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Abstract

We propose a two-step procedure to model and predict high-dimensional functional
time series, where the number of function-valued time series p is large in relation to
the length of time series n. Our first step performs an eigenanalysis of a positive
definite matrix, which leads to a one-to-one linear transformation for the original high-
dimensional functional time series, and the transformed curve series can be segmented
into several groups such that any two subseries from any two different groups are
uncorrelated both contemporaneously and serially. Consequently in our second step
those groups are handled separately without the information loss on the overall linear
dynamic structure. The second step is devoted to establishing a finite-dimensional
dynamical structure for all the transformed functional time series within each group.
Furthermore the finite-dimensional structure is represented by that of a vector time
series. Modelling and forecasting for the original high-dimensional functional time
series are realized via those for the vector time series in all the groups. We investigate
the theoretical properties of our proposed methods, and illustrate the finite-sample

performance through both extensive simulation and two real datasets.
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1 Introduction

Functional time series typically refers to continuous-time records that are naturally divided
into consecutive time intervals, such as days, months or years. With recent advances in
data collection technology, multivariate or even high-dimensional functional time series arise
ubiquitously in many applications, including daily pollution concentration curves over dif-
ferent locations, annual temperature curves at different stations, annual age-specific mor-
tality rates for different countries, and intraday energy consumption trajectories from dif-
ferent households. Those data can be represented as a p-dimensional functional time series
Y, (u) = {Ya(u),...,Yy(u)}" defined on a compact set u € U, and we observe Y,(-) for
t =1,...,n. In this paper we tackle the high-dimensional settings when the dimension p
is comparable to, or even greater than, the sample size n, which poses new challenges in
modelling and forecasting Y(-).

By assuming Y,(-) is stationary, a conventional approach is first to extract features by per-
forming dimension reduction for each component series Yy;(-) separately via, e.g. functional
principal component analysis (FPCA) or dynamic FPCA (Bathia et al., 2010; Hérmann
et al., 2015), and then to model p vector time series by, e.g., regularized vector autore-
gressions (Guo and Qiao, 2023) or factor model (Gao et al., 2019). However, more effective
dimension-reduction can be achieved by pulling together the information from different com-
ponent series in the first place. This is in the same spirit of multivariate FPCA (Chiou et al.,
2014; Happ and Greven, 2018) (for fixed p) and sparse FPCA (Hu and Yao, 2022), though
those approaches make no use of the information on the serial dependence which is the most
relevant for future prediction.

To achieve more effective dimension reduction and better predictive performance, we
propose in this paper a two-step approach. Our first step is a segmentation transformation
step in which we seek for a linear transformation Y;(-) = AZ,(-), where A is a p x p

invertible constant matrix, such that the transformed series Z;(-) = {Z,El)(-)T, e qu)(-)T}T



can be segmented into ¢ groups Zgl)(~), ce qu)(-), and curve subseries zﬁ“(-) and Zgj)(-) are

uncorrelated at all time lags for any ¢ # j, i.e.,

Cov{Z(u),Z9, (v)} =0, (u,v) eU? and k=0,+1,42,... .

) can be modelled and forecasted separately as far as the linear dynamics is

Hence each Zgi
concerned. Under the stationarity assumption, the estimation of the transformation matrix
A boils down to the eigenanalysis of a positive definite matrix defined by the double integral
of quadratic forms in the autocovariance functions of Yy(-). An additional permutation on
the components of Z,(-) will be specified in order to identify the latent group structure.

Our second step is to identify a finite-dimensional dynamic structure for each transformed

subseries Zgl)(-) separately, which is based on a latent decomposition
Z () = X () + & (w), uel, (1)

where Xy)(') represents the dynamics of Zgl)('), sil)(') is white noise with E{sgl)(u)} = 0 and
E{sgl) (u)sgl)(v)T} = 0 for any (u,v) € U* and t # s, and {Xgl)(-)}f:1 are uncorrelated with
{e,ﬁ”(-)};;l. Furthermore we assume that the dynamic structure of X,gl)(-) admits a vector
time series presentation via a variational multivariate FPCA. For given {Zg”(-)}j}zl, the
standard multivariate FPCA performs dimension reduction based on the eigenanlysis of the
sample covariance function of Zgl)(-), which cannot be used to identify the finite-dimensional
dynamic structure of X{”(-) due to the contamination of " (-). Inspired by the fact that
the lag-k (k # 0) autocovariance function of Zy)(~) automatically filters out the white noise,
our variational multivariate FPCA is based on the eigenanalysis of a positive-definite matrix
defined in terms of its nonzero lagged autocovariance functions; leading to a low-dimensional
vector time series which bears all the dynamic structure of X%l)(-), and consequently, also
that of Zgl)(-). This is possible as the number of components in each Zgl)(-) is usually small
in practice. Finally, owing to the one-to-one linear transformation in the segmentation step,

the good predictive performance of Z;(-) can be easily carried back to Y,(-).



Our paper makes useful contributions on multiple fronts. Firstly, the segmentation trans-
formation in the first step transforms the serial correlations across different series into the
autocorrelations within each of the identified ¢ subseries. This not only avoids the direct
modelling of the p functional time series together, but also makes each of those transformed
subseries more serially correlated and, hence, more predictable. As the serial correlations
across different series are valuable for future prediction, the segmentation provides an effec-
tive way to use the information. Note that the prediction directly based on a multivariate
ARMA-type model with even a moderately large dimension is not recommendable, as the
gain from using the autocorrelations across different component series is often cancelled off
by the errors in estimating too many parameters. Furthermore, even in the special case with
q = 1, our decorrelation transformation can effectively push the cross-autocorrelations that
are previously spread over p components into a block-diagonally dominate structure, where
the cross-autocorrelations along the block diagonal are significantly stronger than those off
the diagonal. This still leads to reasonably good segmentation by retaining the strong within-
group cross-autocorrelations while ignoring the weak between-group cross-autocorrelations
and, as evidenced by simulations in Section 5.3, results in more accurate future predictions
than those based on models without transformation. Therefore, the proposed transformation
can always be used as an initial step in modelling high-dimensional functional time series.

Secondly, though the segmentation transformation is motivated from the decorrelation
idea of Chang et al. (2018) for vector time series, its adaption to the functional setting
introduces additional methodological and theoretical complexities and requires innovative
advancements in both methodology and theory due to the intrinsic infinite-dimensionality of
functional data. A simple extension of Chang et al. (2018) would be to apply their method
to the p-dimensional vector Y;(u) on each evaluation grid value u followed by aggregation,
which fails to account for the smoothness and continuity of the functional nature of observed
data. In contrast, our proposal on Y(:) implements novel integral-based normalization and

utilizes double integral over (u,v) € U? to fully leverage the autocovariance information, thus



leading to more efficient estimation. Moreover, when performing permutation on the com-
ponents of the transformed series, our method relies on Hilbert—Schmidt norm to measure
the magnitude of bivariate functions, which introduces extra theoretical complexities com-
pared to the absolute value measure used in Chang et al. (2018). Finally, we develop a novel
functional thresholding procedure, which guarantees the consistency of our estimation un-
der high-dimensional scaling. Its theoretical analysis involves establishing novel inequalities
between functional versions of matrix norms.

Thirdly, the nonzero lagged autocovariance-based dimension reduction approach in the
second step makes the good use of the serial dependence information in our estimation, which
is most relevant in time series prediction. On the method side, our proposed variational
multivariate FPCA extends the univariate method of Bathia et al. (2010) by incorporating
the cross-autocovariance. This extension addresses a crucial gap in dimension-reduction
techniques, enabling us to accommodate multivariate functional time series. Importantly,
when p is fixed or moderately large, such method can be directly applied to the observed
curve series Y,(-) for dimension reduction and forecasting purposes. On the theory side,
we demonstrate that our proposal exhibits appealing convergence properties despite the
additional transformation and estimation errors arisen from the first step, which are not
involved in Bathia et al. (2010). By comparison, standard (multivariate) FPCA methods
under (1) suffer from inconsistent estimation and less efficient dimension reduction.

Existing research on functional time series has mainly focused on adapting the univariate
or low-dimensional multivariate time series methods to the functional domain. An incom-
plete list of the relevant references includes Bathia et al. (2010), Cho et al. (2013), Aue et al.
(2015), Hormann et al. (2015), Aue et al. (2018) and Li et al. (2020). Following the recent
emergence of high-dimensional functional time series data, there has been a wave of sig-
nificant advancements aimed at addressing its complexities. Notable developments include
functional factor models (Gao et al., 2019; Tavakoli et al., 2023), functional dependence

analysis (Guo and Qiao, 2023), functional clustering (Tang et al., 2022), statistical inference



for mean functions (Zhou and Dette, 2023), sparse vector functional autoregressions (Chang
et al., 2024), and graphical PCA (Tan et al., 2024).

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we develop the methods
employed in the first step, i.e. the segmentation transformation, the permutation and the
functional thresholding. Section 3 specifies the variational multivariate FPCA method used
in the second dimension reduction step. We investigate the associated theoretical properties
of the proposed methods in Section 4. The finite-sample performance of our methods is
examined through extensive simulations in Section 5. Section 6 applies our proposal to
two real datasets, revealing its superior predictive performance over most frequently used
competitors.

Notation. Denote by I(-) the indicator function. For a positive integer m, write [m] =
{1,...,m} and denote by I,, the identity matrix of size m x m. For z,y € R, we use
x v y = max(z,y). For two positive sequences {a,} and {b,}, we write a, < b, or b, » a,
if limsup,, ., @,/b, = 0. For a p x g real matrix E, denote by E' its transpose, and write
E®? = EE" and |E|, = )\%ﬁx(ETE), where Apax (M) denotes the largest eigenvalue of the
matrix M. Let Ly(U) be the Hilbert space of square integrable functions defined on ¢/ and
equipped with the inner product (f,g) = §,, f(u)g(u)du for f,g € Ly(U) and the induced
norm | - || = {-, Y2, For any B in S = Ly(U x U), we denote the Hilbert-Schmidt norm by

|B|s = {Su Xu B?(u,v) dudv}'/2.

2 Segmentation transformation

2.1 Linear decomposition of Y;(u)
We consider the following linear decomposition of Y, (u):

Y, (u) = AZy(u) = AL ZM (W) + -+ AZP (W), ueld, (2)



where ¢ € [p] is an unknown positive integer, A = (Ay,...,A,) is a p x p unknown loading
matrix, and Z;(u) = {Zgl)(u)T, . qu) (u)"}7 is a latent p-dimensional functional time series
such that COV{Zgl)(u),Zgl,)(v)} = 0 for all t,s € [n], | # I’ and (u,v) € U* Such linear

decomposition possesses three key properties:

e For any p-dimensional functional time series Y;(u), its linear decomposition (2) always
exists by setting ¢ = 1 and choosing (A, Z;(u)) = (H,H'Y;(u)) for some invertible

matrix H.

e The linear decomposition (2) is not uniquely determined. Alternative segmentations

of Z;(u) can be obtained by merging multiple uncorrelated groups into a single group.

e For a given segmentation, A, for [ € [¢| cannot be uniquely identified, as within-group
rotations will not distort the uncorrelated group structure. In fact, only the linear

spaces spanned by the columns of A,;, denoted by C(A,;), € [¢], are uniquely defined.

Our goal is then to find a linear decomposition (2) for Y,(-), where each group Z,El)(-)
for [ € [¢q] cannot be further divided into smaller uncorrelated subgroups. This allows us

to model each Zgl)(-) separately, as there are no cross-correlations among them at all time

lags. We formalize the inseparability for each Zgl)(-) as Condition 4 in Section 4, which in
turn defines the number of groups ¢ and the segmentation of Z;(-) in (2). In Section 2.2,
we will present the estimation of the number of groups ¢, the linear spaces C(A;) and the
associated transformed subseries Z,gl)(-) of group size p; for [ € [g]. Before that, let us
firstly illustrate the validity and benefit of the linear decomposition (2), i.e. segmentation
transformation, in predicting multivariate functional time series with a real-life example. As
we will demonstrate, such a decomposition (2) is commonly achieved with a relatively large

q in practice. This effectively reduces the modelling burden while retaining the full linear

dynamics of the original curve series Y,(-), thus leading to more accurate predictions.



Example 1. We consider the global age-specific mortality dataset analyzed in Tang et al.
(2022). To simplify the presentation, we examine only the female mortality curve series
Y,(-) with p = 8 randomly selected countries (Australia, Canada, Switzerland, Denmark,
Finland, Great Britain, Japan and Portugal) and the transformed curve series Z(-) in
(2), which are obtained by the proposed method in Section 2.2. Let &y 4i(u,v) = (n —
B S i) — Vi) Y (0) — V(o) with i(u) = 0 S0, Yalw). We use @445 =

1Gyriills/{S G700 (w, u) du§ a7 g 5w, u) du}'/?, as proposed by Rice and Shum (2019), to mea-
sure the functional cross-autocorrelation between Yy;(-) and Y;;() at lag k. Figure 1 displays
@y kij and @, for =5 < k < 5, where @, ;; is defined by substituting each Y};() in
Wy ki; With Zy;(+). It is evident that the transformation effectively channels the strong cross-
autocorrelations over different time lags among all 8 countries into significant autocorre-
lations within each of the 6 groups of Z(-), i.e., {1,2,3},{4}, {5}, {6},{7} and {8}, while
the cross-autocorrelations among these six groups are identified as weak and statistically
insignificant across all time lags at the 5% significance level.

We then implement two prediction methods on Y, () and Z(+), respectively, to demon-

strate that forecasting Y,(-) through the forecasting of the transformed series Z,(-) can yield

more accurate predictive performance than directly forecasting Y,(-):

e (Joint prediction) We treat the p components of Y,(-) as one group and perform the
Variational-multivariate-FPCA-and-VAR-based procedure (VmV), i.e. Step (ii) of
our proposed Algorithm 1 in Section 5.1, on Y,(-) directly. Based on the identified
group structure by Figure 1, we implement SegV on Z(-), which performs VmV on

each of the 6 groups of Z;(-) separately.

e (Marginal prediction) We implement UniV and Uni.SegV, which respectively perform

VmV on each component of Y,(-) and Z,(-) separately.

Note that the difference in each prediction method comes solely from the transformation. See

details of these methods in Sections 5 and 6. Table 1 reports one-step ahead mean absolute
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(a) Functional cross-autocorrelations of the 8 original curve series.
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(b) Functional cross-autocorrelations of the 8 transformed curve series.

Figure 1: Functional cross-autocorrelation of mortality (original and transformed) curve
series versus size 0.95 upper confidence bound (blue dotted line).



Table 1: MAPEs and MSPEs for four competing methods on the female mortality curves.
All numbers are multiplied by 10. The lowest values are in bold font.

