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Abstract

In this paper, we propose an efficient importance sampling algorithm for rare event simulation
under copula models. In the algorithm, the derived optimal probability measure is based on the
criterion of minimizing the variance of the importance sampling estimator within a parametric expo-
nential tilting family. Since the copula model is defined by its marginals and a copula function, and
its moment-generating function is difficult to derive, we apply the transform likelihood ratio method
to first identify an alternative exponential tilting family, after which we obtain simple and explicit
expressions of equations. Then, the optimal alternative probability measure can be calculated un-
der this transformed exponential tilting family. The proposed importance sampling framework is
quite general and can be implemented for many classes of copula models, including some traditional
parametric copula families and a class of semiparametric copulas called regular vine copulas, from
which sampling is feasible. The theoretical results of the logarithmic efficiency and bounded relative
error are proved for some commonly-used copula models under the case of simple rare events. Monte
Carlo experiments are conducted, in which we study the relative efficiency of the crude Monte Carlo
estimator with respect to the proposed importance-sampling-based estimators, such that substantial
variance reductions are obtained in comparison to the standard Monte Carlo estimators.
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1. Introduction

Many statistical applications involve calculating a functional of the form E[Y(X)], where X =
(X1,...,Xq) : © = R? is a random vector on a probability space (€,.%,P) and T : R* — R is a
measurable function. Here the superscript / denotes the transpose operation. If the components of X
cannot be assumed to be independent, it is popular to model the distribution of X using a copula. That
is, we have

P(Xl <z,...,Xg < xd) = C(Fl(.%‘l),. .. ,Fd(.’L‘d);(S),

where Fj(z) := P(X; < z),j = 1,...,d, are the marginal cumulative distribution functions (CDFs),
C :[0,1]¢ + [0,1] is a copula function, and § is a parameter. The copula model has become a popular,
well-developed modeling tool in a variety of fields, as it couples multivariate distributions to their one-
dimensional marginal CDFs. The reader is referred to Joe [26], Nelsen [33], and Embrechts [I7] for
details.

A standard approach to estimating F[Y(X)] is the Monte Carlo simulation. In statistical applica-
tions, often a set of outcomes of X with a low probability make a large contribution to the simulation
of E[Y(X)]. In this case, importance sampling can increase the number of samples in this set. Via a
weighting approach, an unbiased estimator can be obtained with a reduced variance, cf. Owen et al. [35]
and Chen and Choe [11].

Importance sampling for copulas has been investigated in simulation problems arising from quanti-
tative finance in risk management or for pricing purposes. For instance, it is used to estimate portfolio
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risk or large portfolio loss probabilities, in which the joint CDF of the assets is modeled by a copula, cf.
McNeil et al. [32] and Dellaportas and Tsionas [I3]. In particular, to estimate value at risk (VaR), a pop-
ular risk measure which is a quantile of the return distribution or the loss distribution of the portfolio of
interest corresponding to a small tail probability, the usual means is to employ the Monte Carlo method,
cf. Glasserman [2], Nyquist [34], and Xie et al. [41], due to the implicit formula for VaR. However, VaR
is ordinarily estimated with respect to a tail probability of 1% or even 0.1% such that the Monte Carlo
method becomes ineflicient, thus necessitating the use of importance sampling, cf. Glasserman and Li
[23], Huang et al. [25], Fuh et al. [18], and Bhamidi et al. [§]. Note that Bee [5] proposes an adaptive
importance sampling for copulas that requires specification of the updated importance function and that
has been applied to pricing first-to-default credit swaps.

In this paper we investigate efficient Monte Carlo simulation for copula models. There are four as-
pects to this study. First, since the copula model is defined by its marginals and a copula function, and
its moment-generating function is difficult to derive, we firstly use the transform likelihood ratio (TLR)
to obtain an alternative exponential tilting family, then obtain simple and explicit expressions of equa-
tions from which the optimal alternative probability measure can be calculated under this transformed
exponential tilting family. Second, the proposed algorithm is general enough to cover some interesting
copula models such as elliptical copula, Archimedean copula, and regular vine (R-vine) copula. Third,
the logarithmic efficiency and bounded relative error for the importance sampling based on the moderate
deviation tilting are proved for some commonly-used copula models under the case of simple rare events.
Moreover, as a by-product, the bounded relative error for the importance sampling based on the large
deviation tilting for ¢ distribution and ¢ copula is proved by applying the techniques used in this paper.
Fourth, the derived tilting formula can be used to approximate the rare event probability which can
provide guidance on risk management.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Section[2] we propose importance sampling via the
TLR method for copula models. Then, in Section [3] we derive the optimal tilting probability measures
under corresponding simulation algorithms for Gaussian, ¢, and Clayton copulas, respectively. Simulation
studies are presented in Section[d] in which we first consider the estimation of the probability of moderate
deviation events under Gaussian, ¢, and Clayton copulas, and then illustrate how to apply our method
to R-vine copula. We conclude in Section [5| All proofs are deferred to the appendices.

2. Importance Sampling with Transform Likelihood Ratio

Let X = (Xq,... ,Xd)/ be a d-dimensional random vector with continuous marginal CDFs F1, ..., Fy.
Then by Sklar’s theorem the joint CDF of X can be uniquely determined as

F(x) = C(Fi(x1),..., Fa(xq);0), x=(x1,...,24) € RY

where C : [0,1]¢ + [0, 1] is a copula function, a d-dimensional CDF, with standard uniform margins, and
¢ is the copula parameter.
In this section, we seek to efficiently estimate

u=FE[l{X € A}] = P(X € A),

where the expectation is calculated under the P-measure (we frequently write it as Ep in the rest of this
paper), 1{-} is an indicator function, and {X € A} is a rare event.

A useful tool in importance sampling for rare event simulation is exponential tilting, cf. Siegmund
[37), Bucklew [9], Asmussen and Glynn [2], and the references therein. To apply this method, the
moment-generating function must be computed, provided it exists. However, it is known that the copula
model comprises a copula function and marginals, the complexity of which makes it difficult to compute
the moment-generating function. It is thus also difficult to use exponential tilting directly to obtain an
alternative probability measure. Furthermore, as the copula model is characterized only by a parameter
that depicts dependency, changing the measure by shifting the location parameter or shrinking the scale
parameter, cf. Bucklew [9], is also unsuccessful. To remedy this difficulty, we adopt the TLR method,
which is first introduced by Kroese and Rubinstein [29] and also appearing in Rubinstein and Kroese [36].
The essential idea is to find a substitutional and simplified distributional family that has a functional
relationship with the target distribution before the importance sampling process is executed. Then
exponential twisting is employed on this substitutive family. In particular, write X = g(V'), so that we



obtain an alternative distribution of V = (V,..., Vd)/. Then the estimation becomes
u=Ep[{X € A}] = Ep[l{g(V) € A}].

Using the TLR method, X = ¢g(V) is either a linear or a nonlinear function of a random vector V.
Overall, importance sampling with the TLR method comprises two steps: we first consider a change
of variables, and then employ importance sampling on the transformed random variables. Note that
the transformed event {g(V) € A} consisting of a function g(-) becomes a linear/nonlinear, complex
event, with the fortunate consequence that the transformed underlying distribution function is easily
computable.

Instead of sampling from the P-measure, an alternative (J-measure is incorporated such that the
event of interest is simple to simulate, in which the density from the @-measure is called an importance
sampling density. Here we assume that P is absolutely continuous with respect to Q). In addition, assume
P and @ are absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesgue measure, and denote their densities as
P and @ as well. Then the target of estimation can be written as

= [1atv) € Yo (vViiav) = g [1{g<v> e AT V)

where the subscript @) indicates that the expectation is taken with respect to the @Q-measure. Accordingly,
if V1,...,V, are independently sampled from the -measure, then

W= 13 1 € ) GE )
k=1

3

is termed an importance sampling estimator, in which the ratio of densities is referred to as the likelihood
ratio or the Radon—Nikodym derivative evaluated at Vj. If dP = d@, then the likelihood ratio equals 1,
and it reduces to the ordinary crude Monte Carlo estimator.

What is crucial is to select an optimal alternative measure with the smallest variance in the coincident
family. Here we employ exponential twisting, and then directly minimize the variance of the importance
sampling estimator within this exponential tilting family. That is,

ﬁ(v) . 4P (V) = =0 VH60),

dQ dQs
where 0 = (01,...,60;) and () is the cumulant-generating function of V', i.e., ¢(f) = In ¥ () with
U(0) = Eple? V] being the moment-generating function of V' under the P-measure. The resulting

variance of the importance sampling estimator is

(V) € 4} (55 V) ] —uQ}.

1

It then suffices to minimize the second-order moment of @ under the @-measure. Simple calculation
suffices to minimize

G(0) == Eq

vy e (G <v>)

= Ep [1{9(V) € A}jg(v)] : (1)

which is an expectation of 1{g(V') € A} multiplied by a likelihood ratio under the P-measure. Therefore,
the optimal 6 is obtained by solving
oG@) 0

- —0'v4p0)] _ _
5o = 3g Er [La(V) € Aje | =0, fori=1...d @)

Define

©={0:(0) < oo}



Note that, if

=0 V+(0)

Ep 90;

Hg(V) € A} sup

1 < 00, (3)

then can be written as

Ep [l{g(V)EA} =0, fori=1,...,d.

6670/V+w(0)
09;

The above equations can be further rewritten as

Ep [1{9(‘/) € A}efe/vvz} _0Y(0)
Ep [1{g(V) € A}e='V] 00

fori=1,...,d. (4)

Using the idea of conjugate measure proposed in Fuh et al. [19] , the above equations can be written
in a concise version if —f € ©. Define the conjugate measure Q) := Qg of the measure @) as

A v .
@(V) _ 67/ — o0 V—1(0)
dP E'P[e—9 V]

)

where 9 (6) = In Eple=? V] = ¢(—6). Note that

dQp = e~ V=YOdp = =0 V=4(=0dp = dQ_,.

Then, based on the Q-measure, we provide an explicit expression for the left side of equation and,
in the following theorem, show the uniqueness for the optimal 6 provided its existence. To this purpose,
we make the following assumption, which is more restrictive than :

o 5) (50

06; 90,
PYO)| o' vy
20,00, e } < o0. (5)

+Ep [l{g(V) € A} sup

Theorem 1. Suppose g(+) is a real-valued function and (@ is fulfilled. Moreover, assume every com-
ponent of V' is non-degenerate. If a solution 6 for the optimization problem exists, which satisfies a
system of equations , then the solution is unique. Hereafter, denote the uniquely optimal tilting point
as 0o = (001, .. .,0oq) provided its existence. If —0, € ©, then 8, also satisfies

9p(6,)
aooi ’

EQQO[Vi|g(V) e Al = fori=1,...,d. (6)

The proof of Theorem [I]is given in Appendix 1.

Since the left side of equation @ in Theorem (1] is an integral with a nonlinear and complicated
integral domain, it is difficult to find an explicit solution. Here we apply a standard numerical method
such as Newton’s method or global methods for systems of nonlinear equations described in Dennis and
Schnabel [I4]. Furthermore, a stochastic algorithm such as generalized simulated annealing can be used
to approximate the tilting parameter 6 recursively, cf. Tsallis and Stariolo [39] and Xiang et al. [40].

The proposed importance sampling algorithm is described as follows.

Importance Sampling with TLR Method

1. Change of variable according to a functional relationship, written as X = ¢g(V'). Here V is a more
tractable random vector in comparison to X. The event of interest becomes

{X €A} ={g(V) € A}.

2. Change of measure based on exponential tilting for the transformed random vector V. The optimal
tilting measure @y for V is obtained via or @ in Theorem



3. Generate independent samples Vi,...,V, from @y, , and the importance sampling estimator of u
is

n

= o HoVe) € A) g (Vi)

3. Importance Sampling for Copula Models

To apply the proposed importance sampling with the TLR method, in this section, we consider the
general copulas, including Gaussian, ¢, and Clayton copulas. To simulate copula models, a prototypical
method for all absolutely continuous copulas is the conditional inverse method. However, this method
is more suitable for low-dimensional copulas and is rather complicated in the high-dimensional case.
For specific elliptical copulas such as Gaussian and ¢ copulas, one can simulate random variables from
the corresponding multivariate Gaussian or ¢ distribution, and then use a standard transformation. To
simulate a specific Archimedean copula, the Clayton copula, we will use the celebrated Marshall-Olkin
method, cf. Marshall and Olkin [31] and Hofert [24]. Here, we adopt the proposed importance sampling
algorithm in Theorem [I] only with existing simulation methods for copula models. For corresponding
simulation methods, the reader is referred to McNeil et al. [32] for details. Note that for the above copula
models, we shall prove that the solution to optimization problem indeed exists under additionally
mild conditions, thus the solution is unique by Theorem

To simplify the presentation, we present importance sampling for copula models in three subsections.
Subsection [3.I] concerns importance sampling for general copulas with the conditional inverse method,
importance sampling for elliptical copulas is presented in Subsection 3.2} while importance sampling for
the Clayton copula is presented in Subsection [3.3

3.1. Importance Sampling for General Copulas

An essential step in the conditional inverse method is to transform the underlying random vector
to a uniform random vector on (0,1)?. Under this situation, ® = RY. By applying the exponential
embedding of U(0,1) to conjugate truncated exponential distributions (see Proposition [1| below; the
conjugate truncated exponential random variate V; means that —Vj is the truncated exponential random
variate) and using Theorem [1} we have the following proposition.

Proposition 1. Under the assumptions of Theorem |1, if E[V;|g(V) € A] > E(V;) is fulfilled for all

i=1,...,d, then the optimal Qg-measure exists and is unique, and the optimal tilting point 0, satisfies
9(6,) .
Eg, [Vilg(V) € Al = 50 =, fori=1,...,d.
01
Here V. =(V1,..., Vd)', under the Qg,-measure, are independently truncated exponentials on (0,1) with
rate parameters (01, . .. ,004), and ¥ (0,) = Zle In (ee;%l)

The proof of Proposition [I]is given in Appendix 2.

Assume that A is an upper corner event. Since such transformations (CDF transformations; see
below for details) are continuous and non-decreasing functions, larger values of X correspond to larger
values of V', which imply E[V;|g(V') € A] > E(V;). Therefore, the conditions E[V;|g(V) € A] > E(V;)
for alli =1,...,d hold for upper corner events.

