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SRR T3 xexooxexxexx; #3252 T3 xooexsoxxx

FE 5% [ ARBR R G T A0 H (S 61432011, U1435212), FH5 H ARG (HEE S 61673249)

BE AU HEERENREFA, Zx7 2 TEMRABMOROER, AIAEMTEERL L
AR oA R I, BE R R KA R 2 oA AU Al A ERXT RUEFER EREE O
THHRETENREALBEM A —MEAFE EREERES KB R KE N EENRAE, Fo 4
FAE O A RAER S LR B RR 7F 4 B SRS M By (R 4, RO T 4 RevH
B, AR THRRREGNE S A EER T, FIA AL S &M A LHRIE R A ENF
BEHATT I, AR LR E S MHRURK T EEREKEE . MAELRIEE UK T ERES
EATEHTT R FRERKHA T RERHKE, EHEFE 5T EREEERSRSLN
R E AR R R Bk AR B 0 %, Bk 4 ] A P (R 55 4% 5% A B A 7 i =5 18]

KR HKER ERURER RAER EMIEE FEM

1 3

it T SEAIL X 28 AN TE 2 A% S R 4 B B B, 2% A0k P oK B s AU I O T S AN W 7 24
i, SR S5 R IR IR SOE MBS . TR R S I R Y MR e
EAEER A, BRI CE O R B S BB A, M RHE R~ a 37
B AW, B S B AETCIR. b. BB A AR AN ) 18] B8 T REAE A E. ¢ Bl mndiis),
X H A RBU R T 3. d. 5225 77 T R, 200 i 2 20 A B A mT RE BB I [A) A 2R 38l o ik A
258 KA BB, A AT13E V)75 2 A FRIBUBONGER (RN, [ B 8ot A AN W= A= M gh 25
AL G OB 2 38 5 VEAE LIPS R AT ROR, TR B B AT Y248 A i e — TR A = 52 fr
BOCHA E PR T AR, JEERDM ARy FhRERE PRI B S0 S5 I JE B 7 21 5k, AU I A
AR B FIRIZ I AR BRI L X B ittt A7 R8T, AR e 2 Ay 2 I Bt A7 2 i ) I
I, BEEHTEE ARG, X IRSEIRAEAT B3 TR A, DLIRIBOS A it P9 72 45 4 (R T 5 2R
KA. TR, B G S AN/ L 1T AR A ot SRR T A T i 1 ) R Ak ™)

BTN GBS B VAL 1) SR 10 FUT R AW T, o S i B I MR 2R TVE AT T Ut Ak
J&, PRt T LA K AR TV, AR R BRI RAT FLrh, AR B R KB SR
RGO, 1BE B TR AR IR S — R, R B it S A BRE il 1 4 SRS B SR X TR A5 R,

il

‘ SIAE: MR, £308), B — MR T OB AR R IR ik, T E AR EEREY, 2014, 44: 1-7, doi: xxoooxx ‘




Pl Ge B 27N T8I, A2k H TBIRCH 5% . STREAMZ 2574 | Incremental K-Means
i BT RS TS B IR IR Ry 6~ 91 RS b, B I R 2R AR AL AN B AT B AL T
ANWTAR A, REIX LA FEAT 23 BT AT T R RS B BRATX SR R I A S A IR, R IX
22, A et TR RS, YO R b Bt AR AL 2 A AR Y, AR N ) B AR AR
B EAT 2 Be b #. 14n, CluStream ™) Wi 1k 270 ATELR RIS L W D B, TELR R K
X AN T 05 (B AP MR A5 4, FEORAFAEAS R I [BDRLE (1) 6 - 55 I [) G544 oy, B e oA B B AR R
AR 1A B R 45 5. SWClustering S8 HOHEIR B (Exponential Histogram, EH) 5 [ 345
fiE(temporal cluster features, TCF)454, #&H 7 —FP# (1504 4544 — Exponential Histogram of Cluster
Features (EHCF), F| FIEHALEE % A 4531k, FIFI TCFRIAEAMIAELL. CaoE N2k T i 4 51k
PEREZ BB AR, SR T — AT R OB (v A B i R 2KV, Bl DenStream 5T
7%, BENE SRR 2P SRR AR S (AL 2. ClusTree SIAIAR FH 43 244 (hierarchical tree) 45
R 4ESF AL CF 5] &, Fe B I o 0 [ B0 85 K v s s H A 4 H SRR A R, Jo vt BRSO i ARk AT
TR, G A FRA R RASIEAT B Shiz ], 12777208 A b TR AR B8 H R i B
FHYTRE /). Zhang 25 N4 18] B475 1% 3% (affinity propagation, AP) RN T HEi, $#2H T StrAP
. ZI7VETI NS /2 AP (hierarchical AP, Hi-AP) MRS Hs BN 70 vt TF 4, £ THE L
FIF AP B IEFA A4 — R HI TS 0 (exemplars), FFXT IR E I\ 5 FRET H (1) 2R 25 oo g e P B i
AT INALAP (weighted AP, WAP) R, dEMITERGHT RSO, 1% I77ER FHHI- AP IG5
FBAY X TR Bk B T, wi RS R B SR S o ER S, R R B /N T R AR () B TG HR
FZ IR O I FEAT Y BT, A4 R B9 T BUE (1 B BB AE . 8 A RLA B — e R,
F| i Page-Hinkley test J7yJ{16] SZE AR & 4.

FHELERAS 208, B i A AR B B 7 A AAAE S R, XK BN R B AR A
AR, RIS REIT 181 DRI e S PRSI A R A, bR AT SR S AL A R A ke N AE
B R AR — N ok ) . Stk SRS A E N AR B 7t A B 25 46 () (R B, St
RS EERAS I RE /7, AT S I ST SR, (SRR 45 A BT VR AT e, BT O et L
Ve e IR Al o) T e, 4940, SR [19]h VR34 FH A5 B8543 )= 44 (Hierarchical Entropy Tree) 4
M4 SR EE MG SRR, JRIB I A e AR Ak MR S A B A SR [20) 86 TR AR AR
PR T MRS R A EE AL, IR AR R IR IR B SRS, N Lu S NP T MR T R
1 FIHERE R S0, ASF B R S S S bR A, AT T *ﬂ]%ﬁﬁ"]ﬁﬁjﬂ‘ﬁﬂ(competence model):@ﬁ
R &8 7724k () 22 5 R R NSRS . IR RE T R 7 AR A D7 VR TG 75 s 491 23 A7 R S S
B, BERAS 5 FER m BRI 25 R, F Rex BE & A M B PR R IR Sk [22)3% 1 T —
ARG (dynamical system modeling), F| ¥ A € # (immersion theorem ) ¥ IZESE 8] & 111+ 1%k
P F ot 21 $Ph 2 [B) DA AR 548 WLl 18] 1 B[] 5C 2R (temporal relationship) FlE R A4 IG O, 2E1T
SEPUMESERS R, D Liu S8 AAESCHR (23] 88 H T — it 5 S5 R 2% 2T Hl (forgetting parameters
extreme learning machine, FP-ELM), 7EX} i AT 18 S A LR AL BERT, MRk PE Mar 2 I S5 R E i —
el Pt 28, DATE B I 1) B8 11T B B m g R AR A2 4k

