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Abstract

In this paper, according to the chemical composition data of UCI red wine, the indicators are: red
wine brand, alcohol concentration, malic acid content, gray scale, alkalinity of gray, magnesium
content, total phenolic compounds amount, flavonoid amount, procyanidin year, color intensity,
hue, diluted wine and proline, to conduct cluster analysis of red wine varieties. Based on K-means
clustering method, hierarchical clustering method and Dbscan clustering method, this paper con-
ducts clustering analysis on the chemical composition data of red wine. First, the data were
screened and appropriate, meaningful and clustering indexes were selected. Then, data pretreat-
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ment was carried out. Finally, the clustering of red wine varieties was realized through R language.
The classification and quality of red wine were explained by clustering results.
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1. 518

CLP & 40 R BT I & A 22 PSS % A ORI, 2 ) A 28 IR{E BRETETRE TR, 2 Bt N IR
M55, CLINMREWZ BEEE. R B w2 B AT, B T RGN, AT E S
T BFRIER, WRIEE, BREE, R & SA0 2 4000 R i E A B R 1]. KIALLR, 20000
B PRI PP 8 A8 s BT 14 S O30T 200 % TR AR T 23 SR ANV 8 1) o ARAE LA 018 £ S V€ 7
A, A RRE R EARENFERE R, SSFECRREMACREATOERENEE, e RAr
TERRZES A . Fit, @ a8, FWMOW A S RETFE kAT EEN.

S BT B A SR 5 BT R 385 1) 5 B A DG, STV A JEUREIEAT A 22 B 43 43 A I B A5 B Y 34 4R
PREH S 7 — B PR L b S B 4T3 () A S i . BT RA, AT DARRHE C0 IR 27 i oy B FE AR B SR ik
ITorHT, IR, AT mEE 77 . LAk 22 o) BRAL F AR R B A 3 5 TR A0 A 20 i Ok R B V)
(/DR bR, 25 RE SR F R8I0 T3 100 Ab 3 IS A AT A0 1 o BRAG SR bR B EAT 20T, AT DA W A5 B4
RIS [R50 PR RFAE FE bl ] 25 Wb DY 122288 1) ) 2305 o =

RRE MR BRI, ERAEERERNIES T, WN— a5 R I A
B, X EE AT 7 20, DM A — SR P AR AL IR mT RO, [ B AN [ 28 2 Rl ) 22 S e IR T e K [2],
SE R AN TR REATIR ) S A N 2 . H AT 32 BN RIS VR B o S A R (R O
BRI BT EERE. TR TR, B e 2T 42,
WUERE 2T S IBE e AR5 DA S i 3 8 B A A 3]

AL LAEHE A UCH (University of California Irvine) (20 4k 24 5 2> Bs i Eht, AR e r: 2090 5
W PRSI SERBR & KB KW, B8, SMALEwE. KHHE. FAETFRE. 9
B, i, RN, ERL. MR T RESNME, HAE K-means KETiE JBIRERTT
7% DBSCAN RIHE. e i Lm0 i B A8 & kAT i 5 5 TG it R 5 2000 R &2 o0 R DI D
Bt br, (EARREIEbREE 5 X R GG AR #E AT TAL B . i R K FiE ] K-means 2K T7ik . EIREH T
DBSCAN RRFEIEHATR LM, 15 B0 SN0 5 IS IR RN R4 IR

2. BXESE
2.1 BREZHELRTES

R M1 (Clustering Analysis) & $ e #2489 — AN B W LUK B — Rl E 215k, el
o5 I U Bt 2 e SCIIARBLE Sl G D AR, IX SR B A vh V2 48 1 A (AP 208
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R[4 o TRl — AN SR SR AR BEAR AL, 105 e R B A 2 o SRR O 2 N T4t
PSS 2) . EEE A B DO i B A A, AN Ae i 55 sk b, SRS M RS Bl i 3 70 B
N GIRETE RN IR, X — LA [F 107 28 AT A Rl 7, 2B b R A [ BT S RE T
TRBANEERI T AEAEM AU, TR AT LUd L AR W Bdie e v R e s A [ B A R AT 73 2R B
XFFEBEAT 2], SR FEIR R N AESS M FEMBERAE B R Girh, BRI vl DL R ) 1 [ 24 ] 1Y)
BAs AT o, W BTERIAL EANEER, JHRBCE I AE S CAR 5] ERRER L, JEHr
A DL I et (1 SRR AL R R ERAT N, B EUE RIS A S s fEER AU,
SR 73 AT LI 1o 50 A B A 1 F) 70 2SR E Bh e 8 B AR AE[6] -

