arXiv:1510.04346v1 [stat.ME] 14 Oct 2015

EXPLICIT SOLUTIONS TO A VECTOR TIME SERIES MODEL
AND ITS INDUCED MODEL FOR BUSINESS CYCLES

XIONGZHI CHEN

ABSTRACT. This article gives the explicit solution to a general vector time series model
that describes interacting, heterogeneous agents that operate under uncertainties but
according to Keynesian principles, from which a model for business cycle is induced
by a weighted average of the growth rates of the agents in the model. The explicit
solution enables a direct simulation of the time series defined by the model and better
understanding of the joint behavior of the growth rates. In addition, the induced model for
business cycles and its solutions are explicitly given and analyzed. The explicit solutions
provide a better understanding of the mathematics of these models and the econometric

properties they try to incorporate.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The study and modeling of business cycles have significant importance in economic the-
ory and practice; see, e.g., Burns and Mitchell (1946), Lucas (1977), Kydland and Prescott
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(1977) and Kydland and Prescott (1982). Models of business cycles have various forms as
surveyed in Ahking and Miller (1988) and Lucas (1991). Among them, one was proposed
(earlier but then published) in Ormerod (2001), and it is based on interacting, heteroge-
neous agents that behave under uncertainties about the future but according Keynesian
principles. The model is quite general, and the rationale and good performance of the
model are detailed in Chapter 9 of Ormerod (1998). Even though only partial solution
of the model as “integral equations” has been provided in Ormerod (2001) or Ormerod
(1998), neither the mathematical properties of the model nor how the individual agents’
growth rates that are tied by the model should behave has been analyzed. Further, the
induced model for business cycles has not been analyzed mathematically. This makes un-
derstanding of the long term econometric behavior of the growth rates employed in the
model and of the business cycles the induced model is able to capture, less transparent and
somewhat difficult. To resolve these issues, we derive the explicit solutions to the model
and the induced model, analyze the key properties of these solutions, and make connections
between their mathematical features and econometric implications.

The rest of the article is organized as follows. In Section 2 we state the autoregressive
model, and the explicit decomposition of the transition matrix (see (2.3)) involved in the
model is provided in Section 3. The explicit solution of the model and its properties
are given in Section 4, and solutions to the induced model for business cycles and their

properties are explored in Section 5. A brief discussion in Section 6 ends the article.

2. THE VECTOR AUTOREGRESSIVE MODEL

Fori=1,...,nwithn e Randt € Z; = {m €Z:m >0}, let x; (t) be the growth
rate of the output of the ¢’th firm in period ¢ and y; (¢) the rate of change of the sentiment
about the future of the ¢’th firm formed in period ¢. Further, define

_ — no.oos : " =
Cn, = {w = (w1,...,w,) € R™: lrgnilélnwZ > O,ZizlwZ = 1}.
The overall rate of growth of the output is the weighted sum of the individual growth rates,
defined as Z (t) = > ;- biz; (t) for some b = (b1, ...,b,) € Cy, and the overall rate of growth
of sentiment is the weighted sum of the individual y; (t), defined as g (t) = Y ;" | a;y; (t) for
some a = (ai,...,an) € Cp. Further, {z; (¢)};_, and {y; (t)};_, are related by the model
proposed in Ormerod (2001) as

@2.1) { 2 (t+1) = (1—a)a; (1) +alp(t) + = (1)

yi(t+1) =1 =B)yi(t) — Bl (t) +m (t)]

for constants a,8 € R, & (t) o< N (ps,07) and n; (t) = enqi (t) o N (pn4i,02,;) for
Wiy nti € R and o; and oy > 0, where € oc N (u,aQ) means that £ is Normally dis-
tributed and has density

Y02 (T) = (\/%U> - exp [— (202)_1 (z — M)Q}
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for x € R. Here we assume that all random vectors are defined on a common probability
space (2, F,P), where 2 is the sample space, F a sigma algebra on 2, and P the probability
measure.

