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Abstract

During the last two decades, locally stationary processes have been widely studied in the
time series literature. In this paper we consider the locally-stationary vector-auto-regression
model of order one, or LS-VAR(1), and estimate its parameters by weighted least squares.
The LS-VAR(1) we consider allows for a smoothly time-varying non-diagonal VAR matrix, as
well as for a smoothly time-varying non-zero mean. The weighting scheme is based on kernel
smoothers. The time-varying mean and the time-varying VAR matrix are estimated jointly, and
the definition of the local-linear weighting matrix is provided in closed-from. The quality of the

estimated curves is illustrated through simulation results.
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1 Introduction

In this paper we consider r-dimensional multivariate data X7 (1), ... X7 (¢) generated by a locally stationary
process, and our goal is to fit to the data a parametric model with time-varying coefficients. The notation
X7 (t) emphasizes that the data is a triangular array where at each ¢, the structure of the process depends
on the sample size T

To introduce the problem, consider the following uni-variate zero-mean autoregressive model of order p,
P
> a;(F)Xr(t = j) = o(F)e(t), (1)
j=0

or AR(p), where the coefficients a;(u) are differentiable for u € (0,1) with bounded derivatives.

In terms of modeling, local stationarity means that if the parameters a;(u) are smooth in rescaled time
u and T is large, then a;(%) = a;(%) for all s in a neightbour of ¢. For estimation, rescaling in time allows
to apply non-parametric methods to recover the unknown curves. In the frequency domain, the importance
of rescaling time ¢ by the sample size T' and developing the analysis in rescaled time u € (0,1) relies upon
the uniqueness of the transfer function. [Dahlhaus| (1996) introduced the spectral representation of a locally

stationary process

Xr() = [ " exp(iAt) A (£, )€ (V).

—T
where £()) is a stochastic process with orthogonal increments, and where the sequence A%.(¢, \) converges

(uniformly in ¢t and A, as T diverges) to another function A(u, \):

T

sup | A7 (8, A) — A(£, M| = O().
t,A

If A is smooth in w, then the time-varying spectral density f(u, \) = |A(%, A)|? is uniquely determined from
the triangular array.

The dichotomy between AY. and A is particularly relevant in the case of AR processes. To see this,
consider the simple case where p = 1 and and o(u) = 1. In the stationary case where the coefficient a is

time-invariant, the process in can be written as

)
= Z "/’;ﬁt—k
k=0

with ¢, = a*. By contrast, the locally stationary process Xr(t) = a(4)Xr(t — 1) + &(t) does not have a

solution of the form

Zd)k u)es—k,

but only of the form X (¢ Z¢Tk €1—k, with suptz [t () =, (B)] = O(F).
k=0 kez
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The seminal papers on local stationarity (Dahlhaus, (1996, |1997)) provide details on the mathematics in
the frequency domain. For an overview on multivariate locally stationary processes, see |Dahlhaus (2012,
Section 7.2).

Without loss of generality, assume that o(u) is known and time-invariant, that is, o(u) = o. Suppose that
the vector of interest a(u) = [a;(u),...,a,(u)]" depends on a finite dimensional parameter. For example, if

the coefficients are polynomials in time

K
aj(u) = Opfr(u), 1<k<K, 1<j<p, o)
k=1

with  fx(u) = kL, 1<k<K,

estimating the time-varying vector a(u) at u € (0,1) translates into estimating the time-invariant vector
6= [0;,...,0;]1 where 0; = [0;1,...,0;k]", with 1 < j <p.

The specification in approximates the coefficients vector a(u) by global polynomials. [Dahlhaus| (1997,
Section 4) obtained an explicit formula for the vector 8 as the solution of a linear system similar to the Yule-
Walker equations. In the univariate setting, Dahlhaus| (1996) estimates the time-varying parameters a(u)
by kernel smoothers, that is, using a local-constant approximation. In the multivariate settings, [Dahlhaus
(2000, p. 1776) mentions the possibility of estimating the unknown parameters 6(u) by minimazing of a
local-polynomial approximation of the local likelihood.

