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Abstract

We consider the statistical inference for high-dimensional precision matrices. Specifically,
we propose a data-driven procedure for constructing a class of simultaneous confidence regions
for a subset of the entries of a large precision matrix. The confidence regions can be applied
to test for specific structures of a precision matrix, and to recover its nonzero components.
We first construct an estimator for the precision matrix via penalized node-wise regression.
We then develop the Gaussian approximation to approximate the distribution of the maxi-
mum difference between the estimated and the true precision coefficients. A computationally
feasible parametric bootstrap algorithm is developed to implement the proposed procedure.
The theoretical justification is established under the setting which allows temporal dependence
among observations. Therefore the proposed procedure is applicable to both independent and
identically distributed data and time series data. Numerical results with both simulated and

real data confirm the good performance of the proposed method.
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1 Introduction

With an ever-increasing capacity of collecting and storing data, industry, business and government
offices all encounter the task of analyzing the data of unprecedented size arisen from various
practical fields such as panel studies of economic, social and natural (such as weather) phenomena,
financial market analysis, genetic studies and communications engineering. A significant feature of
these data is that the number of variables recorded on each individual is large or extremely large.
Meanwhile, in many empirical studies, observations taken over different times are dependent with
each other. Therefore, many well-developed statistical inference methods for independent and
identically distributed (i.i.d.) data may no longer be applicable. Those features of modern data

bring both opportunities and challenges to statisticians and econometricians.

The entries of covariance matrix measure the marginal linear dependence of two components
of a random vector. There is a large body of literature on estimation and hypothesis testing
of high-dimensional covariance matrices with i.i.d.data, including Bickel and Levina| (2008alb),
Qiu and Chen| (2012), |Cai et al. (2013]), Chang et al. (2017b) and references within. In order to
capture the conditional dependence of two components of a random vector conditionally on all
the others, the Gaussian graphical model (GGM) has been widely used. Under GGM, conditional
independence of two components is equivalent to the fact that the correspondent entry of the
precision matrix (i.e. the inverse of the covariance matrix) is zero. Therefore, the conditional
dependence among components of a random vector can be well understood by investigating the
structure of its precision matrix. Beyond GGM, the bijection relationship between the conditional
dependence and the precision matrix may not hold. Nevertheless, the precision matrix still plays
an important role in, among others, linear regression (van de Geer et al., [2014), linear prediction
and kriging, and partial correlation graphs (Huang et al.,|2010). See also Examples 1-3 in Section
2 below.

Let € denote a p X p precision matrix and p be large. With i.i.d. observations, [Yuan and
Lin (2007) and Friedman et al.| (2008]) adopted graphical Lasso to estimate €2 by maximizing the
likelihood with an L; penalty. Meinshausen and Bithlmann| (2006]) introduced a neighborhood
selection procedure which estimates €2 by finding the nonzero regression coefficients of each com-
ponent on all the other components using Lasso (Tibshirani, 1996) or Dantzig method (Candes
and Taol 2007). Also see (Cai et al,| (2011]), [Xue and Zou (2012)) and |Sun and Zhang| (2013)) for
other penalized estimation methods. |(Chen et al.| (2013) investigated the theoretical properties of
the graphical Lasso estimator for €2 with dependent observations. Though these methods provide
consistent estimators for €2 under some structural assumptions (for example, sparsity) imposed
on €2, they cannot be used for statistical inference directly due to the non-negligible estimation

biases, caused by the penalization, which are of order slower than n=1/2,

The bias issue has been successfully overcome with i.i.d. Gaussian observations by, for example,
Liu (2013) based on p node-wise regressions method. Furthermore, Ren et al.| (2015) proposed

a novel estimator for each entry of €2 based on pairwise L; penalized regression, and showed

p(p—1)

that their estimators achieved the minimax optimal rate with no bias terms. In spite of =5



pairs among p components, their method in practice only requires at most p(1 + §) pairwise L

penalized regressions, where 5 is the average size of the selected node-wise regression models.

The major contribution of this paper is to construct the confidence regions for subsets of the
entries of 2. To our best knowledge, this is the first attempt of this kind. Furthermore we provide
the asymptotic justification under the setting which allows dependent observations, and, hence,
includes i.i.d. data as a special case. See also Remark 2 in Section 3.2 below. More precisely, let
S C {1,...,p}? be a given index set of interest, whose cardinality |S| can be finite or grow with
p. Let Qg be the vector consisting of the entries of €2 with their indices in S. We propose a class
of data-driven confidence regions {Cs q }o<a<1 for Qs such that supg. 1 |P(2s € Cs,0) — | = 0
when both n,p — oo, where n denotes the sample size. The potential application of Cs . is wide,
including, for example, testing for some specific structures of €2, and detecting and recovering

nonzero entries of € consistently.

For any matrix A = (a;;), let |A|s = max; j |a;;| be its element-wise Loo-norm. We proceed as
follows. First we propose a bias corrected estimator ﬁg for 25 via penalized node-wise regressions,
and develop an asymptotic expansion for n'/ 2(5\23 — Qg) without assuming Gaussianity. As the
leading term in the asymptotic expansion is a partial sum, we approximate the distribution of
nl/2 ](AZS — Qs by that of the Lo,-norm of a high-dimensional normal distributed random vector
with mean zero and covariance being an estimated long-run covariance matrix of an unobservable
process. This normal approximation, inspired by |Chernozhukov et al.| (2013,|2014), paves the way
for evaluating the probabilistic behavior of nt/ 2|ﬁg — Q5|00 by parametric bootstrap.

It is worth pointing out that the kernel estimator for long-run covariances, initially proposed
by |Andrews| (1991) for the problem with fixed dimension (i.e. p fixed), also works under our setting
with p — oo without requiring any structural assumptions on the underlying long-run covariance
matrix. Owning to the form of this kernel estimator, the parametric bootstrap sampling can be
implemented in an efficient manner in terms of both computational complexity and the required

storage space; see Remark 4 in Section 3.2 below.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. Section [2]introduces the problem to be solved and
its background. The proposed procedure and its theoretical properties are presented in Section
Section [4| discusses the applications of our results. Simulation studies and a real data analysis are
reported in Sections [5] and [0, respectively. All the technical proofs are relegated to the Appendix.
We conclude this section by introducing some notation that is used throughout the paper. We
write a, < b, to mean 0 < liminf,,_, |an/by| < limsup,,_, |an/by| < co. We say z,, ; = op(an)
uniformly over j € J if maxje s &, j/an| 2 0 as n — co. Let | - |; and | - |o denote, respectively,

the L1- and Lo-norm of a vector.

2 Preliminaries

Let y1,...,yn be n observations from an RP-valued time series, where y; = (y1,¢,...,yp¢)" and

each y; has the constant first two moments, i.e. E(y;) = p and Cov(y;) = X for each ¢. Let



Q = X! be the precision matrix. We assume that {y+} is f-mixing in the sense that 8y — 0 as

k — oo, where

Br = SLilpIE{ sup |P(B|.Z" ) — IP’(B)}}.

T
BEFT,

Here Z!  and F 7, are the o-fields generated respectively by {yu}u<: and {yu}u>t4x. S-mixing
is a mild condition for time series. It is known that causal ARMA processes with continuous
innovation distributions, stationary Markov chains under some mild conditions and stationary
GARCH models with finite second moments and continuous innovation distributions are all (-
mixing. We refer to Section 2.6 of Fan and Yao| (2003) for the further details on [-mixing

condition.

For a given index set S C {1,...,p}?, recall £2s denotes the vector consisting of the entries
of © with their indices in §. We are interested in constructing a class of confidence regions
{Cs,a}o<a<1 for Qs such that

sup |[P(Q2s € Cs,a) —| =0 as n,p— . (1)
0<a<l

We also allow r = |S|, the length of vector €2s, either to be fixed or to go to infinity together

with p. The largest r can be p?>. We first give several motivating examples.

Example 1. (High-dimensional linear regression) Consider linear regression z; = x;y + &; with
E(x¢e¢) = 0, where x; consists of m explanatory variables and m is large, and v = (vy1,...,7m)" =
{E(x:xF)} 'E(x¢2:) are true regression coefficients. In order to identify non-zero regression coef-

ficients, we test the hypotheses

Hy:v =0 forallle A vs. Hy:v#0 forsomel € A, (2)
where A C {1,...,m} is a given index set of interest. Let y; = (z,x])", and Q = (wj, j,)pxp be
the precision matrix of y;. It can be shown that (wi2,...,w1,)" = —cvy, where ¢ = [Var(z;) —

E(x} 2){E(x¢xF)} 1 E(x2¢)] 7! > 0. Thus, can be equivalently expressed as
Hy:wy ;=0 forallleS vs. Hj:wy;#0 forsomelesS, (3)

where S = {(1,1) : I — 1 € A}. We reject Hy at the significance level « if Cs, does not contain
the origin of R” with r = | A|.

Example 2. (Linear prediction and kriging) In the context of predicting a random variable z;
based on an observed p-dimensional vector x;, the best linear predictor in the sense of minimizing
the mean squared predictive error is Cov(zs, x¢)2x;, where € is the precision matrix of x;. Here
we assume the means of both z; and x; are zero, to simplify the notation. We also assume that any
redundant components of x; have been removed by applying the techniques described in Example

1 above.

To obtain a consistent estimate for {2 when p is large, it is necessary to impose some struc-
tural assumptions on Q. In the context of kriging (i.e. linear prediction in the context of spa-

tial or spatial-temporal statistics), some lower-dimensional factor structures have been explored.



See Huang et al. (2017) and the references within. Bandness/bandableness is another popular
structural assumption often used in estimating large covariance or precision matrices (Bickel and

Levina, [2008a)). To investigate a banded structure for €, one may test the hypotheses
Hy:wj j, =0 forany |j1 —ja2| >k  vs.  Hi:wj j, #0 for some [ji —jo| >k, (4)

where 1 < k < p is a prespecified integer. We reject Hy if confidence region Cs , does not contain
the origin R”, where S = {(j1,j2) : 1 < j1,jo <D, jo—j1 >k} and r = (p—k)(p — k — 1)/2.

Example 3. (Partial correlation network) Given a precision matrix @ = (wj, j,)pxp, We can
define an undirected network G = (V, E) where the vertex set V' = {1,...,p} represents the p
components of y and the edge set £ = {(j1,j2) € V x V 1 wj j, # 0, j1 < j2} are the pairs of
variables with non-zero precision coefficients. Let pj, j, = Corr(ej,,€;,) be the partial correlation
between the ji-th and the jo-th components of y for any j1 # j2, where €, and ¢;, are the errors

of the best linear predictors of y;, and yj, given y_;, j,) = {yk : k # ji,j2}, respectively. From
wit,d2

NI

G = (V, E) also represents the partial correlation graph of y. The vertices (j1,j2) ¢ E if and only

Lemma 1 of |Peng et al. (2009), it is known that pj, j, = — Therefore, the network
if y;, and y;, are partially uncorrelated. The GGM assumes in addition that y is multivariate
normal. Then € depicts the conditional dependence among the p vertices of the network, i.e.

wj, i, is the conditional correlation between the ji-th and jo-th vertices given all the others.

