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WAUZE B B4R Ae Fae, A4S
st SZEQel ATUESES Us
59 47 24T

F Aogd BAE 93, 3
4 gov, 2 Mulz AAE A3 AR
g 4 Utk ol e § Mu2EL FE HA
A7 ¥ (eCommerce) ¥ 7197 58 & @3 E
tHE& AR 7lHER W, WSDLH #Z& #AlY
g Mulx BF 7¢EE 7 4 Aulz9 7

g FE2 A (syntactic description)THE A F
a3, 23 TEA Aoyt FRE AHEeA
3t AR on| E(semantics) S AF3HA I

o. ge A4, § A¥l2E2 UDDIE T AF
B 2& AdhdHol2g O Mulart Fe AYe 3t
A, oW 71#dAM AgstgeAdd d& dF
Ellole] FEnel AFshA X3 gk 2L A
A Aulx 2% 7)1E800 o) 71AHLE AT
7@ elul%ﬂ FHE A Auis A 2ids
751011

e 2o 4887 gA B,

A]E_Q ¢ MY A(semantic Web service)S2

* A7)t ARAGR Das, 4w
e Rt SR A A3

g Aul 22 B#(capability)o]l FI FEG <ofr]
28 PAES AZToEH ojHd AFS A3}
3, Mg #FHAA AssE ¢ Avx 24H
A, 733 E%0] 7153 5E I o) AW
g 4 MRAELS AWE Y(Semantic Web) 7]1&
2 &z glew, wtA AdY 4§ e
4 MulAEe 9nEF A5 &fA(semantic in-
teroperability) & 9 J=ZEE AFIdy E F
Atk AlE ) MH2EL FHE Yu|EF WA
of 7)1&x3te, AFR] Yot s A AEH)
o)2F F&IA FIE THE AH2EO|U §&
25 o8 A oj 838 & Uk met
A AWE ¢ Mu2EL AEY § AdellA A 43
HlZY2x ME2Eo] AFHT AHEHE W &
HslE £ & Z10E J|dEnh

B =2AMe AY § MulAE HF A
Ne #5374 %S A¥ET. 53 IRSY OWL-
S, 1331 WSMFE FALE, vz oA A
PEe AWY ¢ AMulx dF =85S s A
EL =3

2. § Aulzet AllE {)
2.1 # Mu]A
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Service
Registry

Service
Requester

Service
Provider

Bind

Q" 1) ¢ AMBla 7Y

(Service-Oriented Architecture, SOA)E MEI §l
th &, ¢ AMulAaE Aula A FAKService Provi-
der), Aul2~ a3 AH(Service Requester), AHlZ @
2| 2E#(Service Registry)® T4 T

dutzm oz Mulx AFAs Aulz QAR
A ) EAF AU FY3tn 1 ARE §
Ze BFE 98S 5o, g Aulx o] &E
AQsl7] Y8 Aulx GR2Ege] Aale} MuEis
of 3 BA HRE AFETHpublish). ARl
A ARoE FAL o], A e Mulx AF
Aoz AFRe AHlE olF, ERFIE,
WSDL# Z& A& AEdHol2 HHE Fol £
gt Aula GA2EHE Aulx ASATE AT
s Adlx BA ARE 55, #E s, o€
& nlgo® Mulx 8AA7F Yshe Mu2E F
ol diF AMuix HA FRE AHla 23R
A dAFE 98¢ £33 AHle LA A
A PA2E Aogto N o] st A
A T (find), ABl2 BA FRE 0] &3l
g Aulx A FaolA AH MuH2E A
Hoh(bind).

o}#3 ¢ Aul2E #A SOAP, WSDL, UDDI
o e XML7|HEY] & ZEEZESS J|RE T
AP gtk W3CHA Ak SOAP(Simple Ob-
ject Access Protocol)& HTTPS} Z2 ¢ 7]ute)
BN Z2EZ A4 97 EZEANAH IZERPO)
HAYSE S A3y 9 XML ZTEEZ shy
olt}. oo w3, WSDL(Web Service Description
Language) 1 AMulxel 7153 Qe[ #Ho]ad tf

3 XML 7]¥te] & BAolth. WSDLY X3+
o] & W& dT M2t st Yol FAUT}
of the W& Mulze) i@ A2 PPt FAH
A Mulzg A Folth Aulz 8RFAE ME|A
AZA7L AT oG ¢ MH29 WSDLE B3
AHE SOAP "WAAE AT 4 Y. UDDI
(Universal Description Discovery and Integration)
E 4 Aux 553 24 e AYdte Auis 9
2EZd] 3 ¥F TREZo|t}

