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A Locality Based Similarity Transformation Method
for Clustering Algorithms

Student : Yen-Chia Chen Advisor : Dr. Yuh-Jyh Hu

Institute of Computer Science and Engineering
College of Computer Science
National Chiao Tung University

ABSTRACT

An appropriate similarity function is crucial to clustering algorithms because it affects
the clustering result directly. We propose a locality based similarity transformation
method, which transforms the similarity between two data points based on the
distribution of their neighbors in vicinity. The blurry boundary between clusters can
be better revealed after transformation. By applying the locality based similarity
transformation method to unsupervised or semi-supervised clustering, we can
discover clusters more easily even if they are of irregular contours. Our experimental
results demonstrate that: (1) the proposed locality based similarity transformation
method can improve clustering methods in finding arbitrarily shaped clusters without
any prior knowledge, (2) prior knowledge represented as pairwise constraints can be
incorporated to further improve the performance of clustering, and (3) a dimension
reduction method based on multiple dimension scaling can be combined with the
transformation procedure not only to reduce the feature space but also the

computation cost in transformation.

Keywords : Clustering algorithms, Similarity transformation, Non-convex shaped
clusters, Dimensional reduction
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FF > TS ETTH - M ERG o THIREIE L S REE A E AR 4y
RHECHS > BRI RERERG  EMIRT 2 BB R AT « BT bt —fEeHis
b TRATE R SR - B B H A E I R B S - XA Y
BEEEGI - AVE R IE RO RE =D FERTR - HIER T E S T3
AYEGIEIDY - 8 (0 Al o B DA T Ry BRI & R B R AT ~ 3B
BRYIHHF I - ) EEE A EEER -

DEOEELABN IR EREE L SEIEN T N RS E A AR R
% BOAH RS PR R o B RAVEELRE | BMEES BB R A
MRS TR [E5 BET R LA B MR 52 - 8T > P E BN 46TE
REE I IR IR IE B (non-convex)Iis » 4 7 b Wil e 1T i 545 2 IERERY o3 B4
R IRRTE R BB AN SRR AR A2 1 & B e AR AH DS i =0y 2
7 NEE N EREEE DR AR B D BRI RER - W O EERAD
ERESAIAEDUSE R =AY 2 FR IR 2 MRFE G I & - A RSt & i P EUS Vs
EEl o i BCBSPR A (pairwise constraints) sl DB HARECHUINVE R > EEE
AEDRETH T B RE BRIV ALRE - (A - AEERE RS AR ERD
FREEVA[2] - PR A D BREEARE B 2 DB A AP RERIAE (DA (% -
fEIESR 2 e B T E SR e =X (B S R AR R T UM D BE Ry
AT REAIARIARR (BB RITER -



REEE R R R AER R EE A T RIS EC IR 8 D e
BB L pieAS i TR A DRI - HLs AR A <2 PRI TR S SR B T 2R AV AT
s(prior knowledge) - BC¥IRFINVE RN L - SURAEERI AT T & A (i (E B i
MBS - KR BRI R - L - By T ER AR EEE S B EEE
ey AR DA ek =AY R - DUR R B B R B B A BT E VAR DL R ol
AL B AR MR 2 PR B PR A Ay R - PP o — 7 P& sk (locality  based)
R AR OAR D R T E - B R BINIFR B REE L - WA HBRER
TARERERET R S R bR IS Y AL 5 (local neighbors) 73 AR 1ETE - ST
BRI (5 - (15 BEEBUE R B 0BRSS vl U I E BRI 0 BE1E
& -

1.2 HiE

e SR BN I ERE AU AN S R 5% - T2 DA AT
B R0 - BT LRI L HIARBUEE < B IAR (DARR (5 Z R S I AR SRR
= 0 ARG A ENERIAHEE S - IERRSCT ML K aRiTAf
(K-nn) AR 38 » B f o — i Ry o] G AH 6 & AT A (mutual included nearest
neighbors, MI-nn)i3 7572 - EAEREIRA K ATAHIR M - [FIRFIE K RiTal
ZBAEZIRN 28 K #YBEL - JFTREERE AR B AEN 20 BEENE - O
U1 - K-means JEEDEAS - THHIRESOH BB I BRI HE I 2 EEEIE -

SR SRR AT ATRIHRE AR ¢ 1 FIRS B R URE AT - AT B A (DU el
AR S 2. R E R BEEEDET - WMl A S E YA DL R UGS
Ty RRAS S PE S SRR T AR AV AN (prior knowledge) PRl
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2.1 FEESE A B EE A (unsupervised clustering)

IREEEDEE IRETE B EE - Il HRETRN BV H - BRE
BT B IUAE AR - ERESR ARV ERHRIE RIS - B8R EEUE
Tk B E RWVEGEEE | B HE DB ER B ARUIEE - RIEE B
Z EVE RV DAY - A BB B AR =R NIHEAE
IYREZ TR ERHE (DU D0 NER YT - AR U Y A A E 288 BaER
[LEERE(Euclidean distance) ~ BX=(EERAE 77 (Squared Euclidean distance)%s » 417
2-1 fiR - HAPBREIEEE R i i B A D B EURRY U pir = AR
SHINTTVE - 2R PR PR ER BE B O (DU - RIB e - FFIsEsE &= —4HH
ek (objective function) s e BELHIEN  EREE G T —EFBIVEEEL -
s IE E AR B B i 28T - bR H AR R N Y S (R TP B T BER
W IEHERA » B A [FIHY E AR S A BTl A (£ RS IR L H AR B T
A RS B N HYIEMERE -

F 2-1. AHUEZ e

Euclidean distance Z(ai — b;)?

Squared Euclidean distance Z(ai —b;)?

1
P
Minkowski distance (Zlai — bilp)

Manhattan distance Z|ai — by

Mahalanobis distance J(@—=b)TS"1(a—Db)




— (B4 B EAEAE R R e SRR R (1] > AR MTR IS LI =
TRAMCPRET BRI
1. FAEEFRAIEEE(Discovery of clusters with arbitrary shape)
2.  [S4EfE (High dimensionality)
3. EEFLCEREEMA T Y4 EE /52 (Constraint-based clustering)

e R B 204 B LA 46 1) 02K (partitional clustering) ~ i 2t
(hierarchical clustering)#i17 & FZL A =X (density based clustering) -

2.1.1 Y& (partitional clustering)

UIEIF o BREN B RS e B E R - RIBE A ES IR K TIE]
AT E B B E e K (85708 - & —flEH 2T (top-down)Hy s ELE » DI
A ERERE HAVA K-means JEEVEA[S]HI K-medoids JEHEA4] -

K-means JEEIER DL RESERET T o0 B B H RS A B RHEE R N BVE R
T4k K A= EHOER TR > FRRECEREPLEHEOE - 8%
{EFET 3wl 0 2 R — SRR - (EF] K-means JEELE M@ FRESE
SeTAl R K MR DR - RaE 00 R E S U e =CET &
5 BB A B EEARVAS S - T8 (58 AV AR (U er=C AT 2 BB - K-means J5
BUEEATEREE N (VB RHEE R K [EERHMR a0 - B RRIER
(Y N-K EER B 2 e S i (b B BReR By 0B - BE& S o Berful - REE
P ER EE R OME IR > FRFT AT DS —4H 5 BRASR o B K-means JH
BUEHYHAT O E B - RERIGE R O AR E ISR AREIR RS A - Tl
WA EHREER B IE 0 7 Fh Bk e —4H e # i (b B AR 43 B 4SSl
Fobe (A -

K-medoids &5 K-means —+ 3 AH{E0 IV ZZRIAER K-means {5 50
(center)(X\Z=53E% - 1 K-medoids 52 5 (x(medoid)#or » HuL AL E Al A EE
fo] —(E R L 28 DUAEE 2 BE NPT A BRI I EFRo R0 BRI BRI
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WEAEE R E - i DAHE BN SRR T O E R BN E L - K-medoids
LR RN BRI G 2 T B R E O (R AR LAY H IR &
FHIMEUE - sESAE SR ZBERF(E (outlien) Y228 » KR PR (ST B A (E AYREUER
M IR G R RS A

K-means =i K-medoids JE EUARERAE R RESI DR RIS ~ ZHVERE ~ i AE
TRE A R (local optimum) : 28711 > W& LA SN HL S o BFE R A NS
foy ~ AR ET SR E -

Randomby pick k initial cluster centers

l

For each point o' in D, assign it to the
closet cluster C B

l

Update center for each cluster C

Centers stop moving?
(comvargence)

Yes

2-1. K-means JEEE TR
2.1.2 P&J&=X (hierarchical clustering)

PR U BEAR B R R T — IR ARV R4 (dendrogram) - 2738 A8
IR R R AR AR (e AR P YRR SRS R AR AR [F o B By 3
BEGER - (B B A EFE A DLy M © &0k (agglomerative) fil 73 2474
(divisive) -

FEERE T L (bottom-up) 1 EE » G —EEBHE WA A
HIoTRE » FE I REr S OF R E R AR DA TR - ERIFTA BRI RGE B —B - K
LRI EUREDARIR AR GE 2O B B2 T (top-down) (B A -
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FERIHR T BRI R — (B 738 - {RIEAD (ELEEA B R T3 BT Rl 25 (R LB AR (DU
RAV N B HEEEE RN I o B R E E R T e H A -

Yeast Fies Fish Dog Chimp Human

=

2-2. ZJE R IsHIR 44 (dendrogram)

Chameleon[S) & & ERARVAFR L — » B —TEBRHBIREHEAIY B2
EEH K fmir#bE (K-nearest neighbor graph)fife i #AH#40 1% (neighborhood
radius) IR ZICERHIZ LEBRR - (E7 —EE RV EEEUA T BRI R &I -
TERRE =Y I AHAR PSS )N s R ERAESE, - AP REEEAE
%% - Chameleon ESuit K SAmillE - B RiEP VIR 108 - (5
RI(relative interconnectivity)F1 RC(relative closeness)s (5 & T4y BEAIFE LS > /K2
B EDFE TR RE EN 77 BEEL - Chameleon BEEE AL B B AV D EFEER » SR HEUTE:
BIIRAVEEEE - (EHIN S BV BUEEL S - Chameleon B &HYSBHE 27E - 28
Mo B AR I B 2 - SR S BV E e R A RE 2 AR R 7 I (trial
and error) » HEMZH —4HE B REZAVEER -

k-nearest

neighbor graph Final clusters
Data set

: o o SOC f;
— Constructa o %4 Partition gy e Merge \
—— | sparse graph L~ the graph %3 4€b <, partitions
i - DO = 2 L c@ T T L =
7 8 E

2-3 Chameleon JE & AR FE[5]



Pt e 2y B VR R i A2 R AT B 3 5 B SR L B - SR PSR S o Y
T EMHERE SRR G ZIORGIN o8 T — P RSB B
SNV TR L - SRR G B HAVIERE > Hoh— (P B =AY

B BR S B 2 (A B R L]
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2.1.3 ZREERER (density based clustering)

B T BMERIUIROVEEE: » IS &R T RN - B8NS
FAARIE B B A — (83 R S Y &I - TR ERY BRI E — B
MR @IS T RE - DBSCAN[6]/Z % [ AR = oy B A i AU Ay — i - HH AR
ETPHERILAREIEESE - DBSCAN EF 7 I e -

1. e fdr#fi(e-neighbor-hood) : 5 p EIE1K e WHYRTA ERIRELEE p 1Y ¢ £

i
2. 0 H(core object) : EZHE p (Y & SATHER S MinPts | » HIES p plofs o BF

AR -

3. EPFE[LE(direct density-reachable) : 35 p /2 q 1Y e &¥M > H q BiIZ0

B QIR o EIREERZp
4, 7=l (density-reachable) @ F{FEAF —(E#E4S p1.p2,... ... Pn’ P1=q > pn=p’ H

i EIERE 2 pi 0 HIER q BRI p -

5. #[EAHME (density-connected)  FE{FEAE—RE 1o {5 r BEEEE p A9 AR p

Bl q R EEE -

DBSCAN % B 22 &R & AR 0B - 5 B E &R d (Y &
BT AR MinPts {8 » A TZ—{E DL d Rt O BERY T 738 - DBSCAN AL
Rl [ T Y EARE B0 B SRR BEATRR A Y &I - > BEIRTRAVARAE AT R
B RAESEENT  NETEEERN 5 A SIFTE B s B EhL -

