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Abstract: This paper systematically clarifies granular rough theory from three aspects for its motivation, theory
and implementation. Three expectations that motivate granular rough theory are analyzed as follows: 1) to
emphasize representative semantics of roughness, with explicitly encoded semantic contexts in underlying
representation model; 2) to extend applicability of roughness to a wider range of information sources, with
representation model designed to accommodate semi-structured data; 3) to describe a variety of application contexts
of information structure, to adapt roughness methodology to disciplines driven by mereology, and to exhibit
potentials of combining mereology and computer science in the sense of developing innovative interdisciplinary
methodologies, with a pure mereological approach to roughness. From theoretic perspective, granular representation
calculus is defined, which plays the role of common representation model for both ordinary information sources and
roughness methodology. In terms of this model, corresponding to the notion of lower approximation, border region
and upper approximation for roughness, Kernel granule, hull granule and corpus granule are constructed
respectively. From pragmatic perspective, upon open source implementation of “Entity-Attribute-Value” model, a
rapid prototyping method for granular rough theory is described to provide a test-bed for verification purpose and to
apply the roughness methodology for analyzing clinical data more naturally. Significance of granular rough theory,
some open problems and further research are summarized.

Key words:  granular representation calculus; granular rough theory; pure mereological roughness; semi-

structured data representation; entity-attribute-value model

 OE A BRARINZ WA SAEE TEEMEERRR SN T MRS 3 S
1) @i R X%BADIE X LT L4913 8 R TAA SRR 09 R 8 3;2) il ad F 4 M S Ak i R AR b Rk
AW T EE 6915 6 0R;3) BT ME AL S F X A Leg it 3R F 0915 M R B R ik
B E N F B AR TR T LS E N F At FAHF A EH A F AT R F OB E LT REATRE,
1R BT R AR M R R B AT R R R E 8, R sk EM I AR SRR EARME BBk, 5 A AT
JLARAE M6 T R R KSR A BRI A . R I B SR T A A AR R MR AR T R R G AT A AR 2R
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ik BRI E G 3E AT IRAR S 30T 6 IR TR 69 E A M L BT, B AR st e RARIE BEAT MR AT AR A K4t
MR T AL M IR0 69 5L, R P AR R R AR 77 ).

KEIR: K EA TR Ak BRSBTS M AR R T AR R AR

REESES: TP391 SCHRARIRAD: A

FLBE 42 P16 (rough set theory)™ V& i 22 %02 5 Zdzislaw Pawlak G K — [ T H 78k F 57 773648, SE L T
Frege ¢ T # 1t (vagueness) I K AR 38 Jo 4 45 110 320 5% DX 38 AR 38 43 5 Ja DG 2R (B 00 41 ) 4 12k 1) R RS
Pt .Polkowski A1 Skowron 75 AL 4 BELE FE At F42 H T RIS 5 43 2% (rough mereology)® 7 1% B 6 e HURE PERE & 5]
NPT K M i 2% 5% Stanislaw Lesniewski f). 43 2% B1 18 (mereology) ) 47 Jig 1 J50 04 1 3 2 I8 HT T 42 26 )
G ARG B BT S5 AT,

R 8 ot R S FRELRS B8 20 27 BE 48 P 900 20 TR0 20 A SR 77— 0 14 T [ oK V2 7 1 SR e
P8ORS HL R BLi& (granular rough theory) M3, H A%t J2 g R B 7 VA0 B P 75 I8 AR 00 oL 44 45 K A Fro b i R
N B (granular representation calculus) K214, FE7E 108 57 5 G0 1N & 14 & i FHAS EORE 2 ] 1) Lesniewski
RS REZMET Rl LAl 1 S A DCRURE PN & 05 R RS S 4 2 0 i e A 60 W 2 4
fE AR RO R 3 R ST 2RIK Internet i R SRS, DL LIOK 8 2% 7% 1 A g JE A 3o A A IR B (K] Web {75
S ERGEMELE T8 SRS ) S TR Ji 7 261,

ARCEENFIHLCEE 1~3 1) BB R 4~5 11). SEILCR 6 719)3 AN 5 T A T - AN TR ISR S A R 20 1 g 2t
SHL LT T R RE 2R /s 8 S M S ST SCRIR IS, RS R B T R AR R s T e sl ok R
ey 3R S AEURE 8 1) S5 T P PR B A 1) 7 9k, O R TR REL R S 1) 8 ) S B A S 1)

1 EXRIAEEMETENRTIEX

FERE AR BB BIFFE R0 B — i g S5 B MO DSRAE B R S8 1=(U,Cu{d}), Horpr, U AR RGERITE S AR 1
4E,C R AT EIE d LRME— IR F R TR T4 2 AN IS a8 P 0 R G, 2 A Yk B e A1 &y BLag X
A AN L e SR e ) A R A TR 11 S AR 7R Y SR R T i O RN 28 JE VE AR R A ] X
73 P (indiscernibility) K SE AR 4 B2 X1 73 0 45 T 00 T 45 A1 B PR 1V 540 28 K IR B 5540 28 5 e 56 MR B B3 20 1)
SR AT LU A BRI R S5AN S TR (R AR G B0 15 00 3 T LUK SN S8R 23 1 3 284 B R 4R G B S8 = 1
B3 B E 5641 08 8 VEIURE S A8, H A ) TR SR G TR SR AL b SR AR, P Al AL TR £ 22 R 4
Ry 223 Frege 5 #1 14 FEVARL 1) £ 5 00 DX A O AT AR SC S5 2L 28 9] B W] 25 R A RIS 0, 3R 145t T & i s 4k
AR AR PR — MR B R G 1% ok i I AR v AN 25 1 1@ P ) (1 A AR OC R (8 PRI T 45 2 5 B R &
TR B UL S 1, DS 0 i S AT DR M 24 7, 122 () R0 o B REURES B8 10 s A5 A R ¥ TR A ) A5 B R 1 T e A
S SUFNZ 10 FIVE 7 01, AN 2% 18 S0 Pk AROREAN 52 ) B8 S £ (0 TR A 1 ), 53 AR e 36 rp Bl 2 AR T 1 g 12k 1) LA
AR A ) s M AR T B B A AN )5 3L

Table 1 Sample information table I*

F1 FPIERE ™

Cy Co C3 Ca Cs d
up 0 1 0 2 4 d1
Uy 1 0 1 2 3 dz
uz 0 1 0 2 3 dy
Uy 2 0 2 1 2 d,
Us 2 1 1 1 4 d1
Ug 2 1 1 0 1 d1
uz 1 0 2 0 0 d1
Ug 0 1 1 2 3 d3

5 SRS A B8 AASOMN S B8, A 2l G 2T AR & I SRR OC R M R AL RURS SR bR Sz il 34
FICHE H AT Z ), Bl AT LARAE A S5 8 BRSO 7E (0,1) 2 [) AR ASTR S5 J OC 3R ABAERDR 4R 1K) s SO R S8 40
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Mok 5ok AR IR AT o

PR S Je 2 MR 2 2 N A VR R, AN B2 AT AT JE 2 5 f 2 R, i SR PR T 0 38 5 4R & 2 I S J 0% 2 KRS 4
RO B 22 S IR A% O AR I A s SCrb I 9 LN T e SRR JE R RS 12 (9 4 3 5 A ik T~ B A AR IR AR R R A5
RRMBA TOHAR RS T SEE Jamtk . (2 M R R AR 2L T 15 B3 th 414 I8 1 T #5348 (9 1R
& AR B R K7 ) B i bR S AR T AR R S T A M e X R AT VA AN SR R
TCE G Z KOG AR TR S8 A AN [ A F55 00 98 S A4 8 SR () Mk A A B3 7 A BRATT IR W SR R R PE A 5
B R DTSR T — P A RIS 1R 8 A TR PSR AR R R G, R Y SR A AT o R 3 (1 6 S A AH O
I (1020 W DA B X PR A AN BT X 23 7 SE AR BRI 23 B W SR AE AN M i T BE3R 94 ¥ H A7 M2 (target conception),
TR H BRI 326, 2 S A A S B3R 0 HE SR 10 2 W bR A A B by 3 R A [ AN W] X 43 Pk S 4k Bl
I W45 A S5 I8 Bk O YR A 2 (source conception) KRS P U7 v 2% 1 3 7 7 X (representative  semantics) i {4 H 4
TE S5 A P 2 BCAREL AR5 A 8 3R (10 5 S A S SR I AL 3R 7 Y S R 2 DU A T A R 11— > SRS A i U
T H AR S A R A SE ARSI R (R 218) A AT 28 S A T 7 8 SCAN WA 118 7 ML AE &5 (trivial
conception). £ HURHLRE 42 21 V8 1A B 2 2 (3 M k) 46 1 F SR A5 20 A MR I 5 LN T AN o 11 32 9 1H A2 Y58
o 2 H bR R AR B R R 1 A, SR e IR 12 W, AR A XA SR P A B R R A 1,
A TR T A IR AR RE IR A 0 1), A T P AT A 5% P P A R 2 ke A AL e S e PR R 4 1
I3 IX AN H AR L 0 I, H T AN E PR R RO R AR (0 — 3 VR AR S R B — S B A RO
P (R RGRE 5 B0 1, A SRR A v A 2 W N — o Tl R LR i bR 3 T g — e R R B T R AR A 2
1) SR 0% R (R AN 2 5 A0 R BT J5 BERDRE I 20 4 5 LN B AN o Mk R A AN IA) 09 25 S ek bk o] L, 3o 8
S R B2 X S AR 4 T AT R — B AR S e 1 T LR AL

