
ar
X

iv
:c

on
d-

m
at

/0
20

71
56

v1
  [

co
nd

-m
at

.s
ta

t-
m

ec
h]

  5
 J

ul
 2

00
2

D issecting �nancialm arkets: Sectors and states

M atteo M arsili

Abdus Salam InternationalCenter for TheoreticalPhysics,Strada Costiera 11,34014 Trieste,Italy

and

Istituto Nazionale per la Fisica della M ateria (INFM ),Unit�a Trieste SISSA,Via Beirut2-4,34014 Trieste and

(M arch 22,2024)

By analyzingalargedatasetofdaily returnswith dataclusteringtechnique,weidentify econom ic

sectors asclustersofassets with a sim ilar econom ic dynam ics. The sectorsize distribution follows

Zipf’s law. Secondly, we � nd that patterns of daily m arket-wide econom ic activity cluster into

classes thatcan be identi� ed with m arket states. The distribution offrequencies ofm arket states

showsscale-free propertiesand them em ory ofthem arketstateprocessextendsto long tim es(� 50

days). Assets in the sam e sector behave sim ilarly across states. W e characterize m arkete� ciency

by analyzing m arket’spredictability and � nd thatindeed the m arketisclose to being e� cient.W e

� nd evidence ofthe existence ofa dynam ic pattern afterm arket’scrashes.

I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

Thanksto theavailability ofm assive
 owsof� nancial

data,theoreticalinsightson � nancialm arketscan nowa-

days be tested to an unprecedented precision in socio-

econom ic system s. Thisposesa challenge which hasat-

tracted naturalscientistswho have pioneered an em pir-

icalapproach to � nancial
 uctuations[1{3]independent

ofthe econom etric approach and often in contrastwith

the axiom atic approach oftheoretical� nance[4,5].

The em pirical evidence depicts � nancial m arkets as

com plex self-organizing criticalsystem s: The statistics

of real m arket returns deviate considerably from the

O lym picG aussian world described by LouisBachelierat

theturn oflastcentury.RatherM andelbrot[6]observed

that fractal(Levy) statistics gives a closer approxim a-

tion,even though thatisnota satisfactory m odel[1,2].

M arket returns display scaling [2],long range volatility

correlations and evidence of m ultiscaling [7]have also

been discussed.Such featuresevokethetheory ofcritical

phenom ena in physics,which explainshow quite sim ilar

features m ay em erge from the interaction ofm any m i-

croscopicdegreesoffreedom and statisticallaws.Indeed

� nancialm arketsaresystem sofm anyinteractingdegrees

offreedom (the traders) and there are very good theo-

reticalreasonsto expect that they operate rather close

to criticality [8].These expectationshavebeen substan-

tiated by m icroscopicagentbased m arketm odels[9{11]:

The picture o� ered by these synthetic m arkets is one

wherespeculation drivesm arkettoinform ation e� ciency

{ i.e.to a pointwherem arketreturnsareunpredictable.

Butthe pointwhere m arketsbecom e exactly e� cientis

the locusofa phase transition.Closeto the phase tran-

sition the behaviorofsynthetic m arketsischaracterized

by the observed stylized facts{ fattailsand long range

correlations { whereas far from the criticalregion the

m arketis welldescribed in term s ofrandom walks (see

Ref.[9]fora non technicaldiscussion).

W ork hashoweverbeen m ostly con� ned on single as-

sets or indices. Recently ensem bles ofassets and their

correlations have becom e the focus ofquite intense in-

terest. O n one side the role ofrandom m atrix theory

hasbeen realized asa toolforunderstanding how noise

dresses � nancialcorrelations [12]how one can undress

them [13], how clustering techniques can help under-

standingthestructureofcorrelation [14],and theim pact

ofsuch consideration on portfolio optim ization [15].

Here we report � ndings that strongly support the

view ofa self-organized criticalm arket. W e show that

longrangecorrelationsand scaleinvarianceextendsboth

acrossassetsand,in the behaviorofthe ensem ble ofas-

sets,acrossfrequencies.M oreprecisely,weapply a novel

param eterfree data clustering m ethod [13,16]to a large

� nancialdata set [17]in order to uncover the internal

structureofcorrelationsboth acrossdi� erentassetsand

acrossdi� erentdays.W eidentify statistically signi� cant

classi� cationsofassetsin correlated sectorsand ofdaily

pro� les ofm arket-wide activity in m arket states. Both

thestatisticsofsectorsizesand ofstatesizesshowsscale

freeproperties.

