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WA (A EH) AZ0l e 23 EfEEEA T8

AEA) YRy

2%

32 43 215 (gene expression data):= AFAQ TAY g0, o]F HA3S
7] 18 A 7R 23 €8 E(clustering algorithm) T &3 AHAEE AE5dE 3
B354 7] (cluster validation technique) o] A=) 1 YA 9t o] 5 23 ElFA
A 719 Ao dd v, Bt v$ SE B =RdAs AR B
A A5 AA {FA B 50 At 2 BFAEN JPEEY A5 S v
Fon, 2 23 YA 25 oA Dunn A, Sithouette A5 €08 Holtal 9=
EoJAE Jaccard A¢7t Ao) 7HE $4% A2 HAHE A

o= S

Ay Sk o alo

240 927 BE A7, FARA, 2H YA

1. M2

ARAL] $A4 4L ¥ F F2R 48A dehte Aol ok T, ofF FAAR
o BA SelA OB + donz, B9t HAY 274 FAAE R BV
Ex AEAY 22 5L dobd £ giA Bk gty oE §34 E4S A6RY)
A E FASA BAE FAAE St Bz mol B Bask Uk oA 1A
A9 FAR(AF)EL o] Q= A4 B A5 FANER A2 Fass PO A
E 23 B4 ol AR ok A2 A2 3 A5 oA AR (B B4 F)
7 HAAE 22 Y3t 42 T Y] 9P YRS BEYL W, SHo) FAG WFE7
Ade® B+ A B9 opye}, F3RES] 13 7} % (expression level} & 7| &0 2 #x}9}
Bge) BF =t oA AR BF 2 2R 24 UL $39 A2 A
o9} o] YuiH o BE U AR AL Ut LAY dolHE FASnA B
=, TH 7S o183t Jo FRE FAEy] npRolth ] B4 2E110A B
5o A Al RAR 2ok8 5 Jedl TH FFHYRAL vhA T B ol Y, 53
L1 AL THAAHY A3 AolA 32 sch(Handl 5, 2005). F, 2H TTAZ
B7L ASHNS W, 2 183 AR L A5 58 AT 5 Y o]EN Bk
32 1YY Al 228 & 5 Atk =% 2F 239 FgA4 ds FAAE AF
st 27 AHE AZ VoM 24 AT B AREE FAL 5 ATk
1) (500-757) FFF A B £48%F 300, Adohstn Ay, HAAH
E-mail: joocc658@freechal.com

2) (500-757) FFF A B &85 300, Addgdy BA 3, a4
E-mail: jbaek@chonnam.ac.kr
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1’%3&% &ﬁﬁi

”ff_ﬂ__&!

2% 1.1 23 849 £2 394

FA SR AN A F IR e £ A £6U0E L2E(HE: w

supervised) %ol 23l WA &% (internal measure)st 2GS G =A%
supervised) 7%l G 2 F "E(externa,l measure) 7} 1A ot} &% 3] ‘{’_""’ﬂ o gt
B7l AF g AFoAMY A FH & &3t Aol AL EF(unsupervised clas-