DBSCAN Hy{ERiE S « HEHLH D EFEE ~ ATLUREEREIRIEE S - &
NZBERHER R H ARSI aC HBE I E - SUEERIAIE 1. BB RS S T

8



e 2R T RO AN E R BL - SR — (Y S0 ¢ PR
2. DBSCAN (A £ R [y BRI B A RIS -

2-4. DBSCAN /R E[E
SHT T AR LES - AT A B f C 2@ AHEE > H B NI CBIEE 2 - N ForniiBtE -

2.2 FEEEIA B EE(semi-supervised clustering)

T EEE AR AR B R R AREAY B T T R R e R &
TR ETF 3B - EEE T ANER L > FHRAEE BB (domain expert)
BB R DEEER - Kus e E B R B A URRUESS S - TTRAKIERRT >
BEEEDERENEN: < BRSO AR ERE -

B AR LAY E A LAy R 5 ¢ BCBIFR A (pairwise constraints)F1/D 874
TRV ER] - BRI AUCA T i i ELIREERY - BoPRE T DU 2RER B e
Bkt MR % > EE AR5y 548 : MUST-link i1 CANNOT-link :

1. MUST-link : ZEXREER X~y BYBAAR A3 MUST-link figi - Al x f1y

BIRHE RS -

2. CANNOT-link : FHHWEER x ~ y BB AT H CANNOT-link ###k - R x
1y DAE I ARAEARE B ©

MUST-link #7451 % % (transitive) - 3] A] DUFE & 2 1 4% 1% &L (transitive
closure) E A 21y MUST-link - 541 : x f1 y £k MUST-link H y fl z PRk

MUST-link > fRIZIEZM: » x F1 z ETZ AL MUST-link ; 2R CANNOT-link 37 f
9



B > Gl - x f1y ~ y # z HIEH (AR B2 CANNOT-link » A freg x Al z
FYRA{H/Z CANNOT-linke Heffi {7y T LUMI R 7 A L B 25 1) CANNOT-link
e M ~ N 73 5l /2 W E 812 MUST-link 72138 5557 (connected component) » /2
7EM ~ N Z [EfFAE—(E CANNOT-link » FBEEH M ~ N R 2 B A TR e R (5T
& B CANNOT-link & - FECHIRHIER £ 0 BrEEE - SHEEH & EE
TR AR A A TR R B

WU RFEC BRI & 2 oy B s DA > %] DAgy s — 8 © search-based F1
similarity-based[2] -
2.2.1 Search-based

Search-based J7 A EUBNIERTE XV BREEL » (R ER A ER(E(L
H ARk E AR o MIBCE PRGBS [E 2 R H BN 0 B R - (EX0y
BEEEAN T A T =M=
1. FMIABCHREEEIL VA RET] -

2. SYERAVIEAEN AR R BCE PR - IREREE R o BC 2 A e —E 53 B - #AE

W e AT A BCEIFRAI[8] -

3. HCMTE RS R R SR L B AR U (E Y 1 B
th o [ElF AR M bR S U IR H Ry &R 9, 10] -

2002 £ Basu ZEAYHIZEH[7] B4 K-means JEELEHHEEIAG T O T -
K-means JHEEA R 04a T 0 - B Basu 2 HIIN T ARIE R DECARS
BHVERHE FyfE1-2E (seed set)  EiE ST 0 BFEE AR TE T B (seed clustering) -
e ke B S A AE R O - SERRBRERRIAA 0 R » FIBRAYEDRIFIZ s
K-means JEEIETEC 3 BRI T2 5E il B - B ST PRV E R S BB AT
TERCT R AN P B < TR TR DS [ S R 2 R DA R E
BHY 3 AATETY > EINFRE R BRAS SR A S R (EAR AR -

2001 4 Wagstaff Z£[8] $2H! constrains K-means 73774 > B AHCERHIZE R

10



4Ry K-means JEECAS - RERESUIER I BCHYTTE - BB TR IEREELAE
R BRI B (B AR nE R BOIRE o o ERE RAFCH IR
HIA AR > TeBtHIECE IR GRS - AP - 2800 2 (A E R ARV
HIRH P FIEsERR - B2 5 [ EEEE R FERINEER - BUEA AL MR -
SIARFERC AR -

1999 £ Demiriz SFAYMFE 9] &G RETEMETE ZUREIE - M FifE IR
BB U BB R A b T A AR B FUB R ARy 8 f2HH —4
VB EK T, ¢ min B X Cluster_dispersion + o X Cluster_impurity - & o £
T EANGEREENRIEREUEREL D & B RZ  EANERHENREEUHE
£ - Cluster dispersion i {5 DBI (Davis-Bouldin index)zl, MSE (mean square
error) > £ MSE R K-means JEELAR BFERNEUHE - 1 Cluster impurity Ril &
{5/ Gini index - Demiriz =2 AT A I ERE U BR AR 2 B #EILETE
cluster dispersion ; {f F ELAEEC AV EDRHEU Ry | SR BRI 1T 0 Hes - DI BT A
THECR At LE - FEREETER cluster impurity - & H AV ED S i b H AR -

2004 £ Basu FFHIRFE H[10] 22 R FCE TR AH U E =0 & 0 2 Bl
o EEAERA L Wit = 6]+ W[t =¢] > Hhwiiwsy 52 &R
MUST-link #i1 CANNOT-link FYREEE - N FERFIE &S —ERE @ S HE
EEUERE N INIE > (R (b B Ay B R e o - [FElRfaE iR/ ME
# TR ANy E R - 5B Cop K-means[8]AH[E]HY H AL -
2.2.2 Similarity-based

Similarity-based 77723 & 40 — (& DU (URE et =0 Ry B0y oy BRI A AHIU
JE G BRI SR - (50 SR T RE N I S ECH R & - e SRAVIBAE S - B
MUST-link RS BRI 7 B8 i i BE AR L - (E iS A PR B RO Rl BE#e 7y
FEEENE R - MY > B CANNOT-link [k &kl e i w15 5 fAe 22
HA AT RER BRI A [F] o0 B - B IISRAE DU e =2 E Y2 35 T RE T e BB

11



?L@

W ORECE RS > AT 2 BERNSHEMARRMN > HEE—F
similarity-based 775481 search-based J5iA4k e o By —TH PR ERISRL > o
SYBEAVAEREME[LL, 12, 13, 14, 15,16] -

2002 £ Xing FRRZTH[11] HRFANAT SR e A (DURE AR PR A0 Ry — e T M
{# L [ 7 (convex  optimization problem) - fif7 {7 7% i = IF & ¥ &1 (semidefinite
programming)£23H PR IL BRI - B RS/ ML E R B HE
T BB L o Y BEBREARA - (EAS- S0 A (DU B2 0037 S M R S A T
BRI - RS S B - (o Ty T B e (i 1%,  ZHSMAL Cop
K-means[8]45 & - B BR4S i BHAEI M Sy B e RE M

2003 Bar-Hillel £ fffF4zH1[12] f#iF RCA(relevant component analysis)zf
B P ER T I BRI - RCA BEETHE ML IR - A ARt Yy
BRI A 2 (1 4 P Y B B « S A A M R B O 4 4 T S i U ER
N A HE S T B (RAYREE - RCA JH{LL PCA(principal component analysis)
1 LDA(linear discriminant analysis) - B fE e =& @iV 1A i —BFE 34
WY RHE S 2 SRR R 22 - (AR SRR E B B R - AN E B eI E R
5 Ry - RCA TSI AT DU AR SR oy BFBLE o O A BE B AR -

2003 4 Basu % [13] 2 —7#KF similarity-based 71 search-based Wifd /7755
DFEEEDE » THHARE FINF 25 M TR A B B - S50 F - 1. (R 2002
i Basu SF[8] RV BB LB B IR R RIAAT B 2. BRAH 2002
A Xing % [11] $RHAYITE  E0US PRy T S BOERE » S iUE O 3.
FIE 2004 4 Basu %[10] #2HMV % » BERERAZEEHERET -
Similarity-based 13:1: 7% 78 8 AYHC HFR A AR EC A EDR A R A S BT
BRI REGES - B search-based J7 A& (i GEH KIRFETT /3 BFAYAETES -

2004 F Basu “E[14] HEH|—TRES RS A KR FEI K (hidden Markov
random field) YR EAY > R E 3 BEZ B PRI K-means B RLAAS & -

=

g
i
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[EIHF FeEF 22 AR HIAH DU =t > B4+ BR5ZAH{DUEE (cosine similarity) F1 KL #HEE
(Kullback-Leibler Divergence) - ##F5 &4 K-means #Y BE L=, » EF—LHEK T
HIRHHARER S R4S & o BB B ERE ISR -

2002 4F Klein S£[15] fitH EHFEFRH(propagation constraints)fyEie: o (&L
H ERHRORER © SR AERHRE X ~ y AEEL > (B —Hh z B x AH{L > [El g
y AL S AR WA X~y AAREL > (FAnf—Bh z B x AREL > RIf z By FAH{L -
ZECHIRFIFTEZVERL » BREETY MUST-link 8 R {[EERE AR (DUE 3% Ry
& - EH DL 0 TR > SR DURR (5ol i 2w JE MR 22 ] (metric space) (Y=
AAE NI ARSI E e T RAH R - Klein S2[15] 2B LURFIESEFR
AR AT LA RREE 22 IR © A (88 > CANNOT-link £y i [ & s EHLAR{EL
[Eas Ry > EBE BRSBTS AREN 1 =R > B MUST-link A[F > Ll—
Fii F AR A &R R A AR T & 53 B > (5140 complete-link » BT REZIUE 1% AYAR (LLRE
1% o by 7 FCRE S R BREE TR FC A PR Y H AR S B i = R R A DU R (5 &
Safatl - BRAEMEAHLIE (k> EEENNESBEGRGEREEL
(complete-linkage agglomerative algorithm)fyEREM:

2006 4 Weinberger Z&52 H—ff% £y LMNN [y 7574[16] - #5 s/ DB
TECHYE R E—F BRI K Sl - (23R SVM(support vector machine)y
o > SRS = - AR A — &R K S A HE B
A EEY BB MR L & A EORAY NG - K S AR RE B AR DU e =
sEZUAAR IR ME > ARR A EC Y BB B8 B2 8 B (DU el sURE S HH A A S B AR
fifg% - Weinberger SR[16]F2HHHYT57% » HIF4a HELZMERTL 7248 (classification)<H
i i AR B ERUE BRI (class) I EEC RG] - BRI e Aty &R R
FERHEA Y ECHS PR - B2 Xing S5[11] ~ Bar-Hillel S£[12]A1 Basu F[13]fe iy 5
TERCRNHY 7 FAE T i B B ARG S ER D B C AR S C B R R R AR B - T
AR ILHY R (5

13



B== - TGk

TR EEE BefF T2 — R DA e Ry BELaiE (locality based) iy AH DU #8H5 /77% -

AR Z BRI R TP Y 52 B B (I BB R S T U B )
RIS AT - B A L g AS AR (DU ME B - s 3 m] DAy Ry e A © 1.
PEAR AT RERY g4 (inter-cluster link) 5 2. 2 BEAH[E] 7> BEAVEESS (intra-cluster link)
FEMCLE R Y B AR A R B A (5] o B S R B A S A2 s - 1 A1) o
ERH SRS TE B A AH YA -
3.1 tE AR R A B I I S B

LL5e #&[E] (complete graph)fi #ic & 8 o A B RERE (R L HOAR (BLRH (% - [ (£
B HE R W EA — B S A > Bl B R FHERECEEEE1E Ry i (1 &k
HIMELLE 73 8 > WA T —(EEAE B TT AV REER(E A - EFEHOEER AR

dist(r,s) = dist(r,s) X Ay, VI,s €V

RHEEE A ZWIaESCER 1 BEEEENEE A Za7 > HIOUEERITAHE
TR IFAGHYRHDUE P

FEEE A IAPRTER o PrsEn AL - — (AR s B Ersss EA T

RE/B [ REA (R 73 B RS (inter-cluster link) - S22 FIJJg& R ZLRE AH ] o BRAY S
(intra-cluster link) - fEEE{E A 2R B DU BRI B BN ZE - BTAARIIRA (2
PHEE(E A EHH - (T A B S g T B B M 5
B A A B DR o At R - S AR E R A

