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Abstract

We propose a new measure for stationarity of a functional time series, which is based
on an explicit representation of the L?-distance between the spectral density operator of a
non-stationary process and its best (L2-)approximation by a spectral density operator corre-
sponding to a stationary process. This distance can easily be estimated by sums of Hilbert-
Schmidt inner products of periodogram operators (evaluated at different frequencies), and
asymptotic normality of an appropriately standardized version of the estimator can be es-
tablished for the corresponding estimate under the null hypothesis and alternative. As a
result we obtain a simple asymptotic frequency domain level « test (using the quantiles of
the normal distribution) for the hypothesis of stationarity of functional time series. Other
applications such as asymptotic confidence intervals for a measure of stationarity or the
construction of tests for “relevant deviations from stationarity”, are also briefly mentioned.
We demonstrate in a small simulation study that the new method has very good finite sam-
ple properties. Moreover, we apply our test to annual temperature curves.
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1 Introduction

In many applications of functional data analysis (FDA) data is recorded sequentially over time
and naturally exhibits dependence. In the last years, an increasing number of authors have
worked on analysing functional data from time series and we refer to the monographs of Bosq
(2000) and|Horvath and Kokoszka, (2012) among others. An important assumption in most of the
literature is stationarity, which allows a unifying development of statistical theory. For example,
stationary processes with a linear representation have among others been investigated by Mas
(2000), Bosq| (2002) and |Dehling and Sharipov| (2005). Prediction methods (e.g.,|/Antoniadis and
Sapatinas, 2003;/Aue et al.,|2015; Bosq, 2000) and violation of the i.i.d. assumption in the context
of change point detection have also received a fair amount of attention (e.g., Aue et al., 2009;
Berkes et al., 2009;|[Horvath et al.,2010). Hormann and Kokoszka|(2010) provide a general frame-
work to examine temporal dependence among functional observations of stationary processes.



Frequency domain analysis of stationary functional time series has been considered by Panare-
tos and Tavakoli (2013) under the assumption of functional generalizations of cumulant-mixing
conditions.

In practice, it is however not clear that the temporal dependence structure is constant and
hence that stationarity is satisfied. It is therefore desirable to have tests for second order station-
arity or measures for deviations from stationarity for data analysis of functional time series. In
the context of Euclidean data (univariate and multivariate) there exists a considerable amount of
literature on this problem. Early work can be found in Priestley and Subba Rao| (1969) who pro-
posed testing the “homogeneity” of a set of evolutionary spectra. Von Sachs and Neumann, (2000)
used coefficients with respect to a Haar wavelet series expansion of time-varying periodograms
for this purpose, see also|Nason| (2013) who provided an important extension of their approach
and |Cardinali and Nason| (2010) or Taylor et al.|(2014) for further applications of wavelets in the
problem of testing for stationarity. Paparoditis| (2009,[2010) proposed to reject the null hypothe-
sis of second order stationarity if the L?-distance between a local spectral density estimate and
an estimate derived under the assumption of stationarity is large. [Dette et al.| (2011) suggested
to estimate this distance directly by sums of periodograms evaluated at the Fourier frequencies
in order to avoid the problem of choosing additional bandwidths [see also Preuls et al.| (2013) for
an empirical process approach]. An alternative method to investigate second order stationarity
can be found in |[Dwivedi and Subba Rao| (2011) and [Jentsch and Subba Rao| (2015), who used
the fact that the discrete Fourier transform (DFT) is asymptotically uncorrelated at the canoni-
cal frequencies if and only if the time series is second-order stationary. Recently, Jin et al.|(2015)
proposed a double-order selection test for checking second-order stationarity of a univariate
time series, whileDas and Nason! (2016) investigated an experimental empirical measure of non-
stationarity based on the mathematical roughness of the time evolution of fitted parameters of a
dynamic linear model.

On the other hand - despite the frequently made assumption of second-order stationarity in
functional data analysis — much less work has been done investigating the stationarity of func-
tional data. A rigorous mathematical framework for locally stationary functional time series has
only been recently developed by van Delft and Eichler (2018), who extended the concept of lo-
cal stationarity introduced by |[Dahlhaus| (1996, 1997) from univariate time series to functional
data. To our best knowledge |Aue and van Delft| (2017) is the only reference that applies this
framework to test for second-order stationarity of a functional time series against smooth alter-
natives. These authors follow the approach of|Dwivedi and Subba Rao|(2011) and show that the
functional discrete Fourier transform (fDFT) is asymptotically uncorrelated at distinct Fourier
frequencies if and only if the process is functional weakly stationary. This result is then used to
construct a test statistic based on an empirical covariance operator of the fDFT’s, which is subse-
quently projected to finite dimension. The asymptotic properties of the resulting quadratic form
is demonstrated to be chi-square distributed both under the null and under the alternative of
functional local stationarity. Although the authors thereby provide an explicit expression for the
degree of departure from weak stationarity, the test requires the specification of the parameter
M, the number of lagged fDFT’s included. This can be seen as a disadvantage since it affects the
power of the test.

In the present paper we propose a different test which is based on an explicit representation
of the L2-distance between the spectral density operator of a non-stationary process and its best
(L?-)approximation by a spectral density operator corresponding to a stationary process. This
measure vanishes if and only if the time series is second order stationary, and consequently a
test can be obtained by rejecting the hypothesis of stationarity for large values of a correspond-
ing estimate. The L?-distance is estimated by a functional of sums of integrated periodogram op-



erators, for which (after appropriate standardization) asymptotic normality can be established
under the null hypothesis and any fixed alternative. The resulting test of the hypothesis of sta-
tionarity is extremely simple and therefore very attractive for practitioners. The test uses the
quantiles of the standard normal distribution, does neither require the choice of a bandwidth
in order to estimate the time vary spectral density operators nor bootstrap methods to obtain
critical values. Therefore the proposed methodology is also very efficient from a computational
point of view.

Although a similar concept has been investigated for univariate time series [see Dette et al.
(2011)], the mathematical derivation of the asymptotic normality requires several sophisticated
and new tools for spectral analysis of locally stationary functional time series. In particular - in
contrast to the cited reference - our approach does not require a linear representation of the time
series by an independent sequence and we derive several new properties of the periodogram
operator, which are of independent interest. Exemplary we mention Theorem in Section
which provides a representation of the cumulants of Hilbert-Schmidt inner products of local
periodogram tensors (evaluated at different time points and different frequencies) by the trace
of cumulants of simple tensors of the local functional discrete Fourier transforms.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2] we introduce the main concept of
local stationary functional time series, define a measure of stationarity for these processes and
its corresponding estimates. Section [3]is devoted to the asymptotic properties of the proposed
estimators and some statistical applications of the asymptotic theory. Besides the new and sim-
ple test for the hypothesis of stationarity we also briefly discuss several other applications of the
asymptotic theory, such as confidence intervals for the measure of stationarity and tests for pre-
cise hypotheses [see Berger and Delampady|(1987)], which means in the present context to test if
the measure of stationarity exceeds a certain threshold. Section[4|contains a proof of the asymp-
totic normality, while it is demonstrated in Section[5|by means of a small simulation study that
the new test has very good finite sample properties. In this section we also illustrate the appli-
cation of our test analyzing annual temperature curves recorded at several measuring stations
in Australia over the past 135 years. Finally, some of the more technical arguments, which are
rather complicated, can be found in the Appendix (see Section[A).

2 A measure of stationarity on the function space

2.1 Notation and the functional setup

We begin by providing definitions and facts about operators used in the paper. Suppose that
€ is a separable Hilbert space. £ (#°) denotes the Banach space of bounded linear operators
A: A — ¢ with the operator norm given by [l Alleo = sup <1 | Axll. Each operator A € £ ()
has the adjoint operator At € (A, which satisfies (Ax,y) = (x, At y)y foreach x,ye #. A€
L(A) is called self-adjoint if A = A" and non-negative definite if (Ax, x) = 0 for each x € .#. The
conjugate of an operator A € Z(#), denoted by ‘A, is defined as Ax = ﬁ, where X denotes the
complex conjugate of x € A°.

An operator A € £ () is called compactifit can be written in the form A=} >, s;(A)e;,) fj,
where {e; : j = 1} and {f; : j = 1} are orthonormal sets (not necessarily complete) of A, {s;(A) :
j = 1} are the singular values of A and the series converges in the operator norm. We say that a
compact operator A € £ (A) belongs to the Schatten class of order p = 1 and write A € S, (A)
if |||A|||Z =2 =1 57 (A) < co. The Schatten class of order p = 1 is a Banach space with the norm
Il-llp. A compact operator A € £ () is called Hilbert-Schmidt if A € S»(#) and trace class if
A € §1(A2). The space of Hilbert-Schmidt operators S,(#) is also a Hilbert space with the in-



ner product given by (A, B)us = X j>1(Aej, Be;) for each A, B € S,(#), where {e; : j = 1} is an
orthonormal basis.

Let Lé([O, 11%) for k = 1 denote the Hilbert space of equivalence classes of square integrable
measurable functions f: [0,1] k _, C with the inner product given by

(f, 8 = f fx)gx)dx
[0,1]%

foreach f,ge Lé([O, 11%).We denote the norm of L%([O, 11%) by [ - Il2. LHZQ([O, 11%) for k = 1 denotes
the corresponding space of real functions.

An operator A€ & (L%([O, 11%)) is Hilbert-Schmidt if and only if there exists a kernel k4 €
L2([0,11% x [0,1]) such that

Af(x) =f kalx, ) f(y)dy
[0,1]%

almost everywhere in [0,1]* for each f € L%([O, 11%) [see Theorem 6.11 of Weidmann| (1980)]. In
particular, for A,Be S, (L%([O, 11%)), we have

WIAll5 = llkall; and (A, B)ys = (ka, kp)

where kg, kp € L%([O,l]k x [0,1]%). For f,g € L%([O,l]k), we define the tensor product f® g :
LL2(10,11%) as (f e g)v = (v,g) f for all v e L2([0,1]%). Since the mapping I : L2([0,11") ®
LGZ:([O, 11%) — S (L%([O, 11%)) defined by the linear extension of 9 (f ® g) = f ® g is an isometric
isomorphism, it defines a Hilbert-Schmidt operator with the kernel in Lé([o, 11% x [0,11%) given
by (f ® g)(r,0) = f(1)g(o) foreach 7,0 € [0, 11%.

