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Abstract: Aggregation task for Chinese short texts is to associate a pair of similar short texts together. The pair needs to belong to same
entity in two data sets. Such study has important theoretical and practical interests for data resource integration across different fields. In
this article, an effective aggregation model is devised for Chinese short text. The model is able to decrease the volume of candidate pairs
sharply for matching and ensure the matching accuracy via two key steps, namely fast matching and refined matching. Meanwhile, aiming
to the deficiency of the traditional similarity algorithms for short text, an improved similarity algorithm, called generalized Jaro-Winkler
is proposed. The aggregation experiments performed on different merchant data sets suggest that the new algorithm has the best
performance both in matching accuracy and stability compared with those traditional algorithms.
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1% B AT R AR D T 30 NI SCARTH B IR AR TE NE FHUEE B M REI R A i),
BB 8 A5 B GV B . BTSRRI B (5 B RS SRS B LIRSk H
Be BRI TR 2 50 SCAR I R G R, b i SR A LB b % DR R T 2% Xl R R o 4 R TR o AN
B bl M RS BT & LR AT 5 AR S B0 7 BEAT 22 4 A0 & M bR, BB 0 P R
SR [ 1 2 A7 B (i O 3 ) A R 50 DA =R & M RIS R 55 Ik e i SO A SR B 45 A BA TG P 1) R S AR 3
PR T 7 R AL R 2 B 7 ok B BT B 5K HOH 8 B R P29 A3 SR O S AR R A T [ S
— AN SRR R T A0 DA S R BRI — R T AL A O N R TFEL 57 I X AN A R AT DL G BZ
s FE AN (5] FEL T O s 0 A A, DTT R LK AN () 4 4 56 A — SR AT B2, D (58 V1 2 38 S A0 bt A0 2 1) 7

SR, S5 s 1) 5 500 4 P 4 SO AR SR B IRV A L 8] R 18 R T I ) R RS 0 T

(a) REXT R AFRE T A — T ) e F AL sk AE Wl 4 BERRA AN R TFHL 57 ABFE Wil B 2045
FRAHE AN K TN, FH 187 55 B ASOR T IE J7 925 I AS R L IE IC T 1F 83X Bl 2R A 0 B 48 FRAS — B0 i) i, 7E 2 TR
S ) P 8 SR iR B v A e AP AE

(b) MNXATER LR A FE T — % 2 B E R SO, B 0 R A FRE 2 EF 1B R i 8¢
F IR B A5 BT SCA X BRI 10 e P 45 40 SO AR 6 O HME B EL A SO AR TR K.

(c) M5 BAHERRE, K CARE S IE BAER 2,77 LR ST 8O3 5 =) B 5 VE AT B 30 5 &, T 4
SRR EHIE BAR DB Z B SO R, I DUR AR LS5 G SCARFAE (1 AR ABLBE SR03E v BR0 SC AR 2 1) ) ARABLEE DA
SR A B RCR I A B L e N OR FHL R IR F WA AR FHE B2 T U, R —F R ZEH
HeA g TWFhFHL.

