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ON CONSTRAINED PRINCIPAL COMPONENT ANALYSIS
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Contrained principal component analysis (CPCA) was proposed by Takane and Shibayama

(1991) for structural analysis of multivariate data.

In this method the data are first decommoped

into several components according to external information. The decomposed submatncep are
then subjected to principal component analysis (PCA) to explore possible structures w1ti:ln the
submatrices. The method thus combines two major conventional multivariate analysitech
niques, multiple regression analysis and PCA, in a unified framework. This paper illustrates the
basic model, computational methods, various uses and extensions of CPCA. An illustyptive
example is given, and relative merits and demerits of CPCA are discussed in relation to the
analysis of covariance structure (ACOVS) approach.
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HEFHS F— 2 OFH L AR O 2 WE T
5. FROHEFFIE N KOEHFTH K, S0
BT5I% n KOEFFFI L oRdF. EbbLHHT
HATEME (ond) THBZ EREETE. KX LHE
B (pd) The<, FETME (psd) DBEIRKROEH:
vETo EREETS :

rank(KG)=rank(G), (1a)
rank(LH)=rank(H ). (1b)
(K, L7pd THRELDOEENEBHCHRE S h
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FIAENT-EREBCHIET AR ERFEMBEL kb
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THEL, FOHTHIY L & LTREYEREL/LT
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HEMELZROSWEND D, ¥, FHIOBHRLL
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WHFEAB B (Rao, 1964, section 9). Meredith &
Millsap (1985) XEESBEEROBEHRFAE (Fix
EEREEIC X S) ®, Guttman (1953) D4 # —
HRCESCTHETAHELYRELTW3,

3. X *

AT CPCA OBE W D\WTahR 5, B 2R
Cin o XD %@ e 2% #M1x Takane & Shibayama
(1991), Takane (199D ¥R hic\v, BB~
X5, CPCARRXIARHH] & THBFHID22
ORENRDD, ThooSHEELE - THBE LTI
ZEiLX S,

3.1 e

M CcERXIhiTF - 2TWZ, AH5F—2 G, H
FRAVCTABFIZE TS CPCAOEAREF LR K
DORRERLT S,

Z=GMH +BH +GC+E. (2)

ZZTCM(pXq), B(NXgq), C(pXn)izEFA DA
5 A—217%, E(N Xn) 3BEFFILERT,. 0T
MZRETMT 4 SOFENEET 1 WREOHKRCE

B, F—2MFoRRILEdbET, —WMPEMLTH
I, ,
Lo FARBITEENRD S, TEELYI DR

DIERORILERZ LU HAT S, ‘
G'KB=0, ) (3a)
CLH =0. o (3b)

2 CK, L 2R CEALCHERITHS, -h
LOBEREH LY =T AOFHES—RCERC
5X5ikhsd, BI1EHIXZO5b G EHOHHI
Lo TRBTE2MY, W2HIH KX -THET
EBNGRL->TRHRATERVES, HIFL G
o THATELNH KL > TERBETE WS
B ERGCGRI->TOHIRI>THBBTERWE
SuFT.

EFADATA— AR ROEELYRAET B L 51T
BB,

SS(E)x.=tr(E'KEL). - ~ (4)-

(Zhiz—BtB/ N2 REXTHS) Zhib M, B,
C,E%/2% (LS) @it

M=(G'KG) G'KZLH(H'LH), (5a)
B=QexZLH(H' LH)- (5b)
C=(G'KG) G'KZ Quv, (5¢)
E=QuxZQn1 (5d)

LRDdHRE, CoCE—BEEsmn, M, B, C
FEE-ECRAELR, ChHX—RTHI DI
2 GKG, H'LH “TEAICH 3 0ERADS,) 2T
X 2 X o—8bsT%, Qgx, QuLitthEh

Pax=G(G'KG) G'K, (6a)
Py ,=HH'LH)YH'L » (6b)
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5. &# () Ob T Pax, Qox ERDEM LW
THETTIE RS, (B, MH-HA (1983) 25
Boz &)
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TD Z DRI N4 DOWMILIe T sBEIhi-Z
LEEHRT S, v

K, L OgEBOF B % K=RxR«', L=RLR!
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(8)

