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Abstract: Setting similarity search on possible worlds is semantically and computationally different from the
traditional technique for sets of certain data. Considering the uncertainty of items of set, i.e. there is a certain
probability for an item appearing in a set, the traditional technique used for processing sets is not applicable. This
paper brings forward the formulas to measure the expected similarity of the sets based on possible worlds’
semantics. In the expected contexts, if the expected similarity of a pair of sets (X,Y) is larger than a given threshold
value 7e(0,1), this pair could be called as similar set pair. In the normal algorithm, the complexity of the expected
similarity of uncertain sets based on possible worlds is of exponential order. This paper has provided new
algorithms to calculate expected similarity by dynamic programming. The complexity of these algorithms is of
polynomial order and they reduce execution time greatly. The final experiments have indicated the usability and the
high performance of the new algorithms.
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T AT A ST {(r,q)lsim(r,0) = 7,reR}. 1, sim(*,*) /& B AN 5 A AR ALL RS £ o 40

AL O AT AN I 7 T A AIF 9, AH 2 32 SOV FEA 8 PR AR M Bl L SR AR 22 I ] oy 3 % B i F) T g 5
A (P 1) SR A s SR B A R 2) Ok BB 1 S R ST I, — Al B
Y945 1%~5%%E 5 K 1% 3) A R I 1T Al R 21 7E 70%~90%) LE fn ) M “52-A Goregaon West Mumbai
400 076 HEATHRIN 2 &, R I3 115 7T E /& “West Mumbai”, th 7] fig 2 “Mumbai”.

OB AN 58 B2 IR ARBL AT 2 SCHR[14], 3% SCHE T et S el 2 XS PN e 8RS R AL T
& X p(sim(r,s) = ) = a. BN R R A 845 v A s, 76 &Pl n] B tH 53 BT, 2 S0 SR AR LS = % ) = o WIAR 5
r S ARABL X e AR ABL R e R T, 5 B FH SR A A 10 A AT 0 7, T I ) 4 B P el e AR AR IR A £y =
5 2 S TRATTE Y ST SR AR LU B (eSim) AR HEAT HIMT, BD eSim(r,s) = 7,84 H 7 R SR AL — AN B o, 30 7T LAEAT H
BRI I X R A OB EAREE R G R S AL & sim(r,s) =7

T HL 3 P RN 2 46 (R AR ADLPE 2 B AN ) (938 SC.p(sim(r,s) = )3 r AT s AEABLEE K T A1 i e ok
VIV R ARABL; 1T eSim(r,s) 27 r A1 s (14 30 BE AHALLRE K, 0 B 199 2 A 8L 3 BLXS p(sim(r,s) = p) il & 43R 48
(17155 10 2R R 5 A ARLFE T 175 350 S5 2 .eSim(r, ) AR X B A 157 P 46 i 1 T 144810 7, ) LAE— 2D kAT T A

# 1 Hfid sk r1={A:0.4,B:0.6,D:0.3},r2={A:1,C:0.6,D:0.4}, [Al K 77-4F B/ #L W {A,B}.{C,D}, I &< A F1 B A
AE [T H BAE — AN 1 5L BLT, C A Dt A BE [R50 ok A 28w LAAS 21 B A 1) mT stk i, b 5 1 rl A2 75 ]
Aet 50 {{A} {B}{AD}{B.D}};x T r2 A£7E m et A {{A,C}{AD}} AT r1 Hymr et A {AIRIME 275,
TE O TR AT N, A FD B R AN S (RIS H B, IR 4 HE EILLAT I S M 2 52 Hh I ACAS <= B B) IR A H B
D ¥R, B p(A)x(1-p(D)). 3K 1 4 2% T FrA i ] BEAH: 3 LK 6T R, 1) A 2 R0 AHABLSE  AH ALLJE T 552K il Jaccard pF %
(Jaccard(x,y)=[xy|/|xwyl). 38 i 5 AT B8 th S K AR B RS RO 2R 0 Uk B, 3T DLA S Hh 45 B A BE AR ALl RS
eSim(rl,r2)=0.236; i ¥ y1¥) B {H 43 F1 /& [0.25,0.5,0.75], A LA A5 B 5% 3% ¥ A8k 2 43 51 4y :p(sim(rl,r2) =0.25)=0.472,
p(sim(r1,r2)=0.5)=0.328 LA K& p(sim(rl,r2)=0.75)=0.048. 1] LLF H, 5§ # EAG A [F] 108 SO I8 A T AN R A 8 L SC
HR [LATRF R T 6 AHALL B AF R 23 T ST AN 2D RIS, AR SO A g — A A B B o S S S AR AL 0 AN 1 e R
(R AE AL S = 3R AT RIS

Table 1  Uncertain sets and corresponding possible worlds

R 1 AHE A LR AT RE T SR

1D Record
rl {A:0.4,B:0.6,D:0.3}
r2 {A:1,C:0.6,D:0.4}

Rules:{A,B},{C,D}, &/} j:{A,B},{C,D}

Possible worlds, pw({r1,r2})  Appearance probability Pr(pw({r1,r2})) sim(rl,r2)=Jaccard(rl,r2)
1/2

{AY{AC}} 0.4x(1-0.3)x1x0.6=0.168

{{A}{AD}} 0.4x(1-0.3)x1x0.4=0.112 1/2

{{B}{AC}} 0.6x(1-0.3)x1x0.6=0.252 0

{{B}{AD}} 0.6x(1-0.3)x1x0.4=0.168 0
{{AD}{AC}} 0.4x0.3x1x0.6=0.072 1/3
{{AD}{AD}} 0.4x0.3x1x0.4=0.048 1
{{B,D}{AC}} 0.6x0.3x1x0.6=0.108 0
{{B.D} {A.D}} 0.6x0.3x1x0.4=0.072 1/3

