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ABSTRACT

We propose a new method based on sparse optimal discriminant clustering (SODC), by a penalty term
to scoring matrix based on convex clustering. With the addition of this penalty term, it is expected
to improve the accuracy of cluster identification by attaching points from the same cluster closer
together and points from different clusters further apart. Moreover, we develop a novel algorithm to
derive the updated formula of this scoring matrix using majorizing function. It solves the difficulty
to satisfy both constraint and containing the clustering structure to the scoring matrix. We have
demonstrated the numerical simulations and its an application to real data to assess the performance
of the proposed method.

Keywords dimension reduction clustering · optimal scoring ·MM algorithm · ADMM

1 Introduction

Dimension reduction clustering has been utilized to interpret the characteristic of large and complex data. It estimates a
low dimensional space for identifying clusters, allowing efficient handling while preserving important features of high
dimensional data. For this, these methods enable to facilitate the interpretation of information including visualization.
Various dimension reduction clustering methods have been proposed [e.g. Soete and Carroll, 1994, Vichi and Kiers,
2001, Timmerman et al., 2013, Zhang and Dai, 2009, Wang et al., 2016]. Among these methods, we focus on Optimal
discriminant clustering (ODC) [Zhang and Dai, 2009] in this study.

ODC has been proposed as an unsupervised learning method based on optimal scoring for Fisher’s linear discriminant
analysis (LDA) [Hastie et al., 1994]. Optimal scoring for LDA method uses class information with scoring matrix when
reducing dimension. ODC substitutes unknown scoring matrix for this class information matrix of optimal scoring for
LDA because it is not known in advance which cluster each subject belongs to. The objective function of ODC is same
form as that of linear regression, and the components are defined as a linear combination of the original features. That
aids to enhance interpretability. Based on this method, sparse optimal discriminant clustering (SODC) has also been
proposed by Wang et al. [2016], which adds a group lasso term [Yuan and Lin, 2006]. ODC and SODC describe the
cluster more clearly than principal components analysis [Wang et al., 2016]. However, the scoring matrix in ODC and
SODC does not have a structure to identify cluster. It might affect the accuracy of clustering estimation. In addition,
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SODC may not describe well-separated clustering structure when reduced to a lower dimension and visualized the
results.

Therefore, we propose a method in SODC by adding a penalty term based on convex clustering [Pelckmans et al.,
2005, Hocking et al., 2011, Lindsten et al., 2011] for the scoring matrix named regularized sparse optimal discriminant
clustering (RSODC). With this additional term, it is expected to improve the identification of clusters by having clusters
visually attached to each other further apart than in the conventional SODC. This also allows to draw the clustering
structure more clearly when the estimated results are visualized. The clustering structure in the scoring matrix is then
expected to improve the classification accuracy of the clustering. Unlike Berends et al. [2022] and Buch et al. [2024],
the model of the proposed method is approximated on the low dimensions, not on the original dimensions. In addition
to that, we develop a new algorithm with the majorizing function [Hunter and Lange, 2004, Pietersz and Groenen, 2004]
to derive the updated formula of the scoring matrix with the addition of penalty term based on convex clustering. The
scoring matrix is updated from alternating direction method of multiplier (ADMM) [Boyd et al., 2011], which is often
used for calculating the parameters of the objective function for convex clustering. On the other hand, the proposed
method has orthogonal constraint to the scoring matrix as the conventional SODC does. Therefore, the proposed
method needs to satisfy orthogonal constraint to the scoring matrix while retaining clustering structure. In the process of
ADMM, the updated formula of the scoring matrix is derived with orthogonal procrustes analysis [Schönemann, 1966].
To solve this problem, the scoring matrix needs to be expressed only in linear form, however, it also has a quadratic
form. Therefore, we derive the majorizing function for the scoring matrix. This algorithm achieves both the constraint
in the scoring matrix and retaining clustering structure simultaneously.

In Section 2, we first explain the study related to the proposed method. Then, we present the objective function and its
algorithm of the proposed method in Section 3. In Section 4, we demonstrate the numerical simulations, and report the
application to the real gene data in Section 5. Finally, we conclude the discussion in Section 6.

2 Related methods

The proposed method is extended based on sparse optimal discriminant clustering (SODC). We first explain related
methods before presenting the proposed method.

2.1 Sparse optimal discriminant clustering (SODC)

Sparse optimal discriminant clustering (SODC) [Wang et al., 2016] has been developed with sparse penalty from optimal
discriminant clustering (ODC) [Zhang and Dai, 2009]. ODC is a method to be unsupervised from optimal scoring for the
Fisher’s linear discriminant analysis (LDA) [Hastie et al., 1994]. Given data matrix X = (x1,x2, · · · ,xn)⊤ ∈ Rn×p,
centering matrix Hn = In− 1

n1n1
⊤
n ∈ Rn×n where 1n = (1, 1, · · · , 1) and In ∈ Rn×n is identity matrix, and known

indicator matrix for class information E = (eiℓ) ∈ Rn×k(i = 1, 2, · · · , n; ℓ = 1, 2, · · · k), where eiℓ = 1 if subject i
belongs to the cluster ℓ, otherwise eiℓ = 0, the objective function of optimal scoring for LDA is as follow:

min
B,θ

1

2
∥Eθ −HnXB∥2F + η2∥B∥2F

s.t. θ⊤E⊤Eθ = Ik−1 and (Eθ)⊤1 = 0,

where, η2 (η2 ≥ 0) is a tuning parameter, k is the number of class, and ∥ · ∥F is Frobenius norm. θ ∈ Rk×(k−1) is a
scoring matrix, and its ℓth row indicates score for ℓth class. B = (β1,β2, · · · ,βp)⊤ ∈ Rp×(k−1) is weight for each
variable to interpret XB, the coordinates in low-dimensional space, which is estimated in the form of a regression with
Eθ as the objective variable. Each data xi is assumed to belong to one group.
In unsupervised learning, Zhang and Dai [2009] proposed optimal discriminant clustering (ODC) based on this optimal
scoring for LDA. Class information is already obtained in the supervised method, whereas in unsupervised learning
method, no information is given a priori as to which cluster a subject belongs. Therefore, ODC modified the class
information variables Eθ in optimal scoring for LDA to Y † = (y†

1,y
†
2, · · · ,y†

n)
⊤ ∈ Rn×(k−1) as unknown scoring

matrix. This objective function is

min
B,Y †

1

2
∥Y † −HnXB∥2F + η2∥B∥2F (1)

s.t. Y †⊤Y † = Ik−1 and Y †⊤1 = 0.
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ODC also has the same constraints on Y † as Eθ in the optimal scoring for LDA. With Eq. (1), Wang et al. [2016] have
proposed to extend it with sparse penalty, and its objective function is

min
B,Y †

1

2
∥Y † −HnXB∥2F + η2∥B∥2F + η1

p∑
j=1

∥βj∥2 (2)

s.t. Y †⊤Y † = I(k−1) and Y †⊤1 = 0.

