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Abstract: To improve the classification performance of complex data classifier, a classification algorithm
based on the combination of artificial immune system (AIS) and affinity propagation(AP) algorithm is
proposed which combines the global search capability and adaptive recognition of AIS with the capability
of automatically determining the optimal number of data classes of AP. The antibody memory set reflec-
ting the characteristics of data set is obtained by adaptive immune algorithm. Then the optimal number
of clusters of the antibody memory set is obtained using AP algorithm based on cluster validity index,
and a classifier is constructed. Finally, the proposed algorithm is tested on artificial data set and UCI da-
ta set. Compared with artificial immune algorithm and AP algorithm, it has a great competitiveness on
recognition rate and recognition capability. The algorithm also shows good competitiveness compared
with some of the classic classification algorithms.

Key words: artificial immune system; affinity propagation algorithm; K-nearest neighbor algorithm;

classification

O AR 3R I DX 00 B 28 O R A R LA RE A5 il 4SS 28 0 24 O A 3 R A B e R 2K

E&TH:EEARBAES (107800 B B H 5 B/ 5 & HAR BT & 1R (/N =738 (2012AA121602) B )
WH.,

Y5 B H9:2012-04-23; 48T H#A:2012-10-18

BEEE AHEDH WL B HR 1971 4R 4 E-mail: mychu@126. com,



el

it b S — PR N TR ARG S AP Bk i KA BT 233

SRR T AER. B T WE =T
AR NLARERGRGEERE ¥ SIS A2
WA . Cartert 3¢ T —FhFr A Immunos-81 1y 145
gAY, Sy TR B R AR A T 4. B
0L AR T AT Z ) AR TR A 2 RioL ) 61 T
354 207 A G RO A I e R R ) B SRR N AR R
B, Castro ZH Bt T — Bl G0 i3 & 9RO 43 2%
B ARGE , Tk T v e 2 5 28 S R A 82 O 2% Ji
B B 2 B0 AL BRI RN L — B SR 4R 3] ]
U Z2 A~ Rk D) 4R Bk SE B R 4, LIS B B
Ay 2 E g . Sahan U 4R H T TR
THRERGM K IERRETENTRRGE. HT
FEAE 12 Wl i+ EE A IR R R AR TR A
SWTHERR R . B0 A A R S e 4% A Yl
TCH ML AT 25 T N T e 1e r K an . 5 1%
GUAEAHLL R —EWES ST, LA E S,
N LA R 2R G0 © A8 R 1B i 1 T BB AT
FEAEICAC A M H 2 A 2 1 0 BB o R REAS
SEAR R AEEEE . T SO R R L X TG R
AN AR, A SCHE N A R 0 & 40 i L itk 1
I T I 4B % 46 AL ) it o e 4R 1 de T SRS
PR BEIFor 2 .l A A SR Fn UCT dia
LR B I bl AP Bk LN LR H sk
Do — a2 Mk kSRR AT T AR 2 R R WX
TIR BRI KA .

1 BEMZEME

N TR G2 3 T S BE AL A HE g S e =
111 2 & ) 45 Ff N B M SEFR . 2000 4F, de Cas-
tro SR I TN T G g 2K A K IR
S P — /N HUBE (9 P B8 15 9 12 0 6% 1l S5 90 i AL %
a4 » AT 8 BRE K 4l s 446 14 H A [8] I )RR 4
BB SR AE AR B o N T A 9 2% — e el
PURFCAZ ARG . b LSRR 15 20 A7 19 4L
P A s PR O 25 A8 58 0 4 A (L 72 I 4% P 2R B
N — A BRI 5 TH VO AL 20 R Bk 7 A ) T
Wt A i A B SRR AR B B d i B RGE 12 M
2. ASSORE 1 b B B B E SO TR EE & AG
={agi,ag, s ragr) I YU W BLEL . 1t
PN & U 1 AR L AR AR B IS AZ AR SR S MR
TR, B MR 17, ] 6o 328 1oy 25 25
WiE. WA I>1. RGP B IR ERR N
AB={aby ab, .-+ .ab,} +k W) 45 PR A5 ] B B

