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Abstract

Entity resolution (ER) is an important step in data integration and data cleaning. Judging whether
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the records are similar can be judged by whether the attributes (attribute values) of the records
are similar. The rule-based entity analysis method compares the similarity of each attribute
(attribute value) by formulating rules (attribute matching rules). In order to reduce the search
space for its solution, the attribute matching rules adopt the same for each attribute. The similari-
ty algorithm and threshold are compared, which leads to low accuracy of entity analysis. In order
to improve the accuracy, this paper proposes an improved entity parsing rule generation algo-
rithm based on Boolean matching rules. Compared with the traditional entity parsing methods
based on attribute matching rules and machine learning, the improved entity matching rule algo-
rithm has higher accuracy. This article first proposes a Boolean matching rule based on grammat-
ical constraints. Then, based on the proposed Boolean formula rules, this paper proposes a Rule
Evolution algorithm, which can verify the rules according to the input examples and automatically
synthesize the effective ER rules for the entire data set. Experimental results on real data sets and
synthetic data sets show that our method has high accuracy. The rules proposed in this paper are
better than other interpretable rules (such as low-depth decision trees, other rule-based Entity
resolution).
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AR O 7F 7838 1 T A SR Rl 06 0 LU B e e 0 o O, RN R BT T E R UL RS A SO T
A SRS, ASCHR N IR AR T e, ST T IR TEA L A R IL AR .
R A 7% D B R0 T 85 614 J A UG PR D AR A 70K D S R U S A P VR » A3 T 7 ) S ) S A RS T 75 B 40 3R
FFAER A P AT B e O T AEAT /R ILEC R AR SR AR &5 oh . ASCHREH 13T ER & N 5ok B ah 2k
J% ER FEN . BEANASOIESRE I 1 —Fh 8 58 SORMEAS OS5 RRE € SORMRES A DLEUE R, Rl & A
BN TC R RN RS B (BN A SOR BI(E) 70 B TT o A SCH) E EL ok in T

1) 8 1 A R Al R U, SRR T AN B2 TR IR AR A K DL RC R . (56 3 719)

2) AT BEAESRAEAS T E B A ORI, A SCBETE 1Al 5 ARSI Rule Evolution. SR &1l 51 54
MEREREE, WA ESE AT IS . (5 4 77Y)

3) B 51 P IANER G I G s (RE 7 ) AN BEHEAT S AOBUEL B0 B FRE ], ASSCR T 17— PP B e X
SRARAS FIEAG B € SOR RS R DB B, Rl I & s 7o R £ 19 1R 75 B (B7) A B B (B) 70 BB T
(% 4 719)

4) SIS IR T A SR RS VL EORS B A0 T A T AR A, (B R AT R A B A T
f)o FERERETT I, W] LA HARAN AT R OB R LR (5 5 79)

2. HHXES
2.1. HEXENX

SEXC L. JRYE: SEA AR AR IR (0, FROJRPE[13]. X L8 @ Pk MIE SR AT SR s S5 2.
HEE MR AR 5 DX T REEYE . ER H A TG FCA T X 28 Ja 1 1

FE 2. HEES: — A T HE A R YE(E Z AR M 50E . ERARER B RO ARLLE B 2 14].

SESC3. T s, — AN BRI AME UL A B e SR G I R A . R LA
SE IR AMEL 2 8] AR AU, _E T 2R A B B KA, MUY

SE A R LI b B AN I R A B N[ 1S THIE R 4G 1 (538 50 TR 32 i L

SE 5. HUINEE: R AR i S AN B A B2 S L (32 485 (B0 550 T J ) 32 B i L

FE ER R GEH, PNC S 75 BRI H 9 90 3 18 Ja A 70 T o8 R U . iy D 030 A ABOR A A€ 1
MR LT S, X R P 2% 0 3 P ) P (0 A E U 1) 28/ — 2 R TR s P B DO B AN
TP A 33 DU A A2 A A R

2.2. TCEgARN

R[A, Ay, A RIS [AL Ay, AR n AXERBYE 4, 7 4! (i € (Ln)) MBI KRR BB KR
Z IR YE 0 IR ARG e B rs 9 RS TR, I H [ 4], s[4 FI2T rs PIBYE 4, 4 (6]
{Ho FBLEZRREL f (<[4 ],s[4)]) THEEBELO, 1 THIARMABER, g 4t BB AN Jaccard AL . 434385,
VL [ 4] s[4 FARMUZ i . (EAEBLSCRIBR SR T, MMOREA RS RE RN, SRR Z KA
ALLEE R BORT R AT A [

S 6. JRTEULACHUIN B HEICRCAIR — A =Tt ~ (i, £, 0) FHAHF R A R R B f (r[4].5[4]) 2 0
Hriie[Ln] =K, fRAPUERE, 0e[01]R—DBIME. BRI ~ (i, £,0) N tre, i
R X TR AR ARE e BRI, [ 4], s[4]] ULRC.

