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Improved Whale Optimization — Based Fuzzy C — means Clustering Algorithm
SUN Lin,XUE Hongke,LYU Juan™

(College of Artificial Intelligence, Tianjin University of Science and Technology , Tianjin 300457, China)

Abstract : Due to the high sensitivity of the Fuzzy C — Means Clustering ( FCM) algorithm to the selection of ini-
tial clustering centers and its tendency to get stuck in local optima during the iterative optimization process,an
improved FCM algorithm based on Whale Optimization Algorithm ( WOA) is proposed. Firstly, to address the
strong dependence of the WOA on initial solutions, the Logistics — Tent chaotic sequence is integrated into the ini-
tialization phase of WOA , ensuring that the initialized population of WOA is evenly distributed within the solution
space. Secondly, in the construction of the position update formula for WOA ,an adaptive weight mechanism is in-
troduced. By adjusting the size of the adaptive weight,the search range of individuals is controlled ,balancing the
global exploration and local exploitation capabilities of WOA. Then, after the position update ,a neighborhood per-
turbation strategy is introduced to perturb the neighborhood near the optimal solution, preventing WOA from get-
ting stuck in local optima and solving the problem of premature convergence. Finally,to address the issue of FCM
algorithm being overly sensitive to initial clustering centers, the objective function of FCM is used as the fitness

function of WOA ,endowing the FCM algorithm with the same characteristics as adaptive optimization algorithms.
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Experimental results on 10 benchmark test functions and 10 publicly available datasets demonstrate the effective-
ness of the proposed algorithm.
Keywords: fuzzy C — means clustering; whale optimization; chaotic map; adaptive weight; neighborhood pertur-

bation
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Fig. 2 Flowchart of the algorithm
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TUCHRAE , AP FE AL 30, MREZE BE 1R 30 , IEALUREL Max_iter 1527 500.
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Tab. 1 Comparison results of five optimization algorithms on ten benchmark functions in four metrics

e ki WOA IWOA1 IWOA2 IWOA3 IWOA
Best 6. 53E - 87 0.00E +00  2.69E-224  1.03E-234 0. 00E +00
£ (Sphere) Worst 3.67E -73 0.00E+00  2.28E-193  1.54E —189 0. 00E +00
Mean 2.05E - 74 0.00E+00  9.12E-195  5.63E-191 0. 00E +00
std 7.50E - 74 0. 00E +00 0. 00E +00 0. 00E +00 0. 00E +00

Best 9. 94E - 60 1.01E -298 1.03E -234
Worst 1. 09E -50 5.81E -254 1.54E - 189
Mean 8.27E -52 1. 93E - 255 5.63E - 191

std 2.47E -51 0. 00E +00 0. 00E +00 .96E - 130 0. 00E +00
Best 8.27E -01 1.75E - 120 5. 04E - 150 .T6E - 127 8.55E -154

1. 8OE - 148 0. 00E +00
3
1
6
2
Worst 8. 79E +01 1.58E-92  4.82E-129  3.13E-119 2.83E -133
1
5
8
1
4.

. 80E - 129 0. 00E +00

/S, (Schwefel2. 22)
L49E - 130 0. 00E +00

S, (Schwefel2. 21)
: Mean 5.46E +01 6.96E - 94 1.77E - 130 L28E =122 1.35E -134

std 2.51E +01 3. 00E -93 8. 80E - 130 .T2E - 124 5.31E -134
Best 9.37E +03 0. 00E +00 2.94E -223 . 19E -230 0. 00E +00
Worst 6. 13E +04 9.87E +04 3.26E - 192 .01E - 196 2.96E -247
Mean 4. 44E + 04 3.43E +03 1. 09E - 193 88E - 198 1. 65E —249
std 1. 13E + 04 1. 80E +04 0. 00E +00 0. 00E +00 0. 00E +00

