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Abstract

Extensible Markup Language (XML) is an Infemet stondaord that is used to express and convert dafa. In order fo find the
necessary information out of XML documents, you need a search systern for XML documents. in this research, we have
developed a search system that can find documents that matches the sfructure and confent of a given XML document, moking
the best use of XML shructure. Search metrics foke account of the similarity in fag names, tag values, and the structure of tags.
After a search, the system displays the ranked resulfs in the order of aggregate similarity. Three methods of query are provided:
keyword search which is conventiondl; search with tag names and their values; and search with XML documents. These three
methods encble users fo choose the method that best sulfs their preference, resutting in the increase of the usefulness of the
system.
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DS(ey, @) = a * SS(ey, @) + b * IDS(ey, &) + ¢ * LCS(ey, )
(& a+b+c=1o9, a b, ¢ >=0)

(T 1) 2A RALT Al

<book>

<article>
<year>1973</year>
<titles>Sortings</titles>
<authors>Donald E</authors>
</article>

</book>

(23 2) Y 2A

Ho
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<book>
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<article>
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et
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domz uAE 7HEA ol ofrh

2 =RdANe EAEE Hlustoq Adde &
ALS TagSim3} ValueSim #ke| AMA] 71221
A9 AN FEAE Hol7] A3k WordNet
[151% o] &3tk WordNet2 Princeton Uil
A Dole] AR ofn] dTS ARkl A%
Az"loR o] WAL, FAL FEARAY T
ALE FolFe A2®olth. WordNetdllAs 2
AH o2 JavaAPIE AT glom, & =
A= WordNet2] dictionary databaseE AJAI%H
5ol WordnetolAl A FE APIF, SynSet Z
29 Y5 olddt W EAEY Tagdt
Value ol i@ o1& FAM&A Listd g
2, A4 EAY Tagd Valued @3 vjagod
A EAEY FYAFE AuiAHAl 138t
FAZE A 4 AU

(£ 1) =& RAIE(Node Similarity) 7&

TagSim Z ValueSim &
dA 1 43 1
93 SyrSet 3% | EY3 SynSet 5%

B 19 73L& TagSim¥} ValueSimo 32
2 "Iy #te] ol & %9 substringd A5 1
o, BYA & 79 WordNet® SynSet Feh
9 & 352 Yehih

2.2.2.1 XVLe| BT RAKE Al L2EE (TagSim)

TagSim< HE HAF2E 99 EXEU
A4z JMstae 19 59 2L ¢ugEe F8
3t F TagZ7t QABAY o= §%2 subS-
tringol2bd 1€ YEsAR, 1 g AeHH
WordNet®| SynSets ©]-83l tAEA €9 &
o] F&e 7 Ao AN FA e £AEH
Hlwate] FAAEE HAAsFE 19 69 Syn-
Strength 8 IEFOEHN EAEY FUAH=E
23 FAIRE ALbsith

2.2.2.2 XMLS} gt FAKRE Al 2021 % (ValueSim)

ValueSim AMEAY 5,2 ©¥ EAE 713
I s EFOE JpFdIReH 19 79 2
d1EES A83AS o) % s; £%2 Tokeni-
zing®d 2. 2H TagSim¢¥ fFALS AA #W4g A

Algorithm TagSim
{
Input :

Output : TagSim value (34 0, AW 1)

}

AYHE ©o]& e;, e,, MaxDepth = 3

if subString(e;, ez) or subString(ez2, ei1) return 1;
else { S = Union(SynSet(e')); return SynStrength(e;, {ez}, 1) };

(28 5) Bl RAKT AR 22IE

function SynStrength( e, S, depth)
{
Input :
Output : synonym strength

if ( depth > maxDepth ) then return 0;
if e € S then return 0.8%";

}

dUUE o]§ e, Synset S, depth FH4 o]

else { S = Union(SynSet(e')); return SynStrength(e, S, depth+l); }

(38 6) SynStrength
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Algorithm ValueSim

{

Input : AZHE o|& e;, e, MaxDepth = 3
Output : ValueSim value ( &4 0, ) 1)

