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O Ot
TRAY 2L RIS Y FAVUL2 9o AFEE TARAL AolEle] /00 B o 2ol
FARA Wk 2 ) ol Aol ek £ YA Aokl Thokod FEAE SAoke I vy
W] ARAGT. B AFANAE AT TALA PUO R 29 U5 Ward®) W, WASE THEA
OF K- 13 SERTANE D52 I TARAPAE o5kl Rl Yo TARAE AN

SLZAREA XL 424, Dunn A%, TS Foel 2 TAPE) B fAHL wmBTh 9, B
S5} ool BALAE 4830 349 21 4B FH0 Hoh

FREO: LY ZTRY, A, AT, 51 PHsHIIGI0IE], Average Distance(AD), Average Propor-

tion(APN), Dunn A|¢, K-Ba2% Ward 8.

1. M2

SAEAL A VT AR PUOR e GIR B0l AL ok 4B Pes
ofUT A2t HERTE WY BYE AGFYon FAA 1Y oIHE TR o
olElel ZRLA 0] B3 ok :LEM ofr @AY FREA Pol ST B 5
Elol Aol 24 A4 PHe B 448 24 Aee 2L £E ekt

2 AT e vl 74 g 2olt 2R T FAREAIES A85e MTHT SHS 47
22 U TG WA A0 BA02 TS Fghdoleiel 4 2ARAE AR A4 2

2. Ul 7Kl 23sh Ay

SRl slolelzh 918 ol A 2 FAE] B ABR THI ) 2D BHE v
AT WAL AFAA G PAE) AU 1 F ASE 2ALY e
£ o14% HPAAN, TAN AFYL 42 S Ward U7 27 A5 A8 F wAS
o= 98 A851 gv K-37 283 FERT i AR7) g B¢ HERY
P2 24 RS A9sn R9A8e Fal 50 sekaun) B,
p—i]—%—]./] "\:}.";-T]?QE] n7ﬁ‘§— X1,X2,... ,xnola} ‘5‘]—7(]-.
£ A7+ 20009 G4 AUST A0 AALS B
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HZAZPelAE= F 23 CLi3} CL.9 AE 23 43 AA 7o) 37 A
d{CLy, CL2} = max{d(x1,x2)|x1 € CL1,x2 € CL»} (2.1)

2 A 714 AA 2 ARE T Pess RZYs A, E23 AA(EAF Ad),
otk nls AR 5 o885t 78 5 gon A I Addo] A FFL vA £ Yr}

Ward (1963)+= objective function?] ¥x}A133 ESS(error sum of squares)2 & dte] 39 74
£ AE3HA At BE A7 22 2R0lgtn B 3 AR 29 48 29 HA AAAIEL A4
A Urkedl, 239 $71 10] @ mW7ix] 2 332 AAReR vl Aoln AU AFE 22
I 2R AFEE 2 BAAFYol H47 He FH NS A Aot

K- (Hartigan® Wong, 1979)2 2= A8 K79 232z Ur= vhog A7 79
AR 7 7Fe s 2R oIk p- X BEHE x1,...,x, 0 HhSH

1
W, = - 12: 1211121( Ix: —asl| (2.2)
€ UESHEE FHF4A ar,a;,. ., anE FIT D xq,. ., Xe S a1, 82,. .., a0 F 7P 7R 23
22 BREY A47A |- |le Toraal‘: A2lE vehdrt ol A9 by AXE B3 23U Al
FEE Haspshe Wgos HF FHo] AAHT) Pollard (1981, 1982)= FRe 377} 83 A
W K-l g3 +3 K7 23 HAF-S 2O 2 almost sure convergence TS RQH 183 73
% optimal splite] A}z & 4= Qo).

