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Biplot & %% &7 — ¥ ffHTICDOWT”

1. 2OF—~ W) EF7/-18/H

WEF T RIFCEEERT— VI TIE, ZRITTOERTRENTT — F ZARKRITTOZEEIZ A/
L7227 =5 1B L, 205kl %E 77 712388 LT, Bt T % %)@“Cﬁ)%o SO LFHEILE
BT I AICIEBT 250 TH L, INHOGFHTIIET 5Tk — ZATHI DR ERAE ST % Singular
Value Decomposition T#H V) . ZD5M#ER%T 77 7L L7z D2 Blplot ’C%%o

AETIE, 20X BT — 5B OTETH S SVD & Biplot RN LIS TEERT— 5 BITOHER L
ZTOEREHHT 5,

Biplot 1. nXp O 7 — ¥ 17%|| data matrix DFN| E1T% 7T TERLIZEDTH Y. ¥l rows [FEME indi-
vidual & 72, FEARHLAL sample units % 7~ L. ¥l columns (& %2 #4 variables % 7K 3o Biplot I&. Gabriel
(1971) 1I2& > T, PCA DURD P TEREINTZDLONIEFEF Y TH Y, T— FITHIDOIT L F% . A point
L7 PV vector Ty 2RTTD T 7 7FERTHEDTH D, I TIE, 9. SVD OFIN X 2 #ify &
N7-E5HEHER % Biplot TERT 5,

WIZ, Biplot DE X %k, ZOEHOM S ZR L, RIZE S program &, R @ package DFIFH I &
BT = FT R RT 2 LT Do

2. Biplot DIEiH

TP, T axp G A ONE, TOT—FOWHEIZL 5T, ZEEMITOGHFENRE 5,
Bz & 2207 — % OG5 TREN L b DI FERS53HT Principal Component Analysis TH 0. BT
— ¥ ORFEN D DL, XIS Correspondence Analysis Tdh bo DA, 7 — 71 2 THZ KL binary
variable T# V) . FEHL frequency 2R $ 2 & L\, WiUZE &, MIZh, §Q%< DEHTETIVH S
NTVDH, ZNHICHELTWD Z Lk, ZEHOT— 71752 PEOKIE (% I1E2 DDWRIT) 12
L, FhE 75716 Biplot) LTHRTA2Z L%, BHELTWE, 22T, HVHhbnid, HE
43 % Singular Value Decomposition % 2 CETNAL L 727eD 7 — ¥ 175 % 43 fi# L . biplot display (Z &
DIMEERZHNT 5L TH b,

a. SVD [ZDWT
WE, ST 57— 5175% X &9 SVD i
X=urvh, vtu=vlv =1, T = diag(o > 023+ 0k > 0)
EERESND, COFBPUN 2 2B E S Oh, WE, 175 X(axp) 2 DDITH] A xR) &

*H—TJ— KRN0y b BRESE. EXS 5. R, FactoMineR. BiplotGUI
EAVE bR R AR OR
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Bk x p) DRETHEEINL, (ZOMF—ETIE AWV
X = ABT
NS SVD & HWTHET &,
A=Ur" B=vr—
ERBTE DL, O<agl) T, UeRY™ T VERY | 7 D H & 17 4 orthogonal matirix
(UTU=VV'T =1) TdH %, T IZIED singular value DX FAITHI T, rank (A) =k DX AITHITH B T 72,
singular value i3 ATA & AAT DIFEDFEAHEDOFEHR AN =0) THDH 5,
720 x5 = Eaiuikvgj L b,
WE | rank=2 O¥E

X = luw] ﬁ)‘ 0} vl
os

Ll b
B2, SNE. x =2 ugo)X (0] ") O<a<]) &5,

b. Biplot |ZDWT,

Cup o) 1 row effect (n EOERDEIEDME) #F L. Zo, *vy (& column effect (p flHlDZELLD HERE D
i) #KTdbDE% %, 7T 7 ETId. row effect & A7 points T/~ L. column effects % vectors TFRT
BT ENEe 7T TDOERITIE, aDMEIZE T, B LEEQMEI;EONL.

