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Abstract

Vector autoregressive (VAR) models are popularly adopted for modelling high-
dimensional time series, and their piecewise extensions allow for structural changes in
the data. In VAR modelling, the number of parameters grow quadratically with the di-
mensionality which necessitates the sparsity assumption in high dimensions. However,
it is debatable whether such an assumption is adequate for handling datasets exhibit-
ing strong serial and cross-sectional correlations. We propose a piecewise stationary
time series model that simultaneously allows for strong correlations as well as struc-
tural changes, where pervasive serial and cross-sectional correlations are accounted
for by a time-varying factor structure, and any remaining idiosyncratic dependence
between the variables is handled by a piecewise stationary VAR model. We propose
an accompanying two-stage data segmentation methodology which fully addresses the
challenges arising from the latency of the component processes. Its consistency in es-
timating both the total number and the locations of the change points in the latent
components, is established under conditions considerably more general than those in



the existing literature. We demonstrate the competitive performance of the proposed
methodology on simulated datasets and an application to US blue chip stocks data.
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1 Introduction

Vector autoregressive (VAR) models are popular for modelling cross-sectional and serial
correlations in multivariate, possibly high-dimensional time series. With, for example,
applications in finance (Barigozzi and Hallin, |2017)), biology (Shojaie and Michailidis, |2010))
and genomics (Michailidis and d’Alché Buc, 2013). Within such settings, the importance
of data segmentation is well-recognised, and several methods exist for detecting change
points in VAR models in both fixed (Kirch et al. [2015) and high dimensions (Safikhani
and Shojaie|, 2022; Wang et al. 2019; Bai et al., 2020; [Maeng et al., 2022).

VAR modelling quickly becomes a high-dimensional problem as the number of param-
eters grows quadratically with the dimensionality. Accordingly, most existing methods for
detecting change points in high-dimensional, piecewise stationary VAR processes assumes
sparsity (Basu and Michailidis, 2015). However, it is debatable whether highly sparse mod-
els are appropriate for some applications. For example, Giannone et al.| (2021) note the
difficulty of identifying sparse predictive representations for several macroeconomic appli-
cations.

We illustrate the inadequacy of the sparsity assumption on a volatility panel dataset (see
Section [5.3| for its description). Figure|l|(a) shows that as the dimensionality increases, the
leading eigenvalue of the spectral density matrix at frequency 0 (i.e. the long-run covariance)
estimated from the data also increases linearly. This indicates the presence of strong serial

and cross-sectional correlations that cannot be accommodated by sparse VAR models. In



(a) 18/03,/2008-07/07/2009 (b) 18/03/2008 07/07/2009 (c) 18/03/2008-07/07/2009

%

E

(d) 15/11/2003-07/06,/2006 (e) 08/06/2006-17/03/2008 (f) 08/07/2009-28/07,/2011

Figure 1: (a) The two largest eigenvalues of the long-run covariance matrix estimated from the
volatility panel analysed in Section (18/03/2008-07/07/2009, n = 223) with subsets of cross-
sections randomly sampled 100 times for each given dimension p € {5,...,72} (z-axis). (b) and
(c): logged and truncated p-values from fitting a VAR(5) model to the same dataset without and
with factor-adjustment. (d)—(f): logged and truncated p-values similarly obtained with factor-
adjustment from the same variables over different periods. In (b)—(f), for each pair of variables,
the minimum p-value over the five lags is reported. Corresponding tickers are given in z- and
y-axes and industrial sectors are indicated by the colours and boundaries drawn.

Figure [1| (b), we report the logged and truncated p-values obtained from fitting a VAR(5)

model to the same dataset (truncation level chosen at log(3.858 x 107%) by Bonferroni

correction with the significance level 0.1) via ridge regression, see|Cule et al.| (2011)). Strong

dependence observed from most pairs of the variables further confirms that we cannot infer
a sparse pairwise relationship from such data. On the other hand, Figure |1| (c) shows that

once we estimate factors driving the strong correlations and adjust for their presence, there



is evidence that the remaining dependence in the data can be modelled as being sparse.
Together, the plots (d), (e), (¢) and (f) display that the relationship between a pair of
variables (after factor-adjustment) varies over time, particularly at the level of industrial
sectors. Here, the intervals are chosen according to the data segmentation result reported
in Section [5.3] This example highlights the importance of (i) accounting for the dominant
correlations prior to fitting a model under the sparsity assumption, and (ii) detecting
structural changes when analysing time series datasets covering a long period.

Motivated by the aforementioned characteristics of high-dimensional time series data,
factor-adjusted regression modelling has increasingly gained popularity (Fan et al., 2020,
2021 Krampe and Margaritella, 2021). The factor-adjusted VAR model proposed by
Barigozzi et al| (2022)) assumes that a handful of common factors capture strong serial
and cross-sectional correlations, such that it is reasonable to assume a sparse VAR model
on the remaining component to capture idiosyncratic, variable-specific dependence. We ex-
tend this framework by proposing a new, piecewise stationary factor-adjusted VAR model
and develop FVARseg, an accompanying change point detection methodology. Below we

summarise the methodological and theoretical contributions made in this paper.

Generality of the modelling framework. We decompose the data into two piecewise
stationary latent processes: one is driven by factors and accounts for dominant serial and
cross-sectional correlations, and the other models sparse pairwise dependence via a VAR
model. We adopt the most general approach to factor modelling and allow both components
to undergo changes which, in the case of the latter, are attributed to shifts in the VAR
parameters. To the best of our knowledge, such a general model simultaneously permitting
the presence of common factors and change points, has not been studied in the literature
previously. Accordingly, we are not aware of any method that can comprehensively address

the data segmentation problem considered in this paper.



Methodological novelty. The idea of scanning the data for changes over moving win-
dows, has successfully been applied to a variety of data segmentation problems (Preuss
et al., 2015; [Eichinger and Kirch| 2018} |Chen et al. 2021)). We propose FVARseg, a two-
stage methodology that combines this idea with statistics carefully designed to have good
detection power against different types of changes in the two latent components. In Stage 1
of FVARseg, motivated by that dominant factor-driven correlations appear as leading eigen-
values in the frequency domain, see e.g. Figure [1] (a), we propose a detector statistic that
contrasts the local spectral density matrix estimators from neighbouring moving windows
in operator norm, which is well-suited to detect changes in the factor-driven component.
In Stage 2 for detecting change points in the latent piecewise stationary VAR process,
we deliberately avoid estimating the latent process which may incur large errors. Instead,
we make use of (i) the Yule-Walker equation that relates autocovariances (ACV) and VAR
parameters, and (ii) the availability of local ACV estimators of the latent VAR process
after Stage 1. Combining these ingredients, we propose a novel detector statistic that
enjoys methodological simplicity as well as statistical efficiency. Further, through sequential
evaluation of the detector statistic, the second-stage procedure requires the estimation of
local VAR parameters at selected locations only. Consequently it is highly competitive

computationally when both the sample size and the dimensionality are large.

Theoretical consistency. FVARseg achieves consistency in estimating the total number
and locations of the change points in both of the piecewise stationary factor-driven and
VAR processes. Our theoretical analysis is conducted in a setting considerably more general
than those commonly adopted in the literature, permitting dependence across stationary
segments and heavy-tailedness of the data. We also derive the rate of localisation for each
stage of FVARseg where we make explicit the influence of tail behaviour and the size of

changes. In particular, under Gaussianity, the estimators from Stage 1 nearly matches the



minimax optimal rate derived for the simpler, covariance change point detection problem.

The rest of the paper is structured as follows. Section [2] introduces the piecewise sta-
tionary factor-adjusted VAR model. Section [3| describes the two stages of FVARseg, the
proposed data segmentation methodology, and Section {4 establishes its theoretical con-
sistency. Section [5| demonstrates the good performance of FVARseg empirically. R code

implementing our method is available from https://github.com/haeran-cho/fvarseg.

Notation. Let I and O denote an identity matrix and a matrix of zeros whose dimensions
depend on the context. For a random variable X and v > 1, denote | X||, = (E|X|")"/".
Given A = [a;, 1 <i<m, 1 <i <n], we denote by A* its transposed complex conjugate.
We define its element-wise (o, £1 and fy-norms by |Ale = max; @], |Aly = Y2, i |ai|
and [Aly = />, |air[?, and its spectral and induced Ly, Lo-norms by [[A[l, [|Af; =
maxi<j<n O oy || and ||All = maxi<i<n > 5, @i, respectively. For positive definite
A, we denote its minimum eigenvalue by ||A |- For two real numbers, a VV b = max(a, b)
and a A b = min(a,b). For two sequences {a,} and {b,}, we write a,, =< b, if, for some

constants Cy, Cy > 0, there exists N € N such that C; < a,b,! < C, for all n > N.

2 Piecewise stationary factor-adjusted VAR model

2.1 Background

A zero-mean, p-variate process &; follows a VAR(d) model if it satisfies
E=A& 1+ At (F)1/2€t7 (1)

where A, € RP*P . 1 < ¢ < d, determine how future values of the series depend on their

past. The p-variate random vector €; = (e14,...,,)" has €; which are independently and
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identically distributed (i.i.d.) for all 7 and ¢ with E(¢;;) = 0 and Var(e;;) = 1. The positive
definite matrix I' € RP*P is the covariance matrix of the innovations for the VAR process.

A factor-driven component exhibits strong cross-sectional and/or serial correlations by
‘loading’ finite-dimensional factors linearly. Among many, the generalised dynamic factor
model (GDFM, Forni et al) 2000, 2015) provides the most general approach (see Ap-

pendix @ for further discussions), and defines the p-variate factor-driven component x; as

[o.¢]
Xt = B(L)ut = ZBgut_g. (2)
(=0
For fixed ¢, the g-variate random vector w; = (uy,...,uy)’ contains the common factors

which are shared across the variables and time, and u;, are assumed to be i.i.d. for all j and ¢
with E(u;;) = 0 and Var(u;;) = 1. The matrix of square-summable filters B(L) = Y2, B/L*
with the lag-operator L and B, € RP*? serves the role of loadings under .

Barigozzi et al.| (2022) propose a factor-adjusted VAR model, where the observations are
assumed to be decomposed as a sum of the two latent components &; and x; in —, with
pervasive correlations in the data are accounted for by x; and the remaining dependence
captured by &;. In the next section, we introduce its piecewise stationary extension where

both the factor-driven and VAR processes are allowed to undergo structural changes.

2.2 Model

We observe a zero-mean, p-variate piecewise stationary process X; = x; + & where

Xt = ng} = BFE(L)u, for 0,5 +1<t<6,441,0<k<K,,
ét = t[k] = Z?:l Agk}gtfé + (I‘[k])l/QEt for ‘957;6 + 1 S t S 9£,k+17 0 S k S Kg.



Here, 0, 1, 1 < k < K, denote the change points in the piecewise stationary factor-driven
component x; such that at each 0, ;, the filter of loadings B¥(L) undergoes a change. We

permit the factor number to vary over time as qp < ¢, with the factor uyf] € R% associated

with XL’“] being a sub-vector of u; € R?. Similarly, 0, 1 < k < K¢, denote the change
points in the piecewise stationary VAR process &; at which the VAR parameters undergo
shifts; we permit the VAR innovation covariance matrix to vary as T'¥] but our interest
lies in detecting changes in VAR parameters, and the VAR order may vary over time as
d < d with Agﬂ = O for ¢ > d; + 1. By convention, we denote 6,9 = 09 = 0 and
Ox. 15 +1 = e k.41 = n. In line with the factor modelling literature, we assume that x; and
& are uncorrelated through having E(uje;v) = 0 for any 4,5, and ¢'.

The model does not require that the change points in x; and &; are aligned, or that
K, = K¢. Our goal is to estimate the total number and locations of the change points
for both of the piecewise stationary latent processes. Importantly, we allow {ék], t e Z}
(resp. {Xl[tk}, t € Z}) to be dependent across k through sharing the innovations e, (resp.
;). This makes our model considerably more general than those found in the literature
on (high-dimensional) data segmentation under VAR models (Wang et al.; 2019} Safikhani
and Shojaie, [2022; [Bai et al., 2022) which assume independence across the segments. Data
segmentation under factor models has been considered by Barigozzi et al.| (2018) and |Li

et al.| (2022) but they adopt a static approach to factor modelling.

2.3 Assumptions

We introduce assumptions that ensure the (asymptotic) identifiability of the two latent
processes in (3 which are framed in terms of spectral properties, as well as controlling the
degree of dependence in the data. Denote by I‘gf] (0) = E(XEE(XW)T) the ACV matrix of

Xl[tk} at lag ¢ € Z, and its spectral density matrix at frequency w € [—m, 7] by 2% ] (w) =



(2m)~ P> I‘[k]( O)e™** with + = /—1. Then, u[ ]( ), 1 < j < g, denote the real,
positive eigenvalues of E&](w) ordered by decreasing size. We similarly define I‘[ék] (0),
E[gk] (w) and /,Léki (w) for &),

Assumption 2.1. For each 0 < £ < K, the following holds: There exist a positive integer
po > 1, pairs of functions w +— ozgk} (w) and w B][.k] (w) for w € [—m, 7] and 1 < j < g, and
rk; € (0, 1] satisfying 7,1 > ... > 1y, such that for all p > po,

(k] "
,ux,Tk(l ) > Ozgk] (w) S s ,B[k] Uaqy (w)
P

B (w) >

If r,; =1 for all 1 < j < g as frequently assumed in the literature (Fan et al., 2013;
Forni et al., 2015), we are in the presence of g, factors which are equally pervasive for the

(]

whole cross-sections of x; . If r, ; < 1 for some j, we permit the presence of ‘weak’ factors.
Since our primary interest lies in change point analysis, we later introduce a related but

distinct condition on the size of change in x; in Assumption

Assumption 2.2. (i) det(zg LA k] 2y #£0forall [z <1and 0 <k < K.
(i) me < ming<p<i, [T |min < maxo<p<r, [|[T*]| < M. for some constants 0 < m. < M..

(iii) Consider the Wold decomposition &/ = Y oeo DY (r)1/2¢,_, where DI = [DI

£yij 1 <

i,j < p|]. Then, there exist constants = > 0 and ¢ > 2 such that we have C;;, 1 < 1,5 <
p, satisfying max{max1<j<p P Cij,maxi<i<y Zp L Cij, maxi<i<y 5:1 C’fj} < = with

which IIlaJX0<],C<K§ |D | < CZ](l + 6) ¢ for all ¢ > 0.

0,ij

(iv) ming<p<k, infue(—r ] ué;(w) > mg for some fixed constant mg > 0.

Assumption 2.3. There exist constants =Z > 0 and ¢ > 2 such that for all £ > 0,

max max \B ,\2 <E(1+¢)° and max
0<k<Ky 1<i<p 0<k<Ky




Assumption 2.2][(1)H(ii) are standard conditions in the literature (Liitkepohl, 2005} Basu
and Michailidis, 2015). Under condition and Assumption , we have time-varying se-
rial dependence in X, (across all segments) decay at an algebraic rate according to the func-
tional dependence measure of Zhang and Wu| (2021)), which is required for controlling the
error in locally estimating spectral density and ACV matrices of X;. Assumption

allows for mild cross-correlations in d while ensuring that /L[ ] 1(w) is uniformly bounded:

Proposition 2.1. Under Assumption , uniformly over all w € [—7, 7], there exists some
Mg > 0 depending only on M., = and ¢ such that maxo<x<r, SUP,e(_r 1 pJ[g ]1( ) < M.

Remark 2.1. Proposition , together with Assumption establishes the bounded-
ness of the eigenvalues of X gﬂ (w), which is commonly assumed in the high-dimensional VAR

literature for the consistency of Lasso estimators. Assumption Em holds if there exists

[I]

some constant = < oo satisfying max(max;<;<, E? 1 ]A[ ] |1, maxi<icy Ze 1 |A i )
(Basu and Michailidis, 2015). When d = 1, we have DI = (A such that if |[AM], <
v < 1, Assumption is readily satisfied with max(||D£ Il1, ||ng]||oo) < =yl

From Assumption 2.1} and Proposition [2.1] E the latent components in are asymptoti—

cally identifiable as p — oo, thanks to the gap between ;A( o (w) diverging with p and ,u5 1( )

which is uniformly bounded, which agrees with the phenomenon observed in Figure |1| (a).

3 Methodology

3.1 Stage 1: Factor-driven component segmentation

3.1.1 Change point detection

The spectral density matrix of x; is given by ng] (w) = (27) ' BE(e=w)(BF (e=))* for

Oyr +1 <1t < Xxykt1, 1.6 it varies over time in a piecewise constant manner with change

10



points at 0,4, 1 < k < K,. By Weyl’s inequality, Assumption and Proposition
jointly indicate a gap in the eigenvalues of (time-varying) spectral density matrix of X,
i.e. those attributed to the factor-driven component diverges with p while the remaining
ones are bounded for all p. This suggests an approach that looks for changes in x; from

the behaviour of X; in the frequency domain which we further justify below.

