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Abstract: Taking the economics ontology as an example,the authors study the principles and methods of
SemSORD in detail and present a novel SemSORD prototype called Si—-SEEKER based on keyword search

over relational databases.In the end,the emerging research on SemSORD is proposed.
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RitA, eTV Jeel st tA,= ¢,

QM 1 4 (Probability selection) T w7y (R)

={teRI(tA, eV (FeeT st tA= )V (e eT
s.t.o¢' = 1A,
I(e'— 1A))).

@ A FE (Composite selection) , A=A, op A, ,
o, (R)=0, (R) op" o, (R),Hr op HZEEEV |
AW op AR SEIEU N -,

(5) $Z #24E (Projection) 5 1 R /IR B AE (Carte-
5538 38 1 ¢ RAVBERAE—HE

(6)IEHEARAT (Join) . FIEPIA CPO HEBRAY L R
(T, ,R, .,/ FI(T, R, .f,), I B AR EANT )& P oy
PG NIEYE E(A A REE R BEMEA,
R, W JEYE A, (R EF A, (T, R, f,) FI(T,,
R, .f, ) — A B B A 20 1 4E (Interoperability
constraints )] T J& A] LL#E 42 A9 (CPO-Join compatible) ,
MEACH f (A ) Ff, (A,) XA CPO 7E T RIEA
A,) T &R LLA IF 1Y (mergeable) . # 1b , AT DL X
Join #24E AR (T, R, ./, YRI(T, ,R, [, TE T FIEA,,

Ay )R LAERM JF AR S 2 f, (A ) F £, (A,)

A I — D UEPE (witness ), W Join Z J5 BY 45 R A (T,
R.f):

MDR=R, > <, . R,

and t.Al. meets every constraint in

sian Product)
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@T=(T, UT, U{S)—(S,,S,}, 3+ 8,=f, (4,),
S,=f,(4,).

G WA REL S, f, WA T

(7) A H#AE (Union) ., B CPO 5% 19 ¢
Z (T, R, f)FI(T, R, f,) BA AR AL, X A4

JEYE A ik S =f (), =f, (A,), B [ 2—4 T4 4E

vy ISR S, S, 76 I F A —ESE S, (T, R, ,
fORI(T, R, f, )TE I, F J& 0] L4 IF 9 (CPO-union
compatible) ., [’ It , & X (T, ,R, .f, )U (T, R, .f,)=(T,
R.f),Hr

DR=R, UR, , U &3 156 RAVECA I 415

@T={S. 1A & R, —A @ 1)

B)(A)=S,.

(8) 22 #AF (Intersection) 5 2= #:4F (difference) .
PAT X P4 B 56 R AU T LA IR, BN
M HRAE 2R LT A IR, RN Horp i 45
BXH R=R, "R, R=R,-R, .

B, ELNHAT PARQ ARG L RMER AN, L
KA R & R BRI R, PARQ HiLid gl T
HARR ARG I B R E A R DI A
B BCFTH CPO BESR W 77 i s Wi T B, (046
R R G FR B A OC R AR AT BB Y £ S
E SN FEVEAN A AR N 2516 S 0L 2 2% SCHR[20]

PARQ $2 1} 1 T 2 UM R A AP i 5C R A AY
Mo R AU I 7 1, LS oE RO IR UK R, AT
DA R o B R A i 4 R i A R, (R ikt
A EARL, B CPO X R R IEBUE H ek A
CPO Py MES:, PRE H B8RS H T i B 45 2R 1 s
P, PARQ ¥ A J0 ik PRAIE 1% i 1 1 BU(E 4 0 0k A
CPO HIYHER:, 1H Oracle 23 w48 H 3 F AR 51
ZYFROELF 0] DRIE X — 88, 30— B2, B
P TR A A A R (IR R
BT %, SCRR[2018 7, YA R E & BGR 2 478 4>, &
GEMER B pa, BEE N 0.6 I, A 2RIk F] 80% L) -,
BE B SRAAL R 50% 2247, AR PARQ J7 ik
1) S A0 25 A 1) 4 238 LA E 2255 300l 52.7%F1 100%
PRI 20 o] (I B2 s B A0 PR A 4 SR 11 [ A o RN
FEML K2, J& PARQ J7 32 i s i — > Pk ik

33 SQLYIIk

2004 4F Oracle 23 H 4 t 7 5 5 B4 15 b A7 fik
OWL % UAK SR 59 e SQL LUFE A DA (4 iy 2
FE, DA S 3056 22 508 PR o8 SRR I 7 ¥R 007 i
T ARMKY R SQL M7k, X BEFKA OntoSQL
(Ontology—based SQL) 77  BAKR B, OntoSQL & X
T 6 MNRGEE 6): KKE Ontologies M & 3
Terms J& T3 Properties JBEE PropertyValues 4|
W Restrictions FIMEZ 2 [B] (I 2R % Relationships
AR Pl N RIL AR xR R T8, R ]
1 gE e 6 AT R o ZARE T LA
i, RGE ] LU A B2 A AR A,

Relationships (OntologylD,

Terms (TermlD
Oe'tmls(i‘;g"T i ) TermID1 . PropertylD -
ntologylD , Term, Type, ... TermlD2....)

o \ v
~a

PropertyValues (OntologylD , Ontologies (OntologylD,

TermlD, PropertylD, Value,...)

i y
g /

OntologyName , Owner, ...)

y .
Restrictions (OntologyID,
NewClassID, PropertylD,
MinCardinality ,

A4
Properties (OntologyID,
TermID, PropertylD ,
DomainClassID , RangeClassID ,

Characteristics, ...)

\
Bl 6 OntoSQL 7 f# Ontology KX &

Fig.6 Schema graph for OntoSQL to Store Ontology

MaxCardinality,...)

