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1 BRATT—2D 1 XRLAAT7DFEHE x£2: HET— 2T B biaverage DHEEE
KT T Z» st ss PRl o o n wiy . ma—my SD(m) SD(m)
2 202 -2.02 4.03 4.04 4.03 1.00 05 1 50 -062 162 223 025 0.25
_ 100 -0.62 1.62 224  0.18 0.18
5 2.03 2.03 4.05 4.06 4.05 1.00 500 —0.62 162 2 94 0.08 008
7 2.01 -2.01 4.03 4.02 4.02 1.00 1000 —0.62 1.62 2.24 0.06 0.06
10 2.04 -2.04 4.07 4.07 4.07 1.00 3 188 *8%8 égg ggg 8-?‘71 8%
20 208 -2.08 416 4.16 4.16 1.00 500 -0.30 3.30 3.60 0.08 0.0
50 2.21 -2.21 4.42 441 4.42 1.00 1000 —0.30 3.30 3.61 0.05 0.05
_ 5 50 -0.19 5.19 537  0.22 0.22
100 2.45 245 490 490 490 1.00 100 -0.19 5.19 538  0.16 0.16
500 -0.19 519  5.38  0.07 0.07
1000 -0.19 5.19 538  0.05 0.05
4 BYEEER 10 5 -0.10 10.10 10.19  0.21 0.21
o - 100 -0.10 10.10 10.19  0.15 0.15
4.1 1R;TXAAT 500 —-0.10 10.10 10.20  0.07 0.07
. o - 1000 -0.10 10.10 10.20  0.05 0.05

23 WA A s

ER R E TORLEICERNL. T—IO 075 1 50 -0.79 1.39 218 0.24 0.26
wicx 2, 5, 7,10, 20, 50, 100 LT, 2°o0% 100 -0.80 1.38  2.18  0.17 0.19
500 -0.80 1.38  2.18  0.08 0.08
WICIER AT S E 2 SE XTI RICA T T I2E 1000 -0.80 1.38  2.18  0.06 0.06
. RN 3 50 -0.48 2.94 3.42  0.20 0.32
WL, 2T 2RO, EBOBTEIZRD 100 —0.49 2.92 3.4  0.14 0.23
. _ _ _ _ 500 —-0.49 2.93  3.41  0.06 0.10
&Y ‘”_11000' m=0, 1={20,.., 0}, T,=1, %=1, 1000 -0.48 2.93  3.41  0.05 0.07
n=m=—. ERAEFRIIET 5 50 -031 4.8 52  0.18 0.32
2 100 -0.32 4.8 519  0.13 0.23
F— 5 e —FEIZLTWT, ERICICR ST EF 500 —-0.32 4.8  5.19  0.06 0.10
R S Yoo - B 1000 -0.32  4.88 520  0.04 0.07
ﬁfﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ‘ik)[gﬁ‘ofv‘é. (kTBLF%JTé?/Eﬁ 5 10 50 —0.16 9.92 10.08 0.17 0.29
- L ek EE - L T 100 -0.16 9.91 10.07  0.12 0.21
k—&ﬁ Eﬁﬂéﬂé \-@%‘%tT 7ﬁ}¥$ﬁ®mulék 500 -0.16 9.91 10.08 0.05 0.10
DT IR DL 1= L7\, 1000 -0.16 9.91 10.08  0.04 0.07
095 1 5 -0.95 1.11 205 0.24 0.25
100 -0.95 1.09 2.05 0.17 0.18
) 500 -0.95 1.09 205  0.08 0.08
4.2 Biaverage 1000 -0.95 1.09 2.05  0.05 0.06
e g e 3 50 -0.70 1.92 262  0.22 0.44
KIZ, biaverage D55 FWaiEL /20, 2ODIE 00 -0 1sl 5% o016 031
o S WEJELA sk Fas 500 -0.71 1.82 252  0.07 0.14
WA % S BREE, RAER, 7=y e Z 2 %) R A S O o
LIRAESHT, 2200H5%E M (biaverage) M OHiHE% 5 50 -0.44 357 4.0l  0.18 0.62
_ S 100 -0.45 3.33 3.8  0.13 0.47
F7- ERRERIIE 2 1ORT. EBROBEEIL, w=0, 500 —-0.45 3.39 3.8  0.06 0.21
_ o _ 1000 -0.45 3.39  3.84  0.04 0.15
#=13510,  a=0:=1, »=50,100, 500, 1000, 10 50 -0.20 88 905 015  0.67
m=0.5,0.75,0.95,0.99 & L7z 100 -0.21 8.62 88 011 0.5
‘ 500 -0.21 864 88  0.05 0.24
Biaverage 134 { 433812 T AEFIEHRO L WE F 1000 -0.21 8.64 8.85 0.03 0.17
X 099 1 50 -0.98 1.04 202 0.24 0.24
T2O0E—- FOELHES 27 TH 5. FHMHE 100 099 1.02 20l 017 017
B g . . — 500 -0.99 1.02 201  0.08 0.08
A A N A O L (U 1000 -0.99 1.02 2.0l  0.05 0.06
m=05%0.75D & XL, ) EMICEHEEINT 3 50 -0.8% 1.3 2.23 0.24 0.38
100 -0.91 1.20 2.11  0.18 0.24
W5 LaL, HEE2VNE LR, 52 OFERSHD 500 -0.90 1.20 2.10  0.08 0.11
. ) ) ) L 1000 -0.90 1.20 2.10  0.06 0.08
TR b L, WERENEL LI LND 5 50 —-0.60 2.33 2.93 0.22 0.69
. . 100 —0.70 1.76  2.46  0.18 0.44
Bh. SHIZRIIBIEFOADL S, THDLH 500 -0.69 176 244 009 020
W > 5 — ¥ \=HF+ B biaverage O 5B & R 1000 -0.68 1.76 244  0.06 0.14
10 50 -0.24 6.92 717 0.15 1.15
N(0, 1) 2 5n=50, 100, 500, 1000 = ffli i L 72 = & & 7 100 -0.29 5.31  5.60  0.12 1.01
B B R N . 500 -0.28 5.34 563  0.05 0.46
L. T=FRICE6Tm =10, m,=10LHEESN 1000 -0.28 5.35  5.63  0.04 0.32

