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Abstract.; This paper surveys the state of the art of schema inference from XML data. First,the formal models based
on regular tree grammar for commonly used XML schema languages are presented. Then,the existing works on XML sche-
ma inference are summarized and compared from various aspects such as inference methods, target schema languages, sup-
ported expressiveness,regular expression types corresponding to the content models, and so on. In addition, inferences of
some basic integrity constraints from XML data are also introduced. Finally, this paper points out the defects of current re-

search and discusses some potential future research directions. This paper aims to offer a detail overview ,comparison and a-

nalysis of the mainstream methods and recent progress in this field,expecting to be beneficial for subsequent research.
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A 7 4 X B BE ( World Wide Web Consortium, W3C)
15 1997 442 1 B9 AT 9 A7 9L 18 5 ( Extensible Markup
Language, XML) A 12 8. 78 1% M8 4 Fivils 9 0
i, 2R M 26 A58 v B4 52 48 5 4R J0 I S S bR
T BBk 8V AR B . B b, i far A 504k $RD
i XML 0408 1 3 46 K — AR 22 i F R FA . 7
XML s b B rp iU — AN E 20 Iy . B e LT
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SCR R — 2R A R S X AR E R rh KA f
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AL AR LR AT 2N E A 1 XML SR
Sl B R AR, IR T R U A,
A R T 7 A5 X A 777 T e A S 20 . A L SRS Bl
EAF AR, (o AT RE Tz Ak, Bk ) 29
FUF SARXS FAFAE R XML SO 5 0 T 983z Sebs L,
SR 0 FE T 3 3l A7 I 4 7 A
SRR AR A SRS A A0 38 | LS b R 55 2 .

XML A5 2 CHE W [R]85 7 22 4F il 51k 5% 3. 3 4F
KB XML )2 B HTRISE R R 438508 1 , A5 ok
2 (192735 BF S 2 (] L. A SCHE 5873 R T R A 52
LA b X XML A5 3 HE B ) 28 1) BF 7 2 JB R 4T T 232
& (1) S8 W XML A GE 75 ML HE R If 3 T
e R W AR k2 3G (2) DUE E R IR0 ]
S PSR Sy 2 IR 8 BT B4 BT 7 1 VA 45 D R
AT IR, N AARETE S SCRFIIRIARE ) AR
TN IO 14 1 ) 34 128 A8 7 28 22 A A48 J3E AN T 1 4 B 7
LA T AR LE. b, i A 48 T T 5 il 58
RENEL AT BT BUIR.

2 XML #HRFKIESREESER

21 BREEEN

A XML 00 5 AR Z R, b B0 # A
645 W3C HE# b SCR4£ 5 3 ( Document Type Dei-
nition, DTD) ' FI XML #% 28 5 X ( XML Schema Defini-
tion, XSD) """ P & [ B br E 4L 41 27 ( International Or-
ganization for Standardization, 1SO ) #E #7 #5 #ff RELAX
NG ARSI LR 2 A4 2. 2 A

A 25 X)o7 ) B AR A

DTD & H i fl 4 R 2 W3C e H 47
() XML #2085 . DTD A7 Fig—M ey B F 30k
RS AR S, 7 A 2 A RS A2 ) B ) A
R E AR 2, A TP RS (L *
85) E SOOTHR I BT A 18 1 (a) 45—
WARAAE S DTD 5. d T H A 5.5 A, (45 DTD
P33 7% 3 0 W . (B AE L 2837 G, DTD A7 B 58 1Y) Jag B
PE AN BEA SR D 5| LA R, B Bidefl,
R IC P R 1) SRS

XSD  hygkh DTD ByHfs, W3C F 2001 4E4fEH
FiLae S R A GEF XSD. 5 DTD A Lk, XSD
HAVUT LR s (1) 51 T 2R A RS, AVF 6
FHIRI A TG R 44 28 SO TR ZE T, 5 an , s FEAH [R] 7 © sec-
tion” JC 3R 44 K i & Book H1 Paper B[] A [ Y 75 5 2
A5 (2) AVFE ™ all” F878 g 46 E FI0 R 7] LA RME =0
P B, B sg B, F13E 1 “ minOceur” | “ maxOceur” J& 1
XPICE M BRI TRE A B , RITE4iG (3) $2it T
RRVPRAEDLS], RVFEC 208 BRI R LR |,
SOBT G S A, AT DL S IR AL AT T AR = Ly B
B (4) SRALTE F 5 A P B 2R A, 40 int date | time
S5, AP, XML Schema i 3245 iy 44 25 (8] A BL T, SEBE T
B A Ik S fi 44 th 9% D4R, XSD g T H B 3R 1)
FIRAE SN F w1 E SCHL I E 2 T B DTD Tz
NP R SR B % AT R 2. an, B 1 (e)
H %) XSD FIE 1 (a) H DTD & SR A5 B, (H 20 i
il S A

<!ELEMENT addrbook (person+)> <xs:schema xmlns:xs=

<IELEMENT person ((name, tel?,email*)>

<IELEMENT first (#’CDATA)> <xs:complexType>
<IELEMENT last (#P°CDATA)> <xs:sequence>
<IELEMENT tel (#PCDATA)>

element tel {text} ?
element email {text} *

"http://www.w3.0rg/2001/XMLSchema"/>
<!ELEMENT name (first, last)|(last, first)> <xs:element name="addrbook">

