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Abstract  Similarity queries are an important topic in many domains in computer science, inclu-
ding databases, data integration, World Wide Web, data mining, and bioinformatics. In this pa-
per, we focus on the subfield of similarity queries for sets and strings. There has been a wide
body of development in this area since 2000. We survey major results and present our analyses

and categorization of existing approaches. Finally, we conclude the paper by giving a list of future
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research directions.

Keywords

1 5]

|13

GBI ET R R, — A& X4
Q. — ™ FH LA & BOFTAR AL EE B AE ¢, Q WY AH B3 A5
#£ (Similarity Search) 43k [0l R 3 1 Q #H L& &= /b
Jet XS R MRS —HXR S PR DX ZAE
hQ HEATHIUE A i, A5 RIS R M S AL E &
AR X K A R A A A DL R % 4% (Similarity
Join). AR X 14 2 45 1) G Bk g A 8L R A5 3 (Simi-
larity Queries). #PLE 25 ) 76 15 L BL 22 19 2 440

similarity query; similarity join; prefix filtering; jaccard; edit distance

SRNA T Z B B A 3 % R B R
W BN P SRHR T — A At Bt O R Y I .
il ] Jaccard FHANEE® L FATTAT L& HH 2488+ 43 25 40
AP e SE G R T b AT B R M AT LR T B
B RRR T PR BRI BE A X G AL FRATT T LR E
B AN B A BUEL. a0 O T AR R AN R
(50 22, AT AT LA %5 7 15 5 1) i 8 0 0 A e o 5
AN BE A 07 k3R [ml s e A el B 3 0 ROk
HIWEE AR AR i) — A L e i M g R
LA

(D AE—AIL R T AR AN [F] S B 14 3 5 114 23 T8

Wk H 3P - 2011-08-125 fix 4 1& BCRT W 2] H . 2011-09-19. A ¥ 8 15 £ 3 K F IE BF 58 B F 2r Discovery Projects (DP110102937,
DP0987557, DP0987273, DP0881035, DP0881779) \[H K H #& Bl 2% Fk 4 (NSFC61021004) & Google [ 7 B, #RZF R, % .1961 4F /4, #
B EEWEIEDT I) y FEVBE PR S 1 N IR 23 1R s TR B8R A DA AR L 25 ). E-mail: Ixue@cse. unsw. edu. au. £ % 4 m gk

=

O PN ES AMB K Jaccard MLE N |ANB|/|AUBI.

M 3258 7 1) g AR EE A 98 B8 A M A R 1 4 i A 1 AR BRI AL 5. E-mail: weiw@cse. unsw. edu. au.



1854 iHom

Bl

e 2011 4

L
&

B e, FRATTRT LA 5] G0 7 3k i B i (R B
HATE 500 m A Y K FI B 1.

(2) TE B B BN ob s FRATT AT LA 3% 4 5
B K S UT L 1) 2% 48 3% 32 (Soft Join) 24 44 1
B AED . 20 N T I B 4 Bk T 5 Y A 44 52
1431 B (Dictionary-based Named Entity Recogni-
tion, DNER) ., il 4075 B v+ B Shbs 137 i 44 B e
el PAAE ] Jaccard AH AL B2 ek %5 ik 47 3 L D8 e (431
W#s“canon eos 5d digital slr camera” PC it 3] “canon
eos 5d digital camera”™).

) TEAEYE B, JATH T Ly & 3
SRR Y 41 0 DT BE . DA SR [A] R A #2 (Homology
Search)™™ F1F — 4t % K J¥ (Next-generation Se-
quencing)" ZE AT 55

TEA SO AT E A T RS TR
ARBLBE 34 432 CRP ., B8040 R A 960 X 5 #8046 R 1F
OO T I A R) A, 3 Y B P A s A AR R
1997 AEFFLRSHD RIS T £ EE M R,
AR SORE X He b 220 AR ST 20 11 2R A 43 A oy
B Jf gt T FATIA R ROk A A B Y AR J7 1]

ARTCHS 2 15 A 41 1) BB SE SCFIAR O 1Y 15 54
P8 3 WA A G AR EE A9 (8 H R R AR 5
554 A AT AT AR LS A R 0 BRI AR
555 WA MO LA 55 6 W A A AR R R LA
J5 ) B R B s B R A T TR AT LA

2 EBEXFE =R

LEPIHX G RS, I 5 SCAET A5 2Z (8]
AR AL JBE BRI s S G IB0(RL ¢ o RERLE S 46 1 E Lo
W& WA RS [0 G AR 20 02 ¢ BT 8E
Xt B Crys) | sim(rys) =t rER,sES). N T FER
T AEAR SR AT AL B B Gy
o) |sim(rysry) =t ER,r ER Y. FEF BB F
FEATAT LA B o AR LA s SCHp B R AR BE R
B IR I 248 sim Cry o)) =0 B R “dist (ry o1y
<1”.

