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Abstract

This paper gives an estimate of correlation function for bivariate extremes Copula model using
kernel regression method. A N-W Kkernel regression estimator is constructed and we prove that
the estimator is asymptotically unbiased. Based on selection of the optimal bandwidth, we com-
pare the N-W Kkernel regression estimation and OLS estimation by numerical simulation. The re-
sult shows that the N-W kernel regression estimator is more stable than the OLS estimator. So, the
N-W kernel regression estimation is a relatively favourable non-parametric method.
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1. 5|

1959 4 Sklar 1 VX #£ Hi Copula H’Jffﬂ/%/‘\ﬂ‘fﬁﬁﬂﬂ TAEAT—A> n 4EBCA 530 B B 0] LU AN Copula 45
CHEET n AR RAPR AT R EERIE, bR iR T AR B RRHE, 1fi Copula @iﬁlﬂ% PAZ E
BRI Ai 2 (1) “4589” [1]. Copula @Zﬁ$D‘im%ﬁ%fﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁ%ﬁ’]ﬁ%“%%ﬁ@ﬁﬁﬁ% YLD B 534 R E
R 20, RGN T —HILFRS A AIEA Copula %, A4 TJETU\ﬁHW Copula #4
E—NEEE . Copula (93X Fh R & RHEAIAS E fE G R, PREE TR B AE QAT 21 2 IR

Copula BRELIFIE R A J5RH A o 225 1 ol 453 LA A s AR e v B0 (R A 5 v B R BEE ], WM Copula
BRI G R E R IR A Copula R 250 B8 ZEHE S ek B, AR BN AL )\ AT A 0 A OC iR AT
flitT[2]. Csorgo 5 Revesz *RIcHEH T 4 M AH ¢ R #0113 S 44 Pickands 1t 71[3]. Muller I Roeder i it 4%
R RN T s BR ) ¥ 75 53R A5 T A Copula #15C B AL CRG-filiit, JFIER] T It CFG-fiil- A IES
A T1[4]. 2008 4, Zhang, Wells FiI Peng 5 AH G s i) — 70 CFG-fiiH#E) 2 T £ 0, HHESFHT
% 50 CFG-fi i1 AFES B L wftitH[5]. Peter A1 Nader [6]3d@id 3¢ X EAIF 77 V5343 T HT-f4it. Gordon
A Johan [717E HT-fh tH AL 2R e/ —3fiE3RA5 1A < s i) OLS-fiit-.

CEE A BISCHER AT AR I, [ P9 AME 2 535 001 T8 Copula BEAH DG BRI B 7L . 32 00)E K
ASCAE OLS-{li tH A1 N-W A [E] A5 T A5 B g et A8 1 — 0AH O BRI N-W A% [BDA ik T 38 i i e
PUIGAE T N-W Z [ 3 THE— EF2 R BT OLS-iit[6].

2. tR{E Copula EREEIHERX R

RBE(X,Y) N TohEbL AR, 4 (X,Y) KRGS MRS H, W& 3H08 F, G HENIES R
B E (X)) s G(Y) BRA[0,1] B934 51504, C N —JutkfE Copula E§ %, U =-log F (X ),V =—logG(Y),
A C H P LA 4 R RIE [ 2]

P(U=zuV>v)=P(-logF(X)>u,~logG(Y)=v

=C(F(X)<e™,G(Y)<e") exp{ u+v[ j}

EAH A(w),0e[0,1] 5 CHIAREEL. RE A(w) AU
1) A(w) N
2) A(0)=A(1)=1;
3) max{wl-w}<A(w)<1

2.1)
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(xl,Yl),---,(xn,Yn)i‘y(x,v)E@nﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁ*—ﬁﬁm(w)zmin(i,lij, we[01], i=12-,n, H
o l-o
TU;» ViR U, VIS A
2 x>0 1 & () > x S RIE RN
P(&(@)2x)=P{U; 20XV, >(1-0) x| =exp{-xA(w)}.

