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Abstract: It has usually ignored the usage of know ledge when querying data in a traditional database. By

the rapid development of netw ork, data are distributed to different physical sites. It is alm ost im possible for

the users to know the data wholly in such complicated cases. In this paper, we present a rough set-based

query strategy in a distributed know ledge system and concentrate on the role of know ledge. It can reduce the

communication costs among the different sites of netw ork, and enhance the query efficiency accordingly.

Rough set theory makes the query rough or fuzzy, not being precise as in the conventional case.

Keywords: distributed know ledge system, query strategy, rough sets

1 %I‘g( Introduction)

UTAESR, BEAG T SATL I 2 ) I K, il
Internet % 45 7E 4 3RV [l 9 [ 260, A 45 M0 2% 72 N
AT R AR o LT TR AN S, A1 BB 9 45 1 3 s
Wi, HIIR RS (Know ledge System, KS) N
P A 18T B4 i 20 A AR R S8 (Distributed
Know ledge System, DKS). DKS & LA A S s
E‘:F(Distributed Database, DDB) Sy HAZ O e
9, X1 prs BE R T7E DDB AR YA .
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f4. 247, DKS/DDB D2 K e M AR AL BE i) —

* s H A 2000- 08- 14
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2 A UK R S8 (DKS) (Distributed
know ledge system )
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PF AR ks A0 B — A ks B T AHE
P& e SR (K now ledge Base, KB) DL K FE
Client/Server 4 14 [ 8 HE 7 ) & 4t ( Intelligent
Query System, 1QS). HH, KB X H 43 %0 R %
(Domain KB) . AHHNTRZE(Local KB) FOAHAR T 1
HIIPE(Neighboring KB) FTALE. A T 7870 A H 4
RFFRIE AW TR TR BPE R, 1Qs BR T B 2
i P AT ) A, I SR ) R ) S 5 AN AL LA
P FORH AR s (0 AU o BT A7 TS A5 R

EX 1 AR KB= DKULKU IK. Hrf,
DK KA %1IR (Dom ain Know ledge), LK KA
HIR(Local K now ledge), IK g 55 AR AR A A AT
B ( Interactive Know ledge).

E 2 f%%%éﬁ( Inform ation System, IS) &
H—Uocdlcu, A, v, p)dlsrg. o, u A%
MAES, A HAEEMAE S, v= U e, v, BAEJEME
{EHEK, HXSV a, b€ A, aZ b AT V.N V)= &, p: Ux A
- V RS R EL, XY xu, a€ AL WAL P(x, 0) €
Va.

A Hb B P AT LUFR AR — S B R G AR E
HAE T e — 2 1S AT AR BT R SR RN, 2% R )
A7 AR N PR PHERF BE (A couracy) FIE i %5 ( Coverage)
DRI~ DA s e n] k. R VR B DAL 1, e R )
I3 RE 5 T RERUUPE KRR, B 25259 Z Paw lak $&
T BT A ) AL AN P ) A T RS
R e HAMRRME o dreae ), HAR e
PRI FE e as LR IE SRR, T W G rzy-
mala-Busse JF &K T3 T RS M 22 3] R4
LERS"!, A Hm MR RS FEATEBHE T A0 H
TR A DL SO R B4 (R A E AR 1 24 T
S HTHIAR A ROSETTA!.

EX 3 AT AR ARLG DKS = ({KSi}er,
L), W 1 s,

KS:i= ISUKBUIQS:. ISi= (Ui, Ai, Vi, P)
TR € 1 AN AR PR B RS
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N T ORH TR A IR 45 0 28 () I 46871
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Fig.1 An illustration of distributed know ledge system (DKS)
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EX 5 F(VY i) (V)Y x€EUNU)(Y a€ A,
NAND{[(x, a)€ Dom (PN Dom(P;) 1= [ Pi(x, a)
=pi(x,a) ]}, WFK DKS A& AH 21, 75 0 g A AH %
1.

