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Abstract

Matrix-valued time series data are frequently observed in a broad range of areas
and have attracted great attention recently. In this work, we model network effects for
high dimensional matrix-valued time series data in a matrix autoregression framework.
To characterize the potential heterogeneity of the subjects and handle the high dimen-
sionality simultaneously, we assume that each subject has a latent group label, which
enables us to cluster the subject into the corresponding row and column groups. We
propose a group matrix network autoregression (GMNAR) model, which assumes that
the subjects in the same group share the same set of model parameters. To estimate
the model, we develop an iterative algorithm. Theoretically, we show that the group-
wise parameters and group memberships can be consistently estimated when the group
numbers are correctly or possibly over-specified. An information criterion for group
number estimation is also provided to consistently select the group numbers. Lastly,
we implement the method on a Yelp dataset to illustrate the usefulness of the method.

KEY WORDS: Latent group; Matrix-valued time series; Network data; Vector au-
toregression.
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1 Introduction

High dimensional matrix-valued time series data are widely collected and analyzed in a

variety of scientific studies, including economics, finance, computer vision, and many others

(Walden and Serroukh, 2002; Leng and Tang, 2012; Zhou, 2014; Wang et al., 2019; Chen

et al., 2019; Chen and Fan, 2021; Chang et al., 2021). For instance, the dynamic import-

export volumes among countries naturally constitute a matrix-valued time series data, where

each matrix at one time point refers to a directed international trading network (Chen and

Chen, 2019). The dynamic visiting and reviewing behaviors of users on specific items (e.g.,

movies, restaurants) also constitute matrix-valued time series, where each matrix represents

the user scores on corresponding items (Mao et al., 2021). Another example is the time-

varying 2-D gray-scale images, which also form a matrix-valued time series, with each image

at one time point represented as a matrix (Chen and Fan, 2021). Considering the wide

applications of matrix-valued data, it is important to study the dynamic patterns of the

matrix-valued time series.

A straightforward way to analyze matrix data is to “flatten” it into vectors or to consider

only individual row or column vectors of a matrix. However, this will destroy the intrinsic

multidimensional structure and lacks a comprehensive interpretation as noted by several

recent studies (Zhou and Li, 2014; Wang et al., 2019; Chen et al., 2019, 2021). To deal

with matrix-valued time series data, two main approaches are taken in the literature. The

first is using factor models for matrix data. This approach extends the one-dimensional

factor to a two-dimensional matrix form, and it reveals the intrinsic low-rank structure of

the high dimensional matrix data. For example, Chen and Chen (2019) used the matrix

factor model proposed by Wang et al. (2019) to model the dynamics in trading policies and

international trading trend patterns. Chen and Fan (2021) investigated the estimation and

inference problem of the factor model using a PCA type method, which can recover the low

rank structure and integrate the mean and covariance information. The second approach

is using matrix autoregression model, which extends the vector autoregression model to the
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matrix form. For instance, Chen et al. (2021) introduced a matrix autoregression model with

a bilinear form and significantly reduced the number of parameters compared to using the

vector model approaches. Hsu et al. (2021) proposed a structured autoregressive model for

matrix-valued time series, which incorporates the spatial structure and reduces the dimension

to control the estimation variability. Chang et al. (2021) and Wang et al. (2021a,b) employed

the tensor decomposition technique to deal with matrix and tensor-valued time series data.

Despite of the achievements of these approaches, there are several issues still remaining to

be solved. First, although the matrix autoregression model is able to reduce the parameters

numbers compared to the vector model approach, it still needs to estimate O(N2) parameters

for an N × N matrix-valued time series. Consequently, the model performance can be

unstable especially when N is large but the time length is limited. Second, although the

factor model is able to capture the low-rank structure of the matrix-valued time series, it fails

to incorporate valuable observed dependence structure among the units, such as the network

structure. Motivated by the above facts, we propose a matrix network autoregression model

with a two-way group structure. First, suppose we can collect the network structure among

the rows and columns of the matrix. Then we incorporate the valuable network information

into the matrix autoregression model to reduce the model parameters. This extends the

approach of network vector autoregression model by Zhu et al. (2017) to the matrix data

case. Second, it is remarkable that the nodal heterogeneity widely exists in practice (Ke

et al., 2015). For instance, the houses in Beijing with different building constructions may

have varying price levels (Huang et al., 2023). To characterize the heterogeneity of the model

parameters, we take the approach of the group panel data models (Ke et al., 2015; Su et al.,

2016; Ando and Bai, 2016; Guðmundsson and Brownlees, 2021) to assume a two-way group

structure for the autoregression coefficients.

Recently, the group panel data model has received great attention. Its key assumption

is that individuals from the same group share the same set of regression coefficients. For

example, Bonhomme and Manresa (2015) and Bester and Hansen (2016) considered the
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panel model with grouped time-varying effects and individual fixed effects, respectively.

Ando and Bai (2016) proposed a linear panel data model with grouped factor structure.

To estimate the coefficients with group structure, a Classifier Lasso (C-Lasso) estimation

procedure was constructed to simultaneously identify the groups and estimate the parameters

by Su et al. (2016), and further extended to more complex model forms (Su and Ju, 2018; Su

et al., 2019). The estimation and inference of group panel model with over-specified group

number was investigated by Liu et al. (2020). Zhu and Pan (2020) also proposed a grouped

network autoregression model, which incorporates the network structure into the group panel

data setting. However, to our best knowledge, the current group panel data literature only

considers vector-valued time series data, hence they cannot be directly used in modeling the

matrix-valued time series data. In addition, the theoretical analysis is challenging since the

row and column group structures may interact with each other.

The main contribution of our work can be summarized as follows. First, we propose a

highly interpretable network autoregression model for the high dimensional matrix-valued

time series data. Second, to circumvent the high dimensionality, we impose a two-way group

structure on the model coefficients to capture the potential heterogeneity. Third, theoreti-

cally, we establish the estimation consistency for both model parameters and two-way group

memberships when the numbers of groups are correctly or over-specified. Fourth, a group

selection criterion is devised to consistently choose the true group numbers. The asymp-

totic normality is established when the group numbers are correctly specified for statistical

inference.

The rest of the article is organized as follows. In Section 2, we introduce the notations

used throughout the paper, and propose the group matrix network autoregression model.

Section 3 provides the model estimation procedure, as well as the group number selection

method. The theoretical properties of parameter estimation, group memberships estima-

tion and the number of groups estimation are given in Section 4. A number of simulation

experiments are designed in Section 5 to demonstrate the finite sample performance of our
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proposed method, followed by an application on the Yelp dataset in Section 6. Some con-

cluding remarks are given in Section 7. All technique details and proofs are provided in the

supplementary materials.

