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Abstract

A good deal of science and technology concepts and methods rely
on comparing and relating entities in quantitative terms. Among the
several possible approaches, similarity indices allow some interesting
features, especially the ability to quantify how much two entities re-
semble one another. In this work, the Jaccard similarity for comparing
non-zero real-valued vectors is modified so as to estimate similarity
while focusing on the distinct parts of the signals. The resulting oper-
ator, which is called partially proportional similarity index, not only
allows more strict comparisons, but also paves the way to develop
an adaptive approach to similarity estimation in which the size and
orientation of the comparisons adapt to those of a respective calibra-
tion field expressing how the observed features are related to original
counterparts. Being a particularly relevant concept in data analysis
and modeling, emphasis is placed on presenting and discussing the
concept of calibration field and how they can be taken into account
while performing similarity comparisons. Several results are described
which illustrate the potential of the reported concepts and approaches
for enhancing, and even simultaneously normalizing to some extent
the representation of entities in terms of their features, as frequently
required in scientific modeling and pattern recognition.
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1 Introduction

Several quantitative concepts and methods require relating mathematical
structures in some manner, such as by resourcing to distances or similarities.
While the Euclidean distance has often been considered, the Jaccard similar-
ity index [1, 2, 3] constitutes one of the possible approaches to quantifying
the resemblance between two sets (e.g. [2, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9]), which has been
modified/generalized in several ways (e.g. [2, 3, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16]). In
its original form, this index compares two sets in terms of a non-dimensional
scalar value obtained by dividing the cardinality of the intersection of the
two compared sets by the cardinality of their union. As the latter quantity
is always larger or equal than the former, the Jaccard similarity values nec-
essarily result comprised in the interval [0, 1]. Recent modifications of the
Jaccard index have included its generalization to addressing real-valued vec-
tors as well as its combination with the interiority index in order to obtain
the coincidence similarity index (e.g. [3, 16, 17, 18]), which can perform more
strict comparisons.

The present work describes developments leading to partial Jaccard and
coincidence similarity indices, as well as the application of these indices to
develop an adaptive comparison methodology capable of taking into account
the specific manner in which the original variables are converted into respec-
tive features, which is here expressed in terms of calibration fields.

The basic principle of the partial similarity consists of establishing in
the feature space an anchor where the pairwise comparisons are always per-
formed after these points have been translated by a relative displacement
corresponding to the difference vector between the anchor coordinates and
the coordinates of one of the points to be compared. The so-translated pair of
point is then compared by using the Jaccard or coincidence similarity indices.
In addition to yielding uniform similarity indices, the reported approach has
the interesting additional characteristics allowing the sharpness of the com-
parisons to be controlled by the choice of the anchor coordinates. These
properties are then adopted as a means to obtaining adaptive approaches to
similarity comparisons.

Previous approaches related to adaptive pattern recognition include but
are not limited to the use of block partitioning (e.g. [19]), linear discriminant
(e.g. [20]), density similarity (e.g. [21]), density maxima (e.g. [22]), adaptive
kernels (e.g. [23]), neighbor-based supervised methods (e.g. [24, 25, 26, 27,
28]), mean-based unsupervised methods (e.g. [29]), adaptive kernels (e.g. [30,
31]), as well as adaptive hierarchical approaches (e.g. [32, 33, 34, 35]). Adap-
tive methods have also been considered in the areas of signal processing
(e.g. [36, 37, 38]), as well as neuronal networks and control (e.g. [39, 40, 41]).

The possibility to define a reference comparison operation by anchoring
the partial similarity at some reference parametric configuration paved the
way to developing an adaptive approach to implementing similarity compar-
isons which can take into account the specific manner in which the original
variables are transformed into respective features to be analyzed, recognized
and modeled. This initial transformation of the observed variables is mod-
eled in terms of a respective calibration field, which can involve not only
non-linear mappings but also combinations of the original variables. Pro-
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vided these calibration fields are known, it becomes possible to adapt the
partial similarity comparisons by aligning the respective operations with the
gradient of the calibration field, while their magnitudes are defined in terms
of the respective probability density at each point in the feature space. In
this manner, the comparisons can be adapted to the way in which the original
variables are considered, which often allows the effect of the calibration field
to be compensated so that subsequent analysis can more directly reflect the
properties of the original variables. The potential of the described approach
is illustrated respectively to several case-examples involving non-linear trans-
formations of the original variables, leading to hierarchical characterization
of the relationships between the considered observations which are largely
congruent with the properties of the original data.

The present work starts by presenting the adopted basic concepts and
methods, which include uniform and proportional features and comparisons,
as well as a brief presentation of the Jaccard and coincidence similarity indices
for comparisons of real-valued vectors. Then, after identifying the intrinsic
symmetry underlying the Jaccard and coincidence similarity indices, the con-
cept of partial similarity index is presented and discussed. The remainder
of the work described the development of the adaptive similarity comparison
framework, as well as its illustration respectively to several case-examples,
involving saturation, exponential, and hybrid data transformations.

2 Basic Concepts

In this section, the main concepts and methods considered in the present
work, including uniform and proportional comparisons, multiset similarity
indices, as well as a hierarchical agglomerative clustering method based on
similarity are briefly presented.

2.1 Uniform and Proportional Comparisons

There are many ways in which two real-valued scalars x1 ≥ 0 and x2 ≥ 0
can be compared. Figure 1 illustrates two of the most basic manners in which
this can be done, namely difference involving the absolute value δ of their
difference (a), and the similarity ratio ρ between the smaller and larger value
between the two scalars x1 and x2.

More specifically, we can write:

δ(x1, x2) = δ(x2, x1) = |x1 − x2| (1)

ρ(x1, x2) = ρ(x2, x1) =
min(x1, x2)

max(x1, x2)
(2)

Comparisons performed in terms of absolue differences are related to the
concepts of distance between the two scalar values. Actually, the operation
in Equation 1 corresponds to the Euclidean distance in the case of one-
dimensional vector spaces. On the other hand, the comparison expressed
in Equation 2 implements a quantification of the relative similarity between
the two scalar values, actually corresponding to a multiset (e.g. [42, 43, 44])
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Figure 1: Illustration of the absolute difference δ and similarity ratio ρ between two generic
non-negative real scalar values x1 and x2. While the absolute difference δ is a uniform
comparison which is invariant to common translations of the original values, the similarity
ρ is a proportional comparison leading to dimensionless results which are invariant to
common scalings of the values x1 and x2.

generalization of the Jaccard index (e.g. [1, 2]) to cope with multiplicities
(e.g. [10, 12, 13, 2, 43]).

Each of the two comparison operations considered above has its specific
properties. For instance, we have that 0 ≤ ρ(x1, x2) ≤ 1, while δ(x1, x2) is
unbound. At the same time, ρ(x1, x2) yields dimensionless similarity values,
while ρ(x1, x2) leads to distance measurements which have the same unit as
x1 and x2. In addition, δ(x1, x2) is defined for any x1 ≥ 0 and x2 ≥ 0, while
the comparison ρ(x1, x2) has a singularity (0/0) occurring when x = y = 0.
Nevertheless, this singularity can be addressed by adding a small regularizing
constant to both numerator and denominator of Equation 2

The fact that ρ(x, y) is bound in the interval [0, 1] allows the interesting
possibility of introducing an exponent D ≥ 1 as follows:

ρD(x1, x2) = ρD(x2, x1) =

[
min(x1, x2)

max(x1, x2)

]D
(3)

with 0 ≤ ρD(x1, x2) ≤ 1. The larger the value ofD, the more strict (sensitive)
the implemented similarity comparison becomes.

Because of their intrinsic nature, δ(x1, x2) and ρ(x1, x2) have been de-
scribed [45, 46] as corresponding to uniform and proportional comparisons.
As such, these comparisons have the following respective properties:

δ(a+ x1, a+ x2) = δ(x1, x2) (4)

δ(a x1, a x2) = a δ(x1, x2) (5)

ρ(a x1, a x2) = ρ(x1, x2) (6)

where a ≥ 0.
These properties mean that uniform comparisons are invariant to trans-

lations of the original scalars x1 and x2, but variant to joint scalings. At the
same time, proportional comparisons are invariant to joint scaling by variant
to translations of x1 and x2.
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As discussed in [46], uniform and proportional comparisons are more in-
trinsically related to uniform and proportional features. In addition, uniform
features are more directly related to normalization by standardization, i.e.:

x̃ =
x− µx

σx

(7)

where µx and σx are the average and standard deviation of the random
variable x, represented by N respective samples.

On the other hand, proportional features are related to normalizations
employing scaling instead of translation, such as in the following possibility
involving the second order non-central statistical moment:

x̃i,p =
xi,p

ξp
, (8)

x̃i,n =
xi,n

ξn
. (9)

where:

ξp =

√√√√ 1

Np

Np∑
i=1

x2
i,p, (10)

ξn =

√√√√ 1

Nn

Nn∑
i=1

x2
i,n. (11)

where xi,p = max(0, xi), xi,p = min(0, xi) and Np and Nn correspond to the
number of positive and negative samples of x, with N ≥ Np +Nn.

