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autoregressive moving averages (VARMA) have been much less considered. This paper in-
troduces a high-dimensional model for capturing VARMA dynamics, namely the Scalable
ARMA (SARMA) model, by combining novel reparameterization and tensor decomposi-
tion techniques. To ensure identifiability and computational tractability, we first consider a
reparameterization of the VARMA model and discover that this interestingly amounts to a
Tucker-low-rank structure for the AR coefficient tensor along the temporal dimension. Mo-
tivated by this finding, we further consider Tucker decomposition across the response and
predictor dimensions of the AR coefficient tensor, enabling factor extraction across variables
and time lags. Additionally, we consider sparsity assumptions on the factor loadings to ac-
complish automatic variable selection and greater estimation efficiency. For the proposed
model, we develop both rank-constrained and sparsity-inducing estimators. Algorithms and
model selection methods are also provided. Simulation studies and empirical examples con-
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1 Introduction

The advent of the big data era has sparked a surge of interest in high-dimensional time series
(HDTS) modelling. The goal is to build a single model to efficiently capture the dependence
structure across both time and variables. Existing HDTS models are mostly developed within
the framework of finite-order vector autoregression (VAR); see, e.g., [Basu and Michailidis| (2015));
Wang et al.| (2021b). Recently, empirical studies have shown that these models can be overly
restrictive: The lag order typically has to be very large, or even grow with the sample size, in
order to adequately fit HDTS data (Athanasopoulos and Vahid, 2008; |Chan et al., 2016; |Dias and
Kapetanios| [2018; Wilms et al.l [2021)). However, this would entail a large number of coefficient
matrices, which makes the fitted model rather cumbersome to interpret.

The limitation of the finite-order VAR reveals the paramount importance of the more general
infinite-order VAR model, which is commonly parameterized as the vector autoregressive moving
average (VARMA) model to ensure parsimony (Liitkepohl, |2005; Tsay, 2014; Pena and Tsay,
2021)). For simplicity, consider the VARMA(1, 1) model for an observed time series {y,}’; as
follows:

Y, =Py, |+ —Ogy, (1.1)

where y, € RY, g, € RY is the innovation term, and ®, @ € RV are AR and MA coefficient

matrices. Assuming invertibility, the model can be written into the following VAR(c0) form,

Y, = Z Ajyt—j + &, (12)
j=1
with
Aj=A;(®,0)=0"""(®-0), j=1 (1.3)

Note that the exponential decay of A; as j — o0 is driven by ©, whose eigenvalues are all less
than one in absolute value, so that is well defined. This VAR(w0) form reveals that unlike
the finite-order VAR, VARMA models can achieve very flexible temporal patterns with a much
smaller number of parameters.

Despite the flexibility and parsimony of the VARMA model, it has enjoyed far less popularity
than the finite-order VAR model in practice due to its (i) complicated identification issue, and

(ii) heavy computation burden. Both problems become more cumbersome as the dimension N



increases. Take the VARMA(1,1) as an example. There generally exist many combinations of
(O, @) that lead to the same values for { A1, A,, ...} and hence the same data generating process,
unless suitable identification constraints on (®,@) are imposed. Moreover, the loss function for
parameter estimation involves very high-order N x N matrix polynomials due to the form of
Aj(®,0); e.g., the degree is as high as 2(7" — 1) for the squared loss, where T is the sample size.
Under a large dimension N, such matrix polynomials will incur substantial computation costs.
Furthermore, the VARMA model falls short when it comes to model interpretation, as there is no
intuitive interpretation based directly upon ® and ©®. For instance, to understand the explicit
relationship between y, and its lags, one must rewrite the fitted VARMA model in the VAR(0)
form.

Instead of adhering to the original VARMA framework, this paper seeks a new approach to
parsimoniously parameterizing VAR(c0) processes, which naturally leads to the development of
the corresponding high-dimensional modelling strategy. In this paper, we first demonstrate the
formulation of an alternative VAR(c0) model that essentially encompasses the VARMA model
in the low-dimensional setup. This model emerges from a reparameterization of the VARMA
model, with extra degrees of freedom introduced during the reparameterization. A distinctive
advantage of this model is its identifiability: its AR coefficient matrices A; are expressed using
parameters that are identifiable without the need for any additional constraints. Moreover, we
uncover a fascinating connection between the parameterization of these AR coefficient matrices
and the tensor factorization. This connection allows us to gain deeper insights into how the
model captures temporal patterns across an infinite number of lags using only a finite number
of parameters. Specifically, consider the N x N x oo coefficient tensor A formed by stacking
the N x N AR coefficient matrices {A;, As,...} across all lags. The parameterization of this

alternative VAR(c0) model assumes that A can be factorized along its third mode as follows:
A =G x3 L(w), (1.4)

where G is an N x N x d tensor of free parameters, with d being a fixed dimension, and L(-)
is an o0 x d matrix-valued function parameterized by a fixed-dimensional parameter vector w.
Here x5 denotes the multiplication of a tensor by a matrix along its third mode; for details about
tensor algebra, see the end of this section. Since the third mode of A corresponds to the time

lags, we call it the temporal mode (or dimension). Clearly, through the factorization in (1.4)), the
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dimension of the temporal mode of A is reduced from o to a fixed number, i.e., the dimension of
w. Thus, writing the parameterization in the form of elucidates the mechanism underlying
the parsimony of this VAR(o0) model along the temporal dimension.

However, to apply the VAR(c0) model with parameterization to the high-dimensional
setup, dimension reduction is still needed for the first two modes of the N x N x oo coefficient
tensor A. Note that the first two modes of A arise from the rows and column dimensions of
the N x N AR coefficient matrices A;’s. Thus, they further correspond to the dimensions of the
response y, € RY and the lagged predictors Y, € R, respectively; see the VAR(o0) form in
(L.2). For convenience, we refer to them as the response and predictor modes (or dimensions) of
A, respectively. It is important to note that the factorization in ((1.4)) implies that A has Tucker
rank d at its temporal mode. We refer the readers to the end of this section for the definition of
Tucker ranks and Section for more details about the Tucker decomposition of a tensor. The
low-Tucker-rank property at the temporal mode naturally motivates us to further assume that
A also has low Tucker ranks at the response and predictor modes. This enables a simultaneous
dimension reduction for the N x N x oo coefficient tensor A in three different directions, leading
to an effective dimension of O(NV).

As discussed in Section [3.3 the low-Tucker-rank structure for A can be interpreted from
the dynamic factor modelling perspective. Specifically, the low-rankness along the response and
predictor dimensions (i.e., the first two modes) of A implies latent factor structures. This means
that the N-dimensional response y, and lagged predictors y,_; are summarized into R, response
factors and R4 predictor factors, respectively. Here, R; « N represents the Tucker rank of A
at the ith mode for i = 1,2. We name this low-Tucker-rank VAR(o0) model the scalable ARMA
(SARMA) model to highlight its scalability across response, predictor and temporal dimensions,
as well as its connection with the VARMA model.

In addition, in the ultra-high-dimensional setup where N may grow exponentially with the
sample size T, we further consider a sparse low-Tucker-rank (SLTR) structure for A by imposing
entrywise-sparsity on the loadings of the response and predictor factors. This results in a more
substantial dimension reduction and can be interpreted as an automatic selection of important
variables into the response and predictor factors. For the proposed SARMA model, we introduce
two estimators: (i) the rank-constrained estimator for the case with non-sparse factor loadings,

and (ii) the SLTR estimator for the case with sparse factor loadings. For both estimators, we



derive nonasymptotic error bounds and develop a consistent estimator for the Tucker ranks. The
algorithms for implementing the proposed methods are detailed in the supplementary file.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. Section [2| outlines the motivations behind the
proposed methods in simple settings. Section |3| introduces the low-dimensional VAR(c0) model,
the high-dimensional SARMA model, and the dynamic factor interpretations of the latter. Sec-
tion [4] develops estimation methods in both non-sparse and sparse cases, together with theoretical
properties. Section [5| proposes a consistent estimator for the Tucker ranks. Simulation and em-
pirical studies are provided in Sections [0] and [7] respectively. Section [§] concludes with a brief
discussion. Algorithms and technical details are given in a separate supplementary file.

Unless otherwise specified, we denote scalars by lowercase letters x,y, ..., vectors by boldface
lowercase letters «, vy, ..., and matrices by boldface capital letters X,Y,.... For any a,b € R,
denote a v b = max{a,b} and a A b = min{a,b}. For any vector x, denote its ¢, norm by
|z|la. For any matrix X € R“*% let 01(X) = 02(X) = -+ = 04 r0,(X) = 0 be its singular
values in descending order. Let X', opax(X) (01 omin(X)), Amax(X) (or Apnin(X)), and rank(X)
denote its transpose, largest (or smallest) singular value, largest (or smallest) eigenvalue, and rank,
respectively. Its vectorization vec(X) is the long vector obtained by stacking all its columns. In
addition, its operator norm, Frobenius norm, and nuclear norm are | X |op = 0max(X), | X|r =

;X ?j = Z;AldQ o2(X), and | X |, = leAldQ o,(X), respectively. For any two sequences x,,
and y,, denote z,, < y, (or x, 2 y,) if there exists an absolute constant C' > 0 such that x,, < Cy,
(or x, = Cy,). Write z, =y, if , < ¥y, and z, 2 y,. Let I be the indicator function taking
value one when the condition is true and zero otherwise. The capital letters C, Cg, ... and lowercase
letters ¢, cq, ... represent generic large and small positive absolute constants, respectively, whose
values may vary from place to place.

This paper involves third-order tensors, a.k.a. three-way arrays, which are denoted by calli-
graphic capital letters. For example, a dy x dy x d3 tensor is X = (X;,iyis)1<is<dy 1<ip<ds 1 <is<ds-
It has three modes, with dimension d; for mode i, for 1 < ¢ < 3. The Frobenius norm of the

tensor is defined as |[X|r = /2, 4,4 X? ;.i,- The mode-3 product of X and a K x d3 matrix Y

iS the d1 X d2 X K tensor giVGIl by DC X3 Y = (Zif':l xiliQiSYkiS)1<il$d171<12<d271<k<[(. Similarly,
the mode-i multiplication x; between X and a K X d; matrix can be defined for ¢ = 1,2. The
matricization along mode ¢ of X results in a matrix where the mode ¢ becomes the rows of the

matrix, and the other modes are collapsed into the columns. The mode-i matricization is denoted



by X, and it can be shown that Xy = (X1,..., Xa,), Xy = (X1,..., X)) € R42xd1ds - and
X = (vec(X1),...,vec(Xy,)) € R¥*4d The Tucker rank of X at mode ¢ is the rank of X,
ie., R; = rank(X;) for 1 < i < 3 (Tucker, |1966; De Lathauwer et al., [2000). Unlike row and

column ranks of a matrix, R, R, and R3 in general are not identical.

2 Motivation for the SARMA model

2.1 Reparameterizing the VARMA model

For ease of understanding, we outline the main ideas behind the proposed SARMA model in this
and the next subsection, before formally giving the definitions and properties of the model in
Section [3]

Suppose that an N-dimensional time series {y,} is generated from the VAR(c0) process, y, =
321 Ay, + &, where Aj e RV*N are the AR coefficient matrices. To overcome the parameter
proliferation due to the infinite number of time lags, the VARMA model serves as a parsimonious
parameterization of the VAR(o0) process; see . However, as mentioned in Section , this
parameterization inherently introduce both identification and computational challenges. However,
as we demonstrate via a simple example as follows, a reparameterization can resolve these issues.

For simplicity, consider the VARMA(1,1) model in (1.1]), and suppose that its MA coefficient
matrix © has 0 < r < N distinct nonzero real eigenvalues \j,..., A\, € (=1,0) u (0,1) and no
complex eigenvalues. Then, by Proposition [I] to be provided in Section [3] the AR coefficient
matrices in can be reparameterized as

Aj =0 (2-0) =1;_Gi + > Loy, 'Gr, J =1,
k=1
where G, € RM*N for 1 < k < 1 + r depend on @ and the eigenvectors of @, and I, is the
indicator function which equals one if the condition {-} is true and zero otherwise. Equivalently,

this can be written as

Lir I if k=1
. {.7—1} )
A= Y NGy, with () = . (2.1)
i1 Iisp ML if 2<k<1+m

Now if we relax the dependence of A{,..., A\, and G1,...,G14, on ® and O, but rather treat



them as completely free parameters, then an alternative parsimonious parameterization for the
VAR() process follows. Compared with the original VARMA model, employing a VAR(x)
model with AR coefficient matrices parameterized in the form of has two key advantages.
First, its identifiability does not rely on any additional constraints; see Theorem [If in Section
. Second, it eliminates the need for computing high-order matrix polynomials due to @77
involved in A;(®,®), since each A; is now simply a linear combination of the matrices Gy’s.
This significantly lessens the computational burden compared with the original VARMA model.
Note that while the above example assumes that © has no complex eigenvalues, the key features
of carry over to the general case with both real and complex eigenvalues; see Section
for details. As an alternative framework for modelling VAR(c0) processes, this identifiable and
computationally friendly model serves as the foundation for the proposed SARMA model for

high-dimensional time series.

2.2 A tensor decomposition viewpoint

While Section focuses on the temporal dimension, an interesting connection between the pa-
rameterization in and the tensor decomposition motivates our strategies for reducing the
cross-sectional dimensions in the proposed SARMA model.

Let A be a tensor of size N x N x o obtained by stacking the AR coefficient matrices
{A1, Ay, ...}, and likewise let G be a tensor of size N x N x (1 4+ r) obtained by stacking
{G4,...,G1,,}. Since the third mode of A corresponds to the time lags, we call it the tem-

poral mode (or dimension). In addition, define the co x (1 + r) matrix-valued function:

1 0 --- 0
0 A\ - A
L(X) = :

0 A2 ... )2

where A = (A1,...,A.). Then it can be readily verified that (2.1)) is equivalent to a factorization
of A along the temporal mode:
A =G x3; L. (2.2)

Note that through the above factorization, the dimension of the temporal mode of A is reduced

from oo to r, i.e., the dimension of A. This finding offers us a fresh angle to understand how



the temporal dimension for the VAR(o0) model is effectively reduced via parameterization ([2.1]).
Simply speaking, by factoring out L(A), the essential temporal patterns are extracted along the
temporal mode of A, i.e., across time lags.

However, when the cross-sectional dimension N is large, we still need to conduct dimension
reduction for the first two modes of A, which we refer to as the response and predictor modes,
respectively. These two modes arise from the rows and column dimensions of the N x N AR
coefficient matrices A;’s, hence corresponding to the dimensions of the response y, € RY and
the lagged predictor y, ; € RY, respectively. Motivated by the temporal factorization in (2.2),
it is natural to further factorize A along the response and predictor modes, as we will show in
(3.7). This dimension reduction scheme allows scalability across all three directions, leading to

the formulation of the SARMA model to be proposed in Section

3 Proposed SARMA model

3.1 The low-dimensional VAR (o) model

In Section 2.1} we illustrate that an alternative VAR(c0) parameterization, with AR coefficient
matrices parameterized as in (2.1)), is motivated by a simple VARMA(1,1) model. When this
idea is extended to the VARMA (p, ¢) model, a more general class of VAR(c0) models with AR
coefficient matrices structured similarly to (2.1 is formulated.

For any VARMA(p, ¢) model in the form of y, = 37 | @y, ; + & — 25, ©j&;j, the MA
companion matrix (Litkepohl, [2005)) is defined as

®, 60, - 0,, 6,
I 0 0 0
=10 I 0 0 |,
0O O 1 0
which reduces to ® = ©; when ¢ = 1. Suppose © has exactly r nonzero real eigenvalues,

M € (—=1,1) for 1 < k < r, and s pairs of nonzero complex eigenvalues, (V,,e®™, v,,e~*m) with

Ym € (0,1) and 6,, € (0,7) for 1 <m < s.



Proposition 1. Consider the VARMA(p,q) process y, = > @iy, ; + € — >1_; O ;. Sup-
pose that the corresponding MA companion matriz © has r distinct nonzero real eigenvalues,
M € (=1,1) for 1 < k < r, and s distinct conjugate pairs of nonzero complex eigenvalues,
(Y€ e %) with vy, € (0,1) and 6, € (0,7) for 1 < k < s. Then {y,} has the VAR(x)
representation y, = Zj.c:l Ay, + e with Aj = ZZ=1 Uin(w)Gy for j =1, and

Lij—ry if 1 <k <p,
Uin(w) = Ljspr1y N ? ifp+1<k<p+r

Tiops1) Vi, P [€0s(j = P)On,, +sin(j — )by, ], ifp+r+1<k<d,

where d = p+r+2s, my = k—p, n, = [k_g_r], w=(N,...; \,7,01,...,7,0s), and Gy, ..., Gy €

RN*N depend on the coefficient matrices ®;’s and ©;’s of the VARMA model.

Note that ([2.1)) is a special case of Proposition [I| with p = r = 1 and s = 0. While Proposition
originates from a VARMA process, it motivates an alternative class of VAR(c0) models which
treat w and Gy, ..., Gy as free parameters. For any given model orders (p,r, s), this multivariate

time series model is defined as follows:

d
ZA]yt Jten with A= Ay Z w)Gy, (3.1)

7j=1

where d = p 4+ r + 25, G, e RV*N for 1 < k < d, the parameter space of w is
={we R | |\, €(0,1),0, € (0,m) for 1 <k <r7and1<h< s}, (3.2)

and /; x(w) is the (j, k)-th entry of the matrix

I, o - 0 0 0 xd
L(w) = e R™*¢, (3.3)
(0 €)oo L) £ (1, 0:) - ‘ZH%GS))

with

0) ~2 20) ~3 39) ...\
) = (WA L) and £(v,0) = (WOS() 77 cos(20) 77 cos(30) )

vsin(f) ~*sin(20) ~?sin(36)
for any A and (7, 6); see also the concurrent work by [Zheng (2024)) which does not provide the
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theoretical properties below. Given the model orders (p,r, s), the following theorem implies that

the parameters w and G4, ..., G4 for this model are identifiable.

Theorem 1 (Identifiability). Suppose that G1,...,Gq # 0 and w € Q. If \y < -+ < A, and
the pairs (Ym,0m)’s are distinct and sorted in ascending order of v,,’s and 0,,’s, then there is a

one-to-one correspondence between matrices {A, Ag, ...} and {w,Gy,...,Gq}, where A;’s are
defined as in (3.1)).

Since any VAR(o0) process is uniquely defined by its AR coefficient matrices {A;, As, ...},
Theorem [1| establishes the identifiability of w and G4, ..., G4 up to a permutation. Thus, unlike
the VARMA model, no additional parameter constraint is needed for the identification of the pa-
rameters {w, G, ..., Gq}. Moreover, with A;’s parameterized as linear combinations of matrices,
the computation for this model avoids any high-order matrix polynomials, which substantially
reduces the computational cost compared to the VARMA model.

The following theorem gives a sufficient condition for the weak (second-order) stationarity of

the model.

Theorem 2 (Weak stationarity). Suppose that {€;} is an i.i.d. sequence with E(|e;]2) < co. If

there exists 0 < p < 1 such that

p d
p
max{| M|, ..., A, Ys) < d Gillop + —— Gillop < 1, 3.4
ax{| A1 ALy sh < pan /;:1' ko 1—Pk=§p+1 koo (3.4)

then there exists a unique weakly stationary solution to model (3.1)), and it has the form of y, =
r-:t+2;11 Wie, j, where ¥; = > Zj1+---+jk:j Aj - Aj, and A; = ZZ:1 Uiw(w)Gy forallj = 1.

3.2 The high-dimensional SARMA model

As discussed in Section , the parameterization in (2.1)) can be viewed as a factorization of the
N x N x o coefficient tensor A along the temporal mode, i.e., (2.2). This viewpoint can be
directly generalized to model (3.1)). Indeed, the second equation in (3.1)) for j > 1 is equivalent to

A =G x3 L(w), (3.5)

where G is the N x N x d tensor formed by stacking {G1, ..., G4}, and L(w) is the oo x d matrix
defined in (3.3), with d = p+7r+2s. By tensor algebra (Kolda and Bader|, [2009), this factorization

10



implies that the Tucker rank of A at its third mode, Rg = rank(As)), is at most d. Thus, model
can be regarded as a dimension reduction scheme for the temporal mode of A within the
VAR(w0) framework.

For high-dimensional time series, the above viewpoint motivates us to further conduct the
dimension reduction for the response and predictor modes of A. Specifically, we impose the

low-Tucker-rank assumption on A for its first two modes as follows:
R; =rank(Ay) « N, i=1,2.

Note that rank(A;)) = rank(G;)) for i = 1,2, as the factorizations along different modes of the
tensor do not interfere with each other. Thus, this is also equivalent to assuming that G has low

Tucker ranks at its first two modes:

R; =rank(Gp)) « N, i=1,2. (3.6)

RRI XRQ xd

Then, under this assumption, there exist a small tensor 8 € and full-rank matrices

U, e RV*Ri for i = 1,2 such that G = 8 x; U, x5 Uy, which along with (3.5 implies that

.A=§ x1 Uq %y U%ng(w) = [8;U,,U,, L(w)], (3.7)
S

In tensor algebra, is called the Tucker decomposition of the tensor A, with 8 termed the
core tensor, and U;,U, and L(w) termed the factor matrices. Note that the factorization of G
is written mainly to facilitate the understanding of low-Tucker-rank assumption; see Section [3.3]
The unknown parameters to be estimated are still w and Gy, ..., Gy (i.e., the tensor G).

Similar to the low-rankness of matrices, the low-Tucker-rank assumption enables a reduction
in the number of parameters for the coefficient tensor: it reduces the effective dimension of G from
N2d to O(N(R1 + R2) + R1Rad). From the viewpoint of VAR(c0) modelling, (3.7)) reveals that
a simultaneous dimension reduction is conducted across the response, predictor, and temporal
modes of the AR coefficient tensor A. To emphasize the resulting scalability across all three
directions, we name model with the low-Tucker-rank assumption in for G the Scalable
ARMA (SARMA) model.

11



3.3 Dynamic factor interpretation

In this section, we discuss the interpretation of the low-Tucker-rank assumption in for the
SARMA model and show that it implies low-dimensional dynamic factor structures underlying
both the response y, and the lagged predictor series y,_;’s.

