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select 7X
Q1 where {7X Uvithitp//www.w3.0rg/1999/02/22-rdf-syntax—ns#type
Uvihttp://www.lehigh.edu/~zhp2/2004/0401 /univ-bench.owl#UndergraduateStudent}

select 7X

where {7X Uvihtp://www.w3.0rg/1999/02/22-rdf~syntax-ns#type

Q2 Uvihttp://www lehigh.edu/~2zhp2/2004/0401/univ-bench.owl#GraduateStudent .
2X Uvihitp!//www.lehigh.edu/~zhp2/2004/0401/univ-bench.owl#takesCourse
Uvihttp://www Department0.UniversityQ.edu/GraduateCourse(}

select 7X, 7Y

where 19X Uvthitp://www.lehigh.edu/~zhp2/2004/0401/univ-bench.owl#headOf 7Y .
7Y Uv:ihttpi//www.w3.0rg/1989/02/22-rdf-syntax-ns#type

Q3 Uvihitp!//www lehigh.edu/~zhp2/2004/0401/univ-bench.owl#Department .

7% Uvithitp!//www.lehigh.edu/~zhp2/2004/0401/univ-bench.owl#worksFor 7Y .

2Y Uvihitp://www.lehigh.edu/~2zhp2/2004/0401/univ-bench.owl#subOrganizationOf
Uvthitp//www UniversityQ.edu}

select 72X, ?Y, 7Z

where {7X Uvihttp://www.w3.0rg/1999/02/22-rdf-syntax-ns#type
Uvihttp://www.lehigh.edu/~zhp2/2004/0401 /univ-bench.owl#GraduateStudent .

7Y Uvthttp://www.w3.0rg/1999/02/22-rdf-syntax—ns#type

Uvehttp://www lehigh.edu/~zhp2/2004/0401 /univ-bench.owl#University .

9Z Uvihitp!//www.w3.org/1999/02/22-rdf-syntax-ns#type
Uvithttp!//www.lehigh.edu/~zhp2/2004/0401/univ-bench.owl#Department .

2% Uvihttp!/fwww.lehigh.edu/~zhp2/2004/040 1 /univ-bench.owl#memberQf 77 |

27 Uvehttp://www.lehigh.edu/~zhp2/2004/0401/univ-bench.owl#subOrganizationOf 7Y .

7% Uviihttp//www Jehigh.edu/~zhp2/2004/0401/univ-bench.owl#undergraduateDegreeFrom 7Y}

Q4

select 7X, 7Y1, ?Y2, 7Y3

where {7X Uvithttp://www.w3.0rg/1999/02/22-rdf-syntax-ns#type
Uvihitp://www.lehigh.edu/~2zhp2/2004/0401 /univ-bench.owl#AssistantProfessor .
9% Uvthttpi//www.lehigh.edu/~zhp2/2004/0401/univ-bench.owl#worksFor
Uvihttpi//www . Department0.UniversityQ.edu .

97X Uvihttp://www.lehigh.edu/~zhp2/2004/0401/univ-bench.owl#name ?Y1 .

7X Uvihttp://www.lehigh.edu/~zhp2/2004/0401/univ-bench.owl#emailAddress 7Y2 .
2% Uvihitp!//www.lehigh.edu/~zhp2/2004/0401/univ-bench.owl#telephone 7Y3}

Q5
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