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Abstract

The development of most existing soft subspace clustering algorithms is based on information within
clusters, while information between clusters is ignored, resulting in severe information loss and con-
siderably limiting the performance of the algorithms. In this paper, information within clusters and
information between clusters are integrated into the objective function of existing soft subspace clus-
tering algorithms. Meanwhile, to improve the robustness of the algorithm, we adopt a defuzzification
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constraint weight strategy and combine the ideas of fuzzy weighting and entropy weighting to con-
struct a new weight constraint function. On this basis, a new objective function is constructed, and
the DCSSC (Defuzzification Constraint Soft Subspace Clustering) algorithm is derived. Experi-
ments were conducted using artificial synthetic datasets and UCI datasets to evaluate the perfor-
mance of the algorithm. In comparative experiments with several existing soft subspace clustering
algorithms, the DCSSC algorithm shows advantages in both performance and stability. Finally, the
Friedman test is used to verify that the performance of the newly proposed algorithm is significantly
different from that of existing soft subspace algorithms, and that this difference is statistically sig-
nificant.
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1. 5|

BEE N LR SHIEY IR E, REBEARENHIE T FAEEENEH . RREE TR
DR 5 S BT BT SRR AN R R FR BRI 2 . AT SR 2R 55 K-means 3% . K-means 55 R
BRI, AR5 A, &SR 3 s A R EMA ST E, HT K-means
FEAIAE I B L BENLIE R, IR MIIAA TR DA R4S 05 5 I R 8 R AR R OR 2 57
Xk K-means Hi26t TG RO I R LU BRI, BTbL S BURIE AR E MR . B RRTE A3
FR AL 1) AR 5 PR R SRR SRR . e L HER, RBFESTZ N TF, BN
Sl N PG b B 2 AT [ 1]-[6] -

Kuo-Lung Wu % A1E FS SEMEA Fx H HARRBOHATIE 1T, 1ES/IMERE N 5B 1 [R5
(R B R, JEHESH T FCS Hi£[7]. Lin Zhu 58 A\AE IFP-FCM HE R LA EAT s, K IFP-FCM &

i R B R B 0TRSO £ (1) = Dy (1 ) SRMHIEE AR EBRIRAL, JEARE S T
j=1

GIFP-FCM $.3%[8]. AHET IFP-FCM Sk ()55 J& FE AR R 2L € Oy 2, GIFP-FCM R 155 & AR 3=
HO Ay DURRHEAS [7] I £dh 4 R s g

R GBI RIS T DATE R 2500 N RBLH R 1Tk B8, (ER 78 D6 = 4 25 1) R 280
TR G IR SR AR WM B AZAE ™ F AN R (9]0 PR AR G ) SRS R 0 0 3 I 5040 i 2 (1] P s 1y
EATRIAAFRREE, SATIEBL S I BR AR K 20 R 2 RHEMBIR &, mIRe HIER — R ER L E—
X B 5 AT REAE SRR AE AR R PR S LRI, 1 9 A — R A A s TR IR SRR TR I BE B s LR
IS DL BT DAEVF 2 IS R i) 2 4 R BRSNS AR B0 rUl s S A E FRHE TR G, BRI
FIHHE SARLE T A F R RHE T 25 (8 [10] 0 4% 5510 58 28 B To 4R BN 00 B 0 RFIE 2 A], ax 2
&G0 RIS R PR BT LE

NT ORI, N AR T AR, I BRI SR O AR . A I SR 2R
MARIEF—NMUEES, EARK TN EEER. TEMERS R EZR T, 4l “5E
TR MR FREERER” o T2 0 R 152 R —Hh £ A [RI S I AR B 25 R RS
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Tl W R REIEFEAWM RN, A | kim s M CmrRim R fJy
2, ML R 23 (R SRR AR B T X AT IE T R R . R BT | R B T R IR
2[R HEATE: R, Agrawal 55 N2 H ) CLIQUE 5.7%[11]; C. H. Cheng %5 A $2 H 1) MAFIA 5i%[12];
S. Goil, %5 A#H I ENCLUS Syk[13]. 3T “H L F 7 HiEFF R IR 125 [0 R 5 LA H5: ORCLUS
H%[14], PROCLUS #3%[15], DOC Hy%[16]. AN[E T-h 7% () SRR ReAE i U0 725 1), 7EEKT- 25 [
I FEA, SR EAREAE B E  A [R] PR B DL AT S A [ (R R X IR AR B A B DTk Al i,
FEAEXTAS RIGE#E 5 B 0T e A . BT (a0 mT DU SR B CE A SR IR . K725 0] 5 %‘éﬁ
AR RN T, P2 T B MR EE T TN RTF R R . BRATEAESE /N R PR Ay
JUFNE ML . ARSCH B ZHW T

(1) AN EH R T RIRBEE LR, T AR, JRA e R T & .

