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Recent Progress and Future Trends in the Research of Ontology
Mediation; Evidence from Abroad

Teng Guangging & Bi Qiang

ABSTRACT  Ontology as a kind of ideal semantic Web annotation system has become the undisputed facts, however,
open and distributed semantic Web environment puts forward the challenge to the Interoperable applications between the
existing different ontologies. Based on the relevant literatures and research results on ontology mediation in international
academic since 2000, this article expounds the relationship among the various elements with ontology mapping as the core
of ontology mediation, and analyses the hot front of three main development paths including ontology merging, ontology
integration and ontology alignment (aligning or matching). Finally, it proposes a research path, “ontology construction
—ontology merging —ontology integration —ontology alignment/aligning/matching”, and points out some future devel-
opment trends in order to provide references for domestic ontology mediation study. 1 fig. 1 tab. 34 refs.
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