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Density Clustering Based on the Border-peeling Using Space Vector Decomposition

ZHANG Rui-Lin' ZHENG Hai-Yang' MIAO Zhen-Guo' WANG Hong-Peng" *?

Abstract Border points, as an essential part of density clustering, play a key role in guiding clustering conver-
gence and improving pattern recognition ability. Indeed, the border-peeling clustering with BP (border-peeling clus-
tering) as the latest representative ensures the spatial isolation of core region of the cluster by using intrinsic bound-
ary information, then enhancing the cluster backbone. Nevertheless, the performance of available methods tends to
be constrained by incomplete discriminant feature, single pattern and multiple iterations. To this end, this paper
proposes a novel algorithm named CBPVD (density clustering based on the border-peeling using space vector de-
composition). The property of CBPVD is based on the projection subspace and original space to enhance the fine-
grained feature representation of the border point from the two perspectives of sparsity (compactness) and skew-
ness (symmetry) of distribution, then reversely establishes the cluster backbone through active boundary peeling
and guides the boundary membership. Finally, we compare performance of CBPVD with six state-of-the-art meth-
ods over synthetic, UCI, and image datasets. Experiments on 40 datasets and discussion cases from 4 perspectives
demonstrate that our algorithm is feasible and effective in clustering and boundary pattern recognition.
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HH T UCT a4k B Hudladie, adz 2R
PRI, VEAN AL 2. N T 56 WA vkt g,
AAEH 5 M fadr ACC (Accuracy), Purity,
ARI (Adjusted rand index), FMI (Fowlkes-mal-
lows index), JC (Jaccard coefficient) K ITAL FEFLE .

3.1 ARHES

MZE 3 AIFE H, K-means {58 Ab PR AR XS A7 )
BRIEAR, W Ak2-far, JEPRTE T 58— A R 2 S wE AN
— AR B A O ST PR T SRR AT X S,
MEREEZRIEE THRCR. Fealth, &R

CBPVD Hikiife
The algorithm flow of CBPVD

*1 ZHRE
Table 1  Hyperparameter configuration

Algorithm Time complexity
K-means k = The actual number of clusters

DPC dc € [0.1, 20]

SNN- &

DPC € [3, 70]
GB-DPC de € [0.1, 20]

EC de € [0.1, 20] or dc € [100, 300]

BP ke [3,70],be[0.1,0.5], e € [0.1, 0.5, T € [100, 120], C = 2

CBPVD

k € [3, 70], 7 € [0.1, 0.4]
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Table 2 Basic information of datasets
LIEITES RN G fEH RHE
Compound 399 2 6 Multi-density, -Scale
R15 600 2 15 Micro, Adjoining
Flame 240 2 2 Overlapping
Parabolic 2000 2 2 Cross-winding, Multi-density
Jain 373 2 2 Cross-winding, Multi-density
4k2-far 400 2 4 Noise, Convex
D31 3100 2 31 Multiple-Micro cluster
Aggregation 788 2 7 Bridging
Spiral 240 2 3 Manifold
Heart disease 303 13 2 UCI, Clinical medicine
Hepatitis 155 19 2 UCI, Clinical medicine
German Credit 1000 20 2 UCI, Financial
Voting 435 16 2 UCI, Political election
Credit Approval 690 15 2 UCI, Credit record
Bank 4521 16 2 UCI, Financial credit
Sonar 208 60 2 UCI, Geology exploration
Zoo 101 7 16 UCI, Biological species
Parkinson 195 22 2 UCI, Clinical medicine
Post 90 8 3 UCI, Postoperative recovery
Spectheart 267 22 2 UCI, Clinical medicine
Wine 178 13 3 UCI, Wine ingredients
Tonosphere 351 34 2 UCI, Atmospheric structure
WDBC 569 30 2 UCI, Cancer
Optical Recognition 5620 64 10 OCR, Handwritten Digits
Olivetti Face 400 10304 40 Face, High-dimensional
You-Tube Faces 10000 10000 41 Video stream, Face
RNA-seq 801 20531 5 Gene expression, Nonlinear
REUTERS 10000 10000 4 Word, News, Text
G2-20 2048 2 2 Noise-20%
G2-30 2048 2 2 Noise-30%
G2-40 2048 2 2 Noise-40%
Size500 500 2 5 Gaussian
Size2500 2500 2 5 Gaussian
Size5000 5000 2 5 Gaussian
Size10000 10000 2 5 Gaussian
Dim128 1024 128 16 High-dimensional
Dim256 1024 256 16 High-dimensional
Dimb512 1024 512 16 High-dimensional
Dim1024 1024 1024 16 High-dimensional
MINST 10000 784 10 OCR, high-dimensional

