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New Approach to Clustering Random Attributes
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Abstract

This paper proposes a new method for similarity analysis and, conse-
quently, a new algorithm for clustering different types of random attributes,
both numerical and nominal. However, in order for nominal attributes to
be clustered, their values must be properly encoded. In the encoding pro-
cess, nominal attributes obtain a new representation in numerical form.
Only the numeric attributes can be subjected to factor analysis, which
allows them to be clustered in terms of their similarity to factors. The
proposed method was tested for several sample datasets. It was found that
the proposed method is universal. On the one hand, the method allows
clustering of numerical attributes. On the other hand, it provides the abil-
ity to cluster nominal attributes. It also allows simultaneous clustering of
numerical attributes and numerically encoded nominal attributes.

Keywords — numerical attributes, nominal attributes, numerical encoding, similarity
of random attributes, clustering of random attributes, factor analysis

1 Introduction

The goal of data analysis is to discover the hidden structure of data. One way to dis-
cover the structure of data is to cluster it. Clustering can be talked about in two different
contexts. On the one hand, it is the clustering of points (objects) belonging to a certain
space defined by random attributes. In a given space, clusters are identified in such a
way that within a cluster the points are maximally similar to each other, while between
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clusters there should be maximal dissimilarity. On the other hand, random attributes
can also be clustered. Two random attributes are similar if they are correlated. Apply-
ing factor analysis to correlated random attributes, it is also possible to cluster these
attributes due to their similarity to factors.

Both the clustering of points and the clustering of random attributes require oper-
ating on numbers: the coordinates of the points are numbers, but also the values taken
by the random attributes are also numbers. In number spaces, it is possible to measure
the dissimilarity of points, defined as their distance, but it is also possible to measure
the similarity of random attributes, defined as a coefficient of determination measuring
their common variance.

On the other hand, data analysis examines data measured using different measure-
ment scales: ratio scale, interval scale, ordinal scale and nominal scale [1]. Different
types of data require different specific methods of analysis. However, particular dif-
ficulties arise when numerical and nominal data are analyzed simultaneously. Two
approaches are then possible:

• In the classical approach, data measured at a stronger scale are transformed so
that they can be interpreted as data measured at a weaker scale. For example,
when numerical and nominal data are analyzed simultaneously, then all numeri-
cal data belonging to a certain assumed range of values are treated as one separate
categorized value, which is interpreted as a nominal value. This way leads to the
loss of many natural, useful features of numerical data. First of all, the possi-
bility of ordering the data is given up here. And since nominal data can only
be counted, therefore statistics such as, for example, the χ2 statistic or Cramer’s
V 2 coefficient can be calculated from the contingency table. Subsequently, these
statistics can be used to test the significance of a correlation relationship or to
assess the strength of a correlation relationship [2].

• There is also another approach in which nominal data are encoded using num-
bers. Such encoding not only does not lose any information about the nominal
random attribute, but also enriches the knowledge about it with additional, pre-
viously unknown facts [3].

This article will propose a new algorithm for clustering random attributes, whether they
are numerical random attributes or nominal random attributes. For nominal random
attributes, this new algorithm will use encoding of nominal data with numbers. Af-
ter encoding, nominal random attributes will receive a new representation in numerical
form. In the case of numerical random attributes, it is possible to calculate their mu-
tual correlations. Then factor analysis can be used to analyze the similarities between
these random attributes and factors. This approach will make it possible to cluster not
only random attributes with numerical values or numerically encoded nominal random
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attributes, but also to cluster both types of random attributes simultaneously. The clus-
tering algorithm will implement factor analysis for the numerical representation of the
values of random attributes, both in pure form and in ranked form. Factor analysis
will be used to model the numerical representation of the above random attributes as a
function of factors. The number of factors should be chosen so that the factor model re-
constructs most (i.e., more than half) of the variance of all modeled random attributes.
In this article, it is arbitrarily assumed that enough factors should be selected so that
the factor model reconstructs at least 55% of the variance for each modeled random
attribute. At the input of the final clustering procedure will be given the matrix of com-
mon variances calculated for the final factor model obtained after Varimax rotation.

The proposed algorithm will be tested for several datasets. In the first example, the
successive steps of the described algorithm will be shown in detail. So that this can be
done, the data – by discarding some of its properties – will be treated as a useful dummy.
In later examples, detailed descriptions of the steps of the algorithm will be omitted,
and instead emphasis will be placed on presenting the final result of the algorithm as a
directed graph. Since the purpose of the article is not to analyze the data, but only to
demonstrate the new algorithm, therefore, after the graphical presentation of the result
of the algorithm, the author will omit the detailed analysis of this result, leaving it as
the subject of possible further work.

2 Preliminaries

Since the proposed method is based on previously known facts and methods, therefore,
the preliminaries will signal these useful facts and methods relating to both nominal
data and numerical data.

2.1 Numerical measurement scale vs. nominal measurement scale

Data analysis examines different types of data, measured using different measurement
scales [1]. Data are measured on ratio, interval and ordinal scales, as well as on a nom-
inal scale. The ratio scale and interval scale are numerical scales. Data measured on an
ordinal scale can be numbers or can obtain a numerical representation, even if they are
not originally numbers. The latter situation, for example, can occur with data measured
on a Likert scale, when the data can take the following values: Strongly Disagreee,
Disagree, Neutral, Agree, Strongly Agree. These values can be sorted according
to their strength, from weakest to strongest. It is possible to assign numerical equiva-
lents to values that have been sorted: Strongly Disagree = −2, Disagree = −1,
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Neutral = 0, Agree = 1, Strongly Agree = 2. In the next step, ranks can also be
assigned to them [4].

In principle, data can be distinguished based on the type of mathematical relation
that can be defined in a given data set. On the one hand, the linear (total) order relation
can be defined in sets measured by ratio scale, interval scale, as well as by ordinal
scale. This means that two different elements in a set are equivalent, or one element
precedes the other. On the other hand, in a set containing data measured on a nominal
scale, a linear order relation cannot be defined, but only an equivalence relation can
be defined. That is, it means that two elements in a set can be either equivalent or
different, but no element can precede another element. This fundamental difference
regarding the mathematical relations that can be defined in sets measured at different
measurement scales leads to the conclusion that data can be divided into two classes.
Such a division will be made for the purposes of this paper. The remainder of the paper
will refer to numerical data and nominal data. The class of numerical data will include
data measured on ratio scales, interval scales, as well as ordinal scales.

2.2 Attribute and class

By attribute is usually meant a characteristic feature of some object that can be mea-
sured. If the measured values of an attribute take on random values, then the attribute
can be thought of as a random variable. For this reason, both random variable and at-
tribute are sometimes equated. In the literature, the two terms are used interchangeably
[5][6].

The type of an attribute (random variable) is determined by the set of possible
values that the attribute can take. These can be nominal or numeric values. A numeric
attribute is a random variable that takes numeric values that can be ordered (sorted).
A nominal attribute is a random variable that takes different nominal values relating
to names. Nominal values cannot be ordered (sorted) [1][6]. It can be noted that a
nominal attribute (nominal random variable) can be viewed as a set consisting of classes
of equivalent elements. That is, within a given attribute, each class is a subset that
contains all of the elements that have identical nominal values.

This article focuses on the clustering of nominal attributes, which are described as
random variables. Since both random variable and attribute are sometimes equated in
the literature, therefore in the remainder of this article the two terms will also be used
interchangeably. The random variable will be discussed more frequently in the sec-
tion entitled ”Preliminaries”, where the necessary theoretical basis of issues concerning
numerical random variables will be presented. Here we will not refer to concretized
random variables, but to abstract concepts. On the other hand, the concept of attribute

44



New Approach to Clustering Random Attributes

will be used in later sections of this article, when the description and study of specific
numerical random variables, as well as nominal random variables, both uncoded and
numerically encoded, will be presented.

2.3 The random component of a numerical random variable as a vector

A numerical random variable X is considered. In particular, a random sample of size n
is available. The elements Xi represent the i-th realization of the random variable:

X = {X1, X2, . . . , Xn}. (1)

The estimator of the expected value of a random variable X is its average value:

X =
1

n

n∑
i=1

Xi. (2)

In order to be able to assess the dispersion of the variable X , it is necessary to subtract
the average value of X from each individual realizations of the X variable. This will
give the random component x of the random variable X . The individual realizations of
the x variable will take the form:

xi = Xi −X. (3)

This is a random variable X reduced by a constant component. The random component
x is a vector in n-dimensional space:

x = {x1, x2, . . . , xn}. (4)

2.4 The effect of a linear transformation of a numerical random variable
on the direction of its random vector

A numerical random variable X can be represented as the sum of its average value X
and its random component x:

X = X + x. (5)

It can be seen that the linear transformation (a + bX) of the random variable X does
not change the direction of the vector representing its random component:

a+ bX = a+ b(X + x) = a+ bX + bx. (6)

After a linear transformation, the constant a + bX represents the average value of the
transformed variable, and the random vector x becomes the new random component bx
of the transformed variable. The vector bx is parallel to the vector x. This means that a
linear transformation of a random variable does not change the direction of its random
vector [7].
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2.5 Correlation between two numerical random variables as the cosine of
the angle between their random vectors

A measure of the relationship between two numerical random variables X and Y is their
covariance. Covariance normalized to unity is called the Pearson correlation coefficient:

RX,Y =

∑n
i=1

[(
Xi −X

) (
Yi − Y

)]√∑n
i=1

(
Xi −X

)2√∑n
i=1

(
Yi − Y

)2 . (7)

Using (3), the formula for the correlation coefficient can be transformed to the form:

RX,Y =

∑n
i=1 xiyi√∑n

i=1 x
2
i

√∑n
i=1 y

2
i

. (8)

The numerator of the above formula for the correlation coefficient contains the scalar
product of the two vectors x and y, while the denominator contains the product of the
lengths of these vectors. This means that the correlation coefficient is identical to the
cosine of the angle between the two random vectors x and y [8]:

RX,Y =

∑n
i=1 xiyi√∑n

i=1 x
2
i

√∑n
i=1 y

2
i

=
x · y

∥x∥ · ∥y∥
= cos(x, y). (9)

2.6 Linear transformation of a numerical random variable vs. correlation
coefficient

A linear transformation of a numerical random variable does not change the direction
of a random vector, but at most can change its orientation along a given direction [7].
For this reason, a linear transformation of a numerical random variable does not affect
the value of the cosine of the angle between the random vectors. On the other hand,
by changing the orientation of the random vector, the transformation of the random
variable can affect the sign of the scalar product in formula (9). This means that the
linear transformation of the random variable can only affect the sign of the cosine of
the angle between the random vectors.

Since the correlation coefficient has the interpretation of the cosine of the angle
between the random components of the random variable, the linear transformation of
the random variable does not affect the value of the correlation coefficient. A linear
transformation of a random variable can at most change the sign of this correlation
coefficient. Both standardization and normalization of a numerical random variable
are linear transformations that change neither the direction of the random vector nor
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its orientation along a given direction. Thus, both standardization and normalization
of a numerical random variable affect neither the value nor the sign of the correlation
coefficient.

