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< (Query C WhiteNonSweetWine) holds.

= (Query N -WhiteNonSwestWine) is unsatisfiable
<= (Query N —Whi teNonSweet‘Wine)g 1s unsatisfiable
< Query] N (-WhiteNonSweetWine)] is unsatisfiable
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General evaluation criteria:
* Interoperability

* Scalability

* Robustness

Benchmark suites for:

« Ontology building tools

* Annotation tools

* Querying and reasoning services

» Semantic Web Services technology

Benchmarking supporting tools:
« Workload generators

« Test generators

« Statistical packages
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Agenda

1. Benchmarking
Raul Garcia Castro (UPM): General Benchmark Methodology
Discussion: Further Steps
Discussion: Outline and time line of the Deliverable 2.1.4
2. Approximation
Holger Wache (VU): S3-Approximation and DL reasoning
Pascal Hitzler (UKarl): (Working title: Language weakning for OWL)
Daniele Turi (UoM): Implementing the Instance Store
Discussion: Outline and time line of the Deliverable 2.1.2
3. Modularisation and Distribution
Stefano Spaccapietra (EPFL): Introduction to the deliverable 2.1.3.

Holger Wache (VU): Structure-Based Partitioning of Large Concept
Hierarchies

Discussion: Outline and time line of the Deliverable 2.1.3
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