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Abstract

This paper introduces a unified factor overnight GARCH-It6 model for large volatil-
ity matrix estimation and prediction. To account for whole-day market dynamics, the
proposed model has two different instantaneous factor volatility processes for the open-
to-close and close-to-open periods, while each embeds the discrete-time multivariate
GARCH model structure. To estimate latent factor volatility, we assume the low rank
plus sparse structure and employ nonparametric estimation procedures. Then, based
on the connection between the discrete-time model structure and the continuous-time
diffusion process, we propose a weighted least squares estimation procedure with the

non-parametric factor volatility estimator and establish its asymptotic theorems.
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1 Introduction

Volatility estimation and prediction are vibrant research areas in financial econometrics and
statistics. There exist two major streams for studying volatility processes. The traditional
stream adopts discrete-time parametric econometric models and employs low-frequency ob-
servations, such as daily, weekly, or monthly asset returns. The discrete-time models employ
GARCH structures to explain the dynamic evolution of the volatility process and are easy
to implement in financial applications. The well-known models include the ARCH (Engle,
1982)) and the GARCH models (Bollerslev, |1986)) for the univariate case, and the VEC-
GARCH (Bollerslev et al., 1988), the BEKK (Engle and Kroner, 1995)), the CCC-GARCH
(Bollerslevy, |1990)), and the DCC-GARCH models (Engle, 2002) for the multivariate case. On
the other hand, the rather modern stream is constructed based on the continuous-time dif-
fusion process and employs high-frequency observations, such as transaction-by-transaction

stock prices. Given high-frequency data, nonparametric realized volatility estimators are



constructed to estimate integrated volatilities. Examples of such estimators include the

following: two-time scale realized volatility (Zhang et al., 2005), multi-scale realized volatil-

ity (Zhang, 2006} 2011), wavelet estimator (Fan and Wang, 2007)), kernel realized volatility

(Barndorft-Nielsen et al., 2008, 2011), pre-averaging realized volatility (Christensen et al.

2010; Jacod et al., 2009)), quasi-maximum likelihood estimator (Ait-Sahalia et al.; 2010} [Xiu,

2010)), local method of moments (Bibinger et al., 2014)), and robust pre-averaging realized

volatility (Fan and Kim| 2018). For parametric models, Nelson| (1990) and Duan| (1997)

developed GARCH diffusions. Ghysels et al.| (1996) explained It6 process for multivariate

stochastic volatility (MSV), and |Gouriéroux! (2006 developed a new multivariate diffusion

process for covarince, called Wishart Autoregressive (WAR) process. Recently, researchers
have developed volatility dynamic models which employ nonparametric realized volatility

estimators from high-frequency data to make inferences for parametric discrete-time models

at the low-frequency (Asai and McAleer| 2015, Engle and Gallo, 2006; Hansen et al. 2012}

Kim and Wang|, 2016; Shephard and Sheppard,, 2010; Song et al., [2021)). For a finite num-

ber of assets, their empirical studies showed that combining the low- and high-frequency
methods helps improve the performance of volatility prediction. However, in financial appli-
cations, we often run into a large number of assets, which causes the curse of dimensionality.
Thus, in this paper, we investigate an estimation procedure to unify the discrete-time and
continuous-time models appropriately under the high-dimensional set-up for the purpose of
large volatility matrix estimation and prediction.

To model high-dimensional and high-frequency data, we often employ approximate fac-

tor diffusion processes whose volatility matrix consists of the low-rank factor volatility and

sparse idiosyncratic volatility matrices (Alt-Sahalia and Xiu|, 2017a; [Fan and Kim) 2018; |Kim|

and Fan, [2019; Kong, 2018)). Under this set-up, to account for market volatility dynamics,

Kim and Fan| (2019)) further described eigenvalue processes of the latent factor volatility

matrix, based on a unified GARCH-It6 model structure (Kim and Wang, [2016). In their

proposal, the daily integrated eigenvalues of the latent factor volatility matrix process have



past squared factor returns as the innovations, which helps capture the common market dy-
namics. Their proposed estimation procedure provides more accurate results by harnessing
high-frequency financial data, and the GARCH structure provides a method to predict fu-
ture daily integrated volatility with its conditional expectation. However, these parametric
models face the non-availability problem of high-frequency financial data during the market
close-to-open period. Thus, they are usually developed only based on the open-to-close pe-
riod, which results in underestimated market risk. Recently, to account for the whole-day
market dynamics, for a single asset, Kim et al.| (2022a) introduced the overnight GARCH-It6
model, which has two different instantaneous volatility processes for the open-to-close and
close-to-open periods, respectively. Empirical studies have supported incorporation of the
close-to-open periods for explaining the whole-day market dynamics (Kim et al. 2022al).
To analyze the risk contagion between the U.S. and China stock markets, ? proposed the
overnight diffusion process, which can accommodate the fact that volatility transmission
occurs through overnight volatility processes. Unlike the case of a single asset, to account
for whole-day market dynamics of large volatility matrices, we have to deal with two dif-
ferent types of data sources: low-frequency and high-frequency data, as well as the curse of
dimensionality.

In this paper, we propose a large volatility matrix estimation and prediction procedure
based on high-dimensional factor Ito diffusion processes. This approximate factor model
decomposes the large volatility matrix into the latent factor volatility matrix that has low-
rank, and the idiosyncratic volatility matrix that is sparse. Based on the approximate factor
model, to model a latent factor volatility matrix, we propose a factor overnight GARCH-It6
(FOGI) model. For example, the instantaneous factor volatility process of the FOGI model is
obtained by some quadratic interpolation of the BEKK(1,1) model introduced by |[Engle and
Kroner| (1995). Specifically, for the open-to-close period, the instantaneous factor volatility
process has the current integrated factor volatility as an innovation, whereas for the close-

to-open period, the instantaneous factor volatility process has the current squared log factor



returns as an innovation. Then, the conditional integrated factor volatility is expressed as
a function of historical open-to-close integrated factor volatility matrices and squared close-
to-open log factor returns. To make inferences for the parameters of the FOGI model, we
introduce a weighted least squares estimation procedure that assigns different weights to the
open-to-close and close-to-open volatilities. To do this under this high-dimensional set-up, we
encounter an additional step of identifying and estimating the latent factor loading and factor
volatility matrices. Given the proposed FOGI model structure, the factor loading matrix can
be estimated consistently with the eigenmatrix or the group membership matrix (Ait-Sahalia
and Xiu, 2017b; Kim et al., [2018; Kim and Fan| 2019; Kim et al., [2022b)). For example, we
obtain the realized volatility matrix estimator based on open-to-close high-frequency data
and use it as a proxy for the open-to-close conditional integrated volatility, whereas we
use squared close-to-open returns as a proxy for the close-to-open conditional integrated
volatility. These proxies have heterogeneous covariances that are related to the accuracy of
the proxies. That is, we assume that the close-to-open and open-to-close volatilities have
different dynamic structures. To reflect this, we first estimate sample covariances for the
close-to-open and open-to-close proxies, and then assign different weights based on the sample
covariances to evaluate the proposed weighted squares loss function. On the other hand, to
account for the inherent sparse structure in the idiosyncratic volatility matrix, we employ the
principal orthogonal component thresholding (POET) procedure introduced by Fan et al.
(2013, 2016) to estimate the idiosyncratic volatility matrix. By combining the estimators
for the future factor and idiosyncratic volatility matrices, we introduce an estimator for the
conditional expectation of the future large volatility matrix. The asymptotic theorems for
the proposed estimator are established.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. Section [2|introduces the FOGI model and
studies its properties. Section [3| develops the weighted least squares estimation procedure
for model parameters and establishes its asymptotic theorems. Section 4| discusses how to

harness the proposed model structure to estimate the future large volatility matrix, and



we present the asymptotic properties of the proposed estimator. In Section 5| we conduct
a simulation study to validate the finite sample performance of the proposed estimation
methods. Section [6] applies the FOGI model to empirical data. The conclusion is presented

in Section 7l The proofs are collected in the Appendix.