2 Model and Notations

Let Yt = (Yijt) ∈ RN1×N2 be a matrix-valued time series collected from two sets of

subjects, namely, N1 row subjects and N2 column subjects. For instance, Yijt can be the

number of visits paid by the ith user to the jth location at the tth time, or it can be the

sales amount of the ith merchandise sold in the jth store at the tth time.

For each set of subjects, we can collect a corresponding network structure. Specifically, to

characterize the network structures of row and column subjects, we employ a row adjacency

matrix A1 = (a1ij) ∈ RN1×N1 and a column adjacency matrix A2 = (a2ij) ∈ RN2×N2 respec-

tively. For instance, A1 may characterize the social network relationship among the users,

with a1ij = 1 implying the ith user following the jth user, and a1ij = 0 otherwise. Similarly,

A2 may reflect the spatial adjacency relationships among the locations, where a2ij = 1 in-

dicates the ith location is a spatial neighbour to the jth location, and a2ij = 0 otherwise.

Following the convention we set a1ii = 0 for 1 ≤ i ≤ N1 and a2jj = 0 for 1 ≤ j ≤ N2. Further

define W1 = (a1ij/n1i) and W2 = (a2ij/n2j) as the row and column-normalized adjacency

matrices of A1 and A2 respectively, where n1i =
∑N1

j=1 a1ij and n2j =
∑N2

i=1 a2ij.

We consider modeling the dynamics of Yt with group structures on both row and column

subjects. Assume there are a total of G row groups and H column groups. For the ith row

subject, we denote its membership as gi (1 ≤ gi ≤ G), and for the jth column subject, we

denote its membership as hj (1 ≤ hj ≤ H). At the tth time, to model the response Yijt, we

take into account the exogenous covariate vector associated with the ith row subject, i.e.,

xit ∈ Rp1 , and the jth column subject, i.e., zjt ∈ Rp2 respectively. Thus, given the group

membership information gi and hj, we propose the following network autoregression model
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with a two-way group structure

Yijt = λgi

N1∑
k=1

w1ikYkj(t−1) + γhj

N2∑
k=1

Yik(t−1)w2kj + αgihjYij(t−1) + x>itζgi + z>jtδhj + εijt, (2.1)

where εijt is i.i.d white noise with E(εijt) = 0 and var(εijt) = σ2. Namely, εijt is independent

of each other for different (i, j, t) and εijt is independent of Y·j(t−1) = (Yij(t−1) : i ∈ [N1])>,

Yi·(t−1) = (Yij(t−1) : j ∈ [N2]), xit, and zjt. Note that we allow the model parame-

ters λgi , γhj , αgihj , ζgi , δhj to be group specific. Here, λgi and γhj quantify the row and

column network effects, αgihj denotes the (i, j) observation’s self-driven time effect, and

ζgi ∈ Rp1 , δhj ∈ Rp2 are respectively the row and column covariate effects. For identification,

we require that
∑

g ζg,1 = 0 when we include both intercepts in xit and zit, where ζgi,1 (the

first element of ζgi) is the intercept for xit.

We refer to the model (2.1) as a group matrix network autoregression (GMNAR) model.

Given g1, . . . , gN1 , h1, . . . , hN2 , the GMNAR model can be expressed using a matrix form as

Yt = LW1Yt−1 + Yt−1W2G + A ◦Yt−1 + βX,t1
>
N2

+ 1N1β
>
Z,t + Et, (2.2)

where L = diag(λgi : 1 ≤ i ≤ N1) ∈ RN1×N1 , G = diag(γhj : 1 ≤ j ≤ N2) ∈ RN2×N2 ,

A = (αgihj : 1 ≤ i ≤ N1, 1 ≤ j ≤ N2) ∈ RN1×N2 , βX,t = (x>itζgi : 1 ≤ i ≤ N1)> ∈ RN1 ,

βZ,t = (z>jtδhj : 1 ≤ j ≤ N2)> ∈ RN2 , and Et = (εijt) ∈ RN1×N2 . Here we use A◦B to denote

the hadamard product between matrices A and B.

The GMNAR model strikes a balance of model flexibility and simplicity. On one hand,

by clustering the parameters in row and column groups, we are able to share common

information and to reduce the model complexity. On the other hand, we allow the row and

column network effects (λgi and γhj) to depend on their group memberships to keep the

model parsimonious while flexible in practice. In addition, we allow the time dependence of

an observation with its own past (relation between Yijt and Yij(t−1)) to be row and column

group specific. In an extreme case when G = H = 1, we end up with a simple matrix
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autoregression model with homogenous model parameters. As another extreme case, when

G = N1 and H = N2, then the GMNAR model reduces to an individual specific model

reflecting great heterogeneity among the subjects.

Throughout the paper, we use the following notations. Denote [n] = {1, 2, · · · , n} for

an integer n. For a matrix M = (mij) ∈ Rn1×n2 , let Mi· be the ith row vector and M·j

as the jth column vector of M. In addition, let M(C,·) = (mij : i ∈ C, j ∈ [n2]) and

M(·,C) = (mij : i ∈ [n1], j ∈ C), where C is an index set. Denote A ◦ B ∈ Rn1×n2 as the

Hadamard product between matrices A ∈ Rn1×n2 and B ∈ Rn1×n2 . For a symmetric matrix

M, define λmin(M) and λmax(M) as the corresponding smallest and largest eigenvalues. For

a vector, matrix, or tensor M, let ‖M‖max denote its largest absolute entry. For a vector

v = (vj : j ∈ [p])> ∈ Rp, let ‖v‖ = (
∑p

j=1 v
2
j )

1/2. For a set S, denote |S| as the cardinal

number of S. Define aN � bN as aN/bN → ∞ as N → ∞. Moreover, denote 1p as a

p-dimensional vector with all elements equal to one. Denote Ip as an identity matrix with

dimension p× p.

