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Abstract: Semantic Web data proliferates with the rapid growth of the semantic Web. An object on the semantic
Web is likely to be denoted with many identifiers (e.g., URIs) by different parties. Resolving an object coreference
on the semantic Web is to identify different identifiers for the same object and eliminate the inconsistency between
their involved RDF (resource description framework) data, which is important for semantic Web data fusion, search,
browsing, etc. In this paper, the problem of resolving object coreference on the semantic Web is first formalized.
Next, the state of the art of works are surveyed and categorized into five aspects: The used characteristics for
coreference identification, the mechanisms for data conflict resolution, the applicable scopes of current approaches,
prototypes, and benchmarks. Finally, open research issues are discussed and possible future research directions are
also pointed out.
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5 g 2 Aol AN [) 12 e 00 3030 R il 95 45 B M A s >k A Ak (ontology) 71 15 SC Web Hh #7345 222 1 £ 11, 1 3L Web
Ak — 251 ] RDFS(RDF schema)=i# OWL(Web ontology language)Zs it = ik A4, Horb i X T 3%
(class)~ J& P (property)F1 55 44 (instance). T 2 . Ja 4 FH S48 AT e A by S 44 (entity ) 3 45k, 5 ¢ RDF 4l £ i1
i) SPARQL HIA 51 ) 2 7R i) RIF(rule interchange format)2s 4 At H it pi 3 b5 6 45 18 X Web FOH 9 A5 71
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RT3, 3 ,90% LA 1 F URI AR R 7 X Web S

T SC Web H AT AT AL A AR AT LL [ i KA T8 X Web 38, 5 805 X Web Bt B 2 BRI
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Fig.1 A basic process for object coreference resolution on the semantic Web
Bl 1 15 S0 Web Hhont G LS5 i i) e A i 72
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Web 4l £ 5 S N R SC B H T A A R 3 WY A7 A . Wl I P 8 S50 0 328 3 e 4 SO SRS B R A7 A
M 5 I 800 (B deep Web) 17 3 T+ RDF (14 B4l A58 0 42 5 SC Weeb (187 12 PR DA 2 bRl -4 o 4 7
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TTAEREAT B G R0 A, N B SR A — 2B WF ST 7 1) AR 1 2 A M A H i S0 Web hont GOS8 i A 1
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1.1 iEX Web x5 HLI5 R R

25 %€ —/> URI 5] H(URI reference) 46 U, — A 44 &5 i (blank node) [ 4E & B Fil—AN 71 = (literal) 11
& L —udl(s,p,0) € (UUB)xUx(UUBUL) AR & — 4> RDF = el i s Bk &% — oL 18, p #AK
B, T o WERR & TETE . RDF K2 —/> RDF = U4 (44,1 — 4> RDF SCA% j2%F — 4> RDF K [1))3 %1
{k (serialization)®.

XF T A RDF &, — MR R4 ue (UuB) it — A28 (el 1) 24 HAL 98 71 1% RDF B REWS EPE Y — > RDF
— JL4u,rdf:type,rdfs:Class)((u,rdf:type,rdf:Property)). i i 5 i — 4~ RDF &4 /776X £ —A4> RDF —Jo4l, B 1
F B u, 11 2 rdfs:subClassOf, Ul o] EAHERR H u & — AN 8B, R 3% A7 75— RDF =704, & I 8 & owl:
onProperty, T & u, U AT BAHERE HY u & — AN @ M R FEAFRIRFF u BEAS R — AN A Z — AN E M e A e
HE— AN 22 OWL DL R 5 862 . a8 1k A S 491 2 1) ANAH A 1R (E 78 S B FY) RDF SCRS it i i v i
20 W — 2 g R R R AL I e SO — B .

TS Web 7,56 F 0 G L HE 3 M (ORI 7T A0 X4 22 AT SR [RIBIE 5T H AR A7 AE 2 BRI 0 58 AR SCBE R 5
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HOHE 1) SE B 15 L. BT, 75 ZEAE — AN TR Web FRES 7] I 25 1 22 AN SEBAR IR AT 2 18] 2 15 JE R R AR AH R 5 4 3
S b RN R TS SRR AR A IR D RT B AR S AR S S — AN

TCHL AT s X ) i SC Web RS G LR (R0 il R TS L Web < 4] VT K (ontology matching). A A 44 4 2
T JEVERN SR S Web A4 IR VT IC 3 BEER X AN AR A, H AR R R I AN [F) A A Sl 2 ) e g
(mapping), 753X — 7 1] 5 2 AMIF ST 23R 110740 i v S0 Web #3552 Fi5 160 9 A DU 590 et st sic ), 1 i, L A 4
fot 5 i 161 K] X 233 R AR /A TS 18 TR g oy a0 S R AT 4 A0 VRO L % 3 1 2R 9 L AN s 5 4 ) 384, 7 A A T i Jy
T, 50 5 9F 03 56 5 G4 (A ik Ay 52 461 DC I ) ok D P 268 e 7 o 6 S 4 90 it T, A — 28 T4 S 3o DT
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DR o) T SC Web Hp o 5 3 11 1 AR, 75 2 78 43 25 B8 AT 45 3 A s M R A SO 36 — AR B 3L HR 1 )i
Rl AR owl:sameAs. = B £ JE PE (inverse functional property, % T- 82N 0 52, 3 & ok 5028 )i 1 IR (B ME —)
SR — AN TS /N Y 8 S v P 4 T B P R [ AR 5 A B AT AN AT X — R O AT R SR e
AR AHARLEE V1 50 U7 2SR TR S G i 28— 70 S50 v 5 1 30 A 5 T, 38 S Weeb v ] LS8 e A7 FH 38 A 41 2 11 7 5
iR (debug) 5512 Wi (diagnose) T ¥ K [t RDF $di 2 18] ¥ — S0t 1 $50s 22 U8 b, sl AR 25 R b S8 A« 5CR A ]
R 3 S T AR ) 30 A o S B R e K (e /N P8 ) M8 e T i e AN A = A U R 4 TT R B
FEE IR L) BT, 75 2 A A 3L

LYK A2 N 3 3 AN R B0 230 5 3R 7 B IR LA I PR R I 45, R 428 o 2 R R I 1) O 3 i B
RV LA 475 717 AR AR 2 o) e — AT 2 DA R TR ) S AR O DA (A 2R L A R FH 8 R A T IR X B BT R X
Web  SH75 (0 U B K, e R 2 B R 50 e A, T A A R v A B £ T e SR 2 T AR T X Wb 4k )
TR 1R 2 22 AN B VR, B 28 nT e R AN E X Web. DRI 1T, T SC Web Rt G2 i Ji8 1R 1 M8 vk 75 2 25 18 2 AN S A
WP R 398 56 R IF AL B R G nl fe LAY R 10 B 2 B 55 4h 70 SR AE MR 4R U T 3 SE BRI TR — 6 0 4
P4 AV L SPARQL A (¥ 7 sNAE LR U 1) AN AU VF FLBR A3 T 2Rk B A b, 3k 5 JHL Atk AR 11 ISR AB A7 22 5