Note that in importance sampling for uniform distributions, one may consider a family of Beta
distributions as an alternative exponential tilting embedding family. According to our simulation results,
these two methods exhibit nearly the same simulation performance; here we consider only the family
of truncated exponential distributions. Another issue for simulating copulas by the conditional inverse
method is its inapplicability to high-dimensional copulas (cf. McNeil et al. [32]) since all conditional
distribution functions must be derived step by step.

The importance sampling algorithm via the conditional inverse method is summarized as follows.

Importance Sampling via Conditional Inverse Method
1. Change of variable: let

X = g(V) = (F (), F5 AT (V[ V)L, B AT (Val Ve V)] (7)



where V' = (V7,.. .,Vd)/ with V1,...,Vy being independent uniform random variables on (0, 1),
and A=Y (V;|Vi,...,V;_q) for j = 2,...,d is the inverse function of the conditional distribution
function A(V;|V4,...,V;_1) with
A(’UJ‘|U1, e ,Ujfl) = P(V} S Ulel = V1y... ,ij,l = Ujfl)
= hiI(l)P(ij < ’Uj|V1 € ('Ul,’Ul + 6], Ceey V}‘,l S (’Ujflvvjfl + E])
_ P(ij < ’Uj,Vl € (1}1,1]1 + E], R ,ij,l € (Uj,h’l)j,l + E])
eN\0 P(V1 S (Ul,’t)l +€L...,Vj_1 S (vj_l,vj_l +€])
. 8j’1Cj(v1, A ,vj)/alejl(vl, ceey 'Ujfl)

81}1 s 6’[}]'_1 81]1 tee 8’Uj_1

, forj=2,...,d.

Note that
Cj(vl,...,vj) :C(v17...,vj71,...71)

is a j-dimensional marginal CDF.
2. Change of measure: employ an exponential tilting technique on V. The optimal alternative measure

Qg for V is an independently conjugate truncated exponential on (0,1)? with rate parameters
0o = (Bo1,...,004) , which can be obtained by Proposition

3. Using the optimal tilting parameters 6, obtained in Step 2, we carry out the following steps for

each of n replications:

(a) Generate V from an independently conjugate truncated exponential on (0,1)¢ with rate pa-
rameters 0, = (6,1,...,0,4) . That is, the probability density function of V; is

0,;e00ivi

- O<y <1
(v:) = eboi—1 1 )
a:(vi) { 0, otherwise.

(b) Multiply the indicator function and the likelihood ratio to get
1{g(V) € Aye 0. VHvibo), (8)
4. Average over n independent replications to obtain the estimator.

3.2. Importance Sampling for Elliptical Copulas

A simulation of an elliptical copula can be extracted from the related multivariate distribution. In
this subsection, we take advantage of this property to propose an importance sampling for Gaussian and
t copulas. First, assume X1, ..., Xy are generated as Gaussian copula with a covariance matrix 3 whose
diagonal components are all 1, then

F(x1,...,2q) = O(Fy(x1),..., Fi(zq); X) = Ox[®@H(Fy(21)), ..., 0" (Fa(za))],

where ®(+) is the CDF of N(0,1), ®x(-) is the CDF of a multivariate normal with a covariance matrix
Y (abbreviated MN(0,%)), and Fi(-),..., Fyq(-) are marginal CDFs of (X1,...,X4) , respectively. Note
that under this situation, © = R?. Then, we have the following proposition.

Proposition 2. Under the assumptions of Theorem |1, if E[V;|g(V) € A] > E(V;) is fulfilled for all

i=1,...,d, then the optimal Qg-measure exists and is unique, and the optimal tilting point 0, satisfies

9 (6,)
agoi ’

Eg, [Vilg(V) € A] = fori=1,....d, 9)

where V, under the Qq,-measure, is MN(=%0,,%), and 1(0,) = +0,56,.

)
The proof of Proposition [2|is given in Appendix 2.
Consider an upper corner event {X > a} :={X; > ay,..., X4 > aq}, where a = (ai,...,aq) . Then
the transformed event becomes {V; > ®~1(Fy(a1)),...,Vy > ® Y (Fy(aq))}. To simplify the notations,
let

’ ’

a* = (a,...,a}) = (@ (Fi(ar),..., 0 (Faaq))) .



Then equation (@ can be considered as the first-order moment function of the truncated multivariate
normal distribution, referring to Tallis [38]. Therefore we have the following corollary.

Corollary 1. Let A be an upper corner event, and assume the covariance matriz is positive definite
with all diagonal components 1 in a Gaussian copula. Then, under the assumptions of Proposition [g,
equation (@ can be simplified as

ZZ:l pzqu(a; + pq-eo)édfl(Aqﬁ Eq)
éd(@* + 200; E)

=2p.0,, i=1,....d,

where pyq is the (i,q)-th component of ¥, ¢(-) is the probability density function of N(0,1), p,. is the
q-th row vector of ¥, ®4 is a d-variate survival function of ®4, Ags = % for s # q in ®q_1, and
Yq is the matriz of the first-order partial correlation coefficients of Vs for s # q.

The proof of Corollary [1] is given in Appendix 2.

The importance sampling algorithm for Gaussian copulas is as follows.

Importance Sampling for Gaussian Copulas

1. Change of variable: let

’

X =g(V) = [F{HR()),.... Fy  (@(Va)] . (10)

where F1, ..., F; are the marginal CDFs of X = (X7, ... 7Xd)/, and V =(11,..., Vd)/ is MN(0, ).

2. Change of measure: employ the exponential tilting embedding on V. The optimal tilting proba-
bility measure Qg for V' is MN(X0,, X), with 6, obtained via Proposition

3. Using the obtained optimal tilting parameters 6,, we carry out the following steps for each of n
replications:

(a) Generate V from MN(X6,,X).
(b) Multiply the indicator function and the likelihood ratio to get

H{g(V) € Aye 9.VHvibo), (11)
4. Average (L1]) over n independent replications to obtain the estimator.

Next, we illustrate the logarithmic efficiency for the above importance sampling for Gaussian copula
under the case of simple rare events. Since this result can be generalized to a more general tilting
technique which is called sufficient exponential tilting (that is, the exponential embedding is based on two
parameters corresponding to the sufficient statistic of the normal distribution, cf. Fuh and Wang [20]), we
present the logarithmic efficiency for the importance sampling for Gaussian copulas using this sufficient
exponential tilting method in the following thoerem. Note that the probabilities of simple rare events
of a Gaussian copula can be transformed into corresponding probabilities of the multivariate normal
distribution, cf. equation , thus we state the logarithmic efficiency result for the two-dimensional
standard normal distribution for simplicity.

Theorem 2. Let X = (Xl,Xg)l be a random vector from the two-dimensional standard normal distri-
bution MN(0, I) with probability measure P. Consider the sufficient exponential tilting

dP
dQe, M

(X) = exp {—9’X - X’MX} Ep [exp {e’X n X’MXH ,

where § € R? and M is a 2-by-2 matriz satisfying M = %IQ (that is, %IQ — M is a nonnegative definite
matriz). Then, for the case of approzimating the probability uw = u(p) = P(X > (p,p),) with p > 0,
the sufficient exponential tilting entails the logarithmic efficiency. That is, for all € > 0, the importance
sampling estimator

- ;. dP
; H{X; > (p,p) }m(Xi)

>
S|



satisfies
Var i
lim 7%2‘““"( ) < 00,
p—>00 us—e

where 0, and M, are the optimal parameters of 0 and M, respectively.

The proof of Theorem [2]is given in Appendix 2.

Varg, o (@)

Remark 1. According to Asmussen and Kroese [3], 4 entails the bounded relative error if 25

v -
is bounded in p, and entails the logarithmic efficiency if 2“52520771%('” is bounded in p for all ¢ > 0. Note

that the bounded relative error is a more nice property than the logarithmic efficiency.

The traditional optimal one-parameter exponential tilting also entails the logarithmic efficiency, and
its proof is similar to that of Theorem |2} We believe that the excess variance reduction of the sufficient
exponential tilting method is relatively limited, let alone much heavier computational burden of obtaining
the optimal tilting parameters. Consequently, we still adopt the traditional one-parameter exponential
tilting method in this paper (except for the importance sampling via conditional inverse method) because
the number of parameters for this method is significantly smaller than the sufficient exponential tilting
method especially when the dimension goes larger.

Next, we consider the ¢ copula. Assume X1,..., X, are constructed from a ¢ copula with marginal
CDFs F; fori=1,...,d. Then the joint CDF is

F(xla s ;xd) = C(F1($1), .- ~7Fd(xd);’/72) = tV,E(t;l(Fl(xl))a s at;l(Fd(xd)))v

where ¢, is the CDF of a standard univariate ¢ distribution with a degree of freedom v, and ¢, 5, is the
CDF of a multivariate ¢ distribution ¢,(0, %) with the diagonal components of ¥ all being 1.

Using a simulation technique similar to that for Gaussian copula and the fact that ¢ copula is
extracted from a multivariate ¢ distribution, we produce ¢ copula by

X, = F 't (Ty)], fori=1,....d, (12)

where T = (11, ... ,Td)/ is ¢,(0,%). Since a multivariate ¢ distribution has a polynomial tail, standard
exponential tilting cannot be applied directly. However, it is known that

T, = = fori=1,...,d, (13)

where Z = (Z4,..., Zd)/ is MN(0,X) and Y, independent of Z, is a x? random variable with a degree of
freedom v, denoted as x,. That is, under the P-measure, Y is from a Gamma distribution with a shape
parameter v/2 and an inverse scale parameter 1/2, and Z is from MN(0, ). Using the transformation
, we can apply an exponential tilting scheme on Z and Y simultaneously.

For an upper corner (or lower corner) event {X > a} (or {X < a}) where a = (ai,...,aq),
the transformed event is {T1 > t,;1(Fi(a1)),..., Ty > t; Y (Fa(aq))} (or {T1 < t,; Y (Fi(ay)),..., Ty <
t, 1 (Fy(aq))}). To simplify the notations, denote a} = t,1(F;(a;)) for i = 1,...,d. Through a detailed

calculation, letting W; = /X Z; — Xaf for i = 1,...,d, the transformed event becomes {W > 0} (or

{W < 0}), where W = (W,..., Wd)'. Therefore, under the tilting probability measure @, Y is from a
Gamma distribution with a shape parameter /2 and an inverse scale parameter (1+ 26 a* — 16 $6) /2,

and Z is from MN(,/Z%6,%) conditional on Y = y, where 6 = (61, ..., 04) are tilting parameters; see
the following proposition for more details.

Proposition 3. Under the assumptions of Theorem with V' replaced by W = \/%Z — %a*, if
EW;|gW) € Al > E(W,) is fulfilled for all i = 1,...,d, then the optimal Qg-measure exists and is
unique, and the optimal tilting point 0, satisfies

Bp [{W > 0} W] gy,)
Ep [1{W > O}e—%W} IR

fori=1,...,d,

where 1 (0,) = —% In {1 — %(%9;200 - G;a*)], and under the Qq,-measure, Z ~ MN(,/Z%0,,%) condi-



tional onY =y, andY ~T'(v/2,(1+ %G;a* - %9;290)/2). If —0, € ©, where O is the domain of 6 that
satisfies Eple? W] < oo, then 0, also satisfies

9p(0,)
890i ’

Eg,, Wi|lW > 0] = fori=1,...,d, (14)

where, under the Qg,-measure, Z ~ MN(f\/%ZHO,E) conditional on' Y =y, and Y ~ T'(v/2, (1 —
2050 = 50,50,)/2).

The proof of Proposition [3]is given in Appendix 2.

Remark 2. Although copula models are constructed by a dependence structure and marginal CDFs,
the proposed importance sampling algorithms do not involve the marginal effects. Using the transform
likelihood ratio method, the marginal effects are transformed to event effects.

The algorithm of importance sampling for ¢ copula with corner events is as follows. Hereafter we
demonstrate an algorithm only with upper corner events. In the meantime, for lower corner events, it
suffices to replace the symbol “>" by “<”.

Importance Sampling for ¢ Copulas with Corner Events

b [ 2 b [ 2 (15)
S\ VY “\ VY ’

where F1, ..., F; are marginal CDFs of X, Z ~ MN(0,X), and Y ~ x,. Then the event of interest
{X > a} becomes {W > 0} by the above-mentioned transformation.

1. Change of variable: let

—1
sy g

X =g(T) = <Ff1

2. Change of measure: employ an exponential tilting technique on Y and Z simultaneously. The
optimal tilting probability measure Qp for (Y, Z) is Y ~ I'(v/2,(1 + 26,a* — 16,%6,)/2) and
Z ~ MN(,/Z5%60,,%) conditional on Y =y, with 6, obtained via Proposition

3. Using the obtained optimal tilting parameter 6,, we carry out the following steps for each of n
replications:

(a) Generate Y from I'(v/2, (14 %H;a* - %9;290)/2) and Z from MN(,/Z%6,,%) provided that

Y=y
(b) Set W= /Y7~ Yar.

(¢) Multiply the indicator function and the likelihood ratio to get
H{W > 0} 0W+(60), (16)

4. Average over n independent replications to obtain the estimator.

Next, we present the bounded relative error for the above importance sampling for ¢ copula with
corner events. Note that the probabilities of simple rare events of ¢ copula can be transformed into
corresponding probabilities of the ¢ distribution, cf. equation . Thus, similar to Gaussian copula, in
what follows we state the result of bounded relative error for the two-dimensional standard ¢ distribution
for simplicity.

Theorem 3. Let X = (Xl,Xg)/ be a random vector from the two-dimensional standard t distribution,
with a degree of freedom v € (2,00) and probability measure P. Write X as

Z
VYU

where Z = (Z1,Z5)" is from MN(0, Is) and Y, independent of Z, is from x,,. Define a random vector

W as
Y Y ,
W=\—-Z-—(pp, pek
1% 1%

X =




Consider the exponential tilting

ar
dQy

Then for the case of approzimating the probability u = u(p) = P(X > (p,p)’) = P(W > 0) with p > 0,
the optimal exponential tilting entails the bounded relative error. That is, the importance sampling
estimator

(W)= e WEL[? W], gco.

1 — dp
A:7§ 1w, —_
— { >O}dQeo

i=1

(Wi)

satisfies

Var u
lim Qi(;o() < 0,
p—0o0 u

where 0, is the optimal parameter of 6.
The proof of Theorem [3]is given in Appendix 2.

Remark 3. Theorem[3 shows that the importance sampling based on the moderate deviation tilting for
multivariate t distribution and t copula with corner events has the bounded relative error. Moreover, it
can be found that Theorem[3 is applicable to the one-dimensional t distribution by checking the proof.

