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Theory of Conditional Functional Dependencies and its Application for Improving Data Quality
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Abstract

The theory of conditional functional dependencies was introduced and its application for improving data quali-

ty was discussed. Firstly, conditional functional dependencies (CFDs) were defined and a set of sound and complete in-

ference rules for CFDs were proposed;and dependency propagation was studied to find CFDs holding on views. Second-

ly, the consistency and implication problems for CFDs were analyzed. Then SQL techniques were proposed to detect data

inconsistency in relational database, Finally, extensions of CFDs were discussed.

Keywords Data quality, Data cleaning, Conditional functional dependencies, Inference rule, Dependency propagation,

Consistency, Implication

IR E IR E B AL R E B RIAZL R BRI D3R
AR T BT EE AR AR . DR 0T 4R S 088 B & (data quali-
ty)—HEFERFAM T R AR REE. R CEE
MEHEASE  (data integration) FIEHEF Uk (data cleaning) 1/
BRI B R .

BIBENFARBA R A RRBIRFE A EE. BB %
— RO L I 1) P P SRR B R e R B O BE I . TR
WP R 2 TR E BT il iy nh € |,
HE P HER LR REBERERE LA,
BB R B 0k R E AR BB (dirty data)” (A1, K T
FH O TEHEE R A7 8 1 S5 RS — B, DT 42 18 08 R
ERBRAA BB REARAFET KEWR . RE T ER
AP A ol B & 30 F (approximate duplicates)™™ | 45 # w28
(structural conflicts) P53k ,{HEH Xt SCBR B FER R BRZ AT
ZHEBWRGEMIS R KEWBIEFRI/ERAELIAT
BURE 8 R HRF T T SRR E BRI LR
4% T B (ETL, extraction, transformation, loading) 3% j& R =
AR BRI LERE S

1 HIRE=

HHEAKH (data dependency) i X T 56 2 Bd & J& 4k A] BY
R FR , RIS B0 ) P 7E R R TE R B P B SR

FES H#7:2009-01-20  &4E F#9:2009-05-13

e, fEABIBEEEERZ — WIS ECAERIRENTE
R ERER AR B EEHRS T ERE TR
BREMERC,

SR » RIF BRI AR IR TR 2R T s 07 UE B 77 B 3088 19 B
B, ) QAR FE P A AR AN AR I 58 B M 24 SRR 8 AR 1 U %
. BUEERNTRD . BUER B £ FHWEEE, EF N
BE 259 BB BAREE . N RIS 2,

TR REN AT E X B AHEATREEE, %
S0 B O B (N R BUR D I B BB RIME LR R, A
— B LB RB XN R, B AR BE
(constraint repain) H R E B IR FROTE, BAGLKBIBEK
#RW E X FHEXBERE R, BT R L6 R R EE R
BREEELEE RS . FHAAARESEE T XA,

FHEFEEATNE S EBEED?, NI EERE
Bis i ¥4 e £ 2 53 X & (CC, AC, PN, NM, STR, CT,
ZID R P58 dnE 1 Bish, 4 CC, AC, PN, NM,
STR,CT,ZIP 43 5B AEFAG X AE  AESE B E.
HIE AT R . B SO R R B R UK R -

f1:[CC,AC,PN]—~[STR,CT, ZIP]

f»:[CC,ACT~[CT]
Hf, A 2 XAAHABERAE X ABMEESHFER
BI% e S B A M R A A T AR BUR R B, f:

AT EFE B AR EES (70701038 F1 70771109) BB,

AR (1979—) , &, I EBFn 4 . T EMRGCAE BB  BEEE IS 5 5 A H R , E-mail: smilelifel979@163. com; I #HB(1962—), B, &

8B, HLAESIm, TERASENERER R,

« 115 -



SCEE MR E RN X AR E B % D R W E A R
MR B FRF B QSRR LR sk BB R 1 BT & B3
B 2BHBE -SSR, AMBLLE, YERAGE
“44”(FEDRS, ZIP E T STR, MAZERFAMFFELE R
FIRHRB ARES . AR 1 MBR 3 R/ILR 6540t RIHEX
ZAH, R A7 RS IR B 5 0 3R A5 G0 RO SR ARG T 1
*.

