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ABSTRACT

This paper discusses the application of dynamic time warping algorithm and
cluster analysis for stock selection and trading strategy in Taiwan stock market.
Recently, the researches of classification machine learning model which are used in the
stock market are mostly based on the classification of the predicted rate of return,
supplemented by the use of financial data or technical indicators. Therefore, it is
necessary to define different categories of rates of return. Furthermore, the financial
data or technical indicators corresponding to stocks with similar returns usually lead or
lag in time, which makes it difficult to distinguish the similarity of stocks. Therefore,
we expect to solve the identification similarity of leading or lagging time series
problems, and cluster the similar stocks. In this paper, dynamic time warping algorithm
is used to calculate the level of similarity in the trend of stocks, and cluster analysis is
used to group the stocks. And then, we build an empirical study of stock selection
strategies, and compare the difference of clustering analysis models. The result shows
that the dynamic time warping algorithm can more effectively identify the actual similar
stock trends, and the cluster models we used also have good performance for stocks

grouping, which help to select stocks with better returns.

Keywords : Dynamic Time Warping, Cluster Analysis, K-medoids, Fuzzy c-

medoids

DOI:10.6814/NCCU202200715



£ L
-8 FLHEEED s
L R SR Y A —

- F é[ﬁ%‘}"}éﬁ ............................................................
¥ BRI AT T e
oo BEAITAMAT L

B DR T T e
B 8 FEEEAE T et
B DRI s
528 BT T e
Fu s FEFTEREFEER

e R HAE R T A e
Fo & TR KRS TR AT
B8 BRI E 2 DB e
B FIEEE e

EE AR A Ll e
B B T B s
B2 RKE T e

b;vi;v‘)gk ..........................................................................

DOI:10.6814/NCCU202200715



e

*

e

1 K-mdeoids 4 % ' st #i)

2 Fuzzy c-mdeoids 4 ¥’ st fin

3 B Rt i)

DOI:10.6814/NCCU202200715



H OE 3 5 F 3 H FH F H

H OH =

=

T RO BT cooeeeeeeeeeeeee e e e et e et s et 7
2 Sakoe & Chiba (1978) F LT E 12 oottt ettt 8
3 Sakoe & Chiba (1978) 5] & iE 12 Loeirei ettt et et ere e 9

Ll T e T L 3 - OO 15
SR N E i X - OO 16
6 K-medoids A 5 0% T AR IB] coriiiiieeeeeeee ettt 17
7 Fuzzy c-medoids FEF R 0% T AR ceoveeevieeeeee e 18
8 % BANEEHY A B BICR 2 FEE B B e e 27
9 @ * EPAMIERE A PEEBE Z LI AR oo 28
10 @ % AR E W H 2825 7 P EHEREZIEE Y A . 30
11 % % B EME R 23 B A P HE BT 2 S & S o, 31
12 @ % § AR R E 2828 2 B HEHE 2 EF T A o 31
13 @ % & oA R E WP 23 B A R HE BB 2 F 50 B o, 32

DOI:10.6814/NCCU202200715



%%&%%»émwﬁ VTR R AR T BT 0 G R B

o S R YL LR S R I T APE NN S L N
TRy 2w BRI AL Al HhpiamRiEr 3 & ¥ Rpianika AR
HehBiEg - £ EAFE L oA ARFT AR BT T BN L DN
BTN BEOR T AL S RO ALF SRR O RAPN G { FEREAT

ALET g frB g Kk e
AEGFES SRIAIFELRETY io- REP O TE RS 7252
@%ﬁ@?¢$wm#§”$5 R P Ao BE Y o B v R

RET TR R BRI S g R TS pl AT

o

PEEHES o R R E R CRT L 250 - BEEET PR

TERFILAREFE 2 LR FA TRl ERERT Sl b R e

o R

W

TF P A Aoy SIASAEN G ek A 4 BB K T s
ﬁ~£%iﬁﬂﬁﬁ%’ﬂﬂ’B#km1£§%??4piﬁ*é’$ﬁ?&
FRFEFTDYENRF - FH ARG RV HPAL > 27 ROl FAH
AR DTET AR R LI L F G F S HOP TR @ X