Example 3.1. Suppose that x; contains a single change point at ¢ = 6, ; at which a new
factor is introduced, i.e. X\ = BO(L)ul” and x" = BY(L)u) = BO©L)u + b(L)v,
with ull = ((ul™)7,v,)7, which leads to B (w) — P(w) = b(e=*)b*(e=*)/(27). Then,
from the uncorrelatedness between x; and & and Proposition the time-varying spec-
tral density of X, 3, (w), satisfies || S0 ot (W)/Ox1 — g, 41 Dap(w)/(n — Oy 1)l =
IIb(e=)b*(e=)||/(2m) + O(1). That is, the change in the spectral density of x; is de-
tectable as a change in time-varying spectral density matrix of X; in operator norm, with

the size of change diverging with p as ||(b(e™*))*b(e~*)|| does so under Assumption [2.1]

Thus, we detect changes in x; by scanning for any large change in the spectral density
matrix of X; measured in operator norm, and propose the following moving window-based

approach. Given a bandwidth GG, we estimate the local spectral density matrix of X; by

1
o

flw,(w,G) Z K (%) f‘x,v(& G)exp(—ulw) for G <wv<n, (4)

l=—m
where K (-) denotes the Bartlett kernel, m = G¥ the kernel bandwidth with 8 € (0,1), and

~ 1 i ~ ~
Lou(t.G) =5 > X X[ for >0, and T,,((,G) =T, (—(,G) for £ <0. (5)

t=v—G+1+/£

11



Then the following statistic

A~

T,o(w,G) = Hix,v(w, Q) =S, @), G<v<n-g, (6)

serves as a good proxy of the difference in local spectral density matrices of x; over I,(G) =
{v—G+1,...,v} and I,4¢(G) = {v+1,...,v+G}. To make it more precise, let 3, ,(w, G)
denote a weighted average ZkK:XO wx,k(v)ng ] (w) with weights w, ;(v) corresponding to the
proportion of x;, t € I,(G), belonging to x (see (F.1)). Then, T} (v, G) = [|Zy(w,G) —
Y vre(w,G)||, as a function of v, linearly increases and then decreases around the change
points with a peak of size HE@ (w) — ol (w)|| formed at v = 6, for all 1 < k < K,
provided that the bandwidth G is not too large (in the sense of Assumption below).
The detector statistic T} ,(w,G) is designed to approximate 77, (w,G) when Xx; is not
directly observed, and thus is well-suited to detect and locate the change points therein.
Unlike other methods for detecting changes in the factor structure (e.g. |Li et al| 2022)), we
do not require the number of factors, either for each segment or for the whole dataset, as
an input for the construction of T} ,(w, G).

Once T} ,(w;, G) is evaluated at the Fourier frequencies w; = 27l/(2m +1), 0 <1 < m,
we adapt the maximum-check of [Eichinger and Kirch| (2018) for simultaneous detection of
the multiple change points. Taking the pointwise maximum over the frequencies at each
given location v, we check if 7} , (w(v), G) exceeds some threshold £, , where w(v) denotes
the frequency at which T, (w;, G) is maximised, i.e. w(v) = argmaxy,.o<i<m Lv(wi, G). If
so, it provides evidence that a change point 0, ; is located near the time point v, but
some care is needed to avoid detecting duplicate estimators, since the detector statistic
is expected to take a large value over an interval containing 0, ;. Therefore, denoting by

Z C {G,...,n — G} the set containing all time points at which T} ,(w(v),G) > Ky p, We

12



regard = arg max,er Iy»(w(v), G) as a change point estimator if it is a local maximiser
of Txyv(w(@\),G) within an interval of radius nG centred at 6 with some 7 € (0,1), i.e.

Tx’g(w(é\), G) > maxg_, 6 ,<jinc TX,v(w(é\), G). Once 9 is added to the set of final estima-

tors, say @X, in order to avoid the risk of duplicate estimators, we remove the interval
of radius G centred at 8 from Z, and repeat the same procedure with the maximiser of
Ty v(w(v),G) at time points v remaining in Z until the set Z is empty. Algorithm |1} in
Appendix [C] outlines the steps of Stage 1 of FVARseg.

3.1.2 Post-segmentation factor adjustment

Following the detection of change points in x;, we are able to estimate the segment-specific

quantities related to x,[fk]. In view of the second-stage of FVARseg detecting change points

in &;, we describe how to estimate 1“£f ) (¢) with which we can estimate the ACV of &;.
For each k£ =0, ... ,IA(X, we first estimate the spectral density of X; over the segment
{gx,k"‘ 1,..., é\x,kﬂ} by s (w) asin (4) using the sample ACV computed from the segment

(we use the same kernel bandwidth m for simplicity). Then noting that the spectral density

matrix of ng} is of rank g under (3)), we estimate it from the eigendecomposition of S (wy)

(]

v.;(wi), and the associated eigenvectors

by retaining only the ¢, largest eigenvalues, say [

L

e, i(wi), and then estimate the ACV of X?] by inverse Fourier transform, i.e.

dk m

S ~[k A~k [k * = 2m < w

S (@) = A elw) (@) and IO = 20 37 S@)e. (1)
j=1 l=—m

The estimators in require the factor number ¢, as an input. We refer to Hallin and
Liskal (2007)) for an information criterion (IC)-based estimator of ¢, that make use of the

postulated eigengap in the spectral density matrix of X;.

13



3.2 Stage 2: Piecewise VAR process segmentation

Applying the existing VAR segmentation methods in our setting requires estimating the
np elements of the latent piecewise stationary VAR process &;, which introduces additional
errors and possibly results in the loss of statistical efficiency. In addition, as discussed
in Appendix the existing methods tend to be computationally demanding, e.g. by
evaluating the Lasso estimators O(n?) times in a dynamic programming algorithm, or
solving a large fused Lasso objective function of dimension np?d. Instead, since we can
estimate the local AVC of &; from the post-segmentation factor-adjustment in Stage 1,
our proposed methodology for segmenting the latent VAR component avoids estimating &;
directly. Also, as described below, the proposed method evaluates the local VAR parameters
at carefully selected locations only, and thus is computationally efficient.

Specifically, our approach makes use of the Yule-Walker equation (Liitkepohl, 2005).
Let gl = [A[lk], e ,Agﬂ]T € RPD*P contain all VAR parameters in the kth segment.
Then, it is related to the ACV matrices I‘gﬂ (0) = E(eM, (M) as GHBH = gkl where

rfo) - L TE(-d+ 1) (1)
GH = and gt = : . (8)
ria—1 rPa-2 ... 10 r¥(a)

with G!* being invertible due to Assumption We propose to utilise this estimating
equation in combination with the local ACV estimators of &; obtained as described below.

For a given bandwidth G and the interval I,(G) = {v — G + 1,...,v}, we estimate
the ACV of & for t € I,(G), by Te,(£,G) = Tpo((,G) — Ty (6, G). Here, T,,(¢,G) is
defined in (5)) and fx,v(f, G) is a weighted average of ﬂfl (0),0<k< I?X, the estimators of
ACV of ng} in (7)), with the weights given by the proportion of I,(G) covered by the kth

14



segment (see for the precise definition). Replacing I‘gﬂ (¢) with fgﬂ,(ﬁ ,G), we obtain
@U(G) estimating a weighted average of GI*, and similarly g,(G). Then, we propose to
scan Teo(B,G) = [(Go(@)B — 8o(@)) — (Gorc(G)B — Bora(@))|| with some inspection
parameter 8 € RP)*P and a matrix norm [l - ]Il. We motivate this statistic by considering
¢, (B, G) = [[(Go(G)B = 8u(G)) = (Gu1a(G)B = Busc (@)l its population counterpart.
With appropriately chosen G (see Assumption m below), T¢ U(B, G) = 0 if v is far
from all the change points in &;, i.e. miny |v — 8¢ x| > G, while it is tent-shaped near the

change points with a local maximum at v = 6¢;, provided that

Gl (B . B[k—l]) £ G (B\ _ ﬁ[k]). (9)

For the inspection parameter, we adopt an ¢;-regularised Yule-Walker estimator of the
VAR parameters first considered by Barigozzi et al.| (2022) in stationary settings. At given

v, € {G,...,n}, we solve the constrained ¢;-minimisation problem
B, (G) = arg Mingegpaxp|B[1  subject to ‘@%(G)ﬁ - ?g,,o(G)‘ < Anps (10)

with a tuning parameter A, , > 0. The {,-constraint in (10} naturally leads to the choice

Il =1 |, resulting in the following detector statistic:

-~ ~ ~

Te(B.6) = | (Gu(G)B - 2.(G)) = (Gusc(C)B — Bura(@))|

[e.9]

For good detection power, the condition in @D suggests using an estimator of BF~1 or

B¥ in place of B for detecting 0¢ . Therefore, we propose to evaluate T, g,v(ﬁvo(G), G) for

v > G, with BUO(G) updated sequentially at locations strategically selected as below.
First we estimate B by B\ = ,é\(;(G) in (10) with v, = G and scan the data using

15



Iteration 1 Iteration 1 oracle lteration 2 Iteration 2 oracle Iteration 3 Iteration 3 oracle

Figure 2: Ilustration of Stage 2 applied to a realisation from (M1) of Section with G = 300
and d = 1. Top: The solid curve represents T&U(B, G),vo <v < 0 + G, computed at the three
iterations of Steps 1-3 of Algorithm . At each iteration, we use ,@ = BDO (G) estimated from each
of the subsections the data highlighted in the z-axis (left to right); the corresponding estimators
are plotted in the bottom panel and for comparison, we also plot the estimators obtained in the
oracle setting where & is observable (all plots have the identical z-axis range). The locations of v,
0 and 6 in Algorithm , and 0¢ ;, are denoted by the vertical long-dashed, dot-dashed, dotted and
dashed lines, respectively. The horizontal line represents m,, , chosen as described in Section @

Tg,v(ﬁ, G), v > v,. When Tg,v(,@, () exceeds some threshold, say 7, ,, at v = 0 for the first
time, it signifies that a change has occurred in the neighbourhood. Reducing the search
for a change point to {9, 0+ G}, we identify a change point estimator as the local
maximiser 55,1 = arg maXj,<j.q TM(B, G). Then updating B with B%(G) obtained at
Vo = 55’1 + (n+ 1)G for some n € (0,1] (i.e. only using an interval of length G located
strictly to the right of 5571 for its computation), we continue screening T&U(B\, G), v > v,
until it next exceeds , ,. These steps of screening Tg,v(g, (G) and updating ,é\ are repeated

iteratively until the end of the data sequence is reached. Algorithm [2] in Appendix [C]
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outlines the steps of the Stage 2 methodology.

Figure [2|illustrates that although &; is latent, at each iteration, BUO(G) does as well as
its oracle counterpart (obtained as in (10) with the sample ACV of &; replacing f‘g,v (0, @)).
Computationally, this strategy benefits from that the costly solution to the ¢;-minimisation
problem in is required (at most) K¢+ 1 times with an appropriately chosen threshold
Tnp (see Theorem below). We further demonstrate numerically the competitiveness
of Stage 2 as a standalone method for VAR time series segmentation in Section [5.2] and
provide an in-depth comparative study with the existing methods in Appendix [A.2]

4 Theoretical properties

4.1 Consistency of Stage 1 of FVARseg

We carry out our theoretical investigation under two different regimes with respect to
the tail behaviour of u; and &;; in particular, the weaker condition in Assumption
permits heavy-tailed innovations, while the existing literature on (piecewise stationary)

VAR modelling in high dimensions, commonly adopts the Gaussianity as in .

Assumption 4.1. We assume either of the following conditions.
(i) There exists v > 4 such that max {E(Ju;;|"), E(|ex|”)} < p < o0.
(11) Uy ~iid ./\/:I(O, I) and &+ ~iid Np<0, I)

In establishing the consistency of Stage 1, we opt to measure the size of changes in x;
using A, x(w) = 2@ (w)—ng_l] (w), 1 <k < K, the difference in spectral density matrices
of x; from neighbouring segments. As A, ;(w) is Hermitian, we can always find the jth

largest (in modulus), real-valued eigenvalue of A, j(w) which we denote by p;(A, x(w)),
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with g1 (A x(w)) = [|Ax(w)||. Recall that m = G” for some 3 € (0,1), denotes the
bandwidth used in local spectral density estimation, see .

Assumption 4.2. (i) For each 1 < k < K, the following holds: There exist a positive

1 (w) and w bl

integer pg > 1 and pairs of functions w ~ a; (W) for w € [—m, 7] and

j=1,2,and ry ; € (0,1] and r , € [0, 1] satisfying 7} ; > 7} ,, such that

A A
) = ) 5 () o ) > L2l Bkl)
p k,2

i > > ay(w) > 0

for all p > po. Besides, we assume that the functions w — p~"&145 (A, x(w)) are Lipschitz
continuous with bounded Lipschitz constants. Then for A, ; = max,ecl—x ] 1 (Ayr(w)),

we have maxi<p<x, AL} - p(th Vm™') = o(1), where

n2/vmlog?t2/¥ (@ mlog(n .
G — s ) v é( ) under Assumption K1) an

m log(n . —
% under Assumption .

(ii) The bandwidth G = G,, satisfies G,, — o0 as n — oo while fulfilling

win{ min (sen — Oua), i (Besr — Oia) b > 26 (12

Assumption specifies the detection lower bound which is determined by ming A,
and ming (6, x+1—0,x) (through G), for all K, change points x; to be detectable by Stage 1.
Condition (i) requires 1 (A, x(w)) to be distinct from the rest. In fact, the remaining
wi(Ayk(w)), 7 > 2, are allowed to be exactly zero, which is the case in Example ; here,
we have A, ; = max,(27)||(b(e™*))*b(e~*)|| where b(z) is a p-variate vector of factor
loading filters. The rate p(,, Vm ™) represents the bias-variance trade-off when estimating

the local spectral density matrix of x; by EM(G,w) (see Proposition . It is possible
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to find the rate of kernel bandwidth m that minimises this rate depending on the tail
behaviour of X, (e.g. m =< (G/log(n))'/? under Gaussianity), but we choose to explicitly

highlight the role of this tuning parameter on our results.

Theorem 4.1. Suppose that Assumptions 2.3 and [£.2/ hold. Let k,,, satisfy

L1 I 1 1
2Mp (109 5V 1) < g < min A= Mp (v v )
for some constant M > 0. Then, there exists a set MX  with P(MY ) — 1 as n,p — oo,

such that the following holds for éx = {é\X,k’ 1<k< [A(X : 5,(,1 <...< éxf(x} returned by
Stage 1 of FVARseg, on My  for large enough n and p:

(a) IA(X = K, and maxj<p<g, |§xk — Oyx| < €0G for some ¢ € (0,1/2) with 1 € (2¢, 1].
(b) There exists a constant ¢q > 0 such that for all 1 < k < K, |§xk —0,x < copq[f,]p where

Py =

(AX k) -2 m7—2(GK,) 722 under Assumption 11
A X
p mlog(GK,) under Assumption

Remark 4.1. (i) In Theorem @, pgf }p reflects the difficulty associated with estimating
the individual change point 6, j manifested by (p~'A, ;)72. In the Gaussian case (Assump-
tion , the localisation rate pv[fi }p is always sharper than G due to Assumption .
Considering the problem of covariance change point detection in independent, sub-Gaussian
random vectors in high dimensions, [Wang et al.| (2021)) derive the minimax lower bound on
the localisation rate in their Lemma 3.2, and pgf }p matches this rate up to mlog(n); here,
the dependence on the kernel bandwidth m is attributed to that we consider a time series

segmentation problem, i.e. a change may occur in the ACV of x; at lags other than zero.

If heavier tails are permitted (Assumption , ka, ]p can be tighter than ¢y, e.g. when
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A x < p, K, is fixed and m < G” for some 3 € (0,1 —4/v).

(ii) Empirically, replacing 0 with 0 = arg max,ecz avg; 1y ,(w;, G) returns a more stable lo-

cation estimator, where avg;, denotes the average operator over [ = 0, ..., m. We can derive
the localisation rate for § similarly as in Theorem m with zx,k =7 7 1Ay k(w)]|dw

in place of A, ;. Our numerical results in Section are based on this estimator.

