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A Study on the Accuracy of the Maximum Likelihood Estimator of the
Generalized Logistic Distribution According to Information Matrix
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Shin, Hongjoon / Jung, Younghun / Heo, Jun-Haeng

Abstract

In this study, we compared the observed information matrix with the Fisher information matrix to
estimate the uncertainty of maximum likelihood estimators of the generalized logistic (GL) distribution.
The previous literatures recommended the use of the observed information matrix because this is
convenient since this matrix is determined as the part of the parameter estimation procedure and there
is little difference in accuracy between the observed information matrix and the Fisher information
matrix for large sample size. The observed information matrix has been applied for the generalized
logistic distribution based on the previous study without verification. For this purpose, a simulation
experiment was performed to verify which matrix gave the better accuracy for the GL model. The
simulation results showed that the variance-covariance of the ML parameters for the GL distribution
came up with similar results to those of previous literature, but it is preferable to use of the Fisher
information matrix to estimate the uncertainty of quantile of ML estimators.

keywords : generalized logistic distribution, maximum likelihood estimator, observed information
matrix, Fisher information matrix
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Table 1. Comparison of Variance of Quantile with T=10, 100, and 1000 and N=10

Var(XT)
Sample | Return Shape SVAR FIS OBS @@ ©Z0)
Size Period Parameter
@ @ ®
-0.45 1.84 1.50 1.95 -0.34 0.11
-0.35 1.71 1.57 2.01 -0.14 0.30
-0.25 1.55 1.54 1.93 -0.02 0.38
-0.15 1.23 1.34 1.67 0.10 0.43
-0.05 0.89 1.02 1.28 0.13 0.39
10 0.05 0.59 0.75 0.94 0.15 0.34
0.15 0.39 0.54 0.66 0.15 0.27
0.25 0.26 0.40 0.48 0.14 0.22
0.35 0.18 0.31 0.37 0.13 0.20
0.45 0.13 0.26 0.30 0.14 0.18
-0.45 17.36 26.26 56.33 8.91 38.98
-0.35 16.90 26.01 55.23 9.11 38.33
-0.25 15.84 23.98 49.07 8.14 33.23
-0.15 12.31 18.66 38.75 6.34 26.44
-0.05 7.88 12.02 27.53 4.13 19.64
10 100
0.05 4.56 7.21 17.71 2.65 13.15
0.15 2.76 4.48 11.11 1.72 8.35
0.25 1.85 3.06 6.66 121 4.81
0.35 1.43 2.14 4.72 0.72 3.30
0.45 1.20 1.78 3.36 0.58 2.16
-0.45 151.35 326.97 843.87 175.62 692.53
-0.35 143.88 307.29 805.05 163.41 661.17
-0.25 132.56 270.14 670.64 137.58 538.08
-0.15 96.01 189.64 491.17 93.63 395.15
-0.05 55.68 107.91 323.17 52.22 267.49
1000
0.05 29.74 56.30 190.10 26.56 160.36
0.15 17.83 32.24 107.73 14.42 89.91
0.25 12.19 21.08 47.57 8.89 35.38
0.35 10.59 1571 23.89 512 13.30
0.45 8.46 12.49 16.27 4.03 7.80
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Table 2. Comparison of Variance of Quantile with T=10, 100, and 1000 and N=50

Var(XT)
Sarpple Rett.lrn Shape SVAR FIS OBS - 3D
Size Period Parameter
@ @ ©)
-0.45 0.60 0.68 0.78 0.08 0.17
-0.35 0.56 0.62 0.70 0.06 0.14
-0.25 0.44 0.47 0.52 0.03 0.08
-0.15 0.31 0.31 0.34 0.01 0.03
-0.05 0.19 0.20 0.21 0.01 0.02
10 0.05 0.12 0.12 0.12 0.00 0.00
0.15 0.07 0.07 0.08 0.00 0.00
0.25 0.05 0.04 0.05 0.00 0.00
0.35 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.00 0.00
0.45 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.00 0.00
-0.45 10.75 15.69 23.76 4.95 13.01
-0.35 10.75 12.65 1843 1.90 7.68
-0.25 7.78 7.70 10.79 -0.08 3.01
-0.15 4.30 3.86 511 -0.44 0.82
-0.05 1.86 1.77 2.15 -0.09 0.29
50 100
0.05 0.82 0.78 0.92 -0.03 0.11
0.15 0.33 0.29 0.39 -0.05 0.05
0.25 0.14 0.12 0.17 -0.02 0.03
0.35 0.06 0.05 0.08 -0.01 0.03
0.45 0.02 0.02 0.05 0.00 0.02
-0.45 147.39 243.37 420.59 95.97 273.20
-0.35 139.19 172.89 287.18 33.70 147.99
-0.25 86.11 85.06 136.58 -1.05 50.47
-0.15 37.02 32.25 48.82 -4.77 11.80
-0.05 11.52 10.69 14.33 -0.83 2.81
1000
0.05 3.77 3.60 457 -0.16 0.80
0.15 1.16 0.95 1.43 -0.21 0.27
0.25 0.37 0.30 0.50 -0.08 0.12
0.35 0.12 0.10 0.20 -0.03 0.08
0.45 0.04 0.04 0.10 -0.01 0.06
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Table 3. Comparison of Variance of Quantile with T=10, 100, and 1000 and N=100

