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Abstract. This article presents a new class of generalized transmuted lifetime distribu-
tions which includes a large number of lifetime distributions as sub-family. Several im-
portant mathematical quantities such as density function, distribution function, quantile
function, moments, moment generating function, stress-strength reliability function, order
statistics, Rényi and q-entropy, residual and reversed residual life function, and cumula-
tive information generating function are obtained. The methods of maximum likelihood,
ordinary least square, weighted least square, Cramér-von Mises, Anderson Darling, and
Right-tail Anderson Darling are considered to estimate the model parameters in a general
way. Further, a well-organized Monte Carlo simulation experiments have been performed
to observe the behavior of the estimators. Finally, two real data have also been analyzed
to demonstrate the effectiveness of the proposed distribution in real-life modeling.

Keywords: Lifetime distribution, Transmuted family, Order statistics, Reliability func-
tion, Estimation methods.

1. Introduction

In statistics, a number of continuous distributions have been introduced in the literature
for model lifetime data in various fields, including medical, insurance, engineering, finance,
agriculture, environmental, and biological. Exponential and Weibull distribution are two
popular lifetime distributions that have received great attention in the past. These distri-
butions accommodates different shapes of hazard function including increasing, decreasing
and bathtub and are extensively used for modeling lifetime data. The generalization of
these distributions through parameter addition, random variable transformation, power
transformation, and function composition techniques have also been proposed which pro-
vide more flexibility in modeling the lifetime data as compared to these distributions.

Gupter et al. (1998) have introduced the exponentiated exponential distribution using
the positive power parameter on cumulative distribution function of the standard expo-
nential distribution and utilize it for modeling failure time data. Later on, Nadarajah and
Kotz (2006) have also proposed other generalized exponentiated type distributions based
on some standard distributions such as Weibull, gamma, Fréchet, and the gumbel distribu-
tion and extensively studied its statistical properties. The exponentiated generalized class
of distribution with the addition of two parameters studied by Cordeiro et al. (2013) is a
more useful model and successfully employed for modeling the lifetime data in many areas
of sciences and social sciences. In addition to these models, several alternative models have
also been developed in the statistical distribution literature for modeling the lifetime data
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in the diverse disciplines of sciences. For an excellent overview of the recent work, readers
can consult to Cordeiro and de Castro (2011), Nadarajah et al. (2014), Alizadeh et al.
(2017a), and Sousa-Ferreira et al. (2023).

In recent decades, much attention has been paid by researchers to studying asymmetric
and skewed type data. Many areas of sciences and social sciences have frequently involved
these types of data. However, sometimes these class of distributions do not provide an
acceptable fit. Therefore, a distribution having good properties is needed. Recently, Shaw
and Buckley (2009) introduced a new class of transmuted distributions using the continuous
distribution as a baseline distribution. Transmutation of the baseline distribution is a
powerful tool to construct the skewed probability distribution and has been recently used
by several researchers. Aryal and Tsokos (2009) have discussed the concept of transmuted
extreme value distribution and studied the various mathematical properties for transmuted
Gumbel probability distribution. He found in his work that this distribution is more suitable
for analyzing the climate data. Moreover, Aryal and Tsokos (2011) presented a novel
extension of the Weibull distribution termed as the transmuted Weibull distribution which
captures the good characteristics and is more suitable in the survival analysis. Khan and
King (2013) considered an extension of the Aryal and Tsokos (2011) model and introduced
the transmuted modified Weibull distribution. They also derived its key properties and
utilized the maximum likelihood estimation approach to estimate the unknown parameters.
Furthermore, Khan and King (2014) presented a generalization of the transmuted inverse
Weibull distribution which is more applicable in modeling failure criteria and several shapes
of aging in reliability analysis. In addition to these publications, there are a number of
other papers in the literature that discuss the fundamental characteristics of various new
transmuted distributions, for one glimpse, readers can see Elbatal (2013), Merovci et al.
(2013), Tian et al. (2014), Granzotto and Louzada (2015), Saboor et al. (2016), Kemaloglu
and Yilmaz (2017), Granzotto et al. (2017), Bhatti et al. (2018), Tanis et al. (2020),
Saracogle and Tanis (2021), and Tanis and Saracogle (2023).

The main motive of this article is to introduce a new class of generalized transmuted
lifetime distributions and study its important statistical properties. We abbreviate it
as GTLD. The proposed GTLD is a more general family of probability distributions
and includes several well-known distributions as the sub-family. The generalized trans-
muted exponential (GTE), generalized transmuted Rayleigh (GTR), generalized trans-
muted Weibull (GTW), generalized transmuted modified Weibull (GTMW), generalized
transmuted Weibull extension (GTWE), generalized transmuted Burr-type-XII (GTB-XII),
generalized transmuted Lomax (GTL), and generalized transmuted pareto type-I (GTP-I)
distribution are the important sub-families of the proposed model. These class of distribu-
tions have different shapes of hazard rates and are more useful for modeling lifetime data
set.

The organization of the article is as follows: Section 2 presents the mathematical con-
struction of the proposed GTLD and discuss its important sub-families. Section 3 presents
the some useful expansion of GTLD. Section 4 covers some important statistical properties
such as quantile function, moments, moment generating function, stress-strength reliabil-
ity function, order statistics, Rényi and q-entropy, residual and reversed residual life func-
tion, and cumulative information generating function of the proposed GTLD. In Section
5, the maximum likelihood estimators, least squares and weighted least squares estima-
tors, Cramér-von Mises estimators, Anderson-Darling estimators, and Right-tail Anderson
Darling estimators of the parameters are explored. Section 6 presents an extensive Monte
Carlo simulation study for a particular choice of the sub-family of GTLD. Finally, two real
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data sets are analyzed to show the effectiveness of GTLD in real life modeling and the
paper ends with conclusion.

2. Generalized Transmuted Lifetime Distribution

A random variable U is said to have a general lifetime model, which belongs to the shape-
scale family if its cumulative distribution function (CDF) is given by

HU(x) = 1− exp {−βgα(x)}, x > 0, α, β > 0, (2.1)

and probability density function (PDF) is given by

hU(x) = αβgα−1(x)g′(x) exp {−βgα(x)} x > 0, α, β > 0, (2.2)

where α and β represents the shape and scale parameter and g(x) is strictly increasing
function of x such that g(0+) = 0 and g(x) → ∞ as x → ∞ (see Maswadah (2022)). We
denote it by U ∼ LDg(α, β). The above defined family includes the most extensively used
lifetime distributions by considering the different values of gα(x).
Now, we assume that a random variable T ∈ [m,n] for −∞ < m < n < ∞ has density
function v(t) and let Z[H(x; ξ)] be a function of the CDF of a random variable X which
satisfies the following conditions:

(a) Z[H(x; ξ)] ∈ [m,n],
(b) Z[H(x; ξ)] must be monotonically increasing and can be differentiable,
(c) Z[H(x; ξ)] → m as x → −∞ and Z[H(x; ξ)] → n as x → ∞.

Then, the T-X family of the distribution (see Alzaatreh et al. (2013)) is defined as

F (x) =

∫ Z[H(x;ξ)]

m

v(t)dt, x ∈ R, (2.3)

with PDF

f(x) =
{ ∂

∂x
Z[H(x; ξ)]

}
v
{
Z[H(x; ξ)]

}
, x ∈ R. (2.4)

For Z[H(x; ξ)] = [H(x; ξ)]θ and v(t) = 1+λ− 2λt; 0 < t < 1, Alizadeh et al. (2017b) have
presented a new generalized transmuted distribution of the form

F (x; θ, λ, ξ) =

∫ [H(x;ξ)]θ

0

(1 + λ− 2λt) dt

= (1 + λ)[H(x; ξ)]θ − λ[H(x; ξ)]2θ,

(2.5)

where [H(x; ξ)]θ denotes the baseline family of CDF which depends on parameter vector ξ
and θ > 0, |λ| ≤ 1 are two additional parameters.
We say that a random variable X will have a generalized transmuted class of lifetime
distribution if its CDF and PDF is given by

F (x;α, β, θ, λ) = (1 + λ)[1− exp {−βgα(x)}]θ − λ[1− exp {−βgα(x)}]2θ, (2.6)

and

f(x;α, β, θ, λ) = θαβgα−1(x)g′(x) exp {−βgα(x)}[1− exp {−βgα(x)}]θ−1

× {1 + λ− 2λ[1− exp {−βgα(x)}]θ},
(2.7)
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respectively, where x > 0, α, β, θ > 0, and |λ| ≤ 1. We denoted it by GTLD(α, β, θ, λ).
From (2.6), it can seen that when λ=0 and θ=1, the GTLD reduces to the lifetime distri-
bution. The hazard function (HF) of the GTLD is given by

r(x) =
θαβgα−1(x)g′(x) exp {−βgα(x)}[1− exp {−βgα(x)}]θ−1{1 + λ− 2λ[1− exp {−βgα(x)}]θ}

1− (1 + λ)[1− exp {−βgα(x)}]θ + λ[1− exp {−βgα(x)}]2θ
.

