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Abstract

The ulimate objective of Persond Information Management (PIM) is to collect, handle and manage wanted information in
systematic way that endbles individuals to search the informafion more easily and effectively. However, existing personal
information management systems are usually based on a traditional hierarchical directory model for sforing information, limiting
effective organization and retrieval of information as well as providing less support in search by associative interrelationship
between objects (documents) and their aftributes. To improve these problems, in this paper we propose a personal information
management model based on the concept latfice of Formal Concept Analysis (FCA) to easily build and maintain individuals' own
information on the Web. The proposed system can overcome the fimitations of the fraditional hierarchy approach as well as
supporting search of other useful information by the inferrelationships between objects ond their atfributes in the concept Iattice
of FCA beyond a narmow search.
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<keywords>Semantic Web, Ontologies,
Semantic Web Technology</keywords>
<urp> c:\Tomcat\webappsisearch\docs\semanticWeb\  (b)

DKE41.pdf</url>
</document>

i

3

({Ontology}.

({Semantic web},
{doci. doc2, doc3, docd, doct, doc?}) i {dock, doc2, docs, doch, doe7})

({Ontology,
Semantic web},
{doci, doc2, doch, doe?})

( {Ontology.
Semantic web
Case study},
1doc2})

({Ontology, ( {Ontology.
Semantic web, Semantic web,
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