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Abstract A fundamental issue that confronts the development of an index for similarity searches in metric spaces
is how to divide the data effectively for search pruning. We propose Maximal Metric Margin Partitioning (MMMP),
a partitioning scheme for similarity search indexes. MMMP divides the data space based on its distribution patterns,
especially the boundaries of clusters. A partitioning surface created by MMMP is at maximum distances from the
two cluster boundaries. MMMP is the first similarity search index approach to focus on the partitioning surfaces
and data distribution patterns. We also present an indexing scheme, named the MMMP-Index, that uses MMMP
and pivot filtering. The MMMP-Index discards many objects that are not relevant to a query by MMMP, and it
reduces the query execution cost. Experimental results show that MMMP effectively indexes clustered data and
reduces the search cost. For clustered vector data, the MMMP-Index reduces the computational cost to less than
two thirds that of the compared schemes.

Key words Similarity Search, Index, Metric Space, Margin

W5 &z BRI, MRRIMBEOREZRATHS,
BPIRER DR T FiEIETKE <, pivot partitioning & pivot

1. FU&HIC

BRI, BRAA 7Y 27 rohhs 72 icplizt 7
Pz b EFFRNICHETEMITH S 1], A MY v 7 EMERR
LRI, A 7Yy PO CELUE) 2o
AMEWETLOTHNE, WA T bR B,
2D, FEPRRIEZRZ PR, 757, ¥, Hik
HREZRKBIVEHTEY AT LB WAL b T 3 Eiffi
ThD. BalE, HEUEROMOE&OELI a2 %2 KiFEICH

filtering D 2 DI NS, pivot 1%, RIIZBWTEHDT:
Difibns A 7Y =7 b %&IET. pivot partitioning 1%, v
HHEWIH DN ) D7 DIZ, pivot 2> 6 DOFFEER b & 12 2E[H]
ZEBOEITZREN T ET 52 THETH S, —75, pivot filtering
i, MufbeUBbORN#EALT 7Y 27 FOBREDIZDIZ,
pivot £ A 7Y =7 MU DOHHEZEET 2 FETH S, MED
KREZEDIL pivot £A 7P 27 + Lol ERT 2050

N



EVIHIHTH D, RV A A THIEET 2 & pivot partitioning
DIFHIBNIL T, 2wz, L DORFITIE, £ pivot
partitioning TZE[H 2 /NS 2RI AEIL, ZoBIZZEN
ZNDEZERIX LT pivot filtering Zi#H L T\ 3

pivot partitioning DMREIE, EDA 7Y =7 + % pivot IZEK
ET 50, ZLTEDHMTAEIT 22, L) 2 DDHEHKIC
KRELLEALHZI NS, pivot partitioning 1& & % BRI 722 3 EIR
BEVLI DI, PED pivot TEDEL DA T =7 +E[0
b NP AN S EETH D, FID pivot DFERFE
1%, pivot 2256%4 7Y 27 b TOHEEDIA 3T % pivot
DENTH % &0 BERANCIE DT W 2, 2hs OFERTT
®iE, FHMEROHE L o fE AR s Tw 3D
PRTH S, L Lads, s ORI miEs o
ANEF 7Y 27 b EHI L TRLAEED ROV EFTH- 7.
ZHUTR LT, EEDWIIETIR T — ¥ DO ORI D EDw
C pivot ZiEIRT 2 FiE3MREIN TS, #2113, iDistance
Tl k-means 7 7 AF Y VI TY A DELANIET 54
7Yy FEBEL, 205 % pivot & LT [3]. LaL, 2
FAYDELA 7Y 7 b EBERFIEL, HEERPR OB
LTwa 477 b OB DICIIRIR 2 TS 253, ED4r
MHIZOREZRET 2D TIERY, 2Fh, ThsDFTER
7 I AITGIREBRTE R \NTD, 77 AYBEBD pivot 12
o THEIZNTEAN Y ZHEEICL 9 %,

Z ZTAREIZ
Metric Margin Partitioning (MMMP) % 2% 5. MMMP
X7 7 ARG C CEMEZ5# T2, £9, MMMP &
Density-based Clustering 12 & > TIEEIRD 7 5 2 5 55 %
ZWEE Y 7 25 2 HT 5. 2 LT, BRI 7 25 o LhikED»
em_,77x&®%ﬁ b EDWTEEESEIT 5, MMMP
28D, DEL B 528 DOBERORIC Y
EL,#O,%n?h@ﬁﬁxy®§bﬁw%if@ﬁ%%ﬁ
KT 3 &9 ic, pivot &BEIFHEEREINT 2. ABFEOEHR
i, R —Y VeI MEREFLRBORGIFIRICEAL
oD T —F IR RN ZRE L 22 L TH 5.