A = 1 Z dist(r, s) N dist(r, s)
) dist(r, x) dist(s, x)

x€EL—nn(r) x€EL—nn(s)

HFRIEECE © 1. AR E R A R s AR I EIVEESE © 2. BEEHY
BRI AT REARHEEE | RSV IUECER 701 > TR EAR R ke 5 B

b Lnn(nFoRERE: r (AR
14



Uik AR DU RSB R 0 B - B IE A T s SR A B A0 3-1(a)f - &

SR T AT R B LR A B S U B N T 2 v~ s B BREg - T oS e

dist(r,x)

I —MHEAREIE - HEEE G WAHBHIERE > o DR 5 BT Rl (i
FEB R YIS - R T MIPe Ay S RS i B B - DAL P MIHE Wy (& e Bt
HHE AR A HER R 5 R T Ab Tl S R AR TSP 40E 3-1(b)

15 » TR AR BB R A R 28G5 - BEMBAFTIENG » g )

dist(r,x)
S E By NEIE - FEEE G HUEBIYERIR - BESURHH R B R R EIF L s — (&
P ERRA R RIS - DAL R TR (] B R s B A [EI Y 0 B -

m

...................
.................
..............
" *

3-1. B ESAAIET

HHY G HE SRR 2 R BRI M AR R E 22> 1T DAk s A SR
FAMESE > BIHELWEESR © 1. (RIE K SATAE Ry E 0 R AR |
2. (R AR P A b R Y BRI R R 1 oM REER A AL

3.1.1 fiRIR K BT AR & b R EE AL

(EH K AR E R A RS A A R
Y K {EE LR H B — (Bl s A R R S -

A 1 Z dist(r,s)+ Z dist(r, s)
) dist(r, x) dist(s, x)

x€EK—nn(r) x€K—nn(s)

Hiu}

= EHAEM T o Bl R T
FPEGEREENRT R AT R

LUl 3-2 Foffl - 254K, 3 SR Al R W s PEAT 5 < [ 3-2 (a) i Miwidhh 1~ s HY 3 T

? K-nn(r)RoREORHE: v {RIR k STABIE By ST HE LR Y I M e
15



S Bl L REEE AT BB N SRR X RESR R I (B 0 B © [ 3-2(b)
R DR 1 s B 3-RATAR > o3I (A B R R RS A RE B A A SR R
AT 0 REsi 1 s AREGE AR HE B - FRMETRIE 3-2(a)(0)AY A REE
JTAE © 9 R 5.4 ELEEEAY AN REHBHYE 7T SRR FRERTOK AT
FEE (E A ZMHUEEIA A A DUSE— 40 HHYEERE - 53500 © 27 Al 16.2
[l 3-2(a)HVEEREC AHBAYIEI0 » H AlEET AU A LR R ] 3-2(a)
WA A] RE S PR [F] oy BRI S AE A EE EEAR B ] 3-2(0) YR K - SEIMEHETT
MBS iy > G v ARG s 72 3-2(a)F1fE] 3-2(b) FHYEEEEEHERY > {HiEH
B R ERY K BAEG AIEI RS s - B EE
P (o L B R AT Y Ty BEIR

O

O
1 1 O g 25
fole B-Q@ O
O
O (a) O O (b)

Bl 3-2. KR K ST Ab i R E FHTHEEAVEDE 2 3-nn REE]
ST EARFOREL r B - S o REARFOTEL s HY 3-m TR S

PRI > K BT A EUER S R B i A28 K (YL TARTRE - [FkR
DALE 3-2 Fyf» S BAM S S 1 i TAB Ry I AR SR I IF 3 AR - [ 3-2(a)
& 3-2(b)ys&SHEE EIREED Ry 3 &CBAR DL R E % M A BB B T PR ME ) - S
DA H L RISH A E VB R IE T - R8BI » BAHEE R AEF R
sh(trial and erron)Zik—(EE A EIVE - RELIRFIRR H — (8 (< B4 R U Bs i Y
PHEERA AR RSB S AD 6 - 8 Ry o] EAH 6 8 i A (mutual included nearest
neighbors, MI-nn) » S ATREE D S8 E B ERUERRE R R 2

16



3.1.2 MR A WA Vi ] Y EE RE AR XE ZR T 1 EE Y AR

B 0 BhElE LA E (S RIS r s EEREAN - E FRIb A LR r
Ay AT A AH B & AT AR (MI-nn) /&

MI — nn(r) = {x | dist(x,s) < dist(r,s) Adist(x,r) < dist(x,s)}

B] B R AL B AT AR FAE IS e R4S P o ] A B R R ARS8 DAL PR =
PR A AH PR A R e M A T A o B I B B AT AR A N
pEFEL 2 PRV R S T (EEST R AV A (K sedyimie T
PR AT — TR e B B & —(EERHRGEE B i - AHATFIREOK - BES
BRI AN EE S lOR - SRR ERORHY I 2 B R R AG Y 70AT - HE—
HEREE B FRYE R RIS -

WATEHTE F A VR TR ATURS

o3l X st e

XEMI—-nn(r) XEMI-nn(s

PAE 3-3 Rl =ik vl AR S Al E Rl AL SR - Feat5E1E 3-3(a) ()i
SEGEREEE - SrRlE - 10.07 A1 6.47 - 5 FHREORHAVIE S (EF A Z M DU
2 LS E 4B o 43 BIE ¢ 30.21 A1 19.41 - [ 3-3(a) Ay EHEE IR #t

O
©0
‘-"; O
8 (a)
O
3-3. K& MI-nn fi05 & FpE E VAR 2 R EE

S RN r (U e SR AT AR S

'773
2.

5
%
Wit
3
&
|
o
i
@
g

¥
b
&
3
w
op

* MInn(r)FR BRI ¢ ({3 B4 T BRI PR (4 1F By 35 2 I A SR e &
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MHEFHYRE TN » LA K ST AR RGP A SR A HEE - BMIEIBRRE S PRdsAH E]
MVEREE - BRI ZE BIE R B s —(E r R e BEE R 2 k -

H Airskat A i ssSE Ry A3 2 — TR B HIRE BBV T74 - 2800
B E AR B ERHE Y A AR (DU A% - Bl I R L R (A S g
JEBREEZE [ (metric space) A k(- - BlpE 2= R & =(EfFRfF - 1. 3511 (identity
of indiscernible) - dist(x,y) = 0 & dist(y,x) =0 ; 2. ¥f f# M (symmetry) -
dist(x,y) = dist(y,x) ; 3. = & A~ % 3 (triangular inequality) - dist(x,y) <
dist(x,z) + dist(z,y) - EREIHDER R Zme =B E - HEFREERT
MRS FT S IREE 22 R4  BRAPT BT R —4H B B R Y B R s 2 4R
BB RS R - NI fEACA USRS - DR R A S T M A e
BRHR LAY AHCURR (% - & o) B ek 2 SRR ZE P R (R sS4 & -

WKHRE ARy st A B A FOR HI B _ERYFT A SsS REEE - N0 P A LR s A =X
FH—sH2HEEERER - w ARIEEEMZ T REE - BIEEEE—4HH
JFAGE R [E] ELUR e S Z= FE R (R o s T
3.2 JEEBEME TR E A (non-metric multidimensional scaling)

%7t RISAL T2k 7 Eas MR iR Ay U7 7% (non-attribute-based approaches) » B
IRIZ 73 #fr(Factor Analysis)=1& fll 73 Afr (Discriminant Analysis) < J& 14 AL REHY 774
(attribute-based approaches)-f[&] - R #EAERIHYHIERET AZ2ER HE - ZoT
REEZ EH SRR BRI TR o £ — (8 A R BERER R e 4efE 2= M
(EERHE I 2= M AT B FRE R =] DA (DBE R ORFs — 20 EAR DR AR B
IR ZE IR RO - PR EME ST RIS, - ARIF R (ordinal) 2 EEREE 1}
R % - Kruskal[ 1842t —UE BUEMIBR 58 - BR A BUE —TEEUE H LA s
FEIT 4 S 2 ] A P S A B R R R (A B A DARR (e — 201 - [ 3-4 J2:HF Kruskal
RHAIREEM T RIEATT % B S — e/ MEBR (A By 2= [ 7y
ffii - AR [E 3-4 V2P ER - BRI IGErER e - A BB OANEE -
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05 : original dissimilarities between pairs of points

drs © distance between pairs of points in the space

dis © d is a measure of how well the distance d “matches” dissimilarity &
Specify the number of ordination dimensions to be used.

2. Choose an initial configuration, Xo.

3. Normalize the configuration to have its center at the origin and unit mean
square distance from the origin.

4.  Find {d;s} from the configuration.

5. Fit {dis}.It was seen that the monotonic least squares regression of {d.} on
{5:s} partitioned {8, } into blocks in which the values of d,s were constant, and

equal to the mean of the corresponding ds values.

6. Find the gradient g and the new step length sl.

as

7. Find the new configuration : x,,; = X, — sl |3’S‘|
ox

Go to step 4 until stress is invariant to translation.

3-4. Kruskal’s iterative technique[18] - =tk —4HAESHz/ M EBR JJ (R By 2= RS o i -

% 3-1. Kruskal’s stress =5/ U RS > & 2 EE[19]

S — er,s(dr,s - d’\r,s)z

Yrsdis
Kruskal’s stress Quality
0.200 Poor
0.100 Fair
0.050 Good
0.025 Excellent
0.000 Perfect

19




P R ) (4 IR 4 L R 53 10 2 A5 A L P A ) — B R AR /7
{0 % PR BRI » B (R |\ 32T B (DB R A — 0 - B (481
AABEERE T 3-1 -

BEERHRIE 3.1 BB AR HE I A5 ST R (SR » BRI (R
R AN B L6 258 » L ORI L AORE (50 R P EL it
PRI - TRy E R R A ORI OB 4 » PR e R R
L4 BB (% - IR AR B2 R - SR M 70 A
ST SR PR R L

AATBEFE R B % 77 K R AP e 22 P R T A PR BT
SRR A5 S () 47 - SRR ZE A A BB
TR o T M H SR e R RO - B 53 40 A (principle
component analysisiE{D| - 4EREARIIERE EBA F51 08 1 aHEdREERR
UePE ARANE R DB 5 2. AT PR S (4K T2 (subspace) » 1B
EFIBE B LRIkt IR R 2 7T R A M B e R AR 732
FELE R AR RREE » T O B G e 2 1 B VB (L (B R TR 2
3-1 H9ERRE » B (B TR o 2R (IR /N 0.05 65 » 3Bt
AL 1 A 5 BT AR DAL » B PTT B S  RR 22
R R RIS « BRI LIS [ E I SRR -

AR T 2 T R 2 T T (BT R T » SR % S A 0
7 T M S R 2 1] » SBT3 T DI B R AR AT L P MR P 105
S E e R ZE A PO TS » (5 R R T T L o EL B By
EHETRA(S: - BT S i EO R A W AR AR e FE O ] SRR
REGE S BB s E— B AR R LS T B RERR
BEEE R BRI T RIS SRR e -
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3.3 FiRAHIUEIRNY R AR

BRI R I A SR 5 0 RS AT BT - BB 3 L — 4L
OB LR « SATT » (RS — RS A SR (B R
A EE R 5 - W AR DU I S 2 LRI -
PHEHT BT SO TR B i (U - BTS2 200 PR et
HENTELEE » AR IR » PR BEAAR (BRI » RELAH IS
BT 7 T S B T AT -

R B R T4 6 — TR U - (R I S 5 1
SN - SRR BB R AT B AT S LR B A 2 - TRV
SYBEBEAILB( G - SR SRRV R - BRI B AT
YRR AT RS S - AR TR — (B SR e -
0T R0 A - TR © B MR R I e 29 B
(9 40153 SRR RS - T AR (0 S M AR B B
YL AT HERIE AT — AR ORI, - SRS TG % KR o
5 DRI » S ABGRTA BB B A P A B e - TR —FT S

