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Abstract

A novel unsupervised learning method is proposed in this paper for biclustering large-

dimensional matrix-valued time series based on an entirely new latent two-way factor structure.

Each block cluster is characterized by its own row and column cluster-specific factors in addition

to some common matrix factors which impact on all the matrix time series. We first estimate

the global loading spaces by projecting the observation matrices onto the row or column loading

space corresponding to common factors. The loading spaces for cluster-specific factors are then

further recovered by projecting the observation matrices onto the orthogonal complement space

of the estimated global loading spaces. To identify the latent row/column clusters simultane-

ously for matrix-valued time series, we provide a K-means algorithm based on the estimated

row/column factor loadings of the cluster-specific weak factors. Theoretically, we derive faster

convergence rates for global loading matrices than those of the state-of-the-art methods available

in the literature under mild conditions. We also propose an one-pass eigenvalue-ratio method

to estimate the numbers of global and cluster-specific factors. The consistency with explicit

convergence rates is also established for the estimators of the local loading matrices, the factor

numbers and the latent cluster memberships. Numerical experiments with both simulated data as

well as a real data example are also reported to illustrate the usefulness of our proposed method.
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1 Introduction

Matrix-valued time series data are prevalent in various research fields such as economics, finance,

and engineering, and have been extensively studied in the statistician and econometrician commu-

nities (Samadi, 2014; Ding and Cook, 2018; Wang et al., 2019; Chen et al., 2021b, 2022; Yu et al.,

2022; Chen and Fan, 2023; He et al., 2024a). From financial markets to Industrial Manufacturing,

large number of time series typically have latent group structures and unsupervised clustering anal-

ysis for time series data has gained growing attention. For better illustration, Figure 1 shows a time

list of tables recording the macroeconomic variables across a number of worldwide countries. As a

common sense, the column indicators can be roughly divided into several categories, namely Con-

sumer Price, Interest Rate, Production, and International Trade, meanwhile the countries can also be

grouped according to their geographic location or economic development level, namely developed,

developing and underdeveloped countries. Clustering large-scale time series data into latent groups

would help better understand the underlying mechanism of data generation, thereby beneficial for

future prediction. However, as far as we know, clustering matrix-valued time series has barely been

discussed in the literature due to the challenge brought by the interactions across both rows and

columns. The main focus of the current work is to address this challenging problem with an entirely

new matrix factor model setup. In the following we briefly review the closely related literature with

our work.

Figure 1: A real example of matrix-variate observations consisting of
macroeconomic variables across multiple countries.
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1.1 Closely Related Work

Factor models have been widely used in the field of finance, economics, and various other disciplines

(Stock and Watson, 2002; Bai and Ng, 2002; Bai, 2003; Onatski, 2009; Fan et al., 2013; Trapani,

2018; He et al., 2022), serving as an important dimension reduction tool to analyze high-dimensional

datasets by characterizing the dependency structure of variables via a few latent factors. The time

list of tables recording the macroeconomic variables across a number of worldwide countries shown

in Figure 1 is an typical example of matrix-valued time series. A possible approach to analyze

matrix-valued time series is to first vectorize the data and then employ the techniques developed for

vector time series, but this would lead to suboptimal inference (Yu et al., 2022; Chen and Fan, 2023;

He et al., 2024b). Wang et al. (2019) was the first to introduce the following factor model for matrix

time series {Xt, 1 ≤ t ≤ T}:

(Xt)p×q = (R)p×k (Ft)k×r

(
C⊤)

r×q
+ (Et)p×q , t = 1, . . . , T (1.1)

where R and C are respectively the row and column factor loading matrices, capturing the variations

in Xt across the rows and columns. The lower-dimensional matrices Ft represent the common

factors influencing all elements of Xt, while Et denote the idiosyncratic components that be viewed

as vector white noises in Wang et al. (2019). Model (1.1) has drawn growing attention in the last

few years and further been extended to accommodate more complex scenarios. For instance, Liu

and Chen (2019) introduce a threshold factor models to analyze matrix-valued time series; Chen

et al. (2020) establish a general framework for incorporating domain knowledge in the matrix factor

model through linear constraints; Yu et al. (2022) propose a projected estimation approach, which

achieves faster convergence rates by increasing signal-to-noise ratio. Model (1.1) along with its

variants have also been studied by, but are not limited to, Han et al. (2022); Chen et al. (2022); Kong

et al. (2022); He et al. (2023, 2024a).

Existing methods for analyzing matrix factor models predominantly rely on the assumption of

strong factors. However, in practical applications, the strong factor assumption may no longer hold

due to the presence of missing data or underlying group structures. In fact, most existing work on

factor modeling assume all factors are strong, which results in a clear partition of the eigenvalues of

the observed covariance matrix into two sets: large eigenvalues representing factor-related variation

and small eigenvalues representing idiosyncratic variation. However, empirical studies in economics

and finance indicate that eigenvalues often diverge at varying rates and influential empirical studies

especially on asset pricing often give implicit yet strong evidence of weak factor models (Uematsu
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and Yamagata, 2022; Massacci, 2024). A few works discuss the possible existence of weak factors

for matrix factor model, such as Wang et al. (2019); Chen et al. (2020); He et al. (2023), which all

consider weak factors along both the row and column dimensions and model their strength similar

to Assumption 1 below.

Another closely related strand of research focuses on clustering for large-dimensional time se-

ries. Factor models with latent group structures are a relatively new topic in econometrics (Bon-

homme and Manresa, 2015). To the best of our knowledge, only a few works propose clustering

analysis methods in the context of large-dimensional factor models. Inspired by the popping up

research of panel regression models with group structure of the regression coefficients (Vogt and

Linton, 2017; Wang et al., 2018; Chen, 2019; Chen et al., 2021a), Tu and Wang (2023) propose

an unsupervised clustering method, which identifies the grouping structure of factor loadings in

the large-dimensional approximate factor model; Zhang et al. (2023) propose a new method for

clustering a large number of time series based on a latent factor structure and represent the dy-

namic structures by latent common and cluster-specific factors. He et al. (2024c) propose a fusion

Penalized Principal Component Analysis (PPCA) method to identify group structures within the

framework of large-dimensional approximate factor models. Existing clustering methods on factor

models mainly focus on vector time series and it is still vacant for matrix-valued time series to the

best of our knowledge, which is quite challenging due to the two-way interactions across both rows

and columns. A closely related concept is biclustering, also called block clustering, co-clustering,

two-way clustering or two-mode clustering, which clusters the rows and columns in a matrix si-

multaneously. Biclustering was initially proposed by Hartigan (1972), becoming growing important

in biology and biomedicine for gene expression analysis with the advent of the Cheng and Church

(2000)’s algorithm. Recently, biclustering has been shown of great use in domains such as text

mining, recommendation systems, and climate science (Singh, 2020; Wu et al., 2020).

1.2 Contributions

In this article, we propose a new model setup for biclustering matrix-valued time series, in which we

capture the dynamic structures of matrix-valued time series by common factors and cluster-specific

factors that are all latent and can be separated by their factor strengths. Our goal and methodology

are radically different from those of the vast literature on matrix factor model. The goal of this study

is to recover the latent row/column clusters simultaneously for matrix-valued time series by a matrix

factor model with both strong and weak factors, where the weak factors correspond to the cluster-

specific dynamics. We first estimate the factor loading spaces for common factors by projecting the
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observation matrices onto the row or column loading space corresponding to common factors. We

then further estimate the loading matrices for cluster-specific factors by projecting the observation

matrices onto the orthogonal complement space of the estimated global loading space. We also pro-

pose an eigenvalue-ratio method to estimate the numbers of common and cluster-specific factors.

To identify the memberships of row/column clusters simultaneously for matrix-valued time series,

we provide a K-means algorithm based on the estimated row/column factor loadings of the cluster-

specific weak factors. In summary, the contributions of the current work lie in the following aspects:

firstly, the proposed biclustering algorithm based on matrix factor model serves as a much-needed

addition to the vacant literature on clustering analysis for large-dimensional matrix time series and

the projection technique to estimate both the strong and weak factors is of independent interest to

the related literature. Secondly, our model setup is quite general in the sense that we allow de-

pendence between the common factors and cluster-specific factors and our method remains feasible

even if the idiosyncratic components exhibit weak serial correlations, which is usually assumed to

be white noise in the literature. Thirdly, we focus on dynamically dependent factors and propose

an auto-covariance based method to estimate the factor loading matrices inspired by Lam and Yao

(2012). The convergence rate of the estimated global loading matrices attains T−1/2 in terms of

the averaged L2-norm, which is much faster than the rate obtained by Wang et al. (2019). We also

derive the convergence rates of the estimated cluster-specific loading matrices, which is particularly

challenging due to the weak serial correlation in the noise, the presence of both strong and weak

factors, and the interaction terms in the signal part of the matrix factor model. Finally, we utilize

an eigenvalue-ratio based, one-pass method for estimating the numbers of strong and weak factors

across both the row and column dimensions. The eigenvalue-ratio based estimators are shown to be

consistent, which serves as another valuable theoretical and methodological contribution.

1.3 Organizations and Notations

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we introduce the model setup and

illustrate the procedure to estimate the loadings and identify the underlying cluster structure. In

Section 3, we investigate the theoretical properties of the proposed estimators of loading matrices,

factor numbers and cluster memberships. Simulation results are shown in Section 4. We also use

the proposed method to analyze a large-scale real macroeconomic dataset in Section 5. Further

discussions and future research directions are left in Section 6. Proofs of the main theorems and

technical lemmas are delegated to the Supplementary Material.

To end this section, we introduce some notations used throughout the study. For any matrix-
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valued time series Xt, let the i-th row of Xt be xt,i., both xt,.j and xt,j denote the j-th column of Xt.