2 Factor GARCH-It0 models

First, let us fix the notations. The operator ® denotes the Kronecker product, vec(+) denotes
the operator that stacks the columns of a matrix, and vech(:) is a column vector obtained
by vectorizing only the lower triangular part of a matrix. Moreover, vec™ () denotes the

inverse operator of vec(-). For any given p;-by-ps matrix M = (M,;) , denote its

i=1,.0,p1,5=1,....p2
matrix spectral norm by ||M]||2, its Frobenius norm by [|[M||z = /Tr(MTM), and || M ||yax =
max; j |M;;|. Let C' be a generic constant whose values are free of 8, n,m, and p, and
may change from occurrence to occurrence. We list the definitions of the notations in the
Appendix.

Let X(t) = (Xi(t),...,X,(t))" be the vector of true underlying log prices of p assets

at time t. To account for common market factors in the stock market, we employ the

approximate factor models and assume the following factor Ito diffusion process:
dX(t) = Up,dt + Udf(t) + du(t),

where pu, € R” is a drift process, U is a p-by-r factor loading matrix and r is the total
number of market factors that is much smaller than p. The drift has two different values for

the open-to-close and close-to-open periods as follows:

pys ifte ([t [t] +7],
By =

pp, ifte ([t +7,|t] +1],



where [t] denotes the integer part of ¢ except that [t] =t — 1 when ¢ is an integer, and 7 is
the length of the market open-to-close period. Moreover, f(¢) and u(t) are latent factor and

idiosyncratic diffusion processes in the following:
df(t) =o/dB, and  du(t) =9 dW,,

where o, is an r-by-r matrix, 19, is a p-by-p matrix, and B, and W, are independent r-
dimensional and p-dimensional Brownian motions, respectively. The stochastic process o
and 9, are defined on a filtered probability space (2, F, {F,t € [0,00)}, P) with the filtration

F; satisfying the usual conditions. The instantaneous (or spot) volatility process of f(t) is
Et == 0'2—0',5.

The daily integrated volatility matrix I',, for the nth day consists of the factor volatility and
idiosyncratic volatility matrices

r, = Cn‘f‘ri,

where

n

¢, =Uv, U, @, = / o/odt and T¢ = / 9, 9,dt.
n—1 n—1

The latent factor process f(t) corresponds to the systematic risk that is known to be un-
diversifiable, and it is important to model the rich dynamics in the factor volatility ¥,
process. Thus, we impose a dynamic structure on the instantaneous factor volatility process
to capture the market dynamics. On the other hand, the idiosyncratic process u(t) corre-
sponds to the firm-specific risk that can be usually mitigated through diversification. Thus,

its corresponding volatility matrix I') = (FS retains a sparse structure as follows:

n’l‘]>17j:177p

p

s |0|Ts s (1-9)/2
fg?ég; I SR < Mn(p) as., (2.1)



where 6 € [0,1), M is the positive bounded random variable, and the sparsity level 7(p)
diverges very slowly, such as logp (Ait-Sahalia and Xiu, 2017b; [Fan and Kim, [2019; Fan
et all 2013, 2016; |[Kim et al., 2018, 2022b; Kong), 2018; Shin et al., [2021). We discuss its
estimation in Section 4.1l

When handling the whole-day market dynamics, we have two-types of data, such as
the high-frequency data during the trading hours and the low-frequency data during the
overnight period. Since low- and high-frequency data have different properties, we need to
treat these two types of data differently. To do this, we decompose the integrated factor

volatility as follows:

n T4+n—1 n
\Iln — / tht — / Etdt + / Etdt,
n—1 n—1 T+n—1

where 7 is the length of the open-to-close period. Then, we impose two different dynamic
structures on the open-to-close and close-to-open periods. For example, during the open-to-
close period, high-frequency data are observed so that volatility-related information can be
reflected by the market price immediately, whereas during the close-to-open period, high-
frequency data are not available and we usually cannot react to the overnight information
immediately. To represent this, we use the open-to-close integrated factor volatility and the

close-to-open squared log factor return as innovations as follows.

Definition 2.1. We define the factor overnight GARCH-It6 (FOGI) model. In the proposed

model, the log factor price £(t) and its instantaneous volatility process 3, satisfy

df(t) = o/ dBy,
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X+ <#> Yo (Wi +2) Y

_ =LY (wHQ + ELtJ) + 7718y thtJ . dsB);

T

B =42t 47— tWZZ VT, ifte ([t], 7+ [t])], (22)
2
Yoty + <%) YL (le + Erﬂtj) ’YI

T (o + B y) F (L= 1) B B, ifte (T4 [t], [t] + 1],

where Z; = thtj dB,, 1, = (Pit)iet,.r = fftjw o!dB,, B, is a r-dimensional standard Brow-
nian motion with dﬁtdBt = pdt a.s., wyi, Wy, W1, and wro are positive definite r-by-r

matrices, and v, By, B, Yg and v, are r-by-r symmetric matrices.

The FOGI model has a continuous instantaneous volatility process concerning time ¢, and
it obeys the standard BEKK (1,1) model structure with both the open-to-close integrated
factor volatility matrix and the close-to-open squared log factor returns as innovations. For

example, for n € N, the instantaneous volatility at the market opening is as follows:

T+n—1
X, = wr+ 'YLWH'YI + ’YL’YHZn—l’YII’YI + Tﬁl’YLﬁH / Etdt/BII'YI

n—1
+(1 - T>_1/6Lrnr7—51327

where wy = YyygwmYy — Wy, Wi, = YWY — Wiz, and, at the market closing, is as

follows:

T+n
Srtn = Wi+ YgwrYy + Ya Y B YL Y + 7 By / SdtBy

+(1 - 7')71’7’1{51:1'111'2,3272-

Moreover, the instantaneous volatility process can reflect the intraday U-shape trading pat-
tern (Admati and Pfleiderer, [1988; |/Andersen et al.; 1997, 2019; Hong and Wang,, [2000) by
employing the quadratic interpolation form. Thus, the FOGI model has some quadratic in-

terpolation term. This interpolation gives more weight to the current information dynamics



(related with the squared term) and reduces the weight of the past information dynamics (re-
lated with the linear term). That is, at the open or close, the instantaneous volatility process
has the BEKK form with the current available data, while between the open and close, it
has their some weighted average. The terms ~ (wH1 + ELtJ) ~ and v, (wL1 +3,. LtJ) v
help obtain the MA-type property. The terms B | fﬂ Esds,ﬁg and Br;r] ﬁz represent
open-to-close and close-to-open innovations, respectively. The squared random noise term
Z,Z. represents the random fluctuation, and we can reflect the current market volatility
via the integrated factor volatility | ft | 3.ds and squared overnight factor returns r;r,. We
note that when we consider the single factor, that is, » = 1, the FOGI model returns to
the overnight GARCH-It6 model structure (Kim et al.; 2022a). That is, the proposed FOGI
model can be considered as the generalized version of the overnight GARCH-It6 model.
For statistical inference, we study the integrated factor volatilities obtained from the

FOGI model over consecutive integers, and during market opening and closing periods.

Theorem 2.1. We have the following integrated volatility structures for the proposed FOGI

model.

