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Abstract

This article extends the Cox–Reid local parameter orthogonality to a multivariate

setting and shows that the extension can lead to the Whittle algorithm for multivariate

autoregressive models.
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1 Introduction

In their seminal paper, Cox and Reid (1987) initiated an approach to local parameter

orthogonality. They focused on univariate data in the presence of one single parameter of

interest, with their equation (4) playing the pivotal role. As far as we know, parallel develop-

ments for multivariate data have not attracted much attention. Additionally, question (viii)

in Section 6 of their paper raised the possibility of generalizing their discussion to vector

parameters of interest. In particular, their equation (4) has not been explicitly extended

in the above two directions. In this note we aim to fill the gap. As a byproduct, we also
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demonstrate that the extension can bring about substantial gains in computational efficiency

for multivariate autoregressive (AR) modelling in the form of the celebrated Whittle (1963)

algorithm.

Notations. Let 0d denote the d-dimensional vector with all entries 0, where the sub-

script d may be suppressed if the dimension is clear from the context. Given a zero-mean

d-dimensional time series tX tu, we write Γh “ EpX tX
J
t´hq as its lag-h cross-covariance

matrix. Let Ndpµ,Σq be the d-dimensional multivariate normal distribution with mean µ

and covariance matrix Σ, with Λ “ Σ´1 being its precision matrix. For any A P R
dˆd,

we let Api,jq be its pi, jq-th entry. We use Ei,j to denote the d ˆ d matrix with the pi, jq-th

entry being 1 and all other entries being 0; or equivalently, Ei,j,pk,ℓq “ δi,kδj,ℓ, where δi,j is

the Kronecker delta function.

2 Local parameter orthogonality for multivariate data

Let fXpx; θq be the probability density function of an m-dimensional random vector X

coming from a parametric multivariate distribution with θ P R
d being the d-dimensional un-

known parameters of interest. For a sample of size n, we write lpθ;x1:nq for the log-likelihood

function, where x1:n “ pxJ
1
, . . . ,xJ

n qJ is the nˆm matrix of observations. Following Jeffreys

(1961)(pg. 207), for a partition of θ “ pθJ
1
, θJ

2
qJ with θ1 P R

d1 , θ2 P R
d2 and d1 ` d2 “ d,

θ1 is defined to be orthogonal to θ2 if the entries of the Fisher information matrix satisfy

Ii,jpθq “
1

n
E

!Blpθ;X1:nq

Bθi

Blpθ;X1:nq

Bθj

)
“ ´

1

n
E

!B2lpθ;X1:nq

BθiBθj

)
“ 0 (1)

for any i “ 1, . . . , d1 and j “ d1 ` 1, . . . , d. If (1) holds at some point θ “ θp0q, then θ1 and

θ2 are said to be locally orthogonal at θp0q.

We now discuss the case in which θ1 are the parameters of interest and θ2 are the nuisance

parameters and we wish that via suitable transformations they become locally orthogonal.

To avoid confusion, we write θ1 “ ψ “ pψ1, . . . , ψd1qJ and θ2 “ λ “ pλ1, . . . , λd2qJ. The

following argument is a direct consequence of equation (4) in Cox and Reid (1987).

2



Suppose that we wish to deal with the problem that is reparameterized by pψJ,γJqJ

with transformation γ “ pγ
1
, . . . , γ

d2
qJ:

γj “ γ
j
pψ,λq, j “ 1, . . . , d2.

Then the log-likelihood function l in terms of ψ and γ satisfies

lpψ,γpψ,λq;x1:nq “ lpψ,λ;x1:nq.