HH T 200 7R 2 7 30 (R 3R R W SO A A — P e Ay A 2R [ A T REL RS 40 (0 5 DX, A 2 2 HE R RS 202 11 M A d
ABL 7 P b B AR g 0 S A A AR VTR SR A AL 5 AE 1 BE ML AR i LA S AR VTR A R AR A
X={Ug,Up,Uq}, 88 Ji5 4% JROR R A2 (0 b N FRam el Jy vk, SR A5 3 06 1k AH DG 1) 52 44 42 7 s PR ) BRI A A 4R 45
X=Xy, X =X, i/ XoeXSXo %M 7 2 T b 5 2 ToMA AT o 9, L BB N T 38 X b 3 491 7 0k 7 T A 4R, 0
FEAE T4 AL (1 H b N 8 T X IV 1D S A4 SIS IV 2k 2 WA 5 1, T AN = B AL 2 10 N RSR B P M T
X={Uy,Up, U E A SEAREE A 7 PR 58 J P EASBEAR R — AN LAY 5 I K 4 1) 54 24 (B T AHRAE. g BT LEY
{H dp), AN BB AR S5 O S 1A 2 A5 (UM oy B8 dp 1) S AR I A L AL 1), B T 2238 18 BRI OR S LA 2 3% ~F2 MR 22 119 30 B
S TR SCIA T 3 G 3 SR A B Joe 3R A T — AN AN BE MR R 1 S0 b U B [ R R 4127 12 45 SR A 52
A TFARIRFFIVE S 3 78 2 R S S F I L A8 FH 3 e AR G4 6 18 IO R G X A BB A 3 BL7 AR 1K
MR KRS 1 7 25 1 5 AN AN TR IR AR 5 1 — A F AR A — AN AR, LA bR FE I 1) O SR IR LR SR R L
BN AL 45 TR 25 AR SRR A 2 202 — R Sl i o 5 SRR & X ZERRE M A BT 2 4 e
LA, 2 GE BT AT ARG ? 4 4 Xo=X=Xo, & Tl 31T T S £ (3 AL g5 S e AR SR IR B B, 2 Tl i X
AT ABL 1) Sk 458 7 B 45 A2 S P R e S5 Jesd e O 1 2 (R0 R 2 22 ) ) % 2R R AN MR 2 20 W 2 o, DA B e
HIE LT XA —Fh R G R A v A B A AT AR = S,

Pawlak AHHEGE 3 BT 5 VAR IR VR R B IFAAEAE AR 38 B b 5 3 R ol B L2 o T 000 HEDRS 1 40 AT 1 i
e, 32 A 0T SR A S A T AN [R) 8 1 PR I SE AR 44 T AR TR A B AR A B BRI B s i R e —
H bl 20m 5 3 e bR F R T T B T BN PR e S, B SR R S AR AR IR AR S
FLANAEAE 52 B 1A 7 SC A B RS BB T 9% 10 7 Pl 33K DL Pawlak HEL RS 45 B 48 O 3L 70 38 24 R A RDRE PR 20 b il A
o A H b 1 e s AR DL 1 ORE B e A R R (0 S BT S B R R P A i AR
HR T KRS 28 7 95 0 26 s T SC T b Jsz e e 4 ) A P R RS 2 45 A

2 BERTEEYREEMTEZFNERTEE

2 JUHDRE S B BT 015 B AR AR IR A M AL 10 . — SR BRAE R AR 1=(U,CO{d}) (B S B R HEAS 1
SIS R AR R IV, RSRAE B RS 1=(U,CO{d}) AT LURAF R R s BT (K45 JRVUR 1245 R VsE i 4% 1
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JEME C MR IR PE d #R T U v i) S R A SO R AR i 48 B 7R 20 SRS B B YU s 5 B R AT E A R
137 PR AT AT T 8 S A KR R 43 W S 4 A SR UL T R A 10 4 A T R 4 B R I IR AR BB T 4L A R
A R SR AR AEAF SR R A B T ) B AE LG R I g R S ) S AR T 8 FVEAS
)68 EE R A H T 2 — ARk T B R, 27 5 T EH e — ) oo i i =K

T AR P v AR I T SR SR R BT T SR 38— T I R N A Y i SR A B R 0 UK R A T
T H A G 1 SE R 4 bR VRS A R e A 30 SR S R e T RIS B R G B A RS R X
Tl 18) 2 7 A 204 R 0 T S0 3 bl TR 5 P S0, S A 7 1) S U, TR0 st SR Sy KRGS P ) 2 1 I A 20 ol s 1 4K e
FEURE 1 43 W 7 3 ) 380 86 32 I 4B

IR ST B TT R (0 R AR B K, = T3 kg 25 A AR 5 e A P R,

SE R R4 B R 4 ML TR R AR 2 S A - 5% AR (entity-relation, ] Pk ER)BEEL.ER AR by B 17 6 2 R K4 A )
T, 2 WL SCHR 20,2138 3o 4 B3 S 49 2 0 Oy B A ] s 45 0 (0 4 1 7 B, B RGO 2 3500 P vh = (10— 4710 5% ER 8%
T oh R - B G5 DL R 7 B S A R A s SO P A I S e B A R ORI, SR il sk e A T T B
A 5 AT IS AR T SR AN [ P A T . 1R 45 T 45 S AN AT 169 10 5% AR B 15 A7 AN [ 11 i P A
BLZE S5 A ROV S L 2 [ B B 5 30 7 45 I FH B 55 v ER AR 5 3 ) - e 3 45 Wy 2 L MY SRR T P o R R0 i
A B AR G AR AL T A BRI A A B s T R

BRIV 75 405 W) XA 5 2R G T W P, 0 HOREDRE 22 BT 0 SRR B by - oR T 02 {5 L3R B AN RE L DL 0%
R T 22 RATAE IS BRI B0 0 B Milton 25 NBFIY T 2 R A5 2 R G0 b A AL RS 2 0047 ¢ R 7 2% )
(relational learning) fr i) 5 221 3 AR v 0 G2 2, 1 S0 22 AN LR HEAT 44 2B W — 1045 LR AL I, 8K )i
AT G B2 7 B CAE XAl S e Hh 28 HOMDRS S8R BB 7R R R B 2 IR A 7R A — 8 1R R Rk A A R I
15 B FR G0 20 3k T A B s A A VR T2 XA B8 I FHREDRS 1 20 B, TR T 35 3 118 21 22 ) e B3040 B 55, ) 5 2 B K
[T A B T4

DL S A0 B A7 T (I DA 7 000 7 B ATUIIR Web A J3 3R 40 ST 10 B A7 2 s B 8 R RS B A 3
P35 ESRT )2 3G B, RO RGN R AN K B SR

TE s AT 57 204 4 #1 % %5 (clinical study data management system, i /% CSDMS) 1, 3T ER #5783 97 7 J
IR FR BHAR A P AR e T A — e o PR M 0 TR 78 T00 H S 28 0 S 2SR IUAH B (9 AR BE S 40 76 ER R A8
TR R — A0 19 3 T AT B AR 2 1) B T e K 5 BB 78 FH O 3R B P o 2 A 1 PRI 75 3 1 B 2 A
R SR A M IR, SE A A A T Bt 2 0 AN R R R RS A W R BB B AR R
Bk, T e TR T (6 b o N B0 9 P R AT A SR AR IR U W A B B U L X T N TS B
AT EPEAE ER R Z rp SIS 15 L5 3 2540 B Bt P B O A TR 2 0 % T AN 910 & 12 R e =2
V189 52 o A e 11 5 AR T A R RS A 2 AN /N 1 — 43 ER 3 rh R AT B0 5% B A7 4 A b K
P JeB P, DT 0k 127 v D 1 S P A Ay 2, 2 1 i A i A B U Tl A A A AR R I B R VR 27

o R R e TR i e T % SR 40 S 44 - i V-1 (entity-attribute-value, i FR EAV)RE IR %45 50 & —Ffr & B
AFAE R St S RS 58 A A 5 (R AR S8 1, AR AR A AT £ 45 (row modeling). EAV A5 [ B ARy 12 A7 it 3 11
BEAT 53 0 3 003 DRAF S AR VR A (T e B o SN2 Jeg P AR PR eF B K s 4 44 DA A Jeg MR AFL BR AT i SRtk 17 5 1k
—ANERE R P A DG IR P — 58 AR AR RGeS TR S A BSOS AASAS S A f 2 1) 3 A A S ek SR 4
e b 2 S TR 0 K R i S R ER T O AR R SO R [ T8 B A A Sk MU AT AR AR R b T LA R
LA S W SR M ST Ay DA B S BR 75 3K AR — AN BT AT S &R I A A B R ATAE e ER Bk
FAE— A HEIHRE, B4 EAV A58 b (R 55048 22 T LU A B 0 R R (R A7 it 7 2, SE R bR R A A B 1 4 B e T )8
PEAEL AR B o 7 L EAV RSB Sy 3 50 P Vvt I A B A AR DR ) e 38, R g e o KRR 9 o i e A
T TCH 55 S B Ml 55 HHE (1 /87 A 8 - il b ke A MR 12 W B0 5 4 A g e 4 4 F JF HIG & I R
T PR S ECT BN P A I ST O B A M R R AR AR 2 ) R AN AR B Tl EAV AR AT BUR 1E
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MRk Sk A ST R 569

XA ER BEHIARKIAN S, K EAV RGNS AE AT 1) ER BRI S0 R AVEHR & By R B RN,
A SR H T R ER RS HE A 0 200 5 1 Ih A S L EAV 22 50 P 48 8 A 5 S5 11 T 603 ZE 8 1 i) f ]
DASRAH I 47 I gt e B i e G D A ) EAV BEZY 52 01 1) P IR AE CSDMS 2 B & Kk 24 1< %4 {5 B PO Nadkarni
% N JF K If) TrialDB® 2 Nadkarni % A 45 H, 76 B 97 BL M b 58 (0 3 8 1 CSDMS 7~ i Oracle
Clinical,ClinTrial Fil MetaTrial %5 H] 7 EAV K5k 4 5 I R 5 28, 26 [ 1 5% 2R 0F 93 B (NDH) PRI DR £ L 2%
T A 4555 H 4 (Clinical Informatics Management System Project) & i (K13l $icHe 26 1127 255 T EAV. 45fk
(ER)LA K CLOB(character large object)ix 3 Fiuibl =X 17 fifi 1) 1 IR 4 R 4 rh EAV I T 5 AE (11 g, 3X R s 24
T 1B 1 A e RS 0 A7 5 TR 9T 55 T I 2508 O R 45 1.

