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Abstract

For an application of ontology, query processing is mandatory field for efficient information search in the ontology.
Other query processing systems tend to analyze only facts and to simply provide structural information for users. In fact,
the systems do not have big difference with database systems or text based information processing systems. Therefore, in
this research, the method which can provide the inferred information based on axioms is suggested in order to maximize
reusability of ontology.

Keywords : Ontology, RQL, RDQL, SPARQL

19

I.M &

1
2
L

HRE 9

P ARAE A2dH 3A GE Aol fTh WA,
24 A A B A7/ JYHAA e

SEEA RE AT ol€ SEEIA e Eok
g Aoldle A4 2EEA €8S A Aol &
B EAE0 EAgtn giv). 53], LE2A W9 &
€Y ARG E AT gAY REL 2EEA

& &
o 2Rl WEA sdsoler ¥ Fiolt 7Ee
egzAd dE 94 N29e gAY Bl
Apdehg BEAE g P24 A ARTE ARz}
A AFEeEHA doleols Aad L daE 7]
T AY, A FY TR Aol BT W
(Chosun  college university of science &
technology)

" AEY, AU EEY A4
(Chosun university hospital)
AR 200939925, A=Y 20100d1€8Y

(146)

o}, RQL, RDQL, SPARQL# 22 29| doj&o] 7
A o]gg dojge PRE HolEHolx A9
dojgl SQLl EeE Fi 9k RQL, RDQL,
SPARQL2 RDF 1#j= mdd] 7]utsle] ALgz} 2]
2 AHagozH, OWL Hde AHsted dAE 7t
A Qe Ag Fysi7] ff B 49 +&
g AHgdte AgE ZAAslol e oHgol Atk ¢
ga E dFdNE 71 LEEA F9 UARAL,
RDQL, SPARQL)E9] 7HAx e d9 78 &4 A
Ba4e d2sy] g8 = & Vv A9 At
7Hed Ao A JEFHoAE A FHIUT

k=R
=



20104 18 HA3%s| =X X 47 CLH A1 2

II.

rH

= A

RQL, RDQL, SPARQL¥ Z-& de| dlojge] T2
£ SQLY EHE Fx glow SQLE Ho|guo]xg]
Qutgz Ao Adoje) Abgo] BA U F23IH g
A QA golgol~g Halsd HH dojz
W LEEAE AdE U= A7 9o RQLIS
RACER®] A& 98] 849 Aaddojz wdlo] 7
Exgd 7ue & dojoli?

RQL AHERI SOl A B3 #2)E o] &3}

ALHE HlE BRPA FL& A5E AFHAT &

717 A HAUFE AFHA ¥ A dHol 9
o RDQLE I selog ojFojx gz Tz

FH BEE Fon AAF dolgHoj2e) SQLI ¥
oA FaAA

RDQL2 RDF$ OWLel| th&h uf9- {3k L8527
A2 Qofolnt. AW el AdetA) @3 2710}

AHE AT &= 59 EAHl Ut} SPARQLS
RDF 1Y Z2HE FRE 55+ Ay 2824 o
ofolt¥. 7] RDQLY 7] Ao ¥r18Q Hn
F71 9= A =2F, A3d 288, ¥A3 2
Bz A 7)ol el SPARQLY ol&] 7|&Eo]
354 4 A o] AlwHE sie] JsofA B

A

o]
A

2B2A 47 dolz H9Y A4l 1 Be A9
SERER)
H3e] ANE LE2AE olEuo|2s go

ZA dojguo] 22 MFE Wee thste] SQLE A
E3te] dog Aste d7% ATk AFAQ wHo}

BHols 7ivt LEZA = frdlolH, o]& Has}y

=2
=

1.
Table 1.

2EEZX Hel oo |l
Comparision of Ontology Query Language.

RDF Database

“ELE
Fe% e B
AR S SELECT, FROM, WHERE
ROF 23 %3 o gen ag o1
A e das g
NE eE2A e
54 |39 esedy

tj ol B ¥ o] 2 3} 3} =

o pug 729
o OUE TEA A e a7y

BE B

(147)

147

#AsiM SQL FEo] AHSET. ®

2

?.

