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Abstract: In order to solve the weakness of present ensemble methods for fuzzy clustering, a method of fuzzy clustering
ensemble based on Dempster-Shafer(DS) theory is proposed, which takes every cluster member as the evidence, takes the
relationship between pair of dates as the event and makes the co-matrix by accumulation of the evidence. Considering the
classification effectiveness of each data point, a relationship based on the fuzzy degree and the fuzzy close-degree is proposed,
and the new relationship is considered as the basic probability assignment for the evidence. Finally, the spectral clustering

algorithm is used to make the final partition by similarity relationship based on the co-association matrix. Experimental

results show that the method proposed is better than the current methods for clustering ensemble.
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(EEZ S NN T EI PR TE 3= R 1R Y E =i
WFFURIRT AL D. e SCHR (8] 4 H 1 1 ISR £ 1] F) A1
ABLRE i DL A T 2R 45 I A PR A TR)AH G &R SCHR [9]
ST PR ) SRR R IR UE B AR SR AR S
R [10] 73 HY — RSO 5 SR R VA I Bkl |, g T
77 22 %68 T ROR 2R AR B 0 S5 SCHR [11] 2 T-A50H)
BRI T — I B 1 e HE SR, (R R RO 52K
G5 RUEAT A BN, 0] R SR S P82 o K D DU 5 R 25
BOMIAL; STHR [12] 2 T B2 PR BLG, W T 4 R4
227515, Wl sum voting. product voting. borda voting.
copeland voting, JFREATT Y H T ORI SR AL 1, 1H 2
XL TR IR B IR i 0 R 20 B 45, XA VR
Z BRI BL I EANE H.

h T TR SR 2R A5 RN SR Ok Rk, AT
P & 5 WA SR R 82 1 2 001 G R Al ik T
5, TR RE UE 4 B0 5 NSO SR IR AR e, Jl i #5 2%
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VRIS ), 7 R REZL i e — N e R
SETCHRIET O thHE— AR R R,

WHREHm . 29 — [0,1], WAL m(@) = 0H
Z =1, WK m A i U HESE F IR BE AN 2R A oA

ACO

¥ (BPA). A N3, m(A) N A AR 5. H0k A

(1) AN 52 5 1T 4 348 4 [Bel(A), P1(A)], Bel #1 P14y

A EHAE A BE AT BB TR B, A N e
Bel(4) = Y m(B),

BCA

> m(B).

AN B=o
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ftivh.

XA — R HESE N B PRIESR, ma Fmo A AH Y
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AT A, B
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N ¢
PE = —% SO wijlog, ij, ®)

i=1 j=1

ot N O By AR R PC U X 18] 4 [1/c, 1), i35
T 1, RIEILBAE, MO BN, o2 s T
1/c, R kK. PE BU(E X 8] 4 [0, log,, ¢], 4% T
0, 45 TR FE BN BT T log,, ¢, HSORIBEEK.

20 (5) 0w T 1R O SR 5 R AR
P, JUSET EOR AR AREE 4 T AT SRR 1 SRR BT
% AR I L2 AN BRI SR SIS R A S RO
(PFD) #&h5: FE 1K 4 5 B0 s ORI B (PPC) A3 T
K530 U s ORI FE (PPE), JL3ik Uk

_ ¢ 2
PPC; = 0_1(1‘2%)7
]:

- Z i 1084 fii;

j=1

PPE; = (6)
log, c

L (6) ' PPC; Al PPE; [MHUE G A [0, 1], XF
TAER 2 M sy = 1/c U 5 KA 1, R TT
TS RE W2 s 280, LI 28 5 SR AR, M
WA iy = 1, ot gy = OB, BUR R /MIE 0, R
FETTIRE T %S I 25 1.

