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Abstract: With the advance of the semantic Web and information extraction techniques, more and more RDF data emerge on the Web.
Managing massive RDF data has been a hot research topic for both academic and industrial communities. In the paper, we give a thorough
analysis and comparison of the existing techniques from the view of the accumulation and organization of RDF data. Topics on query
representation, query processing and query optimization are extensively discussed. We finally identify challenges and future work of the
area.
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i

RDF(resource description framework) /& t WWW 3 H IR0 7 4 % (World Wide Web) 145 B 34T #ik g — 4
HEZE, & Web b 4% Fil 57 F B804 EL Hi R V5 . RDF J1) 535 s(subject). 17 p(predicate). i o(object)(
A5 — ek, a0 SCHR[2] S 4 subject,property,value) () = S I 2 Sk ik Web L (%5 Homp, 28— T 48—
BIRFRINAF URI(uniform resource identifiers)2 78 Web - (145 & SR (B35 ME2%), T8 17 3538 SE 4R BT B i AH ¢ 8
Pk, T2V g 6T I AR S8 AR R 26 3 7 34 73 RDF W] LU >k %67 Web b (AT A e b R 4 B B0, 0 HLAd 45 & T
CAALE R AR e 2 ) A8 8 1T AR 3 2 3 UM% BL. IRk RDF B 8 SO il (AR HE 4 )32 B 1 oo 2038 1 6
A R SO AR AR 2 LA AN I H i Wikipedia,DBLP 454 f RDF FiXEATHCEHE; IBM 2 5 M ER I 57

« HEETH: BER ARRER4(61170010); 1% =ik K L 151(20102X01042-002-002-03)
W R IR ) 2012-06-07; & BN [A): 2012-09-12; & K irf1A): 2013-01-25
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Hl 32 R RDF Sl 4l i R4 ple i S8 SO B PERR 24 7] Metaweb 4E47'(1) Freebase 411 J% ', il RDF
KR, RESERZIEUE AL Y. ., YR AL M AR RDF SE At 1l 37 AT A 4 b
FHEE XM g B e B, AWE B B - IR 2 sk iz N Web ¥ RDF 4l 2 G
KRR 2 B T AR 22 R ) RDF 3 4, 4 W3C ) SWEO(semantic Web education and outreach)iff 57 /)N 21
253t #00 2012 4 3 H, B M - RDF %4 4 (1145 Linked Open Data, YAGO,DBpedia,Freebase 45)H ) RDF =
JLLL K LA F) 520 125

Bifi 5 K e RDF 0048 10 L, 5 BRI R 28 MR RDF 25040 J5% ok i 119 1) fL 3 JLAE R, Tl A2 R 5 B
Tk £ X RDF 208 BT, IR 2 A FJT & T %F X RDF 208 145 #E & 42 fil Al Oracle f# Oracle RDF.
HP A i) Jena. 1BM DB2 10 /] RDF )4 B T HAE 5 R A 548 [E MPI TR T ) RDF-3X, B/R =
DERI AT FIHLAI I YARS 45,523 T 56 T RDF i 118 4% R 51 4% G145 DERI 1) Sindice PL A o B 22 K2 1R
1) R 43 12 1Y) Swoogle 55 7E 1% SUHIF 57 RDF 4 1) £ 1) 4 B B AR R 1R 28 T BRI R G A% Lo i At 2 —.

1.1 RDOFEIEZRRES

RDF H4fs o7 LA 38 7R 24— At i ik 140 11, T o 1 4 ) B = e A v %) 2 38 R =i, T 9 S TR e, A
RDF ##s F 1 & i ml DUE ABOR DR 1] b 1 I DT ) 28 4R 17, BT RDF ol B b S IR 2 SOARME B &5 R TR 26
2, AR EOK, 2 20 RDF B A i Ab BT 2% . 0 S AIG. TR bt o] o R AT RDIF 2 1) /2 280 s R HfE 2 .RDF
PR B R R P, A 4k Sk LR L s

1) RDF i i 21 23 5 A7 ¥ A 1 8 10 7 58,5 B0 1 A B A e 5 SR ) 2 R 1P

EEXT RDF £04li (1 8 450 08 AR R I h T A W S A 2R 55 A7 0 5 58, 2 A FE 5L T 00 R B R W
M TT 5 SEEIFEE0T7 5 DA RO AR = J0 L IR BIEAE T7 R 8 T AR A L5 4077 % 52 T AR
A A By B TR EE ) A ik . BT R AR v DL R AR = oA R A R EI EAE H
BB AE LA &5 Wl Fh J7 % d .

2) RDF 4l (1) 25 1 35 SR AN BT 19 0, 5 BUA IR 5 M D e AN Ty e

RQL,RDQL,SquishQL,MQL L % SPARQL £ #f & &1 % RDF ¥ i 18 75 7 W1 — 4% RDF & R 40K
F RQL,RDQL Z4F A & i =, il Sesame,Jena 5.1 42K 1) K 22 2 RDF A SCHE 5T 41 K F SPARQL 1 g 2 i i
5. SPARQLI®VE W3C 72 ff) RDF i85 75,2 5 SQL (B TAAN A A [F]. 76 SCRR[7, 8] 8 5% 1 42 i T 7 RDF
B b S IO B ] A BN )V TS R A VA AR BEAE LR 58 A IR 49 fan s 7E — S8R S b R A SPARQL WG
S SQL 1 23k BUAT 25 i) 2O 6 A7 — Be T 90 0% SPARQL AF i 5 v 12 1O 7 [ g S ity b At — 40 g A vl b B

3) RDF 4l AL i 52 5004 T2 3 2400l , 5 B0 g b B L AP & 1) 2 FE 1

1R % RDF $4 4 v 1t = Je 4l B0 70 AL 4 DA b 3 4 (W 0 &5 2 v 5 SR VP 22 A AT 1Y) 22 B0g v oy
FEAR AL B A B AR IO SE a2 Bl 5 1L R — S T A 2 A 154k SR s 45 R 1 v Ay VI RCR (B BE 5 4 AT Y
248 1) R DR DT P B R BB, DRI R ZE T RE BT ) . BhAS ) RDF S 4 kAT A v Ab B2 — AN AR (1) i 3,
TAD 3k 1) RDF 20, — Lot 504 th 70 e 2247 25 A0 2UAE i, 505 8 B iTiRAT I =1 & B SE 0 RDF 2o i
), XA R A N A H R B A i Ak 2R O IS
1.2 [a)RRZE (BB X 5>

A SC A PR G —— A EE S RN B A B AR, LA R B AL A A b ) A A BE T VR PR A 4 R
H i RDF _F 1 25 i b B ARG S0 5 3047 T X000, B 1 X AN 5 I B AR S HE L 1.

ML 1 AT LA H RIS AR 32 B R 7R R A E A b A v Ab B T T AE S A EO AR R R D
ASCNE LA R H AT E A R EAT 258, N RDF AU 21 4R 547 % . RDF 25 20 DL & 2 v Ak 3
F ARG T TR B 43 A R LG A A 1) 1 5 92

AICE 2 WA E ) RDF S iR 77 2088 3 15 20 B Fl LU A S i 2 1 1Y) RDF £t £76if K 2 v ib 2
TrRE 4 WS T AR Sl A B A CRBE) 1Y) RDF B4 40 2347 il e A vl AL BR AR 2R 5 A i & it b
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Kt LR
A
CHR[52,53]
A LES A " Y
e [ Sk Sk
Jiis: 61-63]
SCHik
SCik [7,16,17,19,
A 2.9 ,27- 41,43-45] SCHR[10,11,
Wbtk | [29.31-33, — 38-40]
jc 0
[ 42,49,50 ] Mo tEs
BT RREAR HTH ST AR = el

Fig.1 Framework of overall research works
K1 SRR 2L ]

1.3 & IR

NT GBS SR/, 5 AR N 2, AT RDF 040 25 b — 285 T (0 & EAT 7% A Rl R

RDF =Jt¢H(RDF triple). 45—/~ URI & R, T4 S By UFRiRSES L,— RDF —Jodl ¢ /&
T (s,p,0) i1 =TG4, 2 seRUB,peR,0e RUBUL.IX HLIT) s 35 #8275 (subject) . ¥¢ UK (resource) 5k 1= &, p &
k18 1] (predicate) sl & 1% (property),o #x 4 515 (object) J& 2 (value) sk 44 5 L2 19 715 1 s,p,0 40 M RN
TG E . I R R

RDF %4 E(RDF data graph). RDF £ & G /2 — A =JCA(V.E.L), Hoh vV b TR & E WILMAES L h
bR A, B L=L, UL, L, AT AR AL, WA AR SR & X B vV SN =0l s F o, XM p.H
RDF 4 18l 2 LL s Fl o AT s p Ril, of BTG AR ARy A1 bR ) 1.

=etAER (triple pattern). =40 p=(s,p,0) & — A= J04l, VAR ICRZ HES NG se VARURUB,
peVARUR,0€ VARURUBUL.

=eHEREf(triple pattern query). = AR & 0=(q1.92,....q,) & =TT 4L ) oL, Hpb A4
qi A Z e AT p REZJCAR T 0 RE = JCAB T .

AKX EER (basic graph pattern,f&j#R BGP). A KR & SPARQL A ify v 1 — /N K A ZH B 4, Bk A
A M (oin query). —MNEEA BB — 41 = o AR 41 18 2 v A i IR 07 SRR — N SR AR AR
SCHI BGP Sk 7% SPARQL 7 #) F 1 1 A [l 4 k.

