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Abstract

Entity Resolution is the identification of the same Entity record in one or more data sources. For
problems with high complexity of directly comparing each pair of records in multiple data sources,
chunking is usually adopted. Since most of the Schema are unknown in Web data sources, Me-
ta-blocking techniques are commonly used, which reduce the possibility of missing matches but
increase the possibility of placing mismatched entity records in the same block. To solve the above
problems, an attribute matching induction method based on locally sensitive hashing is proposed
to conduct attribute’s matching division from multiple Web big data sets to remove redundant
comparison among attributes. Then, a block technique based on aggregation entropy weighted
graph is used to improve the block quality of Web data sets, remove redundant comparisons in the
blocks and reduce the complexity of the algorithm. Finally, the effectiveness of the algorithm is ve-
rified by experiments with actual data sets.
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1. 5|

UM B, SR AT 0] A0 e o B A L R BT A S AT, TE AN JE T Web SR AN OC R 2 4R K
HENT KRG R EEAORE , AN 5 (R B DR A B, TX e R 1) LR A 2 A2 400 ok DA il
BUGFIBE SN R[]

SEARARHTHE (1 A2 TR — AN B2 AN BRI P R — S SR AT S5 [2] . W SRARSE A R BT AT REILAC 1 1d
ST HBUR — > k07 1. DR D K (1 25080 4R b R B A G M B s R AN D) S bR i) itk @
WA g, SR R PG L8 H BLLE [R] — B e (110 53 T DA iy SEAAR AT RV I A . (HE ST T2
AN B IR P 0 SR, 8 A A AN R, T8 B s T ) QDT 5t 2 2 E SEAR AR AT 2 T REAT
TXF T Web b K & i B2 5 A8 A1 e 5 IR A R 1, AR G ALK AN P& . AT 2R R A
(Schema-agnostic) IR HR] 73 7 VE AR HRAX A 18] R o 4% G2 R R 1 3 BBR 72 A 1 43 B (Token blocking) [3]
[4]o SXFPEARAE 124 B 4 v LB e B0 (Token) &G 1R /& —/MSEELRI oy 88 [2] . BRIk, &4
B 55— AMbric BB A G, HALE X AR ic 200 L BT A SEAR I % . ARic B R ANME SR AT
BEZAERF, BRI T ERATRERIUCHD, (HA2EENI N 1 ASUCHEC A SEAARC SRR AR R — AN g ]
Aett o A SCHE R 3 T 50 S UG A5 1) J8 PR T T E 44 1 St b 510 NI Scadh T — by 0SS =g A e 2 B
FR[5] [6], TEARIER A B P FIE, Wgm TR HEZR.,

AL FE TR T :

1) ¥ EAREEMER Web JEECE S 8 HAKYE S SRR EM RIE AT IRk A 25, DL
P00 H s A AN A 5% S PR 1 A

2) BINT R UG Ay 1 TRACEE D B, R JE 1 VT AT U3 4492: (Attribute-match induction) 5 2 B A K &
JEVER) Web S, IR & 1t UL EC A 23047 IR PR VT AR 43, DAV ASAH OC 19 & 1 2 T T AR bR

3) Mk B VT EC AR A A5 2, R SO T R T R A AU o o BT iR R T 2 R

4) e JESHZSAFAT T SR IRAIE .

2. ExXI1E

TESTARANT(ER) AN T $2 B R % R A oK [7] (8], BN B BRI AR AR — KT
BRI R, A5 4841 (Suffix Array) [3], g-grams [9], A1 Canopy Clustering [10125 771, 13— 44
AT BB A, #1t0: Fric 4B (Token Blocking) [4]41)& 14 ILAD 94472 (Attribute-match induction) [4] [11].
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TR ARSI AR, & 525 (Attribute Clusting) [41813CHR[6] #7592 TYPiMatch #4451t H
KBRS BB 1) sy i b o J8 1t SRS T 0 B s B BT T RE LG ) JE MR AT B AR, TR
TS A AL P 25 1 P X SR, IR M R, RN R Z U R R 2 R . AR TR
BB G 5 ( FRUAL B 5 B B 7E M Ueax A 5] 25 . TYPiMatch [4]/2 76 Web 38 FH 258 48 th M 82 iR 59 L 4
FHIMFB G, TR, X E(E BoRIE R U, (HREAREA S & 2 KA+ .

TCA 5] [6] B FEHE B /- AR = A IR A T &« I T AR R e R K i . 7EA
SCHR R Web BV HH A SO UE B o ek, RIEm PR & .