2.2 EWIREE N EHEXER

RISAE FOE S T A Sk, KT N IR RE A
BBt X = {wr, @0, oy}, M IRZEFIETRE R
WRARNIT = {my,m2,- - ,mar}, Hebm = {CF, C4,

L CLY, ¢ A RIS RIIEL. AR
HIE RS I AT G I, 19 BIREA LS I B 2405y
g LB,

SR bR H50 R A TR 7R T v #5200 1) kT 17
KRR, B LV R BT 5 i R AR 1) FOAESC
FEFEITYR; 2) BRIy O 3) AR s k. Lk B
RHEWE 7 vk, DR AL 38 fa] 5 o DM R BE Ak M 1T
2w, FOR R R

S11 S12 ... SIN

. S$91 S22 ... SanN
CoMatrix = . . ) . (7

SN1 SN2 -.. SNN

HARMEEA N x NFEFE, s = 1, 20 # j I,
sig WFEA IR i 15 oy BN R RIS SRy, AEATER
AR B, FEAS R 1020 K A2 2 ) (R2R B,
AP B SRR TR ARG (EAE RO SRR MR B,
TREAS S BRI O 3R, AT B EME AW . ik
P BAR AT — B AH A PEAE R 5 v, BAT RS B g
LA, AR LA VU7 7 355 B8 & T e Se e A5 R 1
o, ARSI B AR I 4 /MBGR AR 4, AE DX 70 AN

5 LA SORS ify Jse R IE 3 e S el R 25 5 T ks T AR 1Y
FAEPE. AN PR RSB 10 LA A B4
5V, T PSR AR A [ — SRl B
FEA SR 5C R, HF FH Dempster JIUUE i 1F 4 £ 2 44
& HAHSHIRE.

L m(S) RAFEAE N [FZE KR, m(D) Kot
AR SRIICAR, 5 HE BRI BE XS TR0 5 (¥ A
VR IR, X AL FEA S M g, TR R
EE v

1 (&
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j=1
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i LA R, AU A (8) IR [7]— JRp A
PHREA R RAOC R, BARRAT & & B, (HA)
BT RIS T REA ) I SEBR R 73 RE 77, I 1f 3
HOL 2 ANHEFSRA R AR MG,

B, BB RIRLUR M EON3, 21 Mg N

PR (®) WA (k = 1, RV IME i) m(She) =
0.9933, m(Dy2) = 0.006 7. HHUIH &5 F 0 LLE WA K
e 3 T X i T S e (95 ) M
IR ANBAR PRI, T LA 2K (8) ik FE
KA.

F1 EMBEEEARLRNXR

s Class1 Class2 Class3
T 0.33 0.33 0.34
T2 0.34 0.33 0.33

A (6) TR 1 5 L, S5 R WL 2 Pros
(PPE " o U H R e). B 2, BRRSVEXT T %1
FA B RO E, R W SRSR G AT ANRESS T —
X S0,

R2 HASEME

—_— BRI
PPC PPE
1 0.9999 0.9999
2 0.9999 0.9999

AT 2R P FEAS s K 2 S B PFD,:
PFD; = PFD(z1) + PFD(z2) — PFD(z1)PFD(z5).
)
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m/(D) =1—m/(S). (10)

BOAE PR (10) B LU0 R K F&R: 1) 2 PFD,

= 1IN, m'(S) 5 m/(D) N 4 0.5, 7= A GE J) Wi 93 FF:

A AR 2) M PFDy = 0, RoRBFEA S

A 2R 5055 2, m/(S) = m(S), m/(D) = m(D) ; 3)

PFD, 7£ [0, 1] X i) P 58 33 34 1, |m/(S) — 0.5] I

AT T 0, F W T 45 T BRI Bk, — 8 281 6
FARASOR.

BT IRy, X B R 3 R A ) 200 6
ZRIHIA:

m(S) + PFDQ%, m(S) # 1;
m(8) = PFD
L-— 2 m(S) =1;
(11)
1492 1-PFD, |
m'(S) = (*%(S)) -3 (12)
w'(8) = 222US) o0 (PED, 4+ 1) 4 m(S). (13)

2

) H R T RO B 55 288 ) 0% 2R I 6 v AR Ak,
X2 i T = e, X A3) #iid 7 —# 1)
SRR, RS UEWI X (11) ~ (13) 3 2 Bk 3 S 41F.
AU EATE B 7 o AR 2R R, 45 Rk 3
Fiw. o2 08 T REA i B B BRI, YRR S 1 A
[R5 R m! (S) F A B

#F3 PEBEEIXFR
AT
BRI Tam m am
PPC 0.5000 0.5000 0.5000
PPE 0.5000 0.5000 0.5000

A% SRR A e 4l 7T, LA P FEAS A5 1]
R AR AR G, A A, (12) 8(13) Frak 75
(RIS 5% Z KA E BPA, W H AR SCHRL R (o150 B
.