HIETT A & (@), 8, (@), &, (o) IRAEIE N 1 Aw) FIFEEM . BRI, —log & (o) RGBS HCN
log A(w) ) Gumbel 43 4ii[7], HH

E[-logé () ]=log A()+y (2.2)
Hyly Euler %4, y=05772 .
1 (2.2):\1%
Iog&(a)):—%ilog;(a))—y, we[0,],
f

E(Iog A, (a))): E[—%glog & (a))—}/] =E[-logé (@) ]-r =log A(w)

RO, Tl log A, (@) M log A, (o) FI#FETE R AL T
Kendal’s 22— M AR K 25 Kendal’s t&2 201 € L (8] [9]:
r= P((Xl—Xz)(Yl—Y2)>O)— P((x - XZ)(Yl—Y2)<0)

Kendal’s 72 5 #5% 5 (1) % 18 20 4] :

3. N-W #fdiit

BE(X0 ) (X0, )0 (X0 Y, ) 2R E (X,Y) B AR, E(Y)<ewo, £ m(x)=E(Y|X=x)H
g~N(0,0%), X155 Y ZIaI IRy

Y=m(X)+e,

m(X) FARFIRRE AT CUEEA R BRI E XETREAR (X, Y,), (X5, Yo ), (X, Y, ) - BCRR B T

FAEXS m(x) BEATAETH10]. m(x) BIAES LA T+ &y (x) 7T RLR IR A
e ()= 2 Wy (X X0 X, )Y 2 W, ()Y,
i=1 i=1

A TR BB T — R 7, B LB AL TF 2 Nadaraya F1 Waston T~ 1964 442 H 1) N-W #%
BRI BN THRD N-W RZ ATt N-W AZAG 7115 21 58 Fom () B2 6 77 RI[11] [12] [13]

i ()= 32Xy (3.1)
YK (x= X))
j=1
Hot K, () =K (/h)/h o K() R SRR, B K (x) BB PR
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1) K(x)=0;
2) jK(x)dx:l;
3) IxK(x)dx:O .
WL R Bk 1.
PRAE N-W AZ [ 14 58 SCHE) 2 AH 5% R B0 A [ I R AR

log A, (0)=m(0)+s, &~ N(O,O'Z)
H1(3.1) I 45 2UAH R B ) N-W A Al ih A 2K

Iog A}NW (w) _ i Kh (w_Wi)

i=1

log A, (W,), we[0,1] (32)

M =]
=
B
|
=

’L

]
Hraw, (i=12,---,n) A[0,1] ERIBEHLAE .
RZAL T 25 SR 5 B8 h BRI 3 R PT CLAH DR BT N-W A TS R FIRE S 58 h A ok B 58
h BB, Reflivh i 2 Eat b, T E RO ez, IEFENHE h R, AT
i ZEAE AL B, AT 22 ST/ o B AEEAERZAS T (0 2245 05 22 2Z 1)l AU A A
PITRZEERN . PR R EAEAAAN . SRR BN A SCRAEE AN ST B B0k . AR
J" B SRR ) eIt i 98 24 5[ 14]
15

o-ZJKi.[f (x)]fldx
o )on

0

h)k = n7]/5

He JK=J1'K2(x)dx, a,izjl‘sz(x)dx, f(x) Hlog A, () LB 5 BRIAL

4. BEHAEI
kA Copula R £ HIFH G BR BB A [15] -
Ape(@)=1-p+(f-a)or[a'of + 5 (1-0) | @)
H0<a,p<1, r2l. Ha=L=114.1)N:

r r YT
A(0)=|o" +(1-0) ] (4.2)
Table 1. Common kernel functions
F= 1. BERRZERH
TN B
Boxcar % K(x)=1/21(x)
Gaussian % K (x)=1/</2ne™"
Epanechnikov % K(x)=3/4(1-x*)1(x)
Tricube K (x)=70/81(L-[x") 1(x)