(a) For det(By) # 0 and ||Byll2 < 1, we have

T+n—1
/ vec (X,)dt = Th(0) + QT a.s., (2.3)

-1

Ag T+n—2 Bg
h!7(0) = vec (w,) + R%h (0) + —H/ vec (X;) dt + . L vec (rn_1r,_y),

T 9 -7

where Ry =5 @ vy, By = By @ By, L2 is a r’-dimensional identity matriz, eB =

>onco BY/EL 0y = By (P —1,2), 0py = By (P —1,2=Bp), 03 = By (P —T,2—

By —B%/2), oy = 2043Ru + 01 — Onos vec(wy) = (Ir2 - QHRLRHQ;II) {204;Ru

vec(wp) — @pavec(wia) + (0 — 2043) vec(vr )} + opvec (wr) + oyRvee (wg),

- THn—1 (14n—1—t)k+2
R} = oyRiRuoy', AY = oyR1By, By = 0B, Ay =[] %Zmdzj,m

10



(b)

(c)

and

o
gy Vvev Z —kmk
Qn — 7-2 T BHveC <(Ak»w _'_ Ak,ji)@j:l 7777 T)
k=0

15 a martingale difference.

For det(B.) #0 and ||B.]]2 < 1, we have

/” vec (X)) dt = (1 — 7)h%(0) + Q% a.s.,

ol Ag T4+n—1 Bg
hZ(0) = vec (w)) + RIhE (6) + —L/ vec (X4) dt + 1 Lvec (r,_1r,_,),
T n

-1 — T

where R, = v, @y, BL=8,® B, 011 = BZI(GBL —1L2), 010 = BZQ(eBL — 12—
Bp), o3 = BZB(GBL — 1. — By, —B}/2), 0 = 2013R1 + 011 — 012, Vec(w]) =
(I — o RuRro;') {2013Rvec(wrr) — @pavec(wra)} + @ vee (wi) + o Rivee (wr),
R = o;RuRL 0", A} = 0,By, B} = 0,RyBy,

= ( B, \" " (-t Rl
Qﬁ = Z (1 — 7') vec ((/TJrnl TTi,thj,t + /T+n1 Trj,tdri,t A

= N/ \ \rin—1 R -1 e e

1s a martingale difference.

For det(Bp) # 0, det(B.) # 0, [|Byll2 <1, and ||BLll2 < 1, we have

/ vec (3;) dt = h,(0) + Q,, a.s.,
n—1

h,(0) = vec(w?) + Rh,,_1(0) + g /in2 vec (3;) dt + 1ligTvec (TniTy 1),
where Q= (1 = 7)77'e By +12) Q/ +Qp . e = 7oy + (1 -7)(e,Ru + 0, Buen),
vec(w9) = (I — oR Rpyo™ ') [{(1 — 7)o, By + 7L2} {203 Ruvec(wm ) —@ysvec(wms)
+(@n2 — 20p3) vec(vv ')} (1-7){20 3R vec(wii) —@povec(wra) H(1-7) o vee (wi))
+ovec (wy) + oRpvec (wy), RY = gpR Rpyo™', AY = gR; By, BY = gB;.

Theorem (c) shows that the daily integrated factor volatility can be decomposed into

11



h,, () and Q,,, where h,(0) is adapted to the filtration, F,,_1 = o(f(¢),t <n —1), and Q,
is the martingale difference. Note that the conditional daily integrated factor volatility is in
the famous VEC-GARCH(1,1) structure (Bollerslev et al.; [1988) with the open-to-close in-

tegrated factor volatility (] T

.o vec(X;)dt) and the close-to-open squared log factor return

(vec (rn_1r,_;)) as innovations. Similarly, hf(0) and h%(8) are conditional expected volatil-
ities for the open-to-close and close-to-open periods, respectively, which are adapted to the
filterations F,,_1 and F,,_1, respectively. They have the pervious open-to-close integrated
factor volatility and the previous close-to-open squared log factor return as innovations. In
Section [3| we propose a parameter estimation procedure based on the inherent iterative
structure in the integrated factor volatilities described in Theorem However, since we
cannot observe the random fluctuation term Z; and instantaneous volatility process, the
interceptor parameters wyy, Wyo, Wr1, Wre, and v are hard to be estimated directly. Thus,
we develop a parameter estimation procedure for w¥,, w%, vy, v, By, and B, instead.
Moreover, to estimate the interceptor w9 for the whole-day dynamics, we use the following

expression:

vec(w?) = (Lo —R) | {(1—-7)AY + L2} (I — RY%) " vec(wy)

+(1—=7) (L2 —RY) " vec(w?)].

If instantaneous volatility estimators are available, then we are able to estimate the inter-
ceptor parameters wpyi, Wye, Wr1, Wra. However, this is not the focus of the paper, so we

leave it for a future study.

Remark 2.1. To reduce the model complexity, we can consider a scalar BEKK model (Caporin
and McAleer| 2008; Christoffersen et al., 2014; [Engle and Kroner| [1995) as follows:

T+n—2

h,(0) = wvec(X) + vh,_1(0) + %/ vec (%) dt +

n—2

T
—_vec (rn,lrnfl) ,

where ¥ is a long term average of factor volatilities, and a,b,vy, and w are non-negative

12



scalar values such that a + b+ v < 1. This result can be obtained by choosing wg1, wgysa,
wr1, and wys as scaled ¥ and v, By, B, vy and ~; as scaled identity matrices. With an

appropriate choice of scaled values, we can have w =1—a — b — 7.

Remark 2.2. We can impose different dynamic models on the open-to-close and close-to-
open periods. Then, the daily conditional expected integrated volatility is the sum of their
conditional expected integrated volatilities. In this point of view, FOGI is the special example
of the above general model. However, in practice, there is a trade-off between model error
and estimation error. Thus, it is important to develop a simple model that can capture the
open-to-close and close-to-open dynamics. Under this parsimonious principle, we propose

the FOGI model.

3 Estimation procedure

In this section, we present an estimation procedure for the model parameters and establish

its asymptotic theorems.

3.1 A model set-up

We assume that the factor process of the true stock log prices follows the FOGI model in
Definition [2.1. Due to the imperfections of the trading mechanisms, high-frequency data
are contaminated by market microstructure noises so that the observed stock prices are in
a noisy version of the true stock prices (Ait-Sahalia and Yu, [2009). In contrast, for low-
frequency data, the effect of the microstructure noises is negligible, thus, we assume that
the true log prices X(¢) and X(t +7),t =0,...,n, at the market opening and closing times
are observed. In light of this, we assume that the high-frequency intraday observations

X(tge), £ =1,...,m —1, where k — 1 =txg < -+ < ty,m, = k — 1+ 7, are masked by the

13



microstructure noises as follows:

Y;(tk7g) :Xi(tk7g)+€i(tk’g), i:1,...,p,k::1,...,n,£:1,...,m—1, (31)

where the microstructure noises ¢;’s are independent random variables with mean zero and
variance 7);. The noises are also independent of the price and volatility processes. For
simplicity, we assume that the data are synchronized and the observed time points ¢ ¢’s are

equally spaced, that is, ty¢ — tye—1 =m ' for k=1,...,nand £ =1,...,m.

Remark 3.1. In practice, for the multivariate stock price process, high-frequency data are
not synchronized, while observed time points are not equally spaced. This is the so-called

non-synchronization problem and has been well studied in the finance literature. Data

synchronization schemes include the refresh time (Barndorfl-Nielsen et al., [2011), the pre-

vious tick time (Wang and Zou|, 2010; Zhang| 2011), and the generalized sampling time

(Ait-Sahalia et al., [2010). Under some mild conditions, these schemes provide the tools for

solving the non-synchronization problem and to further obtain estimators for the daily inte-

grated volatility given high-frequency data (Ait-Sahalia et al., [2010; Barndorff-Nielsen et al.,

2011} Bibinger et al., 2014; |Christensen et al., 2010; Wang and Zou, 2010; |Zhang, 2011). To

highlight the modeling of the parametric volatility process, we make the simple assumption

that the high-frequency observations are equally spaced and synchronized.

