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Abstract

We consider a class of vector autoregressive models witbdshnoefficient matrices. The
setting represents a type of sparse structure for highsthiaeal time series, though the implied
autocovariance matrices are not banded. The structuredsahctically meaningful when the
order of component time series is arranged appropriatehe convergence rates for the esti-
mated banded autoregressive coefficient matrices areliskth We also propose a Bayesian
information criterion for determining the width of the banih the coefficient matrices, which
is proved to be consistent. By exploring some approximate®a structure for the auto-
covariance functions of banded vector autoregressiveepsas, consistent estimators for the
auto-covariance matrices are constructed.

Keywords Banded auto-coefficient matrices; BIC; Frobenius nornttdeautoregressive model.

1 Introduction

The demand for modelling and forecasting high-dimensitimad series arises from panel studies of
economic, social and natural phenomena, financial marledysis, communication engineering and
other domains. When the dimension of time series is even ratalg large, statistical modelling is
challenging, as vector autoregressive and moving averageln suffer from lack of identification,
over-parameterization and flat likelihood functions. Whilure vector autoregressive models are
perfectly identifiable, their usefulness is often hampérethe lack of proper means of reducing the
number of parameters.
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In many practical situations it is enough to collect the imation from neighbour variables,
though the definition of neighbourhoods is case-dependiamtexample, sales, prices, weather in-
dices or electricity consumptions influenced by tempeeati@pend on those at nearby locations, in
the sense that the information from farther locations maybe redundant given that from neigh-
bours. See, for example, Can and Mebolugbe (1997) for a hwiceeexample which exhibits such
a dependence structure. In this paper, we propose a clagstoirnautoregressive models to cater
for such dynamic structures. We assume that the autoreggesefficient matrices are banded, i.e.,
non-zero coefficients form a narrow band along the main diagoThe setting specifies explicit
autoregression over neighbour component series only. rifmless, non-zero cross correlations
among all component series may still exist, as the impli¢éd-aavariance matrices are not banded.
This is an effective way to impose sparse structure, as thebeu of parameters in each autore-
gressive coefficient matrix is reduced frgihto O(p), wherep denotes the number of time series.
In practice, a banded structure may be employed by arrangm@rder of component series ap-
propriately. The ordering can be deduced from subject kadgé aided by statistical tools such as
Bayesian information criterion; see Sectlon]5.2. With tmpased banded structure, we propose
least squares estimators for the autoregressive coeffigiatrices which attain the convergence
rate (p/n)'/? under the Frobenius norm aribg p/n)'/? under the spectral norm whendiverges
together with the length of time series.

In practice the maximum width of the non-zero coefficientdsmim the coefficient matrices,
which is called the bandwidth, is unknown. We propose a maigBayesian information crite-
rion to identify the true bandwidth. It is shown that thisterion leads to consistent bandwidth
determination when both andp tend to infinity.

We also address the estimation of the autocovariance @ursctor high-dimensional banded au-
toregressive models. Although the autocovariance matot@ banded process are unlikely to be
banded, they admit some asymptotic banded approximatibes ¥he covariance of innovations is
banded. Because of this property, the band-truncated saagpbcovariance matrices are consis-
tent estimators with the convergence raign/ log p)(log p/n)*/2, which is faster than that for the
standard banding covariance estimators (Bickel and Le?088). See also Wu and Pourahmadi
(2009), Bickel and Gell (2011) and Leng and Li (2011) for thenestion of the banded covariance
matrices of time series.

Most existing work on high-dimensional autoregressive et®diraws inspiration from recent
developments in high-dimensional regression. For examde et al| ((2008) proposed lasso penal-
ization for subset autoregression. Haufe et al. (2010pihtced the group sparsity for coefficient
matrices and advocated use of group lasso penalization.urcdted weighted lasso and group
lasso penalization approaches were proposed by Shojaiglighdilidis| (2010) and Basu et al.
(2015), respectively, to explore graphical Granger catysdasu and Michailidis [ (2015) focused
on stable Gaussian processes and investigated the tlvabnetoperties ofL;-regularized esti-
mates of transition matrix in sparse autoregressive modgtdstad et al. [(2011) inferred sparse
causal networks through vector autoregressive procesgbpraposed a group lasso procedure.
Kock and Callot [(2015) established oracle inequalitieshigh-dimensional vector autoregressive
models. Han and Liul (2015) proposed an alternative Danyzig-penalization and formulated the
estimation problem into a linear program. Chen et al. (2Gt®j)lied sparse covariance and preci-
sion matrix in high dimensional time series under a genezpkddence structure.



2 Methodology

2.1 Banded vector autoregressive models

Lety, be ap x 1 time series defined by

Y = Alyt_l +o Adyt_d + €ty (l)
wheree, is the innovation at time, E(s,) = 0 and vate;) = E(ecf) = X., ande, is independent
ofy, ,,¥,_o,.... Furthermore, all the coefficient matricds, ..., A; are banded in the sense that

=0, |i—j|>k, t=1,....d )

ij — J 0 — L

Whereagf) denotes théi, j)-th element of4,. Thus the maximum number of non-zero elements in
each row of4, is the bandwidtl2k, + 1, andk, is called the bandwidth parameter. We assume that
ko > 0 andd > 1 are fixed integers, and>> kg, d. Our goal is to determing, and to estimate the
banded coefficient matrices, . . ., A;. For simplicity, we assume that the autoregressive afder
known, as the order-determination problem has already tie®oughly studied; see, e.g., Chapter
4 of|Lutkepohl (2007).

Under the conditiomlet (7, — A,z — - - - — A4z?%) # 0 for any|z| < 1, model [1) admits a weakly
stationary solutioqy, }, wherel, denotes the x p identity matrix. Throughout this papst, refers
to this stationary process. If, in additios, is independent and identically distributegd,is also
strictly stationary.

In model [1), we do not require va;) = X. to be banded, but even if it is, the autocovariance
matrices are not necessarily banded; eé (12) below. Trerehe proposed banded model is ap-
plicable when the linear dynamics of each component seepsritl predominately on its neighbour
series, though there may be non-zero correlations amorgrmalbonent series of.

2.2 Estimating banded autoregressive coefficient matrices

Since each row ofi, has at moskk, + 1 non-zero elements, there are at m@ét, + 1)d regressors
in each row on the right-hand side 6f (1). Foe 1, ..., p, let 5; be the column vector obtained by
stacking the non-zero elements in thh rows of A4, ..., A, together. Letr; denote the length of
B;. Then

o o (2k50+1)d, i:k0+1,k0+2,...,p—]{30,
T’_Tl<k0>_{(2ko+1—j)d, i kot 1—j or p—kotj j=1,.. k. O

Now (1) can be written as
Yie =X B+, i=1,...,p, (4)
wherey; ;, €;, are respectively theth component of, ande; andx; ; is ther; x 1 vector consisting
of the corresponding componentsyof,,...,y,_,. Consequently, the least squares estimatgt; of
based on{4) is R
Bi = (XF X)) T XY, (5)
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Wherey(i) = (Yidt1,-- -+ Yin)", andX; is an(n — d) x 7, matrix withx; ., ; as itsj-th row.
By estimatings;, i = 1,...,p, separately based ol (5), we obtain the least squares &stima
A1, ..., Ay for the coefficient matrices in{1). Furthermore, the rasgltesidual sum of squares is

RSS = RSS (ko) = Yy {0 — X:(X7X) X7}y, ©)

We write this as a function of, to stress that the above estimation presupposes that tkeviakiih
is (2ko + 1) in the sense of (2).

2.3 Determination of bandwidth

In practice the bandwidth is unknown and we need to estifaté/e propose to determirig based
on the marginal Bayesian information criterion,

BIC, (k) = log RSS (k) + ~dr(K)Culog(pVn),  i=1.....p, 7)
n

where RS k) andr;(k) are defined, respectively, inl(6) ad ()Y n = max(p,n), andC,, > 0
is some constant which diverges together wiflsee Condition 2. We often take, to beloglog n.
An estimator fork, is

k = max {arg mln BIC;(k)}, (8)

1<i<p
where K > 1 is a prescribed integer. Our numerlcal study shows that theeglure is insensitive
to the choice ofiK provided K > k. In practice, we often také& to be [n'/?] or choosek by
checking the curvature of BICk) directly.

Remark 1. If the orderd is unknown, we can modify the criterion inl (8) as follows. R$S (&, /)
andr;(k, ¢) be defined similarly td (6) andl(3). The marginal Bayesiapniimfation criterion is

BIC;(k,¢) = log RSS(k, () + ln(k, 0OCylog(pVn), i=1,...,p. 9)
n

Let L be a prescribed integer upper bounddoand often taken to b0 or [n'/?]. Let
(ki,d;) =arg  min  BIC,(k, (), i=1,....p,

1<k<K,1<e<L

andk = maxj<;<p @i andd = maxi<;<p c@ Proposition 1 in the Supplementary Material shows that
under Conditions 1-4 in Section 3.1(pr= ko, d = d) — 1 asn andp — oc.

