410 7G4 PR T K 24244 Journal of Xi’an University of Technology (2022) Vol. 38 No. 3

DOI:10. 19322/j. cnki. issn. 1006-4710. 2022. 03. 012

HFMi HHO 5 K-Medoids B & B2kE 5

& 4k, EHGE, BOF
(PG TR P22, BRVY P54 710054)

WE. 45 K-Means AR EF RPN BEBRERBARE BN LT RMOG R L, KRB —FK
FT##t HHO(IHHO) 5 K-Medoids #5 % 4 % % % (IHHO-KMedoids) . £ IHHO ¥, % &
LogisticB LA IR AR KR FIF W EA TR ESFAZRG FH . EREFRBRESHT A&
WARERD ML LR RBIGRT AR S AN, B L EBARIFRKL, HA4E IHHO 5 5
b AL BE A A Sk Ao 4 APt 89 HHO H % £ CEC 2014 M 4% & # Lk A7 sh bk, £ 2 R & W
THHOE #Fe9hAL s R85, KA E R 5., K-Medoids &5 K-Means AL 4l p S i B & § &
#. ITHHO-KMedoids A& 2 R4F, R H AN B3t UCI B E A XAKBEE Logly A4
2 %9 IHHO-KMedoids &% 2 5 . R EHES.

K1 : Harris B ALH % Logistic Bedd; £ K F Kk #84 + L2 K& ; K-Medoids # %
FESES: TP301.6 XEkRERD: A XEHS: 1006-4710(2022)03-0410-11

Hybrid clustering algorithm based on improved HHO and K-Medoids
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Abstract: A hybrid clustering algorithm (IHHO-KMedoids) based on the improved HHO (IH-
HO) and K-Medoids is proposed in this paper for solving the issues of K-Means which is sensitive
to outliers and easy to fall into local optimum. In IHHO, the control parameter strategy with Lo-
gistic chaotic disturbance better achieves the balance between exploration and exploitation, the
ensemble mutation strategy improves the global search ability of the algorithm, and the somer-
sault foraging strategy increases the diversity of the population and avoids the algorithm falling
into local optimum. The proposed IHHO is compared with five other swarm intelligence algo-
rithms and four improved HHO algorithms on the CEC 2014 benchmark functions with the exper-
imental results showing that IHHO has better optimization ability and higher accuracy. K-Me-
doids is better robust against noise and outliers compared with K-Means. THHO-KMedoids algo-
rithm has high stability and is not easy to fall into local optimum. The simulation results on UCI
datasets and a text dataset show that the IHHO-KMedoids algorithm has higher efficiency and
clustering accuracy compared with contrastive algorithms.
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Tab.1 Experimental results of improved HHO by single strategy and IHHO on 8 benchmark functions

PR R Ei=E 7D HHO LHHO EHHO SHHO IHHO
) S 4.565 4E+07 3.563 6E+07 9.402 SE406 3.099 1E+07 2. 405 7E4+06
o b o 22 1. 764 1E407 1.503 5E407 4.403 0E+06 1. 545 8E+07 9. 659 5E+05
B 3.718 3E+07 3. 149 0E+07 3.417 8E406 2. 835 2E+07 2.058 S8E+04
F i 2% 1.169 2E+07 1.124 0OE+07 1.434 6E+06 5.745 TE+06 1.005 1E+04
i S 5.207 4E+02 5.206 7TE+02 5.205 3E402 5.207 3E+02 5.200 6E+02
o o o 22 1.618 3E—01 8.140 7TE—02 1.275 9E—01 1.291 6E—01 7.389 SE—02
S MH 4,514 6E+03 4.098 3E+03 1.502 1E+03 4.057 9E+03 1.189 2E+03
oo R i 22 6.954 2E+02 6.851 4E402 1. 995 3E+02 5.614 4E+02 1.006 0E+02
S {E 1. 926 4E+06 2. 802 2E+05 7.355 SE404 1.520 TE-+05 1.142 8E+04
e PR 2 3.652 8E+06 4.599 7TE405 1.130 1E+05 1.061 2E+05 1.117 6E+04
V- E 1. 983 5E403 1. 942 1E4+03 1.911 1E+03 1. 973 6E+403 1.910 3E4+03
o b i 2% 5.375 2E+01 2.616 3E+01 2.199 OE+00 3.192 6E+01 1. 148 2E+00
S 2.760 2E+03 2.740 4E+03 2.700 4E403 2.760 2E+03 2.710 4E+03
res o 2= 5.140 4E+01 5.131 0E+01 7.551 SE—02 5.136 6E+01 3.146 7TE+01
S 3.775 8E+04 2.983 9E+04 7.265 4E403 9.773 0E+03 6.267 2E+03
0 b e 2= 7.727 6E404 3.100 4E4-04 1.253 6E-+03 1. 469 SE-+04 1.233 9E+03

