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Abstract

studying and integrating many clustering results of the original data set. Clustering aggregation could detect and deal

Clustering aggregation can offer a partition that could better reflect the inherent structure of the data set by

with the isolated points preferably, which improves the quality of clustering. This paper made an overview of the rele-
vant knowledge of the clustering aggregation. presented the concepts and advantages of clustering aggregation, It pre-
sented three approaches to get clustering members according to the uesd cluster algorithms; analysed their respective

advantages, disadvantages and application conditions; presented the existing consensus functions; explained the basic
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principles and pointed out their limitations. Finally, it discussed the future research directions.
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SERBER ., ME—FARR TR EB 5 ik, B
EOoWEREEEY FERES (G 8GR 5 R
P ISR TRHEE T EHR.

R T STy v BB W5 X 53 J7 1 (partitional meth-
od) . 2 K J7#: (hierarchical method) . 3 T %5 & i J7 ¥ (densi-
ty-based method) .3 F R 4% A J5 % (grid-based method) F13E
FHRAE) 1 (model-based method) !, AR FH L4 1 B
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1 BARTIRERE
BT L B R 2 A R R B2 T 38 K il o [R] — A 1]
B ER RGNS R S Z A TS W E M 4
THERGURS . IR R R T AR B ¥ T A
BIRERNEZ D REER BRI FHRELER,

AR ER ARFFESTH (60773099, 60873149, 60973088) , (B3¢ 863 B AR BT

%1751 H (2006 AA10Z245, 2006 AAT0A309) , o e F KE B AR B 55 B £ 15 S P ),

IR (1986~ ), 20, WA , I BHFF 7 1 BRFEAE « E-mail . yangeaoyuan2009@163. com; MK F (1942 —) 5, 842, -+ 4= ST, T EH %
THARRTRECRAL KEEES:H MA74), B 184, 298, CCF &5, T BB H N Agent B4 BIRISIE S5 8 M B4,
AL (1986 =) A, FEMFF 7 U R & 31982, BB -, R ST ) 0 BB IS R,
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AL FEIM TR REERBARBITER, §ENA
AL LS R AT KA R R BB e [ 7=
ARBER AT — B REBGA AT 3 MRS
T3k B T IR LR S L SR BUT I MR T HEE
- R A RE S U HERR AN HE %
HA Y RAFXIE S BIRERTRENREERITE: BE
B B A AT AIBT S BUR I8 T A RBIBFFET5 1)

2 BREERAMBSE

2002 4F, Strehl % A3 “BAHE R (cluster ensembles)
BIHES, A B TEX., BEERMERBEXT -5
EWZ AR5 (partitioning) 2H A W — NE—BREE R T
B RO IEASE P 3 R A I RRE A R 2 R . 2007
4F, Gionis 8 ALS M — PR G E— TR ESER
4, B E R (clustering aggregation) i) B frt 2 % —
B AR T A A R Rk, AT 2
RO, deal 1, BRE MG EEN £
MRBEEREF— N H A AR (ST 50O Rl XA R TE R
KRB FILET BA A R R (BT 5O BRI R
EEL.

BERERSEN BIEHEE X B n TRIENR, X=
{ay sz sees,x, b SR BAEE X RN ERHAL BB N
DRE,P={P1, Py, Py} LA TFTHRZNEBLERGD , Hrp P,
(=1,2,3, ,N) RS  RELEHEEINMRBEER. K5
— PR T3 P bR RATERER - FHE
ERI5 P NE 2 FiR,

RBHI2
REHH3

B2 RAEERIERER

H-RAERA, REERA TR,

DA T RELSRNFRMBERNBAE, SRMARE
SRR MR R R B T R4 IG5, BB
T 2 REEERNGERE.

DWBERNERBEBRMTAHAA.

