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An Application of Multivariate Analysis on Product

Positioning with Emphasis on Cluster Analysis
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Hmg #dlcd =% F32 ok
EFetr st AdA A4S MAES ofzel s ¥x| st Aclo
HAE Eeste 348 2l HHNW SEEEoR: 32 zoum} Ha
®#E T cluster analysis) olele 214le] gliu] 2R BE S
-t HHES Zob Abgol ;g Tk ksl 3, vlehe] ko DH%&
BRe AtH = K& 7123 T2 932 shed 238 Fu £EsHO
FIBIAHAY BRENY T8 Aolgel g 4% s1Ho] glo] 43 Aw
A Erudogd dFo @y 7]*"101"4 oAdd AL £HESHTL  doA
sindell 819 wiskE sHRIuE 941 RFEE DAL R AM wyolx E
9 whyjolele o] gl%ol 71“301] W A= ASHn g
A e Ad el o] 853 9o 53| upAllad F 2ok ulgt 2
At Punj ¢t Stewart(1983)efl4] %o} & <+ gt} & EFo4s A L—E—
el HEE £M7E obF W= Eq Ao u]Fe] Aol i F3 oA
3 el X AIFe AT EAE 2T EHESFTL Faled AT
HEE ool Btk B a7 ISt A9 A4k Aol kT A
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1. B\ AHz(of mes

RESTRES od BEAe @#(entity or individual) & 719 E"oly
olde AMAE MAE 7] Ar|Y MEoeR PUE goklu Axz Y
< led AREHAA ol FH = HUS FELE sl ¥ RES Mg
gt

LHo® X F uA EHES) kds 8Bl 9% HE@E=) st A g
¢ p/ "ol AF FH329 ARE A FEE, X =(xa, 1w, L)
2 3AT & nA AR A AT ax p BRI, X& g3} go] md
A "ok
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X Xaz e Y np-
Xngp =| I X oo :

anl Xnpd
AN AL 33 AL5E FA44F v S R R R £

1) B JE

Garalolzl @e AdA MdozAd T Aol o FHdA %E ATl v
s Arld ALY AEE 2tk Gower(1971) & kst Eg&Agd FF
AL 4 = FHOMEAE( similarity coefficient) & &3 o] A7t}

? ?
S Zf‘: S ik kZVVme
=1 =1

A7 A Wine (i, 7, Bl g oid 2A6l g3sherte] oo =2} 13
09 e B mEfEel™, Sust 1ol sAeFE F AA(L, )7 /A4
e A A EE BRSO AT AT Sme

Sik=1~ | Xix — Xin | / Rs

2 AAEIT ola] xat k¥A wgd WF iy AL FFE WAL R

= R "dFvE e HHE dEhde

2) Az ¢ FE(distance measures-metrics)
old A EQ metrice AW F A(i,7)E AHA =28 A 2R
& uEAF = T du § ¥R F,
(i) dy =0 ; du=0 if i=7
Gi) du =d;s
(@ di +da =di
bR &35 sol: Azl HEEZ+ Euclidean metric® € 4+ % §F T
A 19 j79 A= dus

dii={ i(x"‘ - xi")’#
=
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2 Jehsd A zleldl wE J RS wAIE] st 2 o] B
e 2425 Jrd ZF3d ARE AHEE e

Euclidean metrice] $HAHAA 7k de] &5+ Azl FEolv A
<o) we}4 Euclidean metric® wd S ¥ 3t city block metricg& 4§
sl Euclidean A2|E 34#771¢ 8l 2 ZF341%] Mahalanobis D&
£-88}71 % 83, Minkowski metric$ A% #E Slch b

B RESs) S Arle RWE(ds) Y sk & Fbele fAkEe X
= 03 14be]9 e zhe dbd Azl 5 o Bl e Ze AHolw
#eld] gv 44 A4 R H3AF 7 9
4]=] =+ Euclidean metric °] ZE #-$ d
& del A3 o F I A Az
o] SEEMNTEES AHH shiolrt

2. S4BCRC| WM

H4o 4, p<3olald F 2 £& 3xRUelAw FHol T 2EAD
25 HHleE YA GA £%E AH d 5 A AAE He T 5
sgrel wel moh gelAa o8 A sgel AMusHdEd & el A
95 Rasy #(hierarchical technique 3t BHE S8 Bk( optimization-
partitioning technique ) aF 4% 2} 2)

