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Abstract

This paper considers the estimation and testing of a class of locally stationary time
series factor models with evolutionary temporal dynamics. In particular, the entries and
the dimension of the factor loading matrix are allowed to vary with time while the factors
and the idiosyncratic noise components are locally stationary. We propose an adaptive
sieve estimator for the span of the varying loading matrix and the locally stationary
factor processes. A uniformly consistent estimator of the effective number of factors is
investigated via eigenanalysis of a non-negative definite time-varying matrix. A possibly
high-dimensional bootstrap-assisted test for the hypothesis of static factor loadings is
proposed by comparing the kernels of the covariance matrices of the whole time series
with their local counterparts. We examine our estimator and test via simulation studies
and real data analysis. Finally, all our results hold at the following popular but distinct
assumptions: (a) the white noise idiosyncratic errors with either fixed or diverging
dimension, and (b) the correlated idiosyncratic errors with diverging dimension.

Keywords: Time series factor model, local stationarity, high dimensional time series, test
of static factor loadings, adaptive estimation

1 Introduction

Technology advancement has made it easy to record simultaneously a large number of
stochastic processes of interest over a relatively long period of time where the underlying
data generating mechanisms of the processes are likely to evolve over the long observation
time span. As a result both high dimensional time series analysis ([38]) and locally station-
ary time series analysis ([16]) have undergone unprecedented developments over the last
two decades. This paper focuses on the following evolutionary linear factor model for a
multivariate locally stationary time series:

Xin = A(i/n)z;n + €ip, (1.1)
where {x; ,}7_, is a p-dimensional observed time series, A(t): [0,1] — RP*¥®) is a matrix-
valued function of possibly time-varying factor loadings and the number of factors d(t)
is assumed to be a piecewise constant function of time, {z;,}!" ; is a d(i/n)-dimensional
unobserved sequence of common factors and {e;,}? ; are the idiosyncratic components.
Here p = p, may diverge to infinity with the time series length n and d(t) is typically
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much smaller than p uniformly over ¢. Note that x;,, z;, and e;, are allowed to be
locally-stationary processes for which the generating mechanism varies with time, see (3.1)
for detailed formulation. Throughout the article we assume that {e;,} and {z;,} are
centered.

The version of model (1.1) with constant loadings is among the most popular dimen-
sion reduction tools for the analysis of multivariate stationary time series ([32], [35], [38]).
According to the model assumptions adapted and estimation methods used, it seems that
recent literature on linear time series factor models mainly falls into two types. The cross-
sectional averaging method (summarized in [32]) which is popular in the econometric lit-
erature of linear factor models, exploits the assumption of weak dependence among the
vector components of e; , and hence achieves de-noising via cross-sectional averaging. See
for instance [33], [5], [4] and [20] among many others. One advantage of the cross-sectional
averaging method is that it allows for a very high dimensionality. In general the method
requires that p diverges to achieve consistency and the estimation accuracy improves as
p gets larger under the corresponding model assumptions. On the other hand, the linear
factor model can also be fitted by exploring the relationship between the factor loading
space and the auto-covariance or the spectral density matrices of the time series under
appropriate assumptions. This method dates back at least to the works of [3], [10] and [30]
among others for fixed dimensional multivariate time series and is extended to the high
dimensional setting by the recent works of [26], [25], [36] and others. The latter method
allows for stronger contemporary dependence among the vector components and is consis-
tent when p is fixed under the requirement that the idiosyncratic components form a white
noise.

To date, the literature on non-stationary linear factor models is relatively scarce and
most existing results are focused on extensions of the cross-sectional averaging method.
Among others, [29] [27] and [34] considered evolutionary model (1.1) using the cross-
sectional averaging method. [19] and [7] studied non-stationary dynamic factor models. See
also [20] for the first use of Brillinger’s spectral PCA approach to the analysis of dynamic
factor models. Non-stationary factor models with time-varying loadings and diemionsality
have also drawn some attention in Bayesian analysis. Prominent examples inculde [1] and
[28], among others. In this paper, we shall extend the second estimation method mentioned
in the last paragraph to the case of evolutionary factor loadings with locally stationary fac-
tor and idiosyncratic component time series whose data generating mechanisms change
smoothly over time while allowing for weakly correlated idiosyncratic components. Using
this framework, our approach to the factor model estimation and the corresponding theory
contribute to the literature mainly in the following three aspects.

(a) Our proposed adaptive estimator is proven to be consistent under two sets of assump-
tions. The first set allows for the dimension p to be either fixed or diverging, with the
requirement that the noises e; form white noise. This assumption is commonly posited
by most approaches that explore factor loading space through the structure of au-
tocovariance or spectral density matrices. Meanwhile, the second set of assumptions
permits weak correlation among the e;’s, accommodating many classic time series
models, while requiring that the dimension p diverges. This set of conditions has
been adopted by most literature that utilizes the cross-sectional averaging method.
To the best of our knowledge, our method is the first to demonstrate consistency under
both sets of popular conditions for locally stationary factor models with time-varying
factor loadings, thereby offering a broad application scope.

(b) To estimate the time-varying loading matrix, the prevailing approach in the literature



is the local-constant kernel estimator, see for example [27], [34]. It seems that it is
difficult to extend the local-constant method to general local polynomial methods for
factor models under the cross-sectional averaging set-up and therefore the estimation
accuracy of the existing methods is not adaptive to the smoothness (with respect to
time) of the factor loading matrix function. In this paper, we propose an alternative
adaptive estimation method based on the method of sieves ( [13]). The sieve method
is computationally simple to implement and has the advantage of being adaptive to the
unknown smoothness of the target function if certain linear sieves such as the Fourier
basis (for periodic functions), the Legendre polynomials or the orthogonal wavelets
are used ([13], [37]). Specifically, we adapt the method of sieves to estimate the high-
dimensional auto-covariance matrices of x;, at each time point and subsequently
estimate the space spanned by the loadings A(t) at each t exploiting the relationship
between A(-) and the kernel of the latter local auto-covariance matrices. We use
7span” for ”space spanned” in the remaining of the article for short. We will show
that the span of A(-) can be estimated at a rate independent of p uniformly over time
provided that all factors are strong with order p'/2 Euclidean norms, extending the
corresponding result for factor models with static loadings established in [26].

(c¢) In most literature for time-varying factor models such as [27], [34], to estimate the
time-varying loading matrix, it is assumed that the number of factors is constant over
time. Typically further assumptions on the factor process such as independence or
time-invariance of its covariance matrix were required. In this paper, we model the
factor process as general locally stationary time series and allow the number of factors
to be time-varying. Uniform consistency of the estimated span of the loading matrix
as well as the number of factors will be established without assuming that the positive
eigenvalues of the corresponding matrices are distinct which is commonly posited in
the literature of factor models.

Testing whether A(-) is constant over time is important in the application of (1.1). In
the literature, among others [9] proposed LR, LM and Wald statistics for testing static
factor model against an alternative of piece-wise constant loadings, and [40] improved the
power of [9] by maximizing the test statistic over possible numbers of the original factors.
Assuming piece-wise stationarity, [6] estimated the change points of a factor model via
wavelet transformations. [34] considered an L2 test of static factor loadings under the
cross-sectional averaging framework assuming that each component of e;,, is a martingale
difference sequence. To the best of our knowledge, this paper is the first to propose a high-
dimensional £°° or maximum deviation test on the time-invariance of the span of A(-) which
utilizes the observation that the kernel of the full-sample auto-covariance matrices coincides
with all of its local counterparts under the null hypothesis of static span of loadings while
the latter observation is likely to fail when the span of A(-) is time-varying. Using the
uniform convergence rates of the estimated factor loadings established in this paper, the
test statistic will be shown to be asymptotically equivalent to the maximum deviation of
the sum of a high-dimensional locally stationary time series under some mild conditions.
A multiplier bootstrap procedure with overlapping blocks is adapted to approximate the
critical values of the test. The bootstrap will be shown to be asymptotically correct under
the null and powerful under a large class of local alternatives. The theory and methodology
of our testing procedure contribute to the literature mainly in the following two aspects.

(i) Under the null hypothesis of constant A(-), the common components of the time series,
i.e. A(i/n)z;y, considered in the above-mentioned works are stationary or have time-



invariant variance-covariance. Since z;, is assumed to be locally stationary in this
paper, under the null hypothesis, the common components are allowed to be locally
stationary where their variance-covariance matrices can be smoothly time-varying.

(ii) The validity of the tests of the above works was built on the divergence of both the
length of time series n and the dimension of the time series p. In contrast, our
proposed tests is proved to be asymptotically correct under two sets of assumptions.
The first set of assumption is that p is fixed or diverging slowly with n while the
idiosyncratic errors are white nose, and the second set of assumption is that both
p and n diverge while idiosyncratic errors can be correlated. Our estimation is also
shown to be consistent under both sets of assumptions. Hence our results have a wide
application scope.

Other methodological and theoretical innovations include the following. 1) We introduce
a penalized eigen-ratio estimator for the dimension of the locally stationary low-dimensional
common factors. We combine techniques from [8] and [41] to establish and justify a sieve
estimator for the factor loadings under the two sets of assumptions mentioned in (a) above.
2) We introduce a state-of-the-art high-dimensional Gaussian approximation technique to
construct a test for static factor loading. Notably, the test involves the estimated idiosyn-
cratic errors. Although the convergence rate of these estimated idiosyncratic errors is not
sufficiently fast for a direct plug-in, we demonstrate that when combined with the eigen-
vectors of the null space of the loading matrix, the approximation error can be controlled.

The paper is organized as follows. Section 2 introduces some notation. Sections 3
and 4 discuss the estimation of the evolutionary factor loading matrices and the test of
static factor loadings, respectively. Section 5 contains some technical assumptions while
Section 6 presents the theoretical results of estimation. Section 7 investigates the theoretical
properties of test of the static factor loading. Section 8 discusses the time varying dimension.
Section 9 gives out methods for tuning parameter selection. Simulation studies are displayed
in Section 10, and a real data analysis is in Section 11. Section 12 provides the proofs of
Theorem 6.1, Theorem 6.2 (i) as well as some important preliminary assumptions on locally
stationary multivariate time series. A class of high dimensional locally stationary time series
examples, the proofs of the remaining theorems, propositions, lemmas and corollaries are
relegated to the online supplemental material.

2 Notation

For two series a, and b,, write a, < b, if the exists 0 < m; < mg < oo such that
\an| |an‘

my < liminfm < limsupm < mg < oco. Write an, < by (a, Z by) if there exists a
uniform constant M such that a, < Mb,, (a, > Mb,). Let A := B represent ” A is define as
B”. For any p dimensional (random) vector v = (vy,...,vp) |, write |[v|l, = (32F_; [vs|") "/,
and the corresponding £V norm ||v||ze = (E(||[v]|3))/? for v > 1. For any real symmetric
matrix F let A\, (F) be its largest eigenvalue, A\, (F) be its smallest eigenvalue, and A\ (F)
be its ky, largest eigenvalue. For any matrix F let ox(F) be F’s ky, largest singular value.
Let |F||r = (trace(F TF))Y/2 denote the Frobenius norm, and ||F||,, be the positive square
root of the minimum eigenvalue of FF " or FTF, whichever is a smaller matrix. Denote by
vec(F) the vector obtained by stacking the columns of F. Let ||F|l2 = v/ Amaz(FFT). In
particular, if F is a vector, then ||F||; = ||F||r. We also write |F| for ||F||2 if F is a vector.
For any vector or matrix A = (a;;) let |A|o = max; j|a;;|. For any integer v let I, denote
the v x v identity matrix. Write |Z| for the length of the interval Z. Let C*(M)[0,1] be the



collection of functions f defined on [0, 1] such that the Ky, order derivative of f is Lipschitz
continuous with Lipschitz constant M, M > 0.

3 Model Estimation

Adapting the formulation in [45], we model the p,d, ¢ dimensional locally stationary time
series X; n, Z;n and €;,, 1 <1 < n as follows:

Xin = G(Z/n,./.';), Zin = Q(Z/n,./.‘;), €in = H(z/n,]—",) (31)

where the filtration F; = (..., €;_1, €;) with {€;};cz i.i.d. random elements in some measur-
able space S, and G : [0,1] x SZ - RP, Q : [0,1] x 8 — R? and H : [0,1] x §Z — RP
are p, d and p dimensional measurable nonlinear filters. Write j;, entry of the time series
Xin, Zin and €, as x;;n, = Gj(i/n, F;), zijn = Qj(i/n, F;) and e; j, = H;(i/n, F;). Let
{€,}icz be an independent copy of {€;}icz and let ]-'Z.(h) = (€—oo,---€h—1, €}, €p11, ..., €) for
h <1, and ]:Z-(h) = F; otherwise. The dependence measures for z; , and e; , in L' norm are
defined as

Z(LY — ._ 1/1 , (i=k)y |l
of (k) 1”2?2%51 (k) : lrgfgdte[glllﬁEZE (1Q;(t, Fi) — Q;(t, F )",

e — — 1/1 ] (i=k)y |l
O (k) := max oy;(k) : 1n<1]a§pt€[§111}pl€ZE (1H;(t, Fo) = Hy (8, 77 7)),

which quantify the magnitude of change of systems Q,H in £! norm when the inputs of
the systems k steps ahead are replaced by their i.i.d. copies. We also refer to [42] for the
definition of local stationarity and functional dependence for high dimensional time series.
Due to the page limit, we move the regularity conditions for Q,H, and G as well as an
example of a high dimensional moving average process to the Section 12 and the online
supplemental material, respectively. Observe from equation (1.1) that for k > 1

Xi-i-k,nxz—'l:n = A( Ltk )Zit+knZ; nA (l) + A( )Zz—i-k nez ;T €itk nZzTnAT(%) + ei-i-k,nez—'l:n-

In this paper we consider two set of assumptions. The first is that the idiosyncratic com-
ponent are uncorrelated with past common factors and past idiosyncratic component as
assumed by [25], i.e., E(ejs, neZTn) = 0 and E(ejqy, nzT ) = 0. The dimension p can
be either dlverglng or fixed. The second set of assumptions allows E(e;t, ne n) # 0,
instead assuming p — oo, and ||Zc(t,k)|l2 = |E(H, Fin)HT (£, F))|2 is bounded.
Denote the k;, order auto-(cross)covariance by X.(t,k) = E(Q(t, Fiyr)Q' (¢, F;)) and
St k) = B(Q(t, Firp)H' (£, F)), Bu(t, k) = E(G(t, Fiyr)G (¢, F;)). Under the first
assumption, taking expectation on both sides of the above equation will yield for £ > 1,

S0 i/ k) ~ B i) = A E (21,020, AT (2) + ACEE)E(Zi 4 ner,,)
~ A(i/n) S, (i/n, k)AT (i/n) + Ali/n)Sec(i/n, k). (3.2)

Further define A(t) = ],zo 1 . (t, k)2 ] (t, k) for some pre-specified integer ko and we have
A(t) = A1 (t) where the positive semidefinite matrix A;(¢) is defined as

ko
Ai(t) = AW | D (B (LRAT (1) + et ) AGD] (1, k) + ZL(ER)|AT@). (3.3)
k=1



Therefore in principle the span of A(t) can be identified by the null space of A(t). Under
the second set of assumptions, since E(e; 4, ne ) 7 0 we can write A(t) by A(t) = Aq(t)+
A(t) — Aq(t), where A(t) — Ay(t) is a symmetric matrix. The boundedness of |2e(t, k)||2
will lead to [|A(t) — A1(t)|l2 = o(inf; Ag) (A1(t))). Therefore, an application of Davis-Khan
theorem shows that the eigenvectors of null space of AT () will be close to the eigenvectors
of A(t) with respect to its (d + 1)¢p,...ptn eigenvalue (in descending order). The use of
A(t) was advocated in [26] under the first set of assumptions, and not considered under
the second set of assumptions to the best of the authors’ knowledge. In this paper we
alm at estimating a set of time-varying orthonormal basis of this time-varying null space,
which is identifiable up to rotation, to characterize A(t). The identification of factors and
factor numbers has drawn considerable research attention in the literature of factor models.
[26] proposes conditions that the loading matrix is normalized for identification. For sparse
factor models, [21] develops a counting rule on the number of nonzero factor loadings as well
as generalised lower triangular representation to resolve rotational invariance. For locally
stationary factor models, the direct extension of the existing methods as above are not
straightforward since the identification conditions should be also time-varying. Therefore
we leave the identification of the factor loadings as a rewarding future work, and focus on
the span of the factor loadings that does not rely on identification conditions in this paper.
As we discussed in the introduction, fitting factor models using relationships between the
factor space and the null space of the auto-covariance matrices has a long history. In the
following we shall propose a nonparametric sieve-based method for time-varying loading
matrix estimation which is adaptive to the smoothness (with respect to t) of the covariance
function 3. (¢, k). For a pre-selected set of orthonormal basis functions {B;(t)}32; we shall
approximate X, (¢, k) by a finite but diverging order basis expansion

JIn

LIS < /0 1 . (u, k‘)Bj(u)du> B;(t), (3.4)

=1

where the order J, diverges to infinity. The speed of divergence is determined by the
smoothness of 3,(t, k) with respect to t. Motivated by (3.4) we propose to estimate A(t)
by the following A(t):

ko
A(t) = M(Jn, t, )M (Jo, t,k), where M(Jp,t, k) Zz kBt (3.5)
k=1
_ n—=k
Sk =— Zkax B( ) (3.6)
i=1

In order to help the readers understand our main ideas better, we shall first assume that
the number of factors d(t) is constant over time, that is, d(t) = d, ¥Vt € [0,1]. The
more complicated case where d(t) is time-varying will be discussed in Section 8. Let

A= S A(i/n)/n. Then we estimate d by d, defined as

d, = argmin )\z’+1(—7\ + qn)/()\,(./:\) + qn). (3.7)
1<i<p

where ¢, is the penalty which will be discussed in detail in Section 6. The eigenvalue
ratio has been considered in the literature of econometrics, see for example [2]. In fact,
d,, is a penalized version of the eigen-ratio statistics advocated by [25] which assumes that



E(e,-mejT’n) = 0. The introducing of the penalization extend the applicability of [25] to the
model satisfying our second set of assumptions. Further define V(¢) = (V1(t), ...,V . (@)
where v;(t)'s are the eigenvectors of A(t) corresponding to Al(A(t))7.-.7)\gn (A(t)). Then we
estimate the column space of A(t) by

Span(Vi(t),...,v; (t)). (3.8)

n

4 Test for Static Factor Loadings

It is of practical interest to test Hy : span(A(t)) = span(A), where A is a p x d matrix. In
other words, one can find a time-invariant matrix A to represent the factor loading matrices
throughout time. Without loss of generality, we shall assume that A(t) = A under the null
hypothesis throughout the rest of the paper if no confusions will arise.

Observe that testing Hy is more subtle than testing covariance stationarity of x;, as
both z;, and e;, can be locally stationary under the null. By equation (1.1), assuming
Y.(t,k) =0 as in Section 3,

1 1
/ Ex(t,k:)dt:/ A(t)(EZ(t,k:)AT(t)+Zze(t,k))dt+/Ze(t,k)dt, k>0

0 0
= /flm(t, k)dt+/ze(t, k)dt, k>0

where 3, (t, k) = A(t)(Z.(t, k)AT (t)4+3..(t, k)). As in Section 3, we consider (i) Z.(t, k) =
0 and (ii)|| 3. (¢, k)||2 is bounded as p — co. Under both cases, it can be shown that the null
space of (fol 3. (¢, k:))(fol 3. (t,k)) T is close to the null space of ( [ 2, (¢, k)dt)( [ Ty (t, k)dt)".
Furthermore, under null hypothesis it’s obvious that the null space of A" is the same as
the null space of ([ 3, (t,k)dt)([ Z.(t, k)dt)".