As a by-product, we shall show that the importance sampling based on the large deviation tilting for
the one-dimensional ¢ distribution, multivariate ¢ distribution as well as ¢ copula also has the bounded
relative error by applying the similar arguments in the proof of Theorem [3] We shall present this result
formally in Proposition [d] below, taking the case of two-dimensional ¢ distribution for instance. To this
end, we define

O ={0=(61,05) : Eple’ W] < 0,6, > 0,6, > 0},
and, in what follows, find an upper bound for the second-order moment of 1{W > 0}%(W) under

Qg-measure over the space ©. Noting that

Eo, [1{W > o}(j;(vv)r — Ep [1{W > O}(;iQF;(W)]

and

dP /
Ep {1{W > O}o'ng(W)] =FEp {HW > 0}6—9 W+1b(0)} < eww)’ 6e0o,

it is clear that ¢¥(® is what we are finding. Let 6, = arg miny(6).
0€6

Proposition 4. Under the conditions of Theorem[3, consider the exponential tilting

ar
dQ

Then for the case of approzimating the probability u = u(p) = P(X > (p,p)/) = P(W > 0) with p > 0,
the optimal large deviation tilting entails the bounded relative error. That is, the importance sampling
estimator

(W) =e " WEp[e W], §cb.

1 — dpP
i— LS 1w dar
i nz {W'>O}dQéo

i=1

(Wi)

satisfies
Varg, (i)
lim ——— < oo.
p—o0 U

The proof of Proposition [4] is given in Appendix 2.

Remark 4. Glasserman et al. [2Z] shows that the importance sampling based on the large deviation
tilting for the quadratic form of multivariate t distribution has the bounded relative error; however,
this result cannot be applied to the one-dimensional or multivariate t distribution directly. As a result,
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Proposition [] is an addition to the literature on the importance sampling based on the large deviation
tilting.
3.3. Importance Sampling for Archimedean Copulas

A standard tool for the simulation of the Archimedean copula is the Marshall-Olkin method, which
uses the properties of its constructed form,

Clut, ... uq) = ¢ HC(ur) + -+ C(ua) = /e—”<<<"1>+"'+<<“4DdG(v),

where ( is a Laplace—Stieltjes transform of a real-valued function G(-), defined as

(e = / e~ dG(v).

Note that G(+) is a given CDF for a specific Archimedean copula. For example, for a Clayton copula
with a dependence parameter §, G(-) is the CDF of I'(1/6,1). It is known that when U ~ U(0,1), the
random variable e~ ¢(Y) is uniformly distributed on (0,1), which implies that e~w¢W) s also uniform
on (0,1) conditional on W = w sampling from G(-). Therefore, we can generate a d-variate sample
(Ul, N Ud)/ by

1
Uizcil(—wln‘/i), foriZI,...,d,

where Vi,...,V; are independent uniform random variables on (0,1). In different marginal settings,
obtain X; = Fi_l(Ui) fori=1,...,d, where F;(-) is the CDF of X;. Denote

/

V=WVi,....Vqy) and 0= (0w,01,...,04).

In what follows, we take the Clayton copula as an example to illuminate the importance sampling for
Archimedean copulas. Note that, under this situation,

eloi — 1

d
W(0) = Bple" V) = (1= 0a) " [ 5

i=1

Proposition 5. Under the assumptions of Theorem if E[W|g(V) € A] > E(W) and E[Vi|g(V) €
Al > E(V;) fori = 1,...,d are fulfilled, then the optimal Qp-measure exists and is unique, and the
optimal tilting point 0, = (Oow, 001, - --,004) satisfies

Ep [1{9(‘7) € A}e—eo‘?w} 96(0,)

Ep [1{g(V) € A}e=0V|  Oow’
Ep [L{g(V) € A}V pya)

— — = , fori=1,...,d,
Ep [1{g(V) € A}e*"ov} 0o
where W, Vi, ..., Vg, under the Qg -measure, are independent, W is from F(%, 1—0,w) and V; is from
the conjugate truncated exponential on (0,1) with rate parameters 0,; for i = 1,...,d, and ¥(6,) =

—% In(1—6,w) +Z?:1 In (%) If —0, € ©, where © is the domain of 0 that satisfies Ep[eglv] < 00,

then 6, also satisfies

9v(0,)
0w

(0,
aeoi ’

Egq, Wlg(V) € A] =

~—

fori=1,...,d,

Eq,, Vilg(V) € A] =

where, under the Q@D measure, W is I’(%7 14 60,w) and V; is the truncated exponential on (0,1) with rate
parameters 0,; fori=1,...,d.

11



The proof of Proposition [5]is given in Appendix 2.
Using the above results, we summarize an importance sampling for Clayton copula with the Marshall—
Olkin method as follows.

Importance Sampling for Clayton Copulas

1. Change of variable: let

/

X =o¥) = (A0 g Vil Bl g vl

where V = (W, Vq, ..., Vd)/ is an independent (d + 1)-dimensional random vector, W ~ 1"(%7 1),
Vi,..., Vg are all U(0, 1) random variables, and

G = ¢ = (t+ 1), () =) =0 — 1

2. Change of measure: employ an exponential tilting technique on V with tilting parameters 6§ =
(Ow, 01, .. .,Gd)/. The optimal tilting measure for W is F(%, 1 — 6,w), and that for V; is the
conjugate truncated exponential on (0, 1) with rate parameters 6,; fori =1, ..., d, with , obtained
via Proposition [5]

3. Using the obtained optimal tilting parameters 6,, we carry out the following steps for each of n
replications:

(a) Generate W from the optimal alternative distribution I'($,1 — ) and Vi,...,Vy from
the conjugate truncated exponential distributions on (0, 1) with rate parameters 6,1, ..., 6,4,
respectively.

(b) Multiply the indicator function and the likelihood ratio to get
1{g(V) € A}e 0V +0(60), (17)

4. Average over n independent replications to obtain the estimator.

Next, we present the bounded relative error for the above importance sampling for Clayton copula
with upper corner events.

Theorem 4. Let X = (X17X2)/ be a random vector from the two-dimensional Clayton copula with
parameter 6 > 0 and the marginal distributions both being F. Write X as

/

X = g(7) = (PG (g m L PG - )

where V. = (W, ‘/1,‘/2), s an independent three-dimensional random wvector, with W ~ F(%,l), and
Vi, Vo ~U(0,1). Consider the exponential tilting

dP - / ~ ’ ~
@(V) =e "VEp[®Y], 6¢c(—o0,1) xR
0

Then for the case of approzimating the probability u = u(p) = P(X > (p,p)’) with p > 0, the optimal
exponential tilting entails the bounded relative error. That is, the importance sampling estimator

n

0= M%) > 0 ) ()

satisfies

Var U
lim Qif;o() < 0,
p—roo u

where 0, is the optimal parameter of 6.

The proof of Theorem [4]is given in Appendix 2.
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Remark 5. (1) Theorems @ @ cmd suggest that it would be hard to have the bounded relative error if
u = u(p) decays with respect to p at an exponential rate, while it would be not the case when u = u(p)
decays with respect to p at the speed of a polynomial. (2) It would be possible to generalize Theorems
@ @ and unds}r the case of more general rare events. For example, in Theorem @ if u=wu(p1,p2) =

P(X > (p1,p2) ) with p1,pa > 0 such that p1 < pa (that is, there exist two constants 0 < ¢1 < ¢g < 00
such that ¢1 < p1/pa < o for all large py and ps), then the importance sampling estimator 4 satisfies

Varg, (@)

lim < 00.

min{p1,p2}—o0 u?

4. Simulation Studies

In this section, we present numerical results on relative efficiency using the method outlined in
Theorem [I] for estimating tail probabilities.

4.1. Importance Sampling for Gaussian, ¢t and Clayton Copulas

First, we measure the performance in terms of the relative efficiency of crude Monte Carlo with
respect to the proposed importance sampling, which is defined as

— _
sd_eff(Naive, 18) = Y.var(Naive) _ sd(Naive)
var(IS) sd(IS)

Our proposed importance sampling estimator based on the conditional inverse method is denoted as
IS;1, while those based on the methods proposed in Subsections 3.2 and [3:3] are all denoted as IS;s. The
relative efficiency of IS;o with respect to IS;; is defined as

ar (1
sd_eff(ISs2, ISy) = \/m _ sd(1Sw)
var(1S;)  sd(ISu)

Moreover, for a comparison purpose, we also apply the hazard rate twisting approach proposed by Juneja
and Shahabuddin [28] and generalized by Ben Rached et al. [6] in the simulations. Note that the hazard
rate twisting approach in Juneja and Shahabuddin [28] and Ben Rached et al. [6] is only applicable
to independent random variables. Therefore, for the copula models considered in this paper, we first
transform X to V by the conditional inverse method, then apply the hazard rate twisting approach to
the components of V. The importance sampling estimator based on the hazard rate twisting approach
is denoted as IS;s3.

Second, in order to include the computing time in the comparisons, we adopt the work normalized
relative variance (WNRV) metric which is proposed by Ben Rached et al. [7]. The WNRV of an estimator
4 of u is defined as follows:

R var(a) 1 . . .
WNRV(a) = YA computing time in seconds,

where M is the number of replications. Clearly, the smaller WNRV (@) is, the better it performs
in terms of considering variance reduction and computing time simultaneously. Then, similar to the
measures sd_eff(Naive, IS) and sd_eff(IS;s, IS;1) defined previously, we define WNRV _eff(Naive, IS) and
WNRV _eff(IS;2, IS;1) as follows:

' ~ WNRV(Naive)
WNRV _eff(Naive, IS) = TWNRV(IS)
and
WNRV (IS;)
NRV_eff(ISs2, ISt) = oomvria
WNRV _eff(IS;2, IS:1) WNRV (IS41)

In the following examples, we first consider bivariate copulas. The simulation event is an equal
upper corner and rare event {X; > p, Xo > p} for various p. Three examples—Gaussian, ¢, and Clayton
copulas—are involved in this study. In each example, we perform importance sampling with the condi-
tional inverse method, which is particularly useful for low-dimensional copulas. We also study specific
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importance sampling for Gaussian and ¢ copulas, and importance sampling with the Marshall-Olkin
method for Clayton copulas. Note that in each example, the sample size n and the number of replica-
tions M are set to 500 and 5,000, respectively.

Example 1: Gaussian Copula. Assume the joint CDF of X = (X;, Xg)/ is modeled by a bivariate
Gaussian copula with a form of

F(x1,22) = C(Fi(z1), Fa(22); £) = O [@ 7 (Fi (1)), @~ (Fa(2))],

where ®(-) is the CDF of N(0,1), &x(-) is the CDF of a bivariate normal with mean zero and covariance
matrix 3 = < /1) T ), and Fi(-) and Fy(-) are the marginal CDFs of X; and X, respectively.

Two importance sampling methods are used in this simulation study. One is the conditional inverse
method, which describes

Xy =F ' (V), Xo=Fy ' AT (ValW),

where V; and V3 are independent uniform random variables on (0,1) and

“HVaVh) = @[V1 — p20 1 (Va) + p@~ 1 (17)]

is the inverse of conditional distribution function. Note that the conditional distribution function of the

bivariate Gaussian copula is
O 1(V3) — p@ 1 (V;
1—p2?

After the transformation, the event of interest becomes {Vi > Fi(p), Vo > A(Fz(p)|V1)}, which turns
out to be an involved event, comprising non-linearity and intractability. The optimal tilting probability
measure is obtained via Proposition [I} The importance sampling estimator is denoted as IS;;, and the
optimal tilting point is denoted as 6;;.

Next, we transform X as a function of the bivariate normal random variable V' = (‘71,‘72)/ ~
MN(0, ¥),

X1 =F@(V)), Xo=F ' [0(Va)].

The event of interest becomes {V; > &1 (Fy(p)), Vo > & 1(Fy(p))}. Then we employ the importance
sampling algorithm on the transformed random variable V' as shown in Proposition [2l We denote the
importance sampling estimator as IS;s and the optimal tilting point as ;.

The marginal CDFs are assumed to be either all N(0,1) or all exponential distributions with rate
parameter 1. The simulation results with various p and p are reported in Tables[I}[f] It can be found from
Tables that the improvement seems irrelevant to the marginal CDF's since the relative efficiency has
no significant difference with respect to marginal CDFs. For general events a complicated marginal leads
to a complicated event. For an upper corner event transformed using the conditional inverse method,
{Vi > F1(p), Va2 > A(Fa(p)|V1)} is not too difficult to calculate even if F;(+) is quite complicated. The case
of an upper corner event transformed using the simulation method for Gaussian copulas (see Subsection
is similar. We also note that the variance of IS is significantly smaller than that of IS, and
the variance of IS,y is significantly smaller than that of IS;3. The finding that the performance of
IS;3 is the worst in terms of variance reduction is expected since the hazard rate twisting approach is
originally designed for heavy-tailed random variables, cf. Juneja and Shahabuddin [28] and Ben Rached
et al. [6]. Moreover, roughly speaking, the performance of IS;3 is still the worst while that of IS, is
the best in terms of the WNRV metric which considers the variance reduction and computational time
simultaneously. This finding becomes more clear as the simulated probability decreases.

