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Abstract—K-means clustering algorithm is one of the most
famous partitioning clustering techniques that have been widely
applied in many fields. Although it is very simple and fast in the
process of clustering, the method suffers from a few drawbacks.
K-means clustering algorithm requires to specifying the number
of clusters which is difficult to know in advance for many
real data sets. In addition, K-means clustering algorithm often
leads to different clustering results because initial seeds are
chosen randomly. To solve these problems, this paper proposes
an adaptive clustering algorithm. The new algorithm adopts the
idea of continuous partition of a given data set. In the process
of each partition, the algorithm can select initial seeds based on
max-min distance to obtain a certain result of clustering, and
it can evaluate the risk of the clustering result by extending
Bayesian decision theory to the field of clustering. Comparing
the risk values before and after partitioning, the algorithm can
decide whether the data set is continue partitioned, thus it
can determine the number of clusters and get the final result
of clustering automatically. The performance of the proposed
algorithm has been studied on some synthetic and real world
data sets. The experimental results illustrate that the new
algorithm, without parameter specified by users in advance,
is able to obtain efficient clustering results.

Index Terms—Adaptive clustering algorithm, K-means clus-
tering algorithm, Bayesian decision theory, Max-min distance.

I. INTRODUCTION

CLUSTERING is one of the most efficient data mining
tools to reveal intrinsic structures in a data set [1].

In general, clustering categorizes a set of unlabeled objects
into some subsets (called clusters) such that the similarities
among objects belonging to the same cluster are larger
than the similarities among objects belonging to different
clusters. As clustering does not require any information
other than the given data set, it has been widely applied
in many fields such as wireless sensor networks [2], image
analysis [3], pattern recognition [4], recommender systems
[5], information retrieval [6], [7], bioinformatics [8] and so
on.

With the continuous research of clustering technique, a
large number of clustering algorithms have been proposed
in the literature. Generally speaking, these algorithms can
be classified as hierarchical clustering [9], [10], partitioning
clustering [9], [11], density-based clustering [12], [13], grid-
based clustering [14], [15] and so on. Among them, parti-
tioning clustering algorithms is applied widely because of its
rapidity and effectiveness.
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K-means is one of the most classical and well-researched
examples of partitioning clustering algorithms. It was first
proposed by MacQueen in 1967 [16]. In 1982, Stuart L-
loyd proposed a simple and effective statistical cluster-
ing technique—K-means clustering algorithm [17]. K-means
clustering algorithm needs users input on the number of clus-
ters. It chooses the same number of initial seeds randomly
as the number of clusters input by users in advance. Each
data point is then assigned to the initial seed that has the
minimum distance with the data point. Thus the database
is initially grouped into some clusters. Once the data points
are grouped to the seeds a new seed for each cluster is again
computed. Then the database is partitioned again according
to the new seeds. The above two steps are repeated until the
seeds do not change anymore. K-means clustering algorithm
is used widely due to its simplicity and rapidity.

Despite being used in many areas, the K-means clustering
algorithm is not exempt from drawbacks. On the one hand,
the K-means clustering algorithm is assumed that the value
of K is known by users in advance. Unfortunately, the
number of clusters is hard to obtain in practice ordinarily.
On the other hand, although the convergence of the K-
means clustering algorithm has been proved [18], there is no
guarantee of achieving a certain result of clustering because
initial seeds are chosen randomly.

To combat the above shortcomings of K-means clustering
algorithm, a lot of efforts have been made by researchers.
As for the choice of the initial seeds, researchers have
put forward many improved methods. Al-Daoud et al. [19]
proposed a new method for the initialization of clusters.
In 2007, Arthur et al. [20] presented a method called K-
means++ which can avoid poor clustering results produced
by the K-means clustering algorithm in some extent. Further-
more, there are some solutions based on the density of data
points [21], [22], [23]. Some improved methods based on
optimization algorithm [24], [25] and genetic algorithm [26],
[27] have also been proposed to get better initial seeds. In
order to determining the number of clusters, many scholars
have presented many methods from different previews. Yu
et al. [28] proposed a method called FACA-DTRS algorithm
to determine the number of clusters using decision-theoretic
rough set in 2014. A method called best K-means [29]
is an improved K-means clustering algorithm, which can
automatically determine the number of clusters. Furthermore,
Rezaee et al. [30] has proved that the optimal number of
clustering is in between 2 to

