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ABSTRACT ARTICLE HISTORY
This paper provides a necessary and sufficient condition for asymp- Received 5 April 2023
totic efficiency of a nonparametric estimator of the generalised auto- Accepted 22 August 2023

covariance function of a stationary random process. The generalised KEYWORDS
autocovariance function is the inverse Fourier transform of a power Cramér-Rao lower bound;
transformation of the spectral density and encompasses the tradi- frequency domain; minimum
tional and inverse autocovariance functions as particular cases. A contrast estimation;
nonparametric estimator is based on the inverse discrete Fourier periodogram
transform of the power transformation of the pooled periodogram.

We consider two cases: the fixed bandwidth design and the adaptive

bandwidth design. The general result on the asymptotic efficiency,

established for linear processes, is then applied to the class of station-

ary ARMA processes and its implications are discussed. Finally, we

illustrate that for a class of contrast functionals and spectral densities,

the minimum contrast estimator of the spectral density satisfies a

Yule-Walker system of equations in the generalised autocovariance

estimator.

The autocovariance function and its Fourier transform, the spectral density function, char-
acterise the temporal dependence structure of a stationary stochastic process and are of
fundamental importance in time series analysis and prediction. For Gaussian stationary
processes they provide, along with the mean, a complete characterisation of the probabil-
ity distribution of the process and, for linear processes, the basic ingredients for optimal
(minimum mean squared error) prediction, based on time series observations.

The autocovariance function is estimated nonparametrically by the sample autocovari-
ance function. This estimator has a long tradition in time series analysis, and its properties
are demonstrated and discussed in time series textbooks, such as, for instance, Han-
nan (1970), Anderson (1994), and Brockwell and Davis (1991, ch. 7), where it is shown
that, under regularity conditions, it has an asymptotically normal distribution and that the
elements of the asymptotic covariance matrix are given by the celebrated Bartlett’s formula.
Wu (2011) has extended the theory to a class of nonlinear processes.

The literature has further addressed the important question as to what classes of para-
metric linear processes admit the sample autocovariance as an asymptotically efficient
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estimator, i.e. an estimator whose asymptotic variance equals the Cramér-Rao lower bound
arising in the parametric context of maximum likelihood or quasi maximum likelihood
estimation.

The reverse problem of determining for which spectral models a given fundamen-
tal statistics (the sample covariance) is asymptotically efficient has been investigated by
Porat (1987) for Gaussian autoregressive (AR) moving average (MA) mixed processes,
based on state-space representations and matrix Lyapunov equation theory. For Gaussian
ARMA(r, q) processes with r > g the sample autocovariances are asymptotically efficient
only in a restricted number of cases, while if ¢ > r none of the sample autocovariances is
asymptotically efficient. See also Walker (1995) for an alternative derivation of this result.
This implies that the variance and the first r autocovariances of a pure AR(r) process are
efficiently estimated by the sample autocovariances, while for a pure MA process none
of the sample autocovariances is asymptotically efficient. Kakizawa and Taniguchi (1994)
derived, in the frequency domain, a necessary and sufficient condition for asymptotic effi-
ciency of the sample autocovariances that applies to the more general class of Gaussian
stationary processes. Kakizawa (1999) extended the previous results to the case of vec-
tor processes. Boshnakov (2005) studied the efficiency of the sample autocovariances for
processes obtained by a finite linear transformation of a pure autoregressive process.

The generalised autocovariance (GACV) function was defined in Proietti and
Luati (2015) as the inverse Fourier transform of the pth power of the spectral density
function. It encompasses the traditional autocovariance function (p = 1) and the inverse
autocovariance function (Cleveland 1972), which is the sequence of coefficients associated
with the Fourier expansion of the inverse spectrum (p = —1). The GACV with nonin-
teger p is a powerful tool for various purposes, including feature extraction and model
identification, in the same spirit as in the approach proposed by Xia and Tong (2011). It
can also be used for the specification of white noise tests and goodness of fit tests, related
to the Hong (1996) and Chen and Deo (2004) test statistics, as well as for clustering and
discriminant analysis of time series, in that a distance measure, nesting the Euclidean dis-
tance (p = 1) and the Hellinger distance (p = 1/2), can be defined based on the generalised
autocovariances of two different stochastic processes, see Proietti and Luati (2015).

