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Abstract: Schema matching is a basic problem in many database application domains, such as data integration,
E-business, data warehousing and semantic query processing. Recently it has become a research hotspot, and most
of the achievements are about the use of element’s own information. Research about element’s own information is
very mature at present. As an important piece of information in a schema, structure information can be useful
information for schema matching, but the research of structure information is far behind that of element’s own
information. This paper divides the similarity between two elements into linguistic similarity and structural
similarity, and gets the structural similarity by a new statistic method, and then gets the matching probability by
integrating the linguistic similarity and structural similarity. At last, the paper gets the mapping between schema
elements according to the matching probability. Extensive simulation experiments are conducted and the results
show that this algorithm is better than other algorithms in various performance metrics.

Key words: schema matching; functional dependency; structure match; matching probability
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HREESES: TP391 XHEtFRIRAD: A

AR AL PE A2 A5 22 8] B> e A, 8 BAUSURE ORI H AR O fan A, L A A58 1) 6 3% (70 6 3 R i
FROGE A SR AR 1R Jeg ) <2 ) 1R AR 5% A DA DL I &5 R A b A D8 £ 2 P AU ) — A R AR 45 A B X DL il A
TR 22 F) 37 P A0 e 4% 4 B A T B SRR A, Bl . LRI 55 1 0 Web P2P il J2 S5 4k
FI AT AR UT B A R 2 2 el B N B3 DR E A, I SR A N S AR D 24 28 s e g X g DA R A
P STCZ R SRR AR BRI FLA 5 A (1 I R B3 A F R (R AN W e e, i 1 A X 48 K B
O Hh PR P A B AN R . BT A AL BB A, e TR R AN TR A BETE N 5 e I A T A e
RN S T0 3R AT SCAR AR A R A A7 I L 32 — AN KT RE S8 MUK AT 55 DXL, 1 22— b B Bl A B D ic
Jr ARRACE I 3% Ty LA B A (9 N T DL ey K. AT B X B A= B 3 AL G i) AR R 98 CAT V2
JR B0 Bernstein 1 Rahm i S8 pl FEHEAT T8 45143 S g PRI 30 SCIR R A I 288 28 1 AN [ 1 SR
FIAS R 73 bt — A B 52 o025 S5 M S5 J LRI TR ) 43 0515, X 48 43 Al By st 1) 2% 1S IL
Bl A i rT A A5 R oe R A BE B (oo 4 Bn SR AE) . JOFO N A B 5 B A 0 3R 1] A EL ORI ) &5
A AR

TEER H G5 RS i W M S BT R IR SR T ER A BHE RS E B L RO ST b N % SE B
i) 7. H R, K 2 B TR A T 0 3 ) v SCRRABLEE 187, X e (R 9 2 22 A 25l 38 0 0 G 25 ) A T SR K
(K0 G5 A A5 S BT P 0 G5 AR AR ADLRE (1 o 55t LA SCRHABLRE O Sl H A0S SLRIE T8 20, ELGE 45 4 AR ALURE PR B 5
AFAE LU LA AL (1) sib— b BE NS 1t R IX BEC 5 M A5 R A B 45 4405(2) X 5 Ju AR SR IR A R #4
SRR FEEAT X I3 e b AE 73 30 70 3 18 (1 AH AU (i SCHIBLRE « 5 M AABLIEE ) 2 J , 24 MR A A ABLBE 1 B e IO 5
B[] (R A 0% A I B ATT 2 A B, £ 22 A 70 3% UL E T (10 AR DL P (I A 2300 P, B4 4 b AR 4 A DS B 32 TR FF) I S35
AAEREH.

ASCHE T Ffr 7 1058 70 3R (KA ALURE 23 1 SCHHADURE AN G i AR DLRE . B 5B ARG 0 3R A S5 R Son R
2 ) AR U SCRRABLEE, I8 H A AR 2 r 10 AN 70 30 B8 T A T PE A AR I A A DG P XT H (18 9 A T8 38 1 56
R oC R B (B G vh 5 2 SRIBR (0 BT A7 70 38 A1 A IR 4 4 ) 1) AR AR L DG 0 5% AR EAT S8 v o S50 4 B AN JE R Y
SRIANALE, Jo i 1 1 SCAHALURE &5 R AR ADLIRE S AR ALURBE 3 AT LI &5 1 k2 o IR AN DG R IR AR I T — A Ay
RBRE.

ANSCH B EANH AR T (1) KRR RO & 5 | N B UE INE 1L R o R o B ¢ 2R A B S M
K(2) PR T PO A SR AABLRE 3 SR AT T 4 3 5955 (3) A AR DU < Al e S R 3 64T 7 AN BE A K
bR,

ATCH 1 A GRS RIBE ST SRIFS HBT R T7VE. 20 2 WA G 7 VA I G5 A AR, B ) vk 65 S A i o 5 5
50 3 1 gy OB 7 IR AW A G R SR 4 TN AR SCER DT IR AT SER VR 2R 5 TR B A R

1 HXHRNTA

A5 2 DT C AT 4 Ay ARVACLJSE 1 5y Wt 2 B 9 B B ARABL 54 R i A5 i i A = e 35 SIS R I
BTG T AABAE PR3 2 BRAT T4 T B8 3 [ AN () 28 ZR A5 SR ARALLJE 11 75 V20 S UC TG 4%, 5 FH 1) DR TR 24 fun > JLFH

(1) AAPRUCHC %R A5 70 3 44 FRAE b o0 2818 Sl B 2 3% (0 LR X TG 35 44 Bk T 2 026 1 A0 37 SCHIR S
RS B, R TG 2 44 FR v 4 H AL 1S (1 Y StulD #2825 Student 1D) 5Bk 7 7 25 5% Wi AT T HE Afy
WU TG 22 S N 26, — FCR P N-gramsCU v R 20 70 238 S0 REWS AT WO HER AR R DL S . BBk T S 4%
DR 38 F 76 3 T SCRSHE 0 900, 32 0 R B R0 SR AR, 5200 R WA LA BB IO O I Sk ie T TR/IDFM
Fl Naive Bayes!*®14s,

(2) S5 T PC 7% - 92 081 i G 3 K 7 F) 500 4 B A ) 100 G 3% 0 IO ) 000 £ J 17 2% MBI, 5 B — e 3o
IS P S AR 573 — TG 32 0T IV (18 52451 m O e R IR, D) R R A S B A TG 3R ABL. S 49 DG 7 2 B AR A X — SR B R o
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TG 3R B AR RE

(3) HuHfs % 700 U T % AR 1 A5 3 G 26 10 B0 S 7R 22 1) 4 e 7 M 38 7R G 256 22 1) £ AL 150, 0 28 70 o 248 2 oA
By, FAT T RT LA — 7K 2 51 2 HH A () 5040 248 28 2 ) g AL E 7 DG TR I B 00T R 1 L A /S 00 2 20 2 ) 1
AFABLE .