3 *ﬂ*ﬁ%%(RS)iii/ﬁ‘/@%(Rough sets theo

-ry prelinaries)

RS FRIE 2R Ao S5 Ak B AR T 1 A ik ok
B —F e TR HE, BT X RS B e
5 BRI R L7 20 L AR IS 2 AN rp e T
T R 77 20 AT SR B0 P o S R A,
FFHG AT D6 LY 1 J5 I RN RAE A T AR R 2 RS
IR LNEZ .

BUZ o ARTEWHZIILI, x€ u At
PRI, w o u ER IR R R, [« u/m ARAE
x KT mlIEMIE A xcu, WA

EX 6 m X=U{[x}[x]c X}FAKT
X M- TIEASE(m- Lower Approximation); T
X=U{[x}x€ X} AXT X W FELEEG
Upper Approximation); POS#(X )= m- X.NEGn+
(X)=U- ™ X MIBNA(X)=1m X- ™ X HHAE
X M 1E X ﬁgiﬁ%niﬁﬁiﬁ(ﬂ-Positi\/e Re-
gion, T-Negative Region, T-Boundary Region).

EX T “on(m x, © )Ml u ERET
m [ RS.

4 FT RS MHEIREE(RS-Based know -

ledge base generation)

SR PE R P AE TP 22 A 1S RS HH R
TSRO EH 60 VR v ) 9 0 S FH ke ok 2 g 2
JI5 55, Pt DAIK S8R0 0] 00 200 AT e o R 3 W, Dk AR
A AR BTV AR S8 RS N DT TR T — 482
b TR, ARG RS P TSN OC R RIAHAL
KR(CH B FRY, IXFE 0] DAELS AR A« ok A 42
TR/, HR, X Hu SEESCHRL 10 14 TSR AR
SR TR IR TS, 18 (058 9 R ik 0 MR A
H5 €Ty B L a1, A4 s P R0 0 A B k3 P Ak
T SORARLOG FR A o0 A UG Rl EE 2 DR X
FERTRUNAS S T3 B, e T 3 2
DK MISZFF.

4.1 KHMHRICER Rs Ak SR

WAE ux u AW E, 8 ST RS2 1] 1)
ALK ER PL.E Vax Vo, HHax A, P WAL

- B TV .€ v, WE P .(v, v) 7.

o RRRYE: N TV 0,0’ € Vo, WER P (v, 0), B
AP (v, 0) WIRIE AT

EX 8 PFREAXNE x,y fEIETE a€ A FAHL
SP(P(x,a), P(y,a)) AL

EX 9 Fx,y FHBLP A(x, y) = fF(A, M(P(x,
a), P(y, a)) WL EMA R LA, )
AR SRR EL, £(o o ) AR RARBUR REAR LR
A,

EX 10 P.Xx= UxEU{[x]P| [xpS X} BN

a X PETHBRR P TR
P X=U.ullxPp|[xpN X#Z D FHES X 1)
TR P EIEPUE
BNpX=P'X- P. X AHES x METAHLLIC
2 P4 AR,

WA AR S O G & T — A, JE T AR AR 1)
SRR AR R B ok i ) HL ) T BRAR B« if~ athen
~ g, WAEe~ oo ~ g7, Horp- FoRIEALTR
o X, BRI o WIAEABL B. B B A, x€ U, 7';ETb/E\Bp(x,
b)y=m= P(x,d)=maV P(x,d)=miV -V P(x,d)
= mb. WHRAA k=0, BI04 i 7 — AN
T, SR S R 00 g 6 o T D), 5 JUIRR AR W A ),

T S IR A b A T AR BLOC R TR SRR U ()
AN R, W RAGr NS P(~ Bl ~ 0 S P
(~ of ~ B) IR FE RIS ANf o PEEAT 0 Al HE
ZFN ~ o B~ I 2 A7 (Satisfaction) 4515
ARG R 2 5T~ o KSR~ g IR R
AN B satisfaction(~ &~ ~ B)= count(~ oA ~
B). ?%ﬁ%?*ﬁw\ﬂ!m”B‘]?ﬁﬁﬁg(Accuracy) i
%%(Coverage)ﬁ%ﬁﬁ"]%ﬁiﬁﬂ?:

satisfaction(~ o= ~ fB)
satisfaction( ~ )

accuracy(~ o=~ f) =

= P(~ Bl - o;
satisfaction(~ &— ~ fB)
satisfaction(~ f)