Here, η1 (η1 ≥ 0) and η2 (η2 ≥ 0) are tuning parameters, and ∥ · ∥2 is the Euclidean norm. SODC has group lasso
penalty [Yuan and Lin, 2006] for variable selection. Eq. (2), is used to obtain the final solution by alternately updating
the parameters, Y † by singular value decomposition and B in a manner similar to updating the group lasso [Yuan and
Lin, 2006].

2.2 Convex clustering

Convex clustering [Pelckmans et al., 2005, Hocking et al., 2011, Lindsten et al., 2011] is a method for dividing data
points into clusters using convex optimization to achieve stable clustering. It detects the clustering structure by finding
parameters that minimize an objective function, which includes a penalty term based on the distances between data
points.

Given data matrix X ∈ Rn×p, the objective function of convex clustering is as follows:

min
V ∈Rn×p

1

2
∥X − V ∥22 + γ

∑
i<j

αi,j∥vi − vj∥2 (3)

where γ (γ ≥ 0) is a tuning parameter. V = (v1,v2, · · · ,vn) ∈ Rn×p is the cluster centroid, and vi ∈ Rp indicates
the ith row of V . αi,j (αi,j ≥ 0) is the weight. There are various ways to calculate this weight [Hocking et al., 2011,
Chi and Lange, 2015]. In this study, we apply the following weight proposed by Chi and Lange [2015]:

αi,j = ιm
∗

i,j exp(−ϕ∗∥xi − xj∥22) (4)

where ιm
∗

i·,j returns 1 if j is among i’s m∗ nearest neighbors or if i is among j’s m∗ nearest neighbors, otherwise returns
0. ϕ∗ (ϕ∗ ≥ 0) is a tuning parameter. For the second term of Eq. (3), convex clustering with L1, L2, and L∞ penalties
for each are proposed [Boyd et al., 2011], but we treat L2 norm in this study. To solve this optimization problem, the
alternating direction method of multipliers (ADMM) [Boyd et al., 2011, Chi and Lange, 2015] is adapted. For the
implementation of ADMM, Eq. (3) can be firstly rewritten as the following equivalent equation:

min
V ∈Rn×p

1

2
∥X − V ∥22 + γ

∑
l∈ε

αl∥v†
l ∥2, (5)

s.t. (vi − vj)− v†
l = 0. Here, l = (i, j) is a pair of subject, and ε = {l = (i, j) : αl > 0, i < j, i, j = 1, 2, · · · , n}.

v†
l is the difference between vi and vj .

3 Regularized Sparse Optimal Discriminant Clustering (RSODC)

We introduce the proposed method named Regularized Sparse Optimal Discriminant Clustering (RSODC). In 3.1,
we describe the objective function of the proposed. Then, we explain overall of the algorithm in 3.2. After that, we
introduce updated formula for each parameters in 3.3 to 3.5.

3.1 Optimization problem of RSODC

We propose a new method for SODC by adding a regularization term used in convex clustering in order to provide more
discriminative optimal scoring of SODC. By adding this regularization term, ADMM algorithm [Boyd et al., 2011, Chi
and Lange, 2015] is employed. To handle this problem easier, the proposed method needs to be transformed into the
form of augmented Lagrangian function. In this subsection, we first define the optimization problem of the proposed
method, then show the process of the transformation for its augmented Lagrangian function.

Given data X and centering matrix Hn, the optimization problem is defined as

min
B,Y †

1

2
∥Y † −HnXB∥2F + η2∥B∥2F + η1

p∑
j=1

∥βj∥2 + γ
∑
i<j

αi,j∥y†
i − y†

j∥2, (6)

3
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s.t. Y †⊤Y † = Ik−1 and Y †⊤1 = 0.

Here, η1(η1 ≥ 0), η2(η2 ≥ 0) and γ(γ ≥ 0) are tuning parameters. B = (β1,β2, · · · ,βp)⊤ =(
β(1),β(2), · · · ,β(k−1)

)
∈ Rp×(k−1) is weight for each variable. The first to the third terms of Eq. (6) are the

same terms as SODC [Wang et al., 2016]. We add a penalty term of convex clustering [Hocking et al., 2011] to SODC
as a penalty term to Y † ∈ Rn×(k−1), corresponding to the fourth term of Eq. (6). With this term, similar subjects are
attached closer to each other. αi,j = αl(αl ≥ 0) is the weight, which is calculated using Eq. (4). When αi,j is larger,
the value of L2 norm of y†

i − y†
j is close to 0.

Next, we describe the approach to solve Eq. (6). The proposed method employs alternating direction method of
multipliers (ADMM) algorithm [Boyd et al., 2011] used for solving convex clustering [Chi and Lange, 2015]. First, the
proposed method is rewritten as

min
B,Y ,V †,Λ

1

2
∥Y −HnXB∥2F + η2∥B∥2F + η1

p∑
j=1

∥βj∥2 + γ
∑
l∈ε

αl∥v†
l ∥2, (7)

s.t.

yi − yj = v†
l , (8)

Y ⊤Y = Ik−1, and (9)

Y ⊤1 = 0. (10)

V † = (v†
1,v

†
2, · · · ,v

†
|ε|)

⊤, where | · | is a cardinality of a set, is the difference between two cluster centroids. Y †

represents optimal scoring in the original optimization problem in Eq. (6), whereas the problem of estimating Y †

is treated as that to be solved by decomposing into Y = (y(1),y(2), · · · ,y(k−1)) ∈ Rn×(k−1) (y(j) ∈ Rn, j =

1, 2, · · · , k − 1) and V † in Eq. (7). Solving Eq. (7) is equivalent to minimizing the augmented Lagrangian function,
which can be defined as

min
B,Y ,V †,Λ

1

2
∥Y −HnXB∥2F + η2∥B∥2F +

p∑
j=1

∥βj∥2 + γ
∑
l∈ε

αl∥v†
l ∥2

+
∑
l∈ε

λ⊤
l (v

†
l − yi + yj) +

ρ

2

∑
l∈ε

∥v†
l − yi + yj∥22, (11)

where ρ(ρ > 0) is a tuning parameter, and Λ = (λ1,λ2, · · · ,λ|ε|)
⊤ is Lagrangian multiplier.

