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B AF7A AFEAPTYRANA Bo) AHE RAE EE HFALEY Fo
R olEe RN PAE Lol Y oo YA AYHE HHKAE YL
o83t AXH JAFENE ANSHAD. o] B9 HAY 279 YF7rzE AY
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1. X&

AR EH(cluster analysis)e FAHE WFES g ALgsty =4 Wy wet
AAEE v JAHo2 FHAIE PHL B3, ojd Z YgeoA AMABL
TAY A& JHAY FAd OE AFLY ANEL 5T # A2 o)A 47
& REF EFGE PP& FY3dE Aoz 4 ¥4 (numerical classification), =
© 14 (pattern recognition) ¢ 7] o|geoz HaPxm Y.

YRHo2 AZEH UM B Afo] FojA AALY AFT2) BEYE &
AtEst A nFe dEh g2 FT¥E 4 At "N $AE Foja A
9 A CIY HIRAME 3AY £ U FAE EE NRAIEY TRy 2y
A3 289 4A& ¥ w3, dA ALY AGYnAZEY AL 8o
RAew, BEY FolA 2719 ALT2E AYAIEY ©olF F/x 8050 o5
YL "ACItE nARIA V. F 59 PFT2Y Ao JVE uA=
AJAEE NEHIHE B Lol m, o]E 53] BHUYE AzHete B}

2 =22 4719 A2 749 gon A2BE FAE EE B FAIES 2y
HE IARAS, A3BoANE A87A ASH AGYnE & Adstz, FAo] =
AHT2LY FAEE st A4E § AE F/A BAZL Fostn, Man

1) & A7+ 19095 AT A2 2244 dFulo) oJ3ia +E e
2) 500-757 FFA] HF L85 300 Adopdta xjdzstef B8t}
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AHE BHTE ABHA AARE ANFRLH, AsBAAE BHAFE AR
o.

2. FAE EE HFALE 53

oFlEe YEESY ASd #EHe2 pA9 ¥ ddtd FHd n/le 7Q A
2e "y x=(xa-xp), i=l,-,n 2 Bo] EFAT}. old BE FAEH 7Y
zolx AMES ¥E F MM €A Hx(distance)t °IE Ay {FA
(proximity)e) 2718 &A3e AR & T} A

WA SALE (similarity)= F MAALole) FAMY EE BRAPE EHIH= 2L 2 A,
Qeoje) 5 AM x & x5 o WS 5 = fx)2 BT ThEe 2IE VEY
o

D 0<<1,@ sy=si, @ x=x; => s5=1

EH FAE s7t e F 28e © BT o|RAE Al (metric) ol ¥t

@ ssj=1=> x=1x, ® (sj+sx) sk =>sj" Sk
aga B A fAEY gidez T OAMALY ARy F=E HRAE
(dissimilarity) d; = 1- s & R¥ 4 A a9 R FAEY HA=2 7
tge 20& HEY

O 0<d; £1,Q d& = dii, ® x=2x =>4d=0
=3 oj@A HHE HRAE d7t Bed F AL ¢ BEHFHE AL Ao
g ¥t

@ dj=0=> x=x5,0 d+dx=dx

21 ARRAES AY FAEY 4

HA 71 9ed FAEE Z W5t 23 TR B4R g ZHAE oldF
(dichotomous)® =0l B Rolth. & prile HEL /I A9 F 7AA 9H
xi=(xn, ~xp) S x=(xp,~,xp) oA )& ZHzte] AE9) g2 0 EE 18 AY
o, o] T A FAEE A AHHE WA oA P (2x2) ¥
2} % (association table)”} ¥ 8 &}
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¥ 1. 5 /A Heo ofyt 2x2 2UF

Xj
@ 1 0 A
1 a b a+b
0 c d c+d
A atc b+d P

2@ $EE oF 4744 84 abcd B¢ AAY AUHA T AMME o9
QA FAEE GET ol AR 4 Utk
2. AHARO] Tyt HAE

