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Abstract

In this paper we introduce a novel Bayesian data augmentation approach for estimating
the parameters of the generalised logistic regression model. We propose a Pélya-Gamma
sampler algorithm that allows us to sample from the exact posterior distribution, rather
than relying on approximations. A simulation study illustrates the flexibility and accuracy
of the proposed approach to capture heavy and light tails in binary response data of
different dimensions. The methodology is applied to two different real datasets, where
we demonstrate that the Pélya-Gamma sampler provides more precise estimates than the
empirical likelihood method, outperforming approximate approaches.
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1 Introduction

Data augmentation (DA) is undoubtedly one of the most popular Markov Chain Monte Carlo
(MCMC) methods. The idea is to consider the target distribution as the marginal of a joint
distribution in an augmented space. Assuming it is easy to sample from the conditional distri-
butions, the algorithm is a straightforward two steps procedure which makes use of a simple
Gibbs sampling. Since the seminal work of [Tanner and Wong (1987), data augmentation has
been extensively studied, developed and used in different contexts. For instance, Meng and van
Dyk]| (1999), Liu and Wul (1999), van Dyk and Meng (2001)) developed strategies to speed up the
basic DA algorithm. Hobert and Marchev| (2008) studied the efficiency of DA algorithms. Re-
cently, Leisen et al.|(2017) use a DA approach to perform Bayesian inference for the Yule-Simon
distribution. The idea is used in the context of infinite hidden Markov models by Hensley and
Djuri¢| (2017). The literature on DA is vast and it is difficult to list all the contributions to the
field. A review of DA algorithms can be found in Brooks et al.| (2011), Chapter 10.

In the context of binary regression, the article of |Albert and Chib (1993)) sets a milestone
in the use of DA algorithms. The authors develop exact Bayesian methods for modeling cate-
gorical response data by introducing suitable auxiliary variables. In particular, they use a DA
approach to estimate the parameters of the probit regression model. However, although some
valid approaches have been proposed (Holmes et al., [2006)), Bayesian inference for the logistic
regression was not satisfactorily addressed until the paper of Polson et al.|(2013)). The authors

proposed an elegant DA approach which makes use of the following identity:
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where k = a — /2, a > 0, b > 0 and p(w) is the density of a PG(b,0) distribution. PG(b,0) is

= 2_be“¢/6_“w2/2p(w)dw (1)

a Polya-Gamma distribution with parameters b and 0; we refer to the article of Polson et al.

(2013)) for details about Pdlya-Gamma distributions. When v = T3 is a linear function of
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predictors, the integrand is the kernel of a Gaussian likelihood in 3. This naturally suggests a
DA scheme which simply requires to be able to sample from the multivariate normal and the
Pélya-Gamma distributions. This algorithm is called the Pdlya-Gamma sampler. A theoretical

study of the algorithm can be found in (Choi and Hobert| (2013)).

In this paper, we propose a Pdélya-Gamma sampler to estimate the parameters of the gen-
eralized logistic regression model introduced in |Dalla Valle et al.| (2019). The authors studied
immigration in Europe employing a novel regression model which makes use of a generalized
logistic distribution. Their work is motivated by the need of a logistic model with heavy tails.

The distribution considered in the paper has the following density function:

1 eP®
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where the parameter p controls the tails of the distribution. The standard logistic density can

be recovered with p = 1. Compared with the standard logistic distribution, p > 1 means lighter
tails and 0 < p < 1 means heavier tails, as shown in Figure [ Unfortunately, the distribution

function is not explicit:

Fo) = o8 (Tomine) oeR )

where B(t;p,q) = fot P71 — 2)77'dz, with 0 < ¢ < 1, is the incomplete Beta function.
Therefore, a straightforward use of the methodology of |Polson et al. (2013) is not possible. To
overcome the problem, [Dalla Valle et al. (2019) use an approximate Bayesian computational
method that relies on the empirical likelihood (see [Mengersen et al. (2013) and |[Karabatsos and
Leisen| (2018))). However, since the empirical likelihood approach is based on an approximation
of the posterior distribution, this method may lead to wide credible intervals and sometimes

ambiguous estimates, especially for the tail parameter.

In this paper, we propose a novel approach for estimating the generalised logistic regression,

that allows us to draw samples from the exact posterior distribution and is able to overcome
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the drawbacks of the empirical likelihood method. We show how to set a DA scheme for the
generalized logistic regression which makes use of the Pélya-Gamma identity in equation ({1)).
We test the performance of the proposed approach on simulated data and on two different real
dataset: the first dataset includes people’s opinions towards immigration in Europe; the second
contains information about the recidivism of criminals detained in Iowa. We show that the
Poélya-Gamma sampler yields accurate results in high-dimension and outperforms the empirical
likelihood algorithm providing a more precise estimation of the model parameters.

