AR ISSN 1000-9825, CODEN RUXUEW E-mail: jos@iscas.ac.cn

Journal of Software,2021,32(10):3085-3103 [doi: 10.13328/j.cnki.jos.006016] http://www.jos.org.cn
O [R5 5 B 2 7 LT A4 Tel: +86-10-62562563

— e LY ~, sz e N, *
—MRAFEBR T ENRELZRBHEE L
RZAY B WL RaAL B OFL LwE’, F¥R]

'GHAEEBE 515 5 B2 E SR8 AL I LB, % B 230601)
R RN S HAR SR, 28 A 230601)

B R BT E R SRR TSR, BiFE 200240)
BIRE#: 2 )8, E-mail: ezzhu@ahu.edu.cn

W OE RESRLTFE. BN FAEF T FABGOAR S BT B REST SAEEONELEME
AFAET AABARAT I AL B ok R R B3 T a4 A S e A R E F xR @ s AR EZRTELE. Lk
2t % AP 4E AN 09 5098 B HHAT E A B R F P AL ATt X S8 9, B e Kemeans Bk An Bk K Bk g T R B ARARLE A
F#ih T —HRAEEAEE Kmeans-AHC; H K K 35 540 M &40 3B T —AMNR TS ENHELA K
3547 DAS(-F 3 424 F X £ difference of average synthesis degree), A stk ##4% K-means-AHC Fik R £ 42 R R &;
/5 F K-means-AHC fikAn DAS 1847404 6,300 T — A F 3R 48 R X E M AR R 9008 207 % 105K
K-means-AHC L3k 8 T3K % A4 M0 8B & 4 RA W2 Sk B R L % 38 hubd 8] FrAK 69 F) i 4R 2 7 RE AT
a5 SR B BT 69 DAS $8A47 /8 R K45 RGN 2R F L AT €A 69 F A R EA 2O AT

KRR RESAT Rk R EA B AR A LR A SRR

HENES XS TPISI

oSCs] AR R 2R TR ML TRT P, R, S VoM 2 SR AR — iR T B 2 5 2 T v ) R AR SR AR O T vk R 24,2021,
32(10):3085-3103. http://www.jos.org.cn/1000-9825/6016.htm

B3 5] Fi#% 2 Zhu EZ, Sun Y, Zhang YX, Gao X, Ma RH, Li XJ. Optimal clustering number determining algorithm by the new
clustering method. Ruan Jian Xue Bao/Journal of Software, 2021,32(10):3085-3103 (in Chinese). http://www.jos.org.cn/1000-
9825/6016.htm

Optimal Clustering Number Determining Algorithm by the New Clustering Method

ZHU Er-Zhou'?, SUN Yue?, ZHANG Yuan-Xiang?, GAO Xin?, MA Ru-Hui’>, LI Xue-Jun’

!(Key Laboratory of Intelligent Computing and Signal Processing of Ministry of Education, Anhui University, Hefei 230601, China)
%(School of Computer Science and Technology, Anhui University, Hefei 230601, China)
*(School of Electronic Information and Electrical Engineering, Shanghai Jiao Tong University, Shanghai 200240, China)

Abstract: Clustering analysis is a hot research topic in the fields of statistics, pattern recognition, and machine learning. Through
effective clustering analysis, the intrinsic structure and characteristics of datasets can be well discovered. However, due to the
unsupervised learning feature, the existing clustering methods are still facing the problems of unstable and inaccurate on processing
different types of datasets. In order to solve these problems, a hybrid clustering algorithm, K-means-AHC, is firstly proposed based on the
combination of the K-means algorithm and the hierarchical clustering algorithm. Then, based on the inflexion point detection, a new
clustering validity index, DAS (difference of average synthesis degree), is proposed to evaluate the results of the K-means-AHC clustering
algorithm. Finally, through the combination of the K-means-AHC algorithm and the DAS index, an effective method of finding the

optimal clustering numbers and optimal partitions of datasets is designed. The K-means-AHC algorithm is used to test many kinds of
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datasets. The experimental results have shown that the proposed algorithm improves the accuracy of clustering analysis while without too
much time overhead. At the same time, the new DAS index is superior to the current commonly used clustering validity indexes in the
evaluation of clustering results.

Key words: clustering analysis; clustering algorithm; clustering validity index; optimal clustering number; data mining
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B,