B[R DT C A% HRE VST 2R TR A G 0 3 — SR AR R IR ARBLEE, it LG 4 AN [R) 2R Y P £ B 45 e ke o 5
A 1) 70 3% R SRS iff 1 08 SCAFARLEE 6 FH 10 G T P e 4 5 SR s

(1) K& FAFEA C R A SHE B L& LR A ILRCE;

(2) B FOASTE (R UL A AT K 25 SR ZR G 1K B VB V.

TR UL AAE i A T P 2R I8 T R S PR R 2R B B S5 R A5 B T 3 )15 SCAHABLSE 3 A m] A
54 VT B[R] (AR P IR B 2 0 ZU T 5 15 A, AN VT AR S o 17 100 R 2R U VA AN T D UC S 28 43 A
AT G A3 B ¥ 2 R 255 13 B dpe 28 A ARADLRE IR T LUK 4 P (1 328 P8 20 25 TR 1 JE SR 20 {HL 5 22 20l 41 4
B P I (] 52 2% B LU A v 3K VI ol 2 4 SR GG %A R e L T A DG I A0 vk o P 10 2% 8 45 UL v A
S B, H b BB H 2 S IRC #% 47 COMA (combination of schema matching approaches)®4.COMA 77
FEERAE T Ry R AE S,y DLy (58 A UAT £ (1 % b DG P 28 il 5 2 Ok, 3 6 TG JiC 28 3 il AR A = b £ L
AN 5] 288 A B4 2 5 3% T AR AR BE , B8t J5 oK 3 4R AN T3] 4D G L 8% 24 2 P AR AL BE A5 A — A 5 6 HARLEE AR s 45
A R 2 B DE TRC A3 L TR A DR IC 3 b B A — Tl FH F) DE JC 57305 SEMINT (semantic integrator)!™,i% J5 i fih
2 0 5% L5 45 QUG FCAH 25 R FH A 2 190 4 44 A8 X 0 3% () A () 24 IR PRI ARV BL BE REAT 45 B2, I A2 i e 248 W IR 5

BABA R A SR (TR A Bl R A ) B 70 300 B 0 B A B AR 4 T e A X 56 3 1R 11
ARALARR BE 25 2 Wl — SORp Bk I T 12 2, an F] 1 o UK b course 3% J 1P Address 5 H AR B student %
JEPE Address M H B B 3BT B DA DR DG TEAF S B I AN 8 5 L S R 7 7 TR X AR ARLJEE o B 1) A 2 o A A I
(R AR 28 Ji PR T A e 3 B B A RN 5 485 X T 0 N IR B0 15 5 R R R R AR = I 45 4 15 B

1
StulD | StuName | Sex Age ‘DepartmentlD Addr

1
StulD CourselD | CourseName Record

CourselD [CourseNamel TeacName | Address Remark

(a) Source schema S: Table student, Table stu-course, Table course
(@) WKL S:AK ¥k A student F . stu-course #. course %

|
StudentID | Name Sex BornDate | DepartID | Address

|| DepartID | DepartName | Director Sex | BornDate | Phone

(b) Target schema T: Table student, Table Department
(b) HARBE T:H KN student . Department %

Fig.1 Source schema S and target schema T
P15 S RTE drksEal T
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e e A, R AT S R I T et T8 i gk L CUPIDEVRI SFUL AR 36, T 43 S % i
PIF I VEAE TR 2 4

(1) CUPID:i% 7 ¥ vk S8 SOMMBLRE I 25K BT 78 38 20 2008 [l — 2000 v i) oo 38 o S e 1T 2 1) ) i SCAR B
JE2, I VLG A HE Al 9 v 45 380 0 3% 0] FR) 45 R AR ABLEE, 88 15 R0 HI A G 0 3% 45 46 ARALLEE AR EL 5% Wi £ Ji 24 )8 5 19 30 fi 24
180 5 R ARVABURE 35 Jm oRE e SCRFALLSE T 85 R4 AABUE £ 1 i, 28 BBORH AL AR K 28— BAHL (R T8 38 0 1 D DL C 45 2R 5
TR R T B A0 5 SR AR L A e S Jo it e o) 2 A ADLRE (5 SORHARLEE RN S5 M AR U I 255 R T
{7 B ) T R e 49 1) D79 AN T 80 B A0 45 R AR S M AR K, 7 2 B A R e B S oA — A A

(2) SF(similarity flooding):i% /7% LA 70 2 1] 8 SCHHABLIE g it AR 4 452 X 1) & 4 R T AT AL E A% 3df 5
5 AE AR A 9% T8 2R T SCAHBLEE AR EL S 00, T 2 JLARMBLRE G T A 5 (RIA% 388 11 J5 AR AULRE AR AR AL/ T ) A 3o X E
AR BB N, B e MR 40 70 3% A)AH AR 28 3% 45 B A e 2% S04 R R ) T Ui 45 4 15 6L BB X A 1 [
A5 TR P A B (B0 JoR R R A5 ). IX 815 B A 1B 3 LA i i T A3 A I Ay
IR SR, VF 2 To R0 B (W i 28 1 45 ) B 2 5 DL IS, AN T A8 4 350005 R I T 52 2% B AR vy, BL /R A i R b 9059 7 7
BUAT R TC S T (R AH HL 52 .

