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A tra c Ightsapproach to PD valdation
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A bstract

A s a consequence of the dependence experienced In loan portfolios, the standard
binom ial test which is based on the assum ption of ndependence does not appear
appropriate for validating probabilities of defaul @D s). T hem odelunderlying the
new rules orm ininum capital requirem ents Baslk II) is taken as a point of de—
parture for deriving two param etric test procedures that incorporate dependence
e ects. The st one m akes use of the socalled granularity adjistm ent approach

w hile the the second one is based on m om ent m atching.

The ain w ith this note is to present an approxin ate procedure for one-cbservation-based
Inference on the adequacy of probability of defaul (PD ) forecasts. The PD forecast fora
hom ogeneous portfolio of loans has to be com pared to the realized default rate one year
later. In case of Independent defaul events, the natural procedure for this com parison
would be the standard binom ial test. H owever, the wellkknown fact that default events
are correlated m akes the binom ial test appear unreliable.

O ur approach here is to m odel the dependent default events In a B asle TT-like sty and to
arrive thisway at a m eans to com pute critical values w hich respect correlations. H ow ever,
in the B ask IT-m odelthe distrioution ofdefaul rates cannot be calculated w ith elem entary
arithm etic procedures as they are available for nstance In M SE xcel. T herefore we suggest

tw o approxin ation schem es which seem to work w ith reasonable precision.
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T his note is organized as follow s. Tn Section i}, we describe the generaldesign ofa tra ¢

lights procedure for PD validation. Section 12 then speci es the stochastic m odel under-
Iying the granularity adjustm ent and m om ent m atching approxin ation procedures to be

introduced in Sections 3 and 4 respectively. W e conclude in Section § with a num erical
Mustration of the approaches.

1 Setting the colors

We xtwooon dence kwels , and nigh,€9. 1w = 95% and ng = 99:9% .Assume

that the forecast for the default rate isp. Under this assum ption, we have to nd critical
values ¢, and G, such that the probabilities that the realized number of defaults

exceeds Cy and G,y W illequal 100% e and 100% high respectively.

The tra c light for the adequacy of the PD forecast will be set green, if the realized
num ber of defauls is less than ¢, . In this case there is no cbvious contradiction between
forecast and realized defaul rate.

Thetra c light willbe set yellow, if the realized num ber of defauls is equal to or greater
than ¢y, but less than g,i, . The yellow light indicates that the realized default rate is
not com patlble w ith the PD forecast. H owever, the di erence of realized rate and forecast
is still In the range of usual statistical uctuations. A s a consequence, the responsibility
for the deviation of the forecast cannot w ithout doubt assigned to the portfolio m anager.

The tra c light will be set r=d, if the realized num ber of defauls is equal to or greater
than G, - In this case, the di erence of forecast and realized default rate is so Jarge that
any didoelief in a w rong forecast would be unreasonable.

2 Specifying the stochastic m odel

The rst step towards detemm Ining the critical values g, and G, isto x a stochastic
m odel that w ill enable us to carry out the necessary num erical calculations. W e take the
Vasicek one factorm odelw hich underlies also the Bask IT risk weight fiinctions.

Ifn denotes the num ber of loans in the portfolio under consideration and D , isthe realized
num ber of defaults in the observed period oftine, wewrite D , as



In @,'), 1z is the indicator function assum ing the valie 1 on the event E and the value
0 on the complment ofE . X and i;:::; , are ndependent standard nom al random
variables. T he threshold t has to be chosen in such a way that

EDp,]= np: (a)
Thiswillbe achieved by sstting
t= () (2b)

wih  denoting the standard nom aldistrbution function. T he choice of the param eter
(som etim es called asset correlation) is not so obvious. Ik should not be chosen higher
than 024 which is the highest correlation occurring in the Bask IT ruks. One way to
handle this question would be to lave the choice of a value or to the discretion of the
national supervisors. For instance, = 0:05 appears to be approprate for G em any.

3 The granularity ad justm ent approach

In order to m ake work the tra ¢ lights approach we have to nd m ethods for calculating
the critical values w hich have been introduced in Section f;. For instance, the critical value
Cow 1S characterized by

Cow = minfk :PD, k] 1 1ow I (3a)
@d) is equivalent to
Clow = q( low I.Dn)+ l; (3b)

where g( ;D ,) denotes the usual -quantilke ofD ,, ie.

q( ;jDy) = minfx :PD, x] g: (€le)
Analogously, we have
Gigh = 9( nigniDn) + 1: (3d)
W rite
R, = D,=n (4a)



for the default rate corresponding to the number of defaults D , . For com putational rea—
sons, it is often appropriate to consider R, instead ofD , . But, of course, the quantiles of
R, and D , are related by

nag( ;R,) = g( ;Dy): (4b)

suggested the granularity adjustm ent approach for approxin ating the quantikes g( ;R,).
T his approxin ation is based on a second order Taylor expansion of q( ;R,) in the Pl

low ing sense

q( jRy)= ag(;R+h R, R))h=l (5a)
( ;R)+ @ (;R+h R R)) + 1 e (;R+h R R)) :
at @hq ! " h=0 2@h2©I ! " h=0

The random variabke R in (54) can be chosen as

t p_X
R = J:mi R, = —pi_l : (5b)
n!
The quantile g( ;R) tums out to be
P—10y4¢
q( ;R) = pl— ; (5c)

and, as a consequence, can easily be calculated. Unfortunately, when de ning R wih
), the partial derivatives in (a) m ay not exist because the distrdbution ofD , ispurely

1
(D) gl iR)+ S 2q(R) 1 ©)
(;R) A q(R) PTqa  sx) ot 1
qul s al q ’
+ P=gd )t P I q(l ;X)) ’

1
where &)= 2 ) 'e ¥ denotes the standard nom aldenstty.

