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Abstract

Ontology plays an extremely important role in enhancing interoperability
between large systems, accessing based on semantics, and promoting the next
generation of the Internet named “Semantic Web”. Nowadays, there are lots of
ontologies which spread all over the Internet, such as large-scale Information
Systems, knowledge management systems, e-commerce systems and so on.
However, these ontologies do not follow a uniform standard when they are build,
which leads to difficulties in integrating, sharing and interoperating ontologies. For
the purpose of breaking the bottleneck of ontology heterogeneity, improving
information consistency and reusability, and promoting interoperability and
knowledge sharing between systems, ontology matching is put on the agenda and is
the key problem of ontology researching area.

This paper proposes an improved ontology matching algorithm based on
instances (IOMABI). Firstly, IOMABI serializes the RDF node which will be
presented by a document of weighted word list; Secondly, according to the
definition of semantic neighbor matrix, IOMABI’s neighbor discover algorithm will
search the neighbors of the source node and calculate the semantic distances
between the source node and its neighbors; Thirdly, IOMABI uses the weighted
word list, the neighbors and the semantic distances to calculate the similarity matrix
with the help of K-M algorithm; Finally, the subset of the similarity matrix are
chosen as the final result of IOMABL

IOMABI improves the classic ontology matching algorithm based on instances
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Research of an Improved Ontology Matching Algorithm Based on Instances Abstract

by introducing a neighbor search algorithm which will search the semantic neighbor
of nodes and calculates the semantic distance between nodes. IOMABI combines
element level matching and structure level matching, which can overcome the
shortcoming of existing ontology matching algorithm based on instances whose
matching effect depends heavily on the number of instances. On the other hand, by
applying K-M (Kuhn-Munkres) algorithm, IOMABI enables the matching between
attribute nodes, which existing ontology matching algorithms based on instances
lack of.

The algorithm is tested and verified in OAEI 2009, and compared with a classic
ontology matching algorithm based on instances (GLUE) and latest ontology
matching algorithms. The result shows that IOMABI can not only match attribute
node effectively, but also have a good performance when matching ontologies that

have few instances.

Key words: Ontology, Semantic web, Ontology Matching Algorithm, Based on

Instances
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1.1 FIRETRMEX

1998 %, FERBITTEM 10 FZ )5, “TTHEMZ Tim Berners. Lee 24 T
FT—HRITEM—& XM” (Semantic Web) MBS . & X MK E—2EH,
BMEA T —REBRMEHARL. BEXNELT BRAEMEEREMN, hREAR
AN AR RE—NEAMER, UEHEENAERNER. 8
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M ITREXER, BaLMEEREEEFERRRERL, NTREEAR
BMERARENERE, UBEERNNERERUEASTHRA.

Z4% (Ontology) £1E XMGEREMTHHERENHZLE. NEREE
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RECHUTENHE, EXHNEGFEEARRBLER.
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1.3 AXHANE

AXEHANERHNEAKLEHTTHRE, HFRUET BCHFFLREEE
IOMABI (Improved Ontology Matching Algorithm Based on Instance). i#if 5%
ZHET LA FLEREURZ AL BLREE#ITHR, ELZEENT
TH. RENETLHLREEELFEBERENMERY, BEELHBER
DO LEREX™E T M. IOMABI £ R B4 5 & T L6 LR H 0 S 8 R B
IR T iIZRE LIRS R KBS BIH BN S,

AXFEMNHAARTWT:

D XAE, EE#ERESHAELESEERHT THRANHAR, HFXEW
R AR ICECHEH RIR AT T GrR R4

2) RDF &S FF5fk. K& TR Ak 8 RDF = A B8, FIAE
HMFEERNTELAMN=TCH, HEFMEE RIS ARE S, BHER, %
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1.4 KRICHL LM

EXHSTE, WEHRAWMT:

FIERENMBTAXNHAAERNEL, ERTAELEEENTRAR
RIFLHTEXWHARNE T RXHEH.

F2EFARN THAELENAXERERM, TEFEXE, £MKEF, &
B, ZELEXEE BENMELEE. SHEURETEANAIKLTE
Tk

%3 ERANE IOMABI MEXBEREESR, EEM RDF 4 555
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FEBNAGLREZHERFITHENNE. NEERSHERER, &
ENBTREFAERNEEHNEERN: RENBTET Web HAHIRE
&, B# RDF (S). DAMO+OIL f1 OWL; BAHAGKERMERILENL; &
EEENMBTARLENELTE, BEETAER, ETEHENET LA
ZRFE, FXETEBIHERRSBEHETT 2.

2.1 A4k

A& (Ontology) BFIEFETHFME, FRBEAFALERAANEE
ERFENSUER. XTEENEXFREZ, HPRARERENE Gruber £
(M, “FERMAUE. BRH. B ARKZMMAY | HREE N,
AEF A EEZNRAE:

1) & k(conceptualization): Z< & 5 KIS 2 MBI SC i 7 1 &R Z S
S UK,

2) EX(Explicit): MES5MESZAKXER B XL KA;

3) B {k(Formal): #EAMEMNZENLB T LAEER;

4) I Z(Shared): A4k R BLEAREHEAEILRIATH.

£ Gruber MEX, AATURATARY:

O=(C,ILR,F,A) Q.1

Ko, CRRAALHFAHEZHE RIS (Classes) &, RAFEHHE
FR-EBYMES; 1 RTMENEH (Instances), BEMESMWESN; R X
TNENEBMESZHEIRXER (Relations) &, R XHHAFE, —LEHMEEH
DRRREMAEFERXR, —LHEFEXR: F HAENERSEH LIRS
(Functions)&; A RRAE(Axioms)E A, RAKFESNELERILANR.

FEHAFEMSE FMES, ABREMSHE XMEHME AR,
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HMNE RS B R AR EH .

R AR ELY , K& LA DAL A (Toplevel). 4%
B4k (Domain), fEE&A4E (Task) MM A{K (Application) P&, H .

DTg Ak HANRREBENESEMEZENXR, SRENALX,
tewnmt ], =E, B4, ThE%,

2) Ak HRREREFHESURESZ BHXER;

3) FEEFE: BRNREREEZBETHFRIURBESZ ANXER;

ONRAFGE: FRNRERFEARNEEEEIRSURBEZ AHXE,

GERTR, AEBEEHE SR HANES. RBERIAELXRNME
iR, AEHZTENERMIRERAERES, BT RSN
E—EREXANTHETHRN, NTRERARNELRESE, RETELN
EEFMA,

22 AEHRES

BRATHRESFHETETEFTUTNE: ERANES. FERRLE

B ¥EAMEERRAMNES. ET Web WERUAXZHRESEZWRE

MIKIE. BEE Web KRB, HBM EHIT HRBEHET Web MR LAE

ARRES, BRBFEFT —MERNRE, UWHEARALMEEZ RN

#, MM W3CE/EEAT RDF (S). DAML+OIL #! OWL {E p Ak iRiES
BIbRiE. R 2-1 B W3C HEFEMNE XM EBRRE ShEER:
& 2-1 W3C B HE X R A AR TE SR

L5 #R
XML SRR TFE B, TESEXAR
XML Schema FE X XML R AT
RDF FEEERER, HRBFEURBEZAXRNEEHE

B, ZEEEMESH XML EEiRITRE

RDFS EXT RDF REHBEARBMIETCR
DAMLAOIL $'FB7T RDFS, ¥MMTES TRHEABEHMEX
OWL RDFS ¥ B, LI DAML+OIL AR, XHFEEEH




R R T L A LR E TR F2E FLEEEER

PR KL, M RDF B2 G » A8 TEENEAGK#AES. RDF.
RDFS. DAMLAOIL fl OWL X PUFbirtE, P MBI BT RS M, &
ERENEERIEE, TRSMNNBREEERESRE.

2.2.1 RDF (S)

RDF?! (Resource Description Framework, % #438 HE42) 2 —H Web % B
HIRES, BIFHRRAXRMERTEN EMBRMTEIE. TEIET AR RME
B R BAE B BOE . LA Web TUH R TCHUE B8 Web TUH MR fEE R
(] %55 . AR, AMTEHL Web HIEX—ME—MK{k, RDF T LLA R #ERAE
f7E Web LR RIEY. ROF A =7C4 (Triple) RERBEIF:

1) ¥ (Resource): Fiik web LR &Fp B UE;

2) BtE(Property): RBMENREZIAMKRER;

3) BfE{E(Statement): TUR—LEEBWEHFERERTF), HTURK
ERREE.

Hein A RDF RRIAFEANAWLEL KX Eric, 7 LAE R :

(http://example.com/#a, http://example.com/#name, “Eric”)

Z =AM E4E (Subject) £ http://example.com/#a, & i%iE AR RE;
1818 (Predicate) & http://example.com/#name, XZ—/> URI #iRHEH: &
f& (Object) R“Eric”, XR—NFHEHEE. KUK, REZMAKEHEH
Eric@example.com ] L& T & X:

(http://example.com/#a, http://example.com/#email, “Eric@example.com”)

RN ERRAEENEE, ANRFEFTARREFAT SRS, &
LL% RDF JCRY %3 RDF EHER ./ 2-1 & LR A RDF EAHERE R R

Example:name Example:email

“Eric” “Eric@example.com”

& 2-1 RDF B# AR B
7



Bt MR T LB AR TR TR %2F ARLREEER

B 21 FHERREELE S, ERRTERNESE. I THEER,
AN/ H RDF HHEEHR M AWRRRIE, ¥ http://example.com/fa S R
Example:a. RDF FRA LR EREGD ERIMT BHHERHFTPHFHE.

RDF BRI pE — KRG SR AEH, RELGHBRELESRE, RATE HK
EFERE R, WHE 2-2 BioR:

Example:address

Example:city Example:country

“Guangzhou” “China”

2-2 B4 RRp
B 22 BRI M =T A A
(Example:a, Example:address, _:Ericaddress)
(_:Ericaaddress, Example:city, “Guangzhou™)
(_:Ericaaddress, Example:country, “China”)

E=n4+F, TRIFIANZER, FIMPANZTAERSR AR
MZH SRR . ZW AR EA _name” AR R, LA 22 FHZ
4 R R~ N “_Ericaaddress” & 45 SbR IRAF H A A 4 & RDF BAE R —F 4,
B 2-2 FHRERUEDE SARRR . D4 s R/ R 27 RDF BRI E
A=ZTHAN A BRI

RDF (8) #& RDF Ml RDF Schema™ & # . RDF Schema £ RDF #j—F¥
VB, EBidE X rdfsisubClassof . rdfs:class . rdfs.domain . rdfs.range «
rdfs.subPropertyOf % #Ji&F (Construct) k% & RDF, Miff RDF Schema 7] LA
RIERBRGH, BIEKERSHLRBIERE XFESE.