√
n, where n is the number of

all the data points in data space.
In order to perfect the previous work and to solve the

problem for determining the result of clustering without man-
ual parameters, this paper proposes an adaptive clustering
algorithm. Firstly, Bayesian decision theory is extended to the
field of clustering as well as a risk assessment function for

IAENG International Journal of Computer Science, 44:2, IJCS_44_2_07

(Advance online publication: 24 May 2017)

 
______________________________________________________________________________________ 



clustering scheme is constructed. Then, the method to select
the initial seeds for K-means based on max-min distance
is proposed. According to the content mentioned above, the
adaptive clustering algorithm is proposed in the end. The
adaptive clustering algorithm adopts the idea of continuous
partition of a given data set. In the process of each partition,
the algorithm can select initial seeds based on max-min
distance to obtain a certain result of clustering, and it can
evaluate the risk of the clustering result by the proposed risk
assessment function. Comparing the risk values before and
after partitioning, the algorithm can decide whether the data
set is continue partitioned, thus it can determine the number
of clusters and get the final result of clustering automatically.
Some experiments conducted on some synthetic and real
world data sets illustrates that the proposed method, without
manual parameters, can get reasonable clustering result.

The rest of the paper is organized as follow. In Section 2,
some basic theories are reviewed. Details of the proposed
algorithm are introduced in Section 3. Section 4 present
experimental results and the corresponding analysis. The
paper ends with conclusions and further research topics in
Section 5.

II. BASIC THEORY

In this section, we will review the generic framework of
K-means clustering algorithm and the basic procedure of
Bayesian decision theory.

A. K-means clustering algorithm

The K-means algorithm is one of the most widely used
clustering algorithms, and it is very simple and easy to un-
derstand. The main idea of the algorithm has been introduced
in the introduction. Here, we only describe the procedure of
K-means as shown in algorithm 1.

Algorithm 1 K-means clustering algorithm
Input: data set X = {x1, x2, · · · , xn}, the number of

clusters K.
Output: the result of clustering (clustering scheme).
1 Select K initial cluster centers c1, c2, · · · , cK random-

ly from the given n points {x1, x2, · · · , xn},K ≤ n.
2 Assign each point xi, i = 1, 2, · · · , n to the cluster

Cj corresponding to the cluster center cj , for j =
1, 2, · · · ,K iff ∥xi−cj∥ ≤ ∥xi−cp∥, p = 1, 2, · · · ,K
and j ̸= p.

3 Compute new cluster centers c∗1, c
∗
2, · · · , c∗K as follows

c∗i = 1
ni

∑
xi∈Ci

xi for i = 1, 2, · · · ,K. where ni is the

number of data points belonging to the cluster Ci.
4 If c∗i = ci, ∀i = 1, 2, · · · ,K, then terminate. Other-

wise, let ci = c∗i , continue from step 2.

B. Bayesian decision theory

Bayesian decision theory is a basic statistical approach
that is based on quantifying the tradeoffs among various
decisions using probability and the costs that accompany
such decisions. In this subsection, we will describe Bayesian
decision theory briefly and give an example to illustrate the
procedure of Bayesian decision.

TABLE I
ALL THE VALUES OF LOSS FUNCTIONS

Actions \ States s1 s2 · · · sj · · · sw

a1 λ11 λ12 · · · λ1j · · · λ1w

a2 λ21 λ22 · · · λ2j · · · λ2w

· · ·
ai λi1 λi2 · · · λij · · · λiw

· · ·
at λt1 λt2 · · · λtj · · · λtw

TABLE II
THE LOSS FUNCTION OF THE PARKING PROBLEMS

Actions \ States s1(≤ 2hours) s2(> 2hours)

a1(park on meter) $2 $12
a2(park in a parking lot) $7 $7

Given an object x, let x is its description. Ω =
{s1, s2, · · · , sw} is a finite set of w states that x is possibly
in, and A = {a1, a2, · · · , at} is a finite collection of t
possible actions. Let P (sj |x) is the conditional probability
of x being in state sj , and the loss function λ(ai|sj) denotes
the loss (or cost) for taking the action ai when the state is
sj .

All the values of loss functions can be illustrated in Table
I, with the columns denoting the set A of t actions and the
rows denoting the set Ω of w states. λ(ai|sj) denotes the
loss (or cost) for taking the action ai when the state is sj . It
can be simplified as λij .

