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(1 Satisfiability preserving mapping to SHZQ allows use of DL
reasoners (e.g., FaCT, RACER)

I DL Abox can also capture semantics of conjunctive queries
e Can reason about query containment w.r.t. schema

I DL reasoning can be used to support

e Schema design, evolution and query optimisation

e Source integration in heterogeneous databases/data
warehouses

o Conceptual modelling of multidimensional aggregation

I E.g., .COM Intelligent Conceptual Modelling tool (Enrico Franconi)
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| Even prototype KB is very large (=3,000 concepts)
| Existing (incomplete) classifier took ~24 hours to classify KB

I FaCT system (sound and complete) takes ~60 seconds
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