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Abstract

The study focuses on the E-Bayesian estimation of a Type-II censored sample from the Chen distribu-
tion. Three distinct prior distributions for the hyper-parameters and three different loss functions are
considered here for deriving the E-Bayes estimators of the scale parameter and hazard rate of above said
distribution under Type-II censoring. Also derived analytical expressions for the E-MSE of the proposed
estimators. Additionally, several features of the E-Bayesian estimators and E-MSEs are derived. This
paper compares E-Bayesian estimation with traditional estimation methods like MLE and Bayesian. The
applicability of the proposed estimators is demonstrated using a real data application. Furthermore, the
credible intervals of the scale parameter estimators are also provided. The numerical analysis demonstrates
that the proposed method is simpler and more feasible than traditional techniques.

Keywords: Chen distribution; Type II censoring; Bayesian estimation; E-Bayesian estimation;
E-MSE.

1 Introduction

Experiments in reliability and life-testing are done to learn more about the time of a significant
event of interest. Examples of situations where the time of occurrence is significant are when a
component fails, a disease abrogates, or a biological unit dies. For some reason, most investiga-
tions might not have complete information on the lifetimes or failure times of the experimental
units. For example, in a medical trial, patients may withdraw from treatment, or the funding
is only available for a specific period. In industrial trials, it is planned to remove accidentally
damaged units before they fail to reduce testing time and costs. Censored data are those obtained
from such experiments. The censoring schemes that appear the most frequently in the literature
are Type-I and Type-II censoring. The experiment’s endpoint is fixed, while the amount of failures
reported is random in Type-I censoring. In contrast, the experiment’s endpoint is random, and
the number of failures is fixed in Type-II censoring. Type-II censoring is more cost-effective than
Type-I censoring when comparing two censoring schemes. Inference under Type-II censoring for
different parametric family distributions has been thoroughly studied in the literature. For more
details, one can refer to [23]], [Z], [4], [9], [10].

A number of distributions with hazard rate functions that are constant, increasing, or decreas-
ing in nature are discussed in the reliability literature. These distributions include generalized
exponential, gamma, Weibull, and lognormal. These are the most often used models, and we use
them to investigate various phenomena that occur in real life. However, these models do not
work well with data sets showing bathtub-shaped hazard rates. In order to analyze real data
with bathtub-shaped failure rates, several authors introduced probability models like modified
Weibull by [18] and extended Weibull by [19], but these models are still unsuitable for producing
accurate bathtub shape failure rates. Chen [8] showed a two-parameter lifespan distribution with
a bathtub-shaped or increasing failure rate function. The hazard rate for this distribution initially
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declines, keeps the same, and increases. Chen distribution is a useful model for examining the
lifespan of mechanical and electronic devices and humans. In addition to well-known models
like lognormal and gamma, it can also be used to model positively skewed data. Due to the
two parameters, closed-form confidence intervals for the shape parameter and joint confidence
regions, this distribution is adaptable.

The MLEs of the Chen distribution parameter using samples that have been progressively
Type-II censored are calculated by [24]. The MLE and Bayes estimators for the parameters of
the Chen distribution using complete and censored samples are derived by [22], [2], [17], [16].
Kayal et al. [15] developed point and interval estimates of the multicomponent stress-strength
reliability model of an s-out-of-j system using both classical and Bayesian techniques under the
presumption that both the stress and the strength variables follow a Chen distribution. The
literature on estimations of Chen distributions mentioned above mainly focuses on MLE or
Bayesian techniques.

In addition to the Bayesian approach, the E-Bayesian estimation method, was developed in
the literature. Originally, Han [13] addressed the definition of E-Bayesian estimation. Since
the prior distribution of the hyperparameters is taken into account, the E-Bayesian approach is
more reliable than Bayesian. The term "E-Bayesian estimation" refers to the expectation of the
parameter’s Bayesian estimate for all hyperparameters. In recent days so many works related
to E-Bayesian inference of parameters and reliability functions of different distributions using
complete and censored samples are discussed in the literature. For more details, one can refer to
[1], [12],[3], [21], [20], [5]. The works mentioned above were a source of inspiration for further
research on E-Bayes estimators for the scale parameter and hazard rate of Chen distributions
under Type-II censoring schemes. The present work aims to develop E-Bayes estimators for the
scale parameter and hazard rate of the Chen distribution using a Type-II censoring scheme and
to calculate E-MSEs for the proposed estimators.

The organization of the remaining part of the work is as follows. In part 2, we go through the
MLE of the scale parameter and hazard rate of the Chen distribution under the Type-II censoring
scheme. Section 3 discusses the estimators” MSE as well as the Bayesian estimation of the scale
parameter and hazard rate. Section 4 developed how to obtain E-Bayesian estimators of the scale
parameter, hazard rate, and their associated E-MSEs. Section 5 of the article discusses the features
that all of these estimators possess. In Section 6, it is discussed how well the estimators work
with real data set. The final findings of the proposed study are provided in Section 7.