Consider the following quantity I'y, and its estimate Ly

1 1 n—k n—k
T = / . (t, k) dt / (k) dt T = XipknXin/n)O Xipax), /)"
0 0 i=1 i=1

Let T' = ZZOZI I';. Then the kernel space of AT can be estimated by the kernel of I"
under Hy. Let d,, be an estimate of d which will be described at the end of this section. Let
f; be the orthonormal eigenvectors of I' w.r.t. (/\Jnﬂ(f‘),...,)\p(f‘)). Write F = (f1, ..., fp_[in).
The test is then constructed by segmenting the time series into non-overlapping equal-sized
blocks of size m,,. Without loss of generality, consider n = m,,IN,, for integers m,, and N,.
Define for 1 < h < N,, the index set b, = ((h — 1)m,, + 1,..., hm,,). The test statistics is

Ty = v/m, | max e JAEIN (4.1)
where Sff = Ziebh X;n/My. Then under the null hypothesis, fiTS*,)f = fZ-TSZ where Sj =
> _icby, €in/mn. Notice that under alternative, £1SYX =m; ! > scby (£ A(s/n)zs,, + £ S5)
which will be large if the exists an eigenvector f; such that f(;r > seby A(8/1)2s.n /My, is large
for some h. Let & = (I, — V(i/n)V " (i/n))x;, where V(i/n) is the eigenvector used to
estimate the column space of A(t) in Section 3. To implement the test, we propose the

following bootstrap procedure. Notice that Theorem 3 of [4] specified the optimal rate of
€; —e;, which is Op(T_l/2 —|—p_1/2), is too slow for proving c'é; well approximate ¢ ' e; with



any |c| via plugging in this rate. Nevertheless, using the property of null space we shall
show in the online supplement that f'sT &; is a good proxy of f]e; for any 1 < s < p — d,
which motives us to develop the bootstrap procedure based on f"ST ¢€; as follows. Define for
1<s<Npand 1< j<my,,

-
5 AT A 2T A
lj,s = ( 1 ej+(8_1)mn, cey fp_Jnej‘i‘(S—l)mn) . (42)
Further define
(4.3)

for 1 < i < my. Let 8§, = Ziif”_l I, and §,,, = "1, for 1 < j < m, where
wy, = o(my,) and w, — oo is the window size. Define

mp—wn+1
Wn,

(§j7w7l - m_smn)R] (44)

n

_ 1
VW (my, —wy, + 1)

Kn

J=1

where {R;}icz are i.i.d. N(0,1) independent of {x; ,,1 <i < n}. Then we have the follow-
ing algorithm for testing static factor loadings:

Algorithm for implementing the multiplier bootstrap:

elect m, and w, by the Minimal Volatility method that will be described 1n
1) Sel d by the Minimal Volatility (MV hod th ill be described i
Section 9.2.

(2) Generate B (say 2000) conditionally i.i.d. copies of K, = ]msf)\oo, r = 1,..B, where

n&r) is obtained by (4.4) via the 74, copy of i.i.d. standard normal random variables

{R"}iez.

(3) Let K(T), 1 < r < B be the order statistics for K,,1 < r < B. Then we reject Hy at
level « if T}, > K(|(1—a)B))- Let B* = min{r : Ky > T} and the corresponding p
value of the test can be approximated by 1 — B*/B.

To implement our test, d will be estimated by

dy, = mode(d})1<i<r,

where df = argmax( 1 (A(i/n)) +40)/ Oy (AG/m)) + an) (4.5)

where ¢, is the penalty which will be discussed later.

Remark 4.1. In this paper, we test whether the span of the factor loading matriz, denoted
by span, is time-varying. At each time t, this span is uniquely determined by the matrix
A4 (t) defined in equation (3.3), which can be uniquely determined without identification
issues. A static matriz A can represent this span when it is time-invariant. Once the loading
matriz A is determined to be static, the factors are then determined up to time-invariant
rotation and dilation. Hence, in this scenario the factors should be modelled as locally
stationary processes if the covariance structure of the time seires {Az;,} is time-varying.
It is important to note that a model with time-varying factor loadings and stationary low-
dimensional vectors is similar to, yet distinct from, the model with static factor loadings
and locally stationary low-dimensional factors considered in the null hypothesis of our tests.



The time-varying second-order structure of the latter model is determined by that of the low-
dimensional common factors, whereas in the former model, the time-varying covariance
structure is determined by the p X d components of factor loading matriz, and the model
complexity becomes large when p is high. As pointed out by a referee, besides testing static
factor loading as considered in our paper, testing constancy of the auto-covariance strucuture
of the factor process is also very important, especially for predicting the low-dimensional
common factors. We leave this test as a promising direction for future work.

5 Technical Assumptions

We first discuss the conditions for the loading matrix of model (1.1), which relates G to Q
and H.

(A1) Let a;i(t), 1 <i <p, 1 < j <d be the (i, ), element of A(t). We assume there
exists a sufficiently large constant M such that

sup |a;;(t)| < M. (5.6)
te[0,1]

(A2) A(t) is full rank. Write A(t) = (ai(t),....,a4(t)) where as(t),1 < s < d are p
dimensional vectors. Then supe(o 1) [|as(t)[|5 = p for 1 < s < d. Besides, the matrix
norm of A(t) satisfies

. 1 1 1
inf [[A@®)r =p2, sup [A(@)[r=<p2, inf [A)]m 2 ! *p? (5.7)
t€[0,1] te[0,1] t€[0,1]

for a positive sequence 1, = O(1). Note that 7, is allowed to converge to 0.

Condition (Al) concerns the boundedness of the loading matrix, while condition (A2)
assume strong factor strength ( c.f. Section 2.3 of [26]) for the ease of reading. We discuss
weak factor strength in the proofs. Since we are only interested in identifying the linear
span of A(t) in this paper, there is no need to assume that the matrix A(¢) is standardized.
Notice that we identify the column space (3.8) via estimated dimensions and eigenvectors.
Larger ||A(t)||m will yield better separation of null space and kernel which enables us to
correctly identify the number of factors, as well as more accurate estimation of eigenvectors
via the well-known Davis Kahan Theorem [17]. Here we allow the sequence 1, — 0, and the
theoretical results will rest on the magnitude of order of 7,,. Such formulation is convenient
for us to further discuss the model (1.1) with time-varying d = d(t) in detail, in Section 8.
We then postulate the following assumptions on the covariance matrices of the common
factors z;,, and the idiosyncratic components e; ,,, which are needed for spectral decompo-
sition. Let X, (t, k) = E(H(t, Fiux) Q' (t, F;)) and B.(t, k) = E(H(t, Fpp)H' (¢, ;).

(S0) Let 04 4,.0(t, k) be the (u,v)y, element of X,(t, k). Assume o, ;(t,k), 1 <i <p and
1<5<p 1 <Ek<k belongs to a common functlonal space 2 which is equipped

with an orthonormal basis B;(t), i.e. fo t)dt = 1(m = n), where 1(-) is
the indicator function. Assume Qe cl(Mm )[ , ] for some K > 2. Moreover for
1 <k <k,
JIn
max sup |0y,;(t, k) Zaw,mu W) =009, rx1): (5.8)

1<:i<p, 1<]<pt€[0 1]

where 6, j.(k) = fol 02,i,j(t, k) Bu(t)dt, and g; 5 — 0 as Jy — oo.



S1) For ¢t € [0,1] and k =1, ..., kg, all components of X.(¢, k) are 0.

(

(S1’) p — o0, ||Xe(t, k)|l2 < M for some constant M for k = 1,..., ko.

(S2) For k =0,1, ..., ko, X,(t, k) is full ranked such that info<r<g, 04(X.(¢,k)) >0
(

S3) For t € [0,1] and k = 1, ..., kg, all components of 2. (¢,k)AT (t) are 0.
(S4) For t € [0,1] and 1 < k < ko, ||Z.e(t, k)||Fr = 0(77}/2])%).

(SO) means X, (¢, k) can be approximated by the basis expansion. The approximation error
rate g; -y diminishes as J, increases. Often higher differentiability yields more accurate
approximation rate. We refer to [37] and [13] for evaluating g J,.5. 57 When normalized
Legendre polynomial, trigonometric polynomials or orthogonal wavelets are used for basis.
Condition (S1) indicates that (e;,) does not have auto-covariance up to order ko which
is slightly weaker than the requirement that (e;,) is a white noise process used in the
literature. In (S1) p can either be fixed or divergent. Condition (S1’) allows (e;,) to
have non-zero autocovariance but requires p diverge while avoiding strong cross-sectional
dependence among e; , and e;,, which is satisfied by many dynamic factor models, see for
example [32]. In this paper, we assume either (S1) or (S1’). Condition (S2) implies that for
1 <% < n, no linear combination of components of z; ,, is white noise that can be absorbed
into e; . (S3) can be implied by X..(t, k) =0, i.e., z;, and e, ,, are uncorrelated for any
kE > 0. Condition (S4) requires a weak correlation between z;,j, and e;,. In fact, it is
the locally stationary extension of Condition (i) in Theorem 1 of [26] and condition (C6)
of [25]. Though (C6) of [25] assumes a rate of o(p' %), it requires standardization of the
factor loading matrix.

6 Asymptotic Results for Model Estimation

Theorem 6.1 provides the estimation accuracy of f\(t) by the sieve method. Due to the
page limit, we move conditions (M1)-(M3) to Section 12, which are standard assumptions
for multivariate locally stationary time series.

Theorem 6.1. Assume conditions (A1), (A2), (M1), (M2) ,(M3) and (S0), (S2)-(S4)
hold. Define 1, = sup; <<, Lipj+sup; 1<j<, |B;(t)|, where Lip; is the Lipschitz constant

Jn su Bj(t 2 Jn su Bj(t)|tn
of basis function Bj(t). Write v, = Prasicon B0 | ptKﬂ;""‘ Oen 97, KNI

L
where the quantity g; . iy is defined in condition (A2). Then we have if (S1) hold

H sup HA — A (t (p V).

te[0,1]

and if (S1°) hold, the rate will be O(p*vy, + p).

From the proof, we shall see that ||A;(t)||r is of the order p? uniformly for ¢ € [0, 1].
Hence under (S1) the approximation error of A(t) is negligible compared with the magnitude
of Ay(t). Under (S1’) to achieve negligible approximation error we additionally require that
p — o0o. For orthnormal Legendre polynomials and trigonometric polynomials it is easy
to derive that Lip; = O(j%). Similar calculations can be performed for a large class of
frequently-used basis functions. The first term of v, is due to the stochastic variation of
M(J,,, t, k) (see (3.5)), while the second and last terms are due to the basis approximation.
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We now discuss the validity of estimator (3.8). Write B(t) = (bg11(t), ..., b,(t)) where
by(t), d+1 < s < p are orthonormal eigenvectors of A(t) corresponding to Agyq(A(t)),...
Ap(A(t)), and V(t) = (V1(t), ..., 4(t)) where v4(t), 1 < s < d are orthonormal eigenvectors
of A(t) corresponding to As(A(t)), 1 < s < d. Hence (V1(t),...,v4(t), bay1(t), ..., by(t))
form a set of orthonormal basis of RP. Define V(t) = (vi(t),...,vq(t)) where v;(t)s are
the orthonormal eigenvectors of Aj(t) corresponding to As(A1(t)), 1 < s < d, and B(t) =
(bg+1(t), ..., bp(t)) with by(t), d+1 < s < p being a set of orthonormal eigenvectors of A(t)
corresponding to Ag11(A(t)),... ,Ap(A(t)). Therefore (vi(t),...,va(t), bat1(t), ..., by(t)) also

form a set of orthonormal basis of RP. Notice that V(¢) will coincide with V (¢) if d,, = d.
Theorem 6.2. Under conditions of Theorem 6.1, we have
(i) For each t € [0,1] there exist orthogonal matrices O1(t) € R™*¢ and Oy(t) € RP—Dx(p—d)
such that if (S1°) holds,

| s IV@)O1(t) = V(@)l|rllcr = Olny 'vn + 97,
tel0,

I s IB(1)O2(t) = B(®)l|rllc: = Olny 'vn + ' p~h).
telo,

If (S1) holds then the rate will be reduced to O(n;, ‘vy,).

(ii) Furthermore, if (S1°) holds. limsup,sup,cp 1 Anaz(BE(H(t, F)HT (¢, F;))) < oo we
have that fori/n € [0,1], 1 <i <mn,

p~ 2V /m)V T (i/n)xin — Ali/n)2inll2 = Op(ny 'va +p~ " + 7' p7h).
If (S1) holds then the rate will be reduced to Op(n;; vy 4+ p~1/2).

Assertion (i) follows from Theorem 6.1 and a variant of Davis Kahan Theorem ([41])
which does not require the separation of all non-zero eigenvalues. (i) involves orthogonal
matrices O (t) and Os(t) since it allows multiple eigenvalues at certain time points, which
yields the non-uniqueness of the eigen-decomposition. Moreover, under either (S1) or (S17),
if , Z 1, the rate in (i) will not increase as p, and reduces to the uniform nonparametric
sieve estimation rate for univariate smooth functions if (S1) holds, which coincides with
the well-known ”blessing of dimension” phenomenon for stationary factor models, see for
example [26].

The sieve approximation rates v,, will be adaptive to the smoothness and will be slower
when 0, ; j(t, k)'s are less smooth in which case g J,. K. X1 Converges to zero at an adaptive but
slower rate as J,, increases. If we assume that oy ; ;(t, k)'s are real analytic and normalized
Legendre polynomials or trigonometric polynomials (when all o, ; ;(t,k) can be extended
to periodic functions) are used as basis, we shall take J,, = M logn for some large constant
M to yield v, = 105;.

The next proposition states that with high probability dn = d if the penalization ¢, =
c(p*=° + v,p?) log p for some constant ¢ > 0.

Proposition 6.1. Assume conditions (A1), (A2), (M1)-(M3), (S0)-(S4) (either (S1) or
(S1°) holds) hold, and that n, Z 1. Furthermore, under (S1), suppose that c is a sufficiently
small and positive constant and that v, logn — 0. Under (S1°), assume that 0

p2
p2vn+p)logn
oo, and that n® $p S nb for some a < b. Then

P(d,, # d) = O(n;'0(n,p)) + O(log™*/?n) = o(1). (6.1)
where O(n,p) = v, under (S1) and vy, + p~! under (S1°).
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7 Theoretical Results for Testing Static Factor Loadings

We discuss the limiting behavior of T}, of (4.1) under Hy in this section. Notice that under
Hj the dimension of the loading matrix A(¢) = A is fixed. Therefore for simplicity in this
section we assume 7, = 1 for 7, in conditions (A2), (S3) and (S4). First, the following
proposition indicates that with probability tending to one dy, equals d under Hy.

Proposition 7.1. Assume conditions of Proposition 0.1 hold. Then we have, under Hy,

P(dy, # d) = O(6(n,p)) + O(log™"* n) = o(1)
as n — oQ.

By construction, Proposition 7.1 is an immediate consequence of Proposition 6.1. To
derive the asymptotic correctness of our bootstrap-assisted testing procedure, we further
assume condition (M2’) to replace (M2).

(M2’) There exists constants [ > 4 and M, such that maxi<j<ad =07 ;(k) < oo,
o0 e
maxi<;j<p E k=1 5l,j(k) < 0o and

sup max E|Q,(t, ]-"0)\ < M, sup max E|H,(t, fo)]l < M.
tefo,1] 1<usd tefo,1] 1Svsp

Define Xp(t) as T (t) = > ey Cov(H(t, Fi), H(t, Fipr)) = D ez Be(t, k), which is the
long-run covariance matrix of H. We then have the following condition (M4)-(M8).

(M4) There exists a constant M; depending on [ such that for 1 < i < n, and for all p
dimensional vector ¢ such that |c|y = 1, the inequality |[c"e; | < Millc"e;n| 2
holds. Also max;<j<n /\maX(IE(emeiT’n)) is uniformly bounded as n and p diverges.

(M5) There exist constants ¢ and C' such that

c< Amin(EH(t)) < /\max(ZH(t)) <C.

(M6) Write gtH(t Fi) = (8tH1(t Fi)s e %Hp(t,}",-))T where Hg(t, F;) is the sy, entry of
H(t, F;), and H'(s, F;) = ZH(t, Fi)|t—s. Assume that for all ¢,s € (0,1) and u,v € Z,

IECEL(E, F) (B (5, ) D)l = O(I(w = 0) 2log 2 fu—vl| A1) (7.2)

(M?) For all t € [07 1]7 ZkEZ kHZe(t,k)HQ < 0.

(MB) There exists a ¢ > 3, s.t. max|c—1 |[c’ (e;—€])|za = O(Aq(i)) with > jez>0J0q(d) <
oo. To save notation we assume q = [.

Condition (M4) controls the magnitude of the £! norm of projections of e; , by their £?
norm which essentially requires that the dependence among the components of e; ,, cannot
be too strong. (M4) is mild in general and is satisfied, for instance, if a bounded number of
components of e; ,, are dependent, or e;,, has the form of Meg; , for a p X p matrix M and
a random vector €;, where |M]||3 is bounded, and the component of &;,, are independent
sub-Gaussians with bounded variance proxy. Suppose that 85(k) + 85 (k) = o(k~2log =2 k)
where 8§ is the dependence measure of %H(t7 Fi), then by Lemma 5 of [46] (M6) will hold
for fixed p. When p diverges, (M6) will be satisfied if H is stationary.For nonstationary
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H, (M6) means weak cross-sectional dependence among components of H, for example
it holds if there are at most a bounded number of components of H(-, ;) and H'(-, F;)
that are correlated. Moreover, it can be verified for a general class of locally stationary
high dimensional moving average models. See Section A in the supplemental material for
more detailed examples. (MT7) posits a weak cross-sectional correlation for idiosyncratic
error. If the idiosyncratic error is white noise, then our theoretical results will hold without
assuming (M6) and (M7). (M8) will be fulfilled if p is fixed or if the components of e; are
independent.(M8) can be easily checked for high dimensional linear process. We refer to
Proposition A.1 in the supplemental material for verifying (M8) for a large class of high
dimensional moving average process.

Write F = (f1, ..., f,_4). Define I; by replacing F with F and e; with &; in the definition
of I; (c.f. (4.3)) with its jy, element denoted by l;;j. Then straightforward calculations

indicate that 7' = ]%\m under null hypothesis. Therefore we can approximate T
by the £ norm of a certain mean zero (Gaussian process via the recent development
in high dimensional Gaussian approximation theory, see for instance [15] and [43]. Let
Yi = (Yi1, - Yi(N, (p—d))) De a centered Ny, (p —d) dimensional Gaussian random vectors that

preserved the auto-covariance structure of I; for 1 <1i < m,, and write y = > ;" yi//Mn.

Theorem 7.1. Assume conditions of Proposition 7.1 and (M2’), (M4)-(M8) hold. Fur-
thermore, suppose that Q,(M') := ,/%(an)l/l +N$/190(n,p)p% = o(1), where Oy(n,p) =

1/y/n under (S1), and 1//n + p~t under (S1°). Assume that there exists k',1 < k' < ko
such that oq( [ X, (t,k")dt) > n > 0. Then under null hypothesis

sup \]P’(Tn <t)—P(lyleo <t)| = O<log_1/2 n+ 0(n,p)logn
teR

4 (2 (M) T \Tog (/S (M) + v(mn — 2M', Ny, p, d, 1))), (7.3)

for any sequence M' = o(my,).

Since the detailed form of v(my,, N,,p,d,l) is complicated and long, we relegate its
formula to Proposition D.3 in the online supplement.

Remark 7.1. The term v(m, — 2M’', Ny,p,d,l) = o(1) if Q,(M")/m, ¢ — oo for some
e >0, Aj) = 57D for some B > 2, and 1 is sufficiently large such that (N,p)'/t =

0.5+8
O(mi/lﬁ_“) and p*/* = O(my, ® ) for some 1,15 > 0. Furthermore, if (Nup)'/* <
3—25¢

mp**  and Npp < exp(ms$,) for some 0 < ¢ < 1/11, and Ay(k) = O(xE) for some constant
xo € (0,1), then by setting M’ = logm,, it follows that v(m, — 2M' Ny, ko,p,d,l) =

O(my M%) and Qu (M) = /1™ (N, p) /4 Ny o, p)p3 .

mn

Remark 7.2. When 1 is sufficiently large, the second term of Q, (M) in last line of Remark
7.1 is close to p'/? /\/n under (S1) and p'/?/\/n + p~'/? under (S1°). Hence, in order for
this term to vanish, p can be as large as O(n®) for any a < 1.

7.1 Block Multiplier Bootstrap

The validity of the bootstrap procedure is supported by the following theorem. Let 6(n, p,l, N, wy,) =
‘/wnN,i/lH(n,p)pl/z.
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Theorem 7.2. Let W, , = (N,,(p—d))?. Assume that the conditions of Theorem 7.1 hold,
wy, — 00, w2 /m, = o(1), é(n,p,l,Nn,wn)log1/2n = o(1) and that there exist ¢* > 1 and
€ > 0 such that ©, = w;! + \/wn/mnwﬁfp‘l < Woe, vimy, — 2M', Ny, p,d, 1) = o(1),

n7p7
n=t g0 (M) S n™2 for some M' = o(my,) and €1,€e3 > 0, and

(i) lcTeinll car < Mo
(it) Ag+(7) = O(((4 + 1) log(j + 1)) 72).
(111) Amax(Var(H(t, Fo) — H(s, Fo))) < C|t — s| for some constant C'.

cle;pll2 holds for all |c| = 1.

