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Abstract: In order to overcome the disadvantages of the Levenshtein distance algorithm
for long text and large-scale matching, we propose an early termination strategy for the
Levenshtein distance algorithm. Firstly, according to the intrinsic relationship between
elements in the Levenshtein distance matrix, we sum up a recurrence relation. Based on
this relation, an early termination strategy is proposed to determine early-on whether
two texts satisfy the predefined similarity threshold. Through several tests on different
subjects, it is demonstrated that the early termination strategy can significantly reduce
calculation time.
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e i, L R RIS AN, R e ARG H H 288 2, 45 B AT L AR A oRARK
(IR, DRI, 1 DRAIE U e 0y i, R et X 2 1 520 vy EATMALLEE H At e 4510 B

U3

AL H 0 T BERBUE AR SO, BT I TE S A s ABLRE 1) VR 2 B 55 P 0 PR R A 11
ANIF, AP ARG D 3 Bk B AR ik BTG ORI A TR SUAHBLK
Jiid, LARERAIX 3 T i 2 R Ay 03 U 5 8l R SO R X ITE T, B H R
IR A AR ) T A, OO KRG, DR AR SR A 6T AR AU v 557 vk R 4 e
AN RO RFABLISE . i ARV o S50 3 S A T i e B 25 1) T S5 R R T AR 1)
FEGE VAR o g BN ), VRS VEARR . A SO AN H B
ANTAF R, LTS 2 A4 S R 2 S G M i 2 AN AR R AR BASL SRR [7] e
SR, S T SE ORI L, SR [8] M1 4™ AT e A, S v T SE MRS I, AR
SCHR [7) ANSCHR [8] # e i T SIA KRS HERE, (H [ It A% hn 17 75

A3 HT Levenshtein B EHTFE LR TN AESC R, $EH— BlPE AT £ 1L AU Hems, w]
T 2 05 B 2 T AL TROBE B, IR 1 D0 A SR T RS H DL, AR SC I 32 kA
TR IFUE T P, IR € BE 1 St 7 R A 28 kM vH SO AL SR i Sems ANCRT LA
RV 4 5 A% £ A ANARALL, 3 ] AR P 9 74 ER 2 A AR, O EHLSEEL T IR AT R P i
VUpdd e, it KRS, WAKEE SRR W] ARG IZIUA AT 045 R 5 R SE AT (1 45
FARTR], LA 2 gl > o S ).

R REER W 5 1 %A 24 R Levenshtein 5035 IAH OGP 2% 55 2 4742 H xR
Levenshtein HI AL, FE A HE0E (1 BE 1@ UE B, LUK N (1 I 1) B2 2% 2 (1) 0 s o5 3 19
2 AE SR T R R A P 1 B R I A SR, LR SR DA BT AIE A i 11 i 4 505 A Ak BEAH (] 5
P TIOR3 4 R4

1 Levenshtein % & 4~

1.1 Levenshtein Jb & 3 7 B 48

Levenshtein P 2 X FRgm$HPE 25, 1 Mk 5 R % Viadimir Levenshtein T~ 1965 44 9],
RMIRFFF o S Bl HbR 7 B T b 35 BT 2 /D AR B S 8 IR IH k45 1001,
X3 A B SR B e SO PIAN 24 R I gn i PR 2. AR, g IE Bk RIS
AF H TR AH DR ek vy
1.2 Levenshtein 8 & & &

WH2MNARFR SHT, Hp S = 51508, T = titg - t, (ANRK—RHETE n > m).
Horfrs,, t; 2 S M T S S 5. @5r AT S 5 T (m+1) x (n+ 1) R
FE LD(BRIN LD HBEIRE—AT XN S I — AT bR, B0 T 19— FA5), #%(1)HR
KB LD (R FEGF W RR S sl s o as ) 1.

i, J=0,
J, =0,
dij = di—1,j-1 + aij, (1)
min ¢ d; i1 + 1, 1>0,7 >0,
di—1,; + 1,
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FEBE LD (g 1) x (1) B AT FFAITCER di,n B TR H S FIFATHE T 2101 Levenshtein
PR, TIRR AR EE B, WO Id, RN TR S AL BN AT B T BT A de 2D G AR R AR DR

MRAEG LR 1d, 58 XT7ATE S 57T 8 T AL,
ld

Sim:l—m. (2)

X)) m, n 35K S AT L. Sim (EBOR, ZoRPIAF5F hAHBURE B S, B4R, 1d 8k
/N, Sim AEBRCR, PSR H BB
PL S=“ABCD”, T=“EABC” 25, ##5X (1) v n 35 1.