For an object x with description x, supposing action ai
is taken. The expected loss associated with action ai is
calculated by the following equation

R(ai|x) =
w∑

j=1

λijP (sj |x) (1)

R(ai|x) is called the conditional risk. Given the loss func-
tions and the probabilities, one can compute the expected loss
of a certain action. Furthermore, comparing the expected loss
of all the actions, one can decide a specified action with the
minimum loss.

Example: The procedure of Bayesian decision theory can
be illustrated by the following example [31]. Suppose, there
are two states: s1 indicates that a meeting will be not more
than 2 hours, and s2 indicates that the meeting will be more
than 2 hours. That is, Ω = {s1, s2}. Obviously, the two states
are complement. Suppose the probability of appearance of s1
is 0.8, then the probability of appearance of s2 is 0.2, namely

P (s1|x) = 0.80 (2)

P (s2|x) = 1− P (s1|x) = 0.20 (3)

Let A = {a1, a2} is the collection of actions, where a1
represent the car drove by a participant will be parked on
meter, and a2 represent the car will be parked in the parking
lot. The loss functions for taking different actions in different
states can be expressed as Table II.

In this case, the expected loss R(ai|x) associated with

IAENG International Journal of Computer Science, 44:2, IJCS_44_2_07

(Advance online publication: 24 May 2017)

 
______________________________________________________________________________________ 



taking the individual action can be expressed as

R(a1|x) =
2∑

j=1

(λ1jP (sj |x))

= λ11P (s1|x)) + λ12P (s2|x))
= $2 ∗ 0.80 + $12 ∗ 0.20
= $3

(4)

Similarly,

R(a2|x) = $7 ∗ 0.80 + $7 ∗ 0.20
= $7

(5)

According to $3 < $7, it is reasonable that the car will be
parked on meter by the participant.

The process of inference based on Bayesian decision the-
ory, which not only considers the loss of misjudgment, but it
also considers the probability of appearance of various states.
Therefore, it can make the preferable decision according to
the actual situation.

III. THE PROPOSED METHODOLOGY

In this section, Bayesian decision theory will be applied
to the field of clustering and the risk assessment function
of clustering scheme will be constructed firstly. Then, the
method to select the initial seeds for K-means based on
the max-min distance will be presented. According to the
mentioned content, the adaptive clustering algorithm will be
designed in the end.

A. Evaluating the risk of a clustering scheme

In order to construct the risk assessment function of a
clustering scheme, Bayesian decision theory will be applied
to the field of clustering firstly.

1) Extending Bayesian decision theory to the field of
clustering: We will evaluate the risk of a clustering scheme
through evaluating the risk of the state of clustering two
objects. That is, the object mentioned in Section II-B is a
single object x while the object investigated here is a pair
(xi, xj).

Let Ω = {C1, C2} denote the set of states indicating that
the two objects xi and xj are in the same cluster and in the
different cluster, respectively.

Let A = {a1, a2} be the collection of two possible actions,
where a1 denotes the action to clustering objects xi and xj

into the same cluster, and a2 denotes the action to clustering
objects xi and xj not into the same cluster. That is, a1 and
a2 denote the action to clustering a pair (xi, xj) into the state
C1 and C2, respectively.

Let λij denote the loss for taking the action ai when the
state is Cj . where i = 1, 2; j = 1, 2.

For a pair (xi, xj) with the description (xi,xj), when
clustering xi and xj into the same cluster or not into the
same cluster, the expected risks can be respectively expressed
as follows:
R(a1|(xi,xj)) = λ11P (C1|(xi,xj)) + λ12P (C2|(xi,xj))

R(a2|(xi,xj)) = λ21P (C1|(xi,xj)) + λ22P (C2|(xi,xj))
(6)

Without loss of generality, we can consider the range of
loss function be [0, 1]. Obviously, the case of considering
two endpoints of the interval [0, 1] is able to distinguish
losses more clearly, thus, we can set λ11 = 0, λ12 = 1,

λ21 = 1, λ22 = 0. That is, clustering objects belonging
to a cluster to the same cluster without loss, namely 0;
clustering objects belonging to different clusters to the same
cluster with maximum loss, namely 1. Similarly, the loss of
clustering objects belonging to same cluster to the different
clusters is also maximum, namely 1; the loss of clustering
objects belonging to different clusters to the different clusters
is minimal, namely, 0. Thus, Eq.(6) can be simplified as
Eq.(7).