Next, we establish the consistency of ﬂf } (¢) in estimating the segment-specific ACV

of X}fk] under the following assumption on the strength of factors.
Assumption 4.3. Assumption holds with r,; =1 forall 1 < j < gz and 0 < k < K,.

Theorem 4.2. Suppose that Assumption holds in addition to the assumptions made
in Theorem and define p,,;, = max;<y<x, min(eG, pﬂf ]p) Also let

m(nn)2/? log7/2 log(n; 1
(np) Gog (®) \/@ under Assumption ,

Dpp =
m log(np) log(”p) under Assumption [4.1][(iD)]

Then on MY , defined in Theorem for some finite integer d € N, we have

max max
0<k<K, 0<(<d

1 pn, 1
T (0) — rgf}(@‘oo -0, (ﬁw vovhey %) .

It is possible to work under the weaker Assumption [2.1] and trace the effect of weak
factors or bound estimation errors measured in different norms. Corollary C.16 of Barigozzi
et al.[(2022) derives such results in the stationary setting, where an additional multiplicative
factor of p? ™™ "a) appears in the Op-bound in Theorem . We work under the
stronger Assumption 4.3| as it simplifies the presentation of Theorem which plays an
important role in the investigation into Stage 2 of FVARseg, and since only Assumption [4.3]

is compatible with the cross-sectional ordering often being completely arbitrary.
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4.2 Consistency of Stage 2 of FVARseg

Suppose that the tuning parameter for the ¢;-regularised Yule-Walker estimation problem

in (10)), is set with some constant M > 0 and ¥,,, and p,,, defined in Theorem [£.2] as

1 p 1
— (k] oy e, T
Anp =M (Ogég(é 181 + 1) (19,”, V— VR \/]_0) : (13)
This choice reflects the error in f&v(ﬁ, G) estimating the local ACV of &; over all v and /.

The following assumption imposes conditions on the size of the changes in VAR param-

eters and the minimum spacing between the change points.
Assumption 4.4. (i) For each 1 < k < K¢, let Agy, = GF(BHM — gIk=1) Then,

1 K] (Qlk—1y=1][ ) )
e LV IGHEED N,
1<k<K¢ |A§,k|oo

(11) The bandwidth G fulfils , ie. minogkg{g (9§,k+1 - 0§7k) 2 2G.

Remark 4.2. We choose to measure the size of change using |A¢k|s. From Assump-
tion we have Ay, = O iff Bl — BIF=1 = O. In the related literature, the fo-norm
|8 — Blk=1l|, scaled by the global sparsity (given by the union of the supports of all
B 0<k< K¢), is used to measure the size of change where this global sparsity may be
much greater than that of A, when K is large, see Appedix . In some instances, we
have GH(GF-1-1 =1, e.g. when d = 1 and A = —A¥ such that Assumption
becomes \,, = o(miny |Al|y). More generally, bounding ||G*(GF~1)~1||; implicitly as-
sumes (approximate) sparsity on the second-order structure of &. When d = 1, we have
G = ZZZO(A[IH)ZI‘W[(A[IH)T]Z such that the boundedness of ||G*||; and ||(G*)~1||; fol-
lows when A[lk] and T are block diagonal with fixed block size (Wang and Tsay, [2022).
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For general d > 1, we have ||G¥(GE=1)=1||; bounded if GI¥ are strictly diagonally domi-
nant (see Definition 6.1.9 of Horn and Johnson (1985)) and Han et al.| (2015])), which is met
e.g. when A[ I are diagonal with their diagonal entries fulfilling v[kz] 0) >23¢! Wg[ka(m
(where I‘[gk} (0) = [ng]l (0)];.+); this trivially holds when d = 1.

Theorem 4.3. Suppose that Assumption 4.4 holds in addition to the assumptions made
in Theorem With A, ,, chosen as in (13)), we set 7, , to satisfy

1
2\ — min |A
np < Mnp < 2 1<k<K; A kloc

Then, there exists a set Mfw with P(/\/lfw) — 1 as n,p — 00, such that the following
holds for O, = {(/9\5;“ 1<k<K;: 55,1 <...< 551?5} returned by Stage 2 of FVARseg, on
M, , for large enough n:

(a) I?g = K¢ and max;<p<k, ]:9\5;{ — 0¢ x| < €0 for some ¢ € (0,1/2) with n € (e, 1].
(b) There exists a constant ¢y > 0 such that for all 1 < k < K, satistying {0, — 2G +
Oer +2GEN O, =10, we have |§§k — Oc k| < coggf]p, where

r 2 Bv_
(GKep)7=2 log»=2(p)
) under Assumption ,

log(G'Kep)
\ under Assumption

oM = | Al (1+ max 8%,

0<k<K¢

Due to the sequential nature of FVARseg, the success of Stage 2 is conditional on that
of Stage 1 which occurs on an asymptotic one-set, see Theorem Theorem @ estab-
lishes that Stage 2 of FVARseg consistently detects all K, change points within the distance
of oG where ¢, can be made arbitrarily small as n, p — oo under Assumption The-
orem @ shows that a further refined localisation rate can be derived for 6¢; when it
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is sufficiently distanced away from the change points in the factor-driven component. If,
say, O¢ . lies close to 0, 4/, a change point in X, the error from estimating the local ACV
of & due to the bias in (/9\,(7,4, prevents applying the arguments involved in the refinement
to such 6¢ ;. The refined rate ggf ]p is always tighter than G under Gaussianity.

It is of independent interest to consider the cases where x; is stationary (i.e. K, = 0) or
where we directly observe the piecewise stationary VAR process (i.e. X; = &;). Consistency
of the Stage 2 of FVARseg readily extends to such settings and the improved localisation
rates in Theorem @ apply to all the estimators. Also, further improvement is attained
in the heavy-tailed situations (Assumption if &; is directly observable. For the full
statement of the results, we refer to Corollary in Appendix [A] where we also provide a
detailed comparison between Stage 2 of FVARseg and existing VAR segmentation methods

(that do not take into the possible presence of factors), both theoretically and numerically.

5 Empirical results

5.1 Numerical considerations

Multiscale extension. The bandwidth G is required to be large enough to provide a
good local estimators of spectral density of x; (Stage 1) and VAR parameters (Stage 2).
However, if GG is too large, we may have windows that contain two or more changes when
scanning the data for change points, which violates Assumptions and [4.4[(i)} [Cho
and Kirch| (2022) note the lack of adaptivity of a single-bandwidth moving window pro-
cedure in the presence of multiscale change points (a mixture of large changes over short
intervals and smaller changes over long intervals), and advocates the use of multiple band-

widths. Accordingly we also propose to apply FVARseg with a range of bandwidths and
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prune down the outputs using a ‘bottom-up’ method (Messer et al., 2014; Meier et al.,
2021). Let ©(G) denote the output from Stage 1 or 2 with a bandwidth G. Given a set
of bandwidths G = {G;, 1 <h < H: G; < ... < Gy}, we accept all estimators from the
finest (G; to the set of final estimators O and sequentially for h > 2, accept fc @(Gh) iff
ming_g = 0] > G/2. In simulation studies, we use G, = {[n/10],[n/8], [n/6], [n/4]} for
Stage 1, and G¢ generated as an equispaced sequence between [2.5p] and [n/4] of length 4
for Stage 2. The choice of G, is motivated by the simulation results of [Barigozzi et al.
(2022) under the stationarity, where the ¢;-regularised estimator in (10)) was observed to

performs well when the sample size exceeds 2p.

Speeding up Stage 1. The computational bottleneck of FVARseg is the computation
of T\, ,(w;, G) in Stage 1, which involves singular value decomposition (SVD) of a p x p-
matrix at multiple frequencies and over time. We propose to evaluate T, ,(w;, G) on a grid
ve{G+ab,: 0<a<|(n-2G)/b,|} with b, = [2log(n)]. This may incur additional
bias of at most b,/2 < log(n) in change point location estimation which is asymptotically

negligible in view of Theorem [4.1 but reduce the computational load by the factor of b,.

Selection of thresholds. The theoretically permitted ranges of ,, and m,, (see The-
orems and depend on constants which are not accessible or difficult to estimate
in practice. This is an issue commonly encountered by data segmentation methods which
involve localised testing, and often a reasonable solution is found by large-scale simula-
tions, an approach we also take. We use simulations to derive a simple rule for selecting
the threshold as a function of n, p and G. For this, we (i) propose a scaling for each of the
two detector statistics adopted in Stages 1 and 2 which reduces its dependence on the data
generating process, and (ii) fit a linear model for an appropriate percentile of the scaled

detector statistics obtained from simulated datasets. Specifically, we simulate B = 100
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time series following with K, = K¢ = 0 using the models considered in Section , and
record the maximum of the scaled detector statistics T} ,(G) and T¢,(G) over v on each
realisation. Here, the scaling terms are obtained from the first G observations only, as

Tﬁ,v (//B\G G)
14

,G)
- = —
maxo<e<a |Te gy (4, [5]) = Tea(l [5])]o0

T} ,(G) = max —~———= and T¢ (G) =

Generating the data with varying (n, p, ¢, d) and repeating the above procedure with mult-
ple choices of G, we fit a linear model to the 100(1 — 7)th percentile of log(max, T} ,(G))

with loglog(n) and log(G) as regressors (R2;; = 0.9651), and use the fitted model to derive

adj
a threshold for given n and G that is then applied to the similarly scaled T}, (w;, G). Analo-
gously, we regress the 100(1—7)th percentile of log(max, T¢ ,(G)) onto loglog(n), loglog(p)
and log(G) (RZ; = 0.985), and find a threshold applied to the scaled T‘iv(é, G) given n, p
and G from the fitted model. The choice of the regressors is motivated by the definitions
of ¢, and v, , which appear in Theorems and . The high values of dej indicate
the excellent fit of the linear models and consequently, that the threshold selection rule is
insensitive to the data generating processes. When Stage 2 is used as a standalone method
for segmenting observed VAR processes, a smaller threshold is recommended which is in

line with Corollary @, and we find that 7, , = 1 works well with the proposed scaling.

Other tuning parameters. While data-adaptive methods exist for selecting the kernel
window size m in ([4]) (Politis, 2003), we find that setting it simply at m = max(1, |G'/3])
for given GG, works well for the purpose of data segmentation. The results are not highly
sensitive to the choice of  in Stage 1 and use n = 0.5 throughout. In Stage 2, we find that
not trimming off the data when estimating the VAR parameters by setting n = 0, does
not hurt the numerical performance. In factor-adjustment, we select the segment-specific

factor number g, using the IC-based approach of Hallin and Liskal (2007)). Krampe and
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Margaritella, (2021]) propose to jointly select the (static) factor number and the VAR order
using an IC but generally, the validity of IC is not well-understood for VAR order selection
in high dimensions. In our simulations, following the practice in the literature on VAR
segmentation, we regard d as known but also investigate the sensitivity of FVARseg when
d is mis-specified. In analysing the panel of daily volatilities (Section , we use d = 5
which has the interpretation of the number of trading days per week. Finally, we select

Ap,p in via cross validation as in Barigozzi et al.| (2022).

5.2 Simulation studies

In the simulations, we consider the cases when the factor-driven component is present
(xt # 0) and when it is not (x; = 0). For the former, we consider two models for
generating x; with ¢ = 2. In the first model, referred to as|(C1)} x; admits a static factor
model representation while in the second model , it does not; empirically, the task of
factor structure estimation is observed to be more challenging under (Forni et al., [2017}
Barigozzi et al., 2022). We generate &; as piecewise stationary Gaussian VAR(d) processes
with d € {1,2} and a parameter § that controls the size of the change (with smaller
[ indicating the smaller change). We refer to Appendix for the full descriptions of
simulation models and Table [I] for an overview of the 24 data generating processes which
also contains information about the sets of change points ©, and ©; under each setting, we
generate 100 realisations. Below we provide a summary of the findings from the simulation
studies, and Tables reporting the results can be found in Appendix [B.2]

To the best of our knowledge, there does not exist a methodology that comprehensively
addresses the change point problem under the model (). Therefore under (M1)—(M2), we
compare the Stage 1 of FVARseg with a method proposed in | Barigozzi et al.| (2018)), referred
to as BCF hereafter, on their performance at detecting changes in x;. While BCF has a
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Table 1: Data generating processes for simulation studies.

n P Xt (d, B) Oy O¢
(M1) 2000 50,100,150 [(C1) (1,1) 0, {[n/4],[n/2],[3n/4]}  {[3n/8],[5n/8]}
(M2) 2000 50,100,150 [(C2) (1,1) 0, {[n/3],[2n/3]} {[n/3],[2n/3]}
(M3) 2000 50,100,150 0 (1,0.6), (2,0.8) 0 0, {[3n/8],[5n/8]}

step for detecting change points in the remainder component, it does so nonparametically
unlike the Stage 2 of FVARseg, which may lead to unfair comparison. Hence we separately
consider (M3) with X; = & where we compare the Stage 2 method with VARDetect
(Safikhani et al 2022), a block-wise variant of Safikhani and Shojaie| (2022).

Results under (M1)—(M2). Overall, FVARseg achieves good accuracy in estimating
the total number and locations of the change points for both x; and &; across different
data generating processes. Under (M1) adopting the static factor model for generating
X1, FVARseg shows similar performance as BCF in detecting ©, when the dimension is
small (p = 50), but the latter tends to over-estimate the number of change points as
p increases. Also, FVARseg outperforms the binary segmentation-based BCF in change
point localisation. BCF requires as an input the upper bound on the number of global
factors, say ¢/, that includes the ones attributed to the change points, and its performance
is sensitive to its choice. In (M1), we have ¢’ < 3¢(K, + 1) (which is supplied to BCF)
while in (M2), Xl[/k] does not admit a static factor representation and accordingly such ¢’
does not exist (we set ¢ = 2¢q for BCF). Accordingly, BCF tends to under-estimate the
number of change points under (M2). Generally, the task of detecting change points in
&, is aggravated by the presence of change points in x; due to the sequential nature of
FVARseg, and the Stage 2 performs better when K, = 0 both in terms of detection and
localisation accuracy, which agrees with the observations made in Corollary @
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Between (M1) and (M2), the latter poses a more challenging setting for the Stage 2
methodology. This may be attributed to (i) the difficulty posed by the data generating
scenario |(C2)| which is observed to make the estimation tasks related to the latent VAR
process more difficult (Barigozzi et al., [2022), and (ii) that ©, = ©¢ where the estimation
bias from Stage 1 has a worse effect on the performance of Stage 2 compared to when O,

and ©, do not overlap, see the discussion below Theorem .

Results under (M3). Table shows that the Stage 2 of FVARseg outperforms
VARDetect in all criteria considered, particularly as p increases. VARDetect struggles
to detect any change point when the change is weak (recall that 5 = 0.6 is used when
d = 1 which makes the size of change at 6¢ 5 small) or when d = 2. FVARseg is faster than
VARDetect in most situations except for when (d, p, K¢) = (1, 50, 0), sometimes more than
10 times e.g. when d = 2 and there is no change point in the data. Additionally, Stage 2 of
FVARseg is insensitive to the over-specification of the VAR order (d = 2 is used when in
fact d = 1). When it is under-specified, there is slight loss of detection power as expected.
Compared to the results obtained under (M1)—(M2), the localisation performance of the
Stage 2 method improves in the absence of the factor-driven component, even though the
size of changes under (M3) tends to be smaller. This confirms the theoretical findings
reported in Corollary @ in Appendix [Al Although not reported here, when the full
FVARseg methodology is applied to the data generated under (M3), the Stage 1 method

does not detect any spurious change point estimators as desired.

5.3 Application: US blue chip data

We consider daily stock prices from p = 72 US blue chip companies across industry sectors

between January 3, 2000 and February 16, 2022 (n = 5568 days), retrieved from the Whar-
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ton Research Data Services; the list of companies and their corresponding sectors can be
found in Appendix Following Diebold and Yilmaz| (2014), we measure the volatility using
o2 = 0.361(ple" — plov)2 where p¥&" (resp. pl9*) denotes the maximum (resp. minimum)
log-price of stock i on day ¢, and set X;; = log(c2).

We apply FVARseg to detect change points in the panel of volatility measures {X;;, 1 <
i <p;1<t<n}. With ng = 252 denoting the number of trading days per year, we apply
Stage 1 with bandwidths chosen as an equispaced sequence between [ng/4] and 2ng of
length 4, implicitly setting the minimum distance between two neighbouring change points
to be three months. Based on the empirical sample size requirement for VAR parameter
estimation (see Section , we apply Stage 2 with bandwidths chosen as an equispaced
sequence between 2.5p and 2ng of length 4. The VAR order is set at d = 5 which corresponds

to the number of trading days in each week, and the rest of the tuning parameters are

selected as in Section [5.1] Table 2 reports the segmentation results.