Then we have that conditional on X;, and under Hy,

sup [P(T;, < t) — P(|Knloo < txXin, 1 < < n)| = 0p(1) (7.4)
teR

2 +e

The condition w;, * + \/wn/mnW%f* < W, 5 holds if wy, £ (Nnp)* and Wity =
o(1). For the condition v(m, — 2M’, N,,,p,d,l) = o(1) we refer to Remark 7.1. We also
provide the detailed rate of (7.4) in the proof presented in the online supplement.

7.2 Power

In this section we discuss the power of our bootstrap-assisted testing algorithm in Section
7.1 for testing static factor loadings.

Theorem 7.3. Recall the bootstrap critical value K| (1_q)B|) defined in Section j. Suppose
that the conditions of Theorem 7.2 holds. Consider the following class of alternatives:

Hy:A(t) = An(t) = A+ p,D(2), (7.5)

where D(t) = (d;;(t)) is a px d matriz satisfying (A1) and (A2) (withn, = 1), |D(t)|2 =1
for identification, and p, = O(1) controls the magnitude of deviation from the null. Let
F = (fi,....f,_a) be the eigenvectors of T' where d' is the rank of T.

(i) Assume that there exists some q such that £, satisfying \f"qTA(t)]/\/log(an) — 00 as
(n,p) diverges at some t € (0,1), and that ]%]quA(t)H < M\f"qTA(t)\ for all t € ]0,1]
and some universal constant M. Suppose that the long run covariance of z;,, is not
degenerated, 1i.e.,

[e.e]

A, = inf Apin .(tk 0 7.6
A= I Ao 3 Bo(08) > (76)

with m%ﬂ = o(n). Then we have as n — oo,
lim P(T > K(L(l—a)BJ)‘Xi,m 1< < n) —p 1. (77)

B—oo

(ii) Suppose that p is fized, and there exists q, 1 < q < p —d' such that

(a) The (7.6) holds, and that ||Xe(t,k)|[|p = 0 for all t € [0,1],k > 1. More-
over, for each n there exists a union I of sub-intervals of [0,1], such that
mintez(\quA(t)]) > (18 + 70)1/232_1/2 sup;, HVCLT(H(t,.7-"0))\@/2 for some vg > 0,
and |Z| >~ > 0.
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(b) Let &; = f'qTXZ- .= G(i/n, F;) where F; is defined in Section 3. Define 5?(1{:) =

Hé(t,]:iz- é(t,ﬂ(i_k))ﬂﬁ. Assume that 5?(]’) = O(5717P) for some B > 2, and
that B(|G(t, Fo)|') < oo for some 1 > 8, m, < n® for some o > }5—?.

Then we have (7.7) still holds.

In fact, in Proposition E.1 of the online supplement we show d’ = d under (7.5). The
condition that |%|f';—A(t)|| < M|f;—A(t)| in (i) is mild. A sufficient condition is that for
1<i<pand1l <j <d, |%aij(t)| < M]a;;(t)| for some uniform constant M. Let D
be a subspace of null space of AT, i.e., ATD = 0, and consider D(t) = a(t)D with some
non-constant function a(t) € C'(Mp)[0,1] for some constant My > 0. Then there exists a
union Z of sub-interval of [0,1] such that ‘qu A(t)| will be the order of p,p'/? on T with
|Z| > 0.

8 Factor Loadings with Varying Dimensions

We now discuss model (1.1) when the number of factors and the dimension of the loading
matrix are time-varying. Since the number and the dimension are integers, it is sophisti-
cated to define the ”smoothly changing” factor number or ”smoothly changing” dimensions
directly, where the concept of ”smoothly changing” is the key assumption of locally sta-
tionary models and is the key to the nonparametric smoothing approaches. Moreover, in
current literature, many assumptions including stationarity and dependence strength, are
not directly applicable to time series with possibly changing dimensions d(t). To circumvent
this difficulty we consider such (1.1) that are generated from a possibly unidentifiable locally
stationary factor model with fixed dimension defined as follows. Let d = maxc[ ) d(?),
and in this paper we focus on the case that d is fixed and independent of p,n. Let
io = min{i : d(i/n) = d} and consider

Xin = A*(i/n)z;,, + €in, (8.8)

where z7, and e;, are d and p dimensional locally stationary time series, and the p x d
loading matrix A*(¢) is not necessarily full rank over the interval [0, 1]. We now posit as-
sumptions for (1.1) with varying dimensions through connections to (8.8). Consider the case
that inf,cjoq) [[A*(t)[|F =< p%,supte[m} |A*(t)||F =< p%. Using singular value decomposition

(SVD), model (8.8) can be written as
Xin = p%U(i/n)Z(i/n)WT (i/n)z; , + €in, (8.9)

where 3(i/n) is a p x d rectangular diagonal matrix with diagonal X, (i/n) = o,(i/n)
for 1 <wu < d, (04(i/n))i1<u<q are singular values of A*(i/n)/p%, U(i/n) and W(i/n) are
corresponding left and right singular vectors, respectively. The (0,,(i/n))1<u<q are ordered
such that o1 (io/n) > ... > o4(io/n) > 0. It is easy to see that maxi<y<a SUPsc(o1) ou(t) is
bounded, and x;, will be locally stationary if {o;(t)}1<;<4, U(t) and W(t) are smoothly
time varying. The equation (8.9) can be further written as

xXin = p2U(i/n)S(i/n)W (i/n)z},, + €in, (8.10)

where 2(i/n) is the matrix by deleting all k;,, 1 < k < d rows and columns of ¥(i/n) if
or(i/n) = 0 and U(i/n) and W (i/n) are the matrices resulted from the deletion of ky,
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columns of U(i/n) and kg, rows of and W' (i/n), respectively. Then (8.8) has a form of
(1.1) by setting

A(i/n) = p2U(i/n)E(i/n), zip =W (i/n)z},.

We then replace condition (A2) by (A2’), which will be displayed in Section 12 in detail. Then
the analogy of the theoretical results in Section 6 where d is replaced by d(t) will hold if (i)
we assume (Al), (A2’) (S0)-(S4), (M1)-(M8) with d therein replaced by d(t), and (ii) the
following estimator d,(t) is used to estimate d(t) instead of (3.7):

dn(t) = afg?;li)n(&ﬂ(!&(t)) +¢0)/ (A1) + gn).- (8.11)

9 Selection of Tuning Parameters

9.1 Selection of J, for the estimation of time-varying factor loading ma-
trices

We discuss the selection of J,, for the estimation of time-varying factors. Since in practice
95, K g7 18 unknown, a data-driven method to select Jj, is desired. Recall that the residuals

are €, = Xjp — V(%)VT(%)XM, and €, = (€1, ...,éi,p,n)T is a p dimensional vector.
We select J,, as the minimizer of the following cross validation standard C'V(J),
n p é2 (J)

CV(J) = ZZ% (9.1)

i=1 s=1 ’
where v; 4(J) is the sy, diagonal element of V(%)VT(%) obtained by setting J, = J, and
éisn(J), 1 <i < mn, 1 <s < pare also the components of residuals calculated when
Jn = J. The cross-validation has been widely used in the literature of sieve nonparametric
estimation and has been advocated by for example [23].

Remark 9.1. Although (9.1) works reasonably well in our numerical studies, as pointed
out by one referee, the validity of this criterion has only been theoretically justified for inde-
pendent observations. The theoretically justified cross-validation for locally stationary time
series has attracted considerable research interest recently, see for example [31]. However,
their results focus on local M-estimators for uni-variate time series. We leave the devel-
opment of theoretically justification for (9.1) or the development of such criterion for the
estimation of time-varying parameters for high dimensional locally stationary time series
as a rewarding future work.

9.2 Selection of tuning parameters m, and w, for testing static factor
loadings

We select m,, by first choosing N,, and letting m,, = [(n — ko)/N,,|. The N,, is chosen by
the minimal volatility method as follows. For a given data set, let

1, = £7sX 2
n=Vm, max | max o fS; | (9:2)

be the test statistic obtained by using V,. Consider a set of possible values for IV,,, which is
denoted by {Ji, ..., Js} where J; are positive integers. For each J,, 1 < v < s we calculate
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T(.J,) and hence the local standard error

b b 2\ 1/2
SE(E().b) = %;b <T<Ju+l> - quT<Ju+l>>> (93)
where 1 +b <[ < s—band b is a positive integer, say 1. We then select N,, by
argmin  SE(T(J;),b) (9.4)
1+b6<i<s—b

which stabilizes the test statistics. The idea behind the minimum volatility method is that
the test statistic should behave stably as a function of IV,, when the latter parameter is in
an appropriate range. In our empirical studies we find that the proposed method performs
reasonably well, and the results are not sensitive to the choice of N,, as long as N, used is
not very different from that chosen by (9.4).

After choosing N,, and hence m,, we then further choose w, again by the minimal
volatility method. In this case, we first obtain the N,(p — dN) dimensional vectors {i,,
1 < i < my} defined in Section 4. Then we select w,, by a multivariate extension of
the minimal volatility method in [44] as follows. We consider choosing w, from a grid
wy < ... < w,. For each w, = w;, 1 <i < r we calculate a N, (p — Jn) dimensional vector

b?, = m D=1 (8w — 8m, )2 where o represents the Hadamard product and
1< u<my—w+1 Let B = (b¢],...b¢] _ )7 bea Nu(p— d)(mn —w, + 1)

dimensional vector, and B be a N, (p — d)(m,, —w, + 1) x r matrix with its 44, column BY.
Then for each row, say iy, row B;. of B, we calculate the local standard error SE(B; ., h)
for a given window size h, see (9.3) for definition of SE and therefore obtain a r — 2h
length row vector (SE(B;p11,h),...SE(B;,_p,h)). Stacking these row vectors we get a
new N,(p — d)(my, — w, + 1) x (r — 2h) matrix Bt. Let colmaz(B') be a (r — 2h) length
vector with its 4;, element being the maximum entry of the i, column of Bf. Then we
choose w,, = w4y, if the smallest entry of colmax(B') is its ky, element. Finally, as a rule
of thumb, we recommend to use 0.02(p + p?/y/n)logp for penalty g,. This choice works
reasonably well in our simulation and data analysis.

10 Simulation Studies

10.1 Estimating the time-varying factor models

In this subsection we shall examine the performance of our proposed estimator (3.8) for
time-varying factor models, and compare it with that in [26]. The latter is equivalent
to fixing J, = 0 in (3.4). We use normalized shifted Legendre polynomials as our basis
throughout our empirical studies. The method studied in [26] is developed under the as-
sumption of stationarity with static factor loadings and hence the purpose of our simulation
is to illustrate that the methodology developed under stationarity does not directly carry
over to the locally stationary setting. To demonstrate the advantage of the adaptive sieve
method, our method is also compared with a simple local estimator of A(t), which was
considered in the data analysis section in [26] and we shall call it the local PCA method in
our paper. Specifically, for each ¢, A(%) will be consistently estimated by

. ko . . . Jj=i+m
A N ~ 1 ~ 7 1
AC) =D M RMT( k), M(ok) = ot 37 xjuex)  (105)
k=1 j=i—m
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where m is the window size such that m — oo and m = o(n). The J,, of our method is

selected by cross validation, while m of the local PCA method is selected by the one which

minimizes MSE. We find this m by using the underlying model. In practice, it is unclear

how to determine the optimal value for m. According to Definition 1 in Section 2.7.3 of [11],

the ”degrees of freedom” of local PCA and our sieve method are the same, indicating the

two methods have similar model complexity and therefore the comparison is meaningful.
Define the following smooth functions:

i

go(t) = 0.4(0.4 — 0.2t), o1 (t) = 1.3exp(t) — 1, aa(t) = 0.6 cos g )+ 2t,

t
as(t) = —(0.5+ 262), au(t) = 2cos(%) +0.6t.

Let A = (a1, ..,a,)" be a px 1 matrix with a; = 1+0.2(i/p)*5. Define the locally stationary
process z; = G1(i/n, F;) where G1(t, F;) = 372, g} (t)ei—j where filtration F; = (€_co; ..., €)
and (¢;)iez is a sequence of i.i.d. N(0,1) random variables. We then define the time varying
matrix

A(t) = (ATou(t) AJos(t) AJos(t) ATou(®) (10.6)

where Aj, Ag, A3z and A4 are the sub-matrices of A which consist of the first round(p/5)
rows, the (round(p/5)+ 1), to round(2p/5)w, (round(2p/5) + 1), to (round(3p/5))., and
the (round(3p/5) + 1)y, to py, rows of A, respectively. Let e;, = (ei1,...,€p) beapx 1
vector with independent components and are independent of (¢;);cz. Moreover, for each j,
1 <j<p,e;=(exp(0.5¢/n) +1)Z;; /4, where Z; ;, and Z, ;, are independent if j; # jo,
and each (Z; j)i<i<n is generated from an AR(1) process with AR coefficient 0.3 with 7.i.d.
N(0,1)s innovation.

We consider the cases that p = 50, 100, 200, 500 and n = 1000, 1500. The performances
of the methods are measured in terms of the Root-Mean-Square Error (RMSE) and the
average principal angle. The RMSE of the estimation is defined as

1 < .
RMSE = — VinVTinxin—Ainzmz.
np;\l (i/n)V " (i/n)x;, (i/1)2inl3

The principle angle between A(i/n) and its estimate A(i/n) is defined as follows. Let
O1i >, ..., 04, be the singular values of AT (i/n)A(i/n), and the principle angle is defined
as Y, = (cos_lal,i, ...,cos_ladﬂ-), which is also a well-defined distance between spaces
span(A(i/n)) and span(A(i/n)). Finally, the average magnitude of the principle angle is
defined as || Y| = 1 37 | ||X;||. We present the RMSE and the average magnitude of the
principle angle of the three estimators using 800 simulation samples in Table 10.1 and Table
10.2, respectively. Our method achieves the minimal RMSE and average principle angle in
all simulation scenarios among the three estimators. We choose ky = 3 in our simulation.
Other choices kg = 1,2,4 yield similar results and are not reported here. As predicted by
Theorem 6.2, RMSE in Table 10.1 decreases as n, p increases and the average principle
angle decreases with n increases, and is independent of p.

10.2 Testing static loading matrix: type I error

We now examine our testing procedure in Section 4 to test the hypothesis of static factor
loadings via B = 2000 bootstrap samples. Define

g1(t) = 0.1 4 0.06t, go(t) = 0.12 4 0.04t, g3(t) = 0.15,
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Table 10.1:

are multiplied by 1000.

Mean and standard errors (in brackets) of simulated RMSE for our sieve
method, the static loading method (J,, = 0) and Local PCA for model (10.6). The results

n = 1000 n = 1500
Sieve Jp, =0 Local PCA Sieve J, =0 Local PCA
p=050 | 541.78(103) 645.57(158) 552.68(1.92) || 524.06(0.79) 634.92(1.96) 535.20(0.92)
p =100 | 532.45(1 o3y 635.85(1.51) 9543.15(1.12) || 516.26(981) 629.38(1.18) 528.78(0.96)
p =200 | 526.61(104) 634.30(1.47) 540.22(1 1) || 512.53(0.78) 624.99(1.24) 524.46(0.91)
p =500 | 525.94(9.99) 631.27(149) 538.46(1.12) || 510.88(0.77) 621.98(1.08) 521.20(¢.87)
Table 10.2: Mean and standard errors (in brackets) of simulated principle angles for our
sieve method, the static loading method (.J,, = 0) and Local PCA for model (10.6). The
results are multiplied by 1000.
n = 1000 n = 1500
Sieve J,=0 Local PCA Sieve J,=0 Local PCA
p= 50 17.07(0.25) 46. 54(0 28) 18.66(0.25) 12'51(0.18) 43.28(0.20) 14.50(0.19)
p=100 | 16.7900s 47-17(030) 18.520024 | 1268015 43.54(010) 14900 19)
p=200 | 1649005 46.90(026 18.87(023) | 1285018 4335002 14.82(015)
p=>500 | 16.99.04) 46.59(0.28) 18.98(0.23) | 12.94(0.18) 43.6500.27) 14.700.18)
a1(t, D) = 0.8 4 2cos(nt/2)D, as(t, D) = 0.9 — 6(t — 0.5)2D, a3(t, D) = (1 + 1.6tD)
Let A be a p x 3 matrix with each element generated from 2U(—1,1), and
Al()él (t, D)
A(t,D) = Agag(t,D) (107)
A3a3(t7 D)

where Ay, Ay and Aj are the sub-matrices of A which consist of its first round(p/3),
rows, the (round(p/3) + 1) to round(2p/3)y, rows, and (round(2p/3) + 1)u to py, rows,
respectively. By construction, A = A(t,0) is time-invariant and to examine type I er-
ror, we consider the null hypothesis that the loading matrix is A. The factors z;, =
(Zi,l,nyzi,Z,nazi,B,n)T where 21, = 3Zﬁogi(i/n)ei_]~7k for k& = 1,2,3, and {¢;;} are
i.i.d. standard normal. We consider the following two models for errors. Let e;, =
(€1 e,-7p7n)T, where each component series e; 5, , and ¢; s, ,, are independent if s1 # so.
The first is the locally stationary high dimensional autoregressive model. For 1 < s < p,

= (0.5+0.2(i/n)*)é s (10.8)

€i,s,n

and €; 5, is generated (independently w.r.t. s) from a stationary AR(1) process with
AR coefficient 0.3 and i.i.d. 0.9fg innovations. Here tg refers to standardized student ¢
distribution with degrees of freedom 8, i.e., v/0.8tg. The second is the locally stationary
white noise, i.e., for 1 < s < p, ;5 = (0.5 + 0.2(i/n)?)é; 5.n€i—1,5n Where & s, are i.i.d.
standard normal. We examine the type 1 error of our methods in the following Table 10.3
via 2000 simulated samples, and find that the simulated type 1 error is reasonably close to
their nominal level.
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High dimensional AR High dimensional white noise

T = 1000 T = 1500 T = 1000 T = 1500
5% 10% | 5% %10 | %5 % 10% | 5% 10%
p=201] 49 95| 49 9.9 | 5.35 9.6 | 4.6 9.6

p=>50 |48 10.2 525 106 | 5.3 106 | 4.9 9.55
p=1001|5.65 11.4 | 575 11.15 | 5.75 10.15 | 4.95 9.25

Table 10.3: Simulated type 1 errors for high dimensional AR and White noise model,
respectively.

10.3 Testing static factor loadings: power

In this subsection, we examine the power performance of our testing procedure in Section
4 via B = 2000 bootstrap samples. We consider examining the empirical rejection rates
of the model considered in Section 10.2 with A(¢, D) for different D’s and with the high
dimensional locally stationary AR error. We consider p = 20, 50,100, 7' = 1000, 1500 and
D varies from 0 to 0.5. The results are based on 2000 simulation samples, while the critical
value in each run is generated from 2000 bootstrap samples. The results are summarized in
Figure 10.1 for 7' = 1000 and Figure 10.2 for T" = 1500. The empirical outcome evidences
that our method has good power performance. The power of our methods increases as
dimension expanse or sample size enlarges.
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1

0.2
1

0.0

Figure 10.1: Simulated power, T" = 1000 Figure 10.2: Simulated power, T' = 1500

11 Analysis of UK temperature data

To illustrate the usefulness of our method we investigate the UK historical station monthly
temperature data, which can be downloaded from https://www.metoffice.gov.uk /research/climate /maps-
and-data/historic-station-data. We consider stations with monthly temperate recorded in
every year during Jan. 1979- May. 2023. and we have 33 stations in total. We consider the
monthly highest temperature and lowest temperature series, both forming a 33-dimensional
time series with length 533. There are also 77 missing data in the two series. The missing
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data are imputed by interpolating the trend component of the seasonal decomposition of
the corresponding time series via implementing R package ”imputeTS”.