(9)

Z*= RK'ZRL, (103)
G*=Rx'G, (10b)
H*=R/H (10c)

LEET S L, SS(Z)kL=SS(Z*)11 R b L,
PE-TSS(Z*)1s BT SS(Z*) LEFT L

SS(Z*)=SS(P¢-Z*Pg-)
+SS(Q¢-Z* Px-)
+SS(Pe-Z*Qn-)
+8S(Q¢-Z* Qu-)

tERL, T Pe, Q¢, Pa-, Qu- X hTh G*,
H* TEBIh-BEZHET (£hZh Pex, Qor,
Py, Qu wHGT5,)TCHBH, thiz K, LB
7ol 2 FENBLR BT HETHE LB L
hieBLTTEHZEERL TS (X Rao,
1980).
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3.2. ABHH

CPCATROMENIZOEAIAEBEITH B\ iT
WO R ELDHTERGAH TS, EORLERS
AT B rEMREOMKCEAMCL S, ALK B
DEIFY PCALr35%E, Z05bG - HOWE
- THEBETERFTOH T, RLEELERNBS
YROHMFZ 23 CE5, £, W4HD PCA 138
DRCEELMBER > T E 5y l~N5R
ESWE L TEELENR ¥ (Gabriel, 1978 ; Rao,
1980 ; Yanai, 1970),

PCA i35 — 2 fT5 2 BB OB TFICEE T 5
BLBECLREOSVTVWE, ZHOMBII—ERCIIR
Bizvdl, 1 o0MIEREFTW (SVD LMHhT5,)
IXoTEALABZERBAMONICERETH S
(Eckart & Young, 1936), CPCA. Cix—#{Ll/h 2 T
XXy FH\TwBed, SVD ¥ EF—RILL it hid
ey, Thi—R{LEAMRIM (GSVD; FlziX
Greenacre, 1984 ¥ 8R) L &5,

E¥ (GSVD) : rank(KXL)=rank(X)=7» 2§ 7=
T 4%, X(INXn), K(NXN ¢nnd), L(nXn T
nnd), &5z bhick, X% 3o@T7oN, UDV’
THETHMLHEATHI K, L %3 XD GSVD &

WU, GSVD(X, K, L) ¢E, ST UWNXr)ik

UKU=I,V(nXr)x VLVsI #1375, D
EXATHITCpd TH B,

Xo%®EDSVD, +72bHb GSVD(X, I, I) %%
SVD(X) &3, SVD(X) & GSVD(X, K, L) »
BORHETCRUU=I, VV=IHBEREh2D
KNL, #FC UKU=I, YLV=1 %bE L
hBETHE, -

GSVD(X, K, L) BroRic L. TRD LIS, K=
RxRe/, L=R.R. ¢ LT X*=RdXR. L E#%T 5.
X*DSVD% X*=U*D*V* %+, chilb
GSVD(X, K, L) & U=(Re')*U*, V=(R/)*V*,
D=D*rRD>bh5B, ZZTARTIHNADL—
7 e Rve—XPEFFEERT, TOXIRLTRDL
hicU, V, DHGSVDOEROPTERZIhHH#
Br#r-Tot3BLrThS5, ¥z, CPCATHlx
i (8 ¥ 1%, X=PexZPu ¥ rank(KXL)=
rank(X) Wi LCWBZ X () D&t X h B 6
Th5, S

0L 5EABSGH TR GSVRAEE L S#L R
723, GSVD #BER RDDHLDROERIIEET
B35,
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EE1: TINXtTtsSN), WnXxw Cwsn)%
T'T=I, WW=LL%¥-TEEZXTHAET 3.
X(txw)DSVD % X=UxDxVyx, TXW’' & SVD
 TXW =UDV' L35, U=TULUx=T'U),
V=WV Vx=W'V), D=Dx B b 3r>. GEHZ
@+ 8],