Remark 2. The banded structure of the coefficient matrieigs. . ., A, depends on the order of
the component series §f. In principle it is possible to derive a complete data-dniveethod to
deduce the optimal ordering which minimizes the bandwibtit such a procedure is computation-
ally burdensome for large. For most applications meaningful orderings are suggdstguactical
consideration. We can then calculate

BIC :XP:BICZ-(E) (10)

for each suggested ordering, and choose the ordering whiicimizes [10). In expressiofn (1L0),
BIC,(-) andk are defined as in{7) andl(8). Two real data examples in Sestibmdicate that this
scheme works well in applications.



3 Asymptotic properties

3.1 Regularity conditions

For vectorv = (vy, ..., v;) and matrixB = (b;;), let
P 1/q 1/2
Ml = (S Jsl?) IVl = mas fosl, 1Bl = max BVl 1Ble = (300)
j=1 - ij
i.e., || - ||, denotes the, norm of a vector or matrix, anfi - | » denotes the Frobenius norm of a
matrix.
First we note that the modéll(1) can be formulated as,
Yo =AY, + &
where
Yi A Ay o Ay Et
B _ I 0. -+ ... 0
y=| M| A= v CE=| M @
Yi—d+1 o - I, O Opx1

Now we list the regularity conditions required for our asyotj results.

Condition1. For A defined in[(I1L),|Alls < C and|[A%|]y; < 6%, whereC > 0,6 € (0,1) and
Jo > 1 are constants free @zfandp, andjo is an integer.
Condition1’. | < 6%, ||Aljee < C and||A%|., < &%, whereC > 0,
5 € (0,1)andjy > 1 are constants free afandp, andy, is an integer.
Condition2. Leta be the(i, j)-th element of4,. Foreachi = 1,...,p, |a2 Z+k0| or |aZZ kol 1S
greater thaf C,, k:on Yog(p v n)}'/2 for somel < ¢ < d, whereC,, — oo asn — oo.
Condition3. The minimal eigenvalug,{cov(y,)} > k; andmax;<;<, |0;;| < ko for some pos-
itive constants:; and, free ofp, whereo;; is thei-th diagonal element of cdy,), and A, (+)
denotes the minimum eigenvalue.
Condition4. The innovation procesg;, t = 0,+1,42,...} is independent and identically dis-
tributed with zero mean and covariance Furthermore, one of the two assertions holds:

(i) maxi<i<, E(|g;4)?7) < C andp = O(n?), whereq > 2, 8 € (0,(¢ — 2)/4) and

C > 0 are some constants freeofndp;

(||) maxj<i<p E{exp()\o\ei,t|2o‘)} < C and logp = O{TLOC/(Z_O[)}, Where)\o > 0,

a € (0,1] andC > 0 are constants free af andp.

Provided{e,} is independent and identically distributed, Condition Plies thaty, is strictly
stationary and that for any > 1, ~'||2 < (¢’ with some constan€ > 0 andé € (0,1).
The independent and identically distributed assumptio@andition 4 is imposed to simplify the
proofs but is not essential. Condition 2 ensures that thelwihth (2%, + 1) is asymptotically
identifiable, agn~ log(p v n)}"/? is the minimum order of a non-zero coefficient to be identiéiab
see, e.gl, Luo and Chen (2013). Condition 3 guaranteedhabivariance matrix véy,) is strictly
positive definite. Condition 4 specifies the two asymptotades: (i) high-dimensional cases with
p = O(n?), and (ii) ultra high-dimensional cases witlg p = o{n*/?=}.
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3.2 Asymptotic theorems

We first state the consistency of the seleétodefined in [(8), for determining the bandwidth param-
eterky.

Theorem 1. Under Conditions 1-4, gk = k,) — 1 asn — .

Remark 3. In Theoreni 1Lk, is assumed to be fixed, as in applications srigais of particular inter-
est. But we can allow the bandwidth parameétgto diverge as:, p — oo. To show its consistency,
the regularity conditions would need to be strengthenedeTspecific, ifky < C1n/log(p V n),
pr(E = ko) — 1 asn — oo under Conditions 1’ and 2—4 in Section 3.1; see the Supplanen
Material.

Sincek, is unknown, we replace it by in the estimation procedure fot,,..., A; described
in Section 2.2, and still denote the resulted estlmatorslpy . Theorem 2 addresses their
convergence rates.

Theorem 2. Let Conditions 1-4 hold. As — oo, itholds forj =1, ..., d that

HA — A, HF—OP{(p/n 1/2} ]HZ_OP{(logp/n)l/Q}

Conditions 4(i) and 4(ii) impose, respectively, a high maineondition and an exponential tail
condition on the innovation distribution. Although the gergence rates in Theorem 2 have the
same expressions in termsofandp, due to the different conditions imposed on them in Condi-
tions 4(i) and 4(ii), the actual convergence rates are rdiffeunder the two settings. For example,
Condition 4(i) allowsp to grow in the ordern”, which implies the convergence rafleg n/n)1/2
for A under the spectral norm. On the other hand, Condition 4@y @low p to dlverge at the
rateexp{no‘/ (2=a)=2¢} for a small constant > 0, and the implied convergence rate fé); under the
spectral norm ig!/2+e—a/(4=20)

4 Estimation for auto-covariance functions

For the banded vector autoregressive progeskefined by[(lL), the auto-covariance functin =
covy,, Y, ,) is unlikely to be banded. For example for a stationary barededregressive process
with order 1, it can be shown that

¥ = var(y,) = ¥, + Z Alx (12)

For any banded matricd$, and B, with bandwidth2k; + 1 and2k, + 1, respectively, the product
B Bs is a banded matrix with the enlarged bandwiflth, + £,) + 1 in general. Thu&:, presented

in (12) is not a banded matrix. Nevertheless if(zgr = Y. is also banded, Theorem 3 shows that
¥; can be approximated by some banded matrices.

Condition5. The matrix_. is banded with bandwidts,+1 and||X.||; < C' < oo, whereC, sy > 0
are constants independentipfands is an integer.
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Theorem 3. Let Conditions 1 and 5 hold. For any integersj > 0, there exists a banded matrix
(") with bandwidtr2{(2r + j)ko + so} + 1 such that

||Z§'r) — Bjllp < Cy §HHIHL ||Z§'r) = Sl < Cyr SUHIFY

where C; and C, are positive constants independentroénd p, andd € (0, 1) is specified in
Condition 1.

Under Condition 55§ = .+, _,_, AiX.(AT)' is a banded matrix with bandwidg2rk, +

s0) + 1. Theorem 3 ensures that the norms of the differefice ©) = Yoo ALE(AT)" admit the
required upper bounds. Theorem 3 also paves the way forastigrt; using the banding method

of Bickel and Levinal(2008), as; can be approximated by a banded matrix with a bounded error
and thus may be effectively treated as a banded matrix. $cetid, we define the banding operator
as follows: for any matrixti = (h;;), B,(H) = {h;;I(|i — j| < r)}. Then the banding estimator
for 3, is defined as

n—j

Z.§r7L) = Brn(zj)? ZJ =

S|

1
(yt - y)(yt—i—j - y)Tv y= E Z Yir (13)
t=1

t=1

wherer,, = C'log(n/logp), andC > 0 is a constant greater th@r41logd)~'. Theorem 4 presents

the convergence rates fﬁ)ﬁ,’”"), which are faster than thoselin Bickel and Levina (2008), tdube
approximate banded structure in Theorem 3.

Theorem 4. Assume that Conditions 1-5 hold. Then for any integer0, asn, p — oo,

557 =50 = 0 {1 o) 5472} = 0 ot log) ™ o))

and
IS5 = %5l = Op{ og(n/ logp) (n" 10gp) """ }.

In practice we need to specify,. An ideal selection would bg, = argmin, R;(r), where
R;(r) = B(IZ) = 550).

but in practice this is unavailable becausgeis unknown. We replace it by an estimator obtained
via a wild bootstrap. To this end, let, ..., u, be independent and identically distributed with
E(u;) = var(u,) = 1. A bootstrap estimator far; is defined as

ut<yt - )7) (yt+j - y)T-

For example, we may draw; from the standard exponential distribution. Consequehigyboot-
strap estimator for;(r) is defined as

R;(r) = B{IBAS;) = Silli| Vi Y }-
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We choose, to minimize R} (r). In practice we use the approximation

Rj(r) ~ p D IBA(E50) = Zilh, (14)
k=1

where¥ ..., X7 areq bootstrap estimates far;, obtained by repeating the above wild bootstrap

scheme; times, and; is a large integer.

