arXiv:2405.20624v1 [cs.CL] 31 May 2024

Leveraging Large Language Models for Entity Matching

QIANYU HUANG, National Taiwan University of Science & Technology, Taiwan TONGFANG ZHAO, National Taiwan University of Science & Technology, Taiwan

Entity matching (EM) is a critical task in data integration, aiming to identify records across different datasets that refer to the same real-world entities. Traditional methods often rely on manually engineered features and rule-based systems, which struggle with diverse and unstructured data. The emergence of Large Language Models (LLMs) such as GPT-4 offers transformative potential for EM, leveraging their advanced semantic understanding and contextual capabilities. This vision paper explores the application of LLMs to EM, discussing their advantages, challenges, and future research directions. Additionally, we review related work on applying weak supervision and unsupervised approaches to EM, highlighting how LLMs can enhance these methods.

Additional Key Words and Phrases: Entity Matching, LLMs

ACM Reference Format:

Qianyu Huang and Tongfang Zhao. 2024. Leveraging Large Language Models for Entity Matching. In Proceedings of Make sure to enter the correct conference title from your rights confirmation emai (Conference acronym ’XX). ACM, New York, NY, USA, 7 pages. https://doi.org/XXXXXXX.XXXXXXX

1 INTRODUCTION Entity matching (EM) is a foundational task in data integration, essential for applications in various domains including data warehousing, e-commerce, healthcare, and social media [1, 15, 18, 26, 30]. The objective of EM is to identify and link records that refer to the same real-world entities across disparate data sources. Traditional EM techniques, which often rely on rule-based systems or machine learning models with manually engineered features, face significant challenges when dealing with diverse, noisy, and unstructured data.

Recent advancements in natural language processing (NLP) have led to the development of Large Language Models (LLMs) like GPT-4, which are trained on vast corpora of text and possess advanced capabilities in understanding and generating human-like text [10]. These models have shown remarkable performance in various NLP tasks, suggesting their potential to revolutionize EM by addressing the limitations of traditional methods [19].

This paper envisions a future where LLMs are central to EM, offering improved accuracy, scalability, and adaptability. We will explore the advantages of LLMs in EM, discuss related work on weak supervision and unsupervised EM, outline the challenges, and propose future research directions.

Authors’ Contact Information: Qianyu Huang, qianyuhuang19@gmail.com, National Taiwan University of Science & Technology, Taipei, Taiwan; Tongfang Zhao, National Taiwan University of Science & Technology, Taipei, Taiwan.

Permission to make digital or hard copies of all or part of this work for personal or classroom use is granted without fee provided that copies are not made or distributed for profit or commercial advantage and that copies bear this notice and the full citation on the first page. Copyrights for components of this work owned by others than the author(s) must be honored. Abstracting with credit is permitted. To copy otherwise, or republish, to post on servers or to redistribute to lists, requires prior specific permission and/or a fee. Request permissions from permissions@acm.org. Conference acronym ’XX, June 03–05, 2024, Woodstock, NY © 2024 Copyright held by the owner/author(s). Publication rights licensed to ACM. ACM ISBN 978-1-4503-XXXX-X/18/06 https://doi.org/XXXXXXX.XXXXXXX

, Vol. 1, No. 1, Article . Publication date: June 2024.

2 ADVANTAGES OF LLMS IN ENTITY MATCHING 2.1 Semantic Understanding One of the most significant advantages of LLMs is their ability to understand the semantics and context of entities [4, 34]. Traditional EM methods often rely on syntactic similarity measures, which can be inadequate when dealing with variations in how entities are described. For instance, consider the following records:

• Record 1: "Microsoft Corporation" • Record 2: "MSFT" A traditional EM system might struggle to recognize that these records refer to the same entity. In contrast, an LLM can leverage its extensive training data to understand that "Microsoft Corporation" and "MSFT" are semantically equivalent, thus improving matching accuracy.