For any vector a and b, ∥a∥q denotes its Lq-norm, q ≥ 1, ∥a∥ also denotes L2-norm. a d
= b means

distributions of a and b are the same. For a (random) matrix A = (aij)p×q of dimension p × q,

M(A) denotes the linear space spanned by the columns of A. |A| denotes the matrix with |aij| as

its (i, j)-th element. We use A′ and A⊤ to represent the transpose of matrix A, both ∥A∥2 and ∥A∥
denote the spectral norm of A, ∥A∥max = maxi,j |aij| is the max norm of A, ∥A∥min denotes the

square root of the minimum non-zero eigenvalue of A⊤A and ∥A∥F denotes the Frobenius norm

of A. Let tr(A) be the trace of A. Define PA := A(A⊤A)−1A⊤, thus PA denotes the projection

matrix of the linear space spanned by the columns of matrix A and Pc
A = Ip −PA is the projection

matrix of its orthogonal complement space. Denote Ai· and A·j respectively as the i-th row and

j-th column of A. Iq denotes the identity matrix of order q. Let λi(A) be the i-th eigenvalue of the

non-negative definite matrix A in descending order. For two series {an}n≥1 and {bn}n≥1, if there

is a constant C such that an ≥ Cbn (an ≤ Cbn),∀n ≥ 0, we denote it as an ≳ bn (an ≲ bn). We

write an ≍ bn if an ≳ bn and an ≲ bn both hold. For two series of random variables {Xn}n≥1

and {Yn}n≥1, Xn ≳ Yn (Xn ≲ Yn) means Yn = Op(Xn) (Xn = Op(Yn)), we say Xn ≍ Yn if

Yn = Op(Xn) and Xn = Op(Yn) hold simultaneously. The constant C in different lines can be

nonidentical.

2 Model Setup and Methodology

We first introduce our model setup for biclustering matrix-valued time series. For matrix-valued

time series Xt ∈ Rp×q, t = 1, . . . , T , suppose that the row variables and column variables can be

grouped into m clusters and n clusters, respectively. In other words, suppose that Xt consists of mn

latent blocks, i.e.,

Xt =


Xt,11 · · · Xt,1n

... . . . ...

Xt,m1 · · · Xt,mn

 , (2.1)

where Xt,11, · · · ,Xt,mn are, respectively, p1 × q1, · · · , pm × qn-matrix-valued time series with

p1, · · · , pm ≥ 1, q1, · · · , qn ≥ 1, and p1 + · · ·+ pm = p, q1 + · · ·+ qn = q.

We assume that there exists an underlying two-way factor structure in Xt and the common

components consist of two parts. The first part is led by some global/common two-way factors,

which are strong factors and affect the vast majority (if not all) of time series. The second part is

driven by some cluster-specific factors, which are weak factors and only affect the time series in a
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specific cluster. In detail, we model the matrix time series Xt as

Xt = RGtC
⊤ + ΓFtΛ

⊤ + E0
t . (2.2)

In model (2.2), R is a p × k0 global row factor loading matrix, C is a q × r0 global column factor

loading matrix, Gt ∈ Rk0×r0 is the latent matrix-valued common/global factors, Ft ∈ Rk×r contains

the cluster-specific factors, Γ and Λ are the corresponding left and right cluster-specific factor load-

ing matrices with rank k and r respectively. Both of the cluster-specific factor loading matrices Γ

and Λ have a block diagonal structure, i.e., Γ = diag (Γ1,Γ2, . . . ,Γm) ,Λ = diag (Λ1,Λ2, . . . ,Λn),

where Γi and Λj are pi×ki and qj × rj matrices respectively. Thus, k and r represent the total num-

ber of row and column cluster-specific factors and we have k1+ · · ·+km = k and r1+ · · ·+ rn = r.

In addition, E0
t is the idiosyncratic components. From the model setup, we see that after block-

ing, the elements within the same cluster in Xt are influenced not only by a subset of common

factors Gt but also by cluster-specific factors in Ft, i.e., each sub-matrix Xt,ij is driven by the

cluster-specific factor Ft,ij and the common factors Gt. Indeed, the latent clusters are character-

ized by the block diagonal structures of Γ and Λ and we only observe permuted Xt and both row

and column cluster memberships of Xt are unknown. Our goal is to cluster matrix time series into

different and unknown block-clusters, while the number of row/column clusters (m,n) and their

sizes {(ki, rj), i = 1, . . . ,m, j = 1, . . . , n} are all unknown and the terms on the RHS of (2.2) are

unobservable.

We always assume that both the row and column numbers of the common factors and cluster-

specific factors remain bounded when the dimensions p and q diverges to infinity. This reflects the

fact that the factor models are only attractive when the numbers of factors are much smaller than the

number of time series concerned. Furthermore, we assume that the number of time series pi (qi) in

each cluster diverges at a lower rate than p (q), and the numbers of clusters m and n diverge as well,

as explicitly stated in Assumption 1.

Assumption 1. max0≤i≤m {ki} < C < ∞, max0≤j≤n {rj} < C < ∞, k ≍ m = O
(
pδ1
)
,

r ≍ n = O
(
qδ2
)
, pi ≍ p1−δ1 for i = 1, · · · ,m, and qj ≍ q1−δ2 for j = 1, · · · , n, where C > 0 and

δ1, δ2 ∈ (0, 1) are constants independent of p, q and T .

The strength of a factor is measured by the number of time series which are influenced by the

factor. As for the common factors Gt which is related to most, if not all, components of Xt, it is
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reasonable to assume that

∥R·i∥2 ≍ p, i = 1, · · · , k0,

∥C·j∥2 ≍ q, j = 1, · · · , r0,
(2.3)

where R·i is the i-th column of R and C·j is the j-th column of C, and this is in the same spirit

of the definition for the common factors by Zhang et al. (2023). Let Γj
·i be the i-th column of the

pj × kj matrix Γj and Λj
·i be the i-th column of the qj × rj matrix Λj . In the same vein, we further

assume that ∥∥Γj
·i
∥∥2 ≍ p1−δ1 ≍ pj, i = 1, · · · , kj and j = 1, · · · ,m,∥∥Λj

·i
∥∥2 ≍ q1−δ2 ≍ qj, i = 1, · · · , rj and j = 1, · · · , n,

(2.4)

for the cluster-specific factor loadings in Assumption 1. Note that the factor strength can be mea-

sured by the constants δ1, δ2 ∈ (0, 1] similarly defined in Lam and Yao (2012), and (2.4) indicates

that cluster-specific factors are weaker than common factors.

We use vec(·) to denote the vectorisation operator that vectoring a matrix by column. Let

gt := vec(Gt), ft := vec(Ft) and we denote the lag-(cross)-covariance matrices of the vectorized

common factors and cluster-specific factors as follows:

Σg(l) = Cov (gt+l, gt) , Σf (l) = Cov (ft+l,ft) ,

Σg,f (l) = Cov (gt+l,ft) , Σf,g(l) = Cov (ft+l, gt) ,

and we assume that all the entries of (cross)-covariance matrices above are bounded and for a pre-

determined integer l0, Σg(l) and Σf (l), l = 1, . . . , l0 are all full-ranked. There exist an identi-

fiable issue among the factors and the loading matrices as well recognized in factor models. Let

(U1,U2) be two invertible matrices of sizes k0 × k0 and r0 × r0. Then the triplets (R,Gt,C) and

(RU1,U
−1
1 GtU

−1
2 ,U2C) are equivalent under model (2.2). Similarly, (Γ,Ft,Λ) and (ΓV1,V

−1
1 Ft

V−1
2 ,V2Λ) are equivalent as long as V1 and V2 are invertible matrices. Model (2.2) is not identifi-

able, while the linear spaces spanned by the columns of R, C, Γ and Λ, denote by M(R), M(C),

M(Γ) and M(Λ), respectively, can be uniquely determined. To proceed, we decompose the loading

matrices as follows,
R = P1Q1, and C = P2Q2,

Γ = A1B1, and Λ = A2B2,

where Pi and Ai, i = 1, 2 are column orthogonal matrices, Qi and Bi, i = 1, 2 are non-singular

8



matrices, i.e., P′
1P1 = Ik0 , P′

2P2 = Ir0 , A′
1A1 = Ik and A

′
2A2 = Ir. Clearly, M(R) = M(P1),

M(C) = M(P2), M(Γ) = M(A1) and M(Λ) = M(A2). Let St = Q1GtQ
⊤
2 and Vt =

B1FtB
⊤
2 , then we obtain an alternative formulation of model (2.2) with column-orthonormal loading

matrices

Xt = P1StQ
⊤
1 +A1VtA2

⊤ + E0
t , t = 1, . . . , T.

For simplicity, Assumption 2 requires that all the loading matrices have orthonormal columns.

Assumption 2.

(i) ∥R∥max = O(p−1/2), ∥C∥max = O(q−1/2), R⊤R = Ik0 and C⊤C = Ir0;

(ii) Γ⊤
i Γi = Iki , for 1 ≤ i ≤ m, Λ⊤

j Λj = Irj , for 1 ≤ j ≤ n, ∥γi∥2 ≍ pδ1−1 for 1 ≤ i ≤ p,

∥λj∥2 ≍ qδ2−1 for 1 ≤ i ≤ q, where γ⊤
i and λ⊤

j denote the i-th row of matrix Γ and j-th row of

matrix Λ, respectively;

(iii) assume that there exists a constant c0 ∈ (0, 1) such that

∥∥RR⊤Γ
∥∥ ≤ c0,

∥∥CC⊤Λ
∥∥ ≤ c0. (2.5)

(iv) assume that neither rp (Γi) (rp (Γi))
⊤ nor rp (Λj) (rp (Λj))

⊤ for i = 1, · · · ,m, j = 1, · · · , n
can be written as a block diagonal matrix with at least two blocks, where rp (Γi) and rp (Λj) denote

any row-permutation of Γi and Λj , respectively.

