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S.1 Proofs for Main Text Results

Proof of Theorem 2.1 (Identifictaion). Let Q(3,A,F) =E (][Y — - X — AF’||§{S). Ex-
istence of Q(f5, A, F') is guaranteed by Assumption ID(7). The statement of the theorem follows
if we can show that Q(83, A, F) is uniquely minimized at 8 = 8% and AF" = \°f%. We have

QBANF)=ETt[(Y —3-X —AF)(Y — 3-X — AF)]
—ETr [()\Ofo’—AF’—(B—ﬁo)-X+e) ()\Ofo’—AF’—(,B—BO)-X%—e)/}

—ET [()\Ofo’ CAF —(B— %) X) (\fY — AF — (8 — B°) - X)’] +E Tr (e€).

(S.1)

Here, we used the model, and in the last step we employed Assumption ID(ii). Next, we derive
a lower bound on Q*(5, A, F'). We have

QB F) Z BT [(\f = AF = (8= 8°) - X) Mp (X" = AF' = (8- 8°) - X)

—F T [ My (\°f” = AF' = (8= 8°) - X)) (\°f” = AF' = (8 = 8°) - X) M|
> ETr [Mp (AfY — AF' — (B— %) - X)' Myo (\°f” — AF' — (B — ) - X) MF}

— B Tr [Mp (8- 8°)- X) My (8- 8) - X)|
= (8= 8" {Elw'(Mr © My)a]} (8 - 8°) (3:2)

From this and Assumption ID(4ii) we conclude that Q*(3,A, F) > 0 for all 3 # 3° On the
other hand, we have Q*(°, A%, f°) = 0. Thus, every minimum of Q*(3, A, F) satisfies 8 = °.
Furthermore, at 8 = 3° we have Q*(8°, A, F) = ||\°f% — AF’||%4, which is zero if and only
if AF" = A°f” The minima of Q*(3, A, F) therefore satisfy 8 = 8 and AF' = \°f?. Since
Q* (B, A, F) and Q(fB, A, F) only differ by a constant the same result holds for Q (5, A, F'). Notice
that the result that the optimal A and F satisfy AF’ = \°f% implies that rank(AF’) = R, i.e.
the true number of factors R is also identified, as required. |

Proof of Theorem 3.1 (Main Result). Follows from Theorem 4.6 and Lemma 4.7. |

Proof of Theorem 4.1 (Consistency). We first establish a lower bound on LE,(3). Let
AB = 3 — ° Consider the definition of £X(3) in equation (3.3) and plug in the model




Y =08-X+X\fY+e. We have

] —1 . 000 / . 0000 .

Lrr(B) = nern B oy NT L [(M X+e+ NfY —AF) (AB- X +e+ \f AF)}
1 _ Y
& {AGRNX(R+R(I)I)11F€RT><(R+RO)} NTTr |:<Aﬁ X t+e— AF) <AB X +e AF) :|

1 /
- NT FeRgil(I}}chRO) B [(A/B XA Mp(AF-X +e) }

L min Tr [(AB - X) Mz (AB - X)'] + Tr (ee’) — Tr (ePge’)
NT FeRTx(R+RO)

+2Tr [(AB - X) €] = 2Tr [(AS - X) Pge] }

> %{ > w A8 X)(A8- X)]+ Tr(e¢) = 2(R + R)le||?
r=R+R0+1

+2Tr [(AB - X) €] = 2(R+ R)|[el[[| AB - XH}

2 1 1 |AS]]
> b||ABIF + WTI (ee') + Op (min(N, T)> + Op ( (I T)) ) (S.3)
Here, we applied the inequality |Tr(A)| < rank(A)|A|| with A = (AB - X) Pze’ and also with
A = ePze’. Wealso used that ming Tr [(AB - X) Mz (AB - X)'] = 31 _pipor b [(AB - X)(AB - X)),
which follows by the same logic as equation (3.3) in the main text. In the last step of (S.3) we
applied Assumptions SN, EX and NC.

Next, we establish an upper bound on £&,(8°). Since R > R’ we can choose A I’ = X0 f¥
in the minimization problem in the first line of equation (3.3), and therefore

R 0y __ : 0 r0r /(12
Lyr(B°) = {AeRNXII‘I“IIIITIEIRTXR} NT ||e+)\ f AFHHS
1
< ﬁ lells = N7 I (ee’). (S.4)
Since we could choose 8 = B° in the minimization of 3, the optimal ER needs to satisfy
LE(Br) < LE(8°). Together with (S.3) and (S.4) this gives
. Bp — 30 1
1B — B2+ 0p (=) | o (,—)<o. S.5
1B =01+ 0p | s )+ 0r (i) < (5.5)

From this it follows that ||3z—8°|| = Op (min(N, T)~/2), which is what we wanted to show. M

Proof of Theorem 4.2 (Quadratic Approximation of £3,(3)). See Section S.2 below. H




Proof of Corollary 4.3 (Asymptotic Characterization of B\Ro).
Define v = W1 (C’(l) + 0(2)) /v NT. Applying Theorem 4.2 we obtain

Sz (B ) = L (8%) + (Bro = 8° = 2) W (Bro — 8° =) ='W + L35 (Bro)
Lyr (B°+7) = L7 (8°) = vWry + L™ (8° + 7). (5.6)

The first equation above is obtained by completing the square and using the definition of ~,
while the second equation is just a special case of the first. Applying the above to the inequality

L{r(Bro) < L (8% + ) gives
) 0 ! ) 0 0,rem / p0 O,rem /
(B =8 =) W (Bro = 8 =) < LU™(5° +7) = LY (Bro). (8.7)
We have W > ux(W)1g, and using Assumption NC we find for R = R° that

pr (W) = min  oWa
x(W) {a€RK [lof|=1)

1
= focriaj—y) NT (Mo(or- X)Myo(a- X))

1
= i —Tr (Mpo(o - X)' Myo(v - X)M
e NT r (Myo(a - X)' Myo(a - X)Mjyo)

2% S e XY(a-X)]>b,  wpal, (S.8)

r=2R041

and therefore W~! < 1 /b wpal. Using Assumption SN we find

2R°
O] < | 2= ()| + Sl Xilel = O (vaumx(N. 1)
9R / /! /
O < 5 A eI A X0 (7 5°) 7 7] = 0p (1) (8.9)

and therefore we have v = Op[(1 + ||CD|)/v/NT] = op(1). We also know ||Bro — B°| = op(1)
from Theorem 4.1. Thus, the bound on the remainder in Theorem 4.2 becomes applicable and
we have

£330 +9) = E5 B < on (77 ) | (14 V) o (14 VET 1o = 1)
—or (7 ) {Or [0+ 1CON) 4 (1+ VAT - 1)} (8.10)

Applying this, and (S.7), and W' < 1/b, and the inequality \/(z + y) < \/z+/y, which holds
for all non-negative real number x, y, we find that

VNT B = 8° = 9| < 0p (14 ICO ) +0p (14 VAT B = 1)) . (S.11)



Since v = Op[(1+ |CV||)/v/NT] it follows from this that v NT||Bro — 8°|| = Op (14 |lCW,

and therefore

VNT ||Bpo = 8° = 1| < or (1 + lC™1) (8.12)
which is what we wanted to show. [ ]

Proof of Proposition 4.4 (Counter Example for v NT Convergence Rate). We decom-
pose Y —B-X —e— (B— B)X = 1(B) + ea(), where

c c
1(8) = NMAY + SO uf) o~ (5~ NS
_ A(Nuf, c c
62<6> =u-+ %)\x‘f; + N/\Z)‘lxupfz + TP,\quxf;, (Sl3)
with @ = u — a(8 — °)X. Since |A;|| = O(VN), ||fo]l = OKT), and X.uf, = Op(vVNT) we
have [|ea(8) — ul|| = op(NN). The matrix @ has iid normal entries with mean zero and variance

1+ a*(B — B°2 According to Geman (1980) we thus have ||u||> = (1 + a*(8 — 8°)%)(V'N +
VT)? 4+ op(N). Thus, as N,T — oo at the same rate we have

le2(B))I* < (14 a*(8 — B°)*) (VN + VT)* + op(N). (S.14)

Note that rank(e;(f)) = 2, which implies that e; can be written as e; = Ae; B’, where A is an
N x 2 matrix satisfying A’A = 15, B is an T X 2 matrix satisfying B'B = 1, and ¢€; is an 2 X 2
matrix, namely

- (B — B NS HN (M 0/ )/H)
( & (Mo ufs) £l 0 : (S.15)

Using this characterization of e; as well as || \;||* = N+ o(N), || f:]]* =T +o(T), | M u'\.|* =
NT + 0p(NT), and || My, uf.||* = NT + op(NT), we find

e (B)]7
= i1 [e1(B)er(B)] = 1 [€1(B)e1(B)]

. [( £ I? (M+ A28 — B°) ) Aol ISellIM g, 2ol (5-5) )1

e ll? HszHMAf[zu Az [|(B=8°) 02||>\1H2H]1\>42fzu9\z||2
2 _ 1R0h2 Q0 )
= {( C ]ZT_’\_/]X,{ﬁ(ﬁ— 506)) CT\/NE? 5 ) >:| T op |:<\/N+ /NTHﬁ—ﬁO)H) :|
_%(2N+02T+NT(B 3%)? +\/02N+02T+NT(B 30)2 ] —4C4NT)
+op | (VI + VATIS - )| 5.16)



The objective function for R = 1 reads

Lip(B) = Ly7(B) —m [(Y = 5-X)' (Y = 5 X)]
=T (Y =6-X) (Y =8-X)] —m [(Y =5-X) (Y - 3-X)]
= Tr(c'e) +2(8 — %) Te(X'e) + (8 — £°)*Tr(X'X)
— 111 [(e1(B) + e2(B)) (ex(B) + e2(8))]
= Tr('e) + (B — B°)*(NT + a®NT) + Op(VNT||8 — 8°||) + op(NT|| 8 — 5°|I%)

— p1 [(e1(B) + e2(B)) (er(B8) + e2(B))] - (S.17)
We have
11 [(e1(B) + e2(B)) (ex(B) + e2(B))] — pua [er(B) ex(B)]]
< ||(ex(B) + e2(B)) (ex(B) + e2(B)) — ex(B) ex(B)]|
< 2|ler(B)|| lle2(B) Il + lle2(B)1%, (S.18)

and therefore
|Lyr(B) = Tr(e'e) — (B = B°)(NT + a®*NT) + [ler (B)]|
< 2[ler(B) [ lea (B + [le2(B) I + Op(VNT||B — 5°l) + op(NT||f = 8°I7).  (S.19)

Using this inequality together with the results on ||e;(3)|| and ||e2(5)]| above one can show that
(for details see below)

min L > Tr(e'e) — T [emax(1, k) + 1 + &]* +op(N), S.20
L (9) 2 T T femax(L8) £ 1 dop(V), (520
=f1(k,a,c)

and for By = B° + c(aNT)~Y/4 we have (again, for details see below)

Lir(Byr)

< Tr(ee) — |Pgla, k) — a1+ a®)k — 2¢(1 + k) g(a, k) — (1 + /@)2} T+ op(N), (S.21)

-

Efg(‘/:,a,c)
where
(a, k) ! L+ e+ =+ (14 r2+ 2 2 452 (S.22)
a, k) = — K — K —— — 4Kk . .
G 2 Va Vva

For 0 < a < (1/2)*3min(x?, xk~2) and ¢ > mif(ig)l(};%}jng:ﬁ)l)} one can show that fi(k, a,c) <

fa(k,a,c) (for details on this below). Thus, for these values of a and ¢ we can conclude that
wpal

/36[50_AI]£1Ti%0+ANT] EJIVT(B) > 'C}VT(BNT) Z glelHI{l 'C}VT(B) (SQ?})



This is what we wanted to show. In the following we provide more details regarding how to
obtain (S.20) and (S.21) and fi(k,a,c) < fa(k,a,c).

# Derivation of (S.20): Remember Ayr = o( N~1/2). Thus, for any 8 € [8°—Anr, 82+ An7]
we find from (S.14), (S.16), and (S.19) that

ller(B)]|? = ¢ max(N, T) 4 op(N) = ¢ max(1, &*)T + op(N),
le2(B)1> = (VN + VT)* + 0p(N) = (1 + 5)’T + op(N),
Lir(B) = Tr(e'e) — er(B)I* = 2llex(B) le2(B)I — lle2(B)|* + op(N)

= Ti(¢'e) — (llex(B)l| + lle2(B)]1)” + 0p(N)
= Tr(ee) — T [emax(1, k) + 1 + k]* + op(N). (S.24)

# Derivation of (S.21): We defined By = 8%+ c(aNT) =4, From (S.14) we find ||es(8)]|2 =
~ 2
(1+k)*T +o0p(N) as before. Furthermore, we find from (S.16) that el(BNT)H =c*Tgla,k)+
op(N). Equation (S.19) thus gives

Lyr(Bnr)

2
< Tr(e'e) + a?(1 + a®)wT — +op(N)

61(§NT)H2 +2 el(gNT)H "62(5NT)H + “BQ(ENT)

= Tr(c'e) + [c2a’1/2(1 +a®)k — *g(a, k) + 2¢(1 + Kk)\/g(a, k) + (1 + /43)2] T+ op(N). (S.25)

# Show that fi(k,a,c) < fa(k,a,c): Recall

fi(k,a,¢) = (max{l,k}c+1+k) =max {1,k"} ¢ + 2max {1, £} (1 + k) c + (1+ k)%,
2

= a/i—l—'_a:‘i CQ— K a,rR)C — K',2
folmiae) = (g<, )-8 ) 21+ #) Vg lam)e — (14 w)E.

Note that f5 (k,a,c) — fi (k,a,c) is a quadratic polynomial in ¢, namely

fao(k,a,¢) — fi (K a,¢) = hi (a, k) & — 2hy (a, k) c — hs (K), (S.26)

where

hi(a,k) = gla,k) — 1$_a k —max {1, K%},

ho(a,k) = (1+kK)vg(a,k) +max{l,k}(1+k) >
hs (k) = 2(14k)°>0.