The rest of the paper is organised as follows. In Section 2, we introduce the generalized
logistic regression framework in a Bayesian setting. In Section 3, we provide the details of
the Pdlya-Gamma sampler for this model. Section 4 and Section 5 illustrate the algorithm

performance with simulated and real data. Section 6 concludes.

o] — p=5

a

o — p=2

= | p=1

S g - p=07

9 p=0.3

o _

@

N [aV}

s o

)

Q _

o)

(0] O | ooo-----ozziil R i TP
°© T T | T T

-10 -5 0 5 10

Figure 1: Probability density function of the generalized logistic with p =1, p=10,3, p=0,7,
p=2and p=>.



2 The Generalized Bayesian Logistic Regression

Consider a binary regression set-up in which Yj,... Y, are independent Bernoulli random
variables such that Pr(Y; = 1|8) = H(xz!3) where z; is a k x 1 vector of known covariates
associated with Y;, ¢ = 1,...,n, B is a k x 1 vector of unknown regression coefficients, and
H :R — (0,1) is a distribution function. In this case, the likelihood function is given by
L(B) = [ [1H @l B 11 - H(z] B)) (4)
i=1
If H(z) = ®(x) is the distribution function of a Gaussian, then we are in the probit regression
framework. If H(x) = €*(1 + ¢*)7!, then we are in the special case of the standard logistic
regression. Albert and Chib| (1993) proposed a DA approach for sampling from the posterior
distribution of the probit regression model. Their method makes use of auxiliary variables
which allow an easy implementation of the Gibbs sampler. |Polson et al.| (2013) proposed an
elegant algorithm for tackling the logistic regression case.
The generalized logistic distribution in equation has mean zero and scale one. Consider
now a generalized logistic with mean 273 and scale one, i.e. with probability density function:
1 epz—z]B)

fle) = B(p,p) (1 + elo=<T#)* reR ©)

We denote the above distribution with GLog(z!3,1). Mimicking |Albert and Chib| (1993),
suppose to sample Z; from a GLog(x?3,1), i = 1,...,n, and set Y; = 1 if Z; > 0. Otherwise,
if Z; <0, then set Y; = 0. It is easy to see that

1 e P
P(Y,=1)= B 0P | -
S Yl SR i

The joint posterior distribution is

n

(8,p, Zly) o< 7(B)x(p) [ [{1(Zi > 0)I(yi = 1) +1(Z; < 0)I(y; = 0)}

=1



1 eP(Zi—z] B)
X — % (6)
B(p;p) (1 + elzi=27®)

where 7(3) and 7(p) are the prior distributions of 5 and p, respectively. With the probit model,
the technique of |Albert and Chib| (1993]) works because the full conditional distributions can be
resorted to normal distributions (or truncated normal distributions) which are easy to sample
from. In our case, the usual normal prior would lead to a full conditional on 3 which is not
explicit, requiring the use of a Metropolis step (or alternative algorithms). The Pélya-Gamma
identity in allows us to overcome this problem. In particular, we get

eP(Zi—z]B)

(1 + eZi—aT BN

400
_ 272}7 / efwi(eriTﬁV/?p(wi)dwi,
0

where p(w) is a Pdlya-Gamma, PG(2p,0), distribution. Note that e‘w(fffﬁ)g/?p(w) is the un-
normalized density of a PG(2p,z!3) random variable. Therefore, the augmented posterior

distribution is

m(B.p, Z,wly) < 7(B)(p) H {I(Z: > 0)I(y; = 1) + 1 (Z; < 0)I(y; = 0)}

x 2 2 emwilZimal B2 ). (7)

3 Inference Sampling Strategy

The algorithm proposed in Dalla Valle et al.| (2019) makes use of an approximate likelihood,
which relies on an approximation of the posterior distribution (see Mengersen et al. (2013
and Zhu and Leisen (2016)). The algorithm presented in this paper allows us to sample from
the true posterior distribution, making it more appealing to perform the Bayesian inferential

exercise.



Starting from the augmented posterior distribution in , this Section introduces the full

conditional distributions required to run the algorithm. The variables involved are

Z7w7ﬂ7p7
where Z = (Zy,...,2,), w = (w1,...,wy,) and B = (B1,..., k).

We will focus on two cases: 1) the parameter p is known, 2) the parameter p is unknown.
In the first case, the algorithm performance is very good and accurate. In the second case, the
estimation of the parameter p introduces more noise in the algorithm leading to a less accurate,
but still acceptable, estimation. Section 4 will provide a simulation study for both scenarios.

The real data analysis assumes that p is unknown.