VE: 1 (X) AURMEREL
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A ADERE o= B =1 WHHUE NI FREEAL, ASCEFF@ )RS5 THE AT L. 72 (4.2) 1
R r 5 Kendal’s 2B R AN ¢ :1—% o

FEARSC AL R oA G BRI N-W A% [ DR T34 78 S 6 s (K RT3 6 4% Gaussian A% k8, Hop
Gaussian #Z% R %) J, =0.2820948, o, =1 [14]. % 2 AFEAR 109 50, 100 F1 500 5L R, BEHLA K
(X,Y)~N(0,0,1,2,1) K —Juhifl AR, N-W ZA5HA1 OLS it iil'5 A (o) BRAERIS iR %E. £ 3N
FEAE 9353179 250, 500 A11000 15 4L 1, BEALAE K 50%IK] (X,Y) ~ N (0,0,1,2,1) £ 30%If]
(X,Y)~N(0,0,1,31) BAJ 20%f1J (X,Y)~N(0,0,2,4,1), HIRE/G —chEHAE R, N-W Zflit#1 OLS
i35 A (o) BERR TR %E .

e 2 53 3 s a4 0 U2 0.95, [AIFEJ 0.05, #14T r I A 1 M2 20, (HIFIREALE.
Wz 2 53 3 Prostt ol FIREA R A FIR T OL S, BEE AR RIS LK N-W 5 THR1 OLS it
5 A (o) BRI TTRE BN R 2 Fosfe o FFEA B FK RN, AR A0 N-w
BAiTH5S A (o) AL TR Z IR T AR R BB OLS-iT 5 A () BRI 7 R 2% o (HRTE WL 3 T
ANEAR B R 2 53 3 BRI A BAIRBTE OL R, BEE v B8 HIAR SRR E) N-W R Al T S AR G R
H0H) OLS-hit A I R ZE B W IR/ I A3 2 oA SE BRI N-W A Al 3 BUAE REAC B 50,

Table 2. Mean square error in pure data

T2 BIRGSERATHHRRE

N-W OLS
T r

n=>50 n =100 n =500 n=>50 n =100 n =500
0.00 1.0000 0.146942 0.082552 0.056272 0.051214 0.050122 0.044455
0.05 1.0526 0.123233 0.067013 0.043829 0.039383 0.038107 0.033216
0.10 1.1111 0.102391 0.053682 0.033394 0.029523 0.028136 0.024020
0.15 1.1765 0.084173 0.042356 0.024765 0.021435 0.020007 0.016653
0.20 1.2500 0.068358 0.032843 0.017756 0.014933 0.013532 0.010916
0.25 1.3334 0.054735 0.024965 0.012192 0.009841 0.008534 0.006620
0.30 1.4286 0.043111 0.018555 0.007911 0.005994 0.004846 0.003585
0.35 1.5385 0.033302 0.013456 0.004757 0.003241 0.002313 0.001642
0.40 1.6667 0.025138 0.009520 0.002585 0.001433 0.000787 0.000628
0.45 1.8182 0.018459 0.006606 0.001259 0.000436 0.000125 0.000388
0.50 2.0000 0.013113 0.004579 0.000646 0.000118 0.000191 0.000773
0.55 2.2222 0.008952 0.003309 0.000624 0.000358 0.000851 0.001642
0.60 2.5000 0.005837 0.002671 0.001074 0.001039 0.001972 0.002860
0.65 2.8571 0.003629 0.002542 0.001880 0.002049 0.003422 0.004303
0.70 3.3333 0.002188 0.002803 0.002931 0.003279 0.005070 0.005861
0.75 4.0000 0.001372 0.003345 0.004116 0.004622 0.006791 0.007439
0.80 5.0000 0.001028 0.004068 0.005324 0.005965 0.008479 0.008972
0.85 6.6667 0.000996 0.004898 0.006436 0.007190 0.010066 0.010433
0.90 10.00 0.001103 0.005789 0.007334 0.008171 0.011553 0.011834
0.95 20.00 0.001178 0.006723 0.007933 0.008816 0.012995 0.013142
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Table 3. Mean square error in mixed data
=3 BURRRABATHHERE