(2) = TEAHIE IR A SCHE ) DCSSC Hi .

(3) EBPUT AL EE Sy, FATEN T EIEHEM UCH $di 8 EAYSELe, I61F DCSSC Bkttt Al
Rtk

(4) HJEiEid Friedman 560 M43 HIX ASFHEVETE NMI, RI fibs LAERE 2R, HXMERAESE
it R .

2. XI1E

LA IR 2 B0 23 () S0 1) B b bR B0 A 55 I BCEE B IURIE LT, B 75 S/ ME S S 5 R

PR ORI INBCEE B, [RIB 2SR /3T B X = {X, Xy, -, X, } SRR R
J(UVW) =3 Y uwdist(x,v)+ 7P (wy) &)
=1 i

For, mRRABRIARE(— MBI m > 1, Pl SRR R ERIE) s ¢ RN Fia (R U o A R B ) s
y FoREMERE, R(wy ) FoRBI0. T L HARR S0 B, BRI Ve 2 5 H br
B, JEHES HERE IR S BRI T R R R SR S . AR RN T OB 2 I R R T ) 5
KA.

B, AT G.J. Gan, J.H.Wu ZE A$2H K FSC (Fuzzy Subspace Clustering) [17]512 347 ] B ()
o ZEVER) B bR R BT FTR:

c d c n d 2
JUVW)=e3 > w +zzuijkzw;k (X =V )
j=li

:Jii 1W [ i V j (2)
.-

s.t.u; €{0,1},> u; <Zuu<N O<ij<leJk—1

BBV = [ vpeev ] U =[u, ] A BROR A B B LA RIBERISSERE: C, D, N 451

FORBIRE P RS, BURERIEM AN, DB SRR AN ERE S B BCE ) R AN
1, Wy RORTTECA SR | ANERFREE k AN ERT AL . ﬁﬁ%%ﬁ?&%éﬁﬁ?ﬁﬁ\%ﬁ%% ISOAINIIEZd)
SR FIAE, 7E HARRECR 1) & FRORIE— MR/ & B FH A2l S 78 SR 20 R v R A 4
(1 B R Dy 2 v AR 1 R

5 FSC S4B E /3 BL AR, L. Jing % A4 H T EWKM (Entropy Weighting K-means) i, %
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SSRGS BCE R 2 BL[18], B/ H AR R B T R
(U v W) Zzuuzwjk( ik ij) +7zzwjk IOgWJk

j=1i=1 k=1 j=1k=1 (3)
s.t.uy e{O,l},Zc:uij :1,O<Zuij <N,0<w sl,ijk =1
=1 1 k=1

ZENEIEE I NE B, TR A U 2 A DT R OK (R AR A P IR T SR AR, T DTk
BN BRI 24 B IR 7 SE /N A, R S B4 AL A IO SRR 7 EWKM %5k, Zhou, Jin
S NN AR 8262 — NI RS HERE o) @, B A2 4R /e, IR B I8 iR 15 i~ i
EY, JEIERH T EWFCM (Maximum Entropy Regularized Weighted Fuzzy C-means)$57%[19], %545
B T ASABUEE B A I NRRAERS AL E AT, S T — B BARR L, W R s

n " 2 e d
‘](U'V'W):Zzuij ij<xik_vjk) +7 2 2 Wy Inwy

=1 k=1

4)

Horbm EHIIEEL 28y >0.
Fx 7 EWKM Hi%EH EWFCM SIEH R T8 B LS, LAC (Local Adaptive Clustering)fy2:[20] A F
M. LAC 5i%H H AR E0 R PR :

c d c d
‘](U v W) Zzwjkxjk“‘?/zzwjk Inw;,
[EPE) EPE 5)
d
s.t.u; €{0,1}, iu” :1,0<iuij <Nand ) w, =1
=) = k=1

i 2
;uij(xik _ij)
ﬁ\:l:':l Xjk :'*n—

2t

PA b A28 B DY AN 503 2 B e O AL A B B R 07 o OB, B 1 X P o 43 O A R 1)
AP T RA I HEWRFR A LAC (Local Adaptive Clustering) [21]503:, %535 [F] 1 A T B2 31 i) 3
T LAC 53k, Nl RS A 1 IX LA 411 LAC S8 i dr 44 4 LACL, FITH R EIM LAC 5ik#
i i 4o LAC2 Bk, LACL 5i%H H bs s 0 R FioR:

» XH y > 0 RZEEPH A2, EIEhlE S Z R AN Z R

c d

J(UV,W)=>>wexp(-X)
j=1k=1
c n d (6)

st.uy €{0,1}, > u; =1,0< u; <nand Y wj =1
j=1 i=1 k=1

zuij (Xik —Vi )2
Hr Xy =B, SEMEEIA B PR, 2SRRI B AR R AR R

J:LEI’JEA? 8] RRBLIEAIT R BAF R 1) T2 MR, (H K S B3 (i 8 e AT {ELAS G A T
RLE LR TE T RN R ERREIT RN, 2% 7 —SEERER, . BRI SR, MEHE%
FIVEREA BERS BRI T T XA W AR5 18, AT & TR A R UL R B (4 2 B2, T
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R T —Fh B B R T2 IR R 2K
3. DCSSC &%
B

55 2 WP A T A IR IR T LU H I K 2 BT A () SRR SRR AR TR NS BT K
RN, —eE BRI EEIFRGRA A Hob, fRIE X IR REA & HEMT, Wu A
P %A BB 5 1 8] 7 B BETT R T — PGB RO SRR T30 & KA A a5 AR B 7% A 8 R A
HROH 12 1B JB R R R [ 7T R I

S = 2220 (5= (1) "
SFszggﬂi;n(Vj_Voxvj_Vo)t (8)

Hor, Sgy FRBMIR N BUSTERE,  Spg RO M HURUERE o A RIBO % PY 552 5 3o AVBER % ] 7
B Jg PRI NI R

:Z;ﬂi?]"xi_vjnzztr(sm) C)]
ZZMT "Vj _Vo||2 :tr(SFB) (10)
j=1i=1
AU RT LUK Ho 30 e BB INBUIR N R EE D, VAT INASU R (8] 73 B % 3, » RORTE AN T
l(zllulrjn jzwjk ik V]k) (11)
Js = Z—;(; jZWJ (ij —Vok )2 (12)

AT WA 4 e R P B I O A, TSR T2 B 24 SR S St T — AR 40
HF (wy )= 3wy (1-wit) L HER L HF ) AR 5
k=1

c d

J (U'V'W): Jc_m_ﬂ‘]s_m“‘?/zzwjk (1_W§k)

j=1k=1

(13)

KU =(u,uy, -, u,) FRERIRI N HERE, V= (v, vy, v ) AR EEFOFERE, W =(w,w,, -, w,)
FORBUEFERE. ¢, n, d PRIFORERM, BEAE, BEEECR, x BT MEARRIEE K ML v,
TR ] MR OIS KL wy FORE IS K NRHE:  uy R T MREARR T3 N
FIFJEE . HEm It S DCSSC (Defuzzificition Constraint Soft Subspace Clustering) ik . FRATTHE H A fig st
B LR 73 A SR L T 5IN T RCE 2R R B S, AT RHIE R R SR b . 0 R85 B ot
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PRI A P 44 BT 7 B R AL, TS A S5 SR/ (R 4 FEE R T /N OB, AU R IR A IR R
SRR T TUARFHAEE 40
TER 1: 2V = (Voo Ve ) FITW = (W, Wy, oo W ) LIRS, 57 Ul A2 DU 26, H AR R 0k 21 /M E -
dij )1—m (14)

S, dy =3 (kv ) W (Ve e ) o R dy R B B g A SR
k=1 k=1

d 2 d ZWJk( j )2
ij?k(xik—vjk) >772W§k(vjk—v0k) [RL b R DA 58 15 3& S FEU R 77 = min m|n —"dl M
P} k=1

ijk( jk VOk)

ijk(xik_vjk)
Vi=12,3,,N. Wy KT+ mm kdl—z , W HEERE: R, Wy PEAL. XFEERGE

ZWJk ( ik VOk)

