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Fuzz Ontology Structure and Its Membership
Determination Based on NGD

SHI Wei', WANG Hongwei' , HE Shaoyi®

(1. College of Economics and Management, Tongji University,
Shanghai 200092, China; 2. College of Business Administration,
California State University, San Marcos 92096, USA)

Abstract: Ontology can formally describe concepts, terms
and relationship of the special domain, but it can not express
the fuzzy information. To solve the problem of the fuzzy
information’s description in ontology, fuzzy description logic
was employed in the construction of ontology. A 5-tuple fuzzy
ontology model was established, including roles set, examples
set, fuzzy assertion set and fuzzy relationship set. Based on
Tableaus algorithm idea and case studies, the paper gives the
solution method of the reasoning problem of fuzzy ontology.
The correlation between key words was processed with the
new NGD algorithm by means of Google search, and convert

the results into membership degree of fuzzy ontology at last.

Key words: fuzzy ontology; fuzzy description logic (FDL);
normalized Google distance(NGD) ; Google search

sk H . 2011—10—27

AR — AT 2E AR 2 Xt A fn] €535 P 1
FLSCARAE TR R B . 6 N T8 AR Ak A% {4
YER— B IR ERIOE 2 0T LU R AR 4003k 0 1AL
PR AL X 2 R A TR A e [ AR A 2 Sk P A [
INAT ARG I A FZ R BB AR R - 25 X
SUIRTE 2 [B] 0 B R 5L S BT ATs R B B H
B AR A0 TR0 TR 5 B AR 5 IR 4K
P TR L SU A i 2 4.

ARSI E S IR T T RE ST R R R
IRESE. B Web £ R 19 & &, DL L 22 S KR AE
AR S Web HiARBHEE G, T Web AR
Wi F 445 RDF (S), DAML+ OIL™Y ,, OWL®, &=
AR HE 28 i Jm 49 & 50 R[], AT AR R ik fig
IR AR AT IR S PR A i 2K L % FH A
I (A A H R T 5 38 BT 75 (0 AR AR, B ET R A
A AR T T 0 R R AR BB T A i X
FEVE B R A B8 1 B . SR B SE TR AR AR K Y
FE0ff 5 T I HE A 3K B SR AR AR F VIS S Y
Ji& i R BRI AR A LA (1Y) 5 22

1 HEXHAR

HH N AR 26 ORI pRECRI 2 B 5
ANTCRM . SREARMIEM S T gt 7 iy . (25 21
()5 T3 58 1 3R0R 7 oA AT N RIBLER I B . ©
A AR R 2ok H (H 2 48 R RS Sk ik
R 5 2Koe R, H ik 2 45 (description logics,
DL) &5 e LRE T H.

DL Z2 AL A AR 5 H i 2 48 5L a0, &y 5k
A A A A& Ceoncept) £ 8 Crole) 1A K
(individual) B4 S Ad T — AR A
FOFRMRZIIN TR

FAME . FFHRBERE4S (70971099) 5 V17 5 A 2R 850 H (B310)

F—1EE: £ H1981
WIRVER . it 1973

) B A, R T 0 AR A 555G . E-mail: shiweil08108@126. com
) I B A A O A A, ST Y 10 R 4 R i S ST, E-mail: hwwang@ tongji. edu. cn



1716 I ¥ K 2% % R % B 2% D

10 %

X DL 5% 32 B2 DTS 15 FI A 0L JR T 1.
SCHRLA JHRHEAG R BE 1 1A ] o DA e 17 B 1) 91 iR 32 4
BE ALC 382 241 SHOQ(D) , 3% — BT %}
N P A A 2 B AL Al A2 Tableau 8033, DA A B 19 5%
Pk IERR TR A 24 BE. SCRRLS 1 DL W H T
AR ARG, 1 S A AR B AL, I ] DL
AIHEREHL I 5T T AR A B 3 UE 7 1% A 46 AR 14
R TR 6 ARSI {91 G 56 1) R0, SRR [ 6 ] AR 15 A 56 A 512
(5 5 B FL e 48t [P TR A T AF 5 4 LA 43Ry 4 250 2
KRR, IR 1k S [R) AT DIAH B 54 AL, e 2%
A A S5 7 B A ) — S ARG 56 ] R SCRgR[ 7 ] S
P R 2IE L Web B0 i 25, FHEIHE T X
Web " 3LF DL WARTE 5 R 77k,