3.2 Algorithm

In this subsection, the general framework of the algorithm of the proposed method is presented. STEP 2. contains
further update steps within it resulting from the addition of the penalty term.

As used in SODC, alternating least squares (ALS) method is used to update B and Y †. In updating Y †, alternating
direction method of multipliers (ADMM) [Boyd et al., 2011, Chi and Lange, 2015] is used. The overall algorithm is the
following steps:

Algorithm of the proposed method

STEP 0. Set initial value of B,Y †,V †, and Λ.

STEP 1. Update B under given Y †.

STEP 2. Update Y † under given B by using ADMM algorithm.

STEP 2-1. Update Y under given V † and Λ.

STEP 2-2. Update V † under given Y and Λ.

STEP 2-3. Update Λ under given Y and V †.

STEP 2-4. Repeat STEP 2-1. to STEP 2-3. until the value of the objective function converges.

STEP 3. Repeat STEP 1. and STEP 2. until the value of the objective function converges.

4
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STEP 4. Calculate G∗ = (g∗
1 , g

∗
2 , · · · , g∗

n)
⊤ = HnXB̂.

STEP 5. Apply k-means to G∗.

STEP 6. Obtain the clustering result of g∗
i .

In STEP 2-1., the proposed method needs to satisfy constrains for SODC, in Eq. (9) and Eq. (10), and the constraint
for the penalty term on Y in Eq. (8) simultaneously, however, it is difficult to solve this problem with applying the
updated procedure in the conventional SODC directly. Therefore, we propose a novel algorithm for Y by deriving the
majorizing function.

The updated formula of B will be explained in 3.3. Then, the deriving the majorization function for updated formula Y
will be presented in 3.4. After that, the update procedure for Y † will be described in 3.5.
Hyperparameter η1, η2, γ, and ρ are determined by the modified version of cross-validation based on the kappa
coefficient [Cohen, 1960] proposed by [Wang et al., 2016, Sun et al., 2013] with the idea of clustering stability.

3.3 Update formula of B

In this subsection, we explain the updated formula for B. This uses coordinate descent algorithm [Friedman et al.,
2007] for the group lasso [Yuan and Lin, 2006] update procedure.

First, in order to update in the form of linear regression, the terms on B are transposed in vector form. In this study, we
set η2 = 0. For the terms related to B in Eq. (6),

∥Y −HnXB∥2F + η2∥B∥2F + η1

p∑
j=1

∥βj∥2

⇐⇒∥y∗ −Z∗β∗∥2F + η1

p∑
j=1

∥βj∥2, (12)

where vec(Y ) = y‡ =
(
y⊤
(1),y

⊤
(2), · · · ,y

⊤
(k−1)

)⊤ ∈ Rn(k−1)×1, vec(B) = β∗ =
(
β⊤
(1),β

⊤
(2), · · · ,β

⊤
(k−1)

)⊤ ∈
Rp(k−1)×1, and

Z‡ =


Z O · · · O
O Z · · · O

...
...

. . .
...

O O · · · Z

 , Z = (z(1), z(2), · · · , z(p)),where HnX = Z.

Then, we set y∗ and Z∗ as follows:

y∗ =

(
y‡

0p(k−1)

)
, Z∗ =

(
Z‡

√
η2Ip(k−1)

)
.

This algorithm is updated for every βj (j = 1, 2, · · · , p). Here, Z∗
j ∈ R(n+p)(k−1)×(k−1) is submatrix of Z∗

corresponding to jth variables of X .

Proposition 1. Given Y ,Z∗, η1 (η1 ≥ 0), η2 (η2 ≥ 0), ν (ν > 0), the updated formula for B is derived as follows:

βj ←

ϕ

(
1− νη1

∥ϕ∥2

)
, (∥ϕ∥2 > νη1)

0, (∥ϕ∥2 ≤ νη1)
(13)

where ϕ = βj + νZ∗⊤
j (rj −Z∗

j βj), rj = y∗ −
∑
o̸=j Zoβo, and ν is a threshold parameter for updating.

Proof. For any j, we obtain the following equation from Eq. (12) :∥∥∥y∗ −
(
Z∗
j βj +

∑
o ̸=j

Z∗
oβo

)∥∥∥2
F
+ η1∥βj∥2. (14)

5
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When rj = y∗ −
∑
o̸=j Zoβo, Eq. (14) can be rewritten as∥∥∥rj −Z∗

j βj

∥∥∥2
F
+ η1∥βj∥2. (15)

Since Eq. (15) has the same equation as the conventional group lasso, it can be solved using the proximal gradient
method for group lasso. In some given βj , Eq. (15) can be divided respectively into the differentiable terms and the
other items. {

f(βj) =
∥∥rj −Z∗

j βj
∥∥2
F

g(βj) = η1∥βj∥2
(16)

First, f(βj) differentiated by βj can be obtain −Z∗⊤
j rj +Z∗⊤

j Z∗
j βj , and the gradient for f(βj) is as follows, and let

this formula be ϕ.

ϕ ≡βj − ν(−Z∗⊤
j rj +Z∗⊤

j Z∗
j βj)

=βj + νZ∗⊤
j (rj −Z∗

j βj) (17)

Then, with Eq. (17), the proximal operator of g(βj) is as follows:

proxνg(ϕ) = argmin
βj

(
νη1∥βj∥2 +

1

2
∥βj − ϕ∥22

)
. (18)

When ϕ ̸= 0, Eq. (18) is differentiated by βj , and is assumed as 0.

