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Abstract: According to analyzing the traditional entity identification methods, a deep Web entity identification
mechanism based on semantics and statistical analysis (SS-EIM) is presented in this paper, which includes text
matching model, semantics analysis model and group statistics model. Also a three-phase gradual refining strategy
is adopted, which includes text initial matching, representation relationship abstraction and group statistics analysis.
Based on the text characteristics, semantic information and constraints, the identification result is revised
continuously to improve the accuracy. By performing the self-adaptive knowledge maintenance strategy, the content
of representation relationship knowledge database can be more complete and effective. The experiments
demonstrate the feasibility and effectiveness of the key techniques of SS-EIM.
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[ 50l o o) — T o PR O s AR — 3 [ — A 2 A R P S B IO AR AR ) 45 DLk, T DA RS Tk S 4 A
TR Je& T ) T SCARLLAR ) 2 B EAT e vk 43 M, D42 e P SR AR AE PR AR ALURE BE it — 20 X R R AT 2R
5.1 £33N

BATTHG AT AL T A R B U5 1) [ — SR 2 00 2L A2 386 2 1R 8 v A S S0k 240 SRR 49 SR D) T 4 51 E
P2 AN [R) B8 S P (00 2R 2800 4 T AN [R] 1 SCAR DC L 5 98 53 Wt LA SR A S B A 5 DR b, 5 AR R 2 Ay L1 )2
Wb B A TR B I8 6 AT Ge v o BT T B 2, LT MR B AU B S RGN EBCRT | M A
W BEHEAT SR T4 B, R 8 DA HLELS 1 ARG IR IS 2353 2 O 55 Ab, AT 24 S5 YRR 4 K
G40 BT A BEAT RORAT, IRk, 2y A B 11 AT 5 A2 R S B 26 R K I B U5 Rk AT

DL ST R A58k 9 A W i AR ALSE Sqerm {John Allen,J. Allen,J. A. Allen,J. B. Allen,Jane Allen} 7t %5 Y5
DS, DS, F ARG THE BWEER LEFXER MR R H . 54T LA A RESAESHES
FORT 1) LI 49 AR

o CEHH LR AN F [ — AR IR G E (1,1 FEDS, IR 1 30T B 0N 45 T 76 DS, H i ISR 1

S RHLAC N DS, .Sum(ry SCEEL L r,. SCEB)=DS,.Sum(r,. SCEEL L r. S0 ED.
o SURBLA ST N T A — SEAR IR B4R (1,1} EDS 1 S 5 34U R IR BN 25 T4EDS, 1 5 5 1%
SP R B AE DS, .Sum(r 2B, ra. 2 W E)=DS,.Sum(r . S UL, 2 IR,

CS(h—>n—>.—>r)=

®)

©)

Table 1 Statistical information of a semantic similar set in different data sources

F1 RO SO 2

S Number of accepted papers Number of attended conferences
sem DS, DS, DS, DS,
John Allen 20 35 6 4
J. Allen 30 40 1 2
J. A. Allen 40 15 1 2
J. B. Allen 15 10 1 5
Jane Allen 120 50 3 11
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P 1 Seen DS, 55 DS, H 5 I35 1 30 2 5 8000 1) oA 225 A1 150,25 12 L B 1 2 12 F1 24,36 Seen
A5 T 22 A SR 10 3R T AN T 2 240 SRR, T s I T 43 2, 0 A A A R R A RO A il AR B
T WebBif 111 52 Z 1k, 20 28 4 AL AR M 5 4 096 2 T SCII 0 ARORINN, 2 77 PRAIE S U 43 A7 1R s e 3 0l 2 0 4 1
H o6(0<o6<1)I& =4 i J50 58 29 A R A5 dn, F- 48] b mp DL S0 & 400 3 29 g XA Min{DSy.Sum(ry SCE 4L, .. r,. 3C
TEH),DS,.Sum(r . SCFEHY,. .0 SCFEE )Y/ Max {DS,.Sum(r,. SCFEEY, ... SCFEE),DS,.Sum(ry SCEHL.L L0,
#2006,

52 ETFHRITHMIPHRKEN

of T AN 2 240 SRR ) 1) 2R 28 43 2, 5 A v SCREARLER P 3kt G ) 43k b, A SO T SUA AT AR
1) 2R % QI B A R GE v o0 BT i, IR AT 3R 5 o 20, B 248 A6 1 SR 20 RO (R 3R 8 40 2l L A

BB B IEE SR (B & R LA E DR S KB RRG R 52 XA WG RENTFAES &
1%, R B e 6 45), 188 RRGY.