AT AR T R FEAAE = AN, 55, REBUNERMEIEE, R H AR &l 7 23—
e rh. Mk b, PSS AR 22 00 G T A B BT BOBI VERIUASE 5 1%, ZE2R AR 73 I AN E &
ATRERZE, MR R — 2 8] VE (intermediateness). 7EASFIXFE S ] U, RO S22 112425y

BATRME TARGF A TR, 58 =, FEHEAT SIS R B SRR 5 ML R AL (8] A OG5 A & T
RS IMAE PSS ) RE AR B, 2 T SRS R B R A T AR . 23 R Bt A,
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RIEA RREL B B A SRS, BRI AR WK G5 K 75 R A AR e, IR IR ha Il 45
A R CLORIE. 26 =, 7E 3R, DGE I SR AU B2 B R T B4l 70 o R bR A%, Joizont
RRBRL AL BT, TTTAE DISRAFIRAU I SRS E IR, S0 I e o), At 17— M TR L sk
WS 14 R S VA A SR 2 T 0, ) PSRN S i P2 2R S0 1) 4 (R AR M, e et A5 S IR ok 2 1 ) 4
(A R, EBEFEA B SRR A Ay — AR Te) R, AR A e 8 ) A AT N TR AT . %7
T RENS DRAIEIRAFAT R SRS S, 3L T e G 2 SR 2 A M B S A A 8 SR i, ol 3R 20 A2
AR A% Ao I ] I A 31 e .

1) FATFRE T —Fh e TH0 A SREmE AR B R B s s A SRR DT k. 1205 T AR SR 2 3
AR 7 AR, A S BRI SR 7 (A Rk, FRAERL SRR b5 SCT RO B AR e K, ¥
BRI AN — AR, 25580 (Bt S Bk, Gl 72 295 5 T SRABDL A I J AN T SR A58 1)
R XA REA FO IR BE A S RHE, FIRF4ERE 50— A RIS L. BT IX—
TG, AT T M R I R AR AR A 75 7255

2) KBGO  BEAT B, ARYE LA R R B EAT B R AR . XA, — 5T
RERS CRAESRAT AT R SRR G5 H, 2 171 Tk G 220 s SR AT S5 xe - B AR e I 45 SR PRI i), s SRR A A
MRS R (R IR B AL, 53— J7 i, BT SRR AR TR AR I S, MR IR A I i A
AE ST A PR R S R S

3) FEAFEIBHE A LR Scgn gt SRR W, FRATHE I SRS T VA SR MG BRI i R A G 152 55
T3 T BAT B, RIS P I [ 52 2% PR R 2 ) 52 % PE A A B AP

AL B2 A TR B R ST E I R B SR 3 RA T AL B IR AR AL R
AR IR AT ML, 72584353, JATHH M8 s 1R A PERE. i), 7R85
LR, JEX AR AT R .

2 mAMEE

BN SR IIE —Fh B AR E, fe R PO S e P R 15 bURs S 28 0 43 20 1 50 T e i Bl
JEFEIRII9E 2R, H R B B (R SVt T E A R R O A% (] R J. %7 VA AEFCM SR 28020 [ 5
fithh I AT A S B SNSRI, 8 i R HEEE L] (Maximum-Entropy Inference, MEI)7E45 52T
BAS B AIEOL R EE R A 120 27 S TESEIREX = {21, 20,...,an ), N > DEHESE
B8 IREA SR, B SRR ) B AR ek e SO

wilnwy . (1)

Mw
M=

> willas —al® + a7ty

min J (w,c) =
w.e 1i=1 =1 i=1

l

Horb, W= [wpal g v TR R JB EERERE, wi NN Ga o THRINERISRIB I, o Tl MERRESLD,
C = [ NREF ORI &, k> VR REEE, o A KT L 5INFRE B H 3k
¥+, FIHEM Ji5k453 2000 1953 s ALl



é{:—i\%al’b 5 )H\IJ

griee, W

e—ellei—al?

e—allzi—all?

N EM?T

I

X TS ER S, WA RUGE, SRR R R DU, XS CAAESCHR [26] 75 2IRE].

3 ETmXEHEBETELREREMIEE
3.1 HUEREEE O IEIESS

FEXR B IUEAT SR M, Dy 1 38k G I 39T AR 3 S edlonsd SRS SR AR AR, NAT TR H AN B
X B TR Bt AT AP, T R OGO — B 1] AR SR A e AR i, TS R

WP AR 2 i B 18] Y AUt e %, OSBRI AT I B TR — XS ={s', &*,..., 8"} 2
T
FI R B B 4 B 0 R AR BIA I (A B X AR, W TERL<p# ¢ < T, e U S =
p=1
XHSP NS = @. WIS O RIGr, FATR 2150 B A B x GAT 2R R S E R A,
R R RAE 5 0 9 = A TR ) AR
o XFTH—MEBNE DN IEHE TIRADETYIER R, DU T B8 A AR SER 1%

G fr] B A TR AR ?
o X T HBRNMEIE T, WA SR S AT RIS
o WAL INBEG R B RAE TS ER?

o, 55— ]I KA IR IET A AT KA. AR LA b, BATRXNZ I i Ty, #
AR TR R A IR 2 A BE TR, X AR e AT R R o v
T, SRAS B0 T OB 2 S SRR, R S bR O RSR R ARE. [FII, KRR
AL i LR R B SR SRAAL AL v, R PR R O g A D P 75 A e R TR AR O MRl 1AMl
PRI B T, WREMFAEZ TR A X LEANF] 1 B ML S B F L SRR A I 4521, A
R AT, U A At O A R A T 28 SR T Skt . i, BRATTA I DA R 4R 2 B
TSR M IR GG, 1K IR G o x B TSR AT R SR G kRl o3, WA Bt
SR T SRR