a=10k %, (row-metric preserving)

FEARMOREEO 2 —2) v FHEEEZORFE L 250 O BRI HHE o Bt & %5

a=00& %, (column-metric preserving)

DB axes B D cos Oy FEBHMOMEZ RS X FE» b OLBMOEEIILZBHORE S 2R
¥

a=1/20& %, (symmetric biplots)

TR E BB OEB O IIRE S 2RL T,

Z 2T,
F=Ur"
G=vr'
L¥hL, X=FG" L %%,
DIE#IE§ 5 & SVD O L72RER 1T, 3 DORIDERIZ T 5N b,

Standard coordinates : Rows : F; = U, Columns : Gy = V

Principal coordinate, Rows : F, = F;I'y Columns : G, = G,I"

Canonical coordinate, Rows : F, = F,I'/2, Columns : G, = G,I'"/?

Bz 1X. PCA T3 F, =FI., G, =V OfflA G Biplot & L TFEITE N5,

c. Biplot D5
115 X 2B B 4wk d° &,
2 — s &
LA = 88, =] X | ==20 2 x) g =1TOH. c=FlOH

TEESN, X, X FELEME LOOT,
XX =I5 (e 2,0 = X X |

5 AT X ZERRICTEB L 720175 X & ok,

dX, X = 22 (rge — R o)
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o T IX =R I+ x =X I

ZMN%. singular value THET &,
=00 = 20 + 2 0]

CNEFHHT 2 &, biplot DFEEIE. plot S4L72 2 DDHIO singular value |2 & > TR E N5,
g=0/%0 Q=q+q (57720858)

d. Biplot |2 & 2 G HT#E R ORI DOWT

ZEBEDINMERT 7T TIZFRT HEICHW S LA Biplot Tld. FZA samples &, & points T, &
¥ variables (X, ~X7 MV vectors TEIREMN S, Biplot IZL 25 Tid. TNHDHERT MUIZE BT
7 7 OFAPHN 2 B0 K HOBE LT — 5 MO distance 278 L. ZOEEDOEEIZT— & MO
Kb L1HEHRE 7263, X7 MIVHOMEREHMOME RS OT, ZHMOMEEZ RS I LI1T4
Bo Xy X7 MVORESFEBOGHERL, BROEZENEZRT. 777D LT, mHEXT FILO
DB A T 5 R0y 7% HFE S L. interpolation & prediction 2SH W 5415, Gower [1] 1245 &
2 RITD biplot D7 T 7 L CHiHEZHIRT S &

(a) (b)

Al A

predicted Interpolate

_ AleZZZ

Az Az

(a) Tlx, B PERIBETDHE, B A =2, Ay =2 7 predict values & % %o W25 P @ prediction
. ZBEA =2, Ay =2 O predict value #HF L. TOXDLAEIZ 0 THb, (b) T, ZH A, O
7 MV 2 & EEA OXRT MV 2O vector-sum DM P A3F %, Z1L% interpolation &\ 9 , Interpolation
& prediction & DHHER 7T TIZFKRT L &, (c) DRRIZ: B,

(¢)

Interpolation

T = ¥ GM DA H1E. prediction 1E. EURAATICB VT, BIJRHEE EE L OBRICELUL TWED
T, biplot IZBWT, E (HEH) L& (F7—%) LOBEEZRTLIDTH S, o T, BYLEHE
EYFERRE LT, @Y BEAMAT LT, £7— 7 Hh 5O predict value ZHEET H 2 & A2k S, Calibration
WL AEEDFRETHI EUEETH 5, Interpolation (&, FEIR L7z ORED S, BT L WEE % R
FTLDOT, HOBRIZT =D OERT L2FEPOLTE L Ve COANPOLR) & T—FDLGHIILL
T IV=TUbIF2INETOFEEZFHT 2008 LTHS ). ZV—THIFIConTIE, #EtEm
i ZEESHGN HBGH 72 EDET VIS 5o