Given high-frequency data from the market open-to-close period, we can estimate the
integrated volatility with the realized volatility matrix estimators, such as the multi-scale

realized volatility matrix (MSRVM) (Zhang, 2011)), the pre-averaging realized volatility ma-

trix (PRVM) (Christensen et al., 2010)), and the kernel realized volatility matrix (KRVM)

(Barndorff-Nielsen et al., [2011). See also |Ait-Sahalia et al. (2010)); Barndorff-Nielsen et al.|

(2008)); Bibinger et al.|(2014); Fan and Wang| (2007); Fan and Kim| (2018);|Jacod et al.| (2009));

Kim et al.| (2018)); Xiu/ (2010)); |Zhang (2006)); Wang and Zoul (2010) for related research works.

These non-parametric realized volatility matrix estimators can estimate historical volatility

14



well. Moreover, as the number of high-frequency observations m goes to infinity, the ma-
jority of these non-parametric estimators can achieve the optimal convergence rate of m =/
for estimating the open-to-close integrated volatility matrix in the presence of market mi-

~H
crostructure noises. In this paper, we denote such estimators by I', , £ = 1,...,n, while in

the numerical study, we use the PRVM estimator with weight function max(z, 1 — x).

3.2 Factor loading and volatility matrices

The factor volatility process f(t) is latent so that we are required to impose certain structures
for its identification. Researchers often assume that the factor loading matrix U is orthogonal
while the factor volatility matrix ¥y, (or o/ o) is diagonal (Ait-Sahalia and Xiu, [2017b; |[Fan
et all 2013; [Kim and Fan, [2019). Under such assumptions, U and ¥, correspond to the
eigenmatrix and eigenvalues of the daily integrated volatility matrix I'y, respectively. In this
case, our proposed FOGI model returns to the factor GARCH-It6 model structure introduced
by Kim and Fan (2019)), as the factor GARCH-It6 model describes the eigenvalue dynamics
of the factor volatility process. Here the diagonal assumption on W is rather restrictive
in the sense that cross-sectional dynamics cannot be studied. Under such assumptions,
the market dynamics only come from each factor marginally, while the correlations among
factors are kept stable over time, which makes it difficult to explain the dynamics among
factors. On the other hand, Kim et al.[(2018]) proposed the factor diffusion process to account
for the grouping effects. Such grouping effects include sector and industry classifications,
in which case one could use the global industry classification standard (GICS) as the group
membership. Specifically, the factor loading matrix U = (U;;)i=1.... p.j=1,..r i the membership
matrix, where Uj; ; is equal to one if the ith asset belongs to the jth factor, and it is equal
to zero, otherwise. However, the performance of such models depends on the choice of
the group membership. Recently, Kim et al. (2022b) suggested that one could estimate
the factor loading matrix using the eigenmatrix of the variance from all daily integrated

volatility matrices I'y’s, and this method does not require ¥, to be diagonal. Moreover, the

15



factor loading matrix can be estimated non-parametrically under some stationary conditions,
which, however, may be restrictive to model the idiosyncratic volatility matrix. See also |A1t-
Sahalia and Xiu| (2017b)); Kong (2017, 2018); [Kong et al.| (2021)); Pelger| (2019).

As discussed above, each approach has its own advantages and disadvantages, and the
factor volatility matrix can be identified as long as the factor loading matrix U can be well
estimated. However, the estimation of U is not the focus of this paper, and so we depend
on existing research in the literature for this part and denote the consistent estimator of U

by U.

3.3 Weighted least squares estimation

In this section, we propose a quasi-maximum likelihood estimation procedure to estimate the
true parameter 8y = (vech(w?Y,,), vech(wf,), vech(v ), vech(v ), vech(B o), vech(B o) k1)
of the FOGI model and establish its asymptotic behavior. Let d be the cardinality of 8, that
is, d = |@]. We note that p does not have a role to define the conditional expected volatility
matrix; thus, we do not include p in the parameter of interest.

To estimate the model parameters, we examine the volatility dynamics during the open-
to-close and close-to-open periods separately and, then, draw combined inferences. Specifi-

cally, the integrated volatilities hold the following relationships (see Theorem :

T+n—1
/ vee () dt = 7h (8y) + QY

—1

/n vec (3,)dt = (1 — 7)h%(0,) + QL aus.

+n—1

For the open-to-close period, we can estimate the integrated factor volatility well with the
MSRVM, the PRVM, or the KRVM. For the close-to-open period, high-frequency data are

not available so that we approximate the integrated volatility with the close-to-open squared
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log factor return. Specifically, Itd’s lemma provides
vee (o (pro)tn(pre) ') = (1 — 7)hL(6o) + QL ass., (3.2)

where Q1" = Qf + (f:}—n—l rigdrie+ [T Tj,tdﬂ‘,t> and r,,(p) = f(n) —£(7+n—

Z7j:17"'7p
1) = (1 —=7)py. Thus, we can use the integrated factor volatility estimators and the close-to-

open squared log returns r,(p; )r,, (@, )" as proxies for the open-to-close and close-to-open
conditional volatilities, respectively. The accuracy of the proxies can be measured by the
variance of the martingale differences QY and QZZ. To reflect the variance information on

the estimation procedure, we adopt the famous weighted square loss function as follows:

n

L,(0) — % 3 [ vee(1v)) — 7hff, ()} Vi {veeh(1v;f) — 7 (0) )

+{rfig) = (1= PBE(O)} VI {d(1y) — (1= )BE,(0)} .

where Vi and V|, are covariance matrices for the Q and QL terms, respectively. More-
over, IV = kT_Jrlkfl Xydt, hil (8) = vech (vec™' (b} (0))), b, (0) = vech (vec™ (hf(0))),
and 7, (py) = vech (rp(py)ri(pey) ). Unfortunately, the latent factor process f(£) is not
observable. Thus, to implement the above weighted square loss function, we need to esti-
mate the latent factor process. As discussed in Section [3.2] we impose some structures on
the factor loading matrix U so that it is estimable, which is the minimum requirement for
investigating the latent factor model. See |Ait-Sahalia and Xiu (2017b)); Fan et al.| (2013));
Kim et al.| (2018); Kim and Fan| (2019); Kim et al.| (2022b) for more details. With a consis-
tent estimator G, we now develop an estimation procedure for the model parameters in the
high-dimensional set-up, where the number of assets are allowed to diverge, as the number of
observations diverges. We first need to estimate the open-to-close factor volatility matrices

and the close-to-open factor returns as follows:

RV, = p_QﬁTkaﬁ and Tp(p,) =p UT[X(k) = X(k—1+7)] — (1 —7)p,,
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~H
where I',, is the realized volatility matrix estimator, such as the MSRVM, the PRVM, or the
KRVM given the kth period open-to-close high-frequency data. The conditional volatilities

are

~ ~ Ag Bg
h(0) = vec (w,) + R4h,(0) + THvec (RVaa) + 4

vec (?n_1 (B)Th (NL)) )

~ o Ag Bg o~ t
h;(8) = vec (w]) + Rihy_,(0) + TLV@C (RV,) + 1 LTvec (T (L)oo (Br)) -

Then, the weighted square loss function is

n

~ 1 . T . .
Lum(0) = 5> | {vech(R1) = 1R, (0)} V35! {veeh(RVA) - 7, (0) |
k=1

H{E ) — 0= BE(0)}) Vit (B ) — (0 - 1)BE(0)} ],

where ﬂfn(O) = vech (V@(f1 (ﬁf(@))), ﬁﬁn(O) = vech (Ve(f1 (ﬁﬁ(@))), and T (1) =
vech (T,_1 ()T, _1(py)). We estimate the true parameter 6y by minimizing Zn,m(e), that
is,

0 = arg min L, (0), (3.3)

where © is the parameter space of 8. We choose the weight matrices \ g and \% 1, as discussed
in Section We call it the weighted least square estimator (WLSE).
To establish the asymptotic theorems for the proposed WLSE /é, we require the following

conditions.
Assumption 3.1.