H BAE 7 ) SR, AE AT 5T 45 R A ALLE I 2 A e LA A i

(1) LT 75 TC 3R IR SRR O 2 MR 6 70 32 RV A7 A1 5K TR

(2) BT AR L5 70 3R SRR A oAt 70 32 R S A5 R AHALRE

R 173 3% CUPID,SF 53 K 70 38 R IR K 2R S G A ARVALLE 149 7 T 2 AT LS

Table 1 Contrast between two structure similarity algorithms
&1 DRGSR RALRE SR b
Structure The degree of similarity

leave 3y e leaves(t), stronglink(x, leaves(t) A Jy € lea ,stronglink(x,
Cupid  Tree ssim(s,t):‘{xlxe ves(s) A 3y e leaves(t), stronglink (X, y)} u{x| x € leaves(t) A 3y € leaves(s), stronglink (x y)}\
| leaves(s) U leaves(t) |

SF Graph o_i+1(X’y):O_i (X, y)+ Z O—i(au’bu)'w((au’bu)'(x' y))+ Z O_i(av’bv)‘w((av‘bv)’(xl y))

(ay,p.x)eA(by . p.y)eB (x,p.ay)A, (Y, p.by )eB

WIS A= S A 0 AR T B30 0 R 45 1) 1) 76 38 X [ P A AL 8 3 488 e 3% 1) WS O R I A, T ) R AR
AR AT AR AT IR, 32 A T P A SR

(1) A B bR AN 76 28 0 URBLRE S5 ey PR A% 6 DTG A Ay S5 o DE i

(2) MO AR A0S 7 PO o 0 K YA BV 4 4 2 P G 3 IR KRB (A T 5 i, L b S A4S I

FIRRE— 4 R dse I ) vk 3 DG i

TR (2)3 PR A V5 A5 v, T LA P B 42 AEL pl T B A G % 1) SEE B v A5 M T AR R AT SR B, T LAAE
22 J5) 75 BN A TEAN ) 76 25 50 [ (R A ARL B (AN B A T b IR — AN S5k, AN T 55 M T DG . PR i 5

AL AR 1) T3 VE R FH O R B0 R v ) R O % 2 SR AR I 2 7T 25 2 DI T, RO AA OGRS
Sl EARA R — ek, A b B XML,E-R P &5 HoAth 72 5 B o 45 4, 5 S P W 8 R 1 g v ) 5 4
P i Al v A7 AR AR 200 200 A A 0 B LR T G925 0 R I 52 2% B2 IR ) 8 R FH 8 o 2 S A AN TG 35 119 45 HA AT
BLEE I, IR 2 — AN 42 76 38 I AR AR, BE b — AN 70 38 B ARARL BT 0 28 ARBLEE 1) 58 W 22 K, BT LA B AT T3 45 A AR ALL B2 43
Ry AL 45 KA AL E ¥~ 45 A AR ABL S 43 ) 0 AT B, DA v 550025 FRORS A B 0 5 7 WOl S LIS R ATT 5 LN AR DU 223X
— M, A WS O R IR BUAR AL T — AN S A R bR A, B T IR B RS A R 1R AR ST R N B A IR

B 1 SRR sk,

BN Sy HARBE T RUERE h 8 —Jo # R E VLI 4R & CAND;

far o UEASEER S R B AR T 2 M) IR 26 R M(S,T).

FD_BASED(S,T,CAND)

(1) AESEA S F1H PR T B K G(S)F G(T);
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(2) % CAND (1B — /M VL EC(s,t) T B AL 45 A ARLLEE asim(s,t)Fl 7 S5 M AHALLEE csim(s,t);
(3) M HEAEI I G(S)FI G(T),%f asim(s,t)Al csim(s,t) i I %,

(4) ARIEHILIE 1Y asim(s,t),csim(s,t) LA K Isim(s,t) 2 B AR BUE R Psim(s,t);

(5) A AR ALUARE 6 PASE I S OC R ML

2 HEHMENETE

21 BIESMEXTRIRETES

T 2, FRATTHE B A5 2 0 22 10 1 SCARBLRE 75 B 45 A 0 35 110 % 3 UG I 48 &, 7 % 2B UG TR0 42 1 iy 1 3F 18 45 A A
ABLRE BT T 8 5 2 M A 9 T T SCRRLRE U P 69, 33K L 9 030 WA 0 o 0 % 34 DU A 4 A 3 B A0 e v L )
HWR 3 Fh:

(1) MaxN: e BURBLE #5% i 1) N A DG T8 3547 Ay 4 356 DT .

(2) MaxDelta:i B 55 ARABLRE fot AR IA) ZE {8 /T d B B8 K AEL R % 4 UG P 300 475 Ay 3% 3% DG T

(3) Threshold: 3t HUFHABL % A T [ 5 [ 4 (threshold) fr DT I 151 4 24 fi% i DT IC.

B[R R PR UEFAE AL B 5B 0 :MaxN A1 MaxDelta 35 [1] (11 T GE AR BLRE #BAR A, T Threshold 3& [ ¢
AIREAR T D BUE AR 2 ik, T 2 A bR i 4 Al R I8 Ek il MaxN A1 Threshold 5¢# /& MaxDelta 1
Threshold, R4 55355 (145 55, 34114 MaxDelta 1 Threshold 3% P M FRUESS S Sk 2B B AR T — e Z t 1Y
JT AL DL IE, X T CAND(t) >k &7 H AR R Je 3 t T A ik DL C R SR &

CLE 1 45 H s on 490, R F DL ks, B ARt T AN o B3 B W3R 2 Fios ki ISR g 5.