TR, TE X Web Sz 45 38 3 43 URI AR, Bl LA Web 7T 15 1) 8 (accessibility). BT, AT L 1 KR RS2 41 5 URI
S KI5 1 BB 33X A i FE A B 4 A% 5| (dereference) ) T B4t 75 vh 40 2k A AR E = SCA AR BAT X
— ¢ 2R T Web BT il P AN AT BASR XS 56T SE 481 (¥ 5E 22 A 8" RDF 20405, S5 481 2 )b e e i — AN sE 32
(R 1) P15 060 53 A 3 W LA 2% R P s U0 1 v {5 58 R A s o ¢

2 WRILIEWMHEBAZDE

7EIE L Web & JE11HH,Google 22 & ¥ Guha 55 N\ i fi H, 1 48 & b I 51 B4 48 22 (research search) 3 %2
BEXTROAE 1~2 A5, IREE T — AN G I E i 48 R Y128 30 41 ok, Bt A 4 T IR 0 H () AN B T e
X2 45U ) B i RDF A9 20 A B 322, 1 SC Web 3 B9 18 S Web 5t % 3L 4R BIL% H 28 ™ 5. [
2007 A, BEAE E By 4E M < (WWW) BG5BT i <5 3 JF a0 2007 <B4 ARl es 5 5 )
(Identity,Identifiers,|dentification)#JF 15 <= 1 2008 4 % 44 — )i 1) “HE 4% Web %4 (Linked Data on the Web)”
i 2 T 4 [ BR i L Web 25 i (ISWC)FIE S Web 7 & 4 L(ESWC, JR 44 BRI TE X Web £ 180) %5 = K- 22 R
LW E AR TR E.

LA TAEMZA 7 IS T 15 S0 Web w3t G 3645 10 30 A 100 00491 4, 8 4 5 g i e 100 HE 2 g AR 1527,
P AR SRR 7 0. 58 IR0 B LR BV UL K AR R 2 i 0 7 7 vk 2 5N L Web
HROE G SR T A A% 0 4 B 0 G S e T AR I R AR (U B 1 ) AR 1.2 7T T A 1) R A L R K
FHEM 3SR CA IIE X Web 35 G ILFR (R il 5 vE AT A BAAGN, B R 5 20775 8 2 k.

1 SR I T UMK G A B0 REAE 435 B T DA IS S Web B3 60,15 (1 <S54 S, A T LA T
T AR VA5 00 D7 9%, 38 AT LA 3 P o 9k AR IR 28 S 1 28 D7 v vl AE— 25 40 4y AR o #T ) 5
DA 2.0 75,

LU T B B AL 20 R I SRR IR K 1) RDF i 22 18] AS — B0k 10 J7 2040 28 A et a7 2y O a2
T BT S T S AR 2 ) PR AN — B80T T A v 5 1) g nT DL 43 DAy R T SO BSOS 1 2 N T R s )
15 VA (75 AR Wl 2 L8 2.2 5.

5 i S BT G L i A T VR A FH Y 3 S ORE T AN TR I I 3 e, W TR AN [R] IR 3 A9 n 7 T
R TE S Web FREEH N IR PR AT B BT DS 22 AN BRI 2 10006 G IR AR T MR 1R 1 B TR T e ) e
5F DA (0 AR 3 T DA LA A o 7 R BAR N AE S AR 2.3 1.
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Fig.2 Classification of existing approaches for object coreference resolution
B2 i Web LA X R ILHR I TTIE 8 702K

2.1 ETIRRIx RILIEATE R AHFIES K

200 HE T SO Y U5

OWL ¥ 5 & S T — 4 s, v] LU Sk i SCElHE A [R] S5 4 TR H] 1R 5 G 364 6 & L owl:sameAs Jif
VL S A 8 A2 D T B R bR TRAT W] LR 7R (s ,owl:sameAs,0) i) RDF - = JC 20 T2 5 46 A1 [ 4 5 43
(identity), 1 s 1 o % 2 [l B F) % 5 180 SCHR[B0] 1 /& 5L T owl:sameAs J5 15 Jhy F8FRAH [/ % % (9 URI 22 ) g 7. 26 4y
A3 AL (FR N bundle), 3 S28L T AN 5 L 5 25 Ik 45 (94 ik hitp://www.rkbexplorer.com/sameAs/).

0] DU OWL 5 = $2 4t 1 Sz 6 £ 28 J& 1 (owl: InverseFunctionalProperty) [a) 3 HE 38 it 2 JL R S R — A
SRR S 1 PR SCORTIE T 0 TSRS 5, 3 f o i 28 8 28 (1 {EME— 481 San FO AR (friend of a friend) A< 4 & S H,
T I A4 b 41k (Foaf:mbox) b — AN Jz o £ 2L Jas e, 2 2 SR 88 1 S5 4810 s U RF 4 A A 0 00 IS 42 b k-, D03 8 A A TR
FEPRAH F] 0 % SCHR[31,32] 43 5l 75 L T K 11 15 S Weeb 48 2% % 4t SWSE i1 Sindice 1 7 H i bR 208 Ja 1 i I 2
AR GIFR R RWPR RS, I F I8 T I 4 45 RO R LR, DU R R 45 .2 /R 22 DERI W50 I B T K 1
Sig.ma F 4t (M 41k:http://sig.ma/)Fll F 15 X Web 48 2 R 45 Sindice %45 1 & B8 508 8 1ok 54k o0k 5 3548 6 LS
T HE BRI 0] 52 1) J PR AR 336 4T 58 45 (mash-up), S 4 06) 5 16 30 53 i 45221,

5 I s 07 J PEARALL, B T DS A OWL i 5+ 1 R 08 s 42k (owl: Functional Property ) Fil (5 K 2 %5 (owl:
cardinality 8¢ owl:maxCardinality) >k & B0 G 345 2o, (B R) B HH0 — A2 K (restriction class) 5 — AN fE N
Ppse IR T — AR PTAT S T A B F R AR 2 )08 N A FEFIRE. 2 N=1 e s T
BRI B (A R e BR 3228 G 1 23 B 7 S Web % R 4% Falcons SR & 4 6 144« RDF = o4, i1k
LT T 800 J7 4% owl:sameAs =T, i R £ 2 e 11 R (i ) B 5 8 B 201X 0 A T AT B 9 s A0 A0 e
BUEE . (B )IEE DA B HiAth OWL 15 SC25 4 310 U SHe R il 5 3696

BT OWL i 5w ST L TR 500 % G A 45 1) G b R A7 AE — e T Ah AR ff s SO i 1 At vy LA gt P e e
PN 3 HE 5 R, 1 SKOS #YE (http://www.w3.0rg/2004/02/skos/) 1) exactMatch J& 1. UMBEL i ] A 44
(http://umbel.org/umbel) 41 (1) isLike J& 1 LLK Gene 44 (http://www.geneontology.org/formats/obolnOwl) H )
hasExactSynonym Ja .4 F 1 £ A0 55 Ja 4 (1 0 G SLHR R I 7 ¥ AN AL AR TE T, 3K 26 J 12k T i v A . 2% 5
FE5Z IV S AR SEBR AT T H AT BE A AR 1R FH A 10

ZEAAE A 2 M0 RS, SCHR[341% T T — FloBi ZL 5% % SLHR B 58 RDFS+, e /i 4% 4t RDFS B n A T
OWL 15 & ) owl:disjointWith. e A Sz R H08 i 1 LL K SC Web JEIN T 35 (SWRL) 14wy ) 31 784 Jag . STk
[35]U% FE& T owl:sameAs. owl:differentFrom. pf %% b8 40 74 J@ 43X 4 Ff 505177 96 [ Southampton K2 i
BRI SameAs.org RAREEH T owl:sameAs JiliE, T THew T A A 4 6 Fpal T R I R ILIR 1R
P B IR T — AN 0 S 3L 3R 25 1) i 45 (9 ik :http://sameas.org/).