Finally, we define the following bounded linear mappings. For A, B,C,e Z£(A), the Kro-
necker product is defined as (A®B)C = ACB', while the transpose Kronecker product is given

by (A®B)C = (AQB)C . For A, B € S»(7), we shall denote, in analogy to elements a, b € 7,
the Hilbert tensor product as A® B. Further useful properties are provided in[Al

2.2 Locally stationary functional time series

The second order dynamics of weakly stationary time series of functional data {X}},cz can be
completely described by the Fourier transform of the sequence of covariance operators, acting
on L2([0,1],0), i.e.,

1 .
Fo= 2 E(Xp—mweXo—w)e ™" wel-mn7] @.1)
2n heZ

where pu = EX, denotes the mean function. We will assume our data are centered and hence
1 = 0. When stationarity is violated, we can no longer speak of a frequency distribution over all
time and hence, if it exists, this object must become time-dependent. To allow for a meaningful
definition of this object if stationarity is violated, we consider a triangular array {X;7:1 <t <
T}ren as a doubly indexed functional time series, where X; r is a random element with values
in LDZQ([O, 1)) foreach 1 <t < T and T € N. The processes {X; 1 :1 < t < T} are extended on Z by
setting X; 7 = Xj,r for t <1 and X;r = X7,7 for £ > T. Followingvan Delft and Eichler (2018), the
sequence of stochastic processes {X; 1 : t € Z} indexed by T € N is called locally stationary if for
all rescaled times u € [0, 1] there exists an L?R([O, 1])-valued strictly stationary process {X;”) 1te 7}

such that
(u)

LT a.s. (2.2)

s

=l -ule )P



forall1 <t < T, where P;”} is a positive real-valued process such that for some p >0 and C < oo

the process satisfies [E(lPi”T)Ip ) < Cforall r and T and uniformly in u € [0, 1]. If the second-order
dynamics are changing gradually over time, the second order dynamics of the stochastic pro-
cess {X;,1: t € Z}7en are then completely described by the time-varying spectral density operator
given by

1 .
Fuow==— 3 E(X™ @ X)e N 2.3)
2m hez

for each u € [0,1] and {X\" : ¢ € Z}. Under the technical assumptions stated in this
object is a Hilbert-Schmidt operator and we shall denote its kernel function by f;, , € L?é (10,11%),
which is twice-differentiable with respect to u and w. Note that if the process is in fact second-
order stationary, then reduces to the form and hence this framework lends itself in a
natural way to test for changing dynamics in the second order structure.

In this paper, we are interested in testing the hypothesis

Hy:%u0=%, ae.onl|-m,mn]x[0,1] (2.4)
versus
Hy: %0 # Fw,0onasubset of [-m, 7] x [0, 1] of positive Lebesgue measure, (2.5)

where &, is an unknown non-negative definite Hilbert-Schmidt operator for each w € [-m, 7],
which does not depend on the rescaled time « € [0, 1]. We define the minimum distance

T rl
m? = min f f I F w0 — G llzdudw, (2.6)
¢ J-nJo

where the minimum is taken over all mappings ¥ : [-m, 7] — S» (L%([O, 1])). Note that the hy-
potheses in and can be rewritten as

Hy: m?=0 versus H,: m? >0, 2.7)

and a statistical test can be obtained by rejecting the null hypothesis Hj for large values of an ap-

propriate estimator of m?. In order to construct such an estimator, we first derive an alternative

representation of the minimum distance m?.

Lemma 2.1. The minimum distance m? defined in (2.6) can be expressed as
2 ™! o 12
m= [ [ W~ Foldudo 2.8)
-nJ0

where the operators F., are defined by

~ 1

Fy = f Fupdu (2.9)

0

for each w € [—m,m). We refer to this operator %, as the time-integrated local spectral density
operator as it acts on L?([0,11,C) such that %, no longer depends on u € [0, 1] for each w € [—m, 7].



Proof. Since |||z is induced by the Hilbert-Schmidt inner product, we have that
1% 0 =Gl = N1F 0 = Foll3 +Fuo = Frs Fr = G5 +(Fr = Gy Fuor = T s + 1T = oI5

By linearity and the definition of the Hilbert-Schmidt inner product,

l —_— —_— 1 — —_—
|| Fu=FonFo s { | Fuwdu-FoFo-) =0
0 0 HS

A similar argument shows that fol (:@vw Y, Fruw— ~w>HSd u = 0. Hence,

T

n rl — =
m? = f f I F w0 — Folladudw + min f %0 — 4ol dw
-nJ0 4 T

and the infimum of the second term is achieved at ¢, = %,. The proof is complete. O

Using the definition of the Hilbert-Schmidt norm, we can rewrite expression (2.8) in terms of
Fuw

T el T
m? = f fo FwolZdudo— [ 1Fkdo, (2.10)
—7T —7T

where %, is given by (2.9). The two terms in can now be easily estimated from the available
data {X; r:1 <t < T} by sums of periodogram operators.

In order to estimate the two integrals in we split the sample into M blocks with N
elements inside each of these blocks so that T = MN = M(T)N(T) for each T € N, where M, N €
N and N is an even number. M and N will correspond to the number of terms used in a Riemann
sum approximating the integrals in with respect to du and dw and therefore they have
to be reasonable large. The number of elements in the blocks grows faster than the number
of blocks, but slower than the cube number of blocks. The choice of the number of blocks is

carefully discussed in[Subsection 3.1|and an empirical investigation can be found in

Throughout this paper, we make the following assumption for the asymptotic analysis.

Assumption 2.1. M — oo, N — oo as T — oo, such that
N/M—oco and NIM®—0

For u € [0,1], w € [-7,7n] and N = 1, the functional discrete Fourier transform (fDFT) evalu-
ated around time u is defined as a random function with values in qu: ([0,1]) given by

1 N-1

X\ut)-Ni2 1,T€_iws- (2.11)
\/27'[_]\7 s;) luT) +S+

The periodogram tensor is then defined by

uw ., _
DY =

IyY:=Dy" e Dy". (2.12)

Letwy =2nk/Nfork=1,...,Nand uj = (N(j—1)+N/2)/T for j =1,2,..., M be the midpoint
of each block. Observe that only the j-th block of the sample determines the value of IK,j’wk for
each k=1,..., N. We estimate the two terms in (2.10) by

75 NIzl M Uj,wr UjWk-1
Fyr=— ) Y I Das, (2.13)
T o=



(note that Fy 7 is real-valued for each T € N since (I]L\‘,’A, INYas = (DY D)%) and

1 LN/ZJ

Pori= H| ZIZ’Q"“’“ 2.14)
=1

respectively. It will be shown later that the estimation of /7 [EA |||§dw by (2.14) introduces a bias
term

N r7© 1 —
Byr=— f f Tr (gu,w(gg‘u,w)dudw. (2.15)
T - J0

As this term is nonvanishing in a v/'T-consistent estimator under Assumption it has to be
taken into account. We therefore define the estimator of the minimum distance m? in (2.10) as

mr =An(Eyr - For+ By1), (2.16)
where
LN/2) M 1 WN2IM o,
BNT—— Z ZTf(IM”w’C®I”f’“”“)——M Z Y ID D @)
k=1 j=1 k=1 j=1

We prove in|Section 4| (Corollary 4.2) that under the conditions of

VT(By.r-Byr) 0.

The bias correction therefore does not affect the asymptotic distribution of the test statistic.

As in the case of a real-valued time series the periodogram tensor defined by is not
a consistent estimator. However, the estimators ﬁLT and I:“z,T are consistent for the quantities
appearing in the measure of stationarity defined in as they are obtained by averaging pe-
riodogram tensors with respect to different Fourier frequencies. These heuristic arguments will
be made more precise in the following section, where we state our main asymptotic results.

3 Asymptotic normality and statistical applications

In this section we establish asymptotic normality of an appropriately standardized version of the
statistic mr defined in and as a by-product its consistency for estimating the measure of
stationarity m?. For this purpose the functional process { X;,1: t € Z} ey is assumed to satisfy
the following set of conditions.

Assumption 3.1. Assume {X; 1: t € Z} ¢ is locally stationary zero-mean stochastic process as

introduced in and let gy, ., + L*([0,1] Lk/2y — 12([0,1] L%J) be a positive operator
independent of T such that, forall j =1,...,k—1and some ¢ € N,

Y W+t lKkgn,. I < oo 3.1)
Hyenlp—1€Z
Let us denote
X(u) _ X(V)
Y =X, r-x""  and vV = —t( )t (3.2)
u-—ruv

for TeN,1=<t=Tand u,v € [0,1] such that u # v. Suppose furthermore that k-th order joint
cumulants satisfy



. T 1
(i) NCum(Xp, 7., Xopy, 1 Y 2 < F Ik 1 1y~ 11

i) NCum(X;™, ..., X%V, v )y <l kst~ =11

(i) sup, ICum(X{”, ..., X", X\ 2 <l k-1, s -2 10

. 4
(iv) sup,, I Z-Cum(X{", ..., X{" , X l2 <k, g, -1l

Note that for fixed uy, the process {X;”") : t € Z} is strictly stationary and thus the results of
van Delft and Eichler| (2018) imply that the local k-th order cumulant spectral kernel

1 S k-1
— I3
Y Cuptyte s (T, TR R O 3.3)

fuo;wh.-uwk—l(TI""’T/C) = T—1
(271:) ey lp—1€Z

is well-defined in an L?-sense, where w1, ..., Wg_1 € [-m, ] and

Cutgityntis (T1w s TR) = CUM(X {0 (11), ., X0 (1), X5 (74)) (3.4)

is the corresponding local cumulant kernel of order k at time uy. We shall denote the corre-
sponding operators acting on L2([0,11%,0) by gumwklm-vw%—l and CUwaklv-u»wzk—l’ respectively. For
k = 2 we obtain time-varying spectral density kernel f, ., (71,72) - the kernel of the operator de-
fined in - which is uniquely defined by the triangular array and twice-differentiable with
respect to u and w if assumption (iv) holds for ¢ = 2 (see also Lemma A.3 of /Aue and van Delft
(2017) for more details).

The following result establishes the asymptotic normality of 71 (appropriately standard-

ized). The proof is postponed to[Section 4]
Theorem 3.1. Suppose that|Assumption 2.1l and|Assumption 3.1 hold. Then

VTUhr —m?) % N©O,vY) as T — oo,

2

where the expression for the asymptotic variance v- is relegated to Section@

Under the null, the statistic has a very succinct form

Corollary 3.1. Suppose that[Assumption 2.1|and[Assumption 3.1 hold. Then, under the null hy-
pothesis Hy we have

ﬁmTiN(O,V%O) as T — oo,

2

where the asymptotic variance v o

is given by
2 T
Vi, =47 | el do. (3.5)
-7

Observing the equivalent representation of the hypotheses in (2.7) it is reasonable to reject the
null hypotheses (2.4) of a stationary functional process whenever

U
> g, (3.6)
VT
where u;_, denotes the (1 — a)-quantile of the standard normal distribution and ﬁ%{o is an ap-
propriate estimator of the asymptotic variance under the null hypothesis given in (3.5). The

asymptotic variance VJZLIO can be estimated by the statistic

1672 IN/2] 2

1 M . )
~2 Ujwi L Uj,Wk-1
vy = —— — E I v H . 3.7
Ho N & Mj:1< N N YHS 3.7)

Corollary 3.1|and the following result show that the test defined by is an asymptotic level a
test. The proof can be found in Section[A.4]



Lemma 3.1. Under the assumptions of Theorem|[3.1} the estimator defined in (3.7) is consistent,

that is
A2 2
VHO i UHO

in probability as T — oo.