(d) MEUE & FORE, BB SO I 26 B 208 % 78 B 0 80 R UL b BT BL Ao ] fRAIE 58 & A 2 4
AR A T BRI R

Forfr, B3 (a) M1 () e W 17 24 i A SCAR 3R 45k 7 1T i F) 793 0E 1) @ (dilemma issue), B AE P> X B8R £, 44
FRA — 8 22 (R RL 1 X B0 56 SR PTGV 0 5 65 T 48 R AR 5 A ABL IR A [ 36 S 20T R ol 4 132 1 2R 6 7E — .
K HA LA, BT A [F) 47 M R0 45035 1) 5005 A7 70 B 12k 1) R, T I 0285 AT o 5 8 400 38 1) 503 51 6 155 B [ P 1 9 A S5
b AR I AR BB R B (3% 5 kB I U6 7 52 20 78 # (95T PR B2 2013 4E 3 A 18 H~22 HLE
EAFMIEWAFFH EDBT 2013 W EZ4 T =M REWRE LR AGRkATE. EEH, MARE. %EE
SE 11 SZBME S 38, 3 XBHR S AR A I SR+ 38 IF I AE 22 FE RN < — X 2 [ PO 38 Sk N 25 I JE AL )
DL SR AR AR A 3 AR FE 1 0 L 2R R AR T A R B (B, T A SR SCHR A B AL B R 4115 (i 525 TR Fl A XL
PR B A B AT X E B R A AT 45 A8 [ A R 5% SCRR R OB R PR N < A 4 SE 4R 3 — fk (named  entity
normalization)”I**V 8§ 3 « it 3% ¥% 4 (record linkage)”[*™), £ 17 4 4 [H Ay 4 BF 77 3 85 LR Jy <52 44 % 5% (entity
alignment) ') {H i e ffF 7t 32 BLAR 6 TS SCAH WL BT A H AR A G ok 32 BERT L4y S 2 T i A
T BRI IE T HL28 25 > O R A A0 36 T 45 (0 3R A 2 b AR R PR 78, 401 PageRank B3k 3 i il 5
= VR (P RCE TSR S B £ BE R S5 3 A 1 2R A AR TOLAR 2 0T (1 SR G B A o, LR R A O ML AR
SVEPHEAT IR R A 5B R, A0 Granitt 25 A2 H T — BBk A9 N T2 i 48 SRR S LS B AR AT 1
I ) EHE 5 A A R o TR P R £ YR Y 4% IR AR R IR b ) B T B RV AE R ) SR A AR SO SEELIN R A
BT LUK AS [5] 40035 P R ST SCACEHE 047 A 5 10 SR A H SO SO AR B8 — i B A R IR A i M AR AS R DU A g e
AU ATEESE T AR B R AE 32 0, 97 B 3R H B0 5 K, BT DL, od 2 T4 G G v J7 VA 1 3R G A B A0 T LR
S50 IR AR AL R A U A X [ 3 SO AR SR A T I R B R A S B M R T — R T S )y ik
R SR SCA AR ABLRE v A 45 A B A AL HE R SR A A B 32 R U DU TRE ARG 4 DU S A AP 3R A
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B 5T E AT AL BE S B R R G A R
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SRS g PR B9 (levenshtein distance)BET8 A MM EEM) B KA TR LCS)EIEPST, &
FE R AL S P2 22 JL e Jaro-Winkler $3% b0 IE & 0 SCAARBLRE (0 5524 g 4 B SV M A TN
FRE AP I L LCS AR TH B T A S AR AOLEE TS AN SROE T 4 AR A AT B A T
DNA 457 ] AR UL FEE A b 2 200 36 38 S0 AR bl R 409 — B 7 B A 0 M 0 8 SCAA) it 3 LA 26T HowNeet(Jin
}A) A1 3L T WordNet . i HowNet A2 %%} o7 3¢ 138 SCia] #1271 1] WordNet & 3 T 98 30 (9 38 SCiA] #1281 59 4
A — LGk A G5 M (38 SCHIBURE B3, an A S0 40 5 R0, B ML & SR PO A SO Sk AR
H & I 3 B A SO I B SCRH LR S35 130 4T Hp S0 08 SC ARG 40 DG i, 3 B F 40 R SR A,

(a) V5 SCMIBLEE 2 BURHE TR VC i Pl E 2 8 B BT ACBIE 5 % K B0 MR & Pl W AN pe & T 78 o H T H
S T 1100 25 T TR I M s R AL T AR D v R AR A2 BIAE R 22 AR M s T AT AE AN R M, I I AN B A S B
B S S b T R D PR R L e N A AL S e 48 I S ] [ A BLBE R O 1.

(b) & SCARACLRE v B30 3688 55 55 0T SR A0 55 B 2 9, A7 LR 0 R U BR 2 BB e ) b SR R R DA R
SN BT FRIAREER J2 Uk 5 4 TR SRR H AR SR T DR R 2 R 2R, B NS 7R 2 5% FE T e [ PR R 2 I 5 R 2
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V5, EALRE A A (R HE 2R 51 PR IR B0 e AN I AR B R Bl A I AR R 1 TR,

S MBI HE 2R 5] 75 ZE SR 0 — A P9 R Y A4 B HEAT 01, 45 B A Y A4 B IR 20 A B 1 AR BT O A B
o PR B — TR B AL S i U T A A AR AR HE R S b A AR — A ] DA B B % 23 TR R L ) BT A A
PR P A4 PR TR IS B A P A G5 A ] S Bt A e % RO

e B 326 0F A 56 B — > AR R Y A4 AR (B I 11 1 v R <20 TR R 1), DR A B 5 2 B ORI ALL ) R 44 i
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Fig.1 An example of inverted index for short texts