RIGE DLW E AR, R ERIRA X RIE T 7R 7 B e RnIE Fr i RS0
RHE, TSRS ZAR BNX AR RIGRARHL, B, ERZ R, R HAE N — i Pt B 7,
k2B oy M A AR B B SR [7] . S RET AR v PR TR SR BA A A 2 R T A AR AE . RN
(intra-class) i st R A B fr o, DURBULHIIE; SR (inter-class) £t oot SN AME R 55, BT &
IR o SRS I e I3 3 Bk T SRS BRI A F X AR B B ) D ik AN s B 3K, RIS B ek 1%
BRI RE 113 SR IO 7 el o ) 4 A

2.2. K-means BB HE %

K-EE R TG RN (0 — I ARN 73 50071 A JUN-BEFE f1 22 s 22 K (MacQueen) 5 k2
i8] mFHEEEME S, HATSEE ERAATC e s, R R I B ik
Ti%e BN T BRI RITIRZ — it 2N . K-Means JE3EHLIE AL — Rl F K 251X 70 1)
REDNTTE, ZREEIEN B AR RIE M A S k (X B k 2R 75 ZOR RN R R LK), 28
JEACEAE T R k . IZFLRIEEA AR B et T B AR ks SRR LR SE K
MYIEEHE N B R E IR Rty B8 =, TFRHAR A HE T R B YIR TR O R BE S (0K
LR P BE B AR AR FE ), SEER S A VA 21 BE B e fdls A Do i AR AE e b s e,
RO IO HER R PRI G, ORI S ORI RIS A O oR W R AR AT A4, A8 A AT BLis
R RN R R QA A, A U SR SER A BV I pR B Sl ), RoR SR R (X BRI M 2 iR 22
SV 77 MUK HE DU B ) o

I MTIRZET T3 AIHE U BR B0 LA H B A S IR L2 R MR, FEAER X 4@ TGO T
E FMEHGRT ¢ NEEF G, E IR n MEARRER ¢ NI AR S R ZET T M. B8, % EfE
R, BHIREBOR, JRRGRMALF . L, FAIRZTRAE E EH/NRRER,  BIlRZE T A
U B L At R o I SRS HE RO i MR ZE R 70 o R ZET T3 AR I R 800 - 25 SRR AR L A vy ELAE
AEHBRAKBIFEAR I AG . HAFSRB AL HARZRBORS, SRR 275 AIE [9].

K-Means JERFER T Fah & REHE, WARIEEDRIGE, SHEER A OB R s g2
AR, MR EE NN EARRIR RIS, WRANIER, M7 R, SR
MEE R 2 )5, HRESHG, SIREANT - IOERIERET . e NEAH, B rREdExT R4
CARIERKI 2K, WamASERE, REPOBASHEE, BRENRBBERY DLW, Bz
FAERURIN S A

2.3. BREEZE

JZ IR %5 (Hierarchical Clustering) & SR 2RE AR — M, d8k vH A [F] 850 B0 r 18] i AR ARLRE R 1) 5
— IR B IRMRE R BM[10]. FERIM A, AFEZEBM TR GEEE SR M RIKE, WHTE R — MR
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KM . AIERENEH M EEFFAE BN oRWmE s, R E T i AR R
FISE KRG ME LW N TERN R RREE., — N2 ERERNE BT IEN 2
H H B MR AT R T 2 B 5 o (R 2 IR RIS BEE A A T AE W ek, B I 7 N B S A AR
B, T LE P R

1) FERERM A F R v S S B AR AL, X B s A b B AR AL R AN A
A, HREERX—IR. B0 E KRR IR SR T F a0 s S S A 5
i 52 1) 1) B B R T T AT T AT (P AR ACL A, R RN, AEACLRE R . P A 1 A S s s 231
HATHSE, ERREEN.

2) JRIRFEH 5 RTTER T SR AR GORAE— AN, SRS 1RAE A 5 ik Nk, B2
MR BEATIER R, B0 BLIA 2 AR — NG540, Blhn, e T B E H 8038 A ol e
Z AR B IA B T AT eh R BE LR .

