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1. Summary and introduction

The purpose of this paper which is a continuation of a preliminary
report [7] of the authors is to find a condition for a rank correlation
statistic based on a random sample from a bivariate distribution to be
monotone with respect to the parameter involved in the underlying dis-
tribution which represents correlation between two variates.

As a tool for this aim a partial ordering w is introduced in the set
I1 of all permutations of (1,2, ---,n) for a fixed positive integer n as
follows. For two elements z=(ry, ---,7r,) and #'=(s;, -+, s,) of II we
write 7—>7’ iff (if and only if) there exists a positive integer i< such
that r,=s;;,,<7u=s; and 7r,=s, for k+#1, 1+1. We define én' iff
there exists a chain r=r—n,—--+—,=n". Then, the space IT is seen
to be a lattice with respect to this partial ordering, which answers af-
firmatively Savage’s question 6 [5].

Next, concepts of ‘positively regression dependent’ and ‘positively
quadrant dependent’ introduced respectively by Tukey [6] and Lehmann
[3] are generalized to those of ‘larger regression dependence’ and ‘larger
quadrant dependence’, respectively, which enable us to compare the
degree of correlation between two variates for two bivariate distributions
with common marginal distributions. These notions can be further led
to those of ‘monotone regression dependence’ and ‘monotone quadrant
dependence’.

Now one of the main results of this paper is Theorem 6.1 which
implies (Corollary 6.1) that if a family of bivariate distributions {F.(x, ¥)}
has monotone regression dependence on z and if a rank statistic is non-
decreasing, then the statistic is stochastically nondecreasing with respect
to «. Theorem 6.2 gives some sufficient conditions for a rank statistic
to be nondecreasing. Several examples of nondecreasing rank statistics
including two rank correlations, Kendall’s - and Spearman’s p, and also
of families of distributions with monotone dependence are given.
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In Section 8 the Blomgvist rank statistic @ [1] is shown to be sto-
chastically nondecreasing with respect to a, provided the family {F.(z, v)}
has monotone quadrant dependence. In testing the hypothesis of inde-
pendence for the family <&, of distributions the Blomqvist test with a
critical region given by Q=c is proved to be of Neyman-Pearson type.

2. A partial ordering in the space of permutations

Let IT be the space consisting of all permutations of (1,2, -.--,n)
for a fixed positive integer n. We shall define a partial ordering in
this space as follows.

DEFINITION 2.1. Let z=(r, ---,7,) and #’=(s;, - -+, 8,) be two ele-

ments of II. We write z—a' iff there exists a positive integer i<n
such that

(2.1) ’I'i=85+1<'ri+1=s,; and Ts=38 fOI' k%’i, 'l:+1 .

The element = will be said to be not smaller than z’ in the sense w

(weak sense) and denoted by nén’ iff there exists a set of elements =,
7y, »++, T, of II for an integer m =0 such that

w w w
2.2 =My My—Ty—>+ * + T =1 .
0

The partial ordering w mentioned briefly by Lehmann [3] will be
illustrated by Figures. 1 and 2 for two simple cases when =3 and 4,
respectively.

1234
2134 1324 1243
2314 3124 2143 1342 1423

2341 3214 3142 2413 4123 1432

123
213 132 3241 2431 3412 4213 4132
231 312 3421 4231 4312
321 4321
Fig. 1. Partial ordering w Fig. 2. Partial ordering w

when n=3. when n=4.
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DEFINITION 2.2. Let @B be the set of all pairs (k1) of integers
satisfying 1<k<l<n. For any element z=(ry, ---,7,) of II let B(x)
denote the set of all pairs (r;, ;) such that i<j and »,<r;. Clearly
B(z) is a subset of 4.

PRoOPOSITION 2.1. Let = and o’ be any elements of II. Then a

necessary and sufficient condition that né:r’ is that
(2.3) B(z)DB(x') .

PROOF. The necessity is obvious, since the condition z—x' implies
(2.3).

Sufficiency. Since B(z)=B(z') is equivalent to ==z, suppose that
(2.8) holds with a proper inclusion. Let z=(ry, ---, 7,) and ' =(s;, * * *, S,)-
Let j be the minimum value of ¢ satisfying r;#s;. Define k by r,=s;.
Then the assumption (2.3) implies that r,<s,, 7r,_;<7, and also that

(Ti-1, i) € B(x) —B(@) .