£ D31 BIERIE A1, (HAR R N, EIEAARE
I BN R B R DL, B0 0 R IR R R 2, A

Kl 3(b) 2 1 BRI 3 55 9 AT .

) FH % & 16 {8 848, DPC. SNN-DPC. GB-

DPC. EC W B T4 5. SR DPC FlER4r248
MR AR R SRR, A E T AHESH

{8, I TCVEA R A B 2 % B o0 A . W DPC £ Com-

pound _FRA] T IERA RN B, BN g O
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Table 3  Performance comparison of algorithms on all synthetic datasets
Dataset Algorithm Parameter ACC Purity JC ARI FMI
K-means k=4 1 1 0.13 1 1
DPC de = 0.2168 1 1 1 1 1
GB-DPC de = 0.5 1 1 0.26 1 1
4k2-far SNN-DPC k=10 1 1 1 1 1
EC o=1 1 1 1 1 1
BP — 0.98 0.99 0.01 0.97 0.98
CBPVD 10, 0.1 1 1 1 1 1
K-means k=17 0.78 0.94 0 0.76 0.81
DPC k=17, de=25 0.91 0.95 0.22 0.84 0.87
GB-DPC de = 2.5 0.64 0.99 0.09 0.57 0.68
Aggregation SNN-DPC k=40 0.98 0.98 0 0.96 0.97
EC oc=25.5 1 1 0 1 1
BP — 1 0.95 0.72 0.99 0.99
CBPVD 16, 0.24 1 1 1 1 1
K-means k=6 0.63 0.83 0.23 0.53 0.63
DPC dec =1.25 0.64 0.83 0.15 0.54 0.64
GB-DPC de = 1.8 0.68 0.83 0.23 0.54 0.64
Compound SNN-DPC k=12 0.76 0.84 0.24 0.63 0.74
EC oc=2538 0.68 0.86 0.68 0.59 0.69
BP — 0.77 0.91 0.77 0.65 0.73
CBPVD 9, 0.08 0.90 0.91 0.13 0.94 0.96
K-means k=2 0.83 0.83 0.83 0.43 0.73
DPC de = 0.93 0.84 0.84 0.16 0.45 0.74
GB-DPC de =2 0.99 0.99 0.99 0.97 0.98
Flame SNN-DPC k=5 0.99 0.99 0.01 0.95 0.98
EC oc=54 0.80 0.93 0.14 0.51 0.74
BP — 0.98 0.99 0.65 0.96 0.98
CBPVD 3,0.11 1 1 1 1 1
K-means k= 0.35 0.35 0.33 —0.01 0.33
DPC de = 1.74 0.49 0.49 0.35 0.06 0.38
GB-DPC de = 2.95 0.44 0.44 0.36 0.02 0.35
Spiral SNN-DPC k=10 1 1 0 1 1
EC oc=10 0.34 0.34 0.32 0 0.58
BP — 0.50 0.56 0.50 0.17 0.49
CBPVD 5,0.32 1 1 1 1 1
K-means k=2 0.79 0.79 0.21 0.32 0.70
DPC de = 1.35 0.86 0.86 0.86 0.52 0.79
GB-DPC de =1.35 0.35 0.94 0.18 0.15 0.44
Jain SNN-DPC k=10 0.86 0.86 0.14 0.52 0.79
EC o =765 0.79 0.86 0.19 0.51 0.78
BP — 0.42 0.98 0.09 0.23 0.53
CBPVD 13, 0.16 1 1 0 1 1
K-means k=15 0.81 0.86 0.03 0.80 0.81
DPC de = 0.95 0.99 0.99 0 0.98 0.98
GB-DPC de=10.2 0.99 0.99 0.07 0.99 0.99
R15 SNN-DPC k=15 0.99 0.99 0.99 0.99 0.99
EC o =145 0.98 0.98 0.98 0.97 0.97
BP — 0.99 0.99 0 0.99 0.99
CBPVD 9,0.13 1 1 1 1 1
K-means k= 0.81 0.81 0.81 0.39 0.69
DPC de = 1.5 0.82 0.82 0.82 0.41 0.71
GB-DPC de=0.5 0.94 0.94 0.06 0.77 0.89
Parabolic SNN-DPC k= 0.95 0.95 0.95 0.81 0.91
EC o= 3.05 0.73 0.73 0.73 0.21 0.66
BP 0.19 0.98 0.03 0.13 0.36
CBPVD 33, 0.27 1 1 1 1 1
K-means k=31 0.88 0.91 0 0.87 0.87
DPC de = 1.8 0.97 0.97 0 0.94 0.94
GB-DPC de =4 0.46 0.46 0.02 0.32 0.45
D31 SNN-DPC k=40 0.97 0.97 0 0.94 0.94
EC o= 0.91 0.91 0.06 0.88 0.89
BP 0.94 0.95 0 0.90 0.91
CBPVD 13, 0.15 0.97 0.97 0.07 0.94 0.94
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(f) Jain: K-means & GB-DPC & BP & CBPVD