As the model is parameterized by w and G, it is not necessary to construct estimators for
the components 8, U; and U, in the factorization of G. Nonetheless, the representation in
facilitates our understanding of the low-Tucker-rank assumption on G for the VAR(o0) model.
It reveals that while L(w) extracts essential patterns from the temporal mode of the coefficient
tensor A, the matrices U; and U, summarize information along the cross-sectional dimension of

the response and lagged predictors, respectively. Note that
9 =8 X1 Ul X9 U2 = (S X1 Ol X9 Og) X1 (UlOl_l) X9 (U202_1) (38)

for any invertible matrices O; with ¢ = 1,2, indicating the rotational and scale indeterminacies of
the components. Without loss of generality, the normalization constraint UU; = Ig, for i = 1,2
can be imposed to facilitate interpretations.

Moreover, the SARMA model can be interpreted from the factor modelling perspective, with
U, and U, representing loading matrices for the response factors and lagged predictor factors,
respectively. To see this, first consider the simple example with Tucker ranks R; = R, = 1. In
this case, 8 = (s1,...,54) € R? := s and U; := u; € R for i = 1,2 all reduce to vectors, hence
denoted by bold lowercase letters. Then, implies Gy, = spuju) for 1 < k < d, which are
rank-one matrices. As a result, A; = ZZII U p(w)spugul, for j = 1. Note that uy and u, capture
patterns from the rows and columns of A;’s, respectively. Consequently, with the normalization

uiu; = 1 for i = 1,2, a single-factor model is implied as follows:

0
1 _ ) /
Uy = Z Z Cin(w)sk YUY e,
. M j=1k=1 M
single response factor single predictor factor

where e, = ue;. For instance, suppose that y, contains realized volatilities of N stocks in a
market. Then wjy, and uyy, ; can be viewed as latent response and lagged predictor factors,
respectively, which can also be regarded as two different market volatility indices. The predictor

factor loading wy encapsulates how the the past signals from various stocks are absorbed into
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the market, while the response factor loading w; summarizes the overall response of the present
market to these signals; see also Section [7] for an empirical example.

For general Tucker ranks Ry and R, analogously we have

d
Y = Z gj,k(w)SkUIQyt—j + €. (3.9)

<
Il
_
Bl
Il
Jut

Here, Uy, represents R response factors, while U’Qyt_j represents Ro lagged predictor factors.
with the loading matrices being U; € RV*®i for 4 = 1 and 2, respectively. Thus, by imposing
the low-Tucker-rank assumption on G in , simultaneous dimension reduction is achieved by
extracting factors across both the response and lagged predictors. For convenience, we call R
and Rs the response and predictor ranks, respectively.

In addition, when N is extremely large, we may further assume that U; and U, are sparse
matrices for more efficient dimension reduction. This implies that each factor contains only a
small subset of variables. Take Uy, as an example. For 1 < ¢ < N and 1 < k < Ry, if the
(1, k)th entry of U is nonzero, then it implies that the ith variable in y, is selected into the kth
response factor. This sparsity assumption, which is embedded in the Tucker decomposition, will

make the estimation of the SARMA model more challenging; see Section for details.

4 High-dimensional estimation

4.1 Rank-constrained estimator

We first introduce a rank-constrained approach to estimate the parameter vector w and the low-
Tucker-rank parameter tensor G. As will be shown in Section [4.3] this estimator is consistent
under N = o(T'), where T is the sample size; another estimation method applicable to the ultra-
high-dimensional case which allows log(N)/T" — 0 will be introduced in Section

Let @, = (Y} 1,Y, o,...). Then the squared error loss function is Ly(w,G) = S, |y, —
Az:|3, where Agy = (A1, Ag,...) with A; = A;(w,G) = D0 £;(w)Gy, for j > 1. Since
the loss depends on observations in the infinite past, initial values for {y,,t < 0} are needed

in practice. We set them to zero for simplicity, that is, let & = (y, ,...,%7,0,0,...)" be the
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initialized version of @;, and define the feasible squared loss function:

(4.1)

2

T T t—1
~ 2
Lr(w,9) = Y Iy~ Aq@li = Y v — . Aj(w, 9.,
t=1 t=1 j=1
The initialization effect will be accounted for in our theoretical analysis.
Suppose that the response and predictor ranks (R, Ry) are known; see Section [5| for a data-
driven selection procedure. When N is moderately large compared to 7', we propose the rank-

constrained estimator as follows:

(@,6) = argmin Ly(w,S), (4.2)
weﬂ,SeI‘(Rl ,Rz)

where Q is defined in (3.2)), and the parameter space of G is
[(R1,R2) = {G e RVN*| rank(G(1)) < Ri,rank(G)) < Ra}.

Then based on the results from (4.2)), we can obtain A=Gx, L(®); i.e., the corresponding AR

coefficient matrices are estimated by Aj = 22:1 fj,k(cf.:)é'k for j = 1.

Remark 1. Note that does not require estimation of 8, Uy and Us, i.e., the components
in the Tucker decomposition of G. Thus, the rotational and scale indeterminacies in (3.8) are
not an issue. However, to interpret the underlying dynamic factor structure presented in (3.9)),
it 1s beneficial to conduct the Tucker decomposition ofg to obtain the corresponding estimated
loading matrices ﬁl and ﬁg after the rank-constrained estimation in . A common approach
to ensure the uniqueness of the Tucker decomposition is to employ the higher-order singular value
decomposition (HOSVD), which is the special Tucker decomposition as follows (De Lathauwer
et al., 12000). Specifically, to get the HOSVD, G=8 X1 ﬁl X9 ﬁg, the matrix ﬁl is defined as the
top R; left singular vectors ofg(i) with the first element in each column of IAJZ being positive, fori =
1,2. This rules out both rotational and sign indeterminacies. In addition, by the orthonormality
of ﬁz ’s, we can compute 8 = § X1 ﬁ/l X o (7/2 Thus, the factor representation in for the fitted
model can be obtained. This will allow us to clearly interpret the dynamic factor structure based

on the uniquely defined loading matrices 0_1 and ﬁQ.

14



4.2 Sparse low-Tucker-rank estimator

When N is very large relative to the sample size T', the rank-constrained estimator can be inef-
ficient, and a more substantial dimension reduction is needed. Motivated by the dynamic factor
structure in (3.9), we additionally assume that the loadings U; and U, are sparse, and develop
a high-dimensional estimator that simultaneously enforces the low-Tucker-rank and sparse struc-
tures. This not only improves the estimation efficiency but enhances the interpretability as it
automatically selects only important variables into the factors.

However, unlike the rank-constrained estimator in , explicit factorization of § must be
incorporated into the sparse estimation. Moreover, to ensure the identifiability of the sparsity
patterns, we assume that U; is the orthonormal matrix consisting of the top R; left singular
vectors of Gy;), for © = 1,2. This implies that § = G x; U, x, U,. Note that since U; is
orthonormal, it can be shown that 8;) is row-orthogonal, for i = 1, 2.

We consider the following ¢;-regularized sparse low-Tucker-rank (SLTR) estimator:

2
(&,8,U,,U,) = arg min {ET(w,s x1 Uy x2Us) + A )] |Uz~|1} . (4.3)

WEQ,SERO(R17R2),U;Ui=I'Ri7’L'=172 i=1

where

RO(R1, R,) = {8 € RR>*®2xd . 8 1 is row-orthogonal, i = 1,2}.

Then it is straightforward to estimate G and A by G =38 X1 (7'1 X9 I}g and A = G x3 L(®),

respectively; i.e., the estimated coefficient matrices C:'l, e ,C:'d and Aj for j = 1 can be obtained.

4.3 Nonasymptotic error bounds

This section provides nonasymptotic error bounds for the proposed rank-constrained and SLTR
estimators, in the non-sparse and sparse cases, respectively. We assume that the observed time
series {y,}!_, is generated from a stationary SARMA model with response and predictor ranks
(R1, Ra).

Let w* € @ and G* € T'(R1, R2) denote the true values of w and G, respectively. Similarly,
A NS, s, 07s, ete., denote the true values of the corresponding parameters. To prove the

consistency of the rank-constrained estimator, we make the following assumptions.
Assumption 1 (Sub-Gaussian error). Let &, = E;/Qﬁt, where &, is a sequence of i.i.d. random
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vectors with zero mean and var(§,) = Iy, and 3. is a positive definite covariance matriz. In

addition, the coordinates (€;,)1<i<ny within &, are mutually independent and o?-sub-Gaussian.

Assumption 2 (Parameters). (i) There exists an absolute constant 0 < p < 1 such that for
al we Q, M|y Ay, o7s € A, where A is a compact subset of (0,p); (ii) all A\j’s are

K

bounded away from each other, and all pairs (v%,0%)’s are bounded away from each other, for
1<k<randl <m <s; and (iii) maxi<p<d |Gillop < Cg for some absolute constant Cgq > 0,

and |Gillr = « forp+ 1 < k < d, where a = a(N) > 0 may depend on the dimension N.

Assumption [I] is weaker than the commonly imposed Gaussian assumption in the literature
on high-dimensional time series; see, e.g., [Basu and Michailidis| (2015) and [Wilms et al.| (2021)).
Assumption [2{i) requires |A\x|’s and 7,,’s to be bounded away from one. Assumption [2{ii) ensures
that different elements of w* can be distinguished in the estimation. While Assumption [2[(iii)
requires that |Gj|r for p+ 1 < k < d have the same order of magnitude «, it is allowed to vary
with N. This condition can be readily relaxed through a slightly more involved proof. In this
case, the lower and upper bounds of |G}||r will affect the error bounds.

While the proposed model is linear in A, the loss function in is nonconvex with respect
to w and G jointly. As an intermediate step to prove the consistency of the proposed estimators,
the following lemma allows us to linearize A with respect to w and G within a constant-radius

neighborhood of w*; see Remark |2| for more details about the radius c,,.

Lemma 1. Under Assumption [3, for any A = G x3 L(w) with G € RV*N* gnd w € Q, if
|w — w*||2 < cu, then |A — A%|r = |G — G| + a|w — w*||2, where ¢, > 0 is a non-shrinking

radius.

Note that any stationary VAR(o0) process admits the VMA (o0) representation, y, = W, (B)e;,
where B is the backshift operator, and W,(B) = Iy + Z;).Ozl W?B; see Theorem [2| for a suffi-
cient condition for the stationarity of the SARMA model. Here we suppress the dependence of
Ui's on Aj’s and hence w* and Gy’s for brevity. Let fimin(¥s) = minj.j—1 Amin(Ws(2)Ph(2))
and max|;—1 Amax(W(2)¥h(2)), where Wj(z) is the conjugate transpose of ¥,(z) for z € C,
and it can be verified that pmi,(¥,) > 0; see also Basu and Michailidis (2015). Then let
K| = /\min(ZE),umin(\Il*)min{l,c%} and K2 = Apax(2e)tmax(Px) max{l,C’%}, where ¢;,C; > 0
are absolute constants defined in Lemma in the supplementary file.
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Theorem 3 (Rank-constrained estimator). Let dg = RiRad + (R1 + Ra)N. Suppose that | —
w*|y < ¢y and T Z (Kko/k1)*dr log(ka/k1). Then under Assumptions and@ with probability at
least 1 — decdrlog(r2/m) —ge=eN (9 4\ /iy Anax(Ze) A/ N/{(R1 + R2)T}, we have the following

estimation and prediction error bounds:

< KQ)\max(Ee)d’R '
~ /€1T

|ﬁ_A*”FS\/M and ZHA A*) @

2
k1T

Combining Theorem [3] with Lemma [I, we immediately have that with the same probability,
IS~ Sl < v/Rohn (B /(T) and @ — w¥ | < v/Rahs (B2)dr/(@2RT).

For the SLTR estimator, we make the following additional assumptions.

Assumption 3 (Sparsity). Each column of the matriz U; has at most s; nonzero entries, where

i=1,2.

Assumption 4 (Restricted parameter space). The parameter spaces for 8 and U,; with i = 1 or

2 are Qs = {8 € AO(R1,R2) : 01(8()) < Cs < 0,i = 1,2} and U; = {U € RV*Ri

I, and U2 >u>0 or U2 =0,Y1 <j < N,1 <m < R;}, respectively, where u is a uniform
lower threshold, and U j,, is the (j,m)-th entry of the matriz U.

Assumption 5 (Relative spectral gap). The nonzero singular values of Gy satisfy that o3, (G@))—
032-(9@) > 50]2._1(9(1-)) for2<j<R; andi=1,2, where § > 0 is a constant.

Assumption [3| defines the entrywise sparsity of U}’s. In Assumption {] the upper bound
condition on 8 is mild since large singular values in 8 could cause nonstationarity of the process.
The lower threshold u for U,’s is needed to establish the restricted eigenvalue condition (Bickel
et al.; 2009). Since u may shrink to zero as the dimension increases, this is not a stringent
condition. Assumption |5 requires that the singular values of G(;)’s are well separated to ensure
identifiability. See |Wang et al.| (2021b)) for similar assumptions. The consistency of the SLTR

estimator is established as follows.

Theorem 4 (SLTR estimator). Let ds = R1R2d+2§:1 siRilog(N'R;). Suppose that |@—w* |y <
o and T 2 ds+u=" Y7 | Rilog(NR)+u=2(s1vs2)(RivRy)(d+log N). Then under Assumptions
IJ@ if A 2 \//@2/\max .)ds/T, with probability at least 1 — He~ds <" '(R1+Rz+log NR1+log NR2) _
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7052 log N(R1AR2) _ C\/(SQ + Q_l)RQ/T(l + \/<32 + Q_l)RQ/dS), 1t holds

i vl < Vs s 4 (1 + 12)2(51 + 82)\
JA - A*|p < 5 QB,ﬁl 2 2 J(A = A*) @3 < 2521 A

where 771':2?101( 0)/03(G(y) fori=1,2.

Taking A = \/K2Amax(2:)ds/T, the estimation and prediction error bounds in Theorem

become (11 + 172)A/ (51 + 52) Ko Amax (Ze)ds/(B23T) and (1 + 12)(s1 + S2) ko Amax (Xe)ds/(B2kiT),
respectively. Then, in view of Lemma , the high probability bounds for |G — G*|¢ and |& — w* |5

can be easily obtained.

In practice, the ranks R, Rs and model orders p,r, s are usually small. Then by fixing the
constants Amin(2e), Amax(2e); Umin(Ps), tmax(Ps), 71,72 and 3, the estimation error bound for
the rank-constrained estimator A can be simplified to \/]T/T , while that for the SLTR estimator
A reduces to v/ (81 + 89)21log(N)/T.

Remark 2. We give more details about the non-shrinking radius ¢, in Lemmal[ll The result of
Lemma (1] comes from the following first-order Taylor expansion: A(w,§) = Alw,G) — A* =
M(w — w*, G — G*) x3 Lyaa(w*) + remainder, where M : R7+25 x RN*Nxd _, RNxNx(d+7+2s)
is a bilinear function, and Lgq(w*) is a 00 x (d + r + 2s) constant matriz; see the proof of

Lemma (1) in the supplementary file. The negligibility of the remainder term requires that w lies

g . . . . 1—5 .
within a constant radius of w*. In our proof, we derive the radius c, = m1n{2, %},
L
PR . 3 % * .
where Tumin 1 = Omin(Lstack(W™)), ¢g := min,1<k<a |Gy |r/ max,1<k<a |Gy |r, and Cp > 0 is an

absolute constant given in Lemma[S.1] in the supplementary file. Note that Assumption[d implies
that omin,z, > 0 and cg > 0 are both absolute constants: the former is shown by Lemma@ in the
supplementary file, and the latter is a direct consequence of Assumption @(z’z’z’). Thus, the radius

Cw 1S non-shrinking.

Remark 3. In the proofs of Theorems [3 and [{], we show that the effect of initial values for
{y,.t < 0} has no contribution to the final estimation error rates; see the quantities |S;(A)]
for 1 < i < 3 in the supplementary file. We bound the initialization error terms by Markov’s
mequality, resulting in a nonexponential tail probability, which may be sharpened by employing

more sophisticated concentration inequalities.
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5 Selection of response and predictor ranks

As the response and predictor ranks are unknown in practice, we provide a data-driven method

to select them and prove the consistency of the estimated ranks.
Denote the true values of the ranks by (R}, R5). Suppose that A" is a consistent initial
estimator of A*; see Remark W] for a detailed discussion on its choice. Denote by 7;(i) and o7 (i)
~init

the jth largest singular value of A ;) and AE’}), respectively, for i« = 1 or 2. We adopt the ridge-type
ratio estimator (Xia et al., |2015; [Wang et al., [2021b)):

8j+1(7l) + 7

R; = arg min —

1=1.2
1<jen—1 0j(i) + 71~ T

where 7 is a parameter to be chosen such that Assumption [6] below is satisfied.

Let
1 ox(i
(= — max —*](2, for i = 1,2,
O-min(l> léng;‘k_l O-j—&-l(l)
where o7, (7) is the minimum singular value of A(;). The following assumption is needed for the

consistency of the rank selection method.

~init

Assumption 6 (Signal strength). The parameter 7 > 0 is specified such that (i) |[A  —A*|p/7 =
0p(1); and (i) T max{(y, (2} = o(1).

In Assumption @, condition (i) requires that the estimation error of flinit is dominated by 7,
and condition (ii) can be regarded as the minimal signal assumption which will simply reduce to
7 =o0(1)if o} for 1 < j < Rj and i = 1,2 are bounded above and away from zero by some absolute
constant. Following Wang et al.| (2021b)), it is straightforward to establish the consistency of the

estimator.
Theorem 5. Under Assumption@ ]P’(ﬁl =Rj, Ry = RE) —>1asT — oo.

Remark 4. We can obtain the initial estimator flimt through a VAR(P) approximation of the
VAR () process, where P scales with the sample size T (Lutkepohl, 2005). Let Ay, be a truncated
form of A such that (Awyim)a)y = (Ar,..., Ap). We begin by estimating ﬁmlt

nat

and then append

trim’
~init

~ ~init ~init
infinitely many zero matrices to Ay, to obtain A with Ay = ((Ayim) 1), Onx N, On s, - - ).

trim
Following Proposition 4.2 in|Wilms et al.| (2021), under regularity conditions, the approzimation

error due to the truncation after lag P can be shown to be negligible if P = TY?>~¢, where € €

19



(0,1/2). Some possible choices for flimt are as follows: (a) The nuclear norm reqularized estimator
flR,mm = argmin cpn«nxrp ZtT:PH ly, — 25:1 Ajyt_jH%/(T — P) + Aue Z?:1 |(Abim ) i) | where
Anue > 0, and the low-rankness of (Atrim) i Jor i =1,2 is enforced via the nuclear norm penalty,
see, e.g., |Gandy et al| (2011)) and|Raskutti et al. (2019); (b) the group-lasso estimator Ag trim =
AT N g v xvwr 0 poy || Ys — ijl Ay, S5/(T = P)+ Mg Zj:1 | A, g, which corresponds to the
lag-sparse estimator in|Nicholson et al. (2017); and (c) the spectral estimator in|Han et al.| (2022)
which captures the low- Tucker-rank structure of A. In practice, we suggest setting P = T3 and
choosing the reqularization parameters Ap,. and N, chosen by the time series cross-validation
method similar to that in|Wilms et al.| (2021). For the non-sparse case, we employ (a) to obtain
the initialization for the rank-constrained estimator. Along the lines of the proofs of Theorem 2
in|Wang et al| (2021a), under some regularity conditions, it can be shown that H.ﬁlm — A¥p =

Op{n/(R% + R5)NP/(T — P)}. For the sparse case, we recommend (b) for initializing the SLTR
estimator, and it can be shown that H./Alzmt — A*|p = Op{n/N2log P/(T — P)}.

Remark 5. In practice, the model orders (p,r,s) also need to be chosen. Given the Tucker ranks
(7%1, 7%2) consistently estimated via the VAR(P ) approzimation approach in Remark: we can then
select the model orders by minimizing the Bayesian information criterion (BIC), BIC(p,r,s) =
log{T" 3" |y, — Zt LA (@, Sy, I3} + T edplog T', where (p,r,s) is searched over the range
0 <P < Poax, 0 <7 < Ty, and 0 < s < Spayx, for some predetermined upper bounds, ¢ > 0 is
a constant, and @ and G are the estimates obtained by fitting the model with orders (p,r,s) using
either the rank-constrained estimator or the SLTR estimator. In addition, dy = RiRod + (Rq +
R2)N for the former, and dy = 73173261—1—2?:1 Rilog(NR;) for the latter. Then, the consistency
of the selected model orders via the BIC can be established along the lines of |Zheng (2024).

6 Simulation studies

In this section, we present simulation experiments to examine finite-sample performance of the
proposed methods for the SARMA model with non-sparse or sparse factor matrices.

We consider the following two VARMA models as the data generating processes (DGPs),
e DGP1: the VMA(1) model y, = &; — Oe;_y, and

e DGP2: the VARMA(L, 1) model y, = ®y,_, + &, — Oe;_y,
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which correspond to p = 0 and 1, respectively. For both DGPs, {e;} are i.i.d. N(0,Iy), and we
set @ = BJB ™!, where J = diag{\1,..., A\, C(71,61),...,C(7s,0,),0} is the real Jordan normal
form, with each C(~,0) being the 2 x 2 block defined as

cosf sinf
C(%9)=7-< )

—sinf cos6

and B is generated by a method to be specified below. For DGP2, we set ® = BK B!, where
K = diag{0,0,...,0}, with the entry 6 # 0. It is noteworthy that both DGPs can be written in
the form of the SARMA model with orders (p, r, s) and Tucker ranks Ry = R = r+2s. Moreover,

to produce non-sparse and sparse factor matrices, we generate B as follows:
e Non-sparse case: B € RV*V is a randomly generated orthogonal matrix.

e Sparse case: B is obtained by inserting N — & zero rows into the randomly generated
orthogonal matrix Bs € R5*S and then concatenating the resulting N x S matrix on the

right with a N x (N — &) zero matrix. As a result, (s1,$2) = (S,S).