Following Hannan and Nicholls (1977) and Luati, Proietti, and Reale (2012), a nonpara-
metric estimator of the GACV was defined in Proietti and Luati (2015), based on the powers
of the pooled periodogram over m non-overlapping consecutive frequencies, where m is
a fixed pooling parameter. Consistency and asymptotic normality of the estimator were
established for linear processes. In this paper, we discuss the efficiency of this estimator
and prove that its asymptotic variance equals the Cramér-Rao lower bound only for Gaus-
sian processes and for p = 1. This limitation is due to an inefficiency factor that depends
on the combination of the power p and the pooling parameter m, and can be controlled in
finite samples.

To reach asymptotic efficiency, we introduce a novel estimator that can be interpreted
as a more general formulation of the one defined in Proietti and Luati (2015), where
the pooling parameter is allowed to grow with the sample size. We establish a necessary
and sufficient condition for asymptotic efficiency in terms of the spectral density and its
derivatives for linear processes, which nests as a particular case the result of Kakizawa
and Taniguchi (1994), which holds for p = 1 and for Gaussian processes. The results also
show that the asymptotic variance of the nonparametric estimator equals the Cramér-Rao
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lower bound for p = —1, i.e. it estimates efficiently the first g inverse autocovariances
when the true generating process is pure MA(qg), thereby complementing the results by
Bhansali (1980) and Battaglia (1988). The inverse autocovariance function is useful in
interpolation problems and for the identification of ARMA models.

As a further contribution of the paper, the asymptotic distribution of the estimator in
the adaptive-bandwidth design is derived, following Bhansali (1980).

To illustrate our results, we consider the case of stationary ARMA(r, q) processes, in
which case some numerical examples highlight the rate of convergence to the Cramér-Rao
bound. The results obtained include, as a special case, the results for the sample autoco-
variance function by Porat (1987) and Kakizawa and Taniguchi (1994). Finally, we show
that for a class of contrast functionals and spectral densities, the minimum contrast esti-
mator of the spectral density satisfies a Yule-Walker system of equations in the original
generalised autocovariance estimator.

This paper is organised as follows. Section 1 states the main assumptions concerning
the generating process, recalls the definition of the estimator of the GACV based on the
fixed bandwidth, introduces the GACV estimator based on the adaptive bandwidth and
derives the Cramér—Rao lower bound in the two cases. The asymptotic properties of the
estimator in the case of adaptive bandwidth design are also derived in Section 1. Section 2
contains the main result of this paper, establishing a necessary and sufficient condition
for asymptotic efficiency and discussing its positioning in the literature. The asymptotic
efficiency when series are generated by ARMA processes is discussed in Section 3, with
some numerical illustrations. Section 4 provides an interpretation of the nonparametric
GACV estimator as a minimum contrast estimator (Taniguchi 1987). Proofs are deferred
to the Appendix.

1. Basic definitions and assumptions

Let {X;}er, T C 7Z, denote the linear causal process X; = Z]ﬁo Vier—j, Yo = 1, Zj Wl <
00, where {€;};cT is a sequence of independent and identically distributed (i.i.d.) ran-
dom variables with zero mean and variance equal to o2, E(e}) <00, s> 1. Let y =
EX:X;_x),k € Z,and f(w) = Qm) ' 2 e K w e [-m, 7).

Assumption 1.1: The autocovariance function of Xy, v, and its spectral density function,
f(w), can be expressed as functions of a s x 1 vector of parameters @ = (0, . .., 60,—1) € R".
For the spectral density function, denoted as fo(w), we assume that there exists two positive
constants, c and ¢, such that 0 < ¢ < fp(w) < ¢ < oo, forw € [—m, 7 ].

For p € R the generalised autocovariances, denoted as Ypk> are defined as the sequence
of Fourier coefficients of [27 fp (w)]?, i.e.

Rrfy@)P = Y ypre

k=—00

or, equivalently,

g

1
Yok = 5= - (27 fo (w)]? cos(kw) dw. (1)
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The boundedness of fy () implies that /7 [fo(w)]? dw < 0o. Obviously, y1x = k. while
y_1k is the inverse autocovariance function, see Cleveland (1972) and Battaglia (1983).
Throughout the paper, we make the following additional assumptions.

Assumption 1.2: The partial derivatives of the generalised autocovariances, dyyk/d0;, j =
0,...,s — L, satisfy the summability conditions ) e, k|dy,k/36;| < oc.

Assumption 1.3: The s X s matrix

L/” Afg(w) Ifp(w) dw
4 J_, 00 30" fi(w)

is positive definite.

Remark 1.1: Assumption 1.1 ensures the existence of a bounded parametric spectral den-
sity function, fy(w). Assumption 1.2 implies that fy(w) is differentiable with respect to
0, and dfg(w)/d0; is continuous and differentiable with respect to w, with continuous
derivative. Assumption 1.3 ensures invertibility of the Fisher information matrix and thus
existence of the Cramér-Rao lower bound (Definition 1.1). We restrict our attention to
short memory processes, ruling out long memory and non-invertible models, see, e.g.
Hassler (2018).

