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Study on String — based Matching of Information Integration
Sun Haixia Cheng Ying

( Department of Information Management, Nanjing University, Nanjing 210093, China)

[ Abstract)

Matching is one of the most important techniques of information integration. In this paper, string —

based matching algorithms, mainly distance — based, token — based and the N — gram are elucidated. The deficiencies

and research directions are also outlined.
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