2 Maximum Likelihood Estimation

In this section, using a Type-II censoring technique, we derive the MLE of the scale parameter and
hazard rate of the Chen distribution. The pdf, cdf and hazard function of the Chen distribution
are respectively given by

A
F(x;0,1) = 0AxM 1 H0=¢") x50, A>0, 0>0, 1)
XA
F(x;0,A) =1—¢1=¢") x>0, A>0, 6>0 )
and N
h(t) = 0Atrtet”, > 0. (3)

With pdf and cdf defined in and , respectively, assume that n distinct units selected from
a population are put to the test and that the associated lifetimes are distributed identically. Let
X = (Xq), X2, s X(r)) be the Type-II censored sample taken from (1) with r failure times. The
likelihood function for Type-II censored sample is given by

n!

L(A,0x) = mﬂ?ﬂf(x(i))[l — Flxp)"™
— nil "y x e—f)T.
- (7’1 _ 1’)' 9 ()\/7) (4)
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where v(A, x) = Arnlexf‘_lezle X x = (x(1), X(2)s - X(py) and T = Y74 e+ (n— r)e’(;\ —n.
The log-likelihood function is provided by Chen distribution when A is known is given by

In(L) = In6" +1Ine T

The normal equation is obtained by differentiating the log-likelihood with respect to the scale
parameter 6 and equating them to zero.

dln(L) r B
5 =0 = 5-T=0

By solving the above equation we can obtain MLE of the parameter 0 as

A r
Omr = T 5)

3 Bayesian Estimation

The Bayes estimators of the parameter 6 are obtained in this section based on the squared error
loss function (SELF), entropy loss function (ELF), and precautionary loss function (PLF). For
developing the Bayesian estimation, we assume the gamma distribution as conjugate prior with
probability density function

7(6la,b) = B g1 950, b0 (6)

7 F(a) 4 4 4 4

where a and b are the hyper parameters. The posterior density of 6 can be expressed as the
following using the prior density (6) and likelihood function (@) as

r+a
q(9|£) — %97+a169(b+T), 6 > 0. (7)

We arrived at the Bayes estimators of 8 and the hazard rate of under three distinct loss
functions in the subsequent theorem.

Theorem 1. For the Type-II censored sample X = (X(l), X(Z), .y X(r)) from (1) under SELF, ELF,
and PLF together with the likelihood function (4) and prior distribution (6), we obtain the Bayes
estimators of 6 and hazard rate, respectively, provided as

i) Under SELF

A r+a
U1 = m/ (8)
~ r+a 1 A
h(t)p = b+TAt)‘ Lot ©9)
ii) Under ELF
A r+a—1
g2 = W, (10)
N r+a—1 4 A
iii) Under PLF
s [(r+a+1)(r+a)
N r+a+1)(r+a g A
h(t)ps = \/( 0T %()2 )M Lot™, (13)

226



Athirakrishnan and Abdul Sathar RT&A, No 1 (72)
E-Bayesian estimation Volume 18, March 2023

Proof.
i) The mean of (7) serves as the Bayes estimator of § under SELF and is written as

r+a
b+T

éBl = E(9|£) =
Likewise, the Bayes estimator of hazard rate is

i:l(t)Bl =E (gAt)\ilet)w&) = %At/\ileﬂ.

ii) The following is the expression of a Bayes estimator of § using ELF:

A 1 1 or4a—1
g2 = {E <9|x)} = TorT

Likewise, the Bayes estimator of hazard rate is

-1
N . A—1 t/\ -1 o r+a— 1 A—1 t/\
h(t)pr = [E ((QM e ) |x)] =TT AT

iii) The following is the expression of a Bayes estimator of 6 using PLF:

r4+a)(r+a+1
Ors = E(%]x) \/ (b+T)2 )

Likewise, the Bayes estimator of hazard rate is
- 2
|

We determined the MSE of the Bayes estimators of 6 and the hazard rate of (1) for three
distinct loss functions in the subsequent theorem.

Theorem 2. For the Type-II censored sample X = (X(1), X(3), .-, X(r)) from li the MSE of the
Bayes estimators of 0 and the hazard rate under SELF, ELF, and PLF respectively as

i) Under SELF

MSE(fg1) = (bfiT“)Q (14)
MSE(h(t)p1) = (At*le”)z(btiﬁ)z. (15)

ii) Under ELF
MSE(6p,) = r(;f;f)zl (16)
MSE(h(t)g2) = (AP Te f">2r(b+j;)1 a7

iii) Under PLF
MSE(0p3) = m[(r—l—a—i-l)—\/(r+a+l)(r+a)], (18)
MSE(h(t)p3) = (/\t"—le“)z(zb(TTa))Z[(r +a+1)— \/(r +a+1)(r+a)]. (19)
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Proof.

i) MSE of the Bayes estimator of 8 under SELF is defined as

MSE(6g1(a,b)) = E(93_|x) — 20p1(a,b)E(0]x) + [0p1 (a, b))

(b+T)>
Likewise, the MSE of the Bayes estimator of hazard rate under SELF is as follows:

MSE(h(t)p1) = E[h(t)*|x] — 2h(t) g1 E[h(t)[x] + [A(t)p1]?
(/\t/\_let/\)z 1’+a )
(b+T)2

ii) MSE of Bayes estimator of § using ELF is defined as

MSE(0p2(a,b)) = E(6%|x) — 20p(a,b)E(0]x) + [0p2(a, b)]?
r+a—1
(b+T)*
Likewise, the MSE of the Bayes estimator of hazard rate under ELF is as follows:
MSE(h(t)p2) = E[h(f)2|31€] = 20(t)p2E[h(#)|x] + [R(t) p2]
_ rta-l, 0
= DT AP et

iii) MSE of the Bayes estimator of 6 using PLF is defined as

~

Ops = E(6°|x) —20p3(a,b)E(6]x) + [Bp3(a, b))
2r+a) [(r+a+1)-— \/(r—i—a—l—l)(r—l—a)].

(b+T)2
Likewise, the MSE of the Bayes estimator of hazard rate under PLF is as follows:

h(t)ps = E[h(t)?|x] — 2 (t)psE[h(t)|x] + [(t)ps]?

— ()\tAletA)z(zb(:_+Ta))2 (r+a+1)—/(r+at+1)(r+a)l.

4 E-Bayesian Estimation and its E-MSE

Han [13] is the author who first introduced E-Bayesian estimation in literature. Here we will
obtain the E-Bayes estimator of the scale parameter and hazard rate of the Chen distribution
under Type II censoring based on SELF, ELF and PLF and derive the properties exhibited by these
estimators. Three different prior distributions of the hyper-parameters are considered to examine
the impact of various prior distributions on the E-Bayesian estimate of 0. According to [13], it is
important to establish that the prior distribution of a and b, indicated by 7t(6|a, b), is a decreasing
function in 6. Finding the first derivative of 71(6|a, b) with respect to 6 and obtaining the result as

ort(fla,b) b9 2e b
0 Ta

[(a—1)—b8).
As a result, the function w <0 and 71(0|a, b) is a decreasing function of 6 for 0< a <1 and
b>0. Given 0< a <1, the gamma density function’s tail will be thinner the larger b. The thinner-
tailed prior distribution frequently affects the robustness of the Bayesian estimate, according to
[6], which took the robustness of the Bayesian estimate into account. As a result, b must not
exceed a specified upper bound ¢, where ¢ > 0 is an unknown constant. As a result, the restriction
of 0< a <1 and 0< b < c should be used when choosing the hyper-parameters a and b.
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Definition 4.1. Opp = [ [, 0p(a,b)7(a,b)dadb = E[f(a,b)] is referred to as the E-Bayesian
estimate of § when fg(a, b) is continuous and is considered finite. D is the domain of a and b,
03(a,b) is the Bayesian estimation of § with hyper-parameters a and b, and 7(a, b) is the prior
density of a and b over D.

The expectation of the Bayesian estimation of 6 for the hyperparameters is what definition 4.1
defines as the E-Bayesian estimation of 6. The definition of E-MSE of the E-Bayes estimators of 6
presented by [11] is provided below.

Definition 4.2. E — MSE(0gp) = [ [, MSE(05(a,b))7t(a, b)dadb = E[MSE(p(a,b))] is referred
to as the E-MSE of E-Bayes estimation of § when MSE(fg(a, b)) is continuous and is considered
finite. D is the domain of a and b, MSE((a, b)) is the MSE of the Bayesian estimation of 6 with
hyper-parameters a and b, and 7t(a, b) is the prior density of a and b over D.

The E-Bayesian estimators of the parameter 6 are obtained in this section using three different
prior distributions for the hyper-parameters a and b. These prior distributions were chosen
to demonstrate how the various prior distributions affected the E-Bayesian estimation of the
parameter 6. The prior distributions we used are given by

nl(a,b):z(cczb), 0<a<l O<b<c. (20)

nz(a,b):%, O<a<l1l O<b<e (21)
2b

7r3(a,b):c—2, O<a<l O<b<e (22)

These prior distributions are used to ensure that 77(6]a,b) is a decreasing function in 6. The
E-Bayes estimators of the parameter 6 and the hazard rate function using 711 (4, b) are derived in
the subsequent theorem under various loss functions.

Theorem 3. We have the E-Bayes estimators of 6 and hazard rate, which are provided, for the
censored sample X = (X(1), X(2), -, X(y)) from (1) using the prior distribution under SELF,
ELF, and PLF, respectively as

i) Under SELF

A 2r+1 T+c
Opg1 = 2 {(T—l—c)ln( T )—c}, (23)
h(t)es1 = /\f)‘_letﬂrc%l {(T+c)ln (T;C> — c} : (24)
ii) Under ELF
éEEl—Zrzl{(T+c)ln< +C)—c}, (25)
1 pA2r—1 T+c
h(t)gpr = MM ! 2 {(T—l—c)ln ( ) —c}. (26)
iii) Under PLF
Ao 2 T+c 1
Oep1 = 2 {(T+c)ln (T) - C}/o \/(r+a)(r+a+1)da, (27)

h(t)epr = At*lé’”c% {(T+c)ln (T;C) - c} /01 \/(r+a)(r+a+1)da. (28)