(a) © is compact; w9, and wi are positive definite; By, Br, Yy and v are symmetric

matrices; their (1,1)th elements are restricted to be positive; || Alls, |Byll2s 18L]2,
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Ivill2 and ||, ||2 are less than 1, where O is a 72-by-r? zero matriz, and

A, FE 7Ry 0
| B 0 0-nRg
| Ax BL Re 0 ’

T 1-7 H

AY BY

- = 0 R

0y is an interior point of O;

. 4
(b) maxy E U)I‘kH - IVkHF] = O(p*m™"), where IVy is the integrated volatility for the

open-to-close period of the kth day;

(c) \A/'H and \A/'L are strictly positive definite and consistent estimators for Vg and Vi ;

..........

some b > 4,

max E (Hp_l/zﬁi — p_l/zsign(ﬁiTUi)UiH%) <O

1<i<r m,n’

where U; and [AL are the ith column of U and [AJ, respectively, and Vp, , = o(1);
(e) Uy =O(1) and U'U = pl,;

(f) w(p)/p = o(1).

Remark 3.2. Under the finite fourth moment condition, Kim et al.| (2016]) showed that the

realized volatility estimators satisfy Assumption (b) Under some stationary condition,
we can show Assumption [.1](c) (see Section [3.4)).

Remark 3.3. When p~'/?U is the eigenmatrix of the factor volatility matrix, Theorem 3.1
from Kim and Fan| (2019) shows that v, is m~*/* 4+ n~'/2 4 7(p)/p in Assumption (d)

If we assume that the factor loading matrix is known, such as the GICS membership matrix,
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Vm,n Will be zero. When the membership matrix is unknown and we provide its estimator,

the convergence rate v, , will be the corresponding convergence rate of the estimator.

The following theorem establishes the asymptotic results for the proposed WLSE 0.

Theorem 3.1. Under Assumption 3.1, we have

H@ - 00’ =0, (m Y+ 072 4 v+ (m(p) /9) V).

max

Remark 3.4. Theorem shows that the proposed WLSE 0 has the convergence rate m~ /4 +
n V24 v,, .+ (7(p)/p)Y2. The term m~Y/* is coming from estimating the integrated volatility
matrix I'y, non-parametrically, which is known as the optimal rate, given the presence of the
market microstructure noises. The term n~/? is the usual convergence rate of low-frequency
analysis. The terms v,,,, and (7(p)/p)*/? are the cost to handle the large volatiltiy matrix.
Specifically, the term v, , is the cost to estimate the latent factor loading matrix U. Since
1/2

we employ the high-dimensional latent factor process, we have the extra term (7(p)/p)

for identifying the factor process.

Remark 3.5. To evaluate the proposed FOGI estimation procedure, we first need to estimate
the number, r, of factors. Usually, the number of factors is estimated based on eigenval-
ues of sample covariance estimators (Alessi et al. [2010; |[Ahn and Horenstein, 2013; Bai
and Ng| 2002; |Choi et al., 2018; (Giglio and Xiu, 2021} Onatski, 2010; Trapani, 2018). In
high-frequency finance, we can use realized volatility matrix estimators instead of sample co-
variance estimators. In this paper, we have high-frequency and low-frequency observations;

thus, we can use the following averaged open-to-close and close-to-open volatility estimators:

n

=H 1 ~H
Fn = — Fk y
n k=1
~L 1 n _ _
I =—Y Xk -X(r+k—-1)-X)(X(k) - X(t+k—-1)-X)",
n
k=1

20



~H =L
7 =arg min {K(Fn ,n,m,j)+ K(T, . n, 1,]')} ;

1 S] <Tmax

where
c2
K(T,n,m,j)=p '\j+jxa {\/logp/(nmw) +p ! logp} -1,

A; is the jth largest eigenvalue of I'. Under the pervasive condition (Assumption [4.1j(a)), we

can show its consistency similar to the proofs of |Alt-Sahalia and Xiu| (2017b)).

3.4 Choice of weight matrices for the WLSE

The performance of the proposed WLSE procedure depends on the choice of the weight ma-
trices Vg and V. To reflect the accuracy of the information of the data sources, we choose
the weight matrices Vg and V|, as the variances of the martingale difference terms. For ex-
ample, for the open-to-close period, the difference between the GARCH volatility Thhf{ +(60)
and the proxy vech(/ ka ) is QhH, > While, for the close-to-open period, the difference between
the GARCH volatility (1 —7)hf,(6,) and the proxy vech (ry_ir;_;) is Qf%. Then Vi and
V are the covariance matrices of the martingale differences Q,IL{ p and Qﬁk, respectively.
To estimate the variance of the martingale difference terms, we first estimate the GARCH
volatilities for the open-to-close and close-to-open periods separately. Specifically, we esti-
mate the GARCH parameters 8%, = (vech (wi;,) , vec(Ri), vec(Afy), vec(BYy), kro) and
67,0 = (vech (wi,) , vec(Ri,), vec(Al), vec(Bi,), pro) by

n
~

g . 1 TH T TH
0, = arg na}%n 5 Z {VGCh(RVk) - Thhyk(a)} {VGCh(RVk) - Thh,k(e)}

and
n

87 = axgmin 5S84 n,) — (1= PBE0)} {Rums) — (01— 1) ,(6) )

L k=1
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Similar to Theorem , we can show that the least squares estimators (LSE) @‘2 and /0\‘(2 are
consistent with the convergence rate m=Y4 + n=Y2 + v, + (7(p)/p)*/? under Assumption

[3.1] Then, with these consistent estimators, we calculate their sample covariances as follows:

n

Vi=1%" {vech(RVi) — 7hi1,(87) } {veeh(RV}) - Tﬁhf{k@z)}r |

n

k=1
Vo= 3 Bl - 0 -G H{FL B - (- DR} (34)

Under the stationary condition, we can show that Vyand V;, converge to their corresponding
covariance matrices using the martingale convergence theorem. Due to the estimation errors
from the finte sample estimation, some eigenvalues of the estimated weight matrices can be
too small, which makes the estimators of the inverse weight matrices unstable. We therefore
added a small positive value to the eigenvalues of the weight matrices. Specifically, we

employed consistent estimators of Vg and Vi, as follows:
\AfH = {[H + Uflr(rq)/z and \A[L = {[L + UnLIr(rq)/z,

where {/H and V 1, are defined in (3.4)), and v and v are tuning parameters, converging to

zero. In the numerical study, we choose v and vl as follows:

1 r(r—1)/2 _ 1 r(r—1)/2 _
v = — — Z [Vylin™° and ol = ——— Z [Vi]in ™,
i=1

r(r—1)/2 = r(r—1)/2
where [M];; denotes the (4, j)th entry of a matrix M. We note that to make the perturbation
terms negligible, we should choose the rate faster than n~/2. In contrast, to obtain stable
inverse results, we need to choose relatively slow rate. In the numerical study, the choice of
n=3/5 shows a good performance, so we suggest n=3/% order. Thanks to this choice, Vg and
\Y% 1, are consistent estimators of Vg and V, which have the same convergence rate as that

of V g and \Y, 1, respectively, so that all of the asymptotic properties hold with \Y% g and \Y% L
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We use the estimated weight matrices \AfH and {/L to evaluate the weighted square loss
function an(e) in (3.3). This procedure helps to assign more weights to the more infor-
mative and accurate proxy. Intuitively, the open-to-close period should be more informative
given the abundant high-frequency observations, thus, more weight will be assigned to the
open-to-close proxy. In the empirical study, \A/'H is smaller than V 1 in terms of eigenvalues.