R(a1|(xi,xj)) = P (C2|(xi,xj))

R(a2|(xi,xj)) = P (C1|(xi,xj))
(7)

In a clustering scheme CS, let R(CS|(xi,xj)) denote
the risk to clustering (xi, xj). If the objects xi and xj are
grouped into the same cluster in CS, then

R(CS|(xi,xj)) = P (C2|(xi,xj)) (8)

otherwise

R(CS|(xi,xj)) = P (C1|(xi,xj)) (9)

2) Constructing the risk assessment function of a cluster-
ing scheme: In a clustering problem, we usually consider a
similarity matrix S. Let s(xi, xj) denote the similarity of two
objects xi and xj . In the paper, s(xi, xj) can be calculated
by the following formula

s(xi, xj) = 1− d(xi, xj)

max
i,j

d(xi, xj)
(10)

where d(xi, xj) denote the Euclidean distance between xi

and xj , and max
i,j

d(xi, xj) denote the maximum value of the

Euclidean distance for all pairs of objects.
In the similarity matrix S, there must exist a threshold

which can measure the two objects are similar or not. Let
v denotes the value of the threshold. In general, there are
many ways to get the value of v. Such as to get the value by
human defining, to set the value based on the physical sense
in the data, to get the value by other statistic methods and
so on. In the paper, we use the statistical methods to set the
average of similarity among all objects as the value of v ,
namely

v =
1

n2

n∑
i=1

n∑
j=1

s(xi, xj) (11)

In the similarity matrix S, if s(xi, xj) ≥ v, then we can
set that P (C1|(xi,xj)) ≥ 0.5. According to the similarity
s(xi, xj) is larger, the two objects are clustered into the same
cluster is more possible, it is reasonable to suppose that
the P (C1|(xi,xj)) is proportional to the s(xi, xj). Thus,
the following equation can be constructed to calculate the
probability

P (C1|(xi,xj)) =

{
0.5 +

s(xi,xj)−v
2(1−v) s(xi, xj) ≥ v

0.5− v−s(xi,xj)
2v s(xi, xj) < v

(12)

Correspondingly, we can get P (C2|(xi,xj)) as follow

P (C2|(xi,xj)) = 1− P (C1|(xi,xj))

=

{
0.5− s(xi,xj)−v

2(1−v) s(xi, xj) ≥ v

0.5 +
v−s(xi,xj)

2v s(xi, xj) < v

(13)
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R(CS|(xi,xj)) =


0.5− s(xi,xj)−v

2−2v s(xi, xj) ≥ v, xi and xj are in the same cluster in CS
0.5 +

v−s(xi,xj)
2v s(xi, xj) < v, xi and xj are in the same cluster in CS

0.5 +
s(xi,xj)−v

2−2v s(xi, xj) ≥ v, xi and xj are in different clusters in CS
0.5− v−s(xi,xj)

2v s(xi, xj) < v, xi and xj are in different clusters in CS

(14)

Substitute Eq.(12) to Eq.(9) or Substitute Eq.(13) to Eq.(8),
we can get the specific risk R(CS|(xi,xj)) as shown in
Eq.(14).

Considering all pairs in a clustering scheme CS , the risk
of the clustering scheme CS can be evaluated as follow:

R(CS) =
n∑

i=1

n∑
j=1

R(CS|(xi,xj)) (15)

From Eq.(14), we can know that if s(xi, xj) ≥ v, the risk
of clustering (xi, xj) into the same cluster does not exceed
0.5 while the risk of clustering them into different clusters
is more than 0.5. Similarly, if s(xi, xj) < v, the risk of
clustering (xi, xj) into different clusters does not exceed 0.5
while the risk of clustering them into the same cluster is more
than 0.5. Namely, the risk of clustering the objects which are
not similar to each other into the same cluster is larger than
the risk of clustering them into different clusters; the risk of
clustering the objects which are similar to each other into
different clusters is larger than the risk of clustering them
into the same clusters.

The goal of clustering is to group data points into clusters
such that the data in each cluster shares a high degree of
similarity while being very dissimilar to data from other
clusters. According to the analysis mentioned in the previous
paragraph, We can know that the closer the clustering scheme
is to the real classification, the smaller the value of the risk
assessment function. In other words, the value of the risk
assessment function is smaller, the quality of the clustering
scheme is better.

