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Abstract In this paper, a semi-supervised affinity propagation (AP) clustering algorithm with homogeneity constraint,
called HCSAP (semi-supervised affinity propagation clustering method with homogeneity constraints), is proposed. To
keep consistency between the clustering results and the priori information about homogeneity sets, the constraint terms
are introduced to the objection function of algorithm AP. With the max-sum belief propagation procedure, the objection
function can be resolved into the corresponding responsibility and availability update equations. Experiments on synthetic
dataset and real-world datasets indicate the effectiveness of the proposed HCSAP.
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Table 2  Performance comparison on man-made dataset
Sample rate Item F-measure (%) Pure (%)
(%) HCSAP SAP SSAP  MPCK-MEAN  DSCA HCSAP SAP SSAP  MPCK-MEAN  DSCA
Mean  72.12 72.12 72.12 70.31 69.3 56.50 56.50 56.50 53.43 55.0
0 std (0) (0) (0) (1.3) (3.6) (0) (0) (0) (1.1) (2.1)
p-value  — - - 4.2E-3 6.6E—3 - - - 1.8E—1 3.4E—1
Mean 87.24 82.74 80.22 85.27 81.66 80.47 72.41 70.50 77.39 75.4
10 std (6.6) (4.7) (0.8) (5.2) (9.2) (1.7) (1.1) (2.4) (2.1) (3.7)
p-value  — 3.1E—2(4) 2.2E—5(+) 9.TE—2 6.3E—3 (+) —  3.9E-2(4) 4.1E-5(+) 6.4E—2 6.8E—2
Mean  96.15 80.45 81.78 90.00 88.6 95.75 72.57 73.66 90.41 76.8
20 std (1.0) (1.6) (1.8) (4.1) (4.5) (4.0) (1.6) (2.7) (0.5) (1.4)
p-value  — 9.4E—4(4+) 7.8E—5(+) 9.2E—-3(4) 9.2E—3(+4) - 1.7E—7 (+) 2.3E—6(+) 14E—2(+) 7.5E—6(+)
Mean  96.24 91.24 92.47 90.36 91.33 97.58 89.00 85.74 90.06 89.6
30 std (2.0) (4.1) (5.1) (0.8) (1.6) (0.2) (6.6) (4.1) (0.2) (2.8)
p-value  —  49E-2(4) 5.1E-2 84E—3(+) T7.4E—3(4) —  34E-3(+) 95E—8(4) 1.6E—2(+) 4.TE—4(+)
Mean 96.66 88.57 87.98 90.21 89.2 97.35 88.65 86.97 90.33 90.5
40 std (1.3) (3.0) (2.7) (0.2) (4.5) (2.0) (1.2) (0.9) (0.5) (7.7)
p-value  — 5.7E—3(+) 1.1IE-3(+) 6.6E—3(+) 3.9E—3(4) - 1.1IE—4 (4+) 24E-7(4+) 1.8E—2(4) T7.1E-3(+)
Mean 98.05 90.34 88.84 90.70 90.8 98.25 89.65 90.45 88.87 90.0
50 std (0.2) (7.1) (1.4) (0.6) (2.3) (0.2) (2.8) (9.6) (0.7) (3.4)
p-value  — 5.1E—2 7.2E—4(4) 9.0E-5(4) 1.4E—4(+4) - 42E—4 (4+) 3.7E—-7(+) 84E—-3(+) 6.7TE—3(4)

s R p-value 4 5% BEMACE NI ¢ WIE, “+” Fo8 HCSAP 16 5 % BEMACE R TXLRES . “—” Fo51E 5% BEMKFET

HCSAP &5 PR HRES . MR Romx L E (FIR) .