opt

Yol A @A Al 7HA19] 2R3 (A9 Ay, Warde] By, K-333)2 d@z8oz d3Q 3
2kl

o

_4

St FEEEA 27 glo] FA3) o)Foje whgolnzg FEREZ #HI AR 9L 7
€ olol A BHE o] &sh= Aol v 1Y ZYo) 2AE F 233 WYL 98 7}
RS 20 93 ¥ 754 o] Aok o] gt ScottI} Symons (1971)7} A|QFstR Banfield 9}
Raftery (1993), Fraley$} Raftery (2002) 5-0] A7l ¥hHo 2 237l 223 vy Ayelnat
wch
2ol G719 ZRoz FAHo 9oy kAR FH 43 pxde BEAE xo] USRS E
fe(x,0) 2k 7P83taL v = (m1,..., ) 8 St} 714 x, 7} kAR 230 $392® 45 = kolth
HolE7h 43 FUL WA BERTVE F4HI0T YT theel E¥ 28 (mixture
model) 9} 7}5E 3
n G
1=1k=1
% HUIEI=E 24E 2R Aok 474 0 = (61,...,0c) = BR4AE L 1, BEHET)
WA 2R &8 FEolm 7 >0, T, 7 = 10]th
HASHE 7 i AFRE fi(x,0)E wE2r)ky 713 5= Gaussian &
ot FEAAYE 8 e bR oS AP EUEEd o MR

£(6,) = const [T T 151} exp { ~ 6 = ) B0~ ) | (24

k=1i€Ey
A7V Ep = {i;y: = k}olth. 2 ZHL HAFE= 75etR 9 £ 7] (shape, volume, orientation)2 &
A B0 o3 2350 Banfield9} Raftery (1993)% 43t Baflol st FRAFH ) o]
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(general framework)E A<l T}.
T = MDrALDY, (2.5)

714 Dive ZRHES JaydPo|T At 7 A47) B9 IRUE vEHALE Hoes Wadd
olm] \pi= 2Zeto|tt. Dyt 739 orientationd B3 Ars F3 shaped A3 e T
79 volumed ZAA¥T} Yeung 5 (2001)-& FEAIE] Fejol| whe) 5712 Aol g 23
orientation¥} shapeg A3t}

3= A e G7F A, s 2R Mg 1 <k < Goll Al 7, py, T 7t EM el 5
o3 39t} EM €152 E(expectation) ©741¢ M(maximization) BAZ o] FojA 5], E TA
ANA Foiz 2AB A FASHET} ZF R £ FEE #3532 M DA A E FoiR d3fiA 2
7t 239 ZF AV A BEE P 180 €92 o EM 2xEE A £ doh 2
¥ MeA] BIC(Bayesian Information Criterion)& #AA3te] BIC gtel Adl7) == #4 N+-E A5
2Poz MET 4 Q. o9} 2o AAAAL R =2 I MCLUST (Fraley 2} Raftery, 1998)
AN R AT Qlon B =EiAx o)&5uA3T)

3.

X OS
Haed

M

3.1. ¥ R84 5% (Internal validity measure)

A dolE 2 A F43HE AFE 7HA 2 dloly Eele] AR E AHEste FRE dvht 2 Ay
=R FrsleE ez I 258 & Connectivity (Handl 5, 2005), Dunn Index (Dunn, 1974),
Silhouette Width (Rousseeuw, 1987) Fol 2t} o] oA o] A 71x &% O3] HHsx §A
< spopetaaigict.

n7le AA7E GAe Aoz FA3E A4 d8A &% (connectivity)2] A&

n P
Conn(C) = Z Z Ti,nng g (3.1)

ojtf. A7 € = C1,Cs,...,Cq, pr NAZRY FFHE 952 ol nny= A (2FH ;3
A 747kel AN G AAE A T4, ,, € 19 j7F 2L 2 QoW 00l ThE FH| o
lo] Aty & 9424 =& ¥ A7 2 A 7k Azl & ARETS drht 22 23
WA ol e ¢ 5 YA HFEH L JE HSE TR 2 Hdvka A3t

