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Abstract: Knowledge graphs have become the cornerstone of artificial intelligence. The construction and publication of large-scale
knowledge graphs in various domains have posed new challenges on the data management of knowledge graphs. In this paper, in
accordance with the structural and operational elements of a data model, the current theories, methods, technologies, and systems of

knowledge graph data management are surveyed. First, the paper introduces knowledge graph data models, including the RDF graph
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model and the property graph model, and also introduces 5 knowledge graph query languages, including SPARQL, Cypher, Gremlin,
PGQL, and G-CORE. Second, the storage management schemes of knowledge graphs are presented, including relational-based and native
approaches. Third, three kinds of query operations are discussed, which are graph pattern matching, navigational, and analytical queries.
Fourth, the paper introduces mainstream knowledge graph database management systems, which are categorized into RDF triple stores
and native graph databases. Meanwhile, the state-of-the-art distributed systems and frameworks that are used for processing knowledge
graphs are also described, and benchmarks are presented for knowledge graphs. Finally, the future research directions of knowledge graph
data management are put forward as well.

Key words: knowledge graph; data management; data model; query language; storage management; query operation
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Ty — 75 THI A5 SRR R (¥ 2% R AR 55 i i 00 PR Y 2 IR AE B 3 25 R, O R U T G A B K A S
B O T S A AR 1 S Web BUEUR B WL 147 RDF 088 19 = o 41 8 300 R UK B
P T I O N R AR E TR I — PR E R G A A R LA T A 1 e R P S 0

FI R, AR A ET 73 T50 5. (108) AT _EAZ 2% 32.(10%) ) 20 302 10 3 400 4 2 0 LB 2 T TR 2018 4F 8 H R A I
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FhaniN E 1A )18 5, 4% SPARQL. Cypher. Gremlin. PGQL 1 G-CORE; #3541 40 {i F & Feh 774k 5 72
77 ZE S TN IR B 1B AR AT R (X ) BT iy, 0 R T 0% R I R U PR A i BRI T A R R A B AR U IR
AR ERE B 3 R R B A R VR R R AR IR IS . S 220 4 B A 0 iR N Se I T AR B S
LT (1 3 AR 2 5 B R 45, 48 RDF = 7o 4H 2 A 5 AR R S0 122, TR Bt el ik i T v 2R o P 1) 5 ok 40 A X R
Gt 5 HE SR - 187 A 24 S0 R 1 T 5 0 35 T A S 6o R P 00 A B A SR ORI U AT R R S B s e
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Fig.1 A roadmap of the contents of this survey
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FER TR H AU, 1 A & I -5 A SCRA [ FH 5000 A5 20 22 32 1 Dy 32 208 f e 14 PRt 250 0 A 340 0 47 &6 38 99 ST ik . ST
BR[210F 2002 4F 2 i (15 E AR AR R 3T 7 450R (1 2 B U A5 80 B 1 45 0 A 28 4 R M i R SR S 1
FoR IR SCHR[31%F 2006 4F 2 1 () B A58 3R UG I 25 1) SR 8047 17 i, Pl A 3 UG J5E 25 02 B i 60 300 R A 1 2 ) 4
PERM 2 — k(415 RDF BEEREAT 7R e SO E B AR BB R B R A H T 35 TS 45 B0
[5-712& % T RDF EIHHEE HINLER, BIE BHUN /541 2R S0 SCHR[8]2 6 T BIHUR & BN B 47 R B A &
AR EER ZE R BUR, B 1 MR B A 1Y 45 M) 5 1 VR B3 R T A 41 SCHR (914 3 76 PR 4503 A 160 b 28y T ik AT 47
B, 55 RDF EAE M B b g B 2 UG i A S A 2 A i) (E P9 25 B0 8 B 45 SR AR SO 75 T 3K 48 P 25, 1T
HiB A5 T 50 BRSO S E AR 5 R4, RN A SCHSCHER[912 48 T PGQL 1 G-CORE Wi fi & il 1E 5.
SCHR[ 1012538 T LAT A5 A A0 9 43 A 2 B T A R SCHR 1112838 7 0 A IR B 1) RDF A7l A2 1) 4b 2. 5T
BR[12118 FH & S2 54 BBE &0 T ER /0 A 5 SPARQL 5| #E#E4T T S2Ie 1Al . SCHR[13 )80 SCHR[14] M 43 244k &
Al 2 g A2 3 5 A P 4538 T 20 A7 3 R AL B ME 28 SCRIR [ 15t 2 R JURE Pl 80 114 4 A AL 3T 6 53R (BN & T
ST B A FRAT 45 A R SCSCHR L SCHR(16 1 R EE T M H P & L B TR R AR R4 1040 28454 T RDF
P A A7 Al RS 0 07 925, (B AT 5 R e R e B B e 7 N ARG . IR B Bl B 3
BIBEHLH . BT WA TR 7 458 T B BB 1 43 A 2 Ak R AR 5 22 B 3 A T2 A i i P e A Y
SCHR[18 1 h SR ATLAR A [ AR UC L B A HEAT 1 2838 B AR S SR B4 SCRR[19] = ZEA 2 7 2T Pregel 1)
a3 A7 3 B AL BEAE 22 A F 50 E R T AR SCES 5.3 AR B YA P9 A 2R T ) SR B R B B A R G S
HE B2, SRR (20158 A T 1 1 1R Bl b i o 280 g v 5 3 AR T AR S 2 AR R R ) B A R R AR SR 6 TR
SR BT AR B R T AR AR R YR HE B ) SCREAE SR SR AT U 1) 2 — B T A T R AR SO U % SR B R T
A [ 4 P b 078 40, 96 T 3l 4 T PRI R L T 72 4 fF 0 45348 7T 2 WL STk [21].

1 FREREHIERE

BT 57 LT B 112 H 4 2 25 i (structure) . o E (9 1F (operation) 1 21 B (constraint), ¥R 22 T £ 4 &
HERTREUE 7 1E SR o T B . . BAiESRIMTELEE LRIEEKBAER—
A8 B JE R 2 98 R B (relational data model)H fA7 vili T8 FH 1 5 R 4544, DA X B B A B e LR &R
ARBR K 5 F b B A0 20 5221 {6f P 1] 95 g 2% o 45040 5t 7 3 9 591 J2 Uk B0 58 78 (hierarchical data model) Al
AR i H A A (network  data model): J2 X H0HE A58 45 FH B 445 4 2 7R 500 IR0 o — T 2k 1D T IO BR Scdi A 2Y B AR
SCHF R S 18 5 5 SRk 1) R B AR B A K 2 e AR 2 SR e O B A AL L 0 T IR R R A R B
S VLR R 1 B S5 R (G=(V, ), Fe 1,V SR T A E R T4 ) B L B A1 R 0% 485 A 0 T LA A, e A Pt 4 A
TR 2 V] i A R (1 40k 2R R FRe . e R PRl 0 A R e T Rl g P T s S AR R 30 3R 78 S Ak ) R R, 1P
— P NI I O s A6 U RE 8 B AR M Z B S S S 2 R R H R, R A R R i B R
o RDF B2 AT e 1k PR Y. T 49 3l i A7 A 2.

1.1 RDFEI&RE

RDF 475 R % YR 3R HE4E (resource description framework), /& /5 4 Bt % (World Wide Web consortium, f&
R W3Ol (758 . Web(semantic Web) I 3R 7x FIAZ #ATL 2% 7] 2 f# (machine-understandable) {5 & (1) b5 #E 203
A2 ZF RDF [ b AN R IRE AT — A HTTP URI {E N H M — id;RDF B 5E A = Te 8 (s.p,0) A IR &4 A
AR —ANFELGRRA),H s 2 EiEp ZiEE,0 R EE;(5,p,0)E N s 5o ZIEAAHR p, BN s B
HIEM p HHIUEA o. T 145 tH RDF B ™ % € .

EX1(RDF B). & U, B M L AEAMAZHITEIREE A, 70 503K URIL. 2T 5 (blank node) A7 i i (literal).
— =T (s,p,0) e (UUB)XUx(UUBULYFR N RDF =Je4l, Hirf s N FiE p NiBiE,0 NEiE.RDF & G & RDF
=AM ARES.

B 2817~ H) RDF B RBIER T — A B 52 SR B 1%, 5 A LG B 52 (movie) Titanic . 5 (director)James_
Cameron. 7 2 (actor)Leonardo_DiCaprio fl Kate Winslet 2 %% i A 2 1% B8 3 I F8 T 8 1 A 3 IR 2 18] 7 34
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3 (direct) 1t i (acts_in) Ik & .7E RDF BRG] o, B R 27 5508, AT R on 71 & — 508 [0 R = 1
AT B — 2% =040, R T A5 2 215, AR 25 815, Sk T A 2 G R IEATE M58 RDF N BB S
rdfitype 48 52,40 = Je 4l (James_Cameron,rdf:type,Director)# /< James_Cameron & 5:¥8#. 4 i {2 ., 4% 3C RDF &
GRS TE URI AR S 1 i 44 20 10 BT 28 (RDF N B A4 PR AN 08, U rdfetype). X T A< 451) b < 1 & 1 28 2 7 755
OAEX G S A R 195 R H L E M 1.79E9 AT 2.0E8 43 ) A i A P A0 HL Y T &, B 1Y
1954-08-16+ 1974-11-11 A1 1975-10-05 73 71l /& T35 AP A 35 O3 9 4 24 H UL el T 22 T 9 5 A AS 206 RDF $idfs
BT VR A AR AR, A SOF RDF B AR 25 T 5 25 [H] O URLL

m ’ “Leonardo DiCaprio” H 1974-11-11 ‘
.

-

name rdfitype length  rdfitype name, birthDate
directs acts_in Leonardo DiCaprio rdf:type

T |
acts_in acts_in rdfitype
birthDate  nctworth label budget name birthDate
N s S Y
| 19540816 | | 1.79E9 | | “Titanic (1997 film)” | | 20E8 | | “Kate Winglet” H 1975-10-05 ‘

Fig.2 An RDF graph example: Movie knowledge graph
K2 RDF 7R i 5 RR ik

#11: 2 fr7~ ) RDF Bl = el AT N
G={(James_Cameron,rdf:type,Director),(James_Cameron,name,"James Cameron"),
(James_Cameron,birthDate,1954-08-16),(James_Cameron,networth,1.79E9),

(James_Cameron,directs, Titanic),(James Cameron,acts_in,Titanic),

(Titanic,rdf:type,Movie),(Titanic,label," Titanic(1997 film)"),

(Titanic,budget,2.0E8),(Titanic,length,195),

(Leonardo_DiCaprio,rdf:type,Actor),(Leonardo_DiCaprio,name,"Leonardo DiCaprio"),

(Leonardo_DiCaprio,birthDate,1974-11-11),(Leonardo_DiCaprio,acts_in,Titanic),

(Kate_Winslet,rdf:type,Actor),(Kate_Winslet,name,"Kate Winslet"),

(Kate_Winslet,birthDate,1975-10-05),(Kate Winslet,acts_in, Titanic)}.

AL TPt AL 2 JRRCA R i (acts_in) O 15 2S8R L RDF BB B X T T
R F R M A B SR T A R 1 T R e A R T I ) = A1 BB I B 3R OR 7 AR A A AL
i), 5 UL 19 2 R < FAR AL (reification)” 75 12524, 51 NS 1 T 5 278 A = 04, 4630 8 M R W LLZ T A
FIBEM=JCH. B 3 A H T U B AR N acts_in IS0 (role) J& 5 I 5] AR acts_in_ 1 SREFIR=
Jt4H.(James Cameron,acts_in, Titanic), {8 | RDF Py & i§iE rdf:subject. rdf:predicate F1 rdf:object 43 %l $& B 1%
UM EE. IEEMEE; =64 (acts_in_1,role,"Steerage Dancer")y acts_in ¥ II T role J& o, Bl 5
James Cameron fE5Z F Titanic " #}7# T “Steerage Dancer”iX — i ta. A T Wiy I, 3 F&mE T =od
(acts_in_1,rdf>type,rdf: Statement), Rl $5 B F1 5] A B BEUR acts_in_1 BIZEALE = JLZH(RDF P B KM rdf:Statement
FKon—%=J04).

MEHE LAY f R RDF B2 — PRk 1A 171 #5325 B (directed labeled graphs). 53 18 A [q) 4545 K 48 L ,RDF
BRI AE T L = m A S A RS — AN =0 A P IR E R I E R 5 — A = o A i F R B RS R B
A 1) b 25 ] o B 7R WA N T A (] 3 A3 acts_in), TR S A0 B AR AE RS ORI M EIFR O 3-3 508
B (3-uniform hypergraph)\*). CHk[4]45 H T 2% T RDF B £ & K Rk & 3,845 RDF #3(RDF schema)i*®l,
FETRLANS IVE UM BEAHEE R 4. 75 Z 45 H 1072, W3C A RDF BE@ XT38 TR 2 45 (— M il 2 48 1 ml )
SE T IARTE = OWLP Ay il it M 2 17 50 0y 53 4% (03B 4856 2R, O 45 HY 1 4 BE 1 322 5 4 2 0 U] RDF 11 111
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ASAHE B 7 AR STV PR B (152 4 7T 2 I SCRR[28).

‘ “James Cameron” ‘ w

»

name rdfitype  ditects —— length rdfitype | 2088

\_ T T budget

rdf'subject ,,{4
Cuiva

rdf pr rdf-object
blrthL)ate ne[wor[n label

‘ 1954 08 16 | ‘ I79E9 ‘roIeAD{ “Steerage Dancer” H “Titanic (1997 film)”

Fig.3 Representation of edge attributes in RDF graphs using reification
K3 RDF B« B AR i 3on i b i g ik

12 BHERR

Ja T PR 2 Gy — o A R e R P 5 B BB 5 RDF IR Y AR L, 1 RS B 5% T T s i e i S
Vfﬂ%?\]ﬁﬁﬁi% L AT, 8 i PR A 70 ol PR 500 2 532 SR 9 3 44 1) TR B30 T Neeod o) Bl v PR B4 5

AU 2 AR AN T Ak D3 3 R 2 el P 9 B B i 35 #E 2% 51 2 (Linked Data Benchmark Council, [ #% LDBC)tH, 1
E DA 1 Py S Tt o P A 7R R R i 3 5 AT B AL DO R T 45 R PR A Ak

EX2(EHE). BIEE G & 5 THV.Epio) H,(1) V ETAKARES (2 E2UNARES H Vo
E=0;(3) B po:E—~(VxVYIg i BB T0 55, 0 pe)=(v1,v2) R e e M IT vy BT A vy B [R13d5(4) W Lab &
ﬁﬁ A, B A(VUE)—Lab 0 & 8O T F5 %, W1 ve V(B ec E) HAW)=1(EK A(e)=0), ] I T & w(BX3Z o) 15

25.(5) B Prop 3& B IE A Val IS, R o (VUE) xProp— Val N T 5 80 KR P, i ve V(K ec E)pe Prop

Ho(v,p)=val(32 o(e,p)=val), T 5 v(Bd e) L@ p BN val.