The non-sparse and sparse cases are fitted by the rank-constrained and SLTR estimators, respec-
tively.

In the first experiment, we aim to verify the estimation error rates of the proposed estimators
derived in Theorems [3| and [l We set (r,s) = (1,0) and A\; = —0.7 for both DGPs, § = 0.5 for
DGP2, and N = 10, 20 or 40. The estimation is conducted via the algorithm in Section |[S1|or the
ADMM Algorithm [2]in the supplementary file given the true ranks and model orders. For the non-
sparse case, T' is chosen such that dz /T € {0.05,0.1,0.15,0.2,0.25}. Figure [1| plots the estimation
errors averaged over 500 replications against W In all settings, it can be observed that there
exists a roughly linear relationship between the estimation errors and the theoretical rate, which
confirms our theoretical results. For the sparse case, we set & = 5 for both DGPs and choose T
such that ds/T € {0.1,0.2,0.3,0.4,0.5}. Figure [2 plots the estimation errors averaged over 500
replications against W . Similar to the non-sparse case, we observe an approximately linear
relationship between the estimation errors and the theoretical rate across all settings, although
the estimation error for G might be influenced by algorithmic errors when NN is large.

The second experiment examines the performance of the rank selection method in Section

and the model order selection criterion in Remark Almost identical settings apply to both
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Figure 1: Plots of estimation errors Hfl — A*||p (left panel), |@ — w*||z (middle panel) and H§ -
G*|lr (right panel) against 4/dg/T for the rank-constrained estimator, where (R, Ra,p,r,s) =
(1,1,0,1,0) (top panel) or (Ry,Ra,p,r,s) = (1,1,1,1,0) (bottom panel), and N = 10 (-e~), 20
(-3¢-) or 40 (-m-).
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Figure 2: Plots of estimation errors |A —A*|p (left panel), |&—w*|, (middle panel) and |G —G*| ¢
(right panel) against 4/dg/T for the SLTR estimator, where (R4, R2,p,r,s) = (1,1,0,1,0) (top
panel) or (Rq, R, p,7,s) = (1,1,1,1,0) (bottom panel), and N = 10 (-e=), 20 (-%-) or 40 (-m-).

the non-sparse case and the sparse case. Specifically, we consider three cases under DGP1:
(R1,Ra,7,s)=(1, 1, 1, 0) (model A), (2, 2, 0, 1) (model B), and (3, 3, 1, 1) (model C). The

results for DGP2 are similar and hence are omitted for brevity. For models B and C, we set
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Figure 3: Proportions of correct rank selection (top panel) and two-stage selection (bottom panel)
for models A (left panel), B (middle panel) and C (right panel) in the non-sparse case, where the
signal strength is 0.7 (- ), 0.75 (%) or 0.8 (-m=).

¢, = m/4. Note that Ay and Az have the same singular values under DGP1. Moreover, when
r < 1 and s < 1, the magnitude of the nonzero singular values are directly determined by ||
and 1, which control the signal strength for the rank selection. We consider three levels of signal
strength {0.7,0.75, 0.8}, and set —A; in model A, +; in model B, and —A\; = 7 in model C to these
values. In addition, we consider N = 10 and T" € [100,600]. The initial estimator A™ is obtained
by the nuclear norm or lag group lasso regularized method in Remark [ for the non-sparse or
sparse case, respectively. For the model order selection, we minimize the BIC in Remark [5| with
c=0.1.

For the non-sparse case, the proportion of correct rank selection, {(7%1, 7%) = (R}, R%)}, and
that of correct rank and model order selection, {(721, Ro. P, 7, 5) = (Ry, R%, p*,r*,s*)}, based on
the two-stage procedure are reported in Figure It can be clearly seen that both proportions
increase to one as T' and the signal strength increases. For all models, the proportion that the
ranks and model orders are correctly selected simultaneously is fairly close to one when 7" = 400
across all settings.

For the sparse case, we utilize the same data generation settings, with the only difference
being that B is produced using a row sparsity of S = 5. The results are presented in Figure [4]

Generally speaking, the patterns are similar to those in Figure 3] However, it is more evident that
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Figure 4: Proportions of correct rank selection (top panel) and two-stage selection (bottom panel)
for models A (left panel), B (middle panel) and C (right panel) in the sparse case, where the signal
strength is 0.7 (), 0.75 (%) or 0.8 (-m=).

when the signal strength < 0.7, model C requires a larger T' to achieve comparable proportions
of simultaneously correct ranks and model orders selection, since the model is more complex.
Nevertheless, although not shown in the figure, the accuracy of two-stage selections for model C

will continue to increase as T' grows.

7 Two empirical examples

7.1 Macroeconomic dataset

This dataset contains observations of 20 quarterly macroeconomic variables from June 1959 to
December 2019, with 7' = 243, retrieved from FRED-QD (McCracken and Ngj [2016)). These
variables come from four categories: (i) stock market, (ii) exchange rates, (iii) money and credit,
and (iv) interest rates. These categories are usually considered in the construction of financial
condition index, since they reflect important factors that can affect the stance of monetary policy
and aggregate demand conditions (Goodhart et al., 2001; |[Bulut} 2016; Hatzius et al., 2010). All
series are transformed to be stationary, and standardized to have zero mean and unit variance; see
Table S.1 in the supplementary file for more details of the variables and their transformations.

We first explore the factor structures of this dataset. As discussed in Section 3.2 U; and U,
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Figure 5: SLTR estimates of factor loadings in the proposed SARMA model for the macroeconomic
and realized volatility datasets. Response factors (“RF”s) correspond to columns of U; while
predictor factors (“PF”s) correspond to columns of Us.

capture response factor and predictor factor spaces, respectively. By the rank selection method
in Section |5, we obtain (7%1, ﬁg) = (3,3). Figure [5| displays U, and U, based on the proposed
SLTR estimation in Section where the regularization parameter is selected by cross-validation.
Overall, it can be observed that the response factors (RFs) are mainly influenced by variables in
categories (i) and (iv) and business loan indicator from category (iii), while the influence from
categories (ii) is relatively weak. On the other hand, only the S&P 500 index from category (i)
and category (iv) contributes significantly to the predictor factors (PFs).

We evaluate the performance of our method based on out-of-sample forecast accuracy. The
following rolling forecast procedure is adopted: we first fit the models using historical data with
the end point rolling from the fourth quarter of 2015 to the third quarter of 2019, and then conduct
one-step-ahead forecasts based on the fitted models. In addition to the proposed rank-constrained
(RC) and SLTR estimators, we consider five other existing methods, including three based on the

VAR model and two based on the VARMA model. Specifically, for the VAR model, we consider

(a) the Lasso method (Basu and Michailidis, [2015) and two methods in Wang et al.| (2021b)): (b)

the multilinear low-rank (MLR) method and (c) the sparse higher-order reduced-rank (SHORR)
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Table 1: Forecast errors for macroeconomic and realized volatility datasets. The smallest numbers
in each row are marked in bold.

VAR VARMA SARMA
(a) Lasso (b) MLR (c) SHORR (d) ¢; (e) HLag =~ RC SLTR
MACTOCCONOmic MSFE 2.78 2.77 2.711  2.80 2.719 2,67 2.62
MAFE 9.26 9.27 8.99 9.28 9.24 875 8.45
Realized Volatility MSFE 5.17 4.93 4.87 5.19 5.19 478 4.74
MAFE 21.58 19.02 18.22 21.70 21.70 16.45 16.99

method, which further imposes sparsity on the factor matrices in (b) using a slightly different
regularizer than the method in this paper. For the VARMA model, we apply the method in
Wilms et al.| (2021) with (d) the ¢;-penalty or (e) the HLag penalty. Note that (a) is used as
the Phase-I estimator for the estimators in (d) and (e), and the AR order is selected according
to \Wilms et al.| (2021). The AR order for (b) and (c) is chosen as in Wang et al.| (2021b). For
the proposed low-Tucker-rank SARMA model, the estimated model orders are (p,7,5) = (0,1,0).
Throughout the rolling forecast procedure, the same model orders and ranks are used.

Table 1] reports the mean squared forecast error (MSFE) and mean absolute forecast error
(MAFE) for all methods. It can be observed that the proposed methods achieve the smallest
forecast errors among all competing ones. Compared to sparse but non-low-rank models, i.e.,
(a), (d) and (e), the proposed model can better capture the factor structure which is prominent
in this dataset. Meanwhile, its higher flexibility than the VAR model is supported by its better
forecasting performance than (b) and (c). In addition, note that imposing sparsity on the factor
matrices generally results in smaller forecast errors for both VAR and SARMA models; see Figure

Bl

7.2 Realized volatility

As another example, we study daily realized volatilities for 46 stocks from January 2, 2012 to
December 31, 2013, with T" = 495. These are the stocks of top S&P 500 companies ranked
by trading volumes on the first day of 2013. Specifically, we obtain the tick-by-tick data from
WRDS (https://wrds-www.wharton.upenn.edu) and compute the daily realized volatility from
five-minute returns (Andersen et al., 2006). By examining the sample autocorrelation functions,
we have confirmed the stationarity of all series. Each series is then standardized to have zero mean

and unit variance. More information about the stocks is given in Table S.2 in the supplementary
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file. We conduct the same rolling forecast procedure as in Section [7.1] where the last 10% of the
sample is used as the forecast period. As shown in Table [l the proposed methods considerably
outperform the other ones in terms of forecast accuracy.

The estimated ranks and model orders are (7@1,7%2,]3, r,8) = (1,1,0,1,0). As a result, the
fitted model has the following factor structure: 4}y, = 0.336 Zj’;l 0.8727 ﬁgyt,]- + e;, where the
loadings 4, and 44 are displayed in Figure . We have several interesting findings. First, \ =0.872
indicates that the influence of the past on the present decays quite slowly. This lends support
to the well-established fact that the volatility of asset returns is highly persistent, that is, the
AR process of the volatility is nearly unit-root; see, e.g., |Andersen et al. (2003)). Second, it can
be observed that the weights in 4, are more evenly spread out across four sectors, including
Financials, Healthcare, Material & Industrials, and Energy & Utilities. However, the weights in
U are more concentrated on a few stocks. As discussed in Section , uyy, and Uy, can be
regarded as two different market volatility indices, with the loadings %, and . capturing how
the market responds to and picks up risks across stocks, respectively. Lastly, the estimated slope
0.336 signifies the overall association between y, and its lags, after summarizing the information
across all stocks into market indices, while taking into account the decaying temporal dependence
over lags. It shows that the present and past volatilities are positively correlated, a phenomenon

commonly known as the volatility clustering in the literature of financial time series (Tsay), [2010)).

8 Conclusion and discussion

This paper contributes to the underdeveloped literature on high-dimensional VARMA models.
First, the originally unwieldy VARMA form is turned into a much more tractable infinite-order
VAR form. Second, building on the close connection between this form and the tensor decom-
position for the AR coefficient tensor A, a low-Tucker-rank structure is naturally considered, so
that dimension reduction can be simultaneously performed across all time lags and variables. In
summary, by combining the reparameterization and tensor decomposition techniques, this paper
expands the available model family for high-dimensional time series from finite-order VAR to
VARMA processes.

Moreover, a comprehensive high-dimensional estimation procedure is developed, together with

theoretical properties and efficient algorithms that leverage the tractable form of the model. To
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the best of our knowledge, this is the first work addressing high-dimensional low-rank VARMA
modelling in the literature. However, there are still many worthwhile questions that remain to
be explored. Firstly, the convergence theory developed for the estimators in this paper focuses
on the statistical error, whereas the optimization error of the algorithm is not studied. For the
nonconvex estimation of low-rank tensor models, Han et al.| (2022) establishes both the statistical
error bound and the linear rate of computational convergence of their proposed algorithm. For
our model, the main difficulty in conducting such an algorithmic analysis lies in the nonconvexity
of the coefficient tensor A with respect to w. Second, it is important to develop high-dimensional
statistical inference procedures for the proposed model. So far there have been limited studies
on inference for low-rank tensor regression models. A recent work is Xia et al. (2022)) which,
however, focuses on i.i.d. low-Tucker-rank models with non-sparse factor matrices. Extensions of
such asymptotic distributional results to the time series setting can be challenging. Moreover,
when the factor matrices are sparse, the corresponding inference will be even more difficult, and

debiasing techniques are likely inevitable. We leave these interesting problems to future research.

9 Supplementary material

The Supplementary Material contains algorithms for the proposed estimators, all technical details,

and additional results for the simulation and empirical studies in this paper.

References

Andersen, T. G., Bollerslev, T., Christoffersen, P. F., and Diebold, F. X. (2006). Volatility and

correlation forecasting, volume 1. Elsevier.

Andersen, T. G., Bollerslev, T., Diebold, F. X., and Labys, P. (2003). Modeling and forecasting
realized volatility. Econometrica, 71:579-625.

Athanasopoulos, G. and Vahid, F. (2008). VARMA versus VAR for macroeconomic forecasting.
Journal of Business € Economic Statistics, 26:237-252.

Basu, S. and Michailidis, G. (2015). Regularized estimation in sparse high-dimensional time series

models. The Annals of Statistics, 43:1535-1567.

28



Bickel, P. J., Ritov, Y., and Tsybakov, A. B. (2009). Simultaneous analysis of lasso and dantzig
selector. The Annals of Statistics, 37:1705-1732.

Bulut, U. (2016). Do financial conditions have a predictive power on inflation in Turkey? Inter-

national Journal of Economics and Financial Issues, 6:621-628.

Chan, J. C., Eisenstat, E., and Koop, G. (2016). Large Bayesian VARMAs. Journal of Econo-
metrics, 192:374-390.

De Lathauwer, L., De Moor, B., and Vandewalle, J. (2000). A multilinear singular value decom-
position. SIAM Journal on Matriz Analysis and Applications, 21:1253-1278.

Dias, G. F. and Kapetanios, G. (2018). Estimation and forecasting in vector autoregressive moving

average models for rich datasets. Journal of Econometrics, 202:75-91.

Gandy, S., Recht, B., and Yamada, I. (2011). Tensor completion and low-n-rank tensor recovery

via convex optimization. Inverse Problems, 27:025010.

Goodhart, C., Hofmann, B., et al. (2001). Asset prices, financial conditions, and the transmission
of monetary policy. In Conference on Asset Prices, Exchange Rates, and Monetary Policy,

Stanford University, pages 2-3. Citeseer.

Han, R., Willett, R., and Zhang, A. R. (2022). An optimal statistical and computational framework

for generalized tensor estimation. The Annals of Statistics, 50:1-29.

Hatzius, J., Hooper, P., Mishkin, F. S., Schoenholtz, K. L., and Watson, M. W. (2010). Financial
conditions indexes: A fresh look after the financial crisis. Working Paper 16150, National Bureau

of Economic Research.

Kolda, T. G. and Bader, B. W. (2009). Tensor decompositions and applications. SIAM Review,
51:455-500.

Liitkepohl, H. (2005). New Introduction to Multiple Time Series Analysis. Springer Science &

Business Media.

McCracken, M. W. and Ng, S. (2016). FRED-MD: A monthly database for macroeconomic re-
search. Journal of Business & Economic Statistics, 34:574-589.

29



Nicholson, W. B., Matteson, D. S., and Bien, J. (2017). Varx-l: Structured regularization for
large vector autoregressions with exogenous variables. International Journal of Forecasting,

33(3):627-651.

Pena, D. and Tsay, R. S. (2021). Statistical Learning for Big Dependent Data. John Wiley &

Sons, Hoboken, New Jersey.

Raskutti, G., Yuan, M., and Chen, H. (2019). Convex regularization for high-dimensional multi-
response tensor regression. The Annals of Statistics, 47:1554—1584.

Tsay, R. S. (2010). Analysis of Financial Time Series. Probability and Statistics. Wiley-

Interscience, third edition edition.

Tsay, R. S. (2014). Multivariate Time Series Analysis: With R and Financial Applications. John
Wiley & Sons, Hoboken, New Jersey.

Tucker, L. R. (1966). Some mathematical notes on three-mode factor analysis. Psychometrika,

31:279-311.

Wang, D., Zheng, Y., and Li, G. (2021a). High-dimensional low-rank tensor autoregressive time
series modelling. arXiv preprint arXiw:2101.04276.

Wang, D., Zheng, Y., Lian, H., and Li, G. (2021b). High-dimensional vector autoregressive time
series modeling via tensor decomposition. Journal of the American Statistical Association, pages

1-19.

Wilms, 1., Basu, S., Bien, J., and Matteson, D. (2021). Sparse identification and estimation of
large-scale vector autoregressive moving averages. Journal of the American Statistical Associa-

tion. To appear.

Xia, D., Zhang, A. R., and Zhou, Y. (2022). Inference for low-rank tensors—mno need to debias.
The Annals of Statistics, 50(2):1220-1245.

Xia, Q., Xu, W., and Zhu, L. (2015). Consistently determining the number of factors in multi-
variate volatility modelling. Statistica Sinica, 25:1025-1044.

Zheng, Y. (2024). An interpretable and efficient infinite-order vector autoregressive model for

high-dimensional time series. Journal of the American Statistical Association. to appear.

30



Online Supplement for “SARMA: Scalable Low-Rank
High-Dimensional Autoregressive Moving Averages via
Tensor Decomposition”

Abstract

This supplementary file contains four sections. Sections presents algorithms for the
proposed rank-constrained and SLTR estimators. Section[S2|provides descriptions of datasets
for the empirical examples in the main paper. All technical proofs for the theoretical results

in Sections [3| and [] in main paper are provided in Sections [S3| and [S4] respectively.

S1 Algorithms

S1.1 Algorithm for the rank-constrained estimator

We first consider the algorithm for the rank-constrained estimator. By the factorization § =
8 x1 Uy x5 Ug, the rank-constrained estimation in (4.2) can be rewritten as the unconstrained

problem,

(@,8,U,,U,) = argminLy(w, 8, U, Us). (S1)

Then we have § -8 X1 (71 X 9 I}Q. Note that U;’s need not be subject to any orthogonality
constraint in this minimization.

To implement , we adopt an alternating minimization algorithm; see Algorithm (1} Note
that the optimization for A;’s and (7, x)’s in lines 3-6 is efficient due to the following property:

p T s
Awy®, — Z Gy, = Z FH@e ) + Z S (@45, 00,
k=1 k=1 k=1

where fl(e%t;AQ = Z;;Ii_l /\?;;Gp-i-kyt—p—jﬁ and fH(3~3t§7k79k) = sz_lWi[cos(jek)Gpwmk—l +
sin(jOr)Gpiriok]Y;—,—;- Note that each Ay, or (4, 0;) appears in only one summand. Thus, fixing
all other parameters, the optimization problem for each Ay or (v, 6x) will be only one- or two-

dimensional, where the irrelevant summands will be treated as the intercept and absorbed into
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Algorithm 1: Alternating minimization algorithm

1 Input: ranks (R, R2), model orders (p,r, s), initialization w®, U(O), U(O),S(O) and G.
1 2
2 repeat 1 =0,1,2,...

3 fork=1,...,r:

. A argmin Lo A A A0 g0 gl

Ae(—1,1)
5 fork=1,... s
6 (YID,00y — argmin LAY, 00D v 0,48 09, 60)

~v€(0,1),0€(0,m)

v U cagminY! |y, - [{2(w ) (L@ US)S} @ Iy vee(U) )

1

s U cagmin T Jy, - UFS{Z0(00) @ ) vee(U)
2
o 80 —argmin 3L, ly, — {2 ) L@ UL} @ U vee(S) 3

w0 GUHD gt ng'—&-l) s Uéi—&-l)‘
11 until convergence

the response. These problems can be solved efficiently by the Newton-Raphson method or even
in parallel.
In lines 7-9 of Algorithm [I, the updates for U, Uy and 8 are simple linear least squares

problems. To see this, we can write

AnE = [{z(w) (T ®@U2)8(,)} @ In] vec(U1) = U181){ Z}(w) ® Ig,} vec(Usy)

{zi(w)Ta®Us)} @ Ui] vec(8)),

where zy(w) = (2],(w),..., 2z 4(w)) = {L'(w) ® In}Z;, with 2z (w) = 22;11 ik(w)y,_;, and
Zi(w) = (z11(w), ..., zra(w)) € RV*4 Alternatively, when N is large and the computation of
closed-form solutions is time-consuming, the gradient descent method can be used to further speed
up the algorithm. In addition, Algorithm [I| can be applied to the basic SARMA model without
any low-Tucker-rank constraint on G; see the supplementary file for a simulation study, which
demonstrates its computational advantage over the VARMA model. In this case, lines 7, 8 and
10 will be dropped, and line 9 will be the update of GV, where both U; and U, are set to the

N x N identity matrix.

Remark 6. We initialize Algorithm[1] in practice as follows. First, we apply the data-driven pro-
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cedure in Section 77 to select the ranks and model orders. Then, given the selected (R1, Ro, p, 7, S),
we initialize the parameters w, Uy, Usy, 8, and G by the method described in Section[S1.3, which

exhibits reliable numerical performance in our simulations.

S1.2 Algorithm for the SLTR estimator

For the SLTR estimator, we adopt an alternating direction methods of multipliers (ADMM) algo-
rithm (Boyd et al 2011]), where lines 7-9 in Algorithm are revised to incorporate the ¢;-penalties
and orthogonality constraints. A similar approach is employed in Wang et al.| (2021b).

Developing an efficient algorithm for the SLTR estimator involves two major challenges. The
first challenge arises from the row-orthogonal constraint imposed on the mode-1 and mode-2
unfolding of the core tensor 8, i.e. 81y and 83 in Assumption [} This constraint cannot be
handled in a straightforward manner. The second challenge is related to the joint imposition of
l1-regularization and orthogonality constraints on U;’s, as specified by the same assumption. The
l1-regularization introduces non-smoothness to the algorithm, while the orthogonality constraints
increase its nonconvexity. To address these challenges, we employ the ADMM algorithm which
updates the variables U,;’s and 8 alternately. For a detailed step-by-step procedure, refer to
Algorithm [2|

Firstly, to address the row-orthogonal constraint of 8(;) (where 5 = 1 or 2), we decompose
it using the equation 8(;y = D;V’,. Here, D; € R®>®i represents a diagonal matrix, while
V, € RReRsxRi and V, € RR1RsxR2 are orthogonormal matrices. These matrices satisfy the
condition V;-Vj = I, for j = 1,2. By introducing these decompositions, we can then express

the augmented Lagrangian corresponding to the objective functions given in (4.3)) as follows:
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Algorithm 2: ADMM algorithm for the SLTR estimator

1 Input: ranks (R, R:), model orders (p,r,s), initialization w(®, U§°), Ugo),S(O) and G,
hyperparameters (A, 01, 02).
2 repeat 1 =0,1,2, ...