EHET E(join variable). AN E v £ BGP AR M AL AN = e A b .

B & & ifl(conjunctive query). BES AW IR RIEZ N (e, o) 3wy o X A1~ AA L T 1, FROTT
DX 43 A BRIV AT DL AR B0 5 7 A A 45 R AR B e, X A ARAE T Ay, 4, ) BT (query atom).
W F A P(vyv) X B P A1, vy Rl vy 0] LGS R sl

RDF Lt BYyx5217 28 (keyword search on RDF data). J¢H il 2 2 TE U1 W=(wq,wo,...,w,,) I H K 7, H:
oA wy AN G A

LT EYPE (variable bindings). 2L 5E o(v) & — B E{v|o(v)=C}, I, ve VAR,Ce RUBUL. R AZ 485 /&
— AR EMUR B URI 4R G B85 A B TR A 1 R
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2 e
" Physics

Nobel Prize

Fig.2 Anexample of an BGP represented by query graph
K2 HIA RS — AN EA R 67

2 RDF &TifjFRE

&% RDF ¥4, W92 # 42 1 T 2 A #4035 35 12729 11 RQL,RDQL, SquishQL 2 L 1 i) — 46 RDF % 4: 1 Jena,
Sesame,3Store #i ¥ ¥ RDQL(RDF data query language) #xif].RDQL ¥ RDF & i I, 2 A 71 ) i #4 i & () RDF
—InA A 3 & RDQL £ it 7 .

SELECT ?x

WHERE (?x,{p:x),?y)
AND y=="“Albert Einstein”

Fig.3 Anexample of a RDQL query
K 3 —A RDQL it =4
RDQL SZHFARRIE, A, SC I RDQL A v 1] LK A ] F P B A% DG JC U7 32, LA SE B e AR 58 3.3 15 vh
2.1 SPARQL
SPARQL (simple protocol and RDF query language) & W3C $2 H (] RDF #5051 i b v 8 o, 2 H arie)
2 R —H RDF LRI #IE 5. 2407, K2 % RDF R4 #5C # SPARQL 75 #.SPARQL Jt47 4 R ity 5 X, 4>
%24 SELECT,CONSTRUCT,DESCRIBE Hl ASK. H iy fi 5 H ¥ 4& SELECT & )77 2, ' 5 SQL MIE AR, H
SRR [R5 L A B s ) 4(a) BT s s — AN TRiAL 1K) SPARQL 2 i 11451 1, 1 4(b) Ay 2 £ I 75 A ] B 1 2 ) 45
SELECT ?name ?place
WHERE {
?x hasName ?name. name place
?x Research_area Physics.

?x born_in_place ?place.
?x Awarded Nobel_Prize}

Albert Einstein | Ulm German

(@) —MRILI SPARQL 2 i) {5 7 (b) EHLR

Fig.4. Anexample of a brief SPARQL query and the result
K4 — AL SPARQL A5 i) (] 1 K H: v i) 45 5

T f)h SELECT ) 5 SQL 1 (1) SELECT i) —Ff 3R In & ) 45 R 2 (1 N 4 WHERE 1 f1) 2 SPARQL
T (1) 5 TG 4, TR R R e B = e L 2 M IE R R R . W IE A AR (FILTER) S, 18 -A) ity 1] 5 [ 348
SRR AU P IR AN B WHERE ) v vf DL T 3= 5 1 DA SR SR R G A0l R4 m 5 SN PR T
oo I, A5 SCAS P 3R A G 1N 25 1T UL SCHR[6].

— BRI 57 5 F SPARQL HIZEhl FHEAT T 506, 2 1 T nSPARQL,SPARQL-DL %5:%} SPARQL & LB T 78,
5 SPARQL X2 i L fE.

HEET R REARER RDF RS9, 7T LUK SPARQL #3#ey SQL i AJREAT 7 1 AL B b i, 75 AR 4in 2 g 7
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fifi I (A5 S KM 78 SPARQL 5 A1) Hh k2D (1 From 41 B AH IG5 JE Al A2 U, R F = Jo 2 AN A7 (AR = Tl f1y
GG R AR AW T KK G R A4 A, BT SPARQL i i il AR 75 24 ], DR e Al T LK SPARQL % 4 4 14 141 5]
(query graph) kAT £ vh) b #1 AR 4 5 i) B ) 4544, P SPARQL i) 43 o4 B B A ) F gk = 2 i, e b LT A iy
(star join) & fig 3= 1 A% 1t B 538 AR 5 AH [ (s=s B4 s=o) i — 41 = JC 4185 = U 1 1) £ 10, i 5K A vf (chaiin join) 2 48 32
TR R RN R AR A (] (s=0) I = T 4L =X 431 4, ] 4(a) 117 SPARQL A 1T LR 4k [ 2 i 7= 11 i i 11, HLIE]
2 ARG E W] AR SEIBOR K AE SR 3 TRIES 4 i ig.
22 XBEIRNENR

b5 P R, A SPARQL 5L 155 A 1 Ay b s PR HE, R b, — S6AF 97 5 42 T RDF 404 b 1 g
T A ) AR A 1) Ab FE 5 S AN [R],RDF L f B 1] A 1) AT L4y D 7 2K

1) G R Tk i A 4 Ly AT,

2) SR R T A A T ) TS B A i 4 SR B 2220,
221 HICHW HEWE A WL R

FH St ] T 2 M 3 A v 4 SR I D7 KR R I . RDF Bl B L s 7 7 B I 7 vk (SE I 5 vk AR 26 3.3 i+
PEGH 18 ). IX R0 7 VR W T A B AT RN R 51 R AL 1 B I D R 45 A i IR R 5 2 e T O B 1) 11 31 4
gyl I g 5]y LA A7 B bR OSBRI I 2l BRI AN AR A AR 5 %6 IR [ U AT AL 1R
T R S (summary) F 51 BR AR R 51 ARl ) S A R AR R
222 HOCHIA I Y A A IH)E A

P DB 1 ) 3 T XA 0 15 R 1 7 VI S 3 AP ERL) GBI L 2) Mg At 3) A

K ] ISR 2 45 5 S it ] Tl S 38 K 95 U (1K M 2 (concept) . S48 (instance) B8 52 44 (entity) . 3T (literal) &5 %)
BN TSI OGBS S R T H R AT PAR R, AR IS P O R e s T G R 2 5 R P
ARG R T, AT DA B 1] b o 5 o7 5 5% B i A DG 19 THl s R

6 3T 2 i R 0 5 67 B (1R T ROR I 7 0 e v 4 B A, X S T R A T DR xR [
10 1) V]G IRT, FORF 0 14 ] o 7 T ORI 2 S Bl S A A R AR e B R, AR O 3k A ).

SCIR[8,23, 251K e 4l 7] B % B IG5 5 1 (conjunctive query), 155 SPARQL 7 i fu) 451 T, 4 4t 4] 75 i)
W1=(Nobel Prize,Physics,Ulm German), il i & 5|1 L& 5 B8 1] v] B8 23 0l % N 31 B dis B B AR ic i Nobel Prize,
Physics Fl Ulm German [ T0 i B, 7 ] b 8 A7 A0 15 3K B8 T 5 R (17 P81 i, 300 AT LACKs 7 I e S 6 2 g
WL XTI B B A R — N0 m] DU

?2x?y.hasName(x,y)AReseach_area(x,Physics)Aborn_in_place(x,Ulm German)aAwarded(x,Nobel_Prize)

X A U 3 < G B ] IR S I 0 R A T 2 WS 38 ] o £ 2 AT R s, DR 2R A A T £
AN I 6 A5 2 1) A ) 1 B A S ) HE T

SR (B4R 4 i v 1 v T a2 ) B AR A B L TR IR AT 42 (popularity) BA B 5t 3] 14 DT e 45 23 % 25 w5
PR IR I) (1 B A P SR A 2 T TR [ DG 88, T At ) AT 6 RS HR AR s e v S5 T R DG (R T B H oG
U] DT JC 73 S 40 D B 1) R0 50 T A S I 5 AP SO 25 7 T P UC 02 B o 75t STk [ 231701 L - e
RS S T R I A3 43 SCHR[26]08 53 5 F P 10 A8 SRk 3 1 1 R 0k - S I Al IX SR H R AT B AR
IUEIEC SIS
223 WERAT

BT DG HRAR] 1) A VR 75 B F G A A ) A i 5 S EAT HES Y R [B1 AT & AN 45 5. — M5 5E T TF/IDF,PageRank 4
P J7 V5, X 7 VR A R R EOR i I 5 2%, LA SCAN TR IR

3 BSHESRLMNERHLERA

T A B AR v 1 Bt 2 R 9, AN RS TR B4, H T, K 2 £ RDF 2 A0 P R B FU A0 A i T IR 1) B 4
SCBLER W) AT G 2 A E—— AR B A 2V 5 A7 it 7 58 B B W AR BLEOR i F A A s 4R B A
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TTEAT ST LA,
31 EFXZHRDFEFLIER A

311 EETICREIEEN RDF s 41285 17 1k

KRB PR HA O R B A BB AR IR 2 RDF R 48R 55 R B R4 28040, 94
RDF B4 — e 41 TB A7k 41 00 R B0 e .

