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Subspace Clustering Based on Differential Evolution

BI Zhi-Sheng WANG Jia-Hai  YIN Jian

(School of Internation Science and Technology ., Sun Yatr-Sen University » Guangzhou 510006)

Abstract  The performance of soft subspace clustering largely depends on the objective function
and the search strategy. This paper presents a differential evolution (DE) based algorithm for
subspace clustering. In the proposed algorithm, a novel objective function is firstly designed by
considering the fuzzy weighting within-cluster compactness and loosening the constraints of di-
mension weight matrix., Then, a novel membership between a data point and a cluster is pro-
posed. At last, an efficient global search strategy, composite DE, is introduced to optimize the
proposed objective function to search subspace clusters. The simulation results show that both
the proposed objective function and the introduced DE search strategy contribute to the perform-
ance enhancement of soft subspace clustering, and thus the proposed algorithm is significantly

better than existing algorithms.
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T 5 1) A R s A B 9 ) 2 0 e B LI AR s B
TR OG0 1] 5 AR A SR W R4 T 2 B B AT
R BRI RSB A S A RS T AR 26
RURY IR R O 1 38 43 ia F X Se R 90 2R S sk kb . — 2
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B A T B0 W AN R 4 Tl 2 o A5 2 ) 8 AR 2
Wang 55 N RGHLE A T 2 R0 R 50 1) 1 A R g
MSEAG AR T G 2250 WAL 5 1 (Composite
Differential Evolution, CoDE) , 2 3 T A [a] i 1 |1
AR I M S EA A AR S E RN, AR T HE
DE, {4 — K % AL . CoDE 38 i b HL 26 5 19 05 =
TR S 80t b 2k £ 2 808, IRz ] 3 RS 6] 19 24
SR W A B — AR AR B 3 AR e L R L R
Xof AN [ 24 T8 g [ 50 8 A A v 11 3 oy

CoDE J& — Fi ] B8 200 42 Jmy 48 28 s B ot
A3z ] CoDE 3K fift #+75 [1) 5 5 n] i

1E32 [l CoDE 3K fift 81 ¥ 25 [a] 5 2 (] i i), CoDE
I — A AR R R A ) SR ) ) — A BT AT
fit. 5 PSOVW — 4%, DESC LI AUE 46 [ W AE S [A)
WY f#. i P, = Xy, ) R g IRFREE
AR Xy = (T Tia s T ) FE

&0 CX D 1 & X T — BB R WL b 4

{xl,g IR T

D 4EXf BT — A D AR PR BE. [J I 58k
AR B G R L Z DL K
Ry U.

TEF W I6 AL B B o B — A IR TE B 42
FREMLEE $E C DAEARAE B I R P L, W=
Lwi Jesxp=L1/DJexp. R G2 A (33) #2915
BN 5356 B U LA KA AR B A5 bR £

TR P TUTT@‘E%%\H@& T

X F B —NAEK x,, L8 3 B OS [E] A A R
lﬂ%,éEEJZ 3 /\ﬁtgmmi Ui 1,541 Ui 2,541 LJ& Ui 5.0+1:

(1) “rand/1/bin” .

Vil.g+ 1,{1:~Tr1.,,..11+F ° (l‘VZ,g.dixlﬁ.g.d) ’
(it rand <Cr 8 d =d
Uil,g+1,d— " e
(38)
(2)“rand/2/bin” ;
"Ui,z.gﬂ,d:xrl,g.dJFTCmdl * (~T7‘2-g,d7xr3.g.zl)+
F - (l'ra.g.d_l'«s.g,a)
Uiggrr.as rand <Cr % d =d, .
Ui2,g41.d — - o (39)
ivg.d ? Fx
(3) “current-to-rand/1” .
u(,s,g+1.d:x/,g.l1+7’and ° (1}1.;4.[/*11‘.;,’,4)“—
F e (Irz.g.d*l‘yx.g,d) (40)

o, rand Ml rand  J&[0, 1K i) 1 315) 7340 i BE AL
. da ZE[1.CX D] EBEHLIEFE R A 2R B0 LUAR IE
JQ(Sg)EP u; 1;,+17éx U»&Jt(39)':':‘ u; z;,+175x

F 2 A F . Cr S 58 X% L%A?”?EJ%@E’J
IMEN T 3 Fdl & BEFLIEIR: [F=1.0,Cr=
0.1],[F=1.0,Cr=0.9]PA X [F=0.8,Cr=0. 2.

