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Abstract

When observations are curves over some natural time interval, the field of functional data
analysis comes into play. Functional linear processes account for temporal dependence in the
data. The prediction problem for functional linear processes has been solved theoretically, but
the focus for applications has been on functional autoregressive processes. We propose a new
computationally tractable linear predictor for functional linear processes. It is based on an
application of the Multivariate Innovations Algorithm to finite-dimensional subprocesses of
increasing dimension of the infinite-dimensional functional linear process. We investigate the
behavior of the predictor for increasing sample size. We show that, depending on the decay
rate of the eigenvalues of the covariance and the spectral density operator, the resulting
predictor converges with a certain rate to the theoretically best linear predictor.
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1 Introduction

We consider observations which are consecutive curves over a fixed time interval within the field
of functional data analysis (FDA). In this paper curves are representations of a functional linear
process. The data generating process is a time series X = (X,,)nez where each X, is a random
element X, (t), t € [0,1], of a Hilbert space, often the space of square integrable functions on
[0,1].

Several books contain a mathematical or statistical treatment of dependent functional data as
e.g. Bosq [4], Horvath and Kokoszka [13], and Bosq and Blanke [7]. The main source of our paper
is the book [4] on linear processes in function spaces, which gives the most general mathematical
treatment of linear dependence in functional data, developing estimation, limit theorems and
prediction for functional autoregressive processes. In [12] the authors develop limit theorems for
the larger class of weakly dependent functional processes. More recently, [14] and 23] contribute
to frequency domain methods of functional time series.

Solving the prediction equations in function spaces is problematic and research to-date has
mainly considered first order autoregressive models. Contributions to functional prediction go
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hand in hand with an estimation method for the autoregressive parameter operator. The book [4]
suggests a Yule-Walker type moment estimator, spline approximation is applied in [3], and [17]
proposes a predictive factor method where the principal components are replaced by directions
which may be more relevant for prediction.

When moving away from the autoregressive process, results on prediction of functional time
series become sparse. An interesting theory for the prediction of general functional linear pro-
cesses is developed in [6]. Necessary and sufficient conditions are derived for the best linear
predictor to take the form ¢,(X1,...,X,) with ¢, linear and bounded. However, due to the in-
finite dimensionality of function spaces boundedness of ¢,, cannot be guaranteed. Consequently,
most results, though interesting from a theoretical point of view, are not suitable for application.

More practical results are given for example in [1], where prediction is performed non-
parametrically with a functional kernel regression technique, or in [2], [16] and [18], where the
dimensionality of the prediction problem is reduced via functional principal component analysis.
In a multivariate setting, the Innovations Algorithm proposed in [§] gives a robust prediction
method for linear processes. However, as often in functional data analysis, the non-invertibility of
covariance operators prevents an ad-hoc generalization of the Innovations Algorithm to functional
linear processes.

We suggest a computationally feasible linear prediction method extending the Innovations
Algorithm to the functional setting. For a functional linear process (X, )nez with values in a
Hilbert space H and with innovation process (&, )nez our goal is a linear predictor Xml based on
X1,...,X,, such that X,41 is both computationally tractable and consistent. In other words, we
want to find a bounded linear mapping ¢,, with )?ml = ¢n(X1,...,X,) such that the statistical
prediction error converges to 0 for increasing sample size; i.e.,

1im E| X1 ~ Ko = Elol (L1)

To achieve convergence in ([LI]) we work with finite dimensional projections of the functional
process, similarly as in [2] and [18]. We start with a representation of the functional linear
model in terms of an arbitrary orthonormal basis of the Hilbert space. We then focus on a
representation of the model based on only finitely many basis functions. An intuitive choice for
the orthonormal basis consists of the eigenfunctions of the covariance operator of the process.
Taking the eigenfunctions corresponding to the D largest eigenvalues results in a truncated
Karhunen-Loéve representation, and guarantees to capture most of the variance of the process
(see [2]). Other applications may call for a different choice.

Though the idea of finite dimensional projections is not new, our approach differs significantly
from existing ones. Previous approaches consider the innovations of the projected process as the
projection of the innovation of the original functional process. Though this may be sufficient in
practice, it is in general not theoretically accurate.

The Wold decomposition enables us to work with the exact dynamics of the projected process,
which then allows us to derive precise asymptotic results. The task set for this paper is of
a purely predictive nature: we assume knowing the dependence structure and do not perform
model selection or covariance estimation. This will be the topic of a subsequent paper.

The truncated process (Xp ., )nez based on D basis functions is called subprocess. We show
that every subprocess of a stationary (and invertible) functional process is again stationary (and
invertible). We then use an isometric isomorphy to a D-dimensional vector process to compute
the best linear predictor of (Xp p)nez by the Multivariate Innovations Algorithm (see e.g. [g§]).



As a special example we investigate the functional moving average process of finite order.
We prove that every subprocess is again a functional moving average process of same order or
less. Moreover, for this process the Innovations Algorithm simplifies. Invertibility is a natural
assumption in the context of prediction (cf. [§], Section 5.5, and [22]), and we require it when
proving limit results. The theoretical results on the structure of (Xp ,)nez enable us to quantify
the prediction error in (LI]). As expected, it can be decomposed in two terms, one due to the
dimension reduction, and the other due to the statistical prediction error of the D-dimensional
model. However, the goal of consistency as in (ILT]) is not satisfied, as the error due to dimension
reduction does not depend on the sample size.

Finally, in order to satisfy (L), we propose a modified version of the Innovations Algorithm.
The idea is to increase D together with the sample size. Hence the iterations of our modified
Innovations Algorithm are based on increasing subspaces. Here we focus on the eigenfunctions
of the covariance operator of X as orthonormal basis of the function space.

Our main result states that the prediction error is a combination of two tail sums, one
involving operators of the inverse representation of the process, and the other the eigenvalues
of the covariance operator. We obtain a computationally tractable functional linear predictor
for stationary invertible functional linear processes. As the sample size tends to infinity the
predictor satisfies (ILT]) with a rate depending on the eigenvalues of the covariance operator and
of the spectral density operator.

Our paper is organized as follows. After summarizing prerequisites of functional time series
in Section 2] we recall in Section B the framework of prediction in infinite dimensional Hilbert
spaces, mostly based on the work of Bosq (see [4, 5, 16]). Here we also clarify the difficulties of
linear prediction in infinite dimensional function spaces. In Section [4 we propose an Innovations
Algorithm based on a finite dimensional subprocess of X. The predictor proposed in Section [4],
though quite general, does not satisfy (LI]). Hence, in Section B we project the process on a
finite-dimensional subspace spanned by the eigenfunctions of the covariance operator of X, and
formulate the prediction problem in such a way that the dimension of the subprocess increases
with the sample size. A modification of the Innovations Algorithm then yields a predictor, which
satisfies (ILI]) and remains computationally tractable. The proof of this result requires some work
and is deferred to Section [0 along with some auxiliary results.

2 Methodology

Let H = L*([0,1]) be the real Hilbert space of square integrable functions with norm ||z|y =
(fol 2%(s)ds)"? generated by the inner product (z,y) = fol x(s)y(s)ds for x,y € H. We denote by
L the space of bounded linear operators acting on H. If not stated differently, for A € £ we take the
standard operator norm [[A|z = sup|,<; |Az|. Its adjoint A* is defined by (Ax,y) = (x, A*y) for
x,y € H. The operator A € L is called nuclear operator (denoted by V), if [A|x = ¥72,(Ae;j, ;) <
oo for some (and hence all) orthonormal basis (ONB) (e;) ey of H. If additionally A is self-adjoint,
then A = X521 [Aj| < 00, where (););en are the eigenvalues of A. We shall also use the estimate
|AB|n < |Allz| Bl for A € £ and B € N. For an introduction and more insight into Hilbert
spaces we relied on Chapters 3.2 and 3.6 in [24].

Let By be the Borel og-algebra of subsets of H. All random functions are defined on a prob-
ability space (2, 4,P) and are A - By-measurable. Then the space of square integrable random
functions L2, := L?(Q, A, P) is a Hilbert space with inner product E(X,Y) = Efol X(s)Y (s)ds



for X,Y e L%. Furthermore, we say that X is integrable if E| X| = I[Z[(fo1 X2(t)dt)/?] < oo.
From Lemma 1.2 of [4] we know that X is a random function with values in H if and only if
(1, X) is a real random variable for every u € H. Hence, the following definitions are possible.

