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Abstract

In this paper, we propose fitting unobserved component models to represent
the dynamic evolution of bivariate systems of centre and log-range temperatures
obtained monthly from minimum/maximum temperatures observed at a given lo-
cation. In doing so, the centre and log-range temperature are decomposed into po-
tentially stochastic trends, seasonal, and transitory components. Since our model
encompasses deterministic trends and seasonal components as limiting cases, we
contribute to the debate on whether stochastic or deterministic components better
represent the trend and seasonal components. The methodology is implemented to
centre and log-range temperature observed in four locations in the Iberian Peninsula,
namely, Barcelona, Coruña, Madrid, and Seville. We show that, at each location,
the centre temperature can be represented by a smooth integrated random walk
with time-varying slope, while a stochastic level better represents the log-range.
We also show that centre and log-range temperature are unrelated. The method-
ology is then extended to simultaneously model centre and log-range temperature
observed at several locations in the Iberian Peninsula. We fit a multi-level dynamic
factor model to extract potential commonalities among centre (log-range) tempera-
ture while also allowing for heterogeneity in different areas in the Iberian Peninsula.
We show that, although the commonality in trends of average temperature is con-
siderable, the regional components are also relevant.
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What we find more difficult to talk

about is our deep dissatisfaction with

the ability of our models to inform

society about the pace of warming,

how this warming plays out

regionally, and what it implies for the

likelihood of surprises.

Palmer and Stevens (2019)

1 Introduction

Climate change can be defined as the variation in the joint probability distribution that

describes the state of the atmosphere, oceans, and freshwater, including ice; see Hsiang

and Kopp (2018). According to the latest fifth and sixth assessment reports of the Inter-

national Panel for Climate Change (IPCC, 2014, 2023), one of the most critical aspects of

climate change is global warming, described by the evolving distribution of temperature.

The stand of the literature using econometric models to describe the evolution of tem-

perature focuses on average temperature, which is obviously an important characteristic

of the distribution.1 However, average temperature alone is not enough to reflect com-

plicated climate variations. In an early paper, Katz and Brown (1992) show that the

frequency of extreme weather events is relatively more dependent on any changes in the

variability than on the mean of temperature, with this sensitivity being relatively greater

the more extreme the event. Consequently, policy makers should not rely on scenarios

of future temperature involving only changes in means but should also consider evolving

variability of temperature; see, for example, Phella, Gabriel and Martins (2024), who

fit quantile regressions with time-varying parameters to generate scenarios for extreme

temperatures and their relation with anthropogenic emissions.

Our paper contributes to the important literature on econometric time series modelling

of temperatures in two main ways. The first contribution is methodological. Instead

1Although we focus on econometric models, there is extensive literature based on deterministic climate
models; see, for example, Diebold and Rudenbush (2022b) for a comparison between both types of models
in the context of measuring ice volume in the Arctic.

2



of analysing only average temperature, we use the rich joint information contained in

the minimum/maximum temperature interval. By doing so, we add to the information

of the average temperature, represented by the centre of the interval, the information

about the log-range between the maximum and minimum temperature and, consequently,

information associated to extreme temperatures.

Furthermore, the proposed model decomposes the centre (average) and the range

(variability) of temperature into potentially stochastic trends, seasonal and transitory

components. This specification encompasses deterministic trends as a limiting case and,

consequently, allows to distinguish between deterministic and stochastic behaviour in the

long-run trend of average temperature. It also allows us to model the strong pattern of

seasonality associated with temperature and determine whether it changes over time.

In particular, at a given location, we propose using a state space representation of the

potentially non-stationary and seasonal system of centre/log-range temperature; see Har-

vey (1997) about the advantages of using unobserved components models instead of the

widely used VAR models based on differencing and cointegration and Pretis and Hendry

(2013), who suggest using a state-space approach due to the conflicting results often en-

countered when unit root and cointegration tests are used in the context of monthly data.

The unobserved component models framework allows us to decide about the nature of

the trends and seasonal components of the centre and log-range temperature, using the

Kalman filter and smoothing (KFS) algorithms to extract the components together with

measures of their uncertainty. Structural time series models have been implemented be-

fore in the context of average temperatures by, for example, Bloomfield (1992), Woodward

and Gray (1993), Visser and Molenaar (1995), Zheng and Bahsher (1999) and Stern and

Kaufmann (2000) for annual data, and by Good et al. (2007) and Proietti and Hille-

brand (2015), and Hillebrand and Proietti (2017), for monthly data. However, instead

of analysing point average temperatures, we propose unobserved component models for

interval temperatures. Our methodology is closely related with the smoothing procedure

proposed by Maia and Carvalho (2011), who fit two independent models to the mid-

points and ranges of the intervals and estimate the smoothing parameters by minimising

the interval sum of one-step-ahead forecast errors; see Harvey and Jaeger (1993), who

show that the steady-state Kalman filter for the local linear trend model takes the form
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of Holt’s recursions with suitably defined smoothing constants. However, Maia and Car-

valho (2011) do not consider the seasonal component. Furthermore, instead of fitting two

independent models for the centre and log-range, we propose modelling them jointly to

allow for potential relations between them.

On top of modelling the system of centre and log-range temperature at a given location,

we also consider modelling them simultaneously at a large number of locations. To deal

with the heterogeneity in the joint evolution of centre and log-range temperature observed

at various locations, we propose using a multi-level Dynamic Factor Model (ML-DFM),

which is estimated using the KFS algorithms. The ML-DFM allows to represent the

joint evolution of a large system of time series of centre/log-range temperature, assuming

that some of their trends are common to all locations while others may be common to

some subsets of locations. Consequently, ML-DFM can represent some commonality in

the evolution of temperatures while allowing, at the same time, for some idiosyncratic

movements that explain the heterogeneity often observed when looking at temperatures

at different locations. Marotta and Mumtaz (2023) also propose a ML-DFM for annual

average temperature. However, our proposal considers not only modelling the average

temperature but also its variability at several locations. Furthermore, we propose using

data-driven procedures to identify regions with specific regional common factors.

Our second contribution is the empirical analysis of monthly centre and log-range tem-

peratures observed at 68 locations spread throughout the Iberian Peninsula over nearly

a century from January 1930 to December 2020. This analysis is particularly interest-

ing because of the severe heat waves experienced in Southern Europe in recent years;

see, for example, Kew et al. (2019). After analysing minimum/maximum temperatures

separately in four selected locations, namely Barcelona, Coruña, Madrid and Seville, we

show that the main characteristics of the centre temperature in each of these four cities

can be represented by a smooth stochastic trend. The fact that the slope of the trend

changes over time can explain why some authors find upward trends while others con-

clude about the hiatus in warming (global mean temperature has not risen significantly

over the last two decades). Furthermore, we observe some heterogeneity in the trends of

center temperatures in these four locations, with different slopes of the trend at the end

of the observation period, December 2020. In particular, the slope of the trend is larger
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in Barcelona and smaller in Seville. We also show that the seasonal component of centre

temperature is stochastic. When looking at the log-range, we conclude that it can be

represented by a stochastically evolving level with stochastic seasonality. As expected,

at the end of the sample period, the log-range is clearly larger in the two locations in

the interior of the Iberian Peninsula, Madrid and Seville, and smaller in the two coastal

cities, Barcelona and Coruña. Another important conclusion from the empirical analysis

of these four cities is that the centre and log-range temperature are not correlated in each

location, allowing us to model both characteristics separately.