2.2 Minimal Feature Engineering Traditional EM methods require extensive feature engineering to capture relevant attributes for matching, which is both time-consuming and domain-specific. LLMs, on the other hand, can leverage their pre-trained knowledge to generate contextual embeddings for entities, reducing the need for manual feature engineering. This capability allows LLMs to adapt to various domains with minimal effort, making them highly versatile.

2.3 Adaptability LLMs can be fine-tuned on specific datasets to capture domain-specific nuances [12, 21]. This adaptability is crucial for EM tasks, where the nature of data can vary significantly across different applications. Fine-tuning allows LLMs to learn from a small amount of labeled data, improving their performance on specific EM tasks without extensive re-engineering.

2.4 Handling Unstructured Data Many real-world datasets contain unstructured text, making it challenging for traditional EM methods to process and match entities accurately. LLMs excel at understanding unstructured text, enabling them to perform EM tasks involving diverse data formats [16, 24]. This capability is particularly valuable in domains like social media and e-commerce, where data is often noisy and unstructured.

3 RELATED WORK 3.1 Unsupervised Entity Matching Unsupervised EM methods aim to match entities without relying on labeled training data. These methods often involve clustering techniques, similarity measures, and iterative refinement to identify matching records [33]. While unsupervised methods are valuable in scenarios where labeled data is scarce, they often struggle with high-dimensional and noisy data [7].

LLMs can significantly enhance unsupervised EM by providing rich, contextual embeddings for entities. These embeddings capture semantic relationships and can be used to compute more accurate similarity measures. Additionally, LLMs can generate synthetic data or augment existing data, improving the robustness of unsupervised methods.

Consider an unsupervised EM task involving matching research papers across different academic databases. Traditional methods might rely on string similarity measures for titles and author names, which can be insufficient due to variations in naming conventions and abbreviations. By leveraging LLMs, we can generate embeddings that capture the semantic content of paper titles

, Vol. 1, No. 1, Article . Publication date: June 2024.

and author names, improving the accuracy of similarity measures and clustering algorithms used in unsupervised EM.

3.2 Use of Pre-trained Models in Entity Matching Pre-trained models have become increasingly popular in the field of entity matching due to their ability to leverage vast amounts of data and transfer learning capabilities [13]. Models like BERT, RoBERTa, and GPT have been fine-tuned for specific EM tasks [14], demonstrating significant improvements in accuracy and robustness. These models are trained on extensive text corpora, capturing a wide range of linguistic patterns and contextual nuances that are invaluable for EM. For example, BERT-based models have been employed to generate contextual embeddings for entities, which are then used to compute similarity scores and identify matches. The pre-trained nature of these models allows them to be quickly adapted to new domains with minimal additional training, making them highly versatile and efficient for various EM applications.

3.3 Weak Supervision in Entity Matching Weak supervision is an approach that leverages noisy, limited, or imprecise sources of supervision to train machine learning models [22]. In the context of EM, weak supervision can involve using heuristics, domain knowledge, or external databases to generate training data [25]. This approach addresses the challenge of obtaining large amounts of labeled data, which is often a bottleneck in training supervised EM models.

Recent work in weak supervision for EM includes methods like Panda [27], which uses multiple weak supervision sources to generate probabilistic labels. These methods have shown promise in improving EM performance by leveraging diverse sources of information. LLMs can enhance weak supervision by providing high-quality embeddings and contextual information, improving the accuracy of weakly supervised models.

For example, consider a scenario where we have limited labeled data for matching product names across different e-commerce platforms. Traditional weak supervision methods might use heuristics based on string similarity or external databases to generate training data. By incorporating LLMs, we can generate more accurate embeddings for product names, capturing semantic similarities that traditional methods might miss. This integration can lead to improved training data quality and, consequently, better EM performance.