S, (Schwefell. 2)
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gx1

B Febr WOA IWOAL IWOA2 IWOA3 IWOA
Best 2.56E - 04 6.57E - 06 1. 30E - 05 2.21E-05 8.58E - 07
7 (Quartic) Worst 8. 60E - 03 9. 86E - 04 1. 30E - 03 3. 00E -03 3.88E - 04
5 Mean 2.70E - 03 2.84E - 04 2.88E - 04 4.82E - 04 8.81E - 05
std 2.50F - 03 2.51E-04 3.38E - 04 6. 80F - 04 1. 06E —04
Best 0. 00E +00 0. 00E +00 0. 00F +00 0. 00F +00 0. 00F +00
7 (Rastrigin) Worst 5.68E - 14 0. 00E +00 0. 00E +00 0. 00E +00 0. 00E +00
6 Mean 1.89E - 15 0. 00E +00 0. 00E +00 0. 00E +00 0. 00F +00
std 1.03E - 14 0. 00E +00 0. 00 +00 0. 00 +00 0. 00E +00
Best 8.88E - 16 8.88E -16 8.88E - 16 8.88E - 16 8.88E - 16
7 (Ackley) Worst 7.99E - 15 8.88E -16 7.36F - 15 8.88E - 16 8.88E - 16
! Mean 4.79E - 15 8.88E -16 3.73E - 15 8.88E - 16 8.88E - 16
std 2.35E-15 0. 00E +00 2. 16E - 15 0. 00E +00 0. 00E +00
Best 0. 00F +00 0. 00F +00 0. 00F, +00 0. 00F, +00 0. 00F, +00
7 (Griewank) Worst 1.28E - 01 0. 00E +00 0. 00 +00 0. 00 +00 0. 00E +00
s Mean 4.30E - 03 0. 00E +00 0. 00 +00 0. 00 +00 0. 00 +00
std 2.35E - 02 0. 00E +00 0. 00 +00 0. 00 +00 0. 00E +00
Best 2. 69E +01 2. 69E +01 0. 00F +00 0. 00F +00 0. 00F +00
7 (Rosenbrock) Worst 2.87E +01 2.87E +01 2. 88E +01 2. 88E +01 2.87E +01
’ Mean 2. 80E +01 2. 84E +01 1.01E +01 1.33E +01 9.53E +00
std 4.79E -01 6. 68E - 01 2.33E +01 1. 87E +01 1.37E +01
Best 3. 00E +00 3. 00E +00 3. 00E +00 3. 00E +00 3. 00E +00
/1o (Goldstein — Price Worst 3. 00E +00 3. 00E +00 3. 00E +00 3. 00E +00 3. 00E +00
Function) Mean 3. 00E +00 3. 00E +00 3. 00E +00 3. 00E +00 3. 00E +00
std 3. 00E +00 3. 00E +00 3. 00E +00 3. 00F +00 3. 00F +00

Hie 1 AT LA 3 PPl s 4y ) UG s bn i WOA SRR PERE. AR UL, IWOAT S35 A Logistics
— Tent JR WS SR SERNVEE X 51 040, TE f, o, S, o, fy TS, 6 BN s 8 1Y 4 Fhasbr 25 /AL T
WOA, $i T WOA (94 R 3= MERE s TWOA2 S5 A B 3 A BR ) 1 figt £ 48 R 7 [, AHAC T WOA, BRTE
£, LS PIASFERENNA R &L L 4 DEPRIETHA B AN, Hofly 8 A FEAENA R B U0 T WOA, fii 718 K it 72
HHRE B T 4 SR R R AR 2 5 TWOA3 332 DR e (LA 3 s AR S AR R S 5 JE AT s 22 =, A1
BT WOA BRTE /£, f, A, 3% 3 D AEHEMN R 8 E 4 DSR4 THEAR BT EAN , HAt 7 A B i e BUg 0T
WOA, AHEL T WOA ik A 7 505 LA R ; ) IWOA vk = B4 &, T DATESR 1 1Y 10 I i o
B EX IR, 3 FhCHE A 25 G R0 1 R R SORG BE R R
HTOR, 4% 8RB I ILALSETE S TWOA Bk AT LA PR BE XS LE 347 , T2 A0 45 - I 8 AL 53 v
( Mayfly Optimization Algorithm, MA ) 60 AT 48 ( Artificial Hummingbird Algorithm , AHA) NS
B ik 3 3% ( Arithmetic Optimization Algorithm, AOA ) U8) VPR B % 8 (Marine Predators Algorithm ,
MPA) 1) i HE 307 8844 v ( Harris Hawks Optimization , HHO ) 20 WV FA AR ( Enzyme Action Optimizer,
EAO) " Sk A {k 34 1 ( Whale Migration Algorithm , WMA ) ) F1 WOA 831, 53¢ 8 Fixof L vk i 254
B A H A RS, AR S HS % WOA Bk ™ s, 362 O 1R 9 FhEIAE 10 4N i 00 3 e B 1
(9 4 FHEEPRAYEE RS LE. 22 2 T, IWOA 58k 5 Al 8 FhSRVEAH LL , HARALPERERLES 12 f, ~ S, f, ~
Ff1 32X 7 Pl RS, HSOUERES L T HoAts 8 FhF-1 s 7 £, e L, TWOA Sk iR L[ S AR el (B A
ZEE CFREAPRHEZE FART AHA 535 U] IWOA kTR E a2 , B 5 B ARl i il s 76 f, ek g L,
IWOA T3 A B 22 (E AN T 22 WS IR T AOA B35 18 f, sR B B, IWOA Bk F L (i b i, (B e B 22 (8L P S (E A
PRz BART HHO 5335 SR A7E A 4. X S5 R ] IWOA SRy UM EE A 1 B & 4w  B7E
SEMERREL S, AN S, B SOROR A, IWOA FEIEATY AR A AL B A Jmy 8 B 0 1) [ il (H R AR BOR A
IWOA 5532 0K BE AR PR 1 e T HAb B k.
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Tab.2 Comparison results of nine optimization algorithms on ten benchmark functions in four metrics

