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Global data-driven fuzzy cluster validity index

TANG Yiming, LIU Zilong, GAO Jianwei
(School of Computer Science and Information, Hefei University of Technology, Hefei 230601, China)

Abstract: Existing cluster validity index(CVI) for fuzzy clustering often struggle to maintain accurate evaluation per-
formance when handling datasets containing noise interference or exhibiting significant differences in cluster sizes. To
address these limitations, this study proposes a global data-driven(GDD) index. The GDD index incorporates a scale-
aware weighting mechanism for intra-cluster compactness and inter-cluster separation to mitigate the adverse impact of
imbalanced cluster sizes on validity assessment. First, the GDD index adopts a ratio-based formulation of intra-cluster
compactness to inter-cluster separation. This design prevents the undesirable monotonic increase of the index value as
the number of clusters grows. Second, to obtain a more objective measure of intra-cluster compactness, the index com-
putes the average distance among data points within each cluster, incorporating fuzzy membership degrees. Crucially,
recognizing that clusters of different scales contribute unequally to the overall dataset structure, larger clusters are as-
signed higher weights. Specifically, the ratio of the number of samples in each cluster to the total number of samples is
introduced into the compactness calculation. This weighting scheme directly influences each cluster’s contribution to the
overall compactness, thereby enhancing representational fairness and accuracy. Third, for inter-cluster separation, the in-
dex comprehensively considers both the centroid distribution and the relative sizes of different clusters. Rather than
treating all centroids equally, the index assigns higher weights to centroids of larger clusters. When computing the dis-
tance from each cluster centroid to the mean of all centroids, the sample-size ratio of the corresponding cluster is incor-
porated. This adjustment anchors the contribution of each centroid’s distance to the total separation measure, resulting in
a more reasonable and balanced expression of inter-cluster separation. To evaluate the effectiveness and robustness of
the GDD index, extensive experiments were conducted using three representative fuzzy clustering algorithms. Experi-
mental results demonstrate that the GDD index consistently identifies the optimal number of clusters with high accuracy,
adapts well across various fuzzy clustering frameworks, and demonstrates strong robustness in challenging scenarios
with noise and highly imbalanced cluster sizes. The proposed index provides a more comprehensive and reliable evalu-
ation of fuzzy clustering algorithms in complex, noisy environments.

Keywords: clustering algorithms; fuzzy clustering; clustering validity index; fuzzy C-means algorithms; weighted com-
pactness; weighted separation; robustness; noise robustness
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PR 1, 26 R O OB O BOR AT AP TR S b

2~10 PERAE b, BRI T 10 50505, AEde
SN K (B 2 723 105 TEIEFERSEEH  2~30 11
BHEE L, BAEEREIT 30 505, B Sm
K{HM 2 5% 30, IS5 aG, AR PTA g EiE,
JERAE AN CVI S W51 Gt 45 5 5L g
CVI MR RIS H . 35 2 45 T UCT Binde
FE IR 3 AP EE T R SEin g R, b BRI R S e
S R R RS H S IR . lan, £
“3FRORTE 10 Fesimnrh, RAEH K 2 BEIUEN
BT 7 W, MERSEER 3 BRI T 3 %

29— FCM B3 F CVI (152 50 4%
B PLH A ) Dermatology %4 £E A 4], Dermato-
logy Bt AE M IE#H R 2L H 2 6 25, MB 4845
10 e ZE /b 74802 4 Ko miiE, 2 02 528
REMAE, 12 6 FE e, Hifth CVI A F2%
R G IR R Z W RILER IS BIE RN Z
FEARBIT M 4558, MB 8445 R 0 4 25, WLI 545
Z5R R 52, GDD HEFREE R 6 F5, LIFE W,
MB F8 5 A1 WLI 48 5 i 45 N IE 4, GDD 48 45 1E
i3 H T Dermatology £k 8 R %5 H .
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Table 2 Experimental results of UCI dataset

