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What is ontology? There is a theoretical disagreement in the proper status of on-
tology. One group regards ontology as a tool for characterizing human knowledge; the
other considers ontology to be a systematic method for representing reality. This article

addresses basic questions surrounding ontology engineering and human concepts from
a vantage point of cognitive science. Specifically, it is argued that upper-level ontol-
ogy — basic divisions of being — is reflected in human cognition and affects various
aspects of our everyday judgments. The authors think that this is because human cog-
nition is organized in the way that it can help approximate the invariant structure of

the environment. Possible research directions that help integrate ontology engineering,

cognitive science and philosophy are also discussed.

Keywords: ontology (# ¥ k1Y —), ontology engineering (F > b1 ¥ —T%), cog-

nitive science (GRENEIEE)

1. FU®IC

RO AT 4EE - BRAIRMEE TR, MIBRRROD
DT NI R LPEMEERC BT BT O AR
B4z S ICEEDH T HNTE 7 (Guarino, 1995;
Mizoguchi, 2003). #z21¥, Marr (1981), Newell
(1994), Anderson (1998) DFBMEF VT, D5
BEORMBERRIICERE LTV 7T, B
CERHICHEL-RAERZ "M L EEL,
HEERE D EDOY T TN bROY T I -
AL FEEFSTE. INHDT TU—F TR,
— IR AERAEAERIC S0 X ) e RITT
MEESZ LT, HFTVERSATVWRW, LA
L, B0 E a5 L, R (representation) —
TEicFrraY- — OF%S, BERREER
72 L2023 % (Guarino, 1998a; Mizoguchi, 2003;
Smith, 2005). ¥ tuV—E1ii, %k%kiﬁﬁ
¥ ¥y BEREOBMELZEOFER 4T, BE
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CEETAWPFED L) ZERCHEDHPE )
bk, BAFTY—E o THRRIIR LD DL
Vo Tl BlZE KIIMRBZENTELRVY
BT, DAZTRNFTFEVo B2 5T W TES
YikEiz, 7T —-CRAELIEHERELRS, &
Vol EEBELRICT AONBINTH S, FIZIE,
1 TH3 DOLCE & BFO &£\9) Semantic Web
TEENSH D 20D LAV ba YT, Entity
% Endurant, Perdurant, Quality, Abstract 240
13729 (DOLCE) (Gangemi, Guariano, Masolo,
& Oltramari, 2003), & %\ i& Coninuant & Oc-
curent B L Tw3 (BFO) (Smith, 1998).
O BERERMDS, RO ANTHERLIEHRR
OFHFTEBRBPTL L) o0, K
DL RHEEANS L. H-TE, fv¥—Fv b
Vo 2ERBMBOFHED BB, £, L
VEIERANR - AR EL DO I A FORKIL, £L
T, BlolzY AT ARBEHT 572D DHM#R—X
OEBMEOLEY, B EFHITFLND (Mizoguchi,
2003; HEl, 2005; Wand & Weber, 1990). #E7
g, MEROF Y F AbAESL, RIS A7
DHOHBOEEL L MREDLEI o/ EBRS.
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Entity Entity
Endurant Continuant
Physical endurant Dependent_continuant
Amount of matter Generically dependent continuant
Physical chject Specifically dependent continuant
Agentative physical object Independent continuant
Feature Flat object part
Object
Non-physical endurant Cbject aggregate
Mental object Object_boundary
Social object Site
o Spatial _region
Perdurant One_dimensional_region
Eventitivbe Two_dimensional region
Accomplishment Three dimensional region
Achievement Zero dimensional _region
Stative Occurrent
Btate Processual entity
Process Flat process part
Quality Process
Physical quality Process_aggregate
Temporal quality Process boundary
Abstract Process_context
Quality region Spatiotemporal_region
Set Connected_spatiotemporal_region
Proposition Scattered_spalictemporal region
. Temporal _region
Connected_temporal region
Scattered temporal _region

la DOLCE (Gangemi, Guariano, Masolo,
& Oltramari, 2003)

WWW Consortium (W3C) 2% XML (Extensible
Markup Language), RDF (Resource Description
Framework) (212 T OWL (Web Ontology Lan-
guage) %, TxTEBEOVDLDIHELZEWT
TERBY, HEEDOF Y MuY-DEEERMS T
LISTES.