MBS A B R - BRI Y B Rek o TR A R B ERR R
1

DOI:10.6814/NCCU202200715



FORFEBRERLAF o EREL > RSN oA R0 BF R EBK

A F PR T BT A TR R AR A BTN ST B h R > SR L 8T

‘-\F‘:\

RE 18 L endp e o
%:ﬁwﬁfﬁ%

AETHTEEFFRET G oo MR E Ao X RARERE A R h

PR HTFRROL L A Fudp AR R ik enFl et ) RS A 17 & 3 2 K-medoids &

2

e

#f 2% Fuzzy c-medoids H#f > * 3 E S 850 F A 4R R > F BANE NAE R

4 e o

FATS Y 0 F RS ety B R RE 2 RS ATt bAT L 0 B 4
qﬁu»}; @;5%;;5_5 i LT ?%?ﬁﬁgﬁﬁa BB AT F T ANIRL A M T R T
F e AF IR KRR ) AR R BMEDD fpo» - B aEn-
Fetgur o AR FF AR IR - MR B BES R ESY
BAERIAEF D oo ko B A g & SRR R E Y his BE Y N R

Sy

4;“»'( 5

B AT Rt R A R HOT S B R Y e & BAT R 0 ki
S o

DOI:10.6814/NCCU202200715



Fo% YR
Fo & BERRRIAMET

ARERRFIAT? S B R R L E A - A E g N
BARR E R T RS R E A0 £ FLEETE T S AP e/ 5] > Keogh &
Ratanamahatana (2005)® #% 5| » 3¥ % = IJ?%’T'J *FERBEAE S H AT chEER B R
PR RS Ap it AR d e E AR R A g TS 2 R AR SIF K
BRI L FERAFI G FRBAARERET - RARFBERT R
4ot U] AR e (PR T B TV T oA € R 3 A inenig e o et ek s e

Vi EAp e RO AR hin £ R AT

Berndt & Clifford (1994)¥ & 3] » A 1 38 4p W enpE Y 5 7| B2 0 % 2§
TR fENED :T\}t‘f%&lg PCFEL > FIELBE & FRER A ¥ 5 Ao @ &
FERLPTFHRF o - BAEAFEREA D Do N EG RS AP R F LN
FHRAE I oo a3 REPE RS FASR LR BRFFRIFEA
AR i BT G AR PR B £ R AL R0 5 2D B4 2

% & P¥ & 2 & (Dynamic Time Warping; DTW) » * fid iz o > - %
%i%@ﬁﬂﬁmawﬁﬁé’9%@%&@%%%§~§%ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ’m%
¥t AoiE RS B FRER R FRERE R F L E RV UER L REA

FIFRT 02 ¥ DTW &7 A 47 > & 7 % 3030a 2k T e i ¥ o

DOI:10.6814/NCCU202200715



5 8 RS TIAMAY

1345 DTW 3-8 P B 7] cp 02122 15 0 5 0 80 3 A 2 chpe 5 51 4
A rsn SRR RSV WAl DTW @ % o Ap7 g i % RAFA 47175 DTW
e e RATA T AP RS VY B AT ENE Y- B0 L0 A T B AR
i (label) v @ * gL 7] 0 BB R AL RERE T H UG A2 HE ALK
Petitjean, Ketterlin, & Gangarski (2011) ¢ 3% 3] » A&+ B & 95 4F (centroid-based
clustering) » 4= K-means % #7 ~ & =x ® ## (hierarchical clustering) % 5 ¥ % 3 e DTW
0 k0 AR CI A PR Y e B £ B A A 7
BA L O FEFREREASAT F IS Y B F S v‘)ﬁ%*ﬁ,’?ﬁ% DTW =z_
HPougho 5 R SRS LR BRI e T L S Ry