Table 2 All candidates match of target schema T

R2 HABECT P eR Mk EIL s &

Object elments Candidate match
student.StudentID student.StulD; student.StuName; stu-course.StulD
student.Name student.StuName; stu-course.CourseName; course.CourseName; course.TeacName;
student.Sex student.Sex
student.BornDate student.Age;
student.DepartID Student.DepartmentID;
student.Address Student.Addr; course.Address;

department.departID Student.DepartmentID;

department.DepartName Student.DepartmentlID; stu-course.CourseName; course.CourseName; courser.TeacName;
department.Sex student.Sex;

department.BornDate student.Age;

2.2 A pER E ARG T S Ak E

B B A G R B A s ) PR e R s A T8 2 TR IR AR G R R AT R R X R RO R kR
TR S B 8 A S AR R B4 1 Armstrong 28 R 45 g AR 4 B T A G 2 1) 14 R RO O R 4L
JI ) R AR SR FD,BRATTR AW 3 450 )4 i i £ 1 4R FD:

(1) REMPEREANITE s BREHBT 2R M L8 K RII k—s 2R FD;

(2) AEAEAMEER RPN J0 2 mon K [R]— JC 3 IR IX P T 2 HH SC IR ek B O b o — F i e — 2

(3) M EHA Z A BN B YELL I, 75 FD A k28 v 19 SRS TR R ORI T B A I OC A&

FeATCAIEAZE S A 8] SR AR J I 1) 45 - MR 90 B U (1) 73 21 student.StulD—>student.StuName,student.StulD—
student.Sex %, AR ## B ) (2) A (stu-course.StulD,stu-course.CourselD)—>stu-course.Record 75 #I| (student.StulD,
course.CourselD)—>stu-course.Record %5, 4R J5 AR 4 K U (3) 43 #1| (stu-course.StulD,stu-course.CourselD)—
stu-course.StulD %,

R T (1)~ K1 (3) 7 31 2 Js P A5 21 o IR B P A PSR 5 AR A A0 B T R A 0 ) s i e e o7
BRI (W1 B 2 BT,
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stulD, courselD

‘ stulD ‘ ‘ Record ‘ courselD
— — «— /3 ' 4 — = \*i ;
‘ StuName ‘ ‘ Sex ‘ ‘ Age H DepartmentID H Addr H CourseName ‘ ‘ TeacName ‘ ‘ Address ‘ ‘ Remark ‘

Fig.2 Functional dependency graph of source schema S
B2 RS I ek U E]

EN L. BB G=(V,E) /& — AN AE SV R0 1 18], S VO TE BB FD of B T
IR MICHR AL AN IIES S E PR 2 7 13 0 R BURISEE FD P 30R 1 — A R BRI &

EX 2. SEREKIE FD TEE — DR BRI R kos, AT HE K O ITE s FIRIGHE, JGH s KA
JLE KT ILE.

— AN ITCER I ST S B 5 1% 0 3 AH I 1 FA 70 3% 4 B i AL A 70 35 D) 1) 45 R AR ABLBE B4 53X AN T8
FAH G (1) oAt 0 28 () AR B F L E T 70 R Z R QIR 7 SR Rl (BTG 3 L T 0T ), A [\ 1 SR I 5 =U0S B
1) G5 K 55 IR R SR B AN () J LK 85 A ARAURE B 118 52 W 1 AN [ 3 B 2 — N J0 38 SR T 1Y) HiAth T 35 23 O R B 5 T
2 VAR R BSOS TG 3% AL 8 4 AT 23 T KT I 12 TG 3 1A T 8 R R AL R S S5 R ARABL RS T & Y AH O E X

EX 3. JUF s KT REMIER F 10 e u = M sp 2 RENS 1 Fo AR Armstrong 2 PR G4 2 )
2004 RN 34 1 ) A T R B T A 57 A R BB T s e R AL SR

REX 4. JuF s KT BRI Fs X e B0 23 4 s A2 AERS th Fo MU Armstrong 2y PILZR 2 #E 51U
208G HERRR 3(fE b ) HE T I e R B E s TR AT Rm S H N ES.

AR & S 3 F5E S 4 R s S A T P REAS 70 3% 11 Bk B vk i e 3 DB A R BOHCRSE T 3% P A 0 T AR R A
EDTHCXT, B ATHR A o8 Bk 1€ 76 3% P AL v S 7 G5 R AR AL, B AR AR ek B O e 25 P A o S AL S5 M AH LB A T
I SCHER 8 FRATT 4 R AN E

FEX 5. W HE—JCE e, FRATTHR e 1) R B v s J0 3 P14 B R B P A0 P IR — T 3 e I — AN 45
R0 R e, bR v P A o 4 £ S T AN BOPR Ok ol 5 G5 R 15 5B, BRSO P16 v 5 60 45 R G AN BBk A 4K
PUE Al ERSE 8

FEX 6. W FE UL EA (s,t), 45 s() ¥ e E ks T2 A AR —JC 3 sy (t)AE t(S) I B B e e & M a b A7
TEAREE VT AT, AR sq(t) A (s,t) 1 PR 8 25 A8 DL IE IG5 S(t) Y BR B0 A8 G 25 PR T AR — D0 3 s1(to) 7 t(S) Y bR 20K
G 22 P A P A R DT L, DUUAR s1(t) 7 (5, 0) O MR 45 R UE T G

1 5, BT LA i T 3 P /EL AN A 45 R AR AL IEE Jhy 481 5K - 28 &85 A AEABL B 09 S0 FRATT T LA UL A B0 34 D/ i
X (8,8 1 45 Mg AR AL E 5 L e s S M DT TGN B n FIDC R st OBk E S5 B3 A m 2 (AR L 6F 556
AR, BRI AT YR 58 45 K A5 JEL T v TG TRC AR JE T T v B A7) G v 0 22 DTG TC T (s, 6) 1801 5 R AR AR B 5t 8 v ] I AR 4l
SRS FRFRATT W] LR B, R T~ FRATVAR S 75 SCAH B85 06 498 A% 06 UG J5C, 11 15 SCARABLE 1 v 55 32 3 T 13 e Uy
325 JIT DA 2 DG 15 mp A T i b A7 7 — S AR SR 5% G (10 226 UG 1 P P A 7 3 S B b R R LIS ). 3 s 45 R A R
HUR DRI m AR/ N TR I SR R o iR 22 Y T N AR AL IR X s=n/m (152 AR DR, B STE AN R E 408 ik, FRATTHE
S,t WP S5 A AR IR B R m PR Ay 15 3 TG TRE X (s, 8) 45 R B TR 7-.m B, 1) 15 22 3 FELBR /S, [ I R4 Stk 31 7
G5 R AR 5 A ST e A1 3 G 6 (s, ) 1) 1140 &5 44 AH ALURE S

X FARIEICRERS (s,8), 1 5070 B S e s s KT BRAURIAR Fo iR e e R A sf, M T
PG H 6 T BRI Fo B R EC R TE 2 ML 6 AR5 A TR 24 2 (1) T3 s, ).
‘{X|X€ st Adyetl,ye CAND(X)}u{x|xet? /\Elyes;,yeCAND(x)}‘

o(s,t)= —
Sg Utp

)
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7532 &(s,t) e AR I D6 S(s,t)~ B R m A7 EE R AHALLRE esim(s,t) 2 18] 56 & (R PR 20 AT, AT 2 5X(2)
WoR = Z A [FE R AR

csim(s,t)=(5(5’t))zx(mTaj ?

