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A bstract

Asa consequenceofthedependenceexperienced in loan portfolios,thestandard

binom ialtest which is based on the assum ption ofindependence does not appear

appropriateforvalidating probabilitiesofdefault(PDs).Them odelunderlying the

new rules for m inim um capitalrequirem ents (Basle II) is taken as a point ofde-

parture for deriving two param etric test procedures that incorporate dependence

e�ects.The �rst one m akes use ofthe so-called granularity adjustm ent approach

whilethe thesecond oneisbased on m om entm atching.

Theaim with thisnoteisto presentan approxim ateprocedureforone-observation-based

inferenceon theadequacy ofprobability ofdefault(PD)forecasts.ThePD forecastfora

hom ogeneousportfolio ofloanshasto be com pared to the realized defaultrateone year

later.In case ofindependent default events,the naturalprocedure for this com parison

would be the standard binom ialtest.However,the well-known factthatdefaultevents

arecorrelated m akesthebinom ialtestappearunreliable.

Ourapproach hereistom odelthedependentdefaulteventsin aBasleII-likestyleand to

arrivethisway atam eanstocom putecriticalvalueswhich respectcorrelations.However,

intheBasleII-m odelthedistributionofdefaultratescannotbecalculatedwithelem entary

arithm eticproceduresasthey areavailableforinstancein M SExcel.Thereforewesuggest

two approxim ation schem eswhich seem to work with reasonableprecision.
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Thisnoteisorganized asfollows.In Section 1,wedescribe thegeneraldesign ofa tra� c

lightsprocedure forPD validation.Section 2 then speci� esthe stochastic m odelunder-

lying thegranularity adjustm entand m om entm atching approxim ation proceduresto be

introduced in Sections3 and 4 respectively.W e conclude in Section 5 with a num erical

illustration oftheapproaches.

1 Setting the colors

W e � x two con�dence levels �low and �high,e.g.�low = 95% and �high = 99:9% .Assum e

thattheforecastforthedefaultrateisp.Underthisassum ption,wehaveto � nd critical

values clow and chigh such that the probabilities that the realized num ber of defaults

exceedsclow and chigh willequal100% � �low and 100% � �high respectively.

The tra� c light for the adequacy ofthe PD forecast willbe set green,ifthe realized

num berofdefaultsislessthan clow.In thiscasethereisnoobviouscontradiction between

forecastand realized defaultrate.

Thetra� clightwillbesetyellow,iftherealized num berofdefaultsisequalto orgreater

than clow butlessthan chigh.The yellow lightindicatesthatthe realized defaultrate is

notcom patiblewith thePD forecast.However,thedi� erenceofrealized rateand forecast

isstillin the range ofusualstatistical uctuations.Asa consequence,the responsibility

forthedeviation oftheforecastcannotwithoutdoubtassigned to theportfolio m anager.

The tra� c lightwillbe setred,ifthe realized num berofdefaultsisequalto orgreater

than chigh.In thiscase,thedi� erenceofforecastand realized defaultrateisso largethat

any disbeliefin a wrong forecastwould beunreasonable.

2 Specifying the stochastic m odel

The � rststep towardsdeterm ining the criticalvaluesclow and chigh isto � x a stochastic

m odelthatwillenableusto carry outthenecessary num ericalcalculations.W etakethe

Vasicek onefactor-m odelwhich underliesalso theBasleIIrisk weightfunctions.

Ifn denotesthenum berofloansin theportfoliounderconsideration and D n istherealized

num berofdefaultsin theobserved period oftim e,wewriteD n as

D n =

n
X

i= 1

1f
p
�X +

p
1� ��i� tg

: (1)
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In (1),1E isthe indicatorfunction assum ing the value 1 on the event E and the value

0 on the com plem ent ofE .X and �1;:::;�n are independent standard norm alrandom

variables.Thethreshold thasto bechosen in such a way that

E[D n]= np: (2a)

Thiswillbeachieved by setting

t = �
� 1
(p); (2b)

with � denoting thestandard norm aldistribution function.Thechoiceoftheparam eter

� (som etim escalled assetcorrelation)isnotso obvious.Itshould notbe chosen higher

than 0.24 which is the highest correlation occurring in the Basle II rules.One way to

handlethisquestion would beto leavethechoiceofa valuefor� to thediscretion ofthe

nationalsupervisors.Forinstance,� = 0:05 appearsto beappropriateforGerm any.

