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Multi-view Clustering Algorithm with Low-Rank Tensor
Based on Consistency and Difference

ZHOU Yulin, WANG Changpeng
(School of Sciences , Chang’an University, Xi’an 710064, China)

Abstract: Aiming at how to utilize the implicit information in multi-view data and avoid the problem of
sub-optimal clustering performance in the subsequent processing, we proposed a multi-view clustering
algorithm with low-rank tensor based on consistency and difference. Firstly, the algorithm simultaneously
considered the consistency and differential information of views, and superimposed multiple consistent
similarity matrices in a tensor constrainted by low-rank to explore the higher-order correlations of the
information between views, thus obtaining higher-quality similarity matrices. Secondly, clustering
results were directly obtained by learning a consistent non-negative embedding matrix. Thirdly, an
adaptive weighting strategy was used to consider the importance of different view data. Finally, the
effectiveness of the algorithm on the multi-view clustering problem was verified by comparison
experiments with other algorithms on six real datasets.
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WM Tz, BEE R BRI A . A RIORIEARTT 1 R & 1 2 00 e 3 26 22 W IR 254l 7T DAAS )
(0 Ff B2 HEAT RO 1) 40 22 AL AT [) IR FH 48 AR AL 8 R ARLAE 5 R0 s i DL & LA R k. R 2 LA
B v ) B WL BT ER B AT R E B RRAE R M, (EX SERR A AT A R 1R (] Y A B AR A DT AS [ R R
Z B A AE B AT LA BRI S R, 8w MR, AN g R T o — R, M R R 2 A LR
Z R AR — B R IR R A TE W B A T S B H Y, BRI A A2 G T

T BB AT DURAEBUR 254, 7ERF e Ay i i HEZE T, HRrEiIe Rl TiF 2T
BRI Z B Rk, IF R ZHERIUS T M R 2 aE. L PRI R kil 2 et
AL AR AR, U i R A ) — SR T R 2B R RlA L R R RS BT R A LAAR AT R S 4
R AR ERAMERE, Zhan SR Laplace Bk 29 HB0GE 01 16 P9 BT 6, AR5 FE 0D 46 16 P i Bl 1 2%
JHA SR AR E . Nie 555 2 304 0L E6HR 09 ST OR [R], 0 4 00 BT HEAT T AL, I 38 1 1% Jig
e N Z A i A T2 2] — BR8N R, Liang 480 6] i X 22 4~ 90 18] G — 2ot Ao — ok g, 348
T R ARG Bl Huang %85G ZREMEE BOR EUIMBCR IS S 0 T — A8 i Z R RBRERL, ek
Ao B ELUA B 2 8 A S RLA L A RO R 2 0 VB A I IR 2 RIS EE L Liu Y IR TERG
AR B0 R B 3 iR 4 0 o DS T 18 2R BOHE B b 2 o] — A SRR R B P, L S50 SE Al ) SRRk A A 2 )
TR — SR AR BE , (RE AT 2R k-means FLIAAS BIR KL R, Hu T 5] AJE 7 2 51 fifi
ARG R BA W] R R, B TS WIHRAE. He S5V0R — 3000 B AUIREL 0 R 3 & B — M HE S p L 75
B A — BOAE G AR FEFE BT T RS . (H R 5 08 22 L RO TR) 0 v B AR DG . kA, IR R Z LA
B ) 23 () 25 R R B A R s DR ST B 22 T B A DG, AR T S TR i 2 R R 2K T
P ARG AR T R M RE.

TEZ O RS FISE IS TR 2R U, (HIA 0 2807 bk R 20 2 0 — Bk,
ZAL T Z A R B 22 S AR B R A2, HLOR 2807 R R 1 T ST L IR =2 T Y s [ R R B P 2
[ F DG 6 3 35 22 W0 I B3l fpfe = 4 i P R B TR ) R v B AR DG, T e T R I TR TR UAE B
WAL, VF 25 TR G S A RE AR e A I R RS, AR S BUE BBk, IMTREAR T R 2 Mg,

