t*)}. Since
Vi (D) > Ty(t*) + Tg(x) — 2Ty (to) > Ty(t*) — Ty(a),

which implies that fo(x, 6(t*)) < ¢(t*)—T4(t*). To ensure Cr, (z, (")) =
min{z, fa(z, #(t*))} = Ar, (@, ¢(t*)), the only possibility is z < ¢(t*)—
Lo(t7) Sy —Ty(t"), ie., y — x> Ty(t7) 2 max{Ty(x), (67! (1))}

(ii) The proof is similar to that of (i).
Sufficiency. Let z,y € [0,1]. If y = ¢(x) then C’p¢(x,y) = Ar,(z,y) =

I'y(x). For y # ¢(x) there are two cases to be considered, namely y < ¢(z)
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and y > ¢(x). We only consider the former since the latter is similar. We

distinguish two possible cases to prove that Cr o(T,y) = Ar,(z,y).

A

(a) Forany [y1, 1] C [¢~" (), 2] we have min{Tg(y1), Dy (1)} = ter[nin }F(b(t).
y1,71

In this case, there is tg € [¢~!(y), x| such that f‘¢(t) is increasing in
[~ 1(y), to] and decreasing in [tg,z]. Thus

A A A

V2 olt) = 28(t) — Ty(67 ) — T (w),

which implies that fi(z,y) = x — f¢(t0) and

Cr, (z,y) = min{y, 2—T(to)} = min{y, T e ]qu(t)} = Ar, (z,y).
Y),x

(b) Thereis [y1,21] C [¢~(y), ] such that min{f¢(y1),f‘¢($1)} > I[nin }f(b(t).
t€|y1,21

In this case there is t1 €]y, x1[ such that f‘¢(t1) = 1[rnin }f(b(t). Let
tely1,z1

yo = inf{s | Ty(t) = Dy(t1),Vt € [s,t1]} and zo = sup{s | T4(t) =
[y(t1),Vt € [t1,5]}. Then, by the continuity of 'y, ['y(t) = Ty(t1),t €
[yo, xo]. By the definition of zg,yo, for any sufficiently small ¢ > 0
there are y. €]y — €, yo| and z, €]zg, o + €[ such that Ty(ye) > Ty(t1)
and Ty () > Ty(t), i-e.,

A A A

o tin - Tolt) = Fy(tn) < min {Py(67 (9(c)), Polee) |-

Thus, by (ii) we have

ze — ye > max{Ty (¢ (¢(ye)), Tp(ze)} > Ty(th),

which implies that zg — yo > f‘¢(t1) — 2¢. Letting € — 0 we have
o — Yo > f¢(t1). Now

Cr, (x0, () = min{¢<yo>,xo - %(V§g<f¢>+f¢<xo>+f¢<yo>)}

= min{o(yo), o — f‘¢(t1)} = ¢(¥o)-
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Since Cr ,» 18 & quasi-copula, it is increasing and 1-Lipschitz. Thus,

Cr,(z,y) > Cr,(x0,y) > Cr, (0, 6(10)) — (6(30) —y) =y

Thus Cr,(z,y) = Ar, (2, y) also holds.
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