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Abstract

In this paper, we study the estimation and inference of change points under a functional
linear regression model with changes in the slope function. We present a novel Functional
Regression Binary Segmentation (FRBS) algorithm which is computationally efficient as well
as achieving consistency in multiple change point detection. This algorithm utilizes the pre-
dictive power of piece-wise constant functional linear regression models in the reproducing
kernel Hilbert space framework. We further propose a refinement step that improves the lo-
calization rate of the initial estimator output by FRBS, and derive asymptotic distributions
of the refined estimators for two different regimes determined by the magnitude of a change.
To facilitate the construction of confidence intervals for underlying change points based on
the limiting distribution, we propose a consistent block-type long-run variance estimator.
Our theoretical justifications for the proposed approach accommodate temporal dependence
and heavy-tailedness in both the functional covariates and the measurement errors. Empir-
ical effectiveness of our methodology is demonstrated through extensive simulation studies
and an application to the Standard and Poor’s 500 index dataset.

1 Introduction

Functional Data Analysis (FDA) studies data that are represented as random functions. The
infinite dimension of functional data poses a significant challenge to the development of statis-
tical methodologies. Functional Principal Component Analysis (FPCA), a pivotal approach in
FDA, focuses on characterizing the dominant modes of variation in random functions. Seminal
contributions to the development and application of FPCA include, for example, Ramsay and
Silverman (2005) and Yao et al. (2005). Another important approach in this area employs
strategies based on Reproducing Kernel Hilbert Space (RKHS) for estimating the mean, co-
variance, and slope functions, as demonstrated in Cai and Yuan (2010). Unlike non-parametric
methods such as FPCA, the RKHS-based approach selects the most representative functional
features in an adaptive manner from an RKHS. We refer to Wang et al. (2016) for a compre-
hensive overview of the FDA. Extensive treatments of the subject can also be found in Ramsay
and Silverman (2002), Kokoszka and Zhang (2012), Hsing and Eubank (2015), and Kokoszka
and Reimherr (2017).

Functional time series analysis is an important area within FDA, focusing on functional
data with temporal dependence. From the modeling perspective, Cai et al. (2000) focused on
functional regression via local linear modeling; Kowal et al. (2017) investigated functional linear
models; and Kowal et al. (2019) explored functional autoregression. To analysis functional time
series, Panaretos and Tavakoli (2013) employed a Fourier analysis-based approach and Rubin



and Panaretos (2020) considered the estimation of the dynamics of functional time series in a
sparse sampling regime. We refer to Koner and Staicu (2023) for a comprehensive survey.

In this paper, we focus on a functional linear regression model with the slope function
changing in a piece-wise constant manner. Given the data sequence {(y;, X j)}?:p we consider
the model

yj =65, Xj)e2 +e5, 1<j<n, (1)
where {y;}]_; are the scalar responses, {X;}7_; the functional covariates, {€;}]_; the cen-
tered noise sequence, and {ﬁ;‘};‘:l the true slope functions. Here, we denote (5;-‘,Xj> 2 =

J B (u) X;j(u)du. We assume that there exists a collection of time points {nk}lkciol c {0,1,...,n}

with 0 =79 <m < ... <nk < nNi41 = n such that

B; # Biy1 ifand only if j € {n1,...,nc}- (2)

We refer to the model specified in (1) and (2) as the functional linear regression model with
change points. Our goals are twofold: to estimate the locations of the change points consis-
tently, and to derive the limiting distributions of these estimators and consequently construct
an asymptotically valid confidence interval around each change point.

The considered problems are part of the vast body of change point analysis. The primary
interest of change point analysis is to detect the existence of change points and estimate change
points’ locations in various data types. Wang et al. (2020) and Sullivan and Woodall (2000) have
addressed the detection of changes in the mean and covariance of a sequence of fixed-dimensional
multivariate data, while Wang and Samworth (2018) and Kaul et al. (2023) have focused on
high-dimensional settings. Change point problems have been investigated in various settings,
such as signal processing (Tartakovsky et al., 2012), regression (Lee et al., 2016), networks
(Barnett and Onnela, 2016), and factor models (Barigozzi et al., 2018), to name but a few. In
functional settings, Dette and Kutta (2021) studied the detection of changes in the eigensystem,
while Li et al. (2022), Harris et al. (2022), and Madrid Padilla et al. (2022) considered problems
related to detecting changes in the mean and Jiao et al. (2023) that in the covariance. Change
point detection problems within this context have also been investigated in the Bayesian frame-
work, e.g. Li and Ghosal (2021). Beyond estimation of change points, recently, the limiting
distributions of change point estimators have been studied in high-dimensional regression (Xu
et al., 2022b; Kaul and Michailidis, 2021), multivariate non-parametric (Madrid Padilla et al.,
2023) as well as functional (Aue et al., 2009, 2018) settings.

Despite these contributions, the estimation and inference of change points in functional lin-
ear regression settings remain unaddressed, and this paper aims to fill this gap. To this end, we
first propose a two-step procedure based on RKHS, to detect and locate the multiple change
points. Then, we investigate limiting distributions of change point estimators and introduce a
new methodology to construct a confidence interval for each change point. This requires the
estimation of long-run variance in the presence of temporal dependence which is of indepen-
dent interest on its own, as highlighted by studies such as Khismatullina and Vogt (2020) and
Hormann and Kokoszka (2010).

The framework adopted in this study is general, accommodating heavy-tailedness and tem-
poral dependence in both functional covariates and noise sequences. More specifically, our
methodology only requires the existence of sixth moments and a polynomial decay of a-mixing
coefficients for both functional covariates and noise sequences, which greatly expands its ap-
plicability. We also allow for the number of change points, denoted by K, to diverge with the
sample size.



1.1 List of contributions

We briefly summarise the main contributions made in this paper below.

e To the best of our knowledge, our work is the first attempt at estimating and inferring
change points in functional linear regression settings. Our theory only requires weak
moment assumptions as well as accommodates temporal dependence and the number of
change points to increase with the sample size. Besides the error bound for change point
localization, we establish the corresponding minimax lower bound, thereby demonstrating
the optimality of the proposed change point estimator.

e To facilitate the practicability of our inference procedure, we introduce a block-type long-
run variance estimator and prove its consistency. This estimator is subsequently employed
to construct an asymptotically valid confidence interval for each change point.

e We demonstrate the numerical performance of our proposed method through extensive
numerical examples and real data analysis using Standard and Poor’s 500 index datasets.
Our approach numerically outperforms alternative change point estimation methods that
rely on FPCA or high-dimensional regression methods.

1.2 Basics of RKHS

This section briefly reviews the basics of RKHS that are relevant to functional linear regression.
We refer to Wainwright (2019) for a detailed introduction to RKHS.
For any compact set T, denote the space of square-integrable functions defined on 7T as

LYT) = {f T = R: HfHQLZ = /TfQ(u)du < oo}.
For any f,g € L2(T), let

(Frg)ce = [r Flu)g(ar) s

For a linear map F from L2(T) to L%(T), define ||F|lop = sup||p)| o =1 [ /()| c2- A kernel
function R : T x T — R is a symmetric and nonnegative definite function. The integral
operator Ly of R is a linear map from £2(7) to £2(T) defined as

LR(f)(‘)=/7_R(~,u)f(u)du.

Suppose in addition that R is bounded. Then, Mercer’s theorem (e.g. Theorem 12.20 of Wain-
wright (2019)) implies that there exists a set of orthonormal eigenfunctions {y/*}%°, C £L*(T)
and a sequence of nonnegative eigenvalues {HlR}fil sorted non-increasingly, such that

R(ug,u2) = ) 07 (un)f (uz).
=1
Thus, we have that LR(wlR) = HlRwlR. Define the RKHS generated by R as
o (07
H(R) = {1 € 27 s 1By = 3 L2 < o),

R
=1 0



For any f,g € H(R), denote

) 9)a Z (fs ¢l E;l<977/)l> . (3)
=1

Define

R1/2 Ul,UQ Z\/iﬂ)l Ul d}l u2)

Thus, Lgi/2(ft) = 1/0Fypft. Tt follows that Ly @ £2(T) — H(R) is bijective and distance-
preserving. In addition, if {®;}%°, is a £2(T) basis, then {Lg1/2(®;)}?, is a basis of H(R). For
any f,g € L2(T), denote

R[f, g] = //TXTf(Ul)R(UhuQ)g(uz) duydus.

Let R; and Rs be any generic kernel functions. We denote the composition of Ry and Ry as
RiRy(u1,u2) = / Ri(u1,v)Ro(v, uz)dv.
T

1.3 Notation and organization

For two positive real number sequences {a;}32; and {b;}32,, we write a; < b; or a; = O(b;) if
there exists an absolute positive constant C' such that a; < Cb;. We denote a; < b;, if a; S b;
and b; < a;. We write a; = o (b;) if limjo0 bj_laj — 0. For a sequence of R-valued random
variables {X;}22,, we denote X; = Op (a;) if limp/—c0 limsup; P (].X;| > Ma;) = 0. We denote

X = op (a;) if imsup, P (|X;| > Ma;) = 0 for all M > 0. The convergences in distribution and

probability are respectively denoted by 2y and 5. With slight abuse of notations, for any
positive integers s and e where 0 < s < e < n, we use (s, €] to denote the set (s,e]N{l,...,n}.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. Section 2 introduces our new methodology for
estimating multiple change points within functional linear regression settings. Section 3 studies
the theoretical properties of the proposed estimators, establishing their minimax optimality and
limiting distributions. In Section 4, we discuss the construction of confidence intervals around
each change point and provide an asymptotically valid procedure for the long-run variance
estimation. Finally, Section 5 demonstrates the superior performance of our proposed method
through its application to both simulated and real-world datasets, highlighting its advantages
over potential competitors. The implementation of the proposed methodology can be found at
https://github.com/civamkr/FRBS.

2 Change point estimation

In this section, we introduce our method for change point estimation under the functional linear
regression model defined in (1). To motivate our approach, we first consider a closely related
two-sample testing problem in the functional linear regression setting. Given data {(y;, X;)}j_,
generated from (1), consider

HO:5:+1:.:/8: VS. Ha:ﬁ:+1:".:6t>k%5:+l:'.':5:7


https://github.com/civamkr/FRBS

where 0 < s <t < e < n. In other words, we are interested in testing whether there is a change
in the slope function at time ¢ within the interval (s,e]. The corresponding likelihood ratio
statistic is

maxger) £ ({05 Xi¥oeir: B)

/Wts,e _
maxpg, eH(K ({yJ>X }] s+1>51> maxg,cH(K ({y]7X }] t+1762)

(4)

where, assuming for the moment that {;}7_, are i.i.d. standard normal, we have the likelihood
function £({y;, X;}j_;1,8) = H] sp1(2m)7 /2w =(X;:8)2)*/2 and H(K) denotes RKHS cor-
responding to kernel K defined in Assumption 2 below. Note that (4) can be further simplified
to

e t

We = > (yj_<XjaB\(s,e]>£2)2_ > (yj (X;, B ) Z (yj Bise)) o2 )2,

J=stl j=s+1 j=t+1
R (5)
where [, ) is the maximum likelihood estimator of the slope function based on {(y;, X;)}5_s1-
In practice, finding B(S,e] is a challenging task, as the intrinsic dimension of H(K) is infinite.

Inspired by Cai and Yuan (2012), we consider the following penalized estimator

—~ . 1
Bloe = argmin{ —— 3 (5 — (X3, 8)2)° + Aes 1By ¢ (6)

sen(k) | (e—3s) i

where \._; is a tuning parameter to ensure the smoothness of the estimator. While (6) is an

optimization problem in an infinite-dimensional space, the solution can be found in a finite-

dimensional subspace via the representer theorem in RKHS (Yuan and Cai, 2010), and is there-

fore statistically sound and numerically robust. In this case, the population counterpart of (5)
is

WSe — (t — S)(e — t)

' (e—s)

where S ;= (e—s)~! > i—s11 B}, and X is the covariance operator of { X}

E[/Biks,t] - Bte] /3 (s,t] — B te]] (7)
724, the centered and
stationary covariate sequence, i.e. ¥(uy, us) = E(X7(u1)Xi(ug)). To illustrate the effectiveness
of the likelihood ratio statistics /Wts’e in revealing the location of a change point, we demonstrate
in Figure 1 that displays /I/T?ts’e and its population counterpart W,”“ in a situation where the
interval (s, e] contains a single change point at . We observe that Wts’e closely approximates
W, which is a ‘tent-shape’ function in ¢ and is maximized at 1, and thus Wts’e attains its
maximum close to n (in fact, exactly at n in this example).

In what follows, we propose a two-step method for change point estimation in functional
regression time series. In Step 1, we propose a computationally efficient approach based on the
statistic Wf’e, to generate preliminary change point estimators. Then, in Step 2, we utilize the
preliminary estimators from Step 1 to develop the final estimators with enhanced accuracy.

Step 1: preliminary estimator

In Step 1, our goal is to consistently estimate change points with computational efficiency. Our
approach utilizes the seeded binary segmentation first proposed in Kovacs et al. (2023), which,
with a set of deterministic intervals drawn as in Definition 1 below, systematically scans for
change points in the data at multiple resolutions.
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Figure 1: Plot of Wf’e and its population version W;” with s = 0 and e = 200 over t =
1,...,199. The data are simulated under Scenario 1 (Section 5.1) with n = 200 and a change
point occurs at 1 = 100. The estimator B\(s,e] is obtained with A._s = 0.2. Both /Wts’e and W;>¢
achieve their maximum at ¢ = 100.

Definition 1 (Seeded intervals). Let n be the length of a given time series and A a given
integer satisfying 0 < A < n. Letting M = [logy (n/A)] + 1 be the total number of layers,
denote l;, = n/2¥1 and by, = /2 = n/2%, for the layer index k = 1,...,M. Then, the
collection of seeded intervals is defined as

J = LAj T where Jp = ZU{ [[(z' — Dbyl [ — Dby + [k” } ,
k=1 =1

where [Jy is the seeded intervals in the k-th layer.

The total number of the intervals in J is bounded from above by

[log> (£ )]+1

S S L RO NC

Note that by the construction of 7, each change point 7 is contained in exactly two intervals
that belong to the last layer of the seeded intervals, Jy;. We exploit this fact in Step 2 for the
refined change point estimator.

Algorithm 1 outlines the procedure of computing the preliminary change point estimators,
which is called with (s,e] = (0,n]. This algorithm recursively detects change points based
on the likelihood ratio statistics {/Wts’"’em, Sm < t < em} defined in (5). Specifically, using
the set of seeded intervals, the algorithm iteratively identifies the shortest interval associated
with a strong signal for a change (in the sense that Wf”’em exceeds a threshold 7), an idea
first proposed by Baranowski et al. (2019) for detecting multiple change points in the mean of a
univariate time series. Upon detection of each change point, it stores the estimator and proceeds
to search for further change points separately within the sections of the data determined by
two consecutive estimators previously detected. In the absence of a change point within a data
section (s, €|, we expect all AtSm’em, s < t < e, to fall below the given threshold 7, in which
case the algorithm excludes the interval (s, e] from further consideration. In addition to the



threshold 7, Algorithm 1 requires the choice of the regularization parameter A s for the local
estimation of the slope function, which takes the form A5 = w(e — s)~2"/2"*1D with some
w > 0 and r that controls the regularity of the regression coefficient (see Assumption 2). The
choice of these tuning parameters are discussed in Section 5.

Algorithm 1 Functional Regression Binary Segmentation: FRBS((s, €], J,w, 7).
INPUT: Data {(y;, X;)}}_;, seeded intervals J, tuning parameters w, 7 > 0.
Initialize: If (s, e] = (0,n], the estimated change point set B = 0.
for (sm,en] € J do
compute /Wtsm’em with A
if (sm,em] C (s, €e] then
b <= argmax, ;. Wimem
O, W;;”’em
else
ay =0
end if
end for
M€ ={m:a, > 1}
if M*¢ # () then
m* <— arg min,, ¢ \qs.e |€m — Sm
B+ BU {bp-}
FRBS ((s,bm+], J,w, T)
FRBS ((bp, €], J,w,T)
end if
OUTPUT: B.

2
= w(em — sm)_ﬁ

em—Sm

Step 2: refined estimator

Let B = {Mey, 1 <k < K: M < ... <7g} denote the set of preliminary change point estimators

returned by Algorithm 1. In this step, we produce the refined estimators {ﬁk}le with enhanced
accuracy.

For each k =1,... ,IE, let (s,(fl), e,(:)] and (51(92)7 e](f)] be the two seeded intervals in Jjs that
contains 7, where Jy/ is the last layer of seeded intervals from Definition 1. Further, we write

Sk = min{sg), s,(f)}, e = max{eg), 61(62)}. 9)

The localization performance of our preliminary estimator ensures that, with high probabil-
ity, the interval (sg,ej] contains one and only one change point 7 and it is sufficiently large
(see Lemma C.3 in appendix). Over such (sg,ex|, we apply the following refinement proce-
dure to further enhance the accuracy of the change point estimator, which also enables the
investigation into the asymptotic distribution of the resultant estimator. For each k, let

Nk = argmin Qg (t), where (10)
sp<t<er
i . 2 & ~ 2
%)= 3 (VX Bane) + 2 (Y- (X5 Bgoaer)
J=sk+1 Jj=t+1

As shown later in Section 3.2, the refined estimator 7, attains the rate of localization matching
the minimax lower bound, and thus is minimax optimal.



3 Theoretical properties

In this section, we establish theoretical properties of the change point estimators proposed in
Section 2. We first introduce the required assumptions for the model (1)—(2), which permit
temporal dependence and heavy-tailedness in the data.

To quantify the degree of temporal dependence, we adopt the a-mixing coefficient which is
a standard tool commonly used in the time series literature. Recall that a stochastic process
{Z:}1ez is said to be a-mixing (strong mixing) if

alk) =supa(o(Zs,s <t),o0(Zs,s >t+k)) —0
tEL
as k — oo, where we write a(A, B) = supc 4 geg [P(AN B) — P(A)P(B)]| for any two o-fields
A and B. Assumption 1 concerns the distributions of the functional covariates and the noise
sequence.

Assumption 1.
(i) The functional covariate sequence {X;}7_; C L2(T) satisfies E[X;] = 0, E[[| X;]/22] < oo,
and for any f € L2(T), there exists some constant ¢ > 0 such that

(B, £)22DY < e(BI(XG, £)Z2D?.

(i1) The noise sequence {e;}7_; C R satisfies E[e;|X;] =0 and E[ag’]Xj] < 00.
(iii) The sequence {(Xj,€;)}7_, is stationary and a-mizing with the mizing coefficients sastis-
fying 3232, kM3al/ (k) < oco.

Under Assumption 1, the functional covariate and the noise sequences are allowed to possess
heavy tails. In particular, Assumption 1 (i) assumes that the 6-th moment of the random
variable (X, f) 2 is bounded by its second moment, which holds if e.g. each X; is a Gaussian
process. Similar assumptions on the moments of the functional covariate are made in Cai and
Yuan (2012) for the investigation into the penalized slope estimator in (6) in the stationary
setting. The a-mixing condition essentially requires that a(k) = o(1/k*), allowing the mixing
coefficient to decay at a polynomial rate.