F B 2. {F RRG' LR %38 AR BUE IR 5, K 38 S 1) 1 G I 6] Y. (9 DG I 58 B2 AR, id 4 RRG”.

FB] 3. ¥ RRG"H T RGNS TEA G 2 TR Y 5, 4 16 3 52 1R SCIP6 5 B ph /S 310K 1) st
14 RRG"XI) 43 BCAS 8 1) 3053, 43 A S 5 v 3 A A FF k15

B A R FT G0 TE 53 BT AR TR I R A AT A A0 R D A D) R A A D, e A il A R )
(71 A D I 3 AR EERI 43, B B B T AU AR 1

PLR 1R RS ), R % mA B B 5 Bros. 1 06, 61 5 05 SCAHILLER {John Allen,J. Allen,J. A. Allen,J.
B. Allen,Jane Allen}#HU3K % OB H (1 AH 5C H- W RRG, BT B o AR B S5 £ B 42, DR I 3R 2 TR) AN A7 AE [R] %54
J& 5 RRG'HEAT i 4b A 21, LR B 18 AR B 1198 52 3 B DG 108 82 045 8 SCRE LA AR D AR 47 sy s e o 43 A
P LA B RRG” H G a8 B 5 /IS 1A a0 W 5 1 380 0140 A T2 30 090 7 358 - Ry 1749 o5 e T A7 A6 7715 £ {John
Allen,J. Allen,J. A. Allen,J. B. Allen} ANl /& 24 W R, 75 ZE X FLAR SR 73 DU HE 5 45 3] 3 ANl 2 LR 4R
{John Allen,J. Allen,J. A. Allen},{J. B. Allen} 1 {Jane Allen}.

{John Allen, J. Allen, J. A. Allen,

John All John All
ohn Allen J.A. Allen ohnAllen J. A. Allen 1. B. Allen, Jane Allen} ( Not Satisfy

J. B. Allen

{John Allen, J. Allen,

: 0 7 LBMllen  j'A Allen, J. B. Allen}, {Jane Allen}
= E==) Not Satisfy Satisfy
I, Allen™N¢
; {John Allen, J. Allen, {J. B. Allen}
I Allen E‘ ‘E ®/’/ 4 J.A. Allen} Satisfy Satisfy
Jane Allen Jane Allen
RRG' RRG" Statistical analysis tree

Fig.5 Transition from representation relationship graph to statistics analysis tree
A SRUSSEE R T SRR S S

6 ZERABLKEEERMES

ARSCIET SORDCHCREAY | T8 AT AR DL 73 PR S8 A SR T SCARA G UL IC 2R % SCHE K AR AR ML e o
W GEvt 3 A ) = BB 20 SR S, 55 B VR SCARRRAE 7R 3G UGS B A 20 AR D U 45 R AN W kAT R
1, L3R v PR 0 45 S IR HE B A TR A 43 SS-EIM ) = BE 3B 25 (RS 503k, I He R HEAT 20 .
6.1 SS-EIMBI=ZEBAZRSKIEEZ

T/ S LRI SOARVCEEREAY | 38 U TR DL K 43 S SE v A ,SS-EIM. ) = B 3U& 2 >R #% (three-phase
gradual refining, [ #X TGR)& 1L AR A .

