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TN I & AL dh
(VLIRS AR SRR B2, Y095 BH 221100)

WHE. 2 T — ML R R & % % (fuzzy border-peeling clustering, FBP) H-i%, & &, R A T —#r & F Cauchy #8930 & %
FAs it oy Kokt 3B 5 B KRG AR EH B R R 5 A R Fo b S KA 4, )R A 2B 1) 69 7T 38 b S AL
R RE; R, RAEM SRR EAARMBEGRR S, EAIRKEEFRLEBBELS 0L E(OS6HFERE
A d HBMBEIF)VET A, FHEREN, A #HESE L FBP (AL 22 A M ARL ISR FHRZH T 21% ~
60% ,FBP #9474 243 8 NMI 45 47-F 342 A T 12% ~47% , A T Cauchy At o B KRB WA RFN B R EL R EFE
RETREGEAN,

KR FERE DRI ERE B B 4T84 T 5

hE 4S5 TP1S XEARERE: A

SR Ph AL BORI R R RIS [ 1] IR R A2 4 (342 I ,2024,59(3) :27-36,50.

Fuzzy border-peeling clustering

SUN lJiarui, DU Mingjing
(School of Computer Science and Technology, Jiangsu Normal University, Xuzhou 221100, Jiangsu, China)

Abstract: A fuzzy border-peeling clustering ( FBP) algorithm is proposed. First, a density estimation method based on Cauchy
kernel is used to calculate the densities of data points. Secondly, the boundary data are separated from the core data using the layer-
by-layer peeling strategy. Thirdly, the reachability between the core data is used to achieve the core region clustering. Finally, a
fuzzy assignment strategy is used to achieve the soft partitioning of the boundary data. A comparison is made between the fuzzy
border-peeling clustering and 10 benchmark algorithms, including 6 density-based clustering algorithms and 4 fuzzy clustering
algorithms, on artificial and real-world datasets. The experimental results show that on all datasets, FBP has the ARI (adjusted rand
index) increased by 21% to 60% on average, and FBP has the NMI ( normalized mutual information) increased by 12% to 47% on
average. The border-peeling clustering algorithm optimized based on Cauchy kernel and fuzzy assignment strategy significantly
improves the accuracy of clustering.

Key words: density-based clustering; border-peeling clustering; fuzzy clustering; soft clustering; Cauchy kernel function
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R H AT, 20 8 %5 B 38 2555 1% 40 75 DBSCAN ( density-based spatial clustering of applications with
noise) ">’ ' HDBSCAN ( hierarchical density-based spatial clustering of applications with noise) *' %% FF 5 (H 2
(density peaks clustering, DPC) */ 45

DBSCAN"* 2 I3 3 2 155 B BT RE S 7E B0 H R J I I 0 R & BT T IR i i, BRI AR 31 1 2
ARFHATA T2 GHE" . HDBSCAN' 4k7K | DBSCAN HUNIME B IR ARFE R RE 1 , 10 5| AJZ K45
DN ELAS T AL 3R] 75 235 BEBCGHR I RE 1 . A% T DBSCAN 443 DPCY B B /D S 50% B %8 1 e R
it S 1) Jry 0 288 VR X B 8 DR A v SRS o R A e 3 T 30 %85 B O v LR HC A 3 ) B T A
FfgE, P T B L5 SR, TR A T X s B e SR AR T T R i o

Averbuch-Elor %1 35 1 —Fh g (1) 25 B B2 50k | 44l i B3¢ B8 B 25 (border-peeling clustering, BP)
1 SRS A% 0 SERE R 3 o a2 Q0 B A i A DXl b S o, LB R A R A% O X B, 25 R 2
DBSCAN 532 58 JA% U B30 a5 A 300 43, T AR A0 340 25 B B i 2 7 )38 422 50 G RSN i 43 i - TR R #E B0 S 1
s B e A G5 52 4%, 1 S5 7 0 i A A L DX 43, T 0 S5 ) SR AR H A 2% 8 SR AR 2, (XL g
95— PP A o3 (R SRS SR T LAKE LA 22 1 3 B () I T 17 L