1) RaEH L
Axrd 7ge nMe MAS A&Hal Aol A& A=A AT FAsho
AF RE WAL TgstE @9 Fol sHelrke fraM HES 7 AME A
B gaste st Aol Awske EFoz el FF oA e A
2 2 nHe Agoz wrel st AEE el 9o BB ¥4 B4 3
A oA AR geldal ARe A ek AR FEE AT A
1) EuEs A=l RS # HiEd ag A 4% Everitt (1974 )9
p. 498 A2¥ A
2) R BT SEARGECH AW ow dRs AAEL IP¢she IS
ol AL Fal= FEE #E( density search teachnique )-& Everitt(1974)
2 2z A, 7H5sbel Everitt (1974)2 1980 W% RS =¥ A, Az =
Azel FEL HEshe, F, & AR g A ol g FAHMel 2 5 A
= EWHFE( clumping or overlappjng technique )= Arabie, Carroll, De—
Sarbo ¢} Wind (1981 )& 2% #.
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PEE Y REEM BB JRed 7R {83814 A8+ centroid vty , Ward ¥y
3} average linkage whyul o} Er}3)
@ Centroid 1}y

o uhy.e Y AMASY FHEucoh BHEY H£ES 7] A7 wgew At
g Ro 7 AUzt Ael+ Euclidean Z2fdiolA el A zhel %4l centroid) 7+
Al & FA3td centroid 7k Aelst s F4&ql HAYslE L Al
BARK HB&ES A5t st wyeld

dlg & 5MY MA(n=5)7t 2H¢ He(p=2)el FH=H o3} L
BETFE e M ek

1 2
171.0 1.0}
21 1.0 2.0
X;=3/ 6.0 3.0
4] 8.0 2.0
5-8.0 0.0
ol 2 AR Azl, dy 5 AFsd QL Azlgd, D & b3t 2o
1 2 3 4 5
1-0.0 1.0 29.0 50.0 50.0
21 1.0 0.0 26.0 49.0 53.0
D.=31(29.0 26.0 0.0 5.0 13.0
4150.0 49.0 5.0 0.0 4.0
5150.0 53.0 13.0 4.0 0.0

3) B =F2] A rtx] gy o]2dd] nearest neighbour ( single linkage )ud, fur -
thest neighbour ( complete limkage )u}¥, meadianut¥l, Lance & Williams
Flexible u}® Eof =zl Anderberg (1973 )% = Hzxg A,

Jardine ®} Sibson ( 1971 )-& single linkage HiEo] EB/HS TX5
& (entities or individuals )& 7H2 255 FHFE ¢ U= A4 4
1 54 o) gomg 7hzk A1-23F al3h uiwl o v 7+ Fgke}, 5}2] ub AA g Bg
Aslel ohE] oAl g wiaubg g2 Aol ohel & ol4he] uwhy & &3l oF
2 Aolck F olAre] ulwlo] b2 o] EEFL ¥wol Frbw 29 22 H
By HEel EA &kl EREMol Eolx] 7l wf Foloh ubee] Milligan( 1980 ) &
Ward 53+ average linkage Fizo]l o8] -7 #A3 7par fEdt o g =3
RAokx wabek

i
+
3
do
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MAl 13 29 Azl duvt A ®orm 2 13 27 #iaEe] g He=g ol
S o] A= centroid £ ol & WIS F¥Hol Hel w3 FL F49 A

2 BRI X: ot old 48 Azlgd D. & dert

1 2
(1,2) 1.0 1.5
X, — 3 6.0 3.0
4 8.0 2.0
5 8.0 0.0
(1,2) - 3 4 5
(1,2)r 0.0 27.25 49.25 51.25
D:= 3 |27.25 0.0 5.0 13.0
4 | 49.25 5.0 0.0 4.0
5 “51.25 13.0 4.0 0.0

Ael#d Daold A% e A4t AA 45 59 Az, deold thal @ A
e oA sl BE A U Ago F4T AN ol pe A
7 wrgslel AF & ALY F4WTh 9 o9 A4e) mEHEe dendogram

o2 ZAEH (¥ 103 Zrh dendogramolt wiA Mo B FFo] @E =
< oEsls RS 2RTEY E¥og vetd AL wiks

36.25

<2y 1) Centroidwtd dendogram
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@ Average linkage w4 ,

B @ single linkage) wiolAdw AR 74 s AAE
lete linkage W olAE ALz 74 2 Bad & stedstd AREE WY
o] 77t average linkage w2 AW E2E sHe¥t d4E0Y EE
Azl FHo A 2 FFE siorgch o] Wy centroid WY R
o 2+ Aol WE F 3FE Ux Fou FL HEE e AR A
£ ugto 2 mAEE 24 "tk