2.1 MHEUERHEESEERNXRMER
2.1 1 FETHEA ML R
BEMNTEGAMB.FZFEIILNETELSN
FRABLE R B8R 2 o 45 0 DR 22 AT LR AL O S5t ) B 1
BRI/ BITAN B2 5. 10 Jaccard
fR 58 S P B 9 B2 1Y RN BR L AN 45 1 R
NGRS IR IR /N AR5 2% A K/ 2 BT

SEHY R

T 1. Jaccard(A.B)=t IR BELMZIAN
BI|=G/(1+) X (|A]+|B]).

Wit 1. Jaccard(A.B)=>t B 42 IAN
B|Z=tX|Al.

. R Jaccard (A.BY =t W | Bl =< | A,
WAANFEA D BRI 2 DL 25, UEEE.

oI T LA b X S 2 o R R 58 2 S A AT AT DL AR
PR AL EE T8 B AH S R/NBY 29 o AN i 22 0 B —
AN AEARLEE e AL
2. 1.2 FETFAT AR BLEE BRI

S 4 BT DL )T A AR ORH DL ) R
— AT H A M B Z ) 4 BE B Qe fE
ed (AL B)) Sl JHAE A I R 2 e 45 M f — A0 7 4
ERER 53— 2R I T R B 2D B AT ER Y g 4 R
BT DA A 3h A& M8 %)) (dynamic programming) 3 i
BLOHBRE R R O X m) (n Flm 43 5 R 5%
TR KD ©.

HH T 2 48 BE 29 1 115 48 B o I A A RL R
i AR IRA A T LR — R AT R s
IBATRCR AR E AR ZESE PR I b 4 R 22 50
TAF HRRE AN R B A B BT LA FRATT AT LA A fif
FH — 6 328 Y8 A5 1ok S0 5% &5 X6 AS AT BE T A2 3 2 B R
B LY A RO 8 LAY 3k U8 O Tk R K g
B0 29 o B 4 B A AE (signature) 5 4 B 52 19 24
A UL R AR R BRI 7 0 kT g-gram, B4R
BZFEAHRE SHIARNKEN g F 3 (KAE
grams(S)). grams(S)H | S| —¢+1 4 ¢-gram®.

I 2. ed(A,B)=t b E L2 [ grams (A)
Ngrams(B) | >max(|A|,|B|)—qg+1—tXaq.

WE . AT LAGE WY E S IR O T L A S B (I
A B Bl O A — 52 AT AR g > g-gram.
JEHEERFAEH X AR X —g+1 4 ¢-gram. i
BN A~DB F B~A )94 4E, DL E g BAT

JIF. JEEE.
O  fEHE A ER A TAE . ) sk 10].
© SRR FE 2RI A BT AR I B 2% B 1 o 0 S B

A 2. 4N E o {8 Four Russians Techniques, % #& FH
B A DIAE O(n X max (1, m/logn)) I [8] N 58 il (n =
o) TS (AN B 06 7 1 X £ 2 b Y T L T B 0
T AT LATE OCd X minCm, n)) B[] P9 58 8 012 . o 5 4 4oz
128 51 ALTE (9 AT 4 2 B8 B A0 TSR ET LLAE O G/ o) I
i) P4 58 A o ML 28 1 7 KO P8 SCRC7 T4 1 3% F 7 45 4
BN NG LT e T LR A 1 15O

© XA X ORR U S 3 Bk T 56 89 4 X (Filter-and-Veri-

fy). Bl e e 25 [V 22 b ) iz i A

W] DUFE 45 H3 O Sk R/ s 45 e A i b AS 78 7 4 4 b i)

BRFAF D . WAL RE A2 R g-gram (91> B0 RL K a0 AR

3E 1 g-gram YA BT B2 ORI A I 4

®



10 4] Mg BT - A R A S AR D) BE A 3D 1855

R 2] BT g-gram IO E . A WA
[ ) g-gram 7E45 B F4F & o9 AL 5 AH 26 A i 1
o, RAA WG ENFEAEC B ¢ gram. BT 2L, DL 1
TEFLARY 2% 1F 38 7] DL #5585 matching _ grams (A,
B)>max(|A|,|B|)—q+1—tXq.

T 2 DA B 2R R B A B R R T ek AR FRATX
it R 4R Y A ER AT G B R A B HIE L DA T
fiE LU R 25 7 A% BRI 6 E B0 o K. 3k R T AR O R AR
PR E R T R B i A O HHE KL W
R LA 2o i A5 A AT LAGE b SQLL Sk 58 B AN B
Ja B BT 2 A E SRR (UDE) e S BE.