(2.8)
Figure 1 and Figure 2 shows the plots of the PDF and HF for gα(x) = ex

α − 1, which
leads to the generalized transmuted Weibull extension (GTWE) distribution. From these
figures, we see that the PDF and HF of the GTWE distribution takes different shapes
which suggest the more applicability of the model in diverse ares of research.
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Figure 1. PDF plots of GTWE distribution.
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Figure 2. HF plots of GTWE distribution.

2.1. Sub-Families: Here, we present some important sub-families of GTLD, which en-
compasses the known distribution families as well as their extensions.
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(i) Generalized Transmuted Exponential (GTE) Distribution:
For g(x) = x and α = 1, (2.6) corresponds to the GTE distribution with parameters
β, θ, and λ given by

F (x) = (1 + λ){1− e−βx}θ − λ{1− e−βx}2θ, (2.9)

where x > 0, β, θ > 0, and |λ| ≤ 1.
(ii) Generalized Transmuted Rayleigh (GTR) Distribution:

For g(x) = x2/2 and α = 1, (2.6) corresponds to the GTR distribution with param-
eters β, θ, and λ. The CDF of GTR is

F (x) = (1 + λ){1− e−
β
2
x2}θ − λ{1− e−

β
2
x2}2θ, (2.10)

where x > 0, β, θ > 0, and |λ| ≤ 1.
(iii) Generalized Transmuted Weibull (GTW) Distribution:

For gα(x) = xα, (2.6) yields to the GTW distribution with distribution function

F (x) = (1 + λ){1− e−βxα}θ − λ{1− e−βxα}2θ, (2.11)

where x > 0, α, β, θ > 0, and |λ| ≤ 1.
(iv) Generalized Transmuted Modified Weibull (GTMW) Distribution:

Specially, when gα(x) = xαeγx, (2.6) corresponds to the GTMW distribution with
parameter α, β, θ, γ, and λ. The CDF of GTMW is

F (x) = (1 + λ){1− e−βxαeγx}θ − λ{1− e−βxαeγx}2θ, (2.12)

where x > 0, α, β, θ, γ > 0, and |λ| ≤ 1.
(v) Generalized Transmuted Weibull Extension (GTWE) Distribution:

For gα(x) = ex
α − 1, (2.6) leads to the GTWE distribution with parameter α, β, θ,

and λ. The CDF of GTWE is

F (x) = (1 + λ){1− e−β[ex
α−1]}θ − λ{1− e−β[ex

α−1]}2θ, (2.13)

where x > 0, α, β, θ > 0, and |λ| ≤ 1.
(vi) Generalized Transmuted Burr-Type-XII (GTB-XII) Distribution:

For gα(x) = log(1 + xα), (2.6) corresponds to the GTB-XII distribution with pa-
rameter α, β, θ, and λ. The CDF of GTB-XII is

F (x) = (1 + λ){1− (1 + xα)−β}θ − λ{1− (1 + xα)−β}2θ, (2.14)

where x > 0, α, β, θ > 0, and |λ| ≤ 1.
(vii) Generalized Transmuted Lomax (GTL) Distribution:

Further, when gα(x) = log(1 + x/α), (2.6) takes the form of GTL distribution with
parameter α, β, θ, and λ. The CDF of GTL is

F (x) = (1 + λ){1− (1 + x/α)−β}θ − λ{1− (1 + x/α)−β}2θ, (2.15)

where x > 0, α, β, θ > 0, and |λ| ≤ 1.
(viii) Generalized Transmuted Pareto-Type-I (GTP-I) Distribution:

Additionally, when gα(x) = log(x/α), (2.6) takes the form of GTP-I distribution
with parameter α, β, θ, and λ. The CDF of GTP-I is

F (x) = (1 + λ){1− (x/α)−β}θ − λ{1− (x/α)−β}2θ, (2.16)

where x > 0, α, β, θ > 0, and |λ| ≤ 1.
5



3. Useful Expansion

Here, we express the PDF (2.7) of GTLD as a linear mixture of the densities of the
lifetime distribution (LD). Let X ∼ GTLD(α, β, θ, λ). Then, the CDF (2.6) of GTLD is a
linear combination of two CDF’s of the generalized lifetime distribution (GLD). Similarly,
(2.7) is a linear combination of two PDF’s of GLD. By considering the generalized binomial
expansion (1− z)α =

∑∞
i=0(−1)i

(
α
i

)
zi, (2.6) can be expressed as

F (x) =
∞∑
k=0

ck exp(−βkgα(x)), (3.1)

where ck = (−1)k
(
(1 + λ)

(
θ
k

)
− λ
(
2θ
k

))
with c0 = 0. Let sk+1 = exp(−β(k + 1)gα(x)) (for

k ≥ 0) be the survival function (SF) of LD(α, (k + 1)β) with density hk+1(x). Then, the
density of GTLD can be written in the following form

f(x) =
∞∑
k=0

dk+1hk+1(x), (3.2)

where dk+1 = −ck+1 for k ≥ 0. Further, we can also use the LD properties to obtain some
mathematical properties of the GTLD.
In addition, we also provide an alternative useful representation for (2.7). Using the con-
cept of exponentiated-class, the generalized binomial expansion of the expression [1 −
exp {−βgα(x)}]θ can be expanded into the following infinite series

[1− exp {−βgα(x)}]θ =
∞∑
i=0

(−1)i
(
θ

i

)
[exp {−βgα(x)}]i,

=
∞∑
i=0

i∑
k=0

(−1)i+k

(
θ

i

)(
i

k

)
[1− exp {−βgα(x)}]k.

By interchanging the summation indices, the expression is further simplified as follows

[1− exp {−βgα(x)}]θ =
∞∑
k=0

∞∑
i=k

(−1)i+k

(
θ

i

)(
i

k

)
[1− exp {−βgα(x)}]k,

=
∞∑
k=0

Sk(θ)[1− exp {−βgα(x)}]k,

where Sk(θ) =
∑∞

i=k(−1)i+k
(
θ
i

)(
i
k

)
. By utilizing the generalized binomial expansion, F (x)

can also be written as

F (x) =
∞∑
k=0

ckΠk(x),

where

ck = (1 + λ)Sk(θ)− λSk(2θ) (3.3)

and Πk(x) = [1−exp {−βgα(x)}]k. The function Πk(x) represent the CDF of the exponentiated-
G distribution. For some more key features of the exponentiated-G distribution, readers
can refer to Gupta and Kundu (1999) and Nadarajah and Kotz (2006). Furthermore, the
pdf of X can also be written as

f(x) =
∞∑
k=0

ck+1πk+1(x), (3.4)
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where πk+1(x) = (k + 1)[1 − exp {−βgα(x)}]kαβgα−1(x)g′(x) exp {−βgα(x)} (for k ≥ 0)
is the density of exponentiated-G distribution with power parameter (k). This represen-
tation underscores that the density function of GTLD is an infinite linear combination of
exponentiated-G density functions.

4. Statistical Properties

4.1. Quantile Function: A random variable X having CDF F (x), the quantile function
(QF) is defined as

QX(p) = F−1(p) = inf{x ∈ R+ : p ≤ F (x)}, p ∈ (0, 1) and R+ ∈ (0,∞).

Next, we provide the general expression of QF for GTLD through the following Proposition.

Proposition 4.1. Let X ∼ GTLD(α, β, θ, λ). Then, the pth quantile is given as

QX(p) = g−1

{
−1

β
log(1− A1/θ)

} 1
α

, (4.1)

where A =

(
1+λ−

√
(1+λ)2−4pλ

2λ

)
, λ ̸= 0.

Proof. For some fixed p ∈ (0, 1), the solution of equation F (x) = p, yields the QF. Since,
we have (1 + λ)[1 − exp {−βgα(x)}]θ − λ[1 − exp {−βgα(x)}]2θ = p and by substituting
y = [1 − exp {−βgα(x)}]θ, the quadratic equation becomes λy2 − (1 + λ)y + p = 0. On
solving the quadratic equation for y, we obtain

y =
(1 + λ)−

√
(1 + λ)2 − 4pλ

2λ
.