N BEEE D={X1,%a,.... X0}, EE K FIHI IR A AELL K3
far O 4R D B AR R K AN B C={C,C,...,Ck}.
(1) MEdis4E D PEEHLBRIE K, A 2
() RIBIY Ky A AR SR D 104K 9 C={C1,Ca,..., O JIIKARHLL, R V={viva, v s
(3)  K-means H kg7l f2:
repeat
fori=1,2,....,ndo
for j=1,2,...,K, do
AL dist(xi,vp);  //dist(x,v) s D PR A x 5 IAR S0 v AOBEES.
¥ D I A x LB 2 Bl I 2R L £ vy BTEE [ 28 8% Cy v
end for;
J1H S 225 D7 R AE U R 0, 40 B R AT R S
for j=1,2,....Ky do  //F SEAEAN A AT 390, 4 HAE S i ol £ v
v, « (z‘g‘x, M C,l5 /I FIRATE Cy PR S I C) F S C v B A S H e
end for;
until 722 v Y B8 KR R A5 BRI I K 2R
4)  AHC HKIE1T I
repeat
THEARFN Y Ky 2R P REXT 2% CLCy LI RE Y dist(vi,vy).
J/dist(vi,vy) T an A 5 SR L NH) 1 B /N BB
¥ B B SO B KRB Cp AT Co) & 9 — AT AR Cr, Bl Cre—CpuCo, 7 B 37 |Cl—|CI-1;
until |C|<K.

Fig.1 Workflow of the K-means-AHC algorithm
Bl 1 K-means-AHC 8% 0] TAE WA

FEE 1 FoRINEE S0 B(2)20 NI BRI FE AR K TAF IR, 10 55 (3) 25 R (4) 25 WU A2 2 ) TR K k)

2 Ky MRV SO U E DL, S Q)P R IZ4T K-means B 5 26 M 8R4 D A A A4 EL B
B BT B PO R AR I 2 AR R I FR BRI TR R BOA nxKyoxm, i m 3ROSR A s i 4EEG AR S T SRR ZE
D) B 80, 1% 8 BR ) R SOV B 1) 2 e P UHSEAEAN S5 X S48 4 FLAE i 1) bl mR 2B BRI U S TR) R 350K
nxmEEIX 3 NMPREFREMEN B HEALAEBEFEES | R]UEAEG) S HTHE R R KXECHN
IxnxKxm. 5 (4)5 /& AHC BEIE AT i B2, v 5 R0 2805 2 1] (0 B 29 8 )5 ¥ B 28 el i) AN R AR A IF e — 1,
HEE AT, B F] C P A M w5 BRI KE D IR 55 (4) 5 B S TR K BN (K —|Clxn?. 284 LA 1404, A4
K-means-AHC 535 B H B A KRB Ixnx K xm+H(K —|C)xn 8 H 150 T K ma | ACI#ME BTz /T n 1Y
{8, K-means-AHC 3% 01+ &I 18] 5 24 % 9 O(n?).

3 DASHTHIR LB MR
ATTE LS H DAS 8 PR EIE AR G 8 1 S B SR R R 4R b 008 SR T i A E
3.1 DASIEFRBIE X

DAS AR E AR TR R K25 (8] N 4T 09,20 TR IC A5 18] R™ MR 555 2 956 2 BeAR IR 5 ok R i AR e 4k
P54 D # K-mean-AHC S84 1k K AN25#%, B0 C={C,,C,,...,Cx}, B I H 5 i(i=1,2,.... K)NKF%E C 1&|Ci| N kE

EX LFERREE,BFR cd). A0 H285E Ci b Bir A FEAS mlH IR die /A b 161 P AL 52 SO 2R % C;
7% N L IL 08 ed(i):
cd(i)=W(CH/(ICil-1) ()]
Horp W(Ch)A2 7% Ci v BT A FEAS sl 1A i /I8 A R FR B
TE X 2(FRIB) ST BB, PR sd). AN OB S i A8 rp (R AR 1 5 A AN 7] S8 v BRORE AR e 22 T i /0 B 85 11
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AMA TE U AR IIAE ] 22 B2, 12 R sd(i):
sd(i)= _min_{min{dist(x,X;)| % €C,,x; €C;}} 2)

1<j<|C|,j=i
EX J(RBLZEE, B csd). A | ANREENIMEN 73 B EEMEN B HE 2 2 558N 5% AR
B R HU AR 8 O BB ERG B, IL N esd(i):
.osd(i)—cd(i)
csd (i) :m 3)
EX ATFHREZFEE B E). ASCHITERBEI KRGS ERTIEE AT RBEEE LN
E(K):
E(K) =Y\ csd(i)/K )
EX S5(BEEHIEIEHR, R DAS). B EHESE D #i K-mean-AHC 53240 Ak 43 & K F K+1 AN 555, BT
{C1,Cs,....Ck} FH{C},C....Car } Fe H1,{C1,Cy.....Cx} = D AR K43, B D ISR 73 H i 7E K TR it sl A8 3¢
D BRIAY R K AZRFEN TR LE AL EK) S D # R4 5 K1 NIRRT IR R G A E(K+- D) EE
SRy T BRI R A B 4R AR, 12 9 DAS(K):
DAS(K)=E(K)-E(K+1) (5)
3.2 YTDASHIRRE
R AT br 1 B T VP S S SR X B AR R 43 4 R SR SRR M R bR oK 2 R AR N R R
FIAEE 18] 43 15 A (10 3 ot 225 S ) 368 1. D78 P 52 o 10, 26 T B0 o 3 o AT 1 B — A SR AR I AR 2 T ) 5 ek
NI AR 2 R B SIS P S I A /N B B R A K B B A B A AR R e T ST g B N — s S 2 ) 1 AR A
T3 FH R b, S S I 7 BN A P A3 A /N A R, S5 /0N AR AR TS AL LA I A AR I R B R
P02 5. 55— 5 T, AR D) 9 3 P R 308, R A1 T A BB SIS A 5 20 A 22 ] (10 B8 DK 7. DR b, S SO AN ) 2K e o 11
FEA R B TR S5 /0N BE B8 11 de /ML iR ) 43 B8 1k T JE &
CLEE 2 R SR AR AE DAS I8 SR AH M2 78 B 2w R 4 R PG FE 25 1) 15 o, 50 4 16 T R A S Rl 2y
R 4 ANEHE(A,B,C,D).TEAF 25 P 3 5 AR 2 ] ) T 2 AR 3R 36 28 P 3 IRV e A o 1) e /N A RS LA A Ry
BRI 2 1,255 A RN B EEN cd(A)=(e,+erteste,testeqs)/6. /£ 5% MR H,h« hy 1 hy 23 B2 2K5%E A
BZKIE C. iR D RIZKIE B 2 W) i /N Bk R B0 AR 98 S 2,280 A IRE (] 293 B sd(A)=min{h,,h,,h;}.

