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Review on Ontology Integration

YU Juan DANG Yan-zhong
(Institute of System Engineering, Dalian University of Technology,Dalian 116023, China)

Abstract Ontology integration aims at the interoperation of heterogeneous ontologies;and is currently under hot re-
search. To get two or more ontologies integrated, the first step is discovering and constructing ontology mappings.,
which settle relationships between/among different entities from different ontologies. Secondly, execute mappings ac-
cording to the application. And finally ontology integration gets two of its goals,ontology alignment or ontology mer-
ging. This paper explains the terms and concepts in the above procedure, shows the regular ontology integration frame-
work. It then analyzes several representative ontology integration tools. Based on that, it discusses the presently open
problems and future research directions in this field.
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ZFﬁif’E%Jﬁy%ﬂiRIﬁ\iﬁ)‘( Web, A T5 8% SR
Fi R T R A silver bulle)™, B2 65, EBREE R
KRR, EAESIAB TV . B, BV T
FERFREEAR =15 H: &4 8 (ontology building) |
A4 4k 31 (ontology maintaining) Fl 4= & £ i (ontology inte-
gration) , &—F EAE ARG TR, ol LA —TR
B L Se B TR K, A5 30K Fo A3 BIAR o A= i 4 8 T #2 (ontology
building engineering) . 4 & 4 #* T # (ontology maintaining
engineering) Fl 44K 4 i%, T #2 (ontology integration engineer-
ing), X, W FREWBETRMHREP TRIEMNASIH
Wk £ Ak 2% M (ontology learning) , FLAH . L/ NE &
ABI A AT HT TR ISEMNER. RME%P T2 &
BEEAAA B2 5 R P X AR AT sl e T
B.x— N ENTREER R RE R, DI AL Fa
NBT R ESH LM ST HR. M THREERTE, B
AR RATRGARHH.

AR LA R AR o BRI 22 51 & F 2001 4R )3 3 SWAP
(Semantic Web and Peer-topeen) BBV 2 8, T HEE—
FPRE A BN RIRWERE B AERZ 54— AR &N T
H,AWEITHE1 KRR E AR A /N R E R —
ANKARET R AR B FOAR (KA R TS, 5 5h, d B

ZREEH B I —A T H SEKT (Semantically Enabled
Knowledge technologies) 48 % 3 7 4 it _t H[5) 59 /5548 , fibfi]
TENMEAZ A ARIA AR R B XA EZHHXER,
LHAEZ HHRE, A RE T X SR EMNEERNNER
FIEIRIEDS , FREL N “A A M2 (ontology mediation)t?,

2 FEEHPHEE

RIEERIBHR, YRR O FPREN D
R B B AR, X S A 2 [RIFEZ F BHA B (b
AR ERFON, BT HBRXERFEAREEEEZE, Xk
A4 W SE Ak R B ST BR 5, 4b BB AT, LU 3A B4R 45t FF (ontolo-
gy alignment, Bl s & i) 7 80) 2% & & 4 & & 1 (ontology
merging , B NAEE G H— N —BHARE MR, Fn,H
H—EHFBELNPBRESITERSE, RHEIE L Web
FRTETHANAREFEAFES WS EH#TRTE RN
Web IR %0, SEiB 3] T A A4 gl ) [al R

FHERFAREERE R EAT .

DAEERRETFARERR. REAREHN HORE LM
AR ENER . HERREH A BRAF R 5 7T
HR R, HB AR AN T RE., B, BEEEFHHENER,
DA SR A A B E A B R R R, X IE R AR R
HH.

DABEER P, B RN AR R ERENES, B

OB H . MR A RREELSTEE AN B (7043100, HR A RBFH LB E RERA/ER H (70620140115, F #§ BL%x4,
WEF R VARAEERLE TEAARRER #5289 . FEMATANIREEAZ AR TE SENEE5TA,
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BN FTER A AR S H BRI EHIR.

