The efficiency of thelikelihood ratio to choose between a t-distribution

and a normal distribution

A decision must often be made between heavy-taietGaussian errors for a
regression or a time series model, and the t-digtan is frequently used when it
is assumed that the errors are heavy-tailed digé&tb The performance of the
likelihood ratio to choose between the two disthidms is investigated using
entropy properties and a simulation study. The q@rtign of times or probability
that the likelihood of the correct assumption Ww#l bigger than the likelihood of

the incorrect assumption is estimated.
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1. Introduction

A decision must often be made whether a regressitime series model has errors
which are heavy-tailed distributed or not. The hetaied t-distribution is frequently
used and the choice is between this distributi@htha alternative, normally distributed
errors. The probability to make the correct decisidnen choosing between a model
with normal errors and one with t-distributed esraiill be estimated. The decision is

based is based on the likelihood ratio which ismiest powerful test for large samples.



It will be assumed that the errors or sample ihdewnoise series. It was found that the
probability to make a wrong decision is very snirallarge samples and very high in
small samples, and the error rate is a functicth@fdegrees of freedom which is also

the tail index of the t-distribution.

Let F denote a t-distribution (Student’s t-disttibn) and G a normal distribution,

X.,.., X, , & random sample with distribution F. The intergsh the simple hypothesis

Hy:x, ~ F versusH, :x, ~ G, for j=1,...,n.

The likelihood ratio isA, = l_l (f(x;)/9(x;)). It will be assumed that the variance of
j=

the t-distribution exist, that is the degrees eeftom is larger than 2, the variances of
the two distributions are equal and the means dquadro and known. The probability

that A, is less than one as a function of the samplesiaead degrees of freedom will

be estimated using simulated data. That is the Twpeor.

The expected value of the likelihood ratio is tektive entropy (Kullback-Leibler
divergence), denoted IB(F ||G), and this will be derived for the distributionsdan

plotted as a function of the degrees of freedone. rEftative entropy of two continuous

distributions ,F andG, is defined as

D(F [IG)= f ¢)log(f ¢)/g ¢ )t . (1)



This can also be interpreted as a measure of faeficy” when usingG if the true
distribution isF . D(F ||G)= 0, with equality if and only iF =G. The entropy of a

distribution F will be denotedH (F) where

H(F):—J-f(t)log(f (t))dt. 2)(

It is shown in section 2 thdd(F ||G) is a minimum when the mean and variances of

the two distributions are equal and the minimunugafD(F ||G) is

r((v+1)/2) j_V+1(¢((V+1)/3—¢// v 12y 1/

b(FII®)= IOQ(I’(VIZ)(VIZ)’“’Z 2

+(1/2)log It - 2)).

®3)

The lower bound on the Type | and Il errors camjeroximated when applying the
Chernoff-Stein lemma (Chernoff, 1952), (Cover ambrhas, 1991). For a given Type
Il error rate, asymptotically the minimum Type tt@ denoted bySB when using the

likelihood ratio to decide is

B =exptnD F [IG)). (4)

The asymptotic lower of the Type | erroras=expnD G ||F )). In general

D(F |[|G)# DG ||F )andD(G ||F ) is a series with terms which are complicated
integrals, and there is no simple closed form esgom forD(G ||F ). In this work

D(G||F ) was calculated using numerical integration and spegifically used to

estimate the asymptotic lower of the Type | ertor exp(-nD G ||F )).



The Akaike Information Criterion (AIC), (Akaike, ¥3) and Bayesian Information
Criterion (BIC) (Schwarz 1976) have a penalty fastbere the number of parameters
is taken into account. AIC and BIC for a specifiodel can be written in the

forml =-2log(L)+¢ , whereL denotes the likelihood and a penalty tggnwhich is
a function of the number of parameters for model sample sizen. Using AIC model

the t-distribution will be chosen ifog(4,)+ (p, — p,) > 0, where p, and p, denotes

the number of parameters of the t- and normalibdigions. If the mean is assumed to
be known and equal to zero, the degrees of freetairscale parameter must be
estimated for the t-distribution and the MLE of tfeiance assuming a normal
distribution, which means that the t-distributioill Wwe penalized more than the normal.
If the decision is based on the likelihood ratiw error rates will be conservative

compared to when the decision is made based axtonple the AIC criterion.

