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Entity Resolution
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Solutions:  {rys, I} or {ry,}

Undesirable:

{ry, 2}
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Why not simply extend match func.?
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Algorithm
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Resolving Inconsistencies
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Precision and Recall
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Runtime
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Negative Rules Summary

Negative Rules can improve the precision
and recall of Entity Resolution

Entity Resolution with Negative Rules Is
very expensive and should be used within

buckets after blocking
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Evolving Rules
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ER In the InfolLab

Generic ER
Confidences
Distributed ER
Negative Rules
Evolving Rules
Blocking
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