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Abstract

Clustering of high-dimensional data is a crucial but challenging task in data mining and pattern
recognition. The deep clustering usually have better performance than traditional methods due to
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more efficient feature extraction capability of neural networks. Therefore, this paper proposes a
deep fuzzy clustering algorithm based on maximum entropy (DFMEC). The method represents
fuzzy clustering by constructing neural networks and has the interpretability of the model. Jointly
the deep autoencoder model, DFMEC through the network gradient realizes deep feature extrac-
tion and updating the clustering centers simultaneously, solving the problem that hard clustering
cannot update gradients due to the discrete. Moreover, in the optimization of the objective func-
tion of the proposed method, a maximum entropy regularity term based on fuzzy assignment is
added to improve the robustness of the clustering model. Comprehensive experiments on various
high-dimensional datasets show that, in contrast to other advanced deep clustering methods, the
method has better performance in terms of reconstruction representation and clustering quality,
it is demonstrated by extensive experimental analyses.

Keywords

Fuzzy Clustering, Deep Clustering, Interpretability

Copyright © 2024 by author(s) and Hans Publishers Inc.
This work is licensed under the Creative Commons Attribution International License (CC BY 4.0).
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

1. 4R

R MRAE B Xt G AR AT X 0 A1 2Rt A, MR IZIR 1] RGRAC B 2] A5 2GR A [3]
W BT 2T R0 AR SRR EE E 2y PR BRSSO . P 1) D T 2l 2
BE RN TTIEANA o R IALIR AR R, KA ERIEAN RS, AR ERERET “IF
UERIE ” HsRJE R R, Horh K-Means 8382 LAY I RE SRR 5000 SR, sz vl 40 B3 o 5 91 T8 7™ 4 1Y)
KIg, (XL N RG> 10 T5E I A RE I L SR B 5 I SEFR R R - B A SR BB [4]
I B, VR 23T R 70 i ORI VA SR [S] [6] [7]. M SR S8 it i S AR SIS ) A R
TR, R AR SRR M A R O RS A R R 8], RE NS LA WL S RIS At 5

r ERE JEIOT H AT T B PR A R — o RERE S SN R A A LR E
AR RHE R, AT AL G R BVE R 9] o X2 BT i 4 (A B AR ik . A e e
RNEAN A% %5 [A] B 5 (Empty space phenomenon) (5 M . Ui fE x4k = [0 h AT BE s &, (HAEVF 2L R
BN BRI 58 SORBE X A R A (B (. DUt d s L FR SRS 8 o MR S s v P B 3 R R R T ik
KRG MAE e 4R LI RSN o BT XIS, HURRO SRS 10T 22 A AR SRS (L1156 I 2 T I A% 11
JTid R Bl R AL AL R R BT AR AR S 1] o, B3RS S B R . SR, Bk iE
SR A% A AL — > H At DR HE ) P e, A% 75 25 AL B KA 800 7y Tt A7 A R o 30 3 0o IR s 00 kAT
B R 7 R RE S A B ORI SRR IR 3, Bt Zhu 55 A[12] BN B dEAT A F L AR ok
PATHM C PIMERK[5]; SCHR[13] [14]52 i BE ML AN BE WURFE R 7 i RENS AE AR 4E K L ol 3] — L
TilsE X%, 2Tk, Rathore S5 A[15]HRYERE LRSS St — R PR SR SRIE, 4RI 1 g4 IR ik
HE o BM 122 A JRER 16102 — Fh ELR AR Ay ik, RONE AN R M#%IE % 1 IR IVRFAE 148 . 81T,
KT BORRENE AT — € R L L R R e Bl TR IR M, (B AR RS A2 2 et L SR e LABAS (2 2%
ARITRREER