3.4 Active Learning in Entity Matching Active learning is a powerful technique for improving the performance of entity matching models by iteratively selecting the most informative examples for labeling. This approach is particularly useful in scenarios where labeled data is scarce or expensive to obtain. In the context of EM, active learning algorithms identify uncertain or ambiguous matches and query human experts for labels, thereby refining the model’s accuracy with each iteration [17]. Techniques such as uncertainty sampling, where the model selects examples it is least confident about, and diversity sampling, where the model selects a diverse set of examples, have been effectively applied to EM tasks [3]. By focusing labeling efforts on the most challenging cases, active learning not only enhances model performance but also reduces the overall labeling cost, making it a practical solution for real-world EM applications.

, Vol. 1, No. 1, Article . Publication date: June 2024.

4 CHALLENGES AND SOLUTIONS 4.1 Scalability LLMs are computationally intensive, requiring significant resources for both training and inference. This poses a challenge for large-scale EM tasks, where efficiency is crucial. To address scalability, we propose the following solutions:

(1) Model Distillation: Model distillation involves training a smaller, more efficient model to mimic the behavior of a larger LLM [20, 29]. This approach can significantly reduce computational requirements while maintaining high performance.

(2) Efficient Indexing: Developing efficient indexing methods for LLM-generated embeddings can speed up similarity computation [8]. Techniques such as approximate nearest neighbor search can be employed to handle large datasets.

(3) Distributed Computing: Leveraging distributed computing frameworks can help manage the computational load of LLMs, enabling parallel processing of large datasets [9].

4.2 Data Privacy Handling sensitive data in EM tasks requires robust privacy-preserving techniques. LLMs, trained on large corpora, may inadvertently expose sensitive information. To mitigate privacy concerns, we propose the following approaches:

(1) Differential Privacy: Implementing differential privacy techniques can help protect individual data points while allowing aggregate analysis. This approach ensures that the output of the LLM does not reveal specific details about any single record [2].

(2) Federated Learning: Federated learning enables training models across decentralized devices while keeping data local. This approach can be used to train LLMs on sensitive data without transferring it to a central server, preserving privacy [6, 11].

4.3 Domain Adaptation Ensuring that LLMs generalize well across different domains remains a challenge. While finetuning can improve performance on specific datasets, it may not always be sufficient for diverse EM tasks. To enhance domain adaptation, we propose the following strategies:

(1) Transfer Learning: Transfer learning involves pre-training LLMs on a large, diverse corpus and then fine-tuning them on domain-specific data. This approach can help LLMs retain general knowledge while adapting to specific domains [5].

(2) Domain Adaptation Techniques: Techniques such as domain adversarial training and multi-task learning can help LLMs generalize across different domains [23]. These methods involve training the model to perform well on both source and target domains, improving robustness.

4.4 Interpretability LLMs are often seen as black boxes, making it challenging to understand their decision-making process. Interpretability is crucial for gaining user trust and improving model debugging. To address this challenge, we propose the following solutions:

(1) Explainable AI (XAI) Techniques: Developing XAI techniques for LLMs can help make their decisions more transparent. Methods such as attention visualization and feature importance analysis can provide insights into how LLMs make matching decisions [28, 31].

, Vol. 1, No. 1, Article . Publication date: June 2024.

(2) Human-in-the-Loop Systems: Incorporating human feedback into the EM process can improve interpretability [32]. By allowing users to review and validate matches, we can gain insights into the model’s behavior and identify areas for improvement.

5 FUTURE RESEARCH DIRECTIONS 5.1 Hybrid Models Combining LLMs with traditional EM methods can leverage the strengths of both approaches. Hybrid models can use LLMs for generating high-quality embeddings and contextual information, while traditional methods can provide domain-specific rules and heuristics. This integration can enhance overall performance and robustness.

For instance, a hybrid model for matching customer records across different databases might use LLMs to generate embeddings for customer names and addresses, capturing semantic similarities. Traditional rule-based methods can then be applied to specific attributes like phone numbers and email addresses, ensuring accurate matching.

5.2 Interactive EM Systems Developing interactive EM systems where human experts can provide feedback to LLMs can improve accuracy iteratively. These systems can leverage active learning techniques, where the model queries the user for labels on uncertain matches, gradually refining its performance.