S = e,9 4} Tokenize;

v =20;

for( 59 Zt YA e, ol didld)

{ vi = ValueSimComp (e, e3);
if(vi>v) v=vy

}

return vy

}
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2.2.2.3 TagSimz} ValueSime| o

B =RdAE Z+ XML 459 H19 &S
Hlw3}7] Y8 SAX ParserE ©]g3l DOM E
Y2 FAS T Hjdd ARsIHLeH, 1Y 49
Zo] A8 49 g e vmEAY B
e’} FARREA] Al4bslE TagSim(er, €)% 2429
e FFEE #o] Erht FAREA Hlng
ValueSim(e;, e)E ©|&3t9 F XML EAY

NodeSim(ei, e2)& T3k

d& B0, Foiz 7IFA Fol wi=04, wr=
0.6% @, “<animal> dog </animal>”¢] 7Z& 7}
2 ZAM A} “<beast> cad and tiger </beast>”
o] F2& 7H tHEAY NodeSimS T3 BAL
TagSim¢] 73%, B/} BYASEE  SynSet
(beast) & TZ31Y beastd F9o] IAFS T3l
i o714 animalolgh= 590l depth=1¢]4]
#A H¥ SynStrength(Canimal’, {’beast’}, 1)¢]
# 0.8°] HI TagSime 0.89 #& 724 =
o ValueSim®| A%, gkl A 10z
Fol HABHAL 919 A4 'dog’sh “cad and ti-
ger2 gro] T2 o] A$ UdEAY R
‘cad and tiger’E Tokenizedld] ©olZ EEgh
ol ValueSimCompE Tokenizedt I 74z}
9] 9ojE9 SynStrengths 7 #H, AW <
ValueSim0 2 AAgth 9o A$ ‘cad’, ‘and’,
‘tiger’ 2 UIAEAZE B H3lon, ‘cad* 9 Syn-
Strength depth7} 27} HE ‘cad’d] FU HE
AA ‘dog’E ANT + ANk T3k 0.8°%
0.64Z ValueSime T8 F 33tk AH4Ho=
wi=0.4, w,=0.601Z3 7HASAE 7%, TagSim=
0.8, ValueSim=0.649]22Z NodeSim = 0.4*0.8
+0.6%0.64 = 0.7047} Uitk

2.2.3 2ol RAIE

BA AR $AEE Feld LM 19 10
3 2ol 98 BA9) E8) 729 /M fAR E
2 728 ] 9% Aol Wast Uy £4

function ValueSimComp

{

Output :

Input : dIWE 0|& el, e2, MaxDepth = 3

ValueSim value ( #4 0, H 1)

if subString(e:, e2) or subString(e;, e:1) return 1;

else { S = Union(SynSet(e')); return SynStrength(e:;, {ez}, 1) }:
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gk QlE{Ul FEslE| (63 23)

103



Tz L8 FAIEOl 7]kst XML

9 B&3 FE % M EAMEE 489 EA49Y
root® FYAY FARE =2 rootE 3 E
g FRE Fo} FAEE ALEHA Polx FAE

A

o Aol ITA 2 4FE FAL %g Al
o 2Ed 4ERAS RAR FEE A 2R
S 23Y B9 4% RE Ef 728 34
sl HASE Adss AL $BAT FA A%
5 zyAzezA AASHl g AEEE B
=g 9.

A& Eof, 48 A d,9 root =E7} “book”
g A% A g EA b9 =& F94 “book”
olghe o]2¢ AL YAY, REHoz T
o8& 71 = JEA AN, 19 103
2ol 48 ZA 4,9 root=E 49 M Ak
T 5E epd FE I end rooteER e A
g8 Ef FRE AT 48 ZAY Hlade
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o o] NodeSimElo|EoAA 718 & #E 7t

SS(e1, €) = Max(NodeSim(ey, €2))

(a3 9) 2lo| FAHZ(SS) AlH
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19 109 A% 4" M9 /M FARE root
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. 2% 109 A% e AL 2709 el AL
2789 &t NodeSim<S A4Hstd 712 & 9
79 matchlistd] T3k UHEA e,9 #
ZE descendants(e)=2°1", ZAMHWEEA ex

B e

kld]

(24 tHaSA, d)

tltle

GB \
S\
e \ B
. IIDS paper
JANEEVAN
o ;

article

computer sort:
LCS\
deg 2 2 T ompute
O &2
JANIENS

sgftings

a1 F

K Zhe] FAIE ol

104

2005. 4.