@ Ward uhy

Warde MRS As Aoz dste MES £42 & A7 S 3
= Ay HFoREH FHEEY FAE 4 AldA AEs o= £
g 4 itz A aAgcl 2 vk 2E sbsE 49 HEE nHstd FAR

2 Al BAEHREY $2 ZE 4 HEstd Uzs
dE S0 g3 ol 549 AMAs T wgol g8 A= BRTHX
7t 53 7HA kAL

- B R

1
2
X=3
4
5

le —

memFA( error sum of squares; ESS)E x: 7} A AAle zE Ay
o3 Fol A AR

ESS= ; X7 ——:l( T )

Fus Al A 2 AHAE 2RANE e e R FHEE REFHE
2 0o] Hrk ©goz ESS. o B/MEHS A 13 2§ Ygdews E.
S.S.&= 0.57 "tk & wAlE AMA 33 45 §Pstd ESSE 274 %
sisie] 2.57F =l AMAl 571 3349 oAl HEgsld ESS.+= 12,701 &7}
5 15.27F fe}k opHute @ F AwH1,2) 9 (3,4,5) 7t ¥ st Al E.
SS& 71.60] Z7%l 86.80] =tk dendorame.® °|¢t L FHAHFE s
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e (2¥ 2 )8 o} 86.8
ESS. o B/NES-2 o3l A Y
centroid 7Fe] Euclidean A9 =} 15.2

ol el dl=d AAIA o4 ce-

2.5
ntroid 7+8] AzlY 7EE 4188 o5
th= o] centroid ¥z chEch ([—Fl

1 4 5
=1 > Ward uly  dendogram

2) EmESEE Bk

o] wrye vl EAF AL EHK Foll WFol Abdel THA A
FER e B#EtAT = whdolsh weld Al ALFE Esl It @
B g U A AT F UA =

PRI ZEiAA 4=+ kMY Ao FA(centroid)}es kA HHEY &
F( cluster seed) 2 A &5t AMAEE 744 77 FAE e Atol| EHE
A F4lel A FAL FH, TALE] HAAA '734'3}04 tha] Al Abghet
aF w8 FEFH A EHEAFSE] F3 AetS Holsld £EN T
Figol 2 Az HYT + o] uAoldw AL & kxpAE WA S
5 gk

MAE Aufz] S AHEdE SIERES oSF 22 FhdA FEIE

T=W+ B

714 T Z88E#if75( total scatter or dispersion matrix) oIz} sk =2
St tuw w5 9 jzre] EELXEA(sum of squares and cross pro-
ducts) o]tk W H£EKXNY HHfTF(within-groups dispersion matrix Yl
Wi 7d @A EBERY BTl W':z,g‘;lw.- 7} Hla By #%EM BAT
5l between-groups dispersion matrix) ¢}tk

gy Tt 243 2Azo] dsid nHolm R wrpr|F2 B We g2 1
tl BEEsI=Y A4LsE A A5 traceWAE #Hagt SA AR s
Now HEN BAESY fo] Hist HEE frarer 2F $d B trace?
3lgge F7steE A3 AT vlTelst

=2 By W fiFlRX(determinant ) 7} # &7t 5 25 Aulste 7
ol o]l AMd Wilks o A #EtE, IWI/ 1T 8 34zt A 2ok

3l

iSh
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opx| 8} s]Fo 2k trace(BW ™)L zdssis Ho= A, 2 BW™'Y HA
f( eigenvalue) 2} & o

tr( BW_I) :zﬁl 2(

olm g A; o §& Fdssle A3 Zu

A F7A] EAvigor REHW BHEI RESEE Bk 4w Bgksd R
BiEe & e AERES M-S wAldlA AR R AR Auix| st )

2 Aot & Harl g Aol &8 AsAY A x9 %iﬂ oy 23] Zz)
T U= AR $ Hey kol 7}7& A ggshAl ol 8d

BEER e A e vl $4 % 3 ol A "{Sﬁ} BAtA o
3 v AS$7) W:'s}r’}‘t HAolet Zaul At gel A& BB H Hik(dyn-
amic programming algorithm) o] 7Ausle odAY RFEES LT + Yo
Aubqd o2 o] 71y A=A A A7 £r7F UF E vkl sk

g3t 7ol wel 4% e AF3F de A 9o HEe AHE A
Hals] oldel 4 2 1YY WF AL HEIY FEME Addslodol g
Ao 2 g JYE HAsld AL F o] vyl Uy ARE B
ol BEANE Fsle T2 AEE BFHE EE o 489 uFolal
T #ZAEdA AEAAE EFAY 9o A FUT AFEHY ARE JF F 9
=7 A1 Fo24 A AWAE e sE Qv

