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Abstract

For an N x T random matrix X () with weakly dependent uniformly sub-Gaussian entries z:(3)
that may depend on a possibly infinite-dimensional parameter 8 € B, we obtain a uniform bound

on its operator norm of the form Esupg g [|X(8)|] < CK (\/Jrna,x(N7 T) —I—fyg(B,dB))7 where C' is an

absolute constant, K controls the tail behavior of (the increments of) z:(+), and v2(B, dB) is Talagrand’s
functional, a measure of multi-scale complexity of the metric space (B,dg). We illustrate how this result
may be used for estimation that seeks to minimize the operator norm of moment conditions as well as
for estimation of the maximal number of factors with functional data.

Keywords Random Matrix Theory, Operator Norm, Uniform Bound, Operator Norm Minimizing Estima-
tor, Functional Factor Models.

1 Introduction

Since its introduction in nuclear physics (Wigner, 1955) and mathematical statistics (Wishart, 1928), ran-
dom matrix theory has been developed to understand the properties of the spectra of large dimensional
random matrices generated by various distributions. These include the asymptotic theory of the empirical
distribution of the eigenvalues of large dimensional random matrices and bounds on the extreme eigenvalues.
For detailed results on these topics, readers can refer to recent surveys like Bai (2008), Edelman and Rao
(2005), Bai and Silverstein (2010), and Tao (2012), among others.

In random matrix theory the study of the asymptotics of the largest eigenvalue of large dimensional random
matrices goes back to Geman (1980). Suppose that X is an N x T matrix consisting of random variables x;;.
Many researchers have derived the limit of the largest eigenvalue of the sample covariance matrix, A (X' X)?,
under various distributional assumptions on the random matrix X. For example, when X;; are iid N(0,1)
and k := lim &, Geman (1980) showed that +A;1(X’X) —q.s. (14 x'/2)% Johnstone (2001) obtained a
stronger result that the properly normalized largest eigenvalue, W with unr = (VN — 1+ \/T)2
and oy = (VN —1+VT)(1/vV/N —1+41//T)Y/3, converges to the Tracy-Widom law; this has been later
shown to hold under more general distributional assumptions by Khorunzhiy (2012) and Tao and Vu (2011),

among many others.
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The aforementioned results imply that A\; (X’X) is stochastically bounded? of order max(N,T), or equiva-
lently, the operator norm || X|| := /A1 (X'X) is stochastically bounded of order y/max(N, T). In fact, such
bound does not require that the underlying distribution is Gaussian and can be derived under much weaker
conditions. For example, Latata (2005) showed that the bound holds if z;; are independent across (i,t) with
mean zero and uniformly bounded fourth moments. Moon and Weidner (2017) extended this result for the
cases where x;; are weakly correlated across ¢ or t. Other papers that have established similar bounds on
E|| X || include Bandeira and Van Handel (2016), Guédon et al. (2017) and Latala et al. (2018).

In the case where X consists of independent sub-Gaussian entries, the \/W order for the operator
norm may be obtained using a powerful way of bounding sub-Gaussian stochastic processes called generic
chaining, which was developed in Fernique (1976) and advanced later by M. Talagrand in a series of papers.
Indeed, note that ||X|| = max,cy max,ecv v/ Xv, where maxima are taken over the unit spheres U c RV
and V C R, respectively. The process Z(u,v) = u’Xv defined on U x V can be shown to be sub-Gaussian
and so we can invoke generic chaining to get the bound for its expected maximum in terms of a certain

measure of metric complexity of U x V called Talagrand’s functional v2(U x V) (see definition in the next
section). It turns out that v2(U x V) has exact order \/max(N,T).

In this paper we extend existing nonasymptotic bounds on the operator norm of a high-dimensional random
matrix to the case of elements that are allowed to be weakly dependent and to be functions of a possibly
infinite-dimensional parameter. Specifically, let x;+(5) be weakly dependent over ¢, sub-Gaussian stochastic
processes indexed by parameter 8 belonging to a (pseudo-)metric space (B,dg). Let X(8) be the N x T

matrix consisting of z;;(8) and let 2 (B, dp) be Talagrand’s functional of B w.r.t. dg . Our main contribution
is to show that Esupgep || X (8)]| is of order \/max(N,T) + 72(B, dB).