Neighborhood and community are two basic features in a network. The neighborhood of the
J-th vertex, denoted by Nj, is the set of all the vertices directly connected to it. For most of
the spatial data, it is believed that the partial correlation neighborhood is related to the spatial
neighborhood. Let Nj(k) be the set including the first k closest vertices to the j-th vertex in the
spatial domain. It is of great interest to test Hy : Nj = N;(k) vs. Hy : Nj # Nj(k) for some pre-
specified positive constant k. A community in a network is a group of vertices that have heavier
connectivity within the group than outside the group. For graph estimation, we want to maximize
the within-community connectivity and reduce the between-community connectivity. Therefore,
it is of practical importance to explore the connectivity between different communities. Assume
the p components of y are decomposed into K disjoint communities Vi,..., Vix. We are interested

in recovering D = {(k1, k2) : wj, j, # 0 for some j; € Vi, and jp € Vj, }.

3 Main results

3.1 Estimation of 2

We first recall the relationship between a precision matrix and node-wise regressions. For a

random vector y = (y1,...,¥p)" with mean p = 0 and covariance 3, we consider p node-wise
regressions
Yj = Z Y gaYie € (1=1,...,p). (5)
J2#j1



Let y_j, = {yj, : jo # j1}. The regression error €;, is uncorrelated with y_;, if and only if
Oy o = —Ziiﬁ for any jo # ji. Under this condition, Cov(e;,,€j,) = wﬂ‘”j;ﬁ for any j; and
j2. Let € = (e1,...,6,)T and V = Cov(€) = (vj, j,)pxp- Then @ = {diag(V)} 1 V{diag(V)}~}
see Lemma 1 of Peng et al.|(2009). This relationship between € and V provides a way to learn

Q by the regression errors in .

Since the error vector € in is unobservable in practice, its “proxy” — the residuals of the

node-wise regressions — can be used to estimate V. Let aj = (oyj1,..., -1, =1, &jj41,...,05p) .
For each j =1,...,p, we may fit the high-dimensional linear regression
y]7t = Z a.]zkykat + E]yt (t = 17 tee 7”) (6)
k#j

by Lasso (Tibshirani, 1996]), Dantzig estimation (Candes and Taol 2007) or scaled Lasso (Sun
and Zhang), 2012). For the case p # 0, the regression @ will be conducted on the centered data
yi — ¥, where y = n~! > i1yt is the sample mean. For simplicity, we adopt Lasso estimation.

Let aj be the Lasso estimator of «; defined as follows:

P~ 1 - T 2
= in |~ MRS 7
)= iy | 1S+ 2 g

where ©; = {v = (71,...,7)" € RP : 75 = —1} and \; is the tuning parameter. For each ¢, the

residual
Ej,t = —aJT'}’t (8)
provides an estimate of €;;. Write € = (€1,4,...,€6¢)" and let V = (Uj1,jo)pxp be the sample

covariance of {€}1 ;, where U, j, = n" 1Y} | €, +€j,+. It is well known that n™t 3" | €, 1€, 18
an unbiased estimator of v, j,, however, replacing €;, ¢ by €;, ; will incur a bias term. Specifically,
as shown in Lemma [3] in Appendix, under Conditions and some mild restrictions on the
sparsity of € and the growth rate of p with respect to n, it holds that

1 & 1
~ ~ 2 . .
Unga ~ D i€t == (@ gy — Uy jn) (n > €j2,t> [(j1 # jo)
t=1 t=1
n

~ 1 o
— (@1 — Qa1 ) <n Z 6?1,7&) I(j1 # j2)
t=1
+ op{(n logp)~'/?}.

Here the higher order term op,{(nlog p)~/?} is uniform over all j; and j,. Since n~! oy e?,t

is n'/2-consistent for Vjijs @ implies that v; ; is also n'/2_consistent for v; ;. However, for any

J1 # Jja2, due to the slow convergence rates of the Lasso estimators o, j, and @, j,, Vj, j, i no

longer n'/2-consistent for v;, ;,. To eliminate the bias, we employ an estimator for vj, j,:
IS~ - ~ 22 ~ 2 , .
n D @iaGiat + Wy o + Aoy 6, 1) 1 # o
Uj1jo = = | (10)
” ;atat Jr=ja.



By noticing that 2 = {diag(V)}'V{diag(V)}~!, we estimate wj, j, by

~ Yj1,j2

RE 6j1,j17‘)\j27j2 1D
for any j; and jo. We need to point out that the asymptotic expansion @D is still valid for other
penalized methods such as Dantzig estimation (Candes and Taol [2007)) and scaled Lasso (Sun and
Zhang), 2012). Hence, we can also estimate vj, j, and wj, j, as and , respectively, based
on the residuals {€;}{"_; obtained by other penalized methods. To study the theoretical properties

of this estimator &j, j,, we need the following regularity conditions.

Condition 1. There exist constants K1 > 0, Ko > 1, 0 <y, <2 and 0 < 3 < 2 independent of
p and n such that for each t =1,...,n,

max E{exp(Ki|y;:|")} < Ko and max E{exp(Kilej|"?)} < Ko.

1<j<p 1<j<p

Condition 2. The eigenvalues of ¥ are uniformly bounded away from zero and infinity.

Condition 3. There exist constants K3 > 0 and 3 > 0 independent of p and n such that
Br < exp(—K3k"3) for any positive k.

Condition |1] implies maxi<j<p P(|y;¢| > =) < Koexp(—Ki27) and maxi<j<p P(lej¢] > ) <
Kyexp(—K127?) for any x > 0 and t = 1,...,n. It ensures the exponential upper bounds for
the tail probabilities of the statistics concerned (see for example Lemma 1 in Appendix), which
makes our procedure work for p diverging at some exponential rate of n. Condition [2] implies
the bounded eigenvalues of 3 and €2, which is commonly assumed in the literatures of high-
dimensional data analysis. Condition [3|for the -mixing coefficients of {y;} is mild. Causal ARMA
processes with continuous innovation distributions are S-mixing with exponentially decaying .
So are stationary Markov chains satisfying certain conditions. See Section 2.6.1 of |[Fan and Yao
(2003) and the references therein. In fact, stationary GARCH models with finite second moments
and continuous innovation distributions are also S-mixing with exponentially decaying [i; see
Proposition 12 of (Carrasco and Chen| (2002). If we only require sup, maxi<;<pP(|y;:| > x) =
O{z=2+I} and sup, maxi<j<, P(|ej¢| > x) = O{z~2#*+9} for any x > 0 in Condition 1 and
Br = O{k_”(”+L)/(2L)} in Condition 3 for some v > 2 and ¢ > 0, we can apply Fuk-Nagaev-type
inequalities to construct the upper bounds for the tail probabilities of the statistics if p diverges at
some polynomial rate of n. We refer to Section 3.2 of (Chang et al.| (2018]) for the implementation
of Fuk-Nagaev-type inequalities in such a scenario. The [-mixing condition can be replaced by
the a-mixing condition, under which we can justify the proposed method for p diverging at some
polynomial rate of n by using Fuk-Nagaev-type inequalities. However, it remains an open problem

to establish the relevant properties under a-mixing for p diverging at some exponential rate of n.

Proposition 1. Let s = maxi<j<p|ojlo and select the tuning parameter \; in @ satisfying
Aj =< (nt logp)Y/? for each j = 1,...,p. Under Conditions if s2(logp)®n=! = o(1) and
logp = o(n?) for a positive constant o1 specified in the proof of this proposition in Appendiz, it
holds that

91,72

@lez — Wy ge = T + Op{(n logp)_l/Q},

V31,51 V52,52

7



where §;, j, = S0 (€j1.4€j01 — Vj1go) for any j1 and ja, and o,{(nlogp)~/?} is a uniform

higher order term.

We see from Proposition [I| that @, j, is centered at the true parameter wj, ;, with a standard

—-1/2 |

deviation at the order n . Since ay, j, is proportional to wj, j,, it follows from s*(log p)®n~

o(1) that € is sparse. When the maximum number of nonzero elements in each row of € is
of the order smaller than n'/ 2(log p)_3/ 2 Proposition |1| holds even when p is of an exponential
rate of n. Similar to the asymptotic expansion for &j, j, in Proposition 1, [Liu| (2013)) gave an

asymptotic expansion for —vj, j, with j; # jo. More specifically, with i.i.d. data, he showed that
n _ bjy1.daWi1 g2 . . oy B ~
Ujnge = oy e T 0j,,jo + R for d;, ;, specified in Proposition 1 and bj, j, = wj, j;Vj, 5, +
Wiy jaUjs.jo — 1, Where R is a remainder term with the convergence rate faster than n~1/2. 1t follows
bi1 3995152
Wi1,91%iz,d2
distribution with some suitable scale c;j, ;,, which indicates that —nl/ 2¢j, j»Uj1.j» can be used as

from the central limit theorem that —n'/ 2¢j g0 (Vg go — ) converges to standard normal
the testing statistic to test wj, j, = 0 or not. Notice that v;; = w;; + Op(n~1/?) which implies
bj,.i» = 1+ O0,(n~1/2). Hence, the magnitude of —n'/2c;, ;,0}, ;, will be large if w;, j, # 0. This
indicates that the asymptotic expansion given in [Liu (2013)) is enough for identifying non-zero
entries of £2. However, it is not enough for constructing the confidence interval for wj, ;, due to

the fact that it does not contain the asymptotic expansion of @j, j,.

3.2 Confidence regions

Let A =-—n"13"} (&€l — V). It follows from Proposition 1 that
Q-Q=II+7Y for II = {diag(V)} 'A{diag(V)} ",
where | Yoo = 0,{(nlogp)~*/?}. Restricted on a given index set S with 7 = |S|, we have
Qs — Qs =TIs + Ys. (12)
Based on , we consider two kinds of confidence regions:

Cs,a,l = {a eR": nl/glﬁg — a|oo < qs,a,l}a

o (13)
Csa2={a€R" 02D Qs — a)|« < gs,02},

where D is an 7 x r diagonal matrix, specified in Remark |5 below, of which the elements are the
estimated standard deviations of the r components in n'/2 (ﬁg—ﬂs). Here gs 1 and gs o2 are two
critical values to be determined. Cs o 1 and Cs o2 represent the so-called “non-Studentized-type”
and “Studentized-type” confidence regions for €2g, respectively. The Studentized-type confidence
regions perform better than the non-Studentized-type ones when the heteroscedasticity exists,
however, the performance of the non-Studentized-type confidence regions is more stable when the

sample size n is fairly small. See Chang et al.| (2017al).