Let ;= (1 (t),.... 20 (1), 4y = (y1 (8) 5. yn (), 20 = (20, y,) 60 = (61 (D), ..., en (1)),
;= (t),...,nn (1), and v, = (ae (t), —Bn (t))T, where the superscript T’ denote trans-
pose of a matrix. Further, let M,y with s, s’ € N be the set of s x s’ real matrices, which

is denoted by Mg when s = s’. Then model (2.1) can be rewritten as
(2.2) zir1 = Mz + 74,

where the “transition matrix”

[ -, alla
(2.3) M = ( _1Th (-1, ) € Map,

I, denotes the s x s identity matrix, and 15 is a row vector of s one’s.

Model (2.2) bundles the agents’ growth rates stored in the vector z; together, in which
z¢ is sent into the very near future by the mapping induced by the matrix M. Therefore,
it put restrictions on how z; should behave jointly. However, no explicit solution in {zt}Z+
has been available. This makes hard the direct simulation of {z:};, and difficult the un-
derstanding of the long term behavior of {zt}z+ both mathematically and econometrically.

3. DECOMPOSITION OF THE TRANSITION MATRIX

To probe into the long term behavior of {zt}t€Z+ and how they are tied together in
model (2.2), an efficient strategy is to decompose the 2n x 2n matrix M into products of
simpler matrices. To this end, we need to understand the nontrivial invariant subspaces, if
they exist, of the mapping induced by the 2n x 2n matrix M. To maintain good economic
meaning of model (2.2), it is natural to assume

(3.1) (a, ) € {(0,0), (1, 1)}

The results to be presented in this section are independent of the distributional assumptions
on~, forteZ,.

3.1. Jordan Canonical Form of M. In this subsection, we provide the Jordan canonical
form (see, e.g., Jacobson (1953) for a definition) of M in the vector space R?" over R.
This will help convert the iterative identity, i.e., (2.2), for {zt}tez+ into a direct, explicit
representation in (4.1) without computing the averages z; or y;. For 6 € R set J; (0) = 6,
and for a natural number r > 2 define the Jordan block

0 1
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whose diagonal entries are all 6, superdiagonal entries are all 1, and unmarked entries
are identically zero. Let f(A) = |\ — M| be the characteristic polynomial of M, A =
a? + % —6ap, d = (3 — 2\/5) 8 and do = (3 + 2\@) B. The following theorem gives the
roots of f () and conditions on if M can be diagonalized.

Theorem 1. The characteristic polynomial

(3.3) F)=A=148)""A=1+a)""g()
with
(3.4) g\ =A=12 4+ =1)(a+p)+2a8.

So, f(\) always has real roots \y =1 — « and Ao = 1 — (. In addition, the following hold:

(1) If min{d;,d2} < a < max{di,da}, then f(X) has no other real roots and M can
not be diagonalized in the vector space R*™ over R.

(2) If « < min{d;,ds} or @ > max{dy,dza}, then f(\) has two more real roots A3 =
21 (2—a—5+\/5> and Ny = 271 (2—a—5—\/z>. If o < min{dy,ds} or

a > max {dy, ds}, the Jordan canonical form of M is the diagonal matriz
(3.5) J =Q 'MQ = diag {\1I—1, AsI1, AoL_1, Aay }

for some nonsingular matriz Q € May,. However, if a = dy or a = dy, M can not
be diagonalized in the vector space R?*™ over R and the Jordan canonical form of
M is

(36) J = Q_IMQ = dlag {)\1171,1, )\QInfl, J2 ()\3)}

for some nonsingular matrix Q € Ma,.

Proof. For some ¢ > 0, let
(37) M. — (1-—a-¢)I, alla

' : _5]-5]3 (1 - B) In ’
and

(3.8) M, . = AL, - M _((A—l—i—a—i—e)ln —alla )
. & = n e = .

