symmetry MBPY

Article
Estimating the Entropy for Lomax Distribution Based
on Generalized Progressively Hybrid Censoring

Shuhan Liu and Wenhao Gui *

Department of Mathematics, Beijing Jiaotong University, Beijing 100044, China; 17271186@bjtu.edu.cn
* Correspondence: whgui@bjtu.edu.cn

check for
Received: 22 August 2019; Accepted: 27 September 2019; Published: 1 October 2019 updates

Abstract: As it is often unavoidable to obtain incomplete data in life testing and survival analysis,
research on censoring data is becoming increasingly popular. In this paper, the problem of estimating
the entropy of a two-parameter Lomax distribution based on generalized progressively hybrid
censoring is considered. The maximum likelihood estimators of the unknown parameters are derived
to estimate the entropy. Further, Bayesian estimates are computed under symmetric and asymmetric
loss functions, including squared error, linex, and general entropy loss function. As we cannot obtain
analytical Bayesian estimates directly, the Lindley method and the Tierney and Kadane method are
applied. A simulation study is conducted and a real data set is analyzed for illustrative purposes.

Keywords: generalized progressively hybrid censoring; Lomax distribution; entropy; maximum
likelihood estimator; Lindley method; Tierney and Kadane method; loss function

1. Introduction

Lomax distribution, also conditionally known as Pareto Type II distribution, is a heavy tail
distribution widely used in reliability analysis, life testing problems, information theory, business,
economics, queuing problems, actuarial modeling and biological sciences. It is essentially a Pareto
Type II distribution that has been shifted so that it is non-negative. Lomax distribution was first
introduced in Reference [1]. Ahsanullah [2] derived some distributional proprieties and presented two
types of estimates for the unknown parameters based on the record value for a sequence of Lomax
distribution. Afaq [3] derived the Bayesian estimators of Lomax distribution under three different
loss functions using Jeffery’s and an extension of Jeffery’s prior, and compared the Bayesian estimates
with the maximum likelihood estimate by using mean squared error. Ismail [4] derived the maximum
likelihood estimators and interval estimators of the unknown parameters under a step-stress model
supposing that the time to failure has a Lomax distribution with failure-censoring and studied the
optimal test designs.

The cumulative distribution function of Lomax distribution is given as follows:

F(x) =1-(1+3) ™2 >0 >0,x>0. 1)

The corresponding probability density function of Lomax distribution is given by:

flx) = %(1 + %)_(“H),x > 0. @)

One characteristic of Lomax distribution is that there are many distributions which have
a close relationship with it. Lomax distribution is a special case of g-exponential distribution,
generalized Pareto distribution, beta prime distribution and F distribution. Plus, it is a mixture
of exponential distributions where the mixing distribution of the rate is a gamma distribution.
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Besides, there are many variants of Lomax distribution, such as the McDonald Lomax distribution
with five parameters ([5]), gamma Lomax distribution ([6]) and weighted Lomax distribution ([7]).
Apparently, Lomax distribution is of great importance in statistics and probability. Another special
characteristic of Lomax distribution is that it plays an important role in information theory. Ahmadi [8]
found that on the assumption that (X,Y) has a bivariate Lomax joint survival function, then the bivariate
dynamic residual mutual information is constant.

Entropy, which is one of the most significant terms in statistics and information theory,
was originally proposed by Gibbs in the thermodynamic system. Shannon [9] re-defined it and
introduced the concept of entropy into information theory to quantitatively measure the uncertainty of
information. Cover and Thomas [10] extended Shannon’s idea and defined differential entropy (or
continuous entropy) of a continuous random variable X with probability density function f as:

H=H(X)=H(f) =~ [ _f(x)log(f(x)dx.

Differential entropy can be used to measure the uniformity of a distribution. A distribution
that spreads out has a higher entropy, whereas a highly peaked distribution has a relatively lower
entropy. Many authors have carried out their studies based on entropy. Siamak and Ehsan [11]
proposed Shannon aromaticity based on the concept of Shannon entropy in information theory and
applied it to describe the probability of electronic charge distribution between atoms in a given ring.
Tahmasebi and Behboodian [12] derived the entropy and the order statistics for the Feller-Pareto family
and presented the entropy ordering property for the sample minimum and maximum of Feller-Pareto
subfamilies. Cho et al. [13] estimated the entropy for Weibull distribution under three different loss
functions based on generalized progressively hybrid censoring scheme. Seo and Kang [14] discussed
the entropy of a generalized half-logistic distribution based on Type II censored samples.