Definition 2.1. (i) If X € L%I is integrable, then there exists a unique g € H such that
E(y, X) = (y,p) for y € H. It follows that EX(¢) = u(¢t) for almost all ¢ € [0,1], and EX € H is
called the expectation of X.

(ii) If X e L% and EX =0 ¢ H, the covariance operator of X is defined as

Cx(y) =E[{(X,y)X], yeH.
(iii) If X,Y € L% and EX = EY =0, the cross covariance operator of X and Y is defined as
Cxy(y)=Cyx(y) =E[(X,y)Y], yeH.

The operators Cx and Cy x belong to N (cf. [4], Section 1.5). Furthermore, Cx is a self-
adjoint (Cx = C'y) and non-negative definite operator with spectral representation

Cx(z) = Z)\j(x,uj)l/j, xeH,
j=1

for eigenpairs (Aj,7})jen, where (v})jen is an ONB of H and (\j);ey is a sequence of positive
real numbers such that 3372, Aj < co. When considering spectral representations, we assume that
the \; are ordered decreasingly; i.e., \; > A for ¢ < k.

For ease of notation we introduce the operator

z@y() = (z,)y,
which allows us to write Cx = E[X ® X ] and Cxy = E[X ® Y']. Note also that
E[X[*=E|X ® X|x = |Cx |- (2.1)
Additionally, the following equalities are useful: for A € £ and x;,y; € H for i =1,2 we have

A(rr®y) = A({z1,)y1) = (21, )Ayr = 11 ® Ay,
(z1+22) ® (y1 +¥2) T1QY +T1 O Y2+ T2 QY1 + T2 ®Ya.

(2.2)

We define now functional linear processes and state some of their properties, taken from [4],
Section 1.5 and Section 3.1. We first define the driving noise sequence.

Definition 2.2. (g,),ez is white noise (WN) in L% if Eg, =0, 0 < E|e,|? = 02 < 00, C, = C-

is independent of n, and if C; =0 for all n,m e Z, n + m.

n,em

Definition 2.3. [[4], Definition 7.1] Let (&,)nez be WN and (9;);en a sequence in L. Define
1o = Iy, the identity operator on H, and let pe€ H. We call (X,,),ez satisfying

Xn=pu+ Z Vien—j, mNeL, (2.3)
=0

a functional linear process in L% with mean p. The series in (Z3]) converges in probability.

Note that by definition a functional linear process is causal. We now state assumptions to
ensure stronger convergence of the above series.
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Lemma 2.4 (4], Lemma 7.1(2)). Let (en)nez be WN and Y72, |;]|% < oo. Then the series in
@3) converges in L%, and a.s., and (X )nez s (weakly) stationary.

Strict stationarity of a functional linear process can be enforced by assuming that (e, )nez
is additionally independent. In our setting weak stationarity will suffice. From here on, without
loss of generality we set u = 0. For a stationary process (X, )nez, the covariance operator with
lag h is denoted by

CX;h =E[X0®Xh], heZ. (2.4)

We now define the concept of invertibility of a functional linear process, which is a natural
assumption in the context of prediction; cf. [§], Chapter 5.5 and [22].

Definition 2.5. [[19], Definition 2] A functional linear process (X, )nez is said to be invertible
if it admits the representation

Xn =€Ep+ Z Tan,j, ne Z, (25)
j=1

for mj € £ and Y32 )z < oo.

Note that, as for univariate and multivariate time series models, every stationary causal func-
tional autoregressive moving average (FARMA) process is a functional linear process (see [25],
Theorem 2.3). Special cases include functional autoregressive processes of order p € N (FAR(p)),
which have been thoroughly investigated. Our focus is on functional linear models, with the
functional moving average process of order ¢ € N (FMA(q)) as illustrating example, which we
investigate in Section [£.2]

Definition 2.6. For ¢ € N a FMA(q) is a functional linear process (X, )nez in L%{ such that

Xn=€n+ ), Vjen—j, new, (2.6)

1

9
Jj=

for WN (ep)nez and ;€ L for j=1,...,q.
A FMA(q) process can be characterized as follows:

Proposition 2.7 ([7], Prop. 10.2). A stationary functional linear process (Xn)nez in L% is a
FMA(q) for some q € N if and only if Cx.q#0 and Cx,, =0 for |h| > q.

3 Prediction in Hilbert spaces

In a finite dimensional setting, when the random elements take values in R? equipped with
the Euclidean norm, the concept of linear prediction of a random vector is well known (e.g. 8],
Section 11.4). The best linear approximation of a random vector X based on vectors (Xy,...,X,
is the orthogonal projection of each component of X on the smallest closed linear subspace of
L[%&(Q,A, P) generated by the components of X;. This results in

—

X:=) ®,,X;

n
)
i=1



for ®,,; € R™? In infinite dimensional Hilbert spaces we proceed similarly, but need a rich
enough subspace on which to project. The concept of linear prediction in infinite dimensional
Hilbert spaces was introduced by Bosq; see Section 1.6 in [4]. We start by recalling the notion of
L-closed subspaces (LCS), introduced in [10].

Definition 3.1. G is said to be an L-closed subspace (LCS) of L%{ if G is a Hilbertian subspace
of L%, and if X € G and l € £ imply IX €G.

We now give a characterization of a LCS generated by a subset of L%I.

Proposition 3.2 (|4], Theorem 1.8). Let F' ¢ L%. Then the LCS generated by F, denoted by
LCS(F), is the closure with respect to |- | of

F’:{Zk:liX,-: lLiel, X;¢F, kzl}.
i=1

We are now ready to define the best linear predictor in an infinite dimensional Hilbert space
analogous to the finite dimensional setting.

Definition 3.3. Let X1,..., X,, be zero mean random elements in L%{. Define
Fn = {Xl, e ,Xn} and erl = PLCS(Fn)(XTHl)v (31)

ie., X, is the orthogonal projection of X1 on LCS(F,). Then X,+1 is called best linear
functional predictor of X,,11 based on LCS(F},).

Note however that, since I’ is not closed, Xml as in ([BJ) has in general not the form
X1 = X, LiX; for I € £ (e.g. 6], Proposition 2.2). For functional linear processes the above
representation is purely theoretical. In the following we develop an alternative approach based
on finite dimensional projections of the functional process.

4 Prediction based on a finite dimensional projection

For a stationary functional linear process (X, )nez the infinite dimensional setting makes the
computation of X,.1 as in (B1) basically impossible. A natural solution lies in finite dimensional
projections of the functional process (X, )nez. For fixed D € N we define

(Vi)ien and  Ap =sp{vi,...,vp}, (4.1)

where (v;);ey is some ONB of H, and consider the projection of a functional random element
on Ap. In [2] and [18] the authors consider the projection of a FAR process (X, )nez on Ap,
where v1,...,vp are the eigenfunctions corresponding to the largest eigenvalues of C'x. However,
instead of considering the true dynamics of the subprocess, they work with an approximation
which lies in the same model class as the original functional process; e.g. projections of functional
AR(p) models are approximated by multivariate AR (p) models. The following examples clarifies
this concept.

Example 4.1. Consider a FAR(1) process (X, )nez as defined in Section 3.2 of [4] by

X, =0X,, 1 +¢&,, nez, (4.2)



for some ® € £ and WN (g, )pez. Let furthermore (v;);en be an arbitrary ONB of H. Then (Z.2])
can be rewritten in terms of (v;);cn as

( (Xn.,V1> ] ((bVl.,Vl) ((bV[?,I/l) <¢VDT17V1> ( (an.layl) ] ( <En,.l/1> ]
(Xn;VD> = <¢V1.77/D> (¢VD.7VD> (¢VD4:17VD> <Xn—.17VD> + <5nu.VD> ;

k(XmVDH)} (pv1,vps1) .. <¢VDaVD+1>‘(¢VD+1aVD+1> <Xn17VD+1>} (en,VD41)

which we abbreviate as

(Xpn) _ [ b | ®5 ]{XDnl\ {EDn\. (4.3)
W) ob e [ IUxe ) EY)

We are interested in the dynamics of the D-dimensional subprocess (Xp ,)nez. From (Z3]) we

find that (X p, )nez satisfies

Xpn=®PpXpn1+®pXy 1 +Ep,, nel, (4.4)

which does in general not define a FAR(1) process. This can be seen from the following example,
similar to Example 3.7 in [4]. For some a € R with 0 <a <1 let

CID(x)—aZazl/] V1+CLZ£VZ Visl, reH.
7=1 i=1

Furthermore, assume that E(e,,11)? > 0 but E(e,,,v;)? = 0 for all j > 1. Since @[z = a < 1,
(X1 )nez is a stationary FAR(1) process. However, with (&4]) for D =1,

X Xn7V1 Z n— 17V] EruVl)

[ee] oo [ee]

=a(Xp-1,v1) Z(( 2 n-2,€j1)V1 +az n-2,Vi)€i+l +5n71)77/j>+<5n77/1>
= =1 i=1
2 oo

= a(Xp_1,v1) + a* (X0, 11) Z n-2,Vj) + {€n,v1)

7j=2

el .
= 2 a]XI,nfj + En,l-
J=1

Hence, (X ;,)pnez follows an AR(o0) model and (X1 ,v1)nez @ FAR(00) model.
In 2] and [18], (Xp.n)nez is approximated by (Xp.,)nez satisfying

Xpn=®pXpn-1+Ep,, neZ,
such that (Xp ., )nez follows a vector AR(1) process.