Dunn A]5*(Dunn Index)& 22 R 3 A= F AAR 71 2 Azl 3 Az o 23
&3 A= F RS 7P A2 A2l vl (ratio) & YER® T3t 2ol AdE 5 Aok
MIN (MIN dist(i, 7))

(i€Ck,JECEC, Cp#Cy

MAX diam(Cp) ’
Cm€C

A71M Cp €| BEAM A2l 713 2 F A7 e 2RI diam(Crn) S 2 CnlA 73
2 5 74Ale] Aste tehdo

e 2Rl 49 Qe T AADS A7} F24F, vhe 2P S3) Y& F AN A 24
= Dumn A& AARER o] $27 245 AL F Hedvky BLY £ Yok

D(C) =

(3.2)
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Kaufman3} Rousseeuw (1990)+ Silhouette Width& A <I8LLL silhouette valueE: ZAR 471 5
+ 7 A5E A9 & AAjsgitt
MA 9] sithouette value:

bi — Qi
max(b;, a;)
2 RS g7A e A 7t £ Y THY BE ANEF AA i) FFAYlT b= A
A i7F £82) G FRY BE MAEH A igke] BFAZolth silhouette width= zF 7] 9]
silhouette valued] BF& Uehi™ silhouette value= 7Jx)7} A A3 FH0 WXHJ=a 2H3)=
AR xe delekn B 4 gk o] 2AHZELS Z+ AAI) BET Ao MNESE 10 Jign
22 42 14 ARt BE MA ) ti5ke] silhouette valueE FFHEE I BFY silhouette
widthi£ ¢k ohje}, silhouette value] 94, E2HA 5 o B2 FRE AL S glonz JFAH &
%1} Dunn AR} A AHE 92 + o)

8() = (3.3)

3.2. PPdH E% (Stability measure)

el delgg 2338 el 34N 3 )E AAT £ 2339 AHE vastd 239 9434
< F71stele Aoy o] x5+ 53] doly o AxdA o] A3 & o R-E5HA 290k Y
HREY 29 538 A9e £ 4 gon 233 A dB4e Fa S5 FHEE
APN, AD, ADM, FOM (Datta$} Datta, 2003; Yeung 5, 2001) 50| 9121 oJ7]4:= APN3} ADE
oHE 2} sho)

Ao deoldz #59 Aol S4us 3 NE AAT 3 2H3E 27 vZste 2L F30
AF A 42 AAEY B9 & (average proportion) 2 A FAFY APN SE& TLF o)
Ao Hr}

n

1 P n(Cz’,l N Cvi,())
APN = - 21 > (1 ey ) , (3.4)
3 =1

A71A CHL AR EAHSE AAS $ 2D AN AA 1S TP FHoln C0x Qi
9] dolelz A3 AolM A & £FeE otk APNL 03E B83] 2 $714 Jephgd
T gon I £X7t LS W5AA AXe] 2A7 AA olEAlo] Ak oujolth. wlebd APNE
09 717252 ZA3} A37) A28 Aol gokn @it

dee] diolgz 23ska Aol A ig 28 FA-o AAH U= BE ANSH EAAS & AE
AT ZRA2E BANA A i 22 2 9A3 Q= ZE AMNESA BFANE 238
UEH & AD(Average Distance) &&=

]

1 K .
AD = — S S— dist(i, .
np ; — n(CH N CH0) Lem%‘:ec“ ist(i ])} (3.5)
22 B9

ADE 0% 53]  $7HA vehd £ ow 1 £A71 Ae4E WSAA A5 AA & =93}
= F 2 gAY} 4L-E gustng ADgle] 09 7he B 233te AU B4 o] Yokx
B9 4 Yot

2R A7l 3 AAE 78] AD T ZE, APN ADE 299 dolz 2338 27
S dFE T Y AAN YAEA £Y5E ADES vlasle] O £A2A 239 IRFA4L FAe)
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& 4.1, 2 GolE a3 4.2. D& 7Bt AU o5t 2E B}