Fig.2 Distribution of clustering structure for the DAS
K12 DAS f&br HISAR 44 73 Aii

N T TRV IR 5 RS A P PR R AR ) 4 S R ASCHT sd 5 ed I L sd 5 ed IIFIME IR IERG L esd AEfE
sd Al cd & R PR A B RN osd S B TE AN AL. ol TR J2 I S (AHC) FE B — I IS A 7 v A AR 4R
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Fig.3 Clustering results of the tested datasets with different K values
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Fig.4 Change trends of E(K) and DAS(K) under different cluster numbers
Bl 4 AEIZEFRECT I E(K)AI DAS(K)H 148 1L
3.3 BREXBEHMEMIISOBEE L
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i, B T K-means-AHC S5 70 A2 T UR SR I AN 00 8 8 — /MR I KHE, R 73 48t — AN K B0 4 48 B AT . B ey
K-means-AHC H2 A RIVIIA KRB Z L H A8 4E D MESIHMABEE L AP K WPIGEEE N
2/n. R H K-means-AHC %3524 5 (K700 44 26 55 (¥ 0R C 1 24/n. Horp C A2k st HARSUE 42 D 1946 )
Gy BRI LB (D) B0 B SR E D IWIGE KR SR 2Vn. 5525 AR ¥ 58 O 4R 26 1 B OF LA
K-means-AHC 535 155 (1) B ~2 (4) B R EUE £ D BIWIaE I 25 3) 5, R K-means-AHC 5L (5)5
B R B (A AR 1 26 . 5 I R B0 SRR TE 22 B I 2 S K <S Nn ) HI5E 1 KABVE B 9 T T g Bk
ZEA T E(K).SE Q)P MG EEEAT 1 IR,C I 1 A B4 PFIH DAS B2 it EARF K E T i
H. G EFIH A R(6) K FHRIBAE LRI Kope. £ Kope HE LLG HHEEE D B8R R 40 oA B2 85 7 52 T K, BP
C:{Cl,CZ,,,,,CKopt}.
IR D={X1,X0,....Xn};
A H A AR AN Kope FIELHE 4R D B &l 47 C={C1,Ca,...,Ciopt} -
(1) HRIEHAEE D EEA S5 A B E K IIEH1E, R K=|C|= 2/n;
(2) FIFH K-means-AHC 571156 (1) 5~ 58 (4) 25 % B 4 D 347 %143 ,13 2 D Mw1ia £145, B0 C={C,,C,,...,C
(3) for K=y/n down to 2 do
BN IR K05 (2) 2515 2 K| CIAN 2 5 R I K-means-AHC 5VE I 28 (5) 5 4k 4L 3R 25,
FRYE A (), RN K I 1 F 285 E(K);
[Cl«ICI-1;
4) forK=2to +/n do

R 55 (3)B 8 211 E(K), 3 F A NG HHEA FIZEFEHCT (1) DAS(K)FEARE;
(5) #RHE A 2(6), 75 Bl B A 2 FEEL Kope.

NBE

Fig.5 Algorithm of determining the optimal clustering number and optimal clustering partitioning
based on K-means-AHC and DAS
K5 J&T K-means-AHC 1 DAS ) f f: S8 FE BN e I8 4] 73 (o i 0%
4 SWEHER

1A T IBATASCSE R 1 v AL B B R .