The parameter p is known

In this case, the posterior distribution in (7)) reduces to:

n

(8, Z,wly) o« w(B) [ [{T(Z > 0)I(y; = 1) + 1(Z < 0)I(y; = 0)}
i=1
x 97 ewilZimw B2, (8)
The full conditional distributions are derived below and the variables of interest are:

Z7w’IB'

Full conditional for Z;,. The random variables Z1, ..., Z, are independent with full condi-

tional distributions:

m(Zily, B,w) oc {1(Z; > 0)I(y; = 1) + 1(Z; < 0)(y; = 0)} e i(Z—0P7/2

x {I1(Z; >0 I(y; = 1) +1(Z; < 0)I(y; = 0)} e~ 7 (%277 B)
which are truncated normal distributions. More precisely,
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e if y; = 1, then 7(Z;|y, B,w) is distributed as a N'(z]' 3, w; ') truncated to the left by 0;

e if y; = 0, then 7(Z;|y, B,w) is distributed as a N'(z/ B, w; ') truncated to the right by 0.

Full conditional for w;. Following Polson et al.|(2013)), it is easy to see that the full conditional

distribution of w; is:
(wilB, Z,y) oc e AT 2y () ~ PG (2p, Z; — =] B)

An efficient method for sampling Pélya-Gamma random variables is implemented in a modified

version of the R package BayesLogit (Windle et al., 2016]).

Full conditional for 3. Let = diag(wy,...,w,). Assuming a multivariate N (3*, B*) prior
for 3, the full conditional distribution of 3 is

(812 u.) () [T exo {52, 1))
= exp {_% (BT (XTQX + B ") B-28" (X"QZ + B*'3%)] }
~N(B*, V)
where

B = (XT0xX + B (XTQZ + B 8Y)
Vi = (XTQx + B

The parameter p is unknown

In this case, the full conditional for p is:

m(plB, Z,w,y) o m(p) H



where p(w;) is a PG(2p,0) and we assume a Gamma prior for p. Sampling from this full
conditional distribution is not straightforward and alternative strategies must be employed.
One can marginalize the above full conditional by integrating out the w’s and applying the slice

sampling of Neal (2003). Alternatively, one can further integrate out the Z and obtain the

Yi T 1-y;
1 eacZT 1 eti B
B Dy 1- B P, 9
B(p,p) (Heﬁﬂ pp)] B(p,p) (Hefﬂfﬂ pp)] ©)

The slice sampling algorithm requires the computation of the inverse of the above full condi-

following conditional

n

©(p|B,y) x 7(p) H

=1

tional distribution. We used the function uniroot available in R to compute the numerical
inverse.

The next sections illustrate the performance of the algorithm with simulated and real data.

4 Simulation Studies

In this section, we assess the performance of the algorithm by implementing different simulation
experiments. In particular, we use four different values of the tail parameter p: p = 0.3 and

p = 0.7 (heavy tails) and p = 1.5 and p = 3 (light tails). We focus on two scenarios:
1. 8=(1,-1,-3,1,3), with k = 5;

2. B=(23,1,-2,1.5,-2.7,0.2,-1.4,3,-0.6, —1.2), with k = 10.

We assume a standard normal distribution for the explanatory variables. For each scenario
and each value of p, we generate 100 different datasets of sample sizes n = 100 and n = 250,
respectively. We analyse two different cases: the case with p known and the case with p

unknown.



4.1 Case with p known

We considered a vague prior for 3, such as the multivariate normal distribution, N (v, B), with
prior mean vector v = 0 and prior covariance matrix B = 100 - I;. For each of the 100 different
simulated datasets, we run 20,000 iterations of the MCMC algorithm and discarded the first
5,000 iterations as burn-in period. Table [1] lists the posterior means of the five-dimensional 3
of scenario 1 for the different values of p and n, averaged over the 100 simulated datasets. The
values in brackets show the standard deviations over the 100 simulations. We notice that the
posterior means of 3 are very close to the true values, with a better estimation performance as
n increases from 100 to 250. Table [3| shows the posterior means and, in brackets, the standard
deviations over the 100 simulations for the ten-dimensional scenario. These results are in
line with the five-dimensional case, thus leading us to conclude that increasing the number of
covariates is not an issue in terms of estimation accuracy. Moreover, the standard deviations
in Tables [1| and [3| substanstially decrease for both scenarios when we move from n = 100 to
n = 250.

We compare the performance of our Pdélya-Gamma sampler to the one of the approximate
Bayesian computation with empirical likelihood (BC;) adopted in Dalla Valle et al. (2019).
Table[2land Table[d] display the posterior means and the standard deviations over 100 simulation
datasets estimated with BC,;. The sampling efficiency of BC,; depends heavily on the prior
distribution. So we consider a normal prior distribution N (v = 0,B = 9 - I};) for 3. The
results are based on 20,000 posterior samples obtained with BC,;. From the table, one can see
that both methods achieve similar accuracy level in terms of the estimation of the posterior
means. However, the standard deviations given by BC,; is larger than the ones obtained by
Pélya-Gamma sampler, especially when p parameter is large. Finally, consider that the prior
distribution used by Pdlya-Gamma sampler is much vaguer than the one used by BC,, we

conclude that Pélya-Gamma sampler outperforms BCy;.