After fitting separate models to the system of centre/log-range temperature in each

city, we consider a multivariate ML-DFM for the simultaneous analysis of such series of

temperatures observed at 68 locations in the Iberian Peninsula. First, we show that the

commonality in the long-run trend of average temperature is strong, with the regional

factors being somehow weaker, although also relevant for understanding the long-run

behaviour of average temperature. However, when looking at log-range temperature, we

find that global and regional factors are equally important.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we briefly survey the

literature using econometric models to describe the dynamic evolution of temperatures

and the still open debates. Section 3 describes the methodology proposed in this paper to

model centre and log-range temperature. In particular, we describe how using state space

models and the Kalman filter allows us to estimate trends and seasonal components at a

given location. We also describe the ML-DFM and the implementation of KFS to extract

the common factors. Section 4 describes the data and the main empirical characteristics

of the centre/log-range systems at Barcelona, Coruña, Madrid and Seville. Section 5

fits state-space models to extract trends and seasonal components in each of these four

locations of the Iberian Peninsula. Section 6 is devoted to the simultaneous analysis of

centre and log-range temperature in a large number of locations spread over the Iberian

Peninsula using ML-DFMs. Finally, Section 7 concludes the paper.
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2 Econometric modelling of temperature: Open de-

bates

When describing global warming, the interest is on the evolution of the distribution of

temperature either at a given location or jointly at several locations. However, regardless

of whether the analysis is carried out by looking at temperature observed at a particular

location or simultaneously at several locations, the stand literature focuses on analysing

the evolution of average temperature, i.e. the central tendency of the distribution, based

on a large variety of statistical and econometric approaches, periods and frequency of

observation, and locations. Many of these studies find an upward trend in average tem-

perature. Increasing trends are found by, for example, Deng and Fu (2019), who compare

several methods for extracting cycles from daily temperatures, and Barbosa, Scotto and

Alonso (2011), who analyse daily temperatures in several locations in Central Europe.

These latter authors use quantile regressions to fit linear trends to the quantiles of aver-

age daily temperature. Note that, by doing this, they are analysing the cross-sectional

distribution of average temperature but not the distribution of temperature itself. Sim-

ilarly, Scotto, Barbosa and Alonso (2011) use Extreme Value Theory (EVT) to analyse

the extremes of the distribution of daily average temperature in Europe and the spatial

distribution of extreme events; see also Wang et al. (2021), who use Generalized EVT to

look for fingerprints on temperatures. A similar approach is considered by Gadea Rivas

and Gonzalo (2020, 2022), who use regression analysis to estimate quantiles of the full

cross-sectional distribution of average temperatures or the distribution of average daily

temperatures within a given year, and by Chang et al. (2020), who construct densities

of global average temperature in the Southern Hemisphere (measured as anomalies con-

cerning average temperatures over the base period 1961-90) and conclude that there is

persistence in the mean, while non-stationarity is less evident in the variance. Kruse-

Becher (2023) also considers cross-sections of temperatures to model their averages and

ranges with adaptive methods that are robust under structural changes. Finally, Marotta

and Mumtaz (2023) analyse the presence of global and regional common factors in annual

temperatures observed in 160 countries from 1900 to 2020. They found an upward trend in

the global factor. Similarly, Bogalo, Poncela and Senra (2024) also find an upward trend
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when analysing average monthly temperatures in 12 cities of Southern Europe observed

monthly from January 1950 to December 2022. Note that although most evidence is

about average temperature having an upward increasing trend, it is essential to point out

that several authors describe what is known as the hiatus in warming; see, for example,

Schmidt, Shindell and Tsigaridis (2014), Pretis, Mann and Kaufmann (2015), Estrada

and Perron (2017), Medhaug et al. (2017) and Miller and Nam (2020).

Although the literature focused on modelling average temperature is relevant, there

is some agreement that more is needed to reflect the complicated climate variations.

Consequently, policy makers should rely on future climate scenarios involving more than

only changes in means; see, for example, the recent scenario analysis by Phella, Gabriel

and Martins (2024). In this direction, on top of modelling average temperature, several

authors consider modelling the evolution of range temperature, computed as the difference

between the maximum and minimum temperatures within a given period. These studies

often find a downward trend in temperature variability, although the evidence is not as

clear as for the positive trend of average temperature. For example, Vose, Easterling and

Gleason (2005), Dupuis (2014), Qu, Wan and Hao (2014) and Meng and Taylor (2022)

show that increases in minimum temperatures have been more relevant than increases in

maximum temperatures in the globe (the first), different regions of the US (the second

and third), and four cities in Spain (the last). Xu et al. (2013) analyse minimum and

maximum daily temperatures in 825 stations in China observed from 1951 to 2020 and

conclude that the diurnal temperature range has significantly decreased at 49% of the

stations, with significant increases being identified at 3% of them. Diebold and Rudebusch

(2022a) propose modelling the average and range temperature using separate regressions

with deterministic trends, seasonal dummies and their interactions. The two univariate

models are fitted to average and range temperature observed daily in selected cities in

the US from 1960 to 2017. Instead of considering separate regressions, Meng and Taylor

(2022) propose two alternative methods to model Interval-Valued Time Series (IVTS)

of minimum and maximum temperature. First, they propose modelling the two-time

series separately by fitting models with deterministic trends and seasonal components and

allowing for interactions between minimum and maximum temperatures. Alternatively,

IVTS of minimum and maximum temperature are modelled by a bivariate VARMA-
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MGARCH model. Using daily data in four Spanish cities observed from 1951 to 2015,

their results also suggest a decrease in the diurnal temperature range and an increase in

trend. Note that they do not restrict the model to avoid crossing minimum and maximum

temperature at a given moment. The authors recognise that, although unlikely, the

temperatures may cross.

On top of whether or not temperature variability should be modelled together with

the evolution of average temperature, several important debates about modelling the dy-

namic characteristics of average and range temperature are very active these days. First,

there is a growing literature about the nature of the trend in temperature; see, for ex-

ample, the discussions by Coggin (2012) and Proietti and Hillebrand (2015). Within this

literature, one of the most important controversies is whether trends in temperatures (or

other climatological variables) should be modelled by assuming that they are determin-

istic or stochastic. For example, Fatichi et al. (2009) examine trends of daily average

temperatures recorded in 26 stations in Tuscany (Italy) and conclude that a deterministic

trend can be regarded as the most appropriate model only for a subset of 9 stations.

Kaufmann, Kauppi and Stock (2010), Kaufmann et al. (2013) and Chang et al. (2020)

are also among those who support the presence of stochastic trends in temperatures.

However, Gao and Hawthorne (2006), Gay, Estrada and Sánchez (2009) and Gadea Ri-

vas and Gonzalo (2020, 2022) argue that trend-stationary processes better characterise

temperature. Furthermore, Chen, Gao and Vahid (2022) state that deterministic non-

linear trends can represent global temperature. Seidel and Lanzante (2004), Gil-Alana

(2008), Estrada, Gay and Sánchez (2010), Pretis and Allen (2013), Estrada, Perron and

Mart́ınez-López (2013), Estrada and Perron (2017), Friedrich et al. (2020), Kim et al.

(2020) and Gadea-Rivas, Gonzalo and Ramos (2023) further propose models with deter-

ministic trends with breaks, while Friedrich, Smeekes and Urbain (2020) and Friedrich

et al. (2020) propose smooth non-parametric trends.2 There are also several propos-

als for modelling temperatures based on long-memory models; see, for example, Baillie

and Chung (2002), Gil-Alana (2005), Ventosa-Santaularia, Heres and Mart́ınez-Hernández

2It is essential to note that it is challenging to establish the nature of trend in a time series with a
finite sample and, consequently, there is still a methodological debate about the power of tests for trend-
stationarity or difference-stationarity; see, for example, the general discussions by Diebold and Senhadji
(1996), Phillips (2005, 2010) and Rao (2010) and the comments by Stern and Kaufmann (2000) and
Pretis and Hendry (2013) in the particular context of climate variables.
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(2014), Mangat and Reschenhofer (2020) and Vera-Valdés (2021).

Another important debate when addressing the evolution of temperature has to do

with its seasonal variation, which is the most prominent source of climate variability,

so climate change could also be reflected in it; see Pezzulli, Stephenson and Hannachi

(2005) and Proietti and Hillebrand (2015) for its importance. Bogalo, Poncela and Senra

(in press) show that seasonality is the main feature of monthly average temperatures

observed in 12 southern European cities, capturing 88.3% of the total variability, while

the trend accounts for 1% of the total variability. Consequently, there is also an interest in

knowing the most appropriate model for the seasonal components of temperature. Several

authors have suggested that the seasonal pattern in temperatures varies over time with

more intense warming in winters than in summers; see Harvey and Mills (2003), Vogelsang

and Franses (2005), Cohen et al. (2012), Proietti and Hillebrand (2015), Hillebrand and

Proietti (2017), and Bogalo, Poncela and Senra (2024). Furthermore, Hillebrand and

Proietti (2015) also conclude that seasonal warming trends may vary across locations,

while Bogalo, Poncela and Senra (in press) conclude that seasonal variations are primarily

common.