3 EEHHEUEEN

3.1 BEI%3diE (Prefix Filtering)

HR A LA F A B B8 o K0 1 {1 2% A7) 1] ) A 46, TR AT
FUEFA T S AL BRI B WSS /DR T 55 T —
ANEE ¢ L. 40 — RS Q. Wl A RE 4% 2 F1
QMR T4 Tt WERWE?

G iR ek B — A e 4 CL B 2 Q
MCHEEILR C.IRRTET 1R 5 ik &
W AT R 5 (Verification) , BP31HRA Q #1 C. i3 B9 K
ANTFRTEIE ¢ FEAT U R 55— 20 AT DL R HE R 5
(Inverted Index) P HiFR 15 e e 4 , B C= { I (w) |
w€ QI (w) JEITHR w X W 1Y HE 5] K (Inverted
List or Postings List). % ik LR 4E F ) &
BEEOTE Y Q A — I ER I I SR e B
WS AR K IR TE LR B 4R b o R
W AE Zipt & HE BT DUA A Y m R, Q b
S/ — DRI ITR.

i R TR B ) T 4 e e O 28 0 2 SR
Cl4] s et TALE A Q i Bl [ QI —
(1 DIC R B EHES ROk R R R, ZJE . SR
15 ik AN AR R HE — 2D #E T 30 B dl » B RT A a4
HISRERGIH S| —+1 40K, Ny 7k
— e FLERE I i) R 2 T A7 AR S I T R AR IR ] —
A2 R HEE O HR AT E IERT S| —+1
ANTCER. AT IR UL, FATTHE A B R 4 R I HE
H 3t A G BT L oo R MAGX 45 1 L-Fi 2.
FRATTAT LAE SCLATR (i 25 0ot 11 5 2.

EX LHETZEE. WA ES A M B L
KMKTFETt WLBEFMHERESA WAl —+
D-Hgg S B (Bl —+ 1D -Hi 8 m 58 K T4
+ 1.

28k i 2 B A LE B % e ), R LLGE i )
o B 0 O R AEATHE S L AT A5 2 TE B uk %
PR B B O AT R AR A A A QX
A B /N A AT L. DL Jaccard 9], AT AT LA
X QELCISI =[x [ S[[ +1) - i 2% . i x4 K4t 4 b iy
FAES SIEMMAS| =203 |S|/A+0] +
1) -HiT 48, H e 0 A 25k U8 1) ek A0 4

(D A BCE B G LA b i 285 3% B0 000 AT A
PR TR A BCE MR

(2) FER TS K. TEARERY AT % EAE A %
ATCER 5 I [R] B SR 3k 4 v 1 X A A K 1Y I
P k1 AT ER. XA T7 AT UA R
R IR 28 R B 10 /IS S AHLZE TR A i 48 A 3 4G, 25 285K
BRI Z B HED 2 L OF 0 2005 I 2 1 X 42 1
Sx ik AR A . LS BRAOR Wl AR A W] R MO8
TG4 B ARy 2 B

(3) X5 HEZ 51 0 8K 5 40 1) Ak R 24—
MEAEW R TEH R G EH —HR
RSB IF H U ARAT — DR & % s R
FAF R (B AR 2 0 51 CAD IACE B i 1k 45 L B
A M B K ECEAFE RN IR & F. AR
AEARLE 3 2 If s FRATTH R AMCH #5100 8 5 19 DR /N I 3 4
(4, ML A 1 AT A 1 RN FRATTAT L 3 285 g £51
HEH1 2% 19 1T s AR L AN A5 5 /N3 U 45 A 1) SN 5.

(4) 4 Jay WL J 1 326 % 5% Ml ¢ 326 42 1 K/ 1) —
AR B PR R 2 BT A ) ISR P DT R B AREE . Ry
TR R B ) RN s — T Y iR & 27 25 Cheu-
ristic) J& V& F 6 FIr A o0 R #i BB 1189 IDF (Inverse
Document Frequency) [ 5 HE1) 05 3% ke 4 B 3
2 JRy i AN E UL T ER G BLAE AT 2 AT S Bl s 2D
6 5 1) K.

