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& 4 450 T 575 OM-Matchers 1Al JLFh 22
7 A Il 55 7 1 60 ) 3 4 SR sk 6 Ty v T R
T OAEI ) benchmark Z4fs 524 Ay 524 XF 42 52
Y45 F R0 . Jr ik OM-Matchers 1] LA 2% i A
ENENTRONAE A LB RN E NS R F R N
B 4 AEARLEE . T HL, 75 7% OM-Matchers Jif > H 9 i%
ARG 5 s T L A b ) R 22 A 2% AR 1Y DG iE 8 Ok
THERAE 3 =2 R) B R AL BE , DT 4 57 T S Y A 4
R AR F RE

0.6r mPrecision
0.5 mRecall
04F OF-Measure

FIRIP

Glue RiMOM ASMOV MSBN OM-Matchers

B4 ILERER
Fig.4 The result of contrast test

Ky

T

P T — i RE T 22 i S 0 DT TAC 45 A9 AR 1A RS

>

W
¥
o~

J5 ¥ (OM-Matchers ) . 78 & 37 5 4~ A {4 22 ] B 55 ¢
AW ad R % IR R S R T BC R (45 FR UG D
N ZRDUEC A% | VT C g | S DT BC RS (45 # T
BL#%) , Go it A IRl 28 AU 80 o SR i (B UMD
FEH A 2 1) A A LB . AR T A5 R, OM-
Matchers SR FH 3% 18 1) e 565 5 W, 2 57 AR 4 22 0] (1)
WS 56 2R G 25 B R U ¢ 22 o 24 U DG g 25 R AR
FEWE 0, AT DL = OM-Matchers B S /) 1: fig
SH(E R AR F ZE).

FEHE T ORIBIESE TAE 38 75 224 XA W] 28
R R PR T B 2 AP 2R A DT EL RS . 55 4, i
T2 OM-Matchers ¥ i1 FH P B, DLR &% 07
R AE HOBE S X e 58 T AR K 4 = OM-Match-
ers [5G AL BRRE ).

S E

[1] HAASE P, HORROCKS I, HOVLAND D, et al. Op-
tique system: towards ontology and mapping manage-
ment in OBDA solutions [ C]//Proceedings of the Sec-
ond International Workshop on Debugging Ontologies
and Ontology Mappings-WoDOOM13. Berline: Spring-
er, 2013.21 -32,.

[2] LANGE C. Ontologies and languages for representing
mathematical knowledge on the semantic web [ J]. Se-
mantic Web, 2013, 4(2) :119 - 158.

[3] SHVAIKO P, EUZENAT J. Ontology matching: state
of the art and future challenges [ J]. IEEE Transac-
tions on, Knowledge and Data Engineering, 2013, 25
(1):158 -176.

[4] MADHAVAN J, BERNSTEIN P, RAHM E. Generic
schema matching with cupid [ C]//proceedings of the
International Conference on Very Large Databases
(VLDB). Berlin; Springer, 2001 .49 - 58.

[5] DOAN A, MADHAVAN J, DOMINGOS P, et al.
Learning to map between ontologies on the semantic
web [ C]//Proceedings of the Eleventh International
World Wide Web Conference. New York: ACM, 2002 .
662 —673.

[6] LIJ, TANG J, LI Y, et al. RiMOM: A dynamic
multi-strategy ontology alignment framework [ J].
Transaction on Knowledge and Data Engineering,
2009,21 (8).:1218 —1232.

[7] JEAN-MARY Y, KABUKA M. ASMOV Results for
OAEI 2007 [ C]//Proceedings of International Seman-
tic Web Conference 2007 Ontology Matching Work-
shop. Busan: Citeseer, 2007 ;150 — 159.

[8] R¥ETF, Dot — Rk T DL H [ 28 A H0 K7 % 3%
WA RN O ik [T /N BB AL R
4, 2011, 33(11) . 2385 —2391.

(F#% 119 W)



