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1.4 &

€49 ZA(concentration)o]t #£AFI 2L By AAE EAY &
F4 FTARZATA HAHE WFEHN ANz &FHojof drt. a2y
GC(gas chromatography)$} & AAZL EX7E= 7130 vz, A3H
(sampling)7} A g =)o} glon AHH D EAA7k0] ZojA ZFANIHET Fox
3 AR A, BeujLE a2 ), 82 d(inferential model) S o] ¢ o)
< 949, & A x4, 9l AXA, FX, BFuE 5 oHE MAA9
AR E7F3AY, S$RXQ T2 AN EAo] o3 AL A& 4
A AR FHo] 75 M2 HE FHo] IJE WFE &3 mdo|t}

PLS(partial least square or projection to latent structure)= xo]Z7} 43}
I W] ARBACT AEH, ATdE 59 dojgwto] EAFE EASY Ul
3 AT HANTS Bole UHFFAENYCE JHANF ST YHIAR
4z FA4d9d. 43 PLSE 4AWAER YAHIARLE AYYYPSS AHEsHA
Hed, dAFez st 33 dolHe e AAdHolHAgE vAHY #
A7 EAstE Aol dWtHojmz o]y nAd FAAHS AP} Y] JHME=
HNIEPGEE EZESIY M2 v4Y 2do] HesA g

B dFdME H¥ PLSE /Ase JHRLEEL Algriut dagEQ
Principal Curve €18&FS& A4 WeE FAF SOFM(self-organizing feature
map)S °]&3Ax, WAHINARLL ©FA73 &Y (multilayer feedforward
neural network)2 A4 v]AHY PLSE Alekstgnt. zel:, #td w|Ay
PLSE #<dolE9 FHEY 422 2L d&ss FERDL $Y3)
=d FL3Ado.

2.0 &

1. PLS(partial least square)
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PLS= Hlol8 9 xol=7t Alstn Weze] FaJAZ 3 ASd 353
AR E Hole thiF BAEN Vgez A A (outer relation)st WA T
Al(inner relation)  °]FoJAx®  MLR(multiple linear regression)°|4}
PCR(principal component regression)ol] B]3] o} 7AA(robustness)g H.¢l
o A AAE AFHABFOZ PCA THE 943 NIPALS ¢ngEFe o439
g &9 delgrst Z4z2t d3¥¥8(linear transformation)& AX 4&Y
scoreE U=t RAo|th WHAAE IARLR HaAsY(least square)S ©)
{3t JANHTE AX U Y& score HEHEDY HYIARAL FYI
o PLSe] W3, 94 #AE oz veuid g3 2o,

1) 9F7A
X=TPT+E= glt,,p,? +E

. T _ T
Y=UQ"+F= 3 uuaf+F
2) UlA A
Z/;h= bhth (h=1,2,”', a)
by=ulty/tlt,
714 XRY™), YRVDE 458 doj8, TR™®, URV)E 449 score

vector, PR™®), QRY*E 4&% loading vector, ER™™), FR”9%: o9, b
E AYIJAASFTE 9n| 3}

2. NNPLS(neural network PLS)

dio]Ho| &A= B AP S A&7 Y& McAvoy(1992)& 3 Ay &4
% (hidden layer)& 7IA™W @A #FE A2Ro= FFE AMLdtE OFAAY
< YE9Y score vectord] H|AY 3HARIDE ALE3E NNPLSE A3t

NNPLSAA YA #A = o402 JetiAe N( )& A3 gez FHHE
XY #AE 9o,

Z/2=N(th) + (4"

WHYARDR ARFL ASHE Ae AAFe Holu muYaAYAL
g3t ol Htd, A9 ASPFE AFFL T dst: Y¥E= 2
A7 st

3. AFARANAEE ol 4F WAHF PLS

rie

Malthouse 52 Krammer®] A5 Q4274 %o] vjd3 PCAe AL i}
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AL o] 85 PLSY AWMB] AFAFNALE o] &3 H|AY PLSE At
3t ch Krammerd] A5 Q42734 3719 2928 7IA Y, 483 &80
& AABeR gy T Fo4X d¥yay L £88 IY. mapping/demapping F
= AaRolE BAHIFE Yy Fde AFFAITE AMEFT WEZ9)
LEFE Y4EY Equn glEA] Folol d o]lE FI AR ¢Fo] Yoyt
WEZ 712 XY PCY score #ted A4 = v}

a8y AFINALE 349 29F S JHAY 4Z4e SPHoZ FgH5A
Z F g7 ol dutHQl 2 F 9 A (error back-propagation) g FE ]
&3t AF AT gFol AP I Aol saFHW, 2YFe] & A
7§ cross validations F3 HAY 2Yx=E ARE ¢ QAT 9 &Y
Zol EdHo)A ¥& A¢ HAHY &YF x=FE FEE ROl 44X g4 ®,
H5Z9 gto] ¥]4E PCY score® YetdY I &A%, Edward C. Malthouse
£ Krammer A543 WES gto] 44§ 9uldA score’t o}dS 5
Bttt ol AFAFAA T o3 vy ST FSE(feature extraction)
o] A&styRo] Algor AFH7] wFolr)

R

Mapping Bottleneck Demapping Output layer

Input fayer layer layer layer

19 1. Krammer's autoassociative neural network
4. SOFME- °]&3 njAd3d PLS

B dForEs PLSY 9HHASLA# 02 Principal Curve dx8l&9 A%
A F#QA SOFME °]483 WAHIAREZ A|aRol= @A4%5 24YFS
7FA1E= 3% AALE A48 t) Principal Curve:™ Hastie®} Stuetzle(1989)9
o Aetd wyoz A WA AYPCY vAE Idwntsleln & 4 oy oI

