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We decided to be compliant also to OA because it is a standard de facto adopted
by the WC3, then we used:

* the definition of the note reported by the OA: a note
IS an instance of the class Annotation

* the properties oa:hasBody and oa:hasTarget in order

to link the annotation with its components
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A note has:
e an author, represented using

the DC property dc:creator O

e a creation date represented
using the DC property

e atextual body .
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 The froroo:ExpressionFragment is also used to represent a fragment of note
and a selector is used to identify the exact portion of the note.

 We added the new property
hasCitingFragment to relate the annotation
with its own fragments. We defined the O
hasCitingFragment as a subproperty of the
froroo:hasFragment.
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cito:cites refers the note fragment to a work

corresponds to a specific work,
cited by the note (e.g. Metaphisics) without
reference to a specific edition

The frbroo:Work class has an author and a 8

thematic area (e.g. Rhetoric, Aristotelianism) ———
represented with the classes foaf:Person and
skos:Concept

To link the frbroo:Work with such classes we
used the Dublin Core properties: dc:creator ,
and dc:subject
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