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Similarity Join Algorithm Based on Entity

LIU Xue-Li, WANG Hong-zhi, LI Jian-Zhong, GAO Hong

(School of Computer Science and Technology, Harbin Institute of Technology, Harbin 150001, China)

Abstract:  Taking entity as the basic unit to organize the tuples in query processing is an effective way of managing low-quality data. As
many descriptions of attribute value in an entity, join operator must support similarity join over multiple values. Entity similarity join is
more effective than traditional similarity join in data cleaning, information integration, fuzzy keyword search, fraud detection, and text
aggregation. In this paper, an entity similarity join algorithm, ES-JOIN, is designed by adopting the structure of the double layer prefix
index. The presented method is suitable for solving set similarity join problem based on fuzzy elements matching, and thus is a better
choice than the traditional set similarity join which only considers exact element match. In order to accelerate the join process, a new
filtering measures is proposed to optimize the algorithm, and an optimization algorithm, OPT_ES-join, is also obtained. Experiments
demonstrate that the ES-JOIN algorithm has good efficiency and scalability, and the filter measures is very effective.

Key words: entity; similarity join; poor-quality data
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FHE 1R 17 T e 2 38 AR B ) 2R (19 S, 7 A 1R W T R v R BB LE AR 115 IR R TA k) 45 T ) A B
Bi); B = 03X 55 ot H s BE AT I D (19 W B 2 A ) AR A H KIS TR BRI AR A R R
P T U AT B RS TR R 1K A K Rl PR R SR

o TR S TR B U7 v o 45 R T4 AR 1 4 T RO B LK R B 3 A SR
k.

M ER 53 A o AT LU Y 56 95 T AT A i e B L 2 B U S BRI A Ak M i v A
A0 SR 1 B3 5 ] . AR T R S I R S SR 20 Ak BRI R 4 SR B L A, Rk — B R O R Ak B R
HHE SR ORUE 7T 98 45 SR A v R T S AR 2 BT N P B 2 2 — e R 1N 9 AR T A A T E AR 2,
AT 25 B 1R B v 2 1S B0 — B Y V0 4 R X R, ] 1 SURN A 5 U A R AR UL
i) .

i A 0 W R S A R B A T SRR 56 3 AT R B S A R i S 1 G 2 A P SR A R R B
B, GBS AR AT M A3 4 T 5 DA JEL. T TR 2849 S 2 SE AR B AR B L 1, R A 4 DU A RO — AN SE AR Bl S 4
HHE 00 M AE B 2 8 AR IE, R EL AT 08 4R X AN S (8 1 MR SRS 7] 2R 25090 P 2R R R R 1Y)
AEAEPEAR B, T 2 28 7 J M %) 0 O e 5t A 500 0 i P 48 s, 2 T DA I L 7 S v o B0 A e
AT DUTE G AR AR AR A Y VR R B R iR A, R 1 M 1 4SS R EE Name 8
1, Catherine,Kate,Kitty #ffig % [F] 1 R 7x — AN N, RS 7E 40%[0 15 30 T # FH Catherine 3R 7.

Table 1 A simple entity table
F1 AR SRR

Id Name City

1 {Catherine,0.4;Kate,0.1;Kitty,0.5}  {NewYork,0.8;NY,0.2}
2 {Alexander,0.7;Ada,0.3} {LasVegas,0.8;LV,0.2}
3 {Charles,0.8;Chunk,0.2} {Chicago,0.8;CHI,0.2}

S A K BT 3B 5 B TR AL, (R A5 AN [ T AT AR BB 3 Ml 1 R AE A B v R TC L A A
B ARG ST R s AN AT B T 5 S, S48 £ A R AEL R s 1% 5 B PR A7 AE R KR 14 A JBE R 3 i L i
i 3 50 P AN A R 3 U 5 BB AR ) — Rl S R T S AR B S Y 0 S s 25 Al A 0 55 A L ek T A
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TANIARE AR L S AR R RE G AR RIS R R IR AN E AR R T AN SE A B, S A K AE 2 S S AR Y
SR BE S A 78— L8 Tn A R B B Ok LA 10— L SR A B T o A B () Ak BE AT H A B B AT B R
By P I AR AT 5 5 B8 T AT RE T FE IR [P PT A R RE R4 R IR T B0 R 4R B8 I BRAR T Eif Ab
R R N BUAT 1R SR PR E BRI  BUARRE R R SR, I AN BE MR A b R g gl A PR 2 1 e
WA, 25 I I B AT 25 R 2 5 Ve x4 SR M TR 1) 52 ), A 2 A T SR G A 10 2 D e R [P DX A 2 ¥ 45
RAFAE TBER I BT 7% 18 2 2 iy mh B0 (0 5 it i) A8 O HLABCBE T 7 45 5 — A it (1 B, M R A TR AN
Fi S (L AT L 08, A 8 P B ) 4 2R e R e () B 5 g 3 AT R T R S 1) Bl PR KA
BRI, 3K L AT R S S ARt o S T v S TR S A HEAT A U AR B GR [ R A SEAR T AL, AT
fifpphe T LA A BN A G R B el AL, A5 1 A 4 SRS R R 1 BRI i 2SR AR [M] Catherine (1 FE
U5, W SR AEAR SR B PR b R A T 445 Kate (K9S AR GRS IR 81245 1) 288 10 45 58 (EL7E 3R 1 BT/ ) S A KL
I P76 T 2 0 45 R RENE R AR [ e A, £ BB S AR I BT 7 BB B A SEAR B

2 18 B S AR BRI IR i R e AR 38 AT DL el 22 AR R LAk A1 A7 0T N2 ) o i 32 BILAT 1) #5340 7
TEANTRE A SO TS T SR s R R AR AL R 4 AR 45 S P SE 4R Ry SRR E AL ML BIfE 7,
He TSR A AR JE BB IR SR e A 130 A2 AR ABL B B L 10 S AAORT . by 3552 e M BT A RE 0 4tk S A4 s 1
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E q AN FAF RN g-gram 345 A7 B4 .
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Fig.1 Basic idea of prefix filtering
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AN )T R A2, 7 13 R PR M 6 0 T i 7 1 FR A LR B AT B K/, 745 B 2 R PR DG R 2 TR IR 7E SE AR OC &
IR rr S ARF ER ARG 256 2 T S MR G A5 R R IR T R /N, S B PR b B — AN A R A AR i R R SR
A PR, B AT T LA ) I A TR I T DU T ), B2 (AN () R U B - A R 3R R SR I AR AN [R) L 5
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FOT T I AN it 22 B8 5L T ] e th USRS AR BT O AE AR T R AL
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AAPE d(s,0) =30, Py Py SIm(s,, 1) ol L 652 25 4 5 B
sim(si,rj):l—M)—,

max{| s; |.| r; [}

Forpd(si, 1) 2 70T s,y PR 2 S

AT S A Ja AR AR AL PR 8 I ok s SCSE AR R ARABL P 2.