3 Model Estimation

In this section, we discuss the estimation of the GMNAR model (2.2). Let G = (gi :

1 ≤ i ≤ N1)> ∈ RN1 and H = (gj : 1 ≤ j ≤ N2)> ∈ RN2 be the row and column

membership vectors. In addition, for g ∈ [G], h ∈ [H], let θrg = (λg, ζ
>
g )> ∈ Rp1+1, θch =

(γh, δ
>
h )> ∈ Rp2+1. Besides, let α = (αgh)g∈[G],h∈[H] ∈ RG×H and θ = (θr>,θc>, vec(α)>)> ∈

Rp1+p2+GH+2. We also write ζ = (ζ1, · · · , ζG) ∈ Rp1×G, δ = (δ1, · · · , δH) ∈ Rp2×H . To

estimate the model parameters and the group memberships, we consider minimizing the

following least squares objective function,

Q(θ,G,H) =

N1∑
i=1

N2∑
j=1

T∑
t=1

(
Yijt − λgi

N1∑
k=1

w1ikYkj(t−1) − γhj
N2∑
k=1

Yik(t−1)w2kj

− αgihjYij(t−1) − x>itζgi − z>jtδhj

)2

. (3.1)
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We first discuss the estimation when the group memberships (G and H) are given. Let

Rg = {i : gi = g} and Ch = {j : hj = h}. To minimize the objective function, we should

have

∂Q(θ,G,H)

∂θrg
= 0,

∂Q(θ,G,H)

∂θch
= 0,

∂Q(θ,G,H)

∂αgh
= 0

for all g ∈ [G], h ∈ [H]. Let

Xt = (x1t,x2t, · · · ,xN1t)
> ∈ RN1×p1 ,

Zt = (z1t, z2t, · · · , zN2t)
> ∈ RN2×p2 ,

Xght =
(

vec(W
(Rg ,·)
1 Y

(·,Ch)
t−1 ),1N2h

⊗X
(Rg ,·)
t

)
∈ R(N1gN2h)×(p1+1),

Zght =
(

vec(Y
(Rg ,·)
t−1 W

(·,Ch)
2 ),Z

(Ch,·)
t ⊗ 1N1g

)
∈ R(N1gN2h)×(p2+1), (3.2)

where N1g = |Rg| and N2h = |Ch|. Then one can verify that

∂Q(θ,G,H)

∂θrg
=
(∑

t,h

X>ghtXght

)
θrg −

∑
t,h

X>ght
(
Yght − Ygh(t−1)αgh − Zghtθch

)
, (3.3)

∂Q(θ,G,H)

∂θch
=
(∑

t,g

Z>ghtZght
)
θch −

∑
t,g

Z>ght
(
Yght − Ygh(t−1)αgh − Xghtθ

r
g

)
, (3.4)

where Yght = vec(Y
(Rg ,Ch)
t ) ∈ R|Rg ||Ch|. Furthermore, it holds that,

∂Q(θ,G,H)

∂αgh
=
∑
t

‖Ygh(t−1)‖2αgh −
∑
t

Y>gh(t−1)

(
Yght − Xghtθ

r
g − Zghtθch

)
. (3.5)

By (3.3)–(3.5), we can derive that θ̂ = M−1b, where

M =


Mr Mrc Mrα

Mrc> Mc Mcα

Mrα> Mcα> Mα

 , b =


br

bc

bα

 (3.6)
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with

Mr
g =

∑
t,h

X>ghtXght, Mr = diag{Mr
g : g ∈ [G]} ∈ RG(p1+1)×G(p1+1),

Mrc
gh =

∑
t

X>ghtZght, Mrc = (Mrc
gh : g ∈ [G], h ∈ [H]) ∈ RG(p1+1)×H(p2+1),

Mrα
gIg′h =

∑
t

X>ghtYgh(t−1)I(g = g′) with Ig′h = (h− 1)G+ g′,

Mrα = (Mrα
gIg′h : g ∈ [G], Ig′h ∈ [GH]) ∈ RG(p1+1)×GH ,

Mc
h =

∑
t,g

Z>ghtZght, Mc = diag{Mc
h : h ∈ [H]} ∈ RH(p2+1)×H(p2+1),

Mcα
hIgh′ =

∑
t

Z>ghtYgh(t−1)I(h = h′), Mcα = (Mcα
gIgh′ : h ∈ [H], Igh′ ∈ [GH]) ∈ RH(p2+1)×GH ,

Mα
IghIg′h′ =

∑
t

‖Ygh(t−1)‖2I(g = g′, h = h′),

Mα = (Mα
IghIg′h′ : Igh ∈ [GH], Ig′h′ ∈ [GH]) ∈ RGH×GH ,

brg =
∑
t,h

X>ghtYght, br = (br>g : g ∈ [G])> ∈ RG(p1+1),

bch =
∑
t,g

Z>ghtYght, bc = (bc>h : h ∈ [H])> ∈ RH(p2+1),

bαIgh =
∑
t

Y>gh(t−1)Yght, bα = (bαIgh : Igh ∈ [GH])> ∈ RGH .

Subsequently, given the parameters, we consider to estimate the group memberships. To

this end, we estimate G and H in an iterative way. First, given θ and H, the G is updated

by

ĝi = arg min
gi∈[G]

N2∑
j=1

T∑
t=1

{
Yijt − λgi

N1∑
k=1

w1ikYkj(t−1) − γhj
N2∑
k=1

Yik(t−1)w2kj

− αgihjYij(t−1) − x>itζgi − z>jtδhj

}2

(3.7)

for i ∈ [N1]. One can observe that the updating of (3.7) is only related to the row subject i

and not dependent on other row subjects. Hence it can be conducted in a computationally
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efficient way. Similarly, given θ and G, we update H by

ĥj = arg min
hj∈[H]

N1∑
i=1

T∑
t=1

{
Yijt − λgi

N1∑
k=1

w1ikYkj(t−1) − γhj
N2∑
k=1

Yik(t−1)w2kj

− αgihjYij(t−1) − x>itζgi − z>jtδhj

}2

. (3.8)

for j ∈ [N2]. We summarize the algorithm in Algorithm 1. The algorithm consists of

iterations of two major steps. The first step is estimating the parameters given group mem-

berships, and the second step is updating group memberships given the parameters. Each

step can be calculated in a fast manner due to the simple analytical forms. In addition, we

discuss how to obtain the initial estimators in Appendix 2. Particularly, we remark that the

algorithm requires the group numbers G,H to be specified first. Therefore, we give a crite-

rion to estimate the true group numbers G0 and H0, and establish the selection consistency

thereafter.

3.1 Selection of Group Numbers

Subsequently, we discuss the estimation of group numbers G and H. To slightly abuse

the notations, we write θ̂(G,H), Ĝ(G,H), Ĥ(G,H) as the estimators when the row and column

groups numbers are specified as G and H respectively. Then we estimate G0 and H0 by

using the following information criterion,

QIC(G,H) = log{Q(θ̂(G,H), Ĝ(G,H), Ĥ(G,H))}+ λ(G,H), (3.9)

where λ(G,H) is a penalty function. Then we estimate the group numbers by (Ĝ, Ĥ) =

arg min(G,H) QIC(G,H). In the theoretical analysis, we show that as long as the penalty

function satisfies T−1/2m� λ(G,H)/(G+H)� cgapc
2
π/(GH), we can estimate G0 and H0

consistently with the QIC criterion. Here cgap, cπ are group related values related to model

signals, which will be introduced later in our theoretical analysis. In our numerical study,
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we set η = {40(logT )T 1/8}−1, which works well in our numerical experiments.