W B 1. SCACHL I DT FC B B SCA DG ICASE 2R 43 il v ST o Jas A R 2 52 400 10 SCAR R AL RE, O 2 B i
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JE AL AT SR8, A i — R A SCA AR

W B 2. RGO RIRI BEIE T8 XA B B8 43 8 SCARAEABLAR R i Ab b SCERBR 1938 SUfE 1B,
KB — 3 KI5 1R G R — 2, 2B R — R A U A,

M8 3. S LG vk o3 Mt Be kT 40 A1 G0 T ASE AL — ARG W0 SCOPH BB 2 15 i A2 T4k s SR &4 SRR ) )
vk o MR AN R A O (M R B AR AT R G AL AR R — R L AT E (N E A RN T — A 52k
AR G AR, LA B SRR B H 0, 5 AR R GO AR A7

1 E T, TGR B2 X 524 [ R SRR D sk 0 I 78,30 H KR8 T IR UF R R DG AR I R Pk A
I A R G ORI RSN (WL )R e vE A (I EE32: 3) IS A, L AR TR S0 dn R

3% 1. TGR 5k,

N R={r P PRy SCAAT L BE oo, 1T AT BB orgem, 73 20 G801 0 1 06, RRGER KA BRI FEL.

B SRR AEC={C),Cos....C g }-

W
1 Vector txtSets:=R.initial TxtMatching(oy); /X RIEAT SCACKL IS TTHC H- 45 45 SRAF N 1) H txtSets
2 Vector C:=@; //J LML W B MG 1H
3:  for(int i=0;i<txtSets.size();i++) /M7 txtSets ({1454 SCAFHBE
4: Vector txtSet:= txtSets.get(i); /M I txtSets HHL—ASCAMBILETE A txtSet
5 Vector semSets:=getSemSets(txtSet, osem,L); /25— R 4138 X AHALLE I 47 X\ [f] FE-semSets
6 for(int j=0; j<semSets.size();j++) /55 W] semSets 7 (1) 6E S SUARALLAE
7 Vector semSet:=semSets.get(j); /M [l & semSets H B —ME AL N semSet
8 Vector conSets:=getConSets(semSets,o¢); /42— Z 413 /& 4 R 7E A [ F-conSets
9: C=C\U conSets; //#4 7 2 B [1] conSets ¥8 0 B sE AR 4L C
10:  return C; //HG i 2 A SEAR TR AR C 1By 5 JLak (A
% 2.0 1B UM A il 5 vk getSemSets(Vector txtSet,float oeem,int L).

NSO AR txtSet, 17 AHABA 9 {H 07sem, RRG IR K14 R IR JEL.
iy — RVE SUAHALLE semSets.
IR:
Vector semSets:=@;  // R AFH AL i — R 5108 AL 4R
for(int i=0;i<txtSet.size();i++) /T Ui il SCAALLEE txtSet H (R R S
String rep:= txtSet.get(i); //M txtSet P EL—/NKZ rep
if(rep.semGroupld==0) /Wl R rep BA3 Pl FESBTA — AN SCAHALEE A, D55 LB AT 38 2 AT
Vector oldV:={rep}; //4 rep /£ A [ oldV,7E N i (135 SUABALLAE
Vector newV:=g; //FT 15 157 35 AU ST HLR, A I B 2 B R B4R 8 =
for(int j=0;j<L;j++) //LLERBE L i JJ) R 5 ORIk &
: newV:=oldVu {repNew|CS(repOld—repNew)>o s, and repOldeoldV}; /K 5
oldV i {1 G 1A — & 15 R IR SrepNewd™ 78 B 4 8 AR N

No

AN A T

9: if(newV==oldV) /7| Wi & 75 i & 45 WA AF M HUR A B H RS 73 oldv
10: oldV.setSemGroupld(); //#4 oldV 1 A — B SR -4 Ho v B 41 5 A5 1R
11: break; /B H ARG IR, Gk G A B —ANE SRR

12: oldV:=newV; /4% oldV WAL K newV, 5t Hi4k 8 %6, 1 B0 2 45 W41

13: semSets.add(oldV); /K5 24§ AR B T SCAABUEE 3 in 24 45 S 4E semSets 1

14: return semSets; //¥t 1) semSets 1F Ay 4 G iR 0]
Bk 3. W LA B T i 5 i getConSets(Vector semSet, float o).
NG AL SEsemSet, 7 41 S i B {H o 6.
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it — R R 4 H4E conSets.