B. A method to select initial seeds for K-means based on
max-min distance

The selection of initial seeds of K-means clustering al-
gorithm is quite stochastic, which leads to the fact that the
outcome of clustering is also quite stochastic. In order to
obtain a certain clustering result, we propose a new method to
select initial seeds for K-means based on max-min distance.

the basic idea of the method is shown as follow. If there
is only one cluster, that is, all data objects are in the same
cluster. The object which has the minimum contribution
to total intra-cluster distance is most likely to become the
cluster center. Thus, we can compute the contribution of
each data object to total intra-cluster distance, then select
the object with the minimum value as the first initial seed
c1. If all data objects are divided to two clusters, we can
choose the object which are far away from c1 as the second
initial seed c2. Because these centers selected in this way
are not too concentrated, it is helpful that to obtain a better
result of clustering. Similarly, if data set is grouped into three
clusters, we can choose the object which is far away from c1
and c2 as the next initial seed. Do this until all the required
initial seeds are found. Now we describe the details of the
method as Algorithm 2.

Algorithm 2 Selection of initial centers
Input: data set X = {x1, x2, · · · , xn}, the number of

clusters K (K ≥ 2).
Output: the set of initialization centers C.
1 Compute the contribution of each data point to total

intra-cluster distance and then select the object with
the smallest one as the first initial center c1. Namely,
C = {c1}

2 Select the object that is furthest away from c1 as the
second initial center c2. C = C ∪ {c2}

3 if K = 2, then
4 output C = {c1, c2}, end the algorithm.
5 else
6 for i = 3 to K do
7 set ci = xk such that d(ci, cj) =

max
xk

(min
cj

(d(xk, cj)), where xk ∈ X − C, cj ∈
C, j = 1, 2, 3, · · · , i− 1.

8 C = C ∪ {ci}
9 end for

10 end if

C. The adaptive clustering algorithm

In order to improve the quality of the result of cluster-
ing, the original data is processed firstly. Subsequently, we
propose the adaptive clustering algorithm based on Bayesian
decision theory and max-min distance in this subsection.

1) Processing the original data: Because clustering does
not require any information apart from the given data set,
we usually do not know which attributes are important
and which attributes are not important. Thus, we present
that the value of attribute belonging to the same attribute
should be normalized within the range of 0− 1. The goal of
normalization is to give the same emphasize on each property
regardless of their actual domain sizes.

For the jth attribute value of the ith data object xij , the
normalized value x

′

ij is computed as Eq.(16)

x
′

ij =
xij − n

m− n+ ε
(16)

where m and n denote the maximum and minimum domain
values of the jth attribute, respectively. ε is a very small
number, and it added to denominator is to ensure that the
fraction is meaningful. In the paper, ε is set as 0.0000001.

2) The adaptive clustering algorithm: Based on the analy-
sis of the above content, we can design an adaptive clustering
algorithm. The new algorithm adopts the idea of continuous
partition of a given data set. In the process of each partition,
the algorithm can select initial seeds based on max-min
distance to obtain a certain clustering scheme, and it can
evaluate the risk of the clustering scheme by the proposed
risk assessment function. Comparing the risk values before
and after partitioning, the algorithm can decide whether the
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data set is continue partitioned, thus it can determine the
number of clusters and get the final result of clustering
automatically. The specific steps of the proposed algorithm
are shown in Algorithm 3.

Algorithm 3 Adaptive clustering algorithm
Input: Data set X = {x1, x2, · · · , xn}.
Output: The result of clustering CS.
1 The attribute value of input data objects is normalized

by Eq.(16).
2 Computing similarity matrix S using Eq.(10).
3 Setting all of the objects in the same cluster, namely

K = 1, CS1 = {C1 = {x1, x2, · · · , xn}}.
4 If all the elements in S are equal, then output the CS1,

end the algorithm; Otherwise, computing the value
of v according to Eq.(11). Computing the matrix P
according to Eq.(12), and computing the risk R(CS1)
according to Eq.(15), set R(CSu) = R(CS1), go to
step 5.

5 Set K = K + 1, determining the initial centers C
using Algorithm 2, and performing K-means clustering
algorithm based on C to obtain the clustering scheme
CSw, then computing the risk R(CSw), go to step 6.

6 If R(CSw) ≤ R(CSu), set R(CSu) = R(CSw), go to
step 5; Otherwise, output the CSu, end the algorithm.

IV. EXPERIMENTATION

In this section, some evaluation methods for clustering
result are introduced as well as experimental results and the
corresponding analysis are illustrated.