(SIRIE ¥ '® € FE SIS SRR AGES

Visualized results of algorithms on synthetic datasets
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BT R —R N, 564 208 7 FH AR AR5 B X k.
R, B de BONBUR, BMAERIUN AR A0 AR 25 ) 1 A
RARG R RIERS), WE 3(c) ME 3 # Flame,
M de N 0.93 (ZIRVEN) B, DPC ¥ i 5B i% o 5
3N R E BT X IR, SR1T de = 1.07 B (X 2%
0.14), HEZEBIRAE (ACC = 1). F9% E, DPC
I SEBR R AR T3 3 TP szt B, KA sEkx
Y5 B RS 5 72 AR AL R 22 38 B P i L
PRI%E. A5, SNN-DPC F B %7, iX15 235 T SNN-
DPC fEREM AMUEE TR S, s 7zl
AL AR5 B, R X L 25 h {5 B T )
MU FE B, Rk SNN-DPC H A5 AL R R I,
JeHAE Parabolic 1 Spiral I, Wil 3(d). 3(e), H
BEW K E A 2 EIRE, i B SARBR ] T
M.

£ DPC HcHiiidt, GB-DPC fil EC #5L
BT RE A Bk, Hod BEC RIS 2408 N 2 R
B SRR M — PR K B B i L & 0, T GB-DPC K
Gt 2B a0 EOR R Rk 3 e A gL S5
fx R, (HINER 3 R AT LR A SO
AFasE, o8 EC M1 GB-DPC #)4k& T 54k DPC
)% B2 B, A THDN 52 2% o0 A N, ] s <08 380 1) 5 i
PRI T AR O PIRHER R, 1 BOEEUR 2 (1R
KUK ELZ . ELD). MaEHAKRN
Jain, Z¥{f de = 1.35 5 DPC #[7, {H GB-DPC
FEAR AR 8 AR (W 3(f) 58 2 B, M
(ACC = 0.35) iZfik T* DPC. SNN-DPC. EC; 1L
#i, EC ¥ Flame R R 3 MNME (W 3(c) H 5
1 E), 1MsEbRA 2 AME.

XtF Parabolic. Spiral. Jain ZF3E M43 4i, {5
SRR T R E H BP BRI HERR R I
FERIFEATR, WE 3(d). 3(e)s 3(f). & pIX — @
IR A PN 1) DA k% 2 B bt ) 1) 7 =X
R — ) LI EX A A B R, BP A A
B DX 3R R F ) T S SO B AR A 2 A
TR, BRI 5, W BP W 5 A A 2 SRR
Parabolic 14 17 Mili%; 2) EAE E RS E
ARz B, BT e SR BRI S aT R
BAE R, M YR )G, JE SRR I AR
ZERT, SHORZELEZ KGR, U Spiral.