The developments reported in the present work understand normaliza-
tion as a specific type of variable transformation. Therefore, the adaptive
methodology to be described and illustrated later in this work provides a
natural approach to intrinsically performing, at least to some limited extent,
data normalization through respective calibration fields, which paves the way
to treating normalization in a manner related to the data transformations to
be handled by the adaptive approaches.

Figure 2 illustrates a modification of the Jaccard similarity to be devel-
oped in the present work. More specifically, emphasis is placed on the most
distinct parts of the two compared values, which is achieved by leaving out
the shared part of the values which are smaller than a parameter β. The
similarity between the two values is now quantified by dividing the smaller
part (in red) by the larger part (in blue), which is henceforth understood to
correspond to the partial Jaccard similarity index.

A distinctive feature of the partial similarity index described above con-
cerns its potential for performing more strict similarity comparisons, which
is a consequence of a good common part of the signals being left out. This
index and its characteristics will discussed at greater length in Section 3.

2.2 The Jaccard, Interiority, and Coincidence Similar-
ity Indices

Multisets (e.g. [42, 43, 47, 48, 44]) are generalizations of sets, in which
each elements is allowed to have respective multiplicity corresponding to
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Figure 2: The partial Jaccard similarity index, or simply partial similarity, involves taking
into account only the upper part of the two values being compared, namely those parts
exceeding a reference constant value of the parameter γ. The resulting comparison is
more strict (smaller result) than it would be obtained by using the Jaccard equation as
illustrated in Fig. 1.

the number of times of respective occurrence. More recently, an extension
of multisets to address negative real-values was described in terms of np-
sets [16], in which two multiplicities, one non-negative and one non-positive,
are assigned to each element of real-valued vectors, allowing set operations
including intersection, union, and complementation to be performed into real
vector spaces. This allows the Jaccard similarity index for comparison of two
non-zero real-valued vectors x⃗ and y⃗ to be expressed as:

J (x⃗, y⃗) =J (y⃗, x⃗) =
|x⃗ ∩ y⃗|
|x⃗ ∪ y⃗|

=

=

∑M
i=1

[
min

(
mp

x,i,m
p
y,i

)
+min

(
|mn

x,i|, |mn
y,i|

)]∑M
k=1

[
max

(
mp

x,i, u
p
y,i

)
+max

(
|mn

x,i|, |mn
y,i|

)] (12)

with 0 ≤ J (x⃗, y⃗) ≤ 1. The quantities mp(x) = max(x, 0), and mn(x) =
min(x, 0) correspond to the non-negative and non-positive real-valued mul-
tiplicities assigned to the scalar x.

Also by using np-sets [16], the interiority (also overlap, e.g. [6]) similarity
index can be expressed as:

I(x⃗, y⃗) = I(y⃗, x⃗) = |x⃗ ∩ y⃗|
min(|x⃗|, |y⃗|)

=

=

∑M
k=1

[
min

(
mp

x,k,m
p
y,k

)
+min

(
|mn

x,k|, |mn
y,k|

)]
min

(∑M
k=1

[
mp

x,k + |mn
x,k|

]
,
∑M

k=1

[
mp

y,k + |mn
y,k|

]) (13)

again, we have that 0 ≤ I(x⃗, y⃗) ≤ 1.
Because two vectors with distinct interiority can share the same Jaccard

similarity index [3], it becomes interesting to combined these two indices to
obtain the coincidence similarity index expressed as:

C(x⃗, y⃗) = [J (y⃗, x⃗)]D [I(x⃗, y⃗)]E (14)
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where D > 1 and E > 1 are parameters controlling how strict the imple-
mented comparisons are. It can be verified that with 0 ≤ C(x⃗, y⃗) ≤ 1.

For simplicity’s sake, though the above expressions hold for generic non-
zero real-valued vectors, henceforth in this work only the first quadrant of
R2, defined by x ≥ 0 and y ≥ 0, will be considered. In that case, given two
vectors x⃗ = (x1, x2) and y⃗ = (y1, y2), it follows that:

|x⃗ ∩ y⃗| = min(x1, y1) + min(x2, y2) (15)

|x⃗ ∪ y⃗| = max(x1, y1) + max(x2, y2) (16)

which leads to:

J (x⃗, y⃗) = J (y⃗, x⃗) =
|x⃗ ∩ y⃗|
|x⃗ ∪ y⃗|

=
min(x1, y1) + min(x2, y2)

max(x1, y1) + max(x2, y2)
(17)

with 0 ≤ J (x⃗, y⃗) ≤ 1.
It is of particular interest to identify the intrinsic symmetry of the above

proportional similarity comparisons, namely the set of points x⃗ = (x1, x2)
which will yield the same similarity value when compared to other points at
the same relative position y⃗ = (x1 + a, x2 + b), where a and b are constant
scalars. In other words, it is interesting to identify the loci of the first quad-
rant where the results of similarity comparisons are translation invariant.

For simplicity’s sake, we assume that the points to be compared are com-
prised in the first quadrant, with a > 0, b > 0, which yields:

x1 < y1 = x1 + a (18)

x2 < y2 = x2 + b (19)

So, we have that:

J (x⃗, y⃗) =
min(x1, y1) + min(x2, y2)

max(x1, y1) + max(x2, y2)
=

x1 + x2

y1 + y2
(20)

By introducing the two parameters:

γ1 = x1 + x2 (21)

γ2 = y1 + y2 = γ1 + (a+ b) (22)

it follows that:

J (x⃗, y⃗) =
x1 + x2

y1 + y2
=

γ1
γ2

=
γ1

γ1 + (a+ b)
(23)

By imposing that the Jaccard similarity between the above specified vec-
tors x⃗ and y⃗ is a non-negative constant value k, it follows that:

γ1
γ1 + (a+ b)

= k =⇒ γ1 = x1 + x2 =
(a+ b)k

1− k
= constant (24)

Thus, we have that the same similarity comparisons will be performed
while keeping one of the vectors along the line x1+x2 = γ. In the case of the
four quadrants, it can be verified that this intrinsic symmetry of proportional
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comparisons generalizes along the loci γ = |x1| + |x2|. Furthermore, the
above result shows that the Jaccard and coincidence similarity indices are
proportional comparisons on the variable γ.

For comparison purposes, an uniform comparison operator, henceforth
called simply uniform similarity [46] will also be considered in the present
work. This operation can be expressed as follows:

U(x⃗, y⃗) = 1

1 +
∑N

k=1 |xk − yk|
(25)

with 0 ≤ U(x⃗, y⃗) ≤ 1.

2.3 Agglomerative Hierarchical Clustering

Pattern recognition approaches (e.g. [49, 50, 51]) can be subdivided into
the following three main types: (a) supervised; (b) non-supervised; and (c)
partially supervised. Needless to say, case (b) typically represents the great-
est challenge, since the categories need to be inferred from scratch in this
case.

Agglomerative hierarchical clustering (e.g. [50, 52, 53]) constitutes one
of the main approaches to non-supervised classification. Basically, it in-
volves the progressive merging of data elements and respectively obtained
subgroups, so that a hierarchical respective structure is obtained which is
often represented as a dendrogram. Several criteria can be adopted as the
means for merging subgroups. These frequently include smallest distance,
distance between centroids, average of distances, similarity, and smallest in-
crease of statistical dispersion.

In the present work, we consider a hierarchical agglomerative approach
based on similarity quantification (e.g. [54, 55, 56]), more specifically consist-
ing by adopting multiset Jaccard and coincidence similarity indices [57, 45].
Except for adopting similarity comparisons instead of Euclidean distances,
the agglomerative method employed in the present work is analogous to the
traditional average linkage methodology (e.g. [50, 52, 53]). More specifically,
the elements and subgroups are merging according to the largest average of
all pairwise similarities between the elements of all currently existing sub-
groups. Initially, each of the data elements is understood as a respective
subgroup, and these are progressively merged until a single cluster contain-
ing all original elements is obtained. In addition, the relative lengths of the
branches can often be understood as an indication of the relevance of the re-
spectively associated group. Observe that the horizontal axis of the obtained
dendrograms refers to the dissimilarity (complement of similarity), and not
similarity, between the successive subgroups.

In this work, the above described hierarchical agglomerative method is
employed considering the following similarity indices: uniform similarity, co-
incidence similarity, and adaptive coincidence similarity.
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Figure 3: Diagram illustrating the extension of the partial Jaccard similarity index to the
two-dimensional real vector space R2. The two vectors to be compared are identified as x⃗
and y⃗. First, vector x⃗ has its coordinates scaled by γ0/γx⃗, resulting in x⃗′. Then, the other
vector is translated by ∆ = x⃗− x⃗′, resulting in y⃗′. These two vectors are then translated
by δ as shown in (b), where the identity line is shown in gray.