Method | SegV  VmV Uni.SegV UniV
MAPE | 1.205 1.890 1.454 1.765
MSPE | 0.296 0.662 0.386 0.616

prediction errors (MAPE) and mean squared prediction errors (MSPE) defined as (34) in
Section 6, with a test size of 15. As expected, methods that employ the transformation,
namely SegV and Uni.SegV, significantly outperform their counterparts VmV and UniV
without any transformation. This highlights the benefit of integrating the transformation as

an initial step in modelling multivariate functional time series.

2.2 Estimation procedure

We now consider how to find the segmentation transformation under (2). Assume that
maxie[y) §,, E{Z:(u)} du = O(1). Define 3y 1 (u,v) = Cov{Yy(u), Yiii(v)} and 2. x(u,v) =
Cov{Z(u), Zs+x(v)}. Without loss of generality, we focus on the orthogonal transformations
only, i.e., ATA = AAT =1, as we can replace (Y, Z;) in (2) by (V, Yy, vz ¢) with
V, =§,2,0(u,u)duand V, = § 2. o(u,u)du. Then A is replaced by Vy_l/QAVi/2 which

is an orthogonal matrix as
- J Var{V;V2Y, (u)} du = f Var{V-"2Z, (u)} du. (3)
U u

Due to the unobservability of Z;, we can take Vz_l/ ta as Z; since they share the same block
structure. In practice, we can replace observations Y; by \A/'; 1 QYt, where \A/'y is a consistent
estimator of V.

For a given integer ko =1, let

J J 2k (U, 0) )®2 dudv and W, ZJ J 3, k(u, 0)®? dudv . (4)
u

Then both Wy and W, are non-negative definite. According to (2), it holds that 3, j(u,v) =

AY, i (u,v)AT, where X, ;(u,v) is block-diagonal with blocks on the main diagonal of sizes

10



D1 X D1,-..,Dg X pg- Due to AAT =1, by (4),
W.=ATW,A. (5)

As all 3, 4 (u,v) for kK > 0 and (u,v) € U? are block-diagonal matrices of the same sizes,
so is W,. Perform the eigenanalysis for each of ¢ blocks on the main diagonal of W,
separately, leading to g orthogonal matrices of sizes p; x p; for [ € [¢]. The columns of each
of those orthogonal matrices are the p; orthonormal eigenvectors from the corresponding
eigenanalysis. We form a p x p block diagonal orthogonal matrix I', with those ¢ orthogonal
matrices along the main block diagonal. Then the columns of I', are the orthonormal

eigenvectors of W, i.e.,
W.I', =T.D, (6)

where D is a diagonal matrix consisting of the p eigenvalues. Then by (5) and (6), W,AT", =
AW.I', = AT'.D. Thus the columns of I') = AI', are the orthonormal eigenvectors of
W,. Combining this with (2) yields that T',Y;(-) = TJATY,(-) = T'[Z(-). Since T, is
a block-diagonal orthogonal matrix with ¢ blocks, T']Z,() effectively applies orthogonal
transformation within each of the ¢ groups of Z;(-). Thus I'] Z,(-) is of the same segmentation
structure of Z(-), i.e. knowing I'/ Z,(-) is as good as knowing the latent segmentation of Z;(-).
By (2), we have Z;(-) = ATY,(-). Hence I, can be taken as the required transformation
matrix A.

Let f)%k(u, v) be some consistent estimator of %, ,(u,v) for k € {0} U [ko], to be specified

in Section 2.3 below. We define an estimator of W, as

ko
W, = > f J 3,k (u, 0)®2 dudo (7)
k=0 U JU

and calculate its orthonormal eigenvectors ;,...,7,. Let f‘y = (y,...,Mm,). Then the

required transformation matrix A can be estimated by a (latent) column-permutation of f‘y.
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More specifically, put
~ ~ AT
Zi() ={Zu(),. .- Zp()}" =T, Y4(). (8)

We propose below a data-driven procedure to divide the p components of Zt() into ¢ uncor-
related groups.

Recall Zi(-) = {Zu("),..., Zp(-)}" with 3. k(-,-) = {3.k(-,-)}ijerp). For two curve
series Zy;(-) and Z;;(-) within the same group, one would expect that their lag-k cross-
autocovariance function ¥, 1 ;;(u, v) to be significantly different from zero for some integer &
and (u, v) € U?, thus leading to at least one large |2, 1 ;;||s for some integer k. Based on Z()
defined as (8), we let 2, 4(u,v) = {S. 501, 0) }ijerp) = f‘;f]y,k(u,v)f‘y for any (u,v) € U?.
Given a fixed integer m > 0, we define the maximum cross-autocovariance over the lags

between prespecified —m and m as

Ty, = max ||S. 4i5ls (9)

|k|<m
for any pair (i,7) € [p]? such that i < j, and regard Zy(-) and th(') from the same group
if ﬁj takes some large value. To be specific, we rearrange X = p(p — 1)/2 values of f}j

(1 <i < j <p) in the descending order f(l) > > f(N) and compute

A~

Ty + 0,
b = argmax ~ 2" (10)
€] Tl 1) + 0y
for some 9, > 0. Corresponding to f(l), e ,f(@), we identify 0 pairs of cross-correlated

curves. To divide the p components of Z() into several uncorrelated groups, we can first
start with p groups with each 2tj(‘> in one group and then repeatedly merge two groups if
two cross-correlated curves are split over the two groups. The iteration is terminated until
all the cross-correlated pairs are within one group. Hence we obtain the estimated group
structure of Z() with the number of the final groups ¢ being the estimated value for q.

Denote by ZE”() the estimated I-th group for [ € [¢]. The estimated transformation matrix
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A=(A,,... ,Aq) can then be found by reorganizing the order of (7,,...,%,) such that
Z() = ATY(). Ledl. (1)

Remark 1. (i) We include a small term 6, > 0 in (10) to stabilise the estimates for ‘0/0’.
Given a suitable order of d,,, we can establish the group recovery consistency. See Theorem 1
in Section 4. A common practice is to set ¢, = 0 and replace X by ¢,X in (10) for some
constant ¢, € (0,1), see Lam and Yao (2012) and Ahn and Horenstein (2013).

(ii) All integrated terms in W, are non-negative definite. Hence there is no information
cancellation over different lags. Therefore the estimation is insensitive to the choice of k.
In practice a small ky (such as kg < 5) is often sufficient, while further enlarging ko tends to

add more noise to W,,.

2.3 Selection of f]yk(u, )

The estimate iy,k(u,v) plays a key role in Section 2.2. Let Y(u) = n™ 'Y Yi(u). A
natural candidate for ﬁy,k(u, v) is the sample version of 3, ;. (u,v) defined as

A~

$5uln0) = 0 S {¥il) = Y@)HYerl) = Y@), ke olk]. (12

When p?/n — 0, ﬁzk(u, v) is a valid estimator for 3, ;(u,v). However when p grows faster
than n'/2, it does not always hold that Hizk(u, v) — 2, k(u,v)|2 — 0 in probability. Under
the high-dimensional scenario, the orthogonality of A naturally results in the magnitude of
many of its entries being small, leading to certain sparsity on A which will then pass onto
the autocovariance functions X, 4 (-,-), as 3, x(-,) = AX, (-, )AT.

Inspired by the spirit of threshold estimator for large covariance matrix (Bickel and Lev-
ina, 2008), we apply the functional thresholding rule, which combines the functional general-
izations of hard thresholding and shrinkage with the aid of the Hilbert—Schmidt norm of func-

tions, on the entries of the sample autocovariance function izk(u,v) = {i;k” (u, V) }5 jelp]
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n (12). This leads to the estimator

7;k (22,16)(11’7 U) [EZ k,ij (’U, U)]{sz k 'LJHS = wk}]l Jjelp] ? (u7 U) € Z/{2 ’ (13>

where wy, > 0 is the thresholding parameter at lag k. Taking E k, in (7) as ﬁk(ﬁf/k) yields

f J Ezk (u, v)®* dudv . (14)
Remark 2. The thresholding parameter wy, for each k € {0} U [ko] can be selected using

an L-fold cross-validation approach. Specifically, we sequentially divide the set [n] into L

validation sets Vi,...,Vp of approximately equal size. For each [ € [L], let ) (l)( v) =

A~

{Zz g)u (1, v)}5 je[p) and ES( ) (u,v) = {EZ gc le (u,v)}; je[p) be the sample lag-k autocovaraince

functions based on the I-th validation set {Y,(-) : t € V;} and the remaining L — 1 sets

{Y.(+) : t € [n]\V}}, respectively. We select the optimal wy, by minimizing

L D ~
Error(wy) Z 2 Ey,”] HS,
I=114,5=1

l &, (1
where T, (5540) (u, v) = S50 (u, ) {250 s > wi}.

3 Variational multivariate FPCA

Our second step is to represent (linear) dynamic structure of each ZV( -) in terms of a vector

time series via representation (1). The key idea is to identify the finite decomposition for

X"(-). For (u,v) eU? and k > 0, let p®(u) = B{X!"(u)} and

M (u, v) = E[{X{" (u) — p®@ () X, (v) — pO(0)}7].

Then the multivariate Karhunen-Loeve decomposition for Xgl)(-) serving as the foundation

of multivariate FPCA (Chiou et al., 2014; Happ and Greven, 2018) admits the form
0 () I
ZA§)¢§ o), XP(u) Zﬁm (),  (15)

where )\ )\S) > ... > 0 are the ordered eigenvalues of M(()l)(-, ), cpgl)(-), cpg)(-), ... are the

corresponding orthonormal eigenfunctions satisfying gogl)(u)Tgo,(cl) (u)du = I(j = k), and
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5 = 5l @ X (W) — pO (w)} du with B{¢[)} = 0 and Cov{e(), ¢} = A1 = k).
When Xgl)(-) is r-dimensional in the sense that A% > 0 and )\f,ll)Jrl = 0, the dynam-

ics of Xgl)(-) is entirely determined by that of r-vector time series £\ = {@(?, e ,§§2}T

Unfortunately, under the latent decomposition (1), i.e.,

2\ () = X (u) + ! (u) +25m w+el(w), weld,  (16)

the standard multivariate FPCA based on (15) is inappropriate as X\”(-) is unobservable
and we cannot provide a consistent estimator for M(()l)( v) based on Z ( ) due to the fact
! I I ! l
Cov{Z{" (u). Z{ (v)} = My (u.v) + Cov{e" (u). &’ (v)}.
Now we introduce the variational multivariate FPCA based on a variational multivariate

Karhunen-Loeve decomposition for Xgl)(-). Motivated from the fact Cov{Zgl) (u), ng(v)} =

M,(Cl) (u,v) for any k > 1, for a prespecified small integer ko > 1, we define
K9 (u, v) J M (u,w)M ()('U,w)wa. (17)

Similar to Mél), K® is also non-negative definite and admits a spectral decomposition

= D )",
j=1

where 9&1) > Hél) > ... > 0 are the eigenvalues of K, and ng”(-),qu”(-), ... are the corre-

sponding orthonormal eigenfunctions.

Proposition 1. Let Q,(j) = ]E[gﬁ”{giﬂkm be a full-ranked matriz for some k € [ko|. Then it

holds that (i) 61, > 0 and 0, = 0; (ii) span{e( (), ..., @ ()} = spanfep ()., P ()}

Proposition 1 shows that, under the expansion (16), K has exactly r; nonzero eigen-
values, and the dynamic space spanned by {¢(l)(-), . ,@bﬁll)(-)} remains the same as that

spanned by {¢§l)(-), Ll ( )}. Therefore, X! ( ) can be expanded using 7; basis functions
¢§Z)<)’ - >’¢7("ll)()7 Le.,

X (u) Z Py, weld, (18)
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where the basis coefficients Ct(;) = wg»l) (u)T{Xgl) (u) — p®(u)} du. Note that we take the
sum in defining K (u,v) in (17) to accumulate the information from different lags, and
there is no information cancellation as each term in the sum is non-negative definite. An
additional advantage for using the nonzero lagged autocovariance-based decomposition is
that the identified directions ngl)(-), o ,zbffl)(-) catch the most significant serial dependence,
which leads to the most efficient dimension reduction and is thus advantageous for prediction.

Noting that Zgl) (+) is not directly observable, we can only estimate Mg) and K® based on
pr-vector of estimated transformed curve subseries Zﬁ”() = {Zﬁ’(), ce Z(Q (1)}T obtained in

the segmentation transformation step. With the aid of (11), for k € {0} U [ko], put

A_A ~

M (u,0) = AJ S, 1 (u, v) A, . (19)

It is easy to see from (1) that 1\//\1,(;) (u,v) is a reasonable estimator for M,gl) (u,v) when k > 1
as it filters out white noise egl)() automatically. It is noteworthy that (19) requires the
consistent estimators for 3, ;(u,v). Its implementation under the high-dimensional setting

can thus be done by setting iy,k(u, v) = ﬁ,k(Azk)(u, v) defined in (13).

To estimate ¢§»l)( -) and Q(Jl») in (18), we perform eigenanalysis of the estimator for K,

K (u,v) JM u, w)M ()(v,w)wa, (20)

leading to the eigenvalues éi” = ég) > .-+ > 0, and the corresponding orthonormal eigen-
~ (1

functions v,bi)(-),q,bz (1),.... To estimate r; (i.e. the number of nonzero eigenvalues), we

take the commonly-adopted ratio-based estimator for r; as:

) 0\ 15,
f; = arg max -

je[n—ko] 93(l+) L+ O

(21)

for some 4, > 0. Under some regularity conditions, such defined 7, is a consistent estimator
for r;; see Theorem 3 in Section 4. In practice, since O, is usually unknown, we instead adopt
Ty = arg maXjele, (n—ko)] éj(-l) /éj(lll, where ¢, € (0,1) is a prescribed constant aiming to avoid

fluctuations due to the ratios of extreme small values.
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Let fg) ={, ’l:ZJ;l) (W) {Z" (u) — ZO(u)} du for t € [n], j € [#] and | € [§]. We can fit a
model for the 7-dimensional vector time series Eil) = {éﬁ), . ,ég?}T with ¢ € [n] to obtain

< (1
its h-step ahead prediction ¢ iih and then recover the h-step ahead functional prediction as
7
° (0 _ 51 ~ (1)
2, () = ZOu) + 3Gty (W), h=>1.
j=1

We finally obtain the h-step ahead prediction AZHM() for original functional time series,

where A = (Ay,...,Ay) and Z, 4(-) = {Z"),()7,..., 29, ()T}

4 Theoretical properties

This section presents theoretical analysis of our two-step estimation procedure. To ease
presentation, we focus on the high-dimensional scenario and develop the theoretical results
based on the estimator T, (izk)(u, v) in (13). To simplify notation, we use B to denote the
linear operator induced from the kernel function B € S, i.e., for any f € Lo(U), B(f)(:) =
§,, B(-,v)f(v)dv € Ly(U). Denote the p-fold Cartesian product H = Ly(U) x --- x Lo(U).
For any f, g € H, we denote the inner product by {f,g) = Su f(u)"g(u) du with the induced
norm |- || = ¢-,-/?, and use B to denote the linear operator induced from the kernel matrix
function B = (Bij)m, xm, With each B;; € S, i.e., for any f € H, B(f)(:) = §,,B(-,v)f(v)dv e
H. We write |B|s0 = maXiepm,] 2,2, || Bij|s- Before imposing the regularity conditions, we
firstly define the functional version of sub-Gaussianity that facilities the development of

non-asymptotic results for Hilbert space-valued random elements.

