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Abstract

Multinomial probit (MNP) models are fundamental and widely-applied regression models for
categorical data. [1] proved that the class of unified skew-normal distributions is conjugate
to several MNP sampling models. This allows to develop Monte Carlo samplers and accurate
variational methods to perform Bayesian inference. In this paper, we adapt the above-
mentioned results for a popular special case: the discrete-choice MNP model under zero-
mean and independent Gaussian priors. This allows to obtain simplified expressions for the
parameters of the posterior distribution and an alternative derivation for the variational
algorithm that gives a novel understanding of the fundamental results in [1] as well as

computational advantages in our special settings.
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1 Introduction

Multinomial probit (MNP) models constitute a fundamental tool for categorical data regres-
sion, thanks to their interpretability and flexibility [2]. Originally introduced by [3] to avoid
the restrictive assumption of the independence of irrelevant alternatives typical of multi-
nomial logit models, such models have faced the growth of many different specifications.
Among them, we consider the Bayesian formulation of the discrete choice MNP model with
class-specific effects [4], under a zero-mean and independent Gaussian prior for the param-
eters, adapting the results of [1] obtained under more general prior specifications and for
a wider range of models. In such a construction, originally developed in the econometrics
literature, to each possible choice (or class) £ = 1,..., L that individual i = 1,... n faces,
a corresponding random latent utility z;; = x] B¢ + € is associated, where x; € RP is the
covariate vector for observation 7, 3, € RP is the class-specific vector of the covariate effects
and € = (€1,...,61)T ~ Nz (0,X), independently across units i = 1,...,n. Note that
the error terms for different alternatives can be correlated, since X, which is assumed to
be known, is not necessarily diagonal. Among all the possible choices 1,..., L, individ-
ual ¢ chooses the one giving her the maximal utility, meaning that y; = ¢ if and only if

z¢ = max{z1,...,zr}. Thus, for each i = 1,...,n, independently

Pr(y; =10 | Bu,...,BL,%xi) = Pr(zi > zi, Vk # ()

= Pr(x{ B¢ + cie > x] By + cir, Vk # £).

(1)

Since in (1) only pairwise differences between the parameters matter, we set 3 = 0 for
identifiability purposes. In order to perform Bayesian inference, we complete the model
by specifying a multivariate Gaussian prior distribution for the vector of parameters 3 =

(BI, . 752_1)T centered in zero, with independent and homoscedastic components. Thus,

B~ Ny (0,07Ly1 1)) - (2)

The more general results under a unified skew-normal (SUN) prior have been developed in [1]
for a broader class of MNP models. In fact, it is shown that in that case the posterior belongs
again to the class of SUN distributions, with updated dimensionalities and parameters. This
allows to perform posterior inference via i.i.d. samples in small-to-moderate n settings, while

a blocked variational procedure is developed to avoid the computational bottlenecks that



one may encounter in large n scenarios. The prior specification (2), however, constitutes
a popular choice in case there are no reasons to a priori assume any dependence between
the parameters or asymmetry in their distribution, and it is worth a separate treatment as
it allows the simplification of the expression of some important parameters in the posterior
distribution and the derivation of an alternative proof for the variational algorithm that
can have computational advantages. These two important aspects represent the main focus
of the present article and will be the focus of Sections 2 and 3 below, while Section 4 is

dedicated to the discussion of possible future research directions.

2 Posterior inference via Monte Carlo samples

Recently, [1] showed that for a broad class of MNP models, a SUN prior distribution leads
to a SUN posterior distribution, extending the previous conjugacy results derived by [5] for
the classical binary probit model. We specify here results in Section 2.2 in [1] under the
particular Gaussian prior distribution (2), for the peculiar advantages explained in Section
1. Before doing that, we briefly recap the definition and the main properties of the SuN
distribution. Further details can be found, for instance, in [6]. A random vector 3 € R? has

SUN distribution, 8 ~ SUN, (&€, €2, A, ~,T), if its density function p(3) can be expressed as

ply+ ATQ w1 (B - €);T-ATQ'A]
@p(v;T) ’

p(B) = ¢4(B - §: Q)

where the covariance matrix € of the Gaussian density ¢q,(8 — &; ) can be decomposed
as = wQuw, i.e. by rescaling the correlation matrix € via the diagonal scale matrix
w = (Q@Iq)l/ 2 with ® denoting the element-wise Hadamard product. Moreover, ®;,(u; W)
denotes the cumulative distribution function of a N (0, W) evaluated at u. The following
additive characterization constitutes a fundamental property to further understand the role
of the parameters and to develop an ii.d. sampler. If 8 ~ SUN, (&, 2, A,v,T), then
B4 ¢t w(Vy+r ATV, with

Vi~ Ng(0,Q2 — AT TAT), Vi ~ TN, (0,T;A_),

where A_, = {a eRM: a; > —; Vz’} and TNp(m, W; A) denotes the h-variate normal dis-

tribution with mean m and covariance matrix W, truncated in the region A.