Table 1: Ranking of a numerical set

No. Sorted data Assigned ranks
1 21 1
2 28 2
3 33 3
4 44 4
5 45 5
6 54 6
7 55 7
8 60 8
9 63 9
10 76 10

Table 2: Ranked set with tied ranks

No. Sorted data Assigned ranks
1 21 1
2 28 2
3 44 4
4 44 4
5 44 4
6 54 6
7 55 8.5
8 55 8.5
9 55 8.5
10 55 8.5

2.7 Ranking of a random variable

Ranking of numerical data involves replacing observations with ranks [9]. The rank-
ing procedure consists of two stages. In the first stage, the data set is sorted non-
decreasingly. In the second stage, successive elements from the sorted set are assigned
a rank equal to the position of the element in the sorted set. After the rank assignment,
further operations are not performed on the original variables, but on the ranks. An
example of rank assignment is shown in Table 1.
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If there are numbers with identical values in the sorted set, then a single rank is
assigned for all identical values. This is known as the tied rank. The tied rank is equal
to the average position of all equal elements in the sorted set. Table 2 shows an example
of a set with tied ranks.

Although ranking is a transformation of a random variable, it is not a linear trans-
formation. For this reason, vectors containing random components calculated for data
before and after ranking may have different directions. Consequently, the ranking may
affect the value of the correlation coefficient. On the other hand, if a numerical ran-
dom variable is a dichotomous variable, i.e. a variable that takes only two values, then
its rank is always a linear transformation. Therefore, normalization or standardization
of dichotomous numerical random variables does not affect the values of calculated
correlation coefficients1.

2.8 Numerical encoding of nominal data

In ranking, the value of assigned ranks depends on two factors. On the one hand, the
rank value depends on the order of the element in the sorted set. On the other hand, in
the case of the appearance of identical elements, the value of rank also depends on the
cardinality of these elements. Meanwhile, in a set containing nominal values, it is not
possible to establish order relations, and consequently nominal values cannot be sorted.
As a result, it is not possible to talk about the order of elements in the set. This means
that a possible attempt to assign ranks to nominal elements cannot be based on their
values.

Also, intuition tells us that in a statistical set, whether numerical or nominal, an
element occurring more frequently is more important than an element with less cardi-
nality. Therefore, the idea was born to rank the different nominal values only on the
basis of their cardinality [3].

2.8.1 The case of different cardinalities of nominal values

In a given n-element subset of identical nominal values, elements can be numbered with
numbers from 1 to n. Each element can be assigned a rank equal to the average value
from the assigned numbers:

R =
(n+ 1)

2
(10)

1The author is aware that standardization can only be implemented for random variables
with a normal distribution. In the case of a dichotomous variable, its standardization can only
be considered as a formal procedure.
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The rank of the elements from the subset with greater cardinality will be greater than
the rank of the elements from the set of lesser cardinality. Thus, a linear order can be
introduced in the set of nominal values.

2.8.2 The case of equal cardinalities of different nominal values

When there are different elements with identical cardinalities in a set containing nomi-
nal values, the method described above would give identical ranks for different values
with equal cardinalities. This would lead to a situation in which different elements with
equal cardinalities would be indistinguishable. For this reason, the method should be
modified. If a nominal variable has k different values with identical cardinalities, then
the elements of the j-th subset (j=0,1,. . . ,k-1) can be encoded by the k-th degree roots
of unity:

Rj = R · k
√
1 = R · eiφj . (11)

In the above expression, i =
√
−1 is the imaginary unit, φj =

2πj
k is the phase assigned

to the j-th nominal value, R is the complex rank modulus depending on the cardinality
of the j-th nominal value, calculated using formula (10). This approach gives identical
rank modules for values with identical cardinalities, while it distinguishes their ranks
using different phases.

2.8.3 Properties of numerical encoding of nominal data

When a nominal random variable is encoded with numbers, the encoded data obtains
additional properties:

• The value of the R-module contains information about the cardinality of a given
subset of identical elements, and therefore contains information about the statis-
tical strength of this subset.

• The different values of φ phases accompanying a given R-module result from
the number of equicardinal classes of different values in the set. For this reason,
the φ phase contains information about the number of equicardinal classes of
different values of the random variable.

• Points in the space of nominal data acquire the properties of vectors in a numer-
ical space (real or complex). In such a space, it is possible to define a scalar
product and, consequently, a metric. Thus, numerically encoded nominal data
can be clustered, as well as classified.
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2.8.4 Correlations for numerically encoded nominal data

The correlation coefficient can only be estimated for real random variables, that is,
variables that have been measured on a ratio scale, interval scale or ordinal scale. A
common feature of data sets measured on the above three measurement scales is that
these sets can be sorted, and consequently they can also be assigned ranks2. Thus, these
are sets for which a linear order relation can be established. A necessary condition
for estimating an interpretable correlation coefficient between two random sets is the
possibility of the existence of total order relations in the sets containing both random
variables [7].

If a random variable with nominal values does not have classes with identical car-
dinalities, then this variable can be encoded with real numbers. Since a linear order
relation can be established in the set of real numbers, so the random variable encoded
in this way can be analyzed for correlation relationships.

On the other hand, for sets measured on a nominal scale, having equicardinal
classes of identical elements encoded by complex numbers, a linear order relation can-
not be defined. In a set of complex numbers, the strongest definable relation is the
partial order relation. Therefore, for nominal data containing classes with identical
cardinalities, it is not possible to estimate an unambiguously interpretable correlation
coefficient [7]. In such a situation, complex encoding should be abandoned, and other
possible solutions should be considered instead.

2.9 Factor analysis

Based on a set of observed correlated random variables, linear models of these variables
are built as functions of a set of factors that are independent random variables with unit
variance. The factors are subject to interpretation. If the factors are interpreted, the
causes of variation in the observed random variables can be inferred.

In this article, only exploratory factor analysis based on principal components,
which uses the Varimax method to rotate factors, will be discussed and used. In the
factor analysis discussed here, three stages can be distinguished. First, a matrix L con-
taining the complete set of factor loadings is calculated. In the next stage, the L matrix
is reduced. The reduction of the L matrix is equivalent to selecting a smaller number
of factors that are sufficient to reproduce most of the variance of the primary variables
being modeled. Finally, the factors are rotated so that a given modeled primary variable
is more similar to a single factor and little similar to other factors.

2For ranks, the correlation coefficient can be estimated. This is known as the Spearman rank
correlation coefficient [2].
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Algorithm 1: Algorithm for calculating the full factor loading matrix
1. Solve the eigenproblem for the correlation coefficient matrix R. Obtain the eigenvalues

and eigenvectors:
(a) From the non-increasingly sorted eigenvalues of λi, create a diagonal matrix Λ:

Λ =

λ1 · · · 0
...

. . .
...

0 · · · λn

 . (12)

(b) From successive eigenvectors corresponding to successive eigenvalues, create
successive columns of matrix U :

U =

U11 · · · U1n

...
. . .

...
Un1 · · · Unn

 . (13)

2. By rooting the diagonal matrix Λ, create the diagonal matrix S:

S =
√
Λ =


√
λ1 · · · 0
...

. . .
...

0 · · ·
√
λn

 . (14)

3. From the product of the matrix U and the matrix S, create a matrix L that contains the
factor loadings.

L = U · S =

L11 · · · L1n

...
. . .

...
Ln1 · · · Lnn

 . (15)

2.9.1 Calculation of the full factor loading matrix

The starting point for factor analysis is a matrix containing n random variables X =
[X1, . . . , Xn]. Successive Xi variables are successive columns of the X matrix. A ma-
trix of correlation coefficients R is calculated for the matrix X . If there is a calculated
R matrix that contains correlation coefficients, the algorithm for calculating the full
factor loading matrix (Algorithm 1) can be implemented in several steps [10].
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Algorithm 2: The algorithm for selection of factors
Input: L – Full matrix of factor loadings

ε – minimum acceptable level of representation
of the variance of a single variable – assume ε > 0.5

Output: NoF – Number of factors
Notes: V – Matrix of common variances

V C – Matrix of cumulative common variances
Step No. Steps of the algorithm Comments

1. for (i=0; i<n; i++) Hadamard product:
for (j=0; j<n; j++) ∀i,jVij = L2

ij

Vij = L2
ij ;

2. for (i=0; i<n; i++) The first column of matrix V C:
V Ci0 = Vi0; ∀iV Ci0 = Vi0

3. for (j=1; j<n; j++) Successive columns of matrix V C:
for(i=0; i<n; i++) ∀j>0(∀iV Cij = V Cij−1 + Vij)
V Cij = V Cij−1 + Vij ;

4. for (j=0; j<n; j++) Minimum in the j-th column
{ minV ar = V C0j ; of matrix V C

for (i=1; i<n; i++)
if (V Cij < minV ar)
minV ar = V Cij ;

if (minV ar > ε)
break;

}
5. NoF = j+1; Selected number of factors
6. return NoF;

2.9.2 Selecting the right number of factors

Since the factors f1, . . . , fn are standard independent random variables, therefore the
square of a given factor loading Lij represents the variance contributed by a given
factor fj to a given random variable Xi. Since the eigenvalues in the matrix Λ are
ordered non-increasingly, therefore the effect of the first k factors on the Xi variables
is dominant over the last n − k factors. Therefore, the Xi variables can be influenced
by the k first factors, ignoring the n−k last factors. For this purpose, the square matrix
Ln×n is replaced by a rectangular matrix Ln×k. Usually several methods are used to
select the right number of factors:

• Percentage criterion of the part of the variance explained by factors – as many
factors are taken so that the sum of the eigenvalues associated with successive
factors related to the trace of the matrix of correlation coefficients is greater than
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the assumed minimum threshold.
• Scree plot criterion – as many factors as many eigenvalues are taken on the scree

slope.
• Eigenvalue criterion – the number of factors is equal to the number of eigenval-

ues not less than 1.
• The criterion of the number of factors – the number of factors should be less than

half the number of variables modeled.
None of these methods is universal. The last two methods are the simplest, but represent
only intuitively obvious hopes that are sometimes unreliable in practical applications.
The scree criterion sometimes cannot be applied because the graph does not show its
breakdown in the form of the so-called elbow. The first method leads to a model that
represents some assumed level of variance of the modeled variables, but it is only an
average level [10]. This method leads to a factorial model that can reproduce the as-
sumed average variance of the standardized modeled primary variables. Unfortunately,
an adequate representation of the average variance of the modeled variables does not
mean that the factor model represents most of the variance of the individual modeled
variables. Despite the reproduced acceptable average variance for all modeled vari-
ables, the variance of some individual variables may be underrepresented. This may
mean that the representation of some variables does not reproduce even half of their
variance.