HUR:

1 Vector conSets:=;  // [T RA7 il A2 B — RVl 2 LI R AR

2 if(semSet.satisfyConstraints(og)) /I 145 A semSet & 75 i 42 Tl 119 4 A )

3: return semSet; /1 i AL, I TC A0S semSet FEAT %6 52 T4, ELHEAE Ay i A 20 R 43R [

4: else Vector tempV:=Split(semSet); /75,4 semSet Xl 43 Jy AAHAZ I8 43, FE A7\ In) 18 tempV H

5 for(int i=0;i<2;i++) /WP [ tempV IR B ES L)

6 Vector tempSet:=tempV.get(i); /M tempV FE— D EHRESFEA tempSet 1

7: conSets=conSetsugetConSets(tempSet); /4l %} tempSet i3 V1 f] getConSets ¥4

8:  return conSets; //KIZ811) conSets 1E &5 Lk [F]

6.2 EiEMENT

SS-EIM ()R A IS T A A 7T DA 42 A BB B R AN [R) K1) 23 2 3 AN 800 80 2 B B 45 RAE A T —Bir Bt

1) 4k % 5 .SS-EIM 1) SEAA TR 31 (¥ 8 A IS T) A Ay

Timegs_gim = TiMEyynitaatching + TiMepnalyse (10)
Horpr Timewanitiaimatching 29 3 A< KH B U TC 1) ) 18], Time rerapstraction 4 % 5% 95 1K G 2R SR MU 7 2 1) B 1], Time statanatyse A
Sy Gt A I TR A S A TR T AR b AR B SCAAHA AR 1B T AR A A AR I E 23 A Niesetss
Niemsets T Nconsets> L T P BEA SCARAH SR & 5 mAS R 5, RRG I KR RIFFE AL T iRk BATS R 46
156 G 28 3K WO 43 21 48 o 43 A7 000 B 1) 2 2% B2 HG v Time ey abstraction 1 B T8] 52 2% B2 8 O(NixisetsxMxLx(JnewV|x
log|newV[+|oldV|xlog|oldV|)), B T newV X oldV & 1% 7t % 1) A H 5 K 2 m, JIT LA Time rerapstraction 1 _F R A O(Niesersx
LmeIOgm):Ti MEstatanalyse TR I 1) 52 2% FE A O(NuxtsetsXNsemsetsXNconsets) -

T H =i SS-EIM (1) Ah B8 2% 22 AT BB SRR SR BT 40 R AU AL RS it 2, 0 T 7 1k R SR B A Ol 3k [
RRG ) I} [R]85 79156 %6 B RRGlje KA 2R R FE L AT A5 36 5 OC 1B G R SRR 0% 70 AH X 17 FR IR 3 Bl gk AT, A
B K Time rerabstraction FET B 1) 52 2% B LUK, bl T 38 B OG 6 OC F 3R IBURN 43 A1 G v 9 i LR A 78 58-S ST AR B 1 6
HEAT, DS M AR SR H 22 2R 91 i Ak BT ) W A 0 AN [7) SCAR AL 90 18 SO0 B 23 A e T Ak B8 9147 HE AT, A T sk
— B BEAIK T Timereiapstraction 1 TiMEstatanalyse 1 BT [ 52 2% 55 R sF, SS-EIMYE S I 6 47 |3 52 ) DG 10 e 185 3 55 1) v )
S5 RAFBAE A7, T8 S T JE T8 1 3 52 P ok S B v T S A4 TR 10 A R AL 265 59 46, SS-EIMIF) = Bt AU iE 45 3K
KL o 29 2 Y AR 45 450 AR AN 6 P (A s i B 5 .

7 BIERRYFIRE P SR

WAL Deep Web 1 fT 3 £ U5 E 1 800 S0 AT ST AU, 52 4R W] DUARAIF 38 G O IR AR 1) 58 4% 1 (L |l bk 7
A 1) EARPAT AR A A X B 5 VEASATAT IR B, B T Web PRIE o £ 1 ) 35 RE M AP 7E R S OCHE AR R A
SN I — AN AR 1, 75 TS A R0 B I A . A e, A SCR T ER S AT BhASYRRARZS A 10 B & R AR e 3R
% (adaptive knowledge maintenance, & F% AKM)H) & FI 58 3R G G AR A, LLE Y. Web 208 19 8h 25 14 9F R AIE
R G RIRATR ) 58 % 1k B g Lk
o ARSI Web 8 i R RS DI P IS B D IO RO S0 45 6L, I EAT AR 2l J 21 T 3K 26 51 441
{5 AT S 20, g 2 SR 7 SCHE 31 (0 SCAR B DT L 3R B ORI G BRI LA K o Al i 0 B i) — B
FIE A KRG HREWS, AR W] 4R T 3R B ORI AR .
o FNASVMA:BEE F P AW 22 58 T 5 A 0 SR [ 2 L) SE A I SR B A P R 96 S G I i IR
) P R L EAT R WG IE R 58
PRALIE B0 A SR BT A R SN AZ T — AN 2R 28 (H S B 1R TR 4 R A A1 S Rk B 48505 (1 HE 1, 45