Determ ining m arket’sstates is an im portantachieve-

m entboth theoretically and practically:The conceptof

a statewhich codi� esallrelevanteconom icinform ations

isthe basisofm any theoreticalm odelsof� nancialm ar-

kets.Butpracticallyeverydaytradersexperienceaquite

di� erentreality: The m arketplace is
 ooded with m as-

sive 
 owsofinform ation ofwhich itm ay be hard to say

whatisrelevantand whatisirrelevant.Itisby no m eans

obvious that som ething like m arket states exists at all

and even ifthey existtheproblem becom esthatofiden-

tifying them . O ur aim is to give a practicalanswer to

these questions. W e shallkeep ourdiscussion assim ple

as possible,relegating technicaldetails in notes and in

the appendix.
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II.T H E M ET H O D A N D T H E D A TA SET

The data clustering m ethod thatwe use hasbeen re-

cently proposed in Ref. [13]. In brief, it is based on

thesim plestatisticalhypothesisthatsim ilarobjectshave

som ething in com m on.Itispossibleto com putethelike-

lihood thata given data setsatis� esthishypothesisand

hence to look for the m ost likely cluster structure. A

precise de� nition isgiven in the appendix and form ore

detailswerefertheinterested readerto Refs.[13,16].Let

usonly m ention thatthism ethod overcom esseverallim -

itation oftraditionaldata clustering approaches,such as

the needs of pre-de� ning a m etric, � xing a priori the

num berofclustersortuning the value ofotherparam e-

ters[16].

The data set covers a period from 1st January 1990

to 30th ofApril1999 and it reports daily prices (open,

hi,low,close) for 7679 assets traded in the New York

Stock Exchange [17]. The num ber of assets actu-

ally traded varies with tim e. Hence we m ainly fo-

cus on a subset of the 2000 m ost actively traded as-

sets (see http://www.sissa.it/dataclustering/fin/

for the detailed list ofassets considered,as wellas for

furtherinform ations).

O urgoalisto investigatetheinternalstructureofcor-

relationshencewe� rstnorm alizetheraw data [18]in or-

dertoelim inatecom m on trendsand patternsboth across

assets and across di� erent days. This procedure elim i-

natesforexam ple the so-called \m arketm ode",i.e. the

constantcorrelation ofindividualasset’sreturnswith the

so-called \m arket’sreturn".

III.M A R K ET SEC T O R S:SC A LE FR EE

M A R K ET ST R U C T U R E

W e � rstapply data clustering to group assets with a

sim ilareconom icdynam icsin sectorsofcorrelated assets

(see appendix). This classi� cation reveals a rich struc-

ture.Theclustersgiving thelargestcontributionsto the

log-likelihood clearly em erge from the noisy background

in Fig.1.W e� nd alargeoverlap with thesectorsofeco-

nom icactivity de� ned by theStandard IndustrialClassi-

� cation (SIC)codes(seecaption ofFig.1).Butwe also

� nd signi� cant correlations between assets with widely

di� erentSIC.Thishaspracticalrelevance forrisk m an-

agem entoflargeportfolioswhichcannotbehandled allat

once.Indeed ratherthan splitting theproblem according

to econom ic sectors(de� ned by the SIC)itispreferable

to useourclassi� cation in correlated sectors.Thedi� er-

enceofthetwo classi� cationsisalso revealed by a Zipf’s

plot ofthe size ofsector against its rank (see inset of

Fig. 1). The distribution ofcorrelated sector sizes fol-

lowsZipf’slaw to a high accuracy,i.e.thenum berN (n)

ofsectorswith m orethan n � rm s(i.e.ofsizelargerthan

n) is inversely proportionalto n. Note that the scale

free distribution ofsector sizes is not due to an analo-

gousproperty offundam entals. Indeed the rank plotof

econom ic sector sizes bends in log-log scale. This sug-

geststhatZipf’s law arisesasa dynam icalconsequence

ofm arketinteraction.

