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Abstract

Recently, clustering is one of the hot method in unsupervised learning. Spectral clustering is a hot
in clustering method and often shows good clustering performance. One crucial step of spectral
clustering is constructing a similarity matrix. However, the traditional model cannot consider the
distribution structure of the data set well, and it is difficult to truly reflect the similarity between
data points. Inspired by density clustering to find the nearest neighbor relationship between data
and obtain the optimized similarity matrix. In this paper, we propose a novel construction method
of similarity matrix that use a graph with kneighbor relationship (KNRS), considering the kneigh-
borhood distribution of data this model, as a result, the eigengap becomes lager. We have also
made comparison with some methods on some common datasets, the experiments show the supe-
riority of our model in the benchmark data sets.
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1. 5|

ITSBEESR, BBRTMB AR TEL —. FRRFLZ NP AR BEM 3K, O
ML, THENALSE, (55408, BGRB%, TaERENIMR 2 i %E CaitE T2 IR
7k, AFERET R (K-Means, K-Medoids) [1] [2], T 2R HIEIE(CURE) [3], T HUMIHIEH
RHE(FCM) [4], 5 T35 25 (DBSCAN) [5], %= T Bl 525 (Spectral Clustering) [6], & T 4% 17 [7]
Ho, ERBMETEENRIGEY TR AL —, BAEE R RIFERIEMRE. T
FERI SRR m R REE R BT ROBAR B SR HN e 75 B S M . 5 B SRR R i S R A5 M m] LU
TEREAR S AT BR300 B SRS A RE A5 B8 [0 A P 2% B A (Rl R e v, I3 T m) o
FEREARARWY R R R DR I 8 SRR EE J . T8 5 (1 e 7 )87 FH 2 (7] 5 25 (DBSCAN) [5]5& — AR T il
T, EHET AN S E (e A MinPts) KR RIEFEAR I EHESE . HRXPANZH e A1 MinPts FfA
B HAE LR

BRI — M T B 1R [6] [8]. B RS T AR AAE T B, 08 A EE S AR R
FREEANTOIA ], T 15 B — AN AR ACURE 36 B A9 2R b i B B, SRS AT RRE A iR . B e @
K I S0 45 kAT o A R LIRS SR 0 b o i BB A LU ML (1) & T5580; (2) B R AL,
LR D; () ArEIHEL AN 7 B AR KRR B RIS (4) BA LN AR AT IR A A
) RIS B R . BT HZVGEAR A Bk JLAME AL IRZFEFN AR TR 2SR R
%, Donath W E 55 N[O Je gt 1 AHALUHE B FRORFAIE ) 5o 4 BAHALAHE 2R A 38— AMREAAE ) 2 1T DACKs 504
51 NWIANME[10]. Hagen il Kahng 7E 1992 442 H 1 bl 28 il B 7 d5e NS TR) AR BRI 5N T SR 1)
SEETR, RS T TR TR B SR A1), [123R Ak E], M T 2R N EIR A
a LA A AR S ) . [13]3 HE T NIW Sk (N AR 25 18] 1 ) K-means 53).

XFT5 e AR AR, R IEEET O AR AR B R AE 9 BTG ) B (74 s 3 SRR I H A2 4
T A IIAL 4 AN B S, DU AR P s ARRATT - B 2 TR 1 s AN R . SRS, AR
GO BERE B o BT 1n) [, FREATRAE 70 A 5 a0 A% 4 SR 2R RFAIE [v) B SRAS B A I SRR B
RNy GRS R B ) A B M SR SRR o TR, 3 2R 288 (0 AR B JRE R A ) R — N O i [ 14] -
T Tk AR UL R SRR AR R, SRS BB R N T AT K NMRRAEE, S P FRET k-means. AR4EHE
REPRsh e, FEFERSALAE 2 A 22 53 PR AL 1] [ (Eigengap) [15], FEFFHLENEL & ¥ Davis-Kahan 52 2
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(16122 BH , HR5XF A R B2 () AR ) 5 R O %o D R AL PR 6 2 P~ [ 12 £ eigengap i & , eigengap B OK,
FH K AMREAE )5 P BRI 25 (R A 2 [15] o [L7)N B BRI o0 B R, SRR T — o SCMMBLEE I 7
o REE T B W SR N TESE M, (ERTETE B 25 A T 3R A3 AR DL R R B IR A 158 BAR A
NG . (18142 H T JRy 0 A B A ARV BURE W 7 ¥ o 1% 5T UROK A —2Rrp B A ST MIREA 2
] (R ARABARE ,  AFR AN 2 B SO0 FE A8 ER IR AR 2 ] FRTAE AL BE