We illustrate usefulness of this uniform bound with two examples. In one, we propose and show consistency
of a new estimator that minimizes the operator norm of a matrix that consists of moment functions. In the
other, we consider the generalization of the standard factor model to the case of functional data and suggest

a new estimator of the maximal number of factors.

The paper is organized as follows. Section 2 introduces our uniform bound along with the techniques
necessary for its derivation. Section 3 contains two applications of our theoretical result. Finally, Section 5

concludes the paper. The appendix contains two technical proofs of the results in the main text.

Throughout the paper, C will denote a universal positive constant that may not be the same at each occur-

rence, but may never depend on sample sizes, dimensions or any other features of the modeling framework.

2 Uniform bound on the operator norm

2.1 Generic chaining bound

Our main result is based on the general bound on suprema of sub-Gaussian processes called the generic
chaining bound. We discuss this classic technique in this section and provide a proof in the appendix for

completeness.

2A sequence of random variables &, is said to be stochastically bounded or order an, &, = Op(an), if for any € > 0 there
exists M > 0 such that P(|{n/an| > M) < e for all large enough values of n.



First, we need the following definitions. The 1-Orlicz norm of a random variable Y is defined as
[[Y]lp =inf{K >0s.t. E(¢(Y/K)) <1},

where ¢ : Ry — Ry is a convex function satisfying lim,_,. 9(z)/x = oo and limy_,0 ¢(x)/z = 0, and the
convention that the infimum of an empty set is +oco. In this paper, we let 1) = 15, where 12(z) = exp(2?)—1,

and call ||-]|, just “the Orlicz norm”. A random variable with finite (¢)2-)Orlicz norm is called sub-Gaussian.

Intuitively, the Orlicz norm quantifies the decay speed for the tails of the distribution of Y. In fact, ||Y]]y, <
K is equivalent to®
P(Y|<t)>1—2¢e"/5 forall t > 0.

Hence, for example, Gaussian distributions and distributions with bounded support are all sub-Gaussian.

Note also that the last inequality implies

ElY| :/OOO (1-P(JY] St))dt§2/ooo e /Kt = K /. (1)

Now let T be a set and d be a (pseudo-)metric on this set such that (7T,d) is a (pseudo-)metric space’.
Consider a zero mean stochastic process (Z;) indexed by the elements of T. The process (Z;) is said to have

sub-Gaussian increments if there exists a constant K > 0 such that

1Z, — Zs||p, < K -d(t,s) for all t,s € T. (2)

It has long been understood that behavior of sub-Gaussian processes is intimately connected to the metric
complexity of its index set. In particular, the conventional bound on the expected supremum of (Z;) (see
e.g. Van Der Vaart and Wellner (1996) Corollary 2.2.8.) is

Esup Z; < CK/ Veg N(T,d,e) de, (3)
teT 0

where N(T,d,¢) is the covering number of (T,d) (i.e. the minimal number of e-balls that is sufficient to
cover T in metric d) and C' is an absolute constant. The integral on the right hand side is sometimes called

Dudley’s entropy of (T, d) and quantifies complexity of (T, d) across multiple scales.

It turns out, however, that Dudley’s entropy bound is not optimal, even for Gaussian processes. In fact, the

entropy may be infinite when the expected supremum is not, rendering the bound uninformative®.

This led to the development of more precise ways to control suprema of sub-Gaussian processes in Fernique
(1976) and Talagrand (2006). The generic chaining bound is stronger than (3) and is sharp for Gaussian

processes®. To introduce it, we need another definition.

3See e.g. Vershynin (2018), Proposition 2.5.2.

4Throughout the paper, “metric” can be replaced by a less restrictive notion of “pseudometric”, a distinction we omit from
now on.

5For an illustrative example, see Exercise 8.1.12 in Vershynin (2018).

6See Section 8.6 in Vershynin (2018).



For a metric space (T,d), a sequence of finite subsets Ty C T3 C --- C T is admissible if their cardinalities
satisfy
|To| = 1 and |T}| < 22" for k > 1. (4)

Let the distance from the point ¢t € T to the set T}, C T be

d(t,Ty) = tlél:fr d(t,t').

Talagrand’s functional -y is then defined by the formula

T,d) = inf su 2k/24 (¢, T, 5
(T d) mm?z k) (%)

where the infimum is taken over all admissible sequences (T}). Note that we can restrict our attention to
only those admissible sequences that eventually come arbitrarily close to any point ¢ € T', which is possible

provided (T, d) is separable’.

