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1. F

Paul E.Green &, Frank J.Carmone © Multidimensional Scaling and Related Techniques
in Marketing Analysis (Allyn & Bacon, Mass., Marketing Science Institute Series) &\»
S5EEN, 1970 FRBIRINTHR, <-4 » 7 4 v 7 ORGSR DL B A 2 DRIT,
SRTERESHT (LT MDS LB+ 2) et 5B800, Rusi,TELIS5THS.
o, MDS #FALC, BETORBEBEOHESWERAARNCLEL L LT, MDS % £ ic OR
T —bRT, FDLIRELDLNED, FOFPLNEW computer codes (Kruscal
MDSCAL Version NI, May, 1967) QA% 3h T, FAHBTELOBMELXYBRNTHIWEE
5, & &b MDS OFFIRTHRVEEN, MDS ORBL Vo7, RIThimZ b®2RAED5D
Tl ik, HHALDEHL Y LTEE koL,

2. MDS oE&XEHE

J.B.Kruskal (¥, O3 (2) o TMDS O, K- v zid, »HoEED
RN cIEMH LI (dissimilarities) %, LM DOERT~ » F 38 5L RITTZEMH T D2 ] JH
PRETDHn@BOREROUTET ZLTHL ) LBNTW5B. XZDHE, nEHOREHEDOIEM
PEE 47y L, BREEFTOnEORS v + DEREREY 7Y 7 PELTELD
L, BIDISC=ED0DHFHELDB LNTES.

ZOBE, nBHORGOIEMEELY n—1 TR ERU EORTGERD n 8L LTERTS &,
FOBRYSESICTER (recover) THZLEMNTEDLZLIXWVWS ETH V. MDS o B,
n—1 X DX ERTG k<n) T, TEHRH n@lOoEEMOIERLUEDTTD
7 EDBRERECERETH L THS. BETHE, FEMOIMUEZ I DL DOho
AVTY) Yy Vi EOREXEIRTZLTHD. R, n@OFEEOIEHLEL RS S E
f& (subject) 23, =277 FICkHEOREFIEELH TS ETHIE, ARTEBTSn

t 19724511 A 20 AZE. 197245 A 28 H, EEWMRRFZLREER.

* (Case Western Reserve University.
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%1 MDS o %4 ¥

‘ 4 v 7 v b 7 v 7y b

| Fully

. Metric MDS METRIC (Interval Scale) METRIC (Interval Scale)
Non-Metric

; MDS NON METRIC (Ordinal) METRIC (Interval Scale)

‘ Fully Non-

% Metric MDS NON METRIC (Ordinal) NON METRIC (Ordinal)

BT, nfHOFHLUBERNTELCERTEL b, LIeh-T, Ik KTD n K TRE
KRB TERETHAE Thik, ZHOFHLBEOVWTOHE=F~LIBLDTHD L)
AP PRI

XC, Fiehz2-T, MDS ik, 1 v 7 v b &7 7 7y b, METRIC 2 %7212 NON-
METRIC i k » T fully metric, non-metric ¥ X ¥ fully non-metric ® 3 B8EIH = &
% ihXfz., marketing KT A BEHESEDOZE I HIL, non-metric MDS, Thbb 1 v 7y
M2y, NBRBEMOIEMEE L WS OENERTHSD L 2 A0, LOBRIIEVE - ranking,
3 7td>H ordinal scale TEH 2 BNB EEZZDNELTH Y, Thik RER XS metric,
T7cd b interval scale THE LT, & REANBGMICMTH D%, HEHHNC TR EED
CHEBLTNS A MDSORFE 0D, IREHOIEHELM L E 2 RERE OFESEOHEY
FetED X 5 7n&, $isbb metric B E L TLEDL A BRIFERIL, fully metric MDS 3%
2 bh by, marketing ~ MDS OIRATIE, DX 5BREEHIVEBED VALY
AEEDOIHH, L OVEETHLOT, BRBMOSHIL, VARV AEMEBERTIH0H
NBEFERPYERETILOL LTI BLA TS, 22T, FEHLEDOERE (recovery) A%
I & 7x » 7o pY, non-metric MDS D341, input »3 ordinal ¢k % D¢, HIFEHFE (mono-
tone relationship) OHFHNERIhD Zbwwins. ke, nlOEEOIFHLBEFRY, & KT
O nfHDH E LT recover LIBEIC, FO recovery inE OREFRbhichy it RENS
Brirsh., T, Kruscal 1, #st2icksit s Chi Squares @ goodness of fit DA 7
b T, stress LW OHEBEYREL 5.

