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Density peak clustering algorithm optimized by natural neighbor search
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Abstract: We combine the natural neighbor search algorithm to improve a series of problems of the density peaks clustering
(CFSFDP) algorithm, and propose the NaN-CFSFDP algorithm. First, an outlier samples detection method is proposed based on the
natural neighbor search algorithm. Then, for the problem that the truncation distance d, is difficult to be taken accurately manually in
the CFSFDP algorithm, the calculation of d_ is improved in combination with the natural neighbor search algorithm, and the
automatic taking of d, is realized. The metric rule of the sample density of the CFSFDP algorithm is redesigned and unified to make
it pay more attention to the local information of each sample. Finally, to address the problem that the density peak points in the
dataset may be concentrated in dense clusters due to the large density difference between clusters, which leads to cluster loss, the
concepts of shared natural neighbors for samples and shared natural neighbors for clusters are proposed to construct a new cluster
fusion algorithm. Experimental results on synthetic and real datasets show that the algorithm outperforms or is at least comparable to
the comparative method in terms of clustering performance in most cases and has fewer parameters compared to CFSFDP algorithm
and its improvements.
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il x, BUFE BRI BARMUEERS R . FEAS x, Fl x, AOESE 1 ORI 8 Bl FIAREAS i Ak o7 ¥ 1) 85 2 A7 G, IRk, 7EAH
[ 25T ARAEAS x, 1, FIAR 7 B B A% FEAS x, 1 o, AHARUBERS 7, 2 RS &, i e, ARBLBEHRAIR

EX 5 (KB EARMBEE) NTIEE2AKEC, MC,, Hbx, €C,, x, eC,, EAf1Ex, €
Kosuntorny I 2, BV Xy, ) AT €, FI C, 09I FLARABE S HD

XSNaN(Cm,C,z) = {xk lx, € XSNaN(x,», x) s Xi eC,, X; & C;J , (17)

K C, FC, BIZEFEILTE FIRBIEIE Xunce, o) BA VTRV IRZEHE C, T C, AIILEE A AR ABIEEL
R EWERE C, M C, MBS EIE HAPUZRAL, Rk C, Ml ¢, ks ARMEEERZ &
BRI C, F1 C, MBS Hr HAH U 3

EX 6 (KHAMIE) 2 DERBERMILZ G RBIE LML

Sim(C,,,C,)= | Xoxanic, 0, |» (18)
2 DRFERIILEE G IRAR A P REA N BU WL 2 A SRR A AI L RERE | 2R 2 A SEHAC R T[] — S I L
BT R GRS AR AR £

Bk REERATE.

WA WIGERILER L=1C,1 L, 1=k, SRIHE k.

Wl RLCRRIR C= (¢,

(1) WRIEAX () AL PIFE R ARLLE SRR S, =Sim(C,,C,) ;

(2) while I>k

(3) B IHLEE B IPIFE €, TN C, A € i), 2 | R RIRRRRIC ;
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(4) THBAMEC, €L/ C,,C,| FFE C,WHLLE SR Sim(C,,C,,)=max(Sim(C,,C,),
Sim(C,,C,));

(5) end while

(6) HEHFHEIRICH 1~k
3.4 NaN-CFSFDP Ei&iRiEREFE ST

NaN-CFSFDP J ik i f an ik 2 Wi, [l 4 R T 8di4E Flame (9 5R ISR , AN1AT 4 (a) Pir/n 2B BUE
BEWE(H A, WP 4 (b) BT/ A R K 45 5L WP 4 (o) FF /% V-0 AR D6 LI, 401D 4 ) 97 /% A i 24 TR 3
g5

28 B . . °
10§} ce
i 26 B A ® e °« * °
‘I 'I o 0o ‘.o@.o. .
0‘8'—'| 24 + Ce 1SN S . .
0.6|F Blote et " el .
| | & * (. S REIE
| = o o o . o
| E;:ZO- '°.a.o .o' -.o
041 | = R TR 2 R
o | 18 - NI E OISO
02 K 16 L CC @ .
0 # ) 14 . . e ) ) ,
50 100 150 200 300 0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14
ARG S FEXH
(a) FlameZitdia 4 n P o 14 (b) Flame [ RIS 45 57
28 ..
oF 0 14 0 0 0 0
261 o L tetetd e,
1f 14 0 24 0 10 0
24}
ﬁ*ﬂ 2F 0 24 0 13 3 0 i -t
E E 22-.'.0. ., )
= 3L 0 0 13 0 0 0 = et
= 20
ab o 10 3 0 0 16
18 F
5 o 0 0 0 16 0 6l
6 1 1 1 1 1 1 . L] .
14 1 1 1 1 1 1 J
0 ! 2 ) 3 4 3 0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14
XA E HIRHOL T
(c) Flame R AL BEHE 4 (d) Flamel e AR A LER