RVPRI I TSN E SO ) v A R OWL 38 5 v s X R ik SR s At AR 4 i SR iR e 5 AL 4,
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LG P 5 v AEE R B A D I HLAR TGV AR R A Ak 1) P AR 00 R A TR ARF 2 T B X e S LR O RIS M
22 A, SCIR[36,371 4 WA M 1 B3 T KR v owl:sameAs Ji T [ 4 A7 0, 22 IS5 A0 SUIR A% 3 v g 4
SRR, I T SN I I AR TR VR T

212 FREHEME N T

HRIG RDF & 25 1), R A SE BB R AT — M — AL I8 & 10 1 S T, DRk mT D@ 3o B S5l AR b AR A 11
25 A g R g A 22 T 0 S5 ) e U0 et 5 6 i 6 T Je AT ARABLJSE T A0 3 A AN e B8 — R
00 S50 o LR I 1% L A R e S [ (R R A, R T L A A T) A A 11 8 Ak R0 T8 A — AR ) 11 8 ek % 8 e %
F U0 B F8 B AN A W 5 B8, 7 B0 LA DX 40 7 X Wb 45isk A, 3% 1 Ja ME AR ARBLRE 1 57 AU % e U
AR R A S 4 VT IR

SCHR[7,39] 43 50 A HI A A TSRS T L HMatch Al RIMOM, 3 3 8 38 AN /] 52490 b VR4 1 22 A & Pl 22 18] 1
AEABLRE R U505 % L . HMatch Il RIMOM 34E i 1 25 B VT G 5070 (0 n 6 T A7 BRI dm AR 2 1) 2t 2 T 4SS
RS FE o R T Sl 5 5 2408 . SEBl4F RDF P b fA i 2 45 1 S50 U8, SCHR[401 0] L SC Bl 45 S i N, 1 5
AR ) LA R X Web 38 28 3R 48 Watson ] JCEE il 3479 i, SR 1505 1 SEBIFR IR HE 45 15 0 B AN AR IR e 3
R SC(RIAS AR ), IR U BN ] B 302 ) B AR A RS B S A8 — R R A RS R A il A G AL R 1 4R
A SCHR[BIAE AR B AN [7] 11 512450 L AT AR 170 1 A AARAE 20 10 T8 T, SR 38 0 2 e ) 1) 7 2ok SR o e 3 9 56 & 1
FREEE R T S T SR R RN AR AR S ) 45 R AE . D Ah R B TSRS B B UL SV T — R A i
SR8 T 7 I R AT R L SCHR (400 24 /I S8 1) P P AELAGLEE T B 04D B ) 52 2 B Bt T — B T AR B
V) 1 = A1 A S5 QL0 SRR A T 325, T DA 908 o o St AN 5 2 AR AL 5 5 o 1 1190 0% 32 S 401k, 2 o i o 2 v o 0 2
{17 B W] LAE I 2 3 2 o Fs AL VAR

A — S8 AR AN 1 50 S0 DR SRl B AR BLEE (9 o1 5. SCHR[42] ) Web 2.0 JIR 45 Hh it Hh o SCAk 25 [ 45 44
(semantic social graphs), {24 BEALIE AL (random walk) 592 11 80 SCkE 23 B 5 1538 SE AR IR A5 (1) RDF B2 (7] 1)
PR, IR AT X G 3L HR 08 R AR I BRI AE — 3, U AR T — Tl AR DL A% 96 B9 SC AR [38] 4 — M K AR )
Byade E(WE TAMT T4 RDF =04l g8t 18 PR & PEAE i 46 A vk, 4R Ja Pkt AT v ] (X 49 B 1) By
47 & 1k (quasi-key property)sk iH 51 %) % 3L 35,

Xof TR A AT, SCHR[43] 55 N4« SCHR[44]DX o Hh 4 . SCHR[AS1IR BT A (3 SR 54% . 1T LinkedMDB 17
4 T A 0 LS 20 i 1O e (1T 8 RBP4 PR e b B (R RE B B N T 4002 5 U, 49 2 N T3k
FE G BT IR VUM 095 2 Ja M (0 SCHR[43]3% TR ST bR . 3 ZER0 & V3 S5 g ), A T3 i Ul I ME T 2

W Ah 35 43 A A4 DT T 77 V25308 85 5 LV B S A8 2 TR PR ARLABLRE , DR abb 5 56 Ja8 (i AR B BE 1 B 1 ) 5 e i 1)
J5 109 2 8 . GLUE R S 9] 16 SCA IR (1 40 42 7« R 28) W A 35 DU 17 2 2R TR A8 o ok 3R i3 22
1A F) D P47 S R [48] & S 48 FH 7445 B DG i S92 9 459 461 D I, 4R J 46 11 Jaccard 4 A AHVABLISE s B8 51 483t
RO B A VTR M0 SCRR (1712803 T SCHR[48] 1) 77 i, Al By /- v] KB ML (Markov random  field)idE— 25 [X 43
b 3% S 48] 1) 25 A Ja P (0 AN [) T R B S R i 88 T P I T SR R b R R AR ) A R O A
UG P R0 SE 481 TG T ) A AR 33E, 80 4, SC AR [49] 32 HE T — Fi 44 24 ILIADS FA9 VG I 457925 5K [) BT DC P Ak o ARSI 481, T SC ik
(L8] V37 ik A8k 8 DG P 2 e I 491 DU, ) M A B

5 A0 6 B R AU AR 0 TR I S AR I, L AE 1969 4 Fellegi A Sunter igh 3 T F8FR AR [ 6 52 1 AN /) 12 35
FLAg e PRI B T R 23 S A YO i A A9 1) S SR 9t K SR S — {1 e I
F2 BT T LU A 1) SR B, G 7 K 2 v — 2 T R TR R R 2, R A K R Y A T 5 — 2R
TR FH ML A 2% 20 FOME 26 45 V1S5 AH 0 52 2% 16 77 v L A4 2 WL SCiR[20], 26 ML A FR RO,

SR b T A AR ABLBE T SR R T LA A SRR AR A I 22 A PR R TRl 1 S D, 2 e
8 T 22 10 2 S 95 KM AR e 3k B — A 4 38 PO A 45 8 1 1 (thresholdl), 5% 1 3 501 A0 ff 2 L, 224 s 491 b D045
I H AR 22 I, BN PSR SE AR TRAT I Ja R e {28 2 AR A AR A5 2 R B b B 2 5 T s
ARBLRE VF BB AR i 2%

© PEBEBSAITT  hip:/ www. jos. org. cn



AAE 5B Web Pt R 245 49 T AR 1735

213 RERIE

1E 2 R T 5 T 08 SCRE A 4 B 1K 7 V2 R0 38 T P A AR AL V1 55 0 5 VR A7 AE R 28 AN 8, 1 22 WF 90 D ]
TR AKX W 2 5 v, ABUAS B 4 (9 50 G i TR0 25 SR o (1 — e 2 5 0 A o R 2 R R B
SR, P U &5 A IR, IX Rk 7 R RR R P AT 7R (parallel) 2 R s g 1.