We first want to show that h (a,k) > 0. By assumption we have a = € min {x?* £ 2} with



0<e< (1/2)1/3. Suppose that kK > 1, i.e. a = 2—22 Then, we have

hy (a, k)

:g(aﬂk“')_ \/a

|
DN —
|
mw|mm
m —N— —N—
DN | —
Y
—_
A=
N——
+
DN | —
N
—
+
N | =
~_
[\V)
Y
a N
|
[\
N——
zle
L=
|
Y
—_
+
A |
N——
=N
no

where the first strict inequality holds since

1\2 2 1 1 1\2 1
1+ - +1-—2 —2+—4> 1+ - =14+ —.
€ € K K € €

Analogously one can show that hy (a, k) > k?(1/2 — €3k?) > 0 for k < 1. Since hy (a, k) > 0 and
hs (k) > 0, the quadratic equation hy (a, k) ¢* — 2hy (a, k) ¢ — hz (k) = 0 has two real root, the
larger of which reads

ho (a, k) + \/hg (a, /-c)2 + hi (a, k) hs (K)

Cbnd (a, H) = hl (CL ,‘4;) )

and we have fs(x,a,c) — fi(k,a,c) > 0if ¢ > cypnq (a, k). Since Jx +y < o + /y for all
positive numbers z, y, and hy (a, &) hs (k) < 2hs (a, k)* we have

2hs (a, k) + \/h1 (a,k) hs (k)
hi(a, k)

hs (a, k)
hy (a, k)

< (24 V2)

Chnd (CL7 Fd) =

Above we have already shown the lower bound hy (a, ) > min(1, £?)[1/2 — € min(k*, £ 2)] =
min(1, x2)[1/2 —a*? max(k, x~')]. In addition, we have g(a, x) < 3max(1, x?)/y/a and therefore
hy (a, k) < max(1, k) (14 &) (1 ++/3a=/*). Thus,

(2+v2) (14 r) (1 +3a™ V4

min(1, k)[1/2 — @32 max(k, k~1)]

Cond (a, k) < (S.27)

Our assumptions guarantee that c is larger or equal to the rhs of the last inequality, i.e. also
¢ > ¢pna (a, k) and fo(k,a,c) — fi(k,a,c) > 0. |



Proof of Theorem 4.5 (N3/4 Convergence Rate of 3x0). The result follows from Theo-
rem S.5 and Lemma S.8 below. n

Proof of Theorem 4.6 (Asymptotic Equivalence of B\Ro and ER, R > R°). The result fol-
lows from Corollary S.10 and Lemmas S.8 and S.12 below. |

Proof of Lemma 4.7 (Justification of Main Text High-Level Assumptions). See Sec-
tion S.4.2 below. |

Proof of Lemma A.1 (Spectral Norm Bound for Random Matrices). Let X, n, ¥, x
be the N x N matrices with entries X;;, 1;;, V;; and y;;, respectively. Assumption (i7) of the
Lemma guarantees that

Ellnlis = Y Em) = O(N?), (S.28)

,j=1

from which we conclude that ||n||zs = Op(N). Analogously, we find that assumption (iv) of
the Lemma implies ||x|lgs = Op(N). Furthermore, assumption (zii) of the Lemma guarantees

that [|W]lgs = /> 7 ,-1 W2 = Op(N'/?). Since > = N¥ + N'/2x we thus have

1*llzrs = IN® + NY2xl s < N[ Wlas + N2 |xll s = Op(N*72). (5.29)

Since X is a symmetric positive definite matrix we have ||X|| = p1(X), i.e. by assumption (i) of

the Lemma we have ||X|| = O(1).
Using the above results on ||]|xs, [|7%||zs and |X||, and the fact that ee’ = TS + T2y, we
obtain

lel[* = [I(ee")Il < [I(ee") s = I(TE +T"20)?|| s
< T2 s + 27220l gs + Tln? |l us
< TANY2|S)P + 272 2| 0l s + Tlln? | s
= Op (T*N'? + T32N + TN*?) = Op(N°/?), (S.30)

where in the second to last line we applied the general matrix norm inequalities ||A|lgs <
rank(A)||A|| and ||CD| gs < ||C||[|D]|gs with A = %2, C = X and D = 5. We thus conclude
that |le|]| = Op(N®/®). |

S.2 Details for Quadratic Approximation of £9\/T(ﬁ)

The following extends the discussion in Section 4.2 and Appendix A.2 of the main paper. Using
the perturbation theory of linear operators we provide an asymptotic expansion of the least
squares objective function £%,(8) when R = R°. Lemma S.1 is the key result of this section,
which is afterwards used to show Theorem 4.2. The proofs for the intermediate results of this
section are provided in Section S.5 below.



S.2.1 General Expansion Result and Proof of Theorem 4.2
Definition 1. For the N x R® matriz \° and the T x R® matriz f° we define

dmax(>\0 fO \/_ H OfO/H — _N (AO/fOfOI)\O)

dmin(/\07 fo) = \/W /LR()()‘O/fofO/)‘O) ) (S?)l)

i.e. dmax(A%, 1) and dwin(A°, f0) are the square roots of the mazimal and the minimal eigenvalue
of \Y fOfYNO/NT . Furthermore, the convergence radius ro(\°, f°) is defined by

A (A?, f© -
0¥ f1) = (4 mm<(A0 f{))) o f°)> | (8:32)

Lemma S.1. If the following condition is satisfies

!XkH leH 0 40

then

(i) the profile least squares objective function can be written as a power series in the K + 1
parameters €y = |le||/VNT and e = 32 — By, namely

K

1 0o K K
ﬁ?\]T(ﬁ) = W Z Z Z Z €ky €ky - - - €k, L(g) ()\07 fo, ka Xk2,...,ng),

9=2 k1=0 ka=0  ky=0
where the expansion coefficients are given by*

L(g) (/\07 f07 Xklu Xk27 s 7ng) = Z(g) ()‘07 f07 X(kn nga s 7ng))

1 r~
=~ [L(g) ()\0, 1O Xy Xy, oo ,ng) + all permutations of ki, ..., kg] ,
g!

Here we use the round bracket notation (ki,ks,.. ., kg) for total symmetrization of these indices, e.g.
E(Z) ()\0’ f07 X(kla ng)) = % |:z(2) ()‘07 fO’ Xk)17 sz) +Z(2) ()‘07 f07 Xk27 Xkl):|

10



i.e. L9 is obtained by total symmetrization of the last g arguments of 2

L9 (X% £°, Xy, Xigy oo, X, )

g
- (—1)P* Z Tr (5(m1) 7;(’/1) g(m2)  g(mp) T(Zp) S(mp+1)>
T1een ?
p=1 vi+...+vp=g !
mi+...+mpp1 =p—1
2>v;>1, m; >0
with
S(O) — —M)\O : S(m) — [)\0()\0/)\0)71(fOIf[))fl()\OI)\O)fl)\OI]m ’ fOT' m > 1’

TV =X+ X 0N T =X X, for bk ke =0.. K,
VNT

el

Xo = e, X = Xi fork=1...K .

(i) the projector M5(B) can be written as a power series in the same parameters €, (k =
0,...,K), namely

00 K K K
MX(B):ZZ ZZ €k16k2...6k9M(g) (/\0, fo, Xkl,XkQ,...,ng) s
9=0 kg=0

k1=0 ka=0
where the expansion coefficients are given by MO(\°, fO) = Myo, and for g > 1

M(g) <)\Oa f07 Xk17 sza s 7ng) = M(g) (AO, f07 X(kp Xk:27 cee ang))
1

= a []Tj(g) (Xkl, Kigy - - ,ng) + all permutations of kq, ..., kg} ,

i.e. MY is obtained by total symmetrization of the last g arguments of

M(g) ()‘07 f07 Xk17 Xk27 s 7ng)
g

CU Y ST s s T st
=1 vi+...+vp=g

mi1+...+Mmpy1 =p
2>v;>1, m; >0

p

where S, 7;(1), 7;(12,32, and Xy are given above.

20ne finds L) (A%, f9, Xy, Xy, ..., Xg,) = 0, which is why the sum in the power series of L. starts from
g = 2 instead of g = 1. For ¢ =2 and g = 3 we have

L@ (X 2, Xy, Xi,) = Tr (Mo Xg, Mo Xy,)

1 _ _
L@ (X0, £ Xy, Xy Xiy) = — 3| (Myo Xy, My X7, A® (AYXO) 7L (£ fO) 71 Y X))

+ 5 permutations of ky ... k3|.
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(i4i) For g > 3 the coefficients L9 in the series expansion of LY(B) are bounded as follows

LT IL9 (X0, 2, Xys Xigo o, Xa, )|

Rgdmm(ko,fo) <16 Arnax(\?, fo))g [ X0 | 1 Xk Ml [ Xk
B 2 A2, (A0, f0) VNT VNT =~ /NT

Under the stronger condition

||X1c|| e 47 (A, 1)
Z\ﬁk Bl AT T S 00 (S.34)

we therefore have the following bound on the remainder when the series expansion for
L%+(B) is truncated at order G > 2:

G K K
1
ﬁ?VT(ﬁ)—ﬁ SN S e, LD (N 0 X, X X))

R(G—i— ) G+1d2 ()\O’fO)

min

- 2(1 — «a)? ’

where

16 diax(X°, f9) X
_ mmw(,)f (Z!ﬁk ﬁ‘n kn e ||><1

(iv) The operator norm of the coefficient M9 in the series expansion of M5, (B) is bounded as
follows, for g > 1

16 diax (A, f%)guxk |1l (X
M@ (X, £, Xy, Xy, X ( max ! LIkl L
I I Xy, Xi Wl <3 2.0 1 ) VNT VNT =~ VNT

Under the condition (S.34) we therefore have the following bound on operator norm of the
remainder of the series expansion of M5 (), for G >0
G K K
HMX(B) Y Y e, MO (X, 0, Xy Xy X)) '
(G + 1) aG+!
21— a)?

Proof of Theorem 4.2 (Quadratic Approximation of £%,(3)). The R" non-zero eigen-
values of the matrix AV fOf¥\°/NT are identical to the eigenvalues of the R® x R’ matrix
(fOFY)T)=Y2(NONY /N (fO £ /T)~1/2, and Assumption SF guarantees that these eigenvalues,
including dpax(A°, f0) and dpin (A°, f°) converge to positive constants in probability. Therefore,
also ro(A\Y, f°) converges to a positive constant in probability.

12



Assumptions SF and SN furthermore imply that in the limit N,7 — oo with N/T — k2,
0 < Kk < 00, we have

X £l AN N

\/N - OP(U ) \/T - OP(l) ) H( N ) = OP(l) ) H( T = OP<1) )
IXell lell 12
vt - o R = O V) (5:35)

Thus, for |8 — 8°]] < enr, ecnr = 0o(1), we have a — 0 as N,T — oo, i.e. the condition (S.34)
in part (iii) of Lemma S.1 is asymptotically satisfied, and by applying the Lemma we find

1 g—r71(9) 0 0 ||€|| o — 2T
_T(GO) L ()‘af7X/€1a"'7Xkr7X07"'aXO>:OP :OP<N 2)7

VNT
(S.36)

where we used ¢, Xy = e and the linearity of L) ()\0, 1O X, Xy ,ng) in the arguments

X. Truncating the expansion of £3,(3) at order G = 3 and applying the corresponding result
in Lemma S.1(iii) we obtain

E[])VT NT Z eklekQ >\ f Xkusz)
k1,k2=0
1 K
+ NT . ,QZICBZO €k, EkgekgL(i%) ()\07 fO’ Xis Xbys Xk3) +0p (oz4)

2 a_ pY (o) 4 @
INT (8-5% (V' +C®)
+ (88" W (8- B°) +LY"(B) . (S.37)

= ?VT(BO) -

where, using (S.36) we find

K
rem 3
‘C(ZJ\}T (6> = Z 6’€1€l€2€0L (/\O fo Xk17Xk27XO)
k1 ka=1
K

+ <= Ek1€k2€k3L(3) ()‘Oafonk17Xk27Xk3>
k1,k2,k3=1

ol (Bt g5 o)

=0p (I8 = B°1*N~Y2) + Op (18 = 8°1°) + Op (118 — B°IN )
+Op (18 =BIPN) + Op (1B = BIPNT2) + Op (18 = B°") . (S:38)

4
Here Op [(\ﬂ%) } is not just some term of that order, but exactly the term of that order con-

tained in Op(at) = Op [(Zsz1 18) — Bk H/XL” M) 1 This term is not present in Ly (5)

13



since it is already contained in £%(8°).> Equation (S.38) shows that the remainder satisfies
the bound stated in the theorem, which concludes the proof. |

S.2.2 Expansion of Other Quantities

Lemma S.2. Define the pseudo-inverses (\fO)7 = fO(f¥fO)=L(AYAO)=INY and (fOAN)T =
AV AN L (fY O Y Under the assumptions of Theorem 4.2 we have

K
M5(8) = Myo + M)+ MZ =37 (8, = 80) My, + M (8)
k=1

K
My(B) = Myo + M)+ MZ =3~ (8, — B0) M+ MT™(8)

k=1

where the expansion coefficients in the expansion of Ms(B) are N x N matrices given by
MS) = — My e\ — (FOAN) e Myo |
X“)’(k = — My X (X°f)F — (oA X1 My
M:\(*Qe) _ M)\o e ()\0f0/)T e )\OfO’)T + (fO)\O/)T e (f(])\O’)T e M)\O
— Myoe Mo e (AT (A F) — (fOA)T (A £ T e Mo €' Myo
— Myo e (A FO)T(fOAY) e Myo + (FOX)T e Myoe (A fO)7T,
and analogously we have T' X T matrices
M) = = Mpo (fA")1 = (\°f*) e Mo ,
MY = = Mp X; (fOA%)F = (W) X Mo
ME) = Myo e (fOA")1e (FOA™) 4+ (A°F) e (A°F*) e Mo
— Myo e Myo e (NP fO)T (fOAYT — (A2 £ T (FON)T e’ Myo e M o
— Mo e (fOX)T (X f") e Mo + (A° ) e Mypo € (fOAV)T.

Finally, the remainder terms of the expansions satisfy for any sequence cyp — 0

S HMfem H = 0p (1)
(15 <ensy TB— POTE + N[5 — o + N3z P
parm o)
s —0p(1).

(88— <enry 18 = B2 + N7V2{|B — O + N—3/2

4
3 Alternatively, we could have truncated the expansion at order G = 4. Then, the term Op [(\/I]%,) }

would be more explicit, namely it would equal t=efL™ (X°, 0, X, Xo, Xo, Xo), which is clearly contained in
L7 (B%).

14



Lemma S.3. Let (\°f9)" and (fOA\)T as defined in Lemma S.2 above. Under the assumptions
of Theorem 4.2 we have

K
(/3) Myoe Mfo + Z <€X)k + /é()?)k> + /é(rem) (6) :

k=1

where the N x T matriz valued expansion coefficients read

ek = Mo X; Mo ,
& = — Mo X Moe' (fOA") — MyoeMpo X4 (fOA”) — (FOAY) X} Myoe Mo
— (fOAYF e/ Myo Xy Myo — Myo Xp (A ) eMpo — Myoe( N f¥)T Xy Mo
el = —Myoe Mo e (fOA) — (FOAN ' Myo e Mpo — Myoe (A’ f¥)T e Mjo |
e = MyoeMjo e (fOAY)T e (fOAY)T — MyoeMjo € Myo e (A fO)T (fONY)T
— MyoeMyo ' (FOA)T (A F) e Mo + Myoe (A f¥)TeMyo e (FONY)T
+ (FOAN e MyoeMpo e (fOA)T + Myo e (A7) e(AfO) e Mo
+ (FOANT e Myoe(NfO) e Mo + (fOAY) e’ (fOA)F e MyoeM o
— (fOANT N YT e Mo €' MyoeMpo — Myo e (A )T (FOAY)T e Myoe Mo |

and the remainder term satisfies for any sequence cyp — 0

. et s)]
(B:118-8 <enr} NIB = B>+ 1|8 — O + N1

—0p(1) .

S.3 Details for N3*-Convergence Rate of BR

This section extends the discussion in Section 4.4 of the main paper. We provide the high-
level Assumption HL1 under which N3/4 (63 — BO) = Op(1) can be shown, see Theorem S.5

below. Lemma S.8 then provides the connection between our main text assumptions and As-
sumption HL1. The proofs are provided in Section S.5 below. Combining Theorem S.5 and
Lemma S.8 yields Theorem 4.5 in the main text.

We first note that equation (3.3) implies that

1
Chr(B) = Lyr(B) = 7 D e [V =8 X) (Y = 8- X)]
r=RO+1
1 R—RO
= Lyr(B) = 55 D 1 [F(BE(B)] (5.39)
r=1
The extra term 1 f:RO-‘rl we [(Y = B-X) (Y — B+ X)] is due to overfitting on the extra fac-

tors. In the second line of (S.39) we used that € (3)e(3) is the residual of (Y — 8- X) (Y — 8- X)

after subtracting the first R° principal components, which implies that the eigenvalues of these
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two matrices are the same, except from the R largest ones which are missing in €'(3)e(3). The
decomposition in equation (S.39) together with the expansion result for () in Lemma S.3 give
rise to the following Lemma.

Lemma S.4. Under Assumption SF and SN and for R > R° we have

R—RY

LRr(B) = Ler(B) ~ 7 O e [AB)] + L™1(5),

where A(B) = Mo [e — AB - X] Myo [e — AB - X] Mo, with A3 = 83— °, and for any constant
¢ > 0 we have

sup

‘Lﬁ’%em’l(ﬁ)‘ Y < 1 )
(BvFIs-po<e) VN +VNT |8 — 89 . '

NT
The following high-level assumption guarantees that the S-dependence of = Zf;lRO o [A(B)]

is small, so that apart from a constant the approximate quadratic expansions of £, (3) and
L%+(8) around 3° are identical.