5 Numerical properties

5.1 Simulations

In this section, we evaluate the finite-sample propertigb®proposed methods for the model
Yo =AY,y + e,

where{¢, } are independent andl(0, 1,,). We consider two settings for the banded coefficient matrix
A = (a;;) as follows:

(i) {aiy; i — j| < ko} are generated independently frdni—1, 1]. Since the spectral norm of
must be smaller than 1, we re-scaldy nA/|| A2, wheren is generated frony/[0.3, 1.0);

(i) {ai;; |t — j| < ko} are generated independently from the mixture distribugiod + (1 — &) -
N(0,1) with pr(¢ = 1) = 0.4. The elements$a;;; |i — j| = ko } are drawn independently from
—4 and4 with probability 0.5 each. TheHd is rescaled as in (i) above.

In (i), there are about.4(2k, — 1)p zero elements within the band, i.el is sparser than in (i).

We setn. = 200, p = 100, 200, 400, 800, andkq, = 1,2, 3,4. We repeat each setting 500 times.
We only report the results witlk™ = 15 in (8), as the results with other values &f > k, are
similar. Tabld 1 lists the relative frequencies of the ooence of the eventgk = k}, {k > k¢ } and
{E < ko} over the 500 replications. Overdllunder-estimatek, especially wherky, = 3 or 4. In
fact whenk, = 4, k chose 3 most times. The constrajpt|| < 1 makes most non-zero elements
small or very small whep is large, and that only the coefficients at least as largglag(p V n)/n
are identifiable; see Condition 2. Estimation performsdratt setting (ii) than in setting (i), as
Condition 2 is more likely to hold at the boundaries of thedamsetting (ii).

The Bayesian information criterionl(7) is defined for eaak separately. One natural alternative
would be

p
BIC(k) = ; log RSS (k) + %|?(/<;)|Cn log(p V n),

where7 (k) = (2p + 1)k — k? — k is the total number of parameters in the model. This leadsdo t
following estimator for the bandwidth parameter,

k = arg min BIC(k). (15)

1<k<K
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Although this joint approach can be shown to be consistentinite sample performance, reported
in Table[2, is worse than that of the marginal Bayesian infdram criterion [(¥), presented in Table
1.

We also calculate both; andL, errors in estimating the banded coefficient maixThe means
and the standard deviations of the errors for setting (iyeperted in Tablel3. Tablg 3 also reports
results from estimatingl using the true values for the bandwidth paraméterThe accuracy loss
in estimatingA caused by unknowh, is almost negligible. The results for setting (ii) are samil
and are therefore omitted.

To evaluate the estimation performance for the auto-camae matrices, and X;, we set
ko = 3, and the spectral norm of at 0.8. Furthermore, we let be independent and/ (0, X.)
now, whereX, = BB" andB = (b;;),b11 = 1,b;; = 0.81(]i — j| = 1) +0.6/(: = j),i > 1l or
j > 1. Tablel4 lists the average estimation errors and the stdrf#siations over 100 replications,
measured by matriX;-norm. We also report Monte Carlo results for a thresholdsunator and
the sample covariance estimator. For the banded estimatarhoose: to minimize the bootstrap
loss defined in[(14) witly = 100. For the thresholded estimator, the thresholding paraniete
selected in the same manner. Tdble 4 shows that the propasdih method performs much better
than the thresholded estimator since it adapts directliggainderlying structure, while the sample
covariance performs much worse than both the banding aedtbld methods.

5.2 Real data examples

Consider first the weekly temperature data across 71 citi€shina from 1 January 1990 to 17
December 17 2000, i.ep,= 71 andn = 572. Fig[1 displays the weekly temperature of Ha’erbin,
Shanghai and Hangzhou, showing strong seasonal behattopeiiod 52 weeks. Therefore, we
set the seasonal period to be 52 and estimate the seasaws dff taking averages of the same
weeks across different years. The deseasonalized segie)e original series subtracting estimated
seasonal effects, are denoted{by; ¢t =1,...,572 }, and eacly, has 71 components.

Naturally we would order the 71 cities according to their graphic locations. However the
choice is not unique. For example, we may order the citiew finorth to south, from west to east,
from northwest to southeast, or from southwest to northdéassettingd = 1, each ordering leads
to a different banded autoregressive model with order 1. Wvepare those four models by one-
step ahead, and two-step ahead post-sample predictiohefdast 30 data points in the series. To
select an optimum model, we comptitel(10) for these four ardsr These numerical results and
the selected bandwidth parametérare reported in Table 5. Three out of those four models select
k = 2, while the model based on the ordering from west to east [ZthSZl Overall the model
based on the ordering from southwest to northeast is pegfewrhich also has the minimum one-step
ahead post-sample predictive errors. The performancégddtr models in terms of the prediction
are very close.

Also included in Tablel5 are the post-sample predictiversrobthe sparse autoregressive model
with order 1 obtained via lasso by minimizing

Z Iy, — Ay, 1[I + Z Ailag|,

i,j=1



where \q,..., \, are tuning parameters estimated by five-fold cross-vadideds in Bickel and
Levina (2008). The prediction accuracy of the sparse moddbagso is comparable to those of the
banded autoregressive models, though slightly worse cedfyefor the two-step ahead prediction.
However the lack of any structure in the estimated sparsificieat matrix A, displayed in Fig.2(b),
makes such fits difficult to interpret. In contrast, the bahdeefficient matrix, depicted in Fig.2(a),
is attractive.

As a second example, we consider the daily sales of a clotirengd in 21 provinces in China
from 1 January 2008 to 9 December 2012, e+ 1812, p = 21. Fig[3 plots the relative geo-
graphical positions of 21 provinces and province-level mipalities. We first subtract each of the
21 series by its mean. Similar to the example above, we oh#eR1 provinces according to the
four different geographic orientations, and fit a bandedagiressive model with order 1 for each
ordering. The selected bandwidth parameters, the valwesding to [(10) and the post sample pre-
diction errors for the last 30 data points in the series grented in Tabl€6. We also rank the series
according to their geographic distances to Heilongjiahg,mhost northwestern province; see Hig.3.
This results in a different ordering to that from north to tourable[6 indicates that the minimum
bandwidth parametek is 3, attained by the ordering based on the distances to higiémg, fol-
lowed byk = 4 attained by the north-to-south ordering. The post-samg@diption performances
of those two models are almost the same, and are better ths@ ¢ the other three banded models
and the sparse autoregressive model. R

The ordering based on the direction from northwest to sa#hieads td = 12. Therefore
the corresponding banded model has 21 regressors for samgocents according to (3), i.e., no
banded structure is observed in this case[Fig.3 indicht¢ghe ordering from northwest to south-
east puts together some provinces which are distance aayefach other. Hence this is certainly
a wrong ordering as far as the banded autoregressive seustconcerned.

The estimated coefficient matriA for the banded vector autoregressive model with order 1
based on the distances to Heilongjiang and the estimétled lasso for the autoregressive model
with order 1 are plotted in Fig.4. The banded model faci#isedn easy interpretation, i.e., the sales
in the neighbour provinces are closely associated with etlobr. The lasso fitting cannot reveal
this phenomenon.
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Table 1: Relative frequencies (%) for the occurrence ofﬂwts{% =k}, {E > ko} and{E < ko}
in a simulation study witt300 replications, wheré is defined in[(8).

Setting (i) Setting (ii)
{k=hko} {k>hot {k<hkot |{k=ko} {k>k} {k<ko}
ko =1 82 17 1 98 2 0
p=100 | kg =2 87 8 5 95 3 2
ko =3 73 6 21 83 2 15
ko =4 55 14 31 64 2 34
ko =1 91 9 0 97 3 0
p =200 | ko =2 89 4 7 93 2 5
ko =3 65 3 32 83 0 17
ko =4 54 1 45 63 2 35
ko =1 95 5 0 99 1 0
p =400 | ko =2 87 2 11 90 1 9
ko =3 66 2 32 76 1 23
ko =4 45 1 54 60 0 40
ko =1 97 3 0 100 0 0
p =800 | kg =2 86 1 13 91 1 8
ko =3 59 1 40 67 1 32
ko =4 40 0 60 52 0 48

Supplementary Material

Supplementary material availableBibmetrikaonline includes proofs of Theorems 1-4, the consis-
tency of generalized Bayesian information criterion defibg (9) in Section 2.3 and the consistency
of the marginal Bayesian information criterion in the s&gtt, — oo, as well as the detailed proofs
of all the lemmas in this paper.
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Table 2: Relative frequencies (%) for the occurrence of temes{k = k}, {k > ko} and{k < ko}
in a simulation study witt500 replications, wheré is defined in[(1b).

Setting (i) Setting (ii)
{/{Z = ]{70} {/{Z > ]{70} {]{7 < ]{50} {/{Z = ]{70} {/{Z > ]{70} {]{7 < ]{70}
ko =1 64 0 36 88 0 12
p=100 | kg =2 42 0 58 63 0 37
ko =1 56 0 44 84 0 16
p =200 | kg =2 32 0 68 55 0 45
ko =1 48 0 52 83 0 17
p =400 | kg =2 23 0 77 45 0 55
ko =1 44 0 56 76 0 24
p=800|k =2| 11 0 89 41 0 59

Table 3: Meansx10?) with their corresponding standard deviationsi (?) in parentheses of the
errors in estimatingl under settingi) in a simulation study witm = 200 and500 replications.

