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Semantics-Preserving Translation from ER Schema to OWL DL Ontology
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Abstract The Semantic Web aims to create ontology-based and machine-processable Web con-
tent. Hence its success and proliferation depends on quickly and cheaply constructing Web ontol-
ogies that meet applications’ needs. An Entity-Relationship (ER) schema captures the domain
knowledge of the database application. Thus the translation from ER schema to OWL ontology is
helpful for learning Web ontologies from databases and for developing data-intensive Semantic
Web applications such as semantic annotation of database-based Web pages. In this paper., a
method for semantics-preserving translation from ER schema to OWL DL ontology is presented.
Based on the formalization of ER schema, the method establishes precise conceptual correspon-
dences between an ER schema and an OWL DL ontology and realizes the schema translation via a
translation algorithm which follows a set of predefined mapping rules. Theoretic analysis shows
that the method is semantics-preserving and effective. Algorithmic implementation and case study
demonstrates farther that the fully automated machine translation is realizable. The proposed
method is original and will doubtless facilitate the development of Web ontologies and the realiza-

tion of semantic interoperations between existing database applications and the Semantic Web.

Keywords schema translation; ER schema; OWL; semantics-preservation; ontology develop-

ment; Semantic Web

e H 91 - 2005-11-08 5 & OB e 2 H - 2006-05-15. A PRBIAR BIVL A48 B 8R4 564 (BK2003001)  [H KA1 E % 5K 5 38 A1 [ SCHE K
A0 E 5L 42 (20050360543) (FE K [ AR FF2E BE 42 (60573098) W B, W BRI, 1965 4R A 8t 0B A 2R SO 32T SR Uk AU
FE AR TR Vi L Web, W48 % BE4E. E-mail: zmxu@hhu. edu. cn. &4, 5, 1940 44 0852 18 1A S0, 32 BE0F 5% 40046 O 850808 12 W (5
BARG AR TRS B BT 1977 48 L0k UEI . B0 10 his B S5 EHE M F B L4 515 L Web.



10 4 VFE IS . N ER BiUE] OWL DL AR Ay 35 SCOR$F B 1% 1787

1 5]

T

T Web 1 1] 80358 Atk 45 4 B AR T 1 P 1
Web (HAR T THE ZDBR ] T Web W8 19 78 40 & 5.
Y7 Y HT Web,iE X Web(Semantic Web)!M' g
TEQIERMLER T AL BHA) Web RIF(HN A SRS %) . L
FETE W 28 TH AT 55 v g NS P S AL o A i AL 45 4l
B, A4k Contology) ™ #E1 X Web w1 & 15 %5 56 4
YERL: 400, bR dEfL 1) Web A 1K 5 OWLH 2 |
W3C &k Fi.

MAARTT S 19 £ BE K Ui Hh T 1R B OWL Ak
Y% 2% (I Protége) T T FF R A S — A~ 2 5 1k
FIAE 55 Wy 3 EOM PR BRI 3 , BH E, Web
AR B AT AR A P R E B R S Dy ) 2 iE
Web B0 B K Pk R 2 — ABLA AR Can SC
A v | 3 TR AR RO A A ) AR TR
MR LLCED A 37 26 s sl ek g A (K — R T
I A K4 3] (ontology learning) ), & FF & A {4 1y
A RGEAR. BUBZEART 8 Y ATA R T AT 5T &
SR P e el R B SR TE AL BB R A SO IR £ HL
P DAESCHR 33X o 25 40 A Bt RO 2 2] Web
A A 1 TC B T 1k

MBI EEHLZS AT AL B Web NARI A ERUL. BT
A A FE T AR KA E AR I (semantic annotation)
TR S B PN A I S T H B A
o 3t e 107 25 3 SR S 24 39 IS 6 B 2 7 AR 1 A
P BT s o S A T AY KR (400 ~ 550
RO Hah 5 W 5 & 808 PR R 2 02 06 R 80 1
(7 77,300 BRI T ] fiff ke 3% F 56 38 50808 P 11
Bl A W 5L T AR VE R, & R i 2918 L Web 1
DI 55— B RS AT A — AR &
A B Bl 2 Il S 2 6 AR B R e U P B AR R R
fiff R 3K A ] 5L T 42

L5 b AN IR £ BE 2 3 i [ 02 iy 4 H
R B P v B B 1 R T O L A 4 A A
FRATTAUE B A AL B X 0 92 4k — B &R (Entity-
Relationship, ER) 820 i & 1 80408 ¢ 19 36 18 B
st B RGP B ER #12, tvT 15 B B8 A i
CASE T H il o TR B ik ER FA.
R, W58 N ER B 3] OWL AR B3 5 54 B
T Web AR M T K LA K 3 25 W 50 SCRR T 9 55 21

— T E s A B R ) — AT R
S8 Y 55 B (semantics-losing) » A1 & 4] 34 & By
“MER #53 0C R B B 7 4 st mT g2 aE SR

1 Y (semantics-preserving) , il Calvanese 2§ A #2
H 9 ER #50F] ALUNT $ 548 32 85 JH 2 79
BT SCOR R I B R A R R L B H AR
AT R 1 RS g e AR DR i i AR £ B R

A 2 ey i ER B OWL DL A fk
(OWL DL & OWL #y—#f i 5 . ) F 30O g X
TEIEAE SR 3 IR — MR ROL ORI GIE]
BRI 10 SCORTFAY s 55 4 790 1) 224 G100k S B X 58
2 [ g Lg B R R TR ER2WO. I 45t — 4>
SR B UE S 5 A I A LA

2 HERERSHEIFRIEESIEX

2.1 ER#EIR

FLHA A 43R 32 #8 (Description Logics, DL)H
Fem ER X I PEAT HE B L 56 52 K a7 i 2 1 5
PR E I A T —8 ER S0 b k. X B3]
fiTLA Calvanese 4 A& i B ER # X — g b e
SCHS R SR 30T ST A I i — T e 1 A A s B
TS AAE] ISA B R B REAE—AE — SRR A K2
(PR R S5 /> ISA B & (AP gk 7 1) H
FRIR AL G Z 2 AEDE 2R 19 CRI T R 1Y), (5 45 52 44 a] 119
FEIRAL O 28 52 A% 10 J2 R &5 A8 CRIVS B i Al 4 7 4
P B BT B E L HRRTEES HEK R
Y EEAS A 1 ST B AL X FOE XA A A
T YA KL E Tl CASE T.H (41 PowerDesigner)
SCRER) ER BERLAS [) 28 e g o 28 2 MR B
HAT R4 LR TR SC A M T2 ER B OWL
A Ak [i) 7 7R B 14 ARE 2 %