TRAE d;; JE
iER: HR¥E Lagrange F1-i2:,

LUVW,4)=3Sur ZW,k( Vi) +7ZZWJk(1 wi')
- (15)

j=1i=1

—ﬂZ(ZUu)ZWw( ik VOk) _Zﬂﬁ [Zuij _1j
=1\ i=1 i=1 j=1
) IR B H e P, XU RIS, JFH

2 (14) AT 2L AL AL T PR JE ) R 1]t

i, A= (g Ay Ay ) FRBIIRI AN RE U = (U, Uy, Uy

4L o, mRmFHAT

4 —=0,
ij
6L ¢ )
6U [ijk( ik V ) ﬂkZ:;ij (ij _VOk) ]—ﬂ,ﬂ =0 (16)
X
Sy =1 7
-1
B (16) AT ISy, = C(du )l S
;(dll )1 m
L 20 T = (U, ) FIW = (w0 we ) LIS, 2R(18) 9 FARER 05 B ML
WA
Zulrjn (Xjk _77V0k)
[ (18)
i;uirin (1-7)
193 el vz e
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WEB: U = (U, Uy, uy ) FIW = (wy, Wy, e ) [T, ARSI R AL 17

c n d c n d
L(V) = 2207 20w (% =) =70 2 3w (Vv 9)
j=1li=1 =1 j=1 i= =
vy K G #HA:V_L=0, T LS S R T
ik
oL JL 2 2
av_jk:ijiZ:;‘u” [(xik—vjk) =17(Vj = Vo) }:0 (20)
ZUiT(Xjk_UVOk)
GG, =5 F,
2.ui (1-n)
FEFE 30 U = (U Uy Uy ) BTV = (Ve Ve ) BT, 80152 W, 6 2 B 2% P50 9
/IME
N
0. -y 17
W,-k=—D( ) . (21)
S0
|

Ho, 5Jk_zu [( - Jk)Z_q(vjk_VOk)]éu FIV [ 2, (22) Joe 2K (14)ids 51 2 0 A5 M PO A0 B 2%

fro REREEENL, TEARESHy WE, WRy ELR, W o, /R hIE, X520 %
P 0 <wy <V, o8 7 HRSEIREA G B RAE R B S HON & 20 SR B EH T4,
R oy ARG, T8 G im S5 OR AOALE B0 L A S8 K (23) IR 24y BEAT 213

7= min{mkingui;” [(xik —Vj, )2 _77(ij —Vy, )2]7,} (22)
RRATBE 2y KT minzn:ug“ Vi) (v v ) | By dRH A B Ry A,

RRELRAIE Wy 2RO, IF H wy, BERS A RO IR A5 4% 4R RO RS SRAEAE 12 A iR
EM: KU ANV MIESE, 5 NRR WIS T, KX (14) A LR DLAL )L A JE 20 R 1) it

c n d c d
L(W ) = 33005 3w (v ) 472 Do (1- w5
j=Li=1 ik
c n 9 d (23)
UJZ_;[IZU., jZW,k( ik VOk) _;ﬂ’zj(éwjk_lj
Xt wy, SRk %H/\ —0, Al PAS B R AT
jk
oL m| <o m 2 2
ow, =TWj {;Uij ((Xik_vjk) _U(ij_VOk) )_7}”7_/721 =0 (24)
X
iwjk =1 (25)
k=1

DOI: 10.12677/hjdm.2026.164017 194 B 540


https://doi.org/10.12677/hjdm.2026.164017

RTE, WM

v s P (5jk _7’)E .
Eﬂé_\Lﬁ(24)$ﬂﬁ(25) Eﬂ{gf ij = ﬁ 1IEEII§‘0
kZ:l(5jk' _7)177

DCSSC FiE RIS W 1 Frox:

Table 1. The defuzzification constraint soft subspace clustering (DCSSC) algorithm
= 1. BEMARRTERRAEEE

Algorithm DCSSC
Input: #didk, EHENC, 28y >0 n>0, RBLZOBHREL m>1, BEERNBEBER>1, BfEHe>0,
EARUBUI IR AR M. BEFLIAA RIS 0 v © R AR AL SR RE W ©) 2 w, =%7‘Fﬂi§2§ t=0.

Repeat:
HRAE (1) TR SRR R U O
A AS) R R K LR v O
HRAE(16) R LA SR W © ¢
t=t+1.