With estimated With true k
P IA—AllL A Al | [A- Al [|A - Alls
ko =1 38 (6) 27 (3) 37 (5) 27 (3)
p=100 | kg = 54 (6) 33 (3) 53 (5) 33 (3)
ko = 70 (8) 39 (4) 69 (7) 38 (3)
ko = 85 (10) 43 (5) 85 (8) 43 (3)

ko=1]| 40(6) 28(3) | 40(5) 28 (3)
p=200|k=2| 58(7) 35(3) | 58(6) 35 (3)
ko=3| 74(8) 40 (4) | 74(6) 40 (3)
ko=4| 90(11)  46(5) | 88(7) 45 (3)
ko=1| 43(5) 303) | 42(4) 30 (3)
p=400 | ky=2| 60(6) 36(3) | 60(5) 36 (3)
ko=3| 77(8) 42 (4) | 76(6) 42 (3)
ko=4| 95(14)  48(7) | 93(7) 46 (3)
ko=1] 44(4) 31(2) | 44 (4) 31 (2)
p=800|k=2| 63(5) 37(3) | 62(5) 37 (2)
ko=3| 81(9) 43(5) | 80(6) 43 (2)
ko=4| 98(14)  49(7) | 96(7) 47 (2)
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Table 4: Means with their corresponding standard deviatinparentheses of the errors in estimat-
ing autocovariance matrices in a simulation study with 200 and100 replications.

| 1200 — 2ollx | 1301 — Zils
Banding Thresholding Sampleg Banding Thresholding Sample

Matrix L;-Norm Matrix L;-Norm

p =100 | 2.1 (0.04) 2.6 (0.02) 14 (0.07) 2.9 (0.03) 3.5(0.04) 14 (0.07)

p =200 | 2.7 (0.04) 3.4 (0.03) 29 (0.02) 3.1 (0.03) 4.2 (0.04) 30 (0.02)

p =400 | 2.3(0.02) 2.9 (0.02) 55 (0.02) 2.8 (0.03) 3.7 (0.02) 55 (0.02)

p =800 | 2.7 (0.03) 3.4 (0.02) 112 (0.03)2.9 (0.03) 3.9(0.03) 110 (0.04)
Spectral Norm Spectral Norm

p =100 | 1.1 (0.01) 1.4 (0.02) 4.0 (0.07)1.4 (0.01) 1.7 (0.02) 3.7 (0.02)

p =200 | 1.3(0.03) 1.7 (0.02) 6.5 (0.03)1.5 (0.01) 1.9 (0.01) 6.1 (0.02)

p =400 | 1.2 (0.01) 1.6 (0.01) 10 (0.03) 1.3 (0.01) 1.9 (0.01) 9.2 (0.02)

p=2800 | 1.4 (0.02) 1.8 (0.01) 17 (0.03) 1.4 (0.01) 2.3(0.02) 15 (0.03)

Table 5: Results of Example 1: Estimated bandwidth paraseBayeysian information criterion
values and average one-step-ahead and two-step-aheaghpgde predictive errors over 71 cities
with their corresponding standard errors in parentheses.

Ordering ‘ k ‘ BIC ‘ One-step aheabTwo-step ahead

north to south
west to east

northwest to southeast2
southwest to northeast2

215525
4 | 555.9
552.4
551.9

1.543 (1.170)
1.545 (1.152)
1.552 (1.167)
1.538 (1.160)

1.622 (1.245)
1.602 (1.247)
1.624 (1.249)
1.617 (1.253)

Lasso -] -

[ 1.545(1.172)| 1.632 (1.250)

Table 6: Results of Example 2: Estimated bandwidth parasie®ayeysian information crite-
rion values and average one-step-ahead and two-step-pbetdample predictive errors over 21
provinces with their corresponding standard errors inptheses.

Ordering \ k \ BIC ‘One-step aheaﬁTwo-step ahead

north to south
west to east

northwest to southeast
southwest to northeast
distance to Heilongjiang 3

4
7
12

114.9
115.2
115.2
115.1
114.7

0.314 (0.377)
0.323 (0.363)
0.322 (0.361)
0.316 (0.374)
0.313 (0.378)

0.407 (0.386)
0.409 (0.386)
0.409 (0.395)
0.407 (0.385)
0.407 (0.386)

Lasso

[ 0.322(0.362)| 0.410(0.393)
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Figure 1: Deseasonalized weekly temperature in degresfuS€IC) from January 1990 to Decem-
ber 2000, where Ha’erbin, Shanghai and Nanjing correspotitkt plots from top to bottom.
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Figure 2: Example 1: (a) Estimated banded coefficient matfiar the model based on the ordering
from southwest to northeast, and (b) estimated sparse @eeffimatrixA by lasso. White points
represent zeros entries and gray or black points represeizero entries. The larger the absolute
value of a coeffcient is, the darker the colour is.
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Figure 3: Location plot of 21 provinces and province-leveimeipalities in China, where Shang-
hai is a province-level municipality, and Ha’erbin, Hangahand Nanjing are the capitals of Hei-
longjiang, Zhejiang, and Jiangsu provinces, respectively
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Figure 4. Example 2: (a) Estimated banded coefficient matiiar the model based on the ordering
using distances to Heilongjiang, and (b) estimated spasi#cient matrixA by lasso. White points
represent zeros entries and gray or black points represeizero entries. The larger the absolute
value of a coeffcient is, the darker the colour is.
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Supplementary Material: High Dimensional and Banded Vecto
Autoregressions

Abstract

This supplementary material is organized as follows. Wevidethe detailed proofs of
Theorems 1-4, respectively, in Sections A.1-A.4. Sectiob presents Proposition 1 and its
proof, showing the consistency of generalized Bayesiaorimétion criterion stated in Remark
1in the paper. In Section A.6, we present the consistendyeofrtarginal Bayesian information
criterion selectot in a more general setting whéig — oo. Some technical lemmas and their
proofs are collected in Section A.7. Section A.8 presemsesadditional simulation results.

A.1 Proof of Theorem 1

Without loss of generality, we consider the VAR(l) modethjtélHl < 9 < 1. Our goal is to prove
that pr(k: = ko) — 1, 1.e,, pr(k # ko) — 0. If k : # ko, then eithetk > k, or k < ko holds. Hence
it suffices to show that [()l‘c < ko) — 0 and p(k: > ko) — 0. Our proof follows the arguments in
Wang, et all [(2009).

Consider the first case. Observe tha(ﬂsp( ko) < pr(k; < ko) for some; € {1,...,p} and the
event(k; < ko) imply {mingx, BIC;(k) < BIC;(k¢)}. To prove ptk < ko) — 0, we only need to
show that

pr{min BIC; (k) < BIC;(ko)} — 0

for somei. Suppose that we have shown that there exists a constaitand an eventl,, such that
pr(A,) — 1 asn — oo and on the event,,

RSS( ) RSS(kO) > URSS(I{?O)( Qi kg +a’z z+k0) (Al)

for sufficiently largen, wherea;, is the (j, k)-element of4,. On the event4,, with large n,
log RSS (k) —log RSS (ko) > log{1+n(a;,_y, +a7 .4, )} Note thatog(1+z) > min(0.5z, log 2)
for anyx > 0. Consequently, with probability tending to oeg RSS (k) — log RSS(k() can be
further bounded below bynin{0.5n (a7, ,, + a7,,,),log2}. Condition 3 implies that for some
it e {l,...,p}, @F oy, + Q3 oy, > Crlogp/n asn — co. Hence, it follows that, with proba-
bility tending to 1,

min BIC;« (k) — BIC; (ko) > min{0.50(a% ;+_y, + a5 oy, ), l0g 2}

k<ko
—Cpkon ™ log(p Vv n) >0,

wherep V n = max(p,n). Hence, pfming, BIC;«(k) < BIC;«(ko)} — 0 and thus p(rE < ko) —
0.
Let us prove[IEll) Fot: < ko, denotefl; = X (X5 Xin) ™ X Xiwe = (S5 Xin S5

and Bk, = (b;y, 8, b;»)", whereX; . is defined similar to (4) in Section 2.2 except tiatis
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replaced byk. Then RSS(k) = ¥{; (I,-1 — Hix)Y;), and by Lemma 5 (i) or Lemma 6 (i), we
have

T T T bz
RSS(h) ~ RSS (k) = (B L) (8L, 5" (Lot = o (8% 55 (g ) +on(1)

From Lemma 5 (i) or Lemma 6 (i) and Lemma 7, there exists a stoaktant) > 0 such that, with
probability tending to one,