Consider an interactive EM system for matching medical records across different hospitals. The system can present uncertain matches to domain experts, who can provide feedback on whether the records refer to the same patient. This feedback can be used to fine-tune the LLM, improving its accuracy over time.

5.3 Cross-lingual EM Extending LLM-based EM to handle multilingual datasets can enable global data integration. Crosslingual EM involves matching entities across different languages, which is challenging due to variations in naming conventions and linguistic structures.

LLMs, trained on multilingual corpora, can generate embeddings that capture cross-lingual semantic relationships. These embeddings can be used to compute similarity measures for entities in different languages, facilitating accurate matching. For example, matching product descriptions across e-commerce platforms in different countries can benefit from cross-lingual embeddings generated by LLMs.

5.4 Real-time EM Exploring methods to perform entity matching in real-time is crucial for applications in e-commerce, social media, and other dynamic environments. Real-time EM requires efficient algorithms that can process and match entities as new data arrives.

LLMs can be integrated with streaming data processing frameworks to enable real-time EM. Techniques such as incremental learning, where the model is updated continuously with new data, can help maintain high performance in dynamic environments. For instance, a real-time EM system for social media platforms can match user profiles and posts as they are created, ensuring accurate and up-to-date entity linkage.

, Vol. 1, No. 1, Article . Publication date: June 2024.

6 CONCLUSION The application of LLMs to entity matching presents a transformative opportunity to improve accuracy, scalability, and adaptability in data integration tasks. By leveraging their semantic understanding and contextual capabilities, LLMs can address many of the limitations of traditional EM methods. However, challenges such as scalability, data privacy, domain adaptation, and interpretability need to be addressed to fully realize their potential. Continued research and innovation in this area promise to unlock new possibilities for efficient and effective entity matching.

In summary, LLMs offer a promising new approach to EM, with the potential to revolutionize data integration tasks across various domains. By exploring hybrid models, interactive systems, cross-lingual EM, and real-time EM, we can further enhance the capabilities of LLMs and address the challenges they face. As we continue to advance our understanding and application of LLMs in EM, we move closer to realizing their full potential in transforming data integration and beyond.

REFERENCES

[1] Nils Barlaug and Jon Atle Gulla. 2021. Neural networks for entity matching: A survey. ACM Transactions on Knowledge Discovery from Data (TKDD) 15, 3 (2021), 1–37.

[2] Rouzbeh Behnia, Mohammadreza Reza Ebrahimi, Jason Pacheco, and Balaji Padmanabhan. 2022. Ew-tune: A framework for privately fine-tuning large language models with differential privacy. In 2022 IEEE International Conference on Data Mining Workshops (ICDMW). IEEE, 560–566.

[3] Ursin Brunner and Kurt Stockinger. 2019. Entity matching on unstructured data: an active learning approach. In 2019 6th Swiss Conference on Data Science (SDS). IEEE, 97–102.

[4] Yupeng Chang, Xu Wang, Jindong Wang, Yuan Wu, Linyi Yang, Kaijie Zhu, Hao Chen, Xiaoyuan Yi, Cunxiang Wang, Yidong Wang, et al. 2024. A survey on evaluation of large language models. ACM Transactions on Intelligent Systems and Technology 15, 3 (2024), 1–45.

[5] Alexandra Chronopoulou, Christos Baziotis, and Alexandros Potamianos. 2019. An embarrassingly simple approach for transfer learning from pretrained language models. arXiv preprint arXiv:1902.10547 (2019).

[6] Tao Fan, Yan Kang, Guoqiang Ma, Weijing Chen, Wenbin Wei, Lixin Fan, and Qiang Yang. 2023. Fate-llm: A industrial grade federated learning framework for large language models. arXiv preprint arXiv:2310.10049 (2023).

[7] Congcong Ge, Pengfei Wang, Lu Chen, Xiaoze Liu, Baihua Zheng, and Yunjun Gao. 2021. CollaborEM: A selfsupervised entity matching framework using multi-features collaboration. IEEE Transactions on Knowledge and Data Engineering 35, 12 (2021), 12139–12152.