3 fork=1,...,r:

o AU argmin LoV AT A A L AD p®) g
Ae(—1,1)

5 fork=1,... s

i1 . ~ i i i+1 i i i
6 77;(g+ ) arg min LT()‘( “’,nﬁﬂ), e 7771£j1)a77a771(c}r1a e v"g)vg())
nel0,1)x (0,m)

7 U™ — argmin 3 |y, — [{2) (@™ (T, @ US)8)} @ Iy vee(U1)|3 + MU,

U U =Ig,

s U < argmin Sy e — U8R {2 (wl D) @ I, }vee(US) |3 + AUy
2U2=1IRy

o 8TV cagmin By, — [{z(@" ) (L@ UL @ U veeS )3

2 7 7 7
10 + 300, 0i8G) — DYV 4 (€)1
11 for je{1,2} do

7+1 . 7+1 1 7

12 D™ — argming, _guga) IS0 — D3V + (€ 2
1+1 . 7+1 7+1 7

13 Vi —argmingy g 180 — DYV 4 (€)) [
(i+1) () (i+1) (i+1) (i+1)r

14 (€7 Ny — (€)y +8;  — DV,

15§D =8+ o it o, iy,

16 until convergence

[’Q<S7 {Ui}7w7 {Dj}v {Vj}; {GJ}) = i[V"T(("%S? U17 U2) + AE ”UZHI

i=1

2 2
+230i(€;)(), 8¢y — DV + Y 0ilI8) — DV
j=1 J=1
where €; € R®1*R2xRs are the tensor-valued dual variables, and @ = (o1, 02)" is the set of reg-
ularization parameters, which in practice can be selected together with A by a fine grid search
with information criterion such as the BIC or its high-dimensional extensions, where the total

number of nonzero parameters could be used as proxies for the degree of freedom. This brings
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Algorithm 3: ADMM subroutine for sparse and orthogonal regression
1 Initialize: B = W(O),M(O) =0

2 repeat £k =0,1,2,...

s B*" — argming p_r{|y — X vec(B)[} + x|B - WH® + M®|2}
4 WED  argming {k| B¥*Y — W + M® |2 4 \|W |}
5
6

M(k+l) - M(k) + B(k’-i—l) . W(k-‘rl)
until convergence

us to Algorithm [2] It is important to note that the row-orthogonal constraint originally imposed
on 81y and 89 has been effectively transferred to the matrices V';’s in line 13. As a result, no
explicit constraint is required for updating 8 in lines 9-10 of Algorithm [2|

Secondly, we discuss the update process for U;. In , IE,T(w,S, U.,U,) represents a least
squares loss function with respect to each U;. Therefore, in lines 7-8 of Algorithm [2| the up-
date steps for U, involve solving /;-regularized least squares problems under an orthogonality

constraint. This can be expressed in a general form as follows:
min{y — X vec(B)|3 + A\|B|:}, st. BB=1. (S2)

Since handling the ¢;-regularization and the orthogonality constraint for B together is challenging,
we employ an ADMM subroutine to separate them into two steps. To achieve this, we introduce

a dummy variable W as a surrogate for B and rewrite the problem equivalently as:
givg{ny — Xvec(B)|5+ AW |}, st. BB=Iand B=W.
Then, the corresponding Lagrangian formulation is:
min{ly - X vee(B)[5 + A|W |y + 26(M, B - W) + k| B - W |z}, (S3)

where M represents the dual variable and & is the regularization parameter. Algorithm 3 in
Wang et al.| (2021a) presents the ADMM subroutine for solving , which provides solutions for
the U;-update subproblems in Algorithm [2 We also include it as Algorithm [3] here for sake of
completeness.

Note that both the B-update step in Algorithm 3]and the V';-update step in line 13 of Algorithm
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involve solving least squares problems subject to an orthogonality constraint. These problems
can be efficiently solved using the splitting orthogonality constraint (SOC) method (Lai and Osher,
2014). On the other hand, the W-update step in Algorithm |3| corresponds to an ¢;-regularized
minimization, which can be effectively addressed through explicit soft-thresholding. As for the 8-
and D;-update steps in lines 9 and 12 of Algorithm [2] they simply entail solving straightforward

least squares problems.

S1.3 Initialization for the algorithms

The proposed algorithms require suitable initial values for the parameters w, Uq, Us, 8, and G.
In this section, we provide an easy-to-implement method for initializing these values.
~init

Given the initial value A = A and pre-selected (R1, Ra,p,r,s), we are ready to initialize

w,U;,U5, 8 and G for the proposed algorithms as follows:

e Conduct the HOSVD of A for the first two modes, A = H© x, U§°) X o Uéo), to obtain
HO ¢ RRixRex® and U e RVN¥Ri for 4 = 1, 2.

e Next we aim to obtain 8 and w® such that 8© x5 L(w®) ~ H©:

(i) To determine w®, note that w lies in the bounded parameter space Q defined in
(3-2). Thus, we consider a grid of initial values for each element of w within the
parameter space; e.g., A\, € {—0.75,—0.5,—0.25,0.25,0.5,0.75}, v, € {0.25,0.5,0.75},
and 0, € {m/4,4n/3}, for any 1 < k < r and 1 < h < s. To ensure identifiability, we
only consider the combinations with distinct Ax’s and (v, 0p)’s.

(ii) For each choice of w(®), we get the corresponding 8O = 3 x5 LT (w ), where LT(w©)

is the left pseudo-inverse of L(w®).
e Then, let §© = 8© x, U x, UY.

e Finally, among all choices of initial values, we select the one leading to the smallest value

for the loss function.
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S2 Descriptions of datasets

We provide more detailed descriptions of the variables and their transformations for the two
datasets in Section [7] of the main paper through two tables. Table[S.3]is for the quarterly macroe-
conomic dataset, and Table is for the daily realized volatilities dataset.

Table S.2: Forty six selected S&P 500 stocks. CODE: stock code in the New York Stock Exchange.
NAME: name of company. G: group code, where 1 = communication service, 2 = information

technology, 3 = consumer, 4 = financials, 5 = healthcare, 6 = materials and industrials, and 7 =
energy and utilities.

CODE NAME G CODE NAME G
T AT&T Inc. 1 JPM  JPMorgan Chase & Co. 4
NWSA News Corp 1 WFC Wells Fargo & Company 4
FTR  Frontier Communications Parent Inc 1 MS Morgan Stanley 4
V7 Verizon Communications Inc. 1 AIG  American International Group Inc. 4
PG Interpublic Group of Companies Inc 1 MET  MetLife Inc. 4
MSFT Microsoft Corporation 2 RF Regions Financial Corp 4
HPQ HP Inc 2 PGR  Progressive Corporation 4
INTC Intel Corporation 2 SCHW Charles Schwab Corporation 4
EMC EMC Instytut Medyczny SA 2 FITB Fifth Third Bancorp 4
ORCL Oracle Corporation 2 PFE  Pfizer Inc. 5
MU Micron Technology Inc. 2 ABT Abbott Laboratories 5
AMD  Advanced Micro Devices Inc. 2 MRK Merck & Co. Inc. 5
AAPL Apple Inc. 2 RAD Rite Aid Corporation 5
YHOO Yahoo! Inc. 2 JNJ  Johnson & Johnson 5
QCOM Qualcomm Inc 2 AA Alcoa Corp 6
GLW  Corning Incorporated 2 FCX  Freeport-McMoRan Inc. 6
AMAT Applied Materials Inc. 2 X United States Steel Corporation 6
F Ford Motor Company 3 GE General Electric Company 6
LVS Las Vegas Sands Corp. 3 CSX  CSX Corporation 6
EBAY eBay Inc. 3 ANR Alpha Natural Resources 7
KO Coca-Cola Company 3 XOM Exxon Mobil Corporation 7
BAC  Bank of America Corp 4 CHK Chesapeake Energy 7
C Citigroup Inc. 4 EXC  Exelon Corporation 7
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Table S.3: Twenty quarterly macroeconomic variables. FRED MNEMONIC: mnemonic for data in FRED-QD. SW MNEMONIC:
mnemonic in [Stock and Watson| (2012). T: data transformation, where 1 = no transformation, 2 = first difference, and 3 = first
difference of log series. DESCRIPTION: brief definition of the data. G: Group code, where 1 = interest rate, 2 = money and credit,
3 = exchange rate, and 4 = stock market.

FRED MNEMONIC SW MNEMONIC T DESCRIPTION G
FEDFUNDS FedFunds 2 Effective Federal Funds Rate (Percent) 1
TB3MS TB-3Mth 2 3-Month Treasury Bill: Secondary Market Rate (Percent) 1
BAA10YM BAA_GS10 1 Moody’s Seasoned Baa Corporate Bond Yield Relative to Yield on 10-Year Treasury Constant Maturity (Percent) 1
TB6M3Mx th6m_th3m 1 6-Month Treasury Bill Minus 3-Month Treasury Bill, secondary market (Percent) 1
GS1TB3Mx GS1_th3m 1 1-Year Treasury Constant Maturity Minus 3-Month Treasury Bill, secondary market (Percent) 1
GS10TB3Mx GS10_tb3m 1 10-Year Treasury Constant Maturity Minus 3-Month Treasury Bill, secondary market (Percent) 1
CPF3MTB3Mx CP_Thill Spread 1 3-Month Commercial Paper Minus 3-Month Treasury Bill, secondary market (Percent) 1
BUSLOANSx Real C&Lloand 3 Real Commercial and Industrial Loans, All Commercial Banks (Billions of 2009 U.S. Dollars), deflated by Core PCE 2
CONSUMERx Real ConsLoans 3 Real Consumer Loans at All Commercial Banks (Billions of 2009 U.S. Dollars), deflated by Core PCE 2
NONREVSLx Real NonRevCredit 3 Total Real Nonrevolving Credit Owned and Securitized, Outstanding (Billions of Dollars), deflated by Core PCE 2
REALLNx Real LoansRealEst 3 Real Real Estate Loans, All Commercial Banks (Billions of 2009 U.S. Dollars), deflated by Core PCE 2
EXSZUSx Ex rate:Switz 3 Switzerland / U.S. Foreign Exchange Rate 3
EXJPUSx Ex rate:Japan 3 Japan / U.S. Foreign Exchange Rate 3
EXUSUKx Ex rate:UK 3 U.S. / U.K. Foreign Exchange Rate 3
EXCAUSx EX rate:Canada 3 Canada / U.S. Foreign Exchange Rate 3
NIKKEI225 3 Nikkei Stock Average 4
S&P 500 3 S&P’s Common Stock Price Index: Composite 4
S&P: indust 3 S&P’s Common Stock Price Index: Industrials 4
S&P div yield 2 S&P’s Composite Common Stock: Dividend Yield 4
S&P PE ratio 3 S&P’s Composite Common Stock: Price-Earnings Ratio 4




S3 Proofs for Section |3 in the main paper

S3.1 Proof of Proposition

Proposition [1] is directly implied by the following more general result.

Proposition S2. Suppose that there are r distinct nonzero real eigenvalues of ©, \; for 1 <
Jj < r, and s distinct conjugate pairs of nonzero complexr eigenvalues of O, (Ariog—1, Ariok) =
(Y€, ye"%) with vy, € (0,1) and 0, € (—m/2,7/2) for 1 < k < s. Moreover, the algebraic
multiplicity of \; is n; for 1 < j <r, and that of (Ajok—1, Artax) 95 my, for 1 < k <'s, so there
are R+ 25 nonzero eigenvalues of © in total, where R =Y _ ny and S = Y, _, my. Assume that

the geometric multiplicities of all nonzero eigenvalues are one. Then for all j = 1, we have

C i1 (J—D
Aj ZH{J nGr T ZZH{PM(Z 1)v1}>‘J . +1<Z~_1>G£,i

= k=11i=1
s my
A J—D
+ ZZH{]>p+Z 1)\/1}7k T +1< 1) (Sl>
k=1i=1 L
: [cos{(j —p—i+1)b }GU1 +sin{(j—p—i+ 1)6’k}GH 2}

where the first term is suppressed if p = 0, and Giﬂ. ’s, Gé{i’l s and Ggi’z s are all determined jointly
by B and B. Moreover, for any fived k and i, Gé{i’h for h = 1,2 have the same row and column
spaces, and rank(G]{l) < ng and rank(Gi{i’h) <2my foralll < j<r,1<k<s 1<I1<n,

1<i<myg, and h =1,2.

Proof of Proposition[S9. Consider the general VARMA (p, ¢) model
p q
= Z (I)iyt—i + & — Z G)jst_j, teZ.
Note that it can be written equivalently as

e =016 — - — 0.5, + P(B)y,, (52)
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where ®(B) =1 -7 ®B' = -7  ®;B' with &, = —I. Then we have

E @1 @2 s Gq—l ®q €1 @(B)yt
€1 I 0 ce 0 0 Et_9 0
€49 = 0 I ... 0 0 Ei_3 |+ 0 ,
Et—g+1 0 0 s I 0 €i—q 0
—_—— — S — — —
&y [C] €11 Et

where @ € RV7*N is the MA companion matrix. By recursion, we have g, = Z;O:O e’ Y, Let

P = (In,Onyn(—1)). Note that Pe, = g;, and y = P'®(B)y,. Thus,
(¢-1) t Y, t

0 [0 p 0 pAk
er= Y POP®DB)y, ;=-> POP Y &y, ; ,=—> <Z P@’”P’@) Yir (S3)
j=0 j=0 i=0 k=0 \i=0

Since PP’ = Iy, it follows from that the VAR(o0) representation of the VARMA (p, ¢) model

can be written as

0 pAk
Y =), (Z P@’“‘ZP’CI%) Yy p, + € (S4)

k=1 \i=0
Ay
First, we simply set
j . .
G, = ZP@J_ZP“I% =A;, forl<j<np, (S5)

=0

and then we only need to focus on the reparameterization of Ay for k > p. By (S4)), for j > 1, we

have

=0

p
A, = P& (Z @p—iP’cbi> . (S6)

Next we derive an alternative parameterization for A,,; with j > 1.

Let K = R+ 2S, where R = >}, _,n; and S = >;_,mg. Under the conditions of this
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proposition, the real Jordan form (Horn and Johnson|, 2012, Chap. 3) of © can be written as

J1

©-BJB'=B . B, (S7)

J?"""S

O(Ng—K)x (Ng—K)

where B € RV9*N¢ ig an invertible matrix, each Jj with 1 < k < r is the nj x n; Jordan block

corresponding to Ag,
e 1

A -
Ji g ' , 1<k<m,

Ak
and each J,, for 1 < k < s is the 2my;, x 2m;, real Jordan block corresponding to the conjugate

pail" ()\7”+2k—17 A’I‘-i—?k:)a

cos(f)  sin(6y)

Ty = - with Cj = 7
e F <—sin(6k) cos(6y,)

I,
Cy

), 1<k<s.

Denote B = PB and B_ = B~ (3?_,©"'P'®;). Note that when p = ¢ = 1, B = B and
B_ = B Y(®, — ©;). Then by and ([S7), for j =1, we have

A,.;=BJ'B._. (S8)

According to the block form of J in (S7), we can partition the N x Ng matrix B vertically and

the Ng x N matrix B_ horizontally as

~

E = (Bla SRR Br+57 Br+s+1) and E— = (E—la s 7§7(r+s)7 Ef(rJrerl))/a

where By and B_j are N x ny matrices for 1 < k <r, B,;; and B_(, 1) are N x 2m;, matrices
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for 1 <k <s, and BT+S+1 and B (r+s+1) are N x (Ngq — K') matrices. Notice that for any j > 1,

MDA @R ()
. . i1 . i—m 42
7i = 0 {i ({Wc (nkj—zw " . 1<k<r,
0 0 0 Ai
and o N j j
ol (et gl (e
j NCITY L. (T oiTmwt?
Ji+k 0 Ck (1)Ck . (mk—2)¢k , 1 <k<s,
0 0 0 C;
with
Ci = o) s
—sin(jfy) cos(jby)

Let Eﬁj) and 5(33 be the i-th columns of Ek and f)’,k, respectively. In addition, denote i, =

(Y&, Or)’ for 1 < k <'s. Then by (S§), for j = 1, we can show that

r+s T ng s Mg
Ay = Y. BaiB = NG+ DY {5”1 n)Grit + efj’?(nk)c:g{f}, (S9)
k=1 k=11i=1 k=11=1

where ¢/ (-), £/51(-), and £/2%(-) are real-valued functions defined as
1 j—i
(A = N (

Y] 4]
J
I i—1}
Z—1> {j=i-1}

51{?1(,’7) — it (Z z 1) cos{(j — i+ 1)0} i1y, (S10)

5572(7’) = it <z z 1) sin{(j — 7 + 1)0}(;5i—1y,
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for any A€ (—1,0) n (0,1) and p = (v,6) € (0,1) x (—7/2,7/2), and

’

~(h i+1)~ h) .
Z 1<k<r 1<i<ny,

ok (2h—2i41)~(2h—1)1  ~(2h—2i+2)~(2h _
Gl =y (bf% el e )b(—@)ik)) L 1<k<s 1<i<my, (S11)
h=i

ok (2h—2i+1)~(2h ~(2h—2i+2)~(2h—1
Gi,lig = Z (bi-‘rk’ i )b(—(r)-:-k) - bf‘-‘rk )b(—(r-',-k))/) ) l<k< S, I <i < my.
h=i
Note that for any fixed k and i, Gi{i’h for h = 1, 2 have the same row and column spaces. Moreover,
rank(G]{l) < ny and rank(Gﬁi’h) <2mp forall 1 <j<r, 1<k<s, 1<l<ng 1<i<my, and

h = 1,2. Finally, combining and ([S9), we accomplish the proof of this proposition. O

S3.2 Proof of Theorem [

Let £(-) : © — RO+29x0+25) and T () : Q — Cr+29)x("+25) he two matrix-valued functions such
that for any w € Q, L(w) = (L1(w), ..., Lri2(w)) and T (w) = (Th(w), ..., Try2s(w))’, where
forall 1 <j <r+2s,

Li(w) = (X,..., N, 7] cos(j61), 7] sin(j6y), ..., cos(j0;), ! sin(j6,))’ and

Ti(w) = (M, M (ne™)?, (e ™) (rse™), (e ™)) (S12)

Then, let F : L(-) — T (:) be a functional mapping such that for any w € €2,

T —1

. I, 11
T(w)=FL(w)) =L(w)F, with F = ( IS®FC> and F,= ( ) . (S13)

Since F' is invertible, F(-) is a bijective map. Set (z1,...,Z,425) = Ti(w) such that x; = Ay for
1 < k <r, while 50,1 = €% and x, 9, = ype % for 1 < k < s, where we suppress z;’s
dependence on w for notation simplicity.

For any = € C, we next define a vector-valued function v(x) = (z,z?%,...,2""*) € C""%. For
any w €  satisfying the conditions of this lemma, we first show that 7 (w) is invertible. It holds
trivially T (w) = (v(z1),...,v(2,425)). Suppose that there exists ¢ € C"2¢ such that 7 (w)c = 0.
By the condition that x; # z, for all 1 < k # ¢ < r + 2s, this implies that the (r + 2s)-order
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polynomial
poly(x) = 1@ + car® + ... Cryge®” T2 = x(cy + com + ... Crposx" T (S14)

has (7 + 2s) non-zero, distinct roots. Since the polynomial at (S14]) can have at most (r +2s — 1)
non-zero, distinct roots, it must be a zero polynomial, i.e. ¢ = 0. As a result, 7 (w) has linearly
independent columns, i.e. it is invertible. Moreover, by (S13)), £(w) is also invertible.

Then, let Lpi.4(w) be a square matrix consisting of the first d = p + r + 2s rows of L(w), and

is an invertible matrix. Subsequently, the matrix (G4, ..., G4) can be uniquely defined as

it follows that

(Gl, .. .,Gd> = (Al, RN ,Ad) ([L[lzd](w)/]il ®IN) s

where the inverse of Lij.q(w) is well-defined.

It remains show that w is unique, i.e. there does not exist @ # w such that A;(w,§) =
Aj(w, §) for all 7 > 1, where G may be different from G but still satisfies the condition that all
G',.’s are non-zero matrices. Suppose that such @ does exist and further set (21, ..., T, 125) = T1(D)
where Ti(+) is defined in (S12)). There must exists some non-zero Ty ¢ {x1,...,T,42s}. Suppose

that there exists ¢ € C™25+1 guch that

(v(x1),...,v(Tr425),v(Tk))c = 0.

This implies that the polynomial at (S14)) has (r + 2s + 1) non-zero distinct roots, which only
holds if ¢ = 0, i.e. v(Ty) is linearly independent of v(xy) for all 1 < ¢ < r + 2s. By (S13), this
implies that the k-th column of £(®@) does not belong to the column space of £(w). Then, it is

implied from
(Apit,.. o, Ag) = (G, ... ,Gy) (L(w) ®Iy) = (ér, ., Gy) (L(@) @ Iy)

that é’k = 0, leading to a contradiction.

Therefore, if the parameters w and G satisfy the conditions of the lemma, they are uniquely
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identified for any A, As,....

