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Single Pass Bayesian Fuzzy Clustering
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Abstract: Based on the maximum a posteriori (MAP) principle and Bayesian framework, the Bayesian fuzzy clustering (BFC) method
recently proposed exhibits promising characteristics in estimating the number of clusters and finding the globally optimal clustering
solution, for the method effectively combines the advantages of both probability theory and fuzzy theory. However, since it suffers from
its high computational burden, BFC becomes impractical for large-scale datasets. In this paper, in order to circumvent this drawback of
BFC, a weighted Bayesian fuzzy clustering (WBFC) algorithm is first proposed by introducing weighting mechanism in BFC. Then, a fast
single pass Bayesian fuzzy clustering (SPBFC) algorithm is developed by combining WBFC with a single pass clustering framework.
Theoretical analysis on convergence and time complexity is also discussed. The experimental results show that SPBFC not only inherits
the promising characteristics, but also has a fast convergence speed for large-scale datasets.
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TE A% 2 B P 32988 OB 1005 B BT N 1 A4k 4 e B R B ZER s 46 R —Fp i
B (1 0 B s 40 A T B R T A IR TG A i B b A AR A ORI B RO IS L JF ORI N T A 2 Sk
AR T, 4 e AP AR IR A A 2 AR DTS AR kBT B RO SR AR IR I B,
H 28 =F 5 4 % I i 90 A 260800,
TEAZ IV ST b B0 B3 L X6 A [ 1) 0 FH 3 s 4 T 8% Pl 85 A 1 2R 28 07 1k SR [ 1008 24 i 110 2R 288 S0 vk gk
AT T S FLA N H AT R IS 7V K BORT 43 A P 8 R 2R 28 FHE 28 SR 258 it il 2R 28 LR R SR R B 2 2R 2%
(19— N RE A1) — 7 T RR 2R SIS 1y v A0 AR 6 B 1 SR R 0T o) X - A I S o 8 G R LA AR R I AR
H FCM(fuzzy c-means)5 %", SPECM(single-pass FCM)!"™UF1 OFCM(online FCM)U!'Y; 53 — 77 1, W 2 28 2o sk
JERE . FE O RS A H A AR e AR A — 8 23 AT R P B AL AR, AR 0 1) R A )4 s A ) 5 T At 2 9 20
AL I AR (R WL INAR A 2 PE B T AR L3S Gauss mixture A ISR LY Bayesian #8511 Markov
P R 0L Dirichlet iof Fi il A BRI TIAE JUE LR X S L TR ) (0 B R ER (H L H 2 A T
e BB 1)< [ AR 20 41180 5206 26 W R S 1A B 30 T Y T T LA Ak s a1 P e B SR A L
AR PR TR L L TN N 2610 (1 SR IS DT VAR T B AR B FUR A T — B SR (ORI B 2) T
K P AR AT A R 1) Rl B, 38 ) I D o ) 285 R SR 3K T THD (T AT T SR P ) b B, SC iR [ 1821
Gy EE T TUM AR 5 2 AR B R e 2 S IR A Rl I SRS M B B A I 2R AR B A iX S T G LA
Glenn 25 A 2212 H1 i DL $17 450k 58 25 (Bayesian fuzzy clustering, & Fk BFC) /7 12 55 A BRI 2% 1% 5 1 A% 0
SO IS 6 e TRURD DLy 108 1) A B8 Ok, R B KR B M % (maximum a posteriori, {8 FR MAP)H 18 4b £ 5
IR, — 20 3R A5 SRR B B 3G N 22 3T (W B8 005 59 A0 1% T 1 A4 JR) s 0 T A B SR AR AR DX 2 B LU 3RS B
EL R M S AE 2 AN D7 T30 T AL PR BRSO 26 28 2 S50k AR T, BFC JHL A5 45 sy I IF ) 5 2% 38 X — Bl P fof
FR% T 1T ANTE FH T RS Hca , HE I FH Y0 R 52 380 1 B R R B S, AN A5 =2 R S o 2 i oK
52 LA BARIR A R, el 6 8 — ol 19 7 15 BR BE ORBF BFC ¥ R 4T SR 2 M B, [R) i SUIE H T~ KA 4 3
FOIE R A SO R m AR S67E BFC T g | AR B2 H T —Flo B Tt i 551 2 2 (weighted Bayesian
fuzzy clustering, {8 #% WBFC)J7 % F T H 8 & H0i 0 Gon) 5 28 2 R 1) STk R 5, A my Bk Hh o8 AR SR M 2R 2%
G LB BIRAEAEA B H 8% 5 VEAMEARE T BFC S0 2, 0 BEAS B3 N b 2% 5 15 31 &4 A 1) T8 2k 2
JEE, O J5 Bk — 25 4R H 0 RN 1) M 3R DR SR S vk B e T Al AR J5 76 WBFC Sk 3Rl b A Sk
— P Hb 4 G B SR A R TN DR B s P e D ST R S S SV (single pass Bayesian fuzzy
clustering, f&] FX SPBFC). 5 R4 1) BFC HEHM L, 23k 78 1) SPBFC A5 LL ML /4.
1) B ME AR 7 VR S I AR 2 28 AT S B T MG 4 RASER 1 P 5 1A A L Rl B MR e B 2R SR 2R 2R
HAEAN R AR BN BT TN T VR B LI AR LART IR SR SR S B >