Although the loading matrices R, C, Γ and Λ are still not unique under Assumption 2, the factor

loading spaces are uniquely identifiable by Model (2.2). Assumption 2.(iii) implies that the columns

of row/column local loading matrices do not fall entirely into the spaces spanned by the columns of

global row/column loading matrices, respectively. Assumption 2.(iv) ensures that the numbers of

clusters m and n are uniquely defined.

We also assume that the noises are independent of the factors and allow the dependence between

the common factors and cluster-specific factors; see Assumption 3 below. In contrast to the cases

where the latent factors capture all the dynamic dependence of Xt’s, i.e., there exist no serial depen-

dence in the noise process, weak serial dependence is allowed for the idiosyncratic noise process in

our paper, and the factors can be dynamically dependent; see Assumption 5 in Section 3.

Assumption 3. Let {Xt}, {Gt} and {Ft} be strictly stationary with finite fourth moments. As
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p, q → ∞, it holds that for l = 0, 1, · · · , l0,

∥Σg(l)∥ ≍ pq ≍ ∥Σg(l)∥min ,

∥Σf (l)∥ ≍ p1−δ1q1−δ2 ≍ ∥Σf (l)∥min ,∥∥Σg(l)
−1/2Σg,f (l)Σf (l)

−1/2
∥∥ ≤ c0 < 1,

∥∥Σf (l)
−1/2Σf,g(l)Σg(l)

−1/2
∥∥ ≤ c0 < 1,

∥Σg,f (l)∥ = O
(
p1−δ1/2q1−δ2/2

)
, ∥Σf,g(l)∥ = O

(
p1−δ1/2q1−δ2/2

)
.

Furthermore, assume that Cov (gt, e
0
s) = 0,Cov (ft, e

0
s) = 0 for any t and s, where e0

s = vec(E0
s).

In this study, our goal is to recover the latent row/column clusters simultaneously for matrix-

valued time series under Model (2.2) with both strong/global and weak/cluster-specific factors, and

the detailed procedures will be elaborated on in the following subsections. A naive way is to vec-

torize the matrices into long vectors and then cluster a large number of time series into different and

unknown clusters such that the members within each cluster share a similar dynamic structure, but

this would ignore the matrix structures and lead to both the increase of computational burden and

statistical efficiency loss, which has been well recognized in many statistical learning problems for

matrix-valued data (Liu et al., 2023; Chen and Fan, 2023; He et al., 2024b). In addition, for biclus-

tering problems, the naive vectorization method would be a disaster as the row/column variables are

mixed together and there is no guarantee that any vector clustering method would achieve separable

clustering results for row/column variables. The new matrix factor model in (2.2) not only reveals

the serial dynamics for a panel of row/column variables, but also explores the spatial correlations

among entries of the observation matrix in a parsimonious way, which provide a flexible way to

separate those latent row and column clusters from observations {Xt}1≤t≤T .

In the following, we elaborate on the detailed biclustering procedures based on Model (2.2).

Firstly, the numbers of global and cluster-specific factors are unknown and need to be estimated

in advance, which will be discussed in Section 2.1. Then we discuss the estimation of the loading

matrices of global/common factors in Section 2.2 and that of cluster-specific factors in Section 2.3.

At last, we provide the K-means algorithm based on the estimated cluster-specific loading matrices

in Section 2.4.

2.1 Estimation for the number of factors

It’s well known that accurate estimation of the numbers of factors is of great importance to do

matrix factor analysis. Firstly, we estimate the numbers of row and column common factors by an
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one-pass, eigenvalue ratio-based method. Let l be a positive integer and the j-th column of Xt be

xt,.j for j = 1, . . . , q. Define

Σx,ij(l) = Cov(xt,.i,xt+l,.j), for i, j = 1, . . . , q. (2.6)

For a pre-determined integer l0 ≥ 0, define

M0,1 =

l0∑
l=1

q∑
i=1

q∑
j=1

Σx,ij(l)Σ
⊤
x,ij(l). (2.7)

Recall the zero mean assumptions of factors and idiosyncratic component, we define the sample

version of Σx,ij(l) and M0,1 as follows

Σ̂x,ij(l) =
1

T − l

T−l∑
t=1

xt,.ix
⊤
t+l,.j, (2.8)

M̂0,1 =

l0∑
l=1

q∑
i=1

q∑
j=1

Σ̂x,ij(l)Σ̂
⊤
x,ij(l). (2.9)

Let λ̂1,1 ≥ λ̂1,2 ≥ · · · ≥ λ̂1,p ≥ 0 be the ordered eigenvalues of M̂0,1. For a pre-specified

positive integer J0 ≤ p, we define

R̂1,j = λ̂1,j/λ̂1,j+1, 1 ≤ j ≤ J0 − 1, (2.10)

then we let R̂µ̂1 and R̂µ̂2 be the two largest local maximum among R̂1,1, . . . , R̂1,J0−1. The estimators

for the numbers of row factors are then defined as

k̂0 = min{µ̂1, µ̂2}, k̂0 + k̂ = max{µ̂1, µ̂2}. (2.11)

We use the ratios of the cumulative eigenvalues in (2.10) to add together the information from

different lags. As the autocorrelation is often at its strongest at small time lags, we usually take l as

a smaller integer such as l = 1, . . . , 5 in simulations and practical applications.

Many approaches to identify the number of factors have been developed in the literature. Factor

model is in essence characterized by the presence of a large eigengap between eigenvalues of the

covariance matrix (Barigozzi et al., 2020). For instance, Wang et al. (2019); Chen and Fan (2023);

He et al. (2024a) use the ratios of the ordered eigenvalues of M̂0,1 and show that the estimated
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eigenvalue ratio will drop sharply at a certain point. However, the aforementioned methods cannot

estimate the numbers of strong and all the weaker factors for Model (2.2) in a manner of one-pass.

We handle this situation with a similar idea in Zhang et al. (2023) and obtain consistent ratio-based

estimators; see Theorem 3.5 in Section 3.

For r̂0 and r̂, they can be estimated by performing the same procedure on the transposes of Xt’s

to construct M0,2 and M̂0,2 as follows:

M0,2 =

l0∑
l=1

q∑
i=1

q∑
j=1

Σx′,ij(l)Σ
⊤
x′,ij(l), (2.12)

M̂0,2 =

l0∑
l=1

q∑
i=1

q∑
j=1

Σ̂x′,ij(l)Σ̂
⊤
x′,ij(l). (2.13)

where Σx′,ij(l) = Cov(Xt,i.,Xt+l,j.) and Σ̂x′,ij(l) =
1

T−l

∑T−l
t=1 Xt,i.X

⊤
t+l,j.. By utilizing the eigen-

value ratio of M̂0,2 to determine the local maximum R̂2,j = λ̂2,j/λ̂2,j+1, let R̂κ̂1 and R̂κ̂2 be the the

two largest local maximum among R̂2,1, . . . , R̂2,J0−1. The estimators for the numbers of strong and

weak column factors are defined as

r̂0 = min{κ̂1, κ̂2}, r̂0 + r̂ = max{κ̂1, κ̂2}. (2.14)

Remark 2.1. (i) Note that estimators in (2.11) and (2.14) are derived under the assumption that

all the cluster-specific factors in one direction are of the same factor strength.

(ii) In order to mitigate the impact of the indeterminate form "0/0", we truncate the sequence at

index J0. In practice, we choose an appropriate finite value for J0 based on the size of p and

q.

2.2 Estimation for the loading matrices of common factors

In this section, we propose a projection method to estimate the factor loading matrices corresponding

to the common factors Gt. In the following we assume that the number of common and cluster-

specific factors are given in advance, otherwise we can estimate them using the technique introduced

in Section 2.1. We first absorb the cluster-specific term into the idiosyncratic error term and then

propose a similar projection technique as Yu et al. (2022) to estimate the global loading matrices,

except that our estimation is based on auto-cross-covariances in contrast to covariance matrices in
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Yu et al. (2022). In detail, rewrite Model (2.2) as

Xt = RGtC
⊤ + Et, (2.15)

where Et = ΓFtΛ
⊤ + E0

t , then the observation matrices Xt satisfy a standard matrix factor model

(1.1) in the literature (Wang et al., 2019; Chen and Fan, 2023; He et al., 2023). We first assume that

R and C are known, and later give initial estimates of R and C. Let Zt = XtC and Wt = X⊤
t R,

that is, we project the observations onto the space spanned by the columns of C and R, i.e., M(C)

and M(R) first. Note that R and C are column-orthogonal matrices. It follows from model (2.15)

that
Zt =XtC = RGt + EtC,

Wt =X⊤
t R = CG⊤

t + E⊤
t R,

where Zt’s and Wt’s are respectively p × r0 and q × k0 matrix-valued observations, with column

dimension much lower than that of Xt and X⊤
t .

Let the j-th column of Zt (Wt) be zt,.j (wt,.j). The columns of Zt and Wt can be written in the

form of a vector factor model as:

zt,.j = RGt,.j + EtC.j := Rḡt,j + ēt,j,

wt,.i = CGt,i. + E⊤
t R.i := Cġt,i + ėt,i.

Define Σz,ij(l) = Cov(zt,.i, zt+l,.j) and Σḡ,ij(l) = Cov(ḡt,.i, ḡt+l,.j), then we can construct M1 as

follows:

M1 =

l0∑
l=1

r0∑
i=1

r0∑
j=1

Σz,ij(l)Σ
⊤
z,ij(l) ≈ R

(∑
l,i,j

Σḡ,ij(l)Σ
⊤
ḡ,ij(l)

)
R⊤, (2.16)

where l0 is a pre-determined integer and R
(∑

l,i,j Σḡ,ij(l)Σ
⊤
ḡ,ij(l)

)
R⊤ is the leading term of M1

based on Assumptions 2 and 3.