νη1
βj
∥βj∥2

+ (βj − ϕ) =0

⇐⇒ βj

(
1 + νη1

1

∥βj∥2

)
=ϕ (i)

⇐⇒
(
1 + νη1

1

∥βj∥2

)⊤

β⊤
j βj

(
1 + νη1

1

∥βj∥2

)
=ϕ⊤ϕ

⇐⇒
(
1 + νη1

1

∥βj∥2

)2

∥βj∥22 =∥ϕ∥22

⇐⇒
(
1 + νη1

1

∥βj∥2

)
∥βj∥2 =∥ϕ∥2

⇐⇒ ∥βj∥2 + νη1 =∥ϕ∥2
⇐⇒ ∥βj∥2 =∥ϕ∥2 − νη1 (ii)

Therefore, substitute Eq.(ii) into Eq.(i).

βj

(
1 + νη1

1

∥ϕ∥2 − νη1

)
=ϕ

⇐⇒ βj

(
∥ϕ∥2 − νη1 + νη1
∥ϕ∥2 − νη1

)
=ϕ

⇐⇒ βj =ϕ

(
1− νη1
∥ϕ∥2

)

3.4 Deriving the majorizing function for updated formula of Y

Before explaining updated formula for Y †, we present a novel algorithm to derive updated formula for Y by using
majorizing function, which corresponds to STEP 2-1. in this subsection. Y † is updated by alternately solving for the
minimization of Y , V †, and Λ using the ADMM algorithm. We prove that the updated formula of Y is equivalent to
the orthogonal procrustes problem [Schönemann, 1966] for a certain matrix D ∈ Rn×(k−1). Here, we briefly explain
the orthogonal procrustes problem. For D, the optimization problem of the orthogonal procrustes analysis is

min
Y
∥Y −D∥2F , (19)

6
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s.t. Y ⊤Y = I .

For this problem, Y to minimize Eq. (19) can be Y = LR⊤, where the singular value decomposition D = LΣR⊤.
Here, L is left singular matrix, R is right singular matrix, and Σ is singular value matrix. Expanding Eq. (19), the
terms related to Y are

∥Y −D∥2F = tr(Y ⊤Y )− 2tr(Y ⊤D) + const, (20)

where const is constant value. Eq. (20) can be solved as follows:

Y ← LR⊤,

where L and R come from the singular value decomposition from D = LΣR⊤.

Now we show the procedure for deriving the updated formula for Y from the proposed method using the orthogonal
procrustes analysis, when other parameters are given. The terms containing Y in Eq. (11) can be rewritten as follows:

1

2
∥Y −HnXB∥2F +

∑
l∈ε

λ⊤
l (v

†
l − yi + yj) +

ρ

2

∑
l∈ε

∥v†
l − yi + yj∥22

=
1

2
∥Y −X†∥2F +

∑
l∈ε

λ⊤
l (v

†
l − Y ⊤gl) +

ρ

2

∑
l∈ε

∥v†
l − Y ⊤gl∥22. (21)

where HnXB = X† and yi − yj = Y ⊤gl. Here, gl = (g1l, g2l, · · · , gnl)⊤, where gil = 1, gjl = −1, and
gm†l = 0 (m† ̸= i, j).

From Eq. (21), we have
1

2
∥Y −X†∥2F +

∑
l∈ε

λ⊤
l (v

†
l − Y ⊤gl) +

ρ

2

∑
l∈ε

∥v†
l − Y ⊤gl∥22

=− tr(Y ⊤X†)− tr
(∑
l∈ε

λ⊤
l Y

⊤gl

)
− ρtr

(∑
l∈ε

Y ⊤glv
†⊤
l

)
+
ρ

2
tr
(∑
l∈ε

Y ⊤glg
⊤
l Y

)
+ const, (22)

where const is terms not related to Y . The terms related to Y of Eq. (22) can be calculated as

− tr(Y ⊤X†)− tr
(
Y ⊤

∑
l∈ε

glλ
⊤
l

)
− ρtr

(
Y ⊤

∑
l∈ε

glv
†⊤
l

)
+
ρ

2
tr
(
Y ⊤

∑
l∈ε

glg
⊤
l Y

)
=− tr

(
Y ⊤

(
X† +

∑
l∈ε

glλ
⊤
l + ρ

∑
l∈ε

glv
†⊤
l

))
+
ρ

2
tr
(
Y ⊤

∑
l∈ε

glg
⊤
l Y

)
. (23)

The first, second and third terms of Eq. (23) can be expressed as the form of linear function of Y such as tr(Y ⊤D),
where D is a certain matrix. However, the fourth term of Eq. (23) is quadratic form, not linear function. It is difficult to
solve this orthogonal procrustes analysis, unless transforming this term into the linear form. In order to overcome this
problem, the proposed method uses majorizing function [Hunter and Lange, 2004, Pietersz and Groenen, 2004].

Majorizing function is a function defined in majorization-minimization (MM) algorithm. MM algorithm is an algorithm
that can optimize the objective function without hyper parameters. Let θ ∈ Rp denote the parameter of the real-valued
objective function of interest f : Rp 7→ R. θ(t) represents a fixed value of parameter θ, that is, i.e. θ(t) denotes the
estimated θ in the tth step in the algorithm. g : Rp 7→ R depending on θ(t) is also a real-valued function such that the
updated formula can be easily derived. This function g(θ|θ(t)) is then defined as the majorizing function of f(θ) in
θ(t), when the following two conditions are satisfied:

g(θ|θ(t)) ≥ f(θ) for all θ,
g(θ(t)|θ(t)) = f(θ(t)).

We derive the majorizing function to Eq. (23) as the same manner of in Pietersz and Groenen [2004] and Touw et al.
[2022].
Lemma 1. Given Y ,C,Q, and ω, the following inequality holds:

tr(Y ⊤CY ) ≤ 2ω − 2tr(Y ⊤(ωI −C)Q− tr(Q⊤CQ), (24)

where C = ρ
2

∑
l∈ε glg

⊤
l , Q is Y in the previous step, ω (ω > 0) is the largest eigenvalue of C, and C − ωI is

negative semidefinite.

7
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Proof. For any yo† , in the case that y⊤
o†yo† = q⊤

o†qo† = 1, the following inequality holds:

y⊤
o†Cyo† ≤ 2ω − 2y⊤

o†(ωI −C)qo† − q⊤
o†Cqo† .