2) BT ITENSBOR B R T S R B8 S R K i (Markov chain Monte Carlo, f#j#8 MCMC)
KTk, T AT K ) P 28 fi# (closed  form solution), M B8 i, 1% 77 16 0T DAL o4 JR i LA 73 4B,
ZITERE— P R 2 BB SR B R 4 m UK T 1 A A AT LUN T8 T 1L RN
B, IX S LA RSORI 2825 (i FCM) T AS B A 1

3)  HITSRA T BB R SEHELL, SPBFC S92 ] LUAR 3T TG 5 N A A 119 DR KA 250 40 4 2R 288 1) J, 33 I o 52
TIBCHL i 2 A8 3R R FOWT AR A I B R B8 v T 2R 2R A2 S I 25 R W 4 7 v Je T 4% i)
SRR R, I S TR B R

1 BFCRE5H%

2 58 R HE X=Xy} € RV L rb N A Je O 500 6 %455, D O S04 (0 4E 5 Y=y, ..y} e RSP %ot 5
Feruy, R ,C R B IR E m AR FEEL,1 S D YE B AR B Upe A2 58 n M ELHEXT G X FEEE ¢ MR IR
JRREILH, Y U =Lu, >0,n=1.,N,c=L..C.

BFC [f14% 0> JEARUR MR 1) £ P Al YASORI 2R 8, B 58 58 T BFC MRS RIS &0 et 3 35043 2H e BOR 504 24
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SR KRR SR BB B RN SR S R S 6, 20 B E AR
EX 1. BUE AR (FDL):

IO(XIU,Y)=§FDL(XHIU sz(u mY)H/V(X = Yo, A=) M
TEX 2. FOM S L G B (FCP):
BU|Y) = HFCP(u 1Y) = HZ(un,m Y)(HumD/szirichlet(unm) )
EX 3. BEP LR
D(Y)=]£[N(yc\ﬂy,2y) 3)

c=1

K EP Z(Un,m, Y ) U A B AR 12 U A R AR S BRI R I e AN T L By A3 T LUE
285 DU A A 0,0, = UNY Y X, 2, = NS (=, (%, — )T S 20 P B S8 e

wﬂﬂm,ﬁ;ﬁ/ﬁﬁﬂ’l%ﬁ.)\ SR W, =3 A 5 i Dirichlet(un, @) & — Ak L g R LR, e Uk

Dirichlet(u, | @) = —— ezt %) (z° fa ]EI e @)
I'(a;) e=
Sy, = 0.5 Uy =1 >0, i B ATRBRSE A0,J05 Bt BB Gl I,
HEAITCERHM 1.
WAL (D). ARQ)F ARG T, TR X M E U,Y IEEA R, A R (5):
P(X,U,Y )= p(X|U,Y)PU [Y)p(Y)

N C C 0 5
ocexp{—ZZum 1%~ ¥, |2}x(HHu:r:ljxexp{—Ich—uy)sz v, —m} ®

BIEETSEMLE 04 p(U,YX)ocp(X,U,Y) ARG MAP BEig, A RGBSR Hir B2 A5
RSt %,k 7 faifk, 3R B 1 2,75 HAn s 3cin K

C C
‘](X’U’Y) = zzunmc ” Xn—Ye ”2 _2ZZ(ac _I)IOgunc +z(yc _luy)Tz;l(yc _luy) (6)

5% J5,BFC XM MAP #EFE i 3L Metropolis-Hastings* 59 46 55 J A1 58 25 b0 S 50t 47 AR AR,
SRIBENT BRI 1 /R T BFC MR J SR ik B2 20 100 P AN BB 2 MM £ 5 5 37 BRC B, B 26 v 11 3
A T Kk fif BFC B8 i S 40

2B A R B LY U
WK G 214
DU 18 BEPXIY,U), . i1 )i 6 R
BRELI(X,Y,U) BP9 S % H
e s || PUNLP(Y) o) AR R
(B B e b gAY
, T e AR AT —— P(X,Y|U), Al
K5y, | AR = PXX,Y,U), | & P(X,UY) P it
EEESHU), || CANDT T lmass)| & S
/A 2l 2o fr = EWT & Y,U
1A 5(6) = = = | aRe | 3
= & i = \
B RMOMCH ARy T R CRAR

Fig.1 BFC model and procedure of estimating parameters

Kl 1 BFC #8Y Je sk fift it 7

FATA R ENBFC S T M5 RO P 5 i 1) i o e o TEXKH**$H$JE;*%§R77’$W%E@£1M KARRWT
Al GERTR) SR AT 45 £ 209 JF HLBES b T AT 31 42 ) B DAt s R i, FX) N 1) A2 2% B8 o v, AT B TG V5 Ak B K
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FUBEE G JE 2 ) AL
2 SPBFC A%

Xt KM SRS, T I 7 e A0 500 B R KT ek 5 N AE A2 R SOR A T FLB 2R K (single pass)AE
U2 b 833K — T, 12 A 240 A DK S50 4 53 1 22 A 5 5 BRI /N B (chunk) JE AT A0 2 BRI SR /N Hi P s
FEXAHERE b B P vp & SRR PO R TR AR AR5 e 2 i R AR A AT IS DR B — Heh R E
B d Ja — P, A2 RS Bl 9 SR IS 0 Ay I SR, AR 2 i B SRR O A B AN S BT AR AL T — 2R
e X P AR AL F I T WSO F = Bl M e A 4.2 Y R 2 JEIR T SPBFC ik 1) I B B sk i i 72