S3.3 Proof of Theorem [2

We first prove the existence. Using iteratively model (3.1)), we get

o0 d
Y=t ), D AnAje gy, Z w)G, (S15)
k=1j1,...,Jk =1 k=1
where the first equation can be written as y, = e+, W, with W, =337 3. . A - Ay

Note that vy, takes value in [—co, 0]V

By the triangle inequality, we have

0
lyde <lleddz+ 25 >0 1Aulop - 1A opllee—si—i 2

k=1 j1,....Jkx=1

Denote S = Z;O:l |Aj|op- Since A; = Gjforl <j<pand A; = ZZ:pﬂﬁjjk(w)Gk for j = p+1,
under condition (3.4)), we have

hS]
hS]

o0 d
S < Z JHOP + Z Z ’€J+p, H|Gk”0p Z jHOp + Z Z pj”Gk”pr <1 (Sl6)

k=1 j=1k=p+1 k=1 j=1k=p+1

Since g; are i.i.d. with E(|e;|2) < oo, this leads to

Bilula) < Elle)(1+ 315 = I <o (s17)

Thus, the VMA(o0) process {y,} is weakly stationary. This proves the existence of a weakly
stationary solution to model (3.1)).
To prove the uniqueness, suppose that {y,,t € Z} is a weakly stationary and causal solution to

model (3.1]). Then, applying recurrence relation (3.1)) m times, we obtain

m
Yy =&+ Z Z Ajy o Aj iyt T Tem

k=1j1,-jk=1

where

Titm = Z Aj1 e Ajkyt—jl_"'_jm+1'

J1yedm4121
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As shown in (S16)) and (S17)), under the conditions of this theorem, 0 < S < 1 and E(|y,|]2) < .

As a result,
E(lrimla) < Y 1Aulop 1Ajmii lopB(¥e—jy—jniall2) < STE(lgy[2) — O,

as m — 0. By the Borel-Cantelli Lemma, as m — oo, |74 ,[|2 — 0 almost surely, that is, 7, — 0

almost surely. Thus, y, satisfies (S15)) almost surely, and the uniqueness is verified.

S4 Proofs for Section [4] in the main paper

S4.1 Useful properties of L(w)

According to the definition of L(w), for j > 1, denote the jth entry of £();) by () = A with
1 <4 < 7, and denote the transpose of the jth row of the oo x 2 matrix £'/(n,) by () =
(£ (), 72(m,)Y = (] cos(j0h), 2 sin(j6)) with 1 < b < 5. Let L'(A) = (€'(\y), -+ ,£(\,))
and L' (n) = (£ (n,),--- ,£"(n,)). In addition, define the following matrix by augmenting L(w)
with (r + 2s) extra columns consisting of first-order derivatives:

Lstack(w) = (Sl>

Ip
( L' L) VE'(N veL”<n>)’

where VL'(A) = (V£ (\),---, V£ ()\,)) and VoL (n) = (Ve (1)), -+, Vet (n,)). We can
similarly define V., L'/ (n). Note that from (SI1), it holds colsp{V,L" (1)} = colsp{VsL"' ()},
which is why VWLH (n) is not included in L (w). Denote

Omin,L = Umin(Lstack(w*)) and Omax,L = Umax(Lstack<W*>)a

where w* is the true value of w. LemmalS.T|below gives some exponential decay properties induced
by the parametric form of L(w), which will be used repeatedly in our theoretical analysis. Then,

based on Lemma (ii)7 we can show that oyin,z = 1 and opax,, = 1; this is stated in Lemma .

Lemma S.1. Suppose that Assumption [J(i) holds. Then (i) there exists an absolute constant
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Cr, > 0 such that for all w e Q and 7 > 1

max VAN IVE ()2, V2] VG () v} < Crps

1<isr,1<k<s,1<h<2

and (ii) there exists an absolute constant Cy > 0 such that |Af|e, < Cyp? for all j = 1 if
Assumption [9(iii) further holds.

Lemma S.2. Let J = 2(r + 2s). Denote xj, = A}, for 1 < k <7r and z}, 4, = 7je k,xw% =
vEe U for 1 < k <s, and let v¥ = min{|z¥],1 < k < r+2s} and v = min{|z} — 2}, 1 < j <k <
r+2s}. Under Assumptions[9(i) and[9(ii), the matriz Lyaa(w*) has full rank, and its mazimum

and minimum singular values satisfy
min{l, ¢;} < Ominr < Omaxr < max{l, C5}.

where Cy = C1pV/J(1 — p)~' =1 and c; = 0.25%(vf )32 (v3)V2=0 jCI =1 < 1.

S4.2 Notations and main idea: linearization of parametric structure

For simplicity, denote the perturbations of w*, G* and A* by ¢, = |w — w*|s, o5 = |G — G*||r
and 0, = |A — A*|r = |A|F, respectively. Let

T={A=A-A"cRV"* | A=G x3L(w),§eT(R1,Rs),we N8, <cu},

where T'(R1, Rs) = {G € RVN*4 | rank(G(;)) < Ri,rank(G)) < Ro}. It is noteworthy that
under the conditions of Theorem E, A=A-A*cT.
A crucial intermediate step for our theoretical analysis is to establish the following linear

approximation within a fixed local neighborhood of w*,

Aw,§) = A(w,§) — A" * M(w — w*,G — G%) x3 Lgpaek(w™), (S2)
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where M : R72s x RVNxNxd _, RNxNx(d+r+2s) i 4 hilinear function defined as follows:

I
M(a, B) = stack (3, {aiGi*}lgz’sw
(S3)
Ay pok— a
{aHQkGH AR 7"+2f 1G£1’2*, a2t 1G'H 2y 7~+*2k: G}i],l*} )7
o ol 1<k<s
for any @ = (ay,...,a,42:) € R™2% and B € RV*N*4 with the true values w* and G* fixed. The

linear approximation in (S2)) will be formalized in the proof of Lemma (1} in particular, see (S13])
and (S14]) for the linear form and the remainder term, respectively.
In addition, the following notations will be used in the proof of Lemma[I] First, for the conve-

nience of notation in the proof, according to the block form of L(w), we partition G € RV*Nxd

G = stack(G*®, GM*) = (G**, G’ G where G** = stack(G4, ..., G,), §' = stack(GY, ..., GY),
and G'7 = stack(G’{I’l, G’{m, LG Gy are N x N xp, N x N xr, and N x N x 2s tensors,

as

. , 7,1 11,2
respectively. Here, GiI = Gpyifor 1 <@ <r,and G, = Gpiryo—1 and G 7 = Gpirior for

1 < k <s. Then, for any A =G x5 L(w), we have A, = Gy, for 1 < k < p, and
A, = Zel MG+ 2 {e”l (o) GIEY 4 (112 () k)G{P}, for j > 1. (S4)

Moreover, for simplicity, let
9stack = M(“" - W*a 9 - 9*)
Equivalently, we can express Gg.ac = stack (G — G*,D(w)) as the N x N x (d + r + 2s) tensor

formed by augmenting G — G* with the N x N x (r + 2s) tensor

}1<z<r

D(w) = stack ({(A — NG

II,1% e — Vi 11,2 II* e — Vi I1,1%
{(Qk_gk)G . v ka ’ (Qk_ek)G ’ yE kG 1 }1<k<s)’

Lastly, note that for every A(w,G) € Y, its corresponding Ggi.ac € 2, where

E = {M(a,B) e RV Nx(d4r+29) | g e R B e T'(2R1,2Ro)} - (S5)
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S4.3 Proof of Lemma [1l

By Assumption [2{iii), without loss of generality, let max, 1<k<q |Gilr = @ and min, 1<p<q |G |F =
cga, where cg > 0 is an absolute constant.

Let A=A—-A" =G x3 L(w) —G" x5 L(w*). Denote by A; with j > 1 the frontal slices of
A ie. Agy = (A, Ay,...). Then Aj = G; — G} for 1 < j < p. For j = 1, by (S4) and the
Taylor expansion,

A*

p+J p+j

A, i=A

p+j

r 1 N
- 31 { 00+ wonon- i+ JeGoo. -7 ol
k=1
+ ) {4“(7)2) + (m — )V ()
k=1

+

N | —

(e — mp) V20 (F) (my, nk)}G”’l
+ {4[’2(772) + (m — i)'V ()

+ = (e — m) VA (@) (i — nZ)}Gil T-Ar

N | —

= Hj + Rj, (86)
where A, lies between Apand A for 1 < k <r, i, lies between 0} and 0, for 1 <k < s,

H Z gl )\* GI GI* + Z Z ellh GIIh GiLh*)
k=1 h=1 (S7>
+ Z )\k o )\* ve[ >\k GI* + Z Z nk Vgll h(nk)GII Jhk

k=1h=1
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and

R; = Y VU (N — A)(GE — GY)

i=1
s 2
+ D)W~ Y VA ) (G - G
T (58)
+ 3 2 VR~ A6
k=1
1 s 2
w2 gl b (o N
+ 5 2 2 e =) VP (@) (ny — ) G
k=1h=1
We first handle the terms in R;, and denote R; = Ry; + Ry; + R3;, where
=D IVHND = MG - G
s 2
+ >, 2 = m) Ve i) (G = G,
k=1h=1
1 ~
Ry =5 DIV (A = A (Gr — GfY)
k? o (S9)
+3 D me = mi)' VPG @) (- ) (G - G,
k=1h=1
1 *
=3 Z V2 () (O — MDGE,
1 SR 2 H h N
5 Z Z )VEGEE ) (e — )G
Note that for any matrix Y = Zizl ap X, it holds
d d
[Yop < [YF < Z | X k[3)%( Z )2 = X e a2,
and Zk L < (Zk La2)?, where a = (a1, ...,a4) € R and X is a tensor with frontal slices X ’s

such that Xy = (X1,..., X4). Then, by Lemma [S.1]i),

|Ryj|r < CLﬁj\/H)\ “AF2 4 2fm — ) |GV — GMA* ||
< ﬁCLﬁ](Sw . ”SMA _ gMA*”F chp](S 59’
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and

| R2llr < TC'prE, Z |G — G| + Z Z |GH g2

k=1h=1
V2 V2

< TCLﬁj@i IGMA — GV < TCLﬁj‘%(SS
Moreover, by Assumption [2[iii) and Lemma [S.1[i), we can show that
| Rjllp < Crap’dl.
As a result,

HR]HF HleHF + ||R2J||F + HR3JHF

< CLp6, (\@59 v g(swag + a5w> .
Now consider H; in . Notice that for any 7 > 1 and 1 < k < s,

. i , 1
V%U’l(m) = i cos(j6k) = %Vefjj-m("?k)a

N R R 1
V., 0512 (my) = gy sin(j6y) = —%Veéf’l(m)-
Thus, the last term on the right side of can be simplified to
s 2
Z Z VEII h(n )Gil,h*

k=1 h=1

* 1 * ES

53 [wk SEIGI = LG | vt

k=1 k

+ 3] {(ek — 05GP+

k=1

1 \
- — (e — )G ] Voli?(m).

(S10)

(S11)

(S12)

Let H = stack(H;, Hy,...) and R = stack(R;, Ry,...). Then by and (S12)), it can be
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verified that

H .= stack(Gy — G, - -- Gy — G, H)
= (G —G*) x3 L(w*) + D(w) x3 (VL' (X*),V,L" (n*))

= gstack X3 Lstack(w*)a (SlB)
where D(w) € RV*NX(+25) and Gy oq € RV¥N*(@47+25) are defined in Appendix [S4.2] Note that
A=FH+ stack(Onxnxp, R). (S14)

Moreover,

r

[D@)IE = Y0 = XPIGH R+ Y
i=1 k=1
2

k=1

2
II,1 Ve — 7/? 11,2
O = 00)G), " — =G
Tk F

2

0 H* GII,2* Tk *’Y;:GII,I*
(O — 0,)Gy ™ + o k

F

= Z (A = A)?IGT | + Z (0 = )°(IG"[7 + G 1)

=1

+ Z \G” g 1G IR, (S15)

which, together with Assumption [2{iii), leads to

2,
Vacqad, < [ D)l < —Y22% ($16)
MmNy <ke<s Vg
By the simple inequalities (|z| + |y|)/2 < /22 + y? < |z| + |y|, we have 0.5(dg + |[D(w)|r) <
|Gstack|F < 0g + |D(w)|r, and thus in view of (S16) we further have

26,
05 (58 + \/5090«5“,) < HgstackHF < 59 + .\/7—047 (S].?)

min <k<s Vi

where dg = |G — G*|r. By Lemma , Omin,L. = Omin(Lstack(w*)) > 0. Then it follows from (S17))
that

. 206,
0.50 min 1 (59 + \cmgmsw) < |FClp < Tmaxs (59 L Vo ) .

ming <x<s ’Y:
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Combining this with (S10), (S14)), (S16), as well as the fact that [GM* — GM**|p < g, we have
|Ale < [Fe + |R]r
2 2 max C
<{amaxL+\FCL <5w+ >}6 +( \,FU L L_(Sw)a
’ —-p 2 Mili<kss Yy 1 —p
and
|Ale > [FC|e — [R]x
V20, < o2 ) } (CgffminL Cr )
> {0.50min1 — 0 + =2 ) 7 0 + ~ 0w
{ I 2))7 vz 1-p¢)°

Thus, by taking

1—-p min
5w<cw=min{2,cg( plo ’L},

8/2C

we can show that

ca (0 + ady) < |Alr < Ca (05 + ady) ,

where

CA =C* Omin, =1 and Ca = ¢, - max {amaxL, (1-—

with ¢; = 0.25min{1,v/2c4} and ¢, = 1 + v2(minj<p<s 7))~

S4.4 Proof of Theorem [3

1}v1

'+ (4v/2 + 2)Cy. By Lemma , we

have ¢, = 1, ca = 1, and Ca = 1. The proof of this lemma is complete.

Let & = (y;_1,Y; o,...). Denote by A; with 7 > 1 the frontal slices of A, ie., Ay) =
(A1, Ay, ...). Denote
92 T o
Si1(A) = TZ<Z Y- gvakyt k)
t=1 j=1 k=t
2 T o t—1
Sa(A) = f2<2 Y Z ArY;_i), (518)
t=1 j=t k=1
2 T 0
S3(A) = TE@%ZAJ% ]>

-+
Il

—
<.
Il

&

The following three lemmas are sufficient for the proof of Theorem
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Lemma S.3 (Strong convexity and smoothness properties). Under Assumptions|1| and @, if T 2
(ko/K1)%dR log(ka/K1), then with probability at least 1 — 2e~cdr log(kz/r1) _ 3e=cN
1 Z
rAlf < fz |Awz:3 < w2l AlF, YAET.

t=1

Lemma S.4 (Deviation bound). Under the conditions of Lemma with probability at least

1 — Qe—cdr log(rz/r1) _ 5€_CN7

S N 7N

1 T
T Z<€t7 A(l)CL‘t>
t=1

Lemma S.5 (Effects of initial values). Under Assumptions[l] and[3, if T 2 (ko/r1)dr, then with
probability at least 1 — {2 + \/kKa/Amax(Ze) 2/ N/{(R1 + Ra)T},

K2 Amax (e ) d .
5,80 < w1508 <y PeERA L ilss vae

Now we prove Theoreml Note that Zt L 1 Ajy,; = Aw®;. Due to the optimality of fl, we

have

T
ZHyt AlTe — A@ef; < ZHyt*AZ)itH;

Then, since y, — A{))&; = &; + Z;O:t Ajy,_;, it follows that

T T
~ 2 ~ o . ~
T Z W& < T D e AnE) + Z<Z Ay, AnTy)
=1 t=1 t 1 j=t
s;(,K)
2 T ~ ~ ~
= = D (e Az + SH(A) - 53(A), (819)

o~
I

1

where S5(-) and S3(-) are defined as in (S18)), 3(1)@ =y Ay, ., and A(l)wt => Avy, .
Moreover, applying the inequality |a — b|3 > |a|3 — 2{a, b) with a = A(l)wt =2 Ajyt_j
and b=, Akytfk, we can lower bound the left-hand side of (S19) to further obtain that

1 &, ~ 2 ~ ~
T DAwz3 - Si(A) <7 Z<€t’ nx) + 52(A) — 53(A), (520)
t=1
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where S;(-) is defined as in (S18). It is worth pointing out that SZ(A) for 1 <7 < 3 capture the
initialization effect of y, = 0 for s < 0 on the estimation.

Note that A = A—A* € Y and Ko = K1. Suppose that the high probability events in Lemmas
hold. Then we can derive the estimation error bound from (S20j):

N 52)\max(28)d72 N N KQ)\max(Es)dR
mlAf /2B Ay oA < T

Furthermore, applying Lemma again, we can derive the prediction error bound from (S19)) and

the above result as follows:

4 QAmaX(EE)dR
Z fl’tHz ST T

'ﬂ |

The proof of this theorem is complete.

S4.5 Proof of Lemma

Proof of (i): By definition, £}()\;) = M for 1 <i<r, and EH "(m,,) = 7} cos(j6;) and Elm(nk) =
vl sin(j6y) for 1 < k < s. Then the first-order derivatives are Ve (N) = N vaﬁl’l(nk) =

g teos(j6r), Voli(my) = —jyisin(iok), V0" (my) = i sin(j6y), and Veli"(n,) =
37} cos(j6y). The second-order derivatives are V2EN) = j(7 - X2, V%Eﬁl’l(nk) = j(j —
1)) % cos(j0k), V2050 () = —524 " sin(i6h), V3 () = —524] cos(j6r), V2P (my) =

3 = D 2 sin(i6h), V3l (ny) = 52" cos(jby), and Vi () = —j*ysin(j6y). By As-
sumption [2[i), there exists p; > 0 such that max{|\i|,...,|[A\[, 71, .., 7} < p1 < p. Thus,

max __AVE)]L VG ()2, VGO VG () e} < Cop.

1<i<r,1<k<s,1<h<2

by choosing C, dependent on p; and p such that Cp > 25%(p1/p)?2p 2 for all j > 1. Note that

(', exists and is an absolute constant.

Proof of (ii): By Assumption 2} max{|Af|,..., |\ |[,7F,...,7*} < p, and there exists an absolute
constant Cg > 0 such that |G}|op < Cg for all 1 < k < p. Then, by a method similar to (S16)),
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we can show that Ao, = |G |op < Cg for 1 < j < p, and

d d
|4 op < D) 1ir(@IGElop < 777 ) G lop < 7772(r + 25)C

k=p+1 k=p+1

for j = p+ 1. Then, taking C, = p~? max{(r + 2s)Cs, 1}, we accomplish the proof of (ii).

S4.6 Proof of Lemma

Let J = 2(r + 2s). Consider the following partitions of the oo x (p + J) matrix Ly (w):
I Ty
Lstack(w) = < P MA ) = L[I:J](w) )
Lstack("d)
LRem(w)

where L)% (w) = (L'(X), L' (n), VL'(X), VoL (n)) is further partitioned into two blocks, the
J x J block Lpy.jj(w) and the oo x J remainder block Lgem(w). Note that for 1 < j < J, the jth

row of L.z (w) is
Li(w) = ()" (@) (VL) (ot (m))
where £/(X) = (A, ..., M), VLX) = (jA7,...,jA 7)), and

e (m) = (7] cos(j61), M sin(j61), - . ., 77 cos(j6,), 7 sin(j6,))
Vaeﬁl(n)

(=577 sin(j61), j7) cos(jh), - . ., —j? sin(j6,), jvd cos(j6,)) .

For j > 1, the jth row of Lrey(w) is Ly (w).

By Lemma ( ), we have | M2, (@) r < /737, C25% < Cuv/Tp(1— )1 = Cy. Then
Omax (Lstack (w)) < max {1, 0max (Lo (w)) } < max {1, | LY (w)[r} < max{1,C,}  (S21)

and

Omax (L) (@) < [ Lpan(@)r < [ Lisa(w)lr < Cp. (522)
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It remains to derive a lower bound of oy (Lgack(w)). To this end, we first derive a lower
bound of oin(L1:(w)) by lower bounding the determinant of Lp.jj(w). For any (v,0) € [0,1) x
(—m/2,7/2), it can be verified that

(47 cos(j6), 7 sin(j6)) ( ) = ("), (ve™))

and

1

—_——
=C

(=577 sin(j6), 7+ cos(50)) (J i) = (i) (e ™))

Let Py = diag(I,.,C4,...,C1,I,,C5,...,C5) be a J x J block diagonal matrix consisting of
two identity matrices I, and s repeated blocks of C; and C5. We then have det(P;) = (—2i)% =
4%, and

Ty Ty - Trp2s L1 Ty Trgas
2 2 2 2 2 2
¥ x5 - X 2xy  2x5 - 2x
1 2 r+2s 1 2 r+2s | | IxJ
L[lj]((.«J)Pl— = PQER R
J o J J J J J
Ty Ty o Tpgog Jry Jzy oo Japo

where x; = \; for 1 <14 < r, while 2, 9p_1 = V"% and x, 9r = Ve % for 1 < k < s, and i is the
imaginary unit.
We subtract the jth column of Py from its (r + 2s + j)th column, for all 1 < j < r + 2s, and

obtain a matrix with the same determinant as P» as follows,

X1 X2 - Tpy2s 0 0 e 0
2 2 2 2 2 2
Ty Ty o Ty L1 Ty T Lry2s
P3 = .
J J J J J J
Ty Ty ot Tpgos (J - 1)1’1 (‘] - 1)1’2 T (J - 1)xr+2s
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Note that P3 = P,Ps5, where

11 1 0 0 - 0
il Ty o Tpy2s T T2 e Tr+2s
P,=| 22 i 2, 223 212 EE 222 o,
pi T wy e wln (TNt (- Dapt o (T - el
is a generalized Vandermonde matrix (Li and Tanl 2008), and Py = diag{z1, ..., Ty 195, 1, .., Try2s}-

By [Li and Tan| (2008), | det(Py)| = [[/27° ;i [Tichejcrins(® — 1)". As avesult,

r+2s
| det(Py)| = |det(Ps)| = |det(Py)||det(Ps)| = [ [ |2;F  [[ (z5—z)*= 7
j=1 1<j<k<r+2s
where v; = min{|zy|,1 < k <7+ 2s}, v, = min{|z; — x|, 1 <7 <k <r+2s}, and J = 2(r + 2s).

It follows that

| det(P2)] s, 3J/2 J(J/2—
\det(L[lj](w))‘ = m > 0.25 12 / 1/2( /2=1) > 07 (823)
and hence L. j(w) is full-rank. Moreover, combining (S22)) and (S23)), we have
| det(Lpp.y(w))] _ 0.25%047/2) 270
min (L1 (w)) = > S24
o ( [1 J]( )) Ur{l;}(L[I:J](U-’)) C[‘—)]_l ( )

Note that the right side of (524)) when w = w* is ¢5, and Assumption (ii) ensures that c¢; > 0 is
an absolute constant.

