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Abstract:  This paper describes the current state of the art of RDF (resource description framework) data
management from 4 aspects, storage organization, query processing and optimization, prototypes as well as
benchmarks. It also points out some future research topics.
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OB AHEAMHAR. TR, RE RS EENRF S ENE S AT RDF 8484 ey st dt &
Fo AR AT I 1 A A 69 B ST R RGBT ).

KR B Web;RDF #345 348 % 22, % 5| Ak 4048, B iq 4k

hEASHES: TP311 XRKFRIRED: A

i X Web#ETim Berners-LeeT- 2000 4E42 15T F — A ELIBE I 1 VAR o A AR T — A B 4F 3
S K Web B BT RS I 5005 51 N 175 BT 1R T8 SURD 45 R A 4838 A 45 - S0 mT DURE A Web b () B398, S 0 VB
MU 1) 338 XMAE B A e, i3 FF A AT LI 1) 1 281 SCWeb (1) 58 1 FF 46 A F A0 IR 4 . B i, E 2R
B T A IR AT T 0 A 1 B ] K A S o A (K AR 2, O T AL A8 BE 0 L T B AR S R IR AT AT 1 IR R
T T bR 5 BRI I A AT S5 — TRk,

7ETim Berners-Lee & -1 X Web (144 % 45 # HE 42 1 2! RDF(resource description framework) &W3C(World
Wide Web Consortium, i UiLhttp://www.w3c.org/) 4 H 1 i vk Web 75 5L PR3 JT 35 35 S 8 % 7 38 M 25 Bl Janif %
TR JT %R FH = 64 (s,p,0) K Fi i Web f5 5L, 3 s % 3 1 (subject), pfR 2 11 15 (predicate), 0% 3 T i (object). B
T =0 R R R S T T SOOCTDE B DR T B 0 T U S48 40 http:/lexample.org/foaf/personl Ji Xt
BN I 44 0 “Alex” IX B — 415 B, 1T BLH = JG 41 (¢http://example.org/foaf/personl) ¢ http://example.org/
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foaf/firstName),“Alex”) 3k % 715 . H: th (http://fexample.org/foaf/firstName) & i i, % 7~ “ 44 77, 48 I URIAE A k5 iR
75 “Alex” & 2 i, 2 (http:/lexample.org/ foaf/personl)7t (http://example.org/foaf/firstName)ix A& 14 - (K WG . 4
SRR TR A T VR T A P Y s T B B R I I bR X AR T X Web B it i i 5k
A b ic B AR A RDFEL & 1(a) & RDF I (#)— Ao -1 i 142 15 A ARMBAT T 2 7] 1 6 &R

W3C if 24 RDF #¢ it % oF 7 2 #) 5 35, %6 5 48t 7 OWL-QLI RQLF! RDQL®, SPARQL 4% i 75 . I
o, SPARQLJE H B b it AT I £ 135 75 . SPARQLA 4 Fh i 1f) /7 2, 437l ) SELECT,CONSTRUCT,DESCRIBE il
ASK. H: 1 SELECT 42 it 9 WL (1) 7 1 5 2, 288 T-SQL A (W SELECT, & 3% [nl i85 A2 4% 14 ¥ 4% F {5 .CONSTRUCT
Sy R iy 2K, e T AR A A 4 SR AL AR 1 0 AR R (i ) N7 DG I A 3 BT ) RDF = G 41 DESCRIBE
TR [R5 A 4% 1 1A AR B A S IR BT AT = G 2L ASKH SRk A 1) 45 L 75 0 23 45 5 RDF U — £, SPARQL £r i)
W nl DU BB 75 N 7R . 53 6 SPARQLAZ B T OPTIONAL AR T, 2 45 AE £ AL T 50 R ANEU T IR 2 Ah i 42, o &5
B MG & 2 00 5 [, AN il A2 45 5 .

i T SELECT #rify 7 02 fse b L8 () SPARQL 2y =X, AT 2849 i WA 4 1

Bl LAE B 1@) KN —41 RDF Hu4ls op (AR 25 7 B 26 56 F iy & S e ), R A k4 F 0N
“Konstantinos™ (1 A 1 2. 18] 1(b)J2& iZ £ ] 1) SPARQL 1A K 1(c) & Z & i 45 4,

“Alex”

SELECT ?surname
WHERE {?x foaf:firstName “Konstantinos”.
?x foaf:surname ?surname

foaf:firstNgme - }
Stergiou
(b) An example of SPARQL query

foaf:personl . fopfSurname (b) SPARQL #rifi Y145 T

“Konstantinos”

foaf:firgtName

foaf:spirname
Surname
“Kons”
“Valarakos” “Stergiou”
“pr.”
(a) An example of RDF data set (c) Query result
(a) RDF Zudla 4R 1041+ (c) Trifyss g

Fig.1 An example of RDF data set and SPARQL query
1 —/> RDF #dls S H1 SPARQL 7 ify () 5] 1

TEA 8 5C Z 50308 178 PP A4 1 3L Web B, 7745 — A fi il B i S Wb LEA% 900G 8 gl 32 57 0 R AL SE ¥ 5
I 12 AR T IR A 18 T IA)  FR) 05 925, 56 20 W I P o 10 80 5 o, 17 00 e 22 ) PR R AR T i SCHSHE (10 45 A A
AR5 TR Fh A S B P A8 X1 s il P 3 1 3 P 4 N e s 3 5 A AN 0 48 D5 A 20 i) e il o SR 5
(DDL)FNHHE 5 AF 1 5 (DML 58 FAE A 52 10 1 FH (A i M Btis Ak 381 ) v, 7 282 0 AR ) A B AR A b R
PSS COMVEICHR 3 T b B8 5 305 BE W A 258 vt 30l A AL 1038 2. T 6 1 3 Weeb X T TR 58 AN 7] P A1 A T
085 3R, 2N AN 7 R e 5 i A A BRI T BB R A 50 AR A B % IV B I R T o N B P A
e SRl B s A BOUH, 75 BRSO UAE R JF 5 A B Rl A J 28 T8 B — il AL 5 SR IR B L I Ao
8 AR E B R A8 A5 TR AT 8 T A0 30056 S B A 077 aQAR A AN W AT DAL 1 5l A AR xR (BB
BV AL G5 PR PR 58 CUANRESE N, RDF B B T, 5 2T >y 2010 RDF K 4 B2 4848 v SC
Web 1) 504 & B 65

ATORTBUAT A8 S Web s 45 BT AR REAT & &5 MG BT, D e S k2B WFFT K 7 1) AR B T 555 &R
GURN 2 A P A0 A7 it 2L SAAN 2 A0 PG A D00 A 2 M 7 B 4 1) e AT 55 1 AT 48K 2 B0 L Web
By 7 BRI 9% 2 Bl PR AR 0 &R 2 (R A A i SR vl DA i R B b 2 52 50 A8 B30l A B A o K 3 554 B BE 0 (1
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DE LR A SO AR A S5 40« A iy b PR AKX P 7 TN RDF H#i 7 BI 1) REUBEAT 2500, O 41 T B R e R Bk
DRI P T (Ut i, 0 ek I 2 145~ 4 719,58 5 1T I8 H TTE L Web idfa i BEAT 7847 AE 14 1) 7 LL
AR AT ).