55547 R SR I AN TR), SCRR[50]42 th 17— Fh 3T 1B Feolll Zi(self-training) 5 284 (1) J5 v, 6 ) 98 SCA5 A 4t 2
R — NI I 28, B G 2 T X AR AR AR W 2% 20, B 28 U iR 0 R 3848, b i O BoR & N ZRAR rh 27
X R A IR B LR 1 8 v AR PR S SRR (501280, SCRR [0t R T — AN R AR, E AT AN [
ZAbAETF SCHR[41]E 5T WordNet #8146 VI ZREE, I HAUE A szl bR IR i A 3 44 (local name) Al rdfs:label
Ja PR B BT PR B T B8 A HEF SO R [35, 511 [F) AL L T8 SCE M HE PR M B — A B LR WA 4R
B AN RS2, AT SR T AR ACL A 3R 1) 5 105k I (1t S FL 483X 28 J7 v Bk O 7 91 B (sequential ) 4 5 SR s

HUAR OAF — 88 T AR IT R 45 T WF I8 04 47 288 2 B3 138 OS5 4 B (4 922 R0 36 1 i kAR AR UL BE o S 1
1 AR Z X ST H RIS AR TE R G B 3 A7 75 A 2D A gt e R B A ) R84 o o] AR 45 1 FH 37 557 RV B & 08
PP A SR s AL B A A 3, I PV 75 BB D7 VAN BB R BB 2 1R 6 S AL 4 3 ELAT B 4 1) 3 I 1 R0 RV &,
DT SH s 8 A A% St o) G S i RO BIF 5 1 A Jé g Tl
22 ETHEARERARNB L

TEWE S Web 4 it R A F2 v, o B0 0 i 2 RS A5 D EOR A e T ik AN s B A R R e AR
AN—Hf) RDF $di 5 T2 R Fa BR 7 — 0 G 10— 4135 X Web SEBIFR AT, 7 B 1l A X Lo bR iR 75 (1) RDF 2086 2
VAN — 50 Do R A R S o 3 f

KT XS ILIR 1 RDF B8 #h 58K BURT LAy by P 25— 2 2 50 2 T 119 1 58, R 38 S [7] SE AR TR AT R AH )
10 JR AR AS [0 3 ST 40 4 Ay 9 A 0 O — b s o i o T R AR e Ok Bk A AN S (uncertainty).
B, 5 S ) B R — X G0 PR AR TRAE, L — ANAR IR A T 3w A T o — AN WA A R 5 — A
DU X T AR (7] Je8 P 11 Jeg LA AN ), F% D 77 Ji (contradiction). &k LI Al 15 00 LU Ak BE Je 1 o s A1 {1 e % 1D 175 D0 HE 2
R AT X Web A 44 5L I8 5K 3 (open world assumption, X 51 - %5 3 142 o 48 5 5 F 10 8 B A SR 35%),
Ji 1 B A AL P S5 R B S — 8 A R AR P O TR AT AN R T B 2 B v S XOZ T 58, B
SRR AN RS20 (1) RDF £ fil 4 21—k, A BEHE Rt — AN I8 58 — B p 8, 1 3 A 41 22 5 P o B A 44
A AF B

SEF o AT, A LAY O 3 Rhos 2o 2 (ignorance) . 5% 3 i (avoidance) Al v 58 T fi# (resolution)
WG ZNE SVE T 0] RS AR — 2001 RDF 030 1M A i A 38 ;17 v 5 38 G 0 o 5 1 0 DU) e VA 281 b 58 (W) A 4, o A 2
b SO T o 5 B 4 T LG e N 9 5 5 5 2 T S 1 e b B U, 224 o 5% e 2 I A 4 T ) Ak B
TGE AN TR AR e AR S % TR 15 0, — it S Gy v T DA G ¢ B B AT A 1) R A v 5 9 i AR 4 B
A4 (1 1 5 B A0 LA A DG AR IR SR R i A B e 58, T DAy T T N k. H AT N T X Web Hh s b o 1T
2 g A E TR B S R i 7 BB~ B R A S INE 2~ 3 pviskas < SNk U LERE €T N i B A 144
Pt A5 0 T DL 2 T S B0 2 RO S R A A VT AN 1 5 k.

2 TE X B HEBR ) 5 R BE AT DART SR R Bl 58, R DL Sk i o 58, B AR AT LAY A PR RN T2 1 Bhoy
R B R IR A — 06 5 1 2 AN Sl b IR b He RDF $0dl (B S AR ) BEL A3 AN TR E G A 5
PERIA AR, SR 5 T BRI AS— B (0 5 A — BUR I R PSS T 5 10 45 SR B253058 2 Ty 3 U W iy =% 18 ot
GRSV R T, A 77 A b 5 P 2 2 S DR S T R 8 SR AN 0 T DA A8 3458 — B i o 2K iy
8 7R T SR IR L T A A R R B A v 0 G AL 1 N SR A 4 AR X TR — AR T v, 7E RDF £
Wi A5 IF 2 00, G SR T T G LR B4 — M AT S i TR 1 45 SRS S bR R A 4% s Rk,
DU F ) % JL 48 FIA AR AR 28— Pl 49 A7 3038 X 40 A5 20 434 32 4 (distributed  description logics) sk B¢ & 41154,
T T8 S B B VR I AN R 2 AR AR T8 A 4 B ) v AR 4 A v el e 2 T ELAROBT v SR (R A
AT K A (disjointness), (HBL S AL A7 AE D BIX PP OC R SCHR[ST140 T — P ASAHAE 56 R K 832 W 2 20 7 vk
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5 B ES A b 58 R RE Al b T T8 S Web S Bl b iR 77 8 H A Web T 1) 1, 7T DA% R8T Rl i A 15
AT JE SR 10 0 041G 0 98 SCHIR[S8]4E Web P 2542 45 (syndication) A FH 17 3 B30 05 1) 475 AT J5 60 BE 97 F T 14 o 5
TR 7 SCR (5913 T~ Xl -7 [l 5 1y (factor graph) 2 48 % IR IFD R G S48 I N B s (A5 A8 B8 JF et 17— R
I — 5 1] (bipartite graph) ) 73 A5 2SI RIS AL R Bl I ) £ A2 2. LL_E WU B B IR (S AR RS2 ok 4y
SE (1. SCHR[60]E 4 R BIE 1 T SEALAR 7 DL SC Web A5 -5 AR BE VP4 J5 325, (HAT S BRR 1 3 3E—2D [ .