EETU B, ASCE N — T — Bk 22 S Pk n I Bk ok & 2 00 1B R KB (multi-view
clustering with low-rank tensor based on consistency and difference, LRTCD). 1% % % % %] 46 £H {2l
FEE AT — BOvE 5 22 S o0 ik, ) ok o 4 32 R S BE T IR 5K £ A 5 53 f# (tensor singular value
decomposition, t-SVD) J % B2% > 45 W0 & 5 5 i 10 — S50ME A AL BE: , TR) ek 6 32 2% 10 Pl — S0 AH AR
TR~ 2 () — B AFE R AR 200, DA A B e A i SRR A5 R, MR TFALAT 5 A 3. e oh, fi
FH BRS¢ 2] A [R) AL 1R A A, DA% B 2% L IR AR AN ) B k. iy SR A iz Ak m) R, AR SR T 3885 O
1] 2 F 5 (alternating direction method of multipliers, ADMM) #E47R ., FH7E 6 D EHLEIEE LUk
ASCH LA E. LRTCD SRR 1 .
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1 Fi& iR

L1 E X

AL TFRARXAICE N 1R, 1 &R 2 1 k. X THEAC R, «w(OM Al
Sy M RHE 4 A (935 Frobenius yu k. X Fikit A€ Rm s, AY FoRikit A (55 £ AETIY A
A=1ft(A,[ 1,3) FRUTESR =4 R #E Fourier 284 (FFT) . W@ i X4} A #E47T Fourier 33 78 # B v] 15
A, B A=ifftA,[ ],3).

XA ki A€ Rnes, Hokd A S (i R

A=UXSXV", (D

Hbpvue R s five Re s EIEAS ki, §€ R Tk ik i 8 B 44N A1 1 D) F 40 2 4
15

MG SCHRC 23], iR A BA] PAYE Fourier 38 5 F1] FH 48 B 27 5 (B 43 % (singular value decomposition,
SVDYsRf, Bl AY =UPSOVP | k=12, ,n,.

EX 2 XpFikE Ac R s, HIETF SVD K 8 #% 55 (-SVD based tensor nuclear
norm, -TNN) /RN

n, ny min<nl oy }
TAll =23 1A® 1. =2 > a@®), (2)
k=1 k=1 i=1

Horb o, (AY)FRR AL W i A IRKH HE.
PP, ARAESCHERL21 ], B2 TIAL «SVD 895Kk B EUE N

ny min(n] '”2:)
IAlwe=D) D) wo,(AY), (3)
k=1 i=1

Horp o, J2 o, (A B ITBGREL, AR R A o AEECS WL BC— 2, B2 87 40 B 47 55 (1 09 S 46 AL,
1.2 ZEA-—HEREHNEZES

T Z RS X e RO, H d, FoRS o MLEBILER, o WREA K. SRISCERL25 1197 1%
ey ARRURE P 52 B 15 T v ) 2 WU 1] a4 v mT B 0 5 M P S L, S W OR R T B AR DL RE L T
H A AR 2 S 1t P RE IR AR DL, DT R e BRSSP RE. AT ik w] ] Bsf X 22 400 18T Y — B0 A —
BT AR

min {i}Ai | aA®” —S I} + iBij/\,-/\ja,-aj Xsum((W? —AD) « (WD — A9,
A g e (4)
s.t. a'l=1, a=0, §=0, W” =AY >0, i=1,2,",v,
Horbe o NRLEECEE; A BB EEES DR E R S EG WO € RVORES i IR LR 4 A
FoRE i DR —BUHEEE EO =W —AC RRA-EHEE R S N —BUM B o R W
VAR LA A 1) 406 0 2R 0 O B R T & SR —, N2 R 46 1R @1 =15 B, RHEME B E€ RV i A7
87 FIMTTR . HAEME B PR AT R MAEXS AT R0 B My« RORPIAD A Hadamard 1
(LR M) ssum  « ) 2 X5 B4 v T A 0 R SR A 7.
1.3 —H#HAFES]
R FEHE B A3 il S RIS Z IR IR F L L AEUC R SCAR Bk T AR AR A o] — A A st ) — B A
FEFE, Jfiid k-means LA B R AR R GR  HARL Y
min ) 1T 27 |15,
2.0V v=1
s.t. Z'Z=1,
Horp T R 5 o AR AR RURE I, Z R8st i) — Bt AR, Q7 RS T R & (1 T 76 725 ).