=873 |

BN M ARG 7y

v th: HOAHOCHE RS CoMatrix.

Step 1: X T ERIERL L m;, FIFHZ (6) 1 (9) vHEHAT:
BT AR

Step2: FIH 3 (8) TH 5 7y H AT = PR A TR] 1H) 454
AT

Step 3: 1 HI =X (10) 128 % 5 8 1 b2 Hh A AR 25T
PR A,

Step 4: DA RN 51 M AEHE o, A Step 3 ATk
FIFEAS 55 0] 2851 5C & 4 BPA, Al | Dempster KR4 T
R R, SKIEUH A A B CoMatrix.

2.3 HfXEMERIERE

BE T 229950 M, HAHSCHEBEAS BT b2 BRI 2R 26
JSCARREAS AU OC R I UE R AR R, A ST C R 1
HARRIA. PR, A ST E A SRR AR A RS R AH
ABLPE R B, o FLHEAT FRES LI A IR e 24 45

T IR S el LA SRR, BT IR AE
M SERIRRE D, SCIL TR B EA S AN R AL, BefE
T G 24 B0 v T 3 S ) AT S ) RO, Ak, 2R
AT R IR A IR Y FH 52 1) 7 5 DGy 13100, AR SR
FH 1 588 288 500 0] THLAH SR B JT 3R PR AR ARABA M 5%
RUATRELLRIBUE A R AP BRI,

HiE2

B \: HOAH S HE B CoMatrix, %S4 o, J55
K,

it FEARTRIZE R 23

Step 1: AalgAHALPE FE SRR RE W, B

dis(z;, x;
W:exp(— (202 J))’

dis(z;, ¢;) = 1 — CoMatrix(i, j);

Step2: Wi EHPE D, EXF AL ITHE D(,i) N
W B i AT R R, AT 2 0, Wit A — A%
PN L = D3 W D™ 3;

Step 3: Xf L HEATHREAE 73 i, 5K H AT K AN 55 KR
AEAEL IR PR R AIE 1) 3 LI F R IE SRR U = (1, Lo, - -
Ikls

Step4: BHUL U, A FEAS 252 5.

24 HEEZRMSH

C SR R (R B T BN 1) A ¢, WA ) B
VIS T] Ay to, I AR FEE 1 8 18 5l 5 24 119 0L A7 B (1]
N g, TEARE A B BRI 8]k ¢, D) E AR G5 B 1) o
SRR 1)

T = MNt; + MN?(ty +t3) + (M — 1)N?(t4). (14)
A WAL I FAH DG B R i RS 2 B 2 O(MIN'?), 54k
JSRRASEFIRE A AR 1) 7 BCIE LE. 1% 2R A (1 I 1)
SLRPER O(N3), 114k B35 R RS ES 4 A I ) 5 22
THAE K St 138 SN ]

Nystrom SR 75 724 — B il LA 23 B A B AH ¢
R I 1) 60 21 1] 52 2% JBE 1) 7 3170, 3 3 SR 54 T
K FLAH S MR 43 29 SR R 1) A B DK SRR FE 2K
5 5 70 4 5 D) AH DG R 98 4, 1E TR FH Nystrom
T ) TR AT IR RIS DRI 4 .
KA o, TSR AR 190 ) 38 A DG JE B ) I )
H

TNyst rom —

MNty + M(m? +m(N —m))(ta + t3)+
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RAE G DU HLAH O R B AR I TR) A2 2% R AT A1 3]
O(mMN), T H Nystrom & T [ 15 58 SNV 5 1 (1)
AR O(mAN), HATHX R i) ia 55 % 1, it
IS R K B0 I ] T 5 R A 1) 040 2 A
3 SR 500

NI UEA SRR A R, 7ERR e S AT
SEI. 224 9 UCT s 45 oh 19 3 70 s S o, s
LR R A HC R AR AT A Ak, IR AR A
J3 I WVEIEA T B 4.

x4 FTHEHEE

sk FEARS  RE4ES R
Iris 150 4 3
Ecoli 336 7 8
Wine 178 13 3
Thyroid 215 5 3
Soybean 306 35 4
Glass 214 9 6
Diabetes 768 8 2
Sonar 208 60 2
Tonosphere 351 34 2
Segment 2310 19 7
Sat 2000 36 6

31 ZEHgI

T e I B DG R I R AR IR FORT LG, 2 A
HRRT S 0T T4 32 EAH SR B 1R 2 30 i 4R Rt
FBE Ik 3 7 S 1 o) A 1 s R R s, BT AR 11 AN H5
HEHOR 4 b5 IR B il VL AT 0T LE LSS IR A
SCOTVE R 3801 s B Ja SRR AR AT R L.