X, nlOFEGOIERLMEY, BRT7TZLDF vy I CEETSLE, n(n—1)2 Fo5 v
7 TRETEZLERD., Thbd aXn D= MY o 72 A0RA= VAV %K\ 7= half
matrix 2\ 5 Z b, WERCHPELYEEIZT 50D, n=4 r LTk ED dissimilarities
matrix ZERBHPICHRLEL XS (FE2).

n=4 THHENL, ZOBFRYEHET LRI =3 LTI, DI G541 recover
TELHZELEIPOLLTHAS. WEL T, k=2 L LT, %D Kruscal measure 12 X 5 5%
D recovery T LT, kOBEFEEEL-LHETSD (FE3).

EnE2 LEIND, M124ELR5.
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#* 2 Dissimilarities matrix——Experimental 2% 3 Dissimilarities matrix* (k=2, output-.-d
Data ¢ (input, ordinal scale) (interval scale))
Object
m A B c D A B c D
A 3 1 6 A 2.1 1.0 5.3
B 5 B 3.0 6.5
C 4 C 4.7
D D
* DT Yy 2 ADF VIR IAIE, BEDOS * OB FIRBECHAOER O DI AARNTD
7 A CH—FHELLTE D, EEDORT AD {bhizboT, MDS Z@EHLCEHEZIRL
B—BIEHUTHB = LT B. BRETIR.
8
Expe[rimental
data
* pseudo distance X\~
oIy, HFRSEmMBARE
RT3 D HEGHEE
o PO D 5 LA b
AD] DEBIELIlDHT, W
BD IR T, o
oy CD ETREAHHLOMOIE
AB oBC BRIER G LB dE
DHEEFRALIELDOTH
AC 5.
d
% =d—pseudo-distance* (BKoC T is 4172)

K 1 Measure of goodness of fit

KGR L iR, HEAEMERERFETS LVWOIEHBT T, BHO~D=T7 -~ DIFL BN
T3 X 5B/ RECHEIR L, BRBOFKEASTHSH. input THD experimental data
=7 —piien EEETIE, =7 ~RdTRACH D LEZDONELT, RPTFEERIIAKFT
FHCBEREhcEELDRETHAHS.

Kruscal @ stress ¥, kxdhod & d MBRDOZT LS EHEINS.

»n R 1/2
2 (diyy—dyiy)?
S= i<j

&
stress S IEBMHL 1 FTOMEX LB &I D, stress BRTHBHIRE fit BEL, ¥FLTO
FEAELIBIRD recovery AARTHTH B & mT Licins. Kruscal i stress DfERD,
recovery DRIWHHETHEHEL LT, ROFMERL T 5.

Stress Goodness of Fit
20% TR
10% w]
5% REF

2.5% EBFH
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0% SEL
CORBREEOH n LTI EZ SRTWE2, n ORMNLBHKRTH 61T, e
PETHL T EOLEERETHA S, —LDHEEL LYt Bbh 5.

3. Non-Metric MDS o5 A=

non-metric MDS DIGHEM E LT, %3, Green t Carmone AHjE D ERTHIT1:,
1968 SF D 11 = F A OFAEBEOFXE DL L L L, HBTOHEHFL LT, EXENT 2P
DRFDIY =T 4 V7 h— FRUENDLEFE I TTle - 7o MDS OEFlRT = LinT 5.

3.1 FHEHEOEM

BENEBIECKHLT, EOX )k 2~k FD, £0O14 A~ OBRTED X 5 nERN
T2 EMHZ &1, RAEA -2~ &5 TELDTHRKRND D, EIBTEMEILT
5ETCERETHDH LIV EThHRV. HENREECHL, BER, BALWIFBTLLR
RIET 5003, WENEENGIENCKATESRY, SEBRRFIN TR LD En
TE5. dbAHACOL S eERmOMIC LD, RREEEHEUITLHCLE, ~~Fr 9y T4 v /D
LTEbDTEETHS. LeLILRIOBCOEEREE LTO,BiA 2~ OEBAMDS
FOMOFHEIC X » TEECERIE, BRHE, FUEHEDO LT, LD CEELSERR LK
5TCTHDH5. T, Green, Maheswari » Rao[l] 1%, 1968 MO TFLD 11 O EF LT
DT MDS DO Fgkd v TR 2R LI,

