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Influence of Noisy Features on Internal Validation of Clustering
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Abstract Internal validation measures of clustering are extremly essential in clustering analysis,and they are used to
evaluate the effect of clustering results and are indicators to find the optimal cluster number when the true situation of
sample is unknown. Although a large number of studies focus on the performance of internal validation measures of
clustering and have found that some measures perform better than others,they ignore the influence of noisy features ex-
isting in real data. Therefore.it may mislead the selection and application of internal validation measures of clustering.
This study selected 10 clustering validation measures to determine the number of clusters of simulation datasets and real

datasets,so as to analyze the influence of noisy features on internal validation choosing and clustering results. Results

indicate that noisy features among dataset have impact on all internal validation indices of clustering but KL, CH and

CCC.and accuracy of the clustering results will decrease along with the increase of noise.
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Table 2 Experimental results when clusters are separated well(inculding 4 clusters and 6 signal features)

Rk WAEA KK AT

TR RERER kl ch mcclain db sthouette dunn ccc sd sdbw xb
T R AE 4.82 4.57 3. 80 3.75 4,24 3.13 4.79 3.46 12.00  3.98

BhR X 6 N & 4 AE 1. 80 4.58 2.52 3.42 4.09 3.10 4,72 3.42 12.00  3.92
HHHE 12 g F HHAE 4.70 4.57 2.19 3.33 4.02 3.11 4.70 3.39 11.98  3.90

24 AN F AR 1.52 4.58 2.09 3.14 3.89 3.08 4.66 3.30 11.98  3.79

T 5 R AE 0.90 0.93 0.79 0. 84 0.89 0.74 0.90 0.80 0.38 0.99

Jaccard 6 ANk 4R AE 0. 90 0.93 0.54 0.79 0.88 0.73 0.91 0.78 0.37 0.97
12 AN F AR AE 0.91 0.93 0.47 0.77 0.87 0.73 0.91 0.78 0.36 0.97

24 /o R AE 0.91 0.93 0. 44 0.73 0.85 0.73 0.92 0.77 0.36 0.93

T v A 0.99 1.00 0. 90 0.90 0.96 0.99 1.00 0.85 0.42 1.00

Foccore 6 ANk R AE 1.00 1.00 0.71 0. 84 0.94 1.00 1.00 0. 84 0.42 0.99
12 AN 3 AR 1.00 1.00 0.66 0. 84 0. 94 1.00 1.00 0.85 0.42 0.99

24 A ¥R AE 0.99 1.00 0.63 0.81 0.93 0.99 1.00 0.83 0.42 0.98

T 5 AR 1.00 1.00 0. 86 0.89 0.96 0.78 1.00 0.85 1.00 1.00

Purity 6 A AR AE 1.00 1.00 0.61 0. 84 0. 94 0.78 1.00 0. 84 1.00 0.98

12 AN 3 454 1.00 1.00 0.54 0.83 0.93 0.78 1.00 0.84 1.00 0.98

24 AN F AR 0.99 1. 00 0.51 0.78 0.91 0.77 1.00 0.82 1. 00 0.95

3 OTERPEZME RN EMHA T T RS E R S 4 DR 6 DETHID

Table 3 Experimental results when clusters are separated well but with some outliers(inculding 4 clusters and 6 signal features)

W% A AR AT

T REREH kl ch meclain db sthouette dunn ccce sd sdbw xb
% & AL 6. 04 5.11 3.96 3.36 5.62 4.53 5.42 4.17 4.45 4.49

EHhR % 6 AN 4R AE 6.05 4.88 2.47 3.36 5.39 4.31 5.50 4.15 5.79 4.15
HHE 12 AN F 4R AE 6.49 4. 86 2.22 3.33 5.27 4,38 5.15 4.14 6.38 3.97

24 /o AR 6.54 4.57 2.03 3.29 4.96 4.38 1.92 4.15 6.22 3.73

F v F R AE 0.79 0.92 0.62 0.68 0.92 0.74 0.92 0.83 0.86 0.89

Jacoard 6 AN AR AE 0. 84 0.91 0.45 0.68 0.90 0.71 0.91 0.83 0.78 0.85
12 AN 5 AR 0. 84 0.91 0.41 0. 67 0.90 0.72 0.91 0.83 0.75 0.83

