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Abstract: This paper introduces an ontology-aided schema matching method in the mapping-based data exchange
framework. The decision tree learning and WordNet are used to match attribute names. A data type ontology is
constructed to compute semantic distance between attribute data types. Also, domain ontologies can be used to
detect 1:n semantic matches. The three steps improve the match quality steadily. Experiments of several real
applications show encouraging results, yielding high precision and recall measures.
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B OB EATHRHOREIRAAER T RET —F AR B 9K B 5 %€ A WordNet 72 JC A4k
Fo ik TR 3] ARG A0 iR BEAT B M 4 AR I e, My A0 KR ARG S B M 403 £ A 6948 SUBE B AR AT A
HRER—3F S 0EX ERAR X 3 ANAIRBRIRGTERAEELATIREAHE LY RBEREN ZS
HRER RGN EAD EE

R ALK IR AR AR R R 3] R

hEESES: TP31L SCERARIRED: A

52 2 G P 41 AN A A i N T AR 5 e 3% 1) e S 6 2R et A D A 2 T DA O R 08l 2K L XML
schema/DTD FIAASE R, Hou U AH N HL S C R . K. XML Element. JEF1 & 1 55— ek i, 1X /N i 2 2
= H A, — J7 1R KR BT O e AR IR AN RS B R, 53— D7 T2 bl T3 SO S 2R 1k B 3 i B T RS 4R
OB 2 N THR AR B E HT R 2% 5 A, X v Db 4™ it 3 BN AR .

233 SCHR[2, 3100 A 2 VG B ) R AT T AL 1) R 4 AR HR B N (A8 2 TT SR AIE 4 8 B4 2 T K (schema)
) 2T sl (instance) R FH S T 45 4 (structure) ) 3 Bl S 386 5 X g DL 5 AN 28 g oo $idie 45 8., R
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TR AT BN & 2R IR 5 T S (R B AR AN B S 45 B R A B R R EAR MG o o B R &
T 22k T 5 ) PR 43 AR Oy JC 3R 2 TR PR 26 3R, 32 AT A P DG A 432 AR 4 TG 3040 i Ak 1y 8 S b S0 B AR SR FH A
R 5 R T g e 1 mT SR G 3 AR B K.

AN SCIRIRIE S S LR T 0 B A8 e 1] OnceDIM Ry AT 42, 2 3 3y fig 2 S B 5% 2R B0 /XML SCRS/
S THT SC A 2 1) PR B A8 . 5 A 5 1 AR S [, AN 2 SR T GAVILAVIY )y i 78 i 4 JRe ok, T A2 B B AE 5
L5 2 e 1) HHR U 2 TR) A A e R 1 I DG 2R, DA A7 B8 A v AN B AR 17T, Once DI 7R 22 J5 A A2 7E A
SR YRR Bl UL I 45 B A [R] R4 2 7 28 (R RT e el T [ 44 S ST 3 e 1%, 4 Ja8 7k “phone” 78 A8 [ 1) 56 & i
SCATBE 3 ) L S R ETE AL AN A8 1 Sl i B 28 2 ) e 0GR a0 Oracle 4 & 1) “number”
HHR AR XML schema (1) “decimal™ 4 268 Y ; 02 i o i 4 1 ()3 X pp o2, an A [R] 1 88 i o o7 s A L 45 B —
% 42 WL o¢ R K BE J7, In“name=first_name+last_name”.

ARG % Once DI ZUHEAZ 4 o (] £ (AT A 552 18, o) D% 22 2500 g 1A A QDG L o) 0300 A7 0F 0. 8 2 2% FR AR 5
TG FAE Ay 0] R (R AN 1T AR A8 R S0, BRI DR MRS 2% 20 AN Ge T 4 S B A P A0 S50 Sz 9] b 180 R AN BEAR
31,15 b 3 AR AR ], A5 SR FH A 4 (ontologly )il B 14 75 325 A 1 2 o) 3 52 M & 1 70 3 A R 8 X 11 6 s 80 5 5 3 ik
R 2 ) (191 56 2 A S I BTk 7 T 5% o S ) 2% 2] (decision tree learning)F1 WordNet 33 2 4 UVAH 45 & 1) 7
VTS A 2 R UL I 52 SO R B 28 2R A AT g P 8 S 5% A A At e JeB P G i) R R PR A A A g 2t e Pk
) — X 2 [T LSS G 28 S 56 &85 2R WA 1% 2 B A 8 o R RS 4 B2 (preecision) 11 A [1] 22 (recalll).

AL S0t BTS00 ) R LA R 4 SR 00 B 1A T A IR 8 S AR 5 88— 3R I 1tk 44 B UL T i P s 5 2
VEFC . Ja M8 b 510 fif R — S5 22 WL 1R T 37 325, R 4 1 SE B VAl B8 B8 5 A 56 TAE T B

1 EREX

AN B G SO A 4 2 G IS, B R ISR H AR A i SCLL B WS T8 3R 1R S SC, AR I il WA T 45
MR fm & 4 30a] R 2841
11 WERBAGIESR

EX L BRI ARG X 0t — D = Te 41D {S3{M}),D Foor H bn Bl I s LS n M IRERE WA 4R
G AMYPE n MR- H AR RS BN R BRI AR L S, X0 B — AN - B AR I B A 3 1<i<n,

EX 2. PEHARIEH S, 30 H AR SR I D B4R RN RES R BYENA RES 4,8 R AW
A RS T3ROS R VE I BB attr:R—27 3K HUE VE B 28 1) bR 5L type:A—T.