1 7FiigLALR

B A7 it 21 2R 0 7 B AR ) A R FR A R R BT e AR e A BT T H AT
TN O T MR A N S SR AE A, DRk, AR S A B 1) 3% A A 235 T AT (5 SR oy O = e AL R A A
FE. WEAAMT R KPAFE T ERE L 7 28 26 0 B @I LR 7 2,88 5 B s L% 8.

11 =Zxdlx

TR (triple) 2 fi BRI AE ik 44007 %610 2 4 SCWeb B 45 IR ZE #8 SR T 1% 7 48 L AR ff o, ol T
RDFEH 42 th = Jo 21 20 0, ] DL B 314G 42—k il 3 BRI A, 0 6 B = e A 1) B 1T . 550,
Wil 2 FroR X Ppor M. T H 2T ¢ R B R L SN E A7 7E 2 v A HISCR AR 1 il 8L 2 R BT
KOl BAF A AE — 5K R I8 — AN SPARQL A Kt 2% 9t 5% e e — A7 F K dt 1 I 32 1 SQL A v, 76 R AR K 1 4
BN B B B B 0, 2R I A 2 B 2 B K T X R = oo 4 3R A A 2 T X B A 1R R ) 3
1R %18 X Web 2 48 4% Fl 1% )7 22, i Sesame!® Jenal® CODER® YARSIMIZE (H 2 B35 2 %t b B4R & (¥ 189 3 26
FR G HRATAE A W ORI I 1) L AT B R G AEAEAE T — S04k, 38— S R B A5 B ) = 0 2l 0 ke B A7
AR L B SO = e R F R R T 3 A AR, AT S ARTE =0 TNk &1
%l

Triple table
Subject Predicate Object
(URI) (property) (value)

Fig.2 Triple table
B2 =Jjudk

SCHR[L2]4% H — AN LT P2P [958 L Web 70t 7 28 3Bk 76 2535 W8VE . BT B Ar e A R 5110 7 U4
T B W R AL A A IR BE L R A R SR R IR AN S e I 3 MR 51 R[] T
N EAEREIT RS YARS2. ) T2 R A M I 3R e R 5 N — 49 R 2 2 4. 51 41 YARS2 A4 =704l
BT R 304 B (context), 3 a8 i = 04 1 H AR XA, =TT (s,p,0) 5 B VY JEZH.(8,p,0,8). YARS2 T HE
T 6 A%, 2{s,p,0,c,spoc,pocs}.ixX H (1] s,p,0,c 7 HIMREK LA BE. Tl LN UEENRTIE
S 4E S spoc AL LA TG s HE 1T 4, LUETE p %8 2 P41, LLEAE o b 3 3 U 41, LA LT SCfF &
¢ N A T A S MU 4% 51 ;pocs Y5 spoe AN [FITE T Z100 6 1 4. FRAR, 12 36 TIE WH 388 I 2% 5 | 8 SIE 0T 5 16
AR B R (X S B A AR S AT S, A RN 15 0 2R 5 | %o 2 v 50 TR B v RK A £ T
G T 158 o0 P 7 THI D 5 . TR [14]4E — o 4L 3R A7 4 1 2E Al 38 50 7 {spo,sop,pos,pso,0sp,0ps}iX 6 /N 5,1 ik
IR HAEBIN T RO AHE T, =0 L R A- 6 7 E B W R AN TR S 1.2 3R B0 16 B0 7 €.
L2 S5 380 2% 5 17 s SR B A7 s T4 12 SO AR VR A AR HE— 2D e SCHR (1518 5 SCHR 14148 Rl 6 AN ER51e
FINTEGE ML 25| A0 TF R D B R TR 46 15 B 10 U3 e mAGUd, 438 6 NR SR IERIELES L T A6k
FERINA TN AR AF G T A 1 6 i I SN R ZE AL A- P8 UK T 1 vl id /e 3 MR AR B sER %
SCUEWT T B ACR B L R R SRS E B RS Titm 2 MER.
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12 EHEGFHAR

I B A7l 7 B A = e AL R AT LA L — Ak B AR AR B T e L R AT R A KA A FEE T
ZICH A B [R5k R L i AR BTV ES AR R, IR SR DA E 2 2 b A OR B A, 3l I T T R
P 3 7 A5 il CODERS Ok J2: oK JH T 1 A7 4k 7 %

SCHRILTTI 48 T SR 8 A7 fids 500 12 ok S I 1547 i 07 58 5047 A 000 122 LA 37 Ay SR A7 A B die o +— AN 2
Ja P AR S AT A7 A B0 2R AR IR R — 5K eh 22 B 4R IR 2R T B A7 il B R R RIS £ 5K — B I 3R R B AT
il B0 P b oA T AR IR S0 A B (AT A Ak B0 P rh R S e ) A i ke, T EEAE A ok e vh S 4 9246 B F s
RISt AN S LR A 8 L PR EARE DAy 2 R, £ I 2% o Al 75 D L AR B — A7 B DR O B 47 fik s P 5 ek 47437
B A S ST R A O 1) A FE 9 AE i B0 P 2 IR T ELAT A 7 SR, T B — A e TR O R AR KR A
W E, LS 1 FE S B A B TR — AR YR id, R0, v LUK BT R 1058 1 A H R T il — ik R id 2%,
TR 55 2 B4 B X RE, b SEBL 76 T BLAE A e ok BUAE i I A, P 4 e T 3 (1 A i R AT ok S 6
R BT FUA7 6% 1) RDF 086 47t 75 a8 % W1 2 0G5 A W RCK. Bl T 3047 bl 3 (R AT 1 B A B IS,
BEAN G YR AE BRI AR A0 DA 20 X N (AT, DR b, 25 A7 6 R I A5 (8L SCHR (813 HH T 3 AN B e i 77 6 AR 4l 5 (.
LU A5 B A [, SR FH A R, P s 448 7 R At ke s {0 22 19 1) 0. R 46 7 2 10 S B A6 45 B A7 it 208 %2 |- RDF 0080 1) v
BOREAA A BRI

FirstName Surname Gender Title FirstName Surname Gender Title Knows

1|Alexandros 1|Valarakos 1|Male 1|Mr. Alexandros ||Valarakos Male 5

2|Konstantinos|| 2|Pazalos 2|Male 2|Mr. Konstantinos| [ Pazalos Male . {{null

3|Vaggelis 3|Kourakos 3|Male 5|Dr. Vaggelis Kourakos Male null

4|John 4 |Partsakoulakis John Partsakoulakis||null null

5|Konstantinos| | 5|Stergiou [ 1] 5] Konstantinos| | Stergiou null . [[null
Fig.3 Vertical partitioning Fig.4 Column-Based database storage

