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Abstract: To make up the limitations of existing schema matching methods based on schema structure
information, a schema matching model called SKM (schema and reused knowledge based matching model) is
proposed based on schema structure information and known matching knowledge. In this model, neural network
influence procedure is imitated to realize semantic matching reasoning. The known matching knowledge is reused
to mine the deep semantic relation between two schemas. It is also reused to curtail uncertain threshold interval
automatically to specify the threshold for decreasing manual intervention. A simple approach of specifying
matching relation between two matching elements is given. In the meantime, a self-learning adaptive and iterative
model is presented to mine and enrich the known matching knowledge. Experimental results show that the SKM is
feasible.
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/T floor FRY DG E A 5 A ~IE AR ABLIG CO6F ARABLIL PE B2 B K T ceill FRO A€ 26 DG P 0T DA ARALLUE JE6F; i AHABLEE (i 4 T
A RE R PRI X A 18 A 225 DG HC S R Sy AN Tl 2 68 26 [/ I X (ol 428 000 P 0% 32 DG P X ), F A 9 BA 471 A AN 5 ok 2 1L
fic BA %1 (CndList). 2 A4 & X

CndList:={Pair;|Sim(Pair;)e CZoneAaPairieRMM} 9)
0, Sim(Pair,) < floor
Sim(Pair,) =4 Sim(Pair;), ~ Sim(Pair,) e CZone (10)
1, Sim(Pair,) > ceil

6.2 BIMEHEEHIAIETIE

AT RE BRI X 2 (6] CZone Ay [floor,ceil ], 4 A~ 1 i 1% 1k DL T J 471 4 BEAFABL 8 1 |l v BIMIR AT HE 7, e AR AR
FE s (B U S ARAE A L, D0 ARr 00 (14 4% 36 DG IS5 1) L IX 2 1F) 2y real Z=[L, U, 17 SE i 75 2 48 00 1) AN o A1
X 2 1] dZ=[min{L,floor},min{U,ceil}]=[LL,UU]. Bt kb B8 EL A4 5 3R 40 R

H B 1. K AR E % % UE L BA %1 CndList={Pair;|Sim(Pair;) edZAPair;e RMM}.BX £ #2230 CndList H 22 7] )
H A 2 RIUTE < 2R (10 i B DS LT Painy, FARBIIT L BEAEh V.

F B 2. 5 CndList FORFELEX AL AT UL EC T, B Pair, b=, WAEBPLA 1E, Bk 20 48 N 48 T Aff s DG it 5% %
LA EIPIAL

S B 3. A5 Pair Ky ARFIALTC R, T 20 98 4; 2 A% 55 9% 5.

$ B 4 ¥ CndList AT MM T Vi BN DB #58 h AR AR LT EC T, $AT CndList=CndList—
{Pair,|Sim(Pair,) <V} # A I BIE X 2 M 450k R dZ=[Vy,max{Vy,UU}; %0 3% 6.

F B 5. K AHRICHE EE KT Vi F% % VT B X8 b AL IS AC X, 3447 CndList=CndList—{Pair|Sim(Pair,)>
VIHR A R A R0 (B X R 459804 dZ=[min{LL,V\},Vi].

B 6. # CndList 2y 2%, WIHEBLALEF (1AL FL; 5 W) 54 5 3% 1.

AT UL, 2% 1 A B 2 AR PR e E DTG i D % R B B o 45 DIC B DG 28 o AN 2 (9 D T3

7 PUECZE B 7E 5k B% (Match TypeSpecifyS)

B de 2% 1A B E LA, RMIML R R AL PS8 AL 1 - 0t i L P 0% 328 DG JC6S D49 ARABLUC P 3k, I FLA B rp A7 AR AR AL
UG P5E oF A A A ABL DG P 6T, 5 31 F) RE B D FMIML G AT I 6 A+ BL DG S %) £ & % s - RsltSet={Pair;|Sim(Pair;)>
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ThresholdAPairie FMM} AH AR & v A7 1:1 OC AR VL LR, AT 1im DERESC R0 o0f T 1:1 BUPLHC G &R B DRSS,
FEANIERC S SRR A 0 T Lom BV ACN, 75 Bt — 2D b 21, DU o fe & DL L K .