Assumption HL1 (First High-Level Assumption on Matrix Spectra). Let A = —
and

d(g) = Z {,u,, [Mpo (e — AB - X) Myo (e — AB - X)) Myo]
— e [Mpo€' MyoeMyo] — i [Mpo (AB - X) Myo (AB - X) Myo] }

For all constants ¢ > 0 we assume that

sup max[d(ﬁ)a 0] — OP (1) )
vls-pl<e) VN + N8 — BO|| + N2[|8 — 5°][2/ log(N)

Combining Lemma S.4 with this high-level assumption yields the following theorem.

Theorem S.5. Let R > R, let Assumptions SF, SN, NC, EX and HL1 be satisfied and
furthermore assume that C") = Op(NY4). In the limit N, T — oo with N/T — k?, 0 < k < 00,

we then have N3/ (B\R — ,80> = 0p(1).

The theorem follows from the inequality £2,(8r) < £Z.(8°) by applying Lemma S.4,
Assumption HL1, and our expansion of £3,,(3). The detailed proof is given below.

S.3.1 Justification of Assumption HL1

We first present two technical Lemmas, which are used to show Lemma S.8 below.

16



Lemma S.6. Let g be an N x Q matriz and h be a T x @ matriz such that ¢'g = hM'h = 1.
Let U be an N x T matriz and C a Q x Q matriz. Assume that rank[(U’g, h)] = 2Q. Let*

Arnax = max r /UU/ — Uy —min /UU/ .
re{1,2,...min(R,Q)} [M (9 9) = Hr+Q-min(@.R) (9 g)}

We then have

R
> e [(U+ gCRY (U + gCh)]
r=1
R
<> (VU + 16UV Py, + AP
r=1
min(Q,R)
+ pr (CC"+ gURC" + CH'U'g) .
r=1
Lemma S.7. Let e be an N x T matrix, whose columns e;, t = 1,...T, are distributed as
e; ~ 1dN(0,%), where ¥ is a symmetric positive definite non-random N X N matriz with
eigenvalues 1y (X), ..., un(3). Let A be a symmetric positive definite non-random T x T

matriz with rank(A) = Q. Let n be the number of eigenvalues of X that is larger or equal than
|A||/T, i.e. n < N is the largest integer such that p,(X) > ||A||/T. Consider an asymptotic
where N, T,n — oo jointly, while ) and R are constant positive integers. We then have

Z“T (€e+ A) — Z/LT (€'e) = Op (x/(N —|—T)T/n> :

The following Lemma connects Lemma S.5 to the main text.

Lemma S.8. Let R > R° and let Assumptions SF hold. Let either Assumption DX-1 or DX-2
be satisfied. Consider N, T — oo with N/T — r*, 0 < k < co. Then Assumptions SN and HL1
are satisfied. If, in addition, Assumption EX holds, then we have CV) = Op(N/*).

Combining Theorem S.5 and Lemma S.8 we obtain Theorem 4.5 in the main text.

S.4 Details for Asymptotic Equivalence of B\ ro and BR

This section extends the discussion of Section 4.5 in the main paper. By applying the expansion
of €() in equation (S.39) to the expression for L&,.(3) one obtains the following.

Lemma S.9. Under Assumption SF and SN and for R > R° we have

R—RO

LR (8) = L2r(8) — i S e [B(S) + B/(B)] + L™ (5),

4Note that Apyax = 0 if R > Q, and that Apax < 1 (g'UU’g) — ug(g’UU’g) for R < Q.
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where

B(B) = $Mjo [e — (8 — B°) - X] Myo [e — (8 — B°) - X] Mo
= Myoe! MyoeMypoe! XX (AN") 7 (f7 f0) 7 1
+ Mpo [(B— 8% - X — €] MyoefO(f £O) (AN INYeM o
+ Mypoe' Myo [(B = B°) - X] fOUFY fO) YA T A e Mo
+ Mypoe' Myoe fO(f” ) AYA) TN [(8 — 8%) - X]| Mo
+ B + Mo BU™Y(8) Pro + Pjo B™™? Ppo,
and
B = —Myoe' MyoeMpoe’ XO(A”X0) 7 (f fO)7HAYAY) T AYeM o
+ MfoelMAoefo(fO/f%_l(/\0/)\0)_1/\0/€f0<f0/f0)_1()\0//\0)_1)\0/er0
_ %MfoelM,\oefo(fO/fo)_l()\O/AO)_I(fO/fO)_lfO/e/M)\oero
+ 2 Mpoe N AYA) LY O T Y Myoe fO(fY F0)THAYAY) TN e Mo

Here, B Y(B) and B2 are T x T matrices, B2 is independent of 5 and satisfies
| BEem2) || = Op(1), and for any constant ¢ > 0

B(rem,l)
sup | B __o,0),
(BVNIs—pol<cy L + VNT |8 = B°
‘Cﬁ’;em(ﬁ)‘ ( 1 )
sup =0p | == |-
(BvNl8—po)<cy (1 + VNT |3 — O])2 NT

Here, the remainder term £33 (53) stems from terms in & (5)e(f) whose spectral norm is

2
smaller than op(1) within a v/N shrinking neighborhood of 3 after dividing by (1 + VNT ||5 — ﬁoH) .

Using Weyl’s inequality those terms can be separated from the eigenvalues p, [€/(5)e(3)]. The
expression for B(f) looks complicated, in particular the terms in B¢*®). Note however, that
Blee9) is B-independent and satisfies ||B¢¢®)|| = Op(1) under our assumptions, so that it is
relatively easy to deal with these terms. Note furthermore that the structure of B(f) is closely
related to the expansion of L3, (3), since by definition we have L3,(8) = (NT)~'Tr(¢'(8)e(B)),
which can be approximated by (NT)™'Tr(B(8) + B'(3)). Plugging the definition of B(f3) into
(NT)™'Tr(B(B) + B'(3)) one indeed recovers the terms of the approximated Hessian and score
provided by Theorem 4.2, which is a convenient consistency check. We do not give explicit
formulas for Bte™1(3) and Brem?) hecause those terms enter B(S) projected by Pjo, which
makes them orthogonal to the leading term in B(f) + B'(3), so that they can only have limited
influence on the eigenvalues of B(/3)+B’(3). The bounds on the norms of B*™(3) and Bre™?)
provided in the lemma are sufficient for all conclusions on the properties of u, [B(8) + B'(3)]
below. The proof of the lemma can be found in the section S.5 below. The lemma motivates
the following high-level assumption.
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Assumption HL2 (Second High-Level Assumption on Matrix Spectra). For all con-
stants ¢ > 0

T G [B) + PO BE) BN
{ﬁ:N3/4||5950”§C} (1 4 m”ﬁ _ /30||)2 = op{i),

where B(B) was defined in Lemma S.9.

Combining Lemma S.4, Assumption HL2, and Theorem 4.2, we find that the profile objective
function for R > R° can be written as

2 ! rem
£An(8) = L5r(07) = < (3= 8°) (C)+C) = (5= ) W (5= ) + LF™(9),
with a remainder term that satisfies for all constants ¢ > 0
e ()] ( I )
sup =0, | — |.
ip-li<et (14 VNT |16 - 50||>2 CANT

This result, together with our N*/*-consistency result for B R, gives rise to the following corollary.

Corollary S.10. Let R > R, let Assumptions SF, SN, NC, EX, HL1 and HL2 be satisfied and
furthermore assume that CY = Op(1). In the limit N,T — oo with N/T — k2, 0 < K < 00,
we then have

VNT (ER - 5°> — W (CD + CD) 4 0p(1) = Op(1).

The proof of Corollary S.10 is analogous to that of Corollary 4.3. The combination of both
corollaries shows that our main result holds under high-level assumptions, i.e. the limiting
distributions of Sr and Sro are indeed identical.

S.4.1 Justification of Assumption HL2

The following is a technical lemma, which is crucially used in the proof of Lemma S.12 below.

Lemma S.11. Let A and B be symmetric n X n matrices, and let A be positive semi-definite.
Let pi(A) > pe(A) > ... > pn(A) > 0 be the sorted eigenvalues of A, and let vy, va, ..., vy
be the corresponding eigenvectors that are orthogonal and normalized such that ||v;|| = 1 for
i=1,...,n. Let b=max; j—1 _,|V/Bvj|. Let r and q be positive integers with r < ¢ < n, and

let 37 b (pr(A) — pi(A)) =1 < 1 be satisfied. Then we have

(g—1)b
n b
Zi:q pr(A)—pi(A)

A+ B) = ()] < (5.40)

The following Lemma provides conditions under which Assumption HL2 is satisfied. It
crucially connects the current section with the main text.
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Lemma S.12. Let Assumptions SF, SN and EV hold, let R > R° and consider a limit N,T —
oo with N/T — k%, 0 < k < co. Then, for all constants ¢ >0 andr =1,..., R — R we have

sup | (B(B) + B'(B)) — pr| = 0p(1),
{B:N3/4 550 <c)

which implies that Assumption HL2 is satisified.

S.4.2 Sufficiency of Low-Level Assumptions in Main Text

The following Lemma summarizes some properties of the singular value vectors v, and w, of
MyoeMyo for the case where e; is #id normally distributed. Those properties are used in the
proof of the main text Lemma 4.7 below.

Lemma S.13. Let Assumption LL hold and let v, and w, be defined as in Assumption EV.
Then the following holds.

(i) Let v be an N -vector with 1idN(0,1) entries; let w be an T-vector, independent of U, also
with idN (0, 1) entries; and let v and @ be independent of \°, f°, X, and X and ePjo.
Then, for all r,s =1,...,min(N,T) — R® we have

Ur - ||MA05||71M)\05
Ws ; ||Mf01/5||71Mf01’L7 ’
where =4 refers to equally distributed. Furthermore, the squares of || Mo|| ™ and || M jow]|| ™!

have inverse chi-square distributions with N — R® and T — R° degrees of freedom, respec-
tively, which implies that for every & > 0 there exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that we

have
13 13
JE(\/NHMAO'ﬁH*l) < E(\/THMfowyrl) <c

for all N > 46 + R® and T > 4¢ + RC.

(i) There exists € € [0,1/12) such that as N, T become large we have

T
o —1/24¢
max E Wy Wsy—r| = Op(T /2+e,
78,7
t=7+1

where r,s =1,..., min(N,T) — R® and 7 =1,2,...,T — 1.

(111) The matrices PyoePro, PyoeMpo, MyoePpo and MyoeMyo are all mutually independent, and
its entries have uniformly bounded moments of arbitrary order.

The proof of Lemma S.13 is given in section S.5.3 below.
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Proof of Lemma 4.7 (Justification of Main Text High-Level Assumptions). # First,

we show that Assumptions SN, EX and DX-1 are satisfied, and that C(!) = Op(1):

Since ey is iid N(0,0?) we have |e| = Op(v/N) as N,T grow at the same rate, sce e.g.
Geman (1980). This also implies that | XFe5|| < S2°° |v,||le]l = Op(V/N). Assumption LL
therefore implies that Assumption DX-1 holds with X, = )?2“ + )?,zveak and ¥ = 021. Note that
for this ¥ we have ¢'Yg = 0?1g = ||¢'Sg||1g and p,(X) = 0% = ||¢'Sg]| for all n. Assump-
tion DX-1 also implies that Assumption SN holds, as also noted in Lemma S.8.

Since we assume that IE | X, ;| is uniformly bounded we have E+=Tr(X X) = w7 Y BEXL =
O(1) and therefore Tr(X;X;) = Op(NT). We also have E [Tr(X.e')?| Xy] = o?Tr(X, X}) =

Op(NT), and therefore \/%Tr(Xk ¢') = Op(1), i.e. Assumption EX holds. By replacing X}

with My Xz Mo in the previous argument we also find that C(V) = Op(1).
2
# Assumption EV (i) holds for any ¢ < ¢pax = Imy 1700 (\/N + \/T) /N, because from

Theorem 1 in Soshnikov (2002) we know that pgr_go /N — cmax = Op(N~%/3). Some more details
are given below.

# We now show that Assumption EV(ii) holds with gyr = log(N)N/¢. Without loss of
generality, we set o = 1 in this part of the proof. We want to show that gyz = log(IN)N'/® also
satisfies

L
qnt (T — R?) r—an HR—RO — Hr s

where p, = p,/(T — R%). Note that it is not important whether the sum runs to Q = N —
R° or Q = T — R, since the contributions of small eigenvalues between » = N — R° and
r =T — R° are of order Op(1) anyways. Without loss of generality let limy 7 oo N/T =
k? < 1 in the rest of this proof (the proof for x > 1 is analogous, since all arguments are
symmetric under interchange of N and T'). Let puyr = [(N — R*)Y/2 4+ (T — Ro)l/g]z, oNT =
[N = ROVV2 4+ (T = RO)Y2] [(N = R)V2 4 (T = RV 7 = b i /(T — BY) =
(1+ k)%, and z = (1 — k)?. From Theorem 1 in Soshnikov (2002) we know that the joint
distribution of oy (p1 — UNT, P2 — UNT, - - - PRO41 — HNT) converges to the Tracy-Widom law,
i.e. to the limiting distribution of the first R® + 1 eigenvalues of the Gaussian Orthogonal
Ensemble. Note that oyp is of order NY/3, and that the Tracy-Widom law is a continuous
distribution, so that the result of Soshnikov implies that

T — pip-po = Op(N?3), (Br—ro — fr-pos1) "' = Op (N¥3) . (S.41)

The empirical distribution of the y, is defined as Fyr(z) = Q7' 3% 1(, < ), where 1(.) is the
indicator function. This empirical distribution converges to the Marchenko-Pastur limiting spec-
tral distribution Frsp(x), which has domain [z, 7|, and whose density fisp(z) = dFisp(z)/dx

is given by

B 1
- 2K

fusp(z) V@ —z)(z—1z). (S.42)
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An upper bound for frsp(z) is given by ﬁ\/ (T — z)(T — z), and by integrating that upper
bound we obtain B

2

_ T — 1)3/2 - =
1 FLSD('r) S a (‘/I; x) ) - 37Tf€3/2£ : (843)
From Theorem 1.2 in Gétze and Tikhomirov (2007) we know that
SU.p|FNT($) _FLSD<«T)| = Op(N_1/2> . <S44)

Let ¢;nr = [2N 1/ 2] and conr = [2N 3/ *], where [a] is the smallest integer larger or equal
to a. Plugging in x = p,, , into the result of Gotze and Tikhomirov, and using Fyr(u,) =
1—(r—1)/N, we find

_ 3/2 c -1 _
@ (l’ - /’LCLNT) / >1- FLSD(MCLNT) = % + OP(N 1/2>

> N~/ wpal. (S.45)

Using this and (S.41) we obtain (up-go — fte,) "+ = Op (N/372/3¢). Analogously one can show
that (up—po — pie,) " = Op (N/5). In the following we just write ¢, ¢; and ¢ for gz, c1nr
and ¢y y7. Combining the above results we find

c1—1 co—1
_Z r:_ZMRRO— _ZHRRO_ _Z

g HBR—R> —
< 1 i C2 i Q
qn(pr-ro — fir-Rro+1)  qR{tR-RO — fey)  q(HR-RO — He,)

= Op(1) + Op(N7VE3) 1 Op(N~) = Op(1) .

/~LR RO — M

This is what we wanted to show.
# We now show that Assumption EV(4ii) holds with gyr = log(N)N'/6. Define

dy). = max 0! Xywsl, d?), = max ||[v/ePpol, d¥). = max ||w'e Pyl
d\), = N~ max |[u. Xy Ppol|,  d'e) = N~¥*max ||w!. X} Pyo]|. (S.46)

Furthermore, define dy7 = max (1, d%, d%)T, dg\?)T, dgé)T, dg\?)T) Then, Assumption EV (i)

can be summarized as dyrqnr = op(N'?), i.e. given our choice of gyr we need to show that
dyr = op(N'/'/log(N)).