BEXS I, AR SCRE T — PSR 40 570 8 282K (fuzzy border-peeling clustering, FBP) Hiik, ARk
T S fd FH—Fh Cauchy %% BEATHEE REECHR 25 B | SR 5 10 FH 320 )23 301 25 SR ek DX i) SR80 A O B3t R A%
S BACHRE TR AT 3P ST B O X ISR IS | S5 S AR PH 320 80 1) B & A I S B R0 4o 7 N 0000 4R LS
PR bRy g SRR W] AR T 2 SRS AR SO oA B 2 s b A AR

1 XTIk

1.1 BETEERHRE

Ankerst 2512 45 7 OPTICS (ordering points to identify the clustering structure ) LA DBSCAN %47 |
OPTICS 7| AA%.Cr PE 2 AT 1K 2 A A A e 5080 08 )2 IR 254, Ol ik — A4 ) 9 (S B 2R i Rl 43 . HD-
BSCAN'*' i 1:4f 2l DBSCAN 72 R S5 1 L1953 — Ay i, (5% T OPTICS iyl iAMEE, $2th T8 T 5. 0]
IREHE OCIR DG ZR B B AT 3k (BTG A B /N A O 25 4 Sl D IR S I A R R 1Y R OC &R . OPTICS 1 HDB-
SCAN 7 H] A5 % B BE L #0A E ANEE IR B, (HR0X 2 AR IS ME AU BA 5 & U 7%

DPC"* 553 1A %0 FE AU 8 4+0 2 5 88 119 56 R R A0 a0, R A0 a5 i 45 B 5 L (1 ) 2
ARG DPC Bkid HI T HA w0 A R i it (b O 88 L AR g ) o i TSR T 1Y 2 — Fh i
A Be Iy =, B DA — B — N S o B R R 005 200 s 25 1 BRIRIRE B R A iR IR R I 46 25 2
FORKT R NIRRT LR LI R Y B I &8, DPC-CE ™ 3 R PEAk Ja i v 22 18] ) 1 B2 15
IR JE Ik e R A SR B TR NI A B b, T e B R I R AR, RS IR SR AT LU 8B 1k
R R AEAR N S BT SR IO B U M R AT AE 3 R0 (% . VDPCH (I A5 i e AR 3% s (9
PRI IR SRS I R GE b 53 BT 85I (9 2 AT I 0, LASRAS SE a2 45 R

BP'" R — o AR A, A A B R MR AR ) 4 S AU B H A BB RS R B4 O i A
T8 BGX 2 B RS AR IR A AE A BE R 43 A TR, X a0 S 3¢ g SR SIS ARk sk 40 43 1) ) R
Du %5 R T —FhE e R A LR B RIS (ROBP) Bk | £ % JE 4G BP B pkad B R4 A ) 1L, 51 A L5230
LB TR MR A BRI 70 0 FRE R 5 0T, M 48 i JRZEKG B2 . 5 ROBP 1YL Jy 1n] 56 4 AN [A], FBP 8.1
fife ke BP S5k rh A 43 SR W I SR A IR, 5t 1 — i 1) %1 2 SR A 4 TR Rl 43 O =X DAt AR 1Y
RIKEUENE . BRIEAEAE 42 i BP By Ab 3 m] A5 % B A50die A BE 7, Bt T — i 6 0 AL ARG 174y 72 2% 1
R (VDCBD) 5k I A0 25 B B B | A ISR T v, vl UAT RO % BE AR S 5] i . 7EAb B m]
AR R B i L5 VDCBD B A [A], FBP 5355 A Cauchy I % BEAL T L TR B R & 5K
AT PR T R AR AR SRR 32 R B RIS (NaN-BP) S0k 12 IR X & A8 00 1 3 B 1 )
B EARAR fE ARG L A S0 S B R IEBR T R RS T (I SRS A U 0] 8, FBP SRR THIE
(RN B2 [R) /&, T NaN-BP 5506 SR AR T S 80U ), Y A 1Y SO 502 00 R 25l ) i SRR Rk
PR R RE
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12 REHRE

