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2AaE3 oA @AY AR 2258 T =¥ FY Yol ASH 4. ol2H

Loy N tlo 12

® EAde ME e Puiro] EAAT AfHo2E
olgA adHoz EFEY AUl st Holvh. oleld ovulH olB 4 & HA A WordNetol
Common Thesaurus 5% ol-8-@ 7id 71uke) Aol Rol ALHUTH. A% o] &L 27|v} ofd

s 2228 789 JRE FHHE 2TE AdsteE A2 AEY JNdN qdd AES
AN E ALY & UAThE FWAM ofF Fulag dojth, oE =E7E AWl oM

& AAAY AdE AT A AR

A AASE g A & 2 dolEe oBAL AF st WHe BAFA et
B E=Toali GSN(Global Semantic Network)$ ol 8814 2A7|v} oA & #HASE dolelwolx
A zde] A BApsts dolE oldAel & AAEI o)A dolH olAAME HAY 4 Y& UL Al

ekt

1. A8

o]AXY t1F FRA22RH F2d FRE THA= A
539 EF& AdseE AL Y ity g FRE
& AANZLE ALY F Ut SN ofF Ev|EE Yol
t}. old ¥ =7& MLsEd AdM FE EARL 993
oz d@g FREY EFH9 ddolrt. A THA, AHE 9
g ARAso EAQAN AAHozE: & AAAY AdS
A2 Qe ARE oA ARHoz FAL AASL FHE A
ojt}, AAHQ AR A2®o]yq ALE AT AR A2ELS
olu] &M AEER M2 & YAFRE /MY FHH2
2 Agd REo), oA FWeljr B of 8o, 7Z, AR
o} oun Z3 #EY uiH ojFAAe EAI LA =HH
ojz|lg AHES AR ALY F ARE 37] Y AA
g wgo] a7t

oA Mol FFL dolguo]x Koo A ofF F8
g EAolti[3]. HIolx ol2F ojFHQ dojEHo] 2ol N
o) AR 5% FAME 53] AviHd B¢ @dd A7 E0|
o] AP k. 2u] o)A A (semantic heterogeneity) &

27n} o] AAJ(schema heterogeneity)® Holg ojaA
(data heterogeneity) 22 Y& + d&d,

B =Ro|xE GSN(Global Semantic Network)& 7o
£7]v} o]dAL sASE dolgulolx A|2FoA WAEE
dlojg o]lAA 9l & A olg dHoly oA L HA
T F AE IgE Adet.

2. #A¥AT
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2.1 WordNet[4]

WordNet2 <ol o3 A48 mdxk3r] Astd Axd
TP Y oitte] AF T2 Ao Ago|rt. o A|AHE
2ol AlAayagt 28 ApHY 7)Ed tEol o ol
9 71%& 7Xx Ak, gol9 HAl, FAF, 282 HE
A} 58 Zolo] AP (synonym set:synset)oZ FAEHIT
olE Foo] Ag ZZe e of Adg ZETY.

WordNet ol&8]® synset olgtx E& ¢ =83 2
Fog AN Zt synset> @& £ golHelol dA)

synset# THE synsetEZe] BAAEL 77l v
¥ Qe (semantic pointer)2 TA®T. 9u] IAEE
synonymy, antonymy, hyponymy, 1213 meronymyE X8}
o o] Pehrt AUk, WordNet2 @A7ZEA 95,600 7He] A
2 g do] FH(word form)E E 3§33, o]E2 70,100
A9l wo] on)(word meaning) F¥ Folo IAFow FA
Hol k. WordNetel 713 F€ 3L oy FRE ol
ezt obd wo] gojmlo 98 FAs Utie Aot}

2.2. Classic Approach[6,9]

o] ML ol tiF AR A28 X¥dE s
o AY 27|vjE FH3E Zold, FY 27vlolA XY
27\0l29] o3& HOSQL, SQL/MT ZE <AoJEE ol &3}
o FEET. o] W xHL #A dolguolxe AA
A& do|Hu|olxol B§ Ale] WAEE 27Iv} o]AA,
Tz4 oldAY #Fo} RFojA Utt. 1= ouiF
o]ld4L HAs: v A4S I Y. E o] W
He 27yl B B4 2o oz A4 Evie F
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A oldHoln FA TFd A8 27 E AP 2
doe gdE M3 A,