Next, we focus on the comparison of the performance of IS;; and IS;;. From the tables, it can be
found that the relative efficiency of IS;s with respect to IS is at least 1.40 in terms of variance reduction,
and IS;; outperforms IS;> as the simulated probability decreases. One reason for this outcome is that
one has mean shift and variance shrinkage simultaneously in this sampling distribution for exponential
tilting in the conditional inverse method; while there is only mean shift for exponential tilting in the other
method. We also demonstrate the corresponding scatter plots of the sampling distributions of Gaussian
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Table 1. Numerical results for Gaussian copulas with p = 0 whose margins are both N(0, 1)

P 0.760 1.282 1.471 1.857
Naive estimator 4.99E-02 1.00E-02 5.00E-03 1.00E-03
sd(Naive) 9.56E-03 4.44E-03 3.15E-03 1.41E-03
WNRV (Naive) 3.79E-05 1.74E-04 4.49E-04 1.81E-03
011 (7.09, 7.09) (15.95, 15.95) (22.56, 22.56)  (50.34, 50.34)
IS¢1 estimator 5.00E-02 1.00E-02 5.00E-03 1.00E-03
sd(IS41) 2.63E-03 5.29E-04 2.65E-04 5.20E-05
WNRV (IS:1) 1.69E-05 1.99E-05 1.66E-05 1.52E-05
sd_eff(Naive, 1S¢1) 3.64 8.43 12.01 27.13
WNRV _eff(Naive, IS;1) 2.24 8.74 27.03 119.21
012 (1.14, 1.14) (1.58, 1.58) (1.74, 1.74) (2.09, 2.09)
ISt2 estimator 5.02E-02 1.00E-02 5.00E-03 1.00E-03
sd(ISs2) 4.18E-03 1.05E-03 5.66E-04 1.41E-04
WNRV (IS¢2) 7.46E-06 1.39E-05 1.38E-05 1.96E-05
sd_eff(Naive, I1S;2) 2.29 4.21 5.61 10.68
WNRV _eff(Naive, 1S;:2) 5.08 12.48 32.54 92.27
013 0.33 0.57 0.62 0.71
IS¢3 estimator 5.01E-02 1.00E-02 5.00E-03 9.98E-04
sd(IS¢3) 6.41E-03 1.71E-03 9.49E-04 2.43E-04
WNRV (IS;3) 1.30E-05 2.26E-05 3.07E-05 4.45E-05
sd_eff(Naive, IS;3) 1.49 2.60 3.32 5.80
WNRV _eff(Naive, 1S;:3) 2.92 7.70 14.63 40.67
sd_eff(TS;2, ISt1) 1.59 2.00 2.14 2.54
WNRV _eff(IS;2, IS;1) 0.44 0.70 0.83 1.29

Table 2. Numerical results for Gaussian copulas with p = 0.5 whose margins are both N(0,1).

p 1.100 1.712 1.936 2.395
Naive estimator 5.02E-02 1.00E-02 5.10E-03 1.00E-03
sd(Naive) 9.93E-03 4.42E-03 3.19E-03 1.40E-03
WNRV (Naive) 4.15E-05 2.17E-04 4.53E-04 2.24E-03
011 (13.94, 4.02) (44.93, 6.48)  (74.50, 7.78)  (240.44, 11.66)
IS¢1 estimator 5.00E-02 1.00E-02 5.00E-03 1.00E-03
sd(IS¢1) 2.35E-03 4.69E-04 2.45E-04 4.99E-05
WNRV (1S;1) 1.53E-05 1.68E-05 1.70E-05 1.97E-05
sd_eff(Naive, IS¢1) 4.22 9.34 13.38 28.12
WNRV _eff(Naive, IS¢1) 2.71 12.91 26.58 113.55
25 (1.01, 1.01)  (1.36, 1.36)  (1.49, 1.49) (1.77, 1.77)
IS;o estimator 5.00E-02 1.00E-02 5.00E-03 1.00E-03
sd(IS¢2) 3.59E-03 9.00E-04 4.69E-04 1.00E-04
WNRV (IS;2) 7.28E-06 1.14E-05 1.22E-05 1.58E-05
sd_eff(Naive, 1S¢2) 2.77 4.92 6.73 12.75
WNRV _eff(Naive, IS;2) 5.70 19.00 37.23 141.94
O3 0.40 0.60 0.65 0.73
IS¢3 estimator 5.00E-02 1.00E-02 4.99E-03 9.95E-04
sd(IS¢3) 5.85E-03 1.56E-03 8.70E-04 2.13E-04
WNRV (IS;3) 1.21E-05 2.14E-05 2.87E-05 4.19E-05
sd_eff(Naive, 1S;3) 1.70 2.83 3.67 6.57
WNRV _eff(Naive, IS;3) 3.43 10.14 15.78 53.46
sd_eff(ISt2, 1S¢1) 1.52 1.90 1.99 2.21
WNRV _eff(IS;2, I1St1) 0.48 0.68 0.71 0.80
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Table 3. Numerical results for Gaussian copulas with p = —0.5 whose margins are both N (0, 1).

p 0.411 0.806 0.947 1.233
Naive estimator 5.03E-02 1.01E-02 5.00E-03 1.00E-03
sd(Naive) 9.90E-03 4.45E-03 3.10E-03 1.37E-03
WNRV (Naive) 4.78E-05 2.34E-04 4.80E-04 2.39E-03
0¢1 (3.58, 8.20)  (6.25,24.25)  (7.68, 39.2)  (12.09, 121.57)
IS¢1 estimator 5.01E-02 1.00E-02 5.00E-03 1.00E-03
sd(IS¢1) 3.51E-03 7.35E-04 3.74E-04 1.00E-4
WNRV (IS¢1) 4.02E-05 4.18E-05 4.28E-05 4.65E-5
sd_eff(Naive, IS¢1) 2.82 6.06 8.30 13.75
WNRV _eff(Naive, 1S:1) 1.19 5.61 11.21 51.39
012 (1.44, 1.44)  (2.07, 2.07)  (2.31, 2.31)  (2.81, 2.81)
IS;2 estimator 5.00E-02 1.00E-02 5.00E-03 1.00E-03
sd(IS¢2) 4.96E-03 1.30E-03 6.86E-04 1.73E-04
WNRV (IS;2) 1.40E-05 2.33E-05 2.60E-05 3.35E-05
sd_eff(Naive, IS:2) 1.99 3.41 4.51 7.94
WNRV _eff(Naive, IS¢2) 3.43 10.04 18.45 71.19
O¢3 0.20 0.51 0.58 0.68
IS:3 estimator 4.99E-02 1.00E-02 5.00E-03 9.94E-04
sd(IS¢3) 7.69E-03 2.06E-03 1.15E-03 3.05E-04
WNRV(IS;3) 2.19E-05 3.76E-05 4.68E-05 8.51E-05
sd_eff(Naive, IS¢3) 1.29 2.16 2.70 4.49
WNRV _eff(Naive, IS¢3) 2.18 6.22 10.26 28.08
sd_eff(IS¢2, ISt1) 1.41 1.78 1.84 1.73
WNRV _eff(IS;2, IS¢1) 0.35 0.56 0.61 0.72

Table 4. Numerical results for Gaussian copulas with p = 0 whose margins are both exponential

distributions with rate parameter 1.

P 1.498 2.303 2.649 3.454
Naive estimator 4.99E-02 0.99E-02 5.07E-03 1.04E-03
sd(Naive) 9.69E-03 4.50E-03 3.17E-03 1.45E-03
WNRV (Naive) 4.45E-05 2.32E-04 4.55E-04 2.20E-03
011 (7.09, 7.09) (15.94, 15.94) (22.53, 22.53)  (50.40, 50.40)
IS¢1 estimator 5.00E-02 1.00E-02 5.00E-03 1.00E-03
sd(IS¢1) 2.61E-03 5.29E-04 2.65E-04 5.31E-05
WNRV (IS1) 1.83E-05 1.85E-05 1.89E-05 1.82E-05
sd_eff(Naive, 1S¢1) 3.71 8.59 12.01 27.31
WNRV _eff(Naive, IS;1) 2.43 12.52 24.14 120.90
012 (1.14, 1.14) (1.58, 1.58) (1.74, 1.74) (2.09, 2.09)
ISt estimator 5.00E-02 1.00E-02 5.00E-03 0.99E-03
sd(ISs2) 4.19E-03 1.07E-03 5.74E-04 1.41E-04
WNRYV (IS¢2) 9.77E-06 1.51E-05 1.69E-05 2.17E-05
sd_eff(Naive, I1S;2) 2.32 4.21 5.54 10.98
WNRV _eff(Naive, [S:2) 4.55 15.32 26.98 101.41
O3 0.33 0.57 0.62 0.71
IS¢3 estimator 5.00E-02 1.00E-02 5.00E-03 1.00E-03
sd(IS3) 6.50E-03 1.77E-03 9.52E-04 2.39E-04
WNRV (IS;3) 1.34E-05 2.31E-05 2.76E-05 4.32E-05
sd_eff(Naive, IS;3) 1.49 2.54 3.33 6.07
WNRV _eff(Naive, 1S;:3) 3.32 10.04 16.49 50.93
sd_eff(ISt2, 1S:1) 1.60 2.02 2.17 2.49
WNRV _eff(IS;2, IS;1) 0.53 0.82 0.89 1.19
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Table 5. Numerical results for Gaussian copulas with p = 0.5 whose margins are both exponential

distributions with rate parameter 1.

D 1.997 3.137 3.633 4.791
Naive estimator 5.02E-02 1.01E-02 5.06E-03 0.99E-03
sd(Naive) 9.79E-03 4.49E-03 3.19E-03 1.41E-03
WNRV (Naive) 4.79E-05 2.22E-04 4.56E-04 2.28E-03
011 (13.93, 4.02)  (44.97,6.49) (74.49, 7.78)  (240.62, 11.66)
IS¢1 estimator 5.00E-02 1.00E-02 5.00E-03 1.00E-03
sd(IS41) 2.32E-03 4.80E-04 2.45E-04 4.82E-05
WNRV (IS41) 1.61E-05 1.69E-05 1.70E-05 1.77E-05
sd_eff(Naive, IS¢1) 4.23 9.43 13.34 29.33
WNRV _eff(Naive, IS;1) 2.98 13.15 26.75 128.84
012 (1.01, 1.01) _ (1.36, 1.36) _ (1.49, 1.49) (177, 1.77)
IS¢2 estimator 5.01E-02 1.00E-02 5.00E-03 1.00E-03
sd(IS¢2) 3.59E-03 9.00E-04 4.80E-04 1.00E-04
WNRV (IS¢2) 7.09E-06 1.09E-05 1.23E-05 1.46E-05
sd_eff(Naive, IS¢2) 2.73 4.98 6.66 13.01
WNRV _eff(Naive, IS;2) 6.76 20.30 37.01 156.36
03 0.40 0.60 0.65 0.73
IS¢3 estimator 5.00E-02 9.99E-03 5.01E-03 1.00E-03
sd(IS¢3) 5.89E-03 1.53E-03 8.68E-04 2.09E-04
WNRV (IS¢3) 1.25E-05 2.12E-05 2.66E-05 3.84E-05
sd_eff(Naive, IS;3) 1.66 2.93 3.68 6.75
WNRV _eff(Naive, 1S;:3) 3.83 10.47 17.14 59.38
sd_eff(IS¢2, ISt1) 1.55 1.88 1.96 2.07
WNRV _eff(IS;¢2, IS¢1) 0.44 0.65 0.72 0.82

Table 6. Numerical results for Gaussian copulas with p = —

distributions with rate parameter 1.

0.5 whose margins are both exponential

p 1.078 1.560 1.761 2.218
Naive estimator 5.01E-02 0.98E-02 4.95E-03 1.03E-03
sd(Naive) 9.73E-03 4.33E-03 3.19E-03 1.42E-03
WNRYV (Naive) 4.49E-05 2.18E-04 4.74E-04 2.20E-03
01 (3.58,8.21) (6.25, 24.25)  (7.68, 39.17) _ (12.08, 121.46)
IS41 estimator 5.00E-02 1.00E-02 5.00E-03 1.00E-03
sd(IS¢1) 3.55E-03 7.48E-04 3.87E-04 1.00E-04
WNRV (IS¢1) 3.68E-05 4.07E-05 4.22E-05 4.20E-05
sd_eff(Naive, IS¢1) 2.74 5.79 8.35 18.83
WNRV _eff(Naive, IS;7) 1.22 5.35 11.22 52.31
[ (144, 1.44)  (2.07, 2.07) _ (2.31, 2.31) (281, 2.81)
IS;2 estimator 5.00E-02 1.00E-02 5.02E-03 1.00E-03
sd(IS¢2) 4.96E-03 1.26E-03 7.00E-04 1.73E-04
WNRV (IS;2) 1.32E-05 2.04E-05 2.53E-05 3.37E-05
sd_eff(Naive, IS;2) 1.96 3.43 4.55 8.66
WNRV _eff(Naive, IS¢2) 3.41 10.67 18.72 65.21
013 0.20 0.51 0.58 0.68
1S3 estimator 5.02E-02 1.00E-02 4.98E-03 9.99E-04
sd(IS¢3) 7.71E-03 2.10E-03 1.16E-03 3.08E-04
WNRV (IS;3) 2.27E-05 4.03E-05 5.02E-05 8.58E-05
sd_eff(Naive, IS¢3) 1.26 2.06 2.75 4.61
WNRV _eff(Naive, IS¢3) 1.98 5.41 9.44 25.64
sd_ef(IS:2, IS¢1) 1.40 1.69 181 1.73
WNRV _eff(IS¢2, IS:1) 0.36 0.50 0.60 0.80
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Figure 1. Left: a scatter plot of a Gaussian copula with p = 0 and standard normal margins under the
P-measure; middle: under the Qg,,-measure; right: under the p,,-measure.

Table 7. Numerical results for Gaussian copulas with X defined by whose margins are all N (0, 1).

p 0.394 0.886 1.064 1.428
Naive estimator 4.98E-02 1.01E-02 5.03E-03 1.00E-03
sd(Naive) 9.62E-03 4.44E-03 3.17E-03 1.40E-03
WNRYV (Naive) 2.38E-05 1.20E-04 2.54E-04 1.21E-03
Oi2 (0.70,0.47,0.47,0.70)  (0.99,0.62,0.62,0.99)  (1.11,0.68,0.68,1.11)  (1.35,0.81,0.81,1.35)
ISt2 estimator 5.01E-02 1.00E-02 5.01E-03 1.00E-03
sd(IS¢2) 4.54E-03 1.20E-03 6.57E-04 1.64E-04
WNRV(IS;2) 6.95E-05 6.87E-05 7.46E-05 1.02E-04
sd_eff(Naive, IS¢2) 2.12 3.71 4.83 8.52
WNRV _eff(Naive, 1S:2) 0.34 1.75 3.40 11.80

copulas with standard normal margins before and after the change of measure. The demonstration uses
the method of bivariate binning into hexagon cells in Figure |1} cf. Carr et al. [I0]: darker colors mean
that more sample points lie in the hexagon cell. In addition to mean shift, the right panel in Figure [1]is
more concentrated than the other panels. Therefore, different alternative measures selected within their
corresponding alternative families result in different efficiency improvements. However, if we compare
the performance of IS;; and IS;s in term of the WNRV metric which considers the variance reduction
and computational time simultaneously, it can be found that IS;o outperforms IS;; in most cases.

