193 StRFHY2Iss) EHSSLHS =28 HI0A M5 (2003. 5)

XML #AE dolg Edzte

27|at A o B v EF
g

R AT, AAAT
FFUstn disty Helvgojstal
e~mail: {bobel4, replay97, csk}@kongju.ackr

A Comparative Study on Schema
Conversion Methods Between XML and
Relational Data Models

Bo Jin Heo’, Hyeong Seok Kim®, Chang Suk Kim"
"Dept of Multimedia, Kongju National University

2 o}

XMLo] QU dolA dlzu 2 dolel n@st A3 o2 Ae) Fogrel mek we doleue]
& @FAEe) XMLY BAY 2W 29) 2700k A Puol BE AFE FHA AU AFAA
S muzie] WE Yol FuslolH BEYT o} o AFSo B ulw L nBe] BF A
He A7t FEHPG 2 =RAAE XML #AY B9 el 2700 A el B 9
AFEE ¥F AYHA wu - 2BFo2A FF XML £7luish BAF Helgulols 119 deolg
2g W Aol BY AT AACKE) AT HE% sk

1L M2 B g g A7ES £ - EHEA olg A7
HZ XMLo] AHUAAAM Hlzyx dolg & B0 tg v @ nge] A AAHA 77+
&3 A BEoZ Ay Folrtn Yok ey Zatgrt. £ =2 XML 3AY 2d 19
oF] WRE Hz2YXL HoHES #AR dolH 27luk ¥E Wid TE Sl 9 @?%% o e
HolAy AA-gA dolHu o]z At ALS gate] vl - aFPo=A FF 27)ats}t #
st glch XML A8 dlojejwojx Axgo] g AF dolewlol~ bl wlolH mF B A% T
AHEEA FE d AFAME XML HOlHE B4 g A7 AHAEFER) d77 IS S
& dHolgulo]x AlAade] [FstuAY, ol A +4 A F2 dHd XMLES ER(flay) HY
? 843 vdolHulolx A" AFd t%l°lE1% T2 #AY vy Edz Hgss s 49
XMLE £33t Ao] dFHolth. oM e 2ok old ¥ EE Y Aol2 of¥A FEI}E

ojejdlolx AyAEe] XML Heo g #AH E%l

A
i

g FWHoE BAFL Doz on F3d

1o 271mk ¥ig e BE AFE FYsiA H 248 dolHE XMLE 337 H8 24 =Y

Rk AF7A F 2dzke Wg whyo] i)l TZE A4 BAE /A= XML 270 F2E

A gEHED oy 4 37| Ay SRFHos o Hass s BM. A olg Wy Ee

77 A AT FetHol BF t2A Iy H2 e 9u A &3 FxH Sdoew F
= Bato] n@s] o

Ag7h2] XML #AE dojg 2d 7hel Ho]

1627



H193| St M H|sts EHSE

YHEUS =28

H102 W15 (2003. 5)

2. XMLOl Al RDB M & WHE

XML 27)vbolA @AY dolguo]A AP}
2o AAE AFHAIN A 3= BE A7 g
Ha A, XML A% 72§ 7K1 gem
Z olg 2x4AQ HolEY A #AY An=
Zg@3rlde @47 Ao wEq AEy FxEg
7t DTDE #AY doleol 2o AAsr] i3
Rdygoz Wasy] A Aol Wasie}

AE7AA DTDE FxAQ 29We #48 =9
2 HUge] HAEed orHel Hde AYE Ay
A gstt. Qg7 AFAH F2E /1A XML £

Mg E2YqF T3 BAY dolg wojxd AFa
t Ade A,

=13
[=]

21 XML 2AMe 3BT ZE #1[5]

(BladlAe] dTE XMLEAL 72 ARE Fa
= DTDE °l43td FTYd DTDE Abg3te
XMLEAMES 8271718 &3 71¥E ALE
3ol #A diolEo]x Axdld) XML #X4E A
87l A daold 27w F&7YS A%sA
=2

o|gs

7NE 27)vt & 71He dH

o th49 d(NULL)ZLo)