In the sequel, we mainly focus on estimating the critical value gsq1 in (13), as gs.q2 can

be estimated in the similar manner; see Remark 5| below. To determine ¢s q,1, we need to first



characterize the probabilistic behavior of nl/ 2]@5 — Qs|e. Since Y is a higher order term,
n'/2|Qs — Qs|oo will behave similarly as n'/2|TLs|s when n is large. Notice that cach element of
n'/?IIs is asymptotically normal distributed. Following the idea of |Chernozhukov et al. (2013),
it can be proved that the limiting behavior of nt/ 2|IIs|s can be approximated by that of the

Loo-norm of a certain multivariate normal vector. See Theorem [I| below. More specifically, for
Ex1 () tEx2(9),t ~ V%)
x1(3),x1(3) Yx2(5),x2(5)

{x1(-), x2(-)} is a bijective mapping from {1,...,7} to § such that Qs = {wy1), - Wy} -

each t, let ¢; be an r-dimensional vector whose j-th element is

where x(-) =

Then, we have
1 n
Ils = n Z St
t=1

Denote by W the long-run covariance of {¢;}};, namely,

1 n 1 n T

W:E{ <nl/22§t) <W2§t> } (14)
t=1 t=1

Let my = (M4, -, Mre)T Where 150 = €, (j)t€xa(j)t — Vx(j)- Lhen W specified in can be

written as
n

1< 1 B
t=1 t=1

. ~1 ~1 ~1 ~1 . .
where H = dlag{”X1(1),X1(1)UX2(1),x2(1)7 .. ’le(r),xl(r)vm(r),xz(r)}' To study the asymptotical dis-
tribution of the average of the temporally dependent sequence {s;}} ; and its long-run covariance

W, we introduce the following condition on {m;} ;.

Condition 4. There exists constant K4 > 0 such that

1 £+b—1 2
hgl—l)(l)gflgéglgf—l—bE< b2 tz_; Njt ) > Ky

foreach j=1,...,r.

Condition 4 is for the validity of the Gaussian approximation for dependent data. Under Con-

b—1

ditions 1 and 3, Davydov inequality (Davydov,|1968) entails lim sup;,_, o, SUP1 <p<p11-p E(|b~1/2 Zfiz nel?) <

K5 for some universal constant K5 > 0. Together with Condition 4, they match the requirements
of Gaussian approximation imposed on the long-run covariance of {nj,t}fi?_l forj=1,...,r and
¢ =1,...,n+1—b. See Theorem B.1 of |Chernozhukov et al| (2014). If {n;.} is stationary,
E(|b~1/2 fi'z—l nil?) = E(nil) + 22;11(1 — kb1 Cov(nj1,nj14x). Under the stationarity as-
sumption on each sequence {n;;}, Condition 4 is equivalent to Y p- 4 Cov(n;1,n;1+%) > K4 for

any j =1,...,r. Now we are ready to state our main result.

Theorem 1. Let &€ ~ N(0, W) for W specified in . Under the conditions of Proposition

and Condition [, we have

sup ’P(nlﬂ\ﬁg - Qslee > @) — P(|€]o > l‘)‘ —0
x>0

as n — 0o, provided that s*(logp)®n=! = o(1) and logp = 0o(n?) where s = maxi<;<, |a;lo and

02 1S a positive constant specified in the proof of this theorem in Appendiz.



Remark 1. Theoremshows that the Kolmogorov distance between the distributions of n!/ 2|SA25—
Qs|oo and €| converges to zero. More specifically, as shown in the proof of Theorem [1|in Ap-
pendix, this convergence rate is O(n~¢) for some constant C' > 0 without requiring any structural
assumption on the underlying covariance W. Note that n'/ 2|ﬁg — Q5|0 may converge weakly to
an extreme value distribution, which however requires some more stringent assumptions on the
structure of W. Furthermore the slow convergence to the extreme value distribution, i.e. typically
slower than O(n~%), entails an less accurate approximation than that implied by Theorem 1. We
need to point out that there is also a requirement imposed on the diverging rate of r = |S| such as
logr = o(n®) for some constant C' > 0 in the proof of Theorem 1} Since r < p?, such requirement

is satisfied automatically when the requirements on p in Theorem [I] are required.

Theorem [1| provides a guideline to approximate the distribution of n'/ 2]@3 — Qs|eo. To
implement it in practice, we need to propose an estimator for W. Denote by E the matrix
sandwiched by H’s on the right-hand side of (15]), which is the long-run covariance of {n,};.

Notice that v} ; defined in |) is n!/2-consistent to vjj, we can estimate H by

~1 ~—1 ~—1
= diag{T,. (1) , (1) Tra(na(1) * Pxs (1) (1) D)) ) (16)

Let 0 = (1,45 - - Mre)™ fOr it = €41 (5),¢€x2 ().t — Vx(j), and define

Z '?]tﬁ;r ke k=0

= "o
T} = "
~ T
Z Neyx M, k<O.
t=—k+1

Based on the f‘k’s, we propose a kernel estimator suggested by Andrews| (1991)) for = as

R n—1 E\ ~
E= ) IC<5>I‘k (17)
k=—n+1 n
where S,, is the bandwidth, K(-) is a symmetric kernel function that is continuous at 0 and
satisfying K(0) = 1, |K(u)| < 1 for any u € R, and [*°_ K?(u)du < co. Given H and Z defined
respectively in and , an estimator for W is given by

W = HEH. (18)
Theorem [2| below shows that we can approximate the distribution of n'/ 2\@3 — Qs|oo by that of
|€loc for & ~ N(0, W).

Remark 2. Andrews (1991) systematically investigated the theoretical properties for the kernel
estimator for the long-run covariance matrix when p is fixed. It shows that the Quadratic Spectral

kernel
Kgs(u) =

25 sin(67wu/5)
127202 6mu/5

- cos(67ru/5)}
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is optimal in the sense of minimizing the asymptotic truncated mean square error. In our numerical
work, we adopt this quadratic spectral kernel with the data-driven selected bandwidth proposed
in Section 6 of|Andrews| (1991)), though our theoretical analysis applies to general kernel functions.
Both our theoretical and simulation results show that this kernel estimator & still works when pis
large in relation to n. There also exist other estimation methods for long-run covariances, including
the estimation utilizing moving block bootstrap (Lahiri, |2003; [Nordman and Lahiri, |2005). Also
see [den Haan and Levin (1997) and Kiefer et al.| (2000)). Compared to those methods, an added
advantage of using the kernel estimator is the computational efficiency in terms of both speed and
storage space especially when p is large; see See Remark [d below. When the observations are i.i.d.,
a special case of our setting, W as in is degenerated to E(ss/), the marginal covariance of
. We can apply n=' Y, m,7m; to estimate Z, and then use ﬁ(n_l Sy ﬁtﬁf)ﬁ to estimate
W with H as in .

Theorem 2. Let € ~ N(O,\/R\’) for W specified in . Assume the kernel function KC(-) satisfy
IK(x)] < || as x — oo for some 7 > 1, and the bandwidth S, =< nf for some 0 < p <

min{%, 277;:_1} and 3 in Condition . Under the conditions of Theorem it holds that

sup ‘P(n1/2|ﬁs — Qsloe > ) — P(|§|oo > x|yn)‘ =0
>0

as n — oo, provided that s*(logp)n~! max{S2, (logp)?} = o(1) and logp = o(n?) where s =
maxi<j<p|jlo, 03 is a positive constant specified in the proof of this theorem in Appendiz, and

In=A{y1,--.,¥n}-
Remark 3. Theoremis valid for any W satisfying ]‘/7\\7 — W] = 0p(1); see Chernozhukov et al.

(2013). Different from the common practice in estimating large covariance matrics, we construct
W in without imposing any structural assumptions on W.

In practice, we approximate the distribution of ]E|oo by Monto Carlo simulation. Specif-
ically, let El, . ,EM be i.i.d.r-dimensional random vectors drawn from N(0, W). Then the

conditional distribution of |/§?|O<> given ), can be approximated by the empirical distribution of

{|€1|007 M) |£M‘OO}7 namGIY7

M
Fusla) = 3 > H{lEnloo < 7}

m=1

Then, ¢s o1 specified in can be estimated by
G501 = inf{z € R: Fy(z) >1—a}. (19)

To improve computational efficiency, we propose the following Kernel based Multiplier Bootstrap

(KMB) procedure to generate €~N (0, \/7\\/'), which is much more efficient when r is large.

Step 1. Generate g = (g1,...,9n)" from N(0,A), where A is the n X n matrix with
K(|i — j|/Sn) as its (i, 7)-th element.

Step 2. Let & = n_l/QI/-\I(Z?:1 ¢:7;), where H is defined in .

11



Remark 4. The standard approach to draw a random vector E ~ N(0, \/7\\7) consists of three steps:
(i) perform the Cholesky decomposition on the r X r matrix W = L™L, (ii) generate r independent
standard normal random variables z = (z1,..., z-)", (iii) perform transformation € = L7z Thus,
it requires to store matrix W and {m,}™;, which amounts to the storage costs O(r?) and O(rn),
respectively. The computational complexity is O(r?n + r3), mainly due to computing W and
the Cholesky decomposition. Note that 7 could be in the order of O(p?). In contrast the KMB
scheme described above only needs to store {7,};~; and A, and draw an n-dimensional random
vector g ~ N(0,A) in each parametric bootstrap sample. This amounts to total storage cost
O(rn+n?). More significantly, the computational complexity is only O(n?®) which is independent
of r and p.

Remark 5. For the Studentized-type confidence regions Cs 2 defined in , we can choose
the diagonal matrix D = {diag(W)}l/ 2 for W specified in . Correspondingly, for E ~
N(O0, ﬁ_1Wﬁ_1), it can be proved, in the similar manner as that for Thorem |2 that

sup ‘P{nlﬂ\f)*l(ﬁg —Q5)|oo >z} — IP’(\E\OO > z| V)| 20 as n— .
>0

To approximate the distribution of nl/zlf)_l(ﬁg — Q5)|o0, we only need to replace the Step 2 in
the KMB procedure by

Step 2. Let € = n_l/Qﬁ_lﬁ(Z?ZI ¢:7,) where H is defined in .
Based on the i.i.d. random vectors El, e ,EM generated by Steps 1 and 2/, we can estimate ¢s .2

via g5 q,2, which is calculated the same as gs o1 in . We call the procedure combining Steps
1 and 2" as Studentized Kernel based Multiplier Bootstrap (SKMB).

4 Applications

4.1 Testing structures of (2

Many statistical applications require to explore or to detect some specific structures of the preci-
sion matrix Q = (wj, j,)pxp- Given an index set S of interest and a set of pre-specified constants

{¢j, j»}, we test the hypotheses
Hy :wj, j, = ¢j 4, forany (ji,j2) €S vs.  Hi:wj j, # ¢j 4, for some (ji,j2) € S.