Further, some simple calculation completes the proof. □

Example 4.1. Let X ∼ GTWE(α, β, θ, λ) derived in (2.13). Then, the QF is given by

QX(p) =

[
log

{
1− 1

β
log(1− A

1
θ )

}] 1
α

.

Since, the QF can be used as an alternative to the distribution function and contains various
interesting properties which are not shared by the distribution function. Therefore, several
new measures have been developed with the help of QF and are widely used in several life
testing experiments . Out of them, some important measures are given below:

(a) Measure of location is the median defined by Q(1
2
);

(b) Moors coefficient of kurtosis (MCK) based on octiles is defined by MCK= {Q
(
7
8

)
−

Q
(
5
8

)
+Q

(
3
8

)
−Q

(
1
8

)
}/{Q

(
6
8

)
−Q

(
2
8

)
};

(c) Bowley’s coefficient of skewness (BCS) based on quartiles is defined by BCS={Q
(
3
4

)
+

Q
(
1
4

)
− 2Q

(
1
2

)
}/{Q

(
3
4

)
−Q

(
1
4

)
}.

We can simply calculate all these measures for GTLD using the QF provided in Proposition
4.1.

4.2. Moments: The ordinary moments of a distribution are very useful to determine the
important characteristics and features such as dispersion, skewness, and kurtosis of a dis-
tribution. The rth moment of the random variable X is defined as

µ′
r = E[Xr] =

∫
xrfX(x)dx.

7



Proposition 4.2. Let X ∼ GTLD(α, β, θ, λ). Then, the rth moment is defined as

µ′
r =

∞∑
i=0

(−1)iθ

(i+ 1)

[
(1 + λ)

(
θ − 1

i

)
− 2λ

(
2θ − 1

i

)]∫ ∞

0

[
g−1

{
y

(i+ 1)β

}1/α
]r

e−ydy.

(4.2)

Proof. We have

µ′
r =

∫ ∞

0

xr
[
θαβ(1 + λ)gα−1(x)g′(x) exp(−βgα(x)) {1− exp(−βgα(x))}θ−1

]
− xr

[
2θαβλgα−1(x)g′(x) exp(−βgα(x)) {1− exp(−βgα(x))}2θ−1

]
dx.

By the use of generalized binomial expansion, we get

µ′
r =

∞∑
i=0

(−1)i
[
(1 + λ)

(
θ − 1

i

)
− 2λ

(
2θ − 1

i

)]∫ ∞

0

θαβxrgα−1(x)g′(x) exp{−(i+ 1)βgα(x)}dx.

On setting y = (i+ 1)βgα(x) and some simple calculation completes the proof. □

Next, we have the following example.

Example 4.2. Let X ∼ GTW(α, β, θ, λ) derived in (2.11). Then

µ′
r =

∞∑
i=0

(−1)i
[
(1 + λ)

(
θ − 1

i

)
− 2λ

(
2θ − 1

i

)]
θ

βr/α(i+ 1)r/α+1
Γ
( r
α
+ 1
)
,

where Γ(· ) is a gamma function defined as Γ(m) =
∫∞
0

xm−1e−xdx.

4.3. Incomplete Moments: The rth incomplete moment is defined as

ϕr(z) =

∫ z

0

xrf(x)dx.

Proposition 4.3. Let X ∼ GTLD(α, β, θ, λ). Then, the rth incomplete moment of X is
given by

ϕr(z) =
∞∑
i=0

(−1)iθ

(i+ 1)

[
(1 + λ)

(
θ − 1

i

)
− 2λ

(
2θ − 1

i

)]∫ (i+1)βgα(z)

0

[
g−1

{
y

(i+ 1)β

}1/α
]r

e−ydy.

(4.3)

Proof. The proof follows the similar steps as in Proposition 4.2. □

Example 4.3. Let X ∼ GTW(α, β, θ, λ) derived in (2.11). Then, the rth incomplete
moment becomes

ϕr(z) =
∞∑
i=0

(−1)i
[
(1 + λ)

(
θ − 1

i

)
− 2λ

(
2θ − 1

i

)]
θ

βr/α(i+ 1)r/α+1
γ
( r
α
+ 1, (i+ 1)βzα

)
,

where γ(s, x) is the lower incomplete gamma function defined as γ(s, x) =
∫ x

0
ts−1e−tdt.

Next, we present the probability weighted moments for the GTLD.
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4.4. Probability Weighted Moments: The (r, s)th probability weighted moments (PWM)
of X, say ρr,s, is defined as (see Nofal et al. (2017))

ρr,s = E[XrF (x)s] =

∫
xrF (x)sf(x)dx.

Proposition 4.4. Let X ∼ GTLD(α, β, θ, λ). Then,

ρr,s =
∞∑
k=0

θ

(l + 1)
w∗

s,k,l

∫ ∞

0

[
g−1

{
y

(l + 1)β

}1/α
]r

e−ydy,

where

w∗
s,k,l =

∞∑
l=0

(
s

k

)
(−1)k+lλk(1+λ)s−k

[
(1 + λ)

(
kθ + sθ + θ − 1

l

)
− 2λ

(
kθ + sθ + 2θ − 1

l

)]
.

Proof. The proof is same as that of the Proposition 4.2. □

Example 4.4. Let X ∼ GTW(α, β, θ, λ). Then, the (r, s)th PWM is obtained as

ρr,s =
∞∑
k=0

w∗
s,k,l

θ

βr/α(l + 1)r/α+1
Γ
( r
α
+ 1
)
.

4.5. Moment Generating Function: Let X ∼ GTLD(α, β, θ, λ). Then, the moment
generating function of the random variable X is given by

MX(t) =

∫ ∞

0

etxf(x)dx =
∞∑
r=0

tr

r!

∫ ∞

0

xrf(x)dx

=
∞∑
r=0

∞∑
i=0

tr

r!

(−1)iθ

(i+ 1)

[
(1 + λ)

(
θ − 1

i

)
− 2λ

(
2θ − 1

i

)]∫ ∞

0

[
g−1

{
y

(i+ 1)β

}1/α
]r

e−ydy.

Example 4.5. Let X ∼ GTW(α, β, θ, λ) derived in (2.11). Then, we obtain

MX(t) =
∞∑
r=0

∞∑
i=0

tr

r!
(−1)i

[
(1 + λ)

(
θ − 1

i

)
− 2λ

(
2θ − 1

i

)]
θ

βr/α(i+ 1)r/α+1
Γ
( r
α
+ 1
)
.

4.6. Stress-Strength Reliability: In reliability theory, stress-strength concept is gener-
ally used to observe the behavior of a system under stress. Let X1 denotes the strength of
the system and X2 denotes the stress applied on the system. Then, in terms of probability,
the stress strength reliability is given by R = P (X1 > X2).

Proposition 4.5. Let X1 ∼ GTLD(α, β, θ, λ1) and X2 ∼ GTLD(α, β, θ, λ2) be indepen-
dent random variables. Then

R =
λ2 − λ1 + 3

6
.

Proof. We have

R =

∫ ∞

0

f1(x;α, β, θ, λ1)F2(x;α, β, θ, λ2) dx. (4.4)

Substituting (2.6) and (2.7) in (4.4), we get

R = θαβ

∫ ∞

0

gα−1(x)g′(x) exp {−βgα(x)}[1− exp {−βgα(x)}]θ−1

× {1 + λ1 − 2λ1[1− exp {−βgα(x)}]θ}[1− exp {−βgα(x)}]θ

× {1 + λ2 − λ2[1− exp {−βgα(x)}]θ} dx.
9



Making transformation y = exp {−βgα(x)}, we have 1
y
dy = −αβgα−1(x)g′(x)dx. Thus

R = θ

∫ 1

0

(1− y)2θ−1(1 + λ1 − 2λ1(1− y)θ)(1 + λ2 − λ2(1− y)θ)dy. (4.5)

After solving the integral (4.5), we get the desired result. □

4.7. Order Statistics: Ordered statistics models simply come from the ordered random
variables and widely used in several disciplines of research such as in statistical inference,
nonparametric statistics, and engineering etc (see Azhad et al. (2021) and Arshad et
al. (2023)). Let X(1), X(2), . . . , X(n) represent the order statistics of a random sample
X1, X2, . . . , Xn of size n taken from GTLD. Then, the PDF of rth order statistics, say
fX(r)

(x), is defined as

fX(r)
(x) =

f(x)

B(r, n− r + 1)
{FX(x)}r−1 {1− FX(x)}n−r , (4.6)

where B(· , · ) is the beta function. Next, the following theorem shows that the density of
rth order statistics is a mixture representation of LD densities.