=R R R R A AR VR R H R s,p.0 10 =0T RALSV B, B 4% RDF = u4I A e % &
Hths R v X R 75 15 TSI, O AT A Bl st i G 28 Hodis R BOR 4 B RDF £l DR ik, L30T 1 22 RDF 45 21
R YR N IX P = Ju 4 % (triple table) (K121 2347 % J5 %€, 01 3-Storel?] Sesamel?812%:.

FRAR = U R 1] H B S AR T A 1 B 4 R R R 2R 1 g 3 ke T e v A R AR I ) R DR — M L R
AN SR (IR T =IO AR A AR DGR R4 AR R A AT o S DA S A e — A S 1 17 o i 2%
), A 2 e B 4 Bl K B R B i R S B ECECR I A I AR O T O AU, 2 MRS
fE =L R B K R 51, Oracle RDFYIZE = U4 KR (AL fl b 32 BORS 2038 3R 45 BRI T 2R 40 26 s A7 ik, O
AT FZR 5] (rules index, f 75 A& 5 2 B IR 7956 T ¥ — 0 41). SCHR[29] 4 OC R A7 Gl (K Sk At b e 7 2R 51
M AT A — S i Wide TablePOAGE4E H T AKSER 43 109 7 i 4 4 1) 32 38 ) = Te LA Bk o 36 10— 47
H H FX P vk N 50 ) Web SCASE .

J& 1 22 Jena2 PR FH I 26 14 0 A7 A = TG AL, 3P 05 02 1 oK = 0 AL R R (T 1) 40 26, A A7 ik
— 5K OC R R AR TR R 10 Hd SR H KSRl 43 1) 7 v B 1 X D 4 8 3 Bl R B S T KT R 43 vh e vh B i 22 1 i)
RN T A7 A A5 TR, I FLAE 2 I R DA ko /b 6 T )10 1 % 4 B i A MR AR SE B N R A AR R
W R A a2 I et T A R O A A, T 2 5K AR R Rl A R R A IR I RDIF - 04 11 45 44 1 55, 6F )
PRI I SR FEAR 22 A5 0 AT AR T vk T S K k2 {EL 1D ) R, R b, 1247 ik 5 58 U R - e SR ke i o

e P A7 SC R [31-33]4% H ] 0 15 A7 /7 ZE 47 1t RDF 3488 B A- ik JE F8 %) RDF = o4 6 iE47 3 15 %1 4
(vertical partition), Rl #2 8 1% 17 X1 43 K5 A A0 1R 18 18] 14 = Je 4L AF A [R] — 5K & v DU i IR A AT DAAE A R 42, U
LRE s Ao BIAI.IF B, 455K 3R 4% B 32 V5 HE 7 XA n LB IE 19 AT 56 F 3208 (9 25 1) SCHR[3L,32) 48 41147 il B3 e
Hp ST A 7 €3k 0 3 A A N L S EORE S 1) 4. SRR [3414E S 56 E B, 3 T 5 B P 1)
T B AL T = 0 R AT A2 T 2R AL AN AR LA 0 R AT, BRI A7 i 7 AT AR AT A2 K
15 SO B A i ) A
3.1.2 EFRABMBEARMN A AL

HE T2 R B PE ) RDF S0 176k 415 % FH 22 B 30l 7 1 B AR R S8 %T RDF s 9 7 60 776 RDF 4 i
RGO ARG RDF £ ak RDF 1 37 His 5 3K 2 7] (IR S RE 6 RDIF = 70 41 1) 7 15 20 46 3R B 119 06 R 4K
P b R DG R A B AR A e R 05 I A 5 43 [ ) 2 A e 44 45 1L

AR K AR AT )T 1) Jena, Sesame 55 R GE AT OC R B i P A7 A RDF B8 I 38 i o 250408 11 43 #r 42 B RDF 18
B2 S AR A 8 2 K B A7 it (AN R (¥ 2 v R A SQL 38 ) R AT 7 . A v iR A B 2B i From
TA) BRI ) 2R A R g Y A R (0 = e A K B 2 sk R EVEH 4 SQL iR AT A, X I B
SQL & Ay AT T Ab . SCHR[35]H, fik Ht RDF Schema 15 3, 2 140 15 1 = JG 41 £ 4 20 1 il A4, 1) — 2L 11 1
B UL ) — 3R 2 v 05 J5 KR B AN [ 3 1R 00 [ 45 SR 21 45l SR 13 31 g 8 45 L Oracle RDF K25l SPARQL 51411
PR AR TE SQL i A rp A5 Bl R B0k 3 Y From 1) BT 75 160 H A, AT R FH G 3R 300 2 22 0 5 0 [ 45
%:.Oracle RDF [t SQL & f)#% 4.

Select (K4l %) (HATZ R L)

From TABLE (RDF MATCH & %%)

WHERE (£ 2IA ),

I RDF MATCH 5 3 FH SR K 2, i Oracle $udis 42 (19 table o 3z 1 S0 F5BS £ 4 eI, H table ph %%
A48 bR 502 800 B8 AT A A 1 R SR T 7 T AU B AT I 455 RDF MATCH R 301 % 2 307 38 1 1
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R 71N o S B NN

CHR[27]45 RDQL 2 B 735 i 5% FR s 5 6 1A 20, RDQL A {45 4> = TG 2H 0k I8 6 2R 38 50 v (R A7 A il O TR 4%
A2 88 S RH R 1R O 2R I 2, A v () B R AR Bkt IR AT B 1) A v s A R B, B 2 1K) RDQL B i 2 4
BN T 20 G R 5 ) 2 0 2, AR 5 S I X DG 2R T A A 1A ) Ak B
{r.urilresource(r)A(3td)(triple(tL)atl.subject=r.hashntl.predicate=hash(p:x) Anot(t1.object=hash(Albert Einstein))}

RDFBroker®™ i RDF 7 i [ WSt 55 56 2 47 fik P 6 — 4128, 9 FH 56 SR AR 4 92 LAY ). RDF 5 ] s X
T B RIP R P AL A P AR AR B 6 4 25 0, RDFBroker 1 26 A1 — ANl AL & 1B s A R 1 26 AR AT
KRGl 7B H B R NIEE AR AR,

B AR AR T X R A WEARM A RDF R REREHR A 1) A B 5R FH A% 45 10 O 28 550808 e v 1) e 2 A i)
T3k B R E G B RNA T 45 o T 8lls A= J0 A 3R 10 T8 XA i, R MG 7 0 AT 28 B 45 A 110 ) N5 75 B 4,
AP REE B AR T b o 0 18, T LAAE 8 F s v 2k o) ) ol b — 2 T A0 o v 8 R A i AL 0L
L SCHR[31].

3.1.3 T IXRMAU LI LA

T8O Z B0 FE v S I A0 vy U B e K D6 R A v AL BRBOR (H E7 T RDF 0 A BAG B B A U T
R = JU A A7 7 AT SR T AT U A DR 8 R AR, AR KPR 20 R T A il ) T SO R 2
G AR 2 55 0 U AR B B E AR AR 3 s Al P e 3R 1 845 T 5 T 0 R W RDF A if b 22 7.

Table 1 Comparison of relational RDF data query processing techniques
F1 ETRXANEMEIE AL

R k. s TS
MK TT PIRES EE IV SOl SPARQL RDOL _ROL
3-Store?’! EAME LA R v v
Jenal?*! KAEELMHMES v v
=CAR Sesame!?®! KARE LM MES v
OracleRDF J 2 51 v v
SOR[! 422 7] (clustering index) J )/
P cstoreB¥ [ bR E IR R S+ T 4 AR R R RS N
CODERSE! L RS M
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Fig.5 PSO indexes storage structure in Hexastore
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Fig.6 An example of query execution in RDF Cube
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Table 2 Comparison of query processing approach based on basic spo triples
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Fig.7 An example of GRIN index
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P51 G5 o TR A5 R JUAE 18 T ) 0 0 2 5 R o o 4 {5 SR ok /N 9 2R 2 1) Mg UC I 2 6 7 B /) ) el 5 4 L

A g R RDF ) DG ] 2 AR 31 DG B R B S B HE R SRS T B R 51 A5 Bh &R 51 2 403 B R IT
T 25 7 1, 9 LR DG &5 1 A il AR

BLINKSIV 5645 B 5 43 57 B /5 (block), 7 e il b 3t 7 45 B 0 8 38 22 5| B ey I % 4 2 51 o1
FBRAE (A ) OGS IA], DA ZR A, N S BRI 1 AN BRI 4R SR R 1] 49 2R 250 L AT 4 2R, B4 R Ik 45 e
U ) 3k 1R &5 et PR NI 200 S T 7 ) R 4 i, 0 5 4 R 95 4 et 1) e R B AR N N 4 TR AR, — LR B
T KRR 5 AR 45 L

Steiner B :7E RDF %4 &l b8 22 35 A2 JCB ] (1 45 AR, O HLZE4R 31— Bt a5 /N 1) 45 SR AR I, DG B 1) 48 2% 1) i
WAL T I Y Steiner B[] . SCHR[16,17, 19]#R AR 4 Steiner A4 fr) K B v 21 i U5 3¢, Ml /£ RDF &I rh k31 4
o T A2 e EL AL OB R IR 2 10— AR A SR T 4R i AR ORI L Ty v AR AE I g T I T ORI 1)
fRIHEZR 5 AN &5 R IR] I e A R AR R 5 | R FH B R X 4k 2] Steiner A% ) 75811 5 00 A