Proof.
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i) The following is the expression of the E-Bayes estimator of 6 using SELF:

A 1 ¢ A
9E51 = / / 931 (11, b)nl(a, b)dﬂdb
0 JO

Using (8) and (20), the above equation simplifies to
A 2r+1 T+c
9551 = 2 {(T+C)l7’l( T > —C}

Likewise, the E-Bayes estimator of hazard rate using SELF using (9) and is as follows:

~

h(t)es1 = //szgl(a,b)nl(a,b)dadb
_ /\tA—letAZVC—zH {(T+c)ln (T;—c) c}.

ii) The following is the expression of the E-Bayes estimator of 6 using ELF:

1 pc
OcEr =/ / Op2(a, b) 7ty (a,b)dadb.
0 Jo

Using and (20), the above equation simplifies to
P 2r—1 T+c
Ocp1 = 2 {(T—i—c)ln( T )—C}.

Likewise, the E-Bayes estimator of hazard rate using ELF using and is as follows:

~

1 pc
h(t)epr = /o /0 hpa(a,b)my(a,b)dadb
2r—1 T
— /\if)‘_letArci2 {(T—l—c)ln ( ;—C> —c}.

iii) The following is the expression of the E-Bayes estimator of 6 using PLF:

A 1 c ~
GEpl = / / 9337‘(1 ([l, b)dadb
0 Jo

Using and (20), the above equation simplifies to
A 2 T + c -1
95P1—C2{(T+c)ln( T )_C}./o \/(r—i—a)(r+a+1)da.

Likewise, the E-Bayes estimator of hazard rate using PLF using and is as follows:

h(t)epr = At)\fleﬂc% {(T—i—c)ln (T;_C) —c}/o1 \/(r+a)(r+a+1)da.

]
The E-Bayes estimators of the parameter 6 and the hazard rate function using 7 (a,b) are
derived in the subsequent theorem under various loss functions.

Theorem 4. We have the E-Bayes estimators of § and hazard rate, which are provided, for the
censored sample X = (X1), X(2), -, X(;)) from (1) using the prior distribution under SELF,
ELF, and PLF, respectively as

i) Under SELF

A 2r+1 T+c

desa = 2o (115, 9)
N A pr2r+1 T+c
h(t)Esz—/\t e 72(: In T . (30)
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ii) Under ELF

A 2r—1 T+c
OeE2 = e In < T ) , (31)
A a1 pr2r—1 T+c¢
h(t)pp2 = At* e 5 In ( T ) . (32)
iii) Under PLF
A 1 T+c\ /!
Oepr = Eln ( T ) /0 \/(r+a)(r+a+l)da, (33)
~ . A—1 t)\l T+c /1
h(B)epy = At e —ln (T ) A \/(r+a)(r +a+1)da. (34)
Proof. The proof is excluded since it is similar to that of Theorem |

The E-Bayes estimators of the parameter 6 and the hazard rate function using 713(a,b) are
derived in the subsequent theorem under various loss functions.

Theorem 5. We have the E-Bayes estimators of 6 and hazard rate, which are provided, for the
censored sample X = (X(1), X(2), -, X)) from (1) using the prior distribution under SELF,
ELF, and PLF, respectively as

i) Under SELF

A 2r+1 T+c
Oess = 2 {C —Tln ( T >} (35)
h(t)gss = A" e —a {c —Tin ( T . (36)
ii) Under ELF
A 2r —1 T+c
951;3 = 2 {C —Tin ( T )}, (37)
A a1 p2r—1 T+c
]’l(t)EE3—/\t e C2{C—Tll’l< T )} (38)
iii) Under PLF
A 2 T+c 1
HEpa—@{CTln( T )}/0 \/(7+ﬂ)(7’+a+1)dﬂ, (39)
~ o A—1 A 2 T+c 1
h(t)gps = At e = {c— Tin < T ) } ./0 \/(r+a)(r+a+1)da. (40)
Proof. The proof is excluded since it is similar to that of Theorem |

The E-MSE of the E-Bayes estimators of the parameter 6 using different priors are derived in
the subsequent theorem under various loss functions.

Theorem 6. The E-MSE of the E-Bayes estimators of 6 using the priors 711(a,b), 712(a,b), and
m3(a, b) under SELF, ELF, and PLF are presented, respectively, for the E-Bayes estimators of 6 of
Type-II censored sample X = (X1), X(2), -, X(y)) from (1) as

i) Under SELF

~ 2r+1 T c
E — MSE(QESl) = 2 {ln (T—i—C) + T} ’ (41)
A 2r+1 1
E — MSE(fes2) = = { Tt T) } , (42)
A 2r+1 T+c c
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ii) Under ELF

A 2r+3 T c
E— MSE(0cr1) = = {ln(T+C> +T}, (44)
N 2r +3 1
N 2r+3 T+c c
E— MSE(GEE?,) = 2 {li’l < T ) - ct T} . (46)

iii) Under PLF

E— MSE(Bgp) = j;{ln (Tie)“L;}/ol(rM)