Table 1 Experimental configuration details

F1 KIGRCE AL

CPU Tnter(R)Core(TM) 15-8265U@1.60GHz
RAM Samsung LPDDR3 2133MHz(8GB)
Hard Disk ~ WDC PC SN720 SDAPNTW-512G-1127
BIERGE Microsoft Windows 10 X i i

T Java8/J2EE

W 2 FFK 3 Fis, AR SO 20 & B IEGE(T #E http://cs joensuu. fi/sipu/datasets/) il 6 4> FL S HdE 4
("F % H https://archive.ics.uci.edu/ml/datasets.php) K36 iE K-means-AHC 5% F1 DAS $8 b5 (1)1 8 AE X A F
“K B IH1E” 2 K-means-AHC &3 B AR B S 9T 6 R 40 th ) S8 0 % E

5 IR I K-means-AHC SR PERE G AT I (B, AR PEAN Y 5 Z ) A0 S BB SR HET IR 5 Py
BN M K-means Fik. SHMPEEM B IR BREILAHC). ETEESHM M K-means 5% (DPI-
K-means)*®!, 3£F Density Canopy HIEi# K-means 59%:(DC-K-means)P2A1 3 T35 1 45 () 8 28 505 (DPC).
DAS BRI RS R BERREOB 54/ OB/ 5 MR ERRE R EERCcH T, cop 2, DB,
Dunn TR TTSYAD 2 AN B0 1 A B8 2 2k 48 b (CSP PRI STR TP 3EAT 6 bE AR X Be 3 Ay o, <+ KR A N
) i o R e K AL 15 281 ) e A 28 AR 50, <= 3 7 A B0 11 i o B e /) (L T 45 810 199 o AR SR AR 4. e T A SCHR HE I
DAS JBHR1E Fi W7 bR 51T i KB B 3R A3 fo AR S AR B & b i DAS™.
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Table 2 Descriptions of the 20 synthetic datasets
F2 20 N ANLABEIEE MR
SRS BEAY R KIWTEHE KIWAIMAE

Circle2 400 2 2<K=20 40
Circle3 2 000 3 2<K=<45 90
Circle4 1 000 4 2<K=<32 64
Circle5 1500 5 2<K=<39 78
Parallel3 300 3 2<K=<18 36
Parallel4 400 4 2<K=<20 40
Parallel4-2 2 000 4 2<K=<45 90
Parallel5 600 5 2<K=25 50
Parallel6 900 6 2<K<30 60
Ring2 500 2 2<K=<23 46
Ring3 400 3 2<K=20 40
Ring4 500 4 2<K=23 46
Semicircle2 200 2 2<K=<15 30
Semicircle3 300 3 2<K=<18 36
Semicircle3-2 500 3 2<K=<23 46
Semicircle4 900 4 2<K=<30 60
Norm4 600 4 2<K=<25 50
Norm6 800 6 2<K<29 58
Norm10 600 10 2<K=<25 50
Norm12 600 12 2<K=25 50

Table 3 Descriptions of the 6 real datasets
R3 6 MALHHEERIE
Bnte  REAH 4i¥ BEE KWEE K KPIGE

Column2 310 6 2 2<K=<18 36
Heart 270 13 2 2<K=<17 34
German 1 000 24 2 2<K=<32 64
Iris 150 4 3 2<K=<13 26
Haberman 306 3 2 2<K=<18 36
Tae 151 5 3 2<K=<13 26

4.1 K-means-AHCE %14 gE 1T
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Fig.6 Spatial distributions of the 20 synthetic datasets
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Fig.6 Spatial distributions of the 20 synthetic datasets (Continued)
Bl 6 20 /N BB £R 1 2548 43 AT R (48)
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Fig.7 Spatial distributions of the 6 real datasets after dimensionality reduction
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RALH T 6 FhENT 20 A& BUBE SR I0 AL 31 45 3N K 4 BT 5 H0d T LA H K-means-AHC 57 6B 95 58
AR LRI 7y 1 S A B AR AR R AEHERA R L IS AT I TRVRI R 1 S T TH R BT AR B

TEHERA R )7 T, K-means-AHC 575 (1P HERI R4 100%)/2& 6 FvE T i 0. AHC SIkMHERRS
K-means-AHC $%3T. % T Norm10 #5445 £ LA Ah AHC $3%% 52 % HE ) 75 21 LR 19 A ool 4R 19 58 261 70 45 R . DPC
SET] DAAR Y 13 N E S R v SR 2R 2 SR N AR 7 AN At R I B A A T At 3 R B I A R
SRAFIR U7 I R Kkl o3 45 3L

TEHER 238 7 22 5 T, BT AHC 8095802 & FE A 4T Bl 1) 28 %, DPI-K-means 1 DC-K-means 575 1EH]
GO RUREBENLS LA R TR & B B I S i ORI S, DPC SR AR 1 5 I 1 P 0 i, TR GO 8 BV 7
FFRIEAT IS 2 PR A s BRI 50 B — B AT AR A S AT S5 R I R SR HE i 22 AN A B ME 22 (35 7 248 0. R
K-means-AHC 52l K-means 597340 A2 Bl 1328 W 46 H o0 21, 1H 2 K-means-AHC HZ M5 M B A SRR
K-means H LTI 75 K2 HUE W T 21745 £ # — B B R 5 ,K-means-AHC HEHEHIRINIB T ERT
Normal 10 #4522 71524 0.