(5) 7554l PR 2R 8 v S BRI N FH I 265 k. S
BRL16 7% i 176 6 REE B F AR Al 2

(6) MBI HEZR 51 i ele itk 6 0 2 5 S LR .
X A A T R B AR K. SR 18 % 1B T A
F | RS0 Z R 2 > o0 2 RN A I HE S e G
J5 35 s T AT LA 80 s 2 28 5 B KN S AR 3R AT T
AR REENAA T RG] SCERL19 10 % & T &K 51
TG 8 K T AT 6200 132 IR 385 (R 1% 0 T I A T R
£ RG] B SURXE IV B AT ) Ak B A )L

FESCHR H R AR 2 LR R TR 9 35 T B HER 51k 11
HHENESLZKRTET - DEMEMX L. KATH
EWES Q P EAIJTR NI EHES & Lo FRi,



1856 it (= . 2 i 2011 4F
HALAET —HAFWEIEES W ID. A1 FL A U8 2% 1 mT 415 JIE B

PLfAT B B G 28 L I kS Sk, [R] B AR 3 A 1D
IR Y T IR AR BT BUE R N T EE ) ID
CRPSCHR 20 ]9 ) ScanCount 5 35). SCHR[ 21 85T
TR AT LIS T S B A L AR 3 HC5E AT DL 58 AR
TR I 45 1 T & T Fagin (1) NRA Bk
e B SCHRL20 148 b 1 9 A JLRML 16 i 15 9 58
e LG BT A A 22 1 B AN AR £ HE 5 3%
Bk BR (Skipping) 1Y J5 i 35 BIALAT 352 B — 8 31
HEF 0 B 1 MergeSkip 83 DL Joff MergeSkip
FIVHT S 5 U8 1 22 B 5 0 TR A T 43 2] 1Y DivideSkip
Bk

3.2 HEWEMAZE

3.2.1  K/hpbggel,

AR A LA L, B AT R R /N R % L
B X TAUUOR S G 2 B A KN UE TG
P B O B A SR S AR A AR, HEEE TR %
KEMTHAS I K/ v BB 23K T 55 T o 10 R
43 I 23 30 G DA L5 00 A0 B DTG 34 5 0 ] i
J5 35 0 —1k 1 an B PLAR & 19 91 19 K/ (Jacceard) 8§
FPAES KRN HME (Dice). LA Jaccard Jg i, K
INEUE SR e X AT Bl <[ A[/t; X F 4 5 15
BLHRMERIA —t<|B|<|A| +u.

3.2.2 fHAMIEEE"

FANE BB AT ST U T R E R TR T —
ANE P 8. FRATTE o i TR AT A A
B B R AT Lk — A 1 5 A Sk A RO L DL
— PR L RN, HE—DTCER e — AT
MITCER T H A AT LA 43 B AC 38 A &8 Cor e A
A ()R A, () IF HARIE A, (e) W T A JC K ™ 4% (1E
R NTF e A, (O THEILERKRTEHET e
BIR|IANB|I=1A(e)N B, (e) |+ |A,(e)B,(e)].
MlA.(e)B,(e) | <min(|A,(e)|,|B,(e) ). UnR
AW e £ A F1 B 1947 BiCAE pos(Ase) Fipos(B,
e) s FRATTAT LAAS 2 LUR i 25 17 B i 2k gy k.

EE3IESI. PWAES AMB RN
KNKTEHET: WLEFHEXNTEEILR ¢,
|A,(e)B,(e) | +1+min(|A| —pos(A,e),|B| —

pos(B,e)) >t.
‘it 2. WAES A MBI KRNKTSH

To B RAMREXN T EAMA] =+ 1D -HiZE M
(Bl =+ D-Fi & /N HI ITTR s 1+
min( |A| —pos(A,eng) s | Bl —pos(B,egg)) =t.
EH. N e BT ZE P /NI A S TR
P AT A Cene) N By Cegn) | = 0. 8K J5 AAHTZ8 320 U8 55 1F

3.2.2  Ja&ukuEt

TE BYAE R = A1 D0 o AT 2R3 08 T PR L X
B HA LG — /NI BeR 51 i filan .
X Jaccard T 7 » 2 5| A HOHR 23 JLF 2 7 45 8 K
JE B (1 — o) 475 3 [A) I 68 R AT ] 25 0 e 1 4R I B8 A
F BT AT GRS A 8D )5 8 rh a] B H BB A DE
MR, Ja 8 ad Pt il it ot — 2 M s 2P oo R
P B S DR — A 5 i i 2R A 9 AN RE HE B 119
Hext. HEEA B R — AP LSRR
e RIFRBH NS IR T e BZEFRAAEL. 1l LA
HEBIX TAF 4 Jaccard 29 i A8 & 1 22 0 A0 A
R /NI 22 St b RE /N T35 T F0 ¢ A7 SR — A bR
RO FATTAT LE £ 711 38 09 10 7 302 0 TR 4%
18 LA B 54 S DR RCR

4 FHENHAUEENR

4.1 ETFEEHNFHENHEULESS

TE X T A i op , FRATH A5 o e AR & R
Je 1 P A G AR DL B ) o B AT A L K 2R T Ik
AR met ) Bsf 2 R 50D J2 A 2% B8 7 A7 22 (] 1 It )
DAADZ2 K5 0 Ay 491] 33 288 5 96 T DA 280 Ml R S o 4 B
¥ B BT P52