Let 7, denote the element of II obtained by interchanging the two com--
ponents 7,_, and 7, of =. Then it follows that

75, and B(m)=B(z)— (e, 1) D B(') .

By repeating this argument we can construct a chain =, ---, 7, such
that

w w

T m— o, and B(r.)=B('),
which completes the proof.

PROPOSITION 2.2. Let B be a subset of B. A necessary and suffi-
cient condition that there exists =, € I satisfying B=B(x,) is that both
of the following two conditions are satisfied :

(i) If (r,s) and (s, t) € B, then (r,t) € B,
(ii) If (r,t)e B and r<s<t, then (r,s)€ B or (s, t) € B.

PROOF. The necessity may be obvious. It is easily seen that suffi-
ciency follows from the following fact: If B satisfies the conditions (i)
and (ii) and is included by B(zx) properly, then there exists =’ € I such
that

(2.4) >z and B(z')DOB.

To prove this, let z=(ry, ---, 7,) and let (k, 1) be any element of B
which minimizes [—Fk subject to the condition that (7, ;) € B(z)—B.
Then I=k+1, since the assumption k<j<! leads us to a contradiction
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as is seen below.

Since 7.<7, by definition, we shall consider three cases: Case 1
when 7, <r;<r, Case 2 when r;<r,<r, and Case 8 when r,<r,<r;.
In Case 1 it holds that (ry, r;), (r,, ) € B(z). Since l—k>j—k and [—j,
we can conclude that (r,r;), (r;,7,) € B, and hence (r, 7)) € B by the
assumption (i), which is a contradiction. In Case 2 we know (r,,7,) €
B(z) and l—k>1—j, which implies by the definition of (k, 1) that (r;, r,) €
B. Now the assumption (ii) implies that (r;, ) € B or (1, ;) € B. The
latter is incompatible with the definition of (k,!). From the former re-
lation it follows that (r;, r.) € B(z), which contradicts with the assump-
tion k<j. Case 8 can be treated similarly.

Thus we know I=k+1. Define =’ by interchanging two components

w
1. and 7., of . Then =—=z' and

B(x")=B(x)— (1%, Te4:) DB

This proves (2.4) and the proof of the proposition is complete.
The following theorem is an answer to an open problem presented
by Savage [5], Question 6.

THEOREM 2.1. The space Il is a lattice by defining the join m \/ 7,
of two elements =, and =, of II as the smallest (in the sense of the partial
ordering w) element = satisfying n_ﬁ_n-,- for 1=1, 2, while defining the meet
7‘1.'1/\7'[2 dually.

Proor. Let 7;, 1=1, 2, be any elements of I7I. It is sufficient to
show that both the join and the meet of them are uniquely determined.

We shall show the existence of =, € Il which satisfies that n.ém for 7=
1,2 and also that

(2.5) c=m,  for i=1,2 — x=m,.

Let B(x,, 7;) be the set of all (r, s) € B for which there exists a chain
of integers r=r,<r,<---<r,=s for some m, where

(74, T:41) € B(zy) U B(x,) for :=0,1, ---, m—1.
Obviously it holds that
(2.6) B(r,, n;) D B(x,) for 1=1,2.

Now it can be shown that B=DB(x, r,) satisfies the conditions (i) and
(ii) of Proposition 2.2, and hence there exists =, € I7 which satisfies B(z,)=
B(ry, ). By (2.6) we find that B(z)DB(r;) for 1=1, 2, which is equiv-

alent to m,_ﬁ_ni for 2=1, 2 because of Proposition 2.1.
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Suppose now that ném for i=1, 2, or equivalently, B(z)DB(r;) for
i=1,2. Then it can be easily shown that B(z)DB(m, =)=B(r), and

w
hence n=n,.