# A # e 5 K-medoids ® g o

K-medoids % #f % Kaufman & Rousseeuw (1990)#% !> &>/ B - 4
REEBRALS GRIFHFIAY - BaEe > G Pz - K-medoids ®af
fr K-means &g %¢ 02 » 5 £ R E A $70- 48 > Jin & Han (2010) ~ Labroche (2010)
¥ 3 7] 4Pt K-means B 47 > K-medoids B o &8 B2 43 @ 5 { # 99%
WA LA BHEAYZERTLEHE DY v g A a8 A Komeans B gt B &
BHEFM R AZSDF < K-mdeoids BAF ] Lk A 8L7 354 > PriE - BAE &

z\r}m%lk‘—,,.g: L’I‘J‘»4 :u,{:.

#2 7 K-medoids F#g *t » A < 7% p BF 1t #2 Fuzzy c-medoids ¥ #f » Fuzzy c-

=4

medoids F > o R - &0+ 7 A f2 R 4E > Ed Krishnapuram et al.
(2001)#74% & > 7 %|*t K-medoids ® #f - Fuzzy c-medoids F #f #-1k & 2k 47 4
AW R g BRAPEBR AR LS K BAY SET R B ARG E

Tl kBF > P 53 15 i34 7 & Fuzzyc-medoids B39 » = B A 2

DOI:10.6814/NCCU202200715



TV RS @ AR IR AR L B Y o BhenpRdE > 2 R AR A B

¥ g ¥

WA E - B R %S Fuzzy c-medoids BAE 7 0 BRSO I 0 T R B e
5B Y s BEEEAEAR 0 cPER 1R A B 0 Kemedoids B AR E # 2 ¢ BiTh? S ELT

H¥gw] 5 @ Fuzzy c-medoids Bag R & 02 7 BAp e F E R & 2. o

<
el

DOI:10.6814/NCCU202200715



LR i nad BEx,i=12,..,n}{y;,i=12,..,n} APz xd(xYy)

R xBy2 Banpedg > A7 B30 BIERAE - A W 5 B 2§ o RS

P 4o T o

® A 2 (R pE4EFE4E(Euclidean distance) © * L% S BEYE 0 G

- Xl,;i’ yLF’H&ﬁ"E

MPEHE > >N de T

d(xy) = X, (x — yi)?

§ ¢4 %F pE3(Manhattan Distance) 5 x 2 y 2. B & — B AR R4 i, > 250

4T

d(xy) = Yi-ilxi — yil

Bk A BREFAEA P xE AL mo {x,i=12,..,m}& T 0y ek

Bin M {y,i=12,.,n}&7 2 xfry* Z AR 3 Qs REMAE 5 &

PRI ZE X &y FREd RBRAS ST R T N AR fhin L

T I - b G R HERLY RHTE x & yddp it AP RE S

-

u
&Y

I B j2 (warping path) 2% £ & 2 S #ie(warping function) » 4er4 7 230 L

A 4

F=c1,Cp 0, CpynsCx > Ck = (i) > k=12,..,K

DOI:10.6814/NCCU202200715



R oo RA- mRtR o RAE B X By SRS TR o

1 56
10
g
6
>
4_
2_
2 2 6
X
) W L Y
AR RREY AP S e AN

1. A= 8y 4 ghid 4]

¢ =11 - g =(mn)

10

X By e B FApid iR 0 Pkl o x By cnR Bhe AR 0 B RA

Fohm i THHT  BHE ) e

2. H g S BT R

XZyk - BEANG AR el 2 F A E L - BIRG H 2 E - B

s

BT IS G BET R o

3.8 23 % i* (monotonic condition)

e — g-120 " jx — -1 20

7

DOI:10.6814/NCCU202200715



R BT g EPEIRAS e T 0 4 %}L{ckﬁﬂ%!;#pifﬁ?ck_lﬁ gH Ak

T Ewfof0F » APHFL UL EAFE L EARRH L .
4. %4171 § 1% i (local continuity condition)