Z R AT B AT 18 Jaccard AH 0L BE A9 1%
. LB AE AL EE eR B I 50 AT DA R B L FRATT e e
TEK TR EUNES. TN EAE G TR
JE— token. B E & — 1 g-gram. R J5 . Wi K FAT
R ARLRLUE BT LR & ATTx B 19 4 A 1) Jaccard Of
BT ATRATZ BT 16 (00 6 45 A 10 KL E 2 30 (1 4b
By 0] DL .
4.2 EFFFENHEUEES

FE XA 1), FRATT P R T AT H AR AL
RO FRAT 2 58 7 4% 1a] (4 W 7. LA 70 22 46 00 o 451 1 26 7
2] DU Rich 4% A A0 el sl i) R Bedb 22,

FHEIRATE A 1R T A A
4.2.1 BT g-gram WyJ7 ik

SCHRL2 I T FAF s B T o s
ARABLFE 3 35 5 AL UK IV g gram R 45 BB T 32 1)
AEARLBE 3% 42 FRATT AT LAGE A AT B9 Ak - S 0 R i 4
g CRT I K JE N ¢t X g+ 1) e B e 4 | 7
I AR 6% 2 i S [A]  (to  DEE ) ¢ gram

O RLEA IR, S A0 R RS AL E A R T R AE
FEFAF P L B



10 4] Mg BT - A R A S AR D) BE A 3D 1857

(B FRAE B 8 € (Count Filtering)) » )5 - 6 F T
R (F3vink S I s s g = ST o RS o N L
SRR

FH T K g 5 RS Y 2 R AL O B T ORI Y o
gram R UE . B A B IR R R FICA A ¢ gram,
A2 ANVERL Y g gram J2& 75 AT LA ) A S O W 7 5
MRL23 3 T IR 3 FASICICAY ¢ gram AU JE. 565
1 A it % 8 7E (X g+ D) - T8 Y ¢- gram By A7
Bkt — 2D K R FRATT R E B LA
(L<<tXq+1). TATA LA 22 fie /0 B 2 /0> G 58 1
EAfER X L ANonE R, R e, i L
NICE AR TS IBE L LnT LUIE B a0 2R
A B RE . E o HE S 0 — AR B S B
AT DASE B L. IR 45 R T g R B Y B ¢,
AT AT LR L AN JC 2 AR S w4 38 i B 4y
ELCKRATAE B B I /D0y Lm0 2 2 W 2
t+1 G R ERAE A RS E AT AR IR 4t s FRATT X A
PR T 28 I A e T 4 B P BRELSE BRI AE L+ 1,0 X
q+1]Z .

55 2 MR AR DR Y g gram {938 98 J7 125 2
TUAUT By EE: 2R — & 5 A B A L BE Y g-
gram, I 43X — X [6] N AR A AT BB AT 48 2 1Y) 4 5 45
P FRATAT A3 33 ) DX (8] P 7 ol 7 F A B RN
fia) 5t IR0 3% 7 ) A ¢ B RS KT 20
4.2.2 FEFARKOTFHMTE

SCHRL24 J42 1 T Winnowing Y 55 1 {H 42 B
J5 355 s K LG AR 9 2 B0 A vk (il an - SCiR(25-26 1)
XA B LA R R R b U RIRREAE Y
PRI Y g F L [ R 3 5 B T H R N AR R T
ARG ENKESEL, @S, Winnowing
AT DAGRUER I B P S5 FAF R P A T A KIEER T4 T
L AH ) o (R R e AT 2 ™ A6 A [) 9 R AE D
FI XA FE M 3l RS A R AR O L R AT
A LA Winnowing 2 3¢ +F 4 %5 R &5 19 AH 0L B2
i L.

F—FprE A AR K A A & VGRAM ™2,
L5 g gram J5 ik () — A [l 87 F & 2R K51 B
BREN q T8 BT F 5 REEE AR
O3 A B AR 2 T BRSO R A B HE S R AR K
AT 5 B0 75 75 B AT H S 20 114 152 B A3 HE 91 35 1 Bef
6] . I H e 0k 4 4 48 k. VGRAM J ¥k ik 58 1 %t
gram K JE B BRI & 2 3 BUK B TE] Guin » Qo | Z (7]
(AR5 7 1 vgram , KL R o B GE IOE r) f10 HE 51 36 4
FERY vgram. SCHR [28 82 T JL A 2k BROE Y
vgram [ 77 3%, SCHRL29 T4 0 T 6 FH 20 25 4 R 1Y