Since it holds for any yo† , the following holds:

d∑
o†=1

y⊤
o†Cyo† ≤

d∑
o†=1

(2ω − 2y⊤
o†(ωI −C)qo† − q⊤

o†Cqo†). (25)

Here, d = k − 1. For the left-hand side of Eq. (25), the matrix notation can be described as tr(Y ⊤CY ) =∑d
o†=1 y

⊤
o†Cyo† . With use Eq. (25), it can be expressed as

d∑
o†=1

y⊤
o†Cyo† ≤

d∑
o†=1

(2ω − 2y⊤
o†(ωI −C)qo† − q⊤

o†Cqo†)

⇐⇒ tr(Y ⊤CY ) ≤ 2ω − 2tr(Y ⊤(ωI −C)Q− tr(Q⊤CQ),

where Y ⊤Y = Q⊤Q = I .

Lemma 2. The following inequality is satisfied:

1

2
∥Y −HnXB∥2F +

∑
l∈ε

λ⊤
l (v

†
l − yi + yj) +

ρ

2

∑
l∈ε

∥v†
l − yi + yj∥22

≤− trY ⊤
(
X† +

∑
l∈ε

glλ
⊤
l + ρ

∑
l∈ε

glv
†⊤
l + 2(ωI −C)Q

)
+ const, (26)

where const is terms not relevant to Y .

Proof. From Eq. (24) in Lemma 1, the majorizing function of Eq. (23) can be derived as follows:

1

2
∥Y −X†∥2F +

∑
l∈ε

λ⊤
l (v

†
l − Y ⊤gl) +

ρ

2

∑
l∈ε

∥v†
l − Y ⊤gl∥22 (27)

=− trY ⊤
(
X† +

∑
l∈ε

glλ
⊤
l + ρ

∑
l∈ε

glv
†⊤
l

)
+
ρ

2
tr
(
Y ⊤

∑
l∈ε

glg
⊤
l Y

)
(28)

≤− trY ⊤
(
X† +

∑
l∈ε

glλ
⊤
l + ρ

∑
l∈ε

glv
†⊤
l

)
+ 2ω − 2tr(Y ⊤(ωI −C)Q)− tr

(
Q⊤CQ

)
(29)

=− trY ⊤
(
X† +

∑
l∈ε

glλ
⊤
l + ρ

∑
l∈ε

glv
†⊤
l

)
− 2tr(Y ⊤(ωI −C)Q) + const

=− trY ⊤
(
X† +

∑
l∈ε

glλ
⊤
l + ρ

∑
l∈ε

glv
†⊤
l + 2(ωI −C)Q

)
+ const. (30)

From Eq. (27) to Eq. (28), the transformation from Eq. (21) to Eq. (23) is used. Next, in Eq. (28) to Eq. (29), the
right-hand side of Eq. (24) derived by the majorizing function was applied to the second term of Eq. (28). Then, Eq.
(30) can be explained as linear term of Y .

The left-hand side of Eq. (26) are terms related to Y from Eq. (11).

Definition 1. Eq. (30) is defined as the majorizing function for the objective function:

M(Y |Q) = −trY ⊤
(
X† +

∑
l∈ε

glλ
⊤
l + ρ

∑
l∈ε

glv
†⊤
l + 2(ωI −C)Q

)
+ const. (31)

When Q = Y , Eq. (31) is equal to the function of Eq. (11). Proposition 2 states that the problem of minimizing Eq.
(11) can be expressed in Eq. (19).
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Proposition 2. Given X†, gl,λl,v
†
l ,C,Q, and ω, the minimization problem of the majorizing function M(Y |Q) is

equivalent to solving the orthogonal procrustes problem for Eq. (19).
∥Y −D∥2F → min

s.t. Y ⊤Y = I ,

where

D =
1

2

(
X† +

∑
l∈ε

glλ
⊤
l + ρ

∑
l∈ε

glv
†⊤
l + 2(ωI −C)Q

)
.

Proof. From Eq. (20) and the constraint Y ⊤Y = I ,

∥Y −D∥2F = tr(Y ⊤Y )− 2tr(Y ⊤D) + const = (k − 1)− 2tr(Y ⊤D) + const. (32)
Since the first term is a constant value due to the constraints, the minimization problem in Eq. (32) is the same as the
maximization problem of 2tr(Y ⊤D) in Eq. (32). Therefore, the minimization problem of Eq. (32) is equivalent to the
maximization problem of M(Y |Q).

3.5 Update Y †

In this subsection, the updated formulas for Y , V †, and Λ in Y † by using ADMM algorithm are described.

Update Y

The updated formula of Y in ADMM algorithm is shown in 3.4 as

Y ← LR⊤,

where L and R come from the singular value decomposition from D as the following:

D =
1

2

(
X† +

∑
l∈ε

glλ
⊤
l + ρ

∑
l∈ε

glv
†⊤
l + 2(ωI −C)Q

)
= LΣR⊤

from Proposition 2.

Update V †

Proposition 3. Given sl, ψl (ψl > 0), the updated formula of v†
l is

v†
l ←

{
sl

(
1− ψl

∥sl∥2

)
, (∥sl∥2 > ψl)

0, (∥sl∥2 ≤ ψl)
(33)

where sl = v†
l − (ψl(vl − ql)), ql = yi − yj − ρ−1λl, and ψl = γαl

ρ .

Proof. The updated formula of V † can be solved as the same manner of Chi and Lange [2015]. It is derived by the
proximal gradient method. First, for a certain l in the terms related to V † in Eq. (11),

λ⊤
l (v

†
l − yi + yj) +

ρ

2
∥v†

l − yi + yj∥22 + γαl∥v†
l ∥2

First, multiply ρ−1 to Eq. (11).

ρ−1λ⊤
l (v

†
l − yi + yj) +

1

2
∥v†

l − yi + yj∥22 +
γαl
ρ
∥v†

l ∥2

=
1

2

(
(v†
l − yi + yj)

⊤(v†
l − yi + yj)

)
+ ρ−1λT (v†

l − yi + yj) +
γαl
ρ
∥v†

l ∥2

=
1

2

((
(v†
l − yi + yj) + ρ−1λl

)⊤(
(v†
l − yi + yj) + ρ−1λl

))
− 1

2
∥ρ−1λl∥22 +

γαl
ρ
∥v†

l ∥2

As for the terms related to v†
l :

1

2

((
(v†
l − (yi − yj − ρ−1λl

)⊤(
(v†
l − (yi − yj − ρ−1λl)

))
+
γαl
ρ
∥v†

l ∥2

=
1

2
∥v†

l − (yi − yj − ρ−1λl)∥22 +
γαl
ρ
∥v†

l ∥2.