(5)
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2 LRTCD &%

2.1 EHEER

Jr b 2R R RE . AR SCE e IR BRI B A0 22 SR X0 as AR DL R AT — B0 R 2=
M. SO =AY HEY, H SYRE A E AU . A 5 IE ) — B 4y, B =
S —AY R LEME B 22 Ay s HUK s B R DA 1 — BObEfF BOHE S R — 1 3 sk, L
2 98 B0 8] 0% 0 B AR G FF R A JE T INAL - SVD 1 5K &A% i B PR Rl i A IR o 5 [RD e Sy ot fe s
Ab P SR B U L TR AL, A2 SCHR (17 TR R & X AR 3 40 1l — BU(5 B 2 ) B Y — Boim A KB R it fin 3k 71 29
W, I S AR 25 ) S I E A, Pk, AR SC LRTCD B3k 19 H dr pR 5CHh
Au?iﬁv {EB;j;x,-/xjtr((Sm — A =AY Ao + Do |AD —FQHT || P
st 87 =AY =0, i=1.2,,m.,

A=®AV ,AY - A", F'F=I, F=0,
Hod s m MRLEECR s 0 S DPLEIIOALE ; S S i VLI AR B s A 9 4% 00 I 1l — S ik
By HFE BE R Byt TR MAEXS M IR 505 R B a s 43 5 3 s AL I ] TR T DY Y 22 S 4
OC BN —BHEMMERE A S H -3 HkEAC R F A —SAER AR, f8nR
TRILER: QN B EIN ot 1 i AT s AE REL o 08 T A4 A B 50 0, 2 6, (AY)
IR BT w, AT 1) &, HAER S EIE— 3 v AP S8 56— TURES — 300 AT LLARAS i it =
AU B A, 28 =T 22 ) — B8R Ui AJERE Fo NI B EEAS B R 245 . HinmsoH) A
T N AR g AR T 2R A

(6)

1

M= TAY —F Q@ L D

2.2 L &
ER BRI C6) B AT AR M Pk, T DA 35 0k R fige B2 R . DRIt A SR T 52 45 O 1l 3fe 1 12
(ADMM) K. RETIHE, SIAMB K E Je RO A, W B ARk C6) 1T LLE T R A K

min {EB,,#,#,H((S(“ — A =AY Y T e + D | AD — FQ)T || i
i=1

A FQP =1 (8)
S. t. S(l)>A(”>Ov i=1,2,,m, FTFZI’ F>09 A=].
5l A Lagrange e 7 HE R " HUESI 28 p >0, R (S MM Lagrange T T 5K N
min {EB,j,u,-;x,-tr((S“’ —AY(SY =AY Ly [T bt
A<,>.J71,,'Q<V>T#I Py

| o 2 9

2/‘:‘ HA“)*F(Q(”)THI‘-““EHJ*(A"_EJ }’ (D

i=1 2 © F

s.t. 89 =AY >0, i=1,2,~.m, F'F=I, F=0, A=].
D B A
H(i)

A @ ! (H=J", @ ! (H)=H?", G" =J" — p ,

=

EHALAE N Z R A, WX )R fEh

min{zB,j;x,-/xjtr((Sm —ADY(SY — A+ D 1A —FQ )T | + L6 —a| F} (10)
(1) i=1

A ivj=1

X 10 KT AV KT, FF4HAW T8 0, BILAT1 .
21A " + oA + D B AV =20 F Q)T+ oGP+ D Byu, S i=1,2,,m. (1D
i=1 ji=1
2, AR QD M T (g oo DRI R, HRBOEIE N

Mzzdiag(y+g—)+3- (up") . (12)
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Hdr, p=Cuyoeerpe,) " W AL 9] 55 diag (-t p/2) SEXTAARFE, 55 i DX MITTEN 1, +0/2;
« £/xHadamard FH.

Hlld, 4 TV =24, F Q)" + oG + D) Bypye,S9 o 19 =vec(T?), Hf vec( « ) &[] {55
i=1
+, WX AD AN

vec(A") v
M. = : , (13)
vec(A™) "
Wit #E—Dt A
vec(A™") ¢t
=pinv(M) « | : |, (14)
vec(A”) £
Horp pinv( e ) o Ph i B %
X vec(A) HEATEHIAT IR AY , [FIEFZ BB AR LM SO =AY =0G=1,2,,m) . % A” WK

A =max{A",0}, A =min{A? ,87}. (15)
2) B J.
HBEEAYF,Q7 ,p, B, Al AN T F ) U B A J .
min{l 1 e +i‘J—[A+5j } (16)
5 \pe 2 0 F