& 2 Olivetti Face £[#E %
Fig.2 Olivetti Face dataset

i % unn
ik AEITE S CH D DB  MB IMI  XBI VCVI FSI WLl SMI TCR GDD
7,00 210 210 210 710 5278 210 283141 310 2377 710 710 710
Hayes-Roth 210 9°107 310 31 2337 213742 2'3%4% 348 310 310 23364! 310
II'iS 210 3951 310 310 3852 310 364153 1010 310 310 2139 310
Glass 210 2634 310 210 225266 5367 210 385161 475162 5961 5268 610
Dermatology 2832 223256 210 475261 6773 6773 210 2238 415564 2763 4367 4268
FCM ' Breast Cancer 2'° 2% 21© 21 2000 283 283 210 23t g0 0 2
Balance Scale 2%3'5'  3%¢ 273} 2852 23324 23345 336> 2%325% 315767 27335'  2%476! 4159
Lib 223 0BE o WIST IR 2ER IS 2100 1013 1114
PES sy g g 16 15 6 175 11915¢ 147155 152162
21953
22036 210318 26102718 20°221° 282929' 24%25' 22126> 22226%
Letter 2031747 2% 10°14? 30
452 5 30? 23425¢ |5 30° 26%27¢ 277307 27
700 210 210 2]0 7]0 5]6178 2]0 2842 310 2377 4278 710 710
HayeS-Roth 310 2192107 310 310 263351 3842 3743 354372 3941 310 223642 3941
Iris 210 3951 310 2238 384151 310 364252 1010 310 310 310 310
Glass 200 273 2135t 20 67 456t 20 310 467 4is%' 5%6° 60
Dermatology 283> 223'57 2857 4%5'6°  4'6'7° 6’7 210 2238 576° 26°  4°5'67 4'¢°
PFCM
Breast Cancer 2" 2862 210 294! 210 210 210 210 2832 210 210 210
Balance Scale 2832 213247 2733 284151 213346 3347 3862 2753 5862 273251 2248 510
Lb 22333 215310 21535 1821206 1421521 1361415 22433 3030 1441517 2161010 1031423 1141525
oras s 46 47 24 16200 1517 610" 1720°  15* 150 16
22236 26317 210318 221523% 2%10° 282297 25'%26° 26527° 227267
Letter 30 26102720 230
4? 4°82 5'6! 256 1415 30° 276 307 27°28°




%2148 & oofe ES SO *+ 606 *
&R 2
Bk Ha e Dunn DB MB XBI VCVI FSI WLI SMI TCR GDD
ZOO 210 210 2179 210 2941 3753 224177 5179 710 710
Hayes-Roth 2'10° 31 2238 310 213841 213743 310 376 364772 30
Iris 3941 310 2238 3852 375281 1010 310 310 310 310
Glass 273261 310 210 215168 210 310 2lgee3 225761 315267 4268
Dermatology 4258 010 g0 6872 210 3852 325760 275%' 4% 67!
KFCM
Breast Cancer 283161 210 210 210 210 210 2832 210 210 210
Balance Scale 2149 253342 253342 223345 376271 210 5862 275162 214653 5961
Lib 2232 91539 21533 {53182 137147 2134 209 157176 293" 10°13% 14%15%
1oras 5400 477 4952 2024 156 6° 200 10°15¢ 14715%  16°
L 21934 26319 - 210318 2042215 2214210° 28%29* 258266 0 204222 22226%
CUer  pap g 52 2395 1415 30 27%30° 262270 2729