K4  Flame BAEEMRISTH

Fig.4 Clustering process for Flame dataset
Bk 2 NaN-CFSFDP #1%,
NS S
B Kb C=(C,lt .
(1) K RS RS SR RN A AR x, 19 Xoe soxcey F1 Xy A% X our
(2) MK (10)—(13) IR IVEHEEE D Xoyer s
(3)  MRHEA(14) MWL d,;
(4) MR8 HEEMERM p,;
(5) MIEH(8) (9) IR IHEARR 6,
(6) HEBNFEARN v,=p,8, , BEITHEF 450 v, R
(7)  RHUE BEWE(E A
(8) FFRIRAEA I B L W R ST AR REA I R R
(9) HEEHEREA ML BT BREA PN TR RO | BB B AR A O AN PR AL RIAREA g M5 A
(10) MRHEF L 1RSI LR fr s B PIAR , LR 2EFR OB ko
RBIEE R OB N, FARRFAE(E D A B RERE AR RO M, B REAR Y A AR AR B0 o
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NaN-CFSFDP ik (i 8] 2% B2 op Ao B2 4R . (1) B3R (1) 0 A SR 4R 18 R 5k i) 52 2% B O
O(N#logN), (2) HR(2) HEFIW AN FEATE T N B HEA B E 2N O(N) . (3) HER(3) I
RS [ D AW B d, R R AR B R AN O(N) , (4) B (4) Hp i A AR EE
AT A FEA N Sy T3 B I 24 O (A =+ N) , Ho 2 < A<, 3 i 18 1 A SR 48 i 48 R A0 HE b
FFB] B XA R B R W AT 22 57, — Mk 6 B 7, 7E S AR e 4 mE S AN B 4R, 20 <A <30, LI A<
N, (5) BB ITEREDFEARMAXTEE 8, MBI BT 2 AR Z 1 B BB, L A a) & 2=
O(N?*), (6) HIR(6)—(8) BECRIARHEARIM B ZIE N O(N) . (7) HHR(9) 73 BL B HEREAS 1YL
TR FEAR I B SREEATE AL BR (1) 245 3, 1 LB AR AS (9 B0 /N FRE A B, TR i i 7
BHRIE 24 O(M) (M<N) . (8) L¥R(10) G IFHRIZEAE M B i, 20022 JI T AT B 2 SR AR J2 75 1) B
FIARAR R CZ LI ) B 22 B2l O(y # N?), 1Sy, %5 [k, NaN-CFSFDP 5512 5 2 14 i i) 42 2
R O(y=N?),

LS CFSFDP 5k b U AT AR AW JR il % B p, B, 08 25 SR T A RS, T LA R B) 52 2%
K O(N?) . HWRARE 2 MHEARMAIXEE RS 8, B EZ 240 O(N?) o Fela , 4 BCF AR 1 B ] 52 24 B 24
g O(N) ,f£585 CFSFDP .1k i & (1) &2 278 B}y O(N?) . NaN-CESFDP #.3%: 5 CFSFDP 8.7 i) i 7] 52
R YA,

4 LRERLG M

FEUNZE 1 B iy 18 A% 48 E K% NaN-CFSFDP %1% 55 k-means””’ [ FCM'*' | AGNES'®'  CESFDP'*' |
DPC-KNN'" SNN-DPC'"' il SKM-DPC""* 53 i 47 T 4, R F FM #5484 ( Fowlkes —Mallows index,
FMI) 4 #i % (accuracy, Acc) . % T {5 B (adjusted mutual information, AMI)  #5 #fE & {5 &
( normalized mutual information, NMI) L K J# %% = #4547 (adjusted Rand index, ARI) PEATEFRIRIE T 42
AL AR, 5 D IEM AR IR 730 Doy D sce « Dot ~ Do B Dy K71, B4 2 1 5035 1 SC 30 36 858
Windows 10 64bit #/f 22 4¢ , PyCharm Community 2020.3.2,12 GB P £7,Intel (R) Core(TM) i5-4210H CPU @
2.90 GHz,