—';'-31] YoM HolE 48
S At

L] DTD ’57‘“2}7} 28 x=d Fad ‘3]°151F +
o ‘n'AARIE obd +'9) 7 AAAE A AERY
H, DTD 2@ =9 CO(Cardinality Operator) &
& 9ol Levelg neldtdol 3 ojeid 3
AL =2 7€ WY dHES X9 ¥ +
;A=

s DTDE ©]-&% AW 270 F£7)9

1) Cardinality Operator = COg} <3 &
COE °|83] 4 ==zt w4 Uiz ¥eg 4
4% DTDa=s HLgoan XMLENS
o FF&IIvE FEHd

2) XML A2l DTD &4 AR gz &
4 #EY dF EX ARE AAAFE &4
712 #Eng g FH43c

3) ENTITYY NOTATIONZ€ DTD #+4 84

sk @& e Ho FYeld A7)
v F&344L ol# s} 2}

D DTD 2= BAHL DTDY |FEAL AZ3d

z718d DTDE 3 479 == E 7lx e

@ ¥ A4 ad9=Z P4 DTDUSY CORRE

ol ol

=

Ly

1628

33t 3 d4dxRE B4
@ #Ad 277 YL CO FARE F3) Ad27)
g QA =g By
@ ¥ Ho 27)vl 4L Al &7 9] v
A =EES U2 AT
® dHolg == QAL Hd &7|vkA ‘YAAA
g 7He =& shve HolEZ vgo] Hn, B
29} A4 HolE T otE foreign key® FZ @l
Holg =9 24 n=EL Yol HolE &
4 gel 9. =&, £4 71¥ mug ghol
‘IDREFS'Y == EF el Holgz wiy =y
2 xso sz A" 449 HelExs
o] ¥ primary key @=& A% ID §409]
EA3E ALRET, gl FSE d¥oz QA
‘@ ®B71E &4 %L Z@Y FAEHe dYUE
E 98 el A glol 8o parent field% root field
A g
Ad LaolA
o A% XML EAME0
EweZ AR Aot}
4) v Hd Yol x7|v} &

H dd] 270l XEFHE HOlHELS Ad &

7ot =59 4 =EZ FAPC

=

go
=

27)vtE NULLEE EE31A
FEAOZ EA&E

22 XML SchemaZ 9|8+ ZAE 270l XYM

o 7 6]
o] AT+ XML Schema’l Al2&"eo] &=
B ¥ 717} XML Schema e FARAES &

Ftod, dawE AYy], dHoly 8 Wiy, 27
vl gz Q7] 52 AAM FFHOE BAY
270} QAo 9t BAY £70lE AAEA
gt

XML SchemaZ%&8 #AY o] 238
71 918 92% ABEZ FAY 277 Y=g

H = O

2 s a

a2 =ZE A& XML Schemadl ©lole &
o, 4%, 9384 39 22 e 4He 8489
A BAY éﬂv}% 01%*711 g ZAAE A
Al en, Alade g FAANL F Ue F
#H2g JIHEH *M% 474]63 27)ute] o] & & F
7] 9% HeolE Az diide AN

23 CPIl3] ¢nal&E

CPI{Constraints-preserving Inlining) %X
DTDAA EAE £ d&e oA ALz
F&3ty YAY 27vi2 AT o o] AY

%

E
z

AL oy
ti o rjo



X193 BI2F=EXelsF EHS=

ZHU3 =28 AM10A Hi1S (2003. 5)

[e]

S Wt Aot AYzAEL T 2o

@ Cardinality Constraints

DTD A dlmzel dojd = e 4711 7i
2HE AAE dHEE g 2o

(element®} sub-element ¥+74))

*(0,1)& element$} sub-element’t 0 ¥ 19 o]
BAE ez lth?).

*(1,1)2 element® sub-element”} 1 ®£& 19 vy
BAE el ot

*(ON)2 element® sub-element’t 0 =& N9l
B @AE ez Juhx).