85, sk ABCAG,

B 95 715 ] H AR AS (8] B RE B AR AR O fe 382 5 F0
J3 K2 SCHR R FH WG B 885 1) B8 880 B3 2R A g L 3
il 7 A Y REA Y B AR 50 A H i Ok i B
FE A 5T R 0 7 22 AR A AR BE A A 1Y
ROR . A SCoR A D) T B AR BRCEG BE B A Ak
R R V= v v s
Vip sttty v ) A8 0 2R O BE S ) i B S A Ak
(L hmsdego, W X g Mo ko fy =
(1+i(vikfvjk)z> 2

2 2
k=1 Up JF “U]_'k

9'U[L}9Vj: {'Ujl ’

o XF T IX R Ay i B 7

S0 AR B BRI S A T

FI IR Coye — 0, )* B ZMIAE 22 30 B AR
A I+ R R A8 3 30 G G B ) SR R ) AR
XXk iE k.

G P 19 28 36 3o 2 A B 0F i A0 ) 0808 R A T
o) E BN L A 2] 2k R A O SOR B i 4R
WO » FJa BPTARICIZ S M 3145 19 27 2 X,
7 73 M 800 A O B SCRRIE 56 42 (0 & T HLMIC g2k .
RNk RE IR IR L STRRVAE SEPC RN /€€
PUEO HEAT U2 DL 8 s i . 2
X G B 27 > 1Y 45 R T 23 S Rl S5 19 2% -
BEA B E DU A2 HTA 1 28 51 IR G IE 15 A 1)
F 3l 7328 59 F B9 BB AEE T4 R AG 48 Br 0
AT AP AL HE R IL K A Sh il DU LI 5 B e A2

2 EBEBREXEER

T 4R 1% #% ( Affinity propagation, AP) R JSH
W& Frey % 4E Science 7%k [ 42 ) — Bl #i 1)
REBE ., BRI N AEE S Z 18 A LB 4R
MeS AT RAE . AP AT 45048 e BB
H A BB B B A 0 B s S AR e R 2k
0 RZ A exemplar, M —SE G R,
FE T PR A 3 BRSO L 15 B AT i R AE R

RAEBTLL S HFFERIXT AL EEUE s (ks ER
k sSREAS  R R 2 s 0 P FBR M G E R X
A RSN B L 1 AT R K ik HUR H
PR 0 S50 po. RETFIRET . p — i U A 2
FERIBIME . AP B A E R oA
Wi AT 2 AR TR AE R R R R G
B8 IR @ 3% B R 2 o Rk BB TH
Bk St BEGERN T SR EP L al,
R JU) DA 1B SR 2 0 i R R R B R ORI L
W @ e Rk AR HRE DL . AP FE




234 Moa oMo= M K K o oz R

5545 %

T 3 R A R AN W B B — A A R 5 ] B R
FEAH . B2 AR o A B 1 AR 3R A ) i
A BB 55 T B AR R SR . S 4h R TR AR
AP B3ERAYRG A e WS, T 5| ABHJE I+ A
Qelo, ). B —&EHRERITBEP, r G, £
aCiy k) T 25 SR 25 p Y i a2 A R v BT 1 fE
AT — 25 3% AR 45 S AU 21, 3% K BH 2 B 7 1T LA
TH B3 1% 32 1L [ 1sf -, 2 8 ol A K A0 SRR ) AR S8
L N -0 B N 11195 A I NN O R VTV I i
Z8ME A=0. 9,

AP BOESEARM BT e N AN A
AR RH LD BEHE B S PR IR p (B (— RIS iy (D 1
HS XML ITTER., WE N ERRERRE H—
YGEAH A3 AT AR R AE B R FIE MR A 1Y
B, I & B E 7 2 W 1E A 2 3 AR o i
KAEB 25, SRIG M RCE ) +A Gk, ) M
JJ ) T 2 5 Sk SR s CAn AR SR 7 IR B B B R A
AHRLRE M BE , 24 RCER) +ACR,R) >0 I, 0] A K J&
B s ke MRS AR L), R R
TR R M R p (HE T TR K,