Remark 1.2: Assumptions 1.1-1.3 are related to a specific parameterisation of the spectral
density function and, consequently, of the expected Fisher information matrix determin-
ing the Cramér-Rao lower bound in Definition 1.1. The parameterisation encompasses
the direct representation of the spectral density function in terms of the autocovariance
sequence, and that in terms of the inverse autocovariance sequence, among others, depend-
ing on the power parameter. The assumptions imply that the parameterisation is one-
to-one and continuously differentiable. Alternative one-to-one continuously differentiable
parameterisations have been proposed for different purposes, see, e.g. Barndorff-Nielsen
and Schou (1973).

Given a time series of N consecutive observations, {x;,t = 1,2, ..., N}, and their sample
mean Xy = N~ Zi\lzl xt, we define the periodogram

2
1| & _ ,
I(a)j) = _ZJTN Z(xt — XN) exp (—za)jt) R

t=1

where wj is the Fourier frequency w; = % e(0m),l1<j< L%J, and |-] denotes the
largest integer not greater than the argument.

Based on Hannan and Nicholls (1977) and Luati et al. (2012), Proietti and Luati (2015)
proposed the following nonparametric estimator of the generalised autocovariances,
obtained as the inverse discrete Fourier transform of the pth power of the bias-corrected
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pooled periodogram,

M-1

N 1 _

Y E Y}m cos(w;k), (2)
=0

with M = L%J and where

®) _ q_7yp L (M)
Y¥P = erl) ———2 |
= )
and

m
I = ZI (@jm+1)
I=1

is the pooled periodogram over m > 1 non-overlapping consecutive frequencies, while
®j = Ojm+(m+1)/2 15 a mid-range frequency; I'(-) is the usual Gamma function and m
denotes the pooling parameter.

The asymptotic distribution of the estimator y,x has been derived in Proietti and
Luati (2015) under the constraints embodied in the following assumption that incorporates
Assumptions Al, A3, and A4 in Proietti and Luati (2015). Specifically, asymptotic normal-
ity is derived using the Bartlett’s decomposition of the periodogram of a linear process and
a central limit theorem for the powers of the periodogram of an i.i.d. process, based on the
method of moments and on Edgeworth expansions, which require the Cramér conditions
(ii)-(iii) in Assumption 1.4. Assumption 1.4(i) serves to prove the negligibility of the term
involving the remainder in the Bartlett’s decomposition, based on bounds in probability.

Assumption 1.4: The process {X;}ser is such that (i) Zj’ioj‘s [¥j| < 00,8 > %, (ii) SUP 4|5,
|[E(e®€t)| = 8(sg) < 1 (iif) ffooo |[E(e™“")|" ds < oo for somer > 1.

Lety, = [¥p0, ¥p15- - -» ¥pk " be the vector of the generalised autocovariances up to lag K
and p = [7p0s Vp15 - - -» Ppk]” the corresponding estimator in (2). Under Assumption 1.4,
it is shown in Proietti and Luati (2015) that, for m a fixed positive integer such that m +
4p—1) >0,

‘/ﬁ(yp - yp) _d> N(O, V)>

where V = {vi, k, 1 = 1,...,K}, with
1 T
Vg =m (C(m;p,p) — 1) - / (27 fo ()] cos(wk) cos(wl) dw +p2K4)/pk)/pl> (3)
—TT
where k4 is the fourth cumulant of ¢; and
'(m + 2p)I'(m)

COBPP = " 2 p)

The following definition is discussed in p. 554 of Taniguchi and Kakizawa (2000).
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Definition 1.1: Under Assumptions 1.1-1.3, the GACV estimator )7pk in Equation (2) is
asymptotically efficient, in the sense of Bahadur, if its asymptotic variance, vk, equals the
Cramér-Rao lower bound

9 9Vpk

~—1 Vpk
S0 N 0)— - (4)

CRB{J;pk} =

with

7pk o1 /” A[fo(w)]F
50 = (27) Barra cos(kw) dw,

and where J (@) is the Fisher information matrix

1 /” 0fp (@) Bfp (@) 1
. 30 90 f2(w)

JO) =

In the particular case of a Gaussian process, the term «4 in Equation (3) is null, k4 = 0,
and the Cramér-Rao inequality for the estimator in Equation (2) becomes

m(C(m; p, p) — 1)(271)21’% ! [fo ()]* cos? (wk) dw

> {(271)‘0_1 /n %cos(kw) dw}

1 ’
y {i / afe (w) afg (w) 1 dw} {(ZJT)pl M cos(kw) da)}

47 30 090" f2(w) 06’
(5)
or, equivalently,
m(C(m;sz,p) —b [ [fo (@)]% cos® (wk) dw > { [fo (w)1P p21n 8j;9;(w) cos(kw) dw}
T 3lnfy(w) dlnfy(w) . 7N [T 91y (@) ’
X {/n 50 o0 da)} { [fo (@)]? T s(ka))da)} .

