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1.1 &t

W —HBIRAR BN EAR R R 2 A0, [R5 1 EE
HBLEE BT S5 ) P A AR BLRE 5/

RIS EE R FHAE ARVFBATAT LORAAR R B9 251, (H2f
FEFFARE L LML, R — IR 2

{33 data segmentation (FUHRIZIR4TIL) class discovery
(Pl 245

7 AU AR 2 UE, AMaUE, BRIz

BRI A B2 WA AL, XA, 2004
ERE T, USEAFRSCRERTTA, REE ks
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— HARGUK: SEBAREOR, A, TR Y
ramsk?
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H % 5452 (clustering and classification)

o G325
— AEFROE R, KRS
— WA INGREATRG 8, AR IO EUER g2 A
BRI, 2Rt T LATI A SR A 1) U 2%
— HEEEZHNA, FIET SR SRR RS
. BGIGRR
o R

— FERBIRIL, R —FIC g

— TINGFEA, MRAEE BROAEREATRI, WidR%,
NATTRE A5 HU3) 2 52 O AR ) DXI, R T  BR22 Jmy  4
A, DR R B (a6 &




o EAFRALTRERNZE

— S RAFRRAGIENRE
— Z R AT B R T LA FH: PCA, FA, MDS, Manifest
learning, SOM 2%,

v fquercy
Y °




1.2 EESHEHREEE
RIS KBEIE T A ML (similarity) HJMEK
WREATER “FHOME” BRI TR M S5, MM LR
Hs(e, ) BRI
1. 0<s(x,y) <1
2. s(x,x) =1
3. s(x,y) = s(y, %)

AT LA AR S (dissimilarity) SR A0 2 [A] 19 B FR
TNTHFRATT AR S A . A S B R AU B[R] — AT
DARH L #535.

MRS R 2 R B
FEAR R B A S (BERY) BB d(-, ) —Bai




1. d(x,y) >0, E5HarYHMNY x =y
2. d(x,x) =0
metric dissimilarity
3. d(x,y) =d(y,x
4. d(x,y) < d(x,z) + d(z,y)
5. d(x,y) < max{d(x,z),d(z,y)}

MR E S 5 &, WFR d Hultrametric dissimilarity

o HASZEBERME IC x,y € RP AP DAL, NIFEEAY%E
FARWEE, R EENEEE T2, MRNE S
.

o BCEARR AR A S S R R (B SR
— HBIRUZ (KEREE) T AR A s A B g v




Minkowski:

P m 1/m
x,3) = [ Dl =l = k= vl
k=1

Manhattan: ( city-block distance, box-car distance)

P
Y) =D lex — el = Ix =yl
k=1
Euclidean:
d(x,y) =[x =yl

maximum:(Chebyshev distance)

d(x,y) = max |z; — yi| = ||x — ¥l
Canberra: (1)

y= 3 loe—ml
o Tkt Yk




i

— 0-1 MR EE: 3 x,y HITTRSAEZRN 1,

1 0 xi
y
1 a b a+b
0 c d c+d
IR0 | a+c  b+d | n=at+b+c+d

b+c¢ +no 0-0 match
a+b+c

Czekanowski : d(x,y) = _bte <no 0-0 match

2a+b+c  double 1-1 match

binary(Jaccard) :  d(x,y) =

HAth WAL 12.1.
— BHER: A x,y NEWEE, K8 p M g MARRMZE
T R A ) AR AU e S T AR S T R AR G
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g x? GEit BT

Coef. of contingency s;; = (
g y J X2 +’fl

, . o X2 1/2
Cramer’s V contingency coef. s;; = (nmin{p i 1})
o LEZEREBIE FEAE S R R R AR B2 (A AH
B, A A O R R 2t B F A 2 [RI R AR . x 1Y
90 Doarht X, TS 5 Do X Z [RIEARDLE:

D e (Xik — Xi) (Xjk — X;)

FEARMRRH ryy = -
[ 22 G = %) 0, G — %))
SefARIE Gy = —— St Xk

[Zn X2 > x2]1/2
k=1 Xik 2 k=1 Xjk
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| Clustering algorithms |