Bl 4 45t T 1 2 e s R R 0 P s 9T R P R T R AR LA P — 1A TR A vy T ey);
5 5 AN 3 T B AR (N TH & vy B RIFRZE Director i e, FHIFRSE acts_in), HAF I EA KT 24 F RDF K %
PRSI SR B B — AR, A E Y R A AR E A (T s vy ERJEE name="James
Cameron". i e, I [JJ& % role="Steerage Dancer"). ] LLE i, K i B M i S 4 LR 2 360 1 HE 3 i €
= 5, IR S O S P P R R A 25 K (RDF B BLAR A 7 V380 1 T s FHad, 028 1 B S5 44).

v,:Director fedi o i “| name=“Leonardo DiCaprio”

- T ., — birthDate=1974-11-11
name="James Cameron label="Titanic (1997 film)”
birthDate=1954-08-16 length=195
networth=1.79E9 budget=2.0E8

name="Kate Winslet”
birthDate=1975-10-05

Fig.4 A property graph example: Movie knowledge graph
Kl Jm ik B o) F s R R

Bl 2: . 4 s B LR G=(V.E,p,A,0), 341,

V={vi,vo,vs,va} . E={e1,e2,3,€4},
Ae)=(vi,v),p(€2)=(vi,v2),0(€3)=(v3,v2), A e4)=(va,v2),

A(v1)=Director, (v,)=Movie,A(v;)=Actor,A(v4)=Actor,
A(e;)=directs,A(ey)=acts_in,A(e3)=acts_in,A(es)=acts_in,

o(vi,name)="James Cameron",o(v;,birthDate)=1954-08-16, o(v;,networth)=1.79E9,
o(vp,label)="Titanic(1997 film)", o(v,,length)=195, o(v,,budget)=2.0ES,
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o(ey,role)="Rose DeWitt".
FE5E S 2 AT B L
S

Hig
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o(vs,name)="Leonardo DiCaprio", o(v;,birthDate)=1974-11-11, 0(v4,name)="Kate Winslet",

o(vy,birthDate)=1975-10-05, o(ep,role)="Steerage Dancer", o(e3,role)="Jack Dawson",

R AT i SN S B S A e

7N He

RS ARt

e

[ &b

RN

W,

A —MER R L ERA 2 A

HEg R
PR 28, T H 58 S I BB ABUN A:(VUE)— P (Lab), 41 3 50 VF & PR XS B2 22 AN E, 7T K B8 # o UN 0:(VUE)xProp—>

F Tag;iJAbr%4 5 Fh:knows. likes. dislikes. hasTag Fl follower.Person 7 s [ 7] 45 J& I firstName. lastName.
Yf%ﬁ lz] ':Pﬁff E]E%(Cycle),ﬁl] Va€1V1€5Vs5€ ﬁ:u Voe3Vviéy.

¥,:Person

firstName="San”

lastName="Zhang”
country=China

text="T love China”
lang=cn

K5

=8 G S PAR R o sl T e S A S

21 T RDE I BURLA R P FE ORS00 PR R U ) LB, 6 3 SR U (A R
A3 3 /75 . RDF FSUR A0 ik 774 T P FEBUEL R 9 RDF (0B AR, — 4% = LA T 22 5 5
WA IR i

= PR G SRR, 1M 8 ] b TR b AN R T SR MR BRSOk, T RDF LR InaR

Fig.5 A property graph example: Social network knowledge graph

P (Val), -, P (XN)E RS X IR AL SEFR AP AN ] B0 2 B AR 8T e AT AN RDMEE 1 4, 7 Neodj SEILHY
i BAEMERA M.
Bl 3:18 5 45 T — >R AR O R A IR 52 90 46 SR P T 1) 1k IR L op TR BR 264 3 Fl:Person, Post

gender Fl country;Post Til & _E v 45 J& 7% text A1 lang; Tag T0i /i L 0I 45 J& 14 label;likes #1 dislikes i1 b 7] 4 J& P& date.

v,:Person v;:Person
firstName="Si” firstName="“Bob”
lastName="Li" lastName="Smith”
country=China gender=male
Kcountry=US
ot e, likes

e, dislikes
LI

date=2018-07-18 |

text="Alice is beautiful”
lang=en

IR 8 3L Web 2 48 BUFREAL AT Bt A R A R S 72 38 (5L th 1 DR DA BB A oL 5i T 5 17
FAE Tl T HOHET ™ J P 1 B B8 A AR Al 5 T AN 08 52 38 (HR BEE Neodj S B BHE 2 O N L L3R4S 17 8505

Table 1 The comparison of the RDF graph model and the property graph model
1 RDF BEIBRUAE M R R R f He e
g it R RDF {5 %Y J& kY
FRUEL TR B W3C #1157 bR b A iE v AiE ) A B T b
K eE il 3-¥ 5045 Il b 25 [ A AR JE
o E3%| RDF R85 T J 1 PR A Y JEME BB ST RDF B4R
- g RIE AN T e B A SR
W& 2 AR 5 X RDFS2 owL2"! N
AT C XMLP?, JSONP? N-Triples¥. Turtle!4% CSV
B SPARQL %41 ¥
Bl PR 136] Cypher®™”, Gremlin®**),
B S SPARQL PGQLP", G-COREP
AEN A RIE RDF Shapes # 4¢3 7 (SHACL)!) 7
2 MREEEMIES

FIR P B W 1E 5 T BB T AR B A 4R AR EE 23 H AT RDF B AR #E & 75 5 52 SPARQL:J&
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PEE A HIES EEAH Cypher. Gremlin, PGQL Fl G-CORE. M #IIE S HIEME IR T Gremlin J& T i
(procedural)if & #h,SPARQL. Cypher. PGQL #1 G-CORE ¥jJ& T 75 B 2 (declarative) i 5 . F T 4 30 LA+ 28,
KT &R BSOS S MBS S WG U S.

2.1 SPARQL

SPARQL /¢ W3C il & ) RDF K1 &3 by if 5 #1015 = . SPARQL MIAVE L% T SQL.SPARQL i ifj(f)
HEA B R = u B A (triple pattern), 2 4~ = o 4H B 5 0] 74 5 3 A B 152 R (basic graph pattern).SPARQL SCFF £
Tz R B REARERY B ANE &R (complex graph pattern).SPARQL 1.1 fiA 51 N T J& 1 4% 42 (property
path) LI LS 5 RDF B _E A S a0 A 0. 1 1 2 B (1 i B 0 iR B3 RDF &1, 3 75 51/ 44 SPARQL
B NHEARTRE.

Bl 4: A 1950 4F 2 J5 AR BT KT 1L0E9 (145 T8 A T (¥ HL 52 10 L Y8k 0

SELECT?x4?x5

WHERE {?x1 rdf:type Director.?x1 birthDate?x2.FILTER (?x2>=1950-01-01).

?7x1 networth?x3.FILTER(?x3>1.0E9).?x1 directs?x4.?7x5 acts_in?x4.}
A 4h

7x4 7x5

Titanic | Leonardo DiCaprio
Titanic | Kate Winslet
Titanic | James Cameron

SELECT - fi 48 W] ZZ ik [l ) 45 S A% & ; WHERE T ) # B 25 ] 5%, “?x1 rdf:type Director.” /& = e A 1 20, K
1 ,rdf:type Al Director /& ¥ &,7x1 /2 & & (SPARQL 1 148 & PA2JF k), 7] sk s — k= u A A 45 R B 6 44
HTH 4 R AE LA UE LA = e AR U B — 451, B 5 A = on A UM R T AR A R e B
FILTER F 45 B ik 8 2% 0 % A% 1 DT J0 45 SR 4 2% A1 R AT %36 0 B T FILTER 3o i )5 i A PRI 3 5 )5 1 i 55 %

BB A .

>=1950-01-01 networth rdf type

Fig.6 A complex graph pattern query: A SPARQL example
Ele & A:EIE L if]:SPARQL /~ i

B 5: 80 B A H R L 55 B (collaborative distance)” [ 44 i 1.

SELECT?x1?x2
WHERE({?x1 (acts_in/"acts_in)* ?x2.FILTER (?x1!=?x2).?7x1 rdf:type Actor.?x2 rdf:type Actor.}
SR

7x1 2x2

Leonardo DiCaprio | Kate Winslet

Kate Winslet Leonardo DiCaprio

ZE W B T SPARQL 1.1 71 & M 2% 1% Th e SE B 5 A 2 A 00, 52 B | (acts_in/Macts_in)* 2 IE U 31k 3, T
fic 0 b3 L b A ERE S, H o 18 HAF /R 8 B 2 % #%(path  concatenation), & H fF A& 78 % 7] B$ 4% (inverse path),
1T L+ R UMK AL (Kleene closure).f# ] FILTER #47x1 #12x2 VLIS 3 [7] — 8 53 15 0 3 g

SPARQL £3d W3C (b1 72, 5 AR 6 8 SR TE VRIS L 5E 88/ SPARQL 1.1 875518 L& WX
BR[361(W3C HEFFARHE). SCHR 4115 45 1 T SPARQL i X & 44 5 FI3R 1k J1AH G 16 45 SR . W3C HEFE br
P32 £ 35 X (bag semantics), & 1 4% ) A6 5501 (B RS2 4 A48 S (set semantics). SCHR[42,43] I 72
TAEBEHm T SPARQL 1.1 J& 14 B 42 15 SCH 8, B A A7 7F 2 (existential ) I AR Gl SCHUAR T 22 A1 B 58 o4
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%1% 3 (counting paths)” B 18 S, MM FEAE 7 SPARQL J& 4 B A2 A iH 5 & 24 . [ ,SPARQL 1.1 it LiE%
T T RDF 5040 58 f & B T35 = SPARQL 1.1 Updatel*!.

2.2 Cypher

Cypher & ¥I/2 EIEHEE Neodj B )@ M B4 HE & 15 5 .2015 4,Neodj A a] KIEHFIFETE open
Cypher(https://www.opencypher.org), & 7E % Cypher AT A b TAE, 0 FAh TR & 1R AE VARG LS H bR,
B Cypher MR EHBVIH Neodj £ 5, (HHFE SAP HANA Graph®!. Redis Grapht®. AgensGraph!"/Fil
Memgrapht82 7E Py g B E 96 72 S B2 S2 L T Cypher.Cypher I —A 32 B4F 5 52 48 “ASCIT 20K (ASCII
art)” 15 V5 R IA B UL AL, T HDE IS5 F A48 Cypher 155 138 A Thie A6 0 B £dE 2 B 4 Fios i) B sg Al
TEF ] S BT 7 A 52 I 4 1 ]

Bl 6: A5 1950 4F 2 J5 AR R BE 7 KT 1.0E9 (143 T8 A T ¥ HL 52 10 L Y8k 0

MATCH (x1:Director)-[:directs]->(:Movie)<-[:acts_in]-(x2:Actor)

WHERE x1.networth>1.0E9 AND x1.birthDate>=date("1950-01-01")

RETURN x2

A LR

x2
{"name":"Kate Winslet","birthDate":"1975-10-05"}
{"name":"Leonardo DiCaprio","birthDate":"1974-11-11"}

245 5 54 1) SPARQL 7 1 [ B AH [7]. MATCH 1~ Jil T4 B S UL C A BB, T 5 R B AE RS S5 <),
BEESENFFES PhBMHERSERE T i H 4 TR (B0 ) 48 & AR 85 AE A 4 4 (x 1L
Director)” 3 71~ % P B 20 100 4 22 UL IE (19 25 48 B T A FR 2508 Director, H AR 8 x1 22 49 & B UL BE 45 3 T A5
“_[:directs]->"F R EICELARZ N directs 47 114 ;MATCH 4] 5] F K B 202 — 4 LA“(:Movie)” A O« 1
FADRI R B BRI SR VE U] T Cypher W7l ASCII ZARTE AR IA B & . WHERE K75
MATCH ) lc & {8, T 4 52 B QUL S 1 20 SR 256 . 9 B BR 30 date I TR 7 755 A3 B 4 o H 28 2.
RETURN -] H] 1% [ 45 A% & A7) 5547 T SPARQL FE A B A A 1A

] 7:# 1) San Zhang BE.3% AR A

MATCH (x1:Person)-[:knows*]->(x2:Person)

WHERE x1.firstName="San" AND x1.lastName="Zhang"

RETURN x1, x2

B R
x1 x2
{"country":"China","firstName":"San","lastName":"Zhang"} | {"firstName":"Si","lastName":"Li","country":"China"}
{"country":"China","firstName":"San","lastName":"Zhang"} | {"firstName":"Bob","lastName";"Smith","country":"US","gender":"male"}
{"country":"China","firstName":"San","lastName":"Zhang"} | {"firstName":"Si","lastName":"Li","country":"China"}

AEERE S fERERERE ERT Cypher 15 30 H ) Th 8. Cypher i id 4 K 185 3 (variable-length
pattern) lLEC Xt 5 i X & 42 46 A FR 5. AT SPARQL JE M #1%,Cypher A8 K AR UL SZHL T 1E M #5452 2514
(regular path query) ) —A> T4, BRI 4% 38 P00 55 7+ R BeAE FTE B0 — ANl A 28 b, knows™; X HL ] 5
SPARQL J& 4 B 42 %oF 1F U 2 34 21K 58 2 S RE

[ i, Cypher &4t 1 AH B2 15 ) 35 AT o 4 ] ) 00 07 45 1% , 60, 45 %] 45 14 8 397 A 4 T8 . Cypher 16 5 1)
B 77 SR E S ILSCHER[29]. B0 I SCHR[37]48 T Cypher 24 B AR A AZ 0 25 1) Th BE I T B 1L N8 SCe S, 96 1)
187 Cypher 7£ F — R4S 51 N HBT AR 1.

2.3 Gremlin

Gremlin #& Apache TinkerPop it HE LS F A1t () 8 4 & 75 035 5 . Gremlin A& B3 P15 &, AT AL 2
T B TR A 1A L AT SRS E X A AT 77 k8 T AEH] Gremlin 75 2248 WY B4 (0 S 282 B8, B BA
Gremlin & FE1E 5. 5% 2] SQL 20 H B 20iE 5 SPARQL 1 Cypher AN, Gremlin 515 — Fh o8 2 20 1 4w
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BESEO T EESE T RN Gremlin 15 5 WHA T G848 H 108 M B2 B 4 Fros i i s s B

Bl 8: £ 1] 1950 4F 2 J5 tHAE R 7= KT 1.0B9 -3 B0 F (1 FLEZ 11 H SV I 42 2.

g.V().hasLabel('Director').has('birthDate',gte('1950-01-01"))

.has('networth',gt(1.0E9)).out('directs').in('acts_in').hasLabel('Actor').values('name')

AR

Leonardo DiCaprio

Kate Winslet

A Gremlin 258 FE A BB A . g 2 B Joxr 4, RV A B B0 A g VO 1Bl B o B T s 48 4
H N 3 AN 24 4, B 3T hasLabel('Director”)FR 52 10 5. #5725 N Director, B 1 has('birthDate',gte('1950-01-01")R
BT 5 B8 M birthDate {5 K45 F'1950-01-01",58 2% has('networth',gt(1.0E9)) IR & T 5% L J& % networth 1 K+
1.0E9, H 5,5 17] gte Fl gt 43 738 7 L A0E AT = F1>; B L out('directs) i [B] B3 2 F ok 24 A T s 82 R VR
ﬁﬂl directs A& BE I T0 SR, B 1950 4F 2 J5 AR B 557~ KT 1.0E9 13 T 1 FL 5 T s IR 3 in(‘acts_in')

IR (5] A I 6 L S T R WY B A R acts in S T B A% 381008 ) T A48 R 40 hasLabel( Actor)#4 A& Actor

P25 H) T00 s ok 5 4t [ e & B A A L 36 James Cameron(H9R vy 3l v, 7 acts_in 14 e,); 5 )5, B0 %X values('name")
IR [B13X L 75 55 1) name J& AR A 7T UG Gremlin (9 &3 7 « b2 20A0 R 20 KUk TR 7, FRATT SR 5 Ll i 7
#J1 SPARQL(#14)F1 Cypher(f46)hi 4.