Tzt & FAZO J|HFEE XML HEAM HAAIAHE FF

IDS(el, €2) = >NodeSim € Matchlist

/ Max(|descendants(el) |, |descendants(e2)|)

(38 1) K& FAZ(DS) AMA

9} 2= FEdescendants(ey)=2°]2E descendants
9] Max3t?l 29} Matchlist (article, article), (title,
titles)?] NodeSim& A4l IDSE T3t

A= Sof, 18 1094 booke A& FAZ
(IDS)E THEAL WA 7 RERAES T5HY
et 2o,

NodeSim(article, article) = 1;

NodeSim(article, titles) = 0;

NodeSim(titles, article) = 0;

NodeSim(titles, titles) = 1;

o] wl Matchlist={NodeSim(article, article),
NodeSim(titles, titles)}®] i, ALEHFAIE IDS
(book, book)=(1+1)/max(2, 2)=2/2=1°] Ht}.

2.2.5 Z2Ak PCC(Path Context Coefficient)

2224004 g3 w29 g & vlwdt
Aohd o HeAe Efe 9 o EY A
2o tgt FAEE Fetstr] A3, A E(Path
Context Coefficient)?] 7g& 493l PCCE
Y = FASE AL o 9 TR AR
o E¥E =0 i FAEE 837 st
a3ty o & £, AH8A7} “Sortings”ehe ©

<Journal>

<titles>
I

Sortings

a3 12) M1

olg AN|E AT W, root2HH SortingsE
M xEAY B ARE wARE Aot
a9 129 38 139 F BAE vl 24

“<titles>Sortings</titles>"2H= XML ¥A¢E
AME7] 8, 18 129 BEA 1S 19 139
BA 20 vls) AL FARZE AA <title> HIE
AN § glomz FA 1% ZE 72E 7R
ZAE 48 A EA 29 vl 724U dd
A A 10] AA g ZAA § AL

B2 =g 7 EA9 Rt Az
Bzl @A “Sortings“2He Tolthe HAATTH
PCCE AHgshe A& wagHot. sAR, 7}
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& Adste AL M fARE 2AE ANE)
W7l sl wi=Al Fadiy, &4 3 fARY A
$4E Eole W7t ok 18 148 #o] PCC
g A fside 99 HdAM ANE No-
deSim& ©o]&3dt &8 2E(matchlisS 73l
of gt

<Journal>
f

<article>

<titles>
|

Sortings

(a8 13> M 2
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ZH 9 =z o 29 A2E YelE PCC

PCC(ly, e, 1o, ey, threshold) = >NodeSim € Matchlist /
Max( | destr.path(sourcey) |, |dests.path(sourcer)|)

(2 14) PCC Altt4

clists 222304 s ol

ALE(Node-

© O% 149 Zo] AHY Zh valued] Fhol
null?l tag® 7-9$-& ValueSime HE31x %2
TagSim#°] NodeSim©o| ¥t}

o714 AAEL Y& Matchlists 18 #<
frAb AEE HlwdEto, & 13 22 3 et
B19} #t 7HEAE Fo5td 44" NodeSim
A, NodeSimE2 # % thresholdo|de] #T
Foljjo] EFQ3HA 22 eSS AAT WE g
2EE @8} d.path(source)= d.path(source)=
{source, element;, ... ,destd)}E YEr ¢ <l
o, EA49 root TEE source, 1A I
"Sortings"S 7} =52 dest(d)2H1L, “Sortings”
€ 2] 943 & pathE d.pathz} 3t