M 3 F13 3 af LUR I, — Bk sEpRR Il R
U H R FRFRE EIRAR, H 28 0. W56 T JC faix,
K-means 7E 4k2-far, DPC 7E£ R15, GB-DPC fE
Parabolic - BUEIRAK. X2 M TiZiabs @ FiFH
PR UE I f P T8 PR AR R AR 2 AR EE
Y ground truth MA&AHFRIFAT SR 2K, TR K

S5 IR VP AN AR 3 B T P I AR —
PA Jain BIANRIEFE NG, B4R AT 5 1 2] 97, Fr2%
N1 B HEXS G 98 2] 373, 885N 2. ST CBPVD
Bxt g 1 3 97 IHNFE 2, X% 98 F 373 HNFE 1.
Rk, JC = (0+0)/373 = 0. BAIRYEL, ATk
9 NG EIEE T ) 7 NE B R, ARA
HHm 4R LR Ar S e B AU A ZE R /N, U8
CBPVD 15 R I8 AT RHAIE 50 i 2 A 3.

3.2 UCI¥iIEE

T AN H TR UCI B4 BRI ERE R,
T SEBRIg s R PR AR R EE, A E YA R B
li] 5 A B 7 S RS — P 7 AR B AR O R AR SE
Broxt G, DRIUL, M e 7™ i A4 i e v O (1 B K1) 20 B
K-means 7E 2 $15 5T Joi0A B SRR i,
K-means 7E Post # 4 LS T KM ACC &
$ (0.425).

SNN-DPC i it fil & 25 il 4045 S A R 1 TH XS
B am R e v, Ah, I SNN-DPC [J5£56
IR TTLUE % Bl v A i A8 SR RR LU s 12
HRL. a0, SNN-DPC fE Spectheart. Bank %4
& B nltt)5ias DPC KSR B4 7 0.353 F110.17.
{H SNN-DPC ZEFl 5t 48 & SLBr B AN 2L, 1K 24
oL T AR MELS BB SR 5015 B BP Hiki s 6 4
B2 RIS IR AR, B
RPN BRAE S A R BE TR . R AT
DI, HMEREE R Z400E 0 s s T 53401 SNN-
DPC. GB-DPC, MM IIE T BP HyALE m4E 1S
LR A R . H I R R T A AR,
I H A & 7558 ] DBSCAN 58 A% 06 R %14
HABCEA ST K.