Goit e 2 P B , 0k BS54 SR P Bk
B 2 0 BB B AE Ny e &0 48 bR O 45
2 3. 41 FCM 53 T, Dermatology ¢4

x3 UCIHIEER EMSKITER
Table 3 Eff statistical results of UCI dataset

£E Dunn 18 b #5256 45 F 2 <47526", LA [A]
REBBA BB, S HRANRIBEA

Ha%k,

Bk G/ Dunn DB  MB XBI VCVI FSI WLI SMI TCR GDD
Z00 2 7 7 2 2 3 7 7 7 7
Hayes-Roth 2 10 3 3 3 3 4 3 3 3 3
Iris 2 3 3 3 3 3 10 3 3 3 3
Glass 2 2 2 6 6 2 3 4 5 6 6
FCM Dermatology 2 5 4 6 6 2 3 5 2 6 6
Breast Cancer 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
Balance Scale 2 4 2 4 4 3 2 5 2 4 5
Libras 2 2 8 14 2 30 15 2 14 15
Letter 2 3 3 22 2 28 25 2 26 26
Eff 0. 0.22 .33 0. 078 0.56 0.44 0.11 056 0.44 0.78 0.89
Z0o 2 2 7 2 2 3 7 7 7 7
Hayes-Roth 3 10 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3
Iris 2 3 3 3 3 10 3 3 3 3
Glass 2 2 2 6 2 3 6 5 6 6
PECM Dermatology 2 5 6 6 2 3 5 2 6 6
Breast Cancer 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
Balance Scale 2 4 2 4 3 2 5 2 4 5
Libras 2 2 18 14 2 30 15 2 14 15
Letter 2 3 3 22 2 28 25 2 26 26
Eff 0.22 0.22 .33 0. 0.67 056 044 022 067 044 0.78 0.89
Zoo 2 2 7 2 2 3 7 7 7 7
Hayes-Roth 3 10 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3
Iris 2 3 3 3 3 10 3 3 3 3
Glass 2 2 2 6 2 3 4 5 6 6
KFCM Dermatology 2 5 6 6 2 3 5 2 6 6
Breast Cancer 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
Balance Scale 2 4 2 4 3 2 5 2 4 5
Libras 2 2 18 14 2 30 15 2 14 15
Letter 3 22 2 28 25 2 26 26
Eff 0.22 0.22 .33 0.67 056 044 022 056 0.44 0.78 0.89

TE: ISR B EFIE R A SR H — 2
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LU 75 BLAE Bh PR IR 7SR X CVI i PERE#EA T
VY o HEEAI TR I 5 A 2501 LE R (effective-
ness ratio, Eff)7, HAE & CVI 153 [F #2450 H
28 W B PR SR80S B B RSB0 LU AE
Eff (358 A XN

1< 1, kRIEHREH
LE“‘D;”‘{O, i

M 3 G BUE AT LB Y, A SCHR R
GDD f8tr7E UCI Fi 4 Ly sc i a5 b A T
Hifl CVI #ERI R E 5 . GDD #8451E FCM B3 |
PFCM B A KFCM B3k A 1 AN EERER
ok LR MR AGA B 89% , Hi M v R B = 1Y
F8 %%, 0140 IMI #5451 TCR #5¥5, HAE FCM & 1%
B HE R R EULE 78% £E 47, 78 PFCM 516 Al
KFCM %k b i i R A Ik — S5FE 70% 244 S
Tl 42 1 48 bR HEBf R R ZHAE 60% DL T o MSEES

SR LT, AR SCHR 1) GDD 8 bR e 3 N
% B B ER R Y T HAR CVI, EH GDD $5 A5 Xt
TR i 3 1 ¥4 T HoAh CVIL R4 He
AN CVIFEA R BE T W HER 2, 4140 WL F5 b5
TE FCM 5% | B HERH 2R 56%, 1M 7E PFCM 5.1k
T HHER R 67%, XA — & FEBE 1 U6 B [H] 9
CVIHHHIRE CVIARF A E L,

R T R AN E — A CVI BIEMR RO g
SERREE, TEBLT I AT S — TP B o X S 56 45
TP o B AT B 43 20 2 (Bias),
HAR Ry S50 P A5 04 3R 2B HORN IE 0 R 28 H Z 1)
ZAHR A WHE . Bias 193155420 K

