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Abstract

In recent years, data streaming has gained prominence cagvémces in technologies that enable many applications to
generate continuous flows of data. This increases the neddvielop algorithms that are able to efficiently process data
streams. Additionally, real-time requirements and evajvhature of data streams make stream mining problems,dingju
clustering, challenging research problems.

In this paper, we propose a one-pass streaming soft clugtériembership of a point in a cluster is described by a éistri
bution) algorithm which approximates the "soft” versiontbé k-means objective function. Soft clustering has apgibos in
various aspects of databases and machine learning inglddimsity estimation and learning mixture models. We firbiexe a
simple pseudo-approximation in terms of the "hard” k-mealgerithm, where the algorithm is allowed to output morentha
centers. We convert this batch algorithm to a streaming asiag an extension of the k-means++ algorithm recently gsed)
in the "cash register” model. We also extend this algorithirewthe clustering is done over a moving window in the data
stream.

1 Introduction

The problem of clustering a group of data items into similesups is one of the most widely studied research problems
with applications in databases, machine learning and ctattipnal geometry. Given a set of points and pairwise distan
(or similarity) between the points, clustering algorithdigide the points into sets such that points in each set dosét or
"similar” with respect to an objective function. Clustegiproblems arise in two main flavorshard clustering where each
point’s membership is exclusively to a single cluster, aoff clusteringwhere membership of a pointin a cluster is described
by a distribution.

Often, clustering problems arise in a geometric settinggilthe data items are points in high-dimensional Euclideace.
In such a setting, it is natural to define the distance betwsermoints as the Euclidean distance between them. In tiperpa
we will assume this setting for the clustering problem. Oitb@ most popular definitions for clustering is theneangroblem
which is defined as follows. Given an integeand a set ofi data pointst € R¢, the objective of k-means problem is to give
k center< so as to minimize the objective function

o= min d(x,c)?, (1.1)
xeX

whered(x, c) = ||x — c||.

Estimating parameters of a distribution from sampled datane of the oldest and most general problems of statistical
inference. Given a number of samples, one needs to choostribution that best fits the observed data. While tradéiyn
theoretical analysis in the statistical literature hascemrated on rates (e.g., minimax rates), in recent yelhes obomputational
aspects of this problem, especially as dependence on diomeofsthe space, have attracted attention. This effort feenb
particularly directed at the family of Gaussian Mixture mateddue to their simple formulation and widespread use iersdv
applications spanning databases, computer vision, antlimalearning. There are strong connections between Ibdityiaf
Gaussian mixtures and clustering([¥, 9]. In this contextstring appears in its "soft” form.

In soft clustering, each data point is assigned to seveunat@ls partially. For each poirtwe have a coefficient giving the
degree of being in th&™ clusteru; (x). Usually, the sum of those coefficients for any giweis defined to be 1[‘1‘:] ui(x) =
1. The objective of soft k-means problem is to gkveenter<C so as to minimize the potential function,

k
D=3 > wx)dxci) (1.2)

xeX i=1

With the explosive growth of financial, social and scientifata sources, it becomes increasingly important to desdign c
tering algorithms which can process the data in the stregfaghion. In the data stream model of computation, the pairg
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read in a sequence and we desire to compute a function, iihgsbe our case, on the set of points seen so far. This isctile
cash registemodel. In typical applications, the total volume of dataéswlarge and can not be stored in its entirety. Another
model for streaming is called thmoving windowmodel, where the function is computed only brmost recent points seen
in the stream. This is, typically, of more interest in a pi@adtsetting. However, with both insertion and deletion ofrs,
algorithm design gets more challenging.

1.1 Our Contributions

Our main result establishes the relationship between hadldsaft clustering. For a particular form of soft clusterieglled
in the literature asuzzy k-meangor fuzzy c-means), we show that k-means approximates it act@r O (f(k)) (f(k) is a
polynomial ink and its precise form depends on a parameter in the definififuzay k-means). This result, coupled with
the©(logk) approximation result for k-means of Arthur and Vassilviit§k|, we obtain the first approximation algorithm for
fuzzy k-means.

Ailon et al. [3] extend the k-means++ algorithm to a streaming algorifimthe cash register model). A secondary result in
our paper is to adapt their algorithm into a streaming vergidhemoving windownodel. A natural consequence of our work
is a streaming algorithm for soft clustering in both stremgninodels.

