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Abstract—In the big data era, the key feature that each
algorithm needs to have is the possibility of efficiently running
in parallel in a distributed environment. The popular Silhouette
metric to evaluate the quality of a clustering, unfortunately,
does not have this property and has a quadratic computational
complexity with respect to the size of the input dataset. For this
reason, its execution has been hindered in big data scenarios,
where clustering had to be evaluated otherwise. To fill this gap,
in this paper we introduce the first algorithm that computes the
Silhouette metric with linear complexity and can easily execute
in parallel in a distributed environment. Its implementation is
freely available in the Apache Spark ML library.

Index Terms—silhouette, clustering, Apache Spark

I. INTRODUCTION

As the amount of data that is produced every day is huge
and keeps increasing the need for efficient solutions to process
huge volumes of data has risen [|1]. These solutions solve the
problem by parallelizing the work over different machines that
belong to a cluster. In this way, each machine processes a
portion of the data and the overall time required to perform
the operations scales down. Among the systems for distributed
and parallel data processing, Apache Spar is nowadays the
most widespread solution, as it allows for an easy and efficient
execution of the required transformations and the wide range
of operations it supports.

In particular, Apache Spark also features the distributed
execution of many supervised and unsupervised machine-
learning algorithms, which include clustering methods [2],
such as K-Means and Gaussian Mixture models. The efficient
implementation of these methods in a distributed environment
is not complicated and their computational complexity is linear
with the size of the input dataset [3]. However, the output
of these clustering methods should also be evaluated with
equal efficiency and this is non-trivial as one of the most
widespread clustering evaluation metrics, the Silhouette [4],
has a quadratic computational complexity with respect to the
input size. This unfortunately holds true also for the efficient
implementation by [5]], which pre-compute (and cache) part of
the operations and prevents its adoption in big data settings due
to the excessive computational time required on huge datasets.

To overcome this limitation, and inspired by the idea of
pre-computing part of the operations of [3], in this work we
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describe the first algorithm that computes the Silhouette scores
with linear complexity with respect to the size of the dataset.
Our method requires a dedicated implementation for each
distance measure and currently it is defined (and described
in this paper) for two distance measures: i) the squared
euclidean distance, and ii) the cosine distance. The algorithm
is easy to distribute on different machines, being particularly
suitable for parallel computation. In light of these appealing
characteristics, it has been implemented and contributed to the
Apache Spark ML library under the Apache 2.0 Licence and
constitutes its current implementation.

II. BACKGROUND: THE SILHOUETTE METRIC

The Silhouette is a widespread metric used to evaluate
the quality of a clustering operation. Specifically, it is an
unsupervised metric that measures how close the data in the
same cluster are in opposition to how separated they are from
other clusters, in particular from the closest cluster to each
given datum (named “neighbouring cluster’).

a) Definition: Formally, the Silhouette score s; for each
datum ¢ is computed as the the difference between its average
distance to the other data in the same cluster a; and its average
distance to the data in the neighbouring cluster b;, rescaled by
the maximum of them to contain a value in the interval [—1, 1]:
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which can be rewritten as
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The overall Silhouette score is then S = S~ | s;/N, i.e.
the average of all s;,Vi € [1,..., N], where N is the dataset
size. As such, the metric ranges from -1 to +1 and the highest
it is, the better the clustering is.

b) Computational Complexity: As we do not know in
advance which is the closest cluster to each datum, the
implementation of the Silhouette requires that, for each datum,
we compute its distance with all the points in the dataset and
average them by cluster. Once we have the average distance
between one point and all the clusters, s; can be easily
computed with the equations above. However, computing the
distance between each datum and all the others is the dataset
has a computational complexity of O(N? x D), where D is

if a; > b; @
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the number of dimensions in the given dataset, i.e. X; € RP.
Indeed, the distance metric computation, although depending
on the actual distance considered, generally requires O (D) op-
erations and we need to compute O(N?) distances. As already
discussed, this computational complexity leads to excessive
computational costs and time in a big data environment, where
N is a large number. In addition, in a distributed environment,
this computation either required that each machine hosts the
whole dataset to compute the distance with a datum — which
would cause an O(N) memory footprint, causing OOM issues
for large N — or that the whole dataset is exchanged over the
network between the machines (usually named workers) at
least for W times, where W is the number of workers used.
From this discussion, it is clear that the algorithm does not
efficiently scale with the size of the input dataset and with the
number of workers, as required in big data clusters.