RS RS R R S TR REEE, R SHARE SRR 2, (HE
M7 E S 5 ML DL R N R e A 49 SR S AR R P AFLADL AN R AR L 1 2% FR AR AR ¥ A &5
oy, AR B S i B A i ) AL RE o i FH PRI ARVBLRE BRI s A ek B, A PR R 1 56 K A
RITARJE, A ATH I H 288 FABLR S Af

N TR ERPEANER A, ARSCREH T MR B BE AR R R IE T, R OT IR B IR R K,
PASK H 3R 2 111 K AN B4R 0¢ R (KNRS) . 7ESEERH, 52 A0 k BEERZE. NIW i 525(SC). H1
BIZEK FCM. SCMSA 1l SR EEIE UL, Sie el R, JRATI I 577 V240 2 AU AE R AT eigengap
By, B ERMAAUZEARR A FETTEIRAEW AT (1) ERONBHTET, FEEIRMN K
A AT, AR LT, fE R IR E P R S G R . TR NS . (2) KT
RIS, eigengap BAIHE K, DR FE > X FE

KLHR A ZH T . 558 =3, RONE T H LB TAE. 755 3 d, A1
TR T AR MR SRR BRI B ik . TE5E 4 R, 0 SRR SE I 45 kAT T e br. TEEE 5
HR S AT .

2. ERKEER S
2.1 BB

RS R T BRI IR TS, B REHAONE 2 # . T BRI bt R
AL T [F]—F B R AR s TR IR LRSI Hos /ML T AN 6] - B R AR s 2 TR ARALLRE o 2R3
ARARE NN IR 55— FACERMIE R B S i R AR AR . (THEELREHERE D,  FERERER
XPAFRE, HooR2m M. )8 b kR, ARYEAUERE, 15308 L0 I AL BRI Rz B A
FERE, THE L B — MRS RS b 0 E R R IR 2 i, 15 SRR S O R RHE A 2. 26
=P IEBERHE ) B DA SORFIE 23 ), Rl SRS EE (B a0 K-means S02:) K ARFAIE 2% 18] B9 Ui (T DAFE #
JE B B A B8 k-means 2 AT BAGEI:, ilt simple linkage, k-lines, elongated k-means, JE AR H14%)
I JE IR IR AR

MEIRIRIG f FERTE 1 SRR e fdt F R o Al B0 0 A 2R, B 2-way 1% SRR k-way 1
B2, 2-way it 22 Perona Al Freeman #2H! 1 PF [19], "B 2R B4R 2 BR 20 XL, #2051
FERAE W RS —4FAE [ 5 282K, Shiand Malik 7£ 2000 £t 1 SM J5%[12] SM SRR AT A4 I e
BEFEATHRFAE 20 AR, TR 55 AN/ N 1) B (BN Fiedler 1A B)3H/ T35, 7 Fiedler [A) & H KT 3AME M
Hed s E T — AN, AN T EEAME BB 258 T 55— A 28050 . Seott 25 AR H T SLH E g4 /774[20]. Ding
NPT Meut 777%[21], Meut B3] U= AR N4 oy X &5 51, S 2R 2 M E SRR, &L
RN SR, TR I FH B 2 KR ) i R E T k-way 2 215 38 B 4 (1 TR 2R Ah R [22] [23]
NIW BLI5 I8 H WP N et B 22 i SRR B0k, B Ng S8 A [13182 , 2k B 5 Laplacian 45 F%
FROHT K ANREHEAEL AR . FOARFAE ) AT IE MUk . MS J5325E 1 Meila 25 A [24132 K, Meila B AR iR
FER By IR A Ak B BENLIES,  FEAT 1 ZBEN SN BRE R AL 1 AR R
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2.2. HEEERERE