H1T SPBFC J7 iR T 238 InALHLEN AR i s BE4T 20 Ve O s — Al e S 51N 7RG, PR ik, 3K
ATTE 5 B B A2 T A AN [ AL 5000 0 G 21 ol 1) 5 s DRBEAT SR 28, PRT bt B xR el 2t 17 ISR 5%
Z(weighted Bayesian fuzzy clustering, ik WBFC)5H 4.5 2.1 145 H T E M40 N 44,

2.1 WBFCHi%

T AE SRS AR i — 20 ) e 5 A 0 S 1 SRS DT R, AT B R AR AR SR I B X S AR SO HE
BFC J5 vk 51 N T 5 G InACHU ], AT At % it B3 H 7 — Pl L & 0 5 38 N A (49 DL i U7 AR 2R 2 vk
WBFC.H HAK H b5 bk B0 Lk

p(X,U.Y)=p(X [U,Y)pMU |Y)p(Y)
I& & 2 N 1 S (7)
mexp(—zgc_lwnum 1%~ v, ]x[nrmum ]xexp[—zgm—uy) 5 (yc—;m}
Hodrw>0 FRIREE n AN G I &SR R 4 10 DTk FE EAE, OC T I T 5 5 VA TE DL AR 2.2 5.

AT FRATTIFIAE K FH 254 BRFC 575 19 S 2000 A0 S s K SR i WBFC 4575 iR BB 500 5 AR 40T 11 H A

Sy E(T) 0T 1520 AH Y PR 5 56 AE S5 A5E T0 R 252 32 MR R AR 4 R

¢ 1 m -
P(Xq Uy 1Y) = P(X, | Uy, Y)P(U, [Y) ocHexp{—Ewnum 1%~ Y, ||2}uns ] ®
c=1
R, :mm{l,p(xn,unY)} ©
p(Xn’un |Y)

1y | .
p(X, Ye ‘U) = p(X |U= yc)p(yc) oc exp{_zzwnunc H X = Ye |2}Xexp{_5(yc _ﬂy)szl(yc _luy)} (10)
n=1

R, =min{1, LYe V) (11)
’ " p(X, Y, 1U)

T EIRBOR A4 T WBFC Sk H R s It A, WA 1.
E3% 1. WBFC.
B O\ R X RRT 4R 28 m, 2R AN B CLIE AR B Niger, X S BUE w;
B 3 FE R U R B 2K P AR Y
1 VG S Hu, s,
2 ¥hAk u~Dirichlet(e=1¢),n=1,...,N
3 MR yeMuy, 5).c=1,...,C
4 ur=uny, =Y., /A MAP FEARIG MHETAEA
5 foriter=1,...,Niwer
JIRFE U~p(UIX,Y)ecp(X,U.Y)

6 for n=1,...,N
7 RS2 2 () L BT A R DR BEREAS Uy
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8 K ARO),LBAE R EZ u, =y,

9 if p(x,,ul Y > p(x,,u YT  /RHARES)
10 u =u

11 end if

12 end for

HFRFE Y~p(Y|X,U)ocp(X,U,Y)
13 forc=1,....C
14 K My, 2/ O)HE BT VR B D FEAR y;
15 KHALRAD, R R 2 y, =y,
16 if p(X,y. U >p(X,y.|U"  /Z&H10)

17 Yo=VYe
18 end if
19  end for

1A 2 HEAN FEA (1) f5 K AR
20 if pOXUY)>p(X,UnY")  ERTTAR(T)
21 U'=uU,Y"'=Y
22 end if
23 end if
o 1D~ 4 DRSS DU AR S HCE U W ER AL MAP FEAS (U7, YT
o B 6B~ 12 DRk RIE S I A 7 PR A 2 () BRI U AT AR O R AS Uy s 8
R A RO R u, =u 5 9 B~5 11 DR AR@ G — I RBEERE U, i H
uy KT 4 HT MAP FEAR AR, 0B Bk BT Uy 5

o 13 B~ 19 SRR ISH OB HL I 14 SRR T IO MY 5/ ) A BT IUREA .,
Horp S P 00 o 2500 P R 48 1 e DUR 28 H o0 1) S BE 8 LA S T T AR B R BEARAS  Hh0 e K
KB BIREA B 52 3 0 N R R ATTBESE 6=10;55 15 BRI A RADRMEREZ y, = v0 ;5 16 L~
18 PARHE A N (10) LA B — AN BCR B L i =y, Ry, KT 407 MAP BEARRBAR, e% ik
By

o 5520 5~58 22 AR A ST L S T AL REA {U,Y RS BT MAP FEAS (U7, Y7 RUR, o SR e A
FLA 5 AR, LR B A A 8T 1 MAP B AR BT THE U ZR 32 52 1 FE AR 5 MAP B AR (¥ LU 45 6 1 &< I i
MR, ENFEAR SR AL T T 2l Re k.