TR P A L B A R A SIS vgram
D) — DR B

AT — Bl 7 ¥k J& vehunk™ . H B AR AR S 8
FAF R E A E S )5 (RAE vehunko). IF9E iy
A 43 E 7R AR AT DL R X2 R O 7R g B 0 R
BRI A i AR IR 5 T BE 23 H0 B0 IR AR DL A HR
#J5 1 vehunk YA MR 502, SCRRE27 188 T
AR BB 3 57 PR A 3 7 L (Tail-restricted Dictionary)
SrEIR IR AT L RIE R R R S m e £
2 A~ vehunk. 7EM# A T AT S U8 ASVE ALY vehunk
1 2k 8 FN L B &F 5 vehunk 8933 3ELL 2 05, Fo il
AW SR GV Rl (e [e+1,20+10D.
4.2.3  FEFHEE Iy ke

— o B TR B ) SR G R B S Y R RO T
FEE W A5 5 1 g 0 /N T 55 T ¢ B BB AT R
AT BN P v ) 4 £ 57 Hash R 51, X
TR B R U AT 2z Ol QI 2 [
K. FastSS™ #2114 41 & 4 (- Deletion Neigh-
borhood) L&« BV I A I % A M 2ok ¢ 4> 4% Jr 4+
BN FAF BRSPS T 500 G 48 B 2 A |
t SRR TR - MR AR R A LR TR,
XA EMAWRBATE R OC Q1) I F 14
K/NTE K. FastSS FEFAF B 4 ¢ /NI 2 1 2 R
FEROUHIE e=1 W, 2 MEr). HIZREE ¢ i3
Jonn s G (] A2 (8] 52 2% B2 T DA 98 B b T SCRRES2 ]
T LI 2 0 30 B 7T R PE R A ER A 9
FAF ARy B IR RIE T A 3 b 2D — 1 1 4
WP AREE T 1. BT A AT R AT R
JE AT BB — A A RS 43 iR T ST —
FE O FE NVERS S FI A 45 SR F5 AR B 1 W R <0 4.

i FH e N0 i <08 i 45 1y 2 B D R 2 R T ol A IR
PP T e A R e A LR FRAT S B T — A i H T
FRRBR A B0 B . (1) FRATAS fu 14 4 A RN B 52 1
RV A AR KRS D5 (2) FAFEMK/NE 2
CRIO A1 1) 3 S ] R S A% B 1 A — L ] 3 R 45
2T Hamming BF g5 09 A0 0L RE 3% 42 . 4> 9 45
PRAE LR R — o B R (E R, BE AT AR Oy 13X
i AT T EE A2 CU QL) =0 Q") >
W E RN ALA.

AR, an SR FATT AT LIS/ £ B3 s AT AR A
A FRATAT LK ) B2 R0 2 1 & B (k>0 BDH
k— B B i ok AT AT AR R C k) A

©  EARm TS Wk 27].
@ 5 b o I G A — R AR VR A TN B



1858 it "

Bl

e 2011 4

L
&

4 2o 10 B AE BRI OO o A e A o 1 B
184 T PN 251 Ry A 1 4% 1 4R B 5008 12 o DG T 1 7
FFEf XA R Y IR B TR AR TR AR b
TR T LAARAS fie S5 1 25 L. 3R 7 vk 7 AR I
TEEEARA T S H koo ke RN MO (1 DL /b A
Xof IO ) R B DG JC 1 4% 0 Sk B b . SCBRE33 1448 1 7
Vb 64 7 A & EON T X HF c=3 3T Ham-
ming B B 12 10 10 LN S 805 8 1) 7 . XA T
e N AE SCHRC7 T b, ply 1 SCmR L7 4k 38 1) ) A8 2
HE— SARK W A BSOS T 4 4 R S 1 3 DT R
VL, DL B Jrik g i B2 RE T Cle— 1,0 FpR[H
NANOE B TR TR

DL 58 T — R AR Bl F-ATT AT DL 28
— 2K 43 AR il S B G R R AT S 1) R 43
m B M E DA — B ERX B F R EE 2 2
b=t/ BRIE  TRATAE B — B b R 4 4
2007 35 Xk & PartEnum B3EUY K RIA W)
s AEF o F o i T BUE s 5, BE PR gk %
6T ZB AT BT TR AR5 1 380 78 5L bR
W AY ¢ BNl S T TR S R BUS i i 75
SES

S e s AT DT T 4 6 B B 10 4 4 B A A
BE T WY RE B 00 % 4 09 O k. IRATDRE B A B A
H G B AT N ¢ gram AR AL WHRTE R — 457
FrEp g Z AR ¢ gram (BN ab) s FRATIE B A
B8 0 VR A B AT R AR (BN aby s ab, 55D 5 T
INHEMEANFE TR B H B GF R
PRI ¢ gram fE S —A4EJE L, I8 A A ¢ gram £ 5
3T LAFG Ak — > A ] i

EIR 4. PASTFAT R g B AN AT (.
() Wb HE S5 2 B AT I 1Y g-gram B2 5 X 0 (1) —
] i) Hamming B85 A H It g <2 BV,