£1 EFRKBER BRI

cC AC PN NM STR CT ZIP

01 908 11111111 Mike Tree Ave. NYC 07974
01 212 2222222 Joe Elm Str. NYC 01202
44 131 3333333 Ian High St. EDI EH4 1DT
44 131 4444444 Rick Princess St. EDI EH4 1DT

44 131 5555555 Ben Royal Mile EDI EH4 1DT

ERARAT AR A TR

&, :[CC=44,ZIP]~[STR]

@ E X YH“CC=44"1F,ZIP thE STR,“CC=44"H R T
XEARBILEIFE. B, 0 EHTEERE S, X
BRI B BT RN — B EEH

FEL B XHNARFERLEREPLRTE. LR
b 5 TR BRGE T $r 88, T 55 Ah— e il SR ARttt s -4
FHERAREBARE T K ABEER, B
HR WA AR T, XA FN T E AW L2
K ER—BA AR ER AR PEE T RN EER
KBRS BAR BRI, XX — [, 230 H IR
Rl T RAKBERD , EE o 9 R R R R HAE
RS R SR T8 L RSL AT P T 4080 B0 AR
— B, PR R RS T RIEE . B BE
AU MBI T B X B BRAE SR A BRI SR B,
BURRKB B AR MA L. AXAREBER 2 M H
WM R B BB R TAE , DM IEA B 35 — 07 1) Y
REEFBFF .

2 SFURYEBIEL

Bt e B 50 5 IR BB 2 — B ] X 4 — Bt il AT
B, BT CRE 8 — B, b TRWBELFIERHR
— Bk, RARBEIS S8 2 X A b Bk B HAE SCHIDE IR
X T W RARKIERBIR KRR, LOARFEENERER
— BB i B SR AR BT AR T S, DT R R 14 2R

BUkBiE R EIEEE.
2.1 BEX#EE
BN W EAARBKEODT (R R LR &G R
#%#: (CFD, Conditional Functional Dependency)® XK (R,
XY, Tp) 9&‘#’:
(DX, YE€attr(R) ;attr(R)FiR R MBHES;
(XY FHRA © B R PR 5

T, e XERHE XUY LHER 4 (pattern tab-
leaw) , B T HRMERITTH 1, MR, 3T XUY FRENBEH
A KT ¢, EXLT A BBUE ¢, [A]H5E U Dom (A) Hh
BFEANEW o RECRME O FER.

HEXA I, T, BBt A ZHBUE ¢, [AJRET
B A BB AL B & TR B R @ RS
HK#HR:[CC,ZIP]+STR, (44, _{ ),
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5 ., BRI 544 RBUK B RS 51 , B RBUKBIR ¢,
AT BHEBEI N ¢ &R ERE . IRARER, T X
BIRR: XA, 1, TR EHREUREL B R (R XY, T,
PATE thnt i A L R— AR (R: X—~A, ) WS M B 5
HERERE, Kt AcY He, €T, . IREHE A RS E R
FeAF REUK B ZE T AT W4 B AL 1 Ae TR,

EX 20EED™) 3t FEdE A MBUE nopom 5 B
BCRIE m=n & o PREFE  Hyp < £5R.

EBX3FXRPOM HFER pop R p=p="d
HE = _" <.

U FE R X BB T R M E S YR, TR TH
WA SR T AR A E R T AHEFNEEREREHF
FEXRIRR, FRAS ST BERMER KRR, T
¥ BEITH 2 |, (44, EH4 1THDY< (44, ),

EX AEMHREREE SO MTFEXEXERLE
I R EUR T @= (R. X—~A,t,) , IR LH T PEBEFEA
T £ 2, BRI R ULTF &4 0 [X] = {X]x 23 [Xl A
[Al=tlAlx t,[ALBRAFK I Wi @.ictE T O,