SRJG , OntoSQL 77 3% S Bl — 41 SQL 5 /E 4T (52 Bx
b2 A E SRR AR AT SEA AR AR, X
BT

(1)ONT_RELATED (Term1,RelType , Term2 ,On-
tologyName) RETURNS INTEGER ; JEAS 8 X VT fig
P, an SR WS HE & (Term1 AT Term2 ) 78 A 44 (Ontolog-
yName ) 2 A 15 LK R (RelType ) , W% o8GR [H] 1;
R M2 P . Term1 F1 Term?2 H fg 2 faj BAME &,
AR A ML T RelType 1] LUZ—A~ i i# #is 5
£F(AND,NOT Al OR)#4 B B 23 56 R KA KGR

(2)ONT_EXPAND (Term1 , RelType , Term2 , On—
tologyName) RETURNS ONT_TermRelTableType:if
VC HE# A 3R [T DE P Y & 4R 47 o X HL ONT_TermRel
TableType s “CREATE TYPE ONT_TermRelType AS
OBJECT (Term1Name VARCHAR (32),PropertyName
VARCHAR (32) ,Term2Nmae VARCHAR (32), Term
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Distance NUMBER , TermPath VARCHAR (2000))”#I
“CREATE TYPE ONT_TermRelTableType AS TABLE
OF ONT_TermRelType” Wi~ SQL 15 4]l & i1 [ & X
KA,

(3)ONT_DISTANCE(NUMBER) RETURNS NUM-
BER: 5 ONT_RELATED % H , i& [n] 5 % DT i 48 &
H A /MBS (Smallest Distance ) 3% & & B¢ 54 #1412
(Shortest Path) A

(4)ONT_PATH(NUMBER) RETURNS VARCHAR:

5 ONT_RELATED %], & [n] 55 DT FE AL & 2 AT i
/NI BT (Smallest Distance ) 8% 2 fix 58 1% 48 (Shortest
Path) i B 12 P45 5

ONT_RELATED FI ONT_EXPAND # £ £ # %2
T “RelType” 5% % [ 4% 3% 141 €1 (Transitive  Closure) ,
X2 38 oF Oracle $& it /) 1% 2 ] 42 # i) “SELECT...
FROM...START WITH<condition>CONNECT BY<con-
dition>" R SL B o PR b A5 BRI AR ERAELRT
(Y SQL A if], #B<x il ik A 1f) 5 55 1 i 4 hy A N 1 1%
i P A AR R AR T S R R A
AL Y SR AR R FE I Y . S I, OntoSQL J7 ¥4 ik
L]0 — AL 3 14 10 % (Transitive Closure Table
(RootTerm ,RelType ,Term , Distance ,Path) ) , LA A7-fif T
Je it A A B AT A 8 (RootTerm ) 16 T A7 6 5
(RelType ) b 09 4% 3% 414 (Term) , [A) Bkt $E AH R A9 15
& (Distance ) MIE{AE (Path)iC 58 R 2K o 538080 1 ik
APRVEELHEEAE , OntoSQL & X —F ONT_INDEXTYPE
FR RG], AT LE RA AR S5 E el —A
5l

ot , N EPDB (40 [& 1) PR R & T2 i fapl”
B8 3L, MR Papers 3211 Keywords J& 1 e 2 R A &
— AN SR U AT LGS 5 SQL A il “SELECT p. Title
FROM Papers p WHERE ONT_RELATED (p.Key-
words , ‘subClassOf °, * &5 &ML, ‘Economics On-
tology’ )= 1”7 FKKiZ ;Papers 1 5 Nocdl SR & H
K, GUATEHL HEMKICH py ps s s, AL
SET A LG p,

OntoSQL J5 % 78 43 F H Oracle 045 R L R 45t
PR AL 3 AL A A E SRR A E SRR
REYFE SQL, LA (AR HRAE AT | 52 B G 2 80dls P 4
HR G B R R AV B AT, IR R AL TS

XFFR R 1 (Symmetry ) F14% 1% J& 7 (Transitivity ) () & 5
HEFRIIfE . (H 2, OntoSQL H A LR AR5 IF A
SCHREH P E R BEAL I  OntoSQL 75 2% Fh A7 fi# 1Y
Z A I B A 48 B 55 WA 2 R WIR A Ja R A OC
B, 3X FhOCHR T 2] P IEM 3 SQL A iy | O B4R,
V5 P P R 2 4R A AR 5 B0 2 ) i R &R
OntoSQL 3 Ah—A~TE FZ Ay Ia] @2 | H i Hid T 47
filt A7 B AR ARE 28 1 T B 7 A 2 B 1 (R G
H i %1 , Keyword Column) #4715 SCVC D , & A I ik
ME A RE, B R AR b 1 R ok S T
SCVETL . P, b3 A 9] 5¢ T 2 U S AL 1938 SC )
+, W ONT_RELATED % VG Bc J& ¥ 1 p.Key-
words 1 p. Title , 82z — oo WA A ok, 52 B
A BRI 3 bR RS, Papers A 5 A Jndl 2 AH R
4k

BIAE OntoSQL 5 2 i I 21 2 A7 B AN A (A A 2 1Y
ARG I, A SR IE % R A AR
HE&ZWE? Oracle A ] 2006 -4t 1 5 FAMK 51 H
2 3 (Ontology—based Referential Constraint, ORC)"
ORC A DA Ry s im) 91 e vy 5 | FHZY AR, I s PR (8 H g
kA HGUH AR F R #E . W EPDB(E 1) Pa-
pers %% Keywords J&VE, A T IRIEHAR &Rk B £ 0%
FAURAR, wal L% 51 81— 4> ORC: ALTER
TABLE Papers ADD CONSTRAINT
words_ORC FOREIGN KEY ( Keywords ) REFER -
ENCES (SELET Term1Name FROM TABLE (ONT_
EXPAND (NULL, ‘subClassOf” , *RootConcept’ , ‘ Eco-
nomics Ontology’)) ), HH RootConcept 535N Eco-
nomics Ontology WWHRME S, & M SLPRT 2L, RootCon-
cept WA LI IZA A b AL & 4 . B AT ORC
HURE N FH 2] HA B HE S E A9 OB 31 [ |, Oracle i6
Wit — 2L 5T ORC fnfey i HI 3 HAr 2 & i i 5¢
HER S L, 40 Papers 3% Keywords J&VEEA Z &
HIAE I
3.4 XMW %

