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ABSTRACT

Cluster analysis is based on partitioning a collection of data points into a number of clusters, where the data
points in side a cluster have a certain degree of similarity and it is a fundamental process of data analysis. So, it
has been playing an important role in solving many problems in pattern recognition and image processing. For
these many clustering algorithms depending on distance criteria have been developed and fuzzy set theory has been
introduced to reflect the description of real data, where boundaries might be fuzzy. If fuzzy cluster analysis is to
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make a significant contribution to engineering applications, much more attention must be paid to fundamental

questions of cluster validity problem which is how well it has identified the structure that is present in the data.

Several validity functionals such as partition coefficient, claasification entropy and proportion exponent, have been

used for measuring validity mathematically. But the issue of cluster validity involves complex aspects, it is difficult

to measure it with one measuring function as the conventional study. In this paper, we propose four performance

indices and the way to measure the quality of clustering formed by given learning strategy.
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Ee828 gL FolA dolet e e vz
AAE /e 2FLE o] dE 487k AAE
Y37 A% g ol o8 S8 2HE 7]
He 93ty Be g Eol MEHATL, HEAY
3 Az 5o o T 494 HEH go.
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ingell 9§ WY oz Fol wolet FaThe] AA}
Fgsitts 7R A 2 g b FE i &
A9 et 2y o] Y2 27t gRe
tlolete] AA iR EYEsng A4 dolg
d37kel FHAPAE BEAETl FHAs Foizl
dolet X9 AL ol AXE sHA 2T

ol2 /MMA3t7] 9t BezdekS Fuzzy c-Means
(FCM) €8 &2, 3ot B HAE T ¢
8w g yekslgth. FCM ¢8| &e Hars 7
2 3+4=(least square criterion function)d)] HA] o] &-&
25 22 5h4=0] vk F A 3}(iterative optimization)
o 71¥rg & Hh4jo|t}. o] ¢ 2]E-2 hard partition-
ingell )& 71E9] S 2Ed Wyo] 2 5H(win-
ner take al)3 el o] H&& FH3l=d v|sty, z+ g
o] 8 FeAH &3 L5HEE FoEA B
A AEE YA} =E =oFrt o]8# FCM &
TAFL HA H{A Y, AEERS 4 L5
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st 57 HEMe Fe12EH e ARt Fo o
oleto] 72E dulvt & WMAIASAE FY g
Axr Haslt ol 2 AEE “cluster validity
problem”o| 2} A o)ste] AP ol fr}. ol A7
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Wz 8289 elFA(cluster validity)ZA&E 9
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HA 4% #AA4E AWY A3 g32EH A

Bezdek[2]& ©l2{ & M 71d & dojet LY
WY 8o F g3t ()2 2 HA: As LF ¥F
(least square error functional) Jn 8] ¥HE 3 3 3 (jter-
ative optimization)o]] 7]¥h& & Fuzzy c-Means(FCM)
A3 F& ML

Ja= Z“: ‘i (up)™ (dy? ()]
j=1i=1

AN we FA 4 deojg % X={x, ..,
X.} o} g 9A) c £8E nxco) ¥WE UZ velbdo
29 § 842 dolg x9 FH2H id §3te &
£A5E BIAGY EF @)’ =lx;~vil*elz [-I&
FEE 58, ve 828 i F4HE Jehliy
me(l, ©) HAYEE FA3he Hevetg et
Wt} oo Bezdek& m>1%9] % In9 F44 H4
Fol 57 A% BRZAFRERAL AWML R
&9 4Q)¢ H()E F=3Ad.

i} (uy)™ x;

i (uij)m )

i=i

Vi= N ISISC (2)

(dy)* = Ixj—will* > 00| =& Zel2¥ id uste]

! (3a)

=

Z (._d_ij_)zl(m-l)
t=1 dtj

2 R, ([dp)’=Ix—wl* =03 3¢ oo 20&

W& RE 28 id U3ty uE P do

w=0 if d}#0 and Y, wy=1

i€l

(3b)

FCM 433 && @A 4(2)9} 4(3)9] Wi 9]ty
FYH-g Foprte FA o, 31

A9 F=¥ 43)& ol &3t YFdjoletst THH
Atolg] A E F WA 4% #4h(fuzzy member-
ship value)g ZAA3A dct. 4Gb)E B3l & +
ol uieh 7o) gloje) & F 29 F4AA A
71 02 1Y dloletel] thd 2 Fef2te] HA &Lk
ke 10] ® Aol 2@l A3)E L3 &
& 9l ubg}l o] 2E F3 2R AHAA 25 F

FRe YA4E 2 FH 2o At FAHA %E vt
AW G832 A%g E5549 2 gL dEF &
&9 FEAY TR A2 S4dG. 2y HA
olgoA olgFte £&WUTE I FHld WY &
Azt A¥YY F=2A HYEE AdFHQA Fhol
B2 ol& Hed7] 48 A7 A HZ A9

2.2 EtEH &F @

8 2E YL §F T8 FHL37) AdAHe 2
A7z Fo1Q Y dolete] T2 E Grpt & Wy
33 JEe7te FHse Jxrt Yasit ojd #-
8 43 998 “cluster validity problem” o} & 35}0] o]
€ 8t g3t 2ol E82H g9 &3 ¥rE
Aol st A2, s, 6.