A2 LR+ LR TR JAF P M AL T T R M L5 B - 25
AT 53 B BT R 5 B AP RS - R 4 — B S AR L
T -

PGS YRR RS 722 (1201 Rand Index([19] 5 Adjusted Rand
Index[20] - 4T » S BOTERTK TS BIE P A RSB - DA
BESREFA AR « TRIFIH) B BLRAE e (RATIBIR P (e 11 6 - PRI T
A EEER A RAET RGPS -

Cohen’s Kappa — 41 (R A(211 2 —HRARS H AR MR (S RERT 7735 » FRACHIR
B AR B - R RS R REATES - % AT FAE R R
LI — S HIBTE  ERHERABE | - 3 Cohen’s Kappa —BXME(RBLH 3L



FEA T

1. NS (inter-rater reliability) : 5 FifE gl i AVGERE G 2

2. N[ (intra-rater reliability) : SHEAHERER T AEE BRI R 2 G —H
Cohen’s Kappa —Z A EHY A AT

" _ Py —P

appa =—T_ P
Po FyiBHI—2714E (observed agreement) » FoRAT{EEHIESS R —ZVH 73EE © Pe
FyHHSY —%0 M4 (chance agreement) » SRR A& VAR HT 45 SR THHAM R AR - 2%

%< 3-2 0 [HHFHE %(contlngency table) il 4P HESE S > HI Po Fll Pe AT

ENCXR
Jc N

Cohen’s Kappa {480k PLE o Ebor » #EMR-1 £ 1 ZfH > GIEEOE L
Z[# > 1977 -y Landis 1 Koch [22]4 t T A [ B & E Fr o0 5 ey — 2k
Fe o WK 3-BHTR -

P0=

% 3-2. (EHIYIBH R AL IALE R

Class
V1 VN Sums
Label
Uy O11 Oin R1
un Oni Onn RN
Sums C Cn N

HfFi{E I Cohen’s Kappa —ZEREILRIAT R HI R o B RADARE - 28110
Cohen’s Kappa —£714: {53 12 Z )it I Y S Al & Rl SRR SRy — 200 > HAH A
HWEAEEES - UREDE MY - e i Beiscik2l) (ow & - mEm

22



BEA T AT RERYR2ETAS R » 0 R BRI ECENE o PSR 3-4(a)sR BRI fir B RTHY 2k
SRR KBRS R Y IBR 2B o FRAMTET DA Y W 7 B A2 B Y BRI — i
Po /2 0.625 ~ HHEE —&( {4 Pc 2 0.5 > Al Cohen’s Kappa —ZM:MEGERy 0.25 - %
Cohen’s Kappa — S ME(REIE T 7 888 > B—(EEFAS E (rater) S 3 HYA51
MEAHEES M REREESBER G EE 1 (2B R P rrE
JE A SE MR A I B AR B ~ B HARCREME - BTV —ELE Po £y 0.375 ~ ]
S —E0% Pe £y 0.5 » (#1753 Cohen’s Kappa —ZMEMAEEE I -0.25 - ZEELY
HE4E B [E A SRR - H &Rk Cohen’s Kappa —EMEME GBI R E  Fo1M
bt R RE A e 22 0 B - BSRMAYR2 B 4S R IR R Y BB R 2 0 T2
TP RE H I R 7 R B I3 B > 35 3-4(0)RF a2l & SR — Ay FE DAH [F] Y B
foE - B FR 3-4(a) T34 EABEAN 1 AU EnGE R P iTae oy LA BB B
0 RS2 ErE - A BN 2 AV2ERsS R Bk BMEAYEISRE 0~ EMEAZ 1 -
TArEEE AN — BRI R - IEERZR 3-4() P ERET 1 AR AS AR -
FAM A B R P BRI IR E B 55 - 45 2 B o BSOS
JEHIETE Cohen’s Kappa —E MR8 » G8#1E 2% Cohen’s Kappa — MRy
BE - [NIEEAE 2005 A Reilly SR[23] 82 12 tH— T3y AL (+ Cohen’s Kappa
—EUMEAREL » (EEBEMERIIN I BReRis -

2005 FF-H1 Reilly Z[23] 52 & 42— AL 5 Cohen’s Kappa —E M5 iy 7
%tk Kmax » BIVZEIE Cohen’s Kappa — 214 (4B (5 HLAE S e F AE /7 B4

X

% 3-3. Cohen’s Kappa —E{ (A3 4K [22]

Kappa Rank of agreement
0.00 ~0.20 Slight
0.21~0.40 Fair
0.41 ~0.60 Moderate
0.61 ~0.80 Substantial

0.81~1.00 Almost perfect agreement
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22 3-4(a). 4PAELEIEFIA Cohen’s Kappa — 20148k

W& | A B C D E F G H
BEiL | R OB B OB B O R B
BEiz | R R R B B B R E
22 3-4(b). 5y BESE SIEF Y Cohen’s Kappa —%0 (481
w&E | A B C D E F G H
Rl | 1 1 0 0 o0 o0 1 1
BEi2z | 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 1

1 o I BRSSP T YR RRCSR IR B E B ER - T T DA S o B
AISRSRIM A 2B T BFEEAR © Kmax JT7AHY HARAE RS S AL B — 20 Bk
B —2H n L R AL Cohen’s Kappa — S HEAEHVIERIFEY 72 - WA ST
tH ) Cohen’s Kappa — 21 (A Fy K HIHR AR ©
AR 3-4Q@EIBIT - B EEM 28 &S R —(EERI4RST - B A
ZETEE R D IR IERT - 12 R LB T - A BETE A 2 fEsk
YT et 4 BEERIBR D520 > 4058 3-5 Fins -
FFEDL L AR 4 ~ $E00 2 FIEL 3 B AEERYFES T2 - FefM &R IS
St LRI 2 $F)% Cohen’s Kappa HYRZEE - 3% 3-6 k% 3-5 IAVIEL 1 AR 2
HRRIBRF TR LAY BR 23 - SR T ER L BRI EERE
a.  FONHCESHT 1 MIBHN 2 B A5 O BFVR BEE
b.  FRULEEEN 1 R ES O B - (HPLEAT 2 BRSNS 1 BRI RE
C. FONKESED 1 AR 1B o (EAYEED 2 BRSBTS O BRI R EE
d. FRORHESED 1IBREN 2 B A6 1 BRI R EE
R 3-6(a) - A B ATENIF R B HARSRaE Ry 0 M BV RITECE B
15 AR 3-6(b)rf - BRIl 1 52840 B MR B R dRsas e /s 0 - M B R dR e
Ry 1o (HEHN 2 ¥ BV RSt a E Al BB AT 1 A [E - =5 R Wt 5 o8O — 2t
(observed agreement, Po) - BIIZESHEZ AL ¥ A ERHVEIE - FeFTEHR % 3-6(a)
IR —Z MR R 2% 3-6(b) - AL AT SR #5555 Y Cohen’s Kappa —£714: {4 -
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sHAFR 3-5 BB 1 /2 B IR B — BRS04 » BES 7 o R (L BT
HIR 2T -

HAFIE Kmax F7AM R FIETH IS S AE S UBRREE S AR - R

i {E (threshold)E EAE 0.9 DAL » FoRMIsH i BRGE R 2R A — 2L AR e 2% 3-3

P —EMEESR

SERCERHVIFE L FRORET > BAPTRPAE LR R A B R B M 2 T RUEASS

#Z 71" Almost perfect agreement”/y7K4E > F o

% 3-5. FHIEEHE ARSI

BEEm1  EEEm 2
E & B =
Rl l0|1]0] 1
B2 10| 1]1]0
B3 1] 0]0] 1
ER4 1] 0] 1]0
% 3-6(a). FEEHIF Y BHER Y REE - B 1
. BEAM 2
B 1
O(EM) | 1(GEM) | 448
O(E M) 23 b q 4
%
Eifi 1(EEME) ¢ 2 d o 4
B 4ag 5 3 8
% 3-6(h). EEHFORHER 2 RERE > B 2
1 2 -
0CGEM:) | L(BEM) | 448
J a b
- O( M) 1 3 4
Bifi 1(EEM) ¢ 2 d 2 4
. HEEY 3 5 8
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B Horr» FIF I — (8 SB e i USRIy D B ELE » FRFIERA K-means
g, K-medoids JEHEZ% - B> B AR ELER AR N 207 Bl R B 7y R4S SRAVAR (DR
KHET R G TR REE R TER > SHERLNESTRAZHHENZE -
K-medoids JEELABL K-means JEEUAMLL - HEERHERBURMEEIR - [RIbEEA
K-medoids {F £ /3 BHEEDE © 28100 » DEIENT - BIEEE K-medoids JEEA(
PRI T 6 0 7 FIMERFE Y2 -

K-medoids J8 5AMY HELEH 28 FHTPIaE O HEE - (e Tk —4HRES
B AL B B B IR R B (R - R E B B e E L Ea T
% LIFE D K-medoids HEDENE WA BRMEIE D BIGER  (RAE E A A T
GYEE o TERLLRIENLT - $EERAV BRAE RS FE MR i (Y B R e - (REHERE
BEERD AR ETRE OEST B ERIETBRE L
EEEEERA TR - BERHENEE N E R - R R MR A
Ry R R R B N R B R TR E S 2 By TR 2 SR HEAYE
£ FfMseth—RESUETA - 787y ferg K-medoids » 2 {Ee K-medoids J#H 0%
h SR ERRI 705 AL B R B B S s SRR B B 53 B4
R PP E LEY TR 2 - BN EOHEE LW - MEARS
REFEHEEMHEFERNE L - BRI BRI IE A o B A Eey A El
IFFRRERG  TIAAHEENNE - SRR A S R B UAPREER(E
DRSS (ATEFR T ERERE T - RIS G H R - R B SRS
EEAL R B 73R - (B BEAS RAE T & TR (R -

[ 3-5 & A DL (AR Y R B (pseudo code) » Horfr > JERERMES
TERFEAER R statistics[24]52£f isoMDS = > isoMDS EEH Kruskal[18]
PRHAVEEDE - BERMRERE R O(n)) - n BERIMERL HERREANIZRAEN
& HY K-mediuds JEREIX - IFETEREETE O(nkt) » n ZERHEE > K B0 BEAE - t

BB -
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Algorithm: Similarity Transform

Input: Original data ~ Output: Transformed data
Method:

1. Do« Original data

2. w0

3. Finding clustering result, C,, by freq K-medoids.

4. repeat

da. W w+l

4b.  Find all pairs of link weight, A, and transform.
4c.  Use Kruskal’s nMDS to generate new attribute, Dy,.
4d.  Find the clustering result, Cy, by freq K-medoids.
4e.  Calculate Kinax between Cy,.1 and Cy,.

4. until Knax>0.9

5. Transformed data <— Dy.1

Algptithm: freq K-medoids

Input : Data

Method:

1. LetCy, Cs... Ci be the initial cluster center.

2. repeat

2a.  Assign data point to cluster h so that objective function value is minimized
2b. h=argmin (X, cy(r — C)?)

2c.  For each cluster h, update its medoids.