3. X2 RIEL
3.1. EXRBEZ RN TTE

SAME:
T AR BRIk 2L 4% R P LR T4 { (2,0, ) (8, v, ) (5,0 ) oo (2, )} o EIX AL
A, ={8,,8,,8,,,8,} F SIS & = (py, Py Pavery P, } HSEERHG 1A ULRE AT PE O TR PESE . SC04
B R—HERITT . WRFASAITTE p,, p, € & 16 1 BLS TR — A BB 48 AR UL AL
(P~ py)s SEURRHT(ER)Z BRI & IS HE 2 & I SCAA T AR5
SRR E B S PR
1) Clean-Clean ER: HiI AP T & SISt &, Ml e, 6T A [ A0 VB b 1) 92 i 22
{(pipy)I by €2, p; €&, | HEATHLEE, T Clean-Clean ER f5 EL 5 HR 77 V76 2 ey |, | Y0 ELAR

2) dirty ER: NS A ERICTEIES ¢, FFXITA TREDLACHO SRR IAT T HR. BB AR o
IFERAAT 6| IREE [ R IHRIEA & IIFERL.

SR O 0% A S P M BEE AT 388 24 FO BB 5, BIAR SRR 43 (22 31 HE ) 6 3 AL
FOSCARRESE, K5 SEBRAA LU PR ITE R —Jerh, LAg/b SEORARAT Sk S 4tk B B ={by,b,, -, b} FR—
MehtEtr, wREE| =3, ol Frb b Ak b b A

2 SCAE P [E1 56 (PO) RIS HE 2 (PQ) R A MR & B (IR BE[7]. PC(8) F A F Fr) 2857 S (A W B2 5 5
bR ST A A PQ(/8) 8 I SRR ) e OB R R e BT i R R o RSB I T

F-score [7].

As: PC(ﬂ):||E6|| - PQ() B

R
PC(B)+PQ(p)

sl

D’ RIEH p I —HE SR, D R—AEES ¢ THIMITE HE AR,

HHEAFL T, BEORAIEEE 7 (o7 B LIRSS = 3 1 2 (PC), EAmAE 1B (PQ). MK
R PQ)ZH T2 RIIILELE M. TURMIILBEIR ER LR — H M 2RI HBGE X AR ILACH)
SR EEAT BT p, # p;)-

PRI A SR Je P DL E VA AR3E AN T8 73 BROT IR R D IR 28 22 R AN TUAR IO LA, R FE v SEA R AT SRR
L e

3.2. RIECECYIE

JEPEVLEC I RVE H AR, AERRABITE IS, DRI S &, ¢, BB PEE B2 A U A
AR B R S 2 o AT DURI T e B R i B AN W] ) 70 BREBOR I R
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FVE DU RC 9 43 v 0 4R T SRR e, o RN R LR R SR R B0 LR kX
{(a.a)la e A a e A, TERIHTKERIER R LRI X . BT, S JRIE TR0 (A, x A, ) Rl 57 p

AEBN T,
JETEXS 22 [ SRR 7 E BT UUAB IR R JRIERR A R VX AR BL Y 5 B A 5
KE %

i) LSS NI a0, MEITAL (a7 (V) )) FoR St A i B R,
a e A BRI, ¢ R MR IEL, RV, TIRERROFOR TR a, (FET

g o BEL T IR ORI R B (B ARG RBREEIE . IuAE). e MR,
PSR & Bl e, TR IEIBR T, =T, O, , 36#T, =(J, , 7(V, )

i) BUERSFEE.: HRET RERET - NEtka, My, eT 50Kt eT, MRE. W
toer(Vy ) Mav, AT 0. Wikt ec(V, ), Bav, seAIMBEEHEMERR, . i %
AR TR-IDF(t,), SRETE o (V,, ) IR, BH —HERFoR (80 it e o(V, ) AV, =1, BNV, A

0). il J& M H o B AL bR, SR k) RoRax ebrid, SR SR M S R R N — AR
HUKE LT J@ s AT BT SEAREE A R IR T RERIAR I G bRid t, IRBITE )@ a h, B— N uEERR
AV, =1 B MZRH 0,

iii) FABUBENI & Xﬂ%ﬁ*ﬁ\ﬂﬁ%ﬂ@%ﬁﬁ(aj,ak)e(A€1xAgz)E’\ﬁEMJE, SEl M ERET, AT, M
AR SR e i (b e ARABUM: B 80T SR ] Dice, Jaccard, Cosine). vER:, MU RE B J7 L0415 J& Ak
RIFRIRAA s BN, Jaccard FIARLEE ANGES TF-IDF BIAUE RN {5 .