Theorem 4.1. The density of rth ordered statistics can be expressed as a mixture of LD
densities given in (4.9).

Proof. Since, we have (Formula 0.314 in Gradshteyn and Ryzhik (2014))(
∞∑
s=0

asu
s

)j

=
∞∑
k=0

cj,su
s, (4.7)

where

cj,0 = aj0, cj,s = (sa0)
−1

s∑
m=1

[m(j + 1)− s]amcj,s−m, for s ≥ 1.

Thus, we can also express (4.6) as

fX(r)
(x) =

f(x)

B(r, n− r + 1)

r−1∑
k=0

(−1)k [1− F (x)]n−r+k . (4.8)

Now, we define as=ds+1 (for s ≥ 0) and u=u(x)=exp{−βgα(x)}. Then, the sum defined
in (4.8) becomes

r−1∑
k=0

(−1)k

(
∞∑
s=0

asu
s+1

)n−r+k

=
r−1∑
k=0

(−1)k
∞∑
s=0

cn−r+k,su
n−r+k+s,

where, we can find the constraints cn−r+k,s by using (4.7). Based on the mixture from (3.2),
we can write

fX(r)
(x) =

1

B(r, n− r + 1)

r−1∑
k=0

∞∑
j,s=0

(−1)kaj(j+1)cn−r+k,sαβg
α−1(x)g′(x) exp{−(n−r+k+1+s+j)βgα(x)}.

Finally, we get

fX(r)
(x) =

r−1∑
k=0

∞∑
j,s=0

wk,j,s πn−r+k+1+s+j(x), (4.9)

where πn−r+k+1+s+j(x) is the density of LD(α, β(n− r + k + 1 + s+ j)) and

wk,j,s =
(−1)k(j + 1)ajcn−r+k,s

(n− r + k + 1 + j + s)
.
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□

4.8. Entropies: In statistics, generally, entropies are used to measure the variation or
uncertainty associated with a random variable X. Several types of entropies have been
discussed in literature such as Rényi, Shannon, and q-entropy, etc. Here, we have mainly
focused on the two well-known entropy measures; namely Rényi and q-entropy. For a
random variable X having PDF f(x), the Rényi and q-entropy, respectively are defined as

Iρ(X) =
1

(1− ρ)
log

(∫ ∞

0

fρ(x) dx

)
, ρ > 0 and ρ ̸= 1 (4.10)

and

Hq(X) =
1

q − 1
log

{
1−

∫ ∞

0

f q(x)dx

}
, q > 0 and q ̸= 1. (4.11)

The following Propositions present the Rényi and q-entropy for the GTLD.

Proposition 4.6. Let X be a random variable having GTLD(α, β, θ, λ). Then, the Rényi
entropy is defined as

Iρ(X) =
1

1− ρ
log

[
wj,k

∫ ∞

0

e−(k+ρ)βgα(x){αβgα−1(x)g′(x)}ρ dx

]
,

where wj,k = θρ
∑∞

k=0

∑∞
j=0(−1)j+k

(
ρ
j

)(
jθ+ρ(θ−1)

k

)
(2λ)j(1 + λ)ρ−j.

Proof. From (2.7), we have

fρ(x) =
[
θαβgα−1(x)g′(x)e{−βgα(x)}[1− e{−βgα(x)}]θ−1{1 + λ− 2λ[1− e{−βgα(x)}]θ}

]ρ
.

With the help of generalized binomial expansion, we get

fρ(x) = wj,k e−(k+ρ)βgα(x){αβgα−1(x)g′(x)}ρ. (4.12)

On putting (4.12) in (4.10), we get the desired result. □

Proposition 4.7. Considering a random variable X having GTLD(α, β, θ, λ). Then, the
q-entropy is defined as

Hq(X) =
1

q − 1
log

{
1−

[
w∗

j,k

∫ ∞

0

e−(k+q)βgα(x){αβgα−1(x)g′(x)}q dx
]}

,

where q > 0, q ̸= 1 and w∗
j,k = θq

∑∞
k=0

∑∞
j=0(−1)j+k

(
q
j

)(
jθ+q(θ−1)

k

)
(2λ)j(1 + λ)q−j.

Example 4.6. Let X ∼ GTWE(α, β, θ, λ). Then the Rényi and q-entropy are given by

Iρ(X) =
1

1− ρ
log

[
wj,k

∫ ∞

0

e−(k+ρ)β{exα−1}{αβxα−1ex
α}ρ dx

]
and

Hq(X) =
1

q − 1
log

{
1−

[
w∗

j,k

∫ ∞

0

e−(k+ρ)β{exα−1}{αβxα−1ex
α}q dx

]}
,

respectively. Since, the integral defined in the above example is quite difficult. Hence, we
can easily find these measures using the numerical approximation. Table 1 and Table 2
presents the Rényi and q entropy measure for GTWE distribution with some fixed values
of parameter ζ = (α, β, θ, λ).
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Table 1. Rényi entropy for GTWE distribution with ζ = (0.5, 2.0, 0.5, 0.5).

ρ 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9

Iρ(X) -0.228307 -0.993325 -1.327645 -1.52248 -1.651964 -1.745015 -1.815485 -1.870913

Table 2. q-entropy for GTWE distribution with ζ = (0.1, 0.1, 0.5, 0.5).

q 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9

Hq(X) -0.009695 -0.002006 -0.000772 -0.00038 -0.000214 -0.000131 -8.4e-05 -5.7e-05

4.9. Residual Life Function: The nth moment of the residual life of random variable X
is defined as (see Merovci et al. (2017))

mn(t) = E[(X − t)n|X > t], n = 1, 2, . . . .

=
1

1− F (t)

∫ ∞

t

(x− t)ndF (x).

Proposition 4.8. Let X ∼ GTLD(α, β, θ, λ). Then, we have

mn(t) =
1

1− F (t)

n∑
r=0

(
n

r

)
(−t)n−r

∞∑
k=0

ck+1

∫ ∞

t

xrπk+1(x). (4.13)

Proof. By the use of (3.4) and using generalized binomial expansion, we get the Proposition.
□

Example 4.7. Let X ∼ GTW(α, β, θ, λ). Then

mn(t) =
1

1− F (t)

n∑
r=0

∞∑
k=0

∞∑
m=0

(−1)m
(
n

r

)(
k

m

)
(−t)n−rck+1(k + 1)

Γ
(
r
α
+ 1, β(m+ 1)tα

)
βr/α(m+ 1)r/α+1

,

where Γ(· , · ) is upper incomplete gamma function and ck+1 can be evaluated from (3.3).
Another more interesting concept in reliability theory is the mean residual life (MRL) which
denotes the expected additional life age for a component or system while it has already
lived at age t and defined by m1(t) = E[(X − t)|X > t]. This function is more useful in
several life testing experiments. We can simply obtain MRL for GTLD by taking n=1 in
(4.13).

4.10. Reversed Residual Life Function: The nth moment of the reversed residual life
is defined as (see Merovci et al. (2017))

Mn(t) = E[(t−X)n|X ≤ t], n = 1, 2, . . .

=
1

F (t)

∫ t

0

(t− x)ndF (x).

Proposition 4.9. Let X ∼ GTLD(α, β, θ, λ). Then, we have

Mn(t) =
1

F (t)

n∑
r=0

(−1)r
(
n

r

)
(t)n−r

∞∑
k=0

ck+1

∫ t

0

xrπk+1(x). (4.14)

Example 4.8. Let X ∼ GTW(α, β, θ, λ). Then

Mn(t) =
1

F (t)

n∑
r=0

∞∑
k=0

∞∑
m=0

(−1)m+r

(
n

r

)(
k

m

)
(t)n−rck+1(k + 1)

γ
(
r
α
+ 1, β(m+ 1)tα

)
βr/α(m+ 1)r/α+1

,
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where γ(· , · ) is the lower incomplete gamma function and ck+1 can be evaluated from
(3.3). Further, same as MRL function, mean reversed residual life (MRRL) function or
mean waiting time also play an important role in reliability theory. This function denotes
the waiting time elapsed of a component or a system while the failure of a component has
already occurred in (0, t) and defined by M1(t) = E[(t−X)|X ≤ t].

