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An optimization method for CSHG model using entropy function and

Affinity Propagation clustering
Liu Jianjun]) , Xia Shengping]) , Yu Wenxian®’
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Abstract; CSHG ( class specific hyper graph) model is largely influenced by the threshold of the similarity measure
between two graphs. By setting a constraint to fault tolerance of clustering, the similarity measure threshold for initial
optimized CSHG model is obtained using the entropy function defined on CSHG model and the initial optimized CSHG model
is thus constructed. The similarity matrix of FTOG is then created and the most simplified CSHG structure is obtained. In
addition, the redundant graphs in FTOG are detected and deleted using affinity propagation method and the final optimized
CSHG model is acquired. Experimental results demonstrate the reliability and effectiveness.
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SRR B AT R DU O S T AR AL B R A T R
HJ2 X BRI A7 A A A I 25 2 BORAAR K L e H
3 T AR /N B AR R A AR AR A R e — R
PR Y Jm) AR AR AR S JHE 28 1) A Ry O J AR S — A e AR,
AT DL T Ja el 30 ok 2R A 3 BT ok b 45 £ f
RN , anSCk [5 ] 2 T ko DX &1 45 4 1 & 30 43
A R AR H AR 8 43 Z 18] 1 JLAT O¢ &, Sck [6 ] 1
BAZ S AN GRS 3 — 5k bl K 45 (H 2 X s g
7S [ SR T A W 7 S o N A N e =i
0L o

R T A AR X AR A% A A R R AR A B AT S
ik, SCER [7 ] DL BIR 9 R R 28 HF AR 22 #
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5 J A PR R AT A A S T AL 3 LR 1 PR A T
L P P 22 TR) AR S 28 D AR50 ) 256 T e P A 7R
(CSHG) , 347 H bn g B, X K B B b i 1 g
KIS T AR WLER T . A CSHG A 25 i 72
Hh Ja P PETARARL P 0 6 0] A5 B )1 R 4 R B AT B 250
Wi, 7E DR UE CSHG #5121 5 A M 19 25 10 T, AR SCF)
FH CSHG A1 |- SR R BOR 1 He Ak P 455 7
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(4 SIFT FRAE , A o o P8 k47 DT BE 3R 53 45 b 31 Y
REAE o DT8R 8 BB B A2 e STFT 4 AF 2 — Fift 25
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N P,EXUNT 3 N2 IEHEHR  precision(p) ,recall ()
Ll J F-measure (f) :

p{Rfl g+,g_f = TP/(TP + FP) (4)

rR | g ,g | =TP/P (5)

SR 1 g g} . — (6)
T ’ 1/p + 1/7

SebR £ R AE T IE KR A ¢ B0 A 1
SR PR AR g B K78 E) 9 CSHG 4 R
Co le" | ER L

E{C, | =—[Z)%p,logp,% (7)
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{ELI , CSHG A5 A4 5 AT 85 iy 14 2R S MEAf 1, A A0 oty
SHRBLZH FTOG R R, ¥ E A B/ BUE
B, CSHG 5 7Y (1) 28 288 v i M B R AIG, A B8 mh FTOG
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R, fi15 CSHG BRI & — & /Y R 2 ko vk, B />
1 — &, [F] I CSHG 52 #) BLAG A i i 454 o
2 (7) B4 PR BB S B T CSHG B AU rh FTOG
RRMEI L [>1 - EMET (7)1
H bR BB e /IMEL Y B R 2 W A FRATT R Y I R
I {8 R 75 21 (1) CSHG RS B K &7 i 454, RA
{Rﬂ = max | arg min& | C, | |

(9)
s.t. fIR. 1l gr,g7l >1-¢

L b AE CSHG LA 73 [n] o iff 2 0l J — 5
PERZAF T, K ] CSHG L8 4F vhl 28 FTOG
R RIE (Algorithm 1) 25104