2.2 IHHO EHEMBEREENILE {5 BLSEI L35, S 45 R L 3% 2, o rp s 4 45 SR AT

VERCET B B 15 DI ek B fF THHO 8398 R 3R0R,
_ﬁ PS()[O] \BA[IO] ‘SSA[“] \MVODZ] ﬂ:‘ﬂ MFO[lx] J‘Eﬁ_}

# 2 THHO 5 HABREE G858 WX L st ga 45 2R

Tab. 2 Comparison of experimental results of IHHO and other swarm intelligence algorithms

R Ei=k PSO BA SSA MVO MFO IHHO
I ME 5.081 6E408  3.513 4E+09 2.047 8E+07 1.075 6E4+07 2.016 6E+08  4.072 4E+06
o b U 22 1.583 7TE+09  1.204 8E+09 1.085 1E+07 3.223 9E+06 2.187 3E+08  1.206 8E+06
FHE 4.603 0OE+03  3.674 7TE4+06 7.792 1E+04 7.354 0E403 1.102 7E4+05  7.477 TE+02
" b U 22 2.831 5E+03  9.864 9E+06 2.080 2E+04 1.985 1E+03 4.231 0OE+04 5,018 1IE+02
) S E 5.209 5E4+02  5.212 5E402 5.201 0E+02 5.204 7E+02 5.203 4E402  5.200 4E+02
" T 1 2 6.987 7TE—02 1.014 6E—01 1.633 7TE—01 1.322 3E—01 2.192 2E—01  5.584 0E—02
) I ME 7.029 8E402  1.751 1E403 7.000 1E402 7.006 9E+02 7.854 6E402  7.000 2E+02
v b v 2 4.790 TE+00  2.060 3E+02 7.736 1IE—03 1.118 8E—01 7.090 2E+01  1.993 SE—02
VI ME 1.026 3E403  1.483 2E+03 1.040 9E+03 1.034 4E4+03 1.112 2E+03  1.026 7E+03
" b o 22 1.491 7E+01  6.893 5E+01 4.201 4E+01 4.332 0E+01 5.199 6E+01  3.189 0E+01
M 4.253 9E+03  1.057 3E4+04 5.060 4E+03 4.711 6E4+03 5.289 6E+03  3.716 7TE+03
i bRl 22 4.958 3E+02  4.783 8E+02 5.748 9E+02 3.696 6E4+02 7.673 4E+02  2.492 SE+02
I E 1.301 7E403  1.310 0E+03 1.300 6E+03 1.300 7E+03 1.301 2E+03  1.300 5E+03
e b i 22 3.897 OE+00  1.323 9E+00 1.221 3E—01 1.181 3E—01 8.033 0E—01  9.080 4E—02