For higher-dimensional Gaussian copulas, we demonstrate a relative efficiency between the variance
of the Monte Carlo estimator and that of the importance sampling estimator via the method described
in Subsection for Gaussian copulas (note that for high-dimensional copulas, the conditional inverse
method becomes complex and unrealistic). As an illustration, we consider an equal and upper corner
event again, {X1 > p,..., Xy > p} with d = 4. Let

(18)

O ONl= =
ONI= =Nl
W= == O
== O O

The marginal CDF's are assumed to be either all N(0, 1) or all exponential with rate parameter 1. Denote
this importance sampling estimator as IS;2. The optimal ;5 can be obtained by means of Proposition [2}
The simulation results are reported in Tables [7] and These results indicate that the importance
sampling estimator has a great deal of variance reduction as well as time saving in comparison to the
crude Monte Carlo estimator, especially for the events with very small probabilities.

Example 2: t Copula. To describe symmetric tail dependence, a commonly-used elliptical copula is
the t copula, which is extracted from a multivariate ¢ distribution. The bivariate joint CDF of a ¢ copula
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Table 8. Numerical results for Gaussian copulas with ¥ defined by whose margins are all
exponential distributions with rate parameter 1.

P 1.059 1.673 1.941 2.569
Naive estimator 5.02E-02 1.01E-02 5.03E-03 1.00E-03
sd(Naive) 9.91E-03 4.52E-03 3.13E-03 1.40E-03
WNRV (Naive) 2.44E-05 1.26E-04 2.40E-04 1.25E-03
O¢2 (0.70,0.47,0.47,0.70)  (0.99,0.62,0.62,0.99)  (1.11,0.68,0.68,1.11)  (1.35,0.81,0.81,1.35)
IS¢2 estimator 5.00E-02 1.00E-02 5.00E-03 1.00E-03
sd(IS¢2) 4.44E-03 1.21E-03 6.69E-04 1.61E-04
WNRV(IS;2) 6.52E-05 6.99E-05 7.80E-05 1.00E-04
sd_eff(Naive, IS¢2) 2.23 3.74 4.68 8.68
WNRV _eff(Naive, 1S:2) 0.37 1.80 3.08 12.45

for X; and X, with marginal CDFs F; and F5 is

F(x1,22) = O(Fi(21), Fa(22); v, 3) = tu, st (Fi(21)), 15 (Fa(x2))),
where t, is the CDF of a univariate ¢ distribution and ¢, 5, is the joint CDF of a bivariate ¢ distribution
. (1 p
t,(0,%) with ¥ = ( o1
In this simulation study we employ three importance sampling methods. The first is the conditional

inverse method with the exponential twisting, in which the algorithm is the same as Example 1 except
for the inverse of the conditional distribution

v+ [tr (V)2

1—p2 tL(V;
—— (1=p2)+pt, (V1)

AT (VaVi) =, tyil(‘@)\/

Note that the conditional distribution function of a two-dimensional ¢ copula is

v+1 4 (Va) —pt; (V1)

TP P

The importance sampling estimator is denoted as IS;; and the optimal tilting point is denoted as 6,;.
The second algorithm is based on applying the exponential tilting scheme on Z and Y simultaneously,
described in Proposition The importance sampling estimator is denoted as IS;s, and the optimal
tilting point is denoted as 6;2. The last algorithm is the conditional inverse method with the hazard rate
twisting, and the importance sampling estimator is denoted as IS;3 with the optimal tilting point being
denoted as ;3. Suppose the marginal CDFs are both ¢35, then the simulation results with ¥ = 5 and
p €{0,0.5,—0.5} are reported in Tables

It follows from Tables that: (1) The conditional inverse method with the exponential twisting,
the conditional inverse method with the hazard rate twisting, and the importance sampling method for ¢
copulas introduced in Subsection [3.2] all outperform the crude Monte Carlo method in terms of variance
reduction, where IS;; outperforms IS;; while IS;s outperforms IS;3, and as the estimated probability
decreases, the relative efficiency of IS;1, IS as well as IS;3 with respect to the Naive estimator increases.
(2) In terms of the WNRV metric which considers the variance reduction and computational time simul-
taneously, IS;; and IS;3 still outperform the Naive estimator, but IS;s outperforms the Naive estimator
only for events with very small probabilities. In addition, overall speaking, IS;; outperforms IS;3.

A(ValV1) =t

Remark 6. Note that in the simulations for elliptical copulas, the performance of importance sampling
based on independent uniform random wvariables is better than that of importance sampling based on
multivariate normal or t random wvariables in terms of variance reduction. Therefore, the estimator
based on importance sampling with the conditional inverse method is more efficient, statistically speaking.
However, given the easy simulation of the multivariate normal or t distributions, and seeing that the
nested conditional distributions must be calculated using the conditional inverse method, importance
sampling based on multivariate normal or t random variables is more computationally efficient.

Example 3: Clayton Copula. In this example, we consider a specific Archimedean copula—the
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Table 9. Numerical results for ¢ copulas with degree of freedom v =5 and p = 0 whose margins are
both to.

D 1.000 2.268 3.066 6.128
Naive estimator 5.02E-02 1.00E-02 5.00E-03 1.00E-03
sd(Naive) 9.75E-03 4.50E-03 3.11E-03 1.43E-03
WNRV (Naive) 1.33E-04 5.49E-04 1.51E-03 7.42E-03
011 (8.19, 6.83) (25.68, 11.35)  (44.15, 12.88)  (169.88, 15.22)
IS¢1 estimator 4.99E-02 1.00E-02 5.00E-03 1.00E-03
sd(1S41) 2.45E-03 4.80E-04 2.45E-04 5.11E-05
WNRV(IS¢1) 3.96E-05 3.05E-05 4.04E-05 4.65E-05
sd_eff(Naive, IS¢1) 3.98 9.43 12.94 27.93
WNRV _eff(Naive, IS¢1) 3.35 17.98 37.49 159.36
012 (1.25, 1.25) _ (2.09, 2.09) (2.51, 2.51) (3.68, 3.68)
IS¢2 estimator 4.99E-02 1.00E-02 5.00E-03 1.00E-03
sd(IS¢2) 4.31E-03 9.85E-04 5.10E-04 1.00E-04
WNRV (IS¢2) 1.76E-03 2.00E-03 2.60E-03 2.99E-03
sd_eff(Naive, IS¢2) 2.26 4.57 6.07 13.16
WNRV _eff(Naive, 1S:2) 0.08 0.27 0.58 2.48
013 0.36 0.59 0.65 0.73
IS¢3 estimator 5.00E-02 9.99E-03 4.97E-03 9.95E-04
sd(IS¢3) 6.12E-03 1.53E-03 8.38E-04 2.01E-04
WNRV (IS:3) 2.75E-05 4.15E-05 4.99E-05 7.20E-05
sd_eff(Naive, IS¢3) 1.59 2.94 3.71 7.11
WNRYV _eff(Naive, IS;3) 4.84 13.23 30.26 103.06
sd_eff(IS¢2, ISt1) 1.76 2.05 2.08 1.96
WNRYV _eff(IS¢2, IS:1) 44.49 65.56 64.43 64.17

Table 10. Numerical results for ¢ copulas with degree of freedom v = 5 and p = 0.5 whose margins are
both t2.

P 1.592 3.677 5.111 10.938
Naive estimator 5.01E-02 1.00E-02 5.10E-03 1.00E-03
sd(Naive) 9.77E-03 4.42E-03 3.20E-03 1.44E-03
WNRV (Naive) 1.42E-04 7.01E-04 1.45E-03 7.92E-03
011 (15.61, 3.58)  (63.35, 4.56)  (118.94, 4.82)  (537.92, 5.22)
IS¢1 estimator 5.00E-02 1.00E-02 5.00E-03 1.00E-03
sd(IS41) 2.23E-03 4.69E-04 2.45E-04 4.73E-05
WNRV (IS:1) 3.45E-05 3.62E-05 3.71E-05 3.94E-05
sd_eff(Naive, IS¢1) 4.38 9.41 13.46 30.47
WNRV _eff(Naive, IS¢1) 4.13 19.37 39.08 201.11
012 (1.15,1.15)  (1.88, 1.88) (2.25, 2.25) (3.27, 3.27)
IS¢2 estimator 5.00E-02 1.00E-02 5.00E-03 1.00E-03
sd(IS¢2) 3.67E-03 8.25E-04 4.36E-04 1.00E-04
WNRV (IS;2) 1.40E-03 1.73E-03 1.96E-03 2.08E-03
sd_eff(Naive, 1S;2) 2.66 5.37 7.42 15.98
WNRYV _eff(Naive, 1S;2) 0.10 0.40 0.74 3.81
013 0.42 0.61 0.66 0.73
IS¢3 estimator 5.00E-02 1.00E-02 5.00E-03 1.00E-03
sd(IS¢3) 5.81E-03 1.49E-03 8.30E-04 1.99E-04
WNRV (IS;3) 3.03E-05 5.03E-05 6.11E-05 8.57E-05
sd_eff(Naive, 1S¢3) 1.68 2.97 3.86 7.24
WNRV _eff(Naive, IS;3) 4.69 13.94 23.73 92.42
sd_eff(IS;2, 1S¢1) 1.65 1.76 1.78 2.11
WNRV _eff(IS¢2, ISt1) 40.68 47.87 52.74 52.76
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Table 11. Numerical results for ¢ copulas with a degree of freedom v = 5 and p = —0.5 whose margins
are both t¢5.

P 0.502 1.197 1.573 2.842
Naive estimator 5.01E-02 0.99E-02 5.00E-03 1.00E-03
sd(Naive) 9.68E-03 4.39E-03 3.17E-03 1.41E-03
WNRV (Naive) 1.44E-04 7.36E-04 1.52E-03 7.62E-03
011 (3.92,9.03) (8.61,27.21) (12.54, 40.87) (35.43, 78.93)
IS¢1 estimator 5.01E-02 1.00E-02 5.00E-03 1.00E-03
sd(IS¢1) 3.14E-03 5.48E-04 2.65E-04 4.94E-05
WNRV (IS;1) 7.14E-05 5.49E-05 4.66E-05 4.34E-05
sd_eff(Naive, IS¢1) 3.08 7.97 12.34 28.65
WNRV _eff(Naive, 1S;1) 2.01 13.41 32.72 175.64
0o (1.48,1.48)  (2.60, 2.60) (3.15, 3.15) (4.68, 4.68)
IS¢2 estimator 5.00E-02 1.00E-02 5.00E-03 1.00E-03
sd(ISt2) 5.15E-03 1.22E-03 6.48E-04 1.41E-04
WNRV (IS;2) 3.57E-03 4.63E-03 4.00E-03 4.53E-03
sd_eff(Naive, IS:2) 1.88 3.58 4.88 10.22
WNRV _eff(Naive, 1S;2) 0.04 0.16 0.38 1.68
O3 0.24 0.55 0.62 0.72
ISt3 estimator 4.99E-02 9.98E-03 5.00E-03 1.00E-03
sd(IS3) 7.36E-03 1.79E-03 9.58E-04 2.25E-04
WNRV (IS;3) 5.00E-05 7.20E-05 8.20E-05 1.08E-04
sd_eff(Naive, IS¢3) 1.32 2.45 3.31 6.27
WNRV _eff(Naive, 1S;3) 2.88 10.22 18.54 70.56
sd_eff(IS¢2, ISt1) 1.64 2.24 2.45 2.87
WNRV _eff(IS;2, I1St1) 49.97 84.37 85.91 104.37

bivariate Clayton copula—in which the CDF of (X, Xg)/ with marginal CDFs F and F5 is

F(a1,22) = C(Fi (1), Fa(w2); ) = (Fi(21) ™ + Fa(w2) ™" = 1) 7,

=

where d € (0, 00).
Here, the event of interest is also an equal upper corner event {X; > p, X5 > p}. Based on the
conditional inverse method, the conditional distribution function of this bivariate Clayton copula is

AVRV2) = Vy O (10 4 18— 1) GD,
and its inverse function is
AN (ValVh) = (V1 0R) w8 41— V0]

The importance sampling estimator with the exponential twisting is denoted as IS;; and the correspond-
ing optimal tilting point is denoted as 61, while the importance sampling estimator with the hazard rate
twisting is denoted as IS;3 and the corresponding optimal tilting point is denoted as ;3.

Another method is the Marshall-Olkin algorithm, in which (Xj, Xg), can be written as

/

e 1 e 1
(X1, X5)" = (Fl G (g V)l o (G 1(—W1HV2)]> :
where V; and V3 are independent U(0, 1) random variables, W is a I'(1/4, 1) random variable, and

G =) =+ )7, G =) =t~ 1.

Note that Vi,V, and W are mutually independent, and the cumulant-generating function of vV =
6

(W, Vi, Vo) is 1(0,) = —3+In(1 — Ow) + Zle In (e ;;_1) Then the upper corner event becomes

(X125 > ) = {FIG gy V)] > G g V)l > )

= {Vi > e WG v, 5 o WIREIT-D L
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Table 12. Numerical results for Clayton copulas with § = 3, the margins of which are all N(0,1).

p 1.115 1.600 1.780 2.130
Naive estimator 5.03E-02 1.03E-02 5.10E-03 1.00E-03
sd(Naive) 9.81E-03 4.52E-03 3.18E-03 1.44E-03
WNRV (Naive) 3.66E-05 1.62E-04 3.30E-04 1.81E-03
011 (12.74, 4.03)  (20.93, 8.57)  (43.33, 11.94) _ (97.00, 25.36)
IS¢ estimator 5.04E-02 1.03E-02 5.10E-03 1.00E-03
sd(ISt1) 2.45E-03 5.20E-04 2.65E-04 5.46E-05
WNRV (IS41) 1.20E-05 1.27E-05 1.27E-05 1.62E-05
sd_eff(Naive, IS¢1) 4.00 8.68 12.27 26.33
WNRYV _eff(Naive, 1S;1) 3.07 12.76 26.11 112.08
012 (253, 253) (531, 531)  (7.22, 7.22) _ (14.58, 14.58)
Ow 0.775 0.828 0.837 0.848
ISt2 estimator 5.04E-02 1.03E-02 5.10E-03 1.00E-03
sd(IS42) 4.78E-03 1.14E-03 5.57E-04 1.41E-04
WNRV (IS;2) 9.52E-05 1.24E-04 1.24E-04 1.68E-04
sd_eff(Naive, IS;2) 2.05 3.96 5.71 11.67
WNRV _eff(Naive, 1S;:2) 0.38 1.31 2.67 10.80
O3 0.36 0.57 0.63 0.71
IS;3 estimator 5.05E-02 1.03E-02 5.05E-03 1.05E-03
sd(IS¢3) 6.26E-03 1.75E-03 9.46E-04 2.47E-04
WNRV (IS;3) 1.46E-05 2.75E-05 3.25E-05 5.17E-04
sd_eff(Naive, IS;3) 1.57 2.58 3.36 5.83
WNRV _eff(Naive, IS;3) 2.51 5.89 10.15 3.50
sd_eff(IS¢2, IS¢1) 1.95 2.19 2.10 2.59
WNRV _eff(IS;2, IS41) 7.97 9.75 9.77 10.38
According to Proposition |5}, 6, = (8w, 001, 902)/ satisfies
Y 0V
Ep [{g(V) € A} VW] gy,
~ ;= )
Ep [1{g(V) € A}e*"ov} 900w
~ / ~
Ep [Hg(V) € A} VVi]  py0,)
— — = 2 fori=1,2.
Ep [1{g(V) € A}e*"ov} 90oi

In this example, the importance sampling algorithm employs an exponential tilting on W and (7, Vg)/
simultaneously, in which the optimal tilting parameters are denoted as 8y and 6,5, respectively.