2.2 SPBFCE %

TR UL - 3T AR B8 WBFC 4303k (4% 00 BB AB 2 - E BEC J7 v B AL 51N T 6 A 3, 3 1T 6 28 2 14 ) ) T
25 06 B L SR S I (R B X S AR s L T WBFC Sk (1 B S v AR B 0t — S 70 1% Sk (R il
P — ol L AR JR 00 M E ) ) SPBFC B33 A% vk 1 A% o JELREURS 30 K UBE B0 40 B 5 6 4% B i
BRI G (B FEARTR SOBAT IRV, 3 v AT 49 by R 0 155 - — i 2 JE 50 B 1) 0l o A o, AT
H 55— FRARR SRR A b — B T2 ) A, A B R S A S

w, = NinnunC,cﬂ,...,C (12)

n=1
Horpow 228 ¢ MR RTEP R0 ) BUBCE N A2 5 | BRI AN 50,C AR H0 1 SR B un 256 n X8 T3
¢ MRS Wy 228 n AN G IAEE XT3 1 AR (=1, 5% S IIBRCE wy=1,K=0.%] T35 2 S8 (1=1),
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K=C,C AN AL 0 5 25 55 | B fy 50, 35 Ny+C AN Edlis v %l i WBFC #E47 28, 30 Ny /AN S A E Sy 1, A
BB IIBER T L Bi i A8 48 Al LIRS IR H B G P Sk 2 44 1 T SPBFC Sk (1 A
SEULIEFE.

H3% 2. SPBFC H i

5 N B R R XOBORT 1 B m, B8 RN B AR Niger, ST B AU w, Bl e % d;

e SR AR M U R AR YT

1 BRI X O d B X={X,,....Xq}  /AFHAT Ny TR IT<I<d
2 w=l
3 USY'=WBFC(X;,C,m,Nier,W) /R 1
forl=2tod
4 KRHAAQ2)THEAETAAR S RBGE w, c=1,...,.C
5 w= {1, uw}

6 U Y'=WBFC({XUY},C.m,Nier,W,Y") / REVE 1
end if

o 1B X BEHLA R d B IR N

o 2N 1 BN ST 1,8 X S AN EOh N DR Ht GO R

w=1y;

o 553 LR WBFC SIAxt 58 1 Bl il A7 25, 0R M) C AN R0 A1 Y285, SPBFC 64 M 3k
AFIEAR AR Y%A, WBFC K 40 B [ ) B B, i Bt B i BRI 28ty YIRS RS B X, 41k
XKUY R, B U2 A QLB (N AN H A X 4

o AR S A IXOY R A RS 4 A8 AT sC12) VB A% 2 i BGRJR E R T 43 C
AP YRR S 5 5 R IR BN (N+C) YA o] 2, 2% 5t 1l Ny A3 GRS [ 8 1, 0
C ANy Y B [ H2 4

o I 6 HEWWBFC M ASERITHEIIN Z (XY} BRI CL BEWIIEE m. IEARKEL Niers
BUE w R 20 YOO T g 8k,

3 SPBFC f8xit1it

3.1 IStES

SCHR[27-2910E W T i35 1R A K £ 038 i, MCMC J7 15 RE PRUE W 84 31 4 JRy e AL AR O HL, SCHR[22] IR R 2R W,
BFC X JH MCMC 7792 J& nJ AARIE W 803 4 R B B SPBFC S5 R 7 MCMC 77 B2 &R ATT5IAN T
o o A, T LA DA ST B % SR AL BN 5 RS AR A EE ] A 3 T R A BB B L R O
S BV EAL= A, T DA A7 AR AT BRORS B THT AT A A% 50 43 ) 46 HH e BRI W,

EIE 1. AU 4 A SPBFC Sk ISl

IEHA: K SPBFC By M HAT I F2J2 tH WBFC SLVETERE LRI 43 19 8- _EAK R AE R 40AT B i i, H. SPBFC
SRR A R Bt th WBFC Bk (5 G — BB A L — R 3 s BB 2R sk g 43 21, Bt LLEIE ] SPBFC W8,
HF U WBFC S e B s sk, I8 WBFC STVE R 4E BFC S 51N T nACHLE], By LA 750 B 157
TEAE AU G E IS 2 5 AN T R HE BB X 5 ] T o0 B A 2 A5 DL SCHR (29145 HE 1R S5 0 AC S50 T B A 22
SR R AFAEAT BRANF2 DL, AT J53 4 P AF G HIE W AR SR A k. A RV A2 45 80 WBFC 82320 8, [X it SPBFC &3
11§58 O

EIE 2. AU K Hf, SPBFC Sk ISk,

E B R A BN e b T B R B A S0 BB AT AR O S Rt e B LB 2 . O
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518 18 ZEp AR GRS ab 2 1), &8 D A7 e — AN B S

FEIR 3. BUE Y CEA, SPBFC Sy I8k,

TE A1 2 AN TE E O A A BRSO A1 B A B BN A SCIRR[30,3 1145t <5 T AT o] G B 5, 04 5 7 AE
—ANTERRHEE T e 1A B ARYE 5120 LR R 2 — AN BIECELAL TN JE B IR A IR+ &2 0], e o 75 /N i,
R IRATH 5 T VIR, Ve>0,3R:IR<R<IR+&. K 45 :%F T VIR,V &>0,3R:(R-IR)<e. [K J}y 24 T 45 [ A FE #1025 B4,
BATREIR B — AN B /N A4y BE ARG e 1, ) 36 95 g 3 AURCER T LASHT AN 2 T BB 15 o, BT IE B — A
B 30T 1) A 0 AR e P B B P 8 £ T BIR s F  SE A, TR Dy 3 LSO 0 G 9 /s e A8 o T A RS R X
o] e 2 25 BRI 5% W T 228008 AN U AR B B 1 R 3 2, B0 O A LA ,SPBFC W8I, IR it 3 3 BT O

HR R i B 1~ B 3,00 S0 A 2 S0 2 S0 56 4 1 I SE B0 B BG TIE 7 e i Sl AH s W S5 B B &5 SR A AN T
TR P9, T M T Bt 1) 465 ) R0 T - 2 B0 B BT R A WL oA TR S B0 B 5 T 5 22 MCMIC 7 VR I SIGH % 11
AT 8, 7 | WL SRR [32].