41 HiEE

SRR T B 3 1 BT AN [R) R AR AN TRI AR S TR IR AN () 9 32 1) 6 1 B30I B R L S Al 4R
Qe K2 RS 43 B HL A5 2% 2 ( University of California Irvine Machine Learning Repository, UCI) £ #i 42,
Flame B2 i 2 MG i a0 IS5 A ) Bdla 4, Horh— A8 pl s — DR R Rl H 2 MR
) K% AHIE . Aggregation EHEAE tH M BN ST 7 ANSEHAG R, Hor AT 2 XA BMGEH: . Spiral gk
M 3 DR, B IS, Jain BAEEN 2 D H F IR RIS 1,2 D AFES B 22K, RIS,
S2 D31 i 8 TAEA BB A 2 W AR . X S0 iR HT A B AR 4 AR I N6 1 o

Tl ARSOW SRR 4

Table 1 Comparative experiment datasets in this paper

ZFR FEAEL FRIEEL FHRL B AR
Flame 240 2 2 SCHk[27]
Aggregation 788 2 7 SCHR[ 28]
Spiral 312 2 3 CHik[ 32]
Jain 373 2 2 SCHR[29]
RI15 600 2 15 SCHk[33]
D31 3100 2 31 k[ 33]
4k2_far 400 2 4 CHR[12]
G2_2 30 2048 2 2 SCHR[12]
S2 5000 2 15 SCHK[10]
Compound 399 2 SCHR[34]
Unbalance 6 500 2 SCk[35]
Iris 150 3 UCT #¥E4E
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23k

HFR FEAEL FHIEAL AL B AR
Leuk72_3k 72 39 3 Mk 12]
Haberman 306 3 2 UCT B54E
Libras_movement 360 90 15 UCI 34
Ecoli 336 7 8 UCI %t
Spect 187 22 2 UCT % fdE
Bupa 345 6 2 UCI #di %

42 FMIERR

D g B X RS SR B S T AAS 2 4 43 [ 2R ARG i R A T LA S 25 58 BUEVE R R 0< Dy, <1,
FRAZIT 1 S, Dy A1 Dy X HAF B (mutual information, MI) f—Fh it -1<D,,, <1, 0< Dy, <1,
Dy BUBE B UL B L I RE GRS . D WUHT 2 22 2 R % (Rand index, RI), —1<D,y S1,D 4%
1, B SRS T
43 LGRS

22 /R T k-means . FCM ,AGNES ,CFSFDP .DPC-KNN  SNN-DPC FiI SKM-DPC % 2 [6] NaN-CFSFDP
FIEAEARIEN Fa s LAY LA R . 3 2 LI 45 W], NaN-CFSFDP HiA7E 10 MR LE LT - 8 s
YIS T el 1 45 %, 78 Leuk72 _3k ., Spect Fl Bupa %4 48 I M o 2 B0 8 A5 A4S T B b o 45 5%, 7
AggregationFll Compound FHiE4E UK THAFHIEE R, 76 D31 Bl b 5 M EPRKT k-means 57k, £%
SR RIFE T D31 £ 4 fh BKOE 285600 1, {45 k-means S5 REAS B 4 dth A 4 AR 350 85 7RG LB S A L
SRR LRSI ZE IR AERZEE LT, NaN-CFSFDP Bk fE R ERE ML T2/ 5 i kMY, H
Yj CFSFDP 1% M stk 35 A0 U BT /D Y 20