EX 3. PR-H R M A2 0(ES)»>2D. 28, RRIREHR IR S, Moo #4820 £on H e 8 IR
B D BT E S OFF by Wi 0k s 7R Wl e XS, T AR R XD (6 %, 0e{D, Union,Select,Merge,
Splity 3 T—XF — WL K R, =, AEATATEAE X T X 2 I WLt 56 &R, 0nT LUR Hoth— Fh 4k,

MEL b5 SCRT LA W BEA B AR B 95 1 AR X 0 2800 VIR B JE R i 1 AN s Rl 2 AN n 2B
Pl DAL Ik, o T s A 0 B 4 R U0, A 75 4 FR o AR AT R U JB JT AN T GAVILAV  J7 5 1) A i 3 5 (query
reformulation) 58 2 ff F.. %K.

1.2 MGTRIITE

EX 4. T RIB S AR D 2 AR BIUR O¢ R AT 7R 523k vh AT Wy /e <o 3 (M L8 36
B X 18] 4 [0,1].8 IR TTZR AT s1,80,...,8, D KB TCR AT diody,... dy A AL kQA<k<DFPT5 0005 S
H1 D [RAHABLURE 5 My W3R 1,36, 1<i<n,1<<m.

Table 1  Similarity matrix M, computed by method &
F 1k MOTEUESERAR R M

di d,‘ dy
S1 sim(s1,d1) sim(s1,dn)
Sj sim(si,d;)
Sp sim(s,,d1) . Sim(Sn,dm)
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E‘fﬁfuﬁﬂ‘]ﬂ%—ﬁ?ﬁ% MSD=a1M1+a2M2+...+akMk+...+a|M|-/B\:EP ,a1+a2+...+ak+...+a|:1,ak i%ﬂ_\‘ﬁﬁ'%mji
PRI, HCRE B SERA0E . 2 sim(s;,d) R T8 5E I BB AN A s, F1 d BAT LSS G &R,
1.3 R T

oh T AU WY TSR H (R DT VE R SR 4 - XERT B B VR AR R4, a1 .

interpretation datatype field name field name datatype interpretation
FRiR INTEGER id <«—— > identifier INT Fril
W4 VARCHAR name > name VARCHAR k44
5 BOOL gender <«———— > gender BIT eI
Iﬁlimiﬁ VARCHAR home-phone ::l‘rp_e[ge_gs_p_l_it_)_’ phone number VARCHAR L
Bahhig VARCHAR cell
Wb VARCHAR address «——— % » address VARCHAR FEEALHE
T VARCHAR job R > position VARCHAR 7
T% CURRENCY(USD) pay «--union (select) ,  sajary NUMERIC (RMB) 3i/k

Access database SQL server database

Fig.1 Two schemas of employee and their mapping relationships
1 i DU TG P s PR AR B R O 3%

B 1 e PN Bl A a0 R s — AN AR B AL AT — AN v gt Ak I e 54 B I BT A W IR A
P B P 2 T BEAT B0 A e A0 P AR SR 5 1% 19 0 A S A ) ey Wl S £ SR, T T o 8 Sk TS S e s 5 42 DL L
(TSR 2 28 2 R B A — 2 (A RLEE, “merge(split) Rl “union(select) " 7~ — %} 2 VUL ) e fi 2 ik 5.

X T A4 PRV, 7 2 X0 Ja 1 44 BEAT TG A AL B, 3T 1 5 “id™ 9™ 78 24 40K 5 3] “identifier”, 38 52 5 1) 21
“home-phone™ s fif A it 37 (1) 5 1] AR J5 A Fl- WordNet A i 5 B8 27 53 AR 454 10 7325 v SR 0] Jeg 1 44 R (1 AR 4B
JIE 28120 BRAR B, T AW AD A ) — Se W 5 & 0 40 B 1 TP iy “name” 23 il B K 2 o “identifier”
“name” 7 4x VL HE A3 1 A [ “job™ S 2 Hh (1 “position” H AT — & A BLEE.

8 Ja8 L A4 R UG C 0 FE Atk T S B0 SR B A AR, 1k — 0 4l W o 53 o8 1k 500 2 28 g A AL E g A A8 e P
“gender” ¥ £ 45 25 A “BOOL” 5 “BIT &4 A28 1 o & o “pay” i 3 35 X AU “CURRENCY” 5 2 F g
“salary” () # 4l 25 R “NUMERIC™ B AT — 5 (R AHALL B2 AR T, el T~ “pay” 15 “salary™ ¥ 5 e 5467 AN [F], 3 7 2240 1
S GREASAAR i R B A e A ) — B )

JFE P A R PR UG S AN E AR BIL 0 2 R R OG AR B DA B T A B D i SOA 4K, 45 %0 “home-phone” A1
“cell-phone” 5 “phone number” 2 [A] £7 7 “part-of "5 28, i] LL{H FH “merge” #/F #4) 8 — 5t 22 B LS 5% &R

MEL BB AT U Y, % R SR (Y AR TR VRO R 2 B T 28 OC BB VR F N AR e 77 WIS R B0 ) o i
JE i HL Rl 7R TT 3R T S RN Bl B A BB 2 SR T (RS OC R B 2 1T~ 4 R TR 4R BT Ik,

2 BMHAFRITE

A2 R DG T, 2 DG P e B 1) T B, AT (R 9 0 ik B2 35 A P 9 AR08 55 b BB R 0 4 R AT LA
Ab B R H R VT INC )RR AR R BTG 3% R G A B VE RO Lo BT R T H 5 48 B (R AR AR B B VR o i R B AT
SR AL R T SO T R ) R 3 g AR AR A Bt 3R] Y 0 28 20 7 58 (synonym, hypernym) - 5 H i X
BB AT A2 D3 B A AR DT G 5 ¥ A0 G AR LRESTESE 6 1 hm LA/ 44,
21 EZMPEAE