32 BEERENH

WBFC 55 1IN 1) 52 2% B A0 35 2 8545, 40 B 48R MAP REA UL Y™ RGN ). X1 0k, B Y 6 A IR (1] 52 2 i
i O(NCD+CD?), 3 +1,D? 23 (3) 1 1 Wy i 2 A B 72 A S o 7 P v, — B A e #0127 R o R e, B T 52 % i
[% k) O(NCD). #5315 4% Niger X, SV 1) 53 42 B 2 O(NCDNiger). SR T, SPBFC B30 504 X 43 1 d B X={X1,...,Xq},
IR I ) 712 A K B AR T 3R AR IE B I B[R] B2 24 E 2 O((NCDIN, / d) + (NCDNY, /d)(d —1)).

HI T Ny >> N, B, SPBEC [0 8] 42 4% £ % % O(NCDNier/d).

33 BHIRE

SPBFC HiA7 N8I 2 HOb A48 47 1l v .

T HR AR A i T P A T 2, B LART B v BRI FE 2 m 13RI S R v LI/ T 1 s AE R 2 5
SR L BRATTE B m 2 1.2k 3RS A X ) 45 SR B S 20 SRAGHH AT (1 &5 TR ). R RO Fi HR 1 % B ARO T
5 50 B A K AR T FRATT K B 1) S0 R W - T TR SR 2 T m=1.2 R A IE I

BB C:REANHZE SPBFC HIEL T L BESHL, IE W AL KB 7 B H L —FE P WAL & E . %S
B0t A T S B AR O

Dirichlet 436 2 $l a: 2 $ ad% ] Dirichlet 43 A7 FEAR, N 1% K F 0.9 a/NF 1IN, SR8 BEE# 7 F —AH(0 5% 1);
M KT 1B SRS B SO B A ot 34 0, Dirichlet 23 A1i [ 5 26 LA SR Ja B2 13548y 0o df gl S5 50 v SR 2 o3 Al
FE AT, R 0L a2 1,4 38 A0 (H 3 8 B 43 A

4 KBWHSH

G UE BT PR SR I A, BRATR A T & BB 45 . UCT A EHME B8 42,3047 T 5 I () s .

1) L% SPBFC &3 5 kst FCM &:, M %2 SPBFC £ 74 & T FCMU W fig 72 ek T 45 3

2) B SPBFC 532 5 P4 i BB ORI SR 255038 SPFCMUZHI OFCMU W8 A Se Sy 17t v T 3B 2%

P RE;

3) [ SPBFC 5ik Bl KA B 45 3 %1, W4 e 1% 35 58 5 FH g

4y BRI R R E R 43 5286, g2 B (1 Kl 43 Bl 5 % SPBFC 32 47 i I [ 54 1 5

5) T SE ma R EUE, W %2 SPBFC 5154 S 5 S

SEEF- 6 Intel 17-4770,V%% CPU,8GB W 17, Windows 7 1 & 48, 501K ] Matlab2010a 4% 5 .
4.1 JFNERIE

TG TR 4 Fhvrs VAN AR - ME 0 B (accuracy)®) . JH—4K B {5 K (normalized mutual information, f&j #}
NMDP, % e H(rand index, i F% RI)PYHIINE K 1 (speedup). BT A 45 548 th S0EBEHL W G40 JE ST 35 4T 10
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DR B 15 3.
1) #EfHEE
Accuracy :iNﬁp (13)

c=1

2) H— e HAEE

c c N - NCp
ZC:]Zp:I NCP log[ N -N J
NMI = - (14)

ey ey

AR3) 2314 N LR B AR B R AN AR AE S ¢ DI R KN, 25 p RELSEAREE
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% 1 % T SPBFC 1 FCM W 25 [ 28 5 45 L.

Table 1 Results of SPBFC and FCM with different m, & on 2D2C dataset
% 1 SPBFC fl FCM X T A [H] m,aZ$ i 45

Algorithms SPBFC FCM SPBFC FCM
Parameters m=2,a~=1 m=2 m=10,a=1 m=10
Accuracy 0.986 0 0.986 0 0.988 0 0.986 0
NMI 0.895 6 0.8956 0.907 2 0.8939
RI 0.972 3 0.972 3 0.976 2 0.972 3

I 4 F1Z 1 a] LR BL:SPBFC 1] LAFRAS 5 FCM M 24 45 51, HL B s 45 BT T FCM.
4.4 2D5C,BrainwebFASkin#iE & ISR £ R

AT AE SPECMUAT OFCMU ST VL i i (R 32 47 MR 48 SCHR[24 ] i 18, TR ATT ¥ 2 BB 5 5 m=1.7.%F T 2D5C,
Brainweb 1 Skin 342 BN C 4> W E Kk 5,2 Al 2. 384N B 4240 LRI 43 R /N R 46 i B 50 AN Bl i K
ANE P e GBS BN B AR AN BRSO 8 B R S B /N T B Bl A BN TR AN S
SEARNBET B AN B BR F T 2DS5C B4, AR T A IR 1%,2.5%,5%,10%,25%F1 50% 5 5 34T T
SEHG %t F Brainweb F1 Skin $HE 4R, i F A AF B BRI BRATTIE B T SN 43 b, 20 0 R AN SRR T 0.1%,
0.25%,0.5%,1%,2.5%F1 5%. 24 T Mg o5 vk e fee v, 3 A0 b 5 VEZE BE LRI U610 B el 73247 10
ARG,V Accuracy, NMI A1 RI [ ME . bRyt 25 5N e dpe KA P Y (i S bt 7 SR R B9 10 T34 1 g,
FRUETT 22 . S5 /ME R AR B e B8 2R A VR A v 3 AN BURAE I 55 5 W38 2~3% 4.45 B o) T8 AR [ e
1 )43 e, SPBFC 4 X i J2 7 28 B I %1143, 3F H. SPBFC s 2 LA S MG B AR v 7 223X % W] SPBFC T Fafe.