3. Other partial orderings of permutations

Two kinds of partial orderings besides w can be defined in the space
IT as follows, the first of which is the same as that introduced by
Lehmann [3] as ‘better ordered than’ and the second was considered
by Savage [4], [5]. Though they will not be used in the following
sections of this article, they are included here partly because of their
possible applicability and partly because of their close relationship to the
partial ordering w which will play an important role starting with Sec-
tion 4. All propositions in this section will be stated without proof.

DEFINITION 3.1. Let z=(ry, -+, 7,) and #'=(s, - -+, s,) be elements

of II. We write z—=' iff there exist two subscripts ¢, j (¢<j) such
that

(3.1 ri=8;=r;—1=s—1 and re=8, for k#1,7,
while we write 7— = iff there exist two subscripts 4, 7 (¢<j) such that
(3.2) r,=s8,<r;=s, and r.=s, for k#1,7.

The element z will be said to be larger than =’ in the sense w’ (another

w’ s
weak sense) or s (strong sense) and denoted by ==z' or z=z' according
as there exists a chain r=n,—m,—-+-—r,—7a in the sense w' or s.

The following proposition, an immediate consequence of the defini-
tion, gives a justification of the names, ‘weak’ and ‘strong’.

w w’ 8
PROPOSITION 3.1. If z=>#' or ==x', then z=7'.

The following proposition exhibits duality of two orderings w and
w' and self-duality of s.

PROPOSITION 3.2. The space IT is a group with multiplication
(Pyy ooy ) (B oy )= (7 w05 1)
Denoting by z~! the inverse element of =z, it holds that
7r_§_7r'(=)7c"__;_:1r"1 , n_i_n'(E)n"‘éﬂ:’"l .

The following two propositions are w'-analogues of Proposition 2.1
and Theorem 2.1, respectively.
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PROPOSITION 3.3. For any z=(ry, - --,7,) € I let B'(x) be the set of
all pairs (4, j) of positive integers such that i<j and r;<r;. Then

rcgn' < B'(z)DB'(z").

PROPOSITION 3.4. The space 1T is a lattice by defining the join and
the meet in the fashion of Theorem 2.1 with the ordering w’ replac-
ing w.

As a characterization of the partial ordering s we shall state the
following proposition which is a generalization of Lehmann’s Theorem
5 [3].

ProposITION 8.5. Let n=(ry, ---,7,) and z’'=(s;, -++,s,). For any
positive integer m<n let 7,<.-.<7,, be the rearrangement of »,,---, -
Tm in order of magnitude, while 8,,<:-:<s,. be the rearrangement of

8y ***;8n. Then a necessary and sufficient condition that nén’ is that

Pim < Sim for any k and m such that 1<k<m=<n.

4. A property of wedge sets

As noted before only the partial ordering w will be treated hence-
forth in this paper. For simplicity, therefore, we shall drop the super-

w
seript w in the notation 7>z’ or ===’

DEFINITION 4.1. For any positive integers k& and I let [y.=>w,] de-
note the subset of R" consisting of the point (y, -+, ¥.) which satisfies
Yr=Y,. A subset [y, =---=y,] can be defined similarly. These sets
may be called wedge sets in R".

The following proposition will play a key role in the proof of The-
orem 6.1.

ProPOSITION 4.1. For any z € IT it holds that
(4.1) U e [yclg_ e gy'nlz ] [%221;] .

[ORDES) (k,1) e B(x)
Proor. Let 9'=(#), ---, %) be any member of the left-hand side
of (4.1). By definition there exists z'=(s,, - - -, s,)== satisfying Y=
29;,. Take any (k,1) € B(x). Then Proposition 2.1 implies that (k,I) ¢
B(z'), and hence y;=y}. Thus the point y° belongs to the right-hand
side of (4.1).
Conversely, let 3° be any member of the right-hand side of (4.1), i.e.,

4.2) (k,D)e B(r) = wizy}.
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There exists ©’=(s, - -+, 8,) € /I such that y}=---=9: . Define ' =(t,,
..., t)=zVx', the join of = and #' in the sense given in Theorem 2.1.
By definition (¢, -+, t,)==, so that if we can show that 2 =---=4,,
then the point 3° proves to belong to the left-hand side of (4.1) and the
proof is complete. Now we shall show that

4.3) ve, 2.,
for any 4. If t;>t.,, then the inequality z”’=x’ implies that the two
numbers ¢, and ¢, appear in (s, ---, 8, in the same order, which im-

plies (4.8) in turn. On the contrary, if ¢,<t.., then the pair (¢, t:\1) €
B(z"). In fact it belongs to B(z)U B(z'), because otherwise we can con-
struct #* such that z”’>#*>r and o’ by interchanging the two compo-
nents ¢, and ¢, in «”’, a contradiction with the definition of z”. In the
case when (¢, tiy1) € B(z) the relation (4.3) follows from (4.2). In the
remaining case when (£, t,,;) € B(z') also we obtain (4.3) easily.