By a similar argument, we can construct Σw,ij(l) = Cov(wt,.i,wt+l,.j) and M2 as follows:

M2 =

l0∑
l=1

k0∑
i=1

k0∑
j=1

Σw,ij(l)Σ
⊤
w,ij(l) (2.17)

Assume that M1 (M2) has at least k0 (r0) distinct nonzero eigenvalues. Then, the factor loading

space M(R) (M(C)) can be estimated by the space spanned by the eigenvectors corresponding to

the k0 (r0) largest non-zero eigenvalues of M1 (M2).

One problem of the above ideal argument is that the projection matrix R and C are not available
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in practice. A natural solution is to replace them with their consistent initial estimates. Therefore,

we use the leading k0 eigenvectors of M̂0,1, which are defined in (2.9), as an initial estimator of R,

denoted as R̂0. Similarly, we construct Ĉ0 by the leading r0 eigenvectors of M̂0,2 defined in (2.13).

Finally, we construct M̂1 based on the projected data Ẑt := XtĈ
0. Define

Σ̂ẑ,ij(l) =
1

T − l

T−l∑
t=1

Ẑt,.iẐ
⊤
t+l,.j

and further construct M̂1 as

M̂1 =

l0∑
l=1

r0∑
i=1

r0∑
j=1

Σ̂ẑ,ij(l)Σ̂ẑ,ij(l)
⊤, (2.18)

then we obtain the estimator of global row loading matrix R̂, whose columns are the top k0 eigen-

vectors of M̂1. At the same time, define M̂2 in a similar way with transposes of Xt’s, i.e., let

M̂2 =

l0∑
l=1

k0∑
i=1

k0∑
j=1

Σ̂ŵ,ij(l)Σ̂
⊤
ŵ,ij(l), (2.19)

where Ŵt = X⊤
t R̂

0 and Σ̂ŵ,ij(l) = 1
T−l

∑T−l
t=1 Ŵt,.iŴ

⊤
t+l,.j . Then the global column loading

matrix C is estimated by the leading r0 eigenvectors of M̂2. For better illustration, we summarize

the procedure for estimating the global matrix factor spaces in Algorithm 1.

Algorithm 1: Estimation procedure for the global loading matrices
Input: Data matrices {Xt}t≤T , the strong factor numbers of row and column (k0, r0), a

positive integer l0.
Output: Estimation for the global loading matrices R̂ and Ĉ.

1: given data matrix Xt, for l = 1, . . . , l0, define M̂0,1 and M̂0,2 in (2.9) and (2.13), obtain the
initial estimators of global loading matrices by the leading k0 and r0 eigenvectors of M̂0,1 and
M̂0,2 respectively, denoted as R̂0 and Ĉ0;

2: project the observations to lower dimensions by letting Ẑt := XtĈ
0, Ŵt = X⊤

t R̂
0, then define

M̂1 and M̂2 as (2.18) and (2.19);
3: the estimators of global row and column loading matrices R̂ and Ĉ are finally given by the

leading k0 and r0 eigenvectors of M̂1 and M̂2, respectively.
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2.3 Estimation for the loading matrices of cluster-specific factors

In this section, we focus on estimating the loading matrices corresponding to the cluster-specific

factors. As Lam and Yao (2012) shows that weak factors in vector factor model can be more accu-

rately estimated by removing the effect of strong factors from the data, we first remove the effect of

the common factors part RGtC
⊤ from the observations before estimating Γ and Λ. To remove the

effect of the common factors, we propose to project the observation matrices onto the orthogonal

complement space of the global loading spaces. In detail, we define

Yt = (Ip −RR⊤)Xt(Iq −CC⊤) = Pc
RXtP

c
C . (2.20)

After transformation, Yt follows a standard matrix factor model (1.1), and Ft can be regarded as

common matrix factors, i.e.,

Yt = Pc
RΓFtΛ

⊤Pc
C +Pc

RE
0
tP

c
C . (2.21)

Given Yt, we can adopt a similar projection estimation method as introduced in Section 2.2 to

estimate the matrices corresponding to the cluster- specific factors. Specifically, we set Ut = YtΛ,

Ht = Y⊤
t Γ, where Ut is a p × r matrix-valued observation and Ht is a q × k matrix-valued

observation. For the i-th column of Ut and Ht, i.e., ut,.i and ht,.i, define

Σu,ij(l) = Cov(ut,.i,ut+l,.j), i, j = 1, . . . , r.

Σh,ij(l) = Cov(ht,.i,ht+l,.j), i, j = 1, . . . , k.

Similar to the definition of M1 in (2.16), we define M∗
1 as

M∗
1 =

l0∑
l=1

r∑
i=1

r∑
j=1

Σu,ij(l)Σ
⊤
u,ij(l).

We estimate the cluster-specific row loading matrix Γ by the eigenvectors corresponding to the none-

zero eigenvalues of M∗
1. Similarly, to estimate the cluster-specific column loading matrix Λ, we first

construct

M∗
2 =

l0∑
l=1

k∑
i=1

k∑
j=1

Σh,ij(l)Σ
⊤
h,ij(l)

and then calculate its eigenvectors corresponding to the leading k eigenvalues.
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The projection matrices Γ and Λ are also not available, we replace R (C) with R̂ (Ĉ) defined in

Section 2.2 to get initial estimators Γ̂0 and Λ̂0. In detail, let

Ŷt = (Ip − R̂R̂⊤)Xt(Ip − ĈĈ⊤) = Pc
R̂
XtP

c
Ĉ
,

and denote the j-th column of Ŷt as ŷt,.j and construct M̂∗
0,1 as follows

M̂∗
0,1 =

l0∑
l=1

q∑
i=1

q∑
j=1

Σ̂ŷ,ij(l)Σ̂
⊤
ŷ,ij(l), (2.22)

where Σ̂ŷ,ij(l) =
1

T−l

∑T−l
t=1 ŷt,.iŷ

⊤
t+l,.j . We prove that the leading k eigenvectors of M̂∗

0,1 lie in the

same column space of (Ip −RR⊤)Γ asymptotically under mild conditions. Therefore, we use the

leading k eigenvectors of M̂∗
0,1 as an initial estimator of (Ip −RR⊤)Γ, denoted as Γ̂0.

Similarly we apply the same procedure to the transposes of {Ŷt, t = 1, . . . , T} and construct

Σ̂ŷ′,ij(l) =
1

T−l

∑T−l
t=1 Ŷt,i.Ŷ

⊤
t+l,j. and M̂∗

0,2 as follows,

M̂∗
0,2 =

l0∑
l=1

p∑
i=1

p∑
j=1

Σ̂ŷ′,ij(l)Σ̂
⊤
ŷ′,ij(l). (2.23)

We estimate the local column loading matrix (Iq−CC⊤)Λ by Λ̂0 whose columns are the normalized

eigenvectors corresponding to the r largest eigenvalues of M̂∗
0,2. Based on the projected data Ût :=

ŶtΛ̂
0 (Ĥt := Ŷ⊤

t Γ̂
0), we further construct the sample versions of M∗

1 (M∗
2), denoted as M̂∗

1 (M̂∗
2),

where

Σ̂û,ij(l) =
1

T − l

T−l∑
t=1

(
ŶtΛ̂

0
.iΛ̂

0⊤
.j Ŷ⊤

t+l

)
, M̂∗

1 =

l0∑
l=1

q∑
i=1

q∑
j=1

Σ̂û,ij(l)Σ̂
⊤
û,ij(l).

Σ̂ĥ,ij(l) =
1

T − l

T−l∑
t=1

(
Ŷ⊤

t Γ̂
0
.iΓ̂

0⊤
.j Ŷt+l

)
, M̂∗

2 =

l0∑
l=1

p∑
i=1

p∑
j=1

Σ̂ĥ,ij(l)Σ̂
⊤
ĥ,ij

(l).

We obtain the top k (r) eigenvalues of M̂∗
1 (M̂∗

2) and denote the corresponding eigenvectors by

ζ̂1,1, . . . , ζ̂1,k (ζ̂2,1, . . . , ζ̂2,r). The estimators of the local loading matrices for the cluster-specific

factors are constructed as

Γ̂ = (ζ̂1,1, . . . , ζ̂1,k), Λ̂ = (ζ̂2,1, . . . , ζ̂2,r).
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In fact, M(R̂) and M(Ĉ) are consistent estimators for M(R) and M(C) under mild conditions,

respectively. However M(Γ̂) and M(Λ̂) are consistent estimators for M
(
(Ip −RR⊤)Γ

)
and

M
(
(Iq −CC⊤)Λ

)
, respectively, rather than estimators of M(Γ) or M(Λ), see Theorem 3.2 in

Section 3 for detailed consistency results. However, this would not bring any trouble to the biclus-

tering task for matrix-valued time series. For notation simplicity, we denote (Ip−RR⊤)Γ = PR⊥Γ

and (Ip −CC⊤)Λ = PC⊥Λ.

Finally, we summarize the procedures to estimate the loadings for cluster-specific factors in the

following Algorithm 2.

Algorithm 2: Estimation for the cluster-specific loading matrices
Input: Data matrices {Xt}t≤T , the strong factor numbers of row and column (k0, r0), the

weak factor numbers of row and column (k, r), a positive integer l0.
Output: Estimators of the cluster-specific loading matrices Γ̂ and Λ̂.