4.11. Cumulative Information Generating Function: Capaldo et al. (2023) have
introduced a new generating function which allows to measure the cumulative information
coming both from the CDF and the survival function (SF). Let X be a random variable
having CDF F (x) and SF F (x). Then, the cumulative information generating function
(CIGF) of X, denoted by GX , is defined as

(m,n) → GX(m,n) =

∫ r

l

[F (x)]m[F (x)]ndx

where (m,n) ∈ DX ⊆ R2; DX is the set of pairs (m,n) for which GX(m,n) is finite.
For GTLD we have the following result.

Proposition 4.10. Let X ∼ GTLD(α, β, θ, λ). Then, the CIGF of X is expressed as

GX(m,n) =
∞∑
i=0

∞∑
j=0

(−1)i+j

(
n

i

)(
m+ i

j

)
λj(1+λ)m+i−j

∫ ∞

0

{1− exp (−βgα(x))}θ(j+m+i) dx.

Based on the CIGF, Capaldo et al. (2023) have also introduced two another measure which
are the marginal versions of the CIGF known as the cumulative information generating
measure (CIGM) given by

HX(m) ≡ GX(m, 0) =

∫ r

l

[F (x)]mdx, ∀(m, 0) ∈ DX

and the cumulative residual information generating measure (CRIGM) given by

KX(n) ≡ GX(0, n) =

∫ r

l

[F (x)]ndx, ∀(0, n) ∈ DX .

The following Proposition gives the general expression of these measures for GTLD.

Proposition 4.11. Let X ∼ GTLD(α, β, θ, λ). Then, the CIGM and CRIGM are respec-
tively

HX(m) ≡ GX(m, 0) =
∞∑
j=0

(−1)jλj(1 + λ)m−j

(
m

j

)∫ ∞

0

{1− exp (−βgα(x))}θ(j+m) dx

and

KX(n) ≡ GX(0, n) =
∞∑
i=0

∞∑
j=0

(−1)i+j

(
n

i

)(
i

j

)
λj(1+λ)i−j

∫ ∞

0

{1− exp (−βgα(x))}θ(j+i) dx.

5. Parameter Estimation

This section examines the estimation of unknown parameters of GTLD. Several ap-
proaches of point estimation such as maximum likelihood (ML), ordinary least square
(OLS), weighted least square (WLS), Cramér-von Mises (CvM), Anderson Darling (AD)
and Right-tail Anderson Darling (RTAD) are applied to calculate the estimators for un-
known parameters of the proposed GTLD.
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5.1. Maximum Likelihood (ML) Estimation: Several approaches have been intro-
duced in literature to estimate the unknown parameters in which maximum likelihood
technique is generally used for estimation purpose. The log-likelihood function based on
the sample x1, x2, . . . , xn of size n taken from GTLD(α, β, θ, λ) by using the density function
defined in (2.7), takes the form

l(ζ|x) = n (log θ + logα + log β) + (α− 1)
n∑

i=1

log g(xi) +
n∑

i=1

log g′(xi)− β

n∑
i=1

gα(xi)

+ (θ − 1)
n∑

i=1

log
{
1− e(−βgα(xi))

}
+

n∑
i=1

log
{
1 + λ− 2λ

{
1− e(−βgα(xi))

}θ}
.

(5.1)
where x = (x1, x2, . . . , xn) and ζ=(α, β, θ, λ). The equation obtained in (5.1) is of general
nature and can be used for several sub-family of GTLD by substituting the gα(x). We can
easily obtain the maximum likelihood estimates of parameters on partially differentiating
(5.1) with respect to ζ. The normal equations obtained through (5.1) for any sub-family
of GTLD are of non-linear nature. Therefore, we apply the Broyden-Flecther-Goldfarb-
Shanno (BFGS) technique to solve the non-linear equations. This technique can be easily
applied using optim() function in ‘stats’ package of R-programming library. The following
theorems shows the existence and uniqueness of the ML estimates for the parameter θ.

Theorem 5.1. Let the parameters α, β, and λ are known and λ ∈ (−1, 0). Then, there ex-

ist at least one MLE for the parameter θ which belongs to the interval
[

n
−2

∑n
i=1 log(yi)

, n
−

∑n
i=1 log(yi)

]
.

Proof. Let yi = 1 − exp(−βgα(xi)) and on partially differentiating (5.1) with respect to
parameter θ, we get

∂

∂θ
l(ζ|x) = n

θ
+

n∑
i=1

log yi − 2λ
n∑

i=1

yθi log yi
1 + λ− 2λyθi

. (5.2)

Since 0 < yi < 1 and −1 < λ < 0. We have −2λ
∑n

i=1
yθi log yi

1+λ−2λyθi
< 0, implies that

∂

∂θ
l(ζ|x) < n

θ
+

n∑
i=1

log yi.

Thus, for θ > n
−

∑n
i=1 log yi

, we obtain that ∂
∂θ
l(ζ|x) is negative.

Again, the quantity 0 <
−2λyθi

1+λ−2λyθi
< 1 implies that

−2λyθi
1+λ−2λyθi

> log yi, and

∂

∂θ
l(ζ|x) > n

θ
+ 2

n∑
i=1

log yi.

Finally, for θ < n
−2

∑n
i=1 log yi

, we obtain that ∂
∂θ
l(ζ|x) is positive.

Therefore, the proof follows from the continuity of function ∂
∂θ
l(ζ|x). □

Theorem 5.2. Let the parameters α, β, and λ are known and λ ∈ (0, 1). Then, there
exist an unique MLE for the parameter θ.

Proof. From (5.2), we have

∂2

∂θ2
l(ζ|x) = − n

θ2
− 2λ(1 + λ)

n∑
i=1

yθi (log yi)
2

(1 + λ− 2λyθi )
2
.
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Since λ ∈ (0, 1) implies that ∂2

∂θ2
l(ζ|x) < 0, which means that ∂

∂θ
l(ζ|x) is a decreasing

function. Also, we have that limθ→0
∂
∂θ
l(ζ|x) = ∞ and limθ→∞

∂
∂θ
l(ζ|x) =

∑n
i=1 log(yi) < 0,

which proves the uniqueness of the MLE of θ. □

On a same line, the existence and uniqueness of other parameters can be also established.

5.2. Ordinary Least Squares (OLS) Estimation: Let X(1), X(2), . . . , X(n) denote the
order statistics of a random sample X1, X2, . . . , Xn of size n taken from GTLD. Then, the
OLS estimates of the unknown parameters α, β, θ, and λ are obtained by minimizing

Z(α, β, θ, λ) =
n∑

i=1

{
F (X(i))− c

[1]
(i,n)

}2

,

where, F (X(i)) denotes the empirical cumulative distribution function (ecdf) and c
[1]
(i,n) =

i
n+1

; i = 1, 2, . . . , n is the mean of F (X(i)).

5.3. Weighted Least Squares (WLS) Estimation: The WLS estimator follows a sim-
ilar procedure to the OLS estimator, where the objective is to minimize the weighted sum
of squares differences. The WLS estimates of the unknown parameters α, β, θ, and λ are
obtained by minimizing the following equation

W (α, β, θ, λ) =
n∑

i=1

c
[2]
i,n

[
F (X(i))− c

[1]
(i,n)

]2
,

where, c
[2]
(i,n) =

(n+1)2(n+2)
i(n−i+1)

; i = 1, 2, . . . , n is the inverse of the variance of F (X(i)).

5.4. Cramér-von Mises (CvM) Estimation: The CvM estimates of unknown parame-
ters are obtained by minimizing the following equation with respect to unknown parameters
α, β, θ, and λ

C(α, β, θ, λ) =
1

12n
+

n∑
i=1

(
F (X(i))−

2i− 1

2n

)2

.

5.5. Anderson-Darling (AD) Estimation: The AD estimates of unknown parameters
α, β, θ, and λ are obtained by minimizing the following expression

A(α, β, θ, λ) = −n− 1

n

n∑
i=1

(2i− 1)
[
logF (X(i)) + logF (X(n+1−i))

]
,

where, F (x) = 1− F (x) denotes the SF of GTLD.

5.6. The Right-tail Anderson Darling (RTAD) Estimation: The RTAD estimates
are obtained by minimizing the following equation with respect to the unknown parameters
α, β, θ, and λ

R(α, β, θ, λ) =
n

2
− 2

n∑
i=1

F (X(i))−
1

n

n∑
i=1

(2i− 1)
[
logF (X(n+1−i))

]
.