Assumption 2.
(i) The slope function satisfies By € H(K), for all j = 1,...,n, where H(K) is the RKHS
generated by the kernel function K.
(ii) It holds that
K'PSKY2(ty,ty) =Y sign(t)n(ta),

>1

where {¢}7°, are the eigenfunctions and {s;};°, the corresponding eigenvalues satisfying s; <
172" for some constant r > 1.

Assumption 2 (i) requires that the slope functions are in the RKHS generated by the kernel
function K, which regularizes the smoothness of the slope function. Assumption 2 (ii) requires
that the function K/2% K2 admits an eigen-decomposition with polynomial-decaying eigen-
values, which controls the regularity of regression prediction. Both Assumption 2 (i) and (ii)
are also found in Cai and Yuan (2012).

Under the model (1), we define the change size of two consecutive slope functions as

K% = E[B;k - ﬁ;kﬂ’ﬁzk - 5;k+1]' (11)



The form of k2 is closely related to the population counterpart (defined in (6)) of the likelihood
k y pop P

ratio statistics W, in (5). In fact, if the time interval (s, ] contains only one change point 7,

the statistic W,;° converges asymptotically to Wy, , which in turn satisfies

Wy = O 5 = B By~ ) = it (12

The detectability of each change point 7, depends on both the change size ki and how far
it is from the adjacent change points. Therefore, we define the minimal change size and the
minimal spacing of change points as

k= min kK and A = min — N
1<k<ic F 1§k§l€+1(nk M),

respectively. Assumption 3 specifies the signal-to-noise condition for the consistency of our
method in terms of k and A.

Assumption 3. Suppose that

‘ K2A2 K2 AT/ (2r+1)
min ) )
n - pl/@2r+1) log1+25(n) 10g1+2€(A)

where £ > 0 is some constant and r is defined in Assumption 2.

To establish the consistency of the preliminary estimators in Theorem 1, it is sufficient to
have
I{,2A2/(n . nl/(2r+1) 10g1+2§(n)) = 00,

The additional requirement that
I€2AT/(2T+1)/ 10g1+2§(A) — o0,

is required to derive the limiting distribution of the refined estimator in Theorem 2. When A
is of the same order as n, since r > 1, the first condition in Assumption 3 dominates and it is
simplified to k2A2/(2r+1) 5 5o, Similar assumptions have been employed in Madrid Padilla
et al. (2021, 2024) for nonparametric change point analysis, where the smoothness of the density
function plays a similar role as r.

3.1 Consistency of the preliminary estimator

We first present the main theorem establishing the consistency of Algorithm 1 and the associated
rate of localization.

Theorem 1. Suppose that Assumptions 1, 2, and 3 hold. Let ¢;1 > 32 and ¢, 2 € (0,1/20)
denote absolute constants. Suppose that T satisfies

Cr1 (%) nt/(2r+1) logt%(n) < 7 < C7—72/€2A, (13)

where v and & are defined in Assumptions 2 and 3, respectively, and that w > 1/2 is any finite
constant. Also, let J be seeded intervals constructed according to Definition 1 with A defined
in Assumption 3. Then, FRBS((0,n], J,w,T) outputs B = {7 }_, which satisfies
= n
e 215 |« (7) AL/@r+1) oo 1426 1
(IC K; lrgnkzgclc K| —mi| < Cy A og "%(n) ] =1 as n — oo,

where 2 < C < ¢;1/16.



Theorem 1 shows that uniformly for all k =1,... K,
. o /N -
=l = Op (72 (5 ) AV 10g % () ) = 0g(A),

where the last equality follows from Assumption 3.

3.2 Consistency and the limiting distributions of the refined estimators

In this subsection, we analyze the consistency and the limiting distributions of the refined
change point estimators. In particular, we demonstrate that the limiting distribution of the
refined change point estimator 7, is divided into two regimes determined by the change size
Kk: (1) the non-vanishing regime where k; — o), for some positive constant g > 0; and (ii) the
vanishing regime where s — 0.

Theorem 2. Suppose that Assumptions 1, 2, and 3 hold. Let {ﬁk}’kczl denote the refined change
point estimators obtained as in (10) and assume that K = K.

A. (Non-vanishing regime) For any given k € {1,... ,I%}, suppose Kk — o as n — 0o, with
or > 0 being an absolute constant. Then |y — mi| = Op(1). In addition, as n — oo,

- D .
Mk — N — argmin Sk (7y)
YEZ

where, for v € Z, Sp(v) is a two-sided random walk defined as

—1 2
Zj:»y{_QQk <Xjaq/k>£2 5j+Qi <Xj7\I/k>£2} fO?“ v <0,
Sk(y) =40 for v=0,
T {2Qk (X5, V) 2 &5 + 03 (X, ‘I’k>i2} for v >0,

with

* _ *
\Ijk — hm Mk+1 Mk

n—00 '
b * _ % * 3%
Mk+1 Nk’ " Nk+1 Nk

B. (Vanishing regime) For any given k € {1,...,/6}, suppose Kk — 0 as n — oco. Then
7k — nk| = Op(k;2). In addition, as n — oo,

K2 (T — mi) 2> argmin{ || + o0 ()W (1)},

vyER
where
1 = (Xj. 85, — By 26
Ugo(k):47}i_)11:>10 Var nz< A Hknk+1>£ 2, (14)
j=1

and W() is a two-sided standard Brownian motion defined as

Bl(_r}/) fOT v < 07
W(y) =40 for v =0,
Ba(7) for v >0,

with B1(r) and Ba(r) denoting two independent standard Brownian motions.

10



Theorem 2 establishes the localization error bound with rate RI;Q for the refined change point
estimator as well as the corresponding limiting distributions. The localization error bound in
Theorem 2 significantly improves upon that attained by the preliminary estimator derived in
Theorem 1. Note that Theorem 2 assumes K = K , which holds asymptotically with probability
tending to one by Theorem 1. We make a similar condition in Theorems 3 and 4 below.

In the following Lemma 1, we further provide a matching lower bound to show that the
locatization error rate established in Theorem 2 is minimax optimal.

Lemma 1. Let {(y;, X;)}7_; be a functional regression time series following the models in (1)~
(2) with I =1, and suppose that Assumptions 1 and 2 hold. Let PZ,A be the corresponding joint
distribution. For any diverging sequence p, — 00, consider the class of distributions

HQAZ HZAT/(2T’+1)
= " « ¢ min ’ ZPnp
B KA n-nt/r+1) logt%(n)" logt%(A) g

Then for sufficiently large n, it holds that

1

inf E[ln—n(P)| > .
in 32503 [[7 —n( )”—,{262

The class of distributions 3 encompasses all possible scenarios where Assumption 3 is sat-
isfied. Lemma 1 complements the upper bound established in Theorem 2 in both the vanishing
and the non-vanishing regimes. The matching bounds in Theorem 2 and Lemma 1 indicate that
our refined estimator is minimax optimal.

4 Confidence interval for the change points

In this section, we provide a practical way to construct confidence intervals for the true change
points under the vanishing regime based on the limiting distribution derived in Theorem 2B.
Since the limiting distribution in the vanishing regime contains an unknown long-run variance,
we study a consistent estimator before proposing our method for constructing confidence inter-
vals for true change points.

4.1 Long run variance estimation

To utilize the limiting distribution in the vanishing regime derived in Theorem 2B, we first need
to consistently estimate the long-run variance o2 (k) defined in (14). The long-run variance
depends on the size of change rj at the change point 7 as defined in (11). To this end, we
propose the plug-in estimator

~ ~ ~

R = \/ E(syen) [5<8k,ﬁk1 = Biw.exls Blsw i) — Bl | (15)
where s and ey are defined in (9), B(Sk,ﬁk] and g(ﬁhek] are obtained in (6), and
1 o

D X ()X (ug)

Jj=sK+1

Z(Sk,ek)(u].?uQ) = ek; _ Sk;

is the sample covariance operator for the functional data {X;} We show the consistency

€
A i
of % in Lemma D.1 in appendix. Note that for simplicity we use Bs,m] @4 B, e,], Which

are the by-products of Algorithm 1. It is also possible to construct a consistent estimator of
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ki using the refitted slope functions after obtaining the refined change point estimators 7. For
the same reason, we also use 5, ) in Algorithm 2 to estimate the long-run variance.

For the estimation of o2 (k), we make use of a block-type strategy which has previously
been adopted by Casini and Perron (2021) for the estimation of the long-run variance in a
fixed-dimensional time series setting. In Algorithm 2, we outline our proposal for the estimation
of 02,(k). Our proposed method first partitions the data into mutually disjoint blocks of size
2q for some positive integer ¢, and filters out the intervals that contain change point estimators
and which are adjacent to them. This filtering ensures that with high probability, the remaining
intervals do not contain any change point. Let us denote the set of remaining intervals by P.
For each given Z = (m, m + 2q] € P, we first compute the statistic

Zj="Fy' <Xj’ Blswnl = 3<m,ek}> o (yj - <Xj> 3<m,m+2q}> EQ)

at each j € Z, which approximates the sequence /ﬁ;l(Xj, I B;Hl) r2€;. Then, we compute

the scaled sample average of the centered sequence Z; — Zj4, j = m+1,...,m+q, and denote
it by Fr. The estimator 52 (k) is obtained as the average of the square of Fr over T € P.

Algorithm 2 Long run variance estimation: LRV({B(M]}, {’/%k}’k%:l, {ﬁk}lgzl, q, w)

INPUT: Preliminary estimators {k; }5_, and {fjx}5_,, tuning parameter q € Z*.
N {1, In/2q)} = Uiz {17/2a) = 1, /24), [7e/20) + 1)
P Uiea{(2¢- (i —1),2q-i]} > P is a collection of mutually disjoint intervals in (0, 7).
forkzl,...,l% do
Compute si and ey as in (9),
for Z = (m,m+2q] € P do
for j € (m,m + 2¢| do

Z; %"+ (X Biowmd = Baoen)) . (v = (%5 Bomam24) ﬁz)

end for
Fr+2q71/? {Z?:’;g+l (Zj - Zj+q)}
end for
G2 (k) [P Yrep (Fr)?
end for

OUTPUT: {52 (k)}* .

Theorem 3. Suppose that all the assumptions of Theorem 2 hold and that K =K. In Al
gorithm 2, let {(sg,ex) Y, be defined as in (9), {fk}r_, be the refined estimators as in (10),
(R}, be defined as in (15), and q be an integer satisfying

2r+1

log2 26 (A 2t
(Og()> < g <A (16)

K2

Denote by {Ego(k‘)}le the output of Algorithm 2. Then, for any given k € {1, ... ,IE}, 72 (k) LN

2 (k) asn — oco.

0o

The choice of the tuning parameter ¢ needs to balance the bias within each interval and the
variance between all intervals in P. The practical choice of ¢ is outlined in Section 5.1.
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4.2 Confidence interval construction

In this subsection, we outline the practical procedure for constructing an asymptotically valid
confidence interval in the vanishing regime for each change point. For any given k € {1,..., I/C\}
and confidence level a € (0,1), the construction of a 100(1 — «)% confidence interval for 7y is
performed in two steps:

Step I. Let B N. For b e {1,...,B}, define

a® = argmin (m +3oo(k)W(b)(r)> (17)
r€(—00,00)
where 52 (k) is the long-run variance estimator obtained from Algorithm 2, and

ﬁ Zj_:leJ A9 for r <0,

W () =<0 for =0,
ﬁ EJZT z](-b) for r >0,

with {zj(.b) }532 o being i.i.d. standard normal random variables.

Step II. Let Gy /2 and Gj1—q/2 be the a/2-quantile and (1 — a/2)-quantile of the empirical

distribution of {ﬂ,(cb)}le. Then, the confidence interval for 7 is constructed as

Qa2 Qki—a)2
e — /\C;/ y Nk + /\720[/ ) (18)
K, K

where %2 is defined in (15).

Theorem 4. Suppose that all the assumptions of Theorem 2 hold, and that K =K. For any
given k€ {1,....,K} andb=1,...,B, let ﬂ,(gb) be defined as in (17). Then, it holds that

2

g%ﬂg’) 2, argerﬁin {Ir| + ooc(k)W(r)} as n — occ.

Theorem 4 implies that the confidence intervals proposed in (18) is asymptotic valid in the
vanishing regime considered in Theorem 2B. Confidence interval construction under the non-
vanishing regime remains a challenging problem as the limiting distribution involves random
quantities of typically unknown distributions. There are some recent attempts on this problem
(e.g. Kaul and Michailidis, 2021; Ng et al., 2022; Cho and Kirch, 2022). However, to the best of
our knowledge, there are few theoretical studies for confidence interval construction under the

non-vanishing regime in the presence of temporal dependence.

5 Numerical results

In this section, we perform numerical experiments on simulated and real datasets to investi-
gate the performance of the proposed change point estimation and inference procedure, which
contains three steps: (i) the preliminary estimation of the change points, (ii) the refinement of
change point estimators and (iii) the construction of confidence intervals. Throughout, we refer
to our combined procedure as ‘FRBS’.
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5.1 Simulation studies

Settings. We modify the simulation settings of Yuan and Cai (2010) or Cai and Yuan (2012) by

introducing temporal dependence in {X; }?:1 and changes in {ﬁ;‘ ;L:l. Specifically, we simulate

data from the model described in (1), where the error process {¢;}7_; is a sequence of i.i.d.
standard normal random variables, and {X; }?:1 is a stationary process following

50
m=1

with ¢1 = 1, ¢pme1 = V2cos(mnt) for m > 1 and ¢, = (—1)"*'m~!. For each m > 1,
{ZmJ}?:l is independently generated as an autoregressive process, i.e. Zp, ; = 0.3Z,, ;-1 +

V1—0.32-¢,; with e, ; o N(0,1). Note that (2, = m~2 are the eigenvalues of the covariance
function of X;, and ¢,, are the corresponding eigenfunctions.

Let
50 50
O =43 (1" e and 50 = (4= c0) DT (=) m o,
m=1 m=1

where the coefficient c¢g € {0.5,1}. We consider the slope functions

5O for je{1,...,m},
s for je{m+1,...,m2},

gk mod2) for e {ne+1,...,n}.

The cases with cg = 0.5 and cg = 1 correspond to the settings with small and large jump sizes,
respectively. We further assume that for each j, the random function X; is observed in an
evenly spaced fixed grid with size p = 200. We choose the reproducing kernel Hilbert space
H(K) as the Sobolev space

Wi = {f € L2[0,1] : |f9 22 < o0, j = 0,1},

with the corresponding reproducing kernel

sinh(1) -2 ="="
cosh(t) cosh(1—s)

cosh(s)cosh(1-t) ()« ¢ <4 < 1
K(s,t) =
sinh(1) - - =

Note that the reproducing kernel and the covariance function of X; share a common ordered
set of eigenfunctions (see Cai and Yuan, 2012).

Evaluation measurements. Let {n;}~_, and {7 }5_, be the set of true change points and a
set of estimated change points, respectively. To assess the performance of different methods in
localization, we report (i) the proportions (out of 200 repetitions) of over- or under-estimating
KC, and (ii) the average and the standard deviation of the scaled Hausdorff distances between

{me}%_, and {fx}5_, defined as

1

dy = —max{ max min |n; —ngl, max min |7 — |

—~ ] ks = 7]] 77k )
n j=0,..K+1 k=0,...,K+1 k=0,...,K+1 j=0,...,K+1
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where we set 7p = 1 and 7jg,; = n+ 1. Given a confidence level a € (0,1), we evaluate the
performance of the proposed confidence intervals by measuring their coverage of 7y, defined as

L @u(e/2) | qu(l—a/2

coverg(l —a) = ]L{nk c [Uk + %2/)7 Tk + ‘M] }’
Klk K’k

for each k € {1,...,K}. To ensure the validity of the above definition, we compute the averaged

coverage among all the repetitions where we obtain K = K.

Comparison. To the best of our knowledge, no competitor exists for the change point prob-
lem in the functional linear (scalar-on-function) regression setting we consider in this paper.
However, considering that functional covariates are typically observed as high-dimensional vec-
tors, we adopt the estimation and inference procedure developed for change points in high-
dimensional linear regression (referred to as ‘HDLR’) (Xu et al., 2022b) as a competitor. Note
that HDLR is analogous to FRBS in the sense that they are both two-step procedures producing
preliminary and refined estimators. Thus, we compare their performance on both steps. Ad-
ditionally, we include a method that combines FPCA and the HDLR in estimating the change
point location. More specifically, we first perform the FPCA on the functional covariates and
then perform the HDLR using the n x K score matrix outputted by FPCA as the covariate
matrix, which is referred to as ‘FPCA+LR’. To perform FPCA, we use the R package fdapace
(Zhou et al., 2022) with the default settings.

Selection of tuning parameters and estimation of unknown quantities. Four tuning
parameters are involved in the proposed change point localization and inference procedures.
These are the number of layers M for the seeded intervals (see Definition 1), w and 7 for
the FRBS algorithm (see Algorithm 1) and the block size 2¢ for long-run variance estimation
(see Algorithm 2) in the confidence interval construction. We set M = [logy(10)] + 1. In
place of w, which is used in specifying A._s, we propose to select a single A._s = A along
with the threshold 7, adapting the cross-validation method proposed by Rinaldo et al. (2021).
Specifically, we first divide {(y;, X;)}}_; into those with odd and even indices, respectively.
For each possible combination of A € {0.110.2, 0.3,0.4,0.5} and 7 € {1,1.5,2,2.5,3} x n?/%, we
obtain the FRBS outputs (B, K and {Blc}’;f:o) based on the training set, and compute the least
squared prediction error on the test set as the validation loss. We select the combination of
A and 7 that minimize the validation loss. Following the discussion after Theorem 3, we set

2/5 Iy
q= K max1<k<,€{ek - sk.}) /2-| with {(sg, ek)}’,le given in (9). We note that the simulation
results remain robust against the choices of the tuning parameters M and gq.

For the HDLR, we use the CV method in Xu et al. (2022a) to select the tuning parameters

for the DPDU algorithm therein, with candidate sets A € {0.05,0.1,0.5,1,2,3,4,5} and 7 €
{5,10, 15, 20, 25, 30, 35,40}, and use the default values of the other tuning parameters.

Scenario: single change point. Let = 1 and n = n/2. We vary n € {200, 400, 600, 800},
cg € {0.5,1} and fix p = 200. Tables 1 and 2 summarize the localization and inference perfor-
mance of FRBS, HDLR and FPCA+LR. Table 2 excludes the case with n = 200 where there
are a large number of repetitions with mis-estimated K for all methods.