PR MA AHA AOA MPA HHO EAO WMA WOA IWOA
Best  3.50E-10 3.98E 161 5.97E 139 3.72E-25 6.56E 121 0.00E+00 3.62E—-11 6.53E—-87 0.00E +00
. Worst  8.31E-06 1.39E—-134 1.1SE-27 4.58E-22 9.35E-93 0.00E+00 4.00E-06 3.67E-73 0.00E +00
/ Mean  3.45E-07 4.65E-136 3.84E-29 5.29E-23 3.18E-94 0.00E+00 2.34E-07 2.05E-74 0.00E +00
std 1L46E -06 2.21E-135 2.24E-28 7.49E-23 1.58E-93 0.00E+00 6.69E—-07 7.S0E-74 0.00E +00
Best  3.01E-07 1.63E-83 0.00E+00 1.69E—14 9.61E-58 3.13E-263 S5.03E-07 9.94E-60 0.00E +00
p Worst  5.40E—-03 2.57E-72 0.00E+00 6.09E 13 9.68E-48 3.08E-213 3.76E-04 1.09E-50 0.00E +00
: Mean  4.28E-04 1.91E-73 0.00E+00 2.31E-13 6.25E-49 1.06E-214 3.33E-05 8.27E-52 0.00E +00
std 1.20E-03 5.93E-73 0.00E+00 1.67E—13 2.37E-48 0.00E+00 1.05E-04 2.47E-51 0.00E +00
Best  5.54E-01 1.18E-74 2.77E-60 2.99E-10 1.96E-56 4.33E-315 1.18E-06 8.27E-01 0.00E +00
/ Worst  4.32E+00 S.69E-63 4.70E-02 6.73E-09 8.25E-48 524E-292 1.59E-04 8.79E+01 0.00E +00
} Mean  1.73E+00 3.75SE-64 2.88E-02 3.44E-09 3.06E-49 174E-293 3.63E-05 5.46E+01 0.00E +00
std 9.31E-01 1.17E-63 1.90E-02 1.84E-09 1.50E-48 0.00E+00 4.00E-05 2.SIE+01 0.00E +00
Best  1.70E-02 5.42E 147 1.16E 159 5.30E—08 8.28E—101 0.00E+00 8.30E—-05 9.37E+03 0.00E +00
P Worst  9.28E-01 1.15E—-119 6.24E-02 5.01E-04 1.12E-75 2.71E-188 2.66E-01 6.13E+04 2.96F —247
¢ Mean  2.26E-01 3.83E-121 6.10E-03 1.13E-04 3.73E-77 9.04E—190 1.28E-02 4.44E+04 1.65E 249
std  2.05E-01 2.09E-120 1.42E-02 1.55E-04 2.04E-76 0.00E+00 4.84E-02 1.13E+04 0.00E +00
Best  L.OSE-02 3.67E-05 5.86E-06 3.00E-04 1.47E-06 S5.25E-05 1.40E-03 2.56E-04 8.58E-07
p Worst  3.32E-02 5.80E-04 1.51E—04 3.00E-03 4.87E-04 8.37E-04 1.57E-02 8.60E-03 3.88E-04
‘5 Mean  1.90E-02 2.52E-04 6.20E-05 1.00E-03 1.19E-04 3.17E-04 9.20E-03 2.70E-03 8.81E—05
std  5.80E-03 1.46E-04 4.72E—05 6.32E-04 1.00E-04 2.20E-04 3.60E-03 2.50E-03 1.06E-04
Best  5.98E+00 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 1.19E+01 0.00E+00 0.00E +00