K3 EHSX &4 B PEAE A

SCHR[91EBL T SCHR[L7TAA S5, i A T A SCRR [L7TH09 90 080 R A7 fit Sk 06 WL ¢ 30 p ka3, O EL R B T 4
S WK B804 4, 9 B P v 3 LA it 7 S SR T = O LR T SR AR AE LA AR 20 B AT A7 i G R AL
3 P GRS ELAF Ak 7 ST a5 0 HUBE A i S Web Bcii s 1 0 16, 1 LA ik 5 SR AFAE T
I IR )
13 KEFHAR

M 477 U U SRR BT AT 1815 0 R B B T — 5K, e 1 P s vk 5 5 P it RDF 2 1T IX
SKRBAF RS 13X T7 SR AP AE A 07 58 AH XA 7 AL — A ), UK ER a1 B id 2, Hoas
R 2238 AR IR, 3 SO it 2% 1) (R VR 9% XA el AR 38 1.2 715 4R 3. 59 Ah AN o) | A T g 1k 1y i A
SR 2 R K 5 AT e 5 BB S AR DA TR 5% 2 HiE R R, 40 F ) gt e A ) 5 X — R AR AR 2 B
(K. H iy 75 15 L Web B i SR 78 A 1 A L 31 5R XA A7 fif 77 58, 100 45 Web B4 47 fik I BT 98, AT IF 9T 8 R
KT RAT i Web K5 (11 Wide Table™). i1 -1 X Web 35 & Web 35047 (1) — Fldr™ J&2 A st K o8 ke, 1 7 %
gy — Pl .

SCHR[20]35 Hi SR FH AR RE TR A7 idf e AR /P i 7 1 T L AP R A A 9 O R A L 5 i £ SR
ATl 10— T R 5 58 AR IUAT 10 bl P A7 5 op AR B (KA -5 e A5 G IR A7 (AR 0 1 s i i A
A B 5 UAR R PR e e 2 RO AE BT A R P A A (L G SR T 2 P A S AR 2, O 2 50 e B B
fr R AR IZITCALAE 58 LA o e PR B 25 B T P 0 £ 496 S S B I 7 S AR R B 2 ol T AE AP A
il 7 S0 BT A T A A A — 5K AR P DRI SR PR IR A7 5 2 o P O 2 ) AR i P 155 00 R RE S 5K I35 8L 1 £
it T4 KT 5 B 508k PO A it T8 A Wee I A SC Weeb 182 i, et B0 A0 i it 1, 1 IO A A 20 40 7T e A Al
KT B B A fids BEAT 0 (R AL, T AP A i 2 — Pl AR 10 75 3. SCHR[20145 H 11 7 4 MRe Y A7 ik s S AE
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Hths DO A S B AR A JU AL B S AR AR 1Z T AL Td D SR R BE R T AR 2R A, T A AT A R S 1
BRRAT S AR (0 A AT LA TR J PR, A 5 o A SCIE S TN T Wit 8 51 K S8 REAS K R 5 | 14 2 A 1
TN B ZR 5] v 38 i T P IR A A T, ) A 2K ST A7 7 8 b i e i 0 080 1) A At R 2 7 .

Schema information

Name id Type Length
id 1 INT 4
firstName 10 VARCHAR(16) 16
surname 12 VARCHAR(16) 16
Gender 23 VARCHAR(16) 16
Title 25 VARCHAR(16) 16
Knows 34 INT 4

Traditional tuple
| 1 | “Konstantinos” | “Stergiou” | null | “Dr.” | null |

Interpreted tuple
[ 1 ]23] 10 [ 12 | “Konstantinos” | 12 | 8 | “stergiou” | 25 | 3 | “Dr" |

Tuple id Tuple length Property id ~ Property length Value

Fig.5 An example of interpreted tuple
KI5 JCZHARRE T A it 7 151
14 BREBAE

R A Ay BRI D T KA T S B A T AEL 2 T AR A AE — S8 8 11 2, D 5 4 U AL A0 n A A5
L F s 2 MDA R T JE O, b T BT AT B0 A A SRR v BT R K T O DR TN B B R AR
fi RDF odfs o 2 {8 10 0 A1 1% D, AR GER A AT IR 5 D) 0 (RLA5 3 EL U120 FKF U1 00), 12 AR AL V12>
J5 B2 W IR 23 (D GRS A D) 3, T T AT DA R AL 2 R (A7 A T A8 5 — 7 i Bl A7 AE 22 sk R P Rk R
H R (R 9 SRR AR T A3 B R R AT TH X R S R O A A e e (B A Bl 2B pl— 22 R 1 A K)o rh [
B IRE IO JE PR

SCHR[21]4t 08 T BEAE RO S48 Jena ARGEH IRV ATSEBL, 0K — o AL A5 B A i — 28 MR AR (L B
AR — AR S S W SR 58 AT 4y DBA SKAHAT, IX Py S A A i J3 109, i 2R 48 A Bl 7R
15 25 E%

E3& RDF ¥offa A7 fif 41 28 75 22 T LUK 3 2% FE R0 S IO AN RIS HEAT DX 7). = TR L3R A7 7 58, LA = el b 5 18
XEG WOATAR D B = 0L A7, e EL R IR R s A5 W A 5 3SR R R AR By AR AT A7 il K e b
S A RO AR, 77 A I KR R 5| A LA 5 SR TR A R A RN = oo AL 1R B Oy T R
AN TG AR R PR A T AR ALK A A 2% 7 58T LA 48 A7 Ak 2 18, AR B £ A% G IR AT A7 A Bl R v S B
{ELJE, S 25 SRR W1 AEAT A0 B0 128 % 05 SO AN — € B = Ju L3R 5 AU g oo 4L R A i — 20 1 7 B &)
73 R E AR, A DA — S B ) B0 SR A T A AR B A BB 3R R LA AR M T A A i B 2 S I AE
HIUAFA Bt e rh dE— D R I 4. E IR A S AL BOAR 0 T I e R A, B 0% A K M 818 iy 2 10 P L SR T, IX A
PEALBEAT HME ) 2 FAL IR, U5 A 15 2R K BT A 91 45 9 31— SRR AU B T 7KV A6k 5 58 B 22 1 S0 (R A
i 1A AR B 77 SO AE KA 7 58 (R Ll e Ja P AR AL R SI2 155 I AE S A7 At /2400 B AR T rp Bk B 1
SR A7 A

WAEAE X BB I NEXT RDF Bl A28 7 S AT 7028 WAL T IR MR Al . 6T = o4l fe il 5
TSI () A7 2 TS A 0 A7 Ak B A G SOl T S Bt 9 S TR DR IEGE T K A R e R 2 75 B4R
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TR R T AEATA X S ] S PR Ak 7 58 b AR v A RO A A T R 5 B A SR B T i 22 A ) IX we
ARG AT SR 18 L 28R B AT, AN T B AR 1) 3 S5 AR A7 Gl Xt 5 52 A R P RN Bl 8 25 AR At 1 i Y
Wi 4 7 I, A SO0 RAE i 47 B A o 5 S kAT S 5 (L 1),
Table 1 Comparisons of storage solution
Fz1 AT ZIHEL

