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Abstract

Clustering algorithms are widely used in various applications, with density-based
methods such as Density-Based Spatial Clustering of Applications with Noise
(DBSCAN) being particularly prominent. These algorithms identify clusters in
high-density regions while treating sparser areas as noise. However, reliance on
user-defined parameters often poses optimization challenges that require domain
expertise. This paper presents a novel density-based clustering method inspired
by the concept of selective attention, which minimizes the need for user-defined
parameters under standard conditions. Initially, the algorithm operates with-
out requiring user-defined parameters. If parameter adjustment is needed, the
method simplifies the process by introducing a single integer parameter that
is straightforward to tune. The approach computes a threshold to filter out
the most sparsely distributed points and outliers, forms a preliminary cluster
structure, and then reintegrates the excluded points to finalize the results. Exper-
imental evaluations on diverse data sets highlight the accessibility and robust
performance of the method, providing an effective alternative for density-based
clustering tasks.
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1 Introduction

Clustering is one of the central challenges in data mining. The objective of clustering
is to identify groups of related items within a dataset while segregating dissimilar
things into distinct groups or designating them as noise [1, 2]. In recent years, the
advancement of clustering algorithms has attracted considerable interest from both
academic and industry [3]. Exploring clustering is important for understanding data
features, relationship between samples, and the overall structure of information in a
dataset [4]. As an unsupervised technique and, as such, does not require training or
labelled data [5-7]. Although clustering algorithms are widely used in tasks such as
pattern analysis, grouping, decision-making, document retrieval, image segmentation,
and data mining, significant challenges remain in accurately identifying clusters [8].
For instance, widely used algorithms such as k-Means rely on choosing initial clus-
ter centroids and refining them through iterative optimization. To mitigate the effect
of centroid initialization, these algorithms often involve multiple runs with different
initializations and comparing outcomes. However, there is no guarantee that the best
run corresponds to a globally optimal solution. Moreover, iterative computations are
laborious, computationally expensive, and prone to uncertainty [9]. The presence of
noise further complicates the problem, reducing the reliability of results while increas-
ing processing and storage costs [10]. Consequently, selecting the most appropriate
clustering approach is crucial.

Clustering techniques can be categorised into five types: partition-based, hierar-
chical, density-based, model-based, and grid-based [11]. Among these, density-based
clustering algorithms are particularly advantageous because they eliminate the need
to manually specify the number of clusters and are effective in handling noisy data
[3]. Density-Based Spatial Clustering of Applications with Noise (DBSCAN; [12]) is
a prominent clustering technique that provided a foundation for density-based clus-
tering. Its ability to discover clusters of arbitrary shapes, exclude noise points, and
operate without a predefined number of clusters makes it especially attractive. How-
ever, DBSCAN also faces challenges, such as difficulty in detecting clusters with
heterogeneous densities [13] , distinguishing adjacent clusters [14], and incurring
significant computational costs on large datasets due to its iterative nature [12]. Fur-
thermore, its performance heavily depends on the careful selection of two parameters:
the maximum radius (Eps) and the minimum number of neighbors (minPts) [15]).
Automatically determining these parameters is challenging, particularly for extensive
datasets.

This paper addresses a major limitation of density-based clustering algorithms:
their dependence on the fine-tuning of input parameters (two in the case of DBSCAN,
or three in Hierarchical DBSCAN). We present a novel clustering algorithm inspired
by the concept of selective attention. Our method minimizes the need for user-defined



parameters by computing a threshold derived from intrinsic dataset characteristics to
temporarily exclude sparse or low-density points. A preliminary cluster structure is
formed, after which the excluded points are reintegrated to finalize the results. The
algorithm requires no parameter tuning for most use cases. For specific, rare cases
where clusters exhibit extreme overlap, our method simplifies parameter adjustment
through a single, intuitive integer parameter called the Attention Selectivity Coeffi-
cient (C). Increasing C' makes the algorithm more sensitive to localized structures,
allowing it to separate nearby clusters and control the level of granularity in complex,
hierarchical datasets. This rule provides a simple, intuitive guideline for parameter
selection without requiring extensive trial and error or specialized domain knowledge.
Moreover, since C'is an integer, the possible parameter values are limited, further sim-
plifying the tuning process. Overall, the method operates with minimal configuration,
making it effectively parameter-free in most practical scenarios.