Finally, among the hazards encountered when modelling climate-related time series,

Pretis and Hendry (2013) point out the spatial variation of temperature trends, suggest-

ing that there may be unmodelled heterogeneity. Dupuis (2014) and Scotto, Barbosa and

Alonso (2011) also find heterogeneity, analysing minimum and maximum temperatures

observed in 12 locations in the South-western US and extremes in average daily temper-

ature in Europe. Recently, Estrada, Kim and Perron (2021) contribute to this debate by

showing that the response of high latitudes to increases in radiative forcing is much larger

than elsewhere in the world, with warming being more than twice the global average.

Other authors find different trends in average temperature depending on the location are

Chang et al. (2020), Holt and Teräsvirta (2020) and Gadea Rivas and Gonzalo (2022).3

The heterogeneity in climate change may have important consequences for policy makers;

see Kaufmann et al. (2017), who argue that the scepticism about climate change could

3It is also important to remark that, although in this paper we focus on urban stations, it could also
be interesting to extend the analysis to non-urban ones; see, for example, Hausfather et al. (2013) for an
analysis of the impact of urbanization on temperature trends and the discussion by Estrada and Perron
(2021).
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partially be caused by its spatial heterogeneity, and Zaval et al. (2014) and Binelli, Love-

less and Schaffuer (2023), who causally link perceived changes in local temperature to

changes in global warming beliefs. Furthermore, Holt and Teräsvirta (2020) find evidence

of co-shifting of hemispheric temperatures, which aligns with earlier evidence from Kauf-

mann and Stern (1997) on the co-movement of hemispheric temperature evolution and

the anthropogenic character of climate change. Recently, Gao, Linton and Peng (2024)

propose a nonparametric panel model for climate data with seasonal and spatial variation

allowing the trends to vary by location and season. Marotta and Mumtaz (2023) specify a

DFM with stochastic volatility to model annual temperatures in 160 countries around the

world, assuming that there are global and country-specific factors. They conclude that

the common factor explains a considerable portion of the average temperature globally.

3 State space models for centre and log-range tem-

perature

In this section, we describe the statistical methodologies proposed to represent centre/log-

range temperature, first, at a given location and, second, at several locations simultane-

ously. The approach used for the first case is based on unobserved components time series

models and the use of the KFS algorithms to extract the unobserved trends and seasonal

components. On the other hand, the methodology designed to study several locations is

based on ML-DFM with the factors extracted using KFS.

3.1 Models for temperature intervals at a given location

Denote byXt = (Ct, Rt)
′, the 2×1 vector of the centre and log-range temperature observed

at a particular location at time t, which is modelled as the sum of the vector of trends,

µt = (µ1t, µ2t)
′, the vector of seasonal components, γt = (γ1t, γ2t)

′, and the vector of

irregular components, εt = (ε1t, ε2t)
′. Consider the following bivariate Frequency-Specific
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Basic Structural Model (FS-BSM), with stochastic trends and seasonal components

Xt = µt + γt + εt, (1a)

µt = µt−1 + βt−1 + ηt, (1b)

βt = βt−1 + ζt, (1c)

γt =
6∑

j=1

γ
(j)
t , (1d)

γ
(j)
t = γ

(j)
t−1cosλj + γ

∗(j)
t−1 sinλj + ω

(j)
t , (1e)

γ
∗(j)
t = −γ

(j)
t−1sinλj + γ

∗(j)
t−1 cosλj + ω

∗(j)
t , (1f)

where λj =
πj
6
, j = 1, ..., 6, are the seasonal frequencies in radians and βt = (β1t, β2t)

′ is the

vector of time-varying slopes of the trends. εt is assumed to be white noise with covariance

matrix Σε with the elements in the main diagonal, denoted by σ2
1ε and σ2

2ε, representing the

variances of the transitory component of the centre and log-range, respectively. The off-

diagonal element of Σε, denoted by σ12ε, represents the covariance between the transitory

components of the centre and log-range temperature. The vectors of noises of the levels,

ηt = (η1t, η2t), of the slopes, ζt = (ζ1t, ζ2t)
′, and of the seasonal components, ω

(j)
t =(

ω
(j)
1t , ω

(j)
2t

)
and ω

∗(j)
t =

(
ω
∗(j)
1t , ω

∗(j)
2t

)
, are also assumed to be white noises with covariance

matrices Ση, Σζ , Σ
(j)
ω and Σ

(j)
ω∗ , respectively. The notation for the elements of these

matrices and their interpretations are analogous to those used for the elements of Σϵ.

Note that γ∗
t appears as a matter of construction, and its interpretation is not particularly

important; see Harvey (1989) for a more detailed description. It is assumed that Σ
(i)
ω =

Σ
(i)
ω∗ and that all disturbances in the model, εt, ηt, ζt, ω

(j)
t , and ω

∗(j)
t are mutually and

serially uncorrelated at all lags and leads. Note that the covariances in the matrices

Σε,Ση, Σζ and Σ
(i)
ω being all equal to zero, implies that centre and log-range temperature

can be modelled separately by fitting univariate FS-BSM models to each of them.

In order to interpret the elements of the FS-SBM in (1), consider its univariate ana-

logue, with Xt being a scalar observation. If σ2
η = σ2

ζ = 0, then model (1) implies a

deterministic trend. If σ2
ζ = 0 with σ2

η > 0, then the trend is stochastic with a fixed

slope, βt = β. Finally, if σ2
η = 0 with σ2

ζ > 0, the trend is slowly changing, with its

slope having a smooth evolution. A smooth trend model can be shown to underpin the
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detrending filter of Hodrick and Prescott (1997); see Harvey and Jaeger (1993). With

respect to the seasonal component, model (1), which implies a seasonal component with

six different variances, is described in detail by Hindrayanto et al. (2013). The BSM

popularized by Harvey (1989) is obtained when the variances of the seasonal shocks are

equal to each other, i.e. σ
2(j)
ω = σ2

ω, for j = 1, ..., 6. Finally, note that given the need for

parsimony, and in the context of a univariate FS-BSM, Hindrayanto et al. (2013) propose

to reduce the number of seasonal variances to two, which are denoted by σ2
I and σ2

II . In

our context, we reduce the number of seasonal covariance matrices to Σ
(I)
ω = Σ

(1)
ω and

Σ
(II)
ω = Σ

(2)
ω = ... = Σ

(6)
ω . The trigonometric specification of the seasonal component is

rather popular when modelling climate-related monthly data; see Campbell and Diebold

(2005) and Dupuis (2012, 2014) for applications modelling the seasonal pattern of temper-

atures and Friedrich, Smeekes and Urbain (2020) and Friedrich et al. (2020) for seasonal

patterns of methane emissions.

It is important to note that model (1) allows both the trend and seasonal components of

temperature centre and log-range to evolve stochastically with deterministic components

obtained as limiting cases. In fact, if σ2
ζ1
= 0 (σ2

ζ2
= 0), then the slope of the trend for the

centre (log-range) is constant and, therefore, β11 = ... = β1T = β1 (β21 = ... = β2T = β2).

If further, σ2
η1

= 0 (σ2
η2

= 0), then the trend is deterministic. Similarly, if the variances of

the seasonal components, σ
2(I)
ω1 and σ

2(I)
ω2 , and σ

2(II)
ω1 and σ

2(II)
ω2 are zero, then the seasonal

components of centre and log-range temperature are, respectively, deterministic.

If the parameters of the FS-SBM model in (1) were known, the KFS algorithms can

be implemented to extract one-step-ahead, filtered and smoothed estimates of the levels

and seasonal components of the temperature centre and log-range, together with their

associated Mean Squared Errors (MSEs), which can be used to obtain prediction bounds

for the estimated components. However, the variances and covariances involved in model

(1) are unknown and can be estimated by Maximum Likelihood (ML) based on the Kalman

filter; see Harvey (1989) for a detailed description.

As discussed above, one crucial debate when modelling temperatures is whether trends

are deterministic or stochastic. In the context of model (1), withXt being a scalar,
4 testing

4As we will see latter, at each location, temperature center and log-range are mutually uncorrelated
and, consequently, they can be modelled separately by fitting model (1) with either Xt = Ct or Xt = Rt.
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for a deterministic trend can be carried out as proposed by Nyblom and Harvey (2000).