<!ELEMENT email (#PCDATA)> maxOccurs="unbounded"/> </assert>
</xs:sequence> </rule>
¥ </xs:complexType> </pattern>
(9 DTD </xs:element> <pattern name="Conditions for person">
element addrbook { <xs:element name="person"> <rule context="person">
elementperson{ | [ e <assert test="name">
element name{ </xs:element> there is no name for a person
element first{text} & <xs:element name="name"> </assert>
element last{text} <xs:complexType> <report test="name[2]">
} <xs:all> there are multiple names for a person

<xs:element name="first" type="xs:string"/> </assert>
<xs:element name="last" type="xs:string"/> | | >

<schema xmlns:xs=
"http://www.ascc.net/xml/schematron"/>
<pattern name="Conditions for addrbook">
<rule context="addrbook">
<assert test="person">
there is no person

nqn

000000 </XS: all>
3 </xs:complexType>
} </xs:element>
() RELAX NG (c)XSD

(d) Schematron

E1 XMLERES R

RELAX NG 4] H1 454 10 A5 5 Ar i 4 12F 4 21
( Organization for the Advancement of Structured Information

Standards , OASIS) #2 1 , BLEL ALK 1SO Frife. HoA#E &R

T 454 DTD [R5 1EF XSD A5 FA 68 7, [R5k 6 e
1145 E A BFE. RELAX NG EA BifhE L7 —Fh 3T
XML &%, #2445 T 25 XSD [ ohfe, i FIu R M
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SEH.(RITER ) H B 6 i P R R AL A — AR
BRI SCARTE S TR IR E R 7 A7 L, B
DTD LRy v B 1) 45 i FH SR8 S0 il —
. BT RELAX NG X oC 3 M H N AR & LIk
A RUE A BRI, I FRIA R ) 225 T DTD Al
XSD(EH &N 2.3 95).

HE WA GGRERE T HA—28 XML B F
#1140 Schematron'’  XDuce' ™' . DSD'™' 2. H: b | Schema-
tron JE—FEEF RN B IE F . WKl 1(d) Bi7R , Sche-
matron {5 FWT =AY 75 45t — FR ML & XML SR,
AN B L TR B PR R I 2 B 2 5. XML £l 1
TRGERIRL A P JoRk (ordered unranked ) B ficilr , — 4627
HWFSETCR (unordered ) B, $2 H # IR TC i XML #4544 1
#isUiA T DMS' ™. DMS R 5 DTD 2l Sy, 4
FoEEBR TR ek 5 A BT ) A,
B o AT | 7 X e S Bl RS T
ARHWFIE, BRI HIEA K 2.

2.2 EipHER

RIS B S LR K3 4845 Ty s AT Lo
XML il & #4714l R, 3 XML SCR B n]
DA R AT AR AR, PR st ik HoA i 5 A0 3
Wk E B R N b AP A Sk
LK A] W, R #E 15 5 ( Visibly Pushdown Languages, & Fi
VPL) ™ 4 Hr S SO A5 5 SR Rk, ]
LAV ZRIE X455, Bk b A XA 3 i
A EN AR VPL & BE B — A A R A T #E B S bl
Fr 2 TR AR R R R A R E A
XL AR, XML SCRY R B T 4 RS SRR T 0T Ry TPl
L Z MO8 XA $55-, DR AT DA R - SOk A
XML (BTE 5 5 Anic L vl RO R VPL o i B X4
PRt T LA AT VPL iR XML SCRY B4 T XML A DG
SEFR. AR B AR BE | B LR IR XML 05 5 1 3¢
Be IERR S, HoE SURTE 52 IERUTE 5, 2 RERH
ST 2 T8 5 " AT IIE B SOk A £ 18 E AT
I AN S WL SCHR[22 ]

2.2.1 EMRTiE

— N IE R 303 (Regular Tree Grammars, {5 7% RTG)
JENUTEAL G = (V,,V,,S,P)  Horp V,y V3l 2 AR 2%
FEFIZRATRIA BREES S e VIR TITIRFT 53 P 2B N
—lr PRI IREE S b N eV, B A X 22
i, i B A AR L e VAR AR, r &V, ERYIED
FBA TN AU N AR5 ( Content Model ).

Y E N ¢ FNERLR S G R ¢ 02 G Y — G iksk
124 HALSAFAE— WS T 45X T o AL =4
e, I(e) /& G —AARLARAT I H 2 T o560 (1) 4
e JEMREE /L, T(e) RIFIRRTT 5 (2) X T4 5 e FIH T

Ghinie e AL G — 5 ERX X—a r 15
I(e) RARLIRAT X e WbR 5 RLEMAT a,1(e, ) 1(e,)
FIENFREA r 8] F. i G BITA GIEMH SRS
PR G T LR IERRE 5.