2.3 Federated Approach[8]

o] WL o]He] WA o]HAFHQ AlEzle] 8FE ThE
T 9EE AT ReR tF TYH 27vt 7w g, o
HPE oldA o] FAHEC 47Ivl B dANA sdED
2 A B 279 74
adEe A2 A8R) a7 AR 2ago] FoEAY
AAE 987 A& o §FAHY FAE LAAUG.

2.4 Concept-based Approach[2,4]

o] WH& DB B Al dAgste ov9 ojANE HAF}
7] 184 Common Thesaurust} WordNetd #e oj3 AR A
288 AMg3le] oue Z3 Ed eyl & JdEHEES
ERAA Foh. olg olF AW AadHo: FHEN FIT
@A E9lol(synonymy), FH(hypernymy) 9 HeHZ &
Aol ERAF7 A7vt oy AEE S tig ¢nF
B2 AT reference® ALEHET,

3. Data value °©13d4 312 71§

3.1 dole) gl ol

dolEiuo| 2t 27uks} HolHol osl 57l WEa 9
W ol@ge x7luh oldyw oy oldHoR EFE 4
Atk dolelel ol AA e £7ln} ojaAe] AR FelM &
Asti: dely T o)W Fo2 WAt

Client table
name sex ssn job nation | weight
BgE | 9 1223809 B KOR 70
ATE o 2138220 2d KOR 65
A5E 't 1214990 3)AH KCR 55
Request table
oid ssn Pname date Day
1 1223809 el 06/05 9
2 2138220 3 07/21 i
(CDB 1)
Customer table
UP_ID Name Address Jobh weight
1630233 | Jong H. H Kimpo 3] Akl 140
1224539 Park S.K Socho o &t A3 154
2138220 | Kwon D.h Dukso R 143
Order table
O_Num Customer_[D Product weekday
1 2138220 shampoo 1
2 2138220 lipstic 2
(CDB 2)

<3 1> BY =Rl sk 5 /e CDB

B =T dolg ol oA #dol 23& #Hi 3
7] WEo] A7v1E ojAA L sido) @ ey sHF g
27)e} o] A4 9 AL g 71y gu{2]d] rjxgct o
olE o ojAMoz A YAY £ Ue EAFEE B =%
M= FA 57HA2 FEHAC

1> A2 & F2A(character set) 2.8 Qg o] A4
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olgg FEL HolE ule FUF £ dEiM A2
ot B2 AL ALEEAE Aol doldr). JdE B9
2g[1lelA CDB 19 ol #=9 CDB 22 Name BZ
t 2L olFAER) diEA 23 ol
(Park.S.K)2 H#dsta Ut}

2> oo Zn §80] & dvolE ghol i o FA
ol E FEL dolH # TN v AF FxIt A
e ZAf-ol ARch Aol “HAA RE AMEY o] F
< N@aE Fogo] dA CDB1 job £49 Az
CDB29] Job %749 Wigtd& M2 F4& A9 @A
FolA g

3> numeric vs string(eq. Meaning)©] &4}

o]zl g 2EL numeric value?} string value?t 5 Y8+
Ay fAbg 9uig AlgE 9o wAdd. dAAY
DBollA] ojelg @& A3 LAsith CDB1Y day &4
& «“¥ 7 = CDB29] weekdayd 1, 2,.. 59 @35} v
3 Hrh Grade{ABC...}1t grade{90,80,70,..} & #l%&
@ o & & AT

4> A&H 849 oldA(esp. in english)
CBD2¢] Park S.Kehe Alge] ol&o| CBDIAE
Song-Kong ParkZ E&#E 7% o2 FEo0] @A}

5> vgle] ojzd 4

olglgt 2L E3] NZ & =FYL ALY F¢ W
sk BAlolth, CBD12] weight £AoM = kg& ©F
Y d9g ALEE9 T CDB29 weight £A4004E #&
Z(p)7t G E ALEHA