SCHR[L6] 15 SE AR (I HE 2R 51 2 L & 5/ DSER A 1) 1) 7 &5 20X BETE B 2 MR B & AR 5 TR 45 & T
UG, R FH B 42 3R 5 R OCHEIA) &5 ) LA BT I 45 s N B SE A BB — A4 SR E TR ES T RES
I MR Steiner A% Ji BH A Y00 4 4 i A i/ FLIE B8 2 B 22 78 19 DG B O] 45 A eI 19 45 L IXRE A9 3 1) 4 ik 4
T VLA B BN, B AR B A kA4 R

SCHR[L7]# Steiner H47™ J& 2k Steiner [, 545 In) R & o 76 204 B B 3EAS BIAE VG BN R R (B R P 45
AR PR BB K BE B A i I (M AR, [ e A 5 B 2 DG ] 1) Jl L E SRR [ L7+, Vs g 3 oA — A1 ik 28 11 408 e i o
(1 R G5 TR AFAE, NN 0), B XA FESR N IR T7 1 22 VAR S5 #6321 42/ T B 1 B 00 A i ik
Steiner K28 5 MR¥E 28 51 6 36 & SR (R AT £ A 45 4R

o T BRARVCHLI ik

© PERREERSMROT  httpy/ www. jos. org. cn



1232 Journal of Software ¥4 3F4% Vol.24, No.6, June 2013
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Table 3 Comparison of query processing techniques based on approaches on graph
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Table 4 Comparison of query processing techniques on static RDF dataset
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SR o A0 A WAL IR, DUIE N K B R 3 AR 75 3K
4.1 BEIENIE T AR

eSO A RS T AR AR S n A R T VAN IR AT T R AT T ik il AR B R G A L
ST 25 T 5 5 1 A v Ak

x-RDF-3XPA L% RDF-3X (47 i 72 5 AT 1) spo R 51 HIFERE 1R 2 JRAF AR = 0447 6846 B+,
TORE T 400 % ST 1) = 0 40 4 50 28 5 | DI G vk A7 I A7 AR, U 1)t — BRI ) B+ A7k =2 i R A AT
A I, 8 A 2R 5 RE = T0 2 ) T RRCAR, TR I S AT AR I 9, R AIE 45 2R 1) IE A

SCHR[B3] 1 S = e A iR M s-po,p-so,p-os F o-ps Z5 4 PR, X ST X AE = o RN E R 5],
439124 AP(atom position)Z 5|l BT (binary tuple)Z 3|, H:d AP KB Z4H%F s,p.0 WIE TR T, K AL (key-
value) st i 7 2 EAT A6 B W T s-po T2 AP R 5 14% s BEIL K po Z JUAL M AEAf A0 B RN AR DG HUH (1 $ . PT
RO P AR (s,p,0) R N — JC B PT R BIAFM 75 7 Y ARG R b8 T ORIE RS 2803, 1X 2 dh
HORE Bt IR BE [ 1 N

AW AR 3 = 0 4 AR e A I S I AP R 8] TR AP B | N AR BNV 1) PT & 5|, 254
E N AFREAT AR 4 8 X AT LA B N A7 IR N B AR G R R R T W B AT AR 1% T LUN I fE BN A RDF
By £ L ARATY SR FLRE ST Hp At e P ICH el N T A A0 1 £ 8 BE R

BRI L U 5 A A AL B iR B AR B A HOR 4R b B AT K BR N, 2 AR 2 R G|
T L) 2 () FF R AR R, 30K 5 B30 1 N ) 8 2R 2 13 R T 2 500l AT BB i, 3R 5 | B AR At 2 Ak
KTk A H T AR U A U 7 NS R A R B RT JR , DA b, 3K 6 5 R T A B OK 5 B 2 RDF 25048 1
DV i X A T AT
42 HHEREFLEHA

4.2.1 oA AP = A7k

SCHR[54,55]% %t RDF %8 SR 40 A 320 4347 i, 28 BE A 45 05 1 T 6 R 508 12 K A74% 35 . RDF - Cubel*sz
PLT P2P IABEHH 1) RDF $4 5 B, 1% )7 v AR ] LU A6 40 A s BT vh Bt =V BRI R &, H Riie A7 — L6 5t
P T T 251 RDF BB A7 il S5 2. =1 6 8 BLa A0 XS0 R S8 (HDRS) A s b AT 4L 2347 i, o4 T 5k
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X A YITE AU AT S0 R 24 2 VA A0 8 ) B AN 45 05 T AR P A e 1 A B A 6 e S e AT Ak
PP b, 5 0 A S0 4 1 pg 4R R XA ) A BB R AR T, A 2 A 1 AR S R I S A ] 2 R 1) 43 AR
X AR VIHEAT 4 i R0 4] 7 43 AT 3R 85 vh S B 42 2 VAT VR 7 T A 2

o IS

H T B0 B A 1 BT 2 Wk AT 23 Ak SO 53 A0 1 1 B DL S DA 1 98 ) PR ol A 1

R Hc s 5 A1 (10 S 0 X 25 W3R4T 90 A SCRR[5 713 T P 45 R0 500 ol o 46 AS [ 45 051 b R 41Xl 43 )i 1) 3
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o ST B 5 Ja 40 A5 X B S R 2R 51, 7 A N AR 2R 5 K 1 0 A 3 AN IR (R AL 9 45 e B 5 45 A SCHR[56]
HE A BOHE 11 20 A1 6 25 2t . PWOC (parallelizable without communication) 2% #), 4 4> 1 25 ) L AE — M L2
4h 5 BT SR [601 K Bt T4 18 17 Jal 43 249 AN 7] B4 18 1) ST A, AR 40 6 335 1) 2 2R 0) 1 ] SCAFEAT 8 — 20 1 Rl 4y
A 4 BV ] S 1 28 280 43 A PSS ) o 8 AL A 980 10 o 288 3 U I, 1) 0008 SC (R 1 AT A ).

R 8 77 V0 V8 ) 1) 5 R 0 AR EAT o3 s 53 A — T R B R AT VRIE R AR B RO A AT 43 A SCRR[61] 4
o FH A AT R AT TG i SCKs AT R 00 2R 42 (BT MO 1) SE R 44 ) A7 N BT 3R R SR B R 51X FE,
4b P SPARQL A I, i) DUARYE £ 101 42 4k 200 BV 28 51, H 2 B0 W B0 384T 5 10 SCHBR[6 2145 5 11 7 it i 2 A
SV T A, 70 A5 0 A0 B IR 4545 23 & B (map-reduce) (135 ACRE FE v H AL B — AN 5B T A0 D, B TR X L
TEWM 4 R IATIE R R R AR

o A NEr iy H

AT WG AU 2 JS v DA AN TR) B B0 485 o0 D AT 73 v 45 28 o ) &5 TR, 0 I 2 & SRR AT Kb 3R ] i 25
SEgL

FRANEHE 45 b0 A A B N UK P S O A I U AR A b R BRE 1 43 A LT X A R
DA 22 B8 170 4 20047 ik B0, J0) 7T SR P 2 T 9 2R 0 7T T Ak B e AR D%, 4 i b R B SR P i T AR = e 4L i
YRt 7 3 A B A SR B B A R 5 | A g AR B i 40, SRR 56148 2 °F & 1A 46 s B RDF-3X
5 | 2 S X K ) 2L R A 1A 7 S R R 3 A 2K R G P U R T 4 A A ) | AT A Ak BT
X R g AT A

ez V6 B RDF HEAT 77 ) A0 B, 75 2300 B 45 06 1R TR 42 2 (join Key) >Ry 43 & ISR IE AR Y . M 7 if)
o U — AT B e IR A WK Z AR R N R, U W R 2 AN RR R, T DU D00 SR,
1A YA I AR AR AH D6 = 0 2 AR X 1) 2500 U 4 5 3 1) A A A O e e B — R R 2 N IR R AT
% AR

2 W i T L 2 A PR AT MR A 16 0 A IR BT T R 2 o7 BT AT DIk M Y e B A
W 3 0 2 W e T A W SR AL B 1B 8 TR T AR GE 1) JUIEFE AT A% RN 460 )5 (¥ 22 R 0% 4240

sn—Lloosn oo sloos2005300...005n

AN "
520053 00’ sn
N\
sloos2 s3
RN
sl 52 sl 52 s3

(a) —ICiEsm (b) 2B

sn

Fig.8 Binary join tree and Multi way join tree
K8  ITEEHM N M

2 BRIEHL — TP T hash IR T 15, B A IE AT AT LAy 1k build T probe 1543, He o build FI kAR H
BE{E B % hash 3, probe HI K447 hash BESS FVC RS — Bk U8, 290 & AN ZAFIT, 16 Je MR 3 98 A7 K /ANK 1 IR B A\ 81l
3 RAT B 2 (149 hash 38, 5 81 00 4 N B0k o, JU0Ks B30 Wi 555 106 . 1) hash 28w 58 il — & B2 88 R BT F—4¢
AR, PR AR — AN R

7T G AT 2 B B A IR, 1 S MR U A 5% = U LA 210 B0 T B0 50 SRS 38 R B A B
PEEE B /NSRS A0 TR I = o0 2SS 5 el S e LA ) R A ) — e A I AR DG A e A o —
43 K Tz (map-reduce) (S AR P SIC B — IR 2 B 1 4. 2 A AR 49 21 Be e 45 1L
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43 N £