*(I,N)2 element$} sub-element’} 1 & N9
i F@AE el Qoh+).

a 9 Inclusion Dependencies(INDs),
Equality-Generating Dependencies(EGDs),
Tuple-Generating Dependencies(TGDs) $¢] ¢t}

24 XML DTD 23i= 2dg o|8F
2 =849 dF= XML EA ES A9
(DTD)E #4314 DID =2 FE&Esu}
JHEE FFst Ay A W FHL JHR

272

ol &

o]

E dd9E =2 dEstd @4 dojeHola
2 ¥g g
3. RDBOIlM XMLZ # & HHs

BAY ZdolA XMLA7|u #subye g
=3AHE X BAY Ed 2709 22E a4
Z XML27|vt2 d3sts Ao ohg, #AY =
4 271vtE F43 xml 27)v14) -41311—1 A ekz
A (semantic constraints)g& Hojste] Fre &H

o] WBsE Aol

3.1 NeT(Nesting-based Translation Algorithm)[1]

NeT[?l= E9¢ deo)d x7|vl2 e Az
g XML 279l2 o]Fo W& dmFeld. B4
g Z7)vke] H o} XML DTDe| deuER,
TAY 279} ﬁ%%% XML DTDe dE=HE
g g o gt XMLAA A F5
‘_’&X}(e.g.,* or )& XH37] A9 ¥
# ol AL ‘nest operator’ = WX 3t XML A7)wlg
43¢ AFgz B g Folth

NeT ¢2dFLS g3y 2vh @A27)0 Rol
H49 Z HolE tE= nestingo] A5doz ¢ &
W72} ‘nest operator'E WHE X ZIgh HNHEYd 7]
Zd gdAsE MF UWEE dHolES AHddr)

B\ o
==

0] A

4

1629

nesting® Z¥E{ci..c) HAAM TG 2o
£ HC L e Cho1,CliyoronCr) 24T 0] HO| E& HoFET}
WY k=1°]4 FT ¥&S warh 94d k>1o9
7} A3 a(l<isk-1DY 9 277} Ro} ¥ &3
A dAUERZ A FH oF +E B9 T2, 9
& LA Fod o+ 29 Fo 4 2 gk
<j<n)d 9 27Iv} Ro] @& 3 &3d delvE=
A Y g 78 B9 F1, 98 J83R &
oW g2 FAT).
3.2 CoT &2l &[1]
NeT ¢xu8]&L @2 9d Hol&dd HEHE
XML Lk dudE o] A1t

CoT(Constraints-based Translation Algorithm)-2
A2 o HolEE 1Y AEHAE BAY W
FHoz2 AAF Qe Heol2 AZ Aol ¢
24 sle HE—X]"“:ILZ«] HAF XML 27|v= 4
it WEs e XML ¥3 gugdF oln}
CoT9 4 otoltiolew 7tz "y X ¢ Y& X3
g pEEE F OHOE s ¢ t AN $EE acX
¢t BeY oA slalctplE ALFAA = 718 7HA
o3 ZHRg B sol E 7le KeX o A
7b dvin A el YA so} talold
£ JioidelE #AE dge 2% o AAR
do)] ¥PHo] 2}l 1) aE unique/not-unique 2) a
nullable/non-nullable. 218 @&, F HolE st
o 7Y o H A gL g
1. &+ <F a7t #e) 9A 94
ok a7t unique 33 sohtAlel 9] BAZL 11
A7 sitbd ofele} Zol Y1FHo Ao
<!ELEMENT t(Y,s?)>
ok a7t non-uniquedt s} t Abole] TAJF
1In@AZE At ofg g o] 71 EHo [}
<IELEMENT t(Y, s%)>
7} tol AE deAEZA R XITH,
7l KA (K- & B}ﬁ Aot}
%’E‘% Ho=Z tf HolEEe URAHo=
A& A @ﬁ‘«}ﬂ"& HEFH
AeE XML £27vg 73 @ &

[e]

EEE

L.