IBM T.J.Watson #f5¢H1 .02k H] SPARQL #1 Min-
erva BFR T — N U8 22 ¢ DA SRR OC & 8008 PR 1 SRS
RP ZRGERREWINE 7, WE 7 oL,
Z B % (Relational Database Tables) i i 3¢ & %I 15
S ST 2% (Relational to Semantic Mapper ) % 4t h%

constr_key-
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Semantic
Query &£
(SPARQL) ¥

v

Query
Processor
reNS

Main Minerva

Relational to ssert

S~
Relational
Database

Semantic > R?asoning " Database
&b\les /l\v/[apper 4 byStem \glbles
Update Minerva W\ @ §
Database Standy Minerva /
whenever Reasoning
relatlor}l}al database System Standby

changes .
Minerva
Database
\Jables /

P
N
Minerva

Ontologies

o .
( ontologies

Profession

& Management
0 Business_and_Financial_Operations
& Computer
¥ Archtecture_and_Engineering
0 Life_Physical_Social_Sciences
1 Community_Social_Services
# Legal
@ Arts_Design_Entertainment_Sports_and_Media
0 Education
W Healthcare_Practitioner
¥ 0 Health_Diagnosing_and_Treating
0 Chiropracter
¥ 0 Dentist
0 Dietitian_and_Nutritionist
@ Pharmacist
¥ 1 Physician_and_Surgeon

4 Y Y Y ¥y TYIYFYEFIFYT

0 Anesthesiologist
" Family_and_General_Practitioner
0 Internist
I Obstetrician_and_Gynecologist
I Pediatrician
Assert 1 Psychiatrist
changed @ Surgeon
) Podiatrist
v & Therapist
 Audiologist
0 Occupational_Therapist
I Physical_Therapist
& Radiation_Therapist
" Recreational _Therapist
' Respiratory_Therapist
' Speech_Language_Therapist
' Optometrist
¥ [ Health_Technicians

B 7 IBM T.J. Watson 5T #J OntoRSM &k RIEZ
Fig.7 Architecture of OntoRSM developed by IBM T.J.Watson

Minerva # £ & 4t (Main Minerva Reasoning System)
B9 T 5 (Assert ) 7 fii 76 Minerva B0 FE % (Minerva
Database Tables) ", H P 5t 7T LL#& 3¢ SPARQL JE =X
B8 A 1) (Semantic Query ) 2|25 1] 40 BEHLAF (Query
Processor) , #% J5 #& 38 Minerva #E 3R R G LU0 AT , B
J5 AR L] A AR 3k G AR B SO
& O FBHE FE R Minverva #E B R 48 Z 0] (9 1 52
e, FRIX b S B G 2 B IR T SR R A 774k On-
toRSM (Ontology—based Relational to Semantic Map-
ping) J7 % . SPARQL J3# . Web I ¢ i 5., 1
Minerva /& IBM A% ) 3% T RDBMS 77 fiff () 1] {1 45 ()
AL

Minerva £ 2 5 48 (1 — A~ OC 8 e P 02 W5 3 5
A B HES (Inferences ) IF-44 B AT R H 5¢ & 215 SCt
) A% B AT Ok B BEAS I F — AR AR TS 5 Ok R AU
JE T e ) B AN AT 4 3 32 5 HE B (Description—

logic Reasoning) , AT AT LA IR R 41 8y 1 SCA IR0
Minerva ] LA =5 24 Hb b 38 4 8 32 58 v 1) ABox Wi &
(HR S G52 ) B AE4k, (H = A8 & 280 Ak B
TBox (i i M & 1 = 52 ) 1y A2 4k | R Ry X T2 R B A {K
M, X b Al S BUHT LK Y I 8] FE B R
FHHEE ., L, OntoRSM 1A 2 45 #4 15 & P 4> Minerva
M ARG, D EMHEB RS (Primary Minerva) , — 4>
% M P A 48 (Standby Minerva) . R 403 shish | #H¢
AL B FHEFL R Gy, T SO O R AU
J&E T ) T 20 T 45 i Minerva B DL AL B A $ i 12 B T
T, AR RS A ¢ AR B P v oRE A fih
AL LA A Bl R S g 1B 2 Minerva R 48, Y
TBox 2L, & G¢ A sl 4 FHHERL R Gt , I A< aRA (A F
B TR A S, RS R HE R R G U

OntoRSM & X T = Fpifygh 5. B 45 % (Di-
rect Results), BV E $22 D\ G 22 50300 JE 2 1) 21 AR 25 21 5 3



T B F-BETNMBRABEEBNR

69

B2k IR (Inferred Results) , BIVF) FH 3¢ 2 8088 A1 A 44
A 40038 R TR A LA 10 25 SR 5 AH O 45 SR (Related Re-
sults ), BRI TG 2 Bd AR ARUARE A& DL Ko A 4% v ) S22 431
(individuals ) #HEHEA5 H A9 £5 2R | A0 45 T8 26 I A ™ 4 UL
e FH P A (R 5 FE M 25 S e LB AR 25

Aty g B g v LA E S R B Pk | AL ik e Pk
HERFME B EEZ AT Y R B (Query General-
ization Algorithm) LA4" i€ J5i 4 F 7= A iy | SR )5 AT X
S, LR AR A AR A5 A B TS A 4
Bk,