1: given data matrix Xt, for l = 1, . . . , l0, obtain the final estimators of global loading matrices R̂
and Ĉ by Algorithm 1;

2: project the data matrices to the orthogonal complement space of the global loading spaces by
defining Ŷt = Pc

R̂
XtP

c
Ĉ

;

3: given Ŷt, define M̂∗
0,1 and M̂∗

0,2 by equations (2.22) and (2.23), use the leading k (r)
eigenvectors of M̂∗

0,1 (M̂∗
0,2) as an initial estimator of (Ip −RR⊤)Γ ((Iq −CC⊤)Λ), denoted

as Γ̂0 (Λ̂0);
4: construct the projected data Ût := ŶtΛ̂

0 and Ĥt := Ŷ⊤
t Γ̂

0, further calculate M̂∗
1 and M̂∗

2

using (2.3) and (2.3);
5: the estimated local loading matrices for cluster-specific factors, denote as Γ̂ and Λ̂, are finally

given by the leading k (r) eigenvectors of M̂∗
1 and M̂∗

2 respectively.

2.4 K-means clustering algorithm

In this section, we propose a K-means algorithm to identify the hidden cluster memberships along

both the row and column dimensions of Xt. We begin with the estimation of an upper bound for the

number of clusters. Let m̂ be the number of eigenvalues of |Γ̂Γ̂⊤| that are greater than 1− log−1(T ),

where m̂ serves as an upper bound of the number of row clusters. The upper bound for the number

of column clusters, denoted by n̂, can be obtained by counting the number of eigenvalues of |Λ̂Λ̂⊤|
that are greater than 1− log−1(T ), i.e.,

m̂ =
∑
i

I
{
λi(|Γ̂Γ̂⊤|) > 1− log−1(T )

}
, n̂ =

∑
j

I
{
λj(|Λ̂Λ̂⊤|) > 1− log−1(T )

}
, (2.24)
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where I{·} is an indicator function. Although m̂ and n̂ provide the upper bounds for m and n,

respectively (see Theorem 3.3 in Section 3), our empirical experience shows that the estimators m̂

and n̂ equal the true number of clusters with high probability, see our simulation results in Table

5 and Table 6 in Section 4. In what follows, we will illustrate the intuition behind the definition

of m̂, and that of n̂ can be understood in a similar way. Note that ΓΓ⊤ is a block diagonal matrix

with m blocks and all the non-zero eigenvalues equal to 1. Therefore the dominant eigenvalue for

each of the latent m blocks in Γ̂Γ̂⊤ is greater than or at least very close to 1. Moreover, by Perron-

Frobenius’s theorem, the largest eigenvalue of |Γ̂iΓ̂
⊤
i | is strictly greater than the other eigenvalues

of |Γ̂iΓ̂
⊤
i | under Assumption 2 (iv) in Section 2. Combining with the theoretical analysis, the above

method to find the upper bound of the cluster number is feasible.

In the following, we define two similarity measure matrices, D and K based on Γ and Λ, re-

spectively. Specifically, let D = (di,j) and K = (Ki,j) be the p× p and q × q matrix with

di,j = |γ⊤
i γj|/(γ⊤

i γi · γ⊤
j γj)

1/2, 1 ≤ i, j ≤ p, (2.25)

Ki,j = |λ⊤
i λj|/(λ⊤

i λi · λ⊤
j λj)

1/2, 1 ≤ i, j ≤ q, (2.26)

and in practice, we define D̂ as

D̂ = (d̂i,j)p×p =
(
|γ̂⊤

i γ̂j|/(γ̂⊤
i γ̂i · γ̂⊤

j γ̂j)
1/2
)
, 1 ≤ i, j ≤ p, (2.27)

where γ̂⊤
i denotes the i-th row of matrix Γ̂. We obtain K̂ by performing similar steps based on Λ̂,

i.e., for the i-th row of matrix Λ̂, denote as λ̂⊤
i ,

K̂ = (K̂i,j)q×q =
(
|λ̂⊤

i λ̂j|/(λ̂⊤
i λ̂i · λ̂⊤

j λ̂j)
1/2
)
, 1 ≤ i, j ≤ q. (2.28)

We then apply K-means clustering algorithm to the rows or columns of D̂ and K̂, respectively,

forming m̂ and n̂ clusters and determining each cluster memberships simultaneously.

At last, we summarize the whole biclustering procedures for matrix-valued time series in Algo-

rithm 3, also as a conclusion of this section.

3 Asymptotic Properties

In Section 2, we propose our model setup along with its estimation details, and develop an algorithm

for biclustering. The primary objective of this section is to study the asymptotic properties of the
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Algorithm 3: Biclustering procedure for matrix-valued time series
Input: Matrix-valued time series {Xt}t≤T , a positive integer l0.
Output: Biclustering results for {Xt}t≤T including cluster numbers and each cluster

memberships.
1: Estimation for the number of factors: given data matrix Xt, for l = 1, . . . , l0, define M̂0,1

and M̂0,2 in (2.9) and (2.13), obtain the estimators (k̂0, k̂), (r̂0, r̂) by (2.11) and (2.14);
2: Estimation for the global loading matrices of common factors: obtain R̂ and Ĉ by

Algorithm 1;
3: Estimation for the loading matrices of cluster-specific factors: obtain the estimators of

local loading matrices Γ̂ and Λ̂ by Algorithm 2;
4: K-means clustering: calculate the row (column) cluster numbers m̂ (n̂) by (2.24), apply

K-means clustering algorithm to form m̂ and n̂ clusters to the rows or columns of D̂ and K̂
defined in (2.27) and (2.28) respectively.

estimators under the setting that T , p and q grow to infinity. In addition to Assumptions 1-3 given in

Section 2, the following regularity assumptions are needed to obtain the theoretical properties.

Assumption 4. We assume that the vector-valued process {gt} and {ft} both have mean 0 and we

set

(i) the process {gt} and {ft} are α-mixing with mixing coefficients satisfying the conditions

(pq)−2
∑∞

k=1 α1(k)
1−2/γ < ∞ and p−(2−2δ1)q−(2−2δ2)

∑∞
k=1 α2(k)

1−2/γ < ∞ respectively, for

some γ > 2, where

αs(k) = sup
i

sup
A∈Fsi

−∞,B∈Fs∞
i+k

|P (A ∩B)− P (A)P (B)|, s = 1, 2,

where F1j
i and F2j

i are the σ-field generated by {gt : i ≤ t ≤ j} and {ft : i ≤ t ≤ j}, re-

spectively.

(ii) 1
T

∑T−l
t=1 E |ft+l,igt,j − E (ft+l,igt,j)|2 = Op

(
p2−δ1q2−δ2T−1

)
and

1
T

∑T−l
t=1 E |gt+l,ift,j − E (gt+l,ift,j)|2 = Op

(
p2−δ1q2−δ2T−1

)
for i, j = 1, . . . , pq.

Assumption 5. Let e0
t = vec(E0

t ) = Aϵt, where A is a pq × pq constant matrix with ∥A∥
bounded by a positive constant independent of pq. Furthermore, ϵt is an MA(∞) process, i.e.,

ϵt =
∑∞

s=0 ϕsηt−s, where
∑∞

s=0 |ϕs| < ∞,ηt = (ηt,1, . . . , ηt,pq)
⊤, with ηt,i being i.i.d. across t and

i with mean 0, variance 1 and E(η4t,i) < ∞.

Assumption 4 is a standard assumption in the matrix factor model literature, see for example

Wang et al. (2019); Chen et al. (2020); Yu et al. (2022); Chen and Fan (2023). Similar as Chen
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et al. (2020) and Yu et al. (2022), we only require the factor process to satisfy the mixing condition

in Assumption 4(i). Assumption 4(ii) allows weak correlation between global (strong) and cluster-

specific (weak) factors across time, rows and columns. Assumption 5 defines a serial corelation

structure for e0
t , which is similar to the Assumption 4 in Zhang et al. (2023) for vector factor model

and relaxes the white idiosyncratic noise assumption in Wang et al. (2019).

Under Assumptions 1-5, we first derive the following two theorems in terms of estimating the

factor loading spaces. Firstly, Theorem 3.1 presents the asymptotic properties of R̂ and Ĉ under the

spectral norm.

Theorem 3.1. Under Assumptions 1-5 with T, p, q → ∞, (k0, r0) fixed and given, we have∥∥∥R̂R̂⊤ −RR⊤
∥∥∥ = Op

(
T−1/2

)
,∥∥∥ĈĈ⊤ −CC⊤

∥∥∥ = Op

(
T−1/2

)
.

(3.1)

Theorem 3.1 establishes the convergence rates of the estimated global factor loading spaces,

from which we can see that the convergence rate depends on the horizon of the observed time series.

It also shows that the estimation errors for R̂ and Ĉ are asymptotically immune to the increase of p

and q. When p and q grow, the curse of dimensionality is offset by the information brought by new

incoming series. From Theorem 3.1 we can see that the asymptotic convergence rates of the global

loading space estimators are the same as those derived for the case when there is only strong factors

discussed in Wang et al. (2019).

In the following we proceed to present the convergence rates of the estimators Γ̂ and Λ̂ in

Theorem 3.2 below.

Theorem 3.2. Under Assumptions 1-5 and the condition pδ1qδ2T− 1
2 = o (1) as T , p and q tend to

∞ while (k, r) are known and fixed, we have∥∥∥Γ̂Γ̂⊤ −PR⊥Γ

∥∥∥ = Op

(
pδ1qδ2T− 1

2

)
,∥∥∥Λ̂Λ̂⊤ −PC⊥Λ

∥∥∥ = Op

(
pδ1qδ2T− 1

2

)
.

(3.2)

Theorem 3.2 shows that the estimators Γ̂ and Λ̂ are consistent under some mild conditions.