F1 FHBSETHEEERER
Tab. 1 Distance matrix of strings S and T

Null A B c D
Null 0 1 2 3 4
E 1 1 2 3 4
A 2 1 2 3 4
B 3 2 1 2 3
c 4 3 2 1 2
MR TATH, dya =2, B 1d = 2. 85K, FAFHR S Flsle w47t T 75 24T 2 B AT

ﬁwﬁﬁUhﬁsm_l—Z_rm%ﬁﬁ FFef S 5 T BIAMLEZEZ R 50%.
2 Levenshtein & 44 % R
2.1 %y %5 BE B 48 [ AFAE 24T 5 A
R 1. Q%T%ﬂ dmn%?w S =518y 8, 5T =tity---t, ¥ LD I,
Kk, Vi gy 1 <m,1<j<n,di; RKon K S1 = 5150 ---8; 5T = tito- o1y H 9w 4RI
Nk 2 4 M4 f‘ﬂ?ﬁ%ﬂ%ﬁﬁT.

* 2 d;MLDEBEKETEEX
Tab. 1 Meaning of d; ; in LD distance matrix

Null t1 ce tj s tn
Null 0 1 . j . n
S1 1
S; ) d;,j
Sm m dm,n

WRIER 1R, diy = IR TARASEGMEEEN 1, dop = 2 LN THF
HCAB” 5 “EA” fgniR a2, 2, i SR I A,

Via 0 g 1< m, dm,n 2 dmfi,nfi-
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FRE A EREE, SR E B
FE1 Vi,j,0<i<m,0<j<n,dig1j41 = dij, THROL.
WERR W

diyj = X;di+11j+1 = Y;di+1)j =Z.

S1=s182---8;3T1 =tito---tj;8 =51+ 8841 = S18i41;T2 =t - - ttj1 = Titjqr.

MRAEX () ATH, digrj1 FES dig, digrg, A di o MR, SUFAELLR 3 FlAT RE.

OF di; WEB/MEFd; j = div1,; B dij = di ji1, WK d;; KE/ME)

MRPE ()T a5 BUE AT, 45 si01 = o1, W digr ju1 = X =dij, RZ dip1,j+1 = X+1.
WY d; B AMER, dic o1 > di .

@4 dit1,; AEME (dig1,; < dij)

ESps) div1,5 < d;j, AT HEH LR g5 18

3k, 0 < k <i+4 1,848, = sp - - - sisip1 N Th KI5 (3)

JRZAN—FE AL

A SAUEVEUE B IZ RGOl A AFEAE Sy & Ty W78, W Ty P E EAMFAE si41. Pl
SN i1 Ja, T REEHEN sip1, BORE ¢ 1B 008 si41 A BRI So, WM divr; =dij+1, 5
di)j > di+1,j FE%E, ﬁ&%i@(?))ﬁij

it SR L, B EIRB)RE AL, digq; < di; A EBAL. BN 2 1 dyp = 2, RDKE
Ty =“E" ¥ S, =“AB” /Dl EPTIR G AR B AT, (HE 20 Ty N “A” 25 AR L 4510 i) 2
S, AF g = 2 = dyo, HZEH(3)BL IR REI diy o, < dy, HHO.