TR e R 2 R AT IR, K TR MBS RR SR P o ST 45 6 (MR B BRI ik A — Nl
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(A SE 77 1), 3% A& B TR FEE o 21 J7 VA RS e s b A 3% v 40 5 2 B0 1 P AE SRR 45 4« Ji 55 N [17]488 F I
JERREE W20 S A BE B 4, NGRS SR IAE 2R G40 7 S SR 2B I i, Peng %5 A [18]7EMLEERY 3 T4
B M RR[LOEATIREY B, $RHRE TR Xie [20)%5 N4 B ohdnfides SRBHLE A,
TR iR N\ S8 2R 5 (Deep Embedded Clustering, DEC), i id I Z: H shZmfig 2%, 2 > R IGEE IR 4E R AL,
K B B AR A R AR AT Kullback-Leibler (KL)HLEE RIS A02%, KRigHETH 1 w4k £ R R 2K
ft. Yang % AN [21] 85 Ok B 3hdmtin#s 5 K-Means SRR L5, ML S K-Means K25, TEMHER T E
FPERE. Guo 55 A [22]4E 40 2% bR H P oI N B M TR G E IR FE IR N SR 2K . L [231K DEC I Tl 25 W 2% B 46
N CNN, I 7B BRGNS R ERE, T 7 BARREMEGE. Rikz i, SRESIME S
M IRIGEH H T HIE BRI [24], T TRK[25], EIRK[26]55%

U R R 0T 1 K 2 R IR R 24 ) S G  R RS T b Al 4s &, R iE S 5%
KA NP AL R FE . EARHLUE, FRAE 2% S B B B R B R J A 2 M S50, TR
28 )3 3 45 SE R H A eR BOR SEBLR 2B b O R IBAREE B . MR SO I AR AR SRR BN o S5 BER) 3R
VR EFIR S A BN gm AL SR 8, JRATTH AR IHLE W 78— AN 1T LA 78 3 ) F b £ TN 6% i 21 g A1 A 119 ¢
FERUR TR, HARRIMTLREHEEMENE NS Rtk Kk, RXAHT—FiET
5t KRS PV A58 58 25 77 7% (Deep fuzzy clustering based on maximum entropy, DFMEC). % /7% 87 H
PR W2 SR RN SRS, BCE B ZhgmiL a8 4%, REf8 R T IS 7E MR on 25 IB] . AR ABL I 32 = A0 e K00
IE WAL = AN T7 T RS T = 4E 008 SR 2R M R 2R M RE, RIS T3 th R0 SRR W 4 L T R R o ARHIE AL
1 2 EERE AU

(1) e 7 R SR 2 Bl T3 29 AP I AN RE BEBTRR B2 1 )/ . DFMEC 1) TSR 5 25 v 1) S Jasd 32 (0 1
Wit 7 — AN ERE R ERACE R 7, (RO RS @ B L T BRBEE 2 W 28 [ S 8 — ik
B

(2) i#id DFMEC 5& XK HARer &, BERE N =TT ISR TR RMERE : AR R A1) . M BA IR L B Ak
SR ) BEAR bR 5K

(3) P AIRERITR KL B AT TRV . SRR N — AN “ B A, JEE IR AR T
PERLH . BEAh, BT [0 AT Al R AR 28 X 48 K 22 0 T M BT 55 et H IR [27], A 03K 6o TG M B AR B 2K
RS Wit — T R P 45 RE AL .

2. EfER
2.1, R C B{ERHK

1 C 518 J 25 (Fuzzy C-means, FCM) [515752 FORETTVEN — M. 1EAIET HAr R4 1 R
FKHEEZ —, FCM IRIEHIR m 5 RE L2 M BRIEE RN R, BB B2 & R 4, 8T i/
16 H AR R BRI B2, AR KRARBE B3R & 1 SR BRI It R AN s P 1 A 2 e

X445 € RS X :{xi eR%i=12,-, N} s HerP e AU RS | MREA, N AT d 2 iR EE
FERTIBCE RIS B B A AFAE C A0, T FCM [ H AR R ECH :