To understand the relation between Talagrand’s functional and Dudley’s entropy, let us provide the discussion
from Talagrand (2006) pp.12-13 here.

Denote Ny = 1, N, = 22" for k > 1, and

I = inf upd(t, S
ex(T) Sch\S\<N,c ieTp (t,9)-
Note that
Td <1nf 2F/2 g dtT 2k/26 6
72( ) E tep k E k(T (6)

where the second equality holds because minimizing the sum »_,° 2k/2 sup,er d(t, Ti) w.r.t. all admissible
sequences (%) can be performed by separately minimizing each term sup,cp d(t, Ty) w.r.t. subsets T, C T
satisfying |Tx| < N.

The definition of ey (T) involves choosing at most Ny points S in T such that the balls with radius e (7T

and centers in S cover T'; moreover, eg(7T) is the minimal such radius, i.e.
ep(T) =inf{e >0: N(T,d,e) < Ni}.
It follows that if e (T) < &, then N(T,d,e) > Ny or N(T,d,e) > Ny + 1. Hence we can write

ex(T)
log(Ni + 1)(ex(T) — ex+1(T)) < / V1og N(T,d,¢) de.
er+1(T)

7A metric space (T, d) is separable if it has a countable subset that is dense in 7.




Since log(N; + 1) > ok log 2 for k > 0, summation over k > 0 yields
oo EO(T)
Viog2 "2/ (ex(T) — epya (T) < Vi0og N(T,d, ) de, (7)
k=0 0
where, of course, eo(T') = diam(T) = sup, jer d(t,s).

The term on the left hand side of this inequality satisfies

322 (en(T) — erga(T)) = 3 220 (T) = 3 20D 20 (T) > (1 - 2—1/2) 3282, (T).
k=0 k=0 k=1 k=0
Combining this with (6) and (7) yields the key relation

diam(7T")
v (T, d) < C/ Vieg N(T,d,€) de.
0

Hence, when used as an upper bound, Talagrand’s functional is sharper than Dudley’s entropy.

We are now ready to state the generic chaining bound for sub-Gaussian processes, see e.g. Theorem 8.5.3 in
Vershynin (2018).

Theorem 1 (Generic chaining). Let Z;, t € T be a mean zero random process on a separable metric space

(T, d) with sub-Gaussian increments as in (2). Then, for some absolute constant C > 0,

Esup Z; < CK~(T,d).
teT

Proof. See Appendix A. O

2.2 The main result
We impose the following assumptions.
Assumption 1. The parameter 8 belongs to a separable metric space (B,dg).

Assumption 2. For each 8 € B, random variables x;:(8) follow different MA (co0) processes for each i, viz.
2u(B) =Y vir(B)ein—+(B), )
7=0

where ;- (8) are nonrandom coefficients such that, for all : = 1,..., N and 8 € B,

|¢ir(B)] < 0, where Y 0, < oc. (9)

7=0

Assumption 3. Innovations €;-(8) are independent, mean zero, sub-Gaussian random variables with uni-



formly bounded scaling factors, i.e. there exists K1 > 0 s.t. for all (i,7,8) ENXZ x B

|leir (B)l> < K-

Assumption 4. Innovations ;- (3) are separable® stochastic processes whose increments are sub-Gaussian
with uniformly bounded constants, i.e. there exists Ko > 0 s.t. for all (i,7) € NXZ and (f1,62) € Bx B

lleir (B1) — €ir(B2) o < Ka - dB(B1, B2).

Assumption 1 is very weak and only imposes separability of the metric space B which holds for most parame-
ter spaces encountered in practice such as Euclidean spaces and spaces of integrable functions. Assumption 2
is similar to case (ii) in Lemma S.2.1 of Moon and Weidner (2017) and allows x;:(8) to be weakly dependent
over time. Assumption 3 and Assumption 4 impose uniform sub-Gaussianity on the innovations €; () and

their increments €;+(81) — €4+(B2), respectively. Note that Assumption 4 is equivalent to the tail bound

+2

P (lei(B1) — €it(Ba)| < t-dp(Br,B2)) >1—2e *3 forall t > 0.

