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Abstract

Nowadays we are considering and analyzing not only classical data expressed by points in the p-dimensional
Fuclidean space but also new types of data such as signals, functions, images, and shapes, etc. Symbolic
data also can be considered as one of those new types of data. Symbolic data can have various formats such
as intervals, histograms, lists, tables, distributions, models, and the like. Up to date, symbolic data studies
have mainly focused on individual formats of symbolic data. In this study, it is extended into datasets with
both histogram and multimodal-valued data and a divisive clustering method for the mixed feature-type
symbolic data is introduced and it is applied to the analysis of industrial accident data.
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FES ARSEe} Aggago] w2 Sol ol
Al Qﬁii o] 2 A%t th-&F tlolH Ml (dataset) 58] =9
FololA EA Sob £ A B W, 8 RS 54 16 e & e =

717} %7}‘1% $EE £ Zoka Aok oled vg vl
£ t o] & (symbolic data)7} Diday (1987)°] 23 A| k= et wd $-2)7} 7H7H4 47‘%;%01] J&*u‘ 01
7] Wrhe oircm FelL ] el Sl /A BA. g Sof, felue dAnge 2
Ao gl te B4 Bohn AP RAL Seuet AR P 282 AN YRR T A
x]‘_ ao] o]-l,]a]- Z E x%—ﬂz]r/]. 57 71—0 oiz o].oﬂ _‘;:-_ = ;\].04;452 IE710 0 990 AQ
ek wEA, &%01] 3 B4 9ol AN AFE 2o Balo) o,
2 280 FaAAE 2 4FE0] Ak o] AH Hae 7t
TRkl $8E o183t 497 Wk SAR, $el7) Baolt %
A H, 7 A% ol £8 QB Bxel tF ARE QAT g
F Asl&o] Fakal 7PgsiEAL T 3 4F2 tiFEe] ARdAe] visdt A
HEOE 452 AIEEY AsfEel e E4to] Avka v, 28 4l olA F
27 AFEa FESojopt k. W £ JFel 22 288 TS dopd A9 dF HH A
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E&o] I AMGFEL S YERE 7heAde] At o] A9, 7 43l s 89 3 AR
oAl F7H(interval) o] 1} 3]2~E 12 (histogram) 5& ARESHA Fohd 45 U] W5 tjsh AR e
£AE Y 5 IS Aok o]y FUA Wl Zo] AEE dolgoln, 77, IAEIY, &
= (list), E(table), B2, 28 52 FHE 2+ A5E0] A& voJg HF Qtof| &3t} (ApA S

Y&-& Billard®} Diday (2006), Bock¥} Diday (2000) Z%).

& diole e F4¢ glojA 712AA &4 F s tlolEAl ¢ st FxRE ol
ANE 2237 I ABHE TARAIL AT AR dolHe] o TARA AT F
2 3 BE9 FHE Z2E AEEdd AS5THASAT Gowdagl Diday (1991)2F Gowda®l Ravi
(1995a)= A& 2t diolgel tist ¥3ha R4 (agglomerative clustering method)S 4
M3k, Gowda} Ravi (1995b)2} Chavent (2000)+= T£7H 3|~E 2= djo]gof Zhztol o st
g2 FREA Y (divisive clustering method)& A2+l tE. De Carvalho 5 (2006)3} De Car-
valho®} Lechevallier (2009)+&= %+ dlolefol tfst K-Hv FHE4 PHES /Ndsich. Kimd}
Billard (2011)& 812538 Hol6e] 2E WHEE SAS] o[83ko] 212 Fae 2 2ARA
WS st e Kima} Billard (2012)% B E] 22 (multimodal) © o]E1 off thal sk el shite] ¥
TS ARt H A9 RS F= WS Aty oA AF7HA] B AFES AEY Ho]
Elo] /7S] Fepd e 4@%&“&%‘—3% Adeted 2 JSHARI, AEE dolEe A27tA] 3
ElEo] 849 dolg e tigt A7+ De Souza2}l De Carvalho (2007)%2} De Carvalho2} De Souza
(2010)7} K-9H¢ ZRAEAIHES D} <=d 23