FCM( fuzzy c-means) " 2RO R 0E iz FlR) MR Z —, Bl 51 A SRR B S, i 800
REBTEZAFE, WFRHENFE T B L %A 2R, 445 MEC (maximum entropy clustering) /"’ | FSC
(fuzzy subspace clustering)'*’ #1 FCMFP ( FCM with focal point)'*'' 2 Krishnapuram %' # i T PCM
( possibilistic c-means algorithm) , Fi3F FCM , 1% 515 7E HAG M s BOa )15 0 e BB 48, (HL [R)AE X Aol o5
MR PR U, S T PUIEAEBRIE % , KFCM (kernel fuzzy c-means) "> 7E FCM 3 5] AT A% pREL
R ARE 2, 3830 A% PRSCHS B3 DAL 235 [ e B 381 T /2 24 2 [1] v ; MKFC ( multiple kernel fuzzy c-means) ™32 ]
ZRAE Y e FCM Bk, B 2 Rk ELA T PR BRIE FE R RE 0, (B S 80 43 A #5522
KFCM Fll MKFC X E LIS BAFROR . A, LR BRI RIS R T k-means Yo XY, W AEAS SCR FH B %5 52
BAu,

2 RHBEX

21 BWEEFS

AR /NS G 0 R S TSR T R B R AT S o B X =[x, , x5, +,x, | R E BG4
Bl . d(x,,x;) FmAER= 2 DB A x, Al x, B REER

A XNt i R B A B IEES A XY CX,

NN (x,) FREdE fix, € XS X I kAR AR EHE , LA NN (x,) e X

N (x) Fon Bl six, € XS X T kAT SRA RS A N (x,) X,

RN (x,) Rl ix, € X EES X kESR4ES , BT .

RN (x)={x;1x, €N (x) ], (1)

Hrb RN (x) X R0 x, ZPA x; 19 k4R, Bl RS

£ 1 RLGET R A _ Table 1 Sgrjl\mary of notations
22 BANEHERFE e B

R B RB G T — D EE B L L ﬁ%%&a
T I A W O DI, FLAS S FR I A% 0 X Bk ¢ 585 ¢ R
PR BE MO SR I ST A . RSN (T B
T 0 A DX 3 P 22 R A AR AR T A O XS 5% 3 X HlREA
ST DA 3 340 )2 S0 SR WA 00 40 SR X g T AZ 0 X X 55 0 W B BB A
VT SCBUARAB AR R R A, R Rk WG R UGN R 05 KR
HOY 3 (1) AR i R A N0 5 ¢ RIB B 5, 1) KEBRE

Sy N Py S N N N ‘((!) ; K3 Af,” ‘){—i i A ‘Eg é’
MR ORI DR s (2) g R VOM R x O kIR

SrBC, TR A K B AR v A2 I SR S R OB B SRR G R 5 (3) DB R TR R B A AR A
Ji12E DBSCAN Hik Sz D Edn R 2k

3 MM R B R

VIR A4 FBP Sk i) F 2 e B DR
3.1 A REEE
3.1.1  FEAF
1% B Ak 11 (kernel density estimation, KDE) & —FIESE0Ge 11777, A THER 2 5 PR %K ( probabili-
ty density function, PDF) [AIEARFN A0, —Fpl )32 (0 FH 00 8% BEAG TH 073 . a5 x, MOAZ S BEAG THAR N T .
. lxx, |
pm 3 W 1L, 2

X/-EV

b s (o) SR G B b Dol PRI s 1 S T R MRS FBL A S 0005 A8 6 o, 1 ;3R — I
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B —FEA
Cauchy % £ #% ( Cauchy density kernel) /&—FF L Cauchy 4347 A Rt | 78 A% % B Ak 11 v {8 FH A9 2% R 4L,
25 7 — R AL x, Cauchy 25 BEAZ I E

KU&%J)=V%%*Y*[”ny|+q], (3)
Y

Horpr o JEAZREU 0 G R — D E RS ) sy BRI RESE, 212, Cauchy %
F2 AR H A A RS an ms B9A% ) ELAT B S 19 B2 S, DRk T A i (1 R 3 A A A2 R B K