2 Previous Work

One of the most popular heuristic algorithms for k-meandagyds algorithm[[20], which initially choosdscenters randomly.
For each input point, the nearest center is identified. Bdlrdt choose the same center belong to a cluster. New ceanéers
calculated for the clusters by computing the centroid ohfsivithin a cluster. This process is repeated until no cealgcur.

It is easy to show that the cost function does not increasmglany iteration. Hence, this algorithm converges to alloca
minimum. Its main attractiveness is its simplicity and speklowever, there is no guarantee on the quality of the obthin
solution [18].

The fastest exact algorithm for the k-means clusteringlprabwas proposed by Inale al. [17]. They observed that the
number of Voronoi partitions of points inR¢ is O(n*4) and so the optimal k-means clustering could be determinactiyx
in time O(nk4+1). They also proposed a randomiz@d+ e)-approximation algorithm for the 2-means clustering peabl
with running timeO(n/e4).

The k-means problem is known to be NP-hard everkfes 2 [13]. Matousek[[211] gave the first PTAS for this problem,
with running time polynomial im for a fixedk andd. Kanungoet al. [18] proposed ai® (n3e~4) algorithm that is(9 + €)-
competitive by adapting the k-median algorithm of Agtal. [5]. Har-Peled and Mazumdar [[16] proposé a € )-approximate
solution to the k-means problem with running ti@én+k**+2e—(2d+1¥% |ogk* T 1y Jog*(1/¢)). For fixedk andd, they achieve
linear running time. The algorithm uses a coreset constmudly sampling in an exponential grid. Kumetral. [19] propose
a simple(1 + €)-approximation scheme with a running time@tz(k/e)omdn), for a fixedk. Their idea is to recursively
approximate the centroid of the largest remaining clustetrsing all subsets of constant size from a sample followgd b
pruning sufficient points from this large cluster.

Mettu and Plaxton [22] propose a technique called successimnpling to achieve a constant factor approximation fer th
k-median problem. This idea was adapted independently go@sky et al. [23] and Arthur and Vassilvitskii [4] for the k-
means problem. The main idea of both these results is to etibesnitial centers for Lloyd’s algorithm carefully usiaglever
sampling technique. Ostrovslkey al. [23] achieve a constant factor approximation provided tipait satisfies am-separated
condition. Arthur and Vassilvitski[ [4], however, do not keathis assumption and achiev®élog k)-competitive algorithm.

Soft clustering has applications in various applicatigmenming databases, statistical inference and machinghearThe
two most popular versions of soft clustering are fuzzy k-ned 4,/6] and Expectation Maximization (EM)_[12] algoritem
At a high level, both algorithms are rather similar, perforga two-step iterative optimization until convergenceneTirst
step, called the expectation (E) step, is an assignmentbf@ata point to clusters or density models as a distribuéiod the
second step, called the maximization (M) step, re-estisntiite clusters based on the current assignments. Just bigel's|
algorithm, the iterative optimization procedure may resuh local optimum. Relatively little is known about thesetimods
from a theoretical point of view. The problem of giving an eggpmation algorithm to the fuzzy k-means problem is coasid
open[11].

Guhaet al. [15] provide a streaming algorithm for the k-median probldmparticular, they propose a simple divide and
conquer strategy to give a constant-factor, single-pagsapnation in timeO(nk) and sublineaO(n®) space for constant
o« > 0. Charikaret al. [8] gave a constant-factor, single-pass k-Center algoritising O (nklogk) time andO(k) space.
Recently, Ailonet al. [3] combined the results of Gule al. [15] and Arthur and Vassilvitskil [4] to propose@(log k) factor



approximation to the k-means problem. From a practicaltpafiniew, Ackermanret al. [1] provide a non-uniform sampling
approach to obtain small coresets from the data streamve #u k-means problem.

3 Problem Definition and Known Results

3.1 k-means problem

These centers (or cluster centers) define a clusteringhalpoints closest to a center than to any other center defilusteic
Finding an exact solution to the k-means problem is NP-hArdiell known algorithm called “Lloyd’s algorithm’[20] is an
algorithm that is guaranteed to find a local optimal solutmthe problem, which can often be quite poor.