DEERI B SRR RS . REEEENENR
PERIAR FMERI B BB B — SRR R AR
R4 TR BRI AR,

DRI S RE . E—MEEMNRART
R — MR IR R 5L, U Tk % LA B — B 4, TSR K
Hr R XS S50 R AR — R A SRR R R X
PR,

SYREFFATALBBBOR 4, R REAL IR A A BRI . 3R
B BHRSE  B EVLANBHE A — I AT TR,
SRIF AR B T A IR s 3 o A0 SRR IR SE e A R
F R IT VIR GER AT B IR
i3 TE RSt/

3 REEMFTESH
IR AR B AR AL AR T RS A W 5

BEFEEZARBER REXT X R AHITESR. FHLERE
SR FEESFT R E AP D 4 S E DA F R REL
B D WU A B — B R B BB R T ER 53
— AR BB SR A B R 43

3.1 EREREMRA

BHEERFEIP, £ R ERIAIREHWE RS
REXBEEZ -, BREERNE SR HEEMEE
R EHRBLER, 2F N RRN T X REREE NS,
FFEL. X—REVEIBEREFERESITTREHE
B, A LR LR IT

W FEA—NREED, RGBTSR BN R NS HRESE
Mantaik

OO AR BB Y, I K-means, SL(Single-Link),
CL(Complete-Link) , AL Average-Link) & =4 & R RH FE
2%;

GO BAE R FHEMTRI, FHE TN RAELW bag-
ging, bootstrap, sub-sampling FIFEHL RS T B3R5

(MBI 5 RO FAAIE 25 (B 5 BV BE F o5 0] A BT Y
M—HERFETE.

A RAEH L, HETKZ A K-means ik, HN
K-means SEELR 8, tF R E A&, AT B, B K-
means & B & BRI R WEIRE T4 E 2 BHE4E. L
HRBARS K4y AEBRIE 400 UL R S de s R4 i &
B AE A . T K-means H B A PIFEL: D EE
kA, & HABEIETHE R, GREITHILIES £ 4
Bl 24 k8, fLIF B TE—E LB R, BIKiE 1T e
HE—EERAY R E, RS REVLIES: & ML,

FHEZTREERAMT A ARG - EXREN
RAERS, BAARF B RE B R — BB ER AR
f8J1. Fred B AU MMl FARR 7 Bokr=4 BE M A, 7]
DLAA R M BRI X R .

XTI NEIRE, SRR RS 4. RE
W FEFITRIEGRIA T RLEE M IATLI , = ERBER
B3 TR BdR g . mr o HE AL, et R A Bl 7
HEHITRE BRIRERA.

2002 £, Fred AR HAN L £ {HH0 K-means B, &%
FeE— G A k {H, 2 € [Kmin, Kmax ], H ¢ Kmin>2,
Kmax<ln(n HEWETEENSHE) . REREVLERE 4
BT AR W B FR O W BB S AT R 43 A U AR
R,

2003 4, Fern ¢ A IR E A SRR oL e 53 1
RABEN . B IE R U LI R4 25 )i T B o i
B, BIBmENENTE . RBHEH EMBRME AN T£
TR BRRAERRA,

2004 4%, Minaei-Bidgoli % A WAR 7 FE A B2 AL 57 i
P B AL R bootstrap 1 subsampling, SL¥%5 52 LB
TERABAE R /N E BB R IR E, s T
HE B Z DT,

2004 4, Topchy % Af#i ] subsampling #it+ T —Ff B &
N B Zh A RIS B BB LE b IR T RS R Bk
RAEN ., JAT T PIREAE, 85— K BT A B8 i B AR R SR A
LB IR R EE T KB RR RAER
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B X3 A BB R B AR R A

2005 4F , EAEFI R AR AR E 7= 0 0 TS W B S x HL AT
T, B M bootstrap SR E AT R B FIRRIM
FE, BT Krmeans BB H LN RREE R, R A
L H 1 B.(Normalized Mutual Information, NMI) i+ 4~ 5
AR, B 5 EEAUE K F IR BRI B R
BAMEE,

2006 4E , Zhou ZF A{F JHE € £ {H 1Y K-means &1, SEfE
HLBIRATL & ANEE O SR AR 2 b o S 0 - S (8 R 23 B
£BTTHE NK-HE N P RELRD,

2007 4E, Gionis % A % & — ¥ e £ @ H 1 SL.CL.
AL,Ward’s clusterings % K-means % 5 A~ B35 g =2 B
HEREHAELENAT HH SL,CL, AL 1 Ward’s cluste-
rings 2 ERBXKEE  K-means B8] 4 BH 8,

A BT R E RNy 1 AR B LB P NP T TR IR 5
B B MBI ML M, R A E R A L T
BRSPS HEE — W LIRS —For ik iR EARE NS
HIELAC S 2% W] R 38 R 0 5 AR B S AR R
[=F: 35 €% I PO Ry S 7 MM b 2 gy o= R gl E (e 2 H: 1|
BIRE,