Jeem (U,V)=miniiu{j" ||xi—vj||2 1)

j=li=1

Hep, vV ORREFODIERE, v 25§ SRERET G U SRR, HPRBE iy iﬁ&iuij =1H
j=1

Uy €[0,1], HRBHE S x BT 5 § FBIOMEEE, Rk TR R SRR AR AR, SR PR (i
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I 1 ARREIE R 5 IZEARUE S, BEEE 0 R 5 SRR AR, SR 2R LR R
FERIR/NR R BEDFEAR PRI A m BB ISR A, T B RS ER BT, AFE m X
SE R RE (U SR SIGR BE) P AEAN R I RE IR, 8 15 DL MRS LI 2008 m HUE N 2. X T FCM BA
fett, Sebr b — X EAR LA, BIZA At — AR, fE AR Ik, e RIEE
PBREUI 2R A, Bk Y SR 73545 B B L gy AR 0 vy IO TH R RIE S, B

R8I Mij EARA LN

-2

&) o
=t A
R v IER AR N:
ZN:ui’.“xi
v, = (3)
P

Il
iN

FCM BRI AC SR At i R R AN W2 5 B8 U AV B 3 H AR R 3, BIRIE A X (2)seiH 5
B, FREAKXQ@UFERER S, HEFTERERE, WA E i T e R ERA R EIEZ L
SIS B H R IMR . 548 FCM BRI E) R 2 28 O(NC?dt), JL+h t v FCM USRI 3L
AAERIL, FEREABE R B AL 45O, FCM SIS AR I 75 BT S T P ok, Sk liesh
BARURBAR AR 5 1 il

2.2. BT BEaRIGAFHRERA

H 54w %% (Autoencoder, AE) [28]:2—Fh H 4 i3 25 (Encoder) Flf#HD 2% (Decoder) 4H il i TG W B 41 25 )
B, & H AT RS 2 M SR 2 — . il a8 2 Z A MG B AR, 7T LS ST N
IR RRFE s ARAD 2% BOAE RN Sn i 2% 25 20 IR FT R AE St [m] R a6 50 23 W) B Bh4m D 25 1 B AR i /M
HRE, B ANEEE S B 2 R 225 . @xmr, B shgniis s nr DL > BIEHE 1A 8E R,
IR A DA T [ . RRAE2E ) . FMRS5AT 45, [ Bhy i A B () E A 353 5k bR 50— R T R

L - mmi”xi 9,2 @)

o £,() 1 go( )73 MARK I 25 AERD 2%, 2 = f,(X) A2 5 N\ s 280 2 6 4 i A )5 15 21 (1A 2 ) & )l
ZridiErh, B shgmbt a8 g Y #  >) BEE A Rk R, RGBT R 5 31 B R0 RCR R HEAT LAY
v .

BT B B A8 IR FE TR — Mg & B s I A28 A SR AR %, AT LSO IR RFAIE 2 2
RRHTIBE AL, T2 N vEm A &R R EE R . EMDGE g A A5 ARG 2RI, 18 AR
5E IR 55 R FH A [R] R 2 ) 25 RO AR J2 SR A TR AE 2 T X 25, Bl an 2 )2 i AL B AR I 2% . KA id
25 (LSTM) [29]. £k HIER I [30]45. 14 1 5T E Shgmhs 28 iR B 5 SRR i) — M 5 F i fE
&, 2SR 5% H b R O L 0 B R IR 2 S A R (RVRFAE 7 ST R0 R Lpee MR I R 45126
L) FIZIEZ G, B E 34 i a5 VR SRS A 45 2k iR B — A 3P R

minL =aly, + ALy, @>0,8>0 )

Horr, o M RTINS RR I B S 4

DOI: 10.12677/csa.2024.144097 279 R HURLE 5 R


https://doi.org/10.12677/csa.2024.144097

Decoder

8o

1
— X' — L,

Encoder .
X —> — —
Jo

Clustering
Model Ld”

Figure 1. The structure of the deep clustering model based on the autoencoder
1. ETBamEaRaRE REREEN

P AG Ge R0, R S B v VR P 28 T 2% BT 25 ST AR 35153 24 F) SR SR AR 485 4, FE A
FANA S A 10 57 2 SO B LA O 07 ) B
3. ETRAXBRELREEMEEA
3.1. =R HE P LE LI
HET FCM BREIEM AR, A S0 M — AN F R B K I 2 R AHE S, BT ST 1 B2 52
T AR AL VR RO R R, 1 SRR B 1 AR R R 3R (L) HAT 5 S
mmzzyxﬁﬂh_wr (6)
j=li=1

Horbr o) —HE LHIERIBEEARIFR R, o(q) T VB MR REIE L x X5 | NMERROERE, H
¢ (%) e[0, 1] SELHM C BMERIAFEIE, pO)ENEB AR B TRIRAEE, AT ZHH U
Hom iz, w7 EMINBGEECEXS B br R B G R 2RI 5.