% 9:%1 Hi i 51 “Leonardo DiCaprio” 5 FH A7 BR £ 30« &1 JH 8518 02 2 (R i 42 5 B 458

g.V().hasLabel('Actor').has('name','Leonardo DiCaprio').repeat(

out(‘acts_in").hasLabel('Movie').in('acts_in").hasLabel(' Actor")

).emit().path()

SIS

[(v[3].v[2].v[3]]

[v[3].v[2].v[4]]

[v[3],v[2],v[3],v[2],v[3]]

[v[3],v[2],v[3],v[2],v[4]]

A 7R T Gremlin -5 i U A 1) A% H B 4L repeat B 2 AT HE € 1 S NUEAE, — BB AEIEE S HUEAFE
PAT THEE 2 UG emitOf H &R R E B P0AT 10 SRAE 45 5548 pathOf tH 2 5% S AT 42 1T DU H 35 4E J5 15 21
T 2 AL, R R 2 Gremlin BRAE SO AR R BRI S5 T B84 FR TS R0 32 1 B2 2 oH 0 V3 A PR i)
PR B WA RITE UK AEEE 4 4 Hitit.

ETf# Gremlin (A THIEVE TN RS, 7E 2 W SCHR[38]. H A, & K W26 T Gremlin J& 8 77 1H FIHF 58 TAE.

24 PGQL

PGQL & Oracle 7E 2016 £F$ H 1) J i & 25 #3775 B, 3¢ Fr A58 2 U8 i 75 0 A S 9 50 25 0. PGQL 7E B VL 4%
Fo_E 218 SQL YL 7N 2536052 [51 15 SQL AR 70 45 S8 D JUAE Jy 775 0 1\ 3 SQL 75 1 PGQL M Cypher
%7 ASCI ZAREER R KB 5 Cypher # L, PGQL 78 ## 1 3 #F 1E U 2% 4% & #1115 ;15 SPARQL J& 1 H 4%
AN SR AR 25 ) B I IE U % 4% AN [R],PGQL J i i#% 42451 U (path pattern) 1A 2@ 3,148 3 475 1E W B8 45 HR 2 T A
PR S5 A DR T s (B0 ) Ji P A B 48 7E 42 v 1 @ Mk 1 B IE I % 42 7 1) 2R K 77 (expressiveness) H R I R 357 3R {E
5 4% % (complexity) N AE. T 45 tH—> PGQL £ 7~ ], 185 %t i gl 5 A0l 9

%) 10:%1 ! 59 51 “Leonardo DiCaprio”#F 554 FR £ #5415 F 27 B 8 7 ﬁi@ FEH.

PATH collaborate AS ()-[:acts_in]->(:Movie)<-[:acts_in]-()

SELECT x2.name, x2.birthDate

FROM movie graph
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MATCH (x1:Actor)-/:collaborate*/->(x2:Actor)
WHERE x1.name='Leonardo DiCaprio' AND id(x1) <> id(x2)
AR

x2.name x2.birthDate
Kate Winslet 1975-10-05

I L{EA PATH i 548 58 4 9 “collaborate” # 72 B “()-[:acts_in]->(:Movie)<-[:acts_in]-()”;45 SQL
— 3, SELECT 1A il 3R [ 5 if) 45 SR 42 & FROM 1445 I 444 WHERE 1~ #) 45 H L 98 2% F L, PGQL Y
B R E id(x)IR BT A B x (FRIR id;7E MATCH &) ,“~/:collaborate*/->" %% 7 IL it “collaborate™ i 45 #& 20 AT
B2 i Fh o7 AT LR AT R AR ) IR U AR A A

Hi,PGQL X4 Oracle PGX — s B A 3¢ T PGQL SR A 1.1 [(IBVARIE % 2 W SCHR[50].

25 G-CORE

G-CORE 72 1 LDBC H&E#]1E 5 L/E4(LDBC Graph Query Language Task Force)¥ it A1) M B & h)1E
% .G-CORE i & M1t HAr 2 o S A& &5 A O F BB WS 5 0L TEE R IA D RREE =% 2 15
TR EAEFEC).G-CORE 5 A B A 8 5 M b (1) 25 90 (0 5\ i o 3402 B DS S B 7 P 40 3 5 1 T 4
4 1 (composability);(2) H4 #4255 T0 5 A2 IR 25 26 22 1) PR i Ab B R 6 K NI, G-CORE 15 & 1 B Y
HIZERE E AT R, LT B 4% JE M B 5 2 (path property graph model, & #% PPG).

E X (BB IMEE). PPG 2 7 Tl G=(V,E.P,p,6,4,0), 1 ,(1) V RTAKA WES E RUMARES,P
SR TIA RS VEP AR (2) BB o E—(Vx VK1 TR BT A, 1 p(e)=(v1,v2) R e & T AL v, £
T vy A 130:(3) B Seq(X)FRRES X T IC R MR T 51, b8 £ 6. P—Seq(VOE) R B A% WS 2 T 5 R 22 8
YL FE B, 1 pe P, o(p)=(v1,e1,Vase o sVusnVuet)s F (D) vie VISt 1)i(i) ere B p(e)=(vivie) B ple)=(vier,
v(1<i<n);(4) % Lab VS, BB (VUEUP)—>Lab NI A A BB AR IR TH5%55(5) & Prop B IEES,
Val ZAEE G BB o:(VUEUP)xProp—Val TN &S . 11845 5 BE Je k.

M PPG 7€ SCAT LA H B8 A% C 5 T R 321 () g P S A 3 o )<« — S5 00 [R5 T i R AR [+ B 42 A W LA
AR JEE, AT R YRR DA 8 T B AR M5 B R AR K SHUT#SE. R4 1 — > G-CORE & ifi 7=,
T X ECA 9 Al 10.

il 11:%1] 5 51 “Leonardo DiCaprio™ 5 FE A BR 22 A5 11 E 815 53 22 1) 1 f5 R B A2 S R AR K

PATH collaborate=()-[:acts_in]->(:Movie)<-[:acts_in]-()

CONSTRUCT (x1)-/@p: collaborate distance {distance:=c}/->(x2)

MATCH (x1:Actor)-/SHORTEST p(~collaborate*) COST c/->(x2:Actor)

ON movie_graph

WHERE x1.name='Leonardo DiCaprio' AND x1 !=x2

TS

%313)—[e3]—>(v2)<—[e4]—(v4) {distance = 2}

£ G-CORE 5> 71 1) £ i 1} CONSTRUCT 1) 3% [1] 4 75 1 45 SR 3K ARAIE 17 73 ) (0 ) 41 & 1, B — A
A T DUE R N 5 — AN S BO% N PATH SC8 A5 % B PGQL,H T & RS A28 20, DALMY AT 2 B %
1 T J0) % 4% A W, X L E LI BR AR 1 R collaborate 3R 7w T 44 V8 DA 2 A) I A VR D% & B 3L ] H U —
5.G-CORE T @RI 45 5| S KA & p KIRAEMEIRAR (stored path), B4k 77 1% 78 B B4l B v B % 4% ;CONSTRUCT
TR K BB E@p A, @p IFRZE N collaborate distance, J. 45 J& T distance, F T0 A x1 S 2 T &
X2.MATCH -] JLC H175 54 Leonardo DiCaprio 5 JAth i 5 (325 x2,x1 1=x2 FR AN R —18 51) 2 [0 1 fir
HBRZ PG AF I B o ) 5 442, B p(~collaborate*), . /1 ,p /& %4245 & ~collaborate +& X1 PATH & X {12
B 51 A, AR AL,COST ¢ R i F R AN ¢ BRI BN ER A2 K B2 o 1B AR MEAE TR A7 BUAF i R 42
@p HIJEE distance 1. W] I, B 45 SR 2 — & e BN ERAR(E B
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H #1,G-CORE XA — AN TR (B i M 25 B I8 8 B e R 40P T G-CORE Y PEAHIE L AHE Uik
2 WL CHR[52].

3 FREIEFHERE

H B R T R AR FNR B AF AL, AR 5 45 HH P S TR A D R R S T R R A i
3.1 ETXAMMAEIEFMHERE

IR Z B FE E AT A R 2 B R R R G AR T Ok AR MU PR AR A T S BRI P A i —
Toft 2 A A 77 0% AR /N TR N ) AR U AR A 28 45 il i 1 O AR M) e AR S A A 07 8 B3 = e R K
L EER. EERY . NEZE G| A DB2RDFE.

3.1 =JedlE
= TR K (triple table)& K KR B T A7 iff 21 5% 28 50408 B 1) di 140 B i L 1A 709k, Aot A2 £ 5K 28 Bl P vh i o
—IKAA 3 PR, IZR A
triple_table(subject,predicate,object)
subject. predicate £ object iX 3 F 735l KR 105 B AT K AR B T & = n B A N = nH R
triple_table 1 —4Tid 3.
Bl 12: 18 752 & 2577 HL 5 A0 IR B X R (1 =0 3R, — A 16 47, BR TR, U5 B 7 47

triple_table

subject predicate object
James_Cameron type Director
James Cameron name "James Cameron"
James_Cameron birthDate 1954-08-16
James Cameron networth 1.79E9
James_Cameron directs Titanic
James Cameron acts_in Titanic

Titanic type Movie

Fig.7 Triple table: An example
K7 =Jcl &Rl

ZCHARAFAE T S AR ] T E = e A AR A AT BT S I A OM A, e K ] RRE TR R
A WHEIE Y SQL &l Ja &7 £ = e R K KR B R AE 410,41 4 1) SPARQL 2 i 1% v 55 41 /¥ SQL & i)
JE ) 13 Fros. — B E R BUR 5 SPARQL Hh = e AR UEUR A 2. 24 = e A R ORI, 2 /> B I R A
K g SQL i k.

K = U FRAF T R AR L RDF U8 PE & 45 3store™.

B 134 = JuH R A7 7 % #4454 (1) SPARQL & N5EM Y SQL & if]. = S H R IR A A t.

SELECT t4.object, t5.subject

FROM tAS tl, t AS t2, t AS t3, t AS t4, t AS t5

WHERE tl.subject=t2.subject AND t2.subject=t3.subject AND t3.subject=t4.subject

AND t4.object=t5.object AND tl.predicate="rdf:type' AND tl.object='Director’

AND t2.predicate='birthDate' AND t2.0bject>='1950-01-01' AND t3.predicate="networth'

AND t3.object>1.0E9 AND t4.predicate='directs' AND t5.predicate="acts_in'
312 KTE

K13 (horizontal table) 7 fifi 75 58 [R] A AF 5 Tl 1. /K2R FO B AT 10 A7 Al 1 R B3 o — > 4 B0 9T A 1R T8
FEEA SR b 7P 2 24 T 1 B A 48 2 2 KT 2R ) B B e R TR b A R I R AT B0 R R
W A ] A R
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Bl 14 8 FE & 2 v B RIR B R0 R KT 3R I 4 470 10 81,

horizontal table

subject type name birthDate | networth label budget | length | directs | acts_in
James Cameron | Director | James Cameron |1954-08-16| 1.79E9 Titanic | Titanic
. . Titanic
Titanic Movie (1997 film) 2.0E8 | 195
Leonardo DiCaprio | Actor |Leonardo DiCaprio | 1974-11-11 Titanic
Kate Winslet Actor Kate Winslet 1975-10-05 Titanic

Fig.8 Horizontal table: An example
K8 KPRl

FEKF- R A TT ZE ] 4 i) SPARQL 71 ¥ w] LS My Bl 9% 15 Hh i) SQL & ify. w] I, 5 = Ju A 38
EU, KSR A7 A 77 RALAS B RO I, BB ER AR ey 4 Db 2] 2 A

Bl 15:AEKFRAF46 5 K6 4 (1) SPARQL Xl #4095 M 19 SQL Fifl /K-FRIME LA .

SELECT t2.subject,t3.subject

FROM t AS t1,t AS t2,t AS t3

WHERE tl.type='Director’ AND tl.birthDate>='1950-01-01' AND tl.networth>1.0E9

AND tl.directs=t2.subject AND t3.acts_in=t2.subject

BRI R Mok i AR T:(1) BTG 21 A% F A5 T R0 R R o A [ 18 15 Bl 78 20 R iR S il B b AN R
TETE R AT RN LT AN BTN AR AT e 9% R B P S VR RO SR A H B IR (2) R T AT SR UL AR AR
DR b BAE R AR R B, S 2 2R KA. RS MW TEGE;(3) RN R — E1E
HITETE A BE B A 2 AR R, B — X 22 Bk AR sl 2 B R A, T KPR — AT — 81 B R B fil — AMEL TE VR R X
T LRI LA 22 MBI 7 B A S e A7 i O — MR e 17 ok R et 38— 30);(4) iR T i o8
WAL 2 5 R EE BN 2 sl R, B K P2 S G0 A2 SOOI B 3 2 6 2R S R I 2 IR AR i

KK R AR 7 R IR 511 RDF 04 i % 4t DLDBPY.

313 JEiE%

J& P43 (property table)f7 i /7 S8 52 X K ¥ M40 73 [F) 28 B A B — AR b g ok 7R A S H £ i
A 16 25 H T 2 R RS R B T B 1 PR R AT 5 &, 5N director(‘F#) - movie( FAL ) FH actor(VH )3
K.

B 16:18 9 J& &1 2 o e B2 S VR B o L F) JeR R R A A 7 SR 3 Y 3 R K.

director
subject type name birthDate networth
James_Cameron | Director | James Cameron | 1954-08-16 1.79E9
movie - SCloz -
subject type label budget | length subj ec't - type Do
- - . Leonardo DiCaprio | Actor | 1974-11-11
Titanic | Movie | Titanic (1997 film) | 2.0E8 195 Kate_Winslet Actor | 1975-10-05

Fig.9 Property table: An example
Ko &R A7 i T o

TE J& PR AT 1 77 0,61 4 ) SPARQL 20 T LLAEAN B 90 17 i) SQL &M & #) Hok-F& L
FIZN B H (] 15)AH 61 B2 T director,t2 28N T movie,t3 38N T actor, H [ B FE AR N £ R IEEE, 1 LA
FXERLT—NRBY A 5T I8 (type F1) ) FI B $5 i T A9 AT s

B 17:4F @ VR A7 7 b K9] 4 (1) SPARQL #4540 454 1) SQL .

SELECT movie.subject,actor.subject

FROM director,movie,actor

WHERE director.birthDate>='1950-01-01' AND director.networth>1.0E9
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AND director.directs=movie.subject AND actor.acts_in=movie.subject

JEMERBEFAR T = o210 R )L, SR T T KPR A A H I 2 0 1) L SEBR B KPR R B R
147 — ol W i 17 000, B 7K P 2R K BT 3R 15 R U D — 28, TRt R P 3 o ) 2 ) A AR K I 4% A AEL R 1 R AT A7
FEBNR — e f:(1) XF T FURAE K J S R S B, a2 A e ge A )L T8 A, R @ LT3
JIA XA 7 O¢ R B e i BR#15(2) BAEAE [R] — 28 vp AN A 18 B R IR R S M AT e 2 R ROK, &
8 RS KT 2R T ALK 2 A 105 (3) TR PR R AR AE (1 — X 22 06 AR B2 M ) 1 A A 1) REUAE S 1 3 P AT SR A AE

KB e RATAE 7 RIARE RS RDF = J041J# Jenal™,
314 HEER

2 B K53 (vertical partitioning) £7 i /7 58 A2 H1 55 B R4 B2 T %Pt Abadi 55 AfE 2007 F42& 1 ¥ RDF 4l /£
it 7 ¥R 3% 7 3 AR BB 1 1 5T — Tk 93 51 1 2 (subject, object), 2 HAE U0 R 1B b E %V BE I B AE R
T, 22 A B B R B o S R R R 4 18 25t T I 2 P R R R VR I R S ) o R O A A T RL9
FOBTEXT R 9 TR, KR H R EIEMEIE.