EEIREREH, WL P RO A BE 2 KRR A E A B EE R & k%
e, ABXT TR 4k U, EEAS E HIREE T o WRMER .. REERERMNITESLIRFE #, (H
B WA R A REFENE A, HEHE5rRERRBEER AR, TEETEIE, Kb
BTN =P H RS &3, USRS EAHSMERLRCEE, cHEVmMERLSRMA
=K.

2.4. DBSCAN BAE %

DBSCAN(Density-Based Spatial Clustering of Applications with Noise) S8 2853k, &% —Fh3k T a5 if
B BT R, ReNS R AT 08 ) XK o) e, JRAE A A s R R
BUTRIRIOFR[L1]. A T BEIFIfAFE DBSCAN J7 L5 BARE N AIB N e 1) SR & 403k 4wt
FAEFAE e WX 2) O R: X T4EREEE m, GER— DRI e PHEDEEH m DIR,
DU B 91206 B RIAZ o R

DBSCAN i it i 75 £ 4 46 P i B 0T B e ARk F RIS, IR —A i p 1 e WA EXT m
ARG, WA —A p MO REH%. S8)5, DBSCAN [ 5 11X 647000 R B 2% B nl ik
PS5, XA AT REV B B T IA AR A 9F . 2B B 1 s a] DU N BT AT R, izt A
FRh e Mo m 2RISR A UORS HI[12], bl e 5 m 811k #%4E DBSCAN ik &

G
3. LBUER S BIERESTH

] T T A IR T R 1 55 2 R IR A B CRHIE , FLJEURL B e ] e R v, 2 AR 2 (Y
SO, LRl 5 i AR A2 B2 (M OGTE . AHIRASK, 8 26 5 (1 ol SRR o B (1 Y 2 A1 08 0o ) e T %
AR USR5 » 110 ] 460 TS e (015 20 UL AR AR v B F) o T 3 PR FR AR ORI B [13] - AR
PP, SRR ZR B K, PPAI S5 RAFAE BRI AN 2 1, i LA 38 46 98 A B O A 2 10
BEATIRE N, B S BRI TE 8 A ) KSR - r R . AR SO R KA 2L R Ao o ik
TR, WL RRARIAE R, R ML A, AR SR A 2R AR DA o e SR 43R
I 5 LRI LI R AP HEAT LEXS,  TPAN BRRE R IR

3.1. HuEkiR
AR B9 EAE R T UCH (University of California Irvine), & H] 2007 45 f & A [A] — 1 (X (197 %
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WACZE R o Bt , b s 178 MEAR S 13 MEbs, FrA KRR R v BUE AR B R AT 7
I3 AMEbR A Y. LU ARRE WAL, SRR SR K. KL . B8 8. SmXatE. K
HEE . FAHE RS, SIOoRE. ol MR, HER. ra s lovBEAe s . RanSdEr 26 4
FEAIIE 1 FR.