Recall that x(-) = {x1(-), x2(-)} is a bijective mapping from {1,...,7} to S such that Qs =
{Wx)s -+ Wy} Let 7 = |S] and ¢ = {ex(1);-- -3¢y }"- A usual choice of ¢ is the zero
vector, corresponding to the test for non-zero structures of €. Given a prescribed level a € (0, 1),
define ¥, = I{c ¢ Cs1-qa,1} for Cs1-q,1 specified in . Then, we reject the null hypothesis
Hy at level « if ¥, = 1. This procedure is equivalent to the test based on the L..-type statistic
n1/2]ﬁs — ¢|oo that rejects Hy if n1/2|ﬁg — Cloo > @5,1—a,1. The Loo-type statistics are widely
used in testing high-dimensional means and covariances. See, for example, [Cai et al.| (2013]) and
Chang et al. (2017aljb). The following corollary gives the empirical size and power of the proposed

testing procedure VU,,.
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Corollary 1. Assume conditions of Theorem [2] hold. It holds that: (i) Pp,(¥o = 1) — « as

1/2
1/2 InaXlSer w /

n — oo; (i) if max;, j,yes [Wirjp = Crjal = C(n~tlogp) i where wj ; is the j-
th component in the diagonal of W defined in , and C is a constant larger than /2, then

Py, (¥y =1) = 1 as n — oc.

Corollary[I]implies that the empirical size of the proposed testing procedure ¥, will converge to
the nominal level v under Hy. The condition maxj, ;,)es |wj, jo—Cjijo| = C(n™? log p)'/?
specifies the maximal deviation of the precision matrix from the null hypothesis Hy : wj, j, = ¢, j»
for any (j1,72) € S, which is a commonly used condition for studying the power of the L.-type
test. See |Cai et al.| (2013) and |Chang et al. (2017ayb)). Corollary (1| shows that the power of
the proposed test ¥, will approach 1 if such condition holds for some constant C' > /2. A
“Studentized-type” test can be similarly constructed via replacing n'/ 2|(AZS — €| and gs,1—qa,1 by

nl/Zlﬁ*1(63 — )| and gs,1—q,2 in , respectively.

4.2 Support recovering of (2

In studying partial correlation networks or GGM, we are interested in identifying the edges be-
tween nodes. This is equivalent to recover the non-zero components in the associated precision
matrix. Let Mo = {(j1,j2) : wj, j, # 0} be the set of indices with non-zero precision coefficients.
Choose S = {1,...,p}2. Note that Cs,a,1 provides simultaneous confidence regions for all the
entries of 2. To recover the set M consistently, we choose those precision coefficients whose
confidence intervals do not include zero. For any m-dimensional vector u = (ug,...,um)", let
supp(u) = {j : u; # 0} be the support set of u. Recall x(-) = {x1(-), x2(-)} is a bijective mapping
from {1,...,7} to S such that Qs = {wy(1),- -, Wy }"- For any a € (0,1), let

Mn,az{xl(l):le N supp(u)}

ucCs,1-q,1
be the estimate of M.

In our context, note that the false positive means estimating the zero wj, j, as non-zero. Let
FP be the number of false positive errors conducted by the estimated signal set ./{/l\ma. Let
the family wise error rate (FWER) be the probability of conducting any false positive errors,
namely, FWER = P(FP > 0). See |Hochberg and Tamhane (2009)) for various types of error
rates in multiple testing procedures. Notice that P(FP > 0) < P(Qs & Cs.1-a,1) = o{1 + o(1)}.
This shows that the proposed method is able to control family wise error rate at level « for any

a € (0,1). The following corollary further shows the consistency of /(/l\ma.

Corollary 2. Assume conditions of Theorem hold, and the signals satisfy min;, j,ye mqo (Wi ja | =
C(n1 logp)l/2 maxi<j<r wjl-f where wj ; is the j-th component in the diagonal of W defined in
, and C is a constant larger than \/2. Selecting a — 0 such that 1/a = o(p), it holds that

P(//\/\ln,a =Myp) =1 asn — oc.
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From Corollary [2| we see that the selected set M\n,a can identify the true set Mg consistently

1/2
12 max; < j<; wjé- for

some constant C' > /2. Notice from Corollary 1 that only the maximum signal is required

if the minimum signal strength satisfies min(j, ;,)em, |wji,j.] = C(n~'logp)

in the power analysis of the proposed testing procedure. Compared to signal detection, signal
recovery is a more challenging problem. The full support recovery of €2 requires all non-zero
|lwi, 1,| larger than a specific level. Similarly, we can also define //\/Tn,a via replacing Cs 1—q,1 by its
“Studentized-type” analogue Cs 1—q,2 in .

5 Numerical study

In this section, we evaluate the performance of the proposed KMB and SKMB procedures in finite
samples. Let e1,...,&, be i.i.d.p-dimensional samples from N(0,X). The observed data were

1/2¢, for t > 2. The parameter p was

generated from the model y; = &1 and y; = py;_1 + (1 — p?)
set to be 0 and 0.3, which captures the temporal dependence among observations. We chose the
sample size n = 150 and 300, and the dimension p = 100, 500 and 1500 in the simulation. Let
> = {diag(2;1)}V/2%, {diag(X;1)}/2 based on a positive definite matrix 3,. The following two

settings were considered for 3, = (O-j1,j2)1§.71’32gp'

*
A. Let 071 o

B. Let o} ;=1forany j=1,...,p, 0} ;, = 0.5 for 5(h — 1) +1 < ji # ja < 5h, where
h=1,...,p/5, and o

Ji.J2

= 0.5l51=72] for any 1 < 71,72 < p.

= 0 otherwise.

Structures A and B lead to, respectively, the banded and block diagonal structures for the precision
matrix © = 37!, Note that, based on such defined covariance ¥, the diagonal elements of the
precision matrix are unit. For each of the precision matrices, we considered two choices for the
index set S: (i) all zero components of €, i.e. S = {(ji,J2) : wj, j» = 0}, and (ii) all the
components excluded the ones on the main diagonal, i.e. S = {(j1,7j2) : 71 # j2}. Notice that
the sets of all zero components in € for structures A and B are {(ji1,J2) : |j1 — jo| > 1} and
ﬂf/fl{(jl,jQ) :5(h — 1)+ 1 < j1,j2 < 5h}°, respectively. As we illustrate in the footnot the
index sets S in the setting (i) and (ii) mimic, respectively, the homogeneous and heteroscedastic

cases for the variances of n'/2(@;, j, — wj, ;,) among (j1,j2) € S.

Tt follows from Proposition 1 that Var{n'/?(@;, j, —wj,.j»)} = 1);12,]-11);22,]-2 Var{n 237" (€y,t€ja,t—Vj1,5o) 1+
o(1)}, where the term o(1) holds uniformly over (ji,j2). Recall ¢j; = —a]y: and y: = (1 — p?)/2 357 pFer_y,
if wj,j, = 0 which is equivalent to wj, j, = 0, then it holds that Var(n™ 237 € t€jpe) = n (1 —
PP)? ot s BACCR 0 PR e ) (070 ey e 1) (70 PP €10 —1) (277 PP €0, 1)} . Since  er’s  are
i.i.d., together with v, j, = 0, we have E{ (372 p* e} €t,—1) (g pr el et —1) (5o P €ta—i) ey PF ), €00 1)} =
P22 (1 — p?)T2E(e2, 42, ,) for any t2 > t1, which implies Var(n ™2 30" €, t€joe) = [1+2(1 — p*) 2n"H{(n —
Dp°" — (n — 2)p*"*? — p*}E(€3, 465, ) for any (ji,j2) such that wj, j, = 0. On the other hand, based on

the Gaussian assumption, since vj, j, = E(€j;,¢€5,,1) = 0, we know the two normal distributed random vari-
ables €j,+ and €j,: are independent, which leads to E(e7, €5, ;) = E(e}, )E(€5,) = ¥j, j1Vjn,jo- Therefore,
Var{n1/2(@jl,j2 — W)} = ’Uj_lle’Uj_;jQ[l +2(1 = p) 20 H{(n = 1)p*" — (n = 2)p*"** — p"}]{1 + o(1)} for any

j1,72) such that wj;, j, = 0. Notice that w;; = 1 in our setting for any j, then v;; = w;} = 1. Hence, the
J1.d2 5,3 553 3,5

variances of n'/?(@, j, — wj, j») for any (j1,j2) such that w;, j, = 0 are almost identical.

14



For each of the cases above, we examined the accuracy of the proposed KMB and SKMB
approximations to the distributions of the non-Studentized-type statistic n'/ 2|§5 — Q5| and
the Studentized-type statistic n1/2|]5_1(ﬁg — Q5)|0o, respectively. Denote by Fi,(-) and Fay(+)
the distribution functions of n'/2|Qs — Qs|se and n/2[D~(Qs — Qs)|e, respectively. In each of
the 1000 independent repetitions, we first draw a sample with size n following the above discussed
data generating mechanism, and then computed the associated values of n'/ 2]@3 — Q5| and
n1/2]]5_1(f23 —25)|0o in this sample. Since Fi,(-) and Fj,(-) are unknown, we used the empirical
distributions of n'/2|Qs — Qs|se and n/2|D~1(Qs — Qs)|eo over 1000 repetitions, denoted as
Fy () and F3, (), to approximate them, respectively. For each repetition i, we applied the
KMB and SKMB procedures to estimate the 100(1 — a)% quantiles of n'/2|Qs — Qs|e and
n1/2]]5_1(f23 — Q5)|0o, denoted as Ejg}ml and (?f,;i?a’z, respectively, with M = 3000, and then
computed their associated empirical coverages an(fz\g)a71) and F;n((’jg)QQ) We considered o =
0.075,0.050 and 0.025 in the simulation. We report the averages and standard deviations of
{F fn@;’)ml)}}gqﬂ and {F;n(d;)w)}}g{“ in Tables Due to the selection of the tuning parameter
Aj in @ depends on the standard deviation of the error term €;;, we adopted the scaled Lasso
(Sun and Zhang, 2012) in the simulation which can estimate the regression coefficients and the
variance of the error simultaneously. The tuning parameters in scale Lasso were selected according

to|Ren et al.| (2015).

It is worth noting that in order to accomplish the statistical computing for large p under the
R environment in high speed, we programmed the generation of random numbers and most loops
into C functions such that we utilized “.C()” routine to call those C functions from R. However,
the computation of the two types of statistics involves the fitting of the p node-wise regressions.
As a consequence, the simulation for large p still requires a large amount of computation time.
In order to overcome this time-consuming issue, the computation in this numerical study was
undertaken with the assistance of the supercomputer Raijin at the NCI National Facility systems
supported by the Australian Government. The supercomputer Raijin comprises 57,864 cores,

which helped us parallel process a large number of simulations simultaneously.

From Tables [TH3] we observe that, for both KMB and SKMB procedures, the overall differ-
ences between the empirical coverage rates and the corresponding nominal levels are small, which
demonstrates that the KMB and SKMB procedures can provide accurate approximations to the
distributions of n/2|Qs — Qs and n/2[DL(Qs — Qs)|o, respectively. Also note that the
coverage rates improve as n increases. And, our results are robust to the temporal dependence
parameter p, which indicates the proposed procedures are adaptive to time dependent observa-

tions.