GE S RDBITE AP g o B R T BE  F 5 B PR BT
34 R HOF Pl R B FIR A ¢ URI0H chip X AL 5 T R

MiTH iR G § 487550 > blde @ Sakoe & Chiba (1978)4% ) ' L]k 2 > 2 3% 4o

L

g — g1 =<1 7jp —jr1=1

BRI BEY % k BRce = L)) 7S BG Pl Tasd-1) Gj-

Do (i-1j—-1)> SHFRASRF - B 4@ 2 557 -

(i-1,j) (i)

-1,j-1
(L) (i-1)

B 2 Sakoe & Chiba (1978)*3 41 i 2

de FHHTAR A ER T RO E A AN BRI B AT RD FE
L R AN X B yREREIIERFEF iR L > Pla D kidoR

TR o A fPx %% 7 Sakoe & Chiba (1978)% © 4% 41 ¥ — fhen¥) & iF £

k= k1 SN 7 Jg—Jg-1 SN

DOI:10.6814/NCCU202200715



Bl ™ it 5 {i—1,,i—n}2{j—1, .., j—n}hm s R4 AP At Bk

DRERE § RS RAR D n BEP B 4ol 3 -

B] 3 Sakoe & Chiba (1978) % & if i%

PR RFEEL BT R E R E TS R R g PR h i L s PR

I R A K 2P T

BIRAPELPFRREORE > XL {xi=12.m} & {y,j=
1,2,.,n} A ERAF > A R RDFEREL D)) - A PREE T

DGj)i=12.m~ j=12,..,n°

- B AP R R R ER A B,y PRER S

dij=d(x,y;) "i=12,.m+j=12,.,n

JEMEAE B R Y AP AT AT PR R bldr WAIERE O BREFAP T B4t

FE PR R ERDG,) B R e
D(0,0)= 0
D(0,))= o Vj=123,..,n

9

DOI:10.6814/NCCU202200715



D(i,0) = o Vi=1,23,..,m

Jot K R A e BT L X 2 y e dagh > Tey = (1,1) 0 H Apen

D(i,j) =d;j + min{D(i—1,/),D(i,j —1),D(i —1,j — 1)}

Vi=123,..m j=123 ..,n
FaFt S enbie B AP TR ce(mn) B ¥ B R R

T FEHD(m, n) T T,y pE A A D BEAE o

¥ 2 & BEEA T

- ~ K-medoids ® a7

i&;{*ﬁ nFHRrg> AP EE R en BHRABELS, S KBHFDM>K) 57

FEHRAZFapiuft, AP Z R Erg A2 Benpedp AP 7 & LT AKE
HMEE - LT FIERS S AR T IIERRE T AL VR B P

R pE3R T 5 pE R & -
12" 4_K-medoids FAF hiRhm o B o SR RAT A G 2= B BT T

1. F# P S BA 4N E
EEAR NEA R P B 2T G 5 f8 & 2 % Krishnapuram et

al. (2001)4% 216 2 > j&n B AEWERK BELIES B3P O dreda @
u” eRic=12 .. ,K

10

DOI:10.6814/NCCU202200715



iter =0
He RAL 23R AL o ¢ R A BH ey siter 22 N fice & B AL
= g1 " e 0 v v s 3 [, .
WED AT uf;) v (TG A s e ensg u|

SC(O) ={ ”x — ,ugo) ,Vi= 1,...,n}

e

2

d 0 & UK A 5 R0 ARC BT F T b s Bh

el R FLAPE R A RER f o EER S FOK B O
Yo T L R RN FAE R B % 0 S T LR AR L A s BV E R
2. g@:‘ NN 18

e E AT o gD LR vl F BHRARFRASE S

fo b it e ’u(t+1) 5 B e v
SE =z [ = P < [l = wEP| vi=1, . 0m)
iter =iter +1
D 2 10 B R e T o LIS Ot Rl

o s Y

REHFLPE ok ? B R FE R REHFREHFH 2 F LAk

By g o PliBkFE 2 0 (B 'Jﬁxé*‘r‘nu()