K1 R SRR AR
EX 1.4 5 B; Z IR REARLEE 52 SN
Sim(A.B.) = count,
2 \Jlen(A)x len(B;)
HHp len(A)F1 len(B) 5 73RN A Fl B; )43 18 A4

TR 1 w7 S i A B HER BLa S0 5 5 AR 7,188 By,By, B, By, Bs AR (1), 7T LATS
2| Sim(4,B,)=0.816,Sim(4,B,)=0.408,Sim(4,B;)=0.667,Sim(4,B,)=0.333,Sim(4,B5)=0.408. 15 J5 % LA 4% HE MK
F/NHER, BT DA 2

M

Sim(A,B,) > Sim(A,B,) > Sim(A4,B,) = Sim(A4,B;) > Sim(A4,B,) )

SRIGEL top NCGX HLLL N=2 ), B EL B, (L0 117 ) AN Bs(ZLHE B B8 AN SR 78 7 AR A 7 7 A4
I T R T ) B 0T 41 345 A S8 4 A X ORAIE T BB 0% AR R 2R 40 B 410 1E A G e I, L 4 SR 7% 22 56 D)y B 1)
Wil LG & KA KENHH P 2EE TR —A5 P84 00 75 2R AR 4 UL e B,

TEAR SR A 9286, 9 AR 38 348 2 545 10 000 26411 370 000 %540 5 B 2 30 17 RS 4m UL e, 75 B 3dE AT
10000x370 000 7% FiFH AL E 535 1 R A1 176 BRSEE UG BE s B top N(N=1000), ¥ 21 UG it 1 A2 R 75 2 10000%x1000 7%
PR AEAGLE T 0. 4 SR A RT3 DTG 74 BT i), e 41 DG S ) B ) 43 R B B2 DL E 1) 1/370, 3 L PR i g #1191 000 A
AR T P AR AR 5 2 B PR 4 R SR BT 1 R DG B DR R R S £ B, TR L R G R 3o AR T DA AR
A RA BRI R,

1.2 FE4IThT

FE R DT C SR A5 148 X0 5, 75 22 RS 20 UG B e 2 0 8 SR 5 1) F AR 7 7 AE RS AR DT E vp, 2 ST 3 7 SO AR
JE S ] A A SCASARBL B SR e 2 O U7 9598 Jaro-Winkler ARAULE V1 5. T4 SRR B AR AR VT 5L Bk
NICTHR(LCS) ik RIZMLE SRS AR AL S 2 FTHEAT S A 4.

2 ERMMARMUEEZX

2.1 Jaro-Winkler tH{\E it &

Jaro-Winkler 5% 2 Jaro SHVEMASFP & T 590N Z 47 5B 2 AR LS 9 — P A TREIGIEC #5885
A 5o, TFSLUL AL 7 11 MW (matching window). 24 A AN =4 (1 25 B8 (6 LA BD)AS KT MW B TTACH s, 5 s, #HE
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DURE FEob M 5 st F SR,
mw?mmfl )
S, s /3 DL 5 74 e 0 4 P 7E DR 6 11609 FEL 5 B AT DL R 52 7 AN, G0 . SR B TR
ANVLIR S 7E s, P 15 5 WP K PR 0 8 s TR I BT DL P 0 7E s, P 1 5 5 WP B 4 B sy 25
sy A sy S0 R BB 54 AR ) 08 0 A UG B 5 R A T e R A G5 o UG 5 2% o 4 00 3 4 1
BTN (BT R R A SRR IR — S 2

MW =

1=l 4
- )
W Jaro-Winkler ARABLRZ 115 24 30N
llm m_ (m=0
I El TR R ®
0, m=0
T LV R 0 A2 8T LA 0 542 46 A IR0 746 8 4 Jaro-Winkler S92 1 AH 0L 9
d,=d;+(p(1=d)) (6)

A p NE B, HIEE N (0~0.25), B AME N 0.1;1 45 83 5 BIAR UG 38 70 A2 A0 A0 [F) A K
22 ETHREEBHIETE

B IE B9, X PR Levenshtein FE B, 248 75 P > 77 8 (8], I — ME MUK 575 — A I /& 2 1 B b g R 45 AR 8.
VPRl g B BLEE 3 Pl — N E R B B — N E RN — N R R — A AR 00,4 campus — 1A%
% compute,FHE 3 . 1 W a BN o,compus(a—0);5 2 NG s BN t,comput(s—1);5 3 BHENTFR/F
e,compute(—>e). T #&,campus 5 compute W/ F-1F 5 18] (1) w5 HE RS 3.