L&L, Frrod—en) dbhdTERtEh
BEMNREREFET, BAbodoM#Eii v e
Wb AEBINR b DR, LHZ AT ENTES
OPE) FEPEL S, F ¥ baY—1% 2000 4
DB D ENCHET S W HEM R FET, HHREe
BARHENEEND, T o L LRI ORI R EY

EoTdw. ZR6%boT, 4, RHLFHE
FoTWHAREE ) ARN LS E, BENZ
PO ZATHRET 5 Z &1, IRt TFEIC

1b BFO (http://jowl.ontologyonline.

org/bfo.html)

WHIHEAKLZEVIHEH D HY 5 5. RFFETIZZ
D XD RIERBZEEICOWTESL, AR
B BBEDZES, ¥ b uV-TEORRBIES
LBBEVIEZERETS.

PToRcil, 3Uoic, B, FLTHEHRVA
FLDFERS R Y e Y —0B&Ic o T
B35, #LC, BEOT Y b aP—TEFP,PZ
TWAHHEILOWTERL, TORRFELLTD
BHREOBM AN EDOREIIOVWTHLES.

2. FrrAY—-EIE?

T, v O Y- OFRER R ERY S
ZOREPLEZD L) BERINL, Bty bu
V- CERELSTS. bty buy—-2id, &b
HZE % S D (entities) PO L TRED 2-5 BEIC
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HobhbATITY—IIhHizh.

Semantic Web OBIREORTIE, ¥ bad—
FORIIMBEOTED, W) T EICDOWTKRE
s ng. A buy—ridmndk Bk
% (metaphysics) D—¥BTH ), FOFEEIL, 7
YANFVAD [BMLZE (metaphysics)] & w
FEECET L. ZOELELOHMIE, “HE
L BT R RED, ThWEAHOEEREBALE
B UEIrOERIIERTAZETHSE. L
L, Kant % Strawson (1959) 1%, FA/zHDBEM
ERLYENTAHRY, 2L BHICHETLI LI
HYZHVEERTE. ZOUEPLL L PR Y—
ERLOEEHR, ey, BERMEEERT
LEEEEZL. ZHICKLT, Quine (1953) ©
TIR—FEE Y aY—DOFRKOBWE LB Y
L, 7TUANFLABTSE9 %, “BE & B
SR ERErOZBENICGERT S22 HMET S
(Loux, 2006; Loux & Zimmerman, 2003). i
Tid Lowe (1998, 2006) %% Quine D EGHE % HEA L
T, BMLEEZE, “BE" L "BHE" 0by il
T 2700, BROEERFEODELDLEZ,
BHRALICBVTOF Y POV —DORBICERL T
w3 (H2). Lowe (1998, 2006) I XU, BT
LR, BRABRZICBI2EZDI I 20T,
PR ERRPER T o LR FE L BN, ®
BHREREICL T, BRI DBOPEDLH 1T
FELZBDDP, L) ZERFEL TS,

2.1 EHMETO k4> bOY—: Onto-
Clean

Lowe (1998, 2006) 4%, E£ETHEM LEDE
RREOVEDL LT, HHHETLLCERR
HEUTWBH DD, OntoClean (Guarino & Welty,
2002a, 2002b, 2004; Welty & Guarino, 2001) &
WIFETHE. EROTTE—FTE, v tn
VAL THE, H7IT)—HOLETHERZR,
MEDORGZ2ROB2HDD, dox ) & Lzt
P, F¥huY-OfEREBAOBRLREIC:
FoT&7. £hIZH LT, Guarino (1998b) i,
EMEZTHY EIFohTEd Y buy—of
WE#EZ, BRIVAFLTOF > POV —DER
THHTEDELEEL, + ¥ buy—ofERkic
PEDBBRIER B S T 2 L8072 (e.g., Gangemi,
. Guarino, Masolo, Oltramari, & Schneider, 2002;
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Entity
Particulars
Abstracts
Sets
Congrefe
Object
Non-objects

Universals
Properties/ Relations
Kinds
Natural
Nen-natural

B2 Lowe (1998) DETH LMY 1Y —

Gangemi, Guarino, Masolo, & Oltraman , 2003).
OntoClean DHERERT 5 &, Bk ilfe% 37
D A 5 B (identity, rigidity, unity) T,
ZOXEEOFELCDL LDWTHF I —DRF
EFRDTWFETH A, UT, ThooxyEH®
(meta-properties) 12DV C, EELREEB5.