1) &5 CSHG 5 A 73 [l i 4 3 48 AR f 09 19 (B
1-¢,

DAEREEAE R, TR AR B E T REAE M
CSHG BRI f RN ELC, |4 f>1 —8,563) 45 f<
1 -o, & %BMH R, EHEFERME R, >R, HE
WS> 1 — e, I LR ILE R R BUE E 1 C, |

3) W/ EIE R, I 0 SR BE T BRI SRR
BREUE ELC, |, ELC, JIKEIR/NHTRE f>1 -6
BB R, B BT SR i B AH, 0L B ME R, 4510 T 44

F () CSHG KLY ELA K a7 10 4544

Algorithm 1 H1,CSHG #i8 / fif i FTOG E &
HLA HF W BE R, X B9 CSHG #5550 25 4 3 A &
EAB R0 . A RYE FTOG R 2 ALk i — 2 el 22
FLE FTOG R 2y A LM B A R,, JF & JF X 8k
FTOG RAEJ5 , RABUEMPESRM f>1 - e IR,
WU AT L) FH 3ok o SEVAELZ A0 A5 B 5K 7 1) CSHG A5 7Y
G5k o

XF T Algorithm 1 453 2 () CSHG BRI, F6 1] &
M % CSHG BRI A7 FTOG 22 [ f1% A {81 B2 4 1 11
il

M= [s,],., (10)
Krps, =rr}3x(R(Gi,Gj>>,R(Gi,GjbbEhit(l)%
S JE G, Gz T R A LM E R G e
FT0G, ,G, e FTOG, ,FTOG,, \FTOG, J& CSHG £ %1
FAEE WA FTOG R, R KA1 B B M
JUER W B KAE s,.., IF Rt s, X R B FTOG,, il
FTOG, ,I§ 4 L FTOG, #1 FTOG, i i 4F — J@ ¥ 18 Jy
Wite R B P, LA s, R AL R (E AT SR 2R
FTOG,, #1 FTOG ¥ <& Jf . a1k FTOG, f1 FTOG, &
IR A3 BN HT Y CSHG BTG f> 1 - o, B R
HE £ C L HE— 250N I8 2 M ) CSHG A7 2
WA ALY CSHG #EAIZE R . TEHT ) CSHG B AL 1%
AT XA, H AW E FTOG & I 1 440, 4%
215 B i fA 19 CSHG #5 R 45 Ky, 3 F ik, 1
Algorithm 1 15 2| 9] &5 4% & (9 CSHG #% Y (1% JE il
bR AT T B CSHG £ ) 45 #y A B A 1k
( Algorithm 2) .
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2) 154529 CSHG fAI FTOG AP Z
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3) FEARRLEFE M M, 0 B KAE s, %0 1Y
FTOG, #1 FTOG, , LA s,.. A J& ¥ & A Lo B A, LA
FTOG, .FTOG, i 4F — J& 1 18 S 3 20 ih s ok &1 3k
TRIE S RH Y CSHG AL

4) 7 H O CSHG KL R f Fi1 i pR % (E
E{C, | HWRS>1 -, H ELC, | 22/, WARAF 5
CSHG A, %5871 CSHG B 5% 2) ; # f<1 - &,
gz

5) 4 F A% A L CSHG KSR |k AR B
CSHG H AR Sy £ 7 () CSHG 7Y
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6 ) % i f 7 A9 CSHG BEARY
2.2 % FTOG H T RE B

BB AR R CSHG BERIYI R 58 )i, Hoh iy
e B2 FTOG & A TUA Y B L 18], iX 28904
) JE LR 5 CSHG B RY (5 5 R B A7 23 [] , T
FEBR X B TUAR Y & PE I IF A 2 52 R CSHG A8 7 i1
) K2 A N T PR RE N, A X BR FTOG
HETC A R R X BRI E & e (AP) X
KU IR FTOG g AR TUAY R PR O £ 1%
TUAR B R

TEGAEHE (AP) R — PR AT IE W R e
T A fr 2R 09 Bl A MO e iy R 280
(exemplar) , i 43 75 LB 5500 9 5 00 0 2% 1 A%
RREZBLEMELR, ERELR D, BB NE
SRR 1 — B S O o — A E i SR 28
Hl SR SRR R . Zad SR AR, B 20 58 RO HE 2 1Y
%k,