3.2 BREMMUER

2B TR, 58 BIEHR TR SN, B IS R A b MR [ B Atk _E ST
K, AR R R A F AR bR U 2 A0 bR S BRI R L L AR, AR Y H Ar g

LR 18T WEE TN B S S UE I (1 Wy R SORRE S A A 1 75 22, L rh SRS R AE A AT
iR, BRI AES. 37 AP AT I 18
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X B p MBI E D PR TSP, Lol R RSN BEN BL(1 < i < |SP)), WP =
[wh;] 2 SP IR RSB L AR, CP = [ 3R BE TR SPIRN R TR I, ke R CP i B,
CP1 R Hp — 1A (BT —A) Bl TR A IR, XF P11 53X AR TR, 28 80l T4

B, ISR R AR SR, AR B S A R AR, T FERRE R (cr,wr) il E— AR OR
HIERRG R (Cr— e BERAE. R B bR & BUE LT
M(W?P CP) = B(WP,CP)+ D(CP,CP~ 1) . (4)
>N EP,
|7 kP |8 kP
EWP,CP) =" whlla? =P+ o™ 30N il ()

=1 1=1 =1 1=1
|S?| kP

per,cry=8Y Zwﬁ.)
=1 1

3K F b e B el P IR B, A SRS R P o AR BAS R (4 A

o S IIE(WP, CP) HIREEEHT & 1 h e 14 USRI BT i) RGBT L& 3R 1A 280, Herhady
KT0 BF . B i IR Hy fiT— 7 1 h Bodia AR RSB T o, 72 R R R MRS B L
F, PREFFHAERR AL & DU AR — T H sk A, MRS S HE 4 T IO IRER. i,
AT I E 9w Ja QB3RP T 1 N T 4R N FE SR S Rk

o W ID(CP, O R R ISR AN 1 o SRS [|) (22 e 1k, o 2808 > oM
T H AR e B MG AR R A AR, ER MBS ER S LU, BT AN D
HE TR N7 12 RE T S WBT Bt T R IO A FE S5 4, RISRRR e AL AR vh AF e e 8e k. D(oP, e
fERR /DN, 22 B R A2 [ f) 2 S /N, R AN T 1 A ) SR SR A TR S 5000 1 5 110 25 8 A S sl 4
1MD(CP, CP~) BRI HG P31 SR A0SR E M 2 [0) 22 S 0K, RV RN P & T 3T
Bl TR MSREE, ATREH I T LSRR

K bR P IUIEAT 4 A R RO A AR B0 KR, BES [ I 25 F8 SR St 3 1) A R A AR T A P

LA, A TRORT T 1 T Bl 4R 1 SRS Rl B A D U0 BRI A

g-a7 0

k:Z)
e[0,1], N wh =1
=1

min M (W?,CP), jifi /& N
0< > wi < |57
i=1

wre,CP

b TR R, T LM FIEM 7 i AR AR
EMtB: 45ECP = Cr, Riftmin M (Wr, C). SINFHBIETTA = [\, dz, . Ao T, 5

70 2 571 Sl e I8
G(WP,A) = S uwh|zl — ¢ +a 1y Yowplnwl +8>3 > wi|le;, —¢f H + >N (Zwﬁl)
i=11=1 i=11=1 i=11 i=1 =1
[S”]
=> G (WP \)
i=1

(8)
Horf

P ~Pp
ZL'i — Cy

kP
Gi (Wp,>\z) = Zwﬁ
=1

5 kP kP
-1 P P P
+ « g wy,; Inw;; + 6 g wy;
=1 l

kp
s df*lHQ Y (sz - 1) . (9)
=1
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B (8) AL f R T 3 A 9] S| ML IR A0 RN AR . 2 55-Gs (WP, X)) = 0, KF3

Wy, = exp [—a (

AR wf — 1/
=1

-l oel - ) ewr-an (10)

- p_ =P|? —r _ p-1|?
Zexp —« sz —c|| +B8le; —¢ H exp(—1—aX) =1 . (11)
=1
Hl
exp(—1—al) =— ! 5 5 (12)
p =D ~p ~1
ZZGXP [—04< z; — CzH +B|\ci — H )}
=1
¥ (12) % FR (10)
2 2
ol el )
wh = = o Y 2 . (13)
> exp [—a< xy = ¢ +5H5l —q H )}
=1
MIE: AW = WP, Rifmin M (Wr,C7). &edd (Wr,C7) =0, K44
57|
3 Gy (a4 )
0;7 _ i=1 (14)

71,
L+8) T &y

L EE TN, AT PUE BT E(13) Ml (14) 3435 TAE I TR 2845 L. By i e ) 42 24
FERO (| SP| kPer), Horpkr P43 R R HUE 15 SP IR 70 B FR A s L K 73 75 B (PRI, 7EX
B T4 SP I BB AGE AR TR EEO (|SP) + | S| kP + 2kP) (174 23 18) T4 S AE O 142 SP rh ()
TS, ORISR B AEREW P, DASAHAT AN T 11 P B R SR R or— L Rl Cp.

3.3 BEREBKRIMNS

2B IR BRI, Dy T P T R AL, AT BT IH SR SR ] A s A 17 gk
AT 930, AEIR(T) BIPRAL F AR T SRAT R B D0 ARR [ e 6 A2 P A 2 - 58—, SRS et 24 Wiy s 1 S itk
70 Rcdiid; 2=, SRR R e RIE S BT — N8 1N IO EOE TR ISR A i A ek, R
XA AL SR AT SR TCVE Y T iR i 8l 7S h 2m S oS, BB A h TR 8P I T
S SPUEAL R b, HRES R A TR, ML T BESERS. DRI, AT UK X (4) B R A0 Ak et
HIUE Moy (WP, CP) I T BESEREATIN. X T Bl TS F, LMoy (WP, CP) AR R AN
Sk RN R AL R SRS 45 R B FK) H bR R BB, BIARME, X — U S 1 e SRR 45 R 2 B B

THRREMIRARE /1. 58 B HE TR TN, FAT30E BB BEe, RS M E 1
A B AR AR SERRL (W, Cr) J&, T I aC(15) 52 5 O RAS I 75 HH U S AR
Mop (WP,CP) /S| >0 . (15)



AN P BE RS R A, BRATRE B BR A Bl T AREAT EORT RS, Z TR AR 1R A
S A BIGTR AS HH BR AR SRS IR AL, AR P A% G AR KO 75 AT B SR B T

3.4 EBEHERBIARIE

He BT SCHEH A TRSRAAL IR SR A A S A A MU L AT R A, JRATIAS B T B it i A 3R HE
%, HERSEE R I T

Bk 1 BRI SRR

Require: X,;a>0,8>0,0 > 0;