[(r—i-a—i-l)—\/(r+a)(r+u+1)]da, (47)

E — MSE(0gpp) = T(cz—i—T) /Ol(r—l—a)[(r—f—a+ 1)~ Jr+a)r+at1)da, @8
E— MSE(fpps) = [ (T+C) C+T} (r +a)

[(r+a+1) \/H—a )(r+a+1)]da. (49)

Proof.
i) Under SELF, the E-MSE of the estimator, 8¢ can be obtained from and by using
the definition and is given by

E— MSE(frs;) = / /D MSE (851 (a,b)) 11 (a, b)dadb

2r+1 T c
= ——<In|—=— — 5.
c? {n(T+c>+T}

Similarly, the E-MSE of g, and Ofgs can be obtained from , and and by using
the definition and are given, respectively, by

E— MSE(fpsy) = / / MSE (851 (a, b)) 12 (a, b)dadb
o 2r+1
o 2 {T(c+T)}
and
E — MSE(fps3) — / / MSE (85, (a, b)) 723 (a, b)dadb

D
o 2r+1 In T+c\ ¢
2 T c+TJ°
ii) Under ELF, the E-MSE of the estimator, fzr; can be obtained from and li and using
the definition (4.2) and is given by

E— MSE(Bpp) = / / MSE (83(a, b)) 7ty (a, b)dadb
D
2r+3 T o
= CZ {li’l (T+C>+T}

Similarly, the E-MSE of Org» and Ogp3 can be obtained from , and and by using
the definition and are given, respectively, by

E— MSE(fsr2) = //DMSE(@Bz(a,b))nz(u,b)dadb
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B 2r;_3{T(c:—T)}'

E — MSE(fp3) = / /D MSE (882 (a, b)) 723 (a, b)dadb

_ 2r+3 In T+cy ¢
2 T c+TJ"
iii) Under PLF, the E-MSE of the estimator, Ogp; can be obtained from and by using
the definition and is given by

and

E— MSE(fgpy) = / /D MSE (8g3(a, b)) 7ty (a, b)dadb

) s
(r+a+1) —\/(r +a)(r +a+1)]da.

Similarly, the E-MSE of Orpy and Ogps can be obtained from , and and by using
the definition and are given, respectively, by

E— MSE(fpp) = / /D MSE (853 (a, b)) a2 (a, b)dadb

_ T(CZ—m/Ol(r—}—a)[(r+a+1)—\/(r+a)(r+a+1)]da,

and

E— MSE(fpps) = / /D MSE(655(a, b)) 2 (a, b)dadb

_ éln THey ¢
2 T c+T

1
/0 (r+a)[(r+a+1)—\/(r+a)(r+a+1)]da.

[ |
The E-MSE of the E-Bayes estimators of the hazard rate h(t) using different priors are derived
in the subsequent theorem under various loss functions.

Theorem 7. The E-MSE of the E-Bayes estimators of h(t) using the priors 711 (a,b), 72(a,b), and
m3(a, b) under SELF, ELF, and PLF are presented, respectively, for the E-Bayes estimators of ()
of Type-II censored sample X = (X(1), X(3), ---, X)) from H as

i) Under SELF

E— MSE(h(t)gs1) = (At)‘_letA)zzr; L {m (Ti C) + ;} , (50)
E — MSE(h(t)psp) = (M*le”)zzr; ! { . (C1+ 5 } , (51)
E — MSE(h(t)ps3) = (/'\t/\*letA)22rc%l {ln (T;f C) - - i T} : (52)
ii) Under ELF
E — MSE(h(t)ge1) = (At)‘*le“)zzr; 3 {ln (Ti C> + ;} , (53)
E — MSE(h(t)gg2) = ()\t’\*leﬂ)zzr;_ 3 { T(Ci 5 } , (54)
E — MSE(h(t)ggs) = (m—le”)ﬂ%3 {ln (T; C) - T} . (55)
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iii) Under PLF

E—MSE(h(epm) = (A 1e!")2 i{m(TH) ;}/1(r+a)

(r+a+1) \/r+a Y(r+a+1)]da, (56)

E— MSE(h(t)gp) = (AM! ”)2#/1( +a)

EP2 - e T(C+T) 0 r a
[(r+a+1)— \/(r—i-a)(r—i-a +1)]da, (57)

_ 2 _ A-1t02 4 THe) ¢ /1
E MSE(h(t)Ep3) = ()\i’ e )CZ [lﬂ( T ) C—i—T] 0 (7’+{1)

(r+a+1) = /(r+a)(r +a+1))da. (58)
Proof. The proof is excluded since it is similar to that of Theorem [ u

5 Properties of E-Bayesian estimation

We now go over some important features of E-Bayesian estimators and their E-MSE. The rela-
tionship between E-Bayes estimators of 6 under various loss functions is given in the subsequent
theorem.