The answer to the problems that come from using the above four methods is the
method described in the paper [10]. This method creates a matrix V from the loadings
matrix L, which contains the common variances between the variables modeled and the
factors. The V matrix is the Hadamard square of the L matrix [11]:

∀i,jVij = L2
ij . (16)

The element Vij tells what part of the variance of the i-th modeled variable is repre-
sented by the j-th factor. A given i-th modeled variable is reproduced by summing
successive factors appropriately weighted by factor loadings. Since the factors are in-
dependent, the variance of the modeled variable that is reconstructed by the successive
factors is equal to the sum of the partial variances contributed by these factors. Based
on the variance matrix V , the cumulative variance matrix V C can be calculated. In
the V C matrix, the successive columns contain the variance levels of the modeled vari-
ables, which are reconstructed by more and more successive factors. Thus:

• In the first column of the matrix V C, the successive rows contain that part of
the variance of each modeled variable that is reproduced by the first factor. The
average value of the elements in the first column will be equal to the average
variance of all modeled variables reproduced by the first factor. The average
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value of the elements in the first column is identical to the cumulative percent-
age of explained variance in the percentage criterion of the part of the variance
explained by a single factor.

• In the second column of the matrix V C, the successive rows contain that part of
the variance of each modeled variable that is reproduced by the first two factors.
The average value of the elements in the second column will be equal to the
average variance of all modeled variables reproduced by the first two factors. The
average value of the elements in the second column is identical to the cumulative
percentage of explained variance in the percentage criterion of the part of the
variance explained by the two factors.

• Successive columns of the V C matrix will contain information relating to the
impact of successive factors on the level of reproduction of subsequent modeled
variables. The averages in the successive columns are identical to the cumulative
percentages of explained variance in the percentage criterion of the part of the
variance explained by the successive factors.

The average values in each column of the V C matrix correspond to the percentage
criterion of the part of the variance explained by the factors. It may happen that in
the k-th column of the V C matrix, the average value of the variance is satisfactory
from the point of view of the percentage criterion of the part of the variance explained
by the factors. This means that it can be assumed that k factors are enough to model
the variables. On the other hand, in the same k-th column of the V C matrix, in a
certain row, there may be a value that is unsatisfactory from the point of view of the
representation of a certain modeled random variable. In this case, it is not possible to
rely on the percentage criterion of the part of the variance explained by the factors.

The algorithm for finding the right number of factors should identify enough factors
to represent each of the modeled variables at least satisfactorily. This means that the
selected factors should represent most of the variance of each variable, that is, more
than half of the variance of each variable. In this work, it is assumed that the minimum
acceptable level of reproduced variance is not less than 55%.

To find the appropriate number of factors, Algorithm 2 is used, which finds the
minimum value in the successive columns of the VC matrix. If in a given column the
minimum value found is less than the acceptable variance threshold, then the algorithm
moves on to the next column. The procedure ends when the minimum value found in
a given column is greater than the assumed minimum threshold of explained variance.
The number of the column in which the search ended is also the minimum number of
factors.

The procedure for selecting the appropriate number of factors led to a situation
where the last few columns of the L matrix were rejected. The square matrix Ln×n
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was replaced by a smaller matrix Ln×k, which contains only k columns (k < n). This
means that from now on only k factors will be used to model the standardized primary
variables. In practice, this means that for a given random point f = [f1, f2, . . . , fk]
in the k-dimensional space of independent factors, it is possible to simulate a point
x = [x1, x2, . . . , xn] in the n-dimensional space of standardized primary variables:

xT = L · fT . (17)

The above notation, which is suitable for a single point, can be generalized to matrix
notation. If given a random matrix Fm×k that represents m points in a k-dimensional
space of independent standardized random variables called factors, then using this ma-
trix it is possible to represent (simply simulate) a matrix Xm×n that contains m points
in an n-dimensional space of standardized primary variables:

XT = L · F T . (18)

2.9.3 Varimax rotation

After selecting the appropriate number of factors, linear models of normalized primary
variables are obtained, which are functions of a certain set of independent (orthogonal)
factors. Each factor can be interpreted as a unit orthogonal directional vector of the
coordinate system. Then the coefficients of the model of any variable can be treated
as a vector in the space of factors. Each standardized primary variable is more or less
dependent on all factors.

Since the factors are interpreted as axes of an orthogonal coordinate system, when
any orthogonal rotation of this coordinate system is performed, the directions of the
axes will change, so the set of factors will change. Consequently, the coordinates of
the vectors in the new coordinate system will also change, but the interpretation of the
factors will not change. The factors still remain the orthogonal directions of the axes of
the coordinate system.

Of the infinitely possible rotations, it would be interesting to see a rotation of the
coordinate system after which a given modeled primary variable would be more similar
to a single factor and not much similar to the other factors. Similarity to a single factor
means that the direction of the vector describing a given primary variable would be as
close as possible to the direction of one of the axes of the coordinate system and would
be almost orthogonal to the other axes of the coordinate system.

To find such a coordinate system, and thus a set of suitable factors, the Varimax
method is used [12]. The Varimax method seeks such a solution that the vector describ-
ing the standardized primary variable being modeled has the smallest possible number
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of factor loadings with large absolute values and a large number of factor loadings with
small absolute values. Ideally, the description of a given variable should have one factor
loading with an absolute value close to unity, and the remaining factor loadings describ-
ing the variable should have absolute values close to zero. After Varimax rotation, each
primary variable is usually particularly strongly associated with only one factor or at
most a small number of factors.

Formally, the Varimax procedure aims to identify the coordinate system (factors)
that maximizes the sum of squares of the dispersion of common variances coming from
successive factors. This will increase the number of large and small common variances,
while decreasing the number of average common variances.

Common variances are optimized separately on each of the planes defined by a pair
of orthogonal axes of the coordinate system. On a given plane formed by two axes of
the coordinate system, a rotation of these axes around an axis perpendicular to them
is performed. If the rotation operation on a given plane does not increase the value of
the objective function, the rotation is skipped, moving to the next plane. Before the
rotation procedure, the row vectors of the factor loading matrix are normalized to unit
length. After the rotation is completed, the original length of the rotated vectors will be
restored [12].

2.10 Majority voting – majority variance rules

The majority is more than half of the total. A majority of a set, is more than half of the
contents of that set. We can say that a majority of a set is a subset consisting of more
than half of the elements of the set [13]. Absolute majority rule (AMR) is a selection
rule that says that when comparing two options, the option preferred by more than half
(the majority) of voters wins [14]. An alternative to absolute majority rule is the relative
majority rule (RMR). In this case, the winning option is the one that received the most
votes, even when a majority of voters would prefer another option [15].

A correct model of a random variable should represent the majority of the variance
of the modeled variable. As a criterion for evaluating the quality of a random variable
model, both the absolute majority rule and the relative majority rule can be applied to
the variance of the variable being modeled.

2.10.1 Rule of absolute majority of variance

If the model of a variable represents the majority of its variance, then the model repre-
sents at least half of its variance. Analogous to the majority rule used in social elections
[13][14], this can be called the rule of absolute majority of variance. For example, a
majority group of parliamentarians representing more than half of the voters has the
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ability to make decisions on behalf of all voters. In addition, a model that reproduces
more than half of the variance of a modeled variable can be considered a representative
model, and the rule of absolute majority of variance can be considered a sufficient con-
dition for a good model. In this article, this rule will be used several times as a binary
decision rule.

2.10.2 Rule of relative majority of variance

When modeling a random variable, it may be appropriate to consider the relative ma-
jority of variance rule instead of the absolute majority of variance rule. The relative
majority of variance rule also has its analogy to a decision made in a democratic vote.
The relative majority rule can be used when a certain voted proposal receives more
votes than any other proposal, but does not receive more than half of all votes [15].

The rule of relative majority of variance is weaker than the rule of absolute majority
of variance. For this reason, it does not guarantee that the resulting random variable
model will sufficiently reproduce the variance of the modeled variable. However, its
use can be justified in situations where the stronger rule of absolute majority of variance
will hide some interesting properties of the modeled variable. Using a weaker rule
of relative majority of variance in such a case may uncover these interesting and less
obvious properties. While the rule of relative majority of variance is not a sufficient
condition for a good model, it is a necessary condition for a good model.

2.11 Similarity of random variables

The similarity of elements in a set can be discussed in the context of a mathematical
similarity relation, which is reflexive and symmetric. The similarity relation divides
a set into similarity classes. Belonging to a similarity class means that the elements
belonging to the class have at least one characteristic in common, so that they can be
said to be indistinguishable [16][17]. This situation occurs in factor analysis, where
similar variables to factors are identified. The similarity relation is defined at the union
of two sets. One set is the set of modeled random variables, and the other set is the set
of independent factors.

Variables share their variance with factors. Some variables share a significant por-
tion of their variance with some factors. If the absolute (or relative) majority of the
variance of a certain variable is modeled by a certain factor, then the variable can be
said to be absolutely (or relatively) similar to the factor. If several variables are abso-
lutely (or relatively) similar to the same factor, then these variables belong to the same
similarity class.
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It should be noted here that absolute similarity of a variable to a factor means that
the rule of absolute majority of variance has been used to find similarity. On the other
hand, relative similarity of a variable to a factor means that the relative majority of
variance rule was used to find similarity.

3 Algorithm for clustering random attributes

If the set of attributes to be clustered contains nominal attributes, two problems must
be solved for these nominal attributes:

1. The values of a nominal attribute should be encoded using numbers. If there
are no classes with identical cardinalities in the set of attribute values, such an
attribute can be encoded using the cardinalities of individual classes, according
to formula (10). Without losing any important information contained in the en-
coded values, the above formula can be simplified.

2. When a nominal attribute contains classes of values with identical cardinality, it
can be encoded using complex numbers [3]. However, for nominal attributes en-
coded with complex numbers, it is not possible to calculate correlations (Subsec-
tion 2.8.4). Therefore, other encoding methods that do not use class cardinality
should be used.

After solving both of the above problems, it will be possible to present a universal
algorithm for clustering them. This algorithm will effectively cluster both numeric
attributes and nominal attributes encoded by numbers.

3.1 Possible simplification in encoding of nominal data

Subsection 2.8 adopts a method for encoding nominal data that is analogous to that of
rank with tied ranks. A class of identical elements with cardinality n is assigned a rank
(10). The rank assignment algorithm can be written in three steps:

1. Different nominal values are assigned their cardinalities.
2. All cardinalities are divided by two.
3. The number 0.5 is added to the result obtained.

The above algorithm for encoding nominal data is equivalent to the linear transforma-
tion of a random attribute, in which nominal values are encoded using class cardinali-
ties. On the other hand, it was noted that the linear transformation of a random attribute
does not change the direction of the vector representing the random component of this
attribute, and consequently does not affect the value of the correlation coefficient (Sub-
sections 2.4 and 2.6). Therefore, for the study of correlation, it is not necessary to
encode nominal random attributes with the formula (10), and it is sufficient to encode
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them with the cardinalities of each class:

R = n. (19)

3.2 Coding of nominal random attributes containing classes with identi-
cal cardinalities

If a nominal attribute contains equicardinal classes of different nominal values, then this
attribute can be encoded using complex numbers [3]. On the other hand, Subsection
2.8.4 notes that for random attributes that are encoded with complex numbers, it is not
possible to compute correlations. For this reason, in the present work, if any nominal
attribute contains equicardinal classes of identical nominal values, the so-called one-
hot encoding will be used instead of encoding this attribute with complex numbers
[18][19][20]. The proposed procedure is that each class is encoded as a separate binary
random attribute. For each class belonging to a given attribute, a binary column is
created with ones in those positions where the value of the attribute belongs to the class.
In the remaining positions of this new column, zeros are inserted. If an attribute takes
k different nominal values, it will be replaced by k binary columns, each representing
one class. Each class belonging to the attribute is represented as an additional attribute
with binary values. As a result, it is now a dichotomous attribute. In general, it should
be noted that:

• The rank of a dichotomous random attribute is also a linear transformation.
Therefore, both a binary random attribute and a random attribute in which ze-
ros and ones are replaced by ranks are equivalent from the point of view of
correlation testing.

