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Abstract We consider a multivariable functional errors-in-varebinodelA X ~ B, where
the data matricest and B are observed with errors, and a matrix paraméfeis to be es-
timated. A goodness-of-fit test is constructed based onata least squares estimator. The
proposed test is asymptotically chi-squared under nulbthgsis. The power of the test under
local alternatives is discussed.
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1 Introduction

We study an overdetermined system of linear equatibkis~ B, which often occurs
in the problems of dynamical system identificatidd][ If matrices A and B are
observed with additive uncorrelated errors of equal sizen the total least squares
(TLS) method is used to solve the systet][

In papers3, 7, 9], under various conditions, the consistency of the TL Seesttdr
X is proven as the numben of rows in the matrixA is increasing, assuming that
the true valued® of the input matrix is nonrandom. The asymptotic normalityhe
estimator is studied i3] and [6].
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The modelAX ~ B with random measurement errors corresponds to the vector
linear errors-in-variables model (EIVM). I12], a goodness-of-fit test is constructed
for a polynomial EIVM with nonrandom latent variable (i.m the functionalcase);
the test can be also used in tsteuctural case, where the latent variable is random
with unknown probability distribution. A more powerful tas the polynomial EIVM
is elaborated in4].

In the paper %], a goodness-of-fit test is constructed for the functionable
AX =~ B, assuming that the error matricdsand B are independent and the covari-
ance structure afl is known. In the present paper, we construct a goodnesstesfi
in a more common situation, where the total covariance straof the matricest
and B is known up to a scalar factor. A test statistic is based orTtt® estimator
X. Under the null hypothesis, the asymptotic behavior of g% statistic is studied
based on results 06] and, under local alternatives, based 6h [

The present paper is organized as follows. In SeQjome describe the observa-
tion model, introduce the TLS estimator, and formulate kn@esults on the strong
consistency and asymptotic normality of the estimatorhinrnext section, we con-
struct the goodness-of-fit test and show that the proposedtiistic has an asymp-
totic chi-squared distribution with the corresponding t@mof degrees of freedom.
The power of the test with respect to the local alternatigesudied in Sectiod, and
Section5 concludes. The proofs are given in Appendix.

. . B 3 . .
We use the following notation|C|| = />, . ci; is the Frobenius norm of a

matrix C' = (c;;), andl, is the unit matrix of size. The symboE denotes the ex-
pectation and acts as an operator on the total product oftitjgapandcov means
the covariance matrix of a random vector. The upper indedenotes transposi-
tion. In the paper, all the vectors are column ones. The bansaveraging over
i=1,...,m, forexamplega := m=1 37" a;, ab” := m~1>" a;b. Conver-

gence with probability one, in probability, and in distrilmn are denoted agi, —P>,

and—d>, respectively. A sequence of random matrices that congeogeero in proba-
bility is denoted a®,(1), and a sequence of stochastically bounded random matrices

is denoted a6, (1). The notatiore 4 £1 means that random variablesndes; have
the same probability distribution. Positive constants ¢ttenot depend on the sample
sizem are denoted asonst, so that equalities lik& - const = const are possible.

2 Observation model and total least squares estimator

2.1 The TLS problem
Consider the observation model
A°X0 = BY, A=A+ A, B =B"+ B, (2.1)

whereA? € R™*", X0 € R"*?, andB" € R™*?. The matricesA and B contain
the data,A° and B® are unknown nonrandom matrices, afdB are the matrices of
random errors.
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We can rewrite model2(1) in an implicit way. Introduce three matrices of size
m X (n+ d):

c’:=[4" B°], C:=[AB], C:=[AB). (2.2)
Then
- X0
c=Cc’+c, { ] =0.

LetAT =[a;...am], B" = [b1...by], and we use similar notation for the rows
of the matrice<”, A%, B, A, B, andC'. Rewrite model2.1) as a multivariate linear
one:

X0Ta? =9, (2.3)

Throughout the paper, the following assumption holds abthé errors
¢ =ldi" b "

(i) The vectors’;, i > 1, are i.i.d. with zero mean, and, moreover,
cov(éy) = 01,44, (2.5)
with unknowno > 0.