Comparing the simulation results indicated by KMB and SKMB in the category S = {(j1, j2) :
Jj1 # ja} of Tables when the dimension is less than the sample size (p = 100, n = 150, 300),
we can see that the SKMB procedure has better accuracy than the KMB procedure if the het-
eroscedastic issue exists. This finding also exists when the dimension is over the sample size and
both of them are large (n = 300, p = 1500). For the homogeneous case S = {(j1, j2) : wj, j, = 0},
the KMB procedure provides better accuracy than the SKMB procedure when sample size is
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small (n = 150). However, when the sample size becomes larger (n = 300), the accuracy of the
SKMB procedure can be significantly improved and it will outperform the KMB procedure. The
phenomenon that the SKMB procedure sometimes cannot beat the KMB procedure might be
caused by incorporating the estimated standard deviations of @j;, j,’s in the denominator of the
Studentized-type statistic, which suffers from high variability when the sample size is small. The
simulation results suggest us that: (i) when the dimension is less than the sample size or both the
dimension and the sample size are very large, the SKMB procedure should be used to construct
the confidence regions of €2s if the heteroscedastic issue exists; (ii) if the sample size is small,
and we have some previous information that there does not exist heteroscedastic issue, then the
KMB procedure should be used to construct the confidence regions of {2s. However, even in the

homogeneous case, the SKMB procedure should still be employed when the sample size is large.

6 Real data analysis

In this section, we follow Example 3 in Section |2 to study the partial correlation networks of the
Standard and Poors (S&P) 500 Component Stocks in 2005 (252 trading days, preceding the crisis)
and in 2008 (253 trading days, during the crisis), respectively. The reason to analyze those two
periods is to understand the structure and dynamic of financial networks affected by the global
financial crisis (Schweitzer et al., 2009). |Ait-Sahalia and Xiu (2015) analyzed the data in 2005

and 2008 as well in order to investigate the influence of the financial crisis.

We analyzed the data from http://quote.yahoo.com/ via the R package tseries, which con-
tains the daily closing prices of S&P 500 stocks. The R command get.hist.quote can be used
to acquire the data. We kept 402 stocks in our analysis whose closing prices were capable of being
downloaded by the R command and did not have any missing values during 2005 and 2008. Let
y;,t be the j-th stock price at day t. We considered the log return of the stocks, which is defined
by log(y;.:) — log(yj¢—1). As kindly pointed out by a referee that the log return data usually
exhibit volatility clustering, we utilized the R package £Garch to obtain the conditional standard
deviation for the mean centered log return of each stock via fitting a GARCH(1,1) model, and
then we standardized the log return by its mean and conditional standard deviation. Ultimately,
we had the standardized log returns R; = (R, ..., Raoz)" of all the 402 assets at day t.

Let Q@ = (wj, j,)pxp be the precision matrix of Ry. By the relationship between partial
correlation and precision matrix, the partial correlation network can be constructed by the non-
zero precision coefficients wj, j, as demonstrated in Example 3 in Section[2] To learn the structures
of €, we focused on the Global Industry Classification Standard (GICS) sectors and their sub
industries of the S&P 500 companies, and aimed to discover the sub blocks of £ which had nonzero
entries. Those blocks could help us build the partial correlation networks of the sectors and sub
industries for the S&P 500 stocks in 2005 and 2008, respectively.

The advantage of investigating the complex financial network system by partial correlation

is to overcome the issue that the marginal correlation between two stocks might be a result of
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their correlations to other mediating stocks (Kenett et al., [2010). For example, if two stocks R;,
and Rj,; are both correlated with some stocks in the set R_(j, j,)+ = {Rj¢ : j # Jj1,J2}, the
partial correlation can suitably remove the linear effect of R_(;, ;,); on Ry, + and Rj,;. Hence,
it measures a “direct” relationship between j; and js (de la Fuente et al., |2004). The partial
correlation analysis is widely used in the study of financial networks (Shapira et al., [2009; |Kenett
et al., 2010)), as well as the study of gene networks (de la Fuente et al 2004; [Reverter and Chan,
2008; |Chen and Zheng}, [2009).

Based on the information on bloomberg and “List of S&P 500 companies” on wikipedia, we
identified 10 major sectors with 54 sub industries of the S&P 500 companies (see Tables 4] and
for detailed categories). The 10 sectors were Consumer Discretionary, Consumer Staples, Energy,
Financials, Health Care, Industrials, Information Technology, Materials, Telecommunication Ser-
vices and Utilities. There were one company with the unidentified sector and eight companies with

unidentified sub industries due to acquisition or ticket change (represented by “NA” in Tables
and .

To explore the partial correlation networks of different sectors and sub industries, we were

interested in a set of hypotheses

Hpihyo Wy g, =0 for any (ji1,j2) € In, X Ip, vs. 20)
Hp byt wj g, # 0 for some (ji1,72) € In, X Ip,
for disjoint index sets {Ii,...,Ig}, which represented different sub industries. For each of the
hypotheses in , we calculated the Studentized-type statistic n1/2|f)*1§5|oo in with § =
Iy, x Iy, and apply the SKMB procedure to obtain M = 10000 parametric bootstrap samples

El, . ,EM. The P-value of the hypothesis was

M
1 ~ o~ A
P-valuep, p, = i E I{|€,,]0c > n'? D7 'Qs|oo} for S =1y, X Iy,.

m=1
To identify the significant blocks, we applied the Benjamini and Hochberg| (1995)’s multiple test-
ing procedure that controls the false discovery rate (FDR) of at the rate o = 0.1. Let
pvalue(;) < --- < pvalue ) be the ordered P-values and H(y)p, ..., H k) o be the corresponding
null hypotheses, where K = H(H — 1)/2 is the number of hypotheses under our consideration.
Note that we had K = 1431 for testing sub industry blocks. We rejected H(y) g, .., H(y) 0 in
for v = max{1 < j < K : pvalue(;y < aj/K}.

We constructed the partial correlation networks based on the significant blocks from the above
multiple testing procedure. The estimated partial correlation networks of the 54 sub industries,
labeled by numbers from 1 to 54, are shown in the right panels of Figures [1| and [2] corresponding
to 2005 and 2008, respectively. The name of each sub industry and the stocks included can be
found in Tables {4 and |5l The shaded areas with different colors represent the 10 major sectors,
respectively. The left panels in Figures|l]and [2| give the partial correlation networks of the sectors,
where the nodes represent the 10 sectors, and two nodes (sectors) hi and hy are connected if and
only if there exists a connection between one of sub industries belonging to sector hi and one of

sub industries belonging to sector hs in the right panel.
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Figure 1: Partial correlation networks of S&P 500 sectors and sub industries in 2005 (preceding
the crisis). The detailed information of the sub industries represented by numbers 1-54 in the

right panel can be correspondingly found in Tables [f] and

Partial Correlation Network of S&P 500 Sectors Partial Correlation Network of S&P 500 Sub Industries
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Figure 2: Partial correlation networks of S&P 500 sectors and sub industries in 2008 (during the
crisis). The detailed information of the sub industries represented by numbers 1-54 in the right

panel can be correspondingly found in Tables [ and
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We observed from the left panel of Figure [1| that preceding the crisis in 2005, the Consumer
Discretionary sector was likely to be a hub connecting to all the other 9 sectors. It was the
most influential sector with the largest degree, i.e., the total number of directed links connecting
to the Consumer Discretionary sector in the network. During the crisis in 2008, the Consumer
Discretionary sector was still the most influential sector as shown by the left panel of Figure[2] but
it had less connections compared to 2005. The Financials sector was a little bit separated from
the other sectors in 2008, with only half connections in contrast with the network connectivity
in 2005. The similar situation also appeared in the partial correlations networks of S&P 500 sub
industries as shown in the right panels of Figures [I| and |2l More specifically, both the numbers
of the edges within and between most sectors for the network of S&P 500 sub industries in 2008
were significantly less than those in 2005 (see Table |§| for details), which indicated that the market
fear in the crisis broke the connections of stock sectors and sub industries. From the perspective
of financial network studies, the above analysis confirmed that fear froze the market in the 2008
crisis (Reavis, [2012).
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Appendix

Throughout the Appendix, let C' denote a generic positive constant depending only on the con-

stants specified in Conditions (14, which may be different in different cases. Let pfl =2v] ! +73 L
prt = 2%+t ot =t gt + st and ppt = max{p;',p;'} + 957, Define ¢ =
min{p1, p2, p3, pa} and A =n"' 30, eref =V =t (3j,,,)-

Lemma 1. Assume C’ondz’tz’ons hold. If logp = o{nC/(Q_O}, there exists a uniform constant
Ap > 1 independent of n and p such that

P{|Z — B|s > A1 (n " logp)!/?} < exp{—C A} (nlogp)*'/?} + exp(—C'A? logp),

P{|A|o > Az(n""logp)'/?} < exp{—C A5 (nlogp)**/*} + exp(~C A3 logp),
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1 n
sup IP’< E ejz-t > Ag’l)j’j> < exp(—CAnP?),
n b
t=1

1<j<p
1 ,
sup ]P’{ max | — Z 1Ykt > Ag(n~! logp)l/Q} < exp{—C A% (nlog p)**/*} + exp(—CA2logp),
1<j<p U kAT N
1 n
sup IP’{ ~ oGy jaeie| > As(n” 10gp)1/2} < exp{—CAL" (nlog p)*/*} + exp(—CAZlog p)
SJSp t=1

for any Ay, Ag, As, Ay, A5 > Ao.

Proof: For any given j; and jo, based on the first part of Condition |1} Lemma 2 of (Chang et al.
(2013) leads to

sup P(|yj, ¥jat — Ojrja| > @) < C exp(—Cz"/?) for any = > 0.
1<t<n

Hence, for any x > 0 such that nz — oo, Theorem 1 of Merlevede et al.| (2011) leads to

1 n
P(‘ I Z Yj1,tYjat — 01,52
t=1

By Bonferroni inequality, we have

> x) < nexp(—Cnf 2! + exp(—Cnz?).

P(\f] — 2o > z) < np? exp(—Cnf 3" + p* exp(—Cna?).

Let x = Aj(n~!log p)l/ 2 we obtain the first conclusion. Following the same arguments, we can

establish the other inequalities. O

Lemma 2. Assume Conditions hold. Let s = maxi<j<p|ojlo. For some suitable \; =

(n~'logp)'/? for each j =1,...,p, we have

~ 1 ~ ~1/4
wax |a; —ajh = op{(logp) ™"} and - max | — ayls = op{(nlogp) "y

provided that logp = o{n¢/?=9} and s*>(logp)*n=" = o(1).