Storage unit

Effects of data changes Value Triple Instance Instance set
(vertical partitioning) (triple table) (horizontal table) (schema designing)
Big Refs.[17,18] Refs.[12-15] Ref.[20] Ref.[21]
Small Ref.[16] Refs.[8-10]

ML RA, HRTRE ) ARG T 4700 G5 A fa] B 1) T T A7 75 S8 M = Je 2405 58, T HLAE X P B
5 SR B 2 (1 SCE U VR A T G e 3 0 2 5 s 4 B v A O, N T IR B A A RHE R 5 . A = o 2L
R B AT A8 B K AR 4H, 7T U Y RDF Eodis i BE B0k TAR BN T — AN RIBE BT R AT BB 1
MR i S T o 0 48 A B AR AN Wi 4 7 DR RT3 XA [, 2 N GG #3385 18 sl 2 Ry 5 A AR A
S (R R B A R e IR R T A A B e, O o e A R 2R A A 5 TN R i AR AR A X
SR IT A, I H G T o A2 A A 46 450 et 10 0 2 A BABEAR, 2 5 T R 1 S B A 00 S0, SR U P 5 O 1Y)
T3 E B A R 3 B A A0S v B (1 Py R A, BEAT B B R A () 2R A AT B (1 B A A A
DRI, Tt 7 5K A AR T SC W 508 476 1) S B 75 1) (ELAR 22— 2B iR AW

2 EigAEMMLIL

SPARQLTEW3CHE Hi [ 51 % RDF S s 1) 25 #0185 b, JF 45 2] 7 1 32 IA A LU R OBE 23 3 A 4 4 25 0 v

o P AL FRN A AR AL 5 T AT R
21 BHEEHTR

7E SPARQL #2 5, 2 T8 5 A 5 MIWT 5T, bk T AN EEIS L 5735 %38 o R IA B s LAAh, 3 TR iR e vh 7e 4
[ SEHLANY 78 SPARQL &G 7 A8 H G TH 4 M 2 H P I 75 3K

(1) BEMRIAGE

T RS R F 2 R B R 1R A7 it R0 A R ) g, T K SPARQLI B 7 ¢ 3R Hi e 2 A i U9 1R T ¥k PR 15K
FARHE SPARQL B 1A [R] I 9% # 75 206 SPARQL ) 3 3 it A 52 28 M E AT 40 M7 T 98 — 3 2 1) 11 ] 3
P STk [22)0F 57 4477 5 SPARQLEH 3% ik %k R A, T SPARQL M SQL 1 15 AN [A],— S8 51 1~ I 2% T 42 0 3. 451
1, i1 T OPTIONALS. T ANl & 45 & 4 4E 2 IR E [ OPTIONALH:AE th , OPTIONAL TS V2 1 422 1 3F i ok R AR HL
5 2 B AT ) A2 AN E B SCHR[22] 48 H T K SPARQL A2 T 4 3 il o AR AR KA 7 vk SR [23] K5 SPARQL
WO BRAE B 5K, 7 SPARQL, IF 43 4 T I H 5 5 2% AN B 2o SCHER. 1T 5, i T 7695 R SPARQL A 1
i, 2 AR OPTIONAL S 5 A A1 i H2 ml AH 1% 46, 15 3 B 140 25 0 B b RS /0 1% U1 1¥) SPARQL ¥ 1) S ik
[23 BRI b s T B0 e S RF (1 SPARQL 7T ¥ 1193 [l ST Ak [24] 46 STk [23] (1 2 ilk |- %f SPARQLGAE T 4 g, 14
T0T AR 1 SCIR SRR B T I SR N SR S8 R 3 s AN By T 28 T AR B I (9 A O T R s
B 0 TR BTSN B 52 i T SO Web 545 e S Bl 36 28 B4 22 1) 5 9 . Datal og J2: I 28 B0 26 1) 1 40 3 5, SC ik
[25] N5 28V 43 #1710 £0 Bt 42 7 — >3 T-Datalog 1 SPARQLJE 2 i . SCHR[26]1E B T SPARQL [ K b g
715517+ SPARQL, - 1iE B T SPARQL[F) 3 ik fit ) &5 [A] 71 45 52 ] 1) 4R 86 1 ¢ 4> Datalog.

(2) BHEMY

WEFCHEATTER BT SPARQL [ LI AT H . 32 247 W R i S0

55—, T X Web 8 FH 75 SR HE &7 8 D R B A 1 [ 7 SCWeb I3 F (47 Fé 481, 5 A 00 R s 1) 50 30 e i
[ JEARRAE, T SCWelb B4 vtk 5 A P BHis, DRl 375 2% 00 S 0 2 B SCHR [2714 SPARQL A 488 hin =+ 5 i T &

il
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(R ik N 20 0E ) 3838 3K A 15 i 5 (K SPARQL(FX A nSPARQL) 1] L 37 #f: 5+ RDFS ™ $i % (1) 75 1. SC ik [28] 2 Sk
[27] TAE BIZE M, 8 % nSPARQLE T Al A ik 1F ) R ik s A7 T A6 4 BT, R 3IE B 1 03T — A 4 ik 1E D) 380 5K 11
IS [6) 52 2% B 2 O (|G- [E[) (3L 1, |GIFI|E| 43 5l 2 7= RDF 4 111745 fURI (Y 4t ), AT 158 B nSPARQL 5 it B fit 14
A AT .nSPARQL HE 1% S 5 505 15 2 30 ) 1) Ak 33X 2 SPARQL T AN 21 1. 57 &k, SC R [29] % SPARQLAE T 47 i 3l
T8 BA B T v AR R 0% 2 T AL OWL-D LR T 1 AR A4 K5 4

