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Abstract

Subspace clustering has received extensive attention in recent years. Although the recently pro-
posed adaptive graph convolutional subspace clustering performs well, it can only be applied to
subspace clustering problem with a single view. This paper proposes multi-view graph convolu-
tional sub-space clustering to extend this method to the multi-view situation. This method not only
constructs F-norm regularization to more effectively mine the relationships between data in each
view, but also builds a weighting strategy between different views to integrate their information. A
large number of experiments have proved that our method is effective.
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1. 518

AR, FREERRHTHAZSHH]. ARERKR2]. BURAEB1E TN E, S&akE T
IR ERREHE S AT DL 2 MR SRR R R . R R LTER, AR T
I ERRTE AR Y, o T R AR VE 2 SERR R A T A . BT IR RS I VA S
=EABE: B, il BRI RH R REGERE; AAE, BT H RN REUE M SRR . IR
JG, RS BIR SRR BE Pt i SRR AR B R A M ERRER . Hh, @77 ROk R
(Low-Rank Representation, LRR) [5]#1#% 5 %5 (8] %€ 25 (Sparse Subspace Clustering, SSC) [6], AN A 7ET
XA TT 15 0 53R E Rom KRECE R Bt . W TSR AT S, SRR 1 Hot f i
Ty EE, CE[714 T RN BRI REE RO A 1 R SR g POt /i (Enforced Block Diagonal, EBD) %%
PEFRHRH T I T B X M RoR I 2 18] 22 1 7514 (Block Diagonal Representation, BDR). LRR 1 SSC #fifig
PRAEPO PR o B/ 3R R H [8]0 B 7R REGEFER A F JEE E NI, ATy RERIESO0T
B, AR THRE L o SRTTAE SERR Al g, R — BE AR AR AE AN R RE AT R, Bilan,  BIRT
DUBIE B, SOHE . TEARSERAIR . XL [F] PAFAE R T HE hA [F B s s B Bk, RAf
F—FhRRAERT SR AT RBAEAE . bl AT 7 2B Rk, JEHR TiEZ
ST A IR 75, X TR E A, R R SRk 7 S .

ZAE T A R 2 G 2 LI BT SRR T IRZ 2R 2% (] SR 072 1) S
TR T R Tk, AT AR A B R 77 s R R DG &R, TRIRE SR ALY 3 S FH AR B (14 77
AIRB TR, AR LB TR R, &7 E AR E R FE AT, RIHnE
ML 745 7] B8 25 (Multi-View Subspace Clustering, MVSC) [9]75 5% ] — N HL i 48 b B AR-AIE 3 [7] 0 38
HebhR . FETFARBRAE MR i B Bk — Bt 5 S 2 WL B 145 7] 8 35 (Rank Consistency induced Multiview Sub-
space Clustering, RC-MSC) [10]/7 %15 Kl 743 i A IEAZ 2 RAE 15 Fr 5 5 Ko R BUERE B A M FIRE, A
R — B A B S5 A — Bk . (B R IR TTVE IR A H BB A R MG B A 1) BAME s R e . —
e 2 M R B SR T R[] [L2][F B B 7 1 AN [F A ] B s R B0 B 2 [a) () — SO AR e e, ANET
SCEE[9]H I — BRSNS, JIVE[L2R A T i — AR R 1 B Ros RBGERE . BT B 2 K 52 9K (Graph-
based Multi-view Clustering, GMC) [13]7EiX P S 0g (1) Ak _Fat 47 7 BBy R . (H2 SR 9148 HAA
PR B 2R RECEFEAAAE RBEA— I8, FORI7VE ISR % 8% vl . 75 % S0 5o B B Tk S
(73, BRATTE & AR AT R 4E ) TR EE, ik, SCEE[LA1HR T 2 IV A 2 (AT R i R R 168
B o EZ BT RIERETTESY, EAEZ I 73 225 (Latent Multi-view Subspace Clustering, LMSC)
[0SR A TR, 2o iE R 2 M ERR B — MR R S — g — B e R &R, A
J& X 1K SRR RN AT IR T AR R, B3R ERR REBSER . R T RETEN=
ANFrEH, REMIERREEA —ENITEE, B EIRR LR C U R T R BR KAE A [15]. B,
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SCE[16] 42 Hi R —Fh B A MR 5 2% FE 1) 2 MR 81 58 35 U7 72 (Large-scale Multi-View Subspace Clustering,
LMVSC). ERZ T iER G TI@HAR, H2X T4 B h 5 SE B AR, mamm g, W
I, 2 A 2 EE R A BRI 0 A s, 25 5 52 B M RS B B R RS

