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dataset failing passing dimensions avg. dims. a/red.
1 45 4189 164 9.50
2 102 4182 192 8.00
> 103 1315 850 15.00
| 8 4277 70 1.00
5 41 297 118 5.50
6 23 2421 352 6.50
7 50 1591 71 2.50
8 78 3213 605 2.00
9 52 461 177 8.00
10 342 3152 201 17.83
11 15 3816 23 2.00
12 74 2811 133 9.00
13 106 572 181 8.00
14 60 613 162 9.50
15 140 3247 204 15.50
16 132 3238 213 16.50
17 36 530 201 7.50
18 29 344 171 6.00

The number of dimensions indicates the number of unique events
in the dataset. The rightmost column shows the average number

of dimensions after dimension reduction with PCA.
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- AMI (Adjusted Mutual Information)
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- H (Homogeneity)
- C (Completeness)
- ER (Effort Reduction)
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Dataset AMI H C ER IER

1 0.383 0.775 0.537 0.733 0.344
2 0.673 0.853 0.747 0.853 0.873
3 0.201 0.676 0.251 0.883 0.951
4 1.000 _1.000 1.000 0.875 0.875
5 0.085 0.927
6 0.211

7 0.676

8 0.341

9 0.623

10 0.569

11 1.000 X : 2

12 0.453 0.734 0574 0.797 0.892
13 0.200 0.539 0.317 0.887 0.887
14 0.263 0.562 0.445 0.817 0.817
15 0.734 0.855 0.808 0.836 0.857
16 0.565 0.734 0.722 0.803 0.826
17 0.628 0.780 0.796 0.722 0.722
18 0.281 0.607 0.506 0.759 0.724
Median 0.509 0.715 0.700 0.850 0.866
Mean 0.494 0.689 0.657 0.845 0.846
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- Average Complete Single Weighted Dim.Red. HAC Median AMI  Mean AMI
| . NMF Complete  0.4634 0.4488
075 | | o : | NMF Average  0.4319 0.4287
1L l 1L | | PCA Complete  0.3990 0.3692
zo0[ | ML LT VST NMF Weighted ~ 0.4252 0.4157
- S = PCA Weighted  0.3698 0.3452
o251 || LI |L | ‘ 111 ) PCA Average 0.3714 0.3537
| ’ { | l *T BuiBE ’ none Complete 0.3432 0.3909
000 | | L] ] LILIULE L BLYE Complete  0.2898 03718
FFOE LTI | F I 5 F G none Weighted  0.2806 0.3544
dimensionalit7¥duction technique none Average 0.2629 0.3426
LSI Weighted  0.1995 0.3029
NMF & Complete DE&E I RHR LSI Average  0.1963 0.3024
- TU—RYUIRTE NMF Single 0.1525 0.2719
747 2 DRSIRIRE none Single 0.1420 0.2745
CREEERR PCA Single 0.1284 0.2037
LSI Single 0.0000 0.1831
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