Theorem 8. Using the priors 711(a,b), my(a,b) and 73(a,b) under various loss functions, the
relationship between E-Bayes estimators of # when 0< ¢ <T is given as

a) under SELF

i) Orss < Ops1 < Opsy,

ii) Hm7_e0 Ops1 = imrye0 Opsp = imrse0 Os3,
b) under ELF

i) Opps < Opp1 < Oepo,

ii) N7 Opp1 = Bmr 00 Oppr = limre Opps,
¢) under PLF

i) Opps < Opp1 < Oppo,

ii) lim7 e Opp1 = limy 0 Oppy = limy_,o0 Opp3.
Proof.
a) Under SELF

i) From and (29), we have

A n 2r+1 1 ¢ T+c
Oes1 — Opsp = c {<2+T>ln( T )1:| (59)
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For —1 < x < +1, we have, In(1 +x) = x — %2 + %3 - 92—4 + "5—5 — = (1R
Letx =4, when0 <c<T,0< ¢ <1, we get

) ()]

So, we can say that,
Oes1 < Opso. (61)

Now from and (35), we have

0rs1—0rss

2r+1 [ T+c 2r+1 T+c

== _(T—i—c)ln( T —c]— 2 [C—Tln( T ﬂ
2

:27+1 (2T+c)ln<T;C> —2c

2
_2r+1[(2T+¢) ln<T+c> s

c T

o) m(59)] -2

1, 9
—
(o))
N
~

B @B G- B @] (O3
EY 1) ...} 2 ©3)

() 6P E- G5 () [-36)] -
>0.

So we can say that, ; ; (64)

ES1 > VEs3.
From and (64), 5 ; ; (65)
ES3 < VEs1 < OEs2.

ii) From and and by applying limit T — oo
Lim (6es1 — Oes2)
—00
2r+1\ .. 1 /c 3 /c\2 4 /c 5 rc\4 18 /¢
—( c )%%{Z(T)M(T) {1‘9@]*24@) [1‘25(% (66)
to—1)
=0.
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From and and by applying limit T — oo

lim (051 — Oks3)
T—o0

(55 pmi(E) - @l 5 () -5 ()] 0 @
=0.
Hence from and (67),

lim éESl = lim éESZ = lim éES3' (68)
T—o00 T—o00 T—o00

The remaining part of the proof is removed since it is comparable to that presented above. W
The relationship between E-Bayes estimators of /(t) under various loss functions is given in the
subsequent theorem.

Theorem 9. Using the priors 711(a,b), my(a,b) and 73(a,b) under various loss functions, the
relationship between E-Bayes estimators of /(t) when 0< ¢ <T is given as

a) under SELF

i) h(t)ess < h(t)est < h(t)Es2,

ii) HimT o0 f(t)Es1 = UM 0o h(t)Es2 = lim7 500 h1() Es3,
b) under ELF

i) h(t)ees < h(t)eer < h(t)eea,

i) M0 A(t) g1 = M7 00 A(t) p2 = limr_ye () 3,
¢) under PLF

i) 1(t)eps < h(t)ept < h(t)Ep2,

i) M0 A(t)gp1 = M7 00 A(t)gpp = im0 1(t) 3.

The proof is excluded since it is similar to that of Theorem

The relationship between E-MSE of the E-Bayes estimators of § under various loss functions is
given in the subsequent theorem.

Theorem 10. Using the priors 711(a,b), my(a,b) and 713(a,b) under various loss functions, the
relationship between E-MSE of the E-Bayes estimators of § when 0< ¢ <T is given as

a) under SELF

i) E— MSE(0gs3) < E — MSE(fgs1) < E — MSE(fgs2),

ii) im7_se0 E — MSE(fgs1) = limy_,oo E — MSE(fEsp) = limy_,o E — MSE(0gs3).
b) under ELF

i) E— MSE(@gg3) < E — MSE(0gr1) < E — MSE(fkp»),
ii) im7_e0 E — MSE(Agp1) = imr_,e E — MSE(0gg2) = limy_ o E — MSE(fgE3).

¢) under PLF
i) E— MSE(@gp3) < E — MSE(0gp1) < E — MSE(fkp),
ii) Hm7_ 00 E — MSE(fgp1) = lim7_,o E — MSE(fgpy) = limy_,oo E — MSE(fEp3).

Proof.

a)
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i) From and (@3), we have