10



In order to illustrate the complete inferential procedure, we show how the model parameters
are estimated. Figure [2| displays the posterior chains for a specific dataset with sample size
n = 250, where p = 0.3 and B8 = (S, 1, B2, 83, B1) = (1,—1,—-3,1,3). As shown in Figure
[, the chains, after a burn-in of 5,000 iterations, converge quickly to the true values of all
parameters and give an excellent representation of the real parameter values.

We also performed a convergence analysis for scenario 1, with five-dimensional ﬂﬂ The analysis
was carried out using the R coda package (Plummer et al. [2006)). In particular, we used
single datasets of sample sizes n = 100 and n = 250, respectively, where we fixed p = 0.3.
We computed Geweke’s convergence tests and the autocorrelation and partial autocorrelation
functions for the values of 3. Table [5|reports the results of Geweke’s convergence test (Geweke,

1992)), indicating no issues since the absolute values of the test statistics are all lower than 1.96.

4.2 Case with p unknown

We considered vague priors for 3 and p. In particular, a multivariate normal distribution,
N (v, B), is chosen for 3 with prior mean vector v = 0 and prior covariance matrix B = 100- I.
For p we chose a gamma prior, Ga(a,b) with hyperparameters a = b = 1. For each of the 100
different simulated datasets, we run 6,000 iterations of the MCMC algorithm and discard the
first 1,000 iterations as burn-in period. Table [f] lists the posterior means of p and the five-
dimensional 3 of scenario 1 for the different values of n and the true p, averaged over the

100 simulated datasets. The figures in brackets show the standard deviations over the 100

"'We performed other convergence tests for the ten-dimensional case. These results are omitted for lack of

space but are available on request.
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p 5o b o Bs Ba

true values 0.3 1 -1 -3 1 3

n = 100 - 1113  -1.128 -3.191  1.056  3.396
- (0.795) (0.666) (0.937) (0.696) (0.904)

n = 250 - 1041 -1.061 -3.173  1.027  3.273
- (0.411) (0.412) (0.548) (0.451) (0.555)

true values 0.7 1 -1 -3 1 3

n = 100 - 1179  -1.094 -3.282 1.148  3.309
—  (0.448) (0.545) (0.640) (0.558) (0.659)

n = 250 - 1029 -1.110 -3.187 1.085  3.206
- (0.304) (0.295) (0.503) (0.312) (0.479)

true values 1.5 1 -1 -3 1 3

n = 100 - 1169 -1.124 -3.605 1.158  3.582
- (0.426) (0.430) (0.867) (0.470) (0.782)

n = 250 - 109 -1.068 -3.277 1.111  3.326
—  (0.258) (0.238) (0.541) (0.298) (0.518)

true values 3 1 -1 -3 1 3

n = 100 - 1183 -1.214 -3.681 1.239  3.729
- (0.417) (0.391) (0.853) (0.478) (0.984)

n = 250 - 1130 -1.154 -3.431 1.119  3.408
—  (0.253) (0.284) (0.653) (0.239) (0.662)

Table 1: PG sampler. Case with p known: posterior means over the 100 different simulated
datasets for n equal to 100 and 250 with true values of p = 0.3 (first panel), p = 0.7 (second
panel), p = 1.5 (third panel) and p = 3 (fourth panel) and (5o, 51, B2, 83, 51) = (1,—1,-3,1,3).

The values in brackets are the standard deviations over the 100 different simulations.
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p Bo b1 o Bs Ba

true values 0.3 1 -1 -3 1 3

n = 100 - 118 -1.136 -3.356  1.159 3.403
- (0.773) (0.708) (0.900) (0.785) (0.844)

n = 250 - 1.052 -1.067 -3.185  1.045 3.292
—  (0.506) (0.435) (0.600) (0.488) (0.630)

true values 0.7 1 -1 -3 1 3

n = 100 - 1146 -1.177 -3.751  1.331 3.65
- (0.859) (0.711) (0.750) (0.778) (0.819)

n = 250 - 1315 -1.214 -3.289 1.251 3.304
- (0.511) (0.412) (0.614) (0.407) (0.687)

true values 1.5 1 -1 -3 1 3

n = 100 - 1326 -1.086 -3.747  1.187 3.714
- (1.214) (0.618) (1.382) (0.600) (0.997)

n = 250 - 1.064 -1.019 -3.068 1.010 3.643
- (0.513) (0.376) (0.598) (0.399) (0.736)

true values 3 1 -1 -3 1 3

n = 100 - 1473  -1.373 -3.761  1.373 3.982
—  (1.044) (1.049) (1.556) (0.913) (1.739)

n = 250 - 1180 -1.256 -3.601 1.186 3.534
- (0.513) (0.591) (1.210) (0.539) (1.111)

Table 2: BC,; sampler. Case with p known: posterior means over the 100 different simulated
datasets for n equal to 100 and 250 with true values of p = 0.3 (first panel), p = 0.7 (second
panel), p = 1.5 (third panel) and p = 3 (fourth panel) and (5o, 51, B2, 83, 51) = (1,—1,-3,1,3).

