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Abstract A common approach to modelling extreme values is to condlteex-
cesses above a high threshold as realisations of a non-tereogs Poisson process.
While this method offers the advantage of modelling usingghold-invariant ex-
treme value parameters, the dependence between thesespermmakes estimation
more difficult. We present a novel approach for Bayesianregton of the Poisson
process model parameters by reparameterising in termsiofregtparametemn. This
paper presents a method for choosing the optimal valuetbt near-orthogonalises
the parameters, which is achieved by minimising the caiiceidetween the asymp-
totic posterior distribution of the parameters. This clkeodf m ensures more rapid
convergence and efficient sampling from the joint postefistribution using Markov
Chain Monte Carlo methods. Samples from the parametensafiinterest are then
obtained by a simple transform. Results are presented icabes of identically and
non-identically distributed models for extreme rainfallGumbria, UK.

Keywords Poisson processesextreme value theory Bayesian inference
reparameterisationcovariate modelling

1 A Poisson Process model for Extremes

The aim of extreme value analysis is to model rare occurieoicen observed process
to extrapolate to give estimates of the probabilities ofagsved levels. In this way,
one can make predictions of future extreme behaviour bynesing the behaviour
of the process using an asymptotically justified limit modelt Xy, X5, ..., X, be a
series of independent and identically distributed (iichdam variables with common
distribution functior. DefiningMp = max{X1, Xz, ..., Xn}, if there exists sequences
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of normalising constanta, > 0 andb, such that:

Pr{ M”a; bn < x} —G(X) asn— oo, 1)

whereG is non-degenerate, théhfollows a generalised extreme value (GEV) dis-
tribution, with distribution function

G(x) exp{{lJrE (%)LM}, (2)

wherex; = maxx,0), o >0 andy, & € R. Here,u, 0 and¢ are location, scale and
shape parameters respectively.

Using a series of block maxima froi, ..., Xn, typically with blocks correspond-
ing to years, the standard inference approach to give estsvaf (1, 0,¢) is the
maximum likelihood technique, which requires numericdimfsation methods. In
these problems, particularly when covariates are invglgedh methods may con-
verge to local optima, with the consequence that paramstienates are largely in-
fluenced by the choice of starting values. The standard a®yimproperties of the
maximum likelihood estimators are subject to certain ragtyl conditions outlined
in [Smith [1985), but can give a poor representation of trugetminty. In addition,
flat likelihood surfaces can cause identifiability iss@,). For these rea-
sons, we choose to work in a Bayesian setting. Bayesian apipes have been used
to make inferences abo@t= (u,o0,&) using standard Markov Chain Monte Carlo
(MCMC) techniques. They have the advantage of being abledorporate prior
information when little is known about the extremes of ietdr while also better ac-
counting for parameter uncertainty when estimating fumgiof 8, such as return

levels (Coles and Tawn, 1996). For a recent review, see Steoi|(2016).

An approach to inference that is considered to be more efficlean using block

maxima is to consider a model for threshold excesses, whishperior in the sense
that it reduces uncertainty due to utilising more extremnta Mh@b). Given a
high thresholdl, the conditional distribution of excesses abawan be approximated

by a generalised Pareto (GP) distributi19176|) that

Pr(X—u>x|X>u):(1+—) , X>0,
l,Uu +

whereyy, > 0 andé € R denote the scale and shape parameters respectively, with
Y, dependent on the threshaldwhile ¢ is identical to the shape parameter of the
GEV distribution. This model conditions on an exceedanaealihird parametex,,
denoting the rate of exceedanceXo@bove the threshold, must also be estimated.

Both of these extreme value approaches are special casesbyiag limiting Pois-

son process characterisation of extremes ($mith,|198%5¢a001). Le®, be a
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sequence of point processes such that

Pn:{(i—,xi_b”) :i:l,...,n},
n+1  an

wherea, > 0 andb, are the normalising constants in linffl (1). The limit proeés
non-degenerate since the limit distribution(df, — bn) /a, is non-degenerate. Small
points are normalised to the same vahye= limp_»(X. — bn)/an, wherex_ is the
lower endpoint of the distributioR. Large points are retained in the limit process. It
follows thatP, converges to a non-homogeneous Poisson prdtessegions of the
form Ay = (0,1) x [y,), fory > b.. The limit proces$ has an intensity measure on

Ay given by
A(By) = [1+E <%)} o 3)

+

It is typical to assume that the limit process is a reasonapf@oximation to the
behaviour ofP,, without normalisation of thé X}, on Ay = (0,1) x [u,), whereu

is a sufficiently high threshold aral, b, are absorbed into the location and scale
parameters of the intensity](3). It is often convenient tecade the intensity by a
factorm, wherem > 0 is free, so that tha observations consist @i blocks of size
n/mwith the maximunmMyy, of each block following a GEVm, om, &) distribution,
with & invariant to the choice ah. The Poisson process likelihood can be expressed
as

— 71/5 r o ,1/571
con-onfonioe(55)] M)
m + = m m N

(4)
where8m = (Um, Om, &) denotes the rescaled parameterdenotes the number of
excesses above the threshaléndx; > u, j = 1,...,r, denote the exceedances. It

is possible to move between parameterisations associatiedlifferent numbers of
blocks. If for k blocks the block maximum is denoted M and follows a GEV
distribution with the paramete& = (i, 0k, £ ), then for allx

Pr(My < X) = Pr(Mm < X)¥/™.