E— MSE(fs3) — E— MSE(6s1)
_ 1 In THc\ c I T c
oc T c+T T+ec T
1 T+c c(2T +¢)
— 21“( T )‘ T(c+T)}
2 T+c (2T +¢)
= —In _
c T T(c+T)
<0 (69)
So, we can say that,
E— MSE(Ggsg,) < E— MSE(GESl). (70)
Now, from and (2), we have
E— MSE(frs;) — E— MSE(fgs1)
¢ 1 1 In T+c\ ¢
- 2T(c+T) ¢ T c+T
c 1 1 T+c
- ~ 21
T(e+T) c4T ¢ “< T )
c+2T 1[c 1/c\2 1 /c\3
T (cxT2T ¢ [T —5(7) +3(5) —]
c+2T 1 1 sc 2 /c
= (ciT2f T T (7) [1‘3 (T)}
1 /c\3 4 /c
37 (7) [1 ~5 Tﬂ e
> 0 (71)
So, we can say that,
E — MSE(fgs2) > E — MSE(fEs1). (72)
From and (72),
E — MSE(Ars3) < E — MSE(fgg1) < E — MSE(fgsy). (73)
ii) From and by applying limit T — oo
lim (E — MSE(gs3) — E — MSE(6s1))
—r 00
= lim gln THe) _(2T+¢)
 Toe | C T T(C+T>
© Toe [T T2 373 274 77
2+ £
— lim —— T
oo T(& +1)
_— (74)
From (71) and by applying limit T — co
Lim (E MSE(6gsy) — E — MSE(6gs1))
—»00
£42 1 c 2 /¢
_ im — L = -4 " |1_Z2(Z
= MOT(ErD) TP {1 3 (T)] +
3 4 rc
it [1 "5 (T)] o
— 0. (75)
Hence from and (74),
lim E — MSE(fgg1) = lim E — MSE(fgsy) = lim E — MSE(fgs3). (76)
T—o0 T—o0 T—ro0
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The remaining part of the proof is removed since it is comparable to that presented above. W
The relationship between E-MSE of the E-Bayes estimators of 1(t) under various loss functions is
given in the subsequent theorem.

Theorem 11. Using the priors 711(a,b), mp(a,b) and 713(a,b) under various loss functions, the
relationship between E-MSE of the E-Bayes estimators of /1(t) when 0< ¢ <T is given as

a) under SELF

i) E— MSE(h(t)gs3) < E — MSE(h(t)gs1) < E — MSE(h(t)gs2),
ii) imy oo E — MSE(h(t)gs1) = limy o0 E — MSE(h(t)gs2) = im0 E — MSE(h(t)gs3)-

b) under ELF

i) E— MSE(h(t)gg3) < E— MSE(h(t)gg1) < E — MSE(h(t)eg2),
ii) limy_ye0 E — MSE(A(t)gp1) = limy 00 E — MSE(h(t)gp2) = limr_yeo E — MSE (A (t)gg3).

¢) under PLF

i) E— MSE(h(t)eps) < E— MSE(h(t)gp1) < E— MSE(h(t)ep2),
ii) limy e E— MSE(h(t)pp1) = limr e E— MSE(A(t)gp2) = im7 oo E — MSE(h(t) p3).

Table 1: The AE (first row), MSE (second row) and ACI for MLE, Bayesian and E-Bayesian estimates of 6 for real

data.
n=148

r=30 r=60 r=90 r=120 ACI

Oy 0.0140806 0.0213817 0.0302629 0.0346765
958331 %1074 5.65431 %1074 2458811074 1.07767 %104

01 0.014312 0.021557 0.0304276 0.0348179 (0.0113113, 0.0473139)
1.0999 « 10~ 5 9.3838 x 1076 1.11832% 1075 1.03929 %1075

) 0.0138428 0.0212007 0.0300914 0.0345289 (0.0111863, 0.0467911)
1.13596 « 1075 9.5389 %1076 1.13068 x 1075 1.04791 %1075

0p3 0.0145447 0.0217345 0.0305953 0.0349621 (0.0113736, 0.0475745)
1.10877 « 1075 9.42226 %1076 1.12139% 1075 1.04144%10"5

Oes1 0.0143109 0.0215561 0.0304265 0.0348168 (0.0113114, 0.0473116)
1.09967 « 1075 9.38285x 1076 1.11823 1075 1.03922% 1075

0rsn 0.0143087 0.0215542 0.0304243 0.0348148 (0.0113117, 0.0473072)
1.09922 %« 1075 9.38095%x 1076 1.11805%1075 1.0391x1075

OEs3 0.0143065 0.0215524 0.030422 0.0348127 (0.011312, 0.0473028)
1.09877 «1075 9.37904 %1076 1.11788 1075 1.03897 %« 10~5

OeE1 0.0138417 0.0211998 0.0300903 0.0345279 (0.0111864, 0.0467889)
1.13573 %1075 9.53794 %1076 1.13059 %1075 1.04785% 1075

Ogpp  0.0138396 0.021198 0.0300881 0.0345258 (0.0111867, 0.0467845)
1.13526 « 105 9.536 %1076 1.13041 %1075 1.04772% 1075

fres  0.0138374 0.0211961 0.0300859 0.0345238 (0.011187, 0.0467801)
1.1348 x 105 9.53407 x1076  1.13023%x 1075 1.04759 %105

Oep1 0.0300255 0.0353436 0.0443292 0.0472391 (0.0113737, 0.0475723)
1.10854 %« 1075 9.4213 %1076 1.1213 %10~ 5 1.04137 x 1075

Ogpp  0.0145414 0.0217316 0.0305919 0.0349589 (0.011374, 0.0475678)
1.10809 « 1075 9.41939x 1076 1.12113«1075 1.04124%1075

Oeps  0.0145391 0.0217297 0.0305896 0.0349568 (0.0113743, 0.0475634)

1.10763 * 1075

9.41748 + 1076

1.12095 %« 1075

1.04112 %1075
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6 Results

In this section, we examine how well the estimators developed in this article performed.