S 36 v 1) F] Fowlkes-Mallows $& 5 ¥ #r 8 25 1k

a a
a+ba+c
W IR RAB T3 0 Ky 1 Ml g, a RORBRAE R R ™y
g T A — 28, NAER I o g TR — AR AT
NG b FRAER K m DB T F 28, AR K m
AT — R FEAR AL ¢ RARTER K 71 TAE
TIA 28, AR IR o P B T[] — R AR A AN 4L
FM [ BUAEL 0 A2 [0, 1], BT T 1 Ros W R4 1
—EE R, R IE T 0 R R — B ERIC. SEER IR
15 ) CPU: Pentium D 3.2GHz, W% 1 G, i BN
Matlab 7.10.0.
32 ERERS5SH
S0 PR UG A A, SRS R B8 B SO C ¥MH
(FCM) J8 it 1 3h 2R 55 S HOM P B 46 o s AR, 28
MZBHAT (10, 30] DX [H) P BEALIZEEL. ) 5005 2 60 HAH
A BEREAT S B, RO 240 o 76 X [ [0.08, 3] N A

FM =

16)

321 HAHRHFEX

i REE TEAG IR B 45 SR, 75 Iris. Wine #1 Ecoli
AN SR 2 3R F Hamming W51 & 75725« Buclid
W3 82 7 9 LA ROR) 3 MEAT RSOR 5 U 3% (PPE/4& 1)
() 7532 A 1 L AH R M. A AR O A 50 IR 00 T
& 7 VE R (1) EOAH G HE B an 1 1 s, AT,
& H AR TP B S AL AR Ak

(a) (b) (© (d)

B 1 EEXEMEXLE

1, (a) ~(d) A Tris £ 95 42 52 50 45 1, (@) ~
(d) b Wine % 4 45 52 50 45 L, () ~(d”) 24 Bcoli 44
i B SR 45 2R (a) (@) (@) A (c) (¢) (") 73 3l A
Hamming Wi 3T B2 A Euclid W5 3T B Bt 4 38 (1) B AH -
Fi; (b) (b") (b") 1 (d) (d) (d") 43 5l kg ) L ASORSH P 1)
() Hamming I 3T & F1 Buclid W5 30T B T #4325 1) B AR 5%
SRR, P 1w g o 88 DX R R R A it ) 2R AT DG M
5, A FE X AR R 28 031 2 S M A i, (6 DXk )
N FONME AR, XL 1R () () (b7) F (a) (@)
(") L K (d) (d) (d") AT (c) (") (¢”) 7T L 2, X T4
T FE Ay ) RO, AN R A TR P [) 2806 379 2
TR, T H R AR AR SR ORI RE AR AT
IR OC AR L R RFEAS BRI e 2 R R 3 T
P, AR T OR B TR A AR B (] 2 e 2
KZR G LLIE 1 Hp () T (d”) 0 2k BT FEIX
1), (A3 2R PEREA T de

hy i — 20 AR IR RSO R R AT T A OG R R
(1755 X, 43 0 F HPPC/Z: M . PPC/AR % . PPC/X 4L
PPE/Zk 'k . PPE/4E % . PPE/X 4 6 Fh 757 v %) |k 34
£ 48 £ 1Y) Hamming I35 f F1 Buclid 15 3T 2 FAH G
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x5 FHAE 1 EHEXERHERER

Datasets Hamming PPC/4: 1t PPCHE$ PPC/X} PPE/Zk 1 PPE/fR4) PPE/X 4
Iris 0.8407 0.698,9 0.6834 0.6832 09115 0.9215 0.9167
Wine 0.9205 0.6795 0.7592 0.7572 09113 0.8665 0.8470
Ecoli 0.7327 0.6127 0.6430 0.6067 0.7400 0.776 8 0.708 6