As M is GEV( i, Ok, & ) andMpm is GEV(um, Om, §) it follows that

—£
Ok = am(nhq) . (5)

In this paper, we present a method to improve inferencéfpthe parameterisation
of interest. For an ‘optimal’ choice af we first undertake inference fé, before
transforming our results to give inference iy using the mapping in expressida (5).
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In many practical problemgiis taken to bey, the number of years of observation, so
that the annual maximum has a GEV distribution with parans@g, = (tin,, On,, € ).
Although inference is for the annual maximum distributi@rgmeters,, , the Pois-
son process model makes use of all data that are extremefeserines are more
precise than estimates based on a direct fit of the GEV disioib to the annual
maximum data as noted above.

To help see how the choice ofaffects inference, consider the case whes r, the
number of excesses above the thresholtf a likelihood inference was being used
with this choice oin, the maximum likelihood estimato(g, &, &) = (u, §i, &), see
AppendiXA for more details. Therefore, Bayesian inferefocehe parameterisation
of the Poisson process model whan-= r is equivalent to Bayesian inference for the
GP model.

Although inference for the Poisson process and GP modelssisnéally the same
approach whem = r, they differ in parameterisation, and hence inference,nwhe
m = r. The GP model is advantageous in tiAgtis globally orthogonal tajy, and

& .|chavez-Demoulin and Daviddn (2005) achieved local omhatjsation of the GP
model at the maximum likelihood estimates by reparameterthe scale parameter
asvy = Yu(1+€&). This ensures all the GP tail model parameters are orthd¢mna
cally at the likelihood mode. However, the scale parametstiil dependent on the
choice of threshold. Unlike the GP, the parameters of thedeoi process model are
invariant to choice of threshold, which makes it more suédibr covariate modelling
and hence suggests that it may be the better parametenmiatise. In contrast, it has
been found that the parameters are highly dependent, mektimgation more diffi-
cult.

As we are working in the Bayesian framework, strongly depengarameters lead
to poor mixing in our MCMC proceduré (Hills and Sniith, 199&)common way of
overcoming this is to explore the parameter space using endiemt proposal ran-
dom walk Metropolis-Hastings algorithm, though this regaia knowledge of the
parameter dependence structan@iori. Even in this case, the dependence structure
potentially varies in different regions of the parameteacs which may require dif-
ferent parameterisations of the proposal to be applied alteenative approach is to
consider a reparameterisation to give orthogonal parameﬂeweveid
) show that global orthogonalisation cannot be aeuév general.

This paper illustrates an approach to improving Bayesiterémce and efficiency for
the Poisson process model. Our method exploits the scaltgrim as a means of
creating a near-orthogonal representation of the pararsgaee. While it is not pos-
sible in our case to find a value onfthat diagonalises the Fisher information matrix,
we focus on minimising the off-diagonal components of theac@nce matrix. We
present a method for choosing the ‘best’ valuaro$uch that near-orthogonality of
the model parameters is achieved, and thus improves thergevce of MCMC and
sampling from the joint posterior distribution. Our foce®in Bayesian inference but
the reparameterisations we find can be used to improvehiket inference as well,
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simply by ignoring the prior term.

The structure of the paper is as follows. Seclibn 2 examimegdea of reparameter-
ising in terms of the scaling factonand how this can be implemented in a Bayesian
framework. Sectiofi]3 discusses the choiceratb optimise the sampling from the
joint posterior distribution in the case whexg, ..., X, are iid. Sectiod ¥4 explores
this choice when allowing for non-identically distributedriables through covari-
ates in the model parameters. Secfidbn 5 describes an ajplicd our methodol-
ogy to extreme rainfall in Cumbria, UK, which experiencedonélooding events in
November 2009 and December 2015.

2 Bayesian Inference

Bayesian estimation of the Poisson process model parasrieteives the specifica-
tion of a prior distributiorrz(6,). Then using Bayes Theorem, the posterior distribu-
tion of 8, can be expressed as

TI(Bml|X) O 11(6m)L(Om),

whereL(0y,) is the likelihood as defined if](4) anddenotes the excesses of the
thresholdu. We sample from the posterior distribution using a randok Weetropolis-
Hastings scheme. Proposal values of each parameter are demuentially from a
univariate Normal distribution and accepted with a proligbilefined as the pos-
terior ratio of the proposed state relative to the curreatesof the Markov chain.
In all cases throughout the paper, each individual paranocétin is tuned to give
the acceptance rate in the range of 20%6% to satisfy the optimality criterion of
[Roberts et al (2001). For illustration purposes, resul@dation§ 2 and 3 are from the
analysis of simulated iid data. A total of 300 exceedancesal thresholdi = 30
are simulated from a Poisson process model @ith- (80,15,0.05). Figurel shows
individual parameter chains fd¥ from a random walk Metropolis scheme run for
50,000 iterations with a burn-in of B00 removed, where= 1 and a chosem = 1.
This figure shows the clear poor mixing of each componer@igfindicating non-
convergence and strong dependence in the posterior samplin

We explore how reparameterising the model in termsnafan improve sampling
performance. For a general prior on the parameterisatiantefestd,, denoted by
1(6k), Appendix B derives that the prior on the transformed patenspaceéy, is

m

(o) = () (6. (6)

In this example, independent Uniform priors are placegugniogo; andé&, which
gives