2.2.2 DAML+OIL
DAML (DAPRA Agent Markup Language) ! #* 8 T RDF, #mMTELE

8



R ET LA G LEEERA F2E ARREEHEER

B BHEME X.20004F 12 B,DAML # OILP¥ &4k, # 1 T DOML+OIL
BE, BARA W3C Hink.

DAML ##E Z N FE SRR BHE, BEE W3C A1 T OWL 7#,
BRBEZNEGTHEEETEEEATEHRES.

2.2.3 OWL

OWL'®! (Web Ontology Language)® W3C B R i A H#iR B SR,
OWL ¥ 5T DAML+OIL, {R#F 7T % RDF (S), RDF HJ# &M, ®#RETEM
SRAHIEXRIZRE T, FANERAZEEES.

RIEENRIEBEHHRELE S, OWL TS H=ATFES: OWL Lite,
OWL DL il OWL Full. X=ANFEFRRKERESZHILR, I EH B
55. OWL Full RIABENER, BARRKRIEFTHEHEE; OWL Lite BRARKIER
HESH, BRIET —IMRERXMEETE; OWLDL BIFEHE, ARERE
HHBRBENBEELRNHET, TLEA. =52 AHXED £, 844
%8 OWL Lite 82— &1%# OWLDL; S/ &1 OWL DL M2 —&ik
(¥ OWL Full; FB&/NE %A OWL Lite & 082 —/ME % H OWLDL £1i8;
BANAEBK OWLDL 4R R —ME M OWL Full £t . ZERAH BRI H,
RPARESFANFEENAFK OWL FiES# TR EHE.

— OWL &P X ETLE LXK (Class). B (Property). L% (Instance)
PR EMZEXRER.

D %

AXNRSEERS, REMSBRFIALHAPE—LXFEYHSEH. W
TEA) A LA B —4 Human 28R — 4 Man 2%

<owl:Class rdf:ID="Human”/>
<owl:Class rdf:ID=“Man”/>

K7 R~ Man & Human B)— N7, FEEE)—/ RDF Schema HJ¥jiE
F rdfs:subClassOf:

<owl:Class rdf:ID=“Human”/>

<owl:Class rdf:ID=“Man>




R ET EH A RLEEERA 28 XELEERER

<rdfs.subClassOf rdf:resource=*#Human”/>
<owl:Class/>
FH owl:Class M rdfs:subClassOf #i 7] AHIER Lt S E R BHS
KEX, VDR ERETEEREL.

2)  %p

BRTH#HREE, EEHRESEFERBENBR. THEATUEREES
#o4% Eric 5 B34 Man 2889 — NS4

<man rdf:ID=“Eric”/>

3 B

BHEEES AR HIEXRTEH (Datatype Properties ) 15 B (Object
Properties). ¥IEXRTBHRIEXLHIS ROF £ (BE, FHEE) HHPxX
R MBEBEEHEHENLELOEKXER.

OWL &3 & %€ & X1 (Domain) F{E15, (Range) KEX—/MEtE. B,
B X—4 hasHusband BE, ZEHEHIEIRA Woman 2, ERA Man, N
AIE XA

<owl:ObjectProperty rdf:ID=*hasHusband™>
<rdfs:domain rdf:resource=“#Woman”/>
<rdfs:range rdfiresource="#Man”/>
<owl:ObjectProperty />
55h, OWL AT LUEIE owlreverseOf SR E XX R BHMAER BN, Bid
owl:subPropertyOf R & X EN BRI B .
OWL ZTBEHFEZEMET, BTFRBERG, XEFAE——ER. XEHE
TBTT OWL EBKHE XFKERE S, Wik OWL R& THERS.

2.3 AAELEC

AGLEURNEEREA, RARMNEAGETE (B, BERNLH)
I KR ,
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#71818 K22 Natalya Fridman Noy JEAAILE 4 ABAKL . — K5k A&k
A3 (Merge), —HFHEEKES (Align), REHXHE 2-3 FixR:

B 2-3 ZhEHFMEEHKE

FEEHF KA MEREENEXKRIFERMNES G H AT R, &
BB REIF KA MEAA ) BEXERR, HAERFEE.

BANKGETUEE—HLE (Entity) HEE, MEAEETEE (Class).
J&tE (Property) FI5Lf] (Instance). AAILACHLR F LA MBS KT HE,
B AT DL — M T R R

<e,e,,r,n> (2.2)

Ho, e Me FHMRBMEREPHLE; rRime Ne ZHEMXE, B
FEREMEE (=), B8 (), EE& (N), AHlxX (L) WUF; nExe e
ZHRIABEXRRZr WEE, @& nel0]].

FERESETUEE—IMRE™ , ZRHUFAMFLEN R0, Mo,,
MALE A, S8 p MBE r EAMA, UFHLE A A5,

® 4 RBAILE,;

& o Mo, RFFLEKI P 1E;

& ARWBILE, ERLERNSER;

& r RELRTESHABOESBRE®IW: WordNet™ , Hiisnig,
R P g e K ILECSE);

& p REHE (Blm: WEMBE).

ATERBEHEENE, *ALERLEFLXASHLREED , &



MM ET LA ACREEHA ®2 R AEREEER

MEEH S EANEEE., LEKBINETEERERNABITAS
HISKBE . Shvaiko PARH T WGRAITAD H081H

B—FAMTE R, BEEEERERFRAT, BHITHEEUTEEEN
LECERAMN, LAHH TS R

BRAFITER, BEERRPIT, REREZHENRITER, ¥B
BRAMILEKLER.

2.4 AELREEEEE

241 ETTRENTE

ETRURENTEEELANLR, EIREXARE, TEREETFH
B, ETESFNETESE¥RE=X.

2411 ETFREOTE

ETEaamrEt) S 287 H S0 FHRFFINE RRTEALE. %
T 1 A “Book” Fl“TextBook” B MK R ARLLH, T“Book”HI“Volumn”F 2
WRAHEE . —FRY, ETFHRHTEE LN TR ERITHRELAER
e, BIE:

® G—KPE: —BKK, BRENFREHERRNT

¢ FOFFRE: #EFRENANTHFHLMSHEF, HIRAF, HE

7, RERXREFRNAES, BERRE—NTHK
& ZEER: BAEEAKS, LnAKS, TR, I5%2T85RK
B—2K . Hin“peer-reviewed”# #t i “peer reviewed”

& BFEGE: BRRERFNEFHER, Fl“bookd532-18"F # H“book”

® ENRAFS: BERRSES, Wn“CD K4S H“CD”

BB RIEMEERERMEEREFMEXN, FATRIERT
AERARGER. Hil“carbon-14" 2 IR BRIESE, Bl carbon”, HFEE
ZHSTHEIRIEFEEN.

ZanBELE, SRANEFAHRGEERSELRFZRENFT. BEES
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Bt BT Lo AL REERA F2E AKLREEER

WE I EFHFEAUERTE, b

1) FrREm%E

RREHBENAKN TS WRBENMEZHETLEE, RENHELUER 1,
BMWH 0. ZHEREEERNFZHEMALRERE, H“book H“bookshop”,
MIEFEFER 03 1 ZEMERRRFEHNFR R B,

2) ¥WHIFEE (Hamming distance) 2

BHEBRFADTHAREX:

min(|x||y1)
( A= AD+ x|~ ¥l

5(x,y) = —2 .
() max( %} ) 23

ZARBEHBHINFHF R EFRARMLBECRITEXHRANZHEHA
ALFEE. Ein“book”Hl“bookshop™ e BE R B Ky 4/8 =0.5.

3) FEAH{LE (Substring similarity)

WRtRFHEx My KNBEKAXT &, B2 TFEHALUEZDTL2HEX:

27|

|x|+| | (2.4)

5, “book”H1“bookshop” 2 B 1 F H ARy 2*4/(4+8)=0.67. %5E XA
MARIEARL, Bk t @ LABRKPARTE, REEKHLALEE. &K
AHFEELFERARUBRFHFEEFHEHF S (Ha“order”M«“ord”).

4) N BEI#B{LIE N-gram similarity)

W ngram(s,n) BRFFF & s WFEKERD n 975, N BAUETZROT

E X

o(x,y)=

5(x,y) = | ngram(x, n) | Nngram(y,n) |
| min(|x |,| y[)-n+1

(2.5)

B nh 3B, “article”B)F & Kh“art”,“rti”, “tic”,“icl”M“cle” . “particle”ff]F
& “par”s “art”s “rti”s “tic”s “icl”Fl“cle”. M“article”F1“particle”#) N FEAH{L
B 5/6=0.83. N BMHUERHESTERFERTHETFRNMIEER.

5) 44885 B (Edit distance)™

EEFENFHFE, BT —RIINGFERE (WHEA. BBRAZER) T



Bt MR T 3L Ak DL BE BT AT F2E AHLREZRER

— N FREERBRA—NFRE, UBKKNFRFEARRER. REEFHE
Bw:0p->R, Op AL N FREELBF N FHEFTEOREFT, B

4, WEEEATENA:
8(x,y)= (Zw( D)) (2.6)

(an)zm.( 0ﬂ( x)Ey

REEREAKILEEEPEREAITE, —RIEN. BRANSRGT
HERN 1, BAURTFARKEREURRBFFHRELT XK.