3 Partial Similarity

Though the above discussed uniform and proportional types of compar-
isons represent two important approaches to gauging the similarity between
two mathematical structures, there is virtually an infinite number of other
possible comparisons. In the following, an additional type henceforth called
partial proportional comparisons, leading to modified versions of the Jaccard
and coincidence indices, is presented and discussed.

The principle underlying partial proportional comparisons is illustrated
in Figure 2 respectively to two real values x1 > 0 and x2 > 0 to be compared.
The proportional comparison between these two values can be expressed as:

ρ(x1, x2) =
min(x1, x2)− β

max(x1, x2)− β
(26)

The above comparison corresponds to the partial Jaccard coincidence for
comparison between two non-zero scalar values x1 and x2.

Figure 3 illustrates the generalization of the partial Jaccard similarity to
the two-dimensional real vector space R2. For simplicity’s sake, we focus on
the first quadrant.

Now, there are possible two common portions between the two vectors to
be compared, respective to each of the two coordinates. To remove part of
the common portion, first it is defined in terms of the parameter γ0x1,0+x2,0,
which therefore will specify the size of the comparisons. We also make γx⃗ =
x1 + x2. The vector x⃗ is then scaled by γ0/γx⃗, resulting the new vector x⃗′.
The other vector to be compared, namely y⃗, is then translated by ∆ = x⃗− x⃗′,
resulting in the new vector y⃗′. Then, the two vectors are translated by δ, so
that the vector x⃗′ results onto the identity line.
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The partial extension to the N−dimensional vector space RM can be
obtained directly from the above developments as:

PJ (x⃗, y⃗, γ0) = J
[
x⃗
γ0
γx⃗

+ δ⃗, y⃗ − x⃗

(
1− γ0

γx⃗

)
+ δ⃗

]
(27)

PI(x⃗, y⃗, γ0) = I
[
x⃗
γ0
γx⃗

+ δ⃗, y⃗ − x⃗

(
1− γ0

γx⃗

)
+ δ⃗

]
(28)

PC(x⃗, y⃗, γ0) = C
[
x⃗
γ0
γx⃗

+ δ⃗, y⃗ − x⃗

(
1− γ0

γx⃗

)
+ δ⃗

]
(29)

where:

{
γx⃗ =

∑M
i=1 |xi|,

δ⃗ = c⃗− x⃗′, c⃗ = [γ0/M, γ0/M, . . . , γ0/M ]

and γ0 is a non-negative real value defining the similarity comparison config-
uration to be used as a reference. Observe that ∆⃗ = x⃗ (1− γ0/γx⃗).

All the three similarity indices considered in this work (namely Jaccard,
interiority, and coincidence) for comparison between two non-zero multidi-
mensional vectors x⃗ and y⃗ can be verified to correspond to proportional
comparisons on the variable γ.

Figure 4 shows the receptive fields of the similarity comparisons imple-
mented by the coincidence similarity (a), uniform similarity (b), partial Jac-
card similarity (c), and partial coincidence similarity (d). The term ‘recep-
tive field’ is here adopted, in an analogy to the respective concept in neuro-
biology (e.g. [58, 59, 60, 61]), in order to indicate, in the space corresponding
to the domain of the similarity comparison operations, the intensity resulting
from comparing the reference position of the comparison operator with the
surrounding points. The peak of each of these receptive fields is equal to 1
in the case of the considered similarity indices.

The Jaccard receptive fields in Figure 4(a) are invariant along the loci
x + y = γ, implementing similarity comparisons which are proportional to
the parameter γ = x+ y, hence the increase of their size as one moves away
from the center of the coordinates system. As expected, the uniform sim-
ilarity shown in Figure 4(b) is characterized by receptive fields having the
same size across the whole space (x, y). This is also the case of the partial
Jaccard and partial coincidence similarity indices. However, while the overall
magnitude of the comparisons in the two latter cases are maintained across
the whole space (x, y), the comparisons implemented at each point are pro-
portional respectively to its relative coordinates adapted to local orientation
and density, and not uniform.

In addition to the bound range of the possibly obtained values, similar-
ity indices have other interesting properties which typically influence their
application. Of particular interest is the rate of change of the similarity as
one pattern is progressively modified relatively to another compared pattern.
This property has been denominated the sensitivity (e.g. [62]) of the simi-
larity comparison. As such, the sensitivity can be quantified in terms of the
absolute values of the first derivative of the similarity values as the patterns
are progressively modified along a given free variable.

Figure 5 illustrates the sensitivity curves obtained while comparing — by
using the Jaccard and partial Jaccard similarity as well as the cosine and
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(a) (b)

(c) (d)

Figure 4: Illustration, in terms of level sets, of receptive fields characteristic of the coin-
cidence similarity (a), uniform similarity (b), uniform Jaccard similarity (c), and uniform
coincidence similarity (c). The coincidence similarity is a proportional comparison, imply-
ing the receptive fields away from the center of the coordinates system to increase in size
as the resulting similarity values decrease.
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Figure 5: The sensitivity (absolute value of the first derivative) of the Jaccard similarity
and index its partial modification, cosine similarity, and inner product for γ = 0.7 obtained
while comparing a reference vectors [0, 1] with a vector of magnitude 0.8 which is rotated by
angle β relatively to the reference vector. The two circles indicate that the first derivative
is not defined at their position. Both the Jaccard and partial similarity indices employed
D = 1 and E = 1.

inner product — a constant vector [0, 1] with another vector with magnitude
0.8 and relative orientation β with the constant vector. Observe that θ corre-
sponds to the free variable along which the derivative of the similarity values
is evaluated as the sensitivity of the comparisons. The partial similarity in-
dex resulted in the comparison operation which is most sensitive around the
similarity peak (at β = 0) for the adopted value γ = 0.7. Interestingly, the
cosine similarity and inner product presented the smallest sensitivity (equal
to 0) around the similarity peak. These results corroborate the potential of
the Jaccard similarity and its partial modification for enhanced sensitivity
when comparing similar patterns.

4 Calibration Fields: A Central Concept

Both data analysis and scientific modeling rely on establishing an effec-
tive interface between the abstract mathematical world and the real world
to be modeled and better understood, as illustrated in Figure 6 respectively
to measuring samples yx of a given original quantity x, which is henceforth
understood as a scalar random variable (e.g. [63, 64]). This interface im-
plements the means for obtaining quantitative information, typically via
sampling, about the variables of interest. However, almost invariably the
interface also involves some transformation of the original random variable
x. The obtained measurements yx are henceforth called features. It is inter-
esting to keep in mind that normalizations (e.g. [65, 66, 67, 68, 69]), which
are often performed on measurements, can also be understood as particular
cases of variable transformation. In addition, it is possible to have situations
in which the original value x is successively transformed by a sequence of
composed transformations, which can also be addressed from the perspective
of the here described framework.

As understood in the present work, the concept of calibration field presents
analogies with the transfer functions often adopted in electronics (e.g. [70,
71, 72]), as well as the principle of system function describing time-invariant
linear systems (e.g. [73, 74]). However, those approaches are intrinsically
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Figure 6: Diagram illustrating a studied system containing the variable x of interest, the
respective mathematical formulation in terms of the measurement yx, and the interface
f(x) between these two spaces. The observed features yx = f(x) correspond to maps, via
the calibration field, of the original values x. This approach can be directly extended to
situations involving more than one variable.

non-stochastic, while the herein adopted concept of calibration field is more
directly related to random variable transformations (e.g. [63, 75]) and system
identification (e.g. [76, 77, 78, 79]).

Though the obtained measurement yx would ideally result identical to
the real-world quantity x, which can be expressed as yx = f(x) = x, in
practice this can rarely be achieved. Several factors contribute to making
yx ̸= x, while hopefully yx ≈ x, including: (i) the presence of noise and
limited resolution during the measurements; (ii) the measurement approach
and/or involved instruments imply a possibly non-linear random variable
transformation; and (iii) possible variations or fluctuations of x along time
and/or space. Though all these effects are important, the present work fo-
cuses on the second possibility, namely the presence of a random variable
transformation of the type:

yx = f(x) (30)

Even when f(x) is linear on x, some magnitude changes are typically
adopted to accommodate specific datasets or choices among varying physical
units. Oftentimes, the transformation is non-linear, which is typically a
consequence of the available instruments being non-linear or the choice of
specific types of physical units. As a simple example, we have a given real-
world quantity x being measured in terms of its logarithm, as is often the
case while measuring power or sound intensity (e.g. [80]):

yx = f(x) = 10 log

(
x

x0

)
dB (31)

where x0 is an adopted reference and dB stands for decibels.
Because this transformation implies an intrinsic alteration of the original

quantity x, it needs to be taken into account while analyzing and model-
ing the obtained feature (or measurements) yx. The curve or scalar field
associated to f(x) is henceforth called the calibration field underlying all
subsequent data analysis, pattern recognition, or scientific modeling in ques-
tion. The term field relates to multivariate scalar calibration fields obtained
in the case of two or more variables, but it is here adopted also for the one-
dimensional cases for simplicity’s sake. Figure 7 depicts a calibration field
which can be associated to the above logarithmic example.
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Figure 7: Illustration of the effect of the calibration function f(x), itself a random variable
transformation, relating the variable x, characterized by a respective uniform density to
the feature fx, characterized by a density py(yx) indicated in Eq. 33. Observe that the
transformation f(x) determines both on the values of the new variable yx as well as on
the obtained transformed density py(y).