5, AR ) B R N P ) 7 SR R HEAT B S BE TR B A 1 1) B R N R A8, O R A
JAE T R B At A G ] B (0 S T N G R B 2 v A7 i T O WS Rk T SO Wb B T T DA ik 2D ) 5
X Web (AR T R RS AFk A0 % R BE E T 015 B, T B RDF VERoR T8 AMEZ R4 0GB
SCHR[B0]7EIX 5 T T — 28 LA 44 ¢ R0 PEAR B JC U 4 i S Web 38 IR IE] T SPARQL R A HliE &y
TR A JEL RIS, 7 H0H0 2 75 0 R 29 R I Th B SCIR[31]%F SPARQL 1 T4 J&, fu 4 1 /7 8 5 7 10 45 SR (K 10 55 J3 Ik,
ARG T A 2 S e I R 4 T HEAE R8T Top-k ZE#0T skyline 75, SCHR[32]4E SPARQL BN 1
PR B A RIA AL S SPARQ2L B T, A vF Al A AR & SR A AR Sk A% X RE, FH P AT LA 10 5 A
P S 490 160 A7 A0 o] o B 82 0 R TR 2 0Bk R SC 4 1 T SPARQ2L [ SEBRMEZS . TR AL 3 5 v R A4 S LS.
22 TR

h T R 2% Z B0 R i A ) AR BB R AT R SPARQL ErifiabH# SR ALK SPARQL B4 i 3]
SQL 177 A5, IXFEAL 75 4 'S5 SPARQL i 1 4%, R4k T 53 SPARQL 2y 44T 5 ¥ 1) T4 7t 1+ SPARQL
[HERY SQL MITERIEAE 2 5, F W a5t ] f SPARQL 52383l % SQL.ICHR[33]4R ! T Lz % 10
SPARQL-t0-SQL #4532 4% SPARQL (1) 75 16 15 V2 54 i by o BV 1) SQL ¥ ), 0 8 48k 285 AL kAT LAk, 9] )
FH S8 (2R A BRI R S5 ROk Ik B A W 42 SCIR[34) 3 tH T — 4> SPARQL 7 i) [ #5783 - P A 78 5
TR SO E S (RN, 508 T R R Uk 2w ) A v v KI) SCHR[35,36] 8 HE T 3 SEL ML
WTEAENR., RETHAIIATEN 3 REMNLHEL HEH T 4T SPARQL S A A Fl OPTIONAL &
TS () — 2 52 B Y 07 98 SR [37]38 HE — Pl Sz B OPTIONAL 55131 SQL 2% 1 UL JE fty A B4R 35 3 H A 3
V0 40 M A% S50 0 IS ) 53 2% 32 A BV AN A S HE T B2 OPTIONAL DU, T H.32 552 T OPTIONAL UL Flk 4
OPTIONAL VG, BA K & 2% (¥ £ & {ix £ OPTIONAL VUL SCAR[38] 3 E 42 T “Filter 381k s 40 Ui i 4 3
57 F5 K34 SPARQL 4L

oy — Bl TR R A 1 SQL gm B A% B4 78 s, B AT I 8 1) SQL B VE T B 1 X Web £ di £ i k.
SCHR[391& X J7 T TAF (AR FK 1% 3CAE Oracle (7 #5145 144 in SQL & ki % RDF_MATCH, 45 & SQL & f %} if
X Web 4 /F 15 96, X AR 8 4 T 4n S SPARQL g i 4% 1Y TAF. /- 8 A F SQL £, n] LU %2 SPARQL 5
SQL i 78 o n] B tH L4 f5 (1 SQL B A i il L, 3 BLnT AR SQL B IF Th e, i 2R 4R o
2.3 SPARQLZE M 1L

EALSEI) DBMS H A v AT LAy 2 3 3 & U AN S AR W 25 4 SPARQL. A iy (1 #h AT ik R v,
250K SPARQL B & SQL, T i, KT i & MW AT TAE v 8 4y SQL Atk 24447 . B LA 4
SPARQL A LA IRIBIE I o AT 9 8 DG T 10 A5 e 56 AR PR A 7 T 2 T AR (0 A it Ak th R S g R Bt it
15 B S W3 43 2 K.

231 Ryl

Y E N R AR B AL, R A 5 Y e AT R L P S My T R S Y ] R B A A D

+« RDFS/& tHW3CH ) 1) — A F ke il ik RDOFAS A5 B I V5 5 b B 4R 0 17— ZHWLHI 7m0 LI 3o 22 LS G B 23 21, O 7R I
LB ) 2 57 ORIk

© RERREBERAIISTET http://www.c-s-a.org.cn



A B %95 Web 30485 AR R 2957

PR A I B A2 10 0. A 3 X S A 0 Pk BB AL M R S AR A BE AR R 5158 3 S i) 5 S I YT A5 IR ) R
5 AR kg B T B I A ) A B AR SR, O T oD 4 R 2R ) T AR A Y AR 0 DG I 4 ) 4 Bt T R
RO X RG] NR A RG]

(1) BRI

A5 RDF B A A 2R 511 SR B, i AR R 5 A D IR R 5] 2D R GG LD BRI
AEA HL DGR s 1A B LT 28 1.2 9 PR B &R 51 EA U K LI 438490 Wt spo A7 LA s by T kit
PLp R oRIeIL . DAE BRI o h & pi i D IR 12

Z AR R AP LTI AU R 8 0 22 25 m ik (74 a5 R (45 I, T1sp101p200 & — 4 RS 48, R 5 | T 2
LG s 20, R4S 1T 0 AT B pap, 15 B B T BAREAZ i LB B AR AN 35 B i e i LA 2 25 R 12 R 5
(AT 0 e A BIRUS B R 5L RS, AR A .

LBARRI RS BARTINZ D HARTZ AL ITE v (e ARG E R 850 b, LU 5 % 12
PO )RR SCHR 40142 H — P o 2 550055 1 RDF 04l 18] i vl BB 110 % A% #0047 it ke SR X B, W DL (58 b AR 45 T
J TR SRAETIAF 1 % A0 E 3R AT 10 960 3 G o 53 A VA B B AT R B BUARAZ T VAR v T A v R (R 1) A T T
JE 22, AR T 505 1018 2 B AR aT B R 51 R A AR R 51 1 — A8 B, e DA il 5 10 A0 0] 2 5 A7 A8 B AR I A
B BRI B A5 B SCHER[41]51 %) RDF Hdfs b8 WL A% 33 P A0 &0, 48 17 A 1) 1 10 35 50 g s i AL 1)
(prime number labeling scheme for directed graph, f&i #k PLSD). 2 T L3 b 4] Wr 7 1% 55 18] 2 75 47 78 B8 4%, 1% S0 R
FHCE S RO RS BRI T — A G A SR P T R DA S A7 B A, T Sk BV ) e T T, 7 ) 3 2 T A
FEAE 1 (¥ IR 38 R I Al 7 925, FH P R A T 2 sl 3 ) W — R T A A B A AR T | o 2 U 1 1
o0 2 L (1 IR ) A 2 R K R RS o ¥ () T o R A7 A )

(2) 7rPez5I

7t RDF Z#5 1 T o, 75 R A 4R 45 72 19 RUI AR I 1 AL TR SR B W I 20, ANBIN T R 5L
K RDF PR B 4 B H A 9 35 T H i e & Sl e 5 e voea 5 ph 1 B2, R 40 2o ine i S 75 58 1) X 38, gl 2>
T 1O MIREL.