0-0 ti-3-¢
Aele 43| & R + A =
EAED
)R] l,Jacgard 2.Angerberg 3,Ru:sel and Rao
QJ.Q.
= at+b+c a+2(b+c) a+b+c+d
k&3t 4.Simple 5. Rogers- 6. Hamman
matching Tanimoto
Euy a+d a+d a+d-{b+c)
a+b+c+d a+2(b+c)+d atb+c+d
Ls 7.Dice and Cze 8.Kulczynski 9. Ochiai
‘Eéi}ﬂ a 1 [a . a a
a3 U (hecded 2 Uon J
= a+%(btc)+d 2 ‘atb  atc J(a+b) (ard)
10.Sneath and Sokal 11. Anderberg
S avd la a d d
X3 a+ 1% (b+c)+d 4 atb a+d c+d b+d
12. 13. Yale
d ad-bc
3y 2 e
y(a+b)(a+c) (b+d)(c+d) adrbe
14. Pearson’s ¢
ad-bc
y(a+b)(a+c)(b+d)(c+d)

FUAZ, Wsgol T o) gel
St kdA 4o dated HAW

&€ 7I1AE 99 Hs(nominal variable)e] A}
23701 F A= ez ¥ F Utk o

& oA 239 ¥4 slxu xp) & TSI Zo] H AL
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1, Xu=Xg
Sg(ng,Xjk)= k= 1,"',p
0, Xur*Xp
ol F HWEHS FAEE EE ¥igo] @It 230EY PEoR AHYE.
ng= —;'kgsk(xn,xﬁ)
@ R ditgos e k A AE didtg AR FoAgdolY AHEE

A3 7t wiE AR F A &, I widxexa) E kA QEC d8A]7)
9, o] Ftel F ALY FAEE BEH EH.

kilwk(xik,xjk)sk(xik,xjk)

Sy=
kgw;:(xn,x;k)

ARz, R8st 23 ¢cAEATTHE X3t A4 ddtde 4 & xu & xi
7t Xk 2 X olAY EE xk < xx°lX, °]E9 HAF min(xaxp)el HE Ze=th
gZA T A 98 x5 9 x5 9 HFAE do(xix))E THEFH Zol ¥ F e
,

ﬁxuﬁ flx,k—z ﬁ min (xa,xx)
¥=1 E=1 k=1

do( xi, X)) =
kilxu+ ’f_‘ixjg— ki:l min(xa,,x;g)

o] Ao olMAE thE Jecard FAIEE BEH HEFHE B HFALE dg@t
22 FAAR g ¥FAIE

Z W47t FHes 23Y 4 AevE F AR AAE HKAER 345
£ Ao FAERTG A2 Yoith o A E HAAE ASEC] TEE
oA FOIHIL, E® HHFAIE Dy D Ds ol AH4HE 1 & 7 A4EY Az Te
Axe) e AANY) ANA EUSE FEd A5 o o) AF =dH AY
2dE ZE A5 X} 2L ZAUNE ZES Ho: zolth BE AgHE W
e n & X o BREFHAY BeEss Aun
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E 3. 43 AR Uiy BlfAE

Azl 23 3 F
1. Euclidean 2. Standardized Euclidean
- 3w xp)? — SGu-an) Yk
N = =
&Y 3. Minkowski 4, Canberl;a
1 R LR k=X I
p Sfxammal 2 T vl
6

5. Divergence .

1 (xi—xa)?
P k=1 (xp+xp)