TWb. BIEED VT — 128 LT RFICHE S
NHEWVWH) T ELERTE S, 2 0% principal
points (Flury, 1990) W7 EZ2FHoLE2 615
DT, TNHEDBERIISZROMIEREL L7zw.

YIal—va o RTH=100,000M. ©m=0 c1=0.=1
LT, nmfAENQO, D25, n(l—a)ff% N(us, )57 — 4 %
FEHE ST, YFEHEMERE L2



—ERMERAN BT HEELEE 7 T A5 — oy FIEE

%£3: BigT— 2% 7 5 biaverage DHEEE

2 n m m =0 SD(i/’l’L\l) SD(f/ﬂ\z)
0 50 —-1.00 1.00 2.00 0.24 0.24
100 -1.00 1.00 2.00 0.17 0.17
500 -1.00 1.00 2.00 0.08  0.08
10000 —1.00 1.00 2.00 0.05  0.05
R4 ETF—RIIWT HEE
TXAT =4 AL AT T4
UIl 154.5 2168.
UI2 6.677 34.36
UI3 145.7 2139.
LkRITTAa7 | 1=7.109, 7.109 | 1—24.12, 24.12}
Biaverage | {—8.355, 7.717} | {—24.72, 25.47}
Mixturel {=6.929, 7.251} | {-23.93, 24.40}
Mixture2 {—6.367, 7.820} | {—23.93, 24.40}
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Abstract

When a new statistical classification method is proposed, many criteria for partitioning clusters
have been proposed. In this report, we consider a method that does not deny division when
multidimensional data is classified into two groups in some way, when projected one-dimensional data
is bimodal. We examined several indicators to make that judgment.
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