Henceforth, the calibration field is intrinsically associated to the transfor-
mation of the original variable x described by a respective uniform density,
which allows a more direct identification of the effects of the calibration field
on the respectively obtained transformed density, given that every possible
value of x of interest is represented by the same original density value. In
this way, the obtained transformed density py(y) obtained from a respective
uniform density can be understood as a statistical analogy of the otherwise
deterministic concept of impulse response from linear, time-invariant systems
(e.g. [73, 74]). Though in the present work the calibration field will often be
considered respectively to a uniform original density, it can also be used to
model the statistical transformation of any other type of density associated
to the original variable x.

It is interesting to realize that the calibration field has two distinct, but
related, effects on the original variable x. First, it changes the value of the
original uniform random variable x to the new transformed random variable
yx = f(x). Second, the calibration field also acts on the original uniform
density p(x), resulting in the respectively transformed density py(yx), which
can be expressed as:

py(y) =
1

f ′(x)
p(x) (32)

where x = f−1(y).
In the case of the above logarithm example, assuming x0 = 1, we have

from Equation 32 that:

py(yx = f(x)) =

{ x
10 (b−a)

for x ∈ [a, b]

0 otherwise
(33)
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Figure 8: Two groups A and B, corresponding to respective normal densities (in green)
are observed through an interface involving the calibration field yx = fx(x) = 10 log10 x
(in blue). Skewed densities (in orange) are respectively obtained. In case only these trans-
formed densities are available, and no hypothesis are taken into account, the identification
of the calibration field and original normal densities would constitute an impossible task.
In case the calibration field is known, it is of particularly interest to implement compar-
isons and analysis of the transformed densities capable of taking that the two groups had
originally identical statistical descriptions, except for a relative translation along x.

or, in terms of the new feature y:

py(y) =

{ ey

102 (b−a)
for y ∈ [10 log(a), 10 log(b)]

0 otherwise
(34)

Though it has been so far assumed, for simplicity’s sake, that the orig-
inal variable x is associated to a uniform density, more general preliminary
densities can also be readily accommodated into the concept of calibration
field.

Several situations can be met in practice regarding the availability of the
calibration field underlying a respective experiment. Figure 8 illustrates a
situation involving the same calibration field as in the above logarithm exam-
ple, but now respective to two well-separated groups described by identical
normal densities except for the respective translation along the x axis.

In case the calibration field is available, it can be considered for subse-
quent analysis of the data, which often includes comparisons. More specifi-
cally, it is important to take into account that, in the original domain, the
two groups had identical statistical properties except for a relative transla-
tion. One way to do so, as described in Section 6, consists in using adaptive
comparison operations based directly on the calibration field. It should be
kept in mind that, depending on each specific situation, groups can present
the same type of density not on the original space x, but on the respective
transformed space y. The identification of where similar types of densities
associated to the groups are to be expected constitutes one of the issues
involved in the data analysis and modeling.
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Another possible situation occurs when the original (in green) and trans-
formed densities (in orange) are available, but the calibration field is not
known. Though it would be possible, in principle, to estimate the calibration
field from the relationship between the available densities, these estimations
would be limited to the values of x where the available original densities are
non-zero and devoid of noise or other unwanted effects.

However, in case only the two transformed densities (in orange in the
figure), or only the original densities are available, it would be virtually
impossible to infer either the calibration field or the two original densities
(in green).

Though the non-linear transformation characterizing the above example
was the result of the adoption of logarithmic scale, non-linearity can also be
implied by intrinsic unwanted properties of the adopted instruments. For
instance, perfectly linear electronic amplifiers cannot be obtained in practice.
Another effect that can imply non-linearity corresponds to the saturation of
some measurement or original variable.

While the estimation of the calibration field tends to be simpler when
dealing with physical experiments involving specific instruments and more
basic physical properties such as discussed above, substantially greater chal-
lenges can be frequently implied by situations involving more complex real-
world systems and quantities, such as in economics, ecology, transportation,
communications, etc. Not only the estimation of the calibration field can
imply special attention, but also these fields can involve intricate non-linear
combinations of several real-world quantities.

Interestingly, the calibration field framework described above can be read-
ily extended to several other situations, especially those involving transfor-
mations of abstract variables. These situations include completely theoretical
approaches. For instance, we have the consideration of the exponential of the
entropy, which can be formulated in terms of calibration fields.

From the practical point of view, a method to estimate f(x) would involve
presenting as input to the interface equally spaced (or uniformly sampled)
values of x and recording the respectively obtained feature values yx. Some
adequate interpolation scheme (parametric or not) could then be applied in
order to estimate the calibration field f(x). It is interesting to observe that,
in principle, the calibration field can be estimated from its effects on the
variable values and/or from its effects on the transformation of the original
density.

It may also happen that the calibration field is known from the mathe-
matical formulation of the studied problem or characteristics of the adopted
instruments. For instance, several optical systems have well understood ef-
fects on the respective visual inputs.

By a primary variable, it is henceforth understood a variable which is
understood, in the context of each addressed situation, not have been de-
rived from any other variable. An example of primary variable would be
the time t measured along some observed experiment, or the distance from
a city along a roadway. Another possible situation regarding the availability
of the calibration field concerns the impossibility of the identification of the
primary value x, especially in highly complex systems. A few possible exam-
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ples include some astronomical signals, complex economic indicators, as well
as neurological signals, among other possibilities.

Yet another possibility regarding the calibration field of a given experi-
ment is that it may change along time or from place to place. It is also possi-
ble that a calibration field depends of some associated parameter defined by
the data, experimental settings, hidden variables, or other influences. Addi-
tional efforts will normally be required to identify these changing calibration
fields.

Even in cases where it is impossible or very difficult to estimate the cal-
ibration fields and primary variables, the consideration of the framework
described in the present work still has particular importance in drawing at-
tention to the possible impact and biases that these missing elements can
imply on subsequent comparisons and analyses.

Henceforth, the calibration fields and respective mathematical expressions
are assumed to be known, which is the same as knowing the density resulting
from the transformation of a uniform density.

5 Multidimensional Calibration Fields

Though the previous section focused on one-dimensional calibration fields,
defined on the single original variable x, several theoretical and applied ex-
periments in pattern recognition and scientific modeling involve two or more
original variables x1, x2, . . . , xN . In this section, the concept of calibration
field and its role in obtaining transformed densities is extended to multidi-
mensional features, variables, and densities.

The first important point to be kept in mind is that, for generality’s sake,
a whole calibration field should be considered for each of the transformed
variables, which can be expressed as the following scalar fields having respec-
tive domain in the original space RN :

y1 = f1(x1, x2, . . . , xN) (35)

y2 = f2(x1, x2, . . . , xN) (36)

. . .

yi = fi(x1, x2, . . . , xN) (37)

. . .

yN = fN(x1, x2, . . . , xN) (38)

The above expressions indicate that each new random variable can in-
volve not only non-linear transformations, but also combinations between
the original variables. As before, all these fields are henceforth assumed to
be known. It is also possible to consider implicit and parametric versions of
the above fields, leading to a manifold approach (e.g. [24, 81, 82]).

Assuming that all the calibration fields are invertible and first-order-
differentiable, the N partial derivatives of the generic i−th calibration field
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can be expressed as follows:

∂ yi
∂x1

= Di,1(x1, x2, . . . , xN) (39)

∂ yi
∂x1

= Di,2(x1, x2, . . . , xN) (40)

. . .