Thus, the total error covariance structure is assumed tobe/ik up to a scalar
factoro?, and the errors are uncorrelated with equal variances.

For model @.1), the TLS problem lies in searching such disturbantes and
AB that minimize the sum of squared corrections

i AA|* + |AB|? 2.6
e (IAAI 4 1AB?), 26)

provided that
(A—AA)X =B - AB. (2.7)

2.2 The TLS estimator and its consistency

It can happen that for certain random realization, the ogétion problem2.6)—(2.7)
has no solution. In the latter case, we Zet= co.

Definition 1. The TLS estimato of the matrix parameteX © in the model 2.1) is

a Borel-measurable function of the observed matritesid B such that its values lie
in R**4 U {co} and it provides a solution to probler®.6)—(2.7) in case there exists
a solution, and{ = oo otherwise.

We need the following conditions to provide the consistesfdye estimator:
(i) Efé* < oc.

(i) L AT A" — V, asm — oo, whereV, is a nonsingular matrix.
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The next result on the strong consistency of the estimattmwe, for example,
from Theorem 4.3 in9].

Theorem 2. Assume conditiongi)—(iii). Then, with probability one, for all
m > mo(w), the TLS estimatoX is finite, and, moreoveX 2 X0 asm — oo.
Define the loss functio®(X) as follows:

gla,b;X) == (aTX =bT) I+ XTX) " (XTa—b), (2.8)
Q(X) := zm: qa;,b;; X), X e R4, (2.9)
=1

Itis known that the TLS estimator minimizes the loss funei{{@.9); see formula (24)

in[7].
Introduce the following unbiased estimating function tethto the elementary
loss function 2.8):

s(a,b;X)=ala’ X =b") = X(Ig+ X X) (X Ta—b)(a" X —b"). (2.10)

Lemma 3. Assume conditiong(i)(iii). Then, with probability one, for all
m > mp(w), the TLS estimatoX is a solution to the equation

> s(aib; X) =0, X e R™
=1

In view of Theoren®, the statement of Lemmafollows from Corollary 4(a) in

[6l.

2.3 Asymptotic normality of the estimator

We need further restrictions on the model. Recall that tlgsrented errors; were
introduced in Sectior2.2, and the vectora!, b;, and so on are those from model
(2.3—-(2.4).

(iv) E||é1]]*+2° < oo for somed > 0;

v) Foré from condition {v), —5~5 7", ||a?||*t? — 0 asm — co.
mito/ =1 7
Denote by&%”) the pth coordinate of the vectay.

(vi) Forallp,q,r = 1,...,n+ d, we haveE &P &9 =

Under assumptions)(and v), condition {i) holds, for example, in two cases:
(a) when the random vectéy is symmetrically distributed, or (b) when the compo-
nents of the vecto#; are independent and, moreover, foreach 1,...,n + d, the
asymmetry coefficient of the random variabi@ equals 0.
Introduce the following random element in the space of ctitbes of five matri-
ces:
W, = (aoaT a9 @ T — UQIn,dilN)iT,lN)il;;r — O'QId). (2.12)

117117
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The next statement on the asymptotic normality of the estinfallows from the
proof of Theorem 8(b) inq], where, instead of conditiorvi), there was a stronger
assumption that; is symmetrically distributed, but the proof of Theorem 8(b)6]
still works under the weaker conditioni].

Theorem 4. Assume condition@) and (iii }—(vi). Then:

1 & d
(a) — Wi—>F=(F1,...,F5) as m — 0o, (212)
wherel” is a Gaussian centered random element with matrix compenent
b) V(X —Xx% S Vir(X0) asm— oo, (2.13)

F(X) =X -1+ 13X -1}y

~ XL+ XTX) (XTX - X0 — Iy X +T3),
(2.14)

whereV4 is from condition(iii), and’; is from condition(2.12).