Identity

PIZIE, al bl bOPdolahs, F02
OWR Lo, HH L, AL 2EEOY
WERTAH0P, ELICBATIIRVLDOD a3t
HEDPEN) ZERBEDRFTIT) T LHFTE
b5, IR, HBEERT, LOLIBRBET, ald
b A FE—%bDRDP L), BROTERDZH
bEEoTw\ (Lowe, 1989). IO identity %%
RIZGE, ) ERPE—EOEREED, &
D) EETRIAEOEEEZ R w0, BB
Wik, EJWIERIBVTE, BRo K
L o7GE, B—BORENERTIONE VST
ZEEHLMNITEIEICLEST, AFTY—DRK
MELE) ETHFETHS (Guarino & Welty,
2004).
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Unity

Unity DEFREEE, BRALEHNTELHHDL,
FHITHEVDDLERINTHIEILH L. BT
BFEVIBRITIE, HTF & LTOEE (whole) &
5 (part) OB - & D LT C unity 2%
% (+U). BFCoVETR, HLET, &
FOETTH-T, TREFMYBL TS, HFIZ
BBz, LiL, & (gold) LEIWHEIE, #
DHHIETEDER-TD, TRIZFEETH
h, SRS OEELZEN?R . Guariano &
Welty (2004) 12358 L7z unity VWb OE S5
WX LT, ek, FRICHEE L7 unity 2%
WP R o ity B¥H DL DD (-U), I VL
DU, BHNCHE Lz unity BE o2 Bnd Dk
[T T B (~U).

BIZIE, “"BA"EWIAFITY—%LoTRS
&, FOEF (SHEUAN) I unity 255 532D
Unity D& ) p72iddB L Tw kv (-U). LaL,
KEVIEITIZIEL 72 unity ¥ o724 2w
(~U) (Guarino & Welty, 2004).

Rigidity

Rigidity &\W9 X ¥ BIEOIERICH B DiZ, %S
ZH LW LA 7T — (role type) & HRFEZE D
LT L7eA 5 TY — (natural type) & DRXEITH
% (Sowa, 1984, 2000). BIZIL “#AR—E" &)
AR, A7 &) BABOBEICE L TwA25,
FERIC "HEBEFE B0 R EvioRE o
BT T — (role type) IKBRLTWA. “R” &w
IEENL, IR RE" "E Lo LRETRY
N, ORGSR S ITZEORE (role) 7%
BB LAL, AT Ewn3F5FT) =13 “gik—
BR"IC & o TRARTRT, "HA—E" LI EA
TS BHE DIRMRPEI 2 S0 hb ) 2
Th OELIL, TATTHBEVWIEEER, AT L
WA T TY — BT BT COEP (instances)
WZHI R SFFIET B, 20X ) ZEM%, Guarino
& rigid EFFATCWA. Rigidity &9 2 ¥ RIE,
VBEAUR (essential) 2B & 1BFH (accidental)
BRIEMEDECZR LT HOISRLD. RICH
5 A (M) EwiWhp (Fre) Lw) B
FoTw/tdh bP AL TRERTRE
bOLOIPE)PRHTDEE, b IHEA ZIRRR
FRICBWTHN D 2o/ Lci s, bt

ARTLoTRLERTRZDIDEVIEIE 2%
VW (Guarino, Carrara, & Giaretta, 1994; Marcus,
1968).

P, OntoClean TfEbILS 3D X B
DWTERELZEEZ#R7. OntoClean &, Thb
DA EROFEZHAMTHILITLoT, AV}
0V —OREECHERREHO M LTI FET
BB, FIZIE, "R LI AT T 1T role type
T, rigidity Z&HHE % (anti-rigid, ~R). THh
LT, “A7 i3 natural type THH “A" Th
BEVIBRHIRTRTO A OBFICETIRE S
b rigid EHEA S (TRIZWLT, “Rasd s
EEIRER, TRTOBEFICETIEES RV
L. semi-rigid, —-R £ EhN5B). LizdfoT, —
BT & o THE N7z role type 12 rigidity 27
A % natural type A BFETHZ LN TELRVE
OntoClean 13HET 5.

ZZTHRLDEELDIX, OntoClean 2SRHT 5
INHDHER, HLETHIETHY, FOHE
DFEFRSBFROBTILTLI L2V, FlL
&, E—MEDIEHE (identity criteria) DFEZFE R
IDBETH, AT —0REEORRICE 5T
ZDHKIEKRE K% 5 (Guarino, 1998b). T D
$IBEPLRTY, B4 Y by -0
DVRTOEEMMPELB.