OntoRSM J7 12 B It s A2 AT LATE OC Z 080 P 1 i
17 SPARQL JE 3 1H A if), ELHEFFHE X Web 43
() T SRS Z B R DI 5 00 2 808 R 1 SURS K g
{2, SPARQL #5385 5 ¢ R 4 e i A ) i 5
SQL FFEADERE , Rt 23 38 Jm I P 4 T R e MERE . O3
Ab, OntoRSM 7E AL I8 2K i A 44 (1 400 4> 18 28 |
120 J& 1 500 A5 i) ) b, i 75 50 5 4 60
Minerva 48 2R 51 A Bl 2D A 16 w37 6 (8] | 13 75 22 40F
G B 1 SR AE URH DG 45 2R (Related Results) , i
AT UL, OntoRSM J7 ¥ (1 A ) RACR I A R4t

4 FETAMAHI KSORD 1 SR B il SURY:
#Iiik
ALAESR, AR BFIE T A0 75 X R A P b S 3

[ User Query

SRR R R H AR (B KSORD A ), LB T —4
I T B s ZE LU E (Schema Graph, Gs) [ KSORD Jit
7 Z 4t SEEKER™!, KSORD i 1535 3 F 7+ A 1 fie
s R WO FH S Q0] 155 SQL A iy, 5t T LA
G R 51 4 R Web —FE R4 25 R 500 5 5L
#a1, KSORD AR — M2 3 T ¢ KRB R B L R 5t
(Relational Database Management System, RDBMS)
AL 4 K 5] (Full-text Index) £ AR SZE Y, H A
T AR L O O] A T DG BC T AN 2 0 DR
FRHAMG R T EWAEEARS AW, Wi, #2
H — BB e % M 2% (Semantic Candidate Network ,
SemCN) J5 i , FI I AR K 4 J&8 KSORD +2 A L1 52 B
KRB XA R . FIJH SemCN J5 4" J#€ SEEK-
ER, i 52 8L T — > SemSORD J5i % & 4t Si-SEEK-
ER (Semantic Improved SEEKER)P!, FTI44 SemCN
Tk,
4.1 SemCN Jjikhki

SemCN 75 i% /& 1 4% T 1) KSORD £ A 2
fifi L4 HoR 0 e, T 2 41 2 TR Y KSORD
J5 R 22 48 SEEKER . Ul RS G 2 —AA 1w 5],
F5% 25 9T HE B T 7 (Table, 5B % R
Relation) , A [n] 31 3 2K /8 R 5 R Z A R SME S IS
%, SEEKER 1R R &5 AN 8(a) FIrzm o 2 P #5858
F R AT IS T A B AR AR (TS Creator ) 1) JH 25 8 122

User Query ’

C v Lﬁ/ Qj CO Exactor < | Ontology |
Full Text| » TS Creator Full Text > ; /)\
[\ Index [\ Index // S
SE Searcher< |Semantic |
Index |
—— E Annotationi
— T erger :
Database CN Generator
EJ l—
Database CN Generator
Schema
CN Executor —,m
o r g
~— C/
Database Database
N~
(a)SEEKER (b)Si-SEEKER

8 SEEKER 5 Si-SEEKER # R1EZE
Fig.8 Architecture of SEEKER and Si-SEEKER
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23R4 KT 2 (Tuple Set,TS), B4~ TS w2
B X B AR X b BLA SO Ja M ) 3 A i o S
i) Y 7T 2H Y IR 2 i I R A i I e Ak R L IR R 1Y
FAHMEC R IFEY R G o4l 5 E (Tuple Set
Graph, G, ), SR )5 MR 2% 7 £ 2% (CN Generator ) 5
FEALe i ) G, A i % ) 2% (Candidate Network ,
CN)#4 i J5 ,CN #4745 (CN Executor) % F K- Ff
Top—k AL AT CN, Az iR 2 A i) 45 R Ml 45
FHP e AT R 25 R — MRBROT AL & H ) (Join Tree
of Tuple,JTT), Fr il &k M 2% | & JC 240 4 % H #t
(Join Tree of Tuple Set,JTTS), ] LA /EZEH
KA AR E JOIN Rk, TR IEK
HE 1) 19 15 15 R 51 (Syntactic Index) , 1 A& 18 L& 5
(Semantic Index), 1M SEEKER HF i) CN 2 i 4
Rl TR M A B, PIFR i % CN(Syn-
tactic CN,SynCN),

SEEKER =4 1) SynCN /05 S, 5 34 if) 45
RN GEA I, PR T 5 T AR
1) SemCN J5 % & 4" ¢ SEEKER L £ fit 3¢ 2 H 4 2
WA RAE S, JFJT % SemSORD Jii Y & 4t Si-
SEEKER, HAK R 25 M Q& 8(b) % AT LA H, —
Fm AR AR R AR i TS Creator A= Al £
T A (1Y) o6 2H 4 (Keyword—based Tuple Set, TS, ) ;
3 Ah—TJ5 i, RS EES (CO Extractor ) Al 48 (40K
FH P 25 0 5 5 M A& A k), SRS 1 UK & A% (SE
Searcher) Fl| F A AK A8 X R 5] PUATHE S A LLAE
B X It 41 4E (Semantic Tuple Set, TS, ), TGS
FEAR (TS Merger) & I TS, 1 TS, LU Wi & T4 46
(Composite Tuple Set,TS, ), XEH5IFZJFH TS,
R H X nH s B, CN PR CN
JE B SCHY CN, HBEFR O i 30 CN(SemCN) o
J& ,CN AT #5475 98 2R FH 2 top—k £ 0 53 125 AT
SemCN , A= Jil B A T S A i) 45 R 25 H -