PEREETZRENHTEBET MR, BAMNKREFR MRS E
RAEEALIRAE. KT, FNEANSERRGARRER—MEES, WX
ERNEANFRFIIREEELSZFNRRK, TREAETFHENTERER
RAGEIABUUE . XA BR AL 75 B A AR B VR R % R B AR
2412 ETEST¥RENFE

AR BREANEAE, BHE LHEREN, ETERENHETEHE
Bt P AR AR . TR T B S 2R T R SR
FH. EE¥RERHHERAESSRIRNERE, EFESERENHE
RXESMB R FER R IR Z B AR . WordNet™ REH FIESE %R
B, HERFEREFRTH, HASRUHEEXE, XEAMNETEHAE
AR B A EEMHEIR. WordNet R XiF%E (Synsets) RRiEX, 4R
XEARRR—MHE, AE—NESS. SMEARERLE XTRETE M
=5, '

WordNet F i S ZRMXREBHE LM XK (Hypermymy). FHR X E
(Hyponymy ). [f] X 3¢ & (Synonymy). K X 3% %& (Antonymy ) B 51 3% & (Member)
FBHEBHEXERE (Meronymy) %. KAEILE REFEH WordNet KE WS
BIEXFR, LA EMSMALENKIE, RETEZMERMDIPIG | X
FLEREREFAR T ER SR OB, WRMAE WordNet XEHW, EHE
VEVE FERI K B R 1R B RIS
24.13 ETESFEOTE

ETEFSFHNHEEA BAES LE Natural Language Processing)H A K
SMEABFMETLE, FEFHUTIANMPER:

1) % FR45i2(Tokenization): T F /7 5 [ 77 R0 40 2 b 2 (9 SURY AR AT

14



[2¢:i1:0F g b NI e F2¥ FGLENEER

& Token %1, #l0: “Hands-Free-Kits”f##f7 4 “hands free kits”;

2) 33 (Lemmatization): 3% Token F3!+ I K B A K B R R E AN
X GAW), Biltn: “kis"H#HAkit”, “books ¥ # k“book™;

3) 4% t3(Elimination): EF{Z 1t (Stop words), B, #Eid,
EFEEE, SERAFHARERT, EXXHEXEHRK, MRTHREES,
SMERREZEHSE, CRLSFELRRERE.

ESNAETESFENTE, FEFHSAETURREARTIRER, #if
{3 A HoAh D5 k4T ILEC.

242 ETEMERTTE

ETFEMENFEEBONETEFHERE AT, MRLHENAREH
MXRGEH . XREMFFERLAS HA LA KRR ERIFE: B
P E TR LB A FHRFE, SHAENKEREXR.

2421 ETLAABEHETE

ETEREARSGHNTETEXZRLERENE NSAER. BHEMHESH
(Cardinaligy)®® . BEAAEB BRI, IF MK IBIXLLAF I R 8 L 1418
AL .

PN LRI IS AR, S Ui A 1B o BB IR SCEAR R R AR
REXHADLAAAU. Bt, XEFE—RARMAEET—RLERER KB
ARAREHITERNLEOHLE. SEHELESETTRENFZEES
.

2422 ETELBEXRREHMHTE

ETEHAXRENTENEXBERABSHRR AL BUARENZ ALY
KR, EXFZENTANHELERRECNESBEPHAETERE, W
R2AMKERH 2N RHAM, MEMUEEN SERERAMEESHEL.

EXGLESEESS, SEANXAFEIA=ZFRERE:

1) 233X % (Taxonomic structure)

rREH, HRRMEA subClassOf MBMEXBERGEHW, REKNET. E
RRAZANRE, XALERAEREEAIREUREELE R, RATHF

15
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LEBHERTES RGN L ERE A 5RE AHANE, BERKRENS:
@ STD (Structural topological dissimilarity on hierarchies) ©*”)

BiELEE 0, UKo LHEBRKGEH H =<0,<>, WEH:

6(c,c") =min[S(c,e)+5(e,c)] Q.7

Hf, 8(c,e) REBREM D, eBlcMBEBRKE. STD AAELERE

5, BERSELE RN AR
¢ Wu-Palmer JE% (Wu-Palmer) B8

BEFEEE 0, UKo LHXREREMH =<0,>, WH: -

85(c,c’) = — 2xd8(cnc,p)

5(c,cAC)HO(C,enC)+2x8(c AL, p) (2.8)

KPS, )REBREMHP, B MBEBRBEKE, p REBREHH
BE, cnd B EXBREEMILFIESE. Wu-Palmer BB % E T XHH
B, BIEERREARENELE R, ENZRMERRE, BREERS
EREHNHEREZ.

@ UCS (Upward cotopic similarity) B

BRiEEE o0, UK o EREBREH H =<0,<>, NH:

|UC(c, H) NUC(c', H) |
|UC(c, H)WUC(c', H) |

é(c,c) = 2.9)

HHPUCC,H)={c'e H;c<cYREBREHT c IREE. XEEEAW

FldiR, REBURE RS,
FEARFLEHHIEGE—BNEREREZHRANREREH, FUXEE
BHEHARAESRLET T ERMER, RMELH —LXUT WordNet fy
SR RIRET, DRSERBXLERERT R, EXE, AMAELEFEEREZNT
BT EREEMARER KR
& SORTHRAN, ZANRETRHEMNER: WRFNHEKNXRMURE
FERAM, BAXHAEAALE  ZRANEDSHEMTHEAIRE: BE,
MREEADT—AIREBETR, BRERANTEARINLE: R

16
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K, KR (BEFE) FARDERS ST IR E LU,
BATRBIREMHELETEFR.

& FRABRLE, EZHEAN, MEREPFFEEIE—LFLXERER:
A-B-C,HIB A AWK, CAHBHMRE  EH—FGKP, FHEEFEA-B-C
EH—ABE, BESKH AR AMHUERES, CH CHBLESR
BE, BLTUHK B S BHAUEFEBRETERR.

2) WoEHEKXR (Mereologic structure)

BRTEBRXRZS, ZEPEE—LEBHEENXR, BBIBEXER.
XEXREBT part-of BHWEERN ., REBYSBAXREE S, B
mEAK—NEREREREFSTBANXF. REBEXKXRN, FHAED
81 subClassOf, & X+40%; MERESHIBEHEHN, AMITELSEA
EFER A KB, XA BARRRATH EH R

3) EEXR

BRTEERIHEMNXR, AMLERAELLSEEF—ROEE, PmAE
TLERKERERRRLE S, XREXGHEER FLUIRERR, LHHE

AT LR B RHALE RIS mRAREME. MRE XK A FHXREE .1,
ik BMRRES .1, FECLMERZIHRIREFHXRANMAL, WHR
ERI DR RERNEEHER, WARETRZIFNLE BRI

2.4.3 ETELPIHH

REME R GLUE" 5, RAOBERLHINER, FERRIE &
FEARFHERDOLPIERAZE L. BABEEEFHIEET LS
AALEFE Y . WA 24 Fix, B A, BRRABIMREEZKREH
FRRBRS, ERIMKEREUHZER —PLPIRE. EEFRLLEEMK
Bl ARKHIRE, HEXBENKERBNIHES. EHRRAZIHNIMIES
HBES, AN BHALEERTRES.
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B 24 BT SLBIRAAITEC T ¥

BB —BASHKEZLOIRE, ELBR0AR T LB 2R A
HMBRTLUNARAGREREES. WRBIMEFREHELOAEE, BT
IR F AL EEEEE 2 F & TR ENEHER T ERT E L6 5 S5 B #9146
AR, #H—SHTEREENBLE. TELU GLUE A, WEMEET L
FHRLREENER.

GLUE FRZETLHIMNBLEITERTERAAE A MHLEES, €
FRTEANFENS: EREIBJTNRENR, FHAREINGSLHRANGE
RXANBERIFAE. GLUE RAFME MHE Tk 4%3%, BLEH TR
MEHERMLELER, RETE—N—HBRILER.

GLUE AT ABLEEMIE =R Saflvt. ALEGTAREE
WE. ENMETEE, GLUE BUHSFIMAEEHEERNANLE, &
WRAXEI55K, FIRSEBNEITERNERSHLHRE, SMBHRK
AMRBSHURE; EARAUEGTIR, EXTHUEAEREHERAX
BSZERARLE, AR HRMSHRLER, ECRENR, HEEAR
FETBARNEROALUERT AR, BRABIILELR. GLUE FEE
ETRBESWILR, REZERENLE, AL HENLESRE MEM,
WAHARERZ AETLEBHNXR, HBEFEH—Fitit.
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25 AELEZH RS

ZROFELCERZERT 1.2 HELREH PROMPT. Cupid. GLUE.
Similarity Flooding. FALCON. RiMOM # QoM™ x4, #&#& LILY™! .
ASMOV™ | AFlood") ZifsE R NEHMAGLE RS . £3%F RIMOM,
FALCON. LILY. ASMOV XN REHITNA, FIME 2 E N RBRK AL
REZAR, FREREIRABRENFRNMEELERL.

2.3.1 RIMOM

RIMOMMM B — A8 M i KBRS E A BLRRLK . ZRE
HEMALBTEMILE KR, REFANH KRB RN LEERS
&, URBIFMILE. LEAAIEERFTHRERAFTHOLE 1L, F&
KR—&, AP ERILE MRS R . RIMOM A BB
BRANARERERE, HRIUBRET R B R &ML E, %75
ARATE: —REZHRLELREGSHMHEUEAELIREY, NERTE
fhep R 532 RS % FR, Hi subClassOf. domain. range %; —RULE T
BEFEANZS, CARLBINFBLERS.

2.5.2 FALCON

FALCONP! 1) g2 — A FARUIE M A G LR RL. ZRAAE=A R
AMICACEE: I-Sub. V-Doc. GMO; H—/MA1{k%14)r28 PBM. I-Sub it HFHA
FRHEMMELE: V-Doc A BANMZEEY—NMERY, REETRETAHE
B H L kEEMEE; GMO EF ZHER T HLAR ML WIELE; PBM
BRI BRI B EE, REEDEEHTEENTTE S ERMOHELDE. &
FEE—EAR: EFESER AR, ¥R AR EREEZ
MEUETTEREE—E, METRENAAE.

2.5.3 LILY

LILY® B—ARFEXFEARRMEALALRERE. ZR4E—$H
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SEMEEBFRIEXTE, REMIGENT BT RTRRFERNSBWRRE
ERPIEHILEER: E-PREAMUERBRARESHILE; E=F5F
REANBRREEREERITSENEENRE: BRENAE=SEENEH
EARHEALESER. LILY HRAETREXFRANKITERERE, H*
B AR AR, & TENCRERINERK.