U LR MR K AT R R /MBI EL, 5IALLT 2 #E.
EE INBGKEZEH R /MM BBHKRE XFikEAC R ™, [=min{n, ,n,}. B

A=UXSXV", Nﬂ%ﬂarg;nin% | X—Ali 4+l J e, ZEMBRMLMN X =T, (A) =

U XGfft(P,. o, (A XVT, Hh A={{t(A,[ 1.3), Py (A)E—AkHE, P, (AY)FE R P, (A

AHTE Y] A
YR 1, A1k R C16) 1 i A
J:Fw,f,nm(A"_iHj- a7
o
3) HEHF.

%,IEI/%E A(i) ’J7Q(i) o i ij‘y ﬂﬁﬁﬁﬂ?%lﬂ@*@@ﬁ F:

mian, A — FQ)" | 2,
Fooio

(18
s.t. F'F=1, F>=0.
FESR R L8O I, Se % I8 HAT IR R B R LA . %5 I8 AE 2 A
minZ/x, | A® — F(Q)T |z,
Foi
s.t. FTF =15 min D, utr((A” —F(Q") )T (AY — F(Q") " He
F'F=1i=1

max > tr(F(QV) T (A”) )& max tr( D2 pAQVF"). (19
Flr=1i-1 FTr—1 i=1

A K= D0 AVQ", W F Al & B K HEAT A REAMEF. 4 SVDWK) =Usv', W1
i=1

B 1) Wi F=UV'. %IE3] F ARtk , &4 F With
F =max{0,UV"}, (20)
4) E%ﬁ Q(i).
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W E AL A W F g TS QU XA R AR B S 09 . i LR B 5% 8 > WL IR LA
e QLA I, 2w oA, WS C0) Al by

min A —F@Q)7" || %. (21)
G
(AR (21) J& — DT A FAA R, X CFA R QW RS, JE4 WS 0, WA
—2(A)'F+4 20 F'F =0. (22)
B2 (22) "1 Q) WY
Q" =AY)TF(F'F)". (23)
5) B p..
] 5 HA A o, 4 (D TR - e
6) T H Flp.
Lagrange % ¥ H FIEST K+ o 1 T 247 58
H=H+p(A—]), (24)
0=0ps (25)

Horpo>1 T m i sios i .
2.3 HMESEESH

Bk SREMED.

B MU R (S, 8P e S ), —HUR AMFE F M{Q" .09, .0}, B a.p, Vi
ZHy, B o, K5 o

By . REARE L :arlg/rigf}x(F,j )3

B ) ML, J=H=0, &0 ERE #,-:i, p=0.1. 6=2;

IR 2) JEH

IR 3) AR QO MK A5 EH AD

HRR O MR ADEH T

AR 5) A 20 BT Fs

AR 6) AKX CHFEH Q7

HIR T AR DT HERF o

HBE Q) MAX(24)HH Lagrange 7 H;

AR 9) M (25) T os

AP 10) BRI

1 R T LRTCD Bk i fbid B, A SCR M2 7 0 e 100 H A5 pR A (6) HEAT K M . BIA
Lagrange & F AUETI S 80K X (O #H AKX (9, TR (O o 24~ F 8t 55, 8401
) g B ) A 2 BE AN R . S A A5 HTFEH A, BHElZ R E R OGm*n®) s RADHTEH J .
BB &2 42 B O(2n*mlog(n)) s sCOAFEH F, X FERIEFHEME K€ R W& FE 0, BfE
HHBEHR One®y s IR Q2O EH Q. Whm] i E 2L 23 WM TR, BRIERE N OGP
GO T WBTRIE 22 0 O Gnn®) . BIL, 53k 1 B E 2208 R OGOn®n® +2n° mlog (n) +
nct tatctmn®)), Hi t,n.m Rl e 430 R B RE. HEAR, L E SO R 2%

3 XBWEERSGH

3.1 HEE

AR SCHEH 6 > BT ST, S BURENE RS TR 1, Hd d 58 i A IERHIE4E
JE. BG4 100leaves UK A 100 FAEYI A 1 600 PEIEREA . B4 3 MLAE. B4 Yale fU
BN 15 AR R ER 165 A FEA, 363 MRLELL B4 ORL 7 40 XF49 400 5k ARG B , J2
2 N 0 o5 i o T N3 S TR B B S I NI DG (B 5 T T R - S T N 112 N S TS
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UCI H 2 000 A& T 10 MECF 1 F B 8T ERG A, BNETFAE 200 MHEA, ARIcsm e, Ei