CHR[42]51 N GRIN 51,5 T MR &4 RDF % B v, B 28U (1) 95 5 81T v] 58 B 1R — 25 W i 75
ZL S5 SE.GRIN HRHE T 48 52 1 b0 5 B8 43 D4 5 T H AR B M b s 0 8 R HUR A 2O — XM R 5. &R
517 0 R PR O IR AR I BRI AR SRR [43]1 GRIN R 515 AN B2 RDF il (&5 K GRIN
KN tGRIN Z 5| i T I 2 E 838 n 7 i (a5 B 5 GRIN Z51AH L tGRIN 78 15 9% i IR 5 I A Y
B A SV T (T, 3 K 0 56 I 5 P B 1 % R AGRIN 15 — Tk 2 R 51 454 1t = UM R B n XU .GRIN 24
FH| ) EAE T X SRR P 594 98 U5 3 B 00 2R 5 | 7 20 RV T /N T e ) ke 22,

— AN A A TR D i B 28U I A A R AR AR S M (K ROR S R T A R G B AR AR A
) I oL A SR K R TR P 4 0 4R LA A T LA O B e A R SRR [4514E TR [44] 1O 26 Atk 1 B4 47
JE A IXFPARAL T A RIS R A T R A B W T b A SO Y — O 8 O AR A v e 1R A A X
BRI AT LUAE 9 2800 £ L AT AR il RIRE SR vy 1 B ORI L 5 XM vkt — Ry R 5
K5 5.

wee )R LSRR [0 415 2 20 ) A S5 481 man (x) A2 — AN 0 A A, A 45 SRR ML TSN
wes SR A0 V) SRR [ 3 T P i 5K 2R (K 9T AT S0 0) 49 2 hasFather (x,y) & — AN 5% 2R A0, 25 1) 45 LR I IT A £ 7E R F R RN

***** A I T S AR OG AR 2 10 5 RO A, 2 R I S T A 1K S48 491 4 man(x) ahasFather (x,y), 25 i 45 3 0] T
A T NFHBATI AR,
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232 SeilfE BIE

R R GILUE T A SRR &R 5 M5 B AT A AR Ak, 200 2 75 L B Al T v R AR I R 51 7 ik
T BB RIS VAN A (0 G V145 2 AE B AT I T b, B TR 51 B4 IS WIS 25, R 5 45 S 0 R0 A o9 T
(RARFEFEAR R 1 55 bl /.

CHR[46] 3 2R v SPARQL i 3 A 24 (2B SQL ¥ Select-From H) K44k 1) . ¢ 52 A3 4 T T
TR a2 2O, 23 AR I BV . B TE . FETE ST RS2 = 0 2 A S AR A 16 4 SR A T D i
PR E B S R 0P B AR A W IR B B )5 0 T A vk B KW 1) 8, e 5N T HlRE 5 VR RN 300, LA 20 o
AT

SCHR[A7]5 ] AR 1 P& SR oF 58 = Jo B 2 5 (W &5 AR /N B f SPARQL SR UAN A1 43 i S 7 318
Gy, IR SR FEEAT Y, I — A R A TR AT L i 4% 1 1) (S 4BL SQL 1 Select-From-Where $).%4f T
FEAE W, 75 B T B OB R M HL A R I KN TR 7 A KA A W 4 R AR R B A I e
I R R 2 1) s i A FE T PR O R R 0 L R AR R AR ST M O RN, T S 58 B R R IR 4 T AT
IR 5 SRR (4614 Lh, e 25 18 1 Ja M IR0 (R AR M G 3R A6 A U0 1 A% 22 20 A0 78 o I, LA (B 4 i 2
B A

SCHR[48]4 SPARQL 4t it 15 B 5 BE B (magic set)BEAR 45 Ak k2% 18, LA & A 2803 % S0 v 28 B3 e it
KL RDF s, HR A AR BB AL TR L 4R, &5 A T 28 TAM B0 Ao 0 B 4R 430 A PRy XU A A 5 s > 3 458 e {0 T
AT V1R AR (R A0 A 0 BE SE B AR 4 3ol 3ot B 58 2045 B AN B =245 B 2 0 1A Ak 12 7 S8 A U A Ak e s 4 v
TR EBMERCE.

24 RME5RY

H a6 35 X Web Er 5 5 (I FT 30 4 T 9146 B BEFFT 5 13 3R 2035 S Web [ FH K B Aok B 1)
A BRI I 4R 2R 70 &P A b SR A U Web 7 VAR (R B R ILT SPARQL & i il 5 ol 2 F P xHE
S Web Hds B\ i 75 B A SPARQL #EAT Y . SPARQL B4 & 20y W 2K 1 177 35 S Web [ FH 947 8 A 1fid
e 530 o N IR e T 4 0 T SCRER U SC Web A R 45 R 10 i )2 R B AR . RDFS 2% % SPARQL JirfE
Y . JaE 8 M T ¥ SPARQL B AH 4% 4t 1 B B N FH T 6F SPARQL HEATH™ &, i 2 £ FH 7 A1 e 2% A v A
Skyline 7 1f)4%.

SPARQL i fift 3 B e K T AR AL, 8 T v B A A, TR M R 5 IE D Gk b R g 5
. RDF %048 R 51 4% RDF B2 H 10, 0 M R R 5 I M R 5 R ik 2 RS e i o P g r Ryl 2584k
KRB FIE ARG, RS 35S RS M GRIN KE5| HAT EEMTIR S TER AR N TR
I P 30 2 s 1 30 1 RV A R TR SR VR 2 R 2 R S Web W L RIRIEZ 25 PRtk 6 -1 5 e ie B
FFCAT A5 B L0 B0 B A2 R 5 TR A v R4

FRAE 55 19518 2317, 18 S Web B33 1) ik B2 S5 52X 10 Rl 45 45 25 08 T e 2 Rl 45 35 S 491 1R 2R 8 AH OC TR i,
T S Web HH (1) 47-fits BE 75 SR Ay Bk 51, LAE T 1 7 660 08 JRUA 10 B2 5 R 27 0 1 77 2 5 B 1) 43 Badh AT
G R E T WACE. B A, RG] T IOE LR D, T2 O A T AR R G IR B T T T DL R R
SPARQL & & J7 I & Mg oy g 5 | R ge vk o fs 5.

3 FEERG

DA FE X Web Bl S ARG K Z BET =0l R RIATHEME, FEH LT LA :Sesame,Jena,
YARS+ActiveRDFU 5 4h (45— 32 1938 77 KAON2PY 2 57 F 50 2 A 1l 7 20K B A7 A /0 S 403 e o R 1l
B B LAA-24.

3.1 Sesame

Sesame(i I http://www.openrdf.org/) & fi 4 [ Aduna 2 7] T & FIT4E i — > T U8 ) T Java 15 L Web
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A7t R 58 1% R G0 U5 T “On-To-Knowledge™ B H LA £ 76 B0 A7 i A0 20 01 55 2 M 3 17— A~ h i)
F——SAIL LTI SAILH ¥ & 15 5 0 Bl A6 1 AL D I DB TR S 5 SAIL IEE R
SAIL 5 EHa A7 it 2 T R B2 XA, 2 R0 7 B9 R SRR A A7 A8 2 B U At A7 it s 2138 3L Web 5088 14X
it 1B 50 SAIL 5 8 A7 it T (¥4 11 BRI 2 REEP eI i 5K 42 51 T Sesame REEINFEAIAE ) .71 SAIL EZ L,
RGPt T AU 3 AR X 3 AN Bz b % i ) L HT TP [ 33CRT SOAP 13K 1) 1] Sesame
k55 5.