sification) A F 71F 7|22 £A) °]7<1' vﬁ"?l qeoln, @2 3 gagFol A3
Aol A 23 48 B2E A PG BAE AAH7) Ak Fd YA E=e)
23 B34 A5 (cluster validity index)E o] ZH &9 AL H71E ¢+ A=EE AgH
ﬁi"/} o3 AL T XSS 2 W AR FH FUH AR UE F¥ES ¢
2 3 23 634 AGE A3 23 £ A EFoE Y3 Aot o
9 2ol U 252 PRI TF BRARA /198 29 B4 24 A=A H A
274 QL FASHE Aolth WA Zxo] 3= 24 B4 24 71HolE Silhouette
1 (Rousseeuw, 1987), Dunn A|4>(Bezdek 3} Pal, 1998; Dunn, 1974), Davies-Bouldin ]
4*(Davies 2} Bouldin, 1979), C X 4>(Hubert ¢} Schultz, 1976) 5] Jth &4 F=+ &
del e 729 2 ATHE MnPoRA 2 2R A2 ol A% A=A,
Jaccard %] 4*(Jaccard, 1912), Goodman-Kruskal X]4*(Goodman 3} Kruskal, 1954), Rand |
4*(Rand, 1971), Rand 5% X|<4=(Hubert 2} Arabie, 1985), 2] X 4=(Pauwels £} Frederix,
1999), Hubert2] T' £ 74 2¥(Hubert £} Arabie, 1985) 50] o]l &3ct. F3 239 1A
L BASE o8 7Y 9 A5S vlE, B718 H R 7} 9t). Bolshakova$}t Azuajed) 3
2 +=%(Bolshakova 2} Azuaje, 2003a; 2003b)ol Al &= A 27 W2 S &9 Bw3l9
e3A 3 A Z(validity aggregation strategy) 52 53] 28X ¢d A8 gl oo
“}°l‘é Aeg FAAZ = PEES AN el A¥FH o DAY /AR T
d 25 EH'O']"I] 3 5§48 7]‘:39] A5 vlas HuzA) s

2 =59 A2gdAE 23 834 EY EUE 229 93F E5)58 89, A



AAY (FAA L) ARl E FJ HFEAES 719 A

ofr

=R 169

Stk AP AL 2DT R QWS B Y ALY V& T2E 2E AR

Wste] T3 B M 4SS wme) By, 1AL A4 A% T AR o

s 23 BIARN 7109 452 8 % BRGSO R Asgl BE o
298 7edrh

2.1.1. Silhouette A|<(Silhouette Index)

A9 23 X, =1,...,0)00 thatd, ZRA X, ol i #Egke) 74 248X
o) AR A Axe} 5 Q= Silhouette widthS 7} 7o} FEgholl h3) th-S3} o] A4S

- b(i) — a(i)
, i) —ali
o) = max{a(i),b(s)} (2.1)
A71A ai)E X; WY AR T ARE AT ZE BASFE Atele] ARe 3
TolL, b(i)x X; o AR AEFH X;E A 2R W A5gEFH A=l A4
< vehdith o] Silhouette widthe] Zre] W& —1 < s(i) < 191d], s(i)7} 191 747k 2
A&7 2" Ao, s(i)7) 00l 747k iR #E ko] /M SHE o)X TR €32
F& o, s(i)7F -1 77 FR 38 2EEH Ao
202, 7 X0l e, A o] A A (heterogeneity) 3 £ 2] F A = (isolation prop-
erty)9] SAS Y= o2 A the3 22 2 H Silhouette(cluster Silhouette)S A Ak
gt}
S, = %; s(i). (2.2)
71NN mE X; Wl A& M-8 vl
et g B3 o] tha, the 3 o] U st f-& et3 A A5 (effective validity
index)®2 ARE 7153 A A Silhouette gh(Global Silhouette value) GS, & A4kstrh

1 C
— S.. 2.3
xS e
j=1
A9 A& 71 2Re T $8 2T d AT £ dov, AR 2 e HRE R
T A 2gz v

2.1.2. Dunn X5 (Dunn’s Index)

UeX: XU UX; U X8 BF8s 999 B2 U dis), 23 E5°] vyt =
€A F9% 5 A+ Dunn A5, DE B3 2ol F .

. ] 0(Xi, X;5)
D(U) = Jnin. { min {———————m TACG) }} (2.4)

J#i 1<k<c
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A7 A 6(X;, X;) € 2 X,9 X9 2R 2 ARE, AX)E T X9 2F Ul AYE
YBH AL, e B3 U 23 $8 530 o] 359 38 32 Z3 W A (intracluster
distance) & A3}k Whd, FF 7+ A 2 (intercluster distance)E & th3}3t= A olt}. o]
ol S5 T3 ZE Aoy, DE AUdst= 23 7 A Fe 74 Folth