AP B0 DLECHE s 22 o] A AR ARLEE s (i, k) 2H Y
TR S VE Rk A Bk I8 4T I N T BB BOE R R
B, B i 10) Z 8 (preference) s (k, k) B (EH 2072
REREH . AP S 5E ST MR 7R B 5] AL %
15 B, 20 3 AU (responsibility) f5 &L r(i, k) Al
M (availability) (5 8 a (i, k) , E 120 HIARHE T X
PEAT B3R -

r(i k) «—s(ik) - . ?Lak);k{ a(i k') +s(ik')}

(11)

a(ik) «—min{0,r(k,k) + 2 max{0,r(i",k)}}

L tig ik

(12)

A 3 id& FH M (self-availability ) 375 7 404 &0 & 1E N
KT E AR AR N TR

a(k,k)HMZ kmax%O,r(i',k)} (13)

VLS LG AT — B i, AR r(iLk) +
a (i, k) WU R AE P50 23 kgt 2 B0 o i i 2R3k
Mo A i=k, WERREE S ARG R— IR TN,

1£ CSHG B iy oty B 28 FTOG h, DL H v
(1 JE PR S AP Bk RIS B o5, LR P 1 A
IPERE S AH R(G,, G,) ME B8 s 2 ] i AR AL EE , 20
WAL A B S, IR B R R 10 S8 s (kL k) o
R AP B B2 58 UE 18 B 0 B0 SR 2
FTOG FHETUARJE K . LBk FTOG It JE kA,
PR AR TUARE MR, X R4S 2 TR AT 1Y FTOG

e S

g5 b HET AP R FRE T ) FTOG B KA A
(¥ 553k (Algorithm 3) 5B Ky

D) w1t fe, AR (1) 13 8] FTOG gt =~
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ML SR S, 358 FTOG w454 J& 1 [ 9 ffi 1] 2
$s(k k) BER RN EFE 1 (k) =0 FiE
G B o' (ik) =0,

2) fRFEAE B AE S BRI (1) —(13) 3
7R T, M0 I AR b SR 5 1 R AR, AR A
R 215 8 RUE A 18 00 R 200 2 A T e PR (g 28 o
OB VEIR IE 5 2 b0 i B

3) 0 075 0 1 28 o R 7 O R, R W
VU g A B ) 2 8 p A, T HEAT AP SRR AR, B
I BRIl R R

% CSHG #8454~ FTOG 58 2 45 5% FH 1% 77
53 AR TOA 8 M I, e 245 5 T A 1R 7 FTOG
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3 EXR

3.1 ZIHEE

I &5 5 4045 53 536 i FI1% , i 26 &% 5k [
i 500 280 H AR, H A 45 Coil- 100 4 4 iy
50 K HPR, B BEWA 72 i EE, 3 3 600 iHEE,
kECHR[12]d iy 8 2K Hir, 3k 161 IEE &, LA &
FATTIB A/ 55 Hh 49 775 g G, 38 4 I 25 B o B
WE LR, XA RIS, MRS SCHER (9] Y
T BRI T I R A A fil SIFT HEAE 41, 5256
I & 0 A2 fid SIFT HRAE A5 A9 20 i 2 18 40
RORET AR SE VAN O A o e B Sl [ N £
2 ILBLELT 2 140 000 4~ SIFT 5 4F , &7 T 53 536
AEPEE . BTN R A 1) SIFT FRAE, F AT 2k
T —HREA 25334 ASHF45 A RSOM M,
XFE L (a) H1 10 28 HAR (SCH AR B A, —A,)
DL 1(b) H iy 8 EHFR (XN B,—Bg) , 3k
A SCH 2 Wik, 4 548 28 T ek
CSHG #7Y , LL R A Ak 9 CSHG A5 B X6 17 1) 4 R £k
0 E R UMM bR £ FaE 04 R P B B
YR, 128 B s 09 EURAE e 2 R, oAb BT A 28
MR AE R T 2SR . SCrb S8 & fE MATLAB 3
K ,2 GB NFE,2. 14 GHz W33 30471 .
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Fig. 1  Part of objects for training and testing