it ., DPC: de« EC: de « GB-DPC: dc )
SR B BN IE S B 8], TR e, BT
I 3 L O3 A AT R A T T o3 A M e L
Tk E M RoR 1 m Y, S EUUE DA R
225 . A B e 4 B 23 A7 A 6 571X — RRAIE,
AL BT PR B de 1% FhoRE RE 5 8 o DA IR X R
5 2 5, BN FH U AE e R T P A 0 ) S B
e, Bk, =ANEERERE LRI T E. filn,
DPC £ Parkinson. Wine. Optical Recognition I
FKUE %, GB-DPC £ 9 Ml 4 b i 5 2800
=T DPC, (HFEFEAEAE 3 ML T DPC. H
T EC W& 018 251G A0 T B S 4, %
JE 2 A K 2 R X P W s e, AR R B T
GB-DPC, Ul German 1 Hepatitics £ 4. HA
Al 5N, GB-DPC fl EC 1E52FRg 5t (1) N 18 2
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Table 4  Performance comparison of algorithms on 16 real-world datasets
Dataset Algorithm Parameter ACC Purity JC ARI FMI
K-means k=2 0.57 0.57 0.57 0.02 0.52
DPC de = 19.4424 0.55 0.55 0.45 0.01 0.51
GB-DPC de = 19.4424 0.54 0.54 0.54 0 0.71
Heart disease SNN-DPC k=65 0.59 0.59 0.41 0.03 0.54
EC o =100 0.54 0.54 0.46 —0.001 0.71
BP — 0.53 0.54 0.47 —0.002 0.68
CBPVD 0.27, 26 0.68 0.68 0.32 0.12 0.77
K-means k=2 0.66 0.84 0.66 —0.02 0.67
DPC de=1 0.63 0.84 0.01 -0.11 0.61
GB-DPC dc =10.2 0.73 0.70 0.28 —-0.01 0.72
Hepatitis SNN-DPC k=45 0.70 0.84 0.30 -0.07 0.71
EC oc=58 0.01 1 0.01 0 0.01
BP — 0.83 0.84 0.83 -0.02 0.84
CBPVD 10, 0.2 0.84 0.84 0.76 0 0.85
K-means 2 0.67 0.70 0.33 0.05 0.66
DPC dc = 53.9814 0.61 0.70 0.61 0.03 0.58
GB-DPC dec = 53.9814 0.61 0.70 0.61 0.03 0.58
German SNN-DPC k=30 0.62 0.70 0.39 0.01 0.61
EC o = 100 0.15 0.72 0.01 0.01 0.20
BP 0.14 0.70 0.07 0.001 0.20
CBPVD 4, 0.39 0.83 0.83 0.83 0.43 0.74
K-means k=2 0.51 0.61 0.51 —0.002 0.51
DPC de=1 0.81 0.81 0.19 0.39 0.7
GB-DPC de = 1.7 0.87 0.87 0.87 0.54 0.78
Voting SNN-DPC k=60 0.88 0.88 0.12 0.57 0.79
EC o=2 0.75 0.89 0.75 0.42 0.68
BP 0.86 0.91 0.05 0.59 0.79
CBPVD 66, 0.33 0.88 0.88 0.12 0.68 0.79
K-means k= 0.55 0.55 0.45 0.003 0.71
DPC de=1 0.68 0.68 0.68 0.13 0.60
GB-DPC de=1T 0.55 0.55 0.45 0 0.71
Credit SNN-DPC k=50 0.61 0.61 0.61 0.05 0.53
EC o = 800 0.56 0.59 0 0.02 0.68
BP — 0.33 0.69 0.26 0.06 0.35
CBPVD 31, 0.33 0.85 0.85 0.85 0.49 0.74
K-means k= 0.82 0.88 0.11 —0.002 0.82
DPC de = 2.39 0.64 0.88 0.14 0.04 0.65
GB-DPC de =10 0.76 0.74 0.24 -0.02 0.76
Bank SNN-DPC k= 0.81 0.88 0.81 0.01 0.81
EC o = 300 0.82 0.82 0 0.02 0.82
BP — 0.24 0.88 0.09 0.01 0.29
CBPVD 24,0.2 0.88 0.88 0.12 0 0.89
K-means k= 0.54 0.54 0.34 0.50 0.50
DPC de = 2.82 0.58 0.58 0.42 0.02 0.66
GB-DPC dec =14 0.51 0.53 0.51 —0.004 0.51
Sonar SNN-DPC k=19 0.50 0.53 0.50 —-0.01 0.51
EC oc=16 0.54 0.57 0.07 0.01 0.66
BP 0.51 0.53 0.51 —0.004 0.68
CBPVD 9, 0.66 0.66 0.66 0.66 0.10 0.60
K-means k=717 0.76 0.84 0.62 0.6 0.69
DPC dec =24 0.70 0.79 0.36 0.59 0.68
GB-DPC dc = 3.6 0.66 0.75 0.03 0.48 0.60
Z0O SNN-DPC =5 0.56 0.56 0.12 0.31 0.53
EC oc=23 0.80 0.81 0.08 0.65 0.73
BP 0.59 0.59 0.23 0.4 0.62
CBPVD 10, 0.15 0.86 0.86 0.01 0.93 0.94
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Table 4 Performance comparison of algorithms on 16 real-world datasets (continued table)