BATRH 3 NP EX BFRHAT AL B (1) P00 B AR 4L A AT 5 20 B 2 A8 2 A M AL 37 2 4 BT 1
H5], B “landscape-in-many-cities” —(landscape,in,many,cities).(2) i J5 i JEAE 4. 25 $& WordNet, i J§i 5 5] [ A
JE K, “cities”—“city”,“id”—“identifier”.(3) 2B &M 1A, {L B T 4 1A, 41 (landscape,in,many,city)—landscape,
city).
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AU E R AL A 5RO b AR N, 75 28— v A R A 5 b RAALRE, SR 5 SR AL [ N, 2% 18
3 V) 2 AN [ B3] PR A, D SRR AL BE IR A 7] B B ARBE a2 A FPSCEEEPE U HEA (1 & SR
i 824 AR b FARLEE o 528 Sl A

k k
sim(A,b) = z% x sim(a,,b),N = z
ar N El

IR VLR 53— T3 W B F AL B,by,by,...,by 72 B P EZNEMUPHESIET LA 938,84 4 A1 B HIAHAL
7 /AR

1
7.

r

im(A, B) zl: ! {Zk: !
sim(A,B) =) ————x
g=1 qz -M

k 1 !
5 xsim(a,,bq)},szz,Mzz
ar N 1

2.2 AFROCE

TV A B AR R AR AR A v SARABLRE 19 5 R K 22 AN DGO SRR OOG 2R ln [|) )CO6 & (synonymy) . bR SCR &
(hypernymy)55, 1M ¥ F 2% 18 22 Fiis OG22 W) 1) AE B R W A5 2, — A 44 1] v] B b T35 22 U 55 5 — 24 1A HE B
BE B VT E 00 17 0. DT b, 4 T 2% 08 22 B ils SOOC AR IR T 6 38 1) U7 R A 4 22 56, B 108 A 280 4 vy 44 R DU . P 4
k.

WordNet & —A~ F AL BRI 2000 2, A4 R I 3 AT Uk REFG R LR R RR. BAES KR
(meronymy). Jz X 3 % (antonymy). I X % & (polysemous) &, i] Al FH 451 2235 20 £ FP AR 4 A0 B (R4
BLRE, g A7 A ) 5 B O AT SR, AR SO AT T de (Y 4 AMREAE: R XK R (1),4 A B 5 IHILF] B A7
PR (c2),4 A1 B SL[5) b AR AN 4(c3),4 Al B 22 X 1) s F(c4).

A SCIRY LD 2 AR 33K SRR A 1 2 R0, 6 6 5 U R H 5 A A0 B RARDLRE . e sk 27 ST DAL 1 1] e
0 U3 i HE B AV 2 — e — P 3 8 (L BRI Y O N AR Y B ) A, s R B L A R R DT
JUYES” AULHEC  “NO™. 27 X 15 B (1) P S REAL 4k R 7R 24> if-then U, 5 #2824 07 A0 LU, A AR 4F
F8) R S P R R 6 AE MK E R R M 140 S TE AP AT 140 X K 45, B 140 S UG EL ) (4,B) A1 140 A VCEL [ (4,8),
H4E WordNet T155.(4, B) ] K L5 A2, F33K B8 Ay S092% (0 N (1 1) €45 S3:°0Y, 7 il 1y e st 161 2 B s,

[ root ]

l c3>0 l l ¢3<0 l

[e2<2| [ c2>2] Noqaony)

YES(108/7) c4<8 m%
NO(8/1)

YES(13/3) NO(11/3)

Fig.2 Resulting decision tree trained by 280 (4,B) pairs
Bl 2 1280 X (4,B) 4 I G AR i Y SR

EPE IR R SRR v 3 110 73 SR BE D0 doe i ABEATE D A BT sl DU, I TR, 24 4 A B AN RESR 2 — AN LRI B
REAT R BB R AR (24 ¢3<0 I, 7328 140 X e fl).c2 B3 2RAE T2 WAt A e, 4 Al B 55 3L 1A |
PET IR 2 R /NI (c2<2) AL EE R SR 4 R B 1] LR 2 (c4>8), B AT VE LR B2 HR B 17— & (R B AL
P DRI S R T 8870 5 3(8 M) AR BIAEAE 4 M1 B 1) 2 SCIERL/IN I, g SR I 4T3 SR AN 5208 £ (c2>5) 1) Bl (11
AN AEFHE RS, N el FFEA I BLAE PSR R A DA B 77 & 4 PF O Es T2 U c2 Bk T8 (4
A B I _EALTT R ER BRI, 0 240 T 7] SR A42).