2.1.3. Davies-Bouldin X|4*(Davies-Bouldin Index)

UeoX:XU---UX;U - X & 953 429 B Ud W3l 23371 2 4 A=
€ #4948 5 J& t53 22 Davies-Bouldin A4+, DBE 39 ¥ 4 Ut

1 A(X:) + A(X;)
DB(U) = Zi=1 T%X{W} (2.5)
A7l A 6(X;, X;)E TR X9 X;9 23 T AYE, A(Xe)E TR X 23 W A
€ UEUL, c= 28 U9 23 58§ 53t} o] gto]l A&4E 23 U9 d=r sod
A 2R FA e ZREY 547 e 2oA IS, & 2RI F HE2L Y
W, DBE 433 23 71 HH9 74 Folth

Dunn |4} Davies-Bouldin Aol tha] 2z 15714 F 30719] 427} A4S e,
AL A T AYY Wl A PHES T2 F 2EF 2 ZHA o]F At} (Bolshakova
2} Azuaje, 2003b). ZF, Al 7}A9] FA U A, A;,1 <j <39 oA 7R 9 23 T AH,
0,1 <i<5F o8Pt A& £, DB 23 W Al A Az 23 2 A A
AL ¥ 5, & )83 Davies-Bouldin | 4+& 9] w] it}

2.1.4. 18 S=0IM ALBSE 742

7VE 7180 He F BAE5F% Y AR d(z,y), T FAH AE2E §E28)
*H (euclidean metric)-& A}8-3tg ).

I
N
k0
X
23

1) 23 2 A=

59T 22 UY AL £33, d(z,y)E S Tl 42 &34 do)9 @
&zt y 2o} AR E, 23 (S|9 Te 2 S& T 22 =35 & &5
£9) 4E verdnh

o AP (single linkage): A2 HE F Tl 3 F 25U 2 A
13 e g,

61(5,T) = min{d(z,)}. (26)

o 73 A H(complete linkage): A2 T} F ZH ) &3 5 A23F 719 As
3 A% 2%,

82(8,T) = max{d(z,y)}. | (2.7)

y€T



AR LE) A et 2 BFAEA /1P 4% HlE
AEUE

IR (F
o W A2 (average linkage): AE & F ZA | &3l B
2o P+, )
= — 2.8
o 541 @ ¥ (centroid linkage): A Z T2 F ¥R F4 Aole A
04(S,T) = d(vs,vt), & vs= Z:c, vt = Zy (2.9)
ER i 2
o B34 A4 (average of centroid linkage): 3+ Z Aol &34+ R E AS5FESH
e 39 A7 A HE
1
05(S, T d(z,vt) + d(y,vs) |. (2.10)
(511~ iy (Dt + )

S8k, d(z,y)e SO ke Ao A5 2ty 9
o A48 e

= 23 SO £RHE BERS
(2.11)

2) AW
4&44€

Se ¥

AZE, 1
o # &2 7 (complete diameter): 2
#,
Aq(S) = ;r;ae;é{d z,y)}
o 372 7 (average diameter): 3 FHo| &3t ZE FHSHFE Aol A9 3
T, 1
A(S) = — d(z,y). (2.12)
/) = ST 2
zF#yY
o 543 7 (centroid diameter): 3 FH o £3HE RE FFHEF T4 Aol A
2]2] W 2u),
> dz,y) 1
A3(S) =2 €S s th—-_v == z. 213)
2.2. I &

2.2.1. Jaccard K|35 (Jaccard Index)
gﬂﬁanﬂgann@mmmm cet 7R 24 2FH K Aolg] dAs=
£ Aoz geH ol Av.
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X 2.1 F £ vnoAe EdRE & 7] (notation)

class \ cluster K; Ko e K¢ gt

& 111 ni2 T nic n.

C n21 N22 ter Nac T,

Cr nR1 nR2 e nRC nR.

k28 ni n.2 e n.c n.=n

A71NA ok CAN $LE AW EAE AT KAME FL8 27 ol 245k %2
2 ol}d A9 ATE, bt ColNE $AF AV BAE AU KA hE 2ol &
e oz o9 Y ASE, ok KAAL F 201 $5h} CAME ge A2
EAE 2L AR |97 A ASE Urhdth o gol 1o AHe4 S 2L 2 F
Aelck.