DSCA Hi.
3.3 FRERURESR

M UCT %4 % b £ B Optdigit, Tonosphere,
Iris, Pendigits Fll Letter-recognition #8411 1,
J, L R 74, B KEEL Muk2 1 glass,
wine, wdbe AT RLIL. K3 hAEH T
LERGHR AR AR AT BRI R RS HL (Preference) WHE.
b Mid FE AR SRR B A

'http://archive.ics.uci.edu/ml/-datasets.html
2http://www.keel.es

Optdigit Z¥4E KK 45 R F-measure. Pure
RSB EG R R 4 s, NGFKRE, BrTHE
20 % #hECERT, HCSAP 32545 1) F-measure &
BOAS B A, AR L Ath il 36 I AH D% 2 80 1 38 (E #8
). [ Pure 45 I T HAth 5.

FHIEAE Optdigit £¥a4E FoF24ia1r R &
6 Jrs. B 6 LG H, DL AP g 2Eal ) B R
g BT DL K-MEANS S il i 2 I B¢
RAKTTL. WA, WIEATTHE (1) A1 (22) kG, AP
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REFN HCSAP ZEZE 1AW 5| BE AR 7 F5 & A1 [F] 1.
MIERTTHRE (2) 1 (18) KF, i = j I AP SREM
a(i, ) EAERER n— 1 K max IH A n — 2 N
LIS (n HEER SN, /e HCSAP 1 (i, j)
IR G TR R ARAE, DUEREAT AN A kAR
LLj € p? A, fEIRARTT R, B85 EN |P| + [p]
K max 5 (|-| RAREEGITCENE) Fln — 2 KN
VRIESE. | P|+ |p?| <n—1, Bt HCSAP () max
BHIREUST AP.

Ak HCSAP 340 T B 75 R 24 vh R 2
PE. [FBERTE Y @ # § BHBAFEA RGO, h TR
BRI B> T nkiZ s, H max BHE I EE
KTIEEHE, NI T AP M5, HCSAP &%
HUEWIN T K RIEH. AP I E 284 O(n?),
HCSAP ISR EREANEL (nd, [po]) /2 + 02
Ik HCSAP SR JURNE 2 T AP, s g5 itk
W] TiX— 5. SAP Fl SSAP #ILbT AP Bk
A, 2 B AEARL R A B R g EbAT T —
SEERANMG R, RIS S L 1 AP, IbAH T
SSAP 4N T R s, IBE AT AT, s S