Datasets Euclid PPC/Zk 1k PPC/HE¥L PPC/A) # PPE/£; 1k PPE/$R%L PPE/X 4
Iris 0.6832 0.9175 0.9103 0.841 0.9355 0.9355 0.9381
Wine 0.8711 0.680 1 0.7769 0.734 0.8989 0.8665 0.8470
Ecoli 0.6692 0.607 8 0.5872 0.5645 0.7803 0.8248 0.8211

FEREAT 4, JEA 5000 2 SRAF SR e &5 R, R S o
7. 2 5+ Hamming. Eculid. PPE/ZE 1 BT 76 515 B
1 s HAHSCRERE. b0 ELmT %, ) ] PPE/Z
A P4 (10 ELAH DR B B AT S 1R 2R 2R 45 I (Wine
4 4 1) Hamming W5 30 FE 3 B B A0). 1F— 28, %) L
56 BT kAT LUKCEL, PPE/Z LA PPE/AR 75
VRIE H FAT B ) S B 45 R
322 SRS HTES

AT RO AR AR 55 B 03 22 S PR T A B
g5 JL 11 5% . S I LRGP A — 2 B E SRR R
(K20 Z H ], B 53 22 ek, F 90 4 O AR 5 45
FLTR] R OC 2Ry 02 [ 4R ORI, WIS 1 2 e
AR IR OC R, 75 L9 I, ALt
J&+ Hamming W 10T B (1) 22 PR 22 07 7%, SEBs
Euclid MW5T B2 K45 228U 25 21

T, [ 2R 2R R 01 1 2R AR Ak Y (10, 30], B
FURAE 55 4 J b FEIAN R OC AR bR T AR e SR 2 A L 1) B
BUPE, B 20 RSELS (1)1 35948, 2R a8 2 s, BAL bR

1.0

0.9 E;,.--q:..;=.s==,ssz¢i€555§--v- s
e ﬁ*

0.7 . . . .

0.82

078 '7_.‘,/\\

07473 20 30 40 50
(¢) Thyroid

—— PPC/ZkTE —=PPCHE%L — PPC/HHHL

-« PPE/4PE -+ PPEAREL -+ PPE/%L

2 HMBEEHREREXR

AR AR, AR Jg FM $5 4. Tris Zis 521, PPC/2
P« PPCHE % PPC/X % 3 4% il 2k bifi 2 Bl MR 1) 38 K
MZEM8 TH i, PPE/Z: 1 . PPE/S L. PPE/G % 3 4 th4;
I A s MR A ) 385 KT 2% 1% 1 . Wine F Thyroid 44
P g rh, PPC/Z 1% - PPC/HE 2. PPC/X) 24 3 4% Il & bl
B AR 1S AR /N, Tfi PPE/ZE 1 « PPE/AR 4L
PPE/W 4 3 4% 11 28 Bl £ 1S RUAR 1 34 KT 208 7w, HL
SR HHE AL 55 4R Bl b AL TR] (%) O 2R B s AR RN 7
RIS TR) M 22 S, (R MR 2 nf LR I, 248
JR AR R T — 52 1 (B I (4 40), b i 3 AN Edi 5 b i)
6 2k M2 AR L8 11 F.

Iii] 5 4 O ASE Sy 50, BIF 5k b3 22 e M 5 AR A
SLI IR DG 2R, 20 VRS0 )~ 384H, 25 SR an 18l 3 iR,
R AA b A 28 501 B0 3 L, A b A FM 4B #5. Tris 34
P, 6 4% i £k Bl 22 5 1k 1 184 K 2% 18 3t 1), PPC/2k
P L PPC/H5 5. PPC/X %3 4% £ 1E [0, 60] £ 7 Ji
AR R iR 7. Wine 4l 45 v, PPE/ZR M it 4k b 22
PRI R 56 Th i J5 T B, A5 [10, 30] 22 57t B I HUAS 5

0.92 F=m=3——

0.88 1

0.84 . . .
[10,20] [10,40] [10,50] [10,60] [10,70]

(a) Iris

[10,30]

0.95

085"