WordNet

TPAANA VA A AL L A N LT

<29 1> GSNell M o] F dolg wo]x §3 2g

<28 1>& <& 1>9 5 CDBE GSN& 0|83t £7)
ul o] G HAY EHFE HAFET F CDBY F{ A
BE A2 AAz ofjf dHolBo deE 73t}
do]g el olAAMLE valueAle] 9] concept hierarchy,
functional dependency AKX & olzigt w3 go|Eol

#hgosd da & & Ak
3.2 934 #2 @A
3.2.1 Hol% W= B4 283} o Hol¥ 4y

(@ numeric vs string value conflict® 7}xlE o



20019% A EAS 72 el Ee=FF Vol. 28. No. 2

i3l wig HolE FA(ol:entityl.attributel. 8=
entity2.attributel.1)

@ Ho]Eo}4 2] PK2} Candidate Key(¥FE7)E Z4

@t} Candidate Key: Elo}E ol Al uniquedt gETE
7tAE B2, (unique values/total value)?} threshold
ol EA48lH Candidate Key® A A @}, functional
dependency® HolEZ HE

® valuedlol A & 4 QU+ concept hierarchyg® T4 &
7] 943} string El¥ o] A gulF dF #AE 74
@ @9 oldAol wAsHE Y=o did @9 wiPE Hol
2L FA(9:entityl.attributel=entity2.attribute 1+1.2)

<Y 2>% <& 1>9 HolEo Primary Keyg F4H2og
el gd=2ko] functional dependency® B A FEo},

el
! 1 [ t *
L t + t +
L t + t
<1y 2>

<E 2>% oY) veht = functional dependency&
ol22] ez veld Aot} Cadkey: FHIIE Pkeyd ¥
A = oA fUgt diole FgEE T A =9
oot A9 A FHAA ;9 o)HFAAE HAs=H <H
2>9] glo]Eo] Iz},

Concept | Entity Attribute | Pkey Cadkey
name Client name ssn

name Customer | name UP_ID

job Client job ssn

Job Customer | job UP_ID

weekday | Request day oid

weekday | Order weekday | O_Num

Weight Client weight ssn

weight Customer | weight UP_ID

<® 2> "Hlo]Eo| E#§ Functional Dependency

3.2.2 °|3d4 #F
h3& Sl Ud@ oldd A U E PRfolrt

1> 497 2 38UL W where [concept Z2A]dd) o
ste 43 gt PK #, CadK #& 71A Lt sig PKgtol
%3k HojBo] FUF conceptol EAEER AAPTH ¥
A concepto] EAEHE ol HFHE oA selectd o)
%9 4R 7pz e}

2> valueE Abol9] concept hierarchyol sl =HE ofsg &)
o] BE Fzdtd AJg AP
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3> 27 % value 1Y HlolRel stz FYstol
s
4> >3 5.

5> i3 ejo]E-g o]8-3dto] Aite] @ Ty WE

4, A&

2 =R HolE W9 HolE el e 54
& ZAMSY ol @ FAHEE viHo R dolHuo]x
g Ao} B £ e dolg e olAXNL HA
= @ 7R He AGET

AR ZF EopolA ol ou|d FHE o)FHE:
w¥& A F7A gol Yo gr}. AL M=
oA AR Axo AF ouiFH BFL olFs T
ol oyt B =EAA Algte WyE Ho|Eo &)
3} functional dependency, ¢]2 3¢ 4 A o)
5 ulad 7hag W ol #3to gro diw Fu
282 39 o1gA A 4 F park sh o} £
Az ge &2 228 /A1 e @l gsive
A 497yt HEET o] Byl @FL o]
A so] Qlz AE7I DB AARY %3 o] o
Bz ¥gEojol gt Aotk aA%EI} HA
s IE =g FAFCE EAA Qo dAAls
Aot =rijle] disAM T A% Aol &3
‘o] ch.

Mediator & o] 8@ A&3, dvtdd E(rule) 7%,
AR Fr} £ 2AA A& Fo P9 Fo] =¥
A7 FA2 Fo} g HA AT Folrh
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