fEIZ 4TI 8] 77 T, DPC B3 H-F BRI B /N (BB AT I TR ZE#8 e P A U0 K-means-AHC  #.7% .K-means-
AHC 535 (17 S5 RE I 76 /N30 4 B (R PR K T DPI-K-means 57 fl DC-K-means 532, {H7E JLAN K H4 4 v,
K-means-AHC 572 °F ¥ ¥ ZE /4 /N T DPI-K-means A1 DC-K-means 572 K-means-AHC 5.5 [ 7~ 24 FE i 3
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Table 4 Processing results of the 20 synthetic datasets by different algorithms
T4 ARG ERN 20 A E REE £ AL 45
B K-means-AHC AHC K-means
e Purity (%) | #EAf(ms) | Purity (%) | ¥EMF(ms) | Purity (%) | #EHF(ms)
Circle Yo 0 7 0 92 1.51 47
SEYAE 100 306 100 784 55.9 323
. Yo 0 33 0 5574 0 105
Circle3 o
SEHIH 100 9404 100 93 964 54.6 16 813
. Yh#o 0 14 0 663 0.82 99
Circle4
TH{E 100 2034 100 13 762 457 2942
Circles ¥iiEo 0 17 0 2580 10.83 231
SERIAE 100 4874 100 44 004 36.1 8232
Parallel3 Yo 0 10 0 62 4 43
SEHIE 100 172 100 500 86.9 175
Parallel Yi%o 0 10 0 80 16 47
SEHIAE 100 296 100 1 049 85.2 325
Parallel4-2 ﬁﬁ%a 0 32 0 5 887 2.12 101
SEHIH 100 9043 100 99 493 92.8 16 509
Parallels Wh%o 0 10 0 182 12.82 67
THME 100 671 100 3128 66.2 833
parallel6 iﬁﬁﬁa 0 22 0 501 15 81
SEHIMH 100 1580 100 9 898 86.2 2234
Ring? Wh%o 0 7 0 117 0 48
TME 100 471 100 1 906 66.6 574
. Yo 0 7 0 75 6.52 48
Ring3
SEHAE 100 296 100 1036 61.8 324
. B %o 0 14 0 126 7.63 65
Ring4
SR 100 485 100 1875 64.7 542
Semicircle2 Wi %o 0 12 0 38 0.5 32
SE¥{E 100 86 100 189 82.6 88
Semicircle3 ii]ﬁ%a 0 10 0 2 0 37
SEHIMH 100 176 100 494 100 177
Semicirl8.2 Yo 0 10 0 149 10 69
TH{E 100 482 100 1957 58.4 567
Sémicircled Yo 0 29 0 481 0 85
SEHIAE 100 1631 100 9952 50.3 2208
Normé Yo 0 8 0 205 24.55 66
SEHIE 100 687 100 3080 95.2 807
Normé Yo 0 15 0 325 25.21 74
SE R AE 100 1241 100 6757 90.2 1 648
Norm10 iﬂﬁ%a 0.1 19 0 171 10.11 73
SEHIH 100 689 89.8 3030 84.9 818
Norm12 YWh%o 0 15 0 171 16.73 75
THME 100 687 100 3124 80.2 801

Table 4 Processing results of the 20 synthetic datasets by different algorithms (Continued 1)
R4 OAFRGIEXS 20 A>H SRR R AL BLAE R (S 1)

Hk DPI-K-means DC-K-means DPC
A Purity (%) FERT (ms) Purity (%) FERS (ms) Purity (%) FERT (ms)
Circle2 ¥iEo 0 41 0 48 0 41
SEE 55.8 294 53.7 207 80.7 105
. Yo 0 132 0 2949 0 380
Circle3
SEHIE 54.5 10195 543 9 830 100 2033
Circled Yo 0 96 0 502 0 207
SEYME 46.0 1921 44.6 1787 50.9 421
Circles ﬁﬁ%a 0 156 0 1366 0 324
SEHIMH 472 5165 34.4 5179 100 887
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Table 4 Processing results of the 20 synthetic datasets by different algorithms (Continued 2)

R4 RREGHEA 20 A2 B EUR G0 L5 (4 2)

