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1. A&

$R 26 A F E(training samples)¥ ¥ ¥4 (discriminant function)& 2~33Hd I
2 BAY 5 %1‘4“‘ AaBHAA B FA9F Aotk G ARENAE aHLE 2Y
BogA AFHEo Au Ax RIHUsX M ¥ 2%d FRE ApHog F4g F A7)
WBolth, zt 1§ FEAYHol BF ¥ $#E Fishers AYRAGSFE o] &3t 2~3
A9 2H=Zs 44 98 & Q. 2y 4 2§ TEARZC] BT 22 &L B$ 2~3z
9 ZHEZE Qe AL 4A ¥ FAEA 2 Wete 49 “Behrens-Fisher Problem”ol] #AZtg
. o] AL oW AzEE(distance measure)E ©]&Z AJAAE =39 giite] g9 2o 7
M Al A}aHe Gnanadesikan (1977, chap. 4), Kim (1992)14 o531 At

g ® Ao o WHEME Sammon (1970)0) 98 @ A& AEHAT.  Sammon (1970)2
089 4 g=2o|3: FTEAHYH L A$ 1AL FHAA EANHE ARG E 234 H
oz BHY 5 UE WS AAsALH o] & Sammon T Frh. F Sammon (1970)
& g=29 7% AHWARFE g23% FF AYWAFFERE dold 4 glths ARl A<]E
sgch. g=2¢ A% d‘gs.’l%' 2= 1249 FAANT FAFHY g232 ASoe 23 o]del
A" & oz g=29 ASdE g232 A$E o83t A WA SH An@cre =718
Ax F WA & ’;‘lﬁk‘:’r Sammon Z#Zel F WA & AQA2YA Edihm AZAEHG
Chien (1978)0] ©3® Sammon ZAEE 137 42 2Ldr] Qe e 4 HorolA de]
o] gdtii %t}

Sammon LA TE FEHo g FEAHH goE 714 A LdeiA i, Chang (1987NE ¥
Bagdo] 2 ¥ ZA$ Sammon LT o 2ZA MV IHEE Aljtstdet. & 234
Holo] EASE MV 8= 3 AA £& Sammon LIS rPRAAR AP ol o)

D) o] e 1993UE HERAY SFAEAFATY HSHEF AR AFA Ao 2ls) A7 2
3o Awel.
2) (110-745) A &N F2F BEF ATANGT FA %

-414-
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oAt F ¥A F& FEAPHY o7t Hdrt HEEF dojxltk. Sammon LWE Y MV
Bz B Bk FAAQ ABLE AAF - AUE (1993)AA otF 2 U
=EdAME TEARE] A &L A F AREYTE 2-3x4Y 2AZE YEE F 3l

€ MEE WE AAstaA . B = A & ¥sY $£ pe duHoE p>2)v
%9 F g€ g=21% ASE FE AdF1 Jon g23% Bee g=2 9o HA{E HHE=PH
(scatterplot matrix)® ¥ A)stza} o}

A 2-AME ANZE 2HZE AGE Jdon A 3HAME M2 aHEE 2~33Hd
Bu7] 98 ALdESAEAE dF2 Aok A 484N E AAARE o83l MEL aHZE
MV iz} vl & Qlot

2. M2 adg=

389 4 =2 A AS pAY AEFFEE x; (j=1L,-,ni; i=12) &1 &1 ol ANEE
M;, 2 FHE p;, ZFEAYY 3,9 WP A 229 SEFEo|gn sta. JAEFEA o
o] BE 3te dE FERIYF x;= Z}xu/nz, FEFEAYD si=zj<x,~,-— xi)xij- x)’ / (ni-1)

gt Aol EE o= IFd &3teA A AA ¥ AP EE(test sample) & xTF L 3
3 x% xAbel9] ®E Mahalanobis A2E G(x, xi:Si) = (x - x)'S Mx - xi) &3 FAS
b FEO|IAWEE T A3 AP ENL A (Dol Fd Rl tistd x€RolW x& 1§ 12
wEstn x€RolW x& 2§ 28 WEIY. 4 (DAA cE oW Asoln RE olAdY