B =AM 48EAY dipathE T,
A4 dd EMEY dopathE T3t T EAY
BEAQ pathe 133t FARE Al4ketith
& E°f, I8 149 AL dA AAR Math-

Sim) BHlo]& #t = threshold ©]3} &2 WO
2 F fAEY ASAHE EolE Matchlists
e,

d& Eo, 18 15¢ 2 I8 1594 44
< 5 49 EE I 7t HEE AMelr k=
of =3 g vlwsty A Hsd k&
v e A Ao, vHlustgARt oix]
A g xEd diEde FHoz AL
D9 79NodeSim=1, @2 7% NodeSim=0.5,
®9 ¢ TagSim=0.4*0=0°]1 ValueSim=0.6*
1=0.6°]2.2 NodeSim=0.6°] ¥ T} threshold=
03¢% A+ @, @, @9 #ol EF threshold ©]
40|22 MatchlistH o] &0 AZAHAT}:, JEE
Matchlist={NodeSim(book, book), Node(article,
article), NodeSim(article, titles)}={1, 0.5, 0.6}
o] =t}

PCCE A4tsl7l YsiA+= matchlistoll Al 73

[2A1]

[ M 2]

book

_____

article

Sortings A

dest,.depth(source )= 2

Osua FANIES

dest,.depth(source,)= 3
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>
Of X & O X o &

(33 15 F &M
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LCS (e1, ez) = DLeafSim / Max(|leaves(ei1) |, |leaves(ez)|)

(& 16) Y = FAZ(LCS)

LeafSim = PCC(1li, e1, 1z, e2, threshold) * NodeSim(li, 12)

(2 17) LeafSim AL

A HEY & F EFY g9 2ol F maxdk
o ek 3tk o7iA Zol9 max@hd 1
Y 15004 R ] %oldest;.path(source;)=2°] 1L
desty.path(source;)=3 ¢l 7% &4 27} o 2=
2 39 ol M=, aEs 13 159 F
£4 7t PCCarticle, book, titles, book, 0.3)=
(1+ 0.5+0.6)/3= 0.7°]2h= ¢+ 7HAA doh

2.2.6 = AL

=E9 g2 FE DTD EdY TH9 leaf-
nodesol E¥F AL, Tz MEHZ g
2 Ry 9 =X £9E 12sd o 24
& FAEE ST + Yok 28 1694 AAE
LeafSime 94 *E2XHE root =T7tA9 £
o ug MAEE 7HK HolE& LIy o
LeafSim Ho]EE59 &3 Y ==89 /55 Y
Ell= leaves(e) 7 18 165 22 Y =
T HAELCS)E F3}

22544 AHsaRe] o 89 ¥4 A=
£ 1H3] it dE EAY ¥ == 02
FH root =B e7HAY kEEH, N Y £
A9 ¢ EE LERH 94¥ EAY AF EE e
MRS =EE Alole] PCCE 3t} 7)o ¢
= L% L9 NodeSimE F3tH 1¥ 174 2
o] LeafSim& T& % St LeafSime #E4
ol F 249 o =& Jl¢ F Max@ts o
Fol 119 163 Zo] LCSE T3

223749 13 109 A “computer”9}t “sor-

tings"& 7He 9 =t Ud LCSE FaRA.
o714 PCC A4A 00 HE NodeSime #&
W1 AMSHT LeafSime 73] 9% o =
©9| NodeSim< t&3 Zth
NodeSim(article, article) = 1
NodeSim(title, name) = 0.6
PCCl(article, book, article, book, 0.3) = (1 +
n/2=1
PCC(titles, book, name, book, 0.3)=(1+
1)/4=05
o] u], LeafSim(article, book, 0.3)=1%*1=1
LeafSim(titles, book, 0.3) = 0.5 * 0.6 = 0.3
¥ EE, LCS(boo, book) = (1 +0.3)/ max(2,
2) =0.657} €t}