AL [ 4]~ (f,0)s[ A7) RIAMNEE AR 0 FOTRIEDCIEALN o 75)5 L HR 54 [ 4] = 5[ 4] -

FE ST, ARSI o 10 SR DTG U 365 A (7 a8 P A1) — L P DT T U P 46 o SR, s
A b TR SRR BRI A AR I, XD r A s DLRL.
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€ S 8. HTHUVLHCHEI o A7 B UG EC AL X — 2L sk VL EC A M A AT B . An SRAD SR r A s BB D — A%
FUIN I SR DL RS AR UL S, T2 0 LR DL e AT T -
JE 9. AR AVCHC R o A 2R 23 UG AN DA K S A1 RO A D H A 85 A B2 00 (A A 7R 24 2K

3. R ENE AR ER TTECHL

HIE ER BUNAFAEVE 2 PR . S AT (RORS 0 P 45 SR EL R D T BR U o 35 T 00 U 6y S 4 g b e
SR FH R T Ja PR DL C RN B 53R BN E S 48 Tl A — SiEfA. Bildn: 255 —ME T8 1 Bk
r MUB T4 2 il s, — A A SCAA UL BC R A T

o r[name] B Hs[name] A r[address] ~ Gs[address] A r[city] = [district] A r[tel] = s[tel]

~ O M= o AR R B A I B R EATITA X R Ja 1 B A AR AL A R, RN o, mok
WA TEALE TR 1A [F — sk A

SR, SEBR b, IR o 7T RES S EERFEARK A F1 3, ROy RS A 8o vl gt & 24> i
tnpt SR, HAARMERIE.

Table 1. A instance of record R

F1. IEREBIRE

Wk R PN L (address) 1 £ 7 3(tel) WITHEIX city /NX 4 cname
7 AFK 1 26322 5 9 #:3 5 123456 TLBAFIEIX EH A
r FPALR B 5K A TH3SIEAL 26322 5 93 5 123456 TRBHAIF X Er e
r3 R X VER ARER 18 5 9 R 23 5 888888 TLBHVERSIX &b

Table 2. A instance of record S

2. IEREFIS T

g S VEAH I (address) B 2 77 1(tel) T HLIX district /NX %4 name
s FPAL S R R 5K B A 2T AL 263-22 5 9 #R 3 5 123456 TR BH AT X S Az
5 VEREXER AR 185 9 #5235 888888 TRBRER X 1 AT

N T R IRRE I,  SR AT BT C R ) S AR AT DT VR T AR RAT o Bldn, A I R 2% R -
o, r[name] ~ Hs[name] A r[address] ~ O'S[apt] A r[city] xS [district]
@y : r[name] ~ 0s[name| n r[tel] ~ s|tel]

Bl o, v o, » WERMEA—NRE, AL T PH e A0 2 i s ILRS. (EAH P RIMAERE, W
DRI SE E AR AT i/ REZ ARG 2 U o 9140, T T AR v e BE ALY

@, :if r[name| ~ os[name| A r[tel] ~ s[tel

0

then r[name] ~ 6S[name] A r[tel] ~ s[tel]

else r[name] ~ s [name] A r[address] ~ s [apt] n r[city] = s[district]
SR AR IR o, 546 7 — S8 45 (7 AR TR
3.1. EFEZEMXEKLARAB/RANEE RN
9T T EL RS AU, A SO A R A IR g — AN R4 3] 24 H(SyGuS) [16]1]
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e EELR G S A B B R R O — HRIA TS G, AREBAZIR C, REEd i
WRHEAT G RN o 1EVE G 2 Hb A EE M (EERIER), H T H & A5 A& s 19 5 A4
BRRIEN . RIBAIRABE T — M7k, AT LS RS IR SOk MR 2 MBI 7T 5 IR AER BN T
T AN AR SRR LR SyGus [ #UR 4] -

V% expr — expr v expr(bound : B)

expr = x| y|—x|—y

LR (x = —y =expr) A(y = —x = expr)