S = 5O or iter = MAX_ITER
11

DOI:10.6814/NCCU202200715



» Fuzzy c-medoids % _f -7

BRFHRInBHRLr BERTnBiRAiELs = KBHEYM>K) > 57 4
BEHRAZBopinid > AP FEFE T RALF RS APF U ¥ DTW

FRIEREA T > LA P TR BRAyTERIAXY) °
12 * §_Fuzzy c-medoids F 5 crzf-lmzilp? o
1 E#E 7 g dnE
e #% #% * (Krishnapuram et al. (2001)3& 21 2 > & n B AW EBRK B
BLIF L BEY i
u® eRic=12.. K
iter =0

5['%‘% ?\%uij ?3» :

_(1/d0g, e
YT e (G, ey T

A9 A )k 7R BT Y < GEd o m b R Rl e e A R A
BRII4TF ¢ MR Ao A5 B R ABREIE Y - B o BRiRE . A R T

I,Z:'F% Q\;Ed(X,C)Q\;F Lo, é’}gﬁj\fg&,ﬁﬁ’%ﬁ%—‘ ﬂ}a 'U%#Eﬁ% ’ ul]l/é-‘iiﬁj‘ )
2. 33;1;6 NN 18

BT RAP AP RS RfFE] TP RS0

12

DOI:10.6814/NCCU202200715



N

K
q = argminj(k) = ZZuU’" . ||xj — ci”2
i=1

j=1

3. FE KA IEE
ﬁ_%*if;‘}bﬂ?Z% I NS R R gljgy‘rgﬁf«‘ﬁbpﬂ?Z s B2 4o % AT

— o o 55 s , 4y o2 t
B m- B Rl E 2 @REk e 1o

S = O o iter = MAX_ITER

(o

13

DOI:10.6814/NCCU202200715



RS
S|
EUN
bt 2
M
it
o+
;Lg-
e
\‘Yﬁr
i
Sk
)
b
g

B

- ~FEFLEE

AT e R PR 2 R TR 24 B e b g o R Y

Pt

{

PR R B OR BRI A SRR R F @ R AT A 7 A H D

i
*=
o

TR LB TR A E S A TR P L PRE TR T
FLens fg o #-5 9:00~11:00 - & 48 k thadp pUpr fF B 7)) 1% 5 & 5 P P 4 e

B PR SO R A 00 0 Flpt e 0 P - B NEN pedE

i3
¥

)

oo HY N A9 AP lic BEP hF - BRERAS EREF RSO
5 5 P D BEAR - *ﬁ LE AT A BARFURE R B FAR 0L eRAR R 5 20 18 B RS
%Kﬁ‘.ﬁgj 3B A At AP e B BAEA 17 ¢ g B E—K-medoids

FHE 2 8 B —Fuzzy c-medoids B4 > # ¥ K-medoids g s FH 2 %P rx §

Pty

BIE - ERIIMTHOEE LG ER o 2 & ) Fuzzy c-medoids F sf ek 3

1'J\

ZEPEFLFAPE - ERALGBENE - BEEARIOREAPT L AT

Sk > AR Bl4CE) 4 T o

14

DOI:10.6814/NCCU202200715



£ 159:00-11:00_15 kR M IEEF 5 ‘

l

BNRERFRIARLE ‘

FEREFE(E

K-medoids E &Y Fuzzy-c-medoids = 85 2

]?;] B*F'&*k_l_ n- ﬁitg]

Cgr

SRS TR R T R B R
BIIEA 0 A S MR B4R pF S RILA B AR PE R TR R R

R R L EER G E R R R - JRE S

‘.‘

7

g He e M EEE L THINT UL AEE > hek L W s
LEOXARERG G PR A R Y E L B DT E L
Pagthensd G2 B2 T ARG SRR T LT 1 b ahfhen; g5
BRI R A UF BB PR A S RTINS R
WAL SR HRE A A SRR B PSRBT S R AL BT R

PIEF 2 Rdp 2 B3 bt R iBm g w At bt g - e

AL B4R S AT e

15

DOI:10.6814/NCCU202200715



EEERE

SRR

11:01EBHZE
BEEFELES EEFALIE ) : RIERIEHEIOE

\.