2
25 4%

14 7)
SR

&9 Select, From, Where 29 #
2 Byt £ 479 A9 A
o & A2 A ALREHE A
A A& Step2 EBE FZ,
Step3:EZ]Z33 Sub 2 A, StepdSubject 2],
Steps: 271 A #AF oot o] A BARE F
e Sl

w
m
il

0

ACHN

e

it

Q

Stepl:Subject %,

L=

1. Step 1:Subject F&

FE2H EZ 7pukek 49 dojolM $4 2 7HA
o] OWL ©13¢] on| & ofsfat glojo}f gt o]
W Fad @ /7 B rdftype olth £ AT
Ao AP 2Ed As dEHE o d9H
WEEL uE rdftypeo® AZE Zolth &
< o3 2

™
=

T =
‘L-__‘E'\:‘

=
3 52E

A7l E FE A A wEdd EfE A
ol 9D 3 rdfityped] BAE o]F1L e B
T ol vl AFEAV ¥t Subject’t E F U
B AFeE vg FEAAHE AHA THEAR FE
H EYE IS AHEToEN Y9 ZEddM o FF
3 FES U & dxw dAl FEEHA| gL

EEAME 919 EES FIHA dite

wined} rdfityped] #AE oF1 e EEFHY
EE Subject® Z= Aotk £ Fo9 Hie o}
o} zov A STEP 29 §goz ALEHTh ¢
A dE AR e o 2k



148 X0l ogt REEX o 2E @ HHE 2

QhevaiBlancthﬁnhon,ChateauDYchem&:auteme
ildPauillac,ChateauMorgonBeaujolai
onBlanc,ElyseZinfandel Form
on,GaryFarrellMerlot,
WhitehallLaneCabernetFranc, Ve
tonleighSavignonBlane,
SelaksleeWine SeanThackreySiriu
ssYolrad ProchenbiereriausleseRiesling
TrochenblerenauqleseRxes}mg, Saucelito
andell998 SaucelitoCanyonZinfandel StGenevi
ruzMountainVineyardCabernet8a
hetWhiteBurgundy, PeterMecoyC.
> lineryCabernetSauvignon Mountada
untadamPinotNoir, MountadamChardonnay,
VineyardBstatePinotNoir, MariettaZinfandel, M
rah, MariettaOldVinesRed MariettaCaberne
ggéMermt,LaneTannerPinetNair,Kathr

Chardonnay FormanCabernet
ot thuriZinfande] CortonVlontra

rbansSauvignonBlanc,CorbansPri
ne, CorbansDry WhiteRiesling,Congr
iClassico,ChateauMargaux,Cha
ChateaiDeMeursaultMeursa)
e, ChateatChevalBlancStEmili

2. Step 2:EBE F&

STEP 194 F&€ /N'dE$ Subject® 3 EE
AE e 2E Sub EFYEES F5%h STEP 32
Agstr] Yt A= ESE JES STEP 19 2
B ge 7o E A% oA MEA EES
TRAEoEH A9 A £E& Y & vk STEP 2
& AA AZE EEE J¥_sublo] HEL

3. Step 3:E2|Z F& Sub_2 ¥4

EIE ¥ _sublolA J#HE Predicatest #HE &
© EYEES F&39 EfE HT sub2E UEL
STEP 3°lA] arg2E ¥H=A] predicate AE7} EE =
2 B 79 FgHe REA EEUY 9 A
T predicate® ZAEE ANERE ENE JAF sub2E
HEY H9 RES Og3 2ok

A7lolA, A EZE FE_sub27t HEAH, ¢
g7 wEold EZE ¥ sub2E STEP 49 g0
gk

STEP 2014 2HEo]7 Wine.triple_subl EZF A%
oA has_color& 7HA 1 lE EE EHEES HAH3}
o, g ETYZ-E Winetriple_ sub22 AEA T,
F49 d3e g3 2o