iv) RREE: IR B YRR SO SRR AR RS, X e B E A T EES S X,
E R AR R X

3.3. Tk

JE BN BB AR R F A A TR B R A I SR EE B, LIPS SRR L 1 ek B 2
VCRCHIMER BUBOR, RS A FEIR, e RAE R — e

TEAR: GE MRS g, EMBRCE, SR BIECRIS RN S By, FEPRIIE(PC)H
MRS TR & T PQ (FHER). Bl: PQ(B')> PQ(B) LI PC(B')~PC(p)-

TCAERE: MHILE G, {V, B, W, | TR —AMUESE B V, FRITH p, e e TR, WRWA
S B D R Al — AP BV, WA A SR A tE— %30 €, ={e, :3p,, p; e 21B] > O]
R—Wis By =BNB; BB HREE p Al p, MEAH W, GRS — UG . BUERR
DCHCH P REME; SRR A BY SRS (e, PR OR B DT vl RE A SE R 3

BUB T ¥ AT RECR T LR I P RME B J7 ik, — Ao 2 T3 H0), i 102 e e BLBR N S
PLRHAT B TSR FE KA AU R B Top-k (Y34, (EURXFOFERIAL 7 H 05, 55— R TRUER, 8
A A LR O B e AT BE DI PR3« P AMZ B AR AR W] LA 2 ) B sl 4 ) b R 58— AP OL T, Top-k
AN BIAE 0 T BARLFAE BAAY s D 0 O BY B P o BRI R S AR AT I IL HEAT BY B A
BAEOLR, Top-k IURLERTA AL HEI, BIME 0 X T Fr i iL 2.

BYRCSRME: FIFIXSERAE, W] LA U AE BT SENS . BULIE BT (WEP) & BRI BIAUE N T 0 . 3
OB BY (CEP) 1L I Pt T A AT HE R, F HLOREE AT k AN BUETT RUBBS(WNP), KK SR
min FTERIARARIL, IHE BTG T 2R BRE 6, 1. SRALT WNP [T S 3T (CNP) & LYY A
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D, R R MUEBIE, TR TR K (8 A 1R Top K ).

FERE YRR 45— 2L AR 15 R B P AL A — BRI, S TU R 5 32
£ SRR ILEE M N, B St AR R T LA LR
4. BHRBRAIT O RGERE

R B RA —FR LIRS £ A Web SR et PERE (IR R4, 40U BALE T 7
AT RS AT SR, R A AT T BT AP ARG, DA BN B
HEAT SCURARAT I 7

PO S A (1) R =B, W 2 ok SBGRRR . 2 HRRR
WOREDCRLASE. 35 TR AL E A, FIAA G F I =R

~ Ve N —

P1 P3 B1 B2 B3 B4
Fi: 10-1-1 45 10-1-1 fE5 110-120 AN B 0=
GH & kst || S PRI », p, », »,
ERHR. 2 BEER: EEE p, P, », »,
BYIER: 106365 7K PiREAL: 11926F77K L )
Ml HF PR || ALEL: HIET XA B 2 Ya ~ N
Bl 258 w05
He: 3ER% B5 B6 B7 BS
’ B HIFTX || et 100-110

k / \ / Uy b, P P,
P, 3 ) .
(o Y A T |

F4i%: 10-1-1 %5: 10-1-1 AN J\. J
B4 FEAHR Bl RIBRHER 5 a0 B0 a2
KR fEx Fig: et
HA: 10636777k TR 1161177k RE || PR SERER | o5k
frE: A BARIL IR AN (| Xk R RMRICTEIER AN | P2 P, P, P;
ALV SRR ATIC AL AEVERR GHEREATICAE | | Pa P, P, p,
WS : 458 W5 354 J\_
(a) (b)
Figure 1. (a) Collection of entity records from four different data sources; (b) Divide the generated block set with the tag

module
1. () REEUNMEHEFRHIZECRIES; (b) ARCERISERFRES
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Figure 2. Flow chart of the loosely pattern-aware block method

Bl 2. #EURBATT R T AR E

4.1, BYEFEBRMIERE

FERECRIR T, B THER A A KRR R, XL JE Mo T4 R SR ATk,
FEFEERAF R, PR SCR A g PR3 idoRiE S A R AR PESE, LD B s 24 Kot Js 1 B
BIRE, AT A K e VSR R B A R HEAT SRR AT .