EX 1 XMAREX MY BN X HFEHY
B — A R B R — 4 X ds7R Y Je 4l (X-labeled
tuple over V). X ™M v, € X Wit F v, €Y (i=1,
2y EDMIBEAR R U T R N L vy ooy
sy ) WH TLa J3R0R v R T W - 53 i

EX2 —4ERBAZE—FIFICH S=(Ls,
isag,atlg,rels,cards) » JoHp

@O Ls=EsUAsURsUUsU Ds &2 —1FHRF
B} Calphabet) , HoAl 73 o P AN AH ZE 1 5 B — 4> 52
R Centity) £ 5 WS Es; — )& M Cattribute) £F
SRS Asi — KR (relationship) £F 5 1 4 &
Rs;— 0 (role) fF 5 HEE Us; — 4~ (do-
main) £ 5 S Ds. BT S DE D — A
F I T s LA 18, (basic domain) B(D) . H AR & 4%
FEAR SR HARMACH. i — 2, TR EE RS
AN TR) SR AT 5 SC T 1Y J& R A 5 7 4R S A AH 28 (2B
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Hh B RT3 2o JE PR AT S 44 R Tl XS RO

@ isas & Es X Es & Es I 19— %5 (injec-
tive) \AEFE A Cacyclic) ZJ0 R & . A TR R W SL R
[a] i) ISA Bk £ (ISA relationship).

@ attsjt— M Es b8 TARSF 5 By —
M Ashrs Ds TG4 SR B E— 20 Hb, X — A~ 524k
E€Es.Hatts(E)=[= A:D.- 1. ME @I A€
AT /2 X E 1A A fEREAR S B (D) A
ME— B B APk A RS2k E 1 — i — 8 M
(unique attribute) B¢ #LJE P48 (single- attribute key).
PREL arts FHF FR8 SEAR I (ME—) & 2. Ry {18, e
Ja PR 8 A A Y. SE PR B R IR AL R AR 4
Gy AL BT

@D relsj— 8 Rs BRI R 5 By —
A Ushis EsTCA W REL AN — ek 2« () &
IR E X — A SRS 5 R R B E LY
(MDOX AN AE UeUs, A — 1Pk E€ Esfl—1
BKAR RERSHE rel (R)=[+++ U E, - ]. %K rel
g — 2SR5 A SRR B — AR L IR b e
TECR M T (arity).

®cardsiz—" MM Es XRs XUs%] N, X (N, U
{eo)) CHirp, Ny R JE A B 50, Ny 2R IE B8, oo
FORTCGT KO M H R T F 55 10 R B W A R
Lk EC EsMIBER RERs WMt UeUs, H
rels(R)Y=[++U:E, ], B2E X cards(E.R,U)=
(mincards(E,R,U) , maxcards(E,R,U)) , H.5 —
it mincards(E,R,U) KR AR E B —A> 524
Wi fAE U S H5EKARR FRE/PKREO RRLA
HO B A maxcard s (E, R, U) F7n AH I B
KRB (o KR TEA D). PREL cards 1 F Fm—A4>
I SR TR 2R YRR R e 1 JE 29 ) (cardinality
constraints).

—A~ ER #8058 R A
(database state)""* 45 % . BV 1 5 1 WP 26 K0 40 )%
REH XA ER BT R s i B 45 WA — Bk 4
FE. RS — AR RS R ER B
JT A 56 e Ve 29 B, B G R RO T IR A (legal
database state) ™ H}, H A BN 2 0] 57 1.

EX 3. ER X S= (L, isas, attg, relg,
card ) I —"PNEHEEIRES B=(A".0") H— 1=
AR A UBRE 5 T A H A U= A A 5D F— A4~
W55 R @ A5 L o, iR B OF

O ¥ BT 5 D € Ds W5 2 A I A JE A I3,
B(D);

QKB LR EC EsH &S EPCA”;

QOW¥E B A€ As W 5 4 M 28 £ (partial
function) S APC AP X U B(D);

D€ Dy

D HANKR RE RSB h—A Ushril A" T
HIEEA LN R,

LA EVLCAY RUITTR IR TR E Bt ALEK
% R Hy5E | (instance).

EX 4 B B=WA".0"& ERBX S=(Ls,
isagsattssrels,cards) W — PR EIRES. BUunF 5
BN LRSI PR B & S B — AR s

(D %3824k E W E, € Es H E isasE, i /&
EVTCE?;

(2) MAFANREE Es Hatt (E)=[A, : D, , -,
Av:Dy iR Ve € EPVIFLEME — 1 a, = (e d,) €
AP d, €B(D,),i=1,2,.h;

) MENMERRER H.rel (R)=[U, : E, .+,
U E B RE:VreEREVE r=[U,:e1s Uiz e ],
G CEP, i=1,2, . k;

(D) XA KB IAR E€ EsFIEE R R € Rs 1Y £y
tUEUs H rels (R)=[++U:E, 1. & Ve €
E®,mincards (E,R,U) <# {r ER? | r[U]=e}<
mazcards(E R, U) (FHHp # () RIREF {1
HHO.

HE— 20, Y HACY — A4 ER 8 X A7 76 G 2 8l
ARZEWS FRIX A ER #2002 7l 3 2 19 (satisfiable).

