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An Artificial Bee Colony Clustering Algorithm Based on
the Location Update Technology

Wang Jialing,Hu Benmu,Sun Yuehong
(School of Mathematical Sciences , Nanjing Normal University, Nanjing 210023, China)

Abstract: In this paper, an artificial bee colony (ABC) algorithm based on location update technology is proposed and
applied to the problems of clustering analysis. The technology makes the algorithm fully use the information of current
optimal solution and the worst solution to do further location update of current optimal solution after the search of onlook-
ers. Experiments show that the ABC algorithm based on location update technology enhances the exploitation ability of
applying the previous solutions to look for better solutions. The proposed algorithm also has better clustering perfor-
mance compared with K-means algorithm, clustering algorithms based on particle swarm optimization and artificial bee
colony.
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AEERER, Hod Deb BB FH I SRR AR BE AR . 2010 4 Karaboga 1 Ozturk ™ 38 i 7EAR B2 E K ABC
SR P RE DR 26 B ABC 55 S ASDR 2R 2 (1938 I . 2011 4F Karaboga * 42 H 3 F ABC S35 1T 19 2R 2 7 12
MATRRE ABC 33 1E 2UHE ) B R 20T A K Al . 2014 4F Tan S8 88 H — AN JE T R 4R 1 77 15 1) EABC 524
SR R 3 IO SRS I R IR A 25 )Y Ozturk 55K T ABC B335, 38 1 — N8 19 H bk bR B0 RS AT SR 280
2015 4F Ozturk 5548 15— PG i —HEHN TS B R T sh AR R 22

ABC Je R I B33 0 2 SR T 28 W AL ) 146 A7 B 456 T, RV S ] 76 LU B ) e B 3 4 R —
ABEHUOLE . 1 Lk 2 A SR DG A A 30 BE G 09 SR, A SR 21— o i ik 1 6 SR HOR B9 N TR 2R
FEHFE I B A A R A5 oS I b — 4> 67 ST e AR SCRE R UCT AL 2 27 T U (http 2 //
archive.ics.uci.edu/ml/) 1 5 > BLARUEGHEAE Ko 2 A4 N T80 5560 8 Bk i PR BB A T 3K, I i Rk i R 2%
£5 9 5 K-means T PSO I ABC 19 RIS TL M0 45 Rk A7 LK .

1 FRIPm)d

YRR IE X=(x,),,, » FUP o, XERETF 56§ AR08 A S AR, i= 1.2, nsj= 1,2, p . &
REERFH DK C=(C.Coe) M iyj= 12,k B R (1) C HE% 5 ()% Vi H CNC =6 ;
(3) e, =X . & KPR 2 Y

Perf(X,C):imin{”xi—vlnz,j: 1,2,...k} , (1)

oy ||, — o, || FORA G, TR C By o, ZIRI AP . A SR HIBR [Q R BS M AR B . B2, 3R
2] Ul 2 4R 4 € Perf (X, C) ik B /).
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2.1 ABCHi%

ABC 33 5 Karaboga T 2005 47y it ok 22 725 it 58 S0 4,1 500177 45 £ Frg— i RS 400 300 TR R 3171 O T
BRERL . AR R B R SR — R T RERBERLIR AL
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At 14 i T L E0 M DRI A (3 B, AR (2 0 E0 D UL e M 58 2L SR AU A~ U
R I B T 5 SN LI X O 1R e T A B R 0 3 AR O B
BRI — A~ T A, Eo ) A BRI S 181 TR 0 SRt (BB NI ) T far 3 o NIRRT FE R fir, |
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fit, =1 1+/ / (2)
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H %N AR R R A R s (] R BEALAE B NV, SRR R (IR E ) N, FORFEER
AN 21,2, 0N ) S—A D A\, ok DR B AER. MR AT | SR RN A TR R T
T TSR e A T R G, BRI B KA IR REL( MaxCycle )8R ZE RV € .

