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ABSTRACT

Calculating the expectation of the maximum of normally distributed variables arises in many appli-
cations. We derive a closed-form solution for the expectation of the maximum of a zero-truncated
bivariate normal distribution, and conduct a simulation study to numerically confirm the solution by
comparing it with a Monte-Carlo method.

http://arxiv.org/abs/2205.06364v1
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1 Introduction

Calculating the expectation of the maximum of normally distributed variables arises in many applications, such as risk
analysis (Kratz, 2019) and decision-theory (Wilson, 2015). Our work is motivated by a problem in value of information
analysis in decision theory. Consider a decision-maker who is facing two choices, A and B, and there is uncertainty
in the incremental utility (reward) of B over A, represented as a normal distribution. In this case, the expected loss in
reward due to uncertainty is related to the unit normal loss integral, with a known closed-form solution (Wilson, 2015).

However, calculating this expectation in higher dimensions is challenging. Consider the same decision-maker now
facing a third choice C, with the incremental utilities of B and C over A, represented as a bivariate normal distribution.
The expected loss will now be expressed as the expected value of the maximum of a zero-truncated bivariate normal
distribution. To the best of our knowledge, no closed-formed expression has been derived for this quantity.

2 Expectation of the maximum of a zero-truncated bivariate normal

Let Y = max{X1, X2}, where (X1, X2) is a bivariate normal with mean (µ1, µ2), variance (σ2
1 , σ

2
2), and correlation

ρ. The probability density function of Y , denoted by fY (y), can be decomposed as (Nadarajah and Kotz, 2008):

fY (y) = fX1
(−y) + fX2

(−y),

where

fXi
(x) =

1

σi
φ(

x + µi

σi
)Φ(

ρ(x+ µi)

σi

√

(1 − ρ2)
− x+ µj

σj

√

(1− ρ2)
).

The goal is to compute

E(max(Y, 0)) = E(Y 1{Y > 0}+ 01{Y ≤ 0})
= E(Y 1{Y > 0})

=

∫ ∞

−∞

yfY (y)1{Y > 0}dy

=

∫ ∞

−∞

yfX1
(−y)1{Y > 0}dy +

∫ ∞

−∞

yfX2
(−y)1{Y > 0}dy

By symmetry, it suffices to compute one of the two terms, say the first term.

∫ ∞

−∞

yfX1
(−y)1{Y > 0}dy =

∫ ∞

−∞

y
1

σ1
φ(

−y + µ1

σ1
)Φ(

ρ(−y + µ1)

σ1

√

(1− ρ2)
− −y + µ2

σ2

√

(1 − ρ2)
)1{Y > 0}dy

=

∫ ∞

−∞

y
1

σ1
φ(

−(y − µ1)

σ1
)Φ(

−ρ(y − µ1)

σ1

√

(1− ρ2)
+

(y − µ2)

σ2

√

(1− ρ2)
)1{Y > 0}dy

=

∫ ∞

0

y
1

σ1
φ(

(y − µ1)

σ1
)Φ(

σ1(y − µ2)− σ2ρ(y − µ1)

σ1σ2

√

(1− ρ2)
)dy

We solve by the integration by parts technique. Let

u = Φ(
σ1(y − µ2)− σ2ρ(y − µ1)

σ1σ2

√

(1 − ρ2)
)

= Φ(
y(σ1 − ρσ2)− σ1µ2 + ρσ2µ1

σ1σ2

√

(1 − ρ2)
)

and

dv = y
1

σ1
φ(

(y − µ1)

σ1
)dy.

Then

du =
(σ1 − ρσ2)

σ1σ2

√

(1− ρ2)
φ(

y(σ1 − ρσ2)− σ1µ2 + ρσ2µ1

σ1σ2

√

(1 − ρ2)
)dy

and

v =

∫

y
1

σ1
φ(

(y − µ1)

σ1
)dy = −σ1φ(

y − µ1

σ1
) + µ1Φ(

y − µ1

σ1
).
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With α := σ1µ2−ρσ2µ1

σ1−ρσ2

and β :=
σ1σ2

√
(1−ρ2)

(σ1−ρσ2)
, we evaluate the first term of the integral:

[uv|∞0 =

[

Φ(
y(σ1 − ρσ2)− σ1µ2 + ρσ2µ1

σ1σ2

√

(1− ρ2)
)(−σ1φ(

y − µ1

σ1
) + µ1Φ(

y − µ1

σ1
))

∣

∣

∣

∣

∞

0

= µ1

[

1{(σ1 − ρσ2) > 0}+Φ(
−σ1µ2 + ρσ2µ1

σ1σ2

√

(1− ρ2)
)1{(σ1 − ρσ2) = 0}

]

− Φ(
−σ1µ2 + ρσ2µ1

σ1σ2

√

(1− ρ2)
)(−σ1φ(

−µ1

σ1
) + µ1Φ(

−µ1

σ1
)).