1 & _xa-xa
y4 kg xg,+x,1,
7. Ware and Hedges

S min (xa,xz)
F312) U pkg{l‘m}

8. Soergel 9. Bray and Curtis
S lra-d Sbru-xal
é:lmax (xie,2x58) kg(xik"'xjk)

3. A33 3 T7H} F AFTZEY S
=8 + de TAF

A%AH 3PN 9% FFENL n MY M p AY WFe o] FolA
(nxp) o ARPA=2 FE AL FAEE BASE HFAE, 4 & ALsis,
o]A& o83 YE (dendrogram)olgti H-2E YRR 2P ARH Fx
& TS E A& o BFoz 3= WYtk

olE ¥ &Y AAFxE PYAYW A LHE duUEL WA n MY AN RE
HfALE 8 D = (dy) & AR, o2 ¥H Z &4 k (k=1,.,n-1DelH = F
g G & Cq Y A A4E He AFE B¥Esd A2 FF C = GUC
€ e g8 G4 k+l A A2E AF C & dE Jd9g9 A C B9 v KA}
S8 HAY PAFHE AHE3tY A Ak, o)L HHHE $1Y Ao @
oA 712 A&Et oA HAYY A2 AFX G o dEAF C, T HRAIE
& AAsE Wi g g3 2L A EAYEL 238 4+ U

Lance ¢} Williams(1967)% AE71A] A¢g ¢nAFEL OSH 2L 59 @&
Aoz FHIHAL
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de = Opdpr + Oqdor + Bdpq + 7dor — dor
ol o]E 4708 B ap0qB7 B ap + o+ B =10 =0,8<1, =09 =
A& 53 E HYdA g9 #E HAINEE AP HEEHH, o] T IE
o3ty FAHE HHEY FL  ap = ag= 05,8 = - 025 o]t}

AB7HA AHEEHo] & IR WHES Uty Y Bdo] oA =59 g
ALt dAY BEE ULy 2. EH ol WEPEL T FZH(space
—contracting), H.&(conserving) £ &3 (dilating)9] /PdoA E£F d3x A4
F A3 A

4. AFH JHEN YA 3= 4 A9 25 3

)} A
why 2 % 3 % H 9 r £ Agﬁi% A €
dp dq B Y T
Az 1/2 1/2 0 - 1/2 +
A2 1/2 1/2 0 1/2 33
T BE | n/m ng/ny 0 0 R
= Al ny/ng ng/ny -ngng/ n¢? 0 2E
k=3 1/2 1/2 - 1/4 0 &
nRgt+n, ngtn, _ n, '
o= n;t+n, n,+n, n,+n, 0 33
p<o, ¥
7t (1-)/2 | (1-p)/2 | B<1 0 p=0, BE
B0, &

244 ol FE EAPUES AM(etrieva)sHE W) AHNA AsY 4
NE FAY FEPiEs F9stang.

MA nAY FRAEE FHRE 2709 AFFERE Y2 Uiz, E@ FoiF
ARAE] Dol FPE FAE o BAPAE Heod QoiAE Az g2
g Yoz Jgug, 29 o T AFTZ Y 9 V'O #A4E A¥sE aE=
Rand(1971)& T83 Z& C-EA3E ALsAT.
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(B9l) =z nled HEEZ FAHHE F A% IAFFZE Y 9 Yo oy,
Z AF k (k=2, . n-DollA n3 € Y 9 84 AF C & Y 9 jidx AF Gl
&3t A Fe a9, ad 8 38F 22 (kx k) ¥

N=[nmn] (ij=1,..k
€ 474 89. 289¥ Rand 9 EA4AF Ce

CHY,Y )=[Ti—Py/2-Qu/2+ 2C2l/ AC3

o2 FojAY, 4«74
k k k k
Ty= ??nu-n. P= ;"zl- -n, Qr= jan.,-—n

k k
ni.=23nj n .= ;ﬂij
J

o},

E e § 14729 $A49 243U Fowles S Mallow(1983)o) <) 84
Ags e, A AdA B8 FAF Tu & BT o) d=i JED & 2
o1},