ARORE S 7y I
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IroRJE N ARPEE PRI, AT B A 2 AN R . il n. AR AT By B PR D
=N

EJEME: AR E AR TR R R B E R, AR AT 2R g . 6
. R, BBHARGE.

4.1.1. STRBMESEF

FEAEEIE T, FI(Entropy) &R BEHLAZ S AN SE PRI BE L, il VO (ELROR,  HLBEHLAS & A AN B
SETERUBOR, RIS SR P REA LA R A BUE 2 o B X S A IRAME R B EBE LA R, p(x) v x £ 5L
PEEE X B BLIIRE A, BENLASE X B2 S

H (X)=—iZ:‘ p(x)log p(x)

T RIEIETT S, RIS ERR, R0 R AR AR s, BRI ERR R, £
ERER R, FRLURT. B TAERNEIRES RN EERZ, rUEASh, iR A
PRI TERIRE H (X)) I BAZBACKEL N RGP HES, SRR G F E P RME A N BME ¢ » R ER T4
BMHE & FRTE, R ENMERiIE g AT TR Sk D 3R

4.1.2. ERMERE

EEEES THEAEE MR REN, T HUE A E Mk £ 2 0r 75 26 T B i AabH, A
SR FH S5 5 100K S8 MR 20 S EL A MR R 58 FE PR IXC T, DX T) (A B KRR SE BRI Dok p s, bl ke el 3 1 A )
439[70,90) . [90,110) . [110,130) % . JEAEFAX AP HSEAILRAIEERSE . M T AP AR M, (Ei
IR AT, R 3C 3.2 TR T, KR EEATRNE A, Bl FEASRIBE R R
FATR bk () 7 SR —FE, SR B YR E R 7%, Bk EEE g — 1.

XEFAE @M, TEHEAT SCORMRMT I e B B R A th R —FERY, R 3 1 h, @SmANE SR
MR FRIE B RE D L BAT A BRI AT AR AN F (B2 @ B M R . 7EREAT Sk
Mrih, RER AP REA AW B E R, ASUE R E S AME R —NEUE, YRR (R
PIE RSN, WHZE R EA R FRERTH S EAME R RS B H (X)), RJEE PR
EAE N IRE &, BRIE R TIXABME ¢ B, B eAE ik DU T 4 N R EIE D IR,

Table 1. Part of the household table

* 1 BoHPE
BT ot 7 TR %A B2
KEEE =M 65 195c4/%25 [90. 110) 5 4
Mkt 4522 ELY [90, 110) s 21
PR/ NVE 966-200 5 2 2 25 [30, 50) iz 2
TR 15-1 % [70, 90) N 1
B b 40-8 52 T4 E3 5 [50, 70) (e 4
AR 69-21 55T 8E2 5 [50, 70) 5 8
ERERE 3BF3FIIL2ELT [70, 90) £ 2
BEERS 545 12FE2% [130, 150) [ 12
HRERAE 37531235 [50, 70) NE 31
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4.2. SHIRFENBURMEEINZE

KRG T — MR RIS ER A B S AR 7o BeAh, ARSI RE I B R T —
AT JR) RS A B TRAC BED SRR Y e 2 Web K&l SR

421 ERBURRATLELER

MRAEA SR 3.2 W5 R IEIL IS H AN 2, TN T T REDLAC )& P TH AR, b
RIS A A E A O (N, N, ) - Ny N, 23l AL AT A, FRIFESE. SRTIT Web (92 45 Ky (6 08 38 3 3 J i
1o PR 248 P2 (RO U0 5 AT RT3 AL Il R, SR A 498 14 Jee A U P V1 92 ) 2 i P 4 2 5 B30 v PO
WIS JEH, W TEANEMRU, RAADHEEE LB AR SR IC RSB BRIt AT fi
FH Ry B g g e A P A B0 BT e 1 s R Y B 4, B mT LI G R PEVL IS VAR R 2R B, RIS ORAIE
TR X

Jri PR EURR A Ay SR (LSH) T DAS D i 45 P2 25 (W] A 4R KL, I ELORIEARAUREANAR , SRl o A EU A A
B B kR R R AN Jaccard AHALLE, Min-hashing A1 banding 75 ¥ 3K FAK E 5 BT & 7T BE DG BC 1) & P %ot
MR .

