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A Compositive Approach for Concept Similarity Computation

CAQO ZeWen QIAN Jie ZHANG Wei-rMing DENG Su
(College of Information System & Management, NUDT, Changsha 410073)

Abstract Ontology-Mapping, the base of ontology-alignment, ontology-integration, ontology-merging , ontology-transia-
tion,can be used to solve the problem among heterogeneous ontologies. To aim at the current problems of the computa-
tion of concept similarity, this paper puts forward a compositive approach. Firstly,the most-related concepts are filtered
out according to the similarity between twoconcept names so as to reduce the amount of computation . Secondly, an in-
tegrated approach of based-instance computation, based-attribute computation, based-relation computation is designed

and is used to compute the concept similarity. Lastly, a simple analyse about the approach is given.
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