The entropy of the Lomax distribution is given by:

H = H(f) =log(A) —log(a) + % +1. (3)

As it is often inevitable to lose some experimental units before terminal time in a test, censoring is
becoming increasingly popular in lifetime testing and survival analysis. The two most popular
censoring schemes in literature are Type I and Type II censoring schemes. Hybrid censoring, which was
first proposed in Reference [15], is a mixture of Type I and Type II censoring schemes. The conventional
censoring schemes (Type I, Type II, hybrid censoring) do not allow experimental units to be removed
other than the terminal time. The early removals are desirable so that some experimental units can
be removed and used in other experiments. Accordingly, the progressively censoring scheme was
introduced by Reference [16]. The progressively hybrid censoring scheme can be described as follows.
Suppose that #n identical units are placed on a test. Let X, Xp, - - - , X;; be the ordered failure times
and R = (Ry,Ry, - - - ,Ry) be the censoring scheme. Then we have }/" | Ry, +m = n. We refer to
Reference [17] for detailed discussion about progressively censoring. The test is terminated either
when a pre-assigned number, say m, failures have been observed or when a pre-specified time, say
T, has been reached. So clearly the terminal time T,,,; = min{X,,, T}. When the first failure occurs,
Rj units are randomly removed from the test. When the second failure occurs, R, units are randomly
removed. Eventually, when the m-th failure occurs or when the pre-specified time T is reached, all the
remaining units are removed from the test.

The disadvantages of progressively hybrid censoring are that it cannot be applied and the accuracy
of the estimates can be extremely low if only a few units fail before terminal time T,,;. For this reason,
Cho et al. [18] proposed a generalized progressively hybrid censoring scheme. Suppose n identical
units are placed on an experiment. For the sake of observing at least k (pre-determined) units in
the experiment, the terminal time is adjusted to T}, , = max{X, min{Xy,, T}}. Similarly, R; units
are randomly removed from the test when the first failure is observed. R; units are randomly
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removed when the second failure is observed. This continues until all the units are removed when
the T} , has been reached. A representation of the generalized progressively hybrid censoring
scheme, the corresponding condition and the expressions of terminal time (T}, ;) and R}, R3, R3,

terminal removals are presented as follows.

Case I (T < Xi < Xi)

R}
R1 R2 /
} // 9 & s
X1 Xo e T Xk Xm
Tha = Xi Rf =n—k =T/ R;.
Casell (X < T < Xp)
R;
R, R, Ry V
| / / =/='/.’ — o
X1 Xp 0 Xy Xp T Xpt1 Xm
T:,=T,Ry=n—D-YP R,
Caselll (X < X < T)
R3
R; R, R,
| / / / o o
X1 Xo e Xk Xm T

T*

end

=Xm, Ry =n—m—Y" 'R = Ry.

The objective of this paper is to derive the maximum likelihood estimator (MLE) and Bayesian
estimators of entropy, and to compare the proposed estimates of entropy with respect to mean squared
error (MSE) and bias value. We first derive the maximum likelihood estimators of the unknown
parameters for the Lomax distribution and calculate the entropy based on the invariance property of
the MLE. Next, we consider the Bayesian estimators of the entropy under squared error, linex and
general entropy loss function. It is to be noted that it is not easy to obtain explicit expressions of
Bayesian estimates and thus the Lindley method and the Tierney and Kadane method are applied.
We conduct a simulation study and compare the performance of all the estimates of entropy with
respect to MSE and bias values.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we deal with computing entropy
based on MLEs. Bayesian estimators under squared error, linex and general entropy loss function are
derived using the Lindley method and Tierney and Kadane method in Section 3. A simulation study is
conducted and presented to study the performance of the estimates in Section 4. In Section 5, a real
data set is analyzed for illustrative purposes. Finally, we conclude the paper in Section 6.
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2. Maximum Likelihood Estimator

In this section, we obtain the maximum likelihood estimators of entropy based on generalized
progressively hybrid censoring. The likelihood functions and log-likelihood functions for cases I, II
and III can be found in Appendix A, and the likelihood functions and log-likelihood functions in Case
I, Case IT and Case III can be combined and written as

I .
L(datala,A) = L o oc]/\_]H(l + %)—[R(I—I—Ri)-l-l]e(—ch(/\)). @)
i=1

~—

I )
I(datala, ) =1 o Jlog(a) — Jlog(A) —a Y " (1+ R;)log(1 + %) — ) log(1+ %) —aW(A). (5)
i=1 i=1
where | = k, R = R}, W(A) = 0for Case ;] = D,W(A) = Rjlog(1+ L) for CaseIl; ] = m, W(A) =0
for Case III.
Let Equation (5) take derivatives with respect to @ and A. We can get

ol ] Z] 4 Xi _

FE i:l(l T Ri)log(1 + 7) —WH) =0 ©)
a ] 1 1 1 1 L
ax — 2t LUFRIG ) H LG ) T =0 @

where, W' (A)=0 for Case I and Case III; W!(A) = R} (1r —
Equation (6) can also be written as

+

bﬂ

>|=

N~—
-
e}
=
0
)
)
¢
—
=

x=A(M). 8)

where A(A) = — .
i (14R;) log(1+ 55 )+W(A)

Using Equation (8), Equation (7) can be written as

A= B(A). )

here, B(A) = ! :
where, B(1) AW I 4R G- )+ 2L G- i) - AW ()

