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In the ubiquitous environment, there has been a problem of transmitting data from various
sensors at a long distance. Especially, in the process of integrating data arriving at different locations, data
having different property values of data or having some loss in data had to be processed. This paper
present a method to analyze such data. The core of this method is to define an objective function suitable
for the problem and to develop an algorithm that can optimize this objective function. The objective
function is used by modifying the OCS function. MFA (Mean Field Annealing), which was able to process
only hinary data, is extended to be applicable to fields with continuous values. It is called CMFA and used
as an optimization algorithm.

® Key Words : Missing data, Clustering, Continuous mean field theory, OCS objective function, Optimization

algorithm
1. A& 57} &/ (missing) ® - E2Hd ¢ dlolE ek sk,
] o5 HolH g o HetiA sl Bl fulHE
A (clustering) TA1E WA E 8458 E4) Yol i A N
] ] 2 BN HE A5 Ao} FAlo]7] wjFe] W Fo
H A A e e Ao olel sl
FEo} Haloltl12]. B3] dolge] 54 35 F o

A7 c-means(FCM) &38| Z[34]2 57 eHEA

*Corresponding Author : 0|&2%HKjclee@chungwoon.ac kr)
Received September 29, 2017 Revised November 2, 2017
Accepted November 20, 2017 Published November 28, 2017



o
IS
ro
Hl
00
il
1o
ﬂ
r-IIJ
A
=
®
r#
=
foi

W 5 7P Akl 2 Aelth o] W 1973
A

Dunnel] )3} 7515 1, 1981 Bezdeko] 71

sto) 5
@ a4 Aol Aguold e Hahways)
Bezdek[6,7]1& E8tdst dloje] A2 23] 4

20011 OCS (Optimal Completion  Strategy) ¥4

c-means YA AElES AEhe] BRAG o]
Hobx

B1E $la AL8aelt. 22 Ferraro SIS 29 o
oqEE A% WA HPEH dmdze AN
Chaghari ${91€ 514 WA #AE 2452 4
9J3)3L o] BHFSE Forest 43} A0 5L o] g
Aghe Fohe WHS AR Hu S100E ¥4 =
qes e daelEen A4stes UL A

ek

oAb #E 7= Hi(mean field) ©]&[11,12,
48 B2 23 HHg FAC 488 2 495
A3 gkth. MFA(Mean Field Annealing) 12 2(15]
2 1] o] FE HAE HE B EAT 4850
] &

13,

—

A ToHT W

A e A Ohﬂ

A< bgit,
83 o]E EYAE glo 1‘3 @%}l‘ﬁr@. Aol A g
278 OCS HA c-means FHEA dauglEs Ay

C
HepeA QaelHe] Ao 3E MFA Sae3e)
A7) A vwslel, A2k S MFA aelZo] -
Fee molt

1<i<n.
A= (X X, X)) 2 SR dlolE A5
X,= (X, €X) ¢ X 2ehdad dloje,

S iHA do]E| 7}

7 Y,
miA el £ FE2 24 Pz 4oHd 4

2o St golth,
Cp= (Cpppos )+ mitAl A2t 32,
1<m<yg

EddlolE =t} o] ARt

X={(1,2,34); (56,7,8); (9,10,11,12); (13,14,15,16)}2} 3}
A X, ={(2,234) (5,2,78); (910,2,12); (1314,152)} ¢} 2
o] 25% =¥ dE Bk 5 X, =(1,2,34) ¢ o
(12,2424 50%7F =49 ZiOlE‘r.

