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2.2. A2AY D W e B

A= 200995 LPGA A9l A4S o] Zxr|Lo] B3 %)
28 A2E, 18 A% A F7 HE 5, He=n v

2.20] o8HA 121We] MA4of that A7])e 49 HiFo] o=
Atk o2 T #HE soz

At PGACIAE o &
S ALs A7 Ho| Bo RE AL 9] FRS B 2AHET 4 Q) ¢
£ Y AE7 He, 29 A
UeRdith # 23S A% <99 <
o) L0358 2o ABBAI 93, = Agst 29 AT}

4
Sobe 77t ABETL 061, 0.38% ofF WAT BAE Holw o). SelolnA £99 1d A58
£9% 052, 9Y <919 034 2L ¥ FBASE BolF U AE AojBt A7} 9t ReE U

Efdth. LPGA|A =eto]l A7} 7]

ol WX FFHL urhr|ek A7 (2009)9] PGAe] o
& ATNNE & 5 ATk BEIE 5 A BA 2 AL © 29 A AY <909 9l £9l=
0.795 Uehha Sty 29F Mte Be A 71 Aud ofe|d k) siA dEoA= A=
W 99 909 A= w9t 4BALI Gt A0 Ve AE Aol nshe ofF woke B
AE HolFal glof, v 7lede 2= 499 & 5 Aot
£ 2.1 859 9
W EERL Aol
Distrank Tglol B AT 9 A=W
Girrank ZglolH AT 49 &
Accrank slojdlel A& &9 ol Zi s
Puttsrank  22AF Al BF HE5 5 o=ue
Birdyrank Fesg wr «3) SRR
Eaglerank o]l ZF+2 AW
Ssaverank AME Alo]H £=9] ol S
Scorerank FogaFo] £ EEaE
% 2.2 ¥5e] 7)e SAF
il Negy 3@y E2FEAA Hag Ay
scorerank 121 71.55 42.85 1.00 150
birdyrank 121 71.23 42.90 1.00 149
girrank 121 70.06 42.98 1.00 150
accrank 121 78.79 43.42 1.00 150
eaglerank 121 59.11 35.91 1.00 131
puttsrank 121 68.36 42.58 1.00 149

distrank 121 67.28 40.74 1.00 148
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£ 2.3 7 Mo A3AA

birdyrank  girrank accrank  eaglerank  puttsrank  distrank  ssaverank

birdyrank 1.00 0.67 0.06 0.27 0.79 0.61 0.29
girrank 1.00 0.31 0.27 0.32 0.52 0.13
accrank 1.00 -0.11 0.08 -0.35 0.07

eaglerank 1.00 0.23 0.38 0.07

puttsrank 1.00 0.34 0.30
distrank 1.00 0.08

ssaverank 1.00

3.1 27 4o 94

TRHEANA 7P Tt AL 27 2R +E 2 AR AHT A7} ke dola HEeRe oF
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54 24% 2R 74 FEH F Z97 sgE 7] wiEel A 8749 ¥Hoz B 4+ Jrk 7t
Akl Hor w3 £E AAs] fste] FAHEEAE A= 6709 fA7F Aol
80%E Awst] 27 4 £E 62 =33k

3.2. K-3H#¥ (K-means method)
Hartigang®} Wong (1979)<
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3.1 K-FaH #XEA 29 BA%F
A W= wAEraA  ARRE ARAY 24wl SAZAAR
1 20 0.71 2.89 2 2.24
2 40 0.74 2.71 1 2.24
3 25 0.76 2.97 5 1.91
4 15 0.70 2.93 2 2.29
5 21 0.76 2.89 3 1.91
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ZF FA e &3 B8 ALES ol Fol Fsth 2 74 olgl2 A2 FA 19 Ochoas} 4l
Ao} (Jiyai Shin)} Zo] AF th2 A7) 2etd ] & 7oz EFty= do|ty. Ochoa AgE=
Cristie Kerr A28} njz7}z1 2 efolw] Ael7l 23, FHojdo] AF=7} 4314 ko 2dHSE
o] T3 W7} @2 Aot Wk AlX| ol =gftol A AT, ATt 45k M7t B2
Agrolt). & g of4)2 H-2 Michelle Wiers HT] 53o] Fojuy 18 HFEo] $43ol= 3
49 Y Holh. 7 4= 44 7 SULEY AFER FAF o 1d FF5EC] 43
2] &3lcy. 28y Michelles & 3.7 93hd 2@ HF5Eo] 2199 k. o]t ofF thE A7|e
9e o A57F 22 2R S3 e AR A v £/ 23 K-Baol gt A& Fa