0.75
[10,20]

[10,'301 [10,'401 [10150] [1();60] [10,70]
(b) Wine

0.85

0.75 - :
[10,20]  [10,30]  [10,40] [10,50] [10,60] [10,70]
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hy ik — 2 B0 UF AR ST P4 2 AR R (1 SR 2R AR
FT A O, AR R 4 b 1T SRR eSO 4R E
HEAT 525, Jf 5 FCM. CSPA. HGPA . MCLA J5 £,
EAC/AL (Average-Linkage) /7 ¥ DL} &+ Jacard I
JEE V)RR 5 2 4 1 5 v HEAT X Bl 3R 2K R B 1) 3k
R 2 v RUOE 2 00 v 38 an iy SC k. 75
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T332 U TR SR S A A, X B o KSR e )
TR AL ASOR 2 S 25 L. A S AH I AE FI ] PPE/%k
P77 35 1 4% Hamming A1 Euclid W UT & R Sk BUCH AH 22
FEBE IR T2 . 19 AN /N BB 45 ) % 2R
BRI IR I, J5 2 K R 4 4 R
Nystrom J& IT [ 3 S8 IS 5L S IR 2., SRAE AR
“h 200 (Jacard J5 ¥R FHAH R 1) — ORI T515).
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X )74 T EAC/AL; 7 Sonar #4545 A5 %
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P 25 5t DL RCREAS BRI BRI 55 A 5% Wi B Jl 45 I L
DA R B SR 2R A 53 A 8Pk (n Glass 24l 48) il
ok B R AR BE A8 AR AT SR SR Mk e I $ T, (S A A K,
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L%} Iris Diabetes~ Segment — /™ F R 7 57 45 K
(P A B AR AT S0, TR VAR I ) 52 b, AR S
5 AHFTAE (41 _F 15 it i) 7E Iris F1 Diabetes %1 #5 4
RIS R R AT IR 2R, 7 Segment £ 4 5 A
FH Nystrom & 1T [1) 135 58 R BEAT IR 2K, IF 5 CSPA.
HGPA. MCLA. EAC/AL 4§ 5L AT X L. A5 B4R
JSG s 1) 32 5N ), &5 SR a2 7 s, DA CSPA A
EAC/AL ¥ I 8] 43 7 55 N2 M N3 BOE B, TR
K, JT AR TR B E 48 £ Segment 1A 45 iz 5
I [A].
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Single Ensemble methods compared Method proposed
Datasets FCM CSPA HGPA MCLA EAC/AL Jacard AH AE
Tris 0.8188 0.8430 0.7293 0.7835 0.8347 0.7751 09175 0.9221
Ecoli 0.5030 0.5437 0.5741 0.5379 0.7799 0.6490 0.7013 0.780 6
Wine 0.900 1 0.8418 0.702 1 0.8985 0.8989 0.782 1 0.9003 0.896 8
Thyroid 0.8759 0.477 1 0.5769 0.4912 0.8328 0.7697 0.8122 0.8102
Soybean 0.5218 0.4375 0.4294 0.5123 0.6164 0.6456 0.6471 0.6116
Glass 0.3530 0.3245 0.3278 0.3350 0.5507 0.3875 0.3842 0.5272
Diabetes 0.5819 0.5924 0.5249 0.5811 0. 5939 0.6543 0.7348 0.7342
Sonar 0.5023 0.5005 0.498 1 0.5022 0.5023 0.6923 0.5682 0.5670
Tonosphere 0.603 1 0.5737 0.602 8 0.6012 0.6118 0.6565 0.6778 0.6837
Segment 0.576 8 — 0.3867 0.5785 0.6109 0.6059 0.5868 0.6130
Sat 0.608 0 — 0.3464 0.5314 0.6257 0.6100 0.6119 0.6304




830 = 1 5 VS %030 %
*7 ZHEAE L s
Datasets TR A 205870 CSPA HGPA MCLA EAC/AL AH AE
Iris 150/4/3 0.1202 0.5217 03937 9.7653 1.1087 1.2225
Diabetes 768/8/2 0.7285 0.4093 0.8693 107 1.6 30.895 1 33.4562
Segment 2310/19/7 — 1.4536 2.1298 - 27.3380 29.2262
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