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A SSO C IAT ED W IT H A \G LA SSY P O T EN T IA L": EST IM A T IO N ,

C LA SSIC A L IN FER EN C E P R O C ED U R ES A N D SO M E H EU R IST IC S
�

CH R ISTO PH ER P. CA LD ERO N y

A bstract. A variety ofresearchers [15,22,27,29,31,33]have successfully obtained the pa-

ram etersoflow-dim ensionaldi�usion m odelsusing the data thatcom esoutofatom istic sim ulations.

Thisnaturally raisesa variety ofquestions aboute�cientestim ation,goodness-of-�ttests,and con-

�dence intervalestim ation. The �rstpartofthisarticle usesm axim um likelihood estim ation (M LE)

to obtain the param eters ofa di�usion m odelfrom a scalar tim e series. I address num ericalissues

associated with attem pting to realize asym ptotic statisticsresultswith m oderate sam ple sizesin the

presence ofexact and approxim ated transition densities. A pproxim ate transition densities are used

because the analytic solution ofa transition density associated with a param etric di�usion m odelis

often unknown.Iam prim arily interested in how wellthe determ inistictransition density expansions

of A��t-Sahalia capture the curvature of the transition density in (idealized) situations that occur

when one carries out sim ulations in the presence ofa \glassy" interaction potential. A ccurate ap-

proxim ation ofthe curvature ofthe transition density isdesirable because itcan be used to quantify

the goodness-of-�t ofthe m odeland to calculate asym ptotic con�dence intervals ofthe estim ated

param eters. The second partofthis paper contributes a heuristic estim ation technique forapproxi-

m ating a nonlineardi�usion m odel.A \global" nonlinearm odelisobtained by taking a batch oftim e

series and applying sim ple localm odels to portions ofthe data. I dem onstrate the technique on a

di�usion m odelwith a known transition density and on data generated by the Stochastic Sim ulation

A lgorithm [21].

K ey w ords. E�ective di�usion m odel,m ultiscaleapproxim ation,log likelihood ratio expansion,

piecewise polynom ialSD E,quasi-m axim um likelihood,stochastic process approxim ation

A M S subject classi�cations. 62M 10,82-08,82B31,82C31,82C43

1. Introduction. Com plicated system sare often approxim ated by overly sim -

pli�ed m odels. A signi�cant research e�ort has gone into attem pting to e�ciently

sum m arize the inform ation contained in a com plicated atom istic sim ulation with a

low-dim ensionale�ectivem odel[15,22,27,29,31,33].Atom isticsim ulationscontain

m any observables,an e�ective di�usion m odelaim s at representing the salient fea-

tures ofthe data in the driftcom ponentofa stochastic di�erentialequation (SDE)

and lum ping the e�ects ofthe neglected details into the noise term . The appeal

ofe�ective m odels stem s from the fact that inform ation contained in the e�ective

m odelscan easily and quickly beextracted by analyticalm ethodsorwell-established

num ericalprocedures.The idea being thatthe \truth" iscontained in the atom istic

sim ulation,but the com putationalload required to get the inform ation is so large

thatthe researcherhasa di�culttim e exploring allofthe processparam etersunder

study.

Before one attem pts to wrap e�ective m odels around the output ofan atom -

istic sim ulation,a variety ofassum ptions need to be m ade about the data and the

param etric m odel. In this paper,I obtain param eter estim ates from the classical

param etric fram ework via m axim um likelihood estim ation (M LE).Here the phrase

\classicalparam etric fram ework" refers to the fact that one uses a single fam ily of

functions(ofspeci�ed functionalform )forthedriftand di�usion coe�cientfunctions

�Thiswork waspartially supported by a Ford Foundation/N RC Fellowship
yD epartm ent of Chem ical Engineering, Princeton U niversity, Princeton, N ew Jersey 08544

(ccaldero@princeton.edu).
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ofthedi�usion SDE thatdependsonly on a �nitenum berofparam eters.Im akethe

followingassum ptionsabouttheatom isticsystem and theparam etricdi�usion m odel:

� A sm allsetoforderparam eters[46,25]thataccurately sum m arize the full

atom istic system are identi�ed and easily m easurable. The term \orderpa-

ram eter" isused to referto theobservablesm odeled in thee�ectivedi�usion

SDE.

� The param etricm odelisuniquely identi�able.

� Theexacttransition density oftheparam etricm odelhasalloftheregularity

propertiesthatm ake M LE attractive. Nam ely itisthe asym ptotically m ost

e�cientestim atorin thesensethattheproperly norm alized param eterdistri-

bution associated with theprocedureconvergesto a norm aldistribution with

thesm allestasym ptoticvariance(in \nonergodic"situationsthisassum ption

isrelaxed).

� Thetrueparam etervalueadm itsa contiguousneighborhood and theprocess

allowsfora quadraticexpansion ofthe log likelihood ratio 1.

� The dynam ics of the order param eters can be adequately described by a

di�usion SDE.

� The drift and di�usion coe�cient ofthe e�ective SDE are suitably sm ooth

(to be m ore speci�c assum e the functions are in�nitely di�erentiable with

respect to the param eters and state,but this can be relaxed substantially)

and the driftcom ponentofthe SDE com esfrom the gradientofan e�ective

potential[15,31]. Even ifthe orderparam eterbeing considered isgoverned

by a glassy potential(this term is described in section 2),a sm ooth drift

coe�cientfunction can be used to sum m arizekey featuresofthefreeenergy

landscape 2.

The�rstitem isextrem elyim portantand isan activeareaofresearchin ourgroup

[46],butwillnotbeaddressed in thisarticle.Thenexttwo assum ptionsallow oneto

trust the param eterestim ates and allowsone hope for checking ifsom e asym ptotic

resultsassociated with M LE [28,48,50]hold forthesam plesizesused.The�fth item

isbrie
y addressed in the �nalapplication ofthe second partofthis paperwhere I

estim ate the param etersofa di�usion approxim ation ofa jum p process(the m odel

ofthe reduction ofnitric oxide on a platinum surface given in [41]isrevisited).The

�nalissue isconcerned with \m odelm isspeci�cation" [50],dealing with thisissue is

im portantifthee�ectivem odelisto beofany practicaluse.I�rstobtain param eter

estim ates assum ing the �nalitem holds,but in section 4.3 classicaltechniques for

testing thisassum ption a posteriori are outlined. Som e nonparam etric goodness-of-

�ttestsarebettersuited forpracticalim plem entation [12,26],butclassicaltestsare

ofinterestbecausethetestsused quantify how wellatransition density approxim ation

m atchesthe curvatureofthe true density.

In orderto use M LE one m usthave an approxim ation ofthe transition density

ofthe di�usion process.Unfortunately,form any SDE’sthe transition density isnot

availablein closed-form soonem ustresortto som eapproxim ation ofthedensity.The

estim ation techniquespresented are intended forapplication to interesting atom istic

system s(e.g.a tim eseriesthatcom esfrom a m oleculardynam icssim ulation),butin

1These term s are brie
y introduced in section 4,consult van der Vaart [48]chapters 5-8 for a

clear detailed treatm ent
2 Forexam ple the globalm inim um value ofthe sm ooth e�ective free energy surface isthe sam e

as that ofthe m ore com plicated glassy surface
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thispapertoy m odelsare studied in orderto system atically study the consequences

ofusing the transition density expansionsofA��t-Sahalia [3,4]in som e large sam ple

statisticsapplications.O urresearch group hashad successin applying som eofthese

ideas to actualatom istic system s,but this paper’s m ain concern is in determ ining

exactlyhow m uch inform ation can beextracted from thetransition densityexpansions

in controlled exam ples intended to m im ic scenarios encountered in som e m ultiscale

applications.

The rem ainderofthispaperisorganized asfollows: Section 2 reviewsthe m ul-

tiscale applicationsthatm otivated thisstudy. Section 3 laysoutthe m odelsystem s

used. Section 4 outlines the techniques and estim ation tools used in the presence

of\contam inated" 3 data and transition densities. Section 21 outlines a sim ple es-

tim ation procedure that can be used to study m ultiscale system s that satisfy the

assum ptions stated above. Section 6 contains the num ericalresults and discussion

and the �nalsection givestheconclusion and outlook.

2. M otivation. A situation encountered often in spin glasses[34],protein fold-

ing [25],and zeolites [10]is that ofa harm onic \glassy" potentialenergy surface 4.

Thatisto say,when one looksata free-energy surfacefrom a distance,the shape of

the freeenergy surfaceisroughly parabolic.W hen onelooksclosely atthe detailsof

the surface however,one sees m any bum ps in the surface (see �gure 3.1). In m any

applications,itisbelieved thatthe orderparam eterofthe process\funnels" itsway

down to the globalm inim um ofthe free energy surface [25]in the long tim e lim it.

Current com putationalpower does not always allow one to carry out an atom istic

sim ulation long enough to observe such a phenom ena because the order param eter

can gettrapped in a localm inim a. Som etim esone can reach the globalfree energy

m inim a by increasing the tem perature param eter ofthe sim ulation [18,13]. W hen

this occurs,the force binding the order param eter to the globalm inim um stillhas

a \bum py" potentialassociated with it(butthe m agnitude ofthe bum psissm aller

because ofthe new tem perature scale). Ireferto thishypotheticalcase assituation

I.

Another com m only encountered scenario is one where the order param eter is

trapped in a free energy wellwhich isnotthe globalm inim um ofthe surface.M any

applications require system inform ation at low tem peratures,ruling out the sim ple

techniquem entioned in thepreviousparagraph.Ifthetem peratureofthesystem isso

low thaton thetim escaleoftheatom isticsim ulation thattheorderparam eterappears

to be approxim ately bound by a sm ooth (butnotnecessarily harm onic)potentialin

a neighborhood ofthe localm inim a,then Iwillreferto thiscaseassituation II.

Classic statisticalm echanics m odels usually assum e that the noise around the

localm inim a is state independent. This assum ption does not hold in a variety of

interesting system s,[31,15]so in allm odelsIconsiderthereisstatedependentnoise

in the process. The estim ation techniques presented in this paper dealwith both

situationsdescribed in the preceding paragraphs.