WAl A B IR TR 5 AL IR 1R 205,
Al LLFIH Stanford Parser A= 5 — /> a7 5. (149 A8 2 b HL
i, W P A ) e A AR A R A i), Al
AR CEMI I E N . 1 RG] AR
PV BAR A ST A R 5 R R RO 2 T R AR
S T 2 ST 0 2 Bl 4 ST R 51 1 HE R 51 (Inverted

Index) , W FR R i AR HE R 5] (Semantic Inverted In-
dex) . & FREE PR B> R 0 B SOAS S M B T
TARE ., AZrEscE T LS A s MG
12 B AR T R AR AR B & i, SRS AR AR
W EIHER S R B M RG] B R
AR AR, AT DL A fil & 2 B sl ik BBl bs v A
ST R i RG] B MR RG], AR
AR AT T AL PR T A O AR B A
Bl RG] AR A A 5 A R Bl P e
A5 RAEL O, WK R T AR 5 FE AT . BT A IR g
B ER B, R R EN , A w
Al TR R AR M ocH B G IR A S S/ e

VI

SemCN (A BALIE . F A (A AR 4 ¢ 2 B His
A, B — DR i B SO R AR R R L
TR G A8 1] £, DA ST iR SCR G154 P O B 1) A
V)PP e SR S A i) R A ) % ] 5 Y (Gener-
alized Vector Space Model , GVSM ) Al A< 44 2 [8] 1 /2
YR G5 46 T AR A A ) RN R 51 2 8] SR L
PEW, i 3 B 1 SR B 5 0T
TP R AR B SOOTHLSE 5 #2585 22 KSORD A Bk
PAT, LAAE G SCA R 4521 T T 2RS4 SemCN 1
(A AL T R
4.2 iEATALRE

AR Aty SRS 4 P B 52 110 5C B i) A ) B 6 AR
AT AR A A A (HR A RAS By R S8 1, DL
PRSI EOR B A HER P, R rTBE R EOH PR A
P14 5 ) A T S B e 40 A R vh O A A, Lt
TEARSE R 1R P8 8 e i o A i), W2
AR AT LIWFIE RN 2T o 3 BB ] 4 52 1 O B i)
£ if) (Keyword Query,Q, ) 5 A] LA 8 il 55 > Mt 2
i e g LA DG E o

BT R A m A SRR 0 AT 41 a,
(I<ism)RE R WXAEYE,r B R FTHITH(re
R) JHBBA — DA O,

EX 1 XHER A ] (Keyword Query) 24 Q, .
— A SR ) — 2 ORI AL, 12 R Q, (K Lk,
k) ok, (1<) B XA B A —
BUE W, o B8 Q, 79 OR ifi LA,
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E X 2 W& (Concept Query) 2K Q,, —

A A ) H R ) DG B TR A 3R Q, Bk, I

—HBEEAHM 12 M Q, (¢, ey, )¢ (Isj<1,)

AN O HRIHEE, B o HA—DBUE W,

i Q WML Z EH) OR i LA, & SUHE G A
[a] 5 40 R
L

Q=2 W, (1)

AR A A U 1) i R A RS W T L i
TEA I A 7 B A A b i R A
KRk H 3l i & .

E X 3 W& SCAE M (Concept Text Attribute)
WH @ RERBCAIRME a8 08 ARPR Ak
O W —HMEEIEH a (e, ey, ,€r) N (I1sj<l,)
NAME O PSS , B IE o BA—IE W,
E SO & SCAS g P 1) AN T

L,
a;Zchj (2)
=

L& SCAS TR P 1 b RS A W, AT L S
MWESTEEHE it B | MESFE AR O AR X
EERESEGEEAIME, Wl ERRER B AT
Wi o

SemCN J5 ¥ i — A% 0 ) B2 BT 2 S0 AR
Jas M R A& A R A SCARBLE 12 R Sim, (a, ,Q, ) , 38
il cosine PRECRITH T .

a0, _
Va,-a 0.0,

Lo

Z W.W,e, ¢
k=1 j=1 ' (3)

A 1, 1 A
DN TUIIPRID DA P

k=1 j=I k=1 j=I

WITELH r S Z BT SCRAUYE Sim, (r,Q, ) 5E
XN

Sim, (a,,(Q, )=

Z Sim, (a,,Q,)
Sim (r,Q, )=—"=" p- 4)

i SCRE R A 22 30 (3) A (4) 3B RAT SOk
JE I 5 2 RS U 2H -5 M A ) 2 T ) T SCAR R

P, RA ISR 0 BOR T R G e A &, 1Y
TCH A B FE ok, AT AR ik LT TS, o e, A
L S A Y, R — A, OF B SO R B
FAOG, AN [ 1 O 28 K di P K40 ] 8 5 8 150 B A ) 1Y
SO B 1

MAKG) LA, & EZ T e e, IME, EL
St S AL P AR o F e, BT ER AN AR R
B BN IER R, AR E  HR, Shs b A
KO0 MIZREH b e, o, HIRATCHRAY 2 A TH
SCAHARL MR Y B DA S e 2 B ) ) 1 5 (R AR A | LA
FERT DI O FAT 2488 =z 8] i o SCRR AR
e THRRES Z 8] H i SO BRI A 178 2 05 1Ak
B R AR 1 2 R G R AR th A 2 2 1
T8 SCAEARLYE o 1T AR AT RE A VR 2202 IR 454 (An AL
T X & subClassOf, #f 43 & & partOf, K X &R
relatedTo 45 ) , Hr1 42 ¢ 2 (subClassOf ) /2 7£ £ 1] &b
B b L RGN e AU ARG E (8
X 4.5 KkA3].6 F17 KAB]):

E X 4 JZIK (Hierarchy) 28 H(S, <), Bix
(S, <) E— MW H(S, <)E— MK (Hasse
diagram) , B — /4~ [0 TCIR K], K45 540 S, HA
— M E/MUEE,CSHAYS T (weSAveSNu<sv) ,u
— v (RARERX DI P w B o 77—,

E X5 A4 (Ontology) icH O(C,R,H), Hrh
C M SHE e, ey, e, ), R BRI LS EHEZ
MBI RES (r,ry, ) H RJZWES HC,r,)
(r,eR), BB HC,r)#E C A —NhBpn
HEEFK AR (Root ) o

E X 6 WEETREE (Concept Depth)ic i depth:
(¢)o RIK O(C,R,H) LRAMER ¢ B2 H(C,r) L
MR FE 5 A MIZZ IR AR BIRE & ¢ 642 F ik
B, T R R F KR (subClassOf) JZ Ik 45
14, I LA R 0(C,R , H) WA LLRIfE R 0(C) , i
depth; (e) WA AT AR depth, (c) .