Three different tests can be implemented depending on the particular model assumed for

the trend under the alternative. First, assuming that there is not a seasonal component

and the irregular component is white noise, if σ2
ζ = 0, i.e. the slope is constant, βt = β, ∀t,

one can test for a deterministic trend, i.e. H0 : σ2
η = 0 against H1 : σ2

η > 0, using the

following statistic

RW =
1

T σ̂2
e

T∑
t=1

[
t∑

r=1

er

]2

, (2)

where et are the Ordinary Least Squares (OLS) residuals and σ̂2
e = 1

T

∑T
t=1 e

2
t . Under the

null, if it is assumed that there is no drift, i.e. β = 0 and et = Xt−X̄, RW statistic has an

asymptotic Cramer von Mises (CvM) distribution with one degree of freedom for which

the 5% critical value is 0.461. Alternatively, if there is a drift, i.e. β ̸= 0, the statistic

in (2) is denoted as RWD and et are residuals from a regression of Xt on a constant and

time. In this case, the RWD has an asymptotic second-level CvM distribution, with the

5% critical value being 0.148.

In the context of the Integrated Random Walk (IRW), i.e. when σ2
η = 0, testing for

a deterministic trend implies testing for H0 : σ2
ζ = 0. In this case, one should use the

following statistic

IRW =
1

T 4σ̂2
e

T∑
t=1

[
t∑

s=1

2∑
r=1

er

]2

. (3)

The critical values of the RW and IRW tests are reported by Harvey (2001). Note that, in

the case of the IRW test, convergence to the asymptotic critical values is relatively slow

and, consequently, using the asymptotic critical values can lead to the IRW test being

oversized. Nyblom and Harvey (2000) show that the IRW test appears to have little or

no power advantage over the RWD test.

Finally, testing for a deterministic seasonal component can be carried out using the

CvM seasonality test proposed by Harvey (2001) and Busetti and Harvey (2003). The

CvM test statistic can be constructed using the one-step-ahead prediction errors from the

model written as a state space model under the null hypothesis and with the nuisance

parameters estimated under the alternative. For H0 : σ
2(j)
ω = 0, the statistic follows a

CvM distribution with two degrees of freedom for j = 1, ..., 5 and with one degree of

freedom for j = 6; see Harvey (2001) for the critical values. Furthermore, Hindrayanto et
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al. (2013) show that, in the model with two seasonal variances, the test for H0 : σ
2(II)
ω = 0

leads to a CvM test with nine degrees of freedom.

3.2 Modelling at several locations: Multi-level Dynamic Factor

Models

Consider now that the centre and log-range temperature has been observed at each mo-

ment of time t at N locations. If at each location, such series were mutually uncorrelated,

then one could model separately the system of centres and the system of log-ranges. Con-

sider, for instance, the system of centres.5 Given that our main interest is separating the

common and heterogeneous behaviour of the trends in the centre temperature at differ-

ent locations, we consider the deseasonalised centres.6 Denote by Yt = (y1t, ..., yNt)
′ the

N × 1 vector of deseasonalised centres, which is assumed to be decomposed into a vector

of common components (the common evolution of centre temperature) and a vector of id-

iosyncratic components (the heterogeneity in the trends of centre temperature at different

locations) as follows

Yt = PFt + Ut, (4)

where P is the N × r matrix of factor loadings, Ft = (F1t, ..., Frt)
′ is the r × 1 vector

of underlying unobserved factors at time t, and Ut is the N × 1 vector of idiosyncratic

components, which are allowed to be weakly cross-sectionally correlated but uncorrelated

with the factors, Ft. Given the nature of the data in this paper, we can assume that

centre temperature may be organized in blocks corresponding to different geographical

areas. These blocks imply zeros in the loading matrix P as not all variables in Yt load

on all r factors in the DFM. In this case, it is more appropriate to extract the factors

from a multi-level DFM obtained after imposing the adequate zero restrictions on the

matrix of loadings, P . Consequently, we consider a multi-level DFM in which there is

a factor, which is common to the full cross-section of centres and a number of factors,

each common to locations in a particular geographical area. The number of such regions

is specified using prior information about the data structure. Consider, for example,

5A similar analysis can be carried out for the system of log-ranges.
6Each centre is deseasonalised using the seasonal component estimated at each location separately.
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that there are five geographical areas with the variables in Yt divided in five blocks,

Yt = (Y1t, Y2t, Y3t, Y4t, Y5t)
′, with Y1t being an N1 × 1 vector of temperatures in the first

region and Y2t, Y3t, Y4t and Y5t being vectors of temperatures in the second, third, fourth

and firth regions with dimensions N2, N3, N4 and N5, respectively. The multi-level DFM

with rg = 1 global factor and rs = 5 regional factors (one per region) is given by

Yt =



Y1t

Y2t

Y3t

Y4t

Y5t


=



p11 p12 0 0 0 0

p21 0 p23 0 0 0

p31 0 0 p34 0 0

p41 0 0 0 p45 0

p51 0 0 0 0 p56





Fgt

Fs1t

Fs2t

Fs3t

Fs4t

Fs5t


+ Ut, (5)

where Fgt is a pervasive factor that loads in all centre temperature in the system and Fs1t,

Fs2t, Fs3t, Fs4t and Fs5t are regional factors loading in the variables Y1t, Y2t, Y3t, Y4t, and

Y5t, respectively. For j = 1, ..., 6, pij are Ni × 1 vectors of loadings, and Ut is the N × 1

vector of idiosyncratic components defined as in the DFM in (4). Finally, if, for example,

the global common factor is assumed to be an integrated random walk, then it is given

by7

Fgt = Fgt−1 + βt−1 (6a)

βt = βt−1 + ξt, (6b)

where ξt is a white noise with variance σ2
ξ . If the regional factors are assumed to be

stationary, then centre temperatures are assumed to be cointegrated, while if they are

non-stationary, then temperatures at different regions are not cointegrated unless the

regional factors are themselves cointegrated. In this paper, we assume that the regional

factors are stationary and given by the following AR(1) model

Fsit = ϕ1iFsit−1 + ηit, (7)

7The global factor could be modelled assuming other alternative specifications for the trend.
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where ηit are mutually independent white noises with variances σ2
ηi
.

Assuming stationary factors, Banbura, Giannone and Reichlin (2011) propose esti-

mating the parameters of the multi-level DFM in (5) by ML using the EM algorithm

proposed by Doz, Giannone and Reichlin (2012). In this paper, we slightly modify their

algorithm to allow for the global factor to be an integrated random walk and implement

instead the two-step procedure of Doz, Giannone and Reichlin (2011); see the Appendix

for details.

4 Empirical characteristics of temperature in the Iberian

Peninsula

In this section, we describe the main empirical characteristics of centre and log-range

temperature in the Iberian Peninsula.

4.1 The data

One very popular database for temperature-related variables is the Climate Research

Unit gridded Time Series (CRUTS) maintained by the University of West Anglia, which

is corrected to avoid inhomogeneities; see Mitchell and Jones (2005) and Harris et al.

(2020) for descriptions, Chang et al. (2020) and Marotta and Mumtaz (2023) for recent

applications using this database and Wijngaard, Klein Tauk and Können (2003) for a

discussion about homogeneity in European temperature series.8 Intervals of minimum

(ymin
t ) and maximum (ymax

t ) temperatures (measured in centigrades) are observed monthly

from January 1930 to December 2020 (T = 1092) in 68 locations in Spain.9 Figure 1

represents the Iberian Peninsula and some Spanish islands in the Mediterranean Sea and

the locations selected for the analysis.

8https://sites.uea.ac.uk/cru/data
9The minimum and maximum temperatures are monthly means of the individual daily mini-

mum and maximum temperatures. They are not the overall minimum or maximum temperatures
recorded each month. Furthermore, we have not considered temperatures in some locations in the At-
lantic Ocean because they were somewhat irregular. Similarly, we found some irregularities in data
recorded before 1930. Alternatively, one can use the database E-OBS provided by the European Cli-
mate Assessment under the Copernicus project of the European Commission with daily observations
since 1950; see, for example, Meng and Taylor (2022) for an application using the E-OBS data set,
which can be found at https://cds.climate.copernicus.eu/cdsap#!/dataset/insitu-gridded-observations-
europe?tab=overview. However, the E-OBS database may have issues related to inhomogeneity.
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Figure 1: Map of the Iberian Peninsula and Mediterranean islands belonging to Spain.
The locations marked with blue bullets correspond to geographical coordinates where min-
imum and maximum temperatures are observed. The red bullets represent the locations
of the main cities in Spain and Portugal, which are the capitals of their corresponding
provinces.