3.2 igit—HHES

— B PR B (consenus function) & — P REE ), E
HREREAIFITEIERAERD BB — R RAL
R HRTTEERS — B, i 5k BRI 4 ETF
FUME IR R R R S,

3.2.1 #&Z%

BEETERBERF IS LBERTRER HEREE
HRFRAEAE — ARV B AU AR A LI B A B A
TG {abserdses frgh  ARANRIGE OGN G L3P G =
{1,1,2,2,2,3,3},C,=1{2,2,3,3,3,1,1} . 0% 1 frsy,

#1 OHC
a b ¢ d IS f g
C1 1 1 2 2 2 3 3
Cz 2 2 3 3 3 1 1

FEEEC MG AR BE LIRS, BILH
WES N 3AE: {a.b),{c.dre} A frg)). ERERERFE
FIFHBAREE , L0 J0 SE AR AR S P X L Il BB, Strehl 48 A 42 H
— AR RN TT B 8 3 A B ) R AR A ) A AU A B R S
MR 52 B SN0, Zhou B AN — N RHFIE
%, RS RO T R IR AR (] B B A B T B
LR, S F BB B P BB EM AR .

BB A R R R TT i £ i 3 T TR S R 5 X O
FHAAE L RBRER G AR R TR T
BRAEXT R BB DRI L, R SRR —
E BT ET 0. 5) 3 H R 4 B MEF.

2001 4, Fred A A W] LUAE 2 MR R 73 R Bl — 41— 3
PIRAGER, AARERRKESWRHEE IR
5% (R B 0 B0 ] — S R O AR A B R B R
TR, AR 5 R B R 43 E R
— A R R Y T B4 FE (Co-association matrix) [
B FRPE ML B R R e R A B . AL IR E U .

co_associ.j)=wotes; ;/ N
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K, N REEWA WA, votes,; BTE N T BAER
A G DB BIE— R IR

2006 4F, Zhou FF AN N — T REFHBIEE N E T
PRI, B SR BELRRA T EEENE, NFHE
AR, RGN E R 538 B & PR S5 8 , HWr
PWAERBMAL, 28 4 M ETRENRLE R voting,
weigted voting, selective voting F] selective weighted-voting,
Hoh voting 8 T 280 L B BOE SR 4 Bl LK 3
BT ; weigted voting £ 8 5 Al H A5 B E N
H s selective voting T B {7 SEME AR E L AT A THEM
MR R A SR8 FH voting R4 BUIESE ; selective weighted-
voting ff {5 B8, B T HF 7 E£ O FRE,

TR ER R, 5T X, AR T RER AT
BRSNS HKER s REEL BB R W8, QK
B S ARAT 8 Z A 0 C B R 4 B . (B R R R A BB
55 U R Y RAS AL B Y R B o A 2 e, S AR T
REAS A BB m B R 43
3.2.2 BEX 4

— M E R RARA T RN —FBATTUEER
D RIERA L FBE R BN ERE, BT
BFRB T IZENBAR S . RIS R R E BB
FIAE A E T RIS MR LB LA ITREER.

2002 4%, Strehl S ASRINT 3 MR T HBE R SHWER Y
B0 1) CSPA (Cluster-based Similarity Partioning “Algo-
rithm) J2 5 T-SE 0] ) i B R0 43, B SR T U AR MR v MY
S I L SR DABRAR s T RUARARLBE (B i AR R B2
B, EERESEAE METIS (I BIEE. B RELER;
2)HGPA(HyperGragh Partioning Algorithm) 23 FR &K
HER S R, BEE T B TR ITE B
BLCBAR SRR TR, I DB MBS A E — =, RIGEH
HMETS & i /1 81 8 E; 3) MCLA (Meta-ClLustering Algo-
rithm) L 23T BB E R4, B BE R A HHATEE.
T LA T A S 2 ] S [ A B 5 o B SR B EL Bl
ZIRCE ] METIS Bk s # Bt s o sUL 26, THEH
P R A LEPIRE BT ERBBRENEF.

