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1. A& 2. §AA g8y E

FAA GngEFS AQAYE, FAR ;A, Sd¥o F s %x} YnEEFL 197080 xoj John Hollandol o}af ]
e A dAYFA 7ldtsle £AE Hdstud e JEI q o] ¢uFEFL AANYE, FAA =LA, EdH]
angFoltt. &, g9 AME FoAM Hold HE ¥ F Ag AqAYFES 7te g s}@l A g, AH
g 1A A7 & 2AEL HzEn 2L AdE AXNEA g “°I tAle] Hg Halow, o delx m&AQd B &
7 Aol FHAA AE FYo] Astgo] Ygith= Hel & ‘i'iJJr 22 EH ZAdE $E£EATT. A #Ax ¢n
eratgict. TR FAR matel Edwold o4& o %2 7H F9 34L& ggx g,
A7t $dHoz AF F YA e F= FHA g1
9] 8% 5ol (1) Az Aag 2718,

o]l gnEFLE E14 ste EAo e HAg: Hrt g5 (2) 29 & AAY HgEE Frgot.
7} 2489 o5 AANEY Agxs Hrstd FFE7 Z (3) AT o] A o4g ANES At 42 e
g RAES AEAIIE AFE olgslod Hse ol Adg HEG,
Aogd. duFes FL Hrie A9 Agdod Y (1) Ao FAA mAg EGWo] A s,
el g o3 Adso] WA st5Ado)l AXNEZ HE (5) T Aol UEHH uw7x (2)oA (7R RS
A71& 7t A FA kAo @, e
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Qe 1 % WEAY o) 29 Mdojth, F BE Al
AGE %S FHAA 47e v4 P @} 71Fo= 9
gz wgA g3 3 FH g vlastd d9sts w4l
o mAQAs HEE T o9 ¥E AMEZRH fHt &
zdol qols) A28 FHo2 F% 2ERE s 3
Aolzl, Zadwo] AL MEg g o] BRE AMY §
A 2ol gleje] Fig W goR wyE Heldh
45 gl See S A A9 AU A,
Wo| A4l AAoA HAFE gro] 7F & AAG gg °
olejg $49 A AEL RESHE WHoz

#H7F 2},
A Z (Elitism)ol Ak, F oA AdelAM 713 43
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AAE ARVAGAH GE Adg 44 W 2 AAE
EYHES sz ol 2 slolw ARHA fA% °Ual
Z9 @AE Ads] Ae ANE Bol ATHIAD
o.

3. E84HY {3A dndF
3.1 8283 ¢ndF

gel~HY &L F dHolgy fA e EAsY o
oEH & I1E3Ee & 1F U9 doHe & HAEE
Zn o 2§ e dolHd: 3 fAIRE ALE #3

s gk, o] o Zt a§e gawd @, giHY ¥
qe 27 AFH guzEHY, ¥y 22y, FE @

~Hg02 Yg + AUt

HAIEE &4 38t WHol = Pearson Correlation Method,
Cosine Correlation Method $¢ A& A+ JAAYH
Buclidean Distance Method %9 72 ZAwo] glt}, vl
€ Euclidean Distance MethodZ YWeldT},

)
d[j =d(Xl’Xf):\/7§,xzk—xp:l (1)

A, A%3 S5 28" (Hierarchical Clustering)
A% 3 %EV:EJ%‘{’. ZHAHE0 ¥ & E32EEZ o

2ol FE FZ NAEE de Pyoln, oA
bottom-up 4]¢] agglomeratlve et31e]% % top-down H4)
9] divisive ¢itgl&o g Tt

AsH Yoz Y B(single linkage), ¥4 97
(complete ‘linkage), ¥ BZA(average linkage), 9= 7]

H(Ward's Method) $°] U}k, Agglomerative €ilElFo] 2
Y 19 7le=o Q.

0 Algorithm 1.(Agglomerative Heirarchical Clustering)

(1) B8 MAE shte] Eej2ez s,

(2) 7t 7V7E S AHE nerge @th.
7 gHage AE Adste e
2~4 of 71&=e] QUtt.

3) $a7t ek FAAE 47 8 W AN (9F
gt

HE e sy

2% 1. Agglomerative Algorithm

dpy (C,,C,)=min X - X (2)
o (C,1C,) = max [ - X ©
1 m n
C,Cy=— X-x
d,,(C,,C)) m,,n; ;ll i n
Single lingkage ¥& 44 (2)9} o] ¥ Ay
9] 7}g 7MAE A Azlg S4H 39 Az How
t}. Complete lingkage & F2] ()3 o] F F#AH

dag 29 APz Reld
4 @ gol T gy
8 2eiay e Aoz

e b | AL ARE
t}. Average lingkage WH2
el 2 A Alole] A9
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¥a #e{2e Y (Partitional Clustering)

5 gelaege Feay o] FEo] glod, Z AA
713 tbE 2Y A @gdst f3HE wEsd A E

q & #2e]A~88 FA 9. Hard cmeans (HCM) @aaFE

7} k-means °L’VE] , ISODATA ¥iig]Fo] ®¥ Fei2HFY

o] ¥ A2l oo}, K-means Yig|Fo] 1Y 20 7l&Ho]

e},

_Ln., lu.