+Time

relAbstraction
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TIR) — SEAR RO AT AT REA U B A 7] FR S S v DR AR SRR R U R BE AT R SR, DA SR A AT i 4 R
P ER S S A DA R, 5 N SR R R 28 R Al i A S A K R B AR 7 TR 22 AN TR IS T 10 20 BEORE B, A T
RGN (A 28 BB 2 45 R A I SE A5 o e={r o, rn b R IR R ~r 0 W T35k e, 38
GERIRFN YA o R BT 1% S A W SR 1K) A C={C1,C2,.,Cm T A SRR S ol bt — A SC_EARALL LI A2 40 3R
FRI) 820 S A, ) 2 AR H () R E S sRAD TR 1 ,Cr={cy,....Cor } NCHH HefF AEAZER MR RE S, o
N e 7me P 13 G4 38 2 Bl oy AN B, DR AT LUCKE (o5 N e/ AR O 3R S S et e 1 7 o 3 BEARS O 1 e b T AT
REBBIWIRRBICH IR T S oirb, B H(e) 4 04H S, A e R S 4 or Ot SR S B Crb ) 2 A IR 4 v U Bt
5 3 R JEE (K958 K H (@) R AL T 1og, " IR I, WY LUKE FH P 1) S5 o 10 140 45 SR LA B SRS 11 D 3R 5 QIR J iR 22 [ 47
ST 58 # RIAT R i bR v, B ARG I R R

U Y- T
H(e)=27| - ‘1og2/‘°' 4 (1)
i=1

o SEA PRI AT Cr O 2, W) B 2R BGRB8 58 45 (U H AT C b 2 A0 R AL B S iR e R AE L),
F e MR G LS N ena ¥ B RICH HAAENRG SN (Cl=L N B HCH R 1 MREE
(BB ke HeEIEAT AR, BN Ky N J5UE R R [We b BT LR S AL & 0BT SR kL 4Rc,.
o HRLHEALIN A7 |C/ 1> 1, W B 2 BT #0220 B o Bt A Jm T [ — S A e 1) 2 G i b TRUT Rt I 22 A 512
A, B T Web B8 11 20 7285 S BT 48 45 24 T 60 URUZE v (9358 20 1A 285 2 00 AR T, /0 3 PR 26 5% TR0 om0 B
ot 2R 2B 2 5 HE A [ B 0 2 1™ AR R ORI S ), 0 T B AT M 4 1) Ak B, A S0l 3o ¥ B A o, R T X
T B E R I RO 15 A SR AR AT A FIL AR 0, i T 45 R S e DL MR AL C I SEH(e), i
H(e)<ow, W BB H 17 28 5 60 R R (145 2 LL A HEA, T DGR FEAN AR, 45 ), 75 ZEXT C i [Rleh I R 5L
BT SEAAR TR
4514 W R B C={C1,C2},C1={1,....F10},Ca={115.. . 20}, 01N 0.8 e={r1, 2}, 1 e ey, Co B AN AR AE AT 52, U
FrelEh — B R KLY R BICT, LUMRIER R OB R I 58 & P B e={r,ry ), W CH e K 45 588 A
{Fie 0ol A7 e={r1,....ro, 11}, UH(e) 4 0.47 H/NF o, I TT LA 200 C HH 2D 03 G2 1 R 310 A 15 BB e O 305
e={r,...,rs,\11,....0 15 L,UH@) A 1 H KT o, JEHF 75 B e, ,c, LA S e 1) 28 5 5 3T B AT SEAA R, 35 38 5 DGk 4
P EAT ST, LAORTIE I N 25 I A 2.