GBI (x )] % € R® Ll o A 204K B TR Sl KO S MBI L G = (V)
AT Bl nxn B0 W R B BRI, SEI0E Wy 2RI HW, =W, ZRW T 2 1
ALY . RN 00 K 2 SO R SR R BT, JF LA TS0 38 . LT R — Sty i,
o<, AT PR A R . — AR 0 3 77 VL5 B e (L7 ATV IO 6 00t o 40
SRR AT BRI B M 2 KA 2 R 2 S IRHEAE T A I R AL, B
FERE 1 (x, X, ) MG RARDUE G (d (%%, )i0) o ARBUESEREW e R, 177 wy ALHG, SXETAT LU,
R, B, BRI TEK SN T R TR R, T RO (B0 AR SR T4 5
P . S HAT A 2 PRI 5T 3 KO0 A ph Donath %5 A S (9] Fiedler RLAEDUAR FERG 25 —
T LKA 4S9 MBELL0], Hagen A Kahng 75 1002 4E3R 10 “ BRI 20t MU )
ARMER SIN T 2R BP0, He s T TR ABT[11], 25, 5% I HBIRtH T Y SR bl o
BT, R, Liu %, 4400 FLR-MRW 77 3 I T TS s 15 U M M A 16 ) P
B LA AR IR[25], BD-LRR Yk T2 S M R AR (R [14] . SRtH T RS MO EIE TR
R K SC-DA JriE(18]. [261Rth T — ST 40 AR TE WK oh it S RS R i . [27]
BLH T —FE TR 51505, T AFSSC IR,

2.3. AfEBERE

FEARTSOUN,  REAS AEARCLRE A6 R P S ekt B2 B k NEIESE AR RE, ROZ M IZME A2 EaAm k
AN L PR, HRALEH N 0. SEBR b, FIEIXFE 5 R Y o Ji I R R A T
SR A RN A 28 L IR TR AN AN 1, XA AE RSN C R BAN A 0. T4 il 4 1 46 RN
AN ARRB R A AN RS . AR R RS S B 1, R A AL R AR 2 (1 R TR R TR B Kk SR
k+ 1 ANRFIEAE 2 18] (1 ZE AR 2 S ARIE (8] B (Eigengap), ASAIE R BB K, JEHL K ANRFAE ) 2 B i) i) 52 )
EkAs R [15].

TEL AR, M7 RRHE R MESRHEE M S, AP RHEE DAY . iR
W, eigengap M F FRONIE IR (DLEREEH) « #4EHr(Chandler Davis)Flgi i « I (William Kahan)#) 42 7
4 R ERAERT « ROUEHE, H eigengap FRH T IIAIE S [AIZE TSN N AT 224k o Hnt i AHADLRE e o o
FSZ AR eigengap Hi%E, eigengap #EK, HI K AMRFE [ B Aa E TR 728 (] ik 2 [15] [28]. [29]
FET eigengap AIEAZRFAE [ SR T UG MR

3. KN-SC 3% iR

N T AT A IR OB . BT RTES 3.1 b SR AN, SRTESS 3.2 b ik
W KNRS T3
3.1 BERENX

UEHIRE, D= (X, X, X, ) A AL

R Le K AEAR R AL

K2 TR L AR 5 52 S

- 2 2 2
d(l,J)=\/(xi1—xj1) + (X = Xjp) +oe (% = X0 (1)
AL ]) = 1, if jth point distance < kth points distance @
)= 0; if jth point distance > kth points distance
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k & KNRS (24, k H TR s k ANzl
JEN 2: KITERRAR p o
p=exp(-x+log(1-a)) (3)

K@) 1. /& KNRS (W2 H0EH M TR %, WIESHMEE % TiE, HP LU bt
EFRESH. (RIEEZ RS E R AL, (EE% 08 0.8, 0.9). x AAFE A BIAE—1T B AIER L
Ko

X = (ZLA) /k (4)

5E X 3: eigengap J.