We show below (Remark 2.1) that the estimator y,x can be efficient, under the circum-
stances of Theorem 2.1, only if k4 = 0, as in the case of a Gaussian process, and either
p = 1, that implies that C,,, = m(C(m; p,p) — 1)/p* = 1, or m large enough so that C, ,
is close to 1. When this is not the case, under Gaussianity, Cy,, can be interpreted as an
inefficiency factor. Table 1 displays its values for different combinations of p and m: values
of Cinp close to one are ensured when m > 5 for positive p, while it is required that m > 30,
for negative values of p. In Appendix A, it is shown that C,, converges to 1 if m tends to
infinity.

1.1. Nonparametric GACV estimation with adaptive bandwidth

We consider now a different estimation framework, in which m increases with N, hence
we write my, but at a slower rate, i.e. my = O(N'7%),0 < o < 1. Correspondingly, the
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m=1 m=2 m=2>5 m=10 m =15 m = 20 m =30 m = 50
p=-2 1.42 1.29 1.18 1.10
p=-1 1.25 1.15 1.1 1.07 1.04
p= f% 1.13 1.08 1.06 1.04 1.02
p= % 1.02 1.01 1.01 1.01 1.00 1.00
p=1 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
p=2 1.25 117 1.08 1.05 1.03 1.02 1.02 1.01

number of mid-range frequencies, My, is O(N?), if we take My = [(N — 1)/(2mn)].
A more general case is one in which My = O(N’s), 0 < B < «, which allows for an
overlapping design. In this setting, a different large sample theory is available, which is
essentially derived from Bhansali (1980). We first note that, by Stirling’s approximation,

LonN)  po P ®) o (27 s
Tny+p) = My S MmN —> 00, and thus YU = (m—N)P is interpreted as the pth power of

the Daniell spectral estimator of 277 ().
This leads to reformulating the GACV estimator as follows:

Mn—1

. 1 ® -

Pokony = 3 ; Yy, cos(@jk), (6)
where

® 1 TBN 4

vP = — / 1(5)‘+,\)dx> , (7)

PBN <BN —1m BN ’

and I(w) is the extended periodogram, which equals I(w;) for w € (w; — /N, w; + 7w /N],
while @; = 27j/My,j=1,...,My —1and By = % is the bandwidth.

Remark 1.3: The new notation for the pth power of the Daniell estimator of the spectral
density in Equation (7) is convenient in light of the new design of the estimator of the
spectral density at the frequency @;. We remark that the interval (0,27] is divided into

My — 1 subintervals, centred at J)j = 12\4—72, j=1,..., My — 1. Around these frequencies,
we consider my periodogram ordinates falling in a band of frequencies @; & 7 By, where
By = my/(N — 1). As a consequence, the periodogram ordinates used for estimating the
spectrum by the Daniell estimator at ; have a partial overlapping with those used for the
neighbouring frequencies.

The large sample properties of the GACV estimator in Equation (6) are derived for the
linear process {X;}teT introduced so far, under an additional regularity condition on the
process and an assumption on the design of the GACV estimator.

Assumption 1.5: The autocovariance of {X}ier satisfies Y po._ 1k |y < oo.

Assumption 1.6: In the GACV estimator (6) let N — 0o, My — 00 and By — 0 accord-
ing to My = ONP), 0 < B <1 and By = O(N™%), or equivalently my = O(N'—9).
Moreover, the rates a and B satisfy i <o < 1—268p, with § > 0 arbitrarily small, and
l-o 1—o

= <B<5
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Theorem 1.1: Under Assumptions 1.5 and 1.6, Vpk.my —>p Vpk» and

. 2 T
N2 Doty — Vo) —>dN<o,P— f [27Tf9(w)]2p0082(wk)dw>- (8)
T

-7

Proof: See Appendix B. |

Remark 1.4: Choosing o = i + ¢, for & > 0 arbitrarily small, and 8 = ;11 —é&, ¢’ > ¢/3,
the rate of convergence of the asymptotic variance can be made arbitrarily close to 1. In
practice, this implies that we can continue to use the pooled estimator with 1y growing at
a rate slightly below N%7° and setting My equal to

e | L [ [N
N=12°N 7 2my |

which yields the usual GACV design. This choice would also amount to setting My equal
to the equivalent number of independent spectral estimates, see Jenkins (1961, p. 155) and
the discussion in Bhansali (1980, pp. 562-563).