3.1 The choice of M and N

We provide some heuristic arguments on how to choose the number of blocks M and the number
of elements in the blocks N. Since we assume that T = M N, the choice of M determines the
value of N, and vice versa. Our test is based on the estimator of the distance m? defined by (2.6).
One way to choose the values of M and N is to choose the values of M and N that minimize
the leading terms in the asymptotic expansion of the mean squared error (MSE) of the estimator
of m?. We have that

MSE(#i17) = Var iy + |E iy — m?|? (3.8)

with Var mr = (4n)2{Var1:"1,T +Var13“2,T -2 Cov[ﬁl,T, Fg'T]} andEmy = 47r([EI:“1,T —[EIZ"Z,T). Note that
we ignore the estimate By 7 of the bias defined by as it is of lower order in (3.8). The
asymptotic expressions of the terms Varﬁl,T, Var ngT and Cov[ﬁLT, ﬁz,T] are given in Section
of the Appendix and the asymptotic expressions of the terms E £y  and E F», 7 are given in Sec-
tion 4} For the moment, we assume Gaussianity to avoid dealing with the fourth order terms.
The leading terms of the asymptotic expression of the MSE are double Riemann sums. M and N
determine the error that we make by approximating double integrals by double Riemann sums.
Suppose that g : [0,1] x [0,77] — R is a Riemann integrable function. Using the error bounds for
the midpoint and the right endpoint approximations of the integrals, we obtain

1 |_N/2J 1 M 1 /A 1 d d
- — (uj,w )——/ f (u,w)dudw
N X Mj;g PR b Jo 8 |

LN/2] 2,1
<t 1 ). max |gh(u wk)|+n—f max |g (u,w)|du, (3.9)

T 24M?2 N = uelon) O 2N Jo welom ¢ T
where uj = (N(j—1)+ N/2)/T for 1 < j < M and wy = 2k/N for 1 < k < |[N/2]. We do not give
the complete bound of the MSE, we only explain the idea behind the bound. One of the terms in
the expression of T Var £, 7 is given by

1 V2] M
Rynm = ? ]; Z(co;:uj,wk»guj,wk,1>HS<§uj,—wk»guj,—a)k,1>HS-
=1 j=1
We have that
1 T prl 4 1 T prl 4
Ruwe = [Ruwr =5 [ [ WFuoliidudo]+ - [ [ 1Fuoliidudo (3.10)
2n Jo Jo 21 Jo Jo

The second term in does not depend on the choice of M and N. We use inequality to
bound the first term in (3.10). Provided that the integral is finite and the Riemann sum converges
in and using similar arguments for the other terms in the mean squared error, we see that
we need to minimize the expression C;/M? + C,/ N over all possible values of M and N, where
C; and C, are two positive constants that are unknown since they depend on the time-varying
spectral density operator. The right hand side of is minimized when

M=(2C/C)Y3- T3 and N = 2C,/Cy) 13- 123,



Unfortunately, since C; and C, are unknown, we cannot determine the optimal values of M and
N. However, this suggests M ~ T'/3 and N =~ T?/3 might be a reasonable choice provided that
(2C1/C2)'3 = 1. We provide empirical evidence of this rule in

3.2 Statistical applications

As Theorem 3.1 provides the asymptotic distribution at any point of the alternative it has several
important applications, which are briefly mentioned here.

(@)

(b)

(©

The probability of a type II of the test can be calculated approximately by the formula

2

P(Mr <Vpu1-a/VT) = @(Vf" ul,a—ﬁmT), 3.11)

where quo and v are defined in Theorem and respectively, and @ is the distribution
function of the standard normal distribution.

An asymptotic confidence interval for the measure of stationarity m? is given by

. Vm Vg
max40, mr — ﬁm—a/z yMT + —=Ui—q/2

VT

where f/ih denotes an estimator of the variance in Theorem

, (3.12)

Similarly, one can use[Theorem 3.1|to test for similarity to stationarity considering the hy-
potheses

Hy:m?>=A vs. Ky:m?<A, (3.13)

where A is a pre-specified constant such that for a value of m? smaller than A the exper-
imenter defines the second order properties to be similar to stationarity. For example, if
the functional time series deviates only slightly from second order stationarity, it is often
reasonable to work under the assumption of stationarity as many procedures are robust
against small deviations from this assumption and procedures specifically adapted to non-
stationarity usually have a larger variability.

An asymptotic level a test for these hypotheses is obtained by rejecting the null hypothesis,
whenever

¥
Mr— A<y, (3.14)

vT

Note that this test allows to decide for “approximate second order stationarity” with a con-
trolled type I error. It follows from Theorem3.1]and a straightforward calculation that

0 ifm?>A
ua) ~da ifm?=A, (3.15)
1 ifm?<A

A

VH1

VT

lim [P’(r?zT -A<

T—o0

which means that the test (3.14) is a consistent and asymptotic level a test for the hypothe-
ses (3.13). For the hypotheses of a relevant difference H : m2<Avs. K:>Aa corrsponding
asymptotic level a test can be constructed similarly and the details are omitted.

10



4 Proof ofTheorem 3.1

In this section we explain the main steps in the proof of Let us recall that T = NM,
where N defines the resolution in frequency of the local fDFT and M controls the number of

nonoverlapping local fDFT’s. To establish that v/T (77 — m2) % N(0,v?) as T — oo with v? given
by (A.8), we show that

VTIEmr —m?] — 0, 4.1)
T Var iy — v?, 4.2)

and
T2 cum,, (i) — 0 (4.3)

forn>2as T — oo.

Recall first that 7 = 471(1:“11 - ngT +B ~,7) and that|Corollary 4.2|implies the bias correction
By, does not affect the asymptotic distribution of 727. Therefore, the distributional properties

of /T (rivy — m?) will follow from the joint distributional structure of £ 7 and F» 7. In particular,
multilinearity of cumulants implies that we have

5 n f; i n - x| ” f;
cumy, (/) = (4m)" cumy, (Fy 7 — Fo.r) = 4m)"™ ) (-1) (x)cumn-x,x(Fl,T,Fz,T), (4.4)

x=0
where cum,,_, X(FLT, ﬁ‘z,T) denotes the joint cumulant

cum(Fyr,...., 1,1, Fo 1,y ..., Fo 1)

v~

~~
X times n—x times

for n,x=0.
The first two moments (4.1)-(4.2) can be determined by the cumulant structure of order n = 1
and n =2 of ﬁLT and FZ,T; respectively, while (4.3) will follow from showing that

T""2 cumpy, < (F1, 1, F2,1) — 0
as T — oo for each n > 2 and 0 < x < n. Detailed derivations of technical propositions together
with additional background material on cumulant tensors is given in the appendix.

The main ingredient to our proof is the following result which allows us to re-express the cu-
mulants of F’LT and 13"2,T, which consists of Hilbert-Schmidt inner products of local periodogram
tensors, into the trace of cumulants of simple tensors of the local functional DFT’s.

Theorem 4.1. LetE||I[|3" < oo for some n € N uniformly in u and w. Then

Ui, Uj,,w u; 0 Uj, ,
cum((IN“ kl,I J2 k2>HS,“.,<IN/2n—1 k2n—1,IN!2n k2n>HS)
G Ujp @Qkp
(Y Sp(ef, cum(Dy Y pe py)),
P=P;U...UPg

where the summation is over all indecomposable partitions P = P, U...U Pg of the array

1L &1,2 1,3 1,49
21 &2 23 249

(4.5)

(n,1) (n,2) (n,3) (n,4)

11



where p = (l,m) and kp = (—l)mkgl_()‘{me{l’g}} and jp = j2[—§{me{1,2}} fOT‘ l e {1,...,n} and m €
{1,2,3,4}. Here the function 8,4y equals 1 if event A occurs and 0 otherwise.

Proof of Theorem[4.1] First note that a sufficient condition for E[|lI,;* |||£j <ootoexistisE[ Dy | gp

oo or, in terms of moments of X, [EIIX[,TIIEP <ooforeach T=1,1<t< T and hence by
[tion 3.1]

n IN/2| M 4 _
Cum,, ([, 1302 s)<H Y3 VR BN |2 < oo
=1 kl 1]1 1

The definition of scalar cumulants and a basis expansion yield

Uj Wi Uj,, Wk, Ujo 1/ Wk, Ujy, Wk
Cum(([[\]]l 1’1 J2 2)HS)~-~1<I 2n-1 2n I,I J2n 2n>HS)

= Y DoNG- 1)'1_[[5 1 <Iuwwk, [ @iy

v=(V1,..,VG) g=1 (I, Mm)evg
G . . . o
= ¥ G- TJE [] Tr((DK,’"wk’ ® D) QDY @ DY ‘”km))
v=(V1,..,VG) 8=1 (I,m)evy

> DelG- 1)u1‘[[E [T T(0y & Dy e Dy """ & Dm""),

v=(V1,..,VG) g=1 (Lm)evy

where the summation extends over all unordered partitions (vy,...,vg),G=1,..., n. The fact that
the expectation operator commutes with the trace operator together with property[A.1}4 implies
this can be written as

TI‘( Z (- 1)G I(G 1)' g= 1[E[®(l m)evg ((D

v=(V1,..,VG)

u“,wkl

Uj, Wk Ui Ui
D]\[]l l)®(D]ij km ®D1V]m krn))])

The product theorem for cumulant tensors (equation in the Appendix) then yields the
above equals

=Tr( Y Sp(®g:1Cum(sz”'wk’”lpevg)).
P=P,U...UPg

Here the summation is over all indecomposable partitions P = P; U...U Pg of the array

1L 1,2 1,3 1,49
21 22 23 249

(4.6)

n,1) (n,2) (n,3) (n,4

where Sp denote the permutation operator on ®;.1;’1L2([O, 1],C) that maps the components of the
tensor according to the permutation (1,...,4n) — P and where p = (I, m), k;, = (1) " Ko 1—5imei1,2)
and jp = j2i-smeq 2y for L€ {1,...,n} and m € {1,2,3,4}. Here the function 6,4 equals 1 if event
A occurs and 0 otherwise. O

The following lemma shows that the cumulant tensor of the local fDFT’s evaluated at the
same midpoint u#; and on the manifold Zj?:l w; =0 mod 27 can in turn be expressed in terms
of higher order cumulant spectral operators.

12



Lemma 4.1. ] is satisfied and Z?:l w; =0 mod 27 then

—k/
0 _olnkz N
1 M?

Ui,wy Uj,Wg
“|Cum(DN yeens D ) - Nk/2-1 Ujp W15y Wf—1

N

When evaluated off the manifold, i.e., Z;?: Lwj #0 mod 27, the above cumulant is of lower
order (see|Corollary 4.1). A direct consequence of the proof of is the following corol-
lary

Corollary 4.1. We have forany p =1

|cum Dy, DY)

|,, -0 (Nl‘k’z) 4.7)

uniformly in w,,...,wy and uy,..., ux. Moreover, if Z;?:le #0 mod 27 then

[|cum(Dyr,...., D)

|p - O(N‘k/z). 4.8)

Additionally, when the local fDFT’s are evaluated on different midpoints then we have the
following lemma.

Lemma 4.2. ] is satisfied and | j, — j2| > 1 for some midpoints u;, and uj, then

Uj w1 Uj Wk
“|Cum(DN1 v D )

| — O(N—k/ZM—l)
1
uniformly in w,...,wg.