Definition 1. Let T,(-) be a mean zero random variable in Lo(U) and 3o : Lo(U) — Lo(U)
be a covariance operator. We call Yi(+) a sub-Gaussian process if there exists a constant

¢ > 0 such that E[exp{(f, T; — E(T:))}] < exp{271c*(f,X0(f))} for all f € Lo(U).

Condition 1. (i) {Y(:)} is a sequence of multivariate functional linear processes with sub-
Gaussian errors, i.e., Y;(:) = Z?io W, (€;—;), where ¥, = (V;;)pxp with each U;;; € S

and €:(-) = {ea(:),...,e,(-)}" with independent components of mean-zero sub-Gaussian
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processes satisfying Definition 1; (ii) The coefficient functions satisfy > %, [ ¥/ls.c = O(1);
(i) max;eqy §,, Covie,(u), e;(u)} du = O(1).

Condition 2. For {Y,(+)}, its spectral density operator A, o = (2m)~' >, _, 3, rexp(—kO+/—1)
for 0 € [—m, m| exists and the functional stability measure

_ (@, Ayp(P))
My=2m SSSUD . %,0(®))

where Hy = {® € H : (®, 3, o(®)) € (0,0)}.

< w0, (22)

Write X, 1, (u, v) = {3y, (4, v)}; jefp). Conditions 1(ii) and 1(iii) guarantee the covariance-
stationarity of {Y;(-)} and imply that max;ey fu ¥y.0(w, u)du = O(1). Condition 2 places a
finite upper bound on the functional stability measure, which characterizes the effect of small
decaying eigenvalues of 3, on the numerator of (22), thus being able to handle infinite-
dimensional functional objects Y;;(-). See its detailed discussion in Guo and Qiao (2023).

= 0,{M,(n"tlog p)'/2}

Conditions 1 and 2 are essential to derive max; jepy] |58

ykij

for 39

vkij involved in (13), which plays a crucial rule in our theoretical analysis.

Condition 3. For A = (A;;)pxp, MaXe[y Z LAY < s1and maxgep,) D7 |Ai;|* < so for

some constant « € [0, 1).

The parameters s; and sy determine the row and column sparsity levels of A, respectively.
The row sparsity with small s; entails that each component of Y(+) is a linear combination of
a small number of components in Z,(-), while the column sparsity with small sy corresponds
to the case that each Z;;(-) has impact on only a few components of Y;(-). The parameter

a also controls the sparsity level of A with a smaller value yielding a sparser A. Write

Pt = maxp. (23)

Lemma A2 in the supplementary material reveals that the functional sparsity structures
in columns/rows of %, (-, ) are determined by s;sopy with smaller values of s, s2 and py

yielding functional sparser 3, x(-, ).
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Recall that W, = diag(W,1,..., W, ,) in (5) is a block-diagonal matrix, where W, is

a p; X p; matrix. We further define

p = min min A= 5" ) (24)
J#L XeA(W, 1), AeA(W ;)

where A(-) denotes the set of eigenvalues of the matrix, and assume p > 0.

We first establish the group recovery consistency of the segmentation step. To do this, we
reformulate the permutation in Section 2.2 in an equivalent graph representation way. Recall
I') = AT, and I, is a block-diagonal orthogonal matrix with the main block sizes p1, ..., p,.
Write T, = diag(I'.1,...,T.,4). Since A = (Ay,...,Ay), we have T'y = (1y,...,7n,) =
(AiTL.4,...,A,,). The columns of I', are naturally partitioned in to ¢ groups Gy, ..., Gy,

where G| = {7725;10 pptlr ’nZﬁfzopz/} with po = 0. To simplify the notation, we just write

-1 !
Q={Zm+hw2m} e lal. (25)
I'=0 I'=0

Recall that the columns of such defined I', are the eigenvectors of W,. For p defined
n (24), if H\/A\/'y — W,|2 < p/5, by Lemma A4 in the supplementary material, there exists
an orthogonal matrix H = diag(Hy, ..., H,) with H; € R»*? for each [ € [¢] and a column

permutation matrix R for f‘y, such that f‘yR = (f[l, . ,fIq) with f[l € RP*Ptand
ITL — AT Hiflo < 87! [W, = W, (26)

If the p eigenvalues of W, are distinct, H is a diagonal matrix with elements in the diagonal
being 1 or —1. Write I' H = (A T, Hy, ..., A T, ;H;) = (7,,...,7,). Foreach e [q], we

can define a graph (Gy, Ey) such that (i, 7) € E; if and only if maxjs<p, |7 Zyrv;ls # 0.

Condition 4. There exists some ¢ > 0 such that inf(; jjep, maxjk<m |7 Byrv;ls = < for

each [ € [¢], where m is specified in (9).

Condition 4 ensures that the group G| is inseparable at the minimal signal level ¢ given
the transformation A,I', H, for each [ € [q], and facilitates the specifications of the true

number of groups ¢ and the associated segmentation structure under (2). Define T;; =

19



maX|x<m [Vi By xY;ls and ¢ = D7 |Ej|. Rearrange ® = p(p —1)/2 values of Tj; (1 < i <
J < p) in the descending order, T{;y = --- = T(x). We then have T;) > ¢ for i € [p] and
Ty = 0fori > p+ 1. Denote by E = {(i,j) : T;; = T(,),1 < i < j < p} the edge set
of G = [p] under the transformation I'y)H. The true segmentation {G,...,G,} in (25) can
then be identified by splitting (G, E) into ¢ isolated subgraphs (Gy, E1), ..., (G, E,), where
q represents the true number of uncorrelated groups.

Recall that with the aid of f‘y, the estimated segmentation is obtained via the ratio-
based estimator ¢ as defined in (10). To be specific, we build an estimated graph (G, E)
with vertex set G = [p] and edge set E = {(4,7) : ﬁj > f(@), 1 <i < j < p}, and split it
into ¢ isolated subgraphs (Gy, Ey), ..., (CNTY@, Eq). Note that p columns of f‘y =(M,...,1M,)
correspond to the ordered eigenvalues Al(V/\\fy) > > )\p(V/\\fy). Write f‘yR = A1)
and let 7 : [p] — [p] denote the permutation associated with R, i.e., 4, = 7, ;. Based on

the permutation mapping m, we let G, = {r71(i) ;i€ CNJI} for 1 € [q].

Theorem 1. Let Conditions 1-4 hold. For each |k| < ko v m, select wy, = c;M,(n"tlogp)/?
in (13) for some sufficiently large constant ¢y > 0. Assume (p‘ls%sgp:;’*a)”(l_a)/\/lzlogp =
o(n) and 9, in (10) satisfies pflsi’sg’p‘;’_%‘/\/l;fo‘(Tf1 log p)(1=/2 « §, « §2T(I)1, where p; and
p are specified in (23) and (24), respectively. As n — oo, it holds that (i) P(¢ = q) — 1 and

(i) there exists a permutation 7 : [q] — [q] such that P[OL {Gaq = Gi} |4 = q] — 1.

Theorem 1 gives the group recovery consistency of our segmentation step. We next evalu-
ate the errors in estimating C(A;) for [ € [q]. Based on the estimated groups {él, ce @q}, we
reorganize the order of (3y,...,9,) = (M), - Nr(p) and define Ajin (11) as A, = (¥i)ica,
for [ € [G]. We consider a general discrepancy measure (Chang et al., 2015, 2018) between
two linear spaces C(E;) and C(E,) spanned by the columns of E; € RP*P! and E, € RP*72,

respectively, with E[E; = I, for i € [2] as

tr(E;EJE,EI)

gy o1 (27)

D{C(E1),C(Es)} = \/1 -

20



Then D{C(E;),C(Ey)} is equal to 0 if and only if C(E;) < C(E3) or C(E3) < C(E;), and to

1 if and only if the two spaces are orthogonal.

Theorem 2. Let conditions for Theorem 1 hold. As n — oo, it holds that

max min D{C(A,), C(AJ)} - Op{p_lé’%sgp“;_aj\/l;_a(n_llogp)(1_0‘)/2} _

lelq] jeld]

Theorem 2 presents the uniform convergence rate for mines D{C(A;),C (AJ)} over [ €
[¢]. The rate is faster for smaller values of {sy, s2, ps, My, a}, while enlarging the minimum
eigen-gap between different blocks (i.e., larger p) reduces the difficulty of estimating each
C(A)).

Supported by Theorems 1 and 2, our subsequent theoretical results are developed by
assuming that the group structure of Z;(-) is correctly identified or known, i.e., § = ¢ and
C:’l = @, for each [. We now turn to investigate the theoretical properties of the dimension
reduction step. Inherited from the segmentation step, Zgl)(-), o qu)( -) rely on the specific
form of A = (Ay,...,A,), and thus is not uniquely defined. Yet intuitively, we only require a
certain transformation matrix to make our subsequent analysis related to 7y, ..., 7, mathe-
matically tractable. Based on (26), we define IT; = A;I", ;H, and it holds that C(II;) = C(A,)
for each [ € [q]. Let z§”(-) =IIY,(:). Recall (1) and (18). The primary goal of the second
dimension reduction step is to identify each r; and to estimate the associated dynamic space
C = span{@bgl)(-), . ,Q/Jf,i)(-)}. Recall that {éj(l), @;l)(-)}];l are the eigenvalue/eigenfunction
pairs of R(l)(-, -) defined in (20) with A = (7,)iec, and the dimension r; is fixed for all [ € [q].
Our asymptotic results are based on the following regularity condition:

Condition 5. For each [ € [¢], all r; nonzero eigenvalues of KU (-,-) are different, i.e.,
QY) > ... >07(~i) >0=0£f)+1 = ...

Theorem 3. Let Conditions 1-3 and 5 hold. Assume (pflsi”sgp?_%‘)w(lfo‘)/\/lzlogp = o(n)
and b, in (21) satisfies p_lszfs‘%p;_h./\/l;_a(n_l logp)1=9/2 « 5, « minle[q]{ﬁg)}z/ Maxe[q] HEZ),
where p; and p are specified in (23) and (24), respectively. As n — o0, it holds that
Pl {f = ri}] — 1.
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Theorem 3 shows that r; can be correctly identified with probability tending to one
uniformly over [ € [¢]. Let C; = span{t?;il)(-), . ,@ii)()} be the dynamic space spanned by
7, estimated eigenfunctions. To measure the discrepancy between C; and 51, we introduce
the following metric. For two subspaces C(by) = span{byi(:),...,b17(-)} and C(by) =
span{boi (), ..., bas,(-)} satisfying (b;;,bixy = I(j = k) for each ¢ € 2], the discrepancy

measure between C(by) and C(bs) is defined as

D{C(by),C(by)} =, |1— ﬁ i i<bmb%>2 el0.1],
L 12) 521 k=1

which equals 0 if and only if C(by) < C(bz) or C(bs) < C(b;) and 1 if and only if two spaces
are orthogonal.

Theorem 4. Let conditions for Theorem 3 hold. Assume (A™'p~'s3s3pl %)Y 1= M2 log p =

o(n) with A = minle[q“e[rl]w](-l) - 9](-21}. Asn — o0, it holds that

52[5}13]){5(@7(21) = OP{A_lp_lsi’sg’p;_Qa/\/l;_a(n_llogp)(l_a)/2} :

5 Simulation studies

We conduct a series of simulations to illustrate the finite sample performance of the proposed

methods. To simplify the data-generating process, we consider a relaxed form of (2) as

~ ~

Yi(u) = AZ,(u) = AMZP ()7, 29wV, weld =[0,1], (28)

with no orthonormality restriction on the transformation matrix A= (Al, e ,Aq). The
p-dimensional transformed functional time series Z() is formed by ¢ uncorrelated groups

{Z,E”() : 1 € [q]}, where each Zﬁ”() arises as the sum of dynamics 5{5’)() and white noise

égl)(-). Based on (3) in Section 2.2, (28) can then be easily reformulated as (2) by setting

Y.() =V, *Y,(), A=V,;PAVY? and Z,()=V;"’Z,(), (29)

where V; = { Cov{Y(u),Y,(u)} du and V; = Sy Cov{Z(u), Zy(u)} du. Then the orthonor-

mality of A is satisfied.
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Write &,(+) = {égl)(-)T, . ,éﬁq)(-)T}T = {u(),...,€(-)} . We generate each curve com-
ponent of &;(-) independently by &;;(-) = 1121 2=(=De iy (+) for j € [p], where e;;’s are sam-
pled independently from A(0,1) and {u;(-)}}%, is a 10-dimensional Fourier basis function.
The finite-dimensional dynamics X,(-) = {Xﬁ”(.)ﬂ . ,}V(EQ)(-)T}T with prescribed group
structure is generated based on some 5-dimensional curve dynamics Uyy(-) = S kgt ()
for g € [20]. The basis coefficients Kk, = (Kig1,- .-, kigs)' are generated from a stationary
VAR model Ky = Ugk;_1)4 +e, for each g. To guarantee the stationarity of «,,, we generate
U, = U, /p(U,) with . ~ Uniform[0.5, 1] and p(U,) being the spectral radius of U, € R5*®,
the entries of which are sampled independently from Uniform[—3,3]. The components of the
innovation e; are sampled independently from N(0,1). We will specify the exact forms of
}v(t() under the fixed and large p scenarios in Sections 5.1 and 5.2, respectively. The white
noise sequence &(-) ensures that Z,(-) as well as Z,(-) share the same group structure as

)v(t() Unless otherwise stated, we set kg = m = 5 and ¢, = ¢, = 0.75 in our procedure, as

our simulation results suggest that our procedure is robust to the choices of these parameters.