AFTIE, MMMP 2EBERZRG D7 ED L ) IC22# %57
#HT20HT 2. I 512, MMMP % pivot filtering & fHAE
H¥ 7z MMMP-Index &\ 9 BERRE] b THNT 5. 2%
FHEOFHI & LC, MMMP (< X 2453168 &, MMMP-Index
DERIMHRED 2 DDOEBHEREZHNT 5.

AREOMERE, DT OMD Th2, 82 FETIE, MAOER
ERNEMIA AN T 5. 3. HEH 4. ETIE MMMP & 2D
MRBZGFEICOWCHHT 2. 5 5. BICCHHMEEROL; R %
AL, REDOE 6. HICTE Lo LSBOIEHEZ B2,

2. HERLEEHRR

AETIE, X MYy 7 HEOBE L RO,
BUEER D 72 DR Fik O BI#if s 2 13 %
2.1 XA KMYvw oz &R

AROH D R R E, HEHEOAEZ - TR%cA 7
Pz MHOELMEERTELIIRTDT—F 54 TE2WR

, #1 L \» pivot partitioning F¥%, Maximal

& pivot I

ZLTH

E9%, £9, XYy 7 EEOEREZITIORT,

A7Y 27 MEG D LR d: D x D — R 25K %%
fl M = (D,d) %3,
non-negativity: Vz,y € D,d(z,y) =0
symmetry: Vz,y € D,d(z,y) = d(y, )
identity: Vz,y € D,x =y < d(z,y) =0
triangle inequality: Vz,y,z € D,d(z,z) < d(z,y) + d(y, 2)
DAODRNEENETLE, XYy 7B EV),

PEMERISL d 12, T—8 5 A TIE L EREE R T 5720
BECREISN TS, Hl2E, ZRILORT FADLDHD
Minkowski distance, #5757 — 4% D7-& D Jaccard’s coefficient
% Hausdorff distance, At A+ 77 LD &I LM T 2%
RIGR 7 b VD7D Quadratic form distance, EHinlEEW D
&9 BXFHN DT D Edit distance, 7% EDZEIT 5D,

iR Thkbn s 7 =) 1%, HPIKZ (Range query) $iL
{%#i5% (Nearest neighbor query), Similarity join 7 &35
INTWDS, KA CIHRICHERRZ ).

2.2 HERR

BPEREL X, =Y 77 A3 X FPHEEHHE 2R+
Lvofuabe Uil a 2 P2 BT 2 72D OHIiTH 5.
ISR X 912, % < OBYEFSE Tl pivot partitioning &
pivot filtering % M\ %, KHiTIZ, pivot partitioning D7z &
D pivot IEIRTHEICHEH 2 YL TTHEN

B I3 LT, D pivot “CJZ b G DAXTY Y
I 2R E b AL 5 & 9 7% pivot partitioning %
HELCHIZE L T %, FIofZiTlE, BERICEA R pivot ©
727 b ol i AT 27 % pivot £ LT
72 [2],[4. Tt id pivot EA 7P =7 b EDHMENTHL,
D7\ pivot 26 T2 EERIAICBWIFIETH S, Z
M Z, W 22DFETIE pivot &4 7P +EDIE
HEDSE 2 Ty 242 HUD BR { flA &2 LT B [5], [6]. T o
FELRMARHEHEZ D LI LTE D, FHIHE 5], [7] Pk
fifi [2],[6], &alfE (8], (9] HEBHVENTWS

ORI, BEMRNIZ T — 4 D% pivot 0)1%#)% ZH)
AT 2A%INTw 5, iDistance [3] Tl, #7¥ =2 b
XL T k-means 7 7 AF V) v 72T\, TOELE TV =
7 b % pivot & L, 2¢[#]% Voronoi 77#|9 %. iDistance 1345
79 A OMEERE RN LR [10] 4 EBE F TS <
DBED TR SN TV 3, List of Clusters (LC) [11] &2 7 A
VYV IDREREZRIBZVWE I BT =712 LT, compact
partitioning & V> 9 pivot partitioning D EFiEE R L 72,
LC &7 — % M2 BEEIC S & D0z i 22 R
IZ pivot partitioning L CTER5[ff1F 7 5.