3Thisterm isused to convey the factthatoneknowsthatthe true data doesnotfollow the exact

proposed param etric m odel
4Thisestim ation strategy wasdeveloped in orderto accurately m easure the curvature ofcom pli-

cated free energy surfaces associated with atom istic sim ulations. Ifthe location(s) ofthe dom inant

free energy wells are known by theory or sim ulation m ethods,then the estim ation m ethods shown

here can be used to m easurethe curvature atthe wellm inim a which can in turn be usefulforgetting

inform ation about transition pathways [14]. Ifone also has knowledge ofwhere the saddles are and

a protocolfor starting m eaningfulsim ulations around the saddle point then the m ethods presented

can also be used to determ ine the curvature ofthe unstable state points.
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3. M odelSystem s. To idealize situation Iand II,data isgenerated from two

fam iliesofSDE’s.This�rstfam ily ism eantto m im ic situation Iand hasthe form :

dX t =

�

� (� �X t)+ � sin
�
(X t��)!2�

��

dt+ �
p
X tdW t(3.1)

The second fam ily idealizessituation IIand takesthe form :

dX t =

�

� (� �X t)+ 4
 (� �X t)
3
�

dt+ �
p
X tdW t(3.2)

The param eters are set to � = 20,� = � = 4,and ! = 1

3
throughout. The

param eters� and 
 take the values(0,15,60,200)and (0,1
400

). Ireferto these cases

assituationsIA-D and situationsIIA-B respectively.The situation where 
 and �

areboth zero isknown asthe Cox-Ingersoll-Ross(CIR)m odeland isone ofthe rare

situationswherean SDE with nonlinearcoe�cientshasan explicitsolution [3].Iuse

this exam ple because it illustratesm ean reversion,it dem onstratesstate dependent

noiseand m ostim portantly hasan exactclosed-form transition density which can be

used to help determ ine why a transition density approxim ation isfailing.

Figures 3.1 and 3.2 plot the potentialenergy surfaces for the cases studied. In

allcases,sam ple pathsofthe above processesare sim ulated using the explicitEuler

schem e [30]with a step size �t= 2 �9 given data starting from the invariantdensity

associated with situation IA.Thedataisobserved every 16th step yieldingaconstant

observation window spaced by �tobs = 2�5 tim e units (in Situation IA-C the data

is also sam pled every 64th step giving �tobs = 2�3 ). Each plot and graph that are

grouped togetherin thispaperused the sam e Brownian trajectoriesin orderto sim -

ulate paths(the only di�erence between the sam ple pathsiscaused by the di�erent

driftcoe�cients)in orderto reducevariation dueto random num berdraws.

Forthe�rstpartofthispaper,thedatagenerated by theSDE’saboveism odeled

by the CIR class:

dX t = �(� �X t)dt+ �
p
X tdW t(3.3)

Forthe second partofthispaper,the following param etricfam ily isused:

dX t =

�

a+ b(X t�X o)

�

dt+

�

c+ d(X t�X o)

�

dW t(3.4)

W here X o isuserspeci�ed;the param etervectorsare estim ated by techniquesasso-

ciated with m axim um likelihood in allcases.

Thesecond term sin thedriftcoe�cientofthedata generatingprocessesareused

to determ ine how robustthe estim atorisagainstm odelm isspeci�cation [50,42,9].

The perturbation term sare notm odeled because itassum ed thattheirtrue (orap-

proxim ate)functionalform are com pletely unknown and the interestisprim arily in

the sm ooth noise and m ean reversion param eters (�;�;�). O fcourse the presence

ofthese extra term sa�ectthe estim ation ofthe param eters,itisshown in section 6

that the e�ects induced by these perturbation param etersa�ectthings consistently

with whata physicistofchem istwould intuitively anticipate.Theinteresting feature

dem onstrated in theaforem entioned section isquantitatively how theM LE procedure

carried outwith varioustransition density approxim ationsrespond to these pertur-

bation param etersin relation to the exacttransition density.

The reason forstudying the �rsttwo idealized m odelsystem sstem s from a de-

sire to carefully num erically quantify how the M LE procedure with approxim ated
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Fig. 3.1. Situation I Potential Potentialenergy function used to determ ine drift with
� = (0;15;60;200).The insetshowsthe em pirically m easured invariantdistribution forthe
fourvaluesof� used (with obviouscorrespondencebetween thefourcases);thedistributions
areshown only to giveonean idea ofhow thedi�erentparam etervaluesa�ectthelong-term
dynam ics(M LE param etersonly depend on the observation frequency).

transition density perform sin tasksbeyond pointparam eterestim ation.The results

obtained areofcoursespeci�c to the m odeland param etervaluesused,howeverone

can alwaysobtain the param etersofa param etricdi�usion m odelusing observations

from the particularsystem being studied and then carry outan idealized setoftests

sim ilar to the ones presented here by using established SDE path sim ulation tech-

niques[30].

The�nalm odelpresented isoneforthereduction ofnitricoxide(N O )by hydro-

gen gason a platinum (Pt)surface.The m echanism isasfollows[47]:

N O
k1
! N O

y

N O
y k2
! N O

H 2 + N O
y k3
!

1

2
N 2 + H 2O

(3.5)

N O y representsN O absorbed onto the Ptsurface;thism echanism isused with

G illespie’sStochasticSim ulation Algorithm (SSA)[21]techniquein ordertoconstruct

stochasticevolution rulesfortheam ountofN O in thesystem atany given tim e.This

m odelisused becauseitexhibitsnonlinearm ean reversionwith statedependentnoise.

The jum p processisknown to convergeweakly to a di�usion with a cubic driftterm
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Fig.3.2. Situation II Potential Potentialenergy function used to determ ine drift with
(
 = 0; 1

400
)along with insetofcorresponding invariantsdistributions(the narrower distri-

bution correspondsto the nonlinearperturbation case)

as the system size param eter (denoted by N m olecules) increases [21,1]. This yields

another \situation II" type scenario,but now the data generating process is not a

genuinedi�usion 5.Theparam eterk3 issetto anum ericalvalueof4,theotherm odel

param etersused aregiven in [41].In the�nalpartofthispaper,theparam etersofthe

assum ed m odelareextracted in the \sm allm olecule" case(N m olecules = 3600).This

value is chosen because sim ple visualinspection indicates that the process has not

yetconverged to a di�usion (�tobs = 2�5 )with thism olecularpopulation size,so the

exactfunctionalform ofthedi�usion m odelisunknown.A \global" 6 estim ateofthe

di�usion approxim ation ofthe actualprocessisobtained using techniquespresented

in the second partofthispaperand the invariantdensity ofthe obtained nonlinear

di�usion m odeliscom pared to thatofthe actualSSA processin section 6.

5Itshould bepointed outthatsom eapproxim ationsoftheaboveprocessby a di�usion m odel[21]

use asm any Brownian driving term sasthere are elem entary reaction steps;ourblack-box approach

only uses one Brownian term for each state com ponent (in this paper the noise contribution ofthe

individualreaction events are lum ped into a single noise term ).
6A ctually one can only estim ate the function for state points visited, m aking global a slight

m isnom er (hence the quotes). O ne is always free to extrapolate the coe�cient functions and get a

genuine globaldi�usion approxim ation ifone som ehow knows beforehand that the state points in

the tim e series are adequately representative ofthe entire portion ofphase space having signi�cant

probability m assin the in�nite tim e lim it.
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4. StatisticalTools. In the beginning ofthissection,som eclassicalstatistical

toolsrelevantto thisstudy areoutlined.Thetoolsareonly brie
y de�ned,references

aregiven throughoutwhich com prehensivelydescribethedetailsofthetheoryapplied.

Thetoolsbelow areapplied to theestim ation oftheparam etersassociated with both

stationary and \nonergodic" 7 tim e series.

M LE’s im portance 8 stem s from the fact that one needs som e kind ofgeneric

m etric by which to judge a wide classofparam etric m odelsby. In situationswhere

theunderlyingtransition densitysatis�esasetofregularityassum ptions[48],itisvery

appealing because it providesa consistentestim ator with the m inim um asym ptotic

variance. Ifone has a reliable estim ate ofthe underlying transition density,then

one can som etim es (in the stationary ergodic distribution case [28]) determ ine the

asym ptotic param eterdistribution with a sim ple determ inistic integral[24,38].O ne

can also generateteststatisticsbased on outputoftheM LE procedurewhich can be

used to assesthe goodness-of-�tofthe param etricm odel[50].

Next,an optim alsim plehypothesistestisintroduced.Speci�cally,thetransition

density expansionsareused in orderto create the Neym an-Pearson teststatistic [8].

A sim ple hypothesistestisusefulwhen one wantsto testthe statisticalsigni�cance

ofthe m agnitude ofthe changesin e�ective m odelparam eterswhen one addsm ore

featurestotheunderlyingatom isticsim ulation (e.g.onewould liketodeterm ineifthe

changesin thee�ectivem odelaresigni�cantwhen theparam etersareestim ated from

theoutputofatom isticsim ulationsthatuseapotentialwith and withoutelectrostatic

interactions).

Itisalready known thatthesim plem odelsthatarewrapped around thedata do

notfaithfully representthe exactsystem dynam ics.In section 4.3,m ethodsthatcan

be used to quantify how closely the proposed param etric m odels representthe data

are reviewed. In section 4.4,a heuristic m ethod thatcan be used in the nonergodic

caseforobtaining param eteruncertainty estim atesispresented.

4.1. M axim um Likelihood B asics. In orderto avoid technicalcom plications,

itisassum ed throughoutthatthe exact distribution associated with the param etric

m odeladm its a density whose logarithm is wellde�ned alm osteverywhere and the

logarithm ofthe density is continuously twice di�erentiable. The principalofm ax-

im um likelihood is based on m axim izing the following integralwith respect to the

param eter�:

Z




f(x;�)log

�

f(x;�)

�

dQ(4.1)

In the above equation,Q correspondsto the m easure ofthe underlying probability

space,f(x;�)correspondsto the Radon-Nikodym derivative(consult[32,50])ofthe

law ofthe random variablex with respectto the underlying probability spaceand x

correspondsto a discretely sam pled tim e series(of�nite length = M ).Assum e that

ifthe m easure ofa setunderQ iszero itim plies thatthe m easure ofthe setunder

P� is also zero (the phrase \P� is absolutely continuous with respect to Q " is used

7 This term isintended to describe situations where the param eter distribution associated with

an estim ation schem e is not asym ptotically norm ally distributed (with a determ inistic covariance

m atrix);this can occur ifthe sam ple size isitselfrandom orifthe tim e seriesisnonstationary [6].
8In practiceoneusually dealswith a quasi-m axim um likelihood estim ate.Thedi�erencebetween

the two isdescribed in section 4.3
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to describe this situation). Let P� :=
R




f(x;�)dQ . For discrete M arkovian m odels,

f(x;�)can readily calculated by the following form ula [24]:

f(x;�)= f(x0)

M �1Y

n= 1

f(xnjxn�1 ;�)(4.2)

In theaboveequation f(xnjxn�1 ;�)representstheconditionalprobability (tran-

sition density)ofobserving xn given the observation xn�1 . In practice,one usually

takes a �nite sam ple ofdata and presents this data to a M onte Carlo schem e that

ism eantto approxim ate the integralin equation 4.1 and �ndsthe param etervalues

thatyield the m axim um value. In whatfollows,the function below isreferred to as

the log likelihood function (assum ethroughoutthatxo hasa Diracdistribution):

L� :=

MX

i= 1

log

�

f(xijxi�1 ;�)

�

(4.3)

Underourassum ptionsonehas 9 the following:

p
M (� � �̂)

P
�̂

=) N (0;F �1 )

W here in the above �̂ is the \true" param eter ofthe m odel; � represents the

param eterestim ated with a �nite tim e seriesoflength M ;
P
�̂

=) denotesconvergence

in distribution [48,24]under P
�̂
; N (0;F �1 ) denotes a norm aldistribution with

m ean zero and covariance m atrix F �1 . For a correctly speci�ed m odel,F 10 can

be estim ated in a variety ofways [50,38]. Various conditions can be tested to see

ifasym ptotic results are relevant for the �nite sam ple sizes used [48,38]. In this

articlesam plesizesarem oderate,butgood agreem entwith som eclassicalasym ptotic

predictions[50]isobserved.W hen a closed-form transition density isin hand onecan

determ inistically calculateF in the stationary ergodiccase 11.