Finally, similar to (S21)), by the Courant—Fischer theorem, it can be shown that
Umin(Lstack(w)) > min {17 Umin(Lé\ga:Ack(w))} > min {17 Jmin(L[lzJ] ((.d))} s

which, together with (S24)), leads to a lower bound of i, (Lsack (w)). Applying this and the upper
bound in (S21)) to w = w* under Assumption [2{ii), we accomplish the proof of this lemma.
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S4.7 Proof of Lemma

It suffices to show that the event stated in this lemma holds uniformly over the intersection of Y
and the sphere S(§) := {A € RV*N*® | |A|p = §}, for some radius § > 0 to be chosen such that
Y N S(0) # ¢, since the event will remain true if we multiply A by any nonzero real number.
Recall that any A € Y can be written as A = A — A* = G x3 L(w) — A" := A(w, G), for
some G € RV*Vxd and w e Q dependent on A with |w — w*| < ¢,. In addition, by and

(S14)), we can further write
A= Sstack X3 Lstack(W*) + StaCk(ONxpr; :R,)

Note that throughout the proofs of Lemmas 5.5, we will suppress the dependence of Ggaax
and R on A. Thus,

A(1)3375 = {gstack X3 Lstack("‘)*)}(l)mt + g{(l)mt—p = (gstack)(l)zt + R(l)wt—]n
where

T = (Y1, Yio--) and 2z = {Lgaa(w") @ In} o, (525)

For simplicity, denote X = (xp,...,%1), X_, = (®r—p,...,x1—p) and Z = (27,...,21). Then
A X = (Gstaa) 1) Z +R1) X _p, and hence [ (Gstaad) 1) Z = [R1) X llp < [A0)X]p < [(Gstack) 1)
Hm(l)X—pHFa i'e'7

T 1/2 T 1/2 T 1/2
(Z A(l)mt@) (2 gstack (1)zt‘2> - (Z |R(1)$t_p|%) (826)
t=1 t=1

t=1

T 12 T 1/2 T 1/2
(Z A(l)mt3> < (Z |(95tack)(1)ztg> + (Z |1R(1)$t—p|%> : (527)
t=1 t=1

t=1

and

Now we restrict our attention to A € Y n §(§), where 6 > 0 will be specified later. If
A €Y nS(9),since [Alr = 4, then it follows from Lemma [I] that

00N 5, <0a (S28)

(0% 0%

6Cx' < 8 < dcy' and

where , = |w — w*||z and 05 = |G — G*|r. To guarantee that T n S(0) # ¢, it is sufficient to
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choose § > 0 such that
Sext

N

. 2
- Co (529)

Furthermore, by (S17) and (S28)), we can obtain the following bounds of ||Ggac|lF by restricting
the corresponding A € X n §(9):

- V2
sup HgstaCkHF < 5CA1 (1 + T s = 5’
AeYNS(5) miny<r<s Vg (830)
inf > 0.50C5 (1 + v/2¢q) = 6.
AeTAS() [Sstacrllp = 0.50CK" (1 + v2cg) = 8

Next we establish the following union bounds that hold for all A € Y n S(J):

(i) If T = (ko/k1)*dg log(ka/K1), then

CM5 /il

T
P {\m eY nS(6): Z (Gstack) 1) 2e5 < 60@%} > 1 _ 9¢—cdrlog(ka/m)

(ii) if T2 N, then

IP){ sup Z IRye—p|l5 < 676 )\max(Ee)umax(\Il*)} S R
Aexns©E) 1

Proof of (i): Note that by (S30)), for every A € X nS(9), its corresponding Gg;aq has a bounded
Frobenius norm in the order of §. This relationship between A and Ggaq allows us to convert
the problem of finding union bounds over all A € ¥ n S§(J) to that over all G4 o with Frobenius

norm in the order of §.

Moreover, note that for all A € T, it holds G,k € E, where Z is defined as in , and hence

gs ac! — [
sk g3 — (MeZE | |M|p =1}, (S31)

HgstaCkHF

Then, by taking M = Ggack/||Gstack ||, it follows directly from (S44)) in Lemma that, if T >
(Ko/K1)?dR log(ka/k1),

Cyq R _
g {VA ex: e HSStaCkHF = 7 Z H stack zt”% < 60M"£2||95tack||%} g b Cdeog(HQ/Hl)'
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Thus, by restricting our attention to A € T n §(J) and combining (S30)) with the above result,

we can obtain (i).

Proof of (ii): First note that Rpyxi—p, = Zjozl Ry, , ;, where R = stack(R;, Ry, ...). For all
A eY nS(0), it follows from (S28) and the choice of § in (S29) that

§g < 0cx', ad, <dcy', and 6, < co. (S32)
Combining the above bounds with (S10]), we have
|Rjlp < [Rijlle + [ Rojlle + | Rsjlr < 0Cnp’ b, (S33)

where C = Crcx' (V2 + v/2¢,/2 + 1) = 1. Then

Sl e
s T[=
195 1[9s
@ L

o~
Il

yt —p— zR/ Rj Yip—j

1 T
=20 1Ryl =
t=1

-
Il

—
~
Il

—
<

<Riyt7p7i7 Rjytpj>>

1/2 T 1/2 (S34)
IRy, i3 =Y IRy, 3
=

12 2
( jytpj”g)

1 & 1 &
T MRy, 5 =tr {Rj (f > yt—p—jy;—p—j> R;} < ||Rj[%
t=1 t=1

1

@
I

_
<
Il

_

N
18
8

—
N =
=

~
Il
_
<.
Il
fu
o~
Il
—_

el
Nl =
Hb:ﬂq

In addition, we can show that

1 T
T Z Yip Y pj
t=1

op

As a result,
1/2\ 2

(935)

1 T 0
7 2Rl < | IR e Zyt Y
t=1 J=1 op

Then, by (S33), (S35) and (S46) in Lemma[S.7, if T = N, with probability at least 1 — 3e~V1og?,
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we have

T
sup Z a:t p||2 ~ 5252 )\max(z ,umax (Z P] V ]02 ) < 5252 max(za)ﬂmax(ql*)a

Aerns@) I &

where the second inequality follows from the fact that »}” | p74/jo? + 1 = 1. Thus (ii) is verified.
Finally, it remains to combine (S26)) and (S27)) with the results in (i) and (ii). To ensure that the

lower bound of T~ 3 [(Gatack) (1)2¢]3 in (i) dominates the upper bound of 7' 37| | Reyx:_ 2
in (i), we only need 6, < v/cacki1/{Amax(Be) tmax ()} In view of (S28), this can be guaranteed

(5631 vkl
< ) S36
o \//\max<za>ﬂmaX(‘Il*) ( )

Combining the above condition with (S29)), we can obtain the desirable §. Then we have

by choosing ¢ > 0 such that

T

1
P {\m €Y NS(0): exd?ky < = dlApm; < OMa%g} > 1 — e “drlog(ra/m1) _ 9o—Nlog9

t=1

Since ¢, and O are absolute constants, and |Afr = 0 for all A € X n §(6), the proof of this

lemma is complete.

S4.8 Proof of Lemma

Similar to Lemma [S.3], it suffices to prove that the result of Lemma [S.4] holds uniformly over the
intersection of Y and the sphere S(6) := {A € RV*V*® | |A||p = §}, where the radius § > 0 is
chosen to satisfy condition (S29)) to ensure that ¥ n S(d) # &. Specifically, we will prove that

<A YTy, E)| < 5\/w} > 1 — Qe ¢drlog(kz/k1) _ 5o—cN . (S37)

]P’{ sup
AeYNS(§

From the proof of Lemma for every A = A(w,G) € T n §(0), the corresponding Ggtacx
and R = stack(Ry, Ry, . ..) satisfy

95 ac. p— —1q .
|Gstack||F < 9, ﬁ €=y, and ||Rjlp < dc,Crp’ forall j = 1; (S38)
stack || F
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see (S29)—(S33). Moreover, by the definition of R; in (S9), it can be verified that, for all j > 1
colsp(R;) < colsp({G1), G(1y}) and colsp(R;) < colsp({G2), G })

where colsp(U) represents the column space of a matrix U, and colsp({U, V'}) represents the
span of all column vectors of the matrices U and V. Since for any A = A(w,G) € T it holds
rank(G(;)) < R; and rank(G(;)) < R; for i = 1,2, we then have

rank(R;) < 2(Ri A Rq) :=2R,, forallj=>1. (S39)

Note that Amyx, = (Gstack) )2t + Rayxi—p and Ry, = Z;O:I Ry, , ;. As aresult, by (S38)
and (S39)), we have

T

Z<A(1)$ta &) <

t=1

sup —
AeYNS (S T

T T
1
Z stack (1) 2t €t> + Z sup ® T Z<Rjyt—p—j7 €t>

—1 AeYNnS

sup  —
AEYNS(5)

1 T ee} » T
S(S;é)fZK (l)zt,€t>—|—(52p7 sup Z]Mytpj7

j=1 MEeII(2R 1)

Applying (S82)) and (S47) in Lemmas and [S.7] respectively, we can show that

r os)
>\max ZE d 2 max
sup = Z<A(1)wt; €t> < 5\/u + (5)\max(25)\/ a 2]0’ + 1
acrnse) 1 |— T 3:1
< 5\//{/2)\max(2€)d7€
T

with probability at least 1 — e~ = — 2¢—¢drloa(r2/r1) _ ge=Nlog9 where the second inequality follows
from the fact that dg 2 NR,, Ko 2 Amax(Ze)bmax(Ps) and Z;O:I P (2j0% + 1) = 1. Since
e ¢r < e~V (S37) holds and the proof of this lemma is complete.

S4.9 Proof of Lemma

Similar to Lemmas [S.3] and [S.3] it suffices to prove that the result of Lemma [S.5] holds uniformly
over the intersection of Y and the sphere S(§) := {A € RN*V*® | |Allp = 6}, where the radius
d > 0 is chosen to satisfy condition (S29) to ensure that ¥ n S(0) # .
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Recall from the proof of Lemma that for every A = A(w,§) € T n S(0),

§g < 0cx', ab, <dcy', and |Ry|r < dcuCrp’,

where &, = |w — w*|; and dg = |G — G*|r; see (S32)) and (S33). Combining this with (S€)), (S7),
Lemma [S.1fi) and Assumption [2{iii), we can show that

|H e < €9 (w")]2d5 + [ V€D (@*)[2ade < dex (1 + Cp)Vir+ 257,

where £Y) (w*) represents the jth row of the matrix LM (w) = (€'(\), .. 85 (N, € (), ... € (),
and further that

1Al < [Hjle + [ Rylle <6 {ca' (1 + Co)Vr+2s + coCa} ', j=1.
Note that |Aj|r = |G; — G}|r < dc;! for 1 < j < p. Then, we have
[Allop < |1Alr < 0C1p7,  forall j > 1, (540)

where C1 = {c¢x' (1 + Cp)Vr +2s + c,Cr} pP =1
In addition, by Lemma [S.11},

E(Hytng) = tr(Ey) < N/\max(zy) < NAmax(26>Mmax<‘Il*)-

Combining this with Lemma E S.1{(ii) and - for all j > 1, we have

* % 1/2
E(|A%y,_; ) < {E(|A%y,_; |9} < Coi? v/ A (Z)ttmax () N (S41)

and

AeYNS(5) AEYAS(5)

1/2
E( s ’Ajyt—j2><{E( sup |Ajyt_j|§>} < 6C1P A Amax (e max (W) N

(S42)
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By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and (542)),

E{ sup |S1(A }
AeYNS(5)

where Cy = 20%p?/(1 — p)® = 1. Similarly, by (S41)) and (S42)),

T o o ' 520
g Z kZ 2025 ) (52 s (W) N < QT“N

'ﬂll\ﬁ

E EN iiti SO (B e (T N < 232N
sup s max \ “~e ) Mmax X7 5
AETNS(6) ? T P e 7 . * T
where C3 = 2C,C1p%/(1 — p)® = 1. Moreover, note that E(|e;|2) \/E (lee]3) \/ max(2e )N
Then by (S42) and a method similar to the above,
2 & 5Cirn/FaAmax (B2) N
E sup S p— C )\max € max ‘I]* N < )
{MW)\S } SENNCTESNEINTCS 2

where C; = 2C1p/(1 — p)* = 1. By Markov’s inequality, we can show that

E{supacrrse) [S1(A)} kN N
P Si(A)] = §*C < < < , o (s43
{Aesri%(a)‘ 1(8) 2H1} 52C5k kT (R1+ Ro)T (843)

ng)\max(zg)d’[z HQNQ HQN
P su Se(A)| = oC: \/ < <
{AGTG%(J) | 2( )| ’ T )\max(EE)Td’R )\max(za)(Rl + R2)T

and
P{ sup [S3(A)] = C \/ Wm‘““‘
AeTm%(é) ’ - (R1 + RQ

where the last inequality in uses the condition that T' 2 (kg/k1)dg, and dg = R1Raed+(R1+

R2)N. Then the sum of the above three tail probabilities is 2+\/li2/)\max c) \/N/{ Ri1+ R2)T}.
Thus, we have proved the result of this lemma for all A € X n §(0). Replacing § by |A|f in the

above inequalities, we accomplish the proof for all A e Y.

S4.10 Auxiliary lemmas for the proofs of Lemmas and

Lemmas [S.3] and [S.4] are established based on the auxiliary results below. In particular, Lemmas

and [S.7] are both used directly in the proofs of Lemmas [S.3 and [S.4 The covering and
discretization results in Lemma play an essential role in the proof of Lemma The last
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three lemmas are useful results for the proofs of both Lemmas[S.6] and [S.7} Lemmas[S.9 and
give high-probabilitity concentration and Hanson-Wright inequalities for stationary time series,
respectively; and Lemma provides deterministic bounds for covariance matrices of stationary
time series. As in (S31)), let Z; = {M € 2 | [M||r = 1}. Note that the following definition is used
in Lemma [S.8

Definition 1 (Generalized e-net of Z,). For any ¢ > 0, we say that E(€) is a generalized e-
net of 1 if E(¢) < E, and for any M(a,B) € E,, there evists M(a,B) € E(e) such that
IM(a,B) —M(a,B)|r < e. However, E(¢) is not required to be a subset of Z;; that is, E(e) may

not be an e-net of 1.

Lemma S.6. Suppose that Assumptions[3 and[1 hold and T 2 (ka/k1)?dg log(ka/k1). Let 2z, =
{Llpa(w*) @ In}x; be defined as in (S25). Then

T T
CamR1 . 1 2 1 2 —cdp log(k2/Kk1)
P ( < wigsfl f; [ M1z < sup Tt; [ M1 2[5 < 6Cheriz | = 1 — 207 RO (544)

8 MeE]

and

1 ¢ Kf)\max 2€d —c —cC og(ka/K

Lemma S.7. Suppose that Assumptions|q and[1] hold and T = N. Then

. 1 ¢ . N
F {W =1 HT DY Yy S 2 max (Be) fmax (W) (o + 1)} >1—3¢ M8 (S46)
=1 ©

and moreover, if T 2 NR,

1 ¢ max (P )NR
P {Vj >1: sup TZ<Myt—P—j’€t> < 24 max (B2) (2502 + 1)\/%} > 1—4e NRlog9,
t=1

MEeII(R)
(S47)

Lemma S.8 (Covering number and discretization for Z;). For any 0 < € < 2/3, let E(e€) be a

mainimal generalized e-net of Zy.

(i) The cardinality of E(¢) satisfies

log [E(e)| < dr log(1/e),
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where d = RiRod + (Rl + RQ)N

(ii) There exist absolute constants ¢y, Cre > 0 independent of € such that for any M € E(e), it
holds ¢y < |[M|p < Ciy.

(iii) For any X € RN>*NW+r+29) qnd Z e RN(H7+25)xT it holds

sup M1y, X) < (1 — 1.5¢) " max My, X), (548)

Me=E, MeZE(e)

sup Mo Z|r < (1 —1.5¢)"" max |[My)Z|r. (549)
SOR MEE(G)

In Lemmas below, we adopt notations as follows. Let {w;} be a time series taking
values in RM | where M is an arbitrary positive integer. If {w;} is stationary with mean zero, then
we denote the covariance matrix of w; by ¥, = E(w,w}). In addition, let w, = (w/, ..., w})’,

and denote its covariance matrix by

2, = E(QTQIT) = (Bu(j — i))lsi,jST’

where 3,,(¢) = E(w,w)_,) is the lag-¢ autocovariance matrix of w; for { € Z, and £,,(0) = 3,,. For
the time series {y,}, accordingly we define 3, = E(y,y;) and X, = E(y,y’.) = (£,(j —9)),; ;<1
where y_ = (y7,...,91)", ¥y({) = E(y,y;_,) is the lag-¢ covariance matrix of y, for £ € Z, and

Xy = Ey(o)-

Lemma S.9 (Concentration bound for stationary time series). Suppose that Assumption (1| holds
for {e;}, and {w;} is a zero-mean stationary time series. Assume that w,; is F;_1-measurable,

where Fy = o{€,€1_1,...} fort € Z is a filtration. Then, for any a,b > 0, we have

T T 9
2 CI/
P {;<wt,st> > a, ;Hwtﬂ < b} < exp {_—202)\max<25)b} )

Lemma S.10 (Hanson-Wright inequalities for stationary time series). Suppose that Assumption

holds for {e;}, and {w.;} has the vector MA () representation

o0
w
wt - Z ‘I’j €t_j,
J=1
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where U7 € RM*N for all j, and Z;il | |lop < 00. Let Ty be a fized integer.

(i) Then, {w,;} is a zero-mean stationary time series, and

P = TET |w,|3 = E (Jw3)| = %02>\ (2,)} <2e M,
NS T S R

(ii) For any M € RPM with Q > 1 and any § > 0, it holds

To+T
1 0

p{ LS Mwili ~E (1Mw3)
t=Tp+1

Lemma S.11 (Deterministic bounds for covariance matrices of stationary time series). Suppose

> 602Amax<zw>\M\%} < 9emin(6 T,

that Assumptions[q and [1] hold, and the vector MA(x) representation of {y,} is y, = U.(B)ey,
where W, (B) = Iy + Z;’;l ‘II;‘Bj. Let pimin(¥y) = ming g Amin(W4(2)P5(2)) and pimax(¥s) =
Max|;|—1 Amax (W (2)Wh(2)), where W(z) is the conjugate transpose of W, (z).

(i) It holds
/\min<za),umin<‘]?*> < )\min(zy) < )\max(zy> < )\max(ze),umax(‘]?*)

and

)\min(ze),umin(‘]?*) < )\min(zy) < )\max(zy) < )\max(zs)ﬂmax(\:[’*)

(i) Define the time series {w;} by w, = Wx, = >0 Wy, ,, where z, = (Y,_1,Y)_9,.--),
W = (W, Wy, ...) e RM*® and W,;’s are M x N blocks such that >,.° | |W|op < 0.

Then, {w;} is a zero-mean stationary time series. Moreover,

)\min(za)ﬂmin(‘l’*)aiﬁn(w) < )\min(zw) < Amax(zw) < )\max(z].s)”max(\Il*)a-2 (W) (850)

max

and

)\max(zw) < Amax(zs)ﬂmax<ql*> (Z Wiop) . <S51>

S4.11 Proof of Lemma

Proof of (S44): Denote W = L., , (w*)®Iy, and let Lg;ck(w*) be the jth row of Lgga(w™) for

j=1. Then z; = Wx; = Zj’;l Wiy, ;and W = (W, W,,...), where ; = (¥;_1,Y; o,---)
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and W ; thack( *)® Iy for j = 1. By the definition of Lgiae(w™*) and Lemma ( ), we have
HLstack( *)H2 =1 forl SJSp and HLstack( *)”2 < CL\/jﬁ] fOI'j = p+ 1,

where J = 2(r + 2s). Thus,

o
Z HWjHOP Z ||Lstack HQ Oﬁa

j=1

where C; = C/Jp(1 — p)~*. In addition, by Lemma
min{1l, ¢z} < Omin,z = Tmin(W) < Omax (W) = Omax, . < max{l, C5}.
Then, by setting w; = z;, it follows from Lemma (ii) that
K1 < Amin(Bw) < Amax(Bw) < K2 (S52)

and

Amax(Zw) < )\max(zs),umin(\:[l*)cg < K2, <S53>

where 1 = Amin (2¢e) fmin (P ) min{1, c%} and Ko = Apax (2e) max () max{1, C’g}.

Furthermore, since z; = #(B)y, = # (B)W.(B)e; is a zero-mean and stationary time series,
where ¥ (B) = >, W,;B’, we can apply Lemma (ii) with Ty = 0, w; = 2z¢, and 0 =
k1/(20%ks), in conjunction with and (S53), to obtain

Z HM(l)Zt”g —E (HM(l)Zt”g)
t=1

1 T
P —
{T_

where ¢, = cmin{0.5072,0.250~}. Note that by (S52)) and w; = z;, we can show that

= O5I{1|M”%} < 26—00(K1/K2)2T’

R [V < Amin(Z0) [M < B ([ M) 24]5) < Amae(Bu) [ Mo < 5[ M

As a result, for any M e RV*N*(d+7429) "wwe have
Lz

P <0-5’f1”M% < T Z [Myze]5 < 1. 552‘M”F> > 1 — 2e e lm/m)T, (S54)

t=1
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Next we strengthen (S54)) to union bounds that hold for all M € E;. For simplicity, denote
Z = (zr,...,21), and then

1 ¢ 2 1 2
72 M= = M 21

We consider a minimal generalized ey-net Z(eg) of Zi, where 0 < ¢y < 2/3 will be chosen later.

By Lemma [S.§[(ii), any M € E(e) satisfies ey < [M|r < Cy. Define the event
& () = {VM € E(ey) : vV0.5exeky < \/>HM nZ|r < «/1.5C’M,‘12} .