2.2.7 M AL Al daelE

o] o= 13 189 fFAE A4 dxElE
of et Aoty A 134 A4 27F 29 19
9} Zo] root == el o =T M4 e
g Eg F2W r] AR SS(el, e2)9
FAE ARoeRT F FA4Y HAE e T
F AARE A o4 49 E 727 ¥l
A dZ2E 22329 19 109 AAE A 29
Z2o] BA% F2E5 /M EAY A4S, 22449
A ARl e ZAY FARE L& enE
root2 3= Eg] &9} vlwsld SS, IDS LCS
£ 7ok

sh= QB HEES (6 23)
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Algorithm
{

else

E e2 (0] exntt HE)E AM;
2. SS(e1, ez) AA
3. IDS(e1, ez) 7%]’.‘},
4. LCS(e1, exn) AAL
5
1

A : AHEAMY e1, WA e; threshold; 7FEA| a, b, ¢
28 : EA fAFE (Document Similarity, DS)
if e; or e; is leaf node then return SS(e;, e3};

. A EAA 498 A9 root =B e 3 JHF

. DS= a*SS + b*IDS + c*LCS Ak

FAVE A

return DS;
}
(28] 18) FAIT AlA 2n2|E
a9 259 #oh
[2A1] [2A2] agse a9 20 YHBAY HTIHYLS o
book book ‘ITA]'—l—ﬂ' o8 l’]‘%-ﬂ' 7/-1011;]' 1% 22
_ Doc2.xml 118 20 948 #49% vusy e o,
Sorting Computing B9 A9 FR= YASh o] EYA &
A$E FAEE 09609, 18 23 Doc3.xmi&
O &2 A BAY 2= X el29) o) BB dxg
A2 FAEE 0.938°]t) 18 249 Docd.xml
aE 19 ¢ =0k 718 okt Ep) X

Z 19 199 2L rootd) o kxz FAH
FAEY Aed ssuteEx fARE AN
g o, 1 99 EXR® EAY AS BA 29
=& F, BA 19 root 9 7HE AR Bl
ens Fo} 19 189 ¥uEH o) enE F
4 =EE 3+ BEE F& EgUE Hwsld A
RS QAT duEEL AR AW Y
& 7I9teg 2709 XML EAMel tidt EAH
At=(Document Similarity) & A4Hgrc},

2.3 Zickst XML EMS9Q| RAIE HE &

e 48 XML 249 5719 XML oA
EAEY FARE AN Ads 1Y 21%H

2 a9 BAY F2RE YAEY o]l BRFE B
UAF A2 FAIEE 0.889]%, 18 25 Docs.
xml& B9 EA49 727} RE A3 ol
YA H$E FALEE 0.8260|t)

X 2& 4 XML EMES d¥EAMS nimst
of dojRl FAEE YepdThH

(E 2) 203 SAf9} HAM T BMSTIO| SAS

3] DS LCS FAE
Docl.xml 10 10 10 1.0
Doc2.xml 1.0 10 08 09
Doc3.xml 1.0 1.0 0693 0938
Docd.xmi 1.0 1.0 04 088
Doc5.xml 10 10 013 0826
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<book>
|

<article>
e TTT—

<year> <titles> <authors>
| I I l
1973  Sortings Donald E

<book>
<article>

e T —
<year> <titles> <authors>

1973 Sortings Donald E 1973

<book>
|

<article>
T T —

<year> <titles> <authors>
| l | I
Sortings  Knuth

(a2l 20) 23 &M

(& 21> Docl.xml FALE 1.0 <38 22) Doc2.xml RALZ : 0.96

<book> <book> <book>
| |

<article> <article> <article>
— T T |

<year> <title> <author> <year> <titles> <authors> <titles>
| | l I |

1973  Music  Donald 1972 Tony Music

(a2l 23) Doc3.xml FAKE:0.938 (12| 24) Docd.xml FAFT : 0.88 (32! 25) Doch.xml FAKE : 0.826

B =59 AN A2"E SS, IDS, LCSY
A 7VEAE 27 05, 0.3, 028 TS A¢
ojd, A2 AE 7|Zd wat FAEY JHF
Ag AT 7 UESE FHIAL = A=
E F& o} Matchlist A4HAS] &&= thresh-
old gl WA A=Y A7t gE2A UE
At PCCY threshold& 0.6 FUE& A4,
Doc4.xml®] fALE gto] 0.8262.F Docl.xmlE
o B3 DocS.xmlFe Y A7t yoes A
< E 4 JAh o]AL PCC A4+ Al NodeSim