The rest of this paper is organised as follows: Section 2 presents prominent
density-based clustering techniques and examines their limitations. Section 3 outlines
the main ideas behind the proposed method, including selective visual attention, and
presents pseudocode. Section 4 demonstrates the performance of our method on a
variety of datasets with different forms and densities, and discusses specific conditions
that affect the algorithm’s outcome Section 5 summarises our algorithm and suggests
directions for future research. Finally, Section 6 concludes this paper.

2 Related Work

Unlike centroid-based methods like k-Means, which assume spherical clusters [16],
density-based clustering algorithms enable the discovery of clusters with arbitrary
shapes and robust handling of noise. These algorithms group data points based on
local density, making them suitable for datasets with complex structures. However,
their reliance on user-defined parameters often requires domain expertise or extensive
tuning, limiting their accessibility. This section reviews prominent density-based clus-
tering methods, their parameter requirements, and their limitations, highlighting the
need for a parameter-efficient approach like the one proposed in this paper.

The seminal DBSCAN algorithm [17] identifies clusters by expanding regions with
high point density, defined by two parameters: the neighborhood radius (&) and the
minimum number of points (MinPts). Points outside dense regions are labeled as
noise. DBSCAN excels at detecting arbitrarily shaped clusters but struggles with
datasets containing clusters of varying density, as a single global ¢ is often inadequate.
Its performance is highly sensitive to parameter choices, necessitating trial-and-error
tuning, and its computational cost increases with large datasets due to repeated dis-
tance calculations [17]. To address DBSCAN’s limitations, several variants have been
proposed. OPTICS (Ordering Points To Identify the Clustering Structure) [18] mit-
igates sensitivity to a fixed € by producing a hierarchical ordering of points based
on core-distance and reachability-distance. As for DBSCAN;, it requires £ (a maxi-
mum neighborhood radius) and MinPts, but is less sensitive to & and captures clusters
across varying densities levels. However, OPTICS demands additional memory for



nearest-neighbor queries. It also struggles to form clusters with similar local den-
sity, limiting its applicability in some scenarios. VDBSCAN (Varied Density-Based
Spatial Clustering of Applications with Noise) [19] tackles varying cluster densities
by selecting multiple € values based on k-dist plots, which orders points by how far
they are from their k-th nearest neighbor, automating parameter selection to some
extent. It partitions the dataset by density levels and applies DBSCAN-like cluster-
ing for each, improving adaptability. However, VDBSCAN still relies on precise € and
MinPts settings and struggles with non-convex clusters. Similarly, DVBSCAN (Den-
sity Variation Based Spatial Clustering of Applications with Noise ) introduces Cluster
Density Variance and Cluster Similarity Index to allow density variation within clus-
ters while separating distinct density profiles. It requires four parameters (e, MinPts, a,
A), increasing complexity and making parameter tuning challenging [20]. DENCLUE
(DENsity-based CLUstEring) [21] models point density as the sum of influence func-
tions (e.g., Gaussian) and identifies clusters via density-attractors using a hill-climbing
approach. It requires two parameters: o (influence range) and ¢ (density threshold).
DENCLUE handles high-dimensional data and noise effectively but is sensitive to o
and ¢ settings, and its hill-climbing may converge to local maxima [22]. DBCLASD
(Distribution-Based Clustering of Large Spatial Databases ) [23], a parameter-free
method, incrementally grows clusters based on nearest-neighbor distance consistency
with a uniform distribution, verified by a chi-square test. While attractive for large spa-
tial databases, its uniform-density assumption can misclassify points in non-uniform
regions [23]. Spatial-temporal DBSCAN (ST-DBSCAN) [24] extends DBSCAN for
spatial-temporal data, using two distance parameters (¢ for spatial, €5 for non-spatial
attributes), MinPts, and a threshold Ae to prevent merging adjacent clusters. It incor-
porates a density factor to handle varied density and temporal dependencies, making
it suitable for applications like geographic information systems. However, tuning four
parameters increases complexity [24]. GF-DBSCAN (Global Filtering DBSCAN) [25]
reduces DBSCAN’s search space by partitioning data into grid cells based on ¢, but
it sacrifices accuracy in some cases. AutoEpsDBSCAN [26] automates ¢ selection
using k-nearest neighbor distances and elbow detection in k-dist plots. Like DBSCAN,
AutoEpsDBSCAN works best when there are clear differences between dense clusters
and sparse noise. AutoEpsDBSCAN improves standard DBSCAN by removing the
need to manually tune epsilon using a data-driven method. However, it still requires
choosing k, and it does not perform well on datasets where clusters blend gradually
into each other (i.e., no sharp density boundaries).

