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LT, "M XDEFE»S
P(x:|8;)=P(8;|2:)-P(x:)[P(5)) (7
ERBDT, TNETH Q=(q:;) £EL. DLtk p
=7Q DD
RITEEEI DS d(2:, 20) ZRDIEEHETH D=
{d(x:, 2:)} Z1ER. ILICROEABEERET 3.

mia ,»):%P(xk)d(xi, ) (8)
CNIRZEBT m=pD EhiF5. S5IZ,
? -
‘Mj(x.-)=%]P(xk?S;)d(xj, xk) (9)

ZED. 22T m(x:) 13 20 OTHDODIHOFEE
EThHD, Mix) i3 z: 0zhODs725— S; ®

FEFEEEEZOND. Mi(x:) %2 9 L& g
72ICATS) M THRbT. 22D, M=) (i=1,-,n,

Jj=1,,g) B E M=QD ki2) tM=m 7D
LD PIEOHMHED S EITROBBHEQTHE (L E1Z» 5.
[F#ET]
P(S*)=max P(S;| x:)
J
=max p;; (i=1,2,-,7) (10)
J
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PSH)MXx)P? o
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TCTT M*x:) 1253
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[HHET]
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£, P(S*)=1, P(S5:%)=0.9, -, P(Se%)=0.7 X713
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1 09 02 0 0.2 0.91’
[O 0.1 0.8 1 0.8 0.1

E5zk, JP=0.008 %15%. PEELDRERLTHD
LT | J*P—-J® | e L1 5T J ITHEDS
BET I ZEHT 5.
rTEont I® %2, 7F—2 X OoGROPICE
XA ERI MBI ONE. TH LTHEEMN2DD7 7

DI IV ©OFHBAL
XbIg,

=

2R —ICENEFNEOEREOEATHELTOHWAINLEZRA
FEpTEMTE B,
£
T 0, 1)
X5
1 5 o3
(0.2, 0.8) (0.2, 0.8)
ex (09, 0.1)
i — ; -
(1,0) (0.9,0.1)
= 1

TOFETIE, W7 722 —052%, MHOER
BEROGRAT, J ZRBLS 2HHER EBHEEERTS
A5, TNITOWNTIZ Ruspini 232 kETEITE 2 & 21 -

TR 2 OFEBREREZRA LTS (1970,1973).

3. 7724 k-means ;&
PERILFA TN T & L HERBEOSHEFEI
k-means {E35H 5. TN T AR —OEEWFEES L

T2 7242 —RT me%m CNEBELBEETRN
LT2E0NHFETHS FELR[BIEEEAD LK
V). HEWVIE Y 7R Z =N EEMEFR (minimum

variance approach)” 9“7 3 242 —N¥fHa—27 1) v F
BEHER/ ML b nIcBT 2 HETHS. 2oLk
HREEAEOERND ﬁw”oﬁ%&bf&m Z0E
HE LU THEUBFREREETRT 5 &0 5 025 Bezdek,
Dunn 0% 7727 74 k-means {£THD
WER(3) DX 5% g EoLEICKH LT, &EEIE
77X9~Km@ggﬁé%m®wﬂhmmmmm

matrix) TFEHT.

U=(u;;) (j=1,2,,9; i=1,2, -, n) (13)
g
T, uj,-E[:O,lj, .Zlu,-,-=1 fbxéz;
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i=l j=1
(14)
CCTT 1<m<oo ITH LT,
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= e i) 09
Z( : %) -
k=1\|&:i—Us|~
2 (i)
v,="—— (1<j<g) (16,
Z (uJ')m
i=1

THY, 0; 37724 — 8§, OFE~s + 1 THS
WE m=1, u;€{0,1} EEFEZXZLVHYWIBEED k-
means £EERY J1 QT FMELEZOLOTHD
L2126 LT (14) 0 J» ZE/ME T 2 EAHHREHSR
(15), (16)DFIckVEZ 5N 5T &IZHMEFISRER
BELTII I v 2 RERREREERZFE>TRT T E
MTES. cIc20 Tl Dunn OoFEHEBH 5. T L
TINE—EOmMITE TILEEII ) > 7c O Bezdek T

