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Abstract: The traditional ontology matching methods that use the ontology’s structure to find the matches do not really

make good use of the ontology’s structural feature, which leads to considerable computation redundanci

jng the entire

matching process. Therefore, a modified method named TARA was proposed to improve the matclsli' @; ss in this paper.
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The method firstly casted matching process by strictly using the ontology’s stguctural informatjo
was applied to overcome the inevitable defect that caused by the matcly ﬁ&

the method has good performances in both recall and precision.
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