The scale invariantbehaviorisrobustwith respectto

the subsetofassetstaken: The sam e behavior is found

considering the 1000;2000 or4000 m ostactively traded

assets,in thatperiod or443 assetsin the S& P500 index

(see Ref.[13]). In addition we � nd,asin Ref.[13],that

the correlation cs inside sector s (see appendix) scales

with itssizens with a law cs � n
s with 
’ 1:66.
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FIG .1. D endrogram ofthe cluster structure ofcorrelated

sectors resulting from hierarchicalclustering algorithm . As-

sets are reported along the horizontal axis and red shapes

correspond to clusters ofcorrelated assets. The height ofa

shape is the contribution to the log-likelihood ofthe corre-

sponding clusterofassets.Seetheappendix form oredetails.

The cluster structure is statistically signi� cant because the

noise levelcorresponding to uncorrelated data would show

structures with a log-likelihood ofat m ost 0:1,three orders

of m agnitude sm aller. The classi� cation in sectors has a

large overlap with econom ic sectors. For exam ple,clusters

1 and 2 contain � rm s in the electric sector and com puters

respectively. Cluster 4 is the sector ofgold,5 is com posed

ofbanks,8 contains oiland gas � rm s,9 petroleum . Clus-

ters 3, 6 and 7 are m ixed clusters (m ore details are avail-

ableathttp://www.sissa.it/dataclustering/fin/). Inset:

D istribution ofcorrelated sector sizes for 2000 (� ) and 4000

(2) assets. The distribution ofthe size ofeconom ic sectors

(� ),asde� ned bythe(� rsttwodigitsofthe)SIC codes,forthe

sam e 4000 assets is shown for com parison. The line (drawn

asa guide to the eyes)hasslope � 1.

W e� nally rem ark thatthisproperty isnotan artifact

ofthe m ethod. Indeed the distribution ofeigenvaluesof

thecorrelationm atrixshowsasim ilarbroad distribution,

even though thatisa� ected by considerablenoisedress-

ing [12].A factorm odelwhich takesinto accounta large

enough num berofprincipalcom ponents(corresponding
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tothelargesteigenvalues)reproducesthesam efeatures1.

IV .M A R K ET STA T ES

Are there wellde� ned patterns ofdaily m arket-wide

econom icperform ance? In orderto answerthisquestion,

ratherthan classifyingassetsaccordingtotheirtem poral

evolution,we can classify days according to the perfor-

m ance of di� erent assets. Fig. 2 im plies that, above

a noisy background, a m eaningfulclassi� cation of the

daily pro� lesofm arketactivity exists. Clustersofdays

can be identi� ed with di� erentpatternsofm arketwide

activity { orm arketstates.Q uiterem arkably,them axi-

m um likelihood classi� cation in m arketstatesshowsscale

freefeatures,forlargeclusters(frequentpatternsofm ar-

ketactivity).The num berofpatternswhich occurm ore

than d days behaves as N (d) � d� 1:5 for the m ost fre-

quentpatterns(insettop). There isa clearcrossoverin

the plotofcluster’scorrelation versusclustersize which

distinguishes the m eaningfulclusters (patterns) from a

random noisebackground (insetbottom ).
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FIG .2. Sam eplotasFig.1fordays:Clustersofdaysiden-

tify m arket states. W e identify states (see labels) as groups

ofcorrelated clusters ofdays. Inset: D istribution ofcluster

sizes,i.e.ofthe frequency with which statesoccur(top)and

correlation cs inside each cluster(bottom ).

From a sam ple of2000 assetsoverT = 2358 dayswe

identify 5 di� erentstates{ characterized by sim ilarpro-

� lesofm arketactivity { plusa sixth random state (see

Fig. 2). W e assign an integer !(t) between 1 and 6 to

each day t,which isthestatewhich occurred in thatday.

W e are then in a position to analyze m arket perfor-

m ancein di� erentstates.Fig.3 showsthe(non norm al-

ized)average daily returnsofdi� erentassetin di� erent

states.W e � nd thatm arket’sbehaviorin states1 and 2

are anti-correlated:Those assetswhich go up in state 1

go down in state 2,on average. Fig. 3 also showsthat

assetsin thesam esectorasde� ned abovehavea sim ilar

behavior. So,for exam ple,while m ost ofthe assets go

up in state1 and down in state2,theclusterofassetsof

G old and Silverm ining hasan opposite behavior.State

3 is clearly characterized by a fallofHigh-tech com pa-

nies and a m ild rise in the electric sector. An opposite

behaviortakesplace in state 4,whereasstate 5 isdom i-

nated by thea m arked riseofO il& G as,and Petroleum

re� ning com panies[17].