Therefore, we can use an iterative procedure, which was proposed by Reference [19] and applied
in Reference [20], to compute the MLEs. Set an initial guess value of A, say A1), then let A(2) = B(A(1)),
AB) = B(A®), ..., A+ = B(A()), ... This iterative process continues until [A(F+1) — A0)| < ¢,
where ¢ is some pre-specified tolerance limit. Then A = A(K+1),

Then according to the invariance property of the MLE, using Equations (3) and (8), we can obtain:
&= A(A)
- . A1
H =log(&) —log(A) + i 1

3. Bayesian Estimation

3.1. Prior and Posterior Distributions

It is to be noticed that both parameters # and A are unknown, namely no natural conjugate
bivariate prior distribution exists. Therefore we assume the independent priors of « and A are
Gamma(a,b) and Gamma(c,d) with corresponding means § and §, respectively. The priors of a and A
can be written as:

a
a ~ Ga(a,b), m(a) = rlza)tx”_le_b”‘.
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C
A~ Ga(e,d),  m(A) = r"éc))\”e‘“.

where 4, b, ¢, d are the positive hyperparameters containing the prior knowledge.
Thus, the joint prior distribution is given by:

o (&, A) o af Iy lpbap—dA (10)

The posterior distribution of « and A is:

(a, Aldata) = ——HAE D) T0(@,A)
fo fo L(data|a, A)7to (o, A)dadA

Let ¢(a, A) be the expectation of a function of « and A, say g(«, A). Then we obtain:

5 _ X f gla, A)L(datala, A)o(a, A)dad A
8(z,A) = Elg(x A)\date] = fooo foooL(data\a,/\)no(a,)\)dad)\ ) (11)

In this passage, we only compute the Bayesian estimates for entropy. So particularly, g(a,A) is a
function of H.

3.2. Loss Function

In this subsection, we consider Bayesian estimators under symmetric and asymmetric loss
functions. One of the most widely used symmetric loss functions is squared error loss function.
The loss function is given by:

L1(6,6) = (6 —0)%,

where ¢ is an estimator of 6.
In this case, the Bayesian estimator (say ) is obtained as:

s = E(O|data). (12)

As for asymmetric loss function, we choose two most commonly used asymmetric loss
functions—linex loss function and general entropy loss function. The linex loss function is defined as:

Ly(6,6) = "0 —h(s —0) —1,

where, 4 is an estimator of 8, and / is the sign presenting the asymmetry. We refer to Reference [21] for
detailed information about linex loss function.
The Bayesian estimator under linex function (say ;) is given by:

1

0 = a

log[E(e™"®|data)). (13)

Next, the general entropy loss function is defined as:

L5(6,6) = (5)7 — qlog(y) — 1,

where J is an estimator of 6, and g is the sign presenting the asymmetry. For a detailed information,
we refer to Reference [22].
The Bayesian estimator in this situation (say 8,) is given as:

8 = [E(0~9|data)] 7. (14)
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Using Equations (12)—(14), the Bayesian estimators of entropy under squared error loss function,
linex loss function and general entropy loss function can be obtained as:

N fO fO dﬁtﬂ|a{ A)T[O(& )\)docd/\
= Jo fo d”m|“ AN 7o(e, Adadr (15)
: - fo Jo~ e "M L(datala, A)ro(w, A)dadA
Hi(f) = log fo fo data|zx vt (Al ]. (16)
He(f) = fo Jo" H(f)9L(data|a, A) o (a, /\)ducd)\] s )

fo fo data|o¢ A7t (e, A)dadA

It is to be noted that all the Bayesian estimates of entropy are in the form of a ratio of two integrals,
which cannot be simplified or computed directly. Thus, we apply the Lindley method and Tierney and
Knadane method to compute the estimates.

3.3. Lindley Method

In this subsection, we apply the Lindley ([23]) method to compute the approximate Bayesian
estimates of entropy. For the two parameters case, the Lindley method can be written as:

A

¢ = g(&A)+05[(u11m1 + 2u12Tip + U ) + I (1711 + 12T2) Ti1 + los (U222 + 1121 ) T2
+12 (BuitTia + uz (122 + 21122)) + o (Bua oy + up (T + 21’221))}

p1(u1T11 + uaTo1) + pa (oo + U1 T12). (18)

The notations in this formula and some basic formulas are omitted here and presented in
Appendix B.

e Forsquared error loss function, we take:
1
g(a,A) = H(f) = log(A) —log(a) + — +1.

Then we can compute that:

B 1 1
o= T
u — l

2 - )\’
up = upn =0,

1 2

Uiz = 2 + Pl
1
Uy = _ﬁ'

Then using Equation (18), the Bayesian estimates under squared error loss function can be
obtained as:

a

Hs = ¢
= (& A) +05[(u11T11 + u2t2) + lao (111 + U2T12) 11 + log (U2 T2 + U121 ) T2
o (Bua a1 + w1 (T2Ti1 +2131))] + p1(urTin + uaar) + p2 (ot + urT1)
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Further, for the linex loss function, we take:

gla,A) = e ™), H(f) =log(A) —log(a) + % +1.