. Worst  2.89E+01 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 I.5IE+02 5.68E-14 0.00E +00
s Mean  1.54E+01 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 1.22E+01 1.89E—15 0.00E +00
std  5.70E+00 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 3.71E+01 1.03E-14 0.00E +00
Best  2.31E+00 8.88E-16 8.88E—16 3.49E-13 8.88E—16 8.88E—16 3.99E-15 8.88E-16 8.88E-16
P Worst  5.22E+00 8.88E-16 8.88E-16 4.24E-12 8.88E-16 8.88E—-16 1.34E+00 7.99E-15 8.88E-—16
! Mean  3.56E+00 8.88E-16 8.88E-16 1.64E-12 8.88E-16 8.88E—16 1.82E-01 4.79E-15 8.88E-16
std 8.02E-01 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 9.58E-13 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 4.23E-01 2.35E-15 0.00E +00
Best  1.34E-07 0.00E+00 4.32E-02 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 0.00E +00
, Worst  3.20E-02 0.00E +00 4.60E-01 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 3.43E-02 1.28E-01 0.00E +00
os Mean  1.34E-02 0.00E+00 1.85E-01 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 5.60E-03 4.30E-03 0.00E +00
std  9.90E-03 0.00E+00 1.20E-01 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 9.20E-03 2.35E-02 0.00E +00
Best  L.72E+01 2.46E+01 2.79E +01 2.46E+01 2.23E-04 2.50E+01 3.22E+00 2.69E+01 0.00E +00
P Worst  1.58E+02 2.61E+01 2.89E+01 2.62E+01 1.05E-01 3.69E+01 1.03E+02 2.87E+01 2.87E +01
K Mean  4.23E+01 2.67E+01 2.84E+01 2.53E+01 1.45E-02 2.64E+01 1.62E+01 2.80E+01 9.53E +00
std 3.59E+01 4.74E-01 2.68E-01 3.78E-01 2.34E-02 S5.79E-01 2.14E+01 4.79E-01 1.37E +01
Best  3.00E+00 3.00E+00 3.00E+00 3.00E+00 3.00E+00 3.00E+00 3.00E+00 3.00E+00 3.00E +00
p Worst  8.40E +01 3.00E +00 7.29E+01 3.00E+00 3.00E+00 3.00E+00 3.00E+00 3.00E+00 3.00E +00
10 Mean  5.70E +00 3.00E+00 2.78E+01 3.00E+00 3.00E+00 3.00E+00 3.00E+00 3.00E+00 3.00E +00
std 1L47E +01 3.00E +00 2.10E +01 3.00E+00 3.00E+00 3.00E+00 3.00E+00 3.00E+00 3.00E +00