Theseresultsarerem arkablystablewith respecttothe

de� nition ofthe tim e window where the analysisisper-

form ed [19].
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FIG .3. Perform anceofthem arketin di� erentstates.Each

asset icorresponds to a pointwhose coordinates are the av-

erage returns (hrij!i;hrij!
0
i) of asset i in states ! and !

0
.

Assetsin di� erentsectorsare plotted di� erently.

A .P redictability and m arket e� ciency

Clusteringthem arket’sdynam icsleavesuswith these-

quence !(t)ofthe statesofthe m arketin di� erentdays

t= 1;:::;T.Thisallowsusto poseinteresting questions

on predictability and m arket’sinform ation e� ciency.

1In our case � 30 eigenvalues ofthe correlation m atrix are

signi� cantly outsidethenoiseband predicted by Random M a-

trix Theory [12].W ith a correlation m atrix which retainsthe

structure ofthe � rst� 20 principalcom ponents(considering

the rem aining com ponentsasuncorrelated noise)we found a

quite sim ilarclusterstructure.
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Let us � rstask: Is it possible to predict the state !0

ofthem arkettom orrow,given thestate! ofthem arket

today? In orderto answerthisquestion weestim ate the

probability

P1(!
0
j!)=

T � 1X

t= 1

�!(t);!�!(t+ 1);! 0=

T � 1X

t= 1

�!(t);!

oftransition from state ! to state !0. Itturnsoutthat

both theclassi� cation in statesand thetransition m atrix

P1(!
0j!)arevery stablewith respectto thede� nition of

the tim e window [19]. This m eans that they both vary

very slowly in tim e. Hence we shallneglecttheir varia-

tion in tim e henceforth.

Ifthe process !(t) were M arkovian,its predictability

could be quanti� ed by the characteristic tim e � ofcon-

vergence to the stationary state. This is related to the

second largest(in absolutevalue)eigenvalue�ofthem a-

trix P1(!
0j!)by � = � 1=logj�j. W e � nd � � 0:54 days

{ a value which would occurby chance,ifthere were no

correlations,in one outof107 cases2.Statisticalpredic-

tion ispossible.

Can we predictm arket’sreturnson the basisofthese

results? Fig. 3 shows that average returns hri(t)j!(t)i

conditionalon the state!(t)ofthe m arketcontain non-

trivialinform ation.Howeverthisinform ationisnotavail-

able fortrading in day t. Butifwe know the transition

m atrix P1(!
0j!)we can estim ate the expected return of

assetitom orrow given the state ! today:

hri(t+ 1)j!(t)i=
X

! 0

hri(t+ 1)j!(t+ 1)= !
0
iP1(!

0
j!(t)):

A naturalm easureofpredictability,inspired by workson

theoreticalm odels[20,21,9,11],istheaveraged signal-to-

noiseratio de� ned as:

H i(t
0
jt)=

s
X

!

�!
h�ri(t

0)j!(t)= !i2

h�r2ij!i

where �ri(t)= ri(t)� hriiand �! isthe frequency with

which state! occurs.Thedistribution ofH iacrossassets

isshown in Fig. 4 fort0 = t,t0 = t+ 1 and t0 = t+ 1 .

The latter gives a benchm ark ofthe background noise

level. W e � nd Hi(tjt) � H i(t+ 1 jt) for severalassets

i:theknowledgeof!(t)before day tprovidessigni� cant

predictive poweron excessreturns.Thatsam e inform a-

tion is m uch less usefulthe day after,since H (t+ 1jt)

is only slightly above the noise level. This is a further

indication thatthe � nancialm arketisclose to inform a-

tion e� ciency,but not quite unpredictable. In reality

the transition m atrix P1(!
0j!) changes slowly in tim e.

Hencethisconclusion providesan \upperbound" forthe

m arket’s predictability (when m easured out-of-sam ple):

Realm arketsarethereforeeven closerto e� ciency.