We decompose X = X(A) + X , where X( ) = Xi + X (str) Z 17T[6Pfo],t - and
X,gB) = Zt;:ll YrleMypo)it—r. Note that X ,E ) is essentially the strictly exogenous part of the
regressor Xy, but also contains a part of )A(:,Xffk, which is independent of MyeMjo, i.e. X ,EA) is
independent of p,, v, and w,.. Similarly, X ,EB) is basically that part of the weakly exogenous part
)?Xffk that is not independent of p,, v, and w,. Following the decomposition X} = X lgA) + X ,iB)
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we also introduce the corresponding decomposmon of dSVT = d%‘;) + dg\%,l), where d(Al)
max;. sk | v, X( ws| and dSVT) = maX, s |, X( ws|, and analogously we define dg\fl:f), dg\?;),

dS\fTS , and d]\?TS) Note that dNT < d(A Y4 d & 1) and analogously for dgé)T and dg{?)T
Using Lemma S.13 and Holder’s mequahty we have for sufficiently large N, T

25
E | |v.XMw, X,f;“)]
s 125
_p || T X M
[ Mo [[| M poro |

T [Myo X\ Myola| | [ XY

—E <\/N||MA0’17H‘1\/THMfoﬁ||‘1

_ UNT L
< {& (vAnanan)} " {e (ﬁquowul)g}%/g

26
<F25Z@t My X, ’Mfo]it>

1 2
<C [ﬁ > ([MAOX,EA)Mfo]@

ot

25/26

XM

13

where ¢ satisfied 2/€ +1/26 = 1/25, and C' is a global constant. Here, as everywhere else in the
paper, we implicitly also condition on A% and f°. Since we assume that B |(Myo X Mo );|*® and

26 25
(Myo X Myo)sy v X P, ]

25
E <max |v;X,£A)wS|) =E (max ]v;X,gA)ws]%) <E (Z |v;X,gA)ws|25> =0 (N?), (847

TS

therefore also is uniformly bounded we thus obtain that T

is also uniformly bounded. We thus conclude that

which implies that dg\?:’rl) = Op (N¥%) = 0p(N12/1og(N)).
We have

A" = N X Pl < N XL

< N7¥4WT max o XY
rt, ’
N
< N-3/4 x(A) '
<N \/71;}35 z; Vi X it (S.48)

where t = 1,...,T, and we applied the inequality ||z| < v/T max; %, which holds for all T-
vectors z. The remaining treatment of dx‘})T is analogous to that of dS\l,)T Using Lemma S.13
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and the assumption that (MyX});; and thus also (MyoX ;.EA))it has uniformly bounded 8’th

moment one can show that £ Uzl]\il Vi X it

7
} is also uniformly bounded, which then implies

d%‘%@ = Op <N73/4\/TN2/7> = Op (NY®) = op(N''2/log(N)). Analogously one obtains
dyi = op(NV'2/ log(N)).
Since [Myo Xy ™)ie = YU v [MaoeMyoligr = S50, /By Vi Sory Yot we find

d(Bvl)

— 1 7 (B)
N7 = max |v. X,
r,s,k

w|

(B
= max|v7'nM,\oX,i Jw,|
r,8,k

T t-1

VESY ety e

t=1 =1
T t-—1

E E /
IYTwT’t—TwS,t

t=1 =1

= Imax
r,s,k

< {/p1max
r,s,k

T-1 T
< ||6|| ma? (Z |7’r|> (max Z Wy tWs,t—1 ) = OP (Ne) = OP(NI/IQ/ 10g<N)), <S49)
e T=1 heT t=7+1

where we used that v/v, = 1 and v/.vs = 0 for r # s, and we also employed Lemma S.13 in the
last step, which guarantees that € < 1/12. We thus have shown that dg\l,zp = op(NY12/1og(N)).
We have | X < S22 velllell = Op(VN) and therefore

di;? = N~ max o, X1 Ppol| < N X = 0p (N1, (8.50)

and therefore d'. = op(N'/12/log(N)). Analogously we obtain d\o”) = Op (N~%) and thus
dijy = op(N'/12/log(N)). ~

Let f be a N x R” matrix such that Pp = Py i.e. the column spaces of f%and f are identical,
and f'f = 1. Then we have |[vl.eProl| = [v/ef’||. Note that ef’ is a N x R° matrix with iid
normal entries, independently distributed of v, for all r = 1,..., Q. Together with the distribu-
tional characterization of v, in Lemma S.13 it is then easy to show that max, ||v.ePyo|| = Op(N?)

for any § > 0, and the same is true for max, |[w’.e'Pyol|, i.e. we have d\¢). = op(NY12/log(N))
and d), = 0p(NY12/log(N)). We have thus shown that Assumption EV(iii) holds. |

S.5 Proofs for Intermediate Results

S.5.1 Proofs for Expansions of L,(3), M;(5), M#(B) and €(p)

Proof of Lemma S.1.

(i,ii) We apply perturbation theory in Kato (1980). The unperturbed operator is 7© =
MO fONY " the perturbed operator is 7 = 7@ + TW + T (je. the parameter
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that appears in Kato is set to 1), where T = S8 ¢, X, fOAY + N0 f SNK ¢, X7 and
T@ = ZkKl:O ZkKFO €k, €k Xk, X7, The matrices 7 and TV are real and symmetric (which
implies that they are normal operators), and positive semi-definite. We know that 7 has

an eigenvalue 0 with multiplicity N — R?, and the separating distance of this eigenvalue
is d = NTd?, (\° f°). The bound (S.33) guarantees that

NT
”T(l) || < — dm1n<)‘07 fo) . <S51)

By Weyl’s inequality we therefore find that the N — R° smallest eigenvalues of 7 (also
counting multiplicity) are all smaller than ¥Ld2. (A, f9), and they “originate” from
the zero-eigenvalue of 7 with the power Serles expansion for L%5(3) given in (2.22)
and (2.18) at p.77/78 of Kato, and the expansion of M5 given in (2.3) and (2.12) at
p.75,76 of Kato. We still need to justify the convergence radius of this series. Since
we set the complex parameter x in Kato to 1, we need to show that the convergence
radius (ro in Kato’s notation) is at least 1. The condition (3.7) in Kato p.89 reads
[T < ac®', n=1,2,..., and it is satisfied for @ = 2/ NTdumax (A, £*) S50 Jex] | X |
and ¢ = S0 x| Xell/VNT 2/ dimax (A0, f°). According to equation (3.51) in Kato p.95,
we therefore find that the power series for £3,,(3) and M are convergent (ro > 1 in his
notation) if 1 < (% + c)fl, and this becomes exactly our condition (S.33).

When L%, (3) is approximated up to order G' € N, Kato’s equation (3.6) at p.89 gives
the following bound on the remainder

G K K

1
E?VT (6) — W R Z €ky -+ €k L(g) (>\0’ JC'O7 Xk“ Xk27 o 7ng)
9=2 k1=0  ky=0
(N . RO) G+1 d2 (/\0,f0>
< min S.52
where
K [IX \
B =8
S |9 = il i + <1. (S.53)

T = oA, f0)

This bound again shows convergence of the series expansion, since 7! — 0 as G — oo.
Unfortunately, for our purposes this is not a good bound since it still involves the factor
N — R (in Kato this factor is hidden since his A(x) is the average of the eigenvalues, not
the sum), but as we show below this can be avoided.

min

(ifi,iv) We have |8 = (NTd2;,(A%, f0)) ™", I T ]| € 2V NT (X, fO)|[ X, and [ TS5, <

15, || X, || Therefore

HS(TM) T(Vl) G(m2) S(mp) T(VP) §(mp+1)
ki... e kg

S — 2p=2 v
(NTdIQmH()\O, fo)) 2 <2 NTdmax()\Oa f0)> ||Xk1 ” ||Xk2 ” e Hng H .
(S.54)
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We have

1< 2
vit+...+vp=g
2> > 1
2p)!
3 1< 3 - 7'9)2 <4 (8.55)
mi+...+mpp1 =p—1 mi+...+mpy1 =p (p)
ijO ijO

Using this we find®
HM(g) ()‘07 fO’ Xku ka s 7ng) H

9 3242, (N O\
< (VT2 1) I 16l 1) S0 (Fe )

0 f0

p=[g/2] mm(A 1)
9 (16 (O, f0>>9 1l Xl 1 (S.56)
<3 2 0] T UNT | UNT )

For g > 3 there always appears at least one factor S™, m > 1, inside the trace of
the terms that contribute to L9, and we have rank(S™) = R? for m > 1. Using
Tr(A) < rank(A)||A||, and the equations (S.54) and (S.55), we therefore find® for g > 3

ENZ ‘L(g) (>\07 f07 Xkla Xk:gv‘ - Jng)|

-9

< RO d?nm()\oa fO) <2V NTdmax()\O, f0)>
I /32, (M, FO)\?
X X 16,1 D ( o f>)

0 £0
p=[g/2] i (A", )
< R mln()\0 fO) (16 dmax()\ﬁ fO))g HX]CIH HX]QH ||Xk9|| (S 57)
- 2 dyin(X, f°) ) VNT NT =~ /NT '
This implies for g > 3
1 K K K
ﬁ Z Z Z €ky €ky - - - GkgL(g) ()\0, fo, Xkl,Xk2,...,ng)
k1=0 ko=0 kg=0
Rg (A% FO) (16 dmax (N, f9) ||k Xk.||
i . 5
N 2 mm(/\0 f(] Z <S 8)

5The sum over p only starts from [g/2], the smallest integer larger or equal g/2, because v + ... +vp =g
can not be satisfied for smaller p, since v; < 2.

6The calculation for the bound of L(9) is almost identical to the one for M9 . But now there appears an
additional factor R® from the rank, and since > m; = p — 1 (not p as before), there is also an additional factor
NTd2,, (A, £°).

26



Therefore for G > 2 we have

9=2 k1=0 kg=0
1 o K K K
=T DL DL DD Gheh e e, L (NS Xy, Xy X
g=G+1 k1=0 k=0 kg=0
— Rlga?di, (X f°)
< mln
g=G+1
RO G G+1 d2 )\0 0
S ( + ) mm( 7f ) ’ (859)
2(1 — «)?
where
16 dmax A%, f9) Z HGkaH
B mln >\0 fo
16 dmaX A0, f9) Xl el
_ 5o (Z!ﬁk Br Nl 1. (S.60)

Using the same argument we can start from equation (S.56) to obtain the boundfor the
remainder of the series expansion for M5 ().

Note that compared to the bound (S.52) on the remainder, the new bound (S.59) only

0 r0
shows convergence of the power series within the the smaller convergence radius %
ro(A°, f9). However, the factor N — RY does not appear in this new bound, which is crucial

for our approximations.

Proof of Lemma S.2. The general expansion of M;(3) is given in Lemma S.1. The present
Lemma just makes this expansion explicit for the first few orders. The bound on the remainder
Mx(rem) (B) is obtained from the bound (S.56) by the same logic as in the proof of Theorem 4.2.
The analogous result for M7(f) is obtained by applying the symmetry N <> T, A <> f, e <> ¢,

Xi ¢ X}, u

Proof of Lemma S.3. The general expansion of M5(f) is given in Lemma S.1, and the anal-
ogous expansion for Mz(3) is obtained by applying the symmetry N <> T, A < f, e <> ¢,
Xk <> X;.. Lemma S.2 above provides a more explicit version of these projector expansions. For
the residuals e() we have

eB) = M3(B) (Y = B- X) My(B) = M3(B) [e— (8- 8°) - X+ \°f"] Mp(B).,  (S.61)

and plugging in the expansions of M5(3) and M f( ) it is straightforward to derive the expansion
of e(8) from this, including the bound on the remainder. |
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S.5.2 Proofs for N3/* Convergence Rate Result

Proof of Lemma S.4. The result follows from Lemma S.9 by applying Weyl’s inequality, be-
cause the terms in B(8) + B'(f) in addition to A(S) all have a spectral norm of order Op(v/N)
for VN||g — 8% < . |

Proof of Theorem S.5. From Theorem 4.1 we know that \/N(BR — Bo) = Op(1), so that the
bounds in Lemma S.4 and Assumption HL1 are applicable. Since 3 minimizes £§.(3) it must
in particular satisfy £%(8r) < LX+(8°). Applying this, Lemma S.4, and Assumption HL1 we
obtain

0> £%T(ER> — LE(8°)

R—R®
1

= L) — L)~ e S [ (AGR)) — s (AG)]

Lo [\/N+ VNT| B — 2]

NT
R—R°
> L7 (Br) — ()~ 7 S e [Myo (A5 XY Mo (A5 - X) M]
r=1
+ <5205 [V + N4[Bg — 8]+ N*|[B — 8]/ low(N)] (5.62)

Applying Theorem 4.2 then gives

(o) (o=9) - g (=) 2
R—R°

NL{ > s [Mpo (AB - X) Myo (AB - X) Myo]
r=1
+ 0 [VN + N4 B — 8% + N2 B — £°]/ og(V)] } (5.63)

Our assumptions guarantee C?) = Op(1), and we explicitly assume C) = Op(N*). Further-
more, Assumption NC guarantees that

R—RY

(SONWAR = 77 D o [My (853 X) Mo (A X) M) 20185, (860

which we apply for AB = B — 8°. Thus, we obtain
~ 2 —~ —~ 2
b(NBr = B°l) < Op (1) + Op (N*4|Br = 5°1) + o0 {(Ng/% - 5°1l) } . (865)

from which we can conclude that N34||3; — 8°]| = Op(1), which proves the Lemma. |
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Proof of Lemma S.6. Note that P, = g¢’ and P, = hh'. We decompose
(U + gCh) (U 4 gCh') = Ay + A5(0O) , (S.66)
where
A =UU+ ||JUU g P( )T AnaxPurg) »
Ay(C) = (U + gCH') P, (U + gCh) U'P,U— |dUUg| P(MU/gh) — ApaxPurg).  (S.67)

By Weyl’s inequality we then have

R R R
Y 1 [(U+gCh) (U + gCh)] <7 pe(An) + > e [A2(CO))]. (5.68)
r=1 r=1 r=1

We have Ay(C) = Py, g AQ(C)P(h,U/g), i.e. Ay(C) has T — 2Q) zero-eigenvalues and only 20Q)
non-zero_eigenvalues. Let h= (h,U'g)[(h,U'g) (h,U’g)]*/2, which is an T x 2Q matrix that
satisfies h'h = Iy and hh = P, vrg)- We then have

R min(R,2Q) _ _
SO = 3 W AAC)R], (5.69)
r=1 r=1
and
min(R,2Q)
Z " [h’AQ )h]
mln(RQQ)

< S [h' (U + gCI'Y P, (U + gC) h]

r=1

ﬁ [ ( U'PU = gUU'gll Pag,,m) — Amaxp(U,g)) ﬂ

= pr [¢ (U + gCh') (U + gCh')' g]

2Q
_ Z Ly [h’ (U/PQU + ”g/UU/gH P(MU/gh) + AmaxP(U’g)> h} (S?O)
r=2Q-min(R,2Q)+1

Here, in the first step we again used Weyl’s mequahty, and in the second step we used that
the Q non-zero eigenvalues of h' (U + gCh') gg' (U + gCH') I are identical to the eigenvalues
of ¢’ (U + gCh') (U + gCh')' g, and that the eigenvalues of a matrix are equal to minus the
eigenvalues of the negative of the matrix (but interchanging the ordering of the eigenvalues).

The eigenvalues of n <U’PgU + |lgUU g P(MU/ n) + AmaXP(U/g)> I are given by @) eigenval-
g9
ues equal to ||¢g’UU'g|| (stemming from ||¢g'UU'g|| P( My, h)), while the remaining @) eigenvalues
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are given by . (U'P,U) + Apax, 7 = 1,...,Q, and satisfy i, pmin(0,r)(U'PyU) + Apax >
pr(U'PU), for r € {1,2,..., min(R, @)} (by the definition of A,.x). Therefore we have

2Q min(R,Q)
S w[F(URUHIGUUGI Py, 0+ AP ) B 2D e (U'RD).
r=2Q-min(R,2Q)+1 r=1
(S.71)
We can thus conclude that
min(R,2Q) _ _
o [ A5 (O]
r=1
min(R,Q) min(R,Q)
< Y g (U+gCH)(U+gCh) gl = > m(dUU'g)
r=1 r=1
min(Q,R)
< > (CC'+gURC + CHUY). (S.72)
r=1
Combining (S.68), (S.69) and (S.72) gives the statement of the lemma. |

Proof of Lemma S.7. Let h be a T'x Q) matrix whose span equals the span of A, i.e. P,A = A,
and that satisfies i’h = 1, and let p = ||A||/T. Then A < TpP,, which implies >-% | 1, (e + A) <
Sy e (€'e + TpPy).