Table 2: Sets of change point estimators returned by FVARseg.

éx returned by Stage 1 @5 returned by Stage 2

2002-06-06 2007-12-10 2008-09-12 2008-12-16 2002-02-04 2003-03-18 2003-11-25 2006-06-07 2008-03-17 2009-07-07
2009-05-11  2020-02-18 2020-05-20 2011-07-28 2013-05-30 2015-06-25 2017-10-03 2020-02-27

Stage 1 detects four change points around the Great Financial Crisis between 2007 and
2009, and the last two estimators from Stage 1 correspond to the onset (2020-02-20) and
the end (2020-04-07) of the stock market crash brought in by the instability due to the
COVID-19 pandemic. Given the clustering of change points between 2007 and 2009, an
alternative approach is to adopt a locally stationary factor model as in Barigozzi et al.
(2021)). However, such a model does not allow for the number of factors to vary over time,
whereas we observe the contrary to be the case when applying the IC-based method of

Hallin and Liskal (2007) to each segment defined by (:)X, see Table . This supports that it
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is more appropriate to model the changes in the factor-driven component of this dataset

as abrupt changes rather than as smooth transitions.

Table 3: Estimated number of factors g from {X, éxﬁk +1<t< 5X,k+1}, k=0,...,7.

Segmentk 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7

T 34272512

The estimators from Stage 2 are spread across the period in consideration. Figure (c)-

(f) illustrate how the linkages between different companies vary over the four segments

identified between 2003 and 2011 particularly at the level of industrial sectors, although

this information is not used by FVARseg.

Table 4: Mean and standard errors of FE}"® and FE™ for ¢t € T where |T| = 1600.

FEan FEmaX
Forecasting method Mean SE  Mean  SE
(F1) Restricted 0.7671 0.3729 0.9181 0.1898
Unrestricted 0.7746 0.4123 0.9204 0.2007
(F2) Restricted 0.7831 0.4011 0.9217 0.1962
Unrestricted 0.8138 0.4666 0.9279 0.2008

To further validate the segmentation obtained by FVARseg, we perform a forecasting
exercise. Two approaches, referred to as|(F1)[ and below, are adopted to build fore-

casting models where the difference lies in how a sub-sample of {X,, u <t — 1}, is chosen

to forecast X;. Simply put, [(F'1){uses the observations belonging to the same segment as X;

only, for constructing the forecast of x; (resp. &) according to the segmentation defined by

@x (resp. @5), while |(F2)| ignores the presence of the most recent change point estimator.

We expect |(F1)[to give more accurate predictions if the data undergoes structural changes

at the detected change points. On the other hand, if some of the change point estimators
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are spurious, is expected to produce better forecasts since it makes use of more obser-
vations. We select T, the set of time points at which to perform forecasting, such that each
t € T does not belong to the first two segments (i.e. t > max(gxg, @\5,2) + 1), and there are
at least ng of observations to build a forecast model separately for x; and &;, respectively.
Denoting by L, (v) = max{0 < k < K, : é\ch + 1 < v} the index of §X,k nearest to and
strictly left of v and similarly defining /[:g(v), this means that min(zx(t),zg(t)) > 2 and
it = O i) > mo for all t € T. We have [T| = 1600. For such ¢ € T,
we obtain X;(N) = x;(N7) + &(Ns) for some N = (N1, Ny), where X;(N;) denotes an

estimator of the best linear predictor of x; given X;_,, 1 < ¢ < Ny, and é;(Ng) is defined

min(t — Hx,fx(

analogously. The difference between the two approaches we take lies in the selection of IN.

(F1) We set Ny =t — Kx,ix(t) —land Ny =1t — Kf,fg(t) -1
(Fz) We set Nl =t — Kx,ZX(t)fl — 1 and NQ =t — K{,Zg(t)fl —1.

Barigozzi et al.| (2022) propose two methods for estimating the best linear predictors of
x: and & under a stationary factor-adjusted VAR model, one based on a more restrictive
assumption on the factor structure (‘restricted’) than the other (‘unrestricted’); we refer to

the paper for their detailed descriptions. Both estimators are combined with the two ap-

proaches|(F1) and |(F2)l Table 4| reports the summary of the forecasting errors measured as
FE® = |X, — X (N)[2/|X;|2 and FE" = |X; — X;(N)|s0/|X¢|sc, obtained from combining

different best linear predictors with (F2)l According to all evaluation criteria,
produces forecasts that are more accurate than regardless of the forecasting methods,

which supports the validity of the change point estimators returned by FVARseg.
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A Further discussions on Stage 2 of FVARseg

A.1 Extension of Theorem 4.3l

We consider the performance of the Stage 2 of FVARseg when applied to some special cases
under the model where @ X: is stationary (i.e. ©, = ) and @ we directly observe
X; =& (i.e. x4 = 0). Theorem indicates that in both cases, the Stage 1 of FVARseg
returns éx = (). The results reported in Theorem readily extend to such settings.

Corollary A.1. Suppose that the assumptions of Theorem [.3] hold, including Assump-
tion with A, , specified below. Then, with ggi ]p defined as in Theorem , ie.

( 2 Sy
(GKep)v=2 log== (p)
under Assumption ,
log(GKp)

\ under Assumption

0<k<LK,

oM = Al 2 (1 + max Hﬁmﬂl) X

there exist a set M§ , with P(M§ ) — 1 as n,p — oo and constants €, co > 0 such that
on M

n.p» We have

n?p

}AQ = K: and ’ggk — Hgﬁk‘ < min (EOG, cog[k] ) forall 1 <k < K¢

for n large enough, in the following situations.

(a) There is no change point in the factor-driven component, i.e. K, = 0, and we set

1 1
- [£] v —
Anp =M (ogmk%}ég |81 + 1) (z?mp v — v \/13> :
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(b) We directly observe the piecewise stationary VAR process, i.e. X; = &; for all £, and
we set A, = M(maxo<k<r, |BM |1 + 1)7,, with

(np)2/" 1og3(12 log?*2/"(G) 1°gé"p) under Assumption [£.1|[(1)]
log(n; ] ii
gé P) under Assumption

|
I

>

—

n,p

When compared to the methods dedicated to the setting corresponding to Corol-
lary @ our Stage 2 methodology achieves comparative theoretical performance in
terms of the detection lower bound imposed on the size of changes for their detection, and
the rate of localisation achieved. We provide a comprehensive comparison of the Stage 2
methodology with the existing VAR segmentation methods in the next section, both on

their theoretical and computational properties.

A.2 Comparison with the existing VAR segmentation methods

There are a few methods proposed for time series segmentation under piecewise stationary,
Gaussian VAR models, a setting that corresponds to Corollary @ under Gaussianity.
In this setting, we compare the Stage 2 of FVARseg with those proposed by Wang et al.
(2019) and [Safikhani and Shojaie, (2022).

Table [A.T] summarises the comparative study in terms of their theoretical and compu-
tational properties. Denoting by Ay the size of change between the (k — 1)th and the kth
segments (measured differently for different methods), the separation rate refers to some
Vnp — 00 such that if V;}D ming A? - ming(0¢ g1 — O¢ ) — 00, the corresponding method
correctly detects all K¢ change points; for Stage 2, we set Ay = |A¢ | and for the others,
Ay = 30_1/2|B[k] — B¥=1, (see the caption of Table for the definition of s,). The local-

isation rate refers to some o,, — oo satisfying max;<x<r, w2|0p — O¢ x| = Op(0nyp) for the
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Table A.1: Comparison of change point methods developed under piecewise stationary VAR
models on their theoretical performance (under Gaussianity) and computational complexity.
Here, g = maxi<k<k, |GH(GE=1);, s, = |S| denotes the global sparsity defined with
Se{l,...,pdyx{1,...,p} where [B¥]]; ; = 0iff (4,4') ¢ S for all k. LP(a) denotes the complexity
of solving a linear program with a variables and Lasso(a, b) that of solving a Lasso problem with
sample size a and dimensionality b.

Methods Separation Localisation Complexity

Stage 2 of FVARseg (1Vg)?log(nVvp) log(nVp) O(G 'npLP(pd)+ np?)
Wang et al.| (2019) soK¢log(nVyp)  log(nVp) O(n?p Lasso(n, pd))
Safikhani and Shojaie (2022) sé‘Kg log(p) st K¢ log(p) Not available

estimators 6, returned by respective methods. For FVARseg, the weights wy, reflect the dif-
ficulty associated with locating individual change points, i.e. w; = A}, while for[Wang et al.
(2019) and [Safikhani and Shojaie| (2022), the weights are global with wj, = min;, A, and
wy, = 1, respectively. Safikhani and Shojaie (2022) further assume that miny, |3 — glE=1),
is bounded away from zero. We suppose that max; ||3*||; = O(1), a sufficient condition
for the boundedness of HE?] (w)]| for each segment-specific VAR process (Basu and Michai-
lidis, 2015, Proposition 2.2), which is required by all the methods in consideration for their
theoretical consistency.

Immediate comparison of the theoretical results is difficult due to different definitions

of Aj: Observe that
[Acilo 1Ack2 > A3 > (2mme)?|BH — BlE-112

from Assumption where | - |p denotes the element-wise fp-norm. Noting that
|A¢lo = |8 — BlE=1|,, the requirement of Stage 2 of FVARseg may be stronger than
that made in \Wang et al.| (2019) if s, < |3 — 8¥~1|;. On the other hand, we can have s,

much greater than |3* — glF=1|, if K¢ is large or when the sparsity pattern of B varies
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greatly from one segment to another. The method proposed by Safikhani and Shojaie
(2022) is generally worse than the other two both in terms of separation and localisation
rates.

The ¢;-regularised Yule-Walker estimation problem in (10]) can be solved in parallel and
further, it needs to be performed only K¢+ 1 times with large probability, which makes the
Stage 2 methodology more attractive. By comparison, the dynamic programming method-
ology of Wang et al. (2019)) requires the Lasso estimation to be performed O(n?) times,
and the multi-stage procedure of Safikhani and Shojaie (2022) solves a fused Lasso prob-
lem of dimension np?d to obtain pre-estimators of the change points, and then exhaustively
searches for the final set of estimators which can be NP-hard in the worst case. In Sec-
tion [5.2] we compare the Stage 2 methodology with a blockwise modification of [Safikhani
and Shojaie| (2022)) that is implemented in the R package VARDetect (Bai et al.| 2021).

Finally, we note that there are methods developed under piecewise stationary extensions
of the low-rank plus sparse VAR(1) model proposed in Basu et al.| (2019), see Bai et al.
(2022). While they additionally permit a low rank structure in the parameter matrices,
the spectrum of X; is assumed to be uniformly bounded which rules out pervasive (serial)
correlations in the data and thus is distinguished from the piecewise stationary factor-

adjusted VAR model considered in this paper.
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B

Further information on simulation studies

B.1 Data generating processes

We provide full details on how the data is generated for numerical experiments reported in

Section [5.2] Firstly, the factor-driven component x; is generated according to the following

two models.

(C1) ng} admits a static factor model representation, as

(C2)

q
Xi =Y (BY + BYL+ BYL L, 0<k <K,

j=1

where wj; ~iia N'(0,073) with (01,02) = (1,0.5), and the MA coefficients are generated

as (B[[)]f;ﬁByj.j, ngz]j) ~ia N3(0,1I) for all 1 < i <pand 1< j<qgwhen k=0. Then

sequentially for k = 1,..., K, we draw Hgf} C {1,...,p} with |H£f” = [0.5p] such
that for all j, (ByL, B, BYL) ~iq N3(0,1) when i € I while (B, Bl BY.) =

0,i37 1,457 2,15

(BYF-Y B BESY when 4 ¢ 1Y,

0,25 7 Lydg > 72,5

xgk] does not admit a static factor model representation, as
q
=S a1 - ol L) Yy, 0<k <K,
j=1

where uj; ~iq N (0, 1) and the coefficients a;; are drawn uniformly as a;; ~yq U[—1, 1]
with Ula, b] denoting a uniform distribution. The AR coefficients are generated as
o iy U[—0.8,0.8] when k& = 0 and then sequentially for k = 1,..., K,, we draw

iJ
[k—1

Hgf} c{1,...,p} with |H£f}| = [0.5p] such that for all j, we have O‘z['];] = —aq; ! when

i e I and ay;»] = aL’;*” when i ¢ 1.
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For generating the piecewise stationary VAR(d) process &, we consider '™ = I &, ~yq
N,(0,1I) and d € {1,2}. When d = 1, we generate N' = (V, &), a directed Erdés-Rényi
random graph on the vertex set V = {1,...,p} with the link probability 1/p, set the
entries of A[IO] as A[l?}ii, = 0.4 if (i,i') € € and A[B]ii, = 0 otherwise, then rescale it such
that ||A[10]H = 1. When d = 2, we rescale the thus-generated A[lo} to have HA[lo]H =05
and similarly generate A[QO] with HA[ZO} | = 0.5. Then sequentially for k = 1,..., K¢, we set
AL]C] = —BkALk_H for 1 < ¢ < d and some 3 € (0, 1].

B.2 Complete simulation results

Tables and report the complete results obtained for the simulation studies described
in Section[5.2} In particular, Table[B.I compares the performance of FVARseg against BCF
(Barigozzi et all, [2018) on datasets generated as in (M1)—(M2) of Table[l] and Table
compares the Stage 2 methodology of FVARseg (i.e. Algorithm [2| applied with C:)X =10
and T'¢,((,G) = T',,({,@)), against VARDetect (Safikhani and Shojaie, 2022; Bai et al.|
2021)) on datasets generated under (M3) in Table |1} All tuning parameters are selected as
described in Section (.11

Denoting by © and © the sets of estimated and true change points, respectively, we
report the distributions of K — K (with K = |©] and K = |©]) and the (scaled) Hausdorff

distance between © and O,

~ 1 ~ ~
dy(0,0) = —max{maxmin|9—9|,maxmin|9—9|} (B.1)
6e6 o

n 9cd 0€O

averaged over 100 realisations, as well as the average computation time (in seconds) in

Table B.2L
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Table B.1: (M1)-(M2): Distributions of [?X — K, and [?5 — K¢ and the average Hausdorff
distance dH(@X,@X) and dp(O¢, O¢) returned by FVARseg and BCF (Barigozzi et al. 2018),
over 100 realisations. We have K¢ = 2 under both (M1) and (M2).

K, — K, Ke — K¢ dy

p K, Method <-2 -1 0 1 >2<-2 -1 0 1 >2 ¥ &
, FVARseg 0 0 100 0 0 0 0 98 2 0 0000 0.018
- BCF 0O 0 95 5 0 0.007
, FVARseg 5 15 80 0 0 0 6 8 8 0 0057 0.049
BCF 0 0 91 8 1 0.010
, FVARseg 0 0 100 0 0 0 0 100 0 0 0000 0.018
(M1) 100 BCF 0 0 95 4 1 0.012
, FVARseg 4 10 8 0 0 0 2 90 6 2 0041 0.032
BCF 0 0 50 30 20 0.040
, FVARseg 0 0 100 0 0 0 0 100 0 0 0000 0.013
- BCF O 0 92 7 1 0.011
, FVARseg 4 10 8 0 0 0 2 93 5 0 0.046 0.030
BCF 0 0 33 28 39 0.056
, FVARseg 0 0 98 2 0 1 2 81 14 2 0006 0.054
“ BCF 0O 0 94 5 1 0.012
, FVARseg 0 0 99 1 0 7 20 57 12 4 0006 0.141
BCF 0 1 91 8 0 0.013
, FVARseg 0 0 99 1 0 0 4 87 § 1 0003 0044
(M2) 100 BCF 0 0 94 5 1 0.009
, FVARseg 0 0 99 1 0 3 10 67 20 0 0.004 0.101
BCF 0O 0 90 10 0 0.013
, FVARseg 0 0 99 0 1 0 4 91 5 0 0003 0.042
- BCF 0O 0 92 7 1 0.009
, FVARseg 0 0 100 0 0 3 9 78 9 1 0005 0086
BCF 0O 0 91 8 1 0.011
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Table B.2: (M3): Distribution of [?g—Kg and the average Hausdorff distance dH(@g, O¢) returned
by the Stage 2 of FVARseg and VARDetect (Bai et al. [2021), over 100 realisations. We also report
the average computation time (in seconds) from 10 cores of Apple M1 Max with 16GB of RAM
on mac OS.