HHE I A B4t 5 B0 4503, Web B 1) 21 46 4 Al A J8 B U e /R A 20 LA B 2 () B A VR L 1) Web 1% 8017 )
TR, IEW Cohen £ SCHR[28] 1 AT fig HA 140, A7 5 P 28 B R G iiAY, 73 ) 2 175 VARG % (information retrieval,
fAiFR IR)FI%1IR#E45 (knowledge integration, faiFR K1) i 2 22 UG HE A1 O AR 1K 5 Rl = 5 [ 5 )i 5
CABSCH P B R A0 ) SRR A 3 Web 5 8 7F K ABERY Hp St 21 25 4 A BI0H 1) 6 2% KR T R o 1) e s i A,
B WA 1 KL 245 5% Papakonstantinou 25 A2 H (19 TSIMMISEOL TSIMMIS £ %6 % F 7 % %48 ## 28 (object
exchange model, {8 F OEM){T Ay 2 45 ) Ak Bt - R OEM S — P b 20 R 7% U 2, Jim SR gl P A o 82 (1) 2 4
HEIE A WIE S Lorel®™ . OEM (1l AE Xt 4 # L AT LA 4544 (label type, value,object-id), L 1, £5:% (Iabel)
A IR 2 N S B IR I A 4 BRI T (type) 2 7 ot G2 UM (1 Bk 28 8L {8 (value) s 24 M8 & 1 HL A
AR, 115 5% % b3 YA RF (object-id) B (it T X S Ie 0 5 B B0 TR A A S L AR S R I ) G
Ji % 55 400 5 BUAE 4 (label,object-id) (06 G 5 | IS 45 I, 206 G ok %6 % 45 4 (city string,“ L2 2%, &13)
J&— g R (address, set, { (city, &13),(zip code,&12),(country,&14)}) & — A Ze k% . OEM 35 1 5l 7]
T2 e A0 1 P, G R 0 A A TR T, A 2 A g R 1 3 AR — A SRR T R B m] 4854 — A4~ OEM B4
OEM [&[rfr DU TT AL b iy« AL VE I B 994k, DS EAV B OEM X SAR AR "4 Y. EAV“SEARBR R4, OEM“bR
et R EAVE R YE S OEM B X . EAV I, P 5 HLAR & 44 1 ST R i 1) 3 s A 2 H B A A7 fF — 2k 22
S AR AR IEAR ) R AR T BT IR

Bt %5 1 X Web(semantic Web) BT S8 2 0 &, g 7 18 Web 1 45 JE %8 U508 1 v ST AL A0 BB, 5 ik A
4 (resource description framework, fii /% RDF)P2 R b ik Web 5 B IO HIVE 2 — I RDF R B i i
SCBSRF AE ] RDF i 9 5, fie 3 A () 26 7 o T 2 — M1 ¥ (predicate), 3 ¥ (subject), 5% i (object) 44 R 1
TG FRIA TR T A R R ) RV GRTEYCRE Y TR S T8 S R s AT R S 1 R H
i) B i P N A B R A, = e 4l T 6] B % U5 (resource)”, “ U 1B 6 M T (property)”, ¢ FE B % ¢
A (literal)”,RDF i f1) 58T 4 148 O (8 I ) CRAT P OB SO b w] L, TR A 2 4 3 < 25 g 4 45 B UK K. RDF,
FEBRFEAE LRI b ST EAV AT OEM B AHAL .

Predicate i
Object

Fig.1 Directed diagram for RDF triple
1 RDF = oAl brid K

FEIACH [ P 2 B 7 R o 10—~ 45 g 1k B4t 2 B8 SDOMPY SDOM &t — b I 58 2 B A6 1) 19 4 ik
X GBER, IFAE LA B BT T A % R g B A T SR TG, BITRE S X B 45 R R T 2R AR
OEM [HPY TG J5 X (b 5 2R, OID), S A Wy i v S Ay b % s 2R th 2 — 3.

AR LU 23 B, B oL RS B 18 10 50l 2 7 A 20 IS 2 76 70 % R A JEL 1 il S S 3 1 5 g A K dfs
R, M DA B A YA (R TG AR R — A & DAY B AR 5 RO 6 o BERURE BB AR 52 T Jn 2 A Mot
AR B T A, EGE 2 i e SOXEEREAS BTG (1 45 15 7 20, 5 RE AT RO Al b B IR 25 Fi SR 2% (145 RIS AR AR X
PR B G2 b5 A as RS PE A S, A S 1 MR 1 v N 8045 b SR 2 AR S R IR B L.
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3 MEETARESFXABMERESE

TH e LA TG 2 S B A 3 BT IR 2R 7 2R 4 R PR R R G T A B M VR R IE NV S A U R IR e
75 S AL A 483 S 7] B0 ) S AR A A (7 J8 PR 4 4 b S B O (1 S 2 3 e R (R R FE ) e 4 M L4 4 Bk
Sy A5 Bk (information granule), i 76 45 & J& M 41 & b 5 B 5 SEFR 4 7 4 (aspect). A5 B U AN P 2 4% S0k Rt
B H I (1 TR7 B SR 4 BB TR I A2 4w B T 78 X R SO M G AR R Z MIMAH R R RN T 5
WSS B ARG A M NG B, TFE R LA R A 10 R B sl & ¢ R B o0 = 5 10 3 I S P i (R T T
G IF ARG R KR AE o BB OC R M GERR, AT 3 & I SE T8 X Artale %5 A 7E SC#R[35]H 1A
247 Winston,Chaffin 22 Herrmann [f] WCH 24325581 <3543 31|88 f 5 2 ] LU S DL R 6 et AN [7) 215 284 1) 300, S i 355 -
o FIfEI4E Bk % (Component/Integral-Object): 4 ikt G R4 & FL AT 45 44, LR 4 ] RLATR 23, 9 4%
FAT— 2 I e, i A e -1
o /AR (Member/Collection): 4 S5 A v (10 1 53 M 2, 00 B AR 2 m 110 18 63 JF AN FLAT SE U FT S5 0 11 2 1k
ThREARR M AR A0 03 ) DA BE AR 3 2 e - R AR
o SYHLIR R (Portion/Mass): 11 A B4R (1) K B WA A S [R) T 1) 2 B 2R 45 1 e, 7 23 Bl 4 B 5 K B 1+,
IHER 43 B A e - R
o TIN5 (Stuff/Object): 3Kk T =S4 (4 AL 43, 0 5 a8 b LA A8 i Bk - 11 4T 427
o [ BURR TR/ B (Feature/ Activity): 8 7R 1 81 K] — AN B B, 5 44 14/ 52 1 it S ARBL, EL B BEAS 6 M3 3 v
3 5 R 0 A K-

o M /3t X (Place/Area): E AN [l G2 by 4 ) DI FR 23 8] 58 2R 81 -2 .
B3R 6 b g3 2 OC AR Y TR T DU R I S B S ) e, ARk e D) R BLRR AR RARGE S BB

Jor 2 8] (R AH G 2R b T 22 A4 S ORE I I 43 9% 28 A0 B AR A = A 1 5 R A5 JEL R A SO T 1R I 48 1Rk PR
bt BEAS Hom 2R 40 5 A PR T 6k 28 MORTURS 48 O 1 F s R R AT 338 A5 SUBORL 2 TR] B 9 R 5 B S L e 7 /4
PRI R A3 27 5% 28 B A JURD 8L 40 27 56 BB B 06 T-3fi3d o 5 2415 B R G0k K34 0 R P1E FH60 i, 2445 LR 4
TR OEM & 24X I, 2 6t G A1 5 51 2t B 2 [ BT R #0188 o 5 0 &R IRV AE 50 A 3E 1
it 2 R A5 DRG0 XML B SR S gl o) 2405 KR 48 A I P REAE IR, 5 mT DL e B 4 By B s YRR 3l o0 &
AP () BN A SR 2 (0] )75 Mk /i X O RO LR R

9T R B A g LN BB RS AL R s RS i B E AL, e T B TR F AR AR,
3.1 RoFHERIkREAM

o3 5 AR T R A T AT SR T A AR R R R AR I H I E R R A — H AT A

Lesniewski 43 2% 5 5 107t L [¥) Leonard A Goodman [1J/ 44 %5 (calculus of individuals)t®7 & o 12 3t W ) 9 i
AFBME A7 £ T 22 22 S (1 A G D6 8 2 4 I 3R A 2 5 WL SCHR[38]. Lesniewski & 73 2441 SC S 7k R o2
P 22 1B 4B 7 5% Stanislaw Lesniewski Jy fif gk 28 it Cantor 4545 18 [ — S6 B 148 i 101 T $22 H 5K (12 Lesniewski [ B 16
IRBRALEFE 3 A2 0 1k (1 25 PH i 25 22 45 P): 45 — 22 X (protothetic) . A< 4414 (ontology) Fl i 43 2% (mereology), 43 5
8 ST H R 0B R s R AT B S oy AR O R PR 55— 2L SO Lesniewski ¢ Tl 4 4%
T T B A ) B4 LA B e B oR A R R AR I T R P 8 e AR A S LG T 44 L i A TR
B EAF TR AT R A — T S A — B T TS Russell & Whitehead HJ H%% R #1)
(principia mathematica)POM & ZA 4 1 7 Ko 38 45 1A R T AR D K S AT ] 28 BRAK IR 40 53 2 (1 SR 76 i
LA I Lesniewski s 4322 TR RR g — Bl A I I OC T30 7 5 8 ki — M OC R 1 HE 8 4 (extralogical)
g,