For the second term,
∫ ∞

0

vdu = 1/β

∫ ∞

0

(µ1Φ(
y − µ1

σ1
)− σ1φ(

y − µ1

σ1
))φ(

y − α

β
)dy

=: T 1 + T 2.

We solve each component using the table of integrals by Owen (1980). Let sBV N(x, y, z) be the cumulative distri-
bution function of the standard bivariate normal with the upper limits x, y and the correlation z. We have two cases
depending on the sign of β.

Case i) β is positive.

T 1 =
µ1

β

∫ ∞

0

Φ(
y − µ1

σ1
)φ(

y − α

β
)dy

use change of variable x = (y − α)/β

=
µ1

β

∫ ∞

−α/β

φ(x)Φ(
βx + α− µ1

σ1
)(βdx)

let a = (µ1 − α)/β and b = σ1/β

= µ1

∫ ∞

−α/β

φ(x)Φ(
x− a

b
)dx

= µ1

[
∫ ∞

−∞

φ(x)Φ(
x− a

b
)dx −

∫ −α/β

−∞

φ(x)Φ(
x− a

b
)dx

]

= µ1

[

Φ(
(−a/b)

√

(1 + (1/b)2
)− sBV N(

−a
√

(1 + b2)
,
−α

β
,

−1
√

(1 + b2)
)

]

,

T 2 =
−σ1

β

∫ ∞

0

φ(
y − µ1

σ1
)φ(

y − α

β
)dy

use change of variable x = (y − α)/β

=
−σ1

β

∫ ∞

−α/β

φ(
xβ + α− µ1

σ1
)φ(x)(βdx)

let a = (α− µ1)/σ1, b = β/σ1, t =
√
1 + b2

= −σ1

∫ ∞

−α/β

φ(a+ bx)φ(x)dx

= −σ1

[

1

t
φ(a/t)Φ(tx + ab/t)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∞

−α/β

=
−σ1

t
φ(a/t)(1 − Φ(−tα/β + ab/t)).

Case ii) β is negative.

T 1 =
µ1

β

∫ ∞

0

Φ(
y − µ1

σ1
)φ(

y − α

β
)dy

use change of variable x = −(y − α)/β = (y − α)/|β|

3
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=
µ1

β

∫ ∞

−α/|β|

φ(−x)Φ(
|β|x + α− µ1

σ1
)(|β|dx)

let a = (µ1 − α)/|β| and b = σ1/|β|

= −µ1

∫ ∞

−α/|β|

φ(x)Φ(
x− a

b
)dx

= −µ1

[
∫ ∞

−∞

φ(x)Φ(
x− a

b
)dx−

∫ −α/|β|

−∞

φ(x)Φ(
x− a

b
)dx

]

= −µ1

[

Φ(
(−a/b)

√

(1 + (1/b)2
)− sBV N(

−a
√

(1 + b2)
,
−α

|β| ,
−1

√

(1 + b2)
)

]

,

T 2 =
−σ1

β

∫ ∞

0

φ(
y − µ1

σ1
)φ(

y − α

β
)dy

use change of variable x = −(y − α)/β = (y − α)/|β|

=
−σ1

β

∫ ∞

−α/|β|

φ(
x|β| + α− µ1

σ1
)φ(x)(|β|dx)

let a = (α− µ1)/σ1, b = |β|/σ1, t =
√
1 + b2

= σ1

∫ ∞

−α/|β|

φ(a + bx)φ(x)dx

= σ1

[

1

t
φ(a/t)Φ(tx+ ab/t)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∞

−α/|β|

=
σ1

t
φ(a/t)(1 − Φ(−tα/|β|+ ab/t)).

The R-code is available in the R package predtools (https://github.com/resplab/predtools/).

3 Simulation study

We conduct a brief simulation study to numerically confirm our “exact” method by comparing it with a Monte-Carlo
method.

3.1 Set-up

We use the following combination of values for the simulation study, leading to a total of 57,475 cases.

