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Abstract

An improved K-means clustering algorithm is proposed, and 51 mainstream processors in the
mobile phone market from 2015 to 2019 are analyzed. Firstly, the elbow method is used to im-
prove the selection of K value in k-means algorithm, and the best K value is obtained. Secondly, the
Euclidean distance is used to find the distance from each sample to the cluster center, and all sam-
ples are gradually classified into the nearest cluster. Then the new cluster centers are recalculated.
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If the new cluster centers are the same as the old ones, the operation is stopped. Otherwise, the
distance from each sample to the new cluster centers is recalculated and reclassified until the new
cluster centers are the same as the old ones. Finally, four clusters are obtained, including 7, 16, 14
and 14 samples, which are divided into high-end, middle-end, middle-low-end and low-end pro-
cessors according to the original data.
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HMERAF T 2007 KA HE X iPhone LK, FBREFHIMAH SR T A0 HHE AN, FHE
RERVIR TGN T FHLRIN e, tEREE BN E R AR, BRET AL Bk . i, xA&.
WL AL AT L TERR s AAIUE TE S VE 2 DY REAHO T ULk SEH . FHURC B 14T, ZOR T LA 325 2 A1
LBRRIB AL ST o PRI NATDRE R A 2 75 SR PR3 DR St Skeae A ) 7 1 i T WL e

T OHFG[1]32 H K-means S0 R RBHIHIEFAEN L, NMeEdt T K-means Hyk. 2] AR —
Fp gt SRR K B 1A% K-means $828 572%, DAIGIEE G0 SRS N R B fe A0 o 25 M [ 3155 N R I K-means
R F I ERR N RS, T2 1A EE B AR, IR th— ol (10 82 e fise o A% 1) ER 25 19 N A K -means
Hik. FIRR[41% NEX K-means 50 BENLEBEHI 46 FEE O A K AB T 3 BURRS B2 AN = o), £ 7 —
Fe T 5 G IR B 1) fudt K-means 505 . JEEEIN[5]58 N BT K-means 509255 4] 4 5 258 rv 0 A e 75 B8R (1)
G, et T d-K-means 53k, REfE I FRIR K0 . XIBR[6]3R Y T — M ik 1) K-means PAFEAIR
FEIIT A % . B4k 7] %X K-means H K E BBORIPE, $2 1 {5 FH BE B AT bR BBOR 1 5 TERA 11
K {H.

Ab PR 280 HE T AL B VAR 2 T ORI AR EE e . ASGE R 1 2015 AR A 2019 T
WD 51 FRACFESRS, ¥ &3 13 Ffabs, A K-means HiEX HETH . BEBAFREE .. RNEENM.
ANFEF R A AR R A BE S & BT, DU AT DU T AR 55 % R FA LY Re G S A 1 B
IR T AR R AR S F LS M RER — AN 5%

2. g K-Means BB %
2.1. 54t K-Means BE %

VER—MIC B % 2 5%, K-means (K BMERIE L, WRRAEREISE) H T HE R mEL KB
RRFEER A, W) 2B H T S MU R A S 2K .

K-means FRF L f 72 H Macqueen T~ 1967 F4&H, K FRIEIRMAEL, BIRIEES . HEARR
RUEX 4 B IREARSE, Joifie BB K DA K MREHOOME), FitE SRR B OrEE,
W R o3 B I o 5 AR % . K-means J& —Fis Q5 KECSBUITT(8]:

IR 1 i€ KAE, 7F K-means KRB LS, KEME—HS4L;
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IR 20 KRR B K 2, — Mo MBI SR A B ATLIE L K MR AR RSO (B R SR 0 )
7);

IR 3. BT EFEARERRP OGRS, R LIRIE B RIE MR OEN%, BEEMN
AR5 BL 56 s

AU 4. BRI AR RED OB BN BEALE), 55 E—ANREPOHE, WEEIST 4
Ao HAR, WA OBARIRREF O, EEIHITPHE 3, HEEREPOMFA.
HFH—MHEARBERET A%, BMREDZEG DA,

2.2. FhEMUHE K-Means BE3E

BEAR G IFEA LIS ny K-means SENERIKECH «, AIRHZEIRINRIREN O(nKr) - X T K
EREE, AL AL TS, WAl b P AREAOTHRAR T, TRNEZFIH SSE(iRZEF-J5 l):