Finally, with the consistent estimators \ g and \% 1, we can establish the asymptotic results

in Theorem [B3.11

4 Large volatility matrix prediction

4.1 Idiosyncratic volatility matrices

Recall that we impose the sparse condition on the idiosyncratic volatility matrix I'} =
(Fz,z‘j)iﬂ.:lw,p as follows:

p

1@?%2 \FZ,U!‘SIFZ,M 273‘]"(176)/2 < Mn(p) as,
===t

where 6 € [0,1), M is the positive bounded random variable, and the sparsity level 7(p)
diverges very slowly, such as log p. Furthermore, we assume that the idiosyncratic volatility
matrix I'} satisfies

' =T°as. forallk=1,... n. (4.1)

The constant condition (4.1)) is imposed so that the volatility matrices for the open-to-close
period can be estimated consistently.
To estimate the sparse idiosyncratic volatility matrix I'*, we follow the POET procedure

introduced by |Fan et al.| (2013)). Specifically, the input integrated volatility matrix estimator
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is estimated by

T, = %Zn:ka-F%zn:(X(k)—X(T+k:—1)—X)(X(k)—X(T+k—1)—X)T,

~H

where I',, is the realized volatility matrix estimator, such as the MSRVM, the PRVM, or the
KRVM given the kth period open-to-close high-frequency data, and X is the sample mean
of all close-to-open log returns. We note that, under some regularity conditions, the input

estimator T',, converges to IT',, = > i Tx/n. Then, T',, admits

where /):Z is the 7th largest eigenvalue of I, and q; is its corresponding eigenvector. The

input idiosyncratic volatility matrix estimator is

-~Ss

T = (T})ijmtp =Tn— > _ NG, ,
and we apply the following adaptive thresholding scheme to the above input:

= ffy V 07 if ¢ = j s R
b= and I' = (I'};)1<ij<p, (4.2)
Sij(rfj)l(‘rfj’ > wij), ifi#£7

where the thresholding function s;;(-) satisfies |s;;(z) — 2| < w;;, and takes the thresholding

level w;; = Wy, \/ (T's, v 0)(f§j V 0) that is based on the correlation structure. The thresh-
olding function includes interesting examples such as hard thresholding and soft thresholding

functions.
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4.2 Large volatility matrix prediction

In this section, we demonstrate how to predict future large volatility matrices and investigate
the asymptotic behaviors of the proposed method. Recall that the daily integrated volatility
matrix can be decomposed into the factor and idiosyncratic volatility matrices. Let the

forecast origin be n, and we are interested in constructing an estimator for
E(Ty41|7,) = UH,41(00)U" + E (T3, F,)  as.

For the latent factor volatility matrix ¥,,,,, the FOGI model structure produces the following

iterative relationship

h,.1(0)) = E(vec(®,1)|F,)
T+n—1 9

AY
= vec(w]) +RIhZ(0y) + 70 / vec (o] o) dt + - UTvec (rory ),
n—1 -

where wi, R, AJ, and B are defined in Theorem [2.1] and vec(H,,11(6o)) = h,,+1(0). With
the WLSE 6 defined in (3.3), we estimate the latent factor volatility matrix H,,,1(6o) by

H,(6) = vec (En+1(§)) , (4.3)
where

~ o~ A9 BY

h,.1(0) = vec (w?) + R%h,(0) + —vee (RV,) + 5

vec (rn(uL)r;Lr(l‘l’L)) :

On the other hand, we impose the constant assumption on the idiosyncratic volatility matrix,
that is,
E( | F) =T as.

and estimate I'* using the POET procedure as discussed in Section 4.1 Combing the factor

volatility matrix estimator in (4.3]) and the idiosyncratic volatility matrix estimator in (4.2)),
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we estimate the conditional expectation of the future large volatility matrix E (I',+1|F,) b

~ A~ A~ A~ A~ A~

I, =UH,,(0)U" +T .

Under some conditions, [Fan and Kim| (2018)) showed that the idiosyncratic volatility matrix
estimator is consistent in the sense of the matrix spectral norm, and they established the
asymptotic theorems for the estimator of the future large volatility matrix under the factor
GARCH-It6 model. We employ their results to investigate the asymptotic behaviors of f‘n+1

and require the following technical conditions.
Assumption 4.1.

(a) There exists some fized positive constant ¢y such that \,1/Dy < ¢1 a.s., where A, ; is
the ith largest eigenvalue of U¥,U" and D) = min{A;; — Xjip1 :i=1,...,1r) =

1,...,n}, and the smallest eigenvalue of T'; stays away from zero;

(b) For some fixed constant co, we have

- rnax E < ¢ a.s.,
r 1<’L<p q” 2

where q; = (quj, .-, qp;) " is the jth eigenvector of UW,U';

(c) The input volatility matriz T, satisfies

~ _ / logp 1
m P > - = < :
Pr {1<i2}<<p ‘Fn,lj FTL,Z]’ — C 1/2n 4 } >p (44)

(4) (p)/ /B + /Tog p/ (12 + m) = o(1).

Remark 4.1. Assumption [.1(a)—(b) are called the pervasive condition and incoherence con-

dition, respectively, which are widely employed to investigate the behavior of the low-rank
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matrix inferences (Candes et al) 2011} Fan et al., [2018). For example, the pervasive condi-
tion helps to identify the latent factor volatility matrix as the eigenvalues diverge with the
order p while the eigenvalues of the idiosyncratic volatility matrix are bounded. On the other
hand, the incoherence condition makes it possible to establish the element-wise convergence
rate of the factor volatility matrix. The sub-Gaussian concentration inequality condition
Assumption (c) is required to investigate the high-dimensional statistics. Under some
regularity conditions and the martingale property of daily realized volatility estimators, the

average realized volatility estimators can obtain this bound (Fan and Kim, 2018} Tao et al.

2013).

Theorem 4.1. Under the assumptions of Theorem the sparsity condition (2.1) and

Assumption are met. Take the thresholding level to be wy,, = Cgby,, for some large

fized constant Co,, where by, ., = ©(p)/p + /log(p vV m)/(nm'/2 +m). Then we have

”F - FSHmax == Op (bm,n) 5 (45)

IT” =Ty = O, (r(p)b13), (4.6)

7(p)
pl/2

Hf‘n+1 -E (I‘nJrl’}—n) ’

rwz@(m““+n””+umm+

P Am Y )+ pbS), (A7)

where the relative Frobenius norm is defined as |M||2. = p~H|T*Y/*MI* =2 ||3. where T* =

E(I‘nJrl’-Fn)'

Remark 4.2. Theorem shows that the estimator of the future volatility matrix f‘n+1 has
the convergence rate m~Y4+n"12 + v, + % +p 2 (m 2 4 nT 02 )+ w(p)bl S under
the relative Frobenius norm. When the factor loading matrix U is related to the eigenmatrix
(Kim and Fan| 2019)), v,, will be =4 + 7(p)/p. Then T, 11 will be consistent, as long as
p = o(m + n?). That is, the number, p, of assets has slower order than the numbre, m, of

hihg-frequency observations and the squared sample period n?.
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5 Simulation study

In this section, we show that the proposed methodology has a good finite sample performance
in estimation and prediction via a simulation study. Let p be the total number of assets, n
be the total number of low-frequency periods, and m be the total number of high-frequency
returns during each low-frequency period. Let r be the number of common market factors
in the high-dimensional set-up. The number of daily trading hours in the US market is 6.5,
hence we choose 7 = 6.5/24.

We now investigate the high-dimensional case for p = 200 and » = 3. For the instanta-
neous latent factor volatility process described by , we took the model parameters as

follows:

vech(wg) = (0.06,0,0,0.08,0,0.04),  vech(wgs) = (0.004,0,0,0.004,0,0.004),
vech(wr) = (0.024,0,0,0.012,0,0.004),  vech(wzs) = (0.006,0,0,0.004,0,0.012),
vech(vy) = (0.5,0,0,0.3,0,0.4),  vech(v,) = (0.6,0,0,0.8,0,0.7),

vech(8y) = (0.7,0,0,0.6,0,0.8),  vech(8,) = (0.3,0,0,0.25,0,0.2),

v = diag(0.06,0.04, 0.03), py = p;, =0.