In this adaptive bandwidth setting, Equation (8), gives

2 T
%(271)21’ [fo (@)]* cos® (wk) dw

—JT

> !(ZJT)(P_I)p i [fe(w)]P%

) {L/” 3 1nfs () 8 Infy (o) dw}_l
4 J_, 06 00’

cos(kw) da)}

31nfy(w)

X {<2n)<P—”p _Z[fe(w)]p T

cos(kw) da)} . )

2. Asymptotic efficiency of nonparametric estimators of the GACV

The nonparametric estimator Yy, of the generalised autocovariance function ypy is
asymptotically efficient if its asymptotic variance attains the Cramér-Rao bound, that is
if equality holds in the inequality (9). The following theorem provides a necessary and
sufficient condition for asymptotic efficiency of Py, for the linear process {X;}e7.

Theorem 2.1: Suppose that Assumptions 1.2, 1.3, 1.6 are satisfied. Then, Vpmy defined
in (6) is asymptotically efficient if and only if there exists an s-dimensional vector ¢, not
depending on w, such that it holds for all w:

,0fp (@) _

20 0. (10)

[fo (@)1 cos (kw) + ¢

Proof: See Appendix C. |
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The above condition can also be stated as

,01nfop(w) —o

P
[fo(w)]? cos (kw) + ¢ 50

The proof of Theorem 2.1 is based on a matrix integral inequality from Kakizawa and
Taniguchi (1994), generalising the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and Holevo’s inequality
(Kholevo 1969).

Theorem 2.1 provides a necessary and sufficient condition for asymptotic efficiency of
Ypk,my Which is valid for general linear processes. It is expressed in terms of the spectral
density function and is easy to check for various models. This result embodies in a single
equation the condition for asymptotic efficiency of the sample autocovariance function
(p = 1), of the estimator y_1 x of the inverse autocovariance function (p = —1), which
at lag k = 0 provides the inverse of the interpolation error variance, and of the estimator
Ypkmy for general real powers p.

Remark 2.1: In the Gaussian case, under Assumptions 1.2, 1.3, and 1.4, the estimator
Vpk in Equation (2) is asymptotically efficient if condition (10) holds and either p = 1 or,
with a degree of approximation summarised in Table 1, if m is sufficiently large so that
m(C(m; p,p) — 1)/p? is approximately equal to 1.

Remark 2.2: The estimators (2) and (6) can be viewed in the wider context of estima-
tion of functionals of the spectral density, which are related to many important quantities
in stationary time series. Setting m = 1, for p >0, YJP is the inverse Laplace transform

of 2nf (wj)]_(PH) evaluated at 27 I(wj), proposed by Taniguchi (1980) for estimating
[27f (w))]P. Asymptotic efficiency of this estimator is studied in Taniguchi (1981), who
establishes that this estimator is asymptotically efficient if p = 1 and the spectral density is
constant over [—7, 77 ]. The nonparametric estimators of y, further generalise these results
to any real power transform, including negative p. As pointed out by Taniguchi (1980,
p. 74), replacing the periodogram by a consistent spectral density estimator results in a
loss of efficiency. However, as shown above, if the number of frequencies used in the esti-
mation of the functional increases at a sufficiently slow rate, then the asymptotic variance
is O(N~1t2=#) which can be made arbitrarily close to O(N ~1). Hence, the introduction
of the pooling parameter my allows us to obtain asymptotically efficient estimates also for

p#L

Remark 2.3: By setting the power p and the pooling parameter m to 1, inequality (5)
reduces to the asymptotic Cramér-Rao inequality for the sample estimator of the auto-
covariance function analysed by Kakizawa and Taniguchi (1994). Note also that for p = 1,
Cm,p = 1. Hence, if we consider estimation of the traditional autocovariance function, the
asymptotic variance of the nonparametric estimator y;; does not depend on the pool-
ing parameter m. Indeed, yx is the Riemannian sum approximation over the Fourier
frequencies of the sample autocovariance at lag k, denoted by y,

1 LIN=1)/2] T

I\rli_r)noo m ; 27 [(wj) cos (wjk) = /_n I(w) cos(wk) dw = yy,
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with I(w) = % ZI h|<N Vi €os (wh). Hence limy—, oo Y1k = Vi, and their asymptotic vari-
ances, as N — 00, are equivalent. As a matter of fact, by setting p = 1, Theorem 2.1
provides the condition for asymptotic efficiency of the sample autocovariances by Kakizawa
and Taniguchi (1994).