Lesniewski & 43 4% I FE A S BE R dp i o

(1) 2 AP RA R EATE T A AR A T CREFR 03847, BT A B SR 4 i 21 A 2
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B IH 4>, U B A2 A FIFSN AFAT A (RS2 A TR 20 X BRE T #645 X&R 1 3 AR, B B
o RIHREL M AR . % PP(proper part)3 /s —Jn#l4r KA.
(P1) —PPxx
(P2) PPxy—>—PPyx
(P3) PPxyAPPyz—PPxz
(2) R APREMAEZ A K ADNEBTTR AR 8 &b JF BT A A BB AE A b
SUEATAT A B85y sl A AR B 1E A U INGR 7R 041k % (ingredient).
(11) INGRxx
(12) INGRxyAINGRyz—INGRxz
(13) INGRxy—PPxyvx=y
(3) A i(overlap)B & X2 HAL G =AM A I ANk AE B D AR B /b7 N 4L[R]
A By A ZE 5 B 2 HAX 2 B2 i ALAE B 25 LA A AR A8 0 75 B 3K 284 0 A0 45 A
RS2 A2 B IER 23 B A I AR LA 2 R 70 #08 o B, B8 AN 5 A TSR R IR
FEHE 5 B.
(01) Oxy=ge;IZ(INGRZXAINGRzY)
(02) Oxy«>0yx
(03) INGRxy«>(Vz(PPzxAPPzy))v(Vz(PPzxAOzy))v(Vz(0zxA0zy))
(4) T A AL A A AR TR DR TR 1 B AN G5 A oh IR AT — AN R AG T A I B AH [R] 1 78 5 4
TLEAT:
AT A BRI 85175 B o5
A IEEANER 7 1E B v JF H B IREAS 40 75 A
A — AR LA AL sy 5 55 BT Be# A B W TR 4L s oy 9T 7 i ;
BEAS A BIAUSOR 8 o B I HAEAS B VALK 7 B 5 A,
HA A RN W 7 i B.
(8) AJEb 1 MEfh(collection)™ FLAL Y A gAML R AN A FDH 1AL HURATE AR — A b
WA AT AR #84 S b A b MG b AR KA 2 b I R4 (totality) 2 LA 2:1) 4
A b AE ATIEH 2) BEAS A TR S8 2 ol A R 2R 2> 1A b v,
(COL) XCOLy=geAy[(y eb) AINGRyxAVZ[INGRzXAIW[INGRwzAINGRwy]]]
(TTL) XTTLy=¢4esVY[((yeb)—>INGRyx)AXxCOLy]
Tarski ¥ Lesniewski i 4327 b1 LI 200 Bgh Hidn R 2 A2 5 76 R ¥ _E, F 38 43 (proper part) &4 T J5i 4R
58 U 43 O 22 (PP), 3l 43 O 2 (P) A5 A T st 4 7 LI 41 1k & (INGRY), ASAH AL (disjoint) 6 2 25 4 T J5 4 52 LI
7 75 (overlap) J¢ 2 ULAE, BRI (sum) 2% ] 1~ J5i 4R 58 X I Rk (totality), % B ) JE AL #6538 1 Bennett 25 A
oy 1,
BAFEX L DX TRy BB A x 2y 2 H x5y ASE[R.
PP(X,Y)=er(P(X,y)A=(x=Y)).
DEEX 2. MEXFRAEME y A A ALK 2 RN x Ry #—#57
DR(X,Y)=ger—3Z[P(z,X)AP(z,y)].
BHEEN 3. MK X BN ANAEL T B TCE B af A TC 2 x 19— 8840 I AALETE x 1A B
o35 et T TR AL,
SUM(a,X)=ges VY Ly € a—>P(y,X)]A—32[P(z,X)AVY[y e a—DR(y,2)]].
BHFME L xady WARGES I By A& z WA RGEE, x 2 z B4R 4.
VXVYVZ[P(X,Y)AP(Y,2)—>P(x,2)].

o
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BOEME 2. SN IEEAMER o, HAE — MME x S i 0 R 1B
V o[ IX[x€ a]—->IX[SUM(a,X)]].
MANTE SC. by 7 (A8 I B S 5 56 3R o AN AHAE K R R
O(X,y)=der—DR(X.Y)-
3.2 FERNFEHEBMEA LN

2o Cantor G IRFLIR 1) In) 5 4 d5e BB AR 18 S5 USRI B T4l 08 AR5 1R E b 28 LA Ak R 1 At
HAE I A B2 ) . Lesniewski ek 43 24 7 $ 2 SR A DR JLI8E b T 48 50 10 (0 S S8 B i o) 0111 75 2 )2 R AR
AN Lesniewski & 43 2 55 R 2 1038 B R 45—, b 4 $b 2% b 1) I 28 B (spatiotemporal  theories of
topology)~ Taski 2 P4k 7. 44 JL{f] (Tarski’s axiomatic geometry of solids)!®, R} 5% ik LS i IS 1 = L(canonic
language L)BI5HA T Hr 2% L filh o rh, Taski S7A% LA LA KT 450K Hh B AG Taski 244 L AT 47 g, G X sl 49 3 5
(region connection calculus)” 7M1, “F&F X sk 119 5 7 JL 7] (region-based qualitative geometry) 125 7 ity 25 B
A AR AR G R A B A5 AR FE AR T 40 2% % B 0 N T W 5 1 (10 22 RE ARG & 4835 L Web A4 it A 44
(ontology) 8 G Z M C R, B W2k 5 FRACR MK R, ML WML R. WIPHS5HIORET LR,
F b IEAR T B — AT 4 S 35 KR 3 3% Guarino [ TE xC A4 18 (Formal ontology) 2 A 22 v, s 43 2% il
Wb ZA R T SR AR AR L IR A T AR IR A5 S & St (ontology driven information system)f
BAE I T AR B R G T — &8 s .

YT R 20 IR S P MR ANE, 51N 42 58 R DU A Ji THI 1 245 8] 45 J2 Ak B R A A 1 B A 45 18 D RE s 12
T35 AR R A S 1 5 6 2 ST e BR TR B R 43 2 1 A F DR A, B B (1 2 T o N kR R A 2
RRRURE R OR R A N B G U TR A S IR R T AT I RE ) SRR DU RS 5] R A RS XA
NI Do DR A 22 3 A5 00 T2 1) T A0, AT R HH B 22 1038 FH 1 M LR 4 0 1 5 2 R HRL 0

AE o B LK 4 2 P 43 B A O 2R 5N BIRLRS P BEAE 19 92 % Polkowski &% Skowron $ Hi T RS & 7>
2% (rough mereology) & I (4 3& S 1t 57 57 2 4t (adaptive calculi)® " & 2 KL KE B2 40 2% w] LL & 1E 2 4
Lesniewski 517> 2% [ i fe 1% O 0 JAEUR A% BRI ¥ Lesniewski 5370 22 (0“3 707 56 R el R L — 2 L JE
VB b —¥ 37 RS €02 (rough - inclusion) ¢ 528 i 73 2% A SRR Taski SEAA JUART R 28, A SORPRDRS €0, 7% 1)
WIREAT T R 4 oL

P GAE U b — AU AR [0, 1122 [ (1 512 BRI 1a(X,y) 4536 A2 270 4 A2, DULRR A HEDRES £ 5

(1) AFM X A () =1 A% 5 A0 T Lesniewski i 4327 T4 ek R (INGR) JiT B A 1) 8 CFRE, BT Taski 57

AAJLART 243 i) rh BRI ) 5 IRBL B 0 R X LA IR TORIRE L 5 1 B
(2) 5 p(x,y)=1, WIHEAT = J0 4L (%Y, 2) 15 1(z,y)> (2, X) A% 55 A e 7 A8 Taski SEAR JLAAT 25 18] op BRI A 2 BRI
B (120 i o3 AT R Bkt C 73 55 BRI B AR K 17 2 R A (R 7R 182, 3 LA 3k 7 RHDRS A 75 250 fEL 1
FE
(3) TR X AFAE n AL 2a(n, X) =106 G2 n il AR 12 4% 2, TURR 2 — A peenull S 5 3 S KRS 6 7 25 6 23 06 547
TEME ¥, 1T AT Lesniewski i 73 2% T HEBR 72 R GE 2 A0 45 p(X,y)=1=pu(y X), U1 &> x=,y. 3% BLEI N T KLk
B SRR (VR AN 2 3L
(4) BN Zxy BHlEM WS 22,0 Bz x)=1 WAETEE u(t2)=1=u(t,y), B4 H p(x,y)=1.& ~TE Lesniewski
B E P W AR B AT R AR S AR A AR AEREAN T o0 & C ARG 40, ) B /& C AL gy
BRI 24 B AT R 4L o0 A #5977 26 1, B # ki C R 4L Bl oy % 4 PHd T HDRS A0 3 6 & b A
HFHAy B AR R o O R I HE R,
(5) AHTEEX G LA —ADX G X, BA LU
(A) WA z#n Hp(zx)=1WAETE ten,we D ATAF (t 2)=p(t w)=p(w,x)=1; 3" % T A 14420 i
53, B HBAFAE ARG o0 5 x IR PO S 78 55 6 Y Lesniewski 732 v G T X SAE AR I o
X (coL);
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(B) WA we I 0w, x)=1;1% 4% A1 2 7 A I R0 B2 x (W20 i
(C) Wy W2 LT P4 0 p(x,y)=1 % 45 15 R Lesniewski g 43 2% H 1 % 5 e 44 52
(TTL).
AT AL BA)R X FR A T 50 G 4 4 (set), 4 BT Lesniewski 4327 it 4 44 (collection); 21 5 b 40 325 vk A
5(B). 5(C), M x Bk 7 (#1%F 5% 2 (class), % W T~ Lesniewski S 4325 [ i 44/ s .
EL SRR E PR 5 B R G h W% x TR B IEES B BT X AOFLSE, 78 {8 b o HURS 5 s oh 5
W RFREJop [xg £ x FERPEAE B 1A < 45 e S Bl 0%
B
M2, ||-|FR R 5 A 1 38 (cardinality). MORLRS 82 O M 4 5 REURE 3¢ J8 bR BB M 7R [0,2] 1 M BB 1 I, 288 X FE X
T FEALX I AR 0 B, 2R x LT X b SR AR R s A AR (O, 1) I x A a0 DR s e RS TR R S R

H MRS B0 2 58 T AR HERLRS £ 7 (standard rough inclusion) g, (X,Y) = I >|(| Q|T I XA IR U 1.