A (2T, S H B AE D 8 PRF m X 7 246 A ARLBE 1R R W s/ J 2 B 5 TR m Sk 45 R AR AL E 1) 5
mi sk B AT LAYR AR sUh (R0 2 StulD 5 HAR L UCRE StudentD i), B =1, 7+ 5 Ho 7 45 MU ARBLE  csim(StulD,
StudentID)=((5+5)/(5+5))?x(10/(10+1))=0.909.

o T TG 3% DA R A2 5 R AR 1% 36 D TR 6F (5, 8) 1A A2 &5 A AHABLEE asim(s,t) 5 70 3 st IR &5 40 15 L 4
Z A m A K SCHO & R TTTC TG (KA B n R m 2 ) (9 LU ARD) 2 T 1 9 22 5 34 1 45 R REARLBE 1R R G 43 BT A [v) 361
TRIEVEECRT (5,0), 1 564 R S Hh G 3R s 50 T s B4R Fo (1 pR B U A sf, MR T HPons 6 R T 1R
HHHIR P p8 20 JC R P K5 AT 22 sUE) T 5 (s, ). I HL T R RO, 4 x N Zu s BRI,
AT x AL E a #Ril AL (3b etz,b e CAND(a) )i, x 43 % ( 3y etz,y € CAND(X) ).
‘{x [xesg Adyets,ye CAND(X)}u{x|xetr ndyesg,ye CAND(X)}I

o(s,t) = ?
s U]
122 (s, 1), FATTR FH 15 77 5 R AHARLE AH ] 1) 2 3 (4) SR vH 55 A2 4 R AR AL J -
asim(s,t)=(5(5vt))2X[mnjaj ?

AR @) TS H a5 X (2) T i SCH ] LAY A A P T 3 StuName 55 3L IE VL i Name b 9], B o=1, TH 5
LA G HMUE N asim(Stuname,Name)=((1+1)/(1+1))?x(2/(2+1))=0.667.

2.3 FHRMUEEEE L

FESS 2.2 R AT G RABLURE 0 58 SO ST AE 55 1% 70 38 R I T0 3R R 8 DG R0 4R R RE Al L, (EL RS g AL
HTCHR M1 ICF A G ABLEE X 6 8 55 S5 ARABLRE S A7 S0 £, 7 0 32 45 M AHAUURE B iy il Bk e B e % A1 B
F147 5 R ARABLRE AR 3l B, 5 A A ALLE AN AN ) 32 78 38 A SR (R T8 3% (R SORTBLURE A 5%, 38 5 ) i Js SR AR I T8
BRI G RARBLEE A 5% A5 1, FRATT R 328 U1 8 8 G300 5 A6 A ALURE EAT T 42 A4

FEAT G138 VA VR A S0 0, ATV E B IR AR A A MR 0 T IAN SR A XY, JdiTE 38
Kl G(V,E)fl I :V=XUY,E=((x,y)xe XAy e YAye CAND(X)),E 455 4534 FIASLAE Ay T SR I P AN T6 35 1RO A G5 A4 A ALLEE
30 L, FRATT 0 P 0 o K R s X P S T R A A ) A A A ARABLEE (L 2 X (5)), 0 2 X (B) ) A 32 SR ) 2
TR TR O 3 R 1 e 9

asim(X,Y):max[Zx: Zy:asim(x, y)j (5)

xeX yeY
[Fi) P4, 750 70 3R A A B 5 S5 R A ADURE 1) 5 SCrP BRATTR TR ) (K 5 95 52 C 8 G(V,E) (B AN A (2 E P&
ST AU A T R IR KD P AS 7038 AR 1 G A AR B RE X L ) PR 0 1T ) e R VR B R IE AN SR AR A 1 T
SRR (U2 2X(6)), % 2 280 (6) ) A 320 R FH ) 24" R A 3R PO A1 — 3 1 J A U

X

csim(X,Y)=max[Z Zy:csim(x, y)yJ (6)

xeX yeY

T 5 R A A A P10 0 38 A2 45 A ARAB 8 AT A 328 T R A2 5 R ARVBL B A2 368 B0 n 550025 2 J .
Bk 2. LA ML IS EE.

(1) M H b B ol ARSI T AT e R s R R A Q;

(2) MBAS Q BB TTH t;

(3) X t [KAF— ML IT T s,asim(s,t)=axasim(s,t)+Sxasim(parents(s),parents(t));

(4) BIoHE t T ICRABBAS Q;
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(5) #BABIAS Ay 23 IR A1 55 (2) 25