For more details of the above discussed estimation approaches, readers can refer to Dey et
al. (2018a), Dey et al. (2018b), and Arshad et al. (2022).
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6. Simulation Study

In this section, a well-organized Monte Carlo simulation study is carried out to asses the
performance of ML, OLS, WLS, CvM, AD, and RTAD estimators of unknown parameters
of the proposed GTLD(α, β, θ, λ). For analysis purpose, we consider a sub-family of GTLD
by taking gα(x) = ex

α − 1 which reduces to GTWE distribution derived in (2.13). A
well known Broyden-Fletcher-Goldfarb-Shanno (BFGS) technique introduced by Broyden
(1970), Fletcher (1970), Goldfarb (1970), and Shanno (1970) is used to obtain the estimates
of population parameters α, β, θ, and λ. This optimization technique is easily available
in R (version 4.3.3) programming library. Using inverse CDF method, we generate the
data varying from small to large sample sizes i.e. n= 50, 100, 150, 200, 300, and 400 with
some fix configurations of parameter values ζ=(α, β, θ, λ). The performance of all the
estimators are observed by using the criteria of absolute biases and the mean squared
errors (MSEs). The mathematical formulae of these measures are as follows; absolute

bias= N−1
∑N

i=1 |(ζ̂i − ζ)|, mean squared errors (MSEs)= N−1
∑N

i=1(ζ̂i − ζ)2, where ζ is

the true value of the parameter, ζ̂ is the estimated value of the parameter ζ for the ith
repeated sample, and N be the number of repeated samples. The absolute biases and the
mean squared errors (MSEs) of considered estimators are calculated corresponding to each
sample. This process is replicated 500 times, and average value of absolute bias and MSEs
are reported in Table 3 to Table 5. From Table 3-5, we can observe that for some fix
configuration of parameters, i.e., ζ=(2.5, 3.0, 0.5, 0.2), ζ=(1.5, 2.0, 0.9, 0.8), and ζ=(2.0,
2.5, 0.7, 0.5); the absolute biases and the MSEs decreases as we increase the sample size.
Moreover, we also note the exceptions for parameter α and β in Table 3 and Table 5, as
well as, for parameter α in Table 4 when we use the CvM method. Overall, the estimators
demonstrate an improved performance in terms of both the considered measures with larger
sample sizes. Apart from that, we also observe that the CvM technique works worse in
all the considered setting of parameter. Based on the results obtained in simulation study,
we recommend the ML, WLS, AD, and RTAD estimation techniques for the estimation of
parameters of the considered sub-family of GTLD.
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Table 3. Absolute biases and MSEs of the estimators for settings of pa-
rameters ζ=(2.5, 3.0, 0.5, 0.2).

N = 500 ↓Sample Absolute Bias MSE

Estimators (n) α̂ β̂ θ̂ λ̂ α̂ β̂ θ̂ λ̂

ML 50 1.06900 0.98419 0.23732 0.33998 1.66527 1.84613 0.15532 0.15618
100 0.92468 0.79680 0.16357 0.32976 1.22863 1.23454 0.04488 0.14615
150 0.80716 0.61172 0.12924 0.35603 0.97735 0.62471 0.02305 0.16149
200 0.76561 0.50938 0.11847 0.32530 0.89849 0.43978 0.01953 0.13691
300 0.68259 0.39266 0.10135 0.30068 0.76864 0.25828 0.01487 0.12130
400 0.49661 0.26532 0.07468 0.24026 0.49251 0.12359 0.00940 0.08365

OLS 50 2.27208 2.24970 0.83155 0.30068 9.37800 21.84073 5.51961 0.13895
100 1.87174 1.74631 0.35958 0.26307 6.65172 11.95662 0.37070 0.10762
150 1.39442 1.20046 0.23436 0.25524 4.00471 5.02845 0.14657 0.09951
200 1.19043 0.87403 0.17763 0.25336 3.28721 2.03997 0.06310 0.09202
300 0.86044 0.56817 0.12359 0.23590 1.95893 0.61100 0.02497 0.07946
400 0.55665 0.30541 0.08745 0.18784 0.78282 0.16649 0.01258 0.04699

WLS 50 1.92467 1.78464 0.53200 0.60821 7.15801 1.61775 1.35731 0.13895
100 1.52066 1.28522 0.25609 0.31963 4.90048 0.23737 0.14424 0.10762
150 1.10357 0.85408 0.16679 0.26899 3.02167 0.12297 0.05539 0.09951
200 0.89269 0.63325 0.13937 0.25258 1.99180 0.09306 0.03330 0.09202
300 0.60249 0.39566 0.09479 0.25383 1.04372 0.07710 0.01518 0.07946
400 0.36202 0.19316 0.06518 0.28258 0.30470 0.08652 0.00698 0.04699

CvM 50 0.29260 0.18823 0.06581 0.10477 0.08701 0.03914 0.00562 0.01104
100 0.30197 0.19241 0.06657 0.10179 0.09142 0.03942 0.00532 0.01037
150 0.30405 0.19357 0.06656 0.10105 0.09252 0.04024 0.00510 0.01021
200 0.30512 0.19306 0.06736 0.10067 0.09313 0.03821 0.00503 0.01014
300 0.30569 0.19739 0.06819 0.10044 0.09346 0.03922 0.00491 0.01009
400 0.30568 0.19983 0.06936 0.10034 0.09345 0.03993 0.00491 0.01007

AD 50 1.27747 1.36121 0.42101 0.66662 2.07828 2.19135 0.60813 0.49107
100 1.22846 1.47607 0.25846 0.73435 1.89970 2.41233 0.15318 0.56040
150 1.18576 1.51542 0.19884 0.75542 1.76883 2.44775 0.06787 0.57723
200 1.19629 1.54922 0.17706 0.76302 1.77899 2.50320 0.04620 0.58719
300 1.19994 1.57375 0.15782 0.76938 1.79174 2.53874 0.02874 0.59496
400 1.23585 1.57783 0.15538 0.77398 1.82192 2.52035 0.02756 0.60055

RTAD 50 1.07211 0.78706 0.44628 0.23619 1.56109 1.14094 0.99498 0.10499
100 0.86686 0.62946 0.21951 0.19058 1.07590 0.75414 0.11505 0.0676
150 0.68424 0.49725 0.15114 0.16721 0.70763 0.46844 0.03471 0.04866
200 0.60897 0.42187 0.12820 0.14670 0.59192 0.32674 0.02477 0.03174
300 0.46243 0.28433 0.09574 0.13108 0.37528 0.15427 0.01360 0.02242
400 0.27793 0.18099 0.06075 0.11151 0.15612 0.05862 0.00596 0.01449
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Table 4. Absolute biases and MSEs of the estimators for settings of pa-
rameters ζ=(1.5, 2.0, 0.9, 0.8).

N = 500 ↓Sample Absolute Bias MSE

Estimators (n) α̂ β̂ θ̂ λ̂ α̂ β̂ θ̂ λ̂

ML 50 1.06842 0.63133 0.66294 0.18474 2.14481 1.18595 1.06159 0.04188
100 0.75452 0.44186 0.39654 0.17150 1.23565 0.36786 0.29582 0.03780
150 0.46720 0.32625 0.26717 0.14833 0.59076 0.15978 0.11982 0.02910
200 0.33276 0.31043 0.20992 0.15236 0.27355 0.13543 0.07756 0.02980
300 0.22182 0.27704 0.15516 0.13014 0.09038 0.10674 0.03846 0.02228
400 0.18318 0.24841 0.12535 0.11693 0.04863 0.09014 0.02281 0.01929

OLS 50 1.53230 1.14109 2.13426 0.23204 5.39160 5.12633 39.10015 0.09997
100 1.27249 0.83403 0.82789 0.21750 3.87997 3.29300 2.28042 0.08544
150 0.94327 0.58092 0.56197 0.18973 2.04946 0.82230 0.84719 0.06777
200 0.70319 0.45971 0.41839 0.17813 1.20894 0.38355 0.33944 0.05582
300 0.42569 0.38484 0.29103 0.17154 0.35235 0.19071 0.13794 0.04148
400 0.27933 0.35815 0.20423 0.17459 0.11932 0.13946 0.06450 0.03318

WLS 50 1.38887 1.21553 1.48579 1.50174 4.72591 19.35346 19.12901 0.09997
100 1.00383 0.64798 0.58305 0.58894 2.75266 0.84834 0.79954 0.08544
150 0.71478 0.48145 0.40808 0.41376 1.32532 0.36813 0.34054 0.06777
200 0.52125 0.36730 0.31073 0.32559 0.72584 0.19564 0.17507 0.05582
300 0.33592 0.26993 0.22134 0.23156 0.22198 0.08993 0.07760 0.04148
400 0.21130 0.19784 0.14608 0.15308 0.07287 0.04215 0.03434 0.03318