AL A=1+8)1L,

Then My = M, and it’s obvious that Ay =1 — « and Ao = 1 — (8 are roots of f (\) since
rank (M o) =n+1 < 2n when A = A; or A = A2. To find other roots of f (), set

I, 0
T, = e My
_:8 T n
( A—l—i—a—i—alﬂb In )
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where € > 0 is now assumed and 0 denotes a matrix with identical zero entries of compatible

dimension. Then |T.| =1 and

Ms = TEM)\,a
B I, 0 A=—14+a+e)l —alTa
=1l 1, B1Tp A=1+8)1,
A=1+a+e)l, —alla
(3.9) - 0 =2 b1l1Ta+ (A-14+8)L, |
A—l+ate " nTn n

Consequently, using the fact blg = 1 and Sylvester’s determinant theorem, we obtain

e—0 e—0
dm | —1ta+T, |~ ATai—149)L,
e—=0 "IA-1+a+e
—limA—14+a+e)"A-1+8)"" [(/\—1+5)+0‘6]
e=0 A—1l+a+e

Thus, (3.3) and (3.4) hold, i.e.,
F=A=148)""A=1+a)" " g(\).

This means that f (\) always has roots Ay =1 —a and Ay =1 — §.

Now we deal with the extra roots of f (\), for which the theory in Jacobson (1953) on
Jordan canonical form will be applied. Without loss of generality (WLOG), assume for
the rest of the proof that di = min{d;,ds} and dy = max{d;,d2}. It is easy to verify
that the determinant of g in (3.4) is A = o? + %2 — 6af8 and that A = 0 if and only if
a = (3 — 2\/5) B ora= (3 + 2\@) B. By (3.3) and properties of quadratic functions, we
see that f has two other real roots A3 and Ay when a < dy or a@ > do but no more real
roots when di < a < dp. Since f (A) can not be written as [[; (A — A;) for reals A; when
di < a < dy, M can not be diagonalized in the vector space R?" over R.

Finally, we derive the Jordan blocks corresponding to each A; for ¢ = 1,...,4 when
a < dy or a > dy. In this case, a # B, f(}) has the form []; (A — A;) for real A\; and M
can potentially be diagonalized. For \; =1 — o, we have

0 alla
(3.10) M — M\, = ( _ATh (a— A1, ) .

So, when o # 3, we have rank (M — A\1Is,) = n+ 1 and
PM (/\1) = 2n —rank (M — )\11271) =n — 1,

where pa (M) denotes the dimension of the kernel space of A — A for a square matrix
A € M, and X € R as a linear mapping v — (A — M) v for a column vector v € R*.
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For Ao =1 — 3, we have

(3.11) M — Aol = < (b=l alya ) .

—B1Tp 0
So, when a # 3, rank (M — Aolay,) = n+ 1 and
PM (/\2) = 2n —rank (M—)\ngn) =n—1.

For A3 and A4 when a < dy or @ > ds, we immediately see that the Jordan blocks
corresponding to them are respectively Jq (A3) = A3 and J; (A4) = A4 since each of A3 and
A4 is a simple root of f (A). Thus, Z?Zl pMm (A\i) = 2n and there is a nonsingular matrix Q
such that (3.5) holds.

However, for A3 and Ay when a = d; or a = d, A3 = 1 — 27! (a + ) becomes a double

root and

271 (g —a)l, 17

—p1Tb 27 (- a)I,
In order to decide pn (A3), the rank ry, of M — A3lay, needs to be obtained. From (3.9),

we know that ry, is that of

M. — #In —alla
T 0 fer, - 28T )

Set B = ﬂ%‘lln — 298173, Then |B| = 0, i.e., rank (B) < n since a1’ = 1 and o = d;
or dy implies /B_Ta = 5o So, it suffices to get the rank of B to obtain r),. Let a_;) be
2a3

the vector obtained by removing one entry from a and B,,_; = ’B_TaIn,l — /577&15—13(—1)-

Then
B—a( 4af  p >’
B, = L — ——2 17 a
[Br—1] ‘2 LT G gt 1R

— o n—1
= (B > (1 — a(,l)lz;,l) 75 0

L]

2
by the definition of a. Therefore, rank (B) = n—1 and pym (A3) = 2n—rank (M —\3ly,) = 1.
This implies that the Jordan block corresponding to A3 is Jo (A3) and that 327 | pap (i) =
2n — 1. Therefore, M can not be diagonalized in the vector space R*" over R. However,

there exists a nonsingular Q € Ms,, such that
J=Q 'MQ = diag {MI,—1,AoL,_1,J2 (\3)},

which justifies (3.6). This completes the proof. O

3.2. Explicit Form of The Matrix of Basis. Theorem 1 provides an eigen decompo-
sition of M. However, it does not show what the matrix of basis Q is. In what follows,
we will only provide explicitly Q for the second case in Theorem 1 for which M can be
diagonalized, since this case makes {Zt}teZ+ the most amenable to an econometric analysis
of its long term behavior. For an integer s > 1, let e; s € R® be such that only the ith
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entry of e; s is 1 but others are all zero, and for B C R® let span (B) be the smallest linear

space containing B. We have:

Theorem 2. Suppose a < dy or a > dy such that (3.5) holds, then the matriz Q in (3.5)

s given by
(3.12) Q=(wi wi wf Wi ).

where, for1 <i<n-—1,

Wfl = (ng,, , Z 1) with €; = ( bl_lbi+17ei,n—170)
W1 = (&],....&l ) with & = (0, —a; ' ait1,€in1)
1 T
T
Wz\; < 2a<ﬁ—a+\/>> ) .

Proof. Recall that MQ = QJ, where
J= diag{)‘lv"'))‘17>\37)\27"'7)‘27>\4}

asin (3.5), and Ay = 1 —a, Ay = 1 — 8, Agq = 27 (2—a—5iﬂ). We will find
Q using the equations MQ = QJ and (3.5) for each \;, @ = 1,...,4. To this end, let
x = (x1,%2) € R?" with x; = (21,...,2,) and X2 = (Tpt1, .-, Ton)-

For A\ =1 — a, we have

0 alla
M — M\ly, = T
*ﬁlnb (a - ﬁ) In

and that (M — \Iy,)x” = 0 if and only if

/Bbxl T

3.14 axi =0and x = 1,.

( ) 2 2 o — ,B n

Since a € C,, and ax3 = 0, it is clear that when x3 # 0 some component of x5 have to be
BbxT

positive and some negative. However, since the sign of == 7 is fixed, the second identity
in (3.14) thus forces the components of x5 to have the same sign. Therefore, (3.14) holds

if and only if xg = 0, and this gives bx{ = 0. In other words,
(3.15) W), =ker (M — \Is,) = {x e R* : bx] =0,x] =0},

where ker (A) denotes the kernel space of a square matrix A € My as a linear mapping
v — Aw for a column vector v € R®. Since dim (WM) = n—1, we see that the eigenspace
corresponding to Ap is V~V,\1. Further, it is easy to verify that e; = (—bflbi+1, €in—1, 0) €
R2" for 1 <i<n —1is a basis for WAI.

For Ao =1 — 3, we have

M - ML, — < (B—a)I, alla )

—B11p 0
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So, (M — \oIy, ) xT = 0 if and only if
T

3.16 bx? = 0 and x7 = 22%2 47

( ) X1 and xj a—g "

By the same reasoning for the case of A1, we see that

(3.17) W,, =ker (M — \ols,) = {x e R* : ax} = 0,x{ =0}

with dim <W ,\1> = n—1 is the eigenspace corresponding to A3. Further, it is easy to verify
that €; = (0, —al_lai+1,ei7n_1) €R? for 1 <i<n—1is a basis for V~V>\2.
For A34 =1—2"1 (a+ ) £ 271W/A, we have

I 17
M — Az 4lon = ! e @,
51T 41,

and My = Ta (M — A3 412,,). Then

~ I, 0 7L, alga 71, alga
M, = —1aqT _aqT - 1 T J
T p51,b 1, 81, b 41, 0 7 ' Balja+dl,

and ker (M — Az 4I2;,) = ker (1\7[2) since |T2| = 1. Obviously, MoxT = 0 if and only if
(3.18) ] +aollax] =0 and (r7'6'Balla+1,)x] =0.
Since
76 = —471 (B—a$\/g> (5—04:&\/5) =4t {(6—04)2—A} =—af
and 771671 Ba = —1, the second identity in (3.18) becomes
(3.19) (1fa—1,)x3 =0

Since the matrix all = 1 has the only eigenvalue 1 whose corresponding eigenvector is 1,
the general solution to (3.19) is x3 = c1} for some ¢ € R. Let R = L,_1 —1]_ a_,), where
a_p) = (ar,...,ap—1). Then [R| =1~ 2?2_11 a; > 0 since a € C,, and rank (R) =n — 1.