5.1 Cases with fixed p
We consider the following three examples of }v(t() = {Xu("),..., X;p(-)}7 with different group
structures for p € {6, 10, 15} based on independent ¥y (-), ..., Us(:).
EXAMPLE 1. X31(") = 9u (), Xij(+) = Ferjoyp () for j € {2,3} and Xy;(") = I(sja)a(")
for j € {4,5,6}.
EXAMPLE 2. X,;(-) for j € [6] are the same as those in Example 1 and X;(-) =
Vyjomal-) for 7€ {7,...,10}.
EXAMPLE 3. X,;(-) for j € [10] are the same as those in Example 2 and X;;(-) =
Ve4j—11)5(-) for j e {11,...,15}.

Therefore, )v(t() consists of ¢ = 3,4 and 5 uncorrelated groups of curve subseries in Exam-

ples 1, 2 and 3, respectively, where the number of component curves per group is p; = [

23



Algorithm 1 General prediction procedure for multivariate functional time series

(i) Treat the first n — h observations as training data, adopt the normalization step to
obtain Y,(-) = {\Aféh)}_l/ 2Y,(-), where \A/'Z(jh) is the consistent estimator of V in (29),
and implement the procedure in Section 2.2 on {Y;(-)}7=" to obtain estimated trans-
formation matrix A = (A, ... ,Ag) and transformed curve subseries {iﬁ”() e q]}-

(ii) Apply the procedure in Section 3 on each {iﬁ“(-)}?j to achieve the h-step ahead

prediction denoted as Zg)() for I € [¢]. In particular, for each [, select the best VAR

)nh

model that best fits each vector time series {Et according to the AIC criterion.

(iii) Obtain the h-step ahead prediction AZ o(+) for the normalized curves Y,(-) with
Z,() = {Z,(ll)(-)T () }T. Then the h-step ahead predlctlon for the original
curves Y, (+) is given by Y W) =V (), V()T = {V N2ATZ, ().

for I € [q]. The p-dimensional observed functional time series Y, () = (Y (), .., Y (O}
for t € [n] is then generated by (28) with the entries of A sampled independently from
Uniform[—3,3]. To obtain h-step ahead prediction of Y,(-), we integrate the segmentation
and dimension reduction steps respectively in Sections 2 and 3 into the VAR estimation as

outlined in Algorithm 1. For each of the three examples introduced above, we select

R n—nh ®2
9 — n i - ;1 L {Yt } du | (30)
S 0) = 71— > (V) - Vel Vo) - Vo)), (3D

with Y,(-) = (n —h — k)~ 3 *¥,(), for the quantities involved in Step (i) of Algo-
rithm 1. We refer to the segmentation—(Variational—multivariate—FPCA)—and—VAR—based

Algorithm 1 with selections of \Af?gh) in (30) and f];h,i(u,v) in (31) as SegV hereafter.

The performance of our two-step proposal is examined in terms of linear space estimation,
group identification and post-sample prediction. For A = (Ay,..., A,) specified in (29), with
the aid of (27), define f(I) = argmin;ers D*{C(A,),C(A;)} for each I € [q]. We then call
A = (Al,...,l&j) an effective segmentation of A if (i) 1 < ¢ < ¢, and (ii) rank(Al/) =
2elq): f)=v tank(Ay) for each I € [¢]. The intuition is as follows. The effective segmentation

implies that each identified group in Zt() contains at least one, but not all, groups in
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Z.(-). Since our main target is to forecast Sv(t() based on the cross-serial dependence in
{zﬁ”(-) : 1 € [q]}, this segmentation result is effective in the sense that the linear dynamics
in Z;(-) is well kept in {ZE”() : [ € [¢]} without any contamination or damage and a mild
dimension reduction is achieved with ¢ > 1. For the special case of complete segmentation
(G = q), we use the maximum and averaged estimation errors for (Al, . ,f&q), respectively,
defined as MaxE = maxerg D*{C(A,),C(Asp)} and AvgE = ¢+ 37, D2{C(A,),C(A;0))}
to assess the ability of our method in fully recovering the spanned spaces C(A;),...,C(A,).
Note that A in (29) can not be easily computed, as the true V; and V; are hard to find
even for simulated examples. For A specified in (28), let A= \ 2N = (Al, o ,Aq) with
Al = V;”Q_/X,. Since V3 is a block-diagonal matrix, then C(Al) = C(A,) for l € [¢q]. Hence,
we can replace C(A;) by C ({\A/Z(/h) }Y 2;&;) to obtain the approximations of MaxE and AvgE
in our simulations.

To evaluate the post-sample predictive accuracy, we define the mean squared prediction

error (MSPE) as

1 &H& .
MSPE = — > {V(vi) — Yo (0) ) (32)
pN j=1i=1
with vy,...,vx being equally-spaced points in [0, 1], and compute the relative prediction

error as the ratio of MSPE in (32) to that under the ‘oracle’ case. In the oracle case, we
apply the procedure in Section 3 directly on each true {Zil)(-)}?;lh to achieve the h-step
ahead prediction for {Zﬁf)() : L€ [q]}, denoted by {ZV(-) : I € [¢]}, and further obtain the A-
step ahead prediction A{ZS) ..., Z;‘Z)(-)T}T for the original curves Y;(+). By comparison,
we also implement an univariate functional prediction method on each Yj;(-) separately
by performing univariate dimension reduction (Bathia et al., 2010), then predicting vector
time series based on the best fitted VAR model and finally recovering functional prediction
(denoted as UniV).

We generate n € {200,400, 800, 1600} observations with N = 30 for each example and

replicate each simulation 500 times. Table 2 provides numerical summaries, including the
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Table 2: The relative frequencies of effective segmentation with respect to § = ¢ and
G = q—1, and the means (standard deviations) of MaxE, AvgE, and relative MSPEs (rMSPE)
over 500 simulation runs.

n = 200 n = 400 n=2800  n=1600
i-q 0.626 0.722 0.772 0.880

g=q-1 0.930 0.988 0.998 1.000
Example 1 MaxE 0.128(0.088)  0.089(0.066) 0.053(0.048) 0.035(0.037)
(p = 6) AvgE 0.079(0.052)  0.053(0.038) 0.030(0.025) 0.019(0.019)
rMSPE - SegV  1.081(0.172) 1.048(0.105) 1.026(0.065) 1.014(0.048)
rMSPE - UniV  1.584(0.453) 1.598(0.423) 1.596(0.379) 1.651(0.443)

i=q 0.324 0.444 0.644 0.806

G=q-1 0.490 0.688 0.874 0.972
Example 2 MaxE 0.301(0.108)  0.193(0.090) 0.117(0.064) 0.072(0.049)
(p = 10) AvgE 0.183(0.059) 0.115(0.047) 0.069(0.035) 0.041(0.024)
rMSPE - SegV  1.291(0.271) 1.174(0.215) 1.089(0.143) 1.059(0.091)
rMSPE - UniV  1.708(0.404) 1.836(0.410) 1.841(0.436) 1.862(0.392)

i=q 0.032 0.178 0.410 0.622

G=q—1 0.086 0.344 0.616 0.832
Example 3 MaxE 0.426(0.091) 0.347(0.121) 0.241(0.113) 0.157(0.091)
(p = 15) AvgE 0.273(0.054) 0.195(0.050) 0.128(0.042) 0.077(0.033)
rMSPE - SegV  1.477(0.313) 1.363(0.277) 1.166(0.156) 1.091(0.098)
rMSPE - UniV  1.805(0.370) 1.967(0.394) 2.033(0.394) 2.001(0.384)

relative frequencies of the effective segmentation with § = g and § = ¢—1, and the estimation
errors for A = (;&1, cee Aq) under the complete segmentation case. As one would expect, the
proposed method provides higher proportions of effective segmentation and lower estimation
errors as n increases, and performs fairly well for reasonably large n as p increases. For
(p,n) = (6,200), we observe 62.6% complete segmentation with AvgE as low as 0.079.
Furthermore, the proportions of effective segmentation with ¢ > ¢ — 1 are above 93% for
n = 200. Similar results can be found for cases of (p,n) = (10,800+) and (15, 1600), whose
proportions of effective segmentation with ¢ > ¢ — 1 remain higher than 87.4% and 83.2%,
respectively. Table 2 also reports the relative one-step ahead prediction errors. It is evident
that SegV significantly outperforms UniV in all settings, demonstrating the effectiveness
of our proposed segmentation transformation and dimension reduction in predicting future
values. Although the proportions of complete segmentation are not high when p = 15, the
corresponding proportions of ¢ = ¢ — 1 become satisfactorily higher, and SegV performs

similarly to the oracle case with its relative prediction errors being closer to 1 as n increases.
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5.2 Cases with large p

Under a large p scenario, a natural question to ask is whether the segmentation method based
on the classical estimation for autocovariance functions of Y,(-) (denoted as NonT) as (31) in
Section 5.1 still performs well, and if not, whether a satisfactory improvement is attainable
via the functional-thresholding estimation (denoted as FunT) developed in Section 2.3. To
this end, we generate Y,(-) from (28) with p € {30,60} and n € {200,400}. Specifically, we
let Xyai—2)(-) = Pu(-), Xea—1)(-) = asn(-), Xean(-) = dgsan(:) for 1 € [g]. This setting
ensures ¢ uncorrelated groups of curve subseries in }v(t() with p; = 3 component curves per
group and hence ¢ = 10 and 20 correspond to p = 30 and 60, respectively. Let the p x p
transformation matrix A = A + 0A,. Here Ay = diag{A1,...,Aqp/e} with elements of
each Aj; € R%*6 being sampled independently from Uniform[—3, 3] for i € [p/6], and A, is
a matrix with two randomly selected nonzero elements from Uniform[—1,1] each row. We
set 0 € {0.1,0.5}. It is notable that our setting results in a very high-dimensional learning
task in the sense that the intrinsic dimension 30 x 5 = 150 or 60 x 5 = 300 is large relative
to the sample size n = 200 or 400.

We assess the performance of NonT and FunT in discovering the group structure. The

optimal thresholding parameters w; in FunT are selected by the five-fold cross-validation

(0)

(see Remark 2), and Vy in the normalization step is estimated by \A/y given in (30), as
the threshold version of \A/‘;O) might not be positive definite. In practice, when p is large,
FunT may lead to segmentation with a small ¢, indicating that some groups of {Z"(-) :
[ €[]} contain multiple groups in {Zil) (1) : 1 € [q]}. To ease the modelling burden of
complex VAR process, we may consider performing further segmentation transformation
on the estimated groups by repeating FunT R times. To be precise, the i-th round of
segmentation transformation via FunT is performed within each group discovered in the

(¢ — 1)-th round with ¢, = 1 for ¢ € [R], and hence (:&1, . ,Aq) is updated after each

iteration. Table 3 reports the relative frequencies of the effective segmentation for NonT
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Table 3: The relative frequencies of effective segmentation over 500 simulation runs.

NonT FunT
(p, ) R=1 R=5 R=10
n=200 n =400 900 n =400 | n =200 n=400|n =200 n =400
(30, 0.1) 0 0 0.706  1.000 | 0.556  1.000 | 0.546  1.000
(30, 0.5) 0 0 0.588  1.000 | 0.436  1.000 | 0420  1.000
(60, 0.1) 0 0 0298  1.000 | 0.148  1.000 | 0.144  1.000
(60, 0.5) 0 0 0194 0996 | 0.078 0990 | 0.072  0.990

Table 4: Means (standard deviations) of relative MSPEs over 500 simulation runs.

Method (p,d) n =200 n =400 (p,9) n =200 n =400
FTScgV (R = 1) 1.243(0.162) 1.095(0.105) 1.249(0.122) 1.110(0.073)
FTSegV (R = 5) 1.225(0.153) 1.091(0.101) 1.250(0.123) 1.104(0.071)
FTSegV (R = 10) | (30, 0.1) | 1.222(0.151) 1.087(0.099) | (60, 0.1) | 1.249(0.122) 1.099(0.071)

SegV 1.814(0.376)  1.901(0.368) 1.813(0.271)  1.907(0.265)
UniV 1.631(0.313) 1.735(0.317) 1.599(0.214)  1.682(0.210)
FTScgV (R = 1) 1.268(0.176) 1.134(0.134) 1.285(0.134) 1.149(0.101)
FTSegV (R = 5) 1.255(0.171)  1.128(0.130) 1.282(0.136)  1.142(0.098)
FTSegV (R = 10) | (30, 0.5) | 1.250(0.168) 1.128(0.127) | (60, 0.5) | 1.281(0.136) 1.141(0.099)
SegV 1.815(0.377)  1.903(0.369) 1.813(0.271)  1.905(0.264)
UniV 1.635(0.315) 1.740(0.317) 1.603(0.215) 1.684(0.209)

and FunT with R € {1,5,10}. Finally, we apply FunT-based SegV (denoted as FTSegV)
combined with the R-round segmentation transformation for R € {1,5,10} in Step (i) of
Algorithm 1, and compare their one-step ahead predictive performance with UniV and SegV.
Table 4 summarizes the relative prediction errors for all five comparison methods.

Several conclusions can be drawn from Tables 3 and 4. Firstly, the performance of SegV
severely deteriorates under the high-dimensional setting, as this procedure fails to detect
any effective segmentation, resulting in elevated prediction errors. By comparison, FTSegV
exhibits superior predictive ability over SegV and UniV. In particular, for large n, e.g.,
n = 400, FTSegV does a reasonably good job in recovering the group structure of Z(-)
and performs comparably well to the oracle method with the relative prediction errors lower
than 1.149 in all scenarios. Secondly, comparing the results for n = 200 among different R,
we observe an interesting phenomenon that even though the relative frequencies of effective
segmentation for FunT drop as R increases, implying that some groups in {ZE”() e [q]}
are split incorrectly before forecasting, the prediction errors stay low and slightly decrease
as shown in Table 4. This is not surprising, since further segmentation based on FunT

yields fewer parameters to be estimated in VAR models and thus benefits the forecasting

28



accuracy even if a few small but significant cross-covariances of Z;(-) are ignored. Such
finding highlights the success of FTSegV and its R-round segmentation in the sense that
although FTSegV may not be able to accurately recover the group structure in Z(-) for a
small n, it achieves an appropriate dimension reduction to provide significant improvement

in high-dimensional functional prediction.

5.3 General data-generating cases

To further illustrate the advantage of our proposed segmentation transformation in predicting
high-dimensional functional time series, we simulate data from a more generalized functional
time series framework instead of strictly adhering to (2). Specifically, we consider the vector

functional autoregressive (VFAR) model of order 1,
Y, (u) = f QU v)Yo () dv + e(u), weld, te[200], (33)
u

where €:(-) = {en(:),...,€(-)}" are independently sampled from a p-dimensional vector of
mean zero Gaussian processes, independent of Y;_1(-), and Q = (Q)i je[p) is the functional
transition matrix with each @);; € S. See Section H.1 of the supplementary material for the
detailed data-generating process.