X T A% PRER R 4R, AT FH A /2 Gaussian %5 BEA% , FBP 7E %5 B2 PEAN pRE E X B R 30 0 Al 1 it | 4%
Gaussian #Z % AT Cauchy & FEAMTTRIE R, 7E5| A Cauchy % BEAZ (W IERT E B T 36T k24K
(R AT AR 8 20 T (B 23 PRS00 R SRR A B 1 AR A i A A W DA b U3 T A % R A
HEA RAFFEYE, Bds S nwI a2 B Al SOl

x.—x |2
b= Y 1/( I %7 | 2+1]’ (4)
xj€ RNi(x;) “ NNk(‘xj)_x.f ”

Horpr SRAIUA Cauchy # pRBOE A NN (x,) 4 x, TEBEA AR R BIZE k AT AB AT RN, (x,) R A x, 1E
BRI kTS

M 100 50 B SRS 0y 300 S 0 SRS R FH I 2 ) B SRS 1% SRS 2 7 g USRI 8 58 iU BT I 5 T
RN DL, e ¢ YORAUH Bl S s T A R

X.—X; 2
b!" = 2 1/[ ”<r>l | z+1j° (3)
x,-ERNE/)(x,) ” NNk (xj)_x.f ”
3.1.2 ARFH

SRR B Y bR 2 i 3 2 B A O 202 R B2 AR 10 3 BB 1, DR R B 0 B | B
AR R A
2 B B x e X RUBIBIRRIL, FEHS ¢ SRR B A x, B SR R A R B AR R
91, EE B = 15 A5 00 LR BRI E ) 0, B0 B =0, R BIAR R E LA .
1, ifb" <7,

B = (6)
0, otherwise,

Hoofr 70 W ¢ IR I 3k — S BE ph —F R T L S
9 0 LR AR A

X ={x,ex”IB" =1}, (7)
IRV SESAWETIES A STTENINE SEpIE N/ €1TIE SEEEPUR SRR SENINPEE Pl
X=X\ (8)

MAESE 2 YA B B -2 %8 B R) 25 S BRI B A5 0, I s e A Bl e SOMAZ O 88 . R

BARARAE T RES A, ) XV S DB T OB 1 i S A fm h
X,=X\" UxP U---ux\", (9)

Hpxy” xy?-- XD B UGE R B RS
32 ZDEIEEZE

Jir b 300 S B TR A AR A A% U B3I A 42 B A, e 30 ) 25 B B )2 AR MU A5 i s 5 N 2 4Rds
(342 B 207 TR AW R 122 M, S 8K . FBP SATE N AR B B Be 4 i s, — Itk
THEAZ OB KR T TIHHRRCR,

WD B R, € X0 ) R BUE S Sk

[, =min id(x.,x.) ,mean(D,)+std(D,) |, (10)
i { Z k i J k k }

B
x;e Np(x;)

o ok JRATARECE N (x,) DR o, € X FER AR S 0 K AR B N (x,) CX, 5D, =
U (x5 1xy € N, (x) | smean FR 8 A VA std JoR R0 & 02
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X1 M TAEEH 2 ARSI B x, EAEAE— L BRIT S p, o p, . (LT S K% B
K il py N x,,ps F x, B EX TALEM 1<s<S,A d(p,,p,..) <max(l,,,) Bl p Fl p,, Z A1
B/INT AT A B (A ) e R A, WIFRE x, B x; T3k

3 gt AT AA P R S EA DB H R oy TR I iR SR A C=1C,, Gy, Gl s
33 BRBESE

TEBMIEE G LR AT ALIA R RS 8 T — DRI & IAMUSUR — e e TEoN e T, kil
R BRI R 445 R FBP B0E I 3l i 4% R B i R AR A X L XY L XY LX)

A BHHE tix, € X, B0 HE C, M ES A

d(x,.,CA'(,)=min{d(xi,xj)IijCA'C%o (11)
W3 FEHE fix, € X, SR C, BYSRIB RE R FRE Ll
1
d(x,,C.)