£ AN SYHTIL ¥ 5 Atk Tk APNS 29 SAS A AN oIS Ho=A ZH%
T ADE 239 fAE AN 23T BolA F SEE Rel7h ek

TRY A4S L1 Yt 2 A 2A JUE 2=
T2 Aol e R REAY BEE AN =
(Brock 5, 2008) 4714 WE G5E o185l 2R #

4.1. M Kol 23

A RS Z2AA 2 2-WF AFEEE 2 329 n; = 100, ne = 150, nz = 200748 2
! 4j13'4' o] WA, X, ¥ Na(py, 1), Lo, X % No(ug, B2),6 = 1,...,n,
Xi3 %Nz(ﬂg,zs), i=1,...,n3 7|4

1 10 8 10 12 10
= s 2 = y = s E = 1. , = s 2 = .

112 ¥ 934 ZEE ) 7] 23 R 27) B 322U 92 W 002 HAY
BT Dunn A48 ARAL W) A9 293 PPN 312 2US Be o F Ak vehy
¢ % o 7Y 428 2E BY/ 2P I3tel 342 TART 29 YY) T B
A3} 5 ik

o,
I

1 o o kd

'S

2. R0l EMldks F el 2T-olH

= 71 2AGA 2+ 2-wE AGEEE e BEHE ), = 200, ng = 30070E 1F 4.35 2o
L1 A Ed =
X

i1 if@N2(l“l’1’El)’ 7;:1,2,...,1’7,1, xi2 iﬂN2(“2722)7 7;:172""1’"'2,

o 714



750 M3, D8y
H 4.1, M B OIHEF TOIEIS UWRRES B33
] S ERE
=734} =3}
w3 Ay 3 3 n 3 5
connectivity 0.0000 0.0000 21.3361 35.2821 44.0226
complete Dunn 0.2922 0.3482 0.0334 0.0407 0.0440
silhouette 0.6832 0.7625 0.5358 0.5174 0.5101
connectivity 0.0000 0.0000 25.4286 37.5147 58.1000
Ward Dunn 0.2922 0.3482 0.0384 0.0455 0.0298
silhouette 0.6832 0.7625 0.5608 0.5621 0.4050
connectivity 0.0000 0.0000 28.1964 39.4758 63.3190
K-means Dunn 0.2922 0.3482 0.0193 0.0309 0.0231
silhouette 0.6832 0.7625 0.5648 0.5743 0.4282
connectivity 0.0000 0.0000 8.5925 51.1937 53.2802
model Dunn 0.2922 0.3482 0.0454 0.0155 0.0257
silhouette 0.6832 0.7625 0.5835 0.5653 0.5478
varz var2
& & 10 12 14 18 € 8 10 12 14 16
N .‘ b
8 .
O3 4.3, S2AEER SEUH0IE O3 4.4. Ward Yo 28t 27t