P div1,; <d;; E/Ej, Brdd A Si+1 ﬂ:%\ﬁﬁ/ﬁ?ﬁﬁﬂ?%ﬁ%

sipLfE Sy BN Ty B GiARR R — (@)

BIURER 1, daop = 2, #7445 T1 =“EA" ¥4 8S, =“AB" HPIMEHIE, PRIk s
G BT P IR AR . 2 Rl AE Ty BRI B 1R85 “E7 Bk, 58 —Flodf Ty AT
FFBEMEN S

T IINCBY Z )G, RIGERIN “B” 152 Ty ek Sy P Mg dE 2 —. IrCUBns
INEY B ST 2 T 98D T — A I s (R i AR, ¥ dajo = dg 2 + 1.

KL, AT s AW Sit1 (V%E%ﬁ:(ﬁl)ﬁj’, A fiefl dit1,5 < d;. HHT S REA—AF
R, TBA diyq j Rl d, ; D>— IR ERAE, W d; j = digq,j + 1.

R*E%iﬁ(l)ﬂ’ﬂl, i di j+1 y‘J%’J\{E, i dit1,j+1 = dij+1 + 1, AT LA dit1,j+1 = di ;. .[H:,
W gy s WEMEH R disy e > di.

@ 4 d; jr1 AEME (dij1 < dij)

dijr 5 dij WRR, 5 digr; M d; j WOCRARL, SOERH R 55 Rl 68, BT LA digq j11 2>
diy W

i LAl 3 AT, UEME R 1 & RAL. GEER.

4 (i =m,j = n), XEEH 1 BEAT LR T 1175

dm,n 2 dm—l,n—l 2 o 2 dl,n—m—i—l- (5)
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22 WHRBEEHE LS TH
AR 2K (5) B HESC AR 2T PG WA 21 4 3.

F 3 BHEXREANE LD %KX

Tab. 3 Recursive relation in LD distance matrix

Null t1 T tn—m—1 co tn—1 tn
Null 0 1 n—m—1 n—1 n
s1 1 d1,n—m—1
Sm—1 m—1 dmfl,nfl
Sm m dm,n

HU 3, TR LE I T4,
Vi,0 < i <y dnn > dyeg BT (6)

Rt 7675 Levenshtein 025 FE Y, Jo<icm, M1 dp—in—i > a, W dp, > o THK
3. AEFRAE RS T 2(6) 5N T Yocicoms dmn = dm—in—i + 1. KL 35 30,0 <i < m, i
dm—in—i < a—(m—1i), Wdy,, <aE.

TEA H VLR, 05 A -7 & AL, 75 R PS4 o B ARBLBE ¥ € — AN BIE Sim.
DAL A PR A H ARRL, U Dh i /2 T

1-— 2% > Sim. (7)

fai bR (7) AT R,
n(1 — Sim) > ld = dpn. (8)
Zitra(6) Fat(8), #HHH W T,
3i,0 < i < m A dp—in—i > n(1 — Sim), W dpp, > n(1 — Sim) HBEL. (9)

I (9) AT %, TH 5 Levenshtein 44 &I, W dyy—n—s > n(1 — Sim) I, WK P
AN (1 SR B 2900 KT V€ I B, AN H 5 ANAH L.

3 30,0 < i < m, 13 dim—in—i < n(l — Sim) — (m — i), Wdpn < n(l — Sim)MERAL. (10)

FRAE AL (10) TN, Wl i < (1 — Sim) — (m — @) I, JURTUA N 9 AL £ 48 17 2
ANTEETBOE B, PN H AL,

4k 1 2t Levenshtein 595

AN PR S 5P T, AU BIME Sim

W ERFE S 5EAFE T EEAHE

1 OB FAF B R, BT AT R I E AT, BIIE A, RIFE n > m

s WA LD 5B LD[m 4+ 1,n + 1], BN ()F i =05 5 = 0 WA —ATRIZE—21, HFWIEILAE R line = 1
il Levenshtein HYET 52 line 175045

# LD[line,n — m — line] KT (1-Sim)n, ¥ LH 9, MWL 5

47 LD[line,n — m — line] + m — line /N 2T (1-Sim)n, ¥P8, 8, W LK 6
: % line N m, #AW 7, WIS

s line + +, %R 3

o IR AT A R AL

s IR [BIE A A A AL

© 0 N DT W
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Pk, et )5 1) Levenshtein 5320 BRAUNTE, 5ot g 45 B0 2 55005 U 57 g 45 0 0 i 7 ] AL
K]

1.