Ke — K¢

d p K Method <-2 -1 O 1 >2 dy time
FVARseg (d=1) 0 0 99 1 0 0001 11.14

0 FVARseg (d=2) 0 0 95 5 0 0013 12.92

- VARDetect 0O 0 95 1 4 0015 711
FVARseg (d=1) 0 0 98 2 0 0012 20.20

2 FVARseg(d=2) 0 0 91 8 1 0019 2255
VARDetect 50 33 6 2 0 0307 16.50

FVARseg (d=1) 0 0 100 0 0 000 26.98

, 0 FVARseg (d=2) 0 0 100 0 0 000 37.96
100 VARDetect 0 0 8 5 6 003 7887
FVARseg (d=1) 0 1 98 1 0 0013 47.71

2 FVARseg(d=2) 0 1 98 1 0 0015 62.78
VARDetect 9 9 0 0 1 0362 96.08

FVARseg (d=1) 0 0 100 0 0 000 55.82

0 FVARseg(d=2) 0 0 100 0 0 000 87.33

50 VARDetect 0 0 8 6 6 0036 30595
FVARseg (d=1) 0 1 98 1 0 0014 9896

2 FVARseg (d=2) 0 2 97 1 0 0017 146.40
VARDetect 89 11 0 0 0 0361 33579

FVARseg d=2) 0 0 82 18 0 0054 1352

0 FVARseg (d=1) 0 0 92 8 0 002 1118

- VARDetect 0 0 96 2 2 0012 37.26
FVARseg (1=2) 0 4 88 8 0 0031 20.90

2 FVARseg (d=1) 0 10 86 4 0 0.045 17.56
VARDetect 81 6 9 1 3 032 3031

FVARseg (d=2) 0 0 98 2 0 0008 37.96

) 0 FVARseg (d=1) 0 0 97 3 0 0009 27.05
100 VARDetect 0 0 90 8 2 0021 33424
FVARseg (d=2) 0 12 8 1 0 0044 57.77

2 FVARseg (d=1) 0 27 73 0 0 008 39.57
VARDetect 95 1 3 0 1 0365 137.59

FVARseg (d=2) 0 0 97 3 0 001 89.06

0 FVARseg(d=1) 0 0 100 0 0 0.00 56.14
50 VARDetect 0 0 93 3 4 0016 1063.33
FVARseg (d=2) 0 ° 15 8 0 0 0051 136.81

2 FVARseg(d=1) 1 28 71 0 0 0085 86.51
VARDetect 97 1 0 0 2 0371 389.86




C Pseudocodes for FVARseg

Algorithms [I] and [2] provide pseudocodes for Stages 1 and 2 of FVARseg.

Algorithm 1: Stage 1 of FVARseg

Input: Data {X;},, lag window size m, Bartlett kernel K (-), bandwidth G,
n € (0,1], threshold x,,,
Step 0: Set O, «+ 0.

Step 1: At w;, 0 <1 <m, compute T} ,(w;,G), G <v<n-—G,in @ and identify
Z={G,...,n—G}\{v: maxo<i<m Tyo(wi, G) < Knp}

~

Step 2: Let 0= arg maxyez max; 1y, (wi, G) and w(f) = arg max.,. o<i<m T5(wi, G).
If Tx’g(w(g), G) > maxg ;. ,<Ginc Txm(w(g), (), update @x — @x U {5}

Step 3: UpdateIeI\{@—G+1,...,§+ G}.

Step 4: Repeat Steps 2-3 until Z is empty.

Output: @x
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Algorithm 2: Stage 2 of FVARseg

Input: Data {X;}} ,, change point estimators from the common component @X,
An,p for (10)), bandwidth G, 7 € (0,1], threshold m,,,

Step 0: Set @)5 + 0 and v, + G.

Step 1: With B\ = BUO(G), scan T&U(,@, G) for v > v, and identify
0 =min{v: v, <v<n-—Gand T;,(B,G) > Ty}

Step 2: Find § = arg MAXG << min(6+Gn—G) Tgﬂ,(ﬁ, () and update @5 — (:)5 U {6}.
Step 3: Update v, < min(d + 2G, 0+ (n+1)G).

Step 4: Repeat Steps 1-3 until v, > n — G.

Output: @5
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D Generalised dynamic factor model

D.1 GDFM as a representation

Forni and Lippi (2001) show that the necessary and sufficient condition for any p-dimensional,
weakly stationary time series to admit the generalised dynamic factor model (GDFM) rep-
resentation, is to have a finite number of the eigenvalues of its spectral density matrix
diverge with p (as in Assumption while the remaining ones are bounded for all p. In
other words, GDFM itself (without the VAR model imposed on &; as in this paper) can be
regarded as a representation of high-dimensional time series rather than a model. Overall,
GDFM provides the most general framework for high-dimensional time series factor mod-
elling and it encompasses other factor models found in the literature such as static factor
models (Forni et al., 2009).

Static factor models are popularly adopted in both stationary (Stock and Watson), [2002;
Bai, 2003; Fan et al., 2013; Barigozzi and Cho| 2020)) and piecewise stationary (Barigozzi
et al., 2018; |Li et al. |2022) time series modelling in high dimensions. Under stationary
factor models, the factor-driven component permits a representation y;; = A/ f; with some
finite-dimensional vector processes f; € R" as the common factors; here, ‘static’ refers
to that y;; loads f; contemporaneously and does not preclude serial dependence therein.
The model in includes such a static factor model by representing f; = By(L)u, with
Bi(L) = > 2, BysLf, By € R4 for some r > ¢ (see Remark R of [Forni et al.| (2009)).
On the other hand, some models that have a finite number of factors under ([2) cannot
be represented with f; of finite dimension, the simplest example being the case where
Xit = a;(1 —b;L) " tuy for some b; € (—1,1) (Forni et al.l 2015); see also in Section .

Hallin et al.| (2018) observe that principal component analysis (PCA), typically accom-

panying static factor models as an estimation tool, does not enjoy the optimality property
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that guarantees their success in the i.i.d. case in the presence of serial correlations, unlike

the dynamic PCA adopted for estimation under GDFM (see Section |3.1.2]).

D.2 VAR representation of GDFM

For notational simplicity, let ¢, = ¢ for all 0 < k < K, . Suppose that each (7, j)th element

of the filter B¥ (L) in (3]), say BZ[?](L) = o Bg;]jLe, is a ratio of finite-order polynomials

in L such that for some finite s, 55 € N,

(k] BY(L) (k1) SN
ij : : _ dre ;_
B (L) [k,2](L with  Bj;"(L) = g B L 1=1,2,
17 (=0

forall 1 <j <gq; and 0 <k < K. Furthermore, assume the followings.

(a) There exists M, > 0 such that

k,1
max max max Imax |B£l~]| < M,.
0<k<K, 1<i<p1<j<q0<i<s; %

(b) Forall 0 <k < K,,1<i<pand1l<j<gq, wehave Bl[?’z](z) # 0 for all |z < 1.

Under such assumptions, Section 4 of Forni et al.| (2015) establishes that for generic

1]

values of the parameters B,/ and Bg;f] (outside a countable union of nowhere dense

subsets), X,[fk] admits a block-wise singular VAR representation

ANy o ... 0 s R
o) Py ... o . RI*
0 O ... AN [xeN R/&N)
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kR o [K]
where x; 7 = (X(q+1)(h_1)+z‘,t7

we assume that p = N (¢ + 1) for some N € N. Here, each Xl[fk’h] admits a finite-order VAR

1 <i<q+1)" and R € RP*9 is of rank g;; for convenience,

representation determined by A£f ’h](L) =I-5,_, AE?, ’eh} L* with its degree s < gs; + ¢*sa,
and det(Agf’h](z)) # 0 for all |z| < 1.

The representation ([D.1)) gives the piecewise stationary factor-adjusted VAR model
in the interpretation of decomposing high-dimensional time series into two latent VAR
processes with time-varying parameter matrices, one of low rank (singular) accounting for
dominant dependence and the other modelling individual interdependence between the

variables unaccounted for by the former.
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E Information on the real dataset

Table provides the list of the 72 companies included in the application presented in

Section [5.3| along with their tickers and industry classifications .

Table E.1: Tickers and industry classifications of the 72 companies.

Ticker Company name Sector Ticker Company name Sector
AMZN  Amazon.com Cons. Disc.  AMGN Amgen Health Care
CMCSA Comcast Cons. Disc. BAX Baxter International Health Care
DIS Walt Disney Cons. Disc. BMY Bristol-Myers Squibb Health Care
F Ford Motor Cons. Disc. JNJ Johnson & Johnson Health Care
HD Home Depot Cons. Disc. LLY Lilly (Eli) & Co. Health Care
LOW Lowes Cons. Disc. MDT Medtronic Health Care
MCD McDonalds Cons. Disc. MRK Merck & Co. Health Care
SBUX Starbucks Cons. Disc. PFE Pfizer Health Care
TGT Target Cons. Disc. UNH United Health Health Care
CL Colgate-Palmolive Cons. Stap. BA Boeing Company Industrials
COST Costco Cons. Stap. CAT Caterpillar Industrials
CVS CVS Caremark Cons. Stap. EMR Emerson Electric Industrials
PEP PepsiCo Cons. Stap. FDX FedEx Industrials
PG Procter & Gamble Cons. Stap. GD General Dynamics Industrials
WMT Wal-Mart Stores Cons. Stap. GE General Electric Industrials
APA Apache Energy HON Honeywell Intl Industrials
COP ConocoPhillips Energy LMT Lockheed Martin Industrials
CVX Chevron Energy MMM  3M Company Industrials
HAL Halliburton Energy NSC Norfolk Southern Industrials
NOV National Oilwell Varco Energy UNP Union Pacific Industrials
OoXY Occidental Petroleum  Energy UPS United Parcel Service Industrials
SLB Schlumberger Ltd. Energy DD Du Pont Materials
XOM Exxon Mobil Energy FCX Freeport-McMoran Materials
AIG AIG Financials CSCO  Cisco Systems Technology
ALL Allstate Financials EBAY eBay Technology
AXP American Express Co  Financials AAPL Apple Technology
BAC Bank of America Financials HPQ Hewlett-Packard Technology
BK Bank of New York Financials IBM IBM Technology
C Citigroup Financials INTC  Intel Technology
COF Capital One Financial Financials MSFT  Microsoft Technology
GS Goldman Sachs Financials ORCL  Oracle Technology
JPM JPMorgan Chase Financials QCOM QUALCOMM Technology
SPG Simon Property Financials T AT&T Technology
USB U.S. Bancorp Financials VZ Verizon Technology
WEFC Wells Fargo Financials AEP American Electric Power Utilities
ABT Abbott Laboratories Health Care EXC Exelon Utilities
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F  Proofs

F.1 Preliminary lemmas

In the following lemmas, we operate under Assumptions[2.1],[2.2] 2.3|and 4.1} For notational
convenience, we assume that for each &, the filters B¥/(L) have BLk] € RP*Y with appropriate
zero columns such that we can write ") = B¥(L)u; even when ¢, < q.

Recall that

1 Ly (v)

Do, G) = & {(Oris1 A0) = (O V (v = G)IEP (W), (F.1)

k=Ly (v—G+1)
with L, (v) = max{0 < k < K, : 6, +1 < v} denoting the index of the change point
nearest to and strictly left of a time point v, and we define ¥ ,(w, G) and L¢(v) analogously.
Then, the local spectral density matrix of X, is defined as ¥, ,(w,G) = %, ,(w,G) +
B¢, (w, G). Similarly, with T (¢) = E(x7,(xi*)T) and T (0) = E(&,(6])T), we define
the local ACV matrix of x; as

Ly (v)

1

Lol G) = = {(Ors1 A 0) = (O V (v = G)ITF(O),

k=L (v—G+1)
and analogously define I'¢ ,(¢, G). Then we define I, ,(¢,G) =T, , (¢, G) + T'¢ (¢, G).
Zhang and Wu| (2021) extend the functional dependence measure introduced in [Wu
(2005) for high-dimensional, locally stationary time series. Denote by F; = {(u,,&,), v <
k
t} and GY'() = (974 () np() T and G0 = (910, g¢()T RP-valued mea-

surable functions such that x\ = ,[(k](]-}) for 0 < k < K,, and M = gg[k](}}) for
0 <k < Ke. Then, X, = G(t/n, F) = G¥(F) + 6 NF) and X, = gi(t/n, F) =

o1



GO F) + (R, Also let Frpoy = {.., (u_r,ey), (uh ), (w,e)T,. .., (ug, &)}
denote a coupled version of F; with an independent copy (uy, €;) replacing (ug, ). Then,

the element-wise functional dependence measure is defined as

Stwi = sup ||gi(z F) — gi(z, Fopop)|., -
z€[0,1]

the uniform functional dependence measure as

0 = sup |[|G(2, F) — G2, Frqop)l]],

z€[0,1]

the dependence adjusted norms as

1Xi e = sup (C+ 1)~ Zétm and ||| X |sollve = Sup (+1) Zétl,,
t=¢ t=t

and the overall and the uniform dependence adjusted norms as

) 2/v
= <Z HX1HZ§> and @, = max [|X; [,
— ’ 1<i<p

Lemma F.1. Let o <¢—1.

(a) Under Assumption [£.1|[(Q)} we have
Vo < CV,E,gMalﬂ 2/Vlui/y and || X |oo[lva < CV,E,ngl/Q logl/Q( )pl/yﬂi/y

for some constant C,=z. > 0 depending only on its subscripts (varying from one

occasion to another).
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(b) Under Assumption (i), we have @, < C,z M. 21" for any v for which

l|lwjell, and |lei]], exist.

Proof. By Minkowski inequality,
Otpi < max \|B£kj_u0\|l,+ max HD%(I‘W)V%OHw and
0<k<K, ' © 0<I<K¢ ’

(%] [0 iy 1/2
<
Oy < ax [|IB; oloolly + max D) eoloolly

for all . Due to independence of u;;, Assumption and Lemma D.3 of Zhang and Wul
(2021)), there exists C), > 0 that depends only on v such that

q
=[k] [k
> By

Jj=1

max ||B£]fg,ug||l, < max

k] 1/v = - 1/v
< m ; < =
0<k<K, < G, max |Bila )/ S CE(1+1)°

v

for all 1 <1 < p, and
g 1/2
(k] 1/2 (k] |2 v, 1/v
pmax |[[By focll, <C, log (p) max (Zl|Bt,.jloo> ¢,
]:

<C,log"(p)E(1+t)"¢"/" )"
Similarly, from Assumption and independence of €;, we have

Jmax ||D (TY)! e, < G, max D (PU)!/2]; ) < €, M} max D |5 )/
SIS K

» 1/2
< C,M}"* max (Z (DE]UV) Pl < CMMPE( 4 )l

i=1
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for all 1 <7 < p. Then,

p
max [||D} () ool < max D [D (PU) ey < (CLMIPE(L + 1)) piay

0<I<K¢

such that max; || |D£{]Z-_(I‘U])1/2€O|oo||,, < C,,Mel/zE(l + t)*gpl/”,ull,/y. Then, for some constant

Cy= > 0, we have

Orpi < CozMY2(1+t)pul/v, 6, < C,eMM2log"?(p) (1 + )~ p" ul/”,

and setting a < ¢ — 1,
q)ma S Cl/,E,gMel/Zlullj/Va \I/l,ﬂ S OVE ng/QpZ/VIul/V and
H ’X.’OOHV’Q < CVE,CMEI/Q 10g1/2< )pl/u,ulll/u

[]

Lemma F.2. There exist some constants Cz ¢, Cz . > 0 which depend only on =, ¢ and

M, defined in Assumptions and [2.3] such that for all h > 0,

)l < Cg -
S 23, [E Qx| < o141

max max |E(&—n&in)| < Czcc(l1+h)"°

h+1<t<n 1<, <p

¢) =k and L,(t) = [. Then, for any h > 0, we have

}q : B
k
BE 47 7 h+hi'j

J=1

Proof. Suppose that L, (t —

E (Z Z Blyz]JBé’ig’ujt e—hUjr ¢t~ 2/>| = Z
=0

00/=0j,j'=1

‘E<Xi,t7hXi’t)’ =

o4



o0 o0 r—2

[k] > B
= B, <C=(14+h
< BER Bk <X ey S L h)g_o_,g< +h)

(1]

uniformly in 1 < 4,4 < p and t for some Cz, > 0 depending only on = and ¢, thanks to
Assumption [2.3] Similarly, assuming that L¢(t — £) = k and L¢(t) = I, we have

|E(§it-n&in)| =

E (Z (ng-(F[k})l/Qet—e—h)(DLl/]ﬂy,(F[l])l/zst_g/)> ‘

[k] !
Z ’D F[k] 1/2 F[I)I/Q(DL]H” )T‘
=0

oo e, 9] ,—‘2
Dl
<M, DU <M
> ;l |2| Lthy' 12 = Zo 1+g 1+g+h)<
(e’e} —2
<M. - < Ceco(l+h)
ST o by < Czeell+ )

uniformly in 1 < 4,7 < p and ¢ for some Cz . > 0 depending only on =, ¢ and M., from
Assumption and . m

The following lemma is a direct consequence of Lemma [F.2]

Lemma F.3. Denote by I'; (¢, G) = [Vau, (¢, G), 1 < 4,7 < p]. Then, there exists some
constant Cz . depending only on =, ¢ and M, defined in Assumptions and [2.3] such
that

< Cs
Joax | Max Yo (0,G) < Czc(1+ €)™ and consequently,

max max Z Yowiir (€, G) = O(m™t) = o(m™1).

