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Cluster Means

{Statitics for Variables>

Standard Deviations

Cluster Frequency Dim 1 Dim 2 Dim 1
1 9 0.722 0.288 0.442
2 161 —1.140 —0.451 0.441
3 73 1.650 —0.025 0.425
4 130 —0.628 0.937 0.365
5 103 0.481 —1.525 0.603
6 112 0.264  —0.067 0.376

Pseudo F Statistic=541.88
Approximate Expected Over-All R-Squaered=0.836
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{Multivariate Statistics and F Approximation>

Statistic Value F Num DF

Wilks' Lambda 0.624

{Test of Ho : The canonical correlations in the current row

and all that follow are zero>

Canonical Likelihood

Correlation Ratio Approx F Num DF Pr >F
1 0.477 0.624 6.52 50 0.0001
2 0.406 0.807 4.02 36 0.0001
3 0.130 0.967 0.93 24 0.5597
4 0.115 0.983 0.79 14 0.6760
5 0.059 0.997 0.39 6 0.8886
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Appendix A Fuzzy Discriminant Analysis
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