[8] Wenyue Hua, Shuyuan Xu, Yingqiang Ge, and Yongfeng Zhang. 2023. How to index item ids for recommendation foundation models. In Proceedings of the Annual International ACM SIGIR Conference on Research and Development in Information Retrieval in the Asia Pacific Region. 195–204.

[9] Wei Huang, Yinggui Wang, Anda Cheng, Aihui Zhou, Chaofan Yu, and Lei Wang. 2024. A Fast, Performant, Secure Distributed Training Framework For LLM. In ICASSP 2024-2024 IEEE International Conference on Acoustics, Speech and Signal Processing (ICASSP). IEEE, 4800–4804.

[10] Enkelejda Kasneci, Kathrin Seßler, Stefan Küchemann, Maria Bannert, Daryna Dementieva, Frank Fischer, Urs Gasser, Georg Groh, Stephan Günnemann, Eyke Hüllermeier, et al. 2023. ChatGPT for good? On opportunities and challenges of large language models for education. Learning and individual differences 103 (2023), 102274.

[11] Weirui Kuang, Bingchen Qian, Zitao Li, Daoyuan Chen, Dawei Gao, Xuchen Pan, Yuexiang Xie, Yaliang Li, Bolin Ding, and Jingren Zhou. 2023. Federatedscope-llm: A comprehensive package for fine-tuning large language models in federated learning. arXiv preprint arXiv:2309.00363 (2023).

[12] Belinda Z Li, Jane Yu, Madian Khabsa, Luke Zettlemoyer, Alon Halevy, and Jacob Andreas. 2021. Quantifying adaptability in pre-trained language models with 500 tasks. arXiv preprint arXiv:2112.03204 (2021).

[13] Yuliang Li, Jinfeng Li, Yoshihiko Suhara, AnHai Doan, and Wang-Chiew Tan. 2020. Deep entity matching with pretrained language models. arXiv preprint arXiv:2004.00584 (2020).

[14] Yuliang Li, Jinfeng Li, Yoshi Suhara, AnHai Doan, and Wang-Chiew Tan. 2023. Effective entity matching with transformers. The VLDB Journal 32, 6 (2023), 1215–1235.

[15] Yuliang Li, Jinfeng Li, Yoshihiko Suhara, Jin Wang, Wataru Hirota, and Wang-Chiew Tan. 2021. Deep entity matching:

Challenges and opportunities. Journal of Data and Information Quality (JDIQ) 13, 1 (2021), 1–17. [16] Sicen Liu, Xiaolong Wang, Yongshuai Hou, Ge Li, Hui Wang, Hui Xu, Yang Xiang, and Buzhou Tang. 2022. Multimodal data matters: Language model pre-training over structured and unstructured electronic health records. IEEE Journal of Biomedical and Health Informatics 27, 1 (2022), 504–514.

, Vol. 1, No. 1, Article . Publication date: June 2024.

[17] Venkata Vamsikrishna Meduri, Lucian Popa, Prithviraj Sen, and Mohamed Sarwat. 2020. A comprehensive benchmark framework for active learning methods in entity matching. In Proceedings of the 2020 ACM SIGMOD international conference on management of data. 1133–1147.

[18] Sidharth Mudgal, Han Li, Theodoros Rekatsinas, AnHai Doan, Youngchoon Park, Ganesh Krishnan, Rohit Deep, Esteban Arcaute, and Vijay Raghavendra. 2018. Deep learning for entity matching: A design space exploration. In Proceedings of the 2018 international conference on management of data. 19–34.

[19] Ralph Peeters and Christian Bizer. 2023. Entity matching using large language models. arXiv preprint arXiv:2310.11244 (2023).

[20] Letian Peng, Zilong Wang, Feng Yao, Zihan Wang, and Jingbo Shang. 2024. MetaIE: Distilling a Meta Model from LLM for All Kinds of Information Extraction Tasks. arXiv preprint arXiv:2404.00457 (2024).