Possible worlds space

N T R B AN A S AN 2 (0 00 A A (EG 2 M SCAS B9 00 % 1) 3 v il G B 1 4 B4R
)T IR A 15 IO AN S8 PR 7 1) £ B 5 v R B PR A 2 A P 3 SR AT ABLE (eSim) R vk 5PN 15 IO AHALLEE,
FFAR A I Fi5 R AR ALK B R B S 1 7 ARABL T 0 B S i 3 v 10 56 B 1 B 5 0 AT ARHBLA BT, vl DA By 2 i T
s, TR EEAT RIS . Bl A B v s R C R AR N T

N T SR T ST 5 X A S0 AR ADUE AR SCHR L 1O (1 ) R AR DU R T VA —— 2R T Bl A R AN B
W) A v 575 i I 2 R B R B T LUK R SR 2 P (2°) B S ) o 38 2 U T A N T e e 5 6 A3 A
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VLI T %0 B AR ADURE B BT VA AN OIS T 2 ik 8L R 2, o EL3E L& Pk e R A

ESEIER -

o PR T ANHE SR BV R AA R VS ik R REAT T VRN 5 X

o AR T SNSRI S AR A U I S N

o BEUF TAHUSE R AOEBTEOR AT RO = T A T

o I SR, Ui W S K R A A

AR SCE TR AR SO R e AT VAR Ul N S SCH 2 5 A G T S AR e 0T AR P R TV 3
WL 2P BTREOR R 4 W BRI I N g s B AR (B A (AR 5 SR B A SR AT
G AT AR 6 TTAEATI S T AR S 7 WO A SCEAT B 4

1 [EBEENX

AT B BRATVEE W AN 8 S R T R tH SR B 6 S SR (A LD BE REAT T e S I HAR S P 4R E I B o6
A T AHALEEAT H 5.

AN S BRI L 1, BRI T Bt AL i 10T 1) A A T A8 4 LT B AT A R B
pe(0,1);2) HFHI(x-rule), A~ I 2 ] (1 AH O B € — AT S HILTE— A x-Rule; i 5L %4 x-Rule, JIE 4w AH
T I TR S AT .

EX 1 HEARBRE LG, Hme L.

T PR G BRAT AT UK B OB AR o 1 AN 8 B & Rl i e TR G AT . IR B0E IR A
W& 2 1A FHRAE AT I R e B

XY={(i,p)|p())=X.p(i)xY.p(i)} 1)
XOY={(i,p)|p(D)=X.p(i)+Y.p(i)—X.p(i)xY.p(i) } (2

DL 1 5 R :rinr2={A:0.4,D0:0.12},riur2={A:1,B:0.6,C:0.6,D:0.58}=r1+r2—r1nr2.

EX 2. "] fgth 5 e X

p(w) = HI [ (1_[ ) p(i)x;((wmx¢®)+(l—z p(i)jxﬂwmx-@)} ©)]
1, exp=ture
0, exp =false’

p(rw) = [T (p(i)x z(i e W)+ (@~ p(i)) x x(i & w)) (4)

iel(r)

HoF (exp) ={ x-rule 2675 T (ML 0 5 A T (6 00U T 445

Horp (N &R v BrA L

BT pwl,w2})=p(w1)xp(w2) AR #5 A (3) 2 1 1 AT fg it A {{A}{A,CH} AT 5L AT 15

PE{A}T{AC}H=p({A}*xp({A,C}H=r1.p(A)x(1-rl.p(D))xr2.p(A)xr2.p(C)=0.168.
TEX 3. A B A I T EE AR AL R T 5
FRA5 BT 1T B A AT ARACLRE U 5, 15 B0 A2 A 0 1) 01 SR AR AL
esim(r,r2)= > { > (sim(wl,w2) p({Wl,wZ}))} (5)
wie{pw(r1)} |w2e{pw(r2)}

KA ALl % Jaccard, xF % 1 0] AA3 B W3R 2 Ao nl fet S5 B 1) Jaccard AHALLE.

EX 4 H e AL BN o R PSS E R G rl Bl r2 SE AR T8 4 0 20000 2 eSim(rl,r2) =z,

F A 5 X3, N SCAR B BT 5 (6 B R — A OGBE  AR W 2E ) I B0 4 R L4kt 5 & W 4 a(q
7] LA AE — > B OB 7 B S AR LR T B 6 % B 2 3Rt TR 5 g AHALEEANIG T ¥ 42 1D

{rleSim(q,r)= r,reR}.
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Table 2 Similarity of all possible worlds
F 2 A AT REH AR N R A AL

Pw(r2)

PV S HACH=06 | p(ADY=04
P({A}=0.28 2 1
P({B})=0.42 0 0

P({AD})=0.12 13 1
p({B,D})=0.18 0 13

2 HAZEHENEMITE

G [ RS 5 R AR . — B AR AL o B0 P A 4R 45 30 AT F B R (8] — AN AHABLEE sime (0,1] AN
F%1 2 2 SR AN [ PR RSk B B, 3 A BL R LR 2

e Jaccard similarity B4k JS(X,Y) = [XAY] ;
X OY|
e Cosine similarity B #: CS(X,Y) = RS [ XY | ;
IXN-IY I XY
e Dice similarity B % DS(X,Y) :M.
[ X]+]Y]