RIE, RIS BORPN T 7B AR R 2] [17]-[19], T 1 Jo M s 1k, 8 9 B 0 2
WWAEFA[2] [17], XL VAR 2] T 2 AR T A R R [18] [19]. HTiL i TAE 32 B RN 45 (1)
K, FHBEGREFHE T HE R E SR 123 1 52577 1% (Adaptive Graph Convolutional Subspace Cluster-
ing, AGCSC) [4], HUf3 TIRUFIIRUR, (H&Z A E WL G s — M 2= [ 2R . A SO H &
REERT 2 RIRE TR B 2 b, ST R, MO 2R SR A R R 2R (Multi-
view Graph Convolutional Subspace Clustering, MGCSC). fE¥ B+, FAIEHE THEMMEFHERA
B MR R, ERE T B R EE A . BAMER T F {GECRRIIEE £ BDR 4413 2 [F i)
et 1AL - SR AL B AT T 5 B RBEA —B0a . FRATH 2 oTikan

1) AGCSC JjiRH T A8 i SR mE b B 7% [ SRS ) R, {H2 %07 7 A e AL BRI 1) - () 3R 2K,
BATHEYT BB Z A L.

2) FAEY X AGCSC AT TIRAWIFT, TEIENIUHEH T F s, — 75T Re % 5 4 i 2 3k
XA A RARTHE AN LB 22 S A R, 59— 5 TR ARG RS 2 FF R Rt T R

3) TEASFINL B B A5 Bl b, ATV T IR 725 5 e, 1 SR REAE 13 B 1 AN R A
(15 BT A RCE S, XA IRATR 20T T AR 1 R
2. ExXI1E

T RIEKIALISR— EH 2R EH 10200, UHRE TR %, X R %
W A Fon im0 AR 2 A RoR RECERE, @R M RE TS RIR RS R . EREFIMRE, ¥
AT SRR W 20 FH B 72 (R R i) i rp o 1A AR ) % T DA Ak 27 o) A IR R AiE, LR AIE 27 ST ML
B T, FERE TS = D_%M*D_% G, b e R™ Z2HRAHHE, M"=M+1, D
fEMTIIREAERE, M ATLLR B B ERIAERE . SCHR[20146 H A FH 0T R 5011 a7 2 P 25 0 I 4 41
RELEVF 22 S B B F A IR I I RO, STHR[21] S5l M i A AR e L BT BB AR S 22230
SAFE, AGCSC QUHTVEHIIE 725 MR 7% 5kmg, M1 F=SX, i F RFI¥HRRIE, X 25
£ o IR SRR T A OC AR W A B B R g . 0 T SR K L, AGCSC # & M Aok
AR R, 2k B RS R C WA Cc=C", Cl=1, C>0, diag(C)=0, M

1eR™ =[L1-1]", C>0FRMMEFMAANTEAMRIEGN, diag(C)FRH C M TR
W, GRS =L B, AGCGC HE%IE T HFHHHE F XS SR A T AL N 1 B

HOERERE A, HRRA &R
min =[2F —(C + )X} +a|x ~CF[} + gl -c?[]

M)
st.C=C",C1=1,C >0, diag(C)=0,

Hef, o M BT IS H . SO PR 7 a3 A BRI e i — N R, ROt Xt AGCSC

BT AR BTEAT 13T 8, MO 1 BB ERATT AR B, B 5 0 T 1 BRI

ST F R AT, S = IREW 2R EBD S MFROMNEGE T HOR BT, R SCHR H S g

Wi 1AM ARTUMETREL R E R RT730 AGCSC A 17— A4 i) SRS Ab 21 723 [ 3

FKia, BS TARGFRIBOR, (R R OCE 5 — L B A 22 (R R e . AR T A K Bk i AR
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SR, A5 BRRBEEAE R Z RN, AR TR RETER O VI ek, AR ER &
Zutrt e KRGS, Ft oA B EHET ZITERI 2 RN, R A SCR I