5. Monotone regression dependence

DEFINITION 5.1. Assume that each of two bivariate cdf’s Fl(zx,y)
and G(z,y) has continuous marginal distributions and that both have a
common marginal distribution of x. Let F(y|x) and G(y|x) denote the
conditional cdf’s of y given x based on F and G, respectively, which
are assumed to be continuous in y for any x. Let F~'(u|x) and G™'(u | )
denote the minimum values of wu-points of them for 0<u<1. Then the
distribution G(x, y) will be said to have larger regression dependence on
x than F(x,y) iff

(5.1) Fiu|2)zF'(v|e) = G'(u|2)2G'(v|2)
for any «’>« and any % and .

The assumption of common marginal distribution of 2 is not essen-
tial, since any bivariate distribution with continuous marginal distribu-
tions can be so transformed by a suitable transformation of x as to
satisfy the assumption.

DEFINITION 5.2. A family of distributions, {F.(z,¥)|a €2}, where
QCR! is said to have monotone regression dependence on z with re-
spect to a iff the distribution F,(z,y) has larger regression dependence
on z than F,(z,y) for any o' >a.

The following proposition shows that Definition 5.1 provides a gener-
alization of Lehmann’s concept [3] of ‘positively regression dependent’,
or the family &,.
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PROPOSITION 5.1. Let Fi(x) and Fy(y) be the marginal distributions
of F(x,y). A necessary and sufficient condition that F(x, y) € &, is that
F(z, y) has larger regression dependence on 2 than the product distribu-
tion Fi(x)F:(y).

PROOF. Necessity. Assume F € &, and we shall show that
(5.2) FruwzF'(v) = Fu| o) 2 F (v | x)
for any «’>x. Since Fe &, by definition,
Fly|2)=F(y|x) for any y,
and hence
F'(v|2)=2F'(v|x) for any ».
The condition F;'(u)=F;'(v) is equivalent to w=v, which implies
FYu|a)zF(v|2).

Thus we have proved (5.2). The sufficiency may be proved by inverting
the above argument.

PROPOSITION 5.2. Assume that both of the conditional cdf’s F(y|x)
and G(y | x) are continuous and strictly increasing in y for each z. Then
a necessary and sufficient condition that G(x,y) has larger regression
dependence on z than F(x,y) is that

(5.3) Fy|=)zG(y'|2) = Fy|«)=2Gy |+')
for any 2>z and any y and ¥'.

ProoF. Only sufficiency will be proved, because necessity may be
treated similarly. Assume that G does not have larger regression de-
pendence on z than F' and we shall show that we are led to a contra-
diction. By the assumption there exist #, 2/, » and v such that z’>z,
F(u|a)zF'(v|2) and G'(u|2')<G'(v|x). Define y=F"'(v|x) and
¥ =G (u|z"), then it follows that

Fyl|z)=u, Fy|z)=v,
GW|2)=u, G lx)<v.

By the second and the fourth relations together with the continuity of
F(y|x) there exists a sufficiently small ¢>0 such that

Fly—elo)>G' | ) .
The first and the third relations of (5.4), however, implies that

(5.4)
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, Fly—elz)<u=GH'|z"),
which together with the preceding inequality contradicts with (5.3).

Erample 5.1. Let U and V be any independent real random vari-
ables each having a continuous distribution. Define

(i) X=U, Y, =pU+(1—p)"*V for —1=<p<1,
or
(ii) X=U, Y.=aU+V for —co<a<oo.