?—%“@J Ui 1,5+1 Ui 2,641 LK U 3,0+1 J5 /7\;5\:5@@
b O Z 5 x b AL RS
A BDHFX GO 3 NI & U fZ, I8
j‘J‘(ZQ)ﬂL%H*f ﬁfﬁ Jﬁj::‘:ulg+l Ui 3.6+1~
Uigor VLR i, O bR o8 OBOE B DI — S AE N
Xig1 »{ﬁf‘»ﬁﬂéﬂ—l\‘*ﬁﬁﬁ? Pg 1 ':F'

WA IR AL D R B B R Ak R

DESC 5L A I T

&% 2. DESC.

N TR M I R VE B B Max FES; i 50

1] A B S Mg Wb “ rand/1/bin” s “rand/2/bin”,
“current-to-rand/1”; ¥ # S W [ F = 1.0,
Cr=0.1],[F=1.0,Cr=0.9] A X [F=0.8,
Cr=0.2]; BEHE C;FEARYERL D

i AL NI ULZ.W

1. g=0;

2. AR ERFRRE Po X H R — A x  FERUHE

EHBEYLESE CMREARIERN WM BRI PO, S W=
Lwi Jexp =[1/DJcxp. 8 X (33) A (29) 15 2] 3
SrHERE U DL AR 1Y AR o6 U 5

3. FES=M;

4. REPEAT

5. P =d;

6. FOR &—4/1k x,., DO

7. ot 32 56 1) A SR It e R — O M
il S B0 B AL B — B S B A 2R BGR 5

] . 0 3 RS I R R B % A B
Wi Wi VA U 5005
8. /7\ Ui 1,041 Ui 2.0+ LA K Ui 3.4+1 Xﬂ‘Wﬁ"J '_'—'/E‘lﬂily!:
Z 5 xS AR
9. iE AR I 3 A5 1 %I 44 U
10, s GO 3 A% i b0 Z
11. iz O 3 A5 1) & 1Y B A R E0UE
12. BERE Ui oo Wing W s LA X TP B AR BRI
BAE F /DB —AER xigv
13. P,oi=P,  Uxi 13
14. FES=FES+3;
15. END FOR
16. g=g+1;
17. UNTIL FES>MuaxFES.
3.3 HEEERE
£ DESC W1, Z f1 W J& CX D (4, U J&
C X N R X T8 — D AR ke ) i G5 7
IR 2R B2 O(CD). Z i » W ir A REA R 47
B4y G 9 BRI 42 OCNCD). 2l R —
REF I R PO CGEF 10) B[R] &2 42 5 R
O(CD). A I, X & — A0 F L 55055 19 £ 106 26
B T~1D i A1 42 & OCNCD) o N JE#f
A S AR R BRSO EE R AR B T R
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15k M, 0N DESC BB [a] &2 2% 5 O(MNCDT). 7]
U DESC iy B[] 52 2% B Bl K54 42 09 4 450 R S5 A
FAEA BB Lk 38 .

3.4 DESC fyft#

DESC /& —Ffiz F 42 J5y 1% 2 9 W 1) K 7 25 ] 3%
K5 KM B2 B RBEF LML WAE A
T 0 46 f LA SR B B A R i s AR . 5
PSOVW #f Lt . DESC J F 45 R 2 Hogk 47 179
J& . AE B S A I i, AN [R) g 22 [0 A A A B Y 43
Tt RO 2R SIS B AR - b i sk — B S L PR T AR 2R 2
AR REARAT LU Al R T 4T AR 4, CLPSO
BUH 2 1 1 1 B B D B B S A R T A 1A
I3 s i A f#. i CoDE [ CLPSO i #1., DESC
o K PSOVW B 5 F 52 3.