(B9 2) 2 A% k (k = 2..0-1) oM, F AFT2 Y & Y 9 A4
T,

Be=TFe 0
ojc}, o714 Ty Px & Qx & 9A HaE ;B

olef EAF B o Cc o 7zt 3 B4 R EAY HAEL A F w8 B
fokEo) 9o,

4. AN EHNA AT A8 AY H A
FAE EE HFAES 3RPESH AFY AFLTAF) A¥o) A= 27 3

g7xE At AwHY L viA=sE &3] AHA, 94 AX(e %
FHAR ZtZ4e) distd A EHoH AEE HAH BA
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41 AXF A"

WA k (k2 2) 718 AS72E AXE el p AY A5 A

x, i=ln, & T3 Zo) 44w

@ $3E o) A% AU} 58 p - 82 AREH, % We x; (=1.8) 9 2
=430 0 E& 1 ¢ Admz, 2WAEE A= Oe o34 AN

4 =256 /1S 2AZO] FEHTh BE m;m = (00,0 NH  xus

~(L,1,.,1) 74X (256x8) 9 2319 WY = FASA.

@ F7 o4 k Y AATZE ANE 2719 ANEHCY FLE 44 7]
A3A, 256 718 g k /e Tz Uy, ZF FdA =27 10 Q1 B
& U5E 2239 oBE 2 MM 2719 AFE AV JF SAA 3
9o Sk - 3 EE 49 A 4 AR S5 AAUGES A o
&3 ol Huth

a5 3 4

yyyyyyy

(0,0,0,0,0,0,0,1
Zix e 2] el ((0,0,0,0,1,1,1,1
(0,1,1,1,1,1,1,1

’

yyyyy

yyyyyy

yyyyyyy

42 43A =8

FHARY HFAE 1A E FFode dREE AF AFEEXE == n AY A
AHEE Wo] A3, o5 U4SH 2 BAE 539 YUt
O M=z 549 B8F 73‘?1"‘&-’?- Zy, 2,5 IMSLe) ¥ 2o 2 BE At}
@ olE AXY FNY Y& UL B/ X1 =012 , Xe=p01 21+
ox1-p 7, & A}%s}fﬁ BFHEs} (00) o)z, FRANY
2: ( l 90102)

po102 02

€ 7M€ ol¥F AMEEY BROZ ¥ d7)H BFEHRE 0, = 0;

= 1.0 ol3, F@AFE p= 00 # 0522 H@.
Q@ A& F7tk (k 2 2) /1 2719 IF72& 7HE BES YA 37 A3,
o&d HEHEE JMAE XM, 42 2] 102 B S 3239 o5 & 4
oA 7|4 FHAFxE wWEH.
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T {129 (s o9y (o gy (e

tgez 93t AN ANE A2E 2719 PETE Y 2 A4s, WA
HRALEE ANST, o} F A7 WIfAEe] Wt 7 kX AFH AFEAY
€ A AFAA IFTE Y'E A=h B4 o T JE7E Y &
Y distel $AF B, CeE ANV old® AAE 10 ¥ ¢E FFse] Foj
$AZ B AF 4 k o dhe] T 2 BUHENL QAT & =2
ANE BAF G o & o188 BHY WIPE AN EE NFAA Y
ZE A%L Trigem 386V & Afagion, dFdsst ERAFUSTE AA$
A%E IMSL & o833t

5. ¥4 2%

51 AXA=

FALESY ZRHuE A FY FH7T 2719 JAFTF2Y AP oty
ol JF& Fi, Y Z} 89 ol" FEXHANA FAFY #& Hd= =
7HE 4ot BU] A, 38 AR WE BAEAHE 4EH 2o P

HA F 899 &L o33 Fo] Y

A HAES 2y

A; : Russell and Rao , Az : Jaccard , As : simple matching
A, : Anderberg , As : Rogers—Tanimoto, As : Sorensen,Dice and
Czekanowski , A7 : Sneath and Sokal, Ag : Hamman , Ag : Ochiai
B: AgLugEFY 7
B: : Single Linkage , Bz : Complete Linkage , Bs : Average Linkage ,
B4 : Centroid , Bs : Median , Bs : Ward , By : Flexible
Age 2719 A 713 A B¢ 4 QA B v AL 103 HHE A
3l o]E ZtZ}to| tidte FAZF CuE AL, ZAHE AR Uidty EAENE
E 4% A7t 9S8 Folx Ut

