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

HE PR 2008Vol. 35Ne. 3

ETFiFEXHHRL Deep Web Zifj 5 A *

B FRE O£ F
F X 4300721

HEE
(REKFITENER (PEMZRITEINBFERALHEE LK 100080)

B E AERMLELERRAMBRAERMBERIL, MAELNRET E b2 ELRIPEARIFEORBR %, BT
AMBEHA AR mBEERFRERGH R KA T XHAWE L, W28 T P X Deep Web BE X LA 84 % &
P AR KT ARIT T P X Deep Web B R84 %48 98, 5 £ F P L35, 38 1 T P XL Deep Web P o & i o £ %
FE. FRARSST R PR o 8 B m e EAFER 989k,

X@H KA. BoER HEALER

Semantic-based Chinese Deep Web Interface Integration
HONG Hui"? LI Shi-Jun? YU Wei' TIAN Jian-Wei'

(School of Computer, Wuhan University, Wuhan 430072)1
(Laboratory of Computer Science, Institute of Software, Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing 100080)?

Abstract Nowadays the Web is being increasingly deepened by a large group of online database, while traditional
search engines are not able to make good use of such kind of information, which deteriorates the situation that people
want to get more and more valuable gold of knowledge but unfortunately with bad search results. In this paper, we
firstly emphasize the research in Chinese Deep Web as well as discuss its key issues aiming at the problem raised above,
and refer to interface integration scheme based on Chinese semantic information, with a series of experiment results in
the end that show good performance of our scheme and reach a as high accuracy as 98%3.
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