5 %, 06& 94 X3 NodeSime T
A otr] wiEoitt thresholdE® St AL
F BN FARE AT o, T Azt £
AR xko dE fFAIEY AFHES wgE
0|22 Doc4.xml®] Docl.xmld] HIg] ¥ =&
9l o] FABIHElE Docl.xmlel] HlE] k=9
T2 "N Azl dojxinz 9o} e
ARE Zhe Aotk oY AEAE 74 fAIE
9] 7}Fx], Matchlist AlMF Ao L83 &
AAE7) 98] AHEEE threshold, ¥ 19 3

#e 2% g OdFR FAE 2RE M

F 988 B % g,

2.4 XML 2M 2MAAH THE

a9 26 XML &4 ZA4 A2" sEEo|t
9Y we XML #4% AR Z2& XML DB
2RE AAE] AsA 4" 49 DB
=9 37F gA7E dastA Bd. AReE XML
BlI19} ge] x=E &3] A% HI&#t 2
7l0]x, BAE Xtree AA7]OIH, AAE FAIE
Alxtzlelt)y. Mg 93t XML Document DB
A 329 Xtree7l AREO = Xtree DBMS
7t A8 "ot A dAE o 2o

AA, AT XML #ME 48 et 4,
e B XML ElI&F FE7]9A4
XML Ej18} #hol 280 AR, 29 g2
9} k2 Xtree AA70 Eo7FA XtreeZ} A4
g dA, DBl AFE AN o EAE0]
XML BlI&F FE7190A 5250 Z2te] XML

gk QlEfHl HEHEkE| (6 23)
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g

XMLEA 24N A8 ||
{User Interface)

AHE 2NE
SAX Parser2 &€ &

Tagﬁ%\g?we ———lp Xtree _— BAMNE
’ Tag&Content = &7 Mo L AT
‘ .w.fsef) T B Eal @y |
I YHSANY D 31 # o
M N SNES RY
" XML Document T,
Lo Database
(O3 26) XML 2AM ZAM AA”l 5EF
19t ol FEHIL Xtree 714 Xiree7} o] AA Azl 2R A AEFH 7} B
AQEEA A8 e XML BA9 "9 s g€ XML HEUEE 71 XML EAE 24
ZHAIL AR ARZlaA fFARE AR, o) & F= Aoy, INEX049)4 A3 EAES
Ao 2 DBMSY Xtreed FAIES ARE B 7IMEe. 2 ARRAE AEg cogAlo] wet HAE
&, AN FAEES FAET M B o= kg
FEE AAEAY

3. XML &4 74 A=) 7L
3.1 XML =2A] 24 A|A- 294

2 =29 XML 24 24 A5 A44s01d
EAES XML 725 R2E AHEAES 98
TEEYOH, INEX[8]oA  AAIHIZ  Content
Only(CO) 29 Wlelt). 719= 4 wh2)(Col),
71929 Bl ANYA(CO02), XML A A
HA(CO3)Y 3717 F9 WAl FHsl, Axd
-°4 s F84E wolT, AolA AAE FA

T2AE o3t e @E}ﬁé =4

3.2 XML 2A ZA A|ABIQ] 371X] EQJdiA|

CO1 Heo|WA(Input Keyword)> Iyt AFxz
A ZE A ALGRLEO] AMstaat sk 1Y
T dgstd AN ARE JMH LK), XML EA
TZ Aol gl= AHEAEC] P s
THEE d¥atd Y3l FAE AR F
#alsch

CO2 A4 (Input Tag and Value)S XML
A Tz dial ke A2e] Sl AEAE
o] ALEE + QUEE WESSH, AMgA 1
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[= |

A dhe B #e AH dgstel, EM%Y |
A 2Este fFAARE ALt ZAE A4
3 £o2A4 COlL AuAnnt A3 A4 4

}E 7HAYTE Aol sk

CO3 Ao (Input well-formed XML File)
L XMLY F2E €3, HAFTA = well-
formed® XML ZAME 7HAI = AHEAE0]
AN F IEF FEIAT. @A =L HI
o} kg vlwste] FARE EAE AN FE o
Ao e g, Co3 A FA9
gl FRAE DHFORA F FARY RA
g Airete 7}72} FAEE B8 A &2
1:5:5 AAE FE£ COl, CO2RTt 34" &
Hr2jo)t}.