FELRE A9 35 pa(x,y)=r AT LASARE D “x LR FE v A5y R0, 42 SEbR MEREDIE €0 15 B 2 M A e S5 s e 50 R
Rl 5 3 SCRT AN O FE 5 G RS 1L T5 05 15 8 20 22 D IR B A IR o LR A 7 2 SR AR B 1518 b 5 SCIR RS 1 1
FH B 8 70 57 5% 38, 130K Bl 73 21 B A 50 AR 005 W P sl R RS 1) 758 0 30 R A O 2R, DT 2k 80 DR s 1 A
&P Lesniewski 57027 (1 H R T AR ST R 5 U2 L Lesniewski it 7327 RS Tf B 7 38 28 44 OC AR A £ 6
ARG AT i {5 EUBUREZ [1] ) 5% 2R I L I 30l 5% 38 K doe 28 5 SCHE T 2000 18 70 2 R AR IR R 1

(rough membership function) s, 5 (X) =

4 HIEFKEE (granular representation calculus,fE#2 GRC)

41 BFEEFNSEEESHR

RERTREEENX 1. 575 850k (atomic granule) & M A5 2 G0 T B Sl ARLBE B /N HAL & 52 38
ROUE BE ot B — AN =0 (u,e,v), = o0 2 IR R SEAR 2 FRRIRAF us B4 ¢ BAAJEPERUE v,
BRIk T “u B 1k o I v Ik R — AN B — RS R 3R O EallE(u, e, v). R T URL A 45 O R R R = 7T
YL AG A TC I AR AR 75 UL AR 3R G WL 3 /s V8 A 28 495 1 0 7 5 5 R ) e TR B AN B TR R T
B NS LA, SR (5 B2 GRC HR i SCIAME — JRTE, 5 42 % (1 &5 44 mf LI o 7 BB 49 3 481
76 1 A BLIRE &(uy,00,0), E(U7,C3,2) 55

X FLAT A ] F A o R, ) L T ELRE ) = TR A (u,e ) SRR A I AMA B A u R A B2 NE E
F IR, = on L 1 = e B N T R A I A TR R AR S ), A TR R R AR ANMA
A TR, R R R RSB — AN SRR R S ) ) A R A s e TR R A
BRI 1 i AN S T TR 5 22U AN SE R 44 T DR 2 A SE R 1 5 SRl R U XA RS G VR BRI
A5 2 AN 2 45 R AR G SRR S B b il T Bl AL B SR AL AR AT S B R T IAINE B TF SRR
SRS, 738 BOREDRS 2 7 32 140 8 P R P R RS B o, = e L M @ 44 ¢ RUBEME v A&k B T sk
K FRRRST u G TR

A Lesniewski 217322 1) 2B AE RS8P AL S 45 (NULLYE EUBURE. — H = Je 4 4T 2% 70 B B, 1% 45 6
SORL A ANATAE 0T 8 B35 & T ZER R B TR A 4 AE B BURLAT AF A5 0 SO A I 75 5 O R A A &5
B R TFAEERESE B 0 BAZIM“IES NaN(not a number)”, 38 5 %43 77 25 AR 37 43 75, 735 250
W, O BAGTAT AR 2 L ETEE M, B AR — A5 Bk R e AR — 0 5 5 R 4Hs .

RERTEEEN 2. {7 Hiki i) 5418 5 (atomic aggregation). iZ 45 1E 1] T2 AN Ji 1 0k Sk 2 1 5 4 2%
W UL, S 38 2 5 54 B BURL 2 0K (1 3 S [R] ) J 7. 2R 5 18 STAE 2 A5 BRI — 2, 75 540 9 16 F 45 5
2 A AT B IURLERE A — A3 R A7 R OR8] LLE 540 B0, B AN R TR &, & T A R
(&:8). BEBHF RO, 2L, 60 &=g(&:.5), 2 TG, O (&, 5, ..., E)=wi(&: 6. &) R EBHM G R A E
45 BBk (compound granule), it 1 6.
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R A I8 S AR R R I B B A B B 2 AR 2 AR BB 2% w] LI R R AR R SR A IR R
P53 58 SCHR T T 3R £ B0 B AN o 3G, BT IE 2 5 R I8 50 55 ORI LA SRR IR 450
P B RE TR 2 ) (K R A A5 RBURE DR D ZE it S TR K R 70 22 SR R IR B %8 ST LR A BAT S 5
PR P 8 SC LA N Y 28 8 B v 2 45 i R R 2 3 7 9 SRR R 3 0T 1 2R 48, Il 201 4l et AU e IR B 5
f 2 P ¥ SC, R B 5 8 ST BT I 1A A JEBORE 2 ) R RE ) S 7027 R R B BE (A SC TR WICH 73 28 R 5L ). R
PR 73 A8 TR B3R S RAT S () 2% PR R AT e bk, UG B 45 AN Tl PR A5 5 R 4.

FERTEEEN 3. HA PR KA (aggregation)is 5 5 fli £ (fusion)id 5. 2R A2 57 46 5 & ki B 5 78
J5 UKL L 0 By BEAR 7], B4 0 © A 2 98 A 3L 1A B BORE 40 52y — AN AR R RSOBT () 2  0RE, /ey O

54 TURL, X 6, =(& 16, 1) e, =(&y 16, 1 18,) 0,00, =(8, 16, 118, 18 18, 11 G, ) SR
S IR, S 5 I A A A UL ) 45 R B 26 TURE 1) B3 (ingredient), B 2y 45 12 5 6 TURE 2 TR A7 70 A 5
Iy BRI R 0 R PXFI IR RN P(&E Q)T P(6y,0,).

FERTREEN 4. 15 BPOR ) H 54 (self aggregation) e F5 15 KSR 15 [ 55 58 A (0RT 45 i 45 Rk 3t
ITRA), N EO E=(E: &), I B (L) —AME BBURL Y BB RS R B IS AT f J0At A5 8 PRk 2R A
BEPEERE W E S RS 53 5 Rk (R &5 R B0k I LG & O &=(&4);(2) BA1F BRkL(&)
ABERAR L & T2 145 B R I P(E O)E UM o3 15 3 A 2RI IR 45 [ 0% 2 ) &= (&) [RIRE (R B W 0 52 4
SO 1) 2 Ot BT T AR 02, BRI 3 2 R S S RS IR AE R A LN E S AR R, AN e R
E AL %I R TR R A AR

WEFRTEEEN 5. A5 BBk (trivial compound granule) e #5 i 41X A1 7 B — Jii 1ok ) 53 &
5 MURE, IR 2 A BORE 5 o 7R R A 2E R R PR AR AR IR T I AR ORI T T A2 B A
SR I3 5

PERTEEEX 6. A7 U SR G5 84 73 28 WA RS B 43 W T AN )38 53R A5 10 52 45 J00RE 2 () A7
A5 2500 FHE A 1k, AR MU ST A ORL A AN 77 S X 43 S #4052 545 B 0K (plain compound granule) Fl B 52 & 15
SRR (higher order compound granule), 5 & I 4 173 #0572 B WORE, J5 5 58 43 2 A 246 Ok i SCIX R 2 il
PR D D1 e B 2 L v G Bt 17 G 8 20 ) 85 R A5 DL LA S 6 JOREE 17 SR 45 R 45 3 5 kg 4810 T 5 7 2 1) 45 2R
N R B S A R i A A SR Al A RN R T 2R A s SR LA R B SR R G e, s T N ) 45 R A R NS A
AT S 52 M0 B A [, T X 20 1 298 5 5 IR 1) a0 2 P R0 T S b AN RO R A8 P A B2 5 1 B R 40 1) R R
R ER R A —BR XML B 5 3 50 B AT LUTT & 22445 22 102 OO DS 25 /45 5, R 43 24 3B B WICH 4326
KU, T AT JENRIORE 2 1] — FEOAE J I B A % 28 D 8 TUMAS B 1 Bk b o ) A P B B ) 5 06 2 TE LR R AR 14
RO GO R I DR R G SRl 2= R T S L

A R 0] I A5 B RORL 22 0 A 12 B b e, v LR 52 6 U 1 25 R W e B R 5 1 EORE 1 n TG 2R
BB n—1 LR IS H I 5C AR AT n—1 A J5 7 URE o 58 4518 5 A Bl — A B Al B A TIOR3 2R n A TR T R
WRBEFIL MO 1 6)=On1(E1 &1y n) & AT R A IEE P A — A S W A R On1: &), R SR T8
L (1) 5 B 2l UL 1%t Rl 55 ROURL, 5T T 1) 6 RIS On(&1: &t 1 &)= Onaa(Ei bt En) D,

NERTEEEN 7. HHlG (self-fusion). £ %5 & b & 4 FUKLI¥ P H Az 5, 23S 4 5 1) B o) 45 1 05 8 1%
SR B E A o R AR R AR A R e il AR S KL R K 0= (0,1 0, &), H
0,=(8, 160, 18 ) By = (& 1, 15 ) JUV(O)= (&, 18y, i 8y 16 16, Tt G, 16 VIR HIB ST,

P RIOEEENX 8. 5 BBURRLFE (granularity). 4 75 LT SUAR JEBURL AR OC 1) — L8 S A0 FR B I8 15 RO 1)
hz 2 (granularity) v) LA P 5 T 25 & 45 SBORCEL & ZE R A5 B W R DA KA RBORE T 5 B W B 2% B A5 BBk @
[P RE 5 # (granular cardinality) & Sk i s ay BT A2 1A A 30 I T J0RE B 6 1d ok SY(O). 0T T35 1) 5T SR &1 45
N(E=1, 1M =1 By 0 A A7 SR IR 34375 228 26 B RlG LB A 0o 0 JRT IOk A B Sk A3 56 T T = U A7 A 45
LT BLE XA S(D)=0, H 3XAVAN R 78 75 A A AEAT A A5 S ORL I 5 B0 N A EUE 2 045 B URE O kL FE B
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Mok 5ok B A IR AR R 575

(granular order) )& X 4 3F N E G A7 EBURL (58 1 J5 7 R0k (B 2 0, 3L Al 37 ML &R 417 BV BURL IR B &8 T 3L
AT S N 1,18 8 3(0) A5 BIRL I B E R 1 GRC IRAS 1 A 8 S, 5T N1 S NE RS 7
THI 48 348 15 JELOARERE 57, LI I8 AR s T B R 5% mh ol 23 R 1 v R 7 3K

42 HMHEEMESEEHA

AN 78 SRR AH RS A8 3G 1 H I 2 A 15 R0k

KL R B E X 9. HA%AF EUBURL (cluster granule). O (&(u,,¢;. V), & (U, €0V ooy & (U, 0 V) JRRITH
FEHICEYE ¢ BHUMIAME ve IR 7105 BB E(k=1,2,...,n) (f5 B R S R0 ) 1 58 4 45 1 e
((uil!ui2 llll uir| )1ijvt) ,*/]?)LE‘%JE(CJ,VI)’WIJﬁHE |*EF',E(C3,1)=((U2,U5,UB,Ua),C3,1),E(C5,O):((U7),C5,0).$Eﬁl'éxéj\%/z}'& 2!
— AN B SRR IORE ] LA A A — S T IR A A T 6 Ji - JBORY. e 1 A 2R i IR 1 T S A LA TR v o MU
S v B R ORI A ORI 45 R SORE T A S T SO, IR FR AR SEAN AR AR AL — A A
BT I HA R o IUE A vy Z SEAR AR A5 JRTRL ™.