3 T he granularity adjustm ent approach

In orderto m akework thetra� clightsapproach wehaveto � nd m ethodsforcalculating

thecriticalvalueswhich havebeen introduced in Section 1.Forinstance,thecriticalvalue

clow ischaracterized by

clow = m infk :P[D n � k]� 1� �lowg: (3a)

(3a)isequivalentto

clow = q(�low;D n)+ 1; (3b)

whereq(�;D n)denotestheusual�-quantileofD n,i.e.

q(�;D n) = m infx :P[D n � x]� �g: (3c)

Analogously,wehave

chigh = q(�high;D n)+ 1: (3d)

W rite

R n = D n=n (4a)
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forthe defaultrate corresponding to the num berofdefaultsD n.Forcom putationalrea-

sons,itisoften appropriateto considerR n instead ofD n.But,ofcourse,thequantilesof

R n and D n arerelated by

nq(�;R n) = q(�;D n): (4b)

Sincethedistribution ofD n cannotbecalculated with elem entary m ethods,Gordy (2002)

suggested thegranularity adjustm entapproach forapproxim ating thequantilesq(�;R n).

Thisapproxim ation isbased on a second orderTaylorexpansion ofq(�;R n)in the fol-

lowing sense

q(�;R n)= q(�;R + h(R n � R))

�
�
�
h= 1

(5a)

� q(�;R)+
@

@h
q(�;R + h(R n � R))

�
�
�
h= 0

+
1

2

@2

@h2
q(�;R + h(R n � R))

�
�
�
h= 0

:

Therandom variableR in (5a)can bechosen as

R = lim
n! 1

R n = �
�t�

p
�X

p
1� �

�

: (5b)

Thequantileq(�;R)turnsoutto be

q(�;R) = �
�
p
��� 1(�)+ t
p
1� �

�

; (5c)

and,as a consequence,can easily be calculated.Unfortunately,when de� ning R with

(5b),thepartialderivativesin (5a)m ay notexistbecausethedistribution ofD n ispurely

discrete.However,M artin and W ilde (2002) noted that although (5a) was derived for

sm ooth distributionsitsapplication m ay yield sensible resultseven in sem i-sm ooth situ-

ations.Using theform ulasforthederivativesby M artin and W ilde(2002)onearrivesat

(cf.Tasche,2003)

q(�;D n)� nq(�;R)+
1

2

�

2q(�;R)� 1 (6)

+
q(�;R)(1� q(�;R))

�
�p

�q(1� �;X )� t
p
1� �

�

� p
�q(1� �;X )� t

p
1� �

�

r

1� �

�
q(1� �;X )

� �

;

where�(x)= (2�)� 1e� x
2=2 denotesthestandard norm aldensity.

Forgiven forecasted PD p and asset correlation �,by m eans of(3b),(3d),and (6)the

criticalvaluesforthetra� clightsapproach respecting correlation can becalculated.
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4 Fitting the default rate distribution w ith m om ent

m atching

A furtherapproach todeterm inethecriticalvaluesde� ned by (3b)and (3d)can bebased

on approxim atingthedistribution ofR n asgiven by(1)and (4a)with aBeta-distribution.

W hen proceeding this way,the param eters ofthe Beta-distribution are determ ined by

m atching theexpectation and thevarianceofR n (cf.Overbeck and W agner,2000).