IRI) ” s¥iiEN Rie B

X R R K fony 3 e ES PO @i MR AR

1 1 14.23 1.71 243 15.6 127 28 3.06 229 5.64 1.04 3.92 1065
2 1 13.2 1.78 2.14 112 100 2.65 2.76 1.28 438 1.05 34 1050
3 1 13.16 2.36 2.67 18.6 101 2.8 324 2.81 5.68 1.03 3.17 1185
4 1 14.37 1.95 2.5 16.8 113 3.85 3.49 2.18 7.8 0.86 3.45 1480
5 1 13.24 2.59 2.87 21 118 2.8 2.69 1.82 432 1.04 293 735
6 1 142 1.76 2.45 152 112 3.27 3.39 1.97 6.75 1.05 2.85 1450
7 1 14.39 1.87 245 14.6 96 2.5 2.52 1.98 525 1.02 3.58 1290
8 1 14.06 2.15 2.61 17.6 121 2.6 2.51 1.25 5.05 1.06 3.58 1295
9 1 14.83 1.64 2.17 14 97 28 298 1.98 52 1.08 2.85 1045
10 1 13.86 1.35 227 16 98 2.98 3.15 1.85 7.22 1.01 3.55 1045
11 1 14.1 2.16 23 18 105 295 332 238 5.75 1.25 3.17 1510
12 1 14.12 1.48 232 16.8 95 22 243 1.57 5 1.17 2.82 1280
13 1 13.75 1.73 241 16 89 2.6 2.76 1.81 5.6 1.15 2.9 1320
14 1 14.75 1.73 2.39 11.4 91 3.1 3.69 2.81 5.4 1.25 273 1150
15 1 14.38 1.87 2.38 12 102 33 3.64 296 75 12 3 1547
16 1 13.63 1.81 2.7 17.2 112 2.85 291 1.46 7.3 1.28 2.88 1310
17 1 14.3 1.92 2.72 20 120 2.8 3.14 1.97 6.2 1.07 2.65 1280
18 1 13.83 1.57 2.62 20 115 295 3.4 1.72 6.6 1.13 2.57 1130
19 1 14.19 1.59 2.48 16.5 108 33 3.93 1.86 8.7 1.23 2.82 1680
20 1 13.64 3.1 2.56 152 116 2.7 3.03 1.66 5.1 0.96 3.36 845
21 1 14.06 1.63 2.28 16 126 3 3.17 2.1 5.65 1.09 3.71 780
22 1 12.93 38 2.65 18.6 102 2.41 241 1.98 4.5 1.03 3.52 770
23 1 13.71 1.86 2.36 16.6 101 2.61 2.88 1.69 3.8 1.11 4 1035
24 1 12.85 1.6 2.52 17.8 95 248 237 1.46 3.93 1.09 3.63 1015
25 1 13.5 1.81 2.61 20 96 2.53 2.61 1.66 3.52 1.12 3.82 845
26 1 13.05 2.05 3.22 25 124 2.63 2.68 1.92 3.58 1.13 32 830

Figure 1. The first 26 samples of the original data
Bl 1. JRIGEHERT 26 DMK

3.2. $EFRTRE S AR TALIE

FEREAT TR PRI BA VIS FEARHEAT i, BRATMECR AN T ZE L0 X —F5h, T A 350X — 45
bR SERER, AP EENAIRL . WEET, SRR RIBRIEAT AW, 7m0 50 KRR L
SERR > EEAFEAREEAT R B s T BE R (B0 EE P A 5 A 02 o 8 A Y RO I B, T 54K
(IR FR B T A BRE AR R X T AN [ PR 2 77 B 881 4 94 P KD K USSR AN 6, T BAK R o 8k £
EWREAERE IR SEAEY) 5 REEHGE N KB R, AR —MERE ],
FATL LR GYITEIR: TAET R PUCOSRE S OO EGEXE R & R, RS E0 R
bAEE S B O HEREEYEARNAESZ—, I ERES T Z A TR £
TR ERBEERRARIE T, VPR A R E AR, AR A A I RS R R O e A v
BHORERORE . FrOURFEE IR RN IR SRR SR KIOE . B s, MR, JfEw
RAE PR MR, AR APk B SR bR R BA TR AT IR, HAP
R ML R . BN R HT 21 AN SRR DE 2 Fios.