BT » SCRRL7 B 1 A7 0 F f DRl 4 7 o 4 —
R AR REEE 2 E/NTFEF 1L NT X
Frgm IR BN T 5T ¢« R o0, SCERL7 IR R AN
R ) ¢ > 2 8 48 1 19 HE 31 (permutation) ; 76 4K IR X
— 4% T AT ER R A g R R AR R HE S B —
L rp e 45 5 R o — A5 A R A AR, T AT K
(NESET RS0 e e e
4.2.4 —AGE— I TR 7 150

DL b B A 7 B0 R LAUA &5 2 LR 0 8k HE 4
H FRATT (D Bl A5 B AR A A RRIE (R OF e
TMAZEED 5 (2) Ry & 0747 B A A FRAEE
(3) i 16 4 2 T 4 A 1) 4 F L 2 2 /0 LB AR
TEAE B8 777 | FRATAT LA YA, A LB Sk 4

w—A gk B E G T ¢ gram By 3L il
FH 1 5 AF {8 J& ¢-gram, A LLiEAE T(| S| —q+ 1,
Q| —¢+1.max([S],[Q[)—qg+1—qgxX0). MiffiH
THTB L B M FE T g gram M7, AT LLE AR
T(gXt+1,gXe+1, D). SCERL30 T4 H T X £
J7 15 1 Z) 1.

XA HE 28 87 it b 2 1] AN ) ik 1) 2 [) RS [
(52 2%, I Lok 0 57 2% 32 o 10 ¢ (8 A R 4. )
A G S FRATHE 5E 42 A1 7] 1) VT E A 08 B AF 2 5 T 4
R AR AL B AR ) — R B e= 0, I8 4, T
Hash (1251 77 3% v] LA V8 6 3 A 255 R E R
— ANFRAEAE AT DLIEAE T(1,1,1).

— A~ AR 1 0] R AR 2 AR R A A A R D
BER Z DA FEAEE. SCHER (30 JUE B T A b T B
tHIARAEAR L IR 45 T AN L o A B D A
WA -+ 1 PFRIEE. L E AR E — 4
FrE FERBT A B ¢ chunk (COR & B b 45 5k
5 BUAR AR 0 s AR K BE Sl ¢ W53 T 7E O3 —
S FEBUT A BY ¢ gram. B DLE BH B 4 G G 1
VEf Z W3R — 1~ ¢ chunk. &5 & /&L 58, AT LA
FHRTCH1. QI —( Q= /¢ —D+1. D
IndexChunk B ks & r(|S| — ((( | S| —z‘,)/q—‘ —
+1.t+1, D89 IndexGram B 3. X P E AL
TE4s R ZEE 0Tt 2 A 0y i 38 pe i H R 3y
AN [R] By Bsf ] 0 2 (8] R 9040 : IndexGram 5354
I EELH o+ 1 S5 HES 22, r L JH: 0 3 R
P X ESR BT A 1 ¢ gram TEBE RG] FHER
IR/ EER.
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Trie J&—Fp 47 80 10 176k 2 2 45 | 10 B0l 25
S e i A 3k L O FL g e A R 2 R
A2k 4 25 ], [ Ok i 48 46 52, Trie A RAAR 47 4
SCRESE T 4 B B 0 A O - Y O A ) AT R
SALEE RN L ET S0 AT A S 5 I B R
T84 20 5 B8 L MR A AT L B S AR TR AR SCRiRE36 ]
FI A Trie s 52 45 1 540 0L 25 3f) . SCik [35 A1 A
Trie R FEATHIRUE EH. T UL LR, Trie &
A T B 4 00 A ER R 1 1 L

B-Tree & — 3 F B+ W 104 BLAMNE 545
AR IR R 2 ML T OH — 1) 4 5 BE B9 19 A 0f) (BB
B A5 1)  top -k A1) A )7L OGB4 TR 2 3k
— oK R H HE S 4 G i AT 4 AT ] — B 4k
P A B DX TR 0 AT LA PR o A5 B A X JE] P 4

@ AU S s A (XOR) e 3 1l ) 17
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LR
501 BEHMMBEEZRNEXIE

LI 1 R DR 3 4 110 A 2 A R A R 5
JLHL15 25 8] (Euclidean Space) Hr () 45, 1 H.f# H 19
& 0o W R BT BR B, 3K A ) R T H PR A A3 (] 0
(Spatial Join). 7EAR4E =S 0] 1) TAFE 3 2 A PG EF F
¥ (Plane Sweeping) | %5 [H] ¥ 75 #l £k (Space Fill-
ing Curve) & T — Fl s T R-tree LA K 73016 19 7
e BHARM A @A AT DL S R W — A2
WU R SCERCA7 125 58 TR GPU Ry @ IR AT 1
AL R S PR Y A TR B . 2 A ) rh o 4
B R I s ) e — AR E Y 1) . — 7 Tt A
HHEFE K ME (Curse of Dimensionality) , %5 — J7 T &2
PR Sy e 4 2 8] p A PERE L S 1) R 51 BUA 1Y 7 ik
F LI T A AR 4. filn, SCERC48-50].