FE 4G T ER B — Ak 5
JEE R 25 O 6 A I LR S (D ~ (ORI A A v
T ISA BRAR LRI JEME B R A R IE L R T8 L
Ly B AT A B R S Y SO T R
JE TR ) — A R O PR A A R A
Y EREK LA B(D).DE Ds A4 R
B AHX—A ER B S iS58 ERE B,
FESZ B3 R AN R A F 4 A S — S BRI 4 (fE
hy Je P R B J2 B IE R 1. FRATT AT K ik A~ A R
(B £E E XM BRIk 25 19 3% 2l 38 Cactive domain) !
AP LB AP, ={d€B(D) | DEDs N JAE Ag,e€ A",
Cesd) € A"} HRIL, TRATAT 2952 - 76 A 80 R R 3
T A A IR B A R BT LY L B B(D) S AL
D€ Ds.

2.2 OWL DL Z&{k

OWL BA =A~FiE Wi 1) F15 7 : Lite, DL
A Full, &A1 8 A E i 8 P R & R e
OWL DL HA # {1153 56 4 M F0n] ) 5E P 19 die K
KB T, A WA EE : O3 #1515 (exchange syn-
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tax), Bl RDF/XML i 3£, L — 4 RDF = Jo 4
(triples) iy XML J3 91 fb A% 2R s — D AE  LUE
# Web I & A Fl 4k 2 A {5 @ il 42 15 1 (abstract
syntax) ', BIHE 28 XUk (135 75, Hop, 6 F— A4 2%
sUBMER —AGEEH R BT B A
B E RN ok w8 T P B AR A —
AR, A — A Al TS [R)E vk i) HAT AR R i T 5K
B 15 X i iR )Z MR RDE & et

X L, —NH OWL DL 4 iE ) Eaam A
AR T B B — > T ) AR AR A — 2H AT R Y
briF (annotation) LA J — 21 24 P (axiom). briF HF
ISR AR A 1E B B 1y DL SO H g AR IR (6 5 A 5 45
FRGARRI EE N B AR, R A R
PEA BRI A BRI S50, 5 05 g il 7 OWL
DL IE O AR 28 L8 L a7 5
A SCIR R TG 56 1 FR 1 A R AR IR AT 5 A 3 RDF
T £ DA SR 7 OWL #3E +).

EX 5. —4 OWL DLUGHZE ) Ak E —
NI O= (D, axiom,) , o .

D IDy,=CID, UDRID, UOPID,UDPID, %
— G BRI AR R AT Gidentifier) £, E %4> R W 9 A

FHSE B : — 2K Celass) FRIRFF IR &5 CID, , H b R
TP E bR RS A v] 4 owl: Thing
owl: Nothing B> AR RAF s — > B85 (E 154
(data range) bRiRFF IS A DRID, » 54> %0408 18 55
FRRSFA — i@ Xy XML Schema %1 5 28 R b
PRAF (AN xsd: integer) ; — X % J& ¥4 (object prop-
erty) 73 RAF B 5E & OPIDo s — > 45 25 7Y g Pk
(datatype property) Fn IR 5 & DPID,. it A ¥
AT 58 B TR A% X2 — 4 URT 5| JH (URI refer-
ence) s ¥ H — 1> F 7/~ 4 25 [8] (namespace) [ 44 X
URI 5 #i %% (prefix) Fl— A4~ i Wi b5 IR £F (fragment
identifier) T 21 i, CA 7 {5 o 4% SCA8 W 24 25 [A) &R 49

@ axiomoiE— AR ABET G, Horp A 528
Oy PRAE PE A B AR A BEE B AR T R AT B
i (description) i # T #4 15 F (41 SubClassOf,
ObjectProperty 55 ) 1fij S 8. i B 24 J& B 2 19 2K
WA, B4 Sl 3t 8 2 KW 1 restriction B ARIH
A5 44 3 T AR

DL EFRIRAF A R A A E A EE A OWL
DL fili 4 18 1 Skt B 1Y 38 2 48 15 i Ul 3R 1
5.

X1 OWLDLFRIEHFEEHHHEFHIEEE5IEN

OWL DL i 415 1
OWL DL Abstract Syntax

Tk 72 R i 1

Description Logics Syntax

FERLIS I X
Model-Theoretic Semantics

ik T C 2R o LIl T AR)

A CERRIRFF URI 51 D A
owl: Thing (& ) T
owl: Nothing (Tl & ) 1
restriction(R allValuesFrom(C)) VR.C
restriction(R minCardinality (n)) =nR
restriction(R maxCardinality(n)) < nR
restriction(R cardinality(n)) =nR
restriction(U allValuesFrom(D)) YU.D
restriction(U cardinality(n)) =nU

AT AT AR RO
TI=Al

1'=g
(YR.O''={x| Vy.(x.y)ERI>yeCT}
(ZHR)':(I‘ :(y‘ (x,y)ER'y =n)
(£71R)I:<J“ :(y‘ (x,y)ER'}
(=nR)'={x| #{y|(x.y)ER'}
(YU.D) ' ={x|Vy Az, EUl>y
(=nDT={x]| #{y| x.y) €U}

M

AV

n}

g

m

n

}
D'}
i

BRI O D 3o il LU R AR)

D (7€ X XML Schema ¥4 2 B $RiR 44— URI 5] f) D

DTS AL CRCis (A i e 480

XPGJRME I R R 1] LI T b))

R O 4@ AR iR 45— URIL 31 D R RICAI XAl
B ERE N U %50

U CHUR 2B @ M bR WUF — URIL 3] D U UTCATX AT
P

Class(A partial C; -+ C,)
SubClassOf(C; Cy)
DisjointClasses(Cy +++ C,,)

ACCin--ncC,
CCC
CNCj=1 . i#j.isj=1.2,.n

Alccin--Nct
Ci=Cy
CINCI=.i#j.i.j=1.2.,.n

J P2 B

ObjectProperty (R
domain(Cy) +++ domain(C,,) >1RCC;,i=1,2 m RIQ(T!XAIVi:lql“'MH
range(Cy) +-+ range(C,) TCVR.C;yi=1,2 [ R'QAIXC,.IJ:LL“',Z
LinverseOf(Ro) ) R=(C"Ry) RI=(R)H~

DatatypeProperty (U
domain(C;) +++ domain(C,,) >1UCC;,i=1,2,.m UIQCIIXA;),{,:LZ,'",M
range(D;) +++ range(D,;) TCVYU.D;j,i=1,2 [ U’QA’XDf.iZl,Z,'--,Z
[ Functional ]) TCE<1U U BA er Kok
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OWL JH #5782 45 WU 9 8254 38 (model theory)
kg L OWL AR 15 X OWL DL JE 2 1) B
LR R B 4 SHOIN (D) #5581 i 18 Y 5k
T % B¢ (interpretation) , OWL DL 7 14 1 i B & X
mr.

