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K-Means Clustering Algorithm Based on Non-negative Matrix Factorization with Sparse-

ness Constraints
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Abstract: To improve the quality of K-Means clustering in high-dimensional data, a K-Means clustering
algorithm is presented based on non-negative matrix factorization with sparseness constraints. The algo-
rithm finds the low dimensional data structure embedded in high-dimensional data by adding /, and /, norm
sparseness constraints to the non-negative matrix factorization, and achieves low dimensional representa-
tion of high dimensional data. Then the K-Means algorithm, which is the high performance clustering al-
gorithm in low dimensional data, is used to cluster the low dimensional representation of high dimension-
al data. The experimental results show that the proposed algorithm is feasible and effective in dealing
with high-dimensional data.
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FH o 38 BESE B A Ak BN RIS RS0 0 {1 A 50 I — T A b B 0 RUCR, L (H S B o A S AR 4
KO T L PERE S SRR R DR R 3 T e A RO R AT R

K-Means™ " JE 5 F RIS RETL R —FMAE ZMH, HEAER BN RE L BAHH.
By T2 BT A A R0 R S R o (B B R A ) T T A L T RE 2 52 B R RCTOME 1Y B R ME LA
RIS R . X EIRE  K-Means 3 2857 1 78 4b 31 ECHE 4 BOA K 7 3 110 3R 28 m) RUI o % $5 408 ik 47
A Y S

JE B e R R AR A A A R 3 A R B G i A5 ) R RO R ) IR T ke D e AR P9 TE 2
PR AIE 1) 220 18 . R ) TR I 0 il DR A e S5 B () R0 BCHE 43 B R AR 22, B 43 43 A (Principal
component analysis, PCA) . Jit 37 i% 53 73 1 (Independent component analysis, ICA) Fl &5 5 {8 43 fif (Singular
value decomposition, SVD) &, 3 675 vk (%) I [F] 45 552 70 i J5 JE B I - rp i e R e e al f . B 1Y
FARETR o3 i 45 5 P A7 AE DUIE 2 E B Y 97 0 38 A S B ] v A 12 A L

{E 7 46 B4 43 %% (Non-negative matrix factor-orization, NMF) 4 3 45 [ 43 ff 0 — Fp e kv, i F
LT LUAE DR 45 S A6 04 AR 50 i 52 T o 552 B0 i 4 54l 0 IR SRR L R R 0 B L SO SRR VB A2 I
BAL I P AR A R e TR AL A TR S SR G Tz N .

NMF fz Ly Lee D #l Seung H S $2 i, & % T(Nature) , 5& — B 7E 56 4 b BT A T R ¥ 8 E 804
BRI . B BT S THRAE i 25 R T R L o RIA it s Tl 20 3 EL T DA s 48 %504
R B R R A R SO IR e 25 H T . Z R . Ding C, He Xiaofeng I Simon H D' & 4t 43 #f
TS T NMF % Ry e =X

V=HH"
ALY e X

V=HSH"
FEUEW] T XS FR YT R U5F i T K-Means 3.,

NMF F3fift J5 1) 36 5 42 R 22 5000 P R R A B ELA i O A 1 ko (ELAP SR T BEAE 3% B K I A7 it 2
], PR 1 222 3 #E NMF SE6f b 6 8008 19 86 7 MR 07 i0F— 26 M F 98 . Hoyer' 1 42 i NMF 5%
IG5 9 i 45 A F4) 1% B 11 #7555 9 759 (Non-negative matrix factorization with sparseness constraints, NMEFSC)
BE A AR LR B A R A Ll k. NMF 3875 8 B 00 35 50 B 02> T AE A A ). L S5 A A
NMF 5 fith F o 50 328 % 56 40 48 s 8] R i Ak BR ) /9 1 7 LNMEF 53k, Xu S HIT —F i FER
K 2R 00 32 B AR 740 B o0 . oA AR AR T — R AR BT A OB X &7 PR AR R BE 43 iR 7 5 (Con-
strained factorization method for non-negative matrix, CNMF) & 3%, #H 2% 2% S0 F) /0 B b 13 RE A f
R AR AR REAS A 3 T 0B B 2 R Al R B AR R . NIRRT B T & R U Ak i A
T A3 HT T 25 b W AR TR A B L 1 IR L T ELA 1 A O R D Y [ R R R R BRI KA. AR
R T S T R G b e R T R I G A %) g 4 0 ) A HL K 22 W SR T 7E X NMIF 43 i JE Y
R AT AR R 2