FHEEER — N RS R S(WRVIATTS) expr, BRRLE x. y BUENRIAGIHTH. K&
R AR AZ RS, HZ5 B BRE 1 A 8

Fi /R ILECHE U (BMR)IE¥EMN. . N T 7E SyGusS HEZEHHERIE BMR 7@, A SCAd A 7R A EVE( G )
SESLUNF

WL L Gee 2 1[4~ (f.0)s[4]

ie[l,n]; feF; 96[0,1]

GBMR - Gattribute (bound : Na )

VL 2: (bound : N,) G = =G

Gaw = Gour A Gaam
FAEVE Gpipure TN G gy 73 ARG S LV BCHL I ANAT 7R 24 AU ECHN o 385 N, FI N, 73 Sl A 7R
HIRIE Gy THIBPECECEIN( G, VB AR LY R AUR L, DAUGOR PR 1€ A1 /R 8 48 R 1A

ARSCAE N SCM I SEIEAT I 5 Ok A2 BMR BOZ5H, IR A — MR Al . oA
ST BMR 2R AT BE/NE, BT BAAT DAEE S 3 (it AR 9] 7 AR L BE UL 5 o BT Gy ANBEACPE Null { (25 1H),
AR MDA —A Null 5 A, IBAEEAER MRS RERME A EILR. AKXHE Gy, TR
E T AETITEL 3, HIRALEE IR 18

L3 Gy > if (= (1,noNulls,1.0))

then ¢, else ¢,

ie[Ln]; feF; 0€[0,1]

AR, AR — g s VLA vk sl M8, B4 BAZAE ] —> BMR; 5 U S48 F A
[Ff¥] BMR. 1Xfd & B PR R0 BN RG] T o, (=50 /R ICEC RSB o 6 T7 R AN S MR B2 1R R]
FARMEFREA L . BATEIR A2 N T AEVE Gy A SO FERT A KB nuadl (188 S A B XV

AR ML Gy TEFE MBI GO0 URRE AT R AR CRIEM) R (D), 45 5E IE(M)
BIFIA(DYBI, ¥ SyGuS LIHAEJy#5E % BMR Fr e (4] 5 I PFA «

KW Gy (7,5, ) =ture,¥(r,,s, ) e M

KW 2 Gy (ry.s,) = false, (r,,s,)eD

FTEEL R AR R ILEEHU A A S ) BT 00T, 0 AP B4E TAT MR XT3 5)
PR« AT NZIHANT] BN 7 BRI B & BRI FRONTEE 51 2 & BUSyGuS), "EfRIT 2 H| 1R RIE[17]
PR AN TE R AT R DT R R AR «

5% 1: attributeRule(e)
HIN: SL e
FRALLRE e& H8E F
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Jo A UG FC R U 4 Je 1 N -

Hit: A& AHAL(true/false)

I n, <1

2 while n, <N, do//attribute-matching rules loop
3 feF

4 O« customSynth (i,f)

5 if (evalSimFn(e, n,, f)>=6 then

6 return true

5% 2 BMRule(e,n,)

BN S e

FRALLRE R H8E F

N,: Bound on attribute-matching rules

Hit: true/false

1 if (??)then

2 ntt

3 returnattributeRule(e)

4  elseif (7?)

5 return (BMRule(e,A))

6 else if (7?)

7 return BMRule(e,n,) &&BMRule(e,n,)
8 else return BMRule(e,n, )| BMRule (e,n,)
5% 3matchingRule(e, N,)

fiN: SLBle, JBUEKEN,

i : BMRule(e,n,)

I n,«<0

2  b<BMRule(e,n,);

3 if n, <N, then

4 return b

TE IR TR A R A /R UL EC R R AR, hole(??) KRB /AR HE M AR AT T, HHIRIETIR R
EEE LTI

1) 595 1 JmPEVLECHIN . attributeRule J&—FiE7% % Biln, RBEEHICRA 4 DA FFRIJETE,
T2 B PEVCECR ) n, BIBUELE 1 A0 4 2 (0. [F2E, J@YEDUECHNNT 12 A HHAL R Bk 23 7] F k4T
TIEH S E . A RIEFEE T EE XA AR (PRI 4.2 1) B3 evalSimFn £75 &75 B £ X1 e 1
KM EYE n, FIVFH(FE L 4.2 79).