EX 6. — OWL DL &{KO=(ID, ,axiomo)
A — AR I= (A" A D IR A AT B
i R« AR il BB I AT RN BICHRE A R BRI AL DL L —
AR R AL <R R . b R T

@ HEDHE CECID Mg HEL CTA;

@ B B> B8 1 S8k B9 28 8L D € DRID,
SINEAR D'SAL;

Q¥R R IEYE REOPID i A R'C
AT XA

@K ALK E Y Uc DPID, W5 Ry 4

G U CA XA,
B£4H CTIITEMNZE C 1L fl, RIAA Gindividual) ;
4 D' IC R BN BUREAE I CEE 28 8D D i sE 4,
BB PR AE (data value). B T X DL I R HE 25 1Y)
FE R RE R < T R] HE — 20 R 30 A R0 2 B CRIAR
BFRBAO AN RIS TE LR 1 4.

Fhr b, F 1 M BRR R L F A T OWL
DL il G2 18 1) A U 11 i B8 A % AR v 28 B4 (B LA
TP Il (TR XA . OWL A A iy ] 3 2 4 i
HARA (modeD " At . WA E X 7.

EX 7. &I OWL DL &A1& O 81— fit
B TR O MBI AR AR FR T2 O
() — AAREAY HE— 20, — AR AT R YL 2 L
I BEAFE— .

3 M ER&EXZE OWL DL AREFHIEDIF

3.1 EFEEZE

— A ER X5 —A4 OWL DL A4 8] 77 1 &
DR 9 X B 56 28 (UL SCE B 1 S HAIED L 2k LA
IR A — 4 ER BB — 1 OWL DL
RIEVO AL AT 2 i A 14

iz 1. MERBH OWL DL A K1 81
Rk,

A ER B S= (L, isas s atts s rels scards)

s o BR PR AL ¢ 8 X OWL DL 4 18 20O Ak
O=$(S)  Fth, IDy =$(Ls), axiom, = $Cisas > atts s rels»

cardyg)

IR

1. B R B AR PLRF 42 1 B 1D, = #(Ls) ([ 3£ 1Y,
FSARRFF P Wi AR IR AT ATl s B U T R E 4D

1. 1. WAL E€ Es Bl — N EARIRM $(E) €
CIDo, (E) It K Wibs iRFF 5 E M4

L 2. XK RFFS RE Rs QI — A 2EARIRFF 2(R) €
CIDo , BRI K Wibs A5 5 R A 4 5

1.3, WD S A€ A I8 — A B s 26 10 @ 1
FRiR4E $(A) € DPID, , $(A) I R Wik7 45 5 A 6 4

1.4 A4S DE Ds B —ATE LY XML
Schema $ 45 2 BIFRL4F 4(D) € DRID, ;

L5 MRAMMOMSS UeUs, A 8 — %t 7330 %t 4 8 1
HIARIRAF (U € OPID,Fl V=inv_$(U) € OPID, , $(U) [f)
H W IR S U [ 45

2. N ER #2043 F o0 E B OWL DL {4 24 28 1 B 1%
axiom,=$(isas » atts , rels , cards) :

2. 1. W& —X LA E LE, €Es, H EyisasE. @ — 4

Class(#(E;) partial $(E,)) 5,
LML R subClassOf($(E)) $(E,)) (D)

2.2, XA E€ Es. H atts (E) =[A,: Dy

A, :D, ],

2.2. 1. BlEE— AR,

Class($(E) partial restriction($(A;)
allValuesFrom($(D,)) cardinality(1))--
restriction($(A,) allValuesFrom($(D,))
cardinality(1)))

2.2.2. FOR i=1.2,---,h DO

B — A P 2 A2 ME— a1 (A PR I,

Functional A4 H 3 .

DatatypeProperty ($(A;) domain($(E)) range($(D,))

[ Functional ) (111)

2.3. WA BER RERs, H rels (R) =[U,: Ey -,

U,:E. ],
2.3. L Bl —ARA R,
Class($(R) partial restriction($(U; )
allValuesFrom($(E;)) cardinality(1))«-
restriction($(U,) allValuesFrom(#(E,))

(i)

cardinality(1))) (iv)
2.3.2. FOR i=1,2,--,k DO
Bl — AR PR AR
ObjectProperty(V, domain(#(E;)) range($(R))
inverseOf $(U,)) (v)