ENX 7 Fwi /A3 (Lowest Common Ancestor)
W LCA (e, ,e0)o DA 0(C) LIPS ¢
e, ,LCA, (c, ,c,)={cldepth, (c")=max(depth, (c¢,"),
depth, (c,") - ,depth, (c,")) ¢, (1<i<k)H ¢, M c,
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M FERRSE) . U fif B2 L LCA (¢, e,y )08 LR
c, Fil e, A LA S vh B B R IR A& . LCA &
JEE X R (well defined) , I 9 4F 3 P HE & &
DA — AN SR R RUARAE &, JF LR AT B S
(8 BT 8 FEARL S v AS T RE AT T MR 2 14 VR B8 A T

B, X F A 0(C) MRS ¢, Flc,

] PLsE LH A FL (Dot Product)® A .
2xdepth, (LCA (¢, ,c,))

€6= depth, (¢, )+depth, (c,)

B, 3 v ) 28 T S AR AR T 1 A1 TR AR A
&N ATEHL ,LCA, (FRIfEHL SRl )= ‘4
AlAEHL” o depth, (A5 HFEHL )=depth, (‘TR THAEHL" )=
2, depth, (‘G EIEHL" =1, # A (5) T L5
WEE A5 FAEHL F B M fa AL i3l SCR IR 0.5,

PR I 3 3k 3 R 7 st vl DO R S A i S O R
B e Z 18] i o SCRE L
4.3 KSORD 5 SemSORD AH&h Ay

HH T A A 0 O 2R B5OH P A0 s 1 1 S S
1] BB T BORA TR A 18] Q, /N BB 2 46 AR A 1A
Q, 5 B R 2 460 pli ABE A v, A o ok il L
Wrlfghas, s i, 24 KSORD 5 Sem-
SORD 45 &k, AR i i &R, I %EH BAR
U G R R R T B T AR I AR R A G
— S SEAR T R0 SR il O R BRI i DG B IR A
RKE5HEUMREAR,

i B 8 (b) Fi7i , ST AR 5 JF 4% (TS Merger) 4
T4 R T8 UK 2 P (TSR TS, 5 06 i ial i % =
A TR TS, AT 55 o 3k FLT B2 A e 75 A 7] . 4
ol &I TS, F0 TS, 7 WAl k& TS, S 28 18 SCARLPE 73
$5 TS, Jo4 K EE R AR L 2 e

e AR SRR R AT 4 ML . anlEl 8(b), ot
41 AR AR R oG R B R A e R 517 AR Ju L
TS, AN T 5 S5 AR 3 Q, 1 B A AR DLV 3 4
Sim, (r, Q) HEITF .

(5)

Z Sim, (@, ,Q,)
Sim, (r,Q, )=—"=" - (6)

Hoob Sim, (a,,Q, )34 T0 4L AR o 55 5 b i)

A Q, 1Y IR AH fUPE 4328, S i RDBMS (% 1R 5
B LRI RG N, RIEAFE I RDBMS, Sim,
(a, ,Q, ) BUE Gl A] BEAS[A] 10 Oracle 7 £ 14 43 £
{EIEFE 0 2] 100 Z 8], 17 PostgreSQL 7= A 1) 73 %L
Wi7E 0 28 1 208, f2AZ(6) AT, Sim, (r,Q, ) I HUE
WHS Sim, (a,,Q, )HIF

SRIG AT e LR B anfol & 9F TS, M TS, o X
THEAHAXARIBERN LR R AT BE™ 4 TS, 5 TS, ,
R T LB 45 1 28 5 ZXT A R 43 AT & T 55
= AR GO 4E TS, , 1 TS, ={fl(re TS, VreTS,) A
(Sim, (r,Q)=composite (Sim_ (r,Q,),Sim, (r,Q,)))}.

W2, WA B Sim, (r,Q)WE7 T8 A
FT 43 L 5 G S 3l AR AR 4 T 43 ML B S [R) 35K 19 o
ARABL P 250 1 BBUAF Y0 161 PT RE AN [R) 3 S Bl 3 K
P BB L AE O 21 1 =2 (8], G B ) AF DL 23 B
HUE 5 [ b RDBMS A A [ i A [R] , PR R e K
IR Ak 53k ok R 9 DG B ) M AE AL P o B Can A
K (7))o X T Oracle ¥4 & 4t , Min (Sim, (7,0, ))
ST 0,Max (Sim, (r,Q,))5 T 100,
Sim,, (r,Q, )-Min(Sim, (r,Q,))
Max (Sim,, (r,Q,))=Sim, (r,Q,)

B Sim, (r,Q,) )5, RHA X (8) kit
Sim, (r, Q)™

Sim, (r,Q)=txSim_ (r,Q )+(1-t)xSim, (r,Q,) (8)
o g AN 2 B (E W] RE X AN [] (0 B4 A
Ve IR % B (H . 7F Si-SEEKER A9 325 b, R
ACM Computing Classification System (1998)1F A 45
WA, SigmodRecord #8743 B4 V8 Ry R B | 75 3
tE .