fge iy DL H RE AL FRORS B 5 19 3R S H
FRAT: 55 100 B 52 v (137 22 1) i1 A 2 AN 0 110 Bl
KGRI A BERfA E A ARTE = A8 TR A
BRI R S B THA e, i, ATk
SEARIR Z KA 8 T 4R N7 R, i, SCHR (8-
9 IR RLIE X DL (1) ALC #EA7RORIPEY 52
$ ) — BRI $ A 2 88 (fuzzy description logic,
FDL). SCHR[10 %5 g H]—Fh g i T2 A 4 k8 20Ok
X ALC JEATROIY & 1208 2% A pR AR 25
G T /N K 1 —a SR R $E T —Fp
A RE A A A OC R AR kL STk 11-
12075 56 1 W s O HERE R BOR T 520 B H 1 Bk
ALC (3G /N R 1 —a pREO , R4 T
BDB(berkeley data base) [a] #8534 H T 2 F 58 il fL
U] ) i 4 A 7 S P R AR 1

Zi LTk, Hapx DL &4 8 RSN, il
MIELS 5] A% DL H B B T #1251 FDL R .
T AR S ARORY) A A 25 4 1 ) A B A T M L i
A SCHIWF IR B i A QAT 48 FDL 5 AR 4540 25 5
. [R] I B A AL 5 R BRI A & A OC AR
SEAMKEE N L0 S8 BE A LS A5 B, A S
LG HHROR AR A S T B 119 O 1%

2 tEM#IREZENAIE

TESCTCREMIBE S A M (5)  FDL AR E i
ANTCER B R A (. TR AR
C.D—~T 1 L {Ai~CIiCND
CUD{ dR.Ci VR.C (D
RIS Cy D 2o BT AEE (A 2s) #il

Fafe U R o) 38 5 468 38 4k

FE S 20 RS FDL AL &l Bk F it 5,
AR 45 B A 0 R iz e 3 IR — T ¢
R — IR [= AT, @), Hp, A" BffFRE
B, @ SRR REL. Ho 2

(D) SRR a. R RO FL L R i B
W —IeE o' €A I HIHERE MR o Fb 45
aZb, M a' b,

(2) XMEEREE C, R R K C B — 5k
J& R B CToAT—[0, 11,

(3) XMEE M R, B R ECK R BGh—A>
Tt R R D R AT XA —>[0,1].

X3S ATD A A AR A
HAEHIE B 2R3k Sk A ik A L S AU B
FIR I M. FHor A I B T SRS ANk 1
JIi7R.

#*1 ET FDLHHIEEFIEERE
Semantic interpretation of constructor operator
based on the FDL

Tab.1

MEEF R
T THd) =1
1 1 d)=0
CND (CND)(d)=min{C'(d), D' (D)}
cUbD (CUD)Y (d)=max{CI(d),D'(d)}

-C (~ONd)=1—Cl(d)
(VR.O(d)= inf {max{1—RI(d.d"),CI(d)}}

VR.C deal
(3AR. OI(d)= sup {min{RI(d,d"),CI(d)}}

IR.C S

EX AT HEME Coff RMMEK o Al
b WiE o« BHEC(O I R(a, b)), FiHFE xR a BT C,
JGHEFRR a 50 ZAFELRR.

SESLSURMINT S HES Co Mt R MM«
o AR o BN 5 B & La=n ] [a>n],
[a<m 5[ a<<m]. Hr,n€[0,1],meE[0,1]. \iE
SO — R T RS [ Co<<n]. 4 H
1Y CMaH)<n. slFW W F[RGa,.b)<<n], ¥ H
{024 R (a' s o) <<n. X T HAB LR FF <. =, >0

EX 6 R)  HE&Z A A BOHI 5C R R
A ERRZMEM R BT

(1) CoD, B HAL Y, MHERE de A", C'(dDH<
D' (d").

