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N7 Eolt), o]l T Fdoz AR FIF7HELS AHALA o} 7] & A (Enterprise
Architecture) & AF4o g2 %] &&3of o} HALY olF|dX T o}A 7R =
85 Adez I 71 AR dFo d d49& dF Z =4 2(Business
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A (Applications), Hl°ol8] HA 2 #A(Data Descriptions and Relationships), 1
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SEE o=z FFAYRSI HAIE AAg 01%71] T5E o7 = A
ANEL 713 Ul B ol g 7]F EA9S dAE F3 A3 F&Ho o 3,
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1999], Z47] A= & EAZL 94 2 885 93

A #44 48 2 oy
g},

9% A= 87

2. A2 & EAZL 43884

EAZ T3 AgoA gouz orjdxz
FE AL 999 AAUE 7 ABBAS A
= 4EaA B olys EAS Bget: HANA
7] ME B EAZ @A A BAsEs 4588
4 BAE EAY AT BAE A= FL@ as

2 #4387 B9 EAYSEE4 AL 2A o

3] o) nF o] 4 (Word Sense Ambiguation)2. 2 ¥
He AAF3Y 59 AI3ZEEAH A EAT+E
Al FHView) g ZoloAq A= AIF 4

ol A58’ TAZ FES B 5 Ao o34
o Fodeld HEPMo] g did AFIE A

F o] A ¥ (Enterprise Alignment)

Aol o ZbA gt eE AR R we
A dxo+= o2 FHY EA7F AMFELEN
AR Go] AsHE A4S v ST,
1999]. v =9 A, oFemFodd o
10 R R R A3tz sl EATE
Al BEAEES FJUZ EARAIE #+5E 9F
gtozyn AAXEY AFHAR S AdstL olF
23 delEHe FAAES RASI UTBEA,
2006]. 23y EA&OI A FHIHBHBE A= o
2 EAZ AA(THEAY AFE) A 47 A= HUE &

EAE

:‘—1'

AAAE AEHTGA AHH FF FIEEH
gAE age golA BT =8, folAug

FE3dets Md3 FFEYd ASEEAY A
A=A ged, Add 89 284 =
Ae o EHY dA M2 O& EA /iE FHAA
E 79 MdA(Concerns) ztololA H|EH TH
(View) 2] Zpolol Al At FAol7] wjZoltt.

F wjgge FolZrt T3l A4S o=
Folo] JAAA = ‘wj@AAN G %"’3’3} 4&7@:
(Operational View)oll A wj#3FolA 8]& 8AE
Aol wi#AFL 7FA Wl wj#AA] AE(System

-425 -



 characterized by}

% Z(Technical View)dtel 714§ 457
AENZT ‘AA4T' S 3 F g3
53 Aot A= AL viglRE
holders)vttt Z+7] ©t& 7ld(Concerns)S 71X 1L
2171 8 du=E ZEFoEN AH Aolrt W
"2!3}7“ HAr}. o} I:'“E(Architect)-‘: 7] A2 o

E #HAd BH(Views)olA F43td =l
7&1—% T3 BAY olF|HA AEFES EEH Y
ol7|E A  AEETHY #AAEZ HAAHoez HHE
(Enterprise Alignment)& .24 FA7re] JAA
(Viewpoints)S =& 4 Aok [28 2]9] A4
AAAHH D o NAA THAAA ‘WjBFN =
A =g ol7[El A FAHAM PVCIHolZ e} J]e of
719 A BFAA ‘AA0SAT' Y ABPE HE F Y
th o] AH$ EA}\]'EEE 223 BT e JAF
Q17 sty wW  ‘45mm PVCHo|T’ mEnoiE
‘Magdol’gtn 2o f4A A9 = 9oy 43
HYolA A FEZ ZF9oE ‘45mm PVCHo]
" 27083l A9selrl BRus CAA0K4T 27Etn
Ao mR AdRolo|A BT = 9= A
€ "ida dHE & Y9 2y AR & EA
A oEe AEEEA EAE 94A8 o
2 doid A €o. 28 Mdd 59 43884
TAE #As7] HEll F4UE T AR S
EAZ 33 HE3dE A= ¢ goy, do =
F37)% BAW 200/ A P} s UL
A o vE o EHSHAA AT/ A E 3

A DEFge] A8 8.9

AF7A M2 e EAT dAFHEH AE) A
HAsle o3 o A8 A A
2 o] A8 FAd dis] AR F
1R EAE dAsr] A AEdH FEY
A3 8 TAV SAHo 2 dAE ook dt=H,
MEgA 59 FEEE4H0] SR HAEH
of o] 7|Hto g AMZ U& EA o3 &ALH ¢
A d (Alignment) 37t o] Fojd & 7] WEFo|oh
A EATE Al B (View)e] AolojA A E=
MIA 59 FE&8A FAZ A28 9 o3
2 o AsE4A FAR A" 4 dan,

ol 9¢ HAHNoZHN 2EZAE B85 EA
I8 -E— AgE sk Wde ANsA
ot

3. EAZt AW v]s3 gt

AFsld AR FHE 9% FH vy Ed A7
= A A f9 AFTE A HolYy AT, &
7ol AZ, v AFe A FHFE UFo H2
4 A}HBerners-Lee, 2003]. dHio]g7]vt uf g 9]
A%, @edl o3 7 KAE ANE B oy
o]t 7to| WP & A=} A7|vpriwt wig o F
% XML/RDF27]vt ARE £38 o4 Frs A
B 71 BAE adEFQ ge=E ¥ds, 19
Z2 BAE w279 ude T HAET L
Foz Wy &84t vANG. mAgez, ofn)
Wge cEzAZE 83t oy g 2

3

-426-



mFo] olFojHt &EZ A (ontology)# '7]&3
1A 8l YIS 7H 3} (conceptualization) & %
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BARdo o] AL H UHAd F Uvh A&
A(TRM)9] Ve F&F HE'I
A DBMS# 35S WAlsta, MySQLe] 7le X
F Z2E9 DBMS@ #&59 stutglo] A3
2 g3 Myl EF P29 542 F$)
stz 4T A5, A4 MySQLo|
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®m axiom bridge and axiom bridge ¥

1 RdoA  shpe] FxRPES 4
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AR #FZ=EIABRM)F 43432 E L (PRM)
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A Fentity2 AZE(AAGDE F Uk o] B¢
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PRMolgtE= t& ZFzxzrddi i Fentityst
= Y& 98 #3359, rdfisubClassOfE A}-&3}
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i}aaﬁmésém

/ hasPavent

Charles

o

[23 4] transitive parentzj&l o
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