Recent approaches have increasingly aimed to reduce parameter sensitivity and
improve clustering performance on datasets with complex structures. For example,
the NNVDC (The Nearest Neighbor Variable Density-based Clustering) algorithm
[27] relies on a single user-defined parameter, the number of nearest neighbors k,
to identify clusters via mutual k-nearest neighbor relationships. While simpler than
multi-parameter methods, its performance remains sensitive to the choice of &k, which
can lead to over or under clustering depending on the dataset. Similarly, PDCSN
(Partition Density Clustering with Self-Adaptive Neighborhoods) [28] introduces a
self-adaptive neighborhood mechanism where the optimal neighborhood size \ is auto-
matically determined based on natural nearest-neighbor density distributions. This



design removes the dependency on parameters like € and enables the algorithm to dis-
tinguish between adjacent clusters with similar or varying densities. It achieves this
by grouping points that are mutual A-nearest neighbors (i.e., both points fall within
each other’s A nearest neighbors) and then designating dense, well-connected points as
core samples to form cluster centers. Another significant advancement is DPC-MDNN
(Density Peak Clustering with Manifold Distance and Natural Nearest Neighbors) [29],
which enhances traditional DPC by replacing fixed-radius neighborhoods with natural
neighbor-based adaptive neighborhoods. In this approach, the number of neighbors
for each point is determined automatically by the data distribution, rather than using
a predefined radius. Furthermore, the algorithm integrates manifold distances, which
capture the true underlying geometric structure of the data (e.g., curved or non-linear
shapes) instead of relying solely on straight-line Euclidean distance.

Collectively, these methods illustrate a growing trend toward adaptive, parameter-
efficient density-based clustering. However, despite these advances, most approaches
still retain some degree of parameter sensitivity. Building on this trend, the proposed
method not only further reduces dependency on user-defined settings through a bio-
logically inspired mechanism, but also enables the extraction of multilevel patterns
using a single, easy-to-tune parameter.

Drawing inspiration from the brain’s ability to focus on relevant information while
ignoring noise [30], our method computes a dataset-derived threshold to filter sparse
points. Only in rare cases of extreme cluster overlap does it require the adjustment
of one intuitive integer parameter the Attention Selectivity Coefficient (C'). Unlike
DBSCAN and its variants, which depend on precise € and MinPts settings, or DEN-
CLUE, which relies on ¢ and &, our approach operates nearly parameter-free under
standard conditions. This enhances both accessibility and robustness across diverse
datasets.

3 Methods

To address the limitations of existing algorithms, this paper proposes the Selec-
tive Attention-Based Clustering Algorithm (SACA) using a neighborhood threshold
automatically calculated from the dataset.

3.1 Visual Selective Attention

The proposed algorithm is inspired by the concept of visual selective attention, a
cognitive function that filters out irrelevant information while focusing on important
data. Visual selective attention regulates the processing of retinal input based on
relevance and selects particular representations to enter perceptual awareness [30].
This mechanism enables the selective focus on information pertinent to the current
context while disregarding competing, less relevant stimuli [31].



Fig. 1 Simplified depiction of visual selective attention. The brain attempts to find relevant patterns
of information, emphasizing the importance of structured information (blue and yellow clusters) over
unstructured noise (red dots).

As illustrated in Figure 1, humans naturally ignore irrelevant data points to selec-
tively attend to data assumed to be important in areas with structurally identifiable
patterns. The brain is inherently biased toward creating significant patterns from noisy
input by emphasizing relevant signals and suppressing irrelevant ones. We observe
this bias in our natural tendency of seeing meaningful forms in clouds or inkblots, as
exploited, for example, by the Rorschach test [32]. This tendency of attributing mean-
ingful interpretation to nebulous, or noisy sensory input is known as pareidolia and
has a long history [33]. It is also captured by the concept of predictive-coding [34], and
the idea that our perceptions are not a raw representation of the information reaching
the retina, but a fusion of the incoming data and our internal expectation about likely
incoming data. At the root of this mechanism is the ability of our brain to emphasize
the importance of some data and ignore others.