Table 2 Accuracy of OFCM, SPFCM and SPBFC
% 2 OFCM,SPFCM AHl SPBFC [ #ERf &

(a) 2D5C

Algorithm

OFCM

SPFCM

SPBFC

Chunk size (%)

avg./std./min./max.

avg./std./min./max.

avg./std./min./max.

1
2.5
5
10
25
50

0.9684/0.0031/0.9641/0.9725
0.9697/0.0028/0.9656/0.9739
0.9695/0.0044/0.9628/0.9784
0.9681/0.0040/0.9616/0.9742
0.9701/0.0033/0.9658/0.9756
0.9719/0.0033/0.9675/0.9769

0.9707/0.0028/0.9669/0.9745
0.9697/0.00200.9675/0.9728
0.9701/0.0026/0.9661/0.9739
0.9693/0.0031/0.9648/0.9750
0.9698/0.0036/0.9616/0.9744
0.9697/0.0032/0.9623/0.9730

0.9870/0.0027/0.9810/0.9909
0.9884/0.0019/0.9848/0.9906
0.9887/0.0022/0.9825/0.9950
0.9895/0.0030/0.9846/0.9949
0.9897/0.0032/0.9821/0.9947
0.9901/0.0031/0.9846/0.9967

(b) Brainweb

Algorithm

OFCM

SPFCM

SPBFC

Chunk size (%)

avg./std./min./max.

avg./std./min./max.

avg./std./min./max.

0.1 0.9302/0.0015/0.9279/0.9320  0.9303/0.0017/0.9279/0.9336  0.9504/0.0003/0.9499/0.9511
0.25 0.9304/0.0011/0.9283/0.9321  0.9305/0.0018/0.9279/0.9332  0.9508/0.0004/0.9498/0.9513
0.5 0.9307/0.0016/0.9274/0.9328  0.9308/0.0014/0.9292/0.9332  0.9509/0.0007/0.9497/0.9520
1 0.9304/0.0014/0.9285/0.9332  0.9302/0.0015/0.9270/0.9322  0.9510/0.0009/0.9490/0.9521
2.5 0.9310/0.0015/0.9289/0.9331  0.9302/0.0017/0.9273/0.9338  0.9511/0.0009/0.9491/0.9524
5 0.9312/0.0010/0.9297/0.9331  0.9311/0.0016/0.9280/0.9331  0.9514/0.0009/0.9500/0.9529
(c) Skin
Algorithm

OFCM

SPFCM

SPBFC

Chunk size (%)

avg./std./min./max.

avg./std./min./max.

avg./std./min./max.

0.1
0.25
0.5
1
2.5
5

0.4458/0.0041/0.4385/0.4494
0.4519/0.0040/0.4448/0.4565/
0.4523/0.0048/0.4430/0.4580
0.4518/0.00370.4442/0.4573
0.4500/0.0052/0.4427/0.4590
0.4500/0.0053/0.4408/0.4595

0.4523/0.0043/0.4439/0.4573
0.4521/0.0043/0.4444/0.4580
0.4516/0.0030/0.4469/0.4567
0.4491/0.0050/0.4400/0.4593
0.4490/0.0046/0.4419/0.4560
0.4499/0.0049/0.4419/0.4563

0.5562/0.0037/0.5511/0.5701
0.5570/0.0040/0.5495/0.5679
0.5570/0.0033/0.5473/0.5641
0.5572/0.0037/0.5491/0.5621
0.5573/0.0046/0.5497/0.5635
0.5577/0.0043/0.5490/0.5668
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Table 3 NMI of OFCM, SPFCM and SPBFC
%3 OFCM,SPFCM #il SPBFC ) NMI

(a) 2D5C

Algorithm

OFCM

SPFCM

SPBFC

Chunk size (%)

avg./std./min./max.

avg./std./min./max.

avg./std./min./max.

1

0.9374/0.0066/0.9270/0.9570

0.9409/0.0055/0.9326/0.9488

0.9549/0.0049/0.9407/0.9631

2.5 0.9396/0.0044/0.9328/0.9569  0.9398/0.0060/0.9317/0.9480  0.9575/0.0035/0.9515/0.9622
5 0.9390/0.0093/0.9247/0.9679  0.9408/0.0046/0.9327/0.9473  0.9579/0.0039/0.9428/0.9687
10 0.9360/0.0081/0.9228/0.9587  0.9385/0.0056/0.9317/0.9494  0.9590/0.0055/0.9487/0.9715
25 0.9397/0.0073/0.9228/0.9587  0.9395/0.0071/0.9293/0.9512  0.9598/0.0050/0.9503/0.9698
50 0.9438/0.0067/0.9349/0.9644  0.9402/0.0062/0.9239/0.9478  0.9601/0.0045/0.9491/0.9740

(b) Brainweb
Algorithm
OFCM SPFCM SPBFC

Chunk size (%)

avg./std./min./max.

avg./std./min./max.

avg./std./min./max.