E X S(LAE MHBUERE). 4 ek X AL RN T, ERM BN SR AT S FAIHIUE R IR
5] 7 A 996 A2 BA R 4 A 1 SR ()

(1) rieRteT;

) d(r.S.t;.S)< 0,0k T Hi 5 HARLLYE B 4.

TEHERE R YE S WIRARINE B0 &, 7T LA R S AR AR A% 35

Bl 2.5k 1 BT RGEPEH R WEARE LR 2 2SI RE 5T P RR B
fr .
D] A [/ — FH P AN 0] B [ B 392 9 AN S [ £ b 7 30 90, DALk, Name J& M b3 R3R 1 F3e 2, m] LUK I Hi 45 1
IR VE P e Y B B Dk 2,0 7 4 e AR R B AR A 0.1, DU A AL P B R TR 45 SRR {(1,1),(1,2),
(3,3)} U4 1 vh 1D O 1 (45 R R 8 —AME R IVE D P S AR 1 A6 G 1) O 2 Hills e b JRAT1 A R Tl
TP AL B SRR I L 1D R 1 B e ANV

Table 2 Transaction record table

R2 LHWRR

1D Name City Date Money
1 {Kate,0.8;Kitty,0.2} Beijing  2012-3-15 2000
2 {Katherin,1.0} London 2012-3-15 5000
3 {chunk,0.4;chales,0.6} London 2012-3-15 3000

2 ES-JOIN B 5404

2.1 ES-JOINEZMIELREH

SRR BLAE T 122 10— AN S AT R R i T 4 AR AR B 1 0 025, AR T i 25 R Sk SR AR AR s, P A
AP, B 2 A P S A5 MRS B s R r R R B ISR BT AT 4% 5 00 1) S B B A5 2 % e S 4 15 s
A (ROARAUYE, &5 s A0 r PRORFAGLIRG 2 52 SC 8,000 s 1 v JTAE ¥ 55 44 T U B2 AR 3 A T AR R AR 6 i e,
"t BT S B R M T AT T R AL T K B T 50 A MR SR T ST AR R T F) G B £ ) 2
ZRIE ) O(n?), 2= 1) S22 8k O(n). FAT ) A BE U A 10 1o M, T At 9l o AR WE R 1) 5 %5 o e AR D i
) 55 pAxf

mii4ﬂﬂiwﬁﬁﬁsﬁr%mwﬁ%&&nzzmmgnmymmmm%MMﬁﬁ@§W4ﬁﬁ

2 0L E T (s, 1) << o)A PR R AU B FG B 8 A7 A SR — Aty 00 A B FEE AR /IS 0 A% o ) 7 e o B
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T AL S B8 I R IR, [ A5 0 A SR AR AL A7 D iR, DR 0, AR SO0 T AR B 7 4% #R OGS AR AL B 35
R S e A AR AR £ 5 Wi 5, 0 T S AT m vy B il A2 AR B 1 L PR 7 43 3 0TS 2 i R i S
BEAT I 5 o Ao e 2 A0 R EAT T AR AR PRI 3 AL S SCSEAAARMBLYE I 6 110 S 440

BUAT (K BIF T B A 11 o-gram s 37 (81 2R 51, SRIBCR g4t R 8 A R P2 B B B AN L 8 9“7 45 5 68, AT ik
/DG R 1A T ALK B v R AT AR

BT R A, A K ES-JOIN SR AL 281 filter-and-verify HEZE B AAFRE W1 & 2 Fros.

TR

i R

Fig.2 Framework of ES-JOIN algorithm
2 ES-JOIN FiAMHESL

Wil 2 s, ES-JOIN 5L T Je G SRR Th I RUZ BT 43R 5145 BT 4R 1 153 4R, 585 2 20 SR FH T dat 8 S5 i ok
SRREAT I U8, o o — A0 %o A B A 3 4 T SRR DL R AT A DA B AR IR (R 2 4 SR T RS TR TS A R A U
TR TR RZ TR BN LU AR S 3R 51 (0 B A A7 T DA SRR Dy AR B A7 FE A A R AE I A FHF A I
FAF AN TR I E R B SR AR AR AR AR i (HR T P ARG ) SRR, A T K E I IUR VL

M4 ES-JOIN Sk (IHELE, 590 1 $i3h T 590 (1) HAR Sl 7.

H3% 1. ES-JOIN Hik.

HONEBE AL RS, ER R SR ETE A EMSUZ AT RG] T, T, G 5 B B B o, A7 U B 4 6,

o L A A IR SN B Result.

(1) Result=g

(2) WIhhf5kSE Cans=Generate_candstruct(T,,Ts):
(3) fxik4E Canf=Generate_cand(Cans);

(4) Result=verify(Canf)

(5) i&[9] Result.

ES-JOIN 92 R F X2 T 28 R 51 45 /) P= A i 1k 42 28 (1) 2, Generate_candstruct 1 G & 302 R 5] ,4E
SR BEAE AL IR SE A B X 5 25 (2) 28, Generate_cand ) F T 5 55 P50 38 365 (1) 20 v AR A 1A 1 £, A i e 28 A
55, 5 Q) AT A AR SIR AT B A 3R A f 26 3R (0] S A4 AL JEE 422 1) 4 SR A3 20 1) R AR ST B L35 2.2 71

2.2 ES-JOINE R4S

221 MZEHTHRRTIEH

B S 4 ] SR S A PR AR RA P T DU AR Ok A R 2 D A AL A T AT T B R AL 2 1 i
2227 | IR IR B3 2 AEBLBE 4 A 1 - 455 R 6, A B R I A BT A S A0 (0 — SE A BL Ik A R T R i A
e R, L5 5 ST 1R X2 i 8 2R 13 | R B8 A S A v AR AL % 75 B 0 R 0k 2k
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WUZ TR 51 L 75 B AR 2 22 b A RT R R 51 A SRl E 775 SR AU S B rp AT R 51 2 — Bl HE R
GIEY RSO AbE RPN I

o K EE B AF A K g-gram;

o MUK ITHE M g-gram HEJF A R IDF R BT AT RAR K g-gram 4 HELEF 510 (19 150 16 B0 S

RERL H DU AR 1 q-gram 8] HESE Ll /N, 28 3o i 2 et 08 727 2 16 f 3 4 tho k7 4 /N 22,

o TRIRIEMRAJR g-gram TR BEASFAF R g-gram SEAHEF

o IRJa BT RGN LR BT AT SR AT T T ) g-gram @R

AN T 755 ) gram 426, HH T S AR 09 22 (B ARR AE, S 4 kA8 1K 5 o 2R ) g-gram A 2 — A
—IeABR(,9), 341 PU T4 (eid,cid, ], g) F 7m — A g-gram. 2 ieid AR SEAK S, — AN SEAR R M BT g-gram
JEEEME— )52 A 5 scid FRoR g-gram SRR ES cid AN TR BT g-gram, BT, SEAA R PEAE 1) — S F A5 R
g-gram £ &L=k 1) cid;l FoR g-gram A7 EE B9 f2 g-gram [KI{E.