P dn el 6 80— A 3E 1 p . Ok i B 4R
) B P RSB X2 — M AP SR BT X Y — A [
B, HRT AR 2 A SO bR T T o R 22
I 0 S AR R B b VT AN M B A 1 4 A
A Krzanowski-Lai (KL) #8 #x1'*, Homogeneity-
Separation (HS) 3§ #5'"" #1 In-Group Proportion
(IGP) &5 45 HX Sed8 b th F H &) — 2R
ST IR IS AE R X LA 0 ) Bl A A e
PAEFE RS BRAE M IR e (B SR8, i T AP
SR — M LA B WA A TLART 25 g 1 R U 25 4 A A
DL W00 2 4 A BOAS S BB PR L AR AR JLAT 45 44 1
A RHETE BRI AP SE3E 1 R EE R IR
I A A S P AR 1Y i A SR 2R B

L X={xy a0, ) HERFAE PR 4, %
AFEARB L RN ¢ 2K, B XH G AEN
550 ASREA 1 B /NS TRV BE B N bd Gy i) s HAH R %
FEA S oA B A 2 A A BE B I B/ DME . 8
S G AEME AR NIEE R wd (.1,
HAH AR B A A AR A - 3 BE B . o X
950 DR L DR R N bawd (.1,
FLH R 2R AS 11 Je /NS T B 5 2 P B g 22 A B
bawd (j i) =bd (i) +wd(G.i), &XE j AW
Wi MR RIEE EIE N bswd (G0, HAH Ny
UREARR R /NRMBEE SR NERZ 2, B
bswd (j 1) =bd(j i) —wd(j.i), &L jAHEW

i DREABIRE RN 358 BWP (o) s
(E R ZRE AR 1 2R 8 85 22 B 0 15 SR S I 8 1) LU AL D

bswd (j,1) _bd(j,i) —wd(j,1)
bawd (j,1)  bd(j,1) +wd(j,i)

(@)

BWP $8 b5 $ifi it 1) 2 B BE A 19 3 A 21k

15 D » HAE R Ul B IS B 7S 119 3R 2 ROR M g
N T E5E 25 IR S b T A REAR (15 0 — ML P
AREAE BWP 4545 097 2 EAF VPO K. 2
IR R EBOR L Ud B B30 1 X i B0 R 1 3R 2R
L o AH L i R FT X 7 1) 5 26 Bt B R i £
LR 2 BRrA AT RUA T (2. 3) e il E fe

BWP (j.i) =

k

Average BWP (k) :%E ZBWP (-1 (D)
=1

=1

ko =arg max { AverageBWP (k) } (3)
2 b/

A on A EE W EEA B Average BWP (k) 6
IR TR R RN R R P2 BWP 45 bR
(B s ko FR I AE R B, T EULH M, AP Bk
ANBEHE B b, IR B ARAT b DRI RIS
H s — R R R 0 5 vk Bk v Rl e A A )
SR p MR .

3 HEFBEE
3.1 EiRigit

ARICERA N LREREEYS AP BRI 47
e 3 N G g Bk IR AR R R A
KAFEM B ICAZ S M R E R TR KA
RPEFE AR AP S35 K B 8 Bk 0 12 5 1 B AR
FEB Lh A 4y 8% . OO TR R A T IR
Pl AIS-AP, BE3EHGR T

B Wb ok R FEE & AG 1H—1k
IEBENL = AP IR — ERCE PR & AB.,

B2 KW m S A AR,
PR MR T N TR 3.

FRI XEIEAR Ag, € AG, IR EF T,
PR G TS

B4 XA PRI AT SR A 5 A R
k.