To analyse in detail the main empirical characteristics of temperature in the Iberian

Peninsula over the last and present centuries, we select four locations representing different

climates. The first location selected is Barcelona, a highly populated city situated on

the Spanish Mediterranean coast with a Mediterranean climate. The second location is

Coruña, a small city with an Atlantic climate on the Atlantic Northwest Spanish coast.

The third location considered is Madrid, Spain’s largest city, which is in the centre of

the Iberian Peninsula, with a continental climate. Finally, we consider temperature in

Seville, in the south of Spain, which has the warmest summer in continental Europe

among all cities with a population over 100,000 people; see Figure 1 for a map of the

Iberian Peninsula and the locations of the four cities considered.10

4.2 Descriptive statistics

We describe the main empirical properties of the centre and log-range temperature, Ct =

ymax
t +ymin

t

2
and Rt = ln(ymax

t − ymin
t ), respectively. Instead of standard time plots, Figure

10Meng and Taylor (2022) also consider minimum and maximum temperatures in Madrid and Seville.
Instead of analysing Barcelona and Coruña, they consider Cáceres and Albacete. Furthermore, note that
they consider daily data, for a shorter period from 1951 to 2015.
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2 displays seasonal polar plots, which help to visualize their strong seasonal patterns.11

First, consider the plots of the centres. We can conclude that the seasonal patterns

observed in Barcelona and Seville are very similar, with the largest seasonal variations.

The slightest seasonal variations are observed in Coruña. Second, Figure 2a shows that,

as expected, the annual variations of centre temperatures are more considerable in the

two coastal cities (Barcelona and Coruña) than in the cities located in the interior of the

Iberian Peninsula (Madrid and Seville); see also the sample standard deviations of the

annual variations reported in Table 1. Moreover, Figure 2a also suggests the possibility

of climate change in the four locations considered, with centre temperatures being larger

in more recent years than at the beginning of the 20th Century.

With respect to the log-range temperatures, the patterns in the four locations are

rather different. First, Figure 2b suggests periodic heteroscedasticity with the dispersion

being larger in winter than in summer months; see Dupuis (2014) for the same conclusion

when looking at minimum temperatures in South-western US and Meng and Taylor (2022)

for minimum and maximum temperatures in the four cities in Spain mentioned above.

Also, note that this pattern is more pronounced in the cities located in the interior of the

Iberian Peninsula than in those at the coast. With respect to Coruña, the dispersion is

smaller than in the rest of locations but with a considerable variability during the years

analysed. Finally, the dispersion has decreased over time in Barcelona while it seems to

increase in the other three cities.

Summarising, Figure 2 suggests the presence of possible trends and strong seasonal

patterns, some of which may have changed over the last century. Furthermore, we can

also observe some heterogeneity in the patterns of centre and log-range temperatures in

the four locations considered.

Table 1 reports several descriptive statistics of the annual differences of the centre and

log-range at each of the four locations. In particular, it reports the sample mean, stan-

dard deviation, skewness and kurtosis, the last two together with their p-values obtained

according to the results of Bai and Ng (2005). Table 1 also reports the p-values of the

Bai and Ng (2005) test for normality in the presence of temporally correlated data and

the Box-Pierce test for joint serial uncorrelation of the first 12 lags. First, we can observe

11The first author developed all codes in R needed to obtain the empirical results in this paper.
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Figure 2: Seasonal polar plots of centre and log-range temperature in Barcelona, Coruña,
Madrid and Seville.

(a) centre (b) Log-range

that the sample means of the annual variations of the centre temperature are positive and

approximately the same, 0.02, in the four locations considered. However, their standard

deviations differ, being largest in Barcelona and smallest in Seville. It is also important

to note that normality seems to be adequate to represent the probabilistic distribution of

the annual variations of the centre temperature. When looking at the annual variations

of the log-range temperature, we observe that they have the largest standard deviation in

Coruña. In this case, normality is rejected in all locations except Barcelona due to excess

of kurtosis.

Table 1: Descriptive statistics of annual differences of centre and log-range temperature:
sample mean (Mean), standard deviation (St. dev.), skewness and kurtosis together with
the corresponding p-values of the Bai and Ng (2005) tests of the last two quantities. p-
values of the normality test (BN) and the Box-Pierce test for 12 lags (Q(12)) are also
reported.

Barcelona Coruña Madrid Seville Barcelona Coruña Madrid Seville
Centre Log-range

Mean 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
St. dev. 1.62 1.52 1.50 1.42 0.10 0.20 0.12 0.11
Skewness 0.01 0.02 0.09 0.01 -0.05 -0.10 -0.26 -0.16

(0.12) (0.42) (0.12) (0.46) (0.74) (0.87) (0.97) (0.90)

Kurtosis 3.13 2.85 2.87 2.71 3.32 3.55 4.54 4.33
(0.27) (0.79) (0.77) (0.97) (0.12) (0.02) (0.00) (0.00)

BN 0.48 0.56 0.17 0.04 0.16 0.00 0.00 0.00
Q(12) 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Finally, we analyse correlations between centres and log-ranges at all 68 locations to
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Figure 3: Correlation map between the centres and the log-ranges temperatures in the 68
locations in the Iberian Peninsula.

further investigate heterogeneity in the evolution of temperature. Figure 3 plots the map

of pairwise correlations between centres and log-ranges at all 68 locations. The main

conclusion from this figure is that, at each location, centres and log-ranges do not seem

to be mutually correlated and, consequently, they can be modelled separately. However,

there are relevant correlations among the centres at different locations and among the

log-ranges at different locations. Consequently, we analyse the presence of clusters among

the centres and among the log-range temperatures. Figures 4 and 5 plot the correlation

maps for each of them at all 68 locations in the Iberian Peninsula. Using the complete

linkage method for hierarchical clustering, which defines the distance between two clusters

as the maximum distance between their components, we can identify five clusters in the

centre temperature and three in the log-ranges; see the maps in Figures 4 and 5.
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Figure 4: Correlation map of centre temperatures (left) and map of the Iberian Peninsula
with the resulting clusters (right).

Figure 5: Correlation map of log-range temperatures (left) and map of the Iberian Penin-
sula with the resulting clusters (right).
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5 Empirical modelling of centre and log-range tem-

perature at selected locations

The results of fitting model (1) separately in the four locations considered, Barcelona,

Coruña, Madrid and Seville, are reported in the Online Appendix. The reported estimates

show that, in concordance with the descriptive analysis carried out in the previous section,

and regardless of the particular location considered, the shocks of the trend, seasonal and

irregular components of the centre and log-range are uncorrelated.12 Consequently, in

this section, we fit separate DF-BSM to centre and log-range at each location.

The estimated parameters of model (1) are reported in Table 2, which also reports

the RWD and IRW statistics as well as those for the null of the seasonal variances being

zero.13 Some diagnostic statistics can be found in Figures 6 to 9. We observe that,

regardless of whether we look at centre or log-range temperature and of the location, the

residuals are uncorrelated. Furthermore, as expected, although normality seems to be an

appropriate approximation for centre temperature, log-ranges have heavy tails, mainly in

the two interior locations.

Several important conclusions about the nature of the trend and seasonal component of

the centre (average) and log-range (variability) temperature in each of the four locations

considered can be extracted from the estimated variances reported in Table 2. First,

we can observe that, regardless of the location, the trend of the centre temperature is

represented by an integrated random walk with σ̂2
η being not significantly different from

zero, while σ̂2
ξ ̸= 0. This implies a stochastic trend with a smooth evolution. This result

concurs with the works that conclude that the trend of average temperature is stochastic.

Furthermore, according to the integrated random walk model, the slope of the trend can

evolve over time.