Denote ¥ (8) = (¥1-(8), ..., ¥n-(8))" and let E_.(8) the N x T matrix consisting of ;4(8), ¢ = 1,..., N,

t=1-—7,...,T — 7. Equation (8) can be rewritten in the matrix form as
X(8) = (2i(8) = ) _ diag(-(8))E—+(5)-
=0

Suppose for a moment that we have a bound on Z_, () of the form

ES%p ||E*T(ﬂ)|| S @(Na TvB)a

where ¢ does not depend on 7. Then

S diag(i-(8)) - =+ (8)

7=0

< Esup > lldiag(v-(8)) - E—(8)l|

Esup || X ()| = Esup
B B 7=0

I

<E) sup |diag(v-(8)) - E--(B)] < Ezsgp [ diag (- (B))I| - 1E—~(B) |

7=0 7=0

<E)  sup | diag(e-(8))] sup IE—-B)l = sup [[diag(y-(8)) Eszp 12— (B)Il

7=0 B 7=0

< @(N,T,B)> sup max_[|vir(8)| < Dp(N,T,B). (10)
= B i=1,...,N

This shows that the bound on Esupg || X (5)]| is, up to the absolute constant D, the same as the bound on

8Let (B,dp) be a separable metric space with a countable dense subset D. A stochastic process & on B is called separable
if for all 8 € B, there exists a sequence 3; € D such that 8; — 8 and £(8;) — &(B) almost surely. Non-separable stochastic
processes have separable copies under very weak conditions, see Shalizi and Kontorovich (2010).



Esupg [|Z-(8)|]. Hence we can focus on obtaining the latter bound from now on. It will be clear from the

proof that the bound will not depend on 7, so we consider the case 7 = 0 and denote = = = for brevity.

The operator norm of Z(8) can be expressed as

[1]

IE@BI = sup  Z(u,v,p),

weU,veV
where U and V are unit spheres in RY and R, respectively, and the process
Z(u,v,B) = uw'E(B)v = Z Zuivtfit(ﬂ)-
i=1 t=1

Define the L; product metric on U x V x B by

d((ﬂv’avﬁ)v (ua v, ﬂ)) = d]RN (’EL, u) + d]RT (’va) + dB(Bvﬂ)

where dga denotes the standard Euclidean metric on R9.

To obtain a uniform bound on [|Z(8)||, we would like to apply Theorem 1 to the process Z(-) defined on the

metric space (U x V x B, d). Our first lemma asserts that Z has sub-Gaussian increments.

Lemma 1. Under Assumptions 1, 3, 4, the process Z has sub-Gaussian increments w.r.t. the metric d, with
the constant K = max(Ky, Ka).

Proof. For (a,9, ), (u,v,3) € Ux V x B, write

Z(a,0,8) = Z(u,v, B) = (@ — u) E(B)o +u'(E(B) — E(B))?

=t}
[1]
S
+
S
[1

(B)(© —v) = 21+ 211 + 2111

Recall a standard result for the ¢ norm (see e.g. equation (2.1) in Mendelson and Tomezak-Jaegermann
(2008)): there exists an absolute constant ¢ > 0 such that for all constants a; and independent centered

variables &1, ..., &, one has

<

o

n
> a?llgl?,

i=1

n
D> aiks
i=1

< cllall max |[&illy,-

2

Applying this inequality, we obtain

N T
Nzl = | DD (s — w)viea(B)|| < K - dyn (@, u),

i=1 t=1 s
N T

zrtllgs = |[D_ D wivi(eu(B) —zu(B))|| < cKa-dn(B,B),
i=1 =1 )
N T ’

||Z]]]||w2 = ZZui(vt—ﬁt)sit(B) SCKl 'dRT(’[),’U).
=1 t=1 Pa



This implies

1Z (@, 9, B) — Z(u, v, B)|lyy < llz1llye + 1211l lws + 2111l
< cnnudl(lrkb)-(dRN(&,u)4—dRT(ﬁ,U)+—dB(B,ﬁ)>

= cmax(Ky, Ky) - d((a, 0, ), (u, v, B)),
which completes the proof. o

Our second lemma establishes the bound on Talagrand’s functional of a product space in terms of Talagrand’s

functionals of component spaces.

Lemma 2 (Talagrand’s functional of a product space). Consider a finite number of metric spaces (T}, d;),
l=1,...,L and the product space T = ®le1 T) with the L' product metric defined by

L
Z (ti, b)) for t = (t1,...,tp),t' = (t),...,t;) e T.
Talagrand’s functional vo of T satisfies

L
Yo(T, d) < 1+¢_z: (Th, dy).