WS XHUAR R AT SO RE I L 2R J5 AL
RS ¥ ) & 338 5 P0 IR 2% R T B s 1 B ik
e PRItz E A/ M.,

B TP Ry G R DB 2,

F]RT BRI ES M BN n i E



el

RFFB AR 2<<ke</n MR (2,3) K14
Wik K BWP 248 b (I 9 & {5, FF DLSAR 3T
(ESTRRvA el iR AR NS

p- DU RIINE W €1TE SRR E R i s U E IS
AR ARy et R A K AT QB3 3% » ol B0 A
A VC B IR A1 K A~ 1042 40 I 6 o o T00000 7y 2 AR 4l

FBRO IR 4R BEAT 20 S IE Bl R EA
3.2 HENMHEERESN

BRI 9 I TR O ¢RI S Bk Al 4 A%
WREESEE A BRARE I RREA T m.
PETE W IEACUKE Ty ke W 1 38 IO G 988 B0 125 114 I (1]
SLRIE T OCem®) . B HUIRICIZEE S M BB
n 3 R OR I ¢ A2 M BRSSP S AR A
BN n/ s BCRBUE RS, 71573 BWP $8 1R {H 1

rE A2y O (% ) T B0 A AL B 2<e <

VTS T LA R R R B S I RS
S R A G L TSR T 20 ) I 8] SR A B ) ] 2
RIENLN OCem®) . i TR LREIET IR
PO 8] 1R 258 FIRE T4 530 HC A7 Gl e o 8030 4 1 LA
P ORI R 2R OGm®)

4 MEXREERSH

O YRS 6 AR ST AR B A RO S oy SR RE
A 3 A g At 5 ARl Rt AT L OF S
AIRS 59k (AP S0k Ml — 46 22 i 7y JE 50 1 R AT 1L
B S PR o A RS 5 0 D PR ) DI R R
AN G HT 5L s SR - R S S IR V5 O A6 56 B8V Y o3
RPERE.

K1 AN THRELT . O B MR R 5
B4R (I T AR AR B LA 5 MR A
TR AR R AE M RRAE O R R L A AR
B H oA i 1 B R AR AR AR AR I [0, 14 T, 90
MEARYE L0, 121 FEAS RO 1 100, B REAKCN
60, YNGR, BEALIESE 800 MAEAAE Il Zh ke,
RPN ML . G W 45 I S ik 9 LA &R
BORAE R ko =1 kg =1k, =1, k0 =1, 535 fi [1]
SR p ALK ESL—100 —0.1]. KN
0.1, FEAREFES R 6= 5000 4 46 R T % R #L
50 ME R YINZRE 1k 45 1 B — U 2 45 R 1
ML PR R S AR AR KO 336, I IET 2 TR .
B R BB TEE y 2<<n<<18. X TIE#H K

ET MG N LB RS S AP Bk 2R ds it 235
12 ho* .. % . . * _' -.‘.‘,'a' .
RN LT oy
10--“:!\ B RAY - € e
R WAL AT A S e 05 .
AR I 2 - ogedee
PN e abEnEd
d e Elrecy
e et R AN L
oh oo S8 ‘: "\ %o ‘}.l.'.
~ 6 . P W, -3,.{\.,4. A
Dhid ewmeg’e
el R 0 ¢
4 . Xewia ot e !
* e o s ". o &0,
‘et H Rl 2 . Ao o
0'8 o .'.otn - Vo, o
Y08 ) PP Lo I XY 1 d
2 [etdlyg SR L
thie s f 2k ;-3:(; :
oL 2 Rl S
0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14

B 1 ANLEEE

12

.
4 S, e ee’e o °
.o . o

. e o o ee ®

10F es®e oot “te v,

¢ o .o o« °0 o e
o %t S e o e s Se S
oo . o .

.
.
e ® o .