In Table 1, comparing the Hausdorff distance computed with the preliminary (df;°) and
the refined estimators (dgn), we see that the refinement step improves the performance for all
methods in consideration as n increases and/or the jump size increases. The detection power
improves with the sample size as evidenced by the decrease in the proportion of under-detection.
At the same time, FRBS does not detect more false positives as the sample size increases,
unlike HDLR and FPCA+LR. Overall, the proposed FRBS outperforms both competitors by a
large margin, in its detection accuracy as well as localization performance, demonstrating the
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advantage of adopting a functional approach over the high-dimensional one of HDLR. Although
the RKHS and the covariance function of X; are well-aligned, the dimension reduction-based
approach of FPCA+LR comes short of the RKHS-based FRBS.

Table 2 shows that our proposed construction of confidence intervals performs well especially
when the jump size is relatively high. In contrast, the intervals constructed based on HDLR
perform poorly in capturing the change points, often with the intervals being too narrow. All
these observations suggest the benefit of adopting the proposed functional approach.

Table 1: In Scenario 1, the proportions of under- (K < K), over-detection (K > K), and the
average and standard deviation (in parentheses) of scaled Hausdorff distance over 200 repetitions
are reported for FRBS, HDLR, and FPCA+LR. The single change point is located at n = n/2.
K =1 and p =200
n K<K K>K iy dfin
FRBS, ¢g = 0.5 (small jump size)
200 0.310 0.015 0.198 (0.212) 0.190 (0.216
400 0.105  0.045 0.091 (0.150) 0.084 (0.151
(
(

600 0.045 0.030  0.060 (0.111) 0.048 (0.108
800  0.005 0.020  0.033 (0.053) 0.020 (0.044
FRBS, cs =1 (large jump size)

~— — N —

200 0 0.025  0.033 (0.053) 0.027 (0.045)
400 0 0.025 0.018 (0.032) 0.013 (0.026)
600 0 0.020  0.017 (0.037) 0.012 (0.035)
800 0 0.010  0.013 (0.028) 0.009 (0.027)

HDLR, c¢s = 0.5 (small jump size)

200  0.630  0.050 0.350 (0.196) 0.354 (0.195

400  0.275 0.070  0.200 (0.196) 0.201 (0.202

600 0100 0.110 0.127 (0.146) 0.126 (0.159

800  0.080 0.105 0.112 (0.137) 0.105 (0.147
HDLR, ¢g =1 (large jump size)

200 0.080 0.150 0.118 (0.138) 0.115 (0.151)

400  0.005 0.180  0.066 (0.078) 0.063 (0.104)

(0.076)

(0.078)

~— — S —

600 0 0.100  0.041 (0.061) 0.034 (0.076
800 0 0.135  0.040 (0.059) 0.033 (0.078
FPCA+LR, cg = 0.5 (small jump size)

200 0.715  0.020 0.385 (0.181) 0.386 (0.183)
400 0.365  0.060 0.230 (0.212) 0.224 (0.222)
600 0.180 0.070  0.150 (0.181) 0.140 (0.189)
800 0.070  0.115 0.103 (0.134) 0.085 (0.147)
FPCA+LR, cg =1 (large jump size)
200 0.125  0.100 0.130 (0.156) 0.126 (0.174)
400 0.025 0.110 0.067 (0.099) 0.053 (0.113)
600 0 0.070  0.037 (0.057) 0.026 (0.074)
800 0 0.050  0.027 (0.047) 0.017 (0.055)

An additional simulation study with unequally-spaced two change points is provided in the
appendix. These results also show the effectiveness of the proposed method.
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Table 2: In Scenario 1, the averaged coverage and the average and standard deviation (in
parentheses) of the width of the confidence intervals from FRBS and HDLR over 200 repetitions
are reported. The single change point is located at n = n/2.
K =1and p =200
a=0.01 a=0.05
n cover(l —«)  width(l —«)  cover(l —a)  width(1 — «)
FRBS, ¢3 = 0.5 (small jump size)
400 0.982 109.923 (38.551) 0.935 72.441 (24.811)
600 0.973 111.502 (28.749) 0.924 73.076 (19.474)
800 0.974 117.712 (32.737) 0.918 77.015 (20.509)
FRBS, cs =1 (large jump size)

400 0.989 42.877 (9.479) 0.923 28.515 (6.469)

600 0.974 43.505 (7.582) 0.969 28.299 (4.811)

800 0.990 43.892 (7.125) 0.949 28.831 (4.435)
HDLR, cg = 0.5 (small jump size)

400 0.405 19.504 (4.493) 0.321 13.450 (2.944)

600 0.424 23.690 (4.432) 0.367 16.000 (2.849)

800 0.497 26.650 (4.294) 0.387 17.975 (2.685)
HDLR, ¢g =1 (large jump size)

400 0.748 18.153 (3.826) 0.681 12.712 (2.464)

600  0.828 20.722 (3.553) 0.750 14.272 (2.344)

800 0.896 22.879 (3.551) 0.821 15.740 (2.284)

5.2 Real data analysis

We consider the daily closing price of the S&P 500 index, from Jan-02-2019 to Jan-19-2023".
Inspired by a series of papers (e.g. Kokoszka and Zhang, 2012; Kokoszka and Reimherr, 2013),
which study the predictability of stock prices using the intraday cumulative returns curves, we
regress the daily returns (y;) on the intratime cumulative return curves (X;) of the previous
one-month (i.e. 21 working days), and use our proposed FRBS as a tool to explore the potential
changes in the relationship under the model (1). Specifically, we transform the closing price
data (Pj) into the log-ratio of close price between two consecutive days (y;), in percent,

yj = 100 - log(P;/Pj-1),
and the discretized X; = (X;(1),...,X;(20))7, in percent,
Xj(k‘) = 100'10g(Pj—k/Pj721)7 k:1,2,...,20.

With j ranging as j = 22,...,1271, the sample size is n = 1250. Figure 2 plots y; and Xj.

!The data set is available at https://fred.stlouisfed.org/series/SP500
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Figure 2: The log-ratio of close price between two consecutive days (y;, left); the cumulative
growth rate (X;(k), 1 < k < 20, right). The refined change point estimators are marked by
dashed orange lines.

With the tuning parameters selected as discussed in Section 5.1, the proposed FRBS re-
turns three change points at Jan-07-2020, Mar-11-2020, and May-07-2020 as the preliminary
estimators and Jan-30-2020, Mar-11-2020, and Apr-16-2020 as the refined ones. The first esti-
mated change point, with a narrow 95% confidence interval [Jan-28-2020, Feb-03-2020], coin-
cides with the date when WHO officially declared a Public Health Emergency of International
Concern. This period reflects investor’s concerns about the pandemic’s impact on the global
economy which lad to increased market volatility and a significant sell-off. The second esti-
mated change point, with a 95% confidence interval [Feb-20-2020, Mar-30-2020], matches the
date when COVID-19 was characterized as a pandemic by WHO. This declaration confirmed
the severity and global scale of the outbreak. During this period, many countries implemented
lockdown measures, which lad to huge volatility in financial markets and a sharp drop in the
S&P 500 index. The third estimated change point reflects that the initial impact of COVID-19
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gradually settled. A series of economic and financial policies were introduced by the govern-
ments globally, and the market started to react to these policy changes. Our method produces
a wide 95% confidence interval as [Mar-05-2020, May-18-2021].

In comparison, we consider the same transformed y; and X; but regard X; as a covariate
vector of dimensional 20 and use high-dimensional linear regression with change points (Xu
et al., 2022b) to study the relationship between y; and X;. The HDLR algorithm outputs two
change point estimators at Feb-18-2020 and Apr-14-2020.

6 Discussion

In this paper, we study the change point problem within the context of functional linear regres-
sion, with minimal assumptions while accommodating temporal dependence and heavy-tailed
distributions. Our contribution includes deriving the consistency and the limiting distribution
of the change point estimators, a novel advancement in this functional framework. Addition-
ally, we propose a theoretically sound and numerically robust long-run variance estimator to
enhance the practicality of our findings. We offer the numerical implementation of our proposed
approach which is shown to perform well on synthetic and real datasets.

The theoretical analysis has illuminated several challenging and intriguing directions for
future research. One direction could involve devising asymptotically valid confidence intervals
in the non-vanishing regime with respect to the size of the change. Another direction could
focus on developing methodologies to simultaneously distinguish between different regimes of
the size of change, motivated by their difference in the limiting distribution in Theorem 2.
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A Additional simulation results

In this additional simulation, we consider the sample setting described in Section 5.1 with
unequally-spaced two change points.

Scenario: unequally-spaced two change points. Let K = 2 and the unequally-spaced
change points {n1,nm2} = {n/4,5n/8}. We vary n € {400, 600,800} and fix p = 200. Table 3
shows the localization performance of both preliminary and final estimators improve as n in-
creases. Due to the overall poor detection performance HDLR / FRBS when c3 = 0.5, we only
report the results from the confidence intervals produced by FRBS for the setting with cg =1
in Tables 4 and 5. The comparison between Tables 4 and 5 reveals that our inference procedure
performs better when applied to 72 associated with larger spacing with adjacent change points.

B Proof of Theorem 1
Proof. For (Sm,em] € J and for all t € (s, ey,] we define

éfm,em — (t B Sm)(em -

t)
Z * _ * * _ * .
P— Blomitt = Bients Bloma = Blen]
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Table 3: In Scenario 2, the proportions of under- (I/C\ < K), over-detection (K > K), and the
average and standard deviation (in parentheses) of scaled Hausdorff distance over 200 repetitions
are reported for FRBS and HDLR. The single change point is located at n = n/2. The two
change points are located at 7y = n/4 and ne = 5n/8.
K =2 and p =200
n K<K K>K dere dfin
FRBS, ¢ = 0.5 (small jump size)

400 0.460  0.015 0.194 (0.154) 0.190 (0.157)

600 0.265  0.025 0.120 (0.134) 0.108 (0.139)

800 0.150 0.015 0.081 (0.108) 0.068 (0.109)

FRBS, c3 =1 (large jump size)

400  0.010  0.025 0.029 (0.042) 0.024 (0.042)

600 0 0.015  0.020 (0.023) 0.011 (0.018)

800 0 0.015 0.015 (0.021) 0.011 (0.019)

HDLR, ¢z = 0.5 (small jump size)

400 0.930  0.015 0.275 (0.073) 0.300 (0.084)

600 0.890  0.010 0.252 (0.062) 0.275 (0.080)

800 0.895  0.015 0.249 (0.055) 0.273 (0.072)

HDLR, ¢g =1 (large jump size)

400 0.820  0.020 0.224 (0.045) 0.244 (0.058)

600 0.900 0.015 0.229 (0.039) 0.244 (0.043)

800 0.865  0.005 0.228 (0.039) 0.239 (0.039)

Table 4: In Scenario 2, the averaged coverage and the average and standard deviation (in
parentheses) of the width of the confidence intervals from FRBS over 200 repetitions for 7, are
reported.

FRBS, p = 200
a=0.01 a=0.05
n  covery(l —«a) width;(1 —«) cover;(1 —«a) width;(1 — )
csg =1 (large jump size)

400 0.959 43.591 (12.428) 0.933 28.741 (7.823)
600 0.994 45.492 (12.807) 0.980 29.751 (8.081)
800 0.979 43.477 (9.224) 0.958 28.456 (5.528)

Table 5: In Scenario 2, the averaged coverage and the average and standard deviation (in
parentheses) of the width of the confidence intervals from FRBS over 200 repetitions for 7, are
reported.

FRBS, p = 200
a=0.01 a=0.05
n  coverg(l —«a) widtha(l —«) covera(l — ) widtha(1l — «)
cg = 1 (large jump size)

400 0.980 45.114 (12.250) 0.938 29.389 (7.501)
600 0.990 44.142 (10.934) 0.980 28.909 (6.844)
800 0.990 44.067 (9.165) 0.958 28.798 (5.734)
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For the interval (s, ], consider the event

A(Sm, em) = {for all t € (sm, em],

emeem _ Gomem| _ 0 5GEmem < (%) (log"**(n)) (nl/ (@r+1) 4 0.5)} :

and define the event

A= (] Alsm em) (19)
(Sm,em]EJ
We established in Lemma 3 that
P(.A) —1 as n — 00.

All the analysis in the rest of this proof is under this asymptotically almost sure event A. The
strategy here is to use an induction argument. Denote

(n/A)Al/(2r+l) 10g1+2§ n

)
Ky

U = Cy

Step 1: We show that, FRBS will consistently reject the existence of change points if they are
no undetected change points in (s, e]. By induction hypothesis, we have

e — s| < g, le = Met1] < Dpyr.

For each (s, ep] € J such that (s, em| C (s, €], there are four possible cases which are outlined
below

i) sm <Mk < Meg1 < e With m — sy < U and g1 — e < Vppr

i) me < sm < em < M1 with s, —mp < 9y and Mgy — e < Vs
i) Me—1 < Sm <M < em < M1 With ng — s, < U,
iv) Nr—1 < s <Mk < € < Ny With e, — g < O

We shall consider the first case, all other cases are simpler and could be handled similarly. There
are two previously detected change point 7 and ng11 in (S, €] and we are going to show that
FRBS shall not detect any change point in (s, €,,]. On the event A we write that

— 3~ )
VEE (sl WM <SG 4 (1) log! T (m) (nl/ @ri1) 4 2)
n
< 3”%(771: — Sm) + 3H%H(e — Npr1) + 2 (K) nl/@r+1) IOgH—%(n)

< (8C1 +2) (%) L/ H1) 10g142€ () < 7

where the second last line follows from Lemma 7 and the last line just follows from the definition
of .

Step 2: We show that FRBS will correctly detect the existence of an undetected change point
in (s,e]. In this case, there exists some change point, 7 in (s, €], such that

min{nk — S, — 7716} > A — 9y,

for some 1 < k < K. Realize that A — ¢ > 4A/5, asymptotically. For this step, it is sufficient
to show that the set M€, form Algorithm 1, is not empty. From the construction of intervals
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in J and from Lemma 2, we can always find an interval (s,,, e;,] € J such that (s, en] C (s, €]

containing 7 such that

em — Sm < A, and min{n, — Sm, em — Nk} > A/5.

On the event A, we have

max Wtsmyem > W;;n,em > lésm,em _ (%) 10g1+2£(n) <nl/(2r+l) + 1) .

sm<t<em — 2

2

Since 7y, is the only change point in (s, €], using (20), we write that

ésm,em _ l€2 (nk — Sm)(em — 77k)
Tk k (em — Sm) 2

We may extend (21) to have

Sm,Em > Sm,em (7) 1—‘1-25 1/(2T+1) 4
smrg?gxem Wi = 2G77k A log (n)[n + 5

> oot = () (o) (/e 4 1)
1

>
20

KiA — 0 (/iiA) > T.

1 . 1
> —kimin{ng — Sm,€m — Nk} > TO&%A.

(20)

(21)

where the second last line follows from (22) and the last line follows from Assumption 3. There-

fore M€ £ ().

Step 3: This is the localization step. We have M®%¢ £ (). Let b = b,,+ be the chosen point
in Algorithm 1. Let (8, €,+] be the corresponding interval. Since it is the narrowest one, we
have (e — Sm+) < (em — sm) < A, where (s, e, is the interval picked at (20). Therefore,

(Sm*, em+] can contains exactly one change point 7.

Without loss of generality, let’s assume that b > 7. Additionally, we shall assume that

(b—nk) > K%; if not, the localization rate follows directly. Since

e v w = .
M/ mToEmT > M/ m*,Em*
b = Nk :

We write that

b

> (Yy - <Xj’3(sm*,b1>£2)2 * ef: (YJ’ - <Xj’g<b76m*]>52)2

j=Smr+1 J=b+1
Nk N 2 Em* R 2
< Z <YJ - <Xj’ﬁ(sm*ﬂ7k]>52) + Z (YJ - <Xj7ﬁ(77k76m*}>£2> )
J=Sm*+1 J=m+1
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which is equivalent to

b 2 b )
((b—szlj*)le) Z <Xj”6;k+1_ﬁ;’kk>z2 (23)

j=nr+1
<< > (- (X Be)) - D 59<Xj,ﬁ:;k>£2)2) (24)
J=smxt1 =8 +1
S () S (5 W>£>Z) 5
J=m.+1 j=m+1

b b
e > (YJ’_<X¢5E}W,H>E2>2_‘ > ( < >£2 ) (26)
J=S8m* J=8m*

€m*

Y (- (X)) - i( (X5 Biven)) ) (27)

j=b+1

i (bb— S?Z: > (j Zb: < sm*,bl>£2 51‘) (28)

=S,x+1
b

j=nk+1

+2 ( Z <Xj7ﬁ;;k+1 _B;;k>£2 Ej) : (29)
J

Therefore we have,

(23) < |24)| + |(25)| + |(26)] + | (27)| + [(28)] + [(29)].

Step 3A: the order of magnitude of (24), (25), (26) and (27). Following from the Lemma 4,

we have

which lead us to

|20)] = Oy (/) (p = 5 )00, s, 108 <1y = 5m0))
|29)] = Op (/) (ems = 1p)ye—, 108" (e = 115))
126)] = Oy ((0/A) (b= 50 )04,,. Tog (b = s5y00)
|27)] = 0p ((0/A) (em= = D)3, 3108 (em= —1)) |

24)] + |(25)] + [(26)] + |(27)| = O, ((n/A) AL/@r+D) 1og1+5(A)) .

Step 3B: the order of magnitude of (28) and (29). Observe that from Lemma 20 we may

have

t 2

Z <Xj’6;7kk+1 _’B;k>£2 €5

J=nk+1

- O(t/ - nk)7

1
K
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and using Lemma 37, we may write

t
1 1 <

max max — —,6’*> gl =0, (K).

1<k<K 1/R2<t! <np 41 /(t’ _ 77k)<10g1+£ ((t’ _ 77k> KL . ; 77k+1 Mk [ p2 ™7 p( )

(30)

Following this, we have

( i (X5 Brs = B3) o 5j) =0y <\/’E (b= np)rix {10 € (b —mi)id) + 1}> :

J=nk+1

which is a bound on (29). Similarly using (30), we get

b b o
(b—SZ];) Z <XJ7 np_ﬂ(sm*,b]>£2€]

P!
~0, <\/E [bb__sﬁ} (b— Sy )ik {1og1+f (b= $me)i2) + 1})

=0, (VEVE— melog™ (0 sm)nd) ).

where we use bb:snp* < 1 and log ((b — sp+)k7) > 1 in the last line. This bound (28). Therefore

8)]+129)] = 0y (VI 0= e {rogt (0 = md) } )

Step 3C: the lower bound of (23): Observe that from Lemma 19 we may have

1 t 2 ’
* * 2 _
E ? Z (<Xj’ﬁ77k+1’877k>£2“k> _O(tlfnk)a
ko li=m+1
and using Lemma 37, we may write
/ 2
t
. : (<X Brss = B ) m2> 0, (K)
max max il i 2 =0,
1<k<K $+nk<t'<nk+1 V=) (log" o (¢ — mi)k3) + 1) Kk i Mt Tk g

Following (31), we may write

b— 2 \ o\
- (2§ (),

J=nk+1

— ( L 1>2 [(b — mk)kj — Op (ﬁmﬁk {10g1+£((b ~)AR) + 1}”

b— sy

> (0= m)it = 0, (VY 10— nu) (1 4(0 - md)) ).

where we use b —Ik 41 > 1 and log ((b — sm=+)kz) > 1 in the last line.
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Following from step 3A, step 3B and step 3C, we get

(b= m)r; = Op (VEV/ = mi)wr {log" ¢ (b = m)d) })
<0, ((n/2) AV D 10g1 (A ) + 0, (VI = mo)rn {log (0 = i) } ) .
with K < n/A, it implies
(b= i) = Op (n/A)AY D log€(A) ) (32)

This concludes the induction step when (s, e] contains an undetected change point. ]

B.1 Technical results for the proof of Theorem 1

Lemma 2. Let (s,e] C (0,n] be given. Let ny be a point in (s,e]. Suppose min{ny —s,e—n} >
4A/5. Then there exists an interval (Sm,em] € J N (s, €] containing ny such that

em — Sm < A, and min{ng — S, em — Mt > A/5.