Bl —A AR
Class($(E,) partial restriction(V,; allValuesFrom($(R))))
(vi)
2. 4 X RED RIS R K M AU € Us s Horels (R) =
[... ’U:E’...],
2.4 1. Bl — 1 JE e B
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ObjectProperty(#(U) domain(#(R)) range($(E)))
(vii)
2. 4. 2. # m=mincards (E,R,U) =0, I A} g — 4~ %
vAs:
Class(#(E) partial restriction(V minCardinality(m)))
(viil)
2. 4.3, # n=mazxcards (E,R,U) %o, | g1 gt — 4~
As:
Class(#(E) partial restriction(V maxCardinality(n)))
(ix)
2.5. M H—XHF5 X, YEEs URs, Ml X#Y HX¢€
R, QaE—AH,
DisjointClasses($(X)  $(Y)) (x)
{EAFHE s o T AR R S . OWL DL il %
TR G I & T4 (5] J8 P i) B 1 4 iR CHy restrice-
tion 43 5 ) & T AR 2K 19 2 A #1 (H Class
138 7 SO LA KOG T AH ) & 14 1 g 1 2 B (- Ob-
jectProperty/DatatypeProperty 43 1% X)), &I
JE B SCIRFEARAE PG 0, A B BE 1, A B (viid)
G v J P BR A 48 3 T A O B B (v R OGT
A ] Jag e 1 B ] 8 3R e, AT S B2 # (v, (i)
GO WG I 3 — 2D, A B (v AT B IE 3 6 T
AT ZE A B GO S IR XA KB A A LD L4
Nl —H G 8 AB O P, B, Bk 1 3B,
e PR A AR ES 2 B R O T — AN
s A 45 AF G T8 P BR 1 5 34D AN A AE L A i
WL CEAATE . NUHT A & s i B 28 2 b 56 4
RENOE S AU e i 67
SEVE 1 RS R RE— R EE R T ROR ER
BRI Z5 4. B E 2 ER @8 Tk T Al
WA —A ER B (B ER #5150 & i— 1 XML X
£, 38X ER M3 T oo R 3047 7 & B 4L, A i ]
N XML i A 5 — 43 4 L Al BT ER A5 X S
APARAR R 1 25 #4020 4 B P 75 109 4 90 i A R
. PG XS0 1 Y I E) AR 2% B RT A LR — R o
Br. TR A 120 2 B bR R AT A 2T LUAE
5 2 LR A FRAT A T E AR AT T O O B
BEAREAE AP A . B — 1 ER B2 S R
N=Ng+Ni+Ne+ Ny, Hr, N & FTARFF 55 Ess
AYIEEL, NaJ2 B AT 5 88 ARy LB, N 2 16 R AT
SR R 1B, Ny J& M 647 5 45 Us i 2 8. 52 ik
B ) ISA B R 2 PR 5 A AR 1 20 1 i 1 0 T 4238
SRR LN RIS I 2. 1 B TR A B (D )
IR E L Ne—1 K. AR 2.2.1 LA
GO PR EUE Ntk 85 2. 2. 2 20 20 B G

A BOR: Na k5 2.3, 1 25 P A 38 Gv) 1 6] 2
WHZ N5 2. 3. 2 20 280 31 (v) Rl (v A1 R
BOIE N5 2. 401 5 p A3 (vid) 1 B RO
Ny 55 2. 4.2 28 B (viid) TS 2. 4.3 AR 2 B
Gix) BB R B 2= 202 No k. A b 428 Bl 1
KBS EZ R 2N+ Ny + N +5N; — 1. 58
2.5 AR GO MEI R BN Ne X (Ng—1)/2+
Ng X Np=Ng X (Np+Np/2—1/2) K. FIL. &R E
BN B A PR AE B AT IREL T= N X (Np +
Ng/2—1/2)+ 2Ng + Ny + Ng + 5Ny — 1 << N? +
SN. WU 1 B 2 2 B AR T O(N™).

3.2 EIFEMIENRFHE

B FASCRIF Ik A F s g A

@D M ER Bt 5] ALUNI DL %138 % 5 18 AR
R 0 e S D)

@ H ALUNI % H 33k P: % SHOIN (D) DL
HIRPE S OWL DL AR 4 2 8] (1 38 SO RS i S 1
(s B BB e IR T SCPR R Y B R 7R TR SUIE
e A SCORFEME Z 1 FRATT S8 8 L — .
E X4 H ER B S 14 5 B RS AR (3) \)
H R A AT — L] - S — A XAELUL Uy s s
U, b0 sR %0 AR R B0 PR S 1Y B A6 3k Bt
JEARSHBRR S T a0 F BRI % TR ror €
R ,Hp RERsH rel(R)=[U,:E,,--,U,: E, ],
M‘ﬁ(lkﬁ/\/,"v’eE E.(r[U,J=eer[U ]=¢) —
(ri=r). B, SCERL13 15| AT ALUNI $ii 34 32 1 0
PR R R FE R (relation-descriptive model) [
MEE. IR AE, FRATT X B AN 75 % 48 OWL DL A&
PCS) 1y FL A5 A I B ) 4 A R —— 56 R R AR, L
& X 8.

EX 8. WS EM ERER S=(Ls,isag»
attg, relg, cardg) BIFEM S ) — 1 OWL DLW A&
POARM T AN S ) —PERL X FAEE s,
s €E(PR)!, H RERGH. rel(R)=[U,:E;, -,
Uc:EJRC A VEA. (s /)€ (PU N
(5,3 YEWUIND) = (sy =5, MFR T & (S
— P RR BB,

EIE 1. Bk 1 M ER L S 3 OWL DL
LB PO A $CS) B BT 15 1T SRR L B

(DX S WAL — G B 5E PEIRAS B 7 12 B
9 a: B—> 1§18 I=a(B) & $(S) iy— AL

(2)XF BCS) AT — S R RAIAY T, 0047 75 W S5
B:1— B, ffifg B=p(D & S B —1 & 8%
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KA. E, ] BIFEEX 4 5£HBG)H: X VreR?, r=
. ERIE (D). A E S B — N EE R [ Use, ], Hh e €c EPs X (3 H (U =

BEB=", 0", FA1E L (S — 1R 1=
a(BYHF
DI E@MMM’:ABURGUR‘RB.

QI MEwEMER A= U A= U {de
D€ Dg D€ Dg
B(D)|DEDsNJAE A e € AP (e d) E AP},
O XEHMFS X€EsUAsURs, %
(P(X)'=X" (D

@ XS DE Ds, %

($(D)'=A% ={dEB(D) | DE Ds \
JAEAg,e€ A% (e d)E AP}
(2)
O XN R RERsH rel (R)=[U, :E, , -,
Uc:E ], %
PUN ' ={{r,e) EATXA | rERE N
G EEPANr[U, J=¢;}, i=1:2,,k
(3)

B B & S B — G 15 B0 PR AS R T uE
I g $CS) I — AL, B T3 2 ¢ (S) T 1A
FCEELPHABO~GO)QEE. T BEA
FR&5A PR T A BRI,

() LN E,LE, €Es, H E isaE,. IRIFSG
BEARERECGEXL D FMH (DA EYSEY, il
(DA PE T (SCE, )T CRIRBE T i 224 (D)
ME LR i TR ¢ (S A
(D).