1
D;; 1 €R,01>0,& € R. @)
1

This choice of prior results in a proper posterior distribnf provided there are at

least 4 threshold excesses (Northrop and Attglides,|2@y6¥inding a value ofm

m(61)
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Fig. 1: Random-walk Metropolis chains run for each componég.

that near-orthogonalises the parameters of the postesimibdition 71(6y|X), we can
run an efficient MCMC scheme o, before transforming the samples . It is
noted in Wadsworth et|el (20/10) that settingo be the number of exceedances above
the threshold, i.ean=r, improves the mixing properties of the chain, as is illustda

in Figure[2. This is approximately equivalent to inferensig a GP model, as dis-
cussed in Sectidd 1.
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Fig. 2: Random-walk Metropolis chains run for parametgrswherer = 300 is the
number of exceedances in the simulated data.
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Given this choice ofn, the MCMC scheme is run fd#,, before transforming to es-
timate the posterior of; using the mapping irf.{5), wheke= 1 in this case. Figure
shows contour plots of estimated joint posterior derssiiied; based on 5,000 and
50,000 run lengths, with burn-in periods of 1,000 and 5,@3pectively. It compares
the samples from directly estimating the posterioBgfwith that from transform-
ing from the MCMC samples of the posterior 8f, to give a posterior sample for
6,. Figure[3 indicates tha; are highly correlated, with the result that we only
sample from a small proportion of the parameter space whploig using inde-
pendent random walks for each parameter. This explainsdberpixing if we were
to run the MCMC without a transformation. In particular, yetifferent estimates
of the joint posterior are achieved for the 5,000 and 50,@@0lengths. Even with
50,000 iterations the estimated density contours are \@rglr, indicating consider-
able Monte Carlo noise as a result of poor mixing. In contia$s$ clear that, after
back-transforming t@1, the reparameterisation enables a more thorough explarati
of the parameter space, with almost identical estimated @#nsity contours based
on both 5,000 and 50,000 iterations. This shows a very rapthmof the associ-
ated MCMC. In fact, we found that the reparameterisatiottgié smoother density
contours for 5000 iterations than for 5 million iterations without therisformation.
However, while this transformation is a useful tool in erdplan efficient Bayesian
inference procedure, further investigation is necessatkie choice omto achieve
near-orthogonality of the parameter space and thus maignise efficiency of the
MCMC procedure.

3 Choosing moptimally

As illustrated in Sectiohl2, the choice wfin the Poisson process likelihood can im-
prove the performance of the MCMC required to estimate thetquimr density of
model parameter8. We desire a value ah such that near-orthogonality &, is
achieved, before using the expressiongln (5) to transfortihe parameterisation of
interest, e.g6; or By, As a measure of dependence, we use the asymptotic expected
correlation matrix of the posterior distribution 8f,|x. In particular, we explore how
the off-diagonal components of the matrix, that is, the eation between param-
eters, changes witm. The covariance matrix associated wih|x can be derived
analytically by inverting the Fisher information matrix tife Poisson process log-
likelihood (see AppendixIC). The correlation matrix is thabtained by normalising
so that the matrix has a unit diagonal.

Other choices for the measure of the dependence of the wosteuld have been
used, such as the inverse of the Hessian matrix (or the eeghétessian matrix) of
the log-posterior, evaluated at the posterior mode. Ferarfce problems with strong
information from the data relative to the prior there willlbeited differences in the
approach and similar values for the optimalill be found. In contrast, if the prior
is strongly informative and the number of threshold exceeda is small then the
choice ofm from using our approach could be far from optimal. Also the akthe
observed, rather than expected, Hessian may better repthseactual posterior dis-
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Fig. 3: Contour plots of the estimated joint posterioBaffor 4,000 iterations (top)
and 45,000 iterations (bottom) created from the transfdreaenples drawn from the
MCMC procedure fof, (in black) and samples @1 drawn directly (in red).

tribution of 6, and deliver a choice ah that better achieves orthogonalisation, see

Efron and Hinkley|(1978) and Tawn (1987) respectively.

We prefer our choice of measure of dependence as for iid @nubit gives closed
form results form which can be used without the computational work required fo
other approaches, and this gives valuable insight into loéce ofm to guide future
implementation without the need for detailed computatibarooptimalm. Further-
more, informative priors rarely arise in extreme value peois, and so information
in the data typically dominates information in the priortaularly around the pos-
terior mode. It should be pointed out however, that the gearsed in the MCMC
so there is no loss of prior information in our approach. Asandard MCMC diag-
nostics should be used even after the selection of an optimnsd if the asymptotic
posterior correlations differ much from the posterior etations, making our choice
of mpoor, this will be obvious and a more complete but computatily burdensome
analysis can be conducted using the methods described.above

In this section, we use the data introduced in Sedflon 2. Fartegersm € [1,500,
maximum posterior mode estimatBg, are computed and pairwise asymptotic pos-
terior correlations calculated by substitutiég, into the expressions for the Fisher
information matrix, in AppendikIC, and taking the inverseu¥e[4 shows how pa-
rameter correlations change with the choicengfillustrating that the asymptotic
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posterior distributions ofi,, and & are orthogonal whem = r, the number of ex-
cesses above a threshold, which explains the findings of Weatts et 21 (2010).
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Fig. 4: Left: Estimated parameter correlations changirtgwi p,,,, o, (black),p,,.
(red), pg,, e (blue). Right: Expanded region of the graph showpg = 0 for

m close tor wherer = 300 is the number of excesses above the threshold, while
Puim,om = 0 whenm~ 310.