FEAS R BRI IR B B, B R 7 A — B i Gl R & -

v, =5+ @, -y, (3)
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IHff . ETA T i R RS 25— MR AE A BRKAE IR ( Limie ) WAR A RERE E— 2 0 Wz B8 Y
RSB Foge . B WR o,  257 , D A £ 0 50T 7 1% e AP A A8 AT 6 06, 9 7™ A — T B DA o,
x; =, trand0, )(x, ., —x,..) » (5)

Horp je{1,2,---,D} . SRJG IR o] AR 448 SR f , JF AR T AR A

TEABCH LT A 3N E LM S Bl ( %N\, ) RAEL( Limit ) DA Rt RaEARIREL ( MaxCyele ).
22 ETFABCEZEHEBLREX

SR AR R B AT 5 SR 2 IR A X B G R AN AR £1 BEORETHSREDBNIEXR
}:]f,j-‘“’ X Table 1 The corresponding relationship between the behavior
%% E/J ﬁil_ th Ij‘] EE =4 Z*ﬂ %‘:2 R, Eﬂ i V‘] J?E of honey bee colony and clustering problem
B2 M/, B2 R M 5 2, B ﬁzj’;ig ;’;jﬂ
NS KA HR AR = H: y 7 ~PIIRITRL R
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o] & . ABC 5% iy — i O ) AR — D Rl T KR 1 R fE
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Step 1 7EKudizs 1l 9, AR (6) ABEHL™ 2 AR {C.CooveuCL )
C'=X! +rand0,)(X. -X_), (6)
Hrp A Caefl,2,- N }) #2E—A MxD MR, R —DRE S, M RRBMELREE, DA
AR 4R . TR (D TR0 BN FE B 2 A R B0 (RIS ) BT 50% 1 SRR N
WIGR B 220 A S AP e D 5
Step 2 R — AR TR 2 U5 I S B B R 2L
Cl=Cl+ol(C -C), (7)

St he (1.2, IV, e 1.2 DRSEBERLE R B k2] S [0,1] 2 FIRYBEBLAL

Step 3 —>JA (T e AR 415 0 A8 v DU LU0 ) SR 26 O MR B SR 2 v o, RGBT A9 SR e v
A2 P B B 2 AN AR B8 /I DU P ) SRS AR DR ) SRS v s A1 UL 47 P B TSR AR R Py 5
Step 4 T LI IRMER p RIEFER L L
min Perf(X,C)))

pi= I:Z’erf(X, C) ®)
PEPE B4 SR S22 P BE /N SRS HR O B BRI T BE MR . SRS B — N T IR [ B B 2
RN R FH AR S e RERL , 7 LB 42 B (7) SO 0 R IS0 TR S0 i M BB i 2l 5
Step 5 555 ] 8 ) A3 T 6 48 R VKB Bas 1K B — 5 BUAEL Limir AT A3 2 500 407 B 6, A 28
X (6) FHPI AR IL % R e 1
Step 6 77 T EAVIREGK B P Y fi R IEAIREL MaxCycle | WIS 1R ZEAR, iy 5 Jm — AR B 1Y
Pefie , A5 5 e Jm i R S BN AR R ISPl € LUK LR AR PR S 2 T GlobalMin 5 75 W% %) Step 2, 1%
AR AEL I 1.
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BT EATRENLAL & E AR R O T IR SE RS B B A1) A H AR SR, TR TR R GRS fn b
—ANEN R R R, fT A —E R PR HAR . BT T RS |, 10 s Y i A e A0 i
Cope MEFE C,,, ..., s RGN C,,,,.,. W1 C,,,,. FEE—HESEAT LOES, 4R HH 22 BE oK B — 4k, RIS M C,,,,,,,
C oo 172 22 5 DUBR IR R — 4 5 HE5 TE T 8 HH IO 4B X B AT I ALRE €, AT BT . X R0 7 AR E
3 T 3H 5 R (location update technology , LUT). ELAR A B RE WA 2.