AR BATT AR TRAIE, 75 st G L 0 R 1) V5 S Wl 187 FH 28 40 B AR /D % RS 5041 wh 58 140185 f# . ObjectCoref>”)
HET A SR R AR AT T LU 5| LU SRR IRTTAEAN R RDF SORS AR B K, o8 36 R 48 Bk [R] — X6 G 1) 5 451
B YA JEATHE V3 K 10 A5 P v T bk U W T, E 58 2R % RS o S I ¥ A T LA Siig.ma A1 Potluck ™ £Q
RINTE S Web X G S8 15 28 48t (0 ] P HIKE 8 38 0T G AR K A [ J A () s PR ELHE R A2 2, R 3R T 05 i
VB PR AELZ 1] R

TERHR AT P, FLAE 1983 4F Dayal S4R HH T — ik S 3 i 1 7 18 oy 1 s R e s SR 1 47 AR D,
FL B 0T e s 128 m e e S 009 098 T 3R A 1 B, — BE SR e s A B B0 G 76 80 s (191 2 B8 I (1)), A el
J2 VAL U AN At o 5% SCHR[19,20) 251 1 9 ol Kt FAe v Y 00 o S AAE LA, O L3 L B B X ANl o 2R b R
FRTH AT 4 2 T 0 2 i 2R e R R S 2>
23 ETHRLEHBAZNERER DX

AN 10 N2 3 35, 5 L8308 AN [ PR A 77 35 DA I 5 SR A9 A e A A S 2 R, ey Ty R4 A
ARV B B8040 PR R AR, BT AR A A A B A DR S0 R A A, B A B S A AR B ) B o T K (8 a2 2 43
B 44 A4 LinkedCT eh 7275 K 20 80 J5 AN 95481, 56 4 M 48 T T (19 7 sR e R S A AR B 55 1 B, A1
R 2 AU vt J8E R 2 A W AR T AR 5 12 B e B 0 O U 1 A (10 7 0 58 1 0 ds A7 e P32 T DA 24 13 98 25K, DA e
TR AT REHLR T 2 B Bl (0 i 75 10 06 T IT I 8 S0 Web P184, th T A7 45 KR w] BE B0 GILHR, 1 HA 0 iE 77
AEAB ) A 5 (181 4, A5 7 ) RDIF 0308 A1 5 J K 1) RDF B8 25280, 7 LAt 2 [ I 2% 18 22 A S 2 T 2 15 3L 1)
FRFRAH IR0 G2 5 A, b T I 3 SR 43 R K Bl 1A A 45 T 3, — RBER MR 4 B 30 1R A 7 7.

AR E 3 1] T LA AN 28 B2 23 M7 U1 44 H RIS A FR 0 A 5 35— 2 AR B 3R A 07 i1 A sh AR -
TrR(FBh 2 A3 4 HBh); =k W TH AR T5 R B X B0 ARE T A 1) S bR TR AT BB 23 I8 B0 AT I 2% 18 22 MR IR AT,
3 HG FERRURAT 1 9 T A

ME S Web w0t G2 SEHR VA 07 210 FL S A REE B3, H T AT (K 73k 32 2R M 42 A 3l 053, o T3l A=
B (0 7 TR A0 AR I Sig.man FR G5B fu v F 7 SR 0 A 4 SR AR DRI 36k B K — I R 11 = B 5
o, AR T3 sl B 3l 105 A7 I RERE R IR S Sk Hi (B T OB 1 S Web Eodis, Al 921 2 5,
I BB S ILFRAEAR R E b 52 3 ] 7 A8 1L (1 R

10 H AT, 43 H 30 5 iR AN R 22 A AR T AR MEAE BT AT Uk L A0 BCAH AR A AR SR T A OR300 1) 100 0, 7 S 28
S AU SIS G LA T AR T RE 2 R T TR T BT 0 A [ QUSSRAR A 8 X — A 58— X 4 B SR L S A 5K B
AL A5 0 o A A ISR ST s YR 11 A 44 T AR 4 4% D 304 A8 00 D 10 R o 1 41 2 SR A A b 44 U5
N T AN 2 AER S U 25 A7 BT B AR AT 0 LR AN R, — S8 S0t T V2 B AN [ A0, 2 1 G 28 7 55 T
RURI 2 200 ) FH B8 e 09 0 e R 70, o — L 34 2 > 10 7 9, 7 /N WLABE b i 1 i 4 BT VI
G, FREAT SL 95 T 0.

H AT e FROIR DL T 0 T4 B SRR SRR MR VR CA AN DT AH R N TS 5 1 5 2 A ) AL,
AR AT 24 B v AHUAZ TR AR HLAZ T 5 T R B e 48 T A0 PR 28O R — M R NI ST 1) L. SC ik
[65]7E A AR DL BC Ik i h A T 2 3l 2 ST B B vy DG 0 v 9 823X — AR 0T i S Weeb mhons G L4 (KD 8 7 )3
KAEHL.

TS A8 T T T R 0 AR 1 S 81 s R e 1, B SO A A B 17 7 3OS0 3 i s U3 22 A e iR
2 1) R B 3641 OQ AR, L S DRI 3 48 7 3o B 8 A 8055 A 5% 28 AT A 3 k) I T b A 336 Ak T AR 5 3t
HEBE R 22> S B bR IR T 2 18] B0 S LR,
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TS 38 Ja P ARVACUE T S50 10 T 32, R AT B X o A S B TR [0, AT B0 22 A B ARRT IR B PN AR TR A
(1 FL AR, 7 BT SEIX P AR IRAT I S 1K) 20 A Ja AT g 1 A2 ) AR ARHABLBE 1456 2 S AR BB 2515 R A eI P A
P YL 22 10 () 4 0 15 P2 1390 39 g T LA SR P 2R 28 0 07 425 5 WAL BE B8 v (0 b AR SR A — 2 T B 2 A s WA
Z 10 % 3 Ok R 1 At T SR P R A 49 2R A T 1 s A B B — A VAR (1 A S
JeJEAEAR AR A R, 22 A e 4 22 45 T S Wb o 25 4R A5 A [ a8 1k R e £ 1) A s 1435 14500,

SR L BT 2 A SETAR TRAT L4550 2R T AR O 15 TE AT & T 3L Web 12 040 10 A e 77 1), B S e M
ZABRRET Z 8] BIAS [RVRFAE, PR A5 AR R T b 75 2 22 GV,

3 RERFSEEMNKE

= 3 AR A B B S X Web H 6 G IR AR BT R 5 IR HEAT T A A G AR 1 S R Ay
8 AN RA MBI ARG TH I EAES— 2 B LR 0T, 48 5 A AT 1R S5V IR 25 i 45
31 RERS
311 REMAN

SameAs.org S HHJE [ Southampton K2 T [ —ANTE £k B0 G 3L 48 1 i 22 45 (M9 41k http://sameas.org/), &
[KITT £ J&: RKBExplorer £ 4:t (¥ sameAs #i:E% SameAs.org % 4 3t 115 X Web % 51 Sindice 241t 1 54E
LHATEAEE 4 700 2 5 A SEGI bR TRRF. & 32 R T E SCAE O HE 2 1) O R U Gk 4e LR BEAE T T
owl:sameAs Ji i, A8 H T HoAb A4 b g S T R oR 58 i L)@ 2 490 L skos:exactMatch & 5 48 A
AW —FOZ R R URLX R R G5 2 — N 51 URIL BN G IEX R URIESGH T AR
PEAFE N URL 8 55— B AN b DG 8 i, J0 4 H R 4 9 2 AR Gt R4 & B ANME S T IM URI FRFRILSE
TH: S ) — A 5 1% R G I R T AR T R B ME T M R B B S e R AN SN 1% R G RS kB
X G AL e B A X D I BB 2 ARG S L 4R TR .