1968 FFRFEHE 71

Ford Mustang 6
Mercury Cougar V 8
Lincoln Continental V 8
Ford Thunderbird V 8
Ford Falcon 6
Chrysler Imperial V 8
Jaguar Sedan
AMC Javelin V8
Plymouth Barracuda V 8
Buick Le Sabre V8
11 Chevrolet Corvair

© 0 N O U R W N -

—
(=

uﬁ@llw%?waovf %5swmxmobf%%bt%%,&7i&©#ﬁ@ﬁﬂx
T, FvoSReTns Lk, 11(11-1)/2=55 ©F v 733 »TEEL Y, REOIEHELKE =<
Yy 2 ANELR.

COFMBE~ LYy 7 ALA YTy P EUTIRTC KT 2 scaling #4770 o IefbF, KD
scatter 2\ BN (K2).



<HNEBHE> SHTRESW 7
NE T
BNV 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11
FIN
1 8 50 31 12 48 36 2 5 39 10
2 38 9 33 37 22 6 4 14 32
3 11 55 i 23 46 41 17 52
4 44 13 16 19 25 18 2 |
5 54 53 30 28 45 7
6 26 47 40 24 51
7 29 35 34 49
8 3 27 15
9 20 21
10 43
1
EFLD scatter D ETHEIE BB L,
745 v 12 Lincoln Continental (& #t ) &
Chrysler Imperial (B#EE) 35 b, K A o
Chevrolet Corvair (/NEl A% ®H) & Ford .
1 -
Falcon (NUKRH) 2B 5 C &b, Hih * g "2 4
*
NEBWEL S bLTVWHLDEELLR PR —t—t
%, Fic Jaguar (R AR v EH) MHiLEE .11 | s
# ki, Buick La Sabre V8 (shif kR o5 ol
B) AHBROTRCSD b, Bt A T
H—VHEHHHL TS LD LELLR,

BETRLTTRHEDC A £ —CHROBER
COZODERAED L LBEEELRS.
BILEWT L ERE>TAV Ty b F—20D
EEENET 2, BOBRy RS
D, PRS- TRVWERY G L ERD
BEMRSE. CORLEE, ITRSOHM
¥ 2 OB FE L UEROEHEE R
Biwxil, MDS ¥ —2oBeh{hi
BEREZFIEHLS L THREENTEOBR
RIS, DWThADL, T TERSTH
L MDS %t LCRB EEEDZ LE LD
&l B,

32 HY—=F g4 h—FOEH

2 1968 FRFERHE 11 =F 1o MDS X %
7Y rFy b (k=TK00)

ERT oI E MDS kO

MDS

ERDTH

H 0}
4v7Ty b

A7 w b
HE OB

Ty
F

Implicit 7 32
BEEREE

metric #7013
non-metric

monotone

metric, £& object
O EFRCIT B

3

TEHROEHL
metric

linear

metric
Bsr (SRER) =
AVTw b Fem
RD—REEE

EFIL, 1970 ERD TLERCEDH 6 7 AR, KERERCALEEETE 7Y —~F 4 v
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7 e — FORFARDHERTLZT T, A 1970 FERIHE L HHC BT LB LICFL
WE=TFDTY)—F 4 e h—F 36 THFAVOEBRELEDOENT ¥ 1Tir . ZOHFE~FOD
B~ FiX M EICBROFTITERL, SLEERELZMITIEDHELL 36 F¥ 4 v&BMl
THDOEBERELREL T LV EOBENRD » . BEIhLT — 1%, BEEDO 36 O
A= Voo, 72V ALLCBETS 13 © outlet D 1 » Acbi B RFEKE L, #—F
DENENDERETH » 7o, FtEE LTHE2bhEbolX, (1) »#—FoRR (MAFCEN
), 2 »—FORLe@ (F, £V -7, & £ &6, X, Q) »—FeHEbbhTHWS
AEo% (%, A, —A, ¥r), 1) »—~FREIIELEOESE (E, , ), *0ft
Ch, Tk 2 EXENRBELER TS L0, FRRBEOREYER L2 onE, Mokt
B o7k, WTRLRFERECH L TERLRER TRAN > DT S OBBTHRELT
fTote. ERIET, % outlet ©0E, ThLhF § —FHIC X %R BEEx R CHE
L, ThZhogftk s, 7~ P2 EROLITREPFEOMBAXMAL, hiel T,
MRAMZPIFRER L2, ILRIABZED LD MDS OF ko #AT5 2 L B2 8 5 1-
DTHB., MDS »BETHHEEETLERA VT, FF— 2L, DG object L LTDH
~ FOMUELRLTEETHS. COBE, EREXEZELT 36 OF ~ FROEHUMELET
BIXRLEbELTN, Fhivd 13 outlets BT AFEEN 27 F L OMBREEY - TH
LD measure 3Bz L. HBERYy - AT KEFHEBETHEH By £~ Chi Corp. ©
UNIVAC 1108 #% f\~, program i} Kruscal ® MDSCAL-Version II % fu 7=,