Proof. There are at most two intervals in each layer Jj, for 1 < k < M, that contains any given
point. We shall consider the layer with [, = A and by = A/2. Without loss of generality, let

(%, % + A} and (%, % + A] are intervals containing 7.

Case I: Suppose np —iA/2 > (i +1)A/2 — n. Observe that 1y —iA/2 > A/4. The interval
(Sms€m] = (%, % + A] satisfies the required property because ng — s, = np — iA/2 > A/4
and e, —mp > IA/24+ A — (1 —2)A/24+ A)=A/2.

Case II: Suppose n —iA/2 < (i+1)A/2 —n;. Using arguments akin to the previous case, the

interval (#, (i_% + A} emerges as the necessary interval. O

B.1.1 Large probability event

Recall for any a > 0, §, = a~27/(r+1),

Lemma 3. Let £ > 0. Then, as n — 0o, we have
P(V(sm,em] €J, Vte (sm,eml

T1/5m,€m ~1Sm,Em
Wpmen — G

— 0.5C~¥fm’e"‘ < <%> log' T2 (n) (nl/@r“) + 0.5) > — 1.

Proof. Let (Sm,en] € J be fixed. For notational simplicity, denote s = s,,, and e = e,,. Denote

W= Y (G- e X (5 5 e) - Y (% )

Jj=s+1 j=s+1 j=t+1

We show in Step 1 that

T178,€ *5,e
W, =W,

max
s<t<e

=0, ((e — )/ 1og!HE (¢ — s)) . (33)
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In Step 2, we show that

1 ’ *S,e ~S,€
max W " -Gy =0,(1), 34
s<t<e \/GS elog1+5( t t p (1) (34)
when G5 # 0. It follows from using 4ab < (a + b)? at (34) that
1 ’ *8,e 5,€
max — W, =Gy =0, (1).
s<tse () 5 (Gf’e + log!é(t — s)) ?
Therefore,
P(Vt € (s,€], (WS — G3°| = 0.5G3° < (nl/(QTH) + 0.5) log!+% (n)> -1, (35)

as n — co. The factor log® (n) is to make the event asymptotically almost surely. When (s, €] has

no change point, we have W;*** = G¢ = 0 and (35) trivially holds. Following the cardinality

of J at (8), the main result now follows from the union bound.

Step 1: Using (a — b)? — (a —¢)? = (b —¢)?> — 2(a — ¢)(b — ¢), we may write
/Wts,e _ Wt*s,e

e t e
- Z <Xj’//8\(573]_52<s,e}>22_ Z < /Bst] BSt]>i - Z < 5t6] Bte]>2
j=s+1 = j=t+1
Pj’rl Ba Bs
e t
+2 3 (X5 Bl — Bea) i =2 2 (X5 B = Beat) o =2 Z (X581 = Beat) 1o
j=s+1 j=s+1 j=t+1
Ba Bs Bg
e t
+2 ‘2_1 <Xj’ ﬁiks,e] - B\(s,e]>£2 <Xj’ BJ* - ﬁ?s,e}>£2 —2 ‘2_1 <Xj’ ﬁiks,t] - B\(S:t]>L2 <‘XJ7'8;k - szs,t}>£2
J=s J=s
By By
=2 32 (X5 B = Boa) o (X8 — Blear) o (36)
j=t+1
By

We will show the technique to bound By, Bo, Bs and the result for By, Bs, Bg and By, Bg, By follows
from the same outlined idea and the corresponding Lemma 14 and Lemma 15 respectively.

Observe that for |Ba|

t

~ 2

SH<1?<X6 <X]" B(S,t] - B(s,t} >£2
se S

= max (t — S)E(st [5 (5] — B(st Bls) = Bzﬁsvtd

s<t<e

5 o ~
< max ((t— §)/ @) 1ogl+e (¢ — s)) max (tZ(st [5st B(St Bsi) — 5(3,5])

s<t<e s<t<e \ log!*é(t — s)

(s — €)/Cr ) 1o ¢ (e — £)0,(1),
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where the last line follows from the fact that z — 2%logz is strictly increasing for any a > 0
and the Lemma 13.

For |By], at t = e, we have

e

~ 2
Z <Xj7 B(s,e] — ﬁzks,e]>£2 = (6 — 5)1/(2r+1) 10g1+§(€ _ S)Op(l)

j=s+1

The bound for the term |Bs| follows by same arguement as Bj. This establish (33).

Step 2: Let éfe # 0. Note that

* * _ (€~ t * *
Bla) = Blsel = (e - s) (Bl — Bea))

5 (t,e] — ﬁ(s el = (t > (5(15 €] ﬁ?s,t}) :

Using (a — b)? — (a — ¢)?> = (b—¢)? — 2(a — ¢)(b — ¢), we may write

and

t e

W5 = Z <Xj756ks,t] —st,e]>;+ Z <Xﬂ’ﬁt6] B, }>Z2

j:5+1 ]:t+1

X, Blse) — B st]> €j+2 Z <Xj>ﬁ2ks,e] - 5z<t,e}>£2 €j

j:s+1 ] =t+1

Xj B = Biun)) o (XinB5 ﬁsﬂ>£2+22< Broa = Bira) o (Xis B = Bla)) o

j=s+1 j=t+1

:<2:§>2 Et: <Xj76?s,t]_ﬁz<t,e}>12+<Z:i>2 i < Blre — ﬁst]>2

j=s+1 j=t+1
—t t . . i e
+2 (Z_s> > (X5 Blie) = Blaa) %3+ 2 (6_2) > (X5 Bl = i) o
j=s+1 j=t+1
—1 : * * * *
. (ee— s> gl <Xj’6(t7e] _5(87t]>52 <Xj’ﬁj _ﬁ(svt]>c2
j=s
t— - * * * *
r2(125) 3 (0= ) (0~ ),
j=

~S,e t—s)(e—t t— —$)? . i}
Gt’_<( (s) (e—t)  (t—s)(e ))E[ﬁ(sﬂ_ﬁ(t,e}ﬁst] B(te}.

e—t 2 t—s 2 t * * * *
AISO) (a) S 17 (Q) S 17 Zj:S-‘rlE[’B(Le] - Bst]vﬁ st] = 0 and Z] t+1 [ﬁ(s,t] -

BZ‘t o ,6;? — Ekt e]] = 0. Using the triangle inequality, we may write
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e—t ! 2 .
< (e— 3> j;l << B(St ﬁte]> B [Bst] /B(te Bst] 5(t,e]]) (37)
t— Z 2
()| 2 ({5080 =Bl = Pl = P i = i) @)
j=tt

(39)

ze; <Xj752<s7t] - Bé7e}>£2 €j

j=t+1

-1 ! * *
+2<: _s) > (X5oBia = Biun)

j=s+1

t—
€5 +2(€_Z>

t
e—1 * * * * * * * *
+2 <e - s) j:SZH (X528l = Blast) o (X585 = Blast) o = S8 = Bluaps B = Biegl| (40)
t—s - * * * * * *
+2 (e — S) > < Bl — 5te1> <Xj75j - 5(t,e}>£2 = BB — Bty B3 — Ba)| -
j=t+1

(41)

Our approach involves bounding each of the six terms through four distinct sub-steps. In
Step 2A, we establish the bound for equations (37) and (38). Progressing to Step 2B, we derive
the bound for equation (39). Moving on to Step 2C, we obtain the bound for equations (40) and
(41). Notably, all these derived bounds are uniform across ¢t € (s,e]. The final step, Step 2D,
amalgamates these outcomes into a coherent result.

Step 2A. Using Lemma 19 we have

|

Writing E[ﬁz‘sﬂ = Blrep Bls — 5@@}] = %éf’e, we may also write it as

2
t

2
Z << B(st IBte]> - [Bst] 5(156 ﬁst] ﬁikt,e]]>

j=s+1

= O(t = 9)S18(,g = Beer o = Beel)

t—s)(e—t
. 2
(e—t)(t—s) 1 ( 2 « >
E = - =0(t—s
|: (6 _ S) Gf’e j§_1 < B(s t /8 t e]> [5 (s8] B(t el B (s8] — B(t,e]] ( )
Using the Lemma 36, we may write
i, . 21
(6 — t) 1 1 * * 2 * o
E | max (c—5) log "E(t —5) G°* j=§1 <Xj’5(s,t] - 6(t,e}>£2 = BBl = Birep Bls) — Blr.el] =0(1)
- 90
(t - 8) 1 1 - * * 2 * * —
B e e = G | 2, (X0 B = Bioa) o = s = Bl Bo = Bl )| | = O

This lead us to

(37) + (38) = O, <\/ G3%log' e (t — s)> .
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Step 2B. Using Lemma 20, we may have

(e—t)(t—s) 1 | <

E =
(e—s) G&4F j:zs;rl
And again from Lemma 36, it follows that
— t 2_
(e—1t) 1
E | ma —= i =0(1
s<t§Xe (e _ S) logl—i{(t _ S) Gts,e j;rl < B (te] — 5 }>LQ €j ( )
- 90
(t—s) 1 = . .
= E | max ~ X, Blsn— Blre €j =0(1),
s<t<e (e _ S) 10g1+€( S) Gf’e ]Zt-i:—l< J 6( 7t] B(tv ]>[,2 J ( )
This lead us to
(39) =0, <\/§fe log! 4 (t — s)> .
Step 2C. Using Lemma 20, we may have
. 2
(6 B t)(t _ S) 1 * * * * * * _
E (6 _ S) éf,e j;l <Xj7 B(t,e] - B(s,t]>52 <Xj7 Bj - (s’t]>[,2 [5 (te] — 5(515 B /8 (s t]] - O(t—S)
And again from Lemma 36, it follows that
(e —t) 1 | < . L
E | max ~se Be 55 XAvB'_/Bs [/Be ﬁs B ﬂs]
_s<t<e (e — ) logHE( —s) G j:§r1< te] t]> < Jr Mg ( ,t]>L2 tel T P(st) (s,t]
=0(1)
- . 2
(t - 5) 1 * * *
E | max = s, e X, 87 — e — X8y — e e
e G j§1< 5 B = Boe)) po (KB = Boe)) o~ ZlBan = Bor B3 = Bl
= 0(1)7
This lead us to
(40) 4 (41) = O, (\/C:’fe log!+(t — s)> :
Step 2D. Combining the results in Step 2A, Step 2B and Step 2C, we get
1 ’ *S,€ ~S,e
max W, > =Gy =0,(1).
s<t<e \/GS e lo g1+§(
O
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Lemma 4. Let £ > 0 and (s,e] C (0,n]. Suppose np_1 < s < M < € < Ngr1. Then we have
uniformly for all t € (s, €],

> (5= (3B} ) = 32 (5= (%)) =00 (0 scsnt ).
j 1

j=s+1 j=s+

(42)
5 (6 ()~ 35 05 () ) =00 (ot
j=t+1 j=t+1

(43)

Consequently, following from the union bound we have uniformly for all (sm,em| € J and for
all t € (Sm,, €m)

t t

> (- (% B(Sm,t]>£2)2— > (v- <Xj,5;;m7t]>62)2 = 0y (/) (t = )01, 108" (0 = 5m) )

J=sm+1 j=sm+l
(44)

Proof. Observe that

t

t
Z (Yj - <Xj’g(s’t]>c2>2 B Z (Y3 B <Xj’6?5’t]>£2>2

Jj=s+1 j—s+1

= Et: < Bst st]>;+2 Z < Blo — st]> €5 +2 Z < Bloy — st]> <Xj75;_/é\(s,t]>z

j=s+1 Jj=s+1 Jj=s+1
Following from Lemma 13, we have uniformly

t

> (X5 Blen - Bst]>2 =0, ((t = )65 log™* (1 — 5))

Jj=s+1
From Lemma 14

t

> (X8t = Bian) 2| = Op (= 9)0-slog! (= 5))

Jj=s+1
From Lemma 15
t
Z <Xj7ﬁz<s,t] — B(s,t]>£2 <Xj,5; — //B\(s’t]>L2 = Op ((t — 8)515_5 log1+§(t — 8)) .
j=s+1

The (42) of this lemma follows from these three bounds. Given the cardinality of J in (8), the
expression (44) follows from (42) by the union bound. O
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B.1.2 Population CUSUM of functional data

All the notation used in this subsection are specific to this subsection only. We use these general
results to prove some results earlier.

Assumption 4. Let {f;}", € L% Assume there are {np}llfiol c {0,1,...,m} such that 0 =
N <m<...<ng<nNgyp=m and

ft # i1 if and only if  te€ {ny,...,np}.

Let inf1<p< i [fa, — fapia |72 = infiopc i K2 = &2,
For 0 < s <t <e<m, the CUSUM statistics is

tse e—t N
= (e—s)(t—s) Zfl (e—s)(e—t) Zfz (45)

i=s+1 =t+1

It can be easily shown that the CUSUM statistics at (45) are translational invariant. Con-
sequently assuming » ", f; = 0, we may also write

?i"é(Zfi— ) ,/— (Zn) )(Z)_t) (46)
i=s5+1 =541 i=s5+1

The form at (46) is useful proving many important properties of CUSUM.

The Lemma 5 below follows directly from the definition of CUSUM statistics.
Lemma 5. Suppose (s,e] contains only one change point n,, then
¢ 22
ez = {(6 Mo~ T
o) = S —8)°Ry, t=>m,

Consequently, we may write

es.e|2
SH<1?SX€ 7% HE2 - (e —s) p*

Lemma 6. Let (s,e] be such that
N1 <s<n, <e.

Then for any s <t < mny,
T5e12 (t - 5)(6 - Ilp) 7s.e(|2
Hft ”L2 - (np _ s)(e—t)”f"p

Consequently, we may write

2
max 5|2 = mas (57 (47)
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Proof. With the form outlined at (46)

Zn

1=s+1

e—
(t—s)le—t)

(e —s)(t —s)?

||¥f’e||%z = = m”fnz’”%?

L2

)
)

_ (t S (e_np) (6_5) (ﬂ —S)2||f H22 _ (t_s)(e_np)H'st,eHQZ
= n = - P
(np —s)(e —1) (np — s)(e —mp) " " Ty —s)e—t) Tt TE
O
Lemma 7. Let (s,e] contains exactly two change points n, and n,1. Then
max 776122 < 2(e — npy1) 824 + 2(n, — 5)R2
Proof. Let
o fups 1 if s<t<n,
ft, if n,+1<t<n,p.
Then Vt > n,
~ (e —s) o o ! é
fi —8 = CEDIED) Dh= D> it > fi— Y. o
i=s+1 i=s+1 i=np+1 i=np+1
(e —s)
m(% = 8)(Frp = Frpyr)-
— e g1z = O T 2 <y - 2 (49)
t e e O I Rk R A T
Observe that
~S,e _ (e B np—i—l)(np-l-l B )ﬁ2 < ﬁ2 49
rgta} l9; HL2 Hgnp+1”g2 = (e—s) pt1 (e —npt1) p+1 (49)

where the equality follows from the fact that g; just have one change point and Lemma 5.

Observe that

~S€|| ~S,€e

2 £S,
mawe [0z = mae 7711z < 2 mae |7 -

max X 72 +2 max ||g;

np<t<e
< 2(np — S)ﬁ;% +2(e - np+1)ﬁp+1’

where the first line follows from Lemma 6 and the triangle inequality, and the last line follows
from (48) and (49). O
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C Proof of Theorem 2

Prior to presenting the proof of the main theorem, we will establish the existence and finiteness
of the long-run variance.

Lemma 8. Suppose the Assumption 1 hold. For k € {1,...,K}, the long-run variance defined
in (14) exists and is finite.

Proof. Denote
(X, ;;k B ’B;k+1>£2€j

Z; =
J K

Observe that

3
E UZI, ] < E Hz n%

<X]7577k - 77k+1>E2] E |:€‘?i| = O (E3/2

<Xj’/8:7k - ;k]k+1>%2]> _ O(l),

where the second last equality follows from Assumption 1. Given that we have 3%, a!/3(k) <
oo which is implied by Y 7 E'/3a1/3(k) < oo in Assumption 1, all the conditions of Theorem
1.7 of Ibragimov (1962). It follows from therein that o2 (k) exists and is finite.

O]

Sketch of the proof of Theorem 2. We refer to Al and B1 jointly as uniform tightness.
Their proof proceeds in multiple steps where we control diverse errors associated with time
series functional linear regression modelling uniformly over the seeded intervals. Let

t €L 2
Q)= 3 (- (X8)e) + Y (Y- (X585, )e) (50)
j=sip+1 j=t+1

be the population version of the objective function in (10). Observe that 7 is the minimiser
of Qk(t) and 7 is the minimiser of the Qj(¢). Establishing the limiting distribution in A2,
involves understanding the behavior of both Oy (nx +t) — Qp.(nx) and Qg (nk +t) — Qr(m), for
fixed t. We show that max; |Qp (i +t) — Qr(nk) — Qf(mk + 1) + Q5 (mk)| = 0p(1), which in turn
hinges on the convergence of B(Sk/ﬁk] to B, and symmetrically, that of B(ﬁk,ek} to ﬂ;kﬂ in an
appropriate norm. This establishes that QO (m; +t) — Q(nk) and Qi(nr +t) — Qr(nk) have
asymptotically same distribution. We then proceed to show that Qj (n; +t) — Q. (nx) converges
strongly to Sk(t), and consequently, Qp(nr +t) — Qr(nx) converges to Sk(t) in distribution.

Finally, we leverage the Argmax continuous mapping theorem (e.g. Theorem 3.2.2 of van der
Vaart and Wellner, 1996) to translate the convergence from the functional to the minimizer of
the functional, which leads to A2. In this regime, it is noteworthy that ¢ is only taking discrete
values, and we are not invoking any central limit theorems.

In the vanishing regime, additional complexities arise. Since kj converges to 0, in the light
of tightness demonstrated in B1, we invoke the functional CLT and establish that Qf(n; +
tn,f) — Qj (k) converges in distribution to a two-sided Brownian motion W(t), where 1/x7
acts as a local sample size. The subsequent steps parallels the non-vanishing case but additional
intricacies arise due to the convergence behavior as k; — 0.
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Proof of Theorem 2. Let 1 < k < K be given. By construction and Lemma 10, (s, ex] contains

only one change point 7, and
nk — sk > A/5, ex —nk > A/5,

for large enough n. Recall for any a > 0, 8, =< a~2"/(2r+1),

Let 1, denote the minimiser at (10). Without loss of generality assume the minimiser 7, = 7+,
with v > 0. The results presented here assume that what we establish in Theorem 1 holds.