Algorithm 1 Estimation of the GMNAR Model
1: Input: {Yt,Xt,Zt}, {W1,W2}, and {G,H}.
2: Obtain initial group memberships G(0) and H(0) according to Appendix 2. Let
{θ(k),G(k),H(k)} be the estimators and memberships in the kth iteration.

3: Repeat Step 1 and Step 2 for k = 1, · · · until convergence.
Step 1. Given {G(k−1),H(k−1)}, calculate θ(k) = (M(k−1))−1b(k−1), where M(k−1)

and b(k−1) are obtained from (3.6) with {G(k−1),H(k−1)} specified.
Step 2. Given θ(k), update the memberships by (3.7) and (3.8) to obtain

{G(k),H(k)}.
4: Output: Final estimator and memberships: θ̂ = θ(K), Ĝ = G(K), Ĥ = H(K). Here K is

the final number of iteration rounds.

4 Theoretical Properties

4.1 Estimation Consistency

Define Θij = (θr>gi ,θ
c>
hj
, αgihj)

> ∈ Rp1+p2+3 and Θ = (Θij : i ∈ [N1], j ∈ [N2]) as a tensor

of dimension N1 ×N2 × (p1 + p2 + 3). With Θ we can rewrite (3.1) as

Q(Θ) =

N1∑
i=1

N2∑
j=1

T∑
t=1

(
Yijt −X>ijtΘij

)2 def
=

N1∑
i=1

N2∑
j=1

Qij(Θij). (4.1)

For any Θ̂ = (Θ̂ij = (θ̂r>ĝi , θ̂
c>
ĥj
, α̂ĝiĥj)

>), we define the following pseudo distance as

d(Θ̂,Θ) =
1

N1N2

N1∑
i=1

N2∑
j=1

∥∥∥Θ̂ij −Θij

∥∥∥2

=
1

N1

N1∑
i=1

‖θ̂rĝi − θrgi‖
2 +

1

N2

N2∑
j=1

‖θ̂c
ĥj
− θchj‖

2 +
1

N1N2

∑
i,j

|α̂ĝiĥj − αgihj |
2. (4.2)

Therefore the d(Θ̂,Θ) measures the average distance between Θ̂ and Θ. In the following

we first establish the consistency of Θ̂ using this pseudo metric. To this end, we require the

following conditions.
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Assumption 1. (Parameter Space) ‖Θ‖max < R, where R is a positive constant.

Assumption 2. (Convexity) Let Xijt
def
= (
∑N1

k=1w1ikYkj(t−1),x
>
it ,
∑N2

k=1 Yik(t−1)w2kj, z
>
jt,

Yij(t−1))
> ∈ Rp1+p2+3 and let Σij = E(XijtX>ijt) and τmin

def
= mini,j λmin(Σij) is a positive

constant.

Assumption 3. (Distribution of Noise Term) Assume εijt is i.i.d across i ∈ [N1], j ∈

[N2], and t ∈ [T ]. In addition, εijt is a zero-mean sub-Gaussian variable with a scale factor

0 < σ <∞, i.e., E{exp(uεijt)} ≤ exp(σ2u2/2). Let εijt be independent of {Ys : s ≤ t− 1},

{Xs = (xis : i ∈ [N1])> : s ≤ t}, and {Zs = (zjs : j ∈ [N2])> : s ≤ t}.

Assumption 4. (Distribution of Covariates) Assume E(xit) = 0 and E(zjt) = 0 for

any i ∈ [N1], j ∈ [N2] and t ∈ [T ]. Let {η1i ∈ Rp1} (and {η2j ∈ Rp2}) be a sequence of

constant vectors that satisfying maxi∈[N1] ‖η1i‖ ≤ c (and maxj∈[N2] ‖η2j‖ ≤ c) for a constant

c. Define xηt = (x>itη1i : i ∈ [N1])> ∈ RN1, zηt = (z>jtη2j : j ∈ [N2])> ∈ RN2. Assume

{(xη>t , zη>t )> : 0 ≤ t ≤ T}> satisfies the K-convex concentration property for some constant

K according to Definition 1 in the Appendix.

Assumption 5. (Stationarity) Assume that maxg∈[G0],h∈[H0] |λ0
g + γ0

h + α0
gh| ≤ κmax < 1,

where G0 and H0 are true number of groups and κmax is a positive constant.

Assumption 6. (Group Difference) ming1 6=g2{‖θr0g1−θr0g2‖
2 +maxh∈[H0] |α0

g1h
−α0

g2h
|2} ≥

cgap and minh1 6=h2{‖θc0h1−θ
c0
h2
‖2+maxg∈[G0] |α0

gh1
−α0

gh2
|2} ≥ cgap, where cgap > 0 and is allowed

to go to zero.

Assumption 7. (Group Proportion) Let πrg = limN1→∞
∑

i I(g0
i = g)/N1 and πch =

limN2→∞
∑

j I(h0
j = h)/N2 for g ∈ [G0] and h ∈ [H0]. Assume ming∈[G0],h∈[H0] min{πrg, πch} ≥

cπ > 0 and cπ is allowed to go to zero.

The Assumption 1 requires the parameter space to be compact. Assumption 2 ensures

the convexity of the pairwise objective function, i.e., Qij(Θij), as a function of Θij for

sufficiently large T . This condition is crucial for establishing the consistency result for the

pseudo distance in (4.2).
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Subsequently, Assumptions 3–4 concern about the distribution of the noise term and

covariates respectively. Specifically, Assumption 3 requires the noise term εijt follows sub-

Gaussian distribution. It is widely used in high dimensional literature (Wang et al., 2013;

Lugosi and Mendelson, 2019; Fan et al., 2021). Subsequently, Assumption 4 allows the co-

variates {xit} and {zjt} to be correlated but satisfying the K-convex concentration property

according to Definition 1. This assumption is employed to establish Hanson-Wright type

inequality for dependent variables (Adamczak, 2015). As discussed by Adamczak (2015),

a variety of random variables satisfy the K-convex concentration property. In particular,

the concentration for random vectors is obtained by Samson (2000) for bounded coordinates

with certain uniform mixing conditions. We further comment that the Assumptions 3–4

together imply that vη
def
= (vηt : 0 ≤ t ≤ T )> satisfies the K-convex concentration property

for some constant K. Here vηt = (xη>t , zη>t ,E>t )>, where Et = vec(Et).