VL) BEDL S 1 B ARBE R T RN RN R t 5 - ANMRIE VTR I s, H AL S5 M AL A
asim(s,t), 592 55 (3) 20 i 4l P A~ J0 25 (1M 52 TC 25 4R 5 1 445 R A AL B35 R A e A1) 2 T 1) A &85 R A AL B, T 48 )5 1) A2 &
AL asim(s,t)=axasim(s,t)+Sxasim(parents(s),parents(t)), 1 41, parents(s) % 7 £E Y5 W Fh 45 /5 s UL T &
) 4& 4 parents(t) % 7~ 76 B b AR W o5 S0t 142 78 # 4R & .asim(parents(s),parents(t)) /& parents(s) il
parents(t)iX B~ JL R A 1R G MIALE, o, SR - AL 3 R AL, Hgi e o+ f=1 88— Ji A% 346 5 1S , R AT A 465 44
FEACLEE F G A B R B A 76 3 ) o A &5 A A ABLRE 1 B A M, BA MR R 3o ST 78 38 0 1R A2 45 A ARABL B 1
B IEHILE X 5 M TG XIM B 8 IE . B & AL 38 5 A 45 AU 4% 2l 1,800 2 ik i
Ja FAE AR R K, 0 KRR S 1F 5, P00 A A% 326 T A2 45 R AHARLBE AR HR AR [0, 1] 9 . B8 B AT A% 38 B0, &
AT BRIRANAT 5 A 5 — ) 5 128 DG TE 7 3% 1) A2 &5 R AHALL B2 81 T35 € (FR 34 11T IS 22 (6 /N T o) B AT IRBCR T
N, JUJ A2 5 R A AL A 3 i 2 45 R

T 5 R AR AL (A 326 B0 5 AL 5 ) A AL JBE TR A 330 SRR B AR — B (BRI R P s AN )

(1) SRAT B s P i3 e ) H AR B (0 76 %

(2) TEIEATAHALSE AL 26 N, 7 25 R ARABLBE SR dn R A 2L 4

asim(s,t)=axasim(s,t)+Sxasim(children(s),children(t)).

TS HAT T S5 M A AL AL 366 B50005, B0 AT KR AT I A 5 A5 6 DT T TG 3% 1Y) T 465 ) A DL B3 T 25
(FL 3T 5 250N T @) BEE HAT BOR T N, DU -7 25 48 A ABLJSE A% i3 i R 45 i

283 A2 70 AHALL B A% 336 1 - 0 3 AHALL BE A% 326 )5, 0 25 TR) R AHABL R FE 2 bl 1 28 5 1) 58 &5 R A AU BE 4B 2 1 &5
A AL B A 78 23 b S et oI I, B bR A8 b 1) B — N J0 38 S HARIE LI () # A AR T8 S0, T45M . L4k 3
T AN [ 2 B PR AR ALLBE e AT i AN A [0 11 3 88 J e 3 2 T (R AR ARLPE . R TN BRAT i i T AR H X 3 AMAHLBE i
% AT

3 MREIXERME

I B X 2R 1) 0 o e A X DG I o v 1) — A T B0 R SFUM 4 17— Fof gt e A8 X ol S5 ) A 1) 7 92 e e 0S4
2 A% SRR R B IXRE — S8 UL X, A5 BRI P A AR 2 R g K AR AN AE A S R AN U BE X (x,y), (myn),x 55 n
BBV R T x 55y BOAHALRE IR IEy 55 m BOAHALRE K Ty 55 x BIARABLRE AEL SRl 7 i AT AR AFAE AN [ T 38 0]
V4R AL FE A 8 T 4 L 25 1) Tl R, IR 4 A ALBE 1) R B IE A R e BRI X, — AN e R 5 01— Nt R 2 HAH
BURA R BE AN 5 X A JT & 2 T A AR, BE A O I8 5 I A T8 3% A AR i 3 TT T 1) AH AL EE A 0% ) i
Isim(student.Addr,student.Address)=0.2;Isim(student.DepartmentID,student.DepartID)=0.483;Isim(student.Depart-
mentID,Department.DepartName)=0.319. [X >4 7 student. Address [ JiT 4 1% i% VT i H A A7 7E student. Addr — M ik i
VG, i student.DepartmentID 17 P53k DE L, A7 LA, student. Address A1 student.Addr & 4y UG e () Al GE M < & 1
student.DeartmentID I Department.DepartmentName J% >4 VT B (¥ 7T fig 1, B 4 Isim(student.Address,student.
Addr)=0.2<Isim(student. DepartmentID,DepartmentDepartmentName)=0.319. 4 it 3 A 145 Hi 1 LU 2 1 4 &, A1
ABIRE e 2 IR A3 T0 3 55 AU TG AT 8 % AH L TG TR 1) 08 236 A X T RASE v f0 A 2 70 3 R0t 0 A 1 e I T 1) A
ABLEE FL 1) R R iy, R W12 TG R A H AR AR X P AT i e DTG TS 180 AE o4 7 8 v s e -2 JUDREE 4 BTG 3 5] — AN ST R 1A
IFi A 32 D/ Pt >fe 156, A AA 188 v, UG IS P ARE 23 700 A8 v SR 2 G 23 A AR . el b, R A1 H ARV BN 26 (1 o S R

W FIRARL A AT — 0 3 x 5 H AR TE RS CAND(X), X 7E H brds 2 A A7 78 DL IC A 26 1T el A X (7)1 H 8045

yeCAND(X)
> sim(x,y)
P(X)= yeCANDy(x) (7

D sim(x,y)+d

y

A, d 2B AR RIS DU o BROR X A7 7 A 356 UG P A RBE 58/, B 55730k 06 00 o ) 7 7 326 D B PR W e
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K, B A
X 5 {5k L EC 5 CAND(X) G 2 z AR R n] th A X(8) &/
P(x,2)= yeCAND(SxI)m(XYZ) (8)
D> sim(x,y)+d

y

ARABUREE 6 32 75 10 2 70 3% TB)AH HL G TC A0 M 24, U AH AL B UL M) Y ARMBUREE AN [) 1) 78 3 % 2 Ta) ] DL o AH
M B R AT LA, BB AR EL L LA ST 2 M AS Je s HAH TGRS (MR AR B0 56 2 75 JRATIAS B R A
AP JO R G HARIE VL IC 2 10 35 S\ 74548 SCE e 3 RioARALLEE 3 L 23 SRR A1 3 3 A A ALLEE R ) 22 2K (6)
TS TS SR BURESR . F 5SS 45 MIARBUESR, 43 51 I Plism(x,y),Pcsim(x,y),Pasim(x,y) % 7.