219
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5. Y47} 37 42 BAREL) RARME

SS ME F

3

DF Pr > F
4 3 4 3 4

A |16.7796( 0.0799 8 | 2.0975) 0.0100| 264.51| 5.30| 0.001
B 4.8323(10. 2762 6 | 0.8054| 1.7127| 101.57(909.14| 0.001
A x B| 2,9894|( 0.1532| 48 | 0.0623| 0.0032 7.85| 1.69| 0.001
E 4.4962| 1.0682) 567 | 0.0079] 0.0019

T 129.0976{11.5774| 629

b3 x7)9

T2 B F AL, oldE JF ATYe] KA FF L FFde

% e fol
F Am, B9

g7 3 4 BA%E 4 AFHTY BN wad F FEH

4:
A7t Ao FAE Ho Wel § we Iy w1 9

A x B 3245 U3 {3t

FUAZ 27 JAFY 71 4 A ASE 7 AFAY Fdo] HaH FRIA
2L B2 A4 F Aen, o] AT FAAATH JFLnEF Wyl
A s B 9L TAT FAEY Agdd diAE He P ¢S
g T AT EE F 8 n5AEY ARE MEF WS ¢+ Urh

et AR F3PAS AFLGIF) FH dE BHod FAHA E4HE
setsty) Y EA dFuaE AAE Ade tdeFd 2o

= 6. RALS AWyl it ohEula - A4s 3 Q A8
1
0

FALE TF 7 8 3 5 4 2 6 9
Azl 43 X 0 0 0 0 0] X X
0-0ci &2 E§od | 0 0 0 0 X X X X X
FAF B2 |0.8145 0.8045 0.8044 0.7760 0.4882 0.4814 0.4763 0.4643 0. 4523
Tukey 2| 21§ A A A A B B B B B
E 7. S S Pdel it ohEula : WAL 4 A AL
RFAESY T/ 7 5 8 3 9 1 4 2 6
Aelo 43 X 0 0 0 0 0 0 X X
0-0tig2 Xqted N | O 0 0 0 X X X X X
FAF BF  0.5077 0,4953 0.4939 0.4939 0.4908 0.4868 0.4739 0.4738 0, 4730
Tukey & 2§ A (A,B) (A,B) (A,B) (A,B) (A,B) (B,B) B B
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99 A3tz B AG4Ut 3 Q BAEE 2713F9 AdETYol 4 FAEY A
o] wel v 2ozt AFE & F Atk F FARY Ao §x, R
0 -0 tHga HE9 8 XFIAL e FAEEC] Moz F& A FHO
gu3tn, Azl Ao VHAHL Aol 2FA A %€ ¢ F Atk ¥kAEd
g 71 4 A A%E AF AATYA L Wol vAE KAEY FFHA
oE &AL 58 Xeolg =2 5 floh

¥ 8. XY AudalFo oyt ch3ula
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el 2 F{ 6 2 1 3 7 4 5

F7 2% 9% 99 8y 435 HE ¥y EE RBE

EA=re] HF 10.7937 0.6783 0.6070 0.6022 0.5858 0.5618 0.4971

Tukey o] 18 A B C C (C,D) D D
ey e 2§/ 6 3 7 2 5 1 4

IUY & U ¥y RE HY HY HE =% BHE

E72re] B [0.6227 0.6093 0.6091 0.5442 0.3534 0.3446 0.3307

Tukey o] 15 A A A B C (C,D) D

% A2 AL Ao AWPE Atold] B Xolg Holx &
2 AAT, Y FHe FEol FRY dele FAIE FAEC @AR
Ward £+ Comple Linkage 59 83| &3 PiEc] ditxes F2
$AEYE ¢ F Uk T JFEDY 4Fo] M2 ERHE A$AE Ward,
Average Linkage, Flexible 2o vix AN FHo YL ¢ +
A}