2) B3k 2 A /RILECHE . BMRule /& — 8% N, % 9 A I 1400 0 R SO R BR B (st 51 A%
85 (AR B SR A RAT) NI B2 OB A, LR EIRE R R Y e

3) BE 3 VCECHUN e . VT AN U R # (matchingRule) & 7 A T SRR AT A1 7K 2 U (BMR)
A RSN Y IE S 20 ARSI, A AL 20 PR KA R UL SR o
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3.2. HESLOIEAFTENIERR

ASCE Y R E A T 0 G BU(SyGuS) HESER A5 BMR il . 5 18 fi] JLEK) 1Y/ J7 T A i [ LD A
) R o X S MO AG) HR F E BTH ZI ) BMR. {FUXFE— AN 583 (1) BMR 488 76 S0 H R 7 1E,
NRBITT RE A R, BB TNERIAA, AL R A KR 5l R T R
FR 2 R 7305 /2 B BMR R G2 A1 5 AF

AL SyGusS [ - 25 5 1R ANIE TR BRI 290, H0AL SyGusS 7] @t /& 72 1 i h #0 # — Mk BMR,
AR LRI TAR, g e MR L B .

BIR SyGuS AREMERIRA BT ST, AHEATI IR AT AR SRATT R — AN LR 7 (B8 4 7).

ASCHPESRBIREAK S A BMR RN, Firide FH AR I SSIAREAS Hy a5l 28 e G, R0 JR 1 )
HIE, MR R ERREIATHY . CE el AR TR RV R R B S
T ARG E AN 280 A DG B8P A7), R o S R 3K A T PR T 12 33 X R 1 5 R B g K5
XL, AEANVLBE A0 3 R TSR AR DU A A B B AR AN DL ECH i ], FLAE e R X L R
PEXT UG FC (1 DOk B A, 3810 CARR S e IR PR DTk, e, M SRR e SR e R . A sl T

JE 1k IE RS .

,0<m<M,0<i#j<N (1)

RoRiBEBIMEBE o e, A EYER LR %,

()17 =, 1y 4, (1) =0, 4, (1))}

RRIERIHUEBRE o Ko ERITL AN 40 -

JE& P AR ARE
{(rl,rj)|rl # 154, (rl)~9 A, (rj)
NS, = ,0<i#j<N,0<mn<M 2)
" {(V[,rj |7 #, rj,EIAnAn (r[)z(, A, (rj }
S F (0, )1 2, 104, (1) =, A, ()] FEFRIE T QURRBDIZR T, FAREILRRR

Iy i

() 112, 7734,4,(n) =y, A, (1) || FPEAGFBUfE 7 (OAARBDEIICIAT

T2 A EAELR & 2 P 2 AT AR T
S, =PS, —NS, ®)

NfESR PS, NS, WTREACER B LR, RN

S, =Ps, -(1-NS, ) S

PR FaHR A SCAR A il — 2L B A A 2R UG EC RN (BMR), A FHFH P 2 5324 BMR 458 . N T PRl
BMR, FAMERH et 7 —4R6], Eid E=MUD HH M £ZEF, idFREMFER K, D 2—
Fhtufl, BCSEXHMREAA A . XFF BMR® FUIEF M 66l Do ASCE L—MEb u(0,M,D), &
BE—A 0 B 1 FMER © (TERE. o 0K, © .

M, c E R@)FTA I FHI—NES, £ M s @i o MULES . S E R — i Ehsin .
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_ M, N M|
:uprecision |M(D ﬂM| +|M¢, mD|

2precision * recall

He1score =
/urccal] + /uprccision

25 RS ISR HR, RS ZEMxFF @ik ses, ULIES M Mt D,— AR R EF A1—
AVEUFERE 4 o ER-BMR 82 K4 BMRO, 1 1 K.

4. B & REE

WA SyGuS fBR T RN T BUFEHE SyGuS M M & 11/, 1A 2 R4 SyGuS @, BEX
M—A> BMR, g5 e R K. EART A, Sesh B — AR TR R AR AL SyGuS W) #i. SR )5,
S H T RN A B (4.2 ).

4.1. FpEFEFER

HELE, GE ARG TEEMAR, LA A LRE BMR W REAEAE. Bk, AL
R H AR A2 205K 2 o BT SR I I 2R 1K) BMR.