The distribution of e is invariant under orthogonal transformations e +— eQO, where O is
an arbitrary orthogonal 7' x T matrix, i.e. OO’ = 1. The distribution of the eigenvalues of
e'e+TpP, therefore does not depend on h at all, but only on p and 3. We can therefore choose
h arbitrarily, even as a random matrix (but independent from e). Let u be a @ x T matrix that
is independent of e, and whose columns wu;, t = 1,...T, are distributed as u; ~ #dN (0, plg).
We choose h such that the span of h equals the span of v/, i.e. uP, = Pj,. Since we consider an
asymptotic where @Q is finite, while T — oo it is easy to verify that ||TpP, — w'u| = Op(V/T),
which implies S>% | i, (¢e + TpP,) = S iy (e 4+ u'u) + Op(VT).

Let U = (¢,u/) and F = (¢,0rxq)’, which are (N + @) x T matrices. The non-zero
eigenvalues of the 7" x T matrices U'U = €'e + u'u and E'E = ¢€’e are equal to the non-zero
eigenvalues of the (N + Q) x (N + Q) matrices UU’ and EFE’, respectively. Let v be the
(N + @) x R matrix whose columns equal to the normalized eigenvectors that correspond to
the R largest eigenvalues of UU’. We then have

R R
Z pr (€'e +u'u) = Z w- (UU") = Tr (v/'UU) ,
r=1 r=1
R

Z . (e'e) = Z w- (EE") > Tr (VEE"v), (S5.73)

r=1 r=1
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where the last inequality follows from the maximization property of the eigenvalues of FE'.
Decompose v = (v}, v5)" into the N x R matrix v; and the ) X R matrix vy. We then have

R R
Z pr (€'e +u'u) — Z wr (€'e) < Tr (vV'UU'v) — Tr (vEE"v)
r=1

r=1
_ e |of [ OV e v
ue’
= 2Tr (vieu'vy) + Tr (vyuu'vy)

< 2R||vieu’ve|| + Rljvyunvs |
< 2R|le|ll|ulllv2| + Rljul* vz, (S.74)

where we used that for any square matrix B we have Tr(B) < rank(B)||B||, and also that
1]l < 1. We have |le|]| = Op(y/max(N,T)) = Op(v/N + 1), |Jul| = Op(V/T) and, as will be
shown below, ||vs]| = Op(1/4/n). Therefore

R

Z - (€'e +u'u) — Z pr(€'e) = Op(\/ (N +T)T/n). (S.75)

r=1
Combining the above results we find

R

S (et A) <

r=1

M=

Mo (6,6 + Tpph)

1

ﬁ
Il

(e (€'e + u'u) + Op(VT)

WE

1

,3
I

M=

i (€e) + Op (VIN+T)T/n) + Op(VT)

1

ﬁ
Il

M=

<

i (€e) + Op <\/(N n T)T/n) , (S.76)

1

,2
Il

where in the last step we used that N/n > 1. The last statement is what we wanted to show.
However, we still have to justify that ||vs|| = Op(1/y/n). For this we first note that increasing
the eigenvalues of ¥ can only decrease ||va||. Without loss of generality we can therefore consider
the case where all the n eigenvalues of ¥ that are smaller than p are increased to be exactly
equal to p. In that case the distribution of U is symmetric under left-multiplication with
orthogonal O(n + @) matrices, which only act on the the (n+ @)-dimensional eigenspace of the
(N+Q) x (N +Q) covariance matrix of U corresponding to eigenvector p. Since the distribution
of U has this symmetry, the same needs to be true for the distribution of the eigenvectors v of
UU’. Since @ is finite, while n — oo this implies that ||us|| = Op(1/4/n). |

Proof of Lemma S.8, Part 1. Here, we consider the case where Assumption DX-1 holds, and
show that Lemma S.8 holds in that case.
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We w W 1 = 1/4 it (1) :

= Op . W
# We want to show that C Op(N'*). By definition of C'" and Assumption EX we
have

1
1 1
Tr(X e Tr(Pyo X €') + Tr(Pyo Xj, Ppo €
\/— ( k ) \/W ()\O k ) \/W (AO kL f0 )

1 / 1 /
( ) m I'(P)\O Xke ) + WTI'(P)\O Xk Pfoe). (S??)

Since || Xz| = Op(N3/*) we have

\/%Tr(PAo %.e) < \/%HX;{HHeH — Op(NVY), (5.78)
ie. ﬁTr(P)\o Xy, ¢') = Op(NY4). Analogously we obtain ﬁ Tr(Pyo Xp, Proe') = Op(NV4).
Regarding the X, contribution to C’,El), consider e = X/2u, i.e. case (a) of Assumption DX-1
(the proof for case (b) is analogous). Using our assumptions on the distribution of e and X}
we have E [Tr(Pyo X3¢)?| X5, A, %] = Tr(X, PoXPoXy) < rank(X,)[| X422 = Op(NT),
and therefore —~=Tr(Po X ¢') = Op(1). Analogously we find 77 Tr(Po Xy Proe') = Op(1).
Combining the above results gives O = Op(N1/4).

# We want to show that Assumption SN holds. We have | X < Xkl + [|Xx]| =
Op(VNT) + Op(N3/*) = Op(v/NT), ie. Assumption SN(i) is satisfied. In the follow-
ing we assume that e = Y'2u, i.e. case (a) of Assumption DX-1. The proof for case (b)
follows by symmetry of the problem (N < T). We have |le| = ||Z||Y?|ul = Op(1)||ull,
since we assume that ||X| = Op(1). Thus, we are left to show |u|]| = Op(y/max(N,T)).
Lemma S.8 assumes N/T — k2, but it turns out that this assumption is not necessary to show
|lu|| = Op(y/max(N,T)), i.e. for the moment consider an arbitrary limit N,7 — co. By as-
sumption, the errors u; are iid N'(0,1). Since an arbitrary limit N, T — oo is not considered
very often in Random Matrix Theory, we define the max(N,T) x max(N,T) matrix u"®, which
contains u as a submatrix, and whose remaining elements are also iid N'(0, 1) and independent of
u. We then have ||ul| < |[uP®8| = Op(y/max(N,T)), where the last step is due to Geman (1980).

# Finally, we show that Assumption HL1 holds. Consider case (a) of Assumption DX-1(ii)
in the following. Using the decomposition X; = X, + X r we have

R—RO
> e [Myo (e = AB- X) Mo (e = AB- X) Myo] — piy [Myo (AB - X) Myo (AB - X) Mo ]}
r=1

R—RO

= > e [Mgo (e = 28-X) My (e = AB-X) Mpo| =y [ Mpo (A5 -X) Myo (A8-X) Mpo] }

r=1

+ Op([lell | Xk l[1AB]) + Op (| Xill| Xl A8]%)
—RO
Z {1 [Myo (e = 28 ) My (e = A8 X) Myo| g [ Mo (A8-X)' Mo (A8 X) My | }
+ Op(N[AB]) + Op(NTH| AB|). (S.79)
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We now apply Lemma S.6 with U = MyeMyo and gCh' = —Myo(Ap - X)Mjo, where g and h
are define in Assumption DX-1, and C' = ¢/(Af5 - X)h. We obtain

R—RO
Z {/LT [Mfo (6 - AB '7)/M)\0 (6 - AB 7) Mf0i|
r=1

R—R°
< Z . (Mfoe'MAoero + |lg’eM o€’ g|| P(

r=1

[MfOe/g]h) " AmaxP(Mf05/9)>
min(Q,R—RO) . o o
Y e [ M (A8 R) My (88 X) Mpo| + Op (lg'enIXN1A5])
r=1
R—RO
< Z tor (M o€’ MyoeM o + ||g'eM oe’ g|| Pr)
r=1
R—R° ., o
+ 3w [Mfo (AB-X) My (A8 X) Mfo} +Op (\/NTHAﬁH) + Op(VN)
r=1
R—R°
<> e (Mypoe' MyoeMyo + T)|g'Sgl| Pr)
r=1
R—R° . B
+ 3w [Myo (88-X) Myo (88 X) Mp| + 0p (VNT|ABI]) + Op(VN),
r=1

(S.80)

where we used that under our assumptions we have
(i) [lg'ehl = Op(1),
(ii) g'eMpe'g =Tg'Sg + Op(VN).

() A= max [ (g'eMpoc’g) = s (9 eMpd'g)] = Op(V),
(IV) P - Ph == OP(N71/2).
(M[Mfoe’m )

Statement (i) above holds, because g’eh = ¢’S'/?uh is a projection of u to a @ x Q submatrix,
with ¢’¥'/2 and h independent of u, and ||¢’~"?|| = Op(1) and ||h|| = 1.

Statement (ii) holds, because we can calculate the expectation and variance of g'eMpoe’g =
¢S 2un' B2 g conditional on £'/2g to show that ¢/ S 2uu/'SV2g = ¢'SV2E(uu')2Y2g4+-Op (V' N),
with E(uu') = T1y.

Statement (iii) holds, because assume that either R > @, in which case A, = 0, or we
assume ¢'Yg = ||¢'Sglllg + Op(NY/2), so that g'eMpoe’'g = T||¢'Yg||1g + Op(v/'N), where
T||g'Eg||1g gives no contribution to Ayax.

We now apply Lemma S.7 with “e¢” in the Lemma equal to MyeMyo, “X” in the Lemma
equal to MyoXMyo, and A = T||¢'2g|| P,. We have p,,_go(MyoXMyo) > pn(3) and ¢'3g =
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¢’ MyoXMyog. We therefore choose “n” in the Lemma equal to n— R° when applying Lemma S.7,
and our assumption p,(X) > ||¢'Sg|| with 1/n = Op(1/N) is now used. When employing
Lemma S.7 here we also use that rotational invariance of ¢/ Myoe = u/SY2 Mo X2y allows us to
treat Myoe' MyoeMyo as an (N — R%) x (N — R°) matrix, which requires that u is #d normally
distributed. By Lemma S.7 we then have

R—R°
> st (Mpoe' MyoeMyo + T)|g'Sgl| Pr)
r=1
R—R?
= 3" i (Myod MyoeMyo) + Op (\/(N T T — 2R (T — RY/(n — R0)>

r=1

R-R°
= > e (Mpoe' MyoeMyo) + Op(VN). (S.81)
r=1

Combining this with (S.79) and (S.80) gives Assumption HLI. [

Proof of Lemma S.8, Part 2. Here, we consider the case where Assumption DX-2 holds, and
show that Lemma 5.8 holds in that case.
Using the assumption My X Mo = 0 simplifies the calculation in (S.79), namely

R—R?

> py [Mpo (e = AB- X) Myo (e — AB - X) Myo]

r=1
R—RY

= > i [Myo (e = AB-X) My (e = A8~ X) Mp]| + Op(llelI KellllABI) + Op(I K42 A1)

r=1
R—RO
= 3t [Mpae' MaoeMy] + Op(N|AB]) + Op(N*2 ABIP), (3.52)

r=1

and analogously we obtain Zf;RO pr [Myo (AB - X) Myo (AB - X) Mpo| = Op(N*2|AB|J?). We

therefore have
d(B3) = Op(N*|AB|) + Op(N*/2| ABIP), (S.83)

which implies that Assumption HL1 holds. The result for C™") follows because with Mo X ;M 0 =
0 we find

1
1
C’g) = \/WTI(M/\OXICM]‘O 6/)
1 -
= Tr(Xie') + Op(|le|||| Xkl /VNT
= Op(1) + Op(NV*). (S.84)
Finally, Assumption SN holds obviously under Assumption DX-2. |
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S.5.3 Proofs for Details of Asymptotic Equivalence

Proof of Lemma S.9. Applying the expansion of e($) in Lemma S.3 together with || MyoeMo|| =
Op(VN), ]| = Op(1), 6] = Op(N~12), ||| = Op(N) [IE7]] = Op(VN) and the
bound on ||e™)|| given in the Lemma we obtain

¢ (B)e(B) = B(B) + B'(B) + T (8B) , (S.85)
where the terms Bt (3) and B®™2) in B(f) are given by
B(rem,l) (6) — Mfo [(ﬁ . 50 . X)]/M/\OeroelAO()\Ol/\O>fl(fO/fO)flfO/
+ MfoelMAO[(ﬁ - BO . X)]Mfoel)\o(AOI)\o)_l(fOIfO)_lfO/
+ Myoe Myoe Mo (5 — 5° - X) AN (£ 1) 1
—f- Mfo (Mfoe'M,\oéf) —|— é\gl)/é\f) —f- é\(eQ)/MAOdeO) Pfo s

B(rem,2) _ %Pfo (MfOGIMAO/e\ff) + /égl)//e\g) + é\é?)/M)\oeleO) Pfo

= PO )T A A M poe Myoe My ASOON) (£ )40, (5.86)
and for V/N||8 — 8°|| < ¢ (which implies [|2(8)|| = Op(vV'N)) we have
(T (B)| = Op(N~V2) + (|8 — B2|Op(NY?) + |8 — B°POp(N??) . (5.87)
which holds uniformly over 5. Note also that
Beeed) 4 Bleeee) — Nro (Mgoe' Myoe® + eV'el® + &' Myoe' Myo) M. (S.88)

Thus, we have |[Bt™2)|| = Op(1), and for v N||3 — 8°|| < ¢ we have ||Bte™D(B)|| = Op(1) +
18 — B°|Op(N), and by Weyl’s inequality

e [ (B)E(9)] = e [B() + B()] + o [(1+ 118~ 1)) . (5.89)
again uniformly over 5. This proves the lemma. |

Proof of Corollary S.10. From Theorem S.5 we know that N3/4||3z — 8°|| = Op(1), so that
the bound in Assumption HL2 becomes applicable. Let v = W™! (C’(l) + 0(2)) /\/N_ =
Op(1/V/NT), as in the proof proof of Corollary 4.3. Since Br minimizes LE-(8) it must in
particular satisfy EﬁT(B\R) < LR (B°+ ). Using Lemma S.9 and Assumption HL2 it follows
that

~ 1 ~ 2
CerBa) < Lor (3 +) + 57 on | (14 VETIB - 1)’ ($.90)
The rest of the proof is analogous to the proof of Corrollary 4.3. |

Proof of Lemma S.11. For the eigenvalues of A + B we have

+(A+ B) = min max "(A+ B)y, S.91
pr ) I {y:lvl=1, Poy=0} 7 " ( )
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where I" is a n x (r — 1) matrix with full rank » — 1, and 7 is a n x 1 vector. In the following
we only consider those 7 that lie in the span of the first r eigenvectors A, i.e. v = >\ cu;.
The condition ||y|| = 1 implies >, , ¢? = 1. The column space of I" is (r — 1)-dimensional.
Therefore, for a given v = >"'_| ¢;1; there always exists a I' such that the conditions ||| = 1
and Pry = 0 uniquely determine v up to the sign. We thus have

pr-(A+ B) > min max 7' (A+ B)y
T =i cvis Inll=1, Py=0}

N min Y(A+ B)y
{7: Y=2_i=1 Citis H7||:1}

r

> min Z C? pi(A) —b (Z |Cz|>

% fe s oy | 2
> NT(A> —rb

> pir(A) lg=1)b

_ v —
L= i

(5.92)

where we used that ¢ — 1 > r and that the additional fraction we multiplied with is larger
than one. This is the lower bound for p,.(A + B) that we wanted to show. We now want to
derive the upper bound. Let A, B and B be (n —r + 1) x (n — r + 1) matrices defined by