9
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Therefore, the derivation of the updated formula for v†
l can be obtained by solving the following minimization problem.

argmin
v†
l

1

2
∥vl − (yi − yj − ρ−1λl)∥22 +

γαl
ρ
∥v†

l ∥2. (34)

Then, Eq. (34) is divided into the differentiable terms and the other terms, similar to the case of updated formula of B
in Eq. (16). {

f†(v†
l ) =

1
2∥v

†
l − (yi − yj − ρ−1λl)∥22

g†(v†
l ) =

γαl

ρ ∥v
†
l ∥2

The gradient for f†(v†
l ) is calculated as follows and set as sl:

sl ≡ v†
l − ψl(v

†
l − ql).

From this, the proximal operator of g†(sl) can be derived as

proxψlg†
(sl) = argmin

(
ψl∥v†

l ∥2 +
1

2
∥v†

l − sl∥22
)
. (35)

Similar to Eq. (18), when ψl ̸= 0, Eq. (35) can be obtained from differentiating by v†
l , and is assumed as 0.

v†
l − sl + ψl

v†
l

∥v†
l ∥2

=0

⇐⇒ v†
l

(
1 + ψl

1

∥v†
l ∥2

)
=sl (i†)

⇐⇒

(
1 + ψl

1

∥v†
l ∥2

)⊤

v†⊤
l v†

l

(
1 + ψl

1

∥v†
l ∥2

)
=s⊤l sl

⇐⇒

(
1 + ψl

1

∥v†
l ∥2

)2

∥v†
l ∥

2
2 =∥sl∥22

⇐⇒

(
1 + ψl

1

∥v†
l ∥2

)
∥v†

l ∥2 =∥sl∥2

⇐⇒ ∥v†
l ∥2 + ψl =∥sl∥2

⇐⇒ ∥v†
l ∥2 =∥sl∥2 − ψl (ii†)

Substitute Eq. (ii†) into Eq. (i†).

v†
l

(
1 + ψl

1

∥sl∥2 − ψl

)
=sl

⇐⇒ v†
l

(
∥sl∥2 − ψl + ψl
∥sl∥2 − ψl

)
=sl

⇐⇒ v†
l =sl

(
1− ψl
∥sl∥2

)

Update Λ

The updated formula of Λ is based on ADMM, and it is updated by each l, which is defined as follows:

λl ← λl + ρ(v†
l − yi + yj).

The detail of the algorithm is shown in Algorithm1.
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Algorithm 1 Regularized sparse optimal discriminant clustering
Require: X,Hn, k, η1 > 0, γ > 0, ρ > 0,αl (l ∈ ε) ≥ 0, threshold for this algorithm ϵ > 0; value of RSODC L(t), value of

Eq. (11) L(t)
Y

Ensure: βj (j = 1, 2, · · · , p),Y ,V †,Λ
1: Set t← 1
2: for j = 1 to p do
3: Set initial values β(t)

j

4: end for
5: Set initial Y (t), V †(t) and Λ(t)

6: while L(t) − L(t+1) ≥ ϵ do
7: Update β

(t+1)
j based on Eq. (13)

8: while L
(t)
Y − L

(t+1)
Y ≥ ϵ do

9: Y (t+1) ← LR⊤ by Proposition2,
10: Update v

†(t+1)
l based on Eq. (33)

11: λ
(t+1)
l ← λ

(t)
l + ρ(v†

l − yi + yj)
12: end while
13: Y †(t+1) ← Y †(t)

14: t← (t+ 1)
15: end while

4 Numerical Simulation

4.1 Simulation design

We implemented the proposed method to assess its performance. First, we explain the design of numerical simulation.
The settings are based on modified ones of Wang et al. [2016]. The data matrix X ∈ Rn×p is generated containing
true clustering structure. The number of subjects n is 60 and the number of covariates p is 20 and 50. The number of
clusters k is 3 and 4. The evaluation index is Adjusted Rand Index (ARI) [Hubert and Arabie, 1985] between estimated
clustering structure and true clustering structure.

Covariates corresponding to cluster ℓ is generated from Xℓ ∼ N(µℓ, Σ̃) (ℓ = 1, 2, · · · , k), where µℓ ∈ Rp is mean
vector of cluster ℓ, and

Σ̃ =

 Σ§ Oq,c∗ Oq,(p−q−c∗)
Oc∗,q Σ‡ Oc∗,(p−q−c∗)
O(p−q−c∗),q O(p−q−c∗),c∗ I(p−q−c∗)

 .

Σ̃ is the covariance matrix and I(p−q−c∗) is identity matrix. X contains the informative variable from the first to qth,
where q is the number of informative covariates. q is set as 2 for p = 20 and 6 for p = 50. First, Σ§ is the covariance
within informative variables, which include true clustering structure. It is set as

Σ§ = (1− ξ)Iq + ξ1q1
⊤
q ∈ Rq×q,

where ξ is variance of informative covariates, whose settings will be denoted in Factor 5. Iq is identity matrix and
1q = (1, 1, · · · , 1)⊤ is a vector of 1.

Next, for the remaining of the variable, non-informative covariates (p− q), we set two different parts: non-informative
covariate variables including higher correlation and those with no correlation. For non-informative covariates including
higher correlations, we set as follows:

Σ‡ = (1− ξ†)Ic∗ + ξ†1c∗1
⊤
c∗ ∈ Rc

∗×c∗ .

Here, ξ† = 0.6. This corresponds to (q + 1) th to (q + c∗)th variables in X . c∗ is the number of non-informative
covariates with higher correlation. c∗ is set 12 for p = 20, and 24 for p = 50. Ic∗ is identity matrix and 1c∗ is vector of
1. The rest from (q+ c∗+1)th to pth non-informative covariate variables is generated from standard normal distribution.

