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Abstract

We prove that under the condition that the eigenvalues are asymptotically well

separated and stable, the normalised principal components of a r-static factor se-

quence converge in mean square. Consequently, we have a generic interpretation of

the principal components estimator as the normalised principal components of the

statically common space. We illustrate why this can be useful for the interpreta-

tion of the PC-estimated factors, performing an asymptotic theory without rotation

matrices and avoiding singularity issues in factor augmented regressions.

Index terms— Approximate Factor Model

1 Introduction

Let (yit : i ∈ N, t ∈ Z) ≡ (yit) be a zero mean stationary stochastic process indexed in time
t and cross-section i. The approximate factor model introduced by Chamberlain and Rothschild
(1983); Chamberlain (1983); Stock and Watson (2002a,b); Bai and Ng (2002) relies on a
decomposition of the form

yit = Cit + eit = ΛiFt + eit, (1)

ynt = Cn
t + ent = ΛnFt + ent (vector representation) (2)

where Ft are factors of dimension r (usually small), the Λi’s are pervasive loadings with
Λn = (Λ′

1, ...,Λ
′
n)

′, Cit is the “common component” and eit is the contemporaneously
weakly correlated “idiosyncratic component”.

Clearly, the “true factors” are latent and can only be identified up to a non-singular
transformation. It is well known (Bai and Ng, 2002; Barigozzi, 2022) that in this setup

∥
∥
∥F̂ n

t − ĤnFt

∥
∥
∥→ 0 in probability, (3)

here F̂ n
t denotes factors estimated by the normalised principal components and Ĥn is a

non-singular transformation depending on n.
Furthermore, Bai and Ng (2013) has shown (see also Barigozzi, 2022) that under the

restrictions that the factors Ft have unit sample variance and (Λn)′Λn is diagonal for
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all n ∈ N, the “rotation matrix” Ĥn converges to the unit matrix in probability, so the
normalised principal components of Cn

t , say F
n,C
t , so

∥
∥
∥F̂ n

t − F n,C
t

∥
∥
∥→ 0 in probability,

since Ĥn → J where J is a “sign switch” r× r matrix with −1, 1 on the diagonal entries.
Suppose in the following the signs are fixed.

In this scenario however, the factors F n,C
t and the loadings Λi for any fixed i depend

on n: Clearly, in general the normalised principal components change, if we add a new
variable to the cross-section. In this paper we show that F n,C

t has a limit in mean square,
say Ft (which is the same as the limit of F n,y

t ). So

∥
∥
∥F̂ n

t − F∞
t

∥
∥
∥ ≤

∥
∥
∥F̂ n

t − F n,C
t

∥
∥
∥

︸ ︷︷ ︸
P→0

+
∥
∥
∥F

n,C
t − F∞

t

∥
∥
∥

︸ ︷︷ ︸

L2

→0

P→ 0,

Therefore there exists F∞
t what we may call the normalised principal components of the

statically common space - independent of n, to which the principal components estimator
F̂ n
t is converging.
This result may be useful e.g. for the following:

(i) We do not need to use “rotation matrices” in the asymptotic theory for factor
analysis involving n, T → ∞

(ii) We have refined the interpretation of what the principal components estimator is
actually targeting

(iii) Suppose that the number of primitive shocks/ dynamic factors, say q, is less than r.
If we stack lags of Ft, say F

−
k (t) = (F ′

t , ..., F
′
t−k)

′ regression on F−
k (t) can be tricky

as the variance of F−
k (t) may be singular. Instead we may simply use the first q

principal components, say ft = (F1t, ..., Fqt)
′ to approximate the infinite past of Ft

or the infinite past of its primitive shocks respectively. Note that if Ft would depend
on n, in an asymptotic scenario where (n, T ) → ∞, we must assume that a fixed
subset of F−

k (t) has non-singular variance.

2 General Setup

We suppose that the observed process (yit) has the representation as in (1), (2). Let A
be a symmetric n × n matrix. Denote by µj(A) the j-th largest eigenvalue of a matrix
A and set M(A) ≡ diag(µ1(A), ..., µr(A)). Denote by P (A) the matrix consisting of the
first orthonormal row eigenvectors (corresponding to the r largest eigenvalues of A). Let
E ynt (y

n
t )

′ ≡ Γn
y with ynt = (y1t, ..., ynt)

′. The normalised principal components of ynt are

F n,y
t ≡M−1/2(Γn

y)P (Γ
n
y )y

n
t .