ANFTF O MR T 75 SR T R 51,6 T SE AR AR AU 3 e 40 S U2 AT R 51K g-gram (AR AE A
K510 B HER A g-gram FITZE RS2 4RS eid, 55 2 J2 DA eid &R 51 30, 77 4% (cid, pro) [ TG 41 45 kg, Hoh = Je 4 1
TR -gram o SV F) 5 100 7 A ] 1) 2 SCR X WIS 2R 51 RE A 6 & T 2R 5 I s Ikt i A Py AL AL A5 L.

Bl 3:3% 3 SRR, % =1,q=3,value J& PEH 3-gram [¥) & 74 (bee,bed,abe).

Table 3 Entity table

Fz3 LlkE
eid value
1 {abc,0.9;abcd,0.1}
2 {abce,0.5;bcd,0.5}

WZ AT RS 3 fios

© ©® ® mm
FRE I 3:14)

L2 ] [1 ]2

i

1 2

T 1 T~ LW
R T TR
109 O @05 (109 (.03 $%%E&ﬁ%g

(2,0.1)

Fig.3 Bi-Layer prefix index
K3 XzZErg RS
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{107 S A S, 7 381) S A A ARUK P M I (B8 2.2.2.2 1Y),
2221 HIFMERRIIEL LN

BE T SEAR PR B e AR A I 4R, TR A R G W ST AR R 51 AR & T g wn, B AT I — AN Hr
1) &5 KA S AR A 3 25 44

TE S B(EARMRIELEM Can). SLAR IALTERFE: (eid,,eid,) — {(eid, cid, eid,.cid) | (Cyig, s M Coig, ca) * D}
b (eidy, eidy) A& —ANSEAR id X, 7 R il AL BT DE A AR BT S C O AT R I RTSR g-gram 4R
#r.Cans SRR IE 25 M 4 £5,1 Cane.eid  (eidy,eid,),Cane.cid i i (Cyq, g M Coig, i0) # D [ (eidy.cid,eid,.cid)
B 2% |Can,.cid| A 4% £ 1K S (eidy.cid, eid,.cid) AL H 4 % i AN P45 R 2 .

© PERREERSMROT  httpy/ www. jos. org. cn



1428 Journal of Software #k#F%4% Vol.26, No.6, June 2015

TE A I RUZ AT, 1 56 & I g-gram A0 [ 1) SEAR S TR A TS5 b H A A TRV RT SR 00 7458 B 7 A8 S A4 fi
T 5 K A FF 2 J5 45 3 10 S A ik 308 4 T e DA SR AR Dy A S AE 22 5 I IR AN A B AR TR 4 TR B I A
AR 1) FE A A

Bl 4:3% 1 538 2 7€ Name JB M _LASCAI UM JE He 804, % =2, 0=0.1, SEAR R % 45 44 Can, Wl 4 BToR. 550k 2 45
H T AR AT A S A A 3 45 4 1 LA AN

Can,.eid Cane.cid # %
@) ——) 1)
) — ) @y |

@3) —— 1 1) |

I

Fig.4 Entity candidate structure Can,
K4 seikfeikaify Cane

H 3% 2. Generate_candstruct.

BN SRR RS ER B LT RT T,Ts

0 L SE A i B A 8 2245 Cans.

(1) Cans=g

(2 &I T, T HAAIE g-gram {81 HER, 4B R e 455 Can.

(3) For Arfif Can,

a) If Cane.eideCans.eid, ¥ Cane.cid $& A H fH K 2] /MG A E] Cans ¥ Cane.cid HE3K 1,
b) If Cane.eidgCans.eid, ¥ Can, #fi A\ %] Cans ',

(4) R[Hl Cans.

TEA LSRG 1L 25 ¥ 42 & Cans [ i e

o WUk Cans, ¥ N (WEIVEH (1)H);

o WG EIFEEEMN LIRS RG] AES IR, BT REAS g-gram #AT #E— K4 R, B R LR

WA A 1) 5 i A B A LR g-gram FEIHER RS A5 Bl — A Can, 8584, 58 B3 (2) 2,
o ZJa JIWiHE R Cane &5 8 I SE RS ST R LA AE Cans R H B35 2, & WA Can, 4584 (55 (3)
). ARG I R b K cid AR IR 9 25 3 4% cid AL B R B /NME A Cans .

AL Q) H N T H (2P h A Cane FEA M cid X A K HAAHF cid X (B4 cid Anz
AR 1 Cane 5 H7E—il, 115 & 32 )5, Cans 1 REAS LA HH I — K, a4k T — 20 1R S84 A% 4 cid X
Here i B 24 TR — ik gl i 0 75 3t 7 48 cid Rk 150D I (R B 2R

RV N [R) 5 2% B A3 B8 P(s),P(r) A 5443 S T R v B0 42 1 S A4 I A A BT 2R 2 A 1s(e) M 3R S T g-gram
o e M EIHER TR/, SEAR B (A 1P AN Rl ¢ T 15 B 8 55 44 fig 3k 45 149 5 &, Generate_candstruct 7
ZEWPITA q-grameP(s)nP(S)IIEIHER I AR 0 D0 L o o, (@) +1,(8)) B BIHER I P KBy 1 243k
q-gram Nk n, 15 EVE B IR R 45 SRR /N A Co, BRI 38 (3) 25 HE 7 19138 52 2% FE 2 O(cloge-Co). L B &
2% B K9 T S5URT I, BT O(n-1)+O(cloge-Co).

2222 b ugE RIS SR o

HFE A IS ) eid A4 0 AN A 3 i v T 26 B v R AR AR ORT 1R 0 A AR DB DR IR, T AR A RO T D
L AR 25 71 R S I B SR 1) Mk e DR, 2 A R O DR I IR S SR R 5 3 — Dk R AR (M A

TH 3 O 5 R A S Ak mRORC R K (R S A X SISt A B P TR A K B SR A SR R A K A R O
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W
2

o T AR e AR R ok 1429

T 2 75 DG, 2k et A B 22 (1 4% 0, A1 45 o 28 A1 L B mT R IR /).