FEHA, KA RPUKE O WBERTTH 1, IETHE ©
FIBIEITH &t BB, 1 a1 [(X]=n[X].M( 4[A]=
t[AL, Hb) n[A] < t,[Al., HH, @QPITTIRAR B
FEIE SC, (D) PRIEBHE T A S T BUE — B, M2
RS E RIS SUHXEE. AR TEREEXTHNE
SRR BE T B RLSE, B R SR BRI
2.2 #HEHMME

ndfar SERR— R BRI A A BB AL R BER KBRS M — 4
BEEMRRE, ARNABRGETLLES T E B XS0
FRI (inference rules) 3% 33518 1 25 & (logical implication) 5 #F
SIER W FRABEE RSN R RS AR EBATEE
HAEERX.,

Armstrong 22T R Y0k 2 X MR SR H I A B Ak, R IERA
BB MEEES X R HEREAGNESEKE. B
FHAEFTA 0 B0 K AR BB 2 H AL, 20 #% AR (join depen-
dencies) R A XM M A B AL

EEI) EAUHREKBGEETEARSHNBERR
£,

A BB R 4 S RX Armstrong AH RS
¥R EHEL T AN,

FDL:#& X A —BHEHAE€ X, MH (R: X—>A,1,), H
tht,[Ar]=1t,[Ar]=‘a’,a € Dom(A), K& t,[AL =1,
[Ar]= ‘",

FD2. ZH (D Vi, €[1,k], (R: X—A t)DWE t[X]=
tj[X]; (2) (R:[A1,-, A ]—=B,2,); B (1, [A ], e
[AD <@ A, AD WA R:X—>B,t, ), 7 ¢, [ X]=
u[X13#H ¢,'[B]= 1, [B].

FD3.ZH& (R:[X,B]—=A,t,), &% ¢,[B]= ‘_",t,[A]
AEELME (R XA, lp/)’ﬁq:' tp,[XU {A}])= [ XU
{A}],

FD4.ZH (D Vi€[1,£],3 i (R:[X,B]~A,%),(2)Dom
B ={bis = stirsbur1s b} AXH 1€ [1, k]85 (3, B=
OOEIHER,(DV i, j€[1L,6],u[X]= [ X],.[B]l=b W%
S HR:X,Bl>A,t,) , Kb ,[B]= “_’,t,[ XU{A}]= &



[XU{A}].

FD1 Fit FD2 4} B2 %t Armstrong ABERZH H KR (re-
flexivity) FiMf& %8 (transitivity) M8 &, FD1 & X T ¥ ALK
F A RBUKEE; FD2 ALE T IR — R4 BRI AT E
HAETH K ERBEKBENARBEEES, HZBHA
FETTH P RUE 54 5 & T EER T X R T LI
&3 FD3 ULEA X — ™44 ok BUK i 9 G 50 IR LR
WA, MR EARFAEENBHRENMEEE, W ERE
BB A ELWBEREY N B BAERX BT
N FiX SRR TUAR B, 0T LA WS , AT S 187 4k 2 1k B K it
RAET RHE; FD4 156 0 4 2R 5% A eR SRR 19 34 R PR BUEL
A PR (finite domain) , B AP Z B EE RS T HE
ASBR{E X B A1 R BUR R B — S R BRI S S
WAz BHEAEERTTE P BUE R BB B X B i 5% 4 R
BURBKARYE = B8, TR T R Z BT R BUE.
2.3 FHABKRBERE

ME (View) ZHE A HE L BEEEE W41 B8R
BTV A) BRE R B A O 3, S S IR B A S M L R AL A
HPPWELSHAEER L. HEHIETE LR HRER
BUEE X, ##i1% 3% (dependency propagation problem) fiff
FEBHE TR 4 368 A A0 P R A G B AR AR O T R A
Hi. HALEXETHELNEEY,

E X SURBERBRIED ™ A BIRERENRBES
S, HE VNV B ©, KBS E XK o REE I M
2V K. ICE 3 E v, BISEFEEE IR R AT B L4
LR IES,MVDE®.

WS EMENE ZRE SUEE SUEF X, SIAR
(conjunctive query) B—HKEARMAWMET , RHMEREN
EEOERM, B EFTBEIHEAREN. BT EE(se
lection, S) ## (projection, P) #I{f ¥ /R # (cross-product, C)
Pt 5 SPC &), HARMEIE AN nv (or (R X+ XR.)),
B o BARBERE Y RBREREWBHES « EREER
6. F MR BERI &R Ry X -« X R, Binn MREAMEHFR
B, AP E.=or (Ry X+ XR,),

B2 R BEEBER WEMAR BERC
(Rys+sR) R4 & FEME E, BRI iEfE Sk up(®), K
F o R R X XROFEBUNERS.