A_ r-ln boim

4. XML B4 24 Az 74

B AoAE XML ¥4 A4 Al*ﬂ‘sl ?—fa%
8| A% XML A4 ZAA A2EL Java
2 F¥59eH, ISPSt Apachel Hﬂi—%— OI%E}
o FEHUL

4.1 XML 2M 2N ALZX} QIE{H|0|A
a3 27 XML &4 A4 Alxge A g9

ojth. Zt Aol WA HolelE U] 3}
o CO1¥% CO2 AojP4L Java Beans® AhE

sHom, Cco3 Y& MultipartRequest'd2]
& o]g3te] YR FdS uolEHo]2d] A
sttt

4.2 XML 2AM 2 A
B =Ro AN AL Y3 XML EA&E
INEXA AZHE 8,000 7N XMLEA 3}
AdE 2 50709 YL FE39 ALgEgoH
A Ade oy 2ol Uit

CO1 Aourae 719=g dgstu A4S 3
H fAS] dggle] A4 g BA QA FAL
g & Zishs BAE Folgm, AN /\l A
o gy 4 Egy FR= 1A @i, o
7 719 E5ke 18dty A AgE FE3) 'EE]'.

C02 A8 WA & A3 E, AR AAs
& e Ha e 4Ested AAgch A4
ol A BAEY g9} Fhe vlmale] 4
AR5 FAZI B2 L2 FYIIEE 3t

Cco2 A9 WAL Co1 %4_4%“401] Hlg) 2
AN z"Ho]| MR XML EAEY 725 <1
JE AHEAREC] #¥ ofugt XML #A419 HI
MAE BBste AMe 48 uf AEsH &
o] wojty, CO2 AYWAL EA9 HI
st g g BHES FAEI 2 &
o032 Jgs) Fo24 Bt AFHE /M 2AE

P

Pn

XML 24 {

I e

E

(T3 27) XML A 24 i

roh

o= QB HEss| (6 23)
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FxEo Y& FATOl 7|ekEh XML HRAM HMAAY TH

A48 FE F84e

CO3 A9 W4e XML A dig AXe
7B e AHEAE well-formed® XML £4
g d¥§eEA 5 EA4Y =& 7 B9 g
T oflet BA9 EF FRAAE st fAb
57t & €8 EAE HAE o

d& £, W M9 F=27F book. article
title.computer$} book.title.computer®] TZ& 7}
A3 Y3 AR} “title’©] ‘computer’°] v‘f’r‘]
g 73‘33}-!—1]' & A4, EgY FxEM 22
o o & fFAEE FoT Aol

1% 29¢ €039 43y A3 ez 19
289 FzE 7k BAME d¥sidE A% AA
Az sidoln, HIE ‘4’2 FE& ‘computer’ &
74 12097.xml BA7} 7P AR B AL
2 748 e & 7 0ok

<article>
<ti>computer</ti>
</article>

(38 28) 3 29| 7=
5. XML &4 A7) 715 ¥l

B HoAEs 7129 XML A #A79 7%

TR ALE Y A2EE o f
%i nEm e A A kEe Px xﬂf&
&, g1 72 AN 9%, g Z4 47 BA
T2 AN AR HAY {84 SHE 1}
o F 37 Zo| vlwstgrt

Yosi[7]& BF& AT A4 g BMY T
ZE ol= AEAEC XMLY HIES F29
A3sA 2@t AAsjoF st 27o] glom,
A AN = 2o 2EE AMEA} YAt
Me friAde] golArh