CPCA T G*, H* © QR 2 (#i 2.i¥ Golub & Van
Loan, 1989) % G*=F¢ R¢’, H*=FgRa’ (7-7:L F¢
Fe=I, F'Fg=I) t3+3&, Pg, Py X Pe-=Fg
F¢', Pp-=FuFp 2% 2%, 2hXb R Pox
ZPu' Ru=Pg-ZPy-=FcFc'ZFaFu' 806 h %,
Fe, Fg QEHZTHE 06 SVD(PeZPp-) X R
S5 ET SVD(Fe'ZFr) # X%, EB1x®AT
XX\, Fe'ZFn 3 B% PeZPy X Y 3 F o &4
A XPPI O THEOHR L ETES, b
GSVD(Pc/xZPuit', K, L) 12 GSVD O EXDOF T
BLIFERZ IR > CSVD(Pe-ZPxy-) LB iR
dHh35, EE1XROBRC—BALT D & BERE
Brxdnrhs,

EH2: BEBI1TT, WiLT LI RERTHT
Wb & T35, LELT'TECW W XERTH
5%0 LT3, GSVD(TXW', K, L)% UDV’,
GSVD(X, T'KT, W LW)% UxDxVx %3 &

U=TUx (Ux=(T'T)'T'U), (12a)
V=WVx (Vx=(W'W)'W'V) (12b)
D=Dx (12c)

OBMFEER Do, GEBHIMAEYEROTL,)

EH2TT=G, W=H,X=M &< &, TXW’
GMH’ = Pgx ZPuy'. % - T GSVD(Pgx ZPs/l,
K, L) £ GSVD(M, G'KG, H'LH) ORI i3 ER 2
TRENTVB L 5 BRI b Lo, &S GMH’
D5b M3 PCAYBALLELVBECLEL
5, U UBTErh3BLABREAES LR
LoTRDBLND A2 7TFIOBRBRIEDS. (Ve V
LGN

3.3. CPCA m#3k

L EARCPCAOBETHS, 2 hECoOBHBEL L
B2k 5 CPCA 3HE & GSVD o b e n
LELS, AFCREETIOSMizE3\ T CPCA D
EEREREL5,

@) RCEIBZOGMITL XENLIDOTC, G

P HREhZhAEEIZBECIEE YIS LEIW
TED, Az, G=[X YT 5,48t T
AL SEHNTTETH B (Rao & Yanai, 1979 ; 3.
PTP9, 1983). (LIF (D o&#AROESb D LEE
TH5OEY, XY s (Koté:'r LITE#) B
TTHHET

Pgx=Pxix+ Pryix ‘ (13)

PR DL, T HIEME G ONEY XOREE ¥
DENEGETHODTHB, X & ERERLNE
bAHBMLUACHEZT 5B 42 Puxd Pyx D #
T o
Pex=Pyx+ Pyx— PuxPrxs = (14)

PRYIID, ZoOMRT K=1 BB Lo s#s
WCEBELRMY R T, Xaruﬁoﬂm%im
EVBE L

Pox=Pxix+Paxxvk - 5 - (15a)
(¥7cix =Pyx+Poygxix)  ,,  (15b)

BRDIID, PaxygVE i Y 56 X OBELYRY BV
ofT%l, Qe Y TEX I h 2 HRETFITH 2
(PayxX/k RE DY), ZOZMEEY X EYTi2D,
XX TRATELHBDERMOBRIT2L Y %Y
TRDEHEBOID, T XL Y PEVCETH
pOHF4

Pox=X(X Qvx’' KX) X Qri’K
+Y(YQu'KY) Y Quix’K

BRDID, (7)) X b Qux’'K PIWﬁS‘C‘Zb ki
ER)ChZ X & Y ¥ AR TRdiBicEbh
BMTHB, HLOH 1H L Sp(Qax)BSp(Y) i
Bole X~ H¥, #2582 Sp(Qux)DSp(X) i
Botc Y ~O¥EYERT, 2T RBIEMOE
frET, uhb@ZODﬁﬁuﬂi?@ﬁﬂ&ﬁc
THZ LV OCRRCE+IERNLETH 5.
BN G I 5 RETFFI Ve i+ 3
HWELTEALhEBERKOGMEEYTH 5.
WEHIE Uc AUs T2 % 4)@&‘3'5&

Poix=Peaix+ Poicxersix 4 . (17
AR Y3L> (Takane, Yanai & Mayekawa, 1991).
ZZT, GKGHERITHBZ L¥RELN, B2