Bl 18: &1 10 2 Bl 2 P s 5 A0 U IR 3ol 7 1) 2 BRI 43 A7 fifi 7 2,38 B 9 AR A K.

type name birthDate
subject object subject object subject object
James_Cameron Director James_Cameron | James Cameron James_Cameron 1954-08-16
Titanic Movie Leonardo_DiCaprio 1974-11-11
Leonardo DiCaprio Actor Kate Winslet 1975-10-05
Kate_Winslet Actor
networth label budget
subject object subject object subject object
James Cameron 1.79E9 Titanic | Titanic (1997 film) Titanic 2.0E8
length directs acts_in
subject object subject object subject object
Titanic 195 James_Cameron Titanic James_Cameron Titanic
Leonardo_DiCaprio Titanic
Kate Winslet Titanic

Fig.10 Vertical partitioning: An example
K10 o BRI A7 il 75 SRR

5 BRI 7 A7 % 7 ZE b 5] 4 ) SPARQL 75 ) W] LLAE (i 6 D9 1) 1 b i) SQL 21 % A 98 J2 3] 5 5K
TH R IGERIRIE A 3 A “subject-subject” - H £ th T R A AT 4% subject FUHEAT HE /7, W] PRI AT IX
ot BRI 70 7 S op B R P AR SRR A
Bl 19: 765 BRI 40 47Gifi )7 28 P 4641 4 1) SPARQL A 3% 46 A5 1) SQL 2 .
SELECT directs.object,acts_in.subject
FROM type,birthDate,networth,directs, acts_in
WHERE type.subject=birthDate.subject AND birthDate.subject=networth.subject
AND networth.subject=directs.subject AND acts_in.object=directs.object
AND type.object='Director' AND birthDate.object>='1950-01-01' AND networth.object>1.0E9
b5 2 A T 0% R M A ) VR B A Al T SR AR B 3 BRI 0 R AR (1) 8 TR R AR A L AR
RN ) = e R TR E R (2) — AN EER X B RS R AR IR R 2 AT R T
LA V) E(3) AN R A T 15 5 B RE AT R R, BE S A Y VA I HF PP JE #E (merge-sort join) PRI HAT AN 7]
TR ER AW IR
i, 3 BRI 78 T RARIRAAE M R LA SR (1) FEQNE MRS B 5 AR B A FEE2CE A
25 T K RABE () B 52 60 38 B % (4, DBpedia YAGO. WikiData %) i 154 H Al Bt JL T4, 76 56 R 50 i vh
S 4 o R 1) 2 T AL TRAR K TF45(2) 82 B2 A% 1 AR FI i A 4 1, T8 B B AT I B R B R R 2 T

© hRBIEB IR
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Wt F A4 8 1B B B = e 4 A K R A TR B A O E R AT AW AR AR 0L (3) BB R R B
SR AR A B R 0 T — A T 1E B SRR K& £ 5k R, AR AR S K ST /O TR 4.

K FH 38 BRI 90 77 4k 7 R M AR F B i 2 SW-Storel®),
3.5 ANEZERG

7N E R 5] (sextuple indexing) 71 77 E AN = U H R MY, A& — b LA {1y % 1] e B 7] > s, Hoks = o2
423 6 FhHE N R E SN 6 Tk 3B spo( 21, 1H 15, FE1E) - pos(iF 1, = iE, £ iE). osp(Fil, L%, 1H1E)- sop(E
B, 55 1518 pso(i8 18,3215, 5218 ) ops(FE1%E, 1518, 318). A S H,H  spo REUZJE R = tHRSER
gl 6 SRR MNERBAEANNE M 1T =0 R 1 53R H G ), T ELA 17 3 i 2R e R T A 94 ) R

ANERG| T EBIC A (1) FR B RE A AR = 0 2 2 v AR R DL B A AR S R R 5 AT
ATRTE AR, R 2 48 H 728 8 M= e AR X E WA MR S2) 7T LUl AR R 51 R A B AR
BB AR B RE R .

Table 2 Triple pattern queries and usable indexes in sextuple indexing

2 NERGITTE T = u A AT R 51 R

Jidié) Pk ] ATHERS
1 (s,p,0) SpPO,pos,0Sp,S0p,Pso,ops
2 (s,p,?x) Spo,pso
3 (s,7%,0) SOp,0sp
4 (?x,p,0) Pos,ops
5 (s,7x,?y) Spo,sop
6 (7x,?y,0) 0sp,ops
7 (7x,p,?y) pos,pso
8 (7x,y,77) SpO,pos,0Sp,sOp,pso,ops

ANERGEE T RAER ARG BRI EME 7 = 0H RN BRR 5 ) R FEE R 6 5 F
G TR A . 251 4R AC 0 A0 B BT I 1 — Stk g AN, Bl A R B RS (1 38 O, 12 ) 2 R
(2) HARE A R R, SR KB E R 5 R E IR AE R A T R 5 R H %

3 F7S B R 5| 5k p A £ 484 RDE-3XPMA1 Hexastorel®”),

3.1.6 DB2RDF

DB2RDF /& i IBM - 2013 442 4 1) —Fh I [ 5244 1) RDF 0138 B35 A7 4 77 521001 1% 05 € & LAFE RDF %
FARME T B — PR 54 R R & T Zon R RV R BRI 4R 7 R R O IR T X ey R
B . = G2 R AR A TE AT 4R 1 R M B A A5 20U S5 B 4T 38 0 1T A8 44; DB2RDF 7 S 1%
RUGPEY e 25 4 B 1 B 2R B IR D918 06 A1 S5 A6 A0 B, T A ¥ 51 518 15 317 90 € 485 N\ B0 i 4 S
T B2 WS ATt B 5 5 52 R 0% B oK A [R]85 15 i 2[R — 22 5 b

DB2RDF it /7 % B 4 Sk R A, R1:dph 3. rph . ds A rs ;4120 45 H 7 B 25775 B 5 0 iR L o
M [f) DB2RDF #71ifi /i &% .dph(direct primary hash) & f7fif /5 R E R, ZR P — 1T 1744 T 18 (subject F1) L H
4B 1 1E (predi 41)) 1 B8 (vali 51),0 <i<k,k — MR % REUE FE R R i R A B H i R — A E1E B IE
BERT W4T AR UEP T — DL GE T — TG k1 B 2k MG E R FEE, DL S HE, 1P 15 350 iy 4 i
th (spill);spill F1 2 vii th bR &, B T — A7 Be 4266 T B SEARIAT spill U0 0% T3 1) S48 1% AR B A 47 11
spill 514 1.0 ZE 65120 F) dph 77, 524K James_Cameron ¥, H Ay SRk ¥ K i

T2 HIBE R A, 5] ds(direct secondary hash)3. 24 dph 38 H i 31— A 2 {5 1515 B, U078 AR B 1 3298 4
AR AME R id EORZ id AR R IR A GE N ds R AT I £ R 2 BOIRAL B = 0H
(James_Cameron,directs,Avatar),iX i directs X il N % {18 &, 7L 20 1 dph & # 7E H =15 %) val2 7% id 1A
lid: 1;4E ds P A7fif lid:1 SRR P> 5€ 75 Titanic A1 Avatar.

2B b dph ST T A 3K = — 5 T AN [F) SR A4 B AE TR 1R 2 2o BE B R 8 B 55— 5 T, A — %
A LA 2 NN [E) )38 5. BL 40, 3218 Leonardo DiCaprio A1 Kate Winslet [{Ji81E acts_in #4473 A 2 pred4 31,
[F] I, 3% B A7 £ T 3215 Titanic f118 75 length. 1IE 42 (T DB2RDF 5 % B & <F 3L ML, A 3 7E R BB P i
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KFVECH ERR B GLT AT DU A I e i b R E G 5 H R 78 RO A& /K S 3% 7 %6 TR AEE B 1 7R 5
P73 1) fL7E B S AR B B o AN ) 298 A B A A RIB B4 & 60 0,18 15 birthDate R A (person) 74 &
1515 budget XA HLEZ (movie) 4 BAT 1% 2 BB S 3 41 1L 52 1) J IR BT 7.

%] 20: 11 2 Bl 2 Fr7s B 5% AR B 35 6 B2 ) DB2RDF A7 7 % (rs RN E ).

dph
subject spill [ predl | wvall pred2 val2 pred3 val3 pred4 val4
James_Cameron 1 | type |Director | name James Cameron | birthDate | 1954-08-16 | networth | 1.79E9
James_Cameron 1 directs lid:1 acts_in | Titanic
Titanic 0 | type | Movie | label | Titanic (1997 film) | budget 2.0E8 length 195
Leonardo_DiCaprio| 0 | type | Actor | name |Leonardo DiCaprio | birthDate | 1974-11-11 | acts_in | Titanic
Kate Winslet 0 | type | Actor | name Kate Winslet birthDate | 1975-10-05 | acts_in | Titanic
rph ds
subject | spill | predl vall ... | predk valk lid elm
Director 0 rdf:itype | James Cameron | ... lid: 1 Titanic
1954-08-16| 0 |birthDate | James_Cameron | ... lid: 1 Avatar
Titanic 0 acts_in lid:2 ... | directs | James Cameron lid elm

lid:2 | Leonardo DiCaprio
lid:2 Kate Winslet
lid:2 | James_Cameron

Fig.11 DB2RDF: An example
K11 DB2RDF 17 fiti /7 S 15

MR P B A Y 1 R B R dph RN ds RSCPR EAFRE T SEARTI AL ( ) I L fE BN EIER G
FITEE); A T $2 i W b B 0% 30 7R B AR S AR TR I N IAME BN R IE A8 15 3 32 15). NIt DB2RDF  J5 %
$&{fL 7 rph(reverse primary hash)# fll rs(reverse secondary hash)%.

] 21:7£ DB2RDF f£1#7J5 5 164 4 (1) SPARQL & #) # {b NS4 (17 SQL & .

SELECT t4.subject,t5.elm

FROM dph AS t1,dph AS t2,ds AS t3,rph AS t4,ds AS t5

WHERE tl.subject=t2.subject AND t2.val2=t3.1id AND t3.elm=t4.subject AND t4.vall1=t5.lid

AND tl.pred1="type' AND tl.vall='Director' AND tl.pred3='birthDate' AND t1.val3>='1950-01-01"
AND tl.pred4="networth' AND tl.val4>1.0E9 AND t2.pred2="directs' AND t4.pred1="acts_in'

£ DB2RDF J7 52 v, 15 1 2 1) 1 Wb 2 75 22 8 25 R[] R 1R 9 5% 32 3% b B R A1) B 480 H A2 [ 7 1D, i R S3f
FIPANRAL B b (1) (8 B 50 % B A BRI R AME my(2) SRk B 5] — 1 B A A (R 18 15 20 1 2 17
— H B O, AT g/ ik TR TR D i 2 S S R I R A R

VB 15 B8 WS ) — Fh 7 i 2 A8 — R Ay SRR B R W B — A 5 g 5 1B K iR A i B A
ISR 1 A SN E e A R B — A7 S R A Ak R 1 (L L AT I e A R BT SAS H IX AH 8
) TG BB 2 1A At B0 208 BT R o5 L D0 AR v LB R — AT 18 0 W, 5R 3 45 TR TR A
FRIE Ay BB A BLEE by A by TSI A BRI B T 5 AN IEAE B 51 g 5 4L B n, 2 A7 i B = S0 4 (James_
Cameron,directs, Titanic)f, 1515 directs #% &, BT 2151 pred2, 8% A, B8 351 pred3, {HIX P F#S CL 4 b IX B 72
A i 1K E directs JiE BN A7 195 pred2 W A7 4, Wi El 1119 dph KRR,

Table 3 Predicate-to-column hash function table

w3 IFIEBSIWGT I0E A R HCR

1515 hy hy
type 1 3
name 2 1
birthDate 3 4
networth 4 2
directs 2 3
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R AT DL S 3R A B 0 — AN 4, D0 AT DA R I Y P E 2 A A 1 T B B A R R R
T8 15 2 51 [ Wbt 5% 4k D B3 i (graph coloring) i) L — AN 15 BRI AS W85 FR S 2L BB 15 (co-occurrence
predicates), H A5 &2 1E IR E & B A [ B (WL 20 A [5) 51 v, RS BLE S BT DL B AR [R] 306 (e 5 2 [F) — 51
oI AT A Bt > R R, RAA BRI RS NP s ) B 5 B A2 B3 AR B, O [ G
SR SR AR 1) (— IRAE TL TR ).

U SR KRR I 52 60 1R 3 b (40 DBpedia), B 4 JR G HCR T T O REEE RIS E IR m, AR ¥
T SR W (B B A BT & AN T ) 8 B — AN BV T AR A28V T AR B A B MR A2 L R R T A
PE A% 756 1 I V5V, T4 FH B0 T8 52 3 (0 5 7y 2R A S AT B

DB2RDF f£1if /5 % C. 4 5 9L F 1 B¥i (¥ IBM DB2 Hidis e 7 45 rh 1),
3.2 REMAEIEFMER

AN T T 00 R A7 7 28 DR AR SR TR B A i i T T D e U L T S R R AR B R R R R
A2 508 G B B IR S B AR A 2 R TE S ST S 2 S AN/ T e B A B A AR M I A R
08 7 R AT A9 — A2 T 178 M B A Neodj /7428 — Rl 1 1) RDF B K gStore 7.
3.2.1 Neo4j

Neodj =& B HI & A7 I I8 1 B 2098 Fe, 50 R A A7 8 )= 10 o R e iU BB “ T8 & 51 4B 4% (index-free
adjacency)” £ BT IE TR 5 AF 37 & 1t AN T 4E 97 35 8 o) FC A0 HE IO R0 K B 51 FL A 2 T A T AU T
YRR H AR T AU — AR &R 517, K A AT TS A <2 R 2 51715 48 R b [ gk i R o 18] = 43
TER M5 BIR /N TG 96 AN 5 B8 ) J7 9 B A TE B

T SEBTE R 51 A0 HE 7 Neodj A1 W AE N HUHE 22 M — 55 A IR (BPBHE e i e A | o0 I8, ok &
B B <G R, B B TR . 3 FRRENE PR 23 TT A7 A 72 AN 5] SO o IR R X oty B A 4 5 1) B hR 2%
VS8 4 3 T A7k 1) S, 15 Neodj B @ AR I B3 R 77 B 12 45 1 T Neodj 2.2 MUK FTH s A4 18 3¢ (194
A ity 5 48 (RO At R A 7T e A AR A, e AN TRl s B 15 52700, AN 1D % 34 52719

T AESK 2R 0 7271 inUse AR08 AR & 770, R R 1%l 5% 2 IR H ok 2 2 4 M B 7T RIS Sk e
WL 1 P ~58 4 775 nextRelld /2 5T AAHZERSE 1 2000 id;28 5 FH~5 8 79 nextPropld & I &
MIEE 1 ANEMER id; 5 9 F5~55 13 2711 labels /2 1 A T S AR AE A& I T8 51, 8 R 28 BUD & HAEAF B FE L AL 5
14 £7% extra F T A7 6 — L8 P9 5048 H AR £ A5 B

BERH 0 T inUse M ST RE AR A, 2 2m 2 & IR B R AR 8258 1 271 ~58 4 771
firstNode FI%S 5 F75~%% 8 F{1 secondNode 73 72 1%L LA T AT id AIZIETIAR id;%8 9 F15~3 12 1Y
relType 728 M 1Z A I RBERFIFBET; S 13 FH~5 16 775 firstPrevRelld F155 17 FH~28 20 75 firstNext
Relld 73 A g Fi 1) 46 T BT — MRS — A0 S M Fa BE 28 21 #15~3F 24 52797 secPrevRelld A% 25 5275~
2 28 T secNextRelld 737 A fi W £ BT S B RT— /NG — AN I id SR HR £ 4R M AT 5 210 % 1) 4 NMEREHE
J T AN RAAEE S 29 FT~H 32 Y nextPropld &1L RIS 1 ANBYER id;58 33 £ firstinChain
Marker J& RN IZLIEFK BB R KRR FE 1 KidRIIPRE.

inUse extra
TR | |nextRelId | nextPropld| labels l |
01 5 9 14
. mUse firstinChainMarker
(;3%) | |ﬁrstNode |secondNode|relType |ﬁrstPrevRelld| ﬁrstNextRelld‘ secPrevRelId‘ secNextRelld‘ nextPropld| |
01 5 9 13 17 21 25 29 33

Fig.12 Physical storage structures of vertex and edge records in Neo4;
Bl12  Neodj H I p AN 1 55 (1 47 BEAT- (i 45 440
Neodj H M SZELTH T AN PR 52 Ar 1 4 2 8 K 1 K (fixed-size record)” {7l /7 &=, UL KW B 2 Kid &
{1 11 245 40 5 AT AR AT S A Je 1 s 20 T A7 0, — A TR SR K A 15 3739, W SR B A 4K id O 99 I Tk
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TCFFTAEAL B (d A O TFaf), U mT B8 3 T s 776 SO 56 1485(15%99) A5 Ab U 1) (A7 il SCAE MG 0 AN 1 T
48). L FeH AR B KAL), K 34 KRR B E O AN T id 1T RL o) AR B B TH S A7 i bk, AT
WA T )RR B H O(logn) I FRARAN .