∂ yi
∂xN

= Di,N(x1, x2, . . . , xN) (41)

where each partial derivative is possibly a function of all the original variables
xi. The total derivative (e.g. [83]) of each calibration field at each point
(x1, x2, . . . , xN) can then be expressed as:

dyi (x1, x2, . . . , xN) =
∂ yi
∂x1

+
∂ yi
∂x2

+ . . .+
∂ yi
∂xN

(42)

The transformed density can then be expressed in terms of the original
density as follows:

py(y1, y2, . . . , yN) =
1

dy1 dy2 . . . dyN
px(x1, x2, . . . , xN) (43)

Observe that it is possible to express the new density in terms of the
original or transformed variables, depending on specific requirements of each
study. In case the new density is to be expressed in terms of the new features
yi, it is necessary to obtain, if possible, expressions of each original variable
xi in terms of the original variables (i.e. xi = gi(y1, y2, . . . , yN)) and then
implement the respective variable changes in Equation 43. It is also inter-
esting to keep in mind that, as assumed in the present work, the original
density is uniform, so that px(x1, x2, . . . , xN) is effectively a positive constant
κ within respective intervals of each original variable, which actually allows
us to rewrite Equation 43, up to a positive multiplicative constant, as:

py(y1, y2, . . . , yN) =
κ

dy1 dy2 . . . dyN
(44)

However, though the above approach will suffice for implementing respec-
tive adaptive comparisons as described in the remainder of this work, it will
not apply in the case of more general original densities not corresponding to
uniform densities. It is henceforth assumed that the original densities asso-
ciated to the calibration fields are uniform, so that Equation 44 is adopted
instead of Equation 43.

As a first simple example, consider the following two-dimensional calibra-
tion fields in (x1, x2) ∈ R2:

y1 = f1(x1, x2) = a x1 (45)

y2 = f2(x1, x2) = b x2 (46)

where a and b are positive real values. It follows that:

∂ y1
∂x1

= a (47)

∂ y2
∂x2

= b (48)
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(a) (b)

Figure 9: Original uniform density on the (x1, x2) space, shown in terms of equally spaced
samples (a), and the same distribution of points after undergoing transformation (b) by
the calibration fields y1 = a x1 and y2 = b x2, assuming a = 1.5 and b = 1.

which yields:

py(a x1, b x2) =
px(x1, x2)

a b
=

κ

a b
(49)

where κ is a positive constant.
Since both partial derivatives of py respectively to y1 and y2 are zero,

the orientation of the gradient of py cannot be determined in this particular
case. The geometric effect of the calibration field on the variables xa and x2

can nevertheless be visualized by transforming, via calibration fields, equally
spaced samples of x1 and x2, which is illustrated in Figure 9.

As another example, consider the following exponential calibration field
on the first quadrant x1 ≥ 0 x2 ≥ 0:

y1 = ea x1 (50)

y2 = eb x2 (51)

so that:

x1 =
1

a
log(y1) (52)

x2 =
1

b
log(y2) (53)

we also have that:

∂ y1
∂x1

= a ex1 (54)

∂ y2
∂x2

= b ex2 (55)

It follows that:

py(e
x1 , ex2) =

κ

dy1 dy2
=

κ

a b ea x1 eb x2
(56)

which can be expressed in terms of the new features as:

py(y1, y2) =
κ

a b y1 y2
(57)
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from which we get:

∂ py
∂y1

= − κ

y21 y2
(58)

∂ py
∂y2

= − κ

y22 y1
(59)

Another interesting type of calibration field concerns the presence of sat-
uration taking place as the original variables are measured (or as an intrinsic
property of the dynamics producing those variables). Assuming that the
saturation takes place independently for each original variable, though with
possible distinct parameters, the following calibration fields can be used to
model some types of saturation:

y1 = tanh (a x1) (60)

y2 = tanh (b x2) , (61)

so that:

x1 =
1

a
atanh (y1) (62)

x2 =
1

b
atanh (y2) . (63)

The respective partial derivatives are:

∂ y1
∂x1

= a sech2 (a x1) (64)

∂ y2
∂x2

= b sech2 (b x2) . (65)

The transformed density can now be obtained as:

py(tanh (a x1) , tanh (b x2)) =
κ

dy1 dy2
=

=
κ

a b sech2 (a x1) sech
2 (b x2)

(66)

By considering Equations 62 and 63, it follows that:

py(y1, y2) =
κ

a b (1− y1)2 (1− y2)2
(67)

from which we obtain:

∂ py
∂y1

=
2κ

a b (1− y1)3 (1− y2)2
(68)

∂ py
∂y2

=
2κ

a b (1− y1)2 (1− y2)3
(69)

Another interesting type of calibration fields involves logarithms, as in:

y1 = log(a x1 (70)

y2 = log(b x2) (71)
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yielding:

x1 =
1

a
ey1 (72)

x2 =
1

b
ey2 (73)

Thus, we have the following partial derivatives:

∂ y1
∂x1

=
a

x1

(74)

∂ y2
∂x2

=
b

x2

(75)

Thus, the transformed uniform density can be expressed as:

py(log(a x1), log(b x2)) = κ
x1 x2

a b
(76)

which, when expressed in terms of the new features y1 and y2, becomes:

py(y1, y2) =
κ ey1 ey2

(a b)2
(77)

which has the following partial derivatives:

∂ py
∂y1

=
κ ey1 ey2

(a b)2
(78)

∂ py
∂y2

=
κ ey1 ey2

(a b)2
(79)

To conclude the illustration of some possible calibration fields, we now
consider the following situation involving the combination of the two original
variables x1 and x2:

y1 = x1 x2 (80)

y2 = x1 (81)

which leads to:

x1 =
y1
y2

(82)

x2 = y2 (83)

It follows that:

∂ y1
∂x1

= x2
∂ y1
∂x2

= x1 (84)

∂ y2
∂x1

= 0
∂ y2
∂x2

= 1 (85)

which yields:

dy1 = x1 + x2 (86)

dy2 = 1 (87)
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from which it follows that:

py

(
y1
y2
, x2

)
=

κ

(x1 + x2) 1
=

κ

x1 + x2

(88)

leading to:

py(y1, y2) = κ
y2

y1 + y22
(89)

so that:

∂ py
∂y1

=
−y2

(y1 + y22)
2

(90)

∂ py
∂y2

=
y1 − y22

(y1 + y22)
2

(91)

6 Adaptive Similarity Indices

The possibility to specify, in terms of the parameter γ, the properties
of the partial similarity indices, paves the way to developing a respective
adaptive approach to similarity quantification which takes into account the
calibration field underlying a given experiment or study. More specifically, a
reference similarity comparison operator is defined respectively to the specific
value of γr = 1, being then adapted at each of the points y⃗ while considering
the density and orientation of the density py(y⃗) resulting from the transfor-
mation by the calibration field of a uniform density.

The adaptive similarity approach is developed in this section respectively
to two-dimensional data involving two original variables x1 and x2 associated
to two-dimensional uniform densities, which are transformed into respective
features y1 and y2 by given calibration fields f1(x1, x2) and f2(x1, x2), yield-
ing the respective features (y1, y2) = (f1(x1, x2), f2(x1, x2)) and transformed
density py(y1, y2).

The gradient of the scalar field py(y1, y2) can be expressed as:

∇⃗p(y1, y2) =
∂ p(y1, y2)

∂y1
î+

∂ p(y1, y2)

∂y2
ĵ = D1(y1, y2) î+D2(y1, y2) ĵ (92)

The orientation of the gradient at a specific point (y1, y2) can then be
obtained by using Equation 92 as in the following:

θ(y1, y2) = arctan

{
D2(y1, y2)

D1(y1, y2)

}
(93)

The orientation of the similarity comparison operator is then made to
coincide with θ(y1, y2).

Given a two-dimensional probability density function p(y1, y2), it is pos-
sible to adapt the magnitude of the comparisons, expressed in terms of the
value of the average distance d̄, by using the following relationship from
stochastic geometry (e.g. [84]):

d̄(y1, y2) =
1√

ρ(y1, y2)
=

1√
py(y1, y2)

(94)
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where ρ(y1, y2) is the local density specified by py(y1, y2).
This expression can be readily generalized to N−dimensional densities as

follows:

d̄(y1, y2, . . . , yN) = [ρ(y1, y2, . . . , yN)]
−1/N (95)

where ρ = p(y1, y2, . . . , yN).
The magnitude of the similarity comparison to be associated to point

(y1, y2) can then be specified in terms of its γ parameter as follows:

γ0(y1, y2) = γr d̄(y1, y2) (96)

where ω is a parameter controlling the overall magnitudes of the comparison
operators.

Now, given two points (ya,1, ya,2) and (yb,1, yb,2), it is possible to perform
the partial similarity comparison using the operator respectively adapted to
any of these points. Equations 27-29 can be used, taking the vector x⃗ to
represent the center of the relative coordinates associated to each partial
comparison (therefore corresponding to the center of the respective receptive
field). However, this will generally lead to distinct similarity values, implying
that the comparison operation is not commutative. In order to address this
issue, we calculate both similarities and take their arithmetic average as
result.

There are two main approaches to implementing the above described
adaptive comparison framework, depending on the methodology adopted for
estimating the transformed density py(y1, y2, . . . , yN), from which the densi-
ties and orientations required for the adaptation of the similarity compar-
isons are obtained. The first case relates to situations where the mathemat-
ical expressions of the involved calibration fields are available, in which case
py(y1, y2, . . . , yN) can often be estimated. However, even when the mathe-
matical expressions are not known, but the density py(y1, y2, . . . , yN) resulting
from the transformation of a sampled respective uniform density is available,
it is possible to estimate the local density and orientation by using numerical
approaches such as finite differences.