3. FREORERL k-means EEREMULTVS
2% k-means JEICFO U L v 2HEFTIHL—FV
ZomANE R0,

(FIEL1) 7722 -%9Z%ZED, UowEEH{U®
ZBHRITBEZD

(FIEg2) KA ITXVHHs 7 24
W00 =1,2,.-,g9) ZRDB.
(FIE3) RABIZXY U® %2 UL ITHHFT 5.
NEFEETF T 2i-T, UV=TPUP) &EL.
ZRIETS. $12bb,

U D =T, &+ DU ®)  (2=0,1,2, -+)

—OFHINS b

n

(FIE4) EURIGHERE ¢ 25i2T, |[U%v—
UP|<e &3 - EEFEKT. bR NE LD
BAEDIET.

¢S5 LTEkmicEons: U 0BF 4 ICX->TH
Wiy 7R —CFRET AEAZMS, LD OB
COFEOETHD. MED k-means FTHNILRKD

f:ﬁ?zﬁ'—géé I'= {Sl,SZ,' 5 0} C;‘d—b:
HoLMEMK I 23 S; IKFABLTWA (un—l) » FTEL
TRV (u;:=0) 22723 TH 55, TOFRIC

BE50TRE—~OFBOELZMBCENTES
LS ECANTAEN. O U 2f-T, S5IC
BOEEEELLCLHTES



sgw;:%w U 13U o&EETH) (17)

COFTFNE €5 A — TR L&D SNTNE. 7
B0 (k) BHE sp TROTE, su= Lusun/n T
BBMRMER 55 1275 25— S, OIS % &
EVORS” ZRL si 12 S5 & Se oo “BHEHOR
B (52VEHEE)” RTINS EEL N5,
oIt SU)dDbhLr—2%E5T,
tr S,(U)=F,(U)

=2 gl(u,',-)z (18)

D E gSF,U)<1 TH-T, Tz U o “54
2% (partitioning coefficient)” &1 5. Z 4UZ (7 7
U4) 58 I HOEED 7 5 22— 0xto HoTHi
IEEREEE (THIEMNIE 7 7 94 2 R) ZHEbTIE
BEEZoNS.

COFER In ORBILEREILETITS O TZ DM
R EREfE L 125 75, k-means R 2 NITH LAk
DFFET 077 AQFEETFEUICK > THENSTE 3
EWVSFEEE - TS, 2T T Bezdek R L7
D2BO1D2ERY EIF LS.

[EdEpi]

R2O2PEF— 2055, ZOHARIK20LS
I D WH WS “touching cluster” ZE-TWN 5. &
DF—=2ITHLT, 7724 5% g=2 LE5EZTRE
O k-means {LZHERT 3 LAKES 1~18 210507
TRE—ERRLED OUA~BRBHE 207 5 2 &2 —%1(F
5 (COFRRBEEERO 7077 stk 3. Bk
FHRIZTONTIR[26128M). €5 LTHE%D k-means
FBICLBEMERD 2 522 —~OFBRENTE 358
SO u; i ZRMBERINEOND. CNEHBERTS
EH2 OTEE T ONIHFITH B 2 D0 EMKIS, 14D
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WEE |, | EEEE o,
T2 11 14 10 10
2 3 7 15 12 7
3 3 13 16 12 9
4 4 15 17 12 12
5 4 0 | 18 14 6
6 5 8 | 19 14
7 5 12 | 2 13 11
8 6 4|2 14 13
9 6 6 | 22 16 7
10 7 11 23 16 10
11 8 8 24 17 12
12 8 13 25 18 9
13 9 11
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2 0. 865 0.135 | 15 0.141 0. 859
3 0.932 0.068 | 16 0.079 0. 921
4 0.874 0. 126 17 0. 186 0. 814
5 0.978 0. 022 18 0. 105 0. 895
6 0.911 0.089 | 19 0. 023 0.977
7 0. 984 0.016 20 0. 055 0. 945
8 0. 890 0.110 21 0. 136 0. 864
9 0. 760 0.240 | 22 0. 070 0. 930
10 0. 944 0. 056 | 23 0. 036 0. 964
11 0.710 0. 290 24 0.101 0. 899
12 0.801 0.19 | 25 0.08  0.911
13 0.663  0.337
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S ol 0.s0s)
F>(U)=0.7969
&%, su & s» OEIBIVOT2D20D7 7ZXA2—0
TETDORERUTHEZ Ebnd. T sz OfE