FE 1.513 5E4+03 1.417 9E+07 1.513 1E4+03 1.511 6E4+03 2.386 6E+05 1.512 6E+03
F15
PR 22 2.897 9E+00 1.881 3E+07 4.629 4E+00 2.822 0E400 3.601 9E+05 3.100 7E+00
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BRI X Eizk PSO BA SSA MVO MFO THHO
M 8.033 3E407 2.765 TE408 1.258 8E+06 6.631 SE+05 5.340 5E4+06  6.523 3E4+05
o P 1 2 1.460 6E408  1.205 0E-+08 1.019 6E406 5.437 6E+05 3.401 2E4+06  4.099 9E4+05
FHHE 2.046 4E4+03  2.804 9E+03 1.915 6E+03 1.912 8E403 1.975 0OE+03  1.909 4E+03
e P 1 2 3.865 5E4-02  3.219 4E402 3.434 5E4+00 1.912 3E+00 7.527 8E4+01  9.352 1IE—01
FHE 1.596 OE+05 1.274 1E+08 4.938 4E405 2.017 9E+05 1.043 OE+06  1.546 6E+05
e P 1 2 9.481 S8E+04 7.228 1E4+07 4.335 2E+05 1.727 1E+05 1.266 0E4+06 1.109 8E+05
FHME 2.616 4E4+03  4.504 9E403 2.633 7E+03 2.625 2E+03 2.674 3E4+03  2.500 0E403
e bR 22 2.014 3E4+00  8.158 4E+02 1.038 9E+01 6.255 3E+00 5.611 9E+01  0.000 0E+00
FHE 2.712 9E4+03 2,948 TE+03 2.717 3E+03 2.706 9E4+03 2.721 5E+03  2.700 OE+03
e bR 22 3.240 9E400  6.960 6E401 3.527 7E+00 1.685 6E-+00 1.186 0E401  0.000 0E+00
FHIE 4,024 6E+03  4.360 0OE+03 3.627 5SE+03 3.337 8E+03 3.577 0E4+03  2.900 0E+03
e bR 22 7.121 1E4+02  1.914 2E402 1.159 7E+02 1.668 3E-+02 2.676 9E4+02  0.000 0E+00
M 7.091 7TE408  1.025 7TE406 7.100 2E+06 1.457 S8E+06 2.378 TE406  3.789 8E+03
e o o 2 5.090 3E4+08  1.196 9E406 9.635 SE+06 4.528 TE+06 3.781 TE4+06  7.570 9E+02
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Tab.3 Comparison of experimental results of IHHO and other improved HHO algorithms

o Bk 2N HHO EESHHO CCNMHHO QRHHO GCHHO THHO
S35 (i 3.348 0E407 7.752 5E+09 1.238 4E+07 3.119 7E+07 1.572 4E+04 1.566 1E+04
" i 22 7.315 3E4+06 6.132 4E4+09 4.082 TE4+06 5.508 3E4+06 1.374 5E+04 1.336 0E+04
FHIE 6.024 1E4+02 8.940 8E+02 6.118 SE+02 5.798 4E+02 5.017 2E+02 5.009 0E+02
o P 1 22 7.075 6E4+01 2.591 8E+02 6.451 6E+01 3.476 3E+01 3.041 7E+01 2. 8798E+01
R 6.355 0E4+02 6.299 9E+02 6.287 3E+02 6.325 1IE+02 6.313 7TE+02 6.181 5E4+02
o b 2% 3.263 7TE4+00 3.033 0OE+00 2.962 0E+00 3.254 4E+00 4.954 9E+00 3. 180 8E+00
S 41 9.439 1E402 9.515 8E+02 9.268 5E+02 9.402 1E+02 9.176 5E+02 8.047 3E+02
" bR 2 2.104 5E401 2.476 3E4+01 1.059 9E+01 2.034 5E+01 2.116 9E+01 1.249 0E+00
S 41 4.293 OE+03 3.565 2E+03 2.800 7TE+03 3.568 3E+03 2.894 3E+03 1.135 0E+03
o bR 22 7.130 9E402 5.806 8E4+02 7.536 5E+02 4.422 2E+02 5.935 5E+02 9.937 0E+01
S 1 1.202 1E403 1.200 9E403 1.201 0E403 1.201 7E403 1.200 8E+03 1.200 5E+03
e bR 2 5.265 1IE—01 2.973 7TE—01 4.141 1IE—01 4.059 4E—01 4.724 2E—01 1.583 3E—01
L SE 54 1.400 3E+03 1.409 6E+03 1.400 4E403 1.400 4E403 1.400 4E+03 1. 400 4E403