5 Prediction (IZDW Tk, KEITHIZ R L T\ 5,
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3. Bipot D707 7327

a. T ZTld. Biplot ® programing % 7 — ¥ DS HUEDHETH S PCA (ER A7) ICEHILT. R% b B
WTAT) 2 LT b,

X %7 — %474 (37X7) Ocotea &3 %,

$9. T Eiishrd
X<-Ocotea[,2 : 7] #pca DFIHTIZ. F 1 HIIFEL OB
T8 R B
Xtr< — scale(X,center = TRUE, scale = TRUE) #7T— Y OIEHALE T 5,
Xtr = (X-mean(X))/sd(X) & [\ Uo
X O SVD %179, X =UrV'
X<=Xtr
Fi<—svd(X)$u # Standard coordinate
G<—svd(X)$v #Standard coordinate
Fp<-F; %*% diag(svd(X)$d) #Pricipal coordinate
Gp<—diag(svd(X)$d) %*% Gs #Principal coordinate
Fc<-F, %*% diag(1/sqrt(svd(X)$d)) #Canonical coordinate
Gc<—diag(1/sqrt(svd(X)$d)) %*% G, #Canonical coordinate
NS DEERER F T biplot ZTELT 525, —RIVIZFIAH I N TV 5 DI,
Asymmetric map & L T, rows plot F, & G, (&%) #%. PCA ICHWHNTWA,
columns plot Fy & G, I3, covariance biplot & LT, H\ %,
— R AE DTV % BAEL princomp % 272 program o
pca.results<—princomp(Xtr,cor = TRUE)
Fy<—pca.results$scores

Gy<—pca.results$loadings

PIFTRE TS o0

b. Biplot Z/ERH T 5 121E, soft I2& Y. F72. HHEICLYE—TiE v, —#ZIZHH I LTV 5 progu-
ram |21E. LD HHEEODH S, ME SVD RIS L TV B b DL BN LD DT, weighted Singular Value
Decomposition &5 Z & 12T 5, ZiUd, T—FITHOTEINIY T A MI% HXAATH D, D &
12N

D,=(/ml,D.=1¢&L.
weighted SVD &

D,'?ZD,/? = UAV" ,Z=X"X A =T
CONREREFIHT S L.

F,=D,”"?U, G,=D."?V

F,=FI' G,=G[T

F, = F,I''/? | G.=GJIY? L4235,
LUTFiZ. Biplot DAERL program
F<—sqrt(nrow(X))*Fp #F<—diag(1/sqrt(nrow(X))) %*% Fp
G<—sqrt(ncol(X))*Gs #G<—diag(1/sqrt(ncol(X))) %*% Gs
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plot(rbind(F[,1 : 2],G[,1 : 2]),type ="n",asp = 1,

+ xlim = c(-3.6,2.3),xlab="dim 1”,ylab ="dim 2" cex.axis = 0.7)
+ text(F[,1 : 2],labels = rownames(X),col = "forestgreen”,cex = 0.7)
arrows(0,0,G[,1],GI[,2],col = "chocolate”,length = 0.1,angle = 1.0)
+ text(c(1.07,1.3,1.07,1.35,1.2,1.4)*G[,1],
+¢(1.07,1.07,1.05,1,1.16,1.1)*G[,2],

+ labels = colnames(X),col = "chocolate”,font = 4,cex = 0.8)

SVD 7 EDOREE L. IR program % FEAITT 5,
#scree plot
X_percents<—100*svd(X)$d"2/sum(svd(X)$d"2)
X_percents<—X_percents[seq(6,1)]
barplot(X_percents,horiz = TRUE,cex.axis = 0.7)

DTSR Lo

screeplot(pca.results)

summary(pca.results)

program |2 & % biplot DXL, LL'F® graph Th %,

o~ —
10 159 4
13 FibL
e ol 3 . B2 21
16
12
] 15—
- o 1 2% = ?ORQ%
£ 3 33 11
b= 4 ® _VWSD
— B k-
= y st
NumVes 31 3 19
RayW
(‘.f —
35
l‘;] po—
I I I I I T
3 2 1 0 1 2
dim1