DS P 2 A Ak B 3% A R O ST ik Bl K K R 5 2 AN 1 T s SE BN B A B R 1K A M, >
Hos Bk — 2 BN, i H AR 2 ) A7 R A 150K 28 5 TR SRR B A B L v R L S AR L o A A B
Mz A7 ff L 16 RDF 2y ab BT i HAT R (K RT 4 e, DS otk my LA T 3l 25 B £ AHR S8 TR AT Ak T 4120 F
FUHT BE IF AT 1 A A AR SR A5 BT (1) SR s

5 &k

FeT KR AL 1Y) RDF S 2 0 O A6l AR B ¢ R 0 fL AL B R SR, (5 = S0 21 14 98 U5l ik U7 = fiF RDF |
(12 WAL B AT AS TR PR AR A e 42208 5 — T A v T A o 5 TR0 40, TR A2 8 w0 v 95 S DG 1
T RDF 34l 7 90 vh 8 0 & KRRV B B4 BRI RDF 10 A5 Y40 Ak Ak BRAIF 97 1, 32 B4R rh e B B8 S 4k L.
51 HEREZIE
511 MTERTENBIRHEA

R4 A 1 — JC AU X 1 = (2 L) T DA £ 90 2 (8] R AT 41120 % BY 90 Qi 72 Wi(2x rdfitype: movie) it £
] LUARE type F movie 3 2he 2 77 1 T 75 1¥ 500t m DR 8 75 o) o 17 dak sl 288 4 B0 A 7 A 96 Rl [ 3 R P
Pol e 5 A ) G % 1 K e

FLR U Z e AR TN B (0 s) B R v JOVE S 3ENME C 9658 I, FLZ AR 0 B 478 o D A of o 3 A
FEAR IR 07 H 1238 0 ) = eI BB R RER C 48 IR AT DU AT FE S R 2 A P 3 By T G e 1% B
1B C FIAH R B 3.

M A 2 B 2R 5 AT DU S R 5] 19050 6] 3 240 R AT 4, 8 B B O < 38 4 A I 3R B 3L 1Y
AR B Y A BN SCHR[39]H, 2 — AN B ILE o R s IO B AT B AR 5 2x 43 v K B BitMatl F1 BitMat2 & 7],
WAy BAXE BitMatl il BitMat2 sk AZ 4R, 7 e AL il 4% 2240 5 40 i .

5.1.2 il ki

55 4 A7 S A% 16 (sideways information passing, fai R SIP) & —Fh I 4 22 28 F2 (K05 5 7 B2 A B 2 2 vk vkl b 1
DAk 71O SR SIP J7 v N, 2 20 v A 2 W ) vl 008 4 4 L, P 12 4 SR A0 81 75 By 7, LA SR X A i
RUB AT BY A%, SR A

RDF-3XMeh AT Rl 2 7 by B A5 2 W 1 4 B RIS AT IS T SIP 32k 4 138 I SR JT) 10 7 9 2 g e o i
2 )8 1A% 026 ) LA 2 45 17 A8 AT B A 2 A 7 v e v ) 4 M T 5 o 6 g A

W 9 Fros (KB VERF R P BB WA s-5 T8, 8 152 18 1 p=born-in-place )% F 58 i, T LLAEFA 4 pos R 51,
2 p=born-in-place It ¥ N (1) 3 7, 45 1% 26 3= 38 m] DAL 3 45 2 10 (03 82 R I A ops FIRGBAE A B AR 138 1 ok
{1 5 3 3t T DL BT 4 B JE T R 91 28 0], A N EE EIAT ops H1HH.

scan pso
[p=born_in_place]

SIP

scan ops
[o=Nobel_prize
p=awarded)

scan ops
[o=physics
p=research_areal

ops ops pos
ELIREd ELIREd R 17k
FrB JrB FrB

Y—_Sp__—¥
M’//v

Fig.9 An example of SIP
K9 —A SIP i+
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5.2 EEIRFMIL

5.2.1 EFEHRANTH
TEB 0T Ak 75 BN 0 1 IE B Ak VT .RDF - B0 45 25 96 B (17 328 8 58 A5 T 2 ) P 908 82 G o S i 70 AL S HE 4
(probabilistic framework, f&#% PF) (1 2hili b, 8 5 7 A 2T 5573 Bk 3 3 G v A 4B P A e AR Uk 4
il VF % 422 I8 1) = Je 20 A B A T SCR[65] 7 4 T B Al v 1 3 ke R N o 2 =X
Jia R ) — i
1)  ZICHIERE R s,p,0 &4 R SR AT #9052 10358 40 vh 8, BAE 2 20 RDF S8 YR 1, H sel(a)
R alJIE R NF sel(s)<sel(o)<sel(p);
2)  FEERN =0 RE B AR R A H RIS BT B, — Ok U B 1 R R R R e TR A 8
W& H Bk 3R 7R B 882, WA sel(s-s)<sel(s-o);sel(s-s)<sel(0-0).
FAHZEE BT BEEEHE SRS R L4y ik e el oh A 2l
o =u#iMi (triple pattern)ff] ik %
IR R IE R sel(f) /& —ME[0,1]1X 1] 4 1) SEH Ho v A KN
sel(f)=sel(s)xsel(p)xsel(o) 1)
458 I = e AN BIG 2 (S 8L P BY O)WIIEFRZE SN LIRS0l 48 b i B = e A #mT B VE e
€ 1 = o4,
X T80 5 1) = JC A T I AL s G 2 2 i DL A

1
sel(s)—ﬁs 2)
AN, 9 RDF 04 4 o 1) 98 U S 4L
Tp
sel(p)=7 3)

Horp, T, HUCEIE I p B = 0 £ B, T 2 Hodh 8 b i = oo 4l S 4
o) = sel(p,o.), W p 2R E 1 4
lOV=15  sellppo), PRI @

ﬁ@mmﬁﬁﬁﬁ@¢mW%mpMﬁafumnmzi%&me@mpm:ﬁQMﬁaﬁm@%ﬁﬁ

AT IEAL. 2 p AR AEGE e 1, B 7 B b BB — AN TR #B IR T o BRI £E 26 BEAT Al v, BT, G I FR) 3% £ 26 46 T —
™ p B sel(pi,0) 2 F1.
o EEM = 04X (joined triple pattern)ik £ 5
MG E IR =0 888 BN U, W) =0 T kRS
sel(T) = % (5)
Hor, 7 RDF $dE 4 b = o4l BBV 5 29 BAAE S 5k O _EREAT &3, 5 B AR (G) R’ — ML R E 1
B a0, W (?x py o) = JCZH 5 (2x py )i e FLE FER N i 0 2 kA
sel(T) =%xsel(pl,ot) (6)
SCHR[101KGIEHE R s-0,5-p,s-s,p-0 55 9 PhRAY MR — 4R 51 E0Tix 9 Fiudsidt ik 5 o5 B R - B
VT 1) 258 T 50 A T 32 2 T 140 328 B 2 R0 P 5 I 3 49 36 1) v AR B8 T 1 ] 2 T PR e S LT S o 1) A 1)
2 AN T 1] 2 TR I8 O T (s-s) BY T 1 T (s-0) (1) 2 R AR OCTRE R, — S S B 1 T H A 77 v SR

SR B I PR PR 2R, o S R PG R 101 1 55 RDF Hidis [ vp — 63 T (¥ #6422, O (R A7 E vk — 28 gk 1 [ &
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RGBT IXRE A8 2 ) o R 33X 2 i 42 I ] DAL 3R R TS R A I G B T S R R
5.2.2 EENTFAL

M2 A = G BT BN AR 3 % T 1 38 B 2R v DA B WP AT A A, 2 b i) 45 SR 1K R/ B R R A A
ATV R — MR I B A G AR 1 J iR A28 A oF R L 48 B R 1) B A —AN R B0 1 7 A a9 78) A B T ) R (A
FEAN W TFLR ) N DB 1) 5 35 A5 A5 VO AR AR AT 228 8 e il T o i) & SRR B B 4 A B O 1 UF R, B 2 19
B fr R ARAT R,
53 HAibtifbAE

SCHR[661F FH A 2 20 000 % 2 % 2 0 0 o2 0 0 0 JE AT Ak BB AT — S8 SR v 3 T 0 4 vl ) 4 R B
(K3DLA 5 35, P s 0 v ) 45 SRR AT AL AL I, ORS00,

6 DERARMRAME

PEA 7l Web () B2 Y5 A HE L, RDF jBCR 82 1 W T /1 Web 2.0 T S 45 4k Web | 1L 17 K &Y
RODF i, o a1l A2 2 47 ROk 3 b A0 B RO B0 (i w9, 75 RDF Hicdfa )87 By Dol o 25 0 A BRSO —ME 9
PO AN EHE B S @A #A) LAL RDF ol 21 234k 7 vk AN YEBE 6 H T 27 9 RDF 22 db P4
KRBT T 0 H1 % be A0S A g e ad o v v A BB AR A v D10 5 7 T AL B T AR e, A S BT I e 1 U H T
RDF K A AT 8 A 850, 3 AT L8 A (WA 22 2 LK) workshop 55) R fESE K, IX 28 T AF #(0 RDF $dfs )
Kb FEE AT 5 A T BTmR.
St o> Al LU, T BF ST T AR BRI T S8R (UL A 5 SR AT — S8 B A5 44
1) CARIITEN B A K E U T R PE A L. H TR 2 BO5 O Hh o i A 1 RDF S48 4
T A B AR A Sk b A KR R GBS TR S5 T VA R B A W R X S T I RN R
A 2 8], OB AR e, R AL Z T R AR S T =1 B 0 20 A 3 i A B RT DU A B 2 ot 4R
b AECE I BRRIT TR 2D BOR AR AN B AR AN 45 R AT AR R i A AR B A R K
A R AF R g,

