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New Inlining Method for Effective Creation of Relations and
Preservation of Constraints

Sung-Chul An*, Young-Ung Kim'

ABSTRACT

XML is a standard language to express and exchange the data over the web. Recently, researches
about techniques that storing XML documents into RDBMS and managing it have been progressed. These
researches use a technique that are receiving the DTD document as an input and generate the relational
schema from it. Existing researches, however, do not consider the semantic preservation because of the
simplification of the DTD. Further, because existing studies only focus on the preservation technique
to store information such as content and structure, there is a troublesomeness that have to use the
stored—-procedure or trigger for the data integrity during the stores of XML documents. This paper
proposes a improved Inlining technique to create effective relations and to preserve semantics which
can be inferred from DTD.
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