III. DISTRIBUTED SILHOUETTE

To avoid the above mentioned limitations of the Silhouette
implementation, we designed methods to compute it with a
linear complexity with respect to the input size and that allow
for an efficient distribution of the workload across different
workers. Namely, the critic operation is the computation of
the average distance between a datum X; and the points C;
belonging to each cluster 'y with & € [1,..., K|, where K
is the number of clusters obtained from the execution of a
clustering method. As such, the focus of this work is the
computation with linear complexity of such distances:
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for each k. To do so, we designed specialized algorithms
that strictly depend on the distance measure used. In particular,
in this work we describe the algorithms for two widespread
distance measures: the squared Euclidean distance (§III-A),
and the cosine distance (§III-B). Though, a similar approach
may be used for other metrics as well.

A. Squared Euclidean Distance

When using the squared Euclidean distance as distance
measure, the distance between one datum X; and a cluster
I';, can be rewritten as:
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where D is the number of dimensions of the data in the
dataset, xz;; is the [-th dimension of the X; vector, and cj;

is the [-th dimension of the C; vector belonging to the I’
cluster, which contains Nr, elements.
Then, the first element of Eq. ] can be rewritten as:
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where {x;, Z x? can be pre-computed independently

1=
and in parallel for each point X;.
In addition, keeping in mind the definition of {x,, the
second term of Eq. ] can be rewritten as:
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which can be pre-computed for each cluster with a single
pass over the whole dataset, i.e. with linear complexity with
respect to the size of the dataset

Lastly, the last element of Eq. ] can be rewritten as:
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and, by defining a vector Yr, so that:
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where the vectors Yr, can be pre-computed for each cluster
with a single pass over the whole dataset, similarly to \Ilpk

As such, by integrating Eq. 5 Eq. [§] and Eq. [0] into Eq. 4
we can rewrite Eq. [4] as:
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With this formula, the average distance of the datum X
from cluster I';, (Eq. B) becomes:

2In the implementation, each worker can independently compute the cluster-
wise sums of its data, which are then collected on a node which aggregates
them in the overall sums. We can notice that the efficiency of this algorithm,
hence, depends on the number of clusters, which in practice is a fairly small
number and much lower than the dataset size.

3In the implementation, Y and ¥ are jointly computed with a single pass
over the whole dataset.
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In this way, the distance between each element X; and each
cluster I';, does not require the computation of the distance
between X; and all the other data in the dataset. Indeed, each
X, can be processed independently, as it is enough to pre-
compute the constant £x, for each point X; and the constants
Ur, and Nr, and the vector Yr, for each cluster I'y. In
the Apache Spark implementation, the pre-computed values
for the clusters are distributed among the worker nodes via
broadcasted variables, because we can assume that the clusters
are limited in number and anyway they are much fewer than
the points.

The main strengths of this algorithm are the low computa-
tional complexity and the intrinsic parallelism. As we have
seen, ¥r,, Nr, and the vector Yr, can be pre-computed
with a computational complexity that is O(D = N/W). After
that, every point can be analyzed independently of the others.
Specifically, for every point we need to compute the average
distance to all the clusters. Since, Eq. requires O(D)
operations, this phase has a computational complexity of
O(C % D x N/W) where C is the number of clusters (which
we assume quite low). Lastly, each score s; can be computed
with Eq. |2} and the s; scores are averaged. This average has
a computational complexity of O(N/W). All in all, we can
conclude that the computational complexity of the algorithm
is O(C « D x N/W). As in big data settings it is reasonable
to assume that N >> C and N >> D, this is O(N/W) that
means that the algorithm scales linearly with the size of the
input dataset and that the time required to compute the metric
reduces linearly with the number of workers used. This is an
ideal condition in big data clusters as it enforces that the size
of a dataset can grow indefinitely without increasing the time
required to perform the computation by scaling with the same
growth factor the number of worker nodes.