• If the value classes of a dichotomous attribute have different cardinalities, then
also replacing these values by their cardinalities is a linear transformation. Thus,
such a transformation also does not change (at least the modulus of) the correla-
tion coefficient.

3.3 Attribute clustering algorithm

In the preliminaries, it was shown that nominal data can be encoded using numbers
(Subsection 2.8). If a linear order relation can be defined in the encoded set of numbers
, then correlations can also be calculated for the encoded nominal data. If correlations
can be calculated, nominal attributes can also be clustered using factor analysis. Factor
analysis will divide numerical attributes and encoded nominal attributes into similarity
classes. Each similarity class will contain those random attributes that are similar to
the factor. The measure of similarity will be the square of the factor loading, given
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Algorithm 3: Attribute clustering algorithm
Input: An array with different types of data;

Output: Graphs of similarity classes between attributes and factors;
Step No. Steps of the algorithm

1. Encode nominal data with numbers;
2. Calculate the correlation matrix for numerical data and encoded nominal data;
3. Perform Factor Analysis:

a. For the correlation matrix, solve the eigenproblem;
b. Calculate the factor loadings matrix;
c. Calculate the matrix of common variances;
d. Select the number of factors;
e. Perform factor rotation;

4. Perform clustering of attributes based on one of the rules:
a. The absolute majority of variance rule;
b. The relative majority of variance rule.

5. Draw graphs of similarity classes

as a percentage, which measures the level of common variance of the attribute and the
factor. The assignment of an attribute to a given similarity class will be determined
by the rule of absolute majority of variance (Subsection 2.10.1) or the rule of relative
majority of variance (Subsection 2.10.2):

• According to the absolute majority of variance rule, a majority of the common
variance is nothing more than more than 50% of the common variance. More
than 50% of the common variance means that most of the variance of a given
modeled primary attribute is represented by a given factor. In other words, a
given modeled attribute is similar to a factor. If more than one modeled attribute
is similar to the same factor, then all attributes similar to that factor can be con-
sidered to belong to one similarity class and thus form a cluster.

• According to the rule of relative majority of variance, the assignment to a given
cluster will be determined by the level of common variance of the attribute and
the factor, related to the total level of variance reproduced by all selected fac-
tors. If this level exceeds half of the total reproduced variance of the attribute,
then even if it is less than 50%, the attribute is considered similar to the factor.
For example, if all the selected factors reproduce 70% of the variance of a given
attribute, and a certain single factor reproduces 45% of the variance of that at-
tribute, then the attribute is considered similar to the factor, despite the fact that
the factor does not represent the majority of its variance. In the example given
here, selected factors are considered to be responsible for 70% of the variance of
a given attribute, and rejected factors, which can be treated as noise, are respon-
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sible for 30% of this variance. Of this 70% of the variance, as much as 45% of
the variance is accounted for by a single factor. It can be seen that its influence
on a given attribute dominates the influence of the other factors. Therefore, an
attribute can be considered similar to it.

Clustering of random attributes is described in the form of Algorithm 3. The algorithm
presented here is universal because it works on different types of data: on numerical
data, on ordinal data represented by numbers, and on nominal data encoded with num-
bers. In the following sections of this article, the operation of this algorithm will be
shown through several examples, for different data sets taken from different sources.
First, examples operating only on nominal data will be shown. Later, examples will
also be shown with data that contain random attributes measured at different measure-
ment scales: numeric, ordinal, nominal.

4 Examples of the application of the attribute clustering al-
gorithm

The algorithm for clustering numerical attributes and/or numerically encoded nominal
attributes will be demonstrated with examples. The first example will bebased on a
small data set. This will allow to follow in detail the operation of the proposed algo-
rithm as well as the presentation of its results. The remaining examples will focus on
presenting the results of the algorithm.

Regardless of the scales on which the input data were measured, after nominal data
are encoded with numbers, all input data are represented in numerical form. Data mea-
sured on ratio, interval, and ordinal scales can be ordered linearly. On the other hand,
both cardinality-encoded data and one-hot-encoded data can also be linearly ordered.
Therefore, all such data can also be ranked. In the following examples, the effect of
ranking on the clustering results will be tested. For this purpose, two more cases of
clustering will be considered:

• In the first case without ranking, both numeric attributes and encoded nominal
attributes will be clustered.

• In the second case, all attributes measured on numerical scales ( ratio, interval,
ordinal), as well as non-dichotomous nominal attributes encoded by class cardi-
nalities, will be ranked before the clustering procedure. Since for a dichotomous
set, its ranking is equivalent to some linear transformation that does not affect the
value of the correlation coefficient, therefore dichotomous attributes, including
attributes representing classes, obtained by the one-hot encoding method will not
be ranked.
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By analyzing the clustering results obtained for unranked attributes, as well as the clus-
tering results for ranked attributes, the effect of rank on the clustering result will be stud-
ied. However, before applying the algorithm to cluster attributes in different datasets, it
is necessary to introduce the attribute name encoding used in the algorithm. On the one
hand, attribute names consist of several letters of the alphabet and can therefore be rel-
atively long. On the other hand, one-hot encoding creates new attributes whose names
should contain information about the encoded value class as well as information about
the name of the attribute from which the class is derived. The use of a name encoding
system will facilitate the interpretation of both the intermediate and final results of the
algorithm. However, for this to happen, the method used to encode the names must first
be explained.

4.1 Encoding of attribute names

To avoid excessively long strings in attribute names or one-hot encoded class names, an
abbreviated name system is used to encode them. Successive columns of the table with
encoded data (successive random attributes) will be denoted by symbols of the form Ak
or Ak>m, where A is the first letter of the alphabet, and k and m are positive integers.
The number k occurring after the letter A is the number of the random attribute from
the set with the original data. The number k takes values from 1 to n, where n is the
number of all random attributes in the original dataset.

The attribute name in the form of Ak (without the suffix ”>m”) indicates that the
column represents a random numeric attribute or a random nominal attribute that does
not have equicardinal classes of identical values. Such a nominal attribute has been
encoded with class cardinalities. If the symbol ”Ak” is followed by the suffix ”>m” in
the attribute name, it means that:

• The k-th attribute contains equicardinal classes with identical nominal values.
• The one-hot encoding method was used to encode the k-th attribute.

The suffix ”>m” occurring after the symbol ”Ak” indicates the number of the m-th
class of nominal values contained in the k-th attribute. This class is represented as a
separate binary column.

On the other hand, in order to simplify the interpretation of clustering (e.g., the
results of clustering shown in the chart), it will be convenient to use the full names
found in the original data before encoding. In this case, the attribute names af-
ter encoding will have one of the following two forms: ”Attribute_Name” or ”At-
tribute_Name>Class_Name”. The first form will refer only to attributes that do not
contain equicardinal classes with identical values. The second form will refer to at-
tributes that contain equicardinal classes with identical nominal values.
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Table 3: Simple Weather Forecast dataset [21]

outlook temperature humidity windy play
sunny hot high false no
sunny hot high true no

overcast hot high false yes
rainy mild high false yes
rainy cool normal false yes
rainy cool normal true no

overcast cool normal true yes
sunny mild high false no
sunny cool normal false yes
rainy mild normal false yes
sunny mild normal true yes

overcast mild high true yes
overcast hot normal false yes

rainy mild high true no

Table 4: Simple Weather Forecast dataset – naming schemes applied to at-
tributes in Table 3

No. Full name of the encoded attribute Short name of the encoded attribute
1. outlook>sunny A1>1
2. outlook>overcast A1>2
3. outlook>rainy A1>3
4. temperature>hot A2>1
5. temperature>mild A2>2
6. temperature>cool A2>3
7. humidity>high A3>1
8. humidity>normal A3>2
9. windy A4
10. play A5

4.2 Dataset No. 1 – Simple Weather Forecast

The nominal attribute clustering algorithm will be presented in detail with an exam-
ple. The algorithm will be tested using the Simple Weather Forecast dataset, which is
available on the Kaggle platform [21].

It can be noted that in the Simple Weather Forecast dataset, the values of some
attributes can be ordered. Therefore, they can be assigned numerical values. This group
of attributes includes the temperature attribute (hot > mild > cool) and the humidity
attribute (high > normal). The possibility of ordering the forecast attribute (sunny >

63



Zenon Gniazdowski

Table 5: Coded dataset Simple Weather Forecast

outlook temperature humidity windy play
overcast rainy sunny hot mild cool high normal false/true yes/no

A1>1 A1>2 A1>3 A2>1 A2>2 A2>3 A3>1 A3>2 A4 A5
1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 8 5
1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 6 5
0 1 0 1 0 0 1 0 8 9
0 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 8 9
0 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 8 9
0 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 6 5
0 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 6 9
1 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 8 5
1 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 8 9
0 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 8 9
1 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 6 9
0 1 0 0 1 0 1 0 6 9
0 1 0 1 0 0 0 1 8 9
0 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 6 5

weather > rainy) is also not excluded. However, the author of the article abandons
the possibility of ordering the values of these attributes, treating them consistently as
nominal attributes. As a result, the example discussed here becomes a dummy that
plays a didactic role. The approach adopted here will make it possible to show how
nominal data can be encoded with numbers, both by the one-hot method and by class
cardinality. So, the Simple Weather Forecast dataset contains nominal data describing
14 points in the space of five random attributes (Table 3):

• The first attribute (outlook) takes three different random values: sunny, overcast,
rainy. Sunny and rainy values appear 5 times in the input dataset. Thus, the
outlook attribute contains two equicardinal classes.

• The second attribute (temperature) also takes three different values: hot, mild,
cool. The values hot and cool appear four times. So, these values form two
equicardinal classes.

• The third attribute (humidity) takes two values: high and normal. Both of these
values appear 7 times in the input data set, thus forming 2 equicardinal classes.

• The fourth attribute (windy) takes two values: false and true. In this case, no
equicardinal classes appear.

• The fifth and final attribute (play) takes two values: no and yes. Here, too, there
are no equicardinal classes.

The method of encoding attribute and class names presented in subsection 4.1 was
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applied to the dataset presented in Table 3. Table 4 shows both of the above name
encoding schemes applied to the data in Table 3. Due to the existence of classes with
equal cardinalities, the first three attributes were encoded using the one-hot encoding
method. The last two attributes do not have value classes with equal cardinalities,
so they were encoded with class cardinalities. Although the original data was in five
columns, due to the need to use the one-hot encoding method, after encoding the data
was stored in ten columns (Table 5).