If!(t)were a M arkov process,the characteristictim e

�k for transitions !(t) ! !(t+ k) over k days3 should

decreasewith k as�k = �1=k.A prediction ofthe future

state ofthe m arket,which issigni� cantly betterthan a

random draw,would only be possible on a tim e horizon

ofone day, if the process were M arkovian. The inset

ofFig. 4 shows that�k rem ains signi� cantly above the

noise levelalm ostup to k � 100 days! Thism eansthat

!(t)carriessigni� cantinform ation aboutthefuturestate

!(t+ k)ofthem arket,even afterk � 50 days.Theslow

decay of�k isa furthersignatureofthe presenceoflong

rangecorrelations.
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2
Thisconclusion wasreached considering the characteristic

tim es � for sym bolic sequences ~!(t) generated by random ly

reshu� ing days.Thesetim esaredistributed around � � 0:33

with a spread �� � 0:04. The analysis ofthe tailofthe dis-

tribution allowsto estim ate thelikelihood of� ’ 0:54 forthe

realsequence.
3
�k is com puted in the sam e way as � = �1 above, from

the m atrix Pk(!
0
j!) oftransition probabilities !(t) = ! !

!(t+ k)= !
0 in k days.Fora M arkov processthism atrix is

the k
th
powerofthe m atrix P1(!

0
j!)and itseigenvaluesare

given by �k = �
k

1.
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FIG . 4. D istribution of predictability

H i(t
0
jt) for t

0
= t; t+ 1 and t+ 1 . The noise background

predictability H i(t+ 1 jt)is estim ated drawing !(t+ 1 )at

random from the populationsofstates.Inset:Characteristic

tim es�k fortransitionsoverk daysfortherealsequence!(t)

(� ),a random sequence(+ )and a M arkov chain sequence(� )

generated with the transition probability P1(!
0
j!)estim ated

from !(t). The random sequence (+ ) represents the noise

background.Fora M arkov chain �k (� )issigni� cantly above

the noise levelonly fork = 1.Forthe realm arketprocess�k

iswellabove the noise levelup to k � 50.

During the period we have studied, two m ajor ex-

trem e events occurs: the 27 O ctober 1997 and the 31

August 1998 crashes. The state process !(t) is di� er-

ent before the crash,but is quite sim ilar after it. The

stringsofstates,starting from theday ofthecrash,read

2136613611:::and 2126614633:::in thetwo cases.This

is a signi� cant sim ilarity4. This suggests the existence

of a particular dynam icalpattern with which m arkets

respond to extrem e events(seealso Ref.[22]on this).

V .C O N C LU SIO N A N D O U T LO O K

In conclusion weshow thatboth thehorizontalcluster-

ing ofassetsin correlated sectorsand the verticalclassi-

� cation ofm arket-wideeconom icperform ancein m arket

states,reveala scale free structure (see Figs.1,2).The

em ergentpictureposesquitesevereconstraintson m ulti-

assetagentbased m odeling,which webelievewilldisclose

im portantinform ation on how realm arketswork. This

expectation isbased on thefactthatscale-freestatistical

behaviorisa signature ofinteraction m echanism swhich

isratherinsensitiveto m icroscopicdetails.

Furtherm ore,theidenti� cation ofm arketstatesallows

usto precisely quantify inform ationale� ciency by com -

puting them arket’spredictability,thereby establishing a

directcontactbetween theem piricalworld and therealm

oftheoreticalm odels. In particularwe � nd that,asex-

pected,m arketsarecloseto inform ation e� ciency.

W e � nd that correlated sectors have a large overlap

with sectors ofeconom ic activity. In the sam e way,it

would be interesting to understand how states are cor-

related with econom ic inform ation and the newsarrival

process.

In a widercontext,wehavediscussed an unsupervised

approach to thestudy ofa com plex system .Beitastock

m arket,the world econom y,urban tra� cnetwork,a cell

of a living organism or the im m une system , the com -

plex system can be considered asa black box.W e show

how a seriesofsim ultaneousm easuresin m any di� erent

\points"ofthesystem allowsonetoidentify itspartsand

itsstates.

A black box approach to a � nancialm arket or to a

cell, which neglects allofeconom ics and � nance or of

biology and genetics and relies only on em piricaldata,

m ay lead to m isleading resultsspecially ifthedata setis

incom plete. Still,we believe,ithasthe potentialofun-

covering collective aspects which can hardly be derived

in a theoreticalbottom -up approach.

A P P EN D IX A :M A X IM U M LIK ELIH O O D D A TA

C LU ST ER IN G

Consider a set ofN objects each ofwhich is de� ned

in term s ofD m easurable features,so that each object

is represented by a vector ~�i 2 R D ,i = 1;:::;N . W e

assum eforsim plicity thatdata arenorm alized:~�i� ~e= 0

where~e= (1;1;:::;1)and k�ik
2 = ~�i

~�i = 1.