The values in brackets are the standard deviations over the 100 different simulations.
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Figure 2: Case with p known: sample chains of the parameters posterior distributions for

the simulated data with sample size n = 250 and with true parameter values p = 0.3 and

/8 = <ﬂ0761762aﬂ3aﬁ4) = (17 _17 _37 173)

simulations. We notice that the posterior means of p are close to their true values when p
is less than 1, corresponding to the “heavy tail” situation, but the estimation accuracy drops
when p is greater than 1. This similar performance is also confirmed for the posterior means
of the vector of unknown coefficients 3 = (B, 81, 52, 83, B1). Generally, increasing the sample
size from 100 to 250 leads to better estimations of the model parameters. Table |5 shows the
posterior means and, in brackets, the standard deviations over the 100 different simulated
datasets, for the ten-dimensional scenario. These results are in line with the five-dimensional
case, thus leading us to conclude that increasing the number of covariates is not an issue in
terms of estimation accuracy. Moreover, most standard deviations in Tables [6] and [§] decrease
for the different scenarios and p values when we move from n = 100 to n = 250.

We further compare the performance of our Pdlya-Gamma sampler to the one of BC,;. Table

and Table[9]shows the posterior means of p and 3, and the standard deviations over 100 different
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Variables Test Statistic Variables Test Statistic
n=100 f[y=1 -0.8422 n=250 f[y=1 -0.0932

fr=-1 -0.6155 fr=-1 0.9662

B2 =—3 0.2379 By =—3 0.4544

B3 =1 -0.2488 B3 =1 0.4355

Bs=3 0.4159 Bs = -0.3423

Table 5: Case with p known: Geweke’s test statistics for the posterior chain of the unknown
coefficients, B = (B, 51, P2, B3, Ba) for a simulated dataset of sample size n = 100 (left panel)
and n = 250 (right panel) with p = 0.3.

simulated datasets. As in the scenario with p known, we choose a much less vaguer normal prior
distribution N'(v = 0, B = 9-1},) for 3. Results are based on 20,000 posterior samples obtained
with BC. It can be easily seen that when p < 1, the Pdlya-Gamma sampler outperforms
the BC,; substantially, in terms of both the posterior means and standard deviations across
different datasets. The advantage of Pélya-Gamma sampler against BC,; reduces when p > 1,
however, the standard deviations still suggest that Pélya-Gamma sampler is more consistent.

As done previously with p known, here, with p unknown, we display in Figure |3 the pos-
terior chains for a specific dataset with sample size n = 250, where p = 0.3 and B =
(Bo, 51, B2, B3, B4) = (1,—1,—3,1,3). Despite exhibiting slightly slower mixing behaviours com-
pared to Figure [2] the chains, after a burn-in of 1,000 iterations, converge relatively quickly to
the true values of all parameters. We also computed Geweke’s convergence tests for the values
of p and five-dimensional 3, with n = 100 and n = 250 and p = O.Eﬂ. Table reports the
results of Geweke’s convergence test (Geweke, |1992)), that indicate no issues since the absolute

values of the test statistics are all lower than 1.96.
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p Bo b Do Bs Pa

true values 0.3 1 -1 -3 1 3
n = 100 0.271 1.400 -1.311 -3.882 1.330  3.946
(0.096) (0.815) (0.667) (0.629) (0.828) (0.689)
n = 250 0.230  1.439 -1.480 -4.341  1.442  4.489
(0.056) (0.553) (0.583) (0.565) (0.599) (0.635)

true values 0.7 1 -1 -3 1 3
n = 100 0.798 0995 -0976 -2.991 1.028  2.884
(0.174) (0.320) (0.394) (0.383) (0.393) (0.384)
n = 250 0.821 0927 -0.959 -3.026 0.966  3.117
(0.214) (0.271) (0.283) (0.345) (0.287) (0.345)

true values 1.5 1 -1 -3 1 3
n = 100 1.129  1.388  -1.390 -4.335 1427  4.351
(0.351) (0.382) (0.405) (0.526) (0.528) (0.490)
n = 250 1.164 1465 -1.436 -4.381 1490  4.444
(0.265) (0.318) (0.307) (0.579) (0.382) (0.557)

true values 3 1 -1 -3 1 3
n = 100 1.593 1506 -1.576 -4.697  1.607  4.736
(0.387) (0.415) (0.424) (0.563) (0.528) (0.608)
n = 250 1.691 1.570  -1.607 -4.778  1.560  4.740
(0.412) (0.267) (0.324) (0.587) (0.289) (0.586)