K2 ANLEHEERICIZIRES

Bl 5 Jm N TR 46 L I 32 ] BWP 545 52
BAER IR LR 45 R E 3 iR, NPl LA
o fe i BWP $8 4R 13 8 B R 26 5 RIEHAR M.
RIGWMSH K= 15, ic I Pk 5 & it K 5 4B
O3 AT I RE AR E AT 58 UE L SR - 58 LB UE
P M EE RS R A AIRS 40 5485 H AP 4328
WAL 1 ., W1 PLERATE AL
B CAIS-AP) X ik JERRAE B9 N T804 5 1A BE 1 4
UF 05y 25RE T Rl Hoas — o i Rk RE )

0.50

0.45

0.40

bR

035

=Y
H

BWPH

030

025+
0.20 -

0.15

2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18
REH
B3 AT MR ELE-BWP ik R E



236 Mo oM =

&
A
>{-
4k
4
=1

>
8

F1 FRAFAEMIATHEEN S LKEIRERIER

B BE A B Y% Wit A i 12 KIgsg Py
Jrik: FEAK  MEAR KHMMEEC B8 R KEEEHER/ X
AISSAP 1100 800 300 321 —11.6 15 99. 37
AIRS 1 100 800 300 347 14 95. 06

AP 1100 800 300 —17.2 15 96. 41

32 UCT EMEREES K. & UCT A&
PR EEE 4 ATz TR o RS E TR RE Y
¥ . 7 B & Iris, Breast-cancer-wisconsin
(Bew) , Wine il Glass . 45 80405 5 W) BRAE H b A 3k 2
Bz o AEUIZRET, BT A Bs 24 gobs B 2 X ] Lo, 1],
B 322 W 2 YN ) LA R B E N by =1, ks =
Lok, =1,k =1, 58 b i 1 250 p 192540 X 1] N
[—200 —0.11.26KH 0. 1. R+ H AL XKk
R A ABE R 5y B ATS-AP 7326 4% L AIRS
o2& s Ml AP 4y AR B9 0 EVERE LB IN R 3 o
MR 3 g Rl AR SO R B AN L RE 6 3RS

® 2 UCIEfEHIEENFEHIE

Bande  RABLETMRHE KE HAR g
Iris ST AN 3 150 1
Bew S840 B HAHER 2 699 9
Wine RS L 3 178 13
Glass o S AL 6 214 9

R X 458 18 F) 23 2K B2 S 190 2 i 8O X
[F Hsf o 245 £ 3 AR R Bt 2 e D Y . X T IE AR 2SR
3 21 Tris B4R 48 L BL i 2 Fl BWP 48 5 0 & i
HERBH LI A R 4 R . AP RLE
i BWP R 13 2 A R 2R 26 3 R IEMIIY .

0.50
0.48}
0.46
0.44
0.42
0.40
0.38
0.36
0.34
032}

AN

BWP¥s%

03— o
20 2530 3540 4550 55 60 65 7.0
R
B4 Tris B4R EEC-BWP 4545 % R E

x3 WMUCIEEBBENSRER

O ik %5 M FEAE W%k CPAyIcie i Kigsg ¥
FEA FEA BB/ R % By DX KME BWE/N

AIS-AP 120 30 50 80 51 —18.1 12 98. 67

Iris AIRS 120 30 60 100 88 12 95. 33

AP 120 30 500 —9.4 16 92.19

AIS-AP 559 140 60 60 211 —21.8 10 97. 38

Bew AIRS 559 140 55 150 239 14 94. 82

AP 559 140 400 —26.4 15 93.55

AIS-AP 142 36 50 40 58 —14.2 14 94. 43

Wine AIRS 142 36 50 100 101 15 90. 75

AP 142 36 250 —16.9 12 92.22

AIS-AP 171 43 50 100 71 —8.7 19 86. 96

Glass AIRS 171 43 60 300 126 21 80. 54

AP 171 43 250 —10. 3 17 81.77

K3 SR RBIEXN LSRR, it
A B IR AR ST B0 AT AR TS AR SR TR 2 B
118 s M HCHT 4R L e R N T i N 2% 43 R Bk (At
ficial immune network classifer, AINCOM! | v [
P& 3 (Clonal selection algorithm, CSA)™ P,
M % {H e % W 4% 55 3 (Multiple-valued immune