Ensure: RIHBI (W, ct),(W2,C?), -, (WT,CT)}, EBEMAERIMY, M2, MT )
BIgaAk: A THEOE TS R ae i EcR kY, R @) R @e) TR RERER (Wi ot) ;
for p=2:T7 do

kP = kp—1;
iRm0 E we, or);
Mopt = M(WP,CP);
if Mopt/|SP| > 6 then
HHTHRBOE TR S (AR H R R
i3 (2) R () EF TR (we, CP);
end if

end for

FikH 2 Ko, 8, ORI HBUEKI T B ARBEE 5 10 SUSER, XELLCE B ] iR L IUE. 7ERIRMG 2
AU EIR I DL T, — R/ o = 8, B 15 BUR AN (i 22 7 o5 BCE AR, M OEUE AT BB — 2R 51
Fef 150 B 1 P9 AR Bt ATk, SRR R E MR RS, TR [ B 11 A B 1 4R SR SR AT 1 ML 24 B
A, PRI, A R A M A PO B RS 2, MW RIAZAE W20 AHE.

SE IR AR O (i 57) kt) BRI R 0 SRR EOR G P, S5 T
e, TR TR, H 5 007 5 -6 R 5 200 1
. ke, SN T RIS AR ATREEO (N/T+ ) k) S N ORI PR R HL ST
L, SR BB RS 570 JE o A4 A5 ) SR T B AT

4 HERERSH

FEGFFE G, FRATRI 3 Bl St A SRR FIE A AT TR0k, JF 5 — LA Hkdt
1T 7 b8, 45:CluStream!, StreamKM!| Denstream'?, ClusTred!3, StrAP! L A Entropy based
FCM?8!, Mot CluStream 5% IS 505 N: VIIEL s B Init Number = |SP|, Wi%EEg = 10 x k,
KNAHZHLE = 2, HMMHRMERRES = 300; StreamKM VL ARSI M = |SP|; DenStream 5
B BELE N Init Number = |SP|, ZEHE TN = 0.25, KR REe = 16, IAURMEL = 10,
HERMES = 0.2; ClusTree ik S N AEM TR AE A BEAM = 3, Mm-S & BEE
AL = 1000, B SHE T8 = 2; StrAPFIETSEE N: VI S E L Init Number = |SP|, BSHERI{EHe &
VIR BRSO /RSP ER RS, B A7 IR KA M = 100, Page Hinkley Wl iR B {E A = 0.01; En-
tropy based FOMELIEF AR Bum = 2, B ER B ey, = 0.25; AL P SHREH N o = 2,
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Figure 1 The distribution of the synthetic data stream

B =1/2,0=5. SLEAEFAMIPC FLE Nintel Core i7-4790 3.60G HzALH 23 FISGB N 17, Windows 7 #1E
R4, 7 EAEF HIMATLAB R2012b%% 5 FliE4T.

4.1 {FERERST

N T SRR MR SRR A I R 0 SRS R AT VA, 707 S R BRATE A T A N T E
BRI FUI A, N B 4 R 2 T RO v 0T 23 A 149 R DA B — BB B AL 23 A 10 W 75 s 3 ) 28 ok,
Fi+20000 M Fdid 5%, WELFTR. FOEHEEL B 7R HUCE KDD ArchiveJKDD-CUP 99%¢
i & FlForest-Cover Type ¥4 5. KDD-CUP 9% 4 &2 f5c YR T MITAK 15 S5 5 ) — TN AR A I o7
I H, 03 T 9S8 B (8] )4 TCP M2 e A R 0 v v 508, 07 LS AR R P 88 L 4t st AT I
HTBL X JE A HE S PN EE 7> £95,000,0005% HEREC 3% 1 Y11 2558 F12,000,000 4% 10 35 AR 4.
A ERCRE 2N ENE, Hpsa M EAEYE, 18 M AR, X SERHC bR N IEH
(normal) B (attack) , For S H S AL S 4R E26: DOS, R2L, U2RLLEPROBING. 2%
AT SCR [10], FRATTAEA; ELSE6 A A FH T R 4510 34N BUE ML JE V. Forest-CoverType Hidi 4 KR
T-US Geological Survey (USGS) F1US Forest Service(USFS)* {7127 W48 E Z AR I VY F e B X 35k 119
MR, Hd 4R L 15 58,1012 5% 10 53¢, IX Uit Sk e 284 43 N TAR SR AL, R S WL 1 57 A B 5.4 b o 27 A
HAEJE M, 10/ B AL R A 05 LS.

4.2 HIBRBEBEITMN

TR BRI R BE AT VA, FRATTIN T 30U #8472%): a) Accuracy(AC), b) Preci-
sion(PE), c)RecallRE). X THHIEEX, SNKREIET RN ZEE, C = {C1,Co, - O} RIRH:
RREERINRRGER, P = (P, P, P }RORXTEIRIRA 7T, Ny = |Ci 0 P|RRK
IrCi PRI BB, NoC RN RBUE, NP RN S8R, SRR PR R bR E X
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Figure 2 Proposed algorithm on synthetic dataset: 4th sliding window. (a) StUSPuU--- 8% (b) Clustering in Ch

T

1 k K

AC = = N; 16
N;gljx j (16)
1o H-{Cf(N”

PE= - S . 1
k; , (17)

RE = - = . 18
k; N, (18)

4.2.1 TAJMLERELER

PATE Sk NG e 4270 HION40 N Bl 745, 810 15 tH500 M REA mA G, X e A s i 8
AFRIER]. NI FEI e IR I, Bt B FUE I [0 & R, A TR X R — N [
F1. R ARSI 0 B i AT SR 2R 40t 127 BEIBEG T 3544~ 2884 525 LA SR 40 TR ik
o R PAE A 7 ARG DL Al B T A AL SRR A . 2 B T 884 AR Bk 5 B it b A
Ao AitHHL(K2a), LLEKTEEAN TR BEAT A A R (12b). WA, ASCHEE RGBT A IR H
KEhHy. R, Bl I 7RI (3a), B T RN KRG R T AR, AR RE
RO X PSR, IR BT IR A1 (3b). FESE25 MBI T D rh, FARS® I 1737 i i 23 A 28
M (4a), JEA RGBS FRE M, ASCTTERE A BORIIZ — 2y, @3 & O A BEA T B 2R
RENH RSB (4b). 5%t T feJa — B BIE 1A FERREE I (K5a), DURBEA Bt i 2%
AR (Esb). Rl E 0t L Elsb AME1, AT RUE H 73 A0 7 K 2 8] H AR A AR PR R H R