It was found that a decision based on the likelthraiio gives very small error rates in
large samples and the heavier the tail of thettiligion (or the smaller the degrees of
freedom) the more efficient this method of choossigVhen the degrees of freedom is
in the region of say eight and more, decisions wsittall error rates can only be made

when the sample size is in the region of 300 anckm

2.  Theminimum relative entropy of thet- and normal distribution



The following expression for the entropy of theuamiate standard t-distribution
F with v degrees of freedom is given in this paper by BbrgiMaascoumi and Soofi

(1999):

H(F) = log(*B@/ 2y /2){1;'/)("”(1;'/)_””(32))’ (5)

andy denotes the digamma function aBdhe beta integral.

Consider them-dimensional multivariate density t-distributiodf with v degrees of

freedom, parametens ,V and covariance matrix, = /(V-2)V™* ,
fOxIw,V)=c+(x-p)V(x-p )™=,
c=vTr((v+m)/2) |V P? I7™T @ 12),
and the entropy of this distribution (Guerrero-@usno (1996), is

Fr((v+m)/2)
Fv/2)vm™?

v+m
2

H(F):—Iog( j+—$log(|V’l D+ ((// ((/+m)/3—zﬂ v/2).

Let

g(x|p,Z)= (7)™ |2 7 GX{-% X-p )X X-p i pomxd, 2> 0:mxm,



denote a multivariate normal density. The entrop® ds

H(G) =(m/2)log(2re)+ (1/2)log(E |.

The relative entropy betwedn and a normal distribution is a minimum if the means
and covariances are equal. A proof is given in adpeA. If the means and covariances
are equal it can be shown tHa{F ||G)=H (G)-H (F ). Rao (1965) proved that of all
m-dimensional distribution with covariance matkixthe multivariate normal has the

highest entropy. The relative entropy is:

F((v+m)/2) j_llog(N_l I)—V+m(¢/ @+m)I3-u ¢ 12)

D(FIIG)=I09( =7z
rw/2)ym™ 2 2
+(m/ 2)(log(27)+ 1)+ (1/2)log(E |).

ForZ=(/(v-2)V™:

_ Mv+m/2) | v+m B \
D(FIIG)—IOQ(F(V/Z)(W)MJ > (w@+m)Id-y e /2)

+(m/ 2)(log(27)+ 1)+ (m /2)logy /¢ — 2)).

In the univariate case wittn=1, this expression reduces to

_ rv+1n/2) | v+1
D(FllG)_Iog(l’(le)(v/Z)“Zj 2((//(6/+1)/3

—pvI2)+1/2+ (L12)loge I¢— 2))

(6)



In figure 1 D(F ||G) is plotted as a function of the degrees of freedam
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Figure 1. Plot of the relative entropy, D(G||F)tvizeen a standard t-distribution (F) and
a standard normal distribution, as a function efdlegrees of freedom of the t-

distribution.

D(G||F ) was calculated using numerical integration and speifically used to
estimate the asymptotic lower of the Type | ersay & =exp(nD G ||F )). The

approximate Type | error as a functionrois plotted in figure 2, fov =4,6,8.
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Figure 2. Asymptotic lower bounds of the Type bemvhen choosing between a

normal and t-distribution, the data t -distributed.

3. Estimated error rates using simulated samples

At each sample of size n, k=1000 samples were sitediffrom a standard t-distribution
with degrees of freedom and scale parameter=1. It was assumed that the mean is

known and equal to zero. The log-likelihood fomadom samplex,...,x,, calculated

using the true known parameters, $ay(o,v)' is

log(L, (F @))=nlog(" (¥ +1)/2)IT ¢ I2)¢ro §? )~ (¢ + 1)/22n: log(k x? Vo).

=1

The log-likelihood when normality is assumed arel\thriance estimated &, using

maximum likelihood is:



log(L, (G)) = —(n/2)log(21 )- (1/2)_2?‘, & 62)

Let § denotes the maximum likelihood estimator of theapeeters of the t-distribution.
In the simulation study a lower and upper boundtererror rates will be approximated

by making use of large sample property
2llog(L, (F 0)) - log(L, (F ©))]~ X7,

where p denotes the number of parameters estimated, whi2lin this problem. Let

a =0.05, and a 95% confidence interval fog(F (0)) is

Lo (F(0)) + (L/2X3,,, <L, F O) <L, (F @)+ 1/ 2210 - (7)

The maximum likelihood estimated degrees of freedoih scale parameter will not be
calculated, but by using the above bounds, an appete confidence interval for the
maximum of the likelihood can be used. The erates, that is when the log-likelihood

for the normal is larger than the log-likelihood the t-distribution will be calculated
by using the three ratiog.L,(F(90)) +(1/2))(22;a,2]/ L, (G), Ln(F(ﬁ))/ L,(G) and
[L,(F(9)) +(1/2))(22;1_a,2]/ L,,(G). The upper bound for the t-distribution will over

estimate the error rate, and the lower bound witlar estimate the error rates.