(quadratic region)®]gtl ¥ 2712 3}A}
R = {x:G(x, x1:S1) - G(x, x2:S2)< ¢} . (D

A (D& o8 9uE WEE ¢t} Seber (1984, chap. 6)o 2J3tA 2o E¥7 thwiz
ATEES 739 2% Ay &E(total probability of misclassification)g H4A3slE HAEH L
A (DA ¢ =2In(M/12) - In(IS/1S2l) 4 of PojH & & 4 Uk, E3 Gnanadesikan (1977,
eq. 58)9 93l A (DL O AFEEeEE 714 E 34 L9as A #AHA wd yHY e v
sx Atk A e Jdebd o9y RS EE  Mahalanobis A#Y  Glx x1:S1)F
G(x, x2:S2)9] &ol2 BAIHW G(x xi:SHE EFTHE o da A dd 3d AL
4 Ut & EFPdo] O HF AFEEE UE S wd g 10001-0)% AL e A (2)
o AE Eolth. A (29A cie ArE2A Flpni-p:a) & AFE7F pt ni-p Q) FEX9
49 1000 WETeta 3 ¢ = F(pni-p: Oplni-D/Ani(n;-p)}olth.
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Ei = {x:Glx, xi:S) <ci} . 2

B =29 AANE ARy Ao FEAFH 53 Spol B3 Anks 1{3 £A (generalized
eigenvalue problem)?! 4] (3)& Azbsf 2A

Site = die(Sz2tx), k=1,-,p. 3)

A (38 BEIE 2SS di2dy - 2d,>083 3, D = diagldy, ~,dp] B3R 8L
T=[t1,~tp] 83 3z E& pxp G988 A(identity matrix)& It st 228d 513 Sq
= g3 o] FAl Wizt "t
TS {«T=D, TS .T=1.
E =22dME 2 Do Ad Aguse ngstnz vk A DA 9d 513 S:= FA
o dztslgde B8 E19 F4lol €A AA "o

y = Tx - x1). (4)
A7 1. AP y=T(x - x) 98 ELE: € Re 933 o] EE: 2 B2 U
3 9. A7NAM AF m o 2R dAgd L& k7 A (5), 6), (D “YERY AT

Ei ={y:y'D 'y<c}.
E: ={y:(y-m)(y- m)<cz}.
R' = {y:(y+L 'm)’Liy+L 'm)<c"}.

Z29. AyAB yo o3 E} E:x: 93t oA

R ={y:yD Y- (y-m)(y- m)<c},

={y:y(D “'-Dy+2m'y<c+rm'm },

m=T( xz- x1), 5)
¢ =ctrm/(L “*+I)m, (6)

L=D1'1I @)
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A3 19 VEbd El Ez ROl did A¥ra Eie F4o] 9Ad qlE diztsig B8Y £ =
eldaloltt.  Ere F4o) mol dE 9 E£& Fold. R'E FAMo) -L 'md A+ diztsiy
ojaRtFHOoZA izt E Lo diztade] Rz wel o ¥oko] gepAth.  p=29 A$ L9
Hzteie] RE7F BF Fold R': el sunt Yol R'E AFMojr}. p=39 HS-
Lo diztg sl Hor7t 25 4 T/ 4, dunt golud wel R':= zbzh el A, 139 4
# ¥ (hyperboloid of one sheet), 274<] %= (hyperboloid of two sheets)e] ©t}. o]z}
%k 2LAI 3 A8EE Fraleigh & Beauregard (1990)014 28 4 qlth

3H MV 2 ZE A4E Chang (1987) Sammon Lo thdh MV 2 Zo] AH oA
MV 2 Ze) &8 (21, 282 Y Z1+Z% 2AH02 FROAVEAYSE Yedris 3