In practice,m axim um likelihood doesfailspectacularly forsom e sim ple m odels

becauseofsingularitiesthatcan beobserved with thelog likelihood function 12.The

classicalexam ple isthe following: one assum esthata distribution isa m ixture two

G aussianswhosevariance2 (0;1 ).Then the�nitesam pleM LE failsto existin this

sim ple case(see [8,48]fora m orein depth discussion)13.

9Thisactually holdsunder less stringentregularity assum ptions [48]
10Iwilladhere to com m on convention and callthisthe Fisherinform ation m atrix
11In the stationary ergodic case, if one has a tim e series (x1;:::;xM ) then one can ig-

nore the initial distribution in the \in�nite M " lim it. If the state is n-dim ensional, then

one can approxim ate the Fisher inform ation by a 2 � n dim ensional determ inistic integral�

F �
R @log(f(xjxo ;̂�))

@�

@log(f(xjxo ;̂�))

@�

T

f(xjxo;�̂)dxd�(xo)

�

,where d�(xo) is the invariant distribu-

tion ofthe process (which in the scalar case can usually be readily calculated in closed-form from

the coe�cients ofthe param etric SD E [26]). The di�culties encountered in the nonstationary tim e

seriessituation isanalogousto the situation ofusing the M etropolisalgorithm to sam plephase space

[18];in principle a determ inistic integralcould be evaluated,but with current com putationalpower

quadrature isnotpossible due to the high dim ensionality ofthe problem
12R ecallthisterm im pliesa �nite sam ple size approxim ation to equation 4.1
13 In practice,one can partially rem edy thissituation by �nding a localm inim a using a variantof

the technique outlined in section 4.4,butthe new com erto M LE should be aware thatsom e failures

ofM LE [37]are not as easy to rem edy,especially when one has data that does not com e from the

assum ed param etric m odelclass
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Theaforem entioned pointbringsustoan im portantobservation contained in this

paper. Itis wellknown thatthe transition density associated with a di�usion SDE

can besolved through a corresponding PDE (via theK olm ogorov equations[4]).O ne

can often prove thatthe density ofthe processhasthe regularity propertiesneeded

to m ake exact M LE successful(a priori regularity bounds associated with the log

likelihood function is trickier) via techniques ofharm onic analysis [43],but m any

usefulpropertiesdeterm ined by analytic techniquesare only applicable to the exact

transition density.Approxim ationstothetransition density areneeded in caseswhere

the transition density isnotavailable in closed-form . The approxim ationsprovided

by A��t-Sahalia’s Herm ite expansion [3,4]are usefulfor obtaining point param eter

estim ates,can capturethecurvatureofthetransition density enough to approxim ate

param eterdistributions,and are som etim esaccurate enough to create teststatistics

needed forsom ehypothesistests.However,when oneusesderivativesoftheexpansion

forcreating W ald orRao 14 teststatistics[8]itcan introduce spurioussingularities

which com plicatessqueezing alloftheinform ation thatistheoretically possiblefrom

M LE.I use the \Euler" estim ator as a crude transition density approxim ation to

dem onstrate som e pointsin thispaper 15. Itiswellknown thatthe Eulerestim ator

is signi�cantly biased [40],this fact helped to initiate a 
ood oftransition density

approxim ationsin recentyears[3,4,5,7,19,44](justto m ention a few).

4.2. O ptim al B inary A lternative H ypothesis Testing: T he N eym an-

Pearson Lem m a. In this section it is assum ed that one has a data set and two

param etervectors.Assum ethatoneparam etervectoristhe\nullhypothesis"and the

otherparam etervectoristhe\alternative".ThetypeIerrorprobability isde�ned as

theprobability ofrejectingthenullhypothesiswhen in factthenullistrue(classically

denoted by �). The power of a test against the alternative is the probability of

rejecting the nullhypothesis when in fact the alternative is true. An optim altest

statisticcan befound which fora speci�ed � m axim izesthepower[8].To createthe

teststatisticde�ne the likelihood ratio by L :=
f(x;�A lt)

f(x;�N u ll)
;

one rejects the nullifL > �N P where �N P is a scalar value that allows the

equality
R

L > �N P

f(x;�N ull)dx = �

In thecontextofm ultiscalesystem scom putations,thistestisreallyonlypractical

forstationary ergodicdistributions(orfororderparam etersthataretrapped forthe

duration of a sim ulation in a localfree energy m inim a), but it provides us with

insightasto how wellthe transition density captures the likelihood ratio ofnearby

param eterpoints.Applicationsshown laterrequire a highly accurateapproxim ation

ofthe likelihood ratio.

4.3. G oodness-of-�t and M odelM isspeci�cation. It is possible to test if

thelog likelihood function isconsistentwith theproposed m odelstructureby testing

14These test are concerned with using the Fisher inform ation m atrix as a norm alizing m atrix to

create a �2 statistic. Both tests can be used to construct con�dence ellipsoids around param eter

estim ates [48,24,8]
15This estim ator is m otivated by the Euler SD E sim ulation path technique [30]. O ne assum es

thatfora given observation pair(xn ;xn+ 1)thata norm aldistribution can be used whose standard

deviation isgiven by thedi�usion coe�cientevaluated atx n tim esthesquarerootofthetim ebetween

successiveobservations(
p
�t)and theconditionalm ean isgiven by applying thedeterm inisticexplicit

Eulerschem e to the driftcoe�cient given x n
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the following condition [50]:

FH essian :=
@2L

@�2
= �F O P

W herethe Hessian isevaluated at �̂ and FO P isde�ned by:

FO P :=
1

M

MX

i= 1

@log(f(xijxi�1 ;�̂))

@�

@log(f(xijxi�1 ;�̂))

@�

T

In theabove,thesuperscriptT denotesthetransposition operation,FO P isthe\outer

product" m atrix. For correctly speci�ed m odels,both F O P and �F H essian [24]are

valid estim atesofF . W hen a closed-form expansion isin hand,these quantitiesare

easily com putableafterthe optim alparam eterislocated.

Forrealdata itisoverly optim istic to expectto be able to exactly param eterize

the density ofthe process with a Euclidean param eter vector. However,in som e

situations it is m eaningfulto attem pt to projectthe data onto the proposed m odel

structure[9,50]yieldingaQ uasi-M axim um Likelihood Estim ator(Q M LE).W hen the

truedensitydoesnotliein theproposedparam etricm odelclass,onecanstillm axim ize

theintegralin equation 4.1yieldingtheestim atorthatm inim izestheK ullbeck-Leibler

distance[32,42].Underassum ptionslaid outin [50],thisQ M LE convergestoanorm al

distribution in the in�nite sam plelim it:

p
M (� � �̂)

P
�̂

=) N (0;C)

Them atrix C (:= F
�1

H essian
FO P F

�1

H essian
)replacesF �1 .Thisfactcan beused to test

the goodness-of-�tgiven the data and the optim alparam etervectorvia the Rao or

W ald teststatistic[50,8].Them ethodologylaid outin [50]iscom prehensiveand pow-

erful,butin ordertodevelop techniqueswhich can beaccessed by thediverseaudience

involved in m ultiscale m odeling,algorithm savailable in standard packages/libraries

(M ATLAB,IM SL)areem ployed .

4.4. Le C am ’sM ethod and Likelihood R atio Expansions(LA Q ). Lucien

LeCam wasam ajorcontributortoavarietyofim portantasym ptoticstatisticsresults

[35,36,38];one ofhis m ajorcontributionswasconcerned with Locally Asym ptotic

Q uadratic(LAQ )expansionsofthe log likelihood ratio (llr).Denote the llrsym boli-

cally by �h;M (�).Itisgiven (fordiscreteM arkovian m odels)by:

�h;M (�)= L�+ �M h �L �

Here M isagain the length ofthe tim esseries;h isa vectorperturbation with the

sam edim ensionality as�;�M isa m atrix thatscalestheperturbation and L� denotes

thellrevaluated at�;forlateruselethM := �M h.W hen theassum ptionsbehind LAQ

hold [28,38],onecan asym ptotically approxim atetheabovestatisticalexperim entby

a norm allim itexperim ent 16. Ifone isin a neighborhood ofthe true param eter(̂�)

the LAQ conditionsim ply

�h;M (̂�)�(hT
M SM (̂�)�

1

2
h
T
M W M (̂�)hM )

16See [48,38]for a clear introduction to this topic,consult [28]for an application to tim e series

analysis
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converges (in P
�̂
probability) to 0. In the above expressions,when �h;M (�) is

twice di�erentiable with respectto �,SM (�)and �W M (�)play the role ofthe �rst

and second derivative (respectively)ofthe llr [28]17 with respectto the param eter

vector.

Thecontiguity condition isa generalization oftheconceptofabsolutecontinuity

[23];itallowsone to determ ine the asym ptotic distribution of\nearby" experim ents

which issom etim esusefulforconstructing hypothesistests.Denote the true param -

eterby �̂ and let~� be contained in a �M � neighborhood of �̂.Ifcontiguity existsin

the experim ent,it[48]im pliesthe following lim itdistribution:

�h;M (~�)
P
�̂

=) N

�

�
1

2
h
T
M W M (~�)hM ;h

T
M W M (~�)hM

�

(4.4)

The llr is ofinterest to us because it provides a m ethod for taking a classical

param etricm odeland producing a scalarrandom variablewhich hasthe abovelim it

distribution in the LAQ case (the practicalutility ofthis theory is realized ifthe

abovenorm aldistribution can beused to reliably approxim atethem orecom plicated

distribution ofthe llr associated with the proposed param etric m odelfor m oderate

sam plesizes[36]).