Sig.mal*¥1 3= 5ty %% /K >4 DERI WFSTFr e IT & 240t 7 — AN EL (115 X Web 4 58 & (mash-up) IR 25 (19 4ik:
http://sig.ma/), 3L JR 4554 3 TER U5 T RDF %4 A1 M 5T o 1) RDFa B Microformat % =X 1) 445 . Sig.ma BA G 1]
VE R BN S R G 1T S Web BIcHE 7 b 7 3 i, Sig.ma JEAN 8 AR X S AL R K IR R 4B B R
FR) A o) W A 0 A P R A R R 3L 4R B R ST B Sig.ma 2 BAEH T owl:sameAs F 5 bR B8 JE 1 LA K
i OKKAM F i3k & X 43548, 5 4b, Sig.ma RGIRAE TR Qv vk (0 F P SET, o v F P 8 28 B st ki
B 5 BN — 201 RDF B4 A0ECE I8, LS s L4071 i ME R L

OKKAMPIE ([0 1 2% 53 25 %8 B 1A 45 - HE 22350 H (FP7) T 18— AN K ARS8 ple 0 H | SLIE A 1 2 2 AR 14 11
A4 B R U 7] (Occam’s razor)™ Ji W), 4245 B SR 3¢ A7 400 S22 JUIAS 388 S 4 (W A AR A .OKKAM 3 5 G112 4
FRTT RN S SRR A — A A BRI 0 SRR, B b S5 Ay 44 & 4 (entity name system, fRi K ENS), T B A AT
A M Y FR AR S SR 28 PR PLRF S b Se iy B RG-S 7 — Bl TR A S DT IS J5 75 FBEMISL Ji st 42
R A TG R YR A (K 22 AN ) o i SR 2 A I S kA 2 T (R AR ABLSE TR v e ek St 5 n FBEM A T 2%
T Levenstein g P 25 1) J5 15K LU SEBTAR R AT AL 7

Silk[?813: 5 1 7 [¥] Freie Universitat Berlin K2 JT &, & — AN T & B AN S [ 42 500 s b B8 22 1l o6 &
B R.Silk & X T —Fh i i 553 Y5 55 = (link specification language), il LA Sk 45 5 $m I 2 8] 45 & B )
BER S (T B LR O R ) LA SO FUBE B T T AR I 45 1F STIK SR AR T 2 A AL VS A AL T L T R B
5% A& 0 Levenshtein $E %5, Jaro-Winkler JE . 745 5 A0 45, BSR4 W7 . Jaccard JH 25 45, 177 FLIE £ X7
B B )28 Y O ot T A P B AR A TR IR (N U B VR AR A A R R VPR R R E . R ME ERCT
KBS B XA R B3 A7 20858, Silk TFR T 3 ASANRI R FBAR 451 i, ol DA% 31 MapReduce 154 Af L.

LN2RE4SH 3 2 (74 6 INRIA BF5E T BT TT &, R — AN FE T2 4 (0 %) 5 54 I A A B L2R A — A3k
FEE 0 G o T AR N2R, P /A5 B o 1/ B A Yt m DA & 456 L L v L2R 7 2o AR B ORI B3
HH ) SCEE A5 29 Horn U, I LI Job 33k £ 00 D 9 2 1 ) 5 4 B AN L 4 96 210 N2R J7 72 0 A R s =X 1) s X
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3 PN T R AR AL E Fi b, 0 i — A IE AR R A% 6 0 G L R AR BLURE. 55 78 LN2R I8 1 vF 7 —Fp ot 3545
13K I51E S RDFS+.

KnoFuss!'"® VL B [H Open K2 T & 1) —ANE SCEE Al A 22 48, 30 35 38 H As A2 b 38 T A by (038 SCHs
A 1) Rl -G B8 EL TR AR e 500 3 3 ) R, G v B R FE R G i P i A R VR %) I e R X R S LR T 9 A
KnoFuss 4 5ll G i AR S0 Jag P 1K D JC 55 0] G i v A 2 ) (9 A B gk B A4 b KnoFuss T8 3 X % St 4 5k R
ST e 1 2 T 4D UG T, T R FH 3k 2 208 00 1P P9 DG PR A 3t — 20 4 v 0 S L4 ¥ A8t 1 A At DA B oK L7 5 T 3L
R G ILFR PR I B T 2 Bl OWL i 5 g LI B 15 F145 & 4% 3 (belief propagation) 572

RiMOMU 7L 3 6 kS 5 () — B2 J 17 22 b AS R DG I 5 925 14 22 SR A PR DT IR R 45, 3 rh A0 5 7 2
ST R 75 vk B0 S DL T, RIMOM BN SEA T 947 B 20 4 6 28:URL. JefR B &RR. FAF R AE B
A 5 IR AN A T 3 3 o i S ) T Y R ) A R 1 S 08 B 5 A B 22 M) R AR AR
& FAE A o5 B EE 7 B R B Bk — 2D 8, J S5 T T 22 SR W A 5 R R DL B A A SR T R I B 3t
15.RIMOM AL SN T % Jm A VE IS T B3I (OAEN), 7E & AN HdE 45 _E WS T AR ISR,

ObjectCorefl0lJ& [ 5T K 2 B 19— Foft 3 T+ 1 & I 5055 204 10 6F 5 JE 4 31 17 2R 4 (4 2k 14 ik :http://ws.nju.
edu.cn/objectcoref/).'s; % T . Web R R4 Falcons 1RALHIEIEAE, HATC LB S 7 300 £ i 92flkriH
75 .ObjectCoref 1 5& I HI T8 UM HEFE 4055 owl:sameAs. & B2 Bl 2 o6 B 70 Je8 1 DI K% ik il e K i 4 R 71
R — AN VIR B )T 2 T IS VIR AR A W 2% 2 1 28 2 O30 G AL, b (0 DG BB R 2 Al 2Bk
o ) ROE A RN G LR K R IR P KB VB KRG IR T AR M AL A R A P AN S R %
GILFR (BN S BERAG BE L WE RN 42), 3 — 2D 4 T AR A0 M0 B2 ) B 3 T SUEE A 26 R A5 1T AR 51 DA B 52451
FRARFFFEA 7] RDF SCRS H ) I 088 6 3 R 8 PR [R) — 55 52 00 S 461 B AR A5 14T HE . ObjectCoref 4 th 7 —Fib
BT IR T SO 2 A DL RE 1B AH B 1) T R A A, R A% 5 Sy A TR R S0 %o Bk B B DI R AR P A R SR AR
KRN g4 P EUE SRR P AOAS DR 2,158 75 000 1) M Al 1 AR
3.1.2 HrHHE