SAMRERLA. B4 MSRCvI f 83k B 7 4N26m0 210 sk IRME . 35 DHLEL Bl 4 Caltechl101 45

T 101 NG, AR Caltech101-7 Sl Hrp 7 NN LAY, IR A 1 474 DREATH 6 S HLIAL.
*1 SUBAREEEE

Table 1 Information of multi-view datasets

GRS BEARR/ A REE/ A BEE/A d, d> ds d, ds ds
100leaves 1 600 3 100 64 64 64
Yale 165 3 15 4096 3304 6750
ORL 400 3 40 4096 3304 6750
UCl 2 000 3 10 240 76 6
MSRCv1 210 5 7 24 576 512 256 254
Caltech101-7 1474 6 7 48 40 254 1984 512 928

3.2 WikA*E

FIVEAGAS SCRL A PR, KA SCREE 5 TR 9 2 0L R R RS AT L8R

D) 2 W% AT IE (spectral clustering, SO AR SCFE AW FHATZ I, 48514 SCI,
SC2.8C3 RN RN Lz Tixfk e R, Kb SC1 2% — A Lafr sC Hik. Mt
F .

2) ZHEMIFES N Z WA T 2 A B2 (diversity-induced multi-view subspace clustering,
DIMSO) . HFI A Hilbert-Schmidt i 37 ] (HSIC) #8 5% 22 9L U Re AE 22 18] 1 L AME L, 3 i i 119
HAMER D T 2 E R Z E] ) TUAR.

3 ETZLZHEAES LUK R A ¥ (multi-graph fusion for multi-view spectral clustering,
GFSOP . I [a] B A7 7 PR Rl A 0 3 SR 25l PRL O BT A o 2 00 el D s TR L R 0 A 1) 2R 2
Ghith.

4) FF HE R AL Procrustes ) £ M K R 28 1k (adaptively weighted procrustes, AWP)U2 | H:
XiF 2% AL 1] 4 SR S e Ty HEAT AL, I3 a3 e e N 22 A3 A 2 2] — B A5 2R A

5) —# 582 W E B 240 F 23 7] B 26 (consistent and specific multi-view subspace clustering,
CSMSC) . g L 52 45 B FIRE 52 T WL 1T 00155 J2. 20 S0l 4 8 g — 5038 7 6 I R R 400 BT 1) 28 6 R
M7 HEAT 35 2Rk

6) I N A B SR B B A A R 43 I A £ 0 B B S BB (multi-view clustering with adaptive sparse
memberships and weight allocation, MVASND' | 28 8 51 A — /N B 8 5 J S0 1 e 7m B LI 1
R, IMOREE T A AL b = 2R 2 A A — 2.

7) T E 2 2 E 82K (graph learning for multi-view clustering, MVGL)™ . Hoil 53 X A7 LI
P B R AT Bl AL SR W 2 2 58— 1 1, JE R Laplace BRZY 0, AT B HE 3R 15 B 45

8) — B Mk A 2 KR 1) £ 1K R JE B 7k (consistent and divergent multi-view graph clustering,
CDMGO!MY . Ho[m) B 2% i 2 AL B Y — Bt M 2 B, JF0 — BRI Laplace 29 982% ] BAT €
T 3E 3 LA L

N ARAIE S50 00 23 S VAT 5t IR T B 09 SRR AR JE SR I ) S B T IR, O E
ST 10 IS5 3R, S22k T 5 A8 FH R IEAN 48 A5 0 R PR RR HEAT PEAN , BLAGHERR R (ACO . 1
— AL HAZE H (NMD . 4iJ# (Purity) . F-score UG i & (Precision) , X285 2 PEM 18 b1 19 {8 45 K TR B
FHOR AT
3.3 XBER

FE 6 NECHEAE TR A SCR 5 A SR S BRE HEAT X B, S PRI S 56 BRCHE 4 BT R RN TR X T
ARIEHATT 10 L%, BOPHEE R, Lmai Lnhls ¥R 2~FK 7.
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®2 AREEEHIESE 100leaves EHIR L MERELLER