A7 5T JR VE VT C ¢ 2R AR — LA — AN, L A B0 P ) SR vk 5 02 iMap DB Gy 904 L 5 1
VETC AR 2 58%, I HLAR YT RE N B 22 AL T —Fh AT B 17 5 504 R0 5 1) 28 A7 DT T J R e 488 5 T
T O 2% P 7 B SR g, T 8 22 06 22 IR TR T 0% 3R A9 1 BB X S 1 S Z AR L AC G 3R, S P BEATTE ALA,
AL Ay FI A g Ay IRT5 51, A Rl Ag 43 B I UC T St AR TG 3 B, Al B, 1 Sa #5X B & I 14 AT
HLA S {AAY G AyeoBy il AzoBs, I 15 1 Ay {B, B3}, 5 ZRAL, AT T C 40 & 2% A 5 DT T 5% 2R A 4% 33

[ 3k ke, 2 b JEAR AR AT DA i — 8 5 % R 5 T 0% 32 DS X

MatchTySpecifyS H &4 #0340~

FE L M Lm A 1 m AR TR 2 I S5 R OGRS R T N A m AR T B A AR
4 Mset={ry,r,,...,rn}.

BB 2. I TR Mset 43 P 05 45 4 (InnerSet) A 735 £ 45 4 (LeafSet), 4 InnerSet=
{iviz,....ip},LeafSet={Ly,Ly,...,Lo}. 2 p+q=m.

S 3. BB XE Mset BEAT 4328, 44 T AR AT A0 58 R K 4 R AL s 4E (IndepSet) Rk 3615 45 45
(DepSet), % DepSet={(ui,Uj,..., U Ui, .., Uge MSEtAU;, U, ... Uy £7 75 4T J& 5 38 3, IndepSet={vi|vieMset, {H. v; [} 48 Ji 75
RSN JE T Mset}.

FBE 4 1:1 UK FRAE(1-1Set)5E b 1-1Set={(t,a;)|a;e (IndepSetu(DepSetInnerSet))};1:m VLI X% F4E
(1-mSet) 52 X4 1-mSet={(t,a;)|a;e (DepSetLeafSet)}.

151001, 4745 A ARLUE FL 5 (S1:b,S5:bd),(S1:b,S,:be),(S1:b, S:bf),(S1:b,S2:bg), A X S 1 7T 2 b(Sy:b) 5 S, L
BEXT 7C % S,p:{bd,be,bf bg} IV EL 5¢ F A & 7 5 an 1 7 B s

: t:{Sl:b}

a p 1 MSet={S:bd,S:be,S,:bf, S,:bg}
: InnerSet={S,:bd}
LeafSet={S,:be,S,:bf,S,:bg}
IndepSet={S,:bg}
DepSet={S,:bd,S;:be,S,:bf}
1-1Set={(S1:b,S,:bd),(S1:b,S,:bg)} 1
1-mSet={(S1:b,{Sz:be,Sz:bfH)} |

Fig.7 Specify matching relation diagram
7 e VLG R

8 EEHMIRBENEREL
3 o ST A D 0, B e A5 PR P27 7 28 A5 UG P R B ke Al W A R v A7 D L

B A R BORE 3 TR R UE C DG R AR T 389 s WDk 380 B oA e ek, 2 T DR 6 AR 1 o R ok AR 2 1 1
SMG.
EX 14(BERERER (SIAM)). SIAM BAR5E L 1
SIAM:={SMG, IterFresh,S} (11)