Amin{ (S0, SENT(I — H,p)(S5, ST} > n(1 + n)na?,

and RSS$(ko) < no?(1 + n). Therefore,[(AlL) follows.
Now we turn to the overfitting case, i.e.,(pr> k¢) — 0. Fork > kg, set

Xi,k = (SZ'(71]g)7Xi,ko7 Si{?%ﬁi,k = (OT7 ;l:km OT)T7 Si,k = (SZ(}{;)? Sfi{?)?
andgi,k = (In_l — Hi,ko)Si,k. Letn be an arbitrary but fixed positive constant and define

B, :{ inf  inf Rssz(k) > (1 —n)},

ko<k<K 1<i<p  noO;

e U [l 58 < st e
1<i<p ’ 1<j<k—ko
ko<k<K

We first give an upper bound on R8§)) — RSS(k) for k > k. For eachi, RSS(k) can be

rewritten as

(085S, | <m0+ )}

RSS(k) = i%f ||Y(i) — Xib? = bif}ti ||Y(i) — X kb1 — Sibyl|*.
It can be verified that RS8k) = [|(1,-1 — Hix,)Y; I and
RSS(k) = RSS (ko) — |15 bs |,
~ ~ o~ -1 -
whereb, = (SZTkSZk> S!.ew- Then on the event, we have

RSS(ko) — RSS(k) = efySin(STSir) " Sheeq
< ki (1 n)|m(k) — Ti(ko)] sup In™"2el) (In—1 — Hixo) X *.
J»

<p

Define

_ _ 1—mn)
Dn:{ V2t (11— Hoo xo o2 < =D 0 gy }
sup |7 ey (Tnoy = Higo Mo 077" < = = Clog(p v n)

Onthesef3, NC, N D,, forall kwith ky, < k < K,
RSS(ko) — RSS(k) < a7(1 —n)|n(k) — 7i(ko)|Cplog(p V n)
< RSS(k)Cy|7i(k) — 7i(ko)|n " log(p V n).
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Note thatlog(1+ x) < z for anyx > 0. Hence, for alk with ky < k£ < K, on the seB3, NC,, N D,,

BIC;(k) — BIC;(kg) = logRSS(k) —1logRSS (ko) + Cy|7i(k) — 7i(ko)|n ' log(p V n)
> —{RSS(ko) — RSS(k)} {RSS(k)}
+C|7i(k) — 75(ko)|n "t log(p V n) > 0,

which indicates that over the s&, N C, N D,,, we have thats < ko. To prove that p(rE >
ko) — 0, it suffices to show that (B3, NC, ND,)"} — 0. In fact, it follows from Lemma 7
and Lemma 5 or 6 (i) that gi37) — 0 and pr(C;) — 0. It remains to show that gDy) — 0.
Let X, = n'E (X[ Xix), Z,-vk = n~' X[, X », whereE(X) denotes the expectation af. Set
Hip =0 X35 L XF andX = (I — Hig)Xg. ON the event,, we obtain that

sup ‘e (In—1 — Hi,ko)x(k)‘

J:k<p

< sup ‘6(] X(k ‘ + SU.p ‘6(] zko — Hi,k)g)x(k)‘

< sup |e(; X | + 17" sup (e Xk 2l 54 21254 2l ik — Ziko ll2ll Xt Xy ll2
J.k<p Jk<p

< sup ‘e?j)?(k)‘ + ok 2ko(1 4+ n)? sup ‘e(Tj)X(k)‘ N ik — Bk |2
J,k<p J,k<p

wheresup; <, (n ™ X X(y)) < ra(1+ 1) is used in the above inequality. Hence, it follows from
Lemmas 5 and 6, together with Condition 3, that®Pf ) — 0 asn — oco. This completes the proof.

A.2 Proof of Theorem 2

Since the autoregressive model with ordexan be formulated as a autoregressive model with order
1, without loss of generality, we consider the case of ordenly. With probability tending to one,
k= ko, and thus it suffices to consider the skt = {k = ko}. Over the set4,,, for eachi,

Bi— B = (XFX0) ™ X[eq. (A.2)

For eachi, the law of large numbers for the stationary process casesyikatn~' X" X; converges
to a positive matrix almost surely, and furthermore, witblability tending to one),;, (n ! X7 X;)
is bounded away from zero. As a matter of fact, if we define

Bo= () {dwin (07 X7X) > ma(1 =)}

1<i<p

with a small constant € (0, 1), then it follows from by Lemma 5 or Lemma 6 under different
moment conditions tha?{5,} — 1 asn — oc. Hence, over the evett,, N B,

J7:-

< ki2(1 —n)*n2 He(Ti)Xin =Cin
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whereC; = k7%(1 —n)~2 > 0. Itis not hard to see from Lemma 5(ii) or Lemma 6(ii) that, for
all1 <i <p, n'E|X[ e |3 < Cs with some constant, > 0. Therefore, for a large positive
constant”, we obtain that

(s

> cn—lp) — pr <H,Z1 . A1H2 > Cn~'p, A, N Bn) +pr(4,NB,)

= (Cp) C(171 (Z ||XT Hg) + pr(A, N B,)
= 01020 —|—0( )

We establish the convergence rateHEﬁ — A4 ||r by taking a sufficiently largé€’.

Now we derive the convergence rate|of; — A;||,. For any matrixB, || B||2 < ||B1]|B||s-
Hence, on the evert,,,

1A, — Alls < VIA = AV AL = At < (2ko +1) sup | By — B,

1<p,j<T;

where@j andp;; are thej-th element of3; and3;, respectively. Observe frofi(A.2) that

sup By — Bi| = w70 =) (2ko + 1)( sup efhyxpl).i=1,....p.

1<p,j<T; 1<p,j<T;

Hence, using Lemma 5(ii) or Lemma 6(ii), we have

sup }Bij_ﬁij}:OP{( 110329) /2}

i<p,j<T;

which shows that R 1/2
1 = Ayl = Op { (7 10gp) 7.

The proof is completed.

A.3 Proof of Theorem 3

The covariance matriX,, can be expressed as

So=3.+Y By, Bj=JAJSJANYI, j>1,

=1

whereJ = (Ixp, Opu(a_1)p). LELD; = JAIJT, j > 1. By the companion matrixd, we can show
thatd, = I, and®,; = SV @, _, A, j > 1. Itis easy to see that for two banded matrigeand
G with bandwidth2r; + 1 and2r, + 1, respectively, the product matriXG is also banded and its
bandwidth is at most(r; + r2) + 1. Therefore, it can be verified thét; is banded with bandwidth
at most2jk, + 1 and thenB; is also banded with its bandwidth at masejk, + so) + 1 for j > 1.
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TakeS§”) = ¥. + Y27_, B;, which is banded with the bandwidth at maserk, + so) + 1, and
S — o) = > i1 B Note that for any > 1, || B|2 < ||Z:]|2]|A% ||, < C6% for someC' > 0.
Write C; = C||S. |2 (1 — 62)~". It follows that

10 - 582 < Z 1Bjlls < ClISel2 (1 — 62) " 620D = (20D,

j=r+1

By using the inequality{ B;||1 < {2(2jko + so) + 1}|B;ll2 < C(25 + 1)6% for someC' > 0, we
obtain
150 — S|y < Cord®r D),

Other inequalities can be proved analogously. The prodfnsptete.

A.4 Proof of Theorem 4

Now we prove the convergence rate||c5AI§:[;) — Yol|o. First, iﬁf,g) — Y|l can be bounded above

by

IS0 = S5l + 156 = Solla = Rox + B

Similar to Theorem 2R,,; < (4r,ko + 250 + 1) sup; <, |E]k ¥x|. From Lemma 5(i) or Lemma
6(i), we obtain that

R,1 =Op {rn (n_l 1ogp)1/2} .

From Theorem 3R,, < O(62»*1). Note thatr, = C'log{nlog™!(p)} with C > (—4logd) "
Combining these results, it follows that

555~ Soll = Opf{r (n"logp) "/ + 20w+

- OP[log{nlog_l(P)}( 1]ogp)1/2}

The proofs of other results are similar and omitted.

A.5 Proposition 1 and its proof

PROPOSITION 1Under Conditions 1-4 in Section 3.1 of the original article prove that p(r@ =
ko,d=d) — 1asn,p — .
Proof of Proposition 1. Our primary goal is to prove that @ = ko, d = d) — 1, i.e.,

pr{(k # ko) U (d # d)} — 0.
Note that

pr{(k +# ko) U (d # d)} < pr(k < ko) 4 pr(d < d) + pr(k > ko, d > d).
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We observe that both evenfts < ko} and{d < d} correspond to the underfitting case, where some
important variables are missed in the estimated model. é{éntlowing the proofs of Theorem 1,
we can show it < ko) + pr(d <d) = 0.

It remains to prove that plc > ko, d > d) — 0. First look at the eventl = {k > k;o,d > d}.