TR EERME

Bl 5 % Wk A B

P RSE WA en vk S 4% K-medoids ® #F {- Fuzzy c-medoids F 5

P
ok
\«\-\

r
A

S

Pei e 3V 72 o B ¢ K-medoids B € i B FEHLEL BE - A

F_k
feod]
™
=

g it

AU APV ILEFE - R L AR R BF I E - HeonT

JF:»'

RS OPETIORMIRFIELTL ERIELE S ZBRRETHERE T
W E 9:00~11:00 SR PR B FUALA HTT] & 4 AT B o S RAL 4 i

AL B4 B 6 T e

16

DOI:10.6814/NCCU202200715



‘ SRS SHENTHRERM= AFEER

l l

TR ERMERSHESE RREEEH

~

SEMEE

B 6 K-medoids F 3 i v% /it 47 ]

Fuzzy c-medoids 2P| £ 35 EEHPE L B-F - FIL R B 7 A8 » APV Y

BEE - R AR Sk BHEE A S E g R ENE - g

v
I

. c3f
PUERITAAL T L BEEPRF TDE - FE DTS 2 (8 BERE
B FHAMEE 9:00~11:00 FFPFF A A @ » HREHCL P 0 B E TR R A
B0 — R S X s ok 1 E - R 30 S 19 T3 L R el Y AR

Fodok HEFPIF R 0 RIRGEER 4 D% RARRACB T HF

17

DOI:10.6814/NCCU202200715



R EE R

RERYEER

l

Fuzzy_c-medoids ZE1EE ZhsE
l |
SEREHIBRKER S0 SEEEORERME
N _
‘ STEE—HENTHRNERME
\
‘ ZEENHEN T M=

l

=] Lﬁ%ﬁﬂﬂlg%ﬁl—]&ﬁ Tc‘_m

B 7 Fuzzy c-medoids ¥ 4f K v% /i 42 [B]
=~ B g
ARk B EAER AFME R EF T H P e
SHF R - BFRETE R bl L AR
3 otk et B S e
. Mean(re)
Sharpe Ratio = Bdo)vasa]
, . Mean(re)
Sortino Ratio = [Mean(nr~2)= va53]

7 RARE
s B TR

Maximum Drawdown = max{cummax[cumsum(re)] - cumsum(re)}

2
iz
% ¥

18

U (iRe 5 & P HEEI SN PR - £ P S 252 %

DOI:10.6814/NCCU202200715



HVF2 ARFEFAPERARGTF S 0 R FRART A G HE
RGPV R F IR BRI F Y onr 5T 2 AEE S 0 TASIEGHRERY S
FARPSEERT OB 2 o R RGN F A F BEF T S R B R o
MHERRTAGH- HET 2R RT EE R B w RGP i3 v

%f 1 ’;}'}i A rTJF AIKIE B kmﬁx" AT A L¥ ?ie‘eﬁﬁlﬁﬂé‘?#ﬁ“’“ﬁﬁw

VERATPAP ST FIEEDLHG T F L5 £ 0.001425 +

0.28; FIfd P F 4R L > 4 %2 £450.0015 -

F e

FOARPE R CEOEER 0 AP L e r 0 A FrA R Rt o AP e gk
AR dp e s S8~ < SOETE & § ez el B ek > £ = BAE R A
L SRR AR S S e R Bt b g e L e A e BB R B ©
B o ehdRpu )3 de B P A lic s S~ < S0 ETF > % & £ 520050 > 3
A oA g o LS S S0 A end B 2 F s F e ARR