= P(~ o ~ B).
R 1 WES XU, n P SHAENS
ALER, P b w B9, R AL
s Vu€ U, [ulS[ulp,
« V u€ U, 7V o€ [ul, )I_\”J[U]Trg [ulp.
M2, B 51 2R I AT
OP. Xcnm X;@QP X2 1w X;

® BN.X S BNpX.
UER: 2 ISR 11 .
4.2 RHATHES R AR s SR )

coverage(~ &= ~ B) =
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MESR I 1S B PERUE L —d 2 X — ok
REG. BAZH— KRN E Xy —4 0 5524 EH 5
— AN — MR R, B, (A Al e,
An}= G RIN G IEMESRIFZEL AL, Al oy AW
B R —ERHESE, B G 2(A, As -y Al HIZ
fk.

AR BR% c
ATK A1|‘ AR Bi b B2 XK C}l C1

Al ?11\?\\31] I/B}I\! Iil] ] 72\
AR AANL N amgn.

Kl 2 MW 254
Fig. 2 An example of hierarchical concept tree
H1 ERGSH
Table 1 An illustration of student reports

S| AERE | VR | st | AR | AR | VR | st
1R 30 | B E | 227 | 31 | mF | E
44| 32 | BN | —M ) 30H | 30 | HiEE | —K
6 | 20 | BiEM| 4r | 35 | 26 | Difg | —
8 1| 20 |VLIR| LF | 3890 | 26 | L¥E| MK
9N | 21 | WHL | 4 | 44)% | 20 | LR 4F
1o 21 | VLU | k| oas | 21 | dbmT| 4

1258 26 | WL | —f| 497F | 21 | VLR | 4

14F| 20 |VLJR | 4F | 52K | 26 | WL | K

17| 20 |MLI6| B | 54| 30 | HriE | #E

18 %% 21 | VL% | 4F | S8y | 27 | mF | K
R T OT AR RSGHE B K, b4 g 1
PRI T AT B 2 SR 1 T SR AR AR AT SR
FRME B 250 AR AR, A7 ELE A AN N BRI
PRI, B A mT REAFAS B A A SCRIREN, SRTAEA
il v AT CTE 2 =, E AT, H, 6
H1, By a2 &7 RBUR, =AW, &, Iy Bl
RyREAG mEAELT, B R, B
“B2 A7 KRB, ToE ] LU AT X R A S0 A
“B2 RIS (w ith accu racy = % and cov-
erage = % )”. 74k, MR A iR, F B R G 1
PSR TN AN AT BESR BT A AR, Dy,
FERE— 2 73 W 2 F AT LK FLng 2

T eI ORI RS BRI BV B
RGEUAT A R B, — MO T AU R IX A 1) SEAH
JRPE R AT IR R a€ A IO o,
Bl B o IRIZT B m AT XL ([ Y, Y1), [V1,Y2),