LEI 5 10 AR (o) 45 T U R SE A R AN B x RIS I 23 SR K SE AN By, 30 mh y B9 Sl AT A
158 ARSI o—yl) 15 A F0 B IR AMBLEE. 3 2 45 i T A8 HT P 2 g SO A5 I AE 1T 1 7 b R AR ADLE J B
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Table 2  Similarity matrix computed by WordNet
2 FIT WordNet 15575 Hi [ AH b0 R R RE:

identifier name gender phone number address position salary

id (identifier) 1.00 0.27 0.27 0.29 0.27 0.13 0.27

name 0.27 1.00 0.27 0.78 0.13 0.13 0.27

gender 0.27 0.27 1.00 0.24 0.13 0.13 0.27
home-phone (phone home) 0.24 0.78 0.24 0.69 0.13 0.13 0.27
cell-phone (phone cell) 0.27 0.78 0.24 0.69 0.13 0.13 0.27
address 0.27 0.13 0.13 0.13 1.00 0.94 0.27

job 0.13 0.13 0.13 0.13 0.13 0.94 0.13

pay 0.27 0.27 0.27 0.27 0.27 0.13 1.00

T 230 44 B B SEAL A B0 5, B BT 44 PR [0 B4 (4, BY S ARABLEE b 1546 7E WordNet 3] st o 53 44 ] )
TV ARARURE B g B O 1(Mpay” Al “salary”). XF F Fk A i X, 491 Wi (“address™, “position”), i T “position” F 5 Xt
“address™ B.#% 1) LAV ¢ F (c2=2), M P8 1 38 W - 8 SEARABLRE 24 (108-7)/108=0.94. 3 11 (“address”, “gender”), i T
A5 LR A 3R I “abstraction” I BE 25 2 K T 2(c2>2), H 2 L EZ F A 10(c4>8), v 5 H AL E K
1-[(8—1)/81=0.13. % T~ & & 1] ZH (R AHALL B - 50, A L 365 2.1 75 il 1K) 7 3.

R4 2 From gl B IBORMBLURE i B K AE, 7T BA) D 15— SE P RE OC & (Mid™, “identifier”),(“name™,“name”),
(“gender”,“gender”),(“home-phone”,“name”),(“cell-phone”,“name”),(“address”,“address”),(*“job”,“position”),(“pay”,
“salary”). n] AF HY SRR ) 45 B IFRBAR, E8R AT 3 ANJ7i(1) i T X 2 #E4E (“home-phone”, “name™)
AHALEE B 3 T (“home-phone™,“phone number”) (I AHBLRE, 4 WordNet = 55 47 44 %5 “phone” Fi “name” HL A7 3
[ () _F A7 7] “language unit”, {H 3X F “phone” (1) 7] S (“sound”) A A2 FT 191 22 (¥ . £ B T 38 455 iF (“phone” 2 %1 7,
“name” & 745 B ) T LR e iZ 28 10 1. (2) i T-“pay” Mi“salary” & 5 44 [7] SCia], Bt 7 HOARL S 1R T S0 )8
PETE SCAN [, 53 30 E A [ ) 5t B o, L B AT B A8 o o R AR AR B8 3 W R Uiz in) L (3) SR 1tk 4
VETCAS B AT —XF 22 PR RS 56 3R, 3 A1 [n) RUKE R 55 4 75 0 AR o

3 REIEmE

BT B4 . PR 2 AR R M X 3 AN EE B 3 AN AR 2 4 R DT AN B 11 T o R
il 75 A T 1 [K] 25490 4, (“birthday”, date Time) £ (“birthday”,number(4,0)) (1 F £ & 25 74 (1) R [7] 3% Bl A 58 4 T
fic,(“height”,int,unit(meter)) F1 (“height”,int,unit(decimeter)) I [X| >y 5 & B 47 (1) 58 R 7] 38 oA BE B3890 4T il
AW AT R PR B R SR U E (A T 57 0 T v S 1) T il s
31 BHHIELRTE

XML Schema HITE (1155 2 36 40 OV SCT AN 58 % (K 30 20 AR 4, 3 3 2 1 10 22— 2 il A2 0 122 2R 46 11 8
PEAT e A5 B WordNet [RIRI0 4 ZR 07 20, 38 FiZ 28 R 48, nl DU L BEHE 25 5088 R i R AL W Ak Op Hiid & 5
A 1) 35 Tl B H 2R ) (103 SO 2R, AN T T 5 L AR ABLRE

EX 5. HHERIAN Op T AR N — WY TCA Dy DpsiRis-arRoyn)- T 1, Dy, 78 XML Eff R A (1 4R
4 Dpp R B BB R BN Ry KR Dy BAE R Z MWK R R,y K7N Dpp T EHER LS Dy P 3L
IESNIEPE S

B XML £ 28 20 28 40 1 1 2 70 2 AR B S 20 () B it b kAT 2R 2 (Jlist,union) BAE 24 3R % 1 1), B LA T
PLA is-a RoAnHLMICHR. 59— J5 T, BT XML 04 28 8 3 Ge 4 by S8 e Hiodiss 1) A2 e b v A2 58 46 189, 7T LATE Dy
T Dpp THAT R — A T R B F SO 85 AE T Ry, Ron B 345 T Op I3 43 Fr .

B 3 o SR T HER IR Dy T — AN TR B T HER IR Dpp P HI—A TG F101,SQL Server ZH A
Access ¥ e 43 5l 48 F “bit” F“bool” K 7~ boolean H(HfE K1Y “—" RN KR Ry, —"RAKER Ry, [AFEEIN
F R AR Ry A Ry, VIR AL Ry, 38 B AT FRYE.

