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Abstract: Although the conventional factor analysis model performed statistically up to the point where the
number of extracted factors was verified, but labeling of extracted latent factors (Interpretation and meaning
of latent factors) are often performed under the subjectivity of analysts. However, the scientific basis for
the interpretation of latent factors may be compromised when analyst subjectivity involves. Therefore, in
this study, as an auxiliary approach to provide a scientific basis for labeling latent factors, a distance matrix
is created by calculating the Euclidean distance from the principal component scores, and clustering with
silhouette analysis is performed on this distance matrix to devise a model that labels latent factors. Because
this clustering model is extending k-means with automatic estimation of the number of cluster, can deal with
various cases using distance matrix not apply only to factor analysis model.
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Fig. 1 Decision of number of factors.
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Fig. 2 Decision of number of factors by scree test.
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Table 1 Result of the factor analysis and scale composition
about the reason leaving the company (Number of

factors is 3).

Factorl Factor2 Factor3 Ave StDev

x1 -0.41 0.15 0.93 0.22 0.55
x2 0.45 0.12 0.29 0.17
x3 0.75 -0.11 0.14 0.26 0.36
x4 -0.58 0.25 0.21 -0.04 0.38
x5 0.50 1.08 0.24 0.61 0.35
X6 0.33 0.30 0.32 0.02
X7 -0.34 0.60 0.16 0.14 0.39
x8 -0.85 -0.28 -0.56 0.28
x9 0.42 -0.56 0.29 0.05 0.43
x10 -0.84 0.15 -0.34 0.49

x11 -0.21 -0.10 -0.90 -0.40 0.35

x12 0.14 -0.15 0.20 0.06 0.15
x13 -0.79 -0.79 0.00
x14 1.01 0.61 -0.11 0.50 0.46
x15 .62 0.62 0.00

x16 0.14 0.73 -0.26 0.20 0.41

=2 BERTOMR (K153, HyAiE 2 +£0.30)
Table 2 Interpretation of latent factors (Number of factors is
3 and Factor loading = +0.30).

Factorl FEREE | X3 WO H L tFE LTSN
Mmool
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Lo T
HO#A | x10 fEFE LoHH
HOHA | xI3MNL L CTHEEZBD LD
HOHE | x4 FEEOSUIFRI =D
HE#ME | x151 2OStHCELS %75
EWAYAY /oY ek}
Factor2 FEEREE | x5 SHITESRIENR 20
FEREE | x7 7R - IR - IRIROD S
HEREL Aot
FEEREE | x9 RNEE R JEHIRAEA B 7Z -
7=
HOME | x16 fE, IR I3m 2k
WIS Ttz
Factor3 R | xI LN HSIZE DRV
HO®ME | x11 &, FETOD
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® 3 WERTFOMR (K753, FFafsE 2 +0.70)
Table 3 Interpretation of latent factors (Number of factors is
3 and Factor loading = +0.70).

Factorl FEERE | 3 ETOHHEFEELTLINTE
Nholz
FEREE | x8 AR L < ot
HE#A | x10 R Lo H
BOAS | xI3NL L THFERHD LD
HOHE | x4 FEEZOSXIIFBI D
Factor2 FEREE | x5 SFLITRERIED 720
HOME | x16 @, BIRMERE I3mEiR
A N Ul a5}
Factor3 TR | x1IEFEREZIZE DR
HE#E | x11 RS, FATokd

R4 O TEG Lot 2T O 72 B RE O R 55001 & R

fi (W% 4)
Table 4 Result of the factor analysis and scale composition
about the reason leaving the company (Number of

factors is 4).

Factorl Factor2 Factor3 Factor4d | Ave  StDev
x1 -0.25 0.12 0.93 0.21 0.25 0.43
x2 0.89 -0.17 0.57 0.43 0.45
x3 0.96 -0.18 0.13 0.30 0.48
x4 0.10 0.97 0.54 0.43
x5 0.28 1.00 0.27 0.51 0.34
x6 0.15 0.26 0.29 0.23 0.23 0.05
x7 -0.24 0.53 0.14 0.38 0.21 0.29
x8 -0.69 -0.25 0.11 -0.28 0.33
x9 0.50 -0.54 0.25 -0.16 0.01 0.40
x10 -0.50 0.11 0.55 0.05 0.43
x11 -0.13 -0.12 -0.93 021 | -0.24 0.42
x12 -0.19 0.29 -0.51 -0.14 0.33
x13 -0.77 -0.77 0.00
x14 0.69 0.57 -0.10 -0.31 0.21 0.42
x15 0.55 0.21 0.38 0.17
x16 0.69 -0.22 0.23 0.46