ASCHS L i R TE Jaccard AL bR £, JUAt— 28t m] DUR T BORDEAT Ab 2.
PUAE, BATARAE Jaccard ALK e O] 39122 AHADURE B 047 5 X
eJS(rLr2)= 3’ { > (IS(wL,w2) x Pr({Wl,WZ}))}
wle{pw(rl)} | w2e{pw(r2)}

(6)
[wlnw2|

{ ( x p({wi}) p({w2})j}
wie{pw(ri} | waefpmerap\ | WAL W2 |

X Pl O 57 2 PR 2 T S A Bt 1) T el R r2 ()R] R B AR B, R B
JEE A2 AR H I AR BB HLF RN, HLN(DE R 1 b I8 A5 Ne(r) AT Nu(r) 23 5l 2 70 11 e TR 8 1 88
F ) 94 BRI Tt 522 T CHUE % (0, 1) Y05 BBl ) 03 /K, IS 4 L A2 A g g 2Nu(rbNu(r2),

MR AHARL 1 T Sl R, W] DR A28 I [ ] R A 2 K5 T B4 Tt m B thE 5T (R R AL JBE R I 1) A8
A0 Ja BN AR AR S B A AN ] 1R AT et ST B AR [ (R A ARLEE i ELAS [R] PR ARABL B2 /S H ] 20 1] it S 1
ANE, 2 0 AN 58 SIS B V- T7 o) a0 A BE 3R AT T A R AH ABL 50 2 0 AR 38 T8 4 (] A°F A i 098 15 21 07 22 AH 1R
JE ARG 1 AN 2 (5100, A7 A R) IR AR ARLE L2 3.

Table 3 Different similarity and corresponding probability
3 AEIARBLEE BL B Y. 1) A

Similarity value Appearance probablity
0 0.252+0.168+0.108=0.528
1/2 0.168+0.112=0.28
1/3 0.072+0.072=0.144
1 0.048

eJS(r1,r2)=0x0.528+1/2x0.28+1/3x0.144+1x0.048=0.236.4% B 55 2 i if1 v 5 AH ).
21 MAERTHITE

AT e TR T 1] S A S 0 T 5 s

FI VR AT P T4 4 RS K AN TSy R T K T2 5 1 45 SR (3 SR IZATIRAS), il 38 7 241 4% Fh
HEALLEEE (4L (/) RIS I8 PR R (P n(SK))- 247 FE: Ny [RIIRHE, T AT 3 TRl

o I Dy [ HEBRAESE S rL 0 r2;

o T ey SUHILAELR 5 1l 5 r2;
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o I Ny HANHBUAESR 13 r1 R r2,
FEHRE Niay A ARZS Sy B 7T ZEAE A A HeAL AR OIRZS S, RAA IR 4.

Table 4 Transformation rules of similarity n/m in Sy

R4 CWRE S LI AL n/m Az R

Rule No. Next state Occurrence condition Occurrence probability
Rule 1 (n+1)/(m+1)  Appearance in set r1 and r2 at the same time r1.p(leer)xr2.p(le+1)
Rule 2 n/(m+1) Appearance in set rl or r2 only (1-r1.p(lks1))xr2.p(les) +r1.p(lee1) x(1-12.p(lk+1))
Rule 3 n/m No appearance in set rl and r2 (1-r1.p(lis1))x(1-r2.p(lxs1))

TERIIEARAS So HLIHT, Poo(So)=1 JLAR M AR 3 0.9F HLAEATAT— AR LI AL 2 3 p=1.
1RSI B SRR HoR g K.

[winw2| Three cases of
AR nm
A P@))=0, (> ) pF ) the transformation rules
|8 e/ 2
0 | 7 7
4 I \‘! ‘ 7 e
0 y . 2.
n+1 (R s
0 AN \
n AT TR
L \ 3], L g Vi 7]
LU i &
/ 7 v n
£ z 7
1/o0 y @
0 - : >
Q" e 2 m m+l lwlow2|

Fig.1 Dynamic computation scheme
K1 gt

AN ST T INE R T VLIRS Sk B Syer RN EIR AN o m] BUE H Py m(SK) T BB AL A
Pretme1(Sket)Prme1(Sier) Prm(Sier) - AL H A B, P m(Sier) 7T BE B 3 93 ZH APt m-1(Sk), Prm-1 (S) A1 Prym(Si). AT 1T
PUAF 2R m M Eh A Tk

Pon(Sien) = Pon (S ) x rLp(ly 1) x r2.p(1y 4) + By 0 (S) < (rL. p(l ) x r2.p(ly ) + @
rLp(l,) < r2.p(1a)) + Py ma (S < rLop(ly ) x r2.p(ly ;)
Hh, p(l,) =1- p(ly.y) i 7E Pom(S) HLTH N, m (IBEYE B2 [0,K], . n<=m ({1560 F {4 [0,2], A5 6344 0.