3.2 Jena

Jena(i: W.http://jena.sourceforge.net/) & B % 24 w) IF & B — A T U 1) 4k T Javal ity i SO Web %95 £7 i 3R 48, 75
B X Web U B H T3z . 5 Sesame A Lt Jena S8 A & T35 5 X Web I )2 i i) 32 £F, WRDFS HTOWL. A i, Jenalt)
2 2 i 5 A T Jena il — AN Y E IR SCREDIG T B LUK HE 3 21 8K Jenaths SRR FH P A% FH A1 1) 4 2 8%,
19 1 Pellet.Jenadid fit 7 — 21 n] = 0 2 A% 2N IR AP SCREXS T SCWeb B4 HEAT A7 it A1 A5 1) L8R 207 T AP E 3%
T ) A7 T2 B 2 5 THT 1) %o G2 00 SR, T B R R N L 1Rl e SCERAE 2D IR R AN 25 G 4 i B 3L A A7 g 4SS X
3.3 YARS+ActiveRDF

YARS( . http://sw.deri.org/2004/06/yars/) 1 ActiveRDF (i I, http://www.activerdf.org/) i) 2H 4 14 i — A 5%
FE X Web IR EHL R L, HHSE Ireland K2 DERI (B & SR BN SIBEAR R, IEQIEE 1 A5 Frffiik
[, YARS T %5 15 X Web 3 15 2 4724%, 17 ActiveRDF & —25 3T Ruby/Rails K37 #7115 X Web 4l 75 i)
(AT ey %o %2 AP B0 b 2475 5K 1 52 % . ActiveRDF 2 Ruby/Rails (1% #5 2 B T 52610 ActiveRecord, i
Tk ey LR M A T S Web B 5 T 0 S S B 2 ) AT W B O Bl D 8 T P Ruby/Rails FF R 1 S
Web ) F].ActiveRDF 1% T i i) = JC AL 1) AP AN RALTI ) % G 10 J7 72 0 A7l R 25 38 S Web i, i Ji$ 2
(R B A7 A AR Al T = J0 41 R 147 7 2. ActiveRDF #2 — B RITIUHELE AT LLJEZE YARS 2 b Al DL4EYE
Sesame,Jena 25 LA A7 R 2 |
3.4 KAON2

KAON2(¥ . http://kaon2.semanticweb.org/) J2 7 5 Karlsruhe K 2% 7 & 1) TR I 5 X Web T A9, & KAON
(155 2 Wi KAON2 KT 2 204 g A7 fits 25, SR A 2B 1 =, 7 S Wb 504t v 1) B 9 e i je 3, T 1] 56 3R
Hths PR BT IR B A7 i T h . KAON2 SCHFR i {8 DIG 42 1 U5 i il 45 25 254, I 3 T35 L Web
1A R G5 A R A AR 2 B (R A A, DR B — AN X Web B3 A7 4t R 48, S — MHERE R 48 KAON2 (K% Lo
R A2 g |8 HEB 5 |5y 3 30 2 78, AN A 2 A BEER A7 53 40 A (A Kt B 2 e — B2 4 1 s AR o BRAE W
B FH B0 24 55005 S D% A 4 B, 1T AT X Datalog 51 %8 H 191 25 45 B by 48 17 36 20 5040 PR 1 P e
71, KAON2 W] LA B4R S5 A0 T B d v 17 4 B .

3.5 CODE

CODE J& 1 [E A RK 245 B Be 0d 1 5 0 5o A5 AL 2R S2 50 % JF Ak 13 S Web B9 5 21 T 5L 5 LA )
T B8 0 A B, O T O S Web B 17 4k 7 2R ER A Ak B W 9 AR v A R A e v
fi£.CODEL.0 5 Sesame [FI47fi# J7 S0, B2 25 T = JC4LR A2, 0 T 3 m & Mtk A s B s A 20 it 1 ok A
fi5.CODE2.0 X.f% CODERS,K F Mt H AT A% X A7 408, H AT IETETF K ) CODE3.0 /2 5 T Su il 42 & A7 1)

— AR,

****** DIG/ZDL Implementation Groupff4ii’5 /& —2 ik B 4 (DL)HE HUHL i H2 1R . T8 2 R, 7 vl LA {8 st 3 A 58 =05 T
SRR VB A FLHL. 2 Whttp://d].kr.org/dig
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3.6 HIERLE

NI LA B2 R G0 434 o ] LU AT (3 S0 Web 87 L 28 40 58 2 b 00 = T 1 e 1Y) S R, B 468 ) P
FI o BRI A5 i 6 R RE DAL (125 18 B 22 (K2 A 9% 3 B0 P (K DAL D B iy B ads v 3C Weeb 508l 5 50 &
HCH I PR KBRS (] AR P i O T O TSR35, T 8 0 BT AT PR 5, 3 B A T O AR i A £
AR 7 A T B AT 2 AR, H I8 L Web & B RG/EIX 5 T TAER D ARIEER 1 a2k =,
AT LG TE X Web A5 R SEHEAT AN 2328, W3R 2 A AT BUACEE, H AT A SC Web /8 B T HL 1K e B 9212,
551 X Web 17 fiff 77 ST LE, S S 470 7 G2 6 ANAFAEAT AT I R T8 S Web 8 BIL A 48 AR R A R B A LKA 2k 1 5
51l £ FLoS 5405 AR AR 38 B 7 R4 IRV X Web 45 B R GE 2 1k — BT ST U7 1),

Table 2 Comparison of semantic Web management systems
F2 WX Web I RGN L

Storage unit

Effects of data changes Value Triple Instance Instance set
(vertical partitioning) (triple table) (horizontal table) (schema designing)
Big Sesame, YARS+ActiveRDF KAON2
Small CODE2.0 Jena, CODEL1.0

4 MiRE

A o BT ST SR AE A T TN AR A T A AP I LB 5 1 W 0% AR B A A
TPCC, TPCH A& REE I L HE TN G A O AN A2 53— AN e T T 2% ST 57 2 15 J8A. 1 X Web
B 7 AT I B A T SRR H D L T — SR R .