DARE I AN FARKWE SRR SN NRIEE
FH Ry —A KA, d ] DARE T AR R 430 B BR L B SR
FHR A RN R ERBIERE S, B4, &4 H
— BRI, AR FERTE B T AR A .

DA ERER SR L TR 7 e st 3, #oh 4
L T 2 (Ontology Integration Engineering) ,

HATA gt X556 I BT K £ R4t 3t F—Xt—
BRI, Bl — A ik 5 5 b — AR By S5 A 3, 3800 I
AU AR FFRE I . A0S E RN E R IR A
FRAE Y ERAS—X— /.

2.1 XURR

Paolo Bouquet % A 45 1 7 A 4% 7 R (ontology hetero-
geneity) RIS, IR M ES AR AMA R R G+, £ & F
FARAAEGA , AR A fk 7 50 7= A A0 S R R R 43 2 1Y
AMRK:ZTRE . RBR, EERME RN,

FRE Gsyntactic) R AR FARNEZRERIRNH. &
n, B4 AU OWL 1 KIF $#38 B4, &1 TH Zat Tz X
LBEAR ., X FX—BRERE, B & ]85 8 Ak B X
AR AR R R IE SRR K, 2004 £, W3C R T
— A AREFRE T R OWLD2Y, tigh B4 h —1
FEERNGE—, W, RAEAFERENRRERE.

TFrERR R R A AT DU Ak SR St AR

ARAE 2 (terminological) 7 i % §9 B4 1 rp 5 sk (4~
&2, B, R B dBRARNA—B. FERIN. D
[ 1A , B[R] — 1~ sE 4k By A B B EC AT 28 X5 (2) — 1818 3,
BIE—/MAC A FTERE AN T QO AREIET (NE, %
i, s, H B PR IR E LR — 32k (D [F]—
MANCHIEX R (REEE.BE SN ARE B %%
%),

ARIE R B 508 i RO B SR

B2 2 (conceptual) 7 Ji 18 09 2 [F] — &0 1 B9 i A 4k
PRE LA —H, BEEREN=EREEFER =MD
AR B T (coverage) A [a] , B4~ 40 5 A 44 R BT 41 X B9 F
SURAS [F] (B w2 A8 [ B 4 8t o] BB T P2 A B i () B4
J# (granularity) A [F] , 18 554> 24k [ 3¢ F [6] — ek B i i 3
PR AR 4 5 s (3) P (perspective) AS [a] , B 41 X
FR—48, — M AEA RSB AR A 5 55—
BRI T = R

BSERBRSARERRERAR, B —ME&0] B AR
FRAREERFZAE R, REEREAGEESEFRB AT
A SEBRBL R R IB A E L RTEALEARE R TR .

MESRRENFEREEES T FENREEITER, &
RA—BLHTHFREFH

18 SR (B R R S )2 » semiotic/ pragmatic) F i ™ A2 1
TR R, AE R R e B BAE AR B8 BT SRt FAEF 8
AR AR ERE, XABRT, BEERAET B
FR T AR EYIE SO, to 0] BB A0 AR U A AR 1
M, W EX FAERES WX ERE ErhEg.

EXERRRERE BRI ERNE, BOEAEXT
TEE s MEE A B RIESNE— , BRENRAEELL
ARG, HiL, T X R Bg st (kR 5 #
R EFERNERERRSEN KR,

2.2 Akmg
. 10 »
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A KPS (ontology mapping) J& A [F] 2 B T~ S04k 22
[FE X KRR ER, BOARFFE T LHAARR A&
(A LM B 55 . Hovh, SR T LR A K 5 {4
WRXS, GERE B RS LA AE XX RAUE
MERR X TFRRRESRLRETEAEMXERES. T
FH AR REIRGEEEREAKEARINTE. FE -
BEARE, “M " AN R A . BN SCEBIRE ALK
BB R ER T A, BEHETEUHE, BY—Ff
B, 5 I S R0, SR BT,