SEIVIAIRES So HLIHT Po,o(So)=1, Al A AL 2235 20 O AR 4in e A IR 1y PR35 00, 7T BAAR B Sy IR ZS (Poo(S),
Po,1(S1),P1.1(S0)). FIH UL B 2 BRITH 5, 0] LAt 513 BB A HPRES Sa(n=(1(r1or2)) AR 40 S, PIRESAE B, AT B
2 30 5%F 97 F S5 AR AL

eIS(rL,r2) =37 31 (P (S)x i/ }) ®

il dn, LA r1={A:1.0,B:0.2,C:0.5},r2={A:0.4,C:0.7} } 51, B4 [1(r1ur2)|=[{A,B,C}H=3,%F B FIAR Z S 4 tn ] 2 Jir
ARG SUR

1. WIEIRES, W& 2 Bros i So, A Poo(So)=1.

2. E AR L R B AR A Spord b A AR Z 1.0,r2 B A (AR 2 0.4, 1RI5 3K 4 1 FEAR

FU, AT LG 2] Pgo(S1)=(1-1.0)x(1-0.4)=0,P; 1(S1)=1.0x0.4=0.4,P¢ 1(S1)=1.0x(1-0.4)+(1-1.0)x0.4=0.6.
[ Bl g6 B F C T A 2] T S, F S,
3. WERAWPIRES Sz ATV 15 BT EE B AR ALl RS
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eSIM(r,r2) =Y > (p,;(S)x(if ])) =0.048x(1/1)+0.34x(1/2)+0.082x(1/3)+0.112x(2/2)+0.028(2/3)=0.376.

rinr2|
A
2 A
_—
1
0| 1.0
o 1 2 [riur2|
SO
ripr2
| \ |
2 0.112(0.028
C
1 0.044 0.34|0.082 ————
0| 0.0 [0.072|0.258 0.06
012 3 o
S3

k=1

rinr2|

[
2

1

A

0.4

0.0

0.6

RS AE LR, Jaccard FY ST S AR ABURE S EK D AR

B3E 1. e3S(r1,r2).

Input: r1 and r2 are uncertain sets;

Output: Jaccard expected similarity of rl and r2.

1. initial(S);

2. Poo(S)=1;

3. Foreach item iel(rlur2) do

4. S«transform(S,r1.p(i),r2.p(i));
5. End Foreach

6. elS(rLr2)=3" NCHESEIUD))
7. return eSim;

&% 2. transform (pS,p1,p2).

Input: pS the previous State of records’ Pair;

Input: pl, p2 are the probability of the next item in records’ Pair;

Output: nS the new State of records’ Pair.

1. initial(nS);

2 nS.n<—pS.n+1

3. FOR j=0to pS.n

4. FOR i=0to j

5 IF Pij(pS)=0

S1

1Nr2|

0.32

0.08

0.0

0.48

0.12

0 1 2 3 jur

[

0

1

2

s2
Fig.2 Examples of status transformation

K2 ARESHARE BT

B SRR TSP, BT S LR AR 2 IR A (0 45 BB T, BB AR O(n), 3 v n=1(r1ur2)| 76 4
AL B b VST B O(K%),— L2 n D51, R A e o SR

Cost = 3" 0(k?) = O(n°)

3

riur2|

1/S.n=0, Py(S)=0

/Py m(nS)=0

© FEREEB T
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6. Pistj+1(NS)<—Pis1j+1(NS)+Pi(PS)xp1xp2; Mlrule 106 N3 4 1) rule)
7. Pi 41 (NS) < Py ;.2 (NS) + p; ;(PS) x (PLlx p2+ plx p2);  /rule 2

8. P;;(NS) < p; ;(nS)+ p; ;(PS) x plx p2; /Irule 3

9. ENDIF

10. ENDFOR

11. ENDFOR

12. return nS;
22 BERERTHITE
BRI T 2 ]2 BRSO
R RSP E TR A4 R HLH & B R IR R /R 88 K AN H TN, S, KR T3 K T2 J5 1 45 (3
LRI ATIRA), LS T 2 A7 A5 B AR BLEE (19 {1 (n/m) FIGS B (19 28 (P m(SK)). 2425 1& Ryay B, AT BEFT 4 Pl 10
o I Ry I HHILFELE A rL R r2:
HELAEEE S rL A0 r2 HLTH (G T00H [
HILESE S rl A r2 B IAS[H);
o I Ryeg IR S 1L B0 r2;
o Ui Rywy FEAHILAESES r1 F r2.
1175 18 Rier IO JIRZS Sic B 75 ZEVEAH R IR B 40, 28 OIRFS Siear, AR LR 5.

Table 5 Transformation rules of similarity n/m in Sy
F 5 CIRA SCHEIMARLUEE nim #2850

Rule No. Next state Occurrence condition Occurrence probability
, Appearance in rl.p(i)xr2.p(i)
Rule 1 (n+1)/(m+1) set rl and r2 are same ieF%Zk‘il
, The items appearance in rl.p(i) x r2.p(i) - (rl.p(i)x r2.p(i))
Rule 2 /(M) set rl and r2 are different istkﬂ ieRZM ifpzk:ﬂ

Rule 3’ n/(m+1) Sgprpleca);arnch)rilrl]y [1— > rl.p(i)jx[ > r2.p(i)]+[ > rl.p(i)]x[l— > r2.p(i)]

i€Ry ieRyi ieRyi i€Ru

: No appearance in B . B )
Rule 4 n/m ot 11 and 12 [1 > rl.p(|)]x[1 > r2.p(|)]

ieRey iRy

}‘}\J:jiﬂ; {’t%m l)\”J LI" EI U\ % IEEI xPn,m(Sk)EI ﬁé H; {’tj‘j Pn+1,m+1(sk+1)xPn,m+2(Sk+1)xPn,m+1(Sk+1)an,m(Sk+1)-J[}—J*Ejﬁ% ‘L}E:
Prn(Sker) P HE H1 4 873 4B Pyt m-1(Sk),Prm-2(Sk) . Prm-1(S)AN Pry(Si). AT T AFR 2R 1 1) 3 &5 v 5505 1.