0.1 0.6858/0.0063/0.6768/0.6935  0.6869/0.0074/0.6760/0.7008  0.7174/0.0029/0.7110/0.7211
0.25 0.6870/0.0045/0.6789/0.6941  0.6877/0.0076/0.6754/0.6989  0.7182/0.0030/0.7119/0.7221
0.5 0.6861/0.0064/0.6725/0.6961  0.6890/0.0069/0.6765/0.6991  0.7191/0.0030/0.7142/0.7238
1 0.6871/0.0065/0.6786/0.6995  0.6884/0.0061/0.6725/0.6987  0.7187/0.0021/0.7155/0.7212
2.5 0.6894/0.0062/0.6711/0.6989  0.6862/0.0074/0.6736/0.7024  0.7196/0.0012/0.7170/0.7210
5 0.6883/0.0068/0.6746/0.6979  0.6904/0.0044/0.6843/0.6984  0.7223/0.0012/0.7210/0.7247
(c) Skin
Algorithm

OFCM

SPFCM

SPBFC

Chunk size (%)

avg./std./min./max.

avg./std./min./max.

avg./std./min./max.

0.1 0.1244/0.0026/0.0893/0.2117  0.1260/0.0029/0.0627/0.2011  0.2298/0.0025/0.1965/0.2699
0.25 0.1256/0.0030/0.0818/0.1702  0.1296/0.0033/0.0874/0.1732  0.2366/0.0030/0.1860/0.2894
0.5 0.1434/0.0038/0.0842/0.2181  0.1385/0.0031/0.1037/0.1673  0.2437/0.0030/0.1935/0.2916
1 0.1270/0.0034/0.0761/0.1784  0.1231/0.0029/0.0715/0.1617  0.2396/0.0036/0.1661/0.2842
2.5 0.1459/0.0029/0.1014/0.1955  0.1168/0.0026/0.0660/0.1410  0.2528/0.0024/0.1832/0.3136
S 0.1343/0.0026/0.0988/0.1751  0.1226/0.0025/0.0859/0.1540  0.2556/0.0023/0.2212/0.2984

Table 4 RI of OFCM, SPFCM, SPBFC
% 4 OFCM,SPFCM,SPBFC f{] RI

(a) 2D5C

Algorithm

OFCM

SPFCM

SPBFC

Chunk size (%)

avg./std./min./max.

avg./std./min./max.

avg./std./min./max.

0.9693/0.0029/0.9653/0.9731

0.9715/0.0026/0.9678/0.9750

0.9880/0.0024/0.9824/0.9916

2.5 0.9705/0.0026/0.9667/0.9744  0.9705/0.0019/0.9685/0.9734  0.9893/0.0017/0.9860/0.9914
5 0.9703/0.0042/0.9641/0.9787  0.9709/0.0024/0.9672 /0.9743  0.9896/0.0020/0.9838/0.9954
10 0.9690/0.0037/0.9629/0.9747  0.9701/0.0028/0.9660/0.9755  0.9903/0.0024/0.9858/0.9953
25 0.9708/0.0031/0.9670/0.9760  0.9706/0.0034/0.9630/0.9748  0.9905/0.0030/0.9836/0.9952
50 0.9725/0.0031/0.9685/0.9772  0.9705/0.0030/0.9637/0.9735  0.9909/0.0030/0.9858/0.9971
(b) Brainweb
Algorithm
OFCM SPFCM SPBFC

Chunk size (%)

avg./std./min./max.

avg./std./min./max.

avg./std./min./max.

0.1 0.8760/0.0027/0.8719/0.8793  0.8764/0.0031/0.8719/0.9022  0.9066/0.0006/0.9048/0.9071
0.25 0.8764/0.0020/0.8726/0.8795  0.8766/0.0032/0.8719/0.9015  0.9067/0.0013/0.9045/0.9085
0.5 0.8764/0.0025/0.8730/0.8815  0.8768/0.0026/0.8733/0.8988  0.9071/0.0017/0.9043/0.9115
1 0.8765/0.0008/0.8748/0.8774  0.8759/0.0031/0.8709/0.9026 ~ 0.9071/0.0016/0.9034/0.9093
2.5 0.8769/0.0029/0.8710/0.8808  0.8759/0.0026/0.8703/0.8997  0.9075/0.0017/0.9051/0.9101
5 0.8776/0.0028/0.8721/0.8813  0.8775/0.0027/0.8737/0.9013  0.9078/0.0018/0.9052/0.9113
(c) Skin
Algorithm

OFCM

SPFCM

SPBFC

Chunk size (%)

avg./std./min./max.

avg./std./min./max.

avg./std./min./max.