24 A AR AE 0.78 0.88 0.39 0.66 0.88 0.73 0.91 0.83 0.75 0.77

T A 0.91 0.98 0.78 0.83 0.98 0.91 0.98 0.92 0.95 0.97

Fecore 6 N & 4 AE 0.94 0.98 0.65 0.83 0.97 0. 94 0.98 0.92 0.88 0.96
12 AN 5 R AE 0.92 0.98 0.62 0.82 0.96 0.92 0.98 0.92 0.85 0.94

24 AN AR AE 0.87 0.97 0.61 0.82 0.95 0.87 0.98 0.92 0.88 0.92

k% & AE 0.91 0.97 0.69 0.77 0.97 0. 80 0.97 0. 90 0.93 0.94

Purity 6 /1\@“;—%#—# 1 0.94 0.96 0.53 0.77 0.95 0.78 0.97 0.90 0.94 0.91

12 AN A 0.96 0.96 0.49 0.76 0.95 0.79 0.97 0.89 0.94 0. 90

24 /o AR 0.93 0. 94 0. 47 0.75 0.93 0. 80 0.96 0.90 0.94 0.85

Fd TERISEPEARLFNOUT A IEEE R (L% 3 D RAA 6 M5 S HHIE)

Table 4 Experimental results when the densities of clusters are different(inculding 3 clusters and 6 signal features)