Itis proposed that MCMC mixing can be further improved by imising the overall
correlation in the asymptotic posterior distribution&¥. Therefore, we would like
to find the value om such thap(6) is minimised, wherg(6y) is defined as

p(em) = |lem,Um| + |pum,f| + |p0'm,f|a (8)

wherepy,, o, denotes the asymptotic posterior correlation betwagandop, for ex-
ample. We also look at the sum of the asymptotic posteriaetation terms involv-
ing each individual parameter estimate. For example, waegfj,, the asymptotic
posterior correlation associated with the estimatggfto be:

lem = |pIJm,Um| + |p[,1m,f | (9)

Figurel® shows how the asymptotic posterior correlationeaged with each param-
eter varies wittm. From Figuré b we see that whifg,, is minimised at the value of
m for which py,, 6., = 0 (see Figur&l4)ps,, andps have minima at the value oh
for which p. ¢ = 0. We denote the latter minimum loyy and the former byn,. In
terms of the covariance function, this can be written as:

ACoV(0Om, , &|x) = ACOV(Lm,, Om,|X) = O, (10)

where ACov denotes the asymptotic covariance. Fiflire 5 shiatm, also min-
imises the total asymptotic posterior correlation in thedelo
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Fig. 5: Howp(6m) changes witim (top left) and how correlations in each individual
estimated parameter, as measureggy. pq,, andpg, change withm.

One would expect that the values wifffor which p(6,) is minimised would cor-
respond to the MCMC chain d¥, with good mixing properties. We examine the
effective sample size (ESS) as a way of evaluating this tibgdg. ESS is a mea-
sure of the equivalent number of independent iterations ttie chain represents
(Robert and Casella, 2009). MCMC samples are often politaugtocorrelated, and
thus are less precise in representing the posterior thae i€hain was independent.
The ESS of a parameter chajris defined as

n
ESSP 1+ 22?0:1% ’
wheren is the length of the chain ang denotes the autocorrelation in the sampled
chain of @ at lagi. In practice, the sum of the autocorrelations is truncatadnw;
drops beneath a certain level. Figlite 6 shows how ESS vaitaswfor each pa-
rameter infy,. For these data the ESS follow a pattern we found to typiaaiyur.
We see that ES§ is maximised aim = m, due to the near-orthogonality im,
with om, and&. We find that ES§, is maximised form; < m < mp, asom, remains
substantially positively correlated witly, andom, is negatively correlated with.
Similarly, ESS is maximised at a value o close tomy, buté is negatively corre-
lated with im, , which explains the slight distortion. From these resuiis postulate
that a selection ofm in the interval(my,m;) = (118 310) would ensure the most
rapid convergence of the MCMC chain 6f,, thus enabling an effective sampling
procedure from the joint posterior. Figurk 6 shows cleanky benefits of the pro-
posed approach. For example, E.gS= 7459 and ESg = 24, illustrating that the

(11)
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Fig. 6: How ESS varies witmfor each parameter i,. The blue dashed lines rep-
resentm = my (left) andm = my (right) in the simulated data example for 45,000
iterations of the MCMC, wherey, andmy, are defined by propertfZ0d). In the calcu-
lations, the sum of the autocorrelations were truncatedwthe autocorrelations in
the chain drop below.05.

former parameterisation is over 300 times more efficierm tha latter. In addition,
by introducing the intervalmy, m,), this approach gives a degree of flexibility to the
choice ofmand giving a balance of mixing quality across the model patars.

The quantitiesn; andm, can be found by numerical solution of the equations
ACoV(0m, & |x) = 0 and ACo\ tm, om|X) = O respectively, using the asymptotic co-
variance matrix of the posterior éf,, which is given by the inverse of the Fisher in-
formation (see Append[xIC). Approximate analytical expiess form, andnm, can
be derived using Halley’s method for root—findi@@) applied to equa-
tions [10). This method yields the following approximasaf m; andmy:

(26 +1) (1428 + (§+Dlog| 55 )

iy = r (12)
(28 +1) (3+2E—(E+1)|og[%§])

. 28°+13%+8

M=z ot 18" 49

In practice, the values afy,"andn®, are estimated by using an estimateotuch as
the maximum likelihood or probability weighted momentsrastes. Figurgl7 shows
how iy andni, change relative to for a range ofé. This illustrates that for nega-
tive estimates of the shape paramatés,not a suitable candidate to be the ‘optimal’
value ofmas it is notin the rangém, my). In the simulated data used in this section,
although a selection ofi=r is reasonable, Figufé 6 shows that this may not be wise
if one was primarily concerned about sampling well frépfor example. In this case,
i, is relatively close ta, but Figurd¥ shows that this is not the case for models with
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a larger positive estimate @f.

A simulation study was carried out to assess the suitalufigxpressionsi andn,

as approximations toy andmy, respectively. A total of 1000 Poisson processes were
simulated with different values d,. The approximations were calculated and com-
pared with the true values ofy andny,, which were obtained exactly by numerical
methods. It was found thafy —m| < 0.1 fori = 1,2 always, whileiy —mi| < 0.01

for 78% and 88% of the time fori = 1,2 respectively. Both quantities were com-
pared to the performance of other approximations derivatgusewton’s method,
which unlike Halley’s method does not account for the curk@in a function. Sim-
ulations show that the root mean square errors are sigrifjcemaller for estimates
of m; using Halley’s method0.2% and 5% smaller than Newton’s methodifer 1,2
respectively). A summary of the reparameterisation metbgisen in Algorithn{1.