Define A, = igp{k:z > ko, d; > d}, Ay = igp{k:z < ko,d; > d}, Az = igp{k, > ko, d; > d},
and A, = U {ki > ko,d; < d}. ThenA C A; U Ay U As U Ay, which implies that it suffices to
i<p

show p(Ak_) — 0 for eachk = 1,...,4. Observe that both even$;, and .43 correspond to the
overfitting case, where all important variables as well asesanimportant variables are selected by
the estimated model. Hence, following the proofs of Theoteme can show grd;) +pr(Asz) — 0.
Now we are going to prove pfl,) — 0 asn,p — oo. For each;, {k: < ko, d; > d} means
k<r]%1£1> BIC,(k, {) < BIC,(ko, d). Hence, we only need to show, with probability tending to one,

min  min {E’;Téi(/@,g) - Igﬁi(ko,d)} > 0. (A.3)

i<p k<ko,d<{<L

Suppose that we have shown that there exists a congtaritand an evend,, such that piG,,) — 1
asn — oo and on the everg,,,

rzn<1]£1{RSS (k,0) — RSS(ko,d) — nRSS (ko, d)A; > 0, (A.4)
foreachk < ko, d < ¢ < L and sufficiently large,, whereA,; = Z] A (af ai ko) +(aY H-l-ko )*}. Asa
result, on the everd, with largen, min;<, { log RSS(k, £) —log RSS (ko, d) —log(1+nA;) } > 0.
Note thatlog(1 + =) > min{0.5z,log 2} for anyz > 0. Then, with probability tending to one,
log RSS(k)—log RSS(ko) can be further bounded below byin(0.5A;, log 2). Condition 3 implies
thatmin,<, A; > C,n 'log(p V n) asn — oco. Hence, it follows that, with probability tending to
1,

BIC,(k, {) — BIC;(ko, d) > min(0.5nA;,log 2) — Cpri(ko, dyn " log(pVn) >0  (A.5)
uniformly for all k < ko,d < ¢ < Landi = 1,...,p. Hence, ptA4;) — 0 asn,p — oc.

Let us turn to prové (Al4). For < kyandd < ¢ < L, denoteH, o = X o( X} (Xike) X[
whereXi,W is defined as in section 2.2 but repladedandd by £ and/. Then RSgk, /) =

-1

Y (Ln—1— ikg)y(l In fact, X; kogcan be rewritten a¥; 5, , = (Sfl,f),l,XZ.(7L),Sf72,€),2, . .,Si(gl,Xf,Q,Si(gz)

and, S|m|IarIy Toe = (081, 80000, b, BE) b)) Let Sy = (S5 1. S s, ST S

andbfz = (bz(.ll , b§12, e bz(.el, bl(g) As aresult, by Lemma 5 (||) or Lemma 6 (ii), we have
r?%x}Rss (k,0) — RSS(ko, d) — b Sy (In—1 — Hip0)Sibie| = op(1).

From Lemma 5 (i) or Lemma 6 (i) and Lemma 7, there exists a stoaktant) > 0 such that, with
probability tending to one,

)\mln{ I HZkZ Z€}>7]1+7])

and RS$(ky, d) < no?(1+n). Note thab b, > S0 {(a¥), )? EJZ)JF,%P} Therefore, [(AH)
follows.
In a similar manner, fgrd,) — 0 can be proved. The proof is completed.
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A.6 Proposition 2 and its proof

PROPOSITION 2Under Conditions 1’ and 2—4 in Section 3.1 of the originalals, pr(k = ko) —

1 asn,p — oo, providedk, < C'n/log(p V n).

Proof of Proposition 2. First, we can prove the conclusions of Lemma 5, 6 and 7 un@éeCtn-
ditions 1' and (2)—(4). For instance, in the proof of Lemmawn® bound||A! ||, in (AIQ) by
|AY]l.e < C6' under Condition 1’. Similarly, the inequalities (Al11) a@8l.12) in the proof of
Lemma 6 can be bounded in a similar way. Then, following trepof Theorem 1, we can prove
the consistency of Bayesian information criterion selektm the general setting, — oo.

A.7 Seven technical lemmas and their proofs

We first adopt the asymptotic theories using the functioeglethdent measure lof Wu_(2005). As-
sume thatz; is a stationary process of the formm = ¢(F;), whereg(-) is a measurable func-
tion andF; = (...,e_q,ep,...,e;) With independent and identically distributed random \alga
{e;;i=0,%£1,...}.\Wul (2005) defined the functional dependent measure in tefinew the out-
puts are affected by the inputs. To be specific, detielie = { £(|z|*)}"/? with ¢ > 1 for a random
variablez. The physical or functional dependent measure is defined as

Oig = llzi = 27 llg = ll9(F:) = 9(F)llg,

wherez; = g(F;) is the coupled process af, F = (...,e_y,¢5,...,¢;) With {e}, ey} being
independent and identically distributed. Intuitively, measures the dependencyzpbn e, while
keeping all other innovations unchanged.

Lemma 1. (Theorem 2 (ii) of Liu, Xiao and Wu_(2013)). L&t = n~Y23" 2, and©,,, =
Yoo 04 Assume that for eactr, ©,,, = O(m~*) witha > 1/2 — 1/g andg > 2. Then there
exist positive constants;, C; andC's which only depend og such that for allx > 0,

q
Cl @07(]”

pr(|5n| > 1’) < m

+ C3exp (02@5;1'2).

To prove the limit theory for the sub-exponential tail caseler Condition 4(ii), we shall use
Lemmas 2—4.

Lemma 2. Suppose thak is a random variable. TherE {exp(to|X|")} < oo for some) < v < 2

andt, > 0 if and only if

—1/v

lim sup ¢~ /°|| X]|, < oc.

q—00
Proof. Assume that = E{exp(to|X|")} < co. Then, for any; > 2,
BX") = q [ ot pr(|x] > )ds
0
< qu_lto_q/v/ 27" exp ( — x)dx = qu_ltaq/vf <Q> ,
0 v
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wherel(+) is the Gamma function. By Stirling’s formula,

lim [z + 1){ (2mz)/2 <§>$ }_1 —1,

T—00

we obtain that for all sufficiently large

1\ 4 q 1/v—=1/q "
10, < (Cor ) g0 (L 1) < gt

where(' is a constant depending @nv andt, only. This implies that

lim sup ¢~ *|| X, < oo.

q—0

Conversely, assume thktn sup,_,.. ¢~/*[| X||, < co. Then, there exists a positive constant
¢o > 0 such that|| X ||, < ¢oq'/” for all ¢ > 2. Note thatexp(z) = 1+ 3, (k!)"'z*. To prove
that E{exp(to|X|")} < oo for somet, > 0, we only need to show that there exist positive constants

to andky such that
Z toll X NIon
k!

k>ko
By Stirling’s formula, there exists a large intedggrsuch that forc > k£,

(k4 1) =k! > (nk)"/? G)k .

With suchk, andt, = (2¢4ve) ™!, we have

t§||X||5II§ (todpve) kk k
3o B <« 57 (ol < 5ok
K0

k>ko k>ko

O

Lemma 3. Suppose that X, ..., X, } are independent random variables ang, ., E{exp(to]| X;|*)} <
¢ for some positive constanis t, and¢ with0 < o < 1. Then there exist positive constagts> 0

(j = 1,...,4) which depend only on, t, and{ such that for any: > 0 and all n, the following
concentration inequality holds:

eri{Xi—E(Xi)})>3x} < Crexp (— i — )

Con + Cynz—agx

x2a

+C exp (— ) + nC exp (—Cyz®)(A.6)

anﬁ + Cgl'a
In particular, if « = 1, then
2

m) + Cln exXp (—041')

er Xn:{xi - E(Xi)}) > 31«} < Oy exp (-
i=1
foranyz > 0 andn.
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Proof. For the case ofr = 1, (A.6) can be proved by Bernstein’s inequality directly. [8ve we
consider the case 0f < o < 1 only. Let¢,; and¢,, be two constants with < &,,; < &,2, which
depend om and will be defined below. LeX;; :~X,-I(|)£,-| < 5n1)~,X,-2 :~X,-I(§n1~§ | Xi| < &n2)
andXig = XZI(|XZ| > §n2) ThenX,- =X — E(le) 4+ X0 — E(XZQ) + X3 — E(ng), and hence
n 3 n
prl| Yo = B(X)} > 32] < pr]| Yo (K~ B(Ra)}| > 2]
=1 k=1 =1
In the following, we will give an upper bound on each term safely.
Now consider the first term. Let* be a finite constant such thatp, ., £|X;|> < ¢°. Note that
|)?i1| <& andE)?f1 < o? for all i. By Bernstein’s inequality for bounded variables, we gat th

2

pr[‘ ; (Xa — E(Xa)}| > x] < 2exp ( ~ 53 +x2§n1$/3>' (A.7)

Let us handle the second term. To use Bernstein’s equaléypmy require an appropriate
control of moments. Using integration by parts, we obsena t