4.1 LUBM#IUOBM

LUBMBM 5t Lehigh Kk 27 458 t ()3 SCWeb i Sk 4 8 i T R 22 33 AN AU, SR L 2 11 30 24 1 1) B30 4
TAREHE SR 14 TR A AT — 220k B bR & T LURR 7 3852 I 2 50 A A R (K 50808, ey Ak A
I [ ABE £ R 55 R 2R 16 92051 25 0 1k . LUBMIBIR 42 12 iS50 34T (167 SO Web Ik 4 e 2 ol 1) 4 s 2 A
A2 RS, DRI, A1 T LA Ao 3 B2 4 1 o 500 AL 2t A 7 — A T, B0 24 o 5 o Jeg o P A B2
EANE 64 B3 B B 08 0, B £ 2k 2518 L Web () — K HF ——F s vk, 5 80K 1 25 FAS e J e sz
W 15 FH (R

UOBMISZ L IBM [ 57 5t 2 H 11— AN B 4. 2 7E LUBM R BL il b HE 4747 J& 189 n 77 3 BECR R 47 e 4k
T FRT0 A 32 B AR IS, — 2 AR T A 4K, 2 ) J2 OWL-DLFTOWL-Litedf =X, 58 3% T % A [A] 4 2 A 44
(K4 T 5 (08 e 5 36 T S [ 25 A 11 25 A W T BB 2R, 0 15 i A sk ol S 45— N AT AN S — AN
4.2 SP2Bench

SP2Bench®®! 2 7 [ Freiburg K 22 3 Hi 1 — 25 41 % SPARQLIE & % 1 118 X Web3(#E ik 4. 5 LUBMAH LL,
B AU T PR R e SPARQLIE VA i S2 BF FE &, B AR AT 7E SP2Bench5g 3 T W3R 7 1), 78 T 2 ify h 38 i 77
SPARQLIEVEMUNIONFTOPTIONALZE 5 1.2 LLDBLP H 3% B4 b %04l 42, 15 DBLPH I S e T 42 48 43
Aii R4 0, B8 1, SP2Bench P IR 45 S ] DL s Bl i SCWeb B8 1 Ak 2 9 48 R 1k
4.3 Yago

Yago®* Ji 1 [} Max-Planck-Institutef H )3 i 4, Ho A 75 T 454 7 M WordNetFWikipedia b 4™ 45 1 1l X
HA SR (98 SCWeb . H R 003 A2 0K 22 2 T 1 S A 43 1) U AR, T 1 S Web 40 A B R 48 Y % A — AT )
% AU 114 N F 7 B [R] S A 22 A A TR A0 10 B0 . IR ik, R ARk SR AR X — A BT R B, Yago i i T X
TH ) S48, A B TR RS v J Pk L mT 88 2 R0 Y ST . Yago sk F — 7 20K Word Net Fl Wikipedia ) 34
B T R SR, 30 G 3 e AN I 1455 0. Yago PR B 4 0 - LR 2 2 B B, B SOBE SR 10 KN [ i, VR A R
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AN R RASE R 1 1 AR e e
4.4 Barton

Barton[®l il it 45 2 55 [F R 48 BT 2% B 4 A0 — A DR, & i T MIT I 154 4 Barton 76 2% 1 3% 110 440 222 00k
i F SQLR 7R, 1 T SPARQLR = i 58 48 bk B S KR, [N U AR 22 75 ) TE B0 1% I SPARQL. 53 #b, IR A 1) B =
JEANEB (LT SPARQLIFOPTIONAL S ) FIE A AT . DA bk, A A b 33, 1M X AR AN i FH T~ I SPARQL 2 1)

AT B O e R LA D — AR L I N 4R
45 5 ILE

AT 1R IR H0 A7 AE % [ (R ol s B A R 25 10 55 SPARQL 5 UAS VT L, 3 4 Kot B A7 A8 B [, JC V9 g ok
BAAUER R S EAT P 5 2 2k 1 S Web B (14 i R R UL 1 — 2 56 3 DN T B B A 8 B A 1 o
A — MR E TR

5 REKRHBEELRESE

T S Web FHE A B >R 2 07 T Pk, B 45 25005 e B DG A K 5 SR TR L 2

W6, R ] RDF SRR TE X Web 33 O 20 A ARME (H JE RDF 088 1043 85077 i AT AR S AN ME A5 el AT
S F-FW (R PR — AN ANk (0 R, DA ik 3 S Wb B8 10 77 4ids S A I8 4% 1) 52 3% 1 A 496 1) 06 R Bdis e vl T
T 1 s PH RS 00 W, 240 TR I 22, G 3 7 T 10 7 oK, 77 28R AT T30 T 8 0] 26 R IR 23R

X5 RDF it 23 )5 ZOMIE 1) SPAQRL A i b 5 AL A B AR KA 7038 NIl NIl 22 38 47 AR K 1K) 25 ).
KA R B A v O AG BB A BASR £ T BOHE PR R SO, AT A B A A XA U = R
SPAQRQL AT T4 an, K| FHAETE T RDF s A B v ) — L835 SUAE R RAI0 A 2 1) 15 ) DA THY e 2 v A 250 )
fie, A2 — AR NI ] 7L

P T S Web BT 77 224 58K IR HERE D B, e a8 AR 48 W A5 B HE 5 B AE DG 1 B X5 . AR ) SR
SRR AR, SE I — AN v AR HE B RS ARORE 2 0 S Web BE A SR DGR R —.

55 XML &2 WWW B3R R g i A A5 B — Fibs il SO 28 708 T - L =52 COJF K 1) RDF #i4E , wac
P T AT XML 1B RDF #3815 5 7 8 RDF/XML T 1% 35 3, A ATTAT LA FH 3 2 XML #E3E 1 SRy
7~ RDF i, IR X L6 SC R A7 it 21 XML £t 28 b 45 32401 7 %, B 80 v AR5 8 XML #odis 476 RDF i
R0, AN I A —SeifF 0 % 0 RDF B0 Bk & 11 A S 2, 9 SRk [42] 1R B0k ax R i 546 F XML
HHE B A7 At RDF B0 A7 A L2 Ab B XML B30 e 1) e 3 04 A X Web (¥ )2 3048 9 211 & B 2 e 4
AT BEMLBRATT R AL XML B PRk 15 SC Web 25 1k K K i) — AN & i 7 1]

R 22, 78 S0 Web F03 2 3 A2 AN A8 SCATE, 8 2 77 N T4 B8 R0 14 v 5 T (R I 9. N T3 REE 9 2 ) 2
T B B HERLRI P A h 8 O, A GO BAR AR 6 7 KRR 5 7 55 5 N T ReWF 70 7], 2
P R S0 T RDF £ (1 24307 U2 i p 4k 55 . RDIF 450305 2 0 ik A I 4w [ 2 il IRl AN B2 11 26
FER T B B Sk, B 5O 1 B e s ke T L A 2 NIRRT R N SR AN A )R SR 11
WEF T ) B2 3 IRl T e — A T RE RO MEREDLBR IR S0 Web H5#in 5 Bl R 45 1% 3 40 B2 R R B4 A7 fifs
5 B ) R ) R i, DL 2 B A R R

T8 X Web A8 19t IR AS 3 L AT, VA A 24 200 1 0% 148 S Web B8 A8 31 D7 T FF) 18 SCTHITH X I 55 — A

LEPOR T I AN AU i 5% 1 U 1 5 B A7 1T 68 R A Sl AR 60087

Bost b BN RORS (5 B A B A 2 T D9 A SCER 3 4R A1 7 800 32 b AR IR s Il
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