Thus
Bl

Bψi
“

Bl

Bψi
`

d2ÿ

r“1

Bl

Bγr

Bγr
Bψi

,

B2l

BψiBλj
“

d2ÿ

s“1

B2l

BψiBγs

Bγs
Bλj

`
d2ÿ

r“1

d2ÿ

s“1

B2l

BγrBγs

Bγs
Bλj

Bγr
Bψi

`
d2ÿ

r“1

Bl

Bγr

B2γr

BψiBλj

for any i “ 1, . . . , d1 and j “ 1, . . . , d2. By taking expectations, we have that the local

orthogonality of ψ and λ is equivalent to

d2ÿ

s“1

Bγs
Bλj

´
Iψi,γs

`
d2ÿ

r“1

Iγr ,γs
Bγr
Bψi

¯
“ 0, i “ 1, . . . , d1, j “ 1, . . . , d2,

with the Fisher information matrix I calculated in the pψ,γq parametrization:

Iψi,γs
“ ´

1

n
E

!B2lpψ,γpψ,λq;X1:nq

BψiBγs

)
, Iγr ,γs “ ´

1

n
E

!B2lpψ,γpψ,λq;X1:nq

BγrBγs

)
.

Since the transformation from pψ,λq to pψ,γq has to be invertible, the local orthogonality

condition can be written as

d2ÿ

r“1

Iγr ,γs
Bγr
Bψi

“ ´Iψi,γs
, i “ 1, . . . , d1, j, s “ 1, . . . , d2, (2)

which is a generalization of equation (4) in Cox and Reid (1987) to the multivariate case.

3 The Whittle algorithm

One of the benefits of local parameter orthogonality is computational efficiency. We

showcase this with a multivariate autoregressive model. Consider a zero-mean d-dimensional

VARpp ` 1q model

X t ` Φp`1,1X t´1 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` Φp`1,pX t´p ` Φp`1,p`1X t´p´1 “ εt, (3)
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where εt’s are independent and identically distributed Ndp0,Σq. Denote by

Φp`1 “ pΦp`1,1

... ¨ ¨ ¨
... Φp`1,p

... Φp`1,p`1q

the d ˆ dpp ` 1q parameter matrix of the VARpp ` 1q model. Suppose that we wish to

reparameterize Φp`1 to pΦp,Φp`1, p`1q by transformations Φp`1,s:

Φp`1,s “ Φp`1,spΦp,Φp`1,p`1q, s “ 1, . . . , p

such that the parameters Φp and Φp`1,p`1 are locally orthogonal. From equation (2), we

require that

pÿ

r“1

dÿ

k“1

dÿ

ℓ“1

Ip`1,r,pk,ℓq,s,pi,jqpΦp`1q
BΦp`1,r,pk,ℓq

BΦp`1,p`1,pu,vq

“ ´Ip`1,p`1,pu,vq,s,pi,jqpΦp`1q,

s “ 1, . . . , p, i, j, u, v “ 1, . . . , d,

(4)

where

Ip`1,r,pk,ℓq,s,pi,jqpΦp`1q “ ´E
! B2 log fpεt;Φp`1q

BΦp`1,r,pk,ℓqBΦp`1,s,pi,jq

)

“ EtΛpk,iqXt´r,ℓXt´s,ju

“ Λpk,iqΓs´r,pℓ,jq.

Thus
pÿ

r“1

dÿ

k“1

dÿ

ℓ“1

Λpk,iqΓs´r,pℓ,jq

BΦp`1,r,pk,ℓq

BΦp`1,p`1,pu,vq

“ ´Λpu,iqΓs´p´1,pv,jq (5)

has to hold for all s “ 1, . . . , p and i, j, u, v “ 1, . . . , d.

Now for a backward VARppq modelling scheme with parameters rΦp, we have

X t ` rΦp,1X t`1 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` rΦp,pX t`p “ rηt, (6)

where the rηt’s are independent and identically distributed Ndp0,Σbq. By the Yule–Walker

equations,

pÿ

r“1

rΦp,p`1´rΓs´r “
pÿ

r“1

rΦp,rΓr´p´1`s “ ´Γs´p´1, s “ 1, . . . , p, (7)

which can be written entrywise as

pÿ

r“1

dÿ

ℓ“1

rΦp,p`1´r,pi,ℓqΓs´r,pℓ,jq “ ´Γs´p´1,pi,jq, s “ 1, . . . , p, i, j “ 1, . . . , d. (8)
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Equations (5) and (8) together yield a local orthogonal reparameterization of the VARpp`