Next, Assumption 5 ensures the stationarity of the matrix-valued time series data. As-

sumptions 6 and 7 are imposed on certain group properties. Condition 6 assumes there is a

gap between true parameters of two different groups. The condition is an extension of the

same type condition assumed by the group panel data models with only one group specified

(Su et al., 2016; Ando and Bai, 2016; Zhang et al., 2019; Liu et al., 2020). The special care

is paid for the autoregression parameter αgh, where the row and column groups are both

involved. Therefore we require a min-max type condition for α0
gh in Assumption 6. Further-

more, instead of assuming cgap > c > 0 by a positive constant c in existing literature (Zhang

et al., 2019; Liu et al., 2020), we allow cgap → 0 to study how this signal strength affects

the theoretical properties. Lastly, Assumption 7 assumes that there is a lower bound of row

and column group proportions. Here we allow cπ → 0, which indicates that we may have

diverging group numbers with G0, H0 → ∞. This is also a relaxed condition than existing

literature where a fixed number of groups is typically assumed (Su et al., 2016; Liu et al.,

2020). In the following we establish the consistency result for the pseudo distance.

Theorem 1. Suppose G ≥ G0 and H ≥ H0, where G0 and H0 are true number of groups.

13



In addition, assume Assumptions 1–5 hold. Then it follows,

d(Θ̂,Θ0) = Op(T
−1/2(m+ log(N1N2))),

where Θ0 = (Θ0
ij = (θr0>

g0i
,θc0>

h0j
, α0

g0i h
0
j
)>) and m = p1 + p2 + 3.

Theorem 1 implies that as long as we have T 1/2 � log(N1N2) + m, Θ̂ is a consistent

estimator for Θ0 in the metric of pseudo distance when we allow for sufficiently many row and

column groups. It is remarkable that the consistency result holds when the group numbers

G and H are possibly over-specified. Furthermore, we discuss in Theorem 2 that the QIC

can consistently select the true group numbers as long as the tuning parameters are properly

specified.

Theorem 2. Assume Conditions 1–7 hold. In addition, assume η def
= λ(G,H)/(G + H)

satisfies

T−1/2(m+ log(N1N2H))� η � cgapc
2
π/(GH). (4.3)

Then we have P (Ĝ = G0, Ĥ = H0)→ 1 as min(N1, N2, T )→∞.

Theorem 2 implies that if we set η to satisfy (4.3), then we can estimate the true group

numbers consistently. Particularly, we need η � T−1/2(m + log(N1N2H)) to ensure that

QIC(G,H) > QIC(G0, H0) when G < G0 or H < H0. On the other hand, we need η �

cgapc
2
π/(GH) to guarantee that QIC(G,H) > QIC(G0, H0) when G > G0 andH > H0. When

both conditions are satisfied, we are able to obtain Ĝ = G0 and Ĥ = H0 with probability

tending to one with large samples. Next, in Section 4.2 we further discuss the node-wise

parameter estimation result and the group membership estimation consistency.

4.2 Group Membership Estimation Consistency

As we stated before, the pseudo distance in (4.2) measures the average distance between

Θ̂ and Θ0. Therefore, the result in Theorem 1 is not sufficient to imply the parameter con-

14



sistency for each node. To this end, we derive the following node-wise parameter consistency

result, which will be crucial to build the membership estimation consistency later.

Proposition 1. Assume Assumptions 1–5 hold. When G ≥ G0 and H ≥ H0, we have

sup
j

{
‖θ̂c

ĥj
− θc0h0j

‖2 +
1

N1

∑
i

|α̂ĝiĥj − α
0
g0i h

0
j
|2
}

= Op(c
−1
π T−1/2(m+ log(N1N2))), (4.4)

sup
i

{
‖θ̂rĝi − θr0g0i

‖2 +
1

N2

∑
j

|α̂ĝiĥj − α
0
g0i h

0
j
|2
}

= Op(c
−1
π T−1/2(m+ log(N1N2))). (4.5)

Note that (4.4)–(4.5) establish a uniform node-wise parameter estimation consistency,

which is critical for establishing the group membership consistency for Ĝ and Ĥ when G ≥ G0

and H ≥ H0. Since the discussions are similar for Ĝ and Ĥ, we take Ĥ for illustration in

the following. Given H0, G0,H0,G0,θ0 and H,G,H,G,θ, we first introduce the Hausdorff

distance as

dH(θ,θ0;G,G0) = max
{

max
h0∈[H0]

min
h∈[H]

(
‖θch − θc0h0‖

2 +
1

N1

∑
i

|αgih − α0
g0i h0
|2
)
,

max
h∈[H]

min
h0∈[H0]

(
‖θch − θc0h0‖

2 +
1

N1

∑
i

|αgih − α0
g0i h0
|2
)}
.

Define a η-neighbourhood for θ0 based on the Hausdorff distance asNη = {θ : dH(θ,θ0;G,G0) <

η}. For θ ∈ Nη, denote the sets

Aη(θ, h0) =

{
h ∈ [H] : ‖θch − θc0h0‖

2 +
1

N1

∑
i

|αĝih − α0
g0i h0
|2 ≤ η

}
,

for h0 ∈ [H0]. Here Aη(θ, ·) is used to map the memberships in [H0] to [H]. We then

establish the membership estimation consistency result as follows.

Theorem 3. Assume Assumptions 1–7, G ≥ G0, and H ≥ H0. Suppose we have d(Θ,Θ0) =

Op(T
−1/2(m+ log(N1N2))) and cgapcπ � d(Θ,Θ0). Then the following conclusions hold:

(i) For all θ ∈ Nη with η < cπcgap/4, {Aη(θ, h0), h0 ∈ [H0]} is a partition of [H];

(ii) Define the event Ω = {ĥj ∈ Aη(θ, h0
j),∀j ∈ [N2]} for θ ∈ Nη and η < τmincgapcπ/{4(τmin+

15



τmax)}, where ĥj is defined by (3.8). Then we have

P (Ωc) ≤ HN1N2 exp
(
− c1T

1/2cgapcπ + c2m
)
,

where c1, c2 are two positive constants.

(iii) Define {ĥj : j ∈ [N2]} by (3.8) when θ̂ is specified. Let T 1/2cgapc
2
π � log(N1N2H) +m,

then we have θ̂ ∈ Nη and for each h̃ ∈ [H], there exists a h ∈ [H0], such that Ĉh̃ ⊂ C0
h with

probability tending to 1.