µ1 = [−5,−1, 0]

µ2 = [−5,−1, 0]

σ2
1 = [1, 3]

σ2
2 = [1, 3]

ρ = [−0.9,−0.5, 0, 0.9].

For the Monte-Carlo method, we use the R package mvtnorm with a sample size of 104.

3.2 Results

Table 1 provides a subset of results; full results are available in the GitHub repository. The results show that there is
almost no difference between the exact and Monte-Carlo methods (the differences are within the 95% Monte-Carlo
confidence intervals).

4
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Table 1: Subset of the simulation results

-5 -5 1 1 -0.9 0.00 0.00

-1 -5 1 1 -0.9 0.08 0.08

0 -5 1 1 -0.9 0.40 0.39

-5 -1 1 1 -0.9 0.08 0.09

-1 -1 1 1 -0.9 0.17 0.16

0 -1 1 1 -0.9 0.48 0.48

-5 0 1 1 -0.9 0.40 0.40

-1 0 1 1 -0.9 0.48 0.50

0 0 1 1 -0.9 0.79 0.78

-5 -5 3 1 -0.9 0.00 0.00

-1 -5 3 1 -0.9 0.30 0.30

0 -5 3 1 -0.9 0.69 0.68

-5 -1 3 1 -0.9 0.08 0.09

-1 -1 3 1 -0.9 0.39 0.39

0 -1 3 1 -0.9 0.77 0.78

-5 0 3 1 -0.9 0.40 0.40

-1 0 3 1 -0.9 0.70 0.70

0 0 3 1 -0.9 1.08 1.09

-5 -5 1 3 -0.9 0.00 0.00

-1 -5 1 3 -0.9 0.08 0.08

0 -5 1 3 -0.9 0.40 0.40

-5 -1 1 3 -0.9 0.30 0.31

-1 -1 1 3 -0.9 0.39 0.39

0 -1 1 3 -0.9 0.70 0.70

-5 0 1 3 -0.9 0.69 0.67

-1 0 1 3 -0.9 0.77 0.79

0 0 1 3 -0.9 1.08 1.06

-5 -5 3 3 -0.9 0.00 0.00

-1 -5 3 3 -0.9 0.30 0.30

0 -5 3 3 -0.9 0.69 0.68

-5 -1 3 3 -0.9 0.30 0.30

-1 -1 3 3 -0.9 0.61 0.61

0 -1 3 3 -0.9 0.99 1.01

µ1 µ2 σ2
1 σ2

2 ρ Exact Monte-Carlo

Continued on next page
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Table 1: Subset of the simulation results (Continued)

-5 0 3 3 -0.9 0.69 0.69

-1 0 3 3 -0.9 0.99 1.00

0 0 3 3 -0.9 1.36 1.35

-5 -5 1 1 -0.5 0.00 0.00

-1 -5 1 1 -0.5 0.08 0.08

0 -5 1 1 -0.5 0.40 0.42

-5 -1 1 1 -0.5 0.08 0.08

-1 -1 1 1 -0.5 0.17 0.17

0 -1 1 1 -0.5 0.48 0.48

-5 0 1 1 -0.5 0.40 0.41

-1 0 1 1 -0.5 0.48 0.48

0 0 1 1 -0.5 0.74 0.74

-5 -5 3 1 -0.5 0.00 0.00

-1 -5 3 1 -0.5 0.30 0.30

0 -5 3 1 -0.5 0.69 0.69

-5 -1 3 1 -0.5 0.08 0.09

-1 -1 3 1 -0.5 0.38 0.38

0 -1 3 1 -0.5 0.77 0.76

-5 0 3 1 -0.5 0.40 0.39

-1 0 3 1 -0.5 0.68 0.67

0 0 3 1 -0.5 1.02 1.04

-5 -5 1 3 -0.5 0.00 0.00

-1 -5 1 3 -0.5 0.08 0.09

0 -5 1 3 -0.5 0.40 0.40

-5 -1 1 3 -0.5 0.30 0.31

-1 -1 1 3 -0.5 0.38 0.38

0 -1 1 3 -0.5 0.68 0.67

-5 0 1 3 -0.5 0.69 0.69

-1 0 1 3 -0.5 0.77 0.78

0 0 1 3 -0.5 1.02 1.04

-5 -5 3 3 -0.5 0.00 0.00

-1 -5 3 3 -0.5 0.30 0.29

0 -5 3 3 -0.5 0.69 0.67

µ1 µ2 σ2
1 σ2

2 ρ Exact Monte-Carlo

Continued on next page
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Table 1: Subset of the simulation results (Continued)