BE(|X32l7) < Q/

5n1

&n

2
whpr(| G| > u)du + &5, pr(|X| > &)
for ¢ > 2. For integely > 2,

§7L2 §7L2
q/ utpr(| X, > u)du < q(/ u? ! exp(—tou®)du
§n1 5n1

to€55/2

< qoz_IC(2t61)q/a/ u? "t exp(—2u)du
to&ny/2
t()£ﬁ2/2
< g0 (2t el ) exn(-2 M) [ el
tofgl 2

< gda'¢(t! }Lga)z exp(—2""t&0) (265" iga)q—%
Chooset,.; = {4t (1 — a)/(2 — @) logn}!/* andg,, = n'/*~=) v . Write ¢, = n*~*/C~) and
v = max(16¢a~'t;? ¢%). Then

En2 1 -
q / ut (X > w)du < Sl {1V a0 OE o (g vt T
fnl

We also have that?, pr(|.X;| > &) < &4 exp(—to€S) = &2, exp(—to&5 )&l 7. A simple manipu-
lation yields that there exists a positive inte@ér,, which depends only oa andt, such that

En1 < Enay &1 exp(—to€l) < da'(ty?, 2651605 > &, and 4logn < €2,

if n > N,4. Then, ifz < nl/C-2),
~ 1 _
B(1Xal?) < galv (26576,)"
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for ¢ > 2; otherwise,
~ 1 B
E(|Xz2|q) < 5(]!1/{1'2(1_04)57:2}(2t0—11,1—a)q 2
for ¢ > 2. By Bernstein’s inequality, we obtain that
2

pr[‘i{)zg—E()zg)}}>x} < 2€Xp<— x_ 1;)

2nv + 4ty 'ne

2«

X
42ex ( S ) A8
P 2unz—a 4+ 4t51x0‘ (A-8)

For the last term, we note that

[|Z{X13— X}l > o] © {sup|Xil > g U {sup[Xi| < 6o,

Z |E(XGI(|XG| > &n2))| > x}

1=1

Therefore, we have
o] (%o — BT} > ]

< pr{(sup [ Xi] > € ) + Pr|sup [ Xil < 0, D |B(XI(Xi] > €2)}| > a.

i=1

Note that{ = sup,.,, E{exp(to|X;|*)} < oo. We observe that
pr(sup | Xi| > &a) < (nexp ( - toé}‘fg) < (nexp ( - tox“>-

In a similar fashion, we obtain that

STIB{XI(X] > &)} < no {pr(|Xi] > &)}/ < n”loCexp (21ogn — 2 ot

1=1

As aresult, forr > o(n~!andn > N, ,,

pr[| Z{Xz?, - i3) | > x} < {nexp ( — twa)_ (A9)
Combing the three inequalitids (A.7)-(A.9), we concludatftiorz > o(n~" andn > N, ,
prl| o1 - B(x}| > 32] < e [ -
=1 2ny + 4talnﬂx
x2a
+2exp [ — _ L ncexp (—taa®) .
p( 2Vn2a+4t51$a) G exp (—toz®)
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If 2 < o¢n~'orn < N,,, we can always multiply a large positive constahon the right hand
side to make the inequality hold. The proof is completed. O

Lemma 4. Suppose thaf X, = (X, 1, X12)", Xy = (X531, X25)7, ...} are independent random
vectors andsup,..,, ;—; » E{exp(to| X; ;|**)} < ¢ for some positive constants ¢, and ¢ with 0 <

a < 1. Denote by,, a sequence that may dependmrand1 < [, < O(n°) with0 < e < 1. Then,
for eachm andm’ with m, m’ = 1,2, there exist positive constant§(j = 1, ..., 4) such that for
anyz > 0, the following concentration inequality holds:

er Z{Xi,mXHln,m’ - E<Xi,mXi+ln,m’)}‘ > 3(l, + 1)m]
i=1

2

- x2a
< ln+1C’exp<— — )—I-C In+1 exp(— —— )
( )& Con + Cyn2-ax A ) Con2-e + Cgz®
+C1(l, + Dnexp (—Cyx®).

Proof. Without loss of generality, we assume that/,, + 1) is a positive integer. Here we prove
the inequality form = 1 andm’ = 2 only. Similar techniques can be applied to other cases. Let
Yii = X(i—1)tn+1)+j1Xi+1)+j—1,2- Then, for eacly, {Y;;,i =1,...,n/(l, + 1)} are independent
with sup, ; E{exp(to]Y;i|*)} < ¢ < oo. With the help ofY;, Yoy {Xi71Xi+ln72 — E(X171X1+ln,2)}

can be re-expressed as

In+1n/(In+1)

Z {Xi1Xi1,2 — Xi1Xi, 2)} = Z Z {Y;i — E(Yy:)}.
=1 =
By Lemma 3, we obtain that there exist positive constéi;(g =1,...,4) such that

/(ln+1)

o] | Z B3] < Crow (-——L )

Cg’fl + Cg’le*a x

x2a
+ Cyexp (— — )
CQHQ*Q + Cgl'a
+ Cinexp (—Cyz®),

foreachj = 1,...,[, + 1. Note that

n/(ln+1)

‘ Z {Xi,le’+ln,2 - E<Xi,1Xi+ln,2>H < (ln + 1) sup Z {Y}z - E(YBZ)}‘

i<l

Therefore,
er Z {Xi71Xi+ln72 - E(Xi7lXi+ln72)}‘ > 3(ln + 1)x]
n/(ln+1)
<Goen) s pl] S (v BOW)| >3]
(1) s | 30 (%= B} > 3]
The lemma is proved. 0
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Lemmas 5, 6 and 7 below are based on the autoregressive mitdedrder 1 undeif|A;||> <
o < 1. Similar techniques can be applied to the general casesdef dr For j,k = 1,...,p,
deflneZ]k =nt' Y vk, andX;, = E(Z k). Fori=1,... p, leteg = (o, .. sm) and
X@) = (Yi1s-- -+ Yin—1)". We should note that Lemmas 5 and 6 have the same rate exre bsit
the actual rates are different, since they are under Comdid(i) and 4(ii), respectively.

Lemma 5. Suppose that Conditions (1)—(3) and 4(i) in Section 3.1 efathiginal article hold.

(i) For j,k =1,...,p, there exist positive constard§, C, andC; free of(j, k, n, p) such that

pr ()iﬂf - Ejk) > x) < % + Cyexp ( — C3na?®)

holds forz > 0; consequently, this leads to the following uniform coneeice rate:

Op{(n‘1 logp)l/z}-

sup
1<j,k<p

ij —

(i) For j,k =1,...,p, there exist positive constants, C, andCj; free of(j, k, n, p) such that
Cln
pr{\e(Tj)x(k)\ > x} < ﬁ + CQ exp ( — Cgl’z)
holds forz > 0; in particular, we have

sup_[ef x| = Op{ (nlogp)/?}.

1<5,k<p

Proof. Here we prove part (i) only. Part (ii) can be proved analogouset /i, = SUDjc,, ll€joll4 fOr
q > 2. To use the results of Lemma 1, we just need to bound the plydépendent measure of
Y;.tyr,: for eachj andk, denoted by; , ;. = [|v;.:9x: — v; ¥i.illo With 7, being the coupled process
of y;;. Denote the physical dependent measurg;eby 6, 5,; = ||y, — y}.ll24 With y7, being the
coupled process af; ;.

We will show (&)sup,<,, [|4;ill2g < Clizg; (0) sup,<, i2q; < Chog(i +1)d', whereC' is some
positive constant and depends only on the spectral notiy adither thary. Observe thally; ;yx; —
Yrikilla < Nysivni — v5 ymille + NW539ms — Ysave.ll, and hence

||yj,iykl yg Yk z||q < SUP ||y] 2||2q( i.2q.5 1 Vi2q, k)
i<p

If both bounds (a) and (b) are obtained, then,

o0

Opm.q = SUP 292 2qik < Cpdy Y (i +1)8" < Cp3 (1= 6)2(m+1)8™ = o(m™)

jk<p i—m

foranya > 1. Applying Lemma 1 we prove part (i).
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Let us turn to boundup; ., [|y;.ill2g. Let A be (aji);r<, With I > 1. Since Al is a banded
matrix with the bandwidthnin(2(k, + 1, p), we can bound A} ||, by

p
[ASlloe = max > layul < {min(2ko +1,p)}' 2| Alll> < C(2lho + 18,121, (A.10)
T k=1

which implies that|| A} ||.. < C(2ko + 1)(I + 1)8',1 > 0. Using the innovation representation
Y, = > oo Alers, we get

o] p &9 p
lyjillg < DI anjericillzg < DY lawjrlllenioillzg-
=0 k=1

=0 k=1

As a resultsup; <, [[yjill2g < C(2ko + 1pag 33501+ 1)8" = C(2ko + 1)(1 — 0) gy < oo
Similarly, we can boundup, ., 0; 5, ; above byC'(i + 1)4* with some positive constaidt since we
have a nice inequality

1950 — Yjill2g = || Zawk 5k0 €k 0)||2q < 2ptaq]| A} [l oo
k=1

The proof is complete. O

Lemma 6. Suppose that Conditions (1)—(3) and 4(ii) in Section 3.hefdriginal article hold. Then
we have

() sup (S — Sl = Op{(n M logp) 2} i) sup |ef x| = Or{ (nlogp)/2}.
1<j,k<p 1<j,k<p

Proof. Here we prove part (i) only. The proof of part (ii) can be ded\similarly.