2.2.2. Goodman-Kruskal X|4(Goodman-Kruskal Association Index)

B(C)ol FARE W LK) B 12T G(K)o) FARE W O FE o= 5
G e 2 EERA, 02 o] RFATHE21 BX).

_ X;max;ng; + ), max; ny; — (max; n; + max; n;.)

A (2.15)

2n — (max; n; + max; n;.)
o &2 H(C)F LK)l HF FRI} A& w), A5 LRF) BaFE AR BA
T AR SEEA, 0< A< 19 HYolA EASH, 10 M7tesE F(0)3 A(K)Y 2
F=7} 43 9, 00l 7RSS F(O)F (K)S AFES FAE dusnz, 19 7
7he gtol yethd 2As7 2 Iohn ¥ 4 Uk

2.2.3. Rand £8 X|$(Adjusted Rand Index)

Rand 74 A4*+= Rand A& T3 2224, +4 Rand A€ AHEH, 4T
FE g A 82 C2 R 4 3 K Atold] dAs: BT E S Aoz AL

g+ e,
a+d

atbrcid
A7NA ot Col M FAT AT EAE AL KAAE 528 274 ol 2Ashs 3o
2 o917 A9 A4 E, be CNE 598 J2 EXNE AU KAAE ThE 230 &
e o ofA B AEE, ok KANE 598 240) $3h} ColA L the A
A8 2E AR A A ANSE, de KIINE T 23] £33 CAE The

R(C,K) = (2.16)
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A BAE 7= Bo= o3 A A5E ou]dith o] F2 07} 1ALolo glen, 14
VhETE %ﬁi‘ﬂ}é‘ g Aot} 2¥ ), o] Rand A2 71HigtS A 2d 443
Aeghol bR gethe EAIZ o] AR QU o] /A S Rand 7 A 7F 7)EE ¢
= g3 2ol AXE 5 AtH(Yeungs} Ruzzo, 2000)(E2.1 F=).
Sy () = [0 (5 ()] /6)
%[ )+, ()] - (20 5 09))/6)
19] 7PAe4E 2337 & e ek

AR(C,K) =

(2.17)

° 39 71hgh2 0°]aL

3.1. XA A2 E 0|85 2o|Ad

AR fA } Y AAs o] ot 23 BIAAEA 7199 45 vl Bl ¢
A, AL D 728 2 ARE 3P A=7 234 b2 AYse A5 ELS
ALSRAT 2 PHO2E K7 ¢uES AR, BAAR ARE BABAS
p=025%] oW FFEEE wp=n] BAFEAN PPo) $Ysty, FFHED 274 g2
FHEo|T) 3 B 37|+ 250) 0

B9 G $712,3,49 W) A A 4Fe A5 24 4%l B WA FEE
398 =L ARG B AW 57129 ALt 27 deRE fads 12
Ao 4e Bl FAT S =% B, & JUL 2ANA1L GE B AV 3T

€ 7tE, A2 4067 F 103 S/ AZMEA 149 FDe2REH 271 4HET
@‘ﬂxlﬂl Stk 2] A $71 3 Aol A F AL 423 HA AL U
A S AT ga ojA Y AHE LA FA Bole Jd F & HAdE 1A
3’-, 02 7 JAd FFAR 712, A2 4064 F 103] F7/HAAZIEA ol 18 A
o28H 3 B BAAA stk vpAH = g J Do) BEHIEREH FE, A=
6‘3}% EolA A& AL Hol A A RE7L FHHA 7E AT 2 A9
F7H49 Afols, Az FAAYE 7 A A d F APANAM 273E e, €3
BA e @%013}71 Bohs uhx] £ QAo g A7s7] 42 FHE AT g4
£ A€ 5 AN, & B3] FEHAAE F ADE AR, o)=Y BEFHE
AA 7t2, AZ +0.6% F 103 F7AAZIEA o] 1R F JAGERZRE 474 I ¢
HolAA stth 2= o5 e 1A FADES FTHEZFE 7HE, A= +61
F 2olA At AT Fo vl D BEF FARSA 78 Jhes A ofdle 42 1A
g3 JAdez e AA olFd st J9e] FRE DDA 28 Aot