AR F AT ARSEN I BT E X . thii, Pa-
olo Bouquet 2 AN {1 FI VY TC4H R TR B4t : Cese’sn, RY . X
AP BRE R T LEK e Fl e AR R, n BELS (THARX
FROMBEE R BXF TR E LR,

fh F LR I P A A (R A S P K, F T SR A Ak gk
FTAEBES= AR, Fik, A3 fbia RA RS 5
FERMBERBEIRERRN T HZ—. ETESMLERSE
BB ¥, S A, Namyoun Choi ZU 0 FLAH A8 K
LR EE T R EMERN . ERES AT AE
LS R EAT AN R IR A g SO RIS B ko
DEFEEATE; QORTHESLHAMHE; OORTHEHS
EXT S (DBRTHREEMYFTE. B4 EXFFE—F
ik BTFABEMF R EFEETAREN S — R
st —AH, FENATEREAE MER.

AUEE, HRiA G EHN FEEZERE TRENWR
T —S RRAAH, Hh, ETHESTAMEESE X
BITEEA] LAST B 0 3 TR S R AN E R R T B ST . BT
RIREME TE AR TRRN L. £ LhRM4 kit
S THE, AR LR TR A/ R, R S R A
HBEE,

i & LB R AR AR B 2 5, BR AT LU B 6 3 47 52
FRB AT , thigt R B Ak Frak H A k&35
2.3 AE&IF

2 A X S 43 A S TR A 4k o ST A A B 0% 2R B B
HESY, FEEENR . FENFHARERLEKALR
HIES, MRS NES. &M D4R IR EEE
Bk, JUATENMRENREERNSTSF.

— B T CIIE . Web BRI B TR I T AR IL AT
(ontology matching) ) BRE &, Jehr L 54K X F B —

AR T S AT AR B, A S 7 st 2 4R )
FTA BB R 7 i, — IR B EL R T .
2.4 EthEHF

FEREFHHREW AR AE A M BRI F
Wbt B — A HI AR C LB F KB HIE T A F 4
BAKWIHEIREZRNEERME. CAEKAT L R/ERFHA
HEILRGEM A, ta] B A RE B, &EEH—
BRRATFAREELETH BN FEEH ARAFERERSF
PR Y B BL 5 — 1“2k R 424 (mini-ontology) "1 (/NER 434
SRR AHBIEREK P U A B HITER . BT PR
B, AR ER— R AENF. BEEH 5K
FARZAETET A FARERFH AL, REEFANE
BEX ST AER 2 F g 3 — B A LUK AR B BB AE .
ik & 7R A R R 2R 2 AR R AR A R—1
Ak,
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AARA I R, BB Z G RIE N HFEERATE
SEHAE, FEPTZEHTELE. ASOAREART
HREI W R A 4k & 3 7 ok B 2 T T B 8 (Category) ™™ iy J5
w101 ) 3k F 7 =X 1k 85 & 4 #7 (Formal Concept Analysis,
FCA gy gels ) | #Eakie Ml FCA #f R i b MEEH M
sEMIA L A RS . P, FCA (S FA MR B Akl

3 AR ITIEMESR

AR AT LAGEF TR R B, RS Ak
S FRAR A I, X TR E RS R R (D AT
Q) ZERBS; DOBETERIL; (OERGIFHEIH . AFH
MAARER TRPHEHT RENAEERTRAITE, HP
MAFRA (an Ontology Mapping Framework) # 3£ Bl B J7
B®E B AT 8 % B #E #. Jos de Bruijn % ADT X 3
MAFRA $# i g4 (R 58 U R g ok, T BT — R i 4=
A HHE:., B 17 Jos de Bruijn A WA{K S HHEZR Fin
MBBL TR T A48 B T AR B — T Bk .

|
|

B
|
SR 3

[ emosmines |
T

.