Ker(A')=Sp(B) % #7-T15ICd 5. ANDOHELD
BIAXZGRI-THRECXLEB/EIBLIHEK

(16)
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GACL - THHATEHRS, F2HIGARI-T
BRETEHEVWEIELERT. B(GKG) 'GKGAUL=
BUc=0Xb Us=AUL,D$I#12 B Uc=0 L b E
Xhazidbhs, ¥ A7) TA=[I0], B'=[0
I @< & (15a2) 2iWhh 5,

fek (13)-QA7) EAO S H flic bR Y LD
ZEHEHLNTHAL, FHUEOFRIGRH MR
SELLEOBASTFINLR Y LOBECLBR IR
T&5,

CPCA AN FH (nested) OFKMEYMAT S
CEATAEETHS. BERADOSBREO—RITE-
TWBY, FOMCROBLARDTOID, (2) D
Mz Z tEUL#E

M=AM.isB'+ MsB'+ AMs+ E* (18)

PEEL, HPrHELT5eHic Z k(0]
HOLEYUTRDEEFL (ZhAEBEEETVE DL
5 —Potthoff & Roy, 1964) ¥ & x5 &

Z=G(AMissB'+MsB'+ AMA+E*)H' +E
(19)

NBOLRD, toEFAMEZ ¥R TS5 o0RFRS
15, ToEFAINEOEARTRICY > THRE
hicHMoOR BT — 2 bR TH50EHTH
5., (BleiE, G=A=I, H¥OF¥ 1 v1T5% B, &
o7 75 H LELLD
BROBETHHEAVWORZ, BVWEFMEhicZ
O—WERFITIC X - THEESY BRG]
BThD, tOFERRISRTRERMDS), PCA, #
AN OREOBROILDIZLISAVLRD
(Carroll, 1972; Lebart, Morineau & Warwick,
1984), OFHEIZ M ¥ GSVD THMBLI-#, AT
Yo THRBPTEARSLTERMBICTBETEHLO
LRERETESD, ChBROBEO—FITHS.
BROEET—RIT

Z=(TG:* MY (20)

L @/xEe 5 (Takane, 1990). = =T G:*, H;* 4t
|5 — 2 WO TINETHETH, M* X7 424
FRlxNAERETE /ey 7 ATHCHS, Q20
3 McDonald (1978) it X » TRE X hi-{oHkE
FF oD EF A, COSAN EL L TV 585,
COSAN T a#uEaHT% ¥ ->T Z & nnd, M*
% nnd, G:* & H* 3—HLEThiEebiv,) ok

3t L, CPCA CilEFARF— 2 KREEMTIIDDHO
<, Z, M 3—BEHTH, G & H* b—HKL7x
Wiz EDBWAED S,

3.4. BREFE ‘

CPCA 3 A L FELYRINOBE L LTEUHE
By HETH 5, AT CPCA OBIETFEC
DLWTHEZEh D, e

Q) #fE (—b ERERELRTCH L
Dt Rao (1964 ; section2) TH %, Golub (1973) K
0* B8ckenholt & Bockenholt (1990) Xz % SVD
1B L7, #7- Besse & Ramsay (1986) % (BE&
7 — 2 ORH | TRROFEYRRL T35,

BHOHIE 5 A — 20X BWMEEET L HE
ETDAT A —ARPED AT A~ CEBLETH
Ebs, ERoOFEIAHECKT I, Zhbo)h
B @) THhNBFHEE ORI OVTiE Takane,
Yanai & Mayekawa (199D TR L<AL LR TV 5,

(2) HRDODPCARZ DFIR2 P AR E->TED
haZeMoshic TR M5, Guttman (1944)
DF ik, Rao (1964, section 11) OFHEd Zhic/®T
5, thbofitkii CPCACR H DX XHV2HE
(BiwRao DRI H=Z'G :<.) wHYT5,

(3) H=I OF, CPCA (XTLEAM ST (redundancy
analysis; Van den Wollenberg; 1977) &FEi¥h 575
Bie—%+ 5, toFEERENKMSEERS T
(reduced rank regression ; Anderson, 1951), #§B1ZE
# o PCA (PCA of instrumental variables; Rao,
1964, section 8) 7z & & TS, ZOHEICEE
L7 SXiRiz 4\ 2t (Van der ‘Leeden, 1990), o
FEOHA Y ERAMIT L OMRTRL DK
Lambert, Wildt & Durand (1988) %%,