1/3, 1/12
X1, Xp2) ~N(p %), ¥= , L=1,...,10,
(Xr1, X12) (EL ) <1/12’ 1/3>

1 o1
HL:EO+LXO'6X<1>’ HO=<MO2>.
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LE o153 71+ 4 dAE Jeh L, B2 23 Hde 4 AA(BEHE)NL p, 2>
o] F3h= AL FA ARt A€ £ FZol p, = (1,5)'A ZRF Jd2 €L
2529 Qe F+E AR, p 25 E 5(DA) x 0.6(F8) = 3% olFReER
BEARE p, = (4,8)°] Brh. 2Y3.1L2 T F 10 @A F 27 Fe(L = 1), 42
AL =4), TGA(L=7)% °152 JF AL =100 74z KA1 gt}

Al 7}A 43e] @ dA Bl i, A 2 ¢ AEE A% 2 B4 Lk =
2,...,622 1084 £33 A2 10719 W F =9 HFS AMsty, B9 Jd F2
o HAE A FH BEHLk=2,...,62 Z4Z 1084 3] 2 10718 Y& &%
o] FFE ALg o] AL £ 1001 wHE 3l A2 A FFE AT AZE AA
g Aol & 3.101thHe £, o] 59 Eug Jd o Az g3t dAF2R=EGA)S £
Ao A 9 A 3= FALY F A (LAGAZF)E & 3.20) AT 252
@A ol AE4E, AXNDARSF o) 245 J5 FAUudn & 5 Yot

U3 Exo st vz ZFE Aes B, & 3204 BXo] Beje A 7134 o)
Hego I 5o A "4 =23 AL Dunn AFPoh £ 3.1 BdY, B9 Ad 57}
44 ui= B Jd T A A L€ A A Dumn AFHIL HZX 5L o] Fox &
e Jgd & FAFE B5S HoJF vhd, o} 2 242 (Silhouette X142} Davies-Bouldin
A4)EL Dunn A FHT B9 Ik ol 2A S22 B9 ol 12 ol Fex 4%
HEol JAdth &, AAE FEo] 43 gloxa A vl Jdes FE5H+E AR
TFRAA HAY ZH £E 322 &3 2{FE WG AL B 4 9k o] AFE FF
8 B9, AXE A5 i3 HF 243 A5 E VM A 58 953 ¥ Dunn A
s T 5 A

A &5 Y3 AHE =, 3204 BREo], B Ao 7139 o) EaElo g ¢+
ol §ZZ £33 X4+ Goodman-Kruskal X452} Rand 3 4G = o] o= A A
7L vt 2o Ad #7149 v €53 A5o 2 FE#A 4+ Jaccard A4
ot WA 93 EE FoAAE Jaccard A ¢7F A A8l el ohE F AR}
=&Y U245 1R



the number of natural clusters : 2

AR (AR EE) A 2R SFAAEA 7189

15

10
R

i

the number of natural clusters : 2
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the number of natural clusters : 3