Hierarchical | Partitional I I Density. Grid | | Others
12|z |2 g . el Z 9
AEIRE £l. slelzl2]2 5
zlzl=2924 2|3 sz |z S
Sl =435 s || Z o = |5 <
z1% =42 = S = =
22 I£9:z 3 2
S|E= |2 =
z || £ /A [

Graph - R
|Ihem‘enc K-Means ECM
MDS_Cluster || £-Modes || &-Modes || K-Means-CP || NFWFCA |[ FGFCM
- (CGC) (Huang)
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1.3.1 BR&HEEFEE

RA Y (Hierarchical clustering, thARZIRETAGE) ERE
BRI R R T 2 —.
RERBYTHEE AR Z AR (dissimilarity) F1285
R A HEHE (linkage) T2
RERIGELAHE PR
— B &7 ik (agglomerative hierarchical method): (H FTi_L) —
THEK DA DR A2 SRERIE S MR,
BIFHIERIZE, BERTANEGIHR— 1
— 98 A £ (divisive hierarchical method): (H _ETIT) —IF i
AR MNMEE T —2, MmN E 20, — D3RR
SN/, BRI EARMR O — 2R

HMEENBREGRIT L
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#HARE (Dendrogram)
JEIRR I 2
AT RERR
BT R R (RS
—IMREARRTHIR).

R RS TIrAREA RI2E

AP A AT, 2R
i A TR

LT SRR R 0 e, T
B FE) T R R RS A
LT S R/ N B L A

& o B AR AT D A 3
% %’é%%

Distance

6

2

0

W FBRIE (dendrogram) KRR,

|
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KEBFRIZEEE (Linkage criteriagluster I

cluster J
<7 TN T en
 single linkage 1/10 \] / ) \J
\ ,,*—-"”/L\_.
D(I in {d N \\_f/y
(I,J) = min {d;} @
PN /"':3\
o complete linkage /1 \ / \
‘\ J L2 5 |
2e / /
N - N P
(£, J) iEnII%)E(J{ ) o)
Pl /’——\
! 4 ")
1 \ 5
DU,J)= ——— Z ds; \‘_2 - \\‘//
nr+ny T -
iehjet «©
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cluster I cluster J e centroid linkage:

——

-~ ~ ~ -:3\

/
"\ ].4—-’—1/’7/—‘_4—4’ \f D(1,J) = [|x1 — %4
W / \\\49/

. @ _ e ward method: 73T &
e\ - 73\\ % 1R T A E LD
\ ] - o) () B IR B
N N~ (FR A B 22 F 77 A1), 403

@ W ® Wy SREE A

AN —
MR M, EEEEVTTH Wiy, RIGEXE T J ZERFITEE
BN

D(I,J) = Wy — Wi — Wy
B2 A A K 2 T BRI IR, FIR S & 9T
FHIZ, P/ NSRBI A T A B N ER T 5 T 6 9F . IXOEERF &
FRATT IR SRR




LKA EERE A

« Single linkage FHYZSA B, GFF DR EEITRIE
RN oAt i, SR AR 2 BRI, I @S T ARIPH =
S TEHIZE. FERIEERA A 57 B () Fp AL AL,

« Complete linkage # % HIMFEIRE, HESFHGLI KWL,
AH AR ST (7)) B8, #5250 a0 (BRI 2R
FTAEZEH A BET) SO R, IR R A IR S A R AR 4

A

« Average linkage &R HUBLET. H 2 2410 5 5 HE T B AR o
W, TR B R R R IR & R AR

« Centroid linkage HJZREISHPARE T RES L (F[a] 47
AR FEAE P 117 e e BEZ 1)), DRI B HE LA 28 H
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RAREEE

L AP REAR S, A RO — 2

2. AR (FER) 46 (diy)

3. GIFE/NEERE (linkage) MR~

4. ARSI AT 282 [N

5. BH 34, HEAREI N — DL e L 50
6. i thmRIRIE, UMK IS 2R 45

RERITTEBFARITIEE TN, 2301k LR E S
B ZTEMAKE . cluster R dianark £ H 53 22K
F2J7 ¥ (Kaufman and Rousseeuw, 1990).
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RERETENER

o TREFRSIRERIEHA

o o LR E A S R e P A

o JBFRHOR, T8 T AR 2

o —H—ARIR (BHHSR) TR, B RERES B IE,
B AT MR E R 2T, i BRICH, BURE, ROCK,
Chameleon 4.