K 1 ©

m(x,,C,)= (12)

i=td(x;,C;)

M2 SR O 280 T B s AT RO 2 I ISR R B R R R T B 1 x, B TR C, IR IR
(B A 2 0 B 1 Z ) BT 1 08 x, U T C,, 2 NWBAJE THE C..o

K1 DL — Ml FIE 4 b J@7R T FBP JREF L AZ.O B 5 AR . XTI’ 1 2 Mg FBP
TSI T I G I S B MR (5) Al R AU R AR R X (7) 6 S BP R R A A AL
A R R 8 o BRI B8 1 8 B I P HE T JR IS 10 S A B8 iz 2 i R B 2 B A )
BREANT o VBRI A T (PRIC AL @) IR B, IR B AR AT, B BN S 2 IRk R B AL
i )~V % (L) 22 S ORI, SR BS 50 AR B e 2O i, SRR AR IE X (10) THEE A AZ O SRy 2 B2 R E,
FEREE 1 e U OB R 185 2 MR RE (PRid M IE M 6) . )5 FBP SRR (12) N F|
HNBJE AT SR RO R 53 (£ 60 35 Sk h 20 S A ) SR BE d v R ), B e A — SR 3 R 5 R
o7 AT B R A R RIS

_____________________________

r L
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| L mowmEs |
e <2 T

I i/

I |

I |

Kl 1 FBP RAEF LN
Fig.1 FBP clustering algorithm process
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iy REER C=1C,,C,,-+,Cf o

Step 1 X'V«X;

Step 2 IR

Step 2.1 MRAEAZ(S) THA X & B A B A

Step 2.2 MRAEA(6) Hlw X' s B AR AR SR AR 2 (7) B R B I A
Step 2.3 ARHE(8) e X H B SRR BAE LS XY

Step 2.4 FIELEHR R Step 3, W % Step 2;

Step 3 MRAEAZ(10) THE XY A B SRR I

Step 4 AR L 1 L XV R IR R

Step 5 A (12) 58 Mk TG PRI 73 15 B e 2 1) IR 4

4 SIS AT

4.1 XKKWEE

N T W UE A B B R B AR BA S 10 B R FL 4T LU AR, 035 BP'' | DBSCAN"'  HDB-
SCAN' DPC"’ DPC-CE'™ vDPC!'") FCM'™®' KFCM'*?! MKEC'*! 1 PCM'* . BP J& FBP & 1k )5t
1% ,DBSCAN HDBSCAN 7#l DPC #2525 BE SR 28551 . DPC-CE F1 VDPC ;& DPC B3 Y MUH# 5 1%
Hogy 4 FPREIR Y OO R BL . AR SO FBP A1 b X Fb B e ™ S50 B, IF M P e B e R R e 4
R, FBP il BP ALk ME— S HUR B EH &k, HSEHBUENFI N [5,50] . DBSCAN A 2 PS4 ¢ Fil
MinPts, & FJEBUETE R A [ wux :wuy5 :5ux |, MinPts FYEEEE R [5:1:50], HDBSCAN [ #E B A I 4P % H
k, HBUEE B AN b, 4k, HDBSCAN it HAG S5 m, , H 3R i /N RN, BUE IS R (5, 10,15,20)
DPC .DPC-CE F1 VDPC AT #T B (E S50 a, , HBUEVEFI [ 2% ,10% ] . VDPC WWHIHE Z T —1S
o, HEUANE N (1,2,3,4,5) . A% DP-MD-FN"> &gk rh Bl FH 89 B 3 8 2858 O i SR ms
AT ZE o H e A E  BUET I (0.5,1,1.5,2,2.5) , FCM ,PCM KFCM #l MKFC 4 HA
ZHM  ZSEOBUEE R (1.5,2.0,2.5,3.0,3.5,4.0,

4.5,5.0), KFCMILHI=FZMH] T — 1S4 6, HIUH F2 TRRERE
%@%(0.5,1-0,1.5,2-0,2.5,3-())@ i T FCM .PCM . Table 2 Experimental data sets