Uniform tightness: x7|7; — nx| = Op(1)

Assume v > max{1/k%,2}, if not, the uniform tightness follows directly. Let Qj be defined as
n (10). Since Q(nr + v) is a minimum, we may write

Ne+Y N+

> (Yj - <Xja§(sk,ﬁk}>c2>2 - > <Yj - <Xj’3(?;k,ek}>£2>2-

J=nk+1 J=nk+1

0> Qrme +7) — Qlm) =

The preceding inequality is equivalent to

Ne+Y R 9 N+ )
0= Z (YJ - <Xj’6(5kﬁk}>52) - Z (YJ - <va/3;;k>/:2)
J=ne+1 J=nk+1
M+ N+ 5
o Z <Y (77k 7ek ) Z (Y XJ’ Nk+1 >L2)
J=nr+1 J=nr+1
Mty e+ 9
Y - wese) - X (- ()e) |
J=nk+1 j=nr+1
N+ N 9 N+ )
= 2 <Ya‘—<Xa"5<smk}>c2) - > (V= (X585 c2) (51)
J=me+1 J=me+1
Ne+7 Ty )
- Z (YJ 6(771@,61@ ﬁ2) Z (Y X, 6';7kk+1 >L2) (52)
J=nk+1 =np+1
N+
12 Z (X5, nk+1_ﬂ:]<k>£2€j (53)
J=nk+1
N+
2 (KB = B | (54)
J=nk+1

Therefore, we have

(54) < |(53)] +[(52)] + |(51).

Recall 65 = A=2/(2r+1) " Observe that

77k_3k>A/5 = 05
ek—nkZA/5 —

Me—Sk

ex—Tk —
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Also using v > 1/k2 and r > 1, we have
k

2 log! 6y =0 (y71%) = 0 ().

From Assumption 3, we get

With (55) and (56) we get

log!' % (), — sx) = o(k})

M = | | Tk — Mk
~ — 1;
Te = | o T =T | _
nk_e ~ A Op( )

Step 1: the order of magnitude of (51). Following from Lemma 9, we have

2 —~
(51) = Op <7511//2 V 10g1+5 Y (5%—81@)1/ \/10g1+2€(77k - 5k)>
+ Op <753/4 10g1+§ Y (5ﬁk—8k)1/4 \/10g1+2£ (ﬁk - 5k)>

+Op (%k (65 —s) " \/10g1+2§(ﬁk - 5k)> +Op (’7577,673,6 log! (), — 5k>>

+ 0y (vAre {log e (v2) +1}) + 0, <in — Zi Hi)
= 0y(y1}) + Op (v {log ¢ (i) + 1}),

where the last line follows from (57) and (58).
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Step 2: the order of magnitude of (52). Following from Lemma 9, we have

(52) = 0, (18204 (0,-5) " ior (1~ )
4 -

+0, <753/ 4/10g" €y (0 —) \/ log'*% (e}, — 1710)

+ 0, <V"0k (er—ms) 1/2 \/logHQg(ek - Uk)) + Oy (75 s logtt% (), — ﬁk)>

14+€/,.2 — Nk 2

O, (ﬁﬁk {log (vki) + 1}) +0, < p— k)

= o,(vK2) + O, <\ﬁf<;k {log1+5(7/<;i) + 1}) . (60)

where the last line follows from (57) and (58).

Step 3: the order of magnitude of (53). Following from Lemma 20 and Lemma 37, we
have
2

1 1 Nk +
max — X, B8 -5 i =0,(1). 61
1/"€i<'¥<77k+1*77k ﬂ(10g1+£ ((’Y)/iz) + 1) K ; %:+1< 79 Pk 77k>L2 J p( ) ( )
Using (61), we have
(53) = Op (Vnn {1og" €(1?) +1}). (62)

Step 4: lower bound of (54). Following from Lemma 19 and Lemma 37, we have

2

1 1 N+ 2
max — <X',5* — B > — /12) =0,(1). (63
1/Hi<7<?7k+1—77k \ﬁ(log1+£(7'f§) + 1) K j:%,;ﬂ < 7 Pk Mk [ r2 k p( ) )
Using (63), we have
(54) > 90t + O (/s {log *e (i) + 1}). (64)

Combining (59), (60), (62) and (64), we have uniformly for all v > H%
k

i+ O (vAkk {log € () + 1} ) < 0 (vAme {log™ € (3) + 1} ) + op(ysd),

which gives us
ki [Tk — M| = Op(1).

Limiting distribution:

Recall the definition of Qf(-) from (50). For any given k € {1,...,K}, given the end points s,

and ey, and the true coefficients f; and /B;k+1’ we have
e+ e+ 9
B3+ (4= > (Y- (X 80e) — > (Y (X5, 8.,) £2>
J=mk+1 J=ne+1

= Qrlme +7) — Qx (k).
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Following from the proof of uniform tightness, we have uniformly in =, as n — oo, that

Qe +7) — Q) — (i +7) — Qi) < [(B1)] +](52)] +](53)] + |(54)] = 0.

With Slutsky’s theorem, it is sufficient to find the limiting distribution of Qj (nx +v) — Qf (7x)
when n — oo.

Non-vanishing regime. For v > 0, we have that when n — oo

M+ ) Nk +7 9
Qilm+7) ~ Qhlm) = Y. (5 (X85)e)’ = X (%= (X5 85,,)c2)
J=ng+1 =+l
N+ 9 N+
-y 2<X<B* —5*> sz+<X~5* —ﬁ*> =Y {29 (X, 0y) e-+2<Xw1/>2}
3> Prss = P ) oy € 3 P = P ) o k\Xj Fk)p2 €5 T O \Ags Fhe) 2y -
For v < 0, we have when n — oo
N+ N+ 2
Qi+~ Qilm) = . (V= (XpBy)e)’ = Y (Y= (X0 By )e)
J=mk+1 J=nk+1
Mk 9
* * * *
= Z {2 <Xj7ﬁ7]k+1 o 77k>L2 &+ <Xj7 Nk 77k+1>£2}
J=ne+y+1
o Mk
— Z {_2Qk <X]7\Ijk>£25]+9% <Xja\1jk>22}a
J=me+y+1

where the last line follows because pointwise convergence implies convergence in ( , ) 2.

From stationarity, the Slutsky’s theorem and the Argmax continuous mapping theorem (e.g.
Theorem 3.2.2 of van der Vaart and Wellner (1996)), we have

~ D .
Nk — Mk — arg min Si(7y).
8l

Vanishing regime. Let m = /@,;2, and we have that m — oo as n — oo. For v > 0, we have
that

Nk +Ym Ne+ym 9
Qilme+vm) — Q) = D (V= (X5, B50e2) = D (Y j75;k+1>£2>
J=ne+1 J=ne+1
nk+ym 9
- Z {2 <Xj’B;k+1 - 5;k>£2 €5 + <Xj’6;k+1 - /8;;1@>£2}
J=nk+1
2
2 mam <X "7k+1 - ;;k>£2 1 T <X 77k+1 - ;7kk>£2 1 i
= > o et D 2 —let+— > L
J=m+1 j=m+1 k j=+1
(65)
Following from the definition of the long-run variance and Theorem 6, we have
2 m <X "7k+1 B ;k> 2 D
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We also have

. nllnkim <X 77k+12_ ';;k>j:2 4 :O(%) S0 (67)

K
j=m+1 k

following from (89) in Lemma 19. Using (67), (66) and X Z?’“:;Z_Tl 1 — ~ in (65), we write

Qi (i +vm) — Q) = oo (k)Ba(7) + 7

where Ba(7) is a standard Brownian motion.

Similarly, for v < 0, we may have when n — oo

Qi (mk +ym) — Qi(nk) 2> = + 0o (k)B1(—),

(Xj vﬁﬂk+1 _677k >L2 gj
Kk

where By(r) is a standard Brownian motion. Let ZF = . To see the indepen-

dence of By (r) and Bs(r) note that

-1 2mry
1 * *
—E [( Z Zt> (Zz ) ZkIE AVAIA R Z (2q — k)E[Z1 Z144)
t=—my k=m~vy+1
1 2mry (2777/}/ 3 2my 1
2 1/3 20,1/3(k
< o L HE A Z) < B Zk 2130 = 0 (i) .
where the second last inequality follows from Lemma 33 and stationarity and the last inequality
follows from Y"7° | k'/3a!/3(k) < oo and
1 3 1 6
1/3 * * 3 1/6 * *

121 = B | 5 (%185, ~ B5,) B[] | < OWEY® | (X085, - 53.,,)°| = 00,

which follows from Assumption 1.

From the Slutsky’s theorem and the Argmax continuous mapping theorem we have

~ D .
Mk — Nk — argmin {|y| + o0 (k)W(7)} .
v

O

C.1 Technical result for the proof of Theorem 2

Recall for any a > 0, 0, < a~27/(r+1),

Lemma 9. Let np_1 < s <, < e < Ngy1 be fived. Let & > 0. Then,

1 niv R 9 niv )
max o (%= X5 Bemne) — > (= (X80e)° | = 0p(1)
vE(1/K3 Mkt1—nk) H(k — 5,7) JR—— g JR— T

where for any t € (s, €]

H(t —s,7v) = { (51/4 + (51/4) 51/2\/T5'y+ (Fak + 51/2 log! T4 (t — s)) 52&} log! 4 (t — s)(ﬁﬁ

t— 1k
g7 {log" (i) + 1 + ’ — |
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Proof. Let t > n;. The case when t < n follows similar to the proof outlined below. Observe

that .
* * — Nk ;o *
ﬁ(s,t]_ nk—(t—s( 77k+1_/877k)>'

We may write the expression

N+ N 2 N+ 9
Z (ij_<Xj7/3(s,t]>£2) - Z (Y}_<Xj’ﬁ;k>£2)

J=nk+1 J=nk+1

e+ e+
( > <Y Bs 52) > <Y X, 5&952)2) (68)
J=nr+1 J=mk+1

J=mk+1 J=mk+1

Ne+y 9 Ne+y )
Y (G- K Bae) - X (GG 80e)° | (69)

We show in Step 1 that

M+ N+ 2
m gy | 2 (9 Whe) = 3 (4= se) | -0
)

J=nk+1 J=nk+1
ve(1/K3 M1 —nk

where

Hi(t —s,7) —7{ (6175 +83/4) 8172\ Nlog + ()
(/{k + 62\ logh (¢ — s)) 52%}52/4 log!™é(t — s).

We show in Step 2 that

My o Mty ) e — 5\ 2
(S mse) - 5 - mnser -{ (35) <1 )

J=nr+1 J=nr+1

=0, (1). (71)

76(1/%,%“—%)

where

Ha(7) = /7 {log! ¢ (if) + 1}
The bound for (68) follows from (70) and the bound for (69) follows from (71) and the realization

o - ()} = (- 2) - (2).
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Step 1: Observe that

N+ N+

> (G- KBoate) - X (V- KnBgle)
J=nk+1 J=m+1
M+

|5 (5 e 205~ B 5 s o =205~

J=nk+1

N+

> (X5 B~ B (72)

J=nk+1

IN

Ne+y

2| Y (X5 Bon = Biun) o (Xis Brs = Blos)) (73)

J=nk+1

Nk

2| 37 (X5 B = Boa) o3| (74)

J=nk+1

We are going to bound (72), (73) and (74) in the following three sub-steps. Following from
Lemma 16 we have that

(72) =0, < {((51/4 (51/4> 51/2\/T+ 53/4\/10g1+€ t—s) } \/logH'E 1/4> )

Following from Lemma 18, we have that

(73) = O,y (7 { (51/4 + 51/4) 5123 [log! € (y) + Hk(51/4} log (¢ — )53/4;) '

And following from Lemma 17, we have that

(74) = O, ({1+( ) }51/2\/T1/2\/T>

The stochastic bound (70) now follows directly from these three bounds on (72), (73) and (74).

Step 2: Observe that ,8 (4] ~ . = tt_fns’“( e T 5.)- We may write the expansion
N+ 9 Mty ) — 9
Z (Y}_<ij82(87t]>l:2> - Z (}G_<Xja5;k>l:2) - {( t—s > _1}7’{2
J=Mk J="k
= . 3* * 2 . Q% )
= < t_S ) *1 Z <<X]7/877k+1 7ﬁq7k>[’2 K/k) ( t_s > Z <X]’/Bnk+l ﬂnk>£2 B
J=nk+1 j=nk+1
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Consequently, we have that

M+ 9 N+ ) M — 2
Z (Yj - <Xjaﬁz<s,t}>52) - Z (Y — (X}, By 1) e2)” — {( - ) - 1} VKR
J=ne+1 J=ne+1
N — S 2 Nk+y 9 t— N+
* * 2 * *
=) 5 ()2 B o
J=nk+1 J=nk+1
Nk+7 9
< Z <<Xj’5;k+1 B ﬁ’;k]k>£2 - Ki) (75)
J=nk+1
N+
+2| Y (X B —Ba) s (76)
J=nk+1

t—s

2
where the last two line follows from 0 < {1 — (%) } < 1and <ﬂ> < 1. For the expression
(75), using (63), we get that
Nk+7 9
3y <<Xj B = Bne) o = ,ﬁ) = 0, (vm. {1og™€ () + 1}).. (77)

J=nk+1

For the expression (76), we use (61) to have

Nkt
> (X B = Ba) o] = Op (v {log™€ (i) +1}). (78)
J=Me+1
Bringing (77) and (78) together shall establish (71). O

Lemma 10. Let (sk,ex] be the refined interval constructed in (9). Then, under the event A
defined in (19), ni is the one and only change point lying in (sg,ex|. Additionally, under the
same event A, we have

min{ek — Mks Sk — 771:} > A/5.

Since, event A is asymptotically almost sure (Lemma 3). These results holds with probability
converging to 1 as n — oo.

Proof. In the last seeded intervals layer, we have [ = A and by = A/2. Let 1 € (iA/2,(i +
1)A/2], for some i. Without loss of generality, we assume ¢ = 1; if not, we translate the
intervals by (i — 1)A/2 unit to right. Then 73, would be contained in (0, A] and (A/2,3A/2]
in this last seeded intervals layer. By construction, we have s = 0 and e = 3A/2. Following
from Theorem 1, under the event A, we have |, —ni| < A/4. Therefore n, € (A/4,5A/4]. O
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D Proof of Theorem 3

Proof. Let P = {J1,J2,...,Js}. Let J1 = {t1,t1+1,...,t1+(¢—1),...,t1+(2¢—1)}. Denote
J1 = Jl\(J1+q) = {tl,tl,...,t1+(q—l)} and J; = Jl\Jl = {t1+q,...,t1+(2q—1)} as
the two equal partition of the block J;. Recall that 6, < a=2"/2"*1 for any a > 0. Denote the
population version of the process {F'] 19, as

N DM B DO B o

teJp teJq tep

where Z} = é <Xt, ;k — ;k+1> €t.

This proof is further divided into two steps. Firstly, we establish the consistency of the
population version of the estimate. Secondly, we conclude the proof by demonstrating that the
deviation of the estimate from the estimator is small in probability. The last redundant step is

replacing s with K and applying Lemma 11 along with the Slutsky’s theorem.

Step la: Note that

2 2

E[(F},)%] = 2E ﬁZZt +2E %ZZt —51@ SNz | >z

teJy tedq tegq tedp

Following stationarity, we may write

2q
1 . . 1]
B>z | [ Doz || =D B ZZi] + D (2 — )E[Z1Z114]
q teJy teJq q t=1 t=q+1
1 2 1
< D tE[ZZ1) < 2 q; Stz 3at ) = 0 (q1/3> — 0,
t=1 t=1

where the second last inequality follows from Lemma 33 and stationarity and the last inequality
follows from $°7° | k/3a!/3(k) < oo and

1 3 1 6
1213 = EV/3 [KS <X1,5;;k - 5;k+1> E [E§|X1]] <0 <E1/6 [,«ug <X17ﬂ?;k _ g;k+1> ]) = 0(1),

k
(79)
which follows from Assumption 1.
From this, the definition of the long run variance and stationarity at (14), we can write
E[(F)*] = o2 (k), as q — o0, (80)

for all J, € P.

Step 1b: We have from Assumption 1 that Y72, (k+1)3/371a#/3)/(8/3+4/3)(k) < 00, E[Z}] = 0
and similar to (79) that

1754 = BV [,# <X1’5nk _ 5%1> E [sﬂXl]] <0 <E1/6 [m,ﬁ <X1,6nk — ﬂnk+1> D < .

k
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All of the conditions of Theorem 1 of Yokoyama (1980) are satisfied and therefore

8/3
E||> 2z = 0(¢"?).

tejl
Following stationarity for all v € {1,..., S}, it implies

8/3

E U(Fjvy —-E [(F;v)2”4/3] < 9l3R [‘(Fjv)2}4/3} <4|E \}qgjzf +E \}6

where we used (a + b)*3 < 21/3(a*/3 4 b*/3) in the last and the second last inequality.

8/3

2%

ted,

We also

have a(k) = O (7 ) which follows from the summability of {k'/3a!/3(k)}3°,. With p = 8 and

kT
p =4/3, it is what follows that

27 [|(#5,)" — B [(F5,)])"] !