OCs+= E]rgi‘r & ﬁxl c-means &5 Q1 4

o JBoz s}

s

M
I Mk >\‘
I M’c

QYLk)2’ (1)
1<r<o
r< 110 2 A, g JFY Fola Y &% &
(membership)2] @ Ho

]
w7 Bae et 2e Qg 2A(C
(V)& M3 (D49 BA5E 458 oA

o] o) 7},
CL=2 (VY - X)) /Y]

i=1 i=1

1<m<g, 1<k<p

—~
3

-

N
<
—~
0o
=

YiDl/lr 201/11 (3)

m m Jm

o17]A r=1Y W E(g,lY)~ Hrm o e 2o 4
gE2Ql wieba e (erisp  partition) RS
k-means®|th. B3 r>1o]® A A o] 5491 of
8-S BAIGH Atk B ARS-Sh= r 3 291H] of=
Al of 3 Zlo] ofue} 1 o] o] HES = ol

e 3 A 2 FHeA 247} e v Bl
ofsf drbr oz wholsolal 9}
=X, — C’f||2 1<i<gl<m<n (4)

(4)/9.% A e
Euclidian A& & 9¢|n| 3t}
A kAFaHconstraint) & the-3F 2}

F5 maA A 1)

7
BAL BlerY)E Ao

54 He EREE
ol o) $i3) vl WEvih BAAE dolEE 93

thge] OCS #4% AHgdh

6)

g
i

tﬁ
X
- i
M‘Q

X, n Sl gkel w}ﬁ} ElgrY)e 71&
715 002 83k )

6‘]—/\ 5= O]ﬂv__



&4 Ho|HE X2l5t7| flst ZEHEM ¢Ta|E

105

2,
Y,

V., = 1/1 7/201/1 r)

l?n Jm
4 2) ff(”YtH— Yi<e) then stop
Hse goto 37 3
374 3) b Ag AN % B 12 g,
v kaeXD
g g
Xt =2 e ) ) 35

i=1 i=1

3. BYAT dojg e HHEAS
3 B3 P (CMFA)
oAt g TN Bt o) B2 Be 2 A3
Aol A-gE o)A $hei14,15]. B¢ obd & (MFA)L
= 2=¥(spin) FHE AT AJEjell A skt
e WA F Fghs AR oluATt Fo]
o7 ol FPA S dohuE FA S

A% MEA 2261117

Szt

i
T [ < O

5,€0,11<i< N
23 Gl <s; >+ B2 Boltzmann) EEEY-
El ik
<s > = (s; * ps;) %

p(si =0)+1 -« p(si =1)
B oxp(—El/T)
~ exp(—E/T)+exp(—E/T)
1
Trexp(— (B B)/ D)
L, :E(S)‘<5,>:0
E =E9)|.

o7l e 7 1

<s;>=1
A1
A

o

9% MFA &85

e

Vi, <s >—%+e 1<i< N, k&= Hete] o
a —1<e<1
While( 7< 7)) {
Do for each i {
EZ):E(S)|<SL>:0;
El:E(S)|<sl>:1;
AE =B~ EB;
1
<8 >S>—=— "
5 T T+ exp(AE/ D)
}
T=a T 0<a<l
}
s> = lim aexp(— £,/ T)+ (a+A)exp(— E('+A/T - bexp(—E/T)
! A0 exp(— £,/ T)+ exp(— B, 5/ T)+ exp(*E,',/T)

b
/ scxp(*E;/T)r],s

- /hexp(*E;/T)ds
®

A QRN A%E e ABE A% e 7}

st 23 5,7} [ablAbol e

_—>L
o)
lls
[~
e
Hm
N
1o
‘?(_I‘
-
A2
N
>«
re
ul
o
N
s,

¢ 31 CO] SRPRFE e AR g s
Tab7] A el 7
A AR Aol

*
S L

|

r
A m
tlo mlo

o] -.j’iuﬁ}ﬂ] l
ofe] 7HA17F §
Tt AL o
1) o gk 22w
2 3},
2) A%y o 5180 e et Ao AnE & A}
o]E Zh= 1;].
3) H/Woll mebx x#o] 7153 F-5 45 (floating
point) 9] SHAIZ drjgtol AEe] A} i
A under-flow o215 LAYAIZ ) ot} spi

n
o] Alat A A "divided by zero”oll <&l £
A 4= Qi

[o &
o
o
i)

o miﬂ
mlo
o
%
%
[>
g
o,
ﬁJ
o

bjo
B=)
L
rlo
A
o
tlo
N
N
B
=l
30,
O,

O
i
tlo

>
>
op
ofr
ol
rin
R
oy
oft

o,
>,
L
o
e



106

rok
Hl
0{0
o
Lok
ﬂ
r-Iu

Xl M8#H M=

ol gt H& s d3t7] $13 Metropolis &zl FolA
Markov processZ ©]-88}+= stochasticdt HHE-S AH&3
th &, 23 5,5 perturb@ F AUAE AbEE FhA
S A2 A7 ghs wrolEolal, ket ol