Then, by the pointwise bounds in (S54)) and the covering number in Lemma [S.8[i), we have

ME_.(EQ)

1 C
]P;{gt( )} < eCarlog(l/e0) 1hax P [{0.503‘451 < ?H ZHF 1. 5CM/<62} ]

< 2exp {—¢,(k1/k2)*T + Cdg log(1/ep) } . (Sh5)

By Lemma [S.8(iii), it holds

1 v/1.5C
éa(ﬁo) c { max THM(I ZHF \/ 1.5CM/€2} c {sup \/_THM(DZHF < Tg[:f} . <S56)

MeEq

Moreover, for any M e E; and its corresponding M € E(¢y) defined as in the proof of Lemma

S.8[(iii), similarly to (S63]), we can show that

M(l)ZHF = ‘M(l)ZHF - (M — M)(DZHF

| 2
VT VT

> mln —||M HZ|r — (M) Z | ¢
\/‘ 1) Z

1
ok

> — M Z|p — M, M
Mmlr(l \/»H WZ|r ZH HFwSclelE\fH Z||p

> mm _”M(I)ZHF 1.5¢¢ sup

VT sup Tf”

My Z|r.

Taking the infimum over all M € E; and combining the result with (S56)), we can show that on
the event & (¢p), it holds

v/ 1.5C
mf T”M(l)ZHF > 1/0.5¢pek1 — 1.5¢q - #g;@ > 1/0.5¢p k1 — BGOM
—1.5¢
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if 0 < ¢9 < 1/3. Thus, by setting

€y = mlH —
0 6\ 30Ky 3"

—m} . (S57)

we have

Sle) = { jnt =M Zle > 5

77

As a result, with the above choice of ¢j, we have

MeE e—-l

T
Caek
& () < { M8 L < inf —Z M (1)z4]l5 < sup = Z [RDEAERS GC’M@},
t=1

which, together with (S55]) and the condition that T' % (ko/k1)?dg log(ka/k1), leads to (S44)).

Proof of (S82): Consider a minimal generalized 1/3-net £(1/3) of E,. By (S55)) and (S56)), we

have

]P){ max \/7||M(1)ZHF > m} < 26 Cd'RlOg(HQ/Hl)

MeE(1/3)

under the condition that T' 2 (ka/k1)?dg log(ke/k1). Note that Zle<M(1)zt, ey = My, ST ez
Then by Lemma [S.8] for any K > 0, we have

P{;BETZW =8i) 2 }

SP{ max Z<M V21, E) = g}
K
2’

=2(1/3) T

1 I
< ]P’{ max Z<M VZt, €)= max T Z 1M 1)ze]5 < 1. 5OMH2} 1 9 cdr log(ka/k1)
t=1

21/3) T

K 1<
< ePIR183 ax P {T Z<M(1)Zt, gr) = 5T Z HM Zt”z 1. 5CM/€2} + 2¢~¢dr log(m/m)a
=1

MeE(1/3)

where the first inequality follows from (S48)), and the last from the covering number in Lemma
(i). For any M e RN*Nx(d+7429) e can apply Lemma with w, = M)z, to obtain the

following pointwise bound:

1 T K 1 T KzT
P >o - 1. <exp{- .
{T ;<M(1)2t, €t> 5 T Z HM th2 5CM/€2} exXp { 120'207\/[52)\111&)((25) }

t=1
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Then, choosing K such that K*T/{120%CykodAmax(E:)} 2 dr, i.e., K = v/Kodmax (e )dr /T, we
have

T
1
g { Sup 7 DMz, e = K} < e o gemedn e,
t=1

MeE

and hence (S82)). The proof of Lemma [S.6] is complete.

S4.12 Proof of Lemma
The following result for low-rank matrices is used in the proof of Lemma [S.7]

Lemma S.12 (Covering number and discretization for low-rank matrices). Let II(R) = {M €
RV*N | |M||p = 1,rank(M) < R}, and let II(R) be a minimal 1/2-net of TI(R) in the Frobenius
norm. Then the cardinality of TI(R) satisfies

log [TI(R)| < (2N + 1)R log 18.
Moreover, for any X € RV*N it holds

sup (M, X)<4 max (M,X).
MEeII(R) MEeII(R)

Proof of Lemma[S.13. The covering number is given by Lemma 3.1 in (Candes and Plan| (2011)).

For any M e TI(R), there exists M € II(R) satisfying |[M — M||r < 1/2. Note that the rank

of M — M is at most 2R. Based on the singular value decomposition of M — M, we can find

two matrices M and M@ with rank at most R such that M — M = MY + M® and

(MY M®) = 0. Then it holds [MW g + |[M®@|p < V2|M — M|p < v/2/2. Hence, for any

X € RV*N we have

2 2
M, X)=(M,X)+ Y (MY X)< max (M, X)+ Y |[MYD|z sup (M,X
( )y = ) ;< ) Meﬁ(m< ) ; ”FMeH(R)< )

i 2
< max <M,X>+£ sup (M, X).
MEeII(R) 2 Mer(r)

Taking supremum with respect to M € II(R) on both sides of the last inequality, we accomplish
the proof of this lemma. n

Proof of (S46): Denote SV~! = {u € RY | |lu], = 1}, and let SY~! be a minimal (1/4)-net of
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SN=1in the Euclidean norm. Fix j > 1. By Lemma 5.4 in Vershynin| (2010)),

T T T
1 1 1 2
7 2 i Yheps |, <2 .me (? 2 yt‘p‘jy;“> w=2 mo, o 2 Yip)

op t=1

Then for any K > 0,

1 T
/
]P) <Hf;yt—p—jyt—p—j op

1 &, ,
> K) < P{ureréz}vxl TZ(U yt_p_j) > K/Q}

< 9 max IF’{ Zuytp] K/2}, (S58)

ueSN-1

where we used the fact that the cardinality of SV=! satisfies |SV~1| < 9V. For any w € S¥°1

applying Lemma [S.10(ii) with M = o', w; = y,_,, and Ty = 1 — p — j, together with the result
)\max(zw) = Amax(Zy) < /\max(ze)ﬂmax(ql*)

as implied by Lemma [S.11{i), we can show that

{i

holds for any § > 0. In addition, by Lemma [S.11{i),

T
Z 'U,yt —p— ] E{<U/yt_p_j)2} = (50’2)\max(2€)umax<§[]*)} < Qe—cmin(é,JQ)T'

E{(u/yt—p—j)Q} < Amax(By) < Ama () fmax (P

In view of the above result and taking 6 = j, we further have
{ Z WYy )? = Amax(Be) timax(T) (o + 1)} < 2797, (S59)
Combining (S58) and (S59)), if T > 2N log 9/c, then

1 T .
P {HT D Yep Vi = Do (B ttma() (02 + 1)} < 2e7 I8, (S60)
t=1 P
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By considering the union bound over all 7 > 1, we have
ee}

. 1 ¢ . 9 —jNlog9 ~Nlog9
P{ay>1:H?;yt_p_jy;_p_juop>2Amu<ze>umax(\1f*><ya +1>} < 3 207INIE < 3oV,

j=1
and hence ([S46)).

Proof of (S47): We first fix j > 1. Note that ST (My,_ i€ty =M, ST ey _p_j)- More-

over, it can be verified that

1< 1 ¢
= DMy, < IMIE| = Y vy
t=1 t=1

Thus, by (S60) and Lemma for any K > 0, we have

IP’{ sup Z<Myt o €)= }

MEeII(R) T

Zytp]ytp]

< ]P){ max T Z<Myt —p— ]>€t> = < 2Am&x(2€)umax(\:[l*)(jo—2 + 1)}

MEeII(R)

+ 26—jN10g9

1 ¢ K 1«
< INR Pl - SYM ey = = | M 12 < 22 max (B ftmax () (o + 1
S max {Tt§:1< Yip—j €)= Tt:lu Y pjll2 (3e) tmax () (o~ + 1)

+ 29N log9,

Then, applying Lemmawith w; = My, , ;, we have the pointwise bound for any M € RV*¥

as follows:

1 T T .
P {? Z<Myt —p—j’ €t> 4 Z HMyt—p—ng < 2/\maX(E€)Mmax(lI’*)(]0-2 + 1)}
t=1 t=1

KT
642, (B (B4 (o + 1)0?

} = exp{—9INR(j + 1)},

if we choose

— o
K = 24)\max(25)\/“max(‘1’*)(30 +j}>(]0 +0?)NR
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Consequently, we have

tmax(Py)(jo? + 1)(jo? + 02)NR
g {Mselllil()n) T Z<Myt 2 €0 Z 2 a3 )\/ T

—9jNR —jNlog9 —jNlog9
L e NI L QeI I0BY (L BT 08 Y,

Taking the union bound over all 7 > 1 as in the proof of - ) and noting that (jo?+1)(jo?+0?) <
(2j0% + 1)2, we can verify (S47)).

S4.13 Proof of Lemma

The following covering result for low-Tucker-rank tensors is used in the proof of Lemma

Lemma S.13 (Covering number for low-Tucker-rank tensors). Let II(R1, Ro) = {T € RP1*P2xps
1Tle < 1rank(T) < Rivi = 1,2}, For any € > 0, let II(e; R, Ra) be a minimal e-net for
IT1(R1, Rs2) in the Frobenius norm. Then the cardinality of II(e; Ry, Ro) satisfies

|1:I(€; Rl, R2)| < (9/€)R1R2p3+p1721+p27€2‘

Proof of Lemma[S.15. The proof of this lemma is straightforward given the proof of Lemma 2 in
Rauhut et al.|(2017). O

Proof of (i): Notice that the results for Ggaq in (S17) can be generalized to any M(a, B) with
a € R and B e RV*N*(+29) where Gyaar = M(w — w*, G — G*). That is, by a method similar
to that for (SI7)), we can show that for any a € R"+?° and B € RV*Nx(r+2s),

0.5([Be + wilalz) < [M(a, B)[r < |Blr + @:|als,, (S61)

where
V2

min1<k<s ’7]1(

Thus, if [M(a,B)|r = 1, then 1 < |B|r <2 and @, ' < |al, < @, As a result,

= V2cso0 and  wy =

2, c {M(a,B)|aecllV, Bell?},
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H(l) _ {a c Rr+25 ’ wQ—l < Ha’”2 < wl_l}

where

1% = (B e RV*N*4 | B e T(2R,2R,),1 < |B|r < 2}.

and
Hence, the problem of covering =; can be converted into that of covering ITY) and ITI®,
For any fixed € > 0, let 1:1(1)(6) be a minimal €/(2ew;)-net for IIY in the Euclidean norm, and

let 1:[(2)(6) be a minimal €/2-net for TI® in the Frobenius norm. Then denote

{M(a’3> e RVXNx(d+7+2s) ‘ ac ﬂ(l)(e),B c 1:1(2)( )}

Thus, for every M(a, B) € E, there exists M(a, B) € E(¢) with a € ﬁ(l)(e) and B e 1:[(2)(6) such
(562)

that
la —al; < €/(2wy) and ||B — B|r < ¢/2.
Since M(a, B) — M(a, B) = M(a — a, B — B), it follows from (S61) and (S62)) that

)lp = [M(a—a,B-B)|r < |B—B|r+ mfa—al<e

—
=
—

(e) is a generalized e-net of ;. Moreover, by

HM(G’7 3) - M(d,
=. Therefore,
a standard volumetric argument (see also Corollary 4.2.13 in |Vershynin| (2018) for details) and

—
=

In addition, note that Z(e) <
Lemma , the cardinalities of I:I(l)(e) and l:I(Q)(e) satisfy
log [T1'(€)| < (r + 25) log{6ws/(w1€)} and  log [TT?(e)] < {4R1Rad + 2(R1 + Rs) N} log(18/e)

Noting that o, = 1 is independent of ¢, we have
log |E(e)] < log [T ()] + log [TI(¢)] £ {R1Rad + (Ry + Ra)N}log(1/e).

Proof of (ii): Since ﬂ(l)(e) c Y and 1:1(2)(6) c I, we have

E(e) < {M(a, B) e RVNx(d+7429) | g ¢ TID B ¢ n<2>} .
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Thus, by (S61)), for any M € E(e), it holds
e = 051 + iy ) < [ M < 2+ mow; ! = Oy

Since @y, ! = cg minj<p<sy; = 1 is independent of e, (ii) is proved.

Proof of (iii): From the proof of (i), for every M := M(a, B) € E,, there exists M := M(a, B) €
E(e) such that a e ﬁ(l)(e) and B e 1:1(2)(6) satisfy (S62)). Since 1:1(2)(6) c %, we have B — B ¢
T['(4R1,4R;). Then by considering the higher-order singular value decomposition for B — B,
we can find four tensors B; € T'(2R,2R,) with 1 < i < 4 such that B — B = Z?:l B; and
(B;,B;) =0 for all i # j. As a result, we can show that

M—MzM(a,B)—M(d,@)=M(a—d,3—iB)=M<4 - >=§4]Mi,

=1 =1

where M; = M ((a — a)/4, B;) € E. Moreover, by (S61)), (S62) and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequal-
ity, it holds

4 4
T
DIVl < Y {IBills + Flla - ale} <2/~ Ble + wla - al, < L5

Therefore, for any M € Z;, we can show that

M), X) = <M(1),X> + (M~ J\_/t)(l),X> < €<< V 1), X) + Z<(Mi)(1),X>

[l]I 93

< 1 @x< X>+Z||M Ip sup My, X
Me=(e) =1 MeEq
< max <3\_/[ , X) + 1.5¢ sup M), X),
E( MEEl

Taking supremum over all M € Z; on both sides, we accomplish the proof of (S48)). The proof of
(S49) follows the same arguments as those for (S48)) except that the above inequalities are revised

7



to

M) Ze < [Ma)Z[e + [(M=M)) Z|r < < Joax. |Mq ZHF+ZH mZ|r
i=1
< HM nZ|r +Z | Mg sup [Mq)Z|r
M i=1 MEE

< ax |M1)Z | + 1.5¢ sup [M1)Z|r.  (S63)

Me= MEE

The proof of Lemma [S.8]is complete.

S4.14 Proof of Lemma

Note that (wy, ;) = <Ei/ 2wy, £,), where €, is mean-zero and o?-sub-Gaussian. Moreover, it holds
|1Z2w,)2 < Amax(Ee)|w;|3. Then by a straightforward multivariate generalization of Lemma, 4.2

in Simchowitz et al.| (2018), we can show that

T T T T
P {Z<wt7€t> >a, ) Jlw < b} <P {Z<2i/2wt,€t> >a, ) I=w| < Amax(Es)b}
t=1 t=1 t=1 t=1

CL2
< _ 3.
eXp{ 202)\max(25)b}

The proof is complete.

S4.15 Proof of Lemma

Proof of (i): First it is obvious that {w;} is a zero-mean stationary time series. Without loss
of generality, we let T = 0 in what follows.

It is worth noting that under Assumption , g = E;/ 2¢,, and all coordinates of the vector
€= (& €& ,,...) are independent and o?-sub-Gaussian with mean zero and variance one. In

addition, by the vector MA(o0) representation of w;, we have w; = W€, where

R wE s . sy
\Ilwzl/Q \Ilwzl/Q P 21/2
lw _ 1 e 2. € T—-1“¢ ' <S64)
TM x .
w2
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Then, it holds
2, = E(wywy) = ¥ (") (565)

w

Observe that 3.1, |w|? = whaw, = & (EY)PE. Since £ is a vector with independent, zero-mean
and sub-Gaussian coordinates, we can apply the Hanson-Wright inequality (Vershynin| [2018) to
obtain that for any ¢ > 0,

(8

2 [wels = TE (|, [3)
t=1

L /2
=L <26Xp{—cmin< — — >} (566)
> o (T o ot ()

Note that by (S65), [(Z")¥"[op = [T (L") [op = Amax(Z,,), and X, is a TM x TM matrix.
Then
()Y ®p = |2 (L) e = [Zyp < VTMAnax(Z,,).

Taking ¢ = 02VTMAax(Z,,) in (S66)), the proof of (i) is complete.

Proof of (ii): Define the vector m; = (Mwr),...,(Mw,)") = (Ir ® M)w;. Then m, =
P¢, where P = (It ® M)¥". As aresult, Y|, |[Mw,|3 = m,m, = &P’ P¢. Similar to (S65),
it follows from the Hanson-Wright inequality that for any ¢ > 0,

L /2
P > <2exp{—cmin( ; : >} (S67)
( ) #IP'Pl, PPl

By (865), we have | P'Plo, = [PP'op < | MM |lop |2 (L) |op < Amax(Z,,)[ M [[i. Moreover,

T
Z | Mw,|; — TE (HthHg)

t=1

tr(P'P) = tr(PP") = tr{(Ir @ MX,,(IT ® M'")}
= vec(It ® M) (2, ® Irq)vec(It ® M) < TAuax(Z,) | M |,

where the second equality follows from (S65)). As a result,

[P'Ple < \/|P'Ploy tr(P'P) < \[|PP'|o tx(PP') < VT Aunl(Z,,)| M.

Taking ¢ = 00°T Amax(Z,,)| M |3 in (S67)), the proof of (ii) is complete.
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S4.16 Proof of Lemma

Proof of (i): Consider the spectral density of {y,},
f,00) = 27) ', (e ) B W (™), Oe[-m, 7]

Let
M(f,) = max Anax(f,(0)) and m(f,) = min Auu(f,(6))

Oe[—m,x] Oc[—m,7]

Along the lines of Basu and Michailidis (2015)), it holds

2rm(f,) < Amin(Z,) < Anax(B,) < 27M(f),

=Y

2nm(f,) < Amin(By) < Amax(By) < 27M(f,),

and

Amin(25>ﬂmin(‘1’*) < 27Tm(fy) < 27TM(fy) < )\max(zs)umax(lp*>; <S68>

see Proposition 2.3 therein. Thus, (i) is proved.

Proof of (ii): First, since Y.~ | [Wop < o0 and {y,} is stationary with mean zero, the time series
w;, = W (B)y, = # (B)¥.(B)e, is also zero-mean and stationary, where # (B) = > .2 W,B".

For any ¢ € Z, denote by X,(¢) = E(y,y,_,) the lag-¢ covariance matrix of y,, and then
%, (0) =" f,(0)e"dd. For any fixed u € RY with |ul, = 1,

j=1k=1
T 00
= f DI WW S, (0)e TN W L do
T i=1k=1
=J u’V/(e_w)fy(H)WH(e_w)ud@, (S69)

where #/(2) = 32, W ;2 for z € C, and WH(e ) = {7/(6“’)}’ is the conjugate transpose of
# (e ). Since f,(6) is Hermitian, w'# (e”*) f,(0)#"(e~*)u is real for all § € [—m,7]. Then it
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is easy to see that
m(f,) - wHW (e )W e u<u W (e ) f 007" (e )u < M(f,) W (e )W (e ).
Moreover, since S:r edh = 0 for any ¢ # 0, we can show that

s T 00 O
J w' W (e (e udh = Z Z wW'W e UROW, 4 db

- T j=1k=1

= 2nu/ WW'u.

which, together with the fact of |u|s = 1, implies that

2o, (W) gj u’W(e_w)V/H(e_w)udH 2o’

—T

In view of (S68)—(S70]), we accomplish the proof of (S50)).

To verify (S51)), note that the spectral density of {w,} is

w). (S70)

max (

Fu(0) =# ()07 (e™), Oe[-m7];
see Section 9.2 of |Priestley| (1981). Then

M(fo) = max Anac(f,(0)) < M(F,) max Al V(e W)

fe[—m,x] Oe[—m
2
=M(f, Gemax je e
op
© 2
< M(f,) (Z |WjH0P>
j=1

In addition, by a method similar to the proof of Proposition 2.3 in Basu and Michailidis| (2015)),

we can show that

Combining the above results with (S68]), the proof of (S51)) is complete.
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S4.17 Proof of Theorem /4

For a matrix X € RP**P2_ we denote by | X |o the number of nonzero elements in X, | X|0 the
number of nonzero rows in X, and define | X |, = | vec(X)||; and | X |21 = D 0", [@i]2, where @;’s

are the row vectors of X. Let
Ys={A=A-A"c RV | A =G x3L(w),§els,weN,d, <cu},

where T's = {G =8 x; Uy xo Uy | 8 € Qs,U; € U;,i = 1 or 2}. Tt is noteworthy that under the
conditions of Theorem 4, A := A — A* e Ys. For simplicity, we further denote the perturbation
of 8" by 05 = |8 — 8"||r. Moreover, we denote

Fs(Sl,SQ,Rl,Rg) = {M =8 X1 U1 X9 U2 ‘ Se RRlXRp(d,Ui € Z/ls,i,z' = 1,2},

where Us; = {U e RVRi |U'U = Iy,

Ulo < s;}, and then define
Es(Sl, Sa, Rl, RQ) = {M(a, B) € ]RNXNX(dJrTJrQS) | ac RT+2S, Be Ps(Sl, Sa, Rl, RQ)} y (S?l)

and 5571(81, S9, Rl, RQ) = Es(Sl, SQ,Rl, RQ) M {M € RNXNX(d+T+2S) | HMHF = 1}

The proof of Theorem 4| depends directly on the following three lemmas.
Lemma S.14 (Strong convexity and smoothness properties for the sparse model). Under Assump-
tions J@ if T 2 (Ko /k1)%ds log(ka/k1), then with probability at least 1—2e~¢ds108(s2/m) _3p—csalog N

T
1
mlAlE < Y 1Az < ml AR, YA E Y,
t=1

where dg = R1Rad + 2?21 5Ri(1 +1og NR;) and 5; = (s; + u )Ry, withi =1 or 2.

Lemma S.15 (Deviation bound for the sparse model). Under the conditions of Lemma and
if T 2 (ko/k1)%dslog(ka/k1), given that X = \/mg)\maX(Za)dg/T,

T
Z<€t, A(l)mt>
t=1

2
<A ((53 + oz(Sw + Z ”AUz”l) /4 + 7'||AU1 H1HAU2H17 VA e TS

1
T i=1
holds with probability at least 1 — 3e~cdsloglka/rn) _ ge—cs2logN(RiAR2) yphere dg = RiRod +
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3?2 sRi(1+log NR;) and 7 = +/(d + log N)/T.

Lemma S.16 (Effects of initial values). Under Assumptions if T' = 8o, then with probability

at least 1 — c4/52/T(1 + \/51/75);

Ko Amax (2 )d :
SUAN < mlAT/A, 1S(8)] <o/ 2B Ao va e S0)

where ds and ds are defined in Lemmas|S.14 and|S.18, and 5; = (s; + u})R; fori=1 or 2.