Table 6: Simple Weather Forecast dataset – correlation matrix for encoded ran-
dom attributes

A1>1 A1>2 A1>3 A2>1 A2>2 A2>3 A3>1 A3>2 A4 A5
A1>1 1.000 -0.471 -0.556 0.189 -0.043 -0.141 0.149 -0.149 0.043 -0.378
A1>2 -0.471 1.000 -0.471 0.300 -0.228 -0.050 0.000 0.000 -0.091 0.471
A1>3 -0.556 -0.471 1.000 -0.471 0.258 0.189 -0.149 0.149 0.043 -0.067
A2>1 0.189 0.300 -0.471 1.000 -0.548 -0.400 0.316 -0.316 0.228 -0.189
A2>2 -0.043 -0.228 0.258 -0.548 1.000 -0.548 0.289 -0.289 -0.125 0.043
A2>3 -0.141 -0.050 0.189 -0.400 -0.548 1.000 -0.632 0.632 -0.091 0.141
A3>1 0.149 0.000 -0.149 0.316 0.289 -0.632 1.000 -1.000 0.000 -0.447
A3>2 -0.149 0.000 0.149 -0.316 -0.289 0.632 -1.000 1.000 0.000 0.447

A4 0.043 -0.091 0.043 0.228 -0.125 -0.091 0.000 0.000 1.000 0.258
A5 -0.378 0.471 -0.067 -0.189 0.043 0.141 -0.447 0.447 0.258 1.000

Table 7: Simple Weather Forecast dataset – matrix of coefficients of determina-
tion for encoded random attributes

A1>1 A1>2 A1>3 A2>1 A2>2 A2>3 A3>1 A3>2 A4 A5
A1>1 100% 22.2% 30.9% 3.6% 0.2% 2.0% 2.2% 2.2% 0.2% 14.3%
A1>2 22.2% 100% 22.2% 9.0% 5.2% 0.3% 0.0% 0.0% 0.8% 22.2%
A1>3 30.9% 22.2% 100% 22.2% 6.7% 3.6% 2.2% 2.2% 0.2% 0.4%
A2>1 3.6% 9.0% 22.2% 100% 30.0% 16.0% 10.0% 10.0% 5.2% 3.6%
A2>2 0.2% 5.2% 6.7% 30.0% 100% 30.0% 8.3% 8.3% 1.6% 0.2%
A2>3 2.0% 0.3% 3.6% 16.0% 30.0% 100% 40.0% 40.0% 0.8% 2.0%
A3>1 2.2% 0.0% 2.2% 10.0% 8.3% 40.0% 100% 100% 0.0% 20.0%
A3>2 2.2% 0.0% 2.2% 10.0% 8.3% 40.0% 100% 100% 0.0% 20.0%

A4 0.2% 0.8% 0.2% 5.2% 1.6% 0.8% 0.0% 0.0% 100% 6.7%
A5 14.3% 22.2% 0.4% 3.6% 0.2% 2.0% 20.0% 20.0% 6.7% 100.0%
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Table 8: Simple Weather Forecast dataset – eigenvalues of the matrix of corre-
lation coefficients

Eigenvalue no. 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
Eigenvalue 3.18 2.18 1.70 1.16 1.09 0.50 0.19 3.3E-16 2.2E-16 0

Table 9: Simple Weather Forecast dataset – eigenvectors in columns

V1 V2 V3 V4 V5 V6 V7 V8 V9 V10
-0.230 0.072 0.564 0.060 -0.496 0.082 0.144 -7.8E-05 0.588 0
0.042 0.448 -0.502 -0.281 0.008 0.117 -0.380 -7.4E-05 0.555 0
0.190 -0.495 -0.091 0.205 0.489 -0.193 0.214 -7.8E-05 0.588 0
-0.275 0.491 0.063 0.150 0.272 -0.473 0.216 0.559 7.4E-05 0
-0.148 -0.493 -0.317 0.011 -0.445 -0.100 -0.228 0.612 8.1E-05 0
0.437 0.049 0.284 -0.162 0.215 0.583 0.034 0.559 7.4E-05 0
-0.514 -0.076 -0.144 -0.034 0.177 0.377 0.187 1.8E-10 3.3E-10 0.707
0.514 0.076 0.144 0.034 -0.177 -0.377 -0.187 -1.8E-10 -3.3E-10 0.707
-0.005 0.133 -0.028 0.878 0.030 0.261 -0.376 1.3E-10 2.4E-10 0
0.303 0.180 -0.440 0.230 -0.366 0.131 0.691 4.1E-11 1.2E-10 0

Table 10: Simple Weather Forecast dataset – full matrix of factor loadings

F1 F2 F3 F4 F5 F6 F7 F8 F9 F10

A1>1 -0.410 0.107 0.736 0.064 -0.517 0.058 0.063 -1.4E-12 8.8E-09 0
A1>2 0.075 0.662 -0.655 -0.303 0.008 0.083 -0.167 -1.3E-12 8.3E-09 0
A1>3 0.339 -0.731 -0.118 0.221 0.510 -0.136 0.094 -1.4E-12 8.8E-09 0
A2>1 -0.490 0.725 0.082 0.161 0.284 -0.335 0.095 1.0E-08 1.1E-12 0
A2>2 -0.264 -0.728 -0.413 0.012 -0.463 -0.071 -0.100 1.1E-08 1.2E-12 0
A2>3 0.779 0.072 0.370 -0.175 0.224 0.412 0.015 1.0E-08 1.1E-12 0
A3>1 -0.916 -0.113 -0.187 -0.036 0.184 0.266 0.082 3.2E-18 4.9E-18 0
A3>2 0.916 0.113 0.187 0.036 -0.184 -0.266 -0.082 -3.2E-18 -4.9E-18 0

A4 -0.009 0.196 -0.036 0.948 0.032 0.185 -0.165 2.3E-18 3.7E-18 0
A5 0.540 0.266 -0.574 0.248 -0.381 0.092 0.304 7.4E-19 1.7E-18 0

4.2.1 Initial steps before clustering encoded nominal attributes

For the encoded data in Table 5, the calculations necessary to perform clustering of at-
tributes due to their similarity to factors were performed. This section will present only
those results needed to show how the nominal attribute clustering algorithm presented
in Section 3 works. First, a matrix of correlation coefficients was calculated for the en-
coded attributes. The results are shown in Table 6. The mutual similarity of the encoded
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Table 11: Simple Weather Forecast dataset – full matrix of common variances

F1 F2 F3 F4 F5 F6 F7 F8 F9 F10

A1>1 0.168 0.011 0.541 0.004 0.267 0.003 0.004 2.0E-24 7.8E-17 0
A1>2 0.006 0.439 0.429 0.092 0.000 0.007 0.028 1.8E-24 6.9E-17 0
A1>3 0.115 0.535 0.014 0.049 0.260 0.019 0.009 2.0E-24 7.8E-17 0
A2>1 0.240 0.526 0.007 0.026 0.081 0.112 0.009 1.0E-16 1.2E-24 0
A2>2 0.070 0.530 0.170 0.000 0.215 0.005 0.010 1.2E-16 1.5E-24 0
A2>3 0.607 0.005 0.137 0.031 0.050 0.170 0.000 1.0E-16 1.2E-24 0
A3>1 0.839 0.013 0.035 0.001 0.034 0.071 0.007 1.0E-35 2.4E-35 0
A3>2 0.839 0.013 0.035 0.001 0.034 0.071 0.007 1.0E-35 2.4E-35 0

A4 0.000 0.038 0.001 0.898 0.001 0.034 0.027 5.3E-36 1.3E-35 0
A5 0.292 0.071 0.329 0.062 0.145 0.009 0.092 5.5E-37 3.1E-36 0

attributes was then estimated. For this purpose, a matrix of coefficients of determina-
tion was calculated. This matrix is shown in Table 7. In the next step, an eigenproblem
was solved for the correlation matrix. The calculated eigenvalues are shown in Table 8,
while the eigenvectors are shown in Table 9.

Using the square roots of the eigenvalues, as well as the eigenvector matrix (Table
9), using the algorithm described in subsection 2.9, the full factor loading matrix was
calculated (Table 10). Then, as the Hadamard square of the full factor loading matrix,
the common variances between the encoded attributes and the factors were calculated
(Table 11).

Due to the nature of the data, attribute clustering was implemented only for the
encoded data, without ranking. Encoding the first three attributes using the one-hot
method created additional binary attributes. The possible ranking of the binary at-
tributes is a linear transformation that does not affect the direction of the random vector.
On the other hand, the last two attributes were encoded using class cardinality. Since
both attributes contain two classes of values each, they will be encoded as dichotomous
sets of numbers. The ranking of a dichotomous set is also a linear transformation that
does not affect the direction of the random vector. As a result, ranking the encoded
attributes would not change their correlations with each other, and thus could not affect
the results of attribute clustering.

4.2.2 Selection of factors

The next step proceeded to select the appropriate number of factors. For this purpose, it
was checked whether the scree plot (Fig. 1) would allow to unambiguously determine
the number of factors. In the scree plot shown, a clear elbow dividing the graph into
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Figure 1: Scree plot for Simple Weather Forecast dataset

Table 12: Simple Weather Forecast dataset – percentage of the variance ex-
plained by successive factors

Factor
Eigenvalue

Cumulative Percentage of the variance Cumulative percentage
no. eigenvalues explained by each factor of explained variance
1 3.18 3.18 31.8% 31.8%
2 2.18 5.36 21.8% 53.6%
3 1.70 7.06 17.0% 70.6%
4 1.16 8.22 11.6% 82.2%
5 1.09 9.31 10.9% 93.1%
6 0.50 9.81 5.0% 98.1%
7 0.19 10 1.9% 100%
8 0 10 0.0% 100%
9 0 10 0.0% 100%
10 0 10 0.0% 100%

two distinct phases cannot be seen. In view of the ambiguity of the scree plot criterion,
the percentage criterion of the part of the variance explained by the factors was used to
find the right number of factors. It was assumed that the factor model should reproduce
at least 70% of the variance of the modeled attributes. It was read from Table 12 that
three factors were sufficient to represent at least 70% of the variance of the modeled
attributes, explaining 70.6% of the modeled variance.