Table 6: PG sampler. Case with p unknown: posterior means over the 100 different simulated
datasets for n equal to 100 and 250 compared with the true values of p = 0.3 (first panel),
p = 0.7 (second panel), p = 1.5 (third panel) and p = 3 (fourth panel) and (B, 81, 52, 3, Ba) =
(1,—1,-3,1,3). The values in brackets are the standard deviations over the 100 different

simulations.
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p Bo b Do Bs Pa

true values 0.3 1 -1 -3 1 3
n = 100 0.559  0.258 -0.264 -0.868  0.345  0.930
(0.520) (0.440) (0.394) (0.577) (0.480) (0.631)
n = 250 0.149  0.166  -0.165 -0.427  0.139  0.398
(0.269) (0.507) (0.445) (0.603) (0.484) (0.548)

true values 0.7 1 -1 -3 1 3
n = 100 0.807 0435 -0.576 -1.991 0.498  1.579
(0.698) (0.507) (0.438) (0.570) (0.491) (0.581)
n = 250 0.754 0483 -0.591 -2.076  0.514  1.618
(0.214) (0.471) (0.414) (0.610) (0.437) (0.519)

true values 1.5 1 -1 -3 1 3
n = 100 2464  0.563 -0.617 -1.626  0.595  1.716
(1.378) (0.558) (0.494) (0.489) (0.441) (0.556)
n = 250 1.877 0271 -0.483 -1.619 0377  1.518
(1.687) (1.013) (0.629) (0.774) (0.583) (0.787)

true values 3 1 -1 -3 1 3
n = 100 3.056  0.632 -0.391 -1.385  0.508  1.433
(1.204) (0.630) (0.601) (0.857) (0.551) (0.945)
n = 250 2.641 0478 -0.551 -1.570  0.598  1.634
(1.759) (0.750) (0.705) (0.728) (0.594) (0.723)

Table 7: BCy; sampler. Case with p unknown: posterior means over the 100 different simulated
datasets for n equal to 100 and 250 compared with the true values of p = 0.3 (first panel),
p = 0.7 (second panel), p = 1.5 (third panel) and p = 3 (fourth panel) and (B, 81, 52, 3, Ba) =
(1,—1,-3,1,3). The values in brackets are the standard deviations over the 100 different

simulations.
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Figure 3: Case with p unknown: sample chains of the posterior distribution of the parameters

for the simulated data with sample size n = 250 and with true parameter values p = 0.3 and

/3 = (607ﬂ1752a63aﬁ4) = (]-a _]-a _3a 173)

5 Real Data Applications

In this Section, we present two different real data applications to illustrate the accurate and
efficient performance of the Pdélya-Gamma sampler for estimating the generalized logistic re-
gression. The applications analyse novel datasets of different dimensions, which are related to
current and topical problems in the social sciences. In the first application, we consider data
selected from the European Social Survey (ESS), that were previously analysed in Dalla Valle
et al. (2019) to identify the determinants of public opinions towards immigration. The sec-

ond application analyses the motives behind the recidivism of offenders released from prison

2Results for the ten-dimensional case are omitted for lack of space but are available on request.
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Variables Test Statistic Variables Test Statistic
n=100 p=0.3 -0.507 n=250 p=0.3 0.914

Go=1 1.721 Bo=1 -1.394

fr=—1 -1.308 b =—1 1.320

P2 =—3 -1.293 By =—3 1.321

B =1 1.413 By =1 -1.545

Bs=3 0.539 Bs=3 -1.259

Table 10: Case with p unknown: Geweke’s test statistics for the posterior chain of the tail
parameter p and of the unknown coefficients, B = (B, 81, 52, 3, B4) for a simulated dataset of

sample size n = 100 (left panel) and n = 250 (right panel).

between 2016 and 2018 in the State of lowa, USA.

5.1 Immigration in European Countries

The first dataset focuses on people’s attitudes towards immigration. The data was selected
from the ESS and was collected following hour-long face-to-face interviews. We focused on
questions regarding immigration from the ESS8 edition 1.0 published in October 2017 and
collected between August 2016 and March 2017 (ESS8| 2016} 2018) for Great Britain (GB),
Germany (DE) and France (FR), respectively. For these three countries, the total number of
observations is 5,354, of which 1,419 are for GB; 2,284 for DE and 1,651 for FR.

The dependent variable is immig, that indicates whether the respondent would allow im-
migrants from poorer countries outside Europe. More precisely, if immig = 1 the respondent
is against immigration, if immig = 0 the respondent is in favor of immigration. Following
Dalla Valle et al.| (2019), we considered as covariates the variables: pplfair, trstep, trstun,

happy, agea, edulvlb and hinctnta. The first three variables include answers to question
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ranging from 0 (most negative) to 10 (most positive): do you think that most people try to
take advantage of you (pplfair)? Do you trust the European parliament (trstep)? Do you
trust the United Nations (trstun)? The happy variable takes values from 0 (unhappy) to 10
(extremely happy). The last three variables are subject-specific and include the age, ranging
from 15 to 100 (agea); the highest level of education, from primary education to doctoral degree
(edulvlb) and the household’s total net income (hinctnta).