(2) C=D. B HALY . IHMEE deA.C'(d)H=
D'(d).
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3.1 E-TF FDL WA 1
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SR X IR Ar SRR 4R Re A5
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S SCE SIS TS A AR
Op={(Cs,Rs+ Xs:Ap Rp) WL Ry Hf#E C=D,C
S, D R A AR C RS M, 7 W FR
TR

TE S 9BEMIAMRIRIAY 45 BRI ALK O =
(CssRs s Xs 3 Ap s Ry o I 22— OB RS, WR T 2
Ar URe "PREE— AL IFR 12 O 59—

S SCTOCBORIA IR R T (2 1) e BOBIAS (A
Or=(CssRs, Xs:Ap R ﬁn%ﬁﬁ_‘/l\ﬁ;ﬂ I, DIIJ
PR Op 27736 2 1Y A IFR Op SZAFH R A, d 2
Yio L3962 O » 2 HALY 192 Op AR,

X TTEMIZ S SEBHIAIK O = (Cs,
Rs: X5, ApsRe) E J2— 08 Y HAYY OF W%
—ANBAYER 2 E L PR O BOMIZE & A E id R
Or |~E.

3.2 E-T FDL HyBHZA (A i HE 38 o) i ) K BY

EH 1 45 B AR O = (Cs, Rss Xss Aps
Re) AL FEE®: OO | ~[a=n], {3 HALY O =
(CssRs» Xs s Ar U {La<<n]} s Rp) AT . QOF |~
La<<n], M HALY Or=(Cs»Rs, X5, Ap U {[a>n]},
R ) ANALig 2.

EH 2 4 BRI AR Op = (Css Rs» Xss Ars
Ry, CHID &M, OF | = (CoD) , 24 HAL G XS
113 0<<n<{1 FIMA a,OF = (Cs,Rs» X5, Ar U {[C
(w=n].[ D@ <n]} Re) AR L.

BT FDL (Y A50R A 14 1) 4 28 7] 250 ] LGy —
SR e R 5 e ) A

(1) —Fk ) L 248 e B AA O = (Cs,
Rss Xs s ApsRp) s A B— Wi 5 I O [ ~A 2
AL E P T R] R, — S R n] LR AR R Al i 2
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(2) AL PR L J2 48 45 E B AR O = (Cs,
Rs, XssApsRp) s C FI D ZPAHES, HIW O | =~
(COD) 15 W AT. FH A2 2 WA, A0 35 m) BT LA

AT i K ) AL

3.3 ET FDL pIARHMI AR B #E 12 [0 B Y K R 77 3%
SESLC12CEF BRI 548D 45 AR AS IR
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Tab.2 Expansion rules of fuzzy assertions set
s PR
(1) [~ Cw)=n]—>[Clw)<l—n]
(2) [CGw)>n]—>[Clw)<<1—n]
3 ["C)<n]—=[Clw)=1—n]
4) [~ Cw)<n]—=>[Clw)>1—n]
(5 [CNDGw)=n]—>[Clw)=n].[ D(w)=n]
6) [CNDw)>n]—>[C(w)>n],[D(w)>n]
(D [CUDG)<n|=[Cw)<n],[D(w)<n]
(8) [CUDGw)<n]—>[Clw)<n],[D(w)<n]
(9 [CUDGw)=n]—>[Clw)=n]|[D(w)=n]
(10)  [CUD(w)>n>[C(w)>n]|[ D(w)>n]
(1) [CND(w)<n]—[Clw)<n]|[D(w)<n]
(12> [CNDG)<<n]>[Clw)<<n]|[D(w)<n]
[VR. Clw)=n] &> Clw)=n |, £ & [ R(wi swr )<<
1—n]
[VR. Clw)>n] . —=>[Clw) >n] 45 & E[R(wr sy )<<
1—n]
[VR. Clw))<n], &> Clw)<n |, £ & 2 R(wi swr )<
n]
[]EI R. Clw))<n], @[ Clw)<n], % & JE[R(wi »wz) <<
n
[VR. CtwpD<n]>[R(wr,x)=1—n],[C(x)<n],x &—
A BT L T EUBOE D R S LR S A A R A
[VR. Cw))<n]>[R(w,x)>1—n], [ C(x)<n],x f=—
ANHT YR B 1T ELB e S A W 7E DR R S A TP AN A
[IR. Clw)=nl—>[R(Gw o) =n], [Cx)=n], x 2—4
BT S I ELBE D BT LR S A A TR AE
[IR. Ctw)>n]—>[RCws2)>n ], [C()>n],x 2—4
B AR L T ELB S 0 TS TR SR R A TR

SE ISR E) 4 EBMIAR O = (Cs,
Rs+ Xs+ Ap s Re) URBINT 5 4 Ap i BER 3 T
IR — XS W AR SRR

®3 HEWE4A

Tab.3 Conjugate assertion group

13)

(14

(15

(16)

an

(18)

a9

(20)

[a<<m] [a<in]
[a=n] n=m n>m
[a>n] n=m n=m

FE S LACBOMIT S wh2e) QiR —AN BN 5 4
FETELL TGO, WIFRIZ T 5 42 02 vl o€ 1.

