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Perfomance of Kernel SOM
considering Adjacency for Damage Evaluation

KEeN-1cHI Fukul ! SHoGO Akasaki,? KazuHisa Sato, 3
JuNicHIRO Mizusaki,’ Korcur MoRriyAMA, T
SaTosHr KURIHARAT! and MAsAYUkT Numao !

We evaluated clustering perfomance of Kernel SOM considering adjacency
within the obtained map upon Acoustic Emission (AE) waves involved in dam-
age such as crack, friction and collision. Here, we employed Kullback-Leibler
(KL) kernel that is based on a distance between probability distributions as a
distance between frequency spectrum distributions. Also standard clustering
measures, e.g., cluster purity and F-measure, are extended so as to consider
adjacency within the map obtained by SOM. Using simulated AE data sets, we
confirmed the KL kernel performs the best among the several standard kernels
in terms of F-measure. Moreover, the visualized map shows different classes
can be well separated using KL kernel.

1. FUSHIC

Kohonen I2 k> TIREX N~ ACHML~ Y 7 (Self-Organizing Map: SOM) Y i, ¥—
& DRHHZEMRIN TONMMEEZ M Lic~ey 72K T 5720, KEET—50&2HoE
RRBLR & R ORI Z BT 2 Tk e L TTEZ RO, BEEZZ EkL 208
TEWIPER, T A v ZIBHEINTVwS, i, KEET—5 0Hffiz L
DHHTFHELE LT, a7 53250y 7D D, £RIGRERKE (Multi-Dimensional
Scaling: MDS) (128 & N 2 ERITADERA 22l IAARED D BREINTWE, 75 %
Z) VT EERTEANDIDIARD 2 BIEITH) T L dFEA 6N DD, LTI ns z2HARIK
[FIRFIZAT ) HEE L TSOM IZEHRH LT3,

B, EARBER, FHcEEBRGYIREE R (Solid Oxide Fuel Cell: SOFC) DiE{#E
12X DAL 2% %2 I L 72 Acoustic Emission (AE) 57 —406, HEY A 7%
BEEREOOHTPERD - o OB E L, SOMZIGHT2 I L2 MEL TV,
SOM 37— % D& 2L L BTV E LTy 72 ERT 270, BEOERT—
I R=AD ooy 7 EBEDETRIND O BHEDREZHENICHEL 2D, 20
BED L) BEEBREZWE O FHMETS>7D T EDICBLIEFELEEZ TS,

22T, AEEIIA  BEYR MM o AL L LTl e hiTw 3, AE 04
TIEEE L THEIAN 2R & AE 85 L OBRICBAT 28 CH D, AEBF L7 7
A (BES A7) ZEEHEOT 588 — ikl & o 7RI A 2o, EHETE,
Z1% Rippengill 51%, HIF7BoHEERBEL»SE SN AE F—212x LT, BRI
(PCA) DF— - E_FWTIC L > TRONZFHTO T —F O3 OFIgl, & X U%E
Za2—90V%y b7 =2 XBANEEToTwEY, 7, Godin 513, XY ZAFVEAH
DRIRABRIC L > TR SN AE 77— 12/ L C, k-means & SOM #fAGHE T 7
AZY) VB XOAHLEZT>Tw3Y, 7, EEEHINTOIHARO—ETH 27
v b av=—fi#E{tE (Ant Colony Optimizaion: ACO) ZIGH L, AE 5 OEHET —
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TN bhENTWS, LiL, InsD%IcE T AE WOFRUEIE, kA
A7 R, b LR R e SRR O R O Bl 2 — 2 U v FiR#EC D
WTED, AE EOBELUEE L CGEY L 1EE v,

—J7, WAE, BICERIEANGBRT 25— 2 VBB E 3 2 LT, MIBOmNT Pz
BIEFRICIREL 2, BFoFRIGHEY Z2BUELZHAGAARL D T2 2 L2 THRIZT 5
H=FNVEPEHEN TV, A—FVERAHL#EE LTI R— bRy —2>
v (Support Vector Machine: SVM) BEHTH 525, SOM IZBWTH A —FNLL 7
A=)V SOM BHREZIN T 310712 2 2C, H—FVETENROBHEICAHE Tl
Yl A —2OVBI IR, & L IERGHT 2 2 EEHEE 2 5. NENR A — 2 OVEIKIC
1, SHERA—FN, A9 T rh—3), STEL FA—ZAGEDRH 5, BAIGH%Z
LT 2RI, MEROBEE — FICBIE ORISR GHk o, FEBART b
PRIGRZZBR L7 — 2 V2 BRS L RGN T2 2 EDEETH S,