Zhou and Wu| (2010) consider univariate linear models of the form Y (t) = X " 3(t) + (t), where both
X and € are asumed to be locally stationary, and estimate their time-varying vector of coefficients 3(t) by
means of local polynomials.

The contribution of this paper is threefold. In terms of modeling, we consider a multivariate version of
model and estimate the time varying parameters in time domain. Our main contribution is the closed-
form definition of the local-linear estimator of the parameters. Finally, we emphasize that the estimation of
time-varying mean and time-varying AR matrix is performed jointly.

In Section [2] we derive the localized Yule-Walker equations for a locally-stationary zero-mean VAR
process. In Section [3] we consider a locally-stationary VAR with time-varying mean. First, we derive the
local-constant weighted-least-squares estimator, see Proposition Then in Theorem |[1| we establish our
main result, the closed form definition of the local-linear weighted-least-squares estimator. In Section [4]
we illustrate and compare the performance of the two weighted-least-squares estimators (local-constant and
local-linear). Section [5 concludes and highlights the extension of our approach to the high-dimensional
(r > T) setting.

Through the paper we use bold uppercase letters to denote matrices, and bold slanted to denote vectors.
We denote by I, the identity matrix of size m, by 1,, the m x 1 vector of ones, by tr{A} the trace of A,
by AT the transpose of A, by ||A|| the Frobenius norm ||A|| = [tr{ATA}]"/?, and by A~ the inverse of A,
that is, the square matrix such that A=A = AA~! = I. Finally, we use the acronyms VAR and WLS for

vector auto-regression and weighted least squares, respectively.
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2 Locally Stationary Vector Auto Regression

Consider the following r-dimensional Locally Stationary Vector Auto Regression of order 1

Xt:A( )Xt 1+€ta tzlv"'7T7 (3)

rx1 rXr rx1

with Xo = 0 and E[e; X ]| = 1y Tc. If the largest eigenvalue of A lies inside the unit circle

sup [vi[A(w)]] <1,
u€(0,1)

X is locally stationary and causal. Our goal is to estimate A(u) at a fixed u € (0,1) using a localized

version of the Yule-Walker equations. If we assume that the matrix-valued function A(z) is smooth in z, we

can write the Taylor expansion of A(z) around u:

Z (u) = A(u) + (& — w) AW (u) + O([x — u]*)

Jj=0

where AU (u) := de;(j@ |s=u. We are interested in evaluating the function A(%) at those value of ¢ in a

neighborhood of u. For example, for a fixed ug € (0,1) let ¢g = |uoT|, where |z] is the largest integer not
exceeding x. Then we have the following uniform bound:

|t7°—u0| <

Sl

sup
up€(0,1)

As a consequence, assuming that

sup [|AM ()] < oo
ue(0,1)

we obtain following bound
IA(F) =A@ < |f —ul [AD ()] = O(F) x O(1) = O(7)

T

uniformly in u. Let Kj,(z) = + K(%), where K(-) is a Kernel function such that K(z/h) =0 is |z| > h and
h = h,. is the smoothing parameter that tends to zero as T' diverges, but slower than 1/7"

h=h, —0 and Th, - oo asT — oco.

If we right-multiply (3) by X, ;Kp(% — u) and sum over ¢ we obtain

th K (L

I
N
I<
)jli.
E
%
Za
+
]
o
o
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Since E[e; X, ;] =0,