Bl FHEERTEESR

B 1P i 4 B R B R ARG R IR, e 4
ARSI RN R ES SR,

1 4k ey T MEEERA A B R A AR

(DAETL SR A AR Bbnle. BEHRE %
B E LM E—HRRERTIA, ZERERA R RENT,
R HBRIACAE L L2 5 (AERERTR KEFE,
HEE) . HHAREYRES B ETA BN BEER -4 2R
S Sfe /15 55 R S o B 5K I A4 5 SR B B R DT

QOXRFIUE, UM B ELRERR. ARG
FARBI BT R T AR R TR I,

(BRI » M A AR B S R 2 (8] B R R HEAT
MATRR . —REX—SEPTIAANTER, B WETRE
BB

(DOBSHAT . BHRA TERRZE, F—S8 2 m
(E A B R A BT T o T LR AR RS R B Bk, T X
RAGIHLE, Wl LIRFEZH AN, MAFRA 75X —
TP TAEREL 5 P& LHB SRR RPN
e eRHOHE UR Ak i SE 75 B A L B A Ak B S 1000

O JaabH. FEPATHIEMZ |, BRI TaFRn LR
RUMATRIER . Flm, 4RSI B =E T A8, 5
FERA—HEREERARRE REFETEMIFAT B
RIHEB R AR R AR IR A —BURIRE,

ANRAREE B B AR AR X 5T, AR 488 ) 4 AT B 5
OEMALLT . iR B RAEEIH  IBARREN S TR
TEBEIRHAT

~
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S0 T 4 b LA DR AR«

Dk, YRR iR AR .

Q)TN 4% R T B A6 E A RS
158 (4 WordNet = 24138 FH 25 4 L B 8] SC3A i & 35D
AR B R B

() MBS TR —%. MEREARSESFHT
TROT BT 4 B R FRI3R 8L, 7 251 L e 45 1 T B 5 o gt oy —
#.
COFTRALSTE ., % T2 fofn B bR i #E4T AT 9LAL A
. AR RITRS AN ES E b,

AT SCH AR A A SR TR 4R AT LA AR R — R A ik
R, % TRRE LT R,

T4 R A AN G A E 2SR AR ER TR
FHXTENTHAT T LA

4 MAXFEEHNIREAMKILE

ERAEGERTREN
MNTFHREERNTH, HATEABEERRENAF
PROMPT®, OntoMerget®? , MAFRAP , GLUER®) #1 Onto-
Mapt” , B, REBR MR S AT R T — M RER
T EB A4 OnMerge®3,

PROMPT (J& SMARTS*41) 2 2000 4F iy £ E B #7130 48
KEEHEFEMR/MIFZH - REEHN THD, 7]
DUEERAFKRAFMZXENTHME, PROMPT B
Protéget! fiffifth , th B X} Protége AR GBI EHIY R, L
Bl Y 7 Protége 3% P& Ak ThEE. PROMPT g gt
AHE LA 444 B : (1) AnchorPROMPT £ — /™ A fh &
WE G R BB T B 5 (2) PROMPTDIff B M — 24 E 7Y
AR hEZ B X H 8 TH; (3) IPROMPT B H WA KA
3 TH ; (4)PROMPTFactor BB \ — Ak i B —E 4.
PROMPT BB IRBITREHIT A I HRER I A S IHFBH.
AHAMBUENXER,. B, FHEBBIRFINH T XS
HIAEZ SR BT = A W M 38, W42 W S 5 RS TTA
BYER SR% AR, E%. 7 LUIE D, PROMPT R{L
R—AAEER TR, B0 D EE A5 52 G i gD
TS .