Zobel[9], Salton[10]& A koA A&t
Zog M AR BRE FolFed E3Ho
JoH, AAEHE BFEL d#4de) gdaEs 2
geojx A#HE HAHR 7] wid XML #H
IVE ZAMoEs DA gor, dsA ge
A8AR g g o AN G4 &
de] Eojzict,

Richmond[11]e14 BAEE &YL @A FA4
o BEE DEE TA9 NuFoEA I Hof
7b U vEE Bole 719E AR A FE
FoE B A7 AN2"HH 2 F4 AN Al2H"
& AZe FA gonE ALA UEHo|AH
A A 80 "ozt

Carmel[2], Fuhr[12], Grabs[13]914 AAH
YL XMLAA Al AMg 1A e 72 7

m[o

Total:12 Adticles( 1/3Page=s)

- u‘aams « D 2-LeatSim).

] r297.><m 0,5842105 ( 05 = 1. uﬂ+5?332]ut;c; 0.2~ 042105263 = —E—)\EJ‘I
) et 0,58666566 ( 0.5 13;8%63558082 0.2~ 033333334 - o
Z S 0.55419356 { 0.5 ~ 13;5313955(;? 702~ 0.27096775 = .
. 1 053818184 ( 0.5 - 13;3%?8;8040) 0.2 - 0,19090908 = e rn
5 10024 xmi 05%5(05-10+03-00+02+0175=05%) EYTS]

GotoPage 123

l g

SN ENET

(O3 29) CO3 &&lstH
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(3 3) Ef HM|o} B od79| HM AjAH|9| H|W
T Carmel[2],
Aksh= . Zobel[9], .
A8 A2e) Yosi[7] Salton[10] Richmond([11] gﬁ;{ﬁ]}i
AYA] = o] T2 AFhe R AIS A A AdehE A
B1e] Fr2 A of o) o x x 0
AN o7 0 o 0 o) x
BA 2 32 AN o o) x X x x
2o #FHe =29 "I YEFE 7T 44 TOE XML #AME AN F= AoH(Co3)

R, fFAME AMs] HdlMe AN o
A2 B9 7z @A ARE AN F7]
A3, Y EAEY FRE ¢ FYsAY; 7
ol Al 1 FASE A EFHo] glojont
Aot 7MEIER Fold EAE U¥ FF2E
REEE ABASdAE HYskA ¥onz uEg
Holn] HAe {840l Hojzict,

B A7 A4 AzEe F9s A, glast
& AM, XML &4 ZA9) 3714 whalg T3
SZA AgREC] BAY F2E mEd: o
A F1MEY ZAY YHETOZRE Aol Y=
ARE AN & F JEE TP oDE g
A 24719 viag o, AL Hedd f8
A& AZd F9, =29 "9 F2 B opdd
T = 1t FAEE ANTEAN 7
Aol AFYE 3F == Aol Ik
6. 28 4 %F A7 7

2 =EE XML #49 T2 g 249
Re AHERE F1YEE JiX L Ydle BEAME
AN g Q=S 788 do¥d(Ccol), XML
o] EATZ et Aol o= AT Y AME
A7y AAEIA e B9 g s, o
FEE TSI e EAE AN F= Aoy
2/(C0O2), well-formed® EAE 71 AMgA7}
o] ZAE UHT2EA w19} g o F

MY Eg TR Hudd fART &

o] 37k A& A FsHe A2dE FHEsIH
B A7y A AzEe A4 g EAEY
TZE EECGE AMSATL gt ol HAEA
Y, well-formed® #A% st AN 4 9
= 37K A9 g AFFoEA K 394 A
AEE Hie} Zo| AMY F84E& AFstn gl
o, ISP9} JavaBeansE ©]&3la AL&AMEO]
o 4A AN $ e JdEHIAE AT
AL A AN A B8 & AA
3l, threshold #t& H&3td /M HHY fA:
#E TR BEAES FolFoE2A A9 HIx
=¥
FT ATHAZE B dFM o e EA
o tial H2EFoEA B} FEHS FAE 2
#E de Aot :

£ 4
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