Dataset Algorithm Parameter ACC Purity JC ARI FMI
K-means k=2 0.72 0.75 0.28 0 0.74
DPC de=1.3 0.66 0.75 0.34 0.05 0.63
GB-DPC de=3 0.71 0.71 0.29 —-0.05 0.75
Parkinson SNN-DPC k=80 0.72 0.75 0.28 0.11 0.69
EC o=135 0.70 0.75 0.7 0.14 0.66
BP — 0.19 0.98 0.03 0.13 0.36
CBPVD 13, 0.16 0.82 0.82 0.82 0.25 0.81
K-means k=3 0.43 0.71 0.43 —0.002 0.45
DPC de=1 0.53 0.71 0.53 -0.01 0.52
GB-DPC de = 2.7 0.61 0.71 0.38 —0.03 0.62
POST SNN-DPC k=60 0.61 0.71 0.61 0.02 0.60
EC c=6 0.70 0.72 0.05 0.04 0.74
BP — 0.62 0.72 0.09 0.04 0.61
CBPVD 10, 0.01 0.79 0.79 0.79 0.25 0.78
K-means k=2 0.64 0.92 0.64 —0.05 0.69
DPC de = 1.4142 0.52 0.92 0.48 -0.01 0.65
GB-DPC de=1.1 0.52 0.92 0.08 0 0.92
Spectheart SNN-DPC k=380 0.87 0.92 0.13 0.11 0.87
EC oc=14 0.92 0.92 0.08 0 0.92
BP — 0.91 0.92 0.91 —0.01 0.91
CBPVD 15, 0.26 0.92 0.92 0.08 0 0.92
K-means k=4 0.66 0.70 0.11 0.32 0.54
DPC de = 0.5 0.55 0.58 0.43 0.15 0.57
GB-DPC dec = 5.6 0.60 0.71 0.35 0.27 0.50
Wine SNN-DPC k=3 0.62 0.66 0.51 0.34 0.63
EC o = 250 0.66 0.66 0.66 0.37 0.66
BP — 0.68 0.71 0.21 0.34 0.56
CBPVD 4, 0.03 0.91 0.95 0.75 0.8 0.87
K-means k=2 0.71 0.71 0.71 0.18 0.61
DPC de = 3.7 0.65 0.65 0.35 0.02 0.73
GB-DPC de = 3.7 0.65 0.65 0.35 0.02 0.73
Tonosphere SNN-DPC k=34 0.67 0.67 0.67 0.11 0.57
EC c=5 0.65 0.67 0 0.05 0.73
BP — 0.80 0.80 0.80 0.34 0.76
CBPVD 6, 0.51 0.83 0.83 0.87 0.42 0.77
K-means k= 0.74 0.89 0.22 0.54 0.76
DPC de=5 0.67 0.67 0.67 0.10 0.60
GB-DPC de = 3.9 0.63 0.63 0.63 0 0.73
WDBC SNN-DPC =3 0.81 0.81 0.19 0.36 0.75
EC o = 350 0.82 0.87 0 0.49 0.78
BP — 0.44 0.88 0.12 0.25 0.52
CBPVD 3, 0.6 0.95 0.95 0.05 0.81 0.91
K-means k=5 0.75 0.75 0.17 0.72 0.79
DPC de = 159.6 0.70 0.73 0.39 0.62 0.76
GB-DPC de = 159.6 0.73 0.73 0.54 0.63 0.77
RNN-seq SNN-DPC k=30 0.73 0.73 0.001 0.51 0.71
EC o =240 0.38 0.38 0.17 0 0.49
BP — 0.78 0.74 0.002 0.63 0.72
CBPVD 10, 0.4 0.996 0.996 0.81 0.99 0.99
K-means k=4 0.50 0.58 0.22 0.15 0.41
DPC de =35 0.43 0.43 0.28 0.10 0.46
GB-DPC dec = 3.5 0.35 0.55 0 0.14 0.41
REUTERS SNN-DPC k=40 0.49 0.50 0.49 0.24 0.54
EC o = 300 0.40 0.40 0.40 0 0.55
BP — 0.39 0.41 0.38 0.01 0.50
CBPVD 20, 0.1 0.61 0.61 0.61 0.23 0.47
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SR, WNE 3 AF 4Rl UBE L, A CH
TETE 28 NMEUESEM 140 NENFRARE R H 120 4
EE T IeEE, £ CBPVD £ K2 HEH T
[RIZREE, B AT v ILES 4 5. AHXT GB-DPC.
SNN-DPC. EC & % FE WA T 10 b otk 34T
ATLVESUC B R EA— IET . W 2 M S
ERE R XA AT AR T AR 1) 2 4R
BRFIE, B T U SRR R R . R,
X e A B, WA 20531 N B T A YA
J54E RNN-seq, CBPVD HIRRERIER T itk
(ACC = 0.996), M HAMFIERIN M, XFEHT
CBPVD [P0 5 3 55 55 W 2 £ 1% 4 JE 2 T 1, w] BA
SR B 1 4 4% 1] rp B IR RS ()30 FURFAE, X — %A
[FIRERILAE S AR ) RELETER $#54 E. it
Ab, FHEC T3 BRI SRR RN S0 3 4, CBPVD
SHAREEEEE, LS 4.4, 507,
XA 6 NMSETIL AR E R FE BP, CBPVD
SR/ HE R IURIEA, LA 4.1 75, bk, 2
LA I SRR ER AR T 505 B R 0 4l S
LRAEE ST, VEILES 4.2 1.