IER L S M IRGRL B R h il [ HR I

19

DOI:10.6814/NCCU202200715



fri WA HEFEs
$o TR kR AL A
-~ TR KR

A AR Y TR BEL R TER S P RS 2020 # 4 7 3 2022

E3V e F LA A FRE N N AP AR T AR D A s

5 12 & CMoney T2 p4 FiE P~ fe $R 8 B fofe [ & ke poal ~ S - B &
PR AEBRET R CBEBETR T E RN E TR REZTHR

A s T A e AR P s 5 SOETF % 78+ 5 4 3 TE] & g
ARTIR P LB o

F13 4B FARA AN Ft k2 H TR Tk AT %
MeFOR 2 b ® % CMoney shiT B MR @ T LREE R RN A% F iFeh
2 g : ?é,ﬂ’f%ﬁ?éﬁ;é’\/;lﬁﬁqtig 3;"£ ”E}%@I‘*’ *ﬁ_—?_‘.ﬂ. ‘17/’7\*%

AphE o, 2E mPL 4o
G Bl Szl i3

FA AT E RS E R AR A S RE b T e
HA4] > F]pt 1% CMoney & p 4 w0 3 # ehw § g g E AT g by

o

TgLle

I

20

DOI:10.6814/NCCU202200715



SEIIEAPF A CREE PRI ERSCERER L SE R

ok A R A B A ST R Y A GE S B

7

~

BG5S R YR AR FES - R EES T R TP FE A

B ZE AN RE LT TG AP ERGERET g X

4 FARE

B G AR R R SR AR AR S AR
PR B 51 o MR B e eRR AR
5.7 A poch

POELERIRE AT ARAR 2R L ER Y AP DT RES
DI AR PR RS 2020& 40 12021 17 5 £ 10916 B A2 &
B AZES 9:00~11:00 2 1 A48 k4F PR B 7] 5 $k & ¢hehph 5 2021 & 2 %
32022 # 3% 0 £ 19466 B A 0 F B ABEE S 9:00~11:00 2 1 A48k

WHRERFRZ] 2HAREF 30382AFF R o

21

DOI:10.6814/NCCU202200715



AR ZREX TS Eke 2 IIERAREE YR EEHETR o d B R
R BRI RS S EFERE A mﬁﬁ,ﬁg@;ﬁ,}wbﬁ-;}g”uﬁ,mk A4 < B
AR SRR U FELRANWG om R R G B> HFEAF A 5 O(m)

Mo i 19:00~11:00 2. 1 A4k E R 5 1200 F] 18 B 47 32 & 5 0(14400)
E4at 3 5 BHRABTEFE > EFE R 2 INOEFEFRIERT 3 27 E 0

pL AR % Sakoe-Chiba(1978)3 Jiex R enX) = 2 » 4o 7|5V #p o7

k= ka1 <= N 2 jr=Jg-1 <=1

B niAPgEaadi -4 3 A2 T RS L (window size)
BT T RGN S E IR ARA A FRI TSR 35 Keogh &

Ratanamahatana (2005) = Lﬁ% voaEcikoo#-t T iR mf Fl(window size)*% %_% n/10>

He n iPFRAEANER A2 @ % 9:00~11:00 cn 1 ~ 48 k cFsR pupsE F B 1) > P i

e

IR R B 1200 4682 PR MAEF PRR RS 12> 04 £ 1 Ak E TR

7

BOE PR i TN RO R B E e TR BRI S 205

»
»

SRS EGIERA T > APER L AR AR TR F R o

22

DOI:10.6814/NCCU202200715



* %"\‘i‘?‘ AT R

1. K-medoids F &g #-73]3% &

K-medoids B#F 2 &% 2cnddics 5 @ T2 AFH T k- 4 P wghiz &

=% fcitermax ~ * B HA| £ 47 VR T Bonrep 14 R FEHR £ o

B A FadE ko * - BEERL - FOFEMERFEAS > ok k

AN

GE ] 0 AN BOBE RS R F S ERL R el T

=\

=7

¢

2

SARWESE R R FI MR D R BEEOFNE RS B2 ok E

F_*

ERed)|
F L oA G o F T gEs A FRRLESk B3 50,100,200,500 1 #H &

s L

BP e B R F 45 B fE o

Bk Poughis (N e itermax 0 B - BN Tk BRLE (FE - BEE D
LB, TR E BRABLD L B S BRaEEAE ) R I F B R AR
S BEfr B SBE o o 0 & BECHE T 3F 5 AR TR T § S AT o Bk
BEAEI R GR TG AR FE S o TPt A2 o< ¢ gk
N #citermax R F_ S 100 TEF 2R 10 > ek R a? B BB E