Bik2 @O EHHER

Step 1 7eff T RETHT  iC % Y i Lfe C.,.,,., 2 C,,... :
CMWM:%QI%UL&CQ:nﬁMPan;Q»J:12g-y%N}, (9)
cwmw={ckPafu;cg=anpafu;q»¢=1@,~,%N}; (10)

Step 2 It8f#C,.,.. Ff#C,,... FEH—4E L ICR B2V T7

dis’ =(Cprppe = o) » (11)

Hrje {1,2,---,K},je{l,2,---.D}.diseR"" ;
Step 3 i dis TR B AGFAERYAL S, IV 25 i S5 DI A R 22 A ATGS 22 BE B R 67 . AR5 %Y
Y B AR AE X —4E AT HE
Crrinn = Chrn + @1 Crrn = C) (12)

Hrp ke{l,z,---,le}%Fiﬁ_HLFEEB’\J,E ki, T Ah iR dis P CE R BT A B, o [0, 1] 0]

2
M REHLEL .
4G LT S TR YN TR (fRTIC 8 LUT-ABC) SRRk SR R 141 (181 1).

WIHAERIBA K, HREEAN,, Rk
$iMaxCycle, [R{ELimit, % Iter=1.

Iter<MaxCycle

~ i TR T R T ) T A
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|
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Fig.1 The flow chart of LUT-ABC clustering algorithm
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Step 3 T WA R B : HIZX(8) THA I HEME A s i T MR R PR ML A 19 /N, FH =X (7)) S ik -4 B 4
DI FEAT 4% 5

Step 4 JEALEHTFBL: 3B A (9) L (10) $o i 1 Fe U0 i A e 22 e, 73X (1), 4R i P 2200
R HYEE 5 T (12) %) 25 i e 0 A R4 T 7 o2 BRI I S AR U 647 1B % 5

Step 5 ISR B : AR 11 1Y) StepS X RF— A A T BT B E (R B

Step 6 lter=1lter+1;

Step7 T E Step 2 ~ 6,4 Iter > MaxCycle I} %y ity C Fll GlobalMin .

4 FYRpr

4.1 MWKBIEEMSHILE

S EAIE LUT-ABC 3285405 A JOPE , 2530 HE#R K-means 2536 56T PSO (B8 EE M LT ABC (15
FEVL R LUT-ABC A £ 7 4 BBV B 4 T i R MR . 31X 7 48 4 43 S Artificial 1, Artificial 2.
Iris .Wine .Cancer .CMC . Glass. L7 Artificial 1. Artificial 2 F P4 A T 4R s 45, 4y 54393k 3 UCTHR
HEBE PE. AT A 4L BN SR s i ULk 2.

®2 WIRBIEERHRMERE S
Table 2 The component and clustering features of the test data sets

ik YR d CRAAEEH ) Bl REBHAM
Artificial 1 2 600 4
Artificial 2 3 250 5
Iris 4 150 3
Wine 13 178 3
Cancer 9 683 2
CMC 9 1473 3
Glass 9 214 6

TEFE 2, Artificial 1 8064 (U0 2 Fr /s ) 025 600 P EEA IS , 43 R UANSS , B —25 44 /1 150 4 AR
IEZS AR ) AR . B A A

W) 230 8] s,
Horp p AEMER R, m,=-3,m,=0,m,=3,m,=6 , 3 N7 2254 .
Antificial 2 HCHEAE (I 3 B 6 250 MREACKCHRE A0 i1 K3t 50 MM 5140t =
BRI . BARD AR « uniform(85,100) , uniform(70,85) , uniform(55,70) , uniform(40,55) LA uniform(25,40).