It follows that the true parameter 6y is

0o :(Vech(wi’qo), Vech(w%o), vech(7 ), vech(7 ), vech(B ), vech(Brg), 1)
=(0.0089, 0, 0,0.0045, 0,0.0018,0.0075, 0, 0,0.0031, 0,0.0018, 0.5, 0,0, 0.3, 0, 0.4,

0.6,0,0,0.8,0,0.7,0.7,0,0,0.6,0,0.8,0.3,0,0,0.25,0,0.2,0,0,0).
Initial values for simulation were chosen to be

vech(3g) = vech(w?) = ¢(0.0100, 0, 0,0.0044, 0,0.0024),

f(t) = (10,10,10)",  X(t) = (10,...,10)".
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For the factor loading matrix U, U, takes values v/2cos (2i7/p), i = 1,...,p, Us, entries
share the same value 1, and Us takes values v/2sin (2i7/p), i = 1,...,p. Then the factor
loading matrix retains the structure such that UTU = pI,, which is the condition required
in Kim et al| (2022b)) for obtaining a consistent estimator of U by using the eigenmatrix of
the variance of all daily integrated volatility matrices. To generate the sparse idiosyncratic

diffusion process in its daily integrated co-volatility I'* = (Fﬁ"’» we took

13)19',]'9’
s = 0.5, /TsTs

for the off-diagonal elements and I'j; = 0.004,7 = 1, ..., p, for the diagonal elements. Market
microstructure noises, €;(tx ), were modeled by independent 0.005N (0, Ty ;;), fori =1,...,p,
k=1,...,n,and ¢ = 1,...,m — 1. Given high-frequency data, the PRVM estimator
was again adopted to obtain the daily large realized volatility matrix estimates ka, k =
1,...,n. To estimate the factor loading matrix, we followed the procedure given in |[Kim
et al.| (2022b)). Specifically, let ]/if = ff/n be the sample mean and S# = Zzzl(ka —
an )2/(np) be the sample variance. We estimated p~/2U by the first r eigenvectors of S,, and
computed the factor volatility matrix estimates RV, by RV}, = p‘2IAJTf‘kH[AJ. We note that to

estimate the eigenvectors, we only utilized the open-to-close high-frequency data because the

daily integrated volatility matrices should be consistently estimated to estimate the variance

H

. well. Thus, under the assumption that the factor loadings are

of volatility matrices, S
constant over time, we can estimate the eigenvectors consistently by only using the high-
frequency observations. In contrast, we utilized low-frequency data for idiosyncratic volatility
matrices as described in Section because, technically, we do not need consistent daily
integrated volatility matrix estimators and assume that the idiosyncratic volatility matrix is
constant over time. The constant assumption helps reduce the complexity of the model and

enjoy the benefit of incorporating low-frequency data for the estimation of the idiosyncratic

volatility matrix. The close-to-open factor returns r(0) = pUT[X(k) — X(k — 1 + 7)]
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Figure 1: Mean matrix spectral norms, Frobenius norms, and max norms of @% — w¥,,

@) — w0, Y — Yro» Y — Yro» Bu — Bros and BL — B, for the proposed FOGI estimator
with n = 125,250, 500 and m = 390, 780, 2340.

were obtained. We employed VH, and V; defined in for the consistent estimators of
Vy, and V, respectively. Parameter estimates were obtained by minimizing the proposed
weighted square loss function an(O) We took n = 125,250,500 and m = 390, 780, 2340.
We repeated the simulation 200 times.

Figure (1] depicts the mean matrix spectral norms, Frobenius norms, and max norms of
W — Wi, W] — Wio Yu — Yo Y& — Yros BH — Bpo, and BL — B for the proposed
FOGI estimator with n = 125,250, 500 and m = 390, 780, 2340. From Figure[I] we find that

the mean matrix estimation errors decrease as the number of high-frequency observations
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or low-frequency observations increases, except for the @ — w9, and 4, — ~v;,. We note
that there is an unclear effect of increasing the number of high-frequency observations in the
case of wy and «;. This may be because the parameters w; and «; affect the close-to-open
periods, which provide the low-frequency observations, so high-frequency observations have
relatively little effect on the estimation accuracy.

We as well studied the prediction performance of the proposed model and compared it
with benchmarks. Specifically, we estimated the conditional large volatility matrix E(T,+1|F,)
by f‘n+1 and computed the matrix estimation errors for f‘n—i-l —E(T,,11|F,) in spectral, Frobe-
nius, max, and relative Frobenius norm. To construct an, we need to obtain the idiosyn-
cratic volatility matrix estimator I, where we took \/W + \/% to be the threshold.
For comparisons, we considered the POET procedure proposed by Fan et al.| (2013) and the
factor GARCH-It6 (FGI) procedure, which is the same as that of the FOGI procedure based
on the factor Ito diffusion process, except for the factor estimation that utilizes the scaled
FGI estimator. For example, the FGI model only considers open-to-close volatility. If we
set parameters in the FOGI model as 7 = 1, v, = I, and f; = 0, then the FOGI model
becomes the FGI model. Under the FGI model, the conditional open-to-close volatility can

be estimated as follows:

~

h,.1(60) = vec(w) + RN, (8) + A%vec(RV,),

where 8 = (vech(w), vech(+), vech(8), R = v ® v, B = 8© B, o = B-'(¢® — L2),
2, =B7?(e®-1.-B), 0 =B?(® -1, -B-B?/2), 0 = 20;R + 0, — 0,, RY = oRo ™',
and A9 = gB. The model parameter can be estimated by the least squares estimators as

follows:

6 = argmin % S {vech(RVe) — i (6)} {vech(RVi) — hi(6)}.

To match the estimated open-to-close volatility with the daily integrated volatility, one can

scale up the estimated open-to-close volatility as AﬂnHA, where A is a diagonal matrix such
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-1

that A = diag(y/ ([RV.,], + [0V.],) [RV.)5, - (B, + [OV],) [RV.]D. BV,
= L3 RV}, OV, = 2370 | OV, and OV, = 1,T,. We utilized ff + [X(n) — X(n —

T on

1)][X(n) —X(n —1)]" for the open-to-open covariance matrix in the POET procedure, and
we took \/W to be the threshold for the thresholding step in the POET procedure.

Figure[2|draws the mean matrix prediction errors in the spectral norms, Frobenius norms,
max norms, and relative Frobenius norms with the FOGI, FGI, and POET estimators with
n = 125,250,500 and m = 390, 780, 2340. It is clear that the estimator based on the pro-
posed FOGI method outperforms the benchmarks based on the POET and FGI procedures,
except for the relative Frobenius norm. This may be because each eigenvalue in the rel-
ative Frobenius norm has a similar scale, and so the effect of the factor part is relatively
small. Thus, FOGI cannot present significant benefits in terms of the relative Frobenius
norm. For small n, the FGI procedure shows better performance than the FOGI procedure
in terms of the max norm. One of the possible explanations is that since FOGI is more
complicated than FGI, for small n, FOGI may have larger estimation errors than FGI. That
is, for small n, the estimation error is larger than the model error. As the number of low-
or high-frequency observations increases, the mean matrix prediction errors decrease, which

supports the theoretical results derived in Section [4]

6 Empirical analysis

In this section, we apply the proposed FOGI model to real trading stock prices to examine the
case for a large number of assets with p = 200 and focus on constrained portfolio allocation
problems that are widely considered in financial applications. The data set consists of
the minute-by-minute stock prices of companies that were traded on the New York Stock
Exchange during the 754 trading days from January 2017 to December 2019. That is, in
order to synchronize the observation time points, we used the previous tick (Zhang, 2011))

scheme. The high-frequency trading data for the top 200 large volume stocks among the
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Figure 2: Mean matrix prediction errors in the spectral, Frobenius, max, and relative Frobe-
nius norms for the conditional daily integrated volatility matrix E (I'y,1|F,,) with the FOGI,
FGI, and POET estimators with n = 125,250, 500 and m = 390, 780, 2340.
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S&P 500 compositions was obtained from the Wharton Data Service (WRDS) system. The
6.5 trading hours daily result in 7 = 6.5/24.