A. Evaluation methods for clustering result

To evaluate the efficiency of clustering algorithms, three
evaluation indexes— purity, rand index, and the number of
clusters are employed in the following experiments. The
purity [32] and the rand index [33] are respectively calculated
as follows:
•Purity
The purity measure is an external evaluation criterion that

evaluates the quality of the clusters according to the labeled
samples available. In clustering, a cluster is considered as
pure if it contains labeled data points from one and only one
class. On the contrary, a cluster is considered as impure if
it contains labeled data points from many different classes.
The purity is computed by the following formula:

Purity(S,CS) =
1

|U |
∑
i

max
j

|Ci ∩Wj | (17)

where S = {W1,W2, . . . ,Ws} is the set of the true
classes, CS = {C1, C2, . . . , Cr} is the set of clusters, and
|U | denotes that the size of the data set. Bad clustering
schemes have purity values close to 0 while a perfect
clustering scheme has a purity of 1.
•Rand Index
Given a set of n elements U = {x1, · · · , xn} and two

partitions of U to compare, C = {C1, . . . , Cr}, a partition
of U into r subsets, and S = {S1, . . . , Ss}, a partition of
U into s subsets. In order to define the rand index, the
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Fig. 1. The two-dimensional data set X90
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Fig. 2. The clustering result of proposed method on the data set X90

following quantities are needed:
a is the set of pairs of points that belong to the same class
and that are clustered in the same cluster;
b is the set of pairs of points that belong to different classes
and that are clustered in different clusters;
c is the set of pairs of points that belong to the same class
but are placed in different clusters;
d is the set of pairs of points that belong to different classes
but are placed in the same cluster;

The rand index is computed as

Rand Index =
a+ b

a+ b+ c+ d
(18)

Intuitively, a + b can be considered as the number of
agreements between C and S, and c + d as the number of
disagreements between C and S.

In the paper, C denotes the clustering scheme obtained by
different clustering method that employed in the following
experiments, and S presents the true classification of real
world data sets. The greater the value of rand index, the
clustering scheme the more similar to the true classification.

B. Evaluation on clustering effectiveness

In this subsection, we have carried out many experiments
on several synthetic and real world data sets to highlight the
performance of the proposed algorithm.
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Fig. 3. The three-dimensional data set X60
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Fig. 4. The clustering result of proposed method on the data set X60

1) Visualize the clustering results: In order to show that
the proposed clustering algorithm can be put into operation
effectively and can get a reasonable clustering result, two ar-
tificial data sets are used to visualize the results of clustering,
one is two-dimensional and the other is three-dimensional.

The two-dimensional data set called X90 is shown in Fig.1.
It contains 90 objects grouped into 3 distinct classes. The
number of elements in the 3 categories are 40, 30 and 20,
respectively. The clustering result of the proposed method
is shown in Fig.2. It illustrates that the number of clusters
of the data set X90 determined by the proposed method
automatically is 3, which coincides with the fact that there
are 3 classes in the raw data set. Comparing Fig.1 and Fig.2,
we can know that the proposed method can obtain reasonable
clustering result.

Fig.3 describes an artificial three-dimensional data set,
named X60, which contains 60 objects assigned to 3 classes.
In the 3 classes, the number of elements in each class is 20.
The experimental result of the proposed method is shown
in Fig.4. It also shows that the proposed method can be
terminated at the right number of clusters automatically and
get good clustering result.

Although the data sets X90 and X60 are very simple,
they are able to illustrate the effectiveness of the proposed
algorithm in a certain extent. K-means with K=3 may easily
cluster them perfectly. However, the value of K needs to
specified by human in advance while the proposed method
can determine it automatically. The experiments on synthetic

TABLE III
A BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF DATA SETS

Datasets Instances Attributes Classes

Iris 150 4 3
Seeds 210 7 3
E.coli 336 8 8

Image Segment 2310 19 7
Page Blocks 5473 10 5

Landsat 2000 37 6

TABLE IV
THE COMPARISONS OF THE PURITY OF CLUSTERING RESULTS

Model Ours(%) K-means(%) K-means++(%)

Iris 88.6667 84.2207 84.7184
Seeds 88.0952 88.8519 89.0467

E.coli 77.6786 56.1554 59.0899
Image Segment 57.9221 59.3221 59.6178

Page Blocks 89.5304 48.9566 46.9419
Landsat 73.5000 66.7352 66.7921

data sets show that the proposed method, without human
interferences, can determine the number of clusters and get
satisfactory clustering result.