4 £ W

T Bk DESC (8 2k g FeA TF X DESC #l
PSOVW! KM MSFCM! | RKM!" | EWKM!
DL K ESSC™ gEAT e #%. [ . o T 38 UE 3 Rk mg . H
T R B8 LA B SR J B vk B ) R e FRATT 6 4 2R OR
W& AR R A L) KR S s B AT T A R NSk ]
FiR.

1 BHERB . BNIBURTREEN4ITMAS

ik e ERTN=E i TR 7 R
DESC-crisp CoDE £2D H(22)
DESC-fuzzy CoDE 29 L (30)

PSOVW-fuzzy CLPSO K29 =(30)
PSOVW-NF CLPSO (29 H(33)

i T DESC #1 PSOVW J& 3t F BEAK B9 509, 1
EWKM &5 & B 5 48 2 805 AR SOR H i KB IR
B MaxFES £ 4 BF 4 Mk 8 19 &1k & 1. 4
MaxFES j 500, i F 3 F 5 0 55 05 1 Fh B RS O
20. HpRZSHuk B E 2 Pios.

R2 BHKE

Sk SRUE
DESC .
DESC-fuzzy ]/; :2
PSOVW-fuzzy - o
PSOVW-NF 7=0,0.2,0.4,0.6,0.8,1,2,3,4,5,6,7,8,9,10
PSOVW
DESC-crisp p=8
MSFCM m=2
RKM a=3
EWKM Y=0.5
ry=1.0
~q 7=0.1
ESSC min(N,D—1)

M hin(N,D— 1D —2

MK 2. 66 GHz CPU.4GB INAF, T 7 5%
HlE WEKA 4 F I 4.
4.1 TMHEEIEMR

AR SCR G o v BE 46 AR 0 3R 2R ROCR EAT T A
Rand Index (RD™ 1 Normalized Mutual Infor-
mation (NMD™ ,Hog LR -

RIZM 4D
N(N—1)/2
K ¢
E En,_, logN 1ij
i=1j=1 it
NMI = (42)

\/(Z}n;logﬁ)(i}nﬂogﬁ})

Ho K BB C )& R N JRFEAR BB fo
JEARJE T I — A FETF 4050 BE B A 7] 55 1 BE AR 55 % Y
B, £ I8 T A — A2 o id 21 7] — 4 # 19 BE
AR BT BCR. n BB TR MREARR v, 2 R TR
JOREARR B T IR B MR AR
B WA P RE 48 bR AR B
4.2 IWHR

ARSCRHIH A UCIY AW EE2£2 L) & NIPS2003
FRAE 2 BBk AR RO 13 AN BOHE SR 0 4 Bk b AT
M. UCT %4l 5 F T 2% 4 580 1 o) IR 48 00 48 19 3
ZME. AW BE 2% LA e NIPS 2003 45 AF % £ Bk ik 58 19
BOYR A T T4 00 080k A = 4 oS 1) A SR 2 pE e, AR
LWTEAAE B W3R 3. 9 — RS E 1T 30 K,
SEGZE R K 4~8 K 1.E 2 FiR. B — A EE
B 1 Joc g 245 SR A 3 PR OR.

®3 HEKHFEARR

pEIE S FEAKL A% Bk
Iris 150 4 3
KDD synthetic control 600 60 6
Segment 2310 19 7
Sonar 208 60 2
Vehicle 846 18 4
Leukemia-ALLAML 72 7129 2
Lung harvard 203 12600 5
Leukemia-MLL 72 12582 3
Lung michigan 96 7129 2
Prostate tumor vs normal train 102 12600 2
Breast cancer 97 24481 2
Leukemia stjude 327 12558 7
Arcene 200 10000 2

WA= 4~7, A LT 4598, 1 5% % [k DE-
SC-crisp il DESC-fuzzy 4 % PSOVW #il PSOVW-
fuzzy AT LA ) EHAAE 30125 [ SR 28 A SR 2K 4 e
SRR R A BRI A AR FE AR 4R v X B