Q0 Algorithm 2. (K-means Clustering Algorithm)
() AL 5 A AAZ &k 7)o Sel2e]E TETH
(2) got A3z (k) 42 QA it
- 7V ke BAE Fe Ee2gd Adad.
- MR8 #YaEY FHE oA AL
(3) 2 A9 2E AHY tstd
- 7V Ve BAE B E92Ed Addrt,
- A" BeaE FAHAE ohA] Al
(4) BE FEzE9 Fio ®HMAHAA g
(3)& e,

w7}

Z1% 2. K-means Algorithm

C. 38 &2]2E % (Overlapping Clustering)
FE goxrgyge S92 49 A5y F2E A ¥
W, 2 z=®e szste 7t 7ﬂzﬂﬁ 7}72 747t
& Eé‘a‘\if‘]ié RN E HA4S NE MY AgE €
2-H :r“b“?}q %, ¥8 Fd2yge shiy AN
3}-\,}-_,] gage @3- o s F5 &
&} 7HZ“7]' oe] Fe2gHo 259 £ AU
on 3 ﬂE"ﬂ et A& Amo] AFE FE i 9
& @&9"ch. Fuzzy cmeans (FCM) €¢322&E3 b-clump €3

2 Do

& §°] AT

3.2 82H¥ fdA ¢udF

71&9] fAx gaFo] ke BAFL AAY F7 F
et $& o] A9 WA —ri‘%ﬂ Ude Holg.
olg syl Histe] Ao MA & FEI A KA

Sob AR, 18 Ahol Be AAEA delA HgEe
ohste Mol & wWlgol =i A9 Uk dg Sof

interactive genetic algorithm (IGA)9] S8 ¥-ok+
HAFEE Algo] AR HFNFEE AX 77 BolAFE ¥
718}717F AHA 9.
99 F BAE avHon §dsty] st B =4
Ay 3

Be AAE fAsE 2E AASY ded A3 st
= Aol ojg A FAIEE r|Eoz ZYAHHE 3§
a1 gAY FAe HF=TE Hristed, E¥2H U
o AAEA FAzl wdsied HEYEE Wz WYHE
AABIAH B mRAA AAg SAHY {4 gas

Zo] AWzl AL 21¢Y 34 #o,
Fabmel sl ARES M TUe 48 4 (59

o, M 2 F2H %ﬁ 7+9] EBuclidean distance
9t 7+ AL 4o Foldo BEAE medte] AP E o)
et o,
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]
lel - CJZ
Fitness(X) = Fitness(C)*(1- =1 i
N *|max_x~min_x| (5)

4. 49 4 2%

Agd g28g fAx dnaF 458 s 9
s 974 A%E F7b gepo] st 100709 AA), 10749
AAE 7HAA simple GA(ZIEY FHA Gz F)d B4
Astst 6709l E26l® WG o] &3t 100749 Ao
et 22HY FA2 duaFTE 4% ANE HW
AT, 4 49 304 9ESgon o HAgE 4

252 A 454, Ao Algd ¢nPEL ¥ 14, Y
o AH8E 87 HFES ¥ 29 A,
1. Ag] A48 gxEE
Wy ki
P 100709) AAo) et simple GAol g3l s
@10 na g
10070e} 7RAol w3t clustering GAo| H&s}glo
Cluster 10 |¥ 10709 E3AE2 ZAEHY3lo 1089 A3}
= [k st A3 AN A¢
P 10708 Al st simple GAol &3t Wzt
L NEE T
2. A9 Algg 8 A5
Pop 100 Cluster 100 Pop 10
Fee] 37] 100 100 10
VRS 100 10 10
ge28 ¢ - 10 -
frda w3 g§ 0.9
E9%o g8 0.01
F A F 200
Clustering GA°l Atg¥ S8y UzEFLS single

linkage, complete linkage, average linkage, Ward9l 24,
hard c-means ¥i8]F, k-means ¥ Foz F 6709

HE& ArgarArt.

® 3. 2004t) g F 7 ¢adEY Ad Hgx g

~._{Popl00(Pop 10/ S-L | C-L | AL | Ward |HCM KM |
EF 1 /75,15 171.59 [74.41 | 7E.13|75.44174.76 | 73.99 | 74.57
EF 2 113835.3]3732.4]3818.2)3826.3|3825.4)3825.5|3795.8)3820.5
EF 3 (118.40113.90 [ 18.10 | 17.27 | 16.9 }18.17 ] 17.27 | 17.43
EF 4 {1569.891542.83[572.81{557.72|554.21]565.12|553.75}508. 14
EF 5 [10.8358)0.4942]0.6872]0.6695(0.7098/0.6777)|0.6193{0.6654
EF 6 (|380.53)|352.28(372.33]370.381382.01[372.57|372.99|374.17
EF 7 6445.0/6135.8)|6332.2|6446.2|6665.5/6416.6|6422.9/6408.9
EF 8 |1648.39]617.66]647.94(649.21{640.75/626.37646.39|651.90
EF 9121.68]21.61(21.68]21.70[21.67{21.68|21.6921.69

39 P& 98 HRE ¥t F£E JEAY, FFe
Evalua:ion Function& Wehjo}, EF 1& De Jong 1, FF 2
De Jong 2, EF 32 De Jong 3, EF 4% De Jong 4, EF 5% De
Jong 5, EF 6% Rastrigin, EF 72 Schwefel, EF 8&
Griewangk, EF 9& Ackley ¥5& &2 9u)drt. ¥ 39 ¥
< ZF Y fdx dndEe v, S-L BH KM 7
A& Cluster 1009 ZF S828% ¢naEL vehdo.

X 304 Cluster 1009 ¢ g g9 S met
Zt Ze{2=HY i AT Aolzp HelAwk 1 atole
3= ekttt

— Pop 100
12 — Pop10
A — Single linkage
Complsto linkage
10 — Average linksge “
Ward method
i — Hard C-means
— K-msang
8 "
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