Indeed, pδ1qδ2T−1/2 = o(1) is a scaling condition to derive the consistency of the estimators for

loading spaces in matrix factor models (Wang et al., 2019; Liu and Chen, 2022; Gao and Tsay,

2023). It shows that as long as T 1/2 increases faster than pδ1qδ2 asymptotically, Γ̂ and Λ̂ converge

to PR⊥Γ and PR⊥Γ, respectively. When δi = 0, i = 1, 2, i.e., all the factors are strong or pervasive,
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we can achieve the standard convergence rate T−1.

Equipped with Γ̂ and Λ̂, we obtain the estimators of the upper bounds for the number of clusters,

i.e., m̂ and n̂ as described in Section 2.4. The following theorem provides the theoretical guarantee

for such estimators.

Theorem 3.3. Under Assumption 1-5 and the condition pδ1qδ2 ·max{k1/2, r1/2} · log T = o(T 1/2),

we have P (m̂ ≥ m) → 1 and P (n̂ ≥ n) → 1, as T, p, q → ∞.

Theorem 3.3 shows that the probability of underestimating the cluster numbers tends to zero.

When k and r increase slowly with p, q, we need an additional condition pδ1qδ2 ·max{k1/2, r1/2} ·
log T = o(T 1/2) to obtain the consistency, which is slightly stronger than condition pδ1qδ2T−1 =

o(1) in Theorem 3.2.

In the following we assume that m and n are known and investigate the theoretical error rate

in term of clustering. Clustering along the row dimension is used for illustration here, and similar

theoretical analysis applies parallelly to column dimension. We define a set Od which consists of all

p× p matrices with m distinct rows. Let

D0 = arg min
O∈Od

∥D−O∥2F , (3.3)

where D is defined in (2.25). For any p-dimensional vector g with its elements taking integer

values ranging from 1 to m, let Od(g) = {O ∈ Od: two rows of O are the same if and only if

the corresponding two elements of g are the same}. As pointed out in Zhang et al. (2023), the m

distinct rows of D0 would be the centers of the m clusters identified by the K-means method applied

to the rows of D. As D is unknown, we identify the m clusters based on its estimator D̂ defined in

(2.27). Denote g0 as a p-dimensional vector whose first p1 elements are 1 and the next p2 elements

are 2, and so on so forth, with m being the value of the last pm elements. Note that, given the block

diagonal structure of Γ, we can conclude that D0 ∈ Od(g0).

To obtain a misclustering error that asymptotically converge to zero, we need an additional

assumption illustrated as follows, which is similar to Assumption 6 in Zhang et al. (2023). Let

K0 = argminO∈Od
∥K−O∥2F , where K is defined in (2.26).

Assumption 6. For some constant c > 0,

min
O∈Od(g)

∥D−O∥2F ≥ ∥D−D0∥2F + cτ(g)p1−δ1 ,

min
O∈Od(g̃)

∥K−O∥2F ≥ ∥K−K0∥2F + cτ(g̃)q1−δ2 ,
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τ(g) (τ(ġ)) denotes the number of misclassified components by partition g (g̃), where for any p

(q)-vector g (g̃) with its elements taking integer values ranging from 1 to m (n).

The objective of K-means clustering algorithm is to minimize the sum of distances between data

points and their assigned clusters. Data points that are nearest to a centroid are clustered together

within the same category. Assumption 6 implies that ∥D −O∥2F will increase when the number of

misplaced members of partition g becomes large, which is necessary for the K-means clustering

algorithm. Together with Assumption 6, the following theorem provides a convergence rate of the

misclustering error which characterize the performance of Algorithm 3.

Theorem 3.4. Let Assumption 1-6 hold and the number of row clusters m and column clusters n

are assumed to be known. Denoted by τ̂1 (τ̂2) the number of misclassified components in D̂ (K̂) by

the K-means clustering. Then as T, p, q → ∞,

τ̂1/p = Op(p
−δ1/2), τ̂2/q = Op(q

−δ2/2). (3.4)

Theorem 3.4 implies that the misclassification rates of the K-means method converge to zero,

which guarantees the accuracy of the clustering results.

The above analysis is based on that the number of common and cluster-specific factors k0, r0,

k and r are known in advance. In practice, both the factors and loadings are unobservable and the

numbers of factors need to be estimated, which is required as a preliminary step in order to use our

methodology. In the following, we establish the theoretical guarantee for the eigenvalue-ratio based

estimators proposed in Section 2.1. To this end, we need an additional assumption on eigenvalues.

Assumption 7. M0,1 and M0,2 have k + k0 and r + r0 distinct positive eigenvalues, respectively,

while M∗
0,1 and M∗

0,2 have k and r distinct positive eigenvalues, respectively.

Assumption 7 is standard in large factor models and has been commonly made in the related

literature. The nonzero eigenvalues of M0,1, M0,2, M∗
0,1 and M∗

0,2 are assumed to be distinct from

each other for further identifiability issue, and we refer, for example, to Wang et al. (2019); Liu and

Chen (2022); Chen and Fan (2023) for similar assumptions. With Assumption 7, in Theorem 3.5

below we establish that the one-pass estimators of the number of factors are consistent.

Theorem 3.5. Under Assumptions 1-7 with pδ1qδ2T− 1
2 = o (1), when p, q, T → ∞, we have

P
(
k̂0 = k0

)
→ 1, P

(
k̂ = k

)
→ 1, P (r̂0 = r0) → 1, and P (r̂ = r) → 1.

Theorem 3.5 specifies the asymptotic behavior for the ratios of the cumulated eigenvalues used

in estimating the numbers of factors in Section 2.1. It implies that the estimators converge to the
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true ones in probability, which provides a theoretical underpinning for the estimators in (2.11) and

(2.14).

By Theorem 3.1-3.5, we thoroughly established the theoretical guarantees of our proposed

methodology in Section 2 and in the next section we will further verify the asymptotic results by

simulation studies.

4 Simulation Studies

In this section, we evaluate the finite sample performances of Algorithm 1-3, using synthetic simu-

lated data. For all settings, the reported results are based on 500 replications and l = 1, . . . , 5.

We begin with describing the generation mechanism of the observed data matrices according to

model (2.2). In detail, the elements of the matrices R, C, Γi, and Λj are independently sampled

from a uniform distribution U(−1, 1), with i = 1, . . . ,m and j = 1, . . . , n. The sequences {gt}
and {ft} are assumed to follow independent first-order autoregressive (AR(1)) and moving average

(MA(1)) processes, respectively, with Gaussian innovations. Similarly, the components of the noise

vector e0
t are modeled as independent MA(1) processes with Gaussian innovations distributed as

N(0, 0.25). The autoregressive and moving average coefficients are randomly drawn from the union

of two disjoint intervals, U(−0.95,−0.4) ∪ (0.4, 0.95), ensuring sufficient variability while avoid-

ing near-unit-root behavior. Furthermore, the standard deviations of the components of gt and ft are

independently sampled from the uniform distribution U(1, 2). These settings are designed to thor-

oughly evaluate the robustness and effectiveness of our proposed method under diverse stochastic

structures.

In order to evaluate the method we proposed, we set different values for T , p, and q so as to

verify the asymptotic properties established in Section 3. We consider the following two scenarios:

Scenario I: T = 400, m = 3 and n = 3, Scenario II: T = 500, m = 5 and n = 4, with

k0 = k1 = · · · = km = 3, p1 = · · · = pm, r0 = r1 = · · · = rn = 2, q1 = · · · = qn, hence

k = m · k0, r = n · r0, p = m · p1 and q = n · q1. In Section 4.1, we first evaluate the finite sample

performance of the one-pass estimators for the numbers of factors proposed in Section 2.1. Then we

evaluate the finite sample performance of the estimators for the common and cluster-specific loading

matrices in Section 4.2. At last, we evaluate the biclustering accuracy in Section 4.3.
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Table 1: The relative frequencies of k̂0 = k0, k̂0 + r̂0 = k0 + r0, k̂ = k and
k̂ + r̂ = k + r for Scenario I with 500 replications.

Factor number results l0

(p1, q1)

(10, 10) (10, 15) (20, 20) (25, 20)

k̂0 = k0 1 .678 .680 .862 .854
2 .622 .612 .830 .822
3 .598 .608 .760 .786
4 .532 .542 .718 .722
5 .502 .554 .670 .690

k̂0 + r̂0 = k0 + r0 1 .888 .878 1 1
2 .810 .856 .998 1
3 .858 .866 .996 1
4 .800 .818 1 1
5 .848 .848 .998 1

k̂ = k 1 .886 .992 .940 .954
2 .902 .906 .916 .960
3 .862 .910 .940 .906
4 .826 .866 .920 .910
5 .818 .872 .930 .856

k̂ + r̂ = k + r 1 .980 1 1 1
2 .982 1 1 1
3 .990 1 1 1
4 .986 1 1 1
5 .984 1 1 1

4.1 Estimation of the numbers of factors

Accurate estimation of the number of factors plays a pivotal role in the estimation of matrix factor

model and subsequent clustering analysis. We study the empirical performance of the proposed

estimators for the factor numbers defined in (2.11) and (2.14). Table 1 and Table 2 present the

frequencies of exact estimation over 500 replications under Scenario I and Scenario II, from which

we can conclude that our proposed methodology, based on R̂i,j, i = 1, 2 defined in Section 2.1, can

determine the numbers of both strong and weak factors and is not sensitive to the choice of l0. As

the sample size T or dimension size (p, q) increases, the frequencies that k̂0 = k0, k̂0+ r̂0 = k0+ r0,

k̂ = k and k̂ + r̂ = k + r tends to 1 as well, which also matches our theoretical results.
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Table 2: The relative frequencies of k̂0 = k0, k̂0 + r̂0 = k0 + r0, k̂ = k and
k̂ + r̂ = k + r for Scenario II with 500 replications.