Until
||J(t+1)—.](t)||<g ort=M

4. EWERE SR

T VARG B K A A SRR BRI e e, FRATTE N T8 48 DL S S8t g A7 R s, i
ORI AL R 7 2 A SRR AE S DL B RBIE) 6 Fl BEgE T X b, UHCR PR B4 i Bt g . &
SeBRATHEIR 1 CAVPAS R PERE IR bR . SRS LU T & SRR N LR SR, LLRAE UCH B 2% 2] s e
FH ) Australian #0442, Balance_scale #(#E4E, Wine £#E4E, Zoo ##i4E, Heart ##E4E, Diabetes £#f
£, ThreeOf9 $JE4E, Led7 $4E4E, Teaching_Assistant_Evaluation (#542, Sirtuin6 Z5%3E4 FRIE I,
AR ERBITA (1 SE 50 35 7EBC & > 3.40 GH ) CPU FI RAM 4 16.0 G 1T HAL A% FH Matlab 4 f5 SE 8L

4.1. FENERAE
A FAT513E T NMI (Normalized Mutual Information) [22] P4 % Rand index (R1) [2313% B AN PEA b ife

FH SR Al S FRATTHT B O AR A 24 SRR T 2 (R SR 2R BRVEAE N A M 4 UL & s B 45 B i g . NMIL AT
RI F8 A5 LU0 R s

it

. # R cC ¢ NNI . .
ﬁ#xﬁv%%%mﬁi%%ﬁ%%%%;ux”=22“ﬂw&r¢B%mXﬁY%EE%:

H(X)=3 N, log (Nﬁj FIH(Y)= 3N, log (%] BRI A RS O Ny R
i1 =1

FUSEI o AR —BUR B A NS T AN ERBEEEE G N R IR 215 j
SRR AR s NG N O R 4R TR B0 SN 2
a+b

Rl=———MM—
a+b+c+d
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Hrh, a BRI BEMEBERGE R FEE —RMFEARXN G b RRIE LSRR R A FK
PIREAXTHL o fE B SR TP R R H SRR R AR R ARMN RN d RRTERELARE P AR ZE
FRERPFRZEFIFEAITE; T2 NMIFEIRIE 2 RI $8b5, EMTRIEEEETE[0, 11X AN X 8], F+Hiun
RN TR EIE AL X N Febr LR 1, BB EE R PERE AT s R R IX AN Fa bs 191X — 451,
PA TR 8 3T b A (P BOR A 2 () SR 28 LA R 3 [R5 7S Fob - 2 () SR SR ARV A A ) B3040 4 B 110X 7
MERRIE, SRIFHIS BIL M MERE
42. BERE

5REZHEMEBERFE R, SRR EGHEEGER KRS L2 DCSSC HikmEIE . &
X5y, AR T SHNRE . £S5 R BRI RSB IE S T B R 5 B A A N 4i[24] [25]. @itk
AR R RIS TS TR AR S B A, BORAERT EUI I A% o fEFRAT 12 H ) DCSSC ik, 15
RIHERE, R — R B0 B RN B L T B [25], 4 min(n-1,d) >3, I

min(n-1d) o mariE sy D) e s B S A

~min(n-1,d)-2 min(n-1,d)-2
Jiik, Wik, DCSSC HiEHIHSEUR L KE SIS L Eii e BRI S84 4. DCSSC HikbL K H 4
Sof FE SRS B B AN 2 B

Table 2. Parameter settings
=2 BHRE

5k SR E
B min(n-1,d)
~min(n-1d)-2
DCSSC r={152,25)

¥ ={1,10,20,30,40,50}
n=1{0.001,0.002,0.1,0.2,0.5,0.9}

&= {0,10*6 ,107°,10 ,10*3,10*2}

e 7={1,2,5,10,25,50}
EWKM ¥ ={1,5,10,15,50,100,1000}
LAC1 7 ={5,10, 25,60, 70}
LAC2 7 =1{5,10,25,60,65}
EWFCM 7 =1{1,15,35,100,1000,10000}

4.3. BEEZRETRBBEETHISCIERSEL

MRSV FTIR 1 0 VA MR B PR A R, AR K-means++41 464k U5k 5 AU
5 LT IS UE[26] . 1ZA0E SR PSS A0 E, e H ORI S R i SR BBk, N VAR RETE AL
SRR EEREE . BATE THEHUBIIA R 12 48, B8 =AKH1, BN BIA 100 MEA R EELE, If
HiZB R RN m A, AR EIE g RHEZE o S AME . Hrdr, 35— 2050 I A4 {E 9-50,
FrdEZE R 50 [ oA s 8 AN EBIRMISME AN 150, FrifEZEN 5 Mmoo Ais 55 = AN 50 2 AR 35
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H9 100, Ar#EZDy 150 Mmoo Ai. wnlEl 1 pos:

200 Cluster 1 170 Cluster 2 C]uster 3
500 A
100 160 ;
0 150 0
-100
140
-200
-500
0 0 0 5 10

Figure 1. The distribution of three clusters in different subspaces

1. ZHRBBRERRTZEM ST

B 1R BRAT A N T S 0 23 A7 A 00« B AR R TR 2 B PR 48 B, N R s B AR E I
Bl B — SR TR R R IR — MRS . =N F B2 G0 3878 = AN RS [ B BRI v 22 £ o 30 23 A1 R 4
B W — T BRI IRMNISME 50, frutZh 50 Mmoo AERE: 2 A TERIFRRIE R
BIE N 150, FrdEZERN 5 BB EERE: 5 =T BRI 2 IR AIIME N 100, trdEZA 150 5
Wiy A SRR . A SCHEH ) DCSSC $vk 5 FSC Hik. EWKM 5k, LACL Bk, LAC2 Hik, Lk
EWFCM Sk/E N THIESE EIHT B, L NMIL 5 RI BB AFRAEZEVE TR brve, KA1 H
ff) DCSSC #i%:5 4t 5 MELEMMEREHET L. & 3 RSHFE RS R P& ki1 5 5 NMIL
RI S5 fe A 1A 45 51 DL BOWT 7 [ 1 22 «

Table 3. The mean values and variances of NMI and RI for each algorithm on the synthetic dataset
F# 3 BEZEATHHEBE L NMI AR HEHERSE

FSC EWKM LAC1 LAC2 EWFCM DCSSC

NMI (Mean) 0.6963 0.6882 0.6867  0.6851 0.7050 0.7424

NMI (Std) 0.0121 0.0223 0.0215  0.0222 0.0068 0.0000

N RI (Mean) 0.8313 0.8257 0.8243 0.8223 0.7991 0.8709
RI (Std) 0.0106 0.0280 0.0123  0.0143 0.0052 0.0000

ACC 0.8133 0.8500 0.8467  0.8233 0.7867 0.8867

% 3BT SR IR, TEAN TEHRAE L, BATA NMIL RI FIRE =AM FE AL T DCSSC HIHERE .
LI EEFE R, DCSSC () NMI 84 0.7424, Hr#EZE R 0.0000 i FLFfx Hb 2 ih R B AL & 11 NMI 2
HAY N 0.7050, HfkhritEZE N 0.0121; RI#8kx L, DCSSC [)34{# (0.8709) ARk %(0.0000) [FIAEHL T X} Eb 45
E R IEEYE 08313, i 0.0106). UtAh, FEZRFHGETi1H, DCSSC %) 0.8867, fmi FSC.
EWKM. LACL. LAC2 il EWFCM ZEHILM4E R . A FiR4E R, DCSSC 7E N THHRSE LRt s
FesE MEIAR T HoAh AU Fioeh U SRR . B T E N AR BT SR 00 ok LU & B Mk e A, JRATIHESE
BRI T 12 UCH AL 2% ) B0 e JLTH] 15X 7S A R AT LU, X AR S B 4 Fow.

M 5 ISE6 45 kA, DCSSC HikrE -+~ UCH Budi 45 b i 3R R ERORA T HoAth FoRfox BBk
7F Wine ##5 4 I, DCSSC #.i:/ NMI Y184 0.8615, =T EWKM %2:(0.8357), HriEZ% 4 0.0000, ik
T LAC1(0.0178), iFBHHTEZEHE4E FiEmtE S5 ice 3 5. 18 Zoo ##lE4E I, DCSSC 1 NMI #41E
(0.8369) 7M1 T LAC1 (0.8158). i JLAL%#E4E A, DCSSC i) NMI BE 455, HARAEZE K2 N/, 1F
Sirtuiné %44 -, DCSSC (1 NMI SMEISAE T EWKM, {HHFR#EZ(0.0000) 9 T4 ik b, FasEdt
HAMRH
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Table 4. UCI dataset