Pn,m(SK+1):Pn,m(Sk)x|:[l_ 2 rl-P(i)}X(l— ) FZ-P(i)J:I+

iR,y i€Rc

Pn,ml(Sk){[l— 2 rl-p(i)jX[ > r2.p(i)j+[ > rl.p(i)]x[l— > r2.p(i)ﬂ+

i€Rc i€Rc i€Ry i€Ryi

(10)

Pnl,ml(sk)XK Z (I’l.p(i)x rz-p(i))j:l"‘

iR

Pn,mz(Sk)XH P> rl-P(i)JX[ )y r2.p(i)J—[ 2. (rLp(i)x r2-IO(i))H

ieRey ieRey i€R
N B 25 H R B Bl R, BT B AR AT 2 DR A 1 A R ) B A A S O(n?), 3L Hh n=|R(r1ur2)),
[P LN 2|ax =N AERFAN e e f 0 B b 5 (VB O(K?),— JE 75 22 n 2B 357, DR B AR o SAR A

© bR
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Cost = zn:O(kz) =0(n%) (11)
k=1

N e A ST AR DL R 23 A BAR R B A DL 20 A mT BRI, P B A SRR v S R O T 3R 5 8, AR S
B F S OGRS A B B RS R, TR SORE SRR B S B4 B EAT 43 AT RN S 6 B0 UE, LS R T RT DL
T S 20 PRSI it
3 BUARTREE
FSLEL IRATIE AT ZEF SR LEAE LA r2 #E A 5T BT (p(i)=1 = p(i)=0 F¥ ). 21 KA 0 i 8 A2 r1.p(i)=1.0
I r2.p(i)=1.0, 78 4 v S 12 200 ) I A%, B 3% A0 T BT ) Py m(S) #BHFE 28 8 Pryact 1 (Sken), BF T A7 EAE Bl —H6 s dn L
AT T2 rLp(i)=1.0 F1 r2.p(i)=0,H5 4 VIS5 1% 100 [ ) i, 6 % A I FRLTHD (1) Py o(Si) B 5 A8 % Py e (Sken), B A1 A7
B4 FRATH vl A r2 HBZ A E B IE kT c(rl) A o(r2) 28 7 3R B 20 R o AN S B34 0 u(rd) A
u(r2)& .
T8 2 391 B AHAGLIRE 1) kSR R AR D o 2 2
eJS(rL,r2) = Zwle{pw(um»}sze{pwwz»}(: ﬁc x; : i : zgg C Egg :
PRk, 52440 O O(n®), b n=[1(u(rl)uu(r2))|.
TRTHE A JUASTE ST, AT A RA v AHACURE b B, LA B SE AT R AT i g
MR, RSO
1) Wt iel(riur2), 4 eJS(rl,r2)<elS(r1u{i:1.0},r2u{i:1.0});
2) WA iel(riur2\l(rinr2), 45 edS(rl,r2)<eJS(ri\{i},r2\{i}).
IE AT L R r2 BUTAT AR 00§, B AP REOIRES Pom(S)TETE B0 i Ji5 0T 4 28 AR ABLBE 1 D ik
1. X5 eIS(ra,r2) AR A Sic fh % A LI, T LAAS 20 i 4 F
valuel=n/mxPy n(Si)x(1-r1.p(i))x(1-r2.p(i)) +(n+1)/(M+1)xPy n(Si)x (r1.p(i)xr2.p(i)) +
n/(Mm+1)xPp m(S)x((1-r1.p(i))xr2.p(i)+rl.p(i)x(1-r2.p(i))).
2. % eJS(r1u{i:1.0},r2u{i:1.0}) MHIRES Sy AR, v LLAS 2R I E (4 T 1A LB s —14%)
value2=(n+1)/(m+1)xPq n(Sk)x(1x1).
KA 0<sn<<m(0<m), Kt n/(m+1)<n/m<(n+1)/(m+1). 7 LIS 2 R AR 2
valuel<c(n+1)/(m+1)xPy n(Sk)x[(1-r1.p(i))x(1-r2.p(i))+rl.p(i)xr2.p(i)+(1-rl.p(i))xr2.p(i)+rl.p(i)x(1-r2.p(i))]=
(n+1)/(m+1)xPy, m(Sk)x1=value2.
A Pom(S)XT €IS(rL,r2) it sk T+ eIS(riufi:1.03,r204i:1.03), B itk nJ BAS 31
eJS(rl,r2)<<elS(r1uq{i:1.0},r2u{i:1.03}).
XFT L R r2 (R EAEIAT I G e 1(rLor2M(rinr2)), B AT R RE Ay LR F 2RALIK J5 iR T 8 P m(Si) % HT 22 AH AR
FERITTHR:
1. 1 eJS(r1,r2) MRAAIRAS Sy (e A HLI, T LAFS 20 i 4 F
valuel=n/mxPp n(S)x(1-r1.p(i))x(1-r2.p(i))+n/(M+1)xPq n(SK)x((1-rl.p(i))xr2.p(i)+rl.p(i)x(1-r2.p(i)))
(rL.p(i)xr2.p(i)=0).
2. 1£ eIS(rI\{i}, r2\{i}) ARYIRAS Sy FIH A HUN, T LLAG 2 W B (4 T 1) A7 A 3l — %)
value2=n/mxP, n(Sg)x1.
A ni(m+1)<<n/m, 7] LLAEBI R i A5
valuel<sn/(m+1)xPn m(Sk)x[(1-r1.p(i))x(1-r2.p(i))+(1-rl.p(i))xr2.p(i)+rl.p(i)x(1-r2.p(i))]=
n/(m+1)xPp m(Sk)x1=value2.
R, FIRE AT LR 21 eJS(rd,r2) <eJS(ri\{i},r2\{i}).