(D BAWFHEE:OLL(w=n]. 4 n>0;Q
[T <n] .Y n<l; QL L )>nl,[ T (w)<<n],
[Cw)<<0],[Cw)>11.



1718 I ¥ K 2% % R % B 2% D

10 %

(2) P Fe)m BRI = b A& — XL =

BERBIA R Op = (Cs»Rs s Xs» Ar s Re) s FI W
Op J=75 Al /2 » U= A 3 58 AL (i e 2 Frzs)
¥ Ar U SN T2 5 FIWH MBS AR BT
A AR AL PR B H AE IR A MP R I e A B X
gt tE Tableaux 2 E: A FEAR A,

3.4 E-F FDL )&k K51

Bl 1 HEBIAE Op = (Csy Rss Xss Ars
Rey . Hitp Ap={[3IR. C(a)=0.7],[R(a,b) =
0.81.[C(h)=0. 3].[D(b)=0. 2]}. HI & BAN W 5
IR. (CND)(a)=0.5 &Y O —Z. HIHWOr=
(CssRs: Xs-Ar U{[AR. (CND)(a)<<0. 5]} s Rp)
(AT PR, HERR SRR AT

() [a: AR.C=0.7]

(2) [(a,b) :R>0. 8]

(3) [b:C=0. 3]

(1) [6:D=0. 2]

(5) [a: IR(CND)<<0.5]

(6) [(a,x):R=0.7],[2:C>=0.7]
(D

(D [6:CND<<0.5]  (F):(2)(5)

(8) [x:CND<C0.5] (F-):(2)(6)

(9 [b:D<<0.5] (N-):(D

(10) [x:D<C0.5] (N=):(8)

(D) whze

(12) [x:C<<0.5]

(13) HA MR

XFEAR B — A i 1 58 A5 4R WAt 2 Ul
Op SRl R/, BB KT = 3R, (CN D) (@) =0. 5
ANREALETERRI AR Op .

B2 g5 I — IR B AR O, =
(Cs+Rss Xs+ Aps Rp) s Hirft Cs = {Car, Roadster,
Cabriolet, SportsCar, Maker},Rs= {Car, maker,
passenger, speed, Maker},Xs={mgb, enzo, tt},

TBox={

Car6(=1 maker) () (=1 passenger) () (=1
speed)

(3>):

(N=):(10)

6 VY maker. maker
(=1 passenger)6 car | 0 Y passenger. N
(=1 speed)6 car [ 6 V speed. km/h
RoadsteréCabriolet() 3 passenger. {2}

(=1 maker)6 car

CabrioletoCar() 3 toptype. softtop
SportsCar=Car() 3 speed. very(High)
High(x)=R(x,80,250), very(x)=x"}

ABox={

mgb:roadster() ( 3 maker. {mg}) ] ( I speed.
<170 km/h)

enzo:car()( Imaker. {ferrari}) () (3 speed. >
350 km/h)

ttecar() ( 3maker. {audi}) ) ( 3 speed. =243
km/h)}

ZIEHRE k= (TR, A) , 435,
K| = (sportscard car=1)
0.25)
K| = (enzo: sportscar=1)
0.82)
A B VR A AR, BA B B R34 L6 4 mgb
JE: sportscar [ K ATRESE: 0. 25, T AN 2 18] B 19 2 1
ARRFR B H B

4 EMAERREERE

P TSR A AR 178 DG B Al A B T BRA R Xo) SR W
B SRR B I/ NZE R AR RS A 28 % il 3 SR pRi
%7 . young(x) =max{0,1—0. 000 7522}, 15 i /N2
X AR AR XA A 1 SR & B 0. 412, B3 i
FRAE N 52 2% s A7 S ARE e TR AR X FH — a2 1) SR pR 850k
FR.