Now we give the proof of Theorem . Denote A = A — A*. Note that 22;11 Ay, ;= Aq@;.
Due to the optimality of le, we have

2

T 2
Dy = AlE = Aq@3 + A Y Ui < Y Iy, — Afn@ls + A Y |UT L,
t=1

=1 t=1 =1

Then, since y, — A{})®; = & + Z;}it Ay, ; and 5(1)(% —Zy) = Y, Akytfk, it follows from

(1S19)) and (S20)) that

T 5 T N 3 N 2 . N
fz [Am:3 < 52@% A+ ) Se(A)+ 1)) (HUi h - \|Ui\|1> , (S72)
t=1 t=1 k=1

i=1

where Si(-) for 1 < k < 3 are the initialization error terms defined as in , and &(1)% =
S, &kyt_k. Let Ay = 8§ — 8* A, = & — w*, and &Ui =U, - U! for i = 1 or 2. On the
right-hand side of (S72), denote the event that the first term are bounded by M| As |+ A2+
Y7 1Au, ) and 7| Ay, [1|Au, |1 as T,

1
ol

On event Zy, if we multiply 2 to both sides of (S72|) we have

T

Z<€t, &(1)330

t=1

2
S A (\ASIIF +alAulz + )] AUi1> /4 + 7| Ay, |1|AU2II1} '

i=1

T 2
Dl Apz s < A <|AsF +alAuls + )| Ay,
t=1

i=1

2 2
1t 22 U7 [ — 22 Uil)
i=1

=1

Nl

3
+2 ) Si(A) + 47| Ay, 1| A, 1.
k=1

Denote by S; the index set of the nonzero entries of U7, and by S the complement of S,, for
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i =1 or 2. By the elementwise sparsity of each U} in Assumption , the cardinality of the index
— |U?|lo < s/R; for i = 1 or 2. Note that ||U; H1 [(Ay,)se + (U?)s, (Ap,)s, |
(U;k)Sz (AUi)Si 15 (U;k>Sz = U;k (AUi)Sz‘ (AUi)S?‘h? S0 we

H(Aui) i

have

oL N N 2 2
T Z [Awz:3 < M|As]e + aAylz) + 3D T 1(Au,)s i — A 1A, )seln
=1 i=1 i=1
3
Z ) + 47| Ay, |1 | Aw, 1.

Next, we assume that there is a lower bound for 7-* 317 |Ayy@,[? and then define the event

_ T N N . .
T ={T7' 3, A5 2 m1| A}, where £1 = Amin (32) ftmin (¥) min{1, ¢2} and ¢; is an abso-
lute constant defined in Lemma [S.2]in the Appendix. Moreover, we assume that the initialization

error terms have a upper bound, and denote the event
Is = {S1(A) < k1| AJ2/4, Su(A) < A Afp/4, k = 2 or 3}

By Assumptions 3| and 4} let 5; = (s; + u')R;, and then &U,- has an elementwise sparsity of at
most §; for i = 1 or 2. Hence, by the perturbation bounds in Lemma and Lemma [T}

|1Av. b < V3| Au, e < 287 Cniv/5 | Allr.

Suppose that 052/3*202771772«/51527 < k1/8, on the events 7,7, and Z3,

2
mi AR < MAL + A(|Asle + ol Aufl2) +3X3 Y [(Aw)s,

i=1

2
S MAfe +A(As]p + | Aufl2) +37 Y Vsil Au, e,

i=1

where by the perturbation bounds in Lemma and Lemma ,

r < cx B70n|Alr.

Similarly, we can show

~ ~ (Lemma |S.17)) 1 ~ " ~ "
[As[p + Al <7 870 +n2)|G = G7lp + @ — w2

(Lemma [1)) X
< cx'max (5_10(771 +7}2),1> IA[F,
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Since v/ + \/y < 24/x + y for any x,y > 0, we have
AR < 287+ m2) /st + 522 A

And the estimation error bound and in-sample prediction error bound are given by

N le, x _
|Alp < (caBrn) ™ (i +1m2)/s1 + 55 and T D IAWE3 < (AB%K1) " (m + m2) (51 + 52) A%,
t=1

respectively.

In the second part, we show the conditions that events Z;, Zy and Z3 occur with high probability.
First, denote by ds = R1Rad+> -, s;Ri(1+log NR;) the sample complexity of the model. If T' >
(ko/k1)%ds log(ka/k1), given that A = \/Hg)\max(za)d‘g/T and 7 = 4/(d + log N)/T, it follows from
Lemma that the event Z; holds with probability at least 1 —3e¢dsloar2/m1) _ge—cs2log N(RiaRz)
Moreover, if T = 3740, *n; 25,55(d+log N), the condition that cx2372C?nmy4/51527 < #1/8 holds.

Secondly, if T = (k/k1)?ds log(ka/k1), it follows from Lemma[S.14]that the event Z, holds with
probability at least 1 — 2e—cdslos(r2/k1) _ 3¢—cs2108 N where dg = R Raod + 2?21 5Ri(1+1log NR;).

Finally, if T" = 55, then it follows from Lemmathat with probability at least 1 —cm (1+
\/51/ds), the event Z; holds.

S4.18 Proof of Lemma

The proof of this lemma is largely based on some existing results in the proof of Lemma in
Section [S4.7} First of all, under Assumptions [3| & [ there are at most u~'R; nonzero rows in U,
and s;R; ones in U}, for all U; € U; with i = 1 or 2. Hence, for any A = A — A* € Y5, we
only need to consider those that satisfy Gk € Es(51R1, 52R2,2R1,2R2) and R; € II(5 (R4 A
Rs),52(R1 A R2),2(R1 A Rs)) for all j > 1

Then, it remains to show that the following two results hold for all A € Ys n S(J) that satisfy

the above sparsity conditions.

(i) If T = (ko/k1)?dslog(ka/K1), then

T

(5 ,
g {VA €YsnS(0): e Hl Z Gstack (l)th2 < 600 52} > ] — Qe cdslos(ra/m),
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(ii) If T 2 55log N, then

T

AT i
Py s PRG35 € 6202 Mna (Be) framax (¥) p = 1 — Bem2 108N,
AcYsnsS@) 1 =

The result in (i) can be jointly obtained from (S28)), (S30]) and Lemma [S.20f While to obtain
the result in (ii), we first denote by K(s) = {v € RY : |v|o < s,||v[s < 1} the set of s-sparse
vectors. Note that for all j > 1,

| I
TZ IRy, jl5 = tr{ ( Zyt oYt p J) R/}
=1

t=1

<|Rj%< sup vTZyt Y )

veK(52)

Combining this with (S32) & (S34)) and (S83)), if 7" > §ylog N, with probability at least 1 —

Je—s2loe Nlog9 e have

2
e¢]
su T ~ 5252 )\max max 0-2 S 6253;)\1’1’1&)( 26 max \P* bl
AeTSfS(é)Tz| T3 < (Be)p (Z J ) (3e) pmax (W)

where the second inequality follows from the fact that Z;’il p’A/jo? +1 = 1. Thus (ii) is verified.
The rest of the proof is same as the proof of Lemma and hence is omitted here.

S4.19 Proof of Lemma

The proof of this lemma closely follows the proof of Lemma|[S.4] Essentially, we only need to show

the following two intermediate results.

(i) If T = (ko/k1)?*ds log(ka/k1), then

T

Z<(9stack)(l)zta €t> <

t=1

2
A (65 +ady + ), IAU,-!1> /4 +T7|Au, ||1||AU2||1}

i=1

1
P< sup —
{AGTS T

—cd —cdg 1
>1—e s _ 9 cds log(r2/r1)
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(i) f T2 (51 + 52)(R1 A Ra +log N(R1 A R2)), then

2
(s w ; 1) /4+T5wHAU1I1|AU2\1}
i=1

> 1 — 4e—sglogN(R1/\R2)log9

Z<R]yt —p— ]7€t>

[

j 1 AETg

Proof of (i): Note that G — G* = 8 x; Ay, x2 Ui + 8 x, U} x93 Ay, +8 x1 Ay, x2 Ay, +
Ag x1 Ul x U3, we then have Gg,q = stack(§ — G*, D(w)) = Z?Zl M,;, where

N Ri Re

N Ri N Rz
=2 2 Muims Mo =2, ), Mo, Ma= D) D) ), Mo, and
i=1m=1 1=1m=1

i,j=1m=1h=1

M, = stack(Ag x1 U x2 U5, D(w)) = M(w — w*, Ag x; U7 x5 U3),

where for any a = (ay,...,a,42,) € R™2 and B € RV*N*d the bilinear functional M(a, B) is
defined as in , and moreover, for 1 <i < N, the N x N x (d +r + 2s) tensors M, ;, My; and

M ; ., are defined respectively by

Miim = M(0,8 x, (AYMee,) xo UY), My, = M(0,8 x, Ut x5 (A5 e;&))),

and Ms; jmp = M(0,8 %1 (A gm)e € ) X (Ag;h)ejélh))

where ey, €, and €, are coordinate vectors whose /-th element is 1 and the others are 0 of di-
mensional N, R; and R, respectively, and Agi’_e) is the (k,{)-th element of Ay,,i = 1,2 with
1 <£<N. Since |Uf|op = 1 and |8 lop = [G)lop for @ = 1 or 2, by Assumption [2} the norms
of M,’s further satisfy

IMiimle < [8)loplAL™] < ColAT™], [ Moimle < |8 lon| L] < Csl AT, s
IV 5mnle < 180 lop AT N|AGY] < Cg|AL™ | AGY], and [My]r < Ca (65 + ady,)

where the norm bound on M} follows from Lemma 1]
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As a result,

%;<€t, (Sstack)(l)zt> - Z Z

X
B

10

N

T T
1
7 D Ker, M im)@yze) + T > Ler, M)z
=1 t=1

(1)Zt)

k=11i=1 1 t
N Ri Ra T
+ ZTZ €, M32]mh>(1 Zt>
1,j=1m=1h=1 t=1
N R
< M F sup — Y (e, My z
2 Z IV | MEZe (LRt ) Z< t Mayze)
N Ro
+ | Mo | sup (&, M
;,’nzl Zm €._451(81R11R1 1)TZ
N Ri Re
+ Z Z Z HM3ljmh||F sup _Z<5t7
i,j=1m=1h=1 €=g,1(1,1,1,1)
1
+ HM4HF sup T2<€taM(l)2t>-

MEEsﬁl(SlRl,szRg,Rl,Rz) =1

Combine this with (S73]) and (S82)) in Lemma [S.20 we can show (i).

Proof of (ii): Note that R; = Ry; + Ry + Rj3;, where Ry, 1 < k
R,; and R»;, we have G, — G,

further break down R;; into M ; + M3; + M5; + M7; and Ry; into My; + M y; + Mg + My;,

respectively, where

N Ri N Ro
Mo =33 My 12 k=2 My =3 S M s
i=1m=1 i=1m=1
N Ri R

Z Z Z My;iemn, 9 < k<6,

il=1m=1h=1
2 VD) M = AU (S, — SiUS

-3 S = )V U (SIS

k=1h=1

Z V2€I )\k:)(/\k . )\*)2U*(Sl SI*)U*/

1 3 *\/ ~ * ®
5 2 2= )V (@) (ny — mOUT (S~

88

< 3 are defined in (S9). In
= AUISkUﬁ’ + UTSkA/UQ + AUlskA/UQ + lj>1k(;5']C —

<k<4,

I1,hx* */
Sk )U2 )

SpU; for

all Gp-matrices, while in Rg;, we have G = UTS;U% for all Gj-matrices. It is then possible to



where My m = Agm)e e T;Us for 1 <k <2, Myj;m= Ag’zm)UTT(k_g)jéme; for3< k<4

and My omn = A%T)Ag;:)e €, T (.—s);€ne; for 5 < k <6 are all N x N matrices, with

r s 2

5= X VEOD0 = ADSL+ X X e — i) V)i ane
= k=1 =S , (S74)

Z V2 () (M — AD?SE+ Z Z i) VPG ) (my — m) S

For the tidiness of notation, we further let My; = Rj3;, and then R; = ZZZI M ;. Note that the

norms of M;’s further satisfy

V2

IM jimle < V20LC508,|AG], |Majimle < 5-Crlop 510G,
i (i,m) V2 ~j $2| A (M)
| Msjimle < V20LCp 60| ADY, [Majime < —-Crlsp' 04| Ay, |,

i NO
[ Ms;s0mnle < V2015 Coou AG™ | AGM), HMﬁj,z‘,z,m,hHF<TCL/)”OJZM lagh,

p V2 ., y
7ilF < wO0s, 8illF S —=— i $5 95lF < CpCyg w
IM7;|p < V205 6.,0 |Mjlle < =-Cpp'020s, and  [Myllr < C1C. 7 ad?

(S75)

As a result,

4 N Ro

%2 ‘<€t’Rjyt—P—j>| Z 2 2 2 €t7Mlemyt —p— ]> + Z Z Z Z<€taMk]zmyt —p— j>

k311m1
9 T

N Ri R2 T
+Z Z Z 2 TZ Et’MkJZthyt —p— J>+Z Z<€t7Mkat —p— j>
WS h=1 t=1

k= 7

2 N T
<200 20 IMygamle sup Z%Mwm

k=1i=1m=1 MEHS,l(l,SgRQ ]. t

+
hd
1

1

[ M ijimle sup = Z<€t, My, , ;)
1 MEHS 1(31R1 1 1)

T
1

Z IMpyjiemnle  sup (&, My, , ;)
k=514,0=1m=1h=1 t= Mellg 1 (1,1,1)

9 1 T
Z | M kj| sup f2<€ta Myt7p7j>
k=7 Mells 1 (s1R1,52R2,R1AR2) + ;5

[y

(S76)
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Then by (S75)), (S76) and (S84)) in Lemma [S.22] (ii) is verified.

S4.20 Proof of Lemma

The proof of this lemma follows closely from the proof of Lemma [S.5] The main difference lies

in the sparsity conditions. Specifically, denote the index sets of the nonzero rows and columns in

A"-‘ by S; and S,, and those in A; by S; and Sy, respectively. By Assumptions [3[ and , it holds

that the cardinality of S; and S; satisfy |S;| < s;R; and |S;| < 5; for i = 1 or 2. Then, note that
E([(y,)s,]2) < 52R2Amax (Be) fhmax (P ) holds by Lemma , and thus for all j > 1,

* * 1/2 *
E(1 A5y, 2) < {E(ATy 1D} < AT oo (U513 < Cot? v/ A (Bt (W) 2R

(S77)
and
1/2
E sup Ay, . << E sup Ay, 2
(AeTSmS(é) 1Ay, g|2> { (AeTSmS(é) 1Ay, 3”2)} (378)
5CIPJ\/)\maX Mmax(\I’*)EZ
By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and (S78)),
2 &2 5202/43252
E sup S s +k)\max Es max \I’* So K ——/—,
{AGTSGS()M } SINDNLELEINEINIRIEEL
where Cy = 20%2p%/(1 — p)® = 1. Similarly, by (S77)) and (S78)),
" . 5031{2 82§2R2

92 T o t—
E So(A — SCLCLP TP A mas (22 Lo (P Ry < 7
{Aei;lfsm' ! )'} 72320 23 80010 N (B s () s5Rs < 5

where C5 = 2C,C1p%/(1 — p)* = 1. Moreover, note that E(||(e/)s,l2) < +/E(|(er)s,]3) <

A/ Amax(2e)51. Then by (S78) and a method similar to the above,

2 T o
E sup ‘Sd T Clp])\max 5) Mmax(‘Ij*) V §1§2
T t=1 =

AGTSﬁS((s)
Rg )\max € ’\/ 51 §2
T 9
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where C; = 2C1p/(1 — p)* =< 1. By Markov’s inequality, we can show that

E{SupAeTSmS(é) 1S1(A)} K5y So

]P’{ sup \Sl(A)\>§202/11}< < <A

AEYsNS(5) 02Co K k1T T’

AeYsnS(9) max TdS max

P{ sup [ Sa(A)] = 503\/"@%—;3:)%} <R @3232722

and

Amax (2e)d. 515
(9)

AET:AS(S Tds’
where the last inequality in (S43]) uses the condition that 7" 2 S3. Then the sum of the above
three tail probabilities is (1 + v/K2/Amax(Be))\/52/T (1 + +/51/ds).

S4.21 Auxiliary lemmas for the proofs of Lemmas and

The proofs of Lemmas and rely on the following auxiliary results.

Lemma S.17 (HOSVD perturbation bound). Suppose that G = 8xUx Uy and § = 8x U, xU,
are two HOSVD for G and §, with the same multilinear ranks (R1, R2) along the first and second

modes. Under Assumptions [ and[5, we have

~ C + ~
8-8lp < SIS Gl ana
(S79)
~ Cn; ~
1T, - Uilr < ﬁ” 1S — S,

where 1; = Z? 101(S4))/03(S @) fori =1 or2. Moreover,

IS —SGlr <8~ 8|F+CSZ||U Uilr. (S80)

=1

Proof of Lemma[S.17. The proof of this lemma follows trivially from Lemma 1 in [Wang et al.
(20215). O

Lemma S.18 (Covering number for sparse-and-low-Tucker-rank tensors). Let

Hs(Sl,SQ,Rl,Rg) = {M =8 X1 U1 X9 U2 HMHF 1 SERR1XR2XCI U EZ/{S,L,Z =1 2}
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where Us; = {U € RV*Ri

UU = Iz, |Ulo < si}. For any e > 0, let ﬁs(ﬁ; 51, 52, R1, R2)
be a minimal e-net for Tg(sy, s2, R1, Rs) in the Frobenius norm. Then Ig(e; sy, 52, R1, R2) has

cardinality satisfying

R1Rad+s1+s2
‘].:.[S(E; S1, S92, Rl, R2)| < (NRl) <NR2> (9) )

S1 S9 €
Proof of Lemma[S.18 The proof of this lemma follows trivially from Lemma [S.13| O

Recall from (S71)) that
Es<81, Sa, Rl, RQ) = {M(a, 3) € RNXNX(dJrTJrQs) | ac RTJFQS, Be Fs(Sl, Sa, Rl, Rg)} s

and 5871(81, S9, Rl, Rg) = Es(Sl, Sa, Rl, RQ) M {M S RNXNX(d+T+2S) ’ HMHF = 1}

Lemma S.19 (Covering number and discretization for Eg ;). For any 0 < € < 2/3, let Zg(¢; 51, 52, R1, Ra)
be a minimal generalized e-net of Eg1(s1, 52, R1,R2). In (ii) - (iii), denote Eg;(s1, 2, R1, R2)

and Zg(s1, 59, R1, Ra) by By and &, respectively.

(i) The cardinality of Zs(e; 81, 82, R1, Ra) satisfies

2
log |Zg(€; 51,52, R1, Ra)| S (R1Rad + 51 + 55) log(1/e) + Z silog NR;,

i=1

(ii) There exist absolute constants cy, Cye > 0 such that for any M € Eg(s1, s2, R1, R2), it holds

(i4i) For any X € RN*N@+1+29) qnq Z ¢ RN(d+r+28)xT 4t holds

sup Mo, X)<(1—-15)""  max My, X,
MEES’1(51782,R1,R2)< W > ( ) MEES(51752,R17R2)< o >

sup M) Z|r < (1—1.5¢)""  _ max M1y Z|e.
MeEs 1(s1,52,R1,R2) MeEg(s1,52,R1,R2)

Proof of Lemma[S.19 The proof of this lemma follows trivially from Lemma and the proof
of Lemma [S.8 O
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Lemma S.20. Suppose that Assumptions (1] and[3 hold and T 2 (k2/k1)?d1 log(ka/k1). Let z; =
{L 0 (w*) ® In}x; be defined as in (S25). Then

CmK1 9
¥ < I su = Myzi|; < 6Cyk
( 8 MEeEg, 1(51 82 R1,R2 )TZH t||2 M€~s1(81€I»)2R1 Z H tHQ M 2)
> 1 — Qe cdilog(ka/ka)
(S81)
and
)\max(zs)dl —ed edi 1
P sup Mz, ) SN ———— 21— 1 =27 og(ra/m) - (882)
{MG—-S 1(s1,52,R1,R2) T Z T

where d; = R1Rad + Z?:l si(1 +1log NR;).

Proof of Lemma[S.20. The proof of this lemma follows trivially from Lemma and the proof
of Lemma [S.6 ]

Lemma S.21 (Covering number and discretization for sparse low-rank matrices). Let ITg; (s, s2, R) =
(M =U,SU, | |[M|r =1,S e R®*® U, e RV*R |U,|o < 54,0 = 1 or 2}, and let Tg(sq, 52, R)

be a minimal 1/2-net of Is 1 (s1, 2, R) in the Frobenius norm. Then the cardinality of Is(s1, s2, R)
satisfies

log [TIs(s1, 82, R)| < [R + (51 + s2)(1 + log NR)] log 18.

Moreover, for any X € RV it holds

sup (M, X)<4 max (M,X).

MEHSJ(SLSQ,R) MGHS(ShSQ?R)
Proof of Lemma [S.21. The proof of this lemma follows trivially from Lemma [S.12] n
Lemma S.22. Suppose that Assumptions[]] and[3 hold.

(i) Let K(s) = {v e RY : ||lv]y < s, |v]2 < 1} the set of s-sparse vectors. If T = slog N, then

P{Vj >1: sup v’ Zyt —p— gyt iV S 2/\maX(Ea>Mmax(‘I’*)(j‘72 + 1)}

’UEK( ) t 1

(983)

—slog Nlog9
> 1 —3e 708708,
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(i) If T = (s1+ $2)(R + log NR), then

Mells(s1,52,R

1 T
P{vj’ =1 sup o DMy, , ;&) < 24X na(B) (250 + 1)
)7 e (S84)

. \/Mmax(ql*)[R + (31; 32)(1 + log NR)] } > 1 — 46—5210gN’R10g9.

Proof of Lemma[S.23. The proof of this lemma follows trivially from Lemma Lemma F.2 in
Basu and Michailidis| (2015) and the proof of Lemma [S.7] O
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