18



1.3.2 K-means

WATRIZ A RET k2 —, WRERREIEE N, & T/
B R AL

LR E R &

B BEHLERE B AR, BRI ISR — 2R
S L, XTI EE AT, R HRISE LR, B
W93 BRI 2E; SRE BT R RN E. ABTEE X
ARLRE, ERIFTA R AR BRI N 1L

TR BB

ANFERIRIGGTE, 45 R AT REANIH

AL K-means IS5 RANEHEH AT A%
HIRESFE N SR AR
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K-means &i&

MacQueen (1967) #2&H E AL, OEEE: -l D2,
AR Rt R 3 B R R 2R UL P W B B A /. Sk
LUl

1. MIABIEFIRAEEH &
2. PATNH -FHZ—
o WEOVEEIES N k2K Ch, .., Cr, IWWEEAZEM P
Xiy 1 = 1,...,]()
o FHE B AEFL x50 =1, k, BEITAEHRSR55)
B HARIT AR D IR R 2
3. TN B T JE S A L F T B RS

k
ESS =Y "> % —x?

i=1jeC;
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4.

5.

AT AR B R B H I 2R T AR R 2, (H A5
ESS W/, SERJEEHIESRNFOD x,i=1,...,k

HE 3N 4, HEBARHEHTHE (ESS AREH/D)

K-medoids 772X K-means 77 ) H2ELITF K-means 5
B, KAET

RPN O A Kemeans I (P49
AL R BE, TR Kemeans (U Wt
B  TH

L K-means J7 3 BENIEAE (W 2RI 574 )

R base 17 kmeansiF#(ffi H K-means 535, T clusterflf]
pam(partitioning around medoids) E%{f# H K-medoids %
o

21



o K-means fll K-medoids ﬁ{fﬁ’]ﬁ‘ﬁﬁ%&i}g%, G T /N EL
5.

o KL T LAM# H CLARA (Clustering LARge Applica-
tions, Kaufman and Rousseeuw 1990) & %: BEMLIESF —H 5
HIFEA S, i K-medoids ¥

o DAMERHER CLARANS (Clustering Large Application based
upon RANdomized Search, Ng and Han 1994) L%,

22



K-medoids Ei%x
- BN ERERE D = (diy) FIRZEEH &
- BERLGERE b DREARRVENZER O A (medoids)

R A ORI B A AR S /N RO R (BT A R A
Kk A2K)

DR ILAE (=1, k), FEREBENEE RN T RS
10"

19 = arg min di;
gieCl, ij

MITAFEIEE 1 AT AT LR
. EH 3 4 HEBAMRREG A
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1.3.3 B3

o PRICRIFIA TN

112 )|

— 2% (compatness): k-means, hierarchical clustering

— HEM (connectivity): spectral clustering

P
e i %«?’c&lg-&
S SR T
7 o woagie
E r,;i"-:; -q-,,v::‘(l
Compactness Connectivity

& B8 28 (Spectral clustering) £HARMITR LR LKL —, BERW

K-means FlEKERELT,

24



ET R R, (R A (35).
FEARGE =S [k AR R a , FEARZEZS (A (] K-means {72

.