2. until medoids remain unchanged

3-5. AL ER A FERRAZAT freq K-medoids 7574
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34 GEFEEADHERA

i TR B A BCE PR (paiewise constraints) 8 & = 73 BREEUAT - i5fdl )T
2 R R BB A BB EDE « MRS R AE (U i 7 A 7 A YT J 1 B 7
search-based HYPETE N EREAE S » DT REAVEREN: » [FIFRFH A ECE
R Pl e A (DA PR R P bR P G EL T RE 2RV BT 70 & 3R - Cop K-means[8]/2
search-based “FEFEH 3 EEANIAE Y — BRUNEE K-means HEL » 751
TYREHAERE S BRI R o B R TR S BCHIRE TR By
AFREAEGEIR - ZRIM - B RERIHUE S S UGB HITR S - 5 2 E R AR AC B R
Z R/ DER SRR e S [ BB A T $EERAVAE SR - 275 2002 471 Kleinberg
1 Tardos[25] 2 HIERMZL > HHY Kleinberg HiI Tardos $2H! (Y55 1E 5 R
MUST-link J88Y » FfTi—251 A CANNOT-link » ZE{EEET—4HEEN &% 0 B
LAY AERE - R B & 0F » (ES AR (b B AR =AY B RE o - [EIHF
RE e/ M B2 R IO B BR AR DR R - I I 5 F =5 Prbe I BC SRR 2 5 0

WME S ER T 7 A E R R B LRI R T - 1 S MR
MUST-link FTIPEHIEES » CFor CANNOT-link FRZEREVEES © 2. F-AEIEE M
Bl reso BRI TR Dllink (r, s) R 3. % CSET Fom UL AP IV EES
4. L(r) ~ LT AIFRATEBII 28 5. Cp ~ Coay Bl r BLEE s BT E 7y B e
L RIING

B8 B B B IR BIRRR 5 B S5 0 B O R E R X E R T
FURSIETENL » 3 hliE © &S MUST-link #1752 CANNOT-link -
> EFER MUST-link By~ &=

Costy, = %[dist(r, C,) + dist(s,C,)],
if link(r,s) € M AL(r) # L(s)

FEEN MUST-link (Y1EHE > JREMEM SEZRHE L RE (7B > MUST-link #1465y
HEAFENSEET - S22 e IERVECHIRS] - s B AR E b —=
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ERTE B > BRI E R B AR B - AL BRECHRHIFT R
(B Ry © 984S LAVE—RG r o B153—Bh s B0 C > IERTERAYRERERA (5
dist(r,Cs) = FYE k= E FEAFTRRFE IEHERC B FRHIT E AR BUE - AR
eSS YRR » B e RS = Y (E
> EFE CANNOT-link FI{E =

1
Coste = = min  dist(r,x) + min  dist(s,x)]|,
2 lvxeCSET x=C, VXECSET,x#Cg

if link(r, s) € € A L(r) = L(s)
“Ze & CANNOT-link #Y1F1E » IRRIME RSB R IE R A2 @ > CANNOT-link
A FEE AR RN B o BLERZ MUST-link (15 AEIE - A E =AY B E
R R E IEERCE IR BAREUE - e 2o e IEMERECHIR GRS - i E
PRI DT A SR s B — AR Eh R ek o B A PR Y — B SRR RS A
BRI 2 A E EE - HIE - ERECH RGP R ER e K - #4E RV E—
BE o BEAIRR Co izl CSET HflariyE L Cx » PREBEH MABEEERERE % dist(r,Cx)
B/ N o MIEIRY - Bl TFR5 Riss EAYRRE - e BN S Fa(E -
SERCER. MUST-link f172 2 CANNOT-link 2 (A {EH =V E R » FRAFTRHE
RS T 2 A H AR E P

Obj’ = Z(r -C)%+ z Costyr + Z Coste
rev link(r,s)emM link(r,s)ec

HATRFL 5 Adn 4 K ¢ freq K-medoids with cost function > 411&] 3-6 - HEZRAE 3.3
Bfififf K-medoids J57ATHHEUELEy freq K-medoids » N D=l B H R E
45 AR Ry IR FERRE > O SR RS S & MR R (A By iz o
PR A OB IR B ER e E - (AR B R IR AR by & s b 2
SR IERERI RS B MbE R ARSI E -
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Algorithm: freq K-medoids with cost function

Input : Data, M «— MUST-link constraints, C<— CANNOT-link constraints
Method:

1. LetC4, Cs... Cy be the initial cluster center.

2. repeat until convergence

2a.  Assign data point to cluster h so that objective function value is minimized.
2b.  h=argmin (rev(r — C)? + Yiinkr,syen CoStar + Viink(rs)ec Coste)
2c.  For each cluster h, update its medoids.

2. until medoids remain unchenged

3-6. freq K-medoids with cost function J75,%
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FIUE - BEREEETR

TE LRGP - SR TRAE LR e SR HA DU SR A0 BB A D R i T
& AT T TRV E B
1 JEEREA O BEEEALLEL |

HH I R A B RE B BB ASS & - (EHFE 3.3 Hifethiny freg

K-medoids EHEZE « EER I REEEL Y © 55— » $RET k-nn F1 MI-nn FifE=

WEIE ARG T A A DL - L B R BT A o EER - 55

BAF TEAEHY I AL oy BRI -

2. PEIEADBREEIALLEL
DR AR B B A B ERS & (B 3.4 EifRHiAY freq
K-medoids with cost function j& &% » FIBRTTAERY J7 ALE 73 BERTAERENE: -

3. BRI (EREE P DS 2
Ehacaim AR B - (RIS R R B M2 T R T A i IR 22 [ i
12 o PREEA [E 22 R4 e B R EAR T

4.1 ErIERTERE
IHEEEA o o P A EORIEE ST B RE © 1. 7 4 A el iy 4 E0R4E © 2. 10 42k

H UCI &R [26] e Hy BB & -

HEE RPN E R R A e - fa0 : EkiE R
BREAESERNVERN SIS - HENERAIAE N ETER] Sl 8y
BEE BRI E > NIt > S RMS TR B R 2 - FIEEATBE ST Rl
(EERsy - 1 EREES - 2. BRIEMIE - EREEH HIERBIRERA — 2
ERIEENE - PR RERE R EEHIRAVER - B W ERATA B A E
MR ERTERL » HERATRER T E RS - FE B — 1 HLFhE
HVHIA BT JE - R EREE P EE B AR EZRILAHE - ERIERE
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AHE: - BRI RS BT Bl = — (R E B - [FIlE IR JFAGHY
MR - BERIEMEAY AR M 2 I R AT R (E AR (b (min-max
normalization)[1] - i {E IEARA B IR AR ERHE M HET TER B - % mina AT maxa
srRlEE N A By ME B > M EIERERIAR

, vV — ming ) )
v = — X  (new_max, — new_min, ) + new_miny,
max, — Mminy

FHE—EERNEN: A B 2 &E [new_miny, new_max, | H > FAFIRFE R
PEERCEF 0 Bl 1 2 -
4-1 ZHEEETPEETEAN 7 A THRABRE OB £4-1 8

10 ¢H UCI HE &R R AR R & -

s
+
+
30| *
N B
* + 4
2| +
+ .
4t
. %
2| .
:4 3
5| * *
Pra
****** LNt N
0 R 5
L s B S e
s .
gL '
0 ‘e .
******
s o s ERNES »
-,
s RN LR
. ¥
B ek b
P e e
L K
P pe s
.
LR e pan
o b e o
! b . %
* o+ f} * +
***** ] oF, i i £,
el A et 43
3
sEEEw i ot
R R
PR Yy o
e o o
" 3
% . ey o
e

4-1. NIEgat&EREEDS 1
S REEG > HEET - BREAAEAE 1 dl > d2 > d3 > d4 > d5 - d6 - d7 -
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% 4-1. UCI Bl

Num of instances Num of dimensions  Num of classes

Iris 147 4 3
Wine 178 13 3
Glass 213 9 6
Balance 625 4 3
lonosphere 351 34 2
Breast cancer 449 9 2
WDBC 569 30 2
Soybean 47 21 4
Segmentation 210 19 7
Pima diabetes 768 8 2
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4.2 FFEITE

Rand index(R1)[18]/& e FH At & R 7 AR IR FE R o0 30 B R St =i
BRIPRENS I E - fEREEERTT - T2 Rl R EAIIRAE -

RI & BRAE R P A BRI L YR (5 > BT BRI o BRRVAH DU -
S ={s1,52,83, o, Sn} FRMEESR n VEREE @ X ={X1, X2, X5, . ., Xp}
Y = {Y1, Y2, Y3, e, Yo} SPRIMRBRMALARFENI I EELE R - WEIE S IVFHEES -
SEHEST A p Al q - B ST EREHERER R RIIBEE S (s 5)) » Bi%
WA [F] B SR P BRI - 2] o3 Ry R HI VAR -
1 1 X P EME SRR EAE Y P dmE S E i
2. A X PR EHE T ERAE Y TR E AR B
3. ME X PR EANFEEANE Y TR SR
4. £ X PHEREE A FEOR A Y TR E A R
LUA~B~C D orplFRoR EAtIURE IS 3R A R > BB s & YR EUE

(3)=A+B+C+D - HIRI AR AR ESE S -

" _A+D- © A+D

" A+B+C+D ™
2

AR RUER S 0 2 1 28 > o #ils Lommi (8 B DR s - &
MRS R T 2GR > RIER 1 - DIBEEENEECE - RI AHERETEER
HEAERESS (overall accuracy) °

Hhaaat iz BNMER—HEREE » JMTER &R R D) B R (5D
g3 o3 R I EE AT ISREE - JHIEEEAY 1 S R AR RIE el o By 2B - DL R
EHETERER JISREANE AR BRSSP B B AGE & 1
H AT HIECHIRHIRE B 5l SR8t BE A i — e B AU AS T 5 - B A R &k
FLHVEE > HME G ES 20 40 FHVEISREFDAGE - Utk 20 4RGPS
EMUR RS EE -

/%
g

RI

g
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43 B

4.3.1 FERTEA I EERVALLE

BRI E A (DU AT VA RE S IR L A AR DR (R BT 2 - i A (DL
Az EISPER A ESR - RS hied T s RIS AN R A 77
HlE K T (K-nn) AT a] ZAH B S AT Al (MI-nn) « fE /N - 3R (fE SetbiE K
Fi T AT (K-nn) R o] EAH 60 i T A0 (MI-nn) i fel = PR s g MEAD 52 0 A R AR DU
R > LT RERYAERER B A B S thl R BRI T YRR B U B R
FAEB B AR

4.3.1.1 DLKSATAR(K-nn)RIE] E AR R RE AR (MI-nn) 28 AH{I

RS 7ALEEL

B3 RIER K s (K-nn) AT AT EAH G R T 4 (MI-nn) i R =i e s P
HPERETT A > B 3.3 B rhHE L AR DL B RORARE Bk L B AR A A - AH (DU
TR HEERPERIERIRE R AR - e AN TR TE R &
thdl £ d5 2o ARAE 4EZEE - 10 d6 A1 d7 RIS A = 4EZEfE A « BT A
TEGTEREE - d1 > d2 ZE ik (convex) &l » (B2 d1 fFETEEA/ NN
AYIEDL » 10 d1 A d2 [EIRFFAE ST BRI fE N © d3 2 d7 AIEEH MR
(concave)[&lff; » Erfr d4 ~ d5 Fl d7 [EfAFAE P ERA/ N SIHAYVIEDL - 1T d3 1 d4
IRIEIRFFAE S BRSNS Hr AR L -

LUK T30 Ry AR B HAR (DU O A E B TRV E S B K > 28K Y
sCEF R BURL > LSV EERIE MR ES K=1 ~ 3~ 10> =FEAFEIAVEUE -

BRI 3.3 Biife iy iR s P DU AR i (AR - St —dEREE
HIEE DA E > 157 4-2 - SERAR DAL - AT B IR
A2 freq K-medoids j 5572 7 312 55 ] 20 4H B A flr E A SIS P A 0 B R
BEREIRANE 4-2 FIF% 4-3 - HERGERBUR L K ST Ry Z ARV 0774
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MEEGZHSE K (EE - VE D EREEREIMER (SRR 28 K ] DUERESY
B BT ERERLERNFEEZE K > SIREBI2E K sl EE -

T A4-2. T HATEREE > fEALLMI-nn ~ 1-nn ~ 3-nn ~ 10-nn Ryl 2 AR (DU RS

Dataset di d2 d3 d4 ds dé d7
MI-nn 1 1 1 4 1 1 1
1-nn 1 3 0 2 1 5) 1
3-nn 2 2 0 4 4 2 1
10-nn 1 2 0 3 1 2 1

Btz FRMEIEE d6 F1 d7 IsH AR =422 VA RHE » BRI MEHAT A
B R R AT AD(MI-nin) Ry B 2 AR (DU AR BIRII - 4fE] 4-3

d6 A1 d7 WRHERHRAY AT REA0E] 4-3(a) > FFTEILIKER 3.3 AT
2 > BRI ERHEST — AV DU  frEE LR MR REANIE 4-3(b)  $2
E LA AR (& 4-3(a)) Sdig % (B 4-3(b))T T EF AR BRI - RF 3 HET T 7 B 1%
EEAE AW EH T BFEE AR A AE{EL - Cohen’s Kappa —ZMEBuh e /NI E - Feff
Ay H R TR — 4 1S & AU DU R AR B B A BB I B (A s N S AR DL SR AL T
R RIS DRI - FAE T8 VAR (DU S M AT TP RE AT ] 4-3(c) -
FAIE ik LEasE g (8] 4-3(b)) Bt 1% (8] 4-3(c))Hy I EEAH (DIRE S - W9& iy hE
&R 2R S EAH{LE Cohen’s Kappa — 2B G e Z PG E - INIEEHRFIRE
d6 1 d7 FTARAVAH U AR (OB S K > BRI 4-3(b) Z S MERR R B Rt
DLRE BT e (i