67HE AR

() =

A Al e TAIA
o183t 2742 2RSS A=%e YT Dunn A5
A% FYHA HARE Boln ARAL

R4 347e e B

205
05 2

) o

= 205 .
05 2

F 428 39 934

&% = Ward WY
= Ward ¥Hg o439 27, 5749}
—‘?—‘371“} ZA L o83 274 % £33}

B F9o) ke VIS ¢ 4 ek B BN 2Pl 9 2708 22 Aol 4

F9 051301 Ward el o3k 2709 2313 doje ot A%

z 3 4.53 2ol dlojeE WAt
76&—— Uehd £ 432 2d d34 &

37b W $24 S5 2T Ward 3ol o8 2709 2AHIY4.4)E FHBTE
4.3. 5 70 Bt HE 2Tl 29

2 B 90 27 o) e ol Y 24 Yaess

FHY Aol BE FAPEE R SEY &

£ BRI FRPHE o183t 20z 2

¥ HARE HojFu], ARA2

ol gk 0.50469} ¥is3ir}. whebA

%9} Dunn A4
K-3#4€ ol
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i 4.2, Z2M0] EXfct= & At olHE GO WesEd XY
- =R A%
s 7349 5 3 1 5 6
connectivity 31.7599 49.1698 59.3921 76.0913 83.1313
complete Dunn 0.0214 0.0292 0.0305 0.0236 0.0267
silhouette 0.3809 0.3271 0.2980 0.2673 0.2756
connectivity 14.0635 34.7377 45.231 62.6119 72.8897
Ward Dunn 0.0320 0.0280 0.0282 0.0320 0.0320
silhouette 0.5046 0.3693 0.3708 0.3233 0.2697
connectivity 21.1321 47.7881 58.8151 94.6825 99.3794
K-means Dunn 0.0261 0.0103 0.0179 0.0121 0.0193
silhouette 0.5122 0.3732 0.3858 0.3529 0.3437
connectivity 22.1984 54.9940 81.7361 99.1417 104.2540
model Dunn 0.0030 0.0163 0.0126 0.0039 0.0291
sithouette 0.5130 0.3765 0.3134 0.3141 0.3170
var2 var2 var2
P v PR
5 555 ¥ Yy o 5 . 5
T oy
hd & S0 & B 5
%&0 :i
o |8 % 5 o % i o]
o % B
R XN "7 v 8 "1,
: ‘g%’“n o © ° E,°°° w ’ :D;)D( %ﬁf’g . @
5 g 023 %, oemg% s Q)MK s 2 »gi“;jm*{:?;‘”
T 4.5, EpYAO0IH 08 4.6, 2EI|UI2T st 03 4.7, K-"HaY
H 4.3, ¥ HEl = YU ool URRed St
i >34 AL
o kel Z44 5 3 1 5 5
connectivity 5.8246 15.1603 16.7171 16.7171 23.5770
complete Dunn 0.0499 0.0384 0.0441 0.0538 0.0562
silhouette 0.4876 0.5510 0.5175 0.5195 0.4772
connectivity 6.3071 7.1417 13.4008 14.1230 14.1230
‘Ward Dunn 0.0303 0.0350 0.0381 0.0420 0.0550
silhouette 0.5067 0.5437 0.5068 0.5049 0.5379
connectivity 6.5373 21.5698 26.4881 24.5206 22.1579
K-means Dunn 0.0379 0.0316 0.0237 0.0237 0.0398
silhouette 0.5349 0.5995 0.5358 0.5115 0.5418
connectivity 0.0000 11.2694 18.5786 17.4079 25.3952
model Dunn 0.0955 0.0184 0.0083 0.0126 0.0122
silhouette 0.1916 0.3547 0.3811 0.4398 0.3327

ste] 3702 PG A9o] HARL etk 19 468 BA7 2APE) A 242 2R
4% Aol 19 472 K-l 29 3708 THE YT Aolv.
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I3 4.8, AW T i 28 WALOE D2 4.9. K-means 2%}

E 4.4, 2R ENGH: T UE AW OO URRE SH

o

N 749 A%

i} 39 3 3 1 5 G
connectivity 33.5460 78.2321 109.3560 129.8830 150.1910
complete Dunn 0.0334 0.0357 0.0366 0.0425 0.0447
silhouette 0.3503 0.2699 0.2553 0.2690 0.2553
connectivity 20.2353 57.1421 90.8675 107.0910 127.1870
Ward Dunn 0.0548 0.0420 0.0310 0.0396 0.0396
silhouette 0.4447 0.2810 0.2547 0.2623 0.2345
connectivity 39.9786 91.4115 105.9960 118.9840 141.8080
K-means Dunn 0.0271 0.0285 0.0245 0.0360 0.0387
silhouette 0.4507 0.3305 0.2823 0.3093 0.3022
connectivity 39.6512 119.6650 134.6150 126.0160 150.2630
model Dunn 0.0187 0.0124 0.0138 0.0276 0.0292
silhouette 0.4101 0.2857 0.2879 0.2740 0.2506
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200, n2 = 30070E 19 4.87 Zo] WAt