Proofs of these statements are relegated to Section[A.2]of the Appendix, where the properties
of cumulant tensors of the local fDFTs are investigated in more detail. Using these results, the
assertions (4.1)-(4.3) can now be established. More specifically, for (4.1), implies we
can write

ILN/I2| M

[EFLT— ;_' Z ZT ([E[Du]1 Wiy ®D y Wy ®D]"<]flv_wk1 ®D Wik - ])
k=1 j=

Expressing this expectation in cumulant tensors, we get

1 N2l M _
[EF1T—_ Z ZITT(51234 Cum((Du“'wk1 Du“’ @k Du“' Pk ,D:/“'wkll)))
1 IN/2] M Ui e Ui~ Ui ,—Wpg Uj Wiy -1
+— Z ZTI(SIZM Cum(D DY e Cum(D Y ’DNH 1 )))
k=1 j=1
LN/ZJ M Wk Ui~k 1 Ui ,—W Uj Wiy -1
o ZTr(Slsm Cum(Dy"**, D) @ Cum(D ™, D )))
1
1 IN/2] M 0k Ui W —Wr Ui ,—Wg
Y ZTI(SMzs(Cum(D P DY @ Cum(Dy T, Dy )))
k=1 j=

where S; ji; denotes the permutation operator on ®;.1:1L2([0, 1],C) that maps the components of
the tensor according to the permutation (1,2,3,4) — (i, j, k, [). By[Lemma 4.1|and|Corollary 4.1}
we thus find

IN/2] M

Efvr== Y ) Fupoo Fuor ) s+ O(M %) +O0(N™")
k=1 j=1

13



Similarly as for ; T we obtain

IN/2] M o o ‘
[EFZ T —NM2 Zl Z lTr(CUm((D j]vwk’D]ltl]p wk,DX[jZ) wk’D:]]Z,wk))
]lr]Z
1 W2l M Uj 0 o Uj —wr U0k
N2 Z > Tf(SlzszL(Cum(DN’1 D" )®Cum(D Uiz , D\ )))
=1 j1,j2=1
S Uj Wk Ujpr—Wk Uj,—Ok ~Uj,, Wk
N2 Z > Tf(51324(Cum(D Ok DT @ Cum(Dy T, D )))
=1 ju,j2=1
1 IN/2] M Uj wk u Wk us Uy~
T NME Z > Tr(51423(Cum(D O Dty g Cum(Dy T, DY )))
=1 j1,j=1

[Corollary 4.1)and|Lemma 4.2|then yield

TSNP TR ®Fuy0)
(Fu, ) v Fu ) HS ¥ ——5 Tr| S1324 9u ) Fu, ) +O(_)+O( )
NMZ =1 et j1 %k jo Pk NM?2 e Pk Pk

Note that the permutation operator implies Tr(81324 (guj,wk®g%,ijk)) =Tr (guj,wk@)?uﬁwk).
Therefore, with slight abuse of notation

. 17t ! N
lim EF p=— Fuodl, | F,od dudw + =By 7.
N,AI}EOO 2T = _n<f0 ww ufo wowd) gsdudw 7 BT

where the term By, 7 is defined in (2.15).
In complete analogy with the derivation of [EP"I,T, we find that the estimator B n,7 defined in
(2.17) is asymptotically unbiased, i.e.,

lim EBy, 7 = By 1 (4.9)
T—oo

Summarizing, we obtain

. . N . T rl T
VT |ank(Er,r— B+ By, — f fo 0I5 d ude - |||%|||§dw)] -0,
=7 v/

as T — oo, provided [Assumption 2.1|is satisfied.

In order to establish and (4.3), it is of importance to be able to determine which inde-
composable partitions of the array are vanishing in a more structured fashion. The follow-
ing two results allow us to exploit the structure of the array. The next Lemma provides a global
bound on the the cumulants that is implied by the behavior of the joint cumulants of the local
fDFT’s for different midpoints (Lemma 4.2). For a fixed partition P = {Py,..., Pg} of the array
denote the size of the partition by G.

Lemma 4.3. ] is satisfied then for finite n,

Ywn/2 Cumn—x,x(ﬁl,Typz,T)
N/2 M
1 N/2] G Ujpy Wiy _ 1-n/2 n.;G-n-1
ni2 Afx Z Tr Z Sp ®g:1 cum (DN lpe Ve)) = oer N )
T M Kiyeokn=1 JlreerJin P=P,uU...uPg

Jn+lreo Jux=1

uniformlyin0 < x < n.
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Proof of Lemmal4.3 For a fixed partition P = {Py,..., Pg}, let the cardinality of set Py be denoted
by |Pg| = €5. By of Corollary[4.1]and Lemma [4.2]an upperbound of is given by

|N/2] M G 1
O(T—nle—x Z Z H WM_‘SBPLPZEPg:Uﬂl -J'ri2|>”) (4.10)
Kikn=1  jumin  g=1 N8

jn+1vmv]n+x:1

Note that |%| = 2 and that the partition must be indecomposable. We can therefore assume,
without loss of generality, that row [ hooks with row [ +1 for [ = 1,...,n -1, i.e., within each
partition there must be at least one set Pg that contains an element from both rows. For fixed
ji, there are only finitely many possibilities, say E, for j;,; (Lemma.2). If the set does not cover
another row, then the fact that j; is fixed and j;,; are fixed, another set must contain at least an
element from row [ or [ + 1. But since the sets must communicate there are only finitely many
options for j;.». If, on other hand, the same set covers elements from yet another row then
given a fixed jj, there are again finitely many options for j;.; and for j;,,. This argument can be
continued inductively to find is of order

O(Nn/2M—n/Z—xEnM1+xN—2n+G) — O(Tl—n/ZNG—n—l). O

Lemma[4.3]implies that for n = 2 partitions with G < 2 vanish, while for n > 2 all partitions
of size G < n + 1 will vanish asymptotically. Moreover, indecomposability of the array requires to
stay on the frequency manifold ((4.8) of Corollary[4.I) and therefore imposes additional restric-
tions in frequency direction. in case n = 2, only those partitions of size G = 2 for which all sets
are such that } tcp, wx =0 mod 27 will not vanish. For n > 2, indecomposability of the parti-
tion and|[Corollary 4.1]also result in restrictions over frequencies ki, ..., k,. These restrictions are
formalized in the following proposition.

Proposition 4.1. For a partition of size G = n+ry + 1 with ry = 1 of the array (4.6) with n > 2,
only partitions with at least ry restrictions in frequency direction are indecomposable. For n = 2,
G=n+r,+1 withr; =1 will have at least 1 restriction in frequency direction.

Proof of Proposition[4.1] First consider the case n > 2. We note that a minimal amount of re-
strictions will be given by those partitions in which frequencies and their conjugates are always
part of the same set, i.e., in which for fixed row [, the first two columns are in the same set and
the last two columns are in the same set. Given we need that G = n+ 2 and %g > 2, indecom-
posability of the array means that the smallest number of restrictions is given by partitions that
have one large set that covers the first two or last two columns and n — r; rows and for the rest
has w = n+r sets with 4, = 2. This means there are no constraints in frequency in
n—r; — 1 rows but for the array to hook there must be r; constraints in terms of frequencies in
rows n—ry —1 to row n.

Consider then the special case of n = 2, for which the above argument implies a partition of size
G = 3 and thus r; = 0. For partitions are of size G = 4, indecomposability then requires the first
row to hook with the second, which imposes at least one restriction in frequency direction since
only those partitions for which } e p, wx =0 mod 27 will not vanish. O

Together and Proposition[4.1]allow to show that all higher order cumulants vanish
asymptotically and therefore establishes asymptotic normality.

Theorem 4.2. Under[Assumption 3.1, we have forallx =0,...,n and n > 2,

/2 A A
T cumy,_y x(F1,7,F2,1) =0 asT — oo.
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Proof. By|Lemma 4.3] it is direct that all partitions of size G < n + 1 vanish. We therefore only
have to consider the case where G = n+ r; + 1 with r; = 1. In this case, Proposition yields an
upperbound of the joint cumulant that is of order O(T'~"/2N"*n*1-n=1N=1) = O(T'~"/2), This

establishes (4.3). O

Combining[Theorem 4.2| with (4.9), we immediately obtain the following result for the bias
correction

Corollary 4.2. Under the conditions of|Theorem 3.1

VT(By,r-Bn1) 2 0.
Finally, for the covariance structure of VT 1:"1,T and VT Fz,T, we find in Appendix
R . 2 T T 1
tim 7Cov(Fi A = o [ [ [ oo Fa @ P nsdudor don
T—o00 87’: —ndJd-m1J0

2 o opmwoprl
+8—f f f (gu,wl,—wl,wz,gu,M@g —wy)HsAudwidws
TJ-nJ-nJO

dudw
) Jo u,w 2

1 T 1 4
+— |F dudw
s f—nfo ¥ w0l

1 T pl —
to [ 0@ o Fio @ Fuwnsdudo
4r J-z Jo
1 T 1 —
+ E/‘ ‘/(; (gu,w®-|—gu,—wr9u,w ®gu,—w>HSdwa
N R 2 77; T __ ~ ~
lim TCov(Fo, 1, Fo 1) = — f (Far-01,-030 For, Q Fany) HsAdw1dw
T—o0 87‘[ —nTJ-7
2 [T T __ ~ ~
+_f <gw1,—w1,w2y9u)1®9—w2>H8dwldw2
8nJ-nd-n
1 (7 ! 2 —
+ —f f (gu'w,gungw)}-jsdudw
4r J-z Jo
1 T 1 .
+ _f f (gwgu,wvgu,wgu,w>HSdwa
4m J-xJo
1 b4 1 _ — —
+ _f f <gu,w®gu,w»gw®gw>HSdwa
4n J-xJo
1 n el — __ __
+— f f (Fu,0Q+Fu-0rFoQ F o) sdudw
4r J-z Jo
) . . 2 n e el __
]11_{130 TCov(Fy,1,F2, 1) = a\[_ﬂ\/:nj(; (gu,wl,—wl,—wzrgu,wl®gw2>HSdudwldw2
2 T b/ 1 _—
+_f f / <9u,w1,—w1,w2,gu,w1 ®9—w2>HSdwa1d(U2
81 J-nJ-nJo
2 7ol —
+ _f f <gu,wgu,wygu,wgw>HSdwa
4m J-xJo
1 n el — .
| [ Fio®F i Fuo @Fud usdudo
-

1 b4 1 — ~
+ Ef ‘/0 (gu,w®-|—gu,—wr9u,w ®g—w>HSdwa
-n

16



2

A straightforward calculation then yields the asymptotic variance v~ is simply given by

v2 = lim (16n2\/ar(13“1,T)+ 1672Var(£», 1) —32nZCov(ﬁ1,T,ﬁ2,T)).

T—o0

We therefore obtain the following expression for the asymptotic variance

T e el
Vz = 477:[ f j(; <gu,w1,—w1,—w2;gu,w1 ®gu,w2>HSdwaldw2
—nJ-T

T T T T 1
+ 477[ f <gw1,—w1,—w2,gw1 ®gw2>Hdeldw2 - 87[[ f /(; (gu,wl,—wl,—wgygu,wl ®gw2>HSdwald(U2
—nd-n —nd-n

T

T e ol T . ~
+ 47'[] [ f(; (Fuw,-on,00 Fumm ®gu,—w2>HSdwaldw2 + 47[[ (Fw,,-w1,00 Fo ®g—w2>Hdeld0)2
-nd-n

—TTJ—T

7 e pl N
_87'[f f f() (9u,w1,—w1,w2,gu,wl®g_w2>Hsduda)ldw2
—nd-m

n rl T rl . T rl .
+87 f f 75 ,N3dudw + 4n f f (Tl o FuwFo)Hsdudw + 4 f f (ZoFuw FuwFuw) nsdudw
-1 J0 -1 J0 0

v/

T 1 _ T 1
- 16”[ f <gu,wgu,w»9u,wgw>Hsdudw+47Tf f IF uollidudo
-1J0 —zJo
b4 1 . n 1 .
+47Tf fo (gu,w®9u,w;gu,w®9u,w>Hsdudw+47Tf ﬁ) <guvw®Tgu,—w’9u,w®9u,—w>Hsdudw
- -
T 1 . _ ~ . 1 ~ N N
+4nf fo (gu,w®§u,w,§w®9¢u>1{sdudw+47I[ fo <gu,w®Tgu.—w,9w®9_w>H5dudw
- .
T prl . . T rl ~ N
—8n f fo (FuowQFuw Fuw@Q Fu) nsdudw — 81 f fo Fuo Q1 Tt T Q F-) s dudw
- .