ERHEE

N T RIS SVETE B LRI R R I RRACR,
AL Olivetti A EHRLE. Optdigits 51
HAEE. You-Tube Faces (YTF) MAE s £E 247
Se6. & 4 AfAAL T CBPVD B%AE Olivetti 2
LMRBLER, £ 5 00 ERT A EUREHRED
RFw vl

Olivetti 4 RE T 40 2R E A F
s R el KA. B, B, 28T Y 400 9k
R (92 x 112), HFEN 400 x 10304, SEFRE
FKrp, EC HIEF A RIS, /2 ET 1314
R, Hp ZMRP N EE DM R X451 MR
RV FEAR (400) S5%EEE (40) T H—=

3.3

G, RS E de KA. BP Hik¥ 400 5k A
EIGRIN 3 2%, 5PriE Il Z 1R K, HEW X —
0L E e TR 4R R0 (10304), & T
TEREI BP ¥ EiEAS 2 i s B, bEE %
AR E LR, R H R AR LIS MR, N
5 A 4 ] DUE B, AR SCHEIELE 6 N EFR 1
5 ANMKE| T Bl BARTERKE AR RRIA B 100%, H
CBPVD Bk KR E G E L &K, XFH
FETE You-Tube Faces £i#f4E L] LUAE H, BT
BN R K E 4P, DPC. SNN-DPC. EC & 551
BRKEEWEBIE 0.5 K4, % GB-DPC N
0.31, MARFILPEREIEE T 0.65.

FEG R G4, Optdigits B SR T 43
ANFTF 1797 7% 8 x 8 FEHFEE, BT AN J15
AUwIFARE, FAREE . L FH . KN, IR E
VIfF AR, IFHHBLEZE. WE. Rk, BE S
W, F 5 AT EIEA 6 XL LR
AT LLE W THO R 0 UG S s, T I E
EHRH % (DPC. SNN-DPC. GB-DPC) £
YA AR CEIR MR B E T H A
% (ACC = 0.93).
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4.1  MHEESHT

FRAR I 2 WG, BV A R B AR TR
(5 o T I B AT AR M M ST R KR
3877 0 IR, A KD B (O(nlogyn)) K
TR GUEAR, W AR (R (14)) % Ok + n);
S 308 A0 R 1 7 I B B A R B (R (12),
2t (13)), 7 TEAE MR 25 ) op S 7 [ —
HEAT 4, $ERF O(mkn). BIIE, M EA B (X
(15)) % O(nlogyn + kn(m + 1)); B, 258
o B TN D B AE T (3 (16)), B
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The clustering results on Olivetti faces by CBPVD