Proof. See Appendix B. O

Finally, by Lemma 1, we can apply the generic chaining bound of Theorem 1 to Z(u,v, ) defined on the
separable metric space T'=U x V x B with the L; metric d. Lemma 2 then yields

(u,v,8)EUXV B

EZ:EHE(@H =E < CK (72(U,dgn) +72(V,dgr) +72(B,dB)) . (11)

For the unit sphere S9! in R?, its Dudley’s entropy satisfies

diam(8?71)
/ VIog NS4, |- |1,2) de < CVa.
0

Besides, Talagrand’s functional is bounded from above by Dudley’s entropy (e.g. Exercise 8.5.7 in Vershynin
(2018)), up to absolute constant factors.

Applying these bounds to unit spheres U ¢ RY and V c R gives

E sup|I2(9)] < CK (Vmax(N.T) +12(B, dg)) .

Finally, taking into account the inequality (10), we obtain the main theoretical result of this paper.



Theorem 2. Under Assumptions 1, 2, 3, 4,

Esup [ X(9)]] < CK (V/max(N,T) +72(B, dg) ) ,

where K = max(K1, K»).

Remarks

(i)

(iii)

Generic chaining yields not only the bound on the expected value, but also tail bounds and bounds on
moments of supgcg |[X(B)|], see e.g. Dirksen (2015). In particular, it follows from Theorem 8.5.5 of
Vershynin (2018) that, for all u > 0, the event

sup 1X(9)]| < CK [\/max(N, T) + 72(B, dg) + (2 + diam(B))u

holds with probability at least 1 — 2 exp(—u?), where diam(B) is the diameter of B in dg.

Suppose €;(8) are Gaussian random variables. Then the process Z(u, v, 8) is Gaussian and therefore
the bound (11) is sharp, up to an absolute constant, by the majorizing measure theorem, see Theorem
8.6.1 in Vershynin (2018).

If B is a bounded set in R, the main result and majorization of Talagrand’s functional with Dudley’s

E sup || X (8)|| < CK+/max(N,T,d).
BEB

In particular, if B consists of one element (so that there is no dependence on f3), the bound reduces to

E||X|| < CK+/max(N,T),

which is a classical result in random matrix theory, see e.g. Latata (2005).

entropy yield

The dimension of B is allowed to grow with the sample size; of course, to maintain the y/max(N,T)
rate for the operator norm, the dimension should not grow faster than \/max(N,T).

Theorem 2 can be generalized to the case of Orlicz norms || - ||, with ¥ (z) = exp(z®) — 1, a > 1.

An important special case a = 1 corresponds to sub-exponential random variables.

The bound will take the form

B sup [IX(9)] < CK ((max(N.7)"/* + 74(B.ds) )
€
where the generalized Talagrand’s functional is defined by

o(T,d) = inf su 2k q(t, Ty,).
Yol d) <Tk>te$,;o (t,Ti)



The proof is similar to the case a = 2. The appropriate version of the generic chaining bound is

Esup Z(t) < CK~(T,d),
teT

where Z(-) is a stochastic process with bounded 1,-Orlicz increments. Also,
diam(T")
WO [ (VT ) e
0

Both results can be found in Talagrand (2006).

3 Applications

3.1 Operator norm minimizing estimator

In this section, we investigate a new estimator that minimizes the operator norm of the moment function
matrix. Suppose that £;(3) € RY are L moment functions of 3 € B C R¥ such that E(e;:(8)) = 0. For
simplicity, assume that L = K = 1. Let £(8) = [€::(5)], the N x T matrix of moment functions.

The conventional method of moment estimator solves

|1 .
B = argmin | < ;an(ﬂ) = argmin

1y ( e(B) > 1r
VN \VNT) VT
where 1, is the N-vector of ones.

The new estimator we propose minimizes the operator norm of the moment function matrix £(5),

3. _Ne®)ll
B = argggg JNT

=argmin  sup W ( £(8) ) v
BEB |lw||=1,||v]|=1 VNT

In this section we establish consistency of B using our main result of the previous section.

Assumption 5. (i) the parameter set B is a bounded subset of R, (ii) the centered moment function
git(B) —E(ei(B)) satisfies the conditions of Assumptions 2-4, and (iii) for any € > 0, there exists § > 0 such
that inf\ﬁ*ﬁo\ké M\/%))” > 26.