Hop, IterFresh & H 0 SMG [FIRILHTFT35,S S 000 A\ 5 A& Bl i Bk (A5 X 45 4

WE 6 Jin B DA B Sq,S3,S4 AT Ss, LS AH R A 3 (I UE AL IC R SMXq3,SMXaq AT SMxys, 4 TN Sp,S6 I,
EL K0 72 IR DG BE G R A SMXo3 FH SMXgg, M) SMxyp Rl SMXge A2 I IterFrash S92 ilHT 35 A5 1.t 14 5 1 VL e 4
[ A7 A AR ARLDC P X6 A0 AR ARLDC e S (FRABLUEE (B 0), BRI BEARUE T i1 IterFrash 450325 Il 37 73 210 10 39 455 2 DG i %
Z2(SMxqp Al SMxge) ) IEAff 1 IterFrash &y B A4 D&% 1.

B3 1. IterFresh.

i\ :SMG 124 HIR .
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T H :SMG IEAR S RS LIRS
R
Witatk count 2 0; AT IE AR IR EL
Vector smx_v:=SMG.getSmx(); //HL SMG it 5 HHANHE BE SRS A2 N smx_v
Vector smx_v_copy:=smx_v; /& Hl—4r smx_v £\ smx_v_copy
for (i->smx_v.size(){ /4% MF U 7] 5E B4R smx_v T A AHAL R B
Smx sx:=smx_v.get(i); /IR smx_v HEC— AN FHABLUC B A BEAE N sx
Schem left:=sx.getLeftSchema(); //HXILZE 7 BTSN left
Schem right:=sm.getRightSchema(); //Ht A4 5 B BN right
I SMG HU¥ B OCHE left,right IOEIR BE AR AR $R HH N 1) 1 IrPath

N o oM wDd e

8. Vector IrPath:=SMG.getPaths(left,right);

9. if (sx AR E PE VL ACIC R ALRE)

10. for (int j=0; j<IrPath.size(); j++){ /]2 H BT A I 42

11. Path ph:=IrPath.get(j); //EX—4E 128N ph

12. MatrixChain mc:=ph.getMtxes(); /3K ph R AHBIAR B4 me
13. sx=sx.affected(mc); //H mc IS IE sx

14, }

15. }

16.  SMG.writeBack(smx_v_copy); /21 IF PR A S F SMG

17.  if (smx_v 55 smx_v_copy FHELE KT BI{H) // ++count<100) goto 2;

BAEA SMG & B A KON m AT 3 5 BT EAN O 0, ISVART 2 [ 245 8 O(mPn?).4F
S BRAT BIVEE T W N AR (1) BT VLEC G FE MR AR L Trie R 510 EIHSE . it Fhr 8 F K
JE2 LIAT LAE O(I) I 22 1] P4 5 960 210396 2 U IC O¢ & A e 24E.(2) SRITE MW B A PRI — 4 k42 1
122 A Smx S BSOS 5 K I8 2 1) B 28 B B Ak A O(n®), 55 22 1 B 2% 1 S O(n?). by B 2 UC 12 60 R 2 1 3%
PR By 185 4 T80 15 45 450 T8 S D 488 10 P I -2 10 200 2R WA A 0 22 S i 8 T 0 6 5 D 200 T DA AT 2 4
et WG P 445 % P R i e R A i

9 SRS

(1) SEEIREL

T fF ¥R 55:P4 2.6G,512M RAM,80G HARD DISC.

SI 6 # i 42 :http://metaquerier.cs.uiuc.edu/repository/A1  http://www-db.stanford.edu/~melnik/mm/sfa/_I- £ fit
Fit 5 A, 3 a3 2R eml A o EE 5 A5 T Adk S A 3 3 A 45 5 K4 - AutoMobile, Book Store i Computer,
FEH T 23 g R,

(2) VEMrbRiE

G B R TP & ML PR AL VAT VR min BUVCRCE VE m A Lon BUPCLREOC R, Lim BUEAE m /> 101 BT
it 5% 2. AR X Sy Al Sy 2 [A] S B 1 A (1) DT C X 200 oA R AR A 3845 H Y DT AC o6 R 20 o P, A IE A i T I
PR T, AR I VR RO £ o F=P-T, 3% A7 1248 R I E A TLRC X B M=R-P IE M 48 bR & L 1A
e Precision=T/P; & 4> % :Recal I=T/R; ¢ & % & — # :F-Measure=2-Recall-Precision/(Precision+Recall).