T T T
D ADX XL K (5 —u) = Alw) Y X X[ K5 = [A(F) W) X1 X, Kn (% —w),
t=1 t=1

T
14> XX, K (4 — u) = T(0,0)]| = Op( =),

t=1

T
13> XX, L Kn(f —u) = T(Lu)| = Op(a):
t=1

T T
||% Z[A(%) - A(U)]XtﬂXt—[lKh(% —u)| Stqu ||A(%)|| X ||% Z thlxt—l;lKh(% —u)|

<
t=1 : t=1
T
< g —ul < AP @) x 15> X1 X, Kn (4 = )
t=1
< O(3) x O(1) x (0, w) + Op( =)l = Op(7),
it makes sense estimating A(u) as
T T .
_ [thxj_lf(h(% - u)} [th_lxj_lf{h(% - u)] . (4)
t=1 t=1
If we define
Xy = {Xo, X1,...,Xr 1}, (5)
Txr rx1 rx1 rx1
X, = {X;,X,,...,Xr}", and (6)
Txr rx1l rxl1 rx1
KTT(;L) = diag{Kh(%—u),Kh(%—u),...,Kh(l—u)}, (7)
X
the estimator in can be written as
A(u) = [X] K, (u)Xo] [X§ K, (u)Xo] . (8)

3 Joint estimation of time-varying mean-vector and VAR-matrix
by Weighted Least Squares

The estimator in can be obtained as the minimizer of a WLS problem. Consider the LS-VAR(1) in (3),

and let us now allow for a time-varying (non-zero) mean

Xt_/'l’(%) :A(%)[thl_u(%)]—’_stﬂ = 13"'7Ta (9)

4
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with Xy = p(0) = 0 and E[e; X[ ] = 1,y T.. If the largest eigenvalue of A lies inside the unit circle

sup |vi[A(u)]] <1, (10)
u€e(0,1)

X, is locally stationary and causal. Our goal is to estimate A(u) at a fixed u € (0,1) by WLS. We can
rewrite @[) as
X =m(7) + A7) X1 + e, (11)

where m(£) = p(%) — A(L)u() for all t =1,...,T. If we define

B(u) = [m(u),A(u)] and
rx(r+1)
1
Zt -
(r+1)x1 X, .

forallt=1,...,T, model can be written as
Xt :B(%)Zt+5t, (].2)

and it makes sense to define ]A3(u) as the minimizer of the weighted loss function

T
Z | X — B(£) Ze||* Kn(4% — ), (13)

where the bandwidth sequence h = hr tends to zero slower than T~ hy — 0 and T hy — co as T — 0.
The following proposition provides a closed-form of the local-constant minimizer of . We consider model

and use the local-constant approximation of B(%) in a neighborhood of u

to estimate B(u), our parameter of interest, in the approximate model
Xt ~ B(’U,)Zt + &¢.

Our first result generalizes the Yule-Walker solutions in to allow for the time-varying mean vector .

Proposition 1. Let X; follow the locally stationary model in @D with A(u) satisfying E Assume that
the mean function pw(u) and the VAR matriz A(u) in @ are both differentiable uniformly in u, that is,

sup [P (w)]| <oo,  and sup [|[AW(u)] < oo, (14)
ue(0,1) u€(0,1)
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where p™M (u) = d’;—:(f)u:u and AN (u) = %f’)u:u. Then, the local constant minimizer of 18

Bu) = XK, (u)Z (2K, (1)Z) (15)
= [mu), Aw), (16)

T
fio(u) = XK, (1r/17K, ()l =Y s I =X, (17)
= et
T
fin (u) = X[ K, ()l /17K, (w)lr =) oo X, (18)
t=1 N
G(u,0) = (X Ky ()X — X ra e LX) X — g (u)] K, (w)[Xo — Lrfig (u)
(19)
T
1T1; u X[) lTlr;E u Xo ~ ~
[Xo — ﬁ]TKT(“)[XO - gx?ﬁ] :;[Xt—l — o (u)][Xi—1 — fro(u)] " Kp (& — ),
~ T w T w)Xo R .
G(u,1) = [X ] Ky (1) X — S aor R0 (X — 1] (u)] 7K, (u)[Xo — Lrfig (u)]
(20)
T
1717 K, (u)X, 1717 K, (u)Xo ~ ~ :
= DX~ SRR (00X — SHEERE) =3 IX — A ][~ )] K~ )
Proof. See Appendix [A] O

The following proposition provides a closed-form of the local-linear minimizer of . We consider model

([12) and use the local-linear approximation of B(%) in a neighborhood of u

to estimate B(u), our parameter of interest, in the approximate model
X, ~Bw)Z + (£ —u)BY(u)Z, + ;. (22)

Theorem 1. Let X; follow the locally stationary model in @, with A(u) satisfying . Assume that the
mean function p(u) and the VAR matriz A(u) in @[) are both continuously differentiable, uniformly in wu,
that is,

sup [P ()| <oo,  and  sup [[AP(u)]| < oo, (23)
u€(0,1) u€(0,1)

where AP (u) := & Az) lo=w- Let

dx?