XFFIERRISCE G PN EELARAT N FIN, N, #
N, AT R, AR I3 50 N FLN, A A
AR ZARAT  WIFRAELARAT N, 0 N AFAESE S Q2R G
ANEAFAETE P RIAELAAT WK G o local TERIR ST
R G 457 A ) AR AR A BN AE
SE, UFR G /2 single-type TERUR SCHE. HI LA F & SCRTHI,
1 local TR SCREH  JELARAT 5 LARAT I —— K DL
522, B ELARAT o] DAME— B R AR 47 A QR PN 25
7. local A1 single-type PR T AAR SCIAR 2 IE MR SCI% )
T2 local PIERR SCiAlL 2 single-type [, SCZ NIANIA.
Kk, NFibsRe T bk, =& Z IR

local RTG C single-type RTG C RTG
2.2.2 EMRZFEXREFE

TE RS S fef T I ) ik 2 57 i o A
AU DRI 4 348 1 A 387 02 TG Rk (unranked ) 1, BIVAS o 45
A5 R T SECH AN 2 B E Y. X XML B /YA
7 TCRRRME RUAR W) G A5 A 20 5 1 0 3Rk X % H 1
A R ME &

L IFRFEIES. 3 EIIEN AR (Regular
Expression, faj#k RE) 7] DL B E LN . 254 > =
FIF & BT a e SIRIENMRB R WER E R E, &
TEMZRGES, MK AT i 388 E, B, (Ch T 5 8
TR, PP R E T EEBRAN) LB H E E,
BSIEH E, = ERANIRZE N E AL L(E) RRIE
MR E FrE LB,

X PN ENERGER E, 8T ARk Rk bric H
I A, (5 bR ic 5 W E AR E Rk AL
W, X RB RN E bRk ek £
SRS ERAEARRE B B R bR T R E g — AR
MY IENRIRE, 248 E A 1048 5 5 BT i 2 1 R 5
Xidk E. I, S E=axa,ME =a, a,,(E')" =a
* a. F X805 FATA] L@ SCIE ) 3k 20— A~
F5k F-2 : one-unambiguous ik,

—ANENFIE E & one-unambiguous Y], 24 H Y
X FALE A AT ww,uyw e L(E") , x| = 1yl =1,
# x#y M x" #5". One-unambiguous 1F M 321k X 38 % th,
PR R 10 5 1 ( deterministic ) 1E W 23k . EW T, X
THRARF P — DS, N5 2 H A R —
b UG BCRA S P TR A A i — ML BN, e a AN
W EPERIBA, B R T A7 o TF , 7EAS [ 1l A 1)
HifE FARERERF o HRIKXAPHE —1 a 82
B A a ISP T aa * J24 &8 PHEFRIEAK, X T Laa )
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) B RS — D F AR LA aa * R ES —
A a, HRMFAHIEISE —A o

PRS2 BRI P R B )iz 1 — 2R A AU AL
FHZHEMENFRERX, BT bR R B0,
BT R RN A H I ERVE AT, A2 XSD th
i P Ak R R 2K, O SCANT Ak oty
IEBRIAZ B RBGA B FE, 2 B S S8 HL il 3k
R W E" B E, &E, BT SR
X (H, 0 RIRTLGF).

FHBERAERT I FR 2 1 A% o v th B O, 22 B
BRI AV AR A B AN L(a") = {a,aa,
aaaf L(a&b) = {ab,bat. JERH, A DhE S TTHELS
A HL A E T 2R A
2.3 EEXXESHXNEXE

AT RHE LA O XML 8E200E 56 0 1 B H S
(Rl

(1) ke )i 75m

£ DTD v, ST ER 14 2 B 75 W6 0 3 1E KA S
1) — 257 A 2K, TUER I A A BT g 7 A 2 PR A A
R, JCR SRR FE Y LAMRAT T G AR LA AT 1 £ X
ML 5 Tocal TERA SO I IEAWIG. B, AFRTR
fEJ7 Bk, DTD J& T local 1E AR 3L XSD Hrpy 22
FRPEGQN S 26 SO AR KA e L RAPRAE S5 m]
DA A8 S TE AR SO B AR, e il , W3 C R 22
SRS FRE—T0F AR L B SCRIAT Ay FL2R R 4
B2 AT R A AR v ) AH 7] T R 44 A RB S A7
TEZE 4. KU, XSD 1 KGR RE T I8 T single-type 1E MR
. RELAX NG X Ie# i OB A BR 1, Rk he
k. At b, RELAX NG B8 R s AR IE AU 1E 5

(2) WAL )5 TH

W3C MLFEE SR DTD F1 XSD i JC K N 240 Bl 7 5
5 SEAME—BL 7 J8 £ (Unique Particle Attribution, UPA) %
W, BRSO 2 i M. Hor, DTD it F AR oE 1)
B P22 R 3K, XSD Hr S R 50rn 28 B AL, £ ]
BT AN 28 HL ) A 0 T 3k . RELAX NG Hrik
A WEEESR I H R SRR A2 B SO, RN 2
BRI 28 B F I8

1 FaRB S 50 N Ay 2R H e R
o RE A1 dRE 351127 br 4 AU 5 1 1 D0 22 5 50, #A10
& M RNFIRTEORAE .

F1 XML#RIESHIEISHER
g o PSR
Pratiss FIERE) e
DTD local RTG dRE

XSD single-type RTG dRE(#,&)
RELAX NG RTG RE(&)