Precision 7 45 S W] 15 B2 Recall 32 7545 R 35 I iff 45 S 1) 2 15 72 B2 s F-Measure 25525 & RN 8, DN
b % SR LE A UG E 0% 2R R0 48 0 R 1A DG IC DG 3R 75 B AT R AR A

(3) SE M &R b

AL E T 2R SEW A VAL SKM AR 1) 3% 6E, ARl an
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© HEETHAL AR K ILEETERE;@ FH CA B RS RIR I ILRCTERE; @) CAT B AT IR AL B {E
Aot R A @ IEARSE K SR R
S 1 REET RS B I IL RS T g

A S 56 5 B AT F T AT UG FE 0 TR I R A

;’Z | TR TG 2 i, B 00 R 5 0 0 ST T e B A 75

06 = OIPrecision (SMRM) 1 VT L 2 B8 A £ B AT 4] 4t B 2, 0 %

04 I e A7 T 7 SE DR AL AL RN 3 e SMRM A SFAIPG

o :Ii } ' R T I M e R R 8 B 9 Bk AL

0 , ‘ ‘ | 5 ) Book,Auto F1 Computer 2 7% 3 /> AN [a] ) A8k,
Book Auto Computer YA 32 o7 UG i e 1.

Fig.8 Precision, Recall and F-Measure of SMRM

SCUG 45 MR W 7E Book A1 Computer 433,
8 SMRM Hi#AYf] Precision,Recall 1 F-Measure

SMRM [ VLEL L R84 LT SF 595184 Auto
AT A A 2, R B IR R Auto AU R AR S K 22 02 B SR RS AL T R (1) 2 J2 0 R 45 G5 R A B
D S BRI T L AR S AT B R A R (2 R 2 A S ).

1.0 1.0 1.0
- 08 0.8 o 08
2 06 — === T 06 2 0.6
8 04 === € 04 - S 04
® 02 = = 0.2 - <02
— : 0 : 0 ‘ :
Book Auto  Computer Book Auto  Computer Book Auto  Computer
BSMGM BAaSF mSMGM DOSF BSMGM OSF

Fig.9 Performance comparison between SMRM and SF
9 SMRM fi SF PEfgLL#

SE gy 2. 0 AT TR A T AR X UL 1

N S 00 45 KA 4K T SCUC HC HE B AR IR (SMRM) (1 36 0l b, 75 A LA DU E 0 3, 903 SKIM S 28 fr A 2 DG e 1 A
A &5 R 10 FE 11 o,

SI G 4 L BT O T A R G T S B v T R R UG AR O L 0 DT G N U £ T
A 45 TR AR

1.0 1.0
038 0.8 A
0.6 W\EH%J
0.6 e
04 ==
0.4 02
0.2 0 ‘ ‘ ‘ \ \
‘ 10 20 30 40 50 60
Book Auto Computer Number of matched schemas
OPrecision ERecall EF-Measure —&—Precision —#—Recall F-Measure
Fig.10 Matching results with reuse known Fig.11 Performance variation with number of
matching knowledge schemas increasing
10 HJ AT ULAC AR D RO 45 2R B11 BCHCRE R 2 R R AR AL 1 Ot

S 3. TUAT VT AN YA R A i A e 0 4

2512 56 R e T T R RR SR 1 S50 40 9 7 S A L B (0 B8 4 N A N U1 0 R D e R i )
AN T 5 A N DB i 0 AR R LR 1 FIE] 12,

{EZR 1 o, Task A UEHRAT %5, Manual Jg T UG I I #RAE N 53 N B Automatic R AS SCI B 3h 4 s
HEWE I I ERE N B T T T A A7, CurtailRate 24 Automatic 5 Manual {124 LR B 12 HF R il 2 e i X
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SRR PR R B AT 1R 0 DG BB A B P AR 75 BT TAZ TR KL,