N T SO LM AR IR, Reoxt 22 30(6) AT T

[ =vil = I =29+, ™
M EIRT), X
I =a.w, =2v,. v [ =b, ®)
Horr, a Bl by 48R xR vy R AK B R R W AERE WSS B, 5 v R B R
Gt ASRTRIASR(), AT LA M H 0 55 x AN rh Lo vy 22 1] (985 8 4R FE A A

||xi -V, ||2 =a +b, -W/x 9)

4

y:ZWJ.Txi (10)
j=1
A AL R T SR, K ENMA MmN Z, W R MM ZAUE R, THE—z
AN ESEIN AR Q)M . E 2 FroR, SMENKLSHAE—ERMANE, —ZR&EM
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Figure 2. The structure of cluster layer’s neural network
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GETET >0, FEALR o)A B R R
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3.2. BiREHMIALTHT

RBREAS Z IR EARAL, A 70 AT S BN A ) SRS R I AN 20 B A Bt SR ) e 28 R R R
AARAIREIE, PRI, R TR AR BN REAS B LA T 0 T AN R — R . O T IT(ERR, 1 ¢(%)
5N g RIERAKEG)M2F(9), RRZHK Hbrp ] LLRIRN:

K
Li, =2 ¢, (a+b; -W/x) (12)
j=1

R~ XE@)IES A:

(13)

TEX BB Z BTG, T a &% &, Wi AN@3)nrH, i B/ Mb H br 3 A 5
(2% SE W] by KT IE 55 R, Bl SR ZHIMRAC K M LA S, S BUR SO AT E 4 R . ik,
RS (1 S 38 I VA — Ak D R B m 2R R e

w3 R, B Wo RoRPIEIAUE, Wy RELE —REF R IBUE, G FonbhE. HriK
3(a) BRI MO L G BERLAL Wy, TTRESER Wy & T I8 55 Kifi JeiEUsi: 14 3(b) ¥4 B #7515 301 Wy 15—
b, FTCARH IR T IR 55 K, (HR W B i K75 5 5 BUR R B R, A M IR ARRE 5
P 3(c) FE AR U T T I TR o B ARG FEEAT 0 — 1k, BRBEREIE W 7B R AR T 95 K, R4k
B 7 A R B AR E

Bk, T B R SREAUE TR T T8 55 K S BOCRIS, DR B T & A LR (H AR 4k T
SECE I B K I i 2= T S EOR R AL . ENGR R R, SRAR AR R AU R — 1k
frsems, DLIE RO RE R, #hfifaoe sk, BRI S, A SORMGZEEER S % 5—14h 1
AR x| =1), B RO AR — (b L AR v, | =1). ik, A50Q2)T UE S K.
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Figure 3. Updating weights and gradients with different normalization strategies
3. MEIEFEENERRET— LR THERAR

3.3. BT HRAKHRERMIR AW v RRR

N T LRERB FTARFR AR ()0 RAEE R BRI, A SCHE T iR BB [31], X o(X) it N
MR, DLHOR ORAE X 3RS A0 STE AR L A R 0 A SE AN 20, /A TR o g 7 A S B T3
BE AR RSB . DAL, 2T OB AR SRR M 2% DFMEC (1 H b e E0m] 38 SR

minLoss=L,,. +AL

Rec clu

$h-sta-o[$ 80 0 iz

j=1i=1 i

(15)