N T BIE IWOA S5 s, 181 3 s 17 10 EEME R e 9 R L ALk b i Ui st 46, He e
AR by SR AU, N S Sk W B I W AL TR B 3 T T f, ~f, LSy 3X 8 D EEMERRHL -, IWOA %
W S R bR, T LT DUSCR LU A S R A R0 1 IR ARUBG A £, o b TWOA A AR
TR AL, 73 B AR AR 200 YA 400 YIS A BB AAE; 76 £, ~ f; pREL L IWOA Sk e Sld B HOR , 7 3l ik
FR10 Y20 YR 40 RIS SE BN ERAGE s 75 £, S, sREL E TWOA S35 B SIGH BE FEAS— 3, 71640 450 Wy
] AP B R RO B DAL 7E /) pRAR L IWOA B335 iy S0 F2 R AR DR T Al A AL 303, (EUR fe e 54K
BRI AAE A5 AHA A1 HHO 3% 2 FpRERF i i TR VB B R . R FORF  IWOA 5
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Fig. 3 Convergence curves of 9 optimization algorithms on 10 benchmark functions

3.2 AIHIEE LHREMRIE

AT LR IWOAFCM 53 i R MERE , S IRSCHR[ 14 ], SEB e S A A A [FIAFIE R —4E AT
BN Ry S g Bt g Horb, Aggregation $UHEAEAEA & 788 ZRHCH 75 RIS B EAEA & 1500 2400
15 ; Compound BHRHAFEA FE 499 ZRHECH 6 Jain FHEHAEA i 373 ZECN 2 Flame BHE LA i 240 2R
B0l 2. A BAICRXT HL g b, SR X LU AT A K — means 535 FCM 333" T3 ML R
PR T REE AL A FCM 8855 (Fuzzy C — means with Dynamic Particle Swarm Optimization algorithm , DP-
SOFCM) (24] HGHASE B BRI AL AR C - ${E B 28 (Fuzzy C — mean Clustering Algorithm Based on
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Improved Salp Swarm Optimization , ISSAFCM) "> | [ 3% R i AL AL BRI C - Y(E 28 1 (A GA - Opti-
mized Fuzzy Clustering Approach, GAAFCM) (26] [ NErTAY T K| WOA™ Fi1 FCMP! g B 2654 95 (Fuzzy C -
means clustering algorithms optimized by WOA , WOAFCM).

SRR [ 26 - 28 ], AR S8 % FH #E#H % ( Accuracy, ACC) 6] FRUEAL H {Z B ( Normalized Mutual Infor-
mation ,NMI) "/ Filjfil 4 2 4 5 (Adjusted Rand Index, ART) " ff: g fi i ISR IR Horr, ACC T
M i SRR IR 70 AR A HC S REAS S FU I 5C 2, 48 b BB vy, 3 ) SR 2R 0 12 A NG R /K ol v
NMI 3o A HE T35 SR S 45 R AN B2 A S 22 1] A AP R Al SRS RO, BB, Z IR R 2R3
SRBAL s ARL Gl BRI AE R ORI B Z 18] 1 — B R PP S EROCR , BB BOR, Sk i 1
RERBUMGT. 7 FRRHILAE 5 DN LRI ERYRISHOER IR 3 s,

R3 THEEEZESPMAIHEELNREER

Tab.3 Clustering results of seven clustering algorithms on five artificial datasets

BAFER =R Aggregation/ % R15/% Compound/ % Jain/% Flame/ %

K — means 74.57 88.47 74.12 80. 37 82.37

FCM 74. 82 89. 35 67.49 88. 41 89. 63

DPSOFCM 87.65 92.75 82.36 92. 63 91.42

ACC ISSAFCM 99. 24 99. 62 88. 47 94. 37 95.43
GAAFCM 87. 68 96. 53 78. 48 88. 65 90. 86

WOAFCM 88. 46 90. 12 70.22 88.95 90. 36

IWOAFCM 98. 42 100. 00 84.74 97.24 97.32

K - means 75.71 96. 41 72.41 43.32 55. 47

FCM 77.63 94. 47 71.52 55. 46 62.38

DPSOFCM 85.71 96. 85 82.32 62.17 62.57

NMI ISSAFCM 99. 64 99. 42 86. 18 65. 08 72. 86
GAAFCM 86. 17 96. 42 72.31 63.16 62.37

WOAFCM 92. 07 96. 44 71.53 60. 12 62.36

IWOAFCM 93.79 99. 83 81.57 84.33 85. 65

K - means 84. 53 97.53 85. 64 59. 37 79. 63

FCM 88. 64 98. 62 85.57 74. 63 80. 76

DPSOFCM 90. 24 99. 13 90. 32 88.43 83.57

ARI ISSAFCM 99. 87 99.91 93. 51 89. 35 91.24
GAAFCM 89.79 97. 48 86. 26 79.25 81.63

WOAFCM 93.95 97. 48 85. 67 79. 06 84.37

IWOAFCM 95. 64 99. 93 89. 52 89.72 93. 69

Wit 3 AT LA IWOAFCM S957E 5 MR B4 Ts bR 340 T8 S5E A &, JuILAE RIS |
Jain 1 Flame 3X 3 PR b 28 E M RIERORIETA W i, e I T AE 2 R IR Z ARl T & ik
PE P& T R R R, R LUk h 25 B PR BB R 4T 5 7€ Compound FI Aggregation X 2
EHRAE F IWOAFCM 357 3 MEM 845 LIS F ISSAFCM 857k , IWOAFCM Bk fE b ¥R 4 N T
B A INZ AL RE I BEAR T ISSAFCM 5. Aggregation 4R AE 2 BE AT H RS U 2, IWOAFCM 1) &5
PEK T ISSAFCM, 32 IWOAFCM 7£ Aggregation (55 I A 15 R ik T ISSAFCM. Compound %415 5
WEZ IR RS, WOA F BRI ER T 3 A1 M s, e A & XU 2R, S 8OR Ao I
B SRR IR T AT 5 N AR B RREE Rl A, 7R AL PR AR A% 1) N AU SR B, IWOAFCM 5334 1
RBPERROL T HADSE L, AR HUS B4 1 SRR