3 su, s22 [T SNTHRIGFITNE N EN S IFE TR
MH2D0D7 7 RZ—QILENETHLE0HITED
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Bezdek O HEIZFHEFHEE L TRESA D& /N
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EFNEZERITRBNENED. DFEDIIFRE2—0D
TEZDOEAEEAMIBO LIZZNICHE L EETH
ZDTHEDoZNHIEMTEH XS5 RBREELEA
THLeHEEAONS. EZRE”3D(a), (d)D
EOBF—2iICANTED (b)), (c)okd>nHEICKH
LTRBRD 77 7WIRFEBBE LTS (25 L
WHIZZOHBEEH D EBEDL LWERITET — 2 %2k
IS—OBRICHLTFET b LB, LirLE
DEDREBERELERET IHRICE, 772211
BROBO EORIERDY, THLcrFR2—% “4&
B TAHELEB-TVBENSITETHD).

&y o 2
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° o
L] .. .
. o.:. oo
...o . o °
ERt x,
(a) (b)
X, X
%1 Xy
(c) (d)
=3

PED 220 FEICAGNE LS, HKETWFEL Y
T IVABRERBO DG FERH D TERLBO7 7o —
FbH5.

4. E— FERE

/R1Z Gitman @ “E— NiFEZH: (mode seeking tech-
nique)” & X5, VWE, HBEEK I OEE (EXiE
YOEMEINT bov 2 OEE a NOER) TAB L
DA oBEEROEE fl2:) TRbTEINZ 1D0HE
B EARTCEMNTES. THD,

Ai={z|d(x:, x)<a} (i=1,2,-,n) (19)
ZRMEARITONTHAN f(x:)=card A;: Z3Kkp3 (T
T card A: 13 A NOERE). 26 d(x,x) ZERK
Mo () w2riz) BiEET 5. 2LTCD f(2:) T
BHMOToNdT7rVAES B EEZL, 0O B o
BELUTRD2ODTEHED 7 7 VA EAEEZEZS.

@ B RNITHBEEQMEK 4, k ITHLT,
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d(xi, ))<d(xw, W)= f(x:)= f(x:) (20)

T T 7 VA EET WL 7V A EE (sym-
metric fuzzy set)” EWWH. 2T T p T f(p)=:lé%
[f(x)] &322, 2% D B Nitdh - THRA O FEEL
EE25Z%2 x DT ETHS.

® RIT B HOTNTOMEK i ITd L TEEEES
(connected) & 5 754 [zi={z| f(2)> f(x:)} 2%
Z, ThZEkdT B R77V40BKT “BigHY
(unimodal)” TH 2 EHHTSE (WHW3B level set %=
fEotcl &, TNHAEVICKELE ONEREHKL, B
ROFTNTOEEBL ST ZOR—EEORICEETNT
W3 En5T ).

D EDHEfO S LI Z SN clEES EZROFIR
THIENE 7 7 VA BAERCHET B E0SHESE
— FFERETH 2.

[FIE1] 23 X 2303 E 2Q0&HEEET
ESIERA LT RFE) 7 7 04 85%EE S=1{5 5
o Sa} 1R 2L TH 3 S NOBARD flx:) %
2 x: % S, 0 “B—F"u LT B THLE
f(ﬂi)=in;%>;{f(xi)} TH5.

[FE2] >X¥Ic& S ZHANT i BOZHT &
DI BRMBE LR DPEIDERIETS. b L u: 3R
KEEBVEBBZEEICRENELDT v TEL. T
LTASNK ve D3HHET g lBbo7EFT 5. 295
LT, {vi,va, e ve} DSERRENS.

[FE3] zLTw (k=120 ZRIFTNTOME
EOEHEIN7 b vE BEBE” WEULILARTERD
SEV ve CERREBT 2. 25 LTTNTOEKOFRE
MEETIDOTINERKI 7R —E LTEATA.