Rk DPI-K-means DC-K-means DPC
A4 Purity (%) | #¥EFJ(ms) | Purity (%) | ¥ERF(ms) | Purity (%) | FEHT(ms)
Parallel3 i’/jﬁﬁa 0 37 0 36 0 20
SEYME 88.5 132 88 131 100 50
Paralleld Yh%Eo 0 46 0 45 0 28
TME 89.5 212 67.8 253 100 83
Parallel4-2 Yo 0 216 0 3735 0 472
e 91.1 10 167 64.1 13 307 74.3 2180
Parallels Yo 0 70 0 52 0 50
FI51E 58.8 553 58 262 100 164
Parallel6 Yh%o 0 90 0 371 0 92
EHME 87.3 1443 498 1662 69.4 353
Ring2 iﬁﬁﬁa 0 59 0 123 0 36
SEYME 66.6 390 78.8 372 100 125
. Yo 0 49 0 43 0 30
Ring3
THME 63.8 219 77 213 77.2 87
Ringd Yi%o 0 57 0 113 0 35
e 66.6 372 66.6 380 100 126
Semicircle2 W% 0 31 0 14 0 15
SR 82.8 64 81.7 54 100 28
Semicircle3 Yo 0 34 0 17 0 20
e 100 127 62.6 111 100 53
Semicircle3-2 i’/jﬁﬁa q o1 0 67 0 34
SEYME 51.6 385 67.1 430 93.4 124
Semicircled Wh#oc 0 112 0 414 0 79
THME 50.3 1493 34.2 1563 100 331
Normd ii]ﬁﬁa 0 76 0 45 0 43
SEHME 100 560 75.6 354 100 159
Nori% Yh%Eo 0 109 0 21 0 101
S 88.0 1083 76.1 416 100 274
ho ¥i%o 0 64 0 30 0 56
SEYME 100 533 20 455 99.8 174
Rorniz ¥hiEo 0 57 0 9 0 53
SEHIE 83.4 539 16.7 398 100 167

53 4 KK 5 RAFFIEEIZAT 6 > HLH AN I PEREXT L

Table 5 Processing results of the 6 real datasets by different algorithms

=5 AFREZN 6 NHESCEHEER g R
S K-means-AHC AHC K-means
AR Purity (%) | #EAf(ms) | Purity (%) | ¥EMF(ms) | Purity (%) | #EHS(ms)
Column2 %o 0 12 0 72 0 35
P ME 71.6 172 67.7 498 67.7 207
Heart Wi o 0.38 13 0 80 0.41 10
SEHIE 65.8 139 55.7 427 59.2 161
German Yh%Eo 0.28 49 0 738 0 117
“FME 90.4 2584 70.2 18 832 70.2 3787
s YhiZo 1.41 9 0 29 21.33 32
SEHIE 88.1 45 72.3 102 84.6 49
Haberman i’aﬁ% o 0.30 12 0 56 2.92 42
- 1A 88.6 164 86.5 442 86.3 173
Tae Yh%o 2.31 9 0 30 4 20
T35 4E. 75.4 46 60.4 107 67.4 48
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Table 5 Processing results of the 6 real datasets by different algorithms (Continued)
RE5 AFGIEXS 6 > F S HE AR K Ab B 25 B (BE)

Hik DPI-K-means DC-K-means DPC
e Purity (%) | #¥EFJ(ms) | Purity (%) | ¥ERF(ms) | Purity (%) | FEHT(ms)

Columm igﬁé o 0 45 0 73 0 26
V- 2418 67.7 175 67.7 162 87.7 134

Yh%Eo 0 38 0 195 0 23

Heart

FIME 60.1 146 63.2 439 51.8 98
German Yo 0 106 0 2178 0 229
SEHS 70.2 3967 70.2 31169 93.7 692

Iris Yo 0 28 0 25 0 9
THME 72.3 41 92 50 90.6 18

Haberman Yo 0 43 0 71 0 21
P ME 86 142 88.6 151 86 51

Tae iﬁﬁ% o 0 23 0 23 0 16
FME 66.2 45 78.9 106 80.1 22

R B T DA I, 6 Fif SR TE VR R B A R I RE A s AT 58 A IE A Y SR 2K R 7 K-means-AHC &
Y AE YR TG 1t FDZ 47 I A B IR T DPC 559% 4335 T AHC Sk (K451t K-means-AHC L7835 47 I 18 Fa i 1 b
LT DPC 5.5 HoAth 59540 Ll K-means- AHC 592 7518 1T B SR 4 I [R) B PR IR 1 (9 HE B 3R R LIk (g
A7 B B T 4.
4.2 DASIEFRIEREIEN

T B G — 1, AR T TE KT i b 1 P BE R AT T LU, S 48 B K-means-AHC S35 MR Bm £ AT 40— X1
53 SR A AN ) B0 SR 28 RCPEFE A X R o &8 AT VR R 6 B T DAS FIFAL 7 N aFRXT 20 A R
LRI ORIV F 28 2 B (Kop) 85 A 008 B2 11 21 S ) 40 S A 0, FO A 5 51 R AN TR vn 19 3 1) B 2 2R
TEFR 6 H I BB AR FRAZ AR b o] LLAS B % B 45 1) 3 S B R R R S B L B AR S e R e A B
A B AR R AR (IR bR L, I A% P 28 3 47 B 5 — B A 2(0.21811) 1] LUy DAS(2)=0.21811.