2004 4F, Fern 58 A X} Strehl % A2 i} (988 R0 9> Bk
T Tet, AfTiAR CSPA RAIA T S Z BB HREE R,
MCLA HFH THEZ RIS B EM G B R B E
BafERU H AT # H — R T 305 f R 2 a0 i R
4y 77 HBGF (Hybrid Bipartite Graph Formulation) , [8] B+ 2
Bdl A FNREAE N U, SR T o 1) B A U S 22 ) 1
EEAB D, A R MR EME, s — BT E R EF
FER Sy E S ER R SRR AR RA LR,

ETHEERSHREER, LARAARLER KRR
PR R G, 758 T [R5 o B R 2 1) 0 SC I AR [ 4
R4 Z 1B Gk (B R FL B BBk A — 2 R, B
T TR 4 /DAL DD . A, I TR EF B AR
Al B R Rt B E S .

3.2.3 EEREK

2002 4, Fred 55 A48 T UF#5F1  (Evidence Accumula-
tion, EA) YR p0 7, B A AR b F IR — 4> B R 5%
R A TEAS R R BE R 4 TR T BE B TR — A, R4



ARERR B R — I ST IESE 7T 8 B0 s 3k 4y
B E—ANE PR, B RIS R SRR R TR AMVE
# (Mininum Spaning Tree, MST) # B IR B8 2K & = (0 SL,
AL,CL ) BB B/G SR .

BE)5 ,Ferd Xt EA #F4T T B« 1) A BUR KRGS,
KT AR EH Kmeans B3, B TREERNLERE;
DB R BRI S BEE NS, SR B T 2381 ay BIE ¢, 3BT
B ¢ 4R 2 45 5 F 7 48 B & 5 i (cluster highest life-
dme) EAFFHER IR B BB L R ERH, AT % T £
{EERE 5 S bR _EFE— N B S o BRI R R

2006 4F, Luo A EA ik, XA 4038 (&4 9 E it
MECFREO BT T R0 HAR MU R 7 iR oy —
ERFRENHAME: —RARBEAEME. failits
H B R TR R S DMAE I AR S B AR L SR R A, 15 B B
BOMRALURE S 1, 5 s 8 P ORI B R R 15 Bl — BU BUE R
4yies]

EF EA W RISH R (6 A 2L Up o0 B 8 S A fBLRE S B L 3
BRHT R, T B S S EE S ok, S B
BIE R E e RS ) B e FE e, R R R ML B E
(WTARFTR/PEE
3.2.4 #HMAERR

Wang % AR EA gL U BB R R & F B4
BUR N S 81 DCBR I 25 SRR BT R R R /NP AE , A BEAR
I Hb BE BB o % ] B AR LEES . 2009 47, Wang 28 A% 18
THEANHESEEMEEEEER, 2L THERE (proba-
bility accumulation, PAY (i) B8 J5 42 s 5 k08, W e xd B 3w
NABAE R AR BT B BT SR SO R A9 &8, 42 iR
FHABIER 418 component 8, SR 5T A component i
M ¥ {8 A2 B p-association [ B 5 {8 P e i B dnbr vl
X p-association iR MST #1763, B BB A M R AL,
x.

PA ) RS BT BB sk R O BE S L B 08 3 R L
CI 08 5% 6] B B B W) 0 A, BT BB R T Tl
B s 1R B 5 (20 B0 AU ] I PR S R e e e
A Y X B X B B A R R A v BT B S Bl B BE S
(3 RARRET AT, BRSNS 504, B8 B xT
FIETERE PO B ERRMFIN, T % E R
PR EREERARFEEITERYEY. ERAE
WA RERAREE TR VNS,

BT Wang % AR 4 PA BIREEEE S 575, I

BOHRAE TR 25 1, AT 3 B — A JB 0 MO B /S A 3R

20T 1) AR , S AR B0 A A 7 4 4 1A S B A/ ME 2 Y
PR L, R Xt SRR DR U B L AR B — TR B R Y
AR 2 JE A B SEH R S B R S R SR b
BRSPS, SCRIEN, 20 5/ F K PA REER
RRIEE T RRERH AR,

PAERBABEFEE TRENIFL, RERGRILT EA £
B, #HAN/EAHEN PA BB R ERELEZ S,
HPATHR BB TR HRRN R Z AR TH AR (F
EA B RAHRD » H 25008 5 A 0 22 3975 5 A i 75 BT 5K
HEEBATET/ SEAb .