3.2 k-means++ algorithm

The authors of [4] proposed a way of initializing k-means hgasing random starting centers with certain probalslitiich
give a®(logk)-competitive algorithm to k-means problem with a runnimgdiof O(nkd). The initial seeding of k-means++
is described in the following algorithm.

1. Choose an initial center uniformly at random fromv'.

2. Choose the next center selectinge; = x’ € X with probabilityZD(;/)2

SIEIER whereD(x) is the shortest distance from
xXEX
a data poink to the closest center we have already chosen.

3. Repeat Step 2 until we have chosen a tot& oénters.

3.3 k-means # Algorithm

The authors of[[3] extended the kmeans++ algorithm to givalgorithm that provide® (klogk) centers to yieldO(1)
competitive strategy fok-means with constant probability. This algorithm choaskg k centers randomly in the first round.
Further,3logk centers are chosen in step 2 of k-means++ and is repéatedl) times as in k-means++ algorithm. Since
the guarantees are with constant probability, the algoritteeds to be repeated large enough times to get better ¢emgan
For instance, the authors 6f [3] repeat the algoritifiogn) times to get a non-competitive solution with probabilitynadst
o(1/n).

3.4 Streaming k-means

A streaming version of k-medians was provided[in|[15]. Thisa was used by the authors of [3] to provide a streaming
version of k-means. A multi-level algorithm is used for aggivmemory orden®. In all but the last leveln® data points are
compressed t® (k logk) using k-means# algorithm (using best runflogn) trials of k-means#). In the last level* data
points will be compressed fopoints using k-means++ algorithm. The guarantees usiisgalgorithm can be summarized in
the following theorem.

Theorem 3.1 ([3]). If there is access to memory of sive= n* for some fixedx > 0, then for sufficiently larga the best ap-
plication of the multi-level scheme described above isiabthby running- = O(log(n/M)/ log(M/klogk)) levels (which is
constant), and choosing the repeated k-mé&dasall but the last level, in which k-means++ is chosen. Tésulting algorithm
is a randomized streaming approximation to k-means, wisi€h logk)-competitive. Its running time 8 (dnk? logn logk).

3.5 Soft k-means

In hard clustering, each data point is assigned to its dlaseger. However, in soft clustering, each data point igyassl to
several clusters partially. For each pointve have a coefficient giving the degree of being iniHeclusteru; (x). Usually,

the sum of those coefficients for any giveris defined to be 1['1‘:] ui(x) = 1. The centroid of a cluster is the mean of all
points, weighted by their degree of belonging to the cluster

2 wilx)x
> owi(x)

Ci = (3.1)

We will assume following [5] that,



P P — (3.2)
&ty

The objective of soft k-means problem is to glveentersC so as to minimize the potential function,

O = ZZul d(x, ci)?. (3.3)

xeX i=1

Form = 1, this is equivalent to normalizing the coefficient lineatdymake their sum 1. Fon — 0, the cluster centers
approach k-means centers. We will assume @hatm < 1. For a given number of clusteks soft clustering is usually done
using EM algorithm which can be defined as follows.

1. Choosé centers at random.
2. Repeat until the algorithm has converged :

(a) For each point, computewu; (x).

(b) Compute the centroig; for each cluster.

4 k-means as an approximation for soft k-means

In this section, we will show that choosing the centers otadiby k-means giv® (k™/'=™))-competitive algorithm. We
will show that using the optimal centers of k-means algonitives an approximation to the soft k-means problem. Furthe
since k-means++ algorithm 8 (logk) competitive to the k-means algorithm, k-means+©i&™/(1=™)) Jogk competitive
algorithm for soft k-means problem.

Theorem 4.1. k-mean centers give ad(k™/('=™))-competitive algorithm for soft k-means.