(L) WSk EE€Es, H atts (E)=[A,:D,, -,
A, Dy LRI E X4 2 B (DR H Ve
EP=ED" SFHEME—) (e d) €EAP=($(ANT,
d;€B(D)=(D ", i=1.2, b, B

h
(P(EN'S Ol{e\ Yd,.(e.d,) € ($(A)) —
d, € (B(DH'N#{d, | (e dyE(BA ) =1].

W TR P (S) BB (iDL SUAR B B PR R 5 2 X
GEX 3 APCAP X U B(D),i=1,2,-,h;i

D, €Dy

— R X 4 (2B Ve€ EP AEAEME— Y
(e d)EA®,d,€B(D) . i=1,2,,h. HItH APC
EPXB(D) i=1,2,,h. (DO M), H
(BCA I S(P(EN X (P(D,i=1,2, ¢, h;[d
W2 AP EA R EPE R, (BCA D) B SRt HA 8R4
PEvi=1.2, h 8 T2 $CS) A B Gib.

(o) M U€E Us, H relg (R) =[+-,U.:

{((rie) € A" X A" [rERPNe€EP ANr[U]=e}.
(FUN'SR” X EP. XA (L AF (PWUN <
(PCRM)T X (PCE) ! e T3 2 P (S) A L (vii).
(D WEEZRE RERs, H rels (R)=[U,:E,, -,
U EcJ AR E L4 083 R D R2), Vre
Ri=R)N',H r=[U,:e;,+*sU,:¢, |]re; € El =
(PCEN, i=1,2, k.t r B—P&EXLELU,,
Uza""Uk]J:E/‘Jl%lﬁ. EEEQ(B)J(?E"EQE"J €;
rlU, JEE! = ($(E)N ' fif5 (rie) € (BU D'

k
BRN'S N {r| Ve lrien € (FUN '~

e EPEN N {e | (rie)y €U =1}

4
WCT iR SCOBATG. X i=1.2, .k, AR E
P VIR (UM, A Vi=((PWU)D) 5]
O HIEI A (PUD)' S (R X (P(E T,
WAV =((PUHD CSE X (BRI, T
B ABL(V). HEEYre (B(R))H', i ()5l
Je, € (PE fifE (rye,) € (BWU D B (e sr) €
VEi=1,2, k. B (PEN) ' Tle; | Vr.(e;sr)EVI>
r& (PRI T 2 (S A B (vi).

(O WAEUECUsH rel ((R) =+, UE,-].
# om=mincards (E.R,U) #0, % %¢ Ve € E®
(BCENT MIEE L A KM WDOAF £ {(reR? [r[U]=
ey =mincards (E,R,U) =m, W H ($(E))'C {e]
#{reR" [r[Ul=e)=m}. XA HI(SEN'C
{e| {rER" | (rie) € (BUN ) =m}. FH I B H(S)
A BE (v L i (BCE) ' Ce| #{rERP | (eur €V} =
m). T RSB (i), 6] BEATSE T 36 /28 (S) 2
H(x).

(D —WHE X.YEEsURs. A XY H
XERs. AYEEMBHRA X NY =, d1=(D
X' NN =T #F YERs MlE L 4
B EVee X, H x2=[U,:e15 > Up: e ]»
U, U, U, €EUs; YyEYE H y=[W,:d,,,
W!:dl]’Wl ng,"széUs. EE%X 2 %ﬂa/l\ﬁ
R E X R I R E X 8 U Uy e U
(W, Wy, W, Hay. HEEX"NY" =T, R
(XN Y =Tl T (S A B ().

RIGIEW] (2). &8 $(SH W — PR T= (A,
Aps D FRATE LS I — A EUEERS B=8D
mr.
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DA"=A"— U (BR))'

RERg
QM EAFFS XEEsUAs . 4
XP=($(xX))' (5
@ M4BT S DE Dy, 4 LA,
B(D)=($(D)' (6)

@XHL/I\E%/% R € Rs’ H 7615 (R) = I:Ul:
E, ?.'.7Uk»!Ek]7/?“\
RB:{[Ul HSI 7'"9Uk:ek:| ‘61 9€29°°° 5 € GAI A

k
(»/7\1( Fre (R . (rie) € (BWUN' N}

)

BE T & ¢ (S) I — A2 R AR, N i iE B
B W& S W — B RBHE RS B B2 S B i
A BRI SAE (RDE 4 PR SRR (D~ (4)).

(a) (A T 986 2 #CS) A2 BE (1) o 0% 4 — o S
E L E,€EsH E isasE, 47 (3(E))' S ($(E,))'. X
MG A EFCES. )t B Wi e S By 58 8 1k 29 o 4%
(D).

(b) /T 3 2 ¢ (S) B2 B Cii) s ) 45 A4~ 52
Kk E€Es H atts (E) =[A,: Dy,,A,:D, ], f

(¢(E>>’£i(jl{e | Vd. (esd:) € (P(AN —>d, €
(PDO'N#{d, |Cend) € (BAN ) =1}.i=1,
2,0 h BRI, |2 (5) FTC6) L X Ve € (P(E)) =
EP MEAEME — (1 Cend,) € ($(AD =AP, d, €
(DY =B(D,),i=1,2,+,h. i B L S M5
R AR (2.

o B T S ABLGY) O 41 B RRE
RsHrel(R)=[U,: E, . U,: E. ], (3(R))' <

Iél{r\ Ve (rie) € ($(UIN = e, € (PCE N N
:ﬁ:{e,‘<r,e,>€(¢(U,))’}21},1':1,2,---,/3.Jﬂﬁe
MDA FEDNKR R LR VYreR A r=
[Ui:erssU,re e, EEP ,i=1,2,++- k. B B i &
S 1S8R PE R A ().

() B T 4(S) 24 B (viid) , OV f 6 U €
UsH rels (R)=[++ U:E, ], Ye€ ($(E)",
(BEN'SHe| #(reR (e eV ) Z=m); X1 T
WS (SHMAT (V. H V=W WUNH . ik
(PEN'C {e | #{reER [(rie)ye(PUN ) =m
HIH = (5 A, Ve € EP, # (r€RY | r[U]=e} =
mincards(E, R, U) = m. [ #L A L BH . Ve € E®,
£{r€R" | r[U]l=¢})<maxcards(E,R,U). %k B i
S S WS R ME R SR (D) FARIIE. HEEE.