B 132 E SHRTIS vy Fl vy LI e3 esn e F e; 1) Neodj PIHAFik 45#40,JE 7R T Neodj & P17 i
SO 2 1) AT A8 B AR RS AL TR S SO (T A5 vy BT vy 39 84 (nextPropld) T8 1) 47 ik 76 & 1t S0 Ak v 4% 1
1 ABMEIE T WA A (nextRelld) 48 M AF g 7RI SCAEH & H HISE 1 4530, 5N e T ey #5 TR TSR
PR AT R TSR B LA 1 AN B IC S B S B M D S ) S [ B R AT BRI A AN T 3, BT P T
WRIHE | 00, S Ll 5 00 A BE R 30T &4, 4R B 1 BT 5 e %5, 7] izt — 23 B8
P8 BT B398 7% HE R 1) 200 T B 0 T S TR AR (B 13 P MR 2R 17 3Kk). 77 R N R i ie S SL bR k4
PEPAXA BE R, — AN S G T _E 3dn, — S 2 b TH s B AR 32, AT DK 320 10 S5 A8 50 R i 0 T o5 A0 24 1 T
SRRV 0 I B4 3R B B4 T, AN AT 7 2 R T L 0 3 e 33 4 S 1 1 3 T L S 3 1 T A T T s R R
I IR Bk 320 36 45 1 R T e S B R B il s e S bk (B3R O IR ) T A R AR A T I,
ERHFEOERN—EAR KBRS MSLIAE KL T ZIRT T Neodj 1EA)EA: B K 2 1L
G K

firstNode™ ™ secondNode
- sucundl\udt————— =--=-firstNode-----

nextPropld nexRelld nextPropld
firstName="58i" firstName="Bob™

lastName="Li" lastName="Smith"™

Fig.13 Physical storage structures of property graphs in Neo4;j
EI13  Neodj H )@ ok & B9 B A7 4k
3.2.2 gStore
gStore ¥t RDF udfi &l v & A B2 UR 4 I A T8 1t 08 120 A W S 3 — A gkl for £ B BRI & o0 T4 B
BUR P E, gStore #8E L — AN ] 52 K 5 WAL AR K A e b B AL E D 088 )5 R 25 AN TG 8 ) 755 SR g
A B AICKS ) 1k B 1A 4 R URARF RIS B T AN /N T AL o B 10 B (R, 33 T o7 i 3k A e o B (9 i
BN LKW 1441 7T 2 Fios James_Cameron 7 gStore BT X 87 2 A 1 7~ 1), B A i M 6k N — A 8 A7 i AL He
AR AL B —AN 12 AL AL R A R AR IR AR IR AT B 2 AN 255 5 e A R i o 21 2 AN/ T 8 HIIE
BB U type I 2 ARG A R S A B B 3 AN 8,98 5 ntype XTSI A 28 3 AL AIEE 8 ALk BN 1. [FHE,
B R A AL R AR AT B 3 AN B IS A R B B 3 AN/ T 12 [ IE #4040 Director 3@ it 3 NG AT R
By mIpi i 2 3. 8 A1 10,98 )5 Director T B2 147 B2 AH R AL B B g BN 1.
(type, Director)
[ 00100001 | [ 00100001 0100 |
(name, "James Cameron")
[ (01010000 ] [ 001001000010 |
(birthDate, 1954-08-16)
[ 10000100 [ 100100100000 |
(networth, 1.79E9) —oR [ ot | [ rnitinono
[ 10000010 | [ 010000110000 |
(directs, Titanic)
[ 0000 0101 | [ 0000 10000110 |

(acts_in, Titanic)
['ooto0010] [ 0000 10000110 |

Fig.14 The encoding technique of gStore
El14 gStore HIgmid i AR
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gStore H4 T 17 £ 4% 18 RDF [ 45 849 2 23 p— AR A5 T4 (signature tree). 7E 25 7 1) 2k il b, Wi 2R RDF #1iA
T e AN SE AR Z BT — 25 AR X AN SEAR BT X B 2 B b S b — 4500, HLIX 45 1wl e TR T )
1. 401tk g Store BT AT S A 10 2 Ak 9l 4L 0 ) — ol (B T 28 5] —— VSR VST B 0 b2 T2 B — 2 A
RDF #4f B f03 218 15 BoR 17— VSR 76135 T VS™H,gStore 7] LL5E /& 2 R MBI 176k . B 52
WIHRAE . 24 BEAT SPARQL 7 ) 4b FR I 45 554 25 i v 9 A48 BEAE XA VS L BEAT A 2, 4R I K I (10 1 2 2, R i

EESEe I /UA SUPURCELS (IR T b/

0101+
G' 1011 0010

= oidry =

2 1011 0010} —— -— { 00111100
R _:;_ T et s L
[ 1010 0000] [ 0001 0O10] [ 0010 1000] [ 0001 0100]
11 L S e —

Fig.15 VS*-tree
E15 VS
3.3 FNRELEEFEME S RELE
LAY T ARTRTE A Y 8 PR B AR A T S b

Table 4 The comparison of knowledge graph storage schemes

T4 RS T SRR

ES s [ REMERS | ik
:géﬂ © 174k O K& HERBETFHER 3store [53]
O IR H BT VR R A E 1 L BR
o - e e e @ FHATRAFERESHE
AKFR | © KR BG40 R R A7 7 R A © FFr— % L Rk 2 R DLDB [54]
@ BB AE S R A
O HEIHMIREREFE LR RERE
) L o At BRR
v | © IR T S CAFM ’ 1 e 2 e s o il
JEHER © vk 7 KT B E % i %;;;mﬂ@%ﬁﬁizari,ﬁ*w REAF1E Jena [55]
® ZkEFER—MEBRAZ MR
SN - . O F AR ERE T 4E oK B SR
@ T 2 E W o I P s T e el
KE E% ® fn@&?%fﬁrﬁj%ﬁ ) {C? 2% MR B ) T AT R SW-Store [56]
® Belg PR PAT A FEIE R AR T e
© R =0 A8 A 38 AT E R A | © 7B B 6 £ (17 it 23 8] T4 A0 KR T
NE | MR POEA R B AN RDF-3X [58.59]
£5 | @ WBEAFRI KA ERREELRE | @ ZRMIREEA RS EKERTI K| Hexastore ’
o3k e R PR ) A i R R
© BEE% T =R, iR EE Y
J7 ZE B 4 A AL DU T IR T X B T A
DB2RDF | 43 fit s © FSLATR B RS AT BE A7 7E 5 2 T 1 IBMDB2 |[60,61]
@ SEULHIYESE L R BN 1B R B A
fic T 76 %1
®© BT RIAE
Neodj |@ MfEN“—ZHFARY O BRAEAWIT XA TR Neodj [62]
A ® “ERKILH T E
© EThr a7 % Wi PR By 5 e 7 f <
gStore @ “VS R 8 itk B O BAEARMET XA T E gStore [63]
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4 FRENEEIRRIE

HAREE 2 A B E AR B R A ) R VA RNE X A BT A KU T AR H X e R E S 3
H AW R FEA B & W HLH: B 20U AT (graph pattern matching) F1 & S i (graph navigation). t 4k, %0iR BEE (1) 43
M B2 ) 2 B AT T B AR FRAE A2 1 N B R

41 EENXITAEA

P A = UE T 2 10 2 B A )0 5 P o s AR . R B I — R A 44 A B 3 (basic graph pattern, fA] K
BGP)VG A 3 2 B4 U UT S A 3 (19 4% 0. T T 45 HE AR BRI = I 8 33X B 2% 6 RDF AT 5 B (0 3L BT 254
o, B AR E S G=(V,E).

EX 4AERERN(BGP)). 4 MiREE Gt LR EEAR RN 0 #iE N

A=i=m(S5D100),
Hrb, (1) s pi Ao 2 BB R (1<$iSm);(2) (shpn0)7E =TT HBE R (1 <i<m); 3) AR R IZHE AL

BGP SEFp b2 B = Jo 4 2 15 B PR Gt 6K O & B A i) (conjunctive query).BGP UL FC 2% 1) 47 78 75 b
18 S5 X, B 7 B [E) 45 (subgraph homomorphism) Al ¥ & [7] #] (subgraph isomorphism).

EX 5BGP LEHMFEIRISEN). 4@ iRl G=(V.EyH L BGP O Ai=i=u(sipin0), S =(si...,
Sm)s P =(Pis---Pm)> 0 =(01s..,0,,),BGP O BT E R A515 L€ X N:(1) Bo s« p o 2 G hTiEsE v K
() (G,0)EQ Y HAX K Vie[l,mA (o(s)), o(p;),0(0:)) € E;(3) O(G)R A 18(G,0)=0 B ot

€ X5 45 H & BGP ILEC )+ B[R 2518 3,0 Hh i AN [ 4% B m] DABR S 21 G rp i) [R) — TR 2 A6 38 A 2K B
A T B R R SO IR X P RS SE A8

(1) FRIFZE %G LR R E XS5 XM ESCRE G S 0 fAERM R RN T B, oir o v 24
AR E] G i E AT R L BGP 1 B[R A1 S 58 SCH At B8 7™ R 15 SCRY Ll 76 B0 2 Je S 2
A AT 7 TAECT B i, SPARQL i & i1 BGP % i By 7 B [ A48 OB e i) 5 rp R 4
FILTER (?x1 !=7x2),= %138 % 25 UL T, B 7x 1 F1?x2 #BWLS £ TR &1 Leonardo_DiCaprio 1 Kate Winslet.

(2) TEIFME LG AE T B RS E S ESEImR &), B 1K)/ fi15 G IS ORI O 451 2 RS [F) 1
JERS TR T T B R E X5 N4 o B E 18 Y (no-repeated-anything semantics). 10 & 7¢ B & i Y (no-repeated-
vertex semantics) 114 G 5 & i Y (no-repeated-edge semantics).

a) EXEEIE L ZE R E X5 T E RIS SR N _E of2 55 (injective) WL FIBR 1,81 BGP Q
) 4 0 A e S e S 38 e R PR R RS R T B b R R SPARQL ERIAK A T IR 2515 X B AR5 Hofd FH Aok
[l 2% fF FILTER (?x1 !=?x2)3k 13 7 Kl [ #49 4 Jo E 215 L.

b) T i TG A A% E XA BR ] ofs,) T o(0,) 49 5 WLt B BGP O # (19 /AS [ T st A% 5 Bk S5 81 60 13 1) % 1)
ANTE TR, 0 VF AN (7] 320 4% 5 S5 380 6 1R T % P A ) L.

) TG EH GAE S AZAE T B & LS H 1 oot TR R 1A WS im DA DX 5+ 5, 5 p, B8 3T 8 S o(p)) 9 B
Wik, Bl BGP Q A IF AN [ 32048 8 e S 381 600 UL % 1) 7S RD A2 b, 0 VR A [R) T 73 6 RS 380 6 R T e (1 A ) 0 450
H i,Cypher & & % H %5 .

[F) 7 AN F A8 X X R B AL N 2R RVFIR A BUA N E S ILER,EFEHEIE S — M EE B
B XX B AR B G A LA R 0(G) R R B AT EA.

(1) #4118 X (set semantics).Q(G)E L AILEL LA, B O(G) P ARE & EE RFIULHEL.

(2) fLiE X (bag semantics).Q(G)E SR ULEC #E, B — A VT BC 55 57 H I A X 30 55 T 5 12 DG e 0T 82 1) AN [] ke
SR

bR b Bk BGP A% & R Pk, A 22 I E B A TL L, & & A AE LRSI (H 24 BGP T R N B 2 B A G,
CEG =R o B TR 7y = L e

M R HHE S HE A B OR A BGP X T 5 4R /F BGP [W3ERE Ly RIGE . TiECER). &, . =
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FUAT 3 (72 7138 H2) 55 HAh ¢ R 35 AE % B 2% I 2 (complex graph pattern, & #% CGP).

(1) #F(projection).Q(G)IR Al {142 B4 & S HUTHLEFR A O MM H A& BGP Bl AR &N O HiTH
A AR IR B BGP AR BN F AR N AR & A 2 T O R P R AR 1.

(2) LI (filter). 35 B B 5 H R4 AFRIE N 1T U8 CGP DL &5 B AR M 24 F 55 R AE M B k.

(3) ¥E#(join).CGP O, M O, BT EHZARMEH R E E I 1) CGP 05,0 Wi B &2 0, F1 O, fi H & & 1
#,05 FIULTE 25 5l i 3% 3 0, M O, MIUCIE S BARAF, 012 O, A1 Q, i A8 B 58 42 e 5 1 KA 7] % &, 0, AN
O, MIVCHEC 25 SR RE 6 3k 17 1 A0 24 F 50 RARE P 1 41

(4) I (union)FZ (difference).CGP Q) Fl O, I FF(Z)M % CGP 05,05 LA L5 R /2 0, 1 O, HIVLHC 45 3 1)
F(Z)E MU T R R RECP IR Z AR

(5) Wl (optional).CGP Q, Al Q, I AT EAEM K CGP 05,05 MIVL AL 45 R A AN HE 0, Al O, 45 R,
MHAHE O s 0 EEA EIE R AT O h G Q) A BB 45 R AH 2 T ) RAVHUT I 72 ShIE B AE.

CLAIE B BGP RAE7E S FE T ¥ NP 584 1) 8. SCHR (69138 i ][R % (graph homomorphism) [7] 2 A
213 BGP ¥ B[R A5 SGIERH 1 NP #E; SCHR[ 70138 i K+ ] [F] 14 (subgraph isomorphism) 7] #UAE £ 2 BGP ¥ K] [F]
FiE SCIERE 7 NP s 3% JB A W15 5 SRAE E 244 i 407 B4R BGP HI2H4 5 24 ¥ (combined complexity) e
NP SEA M H R BGP Q [ MUK AR ERE G 1E AN FL8E 2% FE (data complexity) MY £ T,
13 L3 6 7E % 5502 1) 52 2% B P9 5 J R A 72,

CGP RIEMIH A H AL SPARQL 1EF I KB 7L TAE AL EGE LN, ATERE. I8, BT
YEff) SPARQL CGP 20 & 5 4% FE T3 A8 /& NP 584 (1 11 S CGP I, 72 A m g 445 0 FAE 2 F ¢ KA &
ik 71,4 B 44 T8 PSPACE 58471, 248 /E(SPARQL H [ MINUS ¢4 ) O IE W AT F T sk . 3o A ide 32
AR BT LA A 25 B VB ) CGP 5882 PSPACE 58 4= 731 1 25 5 40 45 3% 122 F W] 36 /B ) CGP /2 PSPACE
SE4 U AT I, TR R AR R K CGP R 24 AR IR T 38 R 9 SPARQL, SR AR 17 B3 A 41 & 2 2% & [
B A& PSPACE 58 4= V4L B Al i 8 20 56 T oA Jn 8 P13 25 098 5 CGP & 2% A ¢ (BRI 78 T4

7 P 58 2 e 25 ) 90 SR A 509 T 50008 2 AT T BGP A 5 K O 72 7 s B R T KB AR SR &
J 5 4 3 T B3 i 16 Ullmannt™®) . NautyU7* VA1 VE2U76) {H 33 #8775 35 (0 BUAT 206K I A58 F T M B St — %
b, KHU B | BGP SRAE I SRIE A T 3 Fha(1) SR FE T AEAURE A9 A A 1 UG i (inexact matching)i& AR E T K
) 25 B[R] A4 15 S, 8 7 v AL 4R SCHR [77-791;(2) K HH i AL % (approximate  solutions) £X & # I fif (optimal
solutions), HL A4 77 2 A0 45 SCHR[80-821;(3) PR+ 1 I [R] 25 BRI M) FAD RS A 5 SUAN AR, 8 <2 [ 46 I i) 5% S A4 12 T
X ZFER B RS R R 5] E08T F UL 8 % 2 18], K 1% 26 07 32 14 5 TR0 I 2 20 1, 3 22 40,45 :Graph Grep™! |
gIndex®*, Closure-tree!®, FG-Index®®), Tree+Delta®™), TreePi®®. GDI®**!, GCoding!®". QuickSI®", GraphQLP*.
GADDIM®!, SPath®!, SINGP3), GraphGrepSXP®. Lindex”!. PathIndex®8AI SQBCP!.

