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Comparison of several common discriminate criteria
in Fisher discrim inate analysis
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Abstract: The article discussed and compared a fev common discriminate criteria used for sanple
categorizing in Fisher discriminate analysis The study showed that the result of using M ahalanobis
distance criteria is better than using critical value criteria in Fisher discrim inate analysis Even if using the
mproved critical value criteria, the result does not mproved A nenv M ahalanobis distance critical is
show n
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