FRRIFE DL, — AR R MIEB S 2 AL T4 S, IFXE S A TR
SKETCH SyGuS & HRAFER[18]o SR 7 DL 1L RE S 4 1O T S L FE R ) BMR X E rp ) i A SE 451
BEAT T VAT

JRRTE . FhERITIEA =AN R R

(1) MIEGITHEFEZ NFEHLE T4 S T AE T B4 B SR R St v (E DL RC RN o PROABE AL $EH
AR, A —ERe ek BIPra MRt

(2) BARIES T IEGIRN T4, REEHR DR PIRA REFE K BMR. (HIEFKIEGIFFA—EH
SER L. BONBATE R EIREA T RERA —E 1R .

(3) FFTRMEE, T ZXEUE AR Bl R SO BUEBEAT HERE, (B SRR I A SR ISR A HEE

4.2. BHR9HN4A REE®Rule Evolution)

NI AP H BT L . B e AE S T IS AR e A AN S EAT AR A BMR #)L.

X SRR LY o KA FH 1) T 48] R AR A B P P O 8 B AT HE 1 o 5 OO A i e Y 3 B M v B R I sz

XFFJRBR(2), A SR BB FBAR, XA BMR MU, 7S] BT IE, Wi s )8
PEARSRIE 2 BMR B, U BMR 2AA& 1, 75 00K S B ik sefilde, =SB4 BMR, 4E 8 BMR %
BB A B /2 BMR SR, F Hdg

T RMRG), M7 —ANEE AR, TR S KRS R 25U i 1 .

. ERE 1 ihes AT 408 Rule Evolution, ‘&7 FIAMEHR . SMBIEIRCE 3~17 1T 4R & 1 i
2 FEM ) SRR AR 51 3 BUR: AR TR UGE AR, 45 78 — MEAR e (BB 54T), BN 6 1T) 46 Synth,
SR R N B(CEGISYIEIR (B 7~16 17). TERRIEMRH, BHEH K —1 BMRCE 8 17), R EHER
BIEE G R BTN 1T)o WA I, EFEHGLIE10~11 1T), 75 W —ANBEH LI B 0 S B0 w5 in £l
KHKM CEGIS EARF(12~14 1T). M FTHLF I BMR K [FI5i(15 17). Hfa, FHiFERE— BMR (55 18
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1T)e T ICKRIZENE R SR -
5% 1: Rule Evolution
FN: SIS (RS IR S A
HAUE o Ktk F
VLIS Gy (N, N,)
RAEPFT
N,: Bound on attribute-matching rules
Kcrais: Bound on CEGIS iterations
fit: @©: ABMR from G, (N,,N,) maximizing u

I n, <1

2 @ «0

3 while n, <N, do //attribute-matching rules loop
4 i<0

5 e, < sample(M)

6 E,, < List (eo)

7 while i<K s do /! CEGIS loop

8 @, < Synth(Gy (N,. N, ).Egpn- /)

9  E, <« Verify(®,,E) // Counter-examples

10 if E, =@ then
11 return @,

12 else

13 e, < sample(Eq)i )

14 Egyn < Egyy *append (e,,)
15 O =arg maxq)e{lp*’q)i} ,u(CI),M,D)

16 i<i+l1
17 n, <n, +1
18 return @°

HE XA IR RATMAZ O & GIFE(EE 8 17)J1 s, BffEdk T SyGuS A&, BIe WA FHEIE
Gyr (N, N, ) R ZRIE 2 Esyn Bl A 20006 AF B0 1% BMR. Sketch il £ 5473 i 1B A1 20K
IR, R 2R ) B A — AN R 0 2 PE(SAT) M . Sketch BLFZAA -4 2% i) il & AN D) s
bR, PR K BNE A EAE R B AR . 2 T H Sketch fRUUX AN, AR SCEEH—ANEIEE,
VF Sketch -5 AbFRAHALL R Hi 53 B AN 2R G IAE ) € 1) SR g #5 &, T Sketch U124 BMR i H B 3

Sketch & s i 7 LAF TAE:

1) AZAN Rk BUB ISR R Gy, 15

2) 1E Esyn TEEIRBINIECE, ) BUR(EHTERNY BEH BMR KT

3) LIEIEIE i e [Ln] MAHBIREL £ e F T 3X 20 sl

H i SCR A I — A B, K385 Sketch 276 3 & £ 19 IE 7~ (E) S s (E) 73 B I (U 2R A7
FEMIE). AL, EEEK Sketch SRARAT EIMH i nl ik B B SR o XA SRAFASIEAE Sketch HH 2 IR
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Ho Bk 2 45 TZsR s i AAS .
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