Algorithm 1: Sampling from the posterior distribution of the Poissoncess

model parameter8y = (L, Ok, &) or By = (u&o), ulil), Ok, &) after reparameter-
ising
Data: Threshold excesses
Result: Samples from the posterior distributiorfy|x)
Choose parameterisation of interégt
if Bk = (U, ok, &) then
Obtain an estimate of shape paramdteising maximum likelihood, for
example;
Computend; andn?, as defined in[(112) an@(1L3);
Choosemin range(fiy, iy);
else
L Choosemto be the value o that numerically solvepué?),o_m =0;

w N P

4
5
6
7

8 Obtain MCMC samples for posterior distributiarifm|x);
9 Transform to obtain samples from(6x|x) using expressiof5).
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4 Choosing min the presence of non-stationarity

In many practical applications, processes exhibit trendseasonal effects caused
by underlying mechanisms. The standard methods for modediktremes of non-
identically distributed random variables were introdubg@avison and Smith (1990)
andm @9), using a Poisson process and Generalisetb Rastribution re-
spectively. Both approaches involve setting a constamsstiold and modelling the
parameters as functions of covariates. In this way, we mtdehon-stationarity
through the conditional distribution of the process on tbeaciates. We follow the
Poisson process mode@lmw) as the parameters/aréint to the choice of
threshold if the model is appropriate. We define the covaitgpendent parameters
Om(2) = (Um(2),0m(2),£(2)), for covariatez. Often in practice, the shape parameter
¢ is assumed to be constant. A log-link is typically used taiempositivity ofom(z).

The process of choosing is complicated when modelling in the presence of covari-
ates. This is partially caused by a modification of the iragen intensity measure,
which becomes

AA) = m/z [1—1—5(2) (im(z))} 71/E(Z)g(z)dz, (14)

om(2)

whereg denotes the probability density function of the covariatédsich is unknown
and with covariate spaae The density terng is required as the covariates associated
with exceedances of the threshaldare random. In addition, the extra parameters
introduced by modelling covariates increases the oveoatbtation in the model pa-
rameters.

For simplicity, we restrict our attention to the case of nibidg when the location
parameter is a linear function of a covariate, that is,

l‘lm(z) = I‘lr§ﬂ0) + I‘lfgﬂl)za Um(z) = O-m, E(Z) = Ev

where we centre the covariateas this leads to parametmgj) and ur(nl) being or-
thogonal. Note that the regression paramﬁtfé} is invariant to the choice ah. A
total of 233 excesses above a threshold ef 15 are simulated from a Poisson pro-
cess model Withlio) = 75,;.1{1) = 30,071 =15,& = —0.05. We choosg to follow an
Exp(2) distribution, noting that one could also choags® be the density of a covari-
ate that is used in practice. We impose an improper Uniforior jon the regression
parameteuil) and set up the MCMC scheme in the same manner as in Section 3.

The objective remains to identify the valuerofthat achieves near-orthogonality of
the parameters of the posterior distribution. Like befare run an MCMC sampler
on 6m(2) and transform the samples back to the parameterisatiornterestoy(z),
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which can be obtained as il (5) using the relations

—&
0 0 O k
IJIE = I-lrgw)*?m <1 <ﬁ> )
Nél) _ ngl) (15)
k —&
m
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Fig. 8: Contour plots of estimated posterior densitie§dfz) having sampled from
the joint posterior directly (red) and having transformesihg [1%) after reparam-
eterising from@gs(z) (black). Both contours are constructed from 50,000 MCMC
iterations with a burn-in of 5,000.

The complication of the integral term in the likelihood farmidentically distributed
variables means thatitis no longer feasible to gain an éinalypproximation for the
optimal value oin. A referee has suggested a possible route to obtaining ae

sions form in the non-stationary case, is by building on result )

and using a non-constant threshold as in Northrop and Jamg#011), but as this
moves away from our constant threshold case we do not pungie/ie therefore
choose a value ahthat minimises the asymptotic posterior correlation inrtiael.

The asymptotic posterior correlation matrix is found byarsion of the Fisher infor-
mation matrix of the log-likelihood with modified integratintensity measuré_(14)
and normalising so that the matrix has a unit diagonal. Bezad the integral term
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(I34) in the log-likelihood, the Fisher information contsivarious integrals that re-
quire numerical evaluation. We compute these using adapadrature methods.
Empirical evidence suggests that the optimal m coincidéis thie value of m such

thatpu@ o = 0, which is similar to howr, is defined in Section 3. Using numerical

methods, we identify that this corresponds to a valuenet 85 for the simulated
data example. Figufd 8 shows contour plots of estimate@postensities 08;(z),
comparing the sampling from directly estimating the pastefi; (z) with that from
transforming the samples from the estimated posteriép@f) to give a sample from
the posterior 0B1(z). From this figure, we see that the reparameterisation ingsrov
the sampling from the posteriéh (z).
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Fig. 9: Effective sample size of each parameter chain of t&#\& procedure.

