BIRNIBZ ARG FEEEFIEESE Vol.5 No.2 29-38 (June 2012)

=T 4 — )Ny 7 EHOWEEAN Z O~ Y 7

AH Kt FHI B B b

ZfTH 2011511548, B%H 2011F12A21H,
$%$%H 201218198

BE . 2P oTEFT LW TAY ) Y IRROERIL, 2—FFNFNICL > TRLELHDTH A,
FO, ANT—=F DEOARENNCT I FAZ) T 247oTh, LT LI FTAFY ) v TERIES
NBEVIBENLL DA, 22T, RUETREMMZ L2 I A5 ) v 7T THAHOHME~ v TICEA
R MVEL—FT 4= KNy 7 2B, 7I5AF) U FIC2—FOEM % LS5 FEZRET 5.

F—-J—KR:HOHBL~Y 7, 2= T4 —F v, Z25AFY T, BHENZ ML

Weighted Self-organizing Map with User Feedback

DaicHr HisADA!  TAKESHI YOSHIKAWA! HIDETOSHI NONAKAL®)

Received: November 4, 2011, Revised: December 21, 2011,
Accepted: January 19, 2012

Abstract: A clustering result which a user wants to obtain differs from user to user. A desirable clustering
result will not be obtained only with the data features in clustering. We propose a new clustering algorithm
which can reflect user’s intention by introducing weight vectors and user feedback into self-organizing maps.

By using this algorithm the user can refine and adjust the clustering system interactively.
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Fig. 1 Examples of clustering result.

ZDEHIZ, ELWITAY Y U THERRZFDERED
I—HFOFHBIRESTHE V) ESICH L, 5513
VAT LIRS TAY ) YT AN LSO
BREZITNY, 2—HOEXEZ 7 T A5 ) ¥ FITBES
HLZLIZLY, EELWIITIRY ) Y IIRERPELNS
WREVEDSH B Z L IZHEH L.

AMFEClE, HOHM#IL~ v 712 Subspace Clustering
DFFEEAL, ZNEFND 7 T X513 $ 5o R
JE % BANYT MV TE B 272 Weighted SOM % 249 5.
2 512, Weighted SOM 2SI L7227 T A% » FfERIC
HLTL=H 74— Ny 7 %5252 81280, D
BB 2 2L &8, EBEOBENZEE L7 I9A5) v
TEAT) FERET L.

1.2 REBE

AHFETIEL—F 71— Ny 72 HWEEATEHD
HfkIb~ v 7 CTH % Weighted SOM % H2Z%3 5. Weighted
SOM ClE, %7 I AFICEANY MVaEAHNT5Z EI124
D, TNENO Y T A5 1Tx L THERMN 2 e 5458 O
BIERE 2 e w55 Z DS IREE %2 B . £ 72, Weighted
SOM 2SI L7227 92 %) v 7RI LT, 22—
T4 =K Ny xh 2, BAXY MRS5S L1
XY, 2—FOBEMEEE LIRS VT RITH) k
MUFEL %2 5.

KAF7ETld Weighted SOM 12X ) 2 5 A% ) v 7 &R
TAERIIH L, AN T =S DRMESNLEL LY
TAY Ky B, MORNT =502 725 ) ¥ 7 2HEL
TL—YPRET AL 2L T4 —FNv 7 E$5%,

COLI—=—HF T4 —=FNy ZIZE DV AT LI, 2FA%
Ky ORBIZ2 A5 0 2 7 ENTVWHBANT=5 D) b,
wpEMTVBANT = & K, IZEDLILIZE-T, A
NF =S ash s FAY K, CREBENLZEDNZE LWL
W L—HFDOEME S FTAY ) I EE D,

© 2012 Information Processing Society of Japan

HOMAL~ v 7 (SOM: Self-Organizing Maps) &,
Kohonen 225 L7z =2 —F )V kv T — 7 % flv 7= 2
BLYTASY Y S FETHLH 3. SOMES FAY Y ¥
TV D L, ERICOANIT =5 % 2RILO~ v TG
YA ENTEL. RIFFETSOM 2 HW AL, 7
FTAY) Y TRERE 2RO~y T ETRHTE, #he
NDTFZAINPED L) LREARERL TS 2 2RI
BECT&x205ThHbH. £72-S0M T3, 2RO~ v 7
FTANT— 2 BORERERIPRE SN TS 720, 21—
WD 7 I A5 2 BHZICLF LVWANT =50 T A%
AFPHETLIENTESL. E5HI1T, SOM IZ#fZR L7 7
AN Y TFETHLID, BT O—HTHLHL—
WIA= Wy IR RCEHETS, 2 A5) Y 72179
ZENTED.

2. FBEME

21 A—H¥T71—FRNyIEAVWIIIXZ)TFE

Cohn & [4] &, Z—=F T4 =Ny 7 ZHWw/ir 7 A
FO) S FEERELZ. ZOWETE, KEDF—%
* N OBEIKIZED W T TV — 745173 5 1E¥ % Yahoo!
Problem & X T, Yahoo! Problem Offi)iihe LT, 7
FGAZ) Y I FEIIA-TOREMNE X2 TR RE
LTWa., 151%, »EHED2OOATT—5HFHEL 7
TAFIZBE Ve W) L= T4 — NN I &I TAY
VY ZIZEALTWS, LaeL, o E#MLTwE LD
2, FEED AN T — & BRI ERE 5 2 5 BN
Al —HFT74—FNvIPEZLNS.