Remark 2.4: The results derived in the paper hold for fixed values of the power parameter
p- The latter is either selected over a grid of possible values, by means of some criterion
function, such as the deviance measure based on the Whittle likelihood advocated by Xia
and Tong (2011), or is a priori fixed according to the scope of the analysis. For instance, a p-
squared distance between two processes can be specified based on their power transformed
spectral densities that gives the Hellinger distance (p = 1/2) or the quadratic distance
defined by Hong (1996) (p = 1), see Proietti and Luati (2015). An alternative strategy,
not implemented yet, would involve estimation of p based on some smoothness criterion
without the need for a parametric model.

We conclude the Section with a Corollary to the main theorem that shows how the first K
inverse autocovariances of a moving average process of order K can be efficiently estimated
with a nonparametric method, despite the inefficiency of the sample autocovariances for
pure moving average processes.

. . . . . 1 1 41 .
Corollary 2.1: Consider the process with spectral density function fo(0) = 5575517, with
O(w) =09+ 2 Z]K:1 0 cos (wj), so that % = q(w) = [1,2cos (w),2cos Qw),...,2
cos (wK)]'. Then,

9 1
fz;w) = —@m) [,[fe (@) g().

Condition (10) in Theorem 2.1 becomes

o festor - o] <o

which is satisfied if ¢ = [0,0,...,2(2’;71);,,0,...,0]’. This implies that for p = —1 the
process is moving-average of order K and the first K inverse autocovariances y _ x =
[y—11,--.>»v—1k]) and y_1 can be efficiently estimated as N — oo by the estimator of the
GACV Y 1 kmy-

3. Numerical illustrations

Some specific cases of ARMA processes and values of the power parameter are considered
to illustrate how the asymptotic variance of the nonparametric estimator discussed in the
paper is related to its Cramér—Rao lower bound.

Let {Xt}ter be a zero mean stationary ARMA(r, q) process, ¢,(L)X; = 04(L)és,
where ¢, (L) =1—¢1L—...— ¢, L7, 64(L) =1—6,L—...—6,L%, ¢ ~ 1id.(0,0?)
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Table 2. Relative asymptotic efficiency AV/CRB of
Ppkmy foran AR(1) model with ¢ = 0.8and o2 = 1 for
positive p and increasing values of the lag parameter

k.

AV/CRB k=1 k=2 k=4 k=5 k=7
p=2 1.08 1.10 1.19 1.26 1.51
p:% 1.03 1.05 1.15 1.25 1.59
p=1 1.00 1.00 1.16 1.31 1.88

Table 3. Relative asymptotic efficiency AV/CRB of
Vpkmy for an MA(1) model with 0 = —07,02=1.

AV/CRB k=1 k=2 k=3 k=4 k=5
p=-1 1.00 1.06 1.24 1.60 2.24

with spectral density function

02 |9q(e71w)|2

@) = e P

We denote the asymptotic variance of ?pk,mN atl = (¢1,...,0r01,. .., 0g> o?) by

R (0,2)217 5 b4 |9q(e—zw)|2 2p 5
AV{Vpk,mN}= - P/ W cos” (kw) dw

and observe that, in the (most conservative) Gaussian case, the asymptotic variance of the
fixed-bandwidth estimator py is equal to CypAV{Pp,my}> where the impact of Cy for
some combinations of m and p is quantified in Table 1. The latter showed that, except in
the case of negative integers, requiring at least m = 30 for C,,, being close to unity, in all
the other cases, m > 5 ensures that Cy, , is approximately 1.

We first consider the case of a stationary AR(1) process, with ¢ = 0.8 and 0% = 1.
Table 2 focuses on positive values of p. The numerical illustration aims at assessing how
asymptotic efficiency deteriorates as long as the power p increases and the lag k increases.
The results show that the relative efficiency of the estimator is not strongly affected by
increasing p. The same is observed when the first lags are estimated. Conversely, for p = 2
and k = 7, the asymptotic variance is 1.5 times larger than its lower bound.

The same is observed in the case of a MA(1) process with p = —1. We recall that
Corollary 2.1 establishes that in an MA(K) processes the first K inverse autocovariances
are efficiently estimated by the nonparametric estimator y_ i, . Table 3 shows that ineffi-
ciency arises after lag k = 4, while for the first four lags, typically most relevant in empirical
analysis based on MA processes, values of the ratio AV/CRB slightly greater than one are
observed.