+

" ”'ﬁéj‘" 00T *., e

(= S e ]
L
+
s B

-6 -4 -2 0 2 4 6 8
B2 Artificial 1${#E& B3 Artificial 2 #{#E&
Fig.2 Artifical 1 data set Fig.3 Artifical 2 data set

Tris B4 4R A Jd 412 MR 3 b A [] 286 500 48 10 A3 R0 A6 25 25 1) R A1 P+ e i) 50 4 . A 150 M AEACEL
i  BEREA SOMHEAR B MEAA 41 RHE
Wine ${418 88 S 300 3ok 43 B 77 T 28 ORI [v] — ity DXAS [+] A AL el 114 3 7 46 4 19 45 1 8008 L 4% 178 M REAR
Bl , AT LAGR I 3 28, B — D REACHR AR 1> 7 1 1) A 4 T BT &5 O 1) 13 ML AE
Wisconsin Breast Cancer( Cancer ) 8545 145 683 IMEAS  BEANFEA I & AR FE 25 40 g K/ INFIE-
KA AR 5 O ANRRAIE . B AR 43 A2, BT (444 DFEAS) R A (239 MEAS).
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Contraceptive Mathod Choice (CMC) % ¥& 4 J& 1987 EJ J& [E 5K ikt 228 N Rl & E A — D T8, 0 F
LAT3MHEAR B IEAR A 9 RRIE 2B i oy 3208, L I8 (i FH k22 14 o 629 41>, KD 1 FH k22 11
i 3344 SV P2 1Y 1 5104

Glass B 840 & 1214 MEARIE , B IRE T 6 M [ A 2R B A0 B3 , L et 0IF Sl A BT P 355 (70

AREA) SRRV S b PR 7 3RS (T6 MEA) VR4 IF shAb £3 HENRGHERRE

IEI%TF' Eﬁ%‘( 17 /I\ﬁgz!g) , g%gﬁ]%( 13 /I\ﬁézl—‘) , %E\‘}ﬁ%(9 /l\ Table 3 Configuration of the computer

FEAS) Bk IT B Q9 AR ). B IMEAR I A 9 MRFAE . WA He
&%ﬁﬁﬁﬁ H Ns =40 , ﬁ%jti%’fﬁ?kﬁ Maxcycle =600 , CPU Inter®Core™2 P7350 @ 2.00GHz

B Limit=1000. EBL 17 RORSE LRI R MR W 400GB DDR2 SDRAM

WG A N AT LR G BC B0 3 s Lt 320GB (5400RPM)

4.2 ':g:. Bﬁ'éﬁ %ﬁ*ﬁ' R RS Microsoft Windows XP

K FZE N 2 F15 40 25481 R % (classification error rate , CER) B M3 4E , B LUT-ABC .35 5 K-means
B T PSO MR RNIE T ABC (R AE LK . 2 NI B 2 R 48 r A AR R P i 508l 5 )
SEREPL R RS Z A (R (1)), AR B G, 2 PR B 22 FIB /N IH SR A 1 o g . A AR R R AR Bl
BB A SRR F (GR(13)). [RIREE , J0 24 b/ N I SRR il

A3 AE IR 7 A EE A B DL B DU AR SR AT R SRR A BT . 2% 480 Hh AP SRR I ST I AT 10 IR A 2R
DA B 2 A S A (R s o 2 R B A, He P 3 T PSO Y SR 58 1k iy SE B 245 L [ SCRiR[ 13 ], % #icdi 4k
Artificial 1,5 T ABC 1Y 2R 25315 A LUT-ABC 58035 I 45 1) ~F- S (BRI R A W fb Lb 53 SRR VL BN
HE LUT-ABC 35 45, 117 K-means B3 3T PSO A K ABC 1 SR BB E AR AR et . P42 Artifi-
cial 2, RN B A 8, 25 T ABC 19 B8 E005 A LUT-ABC 1% A 45 A 5 47 (8 B SR AN A K-means B9 Fl1
F PSO WY R ZETAE H LUT-ABC 5335 19 7 20 B S ALK LAt =i 300k . X S AR 0 rh 9 B 4R L 36 1
ABC 2R 7L AN LUT-ABC S0E AE B 4E Wine [ MERE N Q38 F PSO A9 R B 7E AR Y 4 5K
HR4E | LUT-ABC By BRI, HOUCRIE T ABC (OB 1 E FIB 1 8 4E Cancer, LUT-ABC %
1 BT A5 B0 s o 2 14 J2 DU R 3 P R /N Y L 3 W LUT-ABC B9k LU 8R4 5E . T 7E 038 4E Cancer |, B8R

