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approach
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with

 
an existing

 
set
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in class

 
heading
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Papageien
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636.6865: Parrots

Parrots as pets
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Differences
 

in respect
 

to context

Papageien
[parrots]

636.6865: Parrots

Parrots as pets

1. Adopting

 
specific

 
relation

 
type

 described

 
by

 
Svenonius

 
(2001):

Perspective

 
hierarchies

 
that

 
indicate

 a specific

 
point of view

 
is

 
provided

2. Defining

 
a  general

 
relation

 
type

 indicating

 
change

 
in perspective

= perspective

 
relation

perspective

 
relation

perspective hierarchical relation 598.71: Psittaciformes

Parrots from a

biological point of view
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„Places
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this
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Parrots from an inter-

disciplinary point of view

598.71: Psittaciformes

Parrots from a

biological point of view
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Additional issues
 

that
 

might
 

be
 

considered


 

Application-oriented
 

aspects
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Parrots as petsD3
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In CrissCross, Degrees
 

of Determinacy
 

(D) orientate
 

on the
 

topic-class
 relations inherent
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application-oriented
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 important
 

to support
 

specific
 

retrieval
 

mechanisms

Can

 
this

 
be

 
ignored?
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Parrots from a

biological point of view



Conclusion


 

Specified
 

intersystem
 

relations


 

must
 

reflect
 

the
 

specificity
 

of mapping
 

relations 


 

must
 

be
 

complemented
 

by
 

expressive interconcept relations


 

are
 

an integral functional
 

element
 

of a comprehensive
 international KOS


 

Specifying
 

intersystem
 

relations is
 

not
 

an aim
 

in itself
 

but
 

is
 

directed
 

at 
enhancing

 
the

 
functionality

 
of knowledge

 
organization

 
systems

 
esp. in 

respect
 

to comprehensive
 

differentiated
 

knowledge
 

exploration
 

in 
heterogeneous

 
information

 
spaces.
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