* Partition Coefficient(PC):

n <

E E (uy)*

PC(U;c)= C))

¢ Classification Entropy(CE):

n c

- L X ujlogau

j=1i=1
n

CE(U;c)= )

® Proportion Exponent(PE):

PE(U;c)=log ﬁ{[“El(-‘l)“'(j‘)(l—jw)”'”

j=1 U t=t

where w =V )

g 7ol FolA 24 P4EL FHIHHYY A
HHE 250N TEE FRE MY oz g
oka] Zt}. Partition Coefficient PC(U; )&= 2l(4)o] F
oW FoZ RE vhgat Pol 2 4FAE g+
Atk

(i)Q/)=PCUs0)=1

(ii)PC(U; ¢) =1 iff fuzzy c-partition U is hard.

(i)PCWU;c)=1/ciff U=[1/c]

9] 4F 2 K PCU;c)7} 19 7t7& g& 713
& dojele o F £7E 2ds YN E € 5
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Atk 2822 J9 B F2HY d1AEL
L3 o=e o, 4 c9 7k, 2, 3, ..., n—19] W3l
g diojet X9 HA ¢ £, Q8 78 ¥ PC(Uj0)
o g U= ZE cF ol Wgez HAY
FH2HE dAd.

Classification Entropy, CE(U;c)& Shannon$] ©f
Ao i3 ol i dez 2 Feld) 2(6)
d FolA Helz RE CEU;0v e e A4
< 713 ¢ 7 Ao

(i)(1/c) < CE(U;c) < log,(c)

(ii)CE(U;¢) =0 iff fuzzy c-partition U is hard.

(iii) CE(U;c)=log,(c) iff U=[1/c]

A9 422 BE #A c Y, U 2 847t BF
Z2e g /et A A, INE ESL AR Y
A A E U, B2 7} vlojelrt ol §
F 209t 24 =A & hard c-partition?] B¢+
F48tA violetg £7/¢ Aelth ages g9
2€ 9] B3 FHAA A4ZEE CEU;c)] kol
HEFE F EFHASE vt o] & Yol H
A g828Y g1 ES HLaAE o, zt e
gk 2,3, .., n—19] tiste Y4 diolel X9 A3 ¢
% Q8 78 ¥ CEU;0)9 32 H4A2 ze 8
Fgoplle g oz HAH o Fe2EHE AAET

Proportion Exponent PE(U;c)& H XA ¢ ¥ U=
FE 9 wie HgwrE zelsto] g3 g 7
et Windham& nyl 9] Hulgko] 2+ ¥ do|ele)
242 YHI] B F7] dEo] 2 afle F0E 2
gH3le A= 90 Ak FAsL JvHel 2e =
3 BAL 53td U 7+ 8471 1/e?] 3%, PE(U;
¢ =0°]1 PE(U;c)= X2] hard c-partitionol| A= &
¥R F&& B4 PE(U;0E 999 A &9
2HY g3 Fe LA™ o, 9 3, 2,
3, .., n—1¢] 3t 17 dHolelt Xo] {3 c ¥, Q
& 7% ¥ PE(U;0)9 #e HUZE Ze & Fohl
WY oE Ao FejLEHE AXET