(4) CPCA B%EIBATEMEMIH KT
(Takane, 1991), & hiCiZRO 30PN EL LR
35, 1) Z=1,2) H=I, Z’Z=1,3) H=1, L=
(Z'Z)'. =oBs, CPCA XYMRTARHEMDTHT O
FloPE i 2 EH IS, MANOVA, HIES T
(WA RELE, BEAIE hEEI—HTH, %1
IF XA 447 C A Y el #at 4t < B & 0 N
Yanai & Takane (1991) i XwC, RIEFHTLH
O FEN ter Braak (1986) 1k » TREIhTW
%, ¥ 238 (Hayashi, 1952): % = OBER T
(Takane, Yanai, & Mayekawa, 1991),

G) @ EbMET5H, BRI —#HOWRE (Ni-
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shisato, 1980) THELEIRT — 2, WHET - %, FF
EBF—2lal A2 1 7DF— 2L > TERXh
SHHLHNEELRANLAREELZREL T
5., :

(6) CPCADEEETA(H2R) THEIFEDAY
YTRD B E F A1z CANDELINC (Carroll, Pruzan-
sky, Kruskal, 1980) &R & * 57 (Potthof & Roy,
1964) #'%» %, Takane & Shibayama (1991) i237%&
& CPCA OBl#Iz>\T, ¥7: Takane (1991) (248
%L CPCADBIE I SWTHRL T\ 5,

(7 CPCA X BTC =51 (Bechtel, Tucker &
Chang, 1971), THL =51 (Heiser & de Leeuw,
1981 ; Takane, 1980, 1987), WVM = 54 (De Soete
& Carroll, 1983) 72D <7 + AZEF = FA XKD
B4 L LTE&t (Takane & Shibayama, 1991), ¢
DHER7 P VEFETAXTRACIHATH S,

(8) FRUTEELXINZGSVDoAEIXELLT
TIVADT — A BITERCIB3D0THD Blzid
Escoufier, 1987 ; Greenacre, 1984 ; Ramsay, ten
Berge & Styan, 1984), Bojanczyk, Ewerbring, Luk
& Van Dooren (1991) X U458 % HK-SVD &g
ATW5,

—7, AU GSVD &\ 5 B3 EEET O 55 (Bl
2.1¥ Golub & Van Loan, 1989) T2 B0 EKR A
bR T &7 (Van Loan, 1976), ¥{EMHT V5 GSVD
(B 2 hw QSVD (Quotient SVD) EFEES L5
REIHERTOEMFE (De Moor & Golub, 1991)
OETREIRTV3,) R—BIEHHEME (LA
—SB'B)x=0%fT5OREMOTALBDEET
HETHHETH B, = ©JFE2EKERSVD
(Restricted SVD) tiEh 3 3 o205l RS
BT (CPCATRRZ L G L HTHY,) ik
Fxhic (Zha, 1991), RSVD iHEEcE S B
TV B REARCE CPCA LIEB BT W5,

4. @ H @

AE T CPCA O#EABIE BN T 5, KEDOHH 2
LZZTCRIALBRBATERVY, fhofliconT
i3 Takane (1990) BRI hic\,

ZZTCHWAET — 2119 ooRMITxT 5 0 HEGE
FF—2Th5, FML3IOORN - -HFEI SR
iz 9 AoE4AA (1. Brian Mulroney (# + %D
#) 2. Ronald Reagan (7 # V Z &REDOAHE ; X4
B5) 3. Margaret Thatcher (o &) A DEH ; X4b%)

4. Jacqueline Gareau (X ¥=< 3 ¥ vBF) 5. Wayne
Gretzky (72 D7 1 Ak v # —RFE) 6. Steve Pod-
borski (F v d 2% —FEF) 7. Paul Anka (Bk=F) 8.
Tommy Hunter (3 v bV —+ v =22 vEKE) 9.
Ann Murray (RF)) ¢H 5. ERECIHEEHNIC
LTRTRL, EBLONEDMFE L vk 25 ARET
FELTH b, HBRFIZ100 ADHFFAEET
05 bMEROEENEER, BHOBMLABER 0O
feehote. :