Ay =V AV, Bij = v Bvj,_, and B;; = b, where i,j = 1,...,n —r + 1. We can
choose I' = (v, v, ...,1,—1) in the above minimization problem, in which case 7 is restricted
to the span of v, V.41, ...,,. Therefore

p(A+B) < max F(A+ B)F

 {FIRl=1
—m(A+B), (S.93)
where 7 is a (n—r+1)-dimensional vector, whose components are denoted 7;, i = 1,...,n—r+1,

in the following. Note that A is a diagonal matrix with entries p;y,—1(A4), i1 =1,...,n—7r+ 1.
Therefore

[n+r—1 n+r—1
m(A+B) < max | 3 ) (A + > Fid, By
{7 1711=1} = i,j=1
[n+r—1 n+r—1
< max Z (%) ttigr—1(A) + b Z 1%l 1731
{3 Ivll=1} | o ij=1
[m+r—1 n+r—1
~\2 ~ ~ D
= max i) Migr—1(A) + i 75 Bij
{3: I7ll=1} i ; ) e (4) i,j=1 R

In the last maximization problem the maximum is always attained at a point with 4; > 0, which
is why we could omit the absolute values around ;.
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The eigenvalue 1 = ul(g + B) is a solution of the characteristic polynomial of A+ B which
can be written as
. b
— 11— pi(A)

where p;(A) = pi_r41(A) are the ecigenvalues of A. In addition we have i = (A + B) >
111(A) = pir(A), because B is positive semi-definite (which gives >) and the eigenvectors of A
do not agree with those of B (which gives #). From the characteristic polynomial we therefore
find

1—2~ +§:~

b@—n = b
S i@ 2 @) A (5.96)

1=q

Since we assume 1 > 37" m, this gives an upper bound on i, and since p,.(A+ B) < 11

(g—1)b

the same bound holds for p,.(A + B), namely
+ 5 .
L= Y -

pr(A+ B) < pp(A) + (5.97)

This is what we wanted to show. [ |

Proof of Lemma S.12. Consider the case T'< N, so that for Q = min(N,T) — R° defined in
Assumption EV we have Q = T — R°. If N < T, then we interchange the role of N and 7T in

the following proof.”
Define

4 N
C*(B) = B(B) + B'(9) % (\/ N Mp BB Py ¥ \/%Pfo)
4 N\
XQ%NMﬂmeMﬂ””ﬂTﬂO
(\/ — M oe' MyoeM e AP (NYX) T (f )7 Y & \/“f pfo>
‘/4 ! 1307 \0/y0\—1/ £07 £0\—1 07 [aN /
X ( ﬁMfoe M/\oer0€>\ ()\ /\) (f f) f + 1 PfO) . (S.98)

"We consider limits N, T — oo with N/T' — k2. For k? > 1 we have T' < N holding asymptotically, while for
k? < 1 we have T > N holding asymptotically and the role of N and T in the proof needs to be interchanged.
For k2 = 1 there is a subtlety, because neither 7' < N nor N < T needs to hold asymptotically (the ordering of
N and T can change arbitrarily often while N and T grow). We could rule out this subtlety by only consider
asymptotic sequences that satisfy either always T < N or always NV < T, which would not diminish the practical
implications of our results in any way. The proof can also be adjusted to jointly consider the cases T' < N and
N < T in the asymptotic, which is not complicated, but cumbersome.
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Since CT(() [respectively C~(/3)] is obtained by adding [respectively subtracting] a positive
definite matrix from B(5) + B'(3), we have

i (C7(8)) < pr (B(B) + B'(8)) < e (CH(B)). (5.99)

The advantage of considering C*(f3) instead of B(8) + B'(3) directly is that there are no
“mixed terms” in C*(3), which start with My and end with Pjo, or vice versa, i.e. we can
write C*(B) = C5(8) + OF, where CF (8) = M;oCi(8)Mo and CF = PO Ppo. Concretely,

we have

4
CE(B) = A(p) £ meoB@emvl)(5)PfoB<femﬂl>’(5)Mf0

+ %MfoelM)\oeroe/)\o(Am)\o)1(f0/f0)1()\0/)\0)1)\0/6Mf0€/M)\0€Mf0
+ Mpo [(B— 8% - X — €] Myoe fO(f£2) 7 AYA) A\ YeM o

+ ]\4}006/]\4>\0 [(/6 . 60) . X] fO(fO/fO)—l()\0/)\0)—1)\0/er0

+ MfOG/M)\OefO(fO,fO)_l()\O,AO)_I)\OI [(ﬂ . 60) . X] MfO

+ the last three lines transposed + B(¢e¢®) 4 Bleeee)’

N
Cf = PpoBEm™d Py 4 ProBrem2 py 4 %Pfo. (S.100)

In the rest of the proof we always assume that N34 |3 — 8°| < c¢. We apply Lemma S.11
to C:(B), with the A in the lemma equal to the leading term Mpoe' MyoeMyo, the B in the
lemma equal to the remainder of C’li(,B), and ¢ = gyr. Assumption EV introduces p, and w,
as the eigenvalues and corresponding eigenvectors of Moe' MyoeMypo, where r = 1,...,Q with
Q =min(N,T) — R =T — R°. If we can show that

T-RO b
> —— =op(1), (S.101)
r—qny PE—R = Pr

then Lemma S.11 becomes applicable asymptotically, and for » = 1,..., R — R° we have wpal

(gnr — 1) by gnt byt
‘ILLT (Clj:(/ﬁ)) o pT‘} S 1 - ZT_RO bNT S 1 _ ZT_RO baT ; (8102)

S=4NT pPr—0pPs S=4NT PR_RO—Ps

where

byt = max |w, (CT(8) — Myoe' MyoeMyo) w,] . (S.103)

We now check how the different terms in C7(8) — Moe’ MyoeM o contribute to byr. Using the
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definition of dyr in equation (S.46) we have
ma [ Mpve' Mo (8 — 67) - X|Myouws| < K el — 8] s ot X,
< dnrOp(N7VH),
ma [w] Mp[(5 — 5) - X Myal(5 — ) - X]Myorws| < K |6 5] mass | Mo X |
< KON 6= 87 ma flr Xy, |
< dyrOp(N7V?),

max
T8

4 rem rem 4 rem -
w|— M B () Ppo B ()Myow, | < — | B ()| = Op(N12),

4
w;—NMfoelM/\oero ENCAYA) LY FO) YA TN e M o€’ Myoe M o
a

max
r,s

4 _
< el X ATAT T £ T ATA) TN maxc e Pol|* < dnrOp(NTY),
max |w,. Moe' Myoe fO(f” f2) 7 (AY X)) T A" e M pows|
< el [L£2% £ (XA A e et Py e [t Pl < g Op(N 1),

W Mpo [(8— 8% - X]" MyoefO(f” ) (AYA) N e M pow,

max
r,s

= Imax
]

w, [(8 - %) - X' (Z) ef°(f7 1) AN T A ew,

< K8 — BN mas o Xy, | mase o Pyol| mass e’ Py | £2(£7 1)~ (A7A0) |

< drOp(N7Y),

max |w,. Moe' Mo [(8 — 8°) - X ] fO(fY fO) T AYA%) ' AYe M pow, |
< Kllell18 — 81|l 7°G™ £2) A% A%) A | i [, X Pyo]| max e Pro|
< drOp(N7'12),

max |w, Moe' Myoe fO(f” fO) " AYA) TN [(8 — 8°) - X | Mpow,|
< Kllell18 = 11|72 £2) ™ O A%) A | mi e o | ma [ X Py |
< dyrOp(N712).

and analogously one can check that

max jw! B, | < d3pOp(N ™) + diyrOp(N~/2). (S.104)

All in all, we thus have

byt < Op(N7Y2) 4 dyrOp(N V) + d3rOp(N7V?) + d3 0 p (N34

< dy7Op(N7V4), (S.105)
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where in the last we used that by assumption dyr > 1 and dyp = op(N'/*). Therefore

T—RO b 1 T—R? 1
Z — = QNTdNTOP(N_1/4)_ < Z —— =op(1), (S.106)
T=qNT PR-R® = Pr INT T=NT PR—R® = Pr

so that Lemma S.11 is indeed applicable asymptotically, and we find

I (CHO) =] < TN < gy Op(N Y = op(1). (8107

Fort =1,...,R — R" we thus have
pr (CT(B)) = pr +0p(1) > pr_po +0p(1) > [|C5]|,  wpal, (5.108)

where the last step follows because ||C5|| = aN/2+ Op(1) and we assumed pp_po > aN, wpal.
Since C*(f) is block-diagonal with blocks C;*(5) and C§ (in the basis defined by f°), and
e (CF (B )) > ||CF|, it must be the case that wpal the largest R — R° eigenvalues of C*(3) are
those of C(3). Thus,

e (CF(B)) = pr| = 0p(1) (S.109)

and also
e (B(B) + B'(B)) — pr| = 0p(1) (5.110)
which holds uniformly over all 8 with N3/4||3 — 8°|| < c. This concludes the proof. |

Proof of Lemma S.13. # Part (i). Since e has dN (0, 0?) entries, independent of \° and f°,
rotational invariance dictates that the distribution of v, and w, is given by the Haar measure on
the unit sphere of dimension N — R and T'— R, respectively, and the the lemma just provides

3 3
a concrete representation of this. The bounds on E (\/NHM,\oEH_1> and E <\/THMfo{DH_1)

follow, because the inverse chi-square distribution with dof v possesses all moments smaller than
v/2.
# Part (4i). Using part (i) of the lemma we have

Mot

vT VT

where w be an T-vector with iidN(0, 1) entries. It is also useful to define the time shift operator
L:R" — R”, which satisfies (Lw,); = w,;_1, and therefore (L"w,); = w,;—,. We then have

-1 ~ —~
P
w, = || M|~ Mo = ‘ (i _ f“”) : (S.111)

§ : ITT
Wy t Wy t—7 = er Wy

t=7+1
-2
1

Mot :
T

VT

WL — @ L Ppoid — @' P L7 + @ P L Ppo)  (S.112)

d
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w' L™w

Given the distribution of w it is easy to show that ‘ ‘ has arbitrary high bounded moments

W' L™w

as T becomes large, i.e. we have E ‘ = O(1) for any 7 > 1 and any £ > 0. Furthermore,

using that ||L|| = 1 we can bound
@' LT Prow| < [Jw]||| Prow]
@' Ppo LTw| < |w][[| Ppow |
W' Ppo L™ Ppow| < || Prow||?, (S.113)
where ||w||? = *(T) and || Prow || = x*(R°). Note that 7 the rhs of these inequalities do not de-

pend on 7, i.e. the bounds are uniform over 7. The y-square distribution with R° degrees of free-
dom does not depend on T and posses all moments. Since ||w]|? is x*(T') distributed we find that
\/LTHQEH has arbitrarily high uniformly bounded moments as 7" becomes large. Combining these

results we obtain that all moments of ‘\/LT (W'L™w — w' L™ Ppow — W' Ppo L™w 4 W' Ppo L™ Pyow)
are uniformly bounded as T' becomes large. Part (i) of the lemma shows that the same is true

9
for Myow
VT

. Using Holder’s inequality we thus find that for all £ > 0 we have

E wrtwrt T

t=7+1

3
= E ||| Mp@|| 2@ My L Mpow|* = O(1/VT), (S.114)

ZZ—’:TJF:[ wT,th,th‘ = OP<T_1/2+6> for any
e > 0 (namely € = 2/¢). This is the statement of the lemma for the special case where r = s.
What is left to show is that max,_; max, ‘ZtT:TH wr,tw&t_f‘ = Op(T~Y?*¢) fore € [0,1/12).

uniformly over r and 7. From this we obtain max, .

Let w® and w® be two T-vector with iidN'(0,1) entries, independent of each other, and inde-
pendent of f°. Then we have for any 7, s = 1,...,Q with r # s that

Wy . HMfOﬁ}’aH—leOﬂ)"a
( w, ) 7 ( | Mo Mopa @]~ Myo Moo ) (8.115)
Note that this representation of the joint distribution accounts for the constraint w.ws = 0, in
addition to ||w,|| = |Jws|]| = 1 and the invariance under the orthogonal group O(T — R"). Using

this representation of the joint distribution of w, and wy the proof is now analogous to the case

r = s. The result can be shown for any € > 0.
# Part (ii7). This again follows since e has iidN (0, 0?) entries and the resulting rotational
invariance of e wrt to orthogonal O(N) and O(T') rotations from the left and right, respectively.
|

S.6 Additional Monte Carlo Simulations

Here, we consider a AR(1) panel model with two factors (R’ = 2) and the following data

generating process (DGP):

Etr

= (S.116)

2
Yy = BOYz‘,t—l + Z Nir fir + €it, fir =05 friq +
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The random variables A, e, and e; are mutually independent; with ;. ~ itd N'(1,1); and &,
and e; ~ itd N'(0,1). The AR(1) processes for Y;; and f, are initiated with 100 time periods
before the actual estimation sample starts, so that the initial conditions roughly correspond to
the long-run static distribution. We choose 8° € {0.2,0.5,0.8}, and use 10,000 repetitions in
our simulation. The true number of factors is chosen to be R° = 2. For each draw of Y and X
we compute the LS estimator Sr according to equation (3.1) for different values of R.

Table 1 reports bias and standard deviation of the estimator BR for N = 300 and different
combinations of R, T'and 8°. Table 2 reports various quantiles of the distribution of v NT (8 —
%) for N = 300 and different combinations of R, T and 3°. The tables can be found at the end
of the supplementary material.

S.7 Comments Regarding Numerical Calculation of B\R

Different iteration schemes can be used to implement the LS estimator defined in (3.1) numeri-
cally:

(1) Ahn, Lee and Schmidt (2001) use an iteration scheme were the following steps are repeated
until convergence: (a) for fixed 3 find F' and A that minimize the LS objective function
in (3.1) via principal component analysis (but A need not actually be computed); (b) for
fixed F find B and A that minimize the LS objective function in (3.1) (but A need not
actually be computed, because ﬁ can be obtained by regressing Y on X;M5).

(2) Alternatively, Bai (2009) proposes the following iteration steps: (a) for fixed /3 find F' and
A that minimize the LS objective function in (3.1) via principal component analysis; (b)
for fixed F and A find E; that minimizes the LS objective function in (3.1) by running a
regression of (Y — AF') on Xj.

(3) Another iteration scheme, which we have used in our implementation, and we have not
found discussed previously in the literature, is the following: (a) for fixed 3 find F and A
that minimize the LS objective function in (3.1) via principal component analysis; (b) for
fixed F and A find 3 that minimizes the alternative objective function |Mz(Y —B-X)
M3z||3¢ by running a regression of Y on M5 X, M.

All three iteration schemes have the same step (a), i.e. differ from each other only in step (b).
Each step of the iteration schemes (1) and (2) minimizes the LS objective function, i.e. those
schemes guarantee that the sum of squared residuals is getting smaller (or at least remains
unchanged) in each step. In contrast, step (b) in scheme (3) minimizes an alternative objective
function, i.e. it is possible that the LS objective function in (3.1) is actually increasing during
that step. However, this step can nevertheless be justified, namely one can show that close to any
(local) minimum the profile objective function £&,(3) is well approximated by the alternative
objective function THM~(Y B+ X)Mz||%g, i.e. step (b) in scheme (3) is minimizing an
approximation of £&.(3).8

8Step (b) in scheme (1) and (2) can be equivalently described as minimizing the objective functions +=||(Y —
B X)Mz|%g and 2 [|(Y — 8- X — AF’)||HS, respectively, which are also approximations of L&..(3). However,
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Bai (2009) points out that the iteration scheme (2) is somewhat more robust towards the
choice of starting value for £, which was confirmed in our simulations exercises, both compared
to scheme (1) and to scheme (3). However, once close to a (local) minimum of the LS objec-
tive function we found the convergence rate of scheme (3) to be significantly faster than the
conference rates of scheme (1) and (2). Scheme (1) performed between scheme (2) and (3) in
terms of both robustness and speed. Each iteration scheme therefore has its relative advantages
and disadvantages. We use scheme (3) for our final implementation, because the LS objective
(and the profile objective function £&,(3)) can have multiple local minima, so that multiple
optimization runs with different starting values are usually necessary anyways to achieve con-
fidence that the global minimum was actually found. By using scheme (3) we minimize the
time required for each optimization run, which enables us to try out more starting values within
the same amount of total CPU time. Combining different iteration schemes (e.g. starting with
scheme (2) and switching to scheme (3) once close to a minimum) might also be a good idea,
which we have not explored, however.