o o 22 4,404 9E—02

—

.071 7TE4+01 4.976 5E—02 2.413 2E—01 2.399 7E—01 2.177 2E—01
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% 3(80)
PRI %L iR HHO EESHHO CCNMHHO QRHHO GCHHO IHHO
A 1.612 3E+03 1.612 3E403 1.612 0E+03 1.612 2E4+03 1.611 9E+03 1.611 3E+03
e b o 22 5.595 3E—01 3.194 6E—01 5.021 2E—01 4.917 8E—01 4.100 6E—01 5.097 4E—01
A 2.625 4E405 1.047 6E4+05 7.374 9E+03 1.150 6E+05 6.897 1E+03 5.240 0E+03
e b o 22 1.199 4E+05 2.022 OE+05 5.947 5E+03 5.924 0E-+04 4.894 5E+03 3.973 6E+03
A 2.980 5E404 3.125 5E4+04 8.911 4E+03 3.203 4E+04 1.453 5E+04 2.201 2E+03
Fe b i 22 9.954 4E+03 1.072 5E+04 3.271 8E+03 8.559 5E+03 5.974 2E+03 2.116 9E+02
FHI{E 3.097 3E4+03 3.048 1E4+03 2.767 1E+03 3.068 6E+03 2.975 1E+03 2.571 2E+03
re b i 2 2.592 6E+02 2.194 8E+02 2.278 OE+02 2.524 8E+02 2.500 1E+02 1.874 2E+02
) FHE 2.600 0E4+03 2,600 0E4+03 2.600 0E4+03 2.600 0E+03 2.600 0E+03 2.600 0E+03
e b i 22 1.208 3E—04 1.740 1IE—04 1.266 1IE—04 0.000 OE+00 3.785 4E—04 0. 000 OE+00
) A 2.760 2E4+03 2.770 2E4+03 2.753 5E+03 2.780 1E+03 2.700 5E4+03 2.710 4E+03
re b i 22 5.137 7TE+01 4.799 0E+01 4.995 4E+01 4.204 OE-+01 1.522 SE—01 3.147 OE+01
S 3.000 0E4+03 3.000 0E4+03 3.348 6E+03 3.000 0E+03 3,000 0E+03 3.000 0E+03
ree bR 2 0.000 0E400 0.000 OE400 2.662 0E+02 0.000 0E400 0.000 0E+00 0. 000 0E+00
- 5.230 3E404 6.214 OE+04 3.804 7TE4+03 3.200 0E+03 1.048 1E+04 6.165 2E403
Fa0 b o 22 1.119 3E+05 3.393 8E+04 7.807 OE+02 0.000 OE+00 4.612 4E+03 1.898 4E+03

3 ETF IHHO 5 K-Medoids £ & 8

Hik
3.1 K-Medoids &%

K-Medoids J&—f &l 43 R A%, B 76 K £t
EX T Nd HEXRHEER E AP 0= {0,
03 s O ) FTHERR c1s o ovvs oL AR XTT
1<iv j<k, ¢ XFHHcNe=9 GF .
Ui, = X I ELFE WX G A ARL, 15 AS [R] 7% rp X 42
FHS . K-Medoids >R FH 32 broxf 76 i B2 hols
FAH K-Means ] L& A X i 75 p5 R0 25 10 0 1) Rk
M ETL B S B, B S0 s X 43 (partitio-
ning around medoids, PAM) 8 ¥ & K-Medoids F
— B I A TR B AL £ X RAE R
G AR X G T 00 % %k G2 AR 4 5 4R X 2 2Z AT 1Y
R ER 1 8 43 T 4 S5 3 A R X G2 AR 3R i 7 L IR 4k 2 T
JEAR TR GRACR AR TN L R B, B R
OARRAEA, AR SR R ECR R R

Lo 7
AE = Z 2 Z (Zjw — 0" (18)