Table 3  Dataset used in experiment
1300
Ttem Number of Dimension Class Preference 1200
instance
1100
Optdigit 1797 64 10 1 x Mid
% 1000
Iris 150 4 3 3 x Mid 2
£ 900
Tonosphere 351 34 2 10 x Mid g
. ~ 800
Letter recogni- 2241 16 3 1 x Mid .
700 =
tion {I,J,L} --w--IS-I§1§AP
. , 600 sme SSAP
Pendigits 3498 16 10 1 x Mid == DSCA
— MPCK-MEAN]
, soobe ! L - : %
glass 214 9 6 5 x Mid 0 10 20 30 40 50
. . Sample rate
wine 178 13 3 5 x Mid
6 Optdigit % [ iz 4T i) A
wdbc 768 8 2 50 x Mid K ptdigit HERARMIEATI I
Fig.6 The run time of the algorithms on Optdigit dataset
# 4 Optdigit A ERREE T
Table 4  Performance comparison on Optdigit dataset
Sample rate Item F-measure (%) Pure (%)
(%) HCSAP SAP SSAP MPCK-MEAN DSCA HCSAP SAP SSAP MPCK-MEAN DSCA
Mean 22.35 22.35 22.35 19.14 20.61 12.57 12.57 12.57 10.68 11.46
0 std (0) (0) (0) (1.25) (3.87) (0) (0) (0) (1.6) (0.9)
p-value — — — 4.3E—3 4.9E-2 — — — 41E—2(+) 4.8E—2
Mean 31.86 30.03 29.30 27.98 30.41 18.97 17.75 15.34 14.68 16.35
10 std (4.69) (1.30) (2.47) (1.50) (4.94) (5.02) (5.92) (6.1) (5.7) (2.2)
p-value — 3.1E—1 3.3E—1 2.6E—1 5.1E—1 — 2.7E—1 6.1E—1 1.4E—1 9.9E—2
Mean 42.57 43.15 44.63 40.55 41.55 27.10 27.71 27.96 27.30 24.63
20 std (7.4) (8.01) (6.91) (7.65) (9.52) (9.00) (3.36) (4.86) (7.96) (8.14)
p-value — 2.2E—1 6.6E—1 1.0E—1 2.9E—1 — 5.7E—1 6.7TE—1 4.3E—1 7.4E—2)
Mean 54.41 52.5 51.23 49.87 52.44 36.61 35.78 34.79 30.76 31.87
30 std 9.02)  (2.01) (4.31) (2.44) (3.75) (2.67) (0.79) (6.6) (8.2) (7.8)
p-value — 2.6E—1 1.7E—1 4.6E—2 (+) 5.7E—1 — 4.3E—1 8.7E—2  4.4E—-2(+) 2.5E—2 (+)
Mean 62.67 61.35 61.22 59.57 61.24 45.85 44.46 45.20 41.85 40.27
40 std (2.39) (1.71) (1.6) (4.21) (8.34) (0.86) (3.12) (4.20) (7.14) (9.48)
p-value — 4.0E—1 4.3E—1 2.9E—1 1.6E—1 - 1.7E—1 2.7E—1 7.7E—2 2.1E—2(4)
Mean 71.75 68.84 68.8 69.54 69.33 56.09 52.69 51.27 48.62 50.11
50 std (9.58)  (6.32) (9.96) (8.47) (10.20) (2.45) (4.79) (2.70) (5.47) (5.50)
p-value - 24E—1 24E—11 8.1E—2 9.8E—2 - 14E—2(+) 1.1E—-1 2.5E—-3 (4) 5.8E—2
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W22 T SAP &k AW E 27 m, Mk T
AP 15 HCSAP 140 1 [7] 2R 2 A 1) A7 4ift 44,
{HIX AN A7 i 145 220 F SAP A SSAP HikH i
must-link J800) 2 IR AE6if T4

SO AR R L SR 5 ~ 11 .

EREMSET, AP RR P ILA L H# AL
T K-means ® K71k 1E Tonosphere % ¥ 4E
b, FET R SAP Rl SSAP J7 vAAE MR Ay
10%, 20%, 40% K45 I T HCSAP.
MPCK-MEANS HI DSCA. #£ Iris 335551 Letter-
recognition {I,J, L} ##a g, 4RI EE MBI K
i, HCSAP R LR 0T Froxt Lo () FoAth
5k, 1F Pendigits. glass. wine. wdbc X PIAN% s
frf HCSAP 7E F-measure fl Pure ¥JHH LA

WARAE B 2K 45 1) F-measure 1 Pure S5
t S, BT HCSAP SRR RLFIRT LU R K 4
RV Z 8000 A X AE AR, BRIEER 73 p-value
ST 5 %. (HERE LI 45 kA, HCSAP fEfk
R LR MR s E B — B F N, L ae ke
I ISR

4 HeERE

SR N KAl B M b v o 4R 22856, HC-
SAP F4— Pt L A B SRRy ik, RAR
et FRAE 7] 5B B0 AR R K1 7E [ R4

KIS, v LS B g, HCSAP A AL : B2
SRR, ORBE T D4R SO AR 3R R AT F T AR
FEARERR AN L =S AE VR I9E LR A2
B A% I, HCSAP Jivks AP R LI n 7
[F) 8 4 v () B s PR A R4, AR R B A I8 ) 5 [+
AL TR RIS EOR 2 G R, B L TR R B
FHE; BT FIZREAH T must-link SO0 2 R4S
M5, MEEEPRE RSO, Kk HCSAP 15
AR A E LT HRET must-link O £ W8 7
.