3. ZSMEEERTEERAE
3.1 BAavER
T X AGCSC BIMT I, AT OR B AR R rb () 28— TR 5 — TR Hoy™ e A H0E T 22 ML I Kt -
_min = Z||2F (C,+1) Vi+éa||xv—cvlzv||i
eSplelt Sl W @

V
st.vv,C,=C/,C,1=1C, >0,diag(C,)=0,Y 4, =1,
v=1

o REAMLE Y R BIMRE, C, 2 MBI BERR RN, X, @8 MUENEHEE. 456
BRI, SE— DR RE RN T BSRMN 208 5 B RRE, I IRATR 7% dr 2 8 2 L E
H 743 (8] 2 25 (Multi-view Graph Convolutional Subspace Clustering, MGCSC). X} 241 -1~ 4% 0] % 2
T BB R O R 2R AU B AL B RS B R R T B . R AL R O O R
WM E, TRUANP AR AT, XWX TAE R EEH RN —AJ7H, RO MBI E R R R
BOERE A T F WA, SCE[TIER XM 2 T EBD A% AT RE B I 2 HE B 1) 1)
KE, WA, A FIEEW (0T 15 B BB . X T A RIRL A 45 SR & 8, SCE[9]4E
ANFEALE ) H R R EGERE C, FnRE MR/ RS AR KIAFE, TR C, ZRFX P REA—
(i, BATE T A~ C, MG — A Ra REUERE W Z RIS, BTSN A2|C, —W||2F , s.to

iﬂvzl, X, W OG0 E R REOERE, BAT I 5 R A 15 > Sk, MRS AN R4 B x

PRTTHR N ST R B, AR IR LR FE M R A AN RLEIE R . ARIW 2 )5, MR
WT

%D%EKiL:IWHTH, P R SRR B R (SRR A R

3.2. RARR
AR AL B J7 1711648 (Alternating Direction Method, ADM) [22]5%F [l & (2)#E 4T84k
T RAR R E(2), FRATVH LA LRS54 )
L+ alx, -
eSalee + e, -wE ®

st.w,C,=2,,2Z,=2],C,1=12,>0,diag(Z,)=0,3 2, =1

v=1

. min Z||2F (C,+1)X,

Ho z i ArE . R(I)HIHE) Bk B H R BN .
+Za||>< ~CF +§ﬂ||0vlli
+Z/%||C W||F+Ztr(1v(C1 1))+ ftr(vgv(cv—zv)) (4)

i
+2o(lea-1 +le, -z )

A= Z||2F (C,+1)

\/
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BTk, BINEMR T RTHANEEFR,C,Z,,4,W FERTY,,,Y,,, u FFF .
1) B E, WHC,) . @RIFATEEHC,, H@RKTFC, KT, 4FHH0,

C, =(4R X[ =2X X[ +2aX,F +242W =Y, 1" =Y, + 111" + uZ,)

a ®)
x(2X, X +2aF, R +281 + 2271+ p(117 +1))
2) EEIA, TH (R, . E@FERY F RO, 55
mFini(HZFV —(C,+1)X, ZF +alX, —CVFV||i),
XfEAXKRT R kT, IFHAIENO, 5
F,=(aClC, +41) " (2C,X, +2X, +aCl X, ). 6)
3) Mwdifh, Wii{z,) . fE@) FEWRS Z, EXRAG, 3
Y T B Hin 52
rrgn;(tr(Yz,v(Cv z,))+5le, zv||Fj
st.z,=2/,Z,20,diag(Z,)=0,
X ERBEATEC T, RIS
v v,
anVZ:;E Z, —(CV + p ] F @

st.Z,=2],Z,20,diag(Z,)=0,

AT LZ R [714 0 20 F 5158 1 1 0R(7):
319 1. Rfi% AcR™, A= A-Diag(diag(A)). ST F 4% i -

.1 .
mB|nE||B—A||2 , st.diag(B)=0,B>0,B=B'