To forecast the one-day-ahead conditional volatility matrix, we employed the FOGI,
FGI, and POET procedures explained in Section [5] where the only difference is a threshold
level for the idiosyncratic volatility matrix estimators. Here, we used the global industry
classification standard (GICS) for sectors and kept the volatilities within the same sector,
but set others to be zero (Fan et al., 2016). We set the in-sample period as 126 days and
used the rolling window scheme to estimate the one-day-ahead conditional volatility matrix
for the FOGI and FGI models.

For the empirical case, the decomposition of daily variation into its continuous and jump
components can help to explain the volatility dynamics due to the existence of price jumps
(Ait-Sahalia et al.| [2012; |Andersen et al., 2007; |Barndorff-Nielsen and Shephard, [2006; |Corsi
et al., 2010). Therefore, we employed the jump truncated PRVM estimator proposed by
Ait-Sahalia and Xiul (2016) to obtain ff, k=1,...,n. Specifically, jump truncated PRVM

were estimated as follows:

m—w-+1

~H 1 i g Loy i i J j
[Fk :|ij - w_¢ ; (X’iv“X’j“u - §Xk]7u) 1 (‘ka < Uk‘) 1 (‘X/Jc,u < Uﬂ) )

where w = [m'/?], ¢ = 1/12, g(z) = 2 A(1—2), AFX; = X;(k—14+7u/m) — X;(k—1+7(u—
1)/m), Xid, = S0 (g(2) — g(5h)2Ak, L XAl X, Xi, = 0 gls/w)Ak, X, and
vl = 2. 19\/Zm v (Xi.)?/(m —w+1) is a truncation parameter,

We then need to determine the number of market factors r so that the corresponding

factor loading and factor volatility matrices can be identified and estimated. Figure [3|shows

~ o~ ~ ~ ~H ~L
the scree plot for Ai, Ag, ..., Aogg, Where A; is the jth largest eigenvalue of ', + T, and
~H 1 n o T
r, =— :—Z X(r+k—1)—X)(X(k) = X(r+k—-1)=X)".
n
k=1

From Figure [3] we find that possible candidates for the number of market factors r is 1,2,3 4.
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Figure 3: The scree plot of eigenvalues of the average of 754 daily PRVM estimators.

To further determine the rank r, we adopted the procedure as described in [Ait-Sahalia and
Xiul (2017b)),

R ~H =L

7 =arg min {K(Fn ,n,m,j)+ K(T, n, 1,j)} ,

1 S] Srmax

where

c2
K(T,n,m,j)=p 'A\j+jxa {\/logp/(nmm) +p! logp} -1

and ); is the jth largest eigenvalue of I'. We studied the problem when 7rp.x = 30, ¢; =
0.02&;@30, and co = 0.5. The procedure chose 77 = 3.

We first investigate the effects of the overnight risk. We can find that the magnitude of
overnight factor volatility is comparable to that of intraday factor volatility by calculating
the intraday factor volatility ratio of the total factor volatility as follows:

Vi
[TV + 10V

= 0.501,

where IV and OV are the average of estimated intraday and overnight factor volatilities,
respectively. Since, in terms of magnitude, the overnight factor volatility plays a significant
role as much as the intraday factor volatility, using the overnight information might be helpful

to capture the whole-day dynamics. To check this, we compared the estimated parameters for
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the intraday and overnight risks, BY/7 and AY/7. Figure 4| draws the estimated parameters

AT BI/(1-1)
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Figure 4: Estimated parameters of the FOGI model using the whole data points.

of the FOGI model using the whole data points. From Figure ] we can find that the
first factor—considered the market factor-of overnight volatility helps capture the whole-
day factor volatility dynamics, whereas all three factors of intraday volatility significantly
affect the future whole-day factor volatility dynamics. Since the largest factor of overnight
volatility accounts for a significant portion of whole-day factor volatility, we can conjecture

that incorporating overnight information is beneficial.

We revisited the constrained portfolio allocation problem (Fan et al.; 2012). Given the es-

timated predictor T';, for a future large volatility matrix, we minimized the following portfolio
risk function:

min w,;rkak,
wy, s.t. wl J=1 and ||wy|l1<co

where J = (1,...,1)" € R? and ¢ is the gross exposure constraint that ranges from 1 to 3.
The portfolio associated with w;, that minimizes the above function is the so-called optimal

portfolio. For a given period with d days, we computed the out-of-sample portfolio risk for
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Figure 5: Annualized out-of-sample portfolio risks with the FOGI, FGI, and POET proce-

dures against the gross exposure constraint ¢y for the five different periods and the whold
period.

the optimal portfolios in the annualized form

259 d 39
R — E E (Wi)2 coO ‘A.?V 2
d P p Tkv’b( k) rk ( k) )

where 75,;(Wy,) = W, (Y(k —1+75) — Y(k — 1+ 7%5)) is the 10-min portfolio log-return
and r{9(wy) = w/ (Y(k) — Y(k — 1+ 7)) is the close-to-open portfolio log-return of day
k. We used six different out-of-sample periods—day 127 to day 252, day 253 to day 378, day
379 to day 504, day 505 to day 630, and day 630 to day 754—and the whole out-of-sample
period.

Figure [5| plots the annualized out-of-sample portfolio risks with the FOGI, FGI, and

POET procedures for the six different periods—say, period 1, 2, 3, 4, and 5—and the whole
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period against the gross exposure constraint ¢g. From Figure [ we find that the parametric
models, the FOGI and FGI models, perform better than the POET method. It may be
because the factor has a time series dynamic structure. We note that the proposed FOGI
model usually has the smallest portfolio risks among the methods except for periods 2 and 4.
For period 4, the difference is not significant, while for period 2, the difference is relatively big.
This may be because during period 2, the G2 trade war occurred; thus, there is a structural
break (7). This makes it hard to estimate parameters; thus, the relatively complicated FOGI
model may show worse performance in this period. For period 4, the overnight information
may be relatively less important. For the whole period, FOGI shows the best performance.
From these results, we may conjecture that the market factors have a time series dynamic
structure and that incorporating close-to-open market factors helps to account for market
dynamics.

To check if the above results are robust to the different choices of rank, we conducted the

same constrained portfolio allocation problem with the different choices of rank. Figure [6]
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Figure 6: Annualized out-of-sample portfolio risks with the FOGI, FGI, and POET proce-
dures against the gross exposure constraint cq for the different choice of the rank.

plots the annualized out-of-sample portfolio risks with the FOGI, FGI, and POET procedures
for the different choices of the rank against the gross exposure constraint ¢y. Figure [6] shows
that the FOGI and FGI models perform similarly regardless of the chosen rank among
proper candidates. FGI shows the best performance for the rank 2 and the performance
is relatively unstable for the choice of the rank. In contrast, FOGI shows relatively stable

results regardless of the choice of rank. Therefore, we can conclude that the results in Figure
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4 are robust to the different choices of the number of factors.

7 Conclusion

In this paper, we propose the unified approach for describing the volatility matrix evolution
by embedding the discrete-time multivariate GARCH model structure in the continuous-time
Ito diffusion process. We model the stock price process by the factor It6 diffusion process so
that the large volatility process can be decomposed into the factor and idiosyncratic volatility
matrices. We embed the multivariate GARCH model structure in the instantaneous factor
volatility process, and we assume that the idiosyncratic volatility process is constant over
time. Model parameters in the FOGI model are estimated by minimizing the weighted loss
function, and this estimating approach is proved to have good asymptotic behaviors. We
demonstrate the validity of the proposed estimation method via the simulation study, and the
empirical study presents the advantages of the proposed FOGI model in portfolio allocation
problems. Thus, this study provides the intuition for the large volatility matrix dynamics of

the open-to-close and close-to-open volatilities.
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