2.5.4 ASMOV

ASMOVH! BR—MEHE AR, %RSEE T LAMNF RIS SR
THEAE. ASMOV IELARHEN AIIE: 1) HICAFE, BELBER, &
BN 2) KREWIFE, BIRETFRXRIE; 3) RIMFE, BEEL
HEERMER . . Fi5: 4) SMNEFE, SRENLH, BHENE. RE
BENERNREEXNEFAL S H—NEE, FRIEB RS NEHFT
Wi, B—REREETLRELRPOERCERTHER. BTZRENITHR
A%, FXHEUFREATREZRENAT . TUEEHEZ, ASMOV B— MR
BRAANBENAESEH GRS,

255 FELERRE NG

BMEZ, BAZRXFGULERERANRERNTEER 24 Thf#id
H&RTE, BERREMUENRE. HUEREE. LROKR. S5
RETESFTARFEEBRANER, WA E—NEBLERSIESR,
WEEETS & BN .
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FIF BUEMETLOIFETERE

EEW R IOMABI HiEHENMN TR, BESH IOMABI BAREEN, B
NBEENNNSR.

1) R AF5IL, X& IOMABI ML EKBR. &EEFLEENEEE
#% RDF =tdl, R REFBEMNBBRLRER, BRI HAEFHEE S,
B4R, LPERNZEEN, BREREERNERE. REMTIRIEASE S
A A HURRAE SO AL B 55 B B R B o

2) BUBERI, ZPBEXTENDE, BXEEMENSEERE. &
BN BEREFERIENEE, KNESE SHEXBEMNEER:

3) HEEFE, BPRY EKERS Rp0E LEENEEEETERS R
HISELHEE, F8R4% <88 NABHERZIGMALE; KEFHKM
B E T E64% R A AT v B RS s R RAEUE, BET AR
HIFIsEAR B v B 4 R AT RAR L BA BRI R4 s 2 REUE;

4) R4 Ri%#E, X& IOMABI WE/E S E. IOMABI MK 4 52 /FH
PUEEMBH S A2 RSP EAMUE R TRAENICENEN LS
B,

FERE/ANMBI=DHEER, BEARWE 3-1 frx:
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BARE I
, H y

#%, MREDED
BEEERIE *

~—--— * T A [

L:zguasmz. &mamﬂ

v v 1 v .
/;xsm / / ELEN / BERE T T S A LRSS
s ' :
& ‘ : ,

v ‘ |

AL BRI f * *
D |mmmestn | | | smas

3= 2714 BEXBERR RETE A RIER

3-1 IOMABI i+ &k

3.1 IOMABI RiEE X

3.1.1 RDF = o4

RDF 2 & &2 #E T RDF =l (RDF Triple, %% % RDF /&84, RDF
Statement) FIZEAM] . RDFS #1 OWL #LA RDF X &A%, Hik, RDF. RDFS
1 OWL B HERAEE W AR R A —FF RDF = THKE S . RDF =t iEm
FTEX:

Statement = (subjct, predicate,object) (3.1

Hh, subject. predicate F object FHIRKZ=THAMEELE S, BIEE
RRMEELR. Bit, ATUEXMTEARES B R THAMEE, BiE
TR

Subject(Statement) = subject (3.2)
Predicate(Statement) = predicate (3.3)
Object(Statement) = object (3.4)

22
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3.1.2 RDF & &

RDF %5 (RDF Node) AJLA{E% RDF = CA M £iE, §EREKE. —
N RDF &5, A8EH LT =FEE:

1) URIref

URIref (Universal Resource Identifier Reference). URIref 47 4%, —2%
B RDF. OWL %ir#E X, HAWER (Build-in); —XKbFEEFTEN.
AIENEXCEERETAREX, ik, FELRERTUHER%¥E RDF
& mILE.

2) Literal

FH4 A (Literal Node), BEFHE, BY, FAESEE. FHEEH
RefEAZHRE 2.

3) Anonymous

E %4 " (Anonymous Node), X2 KB NIFHEXLEE LWL S,
BRERREERA, RENEERE.

3.2 IOMABI 4 5 FF34L

321 £RRFFMLH B

ZRFIMKBRER: FEF—IMESMERE (Localname) . #%E
(LabeD) fWERE (Commnt) BEBXIFHARINIRL R IIE L. IOMABI 4 mF5)
. (Tokenlize) T BH X =& LB 4 S KB EFFF . HBi7FF (DocList)
X
DoclList(Node) = {w,,w,,--,w,}
w, =(word,weight),word € WordList,weight € R.
3 WordList B2 AR EMIALR. ERFFNUNERRIPRBE R B
PR AR ORI B) & 4 S B E B

(3.5)
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DocList(Node) = a, * Nomalize(localnameOf (node)) +
a, * Nomalize(label Of (node)) +

(3.6)
a, * Nomalize(commentOf (node)) +

a, * Nomalize(annotationOf (node))

KF o\ a) a,Ma, FHHEEE. HE. FRAHCERONE. &

j[HXa, =1.0\ a2 =0.5\ a3 =0.5 ~ a4 =O.5 ’ M%%,ﬁzﬁ%;ﬁ%)‘(m%uﬁﬁ
WRE AR AT

3.2.2 5L

GRFIM—HEONPR: B—PRE LK KN RDF =4 4
FERERERNH BN CEEEEHM=TH; F=SUIEEEFIERS
%5 (Class Node). B4 & (Property Node). 35414 5 (Instance Node) LA
REZZE S (WHRHAHTE A, Blank Node); BEHRI=LLEENESEL. S
MEBRXHEL (BEZ2ERTREE 5L, RENER . BEMIREWE 3-2 Fik:

S
RDF(S) 23371 > TEEEH »| BELES. |
OWL RDF= 8 ER= Rt s R
—
Bl 3-2 4 SRR

3.2.3 RDF = o4 %50

WRETFTE, RDF. RDFS # OWL B A& E AT LR~ A — %5 RDF =
THMES, BHARFER RDF Z A BN A GLEEEH. FImERRE
1% http://exmaple/onto.rdf €12 F 08/06/2005, {#H RDF =LA KRR T :

(http:/exmaple /onto.rdf, DC.date , "08/06/2005")

T ALK iR A EATORS. BHERELH, X&EBXMEEL
ki, BTERER, MNiZAKR. 455 EE— D%k bHE %M RDF
ExAER, BZORBHERVELTAFEETFURR, LRDBELETIENT
HE. IOMABI [# FIHFIEMNWE 3-1 FiR, XP s Rpn—M=n4:
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% 3-1 RDF = uAfiE N

%S AUERNR D
1 Predicate(s) = RDFS.seeAlso iRk s
Predicate(s) =RDFS.isDefinedBy
Predicate(s) =RDFS.versioninfo
Object(s) =owl.Ontology

Predicate(s)® T DC &= 8)
Subject(s)®F RDF. RDFS 5% OWL &% |8
2 Predicate(s) =owl.AlIDifferent e s
3 Object(s) =owl.DeprecatedClass # M B owlclass #0
Object(s) =owl.DeprecatedProperty owl.ObjectProperty
4 Predicate(s) =RDf first L:2:974
Predicate(s) =RDF.rest RDFS.member

Object(s) =RDF.nil
LASE 4 £ IRIEH N AB], F 5 4 RDF = o4 @ H#R R T group3255 £
—A i Tom H Jerry HEEHIFIR:
(Example#group3255, RDF.type, RDF.list)

(Example#group3255, RDF first, Example#Tom)
(Example#group3255, RDF.rest, _:listGen)
(_:listGen, RDF firt, Example#Jerry)

(listGen, RDF.rest, RDF.nil)

T4 f RDFS.member 37T LUK ik = JO 48 B -
(Example#group3255, RDF.type, RDF.list)
(Example#group3255, RDFS.member, Example#Tom)
(Example#group3255, RDFS.member, Example#Jerry)

BEERAMART, HERKEXSERATEN = THRTLE.

3.3 IOMABI & X &8 B R E

3.3.1 EEX

£ IOMABI B X B RAEET, B—IMEANBEFA=E: BHUE
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(Property Neighbor). ¥4 s 48/E (Subject Node Neighbor) MZE 154 5 48F
(Object Node Neighbor). i = T4 (Example#Tom, Example:hasWife,
Example:Merry)#, hasWife & Tom 1 Merry #1B#£48E, Tom & Merry H9E
A5 R4, T Merry & Tom HIE AL S4TE.
IhGERBENEFERSEERNEAN. WRERAREABHER
ZRME, NEABRE R ANEBEE,
B EE X W T

propertyNeighbor = (propertyIndex, dis tan ce) 3.7

H A propertylndex JBYEARS , distance }iE XFE®, H distancee N »
GRMEEXWT:

nodeNeighbor = (nodelndex, type, dis tan ce) (3.8)
KA nodelndex H %S5, ype hERMEXR, Hoppee{OP,SP}, H
T OP RABWHEE, SPRAREMRE, distancee N o

B33 RUESENESEE
& 3-3 fias, woman & human JEE A 1 KK {440/E, human & woman
MIBEE R 1 M EE4E/E, subClassOf U2 woman BEE % 1 MEHAE, Rt
& human FIEEE % 1 HIBHED/E.

3.3.2 PEHEREEX

BEE o F=THEERS, BERFIHNC={c,,c;,,c}» LB
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BlAI={,iyi,}, BEEF A B={,b,,,b,}, BHELRFF N
P={p,p;»*sPpy}>» n=cn+in+bn, C, ITHARaEEXERNEES, MPYF
BEFCNRIEYE . K EHZTTA (hpe, propertySey R4 R e, M Rl e, Z[H]

FIBEXRR. HF ppe RAMERR, —HF=FKA: NRNo Relationship)
Bre e, RABEXRR, SPRTeBe, NEFRBELER, OP KoRe, £e, 1

BAMBEL R . propertySet Rk e e HRMIIRES. SEEREMBL
H:

Ay Gy - Gy,

ay, a4, - q

Adj, = I (.10

anl anl a4

nn

(MR, ®),, i=jv(Vp,,(a;,p;.a,)¢SA(a;,p,,a)&S)
Hea, =3 (SP.Ap:});» i#jA3pes(a,pi-a,)€S
OPApY)ys 1#JA3Pes(a,p4.0)€S

ERE, %5 H%H, a,=(MR.D),,, NAZGRILESEGRRED

BXRN. XEEEXWIFL 27 ROF BREFERERN (ZIHBERETERESK
), BERMHLTINTIBE .