We can obtain that:

U = he_hH(i %),

Uy = —%e_hH,

Upp = Ugy = —ﬁth(% %),

Uy = he*hH[h(% + %)2 (% %)],
Uy = %e_hHﬂ +h)

Similarly, using Equation (18), we can derive the Bayesian estimates of entropy under the linex

loss function as:

A

1 R
H = —;log(g)
1 o
= 7 log{g(&,A) 4+ 0.5[(u11T11 + 2u12Ti2 + U Ton) + I30 (U1 T11 + U T12) T
+lo3 (a2 + U121 ) T2 + l2 (Bua oy + 1 (Tom11 +2751))] + p1(urTin + o)
+p2(upt2 + u1T12)) }-

For general entropy loss function, we take:
- 1
gl A)=H(f)™,  H(f) =log(A)  log(a) + - +1.

We can derive that:
1

B 1
uy =qH <q+1>(; +-3)

+1),,_ 1 1
Uy = Uy = _WH (q+2)(& + E)’

H—(9+2) 1
i = T+ D1+ 22— H(1+2)],

Uy = %Hf(q”)(l +q+H).

Thus, the Bayesian estimate under general entropy loss function can be computed using;:

. 1 o
Ho = ¢ 7={g@&A)+05[(u11m11 +2u1nT12 + unTn) + l3o(u1711 + U2 T12) 111 +

lo3 (U2 T2 + U1 T21 ) T2 + l12 (Bua T T + 1 (T2T11 +273))] + p1 (w1 + 2 To1)

1
+p2(uamo +u1T12))} 7.

In the next subsection, we apply the Tierney and Kadane method to compute the approximate

Bayesian estimate.



Symmetry 2019, 11, 1219 8of 17

3.4. Tierney and Kadane Method

An alternative to the Lindley method to approximate the integrals is using the method proposed
by Tierney and Kadane. Detailed information about the Tierney and Kadane method can be found in
Reference [24], and a comparision between the Tierney and Kadane method and Lindley method can
be found in [25]. In this subsection, we use the Tierney and Kadane method to estimate the entropy.
We consider the function of a and A, say g(a, A). The formulas in the Tierney and Kadane method are
as follows:

I(datala, A) + o, A)
n 7

d(a,A) =

7

5 (a, A) = 5(a, A) + M

g /|Zz*|en[5* £ A5 -8(@nr)]

where ¥ and I* are the inverse of the negative Hessian matrix of 6 and 6*, respectively.
Note that using Equations (5) and (10), we have:

S5, A) = %[U"Fa—l)logzx—i-(c—l—])log)\—(b—i—W(A))oc—d/\
/ X. J X
—ocZ(l—l—Ri)log(l—l-Tl)—Zlog(l—ﬁ—xl)].

i=1 i=1

In order to compute &’y and A7, we need to solve the following equations:

36 1 J+a-1 / X;
_——= - — 1 . 1
=~ = 7l —(b+W(A ;1+R log( +/\)] 0 (19)
00 1[¢faW1(A)fd+ai(l+R')(lf il L =0 o
oA nt A = AN A+ X l:)\ XZ_'
We can also find that
ﬂ _ Jta-1
o2 ne?
926 1 / 1
awar — nl W VT LAFRI A “arx)
926 1 J+1—c ) / 1 1
- = = — 1+ R; R
a2~ al o W e LA+ R (G — )
/ 1 1

2 res iyl

1=

Thus, we can compute || = [—Zgﬁ - (86335)\)2]—1 at (&°r, A7)

e For squared error loss function, we take:

8(a, 1) = H(f) = log(A) ~log(a) + - +1,

55 = o(a,2) + 108H.
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Let 45 take derivatives with respect to « and A, we obtain:

W 26 1,1 1

o o aHw T =0 @)
¥; a1
oA oA TuHA "V @)
. . A X 0926% 026%
According to the equations above, we can obtain (a7, A7). In order to compute [Z*| = [5.7 557 —
2 5% A~ ~
(aa“gf\ )]~ at (a%, A%), we also need to compute:
P61 1 1
dadA  dwdA  nH2A'a a2’V
9?05 9% 1 2 1 2

7

o2~ a2 Tz MO+ ) — ()

9?6 9%  H+1
OA2 T 9A2  nH2A2

So the Bayesian estimate under squared error loss function is:

N Z* * (% \x A
Hs=¢ = ||Z|en[(5 (e, A7) —6(ar,AT)]

e  Further, for linex loss function, we take:

gla,A) = eihH(f), H(f) =log(A) —log(a) + % +1,

5 = 6(a, \) — ’%H

Thus, we have:
9 95  h,1 1

ow o T na w2 = @3)
967
ai:%_%zo‘ (24)
Using Equations (23) and (24), we can obtain (u[’}, )C’f)
We can also compute that:
R 9%
ondA  dwoA’
26 P65 b, 2

32 92 2t )
L

A2z~ oaZ Az

%55 925% 0%5%
Thus, we can compute [Z*| = [5F 557 — (553

linex loss function can be derived as:

A= 1 1og(§) =~ log] /Eﬂenw*wm)a(wf,xm],

)?]~1 at (a’, A%). The Bayesian estimate under
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e As for general entropy loss function, we take:

8@ ) =H(f),  H(f) =log(A) ~ log(a) + - +1,

5 = (a, ) — Zlog H.