B T LA B3R B 8 D HATAR R ML R R G4 B AT 1 % 4% HAS (0 K R GER TR, 4 1 ASMOVE®! coDIt®,
DSSim® HMatchURi1 Zhishi. linkst®.— i 7,75 X Web rF ot G 653 A I 0 R 45 2 1) 1 32 B X A ok %
SLHRRBIE FH BIRFAE . B0l i o€ 1) v A U7 20 DA K BB % A B 1 S 491 s TR 1)

MR 0T G AR R (R AR 2500 o 5 10 1 g =R BB Ak LK) S B TR A BRI 3 AN J T I ik
8 MNMEM RGUAT R B S VR LR PG IR AR G4 B K IR 1% R Ge il FAH R K6 5 2L 58 B4R AE (41)

LU B kU RE 5 A BRI S B bR IR RO (17), 110 R 844 R (R 75 45 5 4 KR AR SCIA O R 2R AR 8 P HAT 1)
TR KL

Table 1 Comparison on the prototypes
x1 FUAGHEK

W AR X G SR U AR AE
PRIFF R FETE W KT AR RAA
i OKKAM [#§4EVCHL . ENS]
i Silk [BEHRETE 5] LN2R [ 25 4k FUR A A ABLRE A2 48]
RIMOM [#HLEE 4 A]
—AMBRIRET | SameAs.org [OWL J5U i F1 45 41117 ObjectCoref [ H I 2tk ]
£ Sig.ma [T-3h i SR 2 AL KnoFuss [A &GS 5 345 W i G.3]

1 R A LR IRAT RO S ICIR T il R GBS — AL S B b iR AT LR T i R G R A AR 0K
FE T AN IR R S8 T AT K N 37 S AN ), BORE P R T T A D A BT 22 5t ok A 3 Je PR AR ADLEE VT B
JR R R G 5, 32 7% 18 b P AN E e U5 A S B B R AT 22 T R S0 AR T ) R T IS T H R S 2 AR 4
VU3E 5 25 18 2 A bR IR AT 2 TR RN GILF I A AR SN Bt v 3L Web 205 5t K AN W 19, BE 6% 11 1 22 A bR
Z I G ISR R RN M A B 2.
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LR BEF @ AL B v SRR & B 7 L R L R A 2 (% 3 ), 90 HIX SR R G349 4 4 H 3 1,
T B AT Y 66 T 08 SO P 2R G /D 3K A 0 U B R Sk 8 22 119 J v A0 T BB R AR B AT A — ot 3L 4R
U 7 V3 TG 1R N R T (0 . T 3 e, 00 200 2% 18 25 et YR30 1 42 A3 ) R, M T DR TIE £ K 2 3501 ol e k1
HE A BACL I 255 L R DR IR X G L TROM (0 oA 1t R 5 22 R IR0 3L 4R,

P35 % T Sig.ma 32 REFE TR A0 i 5% 1 g LA AR, S04t R 2 2R G0 3 R 2 SR — Il L BUAR 0% TR b 52T
i (R B T B OB TN S 3 DA [R)E A S B P P T B 18 AT HASE ORI BT v S ) LA O
L& 1], ObjectCoref IF 441X —J7 A1 5% 7.

3.2 EEMRE

FEUEN R AR L FEN AR A — AN AT IR & 0, T4 76 2 45 1 A 2 A B3k IO ACE(automatic
content extraction) 4 H 4815 5 AL B P (K HR ARV MR PR AL T JE VDU 4R L ME AR 1078 T B 15 Bk, 75— A
FA 5 S W A2 AT AT R T R S Wb HR G LR 1R T AR 5 I A TR R S SR AR B
28 BT — A R B ) U AR .

3.2.1 WAL

AARVL IS T E3F) OAEI(ontology alignment evaluation initiative, 4 $il::http://oaei.ontologymatching.org/) /&
—ANH 2004 4R AEE— i 09 E Rk L 3E, B AR AL — AN FEUEIERCT & LAVEAS R LGB A (A DU L T H OAEI 7 #
B AERT LA A AR DL I T Bk e ) — AN TR I 2% 2 L AL A I AR A G T st R 2 U, BN [
TR I WA A 2 25 7 5 AR BLAE M AR AR, PPNV 55 U7 1. ZE OAEI 2009~OAEI 2011 PPl ZH 2 3L
PRt T 5 NS bR LS SR (gold standard) f IR AR, T T DAk R LY 45 4% A S DT BC /6 5 LR W A R 4TI T vk
FER T 468015 B AL R AU R & (precision) « 7 [A1 % (recall) fil F-Measure iX 3 T #5 AH ISR LN A T

[IMB(ISLab instance matching benchmark) i th & K F) Milan 22244 @, £l KR T OKKAM It H 5%
TRFHE R B85 AL A F 1) RDF F0a AR A R 18 B0k s, % RS2 B R 4 B 37 AT 308, AR
TR A 2 200 AR IRAT K RDF S48, 75 15— Ne . RDF SCRYHEAT VG EC. IR SRS 4% i 5 Fh S &l 43
1 R0 AR S B AR TRAT AN A8 T A AT Ao B 28 2 28(002~010)HEAT T J 1k A V4% e 481 5o A A i 2k
A5 11 e PEAE B HUAS 5, R I 48 50T 2 8 A R AT T P o 70— S840 7 BB U 22 IR ) — S84 7 BB e b,
55 3 JS(011~019)HEAT 1 & My 16 50,191 1 ) o 4 2 g A o 1 4 M0 405 268 71 i 1 (dlataty pe property) 5 X % i
(object property) LA B FEAN B P3R40 4 2 AN @ P55 5 4 25(020~029) % £ 4F T 18 48 A8 8 491 it HEAS 5245 8
S A AN SRR TR 12 1 S 461 T st s —25(030~037) 2 5 ia 1 7 L3R JLRHE i 73 IMB. AR 2 4040 5@
o AT UM [R] A B 265 A 4 T M 20 A7 D0 4555 S L3 3 0 2 e 0 DL 0 A AEU2: b T R AR 2 4 IR R S g 0N
A AE FE D DRI VT 5 B SR DA A 2

PR(persons-restaurants) MR AL AL % 7 3 % BB o (R £5 4 4, L B 2 50 T NI, 55— X 2 R TR AR 11,
MBI H AT ADBLT AL BRI AL AE S 1IMB P A 2 0L, th 2 A 4 0 S 06 14 S5 s o) 5 S 4
TR B 1 8 AH 5 1IMB AN TR], PR ISR 116 o5 32 2 VA8 D Esih] gk — 28 i 2, i xof L A4 1 Jag ek A DU AR 2
Bl E T 0r G LR R AR ST R DASE G TR DG (R E e (R R R B G St Lt T A R T AR T
HL A 5 5 LA Btk m] LAAE D PR3 % S LR (R RRAE.