REWNEAZESEA

i 45 AR w F AR 3 - -
kl ch meclain db sthouette dunn cce sd sdbw xh
F v F R AE 5.20 4.95 2.82 2.96 3.07 2.43 4.61 3.07 11.97  2.94
B4R % 6 AN AR AE 4.98 3. 44 2.42 2.61 2.81 2.43 3.93 2.93 12.00  2.90
B E 12 A 3 B AE 4.35 3. 44 2.28 2.49 2.65 2.43 3.83 2.79 1199  2.86
24 /o 3 R AE 3.62 3.37 2.23 2. 44 2.56 2.43 3.67 2.73 11.99  2.81
T v A 0.57 0.69 0.49 0.52 0.54 0.45 0.68 0.54 0.37 0.54
6 ANk R AE 0.57 0.59 0. 44 0.47 0.50 0.45 0.62 0.52 0.36 0.53
Jaccard 12 AN 3 AR 0.59 0.59 0.42 0.46 0.48 0.45 0.61 0.50 0.36 0.53
24 AN F R AE 0.58 0.58 0.41 0.45 0.46 0.45 0. 60 0.49 0.36 0.52
Tk A 0.95 1.00 0. 87 0.90 0.91 0.95 1.00 0.91 0.68 0.98
R 6 /N AR 0.96 1.00 0.76 0. 82 0.85 0.96 1.00 0.88 0.68 0.97
Frscore 12 AN ¥ 1 0.99 1.00 0.71 0.79 0.82 0.99 1.00 0. 86 0.69 0.95
24 AN FRAE 0.98 0.98 0.68 0.77 0.79 0.98 0.99 0.85 0. 69 0.93
F v F R AE 0.76 0.86 0.56 0.58 0. 60 0.49 0.83 0. 60 0.91 0.59
) 6 ANk 4R AE 0.74 0.67 0.48 0.52 0.56 0.49 0.74 0.58 0.91 0.58
Purity 12 AN F AR AE 0.72 0.67 0.46 0. 50 0.53 0.49 0.73 0.55 0. 90 0.57
24 o 3 R AE 0.68 0.66 0.45 0.49 0.51 0.49 0.71 0.54 0.89 0.56
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Table 5 Experimental results when the sizes of clusters are different (inculding 3 clusters and 6 signal features)
A 48 17 % 4 I 2 : RA AT R
kl ch mcclain db sthouette dunn cce sd sdbw xb
% & AR 4.35 2.75 2.15 2. 30 2. 30 2. 30 2.90 2. 40 11.95  2.35
B R % 6 A4 4R AE 5.45 2.50 2.15 2.30 2.35 2.30 2.60 2.40 12.00  2.25
HHE 12 AN F 44 1. 40 2.50 2.10 2.25 2.25 2. 60 2. 60 2.40  12.00  2.20
24 /o AR 4.95 2.25 2. 00 2.20 2.20 2.55 2.55 2,30 11.95  2.15
T v F R AE 0.63 0.86 0.75 0.79 0.79 0.79 0.88 0.83 0. 20 0.80
Jaceard 6 AN AR AE 0.53 0. 86 0.76 0.79 0.81 0. 80 0.88 0.83 0.20 0.78
12 /N4 &5 R AE 0.62 0. 86 0.75 0.78 0.79 0.78 0.88 0.83 0. 20 0.76
24 A% AR AE 0.63 0.78 0.72 0.77 0.77 0.76 0.88 0.79 0. 20 0.73
T AR 0.70 0.94 0.91 0.93 0.93 0.70 0.95 0.94 0.29 0.93
Fecore 6 Nk & A AE 0.61 0.96 0.92 0.93 0.93 0.61 0.97 0.94 0.29 0.93
12 AN 5 4R AE 0.70 0.96 0.92 0.93 0.93 0.70 0.97 0.94 0.28 0.90
24 /e AR 0.70 0.93 0.91 0.92 0.92 0.70 0.96 0.93 0.29 0. 88
% & B AE 0.95 0.92 0.83 0.86 0.86 0.86 0.94 0.88 0.98 0.87
Pusity 6 /1\“;7%%%‘—# AE 0.94 0.90 0.83 0.86 0.87 0.86 0.92 0.88 0.98 0.85
12 A 3 B AE 0.94 0.90 0. 82 0.85 0.85 0. 86 0.92 0.88 0.97 0.83
24 ok AR 0.93 0.85 0. 80 0.84 0.84 0.85 0.91 0. 86 0.98 0. 81
F 6 ERFEPMUETRELTWIIEH T 5 DRI 6 MF T HRAE
Table 6 Experimental results when larger clusters include subclusters(inculding 5 clusters and 6 signal features)
Fhih  ATRER : RAREARERE
kil ch meclain db sthouette dunn ccc sd sdbw xh
T v F R AE 3.92 3.37 3.04 2.72 3.26 2.66 3.91 2.98 11.18  2.88
BBk 6 ANk A AE 3.92 3.36 2.69 2.60 3.15 2.65 3.81 2.72  11.23  2.87
I E 12 A% & B AE 3.89 3.37 2.45 2.51 3.01 2.57 3.75 2.66  11.28  2.75
24 /o HEAE 3.54 3.35 2.25 2.46 2.87 2.61 3. 64 2.63 11.31 2.67
T v A 0. 90 0.98 0.91 0.88 0.96 0. 86 0.78 0.91 0.24 0.98
- 6 ANk AR 0. 90 0.98 0.85 0. 87 0.95 0.85 0.81 0. 88 0.23 0.97
12 AN 3 AR 0.92 0.98 0. 80 0. 84 0.92 0.85 0.84 0.87 0.23 0.94
24 /N u 3 AR AE 0.96 0.98 0.76 0.83 0.89 0. 84 0.88 0. 87 0.23 0.92
Tk A 0.99 1.00 0.93 0.83 0.98 0.99 1.00 0. 88 0.94 0.97
Foccore 6 /N AR 0.99 1.00 0.83 0. 82 0.95 0.99 1.00 0.85 0.92 0.96
12 A 3 4 4E 0.99 1.00 0.76 0. 82 0.92 0.99 1.00 0. 84 0.91 0.94
24 AN FRAE 1. 00 0.99 0.67 0.81 0.89 1.00 1.00 0.83 0.90 0.92
T v F R AE 1.00 1.00 0.96 0.93 0.99 0.91 1.00 0.96 1.00 0.98
Purity 6 ANk 4R AE 1.00 1.00 0.91 0.92 0.98 0.91 1.00 0.93 1.00 0.97
12 AN & HFAE 1.00 1.00 0.88 0.90 0.96 0.91 1.00 0.93 1.00 0.95
24 /o R AE 1.00 0.99 0. 84 0.89 0.93 0. 90 1.00 0.92 1.00 0.93