We can compute that:

aw; 3 g 1 1.
% o nE T2 =0 (25)

85:_%_ q _0
oA oA  nHA

(26)

Using Equations (25) and (26), we can compute (a, A%.).

We can also compute that:

P09 g (1+l)
0ndA  dwdA  nH2A ‘s a2’
%r 0% 2

1+ )2~ H(1+2),

962~ a2 ' nH2a2

R ) q

14

a2~ ax2 e 1T
. 9%o; 9%5% 925F \21— A A
Then, we can obtain [X*[ = [5 £ 5% — (555)% L at (a, A%).

Obviously, the Bayesian estimate under the general entropy loss function can be derived as:
H, = g‘% = /||Z;||en[6*(d;,)\})5(«},@)]]—;.

In this section, a simulation study is conducted in order to compare different estimates of entropy
with respect to MSEs and bias values. First, we describe how to generate a generalized progressively

4. Simulation Results

hybrid censored sample for Lomax distribution.
Let X = (X1, X, -+, Xin) be the Type II progressively censored sample for Lomax distribution
with censoring scheme R = (Rq, Ry, - -+, Ryy). Then

Y; = alog(1+ %) (i=1,2,..,m)

is the Type II progressively censored sample for a standard exponential distribution. According to the
transformation proposed by [16], let

Zy =nYy, Zi=(n—T5(Ri+1))(Y; = Yiq) (i=2,..m)

Then Zy,Z,,---,Zy are the independent random variables from standard exponential
distribution. Further, after generating Type II progressively censored sample X1, Xp, - - - , X;, we need
to convert it to generalized progressively hybrid censored sample. For fixed T and k, if T < X} < X,
then the generalized progressively hybrid censored sample Xis X = (X1, Xp,- -+, X ); if X < T < Xy,
then the corresponding generalized progressively hybrid censored sample X is X = (X1, Xp,- -+, Xp);
and if X; < X;; < T, then the corresponding generalized progressively hybrid censored sample X
is X = (X1, Xy, -, Xm). The algorithm for generating generalized hybrid censored sample can be
described as:
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1. generate Zy,7Zy,- - ,Zy, where Z; (i = 1,2,---,m) is the random variable from standard
exponential distribution.
2. LetY; = %, Y, =Y_1+ — % thenY = (Y1,Ys,---,Yy) is the Type II progressively

n—(i=1) =L} R
censored sample from standard exponential distribution.
3. Further, let X; = F -1 (1- e Yi ), where F —1 is the inverse of the cumulative distribution function.
Then X = (X1, Xy, - - -, Xj) is the Type II progressively censored sample for Lomax distribution.
4. Forpre-fixed Tand k, if T < X} < Xj;, then the generalized progressively hybrid censored sample
Xis X = (Xq,Xa, -+, Xy); if Xy < T < Xy, then the corresponding generalized progressively
hybrid censored sample X is X = (X3, Xy, -+, Xp); if Xx < X;u < T, then the corresponding
generalized progressively hybrid censored sample X is X = (X3, Xp, - -+, Xpm)-

Without loss of generality, we take T = 1, « = 0.4 and A = 0.2. The desired MLEs of entropy is
obtained based on the MLEs of unknown parameters. The Bayesian estimates under squared error,
linex and general entropy loss function are derived using the Lindley method and the Tierney and
Kadane method. Under the linex loss function, we choose i = 0.2 and / = 0.5. Under general entropy
loss function, we choose g = 0.2 and g = —0.2. For computing proper Bayesian estimates, we assign the
value of hyperparametersasa = 2,b = 5,c = 1,d = 5. Besides, we also computed Bayesian estimates
with respect to non-informative prior distribution. This corresponds to the case when hyperparameters
take values a = b = ¢ = d = 0. The simulation results with non-informative priors are presented in
Table 1 and the results with informative priors are presented in Table 2. We apply two different types
of censoring scheme (Sch). SchI: Ry =n—m. R; =0fori # 1;SchIl: Ry =Ry =--- =Ry_ = 1.
R;=0fori>n—m.

In all the tables, the bias values and the MSEs of the MLES of entropy are presented in the fifth
column. All other columns uniformly contain four values. The first value denotes the bias value of the
Bayesian estimate using the Lindley method and the second value denotes the corresponding MSE of
the estimate using the Lindley method. The third and forth values represent the bias value and MSE of
the estimates obtained by the Tierney and Kadane method.