2.2 Al

AWE $l(Semantic Web)ol& ZFE Z2I1Y
o o3 e & e Adxe HAUAER o]
o]F §(Web)S L3t} ol AlY oA
Ego} dojRES} 22 A5 213
oz, 8 g A FH AAEe] ws
golattt. AmE 4 ol gAEL 9t JHE A
A (keyword search) T4l &oj9f 7d# A4 7]
238 om 24 &AM(semantic search)E 53 I1E
o] QT s AEYG AHLAES ¥ U 389

e rfe v owln
bP~

o K
o |

W o5e WBAY + 2
3|

dol MEAYe FYHoE FHTL LEEA
(ontology)Eolth ol#T LEEZAE AEH A,
o A% VALY AREE ALEFH A4
THE HedA dt, o)ZAAo) &2
EIRENY AE $44E =4 &
a9 28 A AW 949 EF Ve AFE
BadZy gled, @ ool ¥ HTTP WAA
A4 Z2EZI I Yo EAske XML 71§y
A= FHUNNES IPst2 Y. 53], RDF,
RDF-S, OWL %<& Description Logic 7148 #
z3l9 § LEZXA dojgoth Zk A9 EFS
ZheEs) AuEE ofyel 2o
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k=1
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XML& ALgAR7E A% o]F(vocabulary)E ©
43t 123E ¢ BMES ABE F A= A
ot} of Ul Y EAME FRHLE J|eT
AE RS AFAW, BAY YuiE AT
AE UL AFAE ¥t XML Schemas
XML #A49 T2& st XML 7% oo
o]t}, XML Schema: DTDOA E¥E 4 W
2% fole g dYHUE AAE T 71EH
o2 spsdA o, XML A7 M e
dHE ey, dEHE 9 #A, 74 IHUHET}
7H 4 e Bl dig AAE oyt Jhs st

RDF(Resource Description Framework):= &l
o) ZAste AU(resource) T HAS] YT
XML 7)89] ®ZAdojo|tt. RDFe 74 Adst 1
E3te] #AE U9 AH(property)E EHIT
Hole] xdo|ct, wei RDF EAE 7|&9
XML EAol Wg) ol R ougg 7H F
9ith. RDF Schemat RDF A9 &43 Fejx
g FHY F Yt AAEAM, £4FH Z9ay ¥
3l A& FZ(Generalization-Hierarchies)oll g
Au &L AFI

OWL(Web Ontology Language) DAML+OIL
oA WA 9 2EEA AojEA, RDFY RDF
Schema®lA] ZAog =mdd Q4E 2Y3HTH
OWLE ZH3 o}$|(vocabulary)d} F2173 o9&
(formal semantics) E&&tT 17| W&ol 7|A
sjae] 7158 ¢ AA=xE oFed Yol XML,
RDF % RDF A7|vjRt} gouth. OWLE %8

jal
4 —b_e

rulo

o] A2 o A M AR dfEU OWL Full,
OWL DL, OWL LiteZ FAHt}
0] % OWL Fullo] 713 Edge] ad, 1
&2 DL, Lite €°/t}. OWL Fulle ¢ ¥
54“:‘]‘»} RDF Schema ¢ &% EFE #g&3lux
e A4S AFsis, OWL DLL OWLY EE
olFE T YA o3 Arg Ao AF
A8 e upatol ok W, OWL Lite® S8l &
F ASH 33 Ag A 298 BRE 3=
Aol Hste =g Foof Aol EF AA
o] ¥3 ol wW=3 474 OWLs7| A% &
=24 HYsirt

2.3 glo| UM wet

Fenselol &3t9, hitp, htmlE HEHE HA <
g2 19 33} o] AlAY 4, § Aulz, AWE
g AHlx FoB BAY AoE At 19
B M2 71Ee) 92 HH(static)o] L TEE
H(syntactic)?) ¢ FAE FI o &3Ed W,
4 Mulze v 9 & L‘iqt g Aua
Z2a9E 5&3l10 o3t WA Bt §F
(dynamic)?! o2 B & glom, AwWE e ¢
FA49 WEE &il%ﬂ oy & YEE Hr}
ojn) 2 A (semantic) 2.2 FH&A B =Y
o2 B 49w, o2 AWE 4 Auas § A
Bl 7)€% AWE § 7led et § Aux

