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Abstract

Prediction problem of the time-series data has been a research issue for a long time among
many researchers and a number of methods have been proposed in the literatures. In this
paper, a method is proposed that similarities among time-series data are examined by use of
Hidden Markov Model and Likelihood and future direction of the data movement is determined.
Query sequence is modeled by Hidden Markov Modeling and then the model is examined over
the pre-recorded time-series to find the subsequence which has the greatest similarity between
the model and the extracted subsequence. The similarity is evaluated by likelihood. When the

best subsequence is chosen, the next portion of the subsequence is used to predict the next
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phase of the data movement. A number of experiments with different parameters have been
conducted to confirm the validity of the method. We used KOSPI to verify suggested method.

» Keyword : 24

ofa=

. A

rhu

Sl wet Y velEE Fijste] 7153 Al
AGL FeHERt ofet A, 98 & Tt Lokl A
o= "Eiﬂi Siet. olFA BT AIAE HlolHE £t
dlolEl7F WEska e 542 Zohdokd 1
l‘ﬂ tolelE elgfeta £Aslet ia & HH
vjefe] BEgE AAsheElE R85k
F & Zoltt. 53] A9 wlofEf A Fopd 54
= *P%’Ef}oq DMM dlole] Wsks o Seke 2Ale ol &
ol Hiet, s ool AAE T’/}%ﬂl

ow et Fe L}E}‘é AWHE & 5 fhe vl A
| 5495 7R gl ol#d A |

e »}E}@ AQe A%

=
=)
-

=

rz rlo
E

5.0
1=

o

e
rr

=

ol

*1741@‘0] o efel OMI}

[ez]

ﬁ%
i
rlo
=)
Jo
2
Y,
r—{o
9
.E
M
O{N
é
_>L
Kt
i“
kA
_>',
S X
i

f =y il
ol 99 wesk 286 485
3 Al

55, 08 Z19Al] A9, A AR o WaEk 2

2 5 o i} Ao Aelsle] B9 a2 ekt
=54 g 01—8%% Ze] 9% £ BAIe] EPgich
EEEZERE 5w ofg] 7B gk o)

B o oS AA9] &gl

tole] &3 WaFs dZshe= Aol
olglgt Bxslu A 5L 7

= 74 /\]ﬁl‘ﬁﬂ A HlolHE FellA vl WEs dSst

© she] S Akt

B m=gollA Aldeks A

o574
(Hidden Markov Model
3ol AAIE HelHES ¥

o

1S 7wteg de & el
)11, 12, 13)2 At 18

% Aoz gdsie] AE A

2% Astm A4E 2dae] 5 (likelihood) S A4k
B A ARE Gl £ s e Ay St
o AN AUAE A AT 49, S A 5
e e, A4E mdzvE 44 Fsd AAGE Fols

2E(Hidden Markov Model), o1& (Prediction),

AAID(Time Series)

A AR 2%E AR Aldast 22 55S 2 Al
dol AT 7¥e7dol 7P wre AL vt aeEs
A AlR2E AR A ARz S AR AAIL
28 g & Aolrh. F, A AlEzz AdEE FE o%
o} vlol8] 555 @A 0|52 Fle] MEE oSshed 44
Sk Aot of W2 74 vlolEe] fha Hets] 53
Hohe @A o] Fe] AALe] ofd AU 555 HEhd A
A7FE cS3sl7]el Age el # =RelAE 19914
FE 20019 Afele] @=EgE7A4(KOSPD HelHE
AHgate] At

1. 71% ol 7
B8 AL vleel olm WS FrhE vepd A2

7ol vl Bl e odl B ASHe) ghonl Be ATAE

o <fai u1aH VIR ARE A IR Be) A

i

o} o' lofElE A

A, K*NN(K*Nearest Nelghbors)# A5 B (Mutual
Information)(1, 2) k& AF83le] o EAIE afAsta Sict. 4
SHE S T Alo]9] S oEERRE HRGE ALl
D& grolth. EA| A thE AHE Alele] AR ks Ael
I KNN S ARgSle] 33 oyt 2 AES ARt
olZA elE KrHe] He[HES thar A719] 52 91k 9
o] H& Zloltk. o 4 7irE Vel Ke 1578 shie ¥
SfaA] HIZES F8ele] o Flo] it e Alos Ageht.