Mo |~

B AFoAe S|2EIRTH HERD WSS SO Zte AFREE FAE delgded tE A
B2 FRE A (hierarchical divisive clustering method)< 47]3k3L 0]% AR AR E ] BA
o] A&ttt AF A THBAYHE FolX A5 BIS ot FUNA K- TR
W o]u} PAM(Partitioning Around Medoids)3} H]Sesitial & 4 9loy K- ZRAEAHY
PAME wmjg] A 259 Neuhg FFRES Us22H £80] o|FofA& ‘?} o A &
THEAL DA LS T AolAFE o] WIFer AP, AFgEl HE F e 2
Fomel A5AY LRol ATAOL oIFoIAE TREAPUIL, Ge, At Sl oA
K-27 2R84 PAMo| m2uh A2 284 2RRAS Ausl ASA 728 selshen fo%
ok EF AS B84 RAEATHS AS I 2B vls) 49 27]"& AelA W&
o) A $HE FsAol Rk 7ol b WE S5} ekt wle] 24t

ST AT YR TARAPAL 4 20| oo 120 8 F 9 01 D (binary
question)2 A&7 5 =

rln

Moo 2y
O D (N

(partition)-& 2"~1) — 177} ZA18H=1] ]—H
Foh= daghel disl &4 p(n — 1)719) 2

b ol

rek
g AR
o

r
H
ol

01

et 22N E S AE TS BE R dlolElE Ho) =
393} DR Wesk EHE delHe] Ui BA ZHALAPES Ak, 4ol E 1
BARPEES A85te] AYANIEE BT
2. 2122 vigel O AEGHS0l vt
B Q7oA BHY A8 HolHy 48 BAG y.o pAd W5 F R W4Tt H2ETY @
2 7 Wgela iR p - g7le] W47t BERY G 2 Wed ARE oudth Qudoz 4
BY ALY, 5= Lo.,pol BhE BRES yi = (in,...,us)0lEh 1714 AARe] AR gyt
Yok SEAd e SAETRE Roz 21, v, DEE eee WE g gHel e



Clustering for Symbolic Mixed Data 1149

Table 2.1. An example of the transformation for histogram observations

Y1 R e i e 4 W s aEa AE)

vy {[0,2), 0.2 [2,4), 04; [4,6), 0.4}  {[0, 2), 0.2; [2, 4), 0.4; [4, 6), 0.4; [6, 8), 0; [8, 10), 0}

Y21 {[3» 7)a 0.8; [77 10)7 02} {[07 2)7 0; [27 4)7 0.2; [47 6)7 0.4; [67 8)7 0.267; [87 10)7 0133}
gen
BB Wapol it gt FARA FUEF 7 e e T R(EE dUEr)eR FA4E
Ch REY Bad] O e Amm o TR A% G 2 G o) A
THEE o] Rt} WA, S|AETH WL Y, j=1,...,poll tIeF &k yi; = vt 2] Feldnh

vii = {lajk, @ e+1), Tk k=1,...,¢}, i=1,...,n, j=1,...,p, (2.1)