We compare the predictive performance of three competing methods. The first VFAR
method is developed by knowing the true data-generating process through VFAR model.
We relegate the detailed prediction procedure to Section H.1 of the supplementary material.

We next consider two segmentation-based prediction methods:

¢ (Seg+Y method) For the original curve series {Y(-) }scf2001, Wwe compute the sample esti-

mates {f]%k,ij(u, V) }ijepp) for k € {0}u[5] as in Section 2.3. Let fy,ij = MaX||<5 Hiyk” s
and sort fy7ij’s for 1 <i < j < p in descending order. We recognize Y};(-) and Y3;(-) as
belonging to the same group if T v.ij 1s ranked among 10% of all p(p—1)/2 sorted values.

We then segment the p component series Y;;(-)’s into several non-overlapping groups

and apply VFAR to each identified group to obtain its one-step ahead prediction.

29



Table 5: The mean of MSPEs over 500 simulation runs.

Method p=10 p=15 p=20 p=25 p=30 p=35
VFAR  6.709 7.974 10.506 13.439 20.149 40.552
Seg+Y 6314 6.691 8931 11.313 17.001 32.846
Seg+7Z 6.324  6.682 8.267 8998 12.605 17.275

e (Seg+Z method) Consider the transformed curve series Z,(u) = A™{V{V}-12Y,(u),
where A is obtained by implementing the procedure in Section 2.2 on the normalized
process {[\Afg(,o)]*l/ >Y () bepoo).  We perform the same segmentation procedure as in
Seg+Y to {Z(-)}te[g(}% apply VFAR to each of the identified groups of {Zt(')}te[goo] to
obtain the one-step ahead prediction Zsg (-), and finally obtain {\A/Z(,O)}l/ 2&2201(-) as

the one-step ahead prediction for the original curve series.

Table 5 reports one-step ahead MSPEs for three methods with different values of p. As
anticipated, the performance of VFAR deteriorates severely as p increases, demonstrating
that the joint model suffers from the high-dimensionality, even when the true model is known.
Meanwhile, both segmentation-based prediction methods exhibit improved predictive per-
formance, with Seg+Z7 notably outperforming Seg+Y, particularly in scenarios with large
p. It is crucial to emphasize that the improvement of Seg+Z over Seg+Y is attributed to
the decorrelation transformation. Table S1 in the supplementary material provides further
insights into the impact of transformation, where ¢, and ¢. denote the numbers of the iden-
tified groups using Seg+Y and Seg+Z, respectively. Interestingly, Seg+7 yields more groups
than Seg+Y while retaining the same amount of strongly connected pairs. This observation
indicates that the decorrelation transformation effectively pushes the cross-autocorrelations
that were previously spread over p components into a block-diagonally dominate structure,
where the cross-autocorrelations along the block diagonal are significantly stronger than
those off the diagonal. Such enhancement of within-group autocorrelations, along with the
reduction of cross-autocorrelations between the groups, leads to reasonably good segmenta-
tion by only retaining the strong within-group cross-autocorrelations while ignoring the weak

between-group cross-autocorrelations, and thus yields more accurate future predictions.
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6 Real data analysis

In this section, we apply our proposed SegV and FTSegV to two real data examples aris-
ing from different fields. Our main goal is to evaluate the post-sample predictive accuracy
of both methods. By comparison, we also implement componentwise univariate prediction
method (UniV) and the multivariate prediction method of Gao et al. (2019) (denoted as
GSY) to jointly predict p component series by fitting a factor model to estimated scores
obtained via eigenanalysis of the long-run covariance function (Hérmann et al., 2015). It
is worth mentioning that the joint prediction model VmV (see Example 1) completely fail
due to high dimensionality, so we do not report their results here. To evaluate the ef-
fectiveness of the segmentation transformation and its impact on prediction, we forge two
other segmentation cases, namely under-segmentation and uni-segmentation, for both SegV
and FTSegV (denoted as Under.SegV, Uni.SegV, Under.FTSegV and Uni.FTSegV, respec-
tively). Denote by {@’l : 1 € [¢]} the segmented groups of {ZEZ)() : 1 € [¢]} discovered in
Step (i) of Algorithm 1 (seen also as correct-segmentation). The under-segmentation updates
{CA}Z : L €[]} by merging two groups CA}ll and CAJlrl together before subsequent analysis, where
arg ma’X(i,j):ie@l,jeél/,1<l¢l/<qfi' € ézl X C:’l/l with ﬁ-j defined in (9). The uni-segmentation,
on the other hand, regards each curve component of {ZEZ)() : 1 €[]} as an individual
group and then applies UniV componentwisely. For a fair comparison, the orders of VAR
models adopted in all SegV /FTSegV-related methods and UniV are determined by the AIC
criterion, while GSY is implemented using the R package ftsa.

To examine the predictive performance, we apply an expanding window approach to the
observed data Yy;(v;) for t € [n],j € [p],i € [N]. We first split the dataset into a training set
and a test set respectively consisting of the first n; and the remaining ny observations. For
any positive integer h, we implement each comparison method on the training set {Y}](vl) :
t € [n1],7 € [p],i € [IN]} and obtain its h-step ahead prediction, denoted as Y(SZ)Jrh)j(vz-),

based on the fitted model. We then increase the training size by one, i.e. {Vi;j(v;) : t €
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[n1 + 1],7 € [p],i € [N]}, refit the model and compute the next h-step ahead prediction

y ("

(n1114m);(vi) for j € [p],i € [N]. Repeat the above procedure until the last h-step ahead

prediction y( )(vz) is produced. Finally, we compute the h-step ahead MAPE and MSPE as

MAPE(h) = o 11_ N DI V" (0;) = Vi (v

(34)

MSPE(H) = i D D 000~ V)l

6.1 Age-specific mortality data

The first dataset, analyzed in Tang et al. (2022), contains age-specific and gender-specific
mortality rates for developed countries during 1965 to 2013 (n = 49). See Table S3 in the
supplementary material for the list of p = 29 countries after removing certain countries with
missing data. Following the proposal of Tang et al. (2022), we model the log transformation
of the mortality rate of people aged v; = 7 — 1 living in the j-th country during year 1964 + ¢
as a random curve Y;;(v;) (t € [49], j € [29], 4 € [101]) and perform smoothing for observed
mortality curves via smoothing splines. We divide the smoothed dataset into the training
set of size ny = 34 and the test set of size ny = 15. Since the smoothed curve series exhibit
weak autocorrelations when lags are beyond 3 and the training size is relatively small, we
use ko = m = 3 in our procedure for this example.

Table 6 reports the MAPEs and MSPEs for females and males. Several obvious pat-
terns are observable. Firstly, our proposed methods, SegV and FTSegV, provide the best
predictive performance uniformly for both females and males, and all h. This demonstrates
the effectiveness of reducing the number of parameters via the segmentation transforma-
tion in predicting high-dimensional functional time series. Secondly, although the cases of
under- and uni-segmentation are inferior to the correct-segmentation case, they significantly
outperform UniV and GSY. Note that the improvement of Uni.SegV over UniV reveals

the capability of the transformation matrix A to effectively decorrelate the original curves,
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Table 6: MAPEs and MSPEs for eight competing methods on the female and male mortality
curves for h € {1,2,3}. All numbers are multiplied by 10.

Method MAPE MSPE MAPE MSPE
h=1 h=2 h=3|h=1 h=2 h=3 h=1 h=2 h=3|h=1 h=2 h=3
SegV 1.157 1.461 1.806 | 0.291 0.401 0.566 1.104 1.391 1.727 | 0.251 0.354 0.499
Under.SegV 1.201 1.510 1.874 | 0.304 0.417 0.593 1.123 1425 1.751 | 0.251  0.358  0.500
Uni.SegV 1.526  1.821 2.154 | 0.441 0.579 0.767 1.302 1573 1.892 | 0.324 0.443 0.598
FTSegV Female 1.175 1.458 1.801 | 0.301 0.405 0.569 Male 1.101 1.391 1.732 | 0.251 0.353 0.502
Under.FTSegV 1.206 1.510 1.876 | 0.309 0.421 0.598 1.118 1.418 1.743 | 0.251  0.356  0.499
Uni.FTSegV 1.560 1.838 2.173 | 0.457 0.585 0.776 1.300 1.573 1.897 | 0.324 0.444 0.602
UniV 1.761 2.032 2.325 | 0.603 0.749 0.925 1.561 1.825 2.127 | 0.467 0.596 0.759
GSY 2476 2515 2.577 | 1.434 1.447 1.451 2.144 2110 2201 | 1.112 1.023 1.043

thereby leading to more accurate predictions. One may also notice that, Uni.SegV does not
perform as well as SegV and Under.SegV. In most cases, the transformed curve series exhibits
G = 26 groups, with 25 groups of size 1 and one large group of size 4; see Figures S2-S11 in
the supplementary material. The limitation of Uni.SegV thus becomes apparent as it fails
to account for the cross-serial dependence within the large group, resulting in less accurate
predictions. This finding again confirms the effectiveness of our procedure, in particular, the

within-group cross-autocorrelations is also valuable in forecasting future values.

6.2 Energy consumption data

Our second dataset contains energy consumption readings (in kWh) taken at half hourly
intervals for thousands of London households, and is available at https://data.london.
gov.uk/dataset/smartmeter-energy-use-data-in-london-households. In our study,
we select households with flat energy prices during the period between December 2012 and
May 2013 (n = 182) after removing samples with too many missing records, and hence
construct 4000 samples of daily energy consumption curves observed at N = 48 equally
spaced time points following the proposal of Cho et al. (2013). To alleviate the impact of
randomness from individual curves, we randomly split the data into p groups of equal size,
then take the sample average of curves within each group and finally smooth the averaged
curves based on a 15-dimensional Fourier basis. We target to evaluate the h-day ahead
predictive accuracy for the p-dimensional intraday energy consumption averaged curves in

May 2013 based on the training data from December 2012 to the previous day. The eight
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comparison methods are built in the same manner as Section 6.1 with kg = m = 5.

Table 7 presents the mean prediction errors for h € {1,2,3} and p € {40,80}. A few
trends are apparent. Firstly, the prediction errors for p = 80 are higher than those for
p = 40 as higher dimensionality poses more challenges in prediction. Secondly, likewise in
previous examples, SegV and FTSegV attain the lowest prediction errors in comparison to
five competing methods under all scenarios. All segmentation-based methods consistently
outperform UniV and GSY by a large margin. Thirdly, despite being developed for high-

dimensional functional time series prediction, GSY provides the worst result in this example.

Table 7: MAPEs and MSPEs for eight competing methods on the energy consumption curves
for h e {1,2,3} and p € {40,80}. All numbers are multiplied by 102

Method MAPE MSPE MAPE MSPE
h=1 h=2 h=3|h=1 h=2 h=3 h=1 h=2 h=3|h=1 h=2 h=

SegV 1.639 1.748 1.793 | 0.047 0.053 0.054 1.996 2.058 2.071 | 0.070 0.075 0.075
Under.SegV 1.669 1.766 1.794 | 0.048 0.054 0.054 2.025 2.092 2.104 | 0.072 0.077 0.077
Uni.SegV 1.709 1.873 1.964 | 0.049 0.058 0.062 2.022 2.132  2.187 | 0.070 0.078 0.081
FTSegV _ 40 1.637 1.747 1.791 | 0.047 0.053 0.054 _ 30 2.012 2.055 2.070 | 0.071 0.074 0.074
Under.FTSegV p 1.660 1.766 1.793 | 0.048 0.054 0.054 | 2.040 2.087 2.104 | 0.073 0.076 0.077
Uni.FTSegV 1.708 1.872 1.963 | 0.049 0.058 0.062 2.045 2.138 2.190 | 0.072 0.078 0.081
UniV 1.867 2.009 2.109 | 0.058 0.067 0.072 2.221  2.362 2.463 | 0.083 0.093 0.100
GSY 2.142  2.264 2.320 | 0.099 0.110 0.119 2.833 2.826 2.781 | 0.159 0.159  0.159
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Supplementary material to “On the modelling and prediction of

high-dimensional functional time series”

Jinyuan Chang, Qin Fang, Xinghao Qiao and Qiwei Yao

This supplementary material contains all technical proofs supporting Section 4. We begin
by introducing some notation. For z,y € R, we use x vy = max(x,y). For a vector b € RP, we
denote its £ norm by [b[y = (3]7_, b;|%)Y2. For any f = (fu,. .., fp)T and g = (g1,...,9)"
H, we define the inner product as (f,g) = §,, f(u)"g(u)du = >"_, §  f;(u)g;(u)du with the
induced norm || - | = ¢, 5%, and denote by f Qg™ = (f; ® g])”e We further denote
by £ = L(H,H) the space of continuous linear operators from H to H. For B = (Bij)pxp
with each Bj; € S, we write |B|sr = (X7_, Y0, |Bi;|%)"?, |Bls1 = maxjep >, | Bijls,
IBls.o0 = maxie) 23—, | Bijls and Bz = SuprHsl,feHHB(f)H' We define the image space
of BasIm(B) = {geH:g=B(f), f € H}. For two positive sequences {a,} and {b,}, we
write a, < b, or b, 2 a, if there exist a positive constant ¢ such that a, /b, < ¢ and write
a, = b, if and only if a,, < b, and b, < a,, hold simultaneously. We further write a,, < b, or

b, » a, if limsup,,_,, a,/b, = 0. Throughout, we use ¢, ¢y to denote generic positive finite

constants that may be different in different uses.

A Auxiliary lemmas

To prove Theorems 1-4, we need the following inequalities, equality and auxiliary lemmas,

the proofs of which are deferred to Section G.

Inequality 1. Let By = (Byj)pxp and Ba = (Ba;j)pxp with By, Baij € S for any i,j €
[pl. It holds that (i) | §§B1(u,v)Ba(u,v)" dudvly < [Byld%IBudTIBalg%Ba]g7, (i)
| §B1( w)Ba(-,w)" dw|sp < |Bifsp|Bafsr, and (iii) [Bi + Ba|sr < [Bifsr + [Basr.
Inequality 2. Let B = (B;;),xp with each B;j €S, by € R? and by € RP. Then |b{Bbs|s <
[bflofba 2B 5% B3



Inequality 3. Let B = (Byj)pxp with each Bij € S and f € H. Then | {B(-,v) f(v) dv|| <
|Bllsrelf] and B, < [Bsr.

Equality 1. For any f and g € H, it holds that |f ® g"|sr = | fllgll-

Lemma A1l. Let {Y(-)} satisfy Conditions 1 and 2. There exists some universal constant
¢ > 0 such that P{\\§Z7k7ij—2y7k7ij|\5 > M,n} < 8exp{—cnmin(n? n)} for any n > 0,

k| < ko v m and i,j € [p].