SEF Op J2 0B BNV SAT 2 A B 2R A ARRLE (1) HAT R Ry, AT W AN B 28 2L 1R A ABLE o
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1, anbit" F“bool™.(2) A KER Ry, WAL E A SIS B AL A 1, aninteger” F1“smallInt” (B A 76 & A B
7] i “integer”—“smallInt” i} 7T G & A2 4 15, (B3R A1 A AN S e P 00 T 1) 6 o) 00 P2 82 1 Jom LA 8 38 DU il 2
i AT ). (3) AT A A E i KA B FIALE N 1—(DIS 010 DISmax) DIS s 7273~ W3 7Y 15 H AL [F] A7
AR A B 2 N, DISax R AE Op AT AN I 2870 531, FAL MM KRB 2 FLE Op Wil e s, B
DISmax=9.%111,“money” 5 “varchar” [ AH LUk 1-(4/9)=0.56.

anySimpleType

boolean] [ double ] string dateTime decimal

Fig.3 Afragment of Op
K3 oOphlh
T SRAE A4 R B ABURE AT simpy, 1 8 PE B AL AR AL BE AT simpr, I8 2 A J 1 44 R DL IRC A 25 L,
25 18 JE M R 2 R DTS AT S W AN B E A EE S simpyxsimpr AR, 8 1 44 Bk (KA ADLEE LU J8 1 23 28 284 1)
ARADLSE B 8 B IR e 30 simpr A8 1E A sim)y, = 1(L+107°"27 ) il B AF 358 41 [0, 114 /) %5 [0.50,0.91] /1 3 [
X5 TP L AR A8, SR TR] I v SR e Y 44 PR it A 7R PR A ABUE, I 5 SRR L3 3.
Table 3  Similarity matrix computed considering the name and datatype

R 3 [AIIN 2 A RO 8 A ATt AR AR DU

identifier name gender phone number address position salary

id (identifier) 0.91 0.21 0.21 0.23 0.21 0.10 0.25

name 0.18 0.91 0.21 0.71 0.12 0.12 0.21

gender 0.18 0.21 0.91 0.19 0.10 0.10 0.21
home-phone (phone home) 0.16 0.71 0.19 0.63 0.12 0.12 0.21
cell-phone (phone cell) 0.18 0.71 0.19 0.63 0.12 0.12 0.21
address 0.18 0.12 0.10 0.12 0.91 0.86 0.21

job 0.09 0.12 0.10 0.12 0.12 0.86 0.10

pay 0.25 0.21 0.21 0.21 0.21 0.10 0.91

3.2 BHIEXHRHR

JE P b SR AL A% 3 (Format) b 58 . i B BAA7 (unit) ph % . K5 BE (precision) 58 . ZRIAff (default value)
ThEHN g P 52 B R A (integrity constraint)yh 58 252 RIS 2Bt 142 AN A 26 7 Bodie 2 IR A B0 1 8 254 B R
REFR N I IR B A8 SUAE SR AR T 8 500 0 o o R v, 2 00 2 b 9 A7 3K 8 o 5 s P A 4 mT DL 3 Hh 3R 7R IX
e ph 58 B PR B LG O R LU B S A 10 H 1. B 4 52 5 XRS5 43 2RAR & SCO 1 — A 4 7.

4 e HYER IR SCO AR TH A “precision” Fl“unit™ 4 % 758 SUM S — AN 128, &8 7] A4k 2241 /)
Jg B8 £ [ 12, W “unit” 6 & “length” Fl “weight” 25 . “meter” #1 “feet” 2% J& “length™ () 7] S5 4k, 128, b 4 % 45 M 4
2L e S (“meter ToKillo™) & 7n 15 Ji5 4k 17 A 4 R £ 4 B, 1 B8 0] S 461 4 - 28 2 ) o] LAHEAT J3 971 2 4k

5 T 9 R K000 80 A s 16y 2 A9 0 1 D890 T LUK K A v B3 UL AT S 3R R AR AT B4R
AL GBI A A SCO Hr 7T s I A FRVC AL, R I SCHE 4 0C 22 LLIEAT ph 3 1 . L 5= 4r A SCO M7
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2 5 ORI S i S0 VF L 2L 58 1 LA P00,

rdfs :subClassOf

e
g6Of v

rdfs: subClassQ

Fig.4 A fragment of SCO ontology
Kl 4 KAk SCO Iy ) i

4 —XZHRE K RARA LA

A IR 7 AR I — X — I IR OC &  T— X 22 H R DT e, — M B 46 18 SOOG R N E 300 R RS Ol 05
S F tnpart-of " Bl “is-a” 2%, v 5 ¢ ZR K7 WL 5 G (“listed-price” “pricex(1+tax-rate)”). 7] LA, v 5 5 R AE — E 72
FE LAl R 5 0 SO ST R [0 FA AL 8 2 >0 07 24 I A0 3080 s ) b, vy LR I B PR AR X ) — S 22 (R T B30 &
TERARM KT B — 7 Ref% = B 2L 191 SOC R

A AT AS A TRk 32 W T T 98 SR . B A A AT AR A AN ] T e, 25040 2 18 2 s ] LA 7 e ot £ B A 4
e T BT — SRR R AR DL IR SR TR 0 1E UOG R B A T — AR BRI

{ (NNNN)(NNNNNNNN);NNNNNNNNNNN { NNNNNNN.NN |
part-of A is-a
[ telephone | [mobile phone]
| (NNNN)(NNNNNNNN! § NNNNNNNNNNNG  § NNNNNN G § NNNNNNN

Fig.5 Example of lightweight domain ontology
K5 BRHAKRG

Kl 5 235 T HAT“part-of " Fl“is-a"i5 X IC Z KW AN A AR, SE 7 HEZL TR &, B e T HE 6 7R 12 MR 2 52491
() e 1 =X (pattern). e N RIS 24T E 2 — B AT DARRH N B AR 2 R AR IR R 2 5 B
AR EE R G 6, 8 2 AU SN R I S S ) PR SCOG 2R M JE I, S 75 2 I MR P A e f 4 M