2) BT A RRIE Dy SR T T R A R . AT, £ RDF 2 i Ab BEHOR 32 2| 58 SPARQL
EfTE 5 AR E RDF R 22 S2Br N b SPARQL 1 75 A 52 2%, 75 B2 HL 7 A A sl 1 & b 75 5%, 9F
FLOXT %0 VR 28 1) ¥ SC 4 4 (R 3 15 R 2R %) I S B A R T i A W T 5 XK e R T
SPARQL i & [ % ¥ {, HE M0 520 T RDF bl 8 1 N A AE 5 — T 181, 5 B 1] 46 28 ST I 725 ) 7 XL
IS SCIE KR T A0 50 K RS RDF B4 41 ) 10 18,30 1 SRR B A & B P A 57 5

3) RDF %l i b 9™ e A AR 29T TAR S P /£ RDF 2 (1 A g 4 21 AR i A4 T 4R it A ify
B DIFANRETS 70 A 4% RDF $d 48, JU LA DA v SCI04 ool £ e RE A 21 i) 4 F AN T 1590, K ) RDF
HOHE AR AT AN 22 VL I I U 24 i, FRAT I 75 2 AE. RDF $ds 82 0 N 1 77 Th 7 Jg S . IR 22 4.
X7 DA T EEEE I v SO IR M S A SN S ATTEEAT B 2 A A AR

DR, R SR PRI 9 T A R 455

1) sl RDF e 42 i 2 i A BLEOR IR AT

HEB S S 0 i B b S A A T R A A ) i) AL 3 A K AR BELEAT R R R B i
RDF $ifs 18 LR AT W) AL #5 AR BLAT 1 73 A1 X RDF 25 1) b FREOR AOBIF S 08 4L 34020 B BE ) 46 00 2o BEA T
I A AT D3 2 4 B AR RS (R 5 3AF A 251 6 I i 0 Bl Jal o0 A IR At 7 0 00 A 80 45 A 45 it
A7 KEBE A% 1 1) 53 AT RDF B8 2 i KM AN S 187 1) il 2L, 92 P 65 0 23 fift ST g 3 B0 UK, IR Se o 4y A g AL 2R
Y RS WA ) B, ] 9 2 X8 2 2 D B 2 SR R DA F IS AR A AR R T 2~ 1 1) 2 A 3 i A B AR o 5 R
NIE SRR A s ) L Lo i 2 Kot B B A k97 e AR T DA AE w5 ot AHK L8 5 VA (1 T R
A, R A2 23 A1 AR G (0 SRk SR P 22 ROA S5 R BV 2 R AT IR T 8%

AT 777 b o 10 2 WA s AR 08 2 3 A B £ 1 i 70 07 58, Kl SR BEI) R 5 UL R TU AR FOA7 A
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WA 76 KB LT R RG] 9D B0 T Ay 73 5 T R P ) [ A B A A A v Ak B AR e —AME
FRWEFT IR 10 3L T FEAT G FEAR R ME S BSP BB N [0 B AL B AR (bt Pregel ™), UL B e 25 o f 42 4%
IEREVEM SRR, TTRES N 2 55 T i 2 RDF £ i Ab 2 1) — AN ZE W57 ).

2) TR EANEE NS SR AT

W3 Y VR AR A SPARQL 8 5 151, TS FH O B R A i ) 5 F P AN T AR 5000 1) 2 AR A7 D0 Al T v
PR AR A . 2 OB AR s AR R A 1o R 6 RDF S0 AR A5 5 1R 23 A1 R 485 ) AN i 2
Pah o 52 HX RDF 08 (4 L DR1 ok, R A T 88 g ) W 8 i) o =t 48 A5 Al HL 3 ) R B B2 4, ] DLl sk
RDF $4i 50 55 4 7 7 A S0t i A 2% 200 SR A A JR L R R A8 iy 7 X3 B L P R e 2 7
W), 75 B9 ) R 4 3 5 Ah, rT DL I 28 B S 7 O] i e A B AT R LR 4 S R I, 458 £ 7 £ ) RN
RDF $ii b (¥ %00 K B i w8 280 K 45 Akt .

H i, 7 RDF B 3 v 07 17 W07 — 25 i1 97 TAEP® 42 1 T OpenLink™®! Faceted RDF Browser!’%4s £ 45 f1 T
FLAHGK 7 T A 9% T A 3 Ak T 40 20 B B, e = 3 P BT RN R 4, AT R A i B B AR A I
B L DR 0k, 7 4t 4 40 R A A Sy R, 7 RDF 80303 1048 1 38 4 30 5 Tt 75 S o 2 F 90 AR 0 S

3) kX RDF it i N 9 e

SCHR[B]AE A 8 S J 1 — AN b sk e R (— AN DB KT RDF 25040 41 ), LTI 7 I A W s i B 7 4
NAT RDF K ZHH ik ik i 75 ZLIR AN TRIT 1 825 RDF s 45 7 11 A 22 (19 A8 SCHIF 7T 40, AATTIE Y. 5 4 4] 58 43
B KA RDF $ds 42 W 31— s Bm 3 FH A DUSE 4 3k #8 JCA (. 783X 07 T, BB 3 R 51283 U Googlle,
Bing 45 5 CUJTJE T 1R 22 16 5 UM BOHR SEm 1 1035 SR 2 iF e 7M. 59 b RDF $0s th vy AP SR b A 45 M Ak 1 5
A I T A S P Ak B 15 5 A A 0 R R 2 T 0B 2R T2 3 1T T B B ATt v i T A A B e
TH Y e 35

References:
[1] RDF model and syntax specification. 1999. http://www.w3.0rg/TR/1999/REC-rdf-syntax-19990222/
[2] Carroll JJ, Dickinson I, Dollin C, Reynolds D, Seaborne A, Wilkinson K. Jena: Implementing the semantic Web recommendations.
In: Feldman SI, ed. Proc. of the 13th Int’l World Wide Web Conf. on Alternate Track Papers & Posters (WWW 2004). New York:
ACM Press, 2004. 74-83. [doi: 10.1145/1013367.1013381]
[3] RDF concepts and abstract syntax. http://www.w3.org/TR/rdf-concepts/
[4] IBM smart planet. http://www.ibm.com/developerworks/cn/web/wa-aj-smartweb/index.html
[5] Linking open data. http://www.w3.org/wiki/SweolG/TaskForces/CommunityProjects/LinkingOpenData
[6] SPARQL. http://www.w3.0rg/TR/rdf-spargl-query/
[7] He H, Wang HX, Yang J, Yu PS. Blinks: Ranked keyword searches on graphs. In: Chan CY, ed. Proc. of the ACM SIGMOD Int’l
Conf. on Management of Data (SIGMOD 2007). Beijing: ACM Press, 2007. 305-316.
[8] Tran T, Wang HF, Rudolph S, Cimiano P. Top-k exploration of query candidates for efficient keyword search on graph-shaped
(RDF) data. In: loannidis YE, ed. Proc. of the 25th Int’l Conf. on Data Engineering (ICDE 2009). Shanghai: IEEE, 2009. 405-416.
[doi: 10.1109/ICDE.2009.119]
[9] Murray C, Alexander N, Das S, Eadon G, Ravada S. Oracle spatial resource description framework (RDF). 10g Release2, 2005.
[10] Neumann T, Weikum G. RDF-3X: A risc-style engine for RDF. Proc. of the VLDB Endowment, 2008,1(1):647-659.
[11] Neumann T, Weikum G. Scalable join processing on very large RDF graphs. In: Cetintemel U, ed. Proc. of the ACM SIGMOD Int’l
Conf. on Management of Data (SIGMOD 2009). Providence: ACM Press, 2009. 627-640. [doi: 10.1145/1559845.1559911]
[12] Seaborne A. RDQL—A query language for RDF. 2004. http://www.w3.0rg/Submission/2004/SUBM-RDQL-20040109
[13] Miller L, Seaborne A, Reggiori A. Three implementations of SquishQL, a simple RDF query language. In: Horrocks I, ed. Proc. of
the 1st Int’l Semantic Web Conf. (ISWC 2002). LNCS 2342, Sardinia: Springer-Verlag, 2002. 423-435. [doi: 10.1007/3-540-
48005-6_36]
[14] Sintek M, Decker S. TRIPLE—An RDF query, inference and transformation language. In: Yoshie O, ed. Proc. of the 14th Int’l
Conf. on Applications of Prolog (INAP 2001). Tokyo: DDLP Press, 2001. 47-56.
[15] Fikes R, Hayes P, Horrocks I. DQL—A query language for the semantic Web. In: Raedt LD, ed. Proc. of the 12th Int’l World Wide
Web Conf. (WWW 2003). Budapest: ACM Press, 2003. 324-335.

© PERREERSMROT  httpy/ www. jos. org. cn



1240 Journal of Software #4F % 3k Vol.24, No.6, June 2013

[16] Li HY, Qu YZ. A Keyword query approach on RDF data. Journal of Southeast University (Natural Science Edition),
2012,40(2):270-274 (in Chinese with English abstract).