FT IR AT T AN I PR

R 1 2 B s={(p1,01),(P2,02): .., (Pm Gi) }.r={(1,51), (02, 5), - (Qny S )} AFALE [ 4 6, % s,r T4 34T
R ENHE R AR AL B 0.0 T SRk 45 74 Cane.cid BE3R 05 1 A cid X (cidy,cidy), #5:

i " Peig, <———
pc|d1 pcndz |Cane.Cid|

iy &(Cane.eid) <8.
WA s 5 AL AT zd(si‘rj)ér p,-q; -sim(s;,r;) =6;
KA 0<<sim(s;, 1) <1,/ LA Zu(simgr p-0;=0;
SCH d(si, ) < AW R H AN Cane.cid. G SR BE ) 159 Zd(si,rj)ér p-q; =0 WL

P <
PP, | Cane.cid |

X Pg, P, = Py Py LA P, - P, <|C—ar%0i—(” ) Zd(si,mgr P g, <0.

Eﬂ,zd(siyrj)érpi-pj-sim(si,rj)<0. O

R 2. SR 45 Cang.cid 851 cid X0 4 (Cidyy,Cidyy),(Cidio,Cidyy), ..., (Cidym, Cidyy), Ho i, m Sk 1
KA k=min{j| 3] p- =6}, 45 k>m, ] d(Can,eid) < 6.

WA s 5 AR A Zd(simgr p,-q; -sim(s;,r) =0;

Py 0sim(sun) <LATL Y o Py -sim(s, n) < 2. py-q;.

kM IAT " Py Paa, <000, -y <0 JTLL, zd(simér P P, -sim(s;, r;) < 6. O

PR 1 T W S AR5 3k 4544 Cane.cid BER M55 1 A cid S 75 396 A AR ARUYE B39 6D 1k 0 2 Yo 3 i 1 3 1 1)
A R BEAT T ik i ik — 20 el /) i B 11 77 A

B 5:3 153 2 7¢ Name 54T b A BL I B8 4 , 15 7=2, 0=0.5. WL 52491 3 1) S A 32 5 A 4 &, SEE R (2,1)
b cid X6 (2, 1) RRLTE 4 0.08, 553 K Bl 2.1 0.08<0.5/2, 7] Hi it 1 55 5 SRS (1, 1) BT 7 B S M i 46 4. L
H SEAOR(L,2), 2055 1 4 cid 624 (1,2), 0B 0.32>0.5/2,3 /£ 55 1 ANk B 45 4F AR M (1,2) F1 (2, 1) F AR % A in Ay
0.32+0.12=0.44<0.5, H4#5 P4 5T 2, A 16 4 v 4 B 4.

MAETT 1 v] 51:7E Generate_candstruct 53k 7 Az 1) SEAR g 5 G5 W AR A vh A ik S5 4 eid XFEE 1 AN cid AU
Tk I, )b S A o — 5 ANV A AUV AR, TT DL R DB M T 2 SRA I8 T SRR MR, 1 — P 1o B A
SR L AR AN T AL ARABLRE B (B 3 00 3 4t T A IR o 1y P 2 g AR R ) B R AR

3% 3. Generate_cand.

SRR R,S, SN Rk 45 i HE A Cans;

i SE AR R L A5 B2 4 Canf.

(1) Canf=@

(2) For CangeCans, % Cane.eid [ cid 3.

a) R 1. M 2 AT DUk
b) A2 AT JE S B Cang.eid 3 A F] Cans

(3) IRIH] Cans.

Generate_cand 5751 Jo ¥k 859 o 25, Hok B T Generate_candstruct S92 i 454> SE 44 fig 32k 45 K, 5
TG —A Cane, ff FH M T 1 R0 5T 2 3o 308, 3% [ g 2% Ao R 4.

S R IT T) 52 2% BE A T e SV T o 3 7 58 2.2.2.2 7 R 7 A [ S AR ik 3 45 40, T AfG s N () B4R FE S C B
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7 O(Cy).
223 fIMEIEEF KT

o T A S ) S AR A S R B A 7 BT L cid S TR ) 4 P R o e PR U A R AL R AL R
H QLG T 01345 KT 0,01 3 7 3 P A SIE A4 2 AHARLIYY, B 0 26 AT 3% 2 3 T T A ) ST A 4 34 45 ) 3 (R 1 A SEE ke
AU 2 5 1) o 248 5 SR SRR WLV 4.

E3% 4. Verify.

BN SRSk 5 F 4R A Cans, 2 5 5 28 B 45 7, AL B 1 6,

A L I AL R AR IR S B A Result.

(1) Result=g

(2) For CangeCans,f& Cane.eid [1) cid XT3,

a)  UFEEER PR cid X4 R R B, 19 B AR, SR D0 E A T Y. eid FY T
b) A eid XFAHLEE KT 6,04 A 2 Result 485 Hh.

(3) i[9 Result.

S0V 4 FHREAR I 7 V5 U 52 Sz A4 35 o) ) AHABLEE . EH Generate_cand 4572 7] %1, Cane.eid [ cid s 5E & 44 7
ST FT e T A 0 B 2 B L PP - 1 R O A N B T 8 S B 58 SN SR A AR AU T AR Bl 124X BB T ST A4k 1
AR

I [ 55 2% B 53 W7 16 B 243 4 Cane.eid 1Y) cid XHE R 1S3 K B len(eid), i IR 3 B2 AN 400 n,cost b7t
BB 4 AR B P P 3, D) 385 F S5V PRI ) (7] 52 4% B2 ) O(cost-len(eid)).
2.2.4 ES-JOIN L4547

ES-JOIN £ (1) TEffi ¥ 23 #1532 Generate_candstruct £l Generate_cand 4= [{ fi i 45 JL 605 7 T nl e
FE 0 L AT A8 verify Sk, Cane.eid ¥ cid X E R A0 5 T BT A7 0T R il A2 2 i B 2 B0 L 1) S 45 HROOF, DRI b, T A
T A AEL AL L 11 S A4 0] #1845 R (1, Bl S T 26 A 1 L A 4