Table 6 Comparisons of evaluations on the clustering results of the 20 synthetic datasets by 8 indexes

T6  AIEIRT 20 A A R S RS A5 R AT I R X T

% TR B I SRR R E

ESUES Kopt CcH' CcoP~ DB" Dunn’
Circle2 2 6(110.721) 10(0.3754) 10(0.8010) 2(0.16121)
Circle3 3 31(1892.8) 31(0.3122) 31(2.9261) 2(0.14964)
Circle4 4 22(308.60) 22(0.4870) 19(1.9618) 2(0.11249)
CircleS 5 38(528.54) 38(0.4588) 38(1.3546) 2(0.11165)
Parallel3 3 18(1261.0) 18(0.2574) 18(0.5993) 2(0.06165)
Parallel4 4 15(529.68) 9(0.32543) 4(0.69816) 4(0.29309)
Parallel4-2 4 2(6028.50) 22(0.3316) 2(0.52095) 4(0.30488)
Parallel5 5 2(1143.50) 21(0.2748) 21(0.6100) 5(0.26208)
Parallel6 6 24(1965.3) 24(0.2583) 14(0.5764) 3(0.17743)
Ring2 2 11(519.35) 11(0.2459) 11(0.5458) 2(0.32998)
Ring3 3 17(835.15) 18(0.2072) 14(0.4590) 2(0.34110)
Ring4 4 12(361.63) 12(0.2769) 14(0.6410) 2(0.20477)
Semicircle2 2 2(243.218) 9(0.31655) 9(0.64037) 2(0.21572)
Semicircle3 3 14(724.31) 4(0.31008) 4(0.56286) 3(0.43885)
Semicircle3-2 3 9(368.639) 19(0.2674) 19(0.5375) 2(0.11467)
Semicircle4 4 27(290.50) 12(0.4843) 12(1.7437) 2(0.11394)
Norm4 4 5(3032.53) 5(0.20164) 5(0.47107) 4(0.59827)
Norm6 6 7(3489.40) 7(0.21160) 7(0.53865) 5(0.31767)
Norm10 10 13(9393.0) 13(0.2119) 3(0.46814) 4(0.42912)
Norm12 12 14(11762.0) 14(0.1740) 9(0.36240) 8(0.57024)
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Table 6 Comparisons of evaluations on the clustering results of
the 20 synthetic datasets by 8 indexes (Continued)
T 6 AR 20 A U G SRR A R VEIN R X L (48)
¥ BAE b 15 B 0 B AR AR

iR Kon r CSP” STR” DAS’
Circle2 2 3(0.60361) 2(0.81154) 2(0.72683) 2(0.21811)
Circle3 3 3(0.36740) 2(0.90938) 2(0.51806) 3(0.38327)
Circle4 4 7(0.21295) 3(0.84612) 2(0.91930) 4(0.26618)
CircleS 5 5(1.00553) 4(0.88641) 2(0.23717) 5(0.10756)
Parallel3 3 2(1.68848) 2(0.90637) 6(1.27871) 3(0.32581)
Parallel4 4 2(2.14058) 2(0.90927) 12(0.3295) 4(0.45678)
Parallel4-2 4 2(0.63037) 2(0.90927) 6(1.39099) 4(0.37306)
Parallel5 5 3(0.80623) 5(0.86936) 14(2.0715) 5(0.26653)
Parallel6 6 3(0.34052) 3(0.90934) 2(0.50918) 6(0.19673)
Ring?2 2 2(0.97153) 2(0.92210) 2(1.36965) 2(0.25869)
Ring3 3 5(0.56237) 2(0.93545) 2(0.74060) 3(0.19157)
Ring4 4 3(0.66239) 2(0.91570) 2(3.68903) 4(0.16685)
Semicircle2 2 2(0.54996) 2(0.79341) 2(0.48896) 2(0.26031)
Semicircle3 3 4(0.45531) 3(0.89072) 3(0.66483) 3(0.28022)
Semicircle3-2 3 3(0.23147) 2(0.82773) 12(4.0373) 3(0.17311)
Semicircle4 4 2(0.38169) 3(0.90490) 2(0.63387) 4(0.13197)
Norm4 4 3(2.43180) 2(0.90995) 4(2.68012) 4(0.31976)
Normé6 6 3(0.89551) 2(0.91557) 6(1.09344) 6(0.20604)
Norm10 10 2(1.42443) 2(0.93609) 9(4.76834) 10(0.2663)
Norm12 12 3(1.75474) 4(0.94771) 12(7.8545) 12(0.3082)

i a3k 2 FME 6 n] LLE H:

DAS 45 n] LA B Fr A5 1) & B EHE B 1) 5 A S 1 B8OR A 3l 43

CH¥8FR AN ] PA1S 2 B 48 45 Semicircle2 [ i R E;

COP™ 4B AR AN R4S B AT ] £ 45 42 1 doe A AR AL

DB f5#r R it 45 3 Paralleld ) 2K %5

Dunn’ & 5 B 1 8 A XF B 4T, '8 v] BA3RAS Cricle2. Parallel4. Parallel4-2. Parallel5. Ring2. Semicircle2+
Semicircle3 il Norm4 iX 8 4™ H4f 46 i e 4 2R 4K

I'#8 45 7T LA#3 2 Circle3. Circle5. Ring2. Semicircle2 F1 Semicircle3-2 iX 5 ¥ 42 i fe AR 4L

CSP #a47 7] LL3kE Circle2. Parallel5. Ring2. Semicircle2 #1 Semicircle3 iX 5 BN HER
1BHL

STR'FEAR I LAFE4S Circle2. Ring2. Semicircle2. Semicircle3. Norm4. Normé6 Al Norm12 iX 7 /M4
0 £R (1 A AR A

HISEI S R AT ot 7 A FEAR T AR R B e PR A £ . BRI AR AR L oF R TR B AR A
TRA BB 5, N AR AR A 25 5 A0 BT A SCHE HH ¥ DASTHEFR AT LARLXS ] 6 o i A7 25 20 (1 040 B A ST 1y
TRbs BABON 2 1N TE .