A — 86 TAE & A B 7 25 1) (Metric Space) H?
HEATARARLEE 3% H. 0 G o P s D A R ]
Bl 43 IR 1 SR

TEAR & AT A5 5 b A UL A AR AL IS B 2 o
FEAT AN R A 20l e i 3] I L R 7 255 ) s o 4 5 i)
b BB AT B AR AL B A R R B Oy . R
Y 32 2% AT A1 A 1) A fRL B oK KR, 91 40 AH 22 AN
H S UL Rl & SCERC8 178 JER DX kucss S $EHY T
FAXS B B R AE A A7 1 U8 19 Hash 7 25005, XC
BRCSA 82 T o5 — Fh 3L F Hash #1514 3% £ 54
i SCERESS 48 8 1 B HE R 51 5k SCHF M A Ry
25 BOH LS Y i .

5.2 EMMMECEE NG E

TESTHR A A7 R R R ABL 32 A 90 4 1t 30 0L A 7Y
J5 s Horp B A AR IR Y 2 47 ¥ URE Hash(Locality
Sensitive Hash, LSH)"™" . 25 & — A~ 1L o6 %L, X
KITHE R G G 808 T 80O A U — %
AEAR » 3 ATTAS 5 Xof A AF 38 5 A0F AR 1) 6 G 64T 9 k. 3
IR LA LSH Y RHAE B PF 4 7 — = AE B R 5
A TR Y B A B, AT AR B bR A 0h) R ) H Y
AT I R DL b 20 TR A B AT DL RAIE B S R
B — A FH P 0 A3 [l R A B e

(1) X%} Jaccard Kt , A 1 LSH J5 3 /& min-
hash™* Jz H:gk # o-bit min-hashing™"].

(2) %t Cosine P ©, FeA ) LSH J5 % 2 sim-

hash,

(3) Xy Hamming > §id, B A LSH J5 % 2
random projection,

Xof LB AR ARLRE B S o A S5 LSH ek &SR]
PLZ: WL SCHRL60].
5.3 HEMBEBEEX

SR H I (Named Entity Recognition, NER)
ST A EEM N A A F AR AR
AR R A TR £ T TR A A S
1 AT AR B B A R T R 7 M v A SR Y
T SRR AR A R e 2 RN T 3] i SCA A
FMSCA BRI 19 Bl SCRES .61 18 T Jac-
card 20T SR, SCER(32,62 1% 18 T iR IE
BEARCT S AR . SCHRL7 125 Y n) AT L) A AR
ML AR — R [ A S AR AR 1 O

Top-k AHALLRE 75 #0076 3 26 fy F A, 3R AT AT
AE JC 2k T 5 1507 AH B2 ok B Y B MEL. BR T E H s
A ] B B AE LA Ak s AT AT LA top-k AR BLEE 5
I BR8] g AHBLAY & b 25 2R, SCHRL63 ] S 35 4k T
Jaccard [ top-k 21, & ] T F 45K 3 1y LAY,
2y 25 U RO ALLEE Y AR O ELER T B Ik R A A
50 10 e e 2 R 7 A A HE R 5 LA R T R B R Al
MR, SCHRE37 42 1 Be~tree W] LLAT 850 Hb 32§
Fe T IR ES 1Y top-k £,

Map-Reduce | % A7 L EE 28 #9°°. DL F A R
T P8R AR A 9 B DR A AR B A R | R
PAF H 2 B0 T 3 R B AR R B G X 2 i 1S
ENTARETE AL Lz fT. % T 2T Map-Reduce 1
oA A e i O T P R AT )
LU ] Map-Reduce i HE 42 3k 3245 R B 46 1 40 2L
JE A IR LI RS TR R TSR T A X R 2
(] P4 R B2 B A 1o Py BR D) SCHR (64 - 65 JHBBF
T A BRI B0 IR BB RR Y — S 0k i A% A
f#13)] Map-Reduce HEZE .
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6.2 1HINEE G R 77 A B B A0

i BT AR X T 55 R A R A AR AL
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B R Trie Sk — 20 52 i BUA 19 U7 25 1 808
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that are modeled as sets or strings. Apart from surveying and
categorizing representative work in this area, the main con-
tribution is perhaps our own analyses on pros and cons of ex-
isting methods and their relationships. Finally, we give a list
of future research directions.
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