There are m any otherim portantim plicationsofLAQ ,the m ethod is only used

in thispaperto quantify theuncertainty associated with a nonergodictim eseries.In

thestationaryergodiccasethem atrix W M (̂�)coincideswith determ inisticquantity F

shown earlier,fornonergodic m odelsthe m atrix isitselfa random variable.Irepeat

the construction in LeCam chapter6 [38]herein orderto show how oneusesthellr

in orderto estim ateW M (̂�)(which can beused to roughly approxim atethevariance

ofthe lim it param eter distribution). To sim plify the situation,assum e that one is

already within a �M neighborhood of�̂ (thisneighborhood iscentered at~� )and set

the m atrix �M = 1
p
M
Id where Id isthe identity m atrix. Suppose � 2 R

k,then one

takesa basissetofRk (denote thissetby fb1;:::;bkg)and evaluates:

�h;M (~� + �M (bi+ bj))

fori;j= 1;:::;k;the com ponentsofW M (~�)areestim ated by

W M (~�)ij �
� [�h;M (~� + �M (bi + bj))� �h;M (~� + �M (bi))� �h;M (~� + �M (bj))]

bibj
(4.5)

UndertheLAQ assum ptions,onecan claim thatW M (~�)
P
�̂

=) W M (̂�)asM tends

to in�nity . The theory shown here (developed by Le Cam )ispurely an asym ptotic

one,howeverifoneobservesthattherelation in equation 4.4 holds,itgivesonem ore

con�dence when equation 4.5 is em ployed to approxim ate the quadratic expansion

ofthe llr. In the situation where W M (~�) is random (as it willbe in som e ofthe

applications presented),one needs to repeat this procedure for a variety ofpaths
18 and then take expectations in order to get a rough estim ate ofthe asym ptotic

17 This view is convenient forgiving an intuitive interpretation,but a classicalTaylor expansion

of� h;M (~�)m ay failto exist;however the LAQ \derivative" can stillbe de�ned
18 In practice one m ay nothave enough pathsfrom an atom istic sim ulation to realize asym ptotic

statisticsresults.Ifa di�usion m odelistruly valid,one isalwaysfreeto usethe param etersobtained

from a sm allsam ple in order to sim ulate additionalpaths [30],then use this inform ation to create

asym ptotic errorbounds associated with \perfect" data.
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param eterdistribution associated with thecollection ofsam plepaths.Theestim ation

m ethodsthatusetheLAQ expansionsarepurelyheuristic,thetheorydevelopedabove

is proved in great detailfor independent random variables;asym ptotic statem ents

aboutthellrassociated with generalM arkov chainsareharderto m ake[36,45].The

potentialapplications ofthese types ofideas in m ultiscale applications are m erely

shown via num ericalresultsin thispaper.

5. LocalPolynom ialD i�usion M odels. Thusfar,them ain concern hasbeen

approxim atingthetransition density and quantifyingthegoodness-of-�tofoursim ple

m odels to the data. For the rem ainder ofthis section assum e that the data can

adequately be described by som e arbitrary nonlinear e�ective SDE.Recall, I am

workingundertheassum ption thateven ifthetrueunderlyingpotentialenergysurface

isrugged,asm ooth m odelofthedriftand di�usion coe�cientscan beused toreliably

approxim ate certain features of the free energy surface. In statisticalm echanics,

som etim esa lim ittheory existsforwhatthelargesam plesystem ’se�ectivedynam ics

convergeto [20].Unfortunately,form any interesting system s,the functionalform of

the driftand di�usion coe�cientsare com pletely unknown. O urresearch group has

used thelabel\equation freem ethods" [29]to describea setofnum ericalprocedures

thathavebeen designed to dealwith a situation whereonehasa sim ulation protocol

thatisbelieved to contain usefulinform ation and theinform ation in thesim ulation is

believed to bedescribableby an e�ectiveequation (with sm ooth coe�cients),butthe

equation isunavailablein closed form .Theearly versionsofthisprocedureused least

squaresapproxim ation in orderto getderivativeinform ation.W ithin the lastcouple

ofyears,ourgroup hasextended theestim ation procedureto m atch locallinearSDE

m odels (both vector and scalar)to the output ofsim ulation data. The param etric

m odelsproposed areofthe type given in equation 3.4.M LE and Q M LE aregreatly

facilitated bythedeterm inisticlikelihood expansionsdeveloped byA��t-Sahalia[2,3,5]
19.

Conceptually,Iam justtakingadvantageofthefactthattheaccurateA��t-Sahalia

Herm ite expansion allowsusto generalize the piecewise-polynom ial(pp)conceptto

di�usion SDE m odels. Since Iposit the existence ofa sm ooth underlying e�ective

di�usion m odel,the drift and di�usion coe�cient functions are �t locally to linear

m odels.O neisfreeto usea fairly broad classofpolynom ialsin thescalarcasewith a

variantofA��t-Sahalia’sexpansion [5],butourfuturework isconcerned with applying

thetechniquesin thispaperto thevectorcase.In thatsituation,a higherorderpoly-

nom ialofunknown vectorfunctions is notpracticalfrom an estim ation standpoint.

O urexperiencehasshown thatifonewantsto accurately capturethem ean reversion

portion ofa nonlineare�ectivem odelthatitusually becom esnecessary to m odelthe

state dependence ofthe noise (thispointisillustrated in section 6.5). In statistical

term s,Iam sim ply just�nding the Q M LE estim ate ofthe param etric m odelshown

in equation 3.4.Howevera variety ofpracticalquestionsarise:

� How doesone determ ineifthe estim ated m odelism eaningful?

� In the case where an approxim ate transition density isused to estim ate pa-

19 D eterm inistic expansionsare usefulbecause one can quickly carry outparam eter optim ization

and can easily evaluatethefunctionalsneeded to carry outvariationsofM LE in situationswhereM LE

fails[38,28].A notherobviousadvantageisthatin thecaseofstationary ergodicdistributionsonecan

easily carry outa determ inistic quadrature and determ ine the asym ptotic param eterdistributionsin

situations where the param eter distributions converge to a norm alrandom variable
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ram eters,how sensitiveistheQ M LE projection to thequality oftheapprox-

im ation?

� How doesonechoosethesizeoftheneighborhood wherea locallinearm odel

isvalid?

� How does one piece together the localm odels in order to create a global

nonlineare�ectivedi�usion m odel?

The �rst issue is readily handled by the theory discussed earlier. The second

issue is concerned with sem iparam etric estim ation and robust statistics. These are

im portant and active area ofresearch in statistics [9,48](and in the future could

m ake greatcontributionsto m ultiscale m odeling),but results are currently di�cult

(forthisauthor)to translateinto practicaland reliablenum ericalm ethodsassociated

with the ideas laid out here. In section 4.1 it is shown that the true m odelis not

too sensitive to \contam inated data" and this quality isretained by the expansions

ofA��t-Sahalia,howeverisnotby the overly crudeEulerestim ator.

A sim ple estim ation procedure is well-equipped to handle the third issue. The

m ethod requirestheuserto obtain a batch oftrajectoriesfrom a sim ulation.In order

tocarryoutaclassicalestim ation procedure,onem ustcreateapartition ofstatespace

where a locallinear di�usion m odelis an accurate representation ofthe underlying

nonlineardi�usion (see�gure5.1).O ncethedata setiscollected,oneisfreeto m ake

as m any partitions as desired. The sim ple idea is to only presentobservation pairs

(xn;xn+ 1) to the log likelihood function that have \xn" within the selected neigh-

borhood.Theneighborhood sizem ustbechosen to besm allenough thattheQ M LE

param etersestim atesofthe pp SDE m odelare statistically m eaningful20 and large

enough to contain enough sam ples to obtain the desired param eter accuracy (and

have asym ptotic lim its rem ain usefulforthe sam ple size). The m ain di�culty that

the m ethod facesisdeterm ining a neighborhood yielding a satisfactory com prom ise

between the two aforem entioned factors.Thisprocedureisgreatly facilitated by the

equationsofa lim itprocessifoneisknown.O therwiseonem ustusenum ericalexper-

im entation to attem ptto determ ine how sm ooth the underlying coe�cientfunctions

are(recalltheassum ption thata sim plelow-dim ensionalm odelexists).In m ultiscale

m odeling wehavetheconvenienceofcontrollingtheinitialconditionsofthe(assum ed

m eaningful)atom isticsim ulation m akingthistypeofpp SDE m odelingm orepractical

(otherwise one can only estim ate param eters around state points visited frequently

by the sam ple path). Note that this m ethod m akes the tim e series length itselfa

random variable. In addition,m any applications ofthis idea lead to estim ation of

a nonstationary tim e series. It has already been noted earlier that it is com puta-

tionally di�cult to calculate the Fisher inform ation m atrix in these circum stances.

ThesefactsindicatethattheLAQ likelihood ratio approxim ation m ightbeuseful.It

should be noted thatoptim altests rarely existin this type ofsituation,howeverin

the estim ation literature som e heuristic techniques have been recom m ended [6,17].

Thetechnicaldetailsofthesem ethodsrequiresom efairly specialized argum entsand

due to thisauthor’signorance ofboth recentdevelopm entsand the m ore im portant

aspectsofthe theory,goodness-of-�ttestsareavoided in thissituation 21.

20 The goodness-of-�t techniques presented in the previous section can check this, however in

practice thisprocedure greatly bene�ts from m odern nonparam etric techniques [26,12]
21Before proceeding,Iwould like to explicitly point out that ifone has an initialdistribution of

points clustered near each other initially and as tim e proceeds the ensem ble m ean slowly \funnels"

its way down to globalor localm inim a,then the problem is slightly easier because one only needs

to determ ine the boundary ofthe \righthand end points" ofthe collection oftim e series.The point

stressed is that data only needs to be collected once and a statistically analyzed on or o�-line (the
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In regardsto the �nalitem ,Im erely presenttwo sim plistic m ethods ofpiecing

togetherourlocalm odelsin section 21.Ialso dem onstrate thatthe LAQ expansion

can give a usefulquanti�cation ofparam eter uncertainty for our toy m odels. The

inform ation contained in an LAQ approxim ation can be used in m ore sophisticated

\m atching" schem es. Again this area is welloutside ofthis author’s research area;

ifthe problem athand isofany realsigni�cance one should consult[11,16,49]for

m odern m atching techniques,but at som e stage one willalm ost certainly have to

appealto som eform ofheuristics(a.k.a.,\theartofnum ericalcom putation").