D
LBias = Z |k - klrue'
d=1

7 Bias W4 5 15 21 5% 4.

F 4 UCIHEIEEH Bias it 4R
Table 4 Bias statistical results of UCI dataset

ER7S PGS CH Dunn DB MB IMI XBI VCVI FSI WLI SMI TCR GDD

Zoo 5 5 5 0 0 5 5 4 0 0 0 0
Hayes-Roth 1 7 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0
Iris 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 7 0 0 0 0
Glass 4 4 3 4 0 0 4 3 2 1 0 0
Dermatology 4 1 4 2 0 0 4 3 1 4 0 0

FCM
Breast Cancer 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Balance Scale 1 1 1 1 1 1 0 1 2 1 1 2
Libras 13 13 13 3 0 1 13 15 0 13 1 0
Letter 24 23 24 23 1 4 24 2 1 24 0 0
Bias 53 54 50 33 2 11 50 36 6 43 2 2
Zoo 5 5 5 0 0 5 5 4 0 0 0 0
Hayes-Roth 0 7 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Iris 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 7 0 0 0 0
Glass 4 4 3 4 0 0 4 3 0 1 0 0
Dermatology 4 1 4 0 0 0 4 3 1 4 0 0

PFCM
Breast Cancer 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Balance Scale 1 1 1 1 1 1 0 1 2 1 1 2
Libras 13 13 13 3 0 1 13 15 0 13 1 0
Letter 24 23 24 23 1 4 24 2 1 24 0 0
Bias 52 54 50 31 3 11 50 35 4 43 2 2
Zoo 5 5 5 0 0 5 5 4 0 0 0 0
Hayes-Roth 0 7 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Iris 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 7 0 0 0 0
Glass 4 4 3 4 0 0 4 3 2 1 0 0
Dermatology 4 1 4 0 0 0 4 3 1 4 0 0

KFCM
Breast Cancer 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Balance Scale 1 1 1 1 1 1 0 1 2 1 1 2
Libras 13 13 13 3 0 1 13 15 0 13 1 0
Letter 24 23 24 23 1 4 24 2 1 24 0 0
Bias 52 54 50 31 3 11 50 35 6 43 2 2
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Fig. 3 Statistical results of UCI dataset under the FCM algorithm
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Fig. 4 Results of Dermatology dataset under FCM algorithm

2% 5 hE #B4r & PECM B3 F CVI A 521 45
o I A ) Data77 £l 4E 4 4, Data77 £l 46
O IE A SR8 H o 7 26, IMI 4545 10 5045 5 h
SHEJE S KOANRMAE, 450 7T X ARMME, 158
J& 2 KON EAL{E, DB 48R 10 545 b 8 2 2
3XRAEAMME, 1 22 NRMMAE, 18R 4K
Sy f ARG, B B GDD 8 F5 10 46 0 45
TEJE T RN EARAE, 3 R S I L, HiAlk

CVI RFE#ER . Geit i Bk Bt 22 10 e A (R 28
BOH AE Iz A8 AR 0 PE A 45 5, IMT 8 AR 45 R R
52, DBt R 335, GDD g RN
725, FTLLA HY, IMI 38 45 F1 DB 38 45 A9 25 S 46
AIEHf, GDD f8tn IEHi 15 1 T Data77 045 £E 1)
REBH, Gt s hisdE, s gs R
LR B R 2 1) RIS E B S S A 8 B IT M
g,

RS5 AEBEEMLEER

Table 5 Experimental results of artificial dataset

Ak B

CH Dunn DB MB IMI XBI VCVI  FSI WLI SMI TCR  GDD
Data 60 3941 3743 310 310 3842 310 310 310 3941 310 3842 310
FCM  Data 150 31 2'3° 22375! 31 23° 310 21384! 310 310 310 213° 310
Circle 223741 223642 2634 310 210 210 210 210 210 210 210 210