Nurnberger & [5] &, iz L2 7 A5 ) ¥ 7 FLETH
A SOMIZ, —=F T4 =R Ny 7 &R TLEANRY b
VEBHALAETFEERELL. COMETE, 55H
J—FIZET A LM ENZANT—% %, 2—FFD
B — FIIBEI &L VW) L—F T4 — Ny I %
SOMIZEALTWS., ZOI—HFT7 14— KNy 7 EHW
TEHANYZ MVEEHL, ANT—8527 A5 7L
HBBRTILELNLIYVL—FOEMIIEE LAY VT
Ao TWAh, ZOTIEIARMBEORETHREIIRLRY,
IL—HT 4= RNy 72T THOTEANRY MIVHTEH
N5,

LIF & [6] 1, AR & HI09S 27 225K L 725 & RS8R
REATOMNA Y5 T T4 TV AT LAEROLDIC, &
INL—HT 4 — K3y 7 (MUF: Minimal User Feedback)
RIRIBLTWAE, ZOZETIE, MY AT 58Kk
TA =RV AEMFELDOD, P52 57 14—y
7 OFMEGNIA N ERAINIA N2 R/ANIT A ERH
MELTwa, gHEmNI A b ERAMET % 72012618
KU IRAY) YRR LT (N %, BHNIANE
w/AMET B 7201 NDOREEN - E 2 T 5 GUI[8] & ¥
ZLTW5A, ZOWMFTIE, FITHFM & k-means &L

30



BIRNIBZ ARG FEEEFIEESE Vol.5 No.2 29-38 (June 2012)

B35t 2EZTWS

2.2 EANTMVERWRIIZ2YLTFE

Doeniconi & [9] 1&, 7 T AZ ) Y FICEHANY Mk
# M L 72 Locally Adaptive Clustering (LAC) %% LT
Wb, VTR Y TIZEANR M REHTAZ LI
D, &7 FTAZIZBITLERTOBEEEL L L2 5 k?y
TE&, 77AY) Y IREEDHELTWAS, LaL, LAC
VDI EADEE L EOREREHT 2 Dhx KIS
FTA—=F h e WY ET HLENH Y, #HY R8T X —
Y OFENHEE b, T2, TOFFETIHTS 2OHIH
FER L= T4 = F Ny 7 EHWT, EAEEHT L)
FCOVTIRIBERSE TV W,

Cheng 5 [10] 1Z, k-means {EICEANRT MV ZwEH L7z
Locally Weighted Clustering (LWC) &, LWC |Z must-link
& cannot-link &\ o 72Hil#)1E#R % AN L 72, Constrained
Locally Weighted Clustering (CLWC) Z#Z L Tw5
LWC & CLWC (X LAC & 13® 2D, EAD; WERF‘F%%?
INT X = FDAE LR\ 7208 X — & OFFFEIS LB,
LWC & CLWC I ZW L 22D 7 =% 12xf L TLAC 2 £D
BEfE 7 9 A5 ) 0 FFEID ST TAY ) U TKEE R
ARLTWA, L2L, LWC & CLWC i &5 5 & k-means
FEEPRELETHETH L7720, ELWT T AIEDPGHE
WA, ELWAEATE RN

3. HRMH

3.1 Subspace Clustering

—ff R s TR ) Y T FREAT T = DFRTOR
TEHWTZ A ) Y 7 FFoTwh. LaL, &AL
DANT =537 TR ¥ TIIALE R KITENE <
ZFOFTRCEHACC I TAI N Y TRATHIE I TAY ) ¥
TREPESL D605 5. £z, AT — 7 DERITIC
b & AT — 5 M OMEHEFFREEC 2> TLTv, 7=
FHEIOFUPHEZIELCRDBZENTE R Z>TLED
&) feH#D H A [11]. % 2T Subspace Clustering T,
K7 TAZIZEBNRT PVEMILT, 7725 ZTEIR
TDOEAFEAESE, 77 A7 ICHEEDD B RITE v
TUITAS) Y IRATHI LT TR ¥ IR O L
X oTwW5h
3.1.1 Locally Weighted Clustering

FTFHTIE, Cheng 5 [10] 25924 L T2 % k-means 1%
IZHEANYZ PV EMMR-TFHEEZ SOM IR 52 L 2%
Z5h. £IZT, ZZTIX Cheng 52 %E L TWw5 Locally
Weighted Clustering (LWC) Z2W BT 4.
3.1.1.1 #HiE

LWC (B 2) TlRET, #7725 OHLH ¢ =
cerr) K7 TAZITARIMEN TV S EHR
wiy) EAEALT 5. kI

(Cthka---v

N7 PV wg = (Wi, Wi, -« -

© 2012 Information Processing Society of Japan

A

A

ANT—EDEYET

IRFS HET
FOAL R
BANINLOEER
HMEREOFT

2 LWC DihX
Fig. 2 Flow diagram of locally weighted clustering.
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Fig. 3 Conceptual diagram of self-organizing map.
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Fig. 4 Flow diagram of self-organizing map.
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11 | Microsoft Office Excel 2007
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13 | Microsoft Office Picture Manager
14 | Microsoft Office PowerPoint 2003
15 | Microsoft Office Word 2007
16 | Microsoft Visual Basic 2008 Express Edition
17 | Microsoft Visual C++ 2008 Express Edition
18 | Visual Studio 2008 2~ > K71 > 7 b
19 | Mozilla Firefox
20 | QuickTime Player
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22 | VLC media player
23 | Windows Live Call
24 | Windows Live Messenger
25 | Windows Live X —)b
26 | Windows Messenger
27 | WinShell
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