In our case,when identifying sectors,the objects are

assetsand N = A,the num berofassets. Theirfeatures

are the daily returnsin each day tand D = T. The tth

com ponentof~�i isxi(t)=
p
T.W hen identifying statesin-

stead objectsaredaysand featuresareassets(i.e.N = T

and D = A).The ith com ponentof~�t isxi(t)=
p
A.

The problem of classifying N objects into di� erent

classesgoesunderthe nam e ofdata clustering. Naively

one would like to have sim ilar objects classi� ed in the

sam ecluster,butin practiceonefacesa num berofprob-

lem s: W hat does it m ean sim ilar? W hat is the \right"

num berofclusters? W hich principletofollow? W eresort

to arecentdataclusteringtechnique[13,16]based on the

m axim um likelihood principleand asim plestatisticalhy-

pothesis:sim ilar objects have som ething in com m on. In

m athem aticalterm s,weletsi bethe labelofthe cluster

to which objectibelongs,and A s = fi: si = sg be the

setofobjectswith si = s.W e assum ethat

~�i = gsi~�si +

q

1� g2si~�i: (A1)

Here ~�s denoted the com m on com ponent shared by all

objects i 2 A s and gs � 0 weights the com m on com -

ponent against the individualone ~�i. Eq. (A1) is the

statisticalhypothesis where gs and si are the param e-

tersto be � tted. Assum ing furtherthatboth ~�s and ~�i

4O nly two other string ofthe type 21x661 occurred in the

process but the starting days were Fridays (90/04/27 and

90/05/25) and notM ondays.Note furtherm ore thatnorm al-

ization [18]rem ovesthecollectivecom ponentofthedynam ics

and it ensures thatcrash daysappear with the sam e weight

asnorm aldaysin the analysis.
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are G aussian vectorsin R D ,with zero averageand unit

variance (E [k�sk
2]= E [k�ik

2]= 1)m akesitpossible to

com pute the likelihood ofthe param etersG = fgsg and

S = fsig (see Ref.[13]for details). The likelihood is

m axim alwhen

gs =

s

m ax

�

0;
cs � ns

n2s � ns

�

(A2)

wherens = jA sjisthenum berofobjectsin clustersand

cs =
X

i;j2A s

~�i
~�j

is the totalcorrelation inside cluster s. The m axim um

log-likelihood perfeature takesthe form

Lc(S)=
1

2

X

s: ns> 1

m ax

�

0;log
ns

cs
+ (ns � 1)log

n2s � ns

n2s � cs

�

:

Note that a cluster with a single isolated object (ns =

cs = 1),or a cluster ofuncorrelated objects (cs = ns)

givesa vanishing contribution to the log-likelihood.

Severalalgorithm s for � nding an approxim ate m axi-

m um ofLc over the space ofcluster structures S have

been discussed in Ref. [16]. W e used both hierarchi-

calclustering and sim ulated annealing algorithm s,which

yield quitesim ilarresults(thecodesareavailableon the

Internet[17]).

Figures1 and 2 area graphicrepresentation ofthehi-

erarchicalclustering algorithm :Itstartsfrom N clusters

com posed ofa single objectand itproducesa sequence

ofcluster structures. At each iteration,two clusters of

thecon� gurationswith K clustersarem erged sothatthe

log-likelihood ofthe resulting con� guration with K � 1

clustersism axim al. Thisprocedure startswith K = N

and itstopswith K = 1,when a singleclusterisform ed.

Thelog-likelihood oftheclusterstructureisLc = 0when

K = N ,itdecreaseswith K and itreachesa m inim um

foran interm ediate value ofK . Then itincreasesagain

and reaches Lc = 0 when K = 1,because ofdata nor-

m alization.

Thegraphsreportthelog-likelihood ofeach clusteron

the y axis. The initialcon� guration corresponds to N

points aligned on the x axis(zero log-likelihood). Each

m erge operation isrepresented graphically by a link be-

tween them ergingclustersand thenew cluster.Henceas

the log-likelihood decreases structures above the x axis

starttoform .Red linksarem ergingstepswhich increase

the log-likelihood. Blue links corresponds to situation

where the log-likelihood ofthe union ofthe clusters is

largerthan thatofeach partbutitissm allerthan their

sum (hencethetotallog-likelihooddecreases).Hencesta-

tistically relevantclustersappearasthe large red struc-

turesin the plot.
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