Zy =[17|Xo],
Tx(r+1)
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where X has been defined in , and define the diagonal matriz

Ay (u) =diag{% —u, 1 <t < T}, (24)
TxT
and the weighting matriz
W, (u; X) = Krp(u) — Kp(u) Ay (u)Zo|Zg Ar (u)Kr(u)Aq(u)Zo) Zg Ay (u)Kr(u), (25)

where K (u) has been defined . Then, the local linear minimizer of 18

T
S
I

X{ W, (u; X)Zo [Zg W, (u; X)Zo] (26)
= [m(u), A(u)], (27)

with A(u) = G(u,1) [G(u,0)7Y] and m(u) = f11 (u) — A(u)fo(u), where

fo(u) = Xg W, (u; X)1p/17 W, (u; X) 17 (28)

n(w) = XTW,(u:X)1r /13 W, (u; X) 17 (29)

~, XJ W, (0;X) 1701 W, (u; X)X
Gu,0) = [X] W, (13 X)X — T el (%) (30)
~ X W, (u;X) 1115 W, (u;X)X,
Glul) = [X{W, (X)X — 2 (et (0%, (31)
X being defined in @
Proof. See Appendix [B] O

4 Simulation Results

We first consider the zero-mean locally stationary VAR(1) model in , and estimate the VAR matrix by
means of the localized Yule-Walker equations. Then we consider the locally stationary VAR(1) model in
@D with time-varying mean, and compare the WLS estimates obtained with local-constant and local-linear
weights, respectively.

We simulate model with »r = 6. For j = 1,4 and k = 1,...,r, we generate the time varying entries

of the r x 7 matrix A(%) as

o Vits t T4
AL’“(T) = a1 log(]k+3) sin (471-? log(]k+4) )’
t o +2 t j+4
Ajin(y) = @ log(Jk:+3) cos (277 log(jk+2)>7 (32)
t _ i+1 t j+4
Ajron(y) = a log(Jk+3) S (ﬂ—Tlog(Jk+2))’
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with T'= 800, a; = 0.2 and as = 0.1. This specification is such that, for all v € (0, 1),
0.1 < |v1[A(u)]] < 0.9.

We estimate the parameters according to (), with A = 0.03 and the Gaussian Kernel K (z) = \/%7 exp(—0.522).

The results are reported in Figure

X, ‘ X. ‘ X3
l
!
l
R A v
g |
. /n =
(a) One realization of the » = 6 times series sim- (b) Red lines: simulated parameters according to
ulated according to (3)) with A(u) as in (32) and (32). Solid-black lines: average of the estimates
T = 800. over M replications. Dashed-black lines: 90% con-
fidence bands (empirical quantiles) of the M esti-
mates.

Figure 1: Left: simulated time series according to ([3). with r = 6 and A(u) asin (32). Right: estimates
A (u) obtained according to (8) over M = 100 replications.

We simulate model @ with » = 3. For &k = 1,...,r, we generate the time varying entries of the r x 1

vector pu(+) as

p(£) = V6 sin(rwy, £ — o) (33)
and the r x r matrix A(%) as
6 7
Al,k(%) = log(\@-:s) sin (1.2 + 271'% log(\£|-4))’
5 . 7
Aop(%) = @ logzkf+3) cos (1.2 + 2m % log@m), (34)
_ V4 : V7
A3>k(%) = G275g(k+3) S (12 + W%log(k+2))’

with 7' = 600, a; = 0.3 and as = 0.2, w, = 0.5+ k, and ¢, = 0.2 4+ k/3. This specification is such that, for
all uw € (0,1),
0 < |vi[A(w)]]| < 0.9.