x p({wi}) x p({WZ})j (12)
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CLIE 2 5 (5 45 2=0.75, 4 W rd 1 r2 J2& 75 AR H 50 L B0 2 (R AR ABURE ] LA4S 21 eJS(r1,r2)=0.376, 84 ri,r2
ANJE T ARABL G, B AR 2 3R s 7 T S 58 A 1R B0 R B3 1) ok 5 D7 2%, AT AR A b ok AR B R AT i
T SE{AYZ )G, i B, CHRATT R I {BY&E T 2)i15 0L, T {CYHaE 1)K Bl K st v] UL v eJS(re,r2) ¥y F KR

eJS(r1,r2)<<eJS(r1\{B},r2\{B}) <eJS(r1\{B}{C:1.0},r2\{B}{C:1.0})=eJS({A:1.0,C:1.0},{A:0.4,C:1.0}).

M B 2 A1 (1 S1 LA S AR (12), 7T A4S 31 edS(rl,r2) <eJS({A:1.0,C:1.0},{A:0.4,C:1.0})=0.7< 7. - 75 i & — T,
AT LASITE rl R r2 A S ARG L.

4 ERREEREN

ZHT AR MR AR T R TS R AR BT N T 8 55 T X R AR BEAT R L
AR P T A e i RS RS I IR b AT AT T R N R T R T (R AE O ) VR b A 3 4% 1 e TR
PO B G AT A B FRATR A S ) LA T 4 A M) AR TR B T R A AL R I vE BB S DR S AR LS
T SR SRARE R v PR AN 8 A5 T T A A )

TEX 5. & XA E IR AL Ry A Ry (IR Ry=Rp, A FR 44 1) A ER), A P R H i I e 5%
of i A AHARLE AR T P T 19 B A 7, B (rq,12)|eSim(ry,r2) = 7,11 €Ry, 1 €R,}

&% 3. FindSimPair(Ry,R,, 7).

Input: Ry, R, are the datasets of uncertain records;

Input: 7 is the user-defined threshold of similarity;

Output: All pairs(ry,r,) that satisfied the eSim not less than 7.

1. S«NULL

2. FORriinR;

3 FOR I inR,

4 IF upper_bound(ry,r)<z

5. Continue; [lupper bound filter

6 ENDIF

7 IF eSim(ry,rp)>=71
8 S<S+(ry,ry); //add to result set
9 ENDIF

10. ENDFOR

11. ENDFOR

12. return S;

3% 4. upper_bound(ry,ry).

Input: ry and r, are uncertain sets;

Output: Upper bound similarity of ry and r,.

1. Union«I(rinr»)

2. 1/ «<Union+c(ry);

3. 1, «Union+c(r,)

4. upperbond<—sim(r,r,)

5. return upperbond;

Hk 3 FIET AANES B R T A Il sfon AR SE bR M b, R MRV IS TE N A
4% AR (o 3 P9 A7) 8 — AN R IR R G (T S 3L ) AR A v % S 38 10 A B — Ak SMIB ER (Ry), B8 /N AR 45 i 5E A
AEAEA R AN XS S dbAT b Jes b 31k, SR P B S e 3 8 TR 6 1] b AN oAy 5 AR TR A i g TR 6 98 (1 i s g
BEAT RHACLRE (0 v 5, USRI 15 45 5 11 P 4 1 1 4511
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BV 4 BRI SN AN B 0K T, B IR EE 3 7N R B SR e, T AR AR ) 0 S AR TE VA
S P T IR R AE IR A AN T AT AR AL, BE I T S AR BB SRR I BT 1, 0] BUERE I e A T ER
FINE R #R86 hn E) 1, B0 S0 i i 28 1 4T ) B MR ik 5 2 6k AR a8t — 25 R, mT RUB AS A 2 (<) I RS e
FL P IXFETT S 5 B R 2 S LA 1 L e B Sk TR B 2 AT ORISR 3 4T 2 SR IV S P A e Bl
S IR vt S SR, R BT Jaccard, IS4 SRS 14T ~5 4 AT IS R BEHR S O(n), A8 A % S I 52 2R B st
& o(n).

5 X Iy

X HC A 1) AH AL B8 2 (Dice, Cosine), 310 AJ LU B A BRI oF SRR S S B ok S L. 26 6 #1125 T LA JH 1
ARACLRR B0, BLAE 5 SCL % [A) 52 2% 2 AN I i) B2 % JiE.
Table 6 Definition and complexity of several similar functions
R6 AL B E A

fim;:iz Definition cosr:r?;Iteiility corTT;gT;iity

Jaccard Me{pw(umm{WZE{WWM[: w2 : - : zgg ngg : X P x p({w&)]} o) o)

Cosine » pwz(u(rl))}{wze{pwz(u(rz))}[\/(l \1\/1W|l fl :l(zri;)l i(('l'a ;l i(lr:()r|2) 5 x p({wi}) x p({WZ})]} o) o(n%
ow | x| 5 (cwlel@odDl )] | ow | o)

MR 6 0] LUF R A AR I T 58 500 7 R0 43 RE 24 Bl i . B 4 Jaccard, #6861 T~ 25 A r] R tH: AL F 28 0
I AR, DR 1k 35 2 B2 KA A 4% ol 55 10, 25 1) B2 A% B g O(n?), It 1) 52 2% 18 >y O(n®); 11y Cosine 481+ 1] i tH 57
FRIAE DA K 8 1 AR P RN, BRI 7 = A S K A i 4% i 000, 2 18] 52 2% 3 o0 O(nd), I E) &2 2% 1 2 O(n).