Here we assume that the marginal CDFs both follow the standard normal distribution. The simu-
lation results with § = 3 are reported in Table Note from Table [12] that: (1) The conditional inverse
method with the exponential twisting, the conditional inverse method with the hazard rate twisting,
and the importance sampling method for Clayton copulas introduced in Subsection [3:3] all outperform
the crude Monte Carlo method in terms of variance reduction, where IS;; outperforms IS;> while IS;o
outperforms IS;3, and the relative efficiency of IS;;, IS;2 and IS;3 with respect to the Naive estimator
all increases as the estimated probability decreases. (2) In terms of the WNRV metric which considers
the variance reduction and computational time simultaneously, overall speaking, 1S;1, IS;2 and IS;3 still
outperform the Naive estimator, where the performance of IS;; is better than that of IS;3, while the per-
formance of IS;3 is better than that of IS;>. Note that, through the transformation in the Marshall-Olkin
method, we use (d+ 1) random variables to deal with the d-variate case, which constitutes an inefficiency
in terms of statistics even though it is easy to simulate a high-dimensional Archimedean copula. Hence,
its improvements are not better than those yielded by the conditional inverse method.

4.2. Tmportance Sampling for More General Copulas—R-Vine Copulas

As mentioned earlier, for higher-dimensional (greater than 2 dimension) copula models, importance
sampling based on the conditional inverse method may become infeasible because the calculation of the
conditional inverse function could be very challenging. However, the R-vine copula models can avoid this
issue. Note that Theorem [I} Proposition[l] as well as the importance sampling algorithm via conditional
inverse method introduced in Subsection [3.I] are general enough such that they are all applicable to the
R-vine copula models.

The R-vine copula is first proposed by Bedford and Cooke [4], and the problems related to this
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topic such as matrix expression, tree construction, parametric estimation and simulation are intensively
studied by Aas et al. [I], Dimann et al. [I5], etc. Some books have systematically introduced and
studied the R-vine copula models, and the reader is referred to Kurowicka and Joe [30], Joe [27], and
Czado [12] for more details.

R-vine copulas take bivariate copulas as building blocks and use pair copula decompositions to con-
struct multivariate copulas. Consider a random vector X = (X1,..., Xd)/ with joint density f(x1,...,xq).
We can decompose the joint density into a series of conditional densities, such that the joint density can
be written as

d
flxy, ..., zq) = fi(z) H filt i1 (@il o wi1), (19)

=2

and this decomposition is unique up to a re-labeling of the variables. For every conditional den-
sity fip,..i—1(@ilzy, ..., 2i1),i = 2,...,d, denote F;_1 ;1. i—2(xi—1,2:]21,...,2;_2) as the conditional
CDF of (Xi,]_, Xz) given (Xl, ce ,Xi,Q) and

Czel,i;1,...,i72(Fi—lu,...,z‘—z(xi—l\xlv s 7%72), E|1,...,i—2($i|x17 cee ,%72))

as its copula expression. Denote ¢;_11,.;—2(-,-) as the density of C;_1 ;1, . ;—2(-,-). In what follows,
we omit the arguments x4, ..., x4 for brevity. It shows that for every i = 2,...,d,

Fitoiit = Jic1in,...i—2
1 ey — -
Y ficin,...i—2

Civ1it,i—2(Fima,.im2, Fip,ie2) - ficin, iz s fin,.i2

ficin,...i—2

= Ci—1,¢;1,...,¢—2(Fi—1|1,...,i—27Fi|1,.“,i—2) “Sitie2

i—1
=fi H Ci—j,i;l,...,i—j—l(Fi—1|1,.4.,i—j—17 Fz‘\1,...,z‘—j—1)~ (20)

Jj=1

Combining and leads to a pair copula decomposition

d i—1 d
f(iﬂl, ceey l’d) = H H Cifj,i;l,...,ifjfl(Fi71|1,...,i7j717 Fi\l,...,ifjfl) : (H fk> .
k=1

i=2j=1

The complexity and flexibility of R-vine copulas lie in the diverse decompositions of conditional densities
. One type of pair copula decompositions similar to ours is a special case of R-vine copulas called
canonical vine copulas.

Next, we illustrate how to execute important sampling for R-vine copulas by two elementary exam-
ples. Since the copula model is irrelevant to marginal distributions, we assume the marginal distributions
of X = (X1,...,X4) are all U(0,1). The first example is a three-dimensional R-vine copula whose tree
expression is displayed in Figure|2] Using the h function defined in Czado [12], the relationship between
X and V can be expressed as

1 = Xy,
Vo = hop1 (X2|X1),
Vs = hgja;1 (hajn (X3|X1) hoy1 (X2] X1)) -

Then, the conditional inverse transformation is
Xl = ‘/17

Xo = hyy (Ve| X1),

X3 = h;ﬁ (h;lé;l(V3|h2\1(X2|X1))|X1) ;

23



Tree 1 Tree 2
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Figure 2. R-vine trees corresponding to the three-dimensional R-vine copula model.

m—

14:2]

Figure 3. R-vine trees corresponding to the four-dimensional R-vine copula model.

which completes the Step 1 of the importance sampling algorithm via conditional inverse method. Con-
tinuing with the rest of the steps in Subsection [3.1] will finish the importance sampling.

The second example is a four-dimensional R-vine copula whose tree expression is displayed in Fig-
ure [3] Similarly, the relationship between X and V' can be expressed as

1 = X,

Vo = h2|1(X2\X1)7

Vs = hyjar (han (Xs|X1) o (X2 X1))

Vi = hyjz12 (hajie (hajp(Xal Xo) B2 (X1 X2)) [hajza (R (Xs|X1)|hop (X2]X1))) -

Then, the conditional inverse transformation is

X =V,

Xy = hypy (Va| X1),

X3 = hgﬁ (h;é;l(vgmm(X2\X1))|X1) ;
Xa = high (hiks (b (Vilhsia (o (Xl X0l (K2l X0)) (X1 X)) 2

which completes the Step 1 of the importance sampling algorithm via conditional inverse method. Con-
tinuing with the rest of the steps in Subsection will finish the importance sampling.

Tables [I3] and [I4] show our settings and Figures [4] and [5] display contour plots of corresponding
bivariate copulas. The sample size n and the number of replications M are still set to 500 and 5, 000,
respectively. The simulation results are reported in Tables [I5] and Note from Tables [T and [16]
that: (1) The conditional inverse method with the exponential twisting and the conditional inverse
method with the hazard rate twisting both outperform the crude Monte Carlo method in terms of
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Table 13. Model settings for the three-dimensional R-vine copula model.

bivariate copula family parameters
Cia Gaussian p=0.5
01}3 t df = 5, p = 0.5
Ca.3:1 Clayton 6=3

Table 14. Model settings for the four-dimensional R-vine copula model.

bivariate copula family parameters
Ci,2 Gaussian p=0.5
Ci3 t df =5,p=0.5
02,4 Gumbel 6=3
Ca.3.1 Clayton 6=3
01,4;2 Frank 6=3
03)4;172 Joe 6=3

variance reduction, where IS;; outperforms IS;3, and the relative efficiency of IS;; and IS;3 with respect
to the Naive estimator increases as the estimated probability decreases. (2) In terms of the WNRV
metric which considers the variance reduction and computational time simultaneously, overall speaking,
IS4 still outperforms the Naive estimate, and this advantage becomes more apparent as the estimated
probability decreases, but IS;3 fails to beat the Naive estimator due to extensive calculation as well as
not so good variance reduction effect.

Table 15. Numerical results for three-dimensional R-vine copula whose margins are all U(0, 1).

P 0.9 0.95 0.975

Naive estimator 2.40E-02 8.73E-03 3.16E-03

sd(Naive) 6.76E-03 4.16E-03 2.51E-03

WNRYV (Naive) 2.19E-04 6.21E-04 1.75E-03

0t1 (20.19, 3.77, 1.09)  (41.35, 4.88, 0.51)  (91.92, 7.75, 1.02)

IS¢1 estimator 2.42E-02 8.65E-03 3.17E-03

sd(IS¢1) 1.29E-03 4.95E-04 1.77E-04

WNRV(IS;1) 5.10E-04 4.62E-04 5.34E-04
sd_eff(Naive, IS¢1) 5.26 8.39 14.19
WNRV _eff(Naive, IS¢1) 0.43 1.35 3.27
03 0.35 0.47 0.55

IS¢3 estimator 2.41E-02 8.63E-03 3.15E-03

sd(IS¢3) 3.89E-03 1.71E-03 7.45E-04

WNRV (IS;3) 2.18E-03 3.35E-03 4.66E-03
sd-eff(Naive, IS¢3) 1.74 2.42 3.36
WNRV _eff(Naive, IS:3) 0.10 0.19 0.37
sd_eff(IS¢3, ISt1) 3.03 3.46 4.22
WNRYV _eff(IS¢3, IS:1) 4.26 7.26 8.72
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Figure 4. Contour plots corresponding to the three-dimensional R-vine copula model.
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Figure 5. Contour plots corresponding to the four-dimensional R-vine copula model.

O

26



Table 16. Numerical results for four-dimensional R-vine copula whose margins are all U(0, 1).

P 0.9 0.95 0.975

Naive estimator 2.33E-02 8.36E-03 3.04E-03

sd(Naive) 6.74E-03 4.00E-03 2.49E-03

WNRV (Naive) 7.55E-04 2.04E-03 6.19E-03

011 (20.53, 4.24, 1.05, 0.13)  (46.03, 6.91, 1.41, 0.11)  (91.44, 7.55, 1.46, 0.15)

IS;1 estimator 2.34E-02 8.40E-03 3.07E-03

sd(IS¢1) 1.22E-03 4.63E-04 1.73E-04

WNRV (IS41) 6.32E-04 7.95E-04 4.10E-03
sd_eff(Naive, I1S¢1) 5.52 8.64 14.45
WNRV _eff(Naive, IS¢1) 1.19 2.57 1.51
013 0.22 0.34 0.43

1S3 estimator 2.34E-02 8.36E-03 3.08E-03

sd(IS¢3) 4.57E-03 2.07E-03 9.37E-04

WNRV (IS;3) 7.80E-03 1.20E-02 1.82E-02
sd_eff(Naive, 1S¢3) 1.47 1.94 2.66
WNRV _eff(Naive, IS¢3) 0.10 0.17 0.34
sd_eff(IS¢3, ISt1) 3.74 4.46 5.43
WNRV _eff(1S;3, I1S:1) 12.34 15.15 4.45

5. Conclusions

In this paper, we propose an importance sampling algorithm for rare event simulations in copula
models. The key features of our method are threefold. First, we apply the transform likelihood ratio
method as an alternative tilting probability family. Second, we characterize the optimal tilting param-
eter via a conjugate probability measure. Third, the theoretical results of logarithmic efficiency and
bounded relative error are proved for some commonly-used copula models under the case of simple rare
events. Although the original event becomes more complicated after transformation, the transformed
random variables are more tractable. Simulation studies confirm the theoretical results that our method
always gains a substantial variance reduction in comparison to the crude Monte Carlo method. Simu-
lation studies also indicate that, for Gaussian, ¢ and Clayton copulas, the importance sampling using
the conditional inverse method with the exponential twisting always outperforms the crude Monte Carlo
method in terms of the WNRV metric which considers the variance reduction and computational time
simultaneously. Although the conditional inverse method may be difficult to be applied to general mul-
tivariate copulas, it is still valid for plenty of multivariate copulas such as R-vine copulas. It seems that
variance reduction and computational simplicity are hard to achieve simultaneously. A more challenging
project is to figure out other importance sampling algorithms that have strength in both computational
speed and accuracy, and this will be the focus of our future study.

Appendix 1: Proof of Theorem

Consider an exponential tilting technique such that

v ,
vy Vo,
dP EP [60 V]

where 0 = (0y,...,04) and (0) = In Ep [ee'v] is the cumulant-generating function of V. Recall that
G() == Ep [1{g(V) € Ale~? V+W>}

from equation . For a standard minimization problem, let the first-order derivative of G(8) be equal
to 0 and obtain a system of equations as follows:

a?Q_Ep {1{g(V) € A}e—e'v+¢(9)} =0, fori=1,...,d.

Under condition , through an effortless calculation, we have

Ep [1{9(‘/) € A}e—e’vvl} 0
Ep [1{g(V) € A}e0'V] — 96; °

fori=1,...,d.
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Then, if —0 € O, the left side of the above equation can be rewritten using the Q-measure as

Br [Ho(V) € A}e"VVI]  [17g00) € Apuyevap
Ep [1{g(V) € A}e—‘)lv] B J1{g(v) € Ale=0'vdP
[ 1{g(v) € A}uidQ x @) Eg[Vil{g(V) € A}]
[ H{g(v) € AYQ x @) Egli{g(V) € A}]
=Egp[Vilg(V) € Al =: Eg,[Vilg(V) € A].