FEOE (1) d 7 7 RS T B DU T, 5B (2) 7 R 4R 3 8 D AR, 25 T 0539 J2 0 R JEL o b oG 18 1 0 1) 75 SRR (3)
BARRFR T BAE SCEIE JEFRE 3 AN MR (1) K2 H0736 5 s T/ B A ki a4 84 K
BT S AL EO R L B LE R A N E R R LT 3015 (i s2 56 #3558 48 1) ATDS #idE 48),1% 5 & il
W EA T RUBETT RUR A R B 1R T RN AR ) 5(2) ROV B X B K B B 4 9 GraphQL. GADDI
SPath 75 ¥2:, 3 B % Ab FR (1 A5 FHASE AT 072396 A2 i 10 P DR A £ 2 SR (2 SR [93 ] S S5 oK 114 512 6 250 4 T
AL ESY 9 6 410 A1 53 844, 5CHR[92,94] FH 4 FH 1) S5 B0 T0 SO $ 7y 7l 3 112 AT 12 519);(3) # R
5| BRI ) A0 25 18] A2 2% B 49 O R R M I (D e SR 5 5L T SPath J7 i K 2 51 A I 18] AN 45 18] 2 2% B2 4 5 O(nm) Rl
O(n®),n F1 m 43 530 49 T 25 1300 00, A 306 226 75 2 ) 001 4R PR 8 g T 2% 51 AN L S A1 759 9 A A 2 Fam 258 NI 4 SR 42
T —F%5 BGP 2 /7 32100103 55 2 Ty 35k (0 o0 FE AR A8 Y bL T I R 2 B R ) 20 TR T 53 1 AR 4L (graph
simulation) F1 5 F A% (bounded simulation)if X & X BGP 3R AR, M i A BT #1592 i B 18] 53 4% B8 Pk D9 57 05 4% Sz B
FZSE TR T RS T BGP 5 S H A FHATAT 2R 51 4544, B LA el VA 2805 SR (1).

i 1] RDF P f P 2 DT 10 5 0 7 vE 46 b T 450 (3).(1) B RDF-3XUSIF Hexastore™ QK B /S B &K 51 77
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wEe i 6 FIANEHESIM = e H R 5] 0 AR T, 75 6 B VT BC 4% 20 R 2 I B AR, K i v (R 45 SR ) 1%
PR PERE.(2) LA GRINV'OURT DOGMA AR 2 1) 45 44 2% 51 J7 vk A4 M AR UL RE /R E 840, %% RDF BIEAT
¥R g MRS, 2 FAES KRS M AER S RDF B AT B QUL AL B R 51 4E A B E.(3) B
BitMat!' "Vl TirpleBit!' "7 A X3 (o7 BT7-fik J7 3 BAR T4 1 47 fik 45 180, (8L 4000 8 3 44 4 AR A ek, L AT 7900
ALK B EAE— SR L2 3] T #HZ1.(4) LL gStoreIF1 chameleon-db!!' % A8 3 () &R 5] 5 UL J5 v, %
SPARQL BGP £ i) 73 ik yif A UT T AN 45 3R, ik 98 2 T (&1 2R 51, VT T SR FH 7 11 () ) B0k 4 A FH R a3 A

42 BRAES

T P AR X DG 12 25 1) v, UC T 225 RS 2 2R R TR ) 7 1, o R i A B 1 1 N IR B B 5 — P B T
W7 22 S U A ), L DU I B AT 45 A RE S 50 1, 75 B 1 R PR R 3 S A gE AT 0 4, 36 3 15 v il 6 &
W BB HRLZ P EEER W 43 G5 7 Ei“San Zhang B A A EAARAI AN, B 9 &if)“i# it Leonardo
DiCaprio 5 fE H A IR 2 35 & 1 FE B 51 2 8] 1) A 3B 6 42 55 45 v 5 i s U 25 1A

T 17 5 P 3 e 2 v S P T S T 2 TR A TS A7 A — 25 4%, B AT O 14 25 14 (reachability  query). B2 F K&
HIF 98 AR SR AR AT 2 14 259, 40 50 S5 08 1 2 DL SCHR[109]. 78 52 B B 43 1R 0 — 2D BEoR 2 LR A2 05 /2 SRl 29 3R,
oA A 2 1E ) B% 4% 75 1] (regular path query, & #% RPQ).

EX2(IENMEAREIM(RPQ)). 4 & MRENE G=(V,E), il FFrEEE NI G H NI v B v, R p
HFEF voagvia1va. . Vo 1am 1V Fe 1 vie Viaie Z,(viaivie ) € B B8 AR pBIFE 2 N 55 5 Ap=ay...am1€2.G LK) RPQ
O Wi LN

(x.r.y)
Horr,(1) x fly B B (2) r R ZE M IEN R AR IBTRE SN ro=elalr/ririrrae 2,/ |1+ 5 5 8 4% |
FEF0 5 AR P LIS B

EX T(RPQ WEEERIBN). AEmilEil G=(V.E)yfH LI RPQ Q(x,r,y),Q WAT &I HEE & L
NG G T A bR R IE N RIEX r KHAEES, B 0(6)={pAp)eL(r)}.

BT 5 EHE G R LA R, 0(G) 1 UL IS 2% 42 55 A T RE R T8 55 1, X Fis L T RPQ I B I 1R 1E LA
AT TE SERR R H 75 B SR BR )L A RPQ SR AR A AT SEHLAY.

(1) fEE 4218 X (arbitrary path semantics).1Z1E BRI E X 7 45 H 0 O(G)IR [H] 4= B3 /2 1E W R IE = r 1%
BRI IRIE LT, QG W Re & B 55 2 & M40 B R A IR 2 K AR F ), MEZE T B B R R A AT 4T 1
(R 2 O UE W 4P 58 &N AHBE %08 S8 SCI A7 18 2018 R SRTE 1 A T AU 2 8] & 75 17 76— 250 2
ZAEMIER R, BN Q(G)={(x )AETEM x B y MERAZ pfE B A(p) e L(r) 38 S0 1 51 v 52 24 B F < B K 42 1) 142430 7
SE RS2 I v 2 T AT B9 40 0, SPARQL & 1 4% SR B A7 7 208 PO

(2) %415 U (shortest path semantics). 7E %15 SN, Q(G) IR [=13 & 1E W Rk 3K r 1) 55 50 26 42 (B S AH
A5 [ 25 T B3 B ). 81 1 ,G-CORE #1141 TN 25 4% 755 11 SR B 1 2 %38 (0L,

(3) JCH AT siiE X (no-repeated-node semantics). 7L % i T ,0(G)IR [B1 & 1E W R IE 5 r 1B 12 B 5% %
B IEE S IR T AT A B 1 ¥R). T 3 5 TS B AR R 7 52 % 455 (simple path). 75 — 288 FR 17 5t
PR BT X T, 7E R R Y 2R N, — SO A BE T IR — AN LR 2 T 1 IR AEAXAE SR B 2k FE R S A IE
& NP 524 [t

(4) THEEUWE L (no-repeated-edge semantics).7E %15 LT ,Q(G)iR [F13# & 1E M ZRIA K r 8512 H R 5% 1% 15
G I (R 2 AN B 1 )X B BT TET )90 T AR S A v U ) — AN b s 2T 1 IRIEDR S R E E
2% H BT, Cypher 18 & X fhig 29,

FRHEA [F] 5 =Kk, RPQ B4 tH 7T LA4F A LA JLA S L.

(1) AARAEAIBTE O(G) FFIA % 8 T s Z (A& B AFTE — 20 2 IEM R IE X r BIEE2(2) TiAREl O(G)
HR AR IR RN 2 SO BE A (3) AR IR Bl O(G)F I — 4k 2 EA TR, (4) B O(G)F 4 R BLEE 4 4%
BREN GHITEIRE.
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BB CAALE LT RPQ it T 175 00, 48 18 5 038 AN E 4R B0 38 SCR, T 85 36 (u,v) (U
H 1 RER QG % /0% u B v B4R AEALTE SCR T (u,v)iR 81 R BUSE T Q(G)F u B v IR A2 26 50
BE T T A 83 S5 AT B B AR AE S 45 A 92 br B AR R T AT B IR DN LS TSR R, R
BEAE B #P 5241y,

RPQ 5 BGP A] 45 & 7F —#2 JE i CRPQ(conjunctive RPQ), 3 %E S & BGP ¥ J&, Rl #1214 BGP /i1 /2 RPQ.
T CRPQ MW FL1E 2 W CHR[67,111,112].3CHR[113] L IERH CRPQ HIL & 5 4 2 2& NP e 4 .55 0x I,
%2 HELHE H,CRPQ J& — AR BIEE = % L. 78— B0 T, 75 EAE A b 38 B IR 2 R B2 R (i
Lb 5 6 4% b 25 42 15 A RD ), M M, SRR 11313838 1 T ECRPQ(extended CRPQ)EN CRPQ M9 &, f HAERH 1
ECRPQ 4 & 5 7% &t PSPACE 5E 4 f0.7E RPQ Atk L BAR X N H £ 5 ST WE LaRF ke
IEM %753 NRE(nested regular expression)!' '), I U #4fs 4 4% 25 ) RDPQ(regular data path query)!'"" /Al Datalog
P ples),

RPQ MR F I ol HEIEMRIAR » XA H) AN S AR EE G XL A ShHL AR TR#E1E, L 5 2R B
N PTIME!"'% Koschmieder 25 AU Y 4 5% L FR 25 (rare-label)” J5 i 6 RPQ H#EAT 40 i, 4R Ja #E4T 40 BOSK A4
%5 1 SE bR SR BT 40 v SR (E T T 3o A B S A 5 bR A, A AL FE R T S a3 G 5 ¥ Fan
2t NV BT RDE T B DL A i L il 51N T RPQ A — A T4, 1% TAE X Frif W s B kAT 7 58
2 (PR AT, IF 48 Y T RS (BT B9, B 5 2% B R ST 75 2% Gubichev 28 A3 T RDF-3X 1) FERRARI %
SIE A A WA ERE EY BB T RPQ i AbFE Dey 25 ANUOIHE T 56 R A0 ¥ FE sL Bl T B A e I {7 b
(provenance-aware) (] RPQ £ if]. Wang %5 A2 H 7 KL RDF B F 1 sl 3 A Y5 - e RPQ SR E 3%,

43 SBEIEN

AN TR T B = UG T AN S 202 v, 23 A 28 A ) A OGO W 2 R R 1 I 5 A R S T O T e T R R A
SR B RE G 2 R R A S B R b B A A SR AR E R g R A S BT A TR AR, K
PR B K/ e/ B S I AR S R R AR 1 A AT B A T L B T B T ) — e A A RS I S A R

(1) "RFAER% 12K JE (characteristic path length). B v Jir A5 Tl s X 2 8] 55 40 6 450 4K 2 1) S 24 20— AN B o
T00 £ 2 [A] F SR IR

(2) 84y & (connected components). iR [A] B H By T 145, X S 42 A rp (1 T s BE A% il i i A LIS 3.

(3) #EX &K I (community detection).iR [F] B HH BT A T i T 45, 1% SEEE A w1 T A DA RE A 8 SUFE [R] — 4 X Hp.

(4) & FZ ¥ (clustering coefficient). Tl i i 58 48 2 HUR % T0 10400 J& T RUAE ELERE MR R 1) SR A R 8L
S B BT TR P ) SR A R AL

(5) PageRank. ZlJil T — > Web I Y& # (¥ BE AL E 17 4. T0 55 1) PageRank {378 Web 31 35 Uy 18] 21 10 A1
M % PageRank 1] 1 Ay [ o T s AH X 2 T2 A2 2 1) P B4R A

AR EHUE Bt 51248 BRI VA N A S W SCER[12 15T RS RIR B, 2 Rl Ak &
B K, 7 A8 FH o0 A 2 A AR ZE SE IR AT V5L E LSS 5.3 71T
44 MINEEEEESER

x5 T 5 FERENREE WG T L B SO RRHE R TR LS B A R AT & A
Wi E W REERE S W R E WS REE . ST A M. SR EHES DML Ai3dE & %S DDL
) R R E DA B SEBIL R 48 %% 55 T SPARQL. Cypher 1 Gremlin [ E %5 A 33 — 2 2 W SCHR[9];5€ T Cypher . PGQL
#1 G-CORE 1 LL 5 ik — 25 2 W SCHiR[122].

5 FREIEREEEERS

A Yt H TR 2R P B B AR G 0 R B 21, 95 RDF = S A R A P AR )
ZRIR 7 A7 2B B A B R 8 S HEZE I, A 2 R 00 A B AR A ) P DN
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Table 5 The comparison of knowledge graph query languages
R/E ARG A E F R

5 VLS SR SPARQL Cypher Gremlin PGQL G-CORE
BB AL | CGP CGP CGP(ET i)' CGP CGP
i 7 141 i Y THAZ. f° THELD. B2 THAZ. f° THEHAMS. 02 | THRAS. @2
RPQ H4E RPQ T4 RPQ 4 RPQ B4 RPQ #4E
St Bk | 8N R e v (R R 75 #it) GEmEe RER R | dntgge L | (N
Hi FIA 5E) A ) J@PEAE) BT 55 3 FikX)
i X FEERE. £5° TEEEDC, A FERE S o BEReT 0f | BERES o’

KA %L, PageRank.

I3 b B i) AR RamH = AR RERE
PeerPressure 2%

AR AL T = 2 R = =
Kol BT iE 5 DML CRUD" CRUD x x CR
Hdi  E S DDL T il % & x

LIRS gSJtZIrlz: \%Etlj::)]s;) s AgeNnZOGiL\ph s TinkerTop %5 Oracle PGX ¥

¥E:1. Gremlin A~ & 2 52 £ 7 3% (optional )45, (H AT LLE ik 3 A3 1R M 2 40 554802, Wl DISTINCT Je 8 SRR 4 A48 .3, PGQL
BRI B 2 UC i A 38 S T B A, Pl ALL 55488 7 0 T B A 5.4, SPARQL w1 R 244 )+ i 4 19 i 1tk i 4% A v vk 2
W5 2 CGP B A # FH 42618 3L.5. Cypher ] il it shortestPath bR 54 3¢ 7 5 #7172 15 3.6, Gremlin W F A5 SCAT DABE 0L HE 5.7, PGQL
PR AR AT AT E R P e SRR B S I LAl E .8, PGQL #4443 A5 i) [H] A 4% F S 1 42, 4 A AL AE SUHI[].9. G-CORE i 4% i mJ i i
ALL 8t 7 MUNE & #1218 3.10. CRUD 43 50 CREATE €% . READ 8. UPDATE % 371 DELETE fitl i

5.1 RDF=JT{HE

FHEMITIE RDF = Jo#H %038 135 Apache Jena. Eclipse RDF4J LA K 24 R 5 f# RDF-3X F gStore; 3 E [
7l RDF = $0df )32 (.45 : Virtuoso  AllegroGraph. GraphDB. BlazeGraph I Stardog!'?*!.