SSE=) >

PABEORAGH K AH . b n, &R P REAS (B, i 2 2::1’% =n, p, N q DIFEEKE IR,
P, I q DEREIREF O,

FIEREAER: g K EZEH R, AR>S, s S MERE SRR Z it E,
SSE 2Bz /N . AR, 4 KAE/N T BRI, T K RS8R & i AN R N R A
FEEE, BrLL SSE [N MR fE 2 ELAUK s M2 KB Bk e SRy, FRIsm K8, AN In i 5R-& i
R H Z Wi, SSE T FRIE B 22 RIRAL /N, 120 T FAa. FrLL SSE 5 K AE Z [A1 96 2 EIZRLTF I i)
FEMR, 30T B KR A A B A SRS 2. K MH & K-means 5yERME— 1S40, EEURAR K E T AE— &
FERE L oudt K-means &2,

2.3. HEEEHFSERIE
S R IR R EERR AL, PAVHBRENIIR . AR B Z Z-score FrifEtl:

Py B, (1)

xij—)_cl.
Z = !j:1)27”.3n (2)

R _
;zj':l(xij =% )2

z; AR EAL G A RO, x, IR, X AR i MRRREME, AR S, i=1,2,--,13,
MARHERL 5 B o 4208 2.2 TP IHEEE KAE, BENLEI K MEAR (B, p,,- -, Py | TEAVIIAIRE
Hl, THEAEAR p, BI85 IR OB REE E[10]:

d,=|p,~B,|.a=1.2..K 3)

MR p, , I I BA A0, FARIE 6, = argmin, . d,, » ¥HEE p, WA B C, o
L ES I R BB R, AT A5 4 BT

3. IZRIMGER) K-Means BREF AN FH LR BHITR LS

H A E A FHUALFE 38 A 54 £ [E 58 (3% )8 Snapdragon R%1). SER(A &), #E =& (Exynos &
Hy, A E A S Kirin &) BEABlHelio &%), HASER. =B 5% RNHKEH FHL= MW,
M =8 5 R RMN T A AbF 2 38 WL

ASCIEHL T AR E ST AR FRTFIUCE B AT 08, L 3] 5 Mm@l R, =&, %
N BEERE 13 NMERR: CPU HUZH 5 x, - CPU £ ##14) x, « GPU #149) x, « WAEHETE x, (GB/s)s

DOI: 10.12677/aam.2020.911235 2031 IR Esid


https://doi.org/10.12677/aam.2020.911235

IS

W2 FATIHPE x; (Mbps). M FATHEE x, (Mbps). HilfE T2 x, (nm). AP SHE x, (GB/s). WA
FHix, (MHz). CFERAGSRECE X« BKNAERE X, (GB). mmEBkBE x, (Ji). KL
NEE x5 0

HH CPU B4y . CPU £ %143 HUH Geekbench B’ ; GPU Hi43HU [ 3D Mark B M; A7 58
W2 NATEREE . W2 EATHAE, HIFE L2, WS EE, WAFEEM, FRGEEE . RRNAEAE.
et B R FRERKEAEENE S HE M. HdEE 1