3. BB HE2 K

EESHTAA Ao 5 A7+ BRSO BRY 5 443
AR A% A" ofF alEE ubgk whyel olvh REH Hpke AYY +
Beh A8l ofwl ¥ REN BES 2ot sted o B8 #AE g T B
th ol#lgt A fol dendogram-g FH Edted HAF A +F AL
A5 59 Warde wyg AH&F 7 ol FAzhgo g ESS.o ®#H5E A
Bl §23% FEE e SAld dgshe Ao 2 AAHIAL 7—31‘&?&
Aol A HEHE A= of E.S.S7 §5317] afelst

ge|d Aere] £ 37 Y37 93 7k= a %, Calinski ¢l Harabasz &
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g e Culgg gyt F

c— ltrace (B) trace (W)
g1 N-g

714 C ol AHY FEF dellls g2 Srtol wel BEFREME Mol
ol =Bt HHEY KiE7E oS nolm CY ol gol s EHERD
Bolm RH EEWEET Feodz Itk =HAeld gdAd Co el Hdig
Ztow g, M Aol AL  HastAl HARE APEo] A KW
( spherical ) %2 2558 zte 7 $o 3t &30k 5)

¥ =FdAE SAS(1982) 9] AYFAHHNA ARG w HEEFEEE
(cubic clustering criterion, CCC)$& =-&ck  Arnold(1979) = Monte
Carlow-g& 83l H£HA HAETFIY determinant, &, [Wldl 7|z
2 F Y45 wA e AEES HAEES 48t ool @l SASe] £

o ¥y W frFXyc traced BWAE Hilv AAE Yt BERS B
E%%menammmﬂﬁﬂﬁ —gAEe REE 87 sl ARER A
o) #7788 (hypercube)t 2 FelE zr=cvixn 7H el olg 7HY el A
#£%N FH#EES (within-cluster sum of squares)el gt HiRpES L4
EE Faled A Fol AT MEHES A A& CCCuz Tr

VEEEMEEE(CCC)Y e 2uA MY F5910891 =Y A
2o o A42slER EEE a¥EoRA BE £5 BHE WY T =
o Agd HF MDY $7 101wk 2HE u—HL CCCx & H3}y F2 Z

to mt H

A7 A AL Folx 03} 2l AFeW AESst g £ S+
AW BES AN KBS Erh ool Wil FRAHEES Kol UA
I3 AEgct Qs shdkateh wer Qe S5k FAhgel weh CCCe

4 ) Everitt ( 1974 ), p. 60
Mojena®} Wishart ( 1980 )= A 2he] =& AAsI7l $18F o2 71=] heuristic
methods & A ¢]s} 3, Binder (1981 )&= Bayesian approach® 2o Fcl ==
7t £BE THESHAA dolal EER Exoz 753 Ak L Wolfe(1978)
9} Lee (1979 )ol A} o} ¥ =+ ¢l Hartingan (1978 )3 Arnald (1979 ) +

0

FE MRt —E&E2% (uniform distribution )ol4 2318 o XA FEERHS

AR + glvka wate
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ol BEEMSR A85 UF gol $YWAY B £4} QddE 2w
£ Aol dojie Wagolrh
o4l 4 & AU +8 s AT PYL obHE BRY o] 2H &
wEsh AAY AR BT 45 97 AT AT AR Fln

M. EE\HIB0 CHet RESWT
1. & ¥

22l vel R AAA e BMEHA ( product positioning) et obg® T
#B4%E|( market segmentation ) o] g EAA G 241E AP 4 UYL A
o] AAlgE BEMEE AL E AT TR A4 MR shest
7 g £4% EXxmES Hich BEEEE 2] U3 Exe EEAER
FEAE 2BE S49 s 250 kel 843 119 4EAET HEshe UG
FE9 A7 AEF THE sl E T A FolEE 10MY Zge

(& 1)
BEBE g T8

X, wRER Aokdas 1wt FRA4L skl
X.. Ay

X,  Foha(aA4) AA

Xo. Q8@ 3) «lg

Xo.  Alalo] olu

Xe. kel 2| obE A A
Xy. THAAZ s A
X, stk & 7]7F FotbA

Xs. 528 st 4377 A
Xio. Ao mokol nhge] Fel4
Xu. el = Alekct 4] o Fo

X, 34l Fgol o e ZPE eid

* TEAAE Tl A W42 x4
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BERE B3 &1)09 127k Eeel a7 5t 4743 w48 2]
EX 7% REB(Likert-type 7-scale) 283l st ZR)FIEE o
o EEluaz|er 299, SFRZQ 16, Flolgkx]or 11¥, Y|z k234,
Al kx| 13¥, slelex]ok 20w, BolEx|t 18Ho 7 FA 13008 A
Al = ol e