A7 BB P [ajk, aj k1) A R FEFAFOIL mge A FERL, jHA W,
kAl 7ol thgahs 7Rl YL mie = 1otk §19) AelelA Fojd de mE #AgL
zb Aol tisf H2-2 AR PSS Zethe dojth. ditA o R AR I HojH:
72 o AR ARE BEH aRE 5 Q7] wifel 7 saRaY AFPEL AR e 73
o2 714"t AR, dutH oz S|aE T dolE: 7 el thel A5t # L
ol dtta 744 7] ufgel S|laEaWEL B T2 S S WdE 4 ot 94,
B W Yol tish A E thE FES e oY saEadE {yl-,...,ynj}s 7}Z4;HE?<P
n7e] SAEIAE] A FHE FolA X
ol9] =R w&srh o] MER ?-ﬂﬂr 2t slar OS] 2 Sl ]t«l =g %‘Z%Z]%
olo] wlgo| wet 7 71| TteRtEe Wit HAA k= 7l tieiAls 08 EFT RN
(2.1)0llA Heold 21t o] zF wspol EH BE SlaEadE0 2>
t}. Table 2.1¢] 3= F 4] A 3|2E2H &
WS Byt yai v SAEIHY] e TR Y I Ve E thETh
=71 Sl e ?—7_}9] H gt Adizke etd 2z 03 100]az, o] Z21E Zol7t 2 s
A 2= {[0,2),(2,4),[4,6),[6,8),[8,10)} 7 22 W&d #H& 7?* o Aok A yu% Azt
o [6,8)F [8,10)2] F7bo] glomg 11 7ol thet 7153k 00] At FAZ ya o] 77 [3,7)2
ad 731 (2,4), [4,6), [6,8)3 HXTh I HA= ?—7\}94 Zolof wlgste] 12+ [3,7)9] 7HEFE 0.8
A ] bl EsiE 242 0.2, 0.4, 0.27F F o, WEE 73F [6,8)2 ThA] Y7 [7,10)F A=
g e WAooz 7 b2 028 UREE 0.0679] t‘ﬂ;g‘r% F7 [6,8)0] SFATE wrebA, HEA
Wl 271 [6,8)9] 7FEEHS 0.267 (= 0.2 4 0.067)0] "t} o3 HAHLS A A Table 2.19]] Kol
LS AR BRZLS AL 4 o} (8 AAF 3L Kim} Billard (2013), De Carvalho}h
De Souza (2010) Z=).
olgfdt WML o]EHoTE Z o]He] QA Aoz E et Hegg Alwett 48
t] o] E] (symbolic interval-valued data)s= #£7+2] A4St} 313keto g o] F o]z 11, o]&= S| AELY
oA #2+& shubet 2k O 3k THEgke] 191
T foll a7fE HEs S A slaEad B
B 9\ gho] FAJA #E Zerhd B
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Table 2.2. An example of the transformation for multimodal observations

Yy d el Y #EAg e dg g A
y11 {£4,02; 7%, 0.4; A%, 0.4} {&4,02; 2%, 04; 2%F, 0.4; 9 &, 0}
Y12 {I%,0.8; 9 &, 0.2} {=4, 0; &%, 0; 2F, 0.8; &, 0.2}

HES ARG Bobaz BRI o2 WA AHgFAol e v e A ehitk g EAL 7A4
ol o2 ol TAo] {24, 0.3; W%, 0.4; F 0.1; &7, 0.2}3 o] AB7h= AEAl that v g2
AL QIERE, ol Shbe] RElRE gol B Holth o714 WElRD WS Vi A§IE ASH
2 Zolx, 1 0AL 42 Hloee] thak(object)o] v, WEIRD W4 Y7b e FBEL (24,

}7h ATk webA, MERE A Vol T @yt the Tt o) A 4 Adrk
yi]-:{bjk, ﬂijk;kzl,...,tj}, iZl,...,ﬂ,jZl,...,p, (2.2)

A7IA bje T B HFE UEU L, mjs o3R8 32, AR He, BAR 5 ok Tt
T ot} J|AEI WL vV 2 HEIRY Wy JA] 7 E|RY e
AR JHHse Zlo] dutgolty. g, o] sl 4] (2.2)004 4
2 el T2 35 JIS ZEF gA HFE ¢ Q. M v E
ElRg Biolal nilY] HE|RY FAZF {yi),. ... yni ol QTHL 7P EAL o] B2 nje] HEIR
2 ARG 2 LE PREA DIATE (b, k= Lo ]2 53 4 WARE G4 e
o= 09 7I5Es IgkE0] 5282 %}%‘é% Z=E H3g
Table 2.20] UYehd F 7H~/] 4 HE 2 3EgE P EAE WA F AEgel yehd JEE
AES 7o {4, 25, 2F, gFtoiH, ¥ FE yud AF FEo] g7 ol H3E Ak
AA o7 FEof tit 715zke] 00] Al R ZE FEZ yar v AARAT e 49 15 I
Fol gloen=w 7 gESo 3t 7IF R 0o EFHT
AE8 FE]|(EE) bl o]E (symbolic multi-valued data 3+ list-valued data)E 7153t flo] &E5&1
A2 oFolA ARolw, o] Ea Wl tlolEle] S5 Fejolrk. o2 Sof A AT
AEEY HE doHE 38T o b 28 sl FgETS Z2E 7HA = 74]4*‘4‘ A F N &
& 2 gk olE HEREY tolHE Wgkeld 7= {AAA, 1; 4, 0}o] Ha kA= {42A
A0.5; A 0.5} 7F Atk &) 2 3FgEe] RO vk 755 7SS wiEdo g HE W
9] 32 HERG W5 gro® wEE £ Qi
FZt HlolEE s|laEIMe 543 FEjo]1 HE dtlolHE HE|RY Ho|E9 43 o]
off AxAH o7 3HAA AdE = HHL 77, BF, 3|2EIH, HE|EY ASE ous 2F