5.1. R elevance to M ultiscale N um ericalM ethods. Thedetailsofthetools

used m ay obscure their utility in m ultiscale m odeling,so the connection is sum m a-

rized here. The com putationalload to carry outa fullsim ulation is too great,so a

di�usion approxim ation ism ade which hopesto capture the relevantinform ation in

theunderlying m odel.G oodness-of-�ttestsareneeded to quantify thequality ofthe

approxim ation. Ifthe m odelisfound to be statistically acceptable,then one would

beinterested in the con�denceintervalsassociated with theestim ate.Di�erentstate

pointshavedi�erentlevelsofnoise;havingareliablem ethod fortheoretically predict-

ing param eteruncertainty as a function ofsam ple size atdi�erent state points can

assistonein designing\e�cientexperim ents"becauseonecan allocatecom putational

resourcesin an intelligentm anor. Q M LE isa nice toolforachieving allthese tasks,

howeveritcan failifitisfollowed \verbatim ",especially when one usesan approx-

im ation ofthe transition density. Estim atorsbased on llrm ethodsare appealing in

situations where standard Q M LE fails because they are applicable to a wider class

ofproblem sand the distribution ofthe llrasym ptotically convergesto a m anageable

distribution forcertain m odelclasses[36].

6. R esultsand D iscussion. In ordertogetM LE (Q M LE)param eterestim ates

in allofthe section to follow,the IM SL Nelder-M ead search algorithm is em ployed

using the term ination criterion of5 � 10 �8 with an initialparam eter distribution

dictated by a uniform distribution around theslightly biased (+ 10% )trueparam eter

valuesin the casesofknown orapproxim ately known m odelsand from an assum ed

lim itprocessin the �nalapplication.

6.1. M axim um Likelihood Estim ation R esults. Tables6.1 and 6.2 report

theem pirically m easured m ean and standard deviation oftheparam eterdistributions

aswellasthe asym ptotic predictionsforthe standard deviation forsituation IA-D

and situation I A-C (using data spaced �t = 2�5 ;2�3 units respectively). W e see

thatas� increasesthe estim ated m ean reversion param eterdecreasesin m agnitude.

Thism akessensebecausetheparam etricm odelin equation 3.3 assum esa singlefree

energy m inim um ;asthem agnitudeofthesinewaveadded to thedriftincreases,one

experiencesa situation where the \well-depths" associated with the localm inim a of

the glassy potentialincrease,retarding the rate ofm ean reversion (centered around

the globalm inim um ).The exactm agnitude ofthise�ectdependsheavily on several

factors,som e ofwhich are: the m agnitude ofthe noise,the frequency ofthe sine

wave’s perturbation,the am plitude ofthe sine wave,and the sam pling frequency.

The last two e�ects are quanti�ed in tables 6.1 and 6.2. Inspection ofthese tables

showsthatthewhen thetrue density isused,the e�ectivem odelestim ated from the

dataisrelatively independentofthesam plingfrequency.Notethatastheobservation

frequency decreases the quality ofthe expansion (in tim e) naturally decreases,but

determ inistic expansions ofA��t-Sahalia m ake the form era possibility)



Estim ating E�ective D i�usion M odels 15

0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40
−200

−150

−100

−50

0

50

100

150

200

X

∇
 U

(x
)

Domain of Local Model 1
dX =(a +b (X -X ))dt+(c +d (X -X ))dWt o o t

1 1 1 1

t t

Domain of Local Model 2

dX =(a +b (X -X ))dt+(c +d (X -X ))dWt t o t o t

2 2 2 2

Xo

Fig.5.1.LAQ Screening M ethod Illustration A pplied to Situation II B D ata Thecircle cor-
respondsto a statepointwherea param etricm odelwasobtained using thatparticular\X o"
in the param etric m odelgiven in equation 3.4. Forsm ooth m odelsthe quality ofthe linear
approxim ation depends on the neighborhood size as wellas the curvature ofthe drift and
di�usion coe�cients (latter not shown). O nce the data is collected,one is free to vary X o

and/orthe neighborhood size where the localSD E isassum ed to m odelthe data.

even for relatively \large" tim es between sam ples A��t-Sahalia’s expansion rem ains

accurate. The quality ofthe Euler expansion is very sensitive to the tim e between

sam plesand itintroducesa signi�cantbiaseven when the\perfectdata" ispresented

to the estim ator.Icontinueto show the resultsforthe Eulerestim atordespitethese

shortcom ingsbecause in section 6.4 the estim atordem onstratesa redeem ing quality

which can beused in conjunction with thetransition density estim atorofA��t-Sahalia

in situationswherethelatterfails.Thetablesalso show thatthesam plesizeislarge

enough to partially realizeasym ptotic resultsin m ostcases.Table 6.3 showssim ilar

results; the cubic perturbation introduced into the drift results in a higher m ean

reversion rate.In section 6.4 itisdem onstrated thatifone presents\screened" data

(those observation pairs that fallwithin a sm allneighborhood centered around the

estim ated � param eter)thatthe biasintroduced by the nonlineardriftperturbation

steadily decreasesin m agnitude asthe neighborhood size decreaseswhich intuitively

m akes sense given our assum ptions. Unfortunately,this sim ple procedure createsa

m orecom plicated statisticalproblem in regardsto theoreticalparam eterdistribution

predictions because a determ inistic approxim ation ofthe param eter distribution is

m uch harderto getusing thistechnique.
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Table 6.1

Situation I P aram eter D istributions The data used to obtain the param eter distributions

was N = 2000 sam ple paths of an SD E sam pled over M = 4000 tim e intervals evenly spaced at

�t= 2�5 taken from the invariantdistribution ofan Euler path sim ulation. The em piricalm ean and

standard deviation ofthe param eter distributions are reported as wellas the asym ptotic predictions

ofthe standard deviation. For correctly speci�ed m odels (case A ) the asym ptotic standard deviation

is given by F O P (calculable by a determ inistic integral) and for m isspeci�ed m odels the standard

deviation predicted by C is reported

Scenario/ < � > < � > < � > �
A sym p
� �

A sym p
� �

A sym p
�

Expansion M ethod
�
E m p
� �

E m p
� �

E m p
�

SitIA 0.40026 0.26975 0.047621
True

20.0052 4.0428 4.0168

0.40152 0.27501 0.047197

SitIA 0.39938 0.25999 0.047575
A��t-Sahalia

20.0454 3.9628 4.0159

0.40249 0.26681 0.047197

SitIA 0.40000 0.25298 0.044722
Euler

20.0052 3.7961 3.7869

0.40146 0.24439 0.042119

SitIB 0.40089 0.27011 0.047769
True

19.9985 4.0148 4.0102

0.39973 0.26831 0.045601

SitIB 0.3956 0.24097 0.047761
A��t-Sahalia

20.0374 3.9362 4.0093

0.40102 0.26296 0.045592

SitIB 0.40097 0.23932 0.042992
Euler

19.9985 3.7707 3.7822

0.40052 0.23995 0.041049

SitIC 0.41654 0.26111 0.047758
True

19.8675 3.7844 3.9277

0.41787 0.27209 0.047093

SitIC 0.41061 0.23487 0.047743
A��t-Sahalia

19.9016 3.7085 3.9267

0.4196 0.27554 0.047109

SitIC 0.42007 0.2335 0.043175
Euler

19.8674 3.5374 3.7195

0.41835 0.24537 0.041998

SitID 0.49515 0.22916 0.047533
True

19.3406 2.9368 3.581

0.48422 0.27015 0.058569

SitID 0.48505 0.21071 0.047373
A��t-Sahalia

19.3614 2.8953 3.5787

0.48679 0.26281 0.050485

SitID 0.51899 0.21057 0.0439
Euler

19.3387 2.6775 3.4387

0.48306 0.24238 0.044822

6.2. O ptim alB inary A lternative H ypothesis Testing R esults. In �gure

6.1,the top/rightaxiscorrespondsto the Neym an-Pearson criticalvalue versusthe

theoreticaltype Ierrorprobability for allthree transition density expansions using

the nullasthe true (known)param etersofsituation IIA and the alternative asthe

param etersobtained using situation IIB data with Q M LE (using theexactCIR den-

sity).Theleft/bottom axisshowstheanalytically calculated cum ulativedistribution

ofrejecting the nullunderthe alternative using the three di�erenttransition densi-

ties(plugging in thesam ealternativeparam etersestim ated by Q M LE)aswellasthe

em pirically m easured distribution ofthe likelihood ratio (see caption for additional

details).W eseethatthesam plesizeislargeenough to realizeagreem entbetween the

m easured and lim itdistributions.Theexpansion ofA��t-Sahalia providesa very good

approxim ation ofthis distribution,whereas the distribution predicted by the Euler

approxim ation deviatessubstantially.

6.3. G oodness-of-�tand M odelM isspeci�cation R esults. Hereitisdem on-

strated how the various transition densities perform when one tries to use them to

evaluate the derivatives needed to estim ate som e goodness-of-�tstatistics shown in

[50]. Before proceeding,a m ildly problem atic aspectofthe expansion ofA��t-Sahalia

ispointed out.To illustrate the problem ,the histogram sof @
2
L �

@� 2 areplotted for500
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Table 6.2

Situation I P aram eter D istributions Sam e inform ation as table 6.1 exceptthe tim e intervals

are evenly spaced at�t= 2�3 . N ote how the param eter distribution quality degrades (as com pared

to table 6.1),this is due in part to the failure ofthe transition density expansion (as evidentfrom

situation IA ).Another thing to note is thatwhen the true CIR density is used,the param eters esti-

m ated are relatively independentofthe sam pling frequency (which is a very desirable quality). This

is notthe case for the two transition density expansions,however the m agnitude ofthe discrepancy

between this table and the previous is m uch sm aller for the A��t-Sahalia expansion.

Scenario/ < � > < � > < � > �
A sym p
� �

A sym p
� �

A sym p
�

Expansion M ethod
�
E m p
� �

E m p
� �

E m p
�

SitIA 0.20206 0.16652 0.056847
True

19.9996 4.0296 4.019

0.20085 0.16673 0.057301

SitIA 0.18208 0.10863 0.055179
A��t-Sahalia

20.1162 3.6394 3.9971

0.22812 0.23505 0.06125

SitIA 0.20088 0.12692 0.045736
Euler

19.9996 3.1652 3.2323

0.20088 0.10329 0.038508

SitIB 0.7049 0.4502 0.03758
True

19.9915 4.0095 4.0123

0.20131 0.1659 0.056841

SitIB 0.76493 0.41996 0.037335
A��t-Sahalia

20.118 3.6523 3.9941

0.22589 0.21442 0.059281

SitIB 0.30418 0.26104 0.049705
Euler

19.9915 3.1517 3.2306

0.20138 0.10267 0.038656

SitIC 0.32825 0.29782 0.048524
True

19.8718 3.7377 3.9093

0.20573 0.16222 0.055943

SitIC 0.33702 0.26354 0.041954
A��t-Sahalia

19.9835 3.4578 3.8975

0.22621 0.21599 0.05993

SitIC 0.38195 0.24293 0.04877
Euler

19.8717 2.9659 3.1967

0.20574 0.10375 0.03815

Table 6.3

Situation II P aram eter D istributions Sam e inform ation as table 6.1 exceptM = 4500.