21 % BOfiE R & ¥ i <610+
#Rs
Ay ME%E CH Dum DB MB  IMI XBI  VCVI  FSI WLI  SMI TCR GDD
Jain 23 2%37 23350 g0 o0 i o3t 3 24 20 24 234
X8D5K 210 415871 2951 310 4258 354253 214653 410 510 576172 3159 510
Data 77 2°4 210 213747 6%7* 415577 4758 510 510 43567 24355 5%°7F  5%'7
FCM E6 210 2654 4258 210 2456 410 213346 210 2248 410 4951 410
Dim 128 M43 2233 233 27310 9l150 1417155 293¢ 241273 10'14" 2 9'11%13* 10°122
- 6’ 547! 47 53 16'°17* 16720'  4°5* 28°30"7 15°16’ 15716 15°16%
. 22032 21937 21935 27312 107157 12°14° 263 28°29* 147157 30 9'14>  10°15%
Dim 256 ;4 202 6 6105 19977 1518764 &81(2 17 3193 141613 121174
4°6 4°6 6 5°10°  167°17" 15°16" 5°10 30 16°17 15716 1617
Data_60 3 34%' 3 310 351 30 g3 30 23 30 %Y 3y
Data_150 310 2238 3941 310 310 310 310 2238 310 310 310 310
Cir::le 2436 243343 263242 310 210 210 210 2]0 293] 210 2]0 2]0
Jain 210 2238 233651 210 210 243343 210 2248 283141 210 210 283141
X8D5K 210 21415771 2]0 310 4258 3753 410 4753 510 510 3258 510
PFCM Data 77  2°4! 910 213841 526771 15574 4357 546373 510 314257 2l44s5  556L74 4lsl78
E6 210 264153 214158 210 2456 410 4654 210 2248 410 214653 410
Dim 128 22134 B4 22033 pM3lsz 107158 9°14° 213 24'27* 14'°15* 30 13215" 15%16%
- 4%67 54 49° 911" 16177 155160  4°5° 28130'6 16"20" 16'920" 174
22133 2139 15716 10%14°  2°3'6 14'815°167 10'14?
. 22545 230 2622873021 30 15]81612
Dim_256 49 577 170 1516° 5% 17220° 16217°
Data 60 310 310 310 310 310 310 310 310 310 310 310 310
Data_150 310 3743 310 3[0 310 3[0 2139 310 3[0 310 3]0 310
Cir::le 2337 3644 2733 310 2842 210 210 2]0 210 210 2]0 210
Jain 223741 374251 223642 2[0 210 243343 210 213148 283141 210 2743 233443
X8D5K 2‘)3] 4258 2]0 2436 4654 213841 410 4]0 4258 510 3456 510
KFCM Data 77 2852 210 354253 5268 415673 425761 510 510 314356 435571 546373 415277
E6_ 210 2654 4258 210 234156 410 334651 2]0 2248 410 2149 410
Dim g 23 T3 29F 10U 1047 23 2405t et 41st 148
M 4767 5%7* 5777 1617 15°167  4°537? 30" 17 16" 16*
Dim 2se D2 3 IGO0 8IS e YIS 1SS 1567
- 6’ 4%! 5°7! 17 16°18! 17" 16" 17¢

FIUCT B S 250, RIREAE e 45 21
Eff Fil Bias M > PF A ok X 45 2R i 17 48 it 41
Mr, A Eff 5312 Bias Sif W 6. % 7 i
IRo AHTER 6 MBI AR T LI, A SCH iy
GDD F5 A5 7E A 1 4 2 b i S 56 25 SR rp A A T
Hofl CVI #ER R E 5 . GDD 8457 FCM 53k |
PFCM B3 bxd e At B4 48 1) D1 245 SR 90 A
IEH Y, 78 KFCM 83 X} Jain B4l 55 00 PF- 45
FAER, HER R 55 E] 100%. 100% A1 89%, H:
b Y B S5 A5 = A 6 A, 9140 TMIT 48 4% AT TCR 45
Fr, HAE FCM 595 F1 PECM 59 |- 0 i i SR 7E