T A AL g
WHEMARV = (x1,..., %), WHHMALEL (B4 FRIERE

BE) 2R W, SRR RO kA, S R SR, T ]
Y AR

000000000
X J
[ J [ ] |
o® N
A
X
(]
Data Similarities Similarity graph
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— XA EF TS 2 B AAE, B Gaussian kernel #37:

I1X; =X

Wi = e s AR

— HbR: AR AR, XIAEA R/ IMUE

o WA B) =Y s jep Wiy FRFNTURE A F1 B 2
FIRUBLEE, T8 RO RIS A, Ay, B3T3
oMb

k
cut(Al,...,Ak) = ZW(AZ,AZ)
=1

N | =

Hrh A F0R A IFME.
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o HEX

N RN

What we get/ What we want
o Hp—FEIiE: (Neut, Shi and Malik, 2000):

k —
1 W (A;, Ai)
Ncut(Aq, ..., A =3 E v(ol 3

i=1

27



Hrp vol(A) = ZzeA ZzGA Z
— PUE/NMY Neut(As, ..., Ax) & NP-hard .
— AR TR A RUE IR

— 3T Laplacian #5F%, 3 Graph Laplacian: L =D — W, D =
diag(di,...,dn).

— XEER k(k > 2), 1T hy =
0. H= (hi]'), UIU

ﬁu% X; € A], Ellj”Jjj

l(A

min  Trace(H'LH)
min Neut(Aq, ..., Ap) <= ¢ Ak
Ay st.  H'DH=Iy

iy _ 1= in T T'D-Y2LD~Y2T),
BH = D 1/2T:>{ pluin race( )

Relaxation!!! st T = I

— WA Tope AHFE Loym = D™V2LD™V? {IRT k ML L.
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— AR Hope = D=2 Tope AP Ly = D7VL WIRT & AHE
fEAR.

W ERZ E L (Shi and Malik, 2000)
5E n N x1, . xn, PANRSSEH K

o MR AR W
o ® Laplacian (¥ L=D - W

o HETEHER TR Lu = ADu WIRT k DEHEIRR, 30K

= [U1,...,uk]

o Ly, WU M i 414 = 1,...,n, i K-means & %kXf
Vir--os Y, REBRE O, ..., C

o HIHIZE Ay, Ay, HF A = {xgly; € Ci}

Ng, Jordan, and Weiss (2002) Z5Hi T 573 Sb—Fh U BY B35
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1.4 fREIEHHEHE
o AHMERRATIEERISHEH BA R, FIan— % P BEER
kMR kS
o REHEIEWT, BREMBIEHE RAME. I EREMEL
H AR EME R — A (R (55 4B R0 M LA ) sl v DA R
HE A FRE).

o HERAEH WRARFE Ay, O SRR A R
R =R R 22 SRR

Silhouette(fI%) i%

« Kaufman and Rousseeuw (1990) & Hi B)—FhEE o] LAPEAf 421
RUNIZAE ST TR S R HAB S, AT AN AR B SR e 4
RR.
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LM 4, 1T
— a(i) M i SHEZE C; oA 2 A 5 B (E

— d(i,C) FRA @ BIHME C(C # Ci) WHIFA s ZIRIH
SR E

_ (i) SR (G, C) M
2B ¢ DM Silhouette 1HE XN

b(i) — a(i)

0 = ax{a(), b}

S Silhouetter 1H A
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BAR, —1 < s(i) < 1, s(i) T 1 T2 a(i) < b(i). H a(i) B
FE SRV a(i) WA AL 0 DCRCIZ AR T, KR b(i) Bk
o DR AR 2E ) AT s(d) 52T 1 R @ HEREAIE

s(3) HENT -1 WA ¢ PR BBIRHEP ISP ESIE
s(i) FENT 0 RIS ¢ TEPI RIS EEAL, MNZob B T Har2kag
HA I AIE
Kaufman and Rousseeuw U {H FH 34 1956 B 55 Sk Al T 4504
HSEH

— 5> 0.5 FUEHRERLEE

— 5 < 0.2 RUPEIRAFAERIRHE

R cluster 1 silhouettePR BUGHF A2 5 A1 s(i) 1%
MUNEIR DAL

32



Silhouette plot of pam(x = ruspini, k = 4)
n=75 4 clusters C;
j: njlaveic si

1: 201073

2: 231075

3: 171 067

;151 0.80

;.|

T T T 1
0.0 02 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
Silhouette width s;