WBFEFREKE, BKER
17, BREMEAF, RiEn=m

l

WISEALLDEERELD[m+1 0+ 1],
FHikline=1

[l LOE MR |« line |

LD[line,n-m-line]>(1-Sim)n

LD[linen-m-linel+m-line<=(1-Simyr—>——- < line<m
N
N

Y

| mrmemtl | | mreeamnl |
I |

1L A B0 T SR

Fig.1 The flow of repeatability calculation for improved editing distance

DAZE 1 iR S R T b5 i W ek I (0 e it i AR, BERS S 5 T IARMLRE K T4 T
80%, WA K S 5 T AR A& H .

¥ Sim = 80% fRAI(8), 1 1d < 0.2n. W S 15 T [A4idE 2 BN 0.2n. RAELEE(9) AT
F, 30,0 <t <m, WS dipy—in—i > 0.2n, WA S 5 T AHEL

HZ5 (9) FT 4N, R VR 1 FERET dy 1, doo, d3g LA dyg 4 DNHEFETGE.

HiZC(8) 1 1d B R 0.2n = 0.8, Ui HAFH dy 11, KId1 1 > Id, WA PEAST-45 5
AHALEE MK T~ 80%, PRI J S v A5l vl 24 s

P 12 03 S0 AN S s R o o (R A, T o T A0 R v AR 90342 11 B (i AT T A
FEHTIE, WD AN BT AR DR O V2 UC R 1 AR SR SR R DU T H 1 45 SR
AR, DR 2 5k S0 P M it 73 S R

FESCHR [13] th, 3R AT AR O HIE T AN R E R B A Pk ) T ML - 75 A v
FESCHR [13] Th, % A = n— m(WANFERF R IR Z), W DR AL B, Bh= (8)
PR n(1—Sim). 763CHR [13] FOCERAERIE di (i = 1,2,3-- i | T52] <J < i+ 752 )i
{8, #3, 5, 13 dij > 7, WRAR WA F4F AL, LAk s IR A 26 11 A S0 3 DG 11
disivon, WIEM digqivnsr = dirn. ARICIRCRBLESCER [13] @&, EZERIAE R (10) R FE T2
IS SO [13] A K. HASSCRIAT MU B — vk, Mo SCik [13]) W77 SR A 7 — A k. M
F24 A =0 (BT BRI, BT AL I, A SCR e FISCHR [13] 2L
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AR F.
23 K#HBEEIMN

PEACTHT FEVE TG TR R 2% R O(n?), AL S5 FIEAE G B0 T 75 B0 E 55 1R R e A0 S o —
FE, BT DAL G BRI T R 2B O(n?), LRI AR AR b, SAPAHT G 1IN ) &2 A% R
FHIA.

o T JRURE AR o — AN RV, ARG 4l AU T IRRER I T — R AT &
1R Sm, i Az ssOdE Ak i A 2k

FREZE 2.1 FTAEBH, W] PRIE 1% O3k 5 1 IE A

3 LRI G &R

3.1 Ehftf

FESER SR PG T MR, AR H R P AN H L 17 HEAT LI,
AT SR HEAT UG AR H 42 547 H I 04 b A 21 o BB A1

FESEI A R B, AP EH AL, TR A KRR AL W S=“AB" Yy
T=“AHNSUDIUS”. %, W47 BB AT LA 745 S 5 T2 AN Al gEAH
RIS E H .

AR IR 5, BOE W e (0 < e < 1), FATWE AN NI, A HEATAHALRE VL.

(1—5)<%<(1+5). (11)

SEE AR e = 0.25, 1AM, Wb T T0% W OGS AEBARRAS T, A LD FRE

VI NS o1 DI

dm,n > dmfl,nfl > > dl,n7m+1- (12)

RFE AL REAE e D B TH SN AL 4518(9), WT LRI L II3R T 52808 (5 S=“AAAB”,
T=“AAAC” I, #HE (1) M5 a2 R I 4.