ES-JOIN Sy W [ 5 2% 8 43 1 ES-JOIN 3% 1 I 7] 52 2% J5 O 28 (2) 20 ~ 55 (4) 20 I () 52 2% B 2 Fn 2L ey
5 2.2.2.1 WHRBEEEQD A IFATR R TIHI EE A28 O(n-1)+O(cloge-Co), 3 2.2.2.2 1515 B H32: 51 (3)
Ak 8 A A 2 B B IR SR FE A O(Co), HER 2.2.3 715 3 B A A S92 25 (4) 20 B N B AR IR N i) 5 2% B2 4
O(cost-len(eid)). K i, ES-JOIN 532 & (1B 1] 52 2% By O(n+1)+O(cloge-Cq)+O(Cq)+O(cost-len(eid)). F 4,1 J {514
R WEBACSE N AL g-gram DN Co b A IFXUZTT 2 51 G 145 R K/ len(eid) b 5 1k 5 Cane.eid (1) cid ¥
BRI PHK)E.
2.3 ES-JOINE XHIfLi

ANt — 4k ES-JOIN SLIE 1K SR B

o 58 SR B PEAE s={(p1,01),(P2:02), -+ (P On) 1T ={ (01, 81), (02, 5), - .o (O ) . T 5,7 B AT AT th K BN HEFE.
SN 1,25 G XUR TR T 2 JG 58 1% cid ARFR 11435 H 55 B RN K W3 5 A 52 44— 58 AN 23 A L.
3 A AR T G b AR AR /S B S 45 RN T AR B ) SRR AN (RAFE R 2 b FH 30). 28 T 0k, A TR
AR SR IR PT e 22 ELJRS AT R L s S s AR LS R LG K 1Y cild R, 10— 20 a3 328 4 1A B B s R R AT

R 3. 445 P o, o0, SR I B MU 1, d(o1,00) < 7,0l 03,0 (R qr+k AN ETZR g-gram 2= /0FF k A4 4L
q-gram. 2 k(¥ KNSR FIXPREFIXSCHEME HEZEM T 52 1 FIXPREFIXSCHEME HME 424 Fi] [ 5 4 J3 (1) iy
RN B AN AHABL ) S5 A 06T

FRGIB K, G FIHZHZR 1 Generate_candstruct Fvk FFASHE KA T -7 3X P AN PR 28 A0 A0 53k JU0) sz AL

T fpe KR A S o i 2R R LA R 0 T S R e KU (10 A3 #0800 T R £ i 28
£ g-gram I HER 51X ILBTAER) cid ARl 725 I F R TSR 5N, 47 g-gram BIFHER 5] AT A cid 24Rid i,
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x| 5

&
#

o T AR e AR R ok 1431

MR G IE FFREARIC I cid; 2 Ja X B cid X o107 AN 0D T RO AL 10 A 3% g-gram A% B4R LT 3,00
W cid xF M eid BEZR PR L ABUE B> T Co A £ OPT_ES-JOIN #5755 ES-JOIN Sk 2 AH 7.
Generate_candstruct fl Generate_cand 5.7: 75 T 3% .OPT_Generate_candstruct 578 545 (2)5 & I XUE RIS R 51
N, FORE R AT b i B HR AT Al I IR TP &R B 00E I AR S ) P B @)t X IS cid B FR D R
cid SFIECHTER 3,24 cid X AITHEASN T kB ,cid S R A A G S (L A A R G R R A OPT
Generate_cand it eAT17E 3 BE 2 R SE R B BB AT L B AR cid SIS, AN E AR O cid
o R AT, D 7 3565 (2) 20 AT 3 il T B 75 ) T 90 ) AN 9 A A AR 1 L 11 S AART
E 3% 5. OPT_Generate_cand 57,
HINSEAAR R,S, SRR Gk 45 F4 4R & Cans, Wi 88 i BB k;
i B SR I S5 H 4R S Can,
(1) Can=g,
(2) For CangeCans.
a)  while Can.eid 1t cid X455 ic Hat b T kU cid b ABE R H N ER.
b) CRHAMESR 1. YRR 2 AT WS g
c) A AN L UE ST K Cang.eid #i A Fl Can H
(3) &M Can
Bl 6:% =1,g=2.43 PJ 924K & P {Microsoft, 1.0} F1{Macrofilt,1.0}, H: 51 2% 23 5] R {Mi,ic,cr} f1{Ma,ac,cr}.&
LT R 515 I, X A LA I N SE PRk 4R rp, B R LRI IR 2 R e I vk e A AR A 0, & k=2, i i
J 3, AR A DN A 34 AR, TR B I 2 B, JLRT SR A 3t g-gram b 2<3, 4 kR 3 gL
WA TE G I RUZ TSR 5 Sk b FRATTmT LUK T B 1 3k 98 5 32, i 483 98 45 1 — D ik D 1 1B 2 11
FELE

3 LGRS

3.1 SREBMBIEE

AL AE PC HL_EIB AT, I A 77 4G fifi 4% 500G,CPU Jy Pentium@2.93GHz, #: 1 5 48 Windows XP.JiT
FVEH C++s2L.

o ELSIEHRAE.

AR VRS2 36 ASE 1 s B 4 Dy v T R 45 e B 45 4 0 A M eBay (http:/fwww.ebay.com) i3t AT Amazon
(http://www.amazon.com) 4 3ifi | JI€@EX Computer Science 281+ 445 8. 2 Ja K LA 1) J5 156 €S 1) 440 4 13k
AT S AR YU 4 S A U 1) 45 SR 2 2R SE R 2 R (1 0 R R L o SR R R R R R I R % T R A
7 TS S8 AL D O 4 o H IR R AT A RNV SR I R R SR T A B SR I T B 8 T X — R A AL B
S5 A5 T HA 1.2M &S Rn IR PIA 0.5M Ssthn i oe 232, Hh S 4ol as 4 MSikE e B4 1
B A RN RS VR R AN 3 A FRATR X P SRR AT 4 v AT AR B 3 422 15 2 AH AU
LR EE AR R S R AR . MR R A L AR S B3P P A R R 100 A4

o ANIL¥isk

S FH )£ BB B 4y A A AL, P 238 o B P A SR B L A B AT 2 AN R 0 e AL e LI R PR T
BR300 0 100,20 A4 AT 7= AR B AR R AT S A RO, R0 S A RO 1) 5 A I SR AR — AN SE A T
A AR R R AN SR PR R e 1~5 M. BEL A2 1 T4 K/ 10k,50k,100k,500k,1M.