KFCM Fil MKFC S5 (U B FUA W g A sy Ondkimbl WO A W

fE BB T R AT T 100 TSR o X X
ROMIE AR5 e, FBP FIBP ROIE ST, R R 0 ) .
AT, Handl 715 2 3
ARG T3 2 sy 12 B4, Hp s 6 4 SF 4096 2 4
NTHEPEER 6 HEIFIEE, 6 LN THIEES BN T4 7236 2 6
Jain \DD Pahtbased \Handl .SF T4, 6 41 B S04 543 51 Glass 214 10 6
J& Glass ,Control ,Dig ,PageB ,Optdigits . Crowd , Control 600 60 6
ASCHE O HA bR R ik 2 Fhsh Die 1797 64 10
AT RS RSB, 2 ISR A DD 3473 10 :
fCTE 058 NMI RIS 2 @6 2 50 ART, J0P NMT IR oree™ 5620 o 10
Crowd 10 845 28 6

JFEHZ[0,1], ART BYBUEIEFEZ[ -1,1], MR
(EREPNESTN B3 e /AN
42 AITHIEELER

Bl 2 25 N TEHRE LS s R — 17 N AR R SRR TR Rl — 8 i A b A= s SR A5 AN Ta) B3 €5 1Y) o5
PG AR | FE A0 0T 1 35 R R

Jain BEAEH 2 N EA AN H A TEHR R, MEERP AL L. FBP 53k~ 4E T IEWI RIS L5 R
BP Hk A T i BRI 43 04 s DBSCAN Sk AU b7 (IR BE 7% ; HDBSCAN 25 i T IEB A4 H |, (EC4s:
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TR 120 S A AR ) R e A 85 ; DPC Al DPC-CE HERRIN T 5 W58 0K T R 14 R i 2105
VDPC Bk R = T ad BE R 43 BG4 ; FCM . KFCM \MKFC il PCM #R4% T J5 B2 s 225,

FBP BP DBSCAN HDBSCAN DPC DPC-CE VDPC
BT ah . . X ah. .
2H, A, 299, SR S
g w ghe 3 oghn = ghe 3 fooyhe o3 fuouhs
= 3 % 3 1% ¥ 3
/ R v
. Y D | A | A
o) .. LY
2 s
=l
Q
3
£
<
Ay
E ; :: 1 i . . i » ::w . 3 i i " ¢ | y
+ haa e * h":% 2 = ESE Ch SR SR " %
B b ¥y £ FAP) £ 4 4 &
L : , A |
URY UG URET AL (UERAIS
- 5 did F

K2 AT ERRRLR

Fig.2 Clustering results on synthetic datasets

DD Fla R B A 3 MR i o BRI % i, KA RE B BRIk 2, A T 1 9% JiE e iR 3%
A FBP Sk REAE A K 4R (R S5 44 , BP 00 2 AN B B9 3 4 ki 2 5/ N 3% , DB-
SCAN ¥ Fi i A4 [RIFE #4310 53 A A5 HDBSCAN F 2R 1 1] Hi s i 19 [RI FE 7% , DPC Al DPC-CE ¥ H
RS H 225, VDPC ¥4 H BRI —38 43 Bl s iR M) 43 45 K 4B 7% , FCM . KFCM \MKFC F1 PCM ¥
PR TR R IR AR

Jain 1 DD $H8 435 0% BE AR 51504 , FBP S0 BR R UT- M b B9 FE AN 34 5] B 85 , X T REZ% T A SC AT
K% AL T

Pathbased £ 5 4E 2 — MR EES 2 DR BB #E X 3 AR UL S, F b A DA% R BR R 76 1)
F iR A EE S X3, FBP Al BP B HUS T AREE I RIEE5 H (0 BP FL MK AR X TLAN b T3 FE X 38
BE s A TSR 0T, T FBP 45 3] 1 56 4 IR 19 %] 4 ; DBSCAN 4 388 7 1R i) 24 1 75 ; HDBSCAN
U R 43 B A5 90 K e P 804 s DPC . DPC-CE . VDPC .FCM . KFCM MKFC FI PCM ] ¢ i 46 ) ) 1F
I FELER

Handl B S 3 MR, X 3 MENUCE E AR % E S AL B EE N R EENHEL,
PR, IS A () isf ELA 3 FE AN S R UM i ke . NI L o ASHE & 3, (A FBP Bk 45 th T 8Eh
IR R ISZE I BP Bk = A T FE R 4 4% D, DPC HERAAS I 2 4~7% , DBSCAN . HDBSCAN , DPC-CE
VDPC .FCM . KFCM ,MKFC #1 PCM #4774 T 55 i% i %) 43 25 5 |