We pursue the idea of Example 1] for functional linear processes and work with the true
dynamics of a finite-dimensional subprocess.

4.1 Prediction of functional linear processes

For a functional linear process (X, )nez we focus on the orthogonal projection

D
XD,n:PAD(Xn): E<Xn77/j>yj7 nEZ7 (45)
7=1

for (v;)ieny and Ap as in ([@I). We will often use the following isometric isomorphism between
two Hilbert spaces of the same dimension.



Lemma 4.2. Define Ap as in @&I)). The map T : Ap - R defined by Tz = ((z,vi))i=1,..D
is a bijective linear mapping with (Tx,Ty)rp = (x,y) for all z,y € Ap. Hence, LCS(Fp,)
is isometrically isomorphic to Sp{Xp1,...,Xpn}. Moreover, (Xp n)nez as defined in ([ZD) is
isometrically isomorphic to the D-dimensional vector process

Xpni={(Xn,11),. .., (Xn,vp))", neZ. (4.6)

When choosing (v;);ey as the eigenfunctions of the covariance operator Cx of (X, )nez, the
representation (A5]) is a truncated version of the Karhunen-Loéve decomposition (see e.g. [4],
Theorem 1.5).

As known from Example ] the structure of (X, )nez does in general not immediately reveal
the dynamics of (Xp r, )nez. Starting with the representation of (Xp , )nez as in (Z3) with ¢ = Iy
and using similar notation as in (£4]), the D-dimensional vector process (Xp , )nez can be written

as
Xpn=Epn+ Zl (‘I’D,jED,n—j + ‘IIODO,jEZO—j)7 n ez, (4.7)
=
where the blocks ¥p ;, \Il"ﬁj, Ep,=({env1)s---,(en,vp)) T, and E? = ({€, VD41)s (En, VD42), -2 )T

are defined analogously to the blocks in (4.3]). Note that this is in general not a vector MA (o)
representation of a process with innovation (E D,n)nEZ.

The following proposition summarizes general results on the structure of (Xp ,)nez. Its proof
is given in Section [6l

Proposition 4.3. Let (X,,)nez be a stationary (and invertible) functional linear process with
WN (en)nez, such that all eigenvalues of the covariance operator C. of (en)nez are positive.
Then (Xpn)nez is also a stationary (and invertible) functional linear process with some WN
(Epn)nez- (EDn)nez is isometrically isomorphic to the D-dimensional vector process (EDm)nez,
defined by EDm = ((Epm,V1)s-- -, (EDmsvD)) " . Furthermore define Mp ,, =Sp{Xp,—00 <t <n}.
Then

Epn=Epn+¥5,(EX - Prp, (Er)) =Epn+Apny, nel (4.8)
The lagged covariance operator Cxp.;, of (Xpn)nez s given by
CXD;h = E[PADXO ® PADXh] = PAD]E[XO ® Xh]PAD = PADCX;hPA,y heZ. (4.9)

By Lemma B2, (Xp p)nez is isomorphic to the D-dimensional vector process (Xp p)nez as
defined in (4.6]). The prediction problem can therefore be solved by methods from multivariate
time series analysis. More precisely, we define for fixed D € N

Fpn={Xp1,...,Xpn} and Xp,.1= Pres(rp ) (Xns1),

ie., XDJLH is the best linear functional predictor based on Fp , for n € N.
We formulate the Multivariate Innovations Algorithm for this setting.

Proposition 4.4 ([§], Proposition 11.4.2). Let (X, )nez be a stationary functional linear process
and (Xpn)nez = (PapXn)nez as in (&D). If Cx,, is invertible on Ap, then the best linear



functional predictor )?D,ml of Xp+1 based on LCS(Fp ) can be computed by the following set
of recursions:

XD,I =0 and VD,O = CXD;(),

n
Xpme1=.00ni(XDne1-i = XDne1i), (4.10)
i=1
i—1 1
HD,n,n—i = (CXD;n—i - Z HD,n,n—j VD,j Hz),i,i—j)VD_,ia i=1,...,n-1, (4'11)
=0
n-1
Vb = Xpne1-Xpme1 Cxpo = Z HD’”’nijD’je*Dv",n—j‘ (4.12)

7=0
The recursions can be solved explicitly in the following order: Vp 0,0p1,1,Vp,1,0p,22,0p2,1 - - .
Thus we found a predictor, which is in contrast to X,.; from (BI) easy to compute. However,
since we are not using all available information, we loose predictive power. To evaluate this loss
we bound the prediction error. We show that the error bound can be decomposed in two terms.
One is due to the dimension reduction, and the other to the statistical prediction error of the
finite dimensional model.

Theorem 4.5. Let (X,,)nez be a stationary functional linear process with WN (&g, )nez such that
all eigenvalues of C. are positive. Assume furthermore that Cx is invertible on Ap. Recall the
best linear functional predictor Xp.1 from Definition [3:3.

(i) Then for all n € N the prediction error is bounded:

B Xns1 - Xpia? < B[ Xna1 = Xpnar|* = 3 (Cxviyvi) + [V |- (4.13)
i>D
(it) If additionally (X, )nez is invertible, then
lim E[X;1 = Xpnal® = Y (Cxvivi) + [ Cep |-
>D

Proof. (i) Since XDJLH = PLCS(FDyn)(XnH) and X,,.1 = PLCS(Fn)(XnH), and since LCS(Fp ) €
LCS(F,), the first inequality follows immediately from the projection theorem. Furthermore,
since X1~ Xp n+1 € Ay, (the orthogonal complement of Ap) and Xp i1, Xp n+1 —)?D,ml € Ap,
we have (Xp41 — Xp 1, XDns1 — XD,rHl) = 0. Therefore,

EHXnJrl - XDJHI ”2 = E”XnH - XD,n+1 + XD,nJrl - XDJHI ”2

=E| X1~ Xpns1 |2+ E|Xp st — Xpast |-

By 21) we have E[Xp i1~ Xpns1]? = [E[(XDns1 = XDs1) ® (XD st = Xpons1)]| a4, which is
equal to |Vp n|n by ([EI2). Furthermore,

E| X1 - Xpas1]? = E( Y (Xns1, vidviy Y (Xne1, v5)v5)

i>D 7>D
= > E{ X1 (Xns1, v4), v ) (vi, v5)
1,5>D
= Z(CXVi7Vi>-
>D

(ii) By (i), what is left to show is that |[Vp,[3, = [Csp |3 for n — co. However, this is an
immediate consequence of the Multivariate Innovations Algorithm under the assumption that
(XD,n)nez is invertible (see Remark 4 in Chapter 11 of [8]). However, invertibility of (Xp ,)nez
is given by Proposition [£3] which finishes the proof. O



The above theorem states that for a stationary, invertible functional linear process, for in-
creasing sample size the predictor restricted to the D-dimensional space performs arbitrarily well
in the sense that in the limit only the statistical prediction error remains. However, our goal in
(L)) is not satisfied. The dimension reduction induces the additional error term Y ;. p(Cx (v;), vi)
independently of the sample size. If Ap is spanned by eigenfunctions of the covariance operator
Cx with eigenvalues A;, the prediction error due to dimension reduction is > ;. p A;.

We now investigate the special case of functional moving average processes with finite order.

4.2 Prediction of FMA(q)

FMA(q) processes for ¢ € N as in Definition are an interesting and not very well studied class
of functional linear processes. We start with the FMA(1) process as example.