— M HLZ biplot & {ERT %1214,

pca,results<—princonmp(Xtr,cor = TRUE)

biplot(pca.results,cex = 0.7)

KR AP

ZZTHR L7227 — %13k 3 Ocotea T %o Ocotea B 7 A1) HEDHEH T, T TIE3D2DHE,LD 6
BROBEMTH S, ik [5], po6.*
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Ocotea
Species VesD VesL FibL RayH RayWw NumVes

1 Obul 79 383 941 333 30 17

2 Obul 78 346 961 223 24 31

3 Obul 82 361 1039 316 27 25

4 Obul 79 324 1048 369 29 26

5 Obul 85 418 1051 347 34 14

6 Obul 114 448 1096 379 40 13

7 Obul 76 320 1130 347 29 13

8 Obul 103 371 1165 326 26 10

9 Obul 129 406 1165 428 44 11
10 Obul 74 281 1175 324 26 11
11 Obul 102 567 1221 395 40 11
12 Obul 95 415 1225 416 38 10
13 Obul 91 372 1234 375 26 11
14 Obul 113 314 1253 466 23 10
15 Obul 93 541 1267 347 34 14
16 Obul 94 437 1271 336 36 10
17 Obul 119 359 1280 412 32 11
18 Obul 104 387 1290 381 22 12
19 Obul 114 569 1369 568 52 11
20 Obul 141 621 1527 419 34 15
21 Oken 147 402 1391 440 32 9
22 Oken 142 393 1468 443 35 6
23 Oken 125 322 1530 459 34 11
24 Oken 156 401 1588 512 42 11
25 Oken 162 502 1591 369 42 8
26 Oken 103 378 1655 441 34 11
27 Oken 126 414 1759 459 42 8
28 Opor 122 346 981 393 40 14
29 Opor 139 133 993 342 33 14
30 Opor 130 368 1005 356 39 16
31 Opor 127 331 1027 473 38 20
32 Opor 112 309 1044 358 47 8
33 Opor 115 352 1048 300 36 14
34 Opor 130 471 1072 409 39 15
35 Opor 153 419 1077 392 48 20
36 Opor 135 370 1104 531 38 15
37 Opor 130 325 1166 428 36 12

c. R ® package x HWCH U7 — ¥ TEHHE%FEIT3 5%, T T, FIFH L7 package i& FactoMineR & Bi-
plotGUI T& 5%,

>library(FactomineR)

>X<-Ocotea[,2 : 7]

>res.pca<—PCA(X)

Z @ package Tld, ZBHEERIIH 427 T TSN D500 v, BRI TR 5%  ofiEx #F
Do

& FactoMineR |22\ Tid, SCBL [14], BiplotGUI |2 [DWTid, 3CHk [3] 2B EN7v,
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Variables factor map (PCA)

&
S
by
~
E
(=]
-1.0 -0.5 0.0 0.5 1.0
Dim 1 (47.38%)
Individuals factor map (PCA)
wi) !
|
£ 0, ¥ A9
(=] - - -
2 %§
E 3+ ‘4 $ 32. 11§ 9
s = 1* 3 5 Y L
£ 8 1R 23'1.4
° e 20,
o - ? 8 :1 .
g . : n 2 20
. 1308 2%
o 10 14
| T T f T T
4 -4 2 0 2 4
Dim 1 (47.38%)
>Library(BiplotGUI)

>X<-Ocotea[,2 : 7]

>Biplots(Data = X)

Z @ package I ZHLERHT L < £ O%kfE%E D B, biplot K&, B Y 2% XN % calibration FEFEZ B
B, WIZE L DGHHUEETD D,
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PCA biplot
NumVes Rayw

VeslL
Ves

RayH

FibL

d. T ZT. package (calibrate) % FI\>"C. prediction Z KD THh b, I Tlk, RayH % #he LT