web service
Dynamic knowledge

semartic web service

knowledge
Static Q """"""""""""" d O

http, html semantic web

Syntactic Sermantic
(0% 3) Hol wx et

o]
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27 A, 283 o84S F o uiEes 28 F2E olgE 718 AYEL sy A
Aostee ARE gopsiga. g ke v AT e AZEJY HIVESS Yepdo
#ol| 7129 4L ol Brh /fAHE ) AUEE Zoz Mula LEZAE el Alug ¢ Ayl
343 9NY 202 1= Yougd ~ WA A8 BE AdEe i 2o} shig
A4 2de T Aot U AHAE ol gsHe
3. AlE 9 Aulx FlETE shtel 84 T2ade 533 s 2R /)
B ZAQdE2E AMul2 £ (publishing), 7 (dis-
oA AlgAel HHEY HNE AE3HE covery), X ®(selection), ZF¥(composition), TF
Aulx BAg 28, 180 Ade Q5] s (invocation), 3 (deployment), 2E2% %] (on-
9 Auizo] OiF o|elEd WASe) Pascy, ¢ tology management) Fo) Sk
A AEE uteh 2ol 9 AN2E AP BAL ) oA AN 7R AYES dds] AR A2
5o FEA Aux #HAue ATFoH, A d TERAYN PG LZEYY HIJIESE
v QAeh ABAE] Ay QH% gy F MY S5Iegisten), F27)easonen), A¥l
ou] £& AL 7hed AGzA =L olaEtAL %71 ¢l (matchmaker), AHj2  £3)|71(decomposer),
W3] ol olgf@ ARe g omese A 2&nvoken ol T Alx 8=
Z Zng AHA P sddeosy A" & A& UDDI®t WSDL % 22 ¢ AH|2~ &5
otk shte] AwlE ¢ Mulxx shte] Aula A A" AulA FRES BE 99 AYEH A
LEEANE 28 Ao, olgdd MuA LEZ Agdes AZG Zolth. d7lele AnlA9 ¢
A AHlA 589 g2 $8 278950 47 g3 &9, A28 I-2A5FH 22 754 F
ARG & A B oiz JeRyAe gy AEH A2 AHRE, ¥E, Aquali), Al
£ 7VseiA & AEA AAG 2e v J5H UEE TP
ANE g AMuAZ 98 7|&7zE 19 49 o A os WY ¢ Aulx A AHGEHE
o] 718 2 (activity), Al2=¥ FZ(architecture), Al 2E2AE AW 9 7led o3 A48

Mula EZ A (service ontology) 58 A& TE =
A 744 Aol we B & Aok AR AAE °
e AMY g AuaE 98 shie ZRgat 8 4
AZsot e 1% a7 Agse ek, A g

o Owl-S9 Ze& AHlA 2EEZA = AW
EZ7 ¢ojel OWLY ®¥HHY FE %
< I o] &3t YUth

p Sl ,(\m‘pluyment‘

|
¥ . ’ / gy AaE g Hulz ZHPHIE ALt s
. Publishing 0 Composifion - pocation L Oty _ =
= = Lo £ 79 97 =¥EEL IRS, OWLS, WSMF
| 5 = Utk wWEhd o] FolAHE IRS,

THLE AWE ¢ Auxe

Service Oniology . Pre.condition - Cost 3 Category

; ¢
i . ' 4 Composite
N mput | owpaf o pogcondition ﬁ“"‘“‘“s“""“‘\ Service

4.1 IRS

(T12] 4) AjoHE! 9 AME|A JjaTx IRS(Internet Reasoning Service)t AIWE ¢ A
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7

2 8

v 2 ZHAYIAZA, 4 32 F4 o] o dE
<l md<l UPML(Unified Problem-Solving Mo-
deling Language) ZalY¥ 3] 7]wkstn glow,
A WAL #AY IRSIIE T2 Mulx HAQ
WSMOSt OWL-S A 71%< 2531 Yrh IRS
£ 93 KMI(Knowledge Media Institute) @78
o 93 ATHI glew, A MIAKT, DIP
48 Z2HAES AN V|8 FEHT ot

1% 5¢ IRSY AAHY zZHYYPIE Yehd
T 9lt}. IRS Server, IRS Publisher, IRS Client]
THLAE Ho glon, AXUENE SOAPS
olg43le] EAS T ¢lth IRS Servers= AWlE ¢
A28 F A g dANMY 7]&(descrip-
tion)S A5 IRS Publisher:= IRS Serverd
¢ AP AE 4483 WSDL 7]€g o]4std =}
THOE I&E WEste ¢ AMulzz w3shes
71%5& Y3

UPML ZH Y9 3L Ontology, Domain Model,
Task Model, Problem Solving Methods(PSMs)7}
BridgeE Fot9 d4F0] A4& BE3.