TSNS L T RS SR RAOR IR Aggregation BUHRAEIEAT ATHUAL AR K 4 I T T Fh
RABILTE Aggregation AL 1R AL L. INOAFCM B3l T IWOA 1951 AZEfiR T FCM LX) 46
BA ORI, A 00 T REAS SRS, 8 T AR D MERR SR RIROR. AL, Hofth 5 Foo)
P SR 34 0 1 SE RIS T R AR ME S DA S IR A S IE AR U3 255 B K, IWOAFCM B 7R R AK
SRR ISFE M LI T oA 6 Bhoxt LBk, JRISEE R B b A s 1 L2 40 A
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(a) Kmeans

(e) GAAFCM (f) WOAFCM (g) IWOAFCM
4 7 FREREHEKTE Aggregation HiESE F AR

Fig. 4 Clustering results of 7 clustering algorithms on the Aggregation dataset

3.3 UCI HiR&E EMREHRILR

AUSTIHR S 4+ UCL %{?E%’%ﬁﬁ ACC .NMLH Tab. 4 iiorniioziiizf)ii@lff\ﬁj}tdatasets
ARI{F: o 7 5t 56 2 0L B 3F 0 46 65, 306 — 26 B0 . — n Toorpfn 70 T ek
IWOARCM Sk RS HERE. TR STk s K - Tk FPAROR HRIPARR S
means 32 FCM 2 1:5) . DPSOFCM 2 1:12 _IS- GIf:b ;Z g Z
SAFCM & 3:'%'  GAAFCM & =) f1 WOAFCM & Seeds 210 ; 3
BRABINT S A UCLEHRIEENIE, RS N T g cancer 2 56 3
FRERITEILAE 5 4> UCT Bl 4R iR S5 1. Heart Disease 270 13 2

A3 5 A A, {F Heart Disease Z{E4E I, IWOAFCM
FLAE ACC NMI FI ARI 3 Ffdigbr Fas A RCR B L. 78 Inis 4848 L, IWOAFCM 331y ACC HUA% T #x
3 75 Glass ZUHE4E ., IWOAFCM 7k ACC F1 ARL #REUS T £ 4L, Wi 7E NMI 3545 _F IWOAFCM 27k 3
PR, LA 4 20 0945 BR T B S 200 095 B A A% B, R B8 I A 45 48 1) B 55 T ISSAFCM; 78
Seeds %454 |, IWOAFCM 5535 PRI HAR 7 (1) 42 Jmy 48 R RN Ry BT fig g i 31578 ACC il ARI 4845 | 1 2%
PoTHABIE D 78 Lung cancer £ 4E I, IWOAFCM 311 ACC SRIUAE: , Ho s H o IWOAFCM B3 1) 42
JR PRI RE 1 55 1 ISSAFCM 53.9% , {H7E NMI F1 ART $55 L #RIUE T, 25 b, 763k 5 MR, 55
Hh 6 P RIS AR L, IWOAFCM (1 3R IS45 R ILAS I #RAR 1K B e A 3 o 52 36 F0 SCHR B ol DL, A SC
BPOPAT T WOA 4 R R e AR BRI A BB T, G2l 1 A LR FCM S SR o ao T Uk g 1) it
P T FCM A SR ISA8 0.
3.4 IWOAFCM BiEMBERINER

HBIE IWOAFCM Sk A4 RLE 7 5 AN A THARSER 5 A~ UCT B b6 K - means 535 FCM 5
3:°1 DPSOFCM 44 3:%") ISSAFCM % 3:')  GAAFCM & 3:1%! WOAFCM 2 3" Fil INOAFCM & 33 43 51 LA
ACC \NMI F1 ARL AP 4aHR , 4 TSR ISR, AR A 5 iR