For this dataset, we run 5,000 iterations of the Pdélya-Gamma sampler algorithm and we
discarded the first 1, 000 iterations as burn-in. We used the MLE estimates of 3 and p as starting
points of the algorithm and we employed a normal prior with mean 0, standard deviation 5
times greater than the one estimated with a standard logistic regression.

In order to assess the performance of the Pélya-Gamma sampler, we report the results ob-
tained using the empirical likelihood approach on the same dataset, adopting a similar setting.
Table [11] lists the results of the Pélya-Gamma sampler (left-hand side) and the empirical like-
lihood approach (right-hand side). For each European country (GB, DE and FR) and for each
parameter, Table 11| shows the posterior means, the 2.5% and 97.5% quantiles of the posterior
distributions of the Pélya-Gamma and the empirical likelihood methods. The effects of the
parameters are similar across countries and suggest that the higher the level of education, the
higher the probability for people to be favourable towards immigration. Also, trustful people
and individuals with a strong confidence in the European parliament tend to be in favour of
immigration. The posterior mean estimates obtained with the Pélya-Gamma method are in line
with those obtained with the empirical likelihood. For some of the covariates, such as pplfair
and trstep, the empirical likelihood approach assigns posterior support to the value zero, while
the corresponding Pélya-Gamma credible intervals (CIs) do not include zero. In addition, both
methods agree on the estimation of the p parameter for all countries, suggesting heavy tails

for the generalised logistic regression. Therefore, the Pélya-Gamma sampler outperforms the
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empirical likelihood method for the estimation of the generalised logistic regression, since it

provides more precise parameter estimates as for the 3.

5.2 Recidivism of Offenders Released from Prison in Iowa

The second dataset contains information about the recidivism of offenders released from prison
between 2016 and 2018 in Iowaﬂ. Recidivism happens when a prisoner is released from jail and
he or she relapses back into criminal behavior and returns to jail. We applied the generalised
logistic regression to determine whether a prisoner is likely to recidivate based on his or her
characteristics.

After removing missing values, the data consists of 13, 644 records corresponding to offenders
detained in prison and released from 2016 to 2018. The dependent variable is recidivism,
which is equal to 1 if the prisoner is arrested again within a 3-year tracking period after being
released, and it is equal to 0 if he or she has not returned to prison within the tracking period.

We model the probability of being recidivist using a subsample of all the explanatory vari-
ables present in the original database: the sex of the offender (sex, which is equal to 1 for
men and 0 for women); the age when released from prison (age); whether an offender commit-
ted a felony or misdemeanor (felony, which is equal to 1 for felony and 0 for misdemeanor);
whether an offender was charged with a drug crime (drug); whether an offender was charged
with a public order crime (puborder); whether an offender was charged with a violent crime
(violent); and whether an offender was released on discharge or parole (discharge, which is
equal to 1 for discharge and 0 for parole).

In this second example, we run the MCMC algorithm using 5, 000 iterations and discarding

3See the following website for details: https://data.iowa.gov/Correctional-System /3-Year-Recidivism-for-

Offenders-Released-from-Pris/ mw8r-vqy4.
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Pélya-Gamma Sampler Empirical Likelihood

Country | Parameters | post. mean 2.50% 97.50% | post. mean  2.50% 97.50%
const -0.8 -2.441 0.541 -0.4202 -2.4377 1.4487
pplfair -0.223 -0.552 -0.068 -0.1822 -0.3176  0.0113

trstep -0.362 -0.888 -0.123 -0.1731 -0.3796  0.0447

trstun -0.075 -0.302 0.046 -0.0372 -0.2354  0.1409

GB happy 0.047 -0.099 0.241 -0.0133 -0.2892 0.1209
agea 0.015 -0.001 0.04 0.0094 -0.0139  0.0358
edulvlb -0.004 -0.009 -0.001 -0.0021 -0.0039  -0.0006
hinctnta 0.017 -0.105 0.148 -0.044 -0.1856 0.1228

p 0.815 0.2 1.944 0.8218 0.4284 1.5696

const -1.152 -2.648 0.29 -1.1452 -2.4617 0.6941
pplfair -0.301 -0.616 -0.114 -0.1612 -0.3291  -0.0093

trstep -0.429 -1 -0.148 -0.1524 -0.2839  -0.0107

trstun -0.091 -0.33 0.085 -0.0112 -0.2115  0.1847

DE happy -0.169 -0.46 0.003 -0.0873 -0.2438 0.0659
agea 0.036 0.013 0.077 0.0124 -0.0061 0.0375
edulvlb 0 -0.004 0.002 -0.0007 -0.0026  0.0016
hinctnta -0.2 -0.533 -0.042 -0.1171 -0.2352 0.0414

p 0.608 0.155 1.814 0.7338 0.2955 1.7036

const 1.054 -0.35 3.361 0.8442 -0.3443 1.4314
pplfair -0.111 -0.347 0.01 -0.0921 -0.1898  0.0193