K412 EOFIEEZ 1RILOTFT— 2 IO TERL L
b0TH3. TTRQO)EHLT 77 VI1EA5={5,
So, o, So} ZMER. RICE—F i (1=1,2,--,9) 3R
3. ZOR»LQOEEERLTIOVBRELIT 3
iy e, s D 3D DE—FZEEL CNZIEIC v1, V2, v3 &
B (F)>f(v2)>f(v3). TT THDT 1,22 03
ZHRABVOTNTOREKEZD I D>OBEDOEHIEN
50, 22V min{d(z, v;)} Zirs Stz ZHY
55(15LT%@O75Z5—ﬁiBﬂ5%
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) f(x:) BTEBLFHEOLIE
LSS REDF -2 %2HE-Th
TEREEMLL.

) 1)EBELT, f(x:) KEALUEDD OHE5EN
{BVIEIMINMERT LB LELNSD

(Gitman 5Tz A2k 200D 5 “tie-breaking”

OFEZTRLTIRNS).

BETHS
LT ATC

kg3 Emiz
ZNEET

=
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OFER D. Wishart 0“&— Nk (1969)
% Astrahan @ “hyperphoneme method” (1970) 1
KREBLHUTWS. BEKDIE %%ﬁ«f@$ﬁ§(o
FD flx:) OTE) ZRY, ZOEBDBELETE
S KEEEZTZEEQENERE LTRO KL, BOO
A ITH 3 EEEOIRD B UEBROWITNAICHKE
BHRTEBTZ2EVNIOBINLOFEOESTHS
2, EOFEELETSERHOAITHEIEASELONS.
=7z Jarvis HOIREL 72 FE (1973) = 0—Eaz
NOOHFEEUTHE. Iy, ETHEHOXDILH
BEEAEITVIONRATHS.

5. 77 VA BREBRBHSRE

WEETBALTEFERRELSHEVD LEEN

55— ZITHW I FET, £ THELNZEH-PHUE
A MY w7 REEEABICLTOITEREZLL.
TEETETEOERERTIHREUEEZZEZ 22 21TL
e d(xi, ;) TRRMEEIC di EFEL. oL
EEE O BEIZIEF ETS)

D=(d:;) (i, j=1,2,-,n) (21)

TEZOoNn%. LhLZDdi B3455 LA MY w2
ERMBOTHLULARERR/ V- A ) v THEEE
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ARER) AEcTERRSZV. &S KEBMIFROK
UNEHENIHETOET 5. \_5bf’%7b\bfi"’”
PRBERULPEZONTBVBEATHEKEZSIF LN E

WO EBMSE 5.
IDEIBEEFODEL1DD“7 7 VA B (fuzzy
BAENE T4 S577 EEZL AR
BEEOBEEZZP ITBREREA S LIZARTS
2. 2% D150 “77Y 4 REPER (fuzey
D DT LTRD

relation)”

dessemblance relation)” T&H 5.
HEZHET 5.

D®=D (nxniXf7F)) (22)
D"I+1):D(1>®D(0) (1=0,1,2, )

13>
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(

(0

(23)
NDFEEETOICEERDT. Zh am b 1
NFTF] DO, DWW, DY ERTHS. T
E(zn%a7 7 Y4 min-max A5 EWN D) EIERE
B3, —RITl 3Eks I<n THLEL OBA&D
(<n) T DW=DW =D *P=... LI1%. D
NFEPRICEET I EBMENTNDS. TOHE
D 3 {0,1} BREZIHLEET7T—1TF] (B30F
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81 TR LEEOWE SO, §<d i HRD 3T
z® D13 Zadeh oS “7 7 U4 FAEH
P, FOER 6 RIROHEBHERLZ LTY