4. UCI BUiRE
Dataset N D C
Australian 690 14 2
Balance_scale 625 4 3
Wine 178 13 3
Z00 101 16 7
Heart 270 13 2
Diabetes 768 8 2
ThreeOf9 512 9 2
Led7 3200 7 10
Teaching_Assistant_Evaluation (TAE) 151 5 3
Sirtuiné 100 6 2
Table 5. Mean and standard deviation of NMI values
%= 5. NMI B9 R {E MR EE
RS FSC EWKM LAC1 LAC2 EWFCM DCSSC
Mean 0.2795 0.2755 0.3007 0.2867 0.3273 0.4238
Australian
Std 0.1388 0.1736 0.1826 0.1720 0.0029 0.0049
Mean 0.1234 0.1243 0.1289 0.1279 0.1487 0.1718
Balance_scale
Std 0.0245 0.0223 0.0307 0.0253 0.0741 0.1001
Mean 0.7899 0.8357 0.8330 0.8366 0.8336 0.8615
Wine
Std 0.0254 0.0179 0.0178 0.0222 0.0000 0
Mean 0.6301 0.8025 0.8158 0.8053 0.8082 0.8369
Z00
Std 0.0874 0.0552 0.0497 0.0502 0.0251 0.0561
Mean 0.2204 0.2406 0.2592 0.2466 0.2647 0.273
Heart
Std 0.1658 0.0885 0.0557 0.0758 0.0000 0.0006
Mean 0.0491 0.0587 0.0518 0.0532 0.0649 0.0674
Diabetes
Std 0.0308 0.0109 0.0004 0.0067 0.0012 0.0004
Mean 0.0468 0.0522 0.0460 0.0496 0.0470 0.0714
ThreeOf9
Std 0.0285 0.0444 0.0297 0.0449 0.0459 0.0271
Mean 0.3096 0.4553 0.4904 0.4908 0.5605 0.5622
Led7
Std 0.0522 0.0368 0.0273 0.0277 0.0222 0.0125
Mean 0.0899 0.0889 0.0905 0.0972 0.0670 0.1215
TAE
Std 0.0159 0.0211 0.0190 0.0218 0.0141 0.0024
Mean 0.2349 0.2956 0.2781 0.2789 0.2436 0.2918
Sirtuin6
Std 0.0526 0.0188 0.0142 0.0134 0.0289 0
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Table 6. Mean and standard deviation of RI values
52 6. Rl BIEHERFREE

A7 FSC EWKM LAC1 LAC2 EWFCM DCSSC
Mean 0.6806 0.6657 0.6619 0.6727 0.7027 0.7348
Australian
Std 0.0724 0.0999 0.1096 0.0990 0.0012 0.0563
Mean 0.5898 0.5930 0.5932 0.5959 0.6038 0.6142
Balance_scale

Std 0.0140 0.0103 0.0203 0.0127 0.0370 0.0492
Mean 0.9089 0.9333 0.9332 0.9329 0.9331 0.9474

Wine
Std 0.0146 0.0085 0.0090 0.0098 0.0000 0.0000
Mean 0.7653 0.9046 0.9155 0.9063 0.8928 0.9169

Z00
Std 0.0930 0.0430 0.0382 0.0343 0.0266 0.0446
Mean 0.6406 0.6529 0.6658 0.6554 0.6700 0.6744

Heart
Std 0.0873 0.0596 0.0360 0.0474 0.0000 0.0000
Mean 0.5351 0.5553 0.5558 0.5562 0.5550 0.5575

Diabetes
Std 0.0209 0.0007 0.0000 0.0014 0.0000 0.0003
Mean 0.5284 0.5343 0.5265 0.5325 0.5292 0.5406
ThreeOf9

Std 0.0168 0.0294 0.0263 0.0298 0.0310 0.0425
Mean 0.7020 0.8579 0.8723 0.8753 0.9029 0.9035

Led7
Std 0.0900 0.0189 0.0131 0.0148 0.0109 0.0075
Mean 0.5112 0.5609 0.5592 0.5598 0.5652 0.6067

TAE
Std 0.0455 0.0412 0.0392 0.0379 0.0177 0.0014
Mean 0.6389 0.6862 0.6673 0.6679 0.6460 0.6768

Sirtuiné

Std 0.0340 0.0121 0.0098 0.0092 0.0226 0.0000

R 6 GoitsiRss R, AL H A DCSSC HiEAE RI XA bR LR BLREFAR T HoAh i A 5
¥ M. 7F Australian 4 AT Wine 24 | DCSSC Hi:15 31 RI (152 714 0.7348 F1 0.9474,
TEIX P ZH%0E - DCSSC HykfR 21N RI MIME L A AMO AR EIASE R RI MMEERET 1, Bl
Australian F1 Wine iX /5 20 584 - IRA T4 19 DCSSC B B BEZEAR T 5 AN FLFP 5% . fE % 5 g
TIXPIH A S, DCSSC HILAERT LA EHE S FA 2 RI 3B AR LL 55 AP R S2:45 30 1) RI 351E
BHERET 1. 1E Sirtuiné (4 £E I DCSSC 54321 RI ¥EFIFELL EWKM BiE1S 211 RI 3 {EME
fik, {H/Z DCSSC HikXf M RI (177 2tk EWKM ELyEXE R RI F )5 Z B, B8 DCSSC HikHiase, 45
REHVIRT