Var(XT)
Sample | Return Shape SVAR FIS OBS @@ X0
Size Period Parameter
@ @) ®
-0.45 0.34 0.39 0.44 0.06 0.10
-0.35 0.33 0.33 0.36 0.00 0.03
-0.25 0.23 0.23 0.24 0.00 0.01
-0.15 0.15 0.15 0.15 0.00 0.00
-0.05 0.09 0.09 0.10 0.00 0.00
1 0.05 0.06 0.06 0.06 0.00 0.00
0.15 0.04 0.04 0.04 0.00 0.00
0.25 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.00 0.00
0.35 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.00 0.00
0.45 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.00 0.00
-0.45 7.04 9.67 13.53 2.63 6.50
-0.35 6.98 6.77 9.01 -0.21 2.03
-0.25 3.89 3.51 4.36 -0.39 0.46
-0.15 1.84 1.65 1.94 -0.19 0.10
-0.05 0.80 0.77 0.85 -0.03 0.05
100 100
0.05 0.35 0.33 0.37 -0.02 0.01
0.15 0.15 0.13 0.16 -0.02 0.01
0.25 0.06 0.05 0.07 -0.01 0.00
0.35 0.02 0.02 0.03 -0.01 0.00
0.45 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.00 0.01
-0.45 108.70 158.26 248.18 49.56 139.47
-0.35 94.70 91.38 135.16 -3.32 40.46
-0.25 40.01 34.91 47.36 -5.11 7.35
-0.15 13.78 11.88 14.88 -191 1.10
-0.05 4.30 4.09 4.67 -0.20 0.37
1000
0.05 1.40 1.34 1.50 -0.06 0.10
0.15 0.47 0.39 0.50 -0.08 0.03
0.25 0.16 0.12 0.17 -0.04 0.02
0.35 0.05 0.03 0.06 -0.02 0.01
0.45 0.02 0.01 0.03 -0.01 0.01
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Table 4. Comparison of Variance of Quantile with T=10, 100, and 1000 and N=100

Var(XT)
Sar.nple Retgrn Shape SVAR FIS OBS oD G-
Size Period Parameter
@ @ ©)
-0.45 0.05 0.05 0.05 0.00 0.00
-0.35 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.00 0.00
-0.25 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.00 0.00
-0.15 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.00 0.00
-0.05 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.00 0.00
1 0.05 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.00 0.00
0.15 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
0.25 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
0.35 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
0.45 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
-0.45 141 1.26 1.53 -0.15 0.12
-0.35 0.71 0.63 0.70 -0.08 -0.01
-0.25 0.33 0.30 0.32 -0.02 -0.01
-0.15 0.15 0.14 0.15 0.00 0.00
-0.05 0.07 0.07 0.07 0.00 0.00
1000 100
0.05 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.00 0.00
0.15 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.00 0.00
0.25 0.01 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.00
0.35 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
0.45 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
-0.45 25.93 21.93 28.74 -3.99 2.81
-0.35 9.08 7.78 9.03 -1.30 -0.05
-0.25 2.93 2.68 2.87 -0.25 -0.05
-0.15 0.95 0.92 0.96 -0.03 0.01
-0.05 0.33 0.34 0.33 0.01 0.00
1000
0.05 0.11 0.10 0.11 -0.01 0.00
0.15 0.04 0.04 0.04 0.00 0.00
0.25 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.00 0.00
0.35 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
0.45 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
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Fig. 2. Comparison of Variance of Quantile for T=10, 100, and 1000
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