For each sample size, 1000 samples are generatateaproportion of time when

normality would be accepted when it is a samplectvig t-distributed plotted for



v =4,6,8in figures 3, 4 and 5. The error rates decreaperentially. It can be seen

that the likelihood ratio performs weak in smalingdes, and this can be a more serious
weakness than the bias and number of parameters omsidering the performance of
AIC and BIC. If for example AIC was used to makeegision, the error rates would be

higher because the t-distribution has one morenpeter than the normal.
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Figure 3. Lower and upper bounds for the Typedrebased on 1000 simulated
samples for each sample size. The * denotes thkHdod ratio where the data is from
a t-distribution and the likelihood ratio is calatéd using the true parameters. The

degrees of freedom of the t-distribution is 4.
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Figure 4. Lower and upper bounds for the Typedrebased on 1000 simulated
samples for each sample size. The * denotes thkHdod ratio where the data is from
a t-distribution and the likelihood ratio is calatéd using the true parameters. The

degrees of freedom of the t-distribution is 6.
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Figure 5. Lower and upper bounds for the Typedrebased on 1000 simulated
samples for each sample size. The * denotes thhdod ratio where the data is from
a t-distribution and the likelihood ratio is calatéd using the true parameters. The

degrees of freedom of the t-distribution is 8.

4. Conclusions

Especially in financial time series, large samptes are available. It can be seen using
the results in section 3, that very accurate dewssican be made when deciding on t
distributed or normal errors for models. That ismbre thann=500 points are
available and especially when the degrees of fnr@eso6 or less. For samples of less
than n=300, the error rates are high, when using the likethoatio to decide. The
degrees of freedomy =5, is often used in GARCH type models, assuringniefi4"
moment and heavy tails. A minimum sample size aduabn=250 would assure

accurate decisions.

In regression problems sample sizes are often mowdiler than in time series and the
likelihood ratio will be an acceptable proceduraelézide between a model with normal
errors and one with t distributed errors, only whba tails are very heavy, say for
v <4, for samples sizes less than in the regionrof100. For lighter tails and small

samples the use of the likelihood ratio is not naweurate than guessing.
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Appendix A

LetP(x) denote a continuous multivariate distribution ohension m, with the same

support as the normal, finite second moments, meaand covariance matri¥ >0.

The relative entropy betweeRand a normal distribution is a minimum if the means
and covariances are equahere are many variations of this result. Hernaralex
Johnson (1980) showed that the parameter of the@xxtransformation which is
optimal with respect to relative entropy, must lbehsthat the first and second
moments of the transformed variable and the notoalhich it is transformed, are
equal. Poland and Schachter (1993) applied thigstomate the parameters of

mixtures of Gaussians.

Theorem 1:P(x) denote a continuous multivariate distribution wheinsion m, with
the same support as the normal, finite second mtsnereann” and covariance matrix

3" >0. The relative entropY(P||G) is a minimum ifu=p” and==3".

Proof: D(P||G)= J'X p(x)log(p (x)/g (x))x

= —H(P)~log(27) ™ 2 ["* )+ | P € )-w)Z " k-w ).

Consider the expression:

[ PO ) =7 (x- ) = [ pO(x-p +p =) Z* (X =g 448 - o
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=B (X0 () + 23 307 (6 = 44)06 = )+ (4 =)' T G ~)

ST+ -2 ).
The term(pn’ —p)'=7 (0 —p) is a minimum if p=p". Consider the term

log(|Z )+tr €= )=-log(E = st |wir £

==log(IZ'Z™ )+tr =7 )+ log(E |

m m

=>4, = log(d,) +log(1Z |)

j=

where A;, j =1,...m, are the characteristic roots X 13", It can be shown that the
expression is aminimum E=3" and if & =1_, the expression is equal to

1 1 ) m 1 - . , ,
Etr(lm)+—2Iog(|Z |):—2+—2Iog(|Z |. The technique used to find the maximum

without matrix differentiation is due to Watson @49, Muirhead (1982, p85).

Thus, the relative entropy is a minimum for u*, £ =%, and is equal to:

D(P||G)=-H (P)+ (m/2)(log(27 }+ 1)+ (1/2)logE |,
H(G)-H(P),

where H (P) denote the entropy of P.
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