H1 T ES-JOIN SR B G XU B 48 R 5| 7= AR A3 0 B2 1w A FH A 1) 72 4R R ARV B 522 422 1) 4% ol 0ot i
5 0, A S 11 = T A S T i e S Ak S 1 (0 A AR B A 1) RN R T A R AR B S e I R AR N T AR S
1 0] R, 17 5 T R A (R AR ARL P S AN 2% SR R G P 300 5 AR TR AL TR bt 3 T 288 55 AR S Bk B AT ] Lk
SR, BATAT MG B T 745 R AU 422 (¥) ED-Join 55325815 A SC 4R e 1) 8738647 L A ED-Joiin 18 S5t R 24
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P SEARRAR o B A58 1) X R4, 0 ED-Join SEIUIEBEHEAE, TR 13 HE 1 45 SR A 0 V1 B0 HH S A 1 1 S &
25 B R ATHAE MUE M BEE 9 ED-JOIN 5%,
32 RWHERMOMW

SO 3 AT TSR VPR SR (R 2B 3.2, AT B S EHR AR RN A R B 50 TE R I R RN R 5
3.2.2 Y A BB 20 A £ Tl 2 00 SR RR IR RS 56 3.3.3 715 43 BT SC b i s A it 11 3 S A ) R

SZI6 I (] 2803 A% ] Time SR I&, & HI{H CPU W I 1/O W i) 2 Al
321 BVEMECRAY RS AT

T 56, BATVLE FUSE B4 HERAIF ED-JOIN,ES-JOIN 592 H1 OPT_ES-JOIN 3% (145 1 . 1 IR 2 36 d5e /) G
B B AE BN 3, UM B E 5k 0.8,0-gram 2k 2-gram. £ OPT_ES-JOIN &k k (KK /N A 2,526 45
K 5 s,

K| 5 2 B: 5 ED-JOIN 534 b %%, ES-JOIN S5 M1 OPT_ES-JOIN vk BT BT I 280% 3 & R 24 ED-JOIN
T B T B AT T AR RS ) 7 E 4, 1T ES-JOIN S5 OPT_ES-JOIN S35 SR ik 385 i o 9 b 7 4
AR5 AR v {2 T i S ARG (1) 7 455 B kT

FER FRATAE A BB AR B — 20y B R DV 0 1 3 W 1) (8, 4 38 4 A W R /MAH SR 43 30l Ok 10K,
50Kk, 100K, 500K, 1M. 2= % 15 ‘B A0 B 92 4030 45 1015 5 A ).

L5 5256 Ll ¢ ES-JOIN 53 F1 OPT_ES-JOIN Sk M al 7 e vk, s i 45 SR W i 6 .

70 EEEED-JOIN 60
60+ [CC_JOPT_ES-JOIN 50+ —e—ED-JOIN
e [JES-JOIN — —— OPT_ES-JOIN
& 50 & 400 3 ES-JOIN
S S
x 40 X 30t
£ 30 g 0
= 20 =
[ 10+
10 ‘
o} o——
0 N P T S
0.5 1.2 10 50 100 500 1000
Relation size (M) Relation size (k)

Fig.5 Efficiency of algorithms in real data  Fig.6 Efficiency and scalability of algorithms
5 RS EAEMRE 6 SLEMSENAY

ME 6 LI H:OPT_ES-JOIN 5k ES-JOIN 5 vk [ I i) R % 04— % H R4 ED-JOIN &3k 3L
HH,OPT_ES-JOIN S p= A fe 440k 1 42 (V) b R P i SR 17 0 22 AN 3t A A AU 28 B89 1 10 5 A st A A A A 1
B N RS /N B 3 R B T AT I TR) 2R 2D e #h OPT_ES-JOIN 41311 ES-JOIN S35 #8 2 AT B4 i ol 47 i k.
322 BN HIERAENE W

AR A T A S B A 3 e S 6 A 5 A P 8 B o MHARLE I 0. OPT_ES-JOIN 53k k LA S 745
P B A R R I 2 e P R /N B A 10K,

3221 B HEIERCRINE N
2ol W BEF, 0% N 0.7, 780 2,3,4,5,6,7. 55 45 AP 7 Fioks.
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5| ——ED-JOIN
—{+—ES-JOIN
4 —@—OPT_ES-JOIN

Time (s)

2 3 4 5 6 7
Edit distance threshold
Fig.7 Effect of edit distance
K7 2 0 B R SR R (R i

Pl 7 % B 25 g 4 L T 98 R, B0 PR PAAT B T A sk A 98 K33 2 TR Dy 4 2 i 385 K B, i
S B 1A K (R HE R 51 AR K, A R B HER 511K I e) AR KLtk b, 2 8 B 1) (1 088 K5 36 R A PRI 2/ R R &2
T 325 R R T B i) AR
3222 SR ON IR IR

500 O [ 58 SR /N PE 25 R 3,k K/ 3,6HX 0.5,0.6,0.7,0.8. 55 56 45 S i 18] 8 B

45

40| @ ED-JOIN

[ -O—ES-JOIN

3.5 —-8—OPT_ES-JOIN
Z 3.0} -—')"_/_k./g.
()
E 25} UW
'_

2.0

1.5¢ t/,’.././/n

1.0}

0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8

Similarity threshold

Fig.8 Effect of similarity threshold
Bl 8 AR o X SRR 80 1) S )

B YF, O8R5 2R [ (1) 45 bk D vk AE A IR AT 2R 2R 51 LA R AT FH aok 8 8 e ok 308 ) 3k 8 s 179 2 4 5o
2 NIV FE IR N [R) 2D 52 BRAZ AT 45 B0 UE T FAT 11K EDWLE AR (40 18] 8 ST 7R).
3223  ZH kX OPT_ES-JOIN S5 M0E (1) 5L

2k B, 0% R 0.7,78 3,k BX 1,2,3,4. 525645 WK 9 FioR.
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35F
30l A OPT_ES-JOIN
=z 25
£
= 20t
154
1.0+
1 2 3 4 5
k

Fig.9 Effect of k in OPT_ES-JOIN algorithm
9 OPT_ES-JOIN 1 k K /IR SR 200% (1 5% i

M9 o m] LU HA A KRR R, B9 T B ) AR AR R T 24 39 K 38— s {EL I BV R R P 2R R B X 2 R R
KR8 O B ARk /N T B B A AR A5 I 2R 5 14 N ) AR S L34 K T K (1 328 00 2 4 0K A A TR 38 A AR IR S B
Tk IR SR AR I A 3.
3224  FRFEHRAKEERTEIERA I N

A 4 S LU A BT BE O 20 J% 100 B STV IR 3R s e S 4R B R 0% R 0.7, 71 3,k B 1,2.55 58
g R 10 Pror.
IEED-JOIN

30F —Es-j0IN
25/ C_1OPT ES-JOIN

20+
15
10

o

Time (s)

20 100
AVG_Len

Fig.10 Efficiency of algorithms by average length of string
K10 77 R P B R S0 R 1 S i)

10 U2 8K T RN Bk B AT g-gram H24 728 K AT I 18] 28 KL 8k i, B T 56 T+ g-gram
77 15 A A PR 7 R HS I L A A S P ROR (L A 8 7 A KR A i S — D A B B 4 ), A
I, H A A AN S I A S P 0 (e A% 8 s 2 R) T sl /A e A 10 W BUFE HA 2 5 15 R S B BE A 20
I E] 100 I, 3AT ) T BT AR K
3.2.3 Ik YA it ) S B R