We next comment about the results in Theorem 3. For any θ ∈ Nη, Aη(θ, ·) defines a

map from [H0] to [H]. The conclusion (i) implies that for any h1 6= h2, we have Aη(θ, h1) ∩

Aη(θ, h2) = ∅ as long as η is sufficiently small. Next, the conclusion (ii) states that with a

high probability, the event Ω will hold. Specifically, for T 1/2cgapcπ � log(N1N2H) + m, we

have P (Ωc)→ 0. Subsequently, in conclusion (iii), we require a stronger condition to ensure

that θ̂ ∈ Nη. As implied by the conclusion (iii), the true groups are splitted into subgroups

instead of joining into new groups when H ≥ H0. With similar argument we can show that

for each g̃ ∈ [G], there exists a g ∈ [G0], such that R̂g̃ ⊂ R0
g with probability tending to 1

when G ≥ G0.

Particularly, for G = G0 and H = H0, we can show that R̂ = R0 and Ĉ = C0 hold

with probability tending to 1. Furthermore, let θ̂or be the oracle estimator when the true

group memberships R0 and C0 are known. Then the oracle property holds that θ̂ = θ̂or with

probability tending to 1. The result is presented in the following Corollary.

Corollary 1. Assume Assumptions 1–7, and G = G0 H = H0. Assume T 1/2cgapc
2
π �

log(N1N2H) +m. Then we have

lim
min(N1,N2,T )→∞

P
(
R̂ = R0, Ĉ = C0

)
→ 1 (4.6)

lim
min(N1,N2,T )→∞

P
(
θ̂ = θ̂or

)
→ 1 (4.7)
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under label permutation.

The results in Corollary 1 imply that θ̂ is asymptotically equivalent to θ̂or. Therefore,

to derive the asymptotic distribution of θ̂, it is sufficient to investigate The details are given

in the subsequent section.

4.3 Asymptotic Normality

Next, we discuss the statistical inference of the estimator. To facilitate the discussion,

we assume the following condition.

Assumption 8. Assume there exists n so that

c1n ≤ min
g,h
{min(N1g, N2h)} ≤ max

g,h
{max(N1g, N2h)} ≤ c2n,

where c1, c2 > 0 are constants, and n→∞ when N1, N2 →∞.

In other words, we assume all N1g (g ∈ [G]) and N2h (h ∈ [H]) to diverge at the same

rate n, hence a balance between group sizes is obtained. Then we establish the asymptotic

normality of the estimator in the following Theorem, which facilitates further statistical

inference.

Theorem 4. Assume Assumptions 1–8, and G = G0 H = H0. Assume T 1/2cgapc
2
π �

log(N1N2H) + m. Define Λ = diag{(nN2T )−1/2IG(1+p1), (nN1T )−1/2IH(1+p2), n
−1T−1/2IGH},

and M0
Λ = ΛE(M)Λ. Assume λmin(M0

Λ) ≥ τ > 0 and q3/2/
√
T → 0, where q = G(1 + p1) +

H(1 + p2) +GH. Then for any η ∈ Rq with ‖η‖ = 1 we have

η>Λ−1(θ̂ − θ0)→d N
(
0, σ2η>(M0

Λ)−1η
)
. (4.8)

Theorem 4 establishes the asymptotic normality of the estimator. Specifically, the conver-

gence rates of θ̂r and θ̂c are
√
nN2T and

√
nN1T respectively. They are both faster than α̂gh,
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which is n
√
T -consistent according to (4.8). The difference is due to their different effective

sample sizes. Using (4.8), we are able to conduct the statistical inference. In the following

we conduct a number of numerical studies to evaluate the finite sample performances of the

proposed method.

5 Simulation Study

5.1 Model Settings

To demonstrate the finite sample performance of our proposed method, we present several

simulation studies in this section. Following the literature (Huang et al., 2017; Ren et al.,

2021; Zhu et al., 2022), we consider two different network structures.

Example 1. (Stochastic Block Model, SBM) The first type of network is the stochastic

block model (Wang and Wong, 1987; Nowicki and Snijders, 2001), in which nodes in the

same block (group) are assigned with higher probability to be connected, while nodes in

different blocks are less likely to be connected. Following the setting of Nowicki and Snijders

(2001), we first assign a group label randomly with the probability 1/K for each node, where

K is the total number of groups. When the ith and the jth node are in the same group, we

set P (aij = 1) = 20/N , and otherwise we set P (aij = 1) = 2/N .

Example 2. (Power-Law Distribution Network) The second type of network is generated

from a power-law distribution following Clauset et al. (2009). For the ith node, its in-degree

di =
∑N

j=1 aji is assumed to be power-law distributed. This coincides with the “super-star”

effect in real world social networks, which refers to the phenomenon that only few people

have a huge number of followers. Specifically, we first generate d̃i from a discrete power-law

distribution with probability P (d̃i = k) ∝ k−2.5, and then we set di = 4d̃i. Then, di followers

of the ith node are randomly selected to construct the adjacency matrix.

In both examples, we consider three different scenarios for G0 and H0. In each scenario,
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the node memberships are sampled from the multinomial distribution with probability π1 =

{πg = G−1
0 : g = 1, · · · , G0} and π2 = {πh = H−1

0 : h = 1, · · · , H0}. The dimension

of exogenous covariates are set as p1 = p2 = 3, and the corresponding true parameters are

shown in Table 1. For all scenarios, the covariates xit and zjt are generated from multivariate

normal distribution N(0, Ip1) and N(0, Ip2), respectively. Lastly, we generate the noise term

εijt from N(0, 1) independently.

5.2 Performance Measure and Simulation Results

In this section, we first introduce the model performance measure and then present the

simulation results. We set the network sizes (N1, N2) ∈ {(100, 80), (200, 150), (300, 250)}.

In addition, the time length is set to be T ∈ {20, 40}. For each scenario, we repeat the

experiments for R = 500 times. Denote the estimated parameters in the rth replicate as

λ̂
(r)
g , γ̂

(r)
h , ζ̂

(r)
g , δ̂

(r)
h , α̂

(r)
gh and the corresponding estimated group number as Ĝ(r) and Ĥ(r).

5.2.1 Estimation when G = G0, H = H0

We first evaluate the estimation accuracy when the group numbers are correctly specified.

Take λ = (λ1, · · · , λG)> for example. Denote λ̂(r) as the estimator of λ0 = (λ0
1, · · · , λ0

G)> in

the rth replicate. To evaluate the estimation accuracy, we calculate the root mean squared

error (RMSE) as RMSEλ = {R−1
∑R

r=1(‖λ̂(r)−λ0‖2)}1/2. Next, to gauge the performance of

the statistical inference, we construct the 95% confidence interval for each parameter. For ex-

ample, denote the estimated standard error of λg as ŜE
(r)

λg for the rth replicate, then the 95%

confidence interval for λ̂(r)
g is constructed as CI(r)λg = (λ̂

(r)
g − 1.96× ŜE

(r)

λg , λ̂
(r)
g + 1.96× ŜE

(r)

λg ).