offt

* Domain models : SJZEAC|AY EuRlE 71&

e Task models : Z%(task) &2 3 7]<,
429 B9, 539 A ZZ(precondition)
T A4

® Problem Solving Methods (PSMs) : &% 2t
ol g F2 ZIZAHXE AT

IRS Server
IRS Publisher
- @ Lisp
Domain Models
M . IRS Publisher
e O
Java
Method Specifications ™ =
+ Registry of implemaenters \ IRS Publisher
I Java WS

Task Specifications
+ S0AP Binding

I

IRS Publisher
Java WS

Y
SOAP

IRS Client

(Ol ) IRS =H|i=

* Bridges : o}Z@Alo]da b2 2d HIUE
£ BN 9

4.2 OWL-S

OWLSE EF §§ €824 <dojd OWLE /)
W& w=9 DAML(DARPA Agent markup Lan-
guage) LA Gl o W3C EE08 AYH A
Wy g AHlx 2EZA Y. OWL-SE W54
¢13A% AE(Al planning) ATF-Eok} A5 o
ol FE 9 TF oJHE Al2E(multi-agent sys-
tem) HoIERE B2 gL Wglon, OWL ZF,
Description Logic®] Z%¢ @3 ¢ My~ ®
FE9 H484S AYP3 AEZ E 5 9 OWL-
S LEZAE AHA K E r)&de Hulx =2
Y (Profile) ARlA APy AFH ZTIAX A
HE AF3e Z2A 2 2d(Process Model), AJH]
2 Wge g@ReeE AHl2 IekE9(Grounding)
T VM FA8AE T Yok

4.2.1 Mel~ =zm(Profile)

AMulx AFgzpe] i FRo} Mulx9 EXE
F33 FEAA 71E€dth 53] 7153 %A (Func-
tional Description)= AlH|2o] 23] QF=HE= <
g(Inputs), MAH¥E EY(Outputs)d] ™I AR,
AMulx Adfo] "3 9B FZ(Preconditions)
I Aulx Ao 97 T (Effects) T& 713
™, Hl 7153 WA (Nonfunctionality Description)
o AMHlx ofF, MulA AFA AR 5 V&3
th o]ge AMuA ZENY ARE =2 MulA
W7 (service discovery)® AHlA A el(service se-

lection) A A4 o4 % o

4.2.2 =Z2MA 22 (Process Model)

OWL-S ZaAx Ede ZIAX g9loa A
Hl~ Z¥(service composition)o)y} A¥l~ =&
(service orchestration) FHE 7|&dt}. o3 72
Mulze] Z2ha md HRE g Auxoe
287 AAAAe] AH 0|4 2 F ok

sk QIE|Y MEats| (HeH H23)
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[=1

OWL-S Z=2Ax RdoME 7|8 ZIZAA
(atomic ZEAA), §4 ZZ A4 2(composite proc-
ess), & EZA A(simple process) ¥ 3 7HA
g Z2A2ES Fostn Yok 7B ZEAA

IOPE(Inputs, Outputs, Preconditions, Effects)
IAE e 9d BYgux Z2AxE L3
.38 ZEAAE AFHoE AHY" s 9
AFZ Y (workflow)o|H, 71E ZZAA FL& &
e ¥4 A28l 2P0 THHED. FA
ZZHAE Sequence, Choice, Ifthenelse, repeat-
until, Split, Split+join &9 Th¥d ZF AUES
ol g3ty TFAHTL W& EZZMAE UM NG
N8 Z2AsY A ZEAAGE 2 ofF A
A Aulae} upglgo] o] oA A ¢fd dhte F
4 Z2A2E JeL o3t 4 Z2AH2E
3 o T2 JA ZZALEE FAHS
ofof hrt.

2=

4.2.3 MBi2a 22+2=(Grounding)

OWL-S9 AMul~ Izt REL § Aujxe
Az & wael WSDLHS w3 (mapping)
FBRE IFsles FEoit Mulx Ied AR
53 54 ZREZ, AS XE, WAA Y4
AFE ZEIHo|Y JolHET HAR 7
Mulze] HA2E F gle PHe FASE £ 9
o AMuls Z2add ZEAs RdE F4E
HAZA EXS dAA Fohd TZEZE A
3} 8k AT, Aula I3 BAY § o
FAAY £F& AZsE 4L @

OWL-SE A Ys}r] 98 o =+ %
NEEHD Yed, F2 OWLS Aulx Bi
A ZTE(authoring tools), §] AHlA A =FE
(service discovery tools), ¥ MulA TF L A

S E(service invoking and execution tools),

oft i

1 ¥
18 A

o.-:é

iy

M~ 28 =7 E(service composition tools) 5
o2 BF% 4 ok

HEHQ OWLS Aulx 9 A4 EFERE
2T ity KSLojA AAdE OWL-S H37,
hd7]-4 distaelA iEdE WSDM20OWL-S
HEy), vjdA= gy MindSwapdT2oA 7

1%61;»
Provider | |00 T DAMLS VM
iDNeb Service |\ [ \wehservice Invocation |
escription Axis's Web Service I
. e Invocation Framework 1
: iehSarvicelnyok
H ')!h)jz\ i - . B - P
R Rsammrros i
GAML-S e DAMLES Processor -t .