Boz AYY BNAHRY A nizgo] fYnz, IFAATHE HF
AA &= A x BY FE2HL AnBs o3, o] A2 Sneath-Sokal &} fAlEe] of
@ Ward & 3838 Aol
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52 FHA=R

FH g AAME 2719 AFTFE Ao A3t FAEY FAZAWYEA F
FgdagdFe F757F olE FYL "X JHE Yolrr] A, F 89 FEE
€ 93 o] YA

A B FALESY FHHY
A : Squard Euclidean , Az @ City—block , As : Minknowsky
A, : Canberra , As : Divergence, As : No name , A7 : Soergel,
Ag : Ware and Hedges , As : Bary and Curtis

B: AL FY FH
B; : Single Linkage , Bz : Complete Linkage , Bs : Average Linkage ,
B4 : Centroid , Bs : Median , B¢ : Ward , B7 : Flexible

DA AFY 7} 3 3 4 o3, F WFLY FHAF o =00 A FSE AT
At F AZLS] ABAFI o = 05 A AFE 4 JFLY AAE) YR
ERHM £719 AHFETY o] HuAH FH}A g FLoln, B B4
A7t p = 00 A BFs vz ER 33 A A3t

FHAZ A= 71 3 A B 2719 AFZENY Fdo] ¥uy FAY
AGT2E AFY £ A3, FF F71 4 A B 4 JFFADY AAEe] M=
E¥HE 2 A4 5 Ao v A8 103 $E AAEA olg ZZe] o
3o TAZF CGE AR

9. Heerl 3 A SHAR U FAZL G o 2%

35 why By B, Bs By Bs Bs Bs
A 0.3632 0.9205 0.9317 0.9366 0.9274 0.9266 0.9172
A; 0.3632 0.9333 0.9372 0.8754 0.7536 0.9455 0.9356
Az 0.3632 0.9283 0.9306 0.9306 0.9280 0.9319 0.9131
A4 0.3632 0.7032 0.6494 0.4018 0.4009 0.6931 0.7317
As 0.3632 0.6205 0.6124 0.6124 0.6186 0.6124 0.6172
As 0.3632 0.6175 0.6124 0.6140 0.5916 0.6161 0.6172
A7 0.3632 0.7462 0.4703 0.4545 0.4853 0.6099 0.6202
Ag 0.3632 0.6232 0.6128 0.5876 0.5906 0.5910 0.5956
A9 0.3632 0.8163 0.6514 0.4310 0.4331 0.4438 0.4472
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[}

p =

FHEYYA AN HFAE o ASY $I¥Y ~

FHA g IR FAY G Y 3
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s i) B, Bz Bs B4 Bs Be By
A 0.3154 0.9076 0.9138 0.9174 0.8896 0.9203 0.9191
Az 0.3154 0.9101 0.8991 0.8941 0.8429 0.9236 0.9223
Az 0.3154 0.9127 0.9032 0.9055 0.9001 0.9240 0.9165
Ag 0.3154 0.8018 0.6022 0.3737 0.4538 0.7572. 0.7528
As 0.3154 0.7082 0.6038 0.6038 0.6038 0.6858 0.6362
Ag 0.3154 0.7521 0.6054 0.6040 0.6038 0.7019 0.6863
Ay 0.3154 0.7881 0.4196 0.3973 0.4327 0.7382 0.6600
As 0.3154 0.7455 0.6679 0.5864 0.5937 0.6581 0.6437
Ag 0.3154 0.7972 0.6586 0.4512 0.4776 0.5738 0.5494