R 2 ORFSRAEARREEE [0

Table 2 Comparison of different algorithms on different datasets

- . BARAEELAD
Dy D . Dy Dy D gy
k-means 0.736 4 0.8375 0.396 9 0.398 8 0.453 4
FCM 0.7530 0.8500 0.4403 0.4420 0.488 0
AGNES 0.7311 0.8333 0.4814 0.483 1 0.442 2
CFSFDP 1.000 0 1.0000 1.000 0 1.000 0 1.000 0
Flame DPC-KNN 0.7952 0.7830 0.8807 0.8824 0.7390
SNN-DPC 0.949 4 0.966 7 0.8053 0.806 7 0.890 4
SKM-DPC 0.939 6 0.954 2 0.799 6 0.8019 0.8729
NaN-CFSFDP 1.000 0 1.0000 1.000 0 1.000 0 1.000 0
k-means 0.8158 0.784 3 0.8776 0.8792 0.762 2
FCM 0.6917 0.6332 0.759 8 0.762 9 0.6113
AGNES 0.994 9 0.996 2 0.989 4 0.989 6 0.993 5
CFSFDP 0.770 1 0.7513 0.873 6 0.8754 0.708 4
Aggregation DPC-KNN 0.8237 0.850 3 0.902 6 0.903 9 0.776 6
SNN-DPC 0.968 1 0.978 4 0.954 8 0.9555 0.959 4
SKM-DPC 0.996 6 0.997 5 0.9923 0.992 4 0.9956
NaN-CFSFDP 0.994 9 0.996 2 0.989 4 0.989 6 0.993 5
k-means 0.3279 0.3429 -0.005 2 0.000 7 -0.005 7
FCM 0.3272 0.3397 -0.005 7 0.000 2 -0.006 2
Spiral AGNES 0.3499 0.3814 0.0713 0.0130 0.004 6

CFSFDP 0.903 8 0.948 7 0.864 1 0.864 9 0.8555
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— . BRAEELD
Dy D . D Dy D g1

DPC-KNN 1.000 0 1.000 0 1.000 0 1.000 0 1.000 0

SNN-DPC 1.000 0 1.000 0 1.000 0 1.000 0 1.000 0

Spiral SKM-DPC 0.776 2 0.676 3 0.736 0 0.736 9 0.577 1
NaN-CESFDP 1.000 0 1.000 0 1.000 0 1.000 0 1.000 0

k-means 0.700 5 0.785 5 0.3677 0.369 0 0.324 1

FCM 0.689 4 0.774 8 0.354 1 0.3555 0.300 4

AGNES 0.921 8 0.946 4 0.695 6 0.696 4 0.779 2

_ CFSFDP 1.000 0 1.000 0 1.000 0 1.000 0 1.000 0
Jain DPC-KNN 1.000 0 1.000 0 1.000 0 1.000 0 1.000 0
SNN-DPC 1.000 0 1.000 0 1.000 0 1.000 0 1.000 0

SKM-DPC 1.000 0 1.000 0 1.000 0 1.000 0 1.000 0

NaN-CFSFDP 1.000 0 1.000 0 1.000 0 1.000 0 1.000 0

k-means 0.9932 0.9967 0.9938 0.9942 0.992 8

FCM 0.9932 0.9967 0.9938 0.9942 0.9928

AGNES 0.990 0 0.995 0 0.991 6 0.9922 0.989 3

CFSFDP 0.9932 0.9967 0.9938 0.9942 0.9928

RIS DPC-KNN 0.9932 0.9967 0.9938 0.9942 0.992 8
SNN-DPC 0.9932 0.996 7 0.9938 0.9942 0.9928

SKM-DPC 0.9932 0.9967 0.9938 0.9942 0.992 8

NaN-CESFDP 0.9932 0.9967 0.9938 0.9942 0.992 8

k-means 0.955 0 0.9771 0.966 0 0.967 5 0.9535

FCM 0.830 4 0.846 8 0.919 6 0.923 4 0.8236

AGNES 0.926 2 0.961 9 0.949 5 0.9519 0.923 8

CFSFDP 0.937 8 0.968 1 0.954 8 0.956 9 0.9358

D31 DPC-KNN 0.939 2 0.968 7 0.9567 0.9587 0.9372
SNN-DPC 0.952 5 0.975 8 0.964 2 0.965 9 0.9509

SKM-DPC 0.953 8 0.976 5 0.965 1 0.966 7 0.9523

NaN-CFSFDP 0.942 8 0.970 6 0.958 2 0.960 2 0.9409

k-means 1.000 0 1.000 0 1.000 0 1.000 0 1.000 0

FCM 1.000 0 1.000 0 1.000 0 1.000 0 1.000 0

AGNES 1.000 0 1.000 0 1.000 0 1.000 0 1.000 0

CFSFDP 1.000 0 1.000 0 1.000 0 1.000 0 1.000 0

4k2_far DPC-KNN 1.000 0 1.000 0 1.000 0 1.000 0 1.000 0
SNN-DPC 1.000 0 1.000 0 1.000 0 1.000 0 1.000 0
SKM-DPC 1.000 0 1.000 0 1.000 0 1.000 0 1.000 0
NaN-CESFDP 1.000 0 1.000 0 1.000 0 1.000 0 1.000 0
k-means 0.981 6 0.990 7 0.9245 0.9245 0.963 2