Lemma A2. Suppose Condition 3 holds. Then maxj<iovm Dy [Syrii|s = O(E) =
= 1l-«

MaX|g|<kovm 251 [ Sykii|§ and maxiyi<ryvm [Byrllsy = OEpy™) = maxiy<rovm [ Sy il s,

where Z = 5155(2py + 1) with py = maxjerq pr-

Lemma A3. Let Conditions 1-3 hold. For each |k| < ko v m, select wy, = c;M,(n"tlog p)/?

for some sufficiently large constant ¢, > 0. If logp = o(n), then maxj<k,vm H'Ek(i;k) —

(1]

y,kl|S,1 — P = “*n~ ogp e = MaX|g|<kovm Wi > k) y,k||S,005 wnere
2yl Op{EM*(n" " log p)1=/2} 1k 1T (350) — By h

s152(2py + 1) with p; = maxerg pi. Moreover, if pT_2M§logp = o(n) is also satisfied, then
S § T (355 ) (1, 0)®2 = By 4 (u,0)2} dudo ]y = Op{=2pi~* ML= (n"" log p) =22} for each

’k“ <k0 v m.

Lemma A4 (Theorem 8.1.10 of Golub and Van Loan (1996)). Suppose B and B + E are
m x m symmetric matrices and Q = (Qq, Qy), with Q; € R™ ! and Q, € R™ (M=) s an
orthogonal matriz such that C(Qy) is an invariant subspace for B, that is, B-C(Q1) < C(Qy).

Partition the matrices Q"' BQ and Q"EQ as follows:

D, 0 E Ej,
Q'BQ — and Q'EQ —
0 D, Es Eog
Ifsep(Dy,D3) = min,, ea(p, ) ueA(Ds) |11 — 2] > 0, where A(M) denotes the set of eigenvalues
of the matriz M, and |E|, < sep(Dy,Dy)/5, then there evists a matriz P e RM=DXL yith
1P|y < 4||Eg1]l2/sep(D1, Dy) such that the columns of Qf = (Q1 + QoP)(I+PTP)~Y2 define

an orthonormal basis for a subspace that is invariant for B + E.
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From Lemma A4, we have

1Q} — Qul2 = [{Q1 + Q2P — Qi (T + PTP)l/Q}(I + PTP)—1/2”2

< QI (T +PTP)}s + |QeP|:
8 8

<2|IPlls € ————||E < ——
H H2 sep(Dl,Dg)H 21H2 Sep(Dl,DQ)

IE]-

Lemma A5. Let {0;,¢;(")};=1 and {égw;bj(-)}j;l be the eigenvalue/eigenfunction pairs of
Q(:,) and Q<’ -) respectively, with the corresponding nonzero eigenvalues sorted in decreas-
ing order. Then we have (i) supj-, |0; — 6;] < 1Q — Qs and (ii) SUp;54 Aj||$j — )| <
QﬁHQ — Qlls,r, where Aj = minge;1 (0 — Ops1)-

B Proof of Proposition 1

Let Qg) = (Ql(cl,)ij)rlxrl‘ By the decomposition (15), we write

Tl Tl
l l l l
MY =0 el @@} (8.1
i=1j=1
Hence, Im(M}") < span{e” (), ..., @1 ()} Define A = | 37, )| and ¢i(-) =

e Qk wcp] (/I e ,“]cp] )|, we then rewrite (S.1) as
T
l NOPRC l
=Y el @ e) (5:2)
i—1

We next show that the set {(ﬁ,(cl’)l(-), ce ¢,(€l7ll (+)} is linearly independent for some k € [ko]. Let
B = (Bi1,...,B,)" denote an arbitrary vector in R™ and ¢W(.) = {gogl)()T, . .,go£,>() 3T
Since the set {gogl)(-), e gagl)()} is linearly independent and Q,(Cl) is of full rank for some

k € [ko], the only solution of

Zﬁz Zka‘pJ

is B8 = 0 for such k. Hence, the set {¢;(f,)1('), ey ¢k rl( )} in (S.2) is linearly independent

() =B () =0

for some k € [ko]. Together with the decomposition (S.2) and the fact that any linearly

independent set of r; elements in a 7,-dimensional space forms a basis for that space, it

3



implies that Im(M,(cl)) — span{e{" (), ..., W ()} for some k € [ko].

By the definition of the image space, we further have
Im{ f M,(Cl)(-, w)M,(f)(-, w)’ dw}
u

= {g eH:g= r f Mg)(u,w)Mg)(v,w)T dwf(v)dv, fe ]I-]I}
u Ju

J

- {g eH:g= {’ M,(Cl)(u,w)LM,(f)(v,w)Tf(v) dvdw, f € ]HI}

J

u
~{geHig- [{M,(f)(u, w)F(w) dw, F <} = m{m).

Due to the nonnegativity of K(-,-), we have that §, K" (u,v)d(v)dv = 0 if and only if
MY U, W M v,w)" dwd(v)dv = 0 for all k € [ko]. This further leads to Im(K®) =

$u S M k

Ukegiog Imf§y M3 ()M (- ) dw) = spanfe}? ()., f(-)}. Hence, we complete the

proof of part (ii). Furthermore, since dim[Im{K®}] = r;, part (i) follows. O

C Proof of Theorem 1

Let v, = E%%‘“M;_“(n” log p)(1=*)/2 where E = s155(2p; + 1) with p; = maxe) p;. Recall
W, in (4) and Wy in (14). Since p~'v, — 0 implies that pT_QMz logp = o(n), it follows

from Lemma A3 and fixed &y that

= Op(vy) . (S.3)

2

Hwy - WyHQ < Z
k=0

[ [®500.0% - 502} auaw

Recall that T,R = (II;,...,TL,) = (,,...,%,) and T,H = (AT, H,,..., AT, H,) =

(Y15--,7,)- By Lemma A4, for each [ € [g], we have that
T — AT Hi s < 807 [W, = W, |2 (8.4)
Combining (S.3) and (S.4), it is immediate to see that

e ' _ -1
I]Iéa[;fll'vj Yil2 = Op(p™ V). (5.5)



Recall that 4; = M), Tij = maXjy<m |0 Toy (35 )0;]s and Ty = maxjy<m |77 Sy 1 ls-

Notice that
ﬁ;(i)%k(iz,k)ﬁw(j) - 72—231,1673‘ =L+ 1L+ I3+ 1y + 15, (S.6)

where [} = (%’z’_%)T{%k(iz,k)_zy,k}%’ja I = (%i_’yi)TEy,k(%j_IYj)’ I3 = (%’i_%)TEy,lﬂ’ja
L=~ {To (25,) — Zyu}3; and I = 7] 2,43, — ;). Let w, = EMI=%(n~"log p)1-/2,
Hence w, — 0 as implied by p~'v,, — 0. By (S.5), the orthonormality of ~; and ~;,
Lemma A3 and Inequality 2, we obtain that

max | I]s = Op(p™ ' vawy),  max |L]s = Op(p—*Ep;~"vy)
1,5€[p] i,j€[p]

max [Lls = Op(wn),  max (IIs]s + | sls) = Oplo™"Zp} 1)
i,5€[p] i,5€[p]

Together with p~'v, — 0, w, — 0 and w,, = o(v,,), it holds that
j;ﬂ'iw' _ﬂ' < . w is Mol - TE ; 87
1171]13[;(] | @O)7() | i,je%}%ii(\Sm }Hnﬂ'(z)Tk( y,k)nn(j)HS H’Yz yJﬂ’;HS‘ ( )

S | max H"A77Tr(i)7;k(22,k)?7w(j) - ’YZ-TEy,k’YjHS = Op(p_lEp%_al/n) .

i,j€[pl [k|<m
We now show that ¢ in (10) is a consistent estimate for p. For k € [R], without loss of
generality, we write T(y) = T, ;, with iy, ji € [p]. Since p‘lEp%_aVn/&l — 0 and 4, /s — 0, we

can find some h,, such that p’lEp%_o‘un & h, €9, <s. Let Q= {max; jepp |7A”,r(i),r(j) — Tl <

hn, < ¢/2}. Tt is immediate to see that under the event Q) we have ¢/2 < ﬁr(ik)ﬂ(jk) < /24T

A~

for k € [o] and 0 < Ty, )n(jy) < hn for k > 0. Due to the definition of g, we have that

Ty +0n _ Tg+dn /246, _ s

T(@—H) + 9, T(g+l) + 9, hy + 6n, O,
under Q. If 0 < o, under fNZ,
T, 2+ T, T
@+ _ /24T +0n _ Ty (S.9)

f(@+1) + 9, h §/2 + 671 B S
Since 6, T(1)/s* — 0, (S.8) and (S.9) imply P(o < ¢/ KNZ) — 0. Similarly, if 9 > o, under €2,

T(@—H) + 0, 0+ 0,




This together with (S.8) and 8,/s — 0 yields that P(6 > o|€) — 0. Hence, P(3 = 0| ) —
1. By (S.7), P(€) — 1. Combining the above results, we have P(9 = o) — 1. Recall
E={(i,§):Ty; =Ty 1<i<j<pand E ={(i,5): Ty = T(s,1 <i < j < p}. Under the
event {0 = p}, the permutation 7 : [p|] — [p] actually provides a bijective mapping from the
graph ([p], ) to ([p), E) in the sense that {k, (i, )} € [p] x B — {x(k), (x(i), 7(j))} € [p] x E.

Hence we complete the proof of Theorem 1.

D Proof of Theorem 2

Let v, = E%%’“M;_a(n_l log p)1=)/2 where = = s159(2pt + 1) with p; = maxepy pi- Since
p 1y, — 0, the result in (S.3) holds. This, together with (S.4) and the remark for Lemma 1

of Chang et al. (2018), yields that

max DIC(IL). C(A)} < 7 [W, = W = Oylp 1w, (S.10)

Recall that II; = (7,)iec, and A = (¥:)seq,- Theorem 1 implies that there exists a permuta-
tion 7 : [¢q] — [¢] such that ]P’[ﬂ?:l{G;r(l) =Gi},G=q] — 1. Let = {G;r(l) =G, 4=¢q}

and d,, = p~'v,. For any € > 0, by (S.10), there exists a constant C' > 0 such that

P{Izrelﬁ(d 'D{C(IT,),C(A)} > C’] <,

which implies

P[maxmlnd 'D{C(A )C(Al)}>O]

lelq] jeld]

<leaxm1nd 'D{C(A;),C Al}>CﬂQl]+P(OQ>

le[q] jeld] et

< leaxd 'D{C(IT,),C(A)} > C’] +o(l) <e+o(1).

le[q]

Hence, maxe[g) minjeg) D{C(Aj), C(A;)} = O,(dy,). We complete the proof of Theorem 2. []



E Proof of Theorem 3

Recall that TI, = AT /H; = (v,)icq, and A; = (3,)ic,. Write MY (u, v) = TI] 2y, (u, 0)IT, =
(M, 0) ey and MY (w,0) = ATTL (35,0 (w,0)Ar = (M (1, 0)}ijegp- Let v =
E2p%*a/\/l;_a(n_1logp)(l_"‘)/z, where 2 = s155(2p; + 1) with p; = maxerg ;. By a similar
decomposition to (S.6) and p_lEp%’O‘ » — 0, we obtain that max; jepy,]e[q HMk M,EIUH

Op(p™'Epi~“vy). Hence,
max M) = M{[sp = max (Y [M), = M%) = Op(p™'Ep}"va).
lela] lelq] i jeloi] "

Write Z{(-) = {Z) (), ..., Z})

T. It follows from Cauchy—Schwartz inequality that
t,p1

maxHM )HSF = max Z JJ{MMJ u, v)}? dudv

le(q

P P
max J {th ] du - max J {Zti)k] Pldu = 0(p3).

Observe that K®(u,v) — KO(u,0) = Y8 § MY (u,w){M (v,w) = MY (0,w)}" dw +
S0 S MY (w1, w) =M (w, w) M (v, w0) T duw+ 3302 § MY (w1, w) =M (u, w) ML (v, w)—

M,g (v,w)}" dw. Together with Inequality 1, p‘lEpT’o‘Vn — 0 and fixed kg, it holds that

ko kO
max IKO — KO sp < max Y M — MY |2+ 2max > MY | sp|M{ — MY |s 5
le[q] leld ;= leld ;=

= Op(p 2P 2 02) + Op(p™'Epi“vy) = Opp™ 'Epi 1) .

This, together with Lemma A5, implies that

A1) O] —1=, 3—« ~ () 0] 1 —1— 33—«
max |0 —6:| =0 = Un) s max S = = 0, (A = Vpn),
e 1057 = 0571 = Oplp™ =py ™ vn) | max by — b7 = Op(A™ ™ =py ")

(S.11)
where A = minle[q],je[rl]{ej(‘l) — «959_1}.
Recall that

A J
P = arg max —g——.
jE[n—ko] 0j+1 + 5n



Note that the condition §, maXe[q otV 01’/ mineq {Hn }2 — 0 implies that b, = o(mineq) e,ﬁ?).
By pflEp?_o‘Vﬂ/én — 0 and 6n/ minge(q eﬁﬁ) — 0, we can find some h,, such that pflEpz;’_O‘Vn «
by € 6, < minepq 99. Let Q) = {maxle[ 1jeln] ]éj(-l) — j(l)\ < h, < minep, 0%)/2}. Under the

event (vl we thus have ming 7“1 /2 l) < mingeg rz /2 + maxle[]egl) if j € [ry] and

A~

0< 9](}) < hy, if j > 1y, for each [ € [¢]. Due to the definition of 7, for each [ € [¢], we have

that
YOI 5 < :
97(%) + 6, - 0 Ot On - mlnlE 9,(7 /2 + On _ Milyepg) 97{5) (5.12)
00, + 4, 9<l+1 + 0, o+ On 5,
under ). For each [ € [q], if 7, < r;, under Q
é(l) + 4, B mingeq n /2 + maxeq 0§” + 0, _ maxe[g] le) (5.13)
eﬁlﬂ + 0n minger 05 /2 + 6, minyerg 61

Since 4, max;ef, )/mlnle {07«1 12— 0, (S.12) and (S.13) imply P[UL {7 < r} 9] — 0.
Similarly, for each [ € [¢], if 7, > r;, under Q,

(l)+5 <fzn+5n
éE> +46, 0+6,

rr+1

This together with (S.12) and 4,,/ miney 6 — 0 yields that P{UL {7 > ri}| 2] — 0. Thus

P {7 =r} | Q] — 1. By (5.11), P(é) — 1. We complete the proof of Theorem 3.  []