The applied percentage criterion of the variance explained by the factors provides
a guarantee that the three factors will reproduce more than 70% of the average variance
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Table 13: Simple Weather Forecast dataset – cumulative matrix of common
variances

F1 F2 F3 F4 F5 F6 F7 F8 F9 F10

A1>1 0.168 0.180 0.721 0.725 0.993 0.996 1 1 1 1
A1>2 0.006 0.444 0.873 0.965 0.965 0.972 1 1 1 1
A1>3 0.115 0.650 0.664 0.713 0.973 0.991 1 1 1 1
A2>1 0.240 0.766 0.772 0.799 0.879 0.991 1 1 1 1
A2>2 0.070 0.600 0.770 0.770 0.985 0.990 1 1 1 1
A2>3 0.607 0.612 0.749 0.780 0.830 1.000 1 1 1 1
A3>1 0.839 0.852 0.887 0.888 0.922 0.993 1 1 1 1
A3>2 0.839 0.852 0.887 0.888 0.922 0.993 1 1 1 1

A4 0.000 0.038 0.040 0.938 0.939 0.973 1 1 1 1
A5 0.292 0.363 0.692 0.754 0.899 0.908 1 1 1 1

Average
0.318 0.536 0.706 0.822 0.931 0.981 1 1 1 1

in column
Minimum

0.000 0.038 0.040 0.713 0.830 0.908 1 1 1 1
in column

Table 14: Simple Weather Forecast dataset – given as a percentage: successive
eigenvalues (ScreePlt) normalized to the trace of the correlation matrix, as well
as two variances represented by successive factors: minimum variance (MinVar)
and average variance (AverVar)

Factors 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
ScreePlt 31.8% 21.8% 17.0% 11.6% 10.9% 5.0% 1.9% 0% 0% 0%
MinVar 0.0% 3.8% 4.0% 71.3% 83.0% 90.8% 100% 100% 100% 100%
AverVar 31.8% 53.6% 70.6% 82.2% 93.1% 98.1% 100% 100% 100% 100%

MinVarId A4 A4 A4 A1>3 A2>3 A5 A5 A5 A5 A5

of the modeled attributes. However, the same criterion does not guarantee that the three
factors will reproduce most of the variance of each individual attribute modeled. To
test this, the Algorithm 2 was used. First, the cumulative common variance matrix
was calculated (Table 13). The bottom two rows of this matrix contain the calculated
average values in each column and the found minimum values in each column. Note
that the calculated average values are identical to the percentages given in the fourth
column in Table 12, which contains the cumulative percentage of explained variance.

As a result, it can be seen that the three factors selected on the basis of the per-
centage criterion of common variance, which explain more than 70% of the average
variance of the modeled attributes, in the case of the attribute with the designation A4
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Figure 2: Simple Weather Forecast dataset – minimum variance (MinVar) and
average variance (AverVar) of attributes, reconstructed by successive factors,
shown against a normalized scree plot

Table 15: Simple Weather Forecast dataset – final factor loading matrix

F1 F2 F3 F4 Common variances
A1>1 -0.410 0.107 0.736 0.064 72.5%
A1>2 0.075 0.662 -0.655 -0.303 96.5%
A1>3 0.339 -0.731 -0.118 0.221 71.3%
A2>1 -0.490 0.725 0.082 0.161 79.9%
A2>2 -0.264 -0.728 -0.413 0.012 77.0%
A2>3 0.779 0.072 0.370 -0.175 78.0%
A3>1 -0.916 -0.113 -0.187 -0.036 88.8%
A3>2 0.916 0.113 0.187 0.036 88.8%

A4 -0.009 0.196 -0.036 0.948 93.8%
A5 0.540 0.266 -0.574 0.248 75.4%

explain only about 4% of the variance of this attribute. It follows that the percentage
criterion of common variance is not sufficient to select the right number of factors. The
selection of the number of factors should take into account the ability to reproduce most
of the variance of all individual attributes, not just their average variance. To properly
solve the problem of selecting the number of factors, a Table 14 was created based on
the cumulative common variance matrix (Table 13). This table contains the following
rows:

• Factors – the number of factors considered in the factor model,
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Table 16: Simple Weather Forecast dataset – final matrix of common variances

F1 F2 F3 F4 Common variances
A1>1 16.8% 1.1% 54.1% 0.4% 72.5%
A1>2 0.6% 43.9% 42.9% 9.2% 96.5%
A1>3 11.5% 53.5% 1.4% 4.9% 71.3%
A2>1 24.0% 52.6% 0.7% 2.6% 79.9%
A2>2 7.0% 53.0% 17.0% 0.0% 77.0%
A2>3 60.7% 0.5% 13.7% 3.1% 78.0%
A3>1 83.9% 1.3% 3.5% 0.1% 88.8%
A3>2 83.9% 1.3% 3.5% 0.1% 88.8%

A4 0.0% 3.8% 0.1% 89.8% 93.8%
A5 29.2% 7.1% 32.9% 6.2% 75.4%

• ScreePlt – successive eigenvalue normalized to the trace of the correlation matrix
(Table 6), identical to the corresponding value in the fourth (penultimate) column
in Table 12,

• MinVar – the minimum variance of some attribute, reproduced by successive
factors,

• AverVar – the cumulative average variance of the modeled attributes, identical to
the corresponding value in the last column in Table 12,

• MinVarId – the identifier of the attribute that is least represented by the factor
model. The variance of this attribute reconstructed by successive factors is equal
to the MinVar value.

Based on the contents of Table 14, the graph shown in Figure 2 was created, which
shows:

• The successive eigenvalues, normalized to the trace of the correlation matrix
(ScreePlt), which form a graph that is identical in shape to the scree plot shown
in Figure 1).

• The value of the cumulative average variance (AverVar), which increases with
successive factors to unity,

• The value of the minimum variance (Minvar) that is reproduced by the successive
factors.

Based on Table 14 and Figure 2, it can be concluded that only four factors are sufficient
to reproduce most (i.e., no less than the assumed 55%) of the variance of all modeled
attributes. Evidence of this can be read in the column of Table 14, which refers to four
factors. Thus, the four factors reproduce 82.2% of the average variance of all attributes
(AverVar). On the other hand, the least represented attribute, which was assigned the
identifier A1>3 (MinVarId), has a reconstructed variance level of 71.3% (MinVar).
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After selecting the appropriate number of factors, the factor loadings matrix was
reduced, as well as the common variance matrix. For the four selected factors, the
factor loadings matrix is shown in Table 15, and the corresponding common variance
matrix is shown in Table 16.

In Table 16, those common variances whose values are greater than 50% have been
bolded. Bold values indicate that a certain factor reconstructs most of the variance of
a given attribute. In other words, a given attribute is similar to a certain factor. From
the point of view of attribute clustering, it is only interesting if more than one attribute
is similar to a factor. If there are two or more attributes, which are similar to a factor,
it can be said that each of these attributes belongs to the same cluster. In the table
analyzed, it can be seen that attributes A2>3, A3>1 and A3>2 are similar to the factor
F1, and therefore belong to one cluster. It can also be seen that attributes A1>3, A2>1
and A2>2 are similar to the factor F2. So these three attributes also form one cluster.
Since the other bold values of the common variance are single-attribute clusters, they
are therefore not interesting from the point of view of attribute clustering.

Table 17: Simple Weather Forecast dataset – final factor loading matrix after
rotation

F1 F2 F3 F4 Common variances
A1>1 -0.063 0.340 0.776 0.060 72.5%
A1>2 -0.069 0.515 -0.811 -0.194 96.5%
A1>3 0.128 -0.826 -0.011 0.123 71.3%
A2>1 -0.292 0.804 0.054 0.253 79.9%
A2>2 -0.525 -0.692 -0.083 -0.091 77.0%
A2>3 0.868 -0.046 0.037 -0.154 78.0%
A3>1 -0.918 0.105 0.173 -0.067 88.8%
A3>2 0.918 -0.105 -0.173 0.067 88.8%

A4 -0.023 0.058 -0.026 0.966 93.8%
A5 0.296 -0.034 -0.757 0.303 75.4%

4.2.3 Rotation of factors

Now the question arises whether Varimax rotation could change anything in the results
of attribute clustering. To answer this question, a rotation of the factors in Table 15 was
performed. After rotation, a new factor loadings matrix was obtained (Table 17), as
well as a new common variance matrix (Table 18).

An analysis of the bolded values in the common variances in Table 18 shows that
there is another cluster that contains three attributes similar to the F3 factor. On the
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Table 18: Simple Weather Forecast dataset – final matrix of common variances
after rotation

F1 F2 F3 F4 Common variances
A1>1 0.40% 11.57% 60.19% 0.36% 72.5%
A1>2 0.47% 26.50% 65.80% 3.75% 96.5%
A1>3 1.63% 68.15% 0.01% 1.50% 71.3%
A2>1 8.53% 64.64% 0.29% 6.40% 79.9%
A2>2 27.60% 47.91% 0.69% 0.82% 77.0%
A2>3 75.26% 0.21% 0.14% 2.36% 78.0%
A3>1 84.30% 1.11% 2.98% 0.44% 88.8%
A3>2 84.30% 1.11% 2.98% 0.44% 88.8%

A4 0.05% 0.34% 0.07% 93.31% 93.8%
A5 8.78% 0.12% 57.33% 9.17% 75.4%

other hand, in the cluster of attributes similar to the factor F2, the attribute A2>2 is
no longer absolutely (in the sense of the absolute majority variance rule) similar to this
factor. Despite this, the similarity of 47.91% indicates a significant influence of factor
two on attribute A2>2. This influence accounts for more than half of the total variance
(77.0%) explained by the four factors. This means that, using the weaker relative ma-
jority of variance rule, the attribute A2>2 can also be considered as belonging to the
cluster of attributes similar to the factor F2.

Table 19: Simple Weather Forecast dataset – minimized common variance ma-
trix for the rule of absolute majority of variance

F1 F2 F3 Common variances
A1>1 0.4% 11.6% 60.2% 72.5%
A1>2 0.5% 26.5% 65.8% 96.5%
A1>3 1.6% 68.1% 0.0% 71.3%
A2>1 8.5% 64.6% 0.3% 79.9%
A2>3 75.3% 0.2% 0.1% 78.0%
A3>1 84.3% 1.1% 3.0% 88.8%
A3>2 84.3% 1.1% 3.0% 88.8%

A5 8.8% 0.1% 57.3% 75.4%

4.2.4 Final clustering of random attributes

The matrix of common variances obtained after rotation (Table 18) provides informa-
tion on the strength of the correlation relationship between attributes and factors ob-
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Figure 3: Absolute similarity of attributes to factors for encoded Simple Weather
Forecast dataset

Table 20: Simple Weather Forecast dataset – minimized common variance ma-
trix for the rule of relative majority of variance

F1 F2 F3 Common variances
A1>1 0.4% 11.6% 60.2% 72.5%
A1>2 0.5% 26.5% 65.8% 96.5%
A1>3 1.6% 68.1% 0.0% 71.3%
A2>1 8.5% 64.6% 0.3% 79.9%
A2>2 27.6% 47.9% 0.7% 77.0%
A2>3 75.3% 0.2% 0.1% 78.0%
A3>1 84.3% 1.1% 3.0% 88.8%
A3>2 84.3% 1.1% 3.0% 88.8%

A5 8.8% 0.1% 57.3% 75.4%

Figure 4: Relative similarity of attributes to factors for encoded dataset Simple
Weather Forecast

tained for a specific factor model. On the basis of this matrix, it is possible to proceed
to clustering attributes that are similar to individual factors. From the point of view of
clustering attributes, it is possible to extract both relevant and redundant information:

• Relevant information is that which proves that more than one attribute is similar
to a factor.