R R FREEN 10, 7R 505 BBk (aspect granule). O (& (U;,C; V) » & (U,Cp V) 1oons & (U, €5 1V, ) )RR T
KA u EEHEHEBR T EERR S(k=1,2,.n)(fF BRE X ERR) R G AR, IS
(U3, (€51, eens € )y (Vi Vs, V) ARICA (U, (G € ey ;. )) AN BRI IR T — N3 5 AR 22 T 1T 1) JR 1, 81
I* 7, ¥(Us1,(C1,C5,C4))=(U1,(C1,C3,C4),(0,0,2)), R I SL A4 uy B AT )& TE €4=0,05=0,¢,4=2.

NERNEEENX 11, R GRS BBk (aspect cluster granule).

O (HU, (€€ €y ) o FoU (€4 C1p s €y ) ooy Pl 1(Cy 1€ oennnCy ) ) 7% I AT A AH G I 1 4R 5

h'7)2 /3 72
(C;,:CjponCy ) 2 FLAT AR R IBCAE (1 75 B UKL #i(k=1,2,...,n) (5 R RE X LI M) R A 4R, fidh
(TSR N (AN D N (R VARSRYAD ) G 1 T I A (T N (PRSI VAY ) I X /TR S 8 T AL
E=(u Uyl ), A=(Cp,Ch 0 €y ) V=V Vo, Vi) A SE AR BE (entity segment). & 1 Bz (attribute segment) A1

{H Bt (value segment).iX & —F1 &5 J5 2, — MR R AR AR T ik R BB A H N EUEBCY VS8
(1 A 7R G A B RORL B AR A AT 1% 7, 17(C1,€2),(0,1))=((u1,Us,Ug), (C1,C2),(0,1)), F& H, SEAA BE O (uy,ug, Ug), Ji& Tk
B A (Cq,C0), U BE R (0,1). 45 — AN /s B AR AT JRURE 1) 532 A BB AN A W — 11 S 4 1% s B B OB 1B 4 s 5 18 1Y)
I8 G URL;  EC J P B AN e — i A, DU s DAy 5 P R AR R X PR R D, R YRR AT T AR g oK
43 HHRESEETHIEXNESTE

X TR A AT RO, 8 B 2 5 3 Bl S e 71 I R R ORE Y [ Y (R A4 is

RERTEREENX 12. HIf(merge)iz H. %18 FAL L KAS BN KOR AR AE BN 2 BT84 T
P2 A B s % R AT URE, T RE (1 2UAT BTe), Vi) ® X Ck, Vid=aer/ T(C1,Ch), (Vi Vi), ST V) @ TTAK Vi) =aet TTAL V) LA K
TTALV)®TTAGNV)=der/ TALVY) SE 1, @24 IHH2 S AF . H H 8 5 sk b R T PRIBHE AR, 7 3 g HksE
B BAET(G), V) @ ETCy, i) A 1

1) PANERRRURL 1 SE AT Bl 1S B SRAT AN B I oAl G BORE, =5, V) D ETCk, Vi) = ©.

2) T O T IR TR 4 S S AR HEAT B A 7 AR R AN SIS R 5 K AT B B (N O)) TR SR

3)  LREITA A JE LB (cj, ) FIEUE B (vj,vi) I 7R GBURE AT by 25 AR UL (1) i 43 8 SE 284 LR A I

FRAEANBESRAG 48 I LI T (5 0 75 .

5 11, B I 2Te3,1)=((U2,Us, Us, Us) ,C3, 1) 1 7T(C1,C2),(0,1))=((uy,Us, Ug), (C1,C2), (0,1)) AH N FI 25 B 4 1 -

1) faiss
E(€3,1)®71(C1,€2),(0,1))=((2,C3,1):(Us,C5,1):(Us,C3,1): (Ug,C3,1):(U1,€1,0):(U3,C1,0):(Us,C1,0): (U1, C2, 1) :(U3,C2,1): (Ug, C2,1)).

2) B IR T B ORLEE ORGSR

((u2,€3,1):(us,C3,1):(Ug,C3,1):(u1,(€1,C2),(0,1)):(us,(C1,C2),(0,1)): (us,(C1,C2,C5),(0,1,1))).
3) MR AL 2 JE Y BE (Cp, o, Ca) FHIRAELBE (0,1, 1) ¥ 2
((ug,(€1,€2,€3),(0,1,1)))=(H(us,(C1,C2,C3)))= H(Us,(C1,C2,C3))-
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X — AR A 7R SR AR TR, R 1 7 G

H TR TR — LR 5 A WO 2 EEAT B WA AR B T I € X Rl A2 S LA X BREN 3 M
Ik 53 4 URE AT O (1K) B8 H N #8335 (unary internal operation): i [4] I 28 (horizontal convergence). # 4] 2§
(vertical convergence)F15¢ 42 58 (full convergence), s 3 .4l 5 45 W 51 5 W 5 4 IR 2 1) 1R 4 46t

RERTEREEN 13. #i[IC% (horizontal convergence). JH T B4l 53 415 JEURE, K 3L mb 110 J5 1 UkE 323
A U R AR S A B A B KON JE 34 1) 7 G RO ATE g 25 S IORE IR 18603 15 1 Rl AFDRE I 2% 5 47 g B Al o A
e B8 Y RO IR R A SRR 1 A 2 R A Y T S S R T BT TR AT (R B TS A Ak

FERFEEENX 14, YL 5 (vertical convergence). 1 T H4li 5 &5 S UKL 1 H A 1 J5 1 50 i 43 58
B BT WA T 1 B A B OB FA P B A UKL A Sy 5 SR O PR 18673 12 B AT 0K — > B Al SRR 7 48 7 vy
i BTORE . AN ZERH A A PR 1 R R {5 SR 10 AR 52 25 08 A > T 2 45 Uk T I A [R]— 410 1) S T A 20 145 Bl 2 A 55
k.

RIERTREENX 15. 524 (full convergence). J - a5 245 SUBURE B L A 110 st 1 TR 1l 20 28 A5 ik
ELAT B3 KR E 351 78 B A 5 YU AR g 45 SR IBORE 110 18 43 1% 45 1 0 — A PR i f SO 6 0 o v o s 3
PR I IR LR

i ERTEREE N 16, % H i (aspect shift)iz 5T

Y — AN BB (B, AL V), LT N SR BE BN A B TEBCRI M RER E M T HAA T A BUE VG
SR (R A3 24 5 S0 R IR) R A M e — A A SR 5K A S I T AR (7] — 288 sl ko 4 U 2 BE A IR A
AL TERE I 23 M WE 21208 53R 7R 1 W 7 G AR R AIURE B 5 AH G I 14 B AR Ak, S A B T B 5 0T I 1 B AL 4 TR
PEBA ] (ARSI, R 1 — A B2 A B )78 B ARRORL A Oy 45 BRI 9y A SRy 0, SLBATIE R g 1 2%,
Tt B TA SRR T A T T I R RORE AR BRI A BORL AT 58 AT R AR I B A U
1) 7~ G A RIURLA'E kg 45 SERSORE (1 8 4

AL GERL RS 2 BIAR ff1 J5 BE AR R B OIS RS I T AR S A EEAA AT 73 XRM—ANEM R 1%
HECA BRANTE] X4 58 2R TH R 40— Al 2 AN SN I8 %08 5w ST AR I S — AN 7 THNREAE WS 104 18
35 TR A PR B S v A 1 4 2 o8 B B A3 BUR TT(C1,C2),(0,1))=((U, U3, Ug), (C1,C2), (0, 1)), — AN o LK) 5 3R
J2 3RS AR B (U, U, Ug) A 24 T S8 8 BB (Cq,Co) % 00 0L A1 28] e 5 J 1 ) B T 43 A T I AT R B B M is A A
au(£7(c1,¢2),(0,1)))=(((u1,u3),d,d1):(ug,d,d3)).

44 FEREFRNZEHNEDERAE

BE TR AR EBURL IR S A 1 B R 2 [ 248 2 ASAEAE 1] (disjoint), BV &, &(i)),DR(&, &) M AN 52
A ORE AT A F I A B P 2 N OE R R 5K R ,0(6,, B).