FCM 0.982 6 0.9912 0.927 6 0.9277 0.965 1

AGNES 0.974 9 0.987 3 0.911 4 0.9114 0.949 8
CFSFDP 0.985 4 0.9927 0.937 5 0.937 5 0.9709

G2.2.30 DPC-KNN 0.986 4 0.993 2 0.941 1 0.941 1 0.9728
SNN-DPC 0.975 4 0.986 8 0.904 5 0.904 5 0.950 8

SKM-DPC 0.8937 0.934 6 0.709 6 0.709 8 0.790 8
NaN-CESFDP 0.9889 0.994 4 0.951 0 0.9511 0.9778

k-means 0.941 2 0.969 6 0.945 5 0.9459 0.937 1

s2 FCM 0.9419 0.970 0 0.9457 0.946 1 0.9378
AGNES 0.918 4 0.957 4 0.9302 0.9308 0.9126




40 R K % %= Ml B % R %60 %
(5% )
— ok BRAEEL D
Dy D . Dy Dy D g1
CFSFDP 0.9352 0.966 2 0.940 9 0.941 4 0.930 6
DPC-KNN 0.943 1 0.970 6 0.946 2 0.946 6 0.939 1
s2 SNN-DPC 0.924'5 0.960 8 0.9309 0.9314 0.919 1
SKM-DPC 0.655 6 0.701 8 0.7422 0.7442 0.6176
NaN-CESFDP 0.947 5 0.9730 0.9543 0.9547 0.943 8
k-means 0.6422 0.656 6 0.7135 0.7192 0.5379
FCM 0.640 4 0.656 6 0.704 4 0.710 3 0.5357
AGNES 0.861 6 0.862 2 0.8314 0.8353 0.803 0
CFSFDP 0.625 1 0.6316 0.7539 0.758 9 0.5116
Compound DPC-KNN 0.647 3 0.644 1 0.730 8 0.736 2 0.543 5
SNN-DPC 0.8959 0.869 7 0.897 1 0.899 1 0.850 4
SKM-DPC 0.845 4 0.832 1 0.8226 0.829 6 0.769 8
NaN-CESEDP 0.8912 0.890 1 0.8776 0.879'5 0.836 6
k-means 1.000 0 1.000 0 1.000 0 1.000 0 1.000 0
FCM 0.912 0 0.832°8 0.909 5 0.909 7 0.876 1
AGNES 1.000 0 1.000 0 1.000 0 1.000 0 1.000 0
CFSFDP 1.000 0 0.999 8 0.999 4 0.999 4 1.000 0
Unbalance DPC-KNN 1.000 0 1.000 0 0.998 8 0.998 8 1.000 0
SNN-DPC 0.989 7 0.9915 0.971 0 0.971 0 0.9856
SKM-DPC 0.308 5 0.245 4 0.164 8 0.1667 0.106 4
NaN-CESFDP 1.000 0 1.000 0 1.000 0 1.000 0 1.000 0
k-means 0.820 8 0.893 3 0.755 1 0.758 2 0.7302
FCM 0.8197 0.893 3 0.746 5 0.749 6 0.729 4
AGNES 0.840 7 0.906 7 0.803 2 0.8057 0.759 2
. CFSFDP 0.590'5 0.730 3 0.450 8 0.456 6 0.372'8
Iris DPC-KNN 0.840 7 0.906 7 0.803 2 0.805 7 0.759 2
SNN-DPC 0.9479 0.9733 0.9133 0.914 4 0.9222
SKM-DPC 0.9356 0.966 7 0.898 4 0.899 7 0.9039
NaN-CESFDP 0.8410 0.905 4 0.8022 0.8047 0.759 0
k-means 0.9197 0.9583 0.8558 0.859 6 0.880 3
FCM 0.9197 0.9583 0.8558 0.859 6 0.880 3
AGNES 0.9199 0.9583 0.838 1 0.842 4 0.880'5
CFSFDP 0.9205 0.9583 0.8555 0.859 3 0.880 9
Leuk72_3k DPC-KNN 0.9205 0.9583 0.855 5 0.859 3 0.8809