F 4 FEBSWTHER LD EK
Tab. 4 LD distance matrix for S and T

Null A A A B

Null 0 1 2 3 4
A 1 0 1 2 3
A 2 1 0 1 2
A 3 2 1 0 1
C 4 3 2 1 1

HH 2518 (10) AT 40, OG0T LD SRR dy 1, doo, d3 3 DK dya X 4 A LD FEFETTE, R
MRAE YT PR dy g B R 25 5L, L5 oSOdt BT R AR ). SR RS TH AN
o, WO B EAE AT TAR B

EREATULACHT, SR 7/ S 5 T AR & B B R AT AL G, &R
AR = HEE, AL 47 R S7 Fn T

EF TR S 5 T/, FRPBEERT, RINZ PR IR, HIS & PA5 A )7
FFHINER b, BT L FF AR AT, X a0 (12) MW & B, DRt vH SRRt it

¥ R FFTER SR T, M 245 I K 2B =R, AR 745 5 S'=“BAAA”
T'=“CAAA”, VEWFE 5.
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x5 FHBSMT M LD %K
Tab. 5 LD distance matrix for S’ and T’

Null B A A A

Null 0 2 3 4
C 1 1 2 3 4
A 2 2 1 2 3
A 3 3 2 1 2
A 4 4 3 2 1

WA EH ST 2GR 8 S5 T LD fFE. 488 dog W, RBLdyq > 1d, %
HH PN 455 B AR BURE AN A2 e 58 TR, BT AR SRR B 3 — A7 mT LGS I
3.2 EZBRLERER NN

T B0 UE AR SC SO SRR A R, I R A S K12 8 H AT 5256 i 5
HLEL'E CPU: i7-7700 8 #% 16 £kFE 3.6 GHz. WAF: 16 G. FIEFRE/THIF)E 16 NMEFEIATIFATIC
BevHEL. Frfa AR H F S BE A N 80%. 4%, WEL T 10 JiAEM B T RN UL, UL
c Fof AR 880 K P AT, K 22 0 R IR, BRI AN H ASARABL, BT LA % T AH N H K
YO PN 8 AN B SR SO R T B DA ST SN TR), 4 A (0 T ST R LE AR
TR R E A L. 45 RPEILER 6.

FRIE 2 6, KT ST A o LU AR )35 2 1 o LR T2k I, 45 R0 L 2.

F 6 10 AEYRBEMNEMEEEIRRB0% EEEHME)

Tab. 6 Calculation statistics for 100 000 biology questions (repeatablity: 80%)
TR MitE R Beuai) Bk JE A ALTREES)

Eeui] WA Foth/%  WHERE/s VR /s HAorE /%
0—14 11616 1.63x10% 2.89x107 82.2 14 4 71.4
10—18 16 044 2.17x10%8 3.98x107 81.7 18 5 72.2
14—23 18 194 4.20x108 6.84x107 83.7 36 10 72.2
18—29 19651 6.88x10% 1.01x108 85.3 50 13 74.0
23—37 20775 1.03x10° 1.52x108 85.3 91 23 74.7
20—47 22264 1.28x10° 1.76x108 86.2 141 32 77.3
37—59 22345 1.51x10° 2.06x108 86.3 206 48 76.6
47—74 20 315 1.44x10° 1.82x108 87.3 224 48 78.6
59—93 15966 7.83x10% 1.04x108 86.7 179 35 80.4
74—117 11176 5.34x10%8  7.25x107 86.4 185 33 82.2
93—147 7720 5.50x10%8 6.99x107 87.3 246 36 85.4
117—o0 7474 9.93x108 1.56x108 88.7 511 78 84.7
90

[

0~14 10~18 14~23 1829 23~37 29-47 37~59 47~74 59~93 74~11793~147117~00
— UHETHES TR E S
K2 10 2B aC vt S B S )55 48 0 LRl (80% T 42 FE B

Fig.2 Performance comparison of repeatability caculation saved for 100 000 biology

w

WEBE /%
338

questions (repeatability: 80%)
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M2 ) BT SR AE 1 0 Lot LURRUE W, Mo v S ] 75 4 11 20 LE 20T 3 BT R
#.