1. JFE RDF = e %45 e :Jena

Jena®& Apache THZL I H , 3 5 & A B 5056 = HF R 19 Jena T H . Jena /& 15 3L Web 4705, 3 2 1) HF YR AE
ZEAN RDF = Jo2H P B0y it 1 W3C ARk, H DI RE B 45 :RDF #4ii & BL . RDFS A OWL AfA% P, SPARQL
B EESE Jena H &4 —EFATAE5 2,004 RDF = ndlidt47 2 T AR s N A7 0 17 g B B R i B G — B 5
TR f HE 5] B AAAT RDFS Al OWL A A HE BEAT 55

2. JFi RDF = 41404 2 :RDF4)

RDF4J" 4 H Hij & Eclipse & 4 25 N (0 I8 AL 0 5, JL T 8 2 47 22 801 A 5] Aduna JF &) Sesame HEZE,
e 045 RDF 04 1) fF 0T A7 i  HEFL A2 10 %5 RDF4) 324t N A7 FIRE 2% 79 F RDF A7 A AL, 32 #F SPARQL 1.1
U FITE RS,

3. JFJE RDF = o414k e :RDF-3X

RDF-3X & H 4 [ 5 o -3 B o oh AR A S BTl K ) RDF =B 406 12 R 40, KR VIR KR T
2008 49 Hds i 8 bR 1 VLDBPY, 5 22 Dh e g Je AN 56 3 BB il A & GH-RDF3X,JE ARG AT LAM GitHub b F
#¢ https:/github.com/gh-rdf3x/gh-rdf3x.RDF-3X ¥ % K FF s 4E T H oA RDF 4l & 1715 ioh B R 4 ) 5B A2 0% 07 52
A EE A AL B R,

4. FFJ5 RDF = JuZH ##% g Store

gStore! 2 AL TS NI 5 KSR i BH R S B & 0 70000 H & 193 T B RDF = o415
5 g .gStore HFEA% 214 ] RDF &%) B )25 2 [&] (signature  graph) 3F 257 <VS W% 5] LLIN# &5 #6. % RDF & G
PR AR AN S AAR T A R L 408 8 i 1 A MR R A e — AN b A7 B R I e £y B VA TR SR —5Kk 5 RDF | G
Xt % B B G TE AT SPARQL Z i # A I P O bk — Sk WA 5K Q7N T SCHFIE G Lk A
$E O MIICE N & gStore RLH 1 VSR 5] LB A LA RL NS TR G H A VEGIRLEE 5 2
(summary graph); | Fl“VS™# % 5] $2 £t (4% 22 1], g Store 48 1] LAKIE [Z 45 /) SPARQL 7 141 [ 38 22 73 ).

5. mil RDF = 040 #4 P : Virtuoso

Virtuoso!'**!j& OpenLink 2 &) FF % ) 7 M I £ B8 P 7= i, 32 35 96 SR 550808 % -5 R34 W RDF %4 . XML
B R SO B 4 — & L, H R R AR AR A Virtuoso Universal Server(Virtuoso 4t — R 55 #%) F T I i A8
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OpenLink Virtuoso.Virtuoso SR AI PASZHF 2 MR Y (MR & B0k RS R g (B HRLR B TR T 2 14E
Gk Z VMO R B R 4, DR I LA BN S8 R (R 45 B IR R AR AN S BEERL ). R A Virtuoso AT BAECR 56 5 1
6. ik RDF =620 435 £ : AllegroGraph

X ¥F W3C [ Linked Data Z %133, 6135 DBpedia £ P4 1118 2 H /i RDF #0117 Bk & B HAE NG 876 R 4.

AllegroGraph!"*V& Franz 24 & JF & [1) RDF = Ju41 404 J% . AllegroGraph X} i X HEFE I g AT BN 5 1032
R BR T = ouH B A T RE A, AllegroGraph 3B SZRFBIA YL RDFS++HEEEHL. OWL2 RL #EEENL.
Prolog MUMIHEHE R4, B HEHALH] . LM HTPE. ATA4L RDF &3 B 2% 45
7. Bk RDF = 640 #5048 F :GraphDB

H (inferred) 1

H

GraphDB!"?7 /& H1 Ontotext %12 @ ¥ & #) RDF = G41 %04 & .GraphDB SZ81 | RDF4J HE4L ) SAIL 2,
8. Tk RDF = Ju4 %44 ¢ : BlazeGraph

Al LAf# ] RDF4J (1) RDF #8784, fiftb7 &5 F1 25 i) 5] B8 B 327 1) GraphDB.GraphDB [1) 454 & %f F RDF ##L I fE
R 3 2 358, 8 P B A 2 00 T 170 4% (forward-chaining )" H#E BE AL, B $2 20 (explicit)

g

232

Xof X 8 5 AN IR BEAT OUAG A 5 H 60 VR 2 7 R R SR 5 AR L [R] 2 BT

=

(=N

AR S
Blazegraph!'"®12 —/NJ& T RDF = o 28 J% 1) B 58 i 38 2R 4, 46 FH 7 432 O 2 RN 32 35 RDF = e 4L A& it
RDF = o4 Ml SPARQL {J,2&“#EF RDF = o4 /& 1 B 50 dE .
9. MMk RDF = 2 $0 ¥ %2 :Stardog
JE AR . Gremlin Bl FiES

BIAETY BESE I T SPARQL 5 5 tSCHL T Blueprints A5 & Gremlin i 5 .Blazegraph [P SEHLE A £ T [

GraphQL il . MAAE M. BENEs 2= T 5ET
5.2 FREEHIEE

Stardog!'*& H1 Stardog Union /A & JF & [ RDF = Ju41 % ¥ &, H 3 #F RDF BE G . SPARQL 2 i) iE
He, He

OWL2 FrifE FH E € SCHIHER 5 8 2 A AU . RO S
A 25 L 22 I g R 1 5 5 2% 45 1 SCHF Stardog % OWL2 HEFLHLH A R 47 A S8, R I B 230 &R

5 3R 2 P R g AR5 5 A1 Web Vg )45 1.
H 7 3 B0 i AR 0 E S Neodj JanusGraph. OrientDB #l Cayley.
1. BIRAT i FELEHRE PR :Neodj

Neodj L i Neo B A A 7] FF & 1 BB 2. 7T LS Neodj A& H A I 47 R di v 1) PR 50308 2 72 il Neodj 56
T PR B BR A A B R N R MR T R W RUBE L 1L RS TR TR IR R XA
Neodj 7517 it 20T - BB (A7 IO T 50 SR80 e
2. 434 A ¥ 22 - JanusGraph

JanusGraph! "2 7E Ji 45 Titan R Gel"1ILAE | 4k S K 95 5 A 3 B B8 e JanusGraph (11776 Je 3 5
A0 5] #E 52 4 B 1, BT fd 4 A1 2C Bigtable 17fi# & Cassandra 8%, HBase 1 47 fi J5 % . JanusGraph 1 Bl 25 = 77 43
3. B %#E e OrientDB

1 2 51 FE ElasticSearch. Solr Fil Lucene SZIL %28 B 04 1t PdAS 2% Dh e, B B Hh RS B 4003  400{E 2 Fn 4
44 & JanusGraph it B % 3 T MapReduce & 7347 51 28, 7T 4% Gremlin 547 & 1) ¥4 .~ MapReduce 155

H=E A

OrientDB'" i 412 Hi OrientDB /A 7] HF & ) £ B AL B4l 22 4 3 R 40 OrientDB BUAASCHEIE . SRS, HEAH .
A58 27 S HF AR 6 R, AT LA B OE B 5K 2408 (schema-less), 1 AT U 0% 2 HO4E FE I R B S 50 B 1 R X

XFB L R AR R 2 T R AR Y (E LR S = BT i P R SO K0 A i B ) 75 SR s A% R T BRIl
[ fT 3B 8 F AN AR 5% A e SR SR I T A1 8 K 5 R T 5 08 10 S 2 AT EL B O B S £ OrientDB Xt 1%

(schema-full),i& A] LAIE B A T 5 3 2 [0 i V8 58 20 (schema-mixed ) 545 78 25 1% 5 77 [, OrientDB SCEEY B
4. B Cayley
Cayley!" & H1 Google 24 7] TR & 1 — &k

SQL £ Gremlin H T & _E 1) S A1 R 2 #0;0rientDB (] MATCH & )58 7 75 8] AR R UL AL, X 2680 T Cypher

IR . Cayley BT K% 3 T Freebase £1iH &
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HEF Google HITH BB J5 ¥ B AR A7 i I 52 .Cayley 1 Go & & TR, 0T LMEN Go ZEFEfH At A4 ik
REST APLE AT A B (142 ) 4 45 a5 A0 AT RUAL F0 10 SRR 22 &R TG 5, B4 25 T Gremlin /) Gizmo. GraphQL A1
MOQL; 3 #5 % Fh A7 J5 i, 045 - {8 B8 E Bolt. LevelDB,NoSQL #1#% % MongoDB. CouchDB. PouchDB.
ElasticSearch, ¢ & £ #% % PostgreSQL. MySQL %%,

oAt J5 A= BB P i A 35 i /E Amazon =P 5 1 Amazon Neptune!**. £ #7445 % Arango
DB S ) Azure CosmosDBL'®| DataStax f Enterprise Graph!'*"', Sparsity ] Sparksee!** Ll %

TigerGraph!'*"12%

53 SHAEHRELIERGESIES

TE KA I AR, 23 A 20/ AT H AR TR IR S i P i 4 A 2 S ] sl fr T L R RS R G T A
(101 _EAZ 4 322.(10%) 14 503K B 38 Hi a4 O A 78 20 #0828 2019 4F 1 H LOD(linked open data, 54 I HUOEHE)
HR S R AT I RDF BRI 1 234 A, 208 B A B %A R 10 g0 5o (B AR P A5 ik B TF124%
=AM LOD HR £ AN S 4R (R CLRE I 10 1226 = s 4L i 40 4 5 R BOHE 45 DBpedia 2014 4 30
2.4 & [ R R4 UniProt A 90.2 12461, 345 B3 4 LinkedGeoData Jy 200 1244

T A R H () THT ) K R0 ASE Pl K 1 o A 2K R 48 5 HE B 65 3k F 4 A 0 E R4 (i GRSUPhal 2k
Bigtable 15 %1461 B $dfs 474% )2 A FE T MapReduce!"*"), Pregel! ¥}z GraphLab HE 420Ny [ $ 95 4b 38 2 I
oA R FEAT EUEE L R SR 2 5 TR S HE R AT B R RS (1) 2T MapReduce ) R4 YARS2!,
SPIDERI®Y, SHARD!?(2) JtF Bigtable HJ % % :Titan!"!. CumulusRDF!'**;(3) & F R &% M 22 1 &R &5
Blazegraph!'**;(4) 3T W AE A7 i) R 45 Trinity! >4, Trinity RDF!'>,

KHUHE RDF & b1 40 A SN A AR B 7 51N T B 43 BRI ) 2 S SR B . SCRR[156]4% RDF BRI 4 0 8 45
RS AR Sy R 2 n Bk(n-hop) 4B )&, B ¥ SPARQL i X4 N# T F &7 347 R
TR [ 1S 7K T A e LA e 5 SR T skt e SR FH e o R ) 6f T st B3k AT 43 A A7, 0 B 465 28 9 330 A7 40 i, 1K 5
B K FEAT B HL /b 85 T4 10 B Y SCER[158 3R ) EAGRE 5 k45 T3 b 198 515 B 0T BIAN 25 1 2E 4T 20 .
SCHR[ 159142 1 TriAD J7 %R A METIS J5 56 RDF B4 8% T 1 BL A i BUE 2 AN HLas B A7, R i 4
1A E R 5 B 2L I MPT AE 4216 57325 0 B AL B 347 R GUIE (5. SCHR[160]142 H ) DREAM R4 H
Xt 5V BEAT 43 A S 3 fif RDF B, B8 85 AR 05 40 )5 -1 7 10 100 52 2% P55 1 36 7 b 23 TG B AT # 10 BIT 7 RO L 28 250

7543 A B B WAL TR b T 3845 SR 18 (partial evaluation)FE ARSI T IR H T — R 5 %071 8, Fan 2 A
R R 4 SRAE AR 1T KR () W] 3k o A 46 o A 2R AR %)M A1 Fan 55 AR F 20 SRAE 4R 1 T 2= F A8 0L 3L
T BT FC fr) o A 2R AL 14 Peng 25 NI #543 SRAEHE H T SPARQL 5 i1 1) 49 Aii AR A ) Wang 26 A 42 H
TETF#4 RAEH) RDF B L RPQ 434 s A% 166),