8 LIMHK

AT XS SS-EIMH 5 HY 1) 78 73 K Bl B REAT 526 03k, 2 2 478 0 EU A [R) ol i AN TR A0 4 2 2 K ) 5
RPN TR, 20 At SCAAH L oo T8 AHIABI(E ogem~ 70 2 BB 076 55 25 23011 1 T2 0T 52 A TR A Af 1 114
S, LU PUSEAN ) S A TR SR 1 P RE.

8.1 HUREH

NS R SRR 18 SR R AR PR A e G AT S A YR 38 5 SR R AR L 2 A B T R X
RIS AT SR GETE A 2 (AN [ 3 B AT TR K 18 SO B 12 IR 38 04T R, LR B v B S 0 114
Ve A SCASE FH P s A 43 0 SR 5 T 18 SRS 22 W) 3l ACML BT DBLP,3E 3. i) ‘5 AT T3 A4 2 1) 7 v 17 SR SR 3R — 52
PR S LT HEAT R A, de 2R B AN IM Z0 A S0 B 8.0 T AT Ot R AT SR U 52 A8
2 17 SR R AL LU JUAS S 1 2, 2k T I S8 SR B A4 21 1) 7 A 45 SRS AT BOK (0 ol i LIk AR I
Lo gt RAE P AR 2 h A NPT AR I SCEAR R, HAZ A5 BAT 2 R A R 103 5 de i, A SRoAH AR
AL, AORAIE 45 R 2 [0 A EAEAC SR

$2 AL T B0 AS 1), H i 52 3 23 Dy A 2500 3 Wi B A0 b I 4. 23 B B2 I 7 S (A RUA0 (K 5 2 0 i 2
SCAKAME VEC « 5 R OC ZR SR ICRN 43 21 e v 43 #7109 A8 RIS 52, S ) 2 400 0 10 26 5 OC 0K S R Hn 1 46 11D o
ASEAUL M S B 2 0 o B 45 2 1) 45 SR, ORI 2R B O IBC A VR IR A R A 56 o ETFG, 2 B T A S A R
93] B 80 28 U T R S A P BEATLEE X 800K 4% 3k S5 A o 23 M 41 K ) A 1) el £ 47 A i 41
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LI FREE R AR EALSK A Dell 2.4GHz P4, N /745 500 S12MB, B 25 504 80GB,#:1E & 484 Win2000
8.2 IEMIBHR

A A B DLPAAT I TR) TR0 7 A A R R R 5 % A DA SS-EIMIT PPAR F Ak . R S0 ¥ At 4 A B W5 A g THT -
o R S A [ TR I A Bk R 0] SR TR IS (0 S A 2 R AT R FR A SR ISR S AR BB 2 SRS ) o R
J5, AT LA A 308 SIS A SR A ;5 3 R 4R B IR e A S AR I 2 RE AR O e A S BN TR A
HO)ME & AR R HE R B R R E N c={r,Ia,... 10} AR N E={e),00,....0m}, H I BEAN SE e 2 FHAZ SEAR IR BT 6
G AR A BB 2R B 5 LA R (12) 17 Herh Er={ey,....em } WET 5 R 7E T M SE A2 & ey N o R
R BT 5L ke MRS M E BARTE LR, R G IR N F [ — s ke, He) A 04 I, FreF s 24
SRR IR S B 0 138 2 H(C) L T log, " M4 E v T SR 1K) SEARJRTH(e) 1 ~F S48 i A H(E). A 4
CH T R LRI R R H () I 3B C W H(C). H(E) FIH(C) /N 38 5 O T 1 R P v 8 1 30088 v 260 DL 58 4% 1k
SR AT 3R GO IE AN IR T ) P B A 8 A, FRAT K B 41 P S R A7 A 1 S A S 8 H e g m, 3L U@ i SS-EIM
TEA R S B 924428 0 A, ) TR 52 A 2 (recall) hyn/m. 2L T IR S SEEG BVEAN 5 bR ARG BT IAL . 4
PRAE G PR (GBI 3 SRR HE) AN~ 24 2R 2805 H(C) Skl ) A i TA 58 4% 12k