Remark 5. Under the assumptions of Theordnthe components of random element
(2.11) are uncorrelated, and therefore, the components of thie dilement” are
uncorrelated as well.

Let f € R™*!. Under the conditions of Theore the convergence2(13 im-
plies that

V(X = xS N(0,5(x°, f)), (2.15)
S(XO f) =EI (Xo)Vi ' ff TV T(Xo). (2.16)

Let a consistent estimatgi = f,, of the vectorf be given. We want to con-
struct a consistent estimator of matrix 16). The matrixS(X?, f) is expressed, for
example, via the fourth moments of err@gs and those moments cannot be consis-
tently estimated without additional assumptions on thergerobability distribution.
Therefore, an explicit expression for the latter matrixslaet help to construct the
desirable estimator. Nevertheless, we can construct simgdike the sandwich esti-
mator [L, pp. 368—369].

The next statement on the consistency of the nuisance pteaagtimators fol-
lows from the proof of Lemma 10 irf]. Recall that the bar means averaging over the
observations; see Sectidn

Lemma 6. Assume the conditions of TheordnDefine the estimators:

1 - N o A oA —
52 = atr[(bbT —2XTabT + X TaaTX)(Ia+ X ' X) 1], (2.17)
Va=aa' —6%1,. (2.18)
Then .
2552 By, (2.19)

The next asymptotic expansion of the TLS estimator is prteskin [6], formulas
(4.10) and (4.11).
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Lemma 7. Under the conditions of Theorefnwe have:
vm(X - X% =-v;*t. L i s(ai, bi; X°) + op(1). (2.20)
4 \/m =1 o 3
In view of Lemma?, introduce the sandwich estimatﬁ(f) of the matrix @.16):
- iz (aibis X) Vi PV s(anbis %), (2:20)
m

where the estimatdr,, is given in @.18.

Theorem 8. Let f € R™*!, and letf be a consistent estimator of this vector. Under
the conditions of Theored the statisticS(f) is a consistent estimator of the matrix

S(XO, f), thatis,S(f) & S(XO, f).
Appendix contains the proof of this theorem and of all furtstatements.
3 Construction of goodness-of-fit test
For the observation modeR (@), we test the following hypotheses concerning the
responsé and the latent variable’:
H, There exists such a matriX € R™*? that
E(b—X"a’) =0, and 3.1)
H; For each matrixX € R"*¢,
E(b— X "a®) is not identically zero. (3.2)
In fact, the null hypothesis means that the observation in@dd&)—(1.4) holds.

Based on observations, b;, ¢ = 1,...,m, we want to construct a test statistic to
check this hypothesis. Let

T = % > (bi—XTai) =b—XTa. (3.3)

i=1

Lemma 9. Under the conditions of Theorefn
JmT? = Z (b — X°Ta;) — vm (X — X°) a0 + 0, (1). (3.4)
i:l
We need the following stabilization condition on the lateatiable:

R .
(vii) — E ad = p1q @sm — oo With i, € R™*1,
m
=1
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Lemma 10. Assume condition@) and (iii )<(vii). Then
VmTh, % N(0, 2r),
2r=0(1—-2p) Vi'pa) (Ia + XOTXO) + S(X° 1a). (3.5)
Lemma 11. Assume the conditions of Lemi@ Then:

(a) A strong consistent estimator of the vectgrfrom condition(vii) is given by

the statistic
1 m
“m Z:

(b) A consistent estimator of matr{8.5) is given by the matrix statistic
Sr =671 240 Vitia) (o + X TX) + S(a), (3.6)
wheres? and V4 are presented ii2.17) and (2.19), respectively, an@(ﬂa) is
matrix (2.21) with f = [i,.