A AT
ﬁ%ﬁsx{“;“},ﬁwWLﬁﬁﬁ@ﬁﬁmE@,K%Eﬁmgﬁoﬁﬁo

+

H%,mﬁﬁlﬂﬂ,%éA=Q+E;,M%%ﬁ&z&—mmwmqan,ﬁﬁﬁﬁm%%
A AT
Z' = {%} . ®)

4) FEHAL, WH (A . FE@F LS A, TR, B

min 3 Ic, —w||2F,s.t.i,aV =1, 9)
FIZ PRI DT RAR(9), 31N A A B I TR T, T (9) 2 it Hoed 2t 19 B 0
iﬁna%i&—q,ﬁ¢g4p—wﬁ,ﬁ%ﬁﬁ%%ﬁ@ﬁ@%%%iﬁ@ﬁéﬁﬁ%oo%%:

v=1 v=1
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A=~ 1, =[C, - (10)

5) i, HH W. E@TERS W EKIE, BHminYAC,-W[E, BT W kS, It
v=l
HASH090,

W =L . (11)

MWRAE b Ias 7 R, 0K AT BUE S A P R

SN BOERSERE (X, ), a,>0.

Hith: Wo

Step 1: ¥z, =W =Y,,=Y,,=0, F,=X,, p=10°, pu, =10, p=11, £=10".

Step 2: HG)EHC,, KO)EHF,, (@) EH Z,, FNAO)EH 4, , F(LL)FH W.

Step 3: EETIE 7ML Yy, =Y, +4(C1-1) Yy, =Y,, +u(C, —Z,)» w=min( .. pu) -

Step 4: WAFWSAEME|C1-1| <&, |C,—Z,|, <& AAWHLWSKMF, EE Step2~Step3, H A
=5 L

EREPPER 4 T S B R A E B R K TR AR

33. ERESH

B J5, AT MGCSC i35 4 Bk 17 40 T, MGCSC (9 ) & 4% i 1 BAK LT % {C, ) A0
(R ) A A R RO, BT T BB nxn SERRRE, SRJ5IE T BF SIS nxn A
e, XLGESIEAIEAO(n®) . LR F RS, SUGRRIE A 24 0 (V) .

4, CIG
4.1. NG E

411 BEENR

1) COIL-100 [23]¥# £ L7 100 NSRRI, sy, Y. xEB%E, BN RNEEGEHE
N 72 5K ARSCEES A COIL-100 i A2 ik B 30 MR, 2L 60 TRiEATSEE, Jr ol $H LBP [13]4F
HEAN Garbor [141454E «

2) UCI-digits [24] %4 4E i 2000 5k 10 NFSHF(0~9) I EG A K, 7R85 A IHEEL T Fac(216)
FRE . Fou(76)4F1EAN Kar(64)RFEAE N =Fh LI

3) ORL [25]fL 7 40 MAN[EZZiAF 1) 400 TR KGR . BN Z0E A 10 5KAE T KGR, XL
BRAEAF RN [RIFAERN, BEE 6L BRI A 40T 1R A4k . %S00 HRI 1024 4K 4 4
fIE. 3304 4i LBP Al 6750 4i Gabor 4F1i .

4) 3Sources FHEEE, [FISCHR[L3)HH—FF, iz L h 169 M MEHKR, 2ET 6 MK,
FORTEIERR E 3 AN FEIRIHT SRR, 7l BBC, BRIEALFI T4k,
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Table 1. Dataset information summary

=1 BmEERLE

B COIL UClI-digits ORL 3Sources
FEA R 1800 2000 400 169
PR 2 3 3 3
HE 30 10 40 6
10 216 1024 3560
FRAE 1024 76 3304 3631
64 6750 3068
4.1.2. LB FH*

N T BAEFRAT AR H R A R, FRATE SR AT RS, IR Tk S e A E A 2 A
BIZE R AT LU . LU T iR 4

1) AL (Single View, SV):

LRRbest [5]: X MREIFAT IR R R, G RBAR B A AL KL

SPChest [26]: WAL 3 Sl dEAT 1S 52, Bhide S 4 Rdm o i I o

2) ZME(Multi View, MV):

Co-Reg SPC [27]: %77 % SRR BHEATIL IE WAL, DASEIUAR B2 A8 s AR AE [F) — 2838, AT

RSB RBMER .
Min-Disagreement [28]: 1% 7 iAAIEE T —A> 3K, Il B 2 B Mb . 28 5 E i 58 2845 21
287

RMSC [29]: #&H—Fh & 2 WL I R By /R v REE T, B RRR AN B 2 A RS A
LMSC [11]: %yl 2 AR E 2 [0 5 — i e R 1T R 2k

GMC [13]: %7 LS AN MK R g — B, BT H IR .