S.8 Verifying the Assumptions in Bai (2009) for Example
in Proposition 4.4

Throughout this section we only consider the particular DGP in Proposition 4.4 of the main text.
For this DGP it is easy to see that the OLS estimator [y (the LS-estimator with R = R® = 0)
is v/ NT-consistent, while the proposition shows that //8\1 (the LS-estimator with R = 1) is only
v/N-consistent. In the following we show that the regularity conditions imposed in Bai (2009)
are also satisfied for this DGP. This is interesting to verify, since then Proposition 4.4 shows
that we need stronger Assumptions than those imposed in Bai (2009) in order to derive our

results for B for R > RC.

Verifying Assumptions A, B, D, E
e Since R” = 0 we find that Assumption A in Bai (2009) becomes 1= > i X > 0, which

is satisfied. The assumption would also be satisfied for R® > 0, since the component X
makes the regressors X a “high-rank regressor”.

e His Assumption B is also trivially satisfied for R = 0.

e Assumption D in Bai (2009) requires strict exogeneity of the regressors in the sense that
X and e are independent, which is also satisfied.”

those approximations are less precise than the approximation in step (b) of scheme (3). Namely, close to the
minimizer Bx of LE(8) we have LE(8) = 75 ||Mz(Y — 8- X)Mz|%s + Op(||8 - Brl|), while the other two
approximations have remainders of order ||5 — BRHQ.

90ne could also consider )\, and f, as random, but independent of e and X. In that case X and e are
still strictly exogenous in the sense of mean-independence, i.e. we have E(e|X) = 0, but e and X are not fully
independent. However, our Corollary 4.3 in the main text (see also Moon and Weidner (2010)) shows that the
asymptotic distribution of BRO can be derived under the weaker exogeneity assumption E(e;X;;) = 0. Full

~

independence of e and X is therefore only assumed for convenience in Bai (2009), and his results on Sro remain
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e Finally, assumption E in Bai (2009) becomes \/#—T Yo Xieiw —a N(0,Dy), where Dy =

limy 70 Var [ﬁ Yo Xiteit]- This is also satisfied, since X;;e;; is independent across @
and over t, and has bounded variance.

Verifying Assumption C

A more difficult task is to verify Assumption C in Bai (2009), which contains regularity condi-
tions for e;.'% In our notation the assumption reads
(i) E(ey) =0 and E(e},) < M,
(ii) Let ]E(e,te]s) = 0;s- Then, 11{25\[] LSUDy [0 < M, %Zth L Sup; ; |oijusl < M, and
NT Z i =1 Zt s—1 l0ijus| < M. Also, the largest eigenvalue of I (e;e;) is bounded uniformly

in7and T.

(iii) For every (t,s), E ‘# Zfil [eiseir — E (eis€i)]

N1/2

(iv) Moreover,

1
NT? D) ICov (encis, ejuesn)] < M

t,s,u,v %,j

6k8618)| < M

t,s 1,5,k

In the following M always denotes some global constant, whose precise value may change
from equation to equation. Furthermore, we simply write A and f instead of A, and f,.

uf) \Fﬁ’ and v = vy + vy + vs.

AN fr
e (~|—CN) (+ T) u+v (S.117)
Notice that

T S U u Ji c? 'y Ai
Vit = \/N(\/N;)\h ht) (\/—Z sz‘r)\/— (\/—A f)\/N

o Ag )t s As
= \/N ()\,ut)‘l’f(f,uz)ﬁ—'—v(/\af?U) N

= Vi + V2 + V3,

We also define v; = c\/lﬁ:\/%%, Vg = C%%’ V3 = (
We then have

Sl=

Sl

unchanged when only imposing E(e|X) = 0 instead.

0FEssentially, Assumption C requires that e; is mean zero and weakly correlated across i and
Thus, it plays the same role as our high-level Assumptlon SN(i1), which is easy to check since ||e]|
‘ = 0O(1), and H]lT + c—f"qu

|1zl + ¢ HT/H = O(1), and ||u|| = Op(y/min(N,T)) — see Appendix A.l in the main text regarding the last
statement.

ININ

and we have H]IN NRPRL
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where we defined \ (A, uy), f(f, w;.) and O (A, f,u) implicitly. We also define g¢; ;s
92,ijts = WitVjs, G3,ij.ts = VitUjs, and ga ;s = ViV, 5O that

€it€js = Glijts T 92,ijts T 93.ijts T Gaijts-

In the following we discuss part (i), (i), (i7i) and (iv) of Assumption C separately:

Part (7)

This is straightforward to check.

Part (ii)

Let oy ijis = E (Gkijus) -

1.

01,ij,ts : The resired result follows since

o14j4s = 1{i = j,1 = s}.

. 02jts - By definition,

02,ijts = B (uirvjs) = B (ujpv1 js) + B (uive js) + E (wivs js) -

Direct calculations show that

N
Uzt\;\— <\F2Ahuh5>] Z GARE (uhstit)

N
- %Z)\j)\hl{i — h,s=t}
h=1

E (uitv1js) = E

- ima{t = s}

Ut (\FZ ]Tf7'>
T
= Z Afsl{i=j,t=1}

E(uitUQ,js) = [E fofs Uztuj‘r)

fufs1{i=j}

| AT

ult< ;; th hT) \/N\/T
2

- %ZZ)\hAJfosl{izh,t:T}

h=171=1

02
= ﬁ)\i)\jftfy

2

= H\O ’ﬂ\

E (uitvs js) =

h=171=1

Combining these, we have
c c o c?
02ijts = NAiAjl {t=s}+ Tftfsl {i=4}+ ﬁ/\i)\jftfs-
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= ﬁ Zz)\h)\jfosE

= UitlUjs,
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Since A; and f; are bounded, we have the resired result,

N
1 c c . . 2
N Stup )\iAjl{tZS}Jrfftfsl{l:]}wLﬁ)\i)\jftfs < M,
ij=1 "%
1i £)\-)rl{t— }+£ff1{'—'}+i)\-)\-ff < M
Ttszlsil,lglej =S Tts 1= NTZ]ts > 5
1 Nz c c 2
NT Do D [ hidL{t = st Sfifil{i =Y+ NN <M
4,j=11,5s=1

. 03,ijts - The desired result for the term o3 ;; ;s follows by similar fashion to the case of 0 ; ts.

. Yaijts - By definition, we have

IE (g4,ijts)

3 3
= D ) E(veieves)

k=1 1=1

i (T S ) + (7 e )
; 2 N T
_ E +2% (Vv Sl S M) L
Aj 4 C s
y VAW it Aluls) + (ﬁ Yo fq“a’q) \%
2

J C N T s
+ 7% | e 2121 22g=12 l“lq> %

Notice that

N N
E (viiv14s) = ZZ iMeAGNE (ugpws)
k=1 =1

c? 1 N 9
= N NZAk 1{t =s}.
k=1

N T
)\i C & fs
E (v 4v9.5) = B — > =" fauig | ==
(VLitvz o) VN (\/N Pt kukt) VT = Jatiia VT

— % ZZ)\i)\qufsE(uktuj(I)

k=1q=1
62
= ﬁ)\i/\jftfsy
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and

E (v1,iv3 js)

N
E (vo,itv2,55) = E(

p=1
C3 T T
= I Fofefo B (uiptyy)
p=1gq=1
03 1 T
= S\ g2t | ffsi{i= )
p=1
E (vg, itv3,js)
ft A\ 2
-k pr up | =
T N T
- NTQZZprft)\ )‘lqus (Uzpulq)
p=11=1 q=1
C3 1 )
= ﬁAiAjftfs Tpr ,
p=1

IE (vs, itUS,js)

Aj

Ai c & Aj 2 L&
A Wi Z Ak Ukt Wil Wit Z Z AL fquig

=

-

N T f
Z;Z; lfqulq \/ST

2

fs
VT

g=1

¢ J:
7N FZZ kfp kp ﬁﬁ FZZ qflulq

k=1 p=1
N N T T

7 Z ST INNN Ao fr fif B (unpurg)

k=1 i=1 p=1 q=1

ﬁ)\i)\jftfs <N ; Akfk) T pZ::l Apfp

=1 g=1

S

s

From these and using the boundedness of A; and f;, we can derive the desired result

E Sup‘0—41jts’ <M,
ig=1 b ts 1Y
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Combining these, we have the desired result.

What is left to show is the bound on the largest eigenvalue of €; = [E (e;e}), which is equivalent to
the spectral norm of ;. The spectral norm of a symmetric matrix is bounded by the infinity norm,
i.e. we have £11(€2) = ||| < ||Qloc = maxe ), [Qi+s|. For the elements ;s of the matrix €2; we
have ;s = IE (ejreis) = 0iits. We thus have

P () < max Y oiies| = O(1),
S
where the last step follows by the above results on o;; s = Zi:l Okijts-
Part (iii)
Write

1 X 4 4 L 4
E N2 Z leiseit — E (eiseit)]] = E {Z !]\]1/2 Z (Gk,iits — O'kﬂ'i’ts)] }
i=1 k=1

i=1

1 & '
< M<KE Wg (gk,ii,ts_ok,ii,ts)]
=1

1. g1its : Since u; ~ itdN (0,1) across ¢ and over t, it is straightforward to see that for all ¢, s,

1 Y !
E Ve ; (91ii,ts — Ul,u’,ts)] <M.

2. g2,iits - Next, notice that

N
Z (WitVkis — B (Uitvp is)) -

5=

N 3
1
N E (92,ii,ts — 02,iits) = E
i1

Due to the boundedness of A; and f; and iid normality of u;:, we have the following.
First,

1 N A c N c !
= E|— uzt—J — /\huhs _7)\2-)\»1{15:3}
o (s J
1 & 1 O 1 !
= MJAE | = Uy | —= Apups | — —=N1{t = s}
o[ 2 e () -
< M



and sup; ; ;B <{uzt (ﬁ SV /\huh5> - ﬁ)\il {t = s}}4> < M.

Second, similarly to the first case, we have

N 4
1
E (\/N ; UitV2,4s — E (uztUQ zs)))

< o[ah (g -

L& Lz f 4
44 t
= CE | — Ui | —= ) U e —
f NT;{ . <ﬁz f) : ﬁ}
< M.
Third,
1 !
1D} ( Z (uitUS,zs -E (uztU3,zs))>
N =1
N N T 4
1 02 )\z fs C2 2
= E|— U A fru —
( Nz{ ( =R ) R
4
1 c? NI A c?
4 8 i 2
= cCE| — U A —
8 (i 2 (e Ry o) U
< M.
Combining these, we have the desired result
1 !
1D} <\/N ; (92,ii,ts — Uz,n',ts)> < M.
. g3.i,ts - Similarly, we have the desired result
1 I !
E|l—= Z (93,4005 — O3,4its) | <M
N
because 93iits = 92,ii,st-
. Gaits - Finally,
1N 3.3 1 N
Wiy Z (9a,iits — Oagiits) Z Z Z Uk,itVis — I (VkitVLis))
VN i=1 k=1 1=1 VN i=1
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Notice that

N
1
N Z (v1,itv1,5s — E (v1,301,i5))
i1
N N N
1 Ai c i c c2 1
VN i—1 (\/N < N4 VN N3 N NI
1

1 N N ) N
(\/Nkzl)\kum> <N;Azuzs> — (Nkz:lx\%> 1{t= 3}}}

Notice that sup; ; s ¥ [)\22 {(LN Zszl Ak”kt) (LN Zz]\; )‘luls) - (% sz1 A%) 1{t= 5}}]4 <

M. Therefore, we have

1 & !
\/7N Z (v1,itv1,is — E (Ul,itvl,is))]
i=1
S\ 1 1 X 1 | X 4
= <N2> N2 {A? { (m;mm> (N;Azuzs) - (N;Ai> = }}}

< M.

Similarly, we can show the rest of the cases.

Part (iv)

Without loss of generality, we set N = T here. We show that ﬁ Zt@u,v Z” |Cov (€it€is, ejuejv)| <
M. The other case follows by the same fashion because the DGP of Proposition 4.4 is symmetric
between ¢ and t. Notice that

4

4 4
Cov (eitei87 ejuejv) = Cov <§ Gk iitss E gk,jj,uv) = § Cov (gk,ii,t57gl,jj,uv) .
k=1 k=1 k

=11l=1

Among {Cov (g1,iits, 91,jj,uv)} there are six kinds, (a) the term of (u,u) and (u,u) (b) the terms of
(u,u) and (u,v) (c) the terms of (u,u) and (v,v), (d) the terms of (u,v) and (u,v), (e) the terms of
(u,v) and (v,v), and (f) the term of (v,v) and (v,v).

In what follows we use ”two pairs among {t1,ta,t3,%4}” to denote the sum of the three terms like
1{t1 =t} 1{ts =t4}.

The main step of establishing the required result, ﬁZt,s,u,v Zw |CoV (Gh,iits 9l jjuw)| < M,
we find an upper bound of |Cov (gx i ts, 91,jj,uv)| in a form of ﬁl{ some pairs of indices} , so that
the power of NT2NeT? = Notb+3 o 4+ b + 3, is larger than or equal to the number of outstanding
summations.

In the following proofs, we use the following fact a lot:

E (witwisujutije) — B (upuis) B (wjuugy)
= 1{i#j}1{t=s}1{u=wv}+1{i=j}1{two pairs among {t¢,s,u,v}}
—1{t=s}1{u="v}

= 1{i =j}1{two pairs among {¢,s,u,v}}. (S.118)
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. Cov (uitis, Ujuujy) - Notice that

Cov (91,41 151 92,5j,uv)
Cov (witthis, Wjnljy) = B (Uitistjuttje) — B (uipuis) B (i)
= 1{i=j}1{two pairs among {¢,s,u,v}}
This implies that out of the six summations over indices (t, s, u, v,4,j), only three summations
matter. Therefore, we have

1

5 Z Z |Cov (gu,iitss 91,55,uv) | < M.
NT t,s,u,v 1/7]
. Cov (uituis, ujujy) : Notice that
3
Cov (wittis, WjyVjy) = Z Cov (Uit Uis, UjuVk, jv) -
k=1

(a) Notice that
Cov (Uittis, WjnV jo)
= E (uitistjuvi jo) — E (uitis) E (wjuv1 o)
N
c
= ¥ (Z AjARAE (wipisujutng) — B (uirus) B (%Wm)})
h=1
c
= N)\? {E (uituisujuujv) — E (uituis) E (ujuujv)}
< %)\?1 {i = 7} 1{two pairs among {t,s,u,v}}.