S5 ALK 5 (a) ) TIWOAFCM &3k B: Compound  Lung cancer Fll Aggregation X 3 NG FES],
TEHA 7 N EAE AR B ACC 4025 iy, IWOAFCM S5 7E 3 R 4R FORSEIEf B SR IER 77, S5k TE
B 3 A AN B AR A EARAATER RS i L. FEIEL S (b) B9 NMIZCR AL S (¢) 1 ARL ZCR B H
B 7E Compound Iris 1 Aggregation 3 MME#i4E I, IWOAFCM F74 1) NMI Al ARI F5 bR %R & THASE] B41,
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Hifts 7 A a 4R IWOAFCM 5319 NMI AT ART B e oy, H R I & IWOAFCM S35 7E 800 0 A A2
s B b IRRACR 55 T ISSAFCM 3%, 32 INOAFCM Bk 7eiX 3 M Eda 4 B9 NMI A1 ART SR HIA
He ZRE HEAE R AT LU ) IWOAFCM 5395 B JRISHCR MR A e M R e L ).

RS THBEREERES D UCI HBELNBRLER

Tab.5 Clustering results of seven clustering algorithms on five UCI datasets

BRI Bk Iris/ % Glass/ % Seeds/ % Lung cancer/% Heart Disease/%
K — means 73.35 47.15 80. 33 65.16 30. 17
FCM 78. 65 50. 43 78.21 68. 46 32.46
DPSOFCM 90. 01 63. 37 90. 16 74.26 39.42
ACC ISSAFCM 96. 67 68. 69 93.48 81.25 44.07
GAAFCM 92. 00 53.68 81.56 70. 13 35.68
WOAFCM 89.33 49. 40 89. 88 73.50 41. 66
IWOAFCM 96.73 70.13 93. 74 77.75 50. 82
K — means 58. 66 45.17 66. 37 10. 62 14. 06
FCM 63. 84 50. 32 62.51 14. 82 15.27
DPSOFCM 79. 63 55.25 74.17 18.26 15.95
NMI ISSAFCM 88. 01 64. 34 75.29 30.73 18.98
GAAFCM 70. 36 50. 13 67. 49 15.97 15. 04
WOAFCM 77.00 51.42 68. 18 18.39 15. 11
IWOAFCM 81.26 61.32 76. 86 31.53 19. 45
K — means 78. 86 56.73 83.57 59.29 57. 14
FCM 80. 15 75.37 84. 36 59.78 60. 33
DPSOFCM 84.32 77.93 90. 11 60. 32 61.96
ARI ISSAFCM 95.76 83.79 91. 02 68. 55 63. 40
GAAFCM 81.36 77.45 85.31 60.72 61.06
WOAFCM 77. 31 76.22 86. 62 60. 13 61. 83
IWOAFCM 85.61 83. 81 88.90 71.53 63.90
Bl K-means BN GAAFCM Bl K-means B GAAFCM Bl K-means BN GAAFCM
FCM B WOAFCM FCM B WOAFCM FCM B WOAFCM
B DPSOFCM B3 IWOAFCM B DPSOFCM B3 IWOAFCM B DPSOFCM B3 IWOAFCM
B8 ISSAFCM B8 ISSAFCM B8 ISSAFCM
1 100 1
g 5 oo | =
< Pl HAERE R (e i W&
b 1= 40l f‘ﬁ 40
g > ) i (e i g

é’} ‘? Mz
§.F s
B s
© FE
B B
(b)NMI (c)ARI

5 7THMRBREREI MERTHRERR
Fig.5 Clustering effect test of 7 clustering algorithms under three metrics
£ LA 38 i >R Logistics — Tent JEEIEML SR IG AR, A E 1 IV ASCEE A R ] 400K gt £ 114 25 ] 4
R A I LA SR B AR A G WOA 15 8 AL AL AE 10 AN HEDN K R B L 1) 4 FhEARES RXS Lo n]
I B S, TEHE DN 1R AN R e A , LA O 4>k v I X o 5 14 2 B 6. A Tk ik 1 WOA £tk FCM 1
PIHR IR LG, A FOM RS BE R M R T A5 (9 TWOARCM 5 53 5h 6 FhEREIIE 00 5 A N AL
PEHEFNS A UCT Edla 4k b abAT R2E925, NI 45 R vl LIA i, IWOAFCM [R T 7E Aggregation il Com-
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