trstep -0.364 -0.872 -0.107 -0.1912 -0.3592  -0.0114

trstun -0.122 -0.353 0.004 -0.0514 -0.2047  0.1417

FR happy 0.029 -0.129 0.227 0.0191 -0.0609 0.1545
agea 0.001 -0.013 0.021 -0.0043 -0.0155  0.0091
edulvlb -0.005 -0.012 -0.002 -0.0038 -0.0056  -0.0027
hinctnta -0.092 -0.275 0.016 -0.1061 -0.239 0.0286

p 0.827 0.159 2.055 0.7845 0.3991 1.2809

Table 11: EU immigration data results for Great Britain (GB), Germany (DE) and France
(FR), obtained with the Pélya-Gamma (left-hand side) and the empirical likelihood (right-
hand side) methods. For each parameter, columns 3 and 6 show the posterior means, columns
4 and 7 show the 2.5% quantiles of the posterior distribution, columns 5 and 8 show the 97.5%

quantiles of the posterior distribution.
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the first 1,000 iterations. As in the immigration example, we adopted vague priors and we

chose the initial values of 8 and p based on the corresponding MLE estimators.

Pélya-Gamma Sampler Empirical Likelihood
Parameters | post. mean 2.50% 97.50% | post. mean  2.50% 97.50%
const -0.1443 -0.3811 0.0232 -0.4278 -0.9341 0.1719
sex 0.311 0.1468 0.5873 0.1371 -0.2583  0.4574
age -0.0004 -0.0007  -0.0002 -0.0003 -0.0005  -0.0002
felony -0.0941 -0.2521 0.0184 -0.0974 -0.4457  0.0999
drug -0.0308 -0.1496  0.0774 -0.0996 -0.4009  0.1912
puborder -0.2769 -0.5663 -0.116 -0.0694 -0.3384  0.2261
violent -0.5759 -1.0713  -0.3271 -0.4743 -0.9779  -0.2638
discharge -0.5736 -1.068 -0.3225 -0.4654 -0.6726  -0.1936
P 0.9343 0.3088 1.8439 0.5679 0.3409 1.0905

Table 12: Criminal recidivism data results obtained with the Pdlya-Gamma (left-hand side) and
the empirical likelihood (right-hand side) methods. For each parameter, columns 2 and 5 show
the posterior means, columns 3 and 6 show the 2.5% quantiles of the posterior distribution,

columns 4 and 7 show the 97.5% quantiles of the posterior distribution.

As we did with the immigration data, we compared the performances of the Pélya-Gamma
sampler and the empirical likelihood approaches, using the same settings for both algorithms.
The results for the parameters 3 and p are listed in Table [12] that displays the Pdlya-Gamma
results on the left-hand side and the empirical likelihood results on the right-hand side. Table
illustrates the posterior means, the 2.5% and 97.5% quantiles of the posterior distributions
of the Pélya-Gamma and the empirical likelihood methods.

The results suggest that men are more likely to recidivate than women, younger prisoners
are more likely to become repeat offenders than older prisoners, there is a lower probability
that the criminal is a recidivist if he or she was charged with a public order or violent crime and

offenders released on parole are more likely to return to jail than those released on discharge.
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The sign of the posterior means for both approaches is the same, suggesting a similar
direction for the effects obtained using the Pélya-Gamma and the empirical likelihood method.
However, the Cls of the first approach are narrower than those of second approach. Moreover,
the Pdélya-Gamma method, unlike the empirical likelihood, does not give posterior support to
zero to the variables sex and puborder, suggesting that the inclusion of these variables in the
model is appropriate.

In agreement with our findings with the immigration data, the results obtained with the
recidivism dataset demonstrate that the Pdélya-Gamma sampler method yields a higher esti-
mates precision and accuracy compared to the empirical likelihood method for the covariate

parameters 3.

6 Conclusions

This paper introduces a novel DA scheme for the generalized logistic regression model. This
model is particularly flexible since it is able to accommodate both light and heavy tails in
dichotomous response data. The proposed DA scheme makes use of the Pélya-Gamma identity
and it is strongly related to the slice sampler algorithm. The Pélya-Gamma sampler allows us to
implement a Bayesian method able to draw samples from the exact posterior distribution. On
the contrary, other methods, such as the empirical likelihood approach, are based on approxi-
mations of the posterior and may lead to low precision in the estimation of the parameters. Our
simulation study demonstrates the estimation accuracy of the newly proposed Pélya-Gamma
sampler with datasets of different dimensions. We compared the performances of the Pdélya-
Gamma and the empirical likelihood methods for modelling new interesting datasets regarding
the opinion on immigration in European countries and the probability of being recidivist for

prisoners in Iowa, USA. Our results demonstrate the superiority of the Pélya-Gamma sampler
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over the empirical likelihood in terms of parameter precision. The Pdlya-Gamma method al-
lows a more accurate estimation of the tail parameter for the generalised logistic regression

compared to approximate methods.
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