2) Comparative experiments: In order to verify the perfor-
mance of the proposed method, six data sets are downloaded
from UCI machine learning data repository [34]. A brief
description of these data sets is shown in Table III. More
detailed description of these data sets can be found in [34].

Some experiments are done on the data sets mentioned
above, and the experimental results are analyzed by the
evaluation methods mentioned in Section 4.1.

Due to K-means clustering algorithm is adopted in the
framework of the proposed method, thus, we compare the
proposed method with the K-means clustering algorithm
and K-means++ clustering algorithm that is an improved
K-means clustering algorithm and is used widely in parti-
tion clustering algorithm. The comparison of the proposed
method with K-means algorithm and K-means++ algorithm
using purity and rand index are shown in Table IV and
Table V, respectively. Because K-means algorithm and K-
means++ algorithm require to specify the number of clusters,
we set the true number of classes in each given data set
as the value of K. In addition, as the initial seeds of K-
means and the first initial seed of K-means++ are selected
quite stochastic, which may lead to the fact that the result
of clustering are also stochastic, we carry out 1000 runs
of the K-means algorithm and K-means++ algorithm on
these standard data sets respectively and take the average
of the evaluation indexes of 1000 times experiments as final

TABLE V
THE COMPARISONS OF THE RAND INDEX OF CLUSTERING RESULTS

Model Ours(%) K-means(%) K-means + +(%)

Iris 87.3736 85.1180 85.4331
Seeds 84.0829 86.7166 86.9264

E.coli 87.3810 80.4468 81.2503
Image Segment 82.1867 85.8635 85.9533

Page Blocks 48.2843 45.5189 44.5283
Landsat 85.8425 85.2427 85.2970
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Fig. 6. Comparison of the rand index of three algorithms on six data sets

evaluation indexes.
In order to compare the experimental results more intu-

itively, we use the data in Table IV and Table V to generate
the bar graph as shown in Fig. 5 and Fig. 6, respectively.
Observing Table IV, Table V, Fig. 5 and Fig. 6,we can find
that the quality of clustering results of the proposed method
outperforms the results of the other two methods on the most
data sets. Which shows that the proposed method is able to
obtain efficient clustering results.

Since the proposed method can automatically determine
the number of clusters while K-means and K-means++
require human to specify the value of K, other two methods
which are usually used to determine the number of clusters
are compared with the proposed method. One is best K-
means algorithm, which determines the number using elbow
method based on the framework of K-means clustering
algorithm. The other is FACA-DTRS algorithm, which de-
termines the cluster number using decision-theoretic rough
set based on the framework of hierarchical agglomerative

TABLE VI
THE COMPARISONS OF THE NUMBER OF CLUSTERS

Datasets Ours FACA-DTRS Best-kmeans TrueCluster

Iris 3 3 4 3
Seeds 4 3 8 3
E.coli 7 6 35 8

Image Segment 5 80 21 7
Page Blocks 6 * * 5

Landsat 7 14 27 6

clustering algorithm.
Table VI records the comparison of the number of clusters

obtained by our proposed method and the two methods.
Because the time complexity of the two methods are too
high to get the cluster numbers of Page Blocks data set,
we record the results as “ ∗ ”. To observe Table VI, the
number of clusters from our proposed method is much closer
to the right number of classes than the other two methods.
Which illustrates that the proposed method can determine the
reasonable number of clusters adaptively.

V. CONCLUSION

The goal of this paper is to development an approach for
adaptive clustering. In order to achieve this goal, Bayesian
decision theory is applied to the field of clustering firstly.
Then a risk assessment function is constructed to evaluate
the risk of clustering scheme. Furthermore, in order to obtain
a certain results of clustering, we presented a method to
select initial seeds based on max-min distance. Finally, we
designed an adaptive clustering algorithm based on the above
mentioned content. To study the effectiveness of the proposed
method for clustering, we conducted extensive experiments.
The experimental results show that the proposed method
is able to produce more efficient clustering results than
traditional K-means and K-means++.

For future work, we attempt to devise a method to obtain
better initial seeds so that the idea of the paper can be applied
to more complicated data sets and get better clustering
results.
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