SRR S

WA BRI AT R Honrep H0A] - B f NI E Lk BIR AR T
Fo BEEY B D N AR R E P RN E R A
VIR E R HF R AP T A i F A B R A PR
BREE S FP AT EBEY S g NEET G R B AT &

vk Eorep 3 200 g FBFEE LA IHCANA 20 % 2 FSEHRERT

BELA R AR Y B L PR o 32 Bl RV ERAE e & vp AR T R

23

DOI:10.6814/NCCU202200715



T S

f
2. Fuzzy c-medoids % %F -3 3%

Fuzzy c-medoids B4 2 & % Teh%#k? 7 B OB m- B A 7 2

ELoHE T ks Bk 7P kit X Hcitermax ~ X JERAE F o
P RAF OO M 2% m 5 Fuzzy c-medoids R4g & & chddic > — 4 € M0t 4
#K %5~ 30 1 eniE > Labroche (2010)7 3% 3] » % #1+ $% m ,é;’}#%ﬁ 1 /Fo3%
3

“*
=2

K-medoids B g2 %4002 5 ¥ m rﬁ * rﬁ L R AELE P L BLEE

=

£ -
PR U e g B = TR P U N Y L

—\"‘/{LF"ZO

e R KA g F SRR3R 50,100,200,500 B3 & 5 L A e e B
EEP N EE ¥ vk N fcitermax A2 FHRE T 5 100 TE N
10 =% > 4ok 2 S fdan? SBEZ FRRS SAEAPR IERARE AR Y B

PER R o 38 WA RS BEAL e & op AT EEAE T L S Dl K o

24

DOI:10.6814/NCCU202200715



FzE RS

| B

'UH-

AFEE M 2021 & 20 1 2022 30 SARFALIE L Rk bR TR

TR R S HEE A AP e xR e e R E RS G 2

>
)‘P,}

VSRR AR A T A A R R 7 R Sl

T PR A B RCAE TR 0 B2 R M6 R 2 e e o

- ~ K-mdeoids & #f & %

Aot g K-mdeoids HAF > 43353 I oA R & BEAE A B 41T 5l and o
B> B¢ o HEgcE EH 505100200500 v fd o BEAEAE B ¥ ROIEREE &
*A HEEEGE o

17 g d o %38 Komdeoids BAfA #2188 » T H v F 9 4230 24
FFE AN S B wHIE I R 4%E 5% R F RN A E AR
Fopa ot A 4 SOETF 82 5 e R 47 pdp o F1 7 125 35 i K-mdeoids
FRF N SBRUNERMERR A P HEHLAEE LG g FA PR

£ TR A B Sdicet gl o

25

DOI:10.6814/NCCU202200715



% 1 K-mdeoids A %% % st #1

FHgE AR £ LR REvF FRGE Bt W T

Euclidean 0.654 3.071 5.1721 0.0575

» Manhattan 0.6368 3.161 5.3488 0.0607
Euclidean 0.704 3.5228 6.1245 0.0475

. Manhattan 0.7212 3.4607 6.0092 0.051
Euclidean 0.7961 40512 7.5423 0.0431
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Euclidean 0.582 3.1469 5.4661 0.0519

. Manhattan 0.5765 3.0592 5.2438 0.0554
PN 0.339 1.9591 3.4041 0.061

0050 ETF 0.0725 0.3993 0.5865 0.1236

oA AR P 0.1433 0.8258 1.1821 0.1335
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A Bl EHEAE PR SEK # b 3R BAwF F R F S
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