VRS S R0 B S 5 3.2.1 5 BSR4 56 AF ES-JOIN S35 F1 OPT_ES-JOIN S35 R (s i 15
HAHIFEL A filter 1,filter 2,filter 3 433 0 e ¥R )5 3 P 1. PRI 2 3 9 4wt 1 S A0 R B0 K /s no filter SRORA
SR T AR SCAR HA 1 3k 9 it A8 P R T i A8 B A1 1 K/ S B &5 R an 18] 11 TR,

B 11 FFRT DA g o, U PR 3 et i ik e 2096 A i 3 ME BT 1 BE A L 8 e 4% 1% 3 4 Y 55%; PE R 2
T M 1 p 2 5, B it ik i T 43 i3 306 42 1 4500, S0 ¢ W, FRATTHR 1 #0 3d Dict ite JEL A A0 2 7y o i R
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S0F mEfilter 1 [

~ aof Efilter2

g UL Zfilter3 ;

S 300 [=dnofilter

5 20

T
ol i

2k
Each size of relation table

Fig.11 Result of filtering measures
KA1 o pE it A S R OR

4 MEXIME

LA 1) B 4 3R 55 15 JE 1 B0 A 6 1 AR 5 50 A 8 M 0 AR 2 il ik AN 15 R I A B B A 3
R S5 AR () AN A 2 B0 R ) B R I R SR AR (A 1988 AE A SCHR[19148 HE JF 4 JLHAE M R JE
OV H o 5e 35 MR Hed B8 S e A th O T 2R 2R s B 750 . top-k+ skyline 7% i) 2. K4 (1
£ 5 7 M 5 5 R 08 A1 U b 4R 5 1 AN A 5 15 IS AR AN B4 R BRSO A B AR E S R
AT BE T L3R [H] BT A T R AR 45 L, DR 0k, 5 A0 I B AT % 18 BB A Sk R 4 A 1A s i o LA R T 4
VR R (1 0 R, A R AR A fi Bl e ) (0 AT D 1 P G R A 4 R SR [22] 4 Y S0 G B A A
ADLE: 85 B 5 it B T MR R R PR AR A o e RS A 0 3 B A AR DU B A ) 7 4 R R SR
SR, 25 P AN S A ARABL, X6F ARABLAEL A3 5T AR P02 S 80 8 85 /I8 4 5 G 0 B8 8 B {10000 29 o ot i e AR S X
) AEARA A AR A A 0 AFARL PR = 4R B S5 A SR 4 A & LV o it 8 7 2 5 T 4 5 4 R P 2 0 {1, SR [22] 42 H 1
T3 3E AN BE AR R [ B 590 A A AR 3 R0 o 0 B2 20 0 L T 5 SR

FI R B 77 AR 3 BV 6 3 B A 90 R

BT P S IR AR AU 34 122 32 B L i 8 4 O ABLPE 2 - AlI-Pairs-ED ¥ 46 1 BEAS 45 HR IR g-gram
i WG 1S g-gram UPEFERT qrel 4> g-gram M 5 5L YA A A LT el A
g-gram D75 —ANAH AL T 1, 7 v S R B AT A8 3 q-gram (05 B SR JE A TR 4% 1 4 126 4E . ED-Join PR
Y407 AT PA) ¢ PR AN DC T 3o 556 s 9ok 2> 17 % 328 482 11 K /I8 Trie-Joint i 1] trie 4 45 4y, 5% FH i 4% 52 9 1) 7 v it
YR AL 3% % 1) A8 Part-Enum SV i 6 W EE B A0 AU PR B PR T P 2% 19 signature scheme.
PP-join(Z i ok 5| A B ik S AN S S50 98, 50 T all-pair 5292 Pass-Joinl®H H T T RIAN K 0 1 B BEAS 4
R 3 B, ot A B N 2R 5 | AR AR DL ) <7 5 B St 0 AT AN B [ Ok 7 A ik e 4.

FEF TR H A ML B2 22 UL Jaccard BB /E O B A ADL: bRy 400, 33k 6 iy 131N ftg R AR HE 4 10 2 SR
AR R 5|, 1k PE AT AL 4 IS A0, 2 JR AT W A 1.

h T PR AT (R AR UM EE B B IR AR, SCHR (1614t TR 8 K gram A2 500 &8 K gram, SCER
(L7100 4k T [0 5 K JBE Wi 28, o s A 2 57 B 3 P8 L D0 F0 7 40 B8 AR SO A B9 i i K B 2 ) T SCRR[27] 1
TS

5 % g

ARTCHR T T SRR BB ST ES-JOIN A4 T OB IR 51 45 ——XUR BT SR 51, JF 3 T AU (Fi
SEVEVHE T BB 1 e AE S B AT T ES-JOIN SVL IR I ) A2 2 B AW T ES-JOIN vk (¥ 1E ok,
HAERE LTS R TNk T 503 55 SR B0 B0 1UE T ES-JOIN Sy AR A6 SvE AT 1R U (s o Ry Je ik 3ol o
ST A A AR P 3 AR R R T A B T S e A A SRR A B ) Je P A S R Bt e b A R A

© PERREERSMROT  httpy/ www. jos. org. cn



1436 Journal of Software #k#F%4% Vol.26, No.6, June 2015

References:

[1] Bertossi L, Kolahi S, Lakshmanan L. Data cleaning and query answering with matching dependencies and matching functions. In:
Abiteboul S, Bhm K, Koch C, Tan KL , eds. Proc. of the 27th Int’l Conf. on Data Engineering. Hannover: IEEE Computer Society,
2011. 268-279. [doi: 10.1145/1938551.1938585]

[2] Dong X, Halevy AY, Yu C. Data integration with uncertainty. In: Koch C, Gehrke J, Garofalakis MN, Srivastava D, Aberer K,
Deshpande A, Florescu D, Chan CY, Ganti V, Kanne CC, Klas WJ, Neuhold E, eds. Proc. of the 33rd Int’l Conf. on Very Large
Data Bases. Vienna: ACM Press, 2007. 687—-698.