Zsta glth. v MV Z#Zrl REOAVYHFEE ZAHOE YEbdThd FRo|ud s
AXE 2HTE FASE oJE7? 2 =EL ol qEZRE AFEHUD. B =EdA A
At A2 aRZE ZA 19 Ued Ei, Bz BT § d¥3E7% @4 Jegdiaz o,

3. AdHA~

23 10l vehd EL Ei R'7 WIS dizst 99 dotm sueE ¥se & p240ld 4244
e UMz FAY & Ytk B BAF WAy Yot ANF4E =ojtny @
o},

089 4 g23 oln EETEA

ol sty AM2FANA TE g=2 A A AFEE  x;(j=1,...n5i=1,2) & g23 A AS
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2 8389 x; (j=1,~,ni; i=1,,g) 23 A FHF x = gfix;/( Zlm), EEFY

4 B=S(x-xNwm-x) . EEzuua W=g<m—1>s,», FEIRA9Y

=1
S, = W/ gm-p Bgn BN E@ WBY n4WEE edk=1-p) FT

Fisher®] kWA HAGALTFE er’x B FoJA
38 Fisher?] A8 # A4 84S SAYT ¢+ s 71A] wgtoz 2 (/)0 AW £3
2% (separatory measure) h& Azts) & 4 o}

By = }fi( T-%)S SN M=%, 8)

Z 2 (8)9 AHoE BIUSEE 4 280 FEYFH 239 F9 FTE Mahalanobis Ad 9 §t
ojmj o] glo] E4 % 2zt 1FL A FEHo dYn B 4 Avk. =8 Johnson & Wichern(1992,
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chap 1D9 91&@ 4 (8)9) me W B9 n#gEe @3 2n kdA AFJBIFF ex’x o

o AnEE e nHHE el HFEHE 2HIAUF TS ¢ T A
2] (8)9 HIA=xE mFEAYHo] % e 1A FolA AHgE Aot ek EIEA
o] BHE oz ¥ & Ui, BYP25E 4 (99 2ol A Aol BFE Aot
}2( T-%)S TN Rm %) ©)
2 (9 A g=29 A$E AYHA G&7 Z.
he = ( x2- x1)(S {'+SaH( x2- X1 )/4
= m(D +I)m/4
= ibk,
k=1
o 7]1A
be = (dir1)mi/(4dy). (10)

A0 e i AN B nHdoln, mk AGAN Aeld pAd HWE me k
¥R 4ot

dedoz e adze 4 (@9 YAl & AEHETH 24 2PF 0P A
QB Ejo olxeddel R'E uenal @t WS ELEiLRVF 2% gz s QA
p249l ASol: WMoz 4ol ge) Bl Ei, Ei R & e & flong H2E 2
gz= A 10 AT be@tol T AUE Tol AP 2~34 & M 24U Y =
t 339 B2 EL Bl R & dehina @ch 48 5ol A4l oA 1o YA <ED>FH 2
ol by > by > bs > boBT aAh o A% M2 IWLEG 24 P AT WE MY
B8 A A WA F3 R WA 48 el Jehiz, 30 B0 LA AE A 0
s3 3 WA 23 o WA F¢ datd JEiaa @k begtel 2 £MUE & ddst o
e A @0 AoE FASEE bedl BolER bt F4F 2eFEE o ol 43Y £ 9
7 WEolth ol EFEaddo] BF e S Fishers) AFWAFFAN 4 @) Aol
gezEs WIBY 2ags Yolmz nagel B £MUE 1o Hgss neued o
£g AAsE A% wHRstAel,



aHHLE o] B BIEHY 419

4. <A

AAARE o] &3t NEZE aWZE eI o]lF 7E MV 2=} vus] 2uxt g
t}. Chang (1987)° &3td MV Z#lZ7} Sammon ZRHE Bt} 43tk Geld A7) mEd)
¥ =&89A4E Sammon LT ele] HlEZE AFIAT AFTEE FoA FE WEE Bz
TE fith B BAEAL A7IM AL 2F 199 2§ 28 AE #dd 3239 Foln pe
OF 2Ud a2F 12 AR ddE B33 Folt. dE go] 2432
ol X e 2F 19d 2§ 28 A wUdEy d2g £
12 2% 889 3539 & 30t