Algorithm 1: Strategy to sample from the SUN posterior in Theorem 1
for i=1,...,N do
[1] Sample V((]Z) ~ Np(£—1)(0, Ly —1) — AT, 'AT,) [in R use the function rmvnorm|

pst

[2] Sample ng') ~ TNp(-1)(0, T3 [0, 00)™ 1) [in R use the function rtmvnorm]
[3] Compute 3() = V(V(Z) + AT lV(Z))

pst

Output: i.i.d. samples 81, ..., BD) from the posterior distribution in Theorem 1.

In order to derive the SUN posterior distribution of 3 for model (1)-(2), we explicitly

write the likelihood expression for the observed responses y = (y1,...,yn)T.

Proposition 1 (Proposition 2 in [1]). For each ¢ =1, ..., L, denote with v, the L x 1 vector
with value 1 in position | and O elsewhere, and with V|_y the (L —1) x L matriz whose rows
are obtained by stacking vectors (v —vy)T, for k # L. Finally, define X;_g = —V_g®@x],
where V(_y is the (L—1) x (L —1) matriz obtained by removing the L-th column from V|_g

and @ denotes the Kronecker product.

y ‘ ﬁ X HQ)L 1 ﬁ V[ vl EV[ Z}) = q)n(L—l)(XlgvA)a

where X is an n(L — 1) x p(L — 1) block matriz with (L —1) x p(L — 1) row blocks Xy =
Xi[—y,; whereas A denotes an n(L — 1) x n(L — 1) block-diagonal covariance matriz with

(L —1) x (L — 1) diagonal blocks Ap;) = V|, ]ZV for i=1,.

By combining the prior specification (2) with the likelihood (1), the following closed-
form expression for the posterior distribution of 3 is obtained as a direct consequence of

Theorem 1 in [1] adapted to the special case described in Section 1.

Theorem 1 (from Theorem 1 in [1]). Under model (1)-(2), the posterior density is

(/8 | Yy, X) ~ SUNp(L—l),n(L—l) (07 sttv Apstv 0, Fpst) (3)

with Qe = VL, 1y, Ay = vXTs™ and Ty, is an n(L —1) x n(L —1) correlation matriz

T,.. =s '(@2XXT 4+ A)s™t, where s = [(V?XXT +A) © In(L—1)]1/2-

Theorem 1 and the additive representation of the suN (2) allow to develop an i.i.d.

sampler of the posterior of 3 as described in Algorithm 1.



3 Partially-factorized blocked mean-field approxi-
mation (PFM-B)

Basic manipulations of the posterior (3) show that p(8 | y,X) o p(3) - Pr[z > 0 | 3, X],
where z = (z1,...,2,)" e R*:"D and z | B, X ~ Np(L—1) (XB,A). Thus, p(8 | y,X) can

be seen as the marginal posterior distribution of the dual model

B~ Np(r-1) (0,7 Tyz-1)) (4a)
_ o ind < .
Z; | B,X ~ Np-1 (XMB7A[ZZ]) ;o 1=1,...,n, (4b)
yi=1[z; > 0], i=1,...,n, (4c)
in which one observes y; = (1,...,1)T € RE=! for i = 1,...,n and 1[] in (4c) is in-

tended component-wise. Thus, it holds p(8 | y,X) = [gaew-1p(B,Z | y,X)dz, with
¥y = (F1,---,¥n)" an n(L — 1) vector of ones. Since direct sampling from p(8 | y, X)
can run into computational issues when n(L — 1) is large due to step 2 in Algorithm 1, one
can resort to variational methods, see, e.g., [7], to compute the ‘best’ possible approximating
joint density ¢*(3,z) in a given class of tractable density functions Q. This optimal solu-
tion is the minimizer of the Kullback-Leibler divergence [8] KL [¢(8,2) || p(8,2z | y,X)] =
EqyB2 [log (¢(8,2)/p(8,2 | 3,X))].