U&DI2id, Strawson (1959) BYEH &I IC, B
BEEASLTEONF Y Y -2 5T, BE
RHERZERICRAST 2 L, BEENICRTEE
REVIERTHA. 2%, Bty buy—3
ARYATITY—F, BALIPHAETLEERER
DL AEFT 2D LV, HELHEHE W
Tid, FHWIZIH2 Y B % (Dummett, 1978;
Putnam, 1981). L7255, Lowe ¥ Guarino 7%
R B, BIMLEICD EDOWFEkik, EEIIC
AUEETHY, OntoClean D L) RFHET LS
YhuY-2HEL, TREMBES-A0OEEKL
LTHWS &) RAiL, EHICBERETE
¥ % (Guarino & Guizzardi, 2006; Fonseca, 2007;
Veale & Hao, 2008; Wyssusek, 2006).

3 T, mEDOHSHEOERZ FEIHBML
EfiZ ¥ b uY—0FHEICOWTESR, FLT,
ERPHA LD MADEEL, HERPHRIIH D
BEDHICIE, & 5BOEEME (is omorphism) 7%
HBHZ & wEET S (Shepard, 2001), L TED
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BEPS, ENtrbud—%2ERLTWL ET
AR OB A ORISR O X ) gt 5
T EERETS.

3. EfiA rOY— ERIMBIEODORA

Ffid v ba Y3 B ANEERAT S SRALERRIC
ECHEELTWS, "BEOOTH" LI EE
BMEAF—<:20IlEoT, ZOBEIIOVWTEZT
Ab.

BEOYTH:

1. ISR EIZo BN ARTRENT S,

2. BEDNEI o7, BEZIESLEEOBICVNE,
3. B, BAOFETLELLBVT, BELAS

EBRZIINEI kol b, HLKEANRS.

4. BEFBRETERAT, HHBRE BEF555518

PoHBEL, HKTE2L@F L

2 L7 BEOO TR PEETES, S
EADRTRIE" R AN FT 4 DO THZ™ B
HEICDPB L, "ZINAZEOQTH" R “H
BEOWTH" ICHIDHTE S, BeRIRRT "%
EOWTH:" PBHATELOE, WTHEWVH A
F— AR B ORBOLPIHENETEAS. L
L, “BEOOTHZ" A IEAT R ANy
FFEa "R RETWINHETE R, k¥ AT R
TR BT ICRETRELSRVEDLIEON
B2 UL, BEAHo TWAREORIC,
“EYT, AR, HAVIECERYT Evworz,
EfpFrrav—itdnTaLdh “REeHT T
J="5HY, FNEDELICLT, AF—<EHEHHA
TELHEAPRETHEELL (PILIE, MR -5
B, 1993). &Y, HikY, &|EY, S510E W
B, £x¥ ANTH, twvwol-#5TY—it, Lowe
(1998) DA ¥ +u I —Thido YRS Tw
5 ("2).

BB, gy rud—-ofEHiionToR
LR L TAL. RKIC " BEEDER L)
AF—TPRN Db ETH, KEEOkm TE-STWS
B, BTELCEOP-BE, FTEOMCHR
LB RS AL LiZ, ARHPBEREICR
DOhoTDEZXS. LAL, FLED FPRPLE
BHIEEDOPoL, BREZTHDILERHEDIZ)
Thb ZOEI BT LEMBIIHENTE LD,
£, WE, BUE, FREE ol Sk, Rt
D = R PR S R i Nl AR ARSI
DHPTHBARAETNTHC, "HEEOHEE" O X
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F—vAHEETELHMEERLTVERPHES.
WETIE, B2EFD o TwBMEkIE, A%—
vD L) RERICESE L AEN R 0L, B4
YERYV-DXII, EEREBLCRNRERT
DBESRPHEFRMRT S, "ERNRAR" 5B &
Ez2 A, TOXHIGHERRE, AITHWSLGND
MR- ZAFREBTAIBCHEERBEERAT.
B BB ERTIEAN—FYRF A
OEREFEZTH, BRICES LR ENE V-
DERBITMAT, — W2 Y OAFIT)—%R
TR 2T E, BNV — L RERT
EL5EMEHOPICTHOPHEL L 2% (Breuker,
Valente, & Winkels, 2004).

ZO—RE% ‘BT ConwTOmEBER, Bbo
AR ZEERR L2 d ) F LN T, H5FER
TRERWIEET D LIETES. 4 TR, ZDR
HOMITDOWTEHT 5.