So, ker (17a — I,,) = span ({1,}), and the general solution to (M — A3 4Is,)x’ =0 is

(3.20) X1 = —a7 'xy and x3 = cl,,.
Therefore, the solution space to (M — A\3Iz,)x? = 0, i.e., that when 7 = M and
d= 70‘7’8;\/5 is

(3.21) W), = span ({x ER:x = <1n, “2a (,8 —a- \/K)fl 1n) }) .
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Further, the solution space to (M — Mloy)xT = 0, ie., that when 7 = M and

)= 7a_ﬁ;\/g, is

(3.22) W, = span ({x ER™ . x = (1n, “2q (5 ot \/Z>_1 1n> }) .

Combining the solutions to equations (M — \;Iz,)x? = 0 for 1 < i < 4, we see that
(3.12) holds with (3.13). This completes the proof. O

3.3. Inverse of The Matrix for Basis. Next we derive the inverse Q™! of Q so that the
full, explicit decomposition of M will be available. Even though it is difficult in general to
find explicitly the inverse of a large-dimensional matrix, i.e., when n is large or equivalently
there are many growth rates involved in model (2.2), the inverse Q! terms out to be very
simple (see Theorem 3) due to the fact that the weights a and b both represent convex

combinations and lie in the simplex C,.

In order to state the result, we introduce some notations. Let 7— = 2 (ﬂ —a— \/Z) ,

-1
Ty =2 (ﬂ —a+ \/Z) s a—y) = (az,...,a,) and b_jy = (ba,...,b,). Recall (3.12) and
(3.13). Then Q can be written into a 4 x 4 block matrix as

—b; by 1 T
I, . 17 Onx(n—l) 1,
(3.23) Q= " n—l Cala o ,
0 _ _ _1T 1 (=1) +
nx(n—1) aT_1y, I, . —ar, 1%‘_1

where Ogyy € Mgy has all entries as zero. Further, for integers ¢ and j such that 1 <
i < j < 2n, let E;j € Ma, be such that its ¢jth entry is 1 and other entries are identically
zero, and for ¢ € R let P; ; (¢) = I, + ¢E; ;. Note that for any matrix A = (a;;) € Moy,
the jth column of AE;; is the ¢th column of A and all other entries of AE;; are zero.

Theorem 3. Under the conditions of Theorem 2, the inverse Q™' of Q is

(3.24) Q' =P (1) Py ynPony (Flar_) diag { Q3. Q3 }
where T = a(T— — T4),
_ —bi1l | T, -1 by
3.95 Q 1 — n—1 n—1
and

T

— _alln, In—l - 127 a1
(326) Q221 - ( ~_1 ! ~_1 15(=1) .

T ~a1 T a(_l)
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Proof. Multiplying the n-th column of Q by —1 and adding the resultant column to the
2n-th column of Q gives

-1
—b] b(—l) 1 O
o - In—l 1571
Ql - QPn,Qn (_1) - a—la( ) F
T % -1
Onx(n—l) —ar-1;, I, 1 17T L
_ —

with 7 = a (7 — 7). Multiplying the 2n-th column of Q; by 7 'ar_ and adding the
resultant column to the n-th column of Q; gives

b by 1 0
B In_ 1;1;7 nxn
Q2 = Q1P2y (—A 1/2047'—> = ! ! 1 B
Onxn —aq a(_l) T
| g
Let
(3 27) Q _bl_lb(fl) 1 a d Q _Uzl—la(fl) 7:
. g Tl = .
2 L., 17 22 L, 717,

Then Q2 = diag {Q21, Qa2} and
(3.28) Q' =P (—1)PopnPonn (Flar ) Qy
Therefore, it suffices to find Q5 L — diag {Q;ll, Q;zl} or equivalently to find Q;ll and Q§21.