e [V, Yo 1, et Y= o« Hoy,= g, AT IX T
BT — AN XAE G (2L 775 o iF &% 1 X (a7 AE
AT ). A X TR ) A
PR NG [T 5 ATV e i
[), 45 Sl 3 FH T 4 N 2 TB) AR R 34050 40 A (P A L.
SEXT G X R HEmE. e se e R X
(AN H, AR DX TR B~ 3R AN, AR5 Hs itk 2
T X T S 50 o A4 5T ), AR S st & F 1
MR IX ) & 431
GRS, e R R p G B E
(A, U,p)=|Si|* Ent(S)/JU| + | S2| * Ent(S2)/
| U] s, R E AR p A SR I — 40—, R4
Bou, Mu, R, FE U, AU, gl S s R
S p 5. WELE(A, U, p ) FIE(A, Us, pa), £
HEFOR, WK u, R e, B fe it — 2 %5y
U, 0053 U, B AT IR T R H A k-2
ARG ARSI Tk AN
o R P Bt IR FER TG, K4
FIXTE) A [ 20, 24): 7 [ 25, 29): H;[30,35 ] K. T
FEMRTE RS BRIV WA W R B0 5 ] f
g
(1) R/ 27 A ST
(2) K EILIN 2R ST
(3) WS R 210 2 A s —
(4) K A 5N 2 A s —
(5) B1 F MK E B it 4F 8 K10 22 2R gl 2
(6) K H = M AR KM 2% A sl 22
(7) KB LR A s —
(8) K H LRI 2% A B ST
(9) KREWITLH A2 RE¥ERST— K
Al BERI:
(10) A2 FRIISK E B8 2% A e — M
(12) A2 RIIK BB 5 5 g 2
(1)~ (9) PRz B AR b 2 T RE R,
Ti4b, Rt TT A A A2 FR IR OR LT8R 4 AR RS
N
DL E 45 R0 PR LA BE (o) B 55 28 (co) W2 BB
ac(l)=1; ac(2)=1; ac(3)=1; ac(4)=1; ac(5)=1; ac(6)
=1;
ac(7)=1; ac(8)=1; ac(9)=1; ac(10)= 0.5; ac(11)= 0.
5;
co(1)=1; cv(2)= 0.6; cv(3)=0.71; co(4)= 0.14; cv(5)
= 0.33; co(6)= 0.33;
co(7)=0.29; co(8)=0.2; co(9)= 0.14; co(10)= 0.14; cov
(11)= 0. 33.
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5 TR B A ) SR BS (K now ledge-based
query strategy)

e AR ARG, WBEER X B, — &
WEEpr FRENAE v= U (v i€ 1} 2 B DR
TR AW 2 Ak o I A R A (Global
Query), X HAUAMANAEH T v, B0 T i 9 /2
A '”JAJzE(J(Locally Unreachable) THRIEE R
).

1QS 7EE T AR ARt & R g P v lE H -
HHRAR G R R, AL R A WAL, A
BN HRE R AE I A R TR — U], 4 b, e
—ANE IR, R G A S0 R AN BE AR 2 7 i
FrH A Ay, MK eI A2 45 G.€ 1/ ThH e Al
AP IRAEAS B (AR AR AR Pk o, A AE G A
TOVL AT W B P A A5 BN, 44 2 i SRk ) 4% 4%
LB AN PR RSk, AN s — il
I, AT R T S I o 2 B AL T A HLER R, T LA
AHEL AT 45 25 2 P 1R VR S RE AR 4 R 1R 2 Ak K
KM T W 453845 40, BES 7R AL B R 8L
HHRRGE P O i) B WA D HE R Y b 53 b s 2230
W) s T —AN F P I A2 1) A ] LAAT W 2
A, — o F 2 SN R AR, S5 P x—
S8 Je M AR H BT T mCA W D T A A A ) e
TGO, FR IR T A — R X TR 4%
FRN B30 545 B R G T (IR L 0] Gt R 15 210 2
).

R T RA R Re AR B T AR W

Step 1: A4 2y b T H 3 1) Jeg 1tk A v JL A iy
R R4 R Ak Step 3.

Step 2: AT ASHIIR 55 I B RS e, S8R A AN
PUE LK .