[21] Abhinav Rao, Akhila Yerukola, Vishwa Shah, Katharina Reinecke, and Maarten Sap. 2024. Normad: A benchmark for measuring the cultural adaptability of large language models. arXiv preprint arXiv:2404.12464 (2024).

[22] Alexander Ratner, Stephen H Bach, Henry Ehrenberg, Jason Fries, Sen Wu, and Christopher Ré. 2017. Snorkel: Rapid training data creation with weak supervision. In Proceedings of the VLDB endowment. International conference on very large data bases, Vol. 11. NIH Public Access, 269.

[23] Jon Saad-Falcon, Omar Khattab, Keshav Santhanam, Radu Florian, Martin Franz, Salim Roukos, Avirup Sil, Md Arafat Sultan, and Christopher Potts. 2023. UDAPDR: unsupervised domain adaptation via LLM prompting and distillation of rerankers. arXiv preprint arXiv:2303.00807 (2023).

[24] Wang-Chiew Tan. 2023. Unstructured and structured data: Can we have the best of both worlds with large language models? arXiv preprint arXiv:2304.13010 (2023).

[25] Renzhi Wu, Alexander Bendeck, Xu Chu, and Yeye He. 2023. Ground truth inference for weakly supervised entity matching. Proceedings of the ACM on Management of Data 1, 1 (2023), 1–28.

[26] Renzhi Wu, Sanya Chaba, Saurabh Sawlani, Xu Chu, and Saravanan Thirumuruganathan. 2020. Zeroer: Entity resolution using zero labeled examples. In Proceedings of the 2020 ACM SIGMOD International Conference on Management of Data. 1149–1164.

[27] Renzhi Wu, Prem Sakala, Peng Li, Xu Chu, and Yeye He. 2021. Demonstration of panda: a weakly supervised entity matching system. arXiv preprint arXiv:2106.10821 (2021).

[28] Xuansheng Wu, Haiyan Zhao, Yaochen Zhu, Yucheng Shi, Fan Yang, Tianming Liu, Xiaoming Zhai, Wenlin Yao, Jundong Li, Mengnan Du, et al. 2024. Usable xai: 10 strategies towards exploiting explainability in the llm era. arXiv preprint arXiv:2403.08946 (2024).

[29] Zhuofeng Wu, He Bai, Aonan Zhang, Jiatao Gu, VG Vydiswaran, Navdeep Jaitly, and Yizhe Zhang. 2024. Divide-or- Conquer? Which Part Should You Distill Your LLM? arXiv preprint arXiv:2402.15000 (2024).

[30] Yan Yan, Stephen Meyles, Aria Haghighi, and Dan Suciu. 2020. Entity matching in the wild: A consistent and versatile framework to unify data in industrial applications. In Proceedings of the 2020 ACM SIGMOD international conference on management of data. 2287–2301.

[31] Xinli Yu, Zheng Chen, Yuan Ling, Shujing Dong, Zongyi Liu, and Yanbin Lu. 2023. Temporal Data Meets LLM– Explainable Financial Time Series Forecasting. arXiv preprint arXiv:2306.11025 (2023).

[32] Xianlong Zeng, Fanghao Song, and Ang Liu. 2024. Similar Data Points Identification with LLM: A Human-in-the-loop Strategy Using Summarization and Hidden State Insights. arXiv preprint arXiv:2404.04281 (2024).

[33] Dongxiang Zhang, Dongsheng Li, Long Guo, and Kian-Lee Tan. 2020. Unsupervised entity resolution with blocking and graph algorithms. IEEE Transactions on Knowledge and Data Engineering 34, 3 (2020), 1501–1515.

[34] Bowen Zheng, Yupeng Hou, Hongyu Lu, Yu Chen, Wayne Xin Zhao, and Ji-Rong Wen. 2023. Adapting large language models by integrating collaborative semantics for recommendation. arXiv preprint arXiv:2311.09049 (2023).

, Vol. 1, No. 1, Article . Publication date: June 2024.