11
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Next, mean vectors of each cluster µℓ = (m⊤
ℓ ,0

⊤) are determined as follows:

m1 =ϑ(−1⊤
q/2,1

⊤
q/2)

⊤,

m2 =ϑ1q,

m3 =ϑ(1⊤
q/2,−1

⊤
q/2)

⊤, and

m4 =ϑ(−1q),

where ϑ is a parameter to set the location of the cluster mean, which will be indicated in Factor 4.

The number of total patterns is 4 (Factor 1) ×2 (Factor 2) ×2 (Factor 3) ×3 (Factor 4) ×2 (Factor 5) = 96. We
randomly generate data and repeat the calculation 100 times for each 24 patterns. As for evaluation index, Adjusted
Rand Index (ARI) between estimated clustering structure and true clustering structure is used to assess how well they
match the true clusters. For the proposed method and SODC, the ARI was calculated from HnXB̂, where B̂ indicates
estimated B. For calculating ARI, mclust package in R software [Scrucca et al., 2023] is used.

Factor 1: Methods

We compare four methods, and three compared methods are applied: sparse optimal discriminant clustering (SODC)
[Wang et al., 2016], tandem clustering [Arabie and Hubert, 1994] in (k − 1) dimension, and reduced k-means [Chen
and Huang, 2012] in (k − 1) dimension. We use Eq. (2) for SODC. In this setting, we set η2 = 0 in the proposed
method and SODC.

For reduced k-means, we use clustrd package in R software [Markos et al., 2019]. For tuning parameters η1, γ and
ρ in the proposed method are selected by modified cross-validation based on the idea of clustering stability [Wang et al.,
2016, Sun et al., 2013] which is based on kappa coefficient [Cohen, 1960]. For weight of the penalty term for Y , we
adapted ψ∗ = 0.1 and m∗ = 25. For SODC, η1 is selected in the same manner.

Factor 2: Covariate variable

The number of covariate variable is set as p = 20 and 50.

Factor 3: Number of cluster

The number of cluster is k = 3 and 4.

Factor 4: Parameter ϑ for informative covariate variable

ϑ is distance between cluster centroids. ϑ is set as 1.4, 2.0, and 2.2.

Factor 5: Parameter ξ for informative covariate variable

ξ is variance of informative covariate variables, and set as ξ = 0 and 0.5.

4.2 Simulation results

The simulation results for each number of clusters k and covariate variables are shown in Figure 1 to Figure 4. The
results for k = 3 and p = 20 are shown in Figure 1, k = 3 and p = 50 in Figure 2, k = 4 and p = 20 in Figure 3, and
k = 4 and p = 50 in Figure 4. The proposed method demonstrated better ARI results for almost all patterns than all
compared methods.
Figure 1 shows the results for k = 3 and p = 20. The proposed method outperformed all comparative methods at most
patterns in p = 20. For ϑ, the distance between cluster centroids, ARI values increased as ϑ became larger for all
methods except reduced k-means. This trend was noticeable in the proposed method. As the value of ξ increased, the
value of ARI increased in almost all patterns for the methods except reduced k-means. In particular, as ϑ increased, the
proposed method had better ARI values for ξ = 0.5 than for ξ = 0.
Figure 2 shows the results in k = 3 and p = 50. The proposed method was superior to all compared methods in all
patterns. The median value of SODC was almost the same as that of the proposed method at ϑ = 1.4 and ξ = 0.5. With
regard to ϑ, there was a tendency for the value of ARI to increase for all patterns as the value of ϑ increased. This
trend was the same for p = 20 and was more pronounced for the proposed method. On the other hand, in SODC, ARI
decreased when ϑ = 2 and the ARI for reduced k-means remained unchanged and lower regardless of the value of ϑ.
For ξ, the ARIs of the proposed method, SODC, and tandem clustering have increased with larger ξ at ϑ = 2 and 2.2.

Next, the results for k = 4 are presented. The results of k = 4 and p = 20 are shown in Figure 3. The proposed method
performed better than the other compared methods for all patterns; SODC performed better followed by the proposed
method. First, observing the results for each ϑ, the value of ARI has increased as the value of ϑ increases for almost all
methods. While this is the same trend as for k = 3, the degree of increasing for the proposed method was greater for
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Figure 1: Results of ARI in k = 3, p = 20 by parameter ϑ and ξ. The vertical axis describes ARI.
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Figure 2: Results of ARI in k = 3, p = 50. The vertical axis describes ARI.
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Figure 3: Results of ARI in k = 4, p = 20. The vertical axis describes ARI.
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Figure 4: Results of ARI in k = 4, p = 50. The vertical axis describes ARI.
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Table 1: Results of ARI. tandem indicates tandem clustering, and RKM indicates reduced k-means.

proposed SODC tandem RKM
ARI 0.855 0.723 0.723 0.723

k = 4. In ξ, the change was less than for the case of k = 3 and p = 20.
The results of k = 4 and p = 50 are shown in Figure 4. The proposed method outperformed the compared methods for
all patterns. For ϑ = 2.2 and ξ = 0, the median ARI of the methods except reduced k-means was 1, while the range of
ARI results for the proposed method was almost 1. For all methods, the higher value of ϑ, the better ARI value, and a
similar trend was observed for k = 3. On the other hand, unlike the case of k = 3, the overall results at ξ = 0 provided
better than the case at ξ = 0.5.

5 Real data application

5.1 Data description

We present the genetic real data application to the proposed method. Dataset "srbct" [Kahn et al., 2001] from R
package mixOmics [Rohart et al., 2017] contains expression measure of 2308 genes in subject 63 associated with
small, round blue-cell tumors (SRBCTs). The data are based on the diagnosis of four types of cancer; neuroblastoma
(NB), rhabdomyosarcoma (RMS), Birkitt lymphomas (BL; a subset of non-Hodgkin lymphoma) and the Ewing family
of tumours (EWS), by using artificial neural networks. For this data application, BL and RMS were selected from
the class and 50 variables were picked up, with 5 informative variables corresponding to higher F-values in sequence
and 45 variables corresponding to lower F-values. The F-value is calculated from the variance ratio of the analysis of
variance (ANOVA); a higher F-value indicates greater variance between each class, which means a greater ability
to identify class structure. On the other hand, when F-value is lower, it does not contribute to class structure much.
Therefore, we treat them as non-informative variable.
The evaluation indices are Adjusted Rand Index (ARI) between estimated clustering structure and true clustering
structure, variance ratio in estimated B and Y , and the sensitivity and the specificity of B. The variance ratio is
calculated by ratio between the variance within cluster and that between each cluster. A higher variance ratio signifies
that the clusters are more identified. Then, we explain the evaluation on sensitivity and specificity of B. The ideal
situation is that the informative to be non-sparse and the non-informative to be sparse. The sensitivity and specificity
are defined as follows:

Sensitivity =
the number of nonzero elements corresponding to informative variables

5× (k − 1)
,

Specificity =
the number of zero elements corresponding to noninformative variables

45× (k − 1)
.

