Goal

CompositeMatch: Detecting N-Ary Matches in Ontology Alignment

- Improve accuracy of ontology alignment
- Reduce user workload by more fully automating alignment

process

- Address a subset of the larger problem:
identification of complete matches

Motivation

- Full systems interoperability requires alignment at all layers
* Ontology alignment is a key component of information integration
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* Overview
- Takes in two ontologies
and outputs an alignment file Source
ontology
Target
ontology

- 3-pass algorithm
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