Table 4 shows that the estimation of the inverse autocovariances remains efficient for
k = 1 and close to efliciency for k = 2 even for an ARMA(1,2) process, which improves
the results by Porat (1987) and Walker (1995) related to sample autocovariances (p = 1) of
Gaussian ARMA(r, q) processes, none of which was shown to be asymptotically efficient
in the case when g > r.
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Table 4. Relative asymptotic efficiency AV/CRB of
Vpkmy for an ARMA(1,2) model with 6; =0.7,0, =
—0.1,¢ = 06,02 =1.

AV/CRB k=1 k=2 k=3 k=4 k=5
p=—1 1.00 1.14 244 2.72 3.10

4. Minimum contrast estimation

As in Corollary 2.1, let us consider the process with spectral density function

27fa ()P = [0(w)] 7Y, (11)

where 0 (w) > 0 is the trigonometric polynomial 6y + 2 Zszl Ok cos(wk). Writing 0 (w) =
Oolp ()%, p(e™®) =1 — Zszl b e "I such that 6 = 6, Z]K:_lk ®jpjrk> and setting
o2 = 00_1, it can be seen, by integrating both sides of (11) over w € [—m, ], that
Ypk is the autocovariance function of the AR(K) process U; = Zszl $iU—j + o€, €0 ~
1.i.d. N(0, 1).

Following Taniguchi (1987), let us consider minimum contrast (MC) estimation of the
spectral density fy (w) using the contrast functional

1
K(z;p) = In(Z* —,
(z5p) n(Z)+Zp

applied to fp (w)/gn (), where, defining

M-—1
1 .
Y(@)=—— > Pke, wel-m,7],
—M+1

so that o = ffﬂ Y (@) €% dw, we have set v (@) = [Y(w)]V/?.
The MC estimator of (¢1, . . ., ¢k, o) is the minimiser of

/” K<f9(_‘”),p> do
7 \gn(w)
- /n {ln02 —In|p(e™)? —InY(w) + %Y(w)|¢(e"‘))|2} do.
o

—7T

The MC estimator of 02 is 62 = % f fﬂ Y(w) |$(e”“)) |2 dw. Plugging this into the contrast

function (and noting ffn |¢A>(e_"")|2 dw = 0), the MC estimator of ¢ = (¢1, ..., ds) isthe
minimiser of the criterion function

Q) = / Y ()b (e—) Pda,

Writing
lp(e™™)|* =1 — 2¢'b(w) + ¢'B(w)e
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where b(w) = [cos w, cosRw), . ..,cos(wK)]" and B(w) = {cos(w(h —k)),h, k =1,
2,...,s}, differentiating with respect to ¢ and setting the derivatives equal to zero yields

@_ b4
¢ J x

which is the generalised Yule-Walker system of equations:

Y(w)(b(w) — B(w)¢) dow = 0,

K
)7pk = Zd)jﬁp»k—j’k =12,...,K.
j=1

Hence, an asymptotically efficient estimator of (¢, 02), and thus of 6, can be obtained by
solving a generalised Yule—Walker system based on the GACV estimator (2).
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Appendices
Appendix 1. Asymptotic behaviour of the factor Cy,

The term Cp,p = m(C(m; p, p) — 1)/p* converges to 1 as m — co. We start by using a result about
the approximation of a quotient of two Gamma functions, obtained by the use of the Stirling’s series,
see Erdélyi, Magnus, Oberhettinger, and Tricomi (1954):

F+a) . 4 [1+ (@—Ba+B-1)

-2
i h) > + O(lz| )},

as z — 00, where « and S are bounded. By using this approximation, we can rewrite

L'(m)I"(m + 2p) - [1 N (—p)(p — 1)} o [1 N p3p — 1)]

[T (m + p)][T'(m + p)] 2m 2m
_4m® + 4mp® — 3p* + 4p> — p?
B 4m?

>

By a change of variable and the De L’Hopital theorem, it is straightforward to show that
m(C(m;p,p) — 1) — p*asm — oc.

Appendix 2. Proof of Theorem 1.1

N | 7B
Let us denote f(@) = 55 /"5

—n BN
(2]
Yj,BN

of Theorem 4.3 of Bhansali (1980), so that v; = limy_, o ®j, we have that Y](%)N is an estimator of
27 f (vj)]P . Since the Daniell kernel satisfies Assumption 1 of Bhansali (1980), with characteristic

exponent equal to 2, under Assumption 1.6 for the linear process {X;}eT, it holds that j‘ (v) converges
in probability to f(v) uniformly in v (Bhansali 1980, Lemma 4.1).