HDLIX P 34 T B RO 7R B KRR, STV R R RN, RIS T R, Rk
FEPIZAT R E 2 C s PR EOR FH 2SR P ST W FE S B SE IR AN e 2 AT, R A S 80T @
H A SRR RGN, LRI 10 1 4 Lo 5 SEBrid D TS = IR K. Rk ] DAV S M0
W B U K B, AT 0 B S T LRI 4 Le i ZE BEAE AR 4 N, B TR AT
TR T S IR T B A ).

BEERHCT AN 10 J7 20 J7. 30 Ji. 40 JJ F1 50 JIANEECE B T UK, 83k T
R JE TSR], DA TR A T A L, SRR LR 7.

WAL 7 TS TR A T2 b, LIk i, 45 1y WK 3.

R 7T FEAEPRAEHETRXELRB0% ESEHMHE)

Tab. 7 Performance comparison of repeatability calculation for biology questions in

different sizes (repeatability: 80%)
A /)T SO FT v SN ] /s OIS TS ) /s VLI (8] 1548 1 4 b /s

10 1913 376 80.3
20 4 816 1033 78.7
30 7178 1393 80.6
40 11 099 2 051 81.5
50 19 998 3 743 81.3

S

B g5

R

@

N

& 80 -

=

ﬁ 75 1 1 1 1 J

10 20 30 40 50
=
RESER7

B3 AR Ak R TSI ) 75 4 0 L 1 (80% A2 BE A1)
Fig.3 Comparison of calculation time saved for biology questions in different sizes
(repeatability: 80%)
M3 F B Hn T, TSN RIS 48 1 2 B DCBAEE /9, 7E 80% b TR iF3).
R IEMGESC, B, WL Akse. ML AW Py s FIBUA % 50 J7ECR I H 24T UL
e, sk T At JE v S TR, LRSI TRl 4 o L, AR TEILER 8.

Fx 8 AEFHITEMLETBON EEEHMHE)

Tab. 8 Performance comparison of repeatability calculation for multiple disciplines

e Bresiaiiin] et i) P A
TR /s TR /s L E %
3L 223 942 43 626 80.5
et 131 779 25 838 80.4
LB 50 631 10 355 79.5
b2 35 975 6 372 82.3
) 19 998 3743 81.3
o 25 709 4944 80.8
Bk 44 603 9 462 78.8

ik 27 729 6 075 78.1
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MR 8 (kSR 544 E oy L, LR Is], 25 3 DK 4.

=

3“; 83

E‘i 81

" 79

=

E 77

I 75 L 1 1 1 1 1 L |
= B3 HE Yk 1 £ L BUA ikd

2}
B4 RIFZRN B 4 40 H

Fig.4 Comparison of calculation time saved for different disciplines

Sy M B b G5 SRR B, A P S o S SRR (K~ B U SN TR0 4 1 BUAE 80% et HW
ANEE STV HC R ARBLEE H AR R ATVLE b5 AR [

HI T2 A A RIS AR AN A, B LSS 22 R DL RC I 1) BB AT AN, /e Th
SRR P KSR A w22, DAL EEIN TR 2 i K, (B 22 BRI TSR RIS 49 1 7 Bl L
BRSRER, BT LAASSCHR HH IR AT 10 SRS PR 2803 S ARE .

4 % w

ARSI T 44 Levenshtein SV AE BUIIALRE A AR IIBCR, 38 Y — RS I 28 1E SRS 1) 24
WAL, RO A DA W S SRR, 1y L e S R A A AR S
R R W], A SCER I (SO S, NS 2ok SR ) 38 T RS2 T A2

BUft B BLEE (www.onesmart.org) FEAL K 5 22 RHA .
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