4. Step 4:Subject 7]

STEP 34 —ir%ﬂ EdE A% _sub29lA mlx] gt
E0]2E arg3& vESE Subject® =t STEP 3
o] A Predicateﬂ}/'q AAg e, EEY oA
T3] Objects E]E ¥ _sub2el tisle] A& 4

(148)



20104 18 EASE3

HFAoz EIHE Y _sub2dMd  object T
Is_arg3& ®|wste] dRste= EFY Subject’t EE
T A Aol & AbolFE B3t QojAEe A #
o] ©rh

STEP 394 2Hg12 Winetriple_sub? E8& A&
oA object #ko] Whited] EZ]E9] SubjectZ Zro}A
Returnshe 2] &0t}

EZE g AojEE Ay ¢
STEP 47}21¢] #Ao] o] Fojx|n,
7I19= [AND, OR]9 ©JsjM wiExoz o] Fojzic}
olgg 2= MY FYor B 79 Fe AddE
ALg-3}ed ’\“ﬂ?ﬂ EFE Hyr)l besich

2lejA] STEP 194
of #A& 2HxA

a3 1 A9 A By gAY T2HxE B
F3 Qo AEgd 9 Ao /9 LERA FA4L
7] fAsAE Al e Qs AmAe ZaAs
® /A7 A £9 & 28 AARTA T
B aTAE J1A9 5
4 eE Hnssa A 2

_R,

_Sr,

EENH4TAEACEHATZ 149

Z0{(Subject) 1€ )
Is_concept] ] C Triple.concept
is_relation] ] < Triple.relation

A Scanf(ls_concept)

_L String Is_concept] 1, Is_relaton| ]

v
rx
i
H
2
I
s
0
i

SELECT property[ ]
FROM fact.friple
WHERE concept = !Is_concept

AE0l(Property) A1E8 Show_PrODeﬂy(DfopefM ])
—Lr(}‘zoose_P(operty{ls_p'ooerty) j

el Mg0lel gt 7

SELECT instance] |
1 FROM fact.tiple
WHERE property = dIs_property
Show_Instance(instancel ])

—L'I Choose_Instance(ls_instance) }

\ | Trip!e_wiﬁng(subject«pfoperty@bjectﬂ
N22 A ERIE XS ’—U

EX0|(instance) &4

{tinput = [AND,CR] then
Loop Frststep to Here

£nd Loop
SELECT instance! ]
FROM new_fact.triple
WHERE concept = Is_concept
_J_ AND property = Is_property
el 2t = Show_Resultfinstance[ 1)
ag 1. 2ol XMl ZE9 Y ZEMA
Fig. 1. Performance Process of Query Process
Module.

B3t 22X T4 29 At 7bedEE o
ok Eg LEEZA ] U x&H 49 AHHE HAsto

2 4 7)e JAe BE EdE Bde Qe
323} od% E4E FU tistel £ A2} 7
58 Ao AP HPE U 49 AY BEL A

0

Astgon, 719 sy wae] BREE ds
48 Agstd & H 4z
SIEE sty

¢ 2ERA A9 dojo) 7]tete LEZANRY T
z24 AMdEd dd Ao ZFE AR A AFsta
Atk aEAg 2EEAY AE BHA FEd 0@
ARE ATA Fshe] AR EE2A AR
s} o FatA] sk ek ofdl Wb, E A9 Fe
TEE FE 7 7o dojR EE AEES A}

&3t 4o Aert olFoiA L gk

V. 4 ¥
B a7 Ao Xz WHE H7E s W3CHHA
e 9l¢l LEZA(winerd)E A8 gideg e #



150

¢ Query Engine

Controlied Query Interface1 Result View

e {KathnmiKennedyl. ateral
untadamRiesting
StonleighSauvignonBlanc
Controlied Query Interface2
SELECT wine
FROM{wine} hassugar{dry} and
hasflavordelicate} and
ihasbodymedium}
I
|
|
|
[ |
28 2 29 Xel 2E MY Ed

Fig. 2. Execution Picture of Query Process Module.
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