@ http: //www. cs. waikato. ac. nz/~ml/weka/index. html/

©@  http: //datam. i2r. a-star. edu. sg/datasets/krbd/
@ http: //www. nipsfsc. ecs. soton. ac. uk/datasets/
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& 4 DESC.PSOVW U E 4 AR AEE X 30 RIBITHWELE £ R(RD

Hoimas PSOVW PSOVW-fuzzy ~ PSOVW-NF DESC-crisp DESC-fuzzy DESC
y Mean 0.8571 0.8747 0.9036 0.8909 0.9304 0. 9423
ris
s Std. 0.0634 0.0443 0.0380 0.0411 0.0213 0.0180
] Mean 0.8287 0.8181 0.8765 0. 8241 0. 8499 0. 8853
KDD synthetic control - -
Std. 0.0413 0.0200 0.0175 0.0425 0.0129 0.0159
. Mean 0. 8030 0.8186 0.8617 0. 7840 0.8562 0. 8563
Segment
Std. 0.0480 0.0343 0.0230 0.0704 0.0144 0.0158
S Mean 0.5038 0.5036 0.5055 0.5010 0.5054 0. 5075
onar Std. 0. 0098 0.0103 0. 0079 0. 0051 0. 0086 0.0115
Vehicl Mean 0.5917 0.6121 0. 6462 0.5807 0.6451 0. 6476
chicte Std. 0. 0420 0.0313 0.0110 0. 0480 0.0122 0. 0162
Leukemia Mean 0.5776 0.5107 0.5618 0.5671 0.5110 0. 5888
ALLAML Std. 0.0375 0.0155 0.0344 0.0421 0.0206 0.0347
Mean 0.5798 0.5063 0.5344 0. 5641 0.5008 0.5724
Lung harvard . _
Std. 0.0145 0.0071 0.0157 0. 0300 0.0056 0.0234
Leukemia Mean 0.7326 0.5390 0.7622 0. 7208 0.7164 0.7534
MLL Std. 0.0144 0. 0610 0.0168 0.0722 0. 0586 0.0173
o Mean 0. 6579 0.5341 0.5154 0. 6534 0.5091 0.5476
Lung michigan
Std. 0.1011 0.0362 0. 0265 0.1093 0.0207 0.0787
Pr()state tumor vs Mean 0. 5229 0. 52/12 0. 5230 0. 5211 0. 52/11 0. 5243
normal train Std. 0. 0008 0. 0048 0. 0000 0. 0045 0.0038 0.0022
Mean 0.4974 0.4983 0.5245 0.5091 0.5024 0.5278
Breast cancer
Std. 0. 0000 0. 0045 0. 0240 0.0172 0.0108 0.0148
o Mean 0.6947 0. 6686 0.7530 0. 6827 0.7087 0. 7404
Leukemia stjude _
Std. 0. 0557 0.0391 0. 0276 0.0712 0.0127 0. 0466
Mean 0.5410 0.5431 0.5438 0.5329 0.5455 0. 5455
Arcene _
Std. 0. 0056 0.0022 0. 0027 0.0130 0.0052 0. 0034
% 5 DESC.KM,MSFCM,RKM.EWKM Il % ESSC 30 )X iZE{THI 216 45 R (RD
Hoimas DESC KM MSFCM RKM EWKM ESSC
. Mean 0.9423 0.8720 0.8421 0.8606 0.8767 0.8709
ris
s Std. 0.0180 0.0027 0. 0643 0.0612 0.0964 0. 0459
] Mean 0. 8853 0.8688 0. 8809 0. 8695 0. 8290 0.8523
KDD synthetic control ~
Std. 0.0159 0.0274 0. 0285 0.0158 0.0622 0.0166
. Mean 0.8563 0.8592 0. 8632 0. 8605 0.4112 0.7833
Segment _ 5
Std. 0.0158 0.0151 0.0152 0.0193 0.1806 0.0750
S Mean 0.5075 0.5022 0.5020 0.5029 0.5007 0. 4989
sonar Std. 0.0115 0.0023 0. 0029 0. 0030 0.0073 0.0011
Vehicl Mean 0.6476 0. 6507 0. 6515 0. 6483 0. 3886 0.5823
e Std. 0.0162 0. 0074 0. 0035 0. 0092 0.1242 0.0828
Leukemia Mean 0.5888 0.5556 0.5067 0.5718 0.5235 0.5433
ALLAML Std. 0.0347 0. 0456 0. 0226 0.0325 0.0274 0. 0500
Mean 0.5724 0.5682 0.5077 0.5633 0.5742 0. 5764
Lung harvard
Std. 0.0234 0.0236 0.0125 0.0233 0.0396 0.0289
Leukemia Mean 0.7534 0. 7040 0.7285 0. 7241 0.6196 0.7255
MLL Std. 0.0173 0.0735 0.0914 0. 0536 0.1107 0.0576
o Mean 0.5476 0. 6605 0.5684 0.6147 0.7051 0.7065
Lung michigan
Std. 0.0787 0.1068 0.0812 0.1141 0. 1060 0. 0965
Prostate tumor vs Mean 0.5243 0.5201 0.5223 0. 5209 0.5193 0.5177
normal train Std. 0.0022 0. 0070 0.0017 0. 0051 0.0077 0.0023
Mean . 5278 0.5117 0.5016 0.4981 0.4978 0.4980