3 XML #= 35 HE B 0] &5 7E X

XML BECHEWTE T 5 BRG] [l AR Anal JA
S A R B & IR HERT S 205 5 A2 . Gold
T 1969 425 B 5 2 2] 2 PSR | BIE 5 AR BRI
PR 2 BRG] XML BT 1) BB Ak X
W FR—2 XML SCRY S — AR B CHE T — 1 A
AR AFpE GBS O 2, 8745 (1) X Fa— Rt
KD, DCL(.,(D));(2) X Fh—A BAmE=UE 5 i
BEE LA — DA De [ X5 TAL R 2 De D
CL()WFEA D#E #Z(D) =5

B SRR, S (1) 55 4 T 2 TE 55 9 (sound )
60 (2) 5 R HE T 2 58 42 1 (complete ) . (g 8K, 4 It )
LS AR S S A O HRTMAFR R Z 4L % F DID
F1XSD, 1fif RELAX NG #y#ff 55 % /0. DTD J& T local iE
RSOk, WA 5 0 22— — XS R, IR AR ot |
VA2 A it 1 ) ik XA 2% 20 5 XSD 5] A T 28 ALY
RS, DR BT 60 455 9 A 5 T < T LT [l —— SCHF sin-
gle-type IF BB SC 1% 26 1K BB I 1 2 B3 15 K O
] ——3Z RS 58 B SCHLTHRI B4 P 28 5 750 4 17 L
WG B X2 R 28 B SR e TRk ek )

S2Br 1, Gold iEBA H W A 4], AT Ao 4 & T A
ARIET AT — L IRIE S M5 S 83 2 LI K.
XA IE R S S FE local | single-type - 28 #f /&
TeikrF > 1, B 5 N ARG 0L A I ) 3 3k =X e
e PEF R Te S ) I, B 5T 3 A
AT (1) HOCTEHEWT 9 IE 6 vk, % HARTE 5 28
FIE T Y 58 M B DEAT e, TRATFR Z M3 &
HEWE 5 (2) S i % H AR 5 I ABR 1, i 4k
FEHPE S 58 A MR ) Sk AT Z T
T A IR TR AR TR (1) 4 T i

F22 T Y ET T XML RS WY i AR 4
ZEE L NHEWT 73 H AR E & R A AR
PSSR I ) 1 U] % 8 SIS TR 4 2 A4 B R A7 40 7
FIXT EE.
4 BERIHERGE

A HAMRETE 542 DTD b2 XSD, B W g A<
Jo e AT ARE A B i S TE R SO TR, — BT
Ja A& A HEWT J5 ik 200 AR LA BB (1) #ES:4)
TR () HERIEMIZR IR (3) ety HAnii i 5.
Horr 55 (1) 25 T R SR MG Y g T HE T 7 15 T S Re 1)
FIKHE ) /2 local IE LR SCI L2 single-type TE AR SC
P S5 (2) A DU B0 HE BT 2% SR v P AR I (14 TE U]
FER NI AR E b N SR T B s T Je
ka7 55 (3) s KB EAARR H AR




%2 W FRERIE - XML A CHEWT I o £t id 465

4.1 ESWAELE

58, 5T XML SR i B — A0 & e FILF T
R, e, B A enlab(e) e, e, M,
lab(e) ZICH e WIbR'T. HI T X —DICR AL T —
Fr AR T R R B AR HGHE AT R 28 LA I A
7] (TG 2.k 22 Sk an o7 45 5% A O 3
PR A ERAT AR R A A Dy — 2. AR, s oy s
AR S A BT R U ] — 288, 15 B Y 2 local 1E
PR SCEE (AL B) DTD) . SCHR[ 28,29 JH2HHBR T ITR A Z
HbIEFIFHICER BIR I B A2 A5 Bk AR R, RIKE
FT A AR AR AR ) HL 7 AR 22 R A 5 A ) 1) 7 A 5K
I — 25, AT AR IE 3545 single-type 1E KA 3C 3% (RP
XSD) (IR BE Ty, SCHR[28 148 i, oy 1 AR A5 1IE MRS 3C
HERIFRIRAE ST, AN RE T BRI S i AR 1 O AR 2K X
SCHRHE— LR, X T ARl bR 5 e R, nl 35
TR Z 1) 8 235 e R BL R DA I 2. R 22 1) ) A 4B AR
b ) 2 TR R A A 7 2 SRR 26T MING
( Mutual Neighborhood Clustering ) 25 5% 2 vk sz 9.
4.2 HESEMRZERX

PG 1 DU 3% 3 2 A D o e e R Y —
R — TP RRAE S B IR RIS A S PR i
S E S A A R R A AT S
Y 1 AT A H 3L ( Prefix Tree Automata, fij /K PTA) ;
IR JE e B — 2 Bz AL R B S LR AT RS A 9 R
WA H 8GO STR, I A STR rp 44 328 Hij Z8 44 3 3 AL
177 A X T STR H 28— 83 i 3 — 4 2 1%
TR B S AT STR IRy B —Adr R AT g
HINICE B 2l ALY I 7% H0 000 DG FC 5 rp (9 245, an 2R 8 3
—NFRFRREIL S, WITE B 2B b a8 s i) B 45 R 42