4. BEMRIRIERE

ERLEEOMFICL S L, WOMEEICNTS
ik, &% 37 A< 5w THRN (Spelke, 1997),
WhsHE- T B 58E % — b LT, ozl
ZORMEEREN T BT, £R10-rB IS5V
HbhdeEZONE. $4bb, HERERT X
HIRA B & W) IFEE —RILL T, ORICEHT
WOLEHEEETNTELL 107 A CHOVOBTHE
%% % (Mandler & McDonough, 1996).

COWMOBMAEEZ B DI, BEEOWE
BRic, 28, BFH, BEEL v EEONTT
V) — 5K & iR E % K72 (Brown, 1957; Gelman,
2003; Gelman & Markman, 1986; Imai, Gentner,
& Uchida, 1994; Markman, 1989; Markman &
Hutchinson, 1984). Waxman & Booth (2001) &
ERTIE, ILHROBMER 4 WOV 7 EBOED
Bbbrz5iohb ZOB 0&207 V-7
(noun condition) \2i&, FEBOIEEEETEHE LT
(“These are blickets”), MO —TFITiE, BE
AR DI EHREETE LT 5 (“These are blickish™)
(familiarization phase). TD&H &, SINHIZHFH
FEOER (“Can you give me the blickets?”) &5
WIXTBEFFOHEM (“Can you give me the blick-
ish one?”) 252 %. #HRERB L, HRABDY
V=71, BEw) 50U — (kinds) XS L7
BIRZIT, BEABOII V-7 Errn)
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RIS LIz BRET) T bhol. 2%0,
Ty bERAETLN EEoRBEE TV
Fy bbb LnbDEARETIN Lo, XITH
AT PREWT, 147 BRI, Wicko
AT T —RFHICETL A F T —EHT B
ke 1453 % (Mandler & McDonough, 1996; Xu,
Carey, & Quint, 2004).

E 512, Gelman & Heyman (1999) OEERTIE,
X E % %54l (lexicalization/ nominalization) 3
5T Ik oT, ML EEEOERD 4-5 &
OHBIZHEFNEZEE2RT. KiZHBAEE N
FETOI A SARFE,LELLADLH I &
Vo AR H OEREY (simile) 2 ZRLs ¥
T, “A SARFHANZ" LBEEEHE (metaphor)
TEWHPZX 5 &ATE S (Chiappe & Kennedy,
2001). Gelman & Heyman (1999) i& Z O FITHE
HLT, 45 ROHPREME-> THFMLICE o THE
5, BROBLEFNR, ZOHKR, fFbahi
FH (carrot eater) - 72HE, TOANYOIFE
(“eating carrots”) 7%, HEETHTo LHix, K
RRPRRENIE Do THZONHMIIEDLLT, FLT,
ONDPZEOREEEEZ LD E LT, LhhdrE
BT ENTERVENRBIZRVALEmI S S Z
&b o7z (Yamauchi, 2005; Yamauchi, 2008
bEH).

Thbb, Pld) REROAFH TS, XOE
EREFMLENIRE, S, BELENIERBICE
ABTEILE-T, XOROBTENLZERIEDS
TLED, 2UT, 45 BOGRBIZERY, TOM
WO PICRBRENS.

BADBETHE LS 2ERSALNE. T
T —ZEFHD 72 H T HEDELL (categorical per-
ception/ 1 7 TV A IVHIE) L) XL MbNT4
BEENH L. Thid, LTI —2%E
THILT, BAbOMEIEAFELLILE
9. B, BLATITV-CETEHO
FLYPBoTRAMZY, EIATFITY—IIET S
bOD, LYESTRAZYVTBHETHS. &
DES%, HFITY A IVEE (categorical percep-
tion) WEEFEOBFOFE, GORS, BOKH,
HEORBOFEAINY, ZELIKIIHhIoTHLS
(Davidoff, 2001; Goldstone, 1994, 1995; Hanard,
1987; Roberson & Davidoff, 2000; Op de Beeck,
Wagemans, & Vogels, 2003).