Numerical versions of the density py(y1, y2, . . . , yN) can eventually be
obtained by presenting enough samples from a sampled uniform density
px(x1, x2, . . . , xN) as input to the interface, and recording the results. A
numeric approximation of py(y1, y2, . . . , yN) can then be obtained by using
interpolation (e.g. by non-parametric approaches), from which the local den-
sity and orientation can be estimated and used for adapting the similarity
comparisons.

For simplicity’s sake, only the situation in which the calibration fields
expressions are known are considered herein in the present work.

Another interesting point to be kept in mind regards the fact that the de-
scribed adaptive approach can be employed in order to address the modifica-
tions implied by the calibration fields associated to a determined experiment,
but the thenceforth data to be studied and modeled will typically be asso-
ciated with additional transformations and non-uniform densities inherently
implied by the system under study, which cannot generally be taken into
account by those calibration fields. In several such situations characterized
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by right-skewed densities, it is of interest to consider the enhanced sharpness
of the comparisons implemented by the Jaccard and coincidence similarity
indices.

The above described adaptive approach can be implemented consider-
ing several types of similarity indices, including the Jaccard and coincidence
comparisons described in Section 2.2. The potential of this approach is il-
lustrated by several case-examples respective to the coincidence similarity
described in the following section.

7 Experiments and Discussion

This section presents several case-examples illustrating the potential of
performing similarity comparisons adaptively to specific calibration fields,
by employing the adaptive approach based partial similarity indices. These
examples include several types of calibration fields, including saturation, ex-
ponential, as well as hybrid calibrations fields. The method is also illustrated
respectively to a dataset containing several groups, after transformation by
saturation calibration fields.

In all subsequent dendrograms, it has been adopted D = 1, while all
adaptive dendrograms also consider γr = 1.

7.1 Case-Example 1: Proportional Comparison

The first situation considers the following density py(y1, y2) obtained from
a uniform density px(x1, x2) = κ (in a given region):

py(y1, y2) = κ e−(y1+y2) = κ e−γ (97)

which has the following partial derivatives:

∂ py
∂y1

= −κ e−(y1+y2) (98)

∂ py
∂y2

= −κ e−(y1+y2) (99)

Figure 10 illustrates the coincidence of receptive fields adapted to the
above density.

It can be verified that the receptive fields are invariant (except possibly
near the two axes) along the loci y1+y2 = γ and that their sizes increase as the
exponential of γ. This type of adapted receptive fields can be verified to be
intrinsically associated to the receptive fields of the non-adapted coincidence
similarity index, which are also invariant along γ and have sizes which adapts
with eγ/2. Therefore, the adaptation of the coincidence similarity receptive
fields largely reproduces the receptive fields of the non-adapted counterparts.

7.2 Case-Example 2: Presence of Saturation

The second case-example relates to an important effect which can be
observed in real-world experiments, namely the presence of saturation of the
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Figure 10: The orientations and level sets of the density obtained respectively to the
density specified in Eq. 97. Examples of receptive fields adapted to this density are also
included in the figure. This type of proportional adaptation is intrinsically compatible
with the receptive fields of the non-adapted coincidence similarity index. The adaptation
was performed considering D = 2, E = 3, and γr = 0.3.

values of the observed original variables x1 and x2. This phenomenon can
be a consequence of at least the two following effects: (i) the devices used
to measure the variables can reduce the input values as their magnitude
approaches the end of the respectively allowed range; and (ii) the dynamic
system producing a given variable becomes itself saturated, for instance as a
consequence of some resource being progressively exhausted. Whatever the
causes of saturation, it is typically characterized by a progressive reduction
of the first derivative of the calibration field as x increases.

In order to illustrate how the described adaptive framework can be em-
ployed as a means to possibly address the effects of saturation, we assume
that both variables x1 and x2 are affected as indicated by the calibration fields
in Equations 60 and 61 with a = 1 and b = 1.5, which leads to the density
transformation expressed in Equation 66. Figure 11 illustrates the orien-
tation (gradient with normalized magnitudes) and level-sets of the density
resulting from the saturation, according to the above indicated calibration
field, of a uniform density with domain (0 ≤ y1 ≤ 1, 0 ≤ y2 ≤ 1). Also shown
in the figure are examples of some respective receptive fields.

Figure 12(a) illustrates two groups characterizing the original data, each
of which associated to a respective uniform density with identical param-
eters other than their relative position. The obtained transformed set of
sampled observations are presented in Figure 12(b), which is characterized
by changes along both axes, with the group having larger values being more
severely affected by the saturation, as could be expected. It is interesting to
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Figure 11: The orientations and level sets of the density obtained by the saturation of a
uniform original density for γr = 0.3. Examples of receptive fields are also included in
the figure. It can be observed that the saturation intensifies as one moves from the lower
left-hand side of the figure toward its top right-hand side.
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(a) (b)

Figure 12: Two groups of sampled points obtained from associated uniform densities (a) in
the space (x1, x2) and groups of points (b) obtained by two calibration fields implementing
saturation of the original values.

keep in mind that, when applied to a regular density, this type of transfor-
mation leads to a left-skewed density. As discussed in [45, 46], the traditional
Jaccard and coincidence similarity indices are not intrinsically adequate for
application on these cases, being intrinsically related to right-skewed densi-
ties.

Figure 13(a) presents the dendrogram obtained by the agglomerative ap-
proach based on the uniform similarity index applied to the original space
(x1, x2), which properly described the hierarchical structure of the two origi-
nal groups, including the fact that they are well separated and characterized
by almost identical interrelationships, the latter property leading to well bal-
anced branches with similar heights and structures. Figure 13(b) shows the
dendrogram obtained by using the uniform similarity agglomerative approach
to the transformed space (y1, y2), which led to two unbalanced branches.

The application of the agglomerative method based on the coincidence
similarity index is depicted in Figure 14(a), being characterized by intensified
unbalance which was expected as a consequence of the densities being left-
skewed. The dendrogram obtained for the agglomerative approach based on
the adaptive similarity is shown in Figure 14(b), being characterized by two
well-separated and balanced branches which are closely related to the original
groups.

7.3 Case-Example 3: Exponential Calibration Fields

The case-example presented in this subsection addresses the situation in
which the calibration fields are exponential. More specifically, we consider
the calibration fields specified in Equations 50 and 51. Figure 15 illustrates,
in terms of respective receptive fields, the coincidence comparison operations
adapted to that type of calibration field.

Figure 16(a) presents two groups of points associated to respective uni-
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Figure 13: Dendrograms obtained by application of the agglomerative method based on
the uniform similarity to the point distributions in the spaces (x1, x2) (a) and (y1, y2) (b),
respectively to the saturation experiment). The dendrogram in (a) reflects the fact that
the two original groups are well-separated and balanced.

form densities, which were transformed into the two groups shown in Fig-
ure 16(b) as a consequence of the adopted calibration field.

The dendrograms obtained by agglomerative hierarchical approaches based
on the uniform similarity applied on the original (a) and transformed (b)
variables are illustrated in Figure 17, respectively.

Figure 18 depicts the dendrograms resulting from the application of the
agglomerative clustering approach based on the coincidence similarity (a)
and adapted similarity (b). The latter approach yielded a dendrogram which
reflects the structure of the original data.

7.4 Case-Example 4: Hybrid Calibration Fields

Though the previous case-examples have assumed the same types of cal-
ibration fields, the concepts and methods described in the present work can
be readily applied to situations involving distinct types of calibration fields,
such as y1(x1, x2) being exponential and y2(x1, x2) involving saturation. The
application of the adaptive methodology to these types of relationships hence-
forth called hybrid calibration fields, is illustrated in the present subsection.

Let us consider the two following calibration fields:

y1 = tanh (a x1) (100)

y2 = eb x2 (101)
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Figure 14: Dendrograms obtained by application of the agglomerative methods based on
the coincidence similarity (a) and adaptive coincidence similarity (b) to the point distri-
butions in the transformed space (y1, y2). The former of these dendrograms particularly
unbalanced as a consequence of the Jaccard similarity index being adequate to right-
hand skewed transformation functions, which is not the case for the saturation calibration
fields. The adaptive dendrogram in (b) succeeded in reflecting the fact that the two orig-
inal groups were identical (other than for a relative translation) and well-separated.

Figure 15: The gradient orientations and level sets indication the density variation implied
by the exponential calibration fields in Equations 50 and 51. Examples of adapted receptive
fields have also been included in this figure.
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Figure 16: Original (a) and transformed (b) set of points considered in the exponential
calibration fields experiment.