T2 Folzl AJAIES] HolHE |SAIZ & 1 k5 o
Zoll &85t gink. WA FAR AAE S 7R 4 59
sl ﬂ%ﬂ Wi Ueills WE R Wdlele] 1 ghe AR
s W (3)olt), o]EA RigkH WE ke oy mulyd
ol g3l 5“4 714 sifel mdgeld A HHEe] Ui

2 AHESI] AIAIE S AXehe A& St whof High )

i

on Y



E]9] Zo|7} nolghd n+ 1Al F71eh s AAehs 3
ojtt. WA gk vlo[eloA 7P HZo| Hlo|EE kAE A
gslo] e v x WS WEdA AgE deld) g vt
27 GAske R HEs vehlle 2 A3k 3t
=t A8 sjee] W gl ulel n+ 194 S7keh A
& Z%siA €t

TS AAYS 21 1] (4)2 W3lelo] Algsls dhgol
ok AAGS 271 4] gkl WMol uhet A gk EEsH
ot 2eH ol AAIg ] et o 9A WA=
Alitste] Zdeizio] FE2 VR & S €t o]zl mi=
Z A (Markov Chain)®] @S 71202 dlof wiax =
g5 AAshe Bloltt, Tk AAIGo] nfRZ A9l EAS
e, t—12 ¢t—29 93l o3 A= t= t—
o ofs AFEctn & 4 Urt, 2P HARE p] AH
© AR t— 18k of2t p— 29 A b Ade] SlE
Aot A AZE ¢ +19] gk ARt t—10] 2t 3
e g3 g o] FEe webA F7tet s A Ho.

ol9Jol| = A1 FAA(5, 6, 7, 8]& AR o= HPHEo]
o] Aot Qltt WA FJrE = (feedforward) 2173
< AR Wgolt). o] 4lA%e] 93] 7l PCA(T)

[

o 949 dHelHE
e AHgsl, AAIG ] RS Bt wet &Y
& ZEITh o]FA TAE Al MEkE vlolHE 4
ol g AT dgol TREUE o HAFHe=
270 = 48 3 Fo17l goleld] tig oS Fho] .
7S stk Adsts Aol opzt 2e2H e At
o] Foizl AJAGe] agEE Fel el 2 A HE AL
&oted AADe] e dSsted ARl vk ey

e SerlE ge ogA el nekA
T wloee] S uEt 1 oS FEerh g gebd
F ok 283 o AlSe =z duess AHSet
o 7% A7l g dag Frlelel AAE 2dEE

2 ]

N
=
43

TAsto] ARG Sl AHohe Sl AlMEIT

o 1R
tlo
N
o3
5
il
ol
ol
o,

v rr

woox g

=2

N

S,

o3l

iy
N
e

Ho] FolHE W o] #5 & AT &
4 e o 7R AR rIM e
W]zt A E 71%(Bayesian Information Criterion :
Baum-Welch ¥-& AMH-8CH10).

WA Ho]x|Qt FH7|F thalA] dolraL HlolE X9}
=g M 9 g5o] 42t P(X), P(M)ela, dlolele] g7
= P(XIM)elgla & o, 22 Mo gelujg 74 6
7} oA A == A1) 2

P(XIM) = /P(XIH,M) P(OIM)AO wwevvereeeneees D)
0

dlolele] /i4 No| tited o, 2(1)dl 2285 Hsta
ghEek AP S A Gah 4 (2) 9 22 o] " o714
b & 208 A W $= S A sk shiole 74

°]