BMEMEr A v Y —T5 59

A 5 Y A VHIE (categorical perception) i,
HFTY TRV ERABETTHRIS. OF
D, TNEVOLEREZF-2VHOTY, bio
ELRSANVERMTAEZTT, RLIRVERFD
LOELEFREC L) 2EHEROLHICEARRY,
E)TNNVEFOLON, E)RBEROL)ICE
2729350 TH% (Davidoff, 2001; Yamauchi &
Markman, 2000; Yamauchi, Kohn, & Yu, 2007;
Yamauchi & Yu, 2008; Goldstone, 1993; Tajfel
& Wilkes, 1963). ZL T, ZDOFNVICL 5K
ZALE, TANNVHPEARRHOL L EIICHR %S
(Yamauchi, 2007, 2009).

kv tud—-TRonb X%, AL
WIS B XAk 4 R B MG BN ISR
DHFRBORELETIATENS. FIZE, B
RECEEDCHIBEEOERI LR TY, B, R
Y, B, FEOWSRE, BEOHT T —ICH
B EIRFEAI R DN B &I %\ (Caramazza &
Mahon, 2003; Cree & McRae, 2003; Warrington,
1975; Warrington & Shallice, 1984). &% (hip-
pocampus), "NFEH (entorhinal cortex), Wk
i (amygdala) % E2H 2 MEMBOREKORKF
ERTY, B BRE, K Bl vol, BEOH
F I —7ETICERIC R AT 5 RS B
(Kreiman, Koch, & Fried, 2000). & 512, fMRI
REERMESTA ATV I OBETIE, BEE,
SEBHEEC D 2t 5 JEAIRER (ventral pathway) 1T
BWTh, Ba, BT HE0NS, B TBEZ2
EOBEDHT T —ICL o T, BOES ZBETH
EFEICEL Z 2% h o Twb (Kanwisher, 2003;
but see also Martin, 2007).

INLDORBRERTALE, BB FoTWS
EECPHALOEMA L, FERRFIIH HLHEA
ORI, HENICEETIEEFDELELLN
5. ZDX) RIS, BICERINICHRe CFEE
NEHDIEEE ST, 2RIVEEH»S, Bk
L OMROMEEFLET AL LTHEL, #
R & v o 7 FRALBFE R BPTIC BT A (R E
DOBEIZHNIEL T3 (Imai & Gentner, 1997;
Imai & Mazuka, 2007; Soja, Carey, & Spelke,
1991). TOERP L, MIZHLPHET S —RER
WaolEDd, "HE"® "B o—HeEz, £
NOOEKRNLREY L%, BN - BB LFE
THERLTWZ LI T, Eit Y bay—o
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O FHEFRBIZLTW I LD TEBLERD. 5
T, 2OV OoPOFERBEIICHEAL, B4
F ¥ b OREICRARFEOMEEES LD X
JICHEL, FOXIIEMTELPERL, 20
BEHELS.

5. EfF I bOY—: BIEWREOEES
ZFOBEADAY v b

EfrA v bu T -0REOFEEE R YA, 3
BEOT7T 7O —FBH 5. & 2iE OntoClean,
BFO, DOLCE & B BEOFELFo/ T 4+ —
TN BRFETHE. b I VEDIE, Be DR
(is__ a relation) P4FEDEIRICAI L7403 D R Y
EbPLHEALTE, 427+ —NRFENFS S,
FLTEEEB ST 5075 folksonomy & Vb
1% Flicker % delicious.com & V3572 Social Web
site TRICHEDLND ¥ SERDT, FrhaY—
BB DSEITT 5 FHENH 5 (Mika, 2007; Motta,
2006; Specia & Motta, 2007). 4 ¥ 7+ —< )72
FEORBEAICOWTR, ORI TEIHmLLN
THY, ZITiE, B2 THY LiF% v (Guarino,
1998b). A ¥ ¥ —% v & o7z folksonomy DF
BIEHIET A7, TOFEE, FLEOHNLE
BichbOT, 2T, BFEZHLILET74—
TNV FEICERTHTS.

OntoClean, DOLCE (¥ 1a Z/8) , BFO (I
b BR), 8ok, Wb®LT+—<NRFED
R, BENRFRICHLEE, 1L 2 THhHA
7275, WENCEXAIEEDOT Tu—FRAROBET
%% (introspection). HI1Z1E, BFO OO
& o TV 507, Husserl DME 2 % mereology —
EREFFICETAIHEOERZE— 2505, Onto-
Clean I2% % Identity, Unity, Rigidity &\»9 X
YEEOHETDY, b OHEICH EDWIEET
Y7o TnD., TOEENS, Kant % Swartson,
& 512, Putnam % Davidson O#LHBETZ. ©
£ 9, Ontology ZHEZBLERTA7-00%
BHFRLMBMIIZELTS, T a2 I -0
hDEEDS, BADBEE, ME, SEIIoT
WEBIFRERL, BEE N Y bV —ZEAD
Fo T A, bl BREronsZ L
PHTER. ZDE ) RAENE (relativism) DR
i, b4 Y PP —-oBREtoMBEICES T, BE
DEEREPPZTOLBERNLZEEEE > Tun,
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4T, RAREOMERFE, T OMEOR

BT BV EO0T VFF— ¥R RET HENT
XpHEFERELS FATR, ot riuod—
REHICL o T, BABZOFESEEHIZED »
IRy bAHBEDD, PIERTFTELTARS.