[17] LiGL, Ooi BC, Feng JH, Wang JY, Zhou LZ. EASE: An effective 3 in 1 keyword search method for unstructured, Semi-Structured
and structured data. In: Tsong J, ed. Proc. of the ACM SIGMOD Int’l Conf. on Management of Data (SIGMOD 2008). Vancouver:
ACM Press, 2008. 903-914.

[18] Wu G, Tang J, Li JZ, Wang KH. Fine-Grained semantic web retrieval. Journal of Tsinghua University (Sci & Tech), 2005,45(9):
1865-1872 (in Chinese with English abstract).

[19] Li HY, Qu YZ. KREAG: Keyword query approach over RDF data based on entity-triple association graph. Chinese Journal of
Computers, 2011,34(5):825-835 (in Chinese with English abstract).

[20] Elbassuoni S. Effective searching of RDF knowledge bases [Ph.D. Thesis]. Munchen: Max-Planck-Institut fur Informatik, 2011.

[21] Tian X, Du XY, Li HH. Computing term-concept association in semantic-based query expansion. Ruan Jian Xue Bao/Journal of
Software, 2008,19(8):2043-2053 (in Chinese with English abstract). http://www.jos.org.cn/1000-9825/19/2043.htm [doi: 10.3724/
SP.J.1001.2008.02043]

[22] Tran T, Cimiano P, Rudolph S, Studer R. Ontology-Based interpretation of keywords for semantic search. In: Aberer K, ed. Proc.
of the Semantic Web, the 6th Int’l Semantic Web Conf., the 2nd Asian Semantic Web Conf. (ISWC 2007). LNCS 4825, Busan:
Springer-Verlag, 2007. 523-536. [doi: 10.1007/978-3-540-76298-0_38]

[23] Zhou Q, Wang G, Xiong M, Wang HF, Yu Y. SPARK: Adapting keyword query to semantic search. In: Aberer K, ed. Proc. of the
Semantic Web, 6th Int’l Semantic Web Conf., 2nd Asian Semantic Web Conf. (ISWC 2007). LNCS 4825, Busan: Springer-Verlag,
2007. 649-707. [doi: 10.1007/978-3-540-76298-0_50]

[24] Lei YG, Uren V, Motta E. Semsearch: A search engine for the semantic Web. In: Staab S, ed. Proc. of the 15th Int’l Conf. on
Managing Knowledge in a World of Networks (EKAW 2006). LNCS 4248, Podebrady: Springer-Verlag, 2006. 238-245. [doi:
10.1007/11891451_22]

[25] Wang HF, Zhang K, Liu QL, Tran T, Yu Y. Q2Semantic: A light weight keyword interface to semantic search. In: Bechhofer S, ed.
Proc. of the 5th European Semantic Web Conf. (ESWC 2008). LNCS 5021, Tenerife: Springer-Verlag, 2008. 584-598. [doi:
10.1007/978-3-540-68234-9_43]

[26] Zenz G, Zhou X, Minack E, Siberski W, Nejdl W. From keywords to semantic queries—Incremental query construction on the
semantic Web. Journal of Web Semantics, 2009,7(3):166—176. [doi: 10.1016/j.websem.2009.07.005]

[27] Harris S, Gibbins N. 3store: Efficient bulk RDF storage. In: Volz R, ed. Proc. of the 1st Int’l Workshop on Practical and Scalable
Semantic Systems. Sanibel Island: CEUR-WS Press, 2003.

[28] Broekstra J, Kampman A, van Harmelen F. Sesame: A generic architecture for storing and querying RDF and RDF schema. In:
James |, ed. Proc. of the 1st Int’l Semantic Web Conf. (ISWC 2002). LNCS 2342, Sardinia: Springer-Verlag, 2002. 54—68. [doi:
10.1007/3-540-48005-6_7]

[29] LuJ, MaL, Zhang L, Brunner JS, Wang C, Pan Y, Yu Y. SOR: A practical system for ontology storage, reasoning and search. In:
Koch C, eds. Proc. of the 33rd Int’l Conf. on Very Large Data Bases (VLDB 2007). Austria: ACM Press, 2007. 1402-1405.

[30] Chu E, Baid A, Chen T, Doan AH, Naughton J. A relational approach to incrementally extracting and querying structure in
unstructured data. In: Koch C, ed. Proc. of the 33rd Int’l Conf. on Very Large Data Bases (VLDB 2007). Austria: ACM Press, 2007.
1045-1056.

[31] Abadi DJ, Marcus A, Madden SR, Hollenbach K. Scalable semantic Web data management using vertical partitioning. In: Koch C,
ed. Proc. of the 33rd Int’l Conf. on Very Large Data Bases (VLDB 2007). Austria: ACM Press, 2007. 411-422.

[32] Abadi DJ, Marcus A, Madden SR, Hollenbach K. Sw-Store: A vertically partitioned dbms for semantic Web data management. The
VLDB Journal, 2009,18(2):385-406. [doi: 10.1007/s00778-008-0125-y]

[33] LiM, Du XY, Wang S. Study on architecture of the ontology repository management system in semantic web. Journal of Computer
Research and Development, 2006,43(Suppl.):39-45 (in Chinese with English abstract).

[34] Sidirourgos L, Goncalves R, Kersten M, Nes N, Manegold S. Column-Store support for rdf data management: Not all swans are
white. Proc. of the VLDB Endowments, 2008,1(2):1553-1563.

[35] Wilkinson K, Sayers C, Kuno H, Reynolds D. Efficient RDF storage and retrieval in jena2. In: Cruz LF, ed. Proc. of the 1st Int’l
Workshop on Semantic Web and Databases (SWDB 2003). Humboldt-Universitat: Morgan Kaufmann Publishers, 2003. 131-150.

[36] Chong El, Das S, Eadon G, Srinivasan J. An efficient SQL-based RDF querying scheme. In: Béhm K, ed. Proc. of the 31st Int’l
Conf. on Very Large Data Bases (VLDB 2005). Trondheim: ACM Press, 2005. 1216-1227.

[37] Sintek M, Kiesel M. RDFBroker: A signature-based high-performance RDF store. In: Sure Y, ed. Proc. of the 3rd European
Semantic Web Conf. (ESWC 2006). LNCS 4011, Budva: Springer-Verlag, 2006. 363—-377. [doi: 10.1007/11762256_28]

[38] Weiss C, Karras P, Bernstein A. Hexastore: Sextuple indexing for semantic Web data management. Proc. of the VLDB
Endowments, 2008,1(1):1008-1019.

© PERREERSMROT  httpy/ www. jos. org. cn



H7 4 RDF 4% & i 4 A LR 4 o

[39] Atre M, Srinivasan J, Hendler J. BitMat: A main-memory bit matrix of RDF triples for conjunctive triple pattern queries. In: Bizer
C, ed. Proc. of the Poster and Demonstration Session at the 7th Int’l Semantic Web Conf. (ISWC 2008). Karlsruhe: CEUR-WS.org,
2008.

[40] Matono A, Pahlevi SM, Kojima I. RDFCube: A P2P-based three-dimensional index for structural joins on distributed triple stores.
In: Moro G, ed. Proc. of the Int’l Workshops on Databases, Information Systems, and Peer-to-Peer Computing (DBISP2P
2005/2006). LNCS 4125, Trondheim, Seoul: Springer-Verlag, 2007. 323-330. [doi: 10.1007/978-3-540-71661-7_31]

[41] Zou L, Mo JH, Chen L, Ozsu MT, Zhao DY. gStore: Answering SPARQL queries via subgraph matching. Proc. of the VLDB
Endowment, 2010,4(1):482-493.

[42] Boénstrom V, Hinze A, Schweppe H. Storing RDF as a graph. In: Teixeira C, ed. Proc. of the 1st Latin American Web Congress
(LA-WEB 2003). Sanitago: IEEE Computer Society, 2003. 27-36.

[43] Haye J, Gutiérrez C. Bipartite graphs as intermediate model for RDF. In: Mcllraith SA, ed. Proc. of the 3rd Int’l Semantic Web
Conf. (ISWC 2004). LNCS 3298, Hiroshima: Springer-Verlag, 2004. 47-61. [doi: 10.1007/978-3-540-30475-3_5]

[44] Udrea O, Pugliese A, Subrahmanian VS. Grin: A graph based RDF index. In: Holte RC, ed. Proc. of the 23rd AAAI Conf. on
Artificial Intelligence (AAAI 2007). Vancouver: AAAI Press, 2007. 1465-1470.

[45] Tran T, Ladwig G. Structure index for RDF data. In: Tan KL, ed. Proc. of the Workshop on Semantic Data Management, 36th Int’l
Conf. on Very Large Data Bases (SemData@VLDB 2010). Singapore: CEUR-WS Press, 2010. 20-25.

[46] Chen YJ. Signature files and signature trees. Information Processing Letters, 2002,82(1):213-221. [doi: 10.1016/S0020-0190(01)
00266-6]

[47] Janik M, Kochut K. BRAHMS: A WorkBench RDF store and high performance memory system for semantic association discovery.
In: Gil Y, ed. Proc. of the 4th Int’l Semantic Web Conf. (ISWC 2005). LNCS 3729, Galway: Springer-Verlag, 2005. 431-445. [doi:
10.1007/11574620_32]

[48] Kuldeep BR, Kuma PS. Efficient approximate SPARQL querying of Web of linked data. In: Bobillo F, ed. Proc. of the 6th Int’l
Workshop on Uncertainty Reasoning for the Semantic Web (URSW 2010). CEUR Workshop Proceedings 654. Shanghai:
CEUR-WS Press, 2010. 37-48.