"L7

library(calibrate)

> #data(Ocotea)

> X<—Ocoteal,2 : 7]

> pca.results<—princomp(X,cor = TRUE)

> Fp<——(pca.results$scores)

> Gs<—pca.results$loadings

> plot(Fp[,1].Fp[,2],pch = 16,asp = 1,xlab ="PC 1”,ylab ="PC 2”,cex =0.5)
> textxy(Fp[,1],Fp[,2],rownames(X),cex = 0.75) >

> arrows(0,0,Gs[,1],Gsl[,2],length = 0.1)

> textxy(Gs[,1],Gs[,2],colnames(X),cex = 0.75)

> #Calibration of RayH

> ticklab<—seq(250,500,by = 50)

> ticklabc<—ticklab—mean(X[,4])

> ye<—(X[,4]-mean(X[,4]))

> g<—Gs[4,1 : 2]

> #g<-Fpl4,1 : 2]

> Calibrate.RayH<—calibrate(g,yc,ticklabe,Fpl[,1 : 2],ticklab,Im = TRUE,

+ t1=0.25,dp = TRUE,labpos = 4,cex.axislab = 0.75,axislab = "RayH”)
——————————— Calibration Results for RayH ——————————

Length of 1 unit of the original variable =-0.0314
Angle =2.18 degrees
Optimal calibration factor =-0.0667

Used calibration factor =-0.0667

at
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Goodness—of—fit =0.6315
Goodness—of-scale =0.6315
>
m —
J35
o o :

PC 2

PC1

e. Biplot DfFFIZDOWT

F 153547 @ Biplot Tld, A individuals &, Z5%L variables D43 ATiE % 2 KT D TR 578l b principal
axes |2 M points & X7 M vectors TEREN S, HIE. Fp (Scores) & Gs (Loadings) Ml principal
axes DEEDfEZ IR L T2,

Biplot 75, 4 13k 4 ZIFWMAMG S NG RDSE T %o Ml 4 @ point 137 — ¥ DALE %R LA
HMOWEE s SOEEET -7 DO/X5 — v %R L T\w5% (Individual Study). F 72, BHE OB ZEE
HMOBEEZR L. BROBBREENNRI PVOREZIZE o TREN S, X ML ERCE 7%
DTNV — T, HEERORBR T RS 5 DI,

INSDFEEIZOWTHUL 3 RE 2 R T DIZ, inertia () EWIBEETH S, Inertia &1, 5Hk
EHEETHY . TOT—% (axp) M LAH LV aXk DT T TIZOWTEHR I NS, ZOMRE 7
EAZANE S N

a i 7 H @ point
4 di=IIx 11
fin=II X IT cos #
Oir fir b R incipal axic
0 Contraid prediction principal axis

b XA 545D total inertia,ZA 13,
total inertia = multidimensional variance=7"—4% & ZOH.[ & OBt R L TW 5,
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point @ total inertia (X, X;m; d,-2 =3 miZkfii =X M
i HHOLO inertia (X, mid® = mXif;
i FHOEO k ERSFIEXTT 5 inertia contribution (E mify TH 5o

HIE2N
1 2 j P
1 mid;?
2
i mifjj m;di?
n Mmadn?
A A2 Aj Ap

NS DR S T —F observations. 2% variables DFIEAETH 5 scores & loadings D %153 conpo-
nent |ZX 3 % EHHKEE contribution & cos squared 2S5 H &b, (ZZTlE. 7T A b m=1)

f 9
- = il

COREIE o, = /\'— try = )\L
I y

2 2

! g-]

cosl =2L  cog? =L

il dZ jl dZ

1 ij

CNEFEBEITKRD B 121, R @ package TH 5 FactoMineR & W2 DVSEHHTH %
>library(FactoMoneR)

>X<—Ocoteal,2 : 7]

>res.pca<—PCA(X)

>res.pca$ind$coord #scores,Fp & K& 5,
>res.pca$ind$cos 2 #eos® & FoR

>res.pca$ind$contrib #data O HFKE

>res.pca$var#coord #loadings(Fp)