Z+ Aol W BM R (MEL1OE 2T 5 gled (HE2) A4
= 24 AEFEE £ A7 12 78] E8el olz] A4E 2EIEte A4S HHE
#;E & ek (&2 HolA BE Xz, S AL AF THEY] &
ol Al slo] Ex| 2ol oigt Ei@Ul JH =& AL SlolEz]de] E4£E A3
#Hz9 xpole}te 31331} Azt Xo, & AAAAE A% ToEs] FabedlA
oAutAlE oieF FRY FHAGFAs| A FalwAA] o] A BEL ¥, Y
ub x| o} 9] 4831l BIIM—‘. B} AFfol 3l "), stolal, shol B4
o sl AL HHEEEY AT HH @miEe A KFEE RS BE X, o
A B 5 Uy 5 AR A Fol I EEEES A AFY Exd 4
7 A9 A& YA I RAFT

iy
11

2. omfRa &R

FihoE el Ward 47k, average linkage Kk, centroid 5t 5 3719
HEES H¥s 1209 e B8 130719 AAE SASHEIH Zzauas
REMMTHAA ‘Cluster’ 25 AHE3te 4 FAH Arbo] Yert, & &
Nl zpEE XA FE HEL %A mirdE e Qs EE @Y 9% 4
5 & ®skek

ME A A A g Ward 8] a3t average linkage o Fikol 213 CCC
o] W&, CCCo 2L #£%H 15712 vF Adit BEAA odejzoz =
Al Y Aol CCCo HEHng U A2y side] 5wk Cen-
troidjiisgon 93t C CC9] BE e EEeldHA Aldd o g FhAIE BSG

$ B4 FIrF ok Est ohT mEEREIT UYL Aoz CCCol 27
ﬁr 2 gl OJ—}L&D}_ ol A BHEyF EH e FHE ol It
Aol Ml = ok KELSHL d59 F7F vUF 32 HFele AHgs)
2] ¢tow @ FBIHHT(discriminant analysis) o 2 £ Bl oo &
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ol AR & AT T AU B4 & A xstd 1ok

FIBIAHTS oln) Z4 fEECT 2 HEC 43¢ HHRE 2L Qo] olF 72 E
e FBIEEE AAstn flgle] okx HEESS A HEA HF L 2
445 &3t FHo] Qlomz HE o A3 HETEFE/ Y= fHE

| dEted 1 HEHERE Foded TEFHol v RESHIAE 20 2
Bu #£%S FA4shen a3 FHES Fdobis EARM EGREA FHS
Hig ol88 4+ Yrk6) SASY ‘Candisc’#iRE o] 83l Bklol EEHZ
4 #7( canonical discriminant analysis) 3 ‘Stepdisc’ #ikE o] &3l B
R FIBISHTS TozH ((F2 OO FE HRE dAd=

(& 2)

EEHFIMTY FR

1. #9A BYFE AL A

H B & B EXMFAFE | F statistic H B E #E>F
1 .671 1.673 72, 615 .001
2 .408 .809 55, 527 .834
2, EX FEARK
HpEy | HX X, X, X, Xs Xs
1 .113 -.317 .351 .400 195 ~.105
2 .344 .159 -.600 1.000 l ~.168 -.103
H B E B H X, X X, X1 Xn X2
1 041 .064 163 | 173 ~1.081 016
2 -.432 .344 ~.000 197 191 .066

6) Everitt (1979 ), p. 171,
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3, R HIHES T

o2 E B B C H L M P W
1 781 | -.503 012 |~1.760 551 .350 | -.250
2 -.420 | -.074 | -.608 | -.096 | .166 .843 .180
x B 2alua, Ce 2229, HE stele, Lo @)
Mg sitjel, PE siele, 22z Wi slo)exohg =4
BRER H BT 28 HHEE
A M AW | Partial R? F Prob ) F Wilk’s A
1 X, 307 9.087 .000 693
2 X, 172 4,236 .001 .573
3 X, _108 2.447 .029 511

(R2-1 )2 4249 AP 93 252 Jehls SHEES 25
HHEE ZAzte] GAFKASY BEZ NS BMHERMES Jelis EXEM
MR, 2BERERAA 2539 AAolE FHse AR Wilks’ Lambda