WEXRZ (B Teikic HRME LT JLEFN:
(SPAPuPi2 " PimD)ir * (SPAPWPs ** Pin3)yy = (SPAPuPi2** Pin PriPr2*** P} s
(OP APy Pis*** Pin})ir *(OP APy Prz " Pin3)yy =(OP APy Pi2 " PinPiiPh2 "> P $) >
(SPAPuP2 " Pim})ir *(OP AP P1a ”'phn})g' =(NR,D),,
(OPApuPi2*** Pin D) *(SPo{PmPhz*** P })y = (NR, @),
(type, propertySet),, *(NR,®@), =(NR,D),,
(NR,®), *(type, propertySet) , = (NR,®),

(3.11)

ki, MEXHMFAEEHIIRERER, AXRYFAREHLP—
MAhZE, ERAT ., FitBEE Lk LR T 7 ROF BER S, MBS AHE,
BEUKEELT B, FiRANRRRFREZELERTINRMSIER, &
WHNESHRRBLE ANEREAHE; WREFLHNH BETEE, W
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MR U5 e IR 45 R B E AR SE .
SRR Z (BB Ik iE S48 LA T R
(SP.{PuPir* Pen})y + (SPo{D P2 Pr 1y = (SPo{PtiPica** Piom> P Ph2** Pim }) >

(OP.{puPi2** Pen})y +(OP{py, Py e Pm})y = (OP.{Py1Ps2*"* Pims P Pia "'Phn})y
(type, propertySet); + (NR,®),; = (type, propertySet),

(3.12)
BEXRNMNEEHEHEXHE, MEERLFEERRTER i B4
FEEZEABR, —BKRE, MELERTFAERNERELH—B, FUHH
RDF BIER T HITHE, FEFKRLHE.
ek wot hnik vk 2 A EL
- ((SPAPuP Pn$)ir + (SPADwPr2 Pin})n ) ¥ (SPA Py Pra** Pan )y

=(SP.{PuPi2 " Pim ) * (SPAPW D1y D)y (3.13)
+(SPoAPnPh2 > Pin )i * (SPAPy Psy P}y

HAEARH OP B, Wik EHEE.

HTSEERCREFRNG R (RER, LPLRRNEER) EdBNE
MHXRER. NBEANE B SESRERTRREMEMN, ik, 3T
—N=THh (subject, predicate, object) Xk, ETH 3 HEREERFKEE:

1) subject ANBHER, XX=THARMNHNELRHHHAR, TUBEAF
B,

2) subject ARG R LB HHZLE N, B objecr ANEXE, LB
ZERH object K145 s BFRINA subject B annotation 31 ;

3) subject AERLE R KBILEEREE R, B object AFHEEL S, &
B TR object ) FHEEIMN subject 8 annotation 53K .

WMEREX=ZR=JTCAZ G, BIIHT T K E subject F object #E AR M FE
FHILLE, RIRA i Fj, predicate FIRIEFIRMICLE R k, W[ SPHFE T b0
PME:

a; ={SP.{p,});>
a, ={0OP.{p,});

PAPE 3-3 FispaA 4k 6], 34 275 C={man, human, woman}(string 3

RESE R, FEEERN), LS SFF ={Tom, Marry}, Z&ESFFIHE, &
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¥3E BEMNEATLASSLREE

4 5 F %] P={hasHusband, address, subClassOf, type} (B & HNERBM
subClassof), MM EERER: CARTFHE, Ha,=(NR,®), F, AN X

~)

Adj, =

.

N

(OP’{p_’»})
N

(SP.{p.})
N

(SP.{ps})
N

(SP.{ps})
N
N

N
(OP,{Pg})
N
N

(OP.{p,})
N

N
N

(SP.{p,}) (SP.{p;})

N
N

(OP.{p.})

(OP.{p})
N

BYS R py: address REEREEREF I, BA address 1§1H) string,

M string R —PMHERE, ABEEVHILEN, C2BE=THNERREE
T A3 3.6 /Y annotation ¥4 .

3.3.3 MEHEEEH

ENTHEMEATRATE, ik, FEREITINEFEIEE, maTLlH
ITHRBREMZE. NRSEEELRTABREEXERN 1 HEERER,
ATHEEENEERD JRJURBFTERERFER, BXBBERAEELZWT
EXAdjd:

Adj, = Adj,  * Adj, + Adj, d>1) (3.14)
bt Adj, = Adj, * Adj, + Adj,, FERADHRIBHALHFEERRTERR 2

HIBERE S
D MAFSHBES S HNEEBES IR XRRAUSREENTE
ELETER, WUMBSEXRONRERDOBITEE. A TRTH
T, 4B=Adj,, F=FELAED,:

R i=> by =(NR®),;

Wk i>j, b, AR 3.14 THEAL;

WR i<, bMATURBELEINEEBESAHINNERER, Nb, HHE
H. Eb, =(NR.®),, Wb, =(NR,®),; FW, xfp, HE—M, XHBHK

29



Rt R T A A A LR E R

RBIE

oyt iy 3 T LB A A L RO ik

(SP %% & OP,

OP ¥% % i SP),

J& t 51

REBRKR. bbm

b, =(SPAP; Py, PuP7}) ;i » Wb, =(OP{p,py, prps})y o« EFERT LA RY— £

Kt HE.

FIFELLE 3-3 Bros #2244 4
Adj, = Adj, * Adj, + Adj,

N N N N (OP,{p.p,})|
N N N (OP,{psp,}) (OP.{psp,})
= N N N N N
N (SP.{p.ps}) N N N
L(SP,{p,p,) (SP.{p,p;}) N N N |
( N (SP.{p;}) N (OP.{p,}) N
(OP.{p,}) N (OP.{p;}) N N
+ N (SP.{p;}) N N (OP,{p,})
(SP,{p,}) N N N (OP.{p,})
| N N (SP.{p.}) (SP.{p\}) N
N (SP,{ps}) N (OP.{p,}) (OP.{p,p.})]
©OP.{p;}) N ©OpP.{p;}) (OP.{p;p,}) (OP.{p;p.})
= N (SP,{p;}) N N (OP.{p.})
(SP,{p.}) (SP.{p,p;}) N N (OP.{p,}
| (SP.{p,p,) (SP.{p,ps}) (SP,{p,}) (SP.{p}) N

ZHEERNE—TRT man FRAERMBE A ZAGEXR, man FHE—
PERN 1 M ETES R 40/E human, H—PEEN 1 HEASSE Tom HFHF—A
BERSN 2 ME R 4RJE Marry.

2) SPEFEREE A

HRAKIMTEN Adj, ZEEZRT FEAREBEE A dREDNT d0E
X, FEERTHRRASEASSENRMETIR. 7 ROF BERHRTHE M
EHEF, SREANRKERREERN, BEXNRKERAM, WRERR
ZWHHE M-1 K& LR AT, BAEEEHIEEHETERE,
MATEARZHBENRELEFTEZIRAAE. Eik, FCBHEERFE
REBEHR 4, FAHEBFEERERH.
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334 EXKIERAEE
BXBERIEE (SNDA, Semantic Neighbors Discover Algorithm) 5

RanF:
BN KEo P=TARENRS, KERFFIC={c,,c;, ¢} EBIGR

)? 5'] 1={i1,i2,"’,im} y § % ;':‘E’: F?’ ﬁl-l B={bpb2,"'9blm} ’ E f’i é:é: }‘5“ F? ?‘J
P:{pl,pz,...,pm}, N=cn+in+bn, %4{&& do

Hith: NN (BEMEE8E). PN (BEmMBEHSE). NP (BHEHE S
®KE). PP (BHMBEHERE).

0

Stepl: #%A#k 4dj, =(a,), NN. PN. NP. PP H7%;

Step2: S A%, ¥ M Step9:

Step3: M S P EUH — & RALH ) = ST (subject, predicate, object);

Stepd: MR subject ANBLE K, A step2;

StepS: WIR object ARBEERE!, ¥ object G R BHRMAN subject 1)

annotation, ¥ 7] Step2;
Step6: MR object AFHEERLE S, ¥ object MFHEEMA subject 1

anntation, %[5 Step2;

Step7: K7 subject 145 5455 i, predicate 4 SRS k. object K14 Skx
5

Step8: a, =(SP,{p,}),Ha, =(0P.{p,}),» ¥7 Step2;

Step9: WH B=Adj,:

Stepl0: f B FHH K (NR,®),, K1 b, =(Ope,{PuPi* Pin})y* (Pins 1)
SO PNTi)» (i, type, myIA NNTi]» (L, pe, myfI A\ NPkn], T3 521, ( p,, -1
WA PP[py)s (Dm-2)IOA PP[p;,}, —HE( Py DIA PP pyppy s

Stepl1: 453K,

HEIEARMEA, —RITERAGETHERE S, £HE A, TER
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URBRHZERNEXSEURENER, SERESENERSE, TRFE
il ZRESEEERAPREREN=TTAHRE B LA annotation HTE X MBIS
RBISCEL B FRFI .

GHERENKHYRHE 4d),, BT IZEER NxN 8, TUHERRER

BRERAON?), HEXBERALEOERES OGN .

3.4 IOMABI HHUEHE

ZAERFIURMEXBERR, TURBHRERFE, —LRBELEREH
WE R4 HENERE K annotation XL EHBIFFF], RRTHELSHE
HFE: H—RREANBERE, BEEBHBENESSE, RRTEES
RAAKERG RS IE. A T 4 &AM ERMEWHFIE, IOMABI 4 S
B EREEREBEAMESE SN CRELEEFI . AUETEETXEN
B AEMENEERE, MFELESE0EXBRESE.