ZRUCH L TAEPIZE T, IEHULREEA XY F s T, MRS OES 23 %
Kullback-Leibler f&#iti# (Kullback-Leibler divergence) %%\ L7z KL A —F/VIZHEH L
7o, AESIZALF =212k ) KL A—F )%\ SVM O 3EM:RE % E R I 31l L
TED, KL A—FWED W O DEEHER 72 7 — )L & LRI L CRIF2MREEZ R L T
21 Ldpl, BED L Z A, AERBESORMEEARY bLicxtd 3 5 —%L SOM Dk
i 1 7 ATV 2R,

Fex iz ETlg, FEEED SOFC DEEEH AE 7— 71X L T, Sequence-based SOM
2 X B EEBROTHEY £, KL A —F L&AV A—30 SOM LEED SOM OE
P S 247> TE 7, LapL, FEBED SOFC ICEB\»THEY 4 72l L 7- 928k
HigTHH, £/ SOFC ODFEICE W THEA H = XL DOKEFIFBURTIERATH % 7-
O, ERNAFHEIFTZ TRy, 2 2 TAETIE, —MRICED 2 S, BESHEEE LR E
BB 2 AE BB 0EET— ¥ 2V, KL 27— %)V EEHENZR WL OhDH—F )L
REH SOM & DERM 4 U3l 21T\ >, KL 7 —% VD AE 57— Icx§ 2 55
i, 22T, SOM Ok EL ERNICTHET 2 1H 7> T, 7 IAFMESLF
X 2EHED 7 725 Yy ITRER, 79 AFBOHEHIEER I N T2 7280 SOM D
TR E L TR THhE. 22T, SOM Ik W Bonik~y 7 L TOEHET—F D
BBtk 2 18T 2 & 9 S EHli R L 2 AR L 72,
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2. A—=xJL SOM

2.1 A—XRIVEGRR

BRI, NEOANTT—% %1, ,xny EGIIRNLT, I—FNVBEBK:GxG - R
EUT OWE 27 TRHTH 5.
WM K (xi,x5) = K(x5,%:).
FIEEEYE 2ANT—F %1, ,xn, EFEOFEH or,-- ,an 1T L TRADI D L.

ZZaiajK(xi,xj) 2 0. (1)

%

ZDE4,

K(xi,%x;) =< ¢(xi), o(x;) > . (2)
BB G G — H (AN L b M LT B ZEEANGRT 2950 EET 3
TEWRENTLEY, 22T <> BWEZET. SOM Z2IEL 0 LT 3¥EFEDS
1%, ZoOFEBERETET—SHONEOETHNS 720, GERBEE ¢ OFHIZBICkE S
7LD, ZONBMIZERTEIUIR L, A—2VEE 2 OBENEEZFIAL, BicHE
KICNFAR L - B2 TEE %79
2.2 Kullback-Leibler 1—X%JL

vﬂﬂ@%ﬁﬁf{)ﬁf]’%ﬁ%ﬁ?ﬂi%ﬁx&ﬁ ]‘7]/78 X; = (:L’7;71,~" ,-'Ei,v) k'g—%) k, KL 73—7‘\11/

IEXATEZ6N%,
Kk (xi,%;5). = exp (—BJS (x:,%;)) (3)
JS(X»L'7XJ‘) = KL(Xi,Xj) + KL(X]‘7X¢)
P Tjk Tik

T 2T, KL(xi,x;) & KL 15 & WHEN B HERSARIOE I 2 R T RIETH 55, KLIHE
W (Thbb, KL(xi,x;) # KL(x,,x:)) Th27d, KL IHEHREZ WML
7z Jensen-Shannon [FfREZ VTV S, £7, B(>0) EAT =YV I RIXA=FTH 2,
772U, KLEBRIEHERIMICNT 2R/ TH 70, Y, vip = LICIEHELT 2 0803d
L. FEBART "NVEERESGEALTIEE, AR FAD AT — (HukHE) 2k s
T, B DN 2 HBLHER 10 2 RS 5.