FATEtE W R, KA o B Se B A SRIAE RIS DL, AN 5 220 Bodfa s R B3R . 34T
B RE — THARMIE, BORE RAME. PAEEE, WK 3 Fr.
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b SERMR R IFIHRE B ES JFHEHER SO TR N
1 14.23 1.71 15.6 127 3.06 2.29 5.64 392 1065
2 13.2 1.78 11.2 100 2.76 1.28 4.38 34 1050
3 13.16 2.36 18.6 101 3.24 2.81 5.68 3.17 1185
4 14.37 1.95 16.8 113 3.49 2.18 7.8 345 1480
5 13.24 2.59 21 118 2.69 1.82 4.32 293 735
6 14.2 1.76 152 112 3.39 1.97 6.75 2.85 1450
7 14.39 1.87 14.6 96 2.52 1.98 5.25 3.58 1290
8 14.06 2.15 17.6 121 2.51 1.25 5.05 3.58 1295
9 14.83 1.64 14 97 2.98 1.98 52 2.85 1045
10 13.86 1.35 16 98 3.15 1.85 7.22 3.55 1045
11 14.1 2.16 18 105 332 2.38 5.75 3.17 1510
12 14.12 1.48 16.8 95 2.43 1.57 5 2.82 1280
13 13.75 1.73 16 89 2.76 1.81 5.6 29 1320
14 14.75 1.73 11.4 91 3.69 2.81 5.4 2.73 1150
15 14.38 1.87 12 102 3.64 2.96 7.5 3 1547
16 13.63 1.81 17.2 112 291 1.46 7.3 2.88 1310
17 14.3 1.92 20 120 3.14 1.97 6.2 2.65 1280
18 13.83 1.57 20 115 34 1.72 6.6 2.57 1130
19 14.19 1.59 16.5 108 393 1.86 8.7 2.82 1680
20 13.64 3.1 152 116 3.03 1.66 5.1 3.36 845
21 14.06 1.63 16 126 3.17 2.1 5.65 3.71 780
Figure 2. The first 21 data samples after indicator screening
E 2. $BiRiFEEAIAT 21 NMIREX
PR R RIS
Min.  :11.03 Min.  :0.740 Min.  :10.60
15t Qu.:12.36 1st Qu.:1.603 1st Qu.:17.20
Median :13.05 Median :1.865 Median :19.50
Mean  :13.00 Mean  :2.336 Mean  :19.49
3rd Qu.:13.68 3rd Qu.:3.083 3rd Qu.:21.50
Max. :14.83 Max.  :5.800 Max.  :30.00
B eS| JRIEE R
Min.  :70.00 Min.  :0.340 Min.  :0.410
Ist Qu.: 88.00 Ist Qu.:1.205 Ist Qu.:1.250
Median : 98.00 Median :2.135 Median :1.555
Mean :99.74 Mean  :2.029 Mean  :1.591
3rd Qu.:107.00 3rd Qu.:2.875 3rd Qu.:1.950
Max.  :162.00 Max.  :5.080 Max.  :3.580
RS el it 2
Min.  :1.280 Min.  :1.270 Min. :278.0
Ist Qu.: 3.220 1st Qu.:1.938 Ist Qu.: 500.5
Median : 4.690 Median :2.780 Median : 673.5
Mean  :5.058 Mean  :2.612 Mean  :746.9
3rd Qu.: 6.200 3rd Qu.:3.170 3rd Qu.: 985.0
Max.  :13.000 Max.  :4.000 Max.  :1680.0
Figure 3. The statistical value of each index
3. BiER AR GIHE
MIE 3 FATATLUE B, MR . B B EA RS, wms T e ERs, SERR. K

B JREAER . MBI ZE R I A K, 7 38 G R ST B B 20 48 o 1O S8 K 7 5

2l Ve e ot (2

F s B ASRATT 5 268 G AR i #EAT AR AL, (A R MR AR B A AR R I RUEE o AL i PR3 20 B A

AU 4 Frs.

FATAT LLE BIbR AL JE BRI 1] 5 FroR, I

RECZME, BRI I,

S

or#.

i
~

BB
BEE

M e

TR, HEFARTER
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B, JEz

L YRR TR B ESaL
1 1.514341 —0.56067 —1.1663 1.908522 1.031908
2 0.245597 —0.49801 —2.48384 0.018094 0.731565
3 0.196325 0.021172 —0.26798 0.08811 1212114
4 1.686791 —0.34584 —0.80697 0.9283 1.462399
5 0.294868 0.227053 0.450674 1.278379 0.661485
6 1.477387 —0.51591 —1.28608 0.858284 1.362285
7 1.711427 —0.41745 —1.46574 —0.26197 0.491291
8 1.304936 —0.16681 —0.56742 1.488427 0.48128
9 2253415 -0.62333 —1.64541 -0.19195 0.951817
10 1.058578 —0.88292 —1.04653 —0.12194 1.122011
11 1.354208 —0.15786 —0.44765 0.368173 1.292205
12 1.378844 —0.76655 —0.80697 —0.33199 0.401188
13 0.923081 —0.54277 —1.04653 —0.75208 0.731565
14 2.154872 -0.54277 —2.42395 —0.61205 1.662628
15 1.699109 —0.41745 —2.24429 0.158126 1.612571
16 0.775267 —0.47115 —0.6872 0.858284 0.881737
17 1.600566 —0.37269 0.151234 1.418411 1.111999
18 1.021625 —0.68599 0.151234 1.068331 1.372297
19 1.465069 —0.66808 —0.89681 0.578221 1.902902
20 0.787585 0.683574 —1.28608 1.138347 1.001874
Figure 4. Partial data samples after standardization
B 4. frEREREBSBUREAE
LR ERRR IR E
Min.  :=2.42739 Min.  :—1.4290 Min.  :=2.663505
Ist Qu.:~0.78603 15t Qu.:~0.6569 Ist Qu.:~0.687199
Median : 0.06083 Median :-0.4219 Median : 0.001514
Mean  :0.00000 Mean  :0.0000 Mean  :0.000000
3rd Qu.: 0.83378 3rd Qu.: 0.6679 3rd Qu.: 0.600395
Max.  :2.25341 Max.  :3.1004 Max.  :3.145637
B ES JFAETH
Min.  :-2.0824 Min.  :—1.6912 Min.  :-2.06321
1st Qu.:—0.8221 Ist Qu.:—0.8252 Ist Qu.:~0.59560
Median :-0.1219 Median : 0.1059 Median :-0.06272
Mean  :0.0000 Mean  :0.0000 Mean  :0.00000
3rd Qu.: 0.5082 3rd Qu.: 0.8467 3rd Qu.: 0.62741
Max.  :4.3591 Max. :3.0542 Max.  :3.47527
P 5 B HRE I AR
Min.  :—1.6297 Min.  :—1.8897 Min.  :—1.4890
1st Qu.:—0.7929 1st Qu.:—0.9496 1st Qu.:—0.7824