Breast cancer
Std. . 0148 0.0138 0.0077 0. 0009 0. 0010 0. 0008

Leukemia stjude
Std. . 0466 0.0717 0.1061 0.0747 0.1669 0. 0040

Mean . 5455 0.5359 0.5359 0.5367 0.5338 0.5353

Std. . 0034 0.0103 0.0113 0.0129 0.0178 0.0181

0
0
Mean 0.7404 0. 6698 0. 6649 0.6814 0.3212 0. 2068
0
Arcene 0
0
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& 6 DESC.PSOVW M F 4 #ARAESE % 30 RiBITHIRWE R (NMD
Hoimas PSOVW PSOVW-fuzzy ~ PSOVW-NF DESC-crisp DESC-fuzzy DESC
y Mean 0.7448 0. 7450 0. 7881 0.7828 0.8332 0.8529
ris
s Std. 0.0803 0.0721 0. 0660 0.0563 0.0356 0.0319
] Mean 0.6618 0.5776 0.7056 0. 6390 0. 6426 0.7406
KDD synthetic control -
Std. 0.0542 0.0322 0.0379 0.0619 0.0321 0.0259
. Mean 0.5431 0.5361 0.6188 0.5248 0.5960 0.6129
Segment
Std. 0.0599 0.0541 0.0367 0. 0656 0.0251 0.0338
S Mean 0.0217 0.0151 0.0130 0.0210 0.0133 0.0162
onar Std. 0.0257 0.0184 0.0124 0.0228 0.0137 0. 0190
Vehicl Mean 0.1279 0.1276 0.1106 0.1367 0.1151 0. 1382
chicte Std. 0.0322 0.0232 0. 0222 0. 0301 0.0177 0. 0306
Leukemia Mean 0.1118 0.0127 0.1022 0.1051 0.0233 0. 1290
ALLAML Std. 0. 0459 0.0185 0.0491 0.0542 0.0256 0.0403
Mean 0.3104 0.1405 0. 2043 0.2631 0.1518 0. 2840
Lung harvard
Std. 0. 0364 0.0178 0.0422 0.0730 0.0129 0.0536
Leukemia Mean 0.4387 0.1040 0. 4651 0. 4470 0.3738 0. 4674
MLL Std. 0.0290 0.0743 0.0399 0.0976 0.1286 0.0354
o Mean 0.0785 0.0328 0.1068 0.1278 0.0469 0. 1440
Lung michigan -
Std. 0.1765 0. 0369 0. 0585 0.1534 0. 0494 0. 0955
Prostate tumor vs Mean 0. 0667 0. 0681 0. 0670 0.0628 0.0627 0.0677
normal train Std. 0.0016 0.0119 0. 0000 0. 0095 0.0107 0.0028
Mean 0.0389 0.0079 0.0439 0. 0354 0.0122 0.0518
Breast cancer
Std. 0. 0000 0.0101 0.0356 0.0228 0.0162 0.0250
o Mean 0.2786 0.0543 0. 2425 0.2418 0.0586 0. 3411
Leukemia stjude
Std. 0.0794 0.0100 0.0876 0.0788 0.0137 0. 0806
Mean 0.0791 0.0813 0.0818 0.0611 0.0836 0. 0840
Arcene
Std. 0.0122 0.0038 0. 0039 0.0296 0.0070 0. 0045
% 7 DESC.KM . MSFCM,.RKM.EWKM [l % ESSC 30 )X iE 1T B £ 16 45 £ (NMD
B e DESC KM MSFCM RKM EWKM ESSC
» Mean 0. 8529 0.7337 0. 7100 0.7286 0.7828 0. 7604
e Std. 0.0319 0.0128 0. 0649 0. 0669 0.1172 0.0527
] Mean 0. 7406 0.7377 0.6979 0. 7360 0.6698 0.7016
KDD synthetic control _
Std. 0.0259 0.0338 0. 0684 0.0287 0.1032 0.0339
. Mean 0.6129 0.6105 0.5966 0.6032 0.2013 0.5345
Segment
Std. 0.0338 0.0215 0.0126 0.0160 0.1518 0.0878
S Mean 0.0162 0. 0067 0. 0061 0.0075 0.0422 0. 0426
onar Std. 0.0190 0. 0044 0. 0053 0. 0048 0. 0267 0.0257
Vehidd Mean 0.1382 0.1147 0.0995 0.1310 0.1039 0. 1504
chicte Std. 0. 0306 0. 0244 0. 0100 0. 0344 0. 0528 0.0376
Leukemia Mean 0. 1290 0.0998 0.0251 0. 0965 0. 0457 0.0817