£ oe

logP(XIM) =~ logP(XIM, §) — R )\ (2)

N gloleg] /g | d g A
2(2)elX 2 WA & log P(XIM, 6) < tlo]ElS A
3 A4 AWdss, = geer B25E 2 32 2

& FE QoI T A @ SlogNe m ] v

e (penalty) 302 TE|Ee] 47} 255 U=
2 A gtk a2HER A2)e T dEol A2 HEEdd
s FAE vtk &, genE 471 o Bd

£ A dusHl Hx A Hx 3] g= ARAE A
A BREI} EolAH AAAQ] el tE gk 1] ARA &
e}, wkge] A9, At B Ee sol Ay Rdo] Hlo]
£ Z AsA ke €k 1eRR T 3R] H-e g
< 7H o) AT g Huks 2 =, oluy) RdS
A AR A 7} H= Aol o] dEje] 75 7o R
e Aegs FalA] F A0 genEY] ges g8k At

Baum-Welch#-& =S 3% (Estimation) k=
A e mds Foizl Alfxgte] 2% (likelihood)
ol P(OIN) 7} #ol(Maximization) 7} HE& ske @S
HHEEEA H4o) semlg gk g538) k. P(O)
7} A7} H=E ke geprE e 342 A3 (forward)-$
(backward) 2 AHgeitt HaF We)l 33 RSE
AMgsle] WEEEY Ho] §EE ALttt AR 7l 3t
e gk ARESte] Bdla Alf 2 Ale]o] $EE Alleta



22 Eﬁ;q E1 ]:Eéﬁ‘!—‘ = ulﬂl)(wu (2009 5)

oJdel S gk B} AAe) S= ghol © Aol w5
SlE) 347} S AE W,

1.1 Htst
R0z Malsls AAY, E3) 34 AALDe A9
S Y e .ﬂx}ﬂ Ak a9y A e
Zro] Ax|sl= 7-]0] olUg}t ﬁ}: o

nlru (o
l w0 o rlr

EREAS a—a— A

olt. :ami m ] AF&EP HlolEle 9% ﬂ7l°ﬂ
S W) A AY S Saahs Aol amﬂ} ®
=RAME o|2@ AA2E A olele] 2(3)7 o] A
A el Ww FEUAE ALgal] Bt ).
; _ % ............................................... (3)

v, DALMY F2E s AAIE s 9 e

o, © AAY s BEAA,

v, A3F telxe] AxelE A

ATteRe Aol AAzet AAD dolEHolA SAE A4S

93l 229 AuaAze] Zkzt H g

1.2 27 B|(log ratio) AEf AlA
Folzl AIAY HolE S 2](4) 9} go] &1 1] Feja W
Falod a1 FE F 7 S 23

o2 0m2

T
[P
1c2 {e3j ca}
c1 T T

5 8 &8 B B

!
20}
|
| L .

i o0 05 é
J2 1. 23 4| MEH :LEH_
Fig 1. State Graph of log ratio

Yy - AlZE tollA 9] —Zr7]—, yt710]]}v]_04 7}

21009 3 WA S A Al Al AL8a A
ok, A Helelely Aol Alelast A1 S 2l
= 71 1R PEE AAGE S ol SA IR 2 2
12 Holelg #3311 delelE vlmsh Wpaelet. 19)
ORE AADE] Aol - A 3ol AREE ol Lle)
ek, web 24 AZK Zo]7] 98N AAEE = v
A AAG 2 ksl 3 O A kS Ao ARg3it) A
FAH AR Rl AAY HolElol o] AlRlag] 21
o) 3 il 77 o1 QAR F28 Sokhn 2 A3
A 9 ool AUag FEst] AR AN
. wef 70 o1 Al 22 9 el g A
3 A Aol A2 the Al Azl Hel FUe
ARI2E 0} AT ke 797} B B T9)
27kl 220 ) ghol Hlastel QB AEE o
2 A5k A9l ols) 2 AT} Ael WasA sk