olu] 71& & uks} ZHo] PC(U;c)9}t CE(U;c)e Ud
UEbd ensf o] groe g R FEHAT PEU;c)e U
o nAe] FHeg HE 2522 PC(U;c)st CE(U;
o€ PE(U;c) B} o € =v9] feiM ey 2
A ouloA H& dutAed Aoz YA Ut E
g PC(U;c)¢} CE(U;c)e Uste gtgel 14 77
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B34 &3 §4EL 280 AEdE gho] FolR
deolel7t 7kAle 7138 AHY 4dE A3 wddn
AA o co] gho] F7hgel wel Fe2E P9
A3 AAQl B2 Fade UL F2d e a3
€ 7HAR Utk 53] olge &3 o4& FHY&
By g3 Fd A0 dE2 3EH 44& 7t
A g AAXNE AR FoloF i} Bl
Z4E 98 g4t @ garde L FEE
st 2 4ol A F2Hnormalization) ) 413 &
Z3}(statistical standardization)8 &&= Hyo]
ALHATH2]. EF Gundersone Fo]F ulo]E}e]
7181849 23} E Y F3 F 3L separation coefficient
g 83349 23 §42A AA37) = 3HcH10). Se-
paration coefficient= 7])3}3t3 o8 7+e& FHaj29)
tolete 278 AL e ZP2 Alolg dHiojehs
2 {3} AeAE g Hate A=A
21} o] e HR FHAHY uF FH F
48 F Aok ¢4 S8 26 P2 AAE hardF AL
2 HAE Fo Fgsol st 2 HlAAFL o
Wgol Qg = ez shie AAE 4 F ¢
£ ¢38& 7FA 3L ). Separation coefficient= #H ot
o] AeE zeEER, HFAQ JHE 28 9
& Yo Xielllle 8§34 #§5 SE AgsAn
St #A ¢ 2] FY2teM YHAAHY EY2
Atole] RelF =] BH-& 7+ A% 34 g2
A FCM ¢33 &9 S5 grots 23S A7 A
o] LAY

II. Aictel mx] M5 Z¥xle} olF APt 2
FHLAE| 2 A2 F

228 g§34 A8 sz o Fx
B Yel 9 T, Fe 2Bt dolge 2, S
2| 2E o &3te dolete] = F3 2L BFgd He
I st gt} 2B E 224N 7]& % ule} o]
3t A USFE 7 o8 B3 9 a3
e AL ol doltth o] eldld B =g
e 834 FH4E A8 A 4% 2328 29



HA A% &AAE AUE AF Fe28 24y

2 Fojz dxFol o3t 4P S 2E
A Y =& F457] A8t AgdT

31 MotE HX| M5 SEX

ng Fo] 7 Hole Yol vloje} solv, cie R
A 2289 Solth. olf w Yoo lojet x7}
ga28 Col &8 WA 24 Borpold. T
&, =lx—ylPolx |-l #2I= e terd
o,

(1) Uniformness(Z,)

ne 2t dlojel g Mg A& Hargio]l & E82H
of 3AAEH E 2 Co §3te dolets &
olnj o|gE FAE HWEHE N=(, ny, ..., n)ol
3tz}. ol o W B N2 gt Ale]9] REUAR oY
Ome= WE N'=(n, 0, 0, ..., 0)2} EF¥}o|t}. ojnf
Zt 282t &3te dHolel o FAME &4
3}7] 3t 89 (e A

L=(1--2-) Q)
Tmax

714 o= 2+ EE2E ] $3E vloley & Ajol
9 B WA, oput oL % Alo]o) EEH
Ao HAuizke el AME 239 & £ A%
o] Fhsgre B AEE] Hl&E 42 Holge
A 19] 7H7HE %S 7M. & vlolele] ¥} 3
& 7% 19 7W7h& ol Bk

(2) Fuzziness(Iy)

HA] SHAHG G FTAA 42T 9A c £,
Ugte] @&l /I e fA# ARE &8 F= W
Mo 2|(8)7 ol A odicth

; [ V W — /\ llij]
Iy="——"— ®)

2 49 dojgel ot S & A& A% 2
& 243k Aol g Zol7t 19] 7PHE 8 2 vlolg}
£ 54 ZeaHd 383 Sate AL YeE
. 2e2g L) 2% SHaH Aol W &
AR e} WA sA Bk
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G)dHulclete] EFHA ) h S22 FAHA
o EFURE v &)
A vlojete] BEF UAE xsdE} 33 E2E F
A N wsaeh oll, 1,2 -9 29)s} el B
cjgr.

\wsd — xsd|

b=1- max{wsd, wsd}

©

g2g FAML 53 ge2EHY g3 Fd
gt Aol 2z} 22 £3E v olete] E
#old. 2 Bg L& du2F ot dold &
HEE 9 F4H0 Fo7 Y dojety 4 & o
oht Z WG Ea e g 38

@l olel Alel 9] A 2]o] 3§ intraclass distance2)
vl &)
Intraclass distance Shte] Sz 2:QtofjA 9] diojet
AE Ael9] A E2A 4(10)9] Mdist2A A ) dr).