G<v<n 1<4,i'<p W

(]

We adopt the notations ng} (w) = [ax’ii,

@), 1< 4,7 < pl and Bw) = o5 (), 1 <
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,i" < p| to denote the elements of the spectral density matrices, and similarly i (0) =

[LL()1SavSphmdQ%a=4ﬁwa1s@vsm.

Lemma F.4. Denote by ¥, ,(w,G) = [040(w,G),1 < 4,7 < p|. Then, there exists

B, > 0 such that maxg<,<p—¢ maxi<ii<p SUD e[ n] O v’ (w, G) < B,.

Proof. By Lemma [F.3] we can find B, that depends only on =, ¢ and M, defined in
Assumptions and [2.3], such that

1 C~ _
v, < — xvm’e < = <Bg'
g supo @>|meyzw («.0) ZEﬂﬂw—

[]

Lemma F.5. For all 0 < k£ < K, and 1 < 4,7 < p, the functions w Ugf]ii, (w) possess

derivatives of any order and are of bounded variation, i.e. there exists B, > 0 such that

SV 1](7)[5]”( 1) — i]”(wl 1)| < Bl uniformly in 1 <4,7/ <p, 0 <k < K,, N €N and any
partition of [—m, 7|, — T =wp < w; < ... < wy = T.

Proof. From Lemma [F.2]

maXo<k<k, MaXi<gi<p |7X i ( )| < OE,g(l + W)_g

for all ¢, which implies that Uif,]n" (w) = 2m)7 ' 32 %[f]”( Je~* has derivatives of all

orders. Moreover,

-~ 14
< I=° < COL
<3 <

for some constant Cz_ > 0 not depending on 1 < 4,7’ < p, 0 <k < K, or w € [~,7],

which entails the bounded variation of 0)[( }”, (w). O
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F.2 Proof of Proposition

Let DM (2) = 3°2° DF2¢. Under Assumption , we can find a constant Mg > 0 which

depends only on M,, = and ¢ such that, uniformly over w € [—m, 7| and 0 < k < K,

k k 1 —lw —Llw\ * ME —lw —lw
W) =ISE ) = S IDH ()T (DF ey < =D () 1 [DH () o

571

M p o0 .

<3 (mzz o) (303 w)
j=1 ¢=0 =1 /=0
2

M, C HQM oo
<o ; < M.
— 2 ( i +€)<>< 21; > <£ > I3

F.3 Proof of Theorem [4.1]

Proposition F.6. Under the assumptions made in Theorem [4.1], we have

JES 1 1
max sup —HE%U(w,G H— (@Dn\/—\/ )

G=v=n e[—mx) P p

Proof. By Lemma [F.7, we have

. 2
E (maX sup Ex,v(wv G) - Exav(w’ G)‘ > S Cp2 <w2 v %) ,
2

v w

and therefore max, sup, p~!|e.o(w, Q) — Spu(w, @)z = O,(1h, V m™1) by Chebyshev’s
inequality. Then, via Proposition [2.1],

111~
max sup — HEm(w, G) -3, (w, G)H
v w p
1 1 1
Smaxsup—HEw,(w,G)—Exv “+maxsup—||§]§v( G =0,V —V-].
Qs m o p
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O

A~

For ease of notation, define i;’v(w, G) = im(w, G) — ¥, p1¢(w, G) and analogously
define ¥}  (w,G), ¥ ,(w,G) and X (w,G). By definition and Assumption ,
¥ 0 (W, G) = Ayk(w). Also, let w(v) = argmax{w;, 0 < I < m : Ty ,(w,G)} and
wyy = argmax{w;, 0 <1 < m ¢ [[Ayu(w)][}. Then, due to the Lipschitz continuity of

p || Ay k(W) (see Assumption , we have
JA k@il = e (p7h A+ O(m ™)) = (1 - Ay (F2)

for some small enough constant € € (0, 1). In what follows, we omit the subscript x from éxﬁk
and 0, ;. for simplicity and throughout the proof, we operate on the set MY = 57(1};), N 5_7(1},),,

where

11~ M 1 1
57(11})) =< max sup - HE“}(M’ G) — X, (w, G)H < — <¢n vV —V —)
’ G<vs<n we[—m,x] P 2 m . p

with M as in Theorem , and g,% is defined in (F.8) below. By Proposition we have
P(é}(ﬁ;) — lasn,p — oo and similarly, P(S_,(Z}Z),) — 1 by Lemma|F.8, such that P(M} ) — 1.

Proof of Theorem[{.1[(a) On &(LB, we have

, 1 1
[T l01.6) ~ [E i), )| < bap (v 22 ) (F.3)

forall G < v < n—G. From (F.3)), it follows that for any v satisfying min;<j<x, [v—0k| > G,
we have T ,(w(v), G) < Ky p since X (w(v), G) = O due to Assumption and such
v does not belong to Z. Also, noting that by (F.2)), (F.3) and the definition of w(fy) and
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Wi

1 1
T 6.6) 2 Ty, s 6) 2 (1= s = Mp (0 v 2] > ko,

we conclude that at least one change point is detected within distance G from each 6, 1 <
k < K,. Next, suppose that b (:)X satisfies |§— 0r] < G. From that Tx’g(w(g),G) >
Ty 0, (w(br), G) = Ty, (w]y, G), we obtain

G — |0 — 6, ~ 11
T||Axk(w(9))|| > A, —2Mp (% v - v 5) , hence
=

G

1 1 G — |0 — 0 ~
22y (v0v v ) 2 A= S A @@ 2

GpM (¢ Vm™' Vp™)
A

AXJC?

16— 0, <

S EoG
Xk

for some small constant € € (0,1/2) and large enough n under Assumption [4.2][(ii) i.e. we
detect at least one change point within (¢yG)-distance from each 6y, 1 < k < K. Finally,
suppose that at some v satisfying (1 — ¢)G < |v — 6| < G, we have T} ,(w(v), G) > Ky p.
Then by and the lower bound on &, ,

1 1 1 1
< coll Ays(w(®))]| + Mp (wn viy %)

< (ot A lo)] = Mp (v 2V 1) < Tl0),6)

where v/ = v + sign(f, — v)[nG], provided that n > 2, i.e. such v cannot be a local
maximiser of T} ,(w(v), @) within its nG-radius. This, combined with how Z is updated
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at each iteration, makes sure that only a single estimator is added to (:)x for each change

point. O

Proof of Theorem . WLOG, we consider the case when é\k < 6; the following ar-
guments apply analogously to the case when 5k > 0. We prove by contradiction that if
O — O > pit)y, we have T, 3. (w(@k), G) < Ty, (w(gk), () and thus 0 cannot be the local
maximiser of T} , (w(B),), G) within its nG-environment as required.

From Theorem , we have |§k — 0x| < €G. Then from that T 5 (w(é\k),G) >

Ty 6, (Wi, G) and by (F.2) and (F.3), we have
/ n 1 1 1

for an arbitrarily small constant € > 0. Noting that E;U (w,G) and X! (w,G) are Hermi-

tian (and thus diagonalisable with real diagonal entries), we write

|£5,@0).6)] = |65 5, @00, [Sra @), O = |80, (B0, el
for some g, g, € CP satisfying |8kl = ||gk]| = 1, for all 1 < k < K,. By Assump-
tion , we have
0 — 0 ~ ~
H X9k H N S k‘z;ek( (0k), G) ' o (w(), G)grl -

Then on &(:;),, there exists s, with |sx| = 1 and a constant ¢; > 0 such that

15;‘2(( 7 18k — skgkll
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max Ax k Hi;,f?\k (w(é\k)’ G) B E/Xﬁk (w(é\k>7 G) H
1<k<Ky, D f (E . (w(@@,@)) — U2 (E;,@c (W(é\k)’G)>

X0k
2 (wB) 1,1 1,1
=32 o6 - (e M(w’"‘vmvz) =a (w”vmvp>’ (F:5)

where the first inequality follows from Corollary 1 of [Yu et al.| (2015), and the second one

from Assumption E. and (F.4). WLOG, suppose that g; >’ , (w w(@), gy, > 0.
Then,

gk; ( (ek) G)gr gZE;gk(w@),G)gk
+ @ — 5181)E 5, (W(0h), G) (srex) + Bi . 5, (w(Ok), ) (B — ss80)

)
18 (25,000, 6) ~ = 5 (00, 6)) & = &= 5, (0(B), Gge + T+ 1T+ 111

From (F.3), (F.4) and Assumption [£.2)[(i)} for small enough € > 0,

~ ~ ~ 1 1 ~
I11] < HE;,@(W(%G) - z;ﬁk(w(ek),a)u < Mp (% Vv ]-)) <e Hzx N (Qk),G)H .
Also by (F.5)),
> (Y VTtV pTh)
1= llgs = seel H AC H = Hzxf’k (Qk)’G)H = P LIA &
<e 2;@@(@,6),@)‘

for all 1 < k < K, under Assumption M! and /1 is bounded analogously. Putting to-
gether the bounds on /111 together with the fact that g; 3 , (w w(@), Qg = 13, 6, (W w(@), A,
we have ng; (w(6r), g, = (1 — 3€) |13, 9, (w w(@,),G)|| > 0, and similarly we can show
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that @}‘;f}ﬁwk (w(6)), G)g > 0. Then, we observe:

~ -~

T 5. @00), G) = 8% ; (W(0h), G)Bk = oo, (w(B), G) > Bi 2 4, (w(Br), BB,

implies that

o<A*( ' 5.@(0), G) M,x (), ) & = g (25, (@0, 6) — T, (w(B), G) ) &
@ - =) (5 — 2, 00, 0)) (s181)
+ 8 (2 5, (@) G) 0, @00, G)) @~ sve)
+ 81 {25, @B), G) — By, (@0, G) — E (8,5, @), G) - Sy, (), G)) b &
+ 81 {E (05, @0).G) = 5, (@00, G)) = (5, (@(0), G) = Bi g, (w8, 6)) b &
g (z L5, (@(0).G) - zgﬁk(w@),a)) 8 =t Fio + Ryt + Ry + Ris + Rt + Rys.
(F.6)

First, note that by ,

Fr=— O (_;,ek‘ HAxk(W(é\k))H < - yng_GGk’Ax,k, (F.7)

and as applying the same arguments as those adopted in bounding I and /I above, we

have max(Ry1, Rik2) < €|Fx]. Now we turn our attention to Rys. Let v, (t,f) =
Ly, L

e MO+ (0) with 41T (0) = EOd o) and 7l (0) = E(€L,6), and 3o (8, 0) =

E(Xi,tfin’t) when ¢ 2 0 and 7, Vi’ (t, g) = E<XitXi’,t—|l|) when ¢ < 0. Then,

2nGG [Rk4] Z K (ﬁ) e*LZw(gk) 1 _
O — Qk m O, — 0y
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0, —G+|¢| Oy

Z ’y:z:u tg Z fy:ru tﬁ - Z (ﬁz,m/(t?g)_P)/z,m/(t?g))

t=0,,—G-+1+]¢| t=0,—G+1 t=0,+1
Or+1¢| 0p+G
- D w0 - Z Yoist (GO |+ Y G (8,0) = Y (£,6))
t=0,+1+¢| t=0p+1 t=0p+G+1
| | B 0,—G 0r+G
Z el > 2 Z > | a0
—n" O _9 t=0p—G+1  1=Op+1  t=Op+G+1
|€| 1 0r—G 0r+G
+ Z “Mek) o2 Z > | e () = IV +V + VI
elsm b t=0p—G+1  t=Op+1  t=0p+G+1

By Lemma .2} there exists constant Cz ., CZ . > 0 that do not depend on 4, such that

2.6,

40z . & [ _ 4Cs =~ 1 CL
V < ,S,E =,6,€ < ,S,E d
V] Zm 1+|e| m e;m(lﬂﬁy)ﬂ m o0
Ol
VI < =0e
Vi Z 1+ ]€| - m< 1
£: \Z\>m

Similarly, noting that there are at most a single change point within any () — /H\k)—interval,

we have

’[V‘ < 1203,(,6 i |€| < Ci’ga
T 0 -0, = (L) T om

for some constant CZ__ > 0, from that 6, — gk > cop%f ]p. Collecting the bounds on IV, V

=,6,E

and VI, we have for some constant C' > 0,

Cp|6y, — 04|

<
[Ria| < Gm

< €| Fil
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under Assumption Also, we observe that by Proposition ,

o) < O 20 < 5y,

|Ris| < HE e <

cB, (w(O), G) — t g, (w(0

Turning our attention to Rz, note that

G SV n / n _ 1 (1) n 7
T e B @00.0) - £ w00.6)] =5 {06~ 5. -0

Q% @B, b = 61, 0) = QL (B, b1 = 61, 0) + Q2 (0B, 60 = 1, G }

where the definitions of Q,(CTZZ, (w,h,H),r=1,2, can be found in (F.11)). Then by Lemma |F.8

and Chebyshev’s inequality, there exists some constant ¢; > 0 such that P(gfl}]))) — 1, where

_1)_ _k / !/
{00~ S0

_E (2; (@, G) = S, (w )H < (s } (F.8)

for some 1 < § < G, where wy, = (p7'A, ;)" and I is defined in the lemma. Setting

d = cowy, 2,0£L]p (which itself does not depend on k), we have on 6'—7(1};),,

,
. 2/v
i ( m(iKX) mlog([G]KX))

(COpn,]p)172/V ’ C()p'f,p
Rig| < c1p(|6i — 61| + m) y under Assumption [£.1|[(7)]
= G mlog(GKy)
cophp

under Assumption

< 2C1|/9\k — 9k| Ax,k
(Co A \/C—(])G

< (1 — 4e)| Fyl
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for ¢y large enough which, combined with the bounds on Ry, [ = 1,2,4,5, contradicts the
first inequality in (F.7). As these statements are deterministic on &S}; N 5_,%, the above
arguments apply to all 1 < k < K, which concludes the proof. O

F.3.1 Supporting results

In what follows, we operate under the assumptions made in Theorem [4.1]

Lemma F.7. Let flw(w, G) = [Oppir(w,G), 1 <i,7" < p|. There exists a constant C' > 0

not dependent on 1 < 7,7 < p such that

1\2
E < max  Sup |0z (w, G) — 0y (W, G)]2) <(C (wn Vv E)

G<vsn e [—m,7]

with 1, defined in .