Table 2 Comparison of clustering performance of different algorithms on 100leaves dataset

Wk S H— L HEE ol fiF F-score i
SC1 0.628 9 0.809 5 0.665 4 0.468 0 0.388 0
SC2 0.446 3 0.714 5 0.488 1 0.310 7 0.271 2
SC3 0.519 9 0.728 7 0.558 1 0.331 6 0.271 8

DIMSC 0.640 0 0.815 3 0.667 6 0.533 1 0.500 0
GFSC 0.391 3 0.703 4 0.790 1 0.339 7 0.704 7
AWP 0.830 6 0.917 0 0.841 9 0.773 8 0.720 9

CSMSC 0.746 0 0.876 1 0.771 6 0.663 3 0.628 0

MVASM 0.066 1 0.246 9 0.068 1 0.046 8 0.024 3

MVGL 0.810 6 0.891 2 0.833 1 0.5217 0.379 5
CDMGC 0.907 5 0.957 4 0.916 3 0.856 2 0.804 2
LRTCD 0.940 0 0.965 4 0.948 1 0.905 5 0.896 0
x3 AREEEHIEE Yale LRIRLERLLLE
Table 3 Comparison of clustering performance of different algorithms on Yale dataset
Wk W% H— Ak H A= B ali i F-score W
SC1 0.592 1 0.605 0 0.601 8 0.401 6 0.361 4
SC2 0.620 6 0.635 3 0.626 7 0.417 0 0.361 8
SC3 0.618 8 0.654 5 0.637 6 0.468 5 0.415 1
DIMSC 0.647 3 0.676 7 0.650 3 0.515 4 0.499 7
GFSC 0.5127 0.554 7 0.635 8 0.362 7 0.443 3
AWP 0.684 8 0.679 0 0.684 8 0.511 4 0.463 1
CSMSC 0.724 8 0.741 0 0.726 1 0.591 0 0.568 5
MVASM 0.477 0 0.548 3 0.484 8 0.343 2 0.308 1
MVGL 0.612 1 0.658 3 0.648 5 0.417 6 0.373 9
CDMGC 0.653 9 0.681 5 0.663 6 0.469 8 0.415 5
LRTCD 0.836 4 0.790 3 0.836 4 0.665 9 0.633 5
R4 TEEEAELIEESE ORL EHEEXERELE
Table 4 Comparison of clustering performance of different algorithms on ORL dataset
Bk T T 22 H—LEfFE afi fif F-score A i
SC1 0.601 0 0.775 8 0.659 8 0.458 3 0.374 5
SC2 0.722 8 0.877 4 0.783 3 0.620 9 0.513 7
SC3 0.635 0 0.799 7 0.690 3 0.482 8 0.387 1
DIMSC 0.797 5 0.897 4 0.823 3 0.736 0 0.693 7
GFSC 0.558 0 0.722 4 0.716 5 0. 386 4 0.602 7
AWP 0.707 5 0.842 2 0.715 0 0.622 0 0.545 2
CSMSC 0.808 6 0.915 5 0.841 5 0.765 2 0.702 8
MVASM 0.476 8 0.665 1 0.524 5 0.336 9 0.283 0
MVGL 0.677 5 0.814 8 0.747 5 0.383 6 0.253 1
CDMGC 0.690 0 0.841 1 0.760 0 0.474 6 0.334 9
LRTCD 0.830 0 0.909 6 0.865 0 0.758 5 0.704 7
%5 TEEREMEE UCI EROREMEELR
Table S Comparison of clustering performance of different algorithms on UCI dataset
(=R HERf % H—fL BEEE ali iz F-score gl
SC1 0.771 1 0.776 5 0.787 0 0.718 7 0.670 2
SC2 0.650 8 0.688 0 0.696 3 0.602 0 0.543 1
SC3 0.448 4 0.474 1 0.483 8 0.359 1 0.346 4