& R BEAR TR B] 7 78 d=0.5 MO0 T, A4S 2] Plism(student.Addr,student.Address)=0.286,
Plism(student.DepartmentlD,student.DepartlD)=0.371,Plism(student.DepartmentlD,Department.DepartName)=
0.245, 1 1 ] LAAS HH 3RE 1) #E W -student. Addr &5 student.Address ()38 SCAHAUMEZR EE student.DepartmentlD &
Department.DepartName [ &5 SCARABUE 28 T2y, ) I 5 1) 08 SCARVRLRE 26 51 b 5 K. B e v 0 ¥ T B o &
55 FLAGE G VT TRE 2 1) PR AR ACL R B T AR ABLRER 6 Sk 2 25 i AN ) 78 28 X (R AHARUAE 248 W) LA B EAT B, 15 20 S A fy e
S 28 IR AT WS AR R R v T B B AR 2 T AT 6 3R B B TG T 2 T PR A ARLE AT ST LU R IR N 3
T AN 5] PR A ABURE 2 A 498 T 2 Ak o2 52 2% K i 52 R AL, I DA FRATI XS 3K 3 Ao AHLLE 64T 5 I SR HT IS 3 fR J7 vk
G IR RIREATTEN AU Psim(x,y). K2 X (9):

Psim(x,y) = a x Plsim(x, y) + # x Pcsim(x,y) + y x Pasim(x,y),(¢ + B+ =1) 9)

HRAE 22 2X(7) 45 21 70 2508 (0] (R AR AURE 2 J5 , FRATTHE TG 10 RIS e B 32 v A ADUAE 23 A 35 A AL 5 >Rk B A
U TCER A RIS ¢ 2R T FRATTH SE ) 503k R B AT VP

4 BIEKWITFM

AT FRATPRE 12 7 i 5 A AR S DT R e R R D R AT S B 6 bR T SR TE R A R A R B8 R 4R
A DG i 1905 0 2, R AT B FH 1) A ) 45 40 1 I 1 COMASEMINT J5 ik 5 ARy VR0 AT L. 53 40, T i
AR5 R A AT TR J7 2 RE s T A Ak i e A A DT T )R A R AT SO BT LA H R S5 R R
VA B UCHC 1) CUPID,SF J5 i SR dhAT LR 2 36 4 SR FRAT 138 B o DR 2 5 vk O 9 b e o L e B0 e A X
VCHC 7 e RE I AT ME SR . A A R A i X 3 TG b ke kA7 0 HL 7,

(1) A (precision): 0L &5 S A 1 A DT G 45 S o A DL O 45 SR 1 L

Precision=T/P=T/(T+F).
(2) A4F(recall): VL&, S+ 1E A VT EC &5 J v S DG E 25 11 b %

Recall=T/R.
(3) ATl (overall): et 6 FH UL F SV 97 45 44 1 A0 2k oty o DG L Tt B s
3 [ 1 j T-F
Overall = precisionx| 2— =
Recall R

o T UUAC 2R [B] EAf UC e 5 3L, P O DG e 550923 (R 1) BT A UE e 485 SR F A DC T 4509 0% ] ) 4 35 UL i &4
LR b A I Aff R UG T 45 AL

IR R b SR A =X 45 4 X 1 http://metaquerier.cs.uiuc.edu/repository/. i% B = A 18 48 145 20 45 1 B
K51 A FH PR 3, L AT A 5 P A 38 1 £ A SR U IE (U B 5T Hp 0 Bl P PR R L 5026 T 5 PR 3diR J6(TEL-8
Query Interfaces,BAMM Extracted Query Schemas,ICQ Query Interfaces,IWRandom,OntoBuilder). 4 523 % 1] %1
PEIH 1CQ Query Interfaces H A 2 45 #f5 B BT ICQ Query Interfaces #4k Ui i) Airfare 3% UM 2 aa
A H AR AR 2 G A A 2 A PR A S 3 4 ) AS [ R D A0 AT A X DT I (UR BE =K 4 i Abstravel,
Air-tickets, Airtravel, Airfareplanet). 32 =R 45 28 5 o 2 8ol S N MySql5.0 B4 2 48 i ODBC & 32 Bl 2
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PASR I P A5 R 1 T S50 45 S IR ANBS S B30 (R F i) tRp 2, i D038 A 55 1 8 1 A R 40 0k 1 I 8 o 5 6 45
AT 53X BANVEA 41

SR R 3 TR, th B 3(a) A vE R L B b AN HE R L 7E R OR R £ H {F E K i COMA Al
SEMINT 5| T &5 #15 E 1 3 M52k FD_BASED,CUPID I SF fxf b R i B MER BRICT F& . T
VL 202 I 0 VG 0 25 3 o T A DL I 5 SR 0 L 2, LR F 485 00 15 UL e A0 42 v DG 5 855 SR v 1 D I 1 Bl 3R AR
H5 AN RRI T 254 {5 B A% CUPID R SF (¥ b BATT AT LA H AR J5 3 ml LA SE A 2t ) FH &5 4
15 BB = DU C 2 M e b st 2 2 iR DU JC &85 SR P IE A VS LT o5 1 Ll 3R

P T 7 ME AR R s &5 SR o A A DG T oy 9 L 2R B v U A e DL W GG 4 SR %) O e A UG
BT 55 AN B S &5 SR 30 2 100 19, 38 SRR o] b 4% HH T A 1) IE A 46 R, 7 4 Rl 2 i M e MEAT R 1 i b
Fe N 2 45 J AP 0 I A UG 0 45 SR o S PR IC G 45 SR L 2R 3(b) A2 LR DE L 7 v 1 2 A 26 38 b (i 3 L, B B
715, T P At R R H 45 445 JE 1 512 (COMA SEMINT)TE 2 4 e by E W WAIR T~ J5 1l 3 FhRIH T &5 415 B M U7k
(FD_BASED,CUPID,SF), i A2 5t 45 1445 5 10 ) 68 70 25 £ w5 e 2 UG e 3500k (9 A vt % 70 s T 3 R REvk 1)
of B rf A S A A A g A AL T HAd i B (CUPID, SF) R T &5 46045 S5 0 850925, 158 W9 S 5 ok vl LA B A 250
FIFH 45445 I8, 3R 5 22 (¥ IE A DU i &5 21