4-3 5 > KRR DS - TDAHEY SR B R AR - B8y
BRI (R NMERESI G IEME T BE > FING LR Z HAVIE Y -

NN
o
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0.9

0.8
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0.5
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0.9

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

04

4-2. EFLL MI-nn ~ 1-nn ~ 3nn ~ 10nn A ErlE 2 AL EEEAE H 2 freq K-medoids JEEE - 7
H AN TERHEAR RI BREz
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7% 4-3. LI MI-nn ~ 1-nn ~ 3nn ~ 10nn A ZLmt 2 fH{EEHAFER 2 freq K-medoids JEEE - 7
sH A TEREZ Rl SEZH{EEL Wilcoxon signed rank test 4347
Method  Average RI

MI-nn 0.995
1-nn 0.751
3-nn 0.854

10-nn 0.911

Method comparison p-Value

MI-nn vs. 1-nn 0.0313
MI-nn vs. 3-nn 0.25
MI-nn vs. 10-nn 0.375

(a) (b) (©)
4-3. AR HBAE TR A 2 LI - B 4-2(0) (ORISR
B ¢ RE SRR d6 A d7 - WAL A TR RTR
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4.3.1.2 HAZEEE A REEALLE

FA A (DL R Y 2T B 1477 A freq K-medoids Js 5% » 5 A B
SYNEEE RV BEEEDAMELE - B HlE K-means[1] ~ K-medoids[4] -
CLUTO[5](—HE {F Chameleon[S]/EEAAY T H) LA K DBSCANI6] -

K-means {5 I R statistics[23]#2 (fLAYpr= HPATFRY S BUER 7 BHEE K
CLUTO[S] s FfF&E AR - KRR SBHE % - B8 0 Di A
(clmethod) ~ FE{ELFE R =(sim)FT K ST AB(E & (nnbrs) - SLES S ERRR ST BE 705
(clmethod)z% £ graph ~ AE{BLREE pR=(sim) a5 AR EERE - FHTY CLUTO[S]HRA K 5
AT AN E BRE T EEAR AL AR - i EER B B R A S HENZ K S A (E% (nnbrs) »
B IRE T =R ENS8IE - 57502 © 10 ~ 25~ 40(CLUTO 7 THE{H)
DBSCAN[6]#%H 2001 4= Daszykowski 5 [27152 H (44 7554 - Hajd DBSCAN
5 A RTRITE S E(HAR & Fl MinPts)IE R SURL - JUHZF1K ¢ » R Daszykowski
STV —TEETHY 74 » SRR ENT MinPts SRS B BB ny LR & 0 KR
A SE RSN FIRER D E A S B AGENE: - FILERM B MinPts 388
F5 35~ 10 « 2 T ARAVEBRFLATRE o3 HILLER A Tata el SR B L Bt bl -

ANt BRI ERE 7y - BAMERRACH 3.3 Bt AR SHAE
HAR RSP —4HE MRS E I DR > W15 4-2 - FEE
KCHAE DL R & A AT B I FE FH & freq K-medoids S B > (s FH 20 41
PE ARG R D 5T ot 3 IR B Xy B RIE - BIRAE SR AE 4-4 A
% 4-4 o EE/NETERIH LA AT A 6 bR AT A (M1-nn) R WIS 2 A A (DL e
JTETE IR BRI/ NI ~ BRI ERY IR BT SR B TR - #RAES
IR EHERT S B - A BLEA Sy BER Lhi & e h - HAE R R R BAMIFTH ey
JTEER H g =RH L - BB K-means F1 K-medoids JH 5022 A A4S F -
FH A W a5 T B AT 2 ™ M A (4 (L (convex optimization problem) -
REAGCA A R EE_EAREYIEN - R MR IRATERHEE d5 1 d7 - EERERFETE

39



IKV—r = > LRI — A — S MRS (E 53 8F - eIz CLUTO Ry EERGER »
HEZ% CLUTO E B Bgss RS ME IR AT &R - 2811 CLUTO 1%

SEHECE A E U - BiRsEREUR CLUTO MREZ 228 nnbrs 1522 -

FYZ: 8 nnbrs fERTHYFTA ERHE - R BHVEE I ERE A E L - 3t
SHHECEEE R EB AN st —E R R EREERAEE -
BRI S ChR Y T AR - A AR L& S AT A (MI-nn) R A B A AH (DU B A5
EEA S B RTERE (K CLUTO - {48122 DBSCAN MEER4EF -
DBSCAN &l DU [ R S RERYIERUE - H SR (R B o B FE A ST Y
TEo Elhash a6 E DBSCAN fEH] £ IUsH# S Ay &5 (d1-d2-d3~d4) -
rRFEREREE - MIEA EMHIRERIEET(S ~ d6 ~ d7) > ERFENSE MIZREE
IS IERER D BE4E IR - SR a DA BEER - DI G A E & AT AR (MI-nn) B LB AH
USSR TT AR I B EEIRAVEREE - HS BRI RYR -

B2 10 JHZR B UCH BRHEAVERRIEE - B A H e iy =R I &
HYIERE T EE - RS UCI EREEARE IR EE 1 RS EIRAESHVE R
11T e 4 1 22 RN A Y s AT A o S R AR BEDATRIH L AR 14 - AP S RE
MEEERAVEDRD - seBIB RV RHE AR BT -

£ UCI ERHEERIE SR T FAMFERE KR 3.3 fiife th AR iR s 1A (DL e iy
i fEfR > stEE—HERE > SHIUEENRDUEERRE > 15 4-5 - Kb
DL s R % AR A B MU Z freq K-medoids JEELEN » A0 {H R 20 4R
U HEASE FERO R EAM 3 T FRY B4 EERe RAE 4-5 M1k 4-6 - &
BadE SRR E S RIS T - BRI DART B AH LR A8 (M 1-nin) Byl s e AT A Y
M DL AT A A RE SIS A B = Y oy BEAERER O I 5112 irisglass~balance~WDBC -
soybean - [ft A E IR SRS =N M =M B 77k -
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1 1 1 1 1
; — 0.977 a— 0.986
0938
09 0874
— 0.851
084 084
e P
0.802
—
08
53/ .
0735 380 743 742
o 724
07
06 0.562 56
93° 50} 920.492 56 940.494 401
05 e
I | I I .13
1lal '- 7
04
da
=Mi-nn + freq K-edoids = K-means  =K-medoids = CLUTO (nnbrs=10) = CLUTO (nnbrs=25) = CLUTO (nnbrs=40) = DBSCAN (MinPts=3) = DBSCAN (MinPts=5) DBSCAN (MinPts=10)
1 B 0.9930.993 0992
o — -
1 P
0903
0893
—
09 —
Iﬁ
08 I
751 0.754
—D 7380.738
05
07
0 6540 652
62
06
5051
990 497
05
0a - 7
d6
=Mi-nn + freq K-edoids = K-means  =K-medoids = CLUTO (nnbrs=10) = CLUTO (nnbrs=25) = CLUTO (nnbrs=40) = DBSCAN (MinPts=3) = DBSCAN (MinPts=5) DBSCAN (MinPts=10)

& 4-4. JEETE A BEEDL - T A TERSEN RI B

ZREH : /A ZEA © MI-nn based transform and freq K-medoids ~ K-means + K-medoids ~+ CLUTO
(hnbrs=10) ~CLUTO (nnbrs=25) ~CLUTO (nnbrs=40)~ DBSCAN (MinPts=3) - DBSCAN (MinPts=5) «
DBSCAN (MinPts=10)
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% 44, JEETEAEREEDS - T HATERSE Z Rl SEH{EEL Wilcoxon signed rank test 7347

Method Average RI

MI-nn + freq K-edoids 0.995

K-means 0.597

K-medoids 0.595

CLUTO (nnbrs=10) 0.868

CLUTO (nnbrs=25) 0.745

CLUTO (nnbrs=40) 0686

DBSCAN (MinPts=3) 0.749

DBSCAN (MinPts=5) 0.802

DBSCAN (MinPts=10) 0.615
Method comparison p-Value
MI-nn + freq K-edoids vs. K-means 0.0156
MI-nn + freq K-edoids vs. K-medoids 0.0156
MI-nn + freq K-edoids vs. CLUTO (nnbrs=10) 0.0625
MI-nn + freq K-edoids vs. CLUTO (nnbrs=25) 0.0313
MI-nn + freq K-edoids vs. CLUTO (nnbrs=40) 0.0156
MI-nn + freq K-edoids vs. DBSCAN (MinPTS=3) 0.0313
MI-nn + freq K-edoids vs. DBSCAN (MinPTS=5) 0.0313

MI-nn + freq K-edoids vs. DBSCAN (MinPTS=10) 0.0313
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7 4-5.10 2 UCI Bt S 2 AR (DL Bt 8y

Dataset Iris Wine Glass Balance lonosphere
0 1 5 13 0

Dataset Breast cancer WDBC Soybean Segmentation Pima diabetes
1 0 0 2 5

1
0942
0.925 = 0927 419
= —
089 .88
09 _%379'379 am
= 0848853
a — 083
9
08 60.772.772
0741
0731
N 98.693
07 367 i
s
0639
0629
01 —]
059 0.580.590.589
06 0578 e 60.570570.57 s e s
2.
02 60.468.463
30.330.334 10.310.301 II I
s ol
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iris wine glass bal iono
=Mi-nn +freq K-edoids = K-means  =K-medoids = CLUTO (nnbrs=10) = CLUTO (nnbrs=25) = CLUTO (nnbrs=40) = DBSCAN (MinPts=3) = DBSCAN (MinPts=5) = DBSCAN (MinPts=10)
0986 0986
1 — —
I94
0919
0.895 0. 0.896.895 —
089 0885 0.885 0887
00 | 08T 0872,
: .oﬁs_ 66 872 —  0.860.865.860.865
S S 0849850 L e
o 3 39 S
08 78.770.770.771
07
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0558,
0554 0.540.546.544
34 30.530.532 05280 =1 s
16 e 516
'5 0.506 — 1951651
= |
U.S I |4 III
2l Ll
04 7
breast WDBC soybean seg diabetes
=Mi-nn + freq K-edoids ~ =K-means  =K-medoids = CLUTO (nnbrs=10) = CLUTO (nnbrs=25) = CLUTO (nnbrs=40) = DBSCAN (MinPts=3) = DBSCAN (MinPts=5) = DBSCAN (MinPts=10)

4-5. FERTE U BEEEDL - 10 4H UCH BREENY RI LLEE

ZRBH : /A ZEA © MI-nn based transform and freq K-medoids ~ K-means + K-medoids ~+ CLUTO
(hnbrs=10) ~CLUTO (nnbrs=25) ~CLUTO (nnbrs=40)~ DBSCAN (MinPts=3) - DBSCAN (MinPts=5)
DBSCAN (MinPts=10)
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72 4-6. JEETE A EREEDE > 10 4 UCH ERME 2 RI SF35{EEL Wilcoxon signed rank test 537

Method Average RI
MI-nn + freq K-edoids 0.812
K-means 0.768
K-medoids 0.774
CLUTO (nnbrs=10) 0.761
CLUTO (nnbrs=25) 0.773
CLUTO (nnbrs=40) 0.759
DBSCAN (MinPts=3) 0.569
DBSCAN (MinPts=5) 0.568
DBSCAN (MinPts=10) 0.566
Method comparison p-Value
MI-nn + freq K-edoids vs. K-means 0.2324
MI-nn + freq K-edoids vs. K-medoids 0.2969
MI-nn + freq K-edoids vs. CLUTO (nnbrs=10) 0.0273
MI-nn + freq K-edoids vs. CLUTO (nnbrs=25) 0.375
MI-nn + freq K-edoids vs. CLUTO (nnbrs=40) 0.2031
MI-nn + freq K-edoids vs. DBSCAN (MinPTS=3) 0.0098
MI-nn + freq K-edoids vs. DBSCAN (MinPTS=5) 0.0098