BleZzl 1 EIR0H A SCEAAER MEZh & 1 RIS RIS L.t mTn, AR Bt 401
bl R h, ASCHESAS IR FE AR AL Tk, R FEAL A8 AN R SR 25 Hodls 1 B 3R K
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Figure 3 Proposed algorithm on synthetic dataset: 8th sliding window. (a) S* U S? U--- 8%; (b) Clustering in S®
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Figure 4 Proposed algorithm on synthetic dataset: 4th sliding window. (a) S* U §2 U ---§%%; (b) Clustering in S§2°

R R A BEAR, RN ATt L 1 T SR A, — e AR A S AE )1
X736 2% 5y 52 B W 75 R )

4.2.2 BEABELLK

TR, FRATT23 3 N I B SR A0 L S B HE S ) & P VR M SR M B AT T 4R B L. K14
TIXEEEVEAE N TER AL EXTIE B0 a1 B SR A R AP R RS, X e T LA, 7R
T, CluStreamStreamKM B VLK B ZEMEE 2] E 52, ClusTree, StrAPFIDenStream
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Figure 5 Proposed algorithm on synthetic dataset: 40th sliding window. (a) Clustering in $%°; (b) The overall clustering
results
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Figure 6 Clustering accuracy on each sliding window for the synthetic data set

oI % B RS I SR 25 BRI AR A, A T AR B R P TR R, (B IR VR R R 2
PR AEES, — Lo SR P se MR s e e 4, A R R B R IS A MR AT SRR S, B R
IR, IR IER B AT AR TE B B B HOR. Entropy based FCM AMIUAS SRV FIAS b ¢ i 1
R EAIA RIS I DRI R 70, 72— EREE _EHIgy 1R REm. [FINy, A SRR T im0 3R .
FEE, X EER W T —J7 ARG NE BRLI R, T8 i g d B S el SE ko9 —J7 ke 2k
AR 7> A E R A AR & 7E R — DA B brrh, AT IR A5 A.

NT ttf&%ﬁﬁ@:ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁ%i%%%ﬁ%, ?ﬁﬂ‘]y\KDD—CUP’99$ﬂForest-CoverTyp€W‘j/l\§i
5 T o3 ) Bl AN B 1A, 4R B A AN R R AR RE IR 1000/ 0T SA4) 1, B 128 (1 FAR A R
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Table 1 The results of different clustering methods on the synthetic data set

Index CluStream StreamKM DenStream ClusTree StrAP Entropy based Our algorithm

FCM
AC 0.8874 0.9085 0.9281 0.9182 0.9122 0.9285 0.9441
PE 0.8946 0.8924 0.9332 0.9116 0.9053 0.9306 0.9406
RE 0.9045 0.8938 0.9147 0.9269 0.9164 0.9298 0.9342

*2 HETEMEFEEIER

Table 2 The construction of each subset sampled from real-world data

Category label Subsetl Subset2 Subset3 Subsetd Subset5 Subset6 Subset?7 Subset8 Subset9 Subsetl0

Classl 200 100 100 400 300 300 500 200 300 300
Class2 200 100 200 200 300 100 100 100 400 200
Class3 200 200 300 100 200 300 200 400 100 200
Class4 200 300 100 100 100 200 100 200 100 100
Classb 200 300 300 200 100 100 100 100 100 200

TR 2R, L5 N EFIFRZNT T KDD-CUP 99K 4 48 I H LR S A7 4 HERRIR S i 47
W28 T Forest-Cover Type B i 52 )& M 7R R TS 55 8 R B A5 AN R hp2s. TEXTIX B 14
HEAT SRS, FATE Jeie O b — AT HEAE R — & [ (last window), H-B B HI A fE oL O, M
RTHEAFCHEI—EN AT & (new window), BTG HUARRL. 535 25 RS 124 e
BT — & SR A IS U0 B B AT SR 3, SRS A I~V 350K B R 3 IR AP/ i E A
FIER, SO AERT— B HRIAS RIS 0 A6 G0 T 3RA5 0035 B 11 A B SR8 45 SRAEKES BE MRS SE 1k J7 TR
T HAR R

P El"], AN BHKDD—CUP’997Fl]Forest—CoverTypeﬁTE%ﬁ’%‘] ﬁﬁ*ﬂfﬂ?ﬁiﬁﬁi!ﬁméﬂﬁ?&oﬁ,
BRI 20/ M BN & DRI — RV T8, B0 8dE 7R BARENRE 6. 48dE TR K
R 73931791000, 3000150000, FATLLEL T ) LA SR SRFLIRAL IX LBt b 10 T SN L, L R
N5, IR EE IR, A b HAR O T SR 0702, B SR I S MG FE AR 8 M AEAN R RUE TR 3))
& A P

4.3 BREBANEETMN

TEXT U AT S AR I 70 T inF, e 75 S Bt A (0 A DN 50 P e IR R R R B R VAN 3R
KT B BN RE e bR 2 —, ZE M IRATTR FHKDD-CUP 99 K5 45 0 & Fh B vt S8 2 B0 (O ME & A
TUKS P2 3EAT i, R 30 & DO BE SRR 7 i — RV B A BENLR G540 o A I 8E 745, 0l 27
IR A1000, 3000F15000 PALH AN [F] IR B . fEKDD-CUP 99K 46, FITA (19 9 2% S 4 43
DNCTEH A SZH PRI, Y 4 Tt — R R B AR g 5y — PR, A L T
BR. - MNEEE O )E, o AR AR AR SRR, IATA AR — A DN B —
AN DA BT 10% 8% SR @ kA T A8, RIIXHAE DI TSER. € XW&EDr =
[dz1,dps, - -+, dep IEREAR R LR IMSERRE, Hidr, = 1RREpMENE O RA T BEEE
¥, Blldr, =0, 1 <p<T. &Dx' = [da'y,da’s, -, do' 7|7~ IEIT LIRS RS MATL I SRAF (1) %% 1
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Table 3 The clustering results of different algorithms on the KDD-CUP’99 data set