Then each of the families of the distributions F,(z,y) for the case (i)
and F,(»,y) for (ii) has monotone regression dependence on x with re-
spect to p and «, respectively. A Dbivariate normal distribution is a
particular case of (i) when U and V are N(0, 1) variates.

Example 5.2. Let U and V be any independent real random vari-
ables each having a continuous distribution, U being distributed on the
interval (0,1), while V on (0, ). Define

X=U, Y.=(1+aU)V for a>—1.

Then the family of the distributions F,(x,y) of (X,Y.) has monotone
regression dependence on x with respect to a.

6. Monotonicity of rank correlation

Let (X,Y) be a bivariate random variable having a cdf F{(x, y) with
continuous marginal distributions and let (xy, %), ---, (z,, ¥,) be n in-
dependent observations on (X,Y). Let 7, be the rank of x; (from the
largest on) among {z,, ---, z,} and s; the rank of y, among {y,, ---, ¥.}.
Define ¢, for k=1, -.--,n by the two relations, ¢,=r; and k=s,, or
equivalently by

(6'1) (tlr "t tn)=(’rl’ ] /rn)(sh ] sn)_l ’

where the inverse is to be interpreted in the sense stated in Proposition
3.2. It is noted here that (¢, ---,t,) is a function of the random sam-
ple (x;,¥.), =1, .-+, m, or a statistic.

DEFINITION 6.1. A statistic R will be called a rank statistic iff

(6'2) R(xl’ Yiy * 00y Xy 'yn)zﬂD('rl’ Spy 2y Ty Sn)=¢(t1, Yy tn)

for some functions ¢ and ¢. It is nondecreasing iff ¢ is nondecreasing,
i.e.,
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(6.3) zzr = J(@)z¢(x’).

Any rank statistic is desirable to be nondecreasing in order to serve as
a measure of correlation between X and Y, or a rank correlation.

THEOREM 6.1. If
(i) G(x,y) has larger regression dependence on x than F(x,y), and
(i) R is a nondecreasing rank statistic,
then R 1is stochastically mot smaller under G than under F, i.e.,

(6.4) P;{R=c}=Pz{R=c} Jor any real c.
ProOF. Using the conditional probability given z, we can write
(6.5) Pr{Rzc}=E°[Pr{Rzc|z}],

where z=(x,, ---, «,). Being a rank statistic, R is invariant under any
permutation of (z,, ---, 2,), and hence we may suppose that z,>--->ux,
in considering the conditional probability given x. For a fixed  such
that z,>--- >, it holds that

(6.6) {(, -+, y) e R"|R=c} =Y. y,=z---2v.],

where the right-hand side is the union with respect to »'=(¢,, ---,¢,)
satisfying ¢(z')=c. Since ¢ is nondecreasing, we find that symbolically
(6.7) Uu=uU U.

¢(z")ze  ¢(x)2c n'2x

From (6.6), (6.7) and Proposition 4.1 it follows that

Py{Rze|s)=P;| w.zv] |}

U N
smze (ke B(x)
If we define »,=F(y;|x;) or equivalently y,=F~'(»;|%;,) for i=1,..-:,n,
then conditionally for given « the random variables 7, - - -, 5, are distri-
buted independently and identically according to a uniform distribution
over the interval (0,1). Thus we have

PF{Rgclx}=Pv{ U

¢(z)zc (k,1) e B(x)

[F | ) 2 F | )]

Since z,>x, and the cdf G has larger regression dependence on x than
F the right-hand side does not exceed

P"{ U

#(x)ze (k,1)e B(x)

CRCNENEYCRCAPN|§

which is identical with P;{R=c|x}. Consequently, we find that
Ps{Rzc|z}z Pr{Rzc|x},
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which implies (6.4) because of (6.5).

COROLLARY 6.1. If a family of distributions {F.(x,y)|a € 2}, where
QCR', has monotone regression dependence on x and if R is a mon-
decreasing rank statistic, then R 1is stochastically mondecreasing with re-
spect to a, i.e., Pr,{R=c} is a nondecreasing function of a € Q for any
real c.