dFEE FAA 57 BF
T 20]5L 1§ 2909 2§

oAl 1. 4] ®¥ro tidte] 508 WHEZ=A G Fisherd Iris dlelE€ o)A Iris versicolor (28 1)
9} Iris virginica (L& 2)& 2 #3) BA Iris setosaZ A3 o] &+ Ins setosa: otE& 2831
£33 FES7] "ok, MV Z#HZE 29 1o e k. 29 14 9= #BdAe Az
Hoz F AFE 7 A Y & AEE JEXNEE AaEANRY FHol AYE 4 Qu
ol HIA AgiAdMe uFAEHA £dldn Aztdrh oF BHEL G o2 e )
3t EfzZo o3tA] f¥n iy or FEo(AIAYSE Hgs] B2y AR AEd =39
FE 2+lolth. 2EY MV I ZoA AE #AEd #F2ge $£E 1+lojth. MV I ITE 2A}
Hog FEOAUIAFFE Yedon sted MV 2o 93 whie] FRojxud g4 2
FUEYd 4 Ue ZoE JtAgETges AL uf$ ol#sly) o Hroh

MEL 22 E 287 A9 di, me, bE T3t ozl ¥ 2ok A AR =3 A A
Zo 9% bee ZHZF 3177 3180122 F 9 F EIESE h=792 FAAM 6.35(100)/7.92=
80%7F AHdEd. A7 ol Hx 2L F71E AS biE 1190122 EE&En FoA
7.54(100)/7.92=95%7} A€t wetA A WA, A HA U AR 2L o] &3l 339 F 7o
et A28 2Zr 29 29 vdey Aok A7 ElSE Ere i peol gk 90% Al ek
4 Yl AFEE FoA Iris versicolors ‘¢’ Iris versinica® 02 Jeldo} 28 394
A% gdd FE39 £ 0+89)t

<E1> Iris dlel&HA di,mk,bk

k dk mk bk

1 1.40 272 3.17

2 0.88 -0.84 0.38

3 0.65 2.24 3.18

4 0.18 0.85 1.19
h2=7.92

oA 2. Lubischew (1962)7} t& 3% R % HE (male flea beetles)Z oA 3@
(x10,x14,x18) & 8] Bzt F 22v}2]9) C. hetapotamica (2§ 1), 317t2] ] C. heikertingeri
(ZLF 2), 217t8]9) C. concinna (1§ 3)E IFFEEolgdn A 3FFY S B S o3 A
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29 aHzs APEYY Y2 3¢ 30 veht itk 29 30 YEd 3719 ok R'e
C. hetapotamica & C. heikertingeri¢! 72-$% ©dAdd 2 d# &, Chetapotamica & C.
concinna®l ZA$= 2349 %= (hyperboloid of two sheets) %olA 17-&, Cheikertingeri & C.
concinnaQ! ZA<$-E AF 2okl 139 4T (hyperboloid of one sheet)1d I W& HAF51
oth. 2y 30lA E T g 90% AEge Eig EiR JET dFEEL ‘e Ex
Kz Jehat a9 3994 ZE wEg g2z £t ZF 0+00lth Chang (1987)°] Al
MV 2HZE g=2 9 A$9 gdFJouz g=3 2 o dAldAE AF3A Fut
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a9 1.
Iris versicolor(S)$} Iris virginica(G)oll W3 MV iz o} H A
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a9 2.
Iris versicolor( ¢ )¢} Iris virginica(Cd)ell t3t A2 ayh=

;

t
i
v




422 85

a9 3.
Lubischew(1962)2} 3F /<] ¥ #Sd g Qg ez H¥d=3g

C. hetapotamica (*) & C. heikertingeri (®) C. hetapotamica (*) & C. concinna ()
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