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2. #E oA
2.1 OWL (Web Ontology Language)

W3C 9] Semantic Web activity Q1 OWL < DAML+
OIL & 7|¥te & vdyE Jej2 AlwE 1S 9s 4
SE22 EF ¢dojolth. OWL = DAML+OIL 7 A}
3 P25 7HA 9, DAMLAOIL 9 WY 2uo] 9} &
4 22 olF & WSkl RDF/RDFS ¢ Wsts
T8-3}5 H3]. OWL 2 DL(Description Logic)= 7]HFS
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Fd9S 7Ha 7] wiEel DL ¢ e 7HAAL
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AsHEAE AIE o 237 Uov) Huigke] 1%
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{ tsuper(* individualvaluedPropertylD ') 1
[ timverseQf  individualvaluedPropertylD ']' 1 [ ' Symmetric' ]
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| ' OntologyPropentyl’  ontologyPropertylD { annotation } ')
dataRange ::= datatypelD | ' rdffs:Literalr
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