AT X A 2 B T 2 AR 58 20 BT LB AN TR 0 ARARL R 2 DA B AN [ 7 2 36 8 m 2R 388 v Al 1 g B GRRak
51 LIGHIE

P AT\ DBLP 4 4 HL Al Y 5K (1998 5 (8L B+ 38) 1 Dy 52 36 20408 K B0 10 S HEAT 43 1] (token), A4S 43+ i)
PRl S (R A — AT, LR 7.

Table 7 Description of experimental data
F=TOSEREIRE LY

Data set N Avg_len [1] Max_len
DBLP 5k 10 9976 43

TG WM R AT 149 43 A A 35723 A6 9 (uniform or Gaussian distribution), 7y 5 #% % U-DBLP i1 G-DBLP.
49759 43 A W B 4 [0.1,0.9] 1 ; =3 387 3 40 SR FH 1=0.5, =1, 31 HLER A 7£ [0.1,0.91 P A5 IR A= e B i 0 1 ik, 7 i S L
THD 26 B QLL 481 11 78 284 Jhy N1 19038 4 L 4 i 40 S s o 28 (B %R =1). 38 8 2 530 I S 450k B JE b B AR 43
RnHRA1H.

Table 8 Setting of parameters
*8 ZHNA

Parameters Values
T 0.3,0.4,0.5,0.6,0.7
0 0.3,0.4,0.5,0.6,0.7
N 1Kk, 2k, 3k, 4k, 5k
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5.2 KNI

T IR eSim/eSim+ S 1A PE g, BT 32 EEIUAK S 1 PAAT I 1) BT LE AN 5138 o 35 B ST (K B R T I 1)
HErE A5 eSimleSim+ R &%, I B ATE R A 2 (6) 8 X I FEAH VL (Naive HIE)1E K FEHENR 7628 2
5o R B S FRATIR R LA BN A VT 50790, 0 eSim K 2 7 10 85 37 P B IR A0k FRA TR Sk ek (0 B A
52 eSimeR R 7n. O M EVE H Java SEIL A I SE 7R PC HL_EREAT XU CPU(2.00GHZ),3G A+

AN BRGS0 45 AT A3 M, B BOR B0 LR 3 E X Naive S35 eSim LK eSim+3EAT Lex, 25 S an e 3
JiR, 3 3 s G R AT I3 A AR EE 10 4B () W AT IR [R] B 520 s AN o TEKD L f81) (0)F $RAT BRF 1) PR S s 5030 6
FEE (NS BT IR 8] 4 5% &% Feh 592543 4 U-DBLP #1 G-DBLP %4t 4 Szie I3k i AHABL R £ B Jaccard Al
Cosine. T [ (1 SZER LU 3 (S AR T Hob AN ESRUM A& Tidm—Mi & &4 1F),10
g M BEMAHES, I — NGB BRI BURAE 1K~BK.

3 R BAS [ 1 o0 AT BT 0] 147 56 o BRATT AR 3K B4 2 LTI 4% B A A ARLEE 3 2 4% 1R (= ) I 45 RN
DR 25 S I, P BAT I ) (9 5% i AR /N 6 Naive S35 AT I b 7 o 75 201 ST 1 ) 6t 5 LR [ A R
B, AN ] BE T A U5 eSim 75 ER FH B A MRV S IR L IR A, cth A S i & RPIR 25 11 11 5. eSim+ v
B LRSS o 5% (B B R B 2 (eSim+ AR & AT I Rl 4R N 7).

U-BDLP, Jaccard U-BDLP, Cosine
1000.0 pe — — — 1000
100.0 g T
> —— Naive < —o— Naive
2 100 - eSim g 100—™ il ®— = eSim
E = = & L | eSim+ [ eSim+
1.0
0.1 10
03 04 05 06 0.7 03 04 05 06 07
i T
(a) (b)
G-BDLP, Jaccard G-BDLP, Cosine
1000.0— > 5 - > 1000 s 5 5
100.0 —
= —— Naive < = - - - —— Naive
2 10.0 = eSim g 100 -=- eSim
£ 0 [ - = a eSim+ = eSim+
0.1 10
03 04 05 06 0.7 03 04 05 06 07
T T
() (d)

Fig.3 Experimental results of execution time vs similarity threshold (7)
B3 FRAT I IR) s AHABLRE () 1R S 36 45 21

4 S ARAN TR (7 R RAT I 18] A 552 W, B 00583 3 v AN 5 00 B AGT0) P R AR S A SIE 56 mT LU Y, ORI AS
()X 1 E R M AR OK X Naive $33%, $AT 1S R Hh i 22 0F SEPTAT (1l BE 5, OBOK, mT RETHE K Ao w22 715
SO FEmBOR a 3B SR Z . O AN AL eSim A1 eSim+ RS2 W AR /N2 T .eSim 75 A 1 2 AR R v 5 8%
KPR, O J5 AR S 1T S5 M LT T LA 26 seSime Hp (1 F 575k A2 -5 ANt s T00AN B30 5%, DRt 5% i L 2 B
5, JUHGEAE Cosine (A {BL R 2, Fta #4500 2 T 40 24 R /IR IR i (EL 41 6=0.3), Naive 3% [ KA T I ) B i
LE eSim /N X 2 K4 76 Naive THELRT BE T 51 55 047 5C, I eSim 55025 HLIIIK 52 2% B2 55 B2 45 /AR G It AN 2 S5 8245
FRANS 72 TR S B0 G .eSim FR Bk [ 71 55005 eSime+ LTI 17 ek
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U-BDLP, Jaccard U-BDLP, Cosine
10000.0 / 10000 //v
1000.0 - 1000
) 100.0 —— Naive =z —— Naive
g 10.0 / -=- eSim g 100 -=- eSim
[= ’ 4~ eSim+ = 4~ eSim+
10— . - 0—=
0.1 1
03 04 05 06 07 03 04 05 06 07
0 0
(@) (b)
G-BDLP, Jaccard 10000 G-BDLP, Cosine
10000.0
1000.0 ~ 1000 il
&) 100.0 / - Naive z -+ Naive
g 100 - -=- eSim g 100 -=- eSim
[= I ——— - eSim+ [= —— eSim+
1.0 I - 107"
0.1 _ . 1
03 04 05 06 07 03 04 05 06 07
0 0
(c) (d)