9 TNV %, Factor2 13 [95@5RE] O~V a5 T &
WENFNWRETHLEEZ NS, Lo L, Factor3 IE
R [5@RE (x1) ], TBEC#HE 1)) 012
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FTHRMPWIZZ LW EEZS5NL728, Factor3d 17 NIV}
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AT T)ITNVTHD.
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Table 5 Interpretation of latent factors (Number of factors is
4 and Factor loading = 40.30).
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Lo T
O | x10 B EoBH
HOHA | xI3AMNL L THEZBD LD
HOHA | x4 FEEZOIXIIFBI D
HE®E | x151 SO EL 8%+ 5
KT oTeled
HOME | x16 @, EIREE X I3mEiR
RIS U272
Factor2 FEBRE | x4 /OB ENETE
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TG | x7 SRR - IRB - IKIROD S
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Factor4 NA X4 7T DR T2 HE)
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I Factor2 O TR ED R b &\ 72 Factor2 ICHTE T
5281270, x14 1F Factorl O T-AEMREI R H\ 72
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Table 6 Result of cumulative proportion.

PC1 | PC2 | PC3 | PC4 | PC5 | PC6 | PC7 | ... | PC16
040 | 0.67 | 0.82 | 0.87 | 092 | 095 | 097 | ... | 1.00

52 ERPEBEALSI—V) Y NEHEETE
BERT, M8k A THIUTHIAEH (x1~x16) 25
BT 5720, {18 A Tl zfEL72) 2T, 65 F
B E TO/RRMEHCTEHALHB O — 271 v N
(Euclidean Distance : ED) Z3Ko A, il L T2
x1, x2 oL =71 v FE#E ED(x1,x2) 13X L YK
DHND, BB, peys IFE I~ 5 TR EETERT.

ED(x1,x2)

:\/(lecl_X2pcl)2+(X1pc2_X2pc2>2+» e 7+(X1p85_X2pC5)2

(1)

=7 BT

Table 7 Principal component distance matrix.

x1 x2 ... x16
x1 ED(x1,x1) ED(x1,x2) ED(x1,x16)
x2 ED(x2,x1) ED(x2,x2) ED(x2,x16)
x16 ED(x16,x1) | ED(x16,x2) ED(x16,x16)
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EEnTwzwv, DLErs, RIFFETIE, 77 A5 NE%E
s 5 2% L ORMESREMICTFMTEL LTy
Mt R WA L LT,

YTy M, O r AT DEERRTEFDENH
BD7 5 A5 HOMD HIZEN L SWHIBLL TW A2 %R
FTRETHY, i FHOEO Y VT Y MES; 1330 (2) O &
IR BN S,

b; — a;
mazx(a;, b;) (2)

CIT, q; 3iFHOE (V—F) 5 ERLEZ TR
Y OMOEF COVEEE, 2F) 7 7 A NEEEE R
L, b i FEHOEPORHOD 2 T A5 DEF TORNEYE
e, oWty A Y LOTREE S FNEhET.

DFY, FHUILVIy MEFRDOKREVWEZIZZ TS
FEEAT) &, 7T AYNEEEPROEL, Mmoo s
TAY EDOHEEN RS BVIREET Y T A8 ) ¥ T RATH
ZENTEL. AN, M3 ITRTEBY, LBV
Iy MEFSKEVEEIZ3 THotz/zd, K=3 1L TY
TAZN) T EfTol. TOMEER 4 1ZRT.

M4DE7TAYDAINE)AMELZLDHER S T
H5bH. 32 8 705 Clusterl 1557 EBRIE I % 8% U CERE

P =
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K8 VIAIWNAYNY AL (K=23)
Table 8 Member list in the cluster (K = 3).

Clusterl SR | xL FENEHSICE DWW
FEREE | x6 E&OLMENIL otz
FBBREE | xT PR - KB - IRIRD S
R EL ootz
TR | x8 NFHIRIRR K ot
Cluster2 FEREE | x4 ) A~ OBENETE
TEREE | xb RHITFRRIED 220
FEEREE | x9 RNEERERIREED BRTZ -
7=
Ho#E | x2 HOoOHRE - SR /1N &8
Lo Tn
B O#A | x10 @ LoBm
HO#WE | x11#5E, FETOD
Cluster3 TR | x3ETObAEFEELTLINT
nol
BHOANS | x12 T, BEOTD
BEAA | xISHNL L CTHEERHD LD
Heflse | x4 FEEZOSXIIFEIZDH
HO#HA | x151 SORICEL $%T 5
K IRD o T2 T8
HOHE | x16 f8IpE, B U3A 2R
BRI U729