Ground
d4_ing

Grounding Execution Rules l
rocess Modej Execution RulesLl- d
<11 Dy mference Engine
DAML Jess KB

Jess
Jena

B APPLICATION

(a&l 6) OWL-S Virtual Machine

23 OntoLink 5°] Atk ¢ A¥lx ¥4 =F4E
2 7h7-2d dgwelA sdd OWL-S/UDDI
Matchmaker, OWL-S Broker, OWL-S for P2P %
o it

gEH] ¢ Mux A =72 29 634 2
< 7hi7]-E¥ digtme] A 7iEE OWL-S Virtual
Machine®] ot ¢ Aulx 3L A% =FE
g d7e 7 B3 Adg ) Auls aFR
o2 A, T HI Y EC] AEHT Yo tE
Hel EFEEZE MindSwapolA Aed FA AR
714te} ¥E-2ZhE ¥ (semi-automatic composition)
79 HTN AEZ|HTN planner) 7)4ke} A%
2% =FE°] Utk

4.3 WSMF

¥ 9% DERK(Digital Enterprise Research
Institute) B74E ©|E U= Fenselo] AosH
WSMF(Web Service Modeling Framework)+<
A9} #EF gYgd ZHS Jlestr] Y8 =
27 ZHdAAEA, I8 73 2ol &Y v s}
Aol QAEER o|FoH Qith

e

o 2EZAE(Ontologies): T2 S4o AMEE
€ 809 & AF
Z R E(Goals): § Mylzo] 23 s|AHojok
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oo

Goals

Ontologies Web Services

Mediators
(j_EI 7) WSMFOI 2'<_o .?A-I QAE

O

= EAEE 39

AH]| A E(Web services): A3 7]
ste Y AHl2E

H 2 (Mediators): $A &G 3 7R Al
mE g Aula T QAETRY oA £A
A

off
o

A

]_

e = PN ol ule

WSMFo] gt 78L& Al SWWS(Semantic
Web enabled Web Services)$t WSMO(Web Ser-
vice Modelling Ontology) 5 ZE2HEE F3f
AT Yok SWWSE WA Za Y F(descrip-
tion framework)®} Au]|2 24 =ZH YUY A(discov-
ery framework), 232t Z# Y9 (mediator frame-
work) 2 AFsH, WSMOT FE WSMFE
0 FASEIY AR Ans LEEAE MY
e dEg PP

WSMO A¥la LEE2AE Ex9 234, 19
I MHIZES AE HES FHIH WSMO
oA shdel 4 AMulxgs 3he FH(capability)
7 shtel Qe o) Ainterface)E TAETE WSMO
2 9% mHUolE Flogic 7% WSMLeld).
E, WSMOAAE td e 47kA 39 =4

AEE A3t ot

e 00 FAA: LEEAEDY 92
WwW 232} 4 AHl A&7 93
WG 247 ) Aulxg Z879 942
GG ZAA: Zx9 Zx7ke 94

WSMF 3 WSMOE & N¥ =TE=

e

e
ir;?" i | w‘-
f m’mw

(22l 8) WSMXe| 7=

WSMO HAL 93 WSMO Studio®} Java 7%
°] WSMO APISl WSMO4J, 18] WSML Va-
lidator T°) A TxFH gdew, wsMO 7jut
o Ay ¢ Aulx AdYPgHFoz 1Y 83 F
TZ9 WSMX(Web Service Execution Environ-
ment) $THHA Fo] AFHL Uk

5 72

AZFAA ARY 4 Mulze 727t HE
Auixsh AE § sj&o] e Aot A XY
Hu e ARY 4 Anzy F8 Ve FFE
IRS, OWL-S, WSMF 402 Amugit AW
g g Mulze dA 99 9 Auzst AR A
= EANL ddstuA AAE e oigtold,
goz qo] N&FHog WA vopd WiFolz
& 4 9lch. IRS, OWL-S, WSMF ¢ 977} o
23 §Y4AEe FAoE ZHFQ A 2l
APH 1 gled, o] F It FF AWY
MEl2 71€& o8] Uz A BEFESE A
ol 7 Ao E AddEt

e

e
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