SNN-DPC 0.9205 0.9583 0.8555 0.859 3 0.880 9
SKM-DPC 0.8202 0.888 9 0.695 4 0.703 7 0.7262
NaN-CESFDP 0.9205 0.9583 0.8555 0.859 3 0.880 9
k-means 0.5507 0.5196 ~0.0017 0.000 9 ~0.001 1
FCM 0.550 6 0.509 8 ~0.002 6 0.000 0 ~0.002 8
AGNES 0.749 6 0.7353 0.017 5 0.0216 0.0643
CFSFDP 0.560 9 0.5392 ~0.002 1 0.000 6 ~0.006 7
Haberman DPC-KNN 0.599 0 0.562 1 0.016 5 0.019 4 -0.043 6
SNN-DPC 0.780 7 0.7353 0.000 0 0.000 0 0.000 0
SKM-DPC 0.780 7 0.7353 0.000 0 0.000 0 0.000 0
NaN-CESFDP 0.778 5 07399 ~0.006 2 0.000 5 0.003 7
. k-means 0.3520 0.477 8 0.5325 0.588 3 0.303 3
Libras_movement -y 0.2105 0.130 6 0.063 8 0.092'5 0.0252
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gk
el P BRAEEL D
DFMI DACC DAMI DNMI DARI
AGNES 0.365 4 0.447 2 0.563 4 0.6157 0.3154
CFSEDP 0.308 8 0.402 8 0.488 1 0.5459 0.2372
. DPC-KNN 0.394 3 0.488 9 0.560 2 0.6125 0.345 8
Libras_movement  ¢\\ pype 0.328 1 0.438 9 0.462 1 0.510 6 0.2428
SKM-DPC 0.3410 0.250 0 0.417 1 0.4429 0.1720
NaN-CESFDP 0.442 6 0.5139 0.600 8 0.6479 0.3957
k-means 0.546 0 0.559 5 0.591 3 0.608 3 0.409 0
FCM 0.5118 0.4970 0.5322 0.5514 0.3682
AGNES 0.609 2 0.6369 0.618 8 0.6347 0.485 8
. CFSFDP 0.478 1 0.488 1 0.486 7 0.508 4 0.3149
Ecoli DPC-KNN 0.618 0 0.6250 0.553 9 0.5726 0.4955
SNN-DPC 0.6619 0.7232 0.5169 0.5342 0.536 1
SKM-DPC 0.7726 0.770 8 0.6363 0.648 2 0.669 4
NaN-CESFDP 0.8173 0.7822 0.680 0 0.6843 07217
k-means 0.529 4 0.5294 0.000 0 0.000 0 ~0.033 1
FCM 0.513 4 0.513 4 0.0369 0.042 4 ~0.006 7
AGNES 0.753 1 0.738 0 0.0372 0.0447 ~0.0839
CFSEDP 0.7156 0.689 8 -0.004 5 0.002 1 ~0.0199
Spect DPC-KNN 0.8111 0.807 5 0.0220 0.0317 ~0.080 4
SNN-DPC 0.6742 0.566 8 0.0377 0.046 0 0.0429
SKM-DPC 0.6333 0.454 5 ~0.0028 0.007 5 0.006 3
NaN-CESFDP 09171 0.9198 0.083 0 0.088 4 0.000 0
k-means 0.640 7 0.5536 ~0.0020 0.000 9 ~0.005 4
FCM 0.6102 0.524 6 0.004 2 0.006 8 ~0.0114
AGNES 07124 0.576 8 ~0.001 1 0.004 5 ~0.001 6
CFSFDP 0.559 3 0.547 8 -0.001 9 0.000 4 0.001 3
Bupa DPC-KNN 0.7110 0.580 5 0.008 8 0.0145 0.004 3
SNN-DPC 0.7150 0.420 3 0.000 0 0.000 0 0.000 0
SKM-DPC 0.7150 0.420 3 0.000 0 0.000 0 0.000 0
NaN-CESFDP 0.6577 0.6174 0.0284 0.0312 0.0390

