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2.1 Clustering method.

Ao FAEE FAs) H. 4 Za
o wict diole MEE thEat ol PR

CGesye) k=12, N,

where x, €[0,1]" and y, €[0,]]"
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SA = (similarity)E O3 o] HHEEC
Membership value a ¥t b9 FALEE,

asbh= —;—[min(a - b,b —a)+min(@ - b,b - a)]

where a,be[0,1]. a=1-a. b=1-b
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1 if a<b
a—b= Ma=2  _min(l, 1-a+b)
1-a+b otherwise
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measurement2 [c(i,]) = c(i+11)],

clustering—method
[e(i2)=c(i+1,2)]
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c=ci+)= —;— {min[c(i) = c(i + 1),c(i + 1) > c(i)]

+min[c(i) ~ (i + 1),c(i + 1) = ()]}
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Lukasiewicz implication:

c(i)—>c(i+1)={ 1, if c(D<e(i+])

I—c()+c(i+1), otherwise

=min[LI-c(i) +c(i + 1)}
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HizZ)=1-az", 09<a<l0
s(n)y=s(n)—ds(n-1)
where, §(#): pre-emphasis signal.

s(n) : input signal
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&0 2UY AFH9Y ¥n

Altg Wy 71E B

Threshold [ 0.95 0.93 0.8 0.85

In 16ms 2249 2205 1863 2247

In 32ms 712 722 485 316

Lost 536 570 1149 734
Over 992 809 2747 6486
16ms(%) | 64.31% | 59.02% | 53.27% | 68.15%
32ms(%) | 84.76% | 83.70% | 67.14% | 79.01%
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