PIAN T4 H 4,B [¥) Levenshtein # 2 d(4,B) AT LA FH 3245 FLRI S32 01 55045 3017 0 566 T G 48 2 8 (A0 ARG 55
NS W)

d(4,B)
max(len(A),len(B))

K, Sim(4,B) A I 2 BIAAL BE T L85 4, B NIRRT SIS F 15 5 len(X) N X B F R4
23 RKAHFHRLCHE.

AT H LCS BB ANSE T/ H 052 0 MBS B4 BB F R 5/ 10UT J5 145 2
A e K A [FR) 2455 17 51 % 45 8 I 245 8 A,BX & A 1 B MR K AILTFFH),NEIEX 4 F1 B FMERE A
P FH] w AR S | W <|X]. HARUE T E AR N

Sim(A,B) =

Sim(A,B)=1— 7

2 xlen(X)

len(A) + len(B)

T, Sim(A,B) N B A AR RS T 545 B, 4,B N ARSI S 755 5 len(XD) N X 7755

%4 A=abcdefghifvihxyzw,B=ijkabcimdefgpqh, B A TFT LB B M B K A 3L F BN X=abcdefgh. 5T 7] 51,LCS
BEAR B0 A LT R A E R RS R BT AN R AT LAE 2K A R oK A 3R T AR A L R 4 AT R
R ANHE— 1.
24 MEIZHEUETERE

FHE ML Bk r A R T R AR VS B SC O AL B . VLB B RS . LR P RSN RN T E
THEESEILH A=“AoA, ... Ay " FA B=“B\B...B, 53 MK E N m F1 n (450 SCAS B T AR AL BE AR T P A 5
A oA () ST B IR DR R 58 LN R AR A
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HABUEHE AN
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Sim(4,B)=1-- =

1)

2mn
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Fl A={a,a1,...ap 1} ,B={bo,b1,...,b, 1} 53 AR AR VT L 1 R ST A 48] JE WA R 51,000 4 5 B (FR4E e
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¥ A R B 4y R R G A0 b o, 0 FRFUR IR TR o, 8 b JB T HS UB), IR B & i x; 5
VAN LENLAEN 0.3k & UU,B) P T R HIAN .
ad=(x,Xy5e0X;) (13)
[;:(yUyZ ----- ) (14)
H 4,4 F1 B Z [0 AR ZARLBE T A S R

k

xiyi
Sim(A,B) = cos{a,b) = —LL

k k
22X A2
i=1 i=1

SRR 5 R SRR EBOE TR SCA AR LR T 5 3 b Jaro-Winkler 5593 HUBGE & BL7 75 08 B AL 9 T
S;Levenshtein 53k, BB ARMAZ H% . LCS SR AIA SXARALLRE 50920 LU IB0&E A BL 43 1) O B AL (R T 5

3 BUEMNXAEMERE

(15)

3.1 EHENRAMBEABEZNRABENTEZL

TE AR SCSE SRR o, 9 A8 7 7 42 R AR E AR — B0 B8, T RE AR DA LR L B .

(1) PN 7 R AR, A 7 P 2 TR, L e SOt v L R B BR A = e SR & i A IR A =]

(2) AR RS T 0 AE R HE e 2 i SR R T I e R 22 i Y SR B B I AR RS

(3) PN PG AT LAIX 3 2K 50l il A 3 0 7 3, L << T T N B S I i A< i

(4) AT P 4 BRARARALL AR 30 AR A& ) — 7 7, bl dn e SR AT 1 B il 3t 5 PR 2 =) 7 R < SR i [ B e U A TR
VAR

(5) AT 7 48 BRARAH AL, L2 5 ) AN [R], Bl G ez ity g i > R sl i e Rl

(6) A A 7 1 44 TR 2 TR AL, 15N 7 — A, Bl <<% S0 4 i {0 )1 5 o 760 << S0 5% il 11 &4 v 0

1E LIk 6 MG H,1E T 1~METE 3 2 IE0I(Z R 2 5 (B ROZ A VLB 1 A AN R ), 8% 4~15 % 6 2 =
(4 TR AR AL AELAS 7 2 48 UG E P P 9038 3 ).