Median :—0.1588
Mean  :0.0000
3rd Qu.: 0.4926
Max.  :3.4258

Median : 0.2371

Mean

:0.0000

3rd Qu.: 0.7864

Max.

1 1.9554

Median :-0.2331
Mean  :0.0000
3rd Qu.: 0.7561
Max.  :2.9631

Figure 5. The statistical value of each index after standardization

B 5. fENERIE SRR S ITHE

33. BAGERE T
3.3.1. K-means B

FATE R A, XALPLE) 178 MHEA S 9 MEFRRH] K-means BRTERATRSE, HAaHA
A K 2d8hR, R IRRIHETE S DL MR L. AT IR, RMIEH+ I EE, XHIK
ATRATHEAE k B Gap i it BRI E &K K, & 6, RATATLLBIR AR, GAP Gt LN
138 3G EM LTHES, e 3 LUSSiHE—EAE 0.65 FUTi#t1TIEh, BTl GAP Gt i K vh 34T

AT DA 107G B FF K = 32 i B, T CAAES ORI BRSSP RATIE S K =3 BN =2K,
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B, FEz

Optimal number of clusters

0.65

0.60 1

Gap statistic (k)

0.50 1

0.451

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
Number of clusters k

Figure 6. GAP statistics trend chart with K value
[ 6. GAP Zrit{ERE k (BT E

RREERWE 7 Fros, WEPEATTULBE 2], Pra ARy 7 =K, HAREES L8 gE
B HAALE 48.7%, IUERHASHZ MR EARRKR, BRASHZ BN ERIFAFREE.

Clustering vector:

[AjJ] 1231313323231 3132123213%12313223131313131311313323122023233
377 1111121231313 31331313132:123131111113133283333323233
[73) 313333133332333333333331333333333333

[109] 33 3333333333333333333322222222222222
[145) 2 22 2222222222222222222222222222222

Within cluster sum of squares by cluster:
[1] 287.1625 224.8907 304.3654
(between_SS / total SS = 48.7 %)

Figure 7. Cluster result diagram
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Figure 9. Visualization of clustering results
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Figure 11. Comparison between the original classification of samples and k-means clustering
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Figure 12. Hierarchical clustering result diagram
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Figure 14. Hierarchical clustering of category eigenvalues
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Figure 15. Comparison of original classification and hierarchical clustering of samples
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Figure 18. DBSCAN algorithm clustering results visual display figure
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Figure 19. Comparison between the original classification of samples and DBSCAN clustering
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Figure 20. Comparison of original classification and clustering results of samples

20. HARDESRLERIIXILL

4, &Eig

IRYE L o Bt T REMGERKE, K-means BTG5 ERBITEMBIMR A4
A, 7f] DBSCAN KT EIFAEH T 8ds . MR IR IEEE R b, AL 27 B o0 HHs 1R 2138 o
FIRRI R =F, R R TR S B, BRERIK, AHEREE, KB R, SEsR B
B, SHMNERRS, BTN, B MMl E I, RERR, AEWERG, KIEREK,
PEOARIR ML 2, BT Er S 7R, BT R ENLE; B MNEESER, BREEYT, KA
HEERG, KRR, Bk, FragsRad, BT hEmEail; FARS 5N 63, 51, 64, Xf
B T 57 28 08 267 45 TR AR TS 20 DA T 75 2 A 22 56 20 S Rl 2y 5t i FE W, FTLAR R vE ] LS
G P 28 R VY e SRS RO IR RN T
E&WMAE