Factor number results l0

(p1, q1)

(10, 10) (10, 15) (20, 20) (25, 20)

k̂0 = k0 1 .794 .818 .902 .904
2 .734 .750 .900 .858
3 .698 .750 .822 .876
4 .666 .712 .788 .810
5 .622 .686 .780 .796

k̂0 + r̂0 = k0 + r0 1 .806 .842 1 1
2 .772 .762 .992 1
3 .768 .810 .998 1
4 .760 .810 .998 1
5 .770 .764 1 1

k̂ = k 1 .976 .974 .962 .964
2 .974 .954 .948 .956
3 .938 .962 .942 .942
4 .916 .942 .910 .908
5 .894 .932 .906 .906

k̂ + r̂ = k + r 1 .998 1 1 1
2 .994 .998 1 1
3 .992 1 1 1
4 .990 1 1 1
5 .990 1 1 1

4.2 Estimation of the factor loading spaces

In this section, we study the estimation accuracy of the estimators for loading matrices and report

the estimation errors for the factor loading spaces in Table 3-4. We adopt a measure to quantify

the distance of two linear spaces as in Wang et al. (2019); Yu et al. (2022); Chen and Fan (2023);

He et al. (2024a). Let Si, i = 1, 2 be full-rank matrices in Rp×qi . Let Oi be the matrix whose

columns form an orthonormal basis of M(Si) for i = 1, 2, then the distance between column spaces

of M(S1) and M(S2) can be measured by

D (S1,S2) =

(
1− 1

min{q1, q2}
tr(O1O

⊤
1 O2O

⊤
2 )

)1/2

. (4.1)

It can be inferred that D (S1,S2) is a measure that ranges between 0 and 1. The value of D (S1,S2)

equals 0 if M(S1) ⊆ M(S2) or M(S2) ⊆ M(S1), and 1 if and only if M(S1) ⊥ M(S2).

Detailed estimation errors are presented in Table 3 and Table 4 which contain the means and stan-
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dard deviations (in parentheses) of D(R̂,R), D(Ĉ,C), D
(
Γ̂, (Ip −RR⊤) · Γ

)
and D

(
Λ̂, (Ip −CC⊤) ·Λ

)
from Algorithm 3 over 500 replications. In the following simulations the numbers of factors are

given as priori. As shown in Table 3 and Table 4, the estimation errors (also the standard errors)

tend to decrease as T increases, as well as (p, q) increases, though less pronounced. It can also be

concluded that the proposed estimation method for the loading spaces is not sensitive to the choice

of time lag l0.

Table 3: Averaged estimation errors and standard errors (in paren-
theses) of D

(
R̂,R

)
, D

(
Ĉ,C

)
, D

(
Γ̂, (Ip −RR⊤) · Γ

)
and

D
(
Λ̂, (Ip −CC⊤) ·Λ

)
for Scenario I with 500 replications. Both

the row factor numbers and column factor numbers are assumed to be
known.

Estimation errors l0

(p1, q1)

(10, 10) (10, 15) (20, 20) (25, 20)

D
(
R̂,R

)
1 .031(.011) .025(.008) .031(.009) .021(.007)
2 .032(.011) .026(.009) .031(.010) .022(.007)
3 .033(.011) .027(.009) .033(.011) .023(.007)
4 .034(.012) .027(.009) .034(.011) .023(.007)
5 .035(.012) .028(.013) .034(.011) .024(.007)

D
(
Ĉ,C

)
1 .024(.008) .025(.007) .024(.007) .015(.005)
2 .025(.009) .026(.008) .025(.007) .015(.005)
3 .026(.009) .026(.008) .026(.008) .016(.005)
4 .027(.009) .026(.008) .027(.009) .016(.005)
5 .027(.011) .027(.012) .027(.009) .017(.005)

D
(
Γ̂, (Ip −RR⊤) · Γ

)
1 .039(.007) .031(.005) .032(.004) .024(.002)
2 .036(.007) .029(.005) .030(.004) .023(.003)
3 .034(.006) .028(.005) .029(.004) .022(.003)
4 .033(.006) .027(.004) .028(.005) .021(.003)
5 .033(.006) .026(.006) .028(.005) .022(.003)

D
(
Λ̂, (Ip −CC⊤) ·Λ

)
1 .030(.005) .029(.003) .025(.003) .017(.002)
2 .029(.004) .028(.004) .024(.003) .016(.002)
3 .027(.004) .026(.003) .023(.003) .016(.002)
4 .026(.005) .026(.004) .023(.004) .015(.002)
5 .026(.005) .025(.006) .022(.004) .015(.002)
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Table 4: Averaged estimation errors and standard errors (in paren-
theses) of D

(
R̂,R

)
, D

(
Ĉ,C

)
, D

(
Γ̂, (Ip −RR⊤) · Γ

)
and

D
(
Λ̂, (Ip −CC⊤) ·Λ

)
for Scenario II with 500 replications. Both

the row factor numbers and column factor numbers are assumed to be
known.

Estimation errors l0

(p1, q1)

(10, 10) (10, 15) (20, 20) (25, 20)

D
(
R̂,R

)
1 .026(.007) .021(.006) .026(.006) .018(.005)
2 .026(.007) .022(.006) .027(.007) .027(.007)
3 .028(.007) .023(.006) .028(.007) .028(.007)
4 .028(.007) .023(.006) .028(.007) .029(.007)
5 .029(.007) .023(.006) .029(.007) .029(.008)

D
(
Ĉ,C

)
1 .018(.005) .018(.005) .018(.005) .011(.003)
2 .018(.005) .018(.005) .018(.005) .017(.005)
3 .020(.005) .019(.005) .020(.005) .017(.005)
4 .020(.005) .020(.005) .019(.005) .018(.005)
5 .020(.005) .020(.005) .020(.005) .018(.005)

D
(
Γ̂, (Ip −RR⊤) · Γ

)
1 .034(.004) .027(.003) .027(.002) .021(.001)
2 .031(.004) .025(.003) .025(.002) .025(.002)
3 .029(.003) .023(.003) .024(.002) .024(.002)
4 .027(.003) .022(.002) .023(.002) .023(.002)
5 .026(.003) .021(.002) .021(.002) .023(.002)

D
(
Λ̂, (Ip −CC⊤) ·Λ

)
1 .023(.002) .021(.002) .018(.001) .013(.001)
2 .020(.002) .020(.002) .017(.002) .015(.001)
3 .019(.002) .018(.002) .016(.002) .014(.002)
4 .018(.002) .018(.002) .016(.002) .014(.002)
5 .018(.002) .017(.002) .015(.002) .014(.002)

4.3 Clustering accuracy

In this section, we present the results for the estimated number of clusters and clustering accuracy

based on 500 replications, given the numbers of factors r0, r, k0, and k. Recall the K-means

clustering algorithm in Section 2.4, where m̂ and n̂ are the estimated upper bounds for m and n,

respectively. Given ki = 3 and rj = 2 for i = 0, 1, . . . ,m and j = 0, 1, . . . , n, it is worth noting

that m̂ = m and n̂ = n almost always hold in our simulations (see Table 5 and Table 6). The

m̂ clusters with detailed cluster memberships are then obtained by applying K-means clustering

algorithm to the rows of D̂. Similarly, the rows of K̂ are divided into n̂ clusters using the same

K-means clustering algorithm. We calculate the number of correctly clustered elements and only
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Table 5: The means and standard deviations (in parentheses) of the estimated
cluster number and cluster accuracy for Scenario I with 500 replications,
where the numbers of factors r0, r, k0 and k are known.

Clustering results l0

(p1, q1)

(10, 10) (10, 15) (20, 20) (25, 20)
m̂ 1 3.044(.224) 3.064(.261) 3(0) 3(0)

2 3.062(.250) 3.042(.211) 3(0) 3(0)
3 3.056(.247) 3.056(.239) 3.002(.045) 3(0)
4 3.058(.242) 3.070(.263) 3(0) 3(0)
5 3.054(.226) 3.050(.227) 3(0) 3(0)

n̂ 1 2.970(.203) 3(0) 3(0) 3(0)
2 2.964(.216) 3(0) 3(0) 3(0)
3 2.950(.244) 3(0) 3.002(.045) 3(0)
4 2.972(.208) 2.998(.045) 3(0) 3(0)
5 2.950(.244) 2.998(.045) 3(0) 3(0)

clusteracc−m 1 .955(.079) .951(.086) .998(.006) .998(.005)
2 .953(.079) .957(.077) .997(.007) .998(.005)
3 .956(.071) .952(.084) .998(.009) .998(.005)
4 .951(.081) .952(.081) .997(.009) .998(.005)
5 .959(.068) .953(.078) .997(.007) .998(.005)

clusteracc− n 1 .964(.056) .984(.023) .991(.015) .990(.016)
2 .963(.052) .984(.027) .991(.014) .992(.014)
3 .967(.051) .984(.026) .990(.017) .989(.020)
4 .964(.056) .984(.024) .990(.019) .989(.015)
5 .962(.056) .985(.027) .989(.016) .990(.016)

report the simulation results for m̂ = m and n̂ = n. Table 5 and Table 6 report the means and

standard deviations of the correct specified rates across 500 replications, which clearly demonstrate

that our biclustering method identifies the latent row/column clusters with a high degree of accuracy

and the proportion of exact specification by K-means algorithm goes toward one as the dimension

size (p, q) grows.

5 Real Data Analysis: Multinational Macroeconomic Indices

5.1 Data Description and Prepocessing

In this section, we apply our biclustring procedure to a multi-national macroeconomic indices dataset

which is also ever studied in Yu et al. (2022) and Chen and Fan (2023). The dataset is collected from

Organizationfor Economic Co-operation and Development (OECD). It contains 10 macroeconomic
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Table 6: The means and standard deviations (in parentheses) of the estimated
cluster number and cluster accuracy for Scenario II with 500 replications,
where the numbers of factors r0, r, k0 and k given.