Let
R, = O(n—1)><1 I '
1 O1x(n—1)

Then Rl_1 = RlT7 left multiplication by R, permutes the rows, and right multiplication by
R: permutes the columns. Further,

Qo1 = RiQ Lor Loy
21 = R1Q21 = _ .
by by 1
Since 1 + bl_lb(,l)lgfl =b; ! #0, we have
~ I, —17 by —b1l
329 1 — n n—1 ( ) n—1
and lel = lelRl, which implies (3.25). To get Q;zl, we start from
- I, 71T
Q2 =R1Qxn = 1 ! A
—(Il a(_l) T
Since T + afla(_l)%lgfl =Fa;' #0, we see
T

~ _ In—l — ].g_ a1 —alln_
(3.30) Q,, = ( L 194(=1) - 1

T a(_l) T “a1
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and Qg = Qu Ry, which implies (3.26).
Combining (3.25), (3.26) and (3.28), we get (3.24), which completes the proof. 0

Theorem 3 shows that Q™! has an easy and explicit form that allows quick compu-
tation even when n is large, since Q2_11 and (222_21 are very simple and P, 2, (—1) and
Ponn (77 1ar_) are only two linear operations on two columns of diag {Q2_11a 2_21}. The
inverse Q™! helps give the explicit decomposition of M and the explicit solution {zt}t€Z+
in Corollary 1 that reveals its long term behavior.

4. THE EXPLICIT SOLUTION AND ITS PROPERTIES

We are ready to provide the explicit solution {z¢},c;, to model (2.2) using the explicit
decomposition of M in terms of J, Q and Q' given in Theorem 1, Theorem 2, and
Theorem 3.

Corollary 1. Under the conditions of Theorem 2, model (2.2) has the explicit solution

t
(4.1) 21 =QITIQ Tz + > QIQ Ny,

1=0

and explicit, equivalent solution

t
(4.2) Zi =320+ Z I3
i=0

where Z; = Q 1z, and 7, = Q vy, fort € Z.

Proof. By results in Section 3, model (2.2) is just
t
zepr =M Tz 4> My,
=0
with the initial value zg, where Q is given in (3.12), J in (3.5), and Q! in (3.24). This
implies (4.1) and (4.2), and completes the proof. O

In other words, {z:},c, can be represented almost as a vector moving average model of
order ¢t — 1 with independent and identically distributed (i.i.d.) errors {~;},z-

4.1. Nonstationarity. Recall that a stochastic process is second-order stationary if its
covariance function of a fixed lag depends only on the lag but not on the time index. In
order to study the behavior of {2:},.,, we need the following lemma on equivalence of
second-order stationarity.

Lemma 1. Under the conditions of Theorem 2, both or neither of the sequence {gt}tez+

defined in Corollary 1 and {zt}tez+ are second-order stationary.
Proof. Let

(43) Tisrry =B (2000 — B (2000)) (20— B (2))" ]
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for t,7' € Z,, where E the expectation with respect to P. Then E (2;) = Q 'E (2;) and
- _ o o 3 B

(4.4) Livrt =E|(Zr —E(£)) (Zar —E(2)) | = Q 'Tir, (Q7)

This, together with the nonsingularity of Q, implies that either both or neither {Zt}t€Z+

T

and {zt}tEZ+ are second-order stationary. This completes the proof. O

By Lemma 1, it suffices to study the second-order stationarity of {Z:},.,. By the
assumptions on {e; (t) }ZQZI given in Section 1, we have the mean vector of v, as
T
po = (o1, .o Qpiny —=Bpings -, —Bpion)
and the covariance matrix 3; of v, as

; 2 2 2.2 52 2 2 2
3 =diag{a’ol,..., 0’0, B0 11, ..., B703, } -

The following result shows that {zt}tez+ is not second-order stationary.
Proposition 1. Suppose zq is independent of the sequence {'Yt}tez+ and has covariance

matriz G. Then ftJrT/,t in (4.4) fort > 2 satisfies
t—1
(4.5) Tpprry =JTTGI 4 I8
i=1
Therefore, neither {zi},cy nor {Zi}eq, is second-order stationary.