FEESELTE, R Q) IREEEMEEZL S R, BEICED — 2 VBT A
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W, L Lads, EHHEROKEZETS ©, FHEPHEESES 2V ehTE
D, EHERIOIOBINELET 5. AFICBLTHERICK (3) 20— VBB EAL LT
W, F, H—FNEEFHLARETH 2 SVM IcB VTR, PIEEMEEZ R S 2w
& KIRWRCERDRIE X 1172 { %2 2208, A THV 2 4 — %)L SOM IZ B\ TR EEE
CEWTCEEEEERER SN wio, BRZEEE 32520,

F 7o, BHENZ A — 2 VBB E L CARIFETIERD 3 DD h —F )L L IR L 72,
Ao 72 h—xI (GS)

Kas(xi,x5) = exp(—%). (5)
VITEARD—FI (SG)
Ksa(xi,x;) = tanh(axix; -b). (6)
ZEAN—XIL (PL)
Kpr(xi,%5) = (xix; + 1) (7)

ZIT, 0, a p (HRE) 37 X—9TH5. AWETIZI=0,b=0ICHEL%.
2.3 A—XJILSOM ZILITY XL
KEITIE, Ny FEAH—F SOM™? O ZFT 5. —MOEHRE h; G5 13
—a—uvn/)—FES) %ﬂ%wkﬁ—Mﬁ\/b SO%@EE’JBQ%ZM%EQ“GQZ 5N,

minimize Lygsom = Z Z Z hijllo(xn) — mj||2- (8)

CIT MEa—uuH, O B st aE (I & BT — 8 0
&, Thbbt C = {xulc(n) =i} (c(n) E x, DHEE=2—0vDFET), F/m; (3H
joa—OVICERINDBMRY ML ERT, EHEERE L TERRON 7 AR X <
Mwesis, ,
hi,; = exp —% . (9)
ri 38 =2 —u v OMEEE G 200 ThD, o lLEHFEOHEE2RT I RX—5
CEBEERR) TH2, —a—urobrFRuy—idilE SOM LRLU L, 2 RILDEEIZIES
b LESNAETZHOWS I L TE S,
WDy FHLSOMY DBMR Y FVEHFRICE VT x, % d(x,) BEWZ D &, H—
F IV SOM IZE W TRADBROHE D 32D,
m;(t+ 1) := ’YZ e(ny,id(%n). (10)

::T,t@%%x%yfﬁ,yumﬁmEJLJ/anwJT%é.ﬁ—*wSOMT
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i $(xn) HRE S RVED, BRNY ML m; &7 —5 M x, & OIEE d;., % FHT
52LT, BB PLVEEHRT S,
din(t + 1) = [|6(xn) — my(t + 1)||*
:MMJH*%zyWMMMJﬂ
J

7Y 0 by iheqy, K (xe, %), (11)
k !

PRIy F8A — 20 SOM D7)V 3 Y X L D% =7,
Step 1. 7YY LRBERY ML ETF—F L DIFME D, 52 5.
Step 2. BH—a2—vvZ2HHTS,

Vn c(n) = argmind; n. (12)

Step 3. 2TOEBWENY ML EF—F ML DOIERIE d;,, 2R (11) XD HEHT 3,
Step 4. WL o #/MS L, BORT 2 £ T Step 2, 3 ZMEDIET.

3. BEEMZEERUCFHMERE

WED 7 I 28) v IRETIRZ 7 25 BOBRIFEBEES RO, SOM DHEERE
ELTRTITIERVEEZSNS, SOM IIE =2 —n v Iic X VLT — ¥ foEs%
KT 205, Z2RUCMAToa—ayp hEad—ic k), F—yoofilE2 Itz 2HE
ZHEO. Z22TARTIE, BEDZSAYY Y IRERINCLT, FEuY— Lo
ZREZMLOEALE LTHAT 2 2 L CRHEERZERT 2 & ) ICEHEREZIRRT 2. 77 R
VY IREE LTIRAE CEAIEISRET &, F—2oxhiciEo < RED 2356 0,
FNFTNIRT 5.