239 £ Sk HEAC 4L ARls AR
g shtel Ae) Azl i 4 A2 A4S
o ¥l e 49 44 Avt FUsA) g AR e
127} AR E 7L Y, o3 AaE AdsE
& AL 4 Az Frgel Hek o FH 4} A

Arsge) 27 8] A9 kS o) ARlse] 278 e gt v
mwsle] gto] Lo 1% Tk e 1'% Wtk ofe} $5 5
A} NRIZE o) AFH O VY e e 2t AR
ook A1 23 Bk, 91 oe we] Aol A= o
£ AR b ARl BEEE Al e plEa wo]
98 ik skeoleie) 2] o] el s skl
014 nlgx mt—ﬂo] /\g/HEJ LLH _ro]z ] %}o] Tﬂ—ﬂ.x]\gi T

[}

[e]

= T

J=

of stefle] gro] 24 el A% 913 7 Ash e it
Qo] vhg A Alelse] S g Bekd 5 g B Aol

2718 e AAIE WEhEHL ol 2 AR o] Folxith
@D AALE 2 (45 AHgst] 2 v] r, & AEIT
@ 1% 13} o] HEE AALS 21 gre] £3o)

ug} 579 age® o] 2zl golBg Bt}

a9 12 AAE S 23 HE g Jg=el, a9 |
oxst 2ol 211 ghell Wt FoR o] Y #he €9



CRME 918 4 vhas ndsh $AE 44 Aed AAG 4% 23

sk, e @2 st A9 ¢l
Ocll 77} H-E& C322 5%
H9] Fho] 091 F-&5 Addste] AT 21 1] Fho] 0o] &
= dlelEle] Mgt LR Zolr] glols &de] 2n|7t glo]
A7) el WE 27 gt A8aisich. €29 4&
2au|9] gho] ORthe AR Tz & e 2K g AE
o] ZaHE == Melsigitt. €13 Che = ¥ ghel Wal
Fo] Z AE T3 Aelrt AA71A €29 49 WA E F
3 21 C1¥} Chekel 772 HEs sl fsfiAloltt.
, 35T sk atolrt weol v RET A9 gle B

F 9 2ds] 72 ¢ =S o] iAol

e

Mo N X

1.3 24 ojzZ=

Ao| AlfzE Gtst Tl 24 iRz vy )\,
g}, o] Rel¥} fAlt
ElolA AAsle Zlolt}, ¢4 21 8] A AlAILDeM A

. @714 a9 B3kg olsh o] A ol 349
Aol 7)&dt, aelm 258 AEAs

AoSel SEE ARG ol 4 59} o] F2H A1 A
AsE 2ol 718 S5 L7h £ ARADL 5,5 Fol7)
Aeo] AAze] §A} A2z AR BT,

max
L’. =

13

P(si|)\Q)
s; MBEAIEZ 01,2, ...k

2R 4} A 2L 9l Mg RE AAY o
olell e Heehe olft Thest Luh wek AT
Agel) ok, Fa RS Fold A} 2 gl
Wsls) 2717k 9] AL 2 A A9 e RES et
U A fAk AR 2 gsle] welek v e, 2] Al
252 gk50] 600 ~ 700 Alo]e] LEo]A AR At A1}
2K ghe] RIEE 600 ~ 700 Aoe] gholeh, e e vk
3 R} A1 Aole] S ghe: Al el R
AR A7) wgoleh. et el B R} Al
gte =1 tharjehe Rl R AL AR She A
ol Telme AR e 94 gtel Wl Qo] HEses
W TS A8k o] Aash) Bk, 2eln Piist
oA Q9 A 9ol ate) B derls 29l o fAle