4 BELMEREG

B 1 BAERT Java 2 Platform Standard Edi-
tion (J2SE) vl. 4.2 3¢ & BT A8 ER2WO T H.
FsZ I, ER2WO & 7F Windows 2000/ XP 3 & 4t 57
BT, B A B PowerDesigner 9.5 7= 4: 3
Bt g XML A% 50 ER B (ER B SO )5 . 22 A 3l
fige AT IR 7 A AR ) OWL DL AR (il 42
WE AR 2. 28 FLERZWO iy 4 4> Zh R
Pepr i ng: O ER 2 5 A A 5 v AL - 31 T 3% fi A
XML #3f ER #2031 78 N A7 TE R I 804 45
L e B b ER G % (IR R P VIR LA
) Jo A I 15 T P BB i A (AT e T R
B4 s @ BETIHE M A 32 ER TTRIH A A
LI IETEFR AR R 44 QER [ OWL i
H3h ok ER B BER OWL DL il RiB A,
IEARAE B oxt SCMF s @ OWL i 3 e 4. [ 2l st
OWL DL $lt R i v A 1 5 4 o 25 i 1 52 4 i ik AR
7 IR AE B owl S

AT m M ER2ZWO #4717 15 A ER %]
OWL DL A {4 (1 B 2l B 3% 52 56 GEB 43 4 11 1) 42 431
B & fi F http://cse. seu. edu. cn/people/ysdong/
graduates/~ zmxu/ER2WOQO/). LI E R B /R &
21 ByIs A7 EE AR R B 2 X R ER A
JE Nt (FRATTH ER By LK g 1 VBE R LA B
B BFNE SCOR Ta)RE  RERE ND 5 W] I 35095 1 S bR
AT A5 R LR N O R 5 LD E S 4 BT v
& RO N o).

T ERIES L 1R RO L R 5E 4 A S R PLAR
B AT SE B X LA Y — A /N ) . [ 1
£ PowerDesigner 9.5 %t ER K (ER #i5)
univ F K 5. F5 18 H B2 PowerDesigner £ ER #
B A LR R O 15 H SR UML 2K &
WS PR FF— B0 7E ER &, SCIR S AR FIIBC & 19 1 €4
F1% s 24 B0 2 T TE B OC B S AR i 1 1 G 5 Rt
5 rh I S8 AR TE S AR SO 1 G 1R 1 v i 2 o
card,, (Faculty, Teaching, teacher) = (1,5) (Tl A
2 (1, 1)), 3X s AT A0 20 53 AE by 200 PR I d5c 0 2
ITTRZHS TR O A XFFZ UK R QO A XL
FRIC AR A R PE. 55 4h, 18 1 v 92 4R a] 9 “ ISA” 3R
ISAHR R J@m P Ja 1Y “pi” 32 F 8 1k, e KFEEL
“n”ZFonoo (R H) A5 5 AL VA20, TXT Al 1
KR Feon T8 I AR J5f Characters, Variable char-
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acters(20) , Text fll Integer; & #1E T K1 X &
B,

Stafff taughtCouse Course
staffNo (pi) A5 1,5 courseNo (pi) A4

staffName  VA20 1

credit

takenCourse

. 1,50
ISA_1 Teaching Taking
teacher taker *
1,1 1,n
Facult Student
- ( = studentNo (pi) A6
specialty TXT] studentName  VA20
ISA_2 ISA_3
supervisee supervisee
Professor , I,n | Graduate

1 .. s
} Supervision }

expertise TXT| degree TXT)

K1 PowerDesigner T.H =4 ) ER £ univ

ER 2 univ B AR H A S ER # X R E
SCCHFRER Lo AT

SRS 4E E.. = {Staff, Faculty, Professor,
Student, Graduate, Course} ;

B S EES A= {staffNo, staffName, spe-
cialty, expertise, studentNo, studentName, degree,
courseNo, credit} ;

MAEFFTES U =

taker, takenCourse, supervisor, supervisee} ;

{ teacher, taughtCouse,

B AR5 %4 Ruw = { Teaching, Taking, Su-
pervision} ;

A7 5 % F 8 ) D, = {Characters, Variable
characters(20), Text, Integer}.

H ER2WO T H¥ ER BixX univ B 30 83%
OWL DL A&A4& univ. OWL =¢(univ) J5 it % H 25 53
UL 2 B s CE H R B 7R B/ 5% DisjointClasses 23
BT T R AT R SR

KT M ER #2055 38 B A AR P 4R 1 35
IDL|nlv7()WL = ‘fJ’ ( Lumv ). ZIK M: ﬁ? )D/E{ f% % IDunn;()WL éﬂ ﬁi
mr

EIRIRFF 4 CID iy ow. = { Staff, Faculty, Pro-
fessor, Student, Graduate, Course, Teaching, Tak-
ing, Supervision} ;

B 25 A T MR AR A 4R DPID, ., ow. = {staff-
No, staffName, specialty, expertise, studentNo,
studentName, degree, courseNo, credit} ;

BB S8R TR A 4 (T2 LAY XML Schema %8
PE R AIFRIRAT) DRID i, 0w = { xsd: string, xsd:in-
teger) ;

X% JE AR R AR OP ID,.i, ow. = { teacher,
inv_teacher, taughtCouse, inv_taughtCouse. taker,
inv_taker, takenCourse, inv_takenCourse, supervi-

sor, inv_supervisor, supervisee, inv_supervisee}.