1q model parameters (3) in terms of the VARppq model parameters (6). Specifically, we set

Φp`1,r “ Φp,r ` Φp`1,p`1
rΦp,p`1´r, r “ 1, . . . , p, (9)

which are identical to the forward recursion equations of the Whittle (1963) algorithm for

fitting multivariate autoregressive models. Then

BΦp`1,r,pk,ℓq

BΦp`1,p`1,pu,vq
“ rΦp,p`1´r,pv,ℓq δu,k. (10)

Together with (8), (10) secures the orthogonality condition (5). Thus under the reparame-

terization (9), Φp and Φp`1,p`1 are locally orthogonal, and their estimates are asymptotically

independent.

In fact, assuming that transformations Φp`1,s, s “ 1, . . . , p, are linear, Whittle’s forward

recursion equations are the only possible transformation that ensures the local orthogonality

condition (5). This is because (5) in a matrix form is equivalent to

Λ
´ BΦp`1,1

BΦp`1,p`1,pu,vq

¨ ¨ ¨
BΦp`1,p

BΦp`1,p`1,pu,vq

¯
¨
˚̊
˚̋

Γ0 ¨ ¨ ¨ Γp´1

...
. . .

...

Γ´p`1 ¨ ¨ ¨ Γ0

˛
‹‹‹‚

“ ´ ΛEu,v pΓ´p ¨ ¨ ¨ Γ´1q,

and thus ´ BΦp`1,1

BΦp`1,p`1,pu,vq

¨ ¨ ¨
BΦp`1,p

BΦp`1,p`1,pu,vq

¯

“ ´Eu,v pΓ´p ¨ ¨ ¨ Γ´1q

¨
˚̊
˚̋

Γ0 ¨ ¨ ¨ Γp´1

...
. . .

...

Γ´p`1 ¨ ¨ ¨ Γ0

˛
‹‹‹‚

´1

,

(11)

where the pk, ℓq-th element of BΦp`1,r{BΦp`1,p`1,pu,vq P R
dˆd is BΦp`1,r,pk,ℓq{BΦp`1,p`1,pu,vq.

Meanwhile, equation (7) implies that

p rΦp,p ¨ ¨ ¨ rΦp,1q

¨
˚̊
˚̋

Γ0 ¨ ¨ ¨ Γp´1

...
. . .

...

Γ´p`1 ¨ ¨ ¨ Γ0

˛
‹‹‹‚“ ´pΓ´p ¨ ¨ ¨ Γ´1q,

5



and thus

p rΦp,p ¨ ¨ ¨ rΦp,1q “ ´pΓ´p ¨ ¨ ¨ Γ´1q

¨
˚̊
˚̋

Γ0 ¨ ¨ ¨ Γp´1

...
. . .

...

Γ´p`1 ¨ ¨ ¨ Γ0

˛
‹‹‹‚

´1

. (12)

Comparing equations (11) and (12), we obtain that

BΦp`1,r

BΦp`1,p`1,pu,vq

“ Eu,v
rΦp,p`1´r, r “ 1, . . . , p, u, v “ 1, . . . , d.

Note that when all entries of Φp`1,p`1 are 0, the VARpp ` 1q model reduces to a VARppq

model, and Φp`1,r “ Φp,r. Thus

Φp`1,r “ Φp,r `
dÿ

u“1

dÿ

v“1

Φp`1,p`1,pu,vqEu,v
rΦp,p`1´r

“ Φp,r ` Φp`1,p`1
rΦp,p`1´r, r “ 1, . . . , p,

which is exactly the forward recursion equation (9) of the Whittle algorithm.

Similar results for the backward recursion equation

rΦp`1,r “ rΦp,r ` rΦp`1,p`1Φp,p`1´r, r “ 1, . . . , p,

can be obtained by applying the same arguments to the backward VARpp ` 1q model

X t ` rΦp`1,1X t`1 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` rΦp`1,pX t`p ` rΦp`1,p`1X t`p`1 “ rεt

and the forward VARppq model

X t ` Φp,1X t´1 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` Φp,pX t´p “ ηt.
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