LI AN E N T A5 THDY, Clusterd [FHCH SIS
BB LA NN L T T AYTHA I EDHL NI
oz, 512, Cluster2 (Z9HEREICINZ HOHAIC &
LB LIZA D IND I TG AT THAZEDRHLDN LR ST.
DiEA s, [958 (Clusterl) | & [97@EREEB X O°H
ARG DIRTE (Cluster2) | BX O [HCHSS (Cluster3) |
L) 3ODBAERT AL TE L EZONS.

5.4 7722) > TDER (BERFD) BR

#Fz9, & 10, T 111F, 8 A ZRiHiDr 725 1~
3ZLiE L, [OClusterl~3 OFH] 7, TO/D~®
DEFH FlEBIMLZbDTHE. LT, KRXD o0,
(Interpretation of Cluster) (2& V), &7 J A% Ot %
1oz,

aveij

IOC,‘j = (3)

sum(ave;—1~3;)

iE7TAYFET 13 &KL, jiE1, 2, ..., 17O
(F) #£T. 2F D jI3FERA OITY TV a~q lIxt
JBLTWh, 2&zIE, j=13a%, j=17T1dq% %N
FNET. DT, avey; i FEHDOZ FAF D jITHD
YU TIVOLEER (x1~x16) OFHAaTEERT. T2
sum(ave,—q 3 ;) 1%, jJATHOH > TVDI7 525 1~3 D
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Fig. 3 Change in the silhouette value.
clusplot(pam(x = sample.dist, k = 3))
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w
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Fig. 4 Result of clustering (K = 3).

AT OEEERT. D%V, [0C; 137 T AY 1~3
DEFNCED L% 7 T AT DEER, T TLD j47D
HACHENT LA TH L. 4B, £9~FK 11 TlI, ave;; 13
[DClusterl ~3 O | DFNZ, 10C;; 13 [O/O~BDE
FH oFlicEnERFIREN T A, F72, BT [10] 12 &
&, ik A OEILEIREIGTH S LIREN TV S0,
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IoCj DIEDEVITE, a~q DEWERE SO FEIREEDE
WHIEBOEF N THLEEZLND. WRIL, 7T AY
1~3DEFEEIL, [VIFIAF 1> 7TFTAY 2> 7T AF 3]
EWVWIHBEAETE, &512, £V F A% (1~3) OHT,
77 A8 1 OEEGHTEEEI EE LD TWiz720, a~q D
SRR R 2SR L 72 B SR DR LT B E R R
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Fz 9 [0C;; BRI T A% 1 OGHTHRER
Table 9 Analysis result of cluster 1 using /oC';.

K11 [oC;; T2 r T A8 3 OHTHRER
Table 11 Analysis result of cluster 3 using [oC};.

@OClusterl | ©/D~BD @Cluster | ©/DO~O

x1 X6 x7 x8 x3 x12 x13  x14 x15 x16

DI &t 3 DT OHFE

a 220 221 227 157 20.63 0.65 a 21 1309 19 41 4l 2.40 0.08
b 161 147 218 228 18.85 0.61 b 14 05 10 03 38 47 1.95 0.06
[ 23.3 20.1 23.8 22.7 22.48 0.70 c 0.8 2.6 0.1 0.2 32 22 1.52 0.05
d 18.7 18.3 22.6 22.1 20.43 0.63 d 1.9 0.7 0.4 0.9 5.0 4.7 2.27 0.07
e 17.4 17.3 21.8 16.7 18.30 0.60 e 1.9 0.6 1.6 14 34 4.8 2.28 0.07
f 190 179 203 19.6 19.20 0.63 f 14 05 04 08 46 50 2.12 0.07
234 196 223 267 23.00 0.66 g 18 06 13 12 41 47 228 0.07
14.3 21.5 20.8 24.0 20.15 0.63 h 1.9 0.5 2.7 0.2 1.9 2.5 1.62 0.05
i 19.7 164 253 15.5 19.23 0.60 i 20 16 1.0 1.6 29 40 2.18 0.07
j 14.5 16.8 11.6 14.1 14.25 0.57 j 5.0 1.7 0.2 2.2 1.5 13 1.98 0.08
k 189 201 247 182 20.48 0.64 k25 06 07 16 43 55 2.53 0.08
1 186 160 198  21.0 18.85 0.61 ! Lo 12 12 05 36 34 1.82 0.06
m | 273 200 218 242 2333 0.66 m 19 02 0l 07 34 47 1.83 0.05
n | 211 205 273 198 22.18 0.65 n 18 22 00 06 49 42 228 0.07
o 199 233 255 192 21.98 0.61 o 31 01 04 09 64 37 243 0.07
p | 123 182 247 156 17.70 0.57 po L9 13 1326 45 65 3.02 01w
q 77 188 198 200 16.58 0.54 a 18 06 64 20 45 60 353 L3

R 10 1oC;; MW7 T A% 2 DFHTHER
Table 10 Analysis result of cluster 2 using JoC;.