Scenario/ < � > < � > < � > �
A sym p
� �

A sym p
� �

A sym p
�

Expansion M ethod
�
E m p
� �

E m p
� �

E m p
�

SitIIA 0.37737 0.25432 0.044898
True

19.9877 4.0512 4.0169

0.38691 0.26327 0.04653

SitIIA 0.37654 0.24512 0.044854
A��t-Sahalia

20.0272 3.9695 4.0159

0.38803 0.25535 0.046481

SitIIA 0.37712 0.23852 0.042164
Euler

19.988 3.8045 3.7862

0.38732 0.23417 0.041944

SitIIB 0.30542 0.28151 0.045772
True

19.826 4.9256 4.018

0.31247 0.26417 0.047077

SitIIB 0.29819 0.25567 0.045828
A��t-Sahalia

19.8544 4.8679 4.0186

0.30856 0.25292 0.047127

SitIIB 0.30545 0.24273 0.039965
Euler

19.826 4.5645 3.7382

0.31238 0.22756 0.040756

sam ple pathsusing the three expansions.The particularhistogram shown using the

A��t-Sahaliaexpansion had 25observationsthatweredisregarded becauseofunusually

high valuesin the calculated quantities. The expansion ofA��t-Sahalia is very accu-

rate,butitsfunctionalderivativescan unfortunately introducespurioussingularities

into the transition density approxim ation. To show a speci�c exam ple ofthis,take

thelogarithm oftheorderoneA��t-Sahalia CIR expansion22 and calculatethesecond

derivative with respectto � and plug in the observation pair(obtained via an Euler

22M athem atica code available from http :==www :princeton:edu=eyacine=research:htm
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Fig. 6.1. N eym an-Pearson Results The Neym an-Pearson test carried out on situation
II B data using the Q M LE param eter estim ate as the alternative and the exact (known)
param etersassociated with situation IIA asthe null.The curvesrepresentthe determ inis-
tic calculation ofthe type Ierror probability as a function ofthe criticalvalue (right axis)
and the theoreticalCD F of the likelihood ratio obtained by using the various transition
density expansionsassum ing ergodic sam pling ofthe invariantdistribution (leftaxis). The
\x’s" correspond to using the actualsituation IIB data (nonlinearpotential)and the \o’s"
correspond to the distribution ofthe likelihood ratio obtained using the Q M LE param eters
estim ated to sim ulatesam plepathsoftheparam etricm odelproposed (plugging in theaver-
age ofthe Q M LE param eterdistribution)and then using the exactCIR density to evaluate
the likelihood ratio.

path sim ulation) [xn;xn�1 ]= [3:1826960;3:305275]and set � = 4;� = 4;�t= 2�5 .

The bottom panelin �gure 6.2 plotsthe resulting function of�. Forthe particular

m odeland param etervaluesshown,thistype ofsituation isonly encountered when

calculating functionalderivatives.In thetransition density associated with them odel

given in equation 3.4,sam ple valueswhere singularitiesare hitwhen evaluating the

pureloglikelihood function areencountered.A standard m ethod fordealingwith this

isto apply a one-step M LE estim ator23.A m inorm odi�cation ofLe Cam ’sm ethod

shown in section 4.4 provides one possible construction ofa one-step M LE estim a-

tor. M any one-step m ethodsrequire a param eterguessthatiswithin a \reasonable

neighborhood"ofthetrueparam etervalue(theexactsizeoftheneighborhood can be

23The basic ideasofthese procedures isto use a sim ple restricted param eter setthat is\rich" in

the param eter space [9]. A n exam ple ofthis would be to take a discrete m esh ofparam eter space

and optim ize the log likelihood over this �nite set. The m ain idea is to keep the param eter values

away from singularities associated with the �nite sam ple log likelihood. R efer to the literature on

asym ptotically centering estim ators in [38,35]foranother exam ple ofa one-step m ethod.
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Table 6.4

Le C am LA Q O ne-Step Test The data used was situation II A with �t = 2�5 . The LAQ

m otivated one-step expansion was carried outat the point � = (20:1;4:5;4:1),consult Le Cam [38]

chapter 6 for details. The one-step estim ate ofthe param eter results from adding the quantity below

to �. This type ofprocedure is necessary when standard M LE m isbehaves. The table shows thatthe

LAQ update gets one close to the true param eter when an extrem ely accurate approxim ation ofthe

transition density is in hand. The A��t-Sahalia order one and Euler updates are notas good,butstill

usable. The m ajor problem with these estim ators is that the contiguity condition becom es di�cult

to verify (a condition thatneeds to be m etbefore the LAQ expansion can be used with con�dence).

The lasttwo colum ns display -2 tim es the m ean and the variance ofthe llr m easured by evaluating

itat �̂ and �̂ + hM where hM = (1:2;0;0:12). In the in�nite sam ple lim itthese two quantities will

be identical(assum ing hM is continually scaled properly). For the exactand order four A��t-Sahalia

expansion one observes close results. For the other two expansions this is notthe case (see textfor

further discussion).

Expansion �� �� �
 � 2� �
�true

��
�true

CIR Exact -0.9507 -0.4791 -0.0931 12.9402 13.8679

A��t-Sahalia O rder4 -0.9507 -0.4791 -0.0931 12.9405 13.8679

A��t-Sahalia O rder1 -1.0065 -0.7499 -0.1208 13.6013 39.0793

Euler -0.9621 -0.7344 -0.3156 41.8144 16.0470

chosen usingan approxim ation oftheFisherinform ation m atrix).Table6.4illustrates

thatifonestartswith a slightly perturbed guessofthetrueparam eterthatLeCam ’s

m ethod can getfairly closeto the true param etervectorifthe transition density ap-

proxim ation isvery accurate(thellrexpansion wasobtained from situation IIA data

and the one-step used isoutlined in Le Cam [38]chapter6). The asym ptotic likeli-

hood expansionsarevaluablein param etricestim ation;unfortunately thisapplication

requiresan extrem ely accuratetransition density approxim ation 24.Throughoutthis

paperthe �rstorder(in tim e)A��t-Sahalia expansionshave been used;only in table

6.4 do Ireportresultsfrom a higherorderexpansion (orderfour). Recallin section

6.1 thatthe orderone A��t-Sahalia expansion provided an accurate approxim ation of

the likelihood ratio fora sim ple hypothesistest. The teststatistic generated forthe

Neym an-Pearson test only required the ratio ofone observation pair attwo nearby

param etervectors.Thetransition density expansion doesintroducea system aticbias

into the approxim ation,and the nature the biasdoes exhibita sm ooth dependence

on the param eter values m aking the ratio oftwo nearby probability densities also

exhibita signi�cantbiasand these sm allerrorsaccum ulate asthe tim e serieslength

grows (see equation 4.3) com plicating m atters. Som e techniques and analysis have

already been developed for approxim ating the LAQ expansion ofrandom variables

in the case where the density is not known explicitly [28]; m ost techniques devel-

oped requireoneto em pirically m easurethe transition density.Forourapplications,

the em piricaldistribution techniquesare m ildly inconvenient(from a com putational

standpoint)because one needs to determ ine an em piricaldensity approxim ation for

each observation pair.

Now let us return to the goodness-of-�tissue. First,the condition F H essian =

24 Instead ofapplying one-step m ethods (a fulldiscussion would slightly overload thispaper and

distract from the sim plerpoints),in the sim ple param etric m odels studied Irem edy the singularity

issue by using the Euler approxim ation to determ ine when a singularity is hit. It is possible to

distinguish between spurious singularities from log likelihood function singularities in the CIR case

because the true transition density isknown. In allofthe CIR applicationsthe singularitieshitwere

in fact spurious. Isim ply threw out sam ple paths where the absolute value ofthe logarithm ofthe

transition density ofthe A��t-Sahalia expansion di�ered from that ofthe Euler approxim ation by a

factor ofthree anywhere along the discretely observed path (this occurred less than 4% in the CIR

studies,in the SSA studies this num ber increased to roughly 25% ).
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Fig. 6.2. H istogram of D iagonalCom ponent of F H essian Corresponding to � for the Three

Transition D ensity Expansions The histogram s allhave slightly di�erent shapes indicating
thatthecurvaturesofthethreetransition densitiesdi�er(data taken from situation IC with

�t= 2�5 ). In the second plot25 observations were thrown outbecause there were outliers
caused by spurioussingularitiesin thetransition density expansion.Thebottom panelgives
onedem onstration ofhow theA��t-Sahalia expansion can introducespurioussingularitiesinto
the log-likelihood function. The data shown is the second derivative oftransition density
expansion with respect to � as a function of� for a particular observation (see text for
discussion). The fat tails ofthe log likelihood function m ake a sim ple screening ofoutliers
(caused by spurioussingularities)very di�cultifonedoesnothavethetruetransition density
to reference.
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�F O P ittested. Ifthe condition holdsT :=
kP

i;j= 1

F
ij

H essian
+ F

ij

O P
should be a m ean

zerorandom variable(thesuperscriptsdenotem atrixcom ponentsand k isthenum ber

ofparam eters estim ated). Ifit is assum ed that the classicalcentrallim it theorem

(CLT)holdsand thatthe sam ple sizesused are large enough to appealto the CLT

and approxim ate the sam ple m ean by a norm aldistribution ofunknown variance,

then the classicalt-test can be em ployed [8](m ore sophisticated tests are proposed

in [50]).Figure6.3 plotsthet-testresultsfortesting ifFH essian = �F O P forvarious

sam plesizes(theA��t-Sahalia data isscreened by thetechniquem entioned in footnote

24).The�gureshowsthatasthenum berofpathsgrows(the equality tested isvalid

in the in�nite tim e serieslength lim it;here the tim e serieslength isheld �xed),that

itbecom eseasierto detectdiscrepanciesbetween the data and the assum ed m odel.

Even when the true transition density is used with the correctm odel,one observes

that as sam ple size increases (in paths) that it becom es easier to reject the null.