Figure 10 displays the estimated (smoothed) trends of centre temperature in the four

selected locations together with 95% bounds obtained using the MSEs delivered by the

Kalman filter. The figure also shows that there is a smoothly increasing trend over the

12All calculations are carried out using the KFAS library developed by Helske (2017) in the R pro-
gramming environment.

13Note that, based on previous analysis not reported to save space, the seasonal variances of the last
five frequencies are assumed to be equal.
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Figure 6: Diagnostics of standardized residuals of the SSM model fitted for centre (left
column) and log-range (right column) temperature in Barcelona together with sample
autocorrelations and Q-Q plot.
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Figure 7: Diagnostics of standardized residuals of the SSM model fitted for centre (left
column) and log-range (right column) temperature in Coruña together with sample au-
tocorrelations and Q-Q plot.
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Figure 8: Diagnostics of standardized residuals of the SSM model fitted for centre (left
column) and log-range (right column) temperature in Madrid together with sample auto-
correlations and Q-Q plot.
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Figure 9: Diagnostics of standardized residuals of the SSM model fitted for centre (left
column) and log-range (right column) temperature in Seville together with sample auto-
correlations and Q-Q plot.
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Table 2: Estimation results of separate state space models fitted to centre and log-range
temperature in four locations in the Iberian Peninsula: i) Estimated variances together

with statistics of tests for deterministic components: RWD, IRW, H0I : σ
2(I)
ω = 0 and

H0II : σ
2(II)
ω = 0; ii) Estimated components at the end of the sample period together with

standard deviations in parenthesis.

Centre Log-range Centre Log-range
Barcelona Coruña

σ2
ε 1.264 0.004 1.141 0.018

σ2
η 1.14× 10−16 4.20× 10−6 1.50× 10−16 5.12× 10−5

RWD 0.097 1.028∗∗∗ 0.081 1.846∗∗∗

σ2
ζ 7.85× 10−8 1.28× 10−33 1.24× 10−7 1.62× 10−33

IRW 0.808∗∗ 0.004 1.554∗∗∗ 0.003

σ
2(I)
ω 3.2× 10−4 7.53× 10−28 3.5× 10−4 9.22× 10−28

H0I 1.129∗∗∗ 1.213∗∗∗ 0.928∗∗∗ 0.795∗∗∗

σ
2(II)
ω 6.6× 10−25 6.26× 10−168 9.8× 10−25 2.11× 10−167

H0II 3.521∗∗∗ 1.421 2.249∗∗ 2.675∗∗

µT 17.294 2.199 14.298 2.177
(0.03) (0.00) (0.03) (0.00)

βT 0.005 3.15× 10−5 0.004 0.000
(0.00) (0.00) (0.00) (0.00)

Madrid Seville
σ2
ε 1.111 0.007 1.001 0.006

σ2
η 1.52× 10−16 5.84× 10−6 2.03× 10−16 6.31× 10−5

RWD 0.131 4.299∗∗∗ 0.181 6.282∗∗∗

σ2
ζ 1.13× 10−7 1.41× 10−33 1.10× 10−7 1.36× 10−33

IRW 1.912∗∗∗ 0.108 3.271∗∗∗ 0.077

σ
2(I)
ω 6.3× 10−4 8.14× 10−28 7.58× 10−4 7.89× 10−28

H0I 0.173 0.190 0.116 1.476∗∗∗

σ
2(II)
ω 9.81× 10−25 1.00× 10−167 1.45× 10−24 8.27× 10−164

H0II 2.765∗∗ 1.317 2.261∗∗ 2.980∗∗∗

µT 15.887 2.484 18.894 2.572
(0.03) (0.00) (0.03) (0.00)

βT 0.003 0.000 0.003 0.000
(0.00) (0.00) (0.00) (0.00)

Notes: * significant at 10% level; ** significant at 5% level; *** significant at 1% level.

last 90 years. Consider, for example, the centre temperature at Barcelona, which starts

around 15◦C in 1930 while the estimated underlying level in December 2020 is 17.298◦C.

Note that even if we consider the uncertainty in the estimated trend, the increase of 2

degrees in the centre temperature over the last 90 years is clearly significant. We can also

observe in Figure 10 that the slope of the trend is changing over the sample period, and,

except for Barcelona, it is smaller since 2000. This deceleration is in concordance with
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Figure 10: Estimated trend of centre temperature together with 95% confidence intervals:
Barcelona (top left), Coruña (top right), Madrid (bottom left), Seville (bottom right).

the hiatus of average temperature described above. However, note that there is a recent

acceleration since the second decade of the XXI Century, which is more pronounced in

Barcelona and less in Seville. Table 2 also reports the estimated trends and slopes at the

end of the sample period, December 2020, for the centre at each location. Note that, in

December 2020, the estimated level of the trend is largest in Seville (18.896) and Barcelona

(17.294) followed by Madrid (15.889) and Coruña (14.301). Even more important is to

observe that the estimated slopes of the trend are larger in the coastal locations (0.004)

and smaller at the interior locations, Madrid (0.003) and Seville (0.002), with these two

latter slopes being not significant.

Second, we look now at the results for the seasonal component of the centre. Re-

gardless of the location, we observe that the seasonal component is stochastic, with the

corresponding variances significantly different from zero. The evolution of the estimated

smoothed seasonal component of the centre temperature in each of the four locations is

plotted in Figure 11. Our results are in line with those works that support an stochastic

evolution of the seasonality of temperatures, even if, as observed in Figure 11, this evo-

lution is very smooth; see also the results by Bogalo, Poncela and Senra (2024), who also

conclude that there are changes in the seasonal pattern.

However, the trend of the log-range has a constant slope equal to zero, implying

that µt is a random walk. Henceforth, the level of log-range is non-stationary implying
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Figure 11: Estimated seasonal component of centre temperature together with 95% con-
fidence intervals: Barcelona (top left), Coruña (top right), Madrid (bottom left), Seville
(bottom right).

that minimum and maximum temperatures are not cointegrated. This finding is relevant

because it shows that coldest and warmest months over time do not follow the same

stochastic pattern in the long run. Figure 12 plots the smoothed estimated level of the

log-range temperature, and shows a random evolution without a particular trend. Table

2 reports the estimated value of µT and shows that it is larger in Madrid and Seville (2.48

and 2.57, respectively) than at the coastal cities (2.20 at Barcelona and 2.18 at Coruña).

The dispersion between minimum and maximum temperatures has increased in recent

years.

Finally, regardless of the location, the seasonal component of the dispersion between

minimum and maximum temperature is strong and has a stochastic evolution with the

corresponding variances being significantly different from zero; see Figure 13.

6 Multivariate modelling of centre and log-range tem-

perature in the Iberian Peninsula

It is well known that local climate can exacerbate the impact of global warming; see, for

example, Estrada and Perron (2021). Consequently, disentangling the local and global

drivers of warming can guide local adaptation policies. In this section, we fit a multi-level

29



Figure 12: Estimated trend component of log-range temperature together with 95% con-
fidence intervals: Barcelona (top left), Coruña (top right), Madrid (bottom left), Seville
(bottom right).

Figure 13: Estimated seasonal component of log-range temperature together with 95%
confidence intervals: Barcelona (top left), Coruña (top right), Madrid (bottom left),
Seville (bottom right).
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DFM to the centre and log-range temperature observed at 68 locations in the Iberian

Peninsula. As discussed in previous sections, the seasonal component is ubiquitous.

Therefore, we extract the seasonal component from the centre and log-range tempera-

ture before analysing the common patterns in temperature trends.14

6.1 Muti-level DFM for centre temperature

We first analyse the degree of comovement in the trends of centre temperature in the

Iberian Peninsula. We fit the ML-DFM that decomposes each centre temperature into (i)

a global component that is common to all centre temperature, (ii) one common component

specific to each of the five regions as determined in Figure 4, and (iii) purely idiosyncratic

components. According to the results in the univariate analysis, this common component

is assumed to follow an integrated random walk. The regional specific components are

assumed to follow stationary autoregressive models; see a detailed description of the ML-

DFM fitted to the centre temperature in the Appendix.