@Cluster2 | O/D~®
x2 x4 x5 x9 x10  xI11
DI DEF

a 8.9 10 152 8.7 7.3 3.0 8.85 0.28
b 7.1 12 9.9 8.7 9.0 15.0 10.28 0.33
c 5.6 94 124 8.0 9.0 5.0 8.23 0.26
d 72 103 132 9.8 8.6 8.1 9.53 0.30
e 85 121 119 8.1 79 119 10.07 0.33
f 6.6 93 11.6 9.3 70 103 9.02 0.30
g 6.7 115 138 7.4 9.7 8.3 9.57 0.27
h 82 117 83 8.6 9.5 156 10.32 0.32
i 10.1 141 139 6.9 9.5 8.7 10.53 0.33
j 10.6 5.1 9.6 187 49 4.1 8.83 0.35
k 87 110 145 8.2 7.6 5.4 9.23 0.29
1 72 112 102 9.1 89 13.6 10.03 0.33
m 88 142 131 113 109 4.0 10.38 0.29
n 9.6 11.6 10.1 105 8.5 8.2 9.75 0.29
o 9.7 156 149 9.1 84 131 11.80 0.33
p 6.6 87 162 8.1 69 163 10.47 0.34
q 8.8 92 13.6 6.6 82 175 10.65 0.35

3 TR THHLZ LWL L o,

RETIE, 538 CTEREINAZI ZVIAYOEEER
IoCy; TRFAiL, WO EEEDOEH N 7 A5 il § 52
LWL oTrIARY )V TREROFERE AT 572, 100, 1%
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L7 T A OEEIZED LK T A Y OFHEOE L,
DF DI FHHEDO A BT A LT T AY DEESE
RIS HETINTH LD, TDIFNITLERSA (X
NFFL) BERWCY I AY OEEE %M 5 7D
EZONDTD, RBIZEA NI AL 0C,; & O
HEMEUT LoC;; OFEMIEZOVTHRIT 5.

IoCy; LIAREIS, 5.3EICER SN 7 T AY DT —
Y (ftk A OEEEE) e R 7T ATHHL (5
L7:#ER %K 5, 6, 7 IZRT. 5~K 7 DWII
b, AT — Y OREEGOERKM AR L, s
HEZRL TS, 5~ 7 9 5 &, Clusterl 2%
fn 2 7 A ZIZHARTHEHEGDOE N X X NPFET > TWw
HZENHETEL, Lo, [0C; ClE&ErITAY (1~
3) DRINT, 7 TAY 1 DEEDNLET TAY DRI THE
FELUEEZHD T2 W) IR ETHL2IZTE TV
A, AN TLTEZZETTORREHLNIZT LI L
BCTELDPoT WAL, 10C; DHDAMIIBIT S 2
TAYDOEEE XTS5 FHEL LTRIAENTHL EER
5.
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Fig. 5 Analysis result of cluster 1 using histogram.
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Fig. 6 Analysis result of cluster 2 using histogram.
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Fig. 7 Analysis result of cluster 3 using histogram.

6. BhHYIC

BN T OBIC B 3 A amakid, o <1 1968 4F 12 J.
Scott 5 DI SITHONTWABDY, HERDOKT5H TIE,
- [Ol#R R K- 2 D 5 (B % dkam 135S {ATh LT &
725, P S N7EBAERF ORI O EBITiTh
TETr =A% w. LrL, EEPA->TLEHRET
BHAARIL S K& CHEAaDbNTL T ) WS 5.