For each series, we study the error processes after removing the seasonal trends which
are obtained by the R command ‘stl’. We first examine whether the 33-dimensional errors
have a static loading matrix by performing our test procedure in Section 4. In our data
analysis we choose kg = 3. Recall N,, is the number of non-overlapping equal-sized blocks,
and w, is the window size. Using the minimal volatility method stated in Section 9 we
select Ny = 16 and w,, = 5 for the monthly highest temperature which yields a p value
= 2.78%, Ny = 15 and w,, = 6 for the monthly minimal temperature which yields a p
value 61.25%. Both the p values are derived from B = 10000 bootstrap samples. The
small p value for the monthly maximum temperature provides a strong evidence against
the null hypothesis of static factor loadings, while for the monthly minimal temperature,
the test is insignificant. Our findings reveal that the co-movements of the highest monthly
temperatures among different weather stations in UK are significantly different from those
of the lowest temperatures, with the former being time-varying and the latter being static
over the considered time-span.

We then apply our sieve estimator in Section 3 to estimating the time-varying loading
matrix for the monthly highest temperature. The cross validation method suggests the
use of the normalized shifted Legendre polynomial basis up to 3,4 order. We find that
during the considered period the number of factors is varying between 1 and 2. In Figure
11.1 we display the estimated number of factors at each time, and in Figure 11.2 we show
the percentage of trace of Aq(t) that is explained by the eigenvectors corresponding to
the first and second largest eigenvalues, which reflects the time-varying structure of the
loading matrix. The results underpin that the loading matrix is time-varying. As pointed
out by a referee, it is important to test whether A(i/n)z;, and ey, for k = 1,2,3
are uncorrelated due to (3.2) such that (S3) holds. This is equivalent to testing whether
E(G(t, F;) — H(t, F;))H' (t, Fi;x)) = 0. This can be examined by our proposed test in
Section 4 with I; redefined as Vee((Xig(s—1)ymn — éi""(s_l)mn)éz—':-(s—l)mn-i-k)’ k=1,2,3, and
the Vec stands for vectorization. The resulting test yields a p value of 0.99, indicating no
evidence against uncorrelatedness.
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Figure 11.1: Number of factors of the monthlyFigure 11.2: Proportion of trace of A;(t) that
highest temperature can be explained by the leading two eigenvectors
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We examine the performance of our method on one-step prediction of the UK monthly
highest temperature and compare it with the (local) PCA method (See [26]). Given
Y1,...,Y;, the predictor Y,y is obtained as follows.

(1) Apply component-wise seasonal decomposition of (Ys)i<s<; to obtain the seasonality,
trend and residuals (s,)1<v<i, (ty)1<o<i and (X, )1<p<i, respectively.

(2) Apply our method to (X,)1<y<; and obtain d(s/i),1 < s < i following (8.11). Let
dmax = mMaxj<s<; d(S/Z)

(3) Let A, bea p X dmax matrix, where its jy, column is the eigenvector of A(v/i) with
respect to its jy, largest eigenvalue, 1 < j < dynae. Then calculate z, = (A,)TX,.

(4) We then forecast the vector z;11 based on z,, v =1,..,i. We consider two methods.

(4a) Predict z, via a stationary vector AR model, using R package vars.

(4b) Predict z, via a locally stationary time-varying vector AR model, using R
package tvReg which implements [12].

(5) Predict each component of e; as in 4(b).

(6) If CZ(l) < (imam, set thfa lyn, component of z;11 as zeros for cZ(l) +1<1<dngz. Then
we predict X; 11 by X411 = AiZit1.

(7) Finally we predict Yi+1 by Yi+1 = Xi+1 + ti + 8;i—11 + éi+1.

The reason we consider time-varying vector AR model for the common factor is due to [24]
which extends a recent work of [18] from univariate time series to the multivariate setting
and proves that under certain conditions, a locally stationary vector time series has locally
stationary vector AR(co) representation with approximately smooth coefficients and can
be further approximated by locally stationary vector AR models with finite orders.

The performance is evaluated by the following squared mean prediction error (MSPE).
For a given period j,...,T, the MSPE

e
> e Y sr1 = Youu3

MSPE = .
p(T—j+1)

(11.9)

where p = 33 is the dimension of the temperature vector. For comparison, we also consider
Y41 resulting from predicting X4 1 by the local PCA method advocated in [26]. The period
we consider for MSPE (11.9) starts from the Jul. 2008, which corresponds to j = 355 at the
2/3 length of data, and ends at May. 2023 corresponding to 7' = 533. To apply the local
PCA method, we use data at s — L <t < s to forecast Y41 with L = 100 and L = 200.We
summarize the results in Table (11.1). In general our method which predicts both z; and
e; achieves the smallest MSPE. A benchmark procedure for forecast is to use the highest
temperature of the same month in the previous year as a one-step prediction of the highest
temperature of the corresponding month this year. The MSPE for this benchmark is 4.114.
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Table 11.1: MSPE for Sieve PCA-based method and Local PCA based method. The first
row corresponds to predicting z;,1 using stationary VAR fit, and the second row corresponds

to the use of time-varying locally stationary VAR fit. The third additionally predicts e;
Our Method Local PCA (L=100) Local PCA (L=200)

AR 2.286 2.191 2.143
LS 2.106 2.127 2.210
LS+predict 2.102* 2.125 2.137

Online supplement

The online supplement contains examples of locally stationary time series satisfying condi-
tions in this paper, and the proofs (all under 6 > 0) of Theorem 6.2 (ii), auxiliary lemmas
for Theorems 6.1, 6.2 and Theorem 7.1, as well as the proofs of Propositions 6.1, Theorems
7.2 and 7.3.

12 Proof of Theorems 6.1, 6.2

To prove the results in Section 6, we consider showing the results when the number of
factors or the dimension of the loading matrix, which is denoted by d(t), is allowed to be
time-varying. The situation when the dimension is fixed can be shown in a similar but
easier argument. Recall d = max,c[g 1) d(t). In this section, we provide proofs for factor
strength § > 0 for varying-dimension, i.e., assume the following (A2’) instead of (A2), and
also the following modified (S4) which relies on 0.

(A2")Assume for some constant § € [0,1], supepo, 1] Has(t)H% = p'7% for 1 < s < d(t) < d,
and that the matrix norm of A(t) = (ai(t),...,aqq)(t)) satisfies

1-5 1-5
inf |A@D|F=p =, sup |[A@)|r=p 7, inf |A@)|nZ 0?7
te[0,1] te[0,1] teTn,

for a positive sequence 7, = O(1) on a collection of intervals 7, C [0,1]. Besides,
A(t) is full rank on 7y,.

1-6

(S4) for t € [0,1] and 1 < k < ko, || Zze(t, k)| = ol *p T ).

If § = 0 and d(t) = d, the above (A2’) and (S4) will be the same as (A2) and (S4) in Section
5. As in [26] and [25], 6 = 0 and § > 0 correspond to strong and weak factor strengths,
respectively. If d(t) is piecewise constant with a bounded number of change points, then
|Tyn| — 1 as n — oo and n,, — 0 according to the connection to model(8.8) in Section 8. If
d(t) = d we can assume that 7, = [0, 1] for some sufficiently small positive n, :=n > 0.

For completeness we summarize the short memory and stochastic Lipschitz continuous,
and moment conditions for z; , and e;:

(M1) The short-range dependence conditions hold for both z; ,, and €; ,, in L' norm | i.e.

Pi(k) = O((klogk)™®), max 6f (k) = O((klogk)~?) (S.1)

1<j<d 7 1<j<p

for some constant [ > 4.
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(M2) There exists a constant M such that

sup max E|Qu(t, Fo)|* < M, sup max E|H,(t, Fo)|* < M.
te[0,1] 1<u<d ‘ ( )‘ t€[0,1] 1<v<p ‘ ( )‘

(M3) For t, s € [0,1], there exists a constant M such that

(EIQu(t, Fo) — Quls, Fo)?) /> < Mt — s|,1 <u < d, (S.2)
(E|H,(t, Fo) — Hy(s, Fo)*)"* < M|t —s|,1 <v < p, (S.3)
(E|Gy(t, Fo) — Guls, Fo)2)/> < Mt — s|,1 <v <p. (S.4)

Conditions (M1)-(M3) mean that each coordinate process of z;, and e;,, as well as that
of X; , (see Lemma C.2 ) is a standard short memory locally stationary time series defined
in the literature.

Proof of Theorem 6.1. We shall prove that, if (S1) hold

2—6

H sup HA —Ai(t) = O0(p* °vp).

te(0,1]

and if (S1°) hold, the rate will be O(p?>~°v, 4+ p'~%) under the condition that p°v, = o(1)
which is always satisfied when § = 0. Notice that when ¢ = 0 and d(t) = d the results of
Theorem 6.1 hold. Notice that under condition (S) (either (S1) or (S1’) holds) we have

St ) = A2 (6 kAT (1) + A(D)S.e(t, k) + Ze(t, k). (S.5)
and that for each k € 1, ..., kg, we have that

sup [|[M(Jn, t, KM (o, t, k) — Zo(t, k)] (8, k)| p < (S.6)
te(0,1]
22 (&, B) | Mo, b k) = B (8 R)l|7 + [M(ns t, ) = B (8 K7
By (S.5), condition (A2), (S1) or (S1’), (S4) and the submultiplicity of Frobenious norm,
we have for ¢ € [0, 1]
158, k)| 7
< JA@FIB=(tE) e + [AG] £ B2e(t k) | F + [1Ze(t k)l r < Cdp' = (S.7)

for some sufficiently large constant C' which depends on the constant M in condition (M2).
On the other hand, by Lemmas C.4, C.5 and C.6 in the online supplement we have that

I e IM(Jn,t, k) = Sa(t, k)| 7l 22 = O(prn). (S-8)
tel0,1

Then it follows from equations (S.6), (S.7) and (S.8) that

Un). (S.9)

om0 -0

te(0,1]

At - A

< am I -t

te[0,1) Lt

Therefore, under (S1) the Theorem holds. We now show the theorem under (S1’). Elemen-
tary calculations show that A(t) — A1(t) = Aa(t) + As(t), where

ko
Ag(t) = Se(t, K)AMZ] (1, k) AT (1) + BL (6, k)AT (1))
k=1
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Notice that sup;cjo 1) [|As(t)l]2 = O(1), and for all ¢ € [0, 1]

ko
1A2()]l2 < 2 Y et K)AGD] (8, k)AT (1) + SL(t, k) AT ()]]2
k=1
ko
<2Y St B ADOE] ( k)AT () + SL(t kAT (@)l = O(p'). (S.10)
k=1
Together with (S.9) the theorem follows. O

Proof of Theorem 6.2.

We shall prove the following results for § > 0. For (i) if (S1) holds then the rate will be
reduced to O(n; ' p’v,) and if (S1°) holds the estimation rate is O(n;, 'p°v, +n; 'po~ 1) For
(i), if (S1) holds the rate is O, (n; ' pPvy, +p~1/2) and if (S1°) holds the rate is O, (n; 'p°vy +

p~ 2411 p?~1) under the condition that p°v, = o(1) which is always satisfied when § = 0.
The results of Theorem 6.2 correspond to § = 0.
For simplicity, we only show under (S1’). The proof under (S1) is similar.

We first prove (i). It suffices to show that the d(t),, largest eigenvalue of Aj(t) satisfies

inf Mg (A1 (1)) Z map™ . (S.11)

teTn,

Then the theorem follows from Theorem 6.1 (more precisely the results with 6 > 0, i.e.,
result (S.5)), (S.11) and Theorem 2 of [41]. We now show (S 11). Consider the QR de-
composition of A(t) such that A(t) = Q(¢t)R(t) where Q(t)'Q(t) = Ly and Iy is a
d(t) x d(t) identity matrix. Here Q(t) is a p X d(t) matrix and R(t) is a d( ) X d(t) matrix.
Then (3.3) can be written as

ALt = QUA(DQT (1), (512)
where the d(t) x d(t) matrix
ko
Ai(t) = R()| D (Bt AT (1) + et AN (1F) + SL( ) [RT (). (8.13)
k=1

Since if v is an eigenvector of 1~}1(t) then Qv is an eigenvector of Aj(t) with the same
eigenvalue, we shall see that Apin(A1(t)) = Ag(A1(t)). By (A2’) we have

_ T 1/2
o (RO = inf QT (OAW) | Z ) (5.14)

where we have used the fact that ||[AB|,, > [|All;n|B|lm- The proof of this fact can be
found in proof of Lemma 1 [26]. Notice that via Weyl’s inequality, and positive-definiteness
of summands of A;(t), and the definition of || - ||,

/\min(Al (t))
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> inf A (R(E) | (2= (0, K)AT (1) + Saelt, (AW (1) + 2L (¢ 8)|[RT ()

= inf HR(t)(Ez(t, AT () + 2. (¢, k))Hi
> inf [R5 12 (6 kAT () + et k)7,

On the other hand, via Weyl inequality and the fact that ||, (¢, k))A T (t)|lm = 0a(Z.(t, k)AT (1)),
15 (&, K)llm = 0a(B:(t, k), and [|A(E))[m = 0a(A(t)), we have

sup|oa(: (¢, F)YAT (1) + Boc(t, k) — 0a(Z(t k)AT(1)] < SUp [|Sze(t, )2,
0d(Z= (B |A®) |l < 0a(E- (8 kAT (1)) < oa(A@)IZ-(8K) 2 (S.15)
Combining conditions (S2), (S4) and (A2’) we have that

oa(S=(t, F)AT (1) + Seelt. k) Z 1202 (8.16)

n

Together with (S.14) and (S.15) we have

inf Amin(Aq(£)) = n,p?=20. S.17
iy (A1(t)) £ nap (8.17)

This shows (S.11) and the assertion (i) of the Theorem follows.

Due to the page limit, we move the proof of assertion (ii) to the supplemental material.
O

Supplemental Material for “Adaptive Estimation for Locally Stationary Factor Models
And A Test for Static Factor Loadings”

Weichi Wu and Zhou Zhou

Abstract

Section A provides an example of a high dimensional time series which satisfy the
conditions of this paper. Section B includes the theoretical results of eigenanalysis.
Section C contains the proofs Theorem 6.2 (ii) and of auxiliary lemmas for Theorem
6.1, 6.2 and results in Section B. Section D includes the proof of Theorem 7.1 and
Theorem 7.2 for testing the static factor loading, as well as auxiliary results. Finally,
Section E proves Theorem 7.3 for power analysis.

Let P; = E(:|F;) — E(-|Fj-1) be the projection operator. In the proof, we consider (S4)
depending on § defined in Section 12 in the main article. In the proof, we focus on the
general case allowing non-zero §. For this purpose define 8(n,p) = p’v, under (S1) and
vy 4 p®~ ! under (S1°), and 6y(n,p) = p°//n under (S1) and p°/y/n + p?~! under (S1’).
Observe that when § = 0 these quantities reduce to their counterparts in the main article.
To save notation, we omit the subscript p of I, for the p x p dimensional diagonal matrix,
when the dimension p is clear in the context.
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A Preliminary: locally stationary multivariate time series

We discuss a prominent example for e;,, as follows.

Example A.1 (High dimensional moving average processes). Let F; = (€_w,...€;) where
€ = (€1, ...,ei7p/)T for some p' > 0 (b’ can possibly diverge as p), and (€;s)icz,1<s<p aTe€
i.i.d. random variables with finite max(l,4)y, moment. Consider fort € [0, 1],

ZM Yeij = (Hi(t, Fi), ., Hy(t, Fi)) " (A1)

where M;(t), j € Z, are smoothly varying p X p' matrices, and for 1 < v < p,

P

00 7 p’
= Z Z Mij,s(t)€i—js = Z Z Mi—jv,s(t)€j,s (A.2)

7=0 s=1 j=—o00s=1
wherl’e m;,(t) = (Mj,1(t), ...,y (t)) is the vy, row of the matriz M;(t). Observe that
O mi—jvs(t)€)s)j<i are mean 0 random variables and are independent of each other.

Therefore by Burkholder inequality (see equation (15) in [39], we have for some large con-
stant M,

/

[Ho(t, Filllga <MD lImicjos(t)essl2e (A.3)

j=—o00s=1

As a consequence, (M2) will be satisfied if for 1 < v < p, supyp ] 2]_—00 25/:1 Imi—js(t))? <
M for some constant M. For (M1), by definition, for 1 < v < p,

5l K = Sup H ka v S 6075 - 66,3)“[31 - Sllp ka v s 1/2 (A4)
te0,1] tG[O 1 521

Therefore, (M1) will hold if supte[071}(zgl:1 m? ., ()% is O((klogk)™2) for 1 < v < p.

Uy

Via using (A.2) and similar argument yielding (A.3), (S.3) will be full-filled if for 1 < v < p,

for some constant M .

We now verify (M6). Rewrite (A.1) as H(t, Fy) = > My—j(t)€;, and hence

)
EHt}" ZM

j=—00
where M;,_;(t) = (%mv_j,sh52 (t))1<si<p,i<ss<p’ 18 a p x p’ matrix. Then
uAv
IE(H(, Fou) (B (5, F)) Dl = || Y Muej()(M_;(s)) T2V ar(e11)- (A.5)
j=—00
Then a sufficient condition for (M6) to hold is that sup, [|My(t)||z = O(u2log™2u) and
sup, [M,(t)]|2 = O(u=?log ™2 w).
. . 0'28
We now verify (M8). We say X subG(c?) if for any s € R, Eexp(sX) < exp(%5
where o2 is the variance proxy of X.

%)
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Proposition A.1. Consider example A.1. Ifsup, [M;(t)|l2 = O(A())) with 3 ez i5078¢(J) <

o0, and €5, 1 <i<p,1<j<yp arei.i.d. subG(c?), then (M8) will hold.

Proof. Tt is easy to verify that (a) if X; ~ subG(0?) and X!s are independent of
each other, then Y, X; ~ subG(},02). (b) cX; ~ subG( 262). We now show (c) if
X ~ subG(o?), then || X|z < C,/qo for some uniform constant C. To see (c) using
(£/q)? < e for ¢ > 1 and = > 0, we have for s # 0

q? X 2q14 0?s?
E(|X]9) < WEe‘s” < W(Eexp(sX) + Eexp(—sX)) < P exp( 5 ). (A.6)
s
Hence for ¢ > 1 and s # 0,
91/44 o252
Xllpe < —=exp(— AT
IXler < 2 exn(G) (A7)

Take s = /go~* we have prove (c).
On the other hand, notice that e; = H(j/n,F;) where H(t, F;) is defined in (A.1).
Recall that € is an i.i.d. copy of €. Then

lc" (e —€f)lca = lle" My (i/n)(e0 — €p)llca < lle" M (i/n)eol| o + |lc " Mi(i/n)ep]| ca-
(A.8)

By (a) and (b), since the component of €q are i.i.d. subG(c?), which shows that ¢ M;(i/n)eg ~

subG(|[c"M;(i/n)||3). By (c) and the fact that |c| = 1, it follows that
le"Mi(i/n)eollca < Cv/alle Mii/n)ll2 = O(Aq(0)). (A.9)

By a similar argument applied to CTM,-(Z' /n)e|, the proposition follows. O

B Results for eigenvalues and proof of Proposition 6.1

B.1 Theorem B.1 and its Proof and discussion

In this section we allow the dimension of factor loading matrix and the number of factors of
model (1.1) to vary with time. Thus we assume (A2’) instead of (A2). To show proposition
B.1, we first prove the following theorem, which investigates the eigenvalue of A(t) and is
of separate interest.

Theorem B.1. Assume that (A1), (A2’), (MJ) (M2), (M3) and (S0)- (54) (ez'ther (S1)
or (S1°) holds), and that under (S1) 1, (p°vy)~! — oo, or under (S1°) 7

72 Sunpi=) 7 O

then we have that

(i) | supye(o 1) maxi<j<p [N (A () = X (A1)l 1 = OW* v + p'~0) under (S1°), and
the term p'=% wanishes under (S1).

(ii) There ezist constants m < M such that

e
Uy

P(mm,p®™2 < Nj(A(t)) < Mp*™,1<j <d(t),Vt€T,,) = 1—0((
under (S1°), and the term p'~° varnishes under (S1).
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(iii) There exists a constant C' such that
P(0 < Aj(A(1) < (0*vatp' ") log P n,d(t)+1 < j <p,¥t € Ty,) = 1-O(log™/* n)
under (81°), and the term p'=° varnishes under (S1).