35188 2 O B AT sl i 45 B A
THL A SCR A NGD 830, il 3t Google 8 R %
SRR, MR B R Y 45 SRAE S NGD 1155 Bl 1
A BRI A A i 5 R P (B NGD 55T -

G(x,y) —min(G(2) ,G(y)) _
max(G(x),G(y))

max{logf(x),logf(y) }—logf(x,y) 2
log N —min{logf(x).logf(y)}

#E NGD Sk i, X FREEB F Cla) Kt 2
PIAN OGS, LA 22 (B c0, () 5 f () 4351
R AR A SE B IR AN I () Google 18 45
J M f (s y) 7R W GBI [R] B 8] Google Hr i
ST AR Z W I [R] e R B 4 A SR R X R
Wi s R(a,b)RihiA 3 AE 20 20 8, Hanm)
WA ERIF] enzo, EL 24), ()5 fO) 43 RI1FER
KA XS 36 & R Fl (ayb) TE Google (148 545
Bt f()FR“ A" Google 8 FE5H, £(3)
FR BRI enzo” M1 F Ty 24”7 [F] B H B0 48 R 4
WM f (s y) TR JUAS S HE R [A] i B Google
TP 2Z LA ) [ s B A4 48 545 SR 85 Ee n
X [, ) R AR enzo” “E H

K| = (mgb: sportscar<C

K | = (tt; sportscar =

NGD(lyy) -
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AR B 48 T 45 R BB N RR Google R 5|
() Web UL, PR, AT LS 053 9 A 56 e 1) )
HELHLA IR 2/, B I T 2R 2R N X W 1] R
#B < [l I BAE R — 0 SO b B500E B R 0 R i
IR ALERALR LR AH DG R 55

FEAR G5 N A 100 42, T P NGD Bk 454 3] Y
— LR NGD (2, y) € [0, 113X 550 & B 0 BUE —
20 NGD FRAS 20 45 5 0T DL R JLAS S5 3] [A] (1)
FHOCHE , BOBIAS (A b g S5 g B St 2o T Rk A
PRFIRE S ARG R Z R AR SCPERR 2, R B X
— 30 NGD 553545 21 1 B0 8 R 0] 3% 7% A DG 1 8
55, 17 S J8 B B BB (AR Zadeh B 5T BUELER K
W) 3R 735 AH O P B, 3 LR A — 2l ol A, SR e
(n)=1—NGD(x, y).

#1133t Google 82 JCHIR XT. Ml 42 F1 B
tt i NGD B33 45 8 NGD (J %, il 1) =
0. 311 228 313 198 29, WIATRA HE & Wr 5 A SR & B »
=1—0.311 228 313 198 29~ 0. 689, [l 4 ( M
t0)0. 689 [t i &R/ Bl oo SRR 2D R
0. 689, A& il tt LA Al R B2, X 541 2
FIH 5 pR A 3SR 8 B 4 2R a2

il 4 XX ZW . X 94 GERi A enzo, 5
L 24) A TSR K ) SE 8% 8 2 Google 18 15
B2 R I R A5 R R 4 FoR.

F4 X EHEE Google I RLER X
Tab.4 Keywords and the total number of Google search

results
Pt MR DL
W% 2% 11 900 000
HERiF] enzo ED 74 1 040 000
%% PEhifl enso FT 74 11 900

XH F(2)=11 900 000; f(y)=1 040 000;
S (a3 =11 900 AR AR (2) 545 3 NGD [F] 4% 4
QR enzo, 5y z4)=<0. 753 W HAH OC R W &
BIsRJREE n=1—0. 753 =0. 247, [R1 %% %4 (e Hi )
enzo, Ty z4) =0, 247, gt B EF | enzo FIFE S
A JERIR R R R = 0. 247, 1T AT AE
TR .

5 &5iE

AR T BRI AR 2 A 1 3R 1 — A 5 Jodl
ARSI A AR, PEAT T 3L F FDL AR A (R 45 44
RO RR R R B S 45 0T RO AR 1A A 5 4 1 )
R SRR T 91456 Google #8236 J1HRVT T HOH)

ENEN iabeson BN ETIENE Y i p i e )
AL o 56T B A — LU S SO A REREA T
SERACER AT AR BEA TR 65 B AR SCOF T NGD
s Google 4 li—NPER 19 TH B 1% - 6 A% S ik
AT A A SZ IS8, T B NGD 587k 2%
PASEIN H 58 4 7E 4 A B O 2OR 3K e B T A e 1
AT oA A A A Sl P 0 RSRYT DBT 5 SR i 38 L
A SRS ISV E W BT [ TRE.
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