T A B e A Al B i TR A P A ) 1) SCUT I, T 2 B Ok B A8 = b 1) Ja M 4 38 A Ak v et
(RN &, a0 J45 2] 7 (“phone”,“phone number”),(“home-phone”,“telephone”),(“cell-phone”,“mobile phone”)Z I8 1)
WSS 5 3R, 0 0] LAE— 25 % BIL(“phone number”,“home-phone merge cell-phone”) (U L. 4%, i LAAE T 56 2 45 B



X 5% SRR BY G A SRR EERHEAK 241

TR (¥ 2 FR UGG 7 v T SR ARLE ARG T2 7 48] 1R 280 R A B AR A S A 2 43 R A DG P g 2 i 12 ) R

THEF A £ R] 1) 4 45 B 29 (edit distance) & -4 H3 B UL TC 9 de A 8007 23, e 2 A AR 2 o0 il A T “AT S
RN e 07 B B K55 FIECT 8 — AN R AT RN MBR - R RS - A S8 A A AR
Ty A — AR R IR AR 10 g /S RBCRR O A R R IR g AR R L, 5 4F HR 4(010)886412527 ;e A
“SNNNSNNNNNNNN", S 4F 51 “010-88641252" % 4§ 7 “NNNSNNNNNNNN, H: 2 8 27 55 4 1.

o T H e AR S (LB IR AT B ) P AT A — AN B Tk A AR SR 4 S B e S AR TR — S B WA
BLRE SR A AL A B A, 2 — M R AT R O o 4 I IR 2 A B R R AN a2 S
115 B WS b 4R IR 5,10 1E Ed(a,b). TR 4, 7T UAEH LA R AR R T 4 58S B AL :

o1 1 1
”MAmzéﬁwxmwwaNZE?

o T A5 AN AR A v PR R A A AR X e B S AR RE 5 O D D e R 3K 2 i P [R] 11 56 3R S AR A4 M 7 )
[ % Z .45 41, 7] | “telephone” #1“mobile phone” 5 “phone” [ “part-of” 5% & & Bl “home-phone” F1“cell-phone” 5
“phone number”Z [a]— X} 22 [ W 5 ¢ 28, 76 BEAT 540 A8 e i H “merge(split)” #E 4T #4E.

T SR R IR — X 22 DTG A TR] A AR A O 0, D) A R B ) R e R AR ABL S 8 0 VAR JRUER 1.2 45 Ik 1)
A ALV 1R, 0 3 3 I 4 SR T8 1E AALUE A NIA TR Y EA S 55 5 H W oy Ron B ML (L6 4
PRI B3 R ) AL, o s — 5 22 96 R VL I TR, 0=0.7, 0=0.3(SZ b 48t 52 36T 52 ), AT 1538 4 iR i 45 5L,
7] LA 1, “home-phone” fil“cell-phone” 5 “phone number” AL B4 T B 475 “name” i AHALLEE .

Table 4  Similarity matrix considering 1:» matching method
T4 AT X2 UTHEC 7V IR AR AR R

identifier name gender phone number address position salary

id (identifier) 0.91 0.21 0.21 0.23 0.21 0.10 0.25

name 0.18 0.91 0.21 0.71 0.12 0.12 0.21

gender 0.18 0.21 0.91 0.19 0.10 0.10 0.21
home-phone (phone home) 0.16 0.71 0.19 0.74 0.12 0.12 0.21
cell-phone (phone cell) 0.18 0.71 0.19 0.74 0.12 0.12 0.21
address 0.18 0.12 0.10 0.12 0.91 0.86 0.21

job 0.09 0.12 0.10 0.12 0.12 0.86 0.10

pay 0.25 0.21 0.21 0.21 0.21 0.10 0.94

AR LA _E 53, AT DU P AS PR R 7 A8 50 35 AR S R S G 2R, gt mT A B G 3R I I U G &R
X SEOC R, T RE AT DA B T A e 0 AR (AR Bl B A B 491 A P e 30 oK SO T RO AR I T SRR

5 SKEITfh

51 KIEHE

AT, S 06 vHE % B IR, 3 AT 9 TR A PR (1) T TR U R 48 COMARIAT Cupid™214%: 1 B — bl HE 2 A
V& 0T A 2P U B AL, Rk 5 B R 1) 7 VEAS AT ol L (2) R LA mT i Ak B g ok 11 3¢
fik[22], (1 e ] DTD 2w, 10 HLAS L H5 HHs 28 R0 U8 A A4, I, I A STt 1) 5 o 7 AR W B I 22 5 T Tl
AN,

IRk, A SC A OnceDI (1552 o W 450858 02 B0, B 4 R e AL & ChinaBPG .0 iR 451 £ (ChinaEPG). ¥
F9 44 B VI\(flood prevention)<s 1 % 48 FIAE & 11145 F 45 L (credit information) 5L fili it 22 e & 14 1 (1 2 3 e oF
FUGE T SE R, A T 43 38— X 2 B WUR OC R MG TR BB YAk 3R 5 B T SR U0 B 1R

1E 3 MRS, BIERE T — MNIREE IR — AN B B EEAT R AT e, R R A T AN SR K B
PRE e . RN KL B EAN ORI T DU PC ) M (R — % 22 ) A4
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Table 5 Experiment data
x5 LR

Number of data Number of Number of Number of matchable
source Database type tables attributes attributes
China EPG 2 Access 2000 vs. oracle 9i 8 54 42
Flood prevention 2 SQL server 2000 vs. oracle 9i 16 86 48
Credit information 2 Sybase 11.5 vs. SQL server 2003 12 72 54