Example 4.6. Consider a FMA(1) process (X, )nez defined by
Xn=vYep1+en, ne,
for some ¢ € £ and WN (&, )nez. The representation of (A7) reduces to
Xpn=%pEp, 1+¥pE>" +Ep,, necZ.

As Xp, depends on Ep ,,_1, E5° | and Ep ,, it is in general not a vector MA(1) process with
WN (EDm)ngz. O

However, we can state the dynamics of a finite dimensional subprocess of a FMA(q) process.

Theorem 4.7. Let (X,,)nez be a stationary FMA(q) process for ¢ € N and Ap be as in ({&1).
Then (Xpn)nez = (PapXn)nez as defined in ([fD) is a stationary FMA(q*) process for ¢* < q
satisfying

*

q

Xpn=YUpjEDnj+Epn  MEL, (4.14)
j=1
where 1/~JDJ € L for j =1,...,q¢" and (Epn)nez is WN. Moreover, (€pn)nez 15 isometrically

isomorphic to (Ep . )nez as defined in @&X). If ¢* =0, then (Xp n)nez is WN.

Proof. By Proposition B3] (Xp p)nez is stationary. Furthermore, by (£9) and Proposition [27]
Cxpih = Pap,Cx.nPap, = 0 for h > ¢, since Cx,;, = 0 for h > g. Hence, again by Proposi-
tion 27 (Xp.n)nez is a FMA(q™) process, where ¢* is the largest lag j < ¢ such that Cx,; =
Py, Cx.jPa, # 0. Thus, (I4) holds for some linear operators @DJ- € £ and WN (€p )nez. The
fact that (€p n)nez is isometrically isomorphic to (E D.n)nez as in (8] is again a consequence of
the Wold decomposition of (Xp ,)nez and follows from the proof of Proposition O

The fact that every subprocess of a FMA(q) is a FMA(¢*) with ¢* < ¢ simplifies the algorithm
of Proposition 4l Since Cx ., = 0 for |h| > ¢ modifies ([EI0)-(EI2) as follows: for n > ¢*,

q*
Xpm+1 =2, 00m,i(XDns1-i = XDops1i)
i1
n—k-1

* -1 *
Ok = (Cxpik = Y ODmn-g VD Obnohnches)Viaks k= Liwos ',
j=0

q*
= — = — - - * .
Vbn = CXD,HWXD,M = Cxa0 Z;GD,n,]VD,MHD,W
J]=
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We now investigate the prediction error E|X,,,1 — X D,n+1”2 of Theorem for a functional
linear process. For D — oo, obviously, Y., p(Cx, (vi),v;) = 0. However, the second term |Vp |
on the rhs of ([@I3)) is not defined in the limit, since the inverse of Vp ; in ([@II]) is no longer
bounded when D — oo. To see this, take e.g. Vp o. By ([@I2), since XDJ =0 and since (Xp p)nez
is stationary,

VD,() = CXD,l_XD,l = C'XD’1 = CXD-
By @9) for h = 0 we find Cx, = Pa,CxPa,, hence for all z € H, |(Cx - Cx,)(z)| - 0 for
D — co. But, since Cx is not invertible on the entire of H, neither is limp_,. Cx,,. Therefore,
limp_ o XDM;[ is not defined.

To resolve this problem, we propose a tool used before in functional data analysis, for instance
in [4] for the estimation of FAR(1). We increase the dimension D together with the sample size
n by choosing d,, := D(n) and d,, - oo with n — co. However, since the Innovations Algorithm is
based on a recursion, it will always start with Vg, o = Cx, , which again is not invertible on H
for d,, - co. For the Innovations Algorithm we increase D iteratively such that V, ¢ is inverted
on say Aj, Vg, 1 is inverted on As,... and so on. To quantify a convergence rate in Theorem [(5.3]
below we restrict ourselves to projections on eigenspaces of the covariance operator Cx of the
underlying process.

5 Prediction based on projections of increasing subspaces of H

In this section we propose a functional version of the Innovations Algorithm. Starting with the
same idea as in Section Ml we project the functional data on a finite dimensional space. However,
we now let the dimension of the space on which we project depend on the sample size. More
precisely, let (X, )nez be a stationary functional linear process with covariance operator C'y. For
some positive, increasing sequence (dy,)nen in N such that d,, - oo with n — oo, we define

(Vi)ien and Ag, =Sp{vi,...,vq,}, neN, (5.1)

where (1;);eny are now chosen as the eigenfunctions of C'x, and (A, )nen is an increasing sequence
of subspaces of H. Instead of applying the Innovations Algorithm to (P4, X;,...,P4,X;) as in
Proposition 4] we apply it now to (PAd1 X1yeees Pay Xn).

Proposition 5.1. Let (X, )nez be a stationary functional linear process with covariance operator
Cx with eigenpairs (\j,v;)jen, where X\j >0 for all j e N. Let (dy)nen be a positive sequence in
N such that d, 1 oo as n — oo. Define furthermore the best linear predictor of X,+1 based on
LCS(Fy, ,,) forneN as

Fyon={Xa, 1, Xap 2, Xapn}  and  Xg,\ ner = Prosry, ) (Xni)- (5.2)

Then an+17n+1 s given by the following set of recursions:

thl:O cmd le,OZOXd17

n
an+1,n+1 = Z 6dn—i+17n7i(an+1—i7n+1*i - an+1—i7n+1*i)7 (5'3)
=1

i—1
= * -1 .
9di+17n’n,i = (PAdn+1 CXWL_iPAdi_H - Z 9dj+17n,”*j Vderl’j 9dj+17i7i,j)vd”1’i, 1= 1, ey, — 1, (54)
7=0
n-1

— — - — . . * .
Vd"”l’n - CXd7L+1,n+1*an+1’n+1 - Oan+1 z;) 0dj+17n7n_j Vdj+17]9dj+1,n7n—]‘ (55)
‘]:
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Proof. The proof is based on the proof of Proposition 11.4.2 in [§]. First notice that the repre-
sentation

n
Xy ne1 = Z 9dn—i+1m,i(an+1—i7n+1—i - de—l—iv""'l_i)’ neN,
i=1

results from the definition of Xy, ,, n41 = Pros(ry )(Xn+1). Multiplying both sides of (E.3) with

(Xdp,y k1 — Xdp,y k+1,7) for 0 <k <n and taking expectations, we get
E[(Xdk+1,k+1_Xdk+1,k+1) ® an+17n+1:|
n
= Z 0dn—i+1,n7iE[(Xdk+1,k+l - Xdk+17k+1) ® (Xd"+1—i’"+l_i - Xd7”1_i’n+1_i)]
i=1

= Oy kB[ Xy ko1 = Koy 1) ® (Xagy b1 = Xy k1) s

where we used that E(Xg, ., n+1 - )?dmlml,XthkJrl - Xdkﬂ,ml) =0 for k # n. Now with the
definition of Vg, | 1 in (&5,

E[(Xagy k1 = Ky k1) © Xayi 1] = Oy mm Vg - (5.6)

By representation (5.3]) for n = k and the fact that Vy, |  is finite dimensional and therefore
invertible, since all eigenvalues of C'x are positive,

k
_ v * -1
Oy sy nn—k = (PAdn+1 Cxm-kPa,, | - Z; E[(Xa;i— Xa,0) ® an+1,”+1]0di,k,k—ifl)deﬂ,k'
1=

However, with (5.6]) the expectation on the right-hand-side can be replaced by 04, » n+1-iVi; i-1,
for i=1,...,k, which leads to

k
_ * -1
Odyopr ik = (PAdn+1 Cxm-kPa,,  ~ Z; ediyn,n+1*ivdi7i*10di,k,k7i—1)deﬂ,k'
1=

Finally, the projection theorem gives

n-1
— — - _ — - — . .0* .
Vdn+17n - Can+1,n+1—an+1’n+1 CXd7L+1 Can+1,n+1 CXd7L+1 ZE) 6dj+17n7n7jvdj+l7.79dj+l7n7n7.7'
]:
O
Remark 5.2. Notice that Xy, 1, X4, 2,...,Xq, n is not necessarily stationary. However, the re-

cursions above can still be applied, since stationarity is not required for the application of the
Innovations Algorithm in finite dimensions, see Proposition 11.4.2 in [g].

If (X} )nez is invertible, we can derive asymptotics for Xg, ,, n+1 as d - 0o and n — oo.