EEXF 6 N SLHHE AR, AR 7 45 T A FIFR bR 1A 0T EL g SR & AN RIS 2R 6 A

Table 7 Comparisons of evaluationson the clustering results of the 6 real datasets by 8 indexes

®T OAFIRERXT 6 A RS EE SRR AREE R PR X

" BN FEAR A B Y B AR ISR

Bk Kopt cH' COP~ DB- Dunn”
Column2 2 14(90.097) 2(0.09266) 3(0.72957) 2(1.70658)
Heart 2 3(39.3216) 3(0.20467) 2(1.14957) 2(0.51145)
German 2 4(271.778) 2(0.19236) 7(1.75141) 3(0.13252)
Iris 3 3(221.799) 5(0.28903) 3(0.59034) 2(0.33891)
Haberman % 3(22.8471) 2(0.20717) 2(1.78887) 2(0.18878)
Tae 3 3(57.1369) 2(1.12424) 2(1.12424) 2(1.58212)
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Table 7 Comparisons of evaluationson the clustering results of the 6 real datasets by 8 indexes (Continued)

=7 AFEFERAT 6 AN E SR 4 TR A IV AR AT b ()

N HANE AR B0 B AR

Bl Kopt I CSP™ STR" DAS”™
Column2 2 3(137.797) 2(0.96067) 12(0.1985) 2(0.48024)
Heart 2 7(29.03838 2(0.19605) 2(0.04713) 2(0.38339)
German 2 2(29.1574) 2(0.73878) 3(0.02475) 2(0.30683)
Iris 3 3(1.28141) 2(0.72154) 2(0.42977) 3(0.15744)
Haberman 2 2(11.0046) 2(0.16917) 17(0.0423) 2(0.13945)
Tae 3 2(12.3131) 3(0.66232) 12(0.1186) 3(0.08332)

B3 7 0] LU H, DAS R AR 1 LAAS 21 B A 2008 42 10 5 28 R 2. CH 4 4 1T LAAS 3 Tris A1 Tae 74N H048 45 11
B AESEHEEL.COP #5457 1T LA15 2 Column2. German il Haberman iX 3 N34 52 0 & £ 25 7% 0. DB $5 A5 1] LA 15
F| Heart. Iris Il Haberman iX 3 #5441 i FE 5520 Dunn' 48 #5 1T LA#5 2] Column2. Heart #1 Haberman iX 3
A B S 0 A R FE BT 48 bR AT LA1E B German. Iris #1 Haberman X 3 AN EUHE4E 1) e SRR B CSP Ha AR 1 14
REAR X B aF, 0] LAAS BB Tris 0 48 LA AR FoAth 5 AN B5008 45 1) B 28R 2L STR ™8 A X 56 13 31 Heart 248 4100 B £

ZEAN 20 NSRS AL (1 SOBCHE ZE N 6 AN L S AHE 4R 1 S 56 45 RO B DAS TR bR L H AR O 1 7 AN R AR
TR R E 1, T AR08 15 B AN [R) 45 1 SO0 4R 1) e AR SRS 2 P B B0 4R 1) S 30 45 AR W, A SR I DAST
B R A e A A Rk

5 B &

JE IR TR BARTT LK 2 A R P B 2 0 A7 3R 2 (B LI ] B2 4% FE B R T K-mieans 709 BLARUALSICER,
BT = oY B B £ 1) Ak BESOR AN I A SO K-means SVERT AHC 5340 B0 S i) JEAR AR &5 & 4R T —Fb
) K-means-AHC YR & B8 507597 5075 1 Ja F FH K-means 592: 1) JEVAEL RH TR RGBSR 42 10 0] 4 28 8 TE T 4R 28
FEIHEA L R AHC S35 0 B AR Z 2D & IR W) 46 SR, B 28 T0 BOAOHE 4R 1 B 4 70 S 36 45 SRR W :K-means-
AHC HIEAETRISRG R . I 18] 148 ARG E 1 55 7 T 249 A7 KR J3E (R B T A SRR 45 PPN U T AR SO T 473 i 1
AR T — BT HI DAS JEA TR AR B0 AN [F) 6 R 030 42 1) S 06 45 SRR W, DAS $R b A A e 1R L B0 T
2 A 2 3 R A A T bR B AE B B P A7 AR KR R A I AN SR AR A P B AR IR R R
(K A B m A G o At e B B IR 7S e Y IR
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