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Comparing two partitions 
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where: )(tP , )(qP – partitions t (q) of a finite set of objects A, 

nn   – number of objects, 

rsn  – number of objects belonging simultaneously to clusters r and s, 

vr ,,1  ( us ,,1 ) – cluster number in partition )(tP  ( )(qP ), 

)(uv  – number of clusters in partition )( )()( qt PP , 

rn  – number of objects in cluster )(t

rP  (column r), 

sn  – number of objects in cluster )(q

sP  (row s). 

 

Rand index 
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Corrected Rand index (Hubert & Arabie [1985], p. 198) 
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Nowak index 
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