HCSAP J5i & H T RIZRA R, A% SAP
1 SSAP 5 vETRAEBEIE A T R 2R 2y Rkt id A Tk
[FZRZ . 0 HCSAP N H G [ () —Fl g 12 2 K
R A Sems, BIXFIERZRA AR S SAP #H IR H
77 AR AR, FAEF 2R K (B cannot-link £ 3)
R B AL B —oo, PR HCSAP #H17%
K AHZAE I T BAR BRI T T cannot-link A4
W RLEFER T o bt fi, A BEHERR AR B A
[) PR B0 A 25 B SS rbo AL STk [10—11] §8
HAE SRR SE B cannot-link 14 29 & — 4~ NP-
complete ] f, K cannot-link &%} £ o 7E 5L B
N IS) 52 B4R K BRI, e LGS H — PR 7. [
¥, JERZRZ R 52 — A~ NP-complete [, 4n1a]
TENT AR S AL 8 B2 07 b ) NAE R 2R 2 A 2k 1y 4
W IR TV R 55 17 ).

S TR e RE SINE S SR SU

Table 5 Performance comparison on Iris dataset
Sample rate Item F-measure (%) Pure (%)
(%) HCSAP SAP SSAP  MPCK-MEAN  DSCA HCSAP SAP SSAP  MPCK-MEAN  DSCA
Mean  61.87 61.87 61.87 56.27 55.38 55.33 55.33 55.33 52.61 53.70
0 std (0) (0) (0) (3.1) (3.6) (0) (0) (0) (2.30) (4.81)
p-value  — - - 1.4E-2 2.2E—2 - - - 1.6E—1 4.8E—1
Mean  73.36 72.93 72.55 71.84 69.57 75.60 56.53 55.22 60.77 58.45
10 std  (2.69) (0.93) (1.21) (6.40) (3.72) (5.3) (0.87) (4.11) (2.57) (12.72)
p-value  — 1.5E—4(4+) 1.3E—4(4) 5.3E—4(+) 2.2E—4(4) - 1.3E-3(4) 1.4E—3(4) 5.6E—3(+) 4.2E—2(+)
Mean  79.04 79.78 76.99 81.21 74.31 75.33 69.11 66.22 64.21 70.40
20 std  (3.22) (8.02) (5.90) (8.3) (6.61) (7.33) (12.10) (18.9) (14.1) (11.23)
p-value  — 2.8E—1 1.4E—1 8.2E—1 5.4E—3 - 2.7E—1 2.3E—1 5.4E—1 9.1E—1
Mean  88.46 80.33 81.24 80.74 75.33 81.33 72.22 71.25 72.11 69.44
30 std  (1.75) (9.15) (9.47) (4.4) (10.1) (2.91) (12.15) (11.41) (13.15) (10.9)
p-value  — 2.1E—1 3.4E—1 1.IE-2 1.2E-2 - 2.3E—1 2.0E—1 2.8E—1 1L.1IE-1
Mean — 94.72 89.62 88.25 85.74 84.27 92.93 84.40 84.00 81.23 83.78
40 std  (3.64) (3.79) (4.8) (5.9) (5.6) (5.77) (6.95) (8.3) (7.9) (9.1)
p-value  — 1.5E—1 4.6E—2(+) 4.9E—1 5.9E—1 - 1.7TE—1 1.IE—1 1.4E—1 2.4E—1
Mean  94.43 92.38 93.50 90.22 89.01 94.44 88.22 87.20 86.33 90.01
50 std  (0.39) (1.39) (2.0) (7.1) (5.1) (0.03) (5.00) (6.89) (6.12) (10.88)
p-value  — 1.0E—1 1.7E—1 5.5E—1 6.4E—1 - 1.5E—1 1.2E—1 2.7E—1 1.4E—1
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Table 6  Performance comparison on Ionosphere dataset
Sample rate Item F-measure (%) Pure (%)
(%) HCSAP SAP SSAP MPCK-MEAN DSCA HCSAP  SAP SSAP MPCK-MEAN DSCA