Here ŜE
(r)

λg is obtained by Theorem 4. Subsequently, the coverage probability (CP) is formed

as CPλg = R−1
∑R

r=1 I(λg,0 ∈ CI(r)λg ). We calculate the CPs for other parameters similarly.

For comparison, we also calculate the RMSE and CP values for the oracle estimators under

the true group memberships (denoted as λ̂or
g , γ̂

or
h , ζ̂

or
g , δ̂

or
h , α̂

or
gh accordingly). Lastly, to evaluate

the group memberships estimation, we calculate the mis-clustering rates for the row and col-
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umn groups as η̂1 = (N1R)−1
∑R

r=1

∑
i I(ĝ

(r)
i 6= g0

i ) and η̂2 = (N2R)−1
∑R

r=1

∑
j I(ĥ

(r)
j 6= h0

j),

where ĝ(r)
i is the estimated group membership of the ith node and ĥ(r)

j is defined similarly for

the jth node. Here the mis-clustering rates are calculated after proper group permutations.

The simulation results are shown in Tables 2–4 under the three different combinations

of group numbers. The first finding across all combinations is that once the group numbers

are specified as the true values in advance, our iterative method can estimate the true group

memberships with high accuracy especially when the sample size is large. As N1, N2 or T

increase, the mis-clustering rates for either the row or the column groups reduce to around

zero. Furthermore, we note that the RMSEs decrease either when the network sizes N1 and

N2 increase or the time length T increases, and they approach the oracle RMSEs when the

sample sizes are large. Next, we inspect the statistical inference results. We observe that

the CPs for all parameters are stable around 0.95 in Tables 2 and 3, which reflects the high

accuracy of the inference procedure. In Table 4, the CPs are slightly small when the sample

sizes are not very large, but they grow up to around 0.95 as N1, N2 and T increase. This

guarantees that even under the complex scenario where the number of parameters to be

estimated is large, our proposed method can still perform well in terms of both estimation

and inference for sufficiently large sample sizes.

5.2.2 Estimation when G ≥ G0, H ≥ H0

We next consider the case of estimation without specifying the true group numbers in

advance. Specifically, we estimate the group numbers by QIC in Section 3.1, where the

tuning parameter is set to be η = 1/{40log(T )T 1/8}. Let the true group numbers be G0 = 3

and H0 = 3, and the corresponding true parameters are shown in Table 1. To evaluate the

estimation accuracy, we calculate the RMSE for each parameter as explained below. Take λ

for example, define RMSEλ,all = {(RN1)−1
∑R

r=1

∑N1

i=1 ‖λ̂
(r)
ĝi
−λgi‖2}1/2 as the RMSE for all

nodes. RMSE for other parameters are calculated similarly. For the group memberships, the

mis-clustering rates are calculated following the idea of Zhu et al. (2022). Recall that we have
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R̂g = {i : ĝi = g} and Ĉh = {j : ĥj = h}, where ĝi and ĥj are denoted as the estimated group

membership for the ith and jth node. Note that G and H are not necessarily equal to G0

and H0. In this case, we define the mappings from the estimated group memberships to the

true group memberships χ1 : {1, · · · , G} → {1, · · · , G0} and χ2 : {1, · · · , H} → {1, · · · , H0}

as

χ1(g) = argmaxg′∈{1,··· ,G0}

N1∑
i=1

I
(
i ∈ R̂g, g

0
i = g′

)
, g ∈ {1, · · · , G},

χ2(h) = argmaxh′∈{1,··· ,H0}

N2∑
i=1

I
(
j ∈ Ĉh, h0

j = h′
)
, h ∈ {1, · · · , H}.

Thus, the mapping χ1(g) maps group g to the true membership g′ where the majority of

nodes in R̂g belong to. Then, for the row group memberships, the mis-clustering rate in the

rth replicate is defined as

ξ̂
(r)
1 = N−1

1

G∑
g=1

N1∑
i=1

I
(
i ∈ R̂(r)

g , g0
i 6= χ1(g)

)
,

where R̂(r)
g is the estimated node set belong to group g in the rth replicate. We define the mis-

clustering rate for the column group as ξ̂(r)
2 similarly. Then, the overall group memberships

error rate is calculated as ξ̂1 = R−1
∑

r ξ̂
(r)
1 and ξ̂2 = R−1

∑
r ξ̂

(r)
2 . Additionally, to evaluate

the performance of the group selection criterion QIC, we define

%(G) = R−1

R∑
r=1

I(Ĝ(r) = G),

%(H) = R−1

R∑
r=1

I(Ĥ(r) = H).

for each G and H, where Ĝ(r) and Ĥ(r) are the estimated group numbers in the rth replicate.

Both %(G) and %(H) assess the proportion of the correctly estimated group numbers for

different G and H, and we wish to see a high ratio for %(G0) and %(H0). The results are

shown in Table 5–6.

25



We discuss the results in Table 5 from two aspects. On one hand, when the group

number is under-specified (G = 2, H = 2), the node-wise RMSEs are large and usually do

not decrease when the N1, N2 and T grow. Besides, the error rates ξ̂1 and ξ̂2 are around 0.3,

indicating a low accuracy in estimating node memberships. These results are expected since

a non-ignorable estimation bias exists in an under-fitted model. On the other hand, when

the group numbers G and H are correctly (G = 3, H = 3) or over-specified (G = 4, H = 4),

the RMSE values are generally much lower. This is consistent with our theoretical analysis

in Theorem 1. From Table 6, we also observe that the RMSEs decrease when N1, N2 and

T increase. Moreover, both %(G) and %(H) tend to 1 for the correct model (G = 3, H = 3)

when the sample size is large.

6 A Yelp Data Analysis

We now implement our proposed method to the dataset collected by the Yelp official

website (https://www.yelp.com/). Yelp is a top review site for different kinds of business

(i.e., restaurants, local retailers, entertainments, etc.) and also a social platform for users

to share information. The goal is to analyze a user’s reviews regarding business/shops in

different spatial districts.

6.1 Data Description

The Yelp dataset is collected from 2010 to 2018. For analysis purpose, we separate it into

T = 36 quarters. The dataset includes four types of information, namely, user information

(e.g., user registration time on Yelp), user’s friend relationship, shop information (e.g. spatial

location), and user’s reviews on shops (including the “star” scores and review tags). See

Figure 1 for an illustration of one user’s review on a restaurant named “Esther’s Kitchen” in

Las Vegas. The user gave five stars to this restaurant, and the review was tagged 18 times

by other users, including 8 “useful”, 3 “funny” and 7 “cool” tags. The restaurant gets 1611
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Table 6: The proportion of selected group numbers G and H in R = 500 replicates under
different settings.