Fexld, T DaAEAMT S 2 LTS SIHIRNARES]
MIFNTE S LEZ T, JERTFETIE, 77 AFBRICOVT
DEZEPAT DI THLVBNZ, 7 IATYNDOL TP 27 3
D pivot ICAFIL THEHIND Z LMD ) 5. AT
CDREMRT 27 B FE L RET 5.



3. MMMP

AKETE, BADBRET L2750 7 727 BIRIcH D
V272 pivot #EIRF KL, Maximal Metric Margin Partitioning
(MMMP) 12D W THINT 5.

£9, MMMP DA R ZHW T 2. X+ Vv 7 20
M = (D,d) IZBWT, pivot pICL>TFX ALY DD
A7 by b S22 00T ZEM S L Sy ILaElEn
T3 EEREZDL., ZNZTNOEITZERIL,

S1={o€ S|d(o,p) £rp}, Sa={o€ S|d(o,p) >rp}

THRETEZ, 22Tr, 3p ik 0EEMERST. C0L
E, 7XVA 7Vl b g0 ol r, ofiFRREM O ED
w7k E,

d(q,p)-i—'l“q <rp, (1)

279613, ZAAEROMGRE,S, Medbeic#lad
2A7Y 27 ME S DARZERTHUTR Y, FRRIC,

d(qvp) —Tq>Tp, (2)

BT 61E, So DAZRFTUIR W, KIC S & Sy D
BRIcENz =Y v RELEE, K (1) bLCIER (2
BREWHERTIRILT 5, DFD, 51 & S DEL S EROIE
HTMOADRUIPIEAN Y TES I L 2RSS, —HT
72EZ S LSy ZNEND T 7 AYDBELDVEENT WA E L
T, 77 AYOERBECITECEG, B D 37 LIzL
v, DhoBEEES LI, fxlds IAIBOY—Y v E2ER
L 7z pivot JEIRFIEE NI T 2IcE -,

orzEfitio~—2 v 2K T 2 & 9 %% pivot ZERT 720,
MMMP TIEHHNCERZPEEI 2 72 25 ) ¥ 712 k> T 20K
Mgz BT 5. 4 ld 2 OMEFEIC Density-based Clustering
® OPTICS [12] ZH\ T\ %, MMMP OLEEBIZ LT D
WO THD, T, BRBT—Fy F2RINRICT S0,
T=FLy b o7V LIGENH LAY 7Ty MR LT
OPTICS 2979 %. ZLC, MMMP 37 7 2%V v 7R
DIL— D SIHIEREBICOWT, K=Y Y T2 IR %
FEITE S X9 7% pivot ZEOHT, MMMP I X 5 7586 %
B 1I1TRT,

3.1 Density-based Clustering

Density-based Clustering (34 7Y =7 M 22RO BEEIZ D
EDWVTY AT 2FHTHE, 61T, 2DV 7
AZN Y TFCTND Y F RIS EBE LW A XX T
7 P HEDIFBEIENTE S, OPTICS & Density-based
Clustering @ 1 FETH D, TLEBROWERE 7 7 25 %
% [12]. OPTICS 3%&4 7Y = 7 FIZD ZE core-distance &
reachability-distance & V>9 2 DDfEZHE T %, OPTICS &
BEIEARLT 7Y 27 P okbITVERHOA 7Y 27 b2
B, ERNIGEAZA 7Y =7 b h 5 D reachability-distance
ZHITL T, HJ1 & 47z reachability-distance 2> & B E
DY 7 Ay & TE 2, OPTICS DFFE R IZEH O(n?)