Mean  51.96 51.96 51.96 45.89 46.31 40.35  40.35  40.35 43.48 41.25
0 std (0) (0) (0) (5.2) (3.4) (0) (0) (0) (2.50) (1.31)
p-value - - - 7.3E—1 6.9E—1 - 4.4E-1 52E—1 1.3E—1 2.3E—1
Mean  55.24 56.74 57.30 58.21 54.21 58.21  59.38  57.66 55.24 58.00
10 std (2.45) (7.87) (1.2) (7.2) (3.6) (7.32)  (2.78)  (7.27) (6.17) (5.48)
p-value - 3.5E—2(—) 4.8E—2(—) 5.4E—1 7.9E—1 - 8.2E—1 6.3E—1 5.2E—1 4.5E—1
Mean  56.45 61.13 60.34 54.29 55.12 63.41  64.12  64.30 62.34 61.25
20 std (1.97) (2.36) (1.90) (4.87) (3.57) (5.79)  (3.18)  (5.54) (7.53) (4.74)
p-value - 5.40E—3(—) 3.47TE—2(—) 4.4E—1 5.1E—1 - 2.8E—1 3.5E—1 6.4E—1 4.1E—1
Mean  66.61 61.16 65.14 57.02 59.54 63.74  67.20  61.42 61.28 60.11
30 std (3.25) (5.47) (3.32) (5.42) (4.14) (5.20)  (1.44)  (8.54) (3.15) (7.21)
p-value - 2.8E—1 4.2E—1 3.3E—1 2.4E—1 - 1.9E-1 2.9E-1 1.6E—1 1.7E—1
Mean  67.61 71.68 68.50 64.71 69.87 62.66  64.04  57.99 60.34 61.23
40 std (4.23) (3.03) (1.20) (4.56) (1.57) (817)  (7.24)  (4.8) (1.36) (5.4)
p-value - 24E-2(-) 3.TE-2(-) 1.7E—1 5.6E—1 - 25E—1 3.6E—1 2.2E—1 1.4E—1
Mean  84.16 83.17 80.26 80.66 84.78 72.53 71.33  72.55 70.21 69.88
50 std (6.12) (4.87) (2.80) (2.69) (4.31) (5.60)  (7.53)  (5.33) (2.42) (4.69)
p-value - 3.6E—1 3.4E—1 4.7E—1 2.1E—1 - 1.9E-1 3.9E—1 2.2E—1 1.0E—1
# 7 Letter-recognition I, J, L 28545 B xt b
Table 7 Performance comparison on Letter-recognition dataset
Sample rate  Item F-measure (%) Pure (%)
(%) HCSAP SAP SSAP MPCK-MEAN DSCA HCSAP SAP  SSAP MPCK-MEAN DSCA
Mean  49.87 49.87 49.87 41.30 42.33 33.33  33.33  33.33 31.54 30.36
0 std (0) (0) (0) (1.9) (4.1) (0) (0) (0) (2.5) (3.1)
p-value - - - 5.7E—2 6.9E—2 - - - 1.7E—1 1.0E—1
Mean  54.42 55.01 54.36 55.11 57.21 39.00  38.10  40.23 39.98 40.05
10 std (8.90) (2.63) (5.7) (6.4) (3.89) (8.08)  (2.78)  (1.4) (2.0) (3.7)
p-value - 6.2E—1 2.1E—1 4.8E—1 1.2E—1 - 2.3E—1 5.6E—1 7.4E—1 6.1E—1
Mean  59.47 52.01 51.69 57.20 55.31 42.66  35.33  34.88 37.90 35.87
20 std (1.92) (5.73) (4.8) (6.8) (5.0) (9.57)  (7.26)  (5.8) (3.2) (2.8)
p-value - 4.2E-2(+) 3.2E—2(4) 1.IE—1 3.1E—1 - 4.9E—2 2.3E-2 4.7E—2 2.6E—2
Mean  67.90 65.36 66.30 64.87 60.45 52.66  50.00  49.68 50.33 51.74