Figure [2] exhibits the parameters estimated by WLS with h = 0.04 and the Epanechnikov Kernel K (z) =

%(1 — u2)]l{‘u|§1}(x). The local constant estimates, obtained according to (L5)-(16), are presented reported

in Figure The local linear estimates, obtained according to —, are reported in Figure
Figure [1] shows that in the absence of the (time-varying) mean, that is when p(u) = 0, the local constant
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(a) Local-constant WLS estimates obtained accord- (b) Local-linear WLS estimates obtained according

ing to — over M = 100 replications. to — over M = 100 replications.

Figure 2: First row: one realization of the » = 3 time series simulated according to @ with p(u) as
in (33), A(u) as in (34)), and T = 600. Second row: estimated time-varying means. Third, fourth, and
last row: estimated time-varying VAR-coefficients. Red: simulated curves. Solid black: average of the
estimates. Dashed black: 95% confidence bands.

estimator performs very well. However, as Figure illustrates, this is not the case in the presence of a
(time-varying) mean.

It is clear from Figure [2| that although the local constant estimates look satisfactory, the local linear
approach delivers superior results. As in the univariate case, the bias of the local linear estimator only
depends on the second derivative (of the unknown regression function), and this does not come as a cost in
the asymptotic variance. Moreover, the local linear estimator does not suffer from boundary bias problems.

The quality of the estimates in Figure [2b|is remarkable.

5 Conclusions and future research

In this paper we consider the problem of estimating the time-varying mean-vector and the time-varying
AR-matrix of a locally stationary VAR(1). We provide the closed form definition of the local linear solution
to the weighted least squares, in a way that the mean-vector and the AR-matrix are estimated jointly.

The asymptotic properties of our estimator need to be studied. Also, it would be interesting to develop
data driven methods to select the smoothing parameters. Moreover, we might consider the problem of
estimating the parameters of a locally stationary VAR(p) of order p > 1.

An important contribution from future studies is the extension of the WLS in to the high-dimensional
setting: r >> T. To this end, the WLS approach can be can be generalized in more than one direction.
In fact, the closed form in — of Theorem [1| becomes particularly attractive in the case the length r
of the time series becomes large. Indeed, we can stick to the linear regression model in with the same
assumptions as in Section (3] and fit in a way to shrink the regression coefficients towards zero. More

precisely we can consider minimizing, with respect to B, the following WLS-Ridge loss-function

X1 = ZoB(u) ") + AIB (), (35)
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the effect of the penalty being to shrink the entries of B towards zero. The approach based on can be

generalized to the case of a non-spherical penalty. The loss function corresponding to this scenario is
X1 = ZoB(u) " [y + [IB(w)]A, (36)

which comprises a WLS criterion — as in — and a generalized ridge penalty given by the matrix A(u). In
both and (36), the (T x T') matrix K(u) is diagonal, the t-th element {K;(u) = %K(”ZE/T)7 1<t<T}
representing the weight of the ¢-th observation such that %Kt(u) € [0,1]. The penalty in is a quadratic

form with penalty parameter A, an r-dimensional positive-definite matrix. When A = AI,., we obtain the
spherical penalty of the WLS-Ridge regression in . Generalizing the (positive) scalar A to the class of
(positive definite) matrices A allows for (i) different penalization per regression parameter, and (ii) joint

shrinkage among the elements of B(u).
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A Proof of Proposition

If we assume that the matrix-valued function

is smooth in x, we can write the Taylor expansion of B(x) around wu:

B(z) = Z(x%,“)jB(j)(u)
=0

= B(u)+ (z — BV (u) + O([z — u]?)