The last Index CluStream StreamKM DenStream ClusTree StrAP  Entropy based Our algorithm
window FCM
AC 0.8525 0.8461 0.8733 0.8645 0.8856 0.8671 0.9133
Subset1 PE 0.8328 0.8547 0.8664 0.8629 0.8748 0.8563 0.9241
RE 0.8263 0.8484 0.8653 0.8454 0.8734 0.8514 0.9177
AC 0.8247 0.8236 0.8714 0.8475 0.8503 0.8570 0.9033
Subset2 PE 0.8016 0.8277 0.8553 0.8338 0.8480 0.8322 0.8947
RE 0.8172 0.8339 0.8628 0.8504 0.8331 0.8438 0.9035
AC 0.7277 0.7174 0.8326 0.8220 0.8464 0.8346 0.9066
Subset3 PE 0.7164 0.7452 0.8406 0.8347  0.8206 0.8421 0.9127
RE 0.7253 0.7283 0.8343 0.8392 0.8311 0.8384 0.8936
AC 0.8065 0.8159 0.8182 0.8166 0.8330 0.7092 0.9076
Subset4 PE 0.8272 0.8146 0.8253 0.8243 0.8265 0.6957 0.8918
RE 0.7943 0.8060 0.8207 0.8307  0.8223 0.7144 0.8960
AC 0.8166 0.8023 0.8346 0.8217  0.8356 0.8296 0.9012
Subsetb PE 0.8227 0.8275 0.8105 0.8255 0.8344 0.8376 0.9044
RE 0.8181 0.8282 0.8331 0.8274 0.8295 0.8339 0.9057
AC 0.6514 0.6918 0.8013 0.8244 0.8692 0.8135 0.9125
Subset6 PE 0.7022 0.6742 0.8252 0.8657  0.8506 0.8324 0.9073
RE 0.6758 0.7065 0.8546 0.8114 0.8342 0.8316 0.9088
AC 0.8123 0.7973 0.8103 0.8562 0.8801 0.7059 0.8942
Subset7 PE 0.8246 0.8055 0.8220 0.8666 0.8533 0.6993 0.8975
RE 0.8060 0.8076 0.8048 0.8445 0.8595 0.6985 0.9011
AC 0.7024 0.7262 0.8365 0.8571 0.8340 0.8146 0.9023
Subset8 PE 0.7156 0.7004 0.8254 0.8055 0.8172 0.8243 0.9102
RE 0.7007 0.6995 0.8332 0.8229 0.8108 0.8212 0.9088
AC 0.8317 0.8248 0.8766 0.8298 0.8007 0.7135 0.8964
Subset9 PE 0.8484 0.8127 0.8578 0.8554 0.8284 0.7267 0.9034
RE 0.8206 0.8557 0.8446 0.8204 0.8216 0.7091 0.8992
AC 0.8247 0.8236 0.8786 0.8714 0.9035 0.8442 0.9130
Subset10 PE 0.8016 0.8277 0.8895 0.8662 0.8976 0.8476 0.9226
RE 0.8172 0.8339 0.8842 0.8685 0.8866 0.8336 0.9114

N HTERIROL. ARSI A3 R bR B it 3R 2R 75 VR ML S A A A B EAT PR YR (precision,

PD), A [H% (recall, RD) LA M fhi 2 ¥ B (Euclidean distance, ED). XYE45 45 E LU F:

PD:|

{dz, ==1ANd2', ==1,1<p < T}

RD:|

|{d$/p ==11<p< T}|

{dz, ==1Nda',==1,1<p < T}

{dz, ==1,1<p< T}

(19)

(20)
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Table 4 The clustering results of different algorithms on the Forest-CoverType data set

The last Index CluStream StreamKM DenStream ClusTree StrAP  Entropy based Our algorithm
window FCM
AC 0.8642 0.8556 0.8703 0.8664 0.8684 0.8572 0.9025
Subset1 PE 0.8836 0.8541 0.8552 0.8358 0.8729 0.8660 0.9148
RE 0.8855 0.8632 0.8686 0.8451 0.8653 0.8534 0.9112
AC 0.8306 0.8381 0.8463 0.8774 0.8805 0.8348 0.8974
Subset2 PE 0.8577 0.8106 0.8331 0.8426 0.8430 0.8556 0.9025
RE 0.8742 0.8227 0.8276 0.8514 0.8442 0.8283 0.9011
AC 0.8246 0.8252 0.8264 0.8106 0.8546 0.8152 0.8940
Subset3 PE 0.7859 08411 0.8361 0.8368 0.8353 0.8364 0.8962
RE 0.8114 0.8243 0.8221 0.8005 0.8471 0.8377 0.9077
AC 0.7556 0.7431 0.8033 0.8332 0.8341 0.7621 0.9034
Subset4 PE 0.7187 0.7457 0.8216 0.8140 0.8218 0.7559 0.8973
RE 0.7228 0.7264 0.8113 0.8225 0.8115 0.7415 0.8864
AC 0.8341 0.8351 0.8678 0.8557  0.8641 0.8253 0.9112
Subsetb PE 0.8205 0.8146 0.8842 0.8622 0.8850 0.8411 0.8978
RE 0.8332 0.8334 0.8635 0.8787  0.8746 0.8127 0.8741
AC 0.8210 0.8314 0.8712 0.8746 0.8841 0.8304 0.9072
Subset6 PE 0.8452 0.8082 0.8736 0.8663 0.8734 0.8220 0.9115
RE 0.7966 0.8140 0.8559 0.8702 0.8833 0.7857 0.8996
AC 0.7159 0.6742 0.7936 0.8354 0.7884 0.7026 0.8831
Subset7 PE 0.6687 0.7018 0.8014 0.7944 0.8021 0.6775 0.9004
RE 0.6934 0.7229 0.7993 0.8326 0.7935 0.6812 0.8918
AC 0.8475 0.8417 0.8438 0.8559 0.8414 0.8361 0.9155
Subset8 PE 0.8352 0.8345 0.8330 0.8673 0.8378 0.8544 0.9037
RE 0.8068 0.8441 0.8541 0.8509 0.8558 0.8272 0.8977
AC 0.7463 0.7229 0.8245 0.7936 0.8267 0.7145 0.9011
Subset9 PE 0.7170 0.7552 0.8309 0.8177 0.8335 0.7433 0.9008
RE 0.6524 0.7018 0.8262 0.8006 0.8064 0.7706 0.8944
AC 0.8046 0.8213 0.8664 0.8265 0.8768 0.8391 0.9140
Subset10 PE 0.7559 0.8176 0.8413 0.8445 0.8712 0.8464 0.9039
RE 0.8211 0.8224 0.8476 0.8406 0.8553 0.8017 0.8988
ED = /| Dz — Dz'|? (21)

H A $Rbr P DA RDR B STHR [30], EATTHEDB R R B 388 U AL ) Pk el i, EDRI Tt
BB L S BB A AL 1 DU R S B T 2 O ML S AL 1% L I AR 22 5 1, B D BB N 3R B AGHI
BRI TR DU B R U SE G L. 0 B Sk 73 AR BRI [R5 S50 Bl Fr
RN R KRR, BB EREE L = 2, SEHRE O W THEMBN1000 B, HdE