In general, we can observe that the MSE values decrease as the sample size n increases. For fixed
n and m, the MSEs decrease as k increases. Plus, the Bayesian estimate with informative prior
performs much better than that with non-informative prior with respect to bias value and MSE.
Further, it is observed that Bayesian estimates with proper priors usually perform better than the
MLEs, while MLEs compete really well with Bayesian estimates with non-informative priors. When the
prior is informative, both the methods perform well; while when the prior is non-informative, the
Tierney and Kadane method is a better choice. For linex loss function, i = 0.5 seems to be a better
choice than & = 0.2, and for general entropy loss function, g = 0.2 compete well with g = —0.2.
Overall, the Bayesian estimates with proper prior under the linex loss function behave better than the
other estimates.
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Table 1. The relative MSEs and biases of entropy estimates with MLE and the Bayes estimates with

non-informative priors (H for the MLEs, H; for the Bayesian estimates under the squared error loss

function, Hl for the Bayesian estimates under the linex loss function, H, for the Bayesian estimates

under general entropy loss function, Lindley for the Lindley method and TK for the Tierney and

Kadane method) .
. . A,
n m k Sch H H Method
h=02 h=05 =02 g=-02
—0.0157  0.0518 0.0171 —0.0402 —0.0712  —0.0079 Lindle
[ (03544) (04323) (0.4141) (04054) (05412)  (0.4432) Y
0.0282 —0.0058 —0.0566 —0.0474 —0.022 TK
40 (0.3818)  (0.3706)  (0.3562)  (0.3770)  (0.3766)
—0.066 0.0331 0.0001 —0.0539 —0.0619  —0.0303 Lindle
o (0374 (04233) (04065) (0.395)  (04669)  (04521) y
—0.0062 —0.0394 —0.0912 —0.0818 —0.0577 TK
60 52 (035)  (0.341) (0.3329) (0.3516)  (0.3489)
—0.0265  0.1006 0.077 0.0116 0.0433 0.0668 Lindle
I (0.2412)  (0.4526) (0.4618) (0.3594) (0.5667)  (0.5138) v
0.0861 0.0633 0.0238 0.0303 0.047 TK
48 (0.2981)  (0.2873)  (0.2744) (0.2871)  (0.2917)
I -0.0224 0.0569 0.0312 —0.0079  0.0013 0.02 Lindle
02501)  (0.2706) (0.2632) (0.2553) (0.2662)  (0.2669) y
0.0457 0.0221 —0.018 —0.0135 0.0067 TK
(02745)  (0267)  (0.2574)  (0.2744)  (0.2706)
—0.0346 —0.0692 —0.0978 —0.1384 —0.1935 —0.1383 Lindle
[ (0206) (02741) (02948) (03182) (04859) (03755) v
0.0319 0.0116 -0.0189 -0.0129 0.0033 TK
64 (0.2074)  (0.2025)  (0.1967)  (0.2053)  (0.2056)
—0.0601  —0.025 —0.046 —0.077 —0.081 —0.0567 Lindle
 (02282) (02405) (0238)  (0235) (0:2712)  (0.2443) Y
0.0099 —0.0105 —-0.042 —0.0361 —0.0213 TK
100 80 (0.2159)  (0.2115)  (0.2068)  (0.2141)  (0.2147)
—0.031 0.0379 0.0154 —0.0125  —0.0047 0.0066 Lindle
I (0.1713)  (0.2766)  (0.2481)  (0.2291)  (0.2766)  (0.2538) v
0.022 0.0062 —0.0198 —0.0148 —0.0026 TK
7 (0.1773) (0.174) (0.1705)  (0.1763)  (0.1765)
—0.0138 0.03 0.0131 —0.0128  —0.0092 0.0059 Lindle
g (01814)  (01914) (0.1864) (0.1809) (0.1944)  (0.1877) Y
0.0324 0.0161 —0.0105 —0.0052 0.0067 TK
(0.1805) (0.1767)  (0.1724)  (0.1779)  (0.1796)
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N N H; H,
n m k Sch H H; Method
h=02 h=0.5 q=02 qg=-02
—0.0157 0.152 0.1181 0.0733 0.0718 0.101 Lindley
I (0.3544) (0.3253) (0.3242) (0.3577) (0.3696)  (0.3403)
0.078 0.0481 0.0005 0.0095 0.0323 TK
40 (0.3025) (0.2911)  (0.2774)  (0.2936)  (0.2961)
—0.066 0.0687 0.0379  —0.0173 —0.0374 0.0012 Lindley
I (0.374) (0.289)  (0.2823) (0.3057) (0.4011)  (0.3508)
0.0592 0.0294  —0.0177 —0.0106 0.0139 TK
60 52 (0.2919) (0.2818)  (0.2703)  (0.284) (0.2873)
—0.0265 0.064 0.0391 0.0011 0.01 0.0282 Lindley
I (0.2412) (0.227) (0.2199) (0.2122)  (0.2226) (0.2233)
0.0322 0.0091 —0.0284 —0.0219  —0.004 TK
48 (0.2242)  (0.2184)  (0.2125)  (0.2225)  (0.2233)
—0.0224  0.0692 0.0437 0.0048 0.0116 0.03 Lindley
I (0.2501) (0.2307) (0.2223)  (0.2129)  (0.2312)  (0.2331)
0.0338 0.0109  —0.0268 —0.0213 —0.0032 TK
(0.2408) (0.2352)  (0.2289)  (0.2399)  (0.2394)
—0.0346  0.0229 —0.0009 —0.0309 —0.0393 —0.016 Lindle
I (0.206)  (0.1948) (0.2015) (0.1963)  (0.2426)  (0.2195) Yy
0.0563 0.0371 0.0073 0.0133 0.0278 TK
64 (0.1748)  (0.1702)  (0.1644)  (0.1709)  (0.1716)
—0.0601  0.0254 0.0052  —0.0256 —0.0186 —0.0037 Lindley
I (0.2282) (0.2015) (0.1965) (0.1912)  (0.1986)  (0.1989)
0.0488 0.0295  —0.0007  0.0048 0.0197 TK
100 80 (0.1989) (0.1942)  (0.188)  (0.1954)  (0.1966)
—0.031 0.0289 0.012 —0.0137 —0.0077  0.0046 Lindley
I (0.1713) (0.16) (0.1568)  (0.1534)  (0.1585)  (0.1586)
0.0426 0.0269 0.0013 0.006 0.0183 TK
7 (0.1649)  (0.1614) (0.1573)  (0.1623)  (0.1631)
I —0.0138  0.0484 0.0316 0.0058 0.012 0.0244 Lindley
(0.1814)  (0.172)  (0.1659)  (0.1599) (0.1659)  (0.1671)
0.0395 0.0231 —0.0026  0.0018 0.0149 TK