[49] Alexaki S, Christophides V, Karvounarakis G, Plexousakis D, Tolle K. The ICS-FORTH RDFsuite: Managing voluminous RDF
description bases. In: Decker S, ed. Proc. of the 2nd Int’l Workshop on the Semantic Web (SemWeb 2001). Hong Kong: CEUR-WS
Press, 2011. 40.

[50] Angles R, Gutierrez C. Querying RDF data from a graph database perspective. In: Asuncién GP, ed. Proc. of the Semantic Web:
Research and Applications, 2nd European Semantic Web Conf. (ESWC 2005). LNCS 3532, Heraklion, C: Springer-Verlag, 2005.
346-360. [doi: 10.1007/11431053_24]

[51] Newman A, Hunter J, Li YF, Bouton C, Davis M. A scale-out RDF molecule store for distributed processing of biomedical data. In:
Huai JP, ed. Proc. of the 17th Int’l Conf. on World Wide Web (WWW 2008). Beijing: ACM Press, 2008.

[52] Neumann T, Weikum G. X-RDF-3X: Fast querying, high update rates, and consistency for RDF databases. Proc. of the VLDB
Endowment, 2010,1(1):256—-263.

[53] Pu X, Wang JY, Luo P, Wang M. AWETO: Efficient incremental update and querying in rdf storage system. In: Macdonald C, ed.
Proc. of the 20th ACM Conf. on Information and Knowledge Management (CIKM 2011). Glasgow: ACM Press, 2011. 2445-2448.
[doi: 10.1145/2063576.2063988]

[54] Stuckenschmidt H, Vdovjak R, Houben GJ, Broekstra J. Index structures and algorithms for querying distributed RDF repositories.
In: Feldman SI, ed. Proc. of the 13th Int’l Conf. on World Wide Web (WWW 2004). New York: ACM Press, 2004. 631-639. [doi:
10.1145/988672.988758]

[55] Harth A, Umbrich J, Hogan A, Decker S. Yars2: A federated repository for querying graph structured data from the Web. In:
Aberer K, ed. Proc. of the 6th Int’l Semantic Web Conf., 2nd Asian Semantic Web Conf. (ISWC 2007+ASWC 2007). LNCS 4825,
Busan: Springer-Verlag, 2007. 211-224. [doi: 10.1007/978-3-540-76298-0_16]

[56] Huang JW, Abadi DJ, Ren K. Scalable SPARQL querying of large RDF graphs. Proc. of the VLDB Endowment, 2011,4(11):
1123-1134.

[57] Tran T, Wang HF, Haase P. Search Web DB: Data Web search on a pay-as-you-go integration infrastructure. Journal of Web
Semantics, 2009,7(1):189-203. [doi: 10.1016/j.websem.2009.07.001]

[58] Guéret C, Kotoulas S, Groth PT. TripleCloud: An infrastructure for exploratory querying over Web-scale RDF data. In: Hiibner FJ,
ed. Proc. of the 2011 IEEE/WIC/ACM Int’l Joint Conf. on Web Intelligence and Intelligent Agent Technology—Workshops
(WI-1AT 2011). Lyon: IEEE Computer Society, 2011. 245-248. [doi: 10.1109/WI-1AT.2011.166]

[59] Ruckhaus E, Ruiz E, Vidal ME. OnEQL: An ontology efficient query language engine for the semantic Web. In: Polleres A, ed.
Proc. of the Workshop on Applications of Logic Programming to the Web (ICLP 2007), Semantic Web and Semantic Web Services
(ALPSWS 2007). Porto: CEUR-WS Press, 2007.

[60] Husain MF, McGlothlin J, Masud MM, Khan LR, Thuraisingham B. Heuristics-Based query processing for large RDF graphs using
cloud computing. IEEE Trans. on Knowledge and Data Engineering, 2011,23(9):1312-1327. [doi: 10.1109/TKDE.2011.103]

© PERREERSMROT  httpy/ www. jos. org. cn



1242 Journal of Sofiware ¥4+ %% Vol.24, No.6, June 2013

[61] Kotoulas S, Urbani J. SPARQL query answering on a sharednothing architecture workshop on semantic data management. In: Tan
KL, ed. Proc. of the Workshop on Semantic Data Management, 36th Int’l Conf. on Very Large Data Bases (SemData@VLDB
2010). Singapore: CEUR-WS Press, 2010.

[62] Kim HS, Ravindra P, Anyanwu K. From SPARQL to MapReduce: The journey using a nested TripleGroup algebra. Proc. of the
VLDB Endowment, 2011,4(12):1426-1429.

[63] Myung J, Yeon J, Lee SG. SPARQL basic graph pattern processing with iterative MapReduce. In: Rappa M, ed. Proc. of the Int’l
Workshop on Massive Data Analytics over the Cloud (MDAC 2010). Raleigh: ACM Press, 2010. [doi: 10.1145/1779599.1779605]

[64] Ives ZG, Taylor NE. Sideways information passing for push-style query processing. In: Alonso G, ed. Proc. of the 24th Int’l Conf.
on Data Engineering (ICDE 2008). Cancun: IEEE Press, 2008. 774—-783. [doi: 10.1109/ICDE.2008.4497486]

[65] Stocker M, Seaborne A, Bernstein A, Kiefer C, Reynoldsy D. SPARQL basic graph pattern optimization using selectivity
estimation. In: Huai JP, ed. Proc. of the 17th Int’l Conf. on World Wide Web (WWW 2008). Beijing: ACM Press, 2008. 595-604.
[doi: 10.1145/1367497.1367578]

[66] Lu B, Du XY, Wang Y. SPARQL query optimization based on property correlations. Journal of Computer Research and
Development, 2009,46(suppl.):119-125 (in Chinese with English abstract).

[67] Malewicz G, Austern MH, Bik ATC, Dehnert JC, Horn I, Leiser N, Czajkowski G. Pregel: A system for large-scale graph
processing. In: ElImagarmid AK, ed. Proc. of the ACM SIGMOD Int’l Conf. on Management of Data (SIGMOD 2010). Indianapolis:
ACM Press, 2010. 135-146. [doi: 10.1145/1807167.1807184]

[68] Wu HH, Qu YZ. Browsing RDF data: State of art survey. Computer Science, 2009,36(2):5-10 (in Chinese with English abstract).

[69] Open link. http://demo.openlinksw.corn/DAV/JS/rdfbrowser/index.html

[70] Oren E, Delbru R, Decker S. Extending faceted navigation for RDF data. In: Cruz IF, ed. Proc. of the 5th Int’| Semantic Web Conf.
(ISWC 2006). LNCS 4273, Athens: Springer-Verlag, 2006. 559-572. [doi: 10.1007/11926078_40]

[71] Weikum G. Semantic search: From names and phrases to entities and relations. In: Brambilla M, ed. Proc. of the 2nd Int’l
Workshop on Searching and Integrating New Web Data Sources. Istanbul: CEUR-WS Press, 2012. 3.

[72] Shen W, Wang JY, Luo P, Wang M. LINDEN: Linking named entities with knowledge base via semantic knowledge. In: Mille A,
ed. Proc. of the 21st World Wide Web Conf. (WWW 2012). Lyon: ACM Press, 2012. 449-458. [doi: 10.1145/2187836.2187898]

B A 325 2% STk

[16] 2= 52080 AR A 2 T OB 1] 1) RDF AU 75 10 5 45 R 1 K22 24 4R (H AR B 2% hiX),2012,40(2):270-274.

[18] W, A 2508, 5 o 2 AL P v SO AR 38 35 6 K 2 2 4R (A SR RE 32 1i), 2005,45(9):1865—-1872.

[19] ZF &5, B 4% B KERAG: 2 T Su & = Jo 41 JC I K ) RDF Hiodls et 3 59 J5 ik H S ML 291, 2011,34(5):825-835.

[21] W& FE/N B 2R AR O A TR R T A A A DG BE I T 5T A 2% 41, 2008,19(8):2043-2053. http://www.jos.org.cn/1000-
9825/19/2043.htm [doi: 10.3724/SP.J.1001.2008.02043]

[33] Z=i2 b/NEE, T I X Web FREE b A U PE 5 B 3R 40 4 R 45 M WF 9. o SEPLIE 9T 45 R i, 2006,43 (34 111):39-45.

[66] H M /N 55, B K+ B PEAR SV 1) SPARQL #r 4k J5 k. i S HLIE 5T 45 & 8, 2009,46 (3 11):119-125.

[68] Sy, B4 . RDF 8 3 W0 O 90 4538 1 S LRH#,2009,36(2):5-10.

KI5 A974—), L, T EH)I A+, CCF HANVE (1963 ), 5 4 BRI RS
22 0%, EEWF TSR B B B R, KL Uil,CCF 43 0, = TEWE A4k O % e A5
I R, vk RO A, iR AR

E-mail: dfang@ruc.edu.cn [ E-mail: duyong@ruc.edu.cn

FRERE (1978 —), 53, 1 £ B 4% ,CCF =
B, T AT WO i SO R, R B
AL

E-mail: chenyueguo@ruc.edu.cn

© PERREERSMROT  httpy/ www. jos. org. cn