Dl(data interlinking)ill i 42 & — /MR K I HAE 4, F 2 5 T 2 A A W 2% AU ) R BUAR A 3800 [ T
KT M KAEAN LinkedMDB LL & DBpedia. HH, &7 2dl 48 L RDF SCHHI7E 20 2%, %1 4 DrugBank Al
Diseasome; 1] 7 — 5 43 A 1 - R 25 ) 81, 75 Bl 1 SPARQL. 75 i) 77 U3 B B i STITCH. i IR 45 58 1 4=
B B IR0 G ILIRIH 8 5 10, BN R AL FH S5 56 0 TR A S BN 15 5 00 AR A4 2 T 2 S A A PR BRAREAR K ] s
53 B A T LW I ) 4 AE 2k U 1) RG4S B AT RO S L ER M R R S ok T AR K Bk k. /E OAEL 2010 H1, (T
RiIMOM #1 ObjectCoref AN £ 425 T MR, IF AR ARAHLAL.

NYT(interlinking New-York times data)ll 4 th /& — AN KA e 1) B0 42, B0 A 5 T 1 24 W) 4R 1% T s e
B, B N A SURIH 3 AN AR, AR A G P AT 55— AN 2 T A1 40 B R AR 4R S 1 LR 0 R )
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—A 5 Dbpedia,Geonames LK Freebase i 4 2 (8] 583545 5C &t TR AE 1 AU ABEAR O, VRl 4l 23 2 i)
i FHAE R AR 51 10 7 RR IR G 48 06 R, AR BR300 AR b )5 P A Ab 21

A-R-S(eprints-rexa-SwetoDBLP)ll iR 25 il T-S-D(TAP-SwetoTestbed-DBpedia)ill ik &3 M@ &5 T 3 A KH
B A AT T P 5 VT I A-R-S IR 1 S 081 B AU T SOk S AR AT, 1T T-S-D MR AR HR 1 S5
i T 2 A A A
322 7HrHHE

LA IR A 32 BRI T AR VT A T B3 OAEL MR 4 55 T 2 AN, X T8 X Web Hixt % 3L4g
[0 it 5 YA RN R G A R B T HE B A I ARR N B, H A IX R A T B R R DL P T A 4 % 5
T AR IR, TEVEYT R B IR TE X Web FREE AF15— L858 F T 2 AN SEBAR IR 8] 5 G2 3L 8 Y i 14 7 i R R
SE 0k 5E Ay R HEILBE ) TR, 1 — 20 5 35 AT W0 A0 B ) At B e (1 R A X o R oA e — AN T UL

AN T AR SR E X Web ki 3 (semantic Web challenge) #' % Aii ] BTC(billion triple challenge) ¥l 4 fit
M ER PR M 220 5 4, BTC BRI 2 A1 L Web #2251 % (151 1 Sindice #1 Falcons) B & DBpedia A 4 il
T 10 144> RDF =704, B8 55 T 53T BC80E 100 H Hh (1 A 2 20 58 40 S0k i 3R 4 L e A T3 S
RVEMEE LEE b 2 B T B8O 2 Il R, vy DA% L&A H BT C 254 48 LA A i 3R 3 1) 7 2R PR Al S AL 4R 11
T 98 7 V5 AL A T 7 A R 1 0 R N B A S — A AL

4 REE5RIE

ARSI A 52 ST S0 Web monr SAE R IR R i i, JF 0 17 2 BRI BIETTHE . AR G AL U048 T 1)
REAE S ot b 58 (R i 7 XA SO ISR DT VA S VG X 3 AN R, PRI 4 T 3 X Web shxf St 4
TH PR TR L P FE AR AL % T PO 9 R AR AR AT S B T 9T 3t B 3 23 30 A AR EEAL T 8 A RAT AR YE RO R GO R T Ak
JE R ZR G AN 5 A T B R v DR Al I R A AT LU Y, AR T S Web H Rt GAL TR IO 2 — N B X ST R
FLAELRE AR AT R S TSR PR IR 9 Bl R T (A 4 49 0 B S i P N ARV S AR BRI 1 — L2 U7 VA TR I, TR L Web
HHORT G SR PR A 1m0 AU AS 5t AT AR5 TR A, 0 SR A A6 VP 20 AR 0 1) Bl ML R R, 2 AT LR 3 AT i
o XTI X Web FROM SR 7 ik I S50, HAT AR TR T AN IR (R 4 KR DT IR AN 58
S8 B0 IR RN I T VR A 2 AH R 2 S B b S AR LD O AR DAY TARK X R LR IR
) VAl v 3 AR AT LM 5 RS R I BUAT IR ¥ 43 U5 12 AN P RE S A URARE 22 TR (¥ P P 3K G R T
Bt 2 A SRR IRTT 18] BT AT 98 38 AN YR N B 56 4 ML HE B 12 T JBC A 0581 0 G 3L 4 v fit
KD T R UE AR, BB R U Web PR AN IR A i, 22 18 5 1) DR 22838 S B H ok T ) 224 35 BB T 5 (o0t Bt
i VH AR VA T 52 Bk — 0 DG T LAAE A S (W 5T b A R L — L5 1 Y A g 125, T R T B
WP AR St o I8

o XTI Web ot GILIR AR R AL R G AR, A RGN T RE AR H A BRIX L RGN T —
Toft BSGAR 2D TR A T 1%, I HOGT 9 i 45 R O 1B AN 08 SR 308 14 R B IE 81 32 BT 28 1) 4 R S T
H\ OAEI &5 ARt H AR Js 20 28 e Ak B K IR A 1) E ) B AR e =, DR e A S B I ] A A7 A
SRR, 53 A A T DA RE 31, T R SETE Ve AR B RE G R AE RS E P« By IR A5y T A I s A
AT B OROR T M A AT R AR PR BEGI RERE 52 i 2 I AR AR 55 (K S R 4.
DAL, B AT S0 2% Tl AN () v B SR HEAT AT R B Rt ) S (0 SR AR R 4 R ARR I — AN T
Y5 1

o T IRAEDREE SO SRR S5 R PP, H BT C A0 OAED PG 32 SEEH X S bR IRAT 2 1] )
P UCIC, BT S 2 AR VAT  TA) R A5 T A L, G o 3 43 i B 2 N W #4368 1, F AN g 56 42 Sk
HH AN [ 77 32 s i Y 2R 8 A L S PRI O RE AR AR ST K ARV 5 A PR S R AR U A L
A ek [ I S RSN AR, 1 i ACE ISR A BTC A4 % T+ S0 Web thxf G 3L HR 1
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SR RETE SO Web HOR G SR T A D A TR (o0 e i O HLAEIX R OB IBOA S5 R R
G TREEE A IR PP N 7 v T BEANE 38 T 2 vt B (08 SR bR LU 4x i 45 B P4 71
fr e .
LW S Web HORE G IR T A T S Web BIF 5T R A — S T 2 () L b, 7T S Web 3 G LR T %
7 T (R AR R, 1T [ A B A AR SCRIE S, OF LIRS 1 e dEJg . w] LATIUAL B35 1 S Web S04 45t (¥ AN T 38,
S EZERTE X Web 0 IR MR IO TT i RGN BT K.

BOS O ACH KA T LR A S TR B B MRS N A SCE 2.2 IS ARSI 1 3B 20 3R SR i 2 Bl
R Y B d R 2 LR R B AR UK A T LR S BOR R R SR M e R L.
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