78% AT, 7 KFCM 53k I 19 HE B R A (K — 1,
TE 70% 7547 . WLI 4845 Fl SMI 45 b (9 1 i 32 B4
fIK— a5, 72 67% 47 o TR T8 bR IER R K Z 4R
£ 60% VLT o M SEIS 25 50T LLAr AT i, Bt 1)
GDD #5brfE 3 A8k LAY e R 25 & T HAh
CVI, UiH] GDD $§ b5 T [6] 53k 13 1 F1 ¥ 48
FHAh CVI, [F X HORE CVIZEAS R E T Y
HERA R, B a0 XBI 48 b5 £ FCM 5.5 Fl KFCM 55
2 E B HET RN 56%, i 7E PECM 83k T Y i1
RN 67%, XIE—ERE LU AR CVI A EH
HHEA CVI ARG,

Fo NEHEEWEMHITHER
Table 6 Eff statistical results of artificial dataset

ik HiusE CH Dunn DB MB IMI XBI VCVI FSI WLI SMI TCR GDD
Data 60 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3
FCM -
Data_150 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3
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&gko
(ER7S B CH Dum DB MB IMI XBI VCVI FSI WLI SMI TCR GDD
Circle 3 3 2 3 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
Jain 3 3 3 2 2 2 2 4 2 2 2 2
X8D5K 2 5 2 3 5 3 4 4 5 5 5 5
oM Data 77 2 2 3 6 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 7
E6 2 2 5 2 5 4 4 2 4 4 4 4
Dim 128 2 2 2 2 16 14 2 30 14 2 16 16
Dim 256 2 2 2 3 16 15 3 30 15 2 15 16
Eff 022 033 033 033 0.78 056 0.56 033  0.67 067 078 1
Data 60 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3
Data 150 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3
Circle 3 2 2 3 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
Jain 2 3 3 2 2 2 2 4 2 2 2 2
X8D5K 2 5 2 3 5 3 4 4 5 5 5 5
PFCM
Data 77 2 2 3 6 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 7
E6 2 2 5 2 5 4 4 2 4 4 4 4
Dim 128 2 2 2 2 16 16 2 30 16 2 16 16
Dim 256 2 2 2 2 16 15 3 30 14 2 15 16
Eff 033 044 033 033 078  0.67 0.56 033 078 0.67 078 1
Data 60 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3
Data_150 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3
Circle 3 3 2 3 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
Jain 3 3 3 2 2 2 2 4 2 2 2 3
KECM X8D5K 2 5 2 3 4 3 4 4 5 5 5 5
Data 77 2 2 3 6 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 7
E6 2 2 5 2 5 4 4 2 4 4 4 4
Dim 128 2 2 2 2 16 14 3 30 14 2 16 16
Dim 256 2 2 2 3 16 15 3 30 14 2 15 16
Eff 022 033 033 033 067 056 0.56 033  0.67 0.67 0.78  0.89
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Table 7 Bias statistical results of artificial dataset