Pathbased F1 Handl 24 2 A1 A7 ZEASM 100 5L 1l R4 Bt 45, FBP B335k 5 47 b Ak 3L 30) SRS TRN 11 2R 248 43 [
L, 3K G T AR SCHR S ORI Ao B SR W

SF £ 3 1 H FIEFHEM—A/ N B RDE F2 41, 3 A A FIE TR DB 72 B I RN, 45
M R AR . IZBAR AR IR PG E B, FBP BIAX TZE A i iR B RN 3R
., BP Hl DPC K 4 AR M I 53 i 2 08 OB E L A 45 th IR 45

T4 BHEEH 6 NMEARSS S BRI B, B EHD 2 BRI (TR, B i 2 %8, i A B N &
%%, FBP SIS T iR ISRCR i HA 0] LA B 8 iz kK

SF 1 T4 2 2 2 HA G 250 A5 G4 , FBP SR8 A 3040 A AN R R 752, 3X 2 T R FH A0 SR 2R
5377 AR A B SR
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T T A A R TR S N T B4R LR RE , 3 3 R T FBP Al 10 Fxf L3R EAFE ART il NMI
T I I, LR R IR B X R A I B B U A =49 4. FBP BIEAE 6 AN THURAE W
BATEHT IS T SR p i 25 R o 7 Jain  Pathbased F T4 BUHi4E b5 ELSCkR4 52 2 UL (15530 1),
SEESEE R FBP Jvk vl LIRS A AR % | X E S M = 405
#3  ATHEIRE L HREITAL

Table 3 Performance of the evaluated algorithms on synthetic datasets

Algorithm ain bb
ARI NMI params ARI NMI params
FBP 1.000 1.000 k=19 0.992 0.980 k=24
BP 0.478 0.677 k=25 0.154 0.530 k=25
DBSCAN 1.000 1.000 ¢=3.1, MinPts =28 0.962 0.856 ¢=0.1, MinPts=5
HDBSCAN 0.209 0.372 k=5, m =5 0.527 0.488 k=28, m =20
DPC 0.334 0.617 d.=6%, a=2.5 0.256 0.619 d,=4%, a=2
DPC-CE 0.304 0.609 d.=2%, a=2.5 0.214 0.589 d,=4%, a=2
VDPC 1.000 1.000 d.=5%, 6=5 0.302 0.509 d,=3%, 6=1
FCM 0.318 0.367 M=1.5 0.213 0.277 M=4
KFCM 0.239 0.323 M=3.5,6=2 0.204 0.299 M=2,6=2
MKFC 0.421 0.448 M=1.5 0.221 0.245 M=3.5
PCM 0.272 0.362 M=3.5 0.211 0.287 M=2
Algorithm Pathbased Handl
ARI NMI params ARI NMI params
FBP 1.000 1.000 k=9 0.988 0.974 k=30
BP 0.980 0.969 k=9 0.659 0.785 k=30
DBSCAN 0.901 0.871 £=3.35, MinPts=30 0.720 0.668 £=0.1, MinPts=5
HDBSCAN 0.016 0.126 k=5, m =20 0.250 0.358 k=9, m =15
DPC 0.342 0.556 d.=2%,a=0.5 0.844 0.828 d,=5%, a=1.5
DPC-CE 0.520 0.611 d.=4%, a=1 0.762 0.818 d,=8%, a=2.5
VDPC 0.661 0.707 d,=2%, 6=2 0.762 0.818 d,=5%, 6=1
FCM 0.465 0.550 M=1.5 0.625 0.654 M=1.5
KFCM 0.454 0.545 M=15,6=1 0.560 0.672 M=3,6=0.5
MKFC 0.426 0.497 M=4 0.568 0.623 M=2
PCM 0.409 0.513 M=4 0.330 0.437 M=4
Algorithm S s
ARI NMI params ARI NMI params
FBP 0.978 0.953 k=23 1.000 1.000 k=26
BP 0.201 0.599 k=30 0.361 0.737 k=50
DBSCAN 0.135 0.490 £=0.1, MinPts=5 0.999 0.997 £=0.1, MinPts=16
HDBSCAN 0.127 0.304 k=21, m =20 0.271 0.518 k=46, m =20
DPC 0.553 0.754 d.=4%, a=2.5 0.828 0.883 d,=5%, a=2.5
DPC-CE 0.346 0.662 d.=6%, a=2.5 0.541 0.798 d.=5%, a=2.5
VDPC 0.894 0.898 d.=2%, 6=2 0.724 0.826 d.=2%, 6=1
FCM 0.452 0.495 M=1.5 0.634 0.724 M=4
KFCM 0.542 0.560 M=25,6=15 0.644 0.734 M=3,6=15
MKFC 0.423 0.474 M=4 0.432 0.533 M=4
PCM 0.329 0.416 M=4 0.372 0.601 M=25
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Table 4 Performance of the evaluated algorithms on real-world datasets