S
3 S g()(l)Zﬁ«m.

v=1 v=1

We have all the condition of Theorem 5 satisfied with p = 8 and p = 4/3, therefore,

S
LS E R E[(F)Y] 50 as
v=1

®|

Combining this with (80) and and the stationarity of {F7; }5_,, we write

v=1>

Nl =

S
Y (F5)? = ok(k)  as.
v=1

Step 2: Let

(%0 B0 - B X080 - 3

B B O e v ) £ O e (s, )

tedy, tedy

Observe that

~ 2
() = (Au+Fj, + B’
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< 00,



where

V2 § . _
A= ﬂ{z@, B = 85) et 2 (X, = B o
tedy

teJy

te,
- Z <Xt7§15;1) - B;k>52 <Xt’ﬁ§“ a B\Jv>52
te,
<Xt,5m€+1 — Bk >£2 <Xt,5§v - EJU>£2
tey
<Xt’ 615;1 577k>52 <Xt’ 6;’““ B B\IEZ)>£2 °t
= teq
<X 5nk>£2 <Xt’ﬁJv BJ”>L2
>

Xt B mc+1 - 122)>£2 <Xt7/6}u - BJv>£2 }

teJy

and

B, = m:/i@{ Z <Xt’/8;;k _’B;k+1> < t’ﬁjv BJ“>£2

ted,

_Z<Xt,5;k_ﬁ?;k+l> <t,ﬁJv B@g}.

tedy

Such an expansion is possible because, under the event outlined in Lemma 3, for 1 <v < S, J,
have no change point. This follows from their construction in Algorithm 2 and conditions
specified in (16). As a consequence, B} = B}U = 3, Following from Lemma 13, Lemma 14,
Lemma 16, Lemma 17 and the choice of the tuning parameter ¢ detailed in (16), we may write

1 1 12—
A, =0, (L vt og ) = 0, (g ¥ 10 0)) = (1)

For the term B,, we may write

f * * * -~ % « * ~
:ija{ g} <<Xt7577k - Bnk+1>£2 <Xt7 ﬁJv - /BJU>£2 - [6771@ - Bnk+1”BJv — ﬁjv:|>
B Z <<Xt’ﬁnk Bﬂk+1> < t”B']“ B\J“>£2 - X [ﬁ;k B ﬂ;k+1’ﬁj;u - B\Jv:|> }
teJy

= ‘l/f{ <§~ ) [ﬁnk Boirs B, — BJU} - (ijv - E) [ﬁ;k — B BT — BJ] }

_ VA4 [0q  are v ) R BT N
—Op<,€k \/alog (@) | =0p VT log™ ™ (q) | = op(1),

where the first equality in the last line follows from the Holders inequality (E [a,b] < /X ]a,a] X b, b]),
(90) of Lemma 19, Lemma 12 and Lemma 13, the last equality follows from (16). Since
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Ay = 0p(1), By = 0p(1) and F] = Op(1), we can write
~ \2 .\ 2 . 2 2
(Fn) = (F5.)* = (A + Fj, + B.)* = (F3,)" = 0p(1).
Therefore, from (81)

S

1 =~ P

< D (F)? B a2 (k).
v=1

ik
1=

The main result now follows from the Slutsky’s theorem because F);, = g—’;ﬁ 7, and Zk 1 by

Lemma 11.

D.1 Technical results for the Proof of Theorem 3

Lemma 11. Suppose that assumptions of Theorem 1 holds. The estimator Ky, defined in (15)
satisfies
= Op (A*T/@TH) log!*¢ A) .

Consequently,

Proof. WLOG let 1, > n. Observe that

* * o e — Sk * *
5(5k7ﬁk] o B(ﬁk,ek} - (7/7\13 _ Sk) |:B77k - Bm@ﬂ]

and because A/5 <7 — s < A from Lemma 10, following from Theorem 1 we have that

1

~

L/ (Uk—Sk
Mk — Sk

P
= )—>1, n — 00.
Nk — Sk

We may write the expansion

~ ~

= Biwer]s Bsin) = ﬂ(ﬁk,ekﬂ -3 [% = Basrs Boe = P

= E(sk,ek] [B(Sk,ﬁk} - B{Sk,ﬁkpﬁ(skvﬁk] - Bikskvﬁk]] + Z(Sk,ek} [B?ﬁk7ek] - 5(;7\’@76’@]’/8%7\16751@] - B(ﬁkvek]:|

Ei - ’ii = 2(Sk,ek] {B(Skﬁk}

A1 A2
+ 22(5k75k’} [Biksk,ﬁk} - 6{?7\1@,616}’6(‘91@7'77\16] - ﬁz(sk,ﬁk]} + 22(8k»5k} |:6(3k7;7\k] - szsk,ﬁk}’ﬁzkﬁk,ek] - 5(ﬁk7ek]:|
Az Ay
+ 2% (sp el [/Bikﬁk:ek] N 6(’71@,%}’6&1@,%] B B?ﬁk,ek]} T <E(5k:€k] - 2) [B?Skf]k] N 5?771@,619}’6?81@,%] B B?ﬁkﬁk]}
A5 AG
Nk — Sk 2
+ <7/7\k _ 5k> B 1] by [5;1% _B;k+1’/8:7k _ﬁ:;k+l:| :

A7
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Observing 7, — s = O(A), it follows from Lemma 16 that for j = 1,2,4 we have
4] = 0p (9510 A).
For the expression As, it follows from Lemma 18 that
4] = 280 s B = Bients Besend = Bl
< 2§(sk,ek} [5;k — 5;,9“73(5,6,77,@] - 5fsk,ﬁk]} =0, <\/<§10g1+€ A) ,

and for the fifth expression we have }A5} =0, (\/5A log!*¢ A) following the same argument.
For the expression Ag, we have

As| = | = — 2 i(S/wfik]_z ;k_ ;k+1”8;k_’8;;k+1
el = (=) ( )| )

Nk — Sk
= (i(sk’ek] - E) |:B;7kk o ;k-&-l’ﬁ;;k o B;k+1:| =0p <\/1£Hz> )

where the last equality follows from Lemma 19 and e — s = O(A). The deviation for the last
expression

Mk — Sk e — M\ o 5 9, 7 Lie
Arl={1 < 62 (7 — i) = Oy (dalog" (A
. < +ﬁk—3k> (ﬁk_3k>ﬁk_ A ok (= k) p(AOg ( ))

follows from the earlier observation A/5 < ng — s < N — sk < A and (32). The first part this

current lemma &2 — k2 = O, (A~"/r+D 1og! € A) follows by combining this seven deviation
k k P

bounds.

The deviation from the first part lead us to
Ri, — K

2
Ky

=0, (;A‘T/(QT“) log!*¢ (A)) = 0,(1),

where the last equality follows from Assumption 3.
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E Proof of Theorem 4

Proof. Let k€ [1,... ,la be given. For notational simplicity, we denote u = ﬂ,(gb) and z; = zj(-b).
The proof follows a similar pattern as the proof of Theorem 2. In the first step, we establish
the uniform tightness of the minimizer. In the second step, we demonstrate the convergence of

the objective function on a compact domain and use the Argmax continuous mapping theorem.
Step 1. Let @ be a minimizer. Without loss of generality, assume @ > 0. Since 52, (k) = Op(1),
we may write

Ln]

~ ~ 1 - -
u < —a?,o(k:)% Z zj = Oy <\/ulog1+5(u)> ,
=1

where the stochastic bound follows from the uniform result Lemma 36. Therefore, u = Op(1).

Step 2. Let M > 0. We have 52 (k) LN o2 (k) from Theorem 3. From functional CLT, we

have
Lnr]

1 D
= Z Zj — Bl(?’),

uniformly for all 0 < r < M. Therefore, with the Argmax continuous mapping theorem ( e.g.
Theorem 3.2.2 of van der Vaart and Wellner (1996)), we have

ﬂgargmin{\rl—kaoo(k)W(r)}, n — o0o.
reR

The main result now follows from the Slutsky’s theorem. O
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F Deviation bounds in functional linear regression

F.1 Notations

For any a > 0, we denote d, < a~2r/2r+l) - Also, A\, =< @ 2/+D_ This is used in the
observation (87) to denote f(,, which is estimator of f(*s,t] from (86). The operator T is defined
in (83) and its plug-in estimate 77 is defined in (85). We use I to denote the identity operator.
The expression for g, and H(, is defined in Proposition 1 and Lemma 21 respectively.

F.2 Kernel tools

Following Riesz representation theorem, the norm associated with #(K) from (3) can be equiv-
alently defined through,

(fs L (9)nr) = (fr9) 2

One may note that

/ F(8)S (s, 1)1 (t) ds dt = (Ln(f). )2 = SIS 1) (82)

Moving forward, the main operator of our interest is the linear operator corresponding to the
bi-linear function K/2%-K'/2 and the eigenvalues and eigenfunctions from its expansion.
The linear operator on £2 corresponding to K/2X K12 is given by

Lyciyosger/a(F)(%) = (KPEKY2( %), £()) 2.

We denote the linear operator
T = LK1/22K1/27 (83)

and by Assumption 2
T(¢1) = 511

Following this, for any a € R, the operator T is defined through the operation T%(¢;) = s{¢.
Also for any 8 € H(K) such that f = Ly—1/2(8),

2[575] = Z[LKI/Q(f)7LK1/2(f>] = <LELK1/2(f)7LK1/2(f)>£2

84
= (Lgrszsr/a(F)s ez = (T ez = 1TV ()17 e

The estimator of covariance function based on the sub-sample Z C (0, n] is given by
1
v) = fZXj(u)X v
JET

The empirical version of T is T7 := L K128, K1/2 and its action can be viewed as

Tz(h) = LKl/QOLizoLKq/z(h) LK1/2 |I’ Z LK1/2 j ‘I‘ Z LK1/2 >LK1/2(Xj)~

JEL JET
~ (85)
Since, £? is bijectively mapped to H(K), we may have f(* 5] and fs, defined as
fesy = L1280y and  fisg = Lg-12(Bsy)- (86)

] s+1
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We may also observe that

. 1 t
f@ﬂmgnnn{ > @i<XhLKuAf»£ﬁ2+A@ﬂ,f%2} (87)

feL? (t—s) j=s+1

Given (y*, X™*) a copy of (y, X) independent of the training data, the excess risk based on (s, ]
is defined as

maﬂ%wwgﬂ=//@m@—%ﬂmmww@m@—%ﬂmmw (88)

= S[Bs) — Blsapr Bisy — Bisy) = H (fsm — f(s,t})‘ 2

the last form can be obtained using (82), (84) and (86).

F.3 Roughness regularized estimator and its properties

In order to evaluate the quality of estimation, we rely on the following lemmas. They help us
control various deviation terms in the main result presented in this paper. All the proofs of the
lemmas stated below are in the next section.

Lemma 12. Let £ > 0. Suppose (s,e] C (0,n]. Then
O

a s —
sn<1t§Xe log!té(t — s)

z B(s:t] B /szs,t]vg(s,t] - /szs,t] = Op(l)

Lemma 13. Let £ > 0. Suppose (s,e] C (0,n]. Then

5__15 S > * ) *
max <t> E(s,t] |:ﬁ(s,t] - ﬁ(s,t]aﬁ(s,t] - B(Sﬂg] = Op(l)-

s<t<e 10g1+£(t — 3)

Lemma 14. Let £ > 0. Suppose (s,e] C (0,n]. Then

O 1 ~ *
< ( t > t—s Z <Xj7ﬁ(s,t] - /B(s,t]>£25j = Op(]_)

s<t<e \ log!™é(t — ) j=s+1

Lemma 15. Let £ > 0. Suppose (s,e] C (0,n]. Then

O IR - . o
s<ice <1og1+f (t — 5)) t—s 2 <Xﬂ' Bl — ﬂ(s,t1> o <Xj7 B — 5(s,t]> = O(1):

Jj=s+1
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Lemma 16. Let £ > 0. Suppose (s',¢'] and (s, €] are the subsets of (0,n]. Then

1 = —~

B S —e =) Poat = B Beoas = 8| = 0al0),
s'<t'<e'

! ! /
At—s,t—s) = (14 (2= 572042 \log ™t — )y [log (¢ — s) b+, log +E (t—s).
515—5 s

Lemma 17. Let £ > 0. Suppose (s',€¢'] and (s, €] are the subsets of (0,n]. Then

t/

1 1
SIE?SXG H(t— s, t' —s) t’_sllz (X B(St 6st]>£2€]_0()
s'<t'<e’ j=s'+1

where

H(t — st — 8/) _ (1 4 <5§;—z > ) tl/i 1&1’/2 \/logl—i{ )\/log1+5(t

Lemma 18. Let & > 0. Suppose (s',€¢'] and (s,e] are the subsets of (0,n]. Then

t/

1 1 ) * * *
sn<l?§Xe Gt —s,t/ —s) t/ — s Z <Xj’/8(57t] - B(Svﬂ>£2 <Xj”877k+1 - 'Bnk>£2 = Op(1).
s'<t'<e! j=s"+1
where

N1/
B(t—s,t'—5') = <1+ <6§t2 > )53@ t1,/2 \/logl“'g —s) \/log1+§ t—s +ﬁk\/6t slog!*é(t — s).
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F.4 Markov type probability bounds

Lemma 19. Let {fj _y and h be non-random function in L2. Suppose Z[f;,§;] < M < oo, for
all 1 < j <t, where M is some absolute constant. Then

2
t
Z jo T3 (X by 2 = Sl )| | = O(6)Z[h, hl. (89)
When f1 = ... =t =1, Then
; 2
Z i B o2 (X5, h) ez — Zf, B } = O(t)X[h, h]Z[f, fl. (90)

Proof. Given any sequence of stationary random variables {W }3:1 with finite second moment
it holds

t
ij va« ) + 22 (t — 5)Cov (Wy, Wi;) . (91)
j=1

7j=1
We are going estblish (89). Let z; = (X}, ;) 2(Xj, h) 2 — X[fj, h]. Then

E[22] < E [(X;, )22 (X, h)%2]
S\/ Xj. 50 g2 \/E[Xj h) ]
< R (X, §;)22] CE [(X;, h) 2] (92)

2055, 751800, h] < M S[h, b].

The (92) follows from the Assumption 1, where we have the sixth moment bounded by the
second moment up to a constant factor c.

We have
Ellzjzj+4]] = Cov(lzjl, Izj+il) < lzjllsllzjnllsal> (k).
following from Lemma 33. Following from
1z5lls = [{X, i) 22 (X B) 2 =205, Bllls < [(XG, 5) 22 (X, B) 2 |3 +1150F5, Allls < 20(XG, i) 22X, h) g2ls,
one may write

12jll3 < 201{X5, 1) 22( X5, h) 23
< 20X, ) 2l ll{ X, h) 26

< 2¢|(X;, 5) 2 ll2ell (X5, B) e2ll2 = 26\ /S, £5]1%[h, h] < 26V M /3[R, b].
The last line here follows the same argument as (92). Similarly

214l < 2¢vV M/ E[h, h].

o4



Therefore
El|z1214;] < 4¢*MS[h, hla/3(5).

Following (91), one may have the expansion

5 _ -
t t t—1
Szl | =E D 2| +2) (t—JE[z1214]
j=1 =1 ] J=1
S
<E|Y 22| +2 Z (t = K)E[|zizi4k] (93)
=1 ]
Using (93), we may write
2
t t t—1
d ul | <E sz +2) (= E[Jz1z14]]
j=1 J=1
t—1
< Zc‘*Mzh B+ 23 (8 — k)4 ME R, Bla /()
=1 Jj=1
t—1
<t MS[h, h] + 8 MtS[h, h] S al/3()
j=1

< tc*MS[h, h] + 8¢* MtX[h, h] i a3 (5) = (t2[h, h]) O(1).
j=1

The last line follows from .-, a1/3(j) < o0.

The proof for (90) is very similar and therefore omitted. O

Lemma 20. Let h be non-random function in L?. Then

2
t
Z (Xj,h)p2e;| | = O (t2[h, b)) .

Proof. The proof here closely follows the proof of the Lemma 19. Let z; = (X, h) c2¢5. We can
see E[z;] = 0.

Observe that

E [2]] = E [(X;, h) K [ X:]] < O)[(X;, h) 213 = O(1)2[h, A, (94)

here we use the moment assumption outlined Assumption 1.

Following from
E [|21214]] < 21 ll3ll 21451302 (),
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and
1/3
I25ls < (B [(X5, )%E [¢41X,]]) > < O (X, B 2 lls = O(1) /[0y R,
we may have

E [[(X, h)ej (X Wejnl] = Elzzj44l) = O(S[h, A3 (k). (95)

The rest of proof follows from the exactly same arguments as the proof of Lemma 19 and

therefore omitted.
O

F.5 Proofs of Lemmas from Appendix F.3
All the proofs in this section used the notations from Appendix F.1.

F.5.1 Proof of Lemma 12

The proof of Lemma 12 follows from Lemma 24 with a = 1/2 and b = 1.

F.5.2 Proof of Lemma 13
Proof. Let 0 < v < % — —=. Observe that

-1

57&75 S /\
<log1+§(t - s>> Hon [%l = B B = B

5;715 N *
- (k)gl—l-ﬁ(t_s)) <f(57t] B f(s,t}’T(s,t](f (s,t] — f(st )>

= (%) {<f — Floip Ty = T) (Fisty — f(st)> <J/C\(s,t} oy T(fis) — £ })>£2}

o)

~

(T(st )(f

. ~
< (loglfé(ts—s)> {HTV(f(s,t] - f(*s,t})‘ 2

The term on the right is bounded by using Lemma 23 and Lemma 25. The term on the left is
bounded by using Lemma 12. O

F.5.3 Proof of Lemma 14
Proof. Observe that

o6

+HT/ St]_f(*s,tp‘




t
Z Xjej, Bsg) — ﬁé,t]>
LQ

j—erl

Z LKI/2 €j7f(st]_f(*5,t]>
r2

) 5

= <g sl Jst1 = Ja >£2
< VAT 4 M) 1/ g(s,t]le/4 (T + )‘t—s)l/4 ﬁsvt] B f(*s’t]>112
(

H T+ hm) T ) (T 4+ 3-a)* Fs) = I

1 1
(t—S) _z:< /Bst] Bst])ﬁng_<(t_s)

IN

where the last line follows from Cauchy-Schwarz inequality.
From Lemma 26, we have

1
6158

1/4 1/4 _
22\ tog™ et — 5 HT T+ M) 9<s,t}‘ = 0p(1),
and from Lemma 24
t—s 1/4
8<t<6\/THT T‘}')\*S) fst] f(st‘ ( )
The above two bounds establish the result. O

F.5.4 Proof of Lemma 15

Proof. Observe that
t

P Z by |:B\(S,t ,8(3 K 65 — 5 (]| =05

because B{s,t} = Z§:S+1 5;/(75 —s).

o7




We may write

5 2 (0o =) (50 )

- j:;l ({5 B = Bisr) o (Xis B = Bt} o = = [Bros = Bl B = B
=tis]_;l (€25 Bios = Bruy) o (X3s 85 = Bla) o = (Fom = Foap T = Fo)) )
=<t13 él(@:mz( DIE = B} B O5) = TC = feo) ) B fst]>

<Gst]fst] fst]>
< YT 4 N D) TG TV (T + M s DY (Fron — f(st])>

~

<@ A D G| [T @ M) T = S

i

where Goy = i Shepan (LX) £ = F ) Lo (X5) = T = £, )

From Lemma 28, we have

O
max = 0p(1),

TVYNT + A D) VG
s<t<e \| log'Té(t — s) H (T + Ae—sT) (s8] o2

and from Lemma 24

-1
5tfs

1/4 1/4 /7 « -
2N fog e —s) 1T T+ MDY (T = fan)| o = On(D).
The above two bounds establish the result. O

F.5.5 Proof of Lemma 16
Proof. Let v < 1/2 —1/4r. We may write

(s',t ][//B\(st] Blsa» 5st] ﬁst]}
(Bwan - ) [Biost = Biuips Bioss = Bt | + | [Bisi = Bianp Bisa = Ban|
= < (Tt = T) (Fo — fs.1)s Fisal f(*s,t}>£2 + ‘E [B(s,t] - 5Eks,t}w§(s,t] - 5@@} ’
<T (L) = Do) = Fs)s T Fion = S )> + ’Z [B(s,t] — Blonpr Bist) — 5{‘3,15}”

v (fs 8 = G|, T ‘2 [B(s,t] - 5?5@3(3,15] - ﬂ&ﬂ] ‘ ;
(96)

IN

S ‘Tfl/(T(s,’t/] — T)(ﬁs’t} - f(*s,t]) r2

o8



where the second line follows from the triangle inequality and the last line follows from the
Cauchy-Schwarz inequality. Observe that

o~

HT_V(T(S’,t’] T)(fist fst])‘

Y~ 1/
(1 ()"
:op<1+<5§’5) ]3/25\/ L — s) - 6172\ logt e (¢t ) (97)

t
where the first line follows from Lemma 32 and the last line follows from Lemma 27 and
Lemma 24. Following from Lemma 24, we have

HT‘”(T(S/#] YT + Ay T) VAT VA

77 Gon = )] = 00 (3o =) ) = 0,00, (99)
and from Lemma 12 we have
‘E [B\(s,t] - B (s,4] 5 (s,t] — p st]} ‘ Op (5t—s 1081+£(t - 5)) . (99)

The result now follows using (97), (98) and (99) to bound (96).