6.1 Real Data Analysis

We used the real data set given by [14] for real-life situations indicating the graft survival periods
in months of 148 renal transplant patients to examine the performance of the estimators developed
in this research. The data were fitted using the Chen distribution, and the p-value and test statistic
values for the Kolmogorov-Smirnov test are 0.5844 and 0.0626, respectively. The MLEs for the
unknown Chen distribution parameters are calculated to be § =0.0429 and A =0.3863. We generate
Type-II censored samples by choosing different values for r (30, 60, 90 and 120). We presume
that the shape parameter is always known and equal to its MLE, i.e., A = 0.3863. Using the
bootstrapping concept, we computed the AE, MSE, E-MSE and 95% average credible interval
(ACI) of the estimators and are given in Tables 1 and 2.

Table 2: The AE (first row), MSE (second row) and ACI for MLE, Bayesian and E-Bayesian estimates of h(t) for real

data.
n=148

r=30 r=60 r=90 r=120 ACI

Apmre  0.0205438 0.0334508 0.0501238 0.0557942
1.82571 %1073 1.28701 %1073 7.69232+« 1074 7.28922 %1074

hp1 0.0198053 0.0325953 0.0490964 0.0556378 (0.00534318, 0.0855648)
210708 x 1075 2208511075 3.14922% 1075 3.08391 %10~ 5

hpo 0.019156 0.0320565 0.0485539 0.0551761 (0.00528414, 0.0846193)
217617« 1075 224501 %1075 3.18402%10°5 3.1095% 1075

hp3 0.0201274 0.0328636 0.0493669 0.0558682 (0.00537262, 0.0860362)
212408 1075 221756 %1075 3.15787 %1075 3.09028 « 1075

hEst 0.0198039 0.0325939 0.0490946 0.0556361 (0.00534354, 0.0855612)
2.10668 x 105 2.2083 % 10~5 3.14898 x 105 3.08372 1075

hEso 0.019801 0.0325912 0.0490911 0.0556328 (0.00534425, 0.0855542)
210586« 1075 2.2079% 1075 3.14851 %1075 3.08335% 1075

hEs3 0.0197981 0.0325885 0.0490876 0.0556295 (0.00534496, 0.0855471)
210505 %1075 2207491075 3.14804 %1075 3.08298 x 10~ 5

hEE1 0.0191546 0.0320552 0.0485521 0.0551744 (0.00528449, 0.0846158)
2.17575% 1075 2.2448 %1075 3.18378 «10°5 3.10931 %1075

hEED? 0.0191518 0.0320525 0.0485487 0.0551712 (0.0052852, 0.0846088)
217491 %1075 224439%x1075 3.1833 %1075 3.10894 % 1075

hEE3 0.0191489 0.0320499 0.0485452 0.0551679 (0.0052859, 0.0846018)
217407 x 1075 224398 *10~5 3.18282%10"5 3.10856 « 10~5

hEp1 0.0201259 0.0328622 0.0493651 0.0558665 (0.00537298, 0.0860327)
212367« 1075 2.21735%1075 3.15763% 1075 3.09009 % 10~5

hEpa 0.020123 0.0328595 0.0493616 0.0558632 (0.0053737, 0.0860256)
2.12285% 1075 221695%1075 3.15716% 1075 3.08972 % 10~ 5

hEps3 0.02012 0.0328567 0.049358 0.0558599 (0.00537441, 0.0860184)

2.12203 1075

221654 %1075

3.15669 x 10~ 5

3.08935 x 1075

From Tables 1 and 2, it is to be noted that the approximated MSEs decrease as r increases. We
can deduce from Tables that E-Bayesian estimators outperform MLE and Bayesian estimators in

terms of MSE.
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7 Discussion and Concluding Remark

The parameter and hazard rate of the Chen distribution based on Type II censoring are estimated
using the MLE, Bayesian, and E-Bayesian approaches. The estimates are computed using real data,
and various estimation techniques are compared. One of the study’s key findings is the superiority
of the proposed estimators versus existing estimators. The impact of various prior distributions
and loss functions is also something we theoretically investigate. Important concluding remarks
from our study are listed below:
o The lowest MSE of all the estimates is seen in the E-Bayesian estimations of 6.
e The lowest E-MSE among all estimates is found in the E-Bayesian estimations of 6 based on
ELF with prior distribution 7t3(a, b).
e For a fixed value of n and r the E-MSE is less for E-Bayesian estimators as compared to
Bayesian and MLE.
e Compared to Bayesian and MLE, the proposed estimators perform better in terms of
minimum MSE.
Combining the findings mentioned above, we recommended the E-Bayesian technique, which
outperforms previous estimates in terms of minimum MSE, to estimate the scale parameter and
hazard rate functions of the Chen distribution based on the type-II censoring scheme using prior
distribution 7t3(a, b).
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