P 000 http://www.cqvip.com]

HEHEEE 2008Vol. 35Ne. 7

—FhE AR HIE BT E TR

Bhw BRI B FH ck4ERd
(EHBAFELRRGSEHE¥K K 410073)

B OE ANESBIFRETRAAEELEEERSNEE, AT TAT ARG ARERE, JhE MD3 B &
AR b8 T — A T HEAKIBAE R 5 AR5 AR MU H 7 k. MD3 28R —#F & %o 695 KRB A F 4800
B EF ok, AR FEAGEL A ERGETIRK, AMDIBERGASE, ASARAARAREORERE, £
R THAKRAREEALRMMEGE, e MD3 B2 5 &5 MD4 #8,  F AR AMES T HEEZR L
Ea®. EHA,

KB AKEEY, KR, EAME,MDL R

Approach of Determining Semantic Similarity among Concepts between Different Ontologies
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Abstract To meet the demand of sharing infomation and service in the distribute network, the paper designs the meta-
data model based on ontology. The MD3 model systematicly evaluates semantic similarity across different ontologies
dispense with integrating different ontologies into a shared ontology. Based on the MD3 model, the not-hierarchical rala-

tions evaluating of concepts from different ontologies is focused on, extended the MD3 model to MD4 model to make the

semantic similarity of concepts from different ontologies more comprehensive and precise in theory.
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