14



* 5 TEEERAEELBBHANKRER LRGHREER

Table 5 The clustering results of different algorithms on the data stream sampled from real-world data

Data set Subset size Index CluStream StreamKM DenStream ClusTree StrAP Entropy based Our algorithm

FCM
AC 0.8133 0.7956 0.8542 0.8401 0.8548 0.8174 0.8846
1000 PE 0.8250 0.8116 0.8557 0.8336  0.8631 0.8028 0.8933
RE 0.7143 0.7652 0.8361 0.8475  0.8442 0.7734 0.8641
AC 0.8362 0.8268 0.8630 0.8362  0.8652 0.8257 0.9013
KDD-CUP’99 3000 PE 0.8445 0.8413 0.8441 0.8573  0.8546 0.8556 0.9120
RE 0.8233 0.8030 0.8572 0.8442 0.8471 0.8393 0.9181
AC 0.7819 0.7647 0.8064 0.8774 0.8637 0.8186 0.8974
5000 PE 0.8176 0.8207 0.8144 0.8746  0.8822 0.8335 0.9063
RE 0.7484 0.7903 0.8132 0.8821  0.8506 0.7840 0.8848
AC 0.8362 0.8485 0.8342 0.8475  0.8646 0.8369 0.9042
1000 PE 0.8501 0.8339 0.8557 0.8395 0.8638 0.8552 0.9117
RE 0.7214 0.7864 0.8476 0.8477 0.8584 0.8004 0.8985
AC 0.8551 0.8530 0.8872 0.8662 0.8763 0.8464 0.9133
Forest-Cover 3000 PE 0.8468 0.8671 0.8805 0.8743 0.8671 0.8516 0.9253
Type RE 0.7704 0.8269 0.8623 0.8777  0.8796 0.8284 0.9070
AC 0.8436 0.8224 0.8401 0.8456  0.8862 0.8260 0.9176
5000 PE 0.8145 0.8345 0.8352 0.8379  0.8817 0.8411 0.9144
RE 0.7551 0.7988 0.8445 0.8443  0.8635 0.8164 0.9092

A38NE LURAE T MESER, AT AR IR IR B 3L (19314, [FIBS R A T 13452 brak & A Ak
LERNE D, HED A THACKT. HAR SRR EE RS R I tH 3 7 A A &A% (1 & O,
A B AFFERR 2 R A B 1. JEd b vl i, AR ST V23R A3 T e AR M A A I P52, M s i
P PRI - SRS 93000 FT50008, 28 3C 75 ¥ Re i far il Hh i A 3 S5 AR e e, T oAt S92 475 4%
SREAS I B3 43 R AE MRS R 1 B T, B A 1 SR UL ) 3G X S BV () E DAEEW /. 8 L
®WPD, EDFMRDAE, " LAE HAEIXLE T DRI R, AR SCRIE MRS R A A BEAR T A . 47k
B RIELE = 5,10, 200}, CluStream, StreamKM DL S ClusTree iR SRIEAE IR 2 (R HI B 1, X 8L
F2 T 1% B B AR SE RS 1 A A A DU N B R T bR, 1T 35K b, 7EIR 2100 R IR R R A2
PFHARFH I T MESIEFE. DenStream 5 Str AP S i B s S SBUME SR A, FEAE &
VE RS RIS FE R B IR 77945 T . Entropy based FCMIE I B B35 405 (1) /N F1 e e 7k 2 75
AR, SR TR EE ARSI AT A 1 = R, (ERSINRG B2 AT Bt i, (ER X — vk T
AR SEE, X E O IR SRS BN, VI SMAEA LB = R AR . 206K, fEAFE
IRE A TR E T, ARSCEVEAGRT T L SR 25 .

4.4 EFRITEENH

AFTR S AR AT (A HEAT 1 HURL, XSRS IR RIS AT N W) F= EAL AR AR 2y I A0 S
IREERIAE DRI 1], DL B0 B MR AR R AL SR RIS TR, 14, #E CluStream 53y, 1247 [A] 3 2
FH 15 253 95 (micro-clustering ) AT 2 £ 7% % 25 (macro-clustering) PN 843, EStreamKM &AM, 12
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Table 6 The results of different methods for drifting detection on the KDD-CUP’99 data stream

Number of Window size Index CluStream StreamKM DenStream ClusTree StrAP Entropy based Our
Clusters FCM algorithm

PD 20/62 19/53 25/45 24/50  29/48 21/47 31/44

1000 RD 20/38 19/38 25/38 24/38  29/38 21/38 31/38

ED 7.7460 7.2801 5.7446 6.3246  5.2915 6.5574 4.4721

PD 17/50 15/36 20/41 19/40  20/38 18/33 25/31

k=2 3000 RD 17/25 15/25 20/25 19/25  20/25 18/25 25/25
ED 6.4031 5.5678 5.0990 5.1962 4.7958 4.6904 2.4495

PD 12/35 13/33 14/28 14/29 14/32 13/28 18/26

5000 RD 12/18 13/18 14/18 13/18 ~ 14/18 13/18 18/18

ED 5.3852 5.0000 4.2426 4.4721 4.6904 4.4721 2.6458

PD 18/55 16/50 26/51 20/48  19/45 18/44 30/39

1000 RD 18/38 16/38 26/38 20/38  19/38 18/38 30/38

ED 7.5498 7.4833 6.0828 6.7823  6.7082 6.7823 4.1231

PD 16/45 15/38 17/32 16/40  20/39 16/30 23/29

k=5 3000 RD 16/25 15/25 17/25 16/25  20/25 16/25 23/25
ED 6.1644 5.7446 4.7958 4.7958  4.8990 4.7958 3.0000

PD 11/33 12/32 11/24 13/24  12/27 13/26 18/20

5000 RD 11/18 12/18 11/18 13/18  12/18 13/18 18/18

ED 5.3852 5.0990 4.4721 4.0000 4.5826 4.2426 1.4142

PD 18/52 15/48 22/46 20/50  18/47 20/43 30/37

1000 RD 18/38 15/38 22/38 20/38  18/38 20/38 30/38

ED 7.3485 7.4833 6.2450 6.9282  7.0000 6.4031 2.8284

PD 16/42 13/35 18/37 16/35  20/32 15/30 21/29

k=10 3000 RD 16/25 13/25 18/25 16/25  20/25 15/25 21/25
ED 5.9161 4.9000 5.0990 5.2915 4.1231 5.0000 3.4641