5.2 TMNERR

XA T I RO VRO SR bR EL RS L L A BT AR 4 1 A€ (overall) R B UL KN TR BLR)— X —
A% Z VLR B 4,835 B 8 DL IERVL SO C, A3 B AR IEAVE RCBCh 1,8 B 2 ALK IE A DL
BEHCh UIB2 3 A PR bR e X F:

precision = ¢ Jrecall = g,ovemll = 1—ﬂ =recall x| 2 — 1 .
+1 A A

precision

R R0 A3 1] 56 7 T i s SR 145 B 28 Al (Y B 2 1 SR, e AT &% 1 A g L A s e DL T 0 . Gt SR 3R [
T AR Z 55 VG B &5 3 88 1 25 I AR AR 3 (B e VAR v TR R, SRANASR (BT 20358 43 1 A 1D DG i &5
S TUDRS i B S5 AR v AR 73 R 2R B AR A .overall TU)4 1T S W T DG 50 50 2t 10U M, 2 255 A T 73 [ 2 FR00RS A 1
Tk, T 45 1E 1 30 5 I A2 G T R0 % kb oA 2 B R DG I B 24 HE BRI AR A .2 precison<0.5 I overall BUAH
{H, XU N BRI B T B shULHL &5 5 B AR O R ,C=4,1=U=0,0l] precison=recall=overall=1.
53 LEHER

BT P B S 2 %) DT TRC 008 T 8 1k 42 B ) DT TE 25 3R, — % 22 (RS xC UL e 5 ir P 8 A7, T LA 3 A28
PRAAT R (1) JEMEAAFRULEC Stepn;(2) Jo 4 42 BRUCPECFN & 20 3 S B VT L Stepnr;(3) 76 1 44 FR UL AL AT S
PEBE S VUL FE B3R AT — X 2 AR U E Stepyry. [l 6 25 H T 3 ol FH B3 BT e A 1 S 4 45 1L

20
10

StepN | StepNT | StepNTI ‘ StepN | StepNT | StepNTI StepN | StepNT | StepNTI
[mPrecision| 79 88 89 WPrecision| 78 86 87 [mPrecision | 92 92 93
[=Recall 71 71 81 ORecall 75 75 83 |EIRecaII 85 85 93
@Overall 52 61 7 #Overall 54 63 i ®EOverall 8 78 8
ChinaEPG Flood prevention Credit information

Fig.6 Experiment results from three data sources

Kl 6 3 Al Bl s xt I e S 6 45 2R

76 3 Sy H £idhi v Credit Information BIUE I B AR 4 V5 B A7 8 e (R AR ARL P 5230 T a2 0 1 N2 i
EL 9 b K40 P2 (1 B30 2 0 LA %8 v IR ARLARLYE (Sybase AT SQL Server), it LAZRAS T8 mn KRS BB . 4 Rl S 44
PERE. KA 3 AN 3 8 T s A 48, B LA KR 3 Jag P vl DR I, 32 A HH I A A M e A (IR ) A 0L

JEB P 2 R DL G e e T R 23 1) B B UL L[] &L, 73 FSRAS T 79%, 78% AT 92% (1A% 1 J82 L A2 [K A i 13 2% S8 4K
P AL VLT, T BEAE Fi T80 AN IE Al (RS, Stepnr BE— A 1E T 0] @, o] LA BRI B2 1 — 25 5271, 0 ik
F|T 88%,86% F1 92%, {H 5 A [H] 3 & A7 A8 A (A v fig K He 4 28 R (W DL C T & B EE 2 (W Wk 53 ). 72 Credit
Information 5 FH Hv, B T 4504 208 209 (1 iy S AR, 00 28 200 DG 15 I V52 A7 D165 Bl R B 77 DG P68 150 1T 412 v 6 22

{6 Stepnry Y, HH T AT AR (B B 3E— 20 RIL T — % 2 I 0 R AT/ A IR 4 T 10%,8%F1
9% K iff K L DAL Ay LE i A LK DL 0 C B )48 v T v AR X R i IE AR B (38 51 T 1%~3%), 81 24 JF 1E
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VCPCEL 1 AR BeAT A2 Al

55 3T 1R VR (0 4 FRUTTC J7 12340 Bl PSR 2% >R WordNet il V1 A (AR 2525 (1 J7 VR R A3 1 468 e (¥ DG T
(Bt LS5 L 3R LI UC S T A 1 70%~809%). 76 L B filh -, J M 5040 248 200 DL P R — % 22 1y e i o B0 g v A
P EEAR UL NE i SRAT T A 8 T (0 552 . RV A SEAB VL B 7 VA R JE At AT Stepyr A1 Stepyr, FERCR AR B .

6 HHXIIELLER

FE T SCHR 2142 H A 2R VT I 43 ZEHELE Z) 56 T — B 3¢ TAE 5 A SCHEAT LR, LA Wi RN AS JE 2 Ak AR 3
[ iR TR BRI G B B B M 2 Bk 8 I B 288 2 R0 s g 1 R A L T AT 2 R R e & )
f14 K 2R A% 8 WA E T 2 BT A R 0 A8 T WordNet 3Rl AR L B 5 200 A 4 R AR AR 425 A 43 L A
P4 DG it ME A 1 R DL e 36 2 (match cardinality) 77 1] 5 0 58 3%, T LA B & B0 — X — 11— 22 B i) 56 &