LB ZE R AT LLR % TR Z ) 58 200 8 R Z 1)
SEA o B EAL T B A IR E AT R IUNA A L R
£ T2E5E 5 R LIS g 0n T & L M AR AR B0 il R 7 —
AEFRJE b5 — 2 TR A M AR AR S O T N TR A K
PEFE AR R T B MR AR, BAR AT R T LR
P MR A A 3G 0 23 (45 2R 26 22 I B X 43 B2 T R DT sk 2>
BALRERAE, £ 5 FERET, K056 i i It R
FABE 1 A 7 0 kR, R KL $54R Al SDbw 46 47 47
TE—midsh, T SDbw B REANFE L K ah AR
P&, it —2 il T Jaccard 8 #5 . F-score #§ 4% . Purity #5454
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Table 7 Experimental results on Iris data set(450 observations,4 features,3 clusters)

Rk WA R AR

i 48 AR % F A B
ki ch mcclain db sthouette dunn cce sd sdbw xb
T v A 4.00 3. 00 2.00 2.00 2.00 4.00 3.00 2.00  11.00  2.00
R R £ W1 ¥ 5. 60 2. 00 2. 00 3. 86 2. 00 7.36 2.00 5.10  11.99  2.01
e R W2 5% % 5.58 2.00 2.00 5.83 2.00 7.48 2.00 8.40  11.82  2.00
W4 % 6.21 2.00 2.00 10.77 2.00 8.96 2.00 10.44  11.84  2.00
% & AR 0. 60 0.70 0.57 0.57 0.57 0. 60 0.70 0.57 0.30 0.57
Jaccard Wl g F 0.39 0.57 0.57 0.50 0.57 0.34 0.57 0.40 0.19 0.56
W2 g F 0.38 0.57 0.57 0.41 0.57 0.32 0.57 0.26 0.17 0.54
Wi 4 5% ¥ 0.35 0.57 0.57 0.20 0.57 0.24 0.57 0.18 0.15 0.52
T v F R AE 1.00 1.00 0.97 0.97 0.97 1.00 1.00 0.97 0.59 0.97
Foscore Wi 1% 0.77 0.97 0.97 0.86 0.97 0.77 0.97 0.76 0.36 0.95
Wi 2 5% ¥ 0.75 0.97 0.97 0.74 0.97 0.75 0.97 0.57 0.37 0.92
B4 ¥ 0.71 0.97 0.97 0.43 0.97 0.71 0.97 0. 44 0.37 0.89
T A 0.88 0. 89 0.67 0.67 0.67 0. 88 0.89 0.67 0.95 0.67
Purity W 1% F 0.75 0.67 0.67 0. 69 0.67 0.77 0.67 0.72 0.83 0.67
B 2 (¥ 0.72 0.67 0.67 0.70 0.67 0.74 0.67 0.75 0.78 0.67
Wi d %% 0.71 0.67 0.67 0.73 0.67 0.72 0.67 0.73 0.74 0.66
F 8 ZIWEIEE EAY SR LS R (178 MEEAR (13 MRIE L3 MRS
Table 8 Experimental results on Wine data set(178 observations, 13 features,3 clusters)