Proofs. (i) follows immediately from Lemma C.1 and Theorem 6.1 (more precisely the
results with ¢ in Section 12 of the main article).
We now prove (ii). From (S.7) and (S.9) in the proof of Theorem 6.1, we have

A A2, < HA@Fl, = OF* ) (B.1)
By definition of A(t) in (3.3) of the main article we shall have
A1) < [A (D)3 = 0(p* ™) (B.2)

Observe that by (B.1) and (B.2), the event {mn,p>~? < )\j(A(t)) < Mp> 21 <5<
d(t),vt € Tp, } for some m and M will hold if

sup max |\ (A(t)) — N\;(A1(t))] < comnap®™
tE(O,l)lﬁde(t)‘ i (A(1)) i (A1(1))] omn

for some small positive ¢ such that ¢g < Jinfie7, Ay (A1(t)). Then (i) follows in view
of (i) and Markov inequality.

Now we show (iii). Without loss of generality we assume under (S1’). Since A(t) is
a matrix of p x d(t), it follows that A\;j(Ai(t)) = 0 for d(t) +1 < j < p. Notice that
A(t) is a positive semidefinite matrix by construction. Hence the event {0 < \;(A(t)) <
(P*Oun + p' ) log 2 n,d(t) + 1 < j < p,Vt € T, } will hold if

~

su max [N i(A®#)) = N(AL ()] < (p* O, + p' ) log! 2 n/2
e S A) = (A0 < 07 v+ log )

and if n is sufficiently large. By assertion (i) and Markov inequality, the result (iii) follows.
O

The next proposition states that with high probability dn =d, if q, = c(p1_5 +
vpp*~®)logp for some constant ¢ > 0. Together with Theorem 6.2, it follows that the

2,225
nP
2=0y,+pl—9)logn

estimator (3.8) is consistent if 7 — 0.

B.2 Proof of Proposition 6.1

In the remaining of proof, we consider the following version of (A2) which accommodates

J.

(A2) A(t) is full rank. Write A(t) = (ai(t),....,a4(t)) where as(t),1 < s < d are p
dimensional vectors. Then supe(o 1) [las(t)[|5 = p for 1 < s < d. Besides, the matrix
norm of A(t) satisfies

1-§ 1-46 1-96
inf |A@)lr=p7, sup [A@®)|r=p2, inf |A@®)|m>m/>p>  (B3)
te[ovl} tE[O,l] te[ovl}

for a positive sequence 7, = O(1).
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We now state the complete version of Proposition 6.1 with possibly positive § as follows.
Assume conditions (A1), (A2), (M1)-(M3), (S0)-(S4) (either (S1) or (S1’) holds) hold,
and that 1, £ 1. Furthermore, Under (S1), suppose that c is a sufficiently small and

s 2—26
— 00. Under (S1’), assume that (pg,(;y’f:_pl,&)logn

positive constant, — 00, and

S S
poun logn
that n® S p < n® for some a < b.

P(d, # d) = o(n,;le(n, p)) + O0(log™ 2 n) = o(1). (B.4)

We shall prove a more general version of Proposition 6.1, which is Proposition B.1 in
the next subsection that allows time-varying d(¢) and allows 7, = o(1). Then Proposition
6.1 will follow from the same argument as in that of proof of Proposition B.1. U

B.3 Proposition B.1

In the proposition, we consider the following estimator dy, (t) for d(t) when dimension d(t) is
allowed to vary with time and the factor strength is §. Setting § = 0 will yield the estimator
(8.11) in the main article.

dn(t) = afg?;;n(&ﬂ(!&(t)) +¢0)/(Ni(A (1)) + gn)- (B.5)

where g, = ¢, (p"% + v,p?> %) log p.

Proposition B.1. Assume conditions (A1), (A2’), (M1)-(M3), (50)-(S4) (either (S1) or
(51°) holds) hold. Furthermore, under (S1), we assume that ¢, < cn? for some sufficiently
1

5 2
small but positive constant ¢, and that ¢ vy, log/?n = 0( o logp >, o~/
(7 log1/2 n) =5 poun logn
2—268

oo and M — 00. Under (S] 7)’ assume that nnmln(%ﬂ?n)

/o
poun logn (P2 %vp+pl=9)logn — 00 where h =

1/2
%, and that n® < p < nb for some a < b. Then we have
acy lo n ~n

Nnp?~20

Pt € Ty, dn(t) # d(t)) = o((p ) +O(log™Y%n) = o(1) (B.6)

)

where the term p'=° varnishes under (S1).

Proposition B.1 demonstrates that dn(t) is uniformly consistent on 7y, and the results
in Theorems 6.1 and 6.2 are still valid if d therein is replaced by d(t) and [0, 1] is replaced
by T,,- In particular, multiple eigenvalues in A(t) are allowed.

Proof. On the event A; := {mn,p?>~2 < N\j(A(t)) < Mp*>~ 21 < j <d(t),vt €Ty}, it
is easy to verify that under either (S1) or (S1°) (noticing that under (S1) we consider c is
small such that if ¢, < en? s.t. ¢ (p* vy, +p' %) logp < infieT, Aay (A1),

it rtA0) 20, VEET,. (B.7)
1<izd0-1 A (A(D) + g

Define the events A3(S1) := {0 < )\j(A(t)) < p* Oy, log?n,d(t) +1 < j < p,Vt € T}
and Ay(S1') := {0 < X\;(A(t)) < (0* vy +p' %) logt2 n,d(t) +1 < j < p,¥t €Ty, }. Then
on Ay(S}]) and under condition (S1’), we have since n® < p S nb,

acy logl/2 n

of L AR) Fdn Gn ¢ logp

1(A
d(t)+1<j<p \; (A(t)) +q, )\j(A(t)) g0 cplogp 4 log2n ¥ acylog?n + 1

LV
NV

, VteT,,.
(B.8)
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If on A2(S1) under condition (S1),

inf 1( (t)) + qn > Cn(p2_6Vn + pl_é) log p
dO+1<i<p Nj(A®) + g0 ~ en(p?=Oupn + pt=9) log p + p> v, log /2 n

Vte T, (B.9)

n?

We first prove under (S1’). Notice that under (S1') and on the interception event
Ay N Ay(S1'), for t € Ty, we have Ay (A(t)) > mn,p?>~2 and Ady+1(A(t)) < (p* Oy, +

~9)log'/? n. Hence for t € Ty,
+1< (8) + a0 _ (0" vy + %) (log"* 0 + ¢, log p) (B.10)
aoAD) +a, T M p? =20 ' '

Recall that 7/, = % Notice that if F@rr}ls(’fﬂ"g)logi — 00, then (B.7), (B.8),
(B.10) indicates that for sufficiently large n, p, d(t) will be correctly identified on 7y, .

Following the proof of Theorem B.1 (ii) (iii) via Markov inequality, we shall see that

Nnp?=20

P(A; N A5(S1)) =1 — 0((p ) — O(log™"2 ). (B.11)

We now prove the proposition under (S1). Note that under (S1), on the interception

event Ay N Az(S1), for t € Ty, we have Ay (A(t)) > mn,p?~? and )\d(t)H(A(t)) <

p*%u, log"/? n. Hence for t € Ty,

w01 (A 4n _ 01020 + 00 (07O, + ') ogp
Ad(t A®) + a0~ mmap? ™% + cn(p? v, + p'=0) log p

~ P’vn(cnlogp +log'/? n) . Cnlogp
~ N Npp'—°

(B.12)

Observing the right hand side of (B.9), if (a) ¢, (p* v, +p' %) logp Z p* vy, log'/? n, then

Cn (pz_‘sun + p1_5) log p
en(p>=0uy, + p'=9) log p + p>~Svy, log'/? n

Qv
—_

(B.13)

and if (b) ¢, (P> Ovn +p' %) logp S p* vy log!/2 n, then

cn(P* vy + p'70) logp = (P vn+p' %) logp _ cylogp

= = B.14
en(p?~0uy, + p=9)logp + p2 v, logl/2 n p2=u, logl/2 n ~ logl/2 n ( )

1

2
Recall the assumption that ¢, ', log'/? n = o( ca? logp ), 55— — 00 and Lpcn o8P logp _,
n (7 10g1/2 )—5 ? poup logn pduy logn

oo. Therefore, if ¢, logp < pvy log1/2n or cplogp 2 log1/2n such that (a) holds, then
straightforward calculations show that (in the following using ¢, < en? for the first inequal-

ity and — oo for the second line)

poun logn

vy (cnlogp + log!/? n) n Cn logp
"n Nnp'™

1/2 1-6

< enup’vn log p + pPun log' 2 n/n, + enn log p/p
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1—6.
(B.15)

= o(cni log p/ logn) + o(n,/ log'/* n) + ey log p/p

Hence in this case the eigen-ratio in (B.12) can be smaller than ¢;7, for any small positive
1 if ¢ is sufficiently small and n is sufficiently large. On the other hand, if ¢,logp <
puy logt/? n and ¢, log p s log'/? n such that (b) holds, then

v (cnlogp + log!/? n) n cnlogp _ Pounlog'/?n

S + e log p/p'
M p*~° Tl /
1
= o(cy logp/log"* n) + eny log p/p' =" = o(cn log p/ log!/* n) + ey log‘sp(%)l_‘S
< o(cn logp/ log"/2 n) + enn log? ple;  vn log? n) =% = o(e, log p/ log'/? n)
(B.16)

% — oo for the second line, and ¢, logp < pvy, log!/? n for the

1

1-6
third line, and the fact that ¢ v, log'/?n = o(—=—18P ) and ¢, < cn? for the final
(n 10g1/2 n)1=4

where we have used

conclusion.
As a result, by (B.12), (B.13) and (B.14) it follows that for sufficiently large n, d(t) will
be correctly identified on 7;,. Again by the proof of Theorem B.1,

P
M

P(A; N Ay(S1)) =1 — 0( ) — O(log™ 2 n). (B.17)

The proposition follows from (B.17) and (B.11). O

Remark B.1. In practice to apply Theorems 6.1 and 6.2, if the estimated number of
factors d,(t) does not change over time, then we can consider T, = [0,1]. Otherwise one
can consider

N . 1 . 1

log?n’ log?n

where ts, s = 1,...r are the time points when czn(t) changes. In fact, by condition (A2’),
(B.18) corresponds to setting n, =< log%n when the eigenvalues of A(t)/p(1=9/2 are Lipschitz
continuous.

C Proof of Theorem 6.2 (ii) and auxiliary technical results
for theoretical analysis in Section 6.1 and in Section B

Proof of Theorem 6.2 (ii): To show the assertion (ii),we apply eigen-decomposition to
A4 (t) to obtain that

Ai(t) = Q)UMDHUT (1)Q (1) (C.1)

where U(t) are the orthnormal matrix consists of eigenvectors of A1(t) and D(t) is the
diagnol matrix of which the diagnol elements are eigenvalue of A;(t). By definition, V (¢) =
Q(t)U(t) and V(£)V T (t) = Q(t)Q' (). As a consequence

V(i/n)V T (i/n)xiy = Q(i/n)Q(i/n) (Q(i/n)R(i/n)zin + ei)
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= A(i/n)zip + V(i/n) VT (i/n)e; .
Hence together with x; ,, = A(i/n)z;,, + €;, it follows that
IV (i/n)V T (i/n)xin — Ali/n)2in])2
= [V (i/n)V T (i/n)%;n — V(i/n)V (i/n)xin + V(i/n) VT (i/n)e;||2
< |[V(i/n)01(i/n)O] (i/n)V T (i/n)A(i/n)zin — V(i/n)V T (i/n)A(i/n)zin 2
H[IVE/m)VT (i/n)einlls = 1(i/n)ll2 + IV (i/n) VT (i/n)ei -

where I(i/n) is defined in an obvious way. Furthermore, ||I(i/n)||2 is bounded by || I (i/n)||2+
II2(i/n)||2 where

I (i/n) = V(i/n)01(i/n)[O] (i/n)V " (i/n) = VT (i/n)]A(i/n)zin,
Iy(i/n) = [V(i/n)O1(i/n) — V(i/n)]VT (i/n)A(i/n) 2.
It is easy to verify that for V(i/n)O1(i/n) and V(i/n) their operator norms are 1. By
conditionli(éM2), llzinll2 = Op(1). By assertion (i) we have |[;(i/n)||2 and |[I2(i/n)|2 is
Op(my'p 7 (Pvn +p°71)) s0
12Gi/n)ll2 = Oplng "2 (0w + ")), (C2)
On the other hand, notice that |V (t)O(t)||2 = 1so that |V (i/n)V (i/n)e;inlla < |O7 (i/n)V T (i/n)e;n||2-
Via claim (i) and the fact
IV (i/n)V T (i/n)einllz < IO (i/n)VT (ifn) = VT(i/n)einllz + IV (i/n)einll

d(i/n)
= (O (i/n)V T (i/n) = VT (i/n))einll2+ (Y (v (i/n)ein)*)'/?

s=1
d(i/n)
= Op((m, 'PPvn + ') + (D (v (i/n)ein)?)'? (C3)
s=1
where we have used the fact that [|e;,|la = Op(p'/?), vs(t), 1 < s < d(t) is the sy, column
of V(t), i.e., V(t) = (vi(t),...,vq(i/n)). By definition, for 1 < s <p

Var(vz(i/n)em) < limsup sup )\max(E(H(t,.E)HT(t,.E))) (C.4)
p te[0,1]

hence ||V (i/n)e;n|l2 = Op(1) via condition (M4). Therefore we show (ii).

(]
The following lemma from [8] is useful for proving Theorem B.1.
Lemma C.1. Let M(n) be the space of all n xn (complex) matrices. A norm ||-|| on M(n)
is said to be unitary-invariant if ||A|| = ||[UAV || for any two unitary matrices U and V. We

denote by Eig A the unordered n-tuple consisting of the eigenvalues of A, each counted as
many times as its multiplicity. Let D(A) be a diagonal matriz whose diagonal entries are
the elements of Fig A. For any norm on M(n) define

| (Eig A, Eig B)|| = min |D(A) = WD(BYW!|
where the minimum is taken over all permutation matrices W. If A, B are Hermitian matri-
ces, we have for all unitary-invariant norms (including the Frobenius norm and the operator

norm) the inequality
|(Eig A, Eig B)|| < [[A — B|.
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Recall d = max; d(t) and o,,(t) defined in Section 8 of the main article. In the remainder
of this section, we consider the equivalent model in Section 8. With a little abuse of notation,
consider and A(t) = (ayy(t))1<u<p,i<v<d, Where a,,(t) = 0 if o,(t) = 0 for 1 < v < d, and
are the same as the corresponding elements in the varying dimension loading matrix. Then
Xin = Ai,nzi,n + €in-

)

Lemma C.2. Define the dependence measure for X;, in L norm as

G(L\ .— G (L) .— /1. N (i=k)y |l
07 (k) = max d5(k) : 11;1%”6[5}11562E (IG5, Fi) = G (@, F 7)) (C.5)

Under conditions (A1), and (M1)—-(MS3), there exists a sufficiently large constant My, such
that uniformly for 1 <wu <p and t € [0,1],

E|Gu(t, Fo)|* < Mo, (C.6)
5 (k) = O(déf (k) + 67 (k). (C.7)

Proof. By definition we have that for 1 < u < p,

d
Gult, Fi) = Y aus(t)Qu(t, Fi) + Hu(t, Fi).

v=1

Notice that here d = supy<,<; d(t) is fixed. Therefore, assumptions (A1), (M2) and triangle
inequality lead to the first statement of boundedness of fourth moment of (C.6). Finally
(A1) and (M3) lead to the assertion (C.7). O

Lemma C.3. Consider the process z ymnZi+kvn for some k >0, and 1 < u,v < d. Then
under conditions (A2’), (M1)-(M3) we have:

i) G = Cu,v(%',]:i) = ZiunZitkon 05 a locally stationary process with associated depen-
dence measures

0¢,2(h) < C(05(h) + 05 (h + k)) (C.8)

for some universal constant C' > 0 independent of u,v and any integer h;
(i) For any series of numbers a;,1 < i < m, we have for some universal large positive
constant M,

n

2) 1/2 < M—C(Za?)% (C.9)

n ;
=1

(=] 3" (G — Eiun)
=1

Proof. 1) is a consequence of the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, triangle inequality and
condition (M?2). For ii), notice that

Z ai(gi,u,v - ECi,u,v) = Z ai(z Pi+k—s<i,u,v) = Z Z i Pigi—sCiu,v- (C.10)
=1 i=1 5=0 5=0 i=1

By the property of martingale difference and i) of this lemma we have

1D aiPisksGiuollze = Y @I Pik—sGiupllZe < O af(d5(s) +85(s — k))*. (C.11)
i=1

i=1 i=1

By triangle inequality, inequalities (C.10), (C.11) and the fact that 65 (k) = 0 if £ < 0, and
condition (M1) the lemma follows. O
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Corollary 3.1. Under conditions (A2°), (M1) and (M2) we have for each fived k > 0,

I <wv< p and 1 <w < d, ¢; = ¢(7217]:2) = €it+ku,nCivmn, ¢i = ¢(n’ ) = Zi+k,w,nCion
and v; =: L(%, Fi) = €itkunZiwn are locally stationary processes with associated dependence
measures

max(0y,2(h), 6p,2(h), 0,2(h)) < C(65(h) + 05(h) + 65 (h + k) + 6(h + k). (C.12)
for some universal constant C' > 0 independent of u, v and w.

Proof. The corollary follows from the same proof of Lemma C.3. O

To save notation in the following proofs, for given J,,, k write M(Jn,t, k) as M if no
confusion arises. Recall the definition of 3, ;x and M(J,,t, k) in (3.6) and (3.5) in the
main article. Observe the following decompositions

2x7j7k = V17.77k + V27.77k + V37.]7k + V47j7k7 (C'13)
n—k . . .
1 1+ k T T, 0 i
Vige= 2 A aal AT OB G, ca
1S itk i
Voirn=—9> A ke Bi(—), 1
1 n—k 1 n—k
i=1 i=1

Lemma C.4. Under conditions (A2°), (M1), (M2) and (M3) we have that

Jnpsupy 1<j<, |Bi(t)]?

sup MJn,t,k — EM Iyt R || Rl 2 = O .
Hte[m [IVI( ) ( )Elle ( n )
Proof. Using equations (C.13)-(C.16) we have that
A A Jn 4 4
M(Jn, t,k) = EM(Jo,t, k) = > Y (Vajk — E(Vain) Z (C.17)
j=1s=1 s=1

where V,(t) = Z}];(Vs,j,k —E(Vs,;x))Bj(t), for s =1,2,3,4. Consider the s = 1 case and
then

Jn
Vi(t) == Z(Vu,k —E(V1,;%))B;(t)
j=1

1 btk i
=S B0 Y AT s rnn, — Blorsnsl AT (DB, (C.18)
=1

n n n

Jj=1

- ko . .
Further define M; = 1 "0~ A(%)(sz’nzZn — E(ZHk,nziT’n))AT(%)Bj(%). Its (u,v)s,
1<u<p, 1<v<pelement is

1 1
= - Z Z Z auu Zz—l—k,u’,nzi,v’,n - E(zi—l—k,u’,nzi,v’n))avv’(E)Bj(_)-

n
=1 u'=1v=1

(C.19)
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Therefore it follows from the triangle inequality and Lemma C.3 that,

C B n—k . .
< Sup“' ZZ Zafm,(z—;k)afw,(i) (C.20)

n
v'=1u'=1 1=1

i,
|#i00a . <

for some sufficiently large constant C'. Consequently by (A2’) and Jansen’s inequality, we
get

2
- C? sup, t|B (1)]? I & d & |k i+ k i
E (Vg [}) < —— PN DIDIDI-MESLEMES
u=1lv=1 \v/=1u'=1 i=1
Cdsupt]B O] A A A i+ k i
SIS 55 3) b S MLE NS
i=1 u=1lv=1v'=1u'=1
2 sup. . | B (£)[2p2—20
_ P | Bi()°p (C.21)

n

for 1 < j < J,. On the other hand, since (u,v)y, element of Vi (t), which is denoted by
V1uw(t), satisfies

Viuw(t) = Bj(t) M. (C.22)

2
P P JIn
sup [Vi(®)[F =supd_ > | Y Bi(t)Mjun
t€[0,1] tou=1v=1 j=1
p P Jn
< sup |By(t)|2ZZ(Z|MJ,u,v|)2
t1<j<Jn u=1v=1 j=1

p p
< swp (BP0 DIy Ml

tlsjsJn u=1v=1 j=1
Jn
< sup BT Y IM][3. (C.23)
Therefore we have
Jn
E(sup [[Vi(®)[F) < sup  |B;(t)]*Tn > E(IM;[3) (C.24)
t€[0,1] t,1<j<Jn =1

Combining (C.21) we have that

~ Jn su , B, (t)|2pt—?
B sup [V (1)) = 0 ( Z22Puasisn [BOTPT) o o)
te(0,1] \/ﬁ
Similarly using Corollary 3.1 we have that
B 1 J, ) B.(t 2,,1-6/2
B( sup [V.(0)3)} =0 [ ZnMPusisn BOMP 703 (o )
t€[0,1] Vn
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and

- 1 TnPSUPy 1<j<, |Bi ()|
E( sup ||[V4(t)||%)2 =0 == . C.27
(tE[O,l] H ( )”F) < \/’ﬁ ( )
Then the lemma follows from (C.25), (C.26), (C.27) and triangle inequality. O

Lemma C.5. Under conditions (A1), (A2’), (S0), (M1), (M2) and (M3) we have that for
1 < k < kOJ

| sup (EM(Jn,t,k) — S5(t)||lr = O(Jn  sup |B;(t)[*p/n)
t€[0,1] t1<j<Jn

where X (t) = L ‘»]”1 >y E(G(£7fi+k)G(i ]:i)T)Bj(i)Bj(t)-

T n Jj= n’ n

Proof. Consider the (u,v)y, element of (EM(J,,t, k) — $%(t)), which ise denoted by
(EM(J,,t, k) — 2%(t))up- Recall that Gy (¢, F;) is the uy, componentnt of G(t, F;). By
definition, we have for 1 < u,v < p,

Jn n—k i . ] ]
(EM(Jp, t, k) — S5 (t))uw = %Z > E((Gu(#,mk) — Gu(%,.}}Jrk))Gv(%’ﬂ))Bj(%
j=1i=1
Jn n . . )
+ % > 2 E(G“(%v}-i-i-k)Gv(%,]:i))Bj(%)Bj(t). (C.28)
j=1li=n—k+1

By condition (M3), Lemma C.2 we have that uniformly for 1 < u,v < p,

sup |(EM(Jp,t,k) — 25 (t))uo| < M'J,,  sup |B;(t)[*k/n (C.29)
t€[0,1] t1<5<Jn

for some sufficiently large constant M’ independent of v and v. Therefore by the definition
of Frobenius norm, and the fact that £ < kg the lemma follows. O

Lemma C.6. Let 1, = supj<j<;, Lipj + sup,1<j<;, |B;j(t)| where Lip; is the Lipschitz
constant of the basts function Bj(t). Then under conditions (A1), (A2’), (S0), (M1)-(M3)
we have that

(Jn Supy 1<j<J, |Bj(t)|pin
n

sup [|33(t) — o (8, k)|lr = O

+ p9J7L,K7M)=
te(0,1]

where X7 is defined in Lemma C.5.