T30S T ARSCR I R A . X T (a)
(10 28 H AR A 1145 00 o 307 16 P R ARL £ MR 7 3R
f B A I A 7 22 AL 0. 03,0. 04.,0. 05 Bl AL 2% HC
B 0 R E T 6 MR Y PR, 10 28 H BR At 5k
4320 WR PR, 4 S EE 5 1o XM 1(b)8 A~ H
X R SCHR [ 12 ] ity I 181 45, R A 3= T2 7 1%
o T AR R IR E RS BT L A9 DI, ST i 3 TR
Berp 3oy T 78 A H bm X8, 4 R K 4R 2

X R A 1 R GR HE £E 2 b Y R AR AR 4l S
BRL7 )R 0r k8 28] 7 e AT B s ., T H bR
P P fig il 3
3.2 i1k CSHG #HE h FTOG #E

KA 2.1 35 Y Algorithm 1 A1 Algorithm 2 75
BT EMR HER A, —A,, #1 B, —Bg Xf R (1t 4 CSHG
R 1) 905 R (B B A [0 9 0 R 48 A S, S 0 4
W 1—4 FiR,

R1 A —AGERHEEPFINMAL CSHG B3 BT i 4 & BE
Tab.1 Entropy E of the optimized CSHG model of object A,—A , in two algorithms

ﬁ{?t‘ AI A2 A3 A4 AG A7 AS A9 AI()
Algorithm 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.38 0
Algorithm 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.15 0

*2 B,—B, EW#EZXPFINMAL CSHG B 3T 57 1 4 & B &
Tab.2 Entropy E of the optimized CSHG model of object B,—B, in two algorithms

g% B] BZ B3 BS B6 B7 BS
Algorithm 1 0.70 0.28 0.29 0.28 0 0.52 0.17
Algorithm 2 0.47 0.17 0.13 0.12 0 0.32 0.12

K3 A —AFEAMEZREB ML CSHG EEI 3t K #) F-measure
Tab. 3 F-measure of the optimized CSHG model of object A, —A  in two algorithms

ﬁ& A1 A2 AS A4 Aﬁ A7 AR A9 All')
Algorithm 1 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0
Algorithm 2 1.0 0.96 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0

x4 B —B, ERWMEZHBAMMLL CSHG #E XS ) F-measure
Tab. 4 F-measure of the optimized CSHG model of object B,—B, in two algorithms

g& B] BZ B3 BS B6 B7 BX
Algorithm 1 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0
0.94 0.96 0.97 0.96 0.95 0.94

Algorithm 2 1.0
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M1 A AEH, i Algorithm 1 F1 Algorithm 2
7330 CSHG B AL B 7 B AR Ay, X5 I Y 45 eR 2K
HH N 0, X F BN B EBRER 72 18
EIG X S QO A T R 5, A& 1 360° 71 F Y 1]
18, 3X 2 HAR g CSHG fAI i U — /> FTOG R,
MF 2 AT LAF Y, BT B, —B, XA ECE 4 A X T
A —ABAEHERNE S, BN 0 CSHG KB
Hifl & 24 FTOG, Algorithm 1 43 2| 7 4] 4R L 16 #Y
CSHG 5% | Algorithm 2 X} T Algorithm 1 %% iK%k
E— 25N A3 2] T N fAifk i CSHG AR,

M3 AL LUE I, IR R R A e S A ARAH
Ly R, FER I UEw P 32 0 52 e , HoAb i B A5
HRE A BRI ME . K 4 W LUE X

B,—By, fi Algorithm 1 75§ | %] 45 & fk /) CSHG #
AL, Algorithm 2 XJ 4] 4 /i fk i) CSHG 45 A4 i — 2
{87 Ak B A 20 B Al 2 1 R 3 A 43 H AR CSHG A%
RIHR X 86 H bR Y CSHG #5818 i v Br
B, (FL 3 ) 1 SR S M i P AT SR A 8, RE A TG 2 A TR
i) R 2 A I T
3.3 XBRFTOGC HHTE&EME