MI-nn + freq K-edoids vs. DBSCAN (MinPTS=10) 0.0098
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4.3.1.3 AU AR RS E A R AS O Z L

MDA T A R DA E (E— TR E R A pa B AP BR - (R NP BeffE e
{58 F AR DU B R 5 TR A — sH W VB PERR (% - gt i B R (R UA
K-means[1] - CLUTO[5]#11 DBSCAN[6] - —f&IEE E (A BHEEL - PEiRLG
BEORHE AL B AR (DU AT K R B R (% > WGy o B -

ANLTERHEERE RS RANE 4-6 MK 4-7 - HIHEZ K-means HYEERLER
HMEH K-means JEFIANY HERAER a4 fe 2B (convex optimization
problem) 1£ 4.3.1.1/]Ngfi o EL&KRE B AR (DL LB 7 7 ARE S W B R B 2 [V SR (40
4-2) - FAIFY K-means JEEDEZ IR IERE RS > HEMIE & 0 BRAVAERER | BERLS
FEUT ETAANTEGETERSET > f15 dd BREE - JMEREHH IERENY 7B -
PEEHIZZ CLUTO Fl DBSCAN HYEERGER » W& HN S BV EE B E
BURHY > TP R PR A USSR A B BRI AT B » RESafR RIS A
HSEHRIIER © HEREIREUR - DBSCAN JAE T A TERES - it
HERATER Y =2 B RE IR = oy BRAEER - (/D Bl B RHEESIA0 - d1
d3 e IERERY RS 7Y CLUTO WYEERERSY - 1R d1 f1 d4 —4HERHEE
FEFIERHTE R TR I LIS SIHE AT 8 22 A o B -

UCI BV E Bast R ANIE 4-7 F13% 4-8 - ffY UCI Bt AR AT I
St BRI AT S A RLAY - EFIEEEEAIRRR Y A H e - BERdE R
T o AR DU A BE R RN - (E(ERELERFIHATHYSE R -
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2 E &
1 2 = Original = MI-nn
0977 0977
1
0851
09 0826 084 084 0818 0818 0818
0g | 0738 O PZE—T 0.74224 ~
07
06
05
04
5 K > e $
& ¢ % g <& &
&« «é‘;’ N "° \sg
3 4 = Original = MI-nn
2 E &
5 6 = Original = Mi-nn

768
075745 0733, 0. 2

il

3 A & Q (‘
7 = Original = Mi-nn

4-6. AH{DIEEHTTAEA] 2 K-means ~ K-medoids ~ CLUTO A1 DBSCAN 7572 » FIAf#E FAH{A
FEigf > 7 40N TERHERT RI ELEL

S BAEA > EEToRE 1 1.d1, 2.d2, 3.d3, 4. d4, 5. d5, 6. d6, 7. d7

S RO REERERFGEER » ALERFERER MI-nn EHAFTZELS 2 B8

ZREH : A E A © K-means ~ K-medoids ~ CLUTO (nnbrs=10) -~ CLUTO (nnbrs=25) -~ CLUTO
(nnbrs=40) ~ DBSCAN (MinPts=3) ~ DBSCAN (MinPts=5) - DBSCAN (MinPts=10)
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%2 4-7. R G T A EF 2 K-means - K-medoids + CLUTO i1 DBSCAN 7532 » IR (8 FAH{LL
fElEa >~ 7 4 A TEREZ RIS {EEL Wilcoxon signed rank test 431t

Method Average RI

Original MI-nn
K-means 0.597 0.943
K-medoids 0.595 0.972
CLUTO (nnbrs=10) 0.868 0.839
CLUTO (nnbrs=25) 0.745 0.819
CLUTO (nnbrs=40) 0.686 0.839
DBSCAN (MinPts=3) 0.749 0.911
DBSCAN (MinPts=5) 0.802 0.954
DBSCAN (MinPts=10) 0.615 0.972
Original vs. MI-nn p-Value

K-means 0.0313

K-medoids 0.0156

CLUTO (nnbrs=10) 0.3125

CLUTO (nnbrs=25) 0.6875

CLUTO (nnbrs=40) 0.2188

DBSCAN (MinPts=3) 0.0313

DBSCAN (MinPts=5) 0.0313

DBSCAN (MinPts=10) 0.0313
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1 q, 0942 0.923 0927 0919

0876876 0.87.879 oiases 0850853 Jlaf 0ssn™? “33355 L
— = 0.76B.766 0.770.772 0.772.772 02
08
07
06
05
04
® & J & ® o » - °
N & & &

1 = Original = Ml-nn 2 = Original = Mi-nn
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0.746
0731
0.8 713
0.68.679 067524 “59@ 0593
07
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05 0310276 0310.276 0.300276
04
> o o
& P s P
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¥ ye & & & & R

3 = Original = Mi-nn 4

089 089
0852 —
09 09
— 77 78
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07 0620629 0639639 07
0.5¢ 1
0591 0580589 (oo oo
06 06 s 05165 050605
0463463 0.463.463 0.463.463 -
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¢ » s R I T S » p®
& v‘" & & \<3« \<3"{ & & & & R R & & &
¥ *_,@ & & & & & o« ¥ & & & & & & &

5 = Original = Ml-nn 6 = Original = Mi-nn

0.986.986
0.940.94

1 0918919 1 =
0860869 0888885 o ooce e 0868366 = -
09 — 09
== 0778773 0770771 0770771 0.770.771
08 08 T e
07 07
06 0532532 0532532 0.532532 06
05 05
04 04
5 & » 3 & & »
& & K o4 o4 c‘ & 3 «“ «'= «'= &
& & R «9 & o« & ¢ & . & & K & o @\“ §
7 = Original MI-nn 8 = Original = Mi-nn
1 08 1
ogs1 0872 B5877 039 873 0.860.866 0.865  0.865  0.865
09 09
08 08
07 41 07
0.550.545 0.55¢.545 0.546.545 0.548.545 545
06 06 0519524 0518518 0510523 05
° ° I Ill II
04 04
© b 2 £ & 3 Pl 2 2 S
& & é“y & & & & ¢ ¢ ¥ & & &
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9 é\ = Original MI-nn 10 = Original = Mi-nn
4-7. AE{DL A T A E I %2 K-means ~ K-medoids ~ CLUTO F1 DBSCAN 7532 » Flsk(# FIH L

[~ 10 4 UCI FiRHEE RI B
SRR HAERA EE T 4RE L Iris, 2. Wine, 3. Glass, 4. Balance, 5. lonosphere, 6. Breast cancer,

7. WDBC, 8. Soybean, 9. Segmentation, 10. Diabetes
S RS RERFGEER » ORI RN MI-nn SR FTZE S 2 a1

ZREH : A EA © K-means ~ K-medoids ~ CLUTO (nnbrs=10) ~ CLUTO (nnbrs=25) -~ CLUTO
(nnbrs=40) - DBSCAN (MinPts=3) ~ DBSCAN (MinPts=5) - DBSCAN (MinPts=10)
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% 4-8. FEDUEEHA T4 E FH E K-means ~ K-medoids ~ CLUTO 1 DBSCAN 7572 » k(s AR
fEiEHe > 10 4H UCIH BRH4E > RI SEH{E B Wilcoxon signed rank test 434

Method Average RI
Original MI-nn
K-means 0.768 0.743
K-medoids 0.774 0.724
CLUTO (nnbrs=10) 0.761 0.715
CLUTO (nnbrs=25) 0.773 0.751
CLUTO (nnbrs=40) 0.759 0.748
DBSCAN (MinPts=3) 0.569 0.53
DBSCAN (MinPts=5) 0.568 0.531
DBSCAN (MinPts=10) 0.566 0.529
Original vs. MI-nn p-Value
K-means 0.0938
K-medoids 0.4375
CLUTO (nnbrs=10) 0.0938
CLUTO (nnbrs=25) 0.4375
CLUTO (nnbrs=40) 0.6875
DBSCAN (MinPts=3) 0.0938
DBSCAN (MinPts=5) 0.125

DBSCAN (MinPts=10) 0.1563
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4.3.2 FETEFRERIALE

¥ 3.4 BRI E B freq K-medoids S EL A& (15 freq K-medoids
HELDENIRE B B W R R - R R R SRR AT 770 BB DU it
B similarity-based £ B B =y BE A R AT - IRILTE AR ERS - TR
AR DU iR Ry 23 @M A2 freq K-medoids with cost function JEEUA -
[EIHG B A = FE— B similarity-based (¢ ES B 204334 : Xing[11] - RCA[12]
1 LMNN[16]f5EEES - Xing[11]#1 RCA[L2]#2 By R B B Uy B AR R —
ISR - #EA1E A search-based 11 Cop K-means[8] 574454 » #£
=AY B AR SR A AR il (pairwise constraints) » FEIHET T BEAERER -
LMNN[16]/E £ EH A DU s =AY B FE ] K e 48 (K-nn) 226 f R ALIE SR
(large margin) - Bt R s SCER H Y 77 A (8 FIRE A IS ERIBEFRAPTRF L4 AR
PRI+ LMNN[16]#9 5 45 H 22 8 R A 38 (classification) SIS IR 77 B » BR 745
TECHERAIAVIEELSN 14046 T B S PRI AT 6 S Y& kL 5l (class) - B Xing[11]
I RCA[12]7574M[F > £ LMNN[16]777458238 — AR e 1% > Feff
LE#RAREH K-medoids JEBUAREE 2 G5 RAVERER - RIS UREITTEZ
L K-medoids J8 5% Ry BEHRE » FR M FAM¥ Cop K-means FE{ELL » 11 57
EEEEDAH K-means B #A% K-medoids - [fij Cop K-means #y £ 52 H A58 8 -

SRR A BOAN B R A B B R IR AT B BR B & M EDE
t o FRAPIIE 110K S5 B Ak 15 5] o By R P USRS PR 1 > {8 R
SP R BFAYERE R o 1 A0 B FR S A b BB 2 o P55 T AR SE 3T B9 Hl Y
MUST-link 1 CANNOT-link A% & » #5025 H rh— AU RRAY AU B IR R 2 -
BT Lo o3 B E DR P = A ] E SR A EC S PR B 5 R 50 4 -
100 4HF1 200 4H > &R & 56 RRBCHIBRBIAHHEL » R EIE R 22 HIEE b
MUST-link #1 CANNOT-link Zf#iE#% El (transitive closure) » #& [ =4 57 AV L ¥

PR -
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ANTEREERER » SO S EREHTE R - BIERR D E RN
ERAE (B0 BoSRE) - BeMIny o BEaS SRATY AT 2 2T 58 2 IEMEIVEAE R -
[ EER =4HJ772% » Wil 4-8 F13% 4-9 Fos - RIMERA R AAHIEC IR HEEEE At =
THE - BRTERSEE R d2 Z4) > Xing [11] - RCA[12] + LMNNI16]
B H A AT R R AR B R NI A ST BE & 7y (E RE A TR AR TR -

[ UCH EREERY B BRGER - W& 4-9 F1F% 4-10 fr - Xing[11] ~ RCA[12]
F1 LMNN[16] = fe 7772 MBS e S PR AT B Bl S 2238 AR (DA RA (% » ERIE mT DATEEA
AR DA R R A A AR DU (5 =T DURG S 26 S B PR - AE M PR T 22880 o>
BRRERER - MBS REUS - S A G AHE S &I A(MI-nn)PE R Rt 2
FEADURE Bt T A T A T4 BE (% FEER-F freq K-medoids with cost function Ji
FUERHEHY R HEEMEMNME BRI HER =70k - B IEH 0 BERHEER R4S
R EHEA IR - LB FRE TR R S0 BRIV E SRS IR - AR EEAE
FE BRI B 1 oy I e 2 JE B B =0y freq K-medoids B B5 =iy freg
K-medoids with cost function EEUE » WIEIVEZIAZIFEEE - T RK
M B T7 A FE I B R ESRPr E F &R 4R » B AE SRR i AU L R L A
CLRA R - [EIRFFF & B SR BEATEC TR - PRIt a2 B e I PR A E U 7 B e T
ISR - 5 R ME I Bt B R A B b - YR R PA ] DA A ARGl i
R A A R A - DRI T BRAYAAE -
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7
4-8. FETEADREEEVE - 7T H A TEREER RI BRER