CvM 50 0.89123 1.29216 0.07220 0.37500 0.79474 1.67301 0.01359 0.14081
100 0.89928 1.28051 0.04827 0.37157 0.80908 1.64191 0.00772 0.13819
150 0.90304 1.27433 0.03504 0.36992 0.81576 1.62541 0.00495 0.13693
200 0.90571 1.26928 0.02626 0.36863 0.82049 1.61195 0.00288 0.13594
300 0.90787 1.26502 0.01828 0.36758 0.82432 1.60061 0.00118 0.13513
400 0.90935 1.26275 0.01458 0.36701 0.82693 1.59453 0.00025 0.13470

AD 50 0.91197 0.67772 0.85022 0.20946 1.56453 1.26201 1.90796 0.08346
100 0.73953 0.46551 0.52012 0.17600 1.05249 0.41067 0.64484 0.05763
150 0.55563 0.38209 0.35936 0.15859 0.62817 0.26853 0.26511 0.04856
200 0.43489 0.32129 0.28029 0.13541 0.41753 0.17716 0.15051 0.03278
300 0.30437 0.25573 0.20243 0.11295 0.17403 0.09997 0.06586 0.02019
400 0.19880 0.18847 0.13630 0.08958 0.06447 0.05729 0.02948 0.01275

RTAD 50 0.95347 0.67013 1.11546 0.20439 1.63062 1.24779 3.58082 0.07612
100 0.69700 0.47975 0.58381 0.19714 0.98766 0.45678 0.99601 0.06844
150 0.48059 0.34499 0.36841 0.15429 0.47031 0.19084 0.24918 0.04013
200 0.36237 0.31445 0.28426 0.15545 0.27020 0.15183 0.14895 0.03913
300 0.26788 0.28002 0.21205 0.13592 0.11388 0.11152 0.07446 0.02679
400 0.18756 0.23731 0.14741 0.11814 0.05488 0.07539 0.03734 0.01787
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Table 5. Absolute biases and MSEs of the estimators for settings of pa-
rameters ζ=(2.0,2.5,0.7,0.5).

N = 500 ↓Sample Absolute Bias MSE

Estimators (n) α̂ β̂ θ̂ λ̂ α̂ β̂ θ̂ λ̂

ML 50 1.15264 0.99238 0.49580 0.24711 2.11977 2.04722 0.86321 0.10954
100 0.89688 0.74331 0.29730 0.22286 1.45355 1.28990 0.17810 0.09157
150 0.61300 0.54276 0.19723 0.22484 0.78022 0.55272 0.06615 0.08657
200 0.50548 0.46913 0.16973 0.21383 0.52221 0.35518 0.04825 0.07682
300 0.38450 0.40310 0.13065 0.20588 0.28271 0.22616 0.02444 0.06378
400 0.34620 0.36613 0.11819 0.19609 0.18776 0.17885 0.01900 0.05269

OLS 50 1.80577 2.00064 1.48150 0.29233 6.77693 24.59193 15.39365 0.10110
100 1.43069 1.09241 0.65351 0.28421 4.44634 5.84342 1.40197 0.09694
150 1.08302 0.69606 0.43909 0.26633 2.38514 1.31463 0.56619 0.08589
200 0.80236 0.59099 0.31753 0.23868 1.40432 0.94454 0.22543 0.07156
300 0.59749 0.44899 0.22609 0.22945 0.63159 0.31865 0.08320 0.06829
400 0.42055 0.43105 0.14905 0.23686 0.29443 0.25857 0.03422 0.07124

WLS 50 1.50074 1.67590 1.04656 1.09217 5.19298 7.47220 7.13104 0.10110
100 1.06299 0.98555 0.43757 0.46862 2.92902 0.61771 0.51239 0.09694
150 0.69489 0.64075 0.28576 0.33009 1.08675 0.25425 0.18607 0.08589
200 0.50515 0.55975 0.21328 0.26467 0.58053 0.14555 0.09357 0.07156
300 0.37140 0.48365 0.15094 0.20533 0.26376 0.07181 0.03644 0.06829
400 0.26204 0.50285 0.09985 0.16178 0.12165 0.03797 0.01552 0.07124

CvM 50 0.77800 0.38575 0.27370 0.19256 0.60736 0.18245 0.07649 0.03719
100 0.79218 0.38618 0.28152 0.19683 0.62793 0.18334 0.08001 0.03876
150 0.79706 0.38206 0.28456 0.19834 0.63543 0.17834 0.08134 0.03934
200 0.79933 0.36170 0.28651 0.19908 0.63898 0.15211 0.08233 0.03963
300 0.80098 0.33357 0.28862 0.19964 0.64158 0.11975 0.08343 0.03986
400 0.80134 0.30914 0.29105 0.19988 0.64215 0.09644 0.08477 0.03995

AD 50 1.12503 0.78020 0.73127 0.37296 1.91855 0.96390 1.59959 0.15529
100 0.99218 0.78800 0.44771 0.39955 1.50648 0.79041 0.46223 0.17286
150 0.81457 0.78740 0.33564 0.41103 1.06211 0.73465 0.22390 0.17891
200 0.65669 0.83018 0.26591 0.42269 0.72177 0.78438 0.12608 0.18726
300 0.52564 0.88144 0.20939 0.43596 0.44396 0.83394 0.06969 0.19596
400 0.37086 0.93135 0.14979 0.45294 0.18687 0.89824 0.03303 0.20933

RTAD 50 1.01208 0.69588 0.83242 0.26892 1.57065 1.07677 2.46307 0.09034
100 0.75233 0.58604 0.4082 0.25534 0.95486 0.86838 0.49842 0.08364
150 0.55705 0.45755 0.25954 0.26206 0.56630 0.36883 0.12693 0.08569
200 0.41250 0.41611 0.18878 0.24451 0.31563 0.28316 0.07033 0.07874
300 0.28528 0.37863 0.13171 0.26567 0.12880 0.20729 0.02845 0.08851
400 0.23192 0.34840 0.08937 0.24953 0.07843 0.15925 0.01268 0.08165
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7. Data Analysis

In this section, we have analyzed two different real data sets to demonstrate the use-
fulness of the proposed GTLD models which are more desirable and extensively used in
real-life modeling. For the versatility of the proposed models, we have taken here some
special sub-families of GTLD by considering gα(x) = x, gα(x) = xα, gα(x) = ex

α − 1, and
gα(x) = log(1 + x/α) which reduces the GTLD to GTE, GTW, GTWE, and GTL distri-
bution respectively. Considered data sets are also fitted to some well-known distributions
namely; Weibull (W), Weibull extension (WE) (see Maswadah (2022)), Kumaraswamy
alpha power exponential inverse exponential (KAPIE) (see Thomas et al. (2019)), Ku-
maraswamy modified inverse Weibull (KMIW) (see Cordeiro et al. (2014)), Kumaraswamy
alpha power lomax (KAPL), and alpha power inverse Weibull (APIW) (see Basheer (2019))
distribution. In the beginning, we performed the exploratory data analysis and computed
the MLEs of the considered sub-families of the GTLD with other taken distributions. Then,
we have done a comparative study of the considered sub-families of the GTLD with other
considered distributions. The comparison is made based on some selection statistics such
as the value of -2log-likelihood function of the fitted distribution, Akaike’s information
criteria (AIC) of the fitted model, and some goodness of fit test statistics; Kolmogorov-
Smirnov (KS), Cramér von Mises (CvM), and Anderson-Darling (AD) along with their
p-values. The smallest value of AIC and goodness of fit statistic (with their highest p-
value) provides the better fit of distribution. The functional form of these measures and
their performing algorithm are easily available in R-programming library.
Data Analysis 1: Here, we have considered the gauge data set (gauge lengths of 20 mm)
studied by Kundu and Raqab (2009) which consists of 74 observations. The data set is as
follows: {1.312, 1.314, 1.479, 1.552, 1.700, 1.803, 1.861, 1.865, 1.944, 1.958, 1.966, 1.997,
2.006, 2.021, 2.027, 2.055, 2.063, 2.098, 2.140, 2.179, 2.224, 2.240, 2.253, 2.270, 2.272,
2.274, 2.301, 2.301, 2.359, 2.382, 2.382, 2.426, 2.434, 2.435, 2.478, 2.490, 2.511, 2.514,
2.535, 2.554, 2.566, 2.570, 2.586, 2.629, 2.633, 2.642, 2.648, 2.684, 2.697, 2.726, 2.770,
2.773, 2.800, 2.809, 2.818, 2.821, 2.848, 2.880, 2.809, 2.818, 2.821, 2.848, 2.880, 2.954,
3.012, 3.067, 3.084, 3.090, 3.096, 3.128, 3.233, 3.433, 3.585, 3.585}. To better understand
the nature of the gauge data set, first, we have obtained some basic statistics and presented
in Table 6. The basic information provided in Table 6 indicates that the considered data

Table 6. The descriptive statistic for gauge datasets.