F Proof of Theorem 4

~ () ~ ~
Let 9\ () = (\0(),..., ') (0} and 9, (1) = (05 (),-.., 4L ()}7. Due to the orthonor-
mality of 170(.”(') and 17);[)(-), we obtain that

Tl

2
(3 @ @} — 9 @ (p)7]

S, F

: /4 pl ] 9
S I PICREEHE —w;izmw;g;(v)}] duds
k=1m=1

T

:ZZJJZ Z D w Dy )wj(%(v)dudv

i=1j=1 k=1m=1



rom

0358 e m

1=17=1 k=1m=1
—22.2, ”Z 2. U @ g (i) (v) dudv
i=1j=1 k=1m=1
= Zl: 2@% ﬂ# >2 + 2 Z<¢z , _ Qzl: 2@@1@’ ¢§l)>2
i=1j=1 i=1j=1 i=1j—=1
=2 -2 Yy )
i=17j=1

~ ~( ~ (1

Denote by C; = Span{@bi)(-), . ,wil)(-)} the dynamic space spanned by r; estimated eigen-
o~ o~ ~ o~ ~(l) A~

functions. By the definition of D(C;,C;), we thus have /2r,D(C;,C;) = || Z;;l[t/J; )®{1,Z); )}T —

gby) ® {gb;l)}T]HSF Let v, = EQp]%_O‘M;a(nfl logp)1=/2 where = = s159(2p; + 1) with

Py = MaXje[q Pr- Since A‘lp_lEp?*ayn — 0, the result in (S.11) holds. This, together with

Equality 1, fixed r; and the orthonormality of ng-l)(-), leads to

max /2r; D(CZ,CZ) = 1’ln[ai<

le[q]

Z [, @18, } - v @ ()]

SF
ST ST )
<max Y[t — 5|7+ 2max Y o [, — )|
le[q] a le[q] a
O(A2—2r—‘262a 2)+O(A1—1:p§rian)
= Op(A™ 7' Ep v -

Let e, = Aflpfl:p‘{; “V,,. Theorem 3 implies that P[( {7, = r}] — 1. Thus, for any

€ > 0, there exists a constant C' > 0 such that

lelq]

]P’{maxe D(C,.C) >C’} <
which implies

]P’{ max e, ' D(C;,C)) >C’}

lelq]

< leaxe 'DC,c) > C, ﬁm - n}] + IP’{ O[ﬁ + rl}]

ela] =1 =1

<]P’{maxe (Cl,Cl)>C} o(1) < e+ o(1).

le[q]



Hence, maxe[q D(C,C) = Op(en). We complete the proof of Theorem 4. O

G Proofs of auxiliary lemmas

G.1 Proof of Inequality 1

By Cauchy—-Schwartz inequality, we notice that

p
H ffBl(u,v)Bg(u,v)T dudv 1 = I;réa?]{z JJZ By i (u, v) By ji(u, v) dudv
p P
<max Y > | Byls| Bails (S.14)
el g e
p
< gé%gfz | Buirls - IJH?XZ | Ba,jklls = |Bils,1Balls -

7

By similar argument, we obtain that

H f J B, (u, v)Bs (u, v) " dudy

< [Bifso|Bzls.s - (S.15)

®
Combining (S.14) and (S.15) and applying the inequality |E|?> < |E||»|E|: for any matrix
E € RP*? we complete the proof of part (i).

Let €(u,v) = {Bi(u,w)Bs(v,w) "dw = {€;j(u,v)};jepp. It then follows from Cauchy—
Schwartz inequality that

€%y = Z JJ@? u,v) dudv = Z JJ{ Zp] JBM w, w) By j (v, w) dw}zdudv

zgl i,j=1 k=

< 3 [[{2 [ ptatman ()} s = [ B3 B

1,7=1

Hence, we complete the proof of part (ii).

By Cauchy—Schwartz inequality, we further obtain that

B, + Bul}p = Z ”{B1 (1 0) + Bos(u, 0)}2 dudo

zgl

2y f f 2, 0) B (u,0) dudv + B2 p + Bl

7,7=1

10



<2[Bi[srBalsr + IBilsr + IB2lsp = (IBilsr + [Bafsr)*.

Hence, we complete the proof of part (iii). O

G.2 Proof of Inequality 2
By elementary calculations and Inequality 1, we obtain that
b Bby|% = JJbIB(u, v)baby B(u, v) by dudv
< [ [ 1bab3lalBlu 0B dudy
< Ibaff [ [ BIB(u 0)B(u,0) by dud < [ 31B s Bl

which completes our proof. O

G.3 Proof of Inequality 3

Let f(u) = {fi(u),.... f(w)}" and g(u) = §B(uw,v)f(v)dv = {gi(u),...,gp(u)}". By

Cauchy—Schwartz inequality, we obtain that

lgl” = 2 [ a2 au- 2 [ 2 [ Bt 00 dv}2du

) 2 [ {2 [ B0 Y [ ot ac- B

k=1

This further leads to Bl = supjcy rea B < 50D jc1 el Bls r£] < [Bllsx, which

completes our proof. O

G.4 Proof of Equality 1

For f = (f1,...,f,)" and g = (g1,...,9p)" € H, it holds that

rogie= ) [ ff(u)ﬁ(v)dudw{i [ rwa{$: [k =i

ij=1 j=1

Hence, we complete our proof. ]
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G.5 Proof of Lemma A1l

This lemma follows directly from Theorem 1 of Fang et al. (2022) and Theorem 2 of Guo

and Qiao (2023)and hence the proof is omitted here. O

G.6 Proof of Lemma A2

Recall that maxep,) { E{Z7(v)} du = O(1). Hence,

o (Spli = max | [[BZu(0) Ze (o) dudo
<mﬁ<fﬂ«:{22< )} dumax [ B(Z,0,(0)}dv = O(1). (S.16)
i€[p

Let py = maxepq pi- Since Xy (u,v) = AX, j(u,v)A" and X, jim = 0 for |l —m| > p;, then

Sy ki (U 0) = D30 ey AuaDs gt (W V) Aj = 25, mi<p; Ait3z o m (U, V) Ajm. By the inequality

(a+b)* <a*+b* for a,b > 0 and a € [0,1), we obtain that
Z Ailzz,k,lmAjm

« p (e}
ICHRTEED) (T i)
[l—m|<py §

21\ i<y
<Z Do A Al e ham

i=1 [1—m]|<py

< max 2, kS - m&XE Aal - > Al
l,me[pl,|k|<kovm ‘
ll—m|<ps

< M a (2 1 A |
l’me[pﬁlﬂa‘}ékovm H Z,k,lm”g 52 (pT+ )mZ=1| ]m’

=0(5),
where = = s152(2ps + 1). By (S.16) and the block structure of X, (u,v), we further obtain
that |2, ks, = maxjep) h; |8z kiils = O(py). Similarly, we also have |2 k| s = O(p).

Together with Inequality 2 and the orthonormality of the rows in A, it holds that

p p
> = Yo alle < Yo e YooY = O(=Eple) .
12y k[0 52%)?21 Xy 45l s F]lea[;(] 12y k.05l s 32%33(21 Xy kiils = O Dy )
Recall ky and m are fixed integers. Similarly, we can prove the rest of this lemma. |
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G.7 Proof of Lemma A3

Denote by 7y, (iz ki) the (4, j)-th component of 7, (f];k) Due to the fact that T, (Zz kij) =
DT v)I{HEkaHS wi}, we have |7, (X yy,“]) — 35 kijls < wi. Under the event Q =

{max; je[p szku Sykijlls < Owi} for 6 € (0,1) and wy, = cx M, (n~"logp)"/?, we have

maxz 17 (Egs;kz]) — Xy kiils
jelp] =

p
= E%%;}]{ZHT (Eskm) ?Jaklj”s‘[{HZykm
i=1

+1’I1&XZH UJk kl] y, yk'LJHS <wk}

p
< 52%7)](2 HT (Egs/,k U) y,k ’LJHSI{HEyk’L] ‘ = Wk sz, g = wk}
i=1
p ~
+ r]gaXZ 1S5 5 = Sk ls TS kisls = wis [Syisls = wi

+ IJ%%JXZ H7:Uk k 1] y,

s = W, Xy,

ykzg”

+ lgﬂaXE HEykw”S—,{HZka

S Wk 2 H{[Eynisls = wil + rjnaxz |2y i yhijls < 2w}

=1

“ ~ _/ - ~~ -
Q1 Q2
+ r]r;aXZ 155 05— SwarllsT 1SS 1 IS0
Qs
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By Lemma A2, we have Q1 + Qo < wp * D ¥ [Z,£.45]% < wl = under the event . Also,

1 M@

ylcz] ykl]HS[{HEkaHS = Wk, sz,k,inS < (1 - e)wk}

+ rjr;aXZ 15 k5 = Sl sTUES pigls = @ (1= ) < [y isls < wi}

<wkmax21{uzm mns>ewk}+wkm?px21{|\zm||s > (1—f)w)

=1

—omas D {[Syls > (1 D) < f73
i=1

under the event €. By Lemma A1, if n = logp and é62¢2 > 2, then P(Q°) < 8p>~ @ — 0.

Combining the above results, we thus have

B . 1ng (1—a)/2
maXZ H%k ykz]) Zy,k,ij”S = Op{:M:lll ( ) ’

Jelp n

Recall ky and m are fixed integers. We have the first result. The second result can be
proved in the similar manner. Due to 7, (f);k)(u, 0)® — 3, (u,v)®?* = {Ek(izk)(u,v) —
Sy (1, 0) 24 2 (0, 0){ T (35530 (0, 0) =y (1, 0)} 4+ { T (5,1 (0, 0) = (0, 0) 2y (0, 0)

it follows from Inequality 1 and Lemma A2 that

HJJ{K%(%Z,Q(U’ 0)® — 3, 1 (u, v)®*} dudv

1/2 1/2 1/2 1/2
<28y | Il I To (B2 ) — Zp I To (B350 — Syl &2

2

1T (By0) = Zyklsal T (35 1) — Bkl oo

log p (1—a)/2 log p 1-a
:op{?p;“/vt;a(—n ) }+OP{EQM§2O‘<—TL ) }

Since pT’Q./\/lz logp = o(n), we have the third result. O]

G.8 Proof of Lemma A5

By the definition of spectral decomposition, we have that §; = minge,. , [Q — B[, and

|

0, = mingeg; |Q — B, where Lio1={B:BelLl dim(InB)) <j—1}. Thus, §;, =

minges, , |Q— Bl < [|Q— Q||[;—|—m1nB€£J ) HQ B, = HQ QH[;+9 Similarly, we have
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0, = = minper,_, IQ-Bl:<[Q-Ql, + minpes, , |[Q — Bz = 1Q - Q| + 6;. Combining
the two above results with Inequality 3, we obtain that

~

6,6, < 1Q - Qlc < |Q - Qlsr (5.17)

holds for all j > 1, which completes our proof of part (i).
Without loss of generality, we assume that <q,’>j, ¢;» = 0. Since Y7, <g7§j, ¢l>2 = Haijz =1
and 0 < (¢, ¢,> < 1, it holds that

16, — ;7 = S (B, ) — (b 80)° = (B ) —1)° + (s b))

I=1 I#j
— (3, ;) — 2<¢j,¢>+2<¢],¢l> NI
1#j
=23y )+ 2y b)) — (s b)) <2 s ) (5.18)
l#j I#j

A

Observe that Q(q’ﬁ])(u) - Qj(?)j(u) = (Q - Q)(a)])(u) + (0; — Qj)aSj(u). This together with
Inequality 3, (S.17) and the orthonormality of (Aﬁj implies that

1Q(¢,) — 0,0 <2]Q — Qsr- (S.19)

We further write

0

1Q()) — 0;0,1> = > (b, Q) — 0;b;, b))’

=1

~ 2
= N0 - 0%y b)) = A2 (s b)) (S.20)

I#j I#j
Combining (S.18)—(S.20), we complete the proof of part (ii). O

H Additional empirical results

H.1 Simulated data with VFAR model

In Section 5.3, we illustrate the usefulness of decorrelation transformation with an example

of a vector functional autoregressive (VFAR) model. In this section, we present the cor-
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responding details of the data generating process, the prediction procedure of the VFAR
method and some additional simulation results.

In each simulated scenario, we generate functional variables by Y;;(u) = s(u)'8,; for
t € [n],j € [p] and uw € U = [0,1], where s(u) is a 5-dimensional Fourier basis function
and 0, = (6,...,0;,)" € R are generated from a stationary vector autoregressive (VAR)
model, 8, = BO,_; + e;, with transition matrix B € R whose entries are randomly
sampled from N(0,1) and innovations e; = (e/},...,e;)T € R being independently sam-
pled from N(0,1I5,). To guarantee the stationarity of Y(-), we rescale B by :B/p(B) with
¢ ~ Uniform[0.5,1]. Write Q(u,v) = {Qy;(u,v)}; jep) and B = (Byj); jefp) with Bj; € R™.
According to Section F.3 of the supplementary material in Guo and Qiao (2023), Y,(-) fol-
lows from a VFAR model of order 1 as in (33), where ¢;(u) = s(u)"e;; and the (7, j)-th entry
of Q(u,v) is given by Q;;(u,v) = s(u) 'B;;s(u).

We next implement the standard three-step estimation procedure in the VFAR method

to estimate Q(u,v).

Step 1. Perform FPCA on {Y;;(-)}sef200] thus obtaining the estimated eigenfunctions §;(-) =
{5;1(),...,8;5(-)}" and the corresponding estimated principal component scores @tj =

(éﬂ, . ,étg,)T with 6, = Yy, 81 for each j.

Step 2. Write @1 = (atj)te[lgg]’je[p] € R199><5p and @2 = (atj)te[ggo]\[l]JE[p] S R199><5p‘ Obtain the

least-squares estimator of B as B = {(©]0,)710]0,}" = (ﬁz‘j)i,je[p]-
Step 3. Recover the functional coefficient by @ij (u,v) = §i(u)T]§ij§j (u).

Let @ij(-, -) be the (i,7)-th entry of Q(, ). We then compute SMQ(‘,U)YQOO(U)dU as the
one-step ahead prediction for the original curves Yag;(+).