5 T HRRR, ISR NG W R RTEBUMGR 82 1E , BUR TR B
FI BRI SR TEAR B ST .

B 30

(DINR A=BE F, AR AFLET LI 54 REPURE A ©=
(A—=B,(x | 2));

(DR A="“a’ € F, ]2 H B % B i 544 bR BB R
O=(A—A,( _|a)).

ETE 3 UL T IEEREN S ERMKBENER. 5
W, %4 A=BFErUBEPEETH: BHBLEA BHETR
¥ B, BINR ([Al=z, W ALRA ([ Bl=z, BB (D ; &4
A= FRUEPFEETAH c BHR ([A]=a, BIER (2.

A AERBREEENKHEES S AB VAV
LA ©, IR @ RTFIBERZ—.

(HO=(A—>B,(z | x)),Fm A=B;

(DO=A>A,( _| ), RN A="‘a";HHE

P=(X—A,(_ | a)),
H,A€Y,BEY A XCY, M4 SFvd HAMNE Sk u®.

SEH 4 RPAGZ R ERWE £ AR © g R
MRELIESERENRERS Y A EEM E, 0 R 3
BB V BRI B0 © 72 KRR BB AR 2 X
R b AL

3 MBS

BRI RO AT PO E o, § RO FRIER E
H—AKE A SR -0, PN BIAREARTE. Eiki
i b2 T MBI R E G, 7T UGB S 2 A0 SR K
HWEESTHERTUR R, AT BHIEH U E. XBE
B B BOHR WO 4 B AR [ R, BB AR A — B
HEHERE,

3.1 —EEEE

EX 6(—BEHEEE™ B KE NS ER
i (the consistency problem) &5 % £ — 4 BB & #i , K7 2
BREHBEZESNESRIEL.

AERLHE , S RBURE A — B A E R E RS E—4
FFRBURE HIME S FEREREaMIESBIRE.

SR 4 R BUR R — BN I A TR & FR 4
—EFEREZEANESEIER. BR—4HREIKEBER
— 5, (B 54 R BRI BN ITH SR 5 T 78 SO R B 3K
#, AR =OCH B E R YEBUE P BEFFE T8 , AT 2 EAT BE
AAETEW R AR LB, B H— B A E m R IR L.

EE SN F4RBUKBI— B M E & NP-complete
] %% .

SWAT AR, REREKENA—BRSHABEH
BUE N 3 BB B 4R A RBUR I = 4=, I (R: B—~A, (_,a)),
(R:B—~A, (_,0)ZA—BU, H AR R BEA ] fE R
BTEER a X b, BTl —H KA BEKBN —BHEENn TE
FRAL& M T IR 1 LA D 3 B0 S 1 RBUR B F R I — B
.

EE M MTEM FEMNXER, FMREUKEK—
Pe¥E 2 PTIME [555.

3.2 EEEAE

EX 7ESHERE K2 & 3 2 7] B (the
implication problem) 23§ %4 & —HEIEK#E = 11— K FIIK
i @, HWTES = REHESY ©,10E Sk o, i TR EH
LR IES, A IED,

ARRE b A RER B S A E M RIS 45 E —H &
P RBARE A — A R BURE HITZE G R BAETEK

2 R B

EHE 7 R REURE I Z & H)E R & coNP-com-
plete #J.

80 X TR HEHRR R BB A S

F)5E & PTIME [A]34.

BRERIFH T &M REUKBZ & X € R, E
B 7 R 30 E T R B, BRET SR R R Y — 3K
HMEEEEZTX B HER .