Proof: Define
n
€5, tYkt
t=1

T = { max max

1<j<p k#j

< Ay(n! 10gp)1/2}

1
n

for some Ay > Ap, where Ap is given in Lemma 1} Selecting \; > 4A44(n"!log p)'/? for any j,
Theorem 6.1 and Corollary 6.8 of Bithlmann and van de Geer| (2011)) imply that, restricted on .7,

we have

max |, — a;l1 < Cs(n™? logp)'/? (21)
1<j<p
and
(@5 —y)"S; (@, — a;) < Csn”'logp (22)
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with probability approaching 1. By Bonferroni inequality and Lemma

SEDIEDY

J=1 N k#j

< pexp{—CAf (nlogp)**/*} + pexp(—CAflog p).

n

% Z €5,tYk,t

> Ay(nt 10gp)1/2}

For suitable selection of A4, we have P(.7¢) — 0 as n — oco. Thus, from (21)), it holds that

max |&; — el = Op{s(n~"logp)'/*}
(23)
= op{(logp)~'}.
On the other hand, notice that
(@) — )" (@5 — ;) = Auin(Z-j, )@, — ayl3
— 2 = B jleldy - aylfs
by Condition Lemma and , we have
max & — a2 = Op{(sn ™" logp)'/?}
= op{(nlogp)~"/*}.
Hence, we complete the proof. ]

Lemma 3. Assume the conditions for Lemmas[I] and 2] hold, then
I o 1 ¢
N2 .
n Z Jrt€it = o Z €j1,t€52,t
t=1 t=1

. 1 .
= (O‘jhj?. — Qg2 (TL €j2,t>I[ J1 # Jo)
t

=1

. 1 < _
- (ajzui — Qo1 (n ZE 1,t> J1 # 32)

t=1
+ op{(nlogp)~"/?}.

Here the remainder term op{(n log p)~Y/2} is uniform over all j; and js.

Proof: Notice that €;; = —ajT-yt and €; = —&]T-yt for any ¢, then
n n n
1 e 1 P _ 1 (@, — o) yue;
J1,t€g2,t J1,tC2,t — J1 g1) Yt€jot
n n n
t=1 t=1 t=1
- E : — a,) Yi€

+— Z ah a]l Ytyg(ajz - ajz)‘

21



Condition [2, Lemmas [1] and [2] imply that

max

n
SC F@y, - ay)
— a — yty i, — QL
P J1 J1 t J2 J2
1<51,52<p |}

t=1

< o — o VT — o
_1;}113@;9‘(0‘31 aj) B(ay, — oy,

+ 1<m89X ‘(ajl - Oy )T(E - 2)(aj2 - aj2)|
<Jj1,j2<p

1<5<
= Op{(nlogp)*m}'

<C max la; — a;l3 + 3 — 3o max la; — a;f}
1<j<p
Meanwhile, by Lemma I, we have maxi<j<,maxy; [n 231 €;uke] = Op{(n~'logp)'/?},
which implies that

max
1<j1,j2<p

Z (ah, — Qi k ( Zykteh,>‘

k#j1,52
1
- Z Yk t€jt
n
t=1

< max |a; — |1 - max max
1<j<p 1<j<p k#j

= op{(nlogp)/?}.

Therefore, we have
1 n
n Z a]1 ajl Ytﬁjz,t
t=1
= (Qj1jo — Ajrjo ( Zyp,tejz, ) J1 # J2)
a (24)
+ Y @k — ) - Zyk,tqz,t
k?éjlv.]é t=1
= (@ j2 — W g < Zng,tejz, > J1# j2)

+ Op{(nlogp)*m}-

Here the remainder term is uniform over any j; and j3. On the other hand, n~! Yoty Y€ =
n S ejz»’t+n71 > iy @) _;y—j€j . By the fourth result of Lemma it yields that n™1 Y% | y; €50 =
n S 6?715 + Op{(n~log p)'/2}. Here the remainder term is uniform over all j. Together with

, we have

n

1 ~
= (@), — ) Vi€
n
t=1
1 n
= (Qj,5o — Y1 ja) <n > 6?2,t>]1(j1 # ja)
t=1

+ op{(n logp)~'/?}.
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Here the remainder term is also uniform over all j; and jo. Hence

n

n
1
EE : 317756]2, - E :Gjlﬂfeh,t

[
1 n
— I . - 2 ; ;
=~ (Qjy 4o — Wy jn) (n E 6j2,t)H<j1 # J2)
t=1
- (O‘jz,jl — Qa1 ( Zegl, > J1# j2)
~1/2
+0p{(nlogp)~'/?}.
We complete the proof. O
oy . Wiq. g Wiy g ~ _ ~ ~
Proof of Pr0p051t10n Notice that v, j, = o 171151'22 o Qnjs = —wjiji and 0, j, = N Y0 €y 4Ciat
for any j; and jo, Lemma [3] implies that
G o
~ L~ J1,J2 32,J1
—Vji ja Tt Vjijo = Vjyjo T n ]Q,t + E €t T Vjrjo
t=1

n

n
t=1

1 - «
o J1,J2 2
- § : €j1,t€j2,t — Ujmz) + § (ejz,t UJ2J2)

3

n

(673
+ SR =) +op{(nlogp) /2
t=1

V =: (dj1,5,)- It follows from Lemma [1] that

Recall A = n71Y 0 eref —V =
1}’17” if logp = o{n</=9} for ¢

for any j1 # jo.
p{(n"'logp)'/2}. Recall @y, j, = 5

maxi<j, jo<p 01,2 | = O Vinga
specified in Lemma |1 and s?(log p)3n~! = o(1), it holds that
Viy iy — O dn — iy inOin i — iy i1 04y 1 + 0p{(n10 )—1/2} Vi s
j1.d2 — 91,52 14295252 j2,7191,51 T Op gp _ j1,J2
Vj1,51 V52,52

[Ujlm + 05150 T Op{(n Ing)_l/Q}] [vjzu'z + 8450 T Op{(n log p) 1/2}]

"A‘)jbjz — Wy, =
0j1,jo —-1/2
——==— +op{(nlogp)” 7}
Vj1,51 V52,52

for any j; # jo. Meanwhile, by the same arguments, for each j = 1 ,D, it holds that @; j —w; ; =

%a 4 op{(nlogp)~1/2}. This proves Proposition O
Proof of Theorem [1} Define d; = sup,.q |P(n"/?[Is|e > 2) — P(|€|oe > 2)|. For any z > 0
and 1 > 0, it yields that

]P’( UQ’QS — QS‘oo > x)

n'?Msle > 2 — 1) + P(n'/?|Ts|oe > €1)
€l > & — 1) + di + P(n'/?| Y500 > €1)
|€loo > ) + P(z — &1 < |€|loc <)+ dy

IN

B(
< IP(
= IP(
+P(nY? Y slo > €1).
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On the other hand, notice that P(nl/Q\ﬁg—Qg\w > z) > P(n'/?IIs|o0 > z4e1) —P(nY/?| Y 5| >
e1), following the same arguments, we have
sup [P(n'2|Qs — Qsloo > ) — P(|€]o > 2)]
x>

< dy +supP(z — 1 < |€]oo < x4+ 1) + P(n?Xs|oe > €1).
x>0

(25)

By the Anti-concentration inequality for Gaussian random vector [Corollary 1 of |(Chernozhukov
et al.| (2015)], it holds that

supP(z — &1 < [€]oe < 2 +e1) < Cer(logp)'/? (26)
>0

for any £; — 0. From the proofs of Lemmas [2{ and [3| we know n'/2|Xs|e = O,(sn~/2logp).

1/2

Thus, if s?(logp)®n~! = o(1), we can select a suitable ¢; to guarantee e(logp)'/? — 0 and

n2| Y s|e = 0p(e1). Therefore, for such selected 1, leads to

sgg\ﬂ»( n2Qs — Qsloo > 1) — P(|€]oo > )| < di +0(1). (27)

To prove Theorem (1] it suffices to show d; — 0 as n — co. We will show this below.

Write ILs = —(&,...,&)T where ¢ =n~1 >0 ¢ and &€ = (&1,...,&)T. Given a D,, — oo,
define ¢, = ¢; I{[sj¢| < Dn} — Elsjel{|sj¢| < Dn}] and 5, = ;1{[sje| > Dn} — Elg;el{[sj] >
D, }]. Write gz“ = (gfft,...,git)T and ¢, = (git,...,ggt)T for each . The diverging rate of
D,, will be specified later. Let L be a positive integer satisfying L < n/2, L — oo and L =
o(n). We decompose the sequence {1,...,n} to the following m + 1 blocks where m = |n/L|
and [-] is the integer truncation operator: G, = {(¢ — 1)L + 1,...,/L} (¢ = 1,...,m) and
Gm+1 = {mL +1,...,n}. Additionally, let b > h be two positive integers such that L = b + h,
h — oo and h = o(b). We decompose each G, ({ = 1,...,m) to a “large” block with length
b and a “small” block with length h. Specifically, Z, = {(¢ — 1)L + 1,...,(¢ — 1)L + b} and
J={({l—-1)L+b+1,...,0L} forany £ =1,...,m, and Jpp+1 = Gm+1. Assume u is a centered

normal random vector such that
1 & T
et S5 ) (540 )]
= teLy tel,

Our following proof includes two steps. The first step is to show
dy = sup [P(n'/?Ms|o > 2) — P(|u]o > 2)| = o(1). (28)
>0
And the second step is to show

sup [P(Julos > @) = P(|€]oc > 2)| = o(1). (29)

From and (29), we have d; = o(1).
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We first show . Define d3 = sup, o [P([n /237, 6/ oo > ) — P(|u|oe > )|. Notice that
/s =n"1230  of +n7Y231 6/, by the triangle inequality, it holds that |n'/?|TLs|s —
In=V23°0 6 ool < InTY2 300 ) |o- Similar to (25), we have

do <d3+supIP’(x—52< [u|oo <z +e9) —l—]P’(‘ 1/22%

N > 52) (30)

for any €9 > 0. For each j, it follows from Davydov inequality (Davydov, |1968) that

E ligj’f :—ZE{ Sit ) Z E(S4,S)
(73

tl #to

IN

LS B(57 + £ 5 Bl WY () Y exn(=Clt — )
t=1

t1#£t2

Applying Lemma 2 of |Chang et al.| (2013)), Conditions |I| and {4 imply that sup;,P([;:| > =) <
C exp(—Cz?/?) for any = > 0. Then

Dy, fe’e)
E{c! (|4 > Do)} = 4 / 2P(gju| > Dy) da + 4 / CTER T
0 D,

< CD? exp(—CD2/?).
By the triangle inequality and Jensen’s inequality,

E{(s;,)*} < CE{¢},I(Isj¢| > Dn)} + C[E{;1( )}
< CE{<} I(Isj4| > Dn)} (32)
< CD exp(—CD}?/?),

which implies that

1 n 2 n—1
1s<1]12 E< i Zg{t ) < OD? exp(—CD)?/?) + CD? exp(—CD)?/?) Zexp(—Ck:”)
SJ=T t=1

k=1

< CD2 exp(—CD)?/?).

Thus, it follows from Markov inequality that

1 r
P > € <—su E
(n 00 2> N 52 1<JI<)7’ < I/QZ

n
1/2 th_
t=1
< Crey2D? exp(—CDXZ/Q).

)

Similar to , it holds that sup, o P(z—e2 < |u|eo < z+e2) < Cfsg(logp)l/2 for any g5 — 0. If we
choose €5 = (logp)~! and D,, = C(log p)?/7? for some sufficiently large C, then Sup,~oP(x —e2 <
|10 S x4 e9) + P(In" Y2300 6/ |oo > €2) = o(1). Therefore, implies dy < ds + o(1). To
show that dy = o(1), it suffices to prove d3 = o(1).