R ERE SRS (I HE S cstc2018jcyjAX0464), H B T 5T AR U E H% O 9L KT H
(vjg191017), HPR T i 5 80 A A it 78— A H (193180), L JRFE TR 22 iS5 40 B B UM FU L A
T H (2018ZD05), KT Tk A A B e A 2 S 91 B @ B H (201967, N Gt E b s At 7t AR e =
2 2) o

DOI: 10.12677/5a.2021.101004 45 Gt 5 8


https://doi.org/10.12677/sa.2021.101004

i, HE =

Sk

[1] Hou, G.L., Ge, B., Sun, L.L. and Xing, K.X. (2020) A Study on Wine Sensory Evaluation by the Statistical Analysis
Method. Czech Journal of Food Sciences, 38, 1-10. https://doi.org/10.17221/438/2017-CJFS

[21 JAIR, REERH, SKEF, S HTEORmNERNEAR 2 0 R B FED]. THENLNA, 2006, 26(6): 1425-1427.

[31 W, W&, Miwle. BRIz REEED T[] IACH]IE TR, 2009(3): 141-145.

[4] PAFe, RILIE, Zaiw]. BRIz h A RREILLEAN]. RN BT, 2007(1): 10-13.

[5]1 JAFFSR, Wgdk, T, BB RISHBME RLRN]. R LIS 5L, 2014, 34(9): 2417-2431.

[6] Bernhard, F. (1988) Algorithms for Clustering Data. In: Jain, A.K. and Dubes, R.C., Eds., Prentice Hall Advanced
Reference Series in Computer Science, Prentice Hall, Englewood Cliffs, NJ, VVol. 21, 137-138.

[71  TH. B0 T R 7 [D]: [ 220 0] K KEEK 2, 2004,

[8] RWe%. K- RIEFAIE .0 [D]: [l d22Anig ). Kib: Wirg K, 2006.

[91 SkEWE, Bk, LU, 55 J 1m0 X K-means SEEEEAT T[], 17 LREEAR RS, 2011,
28(10): 3643-3645, 3655.

[10] BEAF. JZUREEIBEIENIE T N H [D]: [t #A0ie 5g]. Keib: g K%, 2009.

[11] JEKBE, FfsE, &, FFHdE 5 X ¥ DBSCAN Hyk[]. ML F 5 K &, 2000, 37(10): 1153-1159.

[12] Zhang, Y.C., Chen, S., Chen, S.Y., Chen, H. and Guo, P. (2020) A Novel Lidar Gradient Cluster Analysis Method of
Nocturnal Boundary Layer Detection during Air Pollution Episodes. Atmospheric Measurement Techniques, 13,
6675-6689. https://doi.org/10.5194/amt-13-6675-2020

[13] Blanquet, J., Fur, Y.L. and Ballester, J. (2017) Computerized Delimitation of Odorant Areas in Gas-Chromatography OlI-

factometry by Kernel Density Estimation. Data Processing on French White Wines, 167, 29-35.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chemolab.2017.05.015

DOI: 10.12677/5a.2021.101004 46 Gt 5 8


https://doi.org/10.12677/sa.2021.101004
https://doi.org/10.17221/438/2017-CJFS
https://doi.org/10.5194/amt-13-6675-2020
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chemolab.2017.05.015

	红酒品种聚类分析
	摘  要
	关键词
	Cluster Analysis of Red Wine Varieties
	Abstract
	Keywords
	1. 引言
	2. 聚类算法
	2.1. 聚类算法的基本概念
	2.2. K-means聚类算法
	2.3. 层次聚类法
	2.4. DBSCAN聚类算法

	3. 红酒化学成分数据聚类分析
	3.1. 数据来源
	3.2. 指标筛选与数据预处理
	3.3. 聚类结果及分析
	3.3.1. K-means聚类
	3.3.2. 层次聚类
	3.3.3. Dbscan聚类

	3.4. 聚类结果对比分析

	4. 结论
	基金项目
	参考文献