SACA mirrors this functionality by retaining data points that contribute to the
core structure of clusters while filtering out noisy or irrelevant points. This selective
process enhances clustering accuracy and improves computational efficiency, making
the method particularly suitable for large-scale datasets with heterogeneous density
distributions.

3.2 Pruning

To operationalize the concept of selective attention, we require a mechanism that
prunes irrelevant data points during cluster formation. This is achieved by identifying
isolated points in an $n$-dimensional Cartesian space, where each data point is defined
as p' = {pi,ph,...,p%,} and isolation is determined based on the Euclidean distance.

d(p',p’) =

separating them from all the other points. Using this measure of distance, we produce
a N x N matrix D = [d;;] = [d(p’, p?)] of pairwise distances, where N is the number
of samples in our dataset.

After calculating the distance matrix, the minimum distances for each data sample
are derived as



min(D;) = min d; ; (2)
J53 74
resulting in a vector

mins = [min(Dy ), min(Ds3), ..., min(Dy)] (3)

Then, we extract the minimum and maximum values from this vector.
Oopt = min(D) (4)

L = max(mins) (5)

In (4), oopy is the global minimum in the distance matrix D and corresponds to the

smallest distance between any two points in the entire dataset, and L is the largest

value among the minimum distances. These two values are the key parameters and

form the foundation of the proposed method. Using these dataset-derived values, a
global threshold is determined as follows

=] (5 ®

where [ ] represent the ceiling function.

In this context, the integer threshold T serves as a characteristic of the entire
dataset. Our goal is to prune samples located in sparse regions to keep only high-
density points forming the core structure of a cluster. Since data points are typically
closer together in dense regions, minimum distances provide an effective criterion for
this purpose. Building on this observation, we extract a measure derived from the
minimum distances within the dataset and use it as a radius for evaluating the number
of neighboring samples around each data point. Points with fewer neighbors are then
pruned. We incorporate a factor of 1/2 in the definition of T' (see (6)) as a smoothing
term to reduce the strictness of the algorithm in ignoring sparse areas. This value is
used to compute the weight of each data sample. Initially, the set of neighbors whose
distance from the i-th sample is less than T units is obtained as follows:

o3 (22) <7

where the function arg(X < T) returns the set of elements z; in X = [z;] for which
the condition x; < T is true. Then, the weight w; of the data point p’ is defined as
the number of neighbors of the point p’ whose distances are less than T. This value
can be obtained as the cardinality of the set n;:

wi = |n (8)
The algorithm disregards irrelevant samples when forming the initial cluster cores (i.e.,

the dense part of a cluster, typically located at its centre, as common in bell-shaped
distributions) according to the following rule:



if  w; <C use point for cluster base
else prune point

where C is an integer passed as input parameter and referred to as the Attention
Selectivity Coefficient.

3.3 Outlier removal

Ensuring resilience to outlier is a key challenge in clusterings. The existence of outliers
within the minimum distances computed with (3) can greatly influence the outcome
of SACA and needs to be excluded before T is calculated. To tackle this problem,
we utilize the Modified Z-score criterion [35]. Classical Z-scores fall short because the
mean p and standard deviation o statistics used in their calculation are not robust
estimators and, therefore, can be heavily distorted by extreme values or even by a
single outlier. As an alternative, the Modified Z-score is a robust statistic for detecting
outliers.

Given the population median (fi) and median absolute deviation (MAD; & =
median(|x; — [i])), a raw value x; is converted into a Modified Z-score as follows:

m; = 0.6745 ~~(xi — 1) 9)

o

After computing the Modified Z-score for each data point based on their mins
values, we mitigate the impact of outliers by excluding minimum distances from the
calculation of T. In SACA, we require a less aggressive outlier detection. Empiri-
cally, we found that using 10 as a more lenient threshold for outlier rejection yielded
the best trade-off between sensitivity and specificity, particularly in preserving edge
points while still isolating distant anomalies. The constant 0.6745 in (9) is tradition-
ally used to scale the MAD [35]. This approach effectively identifies and removes
outliers, thereby limiting density variation among clusters to genuine differences in
cluster densities.