The rest of the section provides the proof of this theorem.
Let cj ---cf be the optimak centers of thé&-means problem. Then, the objective function of soft k-nseaith these
centers is given by,

K
O(c*) = Zzui(x)d(x)cl)

xeX i=1
2(1/m—1)

ZZL]dXC

> ]dxc) —2/m

XEX
Zl 1d —2(1/m—1)
= . 4.1
XGZXZl N —2(1/m— 1))1/‘(“% “-1)
Note that
k 1/m 1 I/WIT k 1/m
Y (d(x,ef)20/m)y TR > <E) (> (dlx, )20/ m=Ty) 7wt (4.2)

i=1

This is becaus{li‘:1 ad > kd’—q(zli‘:] a;)d for d > 1. This is true since for a convex functiof(EX) < Ef(X). Using

uniform discrete distribution over; and lettingf(x) = x4, we get the above result.
Substituting in[(4.11), we get

O(c*) < ki Z de’ 2(1/m— 1))1_1/]r/nwi1 (4.3)

xeX i=1




Substitutingl /m — 1 = g, we get,

o) < k™ Y (Y dlx,ef) 97y

xe€X i=1

D g max d(x,c?)"29) s

DR 3 ( max, diset) )

2 yriw min  d(x,c}))"29)" %

- ;((ie“, o (x,ci)) “9) "9

= kTm min  d(x,c’)? 4.4
Zie{],m,k} (X?C‘L) y ( )
xXeX

where (1) follows since sum of non-negative terms is attlaasarge as the maximum of the terms and 0, and (2) follows
sinceg > 0.

Note that this is the objective function of k-means and thaersc} are optimal for this problem. Thus, for akycenters
ci, 1 <1<k, we have
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= kTwd(c), (4.5)

where (3) follows since mig ... iy d(x,¢:)? < d(x,c:)%

Since the above holds for any centersand thus also for the optimal centers of the soft k-meansl@nobThus, we prove
that the centers of k-means are atrmost= -competitive to soft k-means.

We can further see that using k-means++ centers give an@ualitogk in the approximation. This is because by taking the
centers of k-means++ rather than k-means, all the steffd.dl) directly hold. Also, since k-means++@logk) competitive,
> er MiNiep iy d(x,¢5)? < O(logk) Y o MiNieqr,... xy d(x, ¢)? which adds an extr®(logk) in the eventual result.

5 Streaming Soft k-means

In the previous section, we saw that k-means++ based inét#dn gives an approximation for soft k-means. This athan
has been adapted for streaming in the cache register mof&jl imfhe same algorithm can be used for soft k-means and the
result in Theorem 311 hold as an approximation to soft k-ree@he adapted statement to soft k-means can be statedagsoll

Lemma 5.1. If there is access to memory of six¢ = n® for some fixedx > 0, then for sufficiently larger the best
application of the multi-level scheme described abovetainbd by running = O(log(n/M)/ log(M/klogk)) levels (which
is constant), and choosing the repeated k-mé&dos all but the last level, in which k-means++ is chosen. Tlsuiting
algorithm is a randomized streaming approximation to seftéans, which i© (k7= logk)-competitive. Its running time is
O(dnk? logn logk).

This streaming algorithm can also be adapted to streamiagasgliding window when the memory is also limited. In this
model, k-means over a window are needed which is moving.ismtlodel, the past data should be removed unlike the cache
register model where new data keeps on adding and the olshdathnot be removed.



Suppose that sliding window lengthlisand the memory i© (LK*(log k)t)ﬁ. Then the cache register model is used with
t + 1 levels with everyM points converted t8k log k centers in the first steps andV points converted t& points in the last
step. Keep thd/ points at thett™ level rather than throwing them away after converting fgoints att + 1 levels in the cache
clustering model.

Shifting window till a length oL Tt KT (3log k)1—ic will have impact on only the firsgk logk points in thett™ level. So,
after this window shift, remove the firdk logk points at thett™ level and addk logk points attt™ level which are3k logk
centers given by k-mean# algorithm for thé points at(t — 1)" level. Thus, we havé points havet'" level which give
the required k centers. Since at this window shift, kheenters are directly of the sliding window with no extra dptént
or omitted point, the algorithm i® (logk) competitive for k-means. If centers are needed at interatediift, we can use a
weighted average on the ldst — 3k log(k) points completely taken at™ level and weighing firstk logk points attt™ level
and the points in thét — 1)t" level based on the shift.

Theorem 5.1. The above algorithm with a memory©@fL¢ (klogk)'—¢) gives anO(logk) competitive algorithm for k-means
for a sliding window of lengtfh. at every window shift of ' —2¢ (3k log k)2€.