Average silhouette width : 0.74

Previous Next First Last Back Forward
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CH index
BATLL K-means J735 000, KERAEGE T DAE 2 KA 7 15 B

o HEREHE K, K-means Hkim/MELENTES) (within-cluster

variation):

)=> Y lx —%?

i=1 C(j)=i
o IR W(k) B k SEINMRD, W (k) BRI E.

o K[EPE BN (Between-cluster variation) J& 252 [A]0 &
R

k
=5 nillx - x]?
=1

o 4K B(k) B k BEINTIESIN, B(k) MOKREIIZE S S [BARBR A
b
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o HUSRGEH] W(k) BC B(k) #RREAHET, I E SR 6]

 BW)/(k—1)
CH®) = ) Jn— k)
R AN

k=arg max CH(k)

2<k<Kmaz

450
L

1.0
:
.
S
£y P |
0 %0 o o
3
B¢
) o o
8 oqed 0
CH inde»
.
o/




Gap Statistic

o Wi(k) BE k BEIMMTHD, (XA kb B R IZE A B
1

o Tibshirani et al. (2001) 21 Gap Statistichk T4 HAL
MR 2N BBt W (k) F1 W (k), XH W (k) EEZMH
WIS SAT (B, BRI ERBES9m) T
TFRIRN BB, BRI

o i Bootstrap Ji¥E, iTHE
Gapn (k) = Eplog(W* (k)) — log(W (k))

~ 52 S Log(W3 () — log (W (k)
b

PR sdy = 5 32, (Wi (k) =W (k))?, K W™ (k) = 5 32, Wi (k).
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. /Q"\ Sk = Sdk\/l + l/B, %Jﬁiﬁﬁ‘%z’éﬁ‘]%[ﬁ%

k = inf{k : Gap(k) > Gap(k +1) — sg41}

~
=}

}\—e—l
\
}—e/—l
|\—&

Gapx
0.5
I

0.4

0.3
1
Fe—
\
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1.5 BREREHIEM
o RARMEREVEAN IR 73 W IMBITAN ¥ (external criterion) 1
WESEANTE (internal criterion).

o INTIEMIE T RELER G FH—SHER (reference, HLITH—
PRI ST 4 R el B S8 )) B2 1. il

— Purity, F-measure, Rand Statistics, Entropy %%
o WNERTEMT BRI AT IR A FURE . RIS S 2]
FRREE . B A EA
— %R Davis-Bouldin, Dunn, Expected Density p &
— XS EEN:: Elbow criterion, GAP statistics £¢
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SMERIRAYIE
o WA n AU, 2% (Reference) 214 C* = {CF,..., CT ).
o HRERLERK C ={C1,...,Ch}
F-measure:
o FEE (Precision): |C; N Cl/|Cyl.
o B4 (Recall): |C; N Cr|/|Cr]

o IHE C; AT CF B F-measure:Fj(a) = %
(IMBGRFIFE), o HHL 1.
MIMEE] F-measure & LA

precision

,,,,,

F-measure # A1 I S8 25 45 i =,
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o Entropy: 2L C HXT C* 1Y Entropy & LA

o cnel, 1enc)
o= S Y T e

cjeC CiNCr#2

o Rand Index %% EFEA SH 24T, 12

n11 = #{(xi, x;)|xi,%x; € Ci;xi,%; € Ci}
noo = #{(xi,%;)[xi € Ci,,x; € Ciyixi € Cy,, %5 € C, }
nio = #{(xi,%;)[xi,%; € Cisxi € C,,x; € C, }
no1 = #{(xi, x;)[xi € Ciy,x; € Ciy;xi,%; € Cp, }
Rand index & XN
n11 + Moo
(5)
R=0FKWHFRLXEES, R =1 F W MRIELMHA.
HP AR TR

R=
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 Adjusted Rand Index BFIAHICHEHLLI 5 Rand index
IR A EE (F), Hubert and Arabie (1985) %/ Rand
index AT 7 IMEE (BB LM EE SRR ATLER), (575
XFPIRST BREE R 0, WP S 2 AHE ISR 2KMEN 1. Meila
(2003) 5111 Ajusted Rand index fH T HUA{A.
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