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Ontology Mapping for Multi-strategies Based on Credibility

ZENG Fan-zhi
(Department of Information Engineering, Hunan Engineering Polytechnic, Changsha 410114)

[Abstract] Aiming at the problems of many strategies can not do different operations on ontology mapping according to the differences existed in
ontology and they are distributed the irrational weights when integrating each strategy, this paper proposes a new ontology mapping method. In this
method, different mapping strategies do different process according to the character of mapping task, and the credibility of different strategies is
computed in the process of mapping, the different strategies are assembled by the credibility, get the final mapping results. Experimental results show
that this method can improve the recall and precision of ontology mapping while maintaining currency and stability.
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