FIHARSC 2.2 A5 W07 kG ) FTOG R 25 (1 T
RIBEE, S5 AP BEE Y A 1) 2 50000 4R 1% R A
MRS i, #£5.%£6 Fnanilh A —A, M B —
B, R LB TCAJE P 8 if CSHG #5 f 4 FTOG
ST 00 J M R B R R OT AR T M LS BT Y
B TTA JE P B BB X L

RS5 FBEEEA—A XM CSHG #RAPAIBEEEMS AL
Tab. 5 The number of graphs in CSHG of A,—A, before and after optimization
[zl/fg.{%'ié’ﬂ Al A2 A3 A4 AS Aﬁ A7 AR A9 A]()
A 87 72 72 72 72 72 72 72 72 72 72
LG 34 32 27 34 23 19 23 30 15 32
F6 FEEEIE B,—B, MK CSHG HE G & B EEM ML
Tab.6 The number of graphs in CSHG of B,—B, before and after optimization
@{%Zyéﬂ B] BZ B3 B4 B5 B6 B7 BS
W R 29 20 16 16 16 16 28 20
¥ fai )5 27 19 16 16 16 15 27 18
FELF B R R (9 25 4, A — A, %4~ AL AR CSHG Vp+ 1/
BORSe  AE U A e P 2 R A P BB 130 g e M
x I = N P = N
R

B,—B, mEA A& AR GREL LA 29
A, 3% 2L R Y i M UL P32 AR AR Y
3.4 fEEfEH CSHG RE AT BIRIRA

Xt I3 R He T e B 6 H AR B HE R TRUA AT 1R
NN AR K- 4077 ik A SR 0 ple i £ R0 T
PR N A R Y PR v L DU A PR R
NN SR B HERG SR8 R

AT T Pk )5 B9 CSHG A5 X3 3 55 3 4
1R 4 2 A9 U A 3, DR D i B 4R
2 B PO EE R G SO 12 ] A9 05 i AT T AL IR
HEER I UNZ 7 328 Fron. IR T Al LIE %t
S 1R BIERS R A 0.95 DL L. fER 8
AR SO T i 5 SR [ 12 ] 9 75 36 B A A 0 3R v

®7 MHUEHR CSHG RAX MK EIEE 1 BRI EHE
Tab.7 Recognition ratio for test set 1 using optimized CSHG

)4t 2% A A, A, A, A, A Ag A Ag Ay A
F-measure 0.97 0.95 1.0 0.97 1.0 1.0 1.0 0.98 0.95 0.97
*8 MUEH CSHG MAX MK E iR & 2 RIRA MR E
Tab. 8 Recognition ratio for test set 2 using optimized CSHG
)t 2 B, B, B, B, By Bg B, By
ARk 0.625 1.0 1.0 1.0 0.714 1.0 0.953 1.0
k(13 ] 97 0.625 1.0 1.0 1.0 0.714 1.0 1.0 1.0
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B3 AR AR ST R O 3 AR AT AR R R R
AT HATR . T HAR B, M By IIZREs 4
NG FESY KX 2 H AR B E R R BT

1% @

=

H1 52 B O IR DL R S5 2% B4 AR E R R
W, B AR R R T — A B A b B Y A
CSHG #RISE 5 T AR A T KGR 58 A 22 R Ak 1Y
ELEEE S EDSEPOR AR AR IR SEAL U SE
HATIERLME & RIS CSHG LR it 57 B
AHEL RS T ik CSHG KR 454 /Y )&
P AR AL B9 {8 K A 7 3%, L & L B CSHG 45 7
FTOG R IURIE R B T7 i o R IAS SOy 7 i
P2 T LAY CSHG BERY, el /s 1 4L R0 i o 1) ;A A
2 (6], AR TR A TR KGR BB 5 TR A R o
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