F.5.6 Proof of Lemma 17
Proof. Observe that

t/

1 2 *
pT— Z <Xj,5(s,t] — 5(s,t]>£2 E;

Jj=s'+1

= < Z L2 (X 5]7f(st fst]>
r2

Jj=s'+1

= <g(s’,t’]a fs) — f(*s,t]>£2
1/4
14 6t/_s/ T—1/4(T+ Ao /1)71/4 L
O s t'—s 9(s' ] r2
:Op< 1+ (‘i;’—s) 751//_28 / 1+§ s) 1/2 o 1+£ )
t

where the second last line follows from Lemma 32 and the last line follows from Lemma 26 and
Lemma 12.

IN

|7 2 G~ £

O

99

P D G - )
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F.5.7 Proof of Lemma 18
Proof. Observe that

tl

ﬁ :Z: <Xj’g(s’t] a 6Ek57t]>£2 <Xj’ Mo T ﬁ;’@>£2

+ ‘Z [Ast] = Blst Bipr — ﬂ;k}
+ |= (B = Bt Beosn = B |
‘E[ (5] = Blo) B — ;k]
+[2 Bt = B B~ 52

(Se1= %) [Boat = B B — B
(@ = DYoo~ o) Fpown — £
<
(T

(T = DTt = ) Fres = 130,
T)(Fion = S| o

. (100)

* *
N1 f”]k

IN
A’ﬂ
|

where the second line follows from the triangle inequality and the last line follows from the
Cauchy-Schwarz inequality. Observe that

| @ = D) Fion = F) o
Sy o 1/4
<
_G+<&S)
o[+ (82) o ), -

t
where the first line follows from Lemma 32 and the last line follows from Lemma 27 and
Lemma 24. Following from Lemma 12 we have that

:

. HT1/4(T+)\1575 Y4 (Fsty — fst])‘

H (Tl — T)T + Ay 1)~ AT /4

‘E [B(s,t} - 5&,1&]73(5#5} - 5&@] ’
§\/E |:§(s,t] - /szs,t]ag(s,t} - /szs,t]i| \/2 { ;k+l - ;k’ ;k+1 o :Ik]
=0, (Hk \/57&73 log! & (t — s)> . (102)

The result now follows using (101) and (102) to bound (100). O
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F.5.8 Technical results for this section

Proposition 1. The analytical expression for the estimator in (87) is given by

t

~ B 1 .
Jsi = Tisq + M=) PR > (Lgra (X)), 1) 2 Lirse (X5) + ggsg
Jj=s+1
where g(s,t} = ﬁ Z;:s-i-l €jLK1/2 (X])
Proof. Observe that
S, [z L\ 9) 2
RACARRYL ) a4 Dbder_
of foooen af Y

Since the objective function is a quadratic form, we just need to differentiate and make it zero
to find the minima. We may have

o 1 <
0=37 | 705 20 5= (X5 Lyl e + Al
j=8+1 f:]?(s,t]
o 1 > o 2
=57 | 705 2 (X)) + 07 = 203(Laca (X)), ee) + AT I
j=s+1 f:ﬁs,t]
t
X ~ .
Tt—s > (2<LK1/2 (X5), fisa) 2 Lperr (X5) — QijK”Q(Xj)) 22 -
Jj=s+1
And it lead us to
t
, ~ ~
0=r— ) (<LK1/2 (X5)s fis) ez Lrra(X5) =yl (Xj)> A
j=s+1
1 < - Ly
R Z (L12(X5)s fs) 2 Lycr2(X5) — — Z (L2(X5), f7) 2 Lgers2(X;)
j=st1 j=s+1

t
1 —~
P E EjLK1/2(Xj)+)\f(87t]
j=s+1
t

- 1 . _
=Ts,f(s1) — P > (L2 (X5), ) e2 L2 (X5) = 9oy + Mis -
j=s+1

The last equation follows from the action of 77 illustrated at (85) in the previous subsection

and the result follows.
O

One key component is the expansion of variance term in the error bound. The next lemma is
to structure this variance term. Define

foog = T+ M=) Ty (103)
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Lemma 21. Given (103) and the form of the estimator in Proposition 1, the following holds
(f(s,t] - f();,t]> = (T+N\-sD)" <(T —Tls) (f(s,t] - f(*s,t]) + 9 + (T — T(s,t])f(*&t] + H(s,t]>

where Hgy = (t—s)7! Z;ZS_H ((LK1/2 (X;), [P c2 L2 (X5) = TfF ) and g4 defined in Propo-
sition 1.

)

=(T+ M\—sD) ™" ((T — T Fs) + (Tisy + M—sD) fro — (T + )\t—sI)f():g,t]>

Jj=s+1
= (T4 N\—sI)™ ! (T —Tisq) (ﬁs,t] - f(*s,t}> + 9 + (T — T(s,t])f{’;,t]
1 t

3 (L () e L (X5) — Z Tfj)

j=s+1 ] s+1

- . 1 < \ \
= (T + \_I)7! <(T Tis) (f(s,t] - f(sﬂ) t9eat > Ly (X)), ) 2 L (X;) — T(s,t]f(sﬂf})

In the last line, we use the fact that f(*s,t] = Z;ZSH [7/(t — s) and linearity of the operator T
The changes at the third last line follows from Proposition 1 and (103). O

Lemma 22. Let £ >0 and1>b>a > 0.

a— * 2
max 52(b Y HT“ (T + A—sD)'™ b(f(/\&t] - f(s,t])‘ 2 o).

s<t<e

Proof. Note that because f; is bounded, the population average f(’"S 1 is also bounded. Precisely,
if fliq = >t als’tgbl, then 2121(als’t)2 < M < oo, for some absolute constant M > 0, where
{¢1}1>1 is the £? basis coming from the spectral decomposition of K2y K12,
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17T + M aDP(Fy = Pl = 7T + 2D (4 M) Ty = Fg ) 2

2
5] s,t\2
—E 5 “sp+ A 2% — 1 a
: ts 5I+At—s (l)

>1
A7
_ 2a t—s S,t\2
; (81 + M—s (al )
2 )\% t\2
< a —s s,
< {mpe Ww};wz > 19
)‘?—s $,6\2
= 1’?>alX5l 1—a/b a/b 2b Z(al )
(1= afb)=Cma/mNZ (a )l | iz

— (1 o a/b)Q(lfa/b)(a/b)Za/b/\§£ls+a—b) Z(a?,t)Q

_ O(l)/\f(lja Dar =0 ()\t(l-i-a b)) l>10 (5t2£18+a—b)> :

where the inequality in (104) is from Holder’s inequality and (105) follows from Young’s in-
equality in the following form
a+b < (pa)"/?(qb)"/",

where a, b, p, ¢ are positive real numbers and p~! 4+ ¢~ ! = 1. O

Lemma 23. Let £ > 0. Let 0 <v < % — ﬁ. Then

~ 0,7
v (f(s,t] - f(*svﬂ) H \/h)gljrfﬁ

max
s<t<e

=0,(1).

Proof. Following from triangle inequality and the decomposition at Lemma 21 we have,

1T (Fsn — Floa)llce <ITY (L, 1- Feoaplez + 1T (Fs — Foaa)llce

< TRy~ Tl (106)
7T + M) T = T )T lop I T (Fioy — Fo )l (107)
7T + M) T = T )T lop 1T (g = Fiag)lle (108)
T + A ) a2 (109)
7T + AeesD) Ty = Dllopl g (110)
T + Ao D) Hig g2 (111)

We are going to bound each of the four term uniformly to have result.
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For (106), from Lemma 22, we write that with high probability
vte (siel, T (g = Fran)ller S 0

For (107), from Lemma 27, we write that in high probability

vie (siel, ITT +M—s)™HT = T )T llop S 0751/ Log' (¢ = 5),

which would give us R
(107) < oWIIT” (Framy — £l

in probability, in uniform sense.

Similarly for (108), from Lemma 27 and Lemma 22, we write that with high probability

Yt € (s, e, (108) < 627 \/log! e (t — s).

For (109), from Lemma 26, we write that with high probability

vt e (57 6]7 HTV(T + )‘t*SI)_lg(s,t] ”£2 rS 5115/—3 10g1+£(t - 5)'

For (110), from Lemma 27, we write that with high probability

vte (siel, T HA=sD) T (Lo =D llopll G llcz S N (THA—sD) ™ (T = Tllop S 0751/ Log™ (¢ — s),

here we used the fact that Hf(*s 1 l|lp2 < oo.
For (111), from Lemma 28, we write that with high probability

Vee (s, T+ Mool Higgller S 67 log E(t - 5)

This six individual bounds come together to give us the required result. O

Lemma 24. Let { >0 and1>b>a+1/2> 0.

(b a—1)
max ————— )Ta(T + )\t—sI)l_b(f(s,t] - f(fs,t})‘

s<t<e / 1+£

Proof. Using triangle inequality we may write,

HTQ(T_‘_/\tst)l_b(f(s,t] — f(*sﬂ)Hc2 < HTa(TjLApsI) - (fst] f(s 1] ngJrHTa(T+)‘t’sl)l_b(f@ﬂ _ f(*s’t])HL
(112)

where f(/\s 4 1s defined at (103). The second term on the right of (112) can be bounded using

Lemma 22, which gives us

2 Op(1).

(b a—1)
max —f————

s<t<e / 1+5 ‘

(b—a—1) a 1-b *
<Sn<1ta<xe(5t R HT (T + N—sI) (f(st f(s,t})‘

T+ 2D Ry — Fi)|

L= o).
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Now, it is suffice is to bound the first term on the right of (112). Let 0 < v <  — . Following
the decomposition at Lemma 21, we may write

IT(T + XD ™ (Frony — Foog)llee < ITUT + Me )T = Ti )T op 1T (Fs) = Foa) 2
(113)

| TT + =) gl c2 (114)

+ 17T + M—sD) (T = Dllop |l i gl 2 (115)

H|TUT + Ae—sI) P Hig gl 22 (116)

We are going to bound each of the four terms (113), (114), (115) and (116) uniformly over
s < t < e to have the required result.

For (113), using Lemma 27 and Lemma 23, we write that with high probability
vie (siel, TUT + AesD) (T = Tie)) T NlopI T (froa) = fis )l 2
<o1ro=0 log € (¢ — 5)37_,\/log € (t - 5)

<6t Nlogt i (t — ).

For (114), from Lemma 26, we write that with high probability

vie (siel, I THUT + AsD) Pg(apllez S 6,750 log! o (¢t — 9).

For (115), from Lemma 27, we write that with high probability
Vie (s,e],  ITT + AmsD) ™" (T(ey = Tllop |/ ]l c2
SITUT + A=) ™" (Tt = T)llop
<ot b NloghHe (1 — ).

here we used the fact that Hf(*S 1 l|lp2 < oo.

For (116), from Lemma 28, we write that with high probability
Ve (sel,  ITUT + N-sD) " Hsgll ez S 6245870 log! e (t — s).

This four individual bounds come together to give us the required bound for the first term on
the right of (112).
O

Lemma 25. Let 0 <v < 3 — +. Let p € {0,v} and £ > 0. Then

-1
5t—s

1 e g1 T = Dl = faa)ller = Op(1)
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Proof. Using the linear operator norm inequality, we may have

TP (Tisy — T)(Fis) — Flo)llc2
<|rr @y - DY@ + A1)

. ‘T1/4(T + A DM (fA(s,t] - f(;,t]) .

We are going to bound each of the two terms here. For the first one, using Lemma 27, we write

that with high probability
< 6,72\ Jlog!é(t — ).

vt € (s, €] HT‘p(T(&t] )T 4+ Ay I) VA4

op

And for the second term, we use Lemma 24 to have
52 o 1+§
2 N t S

The two bounds come together to have the required result. O

Yt € (s, €] HT1/4(T+ A—sI)4 (fst] f(st)‘

Lemma 26. Let £ >0 and1>b>a+1/2>1/4. Then we have

2(b—a—1)

_t=s  7a —b 2 | _
E max og 7 (1 - )HT (T + M—sI) g5 l|Z2 | = O(1),

where g(sy = ﬁ Zj‘:erl €jLy1/2(X;) defined in Proposition 1.

Proof. We may write

IT(T + Xe—sD) s llze = D (TUT + M—sT) gz, 81) 2o

>1
= (g TU(T + Xe—sD) 1) 2

1>1

2

_Z s,t]7¢l>£2

I>1 5l+)‘t
= tis S eilgers (X0, 0%

>1 ! t= i=s+1

>k Ly Al
- % | 7 ei{Xj, Lgr/201) o2

1>1 (514 At—s) t 551
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By linearity of the expectation it lead us to

5: 2(b—a—1)
B | (T + 2o ) Mol
s T 2

< ZE s2i2e \ (log(t — )72 (£ — 5)(s1 + M_s)? ;eﬂXja Lyr2¢1) 2

:O( ). (117)
Here (117) follows from Lemma 29. O
Lemma 27. Let{ >0 and1>b>a+1/2>1/4. Let0<1/< 5 — 7=. Suppose p € {0,v}.
Then 2o—at)

B | T4 AT~ DT, | = 00,

Proof. Using the definition of operator norm, we may write

|IT(T + Ne—s D) ™(T = T ) TP llop = P \<h, THT + M) (T = Tis )T Ph) 2
£27

Let h € £? such that ||h| ;2 = 1. This means h = >is1 hjgj and 3oy hj2 1. Then

(B TT + M) (T = T )T Ph gz = Y Y b (5, TUT + M D) ™(T = Ty )T Pim) 2

j>1m>1
= Z Z R (T(T + M—sD) 05, (T — Ty 1)) TP i) 2
j=>1m>1
=3 5t (o (T Tl
e J'tm (5j+>\tf )b Jo (s,t])9 m
=> > hjhmisif (¢, (T — T(s))Pm) ro
]21 ’ITLZ]_ (5] + )\tfs)b 4 L
W S5 e (0 (= T)on),
§>1m>1 ]>1m>1
(118)
I 5 (6, (T — T ) bm)
(119)

The second last inequality (118) follows from Cauchy-Schwarz, where one may think (A, B) =
> i>1 2am>1 AjmBjm. The last equality (119) follows from

DD Mk =) R ) k=1

j>1m>1 j>1 m>1
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by definition of h.
We have,

a - - S - 2
|1T(T + \— )T = T )T P12 < Z Z m%ﬁp (0, (T = Tis))Pm) s (120)

By linearity of expectation

52(b—a—1)
E | ma [T4(T 4+ AsD) (T - T)T—p!!?)pf;g"}ﬁ
52a 52(b—a—1) 9
< s_?PE | max I : (Drs (T, — T)9j) 2
mz>1 m s<t§ej21 (Sj + A—g)? 10g1+€ t ‘ (o] ’ ‘

S s < oo,
m>1

where the last line follows from Lemma 30, and Zm215,1{2p = Zm21 m~(1=2P)2" {5 summable

given we have (1 — 2p)2r > 1. O

Lemma 28. Let £ > 0 and 1 > b > a+1/2 > 1/4. Suppose {h;} be some L? sequence that
satisfies X [Ly12(hj), Lgi2(hy)] < M < oo. Then we have

E maxM T (T 4 M_sI) " L Zt: ((Lgers2(X;), hj) g2 Lyerj2(X;) — Thy) 2
s<t<e log" ¢ (t — s) ° t_5j=s+1 k1/2\Aj5)s vj)p2 L2 (A j .
(121)
Consequently, it holds that
2b—a—1)
E [mx o 1T T D Hgl, | = 00), (122)

where Hs 4 = i Z;ZSH <<LK1/2(Xj), I e L2 (X5) — Tf;-‘) defined in Lemma 21, and that

= 0(1), (123)

2(b—a—1)
E _t=s T (T A 73:[ —b G 2
[srgfgxe log1+§(t _ S) || ( + At ) (s,t] Hop

where o = 7 Sy (a0, f7 = )2 Lacars(O5) = TS = £
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Proof. We may write

2
t
. B 1
T(T + N—sD) ™" - Y (Lge(X)) hj) g2 Ligrya(X;) — Thy)
Jj=s+1
op
. 2
a —b 1
= T+ A=D)™ | 7 > (Lgre(X5), hy) g2 L2 (X5) = Thy) | bm
m>1 Jj=s+1 r2
. 2
1
= < P Z (Lg12(X5), hy) ez L2 (X;) — Thy) aTa(T+)\tsI)_b¢m>
m>1 j=s+1 L2
2
520 1 <
= o\ Y (Lgaa(X)),hg) 2 Lgrya(X) = Thy) | s ém
(5m + )\t 5) t—s .
m>1 j=s+1 r2
2
529 1 <
— ™ +nAlt_s)2b — ‘Z (Xiy Lycry2(hj) p2(Xiy Lggrj2dm) p2 — (hy, Thm) 2
m>1 j=s+1
By linearity of the expectation it lead us to
t 2 2(b—a—1)
E | max | T%(T + \_,I)™° ! > (Lg1/2(X5), hy) g2 L2 (X;) — Thy) o0
1<t<n e f—s o WA 7 log € ¢
5§b7a71) 50 t
< —S m . . . — .
Z E 112?<Xn (log(t — 8))MH/2 (t — 5)(5m + Ai—s)° j:ZsJ:rl<X“ Frevellyles (X byesomes = (g L omie:
:O( ). (124)

Here (124) follows from Lemma 31 because we have X [Lj1/2(h;), Lg1/2(hj)] < oc.