W DocList /AR 3.6 W&, PNmode) R4 node HIBHNEES,
SNN(node)R 745 i node W1 E1A4 S BEHES, ONN(node)RiNE A node 7%
5% SMARBAES, distance(n, node) T4 55 node FIABIE 4 55 n H0VE SUBEES,

4 K node W%5& 818§ 51 Doc(node) A :
Doc(node) = DocList(node) +
By x Y DocList(p)* y ™= proe) 4

PEPN (node)

B, x ZDocList(sn)* gy Drstam ce(smnode) (3.15)

smeSNN (node)

P x Z DoclList(on)* 75’-’ tan ce(on,node)

on€ONN (node)

K, B el0]], B, €011, B, €[0.1], y € (0.1]
SR B [HBAHABELSE, THESMENELALESTEHINE,

 FRURTFRX=RESANEE RN EWERE. y AERETFT, BTFRAPENES
MERKEWEE, ERAENEEEKR, BWEES/,.
Doc(node) 1 W & & BL & 3\ M DocList(node) # R, H & & — I

32
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W, = (word, weight) R~ 818 word ZEAEF 545 /5 node HHKREKAIIKEL, ATRER
BFEANERER, ERAERELAHER, TBE.

3.4.1 FIBHEBETE

ZRIFICEC AR Ko, Mo, , FILZEH BIFFR wordList = {w,,w,,--w,}, o,
G mFIAENSERIASBZIE, KEHFFIC ={c,cpc, ) LB
G R I={i,iyi,} TERFH B={,,b,,.b,}, BHELEEFF
P={p\,pysPpm}r URGAEBEFF Doc; o, 2134 BFFINAEXEEER
WEBZIE, RESFIIC ={c|,c}y ey} EBIGEEFFII =80}
ZERFS B = {b,b,, b, ) BYESEFFIP ={p|. .0} URGEE
i F%1 Doc’ »

FAELEEEEERARNRERBARE. BHERSH (TiE) ERAELHE.
KX MNGEEBEFF Doc UL K Doc’ TR G S4SE, AXFRMRX
TFIDF*® ¥k, % J5¥EH Salton F 1983 E42H, MENEFXAESERHL
EHFMERE . W] wordTimes RNBFAFEXHF HBM IR T, maxWord Tm3THF
FEEIE, maxDoc ¥RBIXHEE, docTimes "B EZBAFRN L. NiF

WTF K.
TF =wordTimes | maxWord

¥ mE 40 IDF A
IDF = L x (14 1og, &Poc
2 docTimes
) wordScore 4 :
wordScore = TF x IDF (3.16)

wordScore R T RARME—ANXHHIBRES . REGETRAEHTH
BHRARURERBNAHEETFHIHEAE, TRBERNEN
wordScore. SNRBAEIMFF HIMARBIK, REEXMEETF ZFE,
AR —MFIE, ERT AR RBRIK.

BEAENAGLESEZE L, RIVECHC &HE—K, B
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'
cC'= {c15c2’""cav’cawl’ccn+2’“"ccn+m’}

HF Cops =C15Cari2 =55+, Coppay = Coar o
ECHCTHRES R BEEXS, WE-NRERc KK, BESEN
en+en', BERAMNERY, LHEEL S, PHIAMRELUKE S c, PHBE
BEERAT LA Doc Hl Do’ FIREL, # B AR 3.16 Al E H A RFEZRAILR T
AN ¢, B wordScore, Bk, AERMT k % BREL A,
N(c,) = (wordScore,,wordScore,, -+, wordScore, ) (3.17)
WKL mic, eC M, e C'RIMFIHARLER H cosine AR KA
Sim, (c,»¢,) = cos(N(c,), N(c,))

k
Z wordSocre,, wordScore,,, (3.18)

m=l

k k
> wordScore;, x Y wordScore},,

m=1 m=1

WA 318 ATLUEH, IR ¢, Fc, A FRTALEAE, WAHRAAER 0;
111 S % 57 1B AL E wordScore 19, MATEAAARE S 1.

FAUHTT B P ST 25 1, TN R I 4 A AT BRI R AR 3.18
AW, WRITREKMEN N, N=max{cn'+in'+pn’,en’+in’+pn'y, k X
wordList HIK B, BIEABLE BB B EREH OGN).

3.4.2 RE RIRFEMUETE

PR AT H R H R T 4 S AR EEHE, BREMNES
FEHRERGH. RELERS, ZETHR—EBELOEZHR. ETE
BRI T ERETIXAE B, WARMLOBAL, WXHAKBETEMALL. &
AHIZIMEBIXT R XA ZMN, NLEERBFRRORE.

RELBIBERE, —RRERLH, XALH ROF AR PEHEEH,
HnE 3-4 8 c B E MERLH; —REMELH, BIFRIOEH, LnE
T c & B HIRELHE, BE AKAEELE. a. b c L BRILH.
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a b c d

34 KRR MBI
ZERE 3-5 FiiiER, ©4nal, a2 & C1 BsL6l, bl, b2 £ C2 ML,
BEEoLHmEMMELE, & simal,bl)=09, simalb2)=sim@a2,bl1)=0.1,
sim(a2,62)=0.9. E&EZK C1 5 C2 MMHIUE.

al \\09 bl
3-5 BT LB E AL S AUE

FE—:7HE C1 5 C2 [a1 e h o, LB A 1 B9ECXT . BN al,a2 55 b1,b2
ZRHEETEMPREN, ZHFEARN ClL 5 C2 AR 0. KR FE+
DAKER, EAHLHRMHAUEEEMLT 02 1 2H, BRIEBRNMTEHELURE
EEE, FUHALEN 1 HLFRNEERLSHE.

FikZ: SimRank ik, %7iEsLGEFTE HAENESE, Bit,

sim(C1,C2) = 0(0.9+0.1+0.140.9)/4=0.50, @e(0,)

Ko RERATF. RMXHEFEMRES XM FT, thin, mB
Cl RAE—Aal LHl, M C2 RE—4 bl L6, HMAREBBLUEN:
sim(C1,C2) = 9x0.9/1=0.9¢, pe(0))

Cl &5 C2 BIEHIMRBRR R ML, WERMBLUEBENERT, XE5AM
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[5:6:i3:0F 2 o SUIb v U o Re F3E BukMETEHAKLAEE

HE AR . Z5ER BT X SHl| A RARUE AT T KA, BHAH
F K6 25 R O AR LB AR XY K 4 s AR BUBE A Tk AT EE XS EL IR S 4y e
Xt H R FRARAE . B ansd LA ASMEARERT, ATx I & &, 4 E,
BE-PMANIBAIT—MANGERLRZELE XN, ELHLE HEEES
REFFE, FREARSENIHALNLH, HETHIIZEGRLETEE
&R EmEHE,

AT R E AL S8 AL ERE B RS SRMAALE, WE 3-6 AT
7, IOMABI H¥# C1 f C2 WEBIEEURENZBRIMXREER, Kk
BItE R BRSSP Sl B MRS EERHNNE. BAXERE
ET ClLEPIEEN C2HLREESZE, MALELET Cl HLHEESAR
BE C2 EFIEE NI, FUZR—MHNZHE.

a b1
a b2

a1 by
A

3-6 S R L8] % R E A — HE

3k C1 71 C2 Z [B) AR LB 7T LARE 4 Sk — 3B Bl A9 Bt KA DL G 1) /R 1% 14 &R
EEWATEF, HAECFUSHERBRZAE. AXRAELH KM E
ERAE PR %I E (Kuhn-Munkres, ##%% Hungarian %), &2 A& 3-5 R4,
FA KM BEERKAHERNTER 09+0.9=1.8, U C1 5 C2 KIHLEN
1.8/2=0.9. W C1 KF al LB, C2 RF bl L4, BAZANITERN 0.9,
Cl 5 C2 MHUE X 0.9/1=0.9, REMMLEMR, HTYHBFTEFEHF
fE al 5 b2, a2 5 bl Z[AIARLE.

ERFILE Lk o Mo,, REiKc o, EHHc,e0,, I(c) I(c,)
MWhe Me, WELHIEE., BRIATTUBIL MR _-4EG=F,E,w), HLFH
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BEV =1(c)VI(c,), WEE={uv)|uell)vellc,)}, w=sim(uv)ERRr
6w B v EEIFIEEAE . BA, o Me, ZRIKBAFMAUEE X H:

W(G)
(1)) 1 +11(e;) D72

(3.19

sim,(c,,¢;) =

Heh, | Ie) |~ | 1(c,) |5 BIRT () M I(c) B9#E. W(G) RR=HE G
BARMILE S FrE Gz, B

W(G)= Y. sim (u,v) (320

(v Femach

H b match * FRE G WBAMILE. BA sim (uv)e[0]), BHER
W(G) < min( I(c,) || I(c,) ) » FTLASEH:

sim, (¢,,¢,) < min 1(e,) b | 1(e;) DA 1Ge,) | +11(e;) D/ 2)

R, HRAR 319 HHE, M M, WP EHZRAN, HIUERIK,
RURFERNMERL. Yo BE o, LBIENTR, RIIRAEEBIHA
AR AT . BARNVBBIRG S 5K 4 A2 AR S THA
FE O R A DU EE B DRSCR

Asim(c,,¢,)+ (1= 4))sim,(¢c,,c,), sim,(c;,c,)=0

. 32D
sim,(c,,¢,), else

sim(c,,c,) = {

e, 4 ATWRSE, ATFRETVHEACERRAAUZENRE. FIA
K-M EK W (G) I EIME R Of), HF n=max(I(c,)| I(c,) ) MPIE
REBMER N, [=max{l(c)|c eo,ve e0,}, WKL SRAMMBLERTE
H2xEH OFN).

3.4.3 EME RAMBURETE

5RESKEMBUETERLU BHS SHRNAACEEER T LS
REARLIE. BERIBHERELHSE RHBRATMEL AL SRR
ML K%, IOMABI (XM A 5 RHES A R WIEHLHIS S LS S RETRM
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AUERTHE . BWERLE S anEE SRIFTUAMNENBERIEENE
R NP PHAE.