T, FHREICREELE LTI IRAYHME, 77AFMHEY, 2t —%2%2%,
C;eClEZ7 2% (SOM TIEME =2 — 0 VIC X BHL T — ¥ HEAITHY) , N I3k
TR, teT: (IEW) 75AFS, N, ZEi 773 RAFDT—FRE, N, 135t 7
TADT—=F B, Ny B 7V IAZICEENDH L 7 FADT— Y e £T LT 2,
ZIT, Ny, Nii, N ZBGHEREEC R ; 1IKDRAD L) IS 5.

*1 HUZ FEHEWIEND 2 E05, 0T — o3I FHEEXAT 2207 7 A FAHEWEZ LICT 3,
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Table 1 Cross table for pairwise of data.
t(xi) = t(x5) | t(x:) # t(x;)
c(xi) = e(x5) a b

c(x:) # c(xy) c d

NI = hi N (13)
J

Nii= hiiNes. (14)
J

N =N (15)

CNLZHVCTY IAYHE, 75AFflE, Ty ratE—3UToLI)ICEHET 3.
IS A7 4E (Cluster Purity: CP)

1 /
CHCL_N7E:%%Nﬁ. (16)
ciec
Y 72X F fE (Class F-measure: CF)
N\ M .
CR(C) = max F(t,Cy), (17)
teT
2 Prec(t,C;) - Rec(t, Cy)
F i) = . 1
() Prec(t,C;) + Rec(t, C;) (18)
Z 27T, Prec(t,C;) = N{;/Ni, Rec(t,C;)=Ni,/N; TH 5%,
Iy bhOE— (Entropy: EP)
1
EP(C) = = > Entropy(Cs), (19)
€] ciec
N/, N/,
Entropy(C;) = ! = Jog == (20)

“logN’ £~ N/ "° NI~
teT

RICTF =R IEDSNEREZ 2 1T, TITRLICTRTRTIA A9HEEL2IEET 2.
22T, a,bc,d ZF—FDRTPBEL 7 IA (752%) BT (BIk\w) F—¥ 5K
ThH%. SOMTIE, FHLZI7AZIBTT—FRBORDYIC, WLIIFAYTHSAE
likelihood(c(x;) = c(x;)) ZH A, / — FlEEEH IS GEFRBIC L >THZ 5.
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>

{4,351t Gei)=1t(x;)}

b= Z Be(es),etxs)- (22)
(i1t Ge) ()}

hc(xi),c(xj)- (21)

¢ = Z (1 - hC(xi),C(xj)) =a+c—ad. (23)
{i,31t(x;)=t(x;)}
d = Z (1 - hc(xi)7c(xj)) =b+d-V. (24)

{4,718 (x3)#t(x;)}

I d b, d THALNZIRRRT 7 A AGHEREAT, 774 ZREL LN
TIARXFfEEZRRICL D ERT .
R7 741 XFEE (Pairwise Accuracy: PA)

o +d
PA = 2
O =Trvrora (25)
R7ITA4XF {E (Pairwise F-measure: PF)
2-P-R
PF = . 2
=21 (26)

ZIT, P=d/(d+V), R=d/(d+)TH5%.

Wi E LT, BB h; =6, 3702y h—DFNY) O%f, ERoETo
REEIZER OREIC—HT 2720 BRBIBETH 5, £, WEHEBIEUE h; > 0 2D MHERE
BTS2 A BB o T B IR, BEEMEZ BB L REICR>TwbEE2 5, L
ML, EFEEEREC L L2 LTLE) 20, BEINS T 08ND
3, AfRCIREFHEREZE LT (9) 2Hv, o=1 L LT,

4. SYFAMEREETE

4.1 ERT—Y

—MICHHEDE — Ficid, FZUCRRINZERWAFAOE—F &, BT X 28860
BEAME—F2H 5. BNE— FIZOTABEEDIHC, RYIKE 2IRIEZ RF oW
Bonsd, —K, TAWE—FIZOTABEEINEL, IRIFIZ/D S LR L 2 s n
25, KT, AEESOEET—2 & LT, IADEE, HRicksErar sy —
FoA ZIC K DEF L, BRNAMOE—F2 SHEHFICL-T, $EGENREA
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(a) Ko E2% (b) #YhEDI3 < HEE

B 1 BifET—5 OUUE 1
Fig.1 Collection of simulated data 1.