COF—2x G=1I, H=A, K=I, L=I 1<
CPCA ##MA LIz, 2 & T A R¥HLLBD T ¥ 1 V177
THAH (Zhidhifi 3.4, (7) ¢h~7% BTC £ F 1T
—HT5.) O TREY ZAL A =ZA/n %
R, ofTFic PCA 2 #AT %, K1 Xz oRESB
Lhic_RTOPHMABERL T\ 5,

Kb 1bhb9ETOESHRI>OPBOMBEYRL
TWa, ZhI D I->ORMTEE L ERMRE R
123 DDRY - HBFCHI R TR AR S hY
WBZ Evbhs, (Fiftiid D JGEAR-YRFT
BOEBOBED /A — FIGEVRE ED TS,
a&»o&uwmo%muuongzﬁMDwA
DEMEORIF~7 A ERET. BAKORF<27 +
iz HACEE S h R HY T2 LEDBEADOR
x5 BiFMH R/ O N5,

I oDPMAEMY BIBARS—F A7 » 7
(Efron, 1979) X - TRD S h - 95% EEEARLE
LT3, “hiXTOF—206#0EL 100 04 v
It L, Fhifl 4« CPCA C4#H L CHEME
Do - FEITFNERD, ?Eﬁl(Dﬁ:&IEﬁ&i'{E
FELTHWELDTH B, A

®¢Vomwﬁut«9r»u&&té¢®$w
BERLYET. Chi b FHHe WG SPGLIz A + —
YRF) »—FBFEh, ReBBR RECKTE (G
B ZTHHIDDETHEEATYL S Z EXbns, ¥
72, E & N OHIBRMH W2 P MZEREhERBRE
E, LBRFELOMOFEHRIF 7 A XERT ED
FHREFBREFREFAOERERL TS, (BEFIL3
AESBEBRTHBILELL, 2hE220X7 A
OEEEEIVERIFG->-TWHBIEMLB2DOD IV —
7O IMHOEEE L VWL EXBRSB,

5. % ’ )
Lk, CPCAOBEY T — % OBE,: BITE, A
PAYBLTHEB LA, ZHTTE LBHEETCPCA
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TRy

3 v

1. BTC 5 nmb¥bhicREF - 2 ORNBAR L 95% EEER

DR/ IS MG (ACOVS; Bock & Barg-
man, 1966 ; Joreskog, 1970) & OBIA TR T A
V. CPCA DFIS & LTRROBRILEADITONS,

1. AAREFHOEELXE»2 eV, BERD
ACOVS it A LS BEREBRTHORECE S
Tva, COREYMASMC—BLTIRLEDSS
B, ZoOFHBIERTAH L KER, ¥ ADF
(asymtotically distribution free) XXy v 7
Noet A X BBLTHIDRVERAIFETE 2\,

2. HEXMi¥TCHSB, CPCAIINMELEGSVDO
HMABbehbR5, WThIBRORVHEENF
#7% (Golub & Van Loan, 1989),

3. B MmYRES, ACOVS —Eofsi%
BWTRREERMEERAL TS0 L, CPCA
TRBIFHEMERD LIS, BRECIRIERBMA

DK H 52, CPCATIXEDX 5k
DRI, .

4. FREMHBE L\, ACOVS T35 #fT
FloHEMS nnd Tl LB B 0%, CPCA Tit %
DX 5 EMETEL Y, BASCR IO - 3
BT pd THBHZ EHBEREINS D, pd O
HFA503md oFHEIEBLI D LT LEHE
THD. L

5. RABAY—-BHBLMB, CPCA TIZEF
BEROHECE>bHRFAREOMBIEL int,

6. XTETCHOLTLEXTMEIEEREZL S,
P o TERTERORIRIZE NERBEEDL I TH L,

Zoffl, Velicer & Jackson (1990) (xEHTF 447 &
HE L PCA OB A HENWBICE- S THRAL
T35, st
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—J, CPCAORBRETHEH >NE AL