ABAE A K] sl | Aolok

1.4 HotE 2

THe 29 29 Aol webA vz RS sk §-
S5 AN Fol AL AR Aale] o Sol] ARREI

WA, 2" 29 WAL 20l e A AAE S 2] A
B ge 7R AAIGR iEIth aela B 3ol e At
AB2EE AL A5 Al FRES FESE AYS
T A Ao ARze] 24 viEE RS PPt
OAIFE AAIE HlolEell o] AlH2e 1, 2 WA 21
v e g 2 RS 2 A o] 2 FEYE Y|
W AR AALS FEUT 0P F2E A9} A
Azl et 29 vz mdste] 2 ARt a2
1= P w2 A A AR FEE Sk fAL A
Az o] 79 gk A @ FEE A9t

shuke] o] Al 2o el m i Wk APaiA firA} A
e FH o5 g FHE m/) I 24 &4 1t
3z 2dl 2 Aol Fofzl 2713} ghell webx] mele] viet
vlEfe] Fholl M7o] A & i3 HAE A Al gt
A g 9] wEoldt. 2eiu of 2] W wbks A As} fA} A
Hxz JANE AldeE gFE 2 i AdeE SS5HE
A & 7 k. DA 4olde o]FA AdE fAF Ald
RS ZojA] 7P e ARIAE FHRe Zlolrk FFARI fRt
ARIZE AP el o] Als fiil ARl S-S0 =
L] g kel AIE AR S T ARLS] 22 9Re] B
H] e glo] Zom "S- sl = 1S wis Zlolch, Wit
| Belrde 201 1] Zgele] Al ghe vlarsle] 7FE 2 pte 2
AR2E Ao ARIze] fAF AR sl o] Al o€ gk
< o] diE ARz FHE T HFTER] S AR A,

_,_
4l

1.5 2xRZ4te| FHR| o
4] AAs mds
h+a«a

o5 A ABAE AT Fol 3] AE Lol Gl

A=s

=2 AR

o

pat 23

=
A9 o

o M

3

rr

_(
it



24 Eﬁ.;q ﬁl—j ]:Eéli‘!—‘El ulﬂl)(wu (2009 5)

1. 2ol hol Ho| ARAQ ={g ¢, } S
27 d(Log ratio) &Ef AAIE v, 2 WKL

2. Zo| AlAIL

Y={y,ys,...,9,)%
2O v dej APIE g 2 St

nel Ello[E

3.for 7=11t m
3.1 Zo| hel =el AHAQ ={qy, ¢, - - -

oL
=

s} 2l
ol 2 A, SHeich
32for 7 =11 75
it vo(l) == vg(j) and UQ(Q) ==
v 5(]‘|’ 1)
y/OiW—'?’—Ei Zo|
{(l=h+a 0<a<p 5 <B<h)el
MEARA 58 o -rg"HZP
s 2 A Q—‘il ?c L s, AHlekstct,
end if
end for
max
k

5 ), Aetict

33 L, = P(sil\g), 1 <k <n,

ME AR
3.4 ME A AROIMRE  + B CiolE 5
sich
35 B 2220 gt 5= p, = 2
end for
4.for 7=1 to m
gsum; =0
for j=1t0 )
if v, G)

gsum; 2| 32 1 Z7+ ARt

== UQ()

else qsum;2| S 1 LAIZICE
end for
end for

5. gsum,; S0 &1 Z 2 2= i
OF A= ZXSIct
O8] 2. AEA oF LTBlE
Fig 2. Sequence prediction algorithm

2= iwle| p, &

th. o714 his Ao AlE2e] ZojolBn g ulz] FoiH Ho]
o} 2y o9 #%e fRUE A3 0Bt 2 $350A 7}
& A A Bk UeiE g AReeth BE oA &
& ME 570, 4(6)3 &2 22 }su HAEEE ek
ok A7lellA eap #atke] FAe A7) 2.