OntoMerge & 2002 F i X EIEEE K¥EM R, X R—
MRS A KA I LA BRI, L UEA R —F
ARG BT, R B R R 2 sl A BE AT E
TEH. SHUBRE NG HIARBERBZFRSAMNE R
TR 4y, 4R )5 4 “BF A B (Bridging Axioms) "0 E#F 24
EHHESRS ., AXMHER TR, HIHEEF KGRI
B AT TS EHAR BN E XARIBHAH, REESES
INEET NP AR BB A R L., OntoMerge
FEEEANCMEASABM TR, EAHKNABREE
2 AR LRI

MAFRA (an Ontology MApping FRAmework) F 2002
FHEERRNGEREMEE T GECADBKAH L, ZB—
MERAE KAON®I 2 A ik 42 i T H.. MARFA BB i
TSR BN, TWEE HWERES ki
BERAENEH ., MARFABFR T — oSt ik
7 FHERE X BF (Semantic Bridge) , 38 X 9T 2 1L 27l
R—Mf F DAML + OILM 3R g 44K, 7R 0 18 X BF 4 4k
(Semantic Bridge Ontology,SBO), & X HHiiA T EBR#HT
e 11 -

4.1
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PR LA R AT R FUR PR AT 026 . MRS SRS

BRI HR LR Z MR, TREFEXHREERBEMER
Bz M EEE, 54, MAFRA B35BT RDFS A& ik
it

GLUE &% £ th 2 E 4 Bk 2 AnHai Doan, Jayant
Madhavan £ A\ F 2004 ZEBF R B, GLUE RE® % HAE 50—
St —Bat, ZARGHEBRERENHAE T G EXENE
MBS R TR B —3F B & . GLUE #i4k h—4
SRR RGBT LHSEE, FRAVESFI ARG i
BB sk tlg A RSt . GLUE RS PLess IR
Ff2E3] , BT AR Cn, M AR IERBTE S 4
%, FH-AIVIBRFEINIRBEBESREK O2 PGS B
MBI RERAE O1 FHRES A LA, R B|HRIISGE
B AR, WEHEMDEERTES B WL f#1T 4
A, F BE LA, HELEFHE ARNIH. RE, 5
FHENITHEAHNZTETEES A S B WAHELE.
AT Gtk (BA R RA0f HED 4 B A R EGE . HHE
PuFHE# P(A, B), P(A,B),P(A,B)fl P(A,B). H#,P
(ABHEHRE—-NLHRBT AWIEETART BRIE

£HBE, REETHFEER—REERX I MR

BHES AFBES BB MRS, ETHES &1
UERE, 85 ERAERAANREFERATRI—FXE
R4 O1 F O2 BIXE 5

OntoMap f2 8% i B — AKX 7 T B 2 —, 2005 4F
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HEER/RKEEERE AIFBBIR R A. ERSAERE
#4748 OntoStudio ™ i — 448 12 , OntoStudio {# F§ OntoMap
XA R RIS, 78 OntoMap W, BEHE F EE
For AN THs A AERE, B A EEEE
EARCRiE & L, ST E W MR B9, Onto-
Map ZHHEHREIE, X R R B~ ERE. OntoMap
BEEEUEATHE SR g, FR Pt ) 6 R D KB ST &
[EIABLEt. F 4, OntoMap AT PL X F-45 & 6] ity i 5 16 o Jigd
ERIRRH . i & “RETTUREREFTEITI - (H
AFERNEEREX BEERMBS K RE"HEE
%7, MREE X OntoMap B TELERNME L5 K
H(TRRRRNFERFERASEHEERARERANBELLK,
BRREFTHATHEYE. OntoStudio HAEHRR B B
BRET—IEEHN.

OnMerge 2EHR— 4443 T B4, 2006 F£H
KBERZHNATESATER. 2L EETHEBEEERS
S58azE, BESBEZMNELE, EReHEN B
WEBARBAAREGR, A#HZEHTELHE. OnMerge
B— YA AERT R, E T B Eclipse ¥ & TF
FEH Java i 5 H % .