1. CPCA RELARIBE 2\, REBRIHORE
EHEVCRE, EFATMEOEREN LI dEEEE
HERRTEI, COBRIIFEFULIELL v, B
IERAICRI X 51, CPCARR L > THBbLh-ER
DEBEEIL S -t A+ 5 » 7E (Efron, 1979) kX
LoTPERDBILENTES, TRT—+RFF vy 7HE
CX-TBOLRAAT A — 5 OHEHED T - 78
TPl EELEVC, —RBOEHERELXTS522%
TBETHD, EFARMBEDOHEL LTCIRA N —v o«
1 ¥ —DHYE (Geisser, 1975 ; Stone, 1974) b A
HEThsH, REBEHHOCRD VBB ITERY
iz X3\ /- Eastment & Krzanowski (1982) oF%
EhhEdELS,

2. CPCA REREXERL 2\, oHHbE
SLHPELL 2V, RABSH T/ EWRRMEIKET
BROEMOIBRS CLRREHELYRY ST 5%
¥ (Gleason & Staelin, 1973). EX DT # D 24
YMITER L T 52 O XRBIRRVY, BFIHE
THERZE L AFCHEERETFOYRIIMOIBVTLE
5 LDHEHRETHS,

3. CPCA RREOAEMMN RV, BHLHE, —HiL
B2 RECE ST ACOVS BANE R OMAL v
B2 THRBRIFRETH B0 L, CPCA it Hfy
DOREHEN, ThIEFLHAELL 2V, BeR
fX b, FHRATF L %¥ATHiE CPCA ©b ¥
DREHERBLNS,

4. CPCAREB#HK R IT 5, CPCAIXHE» I
ACOVS itle~% L BB HHMOME L £ TH > T
W5, LaLl, CPCADMOFSKRZ DR ELH-T
KODBEELZBIS,

FRXCREEOFWETNTEE YIRS Tz &N
TEhhrote (P XREMER T hEORIBE KL ).
Zd 0 b3 CPCA DRBN B IRBATE

bDEFLD, BORLA-DBSCBL TR M
thThB,

fi i
EH 1 D8,

X=Ux Dx VY OFQICHI L EA26 T, W i H
H%5&ETXW=TUx Dx VX W »'f@bh %, U=
TUx, V=WVx, D=Dx t & { & TXW =UDV’
@b h3, BEXU,D, V5 SVD OMBEEIH

T3 REEHE(U'U=I, V'V=I, D3R ATpd)
YWt LRI, T MRS, Ux ik
XOERR~7 + AFFIKESS Ul =Ux T TUx
=I BB DD, R V' V=VSW WVr=I 55
DD, DOSHATPd THDZ LiZBHH,

B TXW =UDV' OWAM LB 00 T L
Wihidss T'TXWW=X=T'UDV'W., =
ZCUx=T'U, Vx=W'V, D=Dx kB & X=U
xDx VY 2\85h 3%, Bk UrUrsl, VY Vi=1I
THHILETREIV. (DxbiMepdTHB
LIXHB.) WEX PrU=U (22 CPr=TT' & T
uxoriiéhbﬁﬁﬁ%nﬂ)uiupwv 1 %4
IO REN S,

EHE 2 0IF8A.

EE2VER] LAMCLTREAS,
X=UrDxVx OWLEHMEIS T, W k0t 5
& TXW =TUxDx VY W'=UDV’' B8 5h 5. =
DLE U=TUx, V=WV % U'KU=I, VLV=
I%¥L, D= Dxﬂ*?‘]‘ﬁ’(’pd't‘b%x.&i’j‘-&bi
v, =R
UKU=Uy T’KTUx‘Fl '
VLV=VW LWVy=I
DR YLD, (D HHATpd THSTLIREE,)
M ERTIE TXW =UDV O BRI dish» o
(T'T)'T', WW'W)" %2, Ue=(T'T)'T
U, Vx=(WW)'W'V, % UY T'"RTUx=1, V¥
W LWVx=I k2§t L R L, (Dxint
ATpd THHZLREB) ChbXPU=T(T
TV'T'U=U, Py V=W(WWY'W'V=V L
MR RIh3,
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