(4.11)

Under H,j this reduces to

/A
2 o 4
Vi, =4 | IZullsdo.
-7

5 Finite sample properties

In this section, we investigate the finite sample properties of the methods proposed in this paper
by means of a simulation study and illustrate potential applications analysing annual tempera-
ture curves.

5.1 Simulation study

For the investigation of the finite sample performance of the test for the hypothesis Hj :
m? = 0 with simulated data we consider a similar set-up as/Aue and van Delft (2017), who used
a Fourier basis representation on the interval [0, 1] to generate functional data. To be precise, let
{y1}72, be the Fourier basis functions. Consider the p-th order time varying functional autore-
gressive process (tvFAR(p)), (X, t € Z) defined as

p
Xi(@) =) App(Xi— ) (1) +€4(T), T€(0,1], (4.1)
r'=1
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where A;1,..., Ay are time-varying auto-covariance operators and {€;(7)}scz is a sequence of
mean zero innovations. We have

© P
Xy =Y Y AKX, WAy WD, W)+ (€n,vy))

I'=1r=1
Lmax p

2 Y Y AXm i WA W), W) + (€W ). 4.2)

I'=1¢=1

Therefore the first L,,, Fourier coefficients of the process X; are generated using the p-th order
vector autoregressive, VAR (p), process

p
Xe=) AppXe—p +6
=1

where Xt = ((X[,llll), et (Xt,l//Lmax))T is the vector of Fourier coefficients, the (I,1)-th entry of
Ay j is given by (A, ;(y)), wp) and € := ({1, ¥1), ..., <€t;WLmax>)T- The entries of the matrix A
are generated as N (O,VEZ,] )) with vétl,] ) specified below. To ensure stationarity or existence of a
causal solution the norms x; ; of A; ; are required to satisfy certain conditions [see|Bosq (2000)
for stationary and van Delft and Eichler| (2018) for local stationary time series, respectively].

If Ay, j=Aj for all ¢t in and the error sequence (e, t € Z) is an i.i.d. sequence, we obtain
the stationary functional autoregressive (FAR) model of order p. In that case we generate the en-
tries of the operator matrix from N(0, vgjl),) distributions. Functional white noise can be thought
of as FAR model of order 0.

Throughout this section the number of Monte Carlo replications is always 1000. We use the
fda package from R to generate the functional data, where L, is taken to be 15. The peri-
odogram kernels are evaluated on a 100 x 100 grid on the square [0,1]? and their integrals are
calculated by averaging the functional values at the grid points. The asymptotic variance under
the null hypothesis is estimated by (3.7). In Table[I|we report the simulated nominal levels of the
test for the hypotheses in for the sample sizes T = 128, 256, 512 and 1024, where we
consider the following three (stationary) data generating processes:

() The functional white noise variablese,...,eri.i.d. with coefficient variances Var({e;, v;)) =
exp((/-1)/10).
(IT) The FAR(2) variables Xj,..., X7 with operators specified by variances v

Lr
VEZI), =1/(1 + I"*'?) with norms x1 = 0.75 and x, = —0.4 and the innovations €, ...,€7 are as

in (I).

=exp(-I-1") and

(III) The FAR(2) variables Xj,..., Xt as in (II) but with x; = 0.4 and x, = 0.45.

Recall that the test requires the choice of the number M of blocks, which determines the number
N of observations in each block by the equation T = M N. As mentioned before, the quantities
M and N have to be reasonable large, because they correspond to the number of terms used in
the Riemann sum approximating the integral with respect to du and dw in (2.10). We investigate
the effect of this choice in more detail in the next section but for the moment consider only those
combinations for which[Assumption 2.1]is satisfied. Interestingly, the results reported in Table[1]
are rather robust with respect to this choice and we observe a reasonable approximation of the
nominal level in nearly all cases under consideration, albeit the test being slightly undersized for
the smalle samples sizes.
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Table 1: Empirical rejection probabilities (in percentage) of the test for the hypotheses in

under the null hypothesis

I II 111

T N M 10% 5% 1% 10% 5% 1% 10% 5% 1%
128 32 4 60 28 07 74 37 07 64 25 03
128 16 8 59 27 04 73 28 08 52 25 05
256 32 8 70 32 05 71 41 07 68 35 07
256 16 16 75 29 05 74 36 07 70 3.0 05
512 64 8 75 31 05 86 42 03 79 35 06
512 32 16 67 24 04 71 33 07 64 24 02
1024 128 8 88 42 10 96 41 10 89 39 09
1024 64 16 97 47 1.1 100 53 14 98 46 09
1024 32 32 80 33 05 93 52 13 80 36 05

Next we investigate the performance of the test (3.6) under the alternative, where we consider

the (non-stationary) data generating processes:

(IV) ThetvFAR(1) variables X;,..., X7 with operator specified by variances vgti,” =

=V

(1
LU

=exp(—I-

Iy and norm x; = 0.8, and innovations are as in (I) with a multiplicative time-varying vari-

ance

9 1
o (1) = cos(é +cos

2mt
1024

2
) +0.3sin (2

T02))

(V) The tvFAR(2) variables Xj, ..., Xt with operators as in (IV), but with time-varying norm

and constant norm x» = —0.81 and innovations are as in (I).

ant
K1,t = 1.8cos(1.5 —COS(T))

(VD) The structural break FAR(2) variables Xj,..., X7 generated as follows

— for t =37T/8, the operators are as in (II) with norms x; = 0.7 and x» = 0.2, with inno-
vations as in (I).

- for t > 3T/8, the operators are as in (II) with norms x; = 0 and x, = —0.2, with inno-
vations as in (I) but with coefficient variances Var({e;, v ;)) = 2exp((I - 1)/10).

The results of the test under the alternative are displayed in Table 2 We observe that the
test has very good power for model IV and VI, even for small sample sizes. For model V the
power is observably lower than for the other two models but is still very good and not completely
unintuitive as it can be explained by its data generating mechanism; depending on the draw of
the operators, the resulting process in finite samples can be highly dependent as well as show
barely any dependence at all. These results therefore coincide with the findings of/Aue and van

Delft| (2017).



Table 2: Empirical rejection probabilities (in percentage) of the test (3.6) for the hypotheses in (2.7)
under the alternative hypothesis.

v \% VI

T N M 10% 5% 1% 10% 5% 1% 10% 5% 1%
128 32 4 658 558 31.8 552 43.1 191 728 59.7 34.2
128 16 8 66.7 571 369 464 379 241 416 30.1 126

256 32 8 999 998 99.7 73.1 652 463 651 53.6 30.2
256 16 16 995 994 992 542 488 376 70.8 59.0 34.0

512 64 8 999 999 999 893 851 71.6 90.6 825 62.2
512 32 16 100.0 100.0 100.0 80.2 753 66.6 922 878 70.1

1024 128 8 100.0 100.0 100.0 92.2 90.1 839 99.6 984 929
1024 64 16 100.0 100.0 999 90.2 88.2 835 99.7 99.1 96.5
1024 32 32 999 999 999 814 798 746 993 985 959

5.2 Choice of M and N

To further investigate how the choice of M and N affects the test’s performance, we consid-
ered a simulation study with sample size equal to T = 4096 as this allows us to vary M from
M =4,8,...,1024. We note that we thus also include choices of M for which assumption
does not hold. The study was again performed over 1000 replications of each of the above mod-
els. [Figure 1|(a)- (c) provides the estimated densities for each M for model, I and III respectively.
The estimated densities of model I appear well-aligned with a standard normal for all values of
M. The fit appears however best for 16 < M < 128. For model II and III, we clearly observe that
for M > N the distribution becomes skewed and flatter. This is intuitive since the assumptions
underlying[Theorem 3.1]do not hold. The difference with the standard normal curve seems to
become more pronounced the stronger the dependence. From these three models the depen-
dence is strongest for model B. In order to quantify our observations, we computed the mean
absolute error to measure the difference between the estimated density of the test statistic and
the standard normal density (see (d)). The results indicate that a relatively small value
of M compared to N leads to the best approximation. M should however not be too small. More
specifically, a minimal error is attained with M = 32 for model I and model III and with M =16
for model II.

Figure 2|shows the rejection probabilities for @ = 0.1, 0.05, 0.01 under the three alternatives.
For model IV and model VI we find perfect power for all choices of M and all critical values. For
model V, there is some sensitivity and power seems best for 8 < M < 32. As previously remarked,
the sensitivity for model V is due to its data generating mechanism. To summarize, it appears
that our test is very robust for different choices of M for which Assumption [2.1]is satisfied. The
empirical study indicates in particular good performance for the range 16 < M < 64 for T = 4096
which corroborates with our findings in[3]
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Figure 1: (a)-(c) Estimated densities for different choices of M with T = 4096 compared to a stan-
dard normal distribution (black); (d) Natural logartihm of the mean absolute error compared to a
standard normal distribution.
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Figure 2: Rejection probabilities for the three alternative models for T = 4096.

Table 3: Values of the test-statistic (3.6) for the hypothesis of stationarity of the annual temperature
curve data

Measuring Station T M=[T"% M=8 M=[T"?

Boulia Airport 120 3.21 2.95 4.55
Cape Otway 149 3.87 4.42 4.48
Gayndah Post Office 117 3.19 4.46 4.16
Gunnedah Pool 133 4.33 3.72 5.04
Hobart 121 4.99 4.60 5.13
Melbourne 158 2.88 3.68 4.36
Robe 129 2.88 291 3.65
Sydney 154 3.30 3.71 4.30

5.3 Dataexample

We illustrate the new methodology proposed in this paper analyzing annual temperature curve
data, recorded at several measuring stations across Australia. The recorded daily minimum tem-
peratures for every year are treated as functional data. The locations of the measuring stations
and lengths of the time series are reported in Table 3| The temperature curves of Sydney and
Boulia airport are exemplarily presented in Figure[3]

We shall use the proposed test in to investigate whether these temperature curves come
from a stationary process or not. For the choice of the number of blocks, we use the above find-
ings i.e.,, M = [T'/3]. However, given the number of curves for each station, this value can be
rather small and therefore we also consider | TY/2]. As a fixed comparison for all curves, we take
M = 8 since the sample length is closest to T' = 128 (and often slightly larger). The corresponding
values of the test statistic for the hypothesis of stationarity are reported in[Table 3] It is clear
that we reject the null of stationarity in all cases at a 1% significance level. The test therefore
suggests strong evidence against the null hypothesis of stationarity for all measuring stations.
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Appendix A Auxiliary results and further proofs

A.1 Some properties of tensor products of operators

Let /; for each i = 1,...,n be a Hilbert space with inner product ¢:,-). The tensor of these is
denoted by
n
H=700...0 7, =Q I,
i=1

If #; = A Vi, then this is the n-th fold tensor product of #. For A; € H;,1 < i < n the ob-
ject @I, A; is a multi-antilinear functional that generates a linear manifold, the usual algebraic
tensor product of vector spaces #;, to which the scalar product

(@A, QBi) =[]¢Ai,Bi)
i=1 i=1 i=1

can be extended to a pre-Hilbert space. The completion of the above algebraic tensor product is
i1 Hi-