Thisisbecause the equality FH essian = �F O P isan asym ptotic result.A �nite size

tim e series can never fully realize asym ptotic results; as m ore paths are analyzed

the departure from the lim it becom es easier to detect. O ne should also note that

as the num ber ofpaths increases it also becom es easier to detect the errors in the

transition density expansion.Beforeproceeding to check form odelm isspecication in

thepresenceofan approxim atedtransitiondensity,oneshould determ ineifasym ptotic

resultsarevalid for\perfectdata" using thesam etim eserieslength,then proceed to

check theaccuracy oftheexpansion by som eM C tests(liketheonespresented in the

previoussection).

For extrem e cases (situation I C and D) the t-test safely rejects the nullfor

sm allsizes(see �gure6.3 and the inset).Thisindicatesthatthe data iswelloutside

the particular param etric m odelclass under study, but one can stilltest if som e

asym ptotic Q M LE resultshold.Figure 6.4 plotsthe exactprobability density ofthe

�2(3) random variable as wella test statistic given in [50](which willbe denoted

by H W 25 ) W e see that both the approxim ation and the exact transition density

appearcloseto thepredicted lim itdistribution indicating thattheasym ptoticresults

approxim ately hold for the sam ple sizes used. I quantitatively com pare how well

the em piricaldistributions m atch the lim it distribution by using the K olm ogorov-

Sm irnov (K S)testwith varioussam plesizesin theinsetof�gure6.4 26.Theaverage

p-value is obtained by applying the one sam ple K S test [8]using 500 draws (with

replacem ent)ofsizeN sam ples from thepoolofH W random variablesassociated with

theN sam ples pathsusing the�
2(3)density asthenull.Theresultofthisprocedureis

shown in the insetof�gure 6.4.W e see thatthe teststatistic created using the A��t-

Sahalia expansion isrejected before thatassociated with the true density indicating

thepossibility thatthe errorsin theexpansion causea m ildly in
ated rejection rate

25 H W := M g(�)

�

r g(�)C(�)r g(�)
T

��1

g(�)T where g(� )isthe gradient(written asa row vector)

ofthe log likelihood function. If� 2 R
k then under conditions stated in [50]this random variable

converges in distribution to a �2(k) random variable. This statistic was originally proposed by

H albertW hite [50].
26In this particular application,we are stillsigni�cantly away from the lim it distribution. The

sam ple sizes used for estim ation are large enough that a test as powerfulas the K S would reject

equality ofthe two distributionswith very high certainty ifone used allofthe data athand.Forthis

reason Ionly present portions ofthe data to the K S test. In m any interesting atom istic sim ulation

studies,onecan only a�ord to generate a couplehundred sam plepathsm aking thistypeofgoodness-

of-�ttestusefulin practice. A n alternative would be to partition the CD F into binsand use the �2

square goodness-of-�ttest [39].
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Fig. 6.3. M odelM isspeci�cation t-test Results The left/bottom axis plots the t-statistic
obtained by sum m ing the com ponents ofF O P and F H essian for various sam ple sizes (tim e
series length is �xed,di�erent N sam ples values correspond to using di�erent sam ple path
num bersto create therandom variablesrequired to generate thesam plem ean and standard
deviation needed for the t-test ). The right/top axis is to be used with the lines without
sym bols;thetop axisisthecriticalvalue(cv)ofthet-test(lowestjtjneeded to rejectthenull
fora given �).Sam pleswere drawn atrandom ,butonce a T r.v.wasdrawn itcontributed
to the cum ulative average plotted. The solid line corresponds to the theoreticalcv of a
sam ple size = 375 and thedashed line correspondsto a sam ple size = 10.The insetplotsthe
situation ID testwhich can be rejected quickly with high con�dence.

in situation IC.

6.4. Le C am ’sM ethod and Likelihood R atio ExpansionsR esults. Table

6.5 presentsparam eterestim atesofthe screened data (the neighborhood sizeused is

given in the captions) from situation II B.W e see that as the neighbrohood size

decreases the estim ator m ean m oves closer to that ofthe \uncontam inated" m odel

but the variance ofthe estim ator increases. I use Le Cam ’s LAQ expansion with

the A��t-Sahalia transition density expansions in order to quantify the uncertainty

in the m easurem ent. O ne should observe that the LAQ m atrix is closely related to

the variance of the param eter distributions (for a m ore precise description of the

connection consult [28,6]). The agreem ent between the estim ated and m easured

param etervariance isnotassharp asitwasin the case ofa stationary distribution,

butthereonehad theconvenienceofevaluating a determ inisticintegral(in situation

A).Furtherm oretheasym ptoticresultsarehardertorealizebecausesom eobservation

pairsare notused to obtain param eterestim ates(due to the screening). Ifone has
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Fig.6.4.G oodness-of-Fitwith K olm ogorov-Sm irnov Test The �
2
(3)probability density is

plotted alongwith theem piricaldistribution ofthetest-statisticproposed in [50]forsituation
IC data.Theinsetshowsaplotofthep-value(m inim um � needed torejectthenullgiven the
data)obtained using the one-sam ple K olm ogorov-Sm irnov testversusthe num berofpaths
used to create the teststatistic.Ifthe fullsetofsam pleswere used,the testwould have no
problem in rejecting thenull.Thisisdueto thefactthatasym ptotic resultsare nevertruly
realized with �nite sam ple sizes. The plot illustrates that the test statistic generated by
theA��t-Sahalia expansion doesfaithfully capturetheaverage curvatureofthelog likelihood
function in a m isspeci�ed m odel.

a situation wheretheneighborhood sizeissm allenough to give\m eaningful" Q M LE

param eterestim ates and the num ber ofobservation pairsis large enough to appeal

to asym ptoticm ethods,then theLAQ screening m ethod can beused to de�nea cost

function which can be used to intelligently choosethe screening neighborhood size.

6.5. LocalPolynom ialD i�usion M odels R esults. In the �rstapplication,

thepp SDE m ethod isapplied to data generated by theunperturbed CIR m odel(
 =

� = 0);Ipretend thatthe functionalform ofthe driftordi�usion coe�cientofthe

data generating processisunknown and instead use the m odelin equation 3.4.Five

arbitrary statepointsdenoted by fE igi= 1;5 (shown ascirclesin �gure6.5)arechosen

and theparam etersofthea�neSDE areobtained there.TheLAQ expansion isused

in orderto obtain param eteruncertainty estim atesand the resultsare com pared to

theem piricalparam eterdistribution m easured bycarryingoutQ M LE on thescreened

data in table 6.6 .

Atthispointwe have in hand,estim atesofthe constantand linearsensitivities

ofthe coe�cients ofthe SDE.The \global" drift and di�usion coe�cient functions



24 C.Calderon

Table 6.5

Situation II B P aram eter D istributions with LA Q Screening The data used to obtain the

param eter distributions was the sam e as thatused in table 6.3 excepthere only results ofusing the

A��t-Sahalia expansion are presented using screened data. The base point (Xo) of allof the local

SD E m odels shown below is 20 which corresponds to the true � param eter and the intervalused to

�lter the data is given in the �rst left colum n. The em piricalm ean and standard deviation ofthe

param eters are given along with the LAQ prediction ofthe param eter uncertainty.

�
A sym p
� �

A sym p
� �

A sym p
�N eighborhood Size < � > < � > < � >

�
E m p
� �

E m p
� �

E m p
�

0.577 1.079 0.094(16;24)
19.993 4.080 4.006

0.560 1.008 0.085

0.502 0.780 0.078(15;25)
20.047 4.228 4.003

0.530 0.802 0.078

0.450 0.629 0.068(14;26)
20.021 4.365 4.006

0.474 0.627 0.066

Table 6.6

P iecewise P olynom ialSD E P aram eter D istributions of Situation II B The data used to

obtain the param eter distributions was N = 2000 sam ple paths ofan SD E sam pled over M = 4000

tim e intervals evenly spaced at�t= 2�5 using expansion pointX o with the neighborhood size given

in the second colum n. The em piricalm ean and standard deviation of the param eter distributions

are reported as wellas the LAQ predictions ofthe standard deviation.

�
A sym p
a �

A sym p

b
�
A sym p
c �

A sym p

dX o N eighborhood < a > < b> < c> < d >

�
E m p
a �

E m p

b
�
E m p
c �

E m p

d

1.939 0.696 0.295 0.06716 (11;22) 15.909 -4.227 15.600 0.534

1.999 0.713 0.278 0.061

1.898 0.6344 0.288 0.06118 (13;25) 8.226 -4.118 16.987 0.462

1.984 0.667 0.293 0.062

2.408 1.131 0.425 0.08520 (16;24) -0.021 -3.879 17.862 0.437

2.419 1.157 0.43774 0.088

2.284 0.624 0.334 0.05822.5 (15:5;29:5) -9.994 -4.064 18.971 0.435

2.490 0.615 0.338 0.0848

3.310 1.092 0.514 0.09125 (21;29) -20.602 -4.050 19.982 0.391

3.648 1.426 0.598 0.105

can be approxim ated by the following interpolation procedure:

fj(x)=
w L fLj (x)+ w R fRj (x)

Z

wherej= 1;2 correspondsto the driftand di�usion coe�cientsrespectively,w L

and w R are the weights associated with the left and right expansion point,fLj (x)

isthe a�ne approxim ation to the nonlinearfunction based on the closestexpansion

pointwhose value islessthan orequalto x (sim ilarly forfRj (x),butuse the nearest

expansion point strictly greater than x). The weights were assigned by the ad hoc

rule:

w
L (x)=

(�C + �D (x)(x �E i))
�1

(E i+ 1 �x)

E i+ 1 �E i

w
R (x)=

(�C + �D (x)(E i+ 1 �x))
�1

(x �E i)

E i+ 1 �E i
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Fig. 6.5. Piecewise Polynom ial A pproxim ation of CIR M odel The top panels plot the
di�usion (left) and drift (right) function obtained by the interpolation procedure given in
section 6.5.Thetop leftpanelplotsthe�rstorderTaylorexpansion (evaluated atX o = 16)
ofthe di�usion coe�cient from the known function to show how m uch the true function
deviatesfrom linearity and how wellthe procedure detectsthischange.The bottom �gures
plotthecorresponding relativeerrors(using theexactknown SD E coe�cientfunctions).See
footnote 27 fora discussion on system atic versusrandom errors.

Z = w
L + w

R

The results ofthis sim ple interpolation procedure are shown as a dotted lines

in �gure 6.5 (in the rule above,�C and �D are the em pirically m easured param eter

standard deviationsofthe constantand linearterm ofthe di�usion term ;the inter-

polation rule for the driftis analogous). Figure 6.5 plotsthe relative errorofusing

thisprocedureusing the known SDE coe�cientfunctionsasthe \truth".The errors

in the di�usion coe�cient function do not indicate a system atic bias in contrastto

the driftcoe�cient 27.