249 "3 Fomel o BEE, 22 FEEH EEBY zols o
th= BEBRSAAY 25 o8 A" FHe Fofre =2 54 ol
23% B58 vetdch w2l FIPRE 1o & JrelRl AxkEe  zo)
7t goke %1-r7}"ét 23T L0164 7] A 2 609 IEPF o
e IHYgrE B2 A

s E vt g w ol ddted 3bd A ol vz = A H
= FFRAFAFEY B &E2-2 04 BEdr 19 TFIFASE g
TalEr] Hedd Xo, X4 FHES A3 R BB X, 2
T ¢ 5 Yk s 1L MK TeiEol e Bl I T

ol RehE E4 obg4 AT Y4 ATuche gl ATolRE Unew
AESS LR Aok BERE2E obd P el Hx @ (&
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2 -3 yollA FRolH rulst Hekom Balwx wic)qh, sizex] oo Fsls
Hulgle] okgxofo] ohd b Aot Y§ Atoy b ATUL HFHAL
g7z %dSs & F Utk

( £2-4 >= ‘Stepdisc’ gkl A A (Option) o2 *Step wise’%
2l Mudoz BEHe]l 2T AR HEHEE AA FThHake 3AMY HFE 2]
tb A elAlel4 R*7F L3070 z,to 9.087 W Xy ol xieg;q_Lo]
EWEERAA, 53 %58 B4 85 (MANOVA) ol A 25U 343 2
2719 o] E4 o mH e S7 %<l Wilks’ Lambdat: .693¢lch &
A2 e X B REEoR e HAWMANS KEZA Partial R'7}
17201 BESEE 0010 L Fgb 4.236% e wF Xo7h 2¥l
Soloa o9 el Ax 4.2360th =g A Xovh EQHI 4HA =
Aol A 2x|dute] W4 X, o Fzt 1.3160] Stepdisc "@iRAA AHE==
osleE 152 YA 237 25560 olEA SeleA XTI wWEbA X
Xo, Xo 9 A sigate] A#Art

o)A o] A W4wre i ‘Cluster’9] RS ol&3led 130719 fEHE
thal A7bH REEEo 2 $AMsld CCCY 3 ek Wardskedl ¢

2 Ay nb
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¥ CCCY =3+ HFAEMS $uE ve A8s o3 Exe] Atz %
95 olfralFl 7t 3= F3F°] 7HA 33, centroide] 93 CCCe 7t &
T Eme e 2t Aol o Ee BES T4 $EYe pank (2y
3014 & 4 5°] average linkageo] 83t CCCx:old = HEHS &

A 28 olEck #£EX& Bl 39 ZAfd= CCC
8gl Aol CCCY ol 0o miFmz 8 #£%E

A
(@]
o
- 0‘1 8
nE:q 10
214
W
5 —1
Z 9
. —2
5} 6 7
>
C 3
O _g
&)
= 2
O —4
5
-5
4

—6

-7

—8

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

NUMBER OF CLUSTER
(2% 3 ) Average linkage /el 2% cubic clustering criterion =3
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502 BRENEHES AT ‘Fastclus’ fiRE o] 83ty 818 HMHEHK
B9 HES dgct E£EY seed= 59 HEEEA AA AL Bol SRS A
= (% 3)3 o

(& 3)
1, & #
A = AA g EEENS HAHa AHgFAl A oAz
1 12 .481 1,322
2 17 /399 1.018
3 14 .516 1.209
4 19 441 1.525
5 27 .388 ,958
6 21 .388 » 1990
7 13 .456 1,447
8 7 .584 1,337

2, AYY 4L T

=z 7 B C H L M P w & A
1 21 (6)]13(2)] 27 (3) 0 0 5 (1)] o 12
2 3 (1)) 6 (1) 9(1)|52¢(12) o 0 11 (2)] 17
3 3 (1) 6(1)] 9(1)]22 (5) 8 (1)|15 (3) 11 (2) 14
4 10 (3)(31(5)|27(3)| 4 (1) 23 (3)]20 (4) o 19
5 14 (4)]13(2)]27(3)]22 (5)31 (4)|10 (2)]39 (7)] 27
6 34 (10)]19 (3) 0 0 23 ()10 (2)17 (3)| 21
7 10 (3); 6 (1) 0 | 0 8 (1)125 (5)/17 (3)! 13
8 3 (1) 6(1) 0 0 8 (1)j15 (3)] 6 (1) 7

& Bt | 100 (29)100({16)100(11)[100(23)|100(13) 100(20)i100(18) (130)

* Be Zdlehs, Cx 2224, He stolak, L g5, ME sidat

* Zabs AFY A P I A A dES
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(E3 - 1) 349 K& A 725 a9l F3 (F3-2)3
@Y UuESFE JEhd Erh AAEZ AFL 7Y 8 #£%og el
¢ AL BRY v AE AF AT Q44 87}1] stetgtele AME
Yreizte Aoz B 74 FFol Hojol ¥ olf ¢tk