JR MR IR — AN R, R AN B R o 1 R Ty FEX AN FERIATH, — M1 Min-hash
ERZIE R BE A e R IALE . R, ) on NS RBOAT T S8, 77425 n A Min-hash
{ELRA ) s XA ) AU 5 Miin-hash 2544 o 7E S5 41 Jim P A7 oho™ A2 4 9] 9 Miin-hash {8 FR #8245 T+ Jaccard
FIFEEARE; P, Min-hashing TR B 1 AR #H M ORI DURE, AT /D 1 2R S8 PR R ) S 4R SR, B
ff Min-hash 2544 FIECE AN BUN, B THSEITA W BERE A0 FARLLRE B B FE e s PRl AT DOREX
B2 %5 MR Z A bands, 7E%/>— band b Min-hash &A1 [R] 1254 SRR R EC 6, IE0ER R
DT C VA 9 55005 i N G T3 R e 3 e s AR P A T i 1A J& %)

# n A~ Min-hash [E1/E %544, 438 b A~ band, 3 H4 r =n/b 1T Min-hash 65— band, s"E£RH
/> band ARFIHIRES, 1-s" %R P band A RIIMESE, 45—~ band #AMH RO (157 ) DU
ANEEAEE D —A band _F5E AR R FIHER /2 1—(1—sr)b o XAEEEAA S MM ANRHE, 3 RAERREM
LPE B . XA BB AT LOERUA (Yb)Y" . fldn, e b =30 fil r =5, HFREM A Jaccard ALK
T~0.5 (R E PR HEAT R E R ORI 3). IXFEAUED 1 R YRS Z R SRA AR T 5 A

1.0 1

0.8+

0.6 1

probability

0.4+

0.2 1

0.0

0.0 0.2 04 0.6 0.8 10
similarity
Figure 3. LSH s curves of r =5 and b = 30. The arrow represents the estimated threshold
3.r=5#b=30K LSHs Hi%k. EikRRiEitHRE
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4.2.2. ABURME B DE

AL A2 AT @ PEVLECIA AN LA, FA BB PETT RS A A0E 2k T I PUAS PR B PR RS
A TR AR ARG A AL B (9 2t e MRS R ARADUSE SR ] Jaccard % SE 1 AIRAE
NG E R R

FE L JRIE RS

fN: BT RIS BURME A AL S BB IR R Al Ay

fri: —PERELGR: K

1) edges<{} sim«Map<K,Vv>

2) Max«—Map<K,V> Cand«—Map<K,{V}>

& PEVT FC fe K AR AL EE

3) foreach a, €A, a;e€A, do

4) sim—(<a,a>similarity(z;,7;))

5) if Sim.get(<a;,a;>) > Max.get(a;) then

6) Max«—(a;,sim)

7) if Sim.get(<a;,a;>) > Max.get(a;) then

8) Max«—(aj,sim)

I PEVLHRS, 4 H k5

9) foreach a, € A,a; €A, do

10) if Sim.get(<a;,a>) > (a-Max.get(a;)) then

11)  Candidates<—(a;,a;)

12) if Sim.get(<a;,a>) > (a-Max.get(a;)) then

13)  Candidates—(a;,a;)

14) foreach a; € A, a; e Candidatesget(a;) do

15) if a, e Candidatesget(a;) then

16) edges«—<a;,a;>

17) K«—getConnectedComponentsGrThanl(edges)

return K

RS 1w e vt S AN R YR BT T RE DL T 0 & PR A AR ALEE , DA e AT B R AR B A
(%% 2~8 17). %5 4 AT Jaccard REENMMIL L& . 7E55 9~13 17 F b B J& PEVL B IH 932k 4R
JEMER IR VT BC A, AR AR R A s A AL ) JE 14 (8 4. 0.9.maxSimValue). 4R —ANE M a 758 1%
VLR R AT BT a; ﬁBZiﬂ(ai,aj> BEE(3E 14~16 17). B)m, PRSI RO T 1 1 EEE
IrE, RONNERCEH 1717). WHMH 21 s R IR A R, Wl vl LU fR B2 i Al RE R
Pric (L) o
4.3. IREIERRAT 2R5E

AN T HEF B B RS SRR PSR, B, R G, {V, W, | T
RE AR L AT MBCR R R AE S b B SRS R A AROCE . 38 B R — BT B BT bR e, SR BRIk
2RI

4.3.1. STEREMR
PAE 1 e @) A 1(b) Ay, Sl ARIE 7 B e iR A B B Te 7 SR B AR B 4, B e AL IALUE R
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TR RAERRIC S S PR IR S I UK, BT — S U R I 0 5 I 4(b), (R VR
LRMPI e, | Me, | TR 5.