Conditions (i)-(ii) of Assumption 5 ensure that ¢;:(8)—E(g;:(8)) satisfies Assumptions 1-4. The last condition

(iii) corresponds to the identification condition of the extremum estimator.

For consistency of B , it suffices to show that for any € > 0, there exists § > 0 such that

: @) lle(Bo)ll
oM N UNT 2O (12)

with probability approaching one.

10



First, note that, since E(e(8y)) = 0, the triangle inequality yields

le@Goll _ o, 1=8) — EEB)]
VNT ~ jgeB VNT

On the other hand,

inf el o inf IEC€BI sup [e(B) — E((B)]l
18—Bol>c V/NT ~ |8—Bol>c /NT 3cB VNT '

Combine (13) and (14) to obtain

e 1O IGol IO,
|B—Bol>€ \/— \/—T \ﬁ*ﬁo\zé \/ﬁ BEB \/ﬁ

Finally, choose 0 as in Assumption 5(iii) to guarantee

[EEB)I

inf > 20
|B=Bol>e  NT
and note that Theorem 2 gives
—-E
p G BB

BEB VNT
Then (15) implies

f [le@— lle(Bo)ll
182 Bol>e VNT  +/NT

>2§ —20,(1) >0 w.pa.l,

which finishes the proof of consistency of A.

Remarks

l(8) — E((B)Il

(13)

(i) If €;+(B) are iid, then the identification condition Assumption 5 (iii) becomes the usual identification

condition, that is, for any e > 0, there exists § > 0 such that inf|z_g |>c [E(ei(5))| > 26. This is

E 1/
because (E—NBT))H = |E(e(B))| H An T

= [E(eie(8))]-

(ii) Suppose that ;:(8) = (£1,i(8), .., sLﬂ-t(B)) € RE. Instead of the operator norm objective function,

we may also consider
L

e (B)]]
sz JNT

=1

where w; are weights.

(iii) We can also extend the objective function to be the sum of Ry largest singular values, where Ry is

a sequence of positive integers such that Ryp — oo while —=28L__ — (:
min(N,T)



where s,.(A) is the 7" largest singular value of matrix A. Since ||e(8) —E(e(8))|| = s1((8) —E(e(B))),

we have

le(8) = E(BNI _ Ryt _
< Ryt =0, < T T)) = 0p(1).

3.2 Estimator of number of factors with functional data

Consider a generic factor model for functional data

Y(B8) = XB)f(B) +U(B), (16)

where 3 belongs to a separable metric space (B, dg), Y (8) € RV*7 is the observation matrix of functional
outcomes 3 — i (8), and A\(8) € RV*E®B) | £(3) € RT*E(B) such that for all 3 € B the probability limits of
A(BYAB)/N and f(B)' f(B)/T exist and are positive definite deterministic matrices such that

_ AB)f(B)
1151V171Tnf s%p SR <W) > 0.

The object of interest is the maximal rank R = maxgeg R(5).

(17)

To illustrate applicability of this model, suppose that the outcome variable is intraday pollution levels y;+(5),
where  is the time within a day, across counties ¢ and time ¢, as in Aue et al. (2015). It is plausible to assume
that counties with higher population density and dependence on automobiles will have higher average levels
of pollution. At the same time, pollution patterns on weekdays and on weekends may differ in a systematic
way. Hence it is reasonable to model the intraday pollution curve y;:(-) as the interaction of the county fixed
effect A\;(-) and the time effect fi(), plus independent noise, arriving at model (16). A related approach to
modeling functional time series can be found in Kargin and Onatski (2008), whose empirical objective is to

predict the contract rate curves of daily Eurodollar futures.

Of course, arguments similar to those outlined above may be applied to modeling of numerous other functional
quantities, from mortality as a function of age to crop yields as a function of spatial location. For more

examples and an overview of functional data analysis, see e.g. Wang et al. (2016) and Kowal et al. (2019).
Let us now show heuristically how to derive a consistent estimator of the maximal rank R.

Note that the model assumptions imply

sup siMB)F(B)) = O, (\/ﬁ) , i<R, (18)
sup si(A(B)f(B)) =0, i>R. (19)

If U(B) satisfies the conditions of Theorem 2, we have supg ||U(B)|| = O, (\/max(N, T) + (B, dB)) and

12



SO

sup|U(B)]| = Oy (vmax(N. 7)) .