scaling OWICIX, H— FEETHEERLDONATETH - 70D T, HATIL UK T
BELL, &5 scaling REXAKRTEL:. bk, 2O/ eZ3a077 7, 1 TChH5
final configuration %, BMD oOREFHH 7 v 75 aeg thic VARIMAX i & . CEi%
[#: X T, %o identification KEDH T L L L. FOHREYERNTHLERDITLLTD
5.

1) AP VAEZ, RNKTTO0.039, AXRTTO0.048 TRIFTH - 1278, WERTTE 0.071, =
WIETIZ 0.096 & LAEWREL D, TR TO0.169, —&ILT 0.273 OFEFE A T, Kruscal
OIS b, KRG TREARTRERD, ZRTEUEXFbRIE bR kot

2) ZERTUEDHRCOWT, SEIEOAEND, KRENAERELTW 50, RGOS
DEEREL, eV —F 4 v 27 « 2~ FOBEMROHHL B, @ identification 12ik53
R,

3) KEoORERRZ, ¥THE—K, HUKORERT, &7~ 10 13 #ECRT 5RFREOKES
FREx e, CORBEEYHALCC EOZMEHNED L. B0, object & LT 36 » ~—
FERE AW, CHRBECHERC X 25 ERMY R LR i/, Bio@BHx X b
HMERBC L. ZOBE, 36 7~ FO5> bERNHMC I 2EMORELRONSE » ~F,
10 F¥ A vBECKAIRETH -1 LB,

b AHASED MDS RO, BROZ ULWEED, VYy—FFF AL vokirl, ME



<HBNHELBRE> BREREFH 9
WoTh, V=T 47— FCHETIEARANLMBORIMCRERETHAH. —oOK
X, YV —F4v 7 e n—FOEMEDL, MDS 05 hHENEICLTLLEELE TV
hrstcl\ Wi EEL, TTRELRERSNC Y 5T, HRELETHILEMN»LTFHEE
b Twicicd, MDS OISRAILBEGREOMCEHEBR M e bithofel Wi T L3 h 5.

4. MDS o7=8H0arFa1—% - TOYTL

MDS DDz v — & « Fu 75 ATOWTIE, Fiii® Green ¢ Carmone 0ZEpD
HBCEFEICTLDLRTWEDT, 2 TRIHELZOFTREMLEE 2 b5 Kruscal
o MDSCAL-Version MIZOWTH R L TLABZ LT 5.

4.1 MDSCAL-Version III

MDSCAL~Version W%, 1964 4, ~aAB5Epi® J. B. Kruscal X - TEhhizd 0T,
71X FORTRAN Vaifwvb i, IBM UAD Y AT ARRD, BADBELE - THG5 %X
SICEELcEHLD THAEOE VO THD. I Kruscal 13, 1968 iz, MDSCAL-
Version N # KL TW52, it Version [IETD option MLz d DT, KEBEH
CE b STo b T AL, —BoRA&IL Version I ¢4+ Ex bbb, Version Vit =
T E D RiFinw.

MDSCAL-Version MY, TFEDELDD routines BE VL - TWb. Thbb

1) MDSCAL 4z b 2 bl n points DFHEA configuration X b, steepest descent
Brly, SOBELABERTRSA—F v ThHD. Tiebhb stress(S) &, t kLD 2, T/
b tn BROBKE LTERL, TORFERCOWT, REEKYRD, AT, S 4 X% E
UT, LEVWR 28 5BEIIY, FREFDOLL L n SEIOFFEHLUEXY TELR Y ¢ ZHcH
FCHHLLIET230THS. H¥MTiZ GRADIENT

S=F(X11, s Xums > Xots > Xon)

_[ 0S oS jl
9= Oxyy e 0,

CERIhAC RS, R, AF,7HARRKROERO [ I oEHITRDHBR
5.