A5 5cm @¢50m
20c™ = : z/g

a
245 |M 4C”‘I * 245
| -

(a) FDOEEET (b) FOMZEH

2 BifET— 8 DI 2
Fig.2 Collection of simulated data 2.

Wit — FZEEZTICX>THEIL T3, v 7Y v ZREIE 44.1kHz TH 2720, &t
TVTRE 2 R R B 22k Hz L% 5% F—F Ly MILIT O 4 I (K& <1 2 flsH)
ZHBE L
F=Fty k1 B1(a) IRT LI ICKRHDORNEE RV FTHEEL, Mol %A
THoEEIHETEHE, 7, B1(b) ISR T LI ICHYZEDOR T %Ry F CHEE
Lo E0B2EE L. R4 BEHREL, 2577 R, &7 7R3V 7
WOOEF L7, RROBEEREZIEIUTOED TH 5.
921 23 #M () 3mmx3mmxL=100mm
I9F5R2 2NUYH (KR) 5mmx5mmxL=100mm

*1 REBRTHVZ a7V — oA 7 IFAMEE L »EEFTELWAEDIEL X AE T4 WA (AE 1& MHz A4 —
F—F TR RS HEN T D), F% & LT L WHAR A 2 b1 Tz,
*2 TNHDT—% %y ML, http://wuw.ai.sanken.osaka-u.ac.jp/~fukui/wave-data/ I[Z TR L T3,
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Fig.3 Average frequency spectrum of each class.

9723 8 2mmx3mmxL=180mm

9224 M 3mmx3mmxL=100mm

925 #YH% 13mmx4mmx L=200mm

2577 AMET=EYybhlal, 7724, 5 2R3 7 7RADT—5EY

k1b ZHEL 7.

F—ytEyh2 BE2(a) KBTS ICERTTEARERMEZ O b FICRAET 2
5%, BLOR 2(b) KR T LIz ~EDEI»oTEE Lz & JICHAET 2 EREZ
HE£HEL, BHEIEIEIPHOREIEZEZLT, UTORS VIR, K77 A 254
VINDOOEEL T,

7521
I95A2
9523
79524
9525

R
R
g
eSS
[iES=

({f&#) h=16cm, a=10cm, b=15cm, B 21.0g
(F3#) h=17cm, a=10cm, b=15cm, E X 21.0g
(%) h=18cm, a=10cm, b=15cm, E X 21.0g
(/) a=10cm, b=20cm, EX 25.5g
(K) a=20cm, b=30cm, EX 50.0g

F—Fxv 1 ALK, £577A2MAvEF—9EYybh2at, 7524, 5%k
WIS 3 7 9 ADT—IEY b 2b ZHEL 7.
B TNETFORELLLEVHEZBA LT —F Xy b 1 Tid 32,768 15, 7—%
v b 2T 8,192 MELER L, FEEUENT (FFT) Z4T->7%. #Al 1 IKIERkED 7 7 R
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K2 7T—FEy b 1DOTA—IFE
Table 2 Parameter settings for dataset 1.

F—%%vt 1b

T—=%%v I la

A—FNV//—FH | 10x10 | 12x12 | 15x 15 | 10x 10 | 12x 12 | 15 x 15
KL 3.5 4.0 3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5
GS 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.02
SG 140 140 140 170 170 170

K3 Ty b 2DTA-FHRE
Table 3 Parameter settings for dataset 2.
T—=FEv I 2a F—%+Ev k 2b

A—FN//—F# | 10x10 | 12x12 | 15x 15 | 10x 10 | 12x 12 | 15 x 15
KL 4.0 4.0 3.0 2.5 3.0 3.0
GS 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.02
SG 130 130 90 70 50 30