Minimum 1st Quartile Median Mean 3rd Quartile Maximum Skewness Kurtosis
1.312 2.150 2.513 2.477 2.816 3.585 -0.157396 0.03344725

set is negatively skewed, has low kurtosis, and has similar mean and median values. For
modeling this negatively skewed and low kurtosis data a distribution having good features
is needed. Therefore, we have fitted the data set with respect to GTE, GTW, GTWE, W,
WE, KAPIE, KMIW, and APIW distribution and calculated MLEs with their standard
errors that are reported in Table 7. Furthermore, the fitted empirical and theoretical CDFs
and PDFs plots using MLEs are shown in Figure 3. These fitted figures reveals a good fit
of gauge data set with GTWE distribution. As well as, we have calculated the values of
−2 logL and AIC = 2k − 2 logL, where k is the number of parameters and L denotes the
maximized value of the likelihood function. In addition to find the applicability of GTWE
distribution, three other selection statistics, namely, KS, CvM, and AD along with their
corresponding p-values are also computed and reported in Table 8. The smallest value of
AIC and goodness of fit statistics (with their high p-value) supports the best fit of GTWE
distribution among the considered distributions.
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Figure 3. Fitted CDFs and PDFs for gauge data set.

Table 7. Parameter estimates with standard error* values.

Distribution α̂ β̂ θ̂ λ̂ ϕ̂

GTWE 1.056 (0.174*) 0.108(0.083*) 3.641(2.035*) 0.669(0.576*) -
GTW 3.099(1.348*) 0.100(0.132*) 3.370(3.396*) 0.100(0.808*) -
GTE - 1.484(0.072*) 44.259(8.535*) 0.990(0.345*) -
W 4.799(0.652*) 0.010(0.007*) - - -
WE 1.380(0.051*) 0.019(0.005*) - - -

KAPIE 0.010(0.206*) 118.98(221.24*) 33.914(2.831*) 0.421(0.019*) -
KMIW 0.373(0.202*) 340.61(431.48*) 0.923(0.721*) 0.011(452.70*) 38.18(452.28*)
APIW 108.95(137.07*) 5.383(0.433*) 18.060 (7.210*) - -

Table 8. Model selection statistics for gauge data set.

n = 74 KS CvM AD

Model −2 logL AIC Statistic P-value Statistic P-value Statistic P-value

GTWE 102.2021 110.2021 0.05132 0.98989 0.02578 0.98838 0.19068 0.99277
GTW 103.9872 111.9872 0.05841 0.96236 0.06223 0.80146 0.38986 0.85832
GTE 110.6403 116.6403 0.07970 0.73504 0.13295 0.44685 0.89284 0.41831
W 106.9877 110.9877 0.10757 0.35869 0.23601 0.20746 1.34764 0.21740
WE 113.3503 117.3503 0.09847 0.46975 0.12922 0.46051 1.06990 0.32236

KAPIE 103.6176 111.6176 0.05714 0.96909 0.05077 0.87302 0.34771 0.89819
KMIW 103.3950 113.3950 0.05543 0.97687 0.05244 0.86278 0.34353 0.90194
APIW 123.1184 129.1184 0.11154 0.31598 0.22775 0.21974 1.71132 0.13331
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Data Analysis 2: Another data set that we have considered here is a failure times (in
weeks) data set of 50 components (see Tanis and Saracoglu (2022)). The observations
of considered data are as follows: {0.013, 0.065, 0.111, 0.111, 0.163, 0.309, 0.426, 0.535,
0.684, 0.747, 0.997, 1.284, 1.304, 1.647, 1.829, 2.336, 2.838, 3.269, 3.977, 3.981, 4.520, 4.789,
4.849, 5.202, 5.291, 5.349, 5.911, 6.018, 6.427, 6.456, 6.572, 7.023, 7.087, 7.291, 7.787, 8.596,
9.388, 10.261, 10.713, 11.658, 13.006, 13.388, 13.842, 17.152, 17.283, 19.418, 23.471, 24.777,
32.795, 48.105}. We have performed a similar analysis for this data set same as in gauge
data with respect to GTE, GTL, GTW, KAPL, KMIW, and APIW distribution. All the
results are reported in Table 9-11. We found that the GTE distribution fits this data better
than the GTL, GTW, KAPL, KMIW, and APIW distribution in terms of lowest values
of AIC and goodness of fit statistics (with their high p-values) as shown in Figure 4 and
Table 11, respectively.

Table 9. The descriptive statistic for failure time datasets.

Minimum 1st Quartile Median Mean 3rd Quartile Maximum Skewness Kurtosis
0.013 1.390 5.320 7.821 10.043 48.105 2.377991 7.228855

Table 10. Parameter estimates with standard error* values.

Distribution α̂ β̂ θ̂ λ̂ ϕ̂

GTE - 0.099 (0.038*) 0.688 (0.230*) 0.01 (0.904*) -
GTL 41237.36 (142.007*) 4095.918 (1547.409*) 0.690 (0.226*) 0.01 (0.883*) -
GTW 0.991 (0.247*) 0.100 (0.138*) 0.721 (0.267*) 0.1 (0.633*) -
KAPL 0.01 (0.101*) 5.271 (15.129*) 0.01 (0.011*) 0.801 (0.13*) 0.392 (1.129*)
KMIW 0.018 (0.008*) 53.159 (38.046*) 0.164 (0.029*) 0.01 (1.37*) 298.55 (126.59*)
APIW 102.38 (161.044*) 0.622 (0.059*) 0.332 (0.121*) - -
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Figure 4. Fitted CDFs and PDFs for failure time data set.

22



Table 11. Model evaluation statistics for failure time data set.

n = 50 KS CvM AD

Model −2 logL AIC Statistic P-value Statistic P-value Statistic P-value

GTE 300.6038 306.6038 0.10368 0.65559 0.06591 0.77916 0.32867 0.91478
GTL 300.6047 308.6047 0.10411 0.65048 0.06628 0.77683 0.33018 0.91348
GTW 300.7535 308.7535 0.10919 0.59011 0.07345 0.73279 0.36132 0.88552
KAPL 301.7533 311.7533 0.11876 0.48104 0.09429 0.61551 0.48252 0.76390
KMIW 309.7273 319.7273 0.16629 0.12588 0.22987 0.21659 1.24830 0.24970
APIW 326.8694 332.8694 0.18033 0.07740 0.40208 0.07097 2.40525 0.05582

8. Conclusion

In this article, we have introduced a generalized transmuted class of lifetime distribution
and called it GTLD. The proposed GTLD includes a generalized transmuted exponential
(GTE), generalized transmuted Rayleigh (GTR), generalized transmuted Weibull (GTW),
generalized transmuted modified Weibull (GTMW), generalized transmuted Weibull exten-
sion (GTWE), generalized transmuted Burr-type-XII (GTB-XII), generalized transmuted
Lomax (GTL), and generalized transmuted pareto type-I (GTP-I) distribution as a sub-
family. Several mathematical quantities namely; density function, distribution function,
quantile function, various moments, moment generating function, stress-strength reliability
function, order statistics, Rényi and q-entropy, residual and reversed residual life function,
and cumulative information generating function (CIGF) are also discussed. Apart from
that, for estimation of unknown parameters, maximum likelihood (ML), ordinary least
square (OLS), weighted least square (WLS), Cramér-von Mises (CvM), Anderson Darling
(AD), and Right-tail Anderson Darling (RTAD) methods have been considered. Using
Monte Carlo algorithm, a well-organized simulation study is performed to observe the be-
havior of estimators under the absolute bias and the mean squared error criteria. Finally,
the analysis of two real data sets have also been presented which suggest that the special
sub-family of the GTLD can provide better fit as compared to the other models taken from
well known families of the distributions.
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