Bl 3(a) T 3(b) 73 T A vt 5 0 Ay 4% FOX B IR AR AT T 0] L, 18] 3(c) 2 %4 T PEFE FR (10 LG 4% T PE H A
A8 T 19BN AN E AT RC 25 5 A A 12 DT T 5509270 A B b7 4 o< A B 3 vl i o 8 b A R P 46 M £ I
f¥177 3 (COMA,SEMINT)5 J5 11 3 F Rl I T 454417 K7 %2 (FD_BASED,CUPID,SF) {5415 of b il LA H, 1 45
P B BB RS A0 S 4 v SR 1 A TR 3R AR . 50 A, A AR B0 S5 B A W R ORI T &5 #4045 JEL IR 452425 (CUPID, SF) (1 %)
A R W = 7 B TR 1 vl LI 7 5 B A L= RS

OcomMA B seMINT O FD_BASED B CUPID OsF OcomMA B sEMINT O FD_BASED B CUPID OsF
100 100
80 80
o —
2 60 T 60
2 9
e 40 & 40
[a 5§
20 20
0 0
Abstravel  Air-tickets  Airtravel  Airfareplanet Abstravel  Air-tickets  Airtravel  Airfareplanet
(a) Contrast graph of the precision of several match methods (b) Contrast graph of the recall of several match methods
(2) & ICIC 7 VA A X AN [ A 2 ) 2 v 5 0 L (b) U IC 75 0Bt o AN ) Y ASE 2 F) 4 2200 Bl ]
OcomA B semINT OFb_BASED B CUPID OSF
00
80
S 60
>
O 40
20
ok

Abstravel  Air-tickets  Airtravel  Airfareplanet

(c) Contrast graph of the overall of several match methods

(C) Pl G FE 75 V2 o AN [ AL e g A T %o L el
Fig.3 Contrast of several match methods
K3 LR AR IE R Ty i dabroxt b
DA @ g A S T 5 A UG IS o P 10 28 77 30 o O R B P R A% B I S8y ey AR S VR T B
3P 45 XML, ER B %5 HoAh A AR5 BT LLBRAT T X6 XML B8 Y5030 AT S 50 sk MR Sk (i nl 7 R Ak g s i v
A FH 15 XML B8 95 R FH SCHR[L7] 7P #2454 1% 3 % PO il PurchaseOrder 3, 43 %1 | PO Pair,PO Pair2 il PO Pair3
R, 2R 3 AT 3 RS e P EOR U O
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Table 3 Contrast of the number of attributes in PO Pairl, PO Pair2 and PO Pair3
% 3 PO Pairl,PO Pair2 1 PO Pair3 " &5 2 & 1 Hon) He

PO Pairl PO Pair2 PO Pair3
PO 10 13 40
PurchaseOrder 9 15 43
Bl 4 45 T ARSCT7 R S R S5 R 45 L SF 7 VAT CUPID J5 1) S 36 4 L 3 0L
OrFD_BASED ECUPID [OSF OrFD_BASED B CUPID [OSF
100 100
80 80
5 =
‘% 60 < 60
S D
£ 4 & 40
20 20
0
PO Pairl PO Pair2 PO Pair3 PO Pairl PO Pair2 PO Pair3
(a) Precision contrast of three algorithms for (b) Recall contrast of three algorithms for
PO Pairl, PO Pair2 and PO Pair3 PO Pairl, PO Pair2 and PO Pair3
(a) 3 P&l My DT Jy 41 %t PO Pairl,PO Pair2 il (b) 3 gl Ry IL AL J7 ¥4 %) PO Pairl,PO Pair2 i
PO Pair3 [ v %0 L ] PO Pair3 #1442 % xf L K]
OFD_BASED WcuUPID [OSF
100
80
£ 60
>
O 40
20

PO Pairl PO Pair2 PO Pair3

(c) Overall contrast of three algorithms for PO Pairl, PO Pair2 and PO Pair3
(c) 3 Fl 4l K UL J5 41 %t PO Pairl,PO Pair2 Al PO Pair3 )4 i 1 ot LL &

Fig.4 Contrast of CUPID, SF and FD_BASED for XML schema
&l 4 CUPID,SF 1 FD_BASED %% XML % 3 VT e f) 5 b 5 Eb

M 4(@) vl R X LB B AITrT LA B, FD_BASED J5ii&t % XML R 4T VU FE () 2 vk SR PR bR i T
CUPID 1 SF J732:, I .35 Ja v 25 B i3 b0, 2 v 2 A R A B S AR A0 R AR 1) 4(D) R 4(c) i A 4 Ze fll 4
TPk 8 b B 0T B, FRAT T AT LA R B 55 18 4(a)AH [R] R0 45 b BT 401, FD_BASED J7 v B A RIF a9 Rt A e 2
XML B S5 #) J5 R e IR FR R m M B e . A MM fa w35 ALE & T4 E#O T 30 th R 2R vk

g ba LA R0 P AR 5 &5 400 15 5 B 4 v A X U AV 1) 45 TR o, T A 7 32 3 DA At R P T AR X
SERAE R B S T B IR A R, 9T FLTE )y (8 ™ i 20 S0 At T R 45 g 110 )BT 3 e 4 e 2 L (T DG B 12 e

5 REERE

ASSCHR T R AR 0 3 TR 1R B BSOS G R i S A A5 R A T BT BN e oK B T 3R ) AH LT
PCHE JBE 1R 7 0, I AR AR 43 B RTS8 45 RPN T TR UE 1 I 46 5e it e 7 — s A b 8 e 2 5 DC . P A
JE . H i A 2 UG IC 75 32 v B A P PR A 8 g £ S PR 10 B A o — (B T 7 50 AR Bl AR e v T 202 it 5 4k
R R), fr B RE LB D LA VRS H 10 2 A AR BUAE 24 7] — 6 3% ) P Ik B DT PIE 1 4 5 5 16 % 7 T 41 B
BT N A 45 R A5 SR A Bh A 6.4 J5 AT RT DU e 3 At — 2807 SR IBOE 8 (1A (G A5 8, A FEAE AR 5K
VEHC IR 91 AL fE S 55 UL T, 7 R 2 U C o R b A48 5 KPR A0 P 8 o UG ARG 6
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