For A, B,C € Z(#) we define the following bounded linear mappings. The kronecker product

is defined as (AQB)C = ACBT, while the transpose Kronecker product is given by (ARTB)C =

(A@E)ET. For A,B,C € S,(#), we shall denote, in analogy to elements a, b € ., the Hilbert
tensor product as AQ B. We list the following useful properties:

Properties A.1. Let /; = L%([O, 11% fori=1,...,n. Then for a;, b; € /€; and A;, B; € So(H;), we
have

1. (A,B)ys=Tr(AB"
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2. Q1L A1, Qi Biyus = [1I_,(A;, Bi) s

3. (a1 ® a, by ® by) 15 = (a1 ® 2, by ® bp) 7,076, = (a1, b1){az, b2)

4. IfA; € S (H), then TT™, Tr(A) = TH(® ), Ay)

5. (a1 © ) (a3 ®ds)) = (a1 ® a3)R (@2 ® da)) = (a1 ® )R az ® az))

Let X be a random element on a probability space (Q, </, [P) that takes values in a separable
Hilbert space H. More precisely, we endow H with the topology induced by the norm on H and
assume that X : Q — H is Borel-measurable. The k-th order cumulant tensor is defined by (van
Delft and Fichler,[2018)

Cum(Xy,...,Xg)= Y, Cum((Xy,¥1),.... (Xpo W1,)) Wy, ® - @ yy,), (A.2)
ll,...lkEN

and the cumulants on the right hand side are as usual given by
. 4
cum (X, i), X)) = Y VP =D TE| [T Xow)],
v=(V1,eeVp) r=1 tev,

where the summation extends over all unordered partitions v of {1,..., k}. The product theorem
for cumulants (Brillinger, (1981, Theorem 2.3.2) can then be generalised (see e.g. /Aue and van
Delft, 2017, Theorem A.1) to simple tensors of random elements of H, i.e., X; = ®jf:1Xt j with
j=1,...,Jrand t =1,..., k. The joint cumulant tensor is then be given by

Cum(Xi,.., X = Y. 8@l Cum(Xylr, e va)), (A.3)

V=V, Vp)

where S, is the permutation that maps the components of the tensor back into the original order,
that is, &,(@fz1 &t jev, Xij) = X119+ ® X,

A.2 Bounds on cumulant tensors of local functional DFT

In this section, we prove|Lemma 4.1} [Lemma 4.2} Before we give the proofs, denote the function
AN (@) = ¥ N Le @ for @ € R. This function satisfies |]A®) (Z?zle)l = N for any wy,...,wy for
which their sum lies on the manifold @ = 0 mod 27z, while it is of reduced magnitude off the
manifold. For the canonical frequencies w = 2w k/N with k € Z, we moreover have

™) N, keNZ,
AN (wy) = (A.4)
0, keZ\Nz.

Proofo Let p € {1,2}. Using linearity of cumulants we write

Cum (D", DY)

N ree N
1 N-1 k
PPN Y. exp|-i) sjwj|Cum (X \u1)-Ni24si41,T> - -» X TI-N/24+5041,T)
(2nN) $150e0, Sk =0 j=1
1 N-1 k )
- (27‘[N)kl2 s Zs“k—o exp _ljz.l Sj@j Cui_%rsl—SkySZ—Sky-..,Sk—l—Sk * RkyM,N’ (A.5)
LreensSk= =
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here C -s-1 denotes the local lant t defined in[Section 3| Using L A2
w —vz-q1 denotes the local cumulant operator as define 1n sing Lemma
oflAue and van Delft| (2017) and Assumption[3.1]of

1 Nk keblsg - sk
— =+ )k s sy — sl
|H kMN||| @ N)klz Zs:k:O(T ]; T ) S1=Skyee0rSk—1 =Sk 1 p
1 N-1 1 k-1

<— Y — 1+ Y 1) gy, Ml = O[NTF 207,
@rN)k2 = T 11,...%,1@( ]Z:I Il ( )

In addition, we can write the first term of (A.5) as

1 N-1 k-1
exp|—isg) w;lexp|-i) w;(si—s -
> P kL wj|exp| i), wjls;—s0)|C Ui =K S S, 52— Sk Sko1— Sk

@rN)*2 o TSm0 7 i
(27.[)1—]6/2 N-1

i) —isY w; 2
- NFk/2 ;)e ! ]gui—%,wl,m,wk,l+Rk,M,N
where
R2 |H ||c Cwmer )
m k,M,N p (ZJTN)k/Z ZO Z u T S1=8,852= 8,0, Sk-1—$ p
Is]—s|>N 1
Z Z |||Kk,sl—s,sz—s,...,sk,l—s|||p-
(2nN)k’2 0 i1t
Isj—slzN—l
1 N-1 1 )
=— NeK k1,15, 1
kl2 Z 2 Z k2 b1 NP
@rN)*'? 2o N* ket
|l >N
S DI =o(N7*2)
bl lp = .
(ZJTZV)IC/Z N iy 1yb2yeesbi-1
|l |>N
Therefore, the cumulants satisfy
‘ A om)l-kl2 N-1
Uj,wq Upp,Wg\ _ ( —isY iw;
Cum (Dy,..., Diy"*) = INCE e = jgui—i“’”;s*‘,wl,...,wk 1+RkMN+RkMN

On the manifold Z;?:l w;j =0 mod 27 we have that e isXjwj =1, Assumption (iv) and a Taylor
expansion yield

Cum (D™ D”f"”k)——(zn)k/z_lg +R vt RN TR
umL .., Py )= NEi2—1 7 tpwnewi TR M N T oM N T e
where
@mkiz=1 2 N=1 1 _N/2+s\¢ 3¢
L () s Fuoro
Y N /=1 s=0 r ou

(zﬂ)k/z—l N N 2 a[ ( k)2 N N )
<—0O|—+— su —%Z =0(N — + —
]Vk/2 ( T MZ);_I u,wl,.gwk au’ L Wk p ( T M )
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N

1-N/2+s) _ (N-D(-N/2+N/2) _ 1-N/2+s\% _
T = T =3 T =

which follows since Z?’:_Ol T
O(]j\f—j) We additionally note that, off manifold, the first term of can be bounded in norm by

and similarly Z?’:_Ol

1 N-1 ( k-1
:|H— Y expl-iskd wjlexp|-i) wilsj—s)|C  wegr B
(ZEN)k/z S1ose=0 7 i ui— T »S1= 8k, S2= Sk Sk-1~ Sk Ml p
N-|1}]
K
S— Z e sk jo; )C N/2— xk 1 ’
(277,'N)kl2 Ll <N 5e=0 —— I,y p
K
s—— X Kk, llp = O(NT)
M AT 4 p j]
@2 N)k/2 oo e |<N /
for some constant K and where j* = argmax|/;|. This finishes the proof of Lemma O
j=lk-1
Proof of[Lemma 4.2, Using again the linearity of cumulants we write
ujl,wl ujk,wk
Cum(DN ,...,DN )
1 N-1 k
= W Y. exp|-i) swy Cum(XLuh TJ—N/2+s1+1,T,---,XLu,-kTJ—N/2+sk+1,T)
S1yee0,Sk=0 v=1
1 N-1 k
= @aN)k/2 31,.§k:0exp _ll;SVwV Cu' g T)=luj, TI+s1=Sk, i, TI=lte T +8k-1— sk+RkMN
I gy, NI2=8e—1 1 . .
where u; = uj T and where Rk M.N is the error term derived in Lemma Let
Iy = uj, T] = lugT] + $pm— Sk < Sm = tj, — L, + I — Sk m=1,...k-1
Similar to the proof of| we note that
| ml? 2
Z I||Cu;§,ll,...,lm,...,lk,1 ”|p = Z 2 Nt lk—l ”lp = O(N )-
N
byl -1, byl D1
[lm|>N MmI>N
From which it follows that if |/,,,| > N, the term
|H 1 NZ_I isk Xl y -ixkl 1)
- - Sk Ly=1 Wo =1y~ T oy o
; it
(ZJTN) kl2 Sk=0 ll,lg,‘..lk,l, k p
[ln|>N
is bounded by
pr—— Z Yo WKkttt 2
(ZHN) ! $=0 13, b, lg1
Ilm|>N
2 —k/2-1
YT Pkl = o(Nk21).
(Z”N)klm §20 1y byl
[LhI1=N
O
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A.3 Derivation of covariance

A.3.1 Covariance structure of /T FLT

o A 1 V2] M Ui uj Wk 1 W21 M Ui, i, 0
TCov(Fy, 1, F1 1) = TCum( Y Y (e s >HS, YY),
kl 1 h=1 kz 1 jo=1
Using again[Theorem 4.1
R IN/2] M . s
Cum,(VTE == Y Y Tr( > Sp(®g:1cum(DN”’ ”lpevg)),

kl,kz 1]1,]2 1 P=P,U...UPg

where p = (I, m) with k), = (=D k) — 8 ymegz.ay and Jjp=Jiforl€{1,2} and m € {1,2,3,4} and
where 64 equals 1 if event A occurs and 0 otherwise. In particular, we are interested in all
indecomposable partitions of the array

Ujy Wk Uj,— Wiy Ujp =Wk -1 Ujy Wiy -1
D™ D D D
N N N N
N—— —_—— —-o — N——
1 2 3 4
Uj,,— W, Uj, W Ujy Wiy -1 Ujyy—Wiy—1
D J2 2 D J2 2 D J2 2 D J2 2
N N N N
5 7

By[Lemma 4.3} all partitions of size G < 3, will be of lower order. By Proposition[4.1), the only
partitions that remain are those that contain either one fourth-order cumulant and two second-
order cumulants or those consisting only of second-order cumulants. Additionally, Corollary[4.1]
and Lemmamdlcate that for the partitions with structure Cum4Cum,Cum; to be indecom-
posable there must be at least one restriction in time. More restrictions in terms of frequency
would mean the partition term is of lower order.