R4 TABEOBRER
Table 4 Clustering results of 7 data sets

g RS 25 K-means HTF PSO RS HT ABC BB LUT-ABC
ST 823.71 627.74 457.18 415.48

Artificial 1 brifE2z 218.10 180.24 186.33 143.77
e E 813.50 515.93 413.58 368.56

YA 2335.55 2217.20 2 084.40 1 828.20

Artificial 2 brifE2z 566.91 415.02 341.09 272.51
e dE 1763.17 1743.20 1761.40 1 760.50

YA 106.05 103.51 99.44 96.92

Iris brifE 2 14.11 9.69 7.54 0.37
S E 97.33 96.66 97.59 96.55

SEHE 18 061.00 16 311.00 16 567.00 16 504.00

Wine brifEzE 793.21 22.98 335.83 214.43
Tl E 16 555.58 16 294.00 16 300.00 16 295.00

EHIE 2988.30 3 334.60 2 966.90 2780.30

Cancer brifE2z 0.46 357.66 32.67 2551
S 2 987.00 2976.30 2941.00 2758.40

SEEE 5693.60 5734.20 5564.90 5541.30

CcMC brifi 2 473.14 289.00 56.81 8.99
A 5542.20 5538.50 5534.90 5 534.60

SEHE 260.40 291.33 249.49 240.31

Glass brfE2E 36.82 12.33 13.11 9.80
Il H 215.68 271.29 228.66 223.94
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K-means 5.7 T A5 bR 1 22 b HAD = A /IMS 22 (H 2 HAE S 2 e AN FRARLAY , Xt 158 BH K-means 5.7
JLF B AR A SR iR i . 25 Rk, LUT-ABC 5.6 5 HoAth = Fh B0 A0 Lb SO0 HERE i 4. o T 4 b
NER S G2 5, /] 4 R S B R A K-means B JE T ABC IR DL LUT-ABC HIEFE P A

AR E RS SIE AL .
1400 — ABC 6000 -
i ---- LUT-ABC 5500 - ABC
1200 B 5000 b ---- LUT-ABC
— K-means !
£ 1000 [t S 4500 — K-means
= ‘. S 4000
S 800 s !
3 < 3500t
S 600F N S 3000
L 2500 ¢ —
400 s 2000 T —
200 | ! 1 1 1 ] 1500 | | ! T ]
0 100 200 300 400 500 600 0 100 200 300 400 500 600
Iter Iter
B4 Artificial 1 53E 5 F S EKSE Bl5 Artificial 2 ##E 5 - BB E W SE
Fig.4 Convergence chart of the algorithms for Fig.5 Convergence chart of the algorithms for
Artificial 1 data set Artificial 2 data set

Hi 1 4 FTEL S, 0] L& R K-means 550325 (07 GR (6 A S8 08 T 25T ABC R FA M LUT-ABC 535 (A2
TR K-means S 2354 AR #R S ML , BIUSSIIT ZR R BN 7K B2k . X AT A K-means B35 SRR -
PR G BN JRFRIRAR . 5340, £ A N TR b R ARTF LR, PR N TR R A 2 (R Rl
PACUEL ARG I, BT LUT-ABC B R I A T BR o T 5k R Ae I, Bk 0 T R AR