Theorem 5.3. Let (X, )nez be a stationary, invertible functional linear process with WN (&, )nez
such that all eigenvalues of C. are positive. Assume furthermore that all eigenvalues \;, j € N,
of Cx are positive.

(i) Let my — oo, m, <n and my/n - 0 for n - co and d,, > oo for n - oo be two positive
increasing sequences in N. Then

E”erl - dehrﬁ.l - €n+1H2 = O( 2 ||7Tj||ll + 2 )\j) hd 0, n — oo. (57)

j>mn j>dnfmn
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(ii) Denote by Cx, .» the covariance matriz of the subprocess (Xa, Jnez as defined in Lemma[{.2,
Then all eigenvalues of the spectral density matriz fx, [w] = % YoheZ e‘ith’an;h for-m<w<w
are positive. Denote by oy, >0 the infimum of these eigenvalues. If

i( > Imile+ Y X)) =0, n—oo (5.8)

n o j>mpy J>dn-mn

then fori=1,...,n and for all x € H,

10y i = vi) (@) =0, n— oo
The proof of this Theorem is given in the next Section [l

Remark 5.4. (a) Part (i) of Theorem [5.3] requires only that d, - oo as n — oo. No rate
is required, and we do not impose any coupling condition of d,, with m,. The theory would
suggest to let d,, increase as fast as possible. In practice, when quantities such as the lagged
covariance operators of the underlying process have to be estimated, the variance of the esti-
mators of Py, Cx., Py, increases with d,,. In fact, for instance, for the estimation of 64, 11 the
statistician is faced with the inversion of Py Cx P, . Small errors in the estimation of small em-
pirical eigenvalues of Py, Cx P;, may have severe consequences for the estimation of 64, ;1. This
suggests a conservative choice for d,,. The problem is similar to the choice of k, in Chapter 9.2
of [4] concerned with the estimation of the autoregressive parameter operator in a FAR(1). The
authors propose to choose k,, based on validation of the empirical prediction error.

(b) The choice of m,, in (5.7]) allows us to calibrate two error terms: under the restriction that

my[n — 0, choosing a larger m,, increases ;.4 Aj, the error caused by dimension reduction.

n—mn

Choosing a smaller m,, will on the other hand increase Y., [m;].

6 Proofs

Before presenting a proof of Theorem [B.3] we give some notation and auxiliary results. Recall
that throughout Iy denotes the identity operator on H. We also recall the notation and results

provided in Section [, which we shall use below without specific referencing.
Let (X, )nez be a stationary functional linear process. Then for n € N define the covariance
operator of the vector (X,,...,X1) by

E[Xn®Xn] E[Xn@)Xn,l] E[Xn®X1] Cx OX;l OX;nfl
b E[an ® X1] E[X;1©X,1] ; : _ OX:;*l Cx E , (6.1)
E[Xl ®Xn] E[Xl ®X1] CX;f(nfl) Cx

i.e., I'y is an operator acting on H™, where H" is the Cartesian product of n copies of H. Recall
that H" is again a Hilbert space, when equipped with the scalar product

(@) = 2<:cy>

)

(see [4], Section 5 for details). As the covariance operator of (X,,, Xp,-1,...,X1), I'y, is self-adjoint,
nuclear, and has the spectral representation (cf. Theorem 5.1 in |11])

T, = Z /\5.")1/](.") ® 1/](."), neN,
j=1
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with eigenpairs (/\5,") (n) ) e
Furthermore, deﬁne the operators P(q,) and Pp acting on H" by

Pa, = diag (Pa,,,Pa, ,---,Pa, ) and Pp=diag (Pay,,Pay,..-,Pap), (6.2)

then

F(dn)m = P(dn)FTLP(dn) and FD,n = PDFnPD.
Note that I'g,)nisin fact the covariance operator of (Xg, n,...,Xq, 1) and hasrank k,, := ¥i'; d;,
whereas I'p ,, is the covariance operator of (Xp,...,Xp 1) and has rank D -n. The operators

I'(4,)n and L'y, , are therefore self-adjoint nuclear operators with spectral representations

dn-n

o) o (n) () (n)
L(d)n = Z /\(dn .3 €(dn). ® €(dn).j and  Lg, pn = Z Aq drjCnsj ® Cobnj (63)
]_

We need the following auxiliary results.

Lemma 6.1 (Theorem 1.2 in [20]). Let (Xp n)nez be a D-variate stationary, invertible linear
process satisfying

n= E‘I’iEn—i"‘Em nez,
i=1

with Y21 [Will2 < oo (|| - [|2 denotes the Euclidean matriz norm) and WN (Ep ,)nez in L%D with
non-singular covariance matriz Cg,,. Let Cx,, be the covariance matriz of (Xp.n)nez. Then the
spectral density matriz fx ,[w] = % ez e e Cx b Jor =T <w < has only positive eigenvalues.
Let ap be their infimum. Then the eigenvalues (/\En))izl,...7p.n of I'py as in (61]) are bounded
below as follows:

0 <2map < AW <o AW,
The following is a consequence of the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality.
Lemma 6.2. For j,l €N let (\;,v;) and (A, 1) be eigenpairs of Cx. Then for i,k € Z,
(Cxinvm) < AN (6.4)

Proof. With the definition of the lagged covariance operators in (24]) and then the Cauchy-
Schwarz inequality, we get by stationarity of (X,,)nez

(Cxi-kvg, vi) = (B(Xi, v5) X, i) = E[( X5, 05 (X, 1)
1/2 1/2
< (B(Xa,v5)?) P (B X0, m)?)
We find E(X;,v;)? = E((X;,v;)X;,v;) = (Cxvj,v;) = Aj, which implies (6.4). O

So far we only considered the real Hilbert space H = L2([0,1]). There is a natural extension
to the complex Hilbert space by defining the scalar product (z,y) = fol z(t)y(t)dt for complex
valued functions x,y : [0,1] = C. As in Section 7.2 of |4], for (¢);)en ¢ £ we define the complex
operators

[ee]

Alz] = Z zj¢j, z€C, (6.5)

§=0
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such that the series converges in the operator norm. We need some methodology on frequency
analysis of functional time series, recently studied in [23]. The functional discrete Fourier trans-
form of (Xy,...,X,) is defined by

Sp(w) = ZXje_ijw, we (-mm7].
j=1

By Theorem 4 of [9], for all w € (-7, 7], if (Xy)nez is a linear process with Y52 [1;] 2 < oo,
then %Sn (w) converges in distribution as n — oo to a complex Gaussian random element with

covariance operator

2nFx[w] =) Cx.pe” .
heZ

The spectral density operator Fx|[w] of (X, )nez is non-negative, self-adjoint and nuclear (see
Proposition 2.1 in [23]).

Theorem 1 and 4 of [9] infer the following duality between Cx.,, and Fx[w], with A[z] as in
(65) and adjoint A[z]*:

™ . 1 . .
Cxap = f Fxlwle™do, heZ and Fxlw]= —A[TICAT], we(-mal (66)

The following Lemma is needed for the subsequent proofs, but may also be of interest by itself.

Lemma 6.3. Let (X,)nez be a stationary, invertible functional linear process with WN (&p,)nez,
such that all eigenvalues of C. are positive. Then for all w e (=, 7] the spectral density operator
Fx[w] has only positive eigenvalues.

Proof. The proof is an extension of the proof of Theorem 3.1 in [22] to the infinite dimensional
setting. Define for A[z] as in ([G3]) and (7;);en as in (23]

P[z]:= i:)zjﬂj and D[z]:=P[z]A[z], zeC.