The ML-DFM is estimated by ML implemented using the expectation-maximization

(EM) algorithm proposed by Doz, Giannone and Reichlin (2012); see Delle Chiaie, Ferrara

and Giannone (2022) for the implementation of the algorithm to a ML-DFM. The EM

algorithm is modified to take into account that the global common component is an

integrated random walk; see the Appendix for details. Figure 14 plots the estimated

global factor (filtered estimates). We can observe that during the sample period, the

global factor has a smoothly evolving trend with a positive slope in the more recent years.

Figure 14 also displays the estimated loadings in each of the locations in the sample and

shows that they are similar and close to one.

Consider now the estimated common factors of the centre temperature corresponding

to each of the five regions described above. Figure 15 plots such common regional factors

together with their corresponding loadings. The common regional factors do not show

any further trend being stationary. Furthermore, the loadings of the regional factors are

relatively small when compared with the loadings of the common global trend. This is

especially the case in Region 5, while in Region 1, the weight of the regional factor is

14The seasonal component is extracted from each series after fitting a structural model by subtracting
the estimated filtered seasonal component.
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Figure 14: First row: Global common factor of centre temperature during the entire
sample period in black, and (standardised) deseasonalised monthly centre temperature
at 68 locations in the Iberian Peninsula in lightblue (first row). Second row: Estimated
loading in each location.
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Figure 15: Regional common factors of centre temperature during the full sample period
(top panel). The bottom panel shows loadings of the regional factors (red) and the
corresponding loadings of the global factors (blue).

relatively larger when compared with that of the global common trend; see also Figure

16 that represents the map of the Iberian Peninsula with the global and regional factors

at each location.

6.2 Multi-level DFM for log-range temperature

Finally, we consider the joint modelling of the log-range temperature at the 68 locations

in the Iberian Peninsula. The ML-DFM is fitted by assuming a global factor common to

all regions, modelled as a random walk, and one stationary regional factor common to the

locations in each of the three regions determined in Figure 5.

Figure 17 plots the common global factor of the log-range temperature in the Iberian

Peninsula. It shows a pronounced increase in the distance between the minimum and

maximum temperature over the last twenty years, which might be attributed to the fact

that the maximum temperature is increasing faster. Figure 17 also show that the loadings

of the global factor can vary between 0.6 in Lleida and 0.96 in Burgos, although they are
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Figure 16: Map of the Iberian Peninsula with the global (left) and regional (right) loadings
of the centre temperature in each location. The darker colors represent larger values.

positive and large in all locations.

To conclude, Figure 18 plots the regional factors. Although these factors are stationary,

they seem to have an increase in the level during the last decade, mainly in regions 1 and

3. When looking at the loadings of the regional factors, plotted in the same figure, we

can observe that they are relatively large when compared with the loadings of the global

factors. Regional factors have an important weight in explaining the evolution of the

differences between maximum and minimum temperature in the Iberian Peninsula; see

also Figure 19.

7 Conclusions

In this paper, we propose using unobserved component models to represent the dynamic

evolution of centre and log-range temperature observed monthly at different locations in

the Iberian Peninsula over the last century. By doing so, we contribute to the literature on

climate change in two main ways. First, from a methodological point of view, we use the

information not only of the centre (average) temperature but also information associated

to extreme (minimum and maximum) temperatures. Also, the methodology implemented

in this paper allows the incorporation of seasonal patterns and the distinction between

deterministic and stochastic components in temperatures. Finally, the methodology can

be implemented to represent centre and log-range temperature not only at a given location

but also at a large number of locations. Consequently, it allows the simultaneous analysis

of the common components and the heterogeneity of climate change and the analysis of the
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Figure 17: First row: Global common factor of log-range temperature during the entire
sample period in black, and (standardised) deseasonalised monthly log-range temperature
at 68 locations in the Iberian Peninsula in lightblue (top row). Second row: Estimated
loading in each location.
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Figure 18: Regional common factors for log-range temperature during the full sample
period (top panel) together with the corresponding loadings of the regional factors (red)
and the global factor (blue) (bottom panel) .

Figure 19: Map of the Iberian Peninsula with the global (left) and regional (right) loadings
of the log-range temperature in each location. The darker colors represent larger values.
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relative importance of both elements. This methodology can obviously be implemented

to analyse temperature in other areas of the world.

Second, in the particular application to model temperatures in the Iberian Peninsula,

we conclude that, at each particular location, the centre and log-range temperature can

be modelled separately. Furthermore, they are characterised by strong seasonal stochastic

components, which are similar but different in magnitude at different locations evolving

very smoothly over time. We also conclude that the evolution of the centre temperature

can be represented by a smooth integrated random walk, which implies changes in the

slope of the trend with a recent increase at some particular locations. However, the

evolution of the distance between minimum and maximum temperatures is characterised

by an evolving level modelled as a random walk.

Finally, when jointly modelling centre and log-range deseasonalised temperature at

several locations, we show that the centre temperature are characterised by a strong

global component with relatively weaker regional components. However, the distance

between the minimum and maximum temperature is characterised by global and regional

components with similar weights.
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Supplementary Material

A STATE SPACE MODEL

Consider model (1) for the centre and log-range temperature, Xt = [Ct, Rt]. This model

can be written in state space form as follows

Xt = Zαt + εt, (A.1a)

αt = Tαt−1 + ηt, (A.1b)

where αt =
(
µ1t, µ2t, β1t, β2t, γ

(1)
1t , γ

(1)
2t , γ

∗(1)
1t , γ

∗(1)
2t , γ

(2)
1t , γ

(2)
2t , γ

∗(2)
1t , γ

∗(2)
2t ..., γ

(6)
1t , γ

(6)
2t

)′
is the

26× 1 vector of unobserved states. The 2× 26 observation matrix Z is given by

Z =
[
1 0 0 0 −1 0 0 0 −1 0 0 0 −1 0 0 0 −1 0 0 0 −1 0 0 0 −1 0
0 1 0 0 0 −1 0 0 0 −1 0 0 0 −1 0 0 0 −1 0 0 0 −1 0 0 0 −1

]
, (A.2)

while the 26× 26 transition matrix T is given by

T =



1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ··· 0 0
0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ··· 0 0
0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ··· 0 0
0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ··· 0 0
0 0 0 0 cosλ1 0 sinλ1 0 0 0 0 0 ··· 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 cosλ1 0 sinλ1 0 0 0 0 ··· 0 0
0 0 0 0 −sinλ1 0 cosλ1 0 0 0 0 0 ··· 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 −sinλ1 0 cosλ1 0 0 0 0 ··· 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 cosλ2 0 sinλ2 0 ··· 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 cosλ2 0 sinλ2 ··· 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 −sinλ2 0 cosλ2 0 ··· 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 −sinλ2 0 cosλ2 ··· 0 0
...
...
...
...

...
...

...
...

...
...

...
...

...
...

...
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ··· cosλ6 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ··· 0 cosλ6


. (A.3)

Finally, the covariance matrix of εt is assumed to be constant over time and given by

H =

 σ2
1ε σ12ε

σ12ε σ2
2ε,

 (A.4)
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while the covariance matrix of ηt is given by

Q =



σ2
ν1 σν12 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ··· 0 0

σν12 σ2
ν2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ··· 0 0

0 0 σ2
ζ1 σζ12 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ··· 0 0

0 0 σζ12 σ2
ζ1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ··· 0 0

0 0 0 0 σ2
ω1 σω12 0 0 0 0 0 0 ··· 0 0

0 0 0 0 σω12 σ2
ω2 0 0 0 0 0 0 ··· 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 σ2
ω1 σω12 0 0 0 0 ··· 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 σω12 σ2
ω2 0 0 0 0 ··· 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 σ2
ω1 σω12 0 0 ··· 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 σω12 σ2
ω2 0 0 ··· 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 σ2
ω1 σω12 ··· 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 σω12 σ2
ω2 ··· 0 0

...
...

...
...

...
...

...
...

...
...

...
...

...
...