Xil%N2(u1)21)a @.:1,2,,-.,’&1, XiZ%iNQ(y'2>E2)7 i:1y2a"'7n2r

o714
5 2 05 0.5 8 311
pi=]9], Zi=]050505], p={({12], Z=]111
14 05 05 3 17 114

F 448 29 ATAL K-FPYL o) 83tel 242 AR Aol A ki ¢+ vk
Y 498 K-FYl 30 2709) 22 YA Aotk w4 ZE7 2Rk FHPPo] LA
34 e+ Yone A H4L soisiel 2R PPS Ageokat.

2AYANE Ao YAEY 1Y 415 Lo] YL} BHS Aot 2P Al o
e WA%oL} 19 439 F9olE B34 259 Dunn A5E S0 TS Ward $o) 49
Ak 39 459 2ol BAY TAL AR Aol chAH BFEE 29 % 2ge) gy
7% 489) A9 A% §e TeIshW K-means HE AY +% 7 Bk olg} ol R &
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H 5.1. SIRTSTIMHOIEHL UERES SHY

239 A%

AW 2

2 3 4 5 6
connectivity 83.3671 207.2944 219.6139 238.3583 351.7837
complete Dunn 0.0341 0.0355 0.0373 0.0401 0.0365
sithouette 0.3754 0.3103 0.3057 0.2582 0.2223
connectivity 120.2373 213.1131 286.9024 325.3052 362.3976
Ward Dunn 0.0301 0.0267 0.0278 0.0223 0.0248
silhouette 0.4039 0.2546 0.2358 0.1760 0.1720
connectivity 138.0159 232.1786 348.9095 435.6401 484.9810
K-means Dunn 0.0167 0.0086 0.0101 0.0067 0.0057
silhouette 0.4219 0.3207 0.2707 0.2546 0.2232
connectivity 386.6532 1339.7901 1512.6413 939.4246 1060.7524
model Dunn 0.0042 0.0038 0.0036 0.0038 0.0035
silhouette 0.1283 —0.0302 0.0007 0.0918 0.0888

HEE ol wet A5 APl D2 UAHd JRE B FARY PHL ddsiok
o o} & o] $YIITIL ¥ 4 gck

o
e
-io

25487} tiolefoll thst 224

ot

1. ot tiojel

Ao e 2006 A FUlg iAo 259 wR HWOﬂ?ﬂ AP B F7E A
a(bull)e} 87} EHAE #, ?01 2Holae] Al 7P 28] Y oR 2 F 4RI A4St A%
0578, @0l AnbAQl 7|35 8 0~1003 Atele] A E‘ﬂa}ié AT AA71A A= HlOlEi
£ 7Ol AAE F 1,7018 9 Aa]xm 278 9 v 74X AR A4 dlolgolth 3 A By
Bt dlelgel 71w AR 23 Awsta 2 239 S4E& whepstaat drt

5.2. 28 Rad

;%M Aol mE FRAE IHT A SAZE Ve E 518 29 934 &5 393
o]t 27§12 FHF}st A &% Uell 2, Dunn A5 A2 HE o83t 5708 +3
3et 3¢ AAZE veEH, @?—A% K-339E 08359 2712 2338 A% A Ve
< 45 St
28T FE AR 9 2A v e A E fdos AN ZEF o8t #AWYE AHs
712 sl K-means HES AHsAAY. £ FH 75l wpet ZAEE A i?é%kﬁ vERd
E 525 H¥ APN S5+ K-B#9$ o183t 2712 #3338 3¢ J43ES vehiz AD 559
% K-BaH$ ol &AW 6742 FR3e A9 A RS ERdTh " 5.1 APN % =gl
2ot K-H e 95t 2712 £R3e AL Az tEAe] Ads & Vel