. o
=t gy o
¥TaORDFTH D, 0@y, Kruscal & X, 0.2 2T OEHEOMA LV & X
nTWw5b, aDfliT iteration DD EFZEL LT A, ZOBLRKAC X - THEERS.
@, =a, (angle factor) (relaxation factor) (good luck factor)
angle factor (¥, 7+1 [BEIF © iteration T X - THbh gradient g &, THIEBCHE LN
7o 0’ LOMOAEO D cosine DKL LTEH IS, Thbdb
angle factor=4, Qs

where
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7
Z G1s91s
1S
cos =740/ =T - T
wre Zgls ,/Z Gis
is is

& relaxation factor TR X » TRDHN D,

1.3
1-+ (5 step ratio)s-®

Relaxation factor=

present stress ]

5 step ratlo:mm[l, stress 5 iterations ago

. resent stress
Good luck factor:mm[l _presen ——]

’ previous stress

wie mag(g) % gradient O KRE IR TERT, RORRK L 5 TURIND.
nnag(g):=——f::;::r

FolE L xys 1L, EREAfTbRT Dal=1 IR TW50b, #B
nmg@%:¢§g£‘

Einh.

LR TR S hic AT » 79 4 A3 heuristic 1RD BRI b DT, HFLLEEF 1 < &
ebhine g, EROBEBRELSERENEBLOh LIRS, HEDOHFERL T, BiED
ERTETLOELIFEDOLIZ Y v FAMET+5% &, £DDL stress 235 EE bR, L0
Limk o ATHEIMTL, ZOHENT7TTY Iy PERB T LD, LB LWEA
Th, ERHMORELE <D, K VEBELHEOT Y v FEB—ERECET S L HEL2 KT
CXRBIELTESL., WML o AP VAROESIX 22 LT global optimum 735 %\ 2 local
optimum MRERIMDH ABERIL, KRB HI configuration 226, AL e A%< DEL
T, A—D7 77y FRIBETHNELZEIDIT IV, ZORERTNTD gradient 3
OLO{XBEOMBTHD. TV 7 P ELTUL, DVBBLABILCAT VR, AT, 74+
Ko AbVAVYF, ZOff, < VELAHEOEFRELZRTHEMEI B IR, < DELFHEMN
KT Lt AT, RRITRET S n K% mRT final configuration 23, W& h3. Zbig,
2@ configuration 7%,

1. #Eho#E#e (rotation)

2. EEOBE) (translation)

3. Ehio—iEin{h#E (uniform stretch or contraction)

4, XEBE (reflection)

L ARE (invariant) TH 5 Eb, ZRAED DD configuration 7 — & D — Vv F
HAE LI - TWVS, TOXSIUTERITLTO scaling 3 5bH &, k=1 RILTOD scaling
PIEE D, BRI —KRITKES ¥ C scaling MRS, FTLTHEBLKIDL 5L A b
VAERIEOBEEE LT 77 73T b S CHERKTT5.



< ERE> SRTREZH 11
H3DHMBOAE~VvEI-Th, K

L0k OfEY & ORI D D h—2DF i&?
HorBLZ ENTEAS.
2y FIT cor—=1, BP_FEE ok

wrh dAw (pseudo—distance) ZEHHT 5
FHO 0T, ZOR, LECEUChE i
(weighted) Bl ZRHVAZ LHTES. RUIS

.20

k=6
B B A KT 5 © b Al e L : —
. H 1 i i 1 :}\-:'.
frnbhs (SR 128 0T, o e s 45 6 e

. . _ M3 ArvAHEBO—
o sorting M\ dyy DIEDMEF TR

TitiEbT, L0 sorting OV T —~Fvpdffibhd o LiTic b,

3) NEWSTP oA ~Fvit, FIROERC Y - THIN7- angle factor ¢ & mag(g)
BEIELTAT » 7H A XeH BT~ v ThD. +7~Fv &1L T, MDSCAL »nb
call Ih3Z - Tw5b.