We again inspect the effective sample size for each parameteway of comparing
the efficiency of the MCMC under different parameterisagidrigure® shows how
the effective sample size varies withfor each parameter. This figure shows how the
quality of mixing is approximately maximised m@) for the value ofm that min-
imises the asymptotic posterior correlation. Mixing f.a}w is consistent across all
values ofm. Interestingly, mixing ir§ increases as the value wfincreases. Without

a formal measure for the quality of mixing across the paranseit is found that,
when averaging the effective sample size over the numbeaxsnpeters, the ESS
is stable with respect tm in the interval spanning from the value of such that

pur@.,am = 0 and the value afn such thap,,, = 0, like in SectioriB. For a summary
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of how the reparameterisation method can be used in theresé non-stationarity,
see Algorithni L.

5 Case study: Cumbria rainfall

In this section, we present a study as an example of how tpizraeneterisation
method can be used in practice. In particular, we analyse td&en from the Met
Office UKCPQ9 project, which contains daily baseline avesagf surface rainfall
observations, measured in millimetres, in 25kn25km grid cells across the United
Kingdom in the period 1958-2012. In this analysis, we focusarid cell in Cum-
bria, which has been affected by numerous flood events imtgears, most notably
in 2007, 2009 and 2015. In particular, the December 2015teesnlted in an esti-
mated£5 billion worth of damage, with rain gauges reaching unpdec¢ed levels.
Many explanations have been postulated for the seemingigéased rate of flooding
in the North West of England, including climate change, redtalimate variability
or a combination of both. The baseline average data for the #vents in December
2015 are not yet available, but this event is widely rega@edeing more extreme
than the event in November 2009, the levels of which werentedat the time to
correspond to return periods of greater than 100 years. Wesfour analysis on the
2009 event, looking in particular at how a phase of climateatdlity, in the form
of the North Atlantic Oscillation (NAO) index, can have arsiicant impact on the
probability of an extreme event occurring in any given year.

Rainfall datasets on a daily scale are commonly known tobéixidegree of serial
correlation. Analysis of autocorrelation and partial aatwelation plots indicates that
rainfall on a day is dependent on the rainfall of the previfives days. In addition,
the data may exhibit seasonal effects. However, while lséependence affects the
effective sample size of a dataset, it does not affect catiogls between parame-
ters, and is thus unlikely to influence the choicerofor the purposes of illustrating
our method, we initially make the assumption that the rdlimfaservations are iid
and proceed with the method outlined in Secfibn 3. We wishbi@mia information
about the parameters corresponding to the distributiomofial maxima, i.eBss.
Standard threshold diagnosti&‘Ls__(Q_b 001) indicateesltiold ofu = 15 is ap-
propriate, which corresponds to the.8% quantile of the data. There are= 880
excesses abowe(see Figuré10). We obtain bounals andmy,, then choose a value
of m, with my < m < mp, that will achieve near-orthogonality of the Poisson pssce
model parameters to improve MCMC sampling from the jointteaer distribution.
We obtainé = 0.087 using maximum likelihood when=r, which we use to obtain
approximations fom, andm, as in [12) and[(I3). From this, we obtaim &~ 351
andni ~ 915. We checked that, "andnf, represent good approximations by solving
equations[(10) to obtaim; = 350.82 andm, = 914.96. Since = 880 is contained in
the interval(my, my), we choosen=r. We run an MCMC chain fo6gg, for 50,000
iterations, discarding the first 1,000 samples as burn-mthahsform the remaining
samples using the mapping i (5), whére- 55, to obtain samples from the joint
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Fig. 10: (Left) Daily rainfall observations in the Cumbriddycell in the period 1958-
2012. The red line represents the extreme value threshale-df5. (Right) Boxplots
of rainfall aboveu against the corresponding monthly NAO index.

posterior of6ss. The estimated posterior density for each parameter isshowig-
ure[11.

To estimate probabilities of events beyond the range of #te, dve can use the esti-
mated parameters to estimate extreme quantiles of the Bmaxamum distribution.
The quantityyy, satisfying:

1/N=1-G(yn), (16)

is termed theN-year return level, wher€ is defined as in expressidd (2). The level
yn is expected to be exceeded on average once &vgmars. By inverting[(16) we
get:

pss— osslog{ —log(1—1/N)}  for & =0.

The posterior density of the 100-year return level in Fidiifeis estimated by in-
putting the MCMC samples of the model parameters into esmadlT).

" { Hes — (1~ {~log(1— 1/N)}¢] for § 0 an

We use the same methodology to explore the effect of the rmoN#hO index on
the probability of extreme rainfall levels in Cumbria. ThA® index describes the
surface sea-level pressure difference between the Azaogbsarid the Icelandic Low.
The low frequency variability of the monthly scale is chosemepresent the large
scale atmospheric processes affecting the distributiovirod and rain. In the UK, a
positive NAO index is associated with cool summers and wetevs, while a neg-
ative NAO index typically corresponds to cold winters, paghthe North Atlantic
storm track further south to the Mediterranean region (eluet al,| 20083). In this
analysis, we incorporated the effect of NAO by introducihgs a covariate in the
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Fig. 11: Estimated posterior densities|ef, oss, £ and the 100-year return level.

location parameter. The thresholdwf 15 was retained for this analysis.