LMVSC [16]: Z7iEFRH T —F BAA LM 2 4% B R OB % . 27k B T 461
RC-MSC [10]: %7725 sRANFIRL B s e 1 B 2R7s B0 B IRk — B a4

4.1.3. TEfIBER

NV PERE, BRATAE T #ERATE (Accuracy, ACC). JH—1L H {5 B (Normalized Mutual Information,
NMI). F-score. Precision L1t 4 B4R X T HrA TRFR, (HBR SR I SR RO ET .
4.14. BEIEE

FATHBE L P A SN IESE o M, WADSEUE KL LI A o . 7 BRIl %
o, RALE L o M1 B ~{10-5, 10-4, 10-3, 5-3, 0.01, 0.05, 0.1, 0.5, 1, 10, 100, 1000, 10000} A )%k .

4.2. KWERSHH

FERX—/NyI, BATE SR TELE 10 MARERIIED BIE 4 D8 BT SRR R 45 R,
W L5 AL I 2 (T i, BB 2 I 2 B R TE, ARG R IR 2-5, Hrpdf io4s R
R AR o
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Table 2. Clustering performance of 10 methods on the COIL-100 dataset

Fz 2. 10 #7534 7E COIL-100 HiE&E EAIBE A1t &8

Bzt ik ACC NMI F-score Precision
LRRbest 0.7209 0.7806 0.6743 0.5821
sV SPChest 0.6545 0.8046 0.6164 0.5831
Co-Reg SPC 0.6812 0.8176 0.6440 0.6119
Min-Disagreement 0.6773 0.8296 0.6384 0.5963
RMSC 0.6864 0.8223 0.6465 0.6137
LMSC 0.7117 0.8280 0.6642 0.7021
MV GMC 0.7011 0.8339 0.5569 0.4228
LMVSC 0.6600 0.8060 0.6208 0.6749
RC-MSC 0.7106 0.8107 0.6678 0.6201
MGCSC 0.7722 0.8470 0.7220 0.7538
Table 3. Clustering performance of 10 methods on the UCI-digits dataset
= 3. 10 #75 3R 7 UCI-digits 2iB5E EA0BE 24
KM T ACC NMI F-score Precision
LRRbest 0.8047 0.7605 0.8044 0.8332
SV SPChest 0.7481 0.6681 0.7501 0.7432
Co-Reg SPC 0.8131 0.7413 0.8091 0.8175
Min-Disagreement 0.7912 0.7561 0.7167 0.6972
RMSC 0.8152 0.8221 0.8116 0.7975
LMSC 0.7886 0.7520 0.7863 0.8381
MV GMC 0.8560 0.8961 0.8341 0.7936
LMVSC 0.8935 0.8315 0.8127 0.8157
RC-MSC 0.9215 0.8484 0.9214 0.9215
MGCSC 0.9140 0.8422 0.8397 0.8418
Table 4. Clustering performance of 10 methods on ORL dataset
Fz 4. 10 #h753A7E ORL HIBE RT3 48
eyt Tk ACC NMI F-score Precision
LRRbest 0.7219 0.8668 0.6065 0.5318
sV SPChest 0.7448 0.8863 0.6759 0.6265
Co-Reg SPC 0.7442 0.8856 0.6798 0.6315
Min-Disagreement 0.7147 0.8662 0.6393 0.5900
RMSC 0.7125 0.8568 0.6322 0.5930
LMSC 0.8175 0.9079 0.7536 0.7900
MV GMC 0.6325 0.8035 0.3599 0.2321
LMVSC 0.6775 0.8246 0.5775 0.6650
RC-MSC 0.8375 0.9210 0.8228 0.7285
MGCSC 0.9300 0.9581 0.8848 0.9006
DOI: 10.12677/pm.2024.149328 74 PS A2