30 std (0.41) (6.44) (3.2) (5.6) (4.9) (1.84)  (1.54)  (1.74) (2.53) (3.40)
p-value - 2.6E—1 3.0E—1 1.7TE—1 2.6E—1 - 2.3E—-1 1.2E—1 2.9E—1 5.4E—1
Mean  77.05 72.97 73.33 71.4 70.24 64.66  60.00  59.40 58.67 51.77
40 std (2.00) (4.43) (1.5) (2.6) (2.4) (8.17)  (4.26)  (7.26) (8.11) (14.25)
p-value - 3.3E—1 4.2E—1 1.IE—1 1.5E—1 - 3.4E—1 2.9E—1 4.1E-1 5.3E—1
Mean  84.16 83.17 84.12 83.00 81.47 73.33  71.33  70.11 68.25 67.49
50 std (4.55) (7.41) (5.4) (4.9) (4.4) (2.62)  (7.53)  (5.1) (7.6) (5.3)
p-value - 4.9E—1 5.0E—1 2.3E—1 2.3E—1 - 3.3E—1 2.8E—1 1.0E—1 4.4E-2 (+)
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Table 8 Performance comparison on Pendigits dataset
Sample rate  Item F-measure (%) Pure (%)
(%) HCSAP SAP  SSAP MPCK-MEAN  DSCA HCSAP SAP SSAP MPCK-MEAN  DSCA
Mean  19.23  19.23  19.23 17.21 16.32 11.20 11.20 11.20 9.79 9.64
0 std (0) (0) (0) (1.42) (2.51) (0) (0) (0) (0.25) (0.36)
p-value - - - 9.4E—3(+) 2.8E-3(+) - - 3.9E—2(+) 2.8E-2(4)
Mean  27.40  23.17  24.65 24.68 21.97 16.72 13.75 12.99 13.58 11.95
10 std (1.38)  (8.62) (7.64) (9.17) (4.11) (5.03) (3.15) (2.87) (2.77) (1.44)
p-value - 2.3E—1 5.6E—2 2.8E—1 5.8E—2 - 4.1E—-1 9.6E—2 6.7E—1 6.1E—1
Mean  38.66  35.19  34.67 33.74 34.21 36.14 25.58 24.71 21.95 27.64
20 std (0.88)  (3.67)  (4.25) (5.50) (6.67) (3.13) (8.79) (3.34) (5.61) (4.13)
p-value - 5.6E—1 2.4E—1 2.7E—1 3.1E—1 - 8.3E—3 2.3E—3 9.8E—4 1.9E-3
Mean  60.54  57.56  55.82 51.64 56.83 46.19 43.08 40.27 39.87 41.56
30 std (9.90)  (0.26)  (1.13) (4.21) (6.57) (0.54) (2.86) (3.41) (4.12) (3.49)
p-value - 8.3E—1 5.3E—1 5.6E—2 6.6E—1 - 5.8E—1 4.1E-1 8.6E—2 2.9E—1
Mean  68.49  62.12  63.77 60.16 62.57 55.46 48.51 44.21 39.48 41.67
40 std (1.28)  (5.29)  (6.84) (3.46) (4.57) (6.09) (1.93) (1.53) (4.85) (3.34)
p-value - 5.6E—1 6.8E—1 4.9E—1 1.4E—1 - 4.6E—2(+) 5.3E-3(+) 2.1E—4(+) 9.4E-3(+4)
Mean  75.75  66.30  67.38 67.22 64.14 65.23 53.60 54.69 55.21 53.96
50 std (4.58)  (8.38)  (7.52) (7.31) (5.63) (2.58) (6.82) (7.39) (4.61) (9.42)
p-value - 6.1E—2 7.6E—1 4.9E—1 2.0E—1 - 3.8E—2(+) 4.2E—2(+) 1.6E—2(+) 6.4E—3(+)
£ 9 glass HHRHENTAL AT 0
Table 9  Performance comparison on glass dataset
Sample rate Item F-measure (%) Pure (%)
(%) HCSAP SAP  SSAP MPCK-MEAN DSCA HCSAP SAP SSAP MPCK-MEAN DSCA