>res.pca$var$cos 2 #eos> IR

>res.pca$var$contrib #variable O B BkEE
>summary(res.pca) #alHAGRPEH SN THIIS N5,

Eigenvalues

Dim.1 Dim.2 Dim.3 Dim4 Dim.5 Dim.6

Variance 2.843 1.021 0932 0536 0436 0232
% 47.384 17.015 15.538 893 7.262 3.871
Cumulative  47.384 64.399 79.938 88.867 96.129 100
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Individuals (the 10 first)

Dist Dim.1 ctr cos 2 Dim.2 ctr cos 2
1 2.393 -2.231 4.73 0.869 0.18 0.086 0.006
2 4.96 -4.507 19.312 0.826 0.855 1.936 0.03
3 3.217 -2.948 8.26 0.84 0.44 0.514 0.019
4 3.192 -2.7 6.931 0.716 0.592 0.928 0.034
5 1.652 -1.227 1.431 0.552 0.115 0.035 0.005
6 1.142 0.128 0.016 0.012 0.808 1.728 0.5
7 2.143 -1.76 2.946 0.675 -0.927 2.276 0.187
8 1.877 -1.118 1.188 0.355 -1.182 3.702 0.397
9 1.591 1.121 1.194 0.497 0.868 1.993 0.298
10 2.716 -2.012 3.846 0.549 -1.61 6.864 0.352
Variables
Dim.1 ctr cos2  Dim.2 ctr cos 2
VesD 0.736  19.075 0.542  0.251 6.175  0.063
VesL 0.497 8.676  0.247  0.201 397 0.041
FibL 0.731 18.778 0.534 -0.517 26.196  0.267
RayH 0.794 22202 0.631 0.018 0.032 0
RayW 0.67 15774 0.448 0.624 38.079  0.389

NumVes -0.664 15495 0441 0511 25548 0.261

4. Grouping | &£ % Biplot Analysis

a. Biplot IZ& 27— 5T, MW EREZH VT, 407 =8 mEx 7V — TR L T— 7 DY
FRTFHREZRARDL Z 2T 5, ERSE LR &N 7 — % 4 individual points DAL T — 7 DMWY
ERTOLDTHbL, — kMR d DL, HEIZIV—TIZHIFTETIETHD. R D package Td 5 Fac-
toMineR Ti3. #EIAYZ %L supplementary variable % 7 — 7 IZHARAA T, FNV—THNIHEFRTH I &
KD, 22T, ZOREEZFMAL TV —THO7T =5 T 21T\ B2, BEtETIVEFE L
AHET N EBANT 5o

<library(FactoMineR)

<—X<—Ocotea

<-res.pca<-PCA(X,qualisup=1)  #7— ¥ O 1 171E 3 DDFE species 2> SHK S 15,
<—plot(res.pca,habillage = 1) #TNW—THNT T TFRT B,
<—aa<—cbind.data.frame(X[,1],respca$ind$coord)

<—-bb<—coord.ellipse(aa,bary = TRUE)

<—plot.PCA(res.pca,habillage = 1,ellipse = bb)

Z 2 TOMINAIZEL supplementary variabls (X Obul, Oken. Opur 72 % =2 ® Species Tl TH 5, Z DZEH
(. PCA O individuals DEREDBEIZIEHEZ 5 2§, s & MBIRZEE L OANBIFREUIAH Y 5 5 R
DEAE G2 2250 Th %,

1
VA
ZHE. I TDEOBEOMETRENT WS, ZOT—4F Tl Species I2£ 5 32D 7 )L— T2k
S TERDT =P ENDZ LIIWHTH %,

Gs(k/): E-Xik FJ'(i):r(k7FJ')
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Individuals factor map (PCA)