Table 1. Indicators of mobile processor

= 1L FHIR R B TR

szt X X2 X3 X4 Xs X6 X7 X3 X9 X10 X1 X12 X13
HP10 784 3006 338 7.464 300 50 28 0.4 933 2 4 2100 2073600
HP20 876 3997 642 25.6 300 50 16 0.4 1600 3 6 2400 2073600
HP22 816 3551 374 25.6 300 50 12 0.4 1600 3 6 2100 1152000
HP35 910 4070 318 25.6 300 50 12 0.4 1600 3 6 2500 2592000
HP60 1497 5735 923 28.8 300 150 12 1.5 1800 3 8 3200 2332800
HP65 1840 6024 1287 28.8 300 150 12 1.5 1800 4 8 4800 2721600
HX25 1592 4134 684 14.928 300 50 20 0.4 933 3 4 3200 4096000
HX30 1788 5817 1630  29.856 450 150 10 1.5 1866 3 8 3200 4096000
S430 674 2496 296 6.4 150 75 28 0.4 800 2 4 2100 2304000
S435 676 2583 309 6.4 300 100 28 0.4 800 2 4 2100 2304000
S439 864 3060 453 6.4 150 75 12 0.4 800 3 4 2100 2462400
S450 775 3457 433 7.464 300 150 14 0.4 933 3 4 2400 2462400
S625 846 3969 465 7.464 300 150 14 0.4 933 2 4 2400 2462400
S626 911 4373 462 7.464 300 150 14 0.4 933 3 4 2400 2462400
S630 882 4291 841 21.328 600 150 14 1.5 1333 3 8 2400 3145728
5632 1256 4832 512 21.328 300 150 14 0.4 1333 3 8 2400 2462400
S636 1330 4894 937 21.328 600 150 14 1.5 1333 3 8 2400 2462400
5652 1419 3305 870 14.928 300 150 28 0.4 933 2 4 2100 4096000
S653 1234 3805 935 14.928 600 150 28 0.4 933 2 8 2100 4096000
S660 1624 5523 1346  29.856 600 150 14 1.5 1866 3 8 4800 4096000
S665 1496 5455 1131 29.856 600 150 11 1.5 1866 4 8 4800 2721600
S670 1710 5805 1831 29.856 600 150 10 1.5 1866 3 8 19200 4096000
S675 2381 6302 1082  29.856 600 150 11 1.5 1866 4 8 19200 2721600
S710 1811 5631 1811  29.856 800 150 10 1.5 1866 4 8 19200 4838400
S712 1890 5981 2067  29.856 800 150 10 1.5 1866 4 8 19200 4838400
S730 2556 7027 2164  29.856 800 150 8 1.5 1866 4 8 19200 2721600
S808 1153 2353 1068 14.928 450 50 20 0.2 933 2 3 2100 4096000
S810 1269 2922 1311  24.88 450 50 20 0.2 1555 2 4 5500 8294400
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S820 1782 3902 2460  28.848 600 150 14 0.725 1803 2 6 2800 8294400
S821 1843 4051 2376  28.848 600 150 14 0.725 1803 3 6 2800 8294400
S835 1918 6601 3590 29.856 1000 150 10 1.5 1866 3 8 3200 8294400
S845 2435 8429 4700  29.856 1200 150 10 1.5 1866 4 10 4800 8294400
S855 3459 10976 5491  34.128 2000 316 7 3 2133 5 12 19200 8294400
K650 796 3247 334 7.464 300 100 16 0.4 933 3 4 1600 2073600
K659 922 3675 405 7.464 300 100 16 0.4 933 3 4 1600 2462400
K710 1557 5459 952 25.6 600 150 12 1.5 1600 4 6 3200 2527200
K810 2825 7830 2421 25.6 1000 150 7 1.5 1600 5 8 4800 2527200
K950 1714 5750 924 25.6 300 50 16 0.725 1600 3 4 3200 3686400
K960 1887 6274 1878  29.856 600 150 16 1.5 1866 3 6 3200 4096000
K970 1903 6636 2912 29.856 1200 150 10 1.5 1866 4 8 4800 4147200
K980 3350 10068 4182  34.128 1400 200 7 1.5 2133 5 12 4800 5456000
E7420 1455 4430 1266  24.832 300 50 14 0.725 1552 2 1600 3686400
E8890 1829 5336 2058  29.856 600 150 14 0.725 1866 2 4 2400 9216000
E8895 2006 6540 2545  29.856 1000 150 10 1.5 1866 3 6 2800 9216000
E9810 3521 8719 3260 29.856 1200 200 10 1.5 1866 3 8 2400 9216000
E9820 4490 9530 4335  29.856 2000 316 8 24 1866 5 12 2200 9216000

A8 1573 2694 1053 14.928 150 50 20 0.4 933 2 2 800 3145728

A9 2553 4500 1845 25.6 300 50 16 1.8 1600 2 2 1200 3145728
Al0 3569 6086 2302 25.6 450 100 16 1.8 1600 3 3 1200 3145728
All 4251 10461 3091 25.6 1000 150 10 1.8 1600 3 4 1200 3145728
Al2 4822 11406 4187 29.856 1000 225 7 1.8 1866 3 4 1200 3338496
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Figure 1. Elbow method to confirm the optimal K value
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Figure 2. K-means clustering results of mobile processor
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