-5 -1 3 3 -0.5 0.30 0.31

-1 -1 3 3 -0.5 0.60 0.61

0 -1 3 3 -0.5 0.96 0.94

-5 0 3 3 -0.5 0.69 0.71

-1 0 3 3 -0.5 0.96 0.95

0 0 3 3 -0.5 1.29 1.27

-5 -5 1 1 0 0.00 0.00

-1 -5 1 1 0 0.08 0.09

0 -5 1 1 0 0.40 0.39

-5 -1 1 1 0 0.08 0.08

-1 -1 1 1 0 0.16 0.16

0 -1 1 1 0 0.45 0.45

-5 0 1 1 0 0.40 0.41

-1 0 1 1 0 0.45 0.45

0 0 1 1 0 0.68 0.68

-5 -5 3 1 0 0.00 0.00

-1 -5 3 1 0 0.30 0.31

0 -5 3 1 0 0.69 0.69

-5 -1 3 1 0 0.08 0.08

-1 -1 3 1 0 0.37 0.38

0 -1 3 1 0 0.74 0.74

-5 0 3 1 0 0.40 0.40

-1 0 3 1 0 0.63 0.63

0 0 3 1 0 0.94 0.95

-5 -5 1 3 0 0.00 0.00

-1 -5 1 3 0 0.08 0.08

0 -5 1 3 0 0.40 0.40

-5 -1 1 3 0 0.30 0.30

-1 -1 1 3 0 0.37 0.36

0 -1 1 3 0 0.63 0.64

-5 0 1 3 0 0.69 0.69

-1 0 1 3 0 0.74 0.75

0 0 1 3 0 0.94 0.96

µ1 µ2 σ2
1 σ2

2 ρ Exact Monte-Carlo

Continued on next page
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Table 1: Subset of the simulation results (Continued)

-5 -5 3 3 0 0.00 0.00

-1 -5 3 3 0 0.30 0.30

0 -5 3 3 0 0.69 0.69

-5 -1 3 3 0 0.30 0.30

-1 -1 3 3 0 0.56 0.55

0 -1 3 3 0 0.90 0.90

-5 0 3 3 0 0.69 0.69

-1 0 3 3 0 0.90 0.88

0 0 3 3 0 1.18 1.20

-5 -5 1 1 0.9 0.00 0.00

-1 -5 1 1 0.9 0.08 0.08

0 -5 1 1 0.9 0.40 0.41

-5 -1 1 1 0.9 0.08 0.08

-1 -1 1 1 0.9 0.11 0.11

0 -1 1 1 0.9 0.40 0.41

-5 0 1 1 0.9 0.40 0.40

-1 0 1 1 0.9 0.40 0.40

0 0 1 1 0.9 0.49 0.49

-5 -5 3 1 0.9 0.00 0.00

-1 -5 3 1 0.9 0.30 0.30

0 -5 3 1 0.9 0.69 0.69

-5 -1 3 1 0.9 0.08 0.08

-1 -1 3 1 0.9 0.31 0.31

0 -1 3 1 0.9 0.69 0.69

-5 0 3 1 0.9 0.40 0.39

-1 0 3 1 0.9 0.46 0.47

0 0 3 1 0.9 0.73 0.75

-5 -5 1 3 0.9 0.00 0.00

-1 -5 1 3 0.9 0.08 0.08

0 -5 1 3 0.9 0.40 0.39

-5 -1 1 3 0.9 0.30 0.30

-1 -1 1 3 0.9 0.31 0.31

0 -1 1 3 0.9 0.46 0.47

µ1 µ2 σ2
1 σ2

2 ρ Exact Monte-Carlo

Continued on next page
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Table 1: Subset of the simulation results (Continued)

-5 0 1 3 0.9 0.69 0.67

-1 0 1 3 0.9 0.69 0.71

0 0 1 3 0.9 0.73 0.73

-5 -5 3 3 0.9 0.00 0.00

-1 -5 3 3 0.9 0.30 0.32

0 -5 3 3 0.9 0.69 0.68

-5 -1 3 3 0.9 0.30 0.30

-1 -1 3 3 0.9 0.39 0.40

0 -1 3 3 0.9 0.70 0.70

-5 0 3 3 0.9 0.69 0.68

-1 0 3 3 0.9 0.70 0.71

0 0 3 3 0.9 0.85 0.84

µ1 µ2 σ2
1 σ2

2 ρ Exact Monte-Carlo
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