Sim, (r,Q, )= (7)

0.6 if Sim (r,Q.)##0 and Sim, (r,Q, )70
=11 elseif Sim, (r,Q,)=0 (9)
0.3 else Sim, (r,Q, )=0
4.4  SemCN Jjikrhgh
HEIA V12 775528 KSORDY, ObjectRank™if
1o Pl A5 G 457 (A ctivation Spread Model ) 2 52 Bl K
SRR ZORNAE SRR, AT DA I H AN A A i OC B
TR LR S —E BT B KR e . HENE
B B AR &Y KSORD DL SE 3¢ & B il
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JEE KR FSE, X BLEH SemCN Jy ki ol 97 e
SEEKER, DA SE B OC R B0 PR il Xk &R, 2w 4P
5T 221k, 44 5280 R W, Si—-SEEKER 7] DAAT 845
A SR A R A R, I AT R A
Rt — 4w, O MRS I A R B Z R 1 1E
SO TS R R R R, i BRI — R AL B
2, A B T AT P Z A LCA, A S f
MRS TREE Sl $2 M A AL BRI R0R . AR 2
WEFE AN S B i s i o LR B, i — B S R L
it v UK R A I R00%
4.5 SemCN 5HAt SemSORD 928 )5 ik iR

F 1 AT | BRI L) R A i) 45 L T A
AR )R % 11 A5 1 % SemCN 7% 545 3 &4
R0 DUAN S SemSORD 7k ilb 1728 & e, Hor,
YR IR RN %R R R B AT
LR S I s M SV R o NECE S S [ FUNER
AP ESCIE, il PARQ J5 ¥k % & il &
FAGTAVFOC R ACEN B4R, OntoSQL 23 1 F 42
P SQL A IE T, XA A AR R S A
SR PR AR AR 7, DT S BLEHE I R R
1 H 1 <h " FoR iz o B A Y R II6E,
B H A A 4 BERE J7, L0 OntoRSM 7 B H245
RN FLZE TR 2 R OL T, BA R AR U & ok

BV A, LR BRI G245 51, 1 SemCN UL H /1
B B e S A i, SRR B S A I 51 LR
Z IR SCARRIE X S T — E R A YR

M 1A LLE BT PARQ Al SemCN P Ff 5
0 SO ] 114 A 4 3R A U R T 2 S B0 I
AN, HA 7 9 R AR I A S o B i R R
Ay 4 R AN HEFR PR I, SemSORD 15 5E fig % 4 F 1
AR B A B A RS R E R R LA
X O Z B PR TR SR R Z5 RPN R e . 53 4h,
Xof P O iR U, Tl 4 v SORE R Y A T SOR
e AR [0 B, T A — 2B Y

F 1 AR H, SemCN A [f] T H At 4% Flr 52 20
J5 s  ATRBRBEAIE P S s iR A 0RO 2K, AT DARE I 4%
Pl Z A5 2R 31 | AL Top—k #53f), M KSORD i A&
ik, E— 2RI JE T AR Y 56 R B P T R R
AR, AR RER S, S8R X Fh kA v
2 [ JU i 9 AR 9 A R, O s 2 ) 1 LR T B s AT
45 5 AR, LA A I ROR %

5 WIRNBERRIEGY

553 A 4 BN T H TS E SemSORD
M2 R T 508 4.5 U T &Mk, 3T X sef
58, 0 Hr IR ) SemSORD 75 B E — 2 Jin s AF 5% (9

# 1 EI SemSORD &#h LM L&

Table 1

SemSORD approaches comparison

R OntoQE PARQ OntoSQL OntoRSM SemCN
815 Humboldt-Uni- IBM T.J Watson
% [E Maryland K 2% Oracle 7\ ] PE AR K
e versititzu Berlin K% WF5E L Anand
Octavian Udrea %5 Souripriya Das % kR %
Chokri Ben Necib % Ranganathan 45
EogtiiEass SQL SQL SQL SPARQL Keyword Query
i g R 5 58 o iR
sy ] A2 P 5 AR AL EL HMT ORC B4 OWL 544 HENT I L FE]
A IR TE AFIH AHH AHH FIH FIH
I TR B KR 5] KR 5] KR 5] 1 FAT 51 EETH
TR i B ] £ i Fft Rtk fi 5
Top—k #rifi x Jc ¥ H H
R k b T A A
oS AR S AR WA UL AU AR
iR WA B R % WA UL BA UM R AR /N
% 478 & L % 25762 & 400 MHEE I
ERHEIES A i Mk 75 4.5 s NT] B R S AR Mk, 2R w] AR
[DE/REE S EE N BORL MR R, e 2R
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AR X N MGEEIF A RR 2, L&
VERE T LA E 5 07 AT B AR, ) B B 6% 5] E
FIVEH . T =2 FEF KSORD # AR M iH LK R |
WSO MR AL 1 AR N A5 R HE
P43 JER PR 2505 A 4
5.1 He BRI C RBAR R UG &

B R R O F RO RO 1 — > T R
Y LT HCHE B AT DL SR B A R R AR O &R K HE
JEE A K R A 1AW SemCN 2 3k T 20 IR Y 06 &
B R KR T, I ASRE B A A 21 3 B
K KSORD &4t ok K I | i 75 %2 i 90 56 T i
I OC R 80 PRI UK ROk, B4 5 TR By
B K RE L 5 SRR AU S 3T 50 18
(14 5 22 50408 o 1 SURG 3R 7 vA T L SemCN 5 % He
3B, T HE— 25 B0 2 T KSORD AR 1Y ¢ & B8
JETE KR T AR T SO R 45 R
5.2 i SUMELPE VS