B. Cosine Distance

To define the metric with the cosine distance, we use a
similar approach. The cosine distance is defined as 1 — cs,
where cs is the cosine similarity, which is:
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Hence, the average distance between a datum X; and the
data C; of a cluster I'y, is:

(12)
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Now, analogously to the squared Euclidean case, we can
define the vectors
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which can be pre-computed for each cluster. Eq. hence
becomes:
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Therefore, Eq. |13| can be computed with
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which can be computed for each X; without comparing it to
all the data in other clusters, but using only the above-defined
pre-computed vectors. Once obtained the average distance of
each X; for all the clusters, its Silhouette score s; is computed
with Eq. [2| and the Silhouette scores are averaged for all the
elements in the dataset. As can be inferred from its definition,
all the considerations regarding the computational costs done
in the previous subsection for the squared Euclidean distance
apply to this case as well.

IV. EXPERIMENTS

To showcase the benefits of the proposed algorithm, we
compare the runtime required by the standard Silhouette
implementation and the method proposed in this paper with
the squared Euclidean distance as a dissimilarity measure. All
the experiments have been executed with a single thread on a
MacBook Pro with 2,8 GHz Intel Core i7 and 8 GB of RAM
1600 MHz DDR3. In this condition, we do not exploit the
ability of our method to parallelize over multiple workers. So
in a big data scenario, the difference would be even larger or
the standard implementation would not be an option in case
of very large datasets. We used a proprietary dataset with 129
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Fig. 1. Runtime required (in seconds) to compute the Silhouette score (with

features and observed the computational cost by increasing the
dataset size. The results are reported in Fig.

First, we can notice that the quadratic complexity of the
standard implementation emerges clearly in Fig. In addi-
tion, when we reach the 100,000 of dataset size, its runtime
explodes in comparison with our proposed method with a
difference of 3 orders of magnitude, as we can see from
Fig. With the proposed method, the runtime reaches at
maximum 23 seconds and it is not reached at the maximum
dataset size: this happens because with different sizes we also
have a different number of clusters in this experiment and,
as previously seen, the number of clusters plays an important
role in the computational cost of our method.

V. CONCLUSIONS

With the goal of enabling the execution and proper
evaluation of clustering algorithms in a big data environment,
in this work we describe the first method to compute the
Silhouette score with a linear computational complexity with
respect to the input dataset size and with the possibility
of being executed in parallel over different machines.
Our scaling experiment, although performed on relatively
small datasets (~150,000 data), showed the great benefits
of the proposed algorithm that are even larger in a
real distributed environment. The implementation of our
method has been contributed to the Apache Spark ML
library with Apache 2.0 Licence and is also available at
https://gitlab.com/mark91/SparkClusteringEvaluationMetrics/
-/tree/master/src/main/scala/org/apache/spark/ml/evaluation
under the same license.

VI. LIMITATIONS

As discussed in the proposed approach does not
provide a generic algorithm that generalizes over any distance
measure. On the contrary, it requires a dedicated implementa-
tion for each distance measure. Currently, the algorithms and
implementations have been defined only for the squared Eu-
clidean distance and the cosine distance, but similar definitions
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squared Euclidean distance) with the standard implementation and our approach.

may be possible also for other distance measures. Unfortu-
nately, it is hard to apply the same approach to the Euclidean
distance, as the square root operator hinders the possibility
of aggregating cluster-level statistics to be used for the final
formula. While approximations are possible, e.g. by taking the
square root of the element-cluster average distances the exact
computation of the Silhouette with Euclidean distance with
this method is not possible.
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