4.4 HELKIE

R T 25 B A A AR R () A R, AR B S T CFSFDP $ik 1 3 A AR A . (1) CFSFDP_A 5.
o XL AE CFSFDP B3k 3 al 1256 [ SR ABJE I R BVAHh72 T Bi#f SR Il 5 2B, (2) CFSFDP_B
Bk, s CFSFDP_A Bk A% B3 0y X eGH A (15) A 53], (3) CESFDP_C H.i,
7£ CFSFDP_B Bkt Fo| A TSR SE . 3 MMM S BB FME, T 5 MIEW 8RR 52
B a5 AL, IIE LA Dy WARER R I A SE 5 1 25 5 . CFSFDP 53 f1 3 AR ASFI L ) Dy W3R 3 FIR
S AE LRI, CFSFDP_A 5.1 Fl CFSFDP HA A LUTE Dy d8bm L B A IR, X & AR T 25 2 30 45
B, BASKUL,7E 18 MR A 14 DMEIRETE Dy 1605 & TR E L s 5 HAHY . CFSFDP_B k7
CFSFDP_A k(W3 hih 13 i 25 & [ AR AR AR A Gt T AR Jmy 3 2 B (1158 =X, S B 1 A I 8 1) 1 3
B, AN Dy BIFEARES RARTE T8 18 MRS A 15 MR T CFSFDP_A HIAA T — i mEy
HAURA Y A TiZE8 0 N AR A %k, CFSFDP_C 5% 1 CESFDP &AL 7E 18 M4 IS T
HAFIIZER . IR G I ARG S B BB 1% B (8 R 132 = IR R R B 4 1 A sk
ST ZFERW R T AR, kUL, MO 575 AT CFSFDP S A0 L BLAT RSROCR B, e 2L
(R SHE D
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# 3 CFSFDP 531 3 NMEFFIERY Dy, HUEL
Table 3 Comparison of Dy, of CFSFDP algorithm and 3 variants of the algorithm

HARLE Bk Dy HAmLE Bk Dpy
CFSFDP 1.000 0 CFSFDP 0.770 1

CFSFDP_A 1.000 0 . CFSFDP_A 0.9147

Flame CFSFDP_B 1.000 0 Aggregation CFSFDP_B 0.919 8
CFSFDP_C 1.000 0 CFSEDP_C 0.9949

CFSFDP 0.903 8 CFSFDP 1.000 0

CFSFDP_A 0.5108 CFSFDP_A 0.8355

Spiral CFSFDP_B 0.5108 Jain CFSFDP_B 0.8355
CFSFDP_C 1.000 0 CFSFDP_C 1.000 0

CFSFDP 0.9932 CFSFDP 0.937 8

CFSFDP_A 0.9932 CFSFDP_A 0.942 8

RIS CFSFDP_B 0.9932 D31 CFSFDP_B 0.942 8
CFSFDP_C 0.9932 CFSFDP_C 0.942 8

CFSFDP 1.000 0 CFSFDP 0.9854

CFSFDP_A 1.000 0 CFSFDP_A 0.984 0

4k2_far CFSFDP_B 1.000 0 62230 CFSFDP_B 0.986 0
CFSFDP_C 1.000 0 CFSEDP_C 0.9889

CFSFDP 0.9352 CFSFDP 0.625 1

CFSFDP_A 0.947 5 CFSFDP_A 0.778 3

82 CFSFDP_B 0.9475 Compound CFSFDP_B 0.947 5
CFSFDP_C 0.947 5 CFSEDP_C 0.8912

CFSFDP 1.000 0 CFSFDP 0.5905

CFSFDP_A 1.000 0 ' CFSFDP_A 0.677 4

Unbalance CFSFDP_B 0.778 3 Iris CFSFDP_B 0.8410
CFSFDP_C 1.000 0 CFSEDP_C 0.8410

CFSFDP 0.9205 CFSFDP 0.560 9

CFSFDP_A 0.9205 CFSFDP_A 0.598 5

Leuk72_3k CFSFDP_B 0.9205 Haberman CFSFDP_B 0.761 5
CFSFDP_C 0.9205 CFSFDP_C 0.778 5

CFSFDP 0.308 8 CFSFDP 0.478 1

CFSFDP_A 0.3622 CFSFDP_A 0.590 2

Libras_movement  popnp 0.3759 Ecoli CFSFDP_B 0.5859
CFSFDP_C 0.4426 CFSFDP_C 0.8173

CFSFDP 0.7156 CFSFDP 0.559 3

CFSFDP_A 0.7190 CFSFDP_A 0.554 3

Spect CFSFDP_B 0.7156 Bupa CFSFDP_B 0.6840
CFSFDP_C 09171 CFSFDP_C 0.684 0
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