A AEEAS > EE TR ¢ 1.d1, 2.d2, 3. d3, 4. d4, 5. d5, 6. d6, 7. d7

SRBH - EFEPH/AEZE A ¢ MI-nn based transformation and freq K-medoids with cost function ~ Cop

K-medoids[2] over the feature space suggested by Xing[11] - Cop K-medoids[2] over the feature space

suggested by RCA[12] ~ K-medoids over the feature space suggested by LMNN[16]
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= 4-9. FEBXEEEDE > T AT ERE L Rl SEE{EEB Wilcoxon signed rank test 4347

Number of
. ) Method  Average RI
piarwise constraints

MI-nn 0.995
Xing 0.608
50
RCA 0.686
LMNN 0.667
MI-nn 0.995
Xing 0.617
100
RCA 0.694
LMNN 0.671
MI-nn 0.995
Xing 0.618
200
RCA 0.695
LMNN 0.673
Number of

o _ Method comparison  p-Value
pairwise constraints

MI-nn vs. Xing 0.0156
50 MI-nn vs. RCA 0.0313
MI-nn vs. LMNN 0.0156
MI-nn vs. Xing 0.0156
100 MI-nn vs. RCA 0.0313
MI-nn vs. LMNN 0.0156
MI-nn vs. Xing 0.0156
200 MI-nn vs. RCA 0.0313

MI-nn vs. LMNN 0.0156
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0.925 0.935
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50 links 100 Inks, 200 links 50links 100 Inks 200 links
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0.7 0.7

0.548 0.555
0 5470 543 0.524 0- 54 0 547

06 06 | 0527 o 527
" " I . l I I l’ .I I I
0.4 04

50links 100 Inks 200 links 50links 100Inks 200links

9 10
4-9. PETESBREEDEL - 10 4H UCH BRI RI EEEZ
B BAERA FE TR L1 Iris, 2. Wine, 3. Glass, 4. Balance, 5. lonosphere, 6. Breast cancer,

7. WDBC, 8. Soybean, 9. Segmentation, 10. Diabetes

EREA  BFRHEAZEA 0 MI-nn based transformation and freq K-medoids with cost function ~ Cop
K-medoids[2] over the feature space suggested by Xing[11] -~ Cop K-medoids[2] over the feature space
suggested by RCA[12] ~ K-medoids over the feature space suggested by LMNN[16]
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72 4-10. PETEASEEEDL > 10 41 UCIH BRI Z RI SF5{EEL Wilcoxon signed rank test 537

Number of
. ) Method  Average RI
pairwise constraints

MI-nn 0.813
Xing 0.779
50
RCA 0.747
LMNN 0.806
MI-nn 0.809
Xing 0.785
100
RCA 0.782
LMNN 0.816
MI-nn 0.81
Xing 0.787
200
RCA 0.804
LMNN 0.82
Number of

o ) Method comparison  p-Value
pairwise constraints

MI-nn vs. Xing 0.3984
50 MI-nn vs. RCA 0.0977
MI-nn vs. LMNN 0.9219
MI-nn vs. Xing 0.5781
100 MI-nn vs. RCA 0.6953
MI-nn vs. LMNN 0.5566
MI-nn vs. Xing 0.7344
200 MI-nn vs. RCA 0.9219

MI-nn vs. LMNN 0.4922
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4.3.3 GRS HE R AR 775

BT E aRE ] SR U BEHA TT 05 - IR B B R A2 T T8
SART LU D BRI R » METER AR (Ui 5 AR S « fEE/ Ve FoM e 5
PAFRREE B 25 T RS VAMUR SEFE S U707k » BRET4ERE S B I 70 B e R A A
DU A T A TR RS2 82 - TRy 70 A (principle component analysis, PCA)
i A RE LT 02 AR ERAP 591 T bRl (s IR M 2 e R VA E 5oy 77
MEST BRI R TR - B B o8 -
4.3.3.1 R EMSZ T REVAFTENZ SR EH MBS ERIZE

FREE B T RUE AR E 3 H IR R R CIRR (o IR ey 4EE 2= [
P - (BRI PG 4 22 [ P Y B PR Bk =R e o ATl T RE BAH (DL R A RF — 20 - 40
(] BE AR A 22 [ 4 P (I e — TR B SRR » AE 3.2 i » FeMTE S &t
(DA e 12 AR (DL B (A BE R i o 22 B R R FE (B B R Y 22 [l Y - RS B
HHRIVERERENE R EIRE NE B ZHEE S 4 010 HR KRR —IH
BEAEE SRR AN R E ey £ BRI BB 4ER0 T AREHIL
Z LAUEN - G R RIS B 20T KB A TH E R Y 22 ] 4E 3 Ry (TR R 4
J& > HOBREAHE T LERE SRR - L/ NG T FATRE AT DU B M2 7T RUEA
FyHEREREI TV - BB D AR IS R s 2 -

£ 3.3 B P MR i — T AR AR A7 0% » At = —(E & EayRH DL
JERHA S o SO SR AT TR A B 8 — 2R > PP AR 5 — IO
RIS - B8 T IOARBIGE N B R E R R s e —
T A kT 4 A E B -

P N TEa VBRI 422/ RILAE A N B B E {5 UCI
BERE - $H 10 40 UCI EF AR - 290 Bl S aE B JOE T DU R
5 2 A0 5 A ek 22 S AR A FEE (Y 50% ~ 60% ~ 70% ~ 80% ~ 90% » FEEA{{RIE

3.3 BifRthHYRE e AR DR B  ERR 4R (A ] - RIS E R B RHERT
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TR A EEAR DU B AR BUN AR 155 4-11 FoR » FESERH (VS
HATRPE LA B R A ZE freq K-medoids o > ELEAEA FIMEFEMERIIIRAT T
B o BREMEVERTIG RV RS AIE] 4-10 AR 4-12 A -

2 4-11. 10 41 UCH Bkt - A [EISERE (B R AR DUE AR S 8

Reduction Reduction
05 06 0.7 08 09 05 06 0.7 08 09

percentage percentage
Iris 4 4 2 2 0 Breast cancer 1 1 1 1 4
Wine 1 1 1 1 1 WDBC 0O 4 5 10 O
Glass 4 4 4 2 6 Soybean 0O 0 O 0 O
Balance 2 2 5 5 13| Segmentation 6 2 5 2 2
lonosphere 2 0 0 0 0| Pimadiabetes 5 1 5 5 6

EERE R N A R S TR R = R~ S EE I8
IREER AR IR R ALY — 218 - B AT SR AH T R s
G55 0 Bl ¢ #10BR balance ZAMNNLAHERISE § BINHFARIRGEREAVE RS - B
AR B PSRt B e P (B B 5 2 P T 4 SRR S s B R B %
TCRPEETT A AT > (o 7 AR 1B 1 A (DU A PR A — B M
B REOUAENERS o (U0 ¢ balance HY4ERE Ky 4 4 -

7E 3.3 Bt Z A R R R CEAR YRR - HSREZ Al I &
P26 70 RUSERERUATS » 4SRRI (R AR B2 DU - iR
S 4 FE (BB B (E LL_ A UCI &R (wine ~ ionosphere ~ WDBC ~ soybean
1 segmentation) » EL#E i At FE{E BRI R . S0P 75 A (DA BT A THR
[i] > 415 4-13 AR -
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0927 0927 0925 0925 0925 0925 0925 0925
1 0878 0878 889 0.89 1
09 09
08 08
07 07
06 06
05 05 7
04 04
iris wine
205 206 =07 =08 =09 =ful 205 =06 =07 =08 =09 =ful
1 1
09 09
0722 0722 0724 o716 073
08 08
07 07 0584 0584
06 06
05 05
04 04
balance
205 206 =07 =08 =09 =ful 205 =06 =07 =08 =09 =ful
L ) 09 09 09 09 0895
F___-
09 09
08 08
s | i 7 | |
04 04
ionosphere breast
205 206 =07 =08 =09 =ful 205 =06 =07 =08 =09 =ful
0986 0986 0986 0986 0986 0.986
- s
1 1
09 09
08 08
07 07
06 06
05 05 7
04 04
soybean
205 206 =07 =08 =09 =ful 205 =06 =07 =08 =09 =ful
1 084 0852 g3z 0848 0848 0847 :
09 7 L 09
08 08
07 07
0528 53 0528 0528 0528 0528
06 06 m
> ap (1 [ [ (>
04 04
segmentation diabetes
205 206 =07 =08 =09 =ful 205 =06 =07 =08 =09 =ful

4-10.A [ 4EE 4 RLE S - 10 4 UCH ERHERHY RI EEEL

S8H ¢ 10 45 UCH &RHEE » lHAE R A » ERET0RE ¢+ L. Iris, 2. Wine, 3. Glass, 4. Balance, 5.
lonosphere, 6. Breast cancer, 7. WDBC, 8. Soybean, 9. Segmentation, 10. Diabetes

30HH ¢ BFE T EHAZEA © 50% of dimension ~ 60% - 70% ~ 80% - 90% ~ 100%

58



72 4-12. REHEFE G RESL > 10 45 UCH EiRtE 2 RI SE9{E L Wilcoxon signed rank test 34t

Reduction percentage Average RI
50% 0.77
60% 0.756
70% 0.75
80% 0.753
90% 0.777
Full 0.812
Reduction percentage comparison p-Value
50% vs. Full 0.0625
60% vs. Full 0.0781
70% vs. Full 0.3125
80% vs. Full 0.5625
90% vs. Full 0.375

% 4-13. JRUURHEE (EEOR4E R E S0%PTREHY— A (AT AR T > DURD Rl e B A1

Wine lonosphere WDBC Soybean Segmentation
Full 14 262 605 1 31
50% 10 96 216 1 16
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BEBRGEFUET: 115 Soybean = SMIIUUAT EHIRHE - IEFAfe e ik 5 A e
i1 0% 1% » FVRE I VAR USSR AP A HTRATTHEE - FhTis Soybean (kL&
V(I 4745  ABIEREIERTS - HPUELLE e
7 o

R T A R (OB 5 A — BT AR DA
SOVEEZORIERE - BRSBTS B4 R R A AP - BB
B - MREHIRGE N G RS TERRER - FIRE T DU R
AT -
4.3.3.2 ERGTHTIALLEL

£S5 H752 (principal component analysis) & %82 R4 7% © THE
e O R e R AP BT S PSR ML £ LRI P46
VEA SRR RO e S T  ETAHE R AL - TE LN B SR
AT 5 BB IR BT T RS ST A ERE R 5 7T R P e
A REERE RIS -

FELL/NETTBEBR T + S5 RS 40T A Ak 53 (component) (B + 3k
RS B2 T R AP R 2R e 5 I R 25 7T R A
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2T ERGEREUR  TAHEEE =AY ERHEE S (wine ~ ionosphere - WDBC -
soybean 71 segmentation) » 52 PAIERE B2 70 REEDAMU B HEREMRRIT T4 >
WDBC #1 soybean —4H & RIEAY T BFREREZRAT AR =it LR i - TAE
wine #1 ionosphere —ZH &R RITHT F R oA AT - {81 segmentation EfHEE
o FR AR ENIEEEE S T REE -

414, FERGr A o BEHLZ B (BB e 2 IR G 4E e (E 8y 50% - HRFEM R E
JRandERE (e ERLZ B HE ARsiAERE

Iris 4 2 95.769%
Wine 13 7 89.337%
Glass 9 5 89.281%
Balance 4 2 50.000%
lonosphere 34 17 88.694%
Breast cancer 9 5 87.190%
WDBC 30 15 98.649%
Soybean 21 11 96.886%
Segmentation 19 10 97.959%
Pima diabetes 8 4 71.634%
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7% 4-15. 10 40 UCI &f}££ » nMDS F1 PCA 2 RI £t5{E B Wilcoxon signed rank test 474

Reduction percentage Average RI
nMDS PCA
50% 0.77 0.784
60% 0.756  0.786
70% 0.75 0.786
80% 0.753  0.787
90% 0.777  0.794
nMDS vs. PCA

Reduction percentage p-Value

50% 0.2324

60% 0.1934

70% 0.8457

80% 0.8457

90% 0.8262
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