SEHL 1: 45 Davis-Kahan EPE, H e R™" MW FRFRE, ||| /9 frobenius YR 1) 2 ik, #5
A=A+H HMIEAIEE). 4 S c RN Ho, (A) ZREEERLDMAMHEMERES, V&R
5 BT X SEARFAE AR ARG R AR 25 (8], K S, Z M) A BIHE S S, 2 IRIRRE B9 8 SO

5 =min{4 -s|; 4 eigenvalue of A1 ¢S, s€eS,} (5)
V, IV, 2 1 (IBE S d (V.Y ) FO9ES FE A
AR ©)

XRW, d BNBEREE, BRI PARSME, 6 K
eigengap.
3.2. KNRS &%

KNRS JiiA 45 M B REGRFE N 1 B .

2 NPT IR R e B R 1 P (R A B A ), AT IS P 8 e BB e P ) I L L4
EE%%E AR . 2R d HER, IRAEZEE k IR R i k Dl RIEEX(), wE|RAE
BRI AR ERERE Ao

Eﬁg* K DMBJERR p o RIEFA(), RAFE Kk DEEERR p o TR RAX R,
A o Fe AR TS 2R 2 o L_LpE’H‘%WTuﬁ@/ﬁﬁ%iﬂﬁfﬁ'ﬁﬁ%qﬂ@/\ﬂﬁff”ﬁu
T UL R B N TEZE K, 25 RS B4 0 A AT 188 BE ISR o A s A T 3% 0 R R T LA 2% A ) —

HH ) RS BRARMALAREE I AT ABRORBRAIT o A5 SO FR R0 B NI 4 UK

= 135 KNRS HIURZAERE W 3T 52 R A k SBJE R 2R p THE R BLRERE R, SERAR L
FERERE o (LESAMALLE R B — AN S (DL EE R B, e S s i AR 3 98 FE) o

AR _F 3 PRERAT A SR AL E R RS, KNRS FHBLRERE R W A5 18 1 HLAR a0 A, T Hik 7e
Tr25 18 T BRI AT AR, BRI T Bl s 1A A AR

VU, ARAEARAURERERE, 5 SR S0 I A AN A B 3 T REL R, e ox oz 3 o i
ATHREAE 2R, A9 BIVRRAEAE S XS B ReAE 10 & . tH D JERE, FEHERE D @XM, Hiox
Dn(Dn :ZLWu) T2 s X BORE o PR TR R [30] [31] [B213H 23 AW ZE[6] . Al 1E T Al 4z 37 AR B A IE
YU B 47 7 40T R o

AR IE T 3 AR PR SO

{EAE N RGBT . AEASSCRIATRE 6 %€ N
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Figure 1. KNRS algorithm flowchart
1. KNRS BARIZE
TE DU 7 37 R 3 DA PR R ( Ly T Ly, )+ SR L U PR 25 896 2R AR {0 A I DU P
RSl
SEH 2: GRAAIMBENTLAE, BA KNEBTE AA, - Ao Ly, ML, FFEH 0 fEcE
ST EPER TSR, ML, R RFIERE L, LRI K ASRRESTE], 3T L, R, AT
RRFAE B D21, 3RAF K AMRRIE T2 1. BAMEREO LB DIRIE, IR A
41
Lyn =D ¥’LD"* =1 -D2WD? (8)
L,=D'L=1-DW. ©)
i L: J7 AE(8) IE A Hvr 3 v S o P T
TR feR , BATHA LX), L, ML, RIEFEME, JFHEAIERSEREE
0=4 < <A, B/PMRHEHER 0.
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W, RPN RAERE L, SRS EFRARE M B Y BORFE () B 25 (8], FEAERFAE i) 52 ) AR FH 2R 26
H k BME A HRRE SN