THEOREM 6.2. FEach of the following four conditions is sufficient
Jor a rank statistic R to be mondecreasing :

(i) B=3} f(r)g(s),

where both f and g are mondecreasing real-valued functions,

(ii) R=3¢(r,s),
where ¢ is a real-valued function for which

o(r, 8)+o(r', ) Ze(r, s)+¢(r, §'),

whenever r'>r and 8'>s,

(i) R= 3} f(rur)e(ss),

where both functions f(r,r') and g(r, r') are nondecreasing in r and non-
inereasing in r’,

(IV) R———i;eéj,k f(rh Tj)g(s;iy sk) ’

where both functions f(r, ') and g(r, ') are nondecreasing in r.

It will be noted that Theorem 6.1 combined with the part (i)
which is a special case of each of (ii), (iii) or (iv), contains Lehmann’s
Theorem 4 [3] as a special case and also that a statistic of the form (iii)
was studied by Daniels [2].

ProOF. We shall deal with the cases (ii), (iii) and (iv), where R
can be written as 33 o(t, k), ,‘Z‘.lf(tk, t)g(k, 1) and kZl f(t, t)g(k, m), re-
k * *1,m
spectively. Denoting these functions by ¢(z), x=(t,, - -+, ¢,), let us show

(6.3). Assume r->a'=(s, --+,8,). Then by definition there exists a sub-
seript ¢ such that

t¢=8i+1<ti+1=3¢ and 1, =8 for k?’:i, 7:+1 .
In Case (if) it holds that
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$D) =23 plts k),
while
$()= 3 olte k) +oltis, ) +olt, i+1).

Taking the difference, we have
@) — () =@(ts, 1) +¢(tirr, T+1) — @b, 1) — o, 1+1) 20 .
Case (iii). It holds that
M= 5 Fltet)ol)
+ 5 [ )96 D+ F (G, £)00+1,D)
+ 5 [F gk, )+ F (e tun)glh, i+1)]
+ [ (s i) 903, 1+1) + f (fire, 2)9(E+1, 7)

while ¢(z') can be obtained by interchanging t; and ¢, in the above
expression. Therefore,

¢(ﬂ)_¢(ﬂ’)=t¢l§,;’+1 [F (i1, t)— f (s, t)1 9241, 1) —g(3, )]
+k¢§+l [£(te, t)— S (e, tix) [9(K, ©)—g(k, 1+1)]

+[f (tisrs t)— (s, L)l [9G+1, 9) —9(3, 1+1)]20.

Case (iv). After a straightforward calculation we have

)= () =33 [f (tews, 1) — £t 8] 35 [06-+1, m)—g(i, m)] 20 .

Example 6.1. The following five rank statistics are all nondecreas-
ing:

R1=i§=1 sgn (r;—7r,;)(s;—s;)/n(n—1),
which is Kendall’s rank correlation z;

R=3 3 sgn(r—r)(s—s)/n(n'~1),

i#4,

which is Spearman’s rank correlation p:
B B [sen {rm 2 s (-2 1),

the number of observations falling in the first quadrant with respect to
the sample median;
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R4 = ;él‘_l ‘Erin ﬂsin ’

where &, (or 7;,) stands for the expected value of the ith order statistic
based on a random sample of size n from some fixed distribution U (or
V). If both U and V are N(0,1), we get the normal score correlation
coefficient. Finally, '

= —3|r—s?  with p=1,
i=1

which becomes equivalent to Spearman’s p when p=2.

7. Monotone quadrant dependence

DEFINITION 7.1. Assume that edf’s F(x, y) and G(x, ¥) have common
continuous marginal distributions. Then the distribution G is said to
have larger quadrant dependence than F' iff

G(x, y)=F(x, y) for all  and y.

A family of distributions {F,(x, y)|a € 2}, where 2CR!, is said to have
monotone quadrant dependence iff the distribution F., has larger quadrant
dependence than F, for any o' >a.

The assumption of common marginal distributions is again not essen-
tial here as in Definition 5.1. Obviously the above definition generalizes
Lehmann’s notion [3] of *positively quadrant dependent’ or the family
<,, which is stated as the following

PROPOSITION 7.1. Let Fi(x) and Fi(y) be the marginal distributions
of F(x,y). A necessary and sufficient condition that F' € &, is that F(x, %)
has larger quadrant dependence than the product distribution Fi(x)Fyy).