~(p,0*) —

€AY, i oAYS PR, oF 1 LAY B
SSE
O-ZZE’ SSE E(ylfyl)Z ................. (7)

gt BE g BRG] BT, 0 BF Fe NS
BaE a3 AAxe] Zo] golmE AfAx] FAE &
5 glojok @t} agiA Bk S Alf2T) 5Y o)F B
Aol 102 o) HadS T 4 =S 5, 10, 15,
20... FolA et} aey oln) B3re Qo] AlHxe] A
olHThE= 2 ghe A Zolth ¥ 39] a¥ Batel 10
d o) o] 3 16l 1071 BN AA 2A| 33t o2
@ Atolel @k Ak ghe Alatale] e vehd Aot
o] ZHZE agto] 5L W Hie] o3} BARS Uehl 9l
t}. T Bl2E Az 3 ol E AlA2E AAska T
o] AAl 3k} ol ghe] oS B tsle] o BAMS A
At 18 39 b 2E HAE HoHE 10W e}
o] azte] Wgll WE el AAS Yepd Aol 1
& 39 bolld BH agto] 13} 5L wj o3} F4ike] g7} 2t
A Ydehte A & 5 . B =RNE aghd 52 A}
gato] Aaalsd

=0

2 3 4« & & 7 8 98 1

a. B zlol 102w, azte
gsjof| e Rk
(&2l - 10-27)

b. v 2ol vispol e
SRALNEA(RI 1 10-27)

T2 3. B2 agtoll st AR
Fig 3. Error Variance by 3 and «

2 Mg #rf

=3
B =RdAs 19919%E 200149 Abele]l :s9]
(KOSPI) @574 30007HE 43 wlole= A&7
o A 1991dFH 3000708 F25ke] HAE £18 1)
olgjulo] 2 AAER Abgsta 30007

o] ol 50071<]
HolE 2 2Zsle] o] AAAS 93 AL Aesio]
Bl 2~E33]

WA, AAL dolelst Asl AdsE A a3 gt



CRME 9% &4 ntaiz wdsh 4% 442 Aed AL A5 25

e fleiA 2 ] e AAE R Wgsta 1|
ol 21 W] ghe] A7) whet AH ghs et
a H2EddA a9 gk 247 5ok 102 gt
Ao] AlA 29 dole 2002 AAsATH & $&
2 M e A9 AlEzEY 570 vlo|H E o AMg-St
10709] &5 sk Aotk " 2EE &l AH8-€ 50
N HlolE] FolA 2078 & Mgl Ho] AJEARE AN
St 2070 o] ol Yehd 10709 HolE S &2 @ n
N oz AL

M, Ao AYAE oY viaE wdg
21 AAIE dolEE w24
dlolEl e} o] Al e 20 ] A gho] 27
FERE 25709 dolHE &
At oY viEE wdz JEAIEA) S

< = e Uehle AEAEAE

o} 71 fAbe AR AR AR &
Al FEe] 2oA gto 2 57 A= 5
B#Y 10719 d& & ARt add 24 nlmz=
mdo AL 27] 28 3o Ao wEx mde men
B o] a3 i & oot a8BE Al Al
A8 A7 g2A U vk oldd EAAS s
3171 9alA fAF Al 2 S 103 o) AAlEtn 20
v e gk AMEdth Ao Alf et TH fAF A]E A
o] 27 4] e & vlmsted Z2& ghold '1'g datn
T2 ol 1S W & A azla TR A} A
A5 FoA 2 v FH FA kol M 2 A~
g FHTA fA AE 2R At whef 20 8]

B Fhol & Afele $= ol /Mg 2 AE A9

A = (45
M=

s
A%

N

B

S Kol

2
al
32

o

it

(e}

offl
o,

=
>
1>

>,

fo 2 |

A

o

o m
ol
—_-

i
(SN

D oo d [y
1o,
>
I

>
ES
>
=

i
o

12
ol ox
EEONN G I S|

Kl

o E 19 A WA Ao Al el O b ~E A3 HA
H A AR aEe] AY Sl 2aov) A ae =

we HEriE

A S 20 0| delf it gt

Table 1. Log Ratio State Value and Likelihood
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