Algorithm Glass Control
ARI NMI params ARI NMI params
FBP 0.693 0.769 k=6 0.680 0.856 k=19
BP 0.393 0.670 k=5 0.626 0.805 k=10
DBSCAN 0.575 0.678 £=4.35, MinPts=9 0.136 0.480 £=1.35, MinPts=30
HDBSCAN 0.255 0.370 k=5, m =20 0.236 0.476 k=13, m =20
DPC 0.672 0.753 d,=10%, a=2.5 0.540 0.741 d,=10%, a=2.5
DPC-CE 0.642 0.765 d,=8%, a=2 0.543 0.744 d,=9%, a=2.5
VDPC 0.363 0.713 d,=5%, 6=5 0.554 0.681 d,=10%, 6=1
FCM 0.570 0.762 M=2 0.619 0.732 M=1.5
KFCM 0.201 0.467 M=15, 6=2 0.660 0.754 M=15, 6=2
MKFC 0.242 0.344 M=1.5 0.646 0.763 M=1.5
PCM 0.282 0.464 M=2 0.536 0.686 M=1.5
Algorithm Dig PageB
ARI NMI params ARI NMI params
FBP 0.795 0.858 k=9 0.413 0.305 k=20
BP 0.397 0.698 k=10 0.095 0.210 k=23
DBSCAN 0.557 0.741 £=1.35, MinPts=4 0.434 0.248 £=0.1, MinPts=50
HDBSCAN 0.355 0.675 k=2, m =5 0.318 0.130 k=29, m =20
DPC 0.781 0.849 d,=2%, a=2.5 0.335 0.213 d.=8%, a=1
DPC-CE 0.714 0.826 d.=4%, a=2.5 0.384 0.255 d.=8%, a=1
VDPC 0.180 0.597 d,=2%, 6=2 0.012 0.050 d.=10%, 6=1
FCM 0.251 0.464 M=1.5 0.091 0.142 M=1.5
KFCM 0.452 0.559 M=25,6=1 0.076 0.147 M=15,6=15
MKFC 0.000 0.000 M=1.5 0.049 0.090 M=1.5
PCM 0.254 0.432 M=25 0.036 0.052 M=1.5
) Optdigits Crowd
Algorithm
ARI NMI params ARI NMI params
FBP 0.832 0.877 k=12 0.425 0.403 k=46
BP 0.095 0.210 k=23 0.354 0.349 k=46
DBSCAN 0.532 0.732 £=1.35, MinPts=23 0.263 0.339 £=0.35, MinPts=35
HDBSCAN 0.409 0.653 k=2, m.=5 0.285 0.347 k=41, m =5
DPC 0.736 0.808 d.=2%, a=2.5 0.006 0.365 d.=3%, a=1
DPC-CE 0.723 0.812 d.=4%, a=2.5 0.031 0.371 d.=2%, a=1
VDPC 0.141 0.576 d.=2%, 6=2 0.000 0.000 d.=2%, 6=2
FCM 0.249 0.408 M=3.5 0.106 0.242 M=1.5
KFCM 0.356 0.528 M=25,6=1 0.121 0.246 M=1.5, 6=2
MKFC 0.000 0.000 M=1.5 0.174 0.258 M=1.5
PCM 0.246 0.414 M=2 0.171 0.114 M=1.5
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