If the value of sensitivity is high, it means that informative variables are estimated as non-zero and the required
information is correctly captured. A high value of specificity indicates that unnecessary information is estimated as zero
and that the information is correctly dropped.

The parameters of η1, γ, and ρ were determined by cross-validation on kappa statistics [Wang et al., 2016, Sun et al.,
2013]. As for compared methods, three methods were applied for ARI as in the numerical simulation: SODC, tandem
clustering [Arabie and Hubert, 1994], and reduced k-means [Soete and Carroll, 1994] in (k − 1) dimension. For
variance ratio and the sensitivity and specificity, we compared the proposed method with SODC.

5.2 Results of data application

The results of ARI are shown in Table 1. The ARI value for the proposed method was higher than that of the compared
methods. Next, we show the results of the variance ratio in XB̂ and Ŷ and those plots, where B̂ and Ŷ indicate
estimated B and Y , respectively. We compared the variance ratio of the proposed method and SODC with respect
to XB̂ and Ŷ in Table 2. The values of variance ratio in the proposed method was larger than those of SODC for
both XB̂ and Ŷ . We plot these estimated parameters in Figure 5 and in Figure 6. XB̂ applied to k-means in the
proposed method and SODC is plotted in Figure 5. The vertical axis is XB̂, and the horizontal axis is subject index.
The color of the data points represents estimated cluster, while the shape represents the true cluster. Figure 5 shows that
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Figure 5: Result of XB̂ in the proposed method and SODC. The vertical axis is XB̂ and the horizontal axis is index.
The color of the point shows cluster estimated by the methods, and the shape of the point indicates the true cluster.

Table 2: Results of variance ratio in XB̂ and Ŷ .

XB̂ Ŷ
proposed SODC proposed SODC

variance ratio 4.460 3.120 4.573 3.120

the proposed method classified the clusters into two clusters and was almost identical to the true clustering structure.
The results of estimated Y in the proposed method and SODC are shown in Figure 6. The color and the shape of the
plots indicates the estimated cluster and the true cluster, respectively. For the proposed method, the two clusters were
separated almost similarly to the true clusters on the left of Figure 5, and SODC was also consistent with the proposed
method. The proposed method seemed to plot the points in the same cluster closer together. At the two misclassified
points, the proposed method showed plots that were slightly closer to true clusters than SODC.

Finally, in Table 3, the results show the sensitivity and the specificity of B in the proposed method and SODC. The
proposed method could estimate the informative variables as relatively non-sparse, while SODC estimated those
variables as 0. It indicates that the proposed method could detect the informative variable properly. On the other hand,
SODC estimated non-informative variables as almost 0, whereas the proposed method estimated some variables as
non-zero.

Table 3: Results of sensitivity and specificity of the proposed method and SODC.

sensitivity specificity
proposed SODC proposed SODC

0.600 0.000 0.489 0.867
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Figure 6: Result of Ŷ of the proposed method and SODC. The vertical axis is Ŷ and the horizontal axis is index. The
color of the point shows cluster estimated by the methods, and the shape of the point indicates the true cluster.

6 Discussion and Conclusion

In this study, we proposed a novel SODC method with the penalty term from convex clustering to scoring matrix
Y . With adding this penalty term, the proposed method was allowed to capture the clustering structure more clearly
compared to SODC. It found that the proposed method have captured the same cluster points closer and the different
points further compared to SODC by the results of variance ratio in real data application. Throughout the numerical
simulations, it found that the performance of clustering identification was also compared favorably with other dimension
reduction clustering methods in this setting. We also developed an algorithm by using the majorizing function to
derive the updated formula of Y . This enabled satisfying the orthogonal constraint for Y and containing the clustering
structure simultaneously. The proposed method used orthogonal Procrustes analysis for updating Y . However, the
terms related to Y consisted of both quadratic and linear forms, although it must be expressed in only linear form.
Consequently, we derived a majorizing function to ensure that it could be represented exclusively in linear form.

The results of numerical simulation are discussed in detail. From the numerical simulation, the proposed method
performed better overall in the setting in this study than the compared method. It shows that the proposed method
was effective in capturing the clustering structures and maintaining the estimation accuracy when the number of true
clustering structure was small. The proposed method obtained more stable results compared to SODC by assuming that
there is a cluster structure and adding a regularization term to Y †. However, since the Ridge term was calculated as 0
in this study, it is considered that the addition of a Ridge penalty term [Hoerl and Kennard, 1970] may improve the
stability of the accuracy of the estimation in the proposed method and in SODC.

In real data application, the ARI value showed that the proposed method captured the clustering structure more accurately
than the compared method. From the variance ratio, the proposed method was found to improve the estimation of
different clusters further apart and the same clusters closer together compared to SODC. That seems to be confirmed by
Figure 5 and Figure 6. Regarding the estimation of B, the proposed method estimated the informative variables as
non-zero more than SODC. On the other hand, SODC estimated estimate sparse for non-informative variables more
than the proposed method.
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Meanwhile, there are some considerations that should be considered to enhance the proposed method. First, cross-
validation for parameter η1, γ and ρ was performed based on the idea of clustering stability, as in the selection method of
conventional SODC [Wang et al., 2016, Sun et al., 2013], however, this method is computationally expensive. In order
to reduce computational cost, consideration should be given to accelerating the calculation and deriving an information
criterion. In addition, in this cross-validation, parameters were explored using kappa coefficients based on the idea of
stability of variable selection, but it is necessary to consider implementing cross-validation based on the stability of
clustering results. Finally, in this study, k-means was applied to the calculation of clustering results in this study, as
k-means has been applied to SODC among various methods. Comparing the calculation results with other clustering
methods needs to be considered.
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