Since A[z] and P[z] are power series, also D[z] can be represented by
D[z]= > 426;, ze€C,
=0

for §; € L. Let B be the backshift operator. Then X,, = A[Ble,, and ¢, = P[B]X,; in particular,
en = P[B]X, = P[B]A[Ble, = D[Blen, neZ. (6.7)

Since all eigenvalues of C; are positive, by equating the coefficients in (6.7]), D[z] = Iy for all
zeC.
Assume that there exists some non-zero v € H such that Fx[w](v) = 0. Then by (6.6),

1 . ,
—Ale ™ ]CAle™™]"(v) = 0.
2m
But since all eigenvalues of C: are positive, there exists some non-zero u € H such that A[e*](u) =
0. However, since D[z] = P[z]A[z] = Iy for all z € C, this is a contradiction, and Fx[w] can only

have positive eigenvalues for all w e (-, 7]. O
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6.1 Proof of Proposition 4.3

Stationarity of (Xp n)nez follows immediately from stationarity of (X, )nez, since P4, is a lin-
ear shift-invariant transformation. The functional Wold decomposition (e.g. Definition 3.1 in
[5]) gives a representation of (Xp,)nez as a linear process with WN, say (€)nez in L%{. By
Lemma B2, (Xp ,)nez is isometrically isomorphic to the vector process (Xp ,)nez as in (6l).
Analogously, (ED,n)mZ defined by EDm = ((Epm,v1), .-+ {EDn,vp))T is isometrically isomorphic
to (Ep,n)nez. We give a representation of (ED,n)neZ-

Define Mp,, =5p{Xpy,—o0 <t < n}. Then from the multivariate Wold decomposition the
WN of (Xp.n)nez in L%D is defined by

Eps=Xpn—Pmp,(Xpn), nel (6.8)

Now recall (A7) in the following form

(e e] [e.e]
Xpn=Epn+) Op,;Ep, j+¥5 B+ ¥5 .EY, neZ,

n—j»
j=1 j=2
and we apply the projection operator to all terms. Firstly, PMD,nA(EDm) =0, and Ep,-; and
E;7 ;1 belong to Mp 1 for all j > 1. Hence,

Prp s (Xpn) =2 O Eppj+ )y 5 EX  +®p 1Py, (EYy), nel,
i=1 =2
which together with (6.8]) implies (Z.8]).
We now show that (Xp,)nez is invertible. The Wold decomposition gives the following
representation

XD,n = Z; ‘i’D,i(ED,n—i) + ED,m newz (6.9)
i
for appropriate ¥ p,i and innovation process as in (6.8]). Theorem 1 of [22] gives conditions for
the invertibility of the stationary D-variate linear process (Xp n)nez satisfying (6.9]).
We verify these conditions one by one.

(1) We start by showing that for all w € (-7, 7] the matrix Fx,[w] is invertible, equivalently,
(Fx,[w]x,x)gp > 0 for all non-zero x € RP. By the isometric isomorphy between RP and Ap
from Lemma we have

{(Fxp [W]XaX)RD = (Fxp[wlz,z).

By (9) the spectral density operator Fx,[w] of (Xp n)nez satisfies

1 . 1 »
Fxp [w] == Z Cxpshe e = — Z Pa,Cx.nPape ihes
2m heZ 27 heZ
1 y
= PAD(_ Z Cx.ne Zhw)PAD = PAD}_)([LU]PAD. (6.10)
2T ez,

However, since (X, )nez is invertible, by Lemma all eigenvalues of Fx[w] are positive for all
w € (-m,7]. Using first (6I0), then that € Ap and finally that all eigenvalues of Fx[w] are
positive, we get

(Fx, [w]:z:,x) = <PAD}—X[W]PAD$,ZE) = (Fx[w]x,ac) > 0.
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Hence, (Fx,[w]x,x)grp >0 and thus Fx,[w] is invertible.
(2) We next show that the covariance matrix Cg = of (Ep.n)nez as in ([@&F) is invertible. Since
Ep, and Ap, -1 from (L)) are uncorrelated, CED = Cgp, + Cap. All eigenvalues of C. are
positive by assumption. For all x € Ap we get (z,C.z) = (x,Cg,X)ga Where 2 and x are related
by the isometric isomorphism 7" of Lemma With the characterization of the eigenvalues of a
self-adjoint operator via the Rayleigh quotient as in Theorem 4.2.7 in [15], all eigenvalues of Cg,,
are positive. Therefore, all eigenvalues of CED =Cg, + Ca,, are positive, and CED is invertible.
(3) Finally, summability in Euclidean matrix norm of the matrices Wp; over i € N follows
from the properties of the Wold decomposition (see e.g. Theorem 5.7.1 in [§]) and from the
summability of |z over i e N.

Therefore, all conditions of Theorem 1 of [22] are satisfied and (Xp , )nez is invertible. |

6.2 Proof of Theorem [5.3 (i)

First note that by the projection theorem (e.g. Theorem 2.3.1 in [g]),

n
EHXN-*-l - an+17n+1H2 < EHXTHl - Znianﬂfi,anin’ neN, (6'11)
i=1

forallm; e £,i=1,...,n. Hence, (611) holds in particular for n; = m; for i = 1,...,n, where m; are
the operators in the inverse representation of (X,,)nez of (Z5]). Furthermore, by the orthogonality
of epe1 and Xy, for k<n+1 and neN,

E|Xni1 = Xapo 11> = B[ Xni1 = Xapr ne1 — Enet|* + Elenaa]?

Now (6.IT) with 7; = m; and then the invertibility of (X, ),z yield

n
EHXn-%—l - an+1,n+1 —En+l H2 < EHXn-%—l - Z 7TiXd,L+1_i,n+l—iH2 - EHgn+1 H2

i=1
o0 n
=E| > miXns1—i+€ns1— ), TiXdpor s mei-il® = Elena |
i=1 =1
n
=E| > mi(Xpw1=i = Xdpoysne1-i) + Enst + Y, TiXni1 I? - E|ens]?
i1 i>n

Again by the orthogonality of &,,11 and X, for k <n +1, since Xg, n = Pa, Xn, and then using
that for X,V e L4, E| X + Y |? < 2E| X |? + 2E|Y||?, we get

n
E|Xns1 = Xaporne1 = ennt |> <E| D mi( Iy - Pa, . ) Xna-i+ 3 X1l

i=1 >n
2B Y mi(Im = Pa, | ) Xpori?+2E| Y miXna? - (6.12)
i=1 >n

=: 2J1 + 2J2.

We consider the two terms in (6.12) separately. From (21II) we get for the first term in (6.12I)

Ji = HE[im(IH ~Pa, | ) Xnn-i ® im(IH ~Pa, )Xn+1—i] v
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Using the triangle inequality together with properties of the nuclear operator norm given in
Section 2, and then the definition of Cx.j, in (24,

n
T < Y millelm e [E[(Tr = Pa,,,, ) Xne1-® (T = Pa,, ) Xna1-5]]

i,j=1
= 2 Imilelmle| (T = Pay,,, )Cxiimir = Pa, = 2 ImilelmleK G, ). (6.13)

i,5=1 t,5=1
By the definition of A4 in (E.I)) and, since by (5] we have (Ig - Pa, ) = Xisa, Vi ® 1,

K(i,5)=|C Y weuw)lxi( Y mew)|y=| X X (Cxijm)wmew

U>dny1-; I>dny1-j U>dpy1-i 1>dny1-j

N

With Lemma [6.2] the definition of the nuclear norm given in Section [2] and the orthogonality of
the (v;)ien, we get
. 1/2\1/2

U>dp1-i 1>dny1-j
o 1/2\1/2
= Z ( 2 2 )‘l >‘l’ 4] ®I/lr(1/k),yk)
k=1 l’>dn+1_i l>dn+1_j

_ D < Y A (6.14)

k>max(dn+1-j,dn+1-i) k>dni1-5

Plugging (6.14) into (6.13]), and recalling that Y52, ||m;| z =2 M7 < oo, we conclude

T <My mile Y A (6.15)
j=1 I>dpi1-5

Now for some m,, < n,
n mMn n
Yolmile D X=X lmile D X+ Y Imile > A (6.16)
j=1 l>dn+17j Jj=1 l>dn+17j J=mn l>dn+17j

Since Y71 [ mjlc < X721 |l = M < oo, the first term on the rhs of (6.I6) can be bounded by

Ylmille > <M YA (6.17)
=

I>dp11-; I>dn+1-my,

Furthermore, since Yp.q,,, , At € X2 A = [Cx | < o0, the second term of the rhs in (6.10) can
be bounded by

Tlmle T n<lCxin Y Imle. (6.18)

J=mn I>dpy1-j J=mn

Hence, from (6.15]) together with (6.16]), (6€17) and (6I8]) we obtain
Ti=0( % Imle+ X N (6.19)

J=mn l>dn+1—mn

Concerning J3, the second term of (6.12) with (2.2), and then the definition of Cx.j, in ([2.4)
yield

Jo=E|> TiXpe1-i|? = HE[ Y MiXni1-i ® ). Fan+1—j]HN

>n >n j>n
= > mCxuijmila < D Imillelmilel Cxivjla
i,j>TL i,j>n
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Since Cxi—j € N for all i, j € N, |Cx.i—j|n =t Mz < o0, and for some m,, < n,

2
J2SM2(Z||7TZ'”£) =O(E ||7TZ||£) (6.20)
>n 1>Mnp
Finally the combination of (6:12]), (619]) and (6:20]) yields assertion (i). O

6.3 Proof of Theorem [5.3 (ii)

Note first that by the projection theorem there is an equivalent representation of dehml to

B3)) given by
- n
Xy mr1 = Pros(r ) (Xna1) = X B s niXdnor i (6.21)
o i=1

for Fén’n as in (5.2) and Bg,,, , nq € L fori=1,...,n. Furthermore, for k = 1,...,n, we define the
best linear predictor of X,,,1 based on Fénn(k:) ={Xd, .\ pn+1-k> Xd,_poom+2-kr -+ Xdpn) DY

k
Ko mr1(B) = Pros(ry  00)(Xne1) = 3 Bar i Xdyorsnei—i (6.22)
’ =1

We start with the following Proposition, which is an infinite-dimensional extension to Propo-
sition 2.2 in |21].