F n,C
t ≡M−1/2(Γn

C)P (Γ
n
C)C

n
t

For simplicity we suppose that the loadings are such that EFtF
′
t = Ir which can always

be achieved by a constant (independent of n) rotation matrix applied to the factors.
Furthermore the following assumptions are made:
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A 1 (r-Static Factor Structure)
There exists a natural number r <∞, such that

(i) supn µr(Γ
n
C) = ∞ (pervasive loadings)

(ii) supn µ1(Γ
n
e ) <∞.

Note that part (ii) is also implied by assumptions made for the idiosyncratic compo-
nent as in Bai and Ng (2002). This is shown in Barigozzi (2022).

To ensure that the dynamic principal components converge in mean square we need
to reinforce A1(i) into

A 2 (Asymptotic stability of the eigenvalues)

M(Γn
C)/n→ DΓ > 0

This is for example the case if we assume exchangeability (Barigozzi and Hallin, 2024)
of the loadings Λi ∼ IID so there is a law of large numbers:

1

n

n∑

i=1

ΛiΛ
′
i =

(Λn)′Λn

n
→ ΓΛ.

The eigenvalues divided by the rate converge to diagonal matrix DΓ, i.e. they are
asymptotically well separated. Convergence and separation are both crucial for L2 con-
vergence of the normalised principal components.

3 The Convergence Result

Lemma 1

Under Assumption A1, we have

(i)
∥
∥pj(Γ

n
y )− pj(Γ

n
C)
∥
∥ = O(n−1/2), for j = 1, ..., r.

(ii) µj(Γ
n
y)− µj(Γ

n
C) = O(1) for 1 ≤ j ≤ r.

(iii) M(Γn
y )/n→ DΓ, n→ ∞.

Proof. (i) Consider for any fixed n a symmetric positive semi-definite matrix Γn. Suppose
we perturb Γn such that Γ̂n = Γn + εnB

n, where the entries of Bn are in modulus smaller
than one. Let pl ≡ pl(Γ

n), µj ≡ µj(Γ
n) for l = 1, ..., n, suppressing dependence on n in

the notation. From Wilkinson (1965), section 2,(10.2) we obtain the expansion that if εn
is sufficiently small, that

pj(Γ̂
n)− pj(Γ

n) =

n∑

l 6=j,l=1

pl

(

Γ̂n − Γn
)

p′j

µj − µj
pl εn + · · ·

therefore
∥
∥
∥pj(Γ̂

n)− pj(Γ
n)
∥
∥
∥

2

=
n∑

l 6=j,l=1




pl

(

Γ̂n − Γn
)

p′j

µj − µj





2

ε2n + · · · ,

3



where the higher order terms are smaller than the first order terms and can be neglected
and the second equation follows by orthogonality of the eigenvectors and while the higher
order terms are negligent.

Apply this to Γ̂n = Γn
y and Γn = Γn

C , so pl ≡ pl(Γ
n
y), µj ≡ µj(Γ

n
y ), we obtain

∥
∥pj(Γ

n
y )− pj(Γ

n
C)
∥
∥
2
=

n∑

l 6=j,l=1

(
pl (Γ

n
e ) p

′
j

µj − µj

)2

ε2n + · · ·

n∑

l 6=j,l=1

(
pl (Γ

n
e ) p

′
j

µj − µj

)2

≤
(

sup
n
µ1(Γ

n
e )

)2 n∑

l 6=j,l=1

sup
l≤n

(
1

µj − µj

)2

≤ n−2 nB2
e sup

l≤n

(
1

n−1(µj − µj)