PD 11/27 11/26 12/25 12/26  14/27 11/25 17/20

5000 RD 11/18 11/18 12/18 12/18  14/18 11/18 17/18

ED 4.7958 4.6904 4.3589 4.4721  4.1231 4.5826. 2.0000

PD 16/53 15/43 18/47 16/44  20/46 18/36 29/35

1000 RD 16/38 15/38 18/38 16/38  20/38 18/38 29/38

ED 7.6811 7.1414 7.0000 7.0711  6.6332 6.1644 3.8730

PD 12/48 14/44 15/36 17/35  18/38 16/33 23/27

k=20 3000 RD 12/25 14/25 15/25 17/25  18/25 16/25 23/25
ED 7.0000 6.4031 5.5678 5.0990 5.1962 5.0990 2.4495

PD 13/45 13/38 14/26 13/30  14/24 14/27 16/20

5000 RD 13/18 13/18 14/18 13/18  14/18 14/18 16/18

ED 6.0828 5.4772 4.0000 4.6904  3.7417 4.1231 2.4495
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ATIS TR T PSR Ay 58— Okl D B S 7 A e R (R A oty DA B O 3 B VAL I
X GIANAHRLI A 7EStr AP M DenStream 5% v, 32 S (0] 32 22 ] T 8 AT 4678 LR BT B 15
Sy FCE A S A% A Bl A 5 N BB £ 7EEntropy based FCMAIASC Sk, iz A7 i 1] 32 2 TR 5 uk
SR O, ARRI X GO0 A% (10 35 J8 2. 3RAT TR FHKDD-CUP 99848 S Ak sl B vt , (B S B v
BN E DA E 1000 R R, FEM X LRI RAT AL AR ERIEAT 100K, H-FYiE
AT E i A a5 R, WA R TR, fEREA RS H L € IG O, FENIBAT I (8] 5 8 it
PR AR X or (B A oK. 7 (a) 20t T k=2 & AR ) RS B L IS AT IS TA). 7 (b) 45t
T BRI Y N =100,000 0 5 53200 AN 7] K1) 73 B iRz A7 I 1a). P w2k, o A 0 dhs JAe ok 3
B R RGN, X IS AT I () R E TS, HAEMRE &M AR R R iE AT I A B
BALT HAhH . CluStream, StreamKM FllEntropy based FCMELVELET 8l T 1113055 N 75 BAEREAN 6T
FERINAEAE R, K ARy MBS & AT AR, Ik R EAIMT ALY, T HEntropy
based FCMBLVE T EAERE MG 3) & 1 kAT BB h O ISR & BE P AR BURTHBL B, A6 9% (134T I 1A) f
+: StrAPHIDenStream FLi% I B sk IIATL ) BE 7L % B ARG I bR AR /- i M5 5., — e R B F3AK it
SR, (Bl T ARE TS BRAEAC B R T3 SR ORAF 1A B R e 0 P st s o, S BEH 7 v SRR
TR ClusTree FLIEAI Y 2 R G5 K 4 4P B Vi 4 22445 I8, 38 e fef ity s 28 1 o S 2 5 L o B
TRIFEBURACE; A SCEVEF R ) & DR BRI 22— RV T4, BT EAHE O s 1%
BEATIEARALEE, FT 75 384T I [A] f /.

(a) (b)
7 AEZRIETE IS AT .

Execution times of different clustering algorithms. (a) Execution times of clustering algorithms with

different data stream sizes; (b) Execution times of clustering algorithms with different cluster numbers

4.5 TEFiE=E&A S

FATEFHIKDD-CUP 99 $t s S} J LRSI AT I o P A7 2 [V HEAT 1 PR, EUAEE R AN B8 e
. P8(a) gt T AR R B k=2 A SRR AN R U A Bt It AT SRS T o5 A0 A 8], 1I8(b) 4
T BTSN N=100,0000 AN FIFEECR W€ T A 50ERT S AE i a8, 7T UG Y, FEAFZ&AF T A
RIS AT I A I A 2 (8 el I LG Bl PR A AR AR AU, X s T RIE R 2
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TRAFAEANIT S B 1 o R SRS A 2 i B 1 P Aot &, B S0P 5 A0 2 ) = 2 5 1 3 2 1
H e TR BT 5K

(a) (b)
8 ANIFI SRS T o FH A 2 1)

Memory usages of different clustering algorithms. (a) Memory usages of clustering algorithms with

different data stream sizes; (b) Memory usages of clustering algorithms with different cluster numbers.

5 i

AT T — R B R R R TTIE, 207153 T i K AR L IR IR B g (A2, ] =%
FORTII BN T O P BESRAT BE LUK T 1 T SRS (1 22 57, SR AE AR R SR A SR AR (R 00 T 24T
MBS AL, X T IR REA AR B N FE SRR AIE, ERRIR 2 B O R SRR R Sk, DA
G BRI SR A R B A D A AN BRI AESEIR M, AT GG Bedis B R sk
BRSBTS R MR REEAT T 4 A sl M, SCIR A R INZ SR R L - ML R A S
FECL KA AR BRI T BAT BB S RN RS ER S, ZSE TR L B 7 2O,
o, A% Lo A0S J L PRI AR SE B A 2 TR, AT DA et [ 24 it g 9kt — 2D B
REAF &, MO, RSOTEIE TR, 1EN—FhKK-means ik, HIRFKIERER 5 ZRIFE MG
TEARBIFER. D RIZ T, R — P A P 2l SRR L AR T Hetth 3R S50, Bl n S 1)

IR RS R
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Abstract An optimization model based on the fuzzy maximum entropy method is proposed in this paper for
the data stream evolving clustering problem. In the model, the fuzziness and effectiveness of cluster partition
are described by fuzzy membership and information entropy respectively, based on what, the optimization object
function is defined. In the sliding window, the clustering processing of data subset is construed as a optimiza-
tion problem. In this way, the inner structural feature can be depicted effectively, and the continuity between
contiguous windows is preserved simultaneously. The solution of the optimization problem is used as the basis
of concept drift detection, as a result, the validity of detection result is guaranteed, and the variation trend of
cluster structure can be easily captured. In the simulation, some artificial and real datasets are used to verify the
performance of the proposed method, and some existing evolving clustering algorithms are introduced to compare
with our algorithm for the testing purposes. The simulation results demonstrate the validity of the developed
algorithm. Under the same conditions, the new method is superior to other clustering algorithms with respect to
the accuracy of clustering and concept drift detection, as well as it saves the computational efforts and memory
usages effectively.

Keywords data stream evolving clustering optimization model fuzzy membership information entropy
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