2.1 A G IE B AR, D)4 H A g R K e
W R w1, IR I KRG R, ¥ Step 5.

2.2 ATCRT RN, TR 151 BEAT A
AR, JEG ARG Step 5.

Step 3: FIE By h R A MR A ] IA Y

Rk, A U B AT

3,010 AT A MRS R, A AT B AR
K A SR,

3.2 AV (k, )€ L™ HRUMHTIF e v
T T, JFHI A€ vie v, WA 45 R IAR
SIS AR, 25 h AR i) HE A 5 S 78 o R A
L Hob T T AR AN [ R AH AR A

) (1) A5 0 45 A — B I A b 5 In) L B
Step 2 SERILE A 1 1 2 i,

3.3 47 IK PR A RN, KA S
I SR I ) 2% AR LT AR Y A k IR 1S

3.4 8D 18, s H A WIS N, JER Al IR
RIAIZET KL

3050 A i OB T AR R (B A A 2 4
W, WL FFEAT h R 3.
Step 4 HE AW RS H A AT IE A 11 s
PE, 258 W Step 2.

4.2 ORI U IS PR Y SO, LS R
A RAE I AT SRA ST R AT IR IR [B] 45

4.3: ¥ Step 2.
Step 5: G

A, T EAE WGl T RS BiR, JrilfE &

i BATAR SR 2 1, BRI LR W 7 1
IS SN iR PR 75V £
ODECLARE

x record, P. X ISP. T[(x)@type; /* TI(x)=1[x1p
*/

CURSOR x_cursor IS select [[(x) IN X; /* FirflsE
/
BEGIN

P-X:=&

FOR x_ record IN x_cursor LOOP
P-X:=P. X UNION x_ record;
END LOOP;
END; & BIEREENPE LR select WA SRR

select [J(x) from ISP where ([J(x) INTERSECTION X
< > d);

@ AR P AT LSRR S0 AR RS 65 25 06 AR,
1. HURESA
(HP.-X=P. vy &KX 5y F&EM;
()P X =Py BlIFEMNEX 5y LS54
3 P-X=P.YHP'x=P'y&fiF&Mhx 5y L.
A

2. AR

(H)P.-XcsP.Y®P.xoP. vy &AlIZMHx 5y T4

i

() P*XcsPrYyHpPrx2PpPry Bkt x 5y L&
(3) (P-XcP-YHP*'XxcsP'Y) ®(P.X2P-.Y
Hpx=2P y) &l x 5y L FEH.

NIETPAR 1 R R DU R B L3R 50
B RE B HSRNG, BUE R | HFHEN R 1, A A
KIELTHARDU( K 2) AP HAETT AL 2.
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Table 2 An illustration of student financial condition
SRR | RN | RUE | S| AER | ZRUR | &
4| 32 | BIM| %= | 30H | 30 | B | —&
6 | 20 |BrEE | % | 359 | 26 | Lifg| 4F
8 1| 20 | VLR | 4F | 3890 | 26 | LM | 4F
9 | 21 | WHL| 4 | 44)% | 20 |dbmt| 4F
toct| 21 |VLJR | B | as | 21 | dbmT| AF
1258 26 |WiL | & | 497 | 21 | L35 | 4
14| 20 | VL9 | &F | s2 KR | 26 | WHL | K
175 20 |VL9% | B | se X | 32 | HriE | =
182 21 |MLIk| W | 59% | 26 | =nF | MK

WERAEAY 1 TR WS AR G5 1 H
FREL TR DT ()24, e i X — Al AL
I ARVE T “ Wrnwr Wy, 45105 1 5 2 4R,
IS R AR Tk B A 2 AR LA, gk
TR IRA i BRI: « o FTL I ) 2 2R SR A DR AR DL
L7 AR LK, HAETE R BYLIMA 2 ARG, 1
SELEAT W) 15, IGO0 BT R] AR W e 5 2 . [H)
FEE A X A W), SR IRa =L T2, 3K
VR LK RIFERI5) B Bty /7 [m) 2 4 i
PRI 45 3.

6 éﬁi@( Conclusion)

ARSCRHR T — Bl A ASAET T 1 TR SR
8 RE 2 SR, 2 T 0 A SRR R ST 0 45 R HE
P S A W S BLEEE, A48 T AR 3R 5 S 11
RS FRPEAERTTVE. E kil T A1RLE A ) kS (4
HEAE I el 2 I 2 A R, O REA R0
S BHROR, ARG i, T Lo
— RS K A AN, K RGN 4
X HL B A U AT PR
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