LI

a)

b)

vt

3.3 Shanmugasundaram 22| &[2]
olAL SQLY XML ConstructorE
FPstd XML 47 BAHES

WEo] Yo
Ak o474

=

=



X193 ST MEISS SHSSWINS =2 H10# Al1S (2003. 5)

XML Constructors XMLEAM 9 THIHEE A4
SIEE AAHY o oRAL AJ|vt VAL A
A%, AAE £ 4 vk XML M Fx¢
BAY 271vtE nadol 3= HAZE Uk

[4}= de& +3% 9 XML #4 7z @A
Y 27Ivtg AFA Fu= deolE &4 e
HITYS AL A

LK
AsuE Z7)dE XML #AAY
27)ute]l FRAQA AMAT 32dle WEHE Ak
Rou, HIde Azl onHed Jurg F
239 WEe] AFPE w47tn Y& ¢ A
o},

Shanmugasundaram< Inline 2322 && Ats}
o AZFHQA Fz9 XMLJ’—} 9% B4 243
o] W] Fad WE /AWE AFsA

2=
T

42 oojy &9

Lee[?7]= XML #A3 dolg =2d 2+ o]y
W ouA AgzALE HLoz EYdPet 7]
&9 A7t AFe F2AHQ ESWgk nFFY v
3, Leex @AY Ede E4< sioddale Atz
4,
Dependencies, Tuple-Generating dependencies &

XML DTDOA F&38a @ o]§3 At

Inclusion Dependencies, Equality—Generating

2R XML DTD9 AZAA 42& #AY
&71vt i@ RFste] Fo dnHoln Y A

o] =& At
43 Falag &

o} F 742 SlollA Add AFzA ojLe] AR
HolEl & vie]YatAY & F(learning) 7P & o] &%
Fe2=9 P2 A @ FHol gk FF o)A 4@
T= ¥e¥ Ao HAY,

588

Ale7t2 XML} 2AE dolg 2d o] dlo
B ¥ EH??} ATFES 3 - B8 ol AF
Fol W via 2 ndd g AARA 77+ 2
59 £ °ﬂ’~‘] XML 7} ﬂﬁlﬂ 2d e
A e #d Te ATE A e std

Hﬂ >|

l:!E

=
=
3} 5]
e AL

1630

B - 2R

A4 A2 Tz P XMLE FA(fla) H
729 BAY doly B4z WBHE FHL A
2% 5 58 989 Aol oA FEG=AE
zRHoz EAdAY. ojf 2d9 Aolg IFEa
7l 98 72HA Ard v A At AL £
Z3lo] Wde olg3 ASS RYTh Heoz

ow] 757 BAY HolHE XMLZ 28y 9
# £ 34U 72E A3 542 JHE XML
279 FE2E WERE PUL AT

of AFoN Rdo WBL 4 57 A9
N 2R 22Y oe, gude 82E =3
el Wl olgsm gge ¢ + Aok B A7
7} XML3t #A4Y deleulo]s WE AF R =T
Aol 2831718 7@

darel 2

® A7E AREAY 20024 7)1 271 AT
(C1-2002-024-009-3)% B} AT BH7)2A7T
(RO1-2002-000-00068-0) X Wo.2 FYPHAS.

Auzspl

[1] Dongwon Lee, “Schema Conversion Methods
between XML and Relational Models,” Knowledge
Transformation for the Semantic Web, 2003.
[21  Jayavel  Shanmugasundaram,  Bridging
Relational Technology XML, Ph.D.
dissertation, Univ. of Wisconsin~Madison, 2001.
[3] CPL: Constraints-Preserving Inlining Algorithm
for Mapping XML DTD to Relational Schema,
Dongwon Lee, Wesley W. Chu, In J. Data and
Knowledge Engineering (DKE), Vol. 39, No 1, pp.
3 - 25, October 2001
[4] AU, #FAE, “BAE Schema 719te] XML
EARAA7L A" 2001 #XAHu A3 B sew

=&3, Vol. 28, No. 1, 2001. pp. 226-228
(6] ¢+, o1R A, AFH, ‘XML £A49 FE5F+Z

and

€ °ol8F AeHY dHoNH &7t FE7W]
2002 AR AEs F FFA=FF, Vol 29,

No. 1, 2002. pp. 49-51.

[61 A4, 934, AAgY, “XML =7|v&
BAY 270 A5 A4
}38) B FEUEE
pp. 10-12,

A%
AR 2002 #EAR
3, Vol 29, No. 1, 2002