S EEE BRI Ry

ST
:l:{o
=1
ot
1o
E

Nz The gEEe

mSL‘
_|_',
g, rg
to
U rln
r:i
ruN'

Lo

ﬂJIO a

W

3. B 2 ZuEA

M FARANL AU BUA TRRAT vl S5 wecke BHE AAAT 2]
GAANA S AR 2FE P2 A /A 23S 3T 5 glvke @3S 7K o]e vie) &
A FARAL WA PRRAN S IS LR BRY AL RAT, BRY S et
Qo] ok WebA, BEA TRRAIN A4 vkt wel 2 2e) B (partition) & 2L 5 9
=7kl G At &, wd 27 oY AFFES 7HA I JTHE o] AFZE g BE vbed &2
T Y A5t 20— 12 ol Zo4kel Gt BE A5a BB ASE AT S48
t}. Kim3} Billard (2012)& p7ie] BE|RY Haof] tis)] p(n — 1)719] E&vks vEsh= HHE Al
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A, ol E olFste] & AFolME F p/le EHE AEY HeES e =] A £

7] 918l Ao Fejoll AdAglol £l p(n — 1)719] E&ws AAsks S asict

HA THEAE 517 i et oz AFFETY A v vlFAMdel tig H =7 B sttt
AEE delHe AEAQ doleehs 2] ZF gl gk 7H71e Fho] slaEaol} HE|RY Fhe
24 o5 iAo r WEs zeth mebA, ol2ld AE s ohFd vlRAd Ao A
o 3|a=T wlolejol] sl Chagt Srihari (2002)= S|AETH Abo]e] AAAAE 1T =S
M ow Trpino?} Verde (2006)= Wasserstein 7 2|0 243t 3|A2E T3] A HAEE Ao+

t}. Kim3¥} Billard (2013)+= Gowda$} Diday (1991), Ichino®} Yaguchi (1994), De Carvalho (1994,
1998) 7} Al2bet 73k lolElo] tfet AEES AR T BET BAS o] galo] H2ETU| ek
WA AEER ggetict. 3, Kim¥ Billard (2012)= DE|R glolelo] tha v]-gA A=
Qe ool e AEE A
= HjolEl7F 3= FEje] AEF fo)
AT EE AR DRy, B

= a8k, o8 £33t Billard2t Kim (2013)2 £33
o 2 ARolAE 479 ARBAS J8) aEUR Bew
Ej o] o3t Euclidean A|53 7 2] (squared Euclidean distance) &
vi, © i3t Euclidean Al A2l o3 2t

D(yiy,¥iy) = (Tiy bk — Tingk)? - (3.1)
j=1 k=1
4] (3.1)°) Euclidean A% A2lE 03} 1 Ajole] Zh& 2 753k mpeol oI5 Aol 22 7 wsol

=
2] A & A (divisive hierarchical cluster analysis)2 #Zzt52 AANZT Q = {y1,...,yn}
of 7t QAGA Shtel 1ol T el 1FOE el AuA Rate] AwHL
rAR DAY B P, = {Ch, u = 1,...,7}0l3 v A CLE Z=th ZF DA A s
o] #Ho] AgE I FH o] F 7Y :r"élii ol Rttt o]A A= oW d #Ho] ou F A
o FRoE Yrold AZE A= Aolth. o] & B Aol A= 85 (supervised
learning method)2] 3F}el E572} 8] 7 L (Classification And Regression Tree; CART) 23] =
4 o8tk hrold TAT 1 Aol ol T A TS 271 A @ wel shpel Mg
A Ao g FHHo BES 37 A=d)
ae7] M= 1A HAe 28 2Ask= 7150l 8ett F ERE FHER
o A3 2N WES Aok Ak B ATOINE 1 AFomM T4 el WEL H23ehe
ARt

Ho| 3.1 FOiEl rM 28 P = {C, w=1,...,7}00 Ul & 2L Hs W(P,)2 U2 2ol Foleth.
W(Py) = Z I(Cy), (3.2)
u=1
017IM I(CT)= 27 Crofl Uit 2 $1Eo2 2& CF = {y1,...,yn, }0Il TIoH CIS 2} 2Tt
1
I(Cy) = e Z Z D*(yiy,¥is), (3.3)

i1=111<ig

OPDIM D2(yiy,yin)E F A8 223 yi, 2t yi, 2te] Hel e UIRARY <0l MEst giolct.