Proof. Notice that by definition we have that

Jn n

i) = = S m( nB B0, (C.30)

j=1i=1

Define that 3, (t) = Z}'Ji1 01 3.(s,k)Bj(s)dsBj(t). Notice that the (u,v), element of
BE(t) — By (t) is



1
- [ BlGus Fun)Guls. F)B (ds) B0 (C31)

Notice that Lemma C.2 and Condition (M3) imply that there exists a sufficiently large
constant M’ depending on My of Lemma C.2, such that those Lipschitz constants of the
functions

E(Gu(s, Fivr)Go(s, Fi))Bj(s)

are bounded by M's, for all 1 < k < ky, 1 < u,v < p. Then using similar argument to the
proof of Lemma C.5, we obtain that

Jn su , B;(t)|ptn
pt,lS]SJn| ]()|p ) (C.32)

sup [|(t) = Zp(0)]lr = O .

te[0,1]

Similarly by using basis expansion (5.8) in condition (S0) of the main article we have that

sup (|24 (t) — Zo(t, k)||lF = O(pg,, x.1) (C.33)
te[0,1]
which completes the proof. O

D  Proof of Theorem 7.1, and Proof of Theorem 7.2.

Recall 3,(t, k), I, I'; and Ty defined in Section 4. Define

k:() k()

T = Z(/ 3. (t, k:)dt)(/ 3. (t k)dt) ", T = Z(/ . (t, k:)dt)(/ X, (t, k)dt) "

k=1 k=1

Let W = (W1, ...,Wq) be a set of orthonormal eigenvectors of T with respect to its d positive
cigenvalues: (A1 (T),...,\q(T)), and G = (g1, ..., gp_a) be a set of orthnormal basis of null
space of A. Therefore, ((W;,1 <i<d),(gi,1 <i<p-—d)) is an orthonormal bases for RP.
Similarly define W; = (w1, ..., wyq) where w;, i = 1, ..., d are the orthonormal eigenvectors of
I" with respect to its d positive eigenvalues, and let F = (fi, ..., f,_4) be a set of orthnormal
basis of null space of I'. Consequently ((w;,1 < i < d),(f;,1 < i < p—d)) is a set of
orthonormal bases for RP. Let F = (f], ...,fp_d) be a basis of null space of I' = Z],zozl L.
We consider condition (A2) in Section B.2 which allows non-zero 0.

Corollary D.1. Assume (A1), (A2), (50), (M1)-(M3).

. p2d
T = Bleler = 0 =) (D.1)
Proof. It suffices to show uniformly for 1 < k < kg,
. p2d
IIT% — Tkl Fll 20 ZO(W)- (D.2)

By the proof of Lemma C.4, it follows that for 1 < k < ko,

l

). (D.3)

1 n—=k 1 n—=k
T T
n E XitknXin — EE(E Xi-i-k,nxi,n)
i=1 i=1

Flic2
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By the proof of Lemma C.5

n—k

and Lemma C.6, it follows that for 1 < k < ko,

1 T 7 N P

LY (Blunnaxl) - 2L | =02, (0.4
=1 F
ygz E k;)—/lz t,k)dt]| =0L) (D.5)
n ‘ xX n7 0 xX ) - n M .

=1 F
Then by (D.3) to (D.5) we have that

1 = T ! p

— XitknXin — S.(t k)dt|| =0(——=), D.6

P | =aten o (D.6)

which together with (S.7) in the main article and the definition of I'y, proves (D.2). Therefore
the corollary holds. O

Corollary D.2. Assume conditions (A1), (A2), (M1), (M2), (M3) and conditions (S0),
(52)-(S4), then under null hypothesis, there exist orthogonal matrices 03 € R gpd
04 e RP=Dxw=d)  gych that under the null hypothesis

oW [V +ph),

O’ /vn+p"),

under (S1°), provided that there exists k',1 < k' < ko such that oq([ X, (t, k') >n > 0. If
(S1) holds then trivially the term p®~' vanishes.

1[WO3 — W|[r|
[FO4 = Gllrllzr =

Proof. Tt suffices to prove the results under (S1’). Under (S1) 3,(t,k) = (¢, k),
the proof will be similar and simpler. By the proof of Theorem 6.1 and the definition of
3., (t, k), we have that

It k)2 = 0@ °),  [[Balt,k) = Su(t,k)ll2 = O(1)
and consequently by triangle inequality,
IT —TJ}s = O(p' ). (D.7)
Together with Corollary D.1 we have
T =T2llr = O +p*° /V/n). (D.8)
Notice that under null hypothesis
~ ko
F—AY / (5.6 AT + 2.t k)dt)( / (5. )AT + Sou(t, k)dt) TAT. (D.9)
k=1

Since A is a p x d matrix, we have Aj(T) = 0 for j > d+ 1. Tt remains to show that
M(T) Z (p?~%) then the Corollary will follow from Theorem 2 of [41]. By condition (S4),
it remains to show that

Ad <AZ </ (t, k) thTA/ET (t k:)dt> AT) > p2- 26
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By the QR decomposition argument of in the proof of Theorem 6.2, it suffices to prove that
ko

Amin (Z (/ >.(t, k)thTA/EZT(t,k)dt>) 2 e (D.11)
k=1

By Weyl’s inequality, the LHS of the above is greater than

Amin (/ . (t, k)thTA/EZT(t,k)dt> = ||/Ez(t,k)thT\|?n > A2, 20, (D.12)

which finishes the proof. U

Corollary D.3. Assume conditions of Corollary D.2 hold, then under null hypothesis there
exists an orthonormal basis {f;,1 < i < p —d} of null space of A, such that

IF ~Fllrllzr = O@o(n.p)). (D.13)
where F = (f1,..£,_4).

Proof. Notice that the null space of A is the same as the null space of I'. Recall
Corollary D.2 shows that

HIFOs = GlFllcr = O6o(n, p))-
Take F = GO, , notice that
IE —F|r = |F—GO[|r=|(FOs— GO/ ||r = tr'*(FO4 — G)O [ 04(FO4 - G)T)
= tr'/2(FO, - G)(FO, - G)T) = [[FO4 — G| r = O(6o(n, p))

and the corollary is proved. O
The next two propositions are needed for the proof of Theorem 7.1 in the main article.
Recall the definition of T}, defined above the proof of Theorem 7.1. Recall that in (4.1) of
the main article we have defined

T, = /mn, max max [f'S}|
1<h<Nn1<i<p—dn

Further, define that

T, = £rsX D.14

n \/mnlg}gg@nlgr?%{dh il (D.14)
TagX

T, = /mn | Dnax 1§r§1§)x_d\fi S, |- (D.15)

Proposition D.1. Suppose conditions of Proposition 7.1 hold. In addition, assume condi-
tion (M2'). Then there exists a set of orthnormal basis F of A such that for any sequence
Jn — 00

N 1l
P(|Ty, — Tl > 9o N"60(n, p)p2) = O(gn ™ +log™ /> 1+ 6(n, p)). (D.16)

where T}, is calculated using F'.
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Proof. Since on the event {dn = dn} Tn =1T,. By Proposition 7.1 it suffices to consider
the event {d,, = d,,}. By the definition of T}, and T},

T =Tl = Vo, gy, e 16— 8083

< —
Vi B, a1~ RIS

< — .
< VP~ Fllr max |7 (D.17)

To shorten the notation, write A; for A(i/n). Then

Vn max |S¥| =m>/? max <|2Aizi|+|2ei|> (D.18)

1<h<N, 1<h§Nn

i€by, 1€by,
To deal with the above bound, first note that
- p o\ 1/2
|Zel|: ‘(Z eil,...,Zeip) ‘ = <Z(Zew) > (Dlg)
i€by, i€by, i€by, j=1 ieby
Therefore
u 9 I\ T - 2)1/2 - 2 1/2
I eiller = (B ea)2) " = 120 el < [ DU eanllewe]
i€bp, J=1 i€by 7=1 i€by 7j=1 i€Eby,

(D.20)

Meanwhile, since [ > 2, by Theorem 2 of [39] and conditions (M2’), we have that for all
1<h<Npand1<j<p, |3, €ijlz =O(/my) and therefore

1O~ i)l = 11Y eijllze = O(my). (D.21)

1€bp, i€bp,

Combining (D.19) and (D.20) we have that

11> eilll et = O(/pimn). (D.22)

i€bp,

On the other hand, use the inequality that max;<;<y, 1X;|' < S |X;|', which leads to the

FI
Il max [Xifllo = O(1) if  max Xl = O1). (D.23)
Now by (D.23), we have
1/2 . — 1/
I, | 2 el = OV (D.24)
1€bp

Similarly, since A; = (auy(i/n))1<u<pi<v<d and z; = (z;1, ..., zLd)T, we have

d d p d
1> Azi| = \(Z > a(i/m)zig, 0 > Y apj<z'/n)zij>T( = D0 agi(i/m)zy)?
= ieby, j=1 ieby j=1 s=1 ieb, j=1
(D.25)

41



As a consequence, we have by triangle inequality,

P d P d
I Z Aizi||| o < [Z H(Z Zasj(i/n)Zij)2|’El/2:| 2 < {Z [ Z Zasj(i/n)zij\\il]m

iebh s=1 iebh ]:1 s=1 iEbh ]:1

rp. 4 271/2
<[>0 ayli/mmle) |
s=1 j=1 qicby,
’ (D.26)

Notice that
o0
Z Qsj (Z/TL)ZZ] = Z Z Pi_kasj(i/n)zij.
i€by, k=01i€cby,

By Burkholder inequality (see [39]) it follows that

| ZPZ kasy( /n)ZUHU < Z | Pi— k%j( i/n) zzy”gl = Z asg i/n) (0] (k )

i1€by, i1€by, i€bp,

where (7 is a constant depending only on [. Combining the above two equations and via
the triangle inequality,

I asi(i/n)zijll e = O a;(i/n)'?). (D.27)
j€by, icby,
Combining (D.26) and (D.27), we have

1" Azl = 0((§p: [Ed: (Zaij(i/n))%]z)

iebh s=1 ]:1 iebh

N

)

1—

O((dY" IAilF)*) = Odimip's") (D.28)

By (D.23), we have

1 1/
H = lgngz%}]i] |ZA zZ| (p 2 N ). (D.29)
Combining with (D.18) and (D.24), we have that
I, max [SK|ll 2 =0(p's N+ NY'/B) = O(N/ /p). (D.30)

1<h<Npn

Use the fact that for any random variables X, Y and positive constants ¢; and co,
P(XY]| > c105) < B(IX] = 1) + B(IY] 2 ) (D.31)
and Corollary D.3, we have for any g, — 0o, via Markov inequality,

P(|T, — To| > guN'0(n, p)p2)
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a1, . 1
< P(ymy, max |Sj| > gy NTy/p) +P(|[F — F|lr > ga" bo(n, p))

1<h<N,
_
=0(gn ™) =0(1). (D.32)
Therefore the proposition follows. O

Proposition D.2. Under conditions (M2’), (M5), (M6) and (M7), we have that there
exist constants ¢ and C' such that for all 1 < j < n and s’ such that s'g(n,p)/n — 0 and
s'g(n,p)/n — 0, we have

1 jt+s'—1 1 j+s'—1
c < Mpin(var(—= e;)) < Apaz(var(— e))) <. D.33
< dnnar (53 ) < aslvor (75 3 ) (D.33)

Proof. Notice that

1 J+s'—1 1 j4s'—1j+s'—1
va?‘(7 Z ez —? Z Z C’ov /n ]5) (l/n’]:l))
=] =7
1J+8’ 1j+s'—1
Ty L Z Couv(H(i/n, F;), H(i/n, F1)) = R (D.34)
i=j =j

where

1 . .
R=2 > Y E(H(i/n, F)HEG/n,F) ~H/n,F)") (D.35)
On the other hand noticing that

SH(u, Fi)du) ")

B(HL(i/n, F2) (R(i/n. 70) ~ BU/n, 7)) =E(HG/m )| 5

_ /i/nE(H(i/n,}—i)(%H(u,}'l)du)T).

l/n
(D.36)
Therefore together (M6) and triangle inequality we have
s's
IRl = 0(>-5) = o(1). (D.37)
Meanwhile,
1 jt+s'—1j5+s'—1
7 > Cov(H(i/n, F),H(i/n, 1)) = E(H(i/n, Fo)H' (i/n, Fo))
i=j I=j
8/ / . k
+ Y [E(H(i/n, Fo)HT (i/n, Fi) + Hi/n, Fo)H (i/n, F_i))|

k=1

S/

= Y simn -y ; [Bei/n. k) + Bolifn k). (D.38)

keZ,|k|<s’ k=1
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Notice that X.(i/n, k) = 2. (i/n, —k) we have that
13 (i/n, k) + Ze(i/n, —k)ll2 < 2[[Ze(ifn, k)2 (D.39)
Together with condition (M7), we have
|| Z E IR/ k) + Belifn.—R)ls = o(1), | Y2 Seli/m ke =o(1).  (D.40)
|k|>s’
Together with (D.34), (D.37) and (D.38) we have

j+s'—1

1 .
[var(—= g e;) — E Ye(i/n, k)|l2 = o(1). (D.41)
Vs = £
i=j €Z
Using condition (M5), the Proposition follows. O

Recall in Theorem 7.1 we define the p — d dimensional vector I;, for 1 < s < N,, and
the (p — d)N,, dimensional vector I; for 1 <i < m,, as

lj,s = (fl—rej+(s—1)mna e f;;r—dej—l—(s—l)mn)v l; (lz 19+ 7lz Nn)

Recall that y;, 1 <i <m,, is a (p — d)N,, centered Gaussian vector preserving the autoco-
variance structure of e;. Let y; := (ylT 1o yiT(p_ A N,

o =H(M') _ my,—M’
Proposition D.3. Let the assumptions of Theorem 7.1 be held. Define Ty, \/W Yo L
for some sequence M' = o(my,). Then under null hypothesis, we have
sup [P(TM) <) = P(lyloo < 1) S v(mn, N, p,d, 1), (D.42)

teR
where v(My,, Ny, p,d, 1) = 1(my — 2M', Ny (p — d), 1, (Nup)Y/?) and o(-) is defined as
u(n,p, q, D) = min(n_l/8Ml/2lZL/8 Lyt (n 1/8 37— 1/2l 3/8 q/(1+q Z Al(j 1/(1+q
2y vlog<p/ )*?),
(D.43)

where Zp = maxi<j<p Z?;M JA2(j), and the minimum is taken over all possible values
of v and M subject to

n3 /MY 58 > max{ D, (n/y)Y! 1V, M < 2M
with 1, =log(pn/vy) V 1. Here Ay(j) is defined in condition (M8).

Proof. Observe that TY(LM/) can be well approximated by sum of high dimensional m-
dependent vectors in the sense of step 1 of Proof of Theorem 2 in [43] for m < M’; and the
summands are independent if the difference between corresponding indices are larger than
m. Therefore we could invoke Theorem 2.1 of [43]. For this purpose, We have the following
assertions.

(a)For 1 <i<p-—dand 1 <j<p, |f el < M|f el = leiTE(ejejT)fi <L
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(b) There exist constants M; and My such that for 1 < ¢ <p—dand 1 < s < N,, we
have M) < an Zzl 1OOU(f Cit(s— l)mnafq el—‘,—(s—l)mn) < Ms.

Assertion (a) follows from (M4). Assertion (a) immediately implies that

!
| max. LE(lglgx £ €4 (- 1ymal') S Nulp — d) (D.44)
1<s<N,
such that
flei
| Inax max % =L (D.45)
<jsmall agispia (No(p — d))H/H e

Since | > 4, we have verified condition (7) of Assumption 2.1 in [43] by setting h(z) = |z|
and D,, = (N,(p — d))"/! there. Assertion (b) is in fact the Condition (9) of [43], and is
indicated by Proposition D.2 and the fact that M’ = o(m,,). By Condition (M8), Condition
(10) of [43] holds. Therefore the Proposition follows from Theorem 2.1 of [43]. O

D.1  Proof of Theorem 7.1.

To show Theorem 7.1, recall the quantity 75, = \/m, maxi<j<n, Max|<i<p—d I£." ShX | defined
in (D.15) using the true quantities F and d to approximate T,,. Recall the definition of F
and F in Section 4. Recall T3 in Proposition D.3. By condition (M8) and the fact that
maxi<i<n | X;|' < SO0 | XY, we have
[P M’
ITM = Tl oo = O( m—(an)l/l) (D.46)

n

Writing dp1 = N./'0(n, p)p2, oz = /2L (an)l/l do = gn(do,1 + do2), where g, is a

diverging sequence such that dy = o(1). Hence by Proposition D.1, triangle inequality, and
Markov inequality, we have that

P(TM) — T > 8o) < P(TM —T| > gndo2) + P Ty — Tol > gndo,1)

L L
= 0(gn ™" +1og 20+ 0(n,p) + g5") = O(g, ™" +log™?n + 0(n, p)). (D.47)

Notice that

P(T, > t) < P(TM) >t — 69) + P(TM) — T > 6), (D.48)
P(T, > t) > P(TM) > t + 60, [TM) — T,,] < 6)

=P(TM) >t + 60) — P(TMD) >t 4 6o, [TM) —T0,| > 6)

> P(TM) > ¢ 4 6y) — P(TM) —T,| > 6p). (D.49)

Therefore following (D.47) and Proposition D.3, we have
sup IP(T0 2 1) = B(lyloo 2 1)] < SUp [P(yloo =t = do) = P([yloo =+ 00)|
te

+sup [P(|y|oo > t) = B(TM) = 0)] + P(TM) — | = 6o)
teR

< sup IP(|y]oc >t —d0) — P(lylec >t + o)
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!