(&3 - 278 gy EEHHRAA 3] °$313r 7] x| ool Al grol A #
B Qubgl AFY BEE 2 A3 vic) s} sle) oz o] v & Eiol
Tol B AT Ay SA4L 4d Adolele AL, WESF Bx ok s 2
w vl A A H3 st Yoe A ¢+ Uk #£% 1,29 32y A
ol Y& x|kol WY EH LELR, HE 4,5, 63 72 g G Y
22 T3 & F Slov % 8d dAAs FBF 5S40 Holx ¥k

Ghg X oF BENTAA KE2 = ALY KHEE, £HE3 ATH K
#, &3 NFD it Ador AYqsta EHEE HEFANA £ES
= AFga TAAG A AERA REEE, BE 62 A4 EEEAA
4 Aty KE, FET 2 AFAdY B, BE 4= Q0H BAK Ao
B Mt £t (& 109 HoASY B ARy =5EEE v
Bt B Felgls Aol T MEYE & 7 Aok gk G FY 2R
of W3 YA Arst glcotn spFsidels BESFEKRS 32 L 87
o ¥l ke AR =PI ofel T stolkd Yr)a)ake] aeln
vlefekst 2] @ x]ofe] L AM@E d4"us ARe F3H 83 Aeld o]
ARE 7deor o g FuAd AudHol AdE 5 =

3. ERStr (Factor Analysis)

BRI 2 S8R B o3 d5Elde HEBRKAE 4447 = 2
ERES o], A S)oldA ofd MFAe guiE e 2T FF8A
& 3o} PAIE FAH wUHelth

BEAFA I8 £52 4 Al A BEEDE oh4] deozd o A%
A FRE 42 4 A3 BEo AURNA B Ane AR AY I
el 89084¢ =1H 445t A 7 R AT g1y = (factor
scores)$ MAel g A=l FAAA AT S Yok oMY HRHH
2 AYEAE 3t AHodA A 2L F T dod E 4T HEEE
o &3l aAYE YHAE AT RENHY dRoley] ¥ope & ARE
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(& 4)

BT &R
1, BR3 BERE

8 ql 1 2 3 4 5 6
2 % = 3.093 1.987 1.331 694 .365 .155
u] 5 519 .334 223 117 .061 026
8 9 7 8 ] 10 11 12
a & F 011 -.153 -.281 -.305 - 425 ~.516
H) & .002 -.026 ~.047 -.051 ~-.071 ~.087
2, BEAR
al 1 s al 2 K3 ql 3
X, .97 * -.01 .02
) .54 * .28 .13
X, .47 * -.03 .21
X, .46 * .24 .26
X, .02 .85 * .26
X2 .10 .49 * 10 %
Xio -.07 46 * 37 %
X, 12 .37 * .32
X" _,07 ,33 E3 .26 *
X, .13 -.08 61 *
X .15 .01 .45
X, 16 - .15 .27
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A SR A ad@H & st Ao Al v F44e e o
o 4Astd Bt

27 FEERE FE38l7] Ssted SASY ‘Factor”sﬂ—% A3t a et A
#(maximum likelihood method)-& wje}, 88 ohizl 2E W 4E
AT EEE wWEdn 73 FThA 741*&% dHF L = BE( likeli-
hood )7} 37t =& o Ssls BE, F BHEAM(factor loading) & &3
gk 27 8400] A Felx £ FxAo = wlfsla MdA sy 4
+ AHE LEERE HAA7 ] A8 A W5 HEHS 899 $5 244
71 Aol A a<dl& slAdsiqict EXEE@O] s el WA (varimax) gyt @9l7)
o ARAtES §Eshe TEY A (promax)wy o g 3 Ao moloy M4 &
$ol H58 2A A=A gdomz Bhpkd AT 2719 AFHRE (XK 4)
off 8ok}

BRAH tiste] SASS ‘Princomp’ g ol 23 EXSHHTE S o
BRAHS ZA E2A @ 23E @A HErz ERS 19 FRS2E Fo
2 s34 £E3 AAE] AFE HAE (2 40 FAste Bk

+
FRT 1

ER 2

(2™4) F43 13 FA4F 2§ Fo= ¢ AFE 843
2.

x BE $d%s Cy F229 , Hi shola
Led 7 Mgl o e, Peslels
22)2 W Sol Hobg 23
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CFE4-1elA THA7F 105 2 ol A Sshe 2909 5 Busis @
B71EE wet 309 vl 991 #BHk (K4 -2 tha] galy
oul 7 adlel Y WEEe HHE DA el