Obul
¥ 7 Oken
Opor
-~ o4
&
S
~ 2
™M Q@ e *29
E
(=]
o
L
T
-4

Dim 1 (47.38%)

b. {2 biplot D7 T 727NV — TR T — 512 L 5558 % R T R @ package. BiplotGUI 2 & A5 5H%
R o T package Tld. #7225 biplot #FRT5E L) LV, MATETNVIZE BH5HT— % OFERIR
ENb, T ZTiE CVA (Canonical Variate Analysis) & A25HEMFHRER L TWw5, T, MANOVA
SR EIIT & F\ 72 b T Al B H B SHT Discrimanal Analysis % VT b RIEEOFERDBAE L %,
<-library(BiplotGUI)

<— attach(Ocotea)

<-Biplots(Data = Ocotea[,—1],group = Spesies)

PCA biplot
MNumVes RayWw

WesL
~|VesD

RayH

FibL

Z O TiE. PCA biplot {2 2V>Tld, FactoMineR & [f] UTd % 2% CVA biplot (27 % &, Species D Z=2°
HABRICERENS, TORTIE, %7V — 7% ™M convex hull T/R L7zD7%, cva biplot T %,
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NumVes

.. g:«m LA g:-é‘w‘ * opor -t Obul
$Obul $Oken $Opor
Dim 1 Dim 2 Dim 1 Dim 2 Dim 1 Dim 2
15 0.077389 —0.48468 26 —0.74325 -0.21425 34 0.318871 0.106227
20 —-0.32999 -0.27175 27 -0.87673 0.013615 33 0.259026 0.141141
17 -0.11309 0.017059 24 -0.63247 0.3595 37 0.036069 0.278893
9 0.125329 0.254673 21 -0.25987 0.14128 29 0.12465 0.712025
1 0.470639 —-0.28684 26 —0.74325 —-0.21425 35 0.197423 0.588725
15 0.077389 —0.48468 28 0.365086 0.298923

34 0.318871 0.106227

fEm  FERODHICEEL TE, 7=y 0%, TEHEINZT =5 O, T ORI R ORI
BISLDDT, Z® program &, BlOT— ¥ DiEREFERT 5,
7= 5 OEEA
X<-Ocotea[,2 : 7]
Xtr<—scale(X,center = TRUE,scale = TRUE)
Ocotea 1<—cbind(Ocotea[,1],Xtr)
Group Bl A N 75 A OERK,
par(mfrow = c(3,6))
for (j in levels(Ocotea 1$Species)) {
Ocotea 2<—Ocotea 1[Ocotea 1$Species = =j,2 : 7]
for (iin 1: 6){
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hist(Ocotea 2[,i],xlab = names(Ocotea 2[,i]),main =j) }

}
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Group B Et & DIE

Mean
> aggregate( - ~Species,data = Ocotea 1,mean)
Species VesD VesL FibL RayH RayW NumVes
1 Obul —0.6433358 0.2319666 | —0.1701059 |-0.28615257 | —0.4013268 0.160839
2 Oken 0.9484135 0.1170189 1.6213491 | 0.74903788 0.2977603 | —0.8259899
3 Opor 0.6227821 | —0.5458464 | —0.7947326 | 0.04797862 | 0.5942213 | 0.2565149
SD
> aggregate ( - ~Species,data= Ocotea 1,sd)
Species VesD VesL FibL RayH RayWw NumVes
1 Obul 0.769701 1.0523701 0.6559068 1.0121786 1.0833577 1.1499561
2 Oken 0.8375674 0.5983739 0.564975 0.6173082 0.6307957 0.3734806
3 Opor 0.480962 0.9808166 0.2613274 0.980923 0.6616548 0.6738195
TED
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Biplot and Multivariate Statistical Data Analysis

ABSTRACT

Biplots are useful graphical representations of multidimensional data for display-
ing the rows and columns of a data matrix. Any element of the matrix is represented
by the inner product of the vectors corresponding to its rows columns by the singular
value decomposition (SVD) of a matrix.

This paper demonstrates principal component analysis (PCA) and SVD routines
and biplots applied as graphical results using R programs.

Key Words: biplot, singular value decomposition (SVD), PCA, R, FactoMineR, Biplot
GUI