SRR B 2 gt — S A 2 R S R
HhR T FTZE B SILAY T

P > p (4BB)
P > p (ACB)

A_—B_—B
L]

(B

B2 [ B3l sl

SCHR 32 ] SR Y — 4 48 Ay 17 BRL B4 18 DU X6 i 644 1 5
BURPARZS HEAT G I, 320 26 H0 DU 2 i T 22 3 i 00, £97)
W:aa = a+ TR —DFAFH BT PR, AR 7T RE %
FAFAVFRBUEEIR. AL A 2a? b7 ¢? = alb
lc,abecdadbce= (alblcld) + 28 SRS B shPLA
WrfE AR A IR, — B BN AT FH A R 452 k.
SR EIFRRE AR XS A ShHLA & SCRIERIE 5 #4717z 1k,
I H AN AN [ (s IO 55 P 3= s | e 4 45 2R
AN GE PR, SR TR 5 5, SCBR[ 26 146 HS 1 i
/N IR BE (Minimum Description Length, MDL) JEL )
M A] BRI e ik b AT 1 4. MDL 50U A3k
YR (conciseness ) F1KG i B ( preciseness ) A J7 1]
PEATVEAL , ATE TR AR RB A B Tt AL, 5 R Al
FHZAGE AR A R TR AR AR XA AR AL
FUTRBIEHE 3 LA R, Bl U 2 48 &R 2 [, 44
T REREAIR. SCHRL 34 TARAE AT S0 A shpl o RS 5
PRIEATEIE. FRIRAS s, w8, S0 21 HACH T M s, s,
RENERE LIRS B AR . B TR AR SN
(2 R BERR ey, S bR I FH o AT LR A B B e A~
kCk=1) fH. A, 230k 5 ABGREFEIL ™ i1 B AR
RIS

R2 XML EHERT 77 %5 EITLE

Tk - H b & FikAE N PR A R
25 DTD XSD HAth | local single-type RTG RE dRE  RE(#) RE(&)
26 | V VvV vV
27 |V vV VvV
28 vV vV vV
29 v VvV
. 2 |V v v
Al |V v vV
X 36 vV Vv vV
37 VvV Vv vV
3 | VoV V vV vV
39 Vv vV Vv
40 vV
41 VvV
By |4 |V vV \
HE | 46 |V % \
PR 48 Vv Vv vV
N 50 | V Y vV
F5E 51 vV vV
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XSD A VFICE LME RT3 A% 7T 2 19 Bk
BOHATRT 00 BR A , A ot 25 B Y 0 iy 28 1L A HEUT)
B Mgk =0 SCHR [ 28 ] FSCER[29,36,37 | TR 5 5%
BPE Wik B 1] oS 0 Rl Il o - X (S = T
FEHb AT H 2 g5 & 20, 491 an 3l 2o 48110 2 52
o 3 B B/ IN R B KR BOR A 7 B 33 A Y -
nOccur Fl maxOccur. 2y ik — 2§ 155 3 35 20 ] 352 ¥ F0
SR 1R 2 SCHRIE G T X 45 B 0 ek Utk AT
SERAL TR AL IR, AT A DR R R R 5 M YE A
B AR VRIS iz Ak UL — S AL T RN 4G a?? =
a?,a? a+ = ax,(a,b)(a,c) = a (ble)&E —LL
R AT 5 FRab e T Al A A — R, i AR BB
S3SCHERAN[ 29 1 A 5 18X — 2P BR.

bR 1 SCHRL38 141, bk £ Sy 33k X i f2 1
WA 5 TE A P [R) AL, IR B 4 S 285 SR AT TH R bR fE 3R 58
o R L, FEARE A W3C #IE H T DTD Fi1 XSD ()
TCER WA BRI B R M — R R M2 ny 2K,

4.3 Ak EiRER

5 i — IR LIRS SO A 0 4 DB 285 R A 46
 BF S T IERUR S B DTD LA B,
M 4% 45 XSD W Ay 52 2. SCHR (39 1138 1 Hh #E K 4h
TR 1 XSD 1 125 i A 1) 52 FH AR, G e 28 1 N 45
BRI 2% B AR IZ T2 8 X 4t i 02 55 Ah e L —
ASHTI A2 infal PR 52 AU ] A9 YR A= (extension | re-
striction) &R AE? SCHR[ 38 1 B4 T3%20 , P AR B
o 28 3 R BTy 1 H AR

5 DTD H H 3 #F PCDATA %4fs 25 AU [A] , XSD rh
HR S B I IEAR AR P 3 AL [, e
g XSD B i i BT B 2R R AR . B R, R SCER
(37,38 JH2 23X — ] &, H H 3 T 18] 5 0 BU(E 2 7
40 decimal \int DL S A4 H string 827 [ 11 5.