3.4 Cluster formation

Following the acquisition of the core structures of the clusters, two methodologies are
employed to gradually recreate the final clusters using the trimmed data samples. The
first method assigns each data point to the cluster of its nearest clustered neighbor. In
the algorithm, this approach corresponds to setting the boolean parameter use_center
to False which is also the default configuration.The second method assigns data
points based on the centroids of the base clusters identified in the previous step. This
centroid-based approach is particularly effective for convex datasets. It can be enabled
by setting use_center to True.

3.5 Algorithm

In summary, SACA addresses limitations found in traditional density-based clustering
methods which often rely heavily on user-defined parameters and may struggle with
datasets containing clusters of differing densities. By minimizing dependency on such



input parameters, SACA achieves a more autonomous and user-friendly clustering
process. By default, the proposed method is fully automated and does not require any
user-defined parameters. If the initial results are unsatisfactory, a single parameter,
the Attention Selectivity Coefficient (C), can be adjusted. This parameter limits the
inclusion of samples from sparse areas during the formation of the initial clusters and
allows focusing on the fundamental structure of the clusters. Such structures exist
not only as the central areas of convex clusters but also as the high-density areas for
variously shaped clusters.

Step 1 : Excluding sparse area Result of step 1: Base form of clusters Step 2: Reintegrating excluded samples

Fig. 2 Graphical illustration of the method’s key steps (columns) using three examples of cluster
distributions (rows).

The algorithm proceeds in two main steps (Fig. 2). During the first step, it cal-
culates the minimum distances for each data point using a distance matrix, discard
outliers among these minimum distances, compute a global threshold to differentiate
core points from potential noise, and use the Attention Selectivity Coefficient (C) and
the threshold T to identify high-density regions and form robust core clusters. In the
second step, the algorithm expands clusters by assigning remaining data points based
on their proximity to either the cluster centers or to nearby assigned points, resulting
in the final clustering structure.

Through these steps, the algorithm dynamically adapts to the dataset’s intrinsic
properties, automatically adjusting thresholds, and minimizing human intervention.
The pseudo-code in Algorithm 1 provides an overview of the algorithm’s logic and
key operations. In this pseudo-code, 0%V refers to an array of zeros of shape N. The
computational complexity of SACA is dominated by the pairwise distance matrix
construction, which requires O(N?) time and space.



Algorithm 1 SACA Clustering
1: procedure SACA(C «+ 1, use_center < false)

1. Initialize

N < number of data points

cluster_number < 0V, added_to_neighbor < 0N
noise_list,non_noise_list < []

neighbor _cands[i] < [] Vi

B A i 5

7: 2. Calculate Distance Matrix, Remove Outliers, and Compute
Threshold T
dist_matrixz < pairwise Euclidean distances

9: mans < each point’s nearest-neighbor distance
10: outlier_idx + modified z_score filter(mins)

11: remove entries at outlier idr from mins

12: Topt <— min(mins)

13: L + max(mins)

14: T + [(L/Uopt )/21

15: 3. Separate Points in Dense and Sparse Areas
16: fori=0,...,N—1do

17: compute nbrs; = {j | Dij/oopt/2 < T}

18: if |nbrs;| < C then

19: mark ¢ as noise

20: cluster_number[i] = —1

21: else

22: mark ¢ as non-noise

23: end if

24: end for

25: if no non-noise points then

26: print “Decrease C”;

27: return

28: end if

29: noise_data < data[noise], non_noise_data < data[non-noise]

30: 4. Labelling Core-Shapes:

31: while there exists i with cluster_number[i] = 0 do

32: ¢ < ¢+ 1, pick random seed s with cluster_number[s] = 0

33 Initialize queue @ « [s]

34: while Q # 0 do

35: i < Q.pop_front(), cluster_number|i] < c

36: for all j € neighbor_cands[i] where cluster number[j] = 0 do
37: cluster_number[j] < ¢, push j onto @

38: end for

39: end while

40: end while

10



41: 5. Re-assign Noise Samples to Appropriate Clusters
42: if use_center then

43: for all ¢ in clusters do

44: ltc < mean of points in cluster ¢

45: end for

46: for all i € noise_list do

47 assign ¢ to cluster with nearest p,

48: end for

49: else

50: for all i where cluster_number|i] = —1 do
51: j + nearest non-noise neighbor of 4

52: cluster _number[i] < cluster_number|j]
53: end for

54: end if

55: end procedure

3.6 Datasets

To test our algorithm, we reused different artificially created benchmark datasets with
varying shapes and densities [36, 37]. We also created additional datasets to assess
specific situations (Table 1).