9] self-consistency principleg #+Z3jjof 3},

£=F(Gx)=E(x | 2= 7 min||F(2)— I

ol Al (projection)TAIS} ZARFFIAZ UE F T, AFISEANA
= 2E HoHE A =2 FWAY AIFIA Hu, XARFFEANNE FA
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e LE AXE AIYGHO 2L z@3E JIAE BEE doHY AFZFE zd
gFsts ALY e g g ady, AAY ALdE FEd diolHE uF
=2 Y9 Aol principal curved] Y AHo= AlYdHE A%/t =E4. 1
Hug A3 HoAMe T FR/AFINAY AdIA 5L o489 span
oy} AdF o2 e JdHIGWe THEAHA dAMNE AFHITE +FF
o A "o

SOFMelA = dEdelEe IXEEE 7 F AHIEE bl F4S 9
AA 71 JEIFHY ZE HE o] bl FHoZ AGARYG & b9 F
41 & principal curved] 2Y4E 2RIV E dtn Y dolH EAAFES 9
71 = 3ok ol s ARAL FHME(b) 2A o trade-off TAE LA
=9 b9 & BA 1A dYuolgEe] YT SEANFEE JHAA HAR
A g FHdo] doJA & 3, b & A FH FFFY AP AT
ool Eo] Ugd EJEFLEE JIXA RHEZ do[Hzte FEo] EHX
gFobzt}, PLSHA 9} Zo] SOFME 53 dold score 7+ WA 3AE +F3)
oF 3t AFdle YEY score I UlY Ulgo] o]FoxA] gonz ggol
Z o] AR gt wElM, B AFdME olF FEEI] g8 A bild
FAE ol &3 QlEdiolee] BEXE AW principal curve®E #3131, curve
7t a7 Fole splined ©]43td billel 4 FAE Atold FrFH oz Wi
FAE AAF I o] b+k /M9 FANAZ UolHE ALFAF

3. AT

FgrdolEHe FHEY YAEAY RAL 422 A% FEEYD FHd A
oty ¥ MY PLSE ol &3d 3, 7|€9 PLSS vw3tdeh ZF 7[ye] A5 vl
= H2E do]gd o3 mean square error of prediction® 3] o]FolH ).

MSEP=-; 33(5i-9)?

1. &by

SOFME o438 wlAa PLS 71¥e thest ol & sle S3use o4
AMHE A A LASE A dedolEd ALt te[1,2]01% 100
el stEdolEE N, 009 xol=Z 74tk BAES s 4A N, 0.01)
o) xo)=E FX= 100719 HEE AT

n=tte

2= —3t+ e,
x3=—t3+3t2+ e3
y=(t—1.25)(t—1.9)
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E 13 324 244 & 4 %ol Aletd SOFME o] &3 u|Ad3g PLS7H A
3 PLSY NNPLSEUE= EdaY, d&5He WM 2% Hojd AL & £
Aot &, AFAFLEEE o] &3 H4AY PLSY vng of v dSA5S
H2g, ® 394 PCY AFE 7 AL MSEPE yeld w9 principal
component(413 PLS, NNPLS) ¥+ principal curved & &3t}

X 1. Performance of PLS’s

A% PLS | NNPLS |AANN PLS|SOFM PLS
# of PC 3 2 1 1
MSEP 0.1056 0.0486 0.0013 0.0015

MSEP(PC=1)| 0.7357 0.1680 0.0013 0.0015

§ ' (a) inesr PLS {6 NNPLS
2 2
0 0
2 2 d
‘o =m w0 50 100
4 {©) AANN PLS 4 (d) SOFM PLS
2 2
ol /\ \ | 0
JIHEL
2 obgervation ) bgervations
“0 50 100 “0 50 100

29 2. PLS prediction performance

< H3 HYSYSE o439 23 vgg £ FHIES dde=z 10070

o] "olHE At FFHEL 16doln 8PO R feed’t FFETh 10071 dlolH

T e ggd 26/ d2Ed 2949, QEUFIE 1344 8u7px9 &
=9 AREE AESIAN TFE B ERY o] i dh

e 22 A4S o435t FAAs HAEd, 0.2 s ER9)

EXHREE condenser?] 22X & °]&3AR Out FTAL EFY EAHLEZ &

9 F=HE A&
0—06;,
L=ln(———9 — )
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18] PCE AHEE 99 thsll PLSY 345 g vad A4 ¥ 29 2
v} 94, SOFME o4& PLSt A3 PLS, NNPLSET % MSEP#-& 7tA
o, AFAYAA TS o &8 vy PLSS= H&d dSA45E Holx )

3 2. Performance of PLS's

4% PLS| NNPLS |AANN PLS{SOFM PLS
MSEP(PC=1)| 0.1022 0.0562 0.0285 0.0289

4. 4

£ @7 E Hd34E e A2de 24387 A3 splineg A3}
T 7/Id€" SOFM< PLS SAWMsH#d A&t dEAa237e WHIARY
2 ARgstE Hl4dY PLSE Adsdd. Add® HA¥ PLS: A¥ PLSH
NNPLSe| vla] 2dxd3dolu qE45hAA Hojd A4S Yeuiz, =
TAENEEE gHATEF L2 AHEsE AANN PLSS vl g o #)x@ o
FA4%5E st 284, AANNE 329 24Z oz Q3td 249 Azt
AN Be SwdlolHE 878 249 Y $x AAo) ¥ gFd B
Azto]l dele Wl SOFME Ag3ts A¢ F44F by =3& T3 aa4A
02 299 FxE 4RY 7 313, FFAE B2 A £2829A e

& A

B d7E ZEEY) FHEI24Y Ao 9F ojFojRenz od 7
A=Ay
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