To ensure the nonsingularity of the mattix-, we impose a final restriction on
the observation model:

(viii) There exists a finite matrix limit

Sy := lim 1 Z(a? — ua) (ag-J — ,ua)—r,

m—o0 M, 4
i=1

and, moreover, the matri%, is nonsingular.
Remark 12. Assume conditions/i) and iii ). Then

1
A0 40 Z aad" — Vi =S, + paps asm — oo,
m

andV,4 is nonsingular as a sum of positive definite and positive defiriite matrices.
Thus, conditioni(i) is a consequence of assumptionis)(and iii).

Lemma 13. Assume condition) and (iv)—(viii ). Then:
(a) Matrix (3.5) is positive definite.

(b) With probability tending to one as& — oo, the symmetric matrix'r is posi-
tive definite as well.

Form > 1 andw from the underlying probability spade such that’r is positive
definite, we define the test statistic

T2 =m- || S P10 (3.7)

Lemmasl0and11(b) imply the following convergence of the test statistic.
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Theorem 14. Assume condition§) and (iv)—(viii). Then under hypothesid,
T2 < X3 asm — oo.
Given a confidence level, 0 < a < 1/2, let x%, be the uppen-quantile of the

X% probability law, that isP{x% > x2%,} = a. Based on Theoreri¥, we construct
the following goodness-of-fit test with the asymptotic cdefice probability — «:

If T2 < x?2,, then we accept the null hypothesis,
andif T2 > x2, then we reject the null hypothesis.

4 Power of the test

Consider a sequence of models

0 -
H17m2 bi:XTCLZQ—Fg(aZ) —|—b1, ai:a?—i-di, Z:L,m (41)

Jm

Hereg : R* — R% is a given nonlinear perturbation of the linear regressiomefion.
For arbitrary functionf (a®), denote the limit of averages

M(f(ao))z lim f(a®),

m— 00

provided that the limit exists and is finite.
In order to study the behavior of the test statistic undealladternatived; ,,,
we impose two restrictions on the perturbation funcgon

(ix) There existM (g(a®)) andM (g(a®)a’").
) Tg@T? = o(m) asm — co.

Under local alternativesbl, ,,, we ensure the weak consistency and asymptotic
normality of the TLS estimatak .

Lemma 15. Assume condition8) and (iv)—(x). Under local alternative$i; ,,,, we
have:

(@) X 5 x0 52 8 52,
(0) vm(X — X0 S Vv IN(X0) + V' M(a%gT (a°)) asm — oo,

wherel'(X) is defined in(2.11), (2.12), and(2.14).

Lemma 16. Assume the conditions of Lemri& Then under local alternatives
Hi o, we have:

(@) vmT? % N(Cr, Zr),
where X1 is given by(3.5), and
Cr:= M(g(ao)) - M(g(ao)aOT)Vglua. 4.2)

(b) The estimato.; given in(3.6) tends in probability to the asymptotic covari-
ance matrixXr.
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Now, we define the noncentral chi-squared distributi@r) with d degrees of
freedom and the noncentrality parameter

Definition 17. Ford > 1 and7 > 0, let x2(7) 4 ||N(re,1,)||2, wheree € R¢,

lel = 1, or, equivalently,x?(r) 4y + 1)+ >4, 42, where{v;} are i.i.d.
standard normal random variables.

Lemmal6implies directly the following convergence.

Theorem 18. Assume conditior(§) and(iv)—(x). Then under local alternatives; ,,,
we have:
125330, =12 o), (4.3)

whereC'r is given in(4.2).

Theoreml8 makes it possible to find the asymptotic power of the test ulndal
alternatived; ,,,. It is evident that the asymptotic power is an increasingfiom of

7 = | £7"/2Cy]|. In other words, the larger, the more powerful the test.

5 Conclusion

We constructed a goodness-of-fit test for a multivariatedmerrors-in-variables
model, provided that the errors are uncorrelated with efqudinown) variances and
vanishing third moments. The latter moment assumption sik@ssible to estimate
consistently the asymptotic covariance matftix of the statisticZ’? and construct the
test statisticZ’2, which has the asymptotig? distribution under the null hypothesis.
The local alternativesl, ,, are presented, under which the test statistic has the non-
centraly?(7) asymptotic distribution. The larget, the larger the asymptotic power
of the test.