Table 1 Datasets used for benchmarking

Dataset Source Samples Features Clusters
Spiral (36] 312 2 3
Birchl (12 clusters) (36] 11872 2 12
A3 [36] 7500 2 50
S2 (36] 5000 2 15
Flame (36] 240 2 2
Skewed (36] 1000 2 6
Cluto-t4-8k [37] 8010 2 6
Complex-9 [37] 3040 2 9
Smile 2 [37] 1010 2 4
DS-850 [37] 850 2 5
Noisy Circles Author made 2400 2 7
Rings Author made 7200 2 36
Noisy Spiral Author made 800 2 2
Moons-Stars Author made 1200 3 4
3Compound Author made 1500 2 3
Unbalanced Author made 1500 2 6
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3.7 Evaluation Metrics for Clustering

To benchmark the performance of our approach, we used several established met-
rics. The Silhouette index assesses clustering performance by measuring the difference
between distances within clusters and between clusters. The optimal number of clus-
ters is identified by maximising this index. Values range from -1 to +1, with higher
values indicating that an object is well-suited to its assigned cluster and poorly aligned
with neighbouring clusters [38]. The Calinski-Harabasz index measures cluster valid-
ity by comparing the average sum of squares between and within clusters. It often
favours solutions with more clusters but excels at identifying compact, well-separated
groups. Higher values for this index indicate better clustering performance [39]. The
Davies-Bouldin index averages across all clusters the ratio of within-cluster scatter to
between-cluster separation. Lower values indicate better clustering [40].

Additional evaluation metrics comparing the true and predicted labels can be used
when the ground truth is known. Among these metrics, the Adjusted Rand Index
(ARI) measures the similarity between two clusterings by considering all pairs of
data points and checking whether each pair is assigned to the same cluster or to
different clusters in both the predicted clustering and the true labels. This value is
equal to 0 when points are assigned into clusters randomly, and it equals 1 when
the two cluster results are identical [41]. The Adjusted Mutual Information (AMI)
metric provides a normalized measure of the agreement between two clusterings. It
addresses a key limitation of Mutual Information by adjusting the score to account
for the level of agreement expected by chance. As a result, an AMI score of 1 indicates
that the partitions are identical, while a score of 0 suggests the agreement is no better
than random. [42]. The Completeness metric calculates the completeness for a cluster
labelling based on ground truth data. A clustering outcome achieves completeness if
all data points belonging to the same class are grouped within a single cluster. Scores
range between 0.0 and 1.0, with 1.0 representing perfectly complete labelling [43].

4 Results

In this section, we evaluate the performance of the algorithm when applied to different
dataset configurations.

4.1 Effect of cluster density heterogeneity and inter-cluster
margin

The inter-cluster margin ¢ (also known as single linkage) between two clusters C; and
Cj is defined as [44]:

0C:,C) = _min flp—d] (10)

where ||[p — ¢|| denotes the Euclidean distance between points p and ¢. This con-
cept plays a vital role in the effectiveness of the proposed algorithm. If the following
condition:

6(C“Cj) >T (11)
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is satisfied, the algorithm can perform clustering with high precision, eliminating
the need for parameter selection and adjustment. In other words, when the distance
between clusters exceeds the neighbourhood radius T, then points near the edges of
one cluster will not detect or connect to points from the other cluster (see Fig. 3).
This ensures that clusters remain well-separated, allowing the algorithm to achieve
high precision without requiring parameter tuning or adjustment. However, in datasets
with overlapping or closely spaced clusters, the algorithm relies on the parameter C
to enforce a margin, which can result in the formation of disconnected core regions,
as previously illustrated in Fig. 2.

Fig. 3 Illustration of some of the concepts involved by SACA, including 7" and the inter-cluster
margin.