(0.1573)  (0.154)  (0.1502)  (0.1556)  (0.1552)

5. Data Analysis

13 of 17

Table 2. The relative MSEs and biases of entropy estimates with MLE and the Bayes estimates with
informative priors (H for the MLEs, H; for the Bayesian estimates under the squared error loss function,
A for the Bayesian estimates under the linex loss function, H, for the Bayesian estimates under general
entropy loss function, Lindley for the Lindley method and TK for the Tierney and Kadane method).

In this section, a real data set is analyzed for illustrative purposes. We consider the data set

obtained from a meteorological study in Reference [26] and analyzed by Reference [27]. The data
were based on the radar-evaluated rainfall from 52 cumulus clouds (26 seeded clouds and 26 control
clouds), namely the sample size n is 52. We apply the Akaike information criterion (AIC), defined by
2 x (p —log(L)), Bayesian information criterion (BIC), defined by p x log(n) — 2 x log(L), where p
is the number of parameters, # is the number of observations, and L is the maximized value of the
likelihood function and Kolmogorov-Smirnov (K-S) statistics with its p-value. The competing model is
gamma distribution and generalized inverted exponential distribution. If the Lomax model fits well
with the data, it will have low AIC, BIC, K-S statistics value and high p value. Plus, we also draw
quantile-quantile plots to test the goodness of the model. The results are presented in Table 3 and

Figure 1.
Table 3. AIC, BIC K-S statistics with p value for competing lifetime models.
No. Distribution MLEs AIC BIC K-S p Value
1. Lomax distribution (&, A ) = (1.3055,150.6285)  681.4757 685.3782  0.0952 0.7337
2. Gamma distribution (&,;\) = (0.5606,0.0021) 682.1883  686.0908  0.0893 0.8009
3.  Generalized inverted exponential distribution (&, A) = (0.1425,0.0819)  788.2046 7921071 0.4184 2.4 x 1078
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Figure 1. Quantile-quantile plots .

Although Gamma distribution competes well with Lomax distribution, its second parameter
is too small. Plus, compared with gamma distribution, Lomax distribution is easier to handle with
respect to the computational aspect. So, Lomax distribution is a better choice. We choose to apply the
same censoring scheme as Reference [28], whichis Ry = Ry = -+ = Ryy = 1,Rp5 = 3, m = 25 and
n = 52 and the ordered progressively type-II censored sample generated by Reference [28] is: 1, 4.1,
49,49,7.7,11.5,17.3,17.5,21.7,26.3, 28.6, 29, 31.4, 36.6, 40.6, 41.1, 68.5, 81.2, 92.4, 95, 115.3, 118.3, 119,
163, 198.6. Take Case I (k = 15, T = 80), Case II (k = 15, T = 100), and Case III (k = 18, T = 80). For Case I,
the generalized progressively hybrid censored sample is 1.0, 4.1, 4.9,4.9,7.7,11.5,17.3,17.5,21.7, 26 3,
28.6,29.0, 31.4, 36.6, 40.6, 41.1, 68.5; for Case 1II, the generalized progressiveky hybrid censored sample
is1.0,4.1,4.9,49,7.7,11.5,17.3,17.5,21.7, 26.3, 28.6, 29.0, 31.4, 36.6, 40.6, 41.1, 68.5, 81.2, 92.4, 95.0,
and for Case IlI, the generalized progressively hybrid censored sample is 1.0, 4.1, 4.9,4.9,7.7,11.5,17.3,
17.5,21.7,26.3, 28.6, 29.0, 31.4, 36.6, 40.6, 41.1, 68.5, 81.2.