For the structure Cum4Cum,Cumy, the only significant terms are therefore

27

TI‘(S (1256)(34)(78) (6]1,]2 (Wguh Wk~ Wk —Wk, T Ey) ® (guh,—wkl_l +82)® (gujz Wy T 5’2)] )
27

Tr(S(1278)(34)(56) (5]'1,]'2 (ﬁguh Oky =0k Wiyt T 1) ® (Fuy ), +62) @ (Fuy, —wy, +62) )
27

Tr(s(3456)(12)(78) (5]1,]2 (Wguh,—wkl_l,wkl_l,—wkz +64) ® (Fuj wy, +62) @ (Fuy, 0y, +62) )
27

Tr(s(3478)(12)(56) (6]1,]2 (Wgujl'_wkl—l’wkl—l’wkz—l + 54) ® (guh Wk, + éaz) ® (gujz,—wkz + 82) )

where & denotes an operator on Lé([O, 111572y that satisfies €kl = O(Nk/2 « %). For the
partitions with structure Cum,Cum,Cum,Cumsy, there must be at least one restriction in terms
of time and frequency for the partition to be indecomposable. Those with more than the min-
imum restrictions are of lower order. For the structure Cum,Cum,Cum,Cumy, the significant
indecomposable partitions are

Tr (5(12)(37)(56)(48) (5j1,jz5k1,kz [Fu 01, ® Fujy w1 ® Fujy-wr, ® Fujywop, 1 + 52])
Tr (5(12)(36)(78)(45) (5j1.jz5k1—1,k2 [Fu 01, ® Fujy~wi, 1 ® Fujyony 1 ® Fujyon, 1+ éaZ])

Tr (5(15)(26)(37)(48) (5j1,j25k1,k2 [Fus, o, ® Fujy i, ® Fujy i1 ® Fuyy oy 1 + é"z])
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Tr (5(15)(26)(34)(78) (5j1.jz5k1,kz [Fus, o0, ® Fujy i, ® Fujy i1 ® Fugy iy 1 + 5’2])
Tr (5(18)(27)(34)(56) (5j1,j26k1,k2—1 [Fu w1, ® Py, -n, ® Fuyy-or, 1 © Fujy -, +€2])-

Using Remark and in particular equation (A.6) and (A.7) below, the corresponding terms of
the covariance equal

e 2m 1
TCOV(FI T’Fl T) T Z Z 6j1,j2 <Wgujl,wkl,—wkl,—wk2»gujl,wkl_l ®guj2,wk2—l>HS + O(T)]
k1, k=1 j1,j2=1

LN/2] M o

+_ Z Z 5]1']2 <Ngu11’wk1’ Wiy Wky~ l’gzun'wkl ®gzu12’ wk2>H5+O(_)]
k1,k2=1 j1,j2=1

IN/2] M 27 1
+ T Z Z 6]1 Jj2 <Wgujl’_wkl‘l'wkl—l'_wkz’gujlv_wkl ®guj2,wk2_1 >HS + O(?)]
ki,k2=1 j1,j2=1

[N/2] M 2

+_ Z Z 6]1']2 <(N9u“,—wk1 10k -1,Wky— l’gull’_wkl ®gu]2,—wk2>HS+o(_)]
klykz 1j1,j2=1

1 [N/2] M

¥
tr Z Z 8j1,720k1 ks [< uj,—w lguh,—wkl_l’guh,—wkl gu] - )+ O(—)]
k1,k2=1 j1,j2=1

LN/2] M

+_ Z Z 01,720k 1k2[< uj, —wklgujl,—a)kl,pguh.—wkl,lgujz,—a)kz YHS + O(— )]
kl,kz 1jnj2=1

1 [N/2) M

+T Z Z 6 j1,j»0ki, k, [(gun,wkl Fuj, w1V HSSF Uy —wiy» Fujy w1V HS T O )]
ki,k2=1 j1,j2=1

1 [N/2] M

+= Z Z 01,720k ks [<gu]1;wk1®Ju]1,wkl gu“,wh ®gu]2,wk2 >HS+O(—)]
k1,k2=1 j1,j2=1

[N/2) M

+_ Z Z 5]1y]26k1 ky—1 [<guh,wkl ®—|—guh, Wi gujl,wkl ®gu]2 —wk2>HS+O( )]
ki k2=1 j1,j2=1

So that, as N, M — oo,

1

NMCOV(FlTyFlT)—’_ff guwl—wl wz;guw1®guwz> dudwidw,
-

0
92 [mopm
+ 8_f f gu,wl,fwl,wpgu,wl®gu,fw2>HSdwaldw2

TJ-gJ-nJo

+ 2 f”flnﬁz I2dud
—_— uaw
47T —2Jo u,w 2
1 T 1 4
+ f f |||gu,w”|2dwa
4w J-z Jo

1 7l —
+ Ef f() <guvw®gu,wvgu,w ®9u,w)Hsdudw
-7

1 T prl —
+ _f f <9u,w®-|—gu,—w»gu,w ®gu,—w>HSdwa
4m J-Jo
where we used the self-adjointness of the spectral density operator and that, for any function

g:R— K, we have ffn gw)dw = f_"n g(—w)dw. (From this it follows that the term 1,4 ;2,3 and 5,6
are respectively equal in the limit).
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Remark A.1 (A note on the permutation for the 2nd order cumulants). In order to give meaning
to the covariance structure, we need to investigate how it ‘operates’ as a result of the permutation
that occurs due to the cumulant operation. For the second order cumulant structure, Theorem
implies that the original order of the simple tensors has structure Tr(Sy234-® - ® - ® - ®S5678 .
® - ® - ®:) which leads to the following correspondence of simple tensors

[

[o>BE I \C R
[o=JEEN BTNV

Let Xe€ 7% and Y, Z,X € 7%, then using propertieswe find

Tr (8(1256)(12)(56)X 8Ye2)=Tt(XY®2")=(X, YR Z)us
Tr (8(1256)(12)(56)X ®YeZ)=Tr(XYR ) =X, YR Z)us
Tr (8(1256)(12)(56)X 8YeZ) =Tr(XTQR 2" =X, TR 2 us
Tr (8(1256)(12)(56)X ®Ye2Z)=Tr(XY®R =X, YR Z)us (A.6)

andfor W, X,Y,Z € X € 7%

Tr(SupaseaceWe Xe Y e Z)= (W X, Zv" s
Tr(Suanesees W o X oY © Z) = W'X,ZV)ys

Tr(

Tr (8(15)(26)(12)(56)W®X® Y8 Z) = (WQRX, TR 2) s
(

SaseeusneeWeXeYe Z) = (W, V) us(X, Z) us
Tr 8(16)(25)(12)(56)W®X® Y® Z) = <W®TX’ (?® Z))HS (A.7)

A.3.2 Covariance structure of v/ T ngT

o N2l M 1 N2l oM o
TCov(Fy, 1, o, 1) = TCum(——— Z Z (L LT Y S —— Z Z (I, I )

NM? ~= .=~ NM? ~= .~

k=1 j1,j2=1 ko=1 j3,ja=1

Using again|[Theorem 4.1
A IN/2] M o .
Cumy (Fo,1) = ~——— > o) Tr( Y Sp(®gzlcum(DN”' ”Ipevg))
N°M ki,k2=1 j1,j2, P=P,U...UPg
J3rja=1

where p = (I, m) with k,, = (-1)!""k; and j, = J21-8 mepy TOT L €{1,2} and m € {1, 2,3, 4} and where
04 equals 1 if event A occurs and 0 otherwise. That is, we are interested in all indecomposable
partitions of the array

D”n"“kl D”h’_wh D”J’z Wiy D”J’z"“kl
N N N N
—_— Y Y Y~
2 3
Uj3 =Wy Uj3,Wky Ujy Wiy Ujy) =Wy
DN D DN DN
5 7



For the same reason as above, we only have to consider the structures Cum4CumyCum; and
CumyCum,Cum;Cums. For the structure Cumy4Cum,Cumy, the only significant terms are again

[ 2m
Tr(5(1256)(34 )(78) (5]1,]3 (Wg"uj] Wk ~0ky ~0k, TEL) O (Fuj —wy, +62) ® (Fu, wy, +g’2)] )
[ 27

Tr (8(1273)(34 )(56) (5]1J4 (Wguh Oy~ Ok; Ok, +84)® (g”jé’_wkl +&9)® (g”fy_wkz +&9) )
[ 2@

TI(S (3456)(12)(78) (5]2,]3 (Wgujz,—wkl r—wr, ¥ 68) ® (Fuy w +E2) ® (Fu w,, +E2) )

[ 27

Tr|S3478)12)56) (0 j2, ju (Wgujzv

—Wky Wy Wky + g4) ® (guh Wiy + é62) ® (gujs,—wkz + é02

L

For the structure CumyCumy,Cum,Cumy, the only significant terms are in this case

TI(S(3478)(12)(56) (6,101 ks [guh,wkl ® Fuy, i, ® Fujy,-or, ® Fujy o +&] )
TF(S(lz)(36)(78)(45) (07 13O koo [Pty or, ® Futjy-w0i, @ Fujp 01, @ Fusy 01, + 2] )
Tr (8(15)(26)(34)(78) (6]1,]35k1,k2 [gu“ Wiy ®guh,—wkl ®=g.u]2,—wk1 ®gu]4,wk2 +6)2]))

Tr (5(18)(27)(34)(56) 8 j1,js O ko ke [ Fujy 0, ® Futjy - i, ® Fujy -, ® Fusy—wiy + 5’2]))~

Using Remark[A.1} we find
. IN/2] M -~ 1
COV(ﬁFZ,T) NM3 Z Z 6]1,15 r9.uh,wkl,—wh,—wkz »gujz,—wkl ®guj4,wk2>HS + O(?)]
ki, k=1 j1,J2,
J3rja=1
IN/2] M 27 S 1
Z Z 6]144 <Wguj1 Wy )~ Wiy rwkz’gujz;—wkl ®guj3,—wk2>HS + O(?)]
klrkZ L juja
J3ja=1
“Vz'” e T ® 1
5i i |[(=Fy. _ I Fu, )HS+O(—)]
]2,]3 Uiy =Wy Wy~ Wiy ? Uj, Wi Uj, ,Wg.
NMS kel ]1y]2y N 72 1%k 2 1'%k Jar Pk T
Jarja=1
1 M 2n — 1
+ NM3 Z Z 5f2vf4 «W’gujz,—wkl,wkl,wkzrguh,wkl ®guj3,—wk2>HS+ O(?)]
k1, ko=1 ]1,]2,

Ja:ja=1
1 LN/2] M + 'l‘
Z Z 05,710k ks <guj1ywk1 gujzy_wkl’guh,wkl = Wiy Yas + O(— )]

NM ki,k2=1 ju1,j2,
Jaja=1
1 IN/2] M +
M . kz . Z 5]2,]36k1,k2 <guj1vwk1 gujz,—wklrgujZ,wklgu]4,wk2>HS+O( )]
1, K2 ]1,]2,
Jsrja=1

[N/2] M —
]1\/[ kl% . jgfzv 01,70k k, <9Mjlywk1®guh,—wkl»guj2,—wkl®9uj4,wk2>HS+O(# ]
Jarja=1
1 IN/2] M
NM kl,%: ) ]E’z, 0j1,js0k k, <gu”,wkl®-|—guh,—wkl gujz,—wkl®gu13,—wk2>HS+O( )]
J3:ja=1
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So that, as N, M — oo,

NMCov(Ey, T, Fo, 1) — <%1,_w1,_w2,% R Zo,) nsdwr dw,

_7-[_

— (gwl, wl,wg;J’wl®J wg>Hde1dw2

—TTJ—7

-
+ _f f (§wgu,w;gu,w§u,w>HSdwa
4r J-z Jo
1 T pl — . .
+_f f <gu,w®§u,w»gw®gw>HSdwa
4n J-zJo
1 T 1 _ — —
+Ef ‘/(; (gu,w®-|—9u,—w»gw®9—w>H8dudw
-7

A.3.3 Cross-covariance F; r and F> 7

Using again[Theorem 4.1
o IN/2] M . —
TCumy (Fy, 7, Fo,1) = NGV > > Tr( > Sp(®gzlcum(DN” "Ip(—:vg)),
kl,kg=1j1,j2,jg:1 P:P1U...UPG

where this time we are interested in all indecomposable partitions of the array

Ujy Wiy Ujpy—Wky Ujr= Wk -1 Ujp @y -1
Oy v 0P o
———
4
D”J’z "Wy D”J’z Wiy D”fs ) D”J3 Wk
N
—_—— N—— —— —_——
5 6 7 8

By|[Lemma 4.3]and Proposition[4.1), we only have to consider partitions of the form Cum,Cum,Cums,
and Cum,Cum;CumyCumy. The only significant terms of first form are again

27

N

21
tg.u]1 Wiy~ Wy Wky + (5"4) ® (gu“,—wkl + 5)2) ® (gujz,—wkz + (5)2)