1. BB, MR EERRIL T kK N A, RIF AT P08 R W

2. {0, HEKAER AR

3. =D, PATFIIARAE FE W

4. UL, FRAFR R RE L.

5. AP, RGN K-BMEFEAS R R AN R R R

3.3. KNRS HiEHH X ERR
HF(%0(8)), %3#IL=D 2(D-W)D?, eigengap ik T L FIAFAEM, L MIHFE(EHEA EH D -w #

o 2 f () MR K R HL
I 1 f(D-W) KT

att

F(D=W)= f (el =W) = €pip =2 > Eiy = Ay = Eip —min (W], [W]J,) (12)
SR A FE M HE AL A8 50 (A0 ) S I A I A o A < Ao~ AREHHE 4747
X, | 4 < A, = max,. ., Y[y (13)
maXycico | 4] <A, = max,cicy 20 o) (14)
51# 2. f(D-W) LFRAGHTLT 47
F(D=W) < (Bl =W) ~ By = A < € = Ay <M (W, W], ) = 21, (15)

B sup (L)Y LFRAN sub (L) TR, WIZENA (A = |eigengap|). HRHETIHE 1 A5 2L 2
A=sup(L)-sub(L)

= (min (W] W],) ~ e )~ (e~ min (W] W],))

= ~in = e+ 200N (W], W, (16)
= mln("\/\l I, [w ||1) min (@S Sym. matrix W)
- ﬂ’max ﬂ’mln S ﬁ’max

5|2 3: eigengap ML FHGR T A, - IRIEHLERT - <~ (Davis-Kahan) g # 1 F177#20(7), (XHIK
¥ KNRS FEAEFEFT KNRS AHALEERERE 73 7 D' W), SRJE, FRATKERAGE L A A T8 5, AR
YT H'Al eigengap.
SETR 3. HIHERE RG24 (B R A R AR ) AN B e R AT Y 2P 45
A=sup(L)—sub(L)
<A
<|LeH| 40
<|Lf+H]

5 EART A <|L| AL, eigengap 22K,
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4. SEHY

FEATT o, BATE R T HTHE H AR KRNA 55— 2808 (il 0 K 3446, |32 08 0 NIW 35 5 24(SC)
B 22K FCM, SCMSA BE I 4E 1 BoR 41 T 5880 4s .36 1/ 6 MR 4R, Jidh 4 3k H UCI [33],
PSR BN L EE 4R Mnist 2 45

4.1. WIESE

Iris RS 3 AN, TNFE 50 ML, BA 4 DM@k, HAANS#Es—F Iris H
Y. Wine B8 88605 = FhHi &1 178 FRE it sh &R RR Y 13 Fh iy 1% & - Soybean R &R 47 MFEA,
35 M@ A 7 N0 Seeds AR R A 210 NMFEA, 7A@ 3 250 . Two circles BN TEEAETE
P P P AT 420 MREAS, ZEPIAN RS B =A@ . Boat BEAEE S 100 MEA, 2 ANEMER 3
AN XA N THHE S0 & P AT I R AR, RIT e 25 5 i A A X SR &) R AR 7 X 35 . MINIST F5 44
SRR PERII 2829 60,000 ANansl, THAREE A 10,000 R, 784 ANJEIEFT 10 A5 FH R IAIFHEA
AOn 85 FE S S B SR SRS 2K, T RT3 FE 20 A AN ST B SR ZR R WA 3. At s SR FH Tk —
R EIE A A AZ AR