=, 8o A2 ZF dACA W(P)e Aastste 28 Ze Aotk W(FH
AgEc]l 23 AMES 278 ole AN HEEHolBE, W(P)Y 43} 2AE F

=

rﬂ
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Row $9Y FA TAU WA LBE F A 2R 2 WS G A4S Arjss B
2~ =

dy = I(Cy) — I(Cu1) — I(Cuz) (3.4)
weh, BE FAREo] 23H F FHY HES A4 Fagle] 2 FHol tisl 4] (3.4)9 duE A
Abste] Hoigks Zhe 282 7 Cug £8H A (Cur, Cu2)= e & AUth
o)Al BAIL oA 4] (3.4)F HUiBsHe B TRHOR FSAAE AdHrh o] BAIE 2
37] 915 3 Woll shie] Mg PG A olgdth WA, HAETY W] ol 2 8
~Ea0) g FYRE ol8ete] £ Y THOR YHolAe Fe Rerh &, oW shuel 23
Cu={y1,---,yn, J225EH £5E F /MY 2L FF (Cur, Cuz)E J2ETH WS V91 ZH
Sol o SR FYRE 1202 rolAE A soll J5) ARHG Fol samay W

o
V;oh 287 soll sl AREE F MY FA (Cur(f, s), Cua(f, 5)) & B shd vh23} 2k

Cu1(4,s) = {y:|Med(yi;) < s} and Cuz(jf,s) = {y:|Med(yi;) > s}, (3.5)
71 Med(ys;)E jHA Aol tigh (iR s|aEa8e] Fdghola ol JaEae] 7 73t
Yellde xt57t FLdsHA BEZSdthe Mt 3 7% gke] 0571 He FS Stk &,
Med(y:;)=
05— ¥,
Med(yi;) = ajrr + (a5 k41 — ajir) <§:lkl]l> ) (3.6)
ij,k’

AN K = minfk| T, 7o > 0.5). ARAOE ZHEA 2 AolA A (3.4)F ArhBAAE
Fold ol I A4 u, FAETY Ao Y A j, TLTL Lol AE A B A3

of B},
HE| R W4 A9 Kim3 Billard (2012)00]A4 AFE HS o] &3t 4 (3.4)F HUIA7]&= &
g 2tk 7 WERY W A (22)d4 HolA%o] ole] el BEE by, k= 1,...,5,% 7}
Az gk wel 2 g2 WrEA AR A4 B 299 LE FRES nois ok 2
o7 olZe FAEAS SE7} R A% (o) 2V nlBh F, 4,7h AW 2HE FRRAS
457t =At) ol & ¥317] 98 Kim3} Billard (2012)& ZF BE|EE W i3t thx 52 A
dat= HS Aljtegtt. &, BE 35S aEshke thalol ZF wigo) ois] shuke] i S A3
A2 Ui FETES dAEH] HAHe £ES et i 5L oF o 5 1 FES AlLs v
WA REE 2ol ATAL el A=A Gt
o] 3.2 2T Cu = {y1,...,yn, J0Il Y= ZEZE| HEIZY W2 V0 U6l &= b2t UHK SSE
bigr, K =1,...t;, k# Kk A0|Q] A2y HE o = TS 20| Yot
n'U/ n'(t n'U/ n’ll,
Vi = Z { ﬂ'z'jlcﬂ’ijk/}{z:(lmjk) (1Tfijk/)}{zﬂijk (17Tijk/)}{2(17rijk)ﬁijk/} )
k;’:lJc’;ék =1 =1 =1 =1
u=1,...,m, k=1,...,¢;. (3.7)

4 (37)9 AV ARE FBE Aeldl SY4 AP 2x 28014 T FF 2e) BAY HxE
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2AZ @tk Qudos A2Y Yol AT AL S BERD gt 3