Tr(8(1256)(34)(78)5j1,j2 (= Fuj w1y -0k —0r, T E8) @ (Fuy —wp, o +62) ® (Fuy, +6"2)

Tr (8(1278) 3456)0 ju, js

2n
Tr(3(3456)(12)(78)5j1,j2 guh, Wk 1,0k 1~k T 64) ® (Fuj w, +62) @ (Fuy wy, +6"2)

~— —— N~ ~——

1
Tr (5(3478)(12)(56)6j1,j3 [(Nguh,—wkl_l,wkl_l,wkz +E4) ® (Fuj, wp, +62)® (Fu, -y, +éaz)
and for the structure Cumy;Cum,CumyCumy, the only significant terms are
Tr(5(12)(37)(56)(48)5j1,j35k1—1,k25j1,j35k1—1,k2 (Fuy, w1, ® Fujy -1, ® Fugy -0, ® Fujy 01, 1 +é°2])
(5(12)(36)(78)(45 81,120k -1,6,0 1,120k ~1,k:0 1, 1o O ks =1,k [ Py i, ® Ty =i+ Fugy 01, ® Fajy 00y 1 +52])
Tr(5(15) 26030780 j1,j>0k1, k)20 1, 1o O ko (Fuj, 00, ® Fujy -0, ® Fuyy -0k 1 © Fugy o, +é°2])

Tr{Sas) (27)(34)(56) 5]1,]357617762) 5]1,]36k1,k2 [gun Wk ®gu/1'_‘“k1 ®gu11*“"k1 ®g:uﬂ’_w’@ +é62])
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which implies by Remark[A.1]

TCOV(FI,T; B r)

[N/2] M

27 S 1
NMZ klkZZ " ]ZZ]:3 15]1 Ja <W9uh ,wkl,—wkl,—wkzrguh,—wkl_l ®9uj3,wk2>HS + O(T)]

1 R M 27 —_— 1
NM & ; ) Z 1511,]3 <Wguj1 Wy~ Wy ,wkzrg:uj],—wkl,l ®guj2,—wk2>HS + O(?)]
Lko=1j1,j2,J3=
1 M 27 —_— 1
+ W . % i Z 16j1,j2 <Wgujl,—wkl_1,wkl_1,—wk2»914]-1 Wiy ®guj3,wk2>HS + O(?)]
LKk2=1]1,]2,]3=
1 [N/2] M 2 - 1
Z Y Sivs <Wguj1;_wkl—lvwkl—lywkz’gujlrwkl ®9uj2,—wk2>HS+O(?)]

kbkz 1j1,j2,js=1
1 W21 M + ) 1
+ NM?2 r % ) Z 16]1,]'36k1—1,k26]'1,]'36k1—1.k2 [<guj1ywkl guh,—wkl—l’guh,wquguh,—wkz)HS + O(Mz)]
Lk2=1]1,]2,j3=
1 [N/2] M
Ry NM?2 . %‘, Z 6]1,]26/61 1k26]1y]26k1 1k2 e |:<gu]1;wkl
Lk2=1j1,j2,j3=1
1 [N/2] M —
+ NM? %’ Z 61,120 k1 k20 1,12 Ok [<guj1,wk1 ®9uj1v i Fujy -~ ®9u]2 i, HS T O(— )]
Lk2=1j1,j2,j3=1
1 [N/2] M

+ 2 Z Z 6]1,]35]61,]625]1,]36]61 kg [(gun,wh@q—gun, wkl L741,{“, wkl ®gu]2, a)kz)HS+O( )]
NM kv, k=1 j1,j2,j3=1

+

gujl,—a)kl pJu]l,a)kl =g-ujs,kaHS"‘O( )]

So that, as N, M — oo,
. N 9 rmopmopl -
NMCOV(FI,T» FZ,T) —’—f f f <gu,w1,—a)1,—w2ygu,wl ®gw2>HSdudw1dw2
-7
_f / f <’guw1 —w1, wzlguwl®g—w2>HSdwa1da)2
-7
_f f <guvwgu,wrgu,w§w)pzsdudw
T J-nJo
1 n el — .
+ Ef \/(; <guyw®gu,w,gu,w ®gw>Hsdudw
-

1 T rl — .
+Ef f() (gu,w®1—g:u,—w,gu,w®=g:—w>HSdwa
-7

A.3.4 Limiting Variance of /i
The limiting variance of /7 is given by

= lim (16nZVar(ﬁ1,T)+ 1672 Var(Fy, 1) —32n2cOv(ﬁl_T,132,T)).
—00

The above therefore yields the following expression for the asymptotic variance
) T e el
v :475[ f /(; (gu,wl,—wl,—wgrgu,wl®gu,a)g>H8dudwldw2
—J—T
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(gwl, wy,— wzygw1®gw2>Hdeldw2_87[[ f f <guw1, wl,—wzyguwl®gw2>HSdwaldw2
-

[
[
_8,,/_
con

4 1 _ s 1
- 1677"[ f (gu,wgu,w»fju,wgw>HSdudw+47‘L’f f |||35uyw|||421dudw
-1J0 _zJo
1 — T pl ~
+4T[f fo (gu,w®gu,w;gu,w ®9u,w>Hsdudw +4T[f fo <guvw®T9u,—w,gu,w®9u,_w)Hsdudw
— .
T 1 . s ~ . 1 ~ B N
+ 47 f fo (FuoQFuw FoQ Fo)nsdudw +4m f fo Fuo® - Ty Fo R F ) sduda
- .

n rl — ~ T rl —_— _
_87[[ L <gu,w®gu,w;gu,w®gw>HSdwa_Snf fo (gu,w®-|—g’-u,fw;gu,w®g’-fw>HSdwa
. -

1
) (J'uwl, wl,wz,gu(m@Ju wg>HSdwa1dw2 +47Tf f (c/'wl,—wl,wgrcf'm@cf' wg>Hde1dw2
-

iN)
[
N

T rl . T rl __
\F2 5dudw +4n f fo (Tt FuwFo)nsdudw + 4 f fo (ZoFuw FuwFuw) nsdudw
-7 -

+

1
<gu,w1,—w1,w2» gu,wl ®§—w2>HSdwaldw2

T
/4
T
T

0

(A.8)
Under H, this reduces to
7-[ —_—~
Vi, =4m _nm%nédw.
A.4 Proofof Lemma (consistency of variance estimate)
Proof of Lemmal(3.1} We write
16n2 LN/ZJ
E(%,) = [E[ Z<I”f"“" 1 |
2
16n2 IN/2) 1 . 1672 IN/2)
Z Var[— Z(I]l:]ijk k- 1> S] = Z [ Zuujvwk Tk 1> S]
M D k=1

_len? IS M I Ujpohk iy k-1
NE X L Cov Iy sy (N> I s |

=1 ]1 ]2 1
2 IN/2 2
1?\7; LZJ( E[(I”fwk, Kl,wk_lms]) .
k=1

Using Theorem[4.1|we can write the first term as

167[2 IN/2] M

Tr Sp(®C_, cum (D" |pev (A.9)
NM? kzl ]1,1221 (P=P1§‘UPG P( g1 (By g))

where p = (I,m) and k, = (=1)"ko1—s(meq1,2 and jp = jai-simepn,2py for L € {1,...,n} and m €
{1,2,3,4}. In this case, we are interested in all indecomposible partitions of the array

Uj Wk Uj ,— Wk Uj—W-1 Uj Wk-1
DM D D D
N N N N
N—_—— —_——— — — ~—
1 2 3
Uj,,—Wk— Ujy W~ Ujy Wk Ujy,— Wk
D " DT DY D .
5 7
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Indecomposability immediately implies that there must be one restriction in time. Using the

results in and a similar argument as in{Subsection A.3|will show that all of these are at

most order O(ﬁ) and hence will vanish as M — co. For example,

Tr (5(1&(27)(36)(45)5]1,]'2 (Fuj, 00 ® Fujy —n 1 ® Fuy, -0r ® Fujy w1 + <5°2])

Tr (5(12)(78)(36)(45)5 i (Fuj, o ® Fugy o ® Fujy -wi ® Fugy oy + 52])

Using again Theorem [Theorem 4.1, we can prove similar to the proof of EF 7, that the second
2
term converges to 47 ffn ( fol w0 |||§d u) dw. Under Hy, we have %, , = %, and it follows there-

fore that the second term converges to 47 |’ _”n |||§w |||‘2*dw if the null is satisifed.
For the variance of the estimator, we write

Var(9%,) =E[0%, 12 - (E[0%, ])°. (A.10)

Under Hy, the above derivation yields that the second term of converges to (47 | fn %, |||§ dw)?.
Consider then decomposing the first term of (A.10) as

2
Eld 2874 E 1 uj, ,w Uj Wk - Ujy 0 Ujy Wiy
[ %IO]Z N2 kX: M2 Z< N]1 kl’ N]1 ; 1>HS< sz k2’ sz “ 1>HS

1,k2 Juj2
28n* 1 Ujy Wiy g Ujy Wk -1 Ujy Wiy pUjp Wiey—1
=z Y Var WZUN Ay Yrs{I* 2 1y YHs (A.11)
k1, ko Jirje
2% 1 Uj»Wky U Dk -1 Ujp Wy Ujp WDy -1 ’
+ E WZUN Ay Vs T YHs (A.12)
ki, ko Jui2

We consider(A.I1) and (A.12) separately. Using the product theorem for cumulants (A.11) equals

2874 Wi on Ui —
— j1' %k j17Wky -1 i3 Wk, 20k -1
N2 M4 le:c ] Z . Cum((IN ’IN >HS’<IN ’IN >HS)
1,K2 J1,]2,]3,]4
UjprWky  yUjprWiep-1 Uj Wey U, Oly—1
xCum((INfz Z’Isz 2 )HS»(INM Z’INM 2 >Hs)
2874

N2 g4 Ujpoky U@k -1 Ujy Dy 7 UjgrWiy—1
+N2M4 Z ) Z ) Cum((IN ’IN >HS,<IN ’IN >HS)
ki,k2 j1,j2,J3s ja

x Curn((I]l:,"2 Pz Ijbyz'wkz_l YHS, (Ill:,js’wkl ) I]l:,jsywkl_l)Hs)

then shows that indecomposability of the first of these terms implies the restrictions
k1 = ky and {j1, j2} N {j3, ja} = @, while indecomposability of the second implies the constraints
{j1, j2} n{js, ja} = @ only. Therefore, (A.I1) is of order O(W + #) and hence converges to zero
as N, M — oo. Finally, it is straightforward to show using a similar argument that (A.12) equals

2874 1 Ui Ok Uj Ok —1 Uiy Ok, Ui Wk _1
o ¥ |5 X cam((y R w1 L )
ki, k2 Jijz
. . . . 2
Uj, ,Wg Uj Why-1 Uj, Wk Uj, ,Wiy—1
+[E<I]V“ I,IN“ 1 >HS[E<IA]JZ Z’INJZ 2 >HS)]
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. . 2
= ¥ O X B I B 1 )|

2 2
N2 5, M= =
28 4
i S, MZnL%]Z ol + 0G0
Ky ks

Under H,the latter converges to (47 [ [EH |||§dw)2. Altogether, the above derivation shows that
[AH 12 — (47If” |2 ||I4da))2 as N,M — oco. Since the second term of (A.10) converges to the

2

same limit, we thus find Var( J—0 and consequently 2 o Ly o
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