N-W OLS

i ' n =250 n =500 n =1000 n =250 n =500 n =1000
0.00 1.0000 0.046526 0.038409 0.038532 0.078072 0.058253 0.052327
0.05 1.0526 0.035004 0.028263 0.028102 0.063104 0.045229 0.040220
0.10 11111 0.025533 0.020016 0.019674 0.05032 0.034327 0.030164
0.15 1.1765 0.017901 0.013471 0.013037 0.039519 0.025333 0.021956
0.20 1.2500 0.011904 0.008438 0.007989 0.030507 0.018046 0.015404
0.25 1.3334 0.007356 0.004746 0.004342 0.023105 0.012279 0.010331
0.30 1.4286 0.004075 0.002228 0.001915 0.017148 0.007855 0.006571
0.35 1.5385 0.001893 0.000731 0.000538 0.012477 0.004603 0.003964
0.40 1.6667 0.000646 0.000108 0.000046 0.008942 0.002366 0.002361
0.45 1.8182 0.000181 0.000219 0.000284 0.006402 0.000991 0.001619
0.50 2.0000 0.000346 0.000934 0.001102 0.004721 0.000334 0.001598
0.55 2.2222 0.001003 0.002127 0.002356 0.003766 0.000260 0.000216
0.60 2.5000 0.002017 0.003678 0.003912 0.003528 0.000640 0.003181
0.65 2.8571 0.003267 0.005471 0.005647 0.003410 0.001358 0.004520
0.70 3.3333 0.004643 0.007391 0.007450 0.003999 0.002306 0.006049
0.75 4.0000 0.006055 0.009327 0.009235 0.004711 0.003396 0.007647
0.80 5.0000 0.007442 0.011160 0.001094 0.005565 0.004558 0.009211
0.85 6.6667 0.008776 0.012765 0.012556 0.006490 0.005746 0.010681
0.90 10.00 0.010067 0.014011 0.014093 0.007448 0.006942 0.012058
0.95 20.00 0.011284 0.014809 0.015522 0.008435 0.008087 0.01339

100 F1 500 1% F7Er=6.667 , r=2.8571F1r =2.222 MIT LB B/, AHICER B OLS fhitt 7 MITERE
AN 50, 100 A 500 L FTESITE r =2 BT ab Bl A 3 oAl G RR BT N-W Al 43 T
FEAH Y 250, 500 A1 1000 1546 NHA7E r = 6.667 PHTANEAT e/ o FHOCERELT OLS flith 7 ITERE A &N
250, 500 A1 1000 14t FHITE r=2.8571 f r =2.222 BT AbBUAF e /by FEREABRA X ~N(0,1),
Y ~N(0,2), p=1EN F, AIRITE r =1.648 PRI ALIIT7 1% 28 Jfe N o 7 ASLULEE B n] A0 TE 43 Aii C Ji B
ARG OUT, AR OLS A RCREF, /A RANRAEIE IS OU T, AHCERE N-W A% Al 2L
Rl

5. B&

ARICAE JuhME Copula BREUHIAHIC R OLS it pOZEA I, Z5& BAMME R, SH/b HigEn
ARG TR N-W R TE, S 7RISR RREO N-W Al i, IFIEW] T iZAbih e e . JEad g
JSR AN AR G 1 — e IEZS 73 A IR BE AR & HUE AR e N-W %Al 75 OLS Al tH B SC sR B. J3 il ik e
HIRH S PR BB R BEAT LU, AT LAAS Y N-W R Al T AR E PEAE 70 A R AR TR 2% (RS 00 T 2m T OLS
filtitts

ASCHUB T FE TSR R — HREARBBUMOE LT, HR R BB AR 1A ST B
SRAAR R A T 2B R, AE L OB T AR 72— BRI U R IS A
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