EX 8(AHRBURBIRR/NER ™ AEXRR L
B B — 8 4 R BUKHE =, S A% /)8 35 (minimal cover)
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S Wi R LU 2545

(D3, =3;

P 35 W CS B3 ESs

T = PAE RS BBERBI(R: X—=A,8,) , 5 FHP
AEERRHN (R: X A, 5, [XAD M &M BBUIK B 5
XX,

158 SCAT I, , — 20 AR AR R BUR A S B9RR/INE 3 S WO JT
5 3 EMh  AFES. METERAS S B S 508N
R BRI R R FLE , A TTARN A Y.

SEERRE A AT A 2 A T B BB B R R K
RBIRTUA B Y, St T B R & TR S TR T8
BB — A &4 R BRI R /NE =, A T RE IR F K

4 SFURBELEREERDAONEA

BEEGE AT ERNAR BB, B EX R RALH
T AR ERST W —H F A REURE S, TERI T PAHE =
P & R BB — BB . B R
SUVFSEE B 1 YRR B BRUE, T DA FE b ST Y AR 4 IR BRI
BRETTHELEER. FEARHERLIET R RHK
HEBOEA—B R . T R B SR
e R B AN — BB
4.1 BEFEH4EHEEERNF-HHE

M FEE S PEERMGREIKE 0=®R: X~>A,T,),
B T FE R T REBR o .

DX OHFETBBUBEN R EEERN [ PRT
AT ¢, SR ICH ¢, BYZETRICELE A FREDAS UL B2 , 53 2%
B TCLH IR @;

(DY o WERBHRIE Y _ 6t &2# T FREFEN
F X BEBEMSHEYS O EATTH AT ICE B4 A
FayTnd, BINE I hHEELF O WX THREA RN E
R EBGIHREEBEH AR, 84 A B R BUE B
RATF 1, X ELHRBEBHIRT ©.

4.2 WRAEN

PAREEH, AL R MR EHiCR, £518 1
BAAEAL, TR B R — Bk & A 1k, B TR S
G BEE R — 3.

BARRM A 1 TR sk DA E 5 S 2 F—
H,HAFITRSEE AR TSBEARLELHE
T, NECRATHHERA T ERMNERFS RN —
O,

4.2.1 RER—HZEL

XK #& R BTV R, 3 F B4 KM R BURE ©, 8T 5%
G R ITTA IR A R B S: © 18 BLBIARIE 5 B B R A6 /R
TE., MEETATREE O. BB L THNW FRIRE R
L&BNR o,

4.2.2 S EH

NIRRT T ¢ B B R B R4k
BT R SRR ¢ SRR S B ¢ DG B B £ 4R (R
X=A, TOMREEN —BHRERETL WREHFRE
A BB , X F B E R 0.

4.2.3 RAHEAEH
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MIEEREEBAGTNICR 0, BATERIZIRE
BT FAFREBURE, R TBERN t HIBARTIED
ARE—-BAER . Br R R BRI 48 3
B BT A RR, IR ARIEF R 0; KK
R R B AR REKE ©.# ¢ 5 o AT EHBUE
VS ECfH E A R A TTA A 3Rt B B, I R iR
BRCFBRA LBREGN  SEEEETE A THARBHFE
A—B0 MRMBIRETRERE (Y ¢ 3T © £FEHE
HHR%SHYS © KA, EHHR © HAMBHERENAR, 1R
N £ 5 BRI FEYIRE D 1,

SRR R OB R B e A R R A T S
k.

HEIB AU BBUREEBL X HIE - BENER R
B, %8 SCT IOE FRAH 56 B0 TE B 50 B, T DU U B4R Jo ke
BHIA—BtE . R eR BRI T 58 € MR BER E B 7E
1B B, 38 o N R A R B8 A R T L R R B AR —
e, — BRI AR R N R EEAE B TRE AN
BRUEB R, N B L RBEA BRI | B E Bt
ARHAT TR T HRE,

S R BRI B FL R B IEAE A B FF Y sk T
TR X R BHBUEFE X F B 5 (disjunction) BN % F 3L
HR{H (inequality) % 3F EH B L B T ¥ R my &4 R Bk
#i (eCFDs, extended Conditional Functional Dependencies) , i
HRZBAMEMIFRSBELEREM, BLREHA
BIBEE . S R UMK 2 T R R B SE 3 I BRI AR 2R RS
WU RRREOE R RO P RIFEEIEA.
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