S>TWh5.
% Ths

N

Sfjgmin{max(éfk,ék,>} (Vi, j, k€E) (25)
O D 31 2>0OBEMEEERT 25 (22D 65 0
EO/NSOER D SINUGHERET 5 & RARHBESNS).
Z@QEH 5, 12921% “ultrametric” 0 HAHE->C &n
Db, ultrametric EIZIEFARIEE 0.5 1T TREHE:
(0:;=0), xtFflt (0:5=0,:) OB L LTIk
i, j, k ORI,
0i;<max{0i, 0r;} (VEEE) » (26)
ML LD LS BEEREND . CTNRBENSHILED X
DPOTEESUETH 22 L0 65 23(26) &L, L
»b(25), (260)%H~2ECOmMEMFALARZRLT
o ENDMD
Z LT, T95 L7 ultrametric OEEEZHA 585 <
DI HiTF1ED 5 B single linkage 7 (nearest neighbor,
minimum method & &1VH) 1Tk - THK I 2R
B F1Z8lhN 2 ultrametric 12 D 2 —F 52 A
DB GEVIZA K BHENICTNARILT B).
T 5 L7cBfRZA R No. 181 (1978) 1igik o #Z 7]
HALTHkO»AZ EITT 5.

[#fiE 1]
DEQTI] D FRATAITHETSHERELS 820 AHE
HOFEIEDOE & ZRTET, Ef)d\% < O NTER

I &
DB EDRITHT 2RIFOEIARIEL 2B K51, 2
FVXRRERDLTEIICREMNRLTHS.
01 0: Os Os O5 O5 O; Os
"0 6 21 30 18 27 33 32“
0 12 21 14 16 23 23
0 20 22 24 24 20|
0 19 37 41 37

D=
; 0 30 30 28
1 0 24 21
‘ 0 20

0
ZT8ODAHRENEN>XEDOEHTH 5.
O:: Hawaiian (\~7 4 A)

O:: Part-Hawaiian (/~7 1 Z&jEIf)

Os: Caucasian ([ A)

Oy : Puerto Rican (7 xv k « ) 2 A)
Os: Filipino (7 4V E YV A)

Og : Chinese (fh[E A)

O7: Japanese (HAA)

Os: Korean (&#[F A)
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STR(2)i1ckY DD, D®, DO, ... LIFRE T 5
& DO=DW=... L1zl I=3 T~N+EIIET 3

51t D g,
O1 O: O3 Oy Os O O7 Os
[0 6 12 19 14 16 20 20)
0 12 19 14 16 20 20
0 19 14 16 20 20
0 19 19 20 20

|
D:(S,»,):l
: 0 16 20 20
f 0 20 20
0 20
o)

TCTHEMIC 8:,<di; L1 -TWNA. F72C
h &l smgle linkage 7EIZ& D ZREHIAIED C
b SRR O AR IEHUELINCEHEAED 120
T5%=1E5 (1F 1)73 3[26], &Gk No. 181 L A HMR).
C ORERBROITH] D* TH 5
Ol 02 OS 04 OS OG O'i 08
F0 6 12 19 14 16 20 20
0 12 19 14 16 20 20
0 19 14 16 20 20
0 19 19 20 20

LA,

D*=

0 16 20 20

0 20 20

0 20

L 0
ZHLTENZ DX & D o—EsEEIDLNG. 270

W3 N Y ultrametric OHEFEEHICT Enbn B

THROWEEZZCEMTES. WE D (12

D*) E D OFEFEL 5T J_dl] LI AERITT

EROELTAHES (Eo D, D* thFoEHNIN
TH5). TLTTDEXOEEKES (6, j) £ZDIEH
fUEE 0i; OEZ/NEVHEOMLIHICE RN Z 5. T5

&, ROFEAMZONE. cEd LB RAKZEIICE

HE2EMEBELNE. 2NE0HWYWS “Minimal
Spanning Tree (MST)” THVD, 2T EN 6T 7Y
AFE D 12 MST 24ERT 2HETH 5 T & hibh
5.
* 4
WG i | MR

1 1 2 6

2 | @2 3 12

3 L2 5 14

4 | 2 6 16

5 [t 5 19

6 | 3 3 20
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(16)

Oy 05
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D& ICHEREINNHEE 7 7 V1 BRIZEELER
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ZBBCENTEEN, EICE—F— 4150
B O FRHA ] @kh,T“ﬁfw%LTzoﬂoﬁﬂﬁ
& (7724 —) OFEMREOHECZOT 7 V4 BI%
OWEDERT 2D THD (RETH2, 779148
RGO T7 791 8RL2EKZEL MDA
Kaufmann[13] %R 3 & X\, COARICIZE A TS
BRI EINTN D).

6. & T U

T7I4 -7 FR2) VT O—IEEHRIZHITH
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