M=

N
-1

Il
5N

620, (5|

Horb 2 REMBURA BRIV INE S S, ¢ 2B ENAREHE 0 < 5 < 1. BAMHEANELR A 4,
DFMEC HIERAZ W T

T, WEIEE X MAS B s g gt b, il gn b 88 £, )4 SR AR 50 g i LS SIS HERRAE
0], 2] B R A EE PR sURIE RN 2, B ARAD 28 ga( ) K WS IR S5 R R A0E 2 [R] (B 35440 R 26 i N 2R
W), THEE SR EE 2 I AR Lreco [FIN, 7EX I BIRAFRHELRR z )5, HWHEH 2 AN
PR TR M 2, FE SR B R RN 2 AT O Pl A IR by, AR50 BRI 4 it i fse K
JEIENR AT R EHR Laws BIGIRA Lree 1 Loy VIGREEMERL . BN Zhidd 72 51 28 SR ISBLHURI B A
B, WA @R T B A AT S H O .
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Figure 4. The flow of the DFMEC model framework
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3.4. DFMEC By AT 14

BB AR A T 20y ST AR R S AR [32], ERTRR R AE R I N
VHORRRE ik, BRI IS . 250l N2 I 05 3R SR AR I 63 36 i T B e
FIRI R, {9 A1 B ) T 0T DA PR SRAR AR it O OO o 5 AR R AE U I 25 2 J X
T T AR 7, RS 3 R 4 TR 45 5 o P SR A R ) TR R, B o G
TEREAT. BARE AT, KOS P HAK A BT A S R B 179

ORTT, SAZI T — LA 0SS S B P SRR KRBT IR o X T ARSI R
B, 3L TTARRERE Y SR AT RO S B, LRI S B B AT R R R . AR
YO T I 24 R 05 A B R 2 R ST R, R — A I L SRR 15 B ARRE” (AT
WRRRSTHEN. R4S/ 40 DFMEC BUEFUA T ARBEPE (045 24

TSR tH RIS S AR RA 10 FLRBRSONARIE, FAT B (0T 50 . BORISE R
AN RS, BAEE OB ORI 3 AT ATRRRRRE . M, DU AR A
1, SRR O A0 S0 4 R Bt 05 L 7R B 080 7 B 55 5 GE 08 B0 2 ) B 4
2 S AFI R RRHERT B . {2 DFMEC o, BRI N SR b R MR M 4% 8 T 58
R4 B 25 1 O E T B . BBV IROR IR B W R0 R ARV, H1 AR (8)
5 ST R, RS V ATLUBIY — W RS, RURAERE LRI KR, Wik

PMEXEFR, WBIAREE j REREFO v RERNER T IALE SR L Z Rz, i
5, ANTREZHMETW] X, WNECERAES T, EFRT 6558 ] MEETLRRZMUEL, 8.

cos<WjT,xi> i Ly 0

__ Wik W, % =V X (16)
ThoTE e o i T YA
"Wi " - x| 2
VE T BRI () FE SRS 7 v 1) A o 6 2508 SUgE AT R 0 B, SR R R h R B A
[F 2 AEAE TG oi(x) T B INAAEE m (2 Y, Wi S5+ KR 5 BAS & 1 B s, k=
HIR B AR, MBI SRR B A R G etE. ok, Mp W 0 BT, ORI SR SOKE 1% v R
RBATHEAS o BOM S22 0% H R B0 s 2 I B 20 ic J5 i X IR SR 2R S5 R . 12 BRI SR R M mT MR 2 2]
HESE T8 SCIA0 2% R A H b e/ MG S5 & B2 O AR 22

() EHHER - IF
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Figure 5. The flow of the fuzzy clustering laye

B 5 RMRLRRIZEH

FERCHI ISR 28 i, W&l 5 Fos, BUEFERE W AT LB A2 d iy S8 A A R RE Iy, PR AR
IR H br A 2] — AU T RET 2 S EOR AT T . WER IS EERE, 8 y "R
R R T R (BRI B 5 S JE S Ao 2 TR R A DA 22 5 ) W el M Kl 0 BIUAH ML o ELAAHB U,
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PRl xi SRR SRR 1] AR DL 22 g 388 e T o B (7R 1K LR R R SRR B R PR B () EAT A8 2
gy, FRRE AL R/NER RER B AL, RFEARDURE sy, B Bl JEL U T SRR SRR R ik, BN i 5
FEAS TR PO R Z MOE Z 7 2 ). 538k, FEIRRIS, o) WIMEE LB AR Mt, [HR55R%K
FRCo AR AU g ) B30t s 32 SRR IR QT AR AR R Bl i 459 30 0 SR i, 8T Al il 2
BRI M