Denote s;(A) the i-th largest singular value of matrix A. The Ky Fan inequality for singular values asserts
that for A, B € RVxT

[s;(A+ B) —s;(A)] < s1(B) =||B|| for all i = 1,...,min(N, T).

Using this inequality, for a fixed 8 we obtain

() o () 2 (005 ) - [

Therefore, there exists a positive constant C' > 0 such that

() 2o () ]

1
>2C-0p | —/—m—— |,
v/min(N,T)
where the last inequality holds by (17).

On the other hand,

This establishes consistency of the following natural estimator of R,

. min(N,T) Y(ﬂ)
R = ; I <Slgp51 (ﬁ) > 1/U\/T) , (20)

where Y7 is a sequence of real numbers satisfying ¢ — 0 and Yyr+/min(N,T) — oco.

Empirical practice calls for an automatic procedure for choosing the tuning parameter ¥nr. One may

consider one of the following three options, using the penalty term from Bai and Ng (2002):

. [N+T NT

= 1
¢NT,1 o NT OgN—i—T’

. [N+T .
1/)NT.,Q—U\/ NT logmin(N, T),

logmin(N, T)
min(N,T) ’

UNT 3 =0
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where 6% = supg 62(3) is a consistent estimator of
;NI
2 2
o =supoc(f) = —ZZE uit (6
p 'NT i=1 t=1

In applications, 62(3) can be replaced by the residual variance of Y () after partialling out kmax factors
using principle component analysis, where k.« is a pre-specified upper bound on the true maximal number
of factors R.

4 Monte Carlo illustration

Here we illustrate the performance of the maximal rank estimator in the functional factor model described

in the previous section with a simple simulation design.

The data generating process is the functional factor model (16), where, for simplicity, we let the loadings
A(B) and the factors f(8) to be independent of 8. In scalar form, the model is

R(B)
yit(ﬁ) = Z AintT +uit(ﬁ)7 1= 17' "7N7 t= 17" '7T7 (21)

where Ay, ftr ~ ild N(0,1) and

uir(B) = % (Cirrcos B+ &uasinB), &, iz ~ A N(0,1).

The chosen specification for u;(-) comes from a generic representation of any Gaussian stochastic process as
an infinite trigonometric series, in which we only retain one term. Clearly, the error variance V(u;(8)) = o
for all 8 and there is nontrivial dependence of u;(3) across values of 8. We set ¢ = 1. The results do not

change substantially when larger values of ¢ are used.

We choose the range of parameter 8 to be B = {0,0.1,...,0.9,1} and the corresponding ranks
(R(0),R(0.1),...,R(0.9),R(1)) = (4,4,1,4,3,1,2,3,4,4,1),

so that the true value of interest is R = maxg R(f) = 4.

The simulated bias and root MSE for the maximal rank estimator (20) are shown in Table 1. Clearly, the
choice ¥n7 = ¥n7,3 for the tuning parameter leads to poor small sample performance, which is similar to
the results of Bai and Ng (2002). However, under the other two choices ¥n7.1,¥nT,2, bias and RMSE are

modest even in small samples and become essentially zero when N, T > 50.

Given these simulation results, we are convinced that our generalization (20) of the estimator of Bai and Ng

(2002) will be useful for practitioners who are interested in estimating factor models with functional data.
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YNT,1 YNT,2 YNT,3
N T 25 50 100 25 50 100 25 50 100
Bias 3.5 1.7 0.2 2.0 0.7 0.0 6.5 4.2 1.3

25 RMSE 06 0.6 04 0.6 06 0.1 0.5 0.6 0.6
50 Bias 20 0.0 0.0 0.9 0.0 0.0 45 48 0.2

RMSE 06 0.1 0.0 0.6 0.0 0.0 0.6 06 04
100 Bias 0.3 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.0 1.7 03 09

RMSE 0.5 0.0 0.0 0.2 0.0 0.0 0.6 05 0.5

Table 1: Performance of the maximal rank estimator under different thresholds ¥ 7.

5 Conclusion

In this paper, we derive a novel uniform stochastic bound on the operator norm of sub-Gaussian random
matrices. We use it to establish consistency of a new estimator that minimizes the operator norm of the
matrix of moment functions as well as to introduce an estimator of the maximal number of factors in a

functional interactive fixed effects model.
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Appendices

A  Proof of Theorem 1

The following proof can be found in Vershynin (2018), see Theorem 8.5.3.