https://doi.org/10.12677/pm.2024.149328

T4, R

Table 5. Clustering performance of 10 methods on 3Sources dataset
2 5. 10 #7535 7E 3Sources HIBEE FHIER A Bk

eyt Jii: ACC NMI F-score Precision
LRRbest 0.3642 0.0892 0.3667 0.2570
SV SPCbest 0.5803 0.4797 0.5131 0.5346
Co-Reg SPC 0.5852 0.5221 0.5554 0.6118
Min-Disagreement 0.5644 0.5215 0.5055 0.5268
RMSC 0.5669 0.5207 0.4859 0.5214
LMSC 0.6331 0.5283 0.5693 0.5386
MV GMC 0.6391 0.4504 0.5196 0.4007
LMVSC 0.4260 0.2729 0.3855 0.5019
RC-MSC 0.6213 0.5874 0.4650 0.6454
MGCSC 0.6462 0.5190 0.5950 0.6154

e, TE RIRSEEG Y, AT EAET TR R . Sein g R .

1) BRmE, RET2MEMTEEREEREES TETHRNE LM EREERE. v, 5
LRRbest #Ht, MGCSC 7£ ACC. NMI. F-score fil Precision %} ORL #{#EHEEF] T 20.81%. 9.13%.
27.83%7F1 36.88%[11HEm, Xf 3Sources HHEHESF] T 28.2%. 42.98%. 22.83%. 35.84%[IFEm . JEK 2
5L E BRI L, 200 BRSO SR AR A T 2 (W B AME A —EUEE R, BRI SR AR
OGO S BN AT TR MRS, AT RE A4S 2 B 4T (1) SRR AR .

2) ERZHIEN T, BATIEH T MGCSC e Ath 2 MR 2K 7 A B M Re 4 R . TR A 4k
COIL-100 |, FATIHI5 EEMET B H ) RC-MSC J57%, 7 ACC. NMI. F-score Al Precision 437
P2 7 6.16%. 3.63%- 5.42%F1 13.37%. X ULHHIRA M7 EIA L RIHR . 76 UCI-digits |, &
T T2 R RO AR HEE 38 — A, (BA SRz i T HoAh U7 vk . 1E 3Sources i 5 |, FRATTM 7 i%:4E ACC
H F-score EUISAEE T HAR VLB UF 45 3.

— AN G 1) B Ros REUERE N AZIE T R 4. B2 ROk, ATER TTE ORL it
by R RLF MGCSC JiiE IR BRI Z 1] RC-MSC J7 723k A3 5% B T8 10 A RTNEEA )
Gi— I AR REUERESE RN s 3. WK 1R, MGCSC 3214 — i A RoR REUEFERILH
TR A E A I RAE, T E 1(b) TR, RC-MSC HI4r HeRURANA . ATRRALGE B S R 2k e —
o XULIHERATIVETEIZ B AR I RO LL RC-MSC R AUR LT

(a) MGCSCA e S (b) RC-MSCyHih 5t

Figure 1. The effect of ORL top 10 categories on MGCSC and RC-MSC
1. ORL Hf 10 27 MGCSC 1 RC-MSC LAy HRER
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B, BAVHT— N SH MGCSC J7ikgi R IFEN . T AR B, AR K SEIEAEE ™
AR SRR . N T B LRI, % COIL-100. UCI-digits 1 ORL #4241 1#R R H [ 52 0 1) 5
B, XF 3Sources i HEFRATTRINZ RSB U E 1 SR ms,  FRATTI H At & ZE4R B R BB S Ar B DL R
MRS fl, 7€ ORL 4R Fidnd EX NS4S 2R KL L 1) ACC thRen [ 2 fos. W
IR LAOE 2], X T ORL HAE&HEKUL, USH o 1 B E—E TG Pk FEm, FRATTHI 7725 R
PEELET

Figure 2. The impact of « and g on MGCSC on the ORL dataset
2. ORL #3E& L o F g ¥ MGCSC BIEZM
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