Figure 17: Dendrograms obtained by application of the agglomerative method based on
the uniform similarity to the point distributions in the spaces (x1, x2) (a) and (y1, y2) (b),
respectively to the exponential calibration fields experiment). Both these dendrograms
resulted similar, reflecting the fact that the two original groups are well-separated and
balanced.
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Figure 18: Dendrograms obtained by application of the agglomerative methods based
on the coincidence similarity (a) and adaptive coincidence similarity (b) to the point
distributions in the space (y1, y2), respectively to the exponential calibration fields case-
example. The adaptive dendrogram in (b) succeeded in reflecting the fact that the two
original groups were identical (other than for a relative translation) and well-separated.

so that:

x1 =
1

a
atanh (y1) (102)

x2 =
1

b
log(y2) (103)

It follow that:

df1 = a sech2 (a x1) (104)

df2 = b eb x2 (105)

so that:

py
(
tanh (a x1) , e

b x2
)
=

1

a b

κ

eb x2 sech2 (a x1)
(106)

or, in terms of the new features y1 and y2:

py (y1, y2) =
1

a b

κ

y2 (1− y1)2
(107)

which yields:

∂ py
∂y1

=
2

ab

κ

(1− y1)3 y2
(108)

∂ py
∂y2

=
2

ab

κ

(1− y1)2 y22
(109)
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Figure 19: Original (a) and transformed (b) set of points considered in the case-example
aimed at illustrating hybrid calibration fields.

Figure 20: The orientations and level sets of the density obtained by the hybrid experiment
respectively to a uniform original density. Examples of receptive fields are also included
in the figure.

Figure 19(a) illustrates two original distribution of points associated to
respective uniform densities on (x1, x2), as well as their transformed versions
(b). It is henceforth assumed that a = 1.5 and b = 0.5.

The adaptation of the coincidence comparison with the transformed den-
sity is illustrated in Figure 20.

Figure 21 shows the dendrograms obtained by application of the agglom-
erative approach based on the uniform similarity applied to the data elements
in the (x1, x2) and (y1, y2) spaces.

The dendrograms obtained by using the agglomerative methods based
on the coincidence similarity and adaptive similarity are presented in Fig-
ure 22(a) and (b), with the former being characterized by two sell-separated,
balanced branches reflecting the structure of the original data.

7.5 Case-Example 5: Logarithmic Fields

Now, a situation involving logarithmic calibration fields is illustrated re-
spectively to the original data shown in Figure 23(a) as well as their trans-
formation (b) obtained by using the logarithmic calibration fields indicated
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Figure 21: Dendrograms obtained by application of the agglomerative method based on
the uniform similarity to the point distributions in the spaces (x1, x2) (a) and (y1, y2) (b),
respectively to the hybrid calibration fields experiment. The former of these dendrograms
(a) reflects the fact that the two original groups are well-separated and balanced.

Figure 22: Dendrograms obtained by application of the agglomerative methods based on
the coincidence similarity (a) and adaptive coincidence similarity (b) to the point distribu-
tions in the space and (y1, y2), respective to the hybrid calibration fields experiment. The
adaptive dendrogram succeeded in reflecting the fact that the two original groups were
identical (other than for a relative translation) and well-separated.
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Figure 23: Original (a) and transformed (b) set of points considered in the case-example
aimed at illustrating logarithmic calibration fields.

in Equation 70 and 71.
The receptive fields of the coincidence similarity adapted to the density

py(y1, y2) resulting from the transformation of a uniform density are illus-
trated in Figure 24.

The dendrograms obtained by applying the uniform similarity clustering
methodology applied to the points in the original and transformed spaces are
shown in Figure 25, respectively

Figure 26 presents the dendrogram obtained by using agglomerative ap-
proaches based on the coincidence (a) and adaptive coincidence similarity
(b) considering the transformed space. The latter methodology has again
resulted in a dendrogram reflecting the structure of the original groups.

7.6 Case-Example 6: Combined Variables

The next case-example involves the combination of variables in the cal-
ibration fields, as indicated in Equations 80 and 81. The assumed original
and transformed data are illustrated in Figure 27(a) and (b), respectively.

The adapted receptive fields are depicted in Figure 28.
Despite the seeming simplicity of the two considered calibration fields,

a relatively intricate map of orientations and density has been obtained, as
illustrated in Figure 28.

Figures 29 (a) and (b) show, respectively, the dendrograms obtained by
using agglomerative clustering based on the uniform similarity applied to the
original and transformed spaces.

Figures 30 (a) and (b) present the dendrogram obtained by using ag-
glomerative approaches based on the coincidence and adaptive coincidence
similarity applied on the transformed space.

7.7 Case-Example 7: Several Groups and Hierarchies

To conclude our series of case examples, the described concepts and meth-
ods are now applied to characterize an original set of points involving several
groups, as shown in Figure 31(a) after them being measured under the effect
of saturation (Equations 60 and 61), resulting in the point distribution shown
in Figure 31(b). Each group has 49 samples.
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Figure 24: The orientations and level sets of the density obtained by the logarithmic
experiment respectively to a uniform original density. Examples of receptive fields are
also included in the figure.

Figure 25: Dendrograms obtained by application of the agglomerative method based on
the uniform similarity to the point distributions in the spaces (x1, x2) (a) and (y1, y2)
(b), respectively to the logarithmic calibration fields experiment. The former of these
dendrograms (a) reflects the fact that the two original groups are well-separated and
balanced.
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Figure 26: Dendrograms obtained by application of the agglomerative methods based
on the coincidence similarity (a) and adaptive coincidence similarity (b) to the point
distributions in the space and (y1, y2), respective to the logarithmic calibration fields
experiment. The adaptive dendrogram reflects the original structure.

Figure 27: Original (a) and transformed (b) set of points considered in the case-example
aimed at illustrating combined variable calibration fields.
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Figure 28: The orientations and level sets of the density obtained by the combined variables
experiment respectively to a uniform original density. Examples of receptive fields are also
included in the figure.

Figure 29: Dendrograms obtained by application of the agglomerative method based on
the uniform similarity to the point distributions in the spaces (x1, x2) (a) and (y1, y2)
(b), respectively to the logarithmic calibration fields experiment. The former of these
dendrograms (a) reflects the fact that the two original groups are well-separated and
balanced.
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Figure 30: Dendrograms obtained by application of the agglomerative methods based
on the coincidence similarity (a) and adaptive coincidence similarity (b) to the point
distributions in the space and (y1, y2), respective to the logarithmic calibration fields
experiment. The adaptive dendrogram reflects the original structure.

Figure 31: Original (a) and transformed (b) set of points considered in the case-example
6, aimed at illustrating several groups and hierarchies.
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Figure 32: Dendrogram obtained by application of the agglomerative methodology consid-
ering adaptive coincidence similarity respectively to the hybrid calibration fields involving
saturation and proportionality. The hierarchical structure of the original groups has been
properly reflected in the obtained dendrogram.

The dendrogram obtained by using the adaptive agglomerative approach
is depicted in Figure 32, which contains five main branches corresponding
to respective original groups while also taking their hierarchical similarity
relationships into account. The obtained dendrogram properly reflects the
hierarchical relationships between the five original groups, as well as the fact
that they share the same original sizes.

8 Concluding Remarks

The representation, analysis, and modeling of data constitute frequent
and important tasks underlying several activities in science and technology.
Typically, experiments in these areas involve identifying and measuring vari-
ables of special interest, which are often used as features characterizing the
studied entities. However, only in rare circumstances the available features
are identical, or even linearly related to the original chosen variables. Often-
times, several effects imply the observed features to incorporate noise, fluc-
tuations, as well as potentially non-linear specific transformations implied by
the manner in which the original variables are observed and measured.

The present work described two main developments relating to similarity
comparisons, namely the partial similarity index, as well as its application to
obtaining adaptive similarity comparisons which are intrinsically related to
the calibration fields underlying each specific experimental situation.

The concept of partial similarity indices stems from considering only a
part of the two values to have their similarity quantified via indices including
the Jaccard and coincidence similarity. This involves cropping the two values
at a specific parameter γ, which can be used to determine the magnification
of the similarity comparison. Given that this operation removes a good deal
of the parts shared by the two compared values, the respectively implemented
similarity comparison becomes more strict. The possibility to use the single
parameter γ follows from the identification that the Jaccard similarity index
remains fixed at the level set γ = |y1|+ |y2| (in two-dimensional cases). It has
also been shown that the Jaccard and coincidence indices therefore perform
proportional comparisons respectively to γ. The sensitivity of the partial
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comparison approach was also illustrated.
It was then discussed how each specific data analysis, pattern recogni-

tion, and modeling approaches intrinsically involve one or more calibration
fields, which stem from the interface between the original variables of in-
terest and their measurement as respective features. This relationship has
been addressed in terms of multivariate statistical concepts, especially the
operation of random variable transformations. Given the associated calibra-
tion fields, the described developments allowed the identification of the new
random variables stemming from each original variable, as well as how the
probability densities associated to the original variables are transformed by
the respective calibration fields.