ALLAML Std. 0. 0403 0.0523 0.0343 0.0492 0. 0408 0.0755
Mean 0. 2840 0.2730 0.1684 0.2696 0.2715 0.2974
Lung harvard
Std. 0.0536 0. 0690 0.0293 0. 0699 0. 0835 0.0776
Leukemia Mean 0. 4674 0. 4379 0. 4466 0. 4520 0.3093 0. 4823
MLL Std. 0.0354 0.0892 0.1232 0.1125 0.1637 0.1072
. Mean 0. 1440 0.0668 0.0144 0.1283 0.1351 0.1259
Lung michigan _
Std. 0. 0955 0.0700 0.0157 0.1360 0. 2007 0.2127
Prostate tumor vs Mean 0. 0677 0.0628 0.0656 0.0636 0.0626 0. 0579
normal train Std. 0.0028 0.0084 0.0033 0. 0065 0.0091 0. 0008
Mean 0.0518 0.0373 0.0115 0.0477 0.0437 0. 0464
Breast cancer _
Std. 0.0250 0.0181 0.0126 0.0103 0.0125 0.0100
o Mean 0.3411 0.2843 0.2519 0.2962 0.0912 0.0632
Leukemia stjude _
Std. 0. 0806 0.1152 0.0997 0.1109 0.0623 0. 0089
A Mean 0. 0840 0.0680 0.0679 0. 0681 0.0626 0.0682
reene Std. 0. 0045 0. 0241 0. 0259 0. 0287 0. 0324 0.0317
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% 8 DESC.DESC-fuzzy ,PSOVW KM ,MSFCM ,RKM.EWKM L% ESSC 30 XiSTHI EHIE4TRIE  (BAfi:s)
i DESC DESC-fuzzy PSOVW KM MSFCM RKM EWKM ESSC
Iris 0. 0660 0.0993 0.0147 0.0107 0. 0602 0.0258 0.0431 0. 8014
KDD synthetic control 3. 6940 4.2713 0. 3627 0.2737 3.8323 0. 8559 2. 3594 73.2477
Segment 4. 9820 7.7673 0. 5503 0. 4527 6.1503 1. 8712 3. 5180 46. 2487
Sonar 0. 3007 0.5073 0.0727 0. 0540 0. 4557 0.1791 0.6073 8. 1587
Vehicle 0.9793 1. 6360 0. 1460 0.1230 1. 2397 0.4973 0.9590 21. 0380
Leukemia-ALLAML 13. 8033 19. 4700 7.4383 2.6217 17. 3543 9. 7597 26. 8448 444. 8639
Lung harvard 205. 1150 232.0363 43.1253 21. 8050 215. 2240 79.3096 168. 5557 5222.9100
Leukemia-MLL 53. 1457 49. 7217 22.0410 5. 8207 46. 3545 18. 7152 51. 6876 1203. 9746
Lung michigan 25. 7577 24. 8160 8. 0867 3. 8543 23.0503 13. 1464 35. 6785 453. 6368
Prostate tumor vs 46.5177 46. 7740 16. 4073 8.4883  43.2416 288430 67.9280  742.2579
normal train
Breast cancer 58. 0587 86. 4857 34. 4033 16. 3483 49. 9300 45. 8059 125. 9387 1304. 3037
Leukemia stjude 308. 5667 510. 1517 74.3323 42.4197 498. 2954 142.1722 345. 8762 2115. 6487
Arcene 59. 4197 72.9287 16. 5643 13. 8207 67.1170 42.2878 107. 1521 1059. 6873
1.00 -
& Iris
0.95 -O0—-KDD synthetic control
.\I—/‘.‘\I\FH—‘H—.’/H_H_. —A— Segment
0.90 —y— Sonar
P S - e S | A
0.85 —D—Leukekrlnia*A(E,LAML
——Lung harvar
0.80 -@—Leukemia-MLL
0.75 W S —0—%ung michigan Lirai
.75 .”.—"“Hﬂ—w . —k—Prostate tumor vs normal train
— _ T T = —@—Breast cancer
& 0.70 —m—Leukemia stjude
0.65 ¢ ¢ ¢ —@— Arcene
0.60
0.55
0.50
0.45
0.40 L L L L L L L L L L L L L L L
0 0.2 04 06 08 1.0 2.0 3.0 4.0 5.0 6.0 7.0 8.0 9.0 10.0
2l
1 DESC 7EA[Y n BUAT RI PP A
1.0 -
- Iris
0.9 -O-KDD synthetic control
- —A-Segment
-y = 8 _ g s == s &= sa -¥-Sonar
0.8 —4Vehicle