In order to get a tractable approximation, but retain as much structure of the pos-
terior distribution as possible, following [1], we take Q@ = Qprus = {¢(8,2) : ¢(8,2) =
qB | Z)Hf\i 14(Z;)}. This class of densities leverages on the partially-factorized mean
field approximation developed for the classical probit model in [9], but allows to maintain
the intra-correlations between the components of the z;’s, ¢ = 1,...,n, while enforcing
the inter-correlations between them to be zero. A first result about the optimal approx-
imating density is obtained by the chain rule for the KL divergence: KL[q(83,2)||p(83,2z |
3,X)] = Kilg(2)|[p(@ | 7,X)] + By {KLla(8 | 2)|[p(8 | 7,7, X)]}. Thus, whatever is the
value for ¢(z), the second summand is zero, and hence minimal, if and only if, calling

V = (V_ZIp(L—l) + XTA_1X)_1,

9B 12) =q*(B|2) =p(B2,5,X) = ¢pr1)(B - VXTA™'Z; V),

which follows by standard properties of multivariate normals applied to model (4). This



Algorithm 2: cavr algorithm for ¢*(83,2) = ¢*(8 | 2) [[.—, ¢*(2:)

—1
[1] For each i =1,...,n, set X} = (A[ﬁ} — H[M) and initialize Ego(5,) (2] € R(E-D)

[2] for t from 1 wuntil convergence do
for ¢ from 1 to n do

[2.1] Set p!” = SHy (B 2], .. By [Zi]T, B [Zi1]T - - By [20]T)T
[2.2] Compute E ) [Z;] with z; ~ TNy <ul(-t), >0, oo)L_l) [in R use MomTrunc ()]
[3] Set ¢*(z;) = ¢V (z;) fori=1,...,n
(4] Set ¢°(8 | 2) = byz1)(8— VXTA 12 V)

Output: ¢*(8,z) = ¢*(8 | 2) Hi\il q*(z)

means that in order to find the KL minimizer ¢*(3,%) = ¢*(8 | 2) [[, ¢*(Z) in Qpprrp, we
just have to find ¢*(z) = [[Y, ¢*(z;) minimizing KL[q(Z)||p(Z | §,X)]. See [1] for further
details. Due to the imposed factorization for ¢* (z), which takes the name of ‘mean-field
approximation’, the desired solution is known to satisfy the following mean field equations
(see [7] for additional details):

IOg q*(il) X Eq*(ifi)[logp(ii | i—i)S’vX)]v t=1,...,n,

where the expectation is taken with respect to the distribution of all the Z; other than
z;. Here, we show how this solution can be obtained by exploiting the dual hierarchical
model (4). This gives further intuition and a broader understanding of the procedure.
Moreover, besides specifying to the current setting the results derived in [1] under more
general constructions, it allows computational gains due to the simplification of certain
parameters, above all the covariance matrices in ¢*(z;).

First, by marginalizing out 3 in (4b), we get z | X ~ Np(L-1) (0,A + v?XXT), thus z |
y,X ~ TNy (1) (0, A+*XXT; [0, oo)"(L_l)). Taking V as above and H = A" XVXTA™!,
by Woodbury’s identity it holds (A + v?XXT)"! = A=! — H and so

p(z; | 2—;,§) xexp{ — 0.5ZT(A + *XXT)"'z}1[z; > 0]
xexp{—0.5zT(A"" —H)z}1[z; > 0]

ocexp{ —0.52T(Ayy — H )z +2]Hy 2z} 1[z; > 0],



from which we get

*(= |- - _ _
q"(2i) x exp {—§ZT (MG —Hyg)z+2] H[a—i}Eq*(zn[Z—i]} 1[z; > 0],
which shows that ¢*(z;) is the density of a normal random variable with parameters
-1
p; = BiH, _jEpez_,)[Z2—;] and X} = <AE} — H[M) , truncated above zero. In order
to obtain in practice the optimal PFM-B variational solution, one can resort to standard
CAVI algorithms (see, e.g., [7]), as shown in detail in Algorithm 2. It is worth noting that,
differently from Algorithm 1, in Algorithm 2 we only have to deal with expectations of
(L — 1)-variate truncated normals, significantly reducing the computational burden. After
q*(3,z) has been computed, approximate posterior moments for 3 can be easily obtained
leveraging on the law of total expectation as
< -1 - Y -1 VA —1¥w
Eq*(ﬁ) (,3) = VXTA Eq*(z)[z], Varq*(/@) (,3) =V + VXTA varq*(z) (Z)A XV,

while more complicated functionals can be computed with i.i.d. sampling, which, due to
the particular block-diagonal structure of the resulting covariance matrix of the multivari-
ate truncated normal distribution ¢*(z), would require sampling only from multivariate

truncated normals of dimension L — 1.

4 Discussion

This article provides a novel derivation for the PFM-B variational method for a relevant class
of MNP models with independent Gaussian priors. As shown in Section 3, this provides a
novel understanding of the results in [1] as well as computational advantages in our special
settings. Future works include deriving results for the posterior also for the dynamic MNP,
which allows to model sequential decisions in the time series framework. In such a way, we
plan to extend closed-form expressions, and the related samplers, for the filtering, predictive
and smoothing distributions of multivariate dynamic probit models for binary time series
in [10]. Finally, the variational Bayes approach in Section 3 can be generalized to perform

inference for the smoothing distribution of the dynamic MNP extending the results in [11].
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