4.4 HMEKIESTRER

Schematron {5 FWT 5 1) 77 X 45 H— RSN, A
AEME A L XML SCRY I Z5 4 29 3, iR RE NS A SU R 2 4%
G SRR B SCHR [ 40 ] W 5% anfe] iy 1F RIAR S22
Az B Schematron KLU, PR G A 2R F9 A7 TH 2 235 4 249 SR 7
T FRIAEIRT , AP0 M S AR 0T L. SR [ 41 ] X2
RSB P AR TC P XML & )80 5 DMS (1)
T[] EEA T 00 28 R 33 7 A4S Sk b %) 1 T 1k
A S MOEF = WS ERL IH)E T8 & X i
4.5 RERESH

T S 2 2 HE W 7 3k v, T 3 o) 4 B 25 2R BT i 1Y
W RECOE I E Wk NS F AR R L
P2 > ey PR SR, B I EDU R TR 5 L AR
R TE M HATA B I A RIS RN . Sk [ 42 %%
MW TIEIEAT T WA, SCHk (43 ] 28— k&

CHERT 7 5T Bl B TR SR AL SCRY AT L A SbL
Al SE R A T RE.
5 ETFiESWRIRIAMEER R A%

PR 28 A5 7R HE DT A S VA1 455 A i S PR e ik K 2
2] Gold g FRT A8 - ASREAEA FR A 1] PS8 2e 1A 451
AN B A 32 BR A A 15 0 38 K. Bex 25 A HiE W
X — 25 Rl AR P TR R 2L R, TR AR TR
B R FUARE AL (R HfE BT 7 i b, O SR
M2 MRFR X7, K, UZBRRE N ERIES,
B EAT IR 58 PR 0 2 2] Bk
5.1 ZRFRERFE

B PR ] 2 o) 2 b B BRI AN 43
SRR R GA B R A L — N IE Rk
R FR I R — W I8 ARz R B 83
WK H B8 35 2 (Single Occurrence Regular Expression , fij
PR SORE). #iltm, (((a™ (ble)?) " )d) " j&—14 SORE,
1M a? (bale) Aj&—> SORE. U1ER —~ SORE 3 &2 4N
RS e f(0=0) AR R (a, |
wolay) (a - la,)?. (a1 la,) "B (a, | la,)"?
R T, i k=1, 80 o (1<j<k) #R&—1E
WAF 8 2 iz 1 ) 3k 8 B 435 X ( Chain Regular
Expression, faij ik CHARE) . {1, (ald) "7 ¢? (dlelf) "
&=—1 CHARE, (ab" lcld)? (e? Iflg™) "MIARE.

H#E 52 X Al 1 SORE il CHARE J& s <& 14 1 )]
Feik . SBR[ 44 ] P GEHEE R B, XML U i 31
9 IE U 2 35 3046 KR 5 9 SORE, 1iif SORE 1 90% Hy
CHARE. 3CHK[45,46 JIE B % 73X W 28 52 FR &3k 2,
FETEW L Gold A BRAJ AR AL (19 4 Wy 55 , BVAA7E— 1
BRI I Y SO 58 4 Y HEWT B 125, SRR A0 2B 1 o
MRS A B8 ) 1 B Uk H B H Bl L ( Single Occurrence
Automata, fiiFK SOA) , HK M SOA Hrif G52 FRIEIE .
5.2 #iE SOA

& IR —ATFHERR  sre Ml sink JEPINRIIRTT
sre FRTTFURIRAS , sink FoR 2R3 3 ERY R L B
H 2L SOA J&— 1l L F A0 A 18 A =
(V,E): (1) {src,sinkCV,VCIU {src,sink} ,V ¥ %&F
ANGE AT A5 SR, R 3 P — N R A (2)
sre 85 i VA 3 sink 25 5 RGN A ve V
HALTF sre B sink (WEEAR B — DA F w=a,a,(n=
0) % SOA 252, X HAX M 1E SOA HfE X b — 45 %
1% csre—v,—+ - —v, —sink , P45 5 v, IFRICHN o, (1 <i
<n). L(A) R A H SOA A = (V,E) 21 h) ¥4
G A S,

SOA (1€ SCFIIE F i) B sl A 2 X, SOA
A TR AR IE, RS S CIRAS) #B X B T — 4
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LA, FR R SAbRiC. AMER i SOA 24 A 95 A
/) H1.( Deterministic Finite Automaton , faj /g DFA) 12,
HAEA SOA FAAE—DEF Y DFA 5 Z X 0. AR 7E
DFA AP —ZRIEBARICH a € 3 YL R 1AARES ¢, AR
ZAHRHITE SOA HPAETE—DARICH o S5 A — A
. DFA R TF AR S TN 45 HORZS 23 334 13 - SOA
[ sre 25 ST A B sink A7 7RIS 10 B2 R

A5 S 3 SOA A R ] 4 M iy 2T-INF 55
BT R R RAT o b LR THE S ARG, I FR
(a,b) 3 S H)—A ZJud; X F S WaE—4 " Jtdl (a,
b) BN — 2 TR @ B THAR b A3, (5 m] 4 3 H A A
FROX LAY SOA. i, /) 7465 S = {aab, cdd | , Hi 2T-
INF A i f) SOA 4 3 fio , Hevh sre Hil sink 73 51 7R
LR NG A