Note thaty, = Ay, , + & and||A;][2 < 6 < 1. Let A be (a;i);r<p- FOr eachy, y;, =
S o L jmEm— cOnverges almost surely. Writg, = >°° | a; jmem— for 1 > 0. We
dividey;; into two termsy;; = Zfi"o N+ Z;ﬁNnH n;.i- Here we choos#/,, to be Ns log(n) with
N5 > (1+ a)a " (—1logd) . Hence,nijk can be expressed as

nijk = Z (Zmu%m) Z (Zﬁj,ltﬁk,l/t)
l

L= J=N,+1 \t=1
+Zn: Z <Z T30 7k l’t> + Z Z (Z 5,1tk l’t)
I=0 I'=Np,+1 \t=1 I=Np+11'=

= Sjk1+ Sjk2 + Sjks + Sjka,

andn <§jk — ij> =y {Sjk,m— E(Sjim) }- Letus handle the first terisi;, ; — £(S;y,1). Note
that if sup,,, ; E{exp(|togm[|**)} < oo,

= sup E{exp (folemm ")} < oo

U
m,l,m’ 1
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By Lemma 4, we obtain the following equality,

er Z {Em,t—lgm’,t—l’ - E(gm,t—lgm’,t—l’)}‘ > S(Zn + 1)xi|
t=1

2 2c
< (ln +1)Crexp (— S ) + Ci(ln + 1) exp (— — )
Con + Cynz-ax Con2—a 4 Cyx®

+C1(l, + Dnexp (—Cyx®)

for some positive constants;(j = 1,...,4), wherel,, = |l — I'|. Takingz = C(nlogp)'/? for
some large constadt > 0, we derive the following term

T = sup (I'+1)72(1+1)?

m,m/<p,l,I'<Np

Z {5m,t—l€m’,t—l’ - E(Em,t—lgm’,t—l’)}‘
t=1
with the convergence rate,{ (nlogp)'/?}. Observe that
‘ Z {njemme — E(nj,ltnk,l’t>}’ < C(2ko + 1)2(L+ 1)* (1" + 1)%6"7,, (A.11)
t=1

andy" % (1 + 1)33" < oo. Therefore,

Slllp Sk — E(Sjk,l)‘ < C(2ko + 1)2% = OP{(” 108;29)1/2}-
J:k<p
Consider the second term. Sine®,,, ; E{ exp(|toe,n|**)} < 00, Cpe = SUPpp v ||Emiem i . <
Cq"/* for anyq > 2. Now we bounc* Sik2 — ES;r2|| - To be specific,
q
n p
H Z {Uj,lmk,l't - E(ﬁj,ltﬁk,l/t)}“ < n Z |al,ijal,km’| Sup  |(|Em,iEm,l
t=1 q m,m/=1 m,m/ Ll q
< n(2ko + 121+ 1)1 + 1)6"¢, .. (A.12)
Hence,
Hsjk,z —E(Sp)| < Cng’t Y (14 1)+ 1) < O N2 gl
a LI'=Np+1

Write 7,5 = (nNEL(SZN")_l{SM — E(Sji2)}. It follows from Lemma 2 that there exists a constant
A > 0 such thatE'{ exp(A|n,2|*)} < oo. Consequently, for a large constafit> 0, we have that

pr{ sup |Sjk2 — E(Sjm)‘ > C(log n)2}

J.k<p

< O(1)p*exp { —tC* - n(logn)~**(log n)za} — 0,
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asn — oo, Which implies thatup, ;-

Sik2 — E(Sjk,Z)‘ = OP{(log”)2} = OP{(nlng)1/2}.
Similarly, we can prove thatip; <, |.Sjkm — E(Sjkm)‘ = op{(nlogp)'/?},m = 3,4.
Finally putting together the convergence rate resultsiferfour terms we conclude

ijk - ij) =Op{(n~" logp)l/z}-

sup
J,k<p

The proof is complete. O

Lemma 7. Suppose that Conditions (1)—(3) and 4(i) or 4(ii) in Sect®h of the original article
hold. Then, for each finite with k& > k,

RSSZ@ B 1‘ _ OP{(n—llogp)l/z},

1<i<p!  NOo;

asn — oo, whereRSS(k) is defined in (2.6) and? is the(i, 7)-th element of_...
Proof. Fork > ko, the term RSk) can be decomposed as
RSS(k) =e;e; —e; X; (XiTXi)_lXiTei = Ri1 — R,

wheree;) = (g2, . - . ein)t,andX; isa(n — 1) x 7;(k) matrix withx; 1 ; as itsj-th row. We will
show below that, under Assumptions (1)—(3) and 4(i) or A(ii)

= Op{(nlogp)'/*}; (b) sup | Riz = Op(logp).
1=p

2
Ril — no;

(@) sup
i<p

With results in (a) and (b), it follows that
b RSS(k) | < sup

2
no; i<p

R; _
—22 = Op{(n ! logp)l/z}.

R;
L 1‘ + sup

2
no; i<p

1<p

Suppose first that Condition 4(i) holds. Consider the t&m— no?. Lemma 1 shows that

sup |efe; — no?| = Op{(nlogp)1/2}.

1<p

Let us handle the tersup,, | R;»|. Define
An = {%Iglig )\min(n_lXiTXZ-) > Hl(l — T})}

with 0 < n < 1. It follows from Lemma 5(i) and Condition 3 th&(.4,,) — 1 asn — co. On the
eventA,, the termsup,, | R;»| can be bounded above iy, (1 —n))_lk;o SUp; p<p 1€l Xt |- BY
Lemma 5 (ii), we obtain thatup; <, lef; Xx)| = Op{(n log p)'/?}, which implies that (b) holds.

Suppose that Condition 4(ii) holds. Consider the teém — no?. By Lemma 3 and taking
r = C(nlog p)'/? with large constan’ > 0, we have that

sup |efe; — no?| = Op{(nlogp)'/*}.
i<p
Similarly, we can establish (b) from Lemma 6. The proof is ptete. 0J
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A.8 An additional Simulation Study

We conduct an additional Monte Carlo experiment to exantiegroposed methodology. We con-
sider a banded vector autoregressive model with the sanzele s- 2, where the last two observa-
tions are used to calculate the one-step and two-step alost&dgqmple prediction errors.

The data were generated from a vector autoregressive matthel/w= 1 and the banded coef-
ficient matrix A specified in scenario (1) in the paper. We set 200, p = 100, 200, ky = 2,
and each setting was repeatéd times. To mimic the real world with the true ordering unkngown
we considered three other orderings through random petioitd he first ordering was generated
through local permutation, where we partitioned the coneps ofy, into [p/5] groups with each
group containing 5 components. We then performed a randomytation within each group. The
other two orderings were generated through permutating/itée components aj; together. Also
included in the comparison is the sparse autoregressiveldetermined by lasso. Takile 7 below
reports simulation results of Bayesian information criteiscores and prediction errors. It indicates
that the model with the true ordering offers the best postpda prediction, followed by the model
with the local permutation only, and then the lasso-basedemavhile the two models with arbitrary
permutations perform the worst.
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Table 7: Average Bayeysian information criterion valuesineated bandwidth parameter and one-
step-ahead and two-step-ahead post-sample predictors esrerl 00 replications, with their corre-

sponding standard errors in parentheses.

Ordering |

BIC

| Bandwidth| One-step aheafi Two-step ahead

Case 1n = 200, p = 100

True ordering 546(3.5) | 1.78(0.52)| 0.787(0.06) 0.837(0.07)
Local permutation | 549(5.6) | 2.14(0.83)| 0.788(0.06) 0.837(0.07)
Random permutation 546(11) | 0.71(0.90)| 0.828(0.07) 0.848(0.08)
Random permutation 547(13) | 0.70(1.06)| 0.827(0.06) 0.848(0.08)
Lasso - - 0.823(0.06) 0.846(0.08)
Case 2:n = 200,p = 200
True ordering 1093(4.8)| 1.87(0.36)| 0.786(0.04) 0.830(0.05)
Local permutation | 1102(10)| 2.39(0.75)| 0.787(0.04) 0.829(0.05)
Random permutation 1098(22) | 0.89(0.80)| 0.829(0.05) 0.839(0.05)
Random permutation 1096(20) | 0.78(0.70)| 0.831(0.05) 0.838(0.05)
Lasso - - 0.827(0.05) 0.838(0.05)
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