T A DA SRR A IR AR L ) 43 SR R RO LA T ORI A L i L 35 44 1) K-fold
Cross Validation ({8110~ K-CV) 77k . 190, K JFE R0 43 il K 2H (— 23450 ) , KUK B 2H B0 43 Al —
YRR , HAY I K- 1 B AE IR 8E . 92Pr b K-CV i R alt e J0 S 06 7 42 M K, A VR B0 0 M K 21
B rh e PR —AU/E AR A, BARAL B — B B K-1 4 SV E I SRS T 5050, B 1 K 4L 30 560 T 1
FN A 43 FEEE VR R AN R IE K-CV 5 3 F 43 2888 B PR REFE A . 3% LR e FHIG 10-CV ik . FE R —
WL, B RTE I GRAE a7 3k B AR R ) SR S rh O 6 B LR I A5 9 SR 28 v o7 8 % I 4
PEATIRZE X LA 2 B H Rl o3 31 8 B i 2oty L )5 B Bk e i o 2885 R 5 JRUBUE o 2
T AT LU, A5 Bk 43R 28 A B AN 550, IE R T ST R R R ) 0 Al o

BOPRER A B A EL (13)
IR BT 5 B A4

% LA Artificial 2 5CHR4E 10, HH T Artificial 2 25 250 0 B850 5 25 . Fr A1 550 Artificial 2
BRI R 100y, B0 & 25 DFEAR , T5 BE I B 02, B — Oy BRI R 46 5 A HAS 28 BB A B0
BB AS 5 . FE UK 100 i B — VR AR , Hok 9 A M ZR 8 RdEAT 10 YR SE5G . 28 ln]
15 H A B 4B f 1 24 A A #

K-means 535 3T PSO MR R F L LT ABC IR AL LU LUT-ABC 53 6 T 78R 4R 1817
10 A3 2N A2 0 R RAE R S TP 4 O 36T PSO B SRR L Y L0 45 S 2 DL Sk [ 13 ). % T 4L
P Artificial 1, Artificial 2, Iris LA}z Cancer, & F ABC 19 RIS IL A LUT-ABC 53645 21 (1) - 35 3 S AR

®5 EEETIMBBENTHHRERE

Fig.5 Average classification error rate of the algorithms of seven dta sets

CER=100X

Hudge = T =
K-means BT PSO My REIR 5T ABC IR HL LUT-ABC

Artificial 1 13.00 7.57 0.00 0.00
Artificial 2 34.00 22.00 0.00 0.00
Tris 17.80 12.53 9.00 9.00
Wine 3112 28.71 22.30 21.00
Cancer 4.08 5.11 2.90 2.90
CMC 54.49 54.41 28.80 26.80
Glass 37.71 45.59 19.20 16.90
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FAI), B AR T K-means 5595 FIIE T PSO BTN Rl 2 AE A N T A 4R b, LT ABC SR8 H0%
FILUT-ABC B B 3 AR 21 0 0. X4 Wine .CMC L J% Glass, LUT-ABC &3 T 15 31| 1 43 S f %
RN, FE T ABC 19 B 2B UK, X 3 B LUT-ABC 550 1 45 o Ath, = b 7322 1T LA B 4 b 50 00 3 5040 4 4
25 AP R A A B KR, LUT-ABC 7L O SR B W i

W

ahie

ARSCHR Y —FOBT 19 LUT-ABC 333 R 8 T8 RIS D 5 A 2 & T ABC F ik ME fir
FUB A, RIE 45— TR R AR, 5873 I 24 i i {10 Ak A1 i 22 Ak ) A5 8., X e 0 A Bt — 20 1)
BT LIRSS R R W], LUT-ABC 33488 K-means 595 J& TR T RECAL ARSI 1k LU T N TR RERD R
PVE IS A AT IR 2E I3 , 208 1k M) T 516 A s D0 8 R e 2 i 3 4R B0 T R B e 8 e DL e A g i 306 R O
RAEST 15 B A 9 RIHCR .
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