N

(a) 27] Fe(L=1)¢] B YAAE
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the number of natural clusters : 3
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the number of natural ciusters : 4
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15

the number of natural clusters : 4

the number of natural clusters : 2

10

15 15
10 10
o . < Nad
5 @* ﬁl 5 @ Q@
0 0
5 -5 o0 5 10 15 -5 0 5 10
x1 x1

15
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c. 4
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C@#ﬁ@“

the number of natural clusters : 2

15

10

0

15 -5

0 5 15

x1

10

(C) 7‘-\;]_'7:“ (L=7)9] _‘;’_Q] Ag }B‘ X}.E

10

10

15
+
10 e
% W

5 @O
0

15 -5 0 5 10 15

x1

the number of natural clusters : 3

the number of natural clusters : 3

(d) % GA(L=10)2] BJPJA R

15

the number of natural clusters : 4

15

10

the number of natural clusters : 4

15

10

(3]

a9 3.1: BoA¥AF e ZF GAE £ X X (the number of natural clusters: 2] 2] gk 40)
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E 31 ZAARNAM 22 WF = FF(2A FAD 5 4)

| & k=3 k=5 k=6

Silhouette(GS) || | 0.5461  0.4458  0.4014 0.3807

L=1 Dunn(D) 1.4027 1.2613  1.1681 1.1289

Davies-Bouldin(DB) 2.8482 3.2099 3.2263 3.0676

Silhouette(GS) 0.5884 0.4894  0.4390 0.4115

L=2 Dunn(D) 14367  1.3082 1.1687 1.1290

Davies-Bouldin(D B) 2.3332 27223  2.8192 2.7642

Silhouette(GS) 0.6437 0.5502  0.4868 0.4472

L=3 Dunn(D) 1.4814 1.5166  1.1314 1.0888

Davies-Bouldin(DB) 2.1137  2.3257 2.4195

Silhouette(GS) 0.5951  0.5280 0.4835

L=4 Dunn(D) 1.7050  1.0395 1.0298

Davies-Bouldin(DB) 1.6363  1.9355 2.1072

Silhouette(GS) 0.6355  0.5572 0.5091

L=5 Dunn(D) 2.0911  0.9928 0.9900

Davies-Bouldin(DB) 1.3964 1.7604 1.9528

Silhouette(GS) 0.6667  0.5887 0.5292

L=6 Dunn(D) 2.2580 1.0248 0.9874

Davies-Bouldin(D B) 1.8438 1.2579  1.6356 1.8945

Silhouette(GS) 0.5226 ~ 0.6137 0.5449

L=1 Dunn(D) 1.9918 1.0861 1.0443

Davies-Bouldin{D B) 1.8608 1.5412 1.8132

Silhouette(GS) 0.5203 0.6329 0.5553

L=8§ Dunn(D) 1.9320 1.1353  1.0661

Davies-Bouldin(DB) 1.6817 1.4893 1.8232

Silhouette(GS) 0.5341 0.7153  0.6264 0.5561

L=9 Dunn(D) 2.0551 1.0792  1.0577

Davies-Bouldin(DB) 1.6656 1.048  1.5170 1.8149

Silhouette(GS) 0.5578 0.6897 0.6100 0.5484

L=10 Dunn(D) 2.2504 0.9700 0.9984

Davies-Bouldin(DB) 1.4839 1.1552  1.5443 1.8018
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A AT 4 2|8 F0 23] EAY J0 1

Hz | 49X | FHzx | 49X | Fz | 99X
=g @A A= % =g | 94
o A | 94 | A | DA | A

s Silhouette(GS) 1 5

Dunn(D) 1
&% | Davies-Bouldin(DB) 1 7
213 Jaccard(J) 1 2
Goodman-Kruskal(GK) 1 2

&% | Adjusted Rand(AR) 1 2 3

HzEgoA : B Jd o Az =

SADAZ S 2] A 9k D33}

3.2. RAXL & K20l WSt 2T et 24 J|-e) s Hin

A2 28 25 & Fort 9 Lambert-Lacroix(2005) ol A 4131 Al 712 Atg2 Eolth A
A A5 & AR AL AX FARBIAY 2 AEE FAHE 72709 &G
E2 oFA 9T, o) F 2579 BEL TA Y= 27 M (Acute Myeloid Leukaemia:
AML)°| 3 47T70) &2 F4 44 W89 (Acute Lymphoblastic Leukae-mia: ALL)
o=2A, 29 HAd 7 F A HEY 5oty T A A5E AAE AHE AA F
A2 1224700 BE FEE BEAEHE F 62718 FSUEE FAHY, o) F 22719 A&
< /¢ (normal) 0] 1 40748} &3 h-2 F(tumor)Ql, Befe] Jet =7} F 712 A3 (colon)
Agolty 28, Al AR kst AXE FAE AX FAA 5966712 HE FE2 FA
He T 102708 FESHER T, o] F 50712 ASghe FAolx 5279 AEGe
dog, B ”Q"’} F7b 7 WA A YA (prostate) AF& o]t}