Therefore, if the solution exists, the optimal 6 satisfies

o (0) .
EQQ[‘/ZLQ(V)EA]:TQZ forZ:L...,d
if —6 € ©.
To show the uniqueness of the solution provided its existence, we consider the second-order derivative
of G(0). Under assumption (f]), we have

682?8(33 —Ep {1{g(V) € A} <V; + a%?) <Vj + ag’;?) e“)/V“"(")}

+ Ep [1{g(V) € A}Z%Z?ee'”ww)} .
1YY

Let the first- and second-order partial derivatives of () be

99 (6)

_ *P(9)
90y -

0%Y(0
692 ’ and v2¢(9k;0l) = w( )
k

Vp(Or) = V24 (0y,) : = 90,00,

Then, for i # j,

*G(9) _
00,00,

Ep [{g(V) € AH{[-Vi + V(0] [=V; + Ve(6,)] + V2(0:,6;)} e VO]

and for i = j,

92G(9)

= B [Ho(vV) € 4} {[=Vi+ Vo0 + V20 e VIO

Hence,

82G(6)

Sioq = Br [Ho(V) € AH{(V = Ve@)(V = (6)) + T2p(0) = VO]

where Vo (60) = (Vih(61), ..., Vib(0a)) and V24(8) = (V24(6;,6;))1i,j<a- Clearly, the matrix 20 i
positive definite. The proof is completed. O

Appendix 2: Proofs of Propositions , Corollary , and Theorems

Proof of Proposition This is based on Theorem [I| and a change of variables via the conditional

’

inverse method, V- = (Vq,...,Vy) with V4,...,Vy being independent uniform random variables over
(0,1) (note that, under this situation, © = R?). Thus, dP =1 for V = v € (0,1)¢ and

d

_dQ o gv_pe _y fi™"
d@=gpdf =c =l o=

i=1

0;
where ¥(0) = In <Hf_1 € 947 1). Note that here the alternative measure is an independently conju-
3

gate truncated exponential on (0,1) with rate parameter § = (6y,.. .,Gd),. The conjugate truncated
exponential random variate V; means that —V; is the truncated exponential random variate.
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The optimal tilting point 6, is obtained by minimizing the second-order moment of the importance
sampling estimator, and Theorem 1 demonstrates that 6, is unique and satisfies a system of equations ({4))

provided its existence. Let dQy, = (Hd Ooi ) e~ %V dP. The denominator term of equation 1] is

1=1 1—e—%0i

d
’ - 1— e_aoi
Ep [1{g(V) € A}e—‘)o"} = / e ovdy = (H 9> Eg, [{g(V) € A}].
{g(v)eA} i=1 oi
Similarly, the numerator term is
’ d 1 — 6*901‘
Ep {l{g(V) € A}e*GOVVZ} = <H 9) Eg,, [1{g(V) € A}V}]
i=1 o

fori =1,...,d. Therefore, the left side of equations (4)) becomes Eg, [Vi|g(V') € A]fori=1,...,d. Note
that the Qg -measure is a product of independently truncated exponential on (0, 1) with rate parameters
Opi,i=1,...,d.

Next, we shall prove that the optimal tilting point 6, indeed exists. We first show that G(8) is
a convex function. Note that the cumulant-generating function is convex, and ¥(6) is the cumulant-
generating function of V. Therefore, for any given A € (0,1), and 61,60, € © C R?, we have

G(M1 + (1 — \)a)

=Ep {1{9(‘/) c A}e(>\01+(1/\)02)/V+w(>\01+(1>\)92)}
<FEp {1{9(‘/) c A}e(/\01+(1,\)02)'V+A¢(01)+(1/\)1;;(02)}

<\Ep |:1{9(V) c A}e—eiv+w(01)] +(1— /\)EP [1{9(‘/) c A}e—e;V+¢(92)
ZAG(61) + (1 — NG (62).

To obtain the global minimum of G(6), we will combine the result whereby if f : © — (—o0, 0] is
a conver function, then a local minimum of f over © is also a global minimum, with Theorem VI1.3.4.
of Ellis [I6], which states that G(0) is differentiable at 0 € int(©) if and only if the d partial derivatives

5‘%?9(9) fori=1,...,d exist at 0 € int(©) and are finite. Therefore, for the solution of 3(§é0) =0, we
need only to show that %9(9) = 0 has a solution, for ¢ = 1,...,d. To this end, we seek to show that
aw(e) Ep |:1{g(V)€A}679/VVi

o9, 18 strictly increasing while is strictly decreasing with respect to every 6;

Ep {1{g(V)€A}e*9lV]
(i =1,...,d), and that they have an intersection point for i =1,...,d.
Recall again that the cumulant-generating function is convex. Thus, for all #; such that § € © = R?,

2
the second-order partial derivative of () with respect to 6; is positive, that is, 07 (0) > 0, which

007
implies that 818/}9(?)
Likewise, let the conditional measure of P on the set {g(V') € A} be P4, defined as

is strictly increasing with respect to 6; fori =1,...,d.

(V) € A} VdAP(V)

dPa(V) = [1{g(V) € A}e=0'VdP(V)

Then for all 6; such that § € ©, we have

o Er|Ug(V) € A} V]
99; Ep [1{g(V) € A}e V]
Ep [1{g(V) € A}e*‘Q,VVﬂ . B2 [1{g(V) e A}e*GIVVl}
Ep [1{g(V) € A}e='V] E% [1{g(V) € A}e=0'V]
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=—Varp, (V;) <0

Br [La(V)ea)e " Vvi]

Ep [1{g(V)EA}e*9IV]

since V; is non-degenerate. This implies that

0;.
Denote 6; max = sup{f; : ¥(0) < oo} for i =1,...,d. Then, 0; max = 00 for i =1,...,d. Note that

is strictly decreasing with respect to

Ep [1{9(V) € A}e_elvvz}
- and E[Vi|g(V) € A] = Ep [H{g(V) € A}e’elv]

9y(0)
a0

6=0
Since V; ~ U(0,1) and 1{g(V) € A}e‘e,v\/g <1{g(V) e A}e‘elv almost surely, we have

Ep [1{g(V) € A}e=" V]

lim ; < 1.
Gi_>9i,max EP [1{g(V) 6 A}670 V]
In addition, recalling that 1 (6) = In (H?:l 69;:1>, we have
o) 1Y
eille)r?mx 00; eiibTmax -1 6;) L

Bp 1{g<V>eA}e*"/Vvi]

As a result, the assumption E[V;|g(V) € A] > E(V;) implies that and agég) must

Ep [1{g(V)€A}e*9’V}
have an intersection point which is larger than 0 for i =1,...,d. (|

Proof of Proposition[2] Based on Theorem[I]and a change of variables in terms of the characteristic of
Gaussian copulas, V' is a multivariate normal random variable MN(0, X) (note that, under this situation,
© = R%). Thus,

dQ Sy 1 1.
dQ = —=dP = oy - _Zvy'ys-ly
@=ap ¢ (2m)22z)/2 P\ T2

1

_ 1 '5-1

where ¢(6) = %0,20, meaning that an alternative measure is MN(X6, X2).

The optimal tilting point 6, is obtained by minimizing the second-order moment of the impor-
tance sampling estimator, and Theorem 1 demonstrates that 8, is unique and satisfies the system of

equations provided its existence. The denominator term of equation is

Ep [1{g(V) € A}e*"ov}

J T o
— a5 X
{g(wyeay (2m)¥/2|D[1/2

=exp {;9;290} Eg, [1{g(V) € A}].

{;(v +360,) S (v + 290)} dv x exp {;9;200}

Similarly, the numerator term of equation is
! 1
Ep [1{g(V) € A}e—eoVVZ} = exp {290290} Eg,, [Vil{g(V) € A}]

fori =1,...,d, where V', under the Qg,-measure, is MN(—X0,, ©.). Therefore, the left side of equation
becomes Eg, [Vilg(V) € Al fori=1,....d.

Next, we shall prove that the optimal tilting point 8, indeed exists. By checking the proof of
Ep 1{g(V)eA}e*9/Vw]

(6
and 80(1: )

Proposition |1} it suffices to show that must have an intersection point

Ep|1{g(V)eA}e=0"V|
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fori=1,...,d. Recall® = R? and 4(f) = %9/20 = %Z Zj 1 04j0:0; (by denoting ¥ = (045)1<i,j<d),
and denote 0; yax = sup{f; : ¥(0) < oo} fori=1,...,d. hen7 ;i max = 00 for i = 1,...,d. Therefore,
(0) -
9i—1>1013,1n1ax 892 - 91—1>19111,1max . Z 0-1.70.7 + O’” - for ‘= 1’ Y d.
Jj=1,j#i
Moreover, it is not difficult to see that
Ep [l{g(V) € A}e " VY]
<o fori=1,...,d.

lim 7
Gi—>‘9i,zx)ax EP [1{g(V) S A}670 V:I

Ep 1{g<V>eA}e*9/Vvi}

The above arguments together with the assumption E[V;|g(V') € A] > E(V;) imply that B oV Ie)e V]

and ag—‘gf) must have an intersection point which is larger than 0 for ¢ = 1,...,d by noting that
oY (0) Ep [1{9(V) € Aje™? Vvq-}
E(V;) = and E[Vi|g(V) € A] = ; .
90; 1o Ep [H{g(V) € A}e=0V] oo
The proof is completed. O

Proof of Corollary For A= {Vy > a},..., V4 > a}}, where af = &7 (F;(a;)) for i = 1,...,d, the
left side of equation (|9) becomes the first-order lower truncated tail moment function of the multivariate
normal random variate V. The moment can be computed with the integral:

Uz
EQg [V|V1 > ala” Vd > ad / / fV ))d'Ul ...d'l}d,

where fV(-_) is a joint density of V' and Fy (+) is the survival function of V under the Qy,-measure. In
this case, Fy (a*) = ®4(a* + X6,; %) is the survival function of a d-variate normal random variable with
mean 0 and covariance matrix 3. Note that

/ . / Uifv(’U)d’Ul ce d’Ud
ai ag

o 1 1 /

:/ vi(ZW)*%|E|*§ exp{—2(v—|—290) El(v+290)}dv
o d 1 1.

:/ (v; — pi.0,)(2m) " 2|X| 72 exp {—21) Z_lv} dv

*+30,
1 =
:/ |E| 2 exp {—v Elv} dv — p;.0,P4(a” + X6,; %)
“+30, 2
d — —
Z Pm@b CL + Pq )(I)d—l(Aq57 b ) Pi-aoq)d(a* + 20,; Z), (21)
qg=1

where the first term of equation (21 results from Tallis [38], in which p;, is the (¢, ¢)-th component of X,

Pq- is the g-th row vector of ¥, Ay = %j:q for s # ¢ in ®4_1, and >, is the matrix of the first-order
sq

partial correlation coefficients of V; for s # q.
Furthermore, based on the assumption of X, the right side of equation @ is p;.0,. Then we complete
this proof by a technical calculation, rewriting equation @ as

S Piq®(al + pg.00)Pa—1(Ags; By)
i)d(a* + 290; E)

- pi-eo = pi~60'

The proof is completed. ([l
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Proof of Theorem [2] Denote

(0, M) = Ep [exp {a'X + X'MXH :

The second-order moment of 1{X > (p,p)’ }dQe — (X)) under Qg,r-measure is

Glr.0.30) 1= Ep |1{X > (r.0) V35 —(X)]

dP
- /{x> (vp)'} 4Q0, M( )dP(z)

1 1 !
:—\I/(G,M)/ exp{xx@:czMx}dx
2m {z>(.»)"} 2

1

’ ]_ ’ ].
v [ exp{(xu) (M + 1) — o)+ (M + 2Iz)u} dz
0 {z>(p,p)"}

1 ’ ]_ ’ ]_
= 5-(0, M)exp {u (M + QIQ)M} / exp {—(w — ) (M +51)(z — u)} da
@ {z>(p.p)’}

1 ’ ]. ’ 1
= —W(0, M)exp {,u (M + Ig),u}/ exp {—x (M + Ig)x} dz,
2 2 {z>(p,p) — 1} 2

where u = —1(M + 115)7'6. To insure that (6, M) < co, M must satisfy that M =< 15, which has
been assumed in Theorem Suppose that (6,, M,) is the minimum point of G(p, 8, M) for fixed p, and
0, is the minimum point of G(p, d,0) for fixed p. Then, it is clear that

G(p. 0o, M,) < G(p,6.,0) < G(p, (p.p) . 0).

Therefore, for completing the proof it suffices to show that for any € > 0,

1 :
lim ——G(p, (p,p),0) =0.

p—oo y2—¢

Note that

! 1 ’ 1 ’ 1 ’
G(p,(p,p) ,0) = —¥((p,p) ,0)exp < = (p,p)(p,p) / expq —zz o dz
2 2 {e>2(pp)'} 2

= Cyexp {;(pm)(p,p)' exp {;(p,p)(pm)} /{z>2(p~p),} exp {—;m:} dz
= Cyexp(27}11 - 2(2p)] |

~ Csexp{2p*} {p eXP{ ;(227)2}} 2 (as p — 00)

Cs
42exp{ 2p}

where C1, Cy and C3 are three positive constants. Note that

= P(X > (p,p)) = [1 = 2p)]* ~ Cap > exp{—p*} (as p = o),
where Cy is a positive constant. Then, the above arguments imply that
i exp {-2p%}
{,73 eXp{—pQ}}

c
= lim — 2 p* > exp{—ep?}
4

lim G(p, (p,p)’,0) = lim

p—00 u2—¢ p—00
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This further yields

Var U 1 G(p,0,, M,) — u?
lim QBO,M,,< ) — - . lim (pa 0 o) U —0< oo
p—oo u2—e n p—oo u2—¢
since u — 0 as p — oco. The proof is completed. O

Proof of Proposition Through equations and 1D we let W; = 1/%Zi — %a’{ fori=1,...,d.
Then, it is true that {X; > a1,...,Xq > aq} = {W > 0}. Consider an exponential tilting on W =
(Wy,...,Wy) , whose likelihood ratio is

dQ _ v'w—u)
ap ’

where 0 = (0y,...,04) and (0) = In Ep [eelW} is the cumulant-generating function of W. Note that

1 1 1 v Y
dP=— = —2Z'ylzl —_yE-! -
(2m) 2 [S[1/2 e"p{ 2 } P22 ‘”‘p{ 2 } ’
where Z = (Z4, ..., Zd)/ and the moment-generating function of W' is

W(60) = Eple” W] = Bp {Eple’ W IV1},

in which the term Ep[eQ/W|Y} = exp {(%9,29 - Q/a*)%} with a* = (a,...,a%)". Hence,

, —v/2
U(0) = Eple? W] = [1—(9 ze—ea*)} , 0eo,
and
14 2.1 . ’
¥(0) =n¥(6) =~ In [1—]/(29 ze-ea*)}, 0€o.