0.1 0.4042/0.0008/0.4029/0.4048  0.4055/0.0009/0.4038/0.4065  0.5102/0.0007/0.5092/0.5134
0.25 0.4054/0.0008/0.4040/0.4063  0.4054/0.0009/0.4039/0.4067  0.5104/0.0007/0.5089/0.5128
0.5 0.4048/0.0010/0.4032/0.4070  0.4048/0.0009/0.4035/0.4062  0.5104/0.0008/0.5085/0.5119

1 0.4055/0.0010/0.4036/0.4067  0.4053/0.0010/0.4039/0.4065  0.5104/0.0009/0.5089/0.5117
2.5 0.4053/0.0009/0.4043/0.4064  0.4050/0.0011/0.4036/0.4069  0.5104/0.0008/0.5088/0.5114

5

0.4050/0.0010/0.4035/0.4063

0.4050/0.0011/0.4033/0.4070

0.5105/0.0009/0.5088/0.5125
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* 2(a)~% 2(c)/ A W.7R T 2D5C,Brainweb F1 Skin $I04 42 i ME A 5. 45 B3R W M Beise /i ,SPFCML 11 g
IfF OFCM; B35 B K /N Ry 386 K 2435 31— & EL il I, OFCM [ 1 g 4T+ SPFCM.SPBFC 3 HIL 1115 8 4 IC 16 HEAff
FE al R i vk 4 1 3 AN BRAE S A A R4 B S B MER 5 OFCM AR LK, SPBEC 43 514 1 2.1%,4.6%All
23.7%.5 SPFCM #HLk,SPBFC 73 A4 51 T 1.9%,4.5%, M 23.6%. W13 3 A 4 Frzx,NMI Al RI (145 5 8o H 2%
BLRFAIE.

45 EgHE

4 Mg K15 H T 36E SPBFC S ykxt T KM G 4 B0 20k, B A4 5 2 MRI(128%128 15 %), Flower(501x
501 14 %%),Hawk(256x256 1421 Airplane(521x521 45%). B TR I, i 5 16 AR #0845 /0 hy 128x128 143, &l 5
Ji7R.

(a) MRI (b) Flower (c) Hawk (d) Airplane

Fig.5 Images used in segmentation experiments

K5 T ER 23 30 DY e

T W% SPBFC 43 %1 &% (1 1 g, 52 56 v FRAT 14 SPBFC A4 397 LI 397 BRI 4 58 26 BFC SvEMHEAT T 1y
BT ST AR HE SCRR[22], FRATIEPI RN EVE I m Fl oS B30 B 1850, 3RATT L 5% L Ag) 23 B & AN BIHE - 15 E
4 G R SR ZEA 0o 3 2,3,2 K0 3.6 6 RN 7 23 Sll45 T SPBFC FH BFC Xt 4 IE G r BI85 3,38 5 45 2
AN I IZ AT I ). S0 45 R W BFC 0 LASRAG— AU (K R0 40 200 L AH A2 4T I8 I i K, T ¥k I T - K RS 45
P 4,10 SPBFC S35 BE A% 10 AR N 5 A0 PRI (7] P 45 3 58 U 1 5 ) 45 21

(c) Hawk (d) Airplane

Fig.6  Segmentation results of SPBFC on four images
6 SPBFC 1t 4 i [ L) 7 F1 4 2
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(c) Hawk (d) Airplane

Fig.7 Segmentation results of BFC on four images
7 BFC {£ 4 g B 1 70 B 45 R

Table 5 Comparison about running time on 4 images (s)

RS54 BB I I X ()
Image SPBFC BFC
MRI 27.83 657.26
Flower 288.97 12 495.82
Hawk 139.48 329287
Airplane 303.42 13 120.61

4.6 SR EEHBIFTSPBFCHI S0

R P IRAT R R T B Koy B gl 6; SPBFRC ek 1 5% Wi ST 56 3¢ 0 - BV B AT T4 A2 88 1) P9 A7 I 8 554
SPBFC Ab ¥ /N EHE EL A/ B B8 o5 W 35 1R D0 oek, L % 1 L 1% () 45 o 1) SRR AR

% 6 JE/R T SPBFC {EE ¥4 EANF R 4 LA 132 47 s 1) B AH b 38 AS B0 42 1) S 3 I 48 SPBFC 2 32
THT ) A AR, AT T B JE 7R T HiA4E Tsolet6 A Pen Digits /N MU EHE 48 LA INTHE .26 6 R IR L 1% 53 1 3
PR TH T LA 10%%1 7 1 B 45 KB #3542 2D5C, Brainweb Al Skin $3E 42 9280 T K3 A0 D0 48 /N IR 4
P A, AT T 5235 1R D03 . 25 L W :SPBFC 1T H -1 IR 2R 28, RIS Hois mT LA SE 4 g8 21 P A7

Table 6 Speed-up of SPBFC compared with itself on the entire datasets
% 6 SPBFC {EANA L 73 P b (R da A7 i 1) A i

Chunk sizes

Datasets 100% (s)  10%(s) 1%(s)  speed-up (10%) speed-up (1%)
Isolet6 75.79 2361 17.50 321 433
Pen Digits 188.12 3725  20.74 5.05 9.07
2D5C 308.64 3568 8.0l 8.65 38.55
Brainweb 4388.81 54949  115.74 8.09 37.92
Skin 1245478 132922 283.64 9.37 43.91

47 BEERES R

H T SAE BI85 m A1 Dirichlet 5640 2 8 ot SPBFC PRI R, BATERE T a=1 I,m 45514 {-7,-5,
-3,-1,1,3,5,7,9} 1 m=1.2 i}, a3 7 4 {0.1,0.3,0.5,0.7,0.9,1,3,5,7,9} {11517 = £ & 8 Fl ] 9 /R, SPBFC 7£ 2D5C,
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Fig.8 Accuracy of SPBFC with various value of parameters m
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Fig.9 Accuracy of SPBFC with various value of parameters &
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