The above developments paved the way to obtaining an adaptive approach
to similarity comparisons, in which each comparison is performed while being
adapted to the orientation and density of the involved transformed densities.
As illustrated by several case-examples involving several types of calibration
fields, the described adaptive comparison approach allowed the recovery of
the original relationships between the most similar data elements, yielding
dendrograms which mostly reflected the structure of the original groups.

One important and challenging aspect of underlying data analysis and
modeling concerns the normalization of the available measurements or fea-
tures, which can be understood as a particular type of calibration field. This
interesting relationship indicates that the described adaptive methods can, at
least to some extent and in relative terms, intrinsically perform normalization
of the data elements respectively to the subsequent similarity comparisons.
Actually, this type of normalization integrated into calibration fields has
the potential advantage of considering inherently considering combinations
of the features, instead of normalizing each feature separately, as it is often
adopted (e.g. in standardization). This consists an important and potentially
useful spin-off of the described concepts and adaptive methodology. However,
while adaptive methods can, to some extent, perform relative normalization
in terms of sizes associated to the local density, overall normalizations of the
involved features may still be necessary, especially when their ranges are too
different.

The reported concepts, development, and results pave the way to several
subsequent studies, including the consideration of larger dimensions, other
types of similarity indices, more groups, as well as overlapping groups, among
several other possibilities. It would also be interesting to compare the adap-
tive methodology with more traditional approaches to data normalization.

Acknowledgments

A. Benatti is grateful to MCTI PPI-SOFTEX (TIC 13 DOU 01245.010
222/2022-44), FAPESP (grant 2022/15304-4), and CNPq. Luciano da F.
Costa thanks CNPq (grant no. 307085/2018-0) and FAPESP (grant 2022/15304-
4).

40



References

[1] P. Jaccard. Étude comparative de la distribution florale dans une portion
des alpes et des jura. Bull Soc Vaudoise Sci Nat, 37:547–579, 1901.

[2] Wikipedia. Jaccard index, 2021. https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/

Jaccard_index. [Online; accessed 10-Oct-2021].

[3] L. da F. Costa. Further generalizations of the Jaccard in-
dex. https://www.researchgate.net/publication/355381945_

Further_Generalizations_of_the_Jaccard_Index, 2021.

[4] T. Sorensen. A method of establishing groups of equal amplitude in
plant sociology based on similarity of species content and its application
to analyses of the vegetation on danish commons. Biologiske skrifter,
5:1–34, 1948.

[5] H. Wolda. Similarity indices, sample size and diversity. Oecologia,
50:296–302, 1981.

[6] M. K. Vijaymeena and K. Kavitha. A survey on similarity measures
in text mining. Machine Learning and Applications: An International
Journal, 3(2):19–28, 2016.

[7] L. Hamers, Y. Hemeryck, G. Herweyers, M. Janssen, H. Keters,
R. Rousseau, and A. Vanhoutte. Similarity measures in scientometric
research: The jaccard index versus salton’s cosine formula. Inf. Process.
Manag., 25(3):315–318, 1989.

[8] S. Kabir, C. Wagner, T. C. Havens, D. T. Anderson, and U. Aickelin.
Novel similarity measure for interval-valued data based on overlapping
ratio. In 2017 IEEE International Conference on Fuzzy Systems (FUZZ-
IEEE), pages 1–6. IEEE, 2017.

[9] M. Brusco, J. D. Cradit, and D. Steinley. A comparison of 71 binary
similarity coefficients: The effect of base rates. Plos one, 16(4):e0247751,
2021.

[10] B. K. Samanthula and W. Jiang. Secure multiset intersection cardi-
nality and its application to Jaccard coefficient. IEEE Transactions on
Dependable and Secure Computing, 13(5):591–604, 1989.

[11] M. A. Fligner, J. S. Verducci, and P. E. Blower. A modification of
the jaccard–tanimoto similarity index for diverse selection of chemical
compounds using binary strings. Technometrics, 44(2):110–119, 2002.

[12] D. Singh, M. Ibrahim, T. Yohana, and J. N. Singh. Complementation
in multiset theory. International Mathematical Forum, 38:1877–1884,
2011.

[13] P. M. Mahalakshmi and P. Thangavelu. Properties of multisets. Inter-
national Journal of Innovative Technology and Exploring Engineering,
8:1–4, 2019.

41

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Jaccard_index
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Jaccard_index
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/355381945_Further_Generalizations_of_the_Jaccard_Index
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/355381945_Further_Generalizations_of_the_Jaccard_Index


[14] A. Bazhenov and A. Y. Telnova. Generalization of Jaccard index for
interval data analysis. Measurement Techniques, 65(12):882–890, 2023.

[15] C.-M. Hwang, M.-S. Yang, and W.-L. Hung. New similarity measures of
intuitionistic fuzzy sets based on the jaccard index with its application
to clustering. International Journal of Intelligent Systems, 33(8):1672–
1688, 2018.

[16] L. da F. Costa. Integrating set theory and real vector
spaces. https://www.researchgate.net/publication/383201213_

Integrating_Set_Theory_and_Real_Vector_Spaces, 2024.

[17] L. da F. Costa. On similarity. Physica A: Statistical Mechanics and its
Applications, 599:127456, 2022.

[18] L. da F. Costa. Multiset neurons. Physica A: Statistical Mechanics and
its Applications, 609:128318, 2023.

[19] Z. Cai, J. Wang, and K. He. Adaptive density-based spatial clustering
for massive data analysis. IEEE Access, 8:23346–23358, 2020.

[20] L. Sun, R. Liu, J. Xu, and S. Zhang. An adaptive density peaks cluster-
ing method with fisher linear discriminant. IEEE Access, 7:72936–72955,
2019.

[21] X. Zhang, J. Li, and H. Yu. Local density adaptive similarity measure-
ment for spectral clustering. Pattern Recognition Letters, 32(2):352–358,
2011.

[22] J. Chen and S. Y. Philip. A domain adaptive density clustering algo-
rithm for data with varying density distribution. IEEE Transactions on
Knowledge and Data Engineering, 33(6):2310–2321, 2019.

[23] H. A. Boubacar, S. Lecoeuche, and S. Maouche. Sakm: Self-adaptive
kernel machine a kernel-based algorithm for online clustering. Neural
Networks, 21(9):1287–1301, 2008.

[24] J. Wang, P. Neskovic, and L. N. Cooper. Improving nearest neighbor rule
with a simple adaptive distance measure. Pattern Recognition Letters,
28(2):207–213, 2007.

[25] E. Parvinnia, M. Sabeti, M. Z. Jahromi, and R. Boostani. Classifica-
tion of eeg signals using adaptive weighted distance nearest neighbor
algorithm. Journal of King Saud University-Computer and Information
Sciences, 26(1):1–6, 2014.

[26] L. Yaohui, M. Zhengming, and Y. Fang. Adaptive density peak cluster-
ing based on k-nearest neighbors with aggregating strategy. Knowledge-
Based Systems, 133:208–220, 2017.

[27] B. Shi, L. Han, and H. Yan. Adaptive clustering algorithm based on
knn and density. Pattern Recognition Letters, 104:37–44, 2018.

42

https://www.researchgate.net/publication/383201213_Integrating_Set_Theory_and_Real_Vector_Spaces
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/383201213_Integrating_Set_Theory_and_Real_Vector_Spaces


[28] Y. Chen, X. Hu, W. Fan, L. Shen, Z. Zhang, X. Liu, J. Du, H. Li,
Y. Chen, and H. Li. Fast density peak clustering for large scale data
based on knn. Knowledge-Based Systems, 187:104824, 2020.

[29] T. N. Pappas and N. S. Jayant. An adaptive clustering algorithm for
image segmentation. In International Conference on Acoustics, Speech,
and Signal Processing,, pages 1667–1670. IEEE, 1989.

[30] Z. Wei, Y. Sun, J. Wang, H. Lai, and S. Liu. Learning adaptive recep-
tive fields for deep image parsing network. In Proceedings of the IEEE
conference on computer vision and pattern recognition, pages 2434–2442,
2017.

[31] X. Ma, J. Wang, H. Chen, and G. Song. Improving graph neural net-
works with structural adaptive receptive fields. In Proceedings of the
Web Conference 2021, pages 2438–2447, 2021.

[32] F. J. Rohlf. Adaptive hierarchical clustering schemes. Systematic Biol-
ogy, 19(1):58–82, 1970.

[33] P.-Y. Mok, H. Q. Huang, Y. L. Kwok, and J. S. Au. A robust adap-
tive clustering analysis method for automatic identification of clusters.
Pattern Recognition, 45(8):3017–3033, 2012.
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