<

k [—1162—:17 [ E"l E, ¥y, x;) X min(us, i) H

Idis =

c

(10)

210} A min(ui;, wii)e 5 ©Holel X2} Xjo] &
T g2 id 2&He AEE ekl 29 o
oletrtel o] AZe 4(11)e] dis2 ¥}

)E i d*(x;, x)

=1 4=

dis= (11)

2
n(n—1)
ol Iy=Idis[dis2X FAH 1,9 gko] 09 717}-&
FE g3 A gL o)FULE AAFT. £
Irie 2828 Atole] £ A=) FE2E A 9
ARAEE B £t

32 HX FHAH 2 SN2E

AX ¢REAFY FERE BARF g HlZA A
A3 FFA S Ellel gt Foix &9
29 F oo HE HA 2&5F ) FHHL 7
ot ojuf 3.1 oA A 47HA] HE FAHAE ol &
ated AR BB X7 FolA dAANE dA &
o 8 FIHAA O EH LI L AEdE 3
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< 8§34 A=7 YAXNE ded 7tA wEH.
71 AHEE A 2 2EHY dxAFY &F
e JO8 FRFT Jnol A HF 33U (gradi-
ent descent method)dl] 23l t}&3 7o) fxH}.

Avi, 1= —; :vj.m,

- mnll Jz_:nlél {(“li)mﬂ(%)ﬁ }(x,-—va)
o] uj
ST

2 89 Z449) W8 deke o o] fEETh

Avi =1 ng aif(X; =i 1)

olg g & NNt E A3 Sel2H ¥4
g Ee AE 2 95H g3 7t
[&HAI1] init_c, €, 09] 7S AA T} o714 init_ce
Hao F82H £§, 62 7Y YANE, o= ¥4
d 2289 834 H2EE A% dAXNE ¢
t}. 2 AE 9 F o init_co o= 713 gkrh,.
me] #< A @t
[@A2] 3t B8 AASE tE 122 ¥k FAHA
Vol 27 AE 03 1 Alel9] G424 27138 it
[&A3] 24(3)E AHE-3te A ¢ £8 U A48
ol A(3)2 Z+ 1Y wlolete] crle] EH2E FA
A zbzro 0 140l o] ALghg BE
[GA14] oha-9) FH & o] &8t orlle] FHA L ¥A
g

Vit +1 = Vit TAv
”n

=vir+m L aiiX;—vi )

J=1

(&A1) diff = Z ¥i s o1 —vi,fI? & A2@TH

[2A6] diff > eolA t& F7HA71Z, [@A3]le2 7+
o 233 god [GA7Z 2o
QA7 &t 4% 382 L, I, I, 119 3 A

2 412)E ol &3t ZFHLAH HBAHY BE,
CV(L, I, I, IDE &4

CV(Iu, Ifs Ira Id)=(Iu +If +Ir +(1 "‘Id))/4 (12)

[@A8] CVW., Iy, I, 12> 001H €18 &FE EWt
23R oW cE F7H7I (BA212 2t

A9 EFoA [&A2] 5 (A6 AAHL
FCM =24 & u]57A} 35 unsupervised learning net-
work)2 2 A3 Aojtt. 25 L EJF Fe2EH Y
& coll thate] el Sei2y FHAE ast o
A ¢ £ UE A3 (@479 3L D42 #
B {&A6le) #HL wtEHo 2 £yYste] FEH F
o EAAE AT SR, L, I, L, 118 o834
grlshe @Alolth. 4(12)2 S8 2H g4, CV(U.,
Ir, I, 1€ 737 f13l9 2aHA e, 82
o] gl 3e3te 4 FAUY pS HFHF A
olty. CV(,, Iy, Ir, 19 gkol 19 77& 5§ &
2B o] & o|Fo|F g vepdch 28 e 2 AtE
Ao BFAH BHFE CV(, Iy, I, 1D°] o4d
QA A olide] Ho| HAio ZH2EY F cE e
ZH 2 & Foldle Aotk

V. A % =

AtE W o] Bl A & Bol7l 3t 47kA] H &
E dlolele] A jt-butterfly data, Anderson®} Iris data,
cubic data, quadratic data-& &8t} £ AP
A& 0= 0.85, init_cE 23, m& 22 A5t

4.1 Butterfly data

Buiterfly data set-2 F7/¢] 28 2€E& 712 157
9] 2219 WE] R FA U} o] HojEle o7 4
deoljA H2EL o7 AMGEJY o NP vlojet
BEE o]F3 i} o] dtlojelg 7HAx 4¥F 2
3= Table 19 295 o] At} c=22 AS$, CV({,,
Ir, I, IS gko] JAXE doruz o] A9E HH
o} 28282 A7) ol ¥ F2HY F
A AL (5.14, 2.00), (0.85, 2.00) o]t}



HA e P4 AW A3 28 4y

Table 1. 4% &3 A2 Adgta &2 28 el32(Butterfly

Data)