Cluster results l0

(p1, q1)

(10, 10) (10, 15) (20, 20) (25, 20)
m̂ 1 5.160(.388) 5.140(.359) 5(0) 5(0)

2 5.144(.357) 5.146(.359) 5(0) 5(0)
3 5.154(.372) 5.152(.365) 5(0) 5(0)
4 5.180(.395) 5.144(.357) 5.006(.077) 5(0)
5 5.154(.367) 5.112(.316) 5(0) 5(0)

n̂ 1 4.008(.126) 4(0) 4(0) 4(0)
2 4.008(.109) 4(0) 4(0) 4.002(.045)
3 4.006(.077) 4(0) 4(0) 4(0)
4 3.996(.110) 4(0) 4(0) 4(0)
5 4.006(.134) 4(0) 4(0) 4.002(.045)

clusteracc−m 1 .975(.053) .979(.046) .999(.004) .999(.002)
2 .981(.043) .981(.043) .999(.003) .999(.002)
3 .978(.049) .978(,053) .999(.003) .999(.002)
4 .976(.049) .981(.045) .999(.007) 1(0)
5 .981(.038) .985(.037) .999(.005) .999(.002)

clusteracc− n 1 .978(.036) .991(.014) .993(.010) .994(.010)
2 .978(.035) .990(.018) .993(.012) .994(.012)
3 .980(.035) .991(.015) .993(.012) .994(.012)
4 .980(.035) .984(.018) .994(.008) .993(.011)
5 .977(.041) .990(.016) .993(.011) .993(.010)

indices across 8 countries over 130 quarters from 1988-Q1 to 2020-Q2. As shown in Section 1,

the countries, which include the United States, the United Kingdom, Canada, France, Germany,

Norway, Australia and New Zealand, can be roughly characterized as European, North American

and Oceanian factors, following their geographical partitions by common sense. The indices can

be roughly divided into 4 major clusters, namely Consumer Price, Interest Rate, Production, and

International Trade by common sense. In the following we begin to analyze the 8 × 10 matrix-

valued time series and investigate whether our unsupervised biclustering method would result in the

same clusters as from common sense.

We first use a similar logarithmic transformation and differencing operations as in Chen and

Fan (2023). We further standardize each of the transformed series to avoid the effects of non-

zero mean or diversified variances. By implementing the proposed method, we accomplish various

empirical objectives, including the estimation of factor models, the unsupervised biclustering and

a rolling validation prediction. Subsequent sections showcase the detailed results for this multi-
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national macroeconomic indices dataset.

5.2 The numbers of factors and row/column clusters

Following the procedures in Algorithm 3, the first step is to determine the numbers of row and

column factors. In this empirical study we fixed l0 = 5, as the simulation results show that our

procedure is not sensitive to the choice of l0. Figure 2 illustrates the eigenvalue-ratios R̂i,j, i = 1, 2

calculated according to (2.10) and (2.14). Specifically, it shows that R̂1,1 is much larger than all the

others for row factors. By (2.11), we choose k̂0 = 1 and k̂0 + k̂ = 4 which is reasonable. Figure

2 also plots the estimated number of strong and weak column factors, and it indicates that R̂2,j are

the 1st and the 2nd largest local maximum value with j = 6 and j = 2 respectively. Hence we take

r̂0 = 2 and r̂0 + r̂ = 6. By Figure 2, it suggests that there are 4 weak column factors.

Figure 2: Plot of the R̂1,j (blue) and R̂2,j (red) to estimate the numbers of
strong and weak factors, the points marked on lines are the locations where
local maximum values occur.

Following the procedures in Algorithm 3, we then obtain the estimators Γ̂ and Λ̂, and perform

the K-means clustering algorithm for the rows of matrix D̂ and K̂ defined in (2.27) and (2.28),

respectively. By Figure 3 which plots the eigenvalues of
∣∣∣Γ̂Γ̂⊤

∣∣∣ and
∣∣∣Λ̂Λ̂⊤

∣∣∣, we obtain the estimators

of the number of row/column clusters as m̂ = 2 and n̂ = 2. However, taking into the clusters by

common sense as comparison, we also consider m̂ = 3 and n̂ = 3, 4 in the subsequent analysis.

5.3 Clustering results

We analyze the biclustering results in this section. We mainly focus on the clustering results along

the column direction, i.e, the macroeconomic indices, which is of greater interest for this real dataset.
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Figure 3: The i-th largest eigenvalues of
∣∣∣Γ̂Γ̂⊤

∣∣∣ (left) and the j-th largest

eigenvalues of
∣∣∣Λ̂Λ̂⊤

∣∣∣ (right) when k̂0 = 1, k̂0+k̂ = 4, r̂0 = 2 and r̂0+r̂ = 6,

the red line is 1− log−1 T .

To present the identified n̂ clusters, we define a 4 × n̂ matrix with n̂ij/n̂i as its (i, j)-th element,

where n̂i is the number of the indices in the i-th sector, and n̂ij is the number of the indices in the

i-th cluster which are allocated in the j-th cluster. Thus n̂ij/n̂i ∈ [0, 1] and
∑

j n̂ij/n̂i = 1. The

heat-maps of this 4× n̂ matrix for n̂ = 2, 3, 4 are presented in Figure 4. For n̂ = 2, Cluster 1 mainly

contains the indicator in Interest Rate and Cluster 2 mainly contains the indices in Consumer Price

and Production. When n̂ increases to 3, the most obvious change is that the indicator International

Trade is merged into the second category. When we choose n̂ = 4, Cluster 1 still mainly contains

the indicator in Interest Rate, Cluster 2 consists of International Trade, Cluster 3 and Cluster 4

contain the indices in Consumer Price and Production, respectively. When n̂ is increased from 2 to

4, Interest Rate indices are always clustered into a single group. Additionally, there is always an

indicator in both Consumer Price and Production that is categorized with the Interest Rate.

5.4 Rolling validation

In this section, we use a rolling validation procedure similar as in Yu et al. (2022) to further compare

the performances of our proposed method with those of the existing state-of-the-art competitors

including:

• Auto-Cross-Correlation Estimation (ACCE) method: for matrix factor model (1.1), esti-

mate the dynamic signal part of Xt by the method in Wang et al. (2019);

• α-PCA method: for matrix factor model (1.1), use an estimation method proposed by Chen
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Figure 4: Heat-maps of the distributions of the indices in each of the
4 groups (corresponding to 4 rows) over n̂ clusters (corresponding to n̂
columns), with n̂ = 2, 3 and 4.

and Fan (2023) to estimate R, C and Ft with parameter α = 0;

• Projected Estimation (PE) method: for matrix factor model (1.1), obtain the estimators of

loading matrices R, C and factor matrix Ft by the Algorithm 1 in Yu et al. (2022).

In view of the small sample size in this example, for each quarter t from 2008-Q1 to 2020-Q2,

we repeatedly use the observations before t to estimate the matrix- factor model. The estimated

loadings are then used to calculate the mean squared error at time point t. Specifically, let Xt and

X̂t be the observed and estimated matrix-valued time series in the t-th quarter, and define

MSE =
1

T × p× q

T∑
t=1

∥∥∥X̂t −Xt

∥∥∥2
F
, where T = 130, p = 8, q = 10. (5.1)

We try different factor numbers in a range of reasonable values and report the corresponding aver-

aged MSE in Table 7.

From Table 7, we can conclude that the mean squared error for the ACCE method is the largest,

the α-PCA and PE method in Chen and Fan (2023) and Yu et al. (2022) are comparable but both

are inferior to our method in most cases. In contrast to the matrix factor model in (1.1), our new

model (2.2) takes into account the influence of both strong and weak factors, and the effect of

the incorporation of the cluster-specific factors is further reflected by the different performance of

various methods in terms of MSE. It is clear that the estimation accuracy is further improved by

incorporating additional weak factors information extracted from the error terms. Indeed, weak

factors may contribute less to the explanatory power of the model, but the presence of weak factors

would increase the complexity of the model, and in this real analysis further enhances the estimation

accuracy.
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Table 7: The averaged MSE defined in (5.1) by different methods.

k0 k r0 r
MSE

ACCE α-PCA (α = 0) PE Our method
1 1 2 2 0.994 0.956 0.952 0.930
1 1 3 3 0.994 0.956 0.952 0.875
1 1 4 4 0.994 0.956 0.952 0.795
2 2 2 2 0.827 0.727 0.749 0.820
2 2 3 3 0.827 0.727 0.749 0.762
2 2 4 4 0.827 0.727 0.749 0.713
3 3 2 2 0.645 0.604 0.594 0.629
3 3 3 3 0.645 0.604 0.594 0.590
3 3 4 4 0.645 0.604 0.594 0.543

6 Conclusion

In this study, we developed a novel unsupervised learning methodology for biclustering high di-

mensional matrix-valued time series, grounded in a latent two-way factor structure. Each cluster is

characterized by its unique row- and column-specific factors, in addition to shared matrix factors

that influence all matrix time series. The proposed approach accounts for the dynamic dependence

of the factors, and a two-step projection estimation procedure is proposed for the entirely new factor

model with both strong/common and weak/cluster-specific factors. We rigorously established the

asymptotic properties for the estimators of loading matrices. Moreover, a eigenvalue-ratio based

method is introduced to determine the numbers of factors, and we demonstrate the consistency of

the estimators with explicit convergence rates for the common factors, cluster-specific factors, and

latent clusters. Numerical illustration with both simulated data as well as a real data example is

reported to demonstrate the empirical usefulness and effectiveness of our proposed method.

Future research directions include extending the proposed framework to multi-mode clustering

for tensor-valued time series, which is more challenging and warrants further investigation.
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