N1 N2 T G H
Scenario 1 (SBM) Scenario 2 (Power-Law)
%(G) %(H) %(G) %(H)

100 80

20
2 2 0.966 0.966 0.838 0.838
3 3 0.034 0.034 0.162 0.162
4 4 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000

40
2 2 0.134 0.134 0.000 0.000
3 3 0.866 0.866 1.000 1.000
4 4 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000

200 150

20
2 2 0.756 0.756 0.010 0.010
3 3 0.244 0.244 0.990 0.990
4 4 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000

40
2 2 0.016 0.016 0.000 0.000
3 3 0.984 0.984 1.000 1.000
4 4 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000

reviews in total.

Review

Tags

Shop

User

Stars

Review number

Figure 1: A review snapshot on the shop “Esther’s Kitchen”. It contains the user information, shop
statistics, review text and the tags assigned to this review.

To analyze the data, we first focus our study on five cities with most business shops,

namely, Charlotte, Las Vegas, Phoenix, Scottsdale and Toronto. Next, we keep the active

users with more than 5 reviews across the time span. Then, we split each city as a grid into
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Table 7: Descriptive statistics of Yelp dataset.

City N1 N2 duser ddis

Charlotte 240 60 0.0030 0.0593
Las Vegas 826 64 0.0009 0.0590
Phoenix 323 63 0.0021 0.0589
Scottsdale 391 60 0.0019 0.0599
Toronto 462 56 0.0016 0.0617

districts, which is shown in Figure 2. The number of active users and districts in each city

(N1 and N2) are reported in Table 7. The response variable Yijt is the number of reviews

from user i to district j in the tth quarter. To visualize the time trend of the reviews, we

calculate the quarterly average response for each city, which leads to Figure 3. Different

patterns can be observed. For example, Las Vegas receives highest number of reviews among

all cities. This is closely related to its prosperous business environment. The basic dynamic

trends for Charlotte, Phoenix, Scottsdale are roughly on the same level. For Toronto, we

observe an obvious increase of the review numbers after the year 2015, which is related to

the expanded business of Yelp in Toronto.

Next, we construct the adjacency matrices among the users (A1) and districts (A2)

respectively as follows. The user network is built based on the friend list information.

Specifically, if user j is on the friend list of user i on Yelp, then we set a1ij = 1. Otherwise we

set a1ij = 0. The district network is built based on the geographical adjacent relationship.

Specifically, we set a2ij = 1 if the district j is adjacent to district i. We calculate the

densities for the above two networks, i.e., duser =
∑

i

∑
j a1ij/{N1(N1 − 1)} and ddis =∑

i

∑
j a2ij/{N2(N2 − 1)}, which are shown in Table 7. One could observe that the user

networks are quite sparse in all cities.

Lastly, to characterize the dynamic patterns of the responses, we collect a number of

covariates for users and districts respectively. For user i in quarter t, we consider the following

five covariates. They are, (1) the number of months after joining Yelp by the start of the

quarter t (xit,dur), (2) whether the user is VIP by the start of the quarter t (xit,vip), (3)
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Figure 2: Geographical maps with split districts in each city. The city from top left panel to bottom
right panel show the map of Las Vegas, Toronto, Charlotte, Scottsdale, and Phoenix, respectively.

300
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Figure 3: Average number of reviews from 2010-Q1 to 2018-Q4 in five cities.
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Figure 4: Boxplots for response variable with regards to the users’ covariates in Charlotte, Las
Vegas, Phoenix, Scottsdale, and Toronto (displayed in each line). Specifically, the y-axis is the
log-transformed average review number given by each user throughout the time span. The x-axis
shows the corresponding high or low level for each covariate, separated by the median for continuous
variables.
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average tags (i.e., “useful”, “funny” and “cool”) the user i obtains for his/her reviews during

the last quarter (xit,use, xit,fun, xit,cool). Next, for the jth district in quarter t, we consider two

covariates. They are, (1) the average “stars” (zjt,star), and (2) the average review number

(zjt,num) obtained by the jth district during the (t − 1)th quarter. These two covariates

could reflect the average popularity level during the last time period. We next visualize the

relationship between the response variable and the covariates related to the users in Figure

4. From the plot, we can observe that if a user obtained more tags for his/her reviews, the

user tends to be stimulated to give more. In Scottsdale and Toronto, we find the VIP users

tend to give more reviews; but on the contrary, VIP users in Charlotte behave inactively.

Next, we implement the proposed GMNAR model to the five cities respectively, and study

the group pattern in each city.

6.2 Estimation Results

We use QIC to select the group numbers and the estimation results are shown in Table

8–9. The numbers of user groups and district groups vary among the five cities. This implies

a heterogeneous pattern across the cities. According to the results, most parameters in

different groups are significant. Take the results in Phoenix for example. First, we find

that the estimated α̂ values are all positive. This indicates a positive self-motivated effect

of the users and the districts. Next, the estimated district (i.e., column) network effects

are all positive. This implies a positive influence from the neighboring districts. One could

find that γ̂2 = 0.270 is the largest among the two groups, meaning a strong neighbor effect.

This means that the districts within this group are more closely related to the neighboring

districts. However, the user (i.e., row) network effect in the first group is significantly negative

(λ̂1 = −0.02), while the coefficients in other two groups are positive. This implies that the

user activities in the first group are oppositely affected by their friends’ behaviors, while in

other groups, users are still positively influenced by their friends.

Next, we study how the response is related to the user and district covariates. First,
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for the user related covariates, we find that if a user gets more “useful” tags for his/her

reviews during the last quarter, this user tends to write more reviews in the next quarter.

This reflects the encouragement effect for users’ behavior, which means that the user may

be more active if their comments are appreciated as “valuable” by others. Second, for the

district related covariates, we find that if the districts get higher stars in the last quarter,

they may attract more customers on this platform, hence increase the review number in the

next quarter.

7 Concluding Remarks

In this work, we propose a group matrix network autoregression (GMNAR) model, which

models the matrix-valued time series data with group structures. To conclude the article, we

discussion three possible future research directions. First, instead of the additive model form

considered in this work, we can model the row and column network effects in a multiplicative

form, as considered by Chen et al. (2021). Second, one can consider an extension from the

matrix time series data model to the tensor type time series, which can allow for more flexible

modeling choices in practice. Third, to scrutinize the latent structure in a high dimensional

scheme, a hidden factor structure can be imposed on the proposed GMNAR model, thus

capturing more underlying information in the matrix-valued time series.
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