3 AR} Q7 Wee] BE e SY4S AgATh ARAOR 24 ool s

o] g 2 Fuol jAA DERD WSe] YE FROZ AT o FEL o] §3te] 3

218 AEdh webd, BERD WeolA] ofd St 2h Cu = {y1.....ya, ) ZHE

A AEe T (Cur, Cu) & WEIRE W4 V9 1 DE|RG Wl shgehs s o

2 AFoz UsolAt A mol o5 AUk Fold Welme us B joh B8 mol
£ 5 A9 22 (Cur(jom), Cualiym)) & B3R b3} 2ok

I
1 N

W
23 e

Lo 1o fr Lo ot
Ae
ﬂl?-ll'a‘é

e}

< o
N
S

—

I
ENN m?L’
ox B A o @

0 ;N (i

il
!

Cu1(§,m) = {yilmije- <m} and Cua(j,m) = {yilmijee > m}, (3.8)

A7 mijeee T CuollA BEIRZ ¥ Vo tid & FE bj- ol g3 715 3kelth Ak
23 WXy HElnd W gieis 2AEAL] 2 AN A (3.4)E HUgA7lE Rl 7
Aol e A2 u, BERE Ao slgdsls P4l j, 28] 2dd mS ZAeh
Aoz SAEIH Hyel "Ry Hes ke 5319 A2 golg o Wi AlE Bad R
Aol duE|Ee o3 2ok
Stepl. PA=Q={y1,...,yn}0l2 r=18 &=
Step 2. rA TANAN B P. = {C, v = 1,...,r}elx, #F C, = {yi,...,yn. o2

> Mu =nolth
Step 3. ¥ CL, u=1,...,r} Z AL WAF Y], j=1,...,pll thalA] w3512t

(1) O AEY M Y7 sl Hyehd,

W Yol iRk oA sla=Id e Sk

(b) Axra Fdgkel =7) eEAeoR ] Crol 8 48y BLHS A
A3t}
(2) @ A2 WS Y7 2ERD A,
(a) WEIRD WS Vol & 5 b, k=1,...,1; 22l B3l 4] 3.7)F ©§3t] &
WY HE P, k=1,..., 48 ANE F, 7P 2 AR H=EGE A= FEe W
S Yol big v gEoz HIr)
(b) HEZFES bjp-2kal A 2ol tgoke HEIRLY 753k mijre, @ = 1,...,n. 5
olgdle] eEAeo R FH Croll T ABY FLHS AL
(3) AL FFRE vy, B B, CLERE 28E F A9 24 O = {yh),
YOI O = Yy, Vi b L= 1o — 10] AT (5, 85 Yl s
(nu — 1)7He] £& (i3, C73) el £A).
4) (n — DA B (7, CF) Aol sl A (3.4)8 Addtt &,
P =11 (c;{l) .y (c;zj) L ol=1,...,nu—1. (3.9)

Step 4. 1A BANMY BE FHE O, u=1,...,rF EEWFEY], j
gk 73t

L,...,pol Tl dile]

max{d{}, wu=1,...,r, j=1,...,p, l:l,...,nu}. (3.10)

w,j,l
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2 Higkel P wj, (2A RN 2H O P w¥E T A9 Mze 2H (O
C3)e 4@k

Step 5. 4] (3.10)°ll &= = u, j, lo 23l F 7N THoz & o)A+ H(cut point)S Tt

J =T

AE8E BN vy & v HF Yol sigete T SIAETR vy o v B

SI2ETH yi 0,8 T Aok S, v = Med(y(,11);) 0122, A7IA yi 40y =
{lajr, ajrv1), (Tayje + Tarne)/2; E=1,... ,ti}ol

(2) @ joll AFste M7t HElBE deetd 284 o2 o AA de 7

23 2L vy, & vy B Y HERE by ol HSshe T RtEd Baol
th &, vr = (T@)jk + Tag1)e+)/2°1TH

Step 6. Step 255 r =n = r = Ro] E wj7}A] vr&3ltt. o714 RS n|g] A FF 9] 4otk
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Figure 4.2. Cluster validity indexes for industrial accident data.
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Table A.2. Items of multimodal variables Y3 and Yy
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