P, R & AL S R R B EL

3.2 EF IHHO 5 K-Medoids IiBABREE %
THHO 83 HA 4 Jm 8 Z 68 15, KRG B &

YRR A AR B AT B (R B A B R . K-Medoids W84

FEP AR G BN R B AN /2 o it A SR

o
BE

—F 3 T THHO 5 K-Medoids B IR & B K HE -
IHHO-KMedoids, %8 Z0#+%F T THHO F1 K-Me-
doids %% A B9 5 A THHO w5 8% 0 S48 P g m
Lk o B VL B AR S et AR A K-Medoids 15
PESR AN Ty 52 W PSRN S S5 e B R S R T K-
Means 7776 B A /&, AT AT DAAR L o ff 4% 1 —
HEERI DL,

THHO-KMedoids B AR,

Step 1. & BB L SH AR N, &K
PEARUEL T Bl 5 X 45 d TR AN B &

Step 2 744 % =5 0] o B ML A= %) 1 Fh e L 241>
Harris EAME X, G=1, 2, ..., NDBSERCH £ Xd,

Step 3. 7E £ 5 4 1 Bl ML 3L HL £ A X 2 AE A )
HEyRE L,

Step 4 ARG (18) 1153 B BE , ¥ HA i i 16
N7 BE B A PR AL B A0 S 2 RS A OF AT — IR
K-Medoids®R FE#4E .

Step 5: 47 IHHO B35 Step 4~Step 7.

Step 6 : H W7 B 1k 0 75 0l 2 8 0k SR A AL
DUV 235 R i 2 A A D Oy A A R 2
LA IGR ] Step 4,
3.3 hEXBRSHH
3.3.1 EEWMfein

EHL F-Measure'™™ | J8 % Rand 8 %% (adjusted
Rand index, ARD "™ F1 %5 # b T {5 B (normalized
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mutual information, NMD YA Ky ¥4 38 45 3 47 &
HR R R o LI,

1) F-Measure 845

F-Measure 5 # BE FA 1] 238 49 8 F1F- 347, B
2 X Precision X Recall

F-Measure = Precision + Recall (
o _ TP
Precision = TP + FP (20
_ TP
Recall = TP - EN 2

ZUH: Precision fll Recall FemA8 ) MA B, TP. TN,
EP M FN 5350 27 B BHAE BB B B A0 4B B
BN $, F-Measure 256 1T Precision F1 Recall 145
A BUEVE L0, 1] HARBOR R SR 48 B
2) ARI #8453
Rand 88 (RD 15 1 WA 5 22 8] 59 AH L1 B2
i, HOE CIE

RI TP + TN

" TP +FP + TN + FN
J% Rand $6 80 ARI 76 RI FEall B H 47T
HOHRE, AT .

RI — Expected _RI
max(RI) — Expected _RI

X ARI WA [ — 1. 1] H 8RR PIR K
G5 HSE LAY A R .

3) NMI $&#5

HAFR MDA R REF AR X I E S
R Y WA R, NMI %R MI 00—k, 3
BN,

22)

ARI = (23

_ MI
F(H(X),HY))

K HOCOM HY) 4l ERm X Y 45 F A
— A PR X BRI RS 2 1 7 s NMIT AE[0, 1]
P IRCMEL L F 2 3 1 2 A 3R SRR b
3.3.2  UCK ¥ 505

4 THHO-KMedoids 5 K-Means., K-Medoids
Al HHO-KMedoids #4752 50 %] H , 5256 #5048 5% H

NMI @20

UCT ¥4 % o By Tris, Wine, Glass Hl Zoo ¥ 4,
A KA BE R B ARRE A, B E S SR
HERLE N 30, e KEEARIREL R 1 000, 5246 10 57 15 4T
30 UK, I SR 38 I B PR BII B U {H T 3 MH L A 25 R
P25, JFARTE - BE 45 R T HE P, L gm 25 SR WL &
5, HorP i 25 R AR IR .