The result (122) follows from (121) because ||35 (k) < oo. For (123), we can again use (121)

as we have 3 |87 = B, . 87 — B,.y] < O(1) maxicxenc |18, ) < oo. O

Lemma 29. Let £ >0 and1>b>a+1/2>1/4. Then we have

520 5t2(b—a—1) 1 t 2
E max m s <X7L 1/2(¢ )>£2€‘ :O(l)
s<t§em21 (5m + Ae—s)? 10g1+§( —s)|t—s j=§1 I MK m J
Proof. For simplicity, denote Yj,, = (X, Lg1/2(¢m)) s2€;. Observe that
X [LKl/2 (¢m)7 LKl/2 (¢m)] = <T¢m7 ¢m>£2 = Sm.
We are going to prove the result for a general interval {1,..., T}, the result for the (s, e] follows

from translation and stationarity.
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Using Lemma 20, we may write
2
D Yim| | <Ot)sm.
j=1
We apply Lemma 36 and to have this result: for any non-decreasing sequence {%};f:l

2

t T
1 1
B |52 Yim| | = O Jpom, (125)
= —
for some constant C > 0.
Observe that
5?(b7a71) 57§2(b7a71) 5;1
< < .
(8 + A¢)20—(1F20)+(1420) = )\?b—(1+2a)(5m +)\t)(1+2a) N (8 + Ag)1F20
It led us to
2a 2(b—a—1) t 2 2a -1 t 2
S5m0 lzy. < 5w 0 11~y
(5m + /\t)2b 10g1+§t t = Jm| o~ (5m 4 )\t)l—l—Za 10g1+€t t = Jm
2
520 520 51
m .
< {51+2a A /\tl+2a} log 1+ ¢ i z;YJ,m
Ji
2 2

520, 62(13*’1*1) 1 t 520, 520, 5t—1 1 t
Z (5 + )\t)2b 1Og1+£ t ; Z YLm S Z { 1+2a A )\t1+2a } 10g1+€ tlt Z Y‘]’m

m>1 =1 m>1 \9m

CaseI: a <0

Let f, = [m® V| AT. Using (126), we write

2 s2b-a-1) 2

S ¢ 1
Tnzz:l (5m + )\t)Zb logl+§ t t JZ:; 7,m

2
512

5%
2a t —1 t
< Z H{t < fm} 5 (logt)(1+§)/2 a+1/2 Zij + Z {t > fm} s (log )(1+5)/2 t ZYJ’"

m>1 m>1

(127)

Observe that for 2 <t < T,

d 1/2 _ 1 +7r 1 + €

il 1 (1+8)/2) _ ;(+r)/(2r+1) ) E-n/2(2T7 , 2T5y

s (tét (logt) ) t (logt) 27’+1+ 5 ogt) >0
and
d [, \at+1/2,1/2 (14+€)/2) _ ya+1/251/2 -ny2 (1+r—(a+1/2)2r 1+¢
= (txr726, (10g 1) ) = A26! (10g 1) o logt +——= ) >0.
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This says that {t5tl/2 (log t)(1+§)/2} and {t)\?ﬂ/gdtlp(log t)(Hg)/Q} satisfies the criteria for {v;}
n (125).

This observation on derivatives and (127) helps us to write

2_
2a 2(b—a—1) t
5 0, 1
E m - Yjm
E&T Z  (5m + A log! et t;
% )
) 5;1/2 1 . 5;1/2 14
< a E vt Y
2_ S 1127, | (log £)1+6/2 Yo 172, Z | |+ 2 5m met<T (1Ogt)(1+§)/2tz jim
m21 m>1 =1
Sy ey e Yt Y (129
- m € W m 71%
mz1 t<fm log™™ tA; T2 m>1 t>f t21og t
615_1 1+2a
=c Z 1o 1+Et Z )\1+2a +c Z 1o 1+£t Z 1
1<t<T g m> 5—1/2r 1<t<T & me 5_1/%
-1
1/2r o —1/2r
1<t<T 2 log Et (oo ttlog ot
5t-1-1/2r> 1
= > = ——0(1) < .
T > o
1<t<Tt10g “t < t \Septlog ™t

The (128) follows from (125) and (129) follows from (140) with the observation

51+2a 1 [e%¢] 1
m_ L - - - -
Z Alt2a ~ Z (m2r(5t)1+2a < 0(1) /6t1/21" (Izr(;t)l-i-?adx'

— t —
m>6 1/2r mZ&t 1/2r

CaseII: ¢ >0

Let f, = [m® V| AT. Using (126), we write

b 2
2a 53( —a—1)

5 1
mzzjl (5m +A)* log'*et |t ; )
5,712 i PR . :
2a t -1 t - .
< Z L{t < fm} sm (logt)(1+€)/2 y a+1/2 ZY,m + Z H{t 2 fm} sm (logt)(1+€)/2 ¢ z;yﬂvm
j=

m>1 m>1

2 2
2a 5—1/2 5—1/2

1 1
t —1 t

m>1 m>1

[y

(130)
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We have t < f,, = A\ > Ay, which gives us (130).
Observe that for 2 <t < n,

d (512 (146)/2) _ ((14r)/(2r+1) - (1tr 1+€
p (tét (logt) ) =t (logt) w1 + 5 logt | >0

and

dt 2r+1 2

1 1
d (t)\l/251/2(1 gt)(H_E)/ ) _ )\t1/25tl/2(10gt)(5—1)/2 (logt—|— +'£> > 0.

This says that {t(Stl/Q(log t)(1+5)/2} and {t)\;métlm(log t)(”f)/z} satisfies the criteria for {v;}

n (125).

This observation on derivatives and (130) helps us to write

gu g0 | ;
E | ma m - Y.
1<t§XTm> (5m + A)2 logl e t; j,m

2
2a 5—1/2 1 t 5,5_1/2
max

< m t A -1 v
= Z A?“ZE e (log £)(1+6)/2 )\1/2t Zyj’m * Z S B fm<t<T | (log t)(1+6)/2 ¢

m>1

S You

+ 5_10
10g1+€ tA 12 Sm Z Z 2 logl-‘rft

m>1 fm t<fm m>1 t> fm
615_ 1+2a
Y e ¥ el S S
1<t<T >5t—1/2r 1<t<T m< 6—1/2r
-1
—1/2r oy —1/2r
=c y O, ") +e Y ——L=—0(5 ')
21001 £ 21601t t
1ser b log t | Septilogo e
1 5—1—1/2r> 1
> O(t =Y —-0(1) <.
1+€ 14+¢
1<tSTtlog t t 1<tSTtlog t

The (131) follows from (125). For (132), with the realization Ay, < s, we may write

57171+2a 1

T

1720 "t fm

m>6. —1/2r

m>0d,

similar idea is outlined at (140) which comes as a consequence from Lemma 34.

Lemma 30. Let £ >0 and 1 >b>a+1/2>1/4. Then for any k > 1, we have

G2a 62(b—a—1)

j t—s _ AN LA
Egﬁépﬁ%+hﬂwbéﬁ@_@“m“%ﬂ Déslerl) = Ol

72

—_

5,20 1 1
< cy m27’)\t —— Z h\ )\2(1 < c9 Z mzr)\t <c2 /5;1/% $27'>\t dx = 0(5

(132)
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Proof. Denote wj = (Xj, Lg1/2(dk)) 2 and wjm = (Xj, Lg1/2(dm))c2. Let Y]]fm = Uj kUjm —
Elw; kjm) = (Xj, L2 (k) 22(X;, L2 (dm)) 22 — (drs Tdm) 2. Observe that

t

1
(r; (T(s0 — T)j) 2 = e > Vi
1=s+1

Again, We are going to prove the result for a general interval {1,...,T}, the result for the (s, €]
follows from translation and stationarity.

Using Lemma 19, we may write

2

t
> Vil | = 0Wsksm.
j=1

We use Lemma 36 to establish for any non-decreasing sequence {v;}

t 2 T
1
E =C E — 133
1rilta<XT ’_Yt — - 7t25k577’w ( )

for some constant C' > 0.
The rest of proof follows exactly as the proof of Lemma 29, just by replacing Y]km with Y;
and therefore omitted.
O

Lemma 31. Let £ >0 and 1 >b>a+1/2 > 1/4. Let {h;} be sequence of L? functions such
that 3[L /2 (hi), Lgij2(hi)] < M < oo. Then we have

52(1 5t2(b—a—1) 1 t
E | max - ; D (X Lgara (7)) 22( X5, Ligaa(dm)) 2 — (Bgs Tbm) 2)

s<t§em21 (Em + A—s )2b ]og1+£( 3) t—s .

Proof. Let
Yim = (Xj, Lgr/2(hy)) 22X, Lycrs2(dm)) g2 — (hjs Tdm) 2

Similar to the last two proofs, we are going to establish the result on a generic interval {1,..., T},
the case in the lemma follows from translation and stationarity.

Observe that
E[(X}, Lg/2(hj)) c2{Xj, Ly12(dm)) c2] = (hj, Tdm) 2,
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and
E[LKl/2 (¢m)7 LKl/2 (¢m)] = <T¢ma ¢m>£2 = Sm-
Using this, from Lemma 19, we may establish

2

t t
E 1> Yim| | SO sm.
i=1 i=1

Now, similar to (125), we apply Lemma 36 to have: for any non-decreasing sequence {'yt}thl

1 ¢ i G
E | max |— Y Vim :Cz?sm (134)
t=1 't

<T
1<t< ’)/t j 1
for some constant C' > 0.

The rest of proof follows exact same steps as the proof of Lemma 29 and therefore omitted.
O

Lemma 32. Let a,b,q > 0. Let p,r be some constant. Suppose D : L> — L? be some linear
operator. Suppose f,h € L2. Then we have

by q
7011 < (14 (32) ) 7D+ A0 9T gl 77T+ AT s (139

a

o feal < (14 (3

q
> ) | T7P(T + ML) h|| 2 |TP(T + AI)9R|| £2. (136)

a

Proof. We are going to establish (135) and the proof for (136) follows similarly. The proof is
divided in three steps. We establish some necessary result in Step 1 and Step 2 and complete
the proof in Step 3 by using them.

Step 1: For d > ¢, we are going to establish the following in this step.

A\ !
ITP(T + Aal)? fll 2 < TP(T + AD)? fl 2 < </\d> ITP(T + AaD)* f1] 22 (137)

Let f = ijl aj¢j. Observe that j2" < s; > 0 and

1 1 Ae S5+ Ac

(5j+)\d) - (Ej—f-)\c) A~ Sj+ A

d>c <= (5;+Ac) > (55 + \g) =

It lead us to

ITP(T + D)2 f |72 =) 577 (s; + Aa)™a3 < D> 577(55 + Ae)®a3 = [|TP(T + AL)7 |2
j>1 Jj=1
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and

Py +)\C 2b
ITP(T + AT 1| = 3 677(s + Ac)a? Z<] ) §27(s) + Aa)la?
>

= $;+ Mg

A 2b 5P , \ % .
<{T E,*Z = TP(T + M\gI) 71 .
> <)\d> = (5] +)\d>2qaj <)\d> || ( d ) f”[ﬂ

Step 2: For d > ¢, we are going to establish the following in this step.
| TPD(T + AX)™9T" ||op < | TPD(T + AgI) 9T op- (138)

Observe that

1 1
> .
(5j + X)) (ﬁj + o)

b>a <= (s;+ ) > (55 + ) =

It lead us to

TP D(T + AD)™1T" |lop

= sup |[(h,TPD(T + )\CI)_qTTh>£2|
heL?
1l g2=1

= sup | DY ke (85, TPD(T + AI) ™I ¢y 1o

heL? P> >

= sup | Y Y hjhe (TP, D(T + AD) T ¢y 1o

heL? P> >
HhHL2:1 ]_1 m_l

217 27“

= sup ZZhh G T (¢, D) o

heL? P> >
HhH£2:1 12 1m>1

2p 2r

< sup Z Z hjhm, (RS WE (05, Dbm) 2

heL? > >
HhH£2:1 1= 1m>1

= sup > Y hjhe (TP¢;, D(T + Aa) 9T ) o

heL? P> >

= sup Y Y hjhe (5, TPD(T + AgD) 1T ¢} s

heL? P> >
HhH£2:1 ]_1 m_l

= sup [(h,TPD(T + X\gl)"9T"h) .|
heL?
1Al z2=1

= TP D(T + AgI)™9T" | op.
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Step 3: Using (137) and (138), we may write

177D
—L{b > a}| TP D(T + NI) 9T~ T"(T + NL)7 S| z2 + 1{b < a}|TPD(T + D)~ T~"T"(T + M) f]| 2
<U{b > a} [T/ DT + WD) T | |7 (T + M) 2
A q
10 < a (32) 17D - XD T g 77+ A

a

by q
= (1 i <Ab> > ITPD(T + XD) 1T [lop || T7(T + Aa) | 2-
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G Lower bound

Proof of Lemma 1. We prove a more general result and the required result follows as a special

case.
For Zj = (Y}, X;), let P be the joint distribution of {Z;}]_, following

yj = (Xj, B) 2 +¢j, for1 <j <A,
Yj = &js for A < j <nmn,

where {X;}7_; is independent standard Brownian motion and {e;}7_; YN (0,1). Let P be

the joint distribution of {Z}}_; with Z} = (Y], X}) which follows

y}:(X},B)CQ—FE;, for1 <j <A+39,
y;.:&‘;.’ fOYA+5<]§n

where {X]}7_; is independent standard Brownian motion and {e’}"_, N (0,1). We assume

that the two datasets are independent. Observe that

A+0
KL(Py; Pl = Y. KL(B™P"),
j=A+1

where Pg’"(y,x) and Plj’"(y,m) are distributions of (y;, X;) and (y;,X]’) respectively. For A <
j < A 49, one may write

KL (Pg’"; Pf"") = // log {m}pﬁ’"@!w)p(%) dy dx
1 xr
— [[ 5 (@)% — 2o pree) w7 wlepta) dy da
:‘12
— ;5 [ @ Okpeyiz =7

where in the first line we used the conditional density pé’”(y|x), )" (yz), and p(x) as the density
of Xj; in the second and the last line we use the fact that y;|X; ~ N (0,1) under pé’n(y]x).
This lead us to KL (P}; PP*) = 6x*/2 and we already have n(PJ*) — n(P§) = 6. Following from
LeCam’s lemma (see e.g. Yu, 1997 and Theorem 2.2 of Tsybakov, 2004), we may write

inf sup E (17— n(P)] > S0/

n PeP

The result now follows by putting § = % with the realization that, for large n, % <A <nj2.
O
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H oa-mixing
The strong mixing or c-mixing coefficient between two oc—fields A and B is defined as

a(A,B)= sup |P(ANB)— P(A)P(B)|.
AeA,BeB

Lemma 33. Let X and Y be random variables. Then for any positive numbers p, q,r satisfying
1,11 _
5—&-5—1—;—1, we have
|Cou(X,Y)| < 4| X [[pl|Ylly {a(o(X), o (¥))}/".
H.1 Strong law of large numbers

Theorem 5. Let {Z;} be centered alpha mizing time series such that a(k) = O (W)

for some p > 2, where Ly, is non-decreasing sequence satisfying
1
d <o and Li—Lp_1 = O (Ly/k).

Suppose for some 1 < p < p < oo one has

Z E2/p |Zt\l’

t=1

Then Yy 11 Z/n converges a.s to 0.

Proof. Using L, in the Definition 1.4 of McLeish (1975), {a(n)} is sequence of size—p/(p — 2).
Following their Remark 2.6b, the results directly follows from their Lemma 2.9 with g;(x) = P,
dt—land Xt Zt/t ]

H.2 Central limit theorem

Below is the central limit theorem for a-mixing random variable. For a proof, one may see
Doukhan (2012).

Theorem 6. Let {Z;} be a centred a-mizing stationary time series. Suppose that it holds for
some § > 0,

Za(k’)‘s/(z*‘s) < oo and E(|Z1*?) < 0.
k=1

Denote S, = > "1 Zy and 02 = E [|S,*]. Then

S|t

On

— W(t),

where the convergence is in Skorohod topology and W (t) is the standard Brownian motion on
[0, 1].
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I Inequalities

Lemma 34. Let f : [0,00] — [0, 00] be monotonically decreasing continuous function such that
o0
[ f(z)dz < co. Then

1
/f )dz <Y f(k) /f )dz < f(0 /f

k>1

Lemma 35. Let r > 1 be a constant. For any positive sequence s; < 772" and ¢ > 1/2 we have

)
J < —1/2r
Z (a +5])g0 s ao (139)

given any o > 0. Here c; > 0 is some constant.

Proof. Given s; =< 472", we have some positive constants ¢ and c3 such that cgj 2" < 5; <
C3j_2ra o
S (03]‘727‘
J
j§>:1 (a+55)? 3231 (4 coj=2r)% Z aﬂr + c2)%

Now, we shall upper bound the quantity on the right of above equation using Lemma 34.
Observe that the function defined by z — m satisfy the conditions of Lemma 34 and
therefore

Z; <. +/°° v
(0 + )7 = (aa® + )¢

Jj=>1
Observe that
(CYONE d (c2/a) /2" d o _ s
(axQT T e)” T < T= oA T 4= e
oo L (140)
C6
/ o dr < / s dr = T
(cafo)t/2r (aa? + c2)? ca o)t/ (Q T)(p al/2r
Using (140) we may write,
[o.¢]
1
/ S R M cs + Cg
1 (axZT +02)<p al/2r
which lead us to the required result.
O

Corollary 1. Let {oy,},,~, be positive sequence converging to 0. Under assumptions of Lemma 55,

we have
glt2t

J _ —1/2r
———— =0 ( ) (141)
; (a + 55) 172
Lemma 36. Let {Z;} be a sequence of random variable. Let & > 0. Suppose
2
= O(t).

t

> %

m=1

E
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Then for any positive non-increasing sequence {7y}, we have

2

t n
, 2
E | max %;Zy 1) tz:;%- (142)
Consequently we have
' 2
E =0(1). 14
e gﬁ o(1) (143)

Proof. Observe that (142) follows directly from Theorem B.3 of Kirch (2006).

n
Note that {1} is a non-increasing sequence and from (142)
t=2

Vtloghtet

t 2

1

and the (143) follows from the fact that ) ;°, m < 0. O

E | max
1<t<n

1
= O(I)Z Tﬁt’

Pt tlog

Lemma 37. Let v > 0. Let {Z;} be a sequence of random variable. Suppose we have
E|IS/P| < ¢/ — ).
where Sf = i:i Zy. and ¢ > 0 is some absolute constant. Then for any given € > 0

P(Vr>1/u, 1Sy < Clﬁ(logrv—i—l)) >1—e¢,

NG
where C7 = @\/g.

In other words

a Zi| = Op(1).
o1 /Xu T (log )+1) Z O
Proof. Observe that using Lemma 36 with v, = 1, we can get

E [max |St|2] <c(j—1i)

1<t<j

for some absolute constant ¢ > 0.

We are going to use the peeling argument for the proof. With

11
] E[ max ]SHQ} c.

Sk
max

E
m<k<2m f

m<k<2m
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Let’s define A; = [2j “L/v,27/ 1/]. Using Markov’s inequality we may write,

r( \ x> > | <o
max |— < cx
m<k<2m Vk

Cc

max
m<k<2m

kEA]'

— P U{

kEAj

a2j2’

> a(logy kv + 1)} <

The last equation follows from

27y <k<2 /v = j<loggkv+1<j+1.

And
Sr
P — | > a(logyrv + 1)
r>1/v "
S
=P {"“ > a(log, kv + 1)}
7>1 kEAj k
S Sk
gZP U —| > a(logy kv + 1)
j=1 kEA; vk
€ =1 em?
SED IRl
7=1
With o? = = = 22 and log(2) < 1, we can have

Cy
> — 1 1 <
P (gl?/x || \@W( ogrv+ )) <e
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