FE HEAT P A0 T RS 4 DG G T, 35 L 9 A0 7 P 8 PR 4 IR O — AR AL AT AR LB R R A5 R S
— AN BB T A AR B A R AT L, a0 SR KT B WA PR AN R E — P, S LA AR R P 8T
T BF 7, HT A S 50 #5 0F H5e S 00 AR AL FEE 425 SR Ak FH 2 4 [ V1 o POV AT 1 4

EX 2. BT A RANERTE S B Z (A ARSRE A Sim, ) R 47 L B8 40y 52 SUA

1
e (19

108 3k s 46 Tl S5 R 0T DS A AL A IXCTR) DA 2 BB R IR [0, 1] X 18] e 48 31 17 [0.5,0.73] 2 1], B5] stk AT BA 4 /)N 41
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FIFBA EALFE .S P AR UL 6 Fh RS T UL BC 1 0 7T LR 1CHE v, 410 ) R AL AR 4 < 6 K4l 1 DL
Pic 22 SR 348 T PR 22 56 e U0 B AL 9% T S 0 B EL PR 30 18, T LSR5 4.5 49).

Table 1 Results of data matching based on the five algorithms
&1 5 MEIRKILRC S R

™ 5k

’r; Jaro-Winkler Levenshtein LCS HETE A AL A 5E AL
Tl S RTEUCR [ BME S RTEUOR [ BRE S REUUK | BE SH RTEINE | BE 4R RGN
1 0.71 2 0.62 & 0.66 S 0.67 2 0.66 =

2 0.72 = 0.63 % 0.66 5 0.66 TR 0.66 HR

3 0.71 p3 0.62 = 0.66 5 0.67 P 0.66 =

4 |07 0.71 2 0.66 0.66 2 0.67 0.66 S 0.67 0.66 % 0.68 0.66 =

5 0.69 FS 0.67 2 0.67 b 0.67 2 0.67 %

6 0.72 = 0.66 & 0.66 B 0.70 = 0.73 &

MEER 1 A LRI T8 3 MIERI, B T Jaro-Winkler 5y B4R, L Ath JE AR 503 U %50 A1 BEAR T % F
J& 3 BRI BT SR AN e 58 4 DL IS IE .

M Jaro-Winkler 532 1) i1 5 5 B K & Jaro-Winkler 51 B 25 FEAH [R) 72 44 (6 J5 7 75 55 o At 18] B 0] /&L, i BA
T 4 24 FRAR AR B, B9 P 4> 44 FRAS B 1E Aff Hh 4E 48 UL IC, 1 H. Jaro-Winkler S35 55 467 )7 A48 A0 I8 43 BB B8R (S L
ARG T HALFFFHE ¢ 158 30, Fr LA RG] 6 H =55 B AR ALK 1% TR AR SR UL T i iE 451 B T~ Jaro-Winkler 5
VEX R SR AR R BB 43 AT 1O S, B A T 48 f UG e % R A 4 3 HOREAR AR A B

M Levenshtein &% 1115 )5 5 K F Levenshtein S50 P AN 4 8 B HE . A7 56 #BIR BUR, BT DL AR
ABL I 451 75 55 1t UL i, T ke 5 28 S A OKS FAD L 481 25 5 5 448 DG 5. TR0 BF, FE 980 o A L 25 K, 5 SO AR 15 70 I A1

M LCS Bk Mih BRI RE LCS BVERIUE T P =455 5 A [R]85 73 A0 X 5, BT LA AL 5 75 2844 1 s 451
(A5 6) VR RIS AE 5 (H 2 4 e A A B8 0 8 SR R M e O, BT AR B 222 S A DR 1) IR 481 5 5 HE A6 DL .

AR B AL RE S50 ) T G50 B SR R A BB B2 A A B R A R AR I I R AT T AR (S LA
(9 A(10)), 7 LAoxs 4 FRARARBLR) 5B 4 (38 50l 280 5R LB AR VA 5 R B[R] =45 IR 60 7 95 28, BRI o I
Bl 6 HIUCHC R A 1R E A,

AR TZ AR SRR U R SR G AR X AR A S SRA T R T A I R K T RO A R 2 5 2 T Y )
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rejection ratio for the generalized Jaro-Winkler algorithm vs. the top-N sample size
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