Fig.4
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Table 5  Performance comparison of algorithms on image datasets
Dataset Algorithm Parameter ACC Purity JC ARI FMI
K-means k=40 0.64 0.67 0.01 0.517 0.54
DPC de = 0.922 0.59 0.65 0.02 0.523 0.56
GB-DPC de = 0.65 0.65 0.73 0.05 0.577 0.59
Olivetti SNN-DPC k=40 0.66 0.74 0 0.585 0.61
EC o = 3700 0.44 0.58 0.02 0.22 0.32
BP — 0.03 0.03 0.03 0 0.15
CBPVD 4,0.14 0.75 0.78 0 0.646 0.68
K-means k=10 0.71 0.73 0.04 0.58 0.63
DPC de=1.1 0.60 0.62 0.09 0.475 0.56
GB-DPC de = 10.5 0.61 0.62 0.02 0.468 0.56
Optical SNN-DPC k=10 0.71 0.73 0.20 0.629 0.69
EC o =30 0.69 0.69 0.17 0.596 0.67
BP — 0.80 0.85 0 0.717 0.75
CBPVD 4,0.45 0.93 0.95 0.30 0.889 0.90
K-means k=41 0.52 0.63 0.02 0.51 0.53
DPC de = 6.5 0.53 0.62 0.02 0.48 0.51
GB-DPC dc = 6.5 0.31 0.31 0 0.25 0.35
You-Tube Faces SNN-DPC k=159 0.57 0.69 0.03 0.47 0.50
EC o = 100 0.51 0.56 0.01 0.40 0.46
BP — 0.52 0.62 0.04 0.19 0.32
CBPVD 20, 0.1 0.66 0.88 0.01 0.62 0.64

O(nlogyn); FELITARFRE M (30 (17)) MRS [A] &2 44
FE R O(kn), B JE M A IEE X 38 1 3 73 f O (k+
n). B, BRI B AR e GOkl AR X
R R ZE (3 (18)), BN O(mn(1— 7)n),
TE R 4 538 ROk, SRk ) 52 2% i mT 24
N O(2nlogyn + kn(m +2) +k+n + (1 — 7)n) ~
O(n?). I3 6 Fin, AXEIENERES KZHE
AT A — 2.

®6  HRENH

Table 6 The time complexity of algorithms
Algorithm Time complexity
DBSACN 0(n?)

DPC 0(n?)
GB-DPC O(nlog, n)
SNN-DPC 0(n?)
DPC-RDE 0(n?)
RA-Clust O(n/n)
EC 0(n?)
BP 0(n?)
CBPVD 0(n?)

B T AT, FRAT S A ESE B RN 4 T T
Wik 7 CBPVD 5 BP [Wig47 303, FrHEURSE R
# 2 h Size Al Dim RAIEHE L (Size: 500, 2500,

5000, 10000; Dim: 128, 256, 512, 1024), S5 45 5
WK 5. B CBPVD 5 BP Sk 4b T M [H 1) & 44
B, HIBITCR G ER. BT BP Hik
(13 S B R kAR AL, FERT AT, B AR,
BP 7EALEE Size10 000 £ S i X LAl 8k, ) 7] BY

—&—BP

2.0 —45— Our
215
o
£
= 10r
0.5
od . \ \
0 128 256 512 1024
Dimension
(a)
182.40 T T T )
1347 H —6—
12.50 BP
—45— Our
10.00
«
=
g 750 ¢
&
5.00
2.50
o A .
0 500 2 500 5 000 10 000
Size
(b)

K5 dzArmEdis
Fig.5 Running time test
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{11454 Friedman #5361 Nemenyi Ji S 46 56 —
WM TR 3K 4R 5 FRIEMEE. Ak, TR
BRI T R RE— B, 2% PR B HE T SR AR AE
PEReZE . @t guit, BIEfE 28 MURE LT
J¥ (Average rank) 7 7’8 K-means: 4.7, DPC:
4.52, GB-DPC: 4.80, SNN-DPC: 4.27, EC: 4.36,
BP: 4.29, CBPVD: 1.07. ## b, BIEHLEE 1R
HeF A CBPVD > SNN-DPC > BP > EC >DPC >
K-means.
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UER, e MEHBERNT -1 =6/M28 -1 =
27. EEfE/KF 0.05 FHEOLT, ImFHE F(6, 27) =
2.154948, 7 = 15.606858 & K FIfFE. Kk, &
WA AL, 7 Nemenyi f5 228504, 15 2 7
(Critical difference) OD = qo/K(K —1)/6N =
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The boundary information extraction on MNIST
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Fig.8 Robustness analysis
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