E3 #iESOA

IR X T A T AT S Al 2T-INF 53 42 1
[ SOA A A SCL(A) Bz SCHR[46 145 i, % F HAx
Faha E a4 S IR E g iR S LIE) iy
FiAf — e Ca, b) #AE R T4 S B, W L(E) =
L(2T-INF(S)).
5.3 #ESZRFIEX

SCHR[ 46,48 | 73591 25t il SOA i 52 R A
PRI T35, SCHR[ 46 | rp i o 2 T — HE 5 M

SURIAR ] 08 5 2 TR, WK L 5o — AT al by 47
Tiei a B HBA — 530, W o NS NEE R—A4
Tl a”. 75 SOA FRWi/E S S RN, — H B A
T8 FH A R 0k d S A B0 T B2 SORE. iy
SOA #i'5 CHARE M2 H T4 m THE W EMF A &
JEiPaA H SOA vy a4 i &, 4 R 4y — DT
HEPEA ST a b o AT AN (albl
¢) "B HRIE Y SOA J&— AN I R K ) AT —3h
TP, E R TR R TR
CHARE. 3CHR[ 46 |iEBH & % T4F— SORE ( 8 CHARE)
EfFE—T NG S, ffif% L(E) = L(7(2T-INF(S))),
Hrp 7 R B A I, X B E YA
SRS Z W] HEWT1E 3 () SORE Kk XA #7216, W 2
T PR PUARER h )« 58 k™ BOR. i, 1 3 Frs
i) SOA #2153 2| ) SORE FI CHARE 735 4 : (a"b) |
(ed™).a™? ¢? b? d” 9.

VB AN 7 A7 A2 A TR, Lo A BEAR A AR 2

S e M, B AL BRI AR PR AL X T A R
S A5 8] 1 SORE (5 CHARE) FRiA= E, WAL
1E—/~ SORE( 8§ CHARE) #3530 E'i & SCL(E') C
L(E) N E & S ) SORE (8% CHARE) -5 /M4 12
k. SCHR[48 48t SCHR [ 46 ] v 4 3 530 1 AR i e i
B AR BRI (F R WA TR Bl A 2 A ZE R, R
AN M. 2 SCHR R 6T SOA w00 g5 3 43 5, 45
B TOURS T AR () ZRESORIHG B R O A S R 7 7y R ik =X
BT R T RE MR MU Sz AR TR
B R AT CE 1 = R | DO S v v £ T MV
VL SCHR[ 46 ] A9 AE B LU 1 0 Tt mT LSS Bl /M
AL AHJE X BT A 15 D #R AT
5.4 k-ORE #A k-local XSD

SCHR [ 50 1K e 1 2 BIR il JBORs S B 45 0] LA
kIR, B K k-ORE. % T k-ORE, £ 9K £ 75 /& Gold
P BRI AR (1) 2 > B (R BRE 1 32 47 B 8] A
B R IZSCHR S o A — B I R AR R e A A
()24 2 B B SR MR B R AL 1 kOA , FEEE Iy k-
ORE. X} F [|]— 4 AR E ) kA8, 7T US4 >
#r T4~ k-ORE, 85 J5 A F S5 /Nl 34 4 B D 00 32 4% I
.

SORE ,CHARE ) )% k-ORE {27 > 53k 3 0] i
T XSD B N ZARIHE K. BRI 2 Ah, T5 B ok 0 53— A~
[ R XSD (25 L. Bex 267 % AL K 4 XSD
H, JCZ A R (9 AH S8 44 FR T, 41 b k-
local XSD [HE& T2 AR R HE T B 75, AR %5 k)
— AR TR HERTEE RS k kPR e LR R, M k=1
HFRIIRE R DTD. 55— N & 4 A Ky 257, 3
R LA B R UE SO TR
5.5 fRER=SH

BT 5 A B TSI (1) 4 T 7 35 1) G i 4 D
SELPTIE (5 T B A U O P ) R A W R TE N
RIS BT DAGRIE H A R ARt - R 2 1 ff 1 Sl 2
e, Nz AR iR A R G a2 B
il , Lo anpy 25 8 R WA 25 & SORE 5 CHARE 4%, ik = R
.

6 EARR)IE N ST SRR

BR T4 29505, — R U F R 4R IE T REAC Y
TSR B AR L HUE SCHLA. 40, W3C HER2 /5 XSD
fH “key™ R keyref” JUZE X T HEMSME, VF Z A7
PSR Tk 46 24 ST 3 B30 B 16 AR 5 K77 L. DTD
HARAERY“ID” 1 IDREF” J& 128 B 31 28 A T, H
JEAE SCRE AN 555 R 249 AR U i e A Al i L 119
BV FRAL, FI T ORIE SE R S8 B PR AN 5 IE R 1, 72
AL e R B B S P R AR R B A
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Oy T KA T EAE . DL, 50 B S =3 B A 75 2
X EEE R 2R I T B AR ST TR P LR A H T
F 23R, XML {5 48 P 2 B HEWT S i T g /b