HBOVYRBEBAR7 FVvEB 3 IR Y, MEDTF—FEy P 1iE7—FXy 21tk
T, AR VD E—I 025G HETRDBDEH L WTF—F Ly FTHE I LT 5,
4.2 T #& R

KLA=FN, BT TVvh—=F, ¥TEA RID=FNDNRTRA=51E, H—3 VB
fEDSET 0 11> TR WHEIBTE{L ¥, W% 2 Z 7 100 B F E235% b
BOHEZHALL, ZOXHIICLTHRELLLETORIA—FD—EER2, K3 IIRT,
BT =%ty MIKT 2Rl R AR 4~ 7 1R T, PL2, PL3 k2N ZF 2 X,
3RDLEHERXA— %)L (p=2,3) ZRL T3, SOM D/ — FEDEIMT 5I1E->T o 5
A7 FEEIREE, 2R UNDOREZEDERICH 2720, ZNSDOREIZRL S ) — FER
THIT2HDOTIEBWVI EITERLTEL, £, MPOKHANZF — PO KL A —*%
IV DFHMED /34T & D t BUE DFER, SPYEIC K 5% THEADRD Sk o7 2
EERLTVS, FOSKREIDA S TOARWEEE, KL A — VOl L GREENRD
LGN ERRL TS,

¥, F—%kvbla (M4 o0TiE, 2RE, £/ —FHcs»T, KLA—%IL
MDA —F NV E LT SOM L H b RVHERZRL T0d, 774 AEEIME»LETH
20, ZNLDNOREIZOWTERE Mz ERl>Tw2, 7—% €y b 1b (B5) T,
77 AIMER KL A—FVIEH 77y h—2NVEDIFRWb DD, ZOMh—3)L

Vol.2009-MPS-75 No.22

2009/9/11
0.7 T 0.16
Il -
0.68 I 015 N
0.66 I
0.64 | | 0.14 SN 1
0.62 ] 0.13
0.6
T 0.12
0.58 QI‘:“" ,
0.56 LEDRINA bARA 5 . o 0.11 PARE AN SN AN
10x10 12x12 15x15 10x10 12x12 15x15 10x10 12x12

# of nodes # of nodes # of nodes

(a) 77 AZHEL (b) 77 A F fi (c) TvitmE—

0.813 0.24
0.812 0.22 ' KL
0082131 = 0.2 || GS XxXxx
0.809 | Il 018 . m SG X
0.808 |1 1 o8 NI | PL2 E=xX
8.3% H 0‘14 PL3 =z
0805 | 012 N SOM sty
0.804
0.803 01 i
0.802 0.08

10x10 12x12 15x15 10x10 12x12 15x15

# of nodes # of nodes

(d) =774 RK5NE (e) 774 X F fii

B4 F—sty b la lHT 2 HaaTLLE

Fig.4 Comparison of performance evaluation on dataset la.

BLUSOM LIZIFHE%ED ) — FEIC X > TIX 15 x 15 DR ETEOERE k-7, =
Ve E—bFAROMEAICH 225, 77 RAFH, 774 XEE, X774 XFfEO0
TRETD /) —FETKL =2\ BRS B OHEREZRL T3S,

F=%%tv b2 (B6) cowTid, KLA—FVEZytrE—icB8LTH I 7Y
H—=FNVPAD A — 2B L SOM %D, /7 —F12 x 12 THETEV (Bv) KR
Eleoleds, ZOMOREIZOVTIEE/ — FHICBL TR BOLEREZRL TwE, 7—
Fv b 2b (M7) TX, 77AFHE, = trE—3A7 7y A—2 Nzl
DA—=F)NE SOM & D %H->T0Bb5DD, 77 AFH, 774 A, <774 XF
EOWTIEETD /) — FETKL A—FADBIRDBOHREL S, K, 77 A FEE
FORTIALRXRFEIEIAT STV A—FNPHNDH—F )L E SOM ZRKEL ERl->TWw3

FLOBE, KLA—RNEI FAZHE, v brE—ET =%y MCXoTUIAY
ST VA=V DMD S — 2L B L SOM & IRIFHE%D, #HTTHZ2ZEbH 508
77 AFfl, X774 XKE, 774 AFHEHICOVTE, 2 THOT—FLy P TR
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