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Dynamic Threshold Rough C-Means Algorithm

WANG Dan WU Meng-da
(Department of Mathematics and Systems Science, College of Science, National University of Defense Technology,Changsha 410073 .China)

Abstract  Selection of parameters wy,w, »e plays an important role in rough C-Means algorithm, In this paper,a dynamic

threshold rough C-Means algorithm was proposed to self-adaptive adjusting threshold ¢ that reflects the superposition

between classes. This algorithm computes a threshold for every object on the basis of class interval and the distance be-

tween class and object. The better effect can be testified by two synthetic data and image data experiments.
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