PROPOSITION 7.2. If a distribution G(z,y) has larger regression
dependence on x than another distribution Fl(x,y), then G has larger
quadrant dependence than F.

ProOOF. Assume that G has larger regression dependence on z than
F and that G does not have larger quadrant dependence than F. Then
there exists a point (z,%) at which G(z, y)<F(x,y). It will be readily
seen that this implies the existence of two values 2’ and 2" such that
' <x<x' and

Gy|z)>F(y|+) and Gly|s")<Fly|z").

Taking any numbers % and v which satisfy
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Gy|z)>u>F(y|«') and Gy|z")<v<F(y|z"),
we find that
Flul2)>y, G'uls)=y,
Fiwla")=y, G'@w|a")>y.
Hence it follows that
FYul|e)>F(v|2") and G '(u|2)<G'(v|x"),
which contradicts with the assumption or (5.1).

ProPOSITION 7.3. Suppose a distribution G(z, y) has larger quadrant
dependence than Fl(x,y). If two real-valued functions f(x) and g(y) are
concordant, i.e., both are nondecreasing or both are nonincreasing, then

Cov, (F(X), g(Y))=Cov, (f(X), 9(Y)),

provided both covariances exist. In particular,
Covy (X, Y)=Cove(X,Y).

This proposition, a generalization of Lehmann’s Lemma 3 [3], can
be proved similarly by using Hoeffding’s lemma ([3], p. 1139):
Cove X, V)="_|" [Fa, 9)~ F@)F.y)ldndy

As a consequence we can obtain the following proposition, where the
part (i) is a special case of the part (ii).

PROPOSITION 7.4. Suppose G(x,y) has larger quadrant dependence
than F(z,y) and let (X;, Y)), - -+, (X,, Y,) be a random sample from either
of these distributions.

(i) Let X=f(X,,---,X,) and Y=g(Y,, ---,Y,), where the two
functions f and g are concordant with respect to the ith argument for
each ¢ when other arguments are fixed, then it holds that

Cove (X, Y)=Covr (X, Y),

provided both covariances exist.

(i) Let (U,V) be a random variable distributed according to a bi-
variate distribution H(u, v) independently of the sample (X;,Y;), i=1,
ce,m. Let X=f(X;, -+, X,,U) and Y=¢(Y,, ---,Y,, V), where f and
g are concordant with respect to the ith argument for each i<#n when
others are fixed, then

Cove,x (X, Y)=Covr (X, Y),
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provided both sides exist.

COROLLARY 7.1. Assume that G(x,y) has larger quadrant depend-
ence than F(x,y). Then each of the following correlation measures:

Kendall’s r=Cov (sgn (X;— X;), sgn (Y, —Y3)),

Spearman’s p=Cov (sgn (X;— X3), sgn (Y,—Y3)),

Blomquist’s g=Cov (sgn (X—median X), sgn (Y—medianY)),
is not smaller under G than under F, i.e.,

Tg=Tr Pa=pr and ¢s=¢r.

8. Monotonicity of the Blomqvist rank statistic

Let (¢, 91, * * *, (%2, ¥,) be a random sample from a bivariate distri-
bution and (74, 8y), - -+, (74, 8,) be the ranks defined in Section 6. Using
the notation #[¢|C(i)] to mean the number of ¢ which satisfies the con-
dition C(7), we define

#[1]r, and s;<(n+1)/2],
#[1|r, and s;>(n+1)/2]

It is easy to see that the difference of #[¢|r; and s;<(n+1)/2] and #[z |7
and s,>(n+1)/2] is zero for even m and +1 or zero for odd n. The
Blomqvist rank statistic (n,—mn.)/(n,+n,)=@Q (say) [1] is equivalent to
Q, since

(8.1) Q=Max

4Q/n—1 for even n,

8.2) Q=
4Q/(n—1)—1 for odd =,

and hence Q itself may be called the Blomgvist rank statistic.
Easily we have the following

PropoSITION 8.1. The Blomqvist statistic @ is nondecreasing.

