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ABSTRACT

As interoperability between systems in distributed environment has been important, it has been possible
for various organizations to share resources and exchange relevant information. However, semantic
heterogeneity between the systems and organizations causes the problem of making their interoperability
impossible. Thereby, in this paper, we propose an ontology matching-based knowledge management system
which can automatically discover semantic correspondences between ontologies. Moreover, even though there
have been many existing ontology matchers, it is still difficult to directly apply them to the proposed system.
To deal with the problems, we want to discover matching patterns (MP) which they discover from two given
ontologies.
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