ZRFILELER Ko Mo,, EZ K p co,, £ Ep,eo0,, I(p) I(p,) %
Uk p, M p, KITEXBER N 1 MEBIBELEREE, Cp)- Clp,) 53K p
p,MENEEN 1 WELESEBEE. HABIBN-2BG, =V,.E,,w,),
RPWMAREV,=Ip)VI(p,), & E ={uv)|uel(p)vel(p,)}
w, =sim ) RAEB u M v BEHEENE. REBRLHER_-4HE
Ge=(Ve,Ecowe) » H % W & & V.=C(p)uC(p,) » 1 %
E. ={(u,v)|ueC(p,),ve C(p,)}s W = sim(u,v) RoRLH u Fl v 8§ 2 FHHEEL
E. B4, pHp,ZEERERAMUETEARNN:

W(G,)+W(G,)
(1(p) |+ 1(p,) |+]C(p) | +1C(p,) ) /2

HFW(G,)) W(G)HBERETRZHE G Ge B ANTEKFEL

(3.22)

sim,(p,, p,) =

ERZM. BRE p 0 p, W2 FABLIER:

A,sim,(p,, p,) + (A = A,)sim,(p,, p,), simy(p,,p,)#0

. (3.23)
sim (p,, P,)s else

sim(p,, p,) = {

HF, LAMERSH, ATRETHHEUEMNAMNAUENRE. R,

IR p, M p, BB R 0 &, REEEB) TAMEARUB Rt BB 45 = e Y
FE . 5KE SR RNACEAL, RS R RREUENTEERSAR:
H—-REEEBTRSE GEXEER 1) WIS IMALE S, T E
THES LR T RENLOILE R ERUE, SFEXER 1 WERLH,

HEFEXEEAT 1 MEELE; X-RirEREENEM, HEEMNIE
MARTRER2RALE.

FIE KM BERW(G,)REW(G,) WHRRIRER O¢), K
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BHMBETEFAGLEEERA %3 ¥ BENETEAAKLERE

n=max(| 1(p,) | I(p,)LIC(p) LI C(p,)) .« MBEEEBIMIRH N,
h=max{I(p,)| p, €0, v p, €0,}V{C(p,)| p, €0,V p, €0,} , WBHE L SiHFIAL

BEHTEERE N OWN).
3.4.4 G ALETENG

IOMABI AL 7+ HAE R E BRI B XS ERAFEMENNEERE L,
RN ROXEFE, NEXGTHRER, LHER, NERS SHENS
FRALURE s R FEF A K-M BIkAE Bh KB 45 R AN R A ABLBE 7 B 2R 4 BT A AR AL
B, NBEXERMNERMALE; REHNRBES RHIHINELS SMEN
Bés, THHEREANERANE. B MERNE 3-7 Fik:

EXBER :
BEXER

v ' '
LG SR 2845 SARIUE ML SRR
25k SMAARAEE
l
v
24t S RARLE
]
!
AL AR AAUE
L
'
RYELS2BBUE
B 3-7 & s HUETE

2 RO TR LB 45 mUAR M AR 38 B 5 2 A SRR EI R4 AR UM,
Bt — PR % s AU RRE SR AR XKEES SHHELE
. TR IOMABI - K# T LHIEMLE, EEXFZERER, RE2H
JR YL S EIAR U A4 AT LAAE B 7 X 4R B A JBE B A ROt i K .

e 4 RiEF 2 IOMABL K& — 1B B, HiENARE R & RAUERM
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Bt BT R H A H LR EETR %3 E BN ET AR KLEEE

RS A2 RARUE R P B AR K TR BE 0 L RC X fE I AL R
Zt, IOMABI EEAEEETRE. T—F, AOKELTIRE ExF ikt
TR 51,
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Bt B T S AR LR % 4% IOMABI LR MIP

$4E TOMABI B FiT4E

4.1 SCIOFRE

A HISLK AR 7E CPU B AMD Athlon™ II X2 240 H94188 £ 52 RLAY,
WTEH 2G, BIERS N Windows XP. HELUE TR KEN KW FTE AL
ICECTR B FALCONM MIEE LR E R FTEP T ERELEIELE Jena | 4
B Eclipse 3.3.0,

42 HHEHL

EXFERAMBEEHN OAEL 2009 F i benchmark ¥#E%E. OAEI

(Ontology Alignment Evaluation Initiative) M 2004 S LK, ﬁi‘ﬁ%ﬂ%féﬁ%—%

FIMAGLREEREESEEGLEFRE TRERAFIF LALELER. 0K
P& #H OAEI 2009 ¥ i) benchmark $#E5E1E A LR 51T SVFAERIER .

benchmark FIEEHEE 110 MNETFUHMEERNRE, KXk 101 A3
XK, ZEENEEREHINE 4-1 FiR. BEETHH 52K

Test 101-104: FISEREME, XK, BUHRELHNLZFEAR, F40H
RERSXH .

Test 201-210: AERNEWHRFART, BBHRTEANESHSE LA
A ASRESL, ZRTHER: £HTHRES.

Test 221-247: AEMGEHRETN, BE SHESFHFERFRE. L,
FHEHEE, REREHUEEZHEE,

Test 248-266: A 15 & FAF M ML HFF L AT & 4 T 21k, iIX £ benchmark
FEFEEATY. RERFHNEE T ARERNEHEN AR EEA NG
FHILRER.
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BT EH A AR EEHA % 4 ¥ IOMABI R T4

Test 301-304: DUANER S48 A 4 SC R A 1

—fkiR, BT TERLENEEERAT Test101-104 A Test221-247, T
Hh=MBFELERCRNEMRCEALEETERESAFENRER,

=

C:n i institution . -

(Llst P@ Lectu rtNate:>

Booklet

informal i Unpublished
F-
Manual
MotionPicture
i@ i,

(/_. s

it is-
! Reference M i Monograph
- is- & —
Aocademic i PhdThesis
g is a - )
M:st.vs'l'@
“\‘v -
Report TechReport
M, 1 oun e
&

Proceedings

-

InBook
is-
i Article
Zal i
Parnt J is- &
L <
is- & inCollection
is-a

. Chapter

4-1 OAEI 2009 benchmark Test 101 X2 k&5 &
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4.3 SRV

EHLEEENINIERE =, SHRERE. BLEHN F-Measure:
Precision=c/ f (4.1)

Recall=c/e 4.2

2 x precision x recal]

F — Measure = (43)

precision + recall

Hf c RALEREEIRIMEHLES, R LREEIRBNTEL
B8, e RAAKB) LR FAE FIICEE . F-Measure 42 &% 8T Precision M Recall,
RE Precision Ml Recall AL B KB A REB B — MR K F-Measure.

4.4 ERERS5HH

AT EBHEEHTITH, ARG TEALRIE. F—NLRARER
REZENMERAEENFRYE: BANLREELREEX IOMABI &
W, FHRHEESELNET LB AALRE % GLUE #T A, B4
2% IOMABI 55 OAEI 2009 b4 REHABE E#AT L, B RN
B

AAB— MR AEEE O S, CEERTLELTSHNERUE
FBFHLREYR. &K, B NMLANAGREEZETECHLHEE
B, AUEETEMGE, MAS M FELREEETECHEKNSHRE.
Bk, QTN AR RELEREERANKAER. b T RATEAFH
# IOMABI 5 XA T, BRIFFRINEH. ZAXHHEMEROSE
—ZRERTBEER.

4.4.1 EXSERAE LA X
H T RAETE XABE R A R . ATH % IOMABI B 540
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# 4% IOMABI LR H ¥4

ETF/ LB K EditDistance HiE# T T Xt . EditDistance B R TEEE

HLEFENAR, 5ZHRERR IOMAB] HERBERHIZE T A 15H4

BEER.

EditDistance HEMAAR 2.6 HHERIMERERK x, y ZAKREES
8(x,y), FHE—HLE (0, 1) K&, EAGEAZEEPHAUE. SRIGEN. B

BRASHHFFHENR 1.
SiM(X, y) = mm(o’ mln(| x'l’l y D - 5(xs y)) (4'4)
min(|x},| y [)
IOMABI SR EWEX 4-1 Fizn:
% 4-1 IOMABI 2% E
LM SR
&R FFh B ZRZNE a=1.0
& RN E a,70.5
?ﬁ}ﬁﬁﬁﬂi a3=0.5
4 R FAMERNE a=0.5
E XA BRI B B XA B M IEAIR S d=4
L T E M B BHSESEANE =04
FHBELEEANE =05
BRLRE & A E £:=0.3
EXEEEREATF =0.7
K4 S OIHARUERE 1,=0.6
BYE SR IUERE 4,=0.6
PR RIEHME B EEBE 6=03
SEREGERWNEK 4-2 Fi:
% 4-2 IOMABI HJ OAEI 2009 benchmark #iX4: 3
Test Prec. Rec. Test  Prec. Rec. Test  Prec. Rec. Test  Prec. Rec.
101 1 1 231 1 1 2514 0.84 073 259 NaN NaN
103 1 1 232 1 099 2516 078 0.65 259-2 0.64 0.64
104 1 1 233 1 1 251-8 054 054 259-4 063 0.63




B BT S A AL B R R % 4% JOMABI LR FIF4Y

201 094 094 236 1 1 252 072 0.72 259-6 0.64 0.64
2012 098 097 237 1 099 2522 0.92 0.88 259-8 0.61 0.6]
2014 098 098 238 1 0.99 252-4 092 0.88 260 1 031
201-6 096 096 239 1 1 252-6 092 0.88 260-2 1 0.79
201-8 098 098 240 1 1 252-8 092 0.88 2604 1 0.62

202 0.89 0.89 241 1 1 253 NaN NaN 260-6 1 041
202-2 097 092 246 1 1 2532 089 0.79 260-8 1 024
202-4 0.81 0.81 247 1 1 2534 0.77 0.75 261 089 0.24
202-6 0.81 0.81 248 084 0.82 2536 076 0.74 261-2 1 0.79
202-8 0.82 0.82 248-2 0.97 088 253-8 0.79 0.77 2614 1 0.79