For given forecasted PD p and asset correlation , by means of (3k), 3d), and ) the
crtical values for the tra ¢ lights approach respecting correlation can be calculated.



4 Fitting the default rate distribution w ith m om ent

m atching

A further approach to detem ine the critical valiesde ned by |(3b) and (3¢) can be based
on approxin ating the distrbution ofR , asgiven by (1) and {3) w ith a Beta-distribution.
W hen prooceeding this way, the param eters of the Beta-distribution are determ ined by

Recall that the density ofa B (@;b)-distrdouted random variabl Z isde ned by

@+b ., b 1
X)) = ——— 1 ; 1; Y
@;b;x) @ (b)x ( x) 0< x< (7a)

w here denotes the G amm a-function expanding the factorial function to the positive
reals, and that the expectation and the varance respectively of Z are given by

Ep]= —; (7o)
a+ b

Z]= ab : (70)
VT Y D @t bt 1) ¢

E quating the right-hand sides of {/4) and (/) with E R, ] and varR , ] respectively leads
to

ER,]
a= ER,]Q1 ER,D) varR,] (8a)
varR, ]
and
1 ER,]
b= ——— ER,]Q0 ER,]) varR,]: (8b)
varR, ]

It is not hard to show that
ER,]=p (9a)

and

n 1 P 2
varR,]= —— Gt )+ = P (9b)
n n
wih tde ned by (¥b) and , denoting the bivariate standard nom aldistriution fiinc-
tion. Since comm on tools like M SE xcel have not got inm plem ented algorithm s for the
calculation of ,, the approxin ation

2
L Gt ) tF + 62— ( +1=2 2¢) (10)



can beused n EH). {0) isbased on a second order Taylr expansion of , (tjt; ) wih
respect to  (cf.Tong, 1990) and yields a fairly good approxin ation for m oderate values
of and .Aswillbe shown in Section §, the quality of approxin ation decreases for

02 and values of close to one.

By means of {10), (9d), and (90), the quantile g( ;D ,) can be cakulated approxin ately

via
a( ;Dy) nqg( ;2); 11)

where Z is a Betadistrbuted random variabl and the param eters a and b of its distri-
butions are given by €4d) and @8H) respectively.

5 N um erical exam ples

For the purpose of illustration of the previous sections, we calcu]ated'_l: the Iower and
higher critical values of the tra ¢ lights for various portfolio sizes n and two di erent
asset correlation values. Tabl 1 show s the 95% —critical values for a test of PD 001
In cassoflow ( = 0:05) and high ( = 02) assst correlation. W e com pare the resuls
obtained with the classical binom ial test, the granularity adjistm ent of Section 3, and
the m om ent m atching of Section 4. Since the binom ial test relies on the assum ption of

n 50 | 250 | 1000 || 50 | 250 | 1000
Approach: = 005 =02
Binom ial 5 15 2 5 15
G ranularity adjistm ent 7 24 3] 11 39
M om ent m atching 8 25 4 | 12 42

Tabl 1:95% <crtical values for PD tests of hypothesisp  0:01.

Independent default events, there isno di erence when sw itching the correlation regin e
from low to high.For the other approaches, this picture changes dram atically. R esoecting
the correlation m akesgrow a lot the criticalvalues, w ith m ore than doubling in case ofhigh
correlation.At this quite m oderate con dence kevel of 95% , the resuls of the granularity
adjustm ent and the m om ent m atching approach do not di ermuch, although di erences
appear to becom e lJarger w ith an increasing portfolio size and higher correlation.

1Upon request, an M SE xcelsheet w ith in plem entations of the algorithm s can be obtained from the
author.



A sthenumbersin Tabl 2 show , thee ectsdescribed forthe case ofam oderate con dence
Jevel becom e much m ore pronounced when we consider a very high con dence lkevel lke
99.9% . In particular, n case of high correlation the di erences between the results w ith

n 50 | 250 | 1000 || 50 | 250 | 1000
Approach: = 005 =02
Binom al 4 9 21 4 9 21
G ranularty adjustment | 6 | 15 50 9 | 38 | 148
M om ent m atching 7| 16 47 10| 33 | 118

Tabl 2:99.9% —critical values for PD tests of hypothesisp  0:01.

the granularity approach and the m om ent m atching approach respectively cannot be
any longer neglected. Since the granularity adjistm ent is based on an approxin ation
procedure in the tail of the loss distrbution, whereas the m om ent m atching com es from
an approxin ation in the center ofthe distridbution, the granularity adjistm ent results w i1l
In generalbe the m ore reliabl. But this observation should not be ssen as a knodk-out
criterion against the m om ent m atching since the use of high correlations lke 02 m ight
be considered being too conservative.
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