5.3. 2TYWD ZEH40| Hey
W §EA 259 Q24 | mhgel Rl doleish 2ol A
A REAE B SERA AYIHA
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¥ 5.2, 3RsHIIC0IES P Y

=49 A

e kA

2 3 4 5 6

complete APN 0.2957 0.4010 0.4907 0.4984 0.5020
AD 50.9095 43.5403 42.0270 41.6407 39.7791

Ward APN 0.2708 0.3438 0.4117 0.4472 0.4653
AD 46.4462 40.7202 38.6395 37.1155 35.6040

K-means APN 0.1035 0.1728 0.2994 0.3612 0.3974
AD 41.5592 36.7300 35.7337 34.4690 33.3699

model APN 0.2613 0.4973 0.3885 0.4392 0.5149
AD 52.6385 54.0067 49.0585 47.0262 45.2524

plot of sihhouette
rnom 1701 2 clusters C;
i1yl ave.g s

1: 693 1 0.35

Juicyness

2: 1008 t 0.47

o
T T T T T T f 1 T T T 1
0 20 40 60 80 100 0.0 o2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
Sithouette width s;
Average silhoustie width : 0.42

% 5.1, K-BIY0l 248 243 03 5.2. A2 ZHG

th =3 Dunn A5t 22 23 &3 e F ALY 71 & Azl g3t A2 e 234 &
3 g F Az AL ZE A vl Ege] vEE e d il 28 A 4A A
& Wgshs 4% 57} Dunn A$RETHE AgAo] v Ao webr 37429 ] §E54
5 3 He¥7}t volge) sl AP x 2 dRdo] FA: K-Fgel 2% 27 F3E
AAsP e E3 B4 259 APN 255 K-F@gol 943 27 233 23 & s 2 A
o 3% 5.2% K-Bydl st 272 33} S W 319 AR gk 035, 2R2E 047¢
& RAgr

5.4. 272 bl

29 5.3 B5H7h W4 AE, UEA, B0, AR JEE
o

e A4Y RIPSE
FAEE RF e, 21 O

©

o 4 9tk & 5.39
= FR2ETE FH 1A AA
ol dig F-SAFY p-3h& RoFy
BAaEAo® Wilks Lambda 4%

il
e f ZAe ¢4 Ut B F AN 7
Zh Wad] FEL 7T Aol Yot F
0.320] p-3t< 0.0001 0.2 F FAHZ #5F7PASES] 9
® 549} 2ol 2 2L A, AFA, 9%, 9, AN T 79, 179 AFE(A7H BEE
gk AjAR}7d 3719 th3E SRR “vrEElA] RE(1), “RE3tl(2), “Wl-$ STy (3), ‘SR



272 bR W 52 PHsEIIEI0(E 278t 755
tenderness juicyness
g <
S 4 cL2 S
"g © cu ) N cL1 cL2
3 g 8 84
g ] g |
=1 T T T T T T (=] T T T T T T
0 20 40 60 80 100 0 20 40 60 80 100
score score
flavor overall
3
o =]
§ ] cL1 CL2 B oLz
g - % & cL1
8 5] 8 <]
g ] 8 4
=) T T T T T T o T T T T T T
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A Comparison of Cluster Analyses and Clustering
of Sensory Data on Hanwoo Bulls
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Abstract

Cluster analysis is the automated search for groups of related observations in a data set. To group the
observations into clusters many techniques has been proposed, and a variety measures aimed at validating the
results of a cluster analysis have been suggested. In this paper, we compare complete linkage, Ward’s method,
K-means and model-based clustering and compute validity measures such as connectivity, Dunn Index and
silhouette with simulated data from multivariate distributions. We also select a clustering algorithm and
determine the number of clusters of Korean consumers based on Korean consumers’ palatability scores for
Hanwoo bull in BBQ cooking method.

Keywords: Average Distance(AD), Average Proportion(APN), complete linkage, connectivity, Dunn
Index, K-means, model-based clustering, silhouette width, Ward's method.
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