ER2WO - ER Schema to OWL Ontology Translator v1.5
File Translation Transform Window Help

L OX

ER Schema:

The Resulting Ontology in OWL DL Abstract Syntax:

et Cntalogy(univ_CWL

the elements

Attributes:

studentName

supervisee

to rename Clazs(Staff partial restriction(staffNo allvaluesFromi(xsd: string) cardinality (1))

restriction(staffName allValuesFromxsd: string) cardinality(1)17)

e | | DitatypeProperty(stafiio domain(Staff) rangexsd string) Functional)

Entities: DatatypeProperty(stafthlame domain Statf) rangelxsd string))

Class(Faculty partial Staff restriction(specialty allvaluesFrom(xsd:string) cardinality(1))
restriction(iny_teacher allvaluesFrom( Teaching) minCardinality(1) maxCardinaliy(5)))

DatatypeProperty(specialtty domain(Faculty) range(xsd: string))

Clazs(Professor partial Faculty restriction(expertize allValuesFrom{xsd: string) cardinality(1))

£ restrictioniny _supervisor allvaluesFrom(Supervision) minCardinaliy(1)))

Graduate DatatypeProperty(expertize domain(Professor) range(xscd string))

Course Clazs(Student partial restriction(studertMo allvaluesFrom(xed string) cardinality(1))
restriction(studertiame alvaluesFrom(xsd: string) cardinality(1))
reatriction(ing_taker allvaluesFrom(Taking) minCardinality(1) maxCardinality(500))

DatatypeProperty( studertMo domain(Student) range(xsd: string) Functional)

DatatypeProperty(studertMame domain(Student) range(xsd: string))

studentNo Clasa(Graduate partial Student restriction(degree allValuesFrom(xsd: string) cardinality(1))
restriction(iny_supervizee allValuesFrom(Supervision) minCardinality(1) maxCardinality(1 )

DatatypePraperty(degree domain(Gradusate) range(xzd: string))

Clazs(Course partial restriction{courseMa allvaluesFrom(xsd: string) cardinality(1))
restriction{credit allvaluesFrom(xsd:integer) cardinality(1))
restrictioniny _taughtCouse allvaluesFrom(Teaching) minCardinality(1) maxCardinality(1))
restriction(iny _takenCourse allvValuesFrom(Taking)))

———————— | | DatatypeProperty(courseMo domainiCourse) range(xsd: string) Functional)

Relationships: DatatypeProperty(credit domain(Course) range(xsd integer))

Clazs(Teaching partial restriction(taughtCouse allvaluesFrom(Course) cardinality(1))
restriction(teacher allValuesFrom(Faculty) cardinality(1)))

OhjectProperty(iny_teacher domain(Faculty) range Teaching) inverseOfiteacher))

OhjectProperty(iny_taughtCouse domain(Course) range(Teaching) inverseOf(taughtCousze))

Clas=s(Taking partial restrictiontakenCourse alValuesFrom(Course) cardinality(17)
restriction(taker alvalugsFrom(Student) cardinalty(1)))

ChjectProperty(iny_taker domainiStudent) rangel Taking) inverseOftaker))

OhbjectProperty(iny_takenCourse domain(Course) range(Taking) inverseOfitakenCourse))

Class(Supervision partial restriction(supervisee alvalugsFrom(Graduate) cardinality(1))
restriction(zupervisor allYaluesFromiProfessor) cardinality(1)))

Roles: OhjectProperty(iny_supervisor domain(Professor) range(Supervision) inverseOf{superyvisor))

ChijectProperty(iny_supervisee domain(Graduate) rangel Supervision) inverseOf(supervisee))

ObjectProperty(teacher domain(Teaching) range(Faculty))

OhbjectProperty(taughtCouse domain(Teaching) range(Course))

ChjectProperty(taker domain(Taking) rangelStudent))

ChjectPropertytakenCourse domain(Taking) rangel Course))

OhjectProperty(supervisor domain(Supervision) range(Professor))

ObjectProperty(supervisee domain(Supervision) range(Graduate)) v

|>

2 ER2WO T H¥ ER #E:UH3 )5 i 1) OWL DL A4k
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KT ER #3770 2R B A (A0 B B
ATLOM iy OWL = BiSAuniv » Allunie s T€lunie s Card ). A5
WNEF ) axiomu ow. (B T DisjointClasses 2 #1)
HAANT

9 450 Class(e++);

9 £ K2 JE M\ B DatatypeProperty(+++) ;

12 4572 BN ObjectProperty (-++).

XPHRE D 1 A&, Db el R A e b
ISR X UL T B i SR R R . A Sl
i B AT SR

5 4% iE

ASCHR M T — Bl ER #50E] OWL DL A ff
AT SO B B T . AR RO T 3 R AT Oy
i 30fF ER B80T T EE R OWL DL AfK . 1M Hik
AT AR RLPE T S B & A 2 Bl AR SCTTRR
FEFT AR T ER #:08] OWL DL A& H A
S EE DIk 0 ELEE B R W] T % B T 1 B0 X
PRIFIE.

15 30 Web (1% 2 55 26 HE A (UPCER T BE 7 PRI
RARA LT et W 12 2 I 7 5K 19 Weeb AR, il HLA7
T SE A RV AR 2 8 R G 18] B 78 SCH A DLE
LR A R B A SO A Tz
IO RS L% R SORBE & T LR RO v sy
) 538K LI B8 B A A of AT JE B — A
Web AARTF % T7 % s N2 B SORVE B 78 28 &
R Web N FHAINE X Web Z #8587 — &1 LA
BAERIFR.
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Current information management infrastructures lack
universal semantic interoperability, which is much worse on
the Web. This enormously limits the abilities of computers
that assist human users in computing tasks. As an extension
of the current Web, the Semantic Web aims to create ma-
chine-processable Web content attached well-defined formal
semantics. Semantic annotation of Web content with suitable
OWL ontologies is a key enabling technology for achieving

the goal. At present. however, how to semantically annotate
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dynamic Web pages generated from databases, the greater
majority of Web content, is still an open problem. The pro-
ject team believes that it is of great importance to develop a
formal method for acquiring domain knowledge from database
schemata and then constructing OWL ontologies, no matter
from the angle of ontology development or from the angle of
semantic annotation of dynamic Web pages. The authors thus
present a method for semantics-preserving translation from
ER schema to OWL DL ontology. Theoretic analysis, algo-
rithmic implementation and case study show that the method
is feasible and effective and the fully automated machine
translation is realizable. The proposed method bridge the gap
between existing database applications or legacy systems and
the Semantic Web. The research result has definite scientific
significance and practical value to foster the application of the
Semantic Web technology and to build a new generation of in-
formation management infrastructure with semantic interop-

erability.



