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A Method of Semantic Web Service Discovery Based on OWL—-S
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Abstract; With the rapid development and extensive use of Web services, the type and quantity of services is increasing, to find a satisfac-
tory and efficient service among a large number of Web services has become a key issue. The current Web service registration and matc-
hing process has led to low recall and precision for service discovery and has much. potential improvement for their performance. Proposs
a Web service discovery method utilizing semantic matching degree calculation. It described the Web service by using OWL =8 to
strengthen semantic information,and add semantic information to Web services,using ontology reasoning technology,aﬁd then the simi-

larity degree of Web service is calculated, at last the request service matched the target service by using the similarity degree. Relative al-

gorithms and the Web service discovery prototype system are designed. The experimental results demonstrate that proposed method can a-

chieve better service discovery effectiveness.
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