• Redundant information is that which proves that at most one attribute is similar
to a factor.
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Thus, in Table 18, it can be seen that only attribute A4 is similar to factor F4. A cluster
containing attributes similar to the F4 factor contains only one attribute in it. Therefore,
it is a trivial cluster, and therefore this cluster is not interesting from the point of view
of attribute clustering. This means that from the point of view of attribute clustering,
both the A4 attribute and the F4 factor are redundant. Therefore, attribute A4 and factor
F4 can be omitted from the clustering procedure.

On the other hand, if no factor reproduces at least a relative majority of the variance
of any attribute, that factor should also be considered redundant from the point of view
of attribute clustering. In view of this, it can also be omitted from the attribute clustering
procedure. After eliminating trivial clusters and factors that do not reproduce at least a
relative majority of the variance of any attribute, clustering can be implemented using
one of two rules:

1. The absolute majority of variance rule should be applied.
2. The rule of relative majority of variance can be applied.

From the point of view of clustering according to the absolute majority of variance,
it can be seen that in the matrix shown in Table 18, the attribute A2>2 can also be
reduced, since no factor represents the majority (more than half) of its variance. After
reducing the factor F4, as well as the attributes A2>2 and A4, what remains is a matrix
of common variances (Table 19), from which the clusters obtained according to the
absolute majority of variance criterion can be extracted. Thus, it can be noted that:

• The first cluster is formed by attributes similar to the F1 factor. There are at-
tributes A2>3, A3>1 and attribute A3>2.

• The second cluster is formed by attributes similar to the F2 factor. This cluster
includes attributes A1>3 and A2>1.

• The third cluster is formed by attributes similar to the F3 factor. Here are at-
tributes A1>1, A1>2 and A5.

All the above clusters, obtained according to the total majority of variance rule, are
shown in Figure 3 as connected components of the graph. On the other hand, it can be
seen that according to the relative majority of variance rule, the cluster of attributes sim-
ilar to the factor F2 also includes the attribute A2>2. Despite the fact that the common
variance of the A2>2 attribute and the F2 factor is 47.9% (that is, it does not exceed the
50% level), this variance accounts for more than half (77%) of the total variance of the
A2>2 attribute represented by the selected four factors. Clusters obtained according to
the rule of relative majority of variance can be extracted from Table 20. For this rule,
the cluster of attributes similar to the F2 factor contains three attributes: A1>3, A2>1
and A2>2. All clusters obtained using the relative majority variance rule are shown as
a graph in Figure 4.

Comparing the attribute clustering results obtained according to the absolute major-
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ity variance rule with the clustering results obtained according to the relative majority
variance rule, it can be seen that the weakening of the classification rule resulted in
the fact that one additional attribute arrived in the cluster of attributes similar to the F2
factor. This attribute represents the temperature>mild class.

Table 21: Naming schemes applied to attributes in Mashroom dataset

No. Full name of the encoded attribute Short name of the encoded attribute
1. class A1
2. cap-shape A2
3. cap-surface A3
4. cap-color>n A4>1
5. cap-color>b A4>2
6. cap-color>c A4>3
7. cap-color>g A4>4
8. cap-color>r A4>5
9. cap-color>p A4>6
10. cap-color>u A4>7
11. cap-color>e A4>8
12. cap-color>w A4>9
13. cap-color>y A4>10
14. bruises? A5
15. odor A6
16. gill-attachment A7
17. gill-spacing A8
18. gill-size A9
19. gill-color A10
20. stalk-shape A11
21. stalk-surface-above-ring A12
22. stalk-surface-below-ring A13
23. stalk-color-above-ring A14
24. stalk-color-below-ring A15
25. veil-color A16
26. ring-number A17
27. ring-type A18
28. spore-print-color A19
29. population A20
30. habitat A21
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Table 22: Percentage of variance explained by successive factors for Mushroom
dataset

Factor
Eigenvalue

Cumulative Percentage of the variance Cumulative percentage
no. eigenvalues explained by each factor of explained variance
...

...
...

...
...

8 1.19 18.47 3.98% 61.57%
9 1.15 19.62 3.83% 65.40%
10 1.10 20.72 3.68% 69.08%
11 1.00 21.73 3.34% 72.42%
12 0.99 22.71 3.29% 75.72%
13 0.98 23.69 3.26% 78.98%
14 0.81 24.50 2.70% 81.68%
15 0.77 25.28 2.58% 84.26%
...

...
...

...
...

Table 23: Mushroom dataset – variances represented by several successive fac-
tors: ScreePlt, MinVar and AverVar

Factor no. · · · 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 · · ·
ScreePlt · · · 4.0% 3.8% 3.7% 3.3% 3.3% 3.3% 2.7% 2.6% · · ·
MinVar · · · 9.5% 16.6% 19.8% 19.8% 46.8% 53.8% 58.6% 60.5% · · ·
AverVar · · · 61.6% 65.4% 69.1% 72.4% 75.7% 79.0% 81.7% 84.3% · · ·

MinVarID · · · A4>7 A4>7 A4>3 A4>3 A2 A3 A21 A10 · · ·

4.3 Dataset No. 2 – Mushroom

Another study used a dataset called Mushroom [22], which contains descriptions of
23 species of mushrooms from the families Agaricus and Lepiota. Each species was
classified as edible, poisonous, or of unknown edibility. In the dataset used here, the
last class was classified as poisonous.

The Mushroom dataset contains nominal data describing 8124 points in the space of
23 attributes. Before attribute clustering, 2 columns containing veil-type and stalk-root
attribute information were arbitrarily removed from the original dataset:

• The veil-type attribute took only one value equal to ”p”.
• The stalk-root attribute was missing 2480 values.

The decision on the first attribute above was obvious. A fixed value for an attribute
does not carry any interesting information. In the case of the second attribute, there was
no rationale for filling in the missing values in any way. Therefore, two options were
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Figure 5: Mushroom dataset – variances represented by several successive fac-
tors: ScreePlt, MinVar and AverVar

Figure 6: Absolute similarity of attributes to factors for the encoded Mushroom
dataset

considered: delete 2480 rows with missing values or delete one column. The decision
was made to remove the column. As a result, a dataset containing 21 attributes was
analyzed.

In the case of the cap-color attribute, the attribute was found to contain 10 dif-
ferent value classes. The classes containing the values “r” and “u” are equicardinal
classes containing 16 elements each. Therefore, this attribute was encoded using one-
hot encoding methods. Consequently, the single column corresponding to the cap-color
attribute was replaced by 10 binary columns. After encoding, the analyzed dataset con-
tained 30 columns. Table 21 shows the attribute naming system used in the analysis.
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Figure 7: Relative similarity of attributes to factors for the encoded Mushroom
dataset

Figure 8: Absolute similarity of attributes to factors for the ranks of the numer-
ically encoded Mushroom dataset

4.3.1 Clustering of encoded attributes

After the attributes were encoded, the standard attribute clustering procedure was im-
plemented, just as described in subsection 4.2. First, a factor analysis was performed. In
it, an appropriate number of factors were selected and Varimax rotation was performed.
The attributes were then clustered, both according to the absolute majority variance rule
and according to the relative majority variance rule.

Table 22 shows part of the table with the values of (average) variance that are ex-
plained by successive factors. Assuming that a factor model should explain at least 70%
of the average variance of all modeled attributes, it can be read in Table 22 that a model
with 11 factors is sufficient for this purpose. On the other hand, it can be read in Table
23 that although the average variance is reproduced satisfactorily by 11 factors, these
11 factors are enough to reproduce only 19.8% of the variance of the A4>3 attribute.
Analyzing Table 23 and Figure 5, it can be seen that 14 factors are needed to reproduce
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Figure 9: Relative similarity of attributes to factors for the ranks of the numeri-
cally encoded Mushroom dataset

most of the variance of each individual attribute.
Varimax rotation was performed for the model consisting of 14 factors. Then, using

Algorithm 3, attribute clustering was performed based on the common variance matrix.
The clustering results obtained using the absolute majority variance rule are shown in
Figure 6, and the result of attribute clustering using the relative majority variance rule
is shown in Figure 7.

4.3.2 Effect of ranking of encoded attributes on clustering results

The analyzed dataset consists only of nominal attributes. Due to the existing equicardi-
nal value classes, one attribute was encoded using the one-hot method. The remaining
attributes were encoded with class cardinalities. Data encoded with class cardinalities
can be ranked. After they were ranked, the attributes were clustered again. Figure 8
shows the results of attribute clustering obtained according to the absolute majority of
variance rule. Figure 9 shows the clustering results obtained according to the relative
majority of variance rule. On the one hand, attribute ranking did not change the number
of factors needed to represent the majority of the variance of each attribute. On the
other hand, comparing the results of attribute clustering before ranking (Figure 6 and
Figure 7) and after ranking (Figure 8 and Figure 9), it was found that some changes in
the results of attribute clustering appeared with the ranking of encoded attributes.
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Table 24: Naming schemes applied to attributes in Automobile dataset

No.
Full name of the Short name of the

No.
Full name of the Short name of the

coded attribute coded attribute coded attribute coded attribute
1. symboling A1 27. num-of-doors A6
2. normalized-losses A2 28. body-style A7
3. make>alfa-romero A3>1 29. drive-wheels A8
4. make>audi A3>2 30. wheel-base A9
5. make>bmw A3>3 31. length A10
6. make>chevrolet A3>4 32. width A11
7. make>dodge A3>5 33. height A12
8. make>honda A3>6 34. curb-weight A13
9. make>isuzu A3>7 35. engine-type>dohc A14>1
10. make>jaguar A3>8 36. engine-type>dohcv A14>2
11. make>mazda A3>9 37. engine-type>l A14>3
12. make>mercedes-benz A3>10 38. engine-type>ohc A14>4
13. make>mercury A3>11 39. engine-type>ohcf A14>5
14. make>mitsubishi A3>12 40. engine-type>ohcv A14>6
15. make>nissan A3>13 41. engine-type>rotor A14>7
16. make>peugot A3>14 42. num-of-cylinders A15
17. make>plymouth A3>15 43. engine-size A16
18. make>porsche A3>16 44. fuel-system A17
19. make>renault A3>17 45. bore A18
20. make>saab A3>18 46. stroke A19
21. make>subaru A3>19 47. compression-ratio A20
22. make>toyota A3>20 48. horsepower A21
23. make>volkswagen A3>21 49. peak-rpm A22
24. make>volvo A3>22 50. city-mpg A23
25. fuel-type A4 51. highway-mpg A24
26. aspiration A5 52. price A25

Table 25: Attribute variances from the Automobile dataset, represented by suc-
cessive factors : ScreePlt, MinVar and AverVar

Factor no. . . . 14 15 16 . . . 22 23 24 . . .

ScreePlt . . . 2.18% 2.15% 2.04% . . . 1.92% 1.92% 1.76% . . .

MinVar . . . 0% 0% 0% . . . 0% 64.31% 67.91% . . .

AverVar . . . 69.00% 71.15% 73.19% . . . 84.82% 86.74% 88.51% . . .

MinVarID . . . A3>1 A3>1 A3>1 . . . A14>7 A3>16 A5 . . .