4 HEREEM

2005 4F, He 25 A\ 4087 7 B K4 R (cluster ensemble, CE)
4 A B P OB 2 (categorical data clustering, CDC) #) & [H],
16 P TR A T LRI, AT USRS A U ik st B
Ao RIBHEEEE TR, B CDC ER — LR A,
{3 FH Strehl % A3 H A0 NMI F1 3 #4433 BA 2
F IR BB R BT IR KA,

2008 ¢, He % ALL NMI b HiR R B KB H:
BIEERHRIEINEHE T kANMI Bk ERBIHAH
B A BUSEUE S AR B R T B AN B9 ANMLE, %
2 ANMI R, T4 s S5 67 28 R 48 038 = LB R
PREERBOT AT R 538 DT T — 808 5 BRI R EAH R
BEREF B LA T,

2007 4, Sevillano 2 A 3T Borda #% 25 #] B Bordafuse
O A A PR AR ) — T TR B R SR SRR LN
— BRI W Stk B SCRY R T A AR R AR AR R/ N AT HE
J 5 SR A8 HE PP 45 SRAR U3 451 SR A9 B B3R R B 5 B
JETEMAERE E TR BRI R ELIR . Sevillano % AiAK
R MR ISR M — R H R AR, R TR
HEARE Tk — B 5 18 T R R R (G B A af
Bk 2B M BRI,

2008 4F , Tumer 55 A0 RS W HE — >SS M4k
BB ANMIE S EARRE. BT —-MBEMNM
VACs(Voting active clusters) = ik, BEABERRTH
B R A BR S AT R A — M B 2 S Bkt
HERRENERE, R ERLRE R R L G RA
BL5 22 A1) ANMI, B S A AR R B L 1E .

2009 4, Hore % A BT[] 12 B & 22 PERF 9T T B 2K &
BRE A" R 1) R , $2 113 38 4% Bipartite Merger i Me-
tis Merger, N8BT B9 88 5, MR R GCARBEAE
8,7 E TR ER, AU A T 2 M, Wi
ELRRAR T ) & 2

2009 47, FAFEFARE - RETRETENREER
(latent variable cluster ensemble, LVCE)Bi®I , KR A FH
7R IR 306 5 4R A REAIE JE DA 7T 1 8 A 4 o o) R 5 AL SR
)R, X AR A HEAT S, AL AL T B, Wi B M 5
e, RS BRE TR R ERAEY R
PRI

2009 4%, MBS A ARBE P HESEEEHHER,
ZERTRERAESFEIRANER . BET -HETRE
PEEBEM MR EER, HTHRER; § B RERAR
T IBEERERE TR RER: R R HRE
RIB IS S BENA R T A FBIAE , 4 0 A3
B, R TR AR, 18 DI BRI R AL T,

HBRIE EWFINBENTEEIBHRR—AHEE, R
BT I RGERZALE R, EEN . ERBEARMATRAES
B 2m T RAEGER, BXNF T RBERNESEE RN
H.EBEBANTERBTERN B, BAREE
FRAEHEIRAS L — ML H R FIF MR AL R, (A B a A
W TFR-RERE, B -RBEEEA#T T KREW
BAFERGTAZNBRERFEHYTRITERE-RID,
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RIEHITHER.

S EJVFERR R EREERE A TIRKNARE, L
HRA— B R B W AW BB R k. (RREE A
T ORER R TR, A VR 2 I R G Tt B BT 5T

(D REMAMZEREOR. HATKSEORIERRA
ZYGEFTR — AR BRAS R TRERAMN
25BN R AR A R AV T IR D, R 2 R B R e 4
REE TR ERAMI .

(2) BBtk s ¥OT A PRI — 2 H AT R
SR R T L A O 6 — B oR . (A AR o Y it ]
B A R B AR N PSR — B R R
IBEE A AR RSB B AT BT 55 2 4K o B R 0 7
B4R FBCHE AT R 2 1] B 56 2R« AN DR HH i X R B
FH—E, SRR LTBER AL G MK, EEHWIR B
BB RZ IR R AR

(3) BB ENARE D, HEFBARERE, BE
B PR o i R B AR TS B Bk, B RIRA
FRHEARBTIMA . 3T 5 R i R B T Y Rk
Mg EEEREERARBIS.

(4) MR A BRI RIR R S i R S — ot
5. ERT, KERFR 4 50 5 8 o 0 42 1) JB M O B AT
BRI HE A TR P 22 0] 8 56 R BEH A MBT ST, Wl %
SEOUEAN ] f B8 A T AS TR AU

5 % X W
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