+0(gn " +1log™ 2 0+ 0(n,p) + v(my — 2M', Ny, p, d,1)). (D.50)
Since |y|oo = max(y, —y), by Corollary 1 of [14], we have that

Sup P(¥|oo >t —d0) = P(|y]oo >t + o) = O(d0+/1og(n/d0)). (D.51)

41

Combining (D.50),(D.51), and letting g, = Q,, 2" the second claim of Theorem 7.1 follows.
O

D.2 Proof of Theorem 7.2

Under the null hypothesis, T, = \/m, maxj<p<n, Maxi<i<p—d ]fZ-TSE\. Recall the N, (p—d)
dimensional vector I; defined above D.3. In the following proofs, define

Jtwn—1 Mn
Sj,wy = Z l; for 1<j<m,—w,+1, ands,, = Zli' (D.52)
r=j ;

Recall in the main article we have defined that 8(n, p,l, N, w,) = ‘/wnNé/ZH(n,p)pl/z. In

the proof, to allow non-zero J, f(n,p) is also a function of §. To stress the dependence on
§ in the following we write 6(n, p, 6,1, Ny, wy,) = w/wnNé/lH(n,p)pl/?
Proof of Theorem 7.2

Define
1 Mmp—wn+1 w
Uy = Siw, — —Sm, ) R;. D.53
NN = Z:; L (D.53)

We shall show the following two assertions:

sup |[P(yloc <) = P(|vnle < tFn)| = Op(@}z/g 10g2/3(%))7 (D.54)
teR

n

S [P(|0n o0 < t1Fn) = P(|nloo < HFn)| = Op(B(n, p, 5,1, Ny, w,) /D) log 2152 n). (D.55)
teR

The theorem then follows from (D.54), (D.55) and Theorem 7.1, the fact that {x;,,1 <
i < n} is F, measurable and DCT.
Step (i): Proof of (D.54). To show (D.54), we shall show that

Y —1 2/q*
| 1<u U%%f(p_d) |20 = Tuplllgarrz = O (’wn + wn/mané,q ) , (D.56)

where o, and auv are the (u,v)y, entry of the covariance matrix of v, given F,, and
covariance matrix of y. Notice that (D.56) together with claim (b) of Proposition D.3
implies that there exists a constant 7y > 0 such that

P( max Oy >M0) =1 — << + WWQ/‘] > > (D.57)

1<u, <Ny, (p—d)

Since by assumption w, ' + /w, /mnWE,/pq* = o(1), it suffices to consider the conditional
Gaussian approximation on the {x;,} measurable event {max;<,,<n,(p-d) Tus = M0}
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Then by the construction of y and Theorem 2 of [14] (we consider the case a, = /2logp
in there), (D.54) will follow.

Now we prove (D.56). Let S}, s and Sy, s be the sy, element of the vectors s; ., and
Sm,,, respectively. By our construction, we have

Mmp—wn+1

1 Wn Wn Y S uSmn.w
oo = S - —5 S - —38, o, ,=E—"— 7"
u,v wn(mn — wy, + 1) ]Z:; ( 2, Wn,u My, mn,u)( 2,Wn,,V My m’l’b7v) » Y u,v mp,
(D.58)
To simply the notation let m,, = kw,, for some integer k. The case that m,, = kw, + q
for some 1 < ¢ < w, the proof will be the same but with more complicated notation.
Straightforward calculations show that
M, /Wr, M /Wn M, /Wn,
E(Smn,usmn,v) = Z ES(S—l)wn—l—l,wn,uS(s—1)wn+1,wn,v+ Z Z E(S(sl—1)wn+1,wn,uS(52—1)wn+1,wn,v)
s=1 s1=1 so=1,s0#51

(D.59)

Recall that k& = m,, — w,,. Using the argument of the first inequality of Lemma 5 of [46]
and condition (M1), with some calculations we can show that uniformly for all u, v,

k
Uz}:,v = E(Smn,usmn,v)/mn = Z ES(S-1)wn+1,wn,uS(s—l)wn-i-l,wmv/mn +O(1/wy,) (D.60)

s=1

We now study oy, ,. First, using condition (i), and similar argument of assertion (a) of
Proposition D.3 we have 1 <i<p—dand 1 <j <p,

167 ejlleor S 1. (D.61)

Using (D.61) and condition (ii), via the triangle Cauchy inequality and Lemma 6 of [44]
and (D.23) we shall see that

My —Wn+1

Z Sj,wn,usj,wn,v|||q*/2 = O( V wn/mn(Wn,p)Z/q*)-
j=1

(D.62)

|| sup |oy , — 1
u,tI)) v wn(mn — wp, + 1)

Again by (D.61) and condition (ii), using a similar argument to the proof of Lemma 1 of
Zhou (2013), Cauchy-Schwartz inequality, and (D.23) we obtain that

mp—wnp+1

1

SjomuSjaonw — E(SjonuS; = 0(v/ w2/
H&%X wn (M — wn + 1) < (S5 1, S0 (S5 wn,uSswm,v)) oy (V wn/my, n,p )
(D.63)
Therefore
1 My —Wn+1
|| sup |O_57v - w (m —w, + 1) Z E(Sj7wn7usj,wn,v)|||q*/2 = O( V wn/mn(anp)2/q )
u,v n n n

j=1
(D.64)
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We now study E(Sj w, uSjwn,). For this aim, by condition (iii), it follows that for all ¢
such that |c| = 1, ¢ "H(t, ;) is locally stationary such that uniformly for 1 < ¢ < k,

lc"H(t, F;) — ¢ "H(s, Fi)|| 2 = O(|t — s|). (D.65)

Using this fact with Cauchy inequality, triangle inequality and Lemma 6 of [44] we shall
see that

Vauw = Z ES; wn,uSjwnw = wnES(q—1)UJn+1,Wn,uS(q—l)wn+17wn7U + O( wnwi/mn)
(D.66)
Observe that Z;”:nl—wn-l—l E (S} wn,uS5,wn,0) = Z’;;ll Vo FE(Smn —wn+1,wn,uSmm —wn+1,1n,0) -

Combining with (D.64) and (D.66) and the fact that E(Sp,—w,-+1,wn,uSmm—wnt1,wnw) =
o(wy,), w2 /my, = o(1) we have that

k—1
1 . 1
Isup |0, = ————— > " ES( untLunuSa- 1wt Lanollgr 2 = O/ wn/ma(Wap) T + —).
u,v (mn — Wy, + 1) p mn

(D.67)

Combining with (D.60), (D.56) follows. .
Step(ii). We now show (D.55). It suffices to consider on the event {d, = d}. We first
show that for e € (0, 00)

P(lvn — Knloo = €[Fn) = Op((e_lé(n,p, o, Z,Nn,wn))l)l)- (D.68)
After that we then show for € € (0, 00)

sup P(|v, — t| < €| F,) = Op(e/log(n/e)). (D.69)

teR

Combining (D.68) and (D.69), and following the argument of (D.48) to (D.50) in the main
article, we have

sup [P(|vnloo < t|Fn) = P(|Knloo < tF0)| = Op((€'0(n, p, 6,1, Ny wn))' + ey/log(n/e)).
teR
(D.70)

Take € = (A(n,p, 8,1, Ny, wy,))/ D) log~V/(@+2) (D.55) follows.
To show (D.68) it suffices to prove that

My —Wn+1

S Giawn — Sjw)Ry|LFa) " = 0p(0(n,p, 8,1, Nyywi)),
7j=1

| 1
VW (M, — wy, + 1)

E(

(D.71)
My —Wn+1

Z ﬂ(émn - smn)Rj‘io\}"n)l/l = 0,(0(n,p, 8,1, Ny, wy,)).

mn

1

E( VW (my, — wy, + 1)

j=1
(D.72)
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We now show (D.71), and (D.72) follows mutatis mutandis. Define S; ., , and S;,, , as
the ry, component of the N,,(p — d) dimensional vectors §; ., and s; ,. Using the notation
of proof of Theorem 7.1, it follows that by triangle inequality,

mp—wn+1
| Z (éjvwn - Sjvwn)Rj‘oo
7=1
My —wWn—+1 jtwn—1

AT -

= max E R; E f_ e, _ —f e _

1<51 <N, | : J L ( 52 Ci+(s1—1)mp 52 Ci+(s1 1)mn)‘
1<sp<p—-d ~ J=1 =J

Mp—wn+1 j+wn_1

o T. T /A
T 1< SN, ‘ Z R Z <(f82 —f5) @it (s—1ymn £y (Cin (1 —1ymn — ei+(81—1>mn))‘
1<sp<p—d  J=1 =]
< I II D.
<y, Mol max, o] (D-73)
1<s2<p—d 1<s2<p—d
where
My, —wWn+1 Jtwn—1 -
Iyoo= Y. R Y (fo—fy) &is—1m. (D.74)
j=1 i=j
My —wWn+1 Jjtwn—1
IIsl,SQ = Z Rj Z fs—l; (éi—i-(sl—l)mn - ei+(s1—1)mn)- (D'75)
j=1 i=j

Furthermore, |I5, s,| < |Is; 50,1 + |I5,,50,2] where

My —wn+1 Jtwn—1

Isl,sz,l = Z Rj Z (ESQ - fSQ)T(éi—l-(sl—l)mn - ei—l—(sl—l)mn)v (D76)
Jj=1 =]

My —wn+1 Jtwn—1

Lysz= > B > (Fu—fu) (o tym (D.77)
=1 i=j

Let M be a generic sufficiently large constant which varies from line to line. Then by
Jansen’s inequality and the triangle inequality, it is not hard to verify that the LHS of
(D.71) is bounded by

M
\/wn(mn —w, + 1) <

l 1/1 l 1/1 l 1/l

E s (Lol 1F) /' + B _max (Lo ol |F)Y! +E(_max (14 o[ 72)")
1<s2<p—d 1<s2<p—d 1<s2<p—d

for some sufficiently large constant M. Notice that given (F,), Is, so.1, Ls) 0,2 and I, s,

are Gaussian random variables, therefore using the property of normal random variables,

with probability tending to 1, the above equation will be bounded by

M< max var1/2(lsl,3271|]:n)—|— max var1/2(131,3272|]:n)—|— max var1/2(1131752|]:n))

1<51< Ny, 1<51< N, 1<51< N,
1555 3p-d 1<553p-d 1<553p-d
o -1/2 o 1/1
X (wn (mp — wn 4+ 1)) (Nu(p — d))

(D.78)

where we have used (D.23). First, by Jansen’s inequality

mp—wnp+1  Jjt+wn—1

UQT(Isl,sz,l‘Jrn) = Z ( Z (fsg - fsz)T(éH—(sl—l)mn - ei+(s—1)mn))2
i=1 i=j
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Mp—wn+1 Jtwn—1

< Z Wn Z ((fsz - fsz)T(éi-i-(sl—l)mn - ei+(s1—1)mn))2’ (D79)
Jj=1 i=j

Further by Cauchy-Schwartz inequality, notice that

My —wp+1 Jj+twn—1

A T, 2
1§ISI}2)J(V7“ Z Z ((fsz - fsz) (ei+(81—1)mn o ei+(51—1)mn))
1<sp<p—d  J=1 =]
My —wn+1 j+wn—1 )
< ||F F||F 1<I§1'f?§v Z Z Héi-i-(s1—l)mn — €t (s1-1)mn
]:

. (D.80)

Notice that & —e; = A(i/n)z; — V(i/n) V' (i/n)x;. Write i’ for (s; —1)m,, +1i for short.
Thus by the proof of (ii) of Theorem 6.2,

mp—wn+1 j+wnp—1

2 2

€+ (s1—1)m _ei—l—(sl—l)mnHiﬂ <

mp—wnp+1 j+wn—1

3> > (IL@/m)3+ L@ /m)|3 + [V /n)V (@ fn)esqll3), (D.81)

=1 i

where we have used the fact that ||v|[p = ||v||2 for any vector v, and I () and I(-) are
defined in the proof of (ii) of Theorem 6.2. Write A; = V(i/n)O1(i/n) — VT (i/n) where
the rotation matrix 01( ) is also defined in Theorem 6.2. Thus by definition, we have for
all possible s (or ')

Mp—wp+1j+wn—1 mp—wn+1 j+wn—1

Yoo > In@miEs Y Y IABIAG )3z (D.82)
j=1 i=j j=1 i=j

Mmp—wn+1 j+wn—1

<O 0P () D Yzl
=1 i=j

where for the second inequality we have used Theorem 6.2 with n = 1 and 6 > 0. By
Jansen’s inequality we have for 1 < s; < N,

mp—wn+1 j+wn—1 My —wn+1 j+wn—1

| Z Z S £ )PP ' (D83)

by (M2’), the above inequality implies that

Mp—wn+1Jj+wn—1

| Z Z 2irnl?ll g £ (Mo — wn + 1wy

Using (D.23) and (D.82), we have that

My —wn+1 j+wn—1 m + i
2/1 1-6p2
| Jnax Z Z T )3 = Op(N (myy, — wy + Dwyp' 6% (n, p)).

(D.84)
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Similarly

Mp—wn+1j+wn—1

Dmy, + i 2/1 1-6 2
| Jnax Z Z (B s o (N2 iy — w0+ 1)npt 6, ).
(D.85)
For ||V (i/n)V T (i/n)e;n |2, first notice that while for 1 < s; < N,
mp—wp+1 j+wn—1 My —wp+1 j+wn—1
| X e nmal L, < (1m0 = w4+ 1wy )2 Z Z Bt 1))
=1 =)
(D.86)
Conditions (M2’) and (M4) yield that
llews sy —1ym, 7l = OG'?). (D.87)

Then following (C.3), we have that

My —wn+1 j+wn—1

max > Y V@)V /n)er 3
j=1 i=j

1<s51<Np
My —wn 41 j+wn—1 d(i' /n)
<2 max > S (AvBleral+ (D (v (@/n)ern)?)
=ssin i Py s—1
mp—wn+1Jj+wn—1 Mp—wn+1j+wn—1 d z’/n)
< 902 2
< 20%(n.p) | max ; ; el + | max Z Z > (7@ meral®)
= Op(wn(mn — Wy + )(p92(n,p) + 1)N72/l)
(D.88)
where we have used the fact that
d(i/n)
10> (v (i/n)ein)®) 27 < Z Iv{ (i/n)einlZ = O(1) (D.89)
s=1 s=1

Therefore

max var1/2(18178271].7-"n) = Op(wp(my, — wy, + 1)1/2(p1/29(n,p) + 1)9(n,p)Nn1/l).

1<s1<Np,
1<sp<p—d
(D.90)
Similarly to (D.79),
I
(max  var(ls s 2| Fn)
1<s2<p—d
My —Wn+1 j+wn—1 9
SN0 D vl (S S KNS ST
=

1<sa<p—d

o1



And

Mp—wn+1Jj+wn—1

T 2
max < — ; _ )
1<51< N, Z Z fia) itor-nym,

1Z522p—d
mp—wn+1Jj+wnp—1
- 2 2
< | Jnax, |F — F|z Z_: Z €54 (51— 1)mn |7 (D.92)

Combining with (D.86),(D.87) and (D.23), we have

| nax ’L)CLT‘1/2(15173272|]:7L) = Op(wn(mpn — wp + 1)1/21)1/29(”,17)]\771”)- (D.93)
1<525p-d

Finally,
mp—wnp+1  Jjtwn—1

2
max var(Il1 F,) = max E ( E f —e; _ )
1<51<Np, (Fls 2 Fn) 1<51<Np, Z+(51 Lm i+ 1)m”)

1<sy<p—d 1<so<p—d  J=1
Mmp—wp+1Jj+wnp—1
2
< max w E E . € _
1<51< N, n H 2+(s1 1)m i+(s1 l)mn)HF
1<so<p—d
(D.94)

. T ~ 2 .
Notice the summands ||f,, (ei+(51_1)mn — eH(sl_l)mn) |7 can be written as

I£, (V@ /) V(@ )% — Azira) [T = £,V /0) V(@ )il 7 (D.95)

for all 1 < s1 < p—d, where we have used the fact that A(i/n) = A under null hypothesis,
and we write i = i+ (s; —1)m,, for short as we did in the evaluation of I, s, 1. By Theorem
6.2 in the main article, for each i, there exists orthonormal matrices O1(i/n) such that

[ max IV (i/n)O1(i/n) = VlF|z = O6(n,p)). (D.96)

where as before we also use the fact that under null hypothesis V(i/n) = V. By definition,
there exists another d x d orthonormal matrices O such that £ TVO = 0. As a result,
£,V /n)VT (i [n)xirp — 0
= £, V(i /n)01(i'/n)O1 (i’ /n) TV (i /n)xy , — £, VOOV Ty,
= £, V(i /n)O1(i' /n)O1 (i /n) VT (i /n)xir p — £ VV X0,
=, VA xi, + £ A (V + Ay) Txp (D.97)

where Ay = V(i /n)O1 (i /n) — V. Notice that by (D.96), maxi<i<, ||A|r = Op(8(n,p))

Together with (D.94), it follows that maxi<s,<n, var(ll, s,|Fn) is bounded by
1<s2<p—d

mp—wn+1j+wn—1
max - W Z Z £ VA xi, + LA (V 4+ Ap) x5

1<51<Nn,
1<sa<p—d
Mp—Wn+1J+wn—1
< max 2w > S (IELVAT b+ £ ANV + Ar) xin})
1<51<Np, - —
1<so<p—d =
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mnp—wn+1 j+wp—1
<o max 2o Y >0 (IAxeal+ 180 (V + A0) il F)
1<s1<N,, = =
Mp—wn+1 j+wn—1
< Co( max [Apl[F) max 2w, > Y [Xig(s-nm.llF
n
= j=1 i=j

1<s1<Np, 1<s1<N,

My —wp+1Jj+wn—1

= 0p(0* (), max wa > Y IKisevmalF). (D98)
=1 i=j

1<s51<Np,

for some large constants C and Ca, where we have used ||V||r = d. Notice that
[Xinllr < [Azinlr +lleinllr < [Allr|zinl + leinl.

Using (A2), (M2’) and (M4) we have that ||[|x;.| r|lz = O(p'/?). Using similar argument
to (D.83) we can verify that

mp—wnp+1 j+wn—1

1<I§11a<}§v Z Z [ Xit(s1 ~1)ma I3 = Op(Ng/lwn(mn —wn +1)p) (D.99)

Together with (D.98) we have

1< 2N UGT(IISLSzLFn)l/z = Op(wn(mn — wp + 1)1/2Né/lp1/29(n,p)). (D.100)
515 4Vn,
1<sy<p—d

The summarizing (D.90), (D.93) and (D.100), shall see that (D.71) holds.

E Proof of Theorem 7.3

In th following, we write I for I, for simplicity. Under the local alternative, since A(t) = A+
pnD(t), T, T (which is defined in the beginning of Section D), A (t) and A(t) are functions
of p, and therefore are denoted by T'(p,), T'(pn), A1(t, pn) and A(t, p,), respectively. For
simplicity we write T', T, A;(t) and A(t) for T'(0), T'(0), A1 (t,0) and A(t,0). In the proof
we prove local alternatives with factor strength ¢:

Ha:A(t) =A,(t) .= A+ p,D(t), (E.1)

where p, = O(1), D(t) = (d;;(t)) is a p x d matrix satisfying (A1) and (A2’) with n, = 1.

Proposition E.1. Under conditions of Theorem 7.3, if pp = O(1) there exists an orthog-
onal basis of null space of T'(py), which is ¥y, = (f1.1,....8,_an), such that

E = Fullpll e = 0@/ Vi), (E-2)

Furthermore, the exists a set of basis of null space of A which is F = (f1,....,f,_q), such
that

IEn = Fllr = O(pn +p"71). (E.3)

under (S1°), and O(py) under (S1).
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We stress that that f"i,ns defined here are not the basis of f‘(pn)
Proof. By Corollary D.1, we have

2—08
= p
T (on) = T(on)llFllcr = O(W)' (E.4)
Under (S1), T'(p,) = I'(p,). Under (S1°),
IT(pn) = T(pn)ll2 = O(' ). (E.5)
Meanwhile, elementary calculations show that
IT(pn) = T(0) |2 = O(pnp™*~?). (E.6)

Hence by the triangle inequality under (S1’)
IT(pn) = T(0)[l2 = O(pnp™* = 4 p'~°) (E.7)

while the bound in the RHS of the above equation is reduced to pnp?1 7% under (S1).
Observe that I'(0) is I" in (D.9). By the proof of Corollary D.2,

Aa(T(0) Z (p*%) (E.8)

Then by Theorem 2 of [41], the fact that the null space of A is the null space of T'(0), (E.7)
and the similar argument to the proof of Corollary D.3, (E.3) holds.