Mean  31.02  31.02  31.02 28.66 27.14 31.66 31.66 31.66 28.51 30.69
0 std (0) (0) (0) (2.80) (3.74) (0) (0) (0) (1.90) (2.45)
p-value - - - 2.63E—1 1.77E—1 - - - 2.1E—1 2.6E—1
Mean  37.24  35.85  35.62 31.89 33.57 38.00 38.00 37.15 35.46 34.76
10 std (8.90)  (3.17)  (4.66) (5.78) (9.51) (8.08) (2.78) (3.64) (5.21) (4.23)
p-value - 6.0E—1 3.4E—1 1.9E—1 2.4E—1 - 8.4E—1 5.6E—1 3.6E—1 3.1E—1
Mean  40.98  37.80  35.70 36.44 37.15 42.66 35.33 34.36 31.93 32.19
20 std (0.06)  (0.02)  (0.08) (1.62) (3.48) (9.57) (7.26) (6.19) (8.42) (2.96)
p-value - 1.1IE-1 6.4E—2 8.3E—2 4.8E—1 - 5.4E—2  4.9E-2(+) 2.5E-2(4) 3.4E—2(+)
Mean  46.05  43.32  44.22 40.35 45.11 70.87 54.52 55.21 52.94 57.14
30 std (0.15)  (3.21)  (3.90) (5.44) (7.16) (1.50) (6.36) (4.83) (8.91) (7.88)
p-value - 2.9E—1 5.2E—1 9.7E—2 4.5E—1 - 4.6E—2(+) 2.0E—2(+) 9.4E—3(+) 5.6E—2
Mean  53.23  47.71  46.25 42.18 47.84 80.06 61.06 64.37 59.81 60.56
40 std (1.46)  (5.89)  (4.77) (4.65) (7.21) (5.00) (7.27) (8.36) (7.24) (4.98)
p-value - 1.8E—1 1.3E—1 7.6E—2 5.5E—1 - 5.7E—2 1.7E—1 8.7E—3 (+) 7.68E—2
Mean  54.67  50.70  51.28 49.57 51.14 79.63 64.02 61.44 62.37 59.87
50 std (7.43)  (4.98)  (6.40) (7.15) (8.44) (8.83) (5.42) (6.48) (7.21) (9.18)
p-value - 1.6E—1 3.6E—1 7.4E—2 6.1E—1 - 5.0E—2(+) 4.4E—2(+) 4.5E-2(+) 6.9E—3(+4)
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Table 10  Performance comparison on wine dataset
Sample rate Item F-measure (%) Pure (%)
(%) HCSAP SAP SSAP  MPCK-MEAN  DSCA HCSAP SAP SSAP  MPCK-MEAN  DSCA
Mean — 60.21 60.21 60.21 54.39 57.82 70.54 70.54 70.54 64.87 61.49
0 std (0) (0) (0) (5.67) (4.10) (0) (0) (0) (5.10) (6.54)
p-value  — - - 2.9E—1 4.6E—1 - - - 1.3E—1 9.3E—2
Mean  79.16 68.98 69.33 65.47 67.26 84.94 72.36 73.66 75.19 70.58
10 std  (5.450) (3.82) (5.44) (8.21) (4.94) (8.35) (5.26) (5.87) (4.24) (6.29)
p-value  —  6.3E—3(4) 9.2E—4(4) 6.1E—3(+) 8.1E—2(+) —  4TE—2(4) 4.9E—2(4) 6.7E—2 8.1E—3 (+)
Mean  81.36 71.82 69.88 68.15 60.47 84.83 73.88 71.20 69.64 65.88
20 std  (3.65) (5.49) (5.40) (8.14) (6.47) (8.22) (4.55) (6.88) (7.52) (10.37)
p-value  — 7.4E—2 4.8E—2 1.3E—1 9.1E—2 - 1.5E—1 8.3E—2 7.2E—2 4.3E—2 (+)
Mean 84.78 83.27 80.31 81.55 82.41 92.06 89.40 85.94 90.31 88.49