5.1 FHENLEDHOEERBELODEN

EAF Y P u Y- ORETIEERN L D D (liv-
ing things) & &A% D D (non-living things) %
RT5_&0E5D, TLTEORAZ LD
BCRET L&D, L) RICOWTHERZEE
FEZRV. BRI Lowe DT ¥ bay—(H2)
TiE, TORXBP, HBMEEICRISNL TR 528
(Kinds/Natural, Non-natural), BFO (K 1b) @
Bed, FTOEENES & EROBRICHIE,D,
Natural, Non-natural & o 2R FHIDWTIXH
hEFohcwin, Zho0@ECEZEHET S & X,
Rizbd, EBRTHIHHOAFTERLZET, LT
T raY—0BEODOe Y MIBLNRD.

3 I3 FEELHEERLHWTRE (decision making)
DEFFETEDL NS triad-task DFTH 5.

ZOEETIE, BB 1 HOEERER, T
CBPN 2HOBEEOLLEL ERMUBEREERD
PEMEZFERDS. ZOBE, FESHER OH
WRELSEETD. 2%, EOBEELHEDEREY
K736, EOBEDIZ) B LEOEE UL T
WHZEDPL., EOBRMRT DO, LOBEEDN
ARTHOERELES LROBRERED S EHATSH. B
3b DBEEEI RBESLIP? ZOBEE, 4
DEED EIZERAHE R T XVIEZ bR TWA5.
FOEFLRL L, EOBEDIZIN, EOBEHE
LD JIPTVBDREN, EOBEEE LOTHIE, £
oz NVEHAL, EOERL LOBEARRRL
FANERETSH. Yu, Yamauchi, & Shumatcher
(2008) MEFETIX, B 3b I0HA 5N/ EWRAH
DT NVBHEER RSO (B " HiEoBEN A
W) 2RITHEL, ERBNLLO W2 HE
HOBEOLH ") 2RTHEL TR, BROAK
WRELEDLDLILER L. TRVIERENZD
DOEHEIELRTE &I, TovoiBikic
IEL7BFAHZ 208 (BOEREER), TNV
PERNLDOOZMEBLRTE EILIE, 04X
ILRBHEIEI SRV, OB, 7T —0H
BB R D00, 50, EBNLZLID
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3 Yu, Yamauchi, & Schumatcher (2008) NDEETHEb NI, FEOH

LZOPEVI B REBEBNI L2 oT, b,
HEHOT ) TYRALEEZTWLEERRT.

ZDE ) ITRADOHEAYN R EE LB L TH
MENBEEIR, ARNZDOLERNZLOLD
BOR, BlbOBMABEORITE{EoTw2E
EARTESD, COMREBIBIZL ST, BEY
BRIMAT, ) VE2HLVESRR HIF Y +
TP —DRENIIT MRS 2 L ATCTE B,

5.2 Universals & Particulars

Universals & Particulars & 9 RGIZDWTO
it AU YR OTTRLEELEE
%&ﬁ%f%élu@;ﬂﬂ%fm% N DER,
B o HEROBESGEOREBRE R XIT, X {#Eh
ha —;*Zb’ v HBOHPHEY (Ockham’s Ra-
zor)” L) FEHFDH D, T DFIKIX Universals &
Particulars & W9 F > ¥V — ETHORESIZOWN
T? William Ockham (1280-1349) @ E3RIZ Ik
ThH AU bV o THERHRILT 2
&, Universals £\39) # 5 ) —#E LT, Particu-
lars 213 CHEXHBETE S Z &4 5, Universals
LI S EME DS Particulars 72T, v b
V—%BloZ 3L EMTHY, BB E
W) DF Ockham DERTH B, ZOHEBEXD
\Z#® T, Universals (24 BT 5, Properties &
Kinds 2531} 2 LEDR B 0%, &) HEDRES
% (4 2) . Yamauchi & Yu (2008) DEETIZ,