4 BARAEAR
Tab. 4 Description of datasets
BEE M S RE B WAL B
Iris 150 4 3 50,50,50
Wine 178 13 3 59,71,48
Glass 214 9 6 70,17,76,13,9,29
Zoo 101 17 7 41,20,5,13,4,8,10

i 5 "%, IHHO-KMedoids 34 3% 76 Fr A %k
P4 b0 S i M8 P 3 e 25 (AR i 22 FR R B T
B/NTE A NP HEA S —. 7E Tris U 4R |
THHO-KMedoids 1 fiz #f V- 2 {8 F f 22 (6 &7 K
96. 540 3, brdEZE M 1. 055 7X10 ', {E Wine ¥z
£ I . IHHO-KMedoids [z 22 {H 16 292. 669 1 Al
B UFAE 16 292. 186 5 Z 224U R 0. 482 6, M M GEAL 4T
) HHO-KMedoids M iz 2 H 5 I - A 9 2
6.700 4, Ti* T Glass Fl Zoo H i, IHHO-KMe-
doids F i AH Fb I At 55 325 9 H A5 eRECE 13 2] TR K
M0 . 2% 6 4k 4 PR AR BT A Sl 4 B 3
ARV AR PR AL o B dr i 45 R DURLIA R .
2 6 A1, IHHO-KMedoids 7¢ Iris 3048 4 | Y
F-Measure, ARI fil NMI {H & # K T K-Medoids.,
P THHO-KMedoids 2t 3% T K-Medoids % % I
AR A B . 7F Wine Ml Glass 45 4 I,
THHO-KMedoids i % 2 45 #75 45 £ L T K-Means,
K-Medoids #1 HHO-KMedoids, fE Zoo ¥{{E4 I,
ITHHO-KMedoids ] F-Measure, ARI Fil NMI {H 43
4 0.879 8.,0.845 0 1 0. 868 5, 4 HoAth 5 1 45
2T B G B R AR T B B I A R BB

# 5 4 FEETE UCTEE 4 F s 2
Tab.5 Experimental results by 4 algorithms on UCI datasets
BAE4E 8 bR K-Means K-Medoids HHO-KMedoids THHO-KMedoids
BAE 97.204 6 98.131 2 96.583 5 96.540 3
41 97.208 6 103.235 8 96. 639 0 96.540 3
Iris wZE 97.224 9 123.654 5 96. 692 2 96.540 3
b i 22 9.076 4E—03 1.141 4E+01 4.124 9E—02 1.055 7E—10
Rank 3 4 2 1
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#5080
B 4B 8 bR K-Means K-Medoids HHO-KMedoids THHO-KMedoids
/eI 16 555.679 4 16 375.889 1 16 303.373 4 16 292, 1865
S 17 232.038 3 17 039.057 9 16 306.322 3 16 292.5717
Wine I ZE 18 436.952 1 18 033.811 2 16 310.073 8 16 292.669 1
b i 22 9.358 7TE+02 9.080 8E+02 2.451 9E+00 2.153 6E—01
Rank 4 3 2 1
i3/ aN[E ] 215.677 5 220.594 3 217.382 7 215,059 7
4 {E 230. 266 3 238. 643 4 236.508 5 224,359 7
Glass w2 245, 887 4 261.772 6 249.178 6 233.801 6
b 2 1.274 0E+01 1.771 4E+01 1.721 2E+401 8.349 9E+00
Rank 2 4 3 1
8/ s 119.147 7 121.665 3 120.276 9 107.309 5
-4 126.536 8 127.814 9 124.160 8 109. 896 3
Zoo wZEE 140.491 1 136. 469 7 130.632 6 112.896 3
b o 22 8.135 4E+00 6.394 5E+00 4.103 9E+00 1. 984 SE+00
Rank 3 4 2 1
F 6 4 FMEETE UCTEUE 4 F A RISIFNHE R4 R
Tab. 6 Clustering evulation index results by 4 algorithms on UCI datasets
A&/ PN HE AR K-Means K-Medoids HHO-KMedoids IHHO-KMedoids
F-Measure 0.811 1 0.655 2 0.818 7 0.829 3
Iris ARI 0.716 3 0.432 9 0.728 7 0.743 7
NMI 0.741 9 0.610 9 0.743 3 0.766 1
F-Measure 0.583 5 0.583 4 0.580 6 0.595 4
Wine ARI 0.3711 0.3715 0.367 6 0.390 7
NMI 0.428 8 0.419 3 0.417 9 0.434 0
F-Measure 0.478 7 0.380 5 0.517 8 0.527 6
Glass ARI 0.257 9 0.208 5 0.248 8 0.267 6
NMI 0.399 5 0.326 9 0.419 0 0.465 2
F-Measure 0.814 4 0.672 4 0.759 4 0.879 8
Zoo ARI 0.7615 0.588 0 0.672 9 0.845 0
NMI 0.803 1 0.726 3 0.767 2 0.868 5