Number of clusters| L, | Iy | &, | Iz |CV(L, It I, 1)
c=2 0.93 10.8210.97 1 0.10 0.91

4.2 Iris data

Anderson®] Iris data set< 2} £ 2= iris plant9)
& Feg v, 244 50719 dojelz g4
AN gie2 FAs U2 2 F Frte
e dERAER FH AYRE s vy
A gEg2e AYEY NesA g o] dolg
A2 vizA 713 Ay 2/ 7189 A%
F7tet7) 95t oA mRoA AHEEHY frh o]
delety §e 7HA L A 2§ 71de A¢ =
T 0-5/19) QF& vepiin, vl atg 1Yol st
o IS =Y 2 /& Vel 2oz BIHYTH
o] diolet& 7HAI 3 4P ¥ A= Table 20] 8=
o] At c=3% A& HH 9 Zei2HE AF A
2, oldf 48 FH2EY FHHL (6.74, 3.04, 5.61,
2.04), (5.86, 2.75, 4.32, 1.38), (6.74, 3.04, 5.61, 2.04)
ojth. B¢t AR R A BuIog MAE
ol

Table 2. 4% &4 Ate] AAga S8 2H e (Iris Data)

Number of clusters| J, | Iy | I, | Iz |CVU, I, L, In)

c=2 0.71 | 0.87 | 0.90 | 0.15 0.83

c=3 0.93 10.75 | 0.98 | 0.07 0.90

4.3 Cubic data

Cubic datats 47}2] 28282 ZAH 12072 3
g e 2 A ok 7 8289 doele
z}zb (0~10, 0~10, 0~10), (10~20, 30~40, 10~20),
(30~40, 10~20, 20~30), (30~40, 2~12, 30~40)0.&
2E Jo2 308 & AT AN AiA 2
g2ge A Fe2He F38 $EE /2
A€ 4 F At o] deojed dig 4 A
Table 3o} 8.¢=o] 9lon, c=4%] A& H3F F¢
262 A3 Fr). ojd dqFE F2EH 4P
(4.59, 4.14, 4.83), (15.75, 35.76, 16.37), (34.16, 14.88,
24.60), (33.93, 8.06, 35.28)c|1, &% BHF g Holet
9] Mgz BFHLE 3N ojn.
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Table 3. 3% F3A 9 Adga F82H B9 (Cubic

Data)
Number of clusters| L, | Ir | I | I |CVU,, I 1, 1)
c=2 0.67 [0.73 [ 0.97 | 0.17 0.80
c=3 0.65 (0.70 [ 0.99 | 0.11 0.81
c=4 0.9310.70 | 0.99 | 0.05 0.89

4.4 Quadratic data

Quadratic data®= 570 ¢) S8 282 TAE 157]9)
2214 Hejoltt. 2 Fa{AH 9| dojele 2 (0~10,
0~10), (10~20, 20~30), (10~20, —10~ —20), (30~40,
0~10), (30~40, 10~20)2.2 RE Yol 30748 A
st olw WidA Z2EHY HANUA S22

e 438 AeE & 5 A o] woleld g 2
& Table 49 8.9 5o oM, c=52 3¢-& HF
gel2e 2 A8 &t old SgdE E2HY F
A2 (4.43, 4.72), (14.60, 25.04), (16.31, —16.99), (34.
54, 4.85), (36.20, 15.55)°10), AR E-F3 diojgte]
Aye Yaddoz 2ot

Table 4. 3% &34 ALAF 28 BT (Quad-

ratic Data)

Number of clusters| 2, | Ir | I, | la |CVU, Ir, L, 12)
c=2 0.75 ] 0.70 | 0.90 | 0.21 0.79
c=3 0.72 | 0.63 |0.93 | 0.16 0.78
c=4 0.65 [ 0.75 [ 0.99 | 0.13 0.82
c=5 0.96 | 0.72 | 0.99 | 0.07 0.90

V.d B

HA 1YL AL ANH AL AR 999
A #e EAE AAeY 29 488 FYse
Fokolh. 22y WA FY2EHT 7jYe] AdFH
2 AeH7 AN e 228 B39 30 oy
@ 79 HaAsojol ¥t & =R e E2H
3 EA B3EE 2BE A 4% F3AE
AL o1& o] 88t ElFAH FRE AR
o ER #Z FHLHPE AT F drYER
A%t S 28 4 dlojet $E Y FR
flol #3 FYLEE FdotFe W FE&E F A
& B0 & =8N ALY HH SxH B
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AR o] Fe] He HA9] E2EH FE /A= ®
g e Aoz 994 £ Yt
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