Therefore,

1
NT2? Z Z B (wittistjuv1,jo)|

t,s,u,v 4,5

M
< NoT2 Z Zl {i = j} 1{two pairs among {t,s,u,v}} < M.

t,S,’LL,’U 17.7
(b) Similarly, we have

Cov (Uit tis, UjuV2 jv)

= E (uiuistjyv2 jo) — B (wirwis) E (w02, 50)

T
= % <Z {E (uiruisujnjr) — B (uipuis) B (ujugr)} foU>

=1
I
= 7 Z frfol{i = j}1{two pairs among {t,s,u,T}},
=1

which leads the desired result

1
NT? Z Z |Cov (wittis, Wjuv2,jo)| < M

t,8,u,v 1,5
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(¢) Notice that

Cov (uituisujuvg,jv)
= B (uiuisujuvs jo) — B (upuis) B (uj,03,50)
2

N T
= ﬁ (Z > XA fo B (uigttistjuting) — B (viuis) B (Ujuuhr)]>

h=171=1

T
- NT (Z X o o [B (uigtisttjutyr) — B (uigtis) B (uqujr)])
T=1

T
= NT (Z )\?fovl {i = j} 1{two pairs among {t, s,u,7‘}}> .
T=1

Therefore,

1
7z Do D |Cov (wirtisujuvn jo)| < M.

t,s,u,v 4,5

Combining these, we have the desired result.
3. Cov (ujrus, Vjuvjy) : Notice that
Cov (uitUis, VjuVjy)
= E (uitisvjuvjy) — B (uiruis) E (vj4050)
A N fu -
I UitUis (ﬁ (ﬁ Zkzl /\kuku> (\fZ 1fpujp> VT 'U()‘ fa ) %)
by N - A fo
X (\/—jv (ﬁ Yo )\lulv> (fz —1 fqu]q) Jp T (A, fou) ij\fﬁ)
Aj N
(% (Fr T ) + (T o) Ji + 9 O
—1{t=5}E N1 N 1 T fo o 5
% (ﬁ (ﬁ 2= Al“lv> (ﬁ 2 g1 fqujq) +0 (A fou)

Here there are 9 terms in the product. In this

3

(a) Notice that

Cov (uittis, V1,juv1,jv)

A N N
= E (uztuzs\/ﬁ ( kzz: kU ku) \/i ( EZ: lulv>>
N[ 1 &
—E (uiruis) B N \/N;)\kuku ZAlulv

1
= N2 Z Z )\iAk)\l (B (witistpy i) — E (uittis) B (Upytgy))
k=1 1=1

a\~

ﬂ\

N
1
= ﬁ Z )\]2)\% (E (uituisukuukv) - E (Uituis) E (ukuukv))
1 N
= N2 Z )\jz)\i {1{i = k} 1 {two pairs among {t,s,u,v}}}.
k=1
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Therefore,

1
NT? Y D |Cov (wiruis, vy juvi o) < M.

t,s,u,v 1,5

(b) Notice that

Cov (Uitis, V2,juV2,juv)

1 & fu [ 1 & f
= [E | wirws \/T;fpujp ﬁ \/T;fqujq ﬁ
1« fo [ 1 fo
B i) B | [ =3 fousp | 2 [ =3 S | L2
t \/sz:; p=Ip \/T \/T; q*Jq \/T

1 T T
= T2 Z Z fpquufv [E (uituisujpujq) —E (Uituis) E (ujpujq)]

p=1qg=1

T T
= 2 202 fofufufu (14 = )1 {two pairs smong (.5.p.q})

p=1g=1

Therefore,

1
NT2 Z Z |Cov (uituis, v, juva,jou)| < M.

t,s,u,v 1,j

(c) Notice that

Then,

Cov (ujtuis, v3 juvs,jv)

T ER vy ot WA LN LS ) wot o K
1t Wis pYkp q*lq
klpl NT =S NT
N T
)‘fu 1 fv)\j
Uztuzs ZZ kfpukp . ZZAlfqulq T
k 1o vVNT NTl T = vNT

N T
N2T2 Z Z Z Z k)‘ )‘lfpfuquv [ (Uztuzsukpulq (uituis) E (Ukpulq)]

k=1p=1 [=1
N T T
N2T2 Z Z Z AQ}‘Q]Efprquv [ (uituisukpukq) —-E (Uz’tuis) E (ukpukq)]
k=1 p=1qg=1
N T T
oz 0 00 S MBS fufyfu [ = k) 1 {two pairs among {t,5,p.})]
k=1 p=1 gq=1

1
NT? Z Z’COV (Witlis, V2 juV2jv)| < M.

t,s,u,v 1,5
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(d) The desired result follows similarly since

Cov (uittis, Ul,qu2,jv)
T

1 Jo
= E | ujpu;s—— (fz u) Tqu Jja | ~ =

N1 fo
—E (uituis) B \ﬁ<\/>z>‘k ’W> \fzfq i | T

1

T
NT Z Aj )\qufv {E uztuzsukuujq) E (uituis) E (ukuujq)}

1g=1

|
~ WMZ

= NT Z )\qufy {E (uittistjutijq) — E (uiuis) E (ujuujqg)}

1 . .
= NT Z )\?quv [1{i =j}1{two pairs among {t,s,u,q}}].
q=1

(e) The desired result follows since

Cov (uittis, V1,ju¥3,jv)

N1 & 1 L& \if
E | uptis——= | — )\uu A fou J2

T
A1 1 L& \ifo
—IE (uipus) B ﬁ(\/ﬁzAkuku> (NTZZ)\lfquzq)\/;V—T

N N T

NQT DD D TEINN) E (fofo) {E (tartistputng) — B (uitiis) B (ugatizg) }

k=1 1=1 g=1
it should be [q=v and k=l|

N
1
2T Z E ()\jz)\i) E (f2) {E (uittisugutin) — E (uitis) B (ugyugy) }
k=1
it bhould be that i = k

WE (N3AD) E (f2) {E (wiruisuitiin) — E (wiruis) E (wiui) }

N2TE ()\3)\22) 1 {two pairs among {t,s,u,v}}.
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(f) Similarly, the desired result follows since

Cov (Ui, v2 ju'US,jv)

o 1 v Aj fo
= E | ujruis pr Ujp 7T TZZ)\ZJIqulq ﬁ
=1 g=1

T
1 o [ 1 e \ifo
—E (uiruis) E ﬁzz:fpujp \/T(]\,TZZ)‘lfqulq \/%
1
Ujplitg)

Z Aj /\lfpquufv {E (uztuzsujpulq) E (Uituis) E ( j

l

2fpquufv {]E Uztuzsujpujq) E (uitui5> E (ujpujq)}

A
/\2fpquufv [1{i =7} 1{two pairs among {t,s,u,q}}]

i5

Il
||Mﬂ ﬁMﬂ I MZ

NT2

4. Cov (uitvis, ujyuvjy) : Notice that

Cov (uitvis ) ujuvjv)

= E (uivistjuvjy) — B (uipvis) B (wj4050)

e (O (Gr S dwe) + (G i o) Ji 00 fo0) D )

VN
Aj » ~ i fo
< (% (T Sitad) + (J5 Sia faia) J+ 700 fo0) o )
—E (Uitvis) E (ujuvjq,) .

(a) The desired result follows since

Cov (Uit V1,55, Uju1,jv)

= B (uitvl,isujuvl,jv) -E (Uit'Ul is) E (w01 5v)

- o () ()
(e o) e ()

N
1
= N2 > Z A A AAE (witjuursun) — B (uiugs) B (wjuu) }
k=1 1=1
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So,

1
N2 D |Cov (v s, wjuvi o))

t,S,’Lt,U 7/1]
N N
1 1 E (it juUksUiy)
= — N AR A AR
=D DD WD 9 DI LEEVE QS AL
t,s,u,v 1,5 k=11=1
M
< N3 E E 1 {two pairs among {i,7,k,(}}1{two pairs among {t,s,u,v}}
t7s7u’vi7j7k7l

< M.

(b) Also, we have

Cov (uitv2,55, UjuV2,jv)

= E (uiv2,is%juv2,jv) — E (4itv2,is) E (1002 jv)
T T
1 s 1 fv
= E | uu; — Uip | —= | —= Uig | —=
it%gu ﬁpzzlfp ip ﬁ ﬁqzzlfq Jq \/T

! NI g (o [N | Lo
ﬁzfpuw JT E { uju \/qulfquaq T

T T
= % Z Z fpfsquv {E (Uituipujquu) —E (uituip) = (Ujuujq)}

p=1g=1

T T
= 2D Iofuful {16 = )1 {owo peis amon {1,9,4,u}}}
p=1qg=1
So,

1
NT2 Z Z |Cov (Uit V2,55, UjuV2,jv)| < M.

t,s,u,v 1,j

(c) We can show the rest of the cases.

5. Cov (Uitvis, VjuVjy) : There are 4 kinds, (i) # of v3.. = 0, (ii) # of v3.. = 1, (iil) # of v3.. = 2,
and (iv) # of v3.. = 4.

(a) When # of v3.. = 0: For example, Cov (w101 is, V1,juV1,j0) - The desired result follows since

1
7z Do DB (i isvnjuva o) — B (v is) B (01 juva o)

t,s,u,v Zvj
M 1
< N >y NoT DO (B (wirtiestijentijer) — B (wigtties) B (jeutjoe )
t,8,u,v 1,5 i*, % v*

M
< N33 Z Z 1 {two pairs among {i,i*,j,j*}} 1 {two pairs among {¢,s,u,v*}}

t7s7u’v)v* i7j7/[:* 7j*

IN

M.

96



(b) When # of v3.. = 1: For example, Cov (u;1v3 s, V1 ju¥2,ju) - The desired result follows since
1

N2 D |Cov (wirvs is, v1 juva o)
t,8,u,v 1,5
1
= w72 2 DB (uirvsisvi juva jo) — B (uivvs,is) B (v, juv2 o)
t,s,u,v Zv]
M 1
< NT2 N2T2 Z Z Z Z {E (wittixs« wjsutjor) — B (uipuiss) B (ujguje) }
t,s,u,v 1,5 i*,5* s*,v*
M
= o Z Z Z Z 1 {two pairs among {i,7*, 7,7} } 1 {two pairs among {¢,s",u,v*}}
t,s,u,v 1,5 1*,5* s*,v*
< M.
(c) When # of v3.. = 2: For example, Cov (u;103 s, V3 ju¥2,ju) - The desired result follows since
1
NI D> |Cov (wirvs is, v3 juva o)
t,S,U,’U 27.7
1
= NT2 D0 D I (irvs isvr juva o) — B (uirvsis) B (v3 juvz,j0)|
t,s,u,v 1,5
M 1
Y Y an Y Y Bl une) — B (es) B e
t,s,u,v 1,5 ¥, 0% u*,s* v*
M
= 578 Z Z Z Z 1 {two pairs among {i,7*, 7,7} } 1 {two pairs among {¢,s*,u*,v*}}
t,s,u,v 1,5 i*,5* u*,s*,0*
< M.

(d) For the other cases, notice that an additional vs .. term addes an extra summation. However,
it also increases the order of the denominator by one. Therefore, the required result follows
by the same fashion.

6. Cov (vitvis, Vjujy) : We go though the same type of analysis as in the previous cases.
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Tables

beta=0.2
N=300 T= T=100 T=300 T=1000
R Bias SD Bias SD Bias SD Bias SD
0 0.34425 0.09603| 0.35693 0.05316| 0.36051 0.03044( 0.36169 0.01713
1 0.20439 0.10538| 0.22949 0.05740| 0.23615 0.03388( 0.23840 0.01982
2 -0.03764 0.01570| -0.01093 0.00606( -0.00356 0.00332| -0.00107 0.00178
3 -0.05886  0.02498| -0.01192 0.00665( -0.00366 0.00340| -0.00108 0.00180
4 -0.09957 0.03542| -0.01305 0.00734| -0.00375 0.00350( -0.00109 0.00182
5 -0.16310 0.03564| -0.01428 0.00812( -0.00385 0.00359| -0.00109 0.00184
beta=0.5
N=300 T= T=100 T=300 T=1000
R Bias SD Bias SD Bias SD Bias SD
0 0.24388 0.07084| 0.25542 0.03799| 0.25907 0.02159( 0.26036 0.01199
1 0.15507 0.08631| 0.17799 0.04568| 0.18406 0.02654( 0.18621 0.01523
2 -0.03777 0.01783]| -0.01044 0.00568( -0.00336 0.00298| -0.00101 0.00158
3 -0.07568 0.03514| -0.01147 0.00631( -0.00346 0.00306| -0.00102 0.00160
4 -0.16324 0.04147| -0.01267 0.00706| -0.00355 0.00314( -0.00102 0.00161
5 -0.26445 0.02755| -0.01400 0.00793| -0.00365 0.00322( -0.00103 0.00163
beta =0.8
N=300 T=30 T=100 T=300 T=1000
R Bias SD Bias SD Bias SD Bias
0 0.10298 0.04391| 0.11151 0.02149| 0.11457 0.01189( 0.11572 0.00642
1 0.06565 0.05518| 0.08257 0.02720| 0.08731 0.01543( 0.08917 0.00859
2 -0.02770  0.02090| -0.00653 0.00440( -0.00207 0.00211| -0.00061 0.00111
3 -0.12811 0.04823| -0.00731 0.00506| -0.00213 0.00217| -0.00061 0.00112
4 -0.27272  0.04091| -0.00829 0.00596| -0.00219 0.00223| -0.00062 0.00113
5 -0.40755 0.03676| -0.00966 0.00764( -0.00225 0.00228| -0.00062 0.00114

Table 1: For N = 300 and different combinations of T and true parameter B9 we report the bias and standard
deviation of the estimator g, for R =0,1,...,5, based on simulations with 10,000 repetition of design (S.116),

where the true number of factors is R = 2.
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N=300, T=300, beta = 0.2

R 2.5% 5% 10% 25% 50% 75% 90% 95% 97.5%

2 3.038  -2715  -2.347  -1736  -1.073  -0.381 0.206 0.566 0.873

3 3079  -2784  -2.401  -1785  -1.096  -0.398 0.197 0.598 0.897

4 3.61  -2858  -2.482  -1837  -1.116  -0.403 0.217 0.602 0.942

5 3.245  -2949 2547  -1886  -1.155  -0.419 0.224 0.594 0.951
N=300, T=1000, beta = 0.2

R 2.5% 5% 10% 25% 50% 75% 90% 95% 97.5%

2 2486  -2.187  -1.838  -1245  -0.591 0.064 0.675 1.009 1321

3 2533 -2209  -1.844  -1258  -0.593 0.082 0.694 1.032 1.346

4 2543 -2.235  -1.871  -1269  -0.604 0.090 0.692 1.038 1.353

5 2582  -2.246  -1.896  -1280  -0.610 0.096 0.704 1.076 1.368
N=300, T=300, beta = 0.5

R 2.5% 5% 10% 25% 50% 75% 90% 95% 97.5%

2 2751  -2.481 2165  -1616  -1.017  -0.400 0.150 0.477 0.743

3 -2.815  -2537 2216  -1652  -1.038  -0.425 0.152 0.476 0.766

4 2907  -2615 2280 1706  -1.063  -0.420 0.157 0.489 0.773

5 2966  -2.682  -2.345  -1755  -1.093  -0.436 0.142 0.501 0.792
N=300, T=1000, beta = 0.5

R 2.5% 5% 10% 25% 50% 75% 90% 95% 97.5%

2 2230 -1978  -1665 -1134  -0.558 0.031 0.563 0.865 1.132

3 2275  -2001  -1.673  -1155  -0.550 0.037 0.572 0.881 1.148

4 2273 -2023  -1.701  -1156  -0.558 0.038 0.575 0.892 1.160

5 2.288  -2.023  -1.711  -1170  -0.568 0.049 0.590 0.904 1.173
N=300, T=300, beta = 0.8

R 2.5% 5% 10% 25% 50% 75% 90% 95% 97.5%

2 1.847  -1661  -1.442  -1047 -0.613  -0.187 0.183 0.427 0.639

3 1916  -1716  -1.471  -1076  -0.637  -0.194 0.183 0.431 0.642

4 1976  -1755  -1.518  -1100  -0.652  -0.205 0.189 0.419 0.662

5 2023  -1796  -1.556  -1135  -0.666  -0.212 0.185 0.437 0.662
N=300, T=1000, beta = 0.8

R 2.5% 5% 10% 25% 50% 75% 90% 95% 97.5%

2 1511  -1328  -1.104  -0.745  -0.338 0.072 0.452 0.672 0.860

3 1516  -1349  -1.123 0751  -0.339 0.073 0.457 0.695 0.867

4 41.527  -1356  -1.130  -0.758  -0.341 0.075 0.467 0.688 0.877

5 1.540  -1357  -1.147  -0.767  -0.345 0.073 0.466 0.694 0.894

Table 2: For N = 300 and different combinations of T" and true parameter B° we report certain quantiles of the
distribution of VNT(B8r — 3°), for R = 2,3,4,5, based on simulations with 10,000 repetition of design (S.116),
where the true number of factors is R® = 2.

29



