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A Data Quality Assessment Model Based on Rules
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Abstract: From the finding of the research on the definition and assessment of data quality abroad and at home,research on these issues
still exist many defects,such as the non—uniform definition of data quality, the incomprehensive description of data quality assessment, the
unsystematic system of data quality assessment,etc. Aiming at these issues, give a comprehensive definition of data quality from the seven
kinds of assessment indicators. Then define fifteen kinds of constraint rules of data quality based on the seven kinds of assessment indica-
tors. And describe the relationship between them. Quintuple form is defined to formally describe the algorithm of the data quality assess-
ment indicator. And the integrity assessment indicator is taken as an example to specifically describe the algorithm and its implementation.
As for the accurate description and store of these indicators and constraint rules,a series of supporting meta—models are constructed based
on meta—data. Research above has preliminarily been applied in the data quality testing and assessment of data center in large enterprises
with good results.
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