Let <+ = (T =T = (gfgeXt, )T and ut = (uT, —uT)T = (uf, L ugt)T
To prove d3 = sup,—o [P([n" 237 6/ oo > ) — P(Julse > z)| — 0, it is equivalent to show
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SUp,~o [P(maxi<jcor ™2 30 ¢ ;™

B.1 of Chernozhukov, Chetverlkov and Kato (2014), sup,cg |P(maxi<j<o, n~ Y230 ¢ +ext <
2) — P(maxi<jcor uS® > 2)| = 0 if [Var(n™1/2 37 %) — Var(u™)|o — 0. Notlce that
|Var(n=1/2 37 :reXt) —Var(u™)|o, = [Var(n™/2 37 | ¢/) — Var(u)|s, thus to show d3 = o(1),

it suffices to show

> x) — P(maxigj<or uf > z)| — 0 From Theorem

dy := sup
z€R

n
P maxn*1/22§*t>z — P max u; >z || — 0.
1<j<r p > 1<j<r

By Theorem B.1 of |Chernozhukov et al| (2014), it holds that dy < Cn=¢ 4+ Cmexp(—Ch™)
provided that

hbil(logp)2 <Cn™ % and bQD?L logp + bDfL(logp)7 < COn'—?= (33)

for some w € (0,1/4). As we mentioned above, D, =< (logp)?/72. To make p diverge as fast as
possible, we can take h < (logn)? for some ¥ > 0. Then (33) becomes
C(logn)’n™ (log p)* < b;
C(logn)*’ (log p)*/ 2+ < n!~1=;
C(logn)” (log p)¥/ 72+ < pl=3=
(1—4w)ys (1=3w)yy

44572 7 44972
when @ = 0. Hence, if logp = 0{n??/(4t972)} it holds that dy — 0. Then we construct the result

(28).

Analogously, to show (29)), it suffices to show sup,cp [P(maxi<j<, u; > z) — P(max;<j<, & >

Therefore, logp = o(n?) where ¢ = min {

}. Notice that ¢ takes the supremum

z)] = 0. Write W as the covariance of u. Recall W denotes the covariance of £&. Lemma 3.1 of
Chernozhukov et al.| (2013)) leads to
sup

P max u; >z | —P| max § >z
SeR 1<j<r 1<j<r (34)

< C|W — WLA{1Vlog(r/|W — W) 125,

We will specify the convergence rate of |{7\V/’ — W| below. Notice that, for any 1 < ji,j2 < r, we

A (o) (Ze))

—;ﬁx&«w

tely

have

)
tely



The triangle inequality yields

) (Z )

I;Z {(zc)(&)}\

teZy teZy

/=1 GI[
1 m
+ 3 [B ﬂ,)(zp,)}j
/=1 teLy teLy

_F(Z ) (i

For each £ =1, ..., m, the following identities hold:

E{ < > %,t) (Z Sjast )} = D E(Gad) + D BG4S

teLy teZy teZy t1#t2
+ _ + - + —
E{ ( Z gjli) <Z Sjast )} - Z E(gj17t§j27t) + Z E(gjhtlgjz,tz)’
tely teZy tely t1#t2
— _ - -
(T o) (T o)} = SEGsi+ X Easho)
teLy tel, tel, t1#£t2

Together with the triangle inequality, Davydov inequality and Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we

have
E{(D)(Z )} < ChsuplB{(5;,) '}
E3(S" ) (o cie) b < Cosup[E{(s,) " 1" sup[E{(s},) " 11Y*,
teT, teT, gt gt
EL( S 6 ) (o h, ) b < CosuplE{(s,) 14 suplE{ (s}, "1,
(o) (Zeka) = o J,

From , it holds that

mb ZE{(%§;’t) <sz: g2t >}
S () (G onmcmnn

teZy teZy

sup
1<]1 ]2<T‘

By the proof of Lemma 2 in (Chang et al. (2015), we can prove that

LEel (5o (5]

tely teZ,

(S (e} s
t=1

27

sup
1<j1,52<r




Specifically, notice that

{(S)(E)

- 2x{(Z o) (Zo)

fr 2 (Z o) (Z o)
tely tely L1702 tel, 01
m—+1
Bel(Za) (S SAS S ) w
(=1 teLy teJp L1 #lo teZ, £ thZ
m—+1
Bz} S5 (5 )
/=1 teJe tely 0y #lo teJ, 01 tGIg
m—+1
Er{(ze)(Ze)) A5 (5 )
(=1 tede tede teJe, t€Je,
h

where we set Z,,,11 = (). By Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and Davydov inequality, we have

B (T o) (So))
(o) (S}

tely teZy
n — mb w—
SR () ()|
=1 teZ teZ
h+b
<MD om < onb T + Cbn Y,
nm
1
P () (o)
2E3%) tEIgl tGIg2

I
n 522 \/I; tgﬂ:l Sj1,t \/B tezzli Sjo,t
< Chn ' Y exp{—C|(ts — £)b]*} < Cbn .
0176

Similarly, we can bound the other terms in . Therefore, we have holds which implies that
\W — W/ < ChY2p=12 4 Cbn~' + CD, eXp(—CDZQ/Q). For b, h and D,, specified above, |D
implies sup,cp |[P(maxi<j<,u; > 2) — P(maxi<j<, & > z)| = 0. Then we construct the result
. Hence, we complete the proof of Theorem O

Lemma 4. Assume Conditions [1] and [3| hold, the kernel function K(-) satisfies \IC( )| = Jx|T
as x — oo for some T > 1, and the bandwidth S, < n” for some 0 < p < min{— ’273+1} Let
K= max{%gﬂ’ THT;? pTH} and aq be the maximizer for the function f(a) = min{l — o —
2p,2(a — p)T — 2} over k < a < 1—2p. Then

nZl K (:ﬂ) [i Zn: {nmi . — E(mnf_k)}} ‘ = 0, ({log(pn)}*/12n=F(00)/2)

k=0 t=k+1 o0
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provided that logp < Cn®® where § = mm[ 25 Qoo +a—1), Z{(ao—p)7+ao+agyz +p—2}].

Proof: We first construct an upper bound for sup; <, j, <, P{ ZZ;& K(k/Sn)[n™ > i A =k —
E(nj,,¢Mjs,.—k) }]| > x}. For any ji and ja, it holds that

n—1 n
k 1
P{ (S ) |:n E {njl,tnjmt—k - E(njl,tnj27t—k)}:| ‘ > x}

t=k+1
LCn J .
< IP’{ > 2} (37)

(g
+JP>{ >;c}

—k
el
=|Cn%]+1 =1

for any a € (0,1), where ¥y i = 0, 1472t — E(0j1,44k72,¢). Following Lemma 2 of |Chang et al.
(2013), it holds that

sup sup P ([tx] > ) < Cexp(—Cx7?/) (38)
0<k<n—11<t<n—k

for any z > 0. Notice that S, < n”, we have max|cpa | 11<p<n—1 [K(k/Sn)| < Cn= (=7 if o > p.

Then, leads to
n—1 n—k
k 1 T
A X (s n x> 3

k=|Cn|+1
n—1 1 n—k
< - (a—p)T—1
< Z P{‘n Z Y| > Can } 20
k=|Cne|+1 =1 (39)

n—1

n—k
< Z Z P{|¢ | > C’xn(a*p)Tfl}

k=|Cn>|+1 t=1
< On? exp|—C{anlo=P) =1 02/4),

We will specify the upper bound for P{ZLCH ! IK(k/Sp)|[n~t Z?;lk Yy | > x/2} below. Similar
to , we have that

sup  supsup P(|nyeennpe| > @) < Cexp(—Ca/?) (40)
11,2 <r 0<k<n—11<t<n—k

for any 2 > 0. Denote by 7T the event {Supg<j<,_1SUP1<i<n_k [, 048M42t| > M}. For each
k=0,...,[Cn*], let w:,_k = 77j1,t+knj27tﬂ{‘77j1,t+knj2,t‘ < M} - E[njhtJrknjz,tH{’nj17t+k77j2,t’ < M}
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fort=1,...,n—k. Write D = ZLcn |IC(k/Sy)|, then

[Cn®]
Sz
3

{5 ()
TC) +P(T)

k=0
[Cn®|

n—=k
<> P( %Zm >
LCHQJ

< > o[PS

k=0

) +P(T)

[Cn]

n—k
i
Dy P S Bl st cnind > MY > 515

t=1

From , we have P(T) < Cn? exp(—CM"?/*). Similar to , we have

sup  sup sup B[l piunja I |nj p4anial > MY < CM exp(—=CM™?/%).
11,72 <r 0<k<n—1 1<t <n—k
> T
2

If DMz~ exp(—CM"2/*) — 0, then yields that
) + Cn? exp(—C M2/,

{E (LA

[Cn®]

kZ:O P(‘ Zm

For each k = 0,...,|Cn®], we first consider P{n~1 37—} ¢ > 2/(4D)}. By Markov inequality,

it holds that e
]P’(jlzw::k>ﬁ)>§exp< 4D> {exp(Zmptk)} (43)
t=1

for any u > 0. Let L be a positive integer such that L < n® and L > 3|Cn®| for C specified in (37)).
We decompose the sequence {1,...,n —k} to the following m + 1 blocks where m = [(n —k)/L]:
Go={(l—-1)L+1,....,0L} (¢ =1,...,m) and Gp41 = {mL +1,...,n — k}. Additionally,
let b = [L/2| and h = L —b. We then decompose each G, (¢ = 1,...,m) to a block with
length b and a block with length h. Specifically, Z, = {({ — 1)L+ 1,...,({ — 1)L + b} and
Jo={(¢—-1)L+b+1,....¢L} forany £ =1,...,m, and Z,,4+1 = Gyn+1. Based on these notations
and Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, it holds that

o (Foes)) < [eon (o) )]

t=1 (=1 teI,

E{e(E 5]

1=1te;
By Lemma 2 of Merlevede et al.| (2011), noticing that b(m + 1) < 2n, we have

oo (3 2w < T {0 (S 20}

(=1 tel, tel,

+ CuMnexp(8uMn — C|b — k| ?).

(42)

(44)
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Following the inequality e* < 14 x + 22¢*V?/2 for any = € R, we have that

IE{ exp ( > 2u¢;k> } 1+ 2u2E{ ( >, k) } exp(4ubM)

tel, teZ,

IN

IN

1 4+ Cu®b? exp(4ubM).

Together with , following the inequality (1 + z)™*+! < e™+D% for any x > 0, and bm < n/2,
it holds that

{ exp <m§+:1 > 2uy, k) } < exp{Cu’nbexp(4ubM)}

(=1 teT,

+ CuMn exp(8uMn — C|b — k| ).