4. SCHSTHR
4.1. ST

N T BAE DFMEC BUEMARE, 75 6 AN BA Bt 0 s 4E40R 4 i T 75258, 4052 MNIST,

Fashion-MNIST (F-MNIST). USPS. CIFAR-10. STL-10 f1 SVHN. H: MNIST #4455 70,000 5K M
0 ] 9 3L 10 M T 5 57, TR K FE BB MG 3 RST R/ 28 x 285 F-MINIST #dfi 8 2 — M B AU MNIST
FEH TR EREIREE, 17 70,000 7k 10 ANSEAIA R o #dE: USPS HdE 42 H 9298 7k 16 x 16
BEKNOTFS5H 7K IZ -G STL-10 K H ImageNet 24, £94 13,000 7k 10 NMEHIMEGEF,
RGBSR <14 96 x 96; CIFAR-10 #iE4 1 10 2853 60,000 7KK [ CIFAR-100 ) 32 x 32 k/h
R R R SVHN #7511 RS 2R 45 10 28508 99,289 7k 32 x 32 Bl Hf . HU4m A1 H Ak
SREAIE 1. G REE, e, SN EEESARBUEM U . 54h, 506
—AN AR, SRR IR IR & I — R N IR S I RSk H

Table 1. The statistics of datasets
=1 BREFKITHER

BAGIES FEA K SRPNIN HARAER BNl T AL
MNIST 70,000 28 x 28 784 10 1
F-MNIST 70,000 28 x 28 784 10 1
USPS 9298 16 x 16 256 10 1
CIFAR-10 60,000 32 x 32 1024 10 3
STL-10 13,000 96 x 96 9216 10 3
SVHN 99,289 32 %32 1024 10 3

FiAb, R T TE YRR AR I H A DFMEC Sy 5 HoAh 28 i 1) R B SR ISR, AR SO 3 5 961 K-Means.
FCM. MEC. SC &AL 4 EIHE LD AE. VAE. GAN. DEC. DAC %5 2 b F T & Fi it 7t 1) 2 ik
(IR P SRR . IR, SR SR 2K B2 (ACC) M — Ak BLAZ B (NMI) B ASVEAR F AR R IE Al SR st RE . o,
XA TR AR IR R = 2 SR R R R AT

T R4 R 2 A g2 (3o rh, B 0 46 LU ) B ME 5 (10 A T B 4 FL A SR SR R RF AR 24 T R D
Uk, FESRIGH, ARSCHmidasgi ik B NGRS LN, KhaslUANERERBNSERE, G2
(36 RUZ /NI B B A 3 % 3, M o 45 K 1 B N i) 2 X 28 45 4 (1 B2 1% . ] 6 BTk, L Conv2-(32, 3,
2, VIREM R K EGHIZIEELCY 16, HGHUIZ KNN3 x 3, KN 2 MEBERZ, HA N1 FC-(512)%
7N H1 256 AMA TG R 452 ConvTranspose2d-(32, 3, 2, VIRE M & B E .