Note that here © # R%, because the moment-generating function of a y? random variable only exists on
a subset of R. Actually, here

2.1, /
O=<0:1——(=0%X0—-60a")>0¢,
{or1-Sg00-du >0}
which is compact. Then via a few techniques, the QQ-measure is

dQ :W exp {—;(z - \/fze)’zl(z - \/fzo)}

(1+20'a* — Lo'sp)"/2
T(v/2)2"/2

yz-! exp{ Y(l + 2 - 19'29)} :

2 v v

that is, conditional on Y =y, Z = (Z1,.. ., Zd)/ is MN(\/%ZH, ¥), and Y is a Gamma random variable
with the shape parameter v/2 and the inverse scale parameter (1 + %Qla* - %9/20)/2.

According to Theorem we must specify the optimal tilting point 8, by minimizing Fp [1{W > O}% (W)} ,
which is equal to solving the equations %Ep [1{W > O}%(W)} =0fori=1,...,d, that is,
Ep [1{W > O}e*Q;WWZ-] 00(0,)

- = fori=1,...,d. (22)
Ep [1{W > O}e—%W] 0o

If —0, € ©, we next show that 6, also satisfies . We proceed to calculate the two expectations

33



in equation . First,
Ep [{W > 0}e W]

/Rd/ {fz ya*>o}mexp{;(z+\/§290)’21(z+\/€mo)}

20 a* — 10.%0,)/% , | y, 2., 1,
(1//2)2V/2 Y exp{—2(1 - ;Goa - VQOEOO)}dydz

o

—v/2
2.1, /
1—=(=0,20,+6,a"
< [1- 200500+ 6,0%)
—v/2
=Eg, [{W > 0}] x [1—( 0,50, +9a)} ,
where the Qg,-measure is that, conditional Y =y, Z ~ MN(—/Z%6,,%), and Y ~ T'(v/2,1 — %H;a* -

%0;290/2). Similarly,

’ —v/2
Ep |[{W > 0}W;e %W | = Eg, [Wil{W > 0}] x {1 - 7( 0,56, + 6,a%)

Hence, the optimal tilting point 6, is the solution to the following equations

9v(0,)
agoi ’

Eg,, [Wi|lW > 0] = fori=1,...,d.
Next, we shall prove that 6, indeed exists. Checking the proof of Proposition [I] suffices to show
Ep [l{g(W)eA}e_e w; o
that ; and 2%
Ep [1{g(W)eA}e—8 W]
sup{6; : ¥(0) < oo} for ¢ = 1,...,d. Then, 0 < 6; max < 00 for ¢ = 1,...,d since © is compact.
Moreover, ¥(f) — oo as 6; — 0; max. Recalling that 1(0) = In¥(0) = -4 In [1 - %(%0/20 - 9/a*)}, we

have 1 — 7( 0’30 —6a *) = 0 as 0; = 6; max. Therefore,

@ must have an intersection point for ¢ = 1,...,d. Denote 0; max =

d
. 3¢(9) . Z 1,57 Uija'JrO'iiai—af .
! =] S —oo fori=1,...,d.
97‘,—>191¢I,lmax 8(92 ai_}lalilmax 1— 7( 00 —0'a ) o0 or 1 s 7d
Moreover,
Ep [1{g(W) € A}e=" VW]
<oo fori=1,...,d

im 7
0;—0imax Fp [l{g(W) € A}6‘9 W]

Ep 1{g(W)eA}e*9/WWi}

01(0)
Ep[l{g(W)eA}e*HIW] and =55,

must have an intersection point for ¢ = 1,...,d by the assumption E[W;|g(W) € A] > E(W;) and noting
that

by some algebraic manipulations. The above arguments imply that

Ep [{g(W) € Ay~ W]

oY(0
powy = 22O d EWig(W) € 4] = MY
90i |g—g Ep [{g(W) € A}e " W] |4
The proof is completed. U

Proof of Theorem Recall that U(0) = Ep [ee,W]. According to Proposition [3| we have
—v/2

w(0) = [1 _Lyos 26‘/(p,p)/} . feo,
1% 1%

where O is the domain of # that satisfies ¥(f) < oco. The second-order moment of 1{W > 0}%(W)
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under QQy-measure is

Glp,0) :=Ep [1{W > O}Cﬁg‘g(W)}

—1

(NS

1.1
e F 0 [
2r I(3) (VEZ:—L(pp) >0}

’ ’ 1 ! 1
X exp {—9 (\/gz - %(p,p) ) =57z 21/} dzdy
¥ Yy N
=C1¥(0) y2expy =t (\/Zz = Z(pp) ) = 57 2 = gy dady
{z>%(@.p)'} v v

3 1 ‘ vy 1oy
C1Y(0 ! —y+6 242902
1 ()/O y2 eXp{ Sy +0p)  + 5 V}

1 Y oy ]
X exp{—(z—i— \/70) (z+ \/79)}dzdy
/{z>\/€<p7p)’} 2 v v

v _ ]_ ’ /y ]_ ’ y
— 5—1 _Z A Zz
—01\11(9)/0 y exp{ 2y+9 (p,p) ” + 20 91/}

Y

’

x/ exp{z z}dzdy,
> /Z(p.p) +6)} 2

where C is a positive constant. Then we will use the following inequalities to bound Gaussian tails,

Co 12 1 1 12
I O S _
teXp{ 2}(15 t3)eXp{ 2}

Applying the third inequality of , we have that for all p € (0,00) and any 6 = (6, 92)/ €0,

011/\11(0) &
G(p,0) S—) /O y

-2

[SIN

(p+61)(p+ 02
o L+ 0~ P 02— Yy a2
xexp {30+ 0 ) L+ 500% - Lo 02— Lot 0* by
COMD [ g (L, )
= Y 52 oxpd =y — Ip2bd
P+ 0)p+02) Jo * AT e

2\ —5+1
:CN/W(1+P> P(5—1)
(p+61)(p+02) \2 v 2
702[1/_0,9+20'(p7p),]7u/2(]/+2p2)7l’/2+1
(p+91)(p+92) ’

(24)

where C5 is a positive constant. Next, we use the first inequality of to derive a lower bound for
u=P(W > 0). For all p € (0,00), we have
u=P(W > 0)
1 v 1
2

v 1. 1
- r_1
=— > Y2 exp{—z z— y} dzdy
2 I'(%) /{\/?z—ﬁ(m?)'w} 2 2

1 . 1 <, 1 1.
=—2"72 — / y2 1 exp{y}/ exp{z z}dzdy
27 F(i) 0 2 {z>/2(p.p)'} 2

>12—%1/°o 51 {1}/ {1’}dd
=5 v Y exXpqy —5Y exp{ ——=z z o dzdy
21 ].—‘(5) v 2 {Z>\/g(P,p)l} 2

(1-Cg)p?
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1-Co)p?
Cdv__, 1 o0 1 2
=52 5 / p i Pepd— (s + 2 )yt dy
27 I'(s) v 2 v
(1—Cg)p?
s [~ ¥_2 1 p?
=Csp y> texpy— |5ty dy,
(1*50)1)2

where C5 is a positive constant. Denote
00 . 1 2
H(p):/ y2QeXP{ (2+p> y}dy-
Then,
u> Csp~?H(p), (25)
and we have

[ (el (32

174
(1-Co)p?

et ] =G )

2 [ , 1 p?
--2 yzleXP{ +py>y}dy

1
—Co
B 1
+ (1_1/0()) P ”“exp{—l_c } (as p — 00)
:C4p—1/+17 (26)
where
v 51 1 vy [ w4
Cy = — —2u2~ 27 —zHd 0
! (1—00> exp{ l—Co} - /110 22 expi-zhdz <
—~0

for all 0 < Cy < 1. Let 0, = (9*179*2)/ = (p,p)/. It is easy to check that 6, € © for all large p. By
inequality , we have

Colv — 0.0, +20.(p, p) ]7/2(v + 2p2) /21

~ 27" 172 (ags p = 00). 27
(p+0.1)(p+ 0i2) ? b (asp ) 27)

G(p,bs) <

Then, combining with and and using L’Hospital’s rule lead to

1 1
lim —/G(p,0,) < lim —/G(p,0,)
p—00

p—o0 U u

/C 2—1/—1 —2v

~ p—oo Csp~2H(p)
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. JCoa vt
 pooo C3H(p)

VO (—y 4 2)p

= lim
p—o0 Cs 31(‘91 Z(]P)

= lim

VORI (4 2

p—oo C3Cyp~v+1

VO T~y +2)
= < 00
Cs5Cy

This together with the fact Varg, (@)= 1[G(p,0,) — u?] imply

The proof is completed.

Proof of Proposition By

v 1. 2 ’

it is easy to see that 6, = arg miny(0) = (p,p)l, which is just the point 6,

0co
Then, Proposition [4] directly follows by the proof of Theorem [3]

Proof of Proposition Note that, under the P-measure, V= (W, V4, ...,
independent random variable, with W ~ 1"(%7 1) and V; ~U(0,1) fori=1,...,

d
() = Ep[e? V] = (1 — Oy)~% H a
=1
and
O ={0:9() < oo} =(—00,1) x R
Moreover,

dQ = Q =/ V-uOgp

d
—IwWH+oVit.. +04Va 1 _ 0W %H

N

_ (1 - GW)% W%flef(lfew H 0 60 Vi

L(5)

in the proof of Theorem

Va) is a (d + 1)-variate
d. Thus,

WiteW

meaning that an alternative measure for W is F(%, 1 — 6w ), and an alternative measure for V; is the
conjugate truncated exponential on (0,1) with rate parameters 6, for ¢ = 1,...,d. By Theorem |1} the
optimal tilting point 8, = (Bow, o1, - .-, 004) , provided its existence, is unique and satisfies

B %) €415 _
Ep [1{g(V) eA}e—G'V} " ow

Ep [{a(V) € A}V V]  py0,)

3

Bp [1{g(V) € Afe=taV] o
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4 eloi — 1)

where
1
W(0,) = - In(1 — Bow) + ;m ( e

By Theorem |I| again, if —0 € O, then 0, also satisfies
~ o0,
Eq,, Wig(V) € 4] = 22%),
n ool
Eg,, [Vilg(V) € A = go - Tori=1lo...d,

where, under the Qg -measure, W is F(%, 14 0,w) and V; is the truncated exponential on (0,1) with
suﬁices to show

rate parameters 0,; fori =1,...,d
Next, we shall prove that 6, indeed exists. Checking the proof of Proposition
Ep [La()ea)e " VVi]
Ep [1{g(‘7)€A}e*"/‘7]

must have an intersection point, as well as

Ep|1{g(V)ea}e? VI
that P[ - — } and %ﬁ(e)
Ep|{g(V)eA}e=0"V | w
and agg(f) also must have an intersection point for ¢ = 1,...,d. Denote Oy max = sup{fw : ¥(0) < oo}
and 0; max = sup{f; : ¥(0) < oo} for i = 1,...,d. Then, Owmax =1 and 0; max = co fori =1,...,d.
Observe that
. o (0) . 1
1 _— = 1 _— =
Gwﬁlerlrzlv,max 89{/{/ 9W~>19r‘r/lv,max 5(1 — aw) o0
Lo 1\ _ -
e 00, o\ 1 ) T IS e
Ep [1{907) € A}e*‘)/VW}
lim — —= < 00,
oot Ep [1{g(V) € A}e=0'V]
Ep [1{g(f/) € A}e‘QIf’VZ}
lim — — <1 fori=1,...,d
0time Ep [1{g(V) € A}e?'V ]
Moreover, note that
90(0) i Ep [1{9(‘7) € Ale 0V W}
E(W)_aT ) E[W‘g(V)GA]: ~ = )
W lo=0 Ep [1{g(V) € Ale=? V} =0
and
3(6) ] Ep [{g(V) € A}e™ V1]
EWV;,) = , EVilg(V) e Al = — — fori=1,...,d.
i g Ep [1{g(v) € Ale—? V] 60

Bp [1{g(V )eA}e-"/"’W]

Then, we claim that = =
Ep [1{g(V)€A}e*9 V}
Ep [1{9(0)614}6*9"7‘4}

Ep [1{g(\~/)€A}e*9,‘7]

and %ﬁw) must have an intersection point by the assumption

and %9@ also must have an intersection

O

EW|g(V) € Al > E(W), as well as
point by the assumption E[V;|g(V) € A] > E(V;) for i = 1,...,d. The proof is completed
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Proof of Theorem Recall that U(0) = Ep [ee/‘}]. According to Proposition [5, we have

(ef —1)(e2 — 1)

W(O) = (1= ) HE

6 € (—o00,1) x R?.

Notably, when 6; = 6, = 0, ‘I/((QW7O,O),) = (1 —6w)" Y% Let p* = ¢(F(p)) > 0, then the event
{g(V)) > (p,p) } is equivalent to {V; > e_ij, Vo > e WP} and p* — 0 as p — oo. The second-order
moment of 1{V; > e~V 1, > e’W”*}%(V) under QQg-measure is

G(p*,0) :==Ep [1{‘/1 > W 1y s ey I8 (‘7)}
dQy
e—GWW

=1 (6)Er { 010 (™ et (et —6—92)} .

If 6; > 0 and 63 > 0, applying the inequality e* > 1 + = with z € R and noting that Wp* > 0 almost
surely, we have

6*9WW 01 (1—Wp*) 0 02 (1—Wp*) o
* < —o01(l=Wp") _ =01 —0a2(l=Wp~) _ ,—02
G(p".0) < ¥(0)Ep { 5 (e e ) (e e )}
6_91_92 * 0 *0 *
= U(h) 7 a Ep [e—eww (eWp (01+62) _ Wp*0r _ Wp*62 | 1)}
1YV2
= G(p",9).

(p*)~1)". Then, by the definition of 6,, we have that

=

G(p*,eo) S G(p*,G*) S G(p*70*)

Therefore, for completing the proof it suffices to show that

tim G50 (28)
p*—0 U

since Varg, () = 2[G(p*,6,) — u?]. Through some algebraic manipulations, we obtain that
ok *\4 1 ) —1 1 ) —1 w/2 wW/4
Gy, 0.) =(4p")" |exp{ =5 ()7 = 2exp§ =1 ()T 1| Bp [e/2 - 26V 41
*\4 1 *\—1 1 *\—1
=C1(p")" [expq =5 (") p —2expy =2 (p") 7 o +1
~Ci(p*)* (asp* = 0), (29)
where (' is a positive constant, and

u=u(p*) =Ep [1{V1 >e WPV, > e }]

—Ep [(1 - e—WP*)Z]

=(1+2p") % —2(1+p*) 5 +1
~Ca(p*)?  (as p* —0), (30)

where Cs is also a positive constant. It is clear that follows by and . The proof is completed.
O
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