4.4 Dataset No. 3 – Automobile

The following test of the attribute clustering algorithm uses a dataset named Automobile
[23]. The Automobile dataset is contained in a table with 26 columns and 205 rows.
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Figure 10: Automobile dataset – attribute variances: minimum variance (Min-
Var) and average variance (AverVar), reconstructed by successive factors,
shown against a normalized scree plot (ScreePlt).

Figure 11: Absolute similarity of attributes to factors for the encoded Automo-
bile dataset

Each column represents one attribute. Each attribute is measured on different scales.
The original dataset was assumed to describe 15 continuous attributes, 10

nominal attributes and 1 numerical attribute (”symboling”). Two attributes
that are essentially numerical attributes (number-of-doors={two,four}, number-of-
cylinders={three,four,five,six,eight}) were classified as nominal attributes. Before start-
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Figure 12: Relative similarity of attributes to factors for the encoded Automobile
dataset

Figure 13: Absolute similarity of attributes to factors for the ranks of numeri-
cally encoded Automobile dataset

ing for analysis, their qualification was changed, assuming that they are numeric at-
tributes: num-of-doors={2,4}, num-of-cylinders={3,4,5,6,8}. The dataset also contains
missing values, which are marked as ”?”. Attribute number 2 contains 41 missing val-
ues, attributes numbered 6, 22 and 23 each contain 2 missing values, and attributes num-
bered 19, 20 and 26 each contain 4 missing values. Before clustering, it was decided to
reject all rows with missing attribute values. This left 159 rows from the original data
table for further analysis. After reducing the rows containing the missing values, it was
found that the engine-location attribute takes only a single value (front). This single
value does not contain any interesting information. Therefore, it was decided to ignore
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Figure 14: Relative similarity of attributes to factors for the ranks of numerically
encoded Automobile dataset

this attribute in further analysis. After all the changes made, 25 attributes remain to be
analyzed. Now the data table contains 25 columns and 159 rows.

Assuming nomenclature as in subsection 2.1, it was assumed that the data contains
18 numerical attributes and 7 nominal attributes. Among these 7 nominal attributes,
2 attributes (make and engine-type) contain equicardinal classes. Thus, 5 nominal at-
tributes were encoded with class cardinalities, while 2 attributes containing equicardinal
classes were encoded with the one-hot method. Finally, after encoding, the data con-
tains 52 columns and 159 rows. Table 24 shows the names of the encoded attributes.

Table 25 shows the partial distribution of the variance of attributes reproduced by
the factors for the Automobile dataset. From this table it can be read that a model
with 15 factors is sufficient to reproduce 70% of the average variance of all attributes
by a factor model. However, with 15 factors, the variances of some attributes are not
sufficiently represented (e.g. A3>1). On the other hand, it can be read from Table 25
and Figure 10 that 23 factors are needed to reproduce most of the variance of each
attribute.

After selecting the right number of factors and rotating them, attribute clustering
was performed. Figure 11 shows the result of clustering according to the absolute
majority variance rule, while Figure 12 shows the results of clustering according to the
relative majority variance rule.

The data analyzed contained two types of attributes. On the one hand, there were
nominal attributes, which were either one-hot encoded or were encoded with cardinal-
ities, On the other hand, there were numeric attributes in the dataset. Both cardinality-
coded attributes and numeric attributes were ranked. After ranking, the attributes were
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clustered. Figure 13 shows the result of clustering according to the absolute majority
variance rule, while Figure 14 shows the results of clustering according to the relative
majority variance rule.

Figure 15: Similarity between attributes and factors (absolute and relative) for
encoded Breast Cancer dataset

4.5 Dataset No. 4 – Breast Cancer

Another dataset used to test the attribute clustering algorithm is the Breast Cancer
dataset [24]. In the original dataset3, the 10 attributes observed 286 times are presented
as an array of size 286×10. For two attributes, there are missing values marked as ”?”.
There are 8 missing values for the Node caps attribute, and one missing value for the
Breast quadrant attribute. Before clustering, all rows with missing attribute values were
discarded. Thus, 277 rows from the initial data table were used for further analysis.
Among all 10 attributes, 4 attributes are ordinal:

• The age of the patients was assigned to one of the following 5-year ranges:
age = {10 − 19, 20 − 29, 30 − 39, 40 − 49, 50 − 59, 60 − 69, 70 − 79, 80 −
89, 90− 99}.

• Tumor size was assigned to 11 value ranges: tumor−size = {0−4, 5−9, 10−
14, 15−19, 20−24, 25−29, 30−34, 35−39, 40−44, 45−49, 50−54, 55−59}.

• The number of nodes with cancer was divided into 13 ranges: inv − nodes =
{0− 2, 3− 5, 6− 8, 9− 11, 12− 14, 15− 17, 18− 20, 21− 23, 24− 26, 27−
29, 30− 32, 33− 35, 36− 39}.

• The degree of cancer malignancy was graded on a 3-point scale: deg−malig =
{1, 2, 3}.

Due to the possibility of ordering the above 4 attributes, the first 3 attributes were en-
coded with successive integers. Since there is a relation 10−19 < 20−29 < 30−39 <

3This breast cancer domain was obtained from the University Medical Centre, Institute of
Oncology, Ljubljana, Yugoslavia. Thanks go to M. Zwitter and M. Soklic for providing the
data.
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40−49 < 50−59 < 60−69 < 70−79 < 80−89 < 90−99 in the set of values of the
age attribute, therefore the age attribute was encoded with a set of successive integers:
age = {1, 2, 2, 4, 5, 6, 6, 7, 8, 9}. An analogous method was used for the tumor-size
attribute (tumor − size = {1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12}), and for the inv-nodes
attribute (inv − nodes = {1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13}). The deg-malig at-
tribute was left unchanged (deg − malig = {1, 2, 3}). This encoding did not change
the order among the values of the above attributes, and allowed them to be treated as
numeric attributes. On the other hand, the values of the remaining 6 attributes (class,
menopause, node-caps, breast, breast-quad, irradiate) could not be naturally ordered.
Therefore, the values of these attributes were encoded with cardinalities of classes of
identical values.

The solution to the problem of encoding attribute values presented above made it
possible to treat them as numeric attributes, with all the consequences of this, including
the possibility of ranking. For the encoded data, first without ranking them, a clustering
procedure was implemented, as in the previous three subsections. It was found that
as many as 7 factors were needed to represent most of the variance in each attribute
(no less than 55%). Based on the factor model with 7 factors, clusters were identified.
For both the absolute majority variance rule and the relative majority variance rule,
identical clusters were obtained. Figure 15 shows the clustering results. Next, the
clustering procedure was implemented for ranked data. In this case, it was found that
6 factors were needed to explain most of the variance in each attribute (1 less than for
unranked data). Nevertheless, for a factor model with 6 factors, clusters identical to
those for unranked data were obtained (Figure 15).

5 Conclusions

Typically, any data to be analyzed is given in the form of tables containing m rows
and n columns. Each column in the table represents the values of some attribute, and
each row in the table represents one object in an n-dimensional attribute space. One
of the issues of unsupervised machine learning is object clustering. This is an issue
so common that many algorithms used for object clustering are known: the k-means
method, density methods, spectral methods, hierarchical methods, etc. On the other
hand, attribute clustering is not as obvious as object clustering, especially when the
attributes are nominal.

An example of clustering numerical attributes is exploratory factor analysis, which
aims to find subsets of attributes that are similar to factors. However, for exploratory
factor analysis to work, the clustered attributes must take numeric values. For nomi-
nal attributes, it is not possible to calculate a correlation matrix, and therefore factor
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analysis is not possible either.
This article proposes a new attribute clustering algorithm also for the case where the

clustered attributes do not include only numeric attributes, but also nominal attributes.
The proposed algorithm also uses exploratory factor analysis. However, before the
factor analysis starts, at the beginning of the algorithm’s operation, the nominal data
are encoded with numbers. When a given nominal attribute does not have equicardinal
classes of identical elements, its values are encoded by the cardinalities of the classes.
On the other hand, when an attribute has equicardinal classes of identical values, then
the elements in these classes cannot be encoded with class cardinalities, because after
encoding the individual classes would be indistinguishable. In such a situation, the one-
hot encoding method is used to encode the nominal attribute. The one-hot encoding
method encodes an attribute containing k classes using k new binary attributes, each
representing 1 class. After encoding, a factor analysis is performed for the new set of
numerical attributes, which models the encoded attributes using some smaller number
of factors. The number of factors is chosen so that the factor model represents most of
the variance of each attribute. After rotating the factors using the Varimax method, the
encoded attributes are divided into different classes according to their similarity to the
factors. An attribute is similar to a factor when the factor represents most of its variance.
In this case, two similarity rules are used: the absolute majority of variance rule and
the relative majority of variance rule. In the case of the absolute majority variance rule,
the common variance of an attribute and a factor is greater than 50%. In the case of
the relative majority of variance rule, the common variance of an attribute and a factor
may be less than 50%, but its level is greater than the attribute variance represented by
the other factors. After the clustering procedure, non-trivial clusters, i.e., clusters that
contain more than one attribute similar to a factor, are considered to be of interest.

The presented algorithm was used to cluster attributes from four different datasets.
Because of the assumption made that all attributes in the Simple Weather Forecast
dataset are nominal attributes, the first clustering example was formal in nature. Its
purpose was to explain in detail all the steps of the algorithm, from the numerical en-
coding of attributes, through the selection of the appropriate number of factors, to the
final clustering of attributes. The remaining 3 datasets (Mushroom, Automobile, Breast
Cancer), were used to show that clusters of attributes similar to factors can be identi-
fied. Even a superficial analysis of directed graphs, which represent non-trivial clusters
of attributes similar to factors, leads to the conclusion that the results obtained can be
inspiring from the point of view of further inference about the relationships occurring
between attributes.

In this article, such concepts as random component, standardization, correlation,
common variance, etc. appeared. It should be noted that all these concepts are well in-
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terpretable only when the random attributes under analysis have a normal distribution.
In other cases, such interpretation is difficult or impossible. When analyzing encoded
nominal data with several classes of values, trying to interpret the above concepts is
meaningless. On the other hand, the proposed algorithm offers meaningful and inter-
pretable results. In order to be able to use them, the author of the article suggests not to
interpret the above concepts in a statistical sense, but only to interpret them formally in
a geometric sense. Accordingly, the random component is a vector, the standardization
is a linear transformation that does not change the direction of the vector, the correlation
is the cosine of the angle between two vectors, and the common variance is the square
of this cosine.

Finally, a note on the possibility of using the algorithm proposed above to cluster
(random) attributes in cases other than simple data types (numeric, nominal). Here we
focus on the applicability of this algorithm to the analysis of social research, which is
conducted using surveys containing questions with answer choices. In the case of a
question with a set of single-choice answers, it is possible to treat the obtained answers
as nominal attribute values. When the obtained set of answers does not contain equicar-
dinal classes, the answers should be encoded with their cardinality. When the obtained
set of answers contains equicardinal classes, they should be encoded using the one-hot
encoding method. On the other hand, for questions with multiple-choice answers, the
one-hot encoding method is the only possible way to encode the answers.
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