[3] JiS, LiG, LiC,FengJH. Efficient interactive fuzzy keyword search. In: Proc. of the 18th Int’l Conf. on World Wide Web. Madrid:
ACM Press, 2009. 371-380. [doi: 10.1145/1526709.1526760]

[4] Timothy C, Justin Z. Methods for identifying versioned and plagiarized documents. Journal of the American Society for
Information Science and Technology, 2003,54(3):203-215. [doi: 10.1002/asi.10170]

[5] Broder AZ, Glassman SC, Manasse MS, Zweig G. Syntactic clustering of the Web. Computer Networks and ISDN Systems, 1997,
29(8):1157-1166. [doi: 10.1016/S0169-7552(97)00031-7]

[6] LiG, Deng D, Wang J, Feng JH. Pass-Join: A partition-based method for similarity joins. VLDB Endowment, 2011,5(3):253-264.
[doi: 10.14778/2078331.2078340]

[71 WangJ, Feng J, Li G. Trie-Join: Efficient trie-based string similarity joins with edit-distance constraints. VLDB Endowment, 2010,
3(1-2):1219-1230. [doi: 10.14778/1920841.1920992]

[8] Xiao C, Wang W, Lin X. Ed-Join: An efficient algorithm for similarity joins with edit distance constraints. VLDB Endowment,
2008,1(1):933-944. [doi: 10.14778/1453856.1453957]

[9] Bayardo J, Ma Y, Srikant R. Scaling up all pairs similarity search. In: Proc. of the 16th Int’l Conf. on World Wide Web. Banff:
ACM Press, 2007. 131-140. [doi: 10.1145/1242572.1242591]

[10] Chaudhuri S, Ganti V, Kaushik R. A primitive operator for similarity joins in data cleaning. In: Liu L, Reuter A, Whang KY, Zhang
JJ, eds. Proc. of the 22nd Int’l Conf. on Data Engineering. Atlanta: IEEE Computer Society, 2006. 1-5. [doi: 10.1109/ICDE.
2006.9]

[11] Li GL, Deng D, Feng J. Faerie: Efficient filtering algorithms for approximate dictionary-based entity extraction. In: Sellis TK,
Miller RJ, Kementsietsidis A, Velegrakis Y, eds. Proc. of the ACM SIGMOD Int’l Conf. on Management of Data. Athens: ACM
Press, 2011. 529-540. [doi: 10.1145/1989323.1989379]

[12] Navarro G. A guided tour to approximate string matching. ACM Computing Surveys, 2011,33(1):31-88. [doi: 10.1145/375360.
375365]

[13] Arasu A, Ganti V, Kaushik R. Efficient exact set-similarity joins. In: Dayal U, Whang KY, Lomet DB, Alonso G, Lohman GM,
Kersten ML, Cha SK, Kim YK, eds. Proc. of the 32nd Int’l Conf. on Very Large Data Bases. Seoul: ACM Press, 2006. 918-929.

[14] Sarawagi S, Kirpal A. Efficient set joins on similarity predicates. In: Weikum G, Kénig AC, DeBloch S, eds. Proc. of the ACM
SIGMOD Int’l Conf. on Management of Data. Paris: ACM Press, 200. 743—754. [doi: 10.1145/1007568.1007652]

[15] Vernica R, Carey MJ, Li C. Efficient parallel set-similarity joins using MapReduce. In: EImagarmid AK, Agrawal D, eds. Proc. of
the ACM SIGMOD Int’l Conf. on Management of Data (SIGMOD 2010). Indianapolis: ACM Press, 2010. 495-506. [doi: 10.1145/
1807167.1807222]

[16] Li C, Wang B, Yang XC. VVgram: Improving performance of approximate queries on string collections using variable-length grams.
In: Koch C, Gehrke J, Garofalakis MN, Srivastava D, Aberer K, Deshpande A, Florescu D, Chan CC, Ganti V, Kanne C, Klas W,
Neuhold EJ, eds. Proc. of the 33rd Int’l Conf. on Very Large Data Bases. Vienna: ACM Press, 2007. 303-314.

[17] Wang J, Li G, Feng J. Can we beat the prefix filtering: An adaptive framework for similarity join and search. In: Candan KS, Chen
Y, Snodgrass RT, Gravano L, Fuxman A, eds. Proc. of the ACM SIGMOD Int’l Conf. on Management of Data. Scottsdale: ACM
Press, 2012. 85-96. [doi: 10.1145/2213836.2213847]

[18] Wang J, Li G, Feng J. Fast-Join: An efficient method for fuzzy token matching based string similarity join. In: Abiteboul S, Bohm
K, Koch C, Tan KL, eds. Proc. of the 27th Int’l Conf. on Data Engineering. Hannover: IEEE Computer Society, 2011. 458—469.
[doi: 10.1109/ICDE.2011.5767865]

© PERREERSMROT  httpy/ www. jos. org. cn



[19]

[20]

[21]

[22]

w3
2

AT EAR Atk 4 ok 1437

Green T, Tannen V. Models for incomplete and probabilistic information. Current Trends in Database Technology—EDBT, 2006,
4254:278-296. [doi: 10.1007/11896548_24]

Wang HZ, Li JZ, Gao H. Data model for dirty databases. Ruan Jian Xue Bao/Journal of Software, 2012,23(3):539-549 (in Chinese
with English abstract). http://www.jos.org.cn/1000-9825/4042.htm [doi: 10.3724/SP.J.1001.2012.04042]

Xiao C, Wang W, Lin XM, Yu JX. Efficient similarity joins for near duplicate detection. In: Huai JP, Chen R, Hon HW, LiuYH,
Ma WY, Tomkins A, Zhang XD, eds. Proc. of the 17th Int’l Conf. on World Wide Web. Beijing: ACM Press, 2008. 131-140. [doi:
10.1145/1367497.1367516]

Jestes J, Li FF, Yan ZP, Yi K. Probabilistic string similarity joins. In: Elmagarmid AK, Agrawal D, eds. Proc. of the ACM
SIGMOD Int’l Conf. on Management of Data. Indianapolis: ACM Press, 2010. [doi: 10.1145/1807167.1807204]

Mt o 32 2 % STk

[20]

T A R Tl A TR O ) B A K 22 4, 2012,23(3):539-549.  http://www.jos.org.cn/1000-9825/4042.htm

[doi: 10.3724/SP.J.1001.2012.04042]

X EF(1987—), &, MM H & A+
4:,CCF 2 4 5, 3 BL ST AU 0 £l

JiE.

R (1950 —), 5, 4%, 1 4o A Uil CCF
ey By, R AU S B A R s
S N TR I R AR R L
] £5%, FIS 45 550406 P2 R Web S 30 48 i, 5
P, T A2

FERZFQ978—), T M L I ##2,CCF =
o 51, EEWFRAF ) XML Hd 4 B,
i Bk

© PEEREES AT

=% (1966 —), &, W+ Hm RS
Jill,CCF iy g2 51, 3 BT JE AU B 2% &5
ey B A B

http:// Www. jos. org. cn