27I o�er an intuitive explanation for this fact;ifone naively assum es that the true paths com e
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In the�nalapplication,theparam etersofthem odelareunknown.Theparam eter

were obtained with the LAQ screening technique. The SSA process was run until

N sam ple pathsreached approxim ately \invariantdistributions" 28. Then N = 200

pathswereused toobtain initialparam eterestim ates;forexpansion pointsin thetails

ofthe \invariantdistribution" an additionalN = 600 pathswere sim ulated in order

to getsharperestim atesofthe poorly sam pled state points 29. Here a B-spline [11]

wasused (M ATLAB’scubic sm oothing spline,\spaps" wasused)to piece together

the constants (a;c) of the localm odels in order to sm oothly interpolate between

state points. Each point was given the sam e weight when creating the spline,the

LAQ technique form easuring param eteruncertainty could be used to give di�erent

weights to the m easured param eters,but this procedure was not carried out here

because the inherent jum p nature ofthe data com plicates m atters slightly 30. The

inform ation contained in the linear coe�cients (b;d) was not used for interpolation

purposesbecause the variance ofthe param eterofthe linearterm swasm uch larger

than those ofthe constant term s in the case studied. However,ifone ignores the

linearterm sin thelocalm odelthe constantsestim ated aresigni�cantly a�ected (see

�gure6.6).O neobservessigni�cantdepartureoftheSSA m odelparam etersfrom the

lim iting driftfunction (plotted asa dashed red line).The num berofparticlesin the

SSA system was increased to 2� 10 5 and the param eters ofthe e�ective m odelin

thedriftwereestim ated and dem onstratethatthelim iting driftfunction ism easured

with the estim ators used (see insetin �gure 6.6). As the system size increases,the

noise decreases,lim iting the state pointsvisited (hence the driftfunction estim ated

doesnotcoveraslarge asa range asthe �rstSSA case considered). The estim ated

di�usion function in �gure6.6dem onstratesdependenceon thetransition densityused

(A��t-Sahalia orderone and Euler).In thisapplication the O rnstein-Uhlenbeck (O U)

m odelwasalsoused to dem onstratetheim portanceofaccountingforstatedependent

noise(notethesystem aticdi�erencein theconstantnoiseparam eterestim ated using

from an Eulersim ulation with Eulerstep sizescorresponding to the observation frequency then one

isin the \G aussian case". In between expansion points,the Taylorexpansion ofthe known di�usion

function consistently overestim atesthe di�usion function atnearby points(the di�usion coe�cient

is concave). The true transition density of the SD E has a sm aller variance (the data generating

process) than the determ inistic Taylor series prediction. W hen one uses the sim ple Euler density

approxim ation in Q M LE,the m agnitude ofthe m ean reversion param eterappearsto be largerthan

it really is because ofthe error in the Taylor series approxim ation ofthe di�usion function (larger

noise is expected m aking the determ inistic trend appear stronger). The actual situation is m uch

m ore com plicated due to the fact that the distributions are not G aussian,a com plicated nonlinear

function isused to obtain param eter estim ates (Q M LE),�nite sam pling e�ects,etc.;however �gure

6.5 isconsistent with thisoverly sim pli�ed intuitive explanation.
28 Itisknown thatthe free energy surface ofthism odelcontainstwo stable free energy wellsand

one saddle;no particleswereableto overcom e the largefreeenergy barrierforthe tim eserieslengths

used,hence the quotes on \invariant distributions"
29Param eters were initially optim ized over individualpaths in order to estim ate the param eter

distribution variance. W hen param eter were optim ized on a pathwise basis,a signi�cant fraction

(� 25% )ofobservation pairsresulted in assum ed spurioussingularitiesin the A��t-Sahalia expansion.

To constrain the param eter space explored in the optim ization,Ifound the Q M LE param eters with

allofthe data (overtim e and paths). Thishelped preventthe optim ization routine from attem pting

to evaluate the log likelihood function atparam eter values thatcause spurioussingularitiesbecause

the param eter space explored was reduced because the trialQ M LE param eters needed to be good

forallofthe paths.
30In practice one could overcom e this di�culty by obtaining the Q M LE,generate SD E sam ple

paths with the m odel param eters obtained, then �nd the LAQ param eter variance of a genuine

di�usion.In applicationswheretheuncertainty associated with using the localSD E m odeltechnique

on im perfectdata isdesired,theproblem ism uch harder.O neshould consultthespecialized literature

[9,45,48]forguidance;this author can not m ake any sound generalrecom m endations.



Estim ating E�ective D i�usion M odels 27

0.4 0.42 0.44 0.46 0.48 0.5 0.52
−0.04

−0.02

0

0.02

0.04

0.06

0.08

a

X

ODE Limit

Ait

Eul

OU

Ait B−Spline

0.4 0.42 0.44 0.46 0.48 0.5 0.52
0.016

0.0165

0.017

0.0175

0.018

0.0185

0.019

0.0195

c

X

Ait

Eul

OU

Ait B−Spline

0.43 0.44 0.45 0.46 0.47 0.48
−0.01

−0.008

−0.006

−0.004

−0.002

0

0.002

0.004

0.006

0.008

0.01

a

X

ODE Limit

Ait (N
p
=60K)

Ait (N
p
=200K)

Eul (N
p
=200K)

OU (N
p
=200K)

Fig. 6.6. Estim ated N onlinear D rift (G lobal) The LAQ screening m ethod was used to
obtain theplotsshown.Theresultsofthreedi�erenttransition density estim atesareshown
(the O U m odelsets d in equation 3.4 equalto zero). The left panelcontains the drift

coe�cientcorresponding to a SSA sim ulation containing 60
2
particles. The thick solid line

correspondstoin�nitesystem sizedriftfunction.Thedotted linecorrespondstotheB-spline
ofthe A��t-Sahalia Expansion. The insetshowsthe driftcoe�cientcorresponding to a SSA
sim ulation containing 2� 10

5
particles.O bservehow thedriftfunction convergencetowards

the expected lim it equation with \larger" system s,however for sm allparticle system s the
resultsaresubstantially di�erent.Therightpaneldisplaysthem easured di�usion coe�cient
(the in�nite sam ple lim ithaszero noise)

the threedi�erenttransition density estim ators).

Figure6.7 plotsthe \invariant" em piricalCDF ofthe SSA data versusthatpre-

dicted by a sam plepath sim ulation ofourobtained nonlineardi�usion approxim ation

(constructed from theB-splineinterpolation oftheestim ated localSDE m odels).The

insetplotsthe di�erence between the two em piricalCDF’s. O urinterestin thisap-

plication was in getting a param etric description ofthe \invariant" distribution,if

thedynam icsoftheprocessareofm oreinterestconsult[12]fora usefultestwhich is

m adepossible ifonehasan approxim ation ofthe transition density.

7. C onclusions and O utlook. In this paper I have dem onstrated that the

expansionsofA��t-Sahaliacan potentially beausefultoolin theparam etricestim ation

associated with com putationalstudiesofm ultiscalesystem s.Param eterestim atescan

accurately be obtained and the curvature ofthe m odelis accurately represented by

the expansion in a variety ofapplications. These factscan be exploited to estim ate

param eterdistributionsand constructusefulinferenceprocedures.Theoverly sim ple

Eulerexpansion behavespoorly in accuracy ofthe estim ate and in the curvature of

thetransition density (asshown early on by Lo [40]),butithastheredeem ingfeature

thatit doesnotintroduce any spurioussingularitiesinto the transition density (for

theCIR m odel).In largesam plestatisticsapplications,pointsingularitiescan usually

berem edied [35,36,38]by using likelihood ratio expansions.Unfortunately,m any of

thesetechniquesrequirean extrem ely accurateestim ateofthetransition density.For

im perfecttransition densitieswith system aticerrors,thisbecom esm ildly problem atic

(from a com putationalstandpoint)31.

Ihavealso dem onstrated a heuristicm ethod forlocally approxim ating a nontriv-

31 M ethodsproposed in [5]are applicable to a widerclassofm odelsand help the accuracy ofthe

transition density expansion in the scalarcase,butthe vectorcase posesa m orechallenging problem
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Fig.6.7. CD F and K S test (N m olecules = 3600) The CD F ofthe SSA \invariant distri-
bution" (em pirically m easured) plotted against thatofthe piecewise-polynom ial(pp)local
SD E m odel(sim ulated by long tim e Eulerintegration [30]).In addition the (actual)invari-
ant distribution ofthe O U m odelobtained is plotted (the m odelparam eters ofthe local
O U m odelwere m easured atthe single state pointwhere the drift iszero). This was done
to show whate�ectneglecting the nonlineardriftand state dependentdi�usion hason the
invariantCD F.Theinsetplotsthedi�erence between the\invariantCD F" oftheSSA data
and thatofthe pp SD E m odel.

ialSDE by a collection ofsim ple localm odels. The application wasinspired by the

need to accurately m easure the param eters,quantify the uncertainty and determ ine

the goodness-of-�t ofparam etric di�usion m odels around atom istic data. The pp

SDE technique presented issim ple in nature,butitraisesm any deep questions. In-

sightfrom thesem iparam etric,robustand largesam plestatisticscom m unitieswould

greatlyassistinfurtherdevelopingthistypeofnum ericalm ethod.Thegeneralm ethod

is appealing because it can be used to estim ate nonlinear e�ective di�usion m odels

where the e�ective SDE’s coe�cients are sm ooth,but ofunknown functionalform .

The resulting param etric m odelstructure (which istypically a com plicated function

due to the \m atching" used) can then be passed on to di�usion path sim ulation

m ethodsin orderto generateadditionaldata which can beused in orderto construct

con�dencebandsorcarry outestablished inference procedures.

From apracticalpointofview itwould bedesirabletoapply thetechniquesin this

paper to A��t-Sahalia’sm ethod in the vectorcase because m any interesting physical

system sdepend on a coupleof\reaction coordinates" [27,46,14].Unfortunately the

vectorversion oftheexpansion usually requiresoneto usean additionalTaylorseries

approxim ation (which increasesthechanceofspurioussingularitiesand decreasesthe
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quality ofthecurvatureestim ate);thisresearcherhasbeen ableto usetheexpansions

in ordertogetusefulparam eterestim ates,buthasnothad asm uch successin pushing

them as far as the scalar expansions. A num ericalm ethod which can be used in

conjunction with the expansionsofA��t-Sahalia in orderto getdetailed inform ation

about the log likelihood ratio associated with sm ooth SDE’s (di�usion and jum p

m odels)iscurrently being explored by the author.
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