COWIER LT, INUPEEDSH YO H 5T
U — (kinds) ;R &L, DB (property) 12
ST BHEE TR, E0 L) EBOMEIED
FoNiRk o R A

EBRTE, 2BOROREEBNEIRLT, &
PR ENTBPEAORENZBERL LS %
BEROFFEFONER:. TOBE, WEho
RIS, BRAED TNV (“monek”) 21T Hh

To. FLT, IARNVDOLOBREBMENERD

HICHEOGA VAN 2 Y a v OFRTRLE. Ok
DDTNW—T T, SRVDIOERE RVFE
$ % kind (“monek” represents the type that the
insect belong to) *X T b D LWL, IV eD
DT NV—=TTiE, ALIRNVDLOEHRE HAFA
§"% property (“monek” represents the name of
the disease that the insect has) # &K T b D L 38
WLz TOXIE, ZoDTN—TOBIMEILT
NVDERERWT, Fo{ALHEEEL R
7o, WRERBE, TNV, kind EMIEL72BE
126, 0 ED LI LT 5 A58
ol BEwdr AL, OntoClean @2 ¥ BED
Unity @ & 9 2BH%D5, kind KB LTIV %E
DFBZLILLoTRIBI LIS h ol Thid
Universals & Particulars X4, % LT, Kinds
& Properties @ BFRIHAT: B AERT S M 08
BTLHETIELRT.

THERR 2% Semantic Web DU DDk & 42 H
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—— Sample - Test ——
Which horns do you think this

bug is more likely to have?

monek monek

Rl 4 Yamauchi & Yu (2008) CTHibisz
OBl

BiE, AT BhA el A F8 i+ 29
=P AF20LEZERETIEICLSE. 0K
PoRBE, iz OHRPRHBOMTH, it
IV hFITY-PEATEHEILICL ST,
EDLHETAPMBEIL, LWLV AT
LrEEBETEH, BEETHS.

5.3 TOMOFEMETE

BALEEOERE ALY T, BHERETITD
NTVBEFOFITOMIEDS, Eut v buy—%
BREFTALTHEERZEY MRS, B2, Lan-
gacker (1987, 1991) OFREMET 5 FRHISLHE (cognitive
grammear) QDR TIE, LET—RWLZHEL YV
RV L7z DALY, B2 ZEACER (7
Ty A47) Nk, WENRYOBMSE Y Y RVIEL
bDT, BREOFE (a5 A7) 3R
THTACAOEWEE YV RME LT b O LMo
T 5. AL, ZREoRTRMEEh, TOER
ELTHEBE WIS U0, BFIE, i
O TEMLEN, BRHED» ORI ZBTOBRED
ERICIEEFAPCHEAPLE TN, TOXIHIZ,
NELOGWEFRD T LET, BiobIMET 2
R BEIRI Lo TR EDOPELEHNTE 5.

F DA, FELEETO Object Individuation
DFFEE (Xu, Carey, & Quint, 2004), Rk, E&K
D% (Chiappe & Kennedy, 2001), & &5IZH4&
£ (embodiment) DHFZE (Barsalou, Niedenthal,
Barbay & Ruppert, 2003) % &', @BafEEL 4
MY -TEOFEIRSEDHLLEIONS.

March 2010

6. SEOREH

AT, &Y a Y- BAREOBREIED
BERIZOWTHRE Lz, v huy—id, B -
EIENT, AP FoTWAREIN LM FEH
THICE, BYUTEWEEZIREN DL, L
L, #7254, HEMT) RO TZRTH
&, Bt rrud—efioL5%, AFTY—
PESBELTWS. Lz T, Thpbo, &
HMBZCBITEMEMEEZERGE, T b
U—-T%, B, RAPRFOReWRT7u—F
2, FTETEELRHER-TEER 5. RAF
EOFFTRAE, A bud—t AMOBRLOBE
BOMRIIELFALNTEY, 20203, W
B Baronsy) LWE #EH2ohkzwl) @
EV (Imai & Mazuka, 2007; Xu, 2005), ¥ &JE
HEDE (Gelman & Markman, 1986; Yamauchi
& Markman, 2000; Yamauchi & Yu, 2008), £ &
W ANTHOBECIES N TE 2 (Cree & McRae,
2003). ESITHERIEITT, eSO ADENR
BREARY T DB ESTARLIEIZL T,
BRIBEVHMRPEONSE LEZS.
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