3.3.3 UARKIRETER

ST 52 00 1 WU AR R A SO SO A S B e 4
THUCnews #4757 M. NFK B RS 7= A
W 22 L2 45 BRI 100 5 SCRY IR A B3 500
i SCARSAE S SCAR R 2 I 4 . 7 SE I8 I L X B8
AT AR AL BRI SCA RN,

D) SCRTACEE , AL4E o SCo3in] | 2 450 1) Ay
TESERE . v SCAr TR T8 45 vh SCSCAR Y] 4 B L 1A]
T2 B 1 3 72 A SR Python WY jieba 4317
X SCARGEAT A iR AL B A i) S SCAR A A AR K
ThRE ] | 30 g — S0 9 B AR A AE B B B
W) A R AR By, T, R R AR, X 2]
BEAR A 457 FH ] AT AT SR A e A S T
DAL Ry 92 SCAS R AT 2 J3E 3 R 3 S R AT A 8

ey iR A A5 T AR L SOR AT AT 78 KRR TUAR R
R AIE 24 B A DRI 0 o A SCAR AT R A 2 5 LA
ik /AR AR ) X I 6 SRR Y S

2) FETWAETE AT (LSA) I SCAR KRR, 1ER
JEHIRE LR Tl PR ) AR 2548 A R 2 o R (e L K
B SR e 2 AR AT SOR [ AR 3 T n A 3C
ASHY SRS B o TAL BUS A RRAE R AL on A HEAE TN
DR 76 A SU0S I A A ER R i R R AR 00 SCRY R R X, ol
1 TF-IDF SR A IR X Al R anr .

tf-idfi. tf-idf.,
X = : : (25)
[f;idfmsl Zff;idfm-n

Kb efid fo B E i DRIETAESS j A SCR X
MY TF-IDF AT {H .



WL BT HHO 5 K-Medoids AR & B 419

LSA FARF FH A S (8 73 itk F SCRYS FRR AF 35T 1)
e A 3 7R WS AT 4 v TE T S Tl A, DA S5 3 e
Y J57 0 B ) 2 R R B AL KRR A T SR R
X AT AT S8 5 % -
X=TXD" (26)
P THD 35 RmXr Fln Xr WIEZEM; X
= diag(oy s+ v0,) ZH r DMEFH F{Ho, 0, (H
oo =0, = =0, > 0B » BY X FAFERE
XA SR EI/INHE S DR B AT L0
B KA S8 15 3] X R U X, R -
X, =TXD/ 27
K X & —A m X W T, 70 D, 53 0 52 m X[
Al XL WYHE 4 T, 1 50 ] St I 20 ) 1) 0 4 4k 25 ]
SO VB AR T s ]
X R SO AT i T, Bl G 2 9% 7S W) 45 3] AR

e m A HAR AT

JX =~ X[ - T[E/D;r
ITIX ~ T/T 2D} = XD} (28)
A=TX ~ED]

KPR A R BT R R A SR
ANBRAF T 7 4 ) L B A fY 31 [ 4% SO Y 1)
RN . ARSCIRERT 4 DRI A RAE L B (=4,

S S B Ok B R 30, d5 Kk ARk L
1000, #ERIANE R ]9 5. 45580 d H9 4,

¥ THHO-KMedoids B ¥ 5 K-Means, K-
MedoidsFl HHO-KMedoids #1752 5 % [, 75 25 %
TE NV FE PR B M ST B AT 30 WKL A0 SR H R L 4
{H e 2508 r 1 22 RS- S0 09 HE 3 45 1, 92 06 45
WL 7, Hrp B i 25 R RLAR R R