For the Bayesian estimation, we apply the non-informative priora = b = ¢ = d = 0. Besides,
for the linex loss function, we choose = 0.2 and k = 0.5. For the general loss function, we assign
g = 0.2 and g = —0.2. The results are shown in Table 4. We can observe that, although using different
methods under different loss functions, the estimates of entropy are pretty close to each other.

Table 4. Estimation of entropy based on a real data from a meteorological study.

~ ~ Hl H,
H H; Method
h=02 h=05 =02 g=—02

7.514680 7.391941 7.199010 6.966619 7.236140 7.286647  Lindley

I 8.047029 7.699564 7.452938 7.731689  8.073602 TK
I 6.595185 6.167338 6.102223 6.029770 6.108076 6.126530  Lindley
6.975125 6.821545 6.717372  6.856352  6.883334 TK
I 6.956195 6.586184 6.462234 6.324426 6.478268 6.512196 Lindley

7462613 7.187117 7.023052 7.259597  7.390569 TK

6. Conclusions

The problem of estimating the entropy for Lomax distribution is considered in this paper, based
on generalized progressively hybrid censoring. The maximum likelihood estimator of entropy is
derived. Further, we apply the Lindley method and the Tierney and Kadane method to compute
Bayesian estimates under squared error loss function, linex loss function and general entropy loss
function. Then the proposed estimates are compared with respect to bias values and MSEs. It is
observed that Bayesian estimates with proper priors behave better than the corresponding MLEs.
However, MLEs compete very well with Bayesian estimates when the priors of the Bayesian estimates
are non-informative. Overall, the Bayesian estimates with proper priors under the linex loss function
behave better than other estimates according to the simulation results presented in this passage.
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Much research has been done based on traditional censoring schemes and progressively censoring
schemes, while few studies have been conducted based on generalized hybrid censoring schemes.
Besides, compared with the parameters, entropy has a wider use in many fields now. Therefore, the
estimation of entropy from other distributions based on generalized progressively hybrid censoring is
still of great potential for future study.
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Appendix A. Likelihood and Log-Likelihood Functions

The likelihood functions and log-likelihood functions are presented in this Section as follows:

CaseI:
ok X o el X;
® Sk —[a(14R})+1] [x(1+R;)+1]
L « Ak(l—i—/\) 1 i:1(1+/\) .
* Xk Xk
I o klog(a)—klog(A) —a(l+ R})log(1+ 7) —log(1+ 7)
k—1 X k—1 X,
—a ) (1+R;)log(1+ 71) — ) log(1+ TZ)
i=1 i=1
Case II:
L lXD l!(Rz 1 a(R; +1)+1]
& AD H +

* T X X;
lochog(zx)—Dlog(/\)—aRzlog(l+A _"‘2 (1+R;) log(1+ Zlog (1+ A)

Case III:

L oo YT+ Xy letrisns
Am LT R ‘

l o« mlog(a) —mlog(A —alg (1+R;)log(1+ = /\ glog(1+7).

Appendix B. Lindley Method

Notations and basic expressions in (18) in Lindley method are as follows:
a9 0%g o't
N0 7 ul“ = 7 ll = . Ty
d6; / 89139] / 891189]2

0
p=log(m(a,N),  pi= a—g’i,

u; =

T;; denotes the (i,j)-th element of the inverse of the negative Hessian matrix of
log-likelihood function.
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For Lomax distribution based on generalized progressively hybrid censoring sample, we have:

_2
130—5,

2] 2 I 2 2 5
lgg = — A3—|—¢x21+R (A3 ()\—i—X 1;7 7}\“{)) aW3(A),
1 =0,

! —i(H—R)( ! i) W2(A)

2= o A+X)2 A2 ’

o = 0712’

I +a il—kR ! 1)+i ! i)—awm)

02_/\2 = (=2 A 2 A+X)? A2 '

where, WI()A) = RZ(T+/\ ), W2(A) = R;(% — (A+T)
WL(A) = W2(A) = W3(A) = 0 for Case I and Case III.
We also have:

7), W3 (A) = Rﬁ(ﬁ - %) for Case 1II,

a—1
pl = o - b/
c—1
PZ = )L - d/
loo
Tl =—73 1
loloz — 12,

1
=T = —>,
12 21 Inolos — 1%1

l
2 = — 2

lolop — 12,
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