network , MVIN) 10 £ 28 g 43 245 540 v 3 47 [ % 52
B, SAEPHNSHEEWNT, & CH % AIS
AP) AL 2 h S8, AINC. B RE p=
0.5, SEFERMBL paone = 10, L& I FA AL p, =10,
e RIER R BN 400, CSA R A L5 47 g 19,
AR p=0. 6, 5d FERAL peon. = 12, W IR PUIA KRS



el

it b S — PR N TR ARG S AP Bk i KA BT 237

THEAEL, B KB AR B 400, MVIN: R H]
SEBCGIEAT A B0 4R T A2 4 N RS SRR A
BEHL 2 B, B A — A0 12 40 R Tt 52 (i H
0.05, R 28 XHE %t 4 A~ 5085 4 5 5 Al
FH 4 R TR) 52 1 3 R PR RE LU B Ak 4 i
M A A E R 4 S HEROE SR TE
FRG B b AR SCH L BR T 78 Wine £ 4 1 1
AINC Fil CSA R AF Al o FoAth 3 A Hdls 4 L A
CE LA W B R A, X T Glass B 4,
AINC Fl CSA By 43 2K BEAR A BRLAR L T AR SCHR 1%
ALK E] 86. 96 00, FEARIE2E J5 T, A UL 1R
EMEH CSA 2. fH 1k AINC fil MVIN B g %
I, MK S AIE . AIS-AP BEAE Tris £d64E 10

R ST 6 v A 2 B 20 NG JEE 1 TR S BN L
W R0 1) 0 AR MR A SRR U

1.00
0.95 :: ;
" 0.90 -
=
& 0.85 +
AIS-AP
0.80 T AINC
—a—CSA
—+—M
0.75 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
01 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 1011

ERE ¢
5 Tris Bod 4+ 5 9006 49 20 SR

x4 MWHEIXBER

; ) e ; o -
% { N X % 1 N X
PGS WIRZS Ny b 22 PGS WIRZS Ny b 22
AIS-AP 98. 67 1. 42 AIS-AP 95.43 2.77
. AINC 97. 06 1. 54 . AINC 96. 04 2.55
Iris Wine
CSA 92. 74 0.76 CSA 96. 62 0. 81
MVIN 86. 67 3.39 MVIN 92. 44 4. 85
AIS-AP 97. 38 1. 27 AIS-AP 86. 96 8. 74
AINC 96. 66 3.35 . AINC 70.51 22.81
Bew Glass
CSA 94. 83 0.61 CSA 71.28 7.53
MVIN 95. 17 12. 16 MVIN 80. 49 26. 31

5 #RiF

LN AR R GEAE Ak Loy S (] RN L RE A R
PR ORI B 19 23 A1 R AIE (S RE A 2800 5 HdiE 4
250 %, i3 T BWP $5 4510 AP RAEF L1
AN AR IO RO AT B T R 7 5 S i ] L
PHEVR A R SRICE IR . NIL AR SCIR T —Fp 2T
NITRBERGES AP FEME G K%, %
4R AR X R A Tris LA AP B35
F103 28 A U AR 43 S IE AR A AU 1R RE D7 T R
F— B FRAR SO L AE AL P — S 2y &
PN Y CTE S G RPN (DR AR S
W X2 N — i AR E

S & k-

[1] Carter ] H. The immune system as a model for pat-
tern recongnition and classificiation[ J]. Journal of
the American Medical Informatics Association, 2000,
7(3):28-41.

[2] Castro P D, Coelho G P, Caetano M F, et al. Desig-

ning ensembles of fuzzy classification systems: an

immune-inspired approach[ C]//International Confer-
ence on Artificial Immune Systems. Canada: Spring-
er,2005:462-482.