NERTFEEENX 17. E7 (wrap)ia %25 H TR 845 BBURL 2 JL 4 B 7 18 HAFIE 40,4
V(8.)= (o 180, 1180) v (6y)= (ébl 2y T 1G,) I, @0 Oh=es (501 (&, 11y ) Herp, So 1Se, 118y O, Moy, 3L
H IRy B SIS TR A 2 HIE B E A BT ARG I8 SRR 1 45 R E R S A BN
B 45 04, — AN TGl T A R 2 5 I8 ST A BURLAR W] REANARAZ , DR( By, B), 1 T B HEBR T 28 (5 D00k 1 47
7 M B 5502 S 45 FOC R A R oA

TR E T H T W ANME BIBURL 2 F] 1R 58 0 2 00 R 28 D0 2 3 &8 AP AE B 5 R R AL R 2 A 85
TE R S WAE L URE AN AHAZ . 24 288 55 90 3 L I T ANE B BORL 2 18] 2 5 AR &0 70 B ) R R AN E &
5 B BURL 2 5 AH 5508 7 A — 20 AW R R e AR R B AN E R e, Ml e, & EN T
P(©s, ) AP(6, ©y), RV 35 1.k 4 BSGHE 43, BRT UL e D S (A2 o s o A S JBIURE 2 [H] PR35 40 B B4R G & P

AT TR, B 5 R A8 R BRI B 25 S5 TR 1R 1 43, B S8 4 B A4 OC 3R i 37, T 4 JRLERT 4
BB R AR B (R 2 N T 1), 1% B8 {5 B 0RL 19 5 7 A 8 T 45 BURL I8 1 20 B 0, 35 0= 0, O &, 1
1,0=50 5N P(6,6,),P(& 60),P(&, O P(&, GBI BISL AL in) B2 45 @=5O &, B4 P(6,,6) =275 H

© PIEBREBEIDIZ  hitp/ www. jos. org. cn



MRIR Sk B R IR ST A 577

SEIXAN ) IR M B R A B S R B G5 KR B AT T R ), R S 8 B S AU IE WA R B R G A
K (1 G5 4% B 1 B R AR S [R). A 3k G HH I SO ) I SOAS B AR B 2 s i A AT B TR L AT R AR R R
RN SR B A1 B OR8] (17358 43 B A R X 43 A I B 43 9% & (canonical part-to-whole relation)#l
I~ M4 2% & (generalized part-to-whole relation). VS 43 5¢ &R BR300 ({5 SR R A A G . 5K
A WRURL B L 4, I 45 ) a0 0 5 A P 3 5 I AE EL R R A R RIBE IR B — B AR RIS B KR T P(0,,60)— ik
ANFRAT. T SR 43 5% Z AN EESRAE 49 3 43 AR T JBURE FRD JER 1 7 4 30 2 B A JURE (9 J o3, AN R B 23 PR 3 2R 5
s K ) 22 3 MK IR P( B, @) RO IX P P 43 K R 1 22 R IR T R A B A AR R G R B F BB AR, A 75
TLL TG R 2 R R I0 R G, 2 254 BEAH I 119 B AL B T AL A8 AN 1) 16 47 2 50 i B L A 1R o 11 4y
IR A, B A S I 102 A SR FORE RS BTV 4 i B A S U 75 SR A At o 1) T R A R ) S
AR B R AT R AR GE T T SCAR 43 DG AR BRI A AL FERE LSRRG M (1 SR b TAT R R AN S A R
WL @, F1 O, ZEAIWT Wi Z RN SUR A &R, il 4t 1 20 BRI T

1) it e=60,06;;

2) WEJR TR R N(O,), S(G), N(6);

3) LW 3 AMRLE R 37 45 R AL 34 S(O) &5 T HR AR HORL B 34 P 15 /N B — AN, I T SLIE 3 O FR T

5 hEMKEERE

5.1 RIFEARKEMMETE
RELRE P PR 4675 1 S, S FRE 3 7 T8 S A 8 o A P 2 P s I ) 1 78 B SR AR A SR DA R A AL — A ek 5
J PR 52 (R s SR AR A AR IRBURE AR LR A AR 5 P 18 A KL P R R B S AR (A5 B R e 2 LA BRSP4
i) 38, Ay A3 5, e 1 B 2% P P PR A SR ORI AR DAy % P S UL ™ X I e SR JaR A (1 DUk g = SREA SR L™
XA RPERE B P T A e Pk 0 A S AL 45, 20 0l R B A AR B AR G I A AMF /R BB A SR URE. ) P 35
JEE d, 2 d AN R IRAEL 28 5 B2 ANt SR AR R BURL. 4 T(B Vi) IR X 4 A UKL 2R 51 B IRAE K Vi IR B4R

E(dvy), e vi(i=1,2,. ) SR d 1R RRIUE. O RIR T 1B, Vi) LM B A v 3 1 AR L SR IR HUAH %2
FEPE X FAN G R G s S5 M5 B R 48 A8 H T 508 5 00 E(d,di) P — 5 (R ) SCIE 3SR 50 i Bk
VA 25 R A5 IR R e, N AR 0 12 2 0 2 08 0 S L 11 6 23 27 T B 1) EL AR DO T8 3 TR AR R A 22 R R TR I
FEAF PR Y TR AR ORL T (B V) 43k 3 2K

FEMABIEENX 1. 4576 L Ed,d) 2, B P(6,A(d,di), N 7BV )FE k=T d; B 1E T B-Biki(regular
B-granule with respect to d;),ic 4 975(d;).

RLE MR E N 2. 47 O B i S(d, di) B A S B 13, WA 06, 5d,di) AP (G, &(d,d;)), ) I(B V)R g 5%
F d; (0 F IE ) B-Y5UK (irregular B-granule with respect to dy),ic 2k 97, (d,) .

R AEREIEE X 3. 47 G Ly Z(d,d) AHAS, R DR(6,2(d, di)), W 7(B, Vi) FK 4 55 T+ di ANAH T (irrelevant with
respect to d).

BT Lk o325 0 OHDRE SR B8 1 46 & b Bl 5 T A 4oL, m B SUAR BV ABURE 1 20 ADURE 4 1

P FAREIEE X 4. A KT di I IE T B-F0k 2R & e & A 15 EURE 97 (di) FR A 26 T 2(d, di) I N A% 15 B
#i(kernel granule with respect to &(d,d;)),ic 4 Ag(di), % A5 B0k & v 5815 EUB0RL &(d,d) Y Azl

FLEARREEE N 5. JTA T di iR IE I BP0k 58 2 B 53 45 135 0K 97, (d,) F} A 56 T31d, di) il AR T A
BERRL(hull granule with respect to &(d,d;)), 100 Ag(dy), AR A FHURS 1 ME & 3R IA 1K) Frege Jfr I8 11 75 BT 1 mh (1320
FEIX k.

P AARETEE X 6. ¢ T E(d,di) 1 WAL AE EBORE 55 41 e A5 R0 28 -4 7 2(d), i) 1R b S 480 4k 8 96 T =X dy)
I AR5 B SUkE (corpus granule with respect to &(d,d;)), 0 24 £2s(d).
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BL 1> R 45,4 B=(c4,C,),0i=d;.
1) W IR A s B, SR AR X P SRR &X(d, dh)=((uy, U3, Us, Ug,U7),d,dy).
2) Wi RGBSR (Cr,Co) M R BN G AR SR T :
I31(B,(0,1))=((uz,u3,ug),B,(0,1));
I5(B,(1,0))=((uz,u7),B,(1,0));
7I3(B,(2,0))=((u4),B,(2,0));
I3(B,(2,1))=((us,u6) B, (2,1)).
3) X 2) AN R SR ORAE NS PFJE B B B W3k JE M d IR g 4L 40s 5T, 25 G vl O oo
O1=64(11)=(((u1,u3),d,d1): (ug,d,ds));
O,=04(12)=((u2,d,dz):(u7,d,dy));
05=34(13)=(Us,0,d2);
O4=34(13)=((us,ug),d,dy).
4) FIHESSHEE MRS 1) e B IR IEBRLEd,d) ) US55 KRR A
0(61,4(d,d1))A—P (60, 5(d,dy));
0(6,,4d,d1)) AP (0,2, dy));
DR(©5,5(d,dy));
P(6,,2d,dy)).
5) KA 4) I 25 J X6 2 A4 iR 4 2%
KT dy B B-0RE A s 975(d1)=14(B,(2,1));
S F dy (A I B-IOREA s 97, (dy) =73(B,(0,1))F 97, ,(d,) =73(B,(1,0));
KT dy AT IR 73(B,(2,0)).
6) 43t ¢ T Ad, dy) A S UL T R
W AR R Ag(di)=(9s(d1))=13(B,(2,1));
S EAE BEIBURL: Ag(dy) =( 975, (d,) : 975 5(d)) )=(73(B,(0,1)):75(B,(1,0)));
AT BBORL: 5(d)=(Ap(dy): 4g(dy)).

6 hIEMEAEEIERKIK-BIE-ERESLH

25 AR B B AR NP AR A T 7 T I PR IS 9T £ L R 4 v 10 R B MR A 4 A T 2 45 M 4k
EAV KRR Rk I PR S 7 2 48 5 o Kl 11 5 A0 I 28 DS 5 5 1520 B EAV R GE IR, 04 201 21 A5 i 04 (14
SERIAAT B3 R FE R BT GRC 2 1 38 - 45 A b 5 i AR R 1045 B R, L v SR AR 7 LR i 454
e HAR B il EAV,0EM,RDF L& SDOM [f)L 1t B R4l DL Ja -5 b Y A 1) e 4L AL R 55 T+ GRC L
AR 308 EAT I A S 7 28 40 FFHEDRE 2 5030 2 A, 0 43 50 [ AR R0 L2 R) I EAV 5 284 ) R T80 R0A S B, 4
Trial DB, Ay Fii &£ KAt 21 1 (1 e adle Js A Ak 341 T .

FEEAT N (2 G5 A5 T R L s Dby RE RS B 08, 5% B A 5 7 1T ) T4, 45 AN GRC {5 B B0k 2 H b &
BRI B R s OGRS, LR N GRC 5 JEURE L AIE 5 2 H ks R 45 LR VE R LS . GRC S 3 A JR 5 2 J/ 7
155 BBURE, B — AN RS2 u HAT 8 1k ¢ B v (1 = S0 4L 06 B T 9 e 10— AN B eA% /8 ST I A S 5 )5
ZE16 GRC & IB 5. 1F J& EAV KR 5 BE A I JAR ¥ — 4B 11 ER 28 20 iR B 55 B M 37 BA T A4S BA TS (R4
T[] SEAAAR IR AT RIE P 44 WL EAV R it —17.

Anhgj i 5 45 T EAV RTEE I R BOHR 176 mP (R ki R TS gy i) EAV SEBILT SN B 2 o A i
EAV 5 th £ 45 ER 4543 Patient fR17 T A BISEAME B, W09R N2k 4« 1900 LA 20 L IR0 93 A b UL 7 )
PEZ Attribute 58 ST M s SO T, W R RS TRAE S I 0 44 T S T B B 8 T A AT EAV
AR CHEE TR R Data, IZRA R RABEEMNE X LR AN ZMLAR AR THARTHAS R
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2 2 ) 0 A e 2 A PR e 7 B IR 02 A 0 2 v 2% 18 1 9 3 B £ I P, B RE A9 AT g
FEAN TR (K1 18] 4 22 R A S A8 45T N 1D+ P 1D AN S ME—f 5 1) O 6 R0 5 TN T — A LTI Tl 6 23 1
7B date JH 3R AN AAEREAE H IR 733115 (K 2.