In future, we will try to construct, like ing], a more powerful test using within a
test statistic the exponential weight function

wx(a) = e Ae R

To this end, it is necessary to require the independencertiesé; anda; and also
the existence of exponential moments of the erégrd his is the price for a greater
power of the test.

Appendix

Lemma 19. Letr > 1 be a fixed real number, ar{dy;, } be ani.i.d. sequence with zero
mean and finite mome#t|n;|". Assume also that a sequenieg, } of real numbers
satisfies

1 m
—T2|dk|r —0 asm — oc.
Lt
Then

_ 1 &
= — S dimi > 0. (5.1)
k=1
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Proof. Without of loss generality, we may and do assume thatr < 2. It suffices
to check that the following three conditions from Theorerm 8, Chap. VI] hold,
which provide a criterion for the convergenéel):

S ~ Eldemk|”  Elm|"
a P{|d < = dr|” — 0 as ;
(),;1 {l kﬁk|>m}_k§:1: e p— 1;1' k|" — 0asm — oo

m 1 m
®) — Z (drmel(jdrne] <m)) < —5 5 Y E(@iniI(|dink| < m))
k=1 k=1

1 & . Emn &
< = Eld "= di|" — 0as ;
_mz:: |drmk|" - o I;Mcl — m — o0
1 « 1 —
©em = — Z (drnel(ldini] <m)) = —— Z: (denwI(|drnr| = m)),
1 & 1 _Eml" -
ml < — E|d " —0as
el < o S Eldinl” mgw m — oo.
By the mentloned theorem frorﬁ][the presented bounds imply the desired con-
vergence. o

The next statement is a version of the Lyapunov CLT.

Lemma 20. Let{z;} be a sequence of independent centered random vect@®2 in
with cov(z) = L 3" cov(z;) — S asm — oo. Assume also that, for some
0>0,

1

W Z E ||Zi||2+6 < const. (52)

=1

Then
1 & d
— i — N(0,9).
m;z%( )

Proof of Theorem8. (a) We have:

S(f) :—Z (aibis XO) VI F TV s(a, bis XO)
= (S(f) ~ES(f)) +ES(). (5.3)

In the proof of Theorem 8(a) ing], the following expansion of the estimating
function is used:

s(ai,bi; X0) = Wi X0 — Wig + Wig X0 — Wiy — XO(Is + X°TX0) ™' (5.4)
X (XOTWis X — XOT Wiy — Wi X° + Wis), (5.5)
wherelV;; are the components of the matrix collectianl(l).

We show that the term in parentheses on the right-hand sigie3tends to zero
in probability. Taking into account expansidn), we write down one of summands
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of the expressios( f):
1 m
Ly =—Y X% 4ad0"Zdla] X°, z.=vlffivl. 5.6
— 2 XTaa}" Zalal X°, TV, (5.6)

Let us explain why
L —ELn, 2 0. (5.7)
It suffices to consider the matrix

= — Zaz OTZaoaT.
Up to a constant, its entries contain summands of the form

1 O -
o Z dgj)a?(p)a?@@g )
mi3

Applying Lemmal9to the expression

1 — ;
Ezal(p) O(q)( (4) ~ (T) Ea§-7)a§”), (5.8)
i=1

we haveE (al”a")? < E|ja||* < oo, and fors from condition ¢), we have:
1 0(p) _0(q)[1+6/2 1 - 011246
Z}aipai 9] < m—1+5/2z||aiH —~ 0 asm — oo.

1+6/2
m i=1 i=1

Thus, by Lemmad 9 expression§.8) tends to zero in probability. Then
L —ELy 20,

whence we gets.7).
In a similar way, other summands 6f /) can be studied, and therefore,

S(f)—ES(f) S0
Next, we verify directly the convergence

ES(f) — S(X% f) =ErT(XO)Vi ' f VD (X)) asm — .