[3] Sahan S, Polat K, Kodaz H, et al. A new hybrid
method based on fuzzy-artificial immune system and
K-NN algorithm for breast cancer diagnosis [ J ].
Computers in Biology and Medicine,2006,37(3) :415-
423.

(4] SR B, & RUE , 5. 5T N T e M 29012

MR B Ay e AR oT L) ). UL LA 5 L 2004, 40
(36):28-32.
Mo Hongwei , Lv Shuping , Guan Fengxu, et al.
The research of new classifier based on artificial im-
mune network memory [ J]. Computer Engineering
and Application, 2004,40(36) :28-32.

[5] Nunes de Castro L., Von Zuben J F. An evolutionary
immune network for data clustering[ C]//Proceedings
of the IEEE SBRN. [S.1. ].IEEE.2000.84-89.

(6] ZRUE.eJmtl, frk. 2 Tk RES HMM i)y
MRARGREL] 58 5% H,2003,32(5); 385-
390.

Li Yu, Huang Xiyue, Zhou Xin. Decision-making in

time-series information system based on immune



238 MOE M s M R K ¥ ¥ ERE
clustering and HMM [ ] ]. Information and Control, [13] FEt = AR IR VR, BB, — Fh 3 T AR A5 35 55 1 10 I

[7]

(8]

[9]

[10]

[11]

[12]

2003,32(5) :385-390.

Frey B J,Dueck D. Clustering by passing messages
between data points[J]. Science, 2007,315(5814);
972-976.

H G T8 ST U AR R STk Ak B R 2R LT ). K
224k .2008,19(11) : 2803-2813.

Xiao Yu , Yu Jian. Semi-supervised clustering based
on affinity propagation algorithm[J]. Journal of Soft-
ware, 2008,19(11):2803-2813.

S AR R T IE 4T 5 AP 554 RBF & K
oK) PR E R A KRB AR,
2012,40(8) :93-97.

Chu Yuezhong, Xu Bo. RBF neural network classifi-
er based on manifold analysis and AP algorithm[]J].
Journal of Huazhong University of Science and Tech-
nology: Natural Science Edition, 2012,40(8) :93-97.
Dudoit S, Fridlyand J. A prediction-based resam-
pling method for estimating the number of clusters in
a dataset[ J]. Genome Biology, 2002, 3(7).1-21.
Chen G, Jaradat S A, Banerjee N, et al. Evaluation
and comparison of clustering algorithms in analyzing
ES cell gene expression data[J]. Statistica Sinica,
2002,12(1) :241-262.

Kapp A V, Tibshirani R. Are clusters found in one
dataset present in another dataset? [ J]. Biostatis-

tics, 2007,8(1):9-31.

(14]

[15]

[16]

FERAHOM & kL)), EH 59K, 2011,26(8):
1147-1152.

Zhou Shibing, Xu Zhenyuan, Tang Xuqing. Method
for determining optimal number of clusters based on
affinity propagation clustering[ J]. Control and Deci-
sion, 2011,26(8):1147-1152.

X R R . — OB A N L e W 4g
HERHAEE AR R O] T 5 EE
4R’ ,2010,32(3) :515-521.

Liu Ruochen, Niu Manchun, Jiao Licheng. A new
artificial immune network algorithm for classifying
complex data[ J]. Journal of Electronics &. Informa-
tion Technology. 2010,32(3):515-521.

Du Haifeng, Jiao Licheng, Wang Sunan. Clonal op-
erator and antibody clone algorithms[ C]//Proceed-
ings of the First International Conference on Machine
Learning and Cybernetics. Beijing: [s. n. ], 2002
506-510.

Phaie R, KRR B, BT, T ZHAEMKMZ
WG By L] LA, 2007, 30(12),
2181-2188.

Zhong Yanfei ,Zhang Liangpei , i Pingxiang. Classi-
fication of multi-spectral remote sensing image based
on multiple-valued immune network [ J]. Chinese

Journal of Computers, 2007, 30(12). 2181-2188.



it b S — PR N TR ARG S AP Bk i KA BT

239