Proof. To compute f‘t+7/,t, it suffices to assume that zg and each v,,t € Z4 has mean zero
but with their corresponding covariances. Namely, it suffices to assume

t

~ t+1 a i A

Zip =20+ E I i
i=0

where 2( is the mean centered zy and each 4, is the mean centered ~y,. This implies that
™ ~ ~T R t+7'—-1 _. R t—1 _.
iy =E [zt+71zt ] =E [(JHT Zo + Zizo I (Jtzo + Zizo JZ’Yt_z‘> 5

which simplifies into (4.5). Since T4, depends on t, {Zt}1ez, is not second-order sta-
tionary, and by Lemma 1 nor is {zt}teer. This completes the proof. O

4.2. Limiting Behavior. For the representations given in (4.1) and (4.2), it is easy to

explore the long term behavior of {Z;},.;, than that of {z:},c;. Recall
J =diag {\I,-1, Asly, AoLp—1, Al }

for which Ay =1 —a, Ag =1 — 8, Agq = 27 (2—04—/31\/5).

Corollary 2. Under the conditions of Theorem 2, if moreover

(4.6) 0 < max |\| < 1,
1<i<4
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then, as t — 00,
- D ~ ~ . . -
(4.7) Ziy1 — diag {)\117171, Azl Aol g, )\411} Yo

and
D . . RN . _
zi41 — Qdiag {)\1171—1, Azl Aol 1, >\411} Q 1y,

where 2) denotes convergence in distribution and 5\2 =(1- /\i)_1 for1 <i<4.

The proof of Corollary 2 is omitted as it follows immediately from the convergence of
Yoo )\é = (1—=X))"' #0for 1 <j <4 when (4.6) holds, the fact that Z; = Q'2; and
4, = Q7 '4, for t € Z,, and the i.i.d. property of {:Yt}teZJr' It is clear that any \; > 1
for some 1 <7 < 4 lead to the explosion in the variance of the corresponding subvector of
Z; and that of some subvector of z; as t — oco. Further, when A;,1 < i < 4 have different
signs, oscillations in components of Z; and those of z; will be induced. However, a complete
analysis of such oscillations seems to be difficult to perform for the original series {z¢},.,
due to the term J'Q 1, , in (4.1).

5. THE INDUCED MODEL FOR BUSINESS CYCLES

Recall that the aim of proposing model (2.2) in Ormerod (2001) is to induce a model
for business cycles in the economy created by the growth rates z; (¢) under the influence
of the sentiments y; (¢). Such an induced model has been given in Ormerod (2001) but
with a miscalculated forcing term (see identity (10.9A) therein) and is called a “damped
pendulum”. Despite its being call so, the induced model for business cycles is similar to an
autoregressive (AR) model of order 2 in 7, for ¢t € Z,, which we now provide and analyze.

From model (2.2), we have, by weighting corresponding with a and b,
zt+)=1—-a)z(t)+ay(t)+ac(t),
(t+1)=00-p8)y(t)—pz(t) - pn(t),

y
where &(t) = > big; (t) and 7 (t) = Y1, a;m; (). From the first identity in (5.1), we
obtain

(5.1)

(5.2) JH=alzEt+1) —(1-a)i(t)—as()] =a Az () +2(t) — (1),

where Az (t) =z (t+ 1) — z (t). Plugging (5.2) back into the second identity of (5.1), we
get

(5.3) a'AZ(t+1) —a AT () + 2 (t+ 1) — 2 (t) + Ba L AZ (1) + 287 (t)
= e(t+1)—(1-p8)e(t)—pn(t).

After simplification, (5.3) becomes

(5.4) A% (t) + (a + B) AZ (t) + 2aBZ (t) = h (1),
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where A27 (t) = Az (t+1) — Az (t), Aé(t) =& (t+1) — £(¢) and
(5.5) h(t) = aA&(t) + aB [ (t) — 7 ()]

Equations (5.4) and (5.5) together describe what is called in Ormerod (2001) a “damped
pendulum”, for which h (t) is the forcing term. Note however that A (¢) in (5.5), the correct
one, is different than the mistaken one in identity (10.9A) therein.

5.1. The Periodic Solution. On the other hand, (5.4) and (5.5) almost form a second
order difference equation in z; for ¢t € Z, except that the random error h (¢) involves a
term at time t 4 1. Specifically,

(5.6) Tt+2)+(a+B-2)z(t+1)+(1—a—-B+2ap)z(t) =h(t).