where BU) (u) := dj;igw) |z=v. Assuming implies that

sup [|[BM (u)] < oo,
u€e(0,1)

and that
IB(%) = B(w)|| < |£ —ul [BM ()] = O(F) x O(1) = O(5)

uniformly in u, so that the loss in can be approximated by

T
S1IX: — B Z4? Kn(4 — u). (37)
t=1
Letting
Zy =[17,X,]
Tx(r+1)

where 17 is a T' x 1 vector of ones, and X has been defined in , the loss in can be written in matrix

form as

£, (u) = X1 — ZoB(w) %)

= tr{[X1 — ZoB(u) "] K, (u) X1 — ZoB(u) "]},

(38)

with X; as in (6) and K, (u) as in (7). The loss in is equal to
o {[X1 K, () X1 — 2X[ K, () ZoB(u) " + B(u)Zg K, (u)ZoB(u) ']},
and thus minimizing £ (u) with respect to B(u) is equivalent to minimizing

tr{[B(u)Zg K; (u)ZoB(u) " — 2X{ K, (u)ZoB(u) ']}
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with respect to B(u). Differentiating w.r.t. B(u)" and equating to zero we obtain
{2 () 2] K, ()20 — 2X] K, (1) Zo]} = 0,

that is,

1

B(u) = X[ K, (1)Zo (Z] K, (w)Zo) ",
and thus is proved. Notice that

X1 K, (u)Zo = [X{ K, (u)17[X] K, (u)Xo],

rx(r+1) rx1 rXT

and that the matrix we need to invert can be partitioned as

1K, w1z | 17K, ()X,
ZJKT(U)ZO — 1x1 1xr
(r+1)x(r+1) XK, (u)l7 | XJ K, (u)Xo
rx1 X7

Without proof we state the following Lemma, see [Liitkepohl| (1996, result (1)in Section 3.5.3, pages 29-30).

Lemma 1. Let A be m x m, B be m xn, C be n x m, and D be n x n, and consider the (m+mn) X (m+n)

partitioned matriz
A | B

C|D
If A and [D — CA~'B] are both nonsingular, then

-1

AlB A~' { A"'B(D - CA™'B)"'CA~! | ~A'B(D - CA'B)"!
c|p _(D-CA'B)"'CA"! | (D-caB)!

We can now prove ([16]), together with (17), (18), and (20). By Lemmall]

(A1K, (w)ir)?2 T 17K, (w)ir

(20K, (w)Zo) ' = " 0
(G, 0))XJK, ()1r(1K, (w1r)" | G(u,0)"!

T & —1yx T T -~
(1JK, (0)17)~1 + LK @Xo@ w0 DXTK (ir | _1TK X @, )1y

where a(u, 0) has been defined in (L9), and therefore

B(u) = X[ K, (u)Zo (Z{ K, (u)Zo) " = [m(u), A(u))],
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with

XI uTT UX()A — ~ —
() = —F SRR (Gu,0) ) + X[ Ky (1)Xo(G(u,0) )

= G(u,1)G(u,0)"

>)

where G(u, 1) has been defined in (20), and

) = X{ K, (u)lr n X Ky (w)1rlp Ky ()Xo (G(u,0)"H)Xg Ky (wilr X] K, (0)Xo(G(u,0)"1)X] K. (u)lr
1K, (wir (17K, (u)lr)? 17K, (uw)lr
XK, (w1 X! Ky (w)1r11 K, (w)X T =~ —1\ Xg K (u)1
= T + [P R XTK, ()Xo (G, 0) ™) T e

= fir(w) = G(u, 1)G(u, 0) " fio(u) = Fir(u) — A(u)fio(u),

where f1o(u) and fi1(u) are given by and , respectively.