Therefore S(f) & S(X°, f).
_ (b) Without any problem, in view of Theoregnand the consistency of estimators
V4 andf, the following convergences can be shown:

S(F) =5 B0, 5 %zj (1033 %) - Z - (s, bis %)

S(f) = S(f) S o.
HereZ is the matrix from relations3(.6).

The desired convergence follows from the convergencebledtad in parts (a)
and (b) of the proof. O
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Proof of Lemma 9. For model 2.3)—(2.4), we have:

N % SO0+ b — X Ta? — X7a0) (5.9)
i=1
= %Z(i)i—){m—di) —\/E(X—XO)TF—F rest, (5.10)
i=1
whererest = —(X - XO)T . % Zdi =0p(1) - Op(1) = 0,(1). O
i=1

Proof of Lemma 10. By Theoremé(b),
vm(X - X°) = 0,(1).
Therefore, expansior8(4) and condition gii) imply that

VmTy, = LZm:(?n—XOTdi) + V(X = X°) o + 0,(1). (5.11)
=1

m

Next, by expansion.20) we get:

VT, = (bi — X°Ta; + s (s, bi; XO) Vi ' ia) +0p(1).  (5.12)

1
7 2

The random vectors
zi =0 — XOTa; + 57 (i, b XO)Vitua (5.13)

satisfy condition %.2) with the numbe® from assumptionsi() and {). Let us find
the variance—covariance matti of vector 6.13. We have

5 =cov(b; — X°Ta;) + cov (s (ai bi; X°) Vitpe) + M+ M. (5.14)
Here (see4.11) and 6.5))
M :=Es" (ai,bi; X°) Vit pa (b — @ X°)
= E(XOTELia?T - lN)ia?T) Vglua (l;ZT - Nl-TXO);
M=-X""(Ea;ad "V pea ) X0 — Ebiad Vit pab  (5.15)
=—a) Vit pao® (o + X0TX%) =M T; (5.16)
cov(b; — X°Ta;) = o* (1o + X°TX9);
COV(ST(ai,bi;XO) VA_lua) —Es' (ai,bi;Xo) -4 - s(ai,bi;Xo).
Then

1
Y= lim —(21 —l——f—Em)
m—oo M

=02 (Ia+ XTX%) + (X, o) — 21q Vi 'pa0® (I + X°TX0),
and this coincides with the right-hand side of equali&y).
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Finally, the desired convergence follows from expanstof©?) by Lemma20and
Slutsky’s lemma. O

Proof of Lemma 11. The convergencg, = 1o IS established by SLLN. The con-
vergence

ey y
follows from TheorensB (the role of f andfjs played byu, andji,, respectively)
and the consistency of estimat@ry, ji,, andVy. O

Proof of Lemma 13. (a) Hereafter, for symmetric matricesand B, notationA >
B (A > B) means that the matrid — B is positive semidefinite (positive definite).

Condition i) ensures the independence of the matrix compongrtsrelation
(2.12. Therefore,

S(Xo,ua) > cov((XOTdi - I;Z) uaTVA_lua) =g (uaTVA_lua)g(Id + XOTXO).

From equality 8.5) we have

r >0 (1= pd Vitpa) La. (5.17)
By condition iii), V4 > pap, . In the caser, = 0, we get¥r > oI5 > 0, and in
the caseu, # 0, we putz = V' 1, and obtain:
_ 2 _ 2
2 WVaz =g Vitia > (e 2)” = (o Vitta)
thus,1 > p! Vi, , and inequality §.17) implies X7 > 0.