H 1 45 # 52 B SemSORD Ty ik # s 223 F 3 it &
Z B SCAR YR, DAk ARy e, o H R
SemCN J7i%, 32 LA & A0 ih) fih L& 5] Z [H) i
SO 158 38 AR RIE Tt R A R 2 2] ARk
A SERMEEMTRNE ., B3 TR IE X
AR Y LR BR . SCRR[8142 T 3 T AR Z IR
SR TE R SOM U 9 200 5 vk, SCIR[10)3 T fiff
A5 B & (Information Content) 318 HE & 2 8] i L AH
R0 Y 5, T SCHR[11)AI[ 12143501 452 H 46 A WordNet
RTS8 PR S AR 3 TR o L A AS R %) M A2 0 SRR M o 5
Jrid . SCHR[9VHE T A [R A 44 i Ak & v SCAR LT
BT NSRS AR AL T EE S R, SCEE R A
B R O 2R RO B SR R — AN SRR AR, e
e |l B E RS A 00 R A I R R
ST SCARARLPR T8 1 | 2 (AT 5 1 o 2 )
53 TEREIEAE

T 1 R Al 4R A R ROR 1 56 R B I
T R 3R AR A AR R ) — A O B ), 0 H R R R
ENNS R P E €/ LA & 4 iR 8 i B S
B, Oracle 2> 7 52 PLAY OntoSQL Ty ¥k 1 Jc i+ 55 - 77
AR S 2 A C R AR B M A, JF HSE a2
TAMK RG] A & AHRCRR ) IBM T.J.Watson B
FEHL I OntoRSM J7 ik, iR T B0 5T T 4 (1 R 5 | 45

), LASCHF Minerva #E3R 22 52 & 85000 o SC A il b 2
SemCN J7 % T8 ME 2 2 18] 1 1 SCAHRIPE 75 2508 AE K
ERYTHERT R, B b B AR AT B T
SR G #ELA — 2 AT SORBLME (T 7 5% B 1) Ao
Frp— AR B OB IR Z [A) S AH BT ) YA (A A
BR AL HE S LU 2 B 1 SCAHAL P TH33FE 2% K
B ATE R, R Wl 7R KRR A AR SRR
SRR CR G, PR S s ) Y SR
PE R AL T 5 A HE AR T, DU R R G A ROR
S P RE LA Y B TS ) A
54 ifATHIEIK

TR G FR B PR R AT T K F SQL A T
TPV B AL SQL A i) I i SC G Ty vk
P R E SPARQL 15 SCAT ), 3 7 il A 360 7 ik 4 T
DUKS 8 i 235 I iy A ok, (H R SR 2
IR 2527 2 AT, — M RS Tl Al AN i
FREHCE W P . SemCN J7 2 $ {1 56 B i) A
TN O RS R ATl R A, AT B Y OC B 1) A 0]
AR RIGTAE oy T BN BERG B b 3 25 P A
W3R, A P A W A 3 A 2 R 1 O B R
Kt iAW, AR LU R SR H P Ay e
(Query expansion), ] LLH >k 32 H¢H P A1 A%
(Query formulation )1 24 SCHk[47 WA FE T 3 F 41
PO A= P8O A R GE . T ey 1 I AS 1Ak 4
T AT B O B ) A i), A RSP AR Y DG B R A A
W AT 2 Y
5.5 iESUAWEIRHEF R

ERARE R G, g R HEY B
W, MR B R RS D A S R HEF A T
OB FR G 4 B A 4 R T — ARG 8, 4y
AR U5 B 2 435 R A Y A B G B HE A T T
FE T A A I BOHE P2 v SUAGE 3R I T2 4 SR A BEORE DG
I e B 25 P, 25 e B0 o SOR 3R e i, 45 SR HE T
T I — 58 B Pk, N Hy T AR e 3 DL R R s
Vi RS i SCBI R AR IR, A b A RO
WK R 5 B R R 7 2, XRETEXS S5 2R 4T
oy B BB 25 R SO R 43 %, S 2 i DG i i T
BCARME 23850, T BB H3 38 1 SR — 5k

55 G5 R HE P AH OG0 — A In) 2 45 R 1 43 26 I
MR RGN, FEUH ok
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HARR AR ENER R — &M e Rk
D7 K 25 A SN T AR S R 2851, BE g TS
B P iR 48 B 0 S AR 2 it v P 0 B 4 SR 1
B SC[48, 4915 X KSORD 45 5L 41 Hy — b4 B 2544
FIP 28 RSB T 3k R AR S 35 R 18 A
U2 48 3 22 1 o SCIE B, DI Blck 73 28 i RCR 1R
RIS
5.6 i ST bR

FREK RSB R E# S T 245 % Ok
P2 FIE B R R R MERE 9140 TREC SCRY4ESY,
1M KSORD %4t H Hif i il = 23 I\ 18 P74 b 14 F1AR
BoingE, fE L IERE b IR SCA R R RE B = 45— BT
bR, AT JG 3k X AN TR) A9 3 SCRGE 2R 2R 4 O 7 RE A
WA VR IR, HHTE XA RS IR R
LG A AR A E R PAT I AR A ) AR SRR
R Ui BE 1 VP HR AR, R — MR B S S
PETAE, R — TR T AR,

6 &5

It 25 A 1Ak IV L Web AR (Bl sk 4 8 ;)
LT AR 19 5 2 U PR T S % R A
P, A VAR At 5 200 R S, 5236 R
Yo T SRR Tk | T LA A 1 5 2R MO I 45 1
25 4 AR, SCREAMT T 3T AR 10 06 BBk
o PV S T SRR 9 LT L K — s A AR TR
SHTRIUBRSE T B RGBS S RBOH PE L 5 B T A%
(0 A Z LA E R, WA YR SQL ¥
J G R MALRIE RARE R 15 St L R T
BRI R AR W R ik, AMAN T Xy
W LA SR AT T 45 RO BE 9 0 B OF EL A
LA BE X KM T AT T A B, BB AR T
A B SRR A K SRR B, AE R T AR
5 I BB P e R R A AR R, A R
SR TE OF A M E B, BRI R R
B e i SR A
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