30 std  (2.93) (5.21) (6.40) (3.70) (7.52) (1.68) (6.34) (5.80) (1.23) (3.54)
p-value  — 1.8E—1 1.1E—1 3.4E—1 4.4E—1 - 1.7E—1 8.3E—2 4.6E—1 9.7E—2
Mean  90.22 84.24 80.64 81.47 72.63 95.06 89.66 88.33 90.27 87.92
40 std  (2.81) (3.51) (4.36) (1.42) (0.99) (1.51) (5.82) (6.42) (8.66) (9.11)
p-value  —  4.0E-2(4) 2.2E-3(4) B3.6E—2(+) 9.4E—3(+) - 1.3E—1 8.4E—2 5.2E—2 4.3E-2(+)
Mean 89.76 86.68 85.85 80.74 81.69 88.82 85.74 85.63 84.22 80.75
50 std  (1.99) (4.99) (6.41) (6.28) (7.11) (2.62) (7.53) (8.90) (7.24) (9.11)
p-value  — 2.7E—1 2.0E—1 5.7E—2 3.3E—1 - 2.7E—1 1.IE—1 3.4E—1 2.1E—1
K11 wdbe B NIREL R L
Table 11  Performance comparison on wdbc dataset
Sample rate Item F-measure (%) Pure (%)
(%) HCSAP SAP SSAP  MPCK-MEAN  DSCA HCSAP SAP SSAP  MPCK-MEAN  DSCA
Mean 52.31 52.31 52.31 48.42 47.49 55.74 55.74 55.74 51.78 52.69
0 std (0) (0) (0) (1.10) (1.67) (0) (0) (0) (0.62) (0.37)
p-value  — - - 4.5E—2(+) 3.1E—2(+) - - - 4.8B—2 (+) 5.7E—2
Mean 66.35 50.72 48.39 51.46 49.21 61.39 47.80 47.92 44.91 51.68
10 std  (13.38) (1.42) (2.82) (2.6) (5.06) (11.73) (3.50) (6.41) (17.46) (14.25)
p-value  — 1.5E—1 9.2E—2 3.4E—1 1.1IE—1 - 1.2E—1 2.4E—1 4.2E—-1 2.9E—1
Mean — 74.27 66.58 67.24 64.21 60.37 72.16 61.16 60.58 57.26 59.34
20 std  (13.78)  (14.87) (11.35) (15.87) (9.58) (14.45)  (17.51) (15.68) (11.34) (8.48)
p-value  — 5.0E—1 6.2E—1 9.8E—2 4.1E—-1 - 4.1E—1 5.4E—1 1.2E—1 2.6E—1
Mean  85.90 59.10 58.22 57.31 56.74 84.23 52.42 50.72 48.64 51.77
30 std (0. 86) (17.4) (20.55) (8.27) (4.90) (1.26) (4.28) (5.60) (4.89) (2.77)
p-value  —  9.0E—03(4) 2.5E—2(+) 5.1E—3(+) 6.4E—3(+) —  7.4E—04(+) 5.6E—5(4+) 4.9E—6(+) 1.8E—7(+)
Mean  88.09 71.83 71.27 69.58 64.96 87.39 70.61 71.33 64.99 68.41
40 std  (1.35) (8.86) (7.89) (10.54) (9.73) (3.0) (8.14) (6.64) (10.37) (12.85)
p-value  —  4.70E—2(4) 2.8E—2(+) 4.2E-3(+) T7.7TE—3(+) - 5.3E—2 5.1E—2 4.8E-3(+) 2.5E—2(+)
Mean 87.53 84.82 84.32 81.62 82.44 88.32 84.74 80.16 75.32 72.19
50 std  (7.18) (9.02) (10.33) (8.27) (9.11) (7.80) (9.83) (8.12) (10.77) (11.65)
p-value  — 4.8E—2(+) 3.4E—2(4) B8.9E-3(+) T7.TE—3(+) - 41E—2(+) 2.2E-2(4+) 3.6E—2(+) 1.8E—2(+4)
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