In fact, Q=[R.], where [ ] denotes Gauss’ symbol and R; is defined
in Example 6.1. Hence we find by Theorem 6.1 that @ is stochastically
not smaller under G than under F, provided G has larger regression
dependence on z than F. If the assumption of ‘larger regression de-
pendence’ is weakened to ‘larger quadrant dependence’, then we can
state the following

THEOREM 8.1. If a bivariate distribution G(z, y) has larger quadrant
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dependence than F(x,y), then the Blomquist statistic Q is stochastically
not smaller under G than under F, i.e.,

(8.3) Pi{Qzc} = Pr{Q=c}  for any red c.

PROOF. First suppose 7 is even, n=2m. Define two subsets of R",

S= {(xl, e, @)

Max r,= m} ,
1Sism

T: {(yli ) yn)l#["‘lsigm and léiém]gc}

and let Is(x,, ---,x,) and I.(y, ---, ¥, denote the indicator functions of
them. Then it will be readily verified that

PeiQzet=(p )" " 1@, -z
XLy, - ) TT dF (@, v) -

A similar expression holds also for P;{Q=c}. Now both functions I(z,,
-++,%,) and Ir(y, - -, ¥,) are nondecreasing in each of their first m argu-
ments and nonincreasing in each of the last m ones. Therefore, (8.3)
follows from Proposition 7.4 (i).

Suppose now 7 is odd, n=2m—1. By virtue of the definition of Q
it does not depend on the values taken by y; as long as r,=m. De-
fining

S= {(wl, s+, @,)| Max n=m—1’“=m}’
1sism—1
$li]s;<m and 1§i<m]f f
T—= y s Yn M . . ; ’
{(yl vn) ax{#[zlsi>m and m<i<n]|=°
we find that

PoiQze)=(," )m | o \" Lo, om0
XIr (@, -+ 9) [T dF (@i, 9)

and also that each of the two functions Is(xy, ---,2,) and Iy, ---, ¥,)
is nondecreasing in each of the first m—1 arguments and nonincreasing
in each of the last m—1 ones as before, whereas I, is independent of
Yn. Hence (8.3) holds by Proposition 7.4 (ii).

COROLLARY 8.1. If a family of distributions {F.(x,y)|ac2},
QCR', has monotone quadrant dependence, then the Blomquist statistic
18 stochastically mondecreasing with respect to a.
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THEOREM 8.2. In testing the hypothesis of independence,
Hy: F(z, y)=Fy(x)Fy(y) for all z and y,

for the family F, of distributions with continuous marginal distributions
the Blomquist test with a critical region Q=c s of Neyman-Pearson
type, i.e., Pp{Q=c}/Pr r,{Q=c} is mondecreasing in c, and a fortiori
unbiased.

PROOF. Suppose © is even, n=2m. It will be easily seen that

Prorte=a=("7) /(7).

Pei@=c=(p) (W) \" |7 Ltan -0

—oo

XITc(ylr tt yn) ;[j; dF(wi’ yi) ’

where

S= {(xl, )

Max rizm} ,
i=l,en,m

Tcz{(ylr Tty yn)

Max s,:m} .
i=1 c

mAC+1, ov0,n

Thus we have only to show that

(8.4) S::o- ot Sc_ooo Is(xly Y wn)ITc(ylr R yn)dF(xcr yc)dF(xmi-cy ym+c)

gs tte S - Is(xl’ ] xn)ITc_l(yly Tt yn)dF(wcy yc)dF(xm+c7 ym+c) .

—oo

Since F'e¢ &, and the functions Iy and I, are concordant at either the
cth or the (m-+c)th argument, the first member of the inequality (8.4)
is not smaller than

(8-5) S::o' o Si’w Is(wn ] xn)ITc(yly M yﬂ)dFl(xC)sz(y")
X d.F 1(xm+c)dF 2(ym+c)

by virtue of Proposition 7.4 (i). On the other hand, Is and Ir._; are
discordant at each of these arguments, and hence the second member of
(8.4) is not larger than the integral which is obtained by replacing T,
in (8.5) by T,_,. These two integrals, however, take the same value,
since the function Ir._, can be obtained by only interchanging two argu-
ments ¥, and ¥.,. in the function Ir,. This proves (8.4).
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The case when 7 is odd may be treated similarly.
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