Proof. Noting that

: (mgx D [Far st (01, G) = o (@, ) |2)
w

<2E <max Sup |0 vii (W, G) — E(Gyp i (w, G))|2)

v w

+ 2 max sup |E(a\$7v’n‘/ (W, G)) — Ogw,ii! (W, G) |2 s <F9>

we first address the first term in the RHS of (F.9). In Lemma [F.1] for ¢ > 2 (as assumed

in Assumptions and [2.3)), we can always set « = ¢ —1 > 1/2 — 2/v. Then, from
the finiteness of @, , shown therein and by Theorems 4.1 and 4.2 of [Zhang and Wu| (2021)),

there exist universal constants C1, Cy, Cs > 0 and constants C,, C,, o, > 0 that depend only
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on their subscripts, such that for any z > 0,

P (max Sup |0 v (W, G) — E(Gy i (w, G))| > z) <

v/2 v+1 v
Cy,anm (Gl,:)g” - @)oYy, + Cymnexp (_T?Pi_m> under Assumption ,
Conm exp [—Cg min (%, %)] under Assumption [4.1][(iD)]
2,0 2,0

Noting that for any positive random variable Y, we have E(Y) = [

o P(Y >y)dy, we have

E(max, sup,, [0, (w, G) —E(04 0. (w, G))[?) < C9p2 for some constant C' > 0 independent
of i,7', thanks to Lemma [F'.1

Turning our attention to the second term in the RHS of , let fz,v (0, G) = Fawir(,G), 1 <
i,i" < p|] and define fx,v(é, G), Ayt (£, G), f‘&v(é, G) and ¢, (¢, G), analogously. Then,

|E(’/y\z,v,ii’ (& G)) — Yav,id! (67 G)| S
|E(rxw,iir (0, G)) = vy (6 G| + [E(e wiir (0, G)) = vew,iw (£ G)]

—~ —~

1 11

Then by Lemma[F.2] for all ¢, 1 <4,i/ <pand G <v<n-—G,

v Ly (v)

1
I = a Z E(Xit—eXit) — Z {(Oyni1 AV) — (O A (v — G))}%[(’ﬂlw 0)
t=v—G+1+4L k:Lx(’U*G+1)
< b Z =GR DD 4 gy < 2 g gy,

noting that L,(v) — Ly(v — G 4+ 1) < 1 under Assumption [(i)} Similarly, we yield
IT <2G7'C=z (1 + [€])~*! under Assumption [4.4[(i)] Then,

max max sup 27 |E(0, i (w, G)) — 04 piir (w, G)|

1,1’ v w
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m N m £
< max max > E@r i (6,G)) = Yo (6,G)| + max max > %I%,v,ii/(ﬁ, G|

l=—m l=—m

+ max max > Wowin(€,G)| = IIT + 1V + V. (F.10)

i,
[¢|>m

From the bounds on I and 7 (which hold uniformly over 1 < i,¢ < p and G < v < n)
and that ¢ > 2, there exists CL__. > 0 such that [17 < CL__G™' = o(m™"'). Also from

=,6,E =,6,E
Lemma , there exists CZ __ > 0 such that
~ ! 20z 1 Cz
IV <20C= . < E - < =5
—TEe ; m(1+£)s m ; 1+ 0)s m

and V = O(m~—!) = o(m™'). Combining the bounds on IT1-V, the proof is complete. []
For H € {0,£G} and 1 < k < K, define
—h)VO,+H~+|(|

m (O
1 1 4 —lw
I(f,z?z (w, h, H) = W+ m ZK <E) e Z Xi -0 Xin

=0 t=(0p—h) NG+ H+|]+1

-1 ; (O —h)VOr+H+|¢|
—lw
+ Z K (E) e Z XXy ¢

t=—m t=(0k—h)AOp+H+¢|+1
(0 —h)VO,+H

ZK( ) —uhe Z X0 Xarg
=

t=(0p—h) A+ H-+1

(w, b, H)
-1 / (Op—h)VOL+H
+ Z K (E) e U Z XuXii g ¢ - (F.11)

l=—m t:(@kfh)/\ek+H+1

Lemma F.8. There exists a constant C' > 0 not dependent on 1 < 4,7 < p such that for
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some § € {m,...,G},

2| () _ B0 2\ o o2
i (mK By RO 8 QU ) EQL s 1) ) = Cvlr
where wy, = (A, x/p)7Y, I = {h: wid < |h| < G} and

~ m(GK, )" mlog(GK
Oy = ORI | [oslGR)

under Assumption and

and under Assumption [4.1][(ii)]

Proof. Under Assumption , Proposition 6.2 of [Zhang and Wu| (2021), combined
with the arguments adopted in the proof of their Theorem 4.1 (most notably, their Equa-
tion (B.15)) and Bonferroni correction, obtains that there exist universal constants C; > 0

and C,,,C, > 0 that depend only on their subscripts, such that

P ( max max max max sup wg ‘Q,(:gi,(w,h,H) — E(Q,(:gi,(w,h,H))‘ > z)

1<k<Ky 1<r<2 He{0,+G} h€ly e[

7,7

120, o GK,m"/*7 Y (4m + 1)W4 522
S + C} (4m -+ 1)GKX exp (—Cam—%)

thanks to Lemma Then, as in the proof of Lemmal[F.7, we can find C' > 0 independent
of 4,i' and show the first part of the claim by Lemma [F.1] Similarly, under Assump-
tion , Lemma and Theorem 6.3 of [Zhang and Wul (2021) show that there exists
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a universal constant C'y > 0 such that

P ( max max ImaxX max sup wg ‘Qggi,(w,h, H) — E(Qgi,(w,h,H))‘ > z)

1<k<K, 1<r<2 He{0,+G} hely we[—

7,7

< 24(4 + 1)GK 9] —Cymi —622 —5Z
m ex min
X 2 m\If‘Q{O’ m\IJ%O ’

which completes the proof. n

F.4 Proof of Theorem 4.2

We provide a series of supporting results under the assumptions made in Theorem [1.2]

leading to the proof of the claims. In what follows, we operate in MY . We define

J m(G[éX)w v mloggnKX) under Assumption [£.1|[(1)] 1
o an

mlog(mkKy) IOg(Gme) under Assumption [4.1[(i1)]
m Y lo: / m log(n 3
(Kpr)Zé log"?(p) |, % under Assumption [L.1][(T)]

mlog(np) under Assumption

<

np —

Also, let 0, = 0y g+1 — Oy for 0 < k < K, and Sx,k = é\X’kH — gx,k for 0 <k < IA(X,
such that SH(w) =% (w,gxk).

2,05 k41

Proposition F.9. (a) There exists a constant C' > 0 such that

’ <01L\/iv@2
2] — ""m o G )

11~ .
i (Og]fli)}:{x wes[l—lfr),w] ]_7 Ex’gxykﬂ (w’ 6X’k) - Ex’aka“ <w’ 5X’k>
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(b) Also, we have

~

max  sup Zxﬁx,k+1(w’ Oxk) = B0 pir (W, 5x,k)‘

0<k<Kx y,e[—m,x]

9 1 Pn,
=0, <0n,pvgv?p> :

o0

Proof of . Under Assumption , applying Proposition 6.2 and Theorem 6.3 of
Zhang and Wu| (2021) with their (B.15), there exist universal constants Cy,Cy > 0 not

dependent on 1 < 4,7" < p and constants C,, C,, > 0 that depend only on their subscripts,

such that for any z > 0,

~

:v,gx,m-hii’ (w’ 6X1k) —-E <8m,§x,k+1,ii’ (w’ 5X7k)>‘ 2 Z> <

v/2—1gv
Ovakxlmtl)m ™ Phe 4 C1K,(4m + 1) exp (—C gZQ m) under Assumption
Sl oY

o

P <max sup
k w

Gv/2—14v/2
: Gz? Gz 3 1
2K, (4m + 1) exp [—Cg min <ngﬁ’ ngo)] under Assumption

thanks to Lemma [F.I] which leads to

< 72

E(m}gmx sgp |a\x,5x,k+17ii’ (W, 0y ) — E(a\xﬁx,kﬂ,ii’ (w, 6, 1)) ) < CP2.
Next, we bound the bias term

MAX MAX Sup E (U:cﬁx,k+1,ii’ (w, 5x7k)> — O it (W, 5x7k)‘

0w

5 ‘
R

< maxiaxsup E (Uzﬁx,kﬂ,n’/ (w, 5x,k)) T 000y ki (w, Oxk)

~

Um,gx,k+1,ii’<w7 6X:k) — O'ac,GX,kH,ii’ (w, 6x,k)‘ = 1+1I.

4,3/

+ max max sup
k w

We can show that I = O(m™!) by the arguments analogous to those adopted in bounding
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the RHS of (F.10). Also on MX = we have for fixed ¢ > 0,

n,p’?

Vx,gx,kﬂ,z‘z‘/ (67 5)(,16) = Va0 k1,08 (67 5X7k)’

1 nykv(@(,k—i-é) 0x,k+1\/é\x,k+l
SS_ > E(Xis—eXin)| + > E(Xi—eXit)
Xk t=0y kA By, k+0)+1 t=0x k1AOy k1+1
Oy ke (K] [k+1]
1 1 . L]+ pnp + pn
tl= 5 Z E(XiteXin)| <20z (14+0)"°- 1+ ’g Pag
Oxk  O0k| |i—g i1

by Lemma [F.3] from which we obtain IT = O(p,,,/G). In summary, we obtain

2 C T 1 pnp 2

< n vV — V —
)=y i)
for some constant C' > 0 that does not depend on 1 < 4,7 < p, from which the conclusion

follows. L

-~

ax,§X,k+1,ii' (@, Oyk) — 02,0, jt1,id! (w, Oy 1)

E (ml?x sup

Proof of . Under Assumption , applying Theorems 6.1 and 6.3 of Zhang and
Wu| (2021) with their (B.15), there exist universal constants C, Cy, C5 > 0 and constants

Co,Cy o > 0 that depend only on their subscripts, such that for any z > 0,

2$’§X7k+1 (w7 5X7k> - E(Ex’é\x,k+1 (w7 6X,k))‘oo Z Z) S

Cya Ky (dm+1)m¥/2=1(log"/4 1/vyv )
Ll (4m G)ZZ—le(/;)g (p)p*'™) +C’1Kx(4m+l)p2exp (_%)

under Assumption ,
CoK\ (4m + 1)p* exp |:—03 min ( Ga? G )}

m@%o ) m@%ﬁ
under Assumption

P (m]?x sup

;

thanks to Lemma [F.1| such that @%@ 1(w,gx,k) —EZ w,gx,k))\m = 0,(0,,). We

k+ $79X,k+1(
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can bound the bias term maxy sup, |E(§] (w, gxk)) — 20,0, i1 (W, Oy k) |oo @s in the proof

x79)(,k:+1

of , and the conclusion follows. n

We denote by egi}j(w), 1 < 7 < g, the eigenvectors of ng] (w) that correspond to
(k]

H (), an let MU (w) = diag(u, (@), 1 < j < ;) and BV (w) = [el (), 1 < j < @]
—~ [k

for all 0 < k < K. Similarly, Mi](wl) € R%*% is a diagonal matrix with the ¢; largest

eigenvalues of S (w;) in its diagonal and EM (w;) € RP*% consists of the corresponding gy

eigenvectors.

Lemma F.10. There exists a unitary, diagonal matrix Oy(w) € C%*% for each w € [—, 7]

and 0 < k < K, such that

max  sup
0<k<Kx weE[—m,7]

~ o 1 n 1
EM(w) — ng}(w)ok(w))2 =0, (wn v — Y p—G’p v ]—9) .

Proof. By Propositions and , we have

max Sluljpz—j HE@@X’HI(L«), Oy k) — E&](w)H < max sgpz—9 H2x75x,k+1<w’ Oxk) = g6, psn (W, 6X’k)H
—i—maxsuleEw (w,d)]| = O &nviv@vl : (F.12)
X w p U, k+1 X p m G p

Then by Theorem 2 of [Yu et al.| (2015), there exist such Oy (w) satisfying

- N k
A 2244218, 5, (@50 - =V )|

B (@) - EM(w)Ou(w)| < at
2 Mx’qk (w)

for all w and k which, combined with (F.12)) and Assumption , concludes the proof. [
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Lemma F.11. B
Mk - )

0<k<Ky we[—m,7] p G

Proof. Let ﬁgﬂj(w) denote the jth largest eigenvalue of ﬁmyé\x’kﬂ(w, &k) (and thus the jth
—~ [k

diagonal element of Mi](w)) As a consequence of (F.12)) and Weyl’s inequality, for all

1<j<q and w € [, 7],

1. ~
mxsup 7)) = i ()] < macsup - Hzmwxw,éx,w—2@(@“
Y Prp 1
=0 n\/—\/—\/— . F.13
(v v ey ) (F.13

Also from Assumption there exists a[ ]( ) such that pilﬂgﬁ}qk (w) > oy (w) and thus

p‘lug;klzk( ) > ag(w) + Op(wn Vm 'V G lp,, Vp'), which implies that the matrix
— [k

p_lMgf] (w) is invertible and the inverse of p‘lML](w) exists with probability tending to

one as n,p — 0o. Therefore,

x _
Tk - k :
p Ugc]qzc pfl,ugc,]wc (w)(1+ Op(l))

Then from (F.13)), we have for all w,

-1
M w) <M[’f] ) ( 1 1 )2
p — i) " w)

_1 1~k k
<§:p1|u£@}j<> powl ( (w 1 mv1>)
_— /\k? n
H A (w) - pm ui}j(w G
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where O, holds uniformly over w and k. O

Let p; denote a vector whose ith element is one and the rest are set to be zero; its

length are determined by the context.

Lemma F.12.

-~ « I pn, 1
ol (Bfw) - Ew)ouw))| =0, (19 v—v iy %) -

V/P max max sup
0<k<Ky 1Si<P e[ 1]

Proof. By Propositions and @ we have

1 T X ~
i max max sup |, (21,5%,9“(@’5%’@) - ng] (w)) )
1 T e i~
S % mkz}x m/flx Sl(il) <P’L (E.’E,é\x’k+1 (w7 6X’k) - Exyex,kJrl (w7 5X7k)) ‘2
—l—imaxmaxsup”Egg (w,d)]| = O Uy, vivmvi . (F.14)
\/]—9 k i w U, k+1 X p P m G \/]_?

Then, by (F.14), Assumption [4.3] and Lemmas [F.4 [F.10] and [F.11] we have

vpmaxsup o] (Ef](w) _Eg?]("‘))Ok(W))L
= [K] -
1 N ~ A M, (w)
Lo of 8, (e Bt (2

“sfeEbe (229) o)

2
-1

~

1 T(& (K]
< H]lga.x sup ﬁ ’901' <2x,§x,k+1 (w’ 6X’k) N EX (w))

g w

2 p
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—_ Ml (MUY
f|<P IN — (—p

S le s, <M> |EY (@) - B )01 ()|

. 1 p 1
— 9oy vyl 2
Op< ,pvva\/\/ﬁ)

[]

Lemma F.13. Let egf,]j(w) (resp. e[ ]( )) the jth column of ngl (w) (resp. EV (w)) and

egi ]l-j (w) (resp. ’eik}” (w)) denote its ith element.

1 (%]
a) MaXo<k<k, MaXi<j<q, SUPyel_rr —T——— MaXi<i<p |6, (w)] = O(1).
( ) <k<Ky <Ji<qk el—m,n] /Tf,]j(‘“) 1< Sp| X,]( )| ( )
(b) If 9,,, — 0 and p,,/G — 0 as n,p — oo, we have

1

max max SUp ————= Inax |e
OSKSK SISOk welomr] | [GlH () 192
Fx.i

@) = 0,00,

x,ij

Proof. Note that by the arguments adopted in the proof of Lemma , O,0, posrsit (W, Oy k) =

k
O'>[< }” (W) + o, O s i (w, dy) and maxy; i sup,, 0,0y s i (w,dyx) < B, < co. Then from

that ol (w) = ;”“lu@( )|€X”( w)|* < By, the claim follows. Next, by Proposi-

X547

tion [F.9[(b)] and Lemma

— . 1 "
(w,0yk) < By 4+ O, <z9n,p vV — V u)

maxz,u[k] e (W) < max su sup o o

zz] CEG k415 17

which, combined with (F.13), leads to [(b)] ]
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Proof of Theorem[{.2 First, note that

S [4] _ K] _
mgxsgp‘zx (w) =%} (w)‘oo MAX Max Sup

<mli1xn3%}<sup{‘<pz (B¥(w) - EY()04(w)) ﬂi”(@(ﬁﬁ(w))*%,
+ [T B @)0uw) (M, () - MPw)) B @) e

A~

+ @ B ()04 (w) MU (@) (B (@) - BY ()0k(w)) ¢

X

}::I+H+m.

By Lemmas [F.11], [F.12] [F.13] and Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,

9k

>l @)@, ol (Bfw) - B <w>ok<w>) @

under Assumption , and I1I can be handled analogously. By (F.13) and Lemma m,

1=k
I <maxsup \/_max o/ EM(w) ]; HM:[E](w) — Mgf](w)H \/_max “PTEM

dk 9k

. I pnp 1 P P
=0 (19” V?”;;) 2 W 2

Jl/%(]() jllul‘_]()

. 1 p 1
= I,V —V 2LV =
00 (o (v v 3))
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under Assumption £.3] In summary, we have

~ . 1 Pn, 1
Egﬂ (w) — zgfl (w)’m =0, (ﬁn,p vV —V ?’“ v ﬁ) (F.15)

max sup
0<k<Ky we[—m,m]

Next, let S (w) = [0, (@), 1 < i, < p], SV (w) = ¥, (w), 1 < 4,7 < p], TH() =

X8t Xt

e (0, 1< i < pl and T (0) = [7,75(0), 1 < .7 < pl. Note that

(0 = A0 ) =

2w -
ii L 2m—|—1zm

max max max
k L

LUJ " k LW
2m—|— I Z CN b _ /7T 09[(7]2-2-/((,«})6 Cdw

L (w) — o, (wl)‘

< max max max
k

Xt
+max max max 2m+1 Z Ty W_/_W 0 (@)e | = I+ IV
where by (F15),
~ < 1 1
W,y _ skl ] — L Py, 1
S () — Sl <w)(_0p(q9n,vmv . \/p).