TR 5 WL R T RPEICRIENEL RO RIEAL, IR T R RARIT SR
IR S, 46 b Ak BUBRIL SEAEIE MG B 9B BT, — MRy, —METUH 258, M 4(2)
AT il e, , Fle, , MBUEHIE T . 4ET5HE Ab0)HEX T 4R RIEE Erumig 7 —14%
R, , ). HER TR, I LRH T AEE, FRIREE A RILE e, , )

(a) (b)
Figure 4. Disambiguation effect of the module partitioning key on the meta-block

B 4. EERR S H A TR EIHRRIE SCRIR

(a) (b)

Figure 5. (a) Derived module partition diagram; (b) Reconstructed block diagram: dotted lines represent trimmed edges, and
red indicates that redundant comparisons have not been removed

5. (a) IRERIERRISE; (b) EEMHTRE: EERRETL, IERRERNEBRAREE

AT HBEIXAZ RREE, ACHER 4.1.1 TR AERE B R IRAE B YE VLS IR gh 2 )5 B3 AR Y
AN EMERS. BZrkd, SRENEETRSEAINESBRIEL. Ak, @diERERE, 53
TRARERRE. —dE M C, MRS E

A(C)=r T H(A)
IC| ¥,

F A AN AT RN 3 B (AnAme 4 B) 5 @ PR IS BC 3 gk AR 45 A B, BN 0 Bst b #85 — MR 2R C,
ME—AHIRHL, Blb —C, . fEE 1(b)h “H kBRI 7 fE ] ” , THBRAEAS R EE I5 vl SUAS A Il s
ALK BRI N TR o i s rR AR BEARIL B _cl1” , BAACER K ¢, R BB HR AR BURDL s AE
fd_c2” ; c 8 IIH %, 1M c, #8 B2 SARMEE itk . il 4 it “ R BOAR DL e fE e ” it — 28
Yog, U5 Het B, KRB N (B, ) -

h(8,)=r=1- X hi)

:w bj e B;
(b)) = A (C,) A5/ setit b, — C, FIEK 8
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Figure 6. Effect of attribute entropy information on element partitioning
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Table 3. Statistics of information extracted from real estate

3. B HEE R EST

iy FfE R AL 2373 kit
b3 7610 2212 12,348 881,294
g 17,404 5404 307,450 3,612,295
7N 8927 1321 63,231 1,669,550
wYI 2908 1561 10,430 1,140,545
TLRH 6221 1567 30,733 1,945,833
Bt 160,651 35,926 772,732 31,019,981
5.2. B
AR =0 BOIRE AT SRR S IR (L5 4).
Table 4. Blocking methods
=4 DRFTE
Name Description
FRiC R fRGEi BT, K En g T L A e B M R R B, AR5 2 B
TeIr R FERRC BT |, AR S, KRB 1 S ZOMAE [ — R dk e
FAORS SRR T4 ETC7 BB bR 2 T R i BB A 14 0 DL G VA R BEAT FUAR B, SRS A P 2 T 3

ERANRL 7206 70 oy Bt ATk — 2 itk

5.3. SEIELER KR

I3 MIEBHTT AR 3% . AR . AL g 10,000 25 B0 HEATHRVE,  FE S ARid Hod 2 i Ex
3000 %4, #E%E 7N 606,396,511,
PR FER: A< SCR RS B (precision). 7 [B1% (recall). Fi-score, X SZB st BbATPEA5 04T . KSR
(P) A& 2B IE R (1 IE B 5 T 20 N IEWI B 4 L, 3 [ 38 (R) 2 2B L Aff 14 1 491 50 o S o 1E A9 400 1)
H4rEe, Fi-score A& E A TR FIEAME o
Wik 5, ATLEH, =ARPAREHPITERR R ZE, BB TR SR B, SRR
B BN 0 o B AR KRR BE I v T SEARMRAT I KR o AR ST R BN (1) 0 a0 R 5 R E b i 2 B
Semh b, GRIE T A REERMFER, RERES T ISR @ E 9 wLUE R, =ANR PRI EOT
TR BB R B R, 1T R P A IO 5B 76 2 B 7 v I BB R e /N, AR K AR B sk T B s kB, 42

SRR RO

DOI: 10.12677/hjdm.2020.101002

27

HEtzdm


https://doi.org/10.12677/hjdm.2020.101002

TR %

Table 5. Experimental results
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Figure 9. Number of blocking comparisons
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