)2

by A1

≤ n−2 nB2
e max

l 6=j,1≤l,j≤r

(

1

c−l − c+j

)2

= O(n−1) by A2,(i),

where the last inequality holds for n large enough.
(ii) For the eigenvalues, we use the expansion from Wilkinson (1965), section 2, (5.5)

with coefficients k1, k2, ... and ε = O(1) such that

µ1(Γ
n
y )− µ1(Γ

n
C) = k1ε+ k2ε

2 + · · ·

k1 = p1(Γ
n
C)
(
Γn
y − Γn

C

)
p′1(Γ

n
C) = p1(Γ

n
C) (Γ

n
e ) p

′
1(Γ

n
C) ≤ µ1(Γ

n
e ) = O(1)

where the higher order terms are negligent.
(iii) It readily follows with µj(Γ

n
C) = µj (Λ

n(Λn)′) = O(n) and under A2, that
M(Γn

y )/n→ DΓ. �

The normalised static principal components (NSPC) of any random vector of dimen-
sion n, supposing that the eigenvalues are different, are unique up to a change in sign.
Suppose now, we fix the sign. Clearly, the NSPCs do in general not converge if n is suc-
cessively increased, since a new cross-sectional unit may always alter the direction of the
principal components. However, in the case of the approximate factor model and under
the condition of asymptotic stability of the first r-eigenvalues (which implies that they
are well separated) convergence is ensured.

Consequently, under these assumptions the limit of the NSPC have a meaningful
interpretation as “normalised principal components of the static aggregation space”. The
limit of the first NSPC is the “strongest direction” in the static aggregation space, the
limite of the second NSPC is the “strongest directiton orthohgonal to the first” and so
on...

Theorem 1

Under Assumptions A1 and A2, the normalised static principal components of ynt and Cn
t

converge in mean square to the normalised principal components of the aggregation space,
say F∞

t .

Proof. We want to show that

F n,y
t ≡M−1/2(Γn

y)P (Γ
n
y )y

n
t =M−1/2(Γn

y)P (Γ
n
y )Λ

nFt +M−1/2(Γn
y )P (Γ

n
y)e

n
t

4



converges. Since M−1/2(Γn
y )P (Γ

n
y) is a static averaging sequence (see Gersing, 2023, The-

orem 2.2.6) the second term converges to zero in mean square. We are left with showing
convergence of the first term.

Consider the eigen-decompositions:

P n
ΛΓ

n
Λ(P

n
Λ)

′ = Dn
Λ and PΛΓΛP

′
Λ = DΛ

and set P̃n ≡ D
−1/2
Λ PΛ

(Λn)′√
n

and Pn ≡ (Dn
Λ)

−1/2P n
Λ

(Λn)′√
n

It follows that Pn are orthonormal row-eigenvectors of Γn
C since

PnP
′
n = Ir

Pn
1

n
Γn
C = (Dn

Λ)
−1/2P n

Λ

(Λn)′√
n

Λn(Λn)′

n

= (Dn
Λ)

−1/2P n
ΛΓ

n
Λ

(Λn)′√
n

= (Dn
Λ)

−1/2Dn
ΛP

n
Λ

(Λn)′√
n

= Dn
ΛPn

In order two show that ψn
t converges, it is enough to show that

ψn
t
≡ P (Γn

y)
Λn

√
n
Ft

converges, which is the case whenever P (Γn
y)

Λn

√
n
converges to a constant finite r×r matrix.

So

P (Γn
y)

Λn

√
n
= P̃n

Λn

√
n

︸ ︷︷ ︸

(I)

+
[
P (Γn

y)− Pn

] Λn

√
n

︸ ︷︷ ︸

(II)

+
[

Pn − P̃n

] Λn

√
n

︸ ︷︷ ︸

(III)

.

where Λn

√
n
= O(1) and

(I) = D
−1/2
Λ PΛΓ

n
Λ → D

−1/2
Λ PΛΓΛ = D

1/2
Λ PΛ.

The second term goes to zero by Lemma 1. For the third term note that

Pn − P̃n =
[

(Dn
Λ)

−1/2 P n
Λ −D

−1/2
Λ PΛ

] (Λn)′√
n

which goes to zero since Γn
Λ → ΓΛ and the eigenvalues and vectors are continuous functions

of the matrix entries. �

4 Conclusion

We refine the interpretation of what the principal component estimator is targeting by
showing that the population normalised principal components actually have a limit in
mean square. This is tied to the assumption that the eigenvalues of the common compo-
nent variance matrix divided by n are distinct which allows convergence of the eigenvec-
tors.
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