Proof. Usinge = 1, we get the above memory requirement. Further, at windofvehi' —2¢ (3k logk)2¢, at thet'™ level,

the first3k log k points will all go out and the nedk log k points will be added. There is no data point at any buf(the 1)t"
level and theék centers at the + 1t level areO(logk) competitive by/[[3]. O

Since the k-means centers are approximate centers for goéians, we can have the following approximation for soft
k-means over a sliding window.

Corollary 1. The above algorithm with a memory 6f L€ (klogk)'—¢) gives anO (k™= logk) competitive algorithm for
soft k-means for a sliding window of lendthat every window shift di' —2¢ (k log k)2¢.

6 Empirical Results

In order to evaluate k-means++ initialization in practise, implemented the two algorithms in Matlab. We label thgioal
algorithm as EM while the one based on k-means++ initidbrabf centers as EM++. The code is not optimized and is
available at[[2]. We found that the seeding substantiallyromes both the running time and the accuracy of EM.

We chose two datasets that are also includedlin [4]. The firdté Spamdataset[[24], which consists of 4601 points in
58 dimensions. The second@oud dataset[[10] which consist of 1024 points in 10 dimensiors. dach dataset, we tested
k =10, 25, and50 andm = 0.1, 0.25 and0.5.

Since we are testing randomized seeding process, we rafaaoin each case. The minimum and average potential and the
mean running time are compared between EM and EM++,

We find that seeding gives better speedups as well as befeattiob functions on these two datasets.

Averaged Mimimum @ AverageT

m k | EM EM++ | EM EM++ | EM EM++
0.1 | 10| 1.665 x 10° | 48.08%]| 1.016 x 108 | 23.49%] 34.155 | 37.21%
0.1 [ 25] 1.196 x 108 | 85.63%] 5.36 x 10 70.88%| 89.256 | 16.87%
0.1 | 50| 6.304 x 107 | 89.91%] 7.763 x 10° | 23.27%| 231.594| 17.2%

0.25] 10 | 1.748 x 108 | 49.63%] 1.076 x 103 | 22.13%] 37.401 | 28.25%
0.25| 25| 8.244 x 10”7 | 78.92%| 1.666 x 10’ | 2.01% | 138.632| 5.52%
0.25| 50 | 7.838 x 10° | 16.74%] 6.73 x 10° | 9.13% | 258.503| 21.42%
0.5 | 10| 2.916 x 108 | 60.81%] 2.329 x 10% | 51.11%] 72.826 | 57.96%
05 | 25| 4.325 x 107 | 38.77%| 2.658 x 107 | 7.37% | 218.268| 9.63%
05 | 50| 1.202 x 107 | 7.08% | 1.09 x 10 3.58% | 645.887| 47%

Table 1: Experimental results on t&pamdataset (n=4601, d=58). For EM, we list the actual poteatia time in seconds.

For EM++, we list the percentag@provemenover EM:100% x (1 — EMdtvalue)



Averaged Mimimum @ AverageT

m k | EM EM++ | EM EM++ | EM EM++

0.1 | 10| 6.462 | 8.74% | 6.319 | 8.28% | 3.742 | 24.65%
0.1 | 25| 2403 | 12.27%| 2.226 | 10.09% | 35.456| 61.02%
0.1 | 50| 1.704 | 33.85%]| 1.41 | 22.99% | 36.232| 48.47%
0.25| 10| 6.682 | 7.28% | 6.407 | 6.25% | 6.401 | 27.04%
0.25| 25| 2.318 | 5.37% | 2.137 | 2.13% | 28.986| 36.2%

0.25| 50 | 1.256 | 4.16% | 1.197 | 3.7% 56.295| 40.97%
0.5 | 10| 8.762 | 10.2% | 8.762 | 12.75% | 5.142 | 26.45%
0.5 | 25 3.389 | 0.072%| 3.287 | 0% 17.087| -143.93%
0.5 | 50| 2.339 | 1.65% | 2.313 | 3.76% | 90.739| 18.41%

Table 2: Experimental results on tiidoud dataset (n=1024, d=10). For EM, we list the actual potediidtied by 10° and

T ; ; . EM++4val
time in seconds. For EM++, we list the percentagprovemenbver EM: 100% x (1 — Wvﬁ;e)
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