Table 1. Benchmark datasets
= 1. SCIOHREE

EVEITES FEAEL JR A eS|
Iris 150 4 3
Wine 178 13 3
Soybean 47 35 7
Seeds 210 7 3
Two circles 420 3 2
Boat 100 2 3
MNIST 60000 784 10

4.2, BATMIERR
4.2.1. NMI

ASCAE HFR PR HELL BAS E(NMDIAMBZR G . NMI R )2 A8 G 2k debr 2 —[34] [35].
EH TR IE R R TTIEIRIG ) R AR SIS An 2 (R AL - PIANBENL IR & X ALY Z B EAS

BN
NMI :ﬂ (18)
VH(X)H(Y)
SE (Y ) XRTY Z TR, H(X) B H (Y) 5802 XA Y (. LTI 0
Z(k::lzi:lnkym IOQ[W)
NMI = Ml (19)

\/(Zf_lnk log ':]k)(zi_lﬁm log ”nm)
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Hrbn FoR CERFRITREL A, BB T2 m B, n, o CREH m K2R £
BAXTHHE SRR, BRI .

4.3. SEIGREESHT

4.3.1. EHIFEE

FESZIG R, FRATE AL 5 AR () P REREAT T ERAS . 26 2 BOR TSR SN R 07 NMILLE 6 4
HPE4E(Iris, Wine, Soybean, Seeds, Two circles, Boat) 145 5%, S5 NMI WEAETe %, 76 K28R
£ b, FATH KNRS LT k-means, FCM, SC i1 SC-MSA. #il4n, 7 Wine $dEEr, sziessREm,
FATH) KNRS AR RS B 5 FSeal 1 o e bt Bl o RV 4% P A i 2 () FH A 2% 2 [|) 1 Boat 5 4R,
X RE BT SR T — LR, 15 KNRS 7575 1) P BRI A2 43 25 AR T o AN AE“ P "85 S+, b SCMSA
FHZE— . 42 2 2&Xt 6 MrEBR LN RBEE R . & 2 & i KNRS FISZPrikfgs i, Mk sC HKlk
AL R FInTE Iris F1 Two circles 34 L, 72000E KNRS (4558, A2 AL bric .

) s 9 * - *
L L]
l -
' ii‘ "
0 - : i §
L s®
(1) .y
_1 -
“» -
_2 -
T T T T T T T T T T
-5.0 25 0.0 2.5 5.0 =5.0 -2.5 0.0 2.5 5.0
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Figure 2. KNRS clustering results on benchmark datasets
2. KNRS BRI HIR LRIZER
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Table 2. Results on datasets by NMI
2 LBIEE NMIGR

R RELS

[Anp<m}

g K-means FCM SC SCMSA KNRS
Iris 0.7371 0.6551 0.7419 0.7016 0.7421
Wine 0.4286 0.4168 0.4149 0.4292 0.9106
Soybean 0.6758 0.7450 0.6942 0.7204 0.8489
Seeds 0.7025 0.6949 0.6655 0.8984 0.6949
Two circles 0.3405 0.6381 0.5405 0.8863 1
Boat 0.4500 0.5000 0.5405 0.8863 1
MNIST 2 F 5 ¥ Hod 1 3 fiis, o T IR Se A0 7E LS Bls b sl > Ao s i 0y 32 Rl ik S A
oAb A b B TR I D RS FI AT UL, & — MBI BRSO MNIST IR i £ 7
500 /™ FEIE A ) 150 A @ HEE TS5 . NMI X MNIST £ &2 11
A LAE ) KNRS J7E R T HAth L g 572

fEFE 4t AREEE 4, AT
9323335934602 0%006723%¢

Figure 3. MNIST dataset

/3009473184721 &9 %1
A2 197125925063 106236¢S
& 3. MNIST 54
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Figure 4. Results on MNIST datasets by NMI
4. FEHIEE MNIST LRI NMI R
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Figure 5. Results of increased eigengap of dataset in KNRS and SC methods
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