BR 164 2 AFHE 2+ d95 X, X, Xo 8 Xo& 77, B4, 4
dolel®t, FAdY zelx FaAAY F7E B "5l A B

adlotet E 4 A2, e Xo, X, Xo & Xu® Z7d £58 437, o4t
He 4k ZFEA, AT A, sn g0, 2elm "8 e el
Hegolng AFH ahde dd H44 5719 gqlolet FHA, W4 X, |
Xo, XioF Xo 2 27 FHAA, Askak 2ok, AFY =1z}, uizp 3§79
5717F A2Es gQ0lnE R 2L IAFIE A" TR FA A AL
& 1274 ol 4o FaTulErE Hegdn s 3F AQ £

Wb BA, ®4E, 22l £5Y AR FaTAENE ZEdn wy
sdek

Cad 4064 kg EFES 13 AT Y FHH2E S0z T Hq
of o Aob L 7 UAF A F w= yrxekn  Flo] gkx|ore
ofgol obd Held o Yyt AEH A4 FU7F A wd s
ok ok orstel A walA A AE Holud A4 WL 2 EEFY ETEH

3& F2o8 & FxelA slolaka] b2 u-g9 F77F 28y Feth sEle
z|of 7} dlv] x| b2 AFA M E7 o KT g4l L AFE A3}
T Aok e FHolA LEBERE slAs (2 4)d a7 YL aa
e AYs SdelA FA4AT A (£3-2)9 A7 AY FUF AL

& 4+ ek

V. #& B

EEMTHES Fo Ads £eB adstn 4uAst Adste 7 AoH)
o WEWIE S Folod ¥Astd ughTh AR AT ozt &
E AT 2l FF A8HE A BARE & AT AHE daled o A
salo] ok

A, AEAel ol B BAE EadFolAL A4 5 94 Az 2
£% AAEY Be HAY AT datd ol AE  AgsRA A3}



126 REBiH

of 8 9%E £ 4= Ao UdHA vk I A 2= A B
= Afode ARE ZE3sld Folok sl L AT 28 IFETY Y
Aol 22 ¢kt
e AHE °§i’—3]"(algor1thm) of A FA AR FEAHolgln F
AE = 2B £ZHXehs Aol Utd olAL Aokl WUnE )y
Ward fjk#t average linkage Hizko 2 914 A 2e] o} 23] e 345 o
ald AAE do] ol WA oR o AYY ol FAL FAHsN: KE
4y g HE( iterative partitioning method )& %3l A Y4 L 3= Ao}
SAS & ubgte] daelFe] glou E =Fo4 ‘Cluster * A xte} ‘Fastcl
us’ HAE oA AHET Hor UF 2xhAl EAolgich
A2 e Aol Agk FAAW £ dFol A ‘Stepdisc’ @ Aol 2
3 HAg AAY HFE WP oy o] WgEo] MAE AAY AR Fel4
71e Wae obd Aolx AT nlold 4w FolFr) s} Eubel 5o
I B = gt
A B4l EAoltk A oE ZRov TEE T M2 ¥
3 34 vwdted Fo v Aol A3 o NH REHE do} 2+ gtk 2
BT AEE Afs & AT AREE 77 ol ol xokA EEol B4
o 2 4 itk
ol4e] FAAN E ATE HF FAANA A% glA = gou ®
+ &Y BE #ilx AEY EFEEAA Auide ¢ 'H#% g 4 Sl

& 3
o2 AT EEHHFE Aush FEEN RY ARE ¥R 3T W 2
S48 B 4 gm cold BEAK, FHAK, AEAHS 9o A8 4
Q& Agolmz o] AYe AL Axe] AEY FUE F R Aolk
CHESE 1) WERAYNE
ralgazer Fofe] 2o BEEL ol Wyl A% AvkA} b zaw A

I, 239 10.164,
B A kA 3] A} A F
Furzdx| ot BA7 7 R AFoR FYIA role 2ok, agdw

6.27 9. =3 F3perA13) 4L A FE
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slolak 2l ok dut 1 4E AF, 2T 3.254.
ofsheR sl AL A E

o

selexlet (AFEE AF A w4 AdA E3 v RESCTERR A
oF a%w 5,874,
7] 543 4k A E

slolEx]ek [ FAdug F3Ete FHoR T AFoEe HE 45 FF
T A, 2w 3,004 Y 7] 34 3] AL A E

¥ 289 AITAAL 1985 6¥9Y ZFdT FTHE gekas Aleldl A2
2 7F2 120 golA 150 gl AlFol A&x3%

CHig2) BREtd AEd 259 PHERK
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