Since T is separable, we can assume for simplicity that it is finite. Let (T}) be an admissible sequence and

7 (t) be the best approximation to ¢ in Tk, i.e.

o /
d(t, m(t)) = min d(t,t").

Now consider a chain of approximations to the point ¢ starting from some %,
to :Wo(t) —)71'1(15) — e —)ﬂ'k(t) =1

and write

K

Zy — Zto = Z (Zﬂ'k(t) - Zﬂ'k—l(t)) :
k=1

Sub-Gaussianity of increments Z, ;) — Zr, _, (1) implies that, for any u > 0,

P (|th) _z

Tk—1

0] < Cu2d(m (1), mea (1)) 21— 267 5 g g2, (22)

where C' > /8K.

Note that since m(t) € Tk, Tr—1(t) € Tk—1, the number of possible pairs (74 (t), mx—1 (%)) is |Tk| - |Th—1] <
|Tw|? = 92"t Applying the union bound to (22) over k € N and pairs (my(¢), mx—1(t)), we obtain

P (|Z,,k(t) — Zn o] < Cu2¥2d(my(t), w1 (t)) for all t € T,k € N) >1- )22 gt (93

k=1
>1—2, (24)
The event on the left-hand side implies
|2y — Zio| < Cuy_ 22d(my (t), w1 (1) < Cu Y 262 (d(mi(t), ) + d(mr—1(2), 1))
k=1 k=1
< Cuyo(T, d)

for a constant C' > 0. Taking supremum over ¢ € T yields

sup |Zy — Zy, | < C’u"yg(T, d).
teT

Since this event holds with probability at least 1 — 26’“2, sup,er |Zt — Zt, | is a sub-Gaussian random variable
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with Orlicz norm bounded by C,(T,d). The conclusion then follows from (1) and the inequality

Esup Z; = Esup(Z; — Zy,) < Esup|Z; — Z;,|. B
teT teT teT

B Proof of Lemma 2

We give the proof for the case of L = 2 metric spaces for simplicity. The case of arbitrary L follows

immediately by inspection.

Denote the two spaces by (X,dx) and (Y,dy). Consider admissible sequences (X}) and (Y%) in X and Y,

respectively. To each such pair there corresponds a sequence (Tk) inT =X xY of the form

- XoxYy, k=0,
Ty = (25)
X1 xYe 1, k>1.

This sequence is admissible since |Tp| = |T1] = 1 and [Ti| = [Xp_1||[Veo1| < 22" 22" = 22" for k > 2.

Fix (z,y) € T and write

Z 2k/2d((xa y)v Tk) =dx (Ia XO) + Z 2k/2d('r7 kal) + dY(yv }/0) + Z 2k/2dy(y7 kal)'
k>0 k>1 E>1

The bound on the first two terms on the right-hand side is

dx (z, X0) + > 2"2d(z, Xp_1) = (1 + V2)dx (2, Xo) + V2 ) _ 28 2dx (2, X))
k>1 k>1

<(1+V2)) 2M%dx(w, Xy).

k>0

Similarly, we have

dy (y,Y0) + > 2K 2dy (y, Yeo1) < (1+v2) Y 2" 2dy (3, V2).
E>1 k>0

Adding the two inequalities and taking suprema yields

sup »_2%%d((x,y), Tp) < (1+ V2) sup | Y28 2dx (2, Xp) + > _ 2" %dy (y, Vi)
(*.Y) k>0 (@9) \ k>0 k>0

< (1+V2) supz 25205 (x, X1) + supz 252 dy (y, Vi)
T k>0 Y k>0

Taking infima over admissible sequences (7},) (which are functions of admissible sequences (X) and (Y3))

17



yields

inf sup Z2k/2d((:v,y),fk) < (14+v2) | inf supz2k/2dx(:v,Xk) + inf supz2k/2dy(y,yk)
(i) (=.9) k>0 (Xe) @ k>0 (Xe) k>0

=1+ v2) (2(X,dx) +7(Y,dy)).

Finally, note that v2(T, d) is not larger than the left-hand side of the inequality above since the infimum in

its definition is taken over all admissible sequences (7} ), not only those that have the form (Tk) |
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