...
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ··· σ2

ω1 σω12

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ··· σω12 σ2
ω2



. (A.5)

Consider now the DFM for the deseasonalised centre temperature observed at N lo-

cations, denoted as Ct = (c1t, ..., cNt)
′. Assume that the centres are grouped per region

with c1t, ..., cN1t being the centres at time t in the first region, cN1+1t, ..., cN1+N2t being

those corresponding to the second region, cN1+N2+1t, ..., cN1+N2+N3t being the centres cor-

responding to the third region, and cN1+N2+N3+1t, ..., cN1+N2+N3+N4t and

cN1+N2+N3+N4+1t, ..., cN1+N2+N3+N4+1,...,cNt
being the centres in the fourth and fifth regions,

respectively. Assuming also that global common factor, Fgt, is an integrated random walk,

the regional factors, Fs1t, ..., Fs5t, are stationary AR(1) processes, and the idiosyncratic

noises, εt = (ε1t, ..., εNt)
′, are cross-sectionally uncorrelated white noises, the state space

form of the multi-level DFM is given by



c1t
c2t
...

cN1t
cN1+1t
cN1+2t

...
cN1+N2t

cN1+N2+1t
cN1+N2+2t

...
cN1+N2+N3t

cN1+N2+N3+1t
cN1+N2+N3+2t

...
cN1+N2+N3+N4t

cN1+N2+N3+N4+1t
cN1+N2+N3+N4+2t

...
cNt



=



p11 0 p21 0 0 0 0
p12 0 p22 0 0 0 0

...
...

...
...

...
...

...
p1N1

0 p2N1
0 0 0 0

p1N1+1 0 0 p31 0 0 0
p1N1+2 0 0 p32 0 0 0

...
...

...
...

...
...

...
p1N1+N2

0 0 p3N2
0 0 0

p1N1+N2+1 0 0 0 p41 0 0
p1N1+N2+2 0 0 0 p42 0 0

...
...

...
...

...
...

...
p1N1+N2+N3

0 0 0 p4N3
0 0

p1N1+N2+N3+1 0 0 0 0 p51 0
p1N1+N2+N3+2 0 0 0 0 p52 0

...
...

...
...

...
...

...
p1N1+N2+N3+N4

0 0 0 0 p5N4
0

p1N1+N2+N3+N4+1 0 0 0 0 0 p61
p1N1+N2+N3+N4+2 0 0 0 0 0 p62

...
...

...
...

...
...

...
p1N 0 0 0 0 0 p6N5




Fgt

βt

Fs1t
Fs2t
Fs3t
Fs4t
Fs5t

+ εt, (A.6)

where εt has diagonal covariance matrix Σε = dig (σ2
ε1, ..., σ

2
εN). Finally, the transition
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equation is given by


Fgt

βt

Fs1t
Fs2t
Fs3t
Fs4t
Fs5t

 =


1 1 0 0 0 0 0
0 1 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 ϕ1 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 ϕ2 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 ϕ3 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 ϕ4 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 ϕ5




Fgt−1

βt−1

Fs1t−1

Fs2t−1

Fs3t−1

Fs4t−1

Fs5t−1

+ ηt, (A.7)

where ηt = (0, ξt, η1t, ..., η5t)
′, with covariance matrix Ση = diag

[
0, σ2

ξ , σ
2
η1, ..., σ

2
η5

]
.

If the parameters in the state space model above were known, one can run the Kalman

filter to estimate the factors. However, these parameters are unknown and should be

estimated. Inspired by the two-step procedure of Doz, Giannone and Reichlin (2011), we

propose to estimate them using PC to extract the factors from the multilevel DFM. Note

that, given that the regional factors and the idiosyncratic components are stationary,

it does not need to differentiate the original observations to estimate using PC. The

procedure is as follows. First, the first PC is extracted from the original system of centres,

obtaining, F̂
(PC)
gt and its corresponding loadings, p̂

(PC)
1i , i = 1, ..., N . Then, using the

residuals obtained by subtracting the first common component, û
(PC)
it = cit − p̂

(PC)
1i F̂

(PC)
gt ,

the regional factors and their loadings are estimated, F̂
(PC)
sjt and p̂

(PC)
j+1i , for j = 1, ...5

and i = 1, ..., Nj. Finally, one can also obtain estimates of the idiosyncratic components

by subtracting the common component, which for the centres in region j are given by

ε̂
(PC)
it = cit − p̂

(PC)
1i F̂

(PC)
gt − p̂

(PC)
j+1i F̂

(PC)
sjt . Then, the loadings in the measurement equation

in (A.6) are substituted by the corresponding PC estimates p̂
(PC)
ji , while the idiosyncratic

variances in the main diagonal of Σε are estimated by σ̂2
εi = 1

T

∑T
t=1

(
ε̂it − ¯̂εi

)2
, where

¯̂εi =
1
T

∑T
t=1 ε̂it. Finally, the autoregressive parameters and variances of the transition

equation in (A.7) corresponding to the regional factors are estimated by regressing F̂
(PC)
sjt

on a constant and F̂
(PC)
sjt−1, obtaining, ϕ̂j and σ̂2

ηj, while σ̂
2
ξ is the sample variance of△2F̂

(PC)
gt .
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B Joint modelling of centre and log-range temperature at se-

lected locations of the Iberian Peninsula

Table B.1 reports the estimated parameter when the state space model (A.1a) is estimated

to the system of centre/log-range temperature at each location.

Table B.1: Estimation results of the joint state space model fitted to maximum and
minimum temperatures in four locations in the Iberian Peninsula.

Center Log-range Cov Corr Center Log-range Cov Corr
Barcelona Coruña

Measurement 1.302 0.005 0.015 0.186 1.096 0.017 0.021 0.154
Level 9.29× 10−23 2.48× 10−5 1.21× 10−16 0.003 7.12× 10−14 5.67× 10−5 −5.65× 10−13 -0.000
Slope 1.92× 10−36 1.60× 10−10 1.73× 10−23 0.987 8.33× 10−8 1.40× 10−11 −6.11× 10−10 -0.566
Seasonal 1 1.67 ×10−4 1.16× 10−6 1.62 ×10−7 0.012 3.99× 10−7 3.75× 10−6 −1.34× 10−9 -0.001
Seasonal 2 1.47 ×10−40 1.57× 10−10 1.52× 10−25 1.000 1.50× 10−44 4.48× 10−12 −2.59× 10−28 -0.999

Madrid Seville
Measurement 1.062 0.006 0.011 0.138 0.979 0.006 0.004 0.052
Level 1.47× 10−19 1.60× 10−5 2.81× 10−16 0.004 1.47× 10−19 3.39× 10−5 1.07× 10−14 0.005
Slope 9.99× 10−8 2.78× 10−10 5.19× 10−9 0.98 1.51× 10−7 7.89× 10−10 1.09× 10−8 0.999
Seasonal 1 4.25× 10−4 2.07× 10−6 3.39× 10−7 0.011 3.10× 10−4 1.45× 10−6 4.91× 10−7 0.023
Seasonal 2 3.29× 10−33 2.70× 10−10 9.42× 10−22 0.999 4.45× 10−36 7.78× 10−10 5.89× 10−23 1.002

The estimates reported in Table B.1 show that, in Coruña, Madrid and Seville, σ̂2
η1

is approximately zero while σ̂2
ξ1

is small. Consequently, the center temperature in these

three locations can be well represented by a Integrated Random Walk according to which

the trend is smoothly evolving over time. The behaviour of the trend of the centre

temperature is slightly different in Barcelona with the estimates of both variances being

close to zero implying a deterministic trend. Furthermore, Table B.1 shows that σ̂2

ω
(1)
1

is rather small while σ̂2

ω
(2)
1

is approximately zero, implying a stochastic evolution of the

seasonal pattern of the centre temperature. Figure B.1, which plots the QQ plots and

estimated autocorrelations of the corresponding standardised residuals, does not show any

sign of misspecification.

When looking at the results corresponding to the log-range temperature, Table B.1

shows that, regardless of the location, all the estimated variances, although small, imply

non-negligible signal-to-noise ratios. Therefore, both the trend and seasonal components

of log-range temperature are stochastic. The diagnosis of the standardised residuals show

that, although mostly uncorrelated, they are characterised by a distribution with heavy

tails.

Finally, a final remarkable result observed in Table B.1 is that the estimated covari-
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(a) Barcelona
(b) Coruña

(c) Madrid (d) Seville

Figure B.1: Diagnostics of standardized residuals of the SSM model for center (top row)
and log-range (bottom row) temperature: Q-Q plot (left column) and autocorrelations
(right column).

ances between the shocks of the centre and log-range temperature imply correlations close

to zero, when the variances are different from zero. An important consequence of this

result is that the centre and log-range temperature can be modelled separately.
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