2t

#3274 19 fjaF d

T3 1
name scorerrank  birdyrank girrank accrank eaglerank puttsrank distrank ssaverank
Lorena Ochoa 1 1 7 54 31 1 9 88
Jiyai Shin 2 3 15 2 46 1 98 27
Cristie Kerr 3 10 2 61 20 17 12 82
Ai Miyazato 4 6 13 18 31 5 46 9
% 3.3 v 29 gjEA M
=42
name scorerrank birdyrank girrank accrank eaglerank puttsrank distrank ssaverank
Yani Tseng 5 7 11 119 4 51 3 63
Karrie Webb 18 30 9 80 12 76 23 26
Catriona Matthew 21 44 29 91 12 8 54 111
% 3.4 73 39 vxd A
33
name scorerrank  birdyrank girrank accrank eaglerank puttsrank distrank ssaverank
Mi Hyun Kim 50 95 94 1 99 30 145 75
Candie Kung 70 118 58 66 46 111 95 14
E 3.5 73 49 djxF A
A4
name scorerrank  birdyrank girrank accrank eaglerank puttsrank distrank ssaverank
Michelle Wie 9 2 21 144 25 5 4 43
% 3.6 w3 59 tjEA M
=
name scorerrank  birdyrank girrank accrank eaglerank puttsrank distrank ssaverank
Jane Park 84 92 107 96 31 66 105 85

Joo Mi Kim 99 113 105 63 79 66 100 112
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¥ 38 7R 19 tiEA H&
<31
name scorerank  birdyrank girrank accrank eaglerank puttsrank distrank ssaverank
Lorena Ochoa 1 1 7 54 31 1 9 88
Cristie Kerr 3 10 2 61 20 17 12 82
Ai Miyazato 4 6 13 18 31 5 46 9
Michelle Wie 9 2 21 144 25 5 4 43
3.9 w4 29 tiRA A4
<3 2
name scorerank  birdyrank girrank accrank eaglerank puttsrank distrank ssaverank
Jiyai Shin 2 3 15 2 46 1 98 27
Paula Creamer 10 23 1 3 46 21 86 49
Natalie Gulbis 19 15 47 26 79 8 80 27
Se Ri Pak 37 66 32 85 79 88 21 58
# 3.10 77 39 Unz A
=43
name scorerank  birdyrank girrank accrank eaglerank puttsrank distrank ssaverank
Beth Bader 46 24 92 114 79 17 71 108
M.J. Hur 55 47 113 139 31 8 53 24
Karine Icher 66 92 90 112 118 51 135 38
Inbee Park 67 50 138 142 131 1 28 17

R whels ARelA RASG FARG 2 7] vitsh A% 2X voE 23 239 §
YL nas] Aste] 27] miriel A% THAA A A= FH F 1 AE o §3ke] 4
HoolSE Tk BREEC] ¥242, PH oS0 243 AW T o4 £Fe 7)Fo]
Atka @ 4 Qiek. obele] Eol A Hio] SOMe| 24 o] K-Fgol Asuch B Hulgot Ju
o5 WA o} $4e RAMY O R hehget

£ 3.11 #3YH =25gv|w

K- 3¢ SOM
2E ve Information Gain BE ng Information Gain

= A1 17/20=85% 2.032 22/24=92% 2.142

- 32 33/40=83% 2.093 22/28=79% 2.274

+ 3 3 16/25=64% 2.147 9/15=60% 2.236

T A4 10/15=67% 2.114 20/21=96% 2.178

A5 19/21=90% 2.062 31/33=94% 2.093

= 95/121=79% 10.448 104/121=86% 10.923

4. A&

gl whet Fol7 Apmol A9 TAAGY oA THS AU AL AL Lo] ok}
TRl ASH, vASA B2 A7t FRENeY F23 AL HH 2HY 79 F49 Ao
oJu] glojof gtk Aojtk. & AFoM = 7 H A w2 HUst o] 4 E/E AT Aol
Vdol wet 248 27 £8 Mo E LPGA A4-59 Z2og K143 SOM Wio vl
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Abstract

Cluster analysis is one of the useful methods to find out number of groups and
member’s belongings. With the rapid development of computer application in statistics,
variety of new methods in clustering analysis were studied such as EM algorism and
Self organization maps. The goals of cluster analysis is finding the number of groupings
that are meaningful to me. If data are analyzed perfectly with cluster analysis, we can

get the same results from discernment analysis.
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