RTAFE AL SCARAR R B SRR AR

Tab. 7 Experimental results by 4 algorithms on text datasets
(NS RIFE 1 {H RZEMH o U 22 Rank
K-Means 45,211 4 49.649 9 66. 166 1 6.897 8E+00 3
K-Medoids 45.356 7 49. 358 9 62. 602 7 5.309 OE+00 2
HHO-KMedoids 44.752 8 50. 982 6 54.994 0 4,310 6E+00 4
THHO-KMedoids 44.664 8 44,664 8 44.664 8 1.213 3E—08 1

2 7 W40, THHO-KMedoids 5 v i) 52 56 4%
T38RI AL, T B 1 e (L T Y (B R e 25 (E
HABHHTE HL Ry 44. 664 8, bRifE2E N 1,213 3X10°°, M
% THHO-KMedoids 5 HHO-KMedoids ¥ % #f {E
PO 230 ARG 2 AR 34 (H 1 22 AR, 430 R
44. 664 8 1 50. 982 6, [Al i THHO-KMedoids 4 #5
MR BB/, BA R EE. RSAHMT 1
4 R AE 4 SUAREE SE T M s AR g AL .

F 8 4 FEAAE SCARBE S L A VP M 4 AR 45 2R
Tab. 8 Clustering evulation index results by

4 algorithms on text datasets

Bk F-Measure ARI NMI
K-Means 0.404 9 0.161 4 0.442 3
K-Medoids 0.455 0 0.292 3 0.436 6
HHO-KMedoids ~ 0.428 7 0.198 9 0.485 3
IHHO-KMedoids ~ 0.517 6 0.355 6 0.548 3

M 8 WI LA 1 THHO-KMedoids 8 2511
F-Measure ,ART Fil NMI & 43 %l ik #| 0. 517 6. 0.
355 6 F10. 548 3, FLRASPERE I AL T LA % L B33
Hh K-Means 1 F-Measure fl ARI {[H# 2.1 K-
Medoids ) NMI {8 fix 22 . & W] T Prd B kA6 % S0A
AR BA B R A ERe . B B THHO-

KMedoids #| F THHO 4 J&) 48 & 88 71 & fil K-Me-
doids AN 32 B B 552 Wi 10 0 3, 1 15 0 vk 2R 1

4 &£ iE

AHH T —F3EF ITHHO 5 K-Medoids )
RAEREE D, £ IHHO HiEP A Logistic IR
TR 2 B 1 S HOR BT T S 2 R IR E R
FRITF AR RE ) . AR UE SRS R T AE 2 R R
REJy, TSGR T 5k etk . BIA S AR
W AS (L3 i T R R 2 R L R S T IR B AR R
A B TS FE . THHO AU R T HHO
B I R FRIF & BE 0 R 5 T S B R A, T LR
25 DRHE SR B B A O T SRR AR R B R
e, RA BRI 2/ RAE T . CEC2014 M o
BB R IHHO 5 5 FhH A B 88 2 A
ARG HHO A7 I B B 0%, % THHO 5
K-Medoids #F 17 45 & 9 FH T 3K fige & 2 [n) i, F) H
THHO B35 4F 1 2 Jm 48 R YE e i Ut T K-Medoids
5 N R AR AN 2, T 5L fE K-Medoids 2%
R PRSI Y R A AR T K-Means X 25 o5 (4 4
B . UCT 0408 46 R v S0 SCAS Bt 45 1 i 55 56 25
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RIGIE T A SO THHO-KMedoids a7, F
— N I ST ANl A UL AR SRS 5 HHO 456k 5
HE— 2P P Sk i AL RE L T G HHO 5 1
b 2R 25 Ty R AT R G DA e — S ST B 4 R Ak ]
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