Cluster boundary

Pivot  Partitioning surface

L 2% (AN | .
0 01 02 03 04 05 06 07 08 09 1

X

1 Partitioning by MMMP

Pivot Partitioning
Surface Candidate

Cluster CF;O

Object

d Cluster CNear
Pivot Candidate P

2 Pivot Selection in the MMMP

MHIEET S, MFERETFELREINTLEDI(13], KA L
TREV, ZNW0Z, REFTI VI LIRALE A 727 by
MZRLTZIRZY VBT 2 2 LIz L7,
FADOPTICS 27 A% ) v Tkt L CEALHEIZ
DTo#E)TH 5.

o VI RAYPAEFNNCHET BN

o My S25Y I THS

o UIAYDELEMETSZIELL, TEBIRDZ I 2
F M TE S

o ATV VBT DI TAYICEITBNMEIKREDIC
bbb

3.2 Pivot BIRFE

FHIIC OPTICS 12 ko Tr7 7 AF U v 7&, WE2 9K
T 7AYPMBINT VWS LT3, KEEEDDIE v I2BWT,
DIF D & 912 pivot 3SR, EEOA 7V 27 F p VT, v
THMESND 7 T RAY 20% p 5 DIHEDSETT % Cear(p)
FH % Crarpy & 7 WTT 5, 2D L E, pivot B,

d(p,of) — max

0n €CNear(p)

d(p,on)) .

(3)
W&o TRES, NhDHE 1 THIE Crarpy ICBIT 28D p IZIE
WA 7Y 27k ETOHEE 5 2 THIE Cnear(p) ICB T 2D E
WAV 27 FECOlEERY, 0F), X (3) Fv—Yv
DIFEERLTVEES A5,

MMMP %37 7 2% 2 2% Cxear(p) & Crar(p) \& 7 VAT
TE5D%S1ODF 727 b #HMEIITIBMEBELT,
206N S, 1 DDIX, pivot IBIRFIETEL 25HHERHI
W 2720TH%, I 1 o08EELTE, 7VUMTHAR
BEUTH-TH, ZOEEDIHEL oA TP 27 MITIFIFE

pivot = argmax ( min
pES  \9fECFar(p)

— 3 —



Pivot Partitioning

by MMMP

Partitioning by LC

3 MMMP-Index

MR 3) ThRAINEdTHS., bEAA, b L pivot
ELTCHY AL 7Y 27 PBEEL BVGEE, AT £
(B2, X 3) DHADMEIZAILRS, 2Fh, —Ho+ 7
Yz 7 bE OPTICS & MMMP TR%Z 27 7 A% ICET5Z
EbHD I 3. pivot IZLk BRI TORICH LT
WEIND,

d(p,of) + max

on €CNear(p)

1
Distance(p) = 5 (Ofergli?n( )
ar(p

M@%O.
(4)

X 2 1 MMMP 2 & % pivot i#IRFEZ LT,

4. MMMP-Index

AFETIE, MMMP O#H%EF & LT, MMMP & pivot fil-
tering % A& b 2 LR R S| MMMP-INdex % #8109
2, BIEICCHMLAZEY, MMMP 17 7 22{kLTw3%
A>T =2 I LT, MwEbe N LR SR D22
BN IR R SR KD ICFFFE N TS, L Lad
5, 77 AYEDBIIC Do), 7IAF1ODKEER
DTG K E Vv & MMMP OZRIZERY, pivot 23T % 4
7Yz MR OMREERELSLEL TS, 22 TRAE
X3 DkIIc MMMP T2 7 A% DD 2RI rHE L 7%
#®iz, B oEt%E LC11] @73 XL THIIT/AE WL
S 2ERIIC pivot 2o THEIT 2, 2 BREEHGHE OB R R
MMMP-Index %##ET 3.

LU offitid, MMMP-Index DR DG ST: & HiPH V>
B O LB OFMIC O THEN S,

4.1 5|7

4.1.1 Ki|DOHEEE

MMMP-Index DIERZELZLLT D 2 B TRR SN S,

o 1 EFEH D Pivot Partitioning

(1) F=%Xv r»oo3vFR kAL 727 F 2ER

(2) Efox7Y=7 55 OPTICS THERIDZ 525 v 7
Mgz it %

(3) 77 AFMEDIL— 1+ DD S NEI,
W T MMMP T pivot & 4r#EIEHEEE% BIRT 2.