Conventional table EAV table

N\

Patient Data
patientID: Integer < patientID: Integer
name: Varchar(38) date: Datetime
dob: Data attributelD: Integer
gender: Char(1) value: Varchar(255)

Attribute

attributelD: Integer
attributeName: Varchar(15)
dataType: Varchar(15)

Metadata table

[45]

Fig.2 Database schema for simple EAV model
B2 o EAV REIRT I 1 Bid A A o )
hi [ XN GRC Fr ZHIA K] 2 h¥) Data &, 15 56 MG 14 ) 82, @l . GRC ¥ i 15 & 0K =TT 4
(u,c,V)F R A 4 47 B (patientl D,date, attributel D, value) (1] Data 7 ic! 5.3 1 5 F& I DK 16 2 B 45 38 6] ¢ 1k
LIy ELAA 5 KA BB T . 24 GBI U 5 2 s A1 25 A A4 ARG 2 0ot v f X il D 8 £ 3 2 EL A X
b 8 Q01 0T 580 2 9 A S TR 09 28 TR LG IS AN a0 DX 3 AN [+ e TR 2 7 L ILAEE [ BB AN [ i B, vl DA e
P i patientID 55 date ZH 75— A PE— BRI bR AT AL u AR AT R EERLRE B8 1K) EAV SR B o 2R
V149 2 T Al 5 P (T ISR g 3 D A — Pl B SRS v T 2 2 A SCHR [14] TR 2 AN R AR A, R 15 SR A4
J b SR e Y B 1 R 5 3K TR AR RORE (1 e AT R — NP 4ERE t P on A (utev). T
Fi 02, FORSS 2 Rl B Jie 1) v 75 B R BRI E GRC 4 it X Fdy™ g BUAR BN T R R AW
JEE AR AT RAS I N VT 22 A7 8 1R B4 2 A7 7 55t 490 0 5l 9 i B el R v S ) g N S T ) IR O AR AIE AT 20 AT
S IXFPNT GRC A5 SRV (10 2 9™ e i) f8, 2 o o AL 308 A SR AT 5T 1) — AN T 2 0 T X R ) LA — 254 e A
B W7 ko Y
TEAE T 5 75 BRTKLTE EAV. SEBL AP I s 75 202 i, nl ke 5 AR RS S0 i B B (RRE 5 22 7 5 5 1)
JUFPIE SRR EAV U R ARAE, NI AE EAV L SEIURRE Pl BT AR — A S0 88 AR BERURES 2110 S B, 7 252
TURE B 7R S o2 SCH T AT SR AR R 27, DA B 4% b 52 2% 15 B R S8 R s K (B JR TR R 458, 7T LA
AN P AT L R RERGE T AL 36 I3 S B 00 JUAZ 5. 2 L0 T () s ], IX Se s M i A R G e 5. BRl G
BHL WEARICERIEH .. REFHOE T S T IR, SR 18 S S B AR A v SRR E 2 S KA
J AL EE XS 3 iR ik 52 5 FUREL 1) 5 B3 B, m AR ) B0Hs 126 b 1K MO B4, 20 0 A M0 48 58 SE AR S L JE 1% b
RSS2 (s BAURL) « 75 S e 1 IDURS: 7 F 0 T A S A4 (B AR URE) LA S AR 28 Jag PR 4R b IBURY 2 (B 4 5 ) 4 i s 4
ORGAEFERURL). N SQL B IEE ER R B R EG4 € T WHERE ¥ AR SEM A Bise 1 &5 R b o5 23z ]
B AL AR R G 45 € T WHERE T AJ 1 88— J8 MR HUE 45 18 3R [T AT 15 G 45 1 10 EAV AT R R R SR & T
43 5E T WHERE T 1) 1) 2 /N & 1t B U 20 & 450 3R T A 75 45 46 AF 1K) EAV AT A0 SR 545 0 1176 SQL i fy
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AT GROUP BY 11, Bl s i 45 J 4 fi 4 e 1) ik B M AB 20 6 AT A, T 1 7538 %o B 030 o LA
B IR GHIE FOE N T AN % 10 A WA K AR 7R S AR SRR . (1 SR 1D B4R by J 488 1 1A 1) S5 1A 4%
P 5 A A — AN S B A b PR B L EUE T T B 5, T AT B AN 2% 5 5 A R XV I
F M AR VE(INNER JOIN) B R bR 45 1 415 3 SR FH 1) 2 A v D6 2 BN 22 ARE R R LA Trial DB AR T
EAV REMALEUHERI T SRR E RS2 b, LR H R A4k EAV RGP INER, /&%
TrialDB Bl 5 ) (ad hoc query) 7 btk 5 22 B 4 17 4 B R 48 1 (1) 5z i,

AR 5R B (1) EAV AR Y K TH [6) 6 4 1) EAV EE45 EAV/CR A 304 Bs ERE X b N 7 e o A2 2 e B
PR G BRI . o d e XS IR 4h N AR 44 (domain ontology) {7 & 1N I A< 44 (application ontology)fs
RO TR, HE 1T AT LA SEILAS R IR A5 S R SRR A S X e T 2 Tk ) EAV B S 4 nl R g
T3 K R 2R TR A R A R BORE I8 S AOHEL R e A E e i 0 3L rp RV Trial DB U5 AR AL T S URE
PEALRE S 1 EAV R ARG 01, T TrialDB 36T (¥ WebEAV L}z SQLGEN H i (1 sz Bl B s i 22 . B
GG KRB 2 vh 5 ) R0k 6 S TH AR 46 A5 55 w0 5 35 1 BRI R G T B 1 IA T ik 2 i s S
e, BRI 9 F CSDMS Ay 52 L L il

5 10U T A T 1 DG R RO (1 45 P R AR 2 T S T AR G AR A IR 10 R R IR R PR G2 sk
LI EAV B4 12 1 3 T 45 10 (10 R JSERURE BV R B by — R 366 - 40k 20 2 IAHURE 1k 36 R 48, EAV 54
JE b (¥ AR B O B B e St SR S AR 308 - AR i — () — e s B 7 2, 1T DA A 2 40 5 1) 9 2 ) S
S5t B I 2 B A 1 S, AR X A OB AT D 5 AR S R, AT T o K2 o 2R 0 0k A 56 B O A7 1) ) R, PR R e B
WY R TR GRC W% 784> % 58 T 32 P 1 21 45 W A0 S0l Fe s 6 Bl IR B il 3k R K ) T AR R,
A LARIT L GRC Jhy Ar 2, 155 FL A4 3R 7~ A5 78 1) S I S5 A0 5 JEL IR0 — A P REDRE 1 2500 23 BT L 61

7 HRiIE

RSB BEAGFNSE I 3 Ay THT FR G0 b 48 P I 56 35 TR0 SR BELUR (0 7R AR, Al 7R SR A LI 67T 9 11
T R LSS RH R IR (4 B 0 4R 22 5 Ak Jy 12 A% T — ol 5 4K U 0 AR S SRR DR R R I I S i v
(EEEH

1) AR 25 R I s A TR T 400 20 27 D0 AL R P, w] L 15 AR SRR R 1k T v 2 B 3 4y
S HE B (0 AT, G X () A5 AR B AR IR ) (0 UF BP0 A B B R R R X R R S A A M
FiR i 77, LA AT 3% S A1 v SO LR} 2 SR 73 B 22 S, AN AT A2 HHOB (R 5 22 B VA 8

2) MR 1% 1) 28 35 1 SO M) P 2% A1 JORE 2 28 110 52 4% 5592 R Ay 320 5 AL e SRR 38 1Y) SEZ 1 o 52 g i
TR T AL B A REDRE T A o R e g B 1 o B P A s R 1) s i SCTR L 3 1 . 1 R 2 U
03 FH 50 B G T A 3 1 s 1S MU & AL

3) P b Fen AL B R 1 A R B I E AT B )2 A R B ) A A L R R ke
AR AT SR IR 1B AR 91 1, 185 GRC B EAV (1 BRI bz F5E AFURE BR 18 SR AT T 78 1 PR B2 97 I S0 5080 8 B R 4t
F B S R T FLIAT 1Y EAV IR 2R 40 X SRESER A B IR B8 (It T R 3 X 0 — 0 5 0RE B R
PR LA T ST 0 AN, 7] 5 SOk KRS P 7 VR S AR IR R B2 97 RGN B2 it T # 2.

M T A 20 R RS B A AR A T 1 2R A B G VF 2 2 HURDRS SE I8 o 09 108 ) A0 20 i . 0% M o)
G0 A T A A 0 45 SR 1 ) AR TS ATL T Dl T AN I i 3 LRI B S, T R (I S 1 AL A

1) RTIR A5 RIORL I = Je 4™ R 3] 58 v 4 52 119 i S48 2, 0 N A e T AR R P RIS R LR £
AL P (1 Bn 8 el 4 7 EAV J5 058 T v 48 BN IS 1] 2 J88 6 I i) — S AAR AN [ B ) Jo P45 AL 10 B ) At

2) )KL P 3R 38 B T v B A ORI (R B TP AL {5 R RIURE (2 3R 2 Rl I Ak G B AR LI R A
B RO BB BE) 1 22 A R 48 1) S 2L 50 s O 4 SUBCR, 5836 EAV. B RIS RS 16 92 0I5, I 4 37 58
#1¥) RDF,OEM B At - 25 44 Ak 3 7 BRI 500 J88 3 7 Y8 B0 10 RIS ) AU G o 5 8 R0 8 B U 7 I S 8
G5 R PE R, T RE 4 I — SN ) B 54 L g A 1) R
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3) s KSAAORIL ) 2 1) 42705 5 T RLAL 1 .
4) AARIRE) Web 155 57 G5 B i e,

Bt UL A SCUR L S IR VR AR T 42 TR L DB g R AT D) S 55 B
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