Bk Btk CH Dum DB MB IMI XBI VCVI FSI WLI SMI TCR GDD
Data_60 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Data_150 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Circle 1 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Jain 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0
X8D5K 3 0 3 2 0 2 1 1 0 0 0 0
FCM
Data 77 5 5 4 1 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 0
E6 2 2 1 2 1 0 0 2 0 0 0 0
Dim 128 14 14 14 14 0 2 14 14 2 14 0 0
Dim 256 14 14 14 13 0 1 13 14 1 14 1 0
Bias 40 37 37 33 3 7 30 35 5 30 3 0
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Ak G/ S CH Dumm DB MB IMI XBI VCVI FSI WLI SMI TCR GDD
Data_60 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Data_150 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Circle 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Jain 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0
X8D5K 3 0 3 2 0 2 1 1 0 0 0 0
PFCM
Data 77 5 5 4 1 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 0
E6 2 2 1 2 1 0 0 2 0 0 0 0
Dim 128 14 14 14 14 0 0 14 14 0 14 0 0
Dim 256 14 14 14 14 0 1 13 14 2 14 1 0
Bias 39 36 37 34 3 5 30 35 4 30 3 0
Data_60 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Data_150 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Circle 1 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Jain 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 1
X8D5K 3 0 3 2 1 2 1 1 0 0 0 0
KFCM
Data 77 5 5 4 1 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 0
E6 2 2 1 2 1 0 0 2 0 0 0 0
Dim 128 14 14 14 14 0 2 13 14 2 14 0 0
Dim 256 14 14 14 13 0 1 13 14 2 14 1 0
Bias 40 37 37033 4 7 29 35 6 30 3 1
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Fig. 5 Statistical results of artificial dataset under FCM algorithm
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Table 8 Experimental results of Olivetti Face dataset

o BT 8 Ry, ik

Ak CH Dumn DB IMI XBI VCVI  FSI WLI SMI  TCR GDD
FCM 30% 115763: 2% 269? 951120223 22602199 5 213%%  30% ;ii; 2% 10211 ?:)9;
PFOM 30% 223! - 2'g? 22°25* 3 3w 79! “ 810" 5'9*
#5° 9410 9*10®  28%30" 102113 11°14* 10212
KFCM 25'29' 210316 - 8%9* 22095 34 300 01021 2 9’102 9°10"
30% 537! 102200 30” 5°10° 11°14> 11713
R 9 Olivetti Face IFEMNZITER
Table 9 Statistical results of Olivetti Face dataset
Ak WMHET CH Dumn DB MB IMI  XBI VCVI FSI  WLI SMI TCR  GDD
Value 30 2 2 2 10 30 4 30 10 2 10 10
FCM Eff 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 1
Bias 20 8 8 8 0 20 6 20 0 8 0 0
Value 30 2 2 2 10 30 4 30 10 2 10 10
PFCM Eff 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 1
Bias 20 8 8 8 0 20 6 20 0 8 0 0
Value 30 3 2 2 10 30 4 30 10 2 10 10
KFCM Eff 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 1
Bias 20 7 8 8 0 20 6 20 0 8 0 0
T IR B A I i A R H — 3
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Table 10 Statistical results of noisy dataset
Ak M LGfl/% CH Dunn DB MB IMI  XBI VCVI FSI  WLI SMI TCR GDD
0 2 5 2 3 5 3 4 4 5 5 5 5
3 5 2 3 5 4 5 4 5 4 5 5
4 2 5 2 3 4 4 4 4 5 4 5 5
FCM
6 2 4 3 3 3 3 3 6 4 4 5 5
8 2 4 3 3 3 4 3 6 3 3 6 5
10 2 3 3 3 2 3 3 5 2 3 4 4
0 2 5 2 3 5 3 4 4 5 5 5 5
2 2 5 2 3 5 3 4 3 5 4 5 5
4 3 5 3 3 5 4 3 4 5 5 5 5
PFCM
6 3 4 3 3 4 5 3 3 4 7 4 5
8 2 3 4 3 3 5 3 2 3 4 3 5
10 2 3 5 3 3 4 2 2 3 4 3 5
0 2 5 2 3 4 3 4 4 5 5 5 5
2 2 5 5 3 5 3 4 3 5 5 5 5
4 2 4 5 3 4 4 4 4 5 4 5 5
KFCM
6 2 3 4 3 4 3 3 3 4 5 4 5
8 2 4 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 4 4 5
10 2 2 3 4 3 2 4 3 3 3 3 6
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