Py W 3 . %%WE%W&%&’@%
ki ch mcclain db sithouette dunn cce sd sdbw xb
T v F R AE 12.00  12.00 2.00 2.00 2.00 4.00 2.00 4.00  11.00  2.00
=R % W1 % 7.51 2.20 2.00 10. 43 2.55 10.19  2.07 7.98  11.87  2.69
HHE W2 5% ¥ 7.57 2.12 2. 00 11.54 3.22 9. 90 2.00 9. 66 11.87  2.48
B4 ¥ 7.91 2.09 2.00 11.83 6. 40 10.24  2.00  10.68 11.83  3.39
T A 0.16 0.31 0.31 0. 10 0.23 0.12 0.31 0.11 0.10 0.27
Jaccard W1 ¥ 0.18 0.18 0.47 0.47 0.47 0.35 0.47 0.35 0.19 0.46
B2 ¥ 0. 20 0.37 0.37 0.12 0.36 0.15 0.37 0.14 0.12 0.32
W4 % 0.21 0.42 0.41 0.15 0.42 0.15 0.41 0.19 0.12 0. 40
% & FAE 0.47 0.47 0.88 0.88 0.88 0.47 0. 88 0.61 0.55 0.87
Fecore B 1 ¥ 0.48 0.79 0.73 0.36 0.79 0.48 0.72 0.43 0.29 0.69
Whm 2 15 ¥ 0.43 0. 64 0.63 0.29 0. 66 0.43 0.63 0.34 0.29 0.55
W4 5% ¥ 0.36 0.52 0. 50 0.24 0.43 0.36 0.50 0.28 0.24 0.47
T v F R AE 0.74 0.74 0.66 0.66 0.66 0.72 0.66 0.72 0.74 0.66
Purity Wmm 1 % 0.65 0.63 0. 60 0.66 0.64 0.65 0. 60 0. 65 0.66 0.62
W 2 5% ¥ 0.63 0.58 0.57 0. 64 0.61 0.63 0.57 0.63 0. 64 0.54
B4 ¥ 0.59 0.51 0.50 0. 60 0.58 0.59 0.50 0.59 0. 60 0.53

Fo FpFBURE LASTIRAE R (210 MEEAR 7 ANERAE L3 N RIS
Table 9 Experimental results on Seed data set(210 observations,7 features,3 clusters)

o & b F R

Pk RERER : RARE AR
ki ch mcclain db sthouette dunn cce sd sdbw xb
T & A 3.00 3.00 2.00 2.00 2.00 8. 00 2.00 2.00  11.00  2.00
AR % W 1 g 6.00 2.01 2.00 7.74 2.00 10. 20 2.00 7.03 11.91 2.05
HHH ¥hn 2 15 ¥ 6.25 2.00 2.00 9.96 2.00 10.11  2.00 9.34  11.89  2.04
Wi 4 5% % 6.22 2.01 2. 00 11. 69 2.03 10.16  2.00  10.48 11.89  2.03
T v F R AE 0.68 0.68 0.52 0.52 0.52 0.33 0.52 0.52 0.22 0.52
Jaceard W1 (¥ 0.35 0.51 0.51 0. 30 0.51 0.20 0.51 0.28 0.17 0.50
Wi 2 5% % 0.32 0. 50 0.50 0.21 0.50 0.18 0.50 0.19 0.15 0.50
W4 g F 0.30 0.49 0.49 0.14 0.49 0.16 0.49 0.15 0.14 0.48
T v A 0.83 0.83 0.59 0.59 0.59 0.83 0.59 0.59 0.43 0.19
Foscore B 1 %% 0.38 0.41 0.41 0. 36 0.41 0.38 0.41 0.38 0.31 0.31
W2 g F 0.32 0. 40 0. 40 0.26 0. 40 0.32 0.40 0.27 0.24 0. 34
4 15 ¥ 0.29 0.38 0.38 0.19 0.38 0.29 0.38 0.21 0.19 0. 36
Tk A 0.89 0. 89 0. 66 0. 66 0. 66 0.88 0. 66 0. 66 0.89 0. 66
Purity K1 ¥ 0.72 0.66 0.66 0.73 0.66 0.79 0. 66 0.73 0. 80 0.67
¥ 2 15 ¥ 0.69 0. 65 0. 65 0.71 0. 65 0.72 0.65 0.71 0.74 0.66
Wi 4 5% % 0.67 0.65 0. 64 0. 68 0. 65 0.68 0. 64 0.68 0.69 0.65
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Fig. 1 Boxplot of each feature grouped by clustering labels

for three real data sets
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