4.4. BEYHURME I

REFEREZHON FOEEREA B — €I M. v T T A#FTiR A0 DCSSC HikikRext 245 ik
MIBURRESE , VPSSR — s Yl A Sl I Skt AR e 1, IR — /N h RATTBEALIE £ DY 41 UCH %L
PREEREAT SR, DA RIISME A NEEAE . E[EE « BERIRTIR T, 224 y Alp BB S Sk i i s oL, S
R R U T PR
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Figure 2. The hyperparameter sensitivity of the DCSSC algorithm is validated on four datasets
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PRI 2 g sEa6 5 50, 76 ¢ FOMERE 2 B0 R, DCSSC Hykftfn BB DLk y A0 % B L1
Bl FERBEE n BINE —A FRAEH, BRI AT WA FRE y AIE—e o B N2
A5 Ak DCSSC SRk Tk e A B E IR . Uil DCSS 5Lt AR ABUR, X AR T Ak
BAR AR E M, RN T RS8R, (43 5k PudiE il & Fh 2 2R 8 7 50d .

5. it st

FERX— /NP EATGI2E 7 Friedman fds, M TR AMEZZENERES n BASHE L.
Friedman #6156 i) JR BB % S0 2 R IO SRR REAR 7], An RABE A SRR, 1 WO /N A ik 2 1] A SR R4
REAFAE R F VR [27]. X BN IR B2 VAT O 0.05. RIRE RINE 7, & 8 fus:

Table 7. Friedman test based on the NMI metric
= 7. ETF NMI $5#5HY Friedman 13&

(=5 PR pfE JRAB 5
FSC 5.6000
EWKM 4.0000
LAC1 3.8000

1.23018x10°° a4

LAC2 3.3000
EWFCM 3.2000
DCSSC 1.1000

Table 8. Friedman test based on the Rl metric
% 8. &T RI $5#5RY Friedman &36

=S TRk P A SR
FSC 5.6000
EWKM 3.6000
LAC1 4.0000
1.51355x107° a4

LAC2 3.4000
EWFCM 3.3000
DCSSC 1.1000

%7, Z8AHIER T ET NMIIEFR, RIJ5465, DBI 845 Friedman #5645 58, Hrh-F X #kix — 1
A LAB AR & BIETE A —5s LRI H A, PR ERAR, YRR L. TRk FoRE
DCSSC &4 NMI F545 b BI~F38k A 1.1000, EAK T 53 7 Fobp L 1)~ 2k X i B DCSSC HiE7E NMI
XAV RS EZR T 57 A AR 76 RI X ANMESR . DCSSC AR I# 0y 1.1000 [FIFHR T 5340
FRPSRE, W UE R XN 2hr - DCSSC Sk RERIFER T H R M R 6 = AR
k&, DCSSC HikffPE A i /s Fh Bk sp A6 AL dT

6. &5ig

SIA T2 R EE AR, AU T BEA S B 15 5, B R5E T i
FARRHILH T — 5 BARRE, JFR T DCSSC Bk WA T %5 MM R o %50k I ot 55 /M
RN REA I BEES, DI RSB A (B S, ) AT 388 3o AT T P 28 24 o R 2 AL BB F 40 B o 0
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IR LG E Y S A PR A P DT BRI R AR AR 2 B I T 0 R B, TS T I e VR ) B A i A v BTk /N )
SRR T35 /N AN EE o 3K o SR S Tod P A e 7 B S A A A R ) SR S 1
&MfAﬁ%AIﬁﬁ%Lﬁ%AdzNMW%ﬂﬁm%h%ﬁﬁﬁh@%,%N%D%&ﬁﬂa
FSC ik, EWKM &3, LACL Hik, LAC2 HiLLL &k EWFCM BLX ST LR SRR, X HLsess
4 KRG, DCSSC Fik LN EIAEE, ILELE NMI, RI _E RIS AL T 33 4 HRP S,
[F B FRATTELE UCH ¥ e rh 1) B Sl 4 b HEAT X b snt, A SEE6 0 45 SR8 W R 4R J& DCSSC Stk
RETEALEL, JFHERMAEIEEL . &5 91N T Friedman KX —3ES 50056, BIMLEE SR, i)
PEH ) DCSSC ik 5 HAM AR EEZ MAAEREER, HNNENZHNES A SITE L.
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