T g8 Ed BAAENA A d K-H7 1S3 A5E FF €2 yE, JA C-
g, 28 a A7) 3179,31} ] & (self-organizing map: som)2] & 4 7}A] & =2 ]-g-gﬂ
o Al 7HA) Ao Yt H Ao 23 5 & & Y8 1A :'L;S H’-‘ﬂ% k=2,.

2 Z47ZF 1094 BkE a5t 42 10709 WA &% -4 BFaES AN EEH-»] 7“3"4
7‘7‘9—}4 AEE 7)1 A v /1A 2 BAHLk=2,...,62 Z}Z} 10948 £33l A

Z 10749 94 Exo] FFES AP

3.3, & 3498 £ 3.5 Al 71A A5l A 4 7HA] 2F ¢EEE s

L Z2A2FH YA Sx9 HF 2 7 Bl J 59 A=A o1 23
=9 29 A 729 7 A 7 7 B Jd 9 XA q4%
€ Aotk £ 338 e, ¥ As8oAe WA 2% F Dum A47} 9 &S5 5
Jaccard A7} 714 48 A5& 71 A2z eyt & W4 5 F Dumn A&



178 A&7, YFA

¥ 3.3 ¥y A= g A

23 gadE [k-32 [AZ23] fom [ som | A

3 Silhouette(GS) X O x O
Dunn(D) ol o] o | o
&% | Davies-Bouldin(DB) X X O X
L Jaccard(J) O 9 O O
Goodman-Kruskal(GK) O O X X
&% | Adjusted Rand(AR) O O X X

A:Z 559 HA BT B9 JdH} NG AFHE HAE 23 %

Ul 7HA 23 3 F o= AL AL3EA BEF B9 73‘:“ TE A&IA &3 H
vk o) Silhouette X 4>} Davies-Bouldin A4+ ] ¥ 2 F 9o A vt 33} ZJ‘;" T
€ AF35ch 93 &5 F oA+ Jaccard X]—T-‘E}ﬂ vl 3 ZRA 3E8e A 5
&3t grt X 348 By, 2% A2 A= YA 25 = Silhouette 242} Dunn X]—’F-7}
TS5, 28 9 A 575 % Jaccard A7} 7Y £48 A& 70 A2 E Ve
£ 358 B, AP A=dAME 2R A5 dA % nt@d7tA 2 Y3 &5 F Silhouette %]
72} Dunn A57} 5584, 281 QA &5 F Jaccard A7} 7HF 4% 45€ 7}
7 Aoz eyt

¥ 3.4: AA A5 3 A7}

23 383 “ K-3# I AZA | fem | som ” Al
A Silhouette(GS) O O O O
Dunn(D) O O O O
&% | Davies-Bouldin(DB) X X O O
A Jaccard(J) O O O O
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Comparison of the Cluster Validation Methods for

High-dimensional (Gene Expression) Data
Yunkyoung Jeong? Jangsun Baek?

ABSTRACT

Many clustering algorithms and cluster validation techniques for high-dimensional
gene expression data have been suggested. The evaluations of these cluster validation
techniques have, however, seldom been implemented. In this paper we compared various
cluster validity indices for low-dimensional simulation data and real gene expression
data, and found that Dunn’s index is the most effective and robust, Silhouette index
is next and Davies-Bouldin index is the bottom among the internal measures. Jaccard

index is much more effective than Goodman-Kruskal index and adjusted Rand index
among the external measures.

Keywords: Gene expression data, cluster analysis, cluster validation.
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