4) CCACT cor—~aviE, e Sravie—ileh— FNEHELRAT, H—Fs
ADNEEER L - TERTRDAS 2~ 2 OEEZRD T ST A —F v THBH. 3y Fa—
e A~ ¥ TIE, scaling OFARKTG £ O, Gradient it X% < VR UFEEROBKAME
R, FRHMARAENRDT — 2 05FEHEEE~ Y » 2 A0, BB~ LY » 2 ALERERTSE
EWRTIm T\ 5,

5) RFUNCT MDS r#u-Tix, ®¥% Euclidian distance %, distance measure dy I2ff
358, Z0or—5 v 01k, —8E7 Minkowski, distance #5352 L 4T E - T 5.
Minkowski’s distance {2kRIC L - TEBE IS,

¢ iy
@F[Z ]
s=1

6) SORT zoa~—swit, rank order #{3h 572DV 7 A —5C, BETIIDLHH,
EEMNEBG. Ledt-C CPU T, BmE® SORTING M5 A 75V ~T w75 A% HB
TELPAL, LD sorting HFH T 5 BHRYTHS .

7) WTRAN coOA—5viE, nfADERCREEDEL ST 252 L 5 L3888, *
DEZERETIEEENENOF 2RI LI 50 TDIRLDOF I~ T —F v THB. 2O
BEEEOLDIE, e 77 a0HEREC X - TERIARIER L.

Lyg— Xys

MDSCAL-Version MAULETX 25k D%{Mk (object) Ft 75 ChH D, BKD scaling @
KT IORTET T TS, ZOK: MDS 0B BNLEL TELDCHSLEL
bha.
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5. MDS o & &

*FHE—pREE, MDS X - THDd S final configuration D&KEH, FER, VWi
HIMEAHBEL TV AENEWI T L THSD. TORMER, O & H MDS 2Tl { XS HH
ERFHRH, BFH/WHCET 5ETOEEL, MERBELTW50hW5HELHE T
LTwvb. o5 identification ORIET, A EFMHIE TIZ/s {, subject matter Df
BThHBH. Lo TR - T D EECHT M85 T, = O#io labeling
EARTRETH D, Green r Carmone ILRIEOCEER T, ZOMEOHPCETORK Y -2 T
BT, FDW L DONRRDOWTIRN TR .

1) %4k (objects) WiX@%E physical 7tBtERD B0, ZOREM L OHEBE K\ C, #@o
RERFERTH. Tibb YRS & ODEORIEER L OBEYERT LI LT,
IGO0 RE L 7 5785 T, MDS w42 L KIGZER oM B @B LT, KItZE/
D% OMBI (canonical correlation) 2BAT2 L5 KEIHEIRTHLDEEH LA
FETHAS 5.

2) TTOREELE S TV HEOEME DI - T5 objects v {HMKALT, fllo
objects I 5FEERE LTEXL DT

3) MDS bt final configuration (XFH LI # (similarity transformation) &>
WC= =2~ 27 THEDT, MOBERLEERALAD L L - THOREYRET LG E8,
HFA#ticssit 5 VARIMAX #ic X 2 OEIEEAEID labeling # A Bicd5 Lvwbh, JK<
Ebhh T\ 5.

LI kv, #Eho identification DRIETH B, FDfh, EBRT{E (subjects) NEEMED 55
HDF ~x D aggregation DRIER, FhA VT FF~ X B XD 5H A D stress O
measure ® fitting W HEOK /N _RELXES Kb HBEXE /D _FE (orthogonal least
squares) % {# 5 FIE%E, MW EERD 2MELSEN AT BETLIHBETHAH. MDS O~ —
Ty T4 v /HCKTLIEHAREL KRS, LOBREIBILLICLIIE ) TV,
ZTOBENERAEIBTETAZENTERVDT, —DDFBHY —AELTY—7 T 4 v
Z e 7F Y AL MDSICBIT 5 HMBA - TR LN ETHA S,

2 £ X B

f1] Green, Paul E. and Frank J. Carmone, Multidimensional Scaling and Related Techniques in
Marketing Analysis, Allyn and Bacon, Boston, 1970.

[2] Kruscal, J. B., “Multidimensional Scaling by Optimizing Goodness of Fit to a Non-metric
Hypothesis, ” Psychometrica, 29, 1 (March 1964).

[3] Kruscal, J. B,, “Nonmetric Multidimensional Scaling : A Numerical method, ” Psychometrica,
29, 2 (June 1964).

[4] Kruscal, J. B.,, How to use MDSCAL, A Multidimensional Scaling Program (Version 1, May
1967, all in FORTRAN W) (mimeographed).