Proposition 6.4. Under the assumptions of Theorem [5.3 the following assertions hold:
(i) The operators Bq,,, ; ni from (621) and 84, , ni from (Z3) are for n e N related by

7
9dn+1—i7n,i = Z /Bdn-fl—j7"7j9dn+1—i7n_jvi_j’ i=1,...,n. (6-23)
7=1

Furthermore, for everyi,j €N and x € H, as n — oo,
(i0) | (Bayriini = m) ()] = 0,

(Z”) H (6dn+1—i,n7i - 6dn+1—i—j m—jﬂ')(gj) H -0,

(iv) H (ednﬂ—im,i - 9dn+1—i—j ,n—j,i)(ﬂf) H - 0.

Proof. (i) Set 04, n0:=In. By adding the term 04,,, »0(Xd, ., n+1 - anu,ml) to both sides of
B3), we get

n
an+1,n+1 = Z 6dn+17j7n,j(an+17j,n+17j - anJrl,j,nJrlfj)a n € N.
7=0

Plugging this representation of Xy ., ; n+1-; into (@21I) for i =1,...,n yields
. n n—i .
an+17n+1 = Z Bdrwl—i:nvi ( Z 0dn+1—i—j7n*i7j(an+1—i—j n+l-i-j = an+1—i—j7n+1*i*j))'
i=1 =0

Equating the coefficients of the innovations (Xg,,, ; n+1-i — X, n+1-i) with the innovation

representation (5.3]), the identity

n+1-i,

n
Kiprn1 = D0 i1 i (X s mvioi = Xelpor s ms1-i)
i=1
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leads by linearity of the operators to (6.23]).
(ii) Let
B(dn),n = (6dn,n,17 cee aﬁdl,n,n) and Hn = (77-17 cee aﬂ-n)’ (624)

which are both operators from H" to H defined as follows: let = = (z1,...,z,) € H" with z; € H
fori=1,...,n. Then B4, n T = Xi"1 Bdp,1_;n,iTi € H. By definition of the norm in H" we have
forall z e H

Mwam—chw=§;0%MHWJ—mxxw.

We show that this tends to 0 as n — oo, which immediately gives [(84
all 4 e N.
First notice that for x € H" and with P4,y defined in (6.2)), the triangular inequality yields

- W,)(a;)H - 0 for

n+1-7,7,

1By = T ()] < DB = TP ) )]+ 1T (T = P ()]
= Ji(dp,n)(x) + Jo(dp,n)(x),

with identity operator Iy» on H™. We find bounds for Ji(d,,n)(x) and J3(d,,n)(z). Since uni-
form convergence implies pointwise convergence, we consider the operator norm of Ji(d,,n)(x)

J1(dn;n) = | Bea,yn — WnPraylc
and show that Jy(d,,n) - 0 as n - oo. From Theorem 2.1.8 in [24] we find
|Banyn = Pany |2 = 1(Banyn = WnPra)) (Bian)n = T Pa)) - (6.25)

Recall the spectral representation of I'¢y, ) , as in (€3). By the definition of By, ), and I1,,Pq,, ),
note that (B(q,)n~11nPd,)) Pdn) = B(dn)n—nF(4,)- Extracting the smallest positive eigenvalue

)\Ezf)b)vkn Of P(dn),TH we get

| (Blanyn = T Pan) V) n (Bl n = TPl | c
B m) () (n)
- H(B(dn)’" ~ I Pan)) Z; Mn) 3 (€dn) g © €y ) B = InPa,)) Hg
]:

(n)
> /\(dn),kn

(Blanyn = UnP4,)) B,y = MaPa,)"| (6:26)

Since Ay, € Ag, for all i <n we obtain A g, ) = (A4, Ad,_ys- - Ady) € Aa, = (Ad,, Adys- -5 Ady)
and, therefore, Py, P4,) = P4, Together with the definition of I'(4,) ,, this implies

LCianyn = ) 'nPdn) = Pldn) PanTnPa, Pdny = Pldn)UdnnPdn)-
Since (7, (4,)nT) = (2, [g, nz) for all z € Ay, , and Ag,) € Ay, , we get
(2.1 (d,) n) (z,T4, nT) (z,Ta, nv)
A(n) _ . n), _ . ) n M > . ) n M _ (n) ’
TS, VR T R VA P R VA P dn o
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where the first and last equality hold by application of Theorem 4.2.7 in [15]. Furthermore, by
Lemma [6:1] )\((in)an, > 21y, . Therefore,

)y

With ([6.26) and (6.27), we get

1
2mayg,,

1Bdyn ~ MnPra, | < | (Bayn =T Pt Ty (B yn = aPray) |, = Ji (i)

(6.28)
Furthermore, since (Az,y) = (z, A*y) for Ae £ and z,y € H, and by (624)) and the structure of
INEREE

|(Bayn = 0P ) ayn(Ban = MaFaa)' |,

n n
< |E[ 2Bt i = miPay . I Xarerimi1-i® Y By = 7 Pag )Xty mgi ]|
i=1 j

n+1-i ]=1 n+1-j L
Now with (Z5]) and ([G21]) we get
n n
E[ > Bayroiini = TiPay, | )Xy ine1-i® D By mg — TiPAq, )anfjﬂ,nfjﬂ]
i=1 =1 r
- n
= HE[(del,ml - Xpt1 +Ens1 t+ 2 TiXn+1i + Zm(l —Pa, . )Xn+17i)
>n =1
- n
® (an+1,n+1 -~ Xps1 +Eps1 + Z 7Tan+1—j + Z 7Tj(I - PAd7L+1—j )Xn+1—j)]H£ (6-29)
j>n j=1

With the trianglular inequality, (6.29]) decomposes in the following four terms giving with (6.28]):

2mag, | Bia,ym — M Payy I

< HEI:(anHJHl - Xn+1 + En+1) ® (an+1,n+1 - Xn+1 + En-%—l):l HL

- n n

+ || E ( Z T Xns1-i + Zﬂ'i(l - PAdmh. )XnJrlfi) ® ( Z TjXns1-j + Z Trj([ - PAdnﬂ—j )Xn+17j)]H[;

S i>n i=1 g>n =1

* Ei(xdm,ml = X1+ 5n+1) @ ( 2 iK1 iﬂj([ ~Paa, )X"”‘j)] Hc
j=

j>n

_ n
+||E ( Z TiXneloi + Z;Tri([ - PAdn+17i )Xn+1—i) ® (an+1,n+1 - Xn41 + €n+1):|H£.
i=

T o>n

Define

f(nvdTwmn) = ( Z ||7TjH£ + Z )\J)

J>mn J>dn-mn

By Theorem [£.3] the first term is of the order f(n,d,,m;). The second term is of the same
order by the calculations following (6.12]). Concerning the remaining two terms, using first that
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ICxy|c <E|X||Y], and then applying the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality gives

l(Racns - Xom 20) By Simtr - 2o, o)

j>n

< (EHanH,rHl = Xnt+1 + Ent1

EH > X1+ znj 7 (1= Pa, ) Xnarg H)2 (6.30)
j>n 7=1

2
,)Xn+1fjH£

n+1l-j

< EHXd,Hl,rHl - Xn+1 +En+1

2 n
EH EWanJrlfj + Eﬂj(I—PAd
L j>n 7=1

Both terms are of the order f(n,d,,m;) by Theorem B.3(i).
Hence, |B(q,)n ~ HnP(dn)H2 is of the order f(n,d,,m,)/aq,, and with the assumption (5.8)),