(4) A pivot 26 EEMNEAEEDRL 2D 5

o 2 EEH D Compact Partitioning

(1) RIMFIHROTRCDOA TV 27 M %
WO, — FicHIh ¥T3

(2) zfAMEDA7Y 227 FAHDYBTENZLE, — FiZD0nT,
LC & D FIMETH L > pivot 12 & o T/NE W22 IR NI

77 AZRICS &

ZNZ Y e AR

SELT, AdEIC, — FEBEMLTWL, 2oL E, Sl
DEMADA 7Y 27 PICk>TEE . 7z, WRIGEAL pivot
PomRbENA 7Y 27 D pivot & LTHWSNS,

4.1.2 A 7Y =7 DA L HIE

A7 FOFMALHIRIZ, £F, AT EBED
pivot IZ&X > TEHINIRNED, FLIEFHIN TV ID%,
pivot D RBEED GWE TS, 2L C, A7V =7 FPFHZ
NHEREE) — FPICHBEL 72, WAELEHIRZIEITT S,
pivot ICX>TEHING A 7Y =7 MW EIRfE% H 2 7285
&%, LC L RIS Z2E O A Z $ 5,

4.2 BERE

MMMP-Index I2CT27 T VA7 27 b q 26 Bl gr O
FmR 2 CEbE L EONMERIE, DTO#E) Th 5.

(1) pivot DARKEED IV — b SIHIZ, ¢ 2>6 pivot F TORHEE
SAAREREHAGDELR (1), (2) THAYT2

(w FOabRICHET 24 7227 FOEEL D 5, MMMP

Lk oToL 6N FEMT RTITIZWL T,

(a) INEOERTERNC I LT H ZAARENTHEN Y 2325, B
MO TERGNIBIGZERICI2W LT,

i. pivot & q LDEHEE gr 67 TV IKHEAETEA TP b
DEFEL ) 2HHZFIRL, A 7Y =7 FZ2HiAL

ii. HARAENA TP 27 FZENFNUONWT, ¢ L DHFEEEEE
WL, gr OHPENO b DZHEL 7Y =7 by MTEMT 2

5. &F i

P4k, MMMP-Index DEGIfFHFIZFE) FHHEI A FlzDWw»
TOFHI &, MMMP 2 & 2 2 HIPEREDFEA, 2 LT MMMP-
12 & 2R DM %475 7z,

5.1 F—%tvhk

Fax, MEICERLZALORY b L7—% &£ UCI KDD
Archive [14] %* & Hif% L 7z Corel Image Features DX 7 )L
7 =8 ZiHMliFERICH ., ATOXRZ FLTF—=8 L LT, 2
8, 16 RILONAi%ER LIz, 77 AFDPLIIKERIG0 5
1 OHEPHTT V¥ LITEY, £, K79 AFOEEKL 1D
LEofliicT 2 LI FHIDL &5V FLIEALE, 61T, 7
7 AZH#E 10, 20, 30 ICEZ L 3FEPEDT—F LR /.
77X&¢®ﬁ7/17FiEﬁﬁf L, ZDEHERAI 0
75 0.10 DFFATT Y FLIBEALZ DD E, 0525 0.20 OF
FHTT7 v LIGEAR O 2 EER L7, £T—F 1y
PO IV, RIROT—F LA TEED R WD D

Index

’gfﬁ{}ﬁbfc F—&X vy bl U)"C@#f(ﬁm%ﬁl NN
5.2 FIffIFaRK
MMMP-Index i, (a) BEETLZ 528V 7, (b) pivot D

BERET IR %kowtﬁﬁ ZLT () A7¥ =7 MK
DHGZERMITNT BN S IR ANDE], D3 ODAT v
Throlksd, AT v 7 (a)lk, OPTICS[12] Ti& O(nlogn) »
5 0n?) OftFEEER D, AT v 7 (b) TX On?), AT 7
(c) T O(m-logm) 5 O(m?) HIEET 2, nFRIIFHT*
%@ﬁ?/m?Fﬁ% m I ER DL 7Y = 7 PR R

T, R miEn KD BIFEITPSIVETH S, 20D Z,
AT v 7 (a) & (b) BRIIERDaX FOKREITZ DL, —
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