It should be noted that (5.6) is not an autoregressive model of order 2 since h (t) involves
(t+1) at time ¢t + 1. To explore the properties of {Z;};c7, , let k1 = a+ 8 -2, Ky =
1 —a— B+ 2af, and the homogeneous version of (5.6) be

(5.7) T(t+2)+rT(t+1)+ kT (t) = 0.
Then the characteristic polynomial for both (5.6) and (5.7) is
g(w) = w? + k1w + o,
which has roots pj 2 = %‘/E with Ay = k2 —4dky = A = o? + 82 — 603 (note that A
is defined right before Theorem 1).

Let £ be the lag operator of order one, and recall d; = (3 — 2\@) B and dy = (3 + 2\/5) s.
We have the following result that describes when {:Y:t}t€Z+ can display periodic behavior
and gives the solution {Z;};c7, -

Theorem 4. Set w = — arctan (Rl_lw/\Alf) For model (5.7), if
(5.8) min {dl, d2} < a < max {dl, dz} R
then the general, periodic solution {Zi},cy, is

(5.9) Z (t) = c1 |p1|f cos (c2 + wt)

for some constants c1 and co. If additionally

-1 1
(5.10) 2ﬁ_1<a<25_1andﬂ>§
or

p p-1 1
(5.11) 26_1<a<25_1and6<§,

holds, then the general, periodic solution {.%t}teZ+ is
(5.12) Z(t)=cp|p1|'cos (a4 wt) + (1 — p1 L) (1 — po£) 1 h(t),

where the constants ¢1 and ca can be determined from the initial values T (0) and T (1).
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Proof. WLOG, assume d; = min {d;,d2} and do = max {d;, d2}. There are three cases for
the general solution to (5.7):

(1) Ay = 0 if and only if @ = d; or a = dy. In this case, p1 = po = —27'x; and
Z(t) = (co + c1t) pt is the general solution to (5.7) for some constants ¢y and c;.

(2) Ay > 0 if and only if @ < dy or a > dy. In this case, T (t) = c1p}+ cap} is the
general solution to (5.7) for some constants ¢; and cs.

(3) Ay < 0 if and only if di < a < do. In this case, let p; = |p1|e with w =
— arctan (ﬁfl\/m> € (—m, ], where i2 = —1. Then p; = |p1| e and (5.9) is

the general, periodic solution to (5.7) for some constants ¢; and cs.

So, it is left to find a special solution to (5.6) to obtain (5.12). When |p;| < 1, the
operators (1 — p;L£),j = 1,2 are invertible and the inverses (1 — pjﬁ)_l = o P;L? for
J = 1,2, where L* is the composition of £ by itself s times. However, |,01|2 = K9, and
0<|pi| <lifand only if 0 < 1 —a — 8+ 2a8 < 1, which holds when 'B;_ll <a< 25%

2B
and 8 > % or when 25% <a< 2*85%11 and 8 < % Therefore, when additionally (5.10) or
(5.11) holds, we have (5.12). This completes the proof. O

Note that pairs (o, 3) satisfying (5.8) and (5.10), or (5.8) and (5.11) in Theorem 4 do
exist, which means that the solution (5.12) always exits. A trajectory from the model (5.6)
is displayed in Figure 1:

A trajectory from the induced model

©)
o |
—
LO_
—
— O
X<
o _|
|
o
‘Ti_

0 100 200 300 400 500 600 700

FIGURE 1. A trajectory of z (t) for t = 0, ..., 700 simulated from the model
(5.6) with @ = 1.09804 and 5 = 0.7, where €(t) o« N(0,1) and 7 (¢)
N (O, 1.62) for each t. The trajectory shows clearly that the periodicity of
Z (t) in (5.12) is subject to random perturbation.
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6. DISCUSSION

For model (2.2), we have provided the explicit decomposition of its transition matrix M,
the explicit solution, and two key properties of this solution. In addition, we have provided
and analyzed the solution of the model for business cycles (5.6) induced by (2.2). The
explicit representations we have derived help better understand the econometric behavior
to the solutions of these models and can serve as a starting point for further analysis of
them.
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