203 1 1 2484 0.82 0.8 254 1 0.27 261-6 1 0.79

204 1 1 248-6 0.84 082 2542 1 0.79 261-8 1 079

205 098 097 248-8 0.82 0.8 254-4 095 064 262 NaN NaN

206 098 097 249 NaN NaN 254-6 094 052 2622 1 0.79

207 098 097 249-2 091 0.86 254-8 1 039 2624 1 061

208 1 1 2494 0.8 0.8 257 0 0 262-6 1 0.42

209 0.81 0.8 249-6 079 079 257-2 1 097 262-8 1 021

210 0.79 0.78 249-8 0.78 0.78 257-4 1 0.61 265 NaN NaN

221 1 1 250 1 027 257-6 1 042 266 NaN NaN

222 1 1 250-2 1 1 257-8 1 0.21 301 091 0.69

223 1 1 2504 087 0.82 258 NaN NaN 302 087 0.57

224 1 099 250-6 0.86 0.73 258-2 1 0.78 303 077 0.77

225 1 1 250-8 074 042 2584 1 0.59 304 0.9 0.93

228 1 1 251 0.54 054 258-6 1 04

230 0.94 1 2512 094 089 258-8 0.45 045

#: FP NaN RRRRETEL R
KRN mAE 4-2 Fiok:
BEEE ' OMABI
[: EditDistance
1.0 J

0.6

F-Measure

0.4+

0.2 +

0.0 - e
101-104 201-210 221-247 248-266 301-304

DataSet
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& 4-2 IOMABI 5 EditDistance f H. %

B 4-2 F, BHRTRARBIRE, YRR F-Measure. FHRERTHIE
7E H R MRE EHF Y F-Measure. NIk, IOMABI #£ 2 03R 4% F KR
B#EE T EditDistance F¥E, ¥ 3 R B A M 248-266 WAL L, EditDistance
BERIEMICE, IOMABI ) F-Measure {54 0.6783, RAMKLE. ERFE
& EditDistance FVEX X4 A 1EILES, T 248-266 WREF, &L
BHT. LREY IOMABl EERENHME ST iRELEREWEILE,
ERMAMHTRELESER MRS,

4.4.2 IOMABI 5 GLUE %

AT #% IOMABI 5 &2 5 T LA A AILAEH % GLUE HE, AKRELRH
EREENLRERRKRETIXM), AT ERIBMEF B, AXHERAMRK
PRUTARAE, EIEMER,

R 43 FREFYER

BEE ZrRE¥ FPR¥ ZHHE
Compare 1 Cornell 34 6 1526
Washington 39 8 1912
Compare 2 Cornell 176 27 4360
Washington 166 25 6957
Compare 3 Standard.com 333 30 13634
Yahoo.com 115 13 9504

SERERUE 4-3 iR
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[ GLUE Meta Leamer

10+ |BEmgIOMABI |

0.9

084
0.7 4 .«;’l
064 [

05 |

Precision

044 1
034 |-

024 &

014 |,

0.0

Compare 1 Compare 2 Compare 3
Dataset

& 4-3 JOMABI 55 GLUE #tb#

E243VEENAET, GLUE ERNMEEM LR KT BFRFEHFH
WA ] 3%, W 7u2 3 288(GLUE Meta Learner)# R AN VAR ILEL 4 R #AT
&3F. Bk, L% 5% IOMABI 5 GLUE Meta Learner #47 % te.

MBE 4-3 k%&, IOMABI 7£ Compare 1. Compare 2 H! Compare 3 =%} Lt
S0 P EAEF GLUE Meta Learner #i%. Compare 1 fABERK, A8 15%:;
Compare 2 #FAMEBEIRZ, 95 6%; Compare 3 RABER/D, 49K 1%. &6
RERBEEPHLFBERE, TLUARESER, LHHEEBD, IOMABI #
RAWEMK, HXMS, IOMABI EEAFEAHBARPHLEES. X
Bi% E&KE, IOMABI HILHEAHE.

55 % T L A LA E % GLUE 4B t, IOMABI MU L4614 H M
EMAK, TV RTHFELEREENERTEE, MEEARLEEXRES, mA
BEETRERHE S, 545 GLUE EERZREIBJBRAEFEIRRRING
BB EABTRHER, RERTELEASEL SZRMRETFEX
%, HETE, IOMABI XRMEZBENELY, ZETHRAEERREMT
BEEERXR. &5, GLUE NATERTNRCARESE, RREFEEEN
SR AR LA RS, IOMABI £ILREIEPRFEAMKMIR, £
IOMABI & ZEBUEHIHL T
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4.4.3 IOMABI 5 XM HE R

T3 IOMABI 5 OAEI 2009 4 LELEKE R (WX 4-4 Frn) HERE
BT T X

# 4-4 OAE] 2009 benchmark £ R B ERRL R

algo edna aflood AgrMaker aroma ASMOV
test Prec. Rec. Prec. Rec. Prec. Rec. Prec. Rec. Prec. Rec.
1xx 0.96 1 1 1 098 098 1 1 1 1
2xx 041 056 098 074 098 06 098 069 09 0.85
3xx 047 0.82 09 081 092 079 0385 078 081 0.382

H-mean 043 059 098 08 099 062 094 069 095 087

algo DSSim GeRoMe kosimap Lily MapPSO
test Prec. Rec. Prec. Rec. Prec. Rec. Prec. Rec. Prec. Rec.
Ixx 1 1 1 1 0.99 0.99 1 1 1 1
2xx 097 062 092 0.71 094 0.57 097 08 075 0.73
3xx 094 067 068 06 072 0S5 0.84 081 054 029

H-mean 097 066 091 073 091 059 097 088 064 059

algo RiMOM SOBOM TaxoMap IOMABI
test Prec. Rec. Prec. Rec. Prec. Rec. Prec. Rec.
1xx 1 1 098 097 1 034 1 1
2xx 093 0.81 097 046 0.9 023 0897 0.75
3xx 081 082 092 055 077 031 0.878 074

H-mean 093 082 098 044 086 026 0.8% 0.76

B RP bx RAARE 101-104; 2xx BRHRE 201-266; 3xx TAR ALK 301-304;
H-mean &7 F¥E

KRRt g R 4-4 Fow:
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ecidiok e ae gy 3 IR T 473050 H 4% IOMABI LR WL

06- B
I |

F-measure
o
EY

S S S——

o
)
1

oo 2 = = =

EEPESES S LSS

Algorithms

B 4-4 IOMABI 5 fth 5 2 4 EL

2009 F3tFH 13 AR T #1417 benchmark ¥(#EE FMLRER. B
F, QMR F-Measure, &ME K HIRRE B IEH S HE R E TS
F-Measure. MBI T]LAFE 1, IOMABI Hi#E Lily. ASMOV. aflood # RIMOM
ZJE, %R, HENNE RIMOM BE{K. iXiiRH IOMABI HiEA 2ttt R,
ERRABRFAZE. SarlUAEEMAL, IOMABIERABENTE: 1
SHEREBENAE. BARMAEEROFERR, FFLEEEFERES
A BRI BAEMICEHME . ATlUREZER Lily SAALA T RMAEREBA XS
HRHEX 28T BEN AL, 2MRBEFHULELE: 2) BEHNREG
AR, ANRFERRRERERE T AR EAFRRN LS R#TREE
E. Xmt£2 il IOMABI &A% EMH. MHHXINEEE, IOMABIHEED
B, i 1) 283017, —BEENSERENE, F1EREANSS;
2) BUMEZEENTER. 7 IOMABI HiE XABERIAFET, LANBHES
REEAETHARENEYE, RRBXEELANEWIERFE.
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wsE RBEERE

51 &R

AVEENETARRNEELE, 26 THRERFLEEESHRETE
EMILEREEFENEE, R ET B SR AELE H % IOMABI (Improved
Ontology Matching Algorithm Based on Instance) . 33T 51& 4t i) & T LB 4 4K T
REEURZHAELREEFTHR, EXTEENTITHE.

IOMABI i & SR A T RET L6 8 L AL A 7E S H) (5 B A 2 R ILAC
BREAMERGR R, FNXGRETZREEERE—EHENSHNHURRETHN
ae Ak, EXFINGRERERATE, ZEEREEAEEHEERN
LWEFE, X, FETHESRENUEHE S NAHFE, HEESES
R B, Bt IOMABI & —MER S ILAC A LB K ILALIE & B A fA LA
5k, NEECHERE, IOMABI EHMEE T L RELEMEHHRITE.

AWM FETEEREUTHEAFE:

D EXGREFRIATEXSERAEE. FULEEE-BERE G
—HERREFNAERLEFHNEHEE, EXEXTBXSERERE, FHFH
RZSEEEIREANENBEURSEE S 54 SAMEER. LRIE
PEEERERITHRESG NGRS ENEBRER.

2) ¥ K-MEBESIAG s AR T E . K-M B3Rk R I E & KT
B, AAEHEAEP LR LG RMHELEEE_HE, SF &%
HEERARE R ERERUHLETES, REEEIRESRERESE R
MACETE, BET REFHBE.

HTFRANHAKERR, AXHEEREEREARZSI, BEWT:

1) BEE AR FEABTIEA, BRI IR R AR, A303F
BAEEZEYIEEF KRB AR LRHER.

2) AXFERBREETRET AN, REARBXFRENES.
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BETHANMNEEN AR X ABEFNZEHEREFHRR.
3)4% & S A A 44 DT B2 w7 LA FR B U A IR AR R B 5 i 4 RE BB B 57 3%
R, XEH% IOMABI MHELRFLASBEENEE, TEXE—-FSitTe.

52 RIRRE

WIE LT 7 AT A — B B8R

D 5IARKEEEE, BH%KE, IOMABI ERERTFHEEHEKE
Rz EPLE. ATUEEERBEFHNLERE, JUEEESHILEREN
HE, UBREERESBK, TUEFHREREREE KR,

2) TLMER—HAMEREE, i, EHEFAREK, NAXEURAFH
BAESLERAR, NEENERMEFHRLE.

3) FENEET 1 X1 AKLE, M 15 m. m X n OEREERHEE
8 HENERT<="MLE, HaMRHLRLE/FEE.

4) B AREPLARAEEG A B FAELAFZE SR, IOMABI & 8 % £ 3R
ITTRE, HEEMFAZEERHEE (subClassOf M), MRERSHITA
P RAERERMUFAE, HERRAEFHER.

5 HTLREREBNLEEER—XNFE, ZEIRENAEEREEK,
AR A ERIECERERRT, RI-ERUHAUETESE, RER
LA .
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