4,2 THMLEBSHF

# 1 NERF R BLSTEE . oy EH Ex B EAE

MR AR E B T RIET T BT,

*1 FEERT ALK

TRALHK PROMPT OntoMerge MAFRA GLUE OntoMap OnMerge
BRI Py pen o pre N e
BA F A, BARS, B
¥ s f& y
REEE  mAMRE N REARA BARS M EERE AR T
“ hEHBERS) 5 A H B A
£74 Gt %
3 éﬂ: @ 3 A 5
wAAE  ETREHK 0 BTEARX LS BARE  ETHEES
b AR e g Ly 4 5 e Ly
. Protégé L . OWL,RDF,

HEE WETEER DAML RDES R F-Logic, OXML OWL
AL GUI BRIEE GUI i GUI GUI
xR

90 ty AL &M A % £ 54 F R R F 94
Ay EERMTUKA . pRAsERHEE .
N gy RTRWAELH EYN T LS
WEEFY  RoMPT %51 ¢ o
SRt MBS B AR AR 2 B RO, M AR

(DB FAREBRE TERERY REESRE, B, X
FESM AR E R T ER MBS, &L T XA E R

(2) BT, KEBMARBLES J7 2 — 3t — R AL, B I
—StERE LN EN T, K REXEBHFEERT A,
XA LAAE R R BT ST 18]

Q) ERERTEP B RBAKEIF N RE BT L.
P A R B E R AR RE RS R, FEA HEER
MBI, A A T RIS 2 B AL AR A 3.

~ (OBRT OntoMap Z 5, ik TRAEHEAKBREE, &

TS R —, WL RS SRR R ARk
R A LR,

(5) B FA KRBT i i E B R B AR B B 52, B

¢ 12

A B4 B AR R R » 7R R S A 57 R 45 ) 48 LA SR B
ARG B SEE B AL RIS R B .

(6) 4 KPS T AR H R 7E /DA AR & B2
AR, R, BRTHTA AR E R A T REA E IS
& — 191 . R E i FR A IR R SRR LR R, 2 X RIE 89
Afknt, X BT EMTERBER.

5 HFEMEEMKRNHRTE

RABAPRBUT B BRI P RRAR KR B b 2 B Aokl
H R, BRTE R, BT 80— M FE B KA,
PR A A 4R L [ BT AR Bl 2 BIBT R B k. BAR
SR NN S 2 RS R Y & L K e R N (3
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g, R T 1A 18 4 OMERR , 3 7 T T Y i WA FE 3L 2

[ii)-Si
E BT AR 4 B T2 P AR 1Y TRV RE LA R, P 4k 255 1 B 7 1)

FES:

(WERFENEGE. BRIENR, BB HAG IR
R, AR E AR B b, HRAZSFITE
AR ITERSBEAEFHEE, BEMATELUKETEL
HEMLRER., YR, EREN G E RO SHENRER S
X, MREHIEARKNME L5 BBE RN B R X, I
FBUE MM o AR, BERE O LU S B A 6 [ R
3k B kb7 AR B

B4, BRTH LA R RS I R X —E R, T
AT A BNt 2 BB, X B AR R R R B —
X2

OERTRMHGEE. 88 A ER TR R EFE
B4k, BT THMARYE, Bire R Lp Ak ERTH.

(X FHEME RAVEM . B 870N 7 s 2 HER
RMBEE, AR TURESHFTE, ERXEIM
BTG MAKT AFERAENHEEE, OREERB M
FEEEFSHANN A, 2GR L% Alexander
Maedche % A5 %F T2 3 18 B 1 4 (k58 B B 3E M #E AT A 4k
ERARATEM , B8 B M Ak 5 B A (R AT sk, R
WA ERFMERTHNAS .

AICAK, FEETE Y Web HHREE A THEBESTEHN
B, L B AR e 3 e 4 585 (4 o7 FR RT3 B8 B B B AR ik O B
M4 H 235 B R AR I B2 L I K e A AR 11 (R AL
THERF AR B AR, HETT AR A BB SR A R SR i F
Hik AFRERHLE BRI T, USRS EmgENgEd.
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