The outcomes of performing the method on the datasets listed in Table 1 are shown
in Fig. 4 to 10.

C= 1,use_center= False C = 1,use_center= False C= 1,use_center= False

*  Outliers

"

%
>

R -
SRR

(a) (b) ()

Fig. 4 Clustering results in the context of uniform cluster densities (using default parametrization):
(a) Spiral, (b) Noisy Circles, (c) Complex-9.

The algorithm performs optimally on datasets with uniform cluster densities, as
shown in Fig. 4 , without requiring any input parameters. Additionally, it yields reliable
results for datasets with clusters of varying densities or noise, provided that condition
(10) is met. Fig. 5 illustrates two datasets with different cluster densities. In panel (b),
for instance, six clusters are present, with clusters 5 and 6 having densities twice as
high as clusters 1 to 4. The algorithm’s accuracy in this case is due to the satisfaction
of condition (10) despite the density differences.
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C= 1,use_center= False C= 1,use_center= False

*  Outliers

Fig. 5 Clustering results in presence of non uniform cluster densities (using default parametrization):
(a) Smile 2 and (b) Unbalanced.

Another scenario occurs when condition (10) is not met, and there is an overlap
between clusters. In this case, the user needs to adjust the value of C' to increase its
selectivity to smaller details and increase the number of cluster, or decrease its value to
cluster fewer, broader motifs. This parameter functions as the ”level of attention” for
the algorithm and enables precise control over the clustering to meet specific analysis

requirements. See Fig. 6 to 8 for examples of effect of varying C' on different cluster
configurations.

C= 55,use_center= True C= 45,use_center= True

"

o .

*  Outliers

(b)

C= 50,use_center= True

*  Outliers

© . * Outliers

Fig. 6 Clustering results on clusters with conflicts: (a) Birchl, (b) A3, (c) S2, and (d) 3-Compound.
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C= 6,use_center= False C= 13,use_center= False

Outliers

Fig. 7 Clustering results on challenging, noisy clusters without conflicts : (a) Noisy Spiral, (b)
Skewed, (c) Cluto-t4-8k.

C = 15,use_center= False C = 15,use_center= False

Fig. 8 Clustering result in 3D using the Moons-Stars dataset.

4.2 Multilevel Pattern Recognition

Datasets often exhibit diverse structures, where each pattern or cluster may be com-
posed of smaller sub-clusters or sub-clusters with varying geometries. The ability to
accurately identify these sub-clusters without the necessity of precise parameter tuning
is a crucial advantage for any clustering algorithm. The proposed method offers this

15



flexibility, enabling the identification of diverse patterns within the dataset through
the simple adjustment of C.

C= 1,use_center= False C= 20,use_center= False
o > *  Outliers o * *  Outliers
ot i, ¥ x -, : *
i*‘*‘h\ 7 P29 A
* 26 128
e * *

: 3& *\* % . * . 13’-*;'.'*;'\*:: ) 23 .
g % ‘Eg ‘:; 3 R "~_ *6. *

T RS

Ma Y

Fig. 9 Rings made of small clusters: (a) result without user-defined C, (b) result with C=20.

* ok ak %

o

In left panel of Fig. 9, the algorithm, using its default Attention Selectivity Coeffi-
cient (C) of 1 and without any additional input parameter, successfully identifies the
two main clusters, represented by two large circles. However, these two main clusters
are composed of smaller sub-clusters. By increasing the C' to 20, the algorithm also
detects all these smaller sub-clusters. This demonstrates that the proposed algorithm
can easily uncover structures at multiple scales by adjusting C. In other words, the
algorithm functions similarly to humans, discovering various patterns by increasing
the focus of attention on the image from global shapes to more local details.

4.3 Performance Benchmarking

There are several established metrics commonly used to evaluate the performance
of clustering algorithms. We applied these metrics to a selection of well-known
density-based algorithms, as well as to SACA. The results, summarized in Table 2,
clearly demonstrate that SACA outperforms the other prominent algorithms in the
comparison.

C = 8,use_center= False

Fig. 10 (a) DS-850 used for performance evaluation (b) result from SACA
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Table 2 Performance evaluation metrics on the DS-850 dataset. Bold indicate best performances.