(1) DTD iy 24 S 4 W7

DTD {24 T ID/IDREF (S) J& PE2A I H T /e A~
SCRYHFRRIT R I L5, 25T F 5 RS 4%
XML 4+ ID/IDREF (S) J& PR S AL IR 1 e A
T N M 2 ] B G OG R | SR T AR R 2 A R R
Skt o ZE W ID J& M, 5 R PE 1D JE M Ok T4k
IDREF(S) J& . o 7 i ™= A= o & SO Ja i, SCilik
(5215 AT SCHRpEE” A0 3 35 B 04 MR A8 F Ay 1 A ok
PRi . SCBRLS3 1l 2RIy ¥ AN A Z A 7E T K 3
PRI VA 20 0 BB M R i e

(2) XSD Hr 1y 2 A 1

XSD Hrf)“key” Fl“ keyref” 5T {# F i 72 22 ik €
SCEBERAME LR, SV 2 R E 7 SCRS A RS R
M, DTD Hr i) ID/IDREF (S) (#4235 8 Jy 5. XSD F
e SOE AR key = (¢, (Q, 1P, P, P, 1)),
Horp e FRo B R SC, G E A FIZ TR IR BIYE ; Q
PPy, Pl FR A B AR B A2 FR A B A2 4, (8
— 2852 [R XPath ik L. XSD g Z sk} FA—A4~
PR FRIB P A Q THEAR RN VE B Y
HARGS S w i 5, P, (w) B3T3 25 020 & singleton
Y, BF HREAL & —A A B (A9 45 5. XSD R oK
B UM% 5 R SO — S, B AT B A A
I XML SCRY , BeAR N i 2 L iR B, SME 2 e U
A5 AR, i AR 2Rk Xt T 0 2 A R I RLYE. E
Ah,XSD iR B 1 51 1 8 Ry 5 AN AR [R]— R 3C
T Y.

H AR 1k R SCER[54 1455 T XSD 3= 5 24 3 iy 4
W0k . 12 SCHIR B JE R FH 22 18 &K (levelwise search) ™
J7 ARG XML SCRS H {5 B 4R 0 I 59 1 L 2 —
FE SRR M E B, ARG AT — B R A SRR S
A2, I Ja R DG R B0 b 1 o B A I AAE
WO BIE R T RS ) S — B A
SO TR AE AR AR B, SEBR b % SCHER G
B SEBGH0  , 2 A BU E RIE, JL-T- 428 A s [
THFELE— B MR A b, e A5 3 /Y — Bob: 4 2 4
FEAGEIE R AR /N —EB 43 % SCHER AL G S A fuf fig ok
X — U A EE B 35 ]

(3) HoAth 24 o 4 e

B3 T XML S SO Buneman 28 441
55 XSD A ], fH 2 %A B ] S5 S — 3K
. SCHR[ 60 ~ 63 ] £ X} Buneman %5 (1) & 5% A 2
RBUEE. Hodr  SCER[60 ] A1 I OC R £l b A DG i
SEPR, SCHKL 61,62 ] G T & BT (LA, SCik [ 63 1 W5

M XQuery A5 iff) H & 348 JAh, 5SS 51 2 b
SO GL 35 A ) 45 1) — 2235 W58 XML e KUK
W R IR AR R A 5 R A =X i) R

7 HRIE

ASCHT R XML BB RO BF S SR 17 T %
AT A R s 2 S, M ST 9 0 A0 20 T R
IFUBCRCH 35 P T s JEUK, K 9T 10 B HE T 725
Sy IR R B T R T4 b RSB 9
K% IFELI ERBER I 3 R 2K R 4
RSO T ) 35 2K 0045 1 I 3064750 B
SRR AN TR RS R A T S 2
SIS,

XML 5T T B 9050 B R
S . AT, XML K 251l RO WOR 5 A
BEE X RO RIS T XL, BT 2 178
VBRI L {EASCHI RO , Bl THE th— S (732
— S BRGCRR 7

(1) E IR BIPHIZ £ . Gold 5z U4 i 2 FUA I
L T D 2 B 9 T U o L 0%
33 ARAEHLBE B9 6 052 1, 0 2 5
ST 7 BRSSO E B4 95
FRIE. (R AESERR R 11 IR B R 58 1 5
PSR, BT RS BT A T

(2) i ABCHE BV, 1024 BT 550 5 AP 5 5 51
WP 7 . 10, — 4L R S 75T 9 f
XML SCR{ s T A/ 8 2 56 T A 5 B0 3
. WRHRCR A B — e 5L KB TR L,
SORIEATALTE, 2 SBT3 5 BSE T— L.
TSR 5 SO BER, 47 0038 R A SO0
5 R AL

(3)%F XSD 185 K 02 SUBLIRL 9 S 6. 45 9
XSD JITHSE R R T DTD 69 28 6L L %,
PRI XSD {25 S AE ) E 03 ISR DTD. iy
AR XSD HIRARTR 4 A R SR X
B 2 5.

(4) BB AR BT )07 3 BRI 07
A T R P DL 0 R 0 A
PR B A2 IR P A AT B R, 1
AT U BRI F T A 9 I i, DA >
TSI, U T S, T M 5 6
k.

(5) SERSHELTACHENT. TR T 24 20540, — IR
AU T AR X5 240 XL TR,
S IR L 5 B 240, 5 % 18
i SO A 2058 (1) BT 9 38K 4
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TIE#;(2) MuT R ZHC M2 ) L B L 55
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