o7 W

—-Leukemia-ALLAML
—-Lung harvard
-#-[eukemia-MLL

0.6 A A A A A A A A A A —A—A—A—A -O-Lung michigan
— —*—Prostate tumor vs normal train
= 0.5 —@—Breast cancer
Z. '/.”.—Q——O—Q—QM_‘_H_. —#-Leukemia stjude

0.4 —8— Arcene

0.3 T T

___m—
0.2 —
0.1
O l“.

S8

= = - =22 e —
0 0.2 04 06 0.8 1.0 2.0 3.0 4.0 5.0 6.0 7.0 80 9.0 10.0

Kl 2 DESC fEARR 7 HUE T NMI A fE

PIRE L T B A R ROR. H R 7R S )
DESC-fuzzy 1 PSOVW-fuzzy #EAS U0 A8 5 2K g A<
FRAH. 75 NMI F545 F X Fh 22 5 0 0B 8. X2 R
FCM 7¢ 5 4 4 5 B A7 76 AR 2, DESC-fuzzy I
PSOVW-fuzzy 1 i X (30) W@ . & T
FCM A X R K.

HK, St DESC il DESC-fuzzy L)} PSOVW-

NF #1 PSOVW-fuzzy, ] DL & 237 10 R J&@ B i F 5 7
BB A AR U TE R ) A o B i )
T 5 28 L A R B 3 DRl R 30 A U 1 R R L s ).
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considering the fuzzy weighting within-cluster compactness
and loosening the constraints of dimension weight matrix.
Then, a novel membership between a data point and a cluster
is proposed. At last, an efficient global search strategy,
composite DE, is introduced to optimize the proposed objec-
tive function to search subspace clusters. This is the first
subspace clustering algorithm based on DE. The simulation
results show that both the proposed objective function and
the introduced DE search strategy contribute to the perform-
ance enhancement of soft subspace clustering, and thus
DESC is significantly better than existing algorithms.
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