S S R AR W], I ] EAT DG C R, AT U A B3 AR AZ LR B0 D JEORAZ TR E K] 64%~82% AN 4E,

I HIEAZ LG A VR (0 AN W7 AR 58 T 8 3 ARG

Table 1 Comparison of times of manual intervention

F1 TFINARENE
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Domain Book Auto Computer

Task B: B, Bs B4 Bs A1 A, Az A, As C: C, Cs Cs Cs

Manual 7 12 21 6 13 6 13 12 14 22 21 16 18 18 16

Automatic| 5 8 15 6 6 6 8 12 6 10 17 16 10 18 12

CurtailRate Mzo_sg M:O_(M M:Qgg

T+12+..+22 21+16+...+16 21+16+...+16

L8 4. EAREIVEBCSIOE 1) 5L 56 5k ’

A ST B 30 o ST R R B I FRATT B R Wi S VR I A AR PN o S S S S
PE.SMRM  HIEARHIL AT RS i W2 2, CAT VE RS A0 TR % g 15;*:':'\*
ARG SR B AT 1 0 W3 3. F 10 -

FE4% 2 7 Iterate Times i A4 4, Average %544, 5 g e
AN VCHECAT 55 IR A IR B 2 FI S48 45 R W], SMRM . Hhii% 5 10 18 20 25 30

Amount of schemas

54 10 1 30 0% R R WOH 2 4 2050 2 1) Ak T o mount of scheras

e, SMRM H ATl
£ 3 #,Schema number 4 #i X & Iterate times K1k
FRUHE Average by ik AR B 45 R AR W, 1 A U8 1Y K
I, ARSI A5 AT B 2 AH 18 o, L 58 B P 3AS K
Table 2 Times of iterations of matching tasks executing

R 2 AAULEAE S AT HIIEA IR EL

Fig.12 Times of manual interaction with
different amount of schemas

12 AR RO 1T A H O

Domain Book Auto Computer
Task B: B, B3 B4 Bs Ay A A3 Ay A5 C1 C2 C3 C4 C5
Iterate times| 12 19 30 16 26 17 19 33 16 48 41 38 46 43 53
Average 20.6 26.6 44.2
Table 3 Iterative times of self-refined mining
F 3 ARSI R E
Domain Book
Schema number 10 15 20 25 30
Iterate times 42 42 47 54 55
Average 48

10 BERARKRIE

AR SLAR L R AR5 e A A A G I R DR A A UG P AE 20 (SKIM), 3 e 1 68 ol 28 7 5 i A T el e, S
LT REACUT E AR5 AR SRORS ; 18 1o e R0 ] AT DR C R, B v 17 A 2R F UG PO 82 e ek 17 P v W S50 1 180 LA o 5
W SEOL T D N TS 0 T 22 00 2 R S DG 0 5 2R (10 167 50 SHEE 1 T 1 3 7 3k A, A 2 A 8 5L
e 6P RS o A Af N 56 38, A J UL E B (1 17 SEORS A 7 DG P 0 R A B RLIA ) 7 TUYT H 1), 06 A I

(1) FET R8G5 R AT V8 SCIUC IR 4 B, AR 00 Ay g 5 30 1 ) g U0, o 5 1 0 9 DL 3R A R A T 4
H(2) R UL 2 AR TLRE W Ay ™ K2 T 4 JRivi [5(3) &5 Hh 1T 2k TR A M A5 2 i fif S 11 1om AU DL IR
O FA T E SR (4) R F T AT DR EE R, G2 1 3 T AT BRI B A R AT B L L 1) Jmy R (B) R v
WA S 1Ry (LA e SR AT 8 MR ey 1 LG P 1 AR AT L PR .

B TATREHE 20 58 I UC RO R R B v B B 3 A, TR AT A2 23 R UL 8 5% 2% ATl 2 SRS
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