To obtain the value aithat minimises the overall correlation in the model, we solv
numerically the equatiopuw) o = 0, following the reasoning in Secti¢h 4. We ob-
m

tain a kernel density estimate of the NAO covariate, whigihresentg as defined in
expression(14). We use this to obtain maximum posteriorermmimate@,. These
guantities are substituted into the Fisher informationrimaThe matrix is then in-
verted numerically to estimata = 920. This represents a slight deviation from "~
estimated during the iid analysis. We would expect this astivariate effect is small,
as shown in Figure12. This example illustrates the benefitiaferically solving for
mwhen modelling non-stationarity, as the rarige, my) estimated analytically dur-
ing the iid analysis no longer contain the optimal valuenof

We run an MCMC chain foBgy¢ for 50,000 iterations before discarding the first
5,000 samples as burn-in. We transform the remaining MCM@pées to the annual
maximum scale using the mapping [015) whére 55. Figure 1P indicates that
NAO has a significantly positive effect on the location pagéen as almost all poste-

rior mass is distributed Withé? > 0.

We wish to estimate return levels relating to the Novemb&920bod event, which
is represented by a value of Binm in the dataset. Return levels corresponding to
the distribution of November maxima are shown in Figurke 18. a&n also use the
predictive distribution in order to account for both paraeneincertainty and ran-
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domness in future observations (Coles and Tawn, 11996). ©dsis of threshold
excesses = (Xg,...,Xn), the predictive distribution of a future November maximum
M is:

Pr{M <y|x} = /9 Pr{M < y|055} 11(655|x)d0ss, (18)
/ Us5
where P{M <y|0s5} =
© (1) -1/¢
exp{li2 {1+ ¢ <H550_7;“552)>} } wherez is known
+

IO RN ]
M)] on(z)dz p  wherezis unknown

exp *%2/2 1+E< oo

wheregy is the density of NAO in November and the integral is evaldatemerically
using adaptive quadrature methods. The integrdlih (18)eampproximated using
a Monte Carlo summation over the samples from the joint piostef Oss. From
this, we estimate the predictive probability of an eventesxing 51.6 in a typical
November is 0112, with a 95% credible interval ¢0.0063 0.0185), which corre-
sponds to an 89-year evel(§4,158). For November 2009, when an NAO index of
—0.02 was measured, the probability of such an event w@k1,(0.0062 0.0184),
corresponding to a 90-year eve(54,161). For the maximum observed value of
NAO in November, with NAO= 3.04, the predictive probability of such an event is

-+
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0.0132,(0.00730.0214), which corresponds to a 75-year flood eve¢at, 136). This
illustrates that the impact that different phases of clenatriability can have on the
probabilities of extreme events is slight but potentiathportant.

100
1

80
1

Return Level(mm)

T T T T T T T
1 5 10 50 100 500 1000

Years

Fig. 13: Return levels corresponding to November maxima. fUll line represents
the posterior mean and the two dashed lines representing8&dible intervals.
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Appendix
A Proof: Iy =uwhenm=r

We can write the full likelihood for paramete6s given a series of excesség } above a threshold as:
L(6r) =L1x Lo,

wherel 1 is the Poisson probability afexceedances afandL; is the joint density of theseexceedances,

so that:
_1 u—p\] ¢ r u—p Y4
L _r!{r{l+6< o >L exp fr{lJrE( o )L ;
r . -1/&-1 _ 1/¢
Malee(a)] e
i-10r Or + Or +

. _ -1/¢ . - .
By definingA = [1-1—5 (%)} and yy = oy + &(u— ) we can reparameterise the likelihood in
r +
terms of0* = (A, g, &) to give:

-

L

N

. ' 1 wu+£<m—u)}*”‘f*1{ [ ]1/5
L") OA" —IA _—
R ] P v b ros] B P v

L1 x—u\] Vet
=A" —IA — |1 .
exp{—r }ﬂwu{ +E< m >L
Taking the log-likelihood and maximising with respecttowe get:
1(6%) := logL(8") =rlogA —rA —rlog iy, — (1+1) r log |:1+E (u)]
- - et w )l
ol r
A= ATfr:O,

which givesf\ = 1. Then, by the invariance property of maximum likelihootireators, I = u, and using
the identity foryy,, we get6; = (). Because thé-dependent term in the log-likelihood is identical to that
in a GP log-likelihood, the maximum likelihood estimatofghe two models coincide.
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B Derivation of prior for inferenceon 6,

We define a joint prior on the parameterisation of intefgstHowever, as we are making inference for the
‘optimal’ parameterisatior®,, we must derive the prior fo,. We can calculate the prior density 6,

by using the density method for one-to-one bivariate ti@msétions. Inverting[{5) to get expressions for
Um and o, i.e.

-¢
Hm = Hk—% 1—(%) ):gl(uwk)

my\ —¢
Om = crk(;) = 02, k),
we can use this transformation to calculate the priofar

T[(em) = T[(IJm, Om, E)
= Tk, Ok, € )| detd]

=01 (1m.Om). 0= * (1im, Om) £ =&

where

OHm OHm OHm
gle gUk adf
— | 20m 0O0m
det) dug dox 0
Opc dog 9%

Opm Opm IHm

[
ﬂUk W
o o %

_ 9o 0%
"~ doy 9¢

-

Therefore,m(6m) = () m(6)).