Statement (b) follows from statement (a) and Lentigo). O
Proof of Lemma 15. (@) The local alternativel(1) is corresponding to the perturba-
tion matrix .

g9 (a})
G° .= :
9" (ap,)

Model (4.1) can be rewritten as a perturbed modelyj,

A'XY = BY, A=A+ A, Brer .= B0 + LGO+J§, (5.18)
vm
or as a perturbed mode?.Q),
C*=[A° B°], C=[AB], CP :=[AB], (5.19)
0
co. {X —0. (5.20)
—1

Introduce the symmetric matrix
N =C"TC% + Apin (A°TA°) L, 14
Due to conditionifi ), asm — oo,

N =mN°+o(m), N°>0. (5.21)
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Consider two matrices of size + d) x (n + d):

My = N~Y200T (Cver — V)N 12, (5.22)
My = N~V2((CPr — %) T (CPr = C°) — o®mIua) N2 (5.23)
In view of the proof of Theorem 4.1 ir9], for the convergence
x5 xo (5.24)
it suffices to show that, asa — oo,
M 5o, M Do, (5.25)
or taking into accounty.21), that
M| = %COTC + %COT : LmGO 5o, (5.26)

My = %((c + % [0 GO]>T (é + \/% [0 GO]> - UZIM) S0 (5.27)

We study the most interesting summands, those that co@ta{the convergence
of other summands was shown in the proof of Theorem 4.2]jn\Ve have

1 AOTGO
M{I 3/2 COTGO m3/2 |:X0TA0T00:| )
and due to conditionX), asm — oo,
AOTGO _ = 0. T 0\ _ O(]‘) M/I 5 28
m3/2 = 32 > alg"(af) = 12 0 1 =0 (5.28)
i=1
Next, by condition ),
1 1 &
MY = WGOTGO = ;g(a?)gT (a), (5.29)
vz < <253 g(@)[* 0 asm > ox. (5.30)
Finally,
MY = 3/2 cTal = 3/2 Z cig ' (5.31)
E (M| < ngt2||g(a?)||2—>0 asm 00, MY B0, (5.32)

We established the convergence in probability for the suntteérom 6.26) and
(5.27) that contain the perturbatio®. Therefore, .26 and 6.27) are satisfied,
relation 6.25 is satisfied as well, and the results 6f imply convergence.24).
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The consistency of the estimatéf under local alternativeld; ,,, is established
by formula .17) and boils down to the consistency®f under the null hypothesis:
the consistency ok has been proven already, and, moreover,

S 1 1 T g
perhper, T — . N 0 . - 0 = — T
b b m;<bz+ \/mg(az)) (bz+ \/ﬁg(az)> m ;bzbz +0P(1)
(5.33)
abrer: T = abT + opy(1). (5.34)

(b) After we established the consistency’6funder alternativesl 1,m. we find an
expansion similar to2.20):

vm(X - X% =-v ! \/_ Z s(as, b XO) + 0p(1) (5.35)

— — 1 o er
:—VAlﬁ;S(ai,bi;Xo)—VAlﬁ;Sip +Op(1)
(5.36)

Conditions {x) and &) ensure that, for perturbation$”" of the estimating function,
we have (the main contribution t§°" is made by a linear summané’ from (2.10):

1 - er
ﬁ;sf = Za 9) + op(1). (5.37)
Lemma?, Theorerm4, and formulae'!q.36) and 6.37) imply the desired conver-
gence of the normalized TLS estimator. O

Proof of Lemma 16. (a) Under the local alternatives, we have:
VT, . = VM k, + M (g(a%)) = V(X lu, ,, — Xlug) " tta + 0p(1).
ExpansionsZ.20), (5.36), and 6.37) imply that
V(X = Xlny) 3 Vit - M(a% (a°)).
Then, by Lemmd.0and Slutsky’s lemma,
VThu,, < N(Cr, ), (5.38)
Cr=M(g(a®)) — M(g(a®)a"") - Vit pa . (5.39)

(b) Under the local alternatives, the estimat®?s/i,, V.4, andX are still consis-
tent. Moreover,

= %ZST CL“ 7 Tv ) VA /Laﬂa VA (ai,bfeT;X) (540)
=1

converges in probability t&(X°, u,) because expressiob.¢0 does not involve
terms linear irb?*", and the perturbation of the vectérsdoes not modify the asymp-
totic behavior otS‘(Ma) in transition fromH to the local alternatives.

Thus, estimator3.6) does converge in probability to matri.g). O
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