W 2T, ARFFETCIE, ERSGEAL -2 v N
RO TERGIFEHEATTZER L, vy b (sil-
houette) 34T % H\V»C Z OHBEATHI A & i le 7 T A ¥ 4
KZfili$52 LT, RBABERNTOESNEZELT 7
O—FI2DOWTIRE L.
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SHBOMEE LT, HEROBEWRSIREGT AR T
FPETEL XL, ZOMBDWEEL AT 70 —FI2D
WTHZE LT E 72w, F72, S ERo 7 — 8 O
Lo THERTO T NV & % 5 HFEPEETETLE
A —ALEZONLTD, TNSDRDPDEH T SIOVER
LB HEARY AL HEICOVTOIZEL TWw & 72w,
51, AR CEIL LT -7 IIHET -5 TIlE R (R
KENITZT =8 ThHotziz, SHBIIEEF—5 THARE
TN OHRWEERL TV E 720,
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00 THIB L - RH TOBIIRIR, R
9 THH L ARt 500 4 BBBIES L TV 4 VEESBEDS [10]

(IZoft] = AW SEER T OBERBRPHEZ 20BN L7z, 727 = 212078 TN T 2 HE ARSI IR
PN EZZ SNLHE BRI L.

(BT : %)
x1 x2 x3 x4 x5 X6 x7 x8 x9 x10 x11 x12 x13 x14 x15 x16
J718) )
) 1> i
B4 153
L ) D,
DE i - NS o )
D& IV o NG| ) AL FE thic R
ttF fE - =tk i E7R i I )
R . ot =R D% BtR ) } LT %> gL i@
NE  RED » [k . B- . M b 8E. . o e
. FEx OEMTE 23 AR - . L HE X g% T
S D Rtk PR Kig Lo FEH  FHi
frs MNE £< <A o IFE 75 mE
ab AT (2FS NEE PR To ok . o
i FE R o N WD B mA R
ASANY ¢V W {3 = = »
Mmoo Tz STz 7o Yoo T o> S A RN e oY
AN £< 7=
7= -7z Uiz
STz AN
=0 2o
STz
a % 220 89 21 100 152 221 227 157 87 13 3.0 1.3 0.9 19 41 4.1
b & 16.1 7.1 14 120 99 147 218 228 87 9.0 15 05 1.0 03 38 47
20 ~ 24
c 233 56 08 94 124 201 238 227 80 90 50 26 0.1 02 32 22
ik
25 ~ 29
d 187 72 19 103 132 183 226 221 98 86 81 07 04 09 50 47
ik
30 ~ 34
e 174 85 1.9 121 119 173 218 167 8.1 79 119 06 1.6 14 34 48
%
f @K 19.0 6.6 1.4 93 11.6 179 203 196 9.3 70 103 0.5 0.4 0.8 4.6 5.0
HER
g (REFER 234 6.7 18 115 138 196 223 267 74 97 83 06 1.3 12 41 47
) ET
R
h 143 8.2 19 117 83 215 208 240 86 95 156 05 27 02 19 25
[N
i K E 197 10.1 20 141 139 164 253 155 69 95 8.7 1.6 1.0 1.6 29 40
K ¥ Bt
j - 145 106 50 510 96 168 11.6 141 187 49 41 17 02 22 15 13
=
kK IEf B8 189 87 25 110 145 201 247 182 82 76 54 06 07 1.6 43 55
IE B
1 5 186 72 1.0 112 102 160 198 21.0 9.1 89 13.6 12 12 05 36 34
6 7 H
m ~ 1 273 8.8 19 142 131 200 218 242 113 109 40 02 0.1 07 34 47
ENRL
1 4~
n 2 R 21.1 9.6 18 116 101 205 273 198 105 85 82 22 00 06 49 42
il
2~
o 3R 199 97 31 156 149 233 255 192 9.1 84 13.1 0.1 04 09 64 37
it
3 A~
p 5 F R 123 6.6 19 87 162 182 247 156 8.1 69 163 1.3 1.3 26 45 65
i
5 4 ~
q 10 4 R 77 88 18 92 136 188 198 200 66 82 175 06 64 20 45 60
it

© 2020 Information Processing Society of Japan

i

—

’_((L

E e

11



[EHRMIPHSH/YEE T —42~N—Z Vol.13 No.4 1-12 (Oct. 2020)

A B (ERE)

2010 - BEHEF B R F R F e B 500
FERHMA IR AR Ak, i (T5).
FHKRFFHEIR R, BROKELTK
SFUHHTRER, B TR 8%
T, BUE, HARFEIZ. 1HHm
R, LS, ST~
ZVT, B X F—= A T A 2012 AEIERARE S
509 [IFRSCE, 2012 4R ) N A ARFRE T 1 7 — VKHE,
2018 AL S KRR R R AL EH 2 2 H.

(HEREZR K )

© 2020 Information Processing Society of Japan