Finally, we summarize in Table S1 the effect of decorrelation transformation on the
identified group numbers ¢, of Seg+Y and ¢, of Seg+Z. Notably, the transformation step

results in the identification of more distinct groups.
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Table S1: The means of identified group numbers for Seg+Y and Seg+Z over 500 simulation
runs.

p=10 p=15 p=20 p=25 p=30 p=35
gy | 6.038 5.642 4.195 3.094 2.557  2.158
q¢. | 6.126 6.394 6.737 6.612 5687 6.712

H.2 UK annual temperature data

The dataset, which is available at https://www.metoffice.gov.uk/research/climate/
maps-and-data/historic-station-data, consists of monthly mean temperature collected
at p = 22 measuring stations across Britain from 1959 to 2020 (n = 62). Let Y;;(v;) (t € [62],
j €[22], i € [12]) be the mean temperature during month v; = i of year 1958 + ¢ measured
at the j-th station. The observed temperature curves are smoothed using a 10-dimensional
Fourier basis that characterize the periodic pattern over the annual cycle. The post-sample
prediction are carried out in an identical way to Section 6.1, we choose kg = m = 3 in
our estimation procedure and treat the smoothed curves in the first ny = 41 years and the
last ny = 21 years as the training sample and the test sample, respectively. The values
of MAPE and MSPE for h € {1,2,3} defined in (34) are summarized in Table S2. Again
it is obvious that SegV and FTSegV perform similarly well and both provide the highest

predictive accuracies among all comparison methods for all A.

Table S2: MAFEs and MSFEs for eight competing methods on the UK temperature curves
for h e {1,2,3}.

MAFE MSFE
Method h=1 h=2 h=3|h=1 h=2 h=3
SegV 0.786 0806 0.827 | 1.073 1.075 1.155

Under.SegV 0.805 0.826 0.883 | 1.152 1.135 1.266
Uni.SegV 0.797 0.821 0.845 | 1.101 1.126 1.174
FTSegV 0.789 0.806 0.828 | 1.077 1.073 1.158

Under.FTSegV | 0.791 0.820 0.872 | 1.105 1.112 1.250
Uni.FTSegV | 0.797 0.821 0.845 | 1.101 1.126 1.174
UniV 0.936 0951 0.976 | 1.450 1.450 1.458
GSY 0.894 0.884 0.854 | 1.346 1.338 1.219
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Figure S1: Functional cross-autocorrelation of the original female mortality data

H.3 Age-specific mortality data

Table S3 gives a list of p = 29 inclusive countries with corresponding ISO Alpha-3 codes

under our study.

Table S3: List of inclusive countries with corresponding ISO Alpha-3 codes.

Country Code Country  Code Country Code Country Code
Australia AUS Finland FIN Norway NOR Sweden SWE
Austria AUT France FRA Portugal PRT Switzerland CHE
Belgium BEL Hungary HUN Poland POL Great Britain GBR
Belarus BLR Ireland IRE Netherlands NLD United States USA
Bulgaria BGR TItaly ITA New Zealand NZL Ukraine UKR
Canada CAN Japan JPN Russia RUS
Denmark DEN Lithuania LTU Slovakia SVK
Czech Republic CZE Latvia LVA  Spain ESP
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(c¢) Functional cross-autocorrelation of the 3rd component series of the transformed curves

Figure S2: Selected functional cross-autocorrelation of the transformed female mortality data
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(b) Functional cross-autocorrelation of the 5th component series of the transformed curves
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(c¢) Functional cross-autocorrelation of the 6th component series of the transformed curves

Figure S3: Selected functional cross-autocorrelation of the transformed female mortality data
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(c¢) Functional cross-autocorrelation of the 9th component series of the transformed curves

Figure S4: Selected functional cross-autocorrelation of the transformed female mortality data
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Figure S5: Selected functional cross-autocorrelation of the transformed female mortality data
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Figure S6: Selected functional cross-autocorrelation of the transformed female mortality data
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Figure S7: Selected functional cross-autocorrelation of the transformed female mortality data
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Figure S8: Selected functional cross-autocorrelation of the transformed female mortality data
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of the transformed curves

724871 724872 724873 724874 724875 724876 724877
Ro2999798 SBTPTTTIY PeTRTITRTRY SFITITITITI FRTRTRTRTH FITITITITE SRITITTOTYR
4 20 2 4 4 20 2 4 4 20 2 4 4 20 2 4 4 20 2 4 4 20 2 4 4 20 2 4

724878 ; 724879 ; 7248710 ; 7248711 . 7248712 ; 7248713 ; 7248714
FIPITITITOY SRPTPTITPTRY SRITPTRTRTRR SHPTPIPTILIR SPTRTRTITI oITTITITITRY - RIPITOTOTPT
-4 -2 0 2 4 -4 -2 0 2 4 -4 -2 0 2 4 -4 -2 0 2 4 -4 -2 0 2 4 -4 -2 0 2 4 -4 -2 0 2 4

7248715 ; 7248716 ; 7248717 ; 7248718 . 7248719 ; 7248720 ; 7248721
PITITITITTN SBOTPYOTOYPY cROTTPIPITRY RIPTIVITIY -PPTREPERTRd PITITITITYR RHOTITOTOTRT
-4 -2 0 2 4 -4 -2 0 2 4 -4 -2 0 2 4 -4 -2 0 2 4 -4 -2 0 2 4 -4 -2 0 2 4 -4 -2 0 2 4

7248722 ; 7248723 ; 7248725 ; 7248726 . 7248727 ; 7248728 ; 7248729
PoTeTePeTed C[PPYOYITRTRY ROTITOVTRR SROTITITITRR SRTTRTOTITOH SHPPIPPTITOY EETRTRPRTPE

-4 -2 0 2 4

-4 -2 0 2 4

-4 -2 0 2 4

-4 -2 0 2 4

-4 -2 0 2 4

-4 -2 0 2 4

-4 -2 0 2 4

(¢) Functional cross-autocorrelation of the 24th component series of the transformed curves
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Figure S9: Selected functional cross-autocorrelation of the transformed female mortality data



; 725871 ; 225872 ; 225873 ; 225874 . 725875 ; 725876 ; 725877
29997090 <ReTPP9TeTRY RTRTPTITRT FITITRTIT SPITPTRTRTIR FPTITITRPPR FRPPTPTITE
-4 -2 0 2 4 -4 -2 0 2 4 -4 -2 0 2 4 -4 -2 0 2 4 -4 -2 0 2 4 -4 -2 0 2 4 -4 -2 0 2 4

; 225878 ; 225879 ; 2258710 ; 2258711 . 2258712 ; 2258713 ; 2258714
FeTITITeTed SeTevITITeY ReTRTRTITEY ROYPETeIeId Reveveree _peYeTeTRYRY oPePeTeYRYeY
/. e . S S S A SN S A
; Z25&715 ; Z25&716 ; 7258717 ; 7258718 . 2258719 ; 2258720 ; 72258721
SHPPPTPPPTPd SHPTPEPPPTPE SHPTPTPLITPE SHITPIPPITIA SEPTPTPIPEIA SHPPRTPIPTPE SHPTITPIPTOH
-4 -2 0 2 4 -4 -2 0 2 4 -4 -2 0 2 4 -4 -2 0 2 4 -4 -2 0 2 4 -4 -2 0 2 4 -4 -2 0 2 4
; 2258722 ; 7258723 ; 7258724 ; 2258726 . 2258227 ; 2258728 ; 2258729
BRTITITeTed SRPTRPITITOY ROTRTITITEY ROVPYRTITIY POTPTRYRTIY  PPPOVeTRVRY -PePITeYRTeS
Lo i h S hhe i Shneadd Shnaad Shnaiad Shnaad Shnaaa

(a) Functional cross-autocorrelation of the 25th component series of the transformed curves

; 7268&71 ; 7268&72 ; 7268&73 ; 726874 . 726875 ; 726876 ; 7268727
FoTe79T9T0q SBeTeTITITIY SFoTeTITITIY FeTRTRTITOY FoTeTRTRTIY FeTeTRTRTRT FITITTRTRS
-4 -2 0 2 4 -4 -2 0 2 4 -4 -2 0 2 4 -4 -2 0 2 4 -4 -2 0 2 4 -4 -2 0 2 4 -4 -2 0 2 4
; 726878 ; 726879 ; 7268710 ; 7268711 . 7268712 ; 7268713 ; 726&714
SHPPRPRPTPH SRPTRPITIPPR SRPTRTRPITPR PPPPPIPITIN oROTPPPPITIR SROTIPITPTIR RPTIPOTPTIH
-4 -2 0 2 4 -4 -2 0 2 4 -4 -2 0 2 4 -4 -2 0 2 4 -4 -2 0 2 4 -4 -2 0 2 4 -4 -2 0 2 4
; 7268715 ; 7268716 ; 7268717 ; 7268718 . 7268719 ; 7268720 ; 7268721
HYRTIPRTR SRPTRTITRTR SPPTITITITIY oRITITITITIY RITITITITEY oFITITITOTOH oRPTITITETRY
Lt ChaGiii S Lt SaLiiad Suniii cuniii cuniid
; 72687222 ; 7268723 ; 7268724 ; 7268&725 . 7268&727 ; 726&728 ; 7268729
HOVRTITRTRR SFRTRTITITRY SRPTeTITITIY oRITITITITIY cRITITITILIY oEIPITITOLOH -FOTITETOTRT
a0 T S I S 6 I B A

(b) Functional cross-autocorrelation of the 26th component series

of the transformed curves

; 227821 ; 227872 ; 227873 ; 227874 . 227875 ; 227&26 ; 227827
sR900997990d oR9ILPePeTH ReTPTTETPY oFTPTETITH oFeTTRTTY FeTTRTTRR S HOTITPTRTRH
420 2 4 420 2 4 420 2 4 420 2 4 420 2 4 420 2 4 420 2 4
227828 227829 227&210 2278211 2278212 2278713 2278714
SFTeTITRTPY SHPTPTITRTN SFPPRTPRTITPY SRPTPTIPITIN SFIPRIPTPTPN <HPTOPITRPPH oRPPRTPTPTLH
-4 -2 0 2 4 -4 -2 0 2 4 -4 -2 0 2 4 -4 -2 0 2 4 -4 -2 0 2 4 -4 -2 0 2 4 -4 -2 0 2 4
; 2278715 ; 2278716 ; 2278217 ; 2278718 . 7278719 ; 7278720 ; 2278721
SHPPIPOTPTPY SHPTPPIPITPY SEPTPPPPITPN SEOTPTPTIPIN HIPPTPTPTIN RPPITPTPTPY SHPTIPPTPTPH
-4 -2 0 2 4 -4 -2 0 2 4 -4 -2 0 2 4 -4 -2 0 2 4 -4 -2 0 2 4 -4 -2 0 2 4 -4 -2 0 2 4
; 2278722 ; 2278723 ; 2278&724 ; 2278725 . 7278726 ; 7278728 ; 7278729
SHPTPTITPTRY SPPTPPIPITIN SHPTPPRPITRN SHOTPIPPITIA SHPTPTPTPTA SHPTIPRTRFRH SHPTITPTPTIY

-4 -2 0 2 4

-4 -2 0 2 4

-4 -2 0 2 4

-4 -2 0 2 4

-4 -2 0 2 4

-4 -2 0 2 4

-4 -2 0 2 4

(¢) Functional cross-autocorrelation of the 27th component series of the transformed curves

Figure S10: Selected functional cross-autocorrelation of the transformed female mortality
data
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728871 728872 728873 728874 728875 728876 728877

cRoP09900T0d SFT0T9TeTed SFeTTTTEY SPTRTTITY FeTTTTRT SFTTTTH S FIPITPFPTRH
-4 -2 0 2 4 -4 -2 0 2 4 -4 -2 0 2 4 -4 -2 0 2 4 -4 -2 0 2 4 -4 -2 0 2 4 -4 -2 0 2 4
; 728878 ; 728879 ; 7288210 ; 728&711 . 7288712 ; Z728&713 ; 7288714
SPOTOTITOTRA SFPTRTIPRTPH oHPPPPIPRTRN oRIPPTRPITR oFITPTRIPTIA SPPPIPRTIPIA S ROPIPPTOTRH
-4 -2 0 2 4 -4 -2 0 2 4 -4 -2 0 2 4 -4 -2 0 2 4 -4 -2 0 2 4 -4 -2 0 2 4 -4 -2 0 2 4
; 7288715 ; 7288216 ; 7288217 ; 7288718 . 7288719 ; 2288720 ; 2288721
SHPPITITITPY SHPTPPIPOTPH SEPTPIPPRTH SEPPPIPEILIN SHITPTPTPINH RPTITITPIPY SHPPPPPTPTPH
420 2 4 420 2 3 420 2 4 420 2 4 420 2 4 420 2 4 420 2 4
7288722 7288723 7288724 7288725 7288726 7288227 7288729
SHPPITITPTPY SHOTPPIPPTN SHPPPPPPIPRN SHITPTPPITIN SHPPPTPTPTR SHPPITRIPTRH SHOTITPTOTIH
-4 -2 0 2 4 -4 -2 0 2 4 -4 -2 0 2 4 -4 -2 0 2 4 -4 -2 0 2 4 -4 -2 0 2 4 -4 -2 0 2 4

(a) Functional cross-autocorrelation of the 28th component series of the transformed curves

; 729871 ; 729872 ; 729873 ; 729874 . 729875 ; 729826 ; 729827
oR0%999%0%08 <SFeTeTeTeTeY SFeTTTITEY SPTTRTTY oFeTTRTRTY SRTTTFITeH S ROPTTPTH
-4 -2 0 2 4 -4 -2 0 2 4 -4 -2 0 2 4 -4 -2 0 2 4 -4 -2 0 2 4 -4 -2 0 2 4 -4 -2 0 2 4

; 729878 ; 729879 ; 2298210 ; 2298711 . 2298712 ; 7298713 ; 2298714
SFTTITPPPY PPTOTIPRPRY oROPPPIPIPPY SFHITRPPPRTIA ROPPPITIPH oFPPPITPPPPPA SHIPIPPPPTOH
42024 © 42024 < 42024 < w2021 = 42024 = 42024 = 42024
7298&715 7298716 7298217 7298718 7298719 7298720 7298721
SBRTITITITOR cRPTPPITOPPY cRQTRPIPIPOY cRITRTRTIPIY RITRTRTRTIR cRITQIRTPTIA cIPOPITOTeTRY
-4 -2 0 2 4 -4 -2 0 2 4 -4 -2 0 2 4 -4 -2 0 2 4 -4 -2 0 2 4 -4 -2 0 2 4 -4 -2 0 2 4

; 7298222 ; 7298723 ; 7298724 ; 7298725 . 7298726 ; 7298727 ; 7298228
SHPTPTPTPTPY SEOYPPOPPTPH SRPTPPRTPIPRN SHIPPTPTITIR SHRTPPPTITH SRPTITRTRPPH SFPTITPTPTPH
-4 -2 0 2 4 -4 -2 0 2 4 -4 -2 0 2 4 -4 -2 0 2 4 -4 -2 0 2 4 -4 -2 0 2 4 -4 -2 0 2 4

(b) Functional cross-autocorrelation of the 29th component series of the transformed curves

Figure S11: Selected functional cross-autocorrelation of the transformed female mortality
data
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