B Proof of Theorem [

If we assume that the matrix-valued function

is smooth in x, we can write the Taylor expansion of B(x) around u:

=0

I
W S

u) + (2 — w)BW () + 3(z — u)’BP (u) + Oz — u]*)

where BU) (u) := dj(ﬁgz) |g—v. Assuming implies that
sup [|B® (u)] < oo,
u€e(0,1)
and that

[BGH) - B + (@ wBY @] < 314 - ul B @) = O() x O(1) = O( 1)

uniformly in u. Therefore, adopting (21)-(22) the loss in can be approximated by

T
SOIX: = [B(w) + (4 — w)BW (u)] Z]|* Kn (% — u). (39)
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Letting
B(u)"
El(u)‘r _ (r4+1)xr
2er+D)lxr | BM(w)T
(r4+1)xr
and
Zo = [Zo|Ai(u)Zo), with
Tx[2(r+1)]
Zo = [17|Xq],
Tx(r+1)

where 17 is a T x 1 vector of ones, and where X and A;(u) have been defined in and , respectively,
the loss in can be written in matrix form as

L, (u) =X - zoﬁl(U)T||%<T(u)

= tr{[X1 — ZoB1(v) "]" K, (u) [X1 — ZoB1 (v) "]},
with X5 as in @ and K, (u) as in @ The loss in is equal to
o {[X{ Ky ()X — 2X] K, (u)Z0B1(u) "+ Bi(w)Zg Ky (u)ZoBi (u) ']},
and thus minimizing £, (u) with respect to By (u) is equivalent to minimizing
tr{[B1(u)Zg Ky () ZoBi (u) " — 2X[ K, (u) ZoBi (u) "]}
with respect to By (u). Differentiating w.r.t. By(u)T and equating to zero we obtain
{2 B (W ZJ K, (u)Zo — 2XT K, (u)Zo]} = 0,

that is,

Bi(w) = X[ K, ()2 (Z{ K, (1)Zo) .

Notice that
X{ K, (u)Zo = [X] K, (u)Zo|X] K, (u) A1 (u)Z],

rx[2(r+1)] rx(r+1) rXx(r+1)
and that
~ ~ B
ZoKr(u)Zy = ;
[2(r+1)]x[2(r+1)] C|D
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where

(r+1)é(r+1) - ZOTKT(U)ZO

(M)}g(m) = ZiKr(u)Ai(u)Zo
(r+1)9(7’+1) = Z5 Ai(wKr(u)Zo
<r+1)]3<r+1> = Zg A (w)Kr(u) Al (u)Zo.

The local-linear estimator B(u) of B(u) = [m(u), A(u)] is given by the first 7 + 1 columns of the
r x [2(r + 1)] matrix

X | K (u)Zo [Z Kr(u)Zo] .
rx[2(r+1)] 2x(r+1)][2%(r+1)]

Hence, we need the first 7 + 1 columns of the [2(r + 1)] x [2(r + 1)] matrix [Z] K (u)Zo]~!. Without proof

we state the following Lemma, see [Liitkepohl (1996, result (2) in Section 3.5.3, page 30).

Lemma 2. Let A be m xm, B be m x n, C be n x m, and D be n x n, and consider the (m+n) X (m+mn)

partitioned matriz
A|B

C| D

If D and [A — BD™1C] are both nonsingular, then

A|B [A - BD-!C]"!

—|[A-BD"!'C|"!BD!
Cc|D ~D-'C|A - BD"!C]! \ D-!+D-'C[A - BD-'C]"!BD!

Using Lemma [2] we can write

B(u) = X Kz(u)Zg (Zg Kr(u)Zo — Zg Kr(u) A1 (u)ZoD ' Zg Ay (u)Kr(u)Zo] !

— X Kr(u)Ai(uw)ZeD 'ZJ Ay (w)Kr(u)Zo  [Zg Kr(u)Zo — Zg Kr(u)Aq(u)ZoD 1 Z Ay (u)Kr(u)Zo] ™!,

where D = ZJ A (u)Kr(u)Aq(u)Zo. If we define the matrix W, (u; X) according to (25), the local-linear

estimator B(u) can be written as
B(u) = X[ W, (u; X)Zo [Zg W, (u; X)Zo] ",

and is proved. The estimator B(u) has the same form as the estimator ﬁ(u) in of Proposition
with W (u; X) instead of K, (u). Hence the result in with fio(u), fi1(u), G(u,0), and G(u,1) as in
28, [29), (30), and (B1)), respectively, follows directly from Proposition
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