Fig.4 Experimental results of execution time vs uncertain proportion (6)
K4 AT I T) 55 AN 5 EL ] (0) RS2 B & R
5 2 o AN [ B 0 £ R /IR AT IR, 2% A 5025 P AT I T B e 4 A8 KT i 18, i H. Naaiive $73% . eSim Al
Sim+ AL @I A —FL

U-BDLP. Jaccard U-BDLP, Cosine
_ 100.0 _ /'_‘
D —o— Naive = 100 /.‘t./. .
g 100 -=-eSim g /‘___—-m—"‘ -=- ¢Sim
e e -
0.1 1
1k 2k 3k 4k 5k 1k 2k 3k 4k 5k
N N
(@) (b)
G-BDLP, Jaccard G-BDLP, Cosine
1000.0 ./‘__—"-4———‘ 1000
_ 100.0 N //—‘
N —— Naive Z 100 ?. —e— Naive
g 100 -=- eSim g /ﬂ—_‘ = eSim
Fo10 4/"_"—"—_—. —a— eSim+ E 105 o eSim+
01 ‘/‘_’i—/‘"‘ .

k 2k 3k 4k 5k k 2k 3k 4k 5k
N N
© (d)

Fig.5 Experimental results of execution time vs scale of data (N)

Bl 5 BT I R] 5 0 RAR (N 1) SEE 36 45 1R
IR RT DL IR, & AN SEVETE AN [F] 43 47 (G-DBLP F1 U-DBLP) ) H4i 45 HL T 5 i AN K. ) I8, 5ok AN [+) AR 459
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(Jaccard A1 Cosine),Naive 53 (1) 45 J 5 A — 2 10 eSim AT Sim-+ 1) 45 5 22 B LL 8 W 8, 75 & & P A3 10 5 2% 1% 4
BT 45 S (O(n*) 8 O(n®)). 5 S 56k i d5e K 1A A2 ST A 5 MR AR, 4 A LLeR $0 Jaccard 1 1%, eSim (1) 1
REZ14 Naive HL3% 1 2~3 AN HCR 200, 11 eSim+IPEREZ) h Naive §Ti5% 1 3~4 A K45

6 tHXIE

S5 045 FHRIE S o B A AR ABL B 25 0 0l 0 1t P T 45 bl i P 0 00 4 LA SR — AN R R AR
BRI B ST RT P AH ALV AR A A AL T ) BT 1 3% 56 2 75 A AL AL RS X e A 5 32 AR v 7E Al TR 4R AR D
WF I A AN 7 A A (A AR BE T 5. BB ) AN 2 S 45 TR AR B BE 2 /2 SRR [14], 1% 346 ml et S i ka2 -
S AN AN S B B A AL T 0 Xep(sim(r,s) = ) = o AR R ANH 2 46 A v R s, 46 45 b ] i th S0 HL i, 2 2
WAL = 0 ] BE A T = o, RS v R s AHADL S R AL 5 et B T, 7% 2 P P S AL 1 1 Bl R SR 2R AT 4 T,
T TR D i A, A B T 7 A 138 A4 AR PR ) 155

AN R B (A BE 2 M 24 2 (T T, 6 A AR RO 4 A 15 BRI 85— I S L M 4 45 1 5 X
T DI SR R I L5 A 8 I 4 A8 SCHEAT T 45— W AR 2 A (10 A 380 3 002 R AT 25 4 1 9 DO .
A AT IR 2 WF ST AN 5 T B Hhs 1P 0EAT top-k 9 25 #0112 281 ) UL AN 5 28 B dhs e A RIT 9 Bkl AT, O L
2 FH T AR SO AN A B A AR 5T, 5 SC R (14148 3230 A8 XA AR 5 R 1X 1

) A0 T S AE A s R R LT A R, A SR [9, 12,130 A 3K 0 A ) A FH 1 40 B A AL
W E S R AR O b = T AR

7 R %

AR T BT A S S PR RR B SO, T 0T At S T S 30T S AT BLRE I UL T, v S A
ALFE f) 53 2% B 2 4 B0 10 AR SC R T 0 25 MR R R ) 4 I 1) 4 1 £ 5 20 B N4 50 4 A1 3 %2 33
R h T N R FE R AL & 6 AT AR BL A 0, 32t T LR T SRR b B 0 7 42 08¢ 1) S i 1)
T EH AR VSR 98 Ty i 0 R it

T AR AC VBT IE T AE H B e A o 5 PR 22 5| LRI 2. BUAR SO L8R Y T L 4% B9 R SR 3
FI T AN 5 4 A F0 2 0 AEL 2 R 3 ) ARG 5 4 4 0 2R 5 | AR AL 438 TR 3 75 Bt — B R 90 T 32 M e
PREOL I
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