Furthermore, by (E.7) and (E.8), it follows that A\g(T'(pn)) Z (p*~2°). Then similarly
by Theorem 2 of [41], (E.4) and the similar argument to the proof of Corollary D.3, (E.2)
holds. 0

Corollary E.1. Under the conditions of Proposition E.1,
P(d, # d) = o(e(n,p)) +O(log™Y%n) = o(1).
Proof. By (S.9) in the proof of Theorem 6.1 we shall see that

I sup [[(A(t, pn) = Alt, pu)) 2l et = OGP vn). (E.9)
te[0,1]
Notice that under the local alternative, A(t) = A + p,D(t). Define
SOt k) = S, (6L E)AT (1) + 2o (t, k), B°(t ko) = Zz (t,k)(Z°(t, k). (E.10)

As a consequence,

ko
A(t, pn) = (A + puD(E)Z°(t, ko) (A + puD (1) T+ Y A(M)ZO(t, k) Ee(t, k) "
k=1
+Zz tLE)(E(t k) TAT(t +Zz (t, k) (t, k)"
ko
= Ai(t,pn) + A1) ZO(LE)S(t, k) + Z St k) (2t k) TAT () + Z o (t, k) (t, k)T
k=1 k=1 k=1

(E.11)
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Therefore by (E.9) under (S1°),

I st A ) = Ma(tspa)laller = 00+, (E12)
te|0,

If under (S1) the in the above estimate the term p'~ will varnish. Notice that by (S.11)
in the proof of Theorem 6.2

inf Aa(Aa(tpa)) 297 2. (E.13)
tel0

Also Agy1(Ai(t, pn)) = 0. The Corollary follows exactly the proof of Proposition B.1. [

In the following, write f'i,n as f; for short, where fi,n is defined in Proposition E.1. Define
for 1 <s < Njand 1<j<m,,,

~ ~ ~ T
e (LTRSS AR TR B (E.14)
~A ~
Lis= (flT(I — Vit (o= 1ymn V4 (s 1y )€+ (5= 1) -
T T
o BT = Vi et Vot @5 (s 1me ) (E.15)

where V; is any p X d matrix with each column eigenvectors of kernel space of A(i/n), such
that VZ-T V,; = I,;. Notice that V,-VZ-T is uniquely defined. Further define

. A AT SAT
li= (li,lv ---7li,Nn)T7li = (li,l 7'-'7li,Nn)T (E16)

for 1 <4 < m,, and that §;,, = Eﬁwn Y., S, = o l,, § jwn = Eﬁ'w” 1l and

- ~A .
fm =y 1, for 1 <j <m, where w, = o(m,) and w, — oo is the window size. Define

1 Mmp—wn+1

~ ~ Wn, -
Ky = Siw, — —Sm, ) Ri, E.17
" \/wn(mn — Wnp + 1) ]Z:; ( Jotm s mn) J ( )
1 My —Wn+1 w
Ry = Y G, — )R, (E.18)

B \/wn(mn —wy, + 1) My,

j=1
where {R;}icz are i.i.d. N(0,1) independent of {x;,,1 <i <n}.
Proposition E.2. Under the conditions of Proposition FE.1, we have

(a) (1) B(|Rn—F ool Fn) = Op(0(n,p, 8,1, Ny, wy,)), and (ii) B(|fn—kn|oo| Fn) = Op(8(n, p, 8,1, Ny, wy,)).
If further assume that max; 4 |f'qTVZ-| <1n < 1 we have the following (b) and (c).

(b) Let yZA be Gaussian vector with the same auto-covariance ofl andy = my J1/2 oo yf‘.
Let TA = mﬁl/z o l{‘, then
sup P(ly? oo < 2) = P(IT)o0 < )| S v(mn, Ny, p, d,1)), (E.19)
where v(my,, Ny, p, d, 1)) is defined in Proposition D.S5.
(c)

- Wy
sup |P(|YA|00 <) = P(|Rn|eo < z|Fp)| = Op(@rlz/g 10g2/3(@—m))‘ (E.20)

zeR n
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Proof. We first show (a). We start by evaluating E(|&,, — &%|s|Fn). Notice that

Fop — RO = |1 - 11|,

where
1 mp—wn+1
I= (8j,0n — 820, )R, (E.21)
Vwn(my, —wy, + 1) 32::1 jw jwn )4
1 mp—wnp+1 w w
II = 5, — 281 R, E.22

We now show that (E(I1L)|F)YE = 0,(0(n, p, 6,1, Ny, wy,)), and the result that E(|T1]|x; )" =

Op(0(n,p, 0,1, Ny, wy,)) will follow similarly. Thus (a) will follow from the triangle inequal-
ity. Observe that given data, I is a N,(p — d) dimensional Gaussian vector. Therefore,

1 mp—wn+1 ~ . )

E(|1]5|F) ' = Oy

JyWn
J=1

where o represents the Hadamard product, and A°?> = A o A. On the other hand for
1<q¢g<p-d,1<j< N, wehave that (we write 5/ for j + (s — 1)m,, to shorten the
notation)
f;ré]/ = f(;rej/ + f;r(é]/ — ej/)
=f ey + £ (A(j'/n)zy — Vi V] xjn) + £ (ViV]ixj, — ViVixin)
=£ (I V;V))ey +1 (Vi V) = ViV])xj,, (E.24)

where for the last inequality we have used the Vj/V;r,A( j'/n) = A(j'/n) by the argument

in proving Theorem 6.2. Therefore by definition, each element of Z;nznl_w”H (§ﬁwn —8j,)%

has the form of (we write v/ for 4+ (s — 1)m,, for to shorten the notation)

Mp—wn+1  jtwp—1 Mp—wn+1  jtwp—1

~ 2 ~ -~ 2

(X He-a-vevien) = S (X 5 VaVI-VVix,)
7j=1 r=j j=1 r=j
My —wn+1 j+wn—1 mp—wn+1Jj+wn—1

< wp Z Z H(VT’V;’I; - VT”V;)XT”,H”% < wp Z Z H(VT’V; - Vr’v;)”%”xr’,nu%
7=1 r=j 7=1 r=j

mp—wn+1Jj+wnp—1

< wp mﬁj‘x ”VTV;I— - \N/_TV;I—H% m?,X Z Z HX7‘+(mn—1)s,nH%7
Jj=1 r=j

(E.25)

Using (D.99) and Theorem 6.2, we have that
ol jwn_lf-‘T e — (1—V, V) | = 0p(0(n p)2uwn (N2
max| 2 ( g T (@ — (1= Vi V)en)) | = Op(0(n, p)2wn(NZ wn (mn — 1w, + 1)p).
(E.26)
Combing with (E.23) we have shown (a)(i). To show (a) (ii) note that

|fon — kn| = |TIT — TV,
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where

1 Mp—wn+1
II]I = (85.wn — Sjwn) R (E.27)
VW (my, —wy, + 1) ]Z:; j,w j,wn ) 25
1 mn Wntl w
IV = — 8 — —8m )R E.28

Similarly to the proof of (a)(i) We now show that (E(IITIL)|F)YE = 0,(0(n, p, 6,1, Ny, wy)),
and the result that E(|IV|%|xin)Y" = O,(0(n,p, 8,1, Ny, wy)) will follow similarly. Again
given data, III is a N, (p — d) dimensional Gaussian vector. Therefore,

Mmp—wn+1

1 = A 02(1/2 1/1
Sjwn — Sjawn) 1ob (INnp E.29
T D G S PR (529

E(|I11]5|Fa) !/ = Op(

Moreover,
My —wWn+1 Mp—wn+1  J+wnp—1 9
~ R & 2T
Y G =) =max > (N E ) &rnns)  (E30)
j=1 ’ j=1 r=j

Observe (D.74). Use (E.2) in Proposition E.1, with the same argument yielding (D.90) and
(D.93), we show (E(|IIT|,.)|Fn)Yt = Op(0(n, p, 8,1, Ny, wy)) and hence (a)(ii) follows.

To show (b), we only need to verify assertion (a) and (b) in the proof of Proposition
D.3. Notice that I — VZ-V;r is a projection matrix, hence

g (X =V V3= A~ ViV, =1 ] Vil3 € [1 —n.1] (E.31)

forall 1 < ¢ <pand 1 <i<n,and therefore (a) in the proof of Proposition D.3 follows.
Moreover, (b) in the proof of Proposition D.3 follows from (E.31) and Proposition D.2.
Thus we prove (b).

Finally (c) follows exactly the proof of claim (D.54). Details are ommitted for the sake
of brevity. O

E.1 Proof of Theorem 7.3

Proof of (i) Redefine T,, in (D.15) by replacing f/s with ~fNils. Using exactly the argument
to the proof of proposition D.1 (the only difference is f; and f;) and Corollary E.1 for
estimating d in the alternative guarantees that

~ L
P(|T, — Tp| > g NV p 2n1/2) = O(g, ™ +1log™ /2 n). (E.32)

Thus it suffices to consider T,,. Notice that T;, > m;1/2f'T o X (s—1)my, = 1 + 11, where

v

s is the integer such that (s — 1)m,, + 1 < |nt] < sm,, and that

I= mr_zl/2fl1:r Z Ai—i—(s—l)mnzi—i-(s—l)mna (E33)
=1
IT=m, 8> " e (s 1ymn- (E.34)
=1
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By condition (M8) it follows that I1 = Op(1). For I, it can be written as I + Iz, where

mMn mn

I =m, 8] A(t) Zzi+(s—1)mn7 Iy = m,?f,) Z(Ai+(s—1)mn — A()Zit(s—1)mn

(E.35)

f, At
Further write 27, 4, (u,t) = IfTAE ;| Q(u, Fit(s—1)m, ). Note that

1 10 ETA(t) & e i+ (s —1)m
— I = m, /2 v 0 Zit(s—1)ymy, — Mp 12 Z;? s—1)m (—n7 t)'
ETA®)) ETA®)] Z Z Hemmet

(E.36)

On the other hand, since |z+(5 1)mn (ug,t) — 2 (5—1)mm (u2, t)| < 1Q(ur, Fit(s—1)mn) —
Q(u2, Fit(s—1)m,)|> by (M3) it follows that there exists a large constant M such that

HZH- (s—1)ymn (u17 t) - Z:—l—(s—l)mn (u27 t)HEQ < M‘ul - u2’
therefore we have by the triangle inequality

mMn mn

1+
el S N G G ALy 123 et (Dl + Ol )

=1 n
(E.37)

Write zH_(s m (t) = f+(s m ( t) = Qo(tvj:i-i-(s—l)mn) and also that I'°(¢t,i — j) =
E(Q°(t, .7-"Z+(S 1 mn) i+ (s—1 mn)) Straightforward calculations show that sup, [|Q° (¢, F;)—

°(t, F.
Q°(t, ]: )HU = O(0f(k)) Together with (M1) and Lemma 5 of [46], it follows that for
re(t, k‘) O((|k|log |k|)~2). As a consequence,

120 (ot D Z2 /i = > (mn = [GDT°(8,5) /mn = > T(t,5) + O(1/my)
=1 Jj=—mn j:—mn
= I°(t,5) +o(1) = I°(t,5) +o(1) > inf Apin( Y.(t k) + >0
j:;n (t,5) + o(1) j;oo(J) o) = inf Z o(1) >
(E.38)
where for the first inequality we use the fact that the norm of | ;25 il is 1, and for the
second inequality we have used the condition (7.6). Together with (E.37) we shall see that
1o %= . i+ (s —1)my,
TRED DE I Las L) PR (E39)
i=1

Combining with (E.36) we have that |[I1z2 £ v/log(Nyp). On the other hand, using the
condition that |%|quA(t)|| < M|quA(t)| for all t € [0,1] and Burkholder inequality we
have [|I2]| 2 = o(||I1]|z2). As a result, by the definition of T}, and (E.33), (E.34), we have

P(T,, > \/log(Npp)i,, ') =1 (E.40)
where ¢, is a sequence diverging at an arbitrarily slowly rate. By (E.32) we have

P(|T,| > /log(Nup)e ") > P(T, > /Tog(Nyp)is ! + gu N0 (n, p)p?)
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—P(/T, — Tp| > guNM'0(n, p)p2) — 1 (E.41)

as n — 0o.
On the other hand, by Proposition E.2 we have that

E(|kn — R |oolFn) = Op(B(n,p, 6,1, Ny, wy)). (E.42)
Moreover, given JF, r%f is an N, (p — d) dimensional Gaussian process, with vy, component

has the variance of

1 My —Wn+1

~A2 A Wn 4 on
ST > (8 — —8 B.43
Tv wn(mn — Wp, + 1) ot ( 7,Wn,,V M, Mn,v) ( )

where §ﬁwn7v and éﬁ%v is the vy, entry of éﬁwn and 5;?1”, respectively. By the proof of step
(i) of Theorem 7.2, we have

= O(v/wn /mp(Nn(p — d))¥) = o(1). (E.44)

H max |52 — E&f’zw
v

L£a*/2?
Observe that
A2 1 S SR WA 2
B = D Yy Eh )
9 Mmp—wnp+1 A ) 9 Mp—wn+1 Wn 4 <
= wp(my, — wy, + 1) ;::1 E(S7iwn)” + Wy (My, — wy, + 1) ]2::1 IE(m_nsm”)

= 2141,@ + 2A27v (E45)
where A;, and Aj, are defined in an obvious way. For Ay, it is bounded uniformly by

1 My —wn+1 J+wn—1 9
ral T
s Wy (M, — Wy, + 1) 32::1 E( 7«2:; - VH(mn_1)8VT+(m"_1)8)er+(m”_1)5)

2 My —wWn+1 Jjtwn—1 9
< max E< FTe ~ )
T sq wn(mn — Wy, + 1) ]2—:1 TZ_; q Cr+(mn—1)s

My —wWn+1 Jtwn—1

+max Wy (M, —2wn +1) 2_:1 E< ,Z_: quVH(mn_l)SVL(m"_1)Ser+(m”_1)s)2'
"~ - (E.46)
Notice that by assumption
1 Vit a1 Vs 1)l = 1 Vi1l € (0,1] (E.47)
which leads to that as n — oo, by the proof of Proposition D.2
max Ay, < 4512p§k: [Ze(t, k)2 +o(1) (E.48)

By a similar argument max, Ag, < 4sup; > . ||Zc(t, k)|l2+o0(1). Hence for sufficiently large
N, Max, E(&f’z) < 17sup; Y ;. ||Ze(t, k)||2. Consider the event

&, = {sups? < 1881;p§ :||Ze(t, k)|2}.
v
k
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By (E.44), P(€,) — 1. Now apply Lemma 2.3.4 of [22] we have that on &,, almost surely

B(|5 ool ) < 18'7%/210g2(No (p = ) sup(Y | Ze(t, k)]l2) (E.49)
k

Together with (E.41) (i) of the theorem holds.

Proof of (ii). Con51der &, defined in the proof of Step 2. For any given «, taking
— 2: ) = a where 77 = 18sup; Y, [|Ze(t, k)[2. Notice that on &,
the conditional variance of each component of &2 given F, will be smaller than 7% with
probability going to 1. Then by Example 2.1.19 of [22], and (E.49), we have that a.s.,

u such that 2exp(—

P(|&|o > (1881;pz 12 (t, k)||2) 2 /210g 2(Np(p — d)) + 4, Ep| Fp) < . (E.50)
k

One the other hand is straightforward to see that (E.32) holds. Therefore we shall prove
that

P(T;, > ( 188upZHE (t,k)||]2)"%\/210g 2(Ny, (p — d')) + u) — 1. (E.51)

Then (ii) will hold in view of taking expectation to (E.50), and (E.51) and the fact that
P(&,) — 1.

In the remaining proof, we shall focus on showing (E.51). Without loss of generality,
consider ¢ = 1 in (ii), so #; = f;' x;. Let index set I, ,, denote {s € Z : % €Z,1<
s < Np}. Then

>m 3 _
Iy > 122&]&7 ‘ Z Lit+(s—1)m L’ = s glﬁ‘n)in ‘ Z:; xz+(2s—l)mn‘ (E 52)
Define
i(n,p,q, D) = min(n ™ VEMYE 4 o (nEM Y23 A0 (p N (6G ())a) 1 ()
j=M
+251°(1V log(p/Zar)*?),

(E.53)

where Z)7 = maxi<j<p Z;’i M jdg; (7), and the minimum is taken over all possible values of
~v and M subject to
n3/8M_1/2l;5/8 > maX{Dn(n/’y)l/l, 1711/2}

with I, = log(pn/v) vV 1. By Theorem 2.1 of [43], there exists a sequence of centered
Gaussian random variable y; = ((gm)lgsg I'mn,nl)—r where y; preserve the autocovariance
structure of X; := ((Z;4(25—1)my, )s€lmy.n) | Such that

mn mn

sup |P(m 1/2\ZY\oo§x P(m,, 2| max Y Fiy o5 1ym,| < @)

Selmn n i=1

= Sugﬂf’) ~1/2) me < z) — P(m;,; /2 mem < z)| = i(mn, Ny, 1, (N1, (E.54)
re i=1

Here the term Né/ ! can be obtained by the same argument yielding (an)l/ Uin the proof
of Proposition D.3, and we have used the fact that |Z| > n; > 0, and the fact that p is
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fixed. By condition (b) 8 > 2,1 > 8, m,, < n® for some o > 517 it can be verified that
E(My Nuy 1, N1y = o(1).

Consider centered Gaussian vector y = (yi, ...y|1m%n|)T such that E(y;y;) = 0 for i # j,
and for 1 < s’ < |I;,,, n| let s be the s}, element of I, , and then

1 My, ) My Mnp
By} = m—E((Z Gis)?) = ZZﬂTE (Xit (25— 1)mn J+(2s l)mn)f
n i=1 i=1 j=1
Sl 25 — 1)my, 25 — m, 25 — )myp 12 Sl 2s — Dmy . »
=y Ay (B8 D 6 (@52 Dy 5~ g, (222D p o)
e oo n n n e oo n
> FT (25 — 1)mn, > £ 2 _ — 2
= ‘fl A( ’ )‘mln k_z_:ooz k)) Igél%l‘fl A( )‘ Az(l 0(1)) n

(E.55)

where the o(1) term in the last line is positive, and we obtain the second line by similar but
easier argument to the proof of Proposition D.2, utilizing the fact that p is fixed. Moreover,
by Lemma 5 of [46], E(G(t,}'i)G(t,}'j)) = |i — j|~(+A), Therefore,

As a consequence by Theorem 2 of [14],

2/3
sup [P(m 1/2|Zy2|oo < 2) = P(lyiloo < 2)| = O(my, "3 (1V log(Numf))*?) = o(1)
(E.57)
By Lemma E.1, there exists i.i.d N(0,1) random variables Z1, ..., Z)y,, .| such that

P(lyiloo < )| < P(WKQ}?X ‘|Zz'| < z) = P(maz1<iq1,,, .|| Zil < 2/n). (E.58)
S [dmp,n

Consider

log log |1, I
0 — /210g|1mn7n|’ b —a - og log | 7;;11| + log (E.59)
n

and notice that |I,,, »| = Np|Z|/2 4+ O(1). Then by Theorem 2.7.1 of [22], for any x such
that a,(x/n — b,) = z as n — oo.

Jim P(maz<icyr,,,, .|| Zi| < x/n) = Plan(mazi<iqr,,,, || Zil = bn) < an(z/n —by)) = exp(=e7).
(E.60)

Taking x = 18sup; Y [|Ze(t, k)||21/210g 2(Ny, (p — d')) +u. Since | Ec(¢t,k)||p =0fork > 1
and that

min([£] A1) > (18 +90)/27 /2 sup [|Var (H(t, Fo) Iy
t

we have as n — oo, a,(z/n —b,) — —o0, which combining with (E.58) and (E.60) leads to

P(|yiloo < (18sup D Bt k)ll2)?\/210g 2(No(p — d')) + 1) — 0. (E.61)
k

Combining with (E.52),(E.54) and (E.57), (E.51) follows and (ii) of the theorem holds. [
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Lemma E.1. Let z;, 1 < 1 < n be independent normal random variables with variance
0%,...,0’%. Let y;, 1 < i <n bei.id N(0,1)'s. Let o2 = minj<;<p 0’?. Then we have for
any r € R

i< < i < x). .
P(max x| < z) <Pl max |y < x) (E.62)

Proof. For any i, we have

P(lzi| < ) =P(lyil < z/0s) < P(|lys| < z/0) =Plalyi| < x). (E.63)
Then the lemma follows from independence. O
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