DiIMSC 0.387 1 0.348 3 0.415 5 0.273 1 0.257 5
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ZxRs
Continued to table 5
Bk iR H—LEfFE afi B F-score A i
GFSC 0.700 4 0.666 8 0.754 0 0.597 7 0.630 3
AWP 0.784 0 0.772 8 0.784 0 0.735 4 0.676 2
CSMSC 0.787 5 0.770 9 0.813 5 0.737 9 0.720 4
MVASM 0.5011 0.582 4 0.554 0 0.491 4 0.464 3
MVGL 0.790 5 0.769 2 0.790 5 0.719 2 0.673 2
CDMGC 0.629 9 0.683 3 0.667 3 0.578 4 0.485 2
LRTCD 0.796 5 0.779 0 0.811 0 0.730 5 0.710 4
®6 AREEEEHIESE MSRCvl IR EERLILR
Table 6 Comparison of clustering performance of different algorithms on MSRCvl dataset
Bk TR H—fLEFE afi i F-score G R
SC1 0.365 2 0.272 3 0.411 9 0.280 0 0.252 4
SC2 0.656 7 0.520 4 0.671 0 0.512 5 0.499 4
SC3 0.629 5 0.554 0 0.663 3 0.522 5 0.494 8
SC4 0.529 0 0.466 9 0.556 7 0.459 1 0.3839
SCs 0.482 9 0.366 3 0.524 3 0.371 6 0.330 4
DiMSC 0.711 0 0.622 9 0.738 6 0.606 8 0.597 8
GFSC 0.308 1 0.167 0 0.577 1 0.270 3 0.449 6
AWP 0.638 1 0.603 0 0.695 2 0.594 1 0.518 6
CSMSC 0.819 0 0.730 3 0.819 0 0.716 8 0.703 8
MVASM 0.458 6 0.356 9 0.463 8 0.390 6 0.292 8
MVGL 0.747 6 0.721 4 0.776 2 0.673 6 0.586 0
CDMGC 0.742 9 0.681 0 0.752 4 0.629 5 0.549 9
LRTCD 0.828 6 0.734 2 0.828 6 0.721 4 0.702 3
£R7 AREEEHIEE Caltech101-7 FEIBRFE AL
Table 7 Comparison of clustering performance of different algorithms on Caltech101-7 dataset
Sk HIRTTES H— L E AR R 4l F-score i 1 B2
SC1 0.354 9 0.153 0 0.681 3 0. 340 6 0.485 2
SC2 0.397 4 0.274 6 0.780 3 0.412 1 0.640 3
SC3 0.518 5 0.348 0 0.798 2 0.484 5 0.691 9
SC4 0.622 3 0.512 1 0.853 0 0.603 9 0.686 0
SCh 0.662 2 0.505 1 0.862 9 0.632 8 0.736 5
SC6 0.541 7 0.430 6 0.826 7 0. 540 6 0.730 3
DIMSC 0.451 7 0.335 4 0.700 2 0.433 3 0.702 8
GFSC 0.3510 0.118 9 0.452 3 0.3559 0.311 5
AWP 0.660 8 0.541 5 0.882 0 0.671 4 0.819 1
CSMSC 0.6317 0.547 6 0.880 4 0.637 3 0.892 8
MVASM 0.535 8 0.428 5 0.839 1 0.569 9 0.785 2
MVGL 0.570 6 0.5317 0.870 4 0.603 7 0.872 5
CDMGC 0.550 7 0.272 6 0.647 2 0.532 9 0.455 8
LRTCD 0.666 9 0.590 9 0.877 9 0.698 1 0.907 5
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F i@ 1 t-SNE(t-distributed stochastic neighbor embedding) %8 200 %} 8 28 4k B k47 vl M4k, JF
WK AT AL MVASM #3070 MVGL &38| FAMVC (a similarity matrix low-rank approximation
and inconsistency separation fusion approach for multi-view clustering) 8 DL K A4S 308 8 70 Bl 48
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Table 8 Running time comparison of different algorithms on three datasets S
LG DIMSC GFSC AWP CSMSC MVASM MVGL CDMGC LRTCD
Yale 2.48 4.52 0.16 17.58 1.77 0. 85 0.58 1.19
ORL 13.40 18. 31 0.70 78. 64 12.91 3.91 2.83 10. 81
UCI 513. 26 689. 49 1. 31 611.06 1. 63 139.62 8. 11 272.16

2 8 nl L. fEHIE4E Yale #1 ORL |, CSMSC BT &% fE5E 4 UCI I, GFSC
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Fig. 2 Sensitivity analysis of parameters & and f on Yale and MSRCvl datasets
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Fig.3 Sensitivity analysis of parameter ¥ on Yale and MSRCvl datasets
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Fig.5 t-SNE visualization of clustering results on MSRCv1 dataset
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