Recallthatthedensity ofa B (a;b)-distributed random variableZ isde� ned by

�(a;b;x)=
� (a+ b)

� (a)� (b)
x
a� 1

(1� x)
b� 1

;0< x < 1; (7a)

where � denotes the Gam m a-function expanding the factorialfunction to the positive

reals,and thattheexpectation and thevariancerespectively ofZ aregiven by

E[Z]=
a

a+ b
; (7b)

var[Z]=
ab

(a+ b)2(a+ b+ 1)
: (7c)

Equating theright-hand sidesof(7b)and (7c)with E[R n]and var[R n]respectively leads

to

a =
E[R n]

var[R n]

�

E[R n](1� E[R n])� var[R n]
�

(8a)

and

b=
1� E[R n]

var[R n]

�

E[R n](1� E[R n])� var[R n]
�

: (8b)

Itisnothard to show that

E[R n]= p (9a)

and

var[R n]=
n � 1

n
�2(t;t;�)+

p

n
� p

2
; (9b)

with tde� ned by (2b)and �2 denoting the bivariatestandard norm aldistribution func-

tion.Since com m on tools like M SExcelhave not got im plem ented algorithm s for the

calculation of�2,theapproxim ation

�2(t;t;�) � � (t)
2
+
e� t

2

2�
(� + 1=2�

2
t
2
) (10)
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can be used in (9b).(10)isbased on a second orderTaylorexpansion of�2(t;t;�)with

respectto � (cf.Tong,1990)and yieldsa fairly good approxim ation form oderatevalues

of� and �.As willbe shown in Section 5,the quality ofapproxim ation decreases for

� � 0:2 and valuesof� closeto one.

By m eansof(10),(9a),and (9b),thequantileq(�;D n)can becalculated approxim ately

via

q(�;D n) � nq(�;Z); (11)

where Z isa Beta-distributed random variable and the param etersa and bofitsdistri-

butionsaregiven by (8a)and (8b)respectively.

5 N um ericalexam ples

For the purpose ofillustration ofthe previous sections,we calculated1 the lower and

higher criticalvalues ofthe tra� c lights for various portfolio sizes n and two di� erent

asset correlation values.Table 1 shows the 95% -criticalvalues for a test ofPD � 0:01

in case oflow (� = 0:05)and high (� = 0:2)asset correlation.W e com pare the results

obtained with the classicalbinom ialtest,the granularity adjustm ent ofSection 3,and

the m om ent m atching ofSection 4.Since the binom ialtestrelies on the assum ption of

n 50 250 1000 50 250 1000

Approach: � = 0:05 � = 0:2

Binom ial 2 5 15 2 5 15

Granularity adjustm ent 3 7 24 3 11 39

M om entm atching 4 8 25 4 12 42

Table1:95% -criticalvaluesforPD testsofhypothesisp� 0:01.

independentdefaultevents,there isno di� erence when switching the correlation regim e

from low tohigh.Fortheotherapproaches,thispicturechangesdram atically.Respecting

thecorrelation m akesgrow alotthecriticalvalues,with m orethandoublingincaseofhigh

correlation.Atthisquitem oderatecon� dencelevelof95% ,theresultsofthegranularity

adjustm entand them om entm atching approach do notdi� erm uch,although di� erences

appearto becom elargerwith an increasing portfolio sizeand highercorrelation.

1Upon request,an M SExcel-sheetwith im plem entationsofthe algorithm scan be obtained from the

author.
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Asthenum bersin Table2show,thee� ectsdescribed forthecaseofam oderatecon� dence

levelbecom e m uch m ore pronounced when we considera very high con� dence levellike

99.9% .In particular,in case ofhigh correlation the di� erencesbetween the resultswith

n 50 250 1000 50 250 1000

Approach: � = 0:05 � = 0:2

Binom ial 4 9 21 4 9 21

Granularity adjustm ent 6 15 50 9 38 148

M om entm atching 7 16 47 10 33 118

Table2:99.9% -criticalvaluesforPD testsofhypothesisp� 0:01.

the granularity approach and the m om ent m atching approach respectively cannot be

any longer neglected.Since the granularity adjustm ent is based on an approxim ation

procedure in the tailofthe lossdistribution,whereasthem om entm atching com esfrom

an approxim ation in thecenterofthedistribution,thegranularity adjustm entresultswill

in generalbe the m ore reliable.Butthisobservation should notbe seen asa knock-out

criterion againstthe m om entm atching since the use ofhigh correlationslike 0.2 m ight

beconsidered being too conservative.
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