BeAh, H AT O 2T BUA o0 A U S S 0 018 1 5 1 A B TR SCHR[167] /@ /R ) H,RDF+R 402
T HBase 7 #iz\ Bigtable /7t T = JuH RIS E R 5] SCHR[168]45 Hi Y Sempala &2 T 4720 SQL-on-
Hadoop %% P Impala F1 Parquet 4347 2% 3024445 2 A9 RDF B 308 251 5] € Lai 28 AR 7 2T TwinTwig 4544
SR ) MapReduce 43 A7 3 20 MO8 S35 (HZ B0VE AU T e 1 e hn &8 B U170 Bl 25 At — D44 T il it
JUA] BE IR R IR BT SRR 7 BV S AR i B AR M Schitzle 25 A4 H ) S2RDF & 4045 SPARQL 7 i #%
.2 Spark 4341 s SAESL F 1Y) RDD #8845, HL Bs 28 37 7 R B3R 51 FH T D05 78 28 285 160 (R0 - KA a3 1) it
2R 5] R R ) R AT REAR U TALSCHR[ 17308 RDF P8 SORISE #1300 S 2 v P AT B 0 M, 1%
1F 7 —Fh 5T MapReduce 11144 x0 SPARQL BGP LHC 5 v He 25 N2 H 1 Stylus A& — P | F 55 2R 25 B 2
MeAGAT it 5 S R0 2 1 Ab (4 43 45 30 RDF A7 it 2, 3L R 2 2 Tl L) Peng 25 ATESCHBR[ 175145 i T —Fh
REAE AR5 25 1) 1 AL LB R 4> FIAZ A% 1) RDF BAF66 5 . Xin 5 A48 H T 2T Pregel BT HHELL I8 (R IR
RPQ 43 Aii 2R A 555 JF Y3 H Apache Rya /&% T 70 47 s A 174 R 48 Accumulo JF & ) RDF = e 4177,
FFUEIH Cypher for Apache Spark!' " Neodj 2w HF & [ i T Cypher 2 ifi %4ty Spark J:17 41 (O Hk.
KT HTF Pregel 14547 3 1 Adb HEAE 42 1) S5 B AT 7 348 J8 7T 25 0L SCHR[19].
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2% 6 LB T H LR 25 Fhn i R O P B AR 4 AR VR ANIE . B AR AT R B S . R
IR R R AN A 55 R
Table 6 The comparison of knowledge graph database management systems
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i e VAT E BT R | BIRES R R A BHRA | REEK
N o R R 50, = n AR AT T R 3.0.17 -
3store TR RDF [&/=Jufl% SPARQL T (2006.7-17) g
HIA R Ge, K TR AR TT R "
2 [ T o ’ 1 R4 7=
DLDB HF ¢ 5 RDF E//KF% SPARQL I At &
5 . } FWIIE L Web THE, RDF 3.10.0 o
;Té Jena TR RDF K/J& 3% SPARQL R A OWL H 8 T B (2018-12-30) &
% | SW-Store | 5T )5 RDF /38 B %14 SPARQL Rt E@%ﬁ%&ggmﬁﬁﬁﬂq CAGES i
SPARQL/ O g 11.1 N
IBM DB2 R4 RDF [4//DB2RDF SQL SCHF RDF R 2 37 7 ol Bl (2016-4-12) &
Oracle 18 | 7l | ROFWoeRfrd | SRl | sar ROFWEREIEIE | 0100 | %
e . T HAIE L Web T EJFE. RDF 2.5.0 o
RDF4J I RDF [I/SAIL API SPARQL KR 42t SAIL B (2019.3.7) P
N BHIF R Y R 58, N R GIAEEIT R 0.3.8 -
RDF-3X iR RDF B/ E RS SPARQL ey (2013-11-22) 7
I 15 . RO 5B 5 5, J5 A A ik A T 0.7.2 .
o | B g | RPFRVSH SPARQL BT B A (018-11-4) |
=] =3 e ST
= ) )T . by SPARQL/ | 1F X Web 5l H % HI i) RDF %4 g, 8.2 o
= Virtuoso | FM/JFYR| RDF B/ Z AR A SQL SEF AR SQL 31 4 (2018-10-22) =
él:;[ AllegroGraph| ik RDF E/=tH %5 SPARQL ﬁlﬁ)(iﬁﬁ%;ﬁiﬁiﬁ(jﬂ (2061'3:(3)_4) =
JEE e
GraphDB | ik RDF Kl/=7e#41%5] | SPARQL i%‘; ;; m*éfgﬁfﬁ;%; o 20 f;f‘ll_m) Z
N S SPARQL/ | T RDF = Ju4LJ% i) I KH e, 2.1.4 <
BlazeGraph LRl RDF /=76 %51 Gremlin SEPLT SPARQL Al Gremlin (2016-8-30) PFF‘
SwDog | Bl | RDFE/ZRAI%3 | SPARQL |1 OWL2 MIHUBIA BAFMILH| ooy |
! ; , AT I B ET R = o
| Neoti [wdsE | REEEEeE | oy | U ERIIE R e |
i | mascreon | 73 [T o | AT B 022 -
] i 8 3 A1 RA- A #5951 455> 85,591 T Gremlin | (2018-10-9) =
# . , e SQL/ | HZ B E ARSI ER AL,  3.0.17 o
TE OrientDB [5R14 J& T B R A AT A Gremlin o S ) 7 S B (2019-3-7) =
) g Gremlin/ | & ZIFIR K E S T & 0.7.5 o
Corey | THR | ROFEIIEEN | Gphor | wmimsmemmmts |eoisiion|  *
Sempala E}T;ﬁﬂ RDF B/ 4 i 2017 i SPARQL 7 %?;Smﬁéiﬁiéﬁ;g;a Qb (20 12i37-7) &
4 IF U5 RDF &/ n o g sy | GitHub YD -
THAD | oo lem | spmstrfh sz | SPARQL H: T MPIAEZE [0 57 2 38 15 P il KA i
4 IF I8 RDF &/ N GitHub JY \
% | HRDF® | | smkiepsmas | SPARQL 3T HBase N ER A E A e
2 S2RDF TR RDF B/ SPARQL H T Spark HEZ%E 37 KR 5 1 &
% BT AL | oA A7 i T RIS P ) (2016-4-4) "
5 Stvlus FIE RDF K/ SPARQL FT oA WA AR B R 1Y GitHub J5fY -
e T | BHEA | 9 AP R AR AL RDF = 7e 41 R B A B
-~ RDF [/ T 5 1E 4% Accumulo 3.2.12 o
Apache Rya | JFii IR T = ST ) SPARQL RDF =04 % (2018-03-04) =
Cypher for ) B/ - 0.3.0 o
ASI:,Z(;I;: PARI:S 346 R 72 % DataFrame Cypher T Spark HEZL (1) Cypher 5| % (2019-3-8) P

© hFFeE

e FFT T

http:// Www. jos. org. cn



IE Fin BT EA R R 2165

F 6 MUGFEANT N4 RDF = ol J5 Az B Ao A0 B SR A B R R S HEAE BN T 2 3.1
T AR T ORI AR E R A T R R R RS
55 iFNEE

PFI L HE (benchmark) /2 2 W PTAN B4 PR 8 21 2R Gk e 0O vs o 2L ¢ R30I R 35 44 (1) TPC VTl R . Jn
TR B B R G0 VR AT Ak T R R SE B Y B B W, BE B0 VF I 2R HE & 5t & (Linked Data
Benchmark Council, {8 #% LDBC)A& &1 BT £ 27 3 R G0 VPO = o T & 1) 2 B4 43, 0l 48 7 R ZE 1 B3
I A m A AR AL PLLDBC  H RITT R 78 S PRI 3 v 4 X 45 RN 3 7E (social network benchmark, i K
SNB) A& S H AR VT 5 #E (semantic publishing benchmark, % F5 SPB).SNB 15 i1 F - 3Tl %0 1 B 1 £ 408 e 5 21
RS ME S W AR ST B SRR 4 B S SPB Wt BT RN A ) RN BT VR A B R R — s 1R X
HEFRVEI D) R A ik, LDBC VPO 25 7 138 43 Dh g i b T R B B

EARFE LDBC L 2 i 2 RS L4 TF R 1 45T RDF Hdis 2P0 2k 1k, 614 LUBM., SP’Bench. BSBM Al
DBPSB.LUBM!'SY & f KL ] RDF $F I 7H, AS S0 3 SPARQL 1.1 itk A 32 43 3048 o 397, B 4% — 8 M HE
% 71;SP’Bench!* V2 &1 DBLP ¥4 S A4 #2 f) SPARQL V-l B i, /S S RF 50T BSBMU 24k T H 7 i 45 H0 4l
AL R T REARNT 58 3% (1) SPARQL P 25 4, 5] IR 60, 35 2 55 A1 73 A7 B9 4 48, (H /& . BSBM #ic4i B2 T- 4028, DL T
T 5 R MU FE 1 R S8 BRI 45 SR 154 DBPSBU S il I 3E T DBpedia (1 3 S 45 (0 347 ik - fj 2,
A5 AT 94, [ B S S RE T T WatDiv PP 6 v U S R s R SRR P s SCAE R R e X S A
) R A SR N BN E A A . BT AW, SR E WA G AR 4 2K Link
Bench!"™2 3 T Facebook #1238 W 4% B0 S H4 A6 3T & 0 P10 35 14 B 5 55410 Facebook 35 824 P2 175 5% T 4t
2 9 %V 0 0 2 A A RN BB AR (R T B v O AN - 4 9.

T THH T ARIAHR 8 PR B B VT E I LR B R AU . AR BB R AL B AR
SRR BRAR .

Table 7 The comparison of knowledge graph data management benchmarks

T IR P AR B VI A 1 B

VR | RATHL AR B R AR R R RBENEER | Mk
N . " | S4B S ALK A W O T e R
sNB | Lppc | PBpedis MOLEURIE) G LR BEETA RGNS S, A | e (s
FH9EE 3%~ " (BBC)M DBpedia 5 H5% | 36 41~ SPARQL 1 ) 5 Wi & 1 4, 3 B o
SPB LDBC URAE Yo 51 P S i SCHE B S e L
LUBM FE I | AT R KN EE T RS AR 4 B RDF | 14 4~ SPARQL i), 7% it SPARQL kA% B [180]
K Hoim AR
SP°Bench | B3 | AT DBLP JUSK MR GRS T B, | 17 1~ SPARQL i), % ifi SPARQL 1t - [181]
BRE AT B RN R MEFUHL
pspy | PEE R | BT BT R S MR BT B R, A | 12 1 SPARQL #if. 2 MEHTL 8 0y = [182]
PN PR TR RIS BT A
pppsp | PSR | T DBpedia JTSHUR IR RPHEE AL/ | 25 4 SPARQL 75 ], MR 4 DBpedia 3135 = [183]
B Mo, 5 A R A 3%
WatDiv | ERHE | SRR EE SO B £ RDF 45946 | 20 4 SPARQL 4 i B4 A i Bt Lt = [184]
RPN TR WSS I BE LI E A
. $:T Facebook #1532 0 4% B SCHUHE 4T MUK | B4 Facebook 1 322E /™ 1% 5t ) SQL # .
LinkBench | Facebook R A T 2 N R 1 5 [185]

6 REFARGME

H AT, 0 iR B s 2 B E S . . RS R T HE R B AT K 58 T B BB JE S AR R PR Ak
ot SR PR T 0 A PR R S N IETE AN T 38 i A1 4 SR R BB T T R U Al
() RSB EN S B RES MR —
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AT R0 B SR AR A IS 5 AR — B R R R MR PR R S R ERAT, B R ER R R AT
Ko e IR REUE B G — B HE S SQL.ZE— HI AU B AR A5 G 5 A DU 78U E B FL R 4
W BAR, T ELBRAR T T P it A, A BRI 4 30 H5 00 122 R AT, [0 B PR 17 37 D 40 2 ST M

{E 52, T 2R B ok R R IR, R A A 5 M HE S g —FELE —EMEE. H— RDF B TiE X
Web (1) J& 11 77 A, JE 76 b v 1) 5 2 WD BT [7) Web b 45 JR WU IO R« & A AT i, Lol 3 T 3R 32 4 o
X T RDF #3((RDF schema)i& 5 fll Web A4 1E 5 (OWL), BB T — 4 5 & 9115 R s A HE B L], DBpedia.
YAGO. WikiData %5 3% 4% %111 B3 512 i F 35 /& RDF #2575 — 05 T, J8 o ok 1 1 P M0 120 40, 36 T A iy
J& P 77 R AR ML 5K #h T RDF B AN &5 B BT AT AR T B — B0 A 7™ 4% B0 i 3 n,G-CORE B 5 4
T B AR B AL IE 5 SCT AR R T B R, R R S S I R P S A AR A BE LA RDF KT ) Web
(A% A5 (8 B URT P — R B2 080, SO 2 J 1 B A T 20408 A7 i (0 O 34 [ P £ 45 RDF i B i 45040
S A 45 g B A TR A A S 0 R R R R P IR T G R R A T L G —
SR P A U S A A BELSE 2 WA R A WIS S A S Az £ ,SPARQL [fi 7] RDF K, 4 4 R
) Ja e PR PR e B PR A g — AR T B B 4 — I AT E 5 H AT, openCypher HA B4 K H T “GQL
B 5 % Cyphers PGQL Fil G-CORE it & Ay Ji 1k EIbR HE 259015 & GQL.{H 2,3 h 3F £ % & RDF K
) SPARQL i 5 . THI [A] 13 48 — S iR B3k B30 A B 0 ol 4 — S iR BRI 25 008 5, 8 SORE BB VR RN S0 Rk
{1y — > 25 B 5L 05 ).

(2) KBRS R B 1) 7 A XAE A5 3R

53 AT A AR R A A T B, E VR B O R NI S R AR 1 R AR SRR S T SR R
TP B 11 20 A XA RO T A A 0 B R R R R 9 20 A A A T W 4 58— A 1) A K
5 Kt 1) Jal T R ) A B — A G2 L[ NP 56 4 ) 0. B A4 A A B A 9 METIS B 43 i 3 1K
FUASE P B0 7E AL LB AT R 43t LT R AR W AT 15T DA, B S 75 BRI 5 T ) R RS i 4 1 s a0 1 4 A =X L)
I3 Bk 1% B B T S e O R R LR 1 T e T R AR S R A T R4y vt R TT B R T ST R R
2 A1) P PRSI BRAT, DB A B9 A 2 R e v R FE SR PR R o O S BB O A RAE R T R R E R
JETHI W] OLTP A1 OLAP i PRl AS [FIA7-fif 77 58,38 /& Ve vt mT LASP487 S /) 2 Y 285 360 11 B2 — A7 filk; W] 3 1y A 28 22 i
UHE 0L 35 50 A o BB FE A7 2 . 0 A7 S0 R 48 404 2\ Bigtable 2 4819 A 2 B B 176 1285 97 &8 ML
FiR 1) RDF [ 5l 4 A7 ik 7 22,08 2@ I 43 A QP FRAT-Ah i 2 2 — P vl g JEL BB i3 K, 3 T 22 ThT [ 60 0 P 2 90 &k
BB FE ZR 5105 58, b dn, 1 i B A TR A ) 1 2R 51 L T ) S5 0 3 45 A 960 £ 22 51 RTTE] v 23 BT B4 A 6D 11
%5l

(3) K FAR a0 4 1 e 00406 1) A X2 i b 2

HEAREE 5.3 AR T B I A0 R B o A A 0 A B 5 ik HEAR S R Y (% IR BUE i R S W s, H AT ik
BB T BUR: T2 A7 7 28 SCPE I 43 A 2R 1) A 1 58 S5 LK 20 O TR B2 08 1 A D 3 PR 2 5 161 i)
T 0 S, B 2 5L T MapReduce. Pregel. MPI %5 U 4347 2 Ab HHE 8 17 5 1 i B07k 40 A0 =08
WS H RERAE R, T B R E & — a2 A 5047 X5 A B R R, 0 % R TR A
R 5| G54, 1R I 5 B8 oy A 28 15 T4, 3 1 R — 2238 A 0 U PR B 43 A 3R ) RO AR A AR A A Bk SRR T T T
WP o A A i R A 5 ik

(4) R P B A B R T AR AR R R HE B ) S

L P B A 55 30 0 2 A T — A e R DX i) e A 4 110 22 3% R P T 1) 6 VR A 3 B ) 491 W, 7E RDF 14K
52 L&A RDF #U(RDFS)MI Web AR 5 (OWL) I 5E S, AT H T 3R n 8 18 08 AR, R 8 LT A
[Fi J2 T (0 1 B2 3 i, B AN L 6 R A 5 ) B R ) e A R 0 R O e A 7R 43 5 R B T A R R S
A 1) SCRE 0 AT 7E A7 fi 2 R 2 0 Ak 3 SRR R B i 2 AR A RO B R R Th RE R AR
B SCHIBIEFE 7 T 5 T T 0 R SR P 33 £ R TR 5 F 0t i W) B L SCRR[187].

(5) RHUASE A0 P 1 o 3 4 9
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TR ST 1 U IR A I T 0 P HE RS 2 e AR AN T P B R A AR R R S B A B R S A R 2 R N
TR U PR R B e N A, X T KRR R B Y ST R AW B R e, A AR B WIE S
R T R R U R B R T A B O S R AR AR R RS R B 2 RS — B2 R
AN — B0 A 5 22 ol ) fBE. 3K A i) A0 6 R VTl 00 5 2L R 4 v G AT i e R LR NI AL

(6) MU S 1L P i 1) 50408 46 ok

X 22 A B A I R P S R B s a8t R ) R I AT TR B0 46 R oK. H BT, Linked Data
FAUSUE RDF B3R 47 508 42 1 1 M5 J7 75,76 2 AN 75 4 Linked Data ) RDF & L AJ AF 3 SPARQL B F
B R G0, 30T 5 R B 00 4R R A v (R T 2R A R B O A R S N AR S T B A
I A, Db, o A R P S B B A R4 R T 2 T A ) PR RE UL AL R BCR IR T TR A — B R
) 4R

7 B %

AR VA HRHE AR TR (1 45 ) AR A B2 O T2 4k, 0 H R R B SR A B R . Tk BORE RGTHEAT
W FE LR IR A8 PR R0 R B i AR A 5 b iR BT 2 5 1R T O R AN AR R R R A
HLHE T AR B B AR ILRC . SR A A AL AR AR 40 T RDF = S e R Ji A PRI 5080 P X g 2K
AR P e R AR G 4R T AT 1 R P 0 A 2K AR e S HE SR B BILR, 4 T R R PR D A v
00 B, BT SR PR e A T PR R SR AT LT 1.
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