N T B A R S HOG SRR AT M RCR AR s, BN E S BN SE, I HAE S50 R U 3R
WS NN R SR E AR BN S B E . Bl AR RO i B K B R /Nt 2 i SR 2%
SEOL, X BN MR B HRR A AR 2 A R/ M ZE R B 8. e T USRS 1% 3= A T°[0,255] 2 IF],
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DR AR R A EW BN 1, IBARRIKR S EMBURIIHE T RE 2 K. Bk, fEsKierd, 7
KEWRENGREN T oL —, DRFRESMBURLE. 540, BRERIE— OB KEZR 0.2 15,
KRN T B IEUIGR RO R AR LR -

(T 'T '€ '¢€)-gAuod
(T 'T '€ '¢€)-gnruod

pzesodsuel | AuUoD

TR

Figure 6. The framework of convolutional autoencoder

6. ERBTNMIDERLH

4.2. EWERE S

# 2 M 3 45 THE 6 NMEAPRIEM B ERAARIRBEIEN ACC F1 NMI. DU AR H &
NI T RN RS B ARPER 2 Fk 3 S5 IR EoR, H A IR EERHMER R R 2877k (W0 AE. VAE Al
DEC %) 1 BE B TAL G i I 2607 (I K-Means. FCM il SC %5). X it W EF X M 4e B 2%, (R
FERFIERR 7R 17715 L ELHAE SR A Kt % 1) b SRR T e R4S 2 2 R .

Table 2. ACC indicator results for clustering using different algorithms on six challenging datasets

2. 1E 6 MEARNMIEIER LIERTRIMEEHITRAEN ACC HEIRER

Algorithms Dataset

MNIST F-MNIST USPS CIFAR-10 STL-10 SVHN

K-Means [33] 0.524 0.225 0.466 0.116 0.175 -

FCM [5] 0.548 0.349 0.643 0.167 0.133 -

MEC [31] 0.426 0.203 0.420 0.102 0.087 -

SC [25] 0.479 0.359 0.659 0.138 0.158 -
AE [28] 0.812 0.494 0.716 0.161 0.253 0.109
VAE [34] 0.821 0.505 0.702 0.151 0.209 0.110
GAN [35] 0.827 0.534 0.737 0.143 0.210 0.102
DEC [20] 0.843 0.516 0.712 0.191 0.229 0.136
DFKM [21] 0.862 0.501 0.734 0.220 0.232 0.112
DAC [36] 0.946 0.544 0.795 0.237 0.296 0.151
DFMEC 0.948 0.605 0.847 0.243 0.237 0.155
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Table 3. NMI indicator results for clustering using different algorithms on six challenging datasets
= 3. 1£ 6 NEBSE M BIEE L ERTRERIMEE#HITRER NMI 18R R

Dataset
Algorithms

MNIST F-MNIST USPS CIFAR-10 STL-10 SVHN

K-Means 0.492 0.171 0.452 0.078 0.114

FCM 0.482 0.231 0.614 0.039 0.098

MEC 0.376 0.158 0.325 0.022 0.078

SC 0.621 0.275 0.681 0.047 0.097
AE 0.725 0.532 0.686 0.063 0.154 0.067
VAE 0.752 0.497 0.711 0.118 0.143 0.072
GAN 0.765 0.586 0.696 0.123 0.147 0.095
DEC 0.793 0.587 0.722 0.128 0.158 0.111
DFKM 0.780 0.572 0.718 0.086 0.113 0.091
DAC 0.854 0.513 0.753 0.155 0.217 0.113
DFMEC 0.885 0.672 0.782 0.135 0.166 0.119

XA B 2R B, N ACC A NMI PEA FEBR 1] & H AR SCHE H K 77 15 (DFMEC) E TR 6 M Sk
T TR SR L R

£ MNIST #5841, AHEC T oA 9 P TSRS E L, DFMEC HU45 T ACC F1 NMI, 435l
IEE]T 0.948 i1 0.885. X L& IR E ik N5 DEC, DFMEC /£ ACC 127+ T4 10.5%, NMI
RTT4) 9.2%. 54h, DFEMEC A LAATEZ E S gmtd 48347 TS, 1M BB BN R34 T ity 1) ity
Wk, x0T F BEFE [ shd s AT I 2R DEC Sk 5. X+ DFKM, 5 SCH H kAl
B8 T T O BL IR SR 1k, 5 HAR I TR 5 DL RO 0 AR R R R M b, e
AN F AR LA R AR T, U T RORIE AR R R B A E R AR ) S R R ), H
TR . 5RISVERM T IR BiE N B2 DAC ML, DFMEC th= i, 7 NMI f&br 1
BT T 0.31%. FHEIEHMEZ, DAC HiLK ACC Z iTLLEIE 90%LL b2 oAy AE S Ssd e b A 7
WEAE R, I BAEWILE I X AR AT T 38 A0 3, R T T RHIES: ST BE ), REE A ROt R TR 2K
FEJE . 1 DFMEC 7 3% 2 o 500 AN SR HUAT ] 435 e 1) AT 42 TRt A R i 0 38 b v 1) SR S 2, 150
DFMEC 4 A 55 T oAb Jedk (R B SRRk e, JF HAEMFI AT, @B T B SR 2 2] I 2%
— T TR SR IS O I BRI T TR A LA G R B SR 2 T VR (0 B SR ST FIRRAIE 2 20) 6 45 B A iz Ak g
A&,