C Fisher information matrix calculationsfor iid random variables

The log-likelihood of the Poisson process model with pateneationfm = (1m, 0m, &) can be expressed

as
e\ Ve : u

1(6m) = —m{l-i-f <%)} —rlogam— (%—kl) leOQ {1_5_5 (%7“’“)} 7

m " £ - .

wherer is the number of exceedancesXohbove the threshold For simplicity, we drop thé¢], subscript

in subsequent calculations. In order to produce analyfitesssions for the asymptotic covariance matrix,
we must evaluate the observed information mdtt&). For simplicity, we definem, = “;;"“ andzjm =

Xj—Hm
Om
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2 r
:—ulz = 77m(i—;l)[l+fvm]fl/&2 E+1 z [1+&zim| °,
2 2 2 c
% = U—T[vam]*l/f*lvw%[vam]’”f’zvrzﬁ?f (Eail) [1+&2jm] " Zim
m m m m m J:
§(6+1) ¢ -2
+ sz 1+ézjm )
o4 jZl (L5 2]
o2 1/& -
o8 = —m[L1+ &)~ {f mlL+ & V] —E—|09[1+5Vm]
2
+ é[l+fvm]7lvm+<fz log[1+4 &Vm| — E[lJFEerle) }
2 < 2 < - +1J -
—gj;bg[l-i-fzj'm +§Z 1+EZJm Zj,m+ETj: [l‘i‘EZj‘m] szz,m»
2
dl»lranalam - 2:1[1+5Vm]71/£71_ (Ecr,g1 =l [1+Evm]7l/zfzvm
JE— z [1+&zjm]” 2 Zim,
2 r
o [5—12[1+zvmr1/**1|og[1+zvm]—T[vamrl/f*zv |+ 53 3 [+ &2in)
m mj
+1 ¢
7507 zl[lJrEZJ m] Zj m,
m =
2 m 1 C1E1 E+1 ~1/8-2 1< ,
TorGE = | oL+l oLl — S Evnl ¢ o 2 1 €8] i

E+1 z [1+Ezj,m]722j2,m

Om &

To obtain the Fisher information matrix, we take the expéat@lue of each term in the observed infor-
mation with respect to the probability density of points dP@isson process. L&t = X-km andRbe a
random variable denoting the number of excesses alboveu. The density of points in t %e séf, can de
defined by

AW g
A(A) (14 Evy Ve

whereA is a function denoting the rate of exceedance. Then, for plgm

R R
]EZ,R{ z 1+EZJ m } - ]EREZ|R{ z [1+Ezj,m}2}

4
= Br{REz {[1+£2]°}}
ER{R[H MR /m [1+ 621’1/5’3dz}

_ 1/¢-2
= 25+1[1+5Vm]
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Following this process, we can write the Fisher informatioatrix | (6,) as:

B2} = M D gt r R D gy e

S ou3 a2 (28 +1)03
9% 2m _1/E-1 m(& +1) ~1/6-2 r
E{—a—o_%} 7—0—%[1+Evm] Vm+o_—r%[1+fvm] Vﬁq—o_—%'i‘
2m ~1/6-1
—5 [1+ &V [+ (& +1)vm] —
am

ﬁ[n Evm] Y42 [(28% 4 38 + L)VA + (4E +2)Vim+ 2],

E{ 021 } = m[1+ &vy V¢ Evrzn[lJrévm]’z—élog[l+fvm]+

o0&
?22[”5“""]71%* (;lz log[1-+ &vm] - %[1+£er1>2 T
2 114 Ev) Y £ 0G4 Evinl] — — 21 1 Evin] YE L 14 (8 4 L] —
& (E+1)&2
E(Tmﬂ) [+ Evin] 472 [(282 4 38 + V2 + (48 +2)vin+ 2],
E{‘,;“igam} = m(fag 1) (14 v Y& 2 — m%[l+fvm]*1/f*2[l+(zf+1)Vm]7
E{—azjgf} = a% |:Ei-2[l+ Evin] Y4 og [1+ Evim] — %[pr Evm]*l/f’zvm} B
%[H Ev YEL 4 m[pr Evn] YE 214 (28 + 1)vi],
B3 b = D[ i vl ¥4 Hogiur vl + £ e 6 -
arr T el P28 3 0+ (48 + 2 2]

By inverting the Fisher information matrix using a techiicamputing tool like Wolfram Mathematica,
making the substitution=m[1-+ Evm]’l/f, the expected number of exceedances, and using the mapping
in (8)), we can get expressions for asymptotic posterior Ganees.

ACoupin €) = 557 ¢+ Dom (1) * (£(e+2) () oo () -2+ (1) 1))

ACOV( L, Om) = %U%(%)*E <(Lm)‘f ((g+l)log(%> ((§+1)5|09(Lm) ,3E,1>+
E(E(E+2)+3)+1) +(E+1)(28+1) (Iog(%)—l))

ACov(om, &) = %(f +1)0m ((E +1)log (Lm) B l)

Whenm=r, ACoV(m,§) = 0. In addition, them for which ACoV(tim, om) = 0 coincides with the value
of m that minimisespg,, as defined in[{8). This root can easily be found numerically,an analytical
approximation can be calculated using a one-step Hallegthod. By usingn=r as the initial seed, and
using the formula:

f(xn)

f f//
B

we get the expressioh ([L3) fom, after one step. The quantity fom, given by expressiof {12) requires
two iterations of this method.

Xn+1 = Xn —
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