Ji(dy,n)* >0, n - co. (6.31)

We now estimate Jo(d,,n)(x), which we have to consider pointwise. For every = = (21,...,x,) €
H" with z; e H for 1<i<n and |z <1,

Ja(dn,n) = [Tn (1 = Pg,)) ()]

= H(Trl(IH _PAdn)77r2(IH _PAd )’ aﬂ-n(IH _PAdl))(‘/E)H

n-1

n
= |m(Zi - Pay )@,
i=1
Let m € N such that m <n. Then,

) (@) || + i |lmi(Ie = Pa, . )(xi)||. (6.32)

i=m+1

SolmiTa = Pa, - @) = |7mi(Iu - Pa,
i=1 i=1

n+1-i n+1-i n+1-1

Note that Iy — P4, is a projection operator on the orthogonal complement of Ag4,. Hence for
all n e N, we have ||[Ig - Pa, | =1 (see e.g. Theorem 2.1.9 in [24]). Furthermore, for A, B € £ and
veH, |ABz| < |Al|B[|x], and since |z;] <1,

| 3 1 |7i(le = Pa, (@) < Z |7 . (6.33)
=m+ w>m

Furthermore, since Ag; € Ay, for j <4,

2wl = Pay, o) @) < 3 Imillel (Ta = Pay, ) (@) (6.34)
P i=1

Since Y321 ||z < oo, for every 0 > 0 there exists some ms € N, such that ¥, |mi|c < §/2.

Hence, with ([6.32)), (6.33]) and (6.34]) we estimate

inH—PAd )(wi>!\s§||m||<IH—PAd @)+ 62 (6.35)

n+1-1 n+l-m

Furthermore, for the first term of the rhs of (635)),

ms
Yol e (I - Pa,
=

n+l-m n+l-m

RIESTpE

@)l < max (L = Pa,
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Now note that ||({g — Pa,
ng € N such that

n+l-m

)(z)| — 0 for n > oo for all z € H. Hence, there exists some
5

mg
s (= Pag, @) Sl <672

Hence, Js(dp,n)(x) < d for all n >ng and all x € H.
Together with (6.31)), this proves (ii).
(iii) Similarly to the proof of (ii), we start by defining for every n e N,

B(dn),nfj = (Bdn,nfj,h /Bdn_l,nfj,% ce 7/8dj+1,n—j,n7ja 0H7 ce 70H)7 j = 17 Lz

where the last j entries are Op, the null operator on H. Then E(dn)7n_j is a bounded linear
operator from H" to H. Analogously to the beginning of the proof of (ii), we show that HE(dn),n -
E(dn),nfjH £ — 0 for n - co. With the same calculation as deriving (6.28]) from (6.25]), we obtain

1
27Tadn

1 ~
= ——T1(dn, ).
27Tad

1B,y = Banymjlz < | (Banyn = Banymn-i)T @n)n(Bianyn = Banym-i) |z

n

Applying the same steps as when bounding J1(dp,n) in the proof of (i), and setting B4, ; n.m =0
for m > n, we obtain

~ n
J{(dnv n) = HE[( Z(ﬁdn—ium,i - 6dn—i+17n_jyi)an+1—i7"+1_i)
=1

n
& (Y Bapssrnt = Birir i) Xy 1) ||

=
= HE[(XdM,ml ~ X1 (n -j)) @ (Xapoy et = Xy 1 (1 —j))]

L

Hg’

where anﬂ,ml(k) = Zle B, 11,51 Xd,, 1y n+1-1 is defined as in ([6.22). By adding and subtracting

X4 .1 n+1 +€ns1 and then using the linearity of the scalar product we get

n+1;
=T{(K7n) :“E[((an+17n+l - an+1,n+1 - 6nJrl) - (an+1,n+l(n _J) - an+1,n+l - 6nJrl))
® ((anﬂ,nJrl - an+1,n+1 - €n+1) - (an+1,n+1(n - ]) - an+1,n+1 - En-%—l))] HE

<

(X1 i1 = Xdpoyne1 = Ene1) ® (Xapy na1 = Xdpr et — €n+1)] Hﬁ

E
+|E de.l,nJrl(n _,7) - an+1,n+1 - En+1) ® (an+17n+1(n _]) - an+1,n+1 - En+l)] HL
+ |E

+ |E

_(an+1,n+1 - an+1,n+1 - 6nJrl) ® (an+1,n+1(n - J) - an+1,n+1 - 5n+1):| HE
,(delmﬂ(n - ]) - an+17n+1 - E"+1) ® (anﬂv"*l - Xd"”’"“ h €n+1)] Hﬁ

For n — oo the first term converges to 0 by Theorem [5.3] (i). For every fixed j € {1,...,n} the
second term converges to 0 by exactly the same arguments. Similar arguments as in the proof of
(ii) show that the third and fourth terms also converge to 0. Indeed, applying the Cauchy-Schwarz
inequality, we find as in (6.30]),

—~ —~ ) 2
HE[(Xd”*l’"H - anﬂv"*'l - E"Jrl) ® (an+1,n+1(n - ]) - an+1,n+1 - 67”1)] H£

< EHanu,ml - an+1,n+1 ~En+l Hi EHX\d'rHl,”*l(n - j) - anﬂ,ml —En+l Hi
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Since both these terms tend to 0 for n — oo, J/(dy,n) = 0 for n - oo, which finishes the proof
of (iii).
(iv) By 6.23)
k
Odirine = 2 Bdnir1iniOys n-th-1, Kk =1,....m,

=1

and we get 04, n.1 = f4,n,1- Hence, for n - co and fixed j € N,

1O 1 = O, 5. 1) (@) = (B m1 = B n—j1) ()] = 0. (6.36)

For some fixed j € N by a shift of (6:23)), we obtain

k

Odyys ik = 0 Bebsr gm0y il k1 (6.37)
=1

With ([6.37) and then the triangular equality after adding and subtracting 84, ., , n.104, ., ;,n-j-1,k-1()
forl=1,...,k,

k
| B = Oicin-sa) @) = [ (2 BtrororinOar-ntot = B sn-iaBaicsin-i-t-1) (@)
1

~
Il

M=

< | X BtersindCtron-thot = O -0 (@)

o~

[y

| s = B 15001 omi11(3)|

By (iii) [(Bd,,, 1m0 = Bdyirym-i)(@)|| = 0 as n - oco. Furthermore, if for all I = 1,...,i -1,
[Odysrimi = s =50 (x) | = O, then [(0a,,, ;i = Odyir—iin—ji(2) | = 0. The proof then follows
by induction with the initial step given in (6.30]). O

We are now ready to prove Theorem [B3(ii).

Proof of Theorem [5.3(7i). Set mp := —Ig. By (Z3]) and the definition of a linear process (2.3))

[ee]

Tf)jEn,i,j), nez.
=0

—&p = ng‘(XrH‘) = Z(:)T"i(

J

Setting k =17 + 7, this can be rewritten as

[eS) o) o k
~&n = 2”2( Zg)qﬁjenfifj) = k;( Z 7Tj¢i)<€n—k = Z Z T Vk—jEn—k-

itj=k k=0;=0

Equating the coefficients we get Z?:o mjpp—j = 0 for k > 0. Since —-mg = Iy, extracting the first
term of the series, Zle - — Iy, = 0, hence,

k
> k- = g
j=1
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Furthermore, by (6.23) we get for all x € H,

H (edn+1—i7n,i - Tlh)(!ﬂ) H

where we have added and subtracted 6,

7 7
( 21 Binir—yn,i0dnisin-jij = Zl mivis ) (@)
Jj= Jj=

7 7
= 2 Bansrying = 70 0ur i (@) = 2o 75 (Wi = Ousinsii) (@)
j=1 J=1

IN

7 7
> sy = T 0 simgii (@) + | 275 iy = Oas i) (@)
j=1 J=1

)

7
| O 75 Ot = Ot i) (@)
j=1

n,i—j and applied the triangular inequality for the

n+1-1,

last equality. Now, for n — oo, the last term tends to 0 by Proposition [6.4] (iv). The first term
tends to 0 by Proposition (ii). The second term tends to 0 by induction, where the initial

step is clear, since 11 = —my and 04, n.1 = Bd,, n,1- O
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