6.1 BFREE

42 B WG PC 21 3 2 ) P 0 R SCRRAE T 548 50 0 22 (0 AR ADURE MG T4 404 Cupid™?, DIKE® R LD
SF.Cupid & —FEA VS HCEE, R B R 7 1 V2 A0 45 B R AL 17 LA )T A0 A Ak 1R 0 3 Y ) 139 ) SCO% AR DL i
TRy A 3ANMY B (L) A A S 0 3R AT IS4k R 43 S A 1 A P AR AR e e 1 Y I ) R SR bR O R
SOARARLYE, 53X i OC 2 A RE SR AHBLURE B 7 45 £ 1) SE ] R0 545 5 (2) 5 TR o 38 I IR 4540 00 R i
PR 4T 250 25 (R AR AR DG R ey i1 TR AR AL B A T B34 HE5(3) AR 1 hSCAEBLBE 1 AT~ 4B 3R X e 22 1)
VERL S R DIKE 3 i e S - O R AT 1) 76 22 DT i 850, 2 R A B30 ) i e g i 361 P P e S0 38 4 i
Y IR 0 ) SRR 5K 28, 4 5 37 1 ) ORI 255G 2R LSD 3 i FH WL 2% >0 J7 9243000 22 AR RS, K B A
FH S5 B, 53 49 Y RO UCBC AN B B AL VIR B AR A P S B 003 40 DU &5 R 2 S e 2 Ml 5, R I —
JE 75 B Rl 00T R U P DG TR0 DG G B B3, ) P 3k 28t 2% 3 380 1) R D0 S5 537 19 6 28 U SR ARHABLBE

AR AFRICE T VRS A T B BAR B A R B AT T 0dt . A8 4 AR A0 A BB B 32 T & A i 41
DAL JEE T A5 5 ¥k A S 6 o 4 3] 1 A e 1) AR A A PO T 9 - WordNet B AN S 18 T R UG &R R A7 %
Fm ARG T BRI BE S A A N HORN 2 S AN BRI, RHE XOCR IR TR H A A T AR HLES % 2] W
T b e SRR 2 ) D vk T AU TG DG (R I R B8040 SR 1 38 T 10 e SRE RS, AT G 1 LSID iy 23 D% AN [\ B Fi 3
PERYIZR AN [R) B0 42 10 M LSD  J5 i (¥ 1k e 4 v A S AE VI 2R B0 IO AN BT 4 78, 300) 1 B0 122 o (¥ iy 2 5
P4 R I A3 AR A B3 R A, T HL R R

SR, B9 A BB AL 15454, 4 Cupid FI DIKE J7 v I 45 M5 AE (G 22 18] A9 A T 5% 22) HE- S 39 A DC P 5%
R 7 AR U R sl ] AN 58 A I X R A AP AN 7R 55 — 7 1T G R ) R SO AR AR s s AR
GSIMARBLIC R, 2R 1751 T address ] (1 AH A5G ZR AR 44 Bk 2 VT IC 9 (HUR: 25 i 3L B R S0 (— AN RN FBE(E
I, RN A WAt IE), S A XA 2
6.2 BHEEIELR TR

H A 0T T A A 288 28 UG I PR At 52 2> — T R O e A A e DG S Ak T R SR T A7 BB P R S 2
G A 3 A 52 o B0 4 B BEA™ T LA 1 5 — J T e R Oy 3 YA X G i ) 0 9 D VR I P B 2 2 L 1A AL
TF 5 2 2 500 PR A A 2 e, D) AT LA K2 1 BSR4 T 52 S A2 T T 5.

HISE T AR AL 45 SCHR[24]F0 S-Match J7 VAL SCHR[24148 T — AN 36T A0 0k 10 425 4 0 VA 4 HE 4, A ) 4 S A
A7 08 AN g R T R RO S THT (197 S5 A 1) R % T e 2 5 2 B FA VC i AR T 7 B 00 A AT B B —
A (generalized) (1) Z54 2 70 A1 Dy 2 )i = rp ) Bt 280 G SR N e A BB 4 R — N B S I B S
BRI ER e  A IR OC R AR X R g i ad T B I BN B W R PR S-Match J57A3E T XML Schema
7 P4 B A S B ST T B S A AR R R B R B R 1) is-a DGR AL HEAT I 1 DU EC R [ B 2 LR A 2
RUIR DG 2R (HR S SCHR I H R R TG 28 R IR 58 VDG R (G — IR RTASAEZE), T AS A2 T S ARBLRE

AR IES UL AR L, B S AR AR R B AR R T S SR T E SR8 I HA T %
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BB XML Schema JE A% £l 4 248 210 iy S O 28,3 O 000 A e ol 2 o 1) S 20 e e AL e 77 e 4% R 2 20
CC (1 1 55 2 2 180, AN 2 87 B (R REDRLJE 1 23 A, vl AR 25 5 1 5 8 12 4 R DC TC U7 A 45 T B Tl S B AR UL
6.3 —XZ ARG KA AYRI LE

AR AR S TAE =B iMapBt e 2t LSD ik ¥ g, W & LN listed-price=pricex(1-discount-rate)
I address=concat(location,state) 5 5 2% 1} W4 06 3R AR AR A R 10 ] S B8R (5 B AR A 8 &R
2% (4 Text Searcher,Numeric Searcher),f# /] Beam Search J7 298 /M8 R 45 [A] ({48 R k AMEIE J6 %), 6 8 & 25 1)
P 1K) 7 I T AN (8] A48 A 77 (51 kb Numeric Searcher i FH 32438 SERF) AT AS XGB 5L, 3748 tH F 5L 45 R 5 ## L
T TG 25 PRI ARABL S, ot e 5 45 H () R ACLRE B SR A7 ARVARL S A T SR B s T BT — X6 22 DT JE G &R

SR FA, iMap AR AT 1 3 BT T R 48 2 W) 0] 52 2% B 4 K i HLAS B 2R il — 2%
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7 HERIE
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