Next, we can find {w;}7"~ and {w?}"~!  with w}, w) € [w;,wit1], such that

2m < [k] wwil " (k] wwldw
2m_|_ 1 Z_Z O-X,ii’<wk5)€ ke — . UX’W@J)Q

ot m—1
< Z max
2m + 1 = wp<w<wii1

g >[<k]u/ (Wl)ewlz - ‘7>[<k,]ii' (w )€M€

m—1
2m 4 4
< » — »
=~ o9m+1 I_Zm wlgnwlgflﬂ Ox,u (Wl) Ux,zz (W)‘
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max

Lwlﬁ o eLwé}
wl<w<wl+1

27 maxi <;,i<p SUP,, |0y (W)] X Z
2m + 1

m—1
2m 4 W (o 4] S (s
< om + 1 l:Z_m ( O i’ (wl) — Oyii! (wl) t|o Oy, ii! (lerl) O, ii! (wl) )
m—1
QWBU il w?l 2 0 w?l
B g st e

where the last inequality follows from Lemma . Then by Lemma , V =0(m™)
uniformly over 1 < 4,7/ < pand 0 < k < K,. Also, as the exponential function has
bounded variation, VI = O(m™!) uniformly in 0 < ¢ < d for some finite d. Putting
together the bounds on V' and VI gives the bound on V. [

F.5 Proof of Theorem (4.3 and Corollary [A.]]

Recall that

X(U
~ 1 —~ —~ ~
Lol G) = = > Ok Av) = (Byr vV (v = G)ITE(0) (F.16)
=L, (v—G+1)

with EX<U) =max{0 <k < [?X ; éx,k +1<w}.

Proposition F.14. Under the assumptions made in Theorem {.2), we have on MY,

1 pn, 1
Te (0. G) — Te (L, G)Lo ~ 0, (ﬁn,p vo vy ﬁ) .

max max
G<v<n 0<i<d

Proof. By definition, we have

max ‘IA‘&U(E, G) —T¢ (¢, G)‘ <max

vl

T,.(0,G) — Ty (f, G)‘
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+ max
vl

T\ (6,G) — Tyl G)’OO I+ 11

where, from Lemma [F.16, we have I = O,(4,,,) with ¥, , defined therein. Also,

Ly (v)
1 ~ ~
<max|z > {@wanv) -Gy 0-an} (B0 -¥0)
k:LX(’U—G-I—l) fe'e)
1 AX(U) . R
tmaxs | D0 {@an Av) = B (0-G) IO
’ k=D (v—G+1)
Ly(v) o, L,p 1
{1 Av) = (Oyr V(0= G))} Fgﬂw) =0y (ﬁ"’p v m v % v %)
k=L, (v—G+1) 0o
on My, from Theorem 4.2, The conclusion follows by noting that UppVOny = O,,). O

A consequence of Proposition is that P(E,(f,))) — 1, where

EP = ! max max
P G<v<n 0<¢<d

Fealb,G) = Tepl6,G)| < (v v 222 %) !

with M as in (13)).

Proposition F.15. Under the assumptions made in Theorem @2 with A, , chosen as

in (13), we have on MX N 5,2?2,,

‘GW (ﬁv(G)— ﬁ“ﬂ)( <2\, and )

B.O)|, < [18%],

e}

forall Og, + G < v <O¢pq1 and 0 < k < K.
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Proof. We first note that solving is equivalent to solving the problem column-wise, i.e.
Bv’.j(G) = arg mingcgya|Bl1  subject to ‘@U(G),B — 8o (G) <A\, for1<j<p,

(see e.g. Lemma 1 of Cai et al.[ (2011)), where 3.; denotes the jth column of any 3 € R(@)*P,

Next, we show for any 0¢, + G < v < 0¢ i1, B is a feasible solution to , for all
0 <k < K. This follows from that

G(@)B" - 2,(0)| = |(Gu@) —aW) B — (8.(@) &%)

<|18M]], ’@v(G) — @[k]‘oo +|Bu(@) — 8¥] < Anp

on 2. Then, |B,.;(G)1 < |8, for s + G < v < b 41 and consequently, [|B,(G)||, <

||5[k]||1. From this, we have

max max ‘G[k] (BU(G) - ﬁ[k]) ‘oo < max max ‘ <@W(G)§U(G) - Tgv(G)>

+ (GH = 8u(@)) BulG) + (84(G) — &)

N

N

>
3
%

In the remainder of this section, we omit £ from 0¢ and o@,k for simplicity. In what
follows, we operate on MY N 51(3,)) N 57(31)) with 5_7(3;); defined in (.25 below which, due to
Theorem Proposition [IF.14{ and Lemma [F.17] satisfies P(M} N EDNER) - 1.

Proof of Theorem . In the first iteration of Algorithm [2| with v, = G, the estimator
8= BvO(G) satisfies

‘G[O] (B _ ﬂ[‘ﬂ) ‘OO <2, (F.17)
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and ||B]|; < |81, due to Proposition [F.15| Then for all v < 6; — G, we have

Te(B,6) < | (G — ) B_+[80— "] +|(Cusc —GY) B+ [Burc — 8",

<2 p < Tp. (F.18)
On the other hand, we have

0 (B.6) 2 [ (8~ )], {| (B, -~ &) @\ [ - 8+ 6 (8- 87)]
‘(Ge +G—GH> 5‘ + 8040 — 8| ‘G[l (Gh=t. gl (B\_ﬁ[o})‘oo}
> Bl =22+ 1GYE@N 1) Anp > oy (F.19)

under Assumption . The above (F.18)—(F.19) guarantee that in the first iteration, 6
satisfies 8; — G < 6 < #;, which in turn leads to |§1 — 6] <G.

Next, we consider the case §1 < #,. For some v satisfying 0, — G < v < 6, we have

~ G—lv—20 N ~ .

Te (B, G) = ‘|T1|Gm (8" — ) + <@v _ Gm) B- (8 -g") +cl (5 _ 5[01)
= _ v — 64 [0 _ G —|v—6 el |U—91| [o}_G—|U_91| (1]
<GU+G —g & e B+ o B o B

v—10 G—|lv—-10 _ -
_ (’ _ 1] n |G 1|G[”(G[O}) 1) o (,3—,3[0}>’ ' (F.20)

From (F.17)), (F.20|) and Proposition [F.14} it follows that

~ G—6,—0 B
Te5,(8,G) < % Akl + (64 2(GHGE) ML) A,

Teo,(B, G) > [Agil . — (6 +2[|GH(GD) ) A (F.21)
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By definition of 6, we have T 5, (B\, G) > Tep, (,[;, G) such that

6, — 0
B0l Al < 43+ 1EM@D) 1) A,

ie. |6, — 61| < G for some small constant ¢, € (0,1/2) and n large enough under As-

sumption When 8, > 01, in place of (F.20), we have the following alternative
decomposition of T&v(a, G) for any v satisfying 6; < v < 6, + G:

~ G—|lv—-120 ~ G—1lv—120 v—10 ~
T0(B.6) = |-E= =Ml g - ) 1 (8, - E= = Plgn - 7Bl 5

~ G —|v—0i [0] v — 6] [1] G—|v—06i [0] v — 6] (1] 2 [0]
(g” a 8 a & )7 g GV gal) (8-6")

— (Gore = GY) B+ (@i — &) - GUGY) - G (B - g1) Lo

using which, analogous arguments apply.

After the first iteration, we update v, as v, = min(6+2G, 6, + (n+1)G) with 1 > € such
that 0, + G < v, < 65, which ensures that |GY(8,, — )| < 2\, by Proposition m
Repeatedly applying the same arguments as those adopted for @\1, the conclusion follows.

]

Proof of Theorem . For some 1 < k < K, satisfying the condition in @, suppose
that @k < Bg; the following arguments apply analogously to the case when @\k > 0. In what
follows, ,@ denotes the estimator of B~ used at the iteration where é\k is added to (:)5

which, by construction, satisfies

N G S O G T e
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see Proposition m By definition, we can find ¢, € RP and ¢, € RP, each a vector of

zeros except for a single element set to be one, such that

T/ A -~ =~ =~
Tgﬁk (/87 G) - ‘Qol <G§k18 - g§k - G§k+G/8 + g§k+G> Pr| -

Then, the first statement in (F.21]) can be re-written as

. G — |0y — 0
T,5(8,G) < % |0 Ae | + (6 + 2|GF(GHF)7!) Ay, such that
G — |6, — 6] e
— o) Ackpr| > [Aekly, — 4 B+ GG )TN ) Ay,
1
o Acrepr| > 5 [Aerlo (F.23)

for n large enough. WLOG, suppose that ¢, A¢ 1, > 0. Then from that lgk — 0k] < €@,
@ (ﬁa,ﬁ — 85, — Gy, 6B+ §9k+c> ®r > lcpZTAg,k% — (6+2|GGE) L) Ay > 0
and similarly,

© (ﬁeké — 8o, — @9k+03 + §9k+c> @, > 0.

Observing that

~ (A A - R o
Téﬁk (ﬁ’ G) =P (ngﬁ —8p, — G§k+Gﬁ + g§k+G> Pr

> Teo,(B,G) > ] (Gekﬁ — 8o, — Go+cB + §9k+G> @r,
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we obtain

Op — 0
fk ::% TAgk(Pr_

161, — 6]
G

LPIT <@§k - @Qk - @§k+g + @QkJrG + (G[k] k 1])> B Pr

5 5 = ~ |‘§k — 04 -
- (g@e — 80 ~ 8j1c T 8nra T T(g[k] — g ) o,

0, — 0 3
_ —l * G d o (G[’“‘” — G[k]) <5 - 5[k_1]> @r = Ri1 + Rz + Rys. (F.24)

We adopt the proof by contradiction: Supposing that |§k — O] > cog,[f, ]p, we show that the
above inequality in (F.24)) does not hold and consequently, it cannot hold that T 5. (B, G) >

T&,Ok (37 G) By ‘ ; We have
2
(Ris| < 5|9k — O] (1 + ||G[k}(G[k_u)_l||l)>‘n,p < efy

for an arbitrarily small constant ¢ € (0,1) due to Assumption . In order to control
Ri1 and Ry, we note that since {0 —2G +1,...,0:, +2G} N O, = 0 (and therefore
{0ck — [3G/2] +1,...,0c4 + [3G/2]} N @x = () on MY ), we have

5 - O — 0 .
B ol €) ~ Fegera(t,0) — PO (ri=i) —rlo)

o0

0, — 0
%O (0, 5 ol.0) = gy aclt.G)

= A:L" 9k+G(€ G) x9k+G(€’ G) -

o0

IN

Ly gsell6) = oot 0) — E (T, 5 6(6.0) ~ Traia(6.G))|

o0

B (o6 = Pt 0)) - B2 (1 (0.6 =Tt

o0
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S\9k—9k|

{(Q,(j)(é, 0 — 0,,0) — E <Q§:)(€, 0, — Oy, 0))‘

= o0
Q0 6.6) —E(QP (0.0~ 0. 0)) |
n ‘E ( ](fl)(gj 0, — é\k’ ())) —Topgre(l, 0k — é\k)’m

+ ‘E ( (0,6, — by, G)) — Lol 0, — é\k)‘oo} =: Rpa + Ris + Ris + Rar,

with Q,(:) (¢, h, H) defined in (F.26]). It is easily seen that Ry; = 0, while

14
ICAND S U
|0 — O] |0, — O]

- —s+1
|Pz,9k (ﬁ, G)|OO < C:,g,eg\l + |£|) < — C1
|01, — 0| |01, — Ok

from Lemma for some constant ¢; > 0. Also by Lemma [F.17, we have P(E_,(f,))) — 1
where, with wy, = |A¢plos, I = {h : w20 < |h| < G} and J(8) defined in the lemma,

_(2): (r) . (r) ‘ < ~
Enr {meHf?}mmw Q. (6 H) — E( k“’hﬂ»w—@ﬂ@}

(F.25)

for some ¢, > 0, such that we obtain

Co Ag 1|V (8)

max (Rk4,Rk5) S w .

on 8_7(32,. We can similarly show that

T 7 161, — 0] ~
Ff,é\k (é’ G) - ngek (6’ G) o S T : 02|A£,k|0079<5)

Setting § = cowk_QQ,[f,]p and putting together the bounds on Ry, 4 < r < 7, we can choose

85



a large enough ¢y such that,

161, — 64|

_ C1 -
14 [|8%=Y), <A— +2(;2\A5,kyooq9(5)>
G ( ) |0y, — O]

|§k - 9k| C1 2C2|A§ kloo
< + — ’ < (1 —¢€)F
G COQ’%C,][) min(co, v/Co) ( )7

|Ri1| + |Ria| <

from (F.23)). This, together with the bound on |Rys|, shows that the inequality in (F.24)
does not hold, and thus we prove the claim. Since all the arguments are conditional
on &(3; N 57(32, which in turn are formulated uniformly over 1 < k < K¢, the proof is

complete. [

Proof of Corollary[A7]. For the proof of [(a)] we first note that under the stationarity of

X, we have I?X =0 on My, such that p,, = 0. Therefore, we have P(E,(fl),l) — 1 where

Beol6.6) - Tet.6)| <01 (0, 2oy )}

2y —
Enp = { max max p- 5

G<v<n 0<e<d

Operating on MY N 57(313/ N 57(3]3, analogous arguments as those adopted in Theorem
apply.

For the proof of @, we proceed similarly as in the case of @ except that now we have
P(&(f;),”) — 1 thanks to Lemma , where

Teu(t, G) = Teolt,G)|_ < Mﬁn,p} .

5,2213" = ¢ max max
? G<v<n —d<t<d
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F.5.1 Supporting results

In what follows, we operate under the assumptions made in Theorem [£.3] We define

I'y»(¢, G) analogously as I'¢ , (¢, G) with 6, ;, in place of 6¢ j, and let T, , (¢, G) =T, , (¢, G) +
e (l,G).

Lemma F.16. Recall the definition of 9, , in (A.1). Then,

max max f‘m}(ﬁ, G)—T..(¢, G)‘
G<v<n 0<4<d 0

Proof. By Theorems 3.1 and 3.2 of [Zhang and Wu| (2021)), there exist universal constants

Ci,C5 > 0 and constants C,, C,,, > 0 that depend only on their subscripts, such that for
any z > 0,

P <max max
v VA

T,.(0,G) — E(T,.(¢ G))‘ < z) <
Cy andy/410 vl G)(lo 3/2 1/vyv Z2
: g (GZE’)V)/(Q g " (pp 1) Chnp? exp ( G )

o Cam@ia
under Assumption
2np?d exp [—Cg min (GZQ o ﬂ

S Gz
®507 P20

under Assumption ,

such that max, max, |fx,v(€, G) — E(fx,v(é, G))|oo = Op(V,,), thanks to Lemma As

for the bias term, applying the arguments adopted in the proof of Lemma [F.7], it is shown
that

np)s

~ —s+1
max max E(T..(4,G)) —Tuu(l, G)‘ =0 (%) = ol

which completes the proof.
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For 1 <k < K¢, H € {0,£G} and ¢ > 0, define

1 (9§7k—h)\/9§,k+H+E
2 H) = 3 X, X,
t:(Gg,k—h)/\Qg,k—i—H—f—E-&-l
1 (957k—h)V9€7k+H
(2) _ - T
v (6h H) = — > X, X/ (F.26)

‘ ‘ t=(9§’k7h)/\9§,k+H+l

Lemma F.17. For some fixed d € Z and § € {d, ..., G},

max max max max max wy ‘Q,(;)(ﬁ,h,H) —E ( ,i”(&h,[—[))‘ = 0,(3(5)),

1<k<Kg 1<r<2 He{0,£G} h&l} 0<(<d I~

where wy, = |A¢ |t I = {h: wid < |h| < G} and

K:G)2/Vp2/v 1og3 log(GK, .
36) = (Ke )6152/,, g @) M under Assumption [£.1[(1)]

w under Assumption

Proof. Applying Theorems 6.4 and 6.5 of Zhang and Wu (2021)) with Bonferroni correction,
there exist universal constant C,Cy > 0 and constants C,, C,, > 0 that depend only on
their subscripts, such that for any z > 0,

P ( max maxX Inax Imax max wy ‘Q,(:)(ﬁ, h,H) —E (Q,(:)(é, h, H))‘ > z) <

1<k<Kg 1<r<2 He{0,£G} h€l} 0<(<d

v/4(nl/v 3/2 v .
Cu,aKth;V/zgplzy/lsg ®)” 4 C1 K¢Gdp? exp (—%{i;) under Assumption 7

22 . e
24 K¢Gdp* exp (—%) under Assumption
thanks to Lemma which completes the proof. ]
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