VA FAF G 9 & 1AHRY o)y

Bl Fo17 o

Single Linkage ®iol tid EA %
9 @& AFY 71 3 A AU 4 < Af & Zo] 9 1A FAIEY FF I
@AQe] WatA] &xn Atk wWEA $2= Single Linkage o] W@ A2
Ce 9 @€ AP Uvx 2HE A8 gty FAENE AAF AR/} g

E 1. 3Y4713 3 42 AR BAENE

SS ME F
KA DF Pr)F
3 4 3 4 3 4
A 13.3266110. 1453 8 | 1.6658| 1.2682)290.79(222.120.0001
B 1.0297( 2.1944 5 | 0.2059; 0.4389| 35.95| 76.87|0.0001
A xB 2.4026| 2.2820( 40 | 0.0601f 0.0670| 10.48| 9.00|0.0001
E 2.7841) 2.7748| 486 | 0.0057| 0.0057
T 19. 543017, 3965 539

#e ENEHE FEH AFYBTY HFAIEY 2R AGga e F

Fol wet of$ g FAE A7t USE 5 Ax, EY

o] EM e AN

AxB eszgx
Ad3] fo3it. weA fEe FALES 3RS YFgandEe FH o
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X 12, vl{AIES] S YUY iyt oiEu|a - A>T 3 A BR
vl FAl2e] £/ 3 1 2 5 6 8 4 7 9
metrice] A3 0 0 0 0 X X X 0 X
EAlere] #H#370.9271 0.9267 0.8968 0.6156 0.6115 0,6002 0,5967 0.5644 0.5371
Tukey®] group | A A A B B (B,C) (B,C) (C,D}) D
¥ 13, v[FAIES] SF Yo iyt ohEu|a - ATt 4 A B
Distance?] ¥/, 1 3 2 6 8 5 4 9 7
metrice] A3 0 0 0 0 X 0 X X X
EAeke] HFZH0.9113 0.9103 0.8987 0.6589 0.6492 0.6403 0.6236 0.5846 0.5726
Tukey?] group A A A B B B (B,C) (C,D) D
E 14 AYYIelE FR) O chaua
e 3% 2 3 7 6 4 5 1
3 I £ AFY O BRE Y O HY HE O HE a2
ZAske] HBF |0.7677 0.7121 0.7106 0.7078 0.6493 0.6366 0.3632
Tukey & 2.8 A B B B C C D
Hehdyel 3% | 2 6 7 3 5 4 1
4 T S5 NAHY O ¥Y P O HE O HE  HE £
S Ae] HF (0.8137 0.7648 0.7429 0.6971 0.6442 0.6371 0.3154
Tukey & 12 | A A B c D D F

A9 F EAZEHA=Z FEH FHARY A= HFAIEY FAEFT A"y A
A& HEFd= FEE0 UYE FEE HY AATYe HuF g9 AMEE ¢
£ Qq3, B a2FAHE Minkowsky, Squard Euclidean, City-block A& % 9]
543 FL 438 =Y.

A B4

o] A& Comple Linkage , Ward, Average Linkage, Flexible %2}

TAYF F BEA 3= PPE0] FL H4AL 278 ¢ F A% 97IA
B3 JAFEol Mz ZFH Ye BFdles Ward AFHYe] v AAFHo)
948 ¢ + Ao

iAoz E A¥e BAAF JNN mEAgol fostmz,

=
-

E

st B o £32%e) FAR 04 A% B EARY WEL ApBrolL oA

& City-Block A

2o] ¥ Ward S 89 Aol
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7.4 @&
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A Study on the Relation between Dissimilarity and
Hierarchical Agglomerative Methods in Clust analysis

Wan Hyun Chol)

ASTRACT

In the this paper we consider the definition and mathematical properties of
similarity or dissimilarity which have often used in clust analysis, and we apply
a hierarchical agglomerative cluster algorithm to a dissimilarity metrx generated
by these distance. Here we investigate the effect of relation between distance
function and cluster algorithm on the retrieval ability of natural clusters. We
present an empirical results for qualitative data as well as quantitative data.
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