Metric DBSCAN HDBSCAN OPTICS SACA
Silhouette Score 0.45 0.53 —0.08 0.57
Calinski—Harabasz Index 697 878 83 1514
Davies—Bouldin Index 1.35 1.64 1.51 0.53
Adjusted Rand Index 0.7912 0.8754 0.2094 0.9933
Adjusted Mutual Information 0.8495 0.8876 0.5082 0.9916
Completeness Score 0.7956 0.8482 0.6421 0.9917

As seen in Table 2, SACA clearly outperforms the other three clustering algorithms
in the evaluation metrics mentioned above. Notably, the results of the other three
algorithms were obtained through numerous runs during trial and error, whereas our
algorithm achieved the best result after only two adjustments by increasing the selec-
tivity of the algorithm from 1 to 10. This simplicity is a key feature of the proposed
method.

5 Discussion

Considering two major drawbacks of density-based clustering algorithms namely, the
need for multiple input parameters and the requirement for precise parameter tuning
to achieve optimal results, we proposed a novel algorithm inspired by visual selective
attention. This algorithm is designed to perform in most case without requiring any
input parameters. Under specific conditions, if any parameter is necessary, the num-
ber of required parameters is minimised, and their values are easy to determine and
understand. DBSCAN, for instance, requires two critical parameters, Eps and MinPts,
to function. In contrast, our proposed method can initially execute without any user-
defined parameters. As observed in the results section, this parameter-free mode is
effective when condition (10) is satisfied, and the dataset contains minimal noise. If
the desired outcome is not achieved, the integer parameter C' modulating the level of
selective attention, and the boolean parameter use_center can be specified. The param-
eter C is particularly useful when clusters are closely positioned or overlapping. The
advantage of the C' parameter lies in its simplicity and intuitive behaviour. Increasing
its value enhances the algorithm’s attention to details, enabling more localized clus-
tering and potentially leading to the discovery of additional distinct clusters nested
within larger clusters. Thus, as C increases, the number of identified clusters also
rises, a phenomenon clearly demonstrated in the Two Circles dataset in Fig. 9. The
use_center parameter needs to be set True in situations where the clusters are convex
shaped with significant overlap (i.e., in the absence of inter-cluster margins). Results
indicate that the proposed method delivers significantly better outcomes across var-
ious datasets with diverse shapes. This forms the foundational functionality of our
algorithm. Another common challenge in clustering datasets is the presence of outliers,
which can negatively affect the results. To address this, we incorporated a Boolean
parameter that allows the algorithm to ignore outliers. Our evaluations showed that,
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with this parameter, the algorithm achieves high-accuracy clustering even in the pres-
ence of outliers. However, the current algorithm faces challenges when dealing with
datasets containing uniformly distributed noise across the dataset’s range. Addressing
this limitation presents an opportunity for future work.

6 Conclusion

In this work, we introduced the SACA, a novel density-based clustering method
inspired by the concept of visual selective attention. By automatically determining
a global neighborhood threshold from pairwise distances, SACA removes the burden
of extensive parameter tuning that is common in traditional clustering algorithms.
For more complex datasets, a single optional parameter, C, offers an intuitive way to
adjust the level of clustering detail. SACA also introduces the use_center parameter,
which enables two flexible point-assignment strategies for reintegration step: nearest-
neighbor (default) and centroid-based, the latter being particularly effective for convex
datasets.

Our experiments demonstrate that SACA consistently outperforms well-known
algorithms such as DBSCAN, HDBSCAN, and OPTICS in both accuracy and
robustness. Beyond its strong performance, SACA provides practical benefits includ-
ing effective outlier handling, multilevel pattern discovery, and flexible assignment
strategies through use_center. Although our algorithm initially operates without any
user-defined parameters, typically yielding high-quality results, it also provides the
ability to extract local patterns nested within more global patterns simply by increas-
ing the value of C. While its performance on data dominated by uniformly distributed
noise remains a challenge, we plan to address this through adaptive strategies and
optimized implementations to reduce time and space complexity of SACA by incor-
porating more efficient data structures and approximate neighbor search methods.
Such improvements would allow the algorithm to scale to substantially larger datasets
while preserving its clustering accuracy. Overall, SACA represents an accessible and
powerful solution for a wide range of modern clustering tasks.
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