0
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Figure 7. (a) The clustering center for DFMEC learning and visualization in MNIST at Epoch = 0;
(b) The clustering center for DFMEC learning and visualization in MNIST at Epoch = 500; (c) The
clustering center for DFMEC learning and visualization in MNIST at Epoch = 2000

7. (a) Epoch = 0 Bf DFMEC % 35 MNIST B3 7050 #4t; (b) Epoch = 500 B DFMEC
2 3)H MNIST B0 5aT#L4K ;5 (c) Epoch = 2000 At DFMEC 2 S MNIST B2 5]
M

] 7 /& DFMEC 7EXT MNIST $4E££ AT SR 2RI S i R0, 8] 7(a)~(c) Il R m I ZRak AR £
h 0~ 500. 2000 fif DFMEC 22> B IR 2Kty . AIAIER KL, DFMEC fE ISyt 2 E By “4”7 f
“97 , (ABEE BRI ZRREIE N, Bes s FLIX 4y, & ) B T B BRI R L. FR,
MEAT B P IALEE R, DFMEC 580 B8 B BRI X 43 FF K, 2 2 B R p O RR 88 A U 3R0R
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Figure 8. The clustering center for DFMEC learning in USPS at Epoch = 0 (left) and Epoch = 2000 (right)
[& 8. Epoch = 0 (Z)#1 Epoch = 2000 ()it DFMEC 5 3] #Y USPS B2l

E USPS ##i54E I, DFMEC TEM ML TR bR FARIREUT T BefE, ACC Al NMI 43 il b H AtV BB B
FIRBEIEIRTE T 5.2%H1 2.9%. AHELF Frf st b FATE o B 4 b SRS RE 3 THFE %, DFMEC £
USPS ¥4 R RESRTH N .35, IXAE IR USPS 4 5 (10 55088 4 FE K /INE 6 AN SR SE i,
FER KT RE 08 18 I 3 3 1545 2 ) B LR A A AR MERRRAE, X 00T EDE 1 RR1E % =) R ) B,
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DFMEC (11 RE AT LAk — 048 . 18] 8 JE/R T Ml gk ARk ECH 0 i DFMEC %% 2] 2] USPS [ 2Khut
(72 B LR ) 23 AR YR B 2000 iF DFMEC 2% =) 31 i) USPS 188280 (F E) .

7t CIFAR-10, STL-10 1 SVHN =AM =4k 3 iBiEEE 4 ., DFMEC ML T HAL L R K HIEA 5
ANFEIFREE BT . 5 AR M, BRI AN RIS TR AR A DAC B AE 8 bl A B UG bR 25
Bl e STL-10 $di 4 E KK LI L DFMEC B, {HIX & DFMEC fEERINS I B R IIZE R . Ak,
I FRENTE A2, Frie H BOM SR 2% B T AR, [Rlk DFMEC 36 B A B IR vl iR % 2] B
A i FE v B A AR, IR AR B AR R T AN B 1
5. B4

ICN=A
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etk feJa, RS mAEREESE EASHIRISIE %05k, 45 REW], DFMEC fERRIERE T mit T
oAt N )2 AR G IR RANTR BE IR RIS . SAEIRITT A LE, DFMEC SR FHROM 2828 Hh 70 il 1) S8 AR
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