Similarly, we can obtain the same upper bound for E{exp(} ;2 >_,¢ 7 Quw:r )} Hence,

n—k
E{ exp <Z W/’ﬁ) } < exp{Cu*nbexp(4ubM)}
t=1
+ CuMnexp{8uMn — C|b — k|}?).
We restrict |ubM| < C. Notice that b —k > |Cn®|/2 — 1, then

n—~k
IE{ exp (Z m/);k> } < Cexp(Cunb) + CuMn exp(8uMn — Cn®?®).

t=1
Together with , notice that D =< §,, < n” and b < n®, it holds that

< Zwtk > < Cexp(— Cunl_p:n—{—Cuin“‘a) -

+ CuMn exp(—Cun' Pz + 8uMn — Cn®?®).

To make the upper bound in above inequality decay to zero for some x — 0" and M — oo, we
need to require uMn!=®” < C. For the first term on the right-hand side of above inequality, the
optimal selection of u is u =< zn~*"". Therefore, can be simplified to

( Z%k > < Cexp(— Cn'=272r22) 4 Cexp(—Cn7”)

if zMn!l=@=9%3=P < C. The same inequality also hold for P{n~! Z?;lk w:k < —z/(4D)}. Com-

bining with , and ,
n—1 k 1 n
P{ Z’C<5> {n > itk — E(njlatnj27tk)}:| ‘ > 90}

k=0 t=k+1
< On®exp(—Cn'™272,2%) + Cn® exp(—Cn®73)

+ Cn? exp|—C{zn(@=P)T=112/4) L Cn? exp(—CM2/*)
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for any & > 0 such that Mn'=*~213=, < C. Notice that above inequality is uniformly for any

i

< Op*n® exp(—Cnt=*"2P%) 4+ Op*n® exp(—Cn®3)
+ Cp*n? exp[—C{xn(@=PT=1172/4) L Cp?*n? exp(—CM2/*).

j1 and jo, thus

n_:]C(Slf;) [711 i {nmi_y, - E(ntng_k)}] IOO - x}

k= t=k+1

To make the upper bound of above inequality converge to zero, x and M should satisfy the

following restrictions:

o> o [ loglen)  {log(pn)}*/2
- nl—a—2p nla—p)7—1 ’ (46)

M > C'{log(pn)}‘l/v2 .

Notice that Mn!~®21=r < C, (46)) implies that logp < Cn®® where § = min{v'yis(Qa’yg +
a—1),2{(a —p)T+a+ay+p— 2}} To make x can decay to zero and p can diverge at
band kK < @ < 1—2p. Let

exponentlal rate of n, we need to assume 0 < p < mln{T T 273 T

f(o) = min{l — a — 2p,2(a — p)7 — 2} and ap = arg max,<a<1-2p f(a). We select o = g and
x = C{log(pn)}¥/12n=1(@0)/2 then

n—1 k 1 n
IP’{ Z’C<5> [n > {nmi i - E(nmfk)}} ‘ > Jf} — 0.

k=0 t=k+1

Hence, we complete the proof of Lemma O

Proof of Theorem Similar to the proof of , it suffices to prove |W — Wi = 0p(1).
By Lemmas [1| and [3, we have maxi<j<, [0;; — vj;| = Op{(n~'logp)'/2}. Notice that v;;’s are

uniformly bounded away from zero, then 5;]-1’5 are uniformly bounded away from infinity with

probability approaching one. Thus,
W — Wy < C|E - E|ls + C/H — H|

_ (47)
= C|Z — E|o + Op{(n"log p)'/?}.

We will show |§ — E|oo = 0p(1) below.

Define

[
3
M1
')
7 N
"
N———

where
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We will specify the convergence rates of |.§ — ﬁ]oo and \ﬁ — E|o, respectively. Notice that

For any k£ > 0, it holds that

n

=~ 1 1 .
'y = n Z NeMy—i, + n Z (77t - m)nﬁk

t=k+1 t=k+1
1 — R
+ n 2 4 (ntfk - mfk)T
t=k+1
1 . T
+ o Z (@ = m¢) (e — M)
t=k+1

which implies

:élc(n) (Tr —Tk) = :;:K(Sn) [711 Z {mni_x — E(nn; k)}]
n—1 n
. %ic (i) {7} % ()t} .
+ kZ:OIC (Sn) {n P M (Mep — Tlt—k)T}
I

We will prove the | - |oo-norm of the last three terms on the right-hand side of above identity are

Op{sSy(n~1 logp)'/2}. We only need to show this rate for one of them and the proofs for the

other two are similar. For any j and ¢,
Mt = Wit = {Ea ()0t — Calnee6tt — 106 — vx6)
= Su(ibel)t ~ Sa()ibxei) + Opl(n ! logp) 2}
={@y() —@n i)} YT {80 — %l )
- 6><2(j),t{6‘x1(j) - O‘X1(j)}TYt
— ()1 Bal) ~ Qi) Yt
+Op{(n" " logp)'/}.

Here the term O,{(n~* log p)'/?} is uniform for any j and t. Then the (j1,j2)-th component of
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Zz;(l) K(k/Sn){n"! E?:kJrl(ﬁt — )N} is

. 8 1 .
{aX1(j1) - }T{ K( ) (n Z 77j27t—kYtyg> }{aXQ(j2) - aX2(j2)}
k=

=

t=k+1

(;;)( tzk;l}’tnjg,t k€x2(j1), )} (49)

HO

(]
=

_{aX1(jl) - aX1(J'1)}T{

k=0
n—1 k
o~ T

_{aX2(.j1)_aX2(jl)} { ]C(S) (n Z YtMja,t—k€x1(j1), )}
k=0 n t=k-+1

+Rj17j27

where
n—1 1 n
el < { Z (g NG 2 il ) b0t g2y

t=k+1

(> /c(s)]}@g\m) Oy{(n 1ogp)?)

= 0p{Sn(n"logp)'/?}.

M-I

Here the term O,{S,(n"!log p)'/2} is uniform for any j; and jo. Following the same arguments,

we have

sup
1<71,j2<p

sup
1<71,j2<p

sup
1<71,j2<p

Therefore, the (ji, j2)-th component of 3734 K(k/Sp){n! > i1 (M —my)n;_,} can be bounded
by C'Sysupi <<, [0 — |1 + Op{Sn(n~"logp)'/?} = 0,{sSn(n" log p)'/2}, where the last iden-
tity in above equation is based on . Therefore, from , by Lemma [4) we have

Se( o]
ZK(Skn) E zn: {nmi s — E(nmf_k)}} ‘

k=0 t=k+1
+ Op{sSn(n~ ' logp)'/?}
= O,[{log(pn)}*/ 720~ (@0)/2] 1 O, {58, (n " logp)'/?}.

<

o)

1 K(k/Sp) (T — k)| o Therefore, | —
§|OO = O,[{log(pn)}*/12n=F(@0)/2]1.0,{sS,(n"" log p)'/?}. Repeating the the proof of Proposition

Analogously, we can prove the same result for ]Z,;i
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1(b) in |Andrews (1991), we know the convergence in Proposition 1(b) is uniformly for each
component of E — E. Thus, |E — E|lo = o(1). Then |E — |y = 0p(1). Similar to , we
complete the proof. O

Proof of Corollary From Theorem [2} it holds that Py, (c € Cs1-a,1) = 1 — a. Therefore,
Py, (Vo = 1) = Py,(c ¢ Cs,1—a,1) — « which establishes part (i). For part (ii), the following

standard results on Gaussian maximum hold:

= 1 1/2 ~1/2
E(|Elocldn) < {1+ (2logp) ™' }(2logp)"/* max @}

and

—~ ~ 2
P{!ﬁlsz(\symyn)myn}gexp(— a— )

2maxi<j<p Wj,j

for any u > 0. Then, gs1-a1 < [{14(2logp) ' }(2logp)/2 +{2log(1/a)}/?| maxi<<, @]1.’2»2. Let

T = {maxi<j<, ]w1/2 1/2\/1111/2 < ¢} for some ¢ > 0. Restricted on .7, gs,1-a,1 < (1+¢)[{1+

(2logp) "1} (2logp)'/? + {2log(1/a)}/?| max) < j<, w ]g . Let (j1,72) = arg max(j, j,)es Wi jo —

cjl,j2| Without lose of generality, we assume w3 5 =G5, > 0. Therefore,

1 2 o~ o~
Phy (Vo =1) = PHl{ max '@, — ¢l > qs,1a,1}
(J1,J2)€S

Y

PHI{ 1/2(w‘51’.}2 - ]1,]2) > qS 11—« 1}
= 1 — ]P)Hl{ 1/2((.&)51 52 - 031752) S 21\871—01,17 %}
- P(I).

—C(log p)1/2 maxi<;<r w/?

Restricted on .7, if € — 0, it holds that gs1-a,1 — i

for some C' > 0, which implies
1/2 ~
PHl{ P(@; 5, — ¢,5,) < s1-a, 2}

2/~ 1/2 1/2
< ]P)Hl{ (wjl,]Q 117J2) < C(logp) lrgjaé{r w]’] }

(W55, = G1ga) <

— 0.

. _1/2
From Lemma we know that maxi <<, |W; j—w; ;| = 0p(1) which also implies that max; <<, ]w -

1/2|/w1/2 = 0p(1). Then we can choose suitable ¢ — 0 such that P(.7.°) — 0. Hence, we Complete
part (ii). O

Proof of Corollary |2 Our proof includes two steps: (i) to show P(/(/l\n,a C Mp) — 1, and (ii)
to show P(Mg C ./T/l\n,a) — 1. Result (i) is equivalent to P(M§ C .//\/\lfla) — 1. The latter one is
equivalent to P{max(j, j,)eme n'2|@;, 4y > G@s1-a1} — 0. Notice that S = {1,...,p}?, it holds
that

1/2(~ R
P{ (jlrjlzl?e%\/(cn P15 a| = qs,la,1}
’ 0

IN

]P’{ max n'/?|@;, i, — wiy | >
e J1,J2 J1,J2 S 1—a,l
(J1,J2)€S

< a+o(l),
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which implies P{maxj, j,)eme nY2|@;, inl > @s1-a1} — 0. Then we construct result (i). Result
(ii) is equivalent to P{min;, ;,)e m, nl/z\@jl,j2| < @si1-a1} — 0. Let (j1,j2) = argming, j,)em, (Wi |-

Without lose of generality, we assume ws, 5, > 0. Notice that

. 1/21~ ~
IP’{( min  n'/?|@;, 5, < qs,l_a,1}

J1,52)EMo
1/2(~ ~ 1/2
< P{n'2(@;, 5, = @i, ) < saan =0y 5},
we can construct result (ii) following the arguments for the proof of Corollary U
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Table 6: The numbers of edges within and between sectors for the partial correlation networks of
the S&P 500 sub industries in Figures [I] and

Sectors 2005 2008
Within Between | Within Between

Consumer Discretionary 13 37 9 12
Consumer Staples 4 16 1 6
Energy 0 8 1 4
Financials 3 14 ) 5
Health Care 2 10 2 8
Industrials 5 19 3 5
Information Technology 5 13 6 9
Materials 2 12 2 10
Telecommunication Services 0 0 1
Utilities 0 1 2
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