I(@; + 1) dA, the Daniell estimator of f(@;). Then, writing

= (an(d)j))l’, and letting N — 00, My — oo and By — 0, NBy — 00, as in the statement
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By a Taylor series expansions of [Zﬂf(d)j)]l’ about [27f (@j)]P ,

My—1
Vokmy — Yok = —— Z [277f (&)1 cos(@jk) — Vpk
j=0
MN—
M—P Z Rrf@p {f@) - f@) ] cost@k) + 0pv BT
j=0

< Clyp-1xl max [f(@) — f(@)L,

where C is a positive constant. This follows from the convergence of the Riemann sum MLN

ij\i‘\éfl[brf(cbj)]? cos(@jk) to yp, while MLN Zﬁ%71[2nf(cbj)]P*1 cos(@jk) = yp_1k as My —
00. By uniform consistency, P(max,, | f (w) — f(w)] < &) = 1,foralle > 0as N — oo, it follows
that Apk my P Ypk-

In light of the Taylor series expansion, the asymptotic normality of p ypk my i related to that
of f (@;). The Daniell estimator, f (w), is evaluated at the frequencies @; = SV ] =1,...,My —1,
where j — 00 as N — 0o. Assume that @; converges to v; as both j and MN grow. Then, under
Assumptions 1.5-1.6, by Theorem 9, page 280, and Theorem 11, p. 289, in Hannan (1970), see also
Priestley (1981), Section 6.2.4,

VNBy {f(vj) —f(uj)} — 4 N (0,£2(v)),

if vj # (0, ), whereas the asymptotic variance is doubled if v; = 0, or v; = 7. In particular,
A 7'[2 2
E{f(v) —f(vp} = —?BNf (vj) +o(1),
where f () = d*f (»)/(dw)?. Second,

T 2
NVar(f (@) = ks [ FAO) W (@) — 2) dk]

+2m | FROWN@ — D{WN(@; — 1) + Wy (@; + 1)} di + o(1),

-7
where the first addend is O(1), while the second is O(BX,I), and, when multiplied by By, converges
to f2(v)).

Finally, f (vj) and f‘ (vk) are asymptotically independent. The distance between @; and wy is (at
least) ZnMﬁl. To ensure that the corresponding spectral estimates are asymptotically uncorrelated
we need that My diverges more slowly than By, as N — o0. This is indeed the case, as we assumed
that B;,l = O(N%) and My = O(N®), with 0 < 8 < «. Thus, if we suppose that as N — oo the

frequencies @; and @y converge respectively to v; and g, as (j, k, MN,BIQI) — 0o with N — oo,
then by Theorem 4.3 in Bhansali (1980),

Cov(f (@), f(@r) = OIN~'By).

Hence, /NBNMN Vpkmy — Vpk is asymptotically normal with mean zero and variance

2 T
lim {NBNMNVar (?pk,mN — Vpk)} = P—/ [27fy (0)]? cos? (wk) dw.
N—o00 T J_x

The conditions (i)-(vi) of Theorem 4.4 in Bhansali (1980) then become: (i) & + 38 < 1 — §y, for
80 > 0 arbitrarily small; (i) 5 > 1+ 8; (iii) @ + 58 > 1; (iv) ¢ > B; (v) @ > B8/(1 — 8p); (vi) is
implied by (i). By choosing « and § according to Assumption 1.6, all these conditions are satisfied.
Hence, result (8) follows. O
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Appendix 3. Proof of Theorem 2.1
We first recall the following Lemma by Kakizawa and Taniguchi (1994).

Lemma A.1: Let A(w) and B(w) ber X s,t X s matrices, respectively, and let g(w) be a function such
that g(w) > 0 almost everywhere on [—m, ]. If the matrix

{fﬂ B(w)B(w)’ }1
——dw

—z  g(w)

exists, then

T T T / -1 T /
/ AA(w) g(w) do > {/ A(w)B(w) da)} {/ de} {/ A(w)B(w) da)}

- - - go) -
where > means the left-hand side minus the right-hand side results in a positive semi-definite matrix.
Equality holds if there exists an r x t matrix C which is independent of w such that:

g(w)A(w) + CB(w) = 0.

We are now in the position of proving Theorem 2.1.

The Cramér-Rao inequality (9) can be written as in Equation (9). Setting

o (@)
20

and applying Lemma A.1, then existence of a vector ¢ as in Equation (10) ensures that the
Cramér-Rao lower bound is attained. 0

A(w) = cos (ko) [fo (@) P!, B(w) = . g =fi (o)
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