ASCHT NMF 43 058 K-Means R F LA @404 RA P i B FH . 3800 T 5 T3 B 29 o
750 B Ay R 1) K-Means 2 258 36 (Non-matrix factorization with sparse constraint for K-means cluste-
ring, NMFS-K) . 535 XF J5L 06 e 4880 14 B 46 B Vo e 54T NME, B G 33 VaWH Wl
R RE  H R BUERE . B T R4 %V R 8 1) £ ] DLAR RS D it Worb T B ) R IMBCRT . O T b
FEAE 23 (8] [F] o AR A5 47 0 SRS S5 Y e AR 07U [ A3 i ik B b X SR AERE W I — S w, LA L 5 L %K
R RGBT 200 3 OB T AR 588 W SE A6 B WL 0 A3 B W 8 it 47 T 3 — 1 b B8 5 55 J5 FI A K-Means 3
B X i R A IS IR 4R B AT IR 2
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3 XBREERSH

3.1 SKBRBIEELWNE
A 3 N UCT %4 8 4 o 3k B Iris, Wine, Vote, German, Wpbc, Landsat, Spambase, Sonar, Dna /I
Msplice 5§ 10 A~ 28 # 1% B0 a5 047 003 Bdls R Zr A e 1 i .
F1 UCIHESE
Tab.1 UCI data set

Name Attributes Instances Class
Iris 4 150 3
Wine 13 178 3
Alistralian 15 690 2
Vote 16 435 2
German 24 1000 2
Wpbce 33 198 2
Spambase 57 4061 2
Sonar 60 208 2
Dna 180 2000 3
Msplice 240 3175 3

Y 7E Intel B i7-4790CPU, 4 GB 77 4% . Windows 7 £/ & % , Matlab 2013a MyEclipse ¥ 4% F i
1o
3.2 ZWERSW

BT 1R UCTEds 48 X K-Means 551 5 NMFS-K 553 1) 28 28 45 JL i 47 %8 Lo 43 #7 - 43 50
SR UE R S )23 () 5T 2% B R AT A . X L A S R A

&
a;
CA ="

n

Ak BRI K @ N IEB RIS S BB C, APREAR A9 K0 n WA BB AR CA M fEBOR
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R -S4 P O
KT IR R . 23R 1 o B4 20 5 5732 47 K-Means 5% 5 NMFS-K 535 4% 10 K.
I RACRBA 3T 100 UL AR5 O ST FU B hy b 5 580 12 B ARy i e 10 B0 B a2k A i o
V% s 78 B B R 0. 3 [R] N S bl G 6 B I ) L R AU R g, B 0,001, SEHRAIRUNZR 2 iR
R2 SREWRE

Tab. 2 Classification accuracy

Name K-Means NMFS-K
Iris 0.893 0. 866
Wine 0.567 0.642
Aistralian 0.559 0. 630
Vote 0. 866 0. 890
German 0.675 0.726
Whpbc 0.601 0.651
Spambas 0.635 0. 780
Sonar 0.552 0.572
Dna 0.752 0.603
Msplice 0.611 0.673

W 2 AT AR th A TN A 20 1 0 B8 NMIFS-K 55 0 0 355 S 60 J2 o 2 0 24 50 o
A T K-Means 53k . NMFSK 5ok 0k 1A — 5 0695, I 1) 5 2% 0 7 167 - NMFS-K 5 3% 9 e 1] 52
I Ot (s+k)) Cs 8 B 20 9B FL A0 I 1), K-Means 5 0% FO 1 16 %2 2% JE 4 O e . 51 PA J2
NMFS-K i BT NMF [ 45 FUR 5120 5 J9F LM EG F K-Means 3% . NMFS-K 25 3 1 32 17 B ]
Iy

7 11 52 25 BE 0 1 - NMFS-K B35 00735 [ 5 2 B 0.0 32k ) For 0. 3 SR i 24 S 1 2
R0 ey BEURCAR NMIF 6 45 10 26 5 9 02 NMIFS-K 27 36 3K 19 4 e K-Means B33 19 % 1 4
JeHE R OCGm+k) +m) . 4% NMF Bede RS 8205 % #6 T FF A BF LM F K-Means %4 . NMFS-K
3k LA W) 1 2 AR

4 LERIE

P 285 i AX L 22 a3 AT D7 VR AR A IR 0 SOk AR GK R AL B NMIF AR O BF 50 B A T
2 A A A R AT LB . AN SCET X K-Means 58 2857 12: BB KU 4E 50 = R 2 BOR BRIl m I L, $2 41 1
NMFS-K 8% . %515 R M g 249 AR G086 B 20 Ak oF e 4 il 10 A 48 B 29 17 5 F AR ZE 4 RE R 47 119
K-Means 528575 X B 4E J5 09 B 47 528 AT 1 HORAF RO 45 21 O e e 550 SR 2 e B 2 3t 17— Fb ]
1T HA R BT % 46 T K-Means 32551 (1 1 i 25 [1]
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