H (C) - z@bgz/\emc\ (12)
i=1

8.3 MITRM

A S0 TSGR R AN TR B0 H e 1 Sk 0 Bl S 4 IR ) T AR 9 1R I TR, 2 N 23 A A b BEHLAHEX 10K,50K
100K,500K,800K 4« ict S AT Ay SEI6 4 46 48 J5 , 3 T3 S S04 38 S 4 R 31 Bir 4 2 1 B [R) A0 HL ks RRG
KA RGEFEBE Ny 3,500 45 R 6 From. A T LU Bl 5 B0 2k (0 386, S A4 TR PR I TR) AR AS 7 38 0K
LA (1 B[] AT 0 385 3 32 SR A, A SR Y IR S AU SR 2 T AT (1.

FANARGZIG AN SOK A8 SEMIRAN [F] ) Uf 2 41 B0k 5 8 A B BT 75 L A4 BN TR A 5 3K L (R 4
Fig SCASHH W T i 17 7= A 0 SCAS AR ABLAR, R DAIE S 16 B AN [ 149 SC AR AR AR ol {2 110 3k X 30 A [F) 850 H R WT4E 3 41, R
g A 7 s B AT DL B BT R S 4 EGER R, S a0 4 P TR B AR D, 23 A P9 HEAT SE A TR PR B TR AR
Pri st S T A SCR A T 2 88 1 A A 77 20, DA s A b )4 QA o B 2 st 2>

3600 1200
3000 —* \
2 2400 y 2 1000
2 1800 P
g e i \
£ 1200 £ 800 —
0 L L L L 600 L L L
10K 50K 100K 500K 800K 1K 2K 3K 4K 5K
Data amount Number of initial groups

Fig.6 Time cost of entity identification in SS-EIM  Fig.7 Time cost of entity identification in SS-EIM

with different size of data set with different number of initial groups
Kl 6 SS-EIM fEA A Hdks LR ¥ <17 SS-EIM {EA R HEH R
SAR U I TR SAR U I AR

8.4 SRR A SHAYIE R

AL ME oo T AR B o gem M1 20 AL S8 T BB 016 HO R AR BT P 00 L S8 e B Wi o 0 M S0l )
TR, IX L8 2ROk B A A T B A G . A 9256 38 5 25 5 EEACH(E) FH(C), A i 3 24 11 30 1, S 96 245 A G 1] 8 o
71~ i 5 3K A 10 48 K, 2 2 2% P AR T A%, AN T A B A SRR A 35 (KR S B 1 Sl 2D XA RN SRR 5 1
SRR ) K 1) BAEUFRD B A A L[] IR 0 BT T [ SR O R B 20 B RR EE D 0k, B A X B A
B K H(C) AW B HE) AR W8 .k 7 254542 55 SS-EIM A IR B HERR P, A TR B (H(C)+H(E))/2 1A 5/ IMEL TS
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IS FR) AT A 2 55 ) i A AL A R, 0, 0sem A o FRT RO 2535310 249 0.6,0.6 T 0.8,

—~+-H(C) = H(E) =+ (HC)+H(E))2 —+ H(C) = H(E) *+ (H(C)+H(E))/2

—+-H(C) *+H(E) * (H(C)+H(E))2

,/—k—l

1.2 /.__./-/'

Ny

3 25
25— N

g 15 e g1s

E 1 A—\A\‘\Y E 1
0.5 0.5

0
0.250.350.450.550.65 0.750.85 0.95 0.45 0.55

Otxt
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0.75 0.

2 0.8
o
= ‘\m\‘_/’r/“
g 04 \’\‘N
0 ,
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oG

Fig.8 Selection of entity identification parameters

8 SRV S HINIE IR

8.5 SS-EIMEFBS,Sem-EIM,Stat-EIMET 4 BE ELER

AR S K SS-EIM 5 AR 6 A o T SR IR 1y 52 A TR S s (i T M SOARRRAE (1) SE AR BRI FBSE 1 BT X
3T 00 5 AR 3 Sem-EIMU 2T LR BEF e U3 7 10 95 44 3] Stat- EIMBEAT % He, 5250 45 LA 1) 9 JiT /.
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