A etk shvbe] 2uvks =t perturbdtl BE

o Fdg ok erxé% HHEghe) whEA A &4
dojee] tis] vhe-s ALtettk
#4 1) s, 5 perturbdle] ;& WHE F,
E(s;) & ARxat) aga ;5 9

If(AE; < 0) then accept s}
EZseif((AE'i >0) and

(random[0,1] < exp(*AEZ-/ 7))

then accept s
I 2) B4 1& QAR kg wkE
A 3) wrolESl AEHIES HiEs Al
4 4) THe 412 A1) A2 e el

G =2+ X0 /3 (V)
i=1 i=1

A 5) o A& ARl &4 HolE ks Alte

9
Z im

o

r,é rQL'

3
paA

i

Al S
=

o

ol\
mo

CMFA©°| 7]&9] AlEdolH=
A, SAAE nlle] MSES FAIo perturb HXT
CMFA° M= Z}z}e] H -
A perturbd} Al H B2 Aite] E&H O R FHoj A W o}
Ut dAden: yd :
it

299

o,
o
i)
il
Ho
=
=
|
o

S
5

lo
fu

Vi, <s, >:%ie,1£i§]\/
ki H2te] Fola —1<e<1
While( < 7)) {

I”}-Xé 1) < Yik > new < Yik >+e
-0.1<e<0.1, ¥, E[0,1] Vi,k

4 g
S0 I LRI 3oy
E(gvrv )/new) - /m nru

AE= E(g,’f‘, Y;zmu)ﬁ—l _E(g,ﬂ )/old)H—1

jl]—;{é 3) [.f(AE< 0) < Yik >=< Yik > new
Hseif (exp(— AE/T) > random (0,1))
<Y, =< Y, >

t =t

goto 44 1
774 4) 24 29 24 3

<Y > o] Ht
74 5)
X VY )/ Sy
lv)l(mkEXL -

T=a T
}

AlQtsl= CMFA €38]5% OCS HA| c-means 92
Aol vl dolgle] WMA(Y,, )& T s
perturbdlE HHHS ARE3EF & OCS ¥4 c-means©] (3)
23 ()AE ARgete gl J2 A CLE A
= Zojt}. OCS HA| c-meanso] MZ& S4L ALk
St So] A2 Y, & AAsh=d vk, CMFAC A=
go] Z dlolHE perturbd ¥ ol9A| &< Elgr,Y)
[N

)
= &
o
=

:fL

6‘]—_’_

el

o J}n:

b S

e X

X
o N
)

4, A
235 9)8) UCI) IRIS dlolEl[16]2 AF&-3hth RIS
HoEHE xubol| &x1 oz 39 Agor 753l

ro] 15079 Ml whE 3 A 507he] dlolel
G2 12 % v doleE M2 28 vh o 50k 9

3% gt 7 dolge] 54 ¢F shie gelz @
2} EAAIZITE Table 12> 2HF 50%8F 75%2] =41 o]
1ol thal CMFAS} OCSel Hl2ale) Aste] o5



g
>
o
°
m
i
a2
n
o
N
do
re
i}
i
AI
1
me
3]
o
Ol

Hjstan glek o] AME-L 20WS WA F 1 AshE
Fd Jolth Aselq AT & Yol At

S e Ao epd o2 Algk &g

=
S A9E e Jow 2 5 gk

(Table 1) The result comparison of the two clustering
methods for IRIS data,

Missing Data(%) 0OCS CMFA
25 16.52 16.00
50 21.14 17.33
75 29.12 23.33
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(Table 2) The energy comparison of the two clustering

methods,
Missing Data(%) 0CS CMFA
25 103.44 84.17
50 124.27 99.64
75 192.78 112,43
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