PRBHHS I

Journal of Library Science in China  engiish version

TR AL R N RS E Sk FIpLL EE A b s ISSN 1001-8867 CN 11-2746/G2

A
SRR, 2 e R SR I H T LA 1 R R [9]. P I [ 4, 2012, 38(5):27~38
R SR A5 M T30 H 76 500 TR AR R 5 R
Metadata Interoperability in Mass Digitization Project: A Survey and Suggesti

DOI:
SRR KA SCIR BT I e R b HARAE

W 3 3] Mass digitization projects Metadata standard Interoperability

SO HASCREGARIE G H “AE A N 5 SN ELS STRARNRIIT”  (WTH %5 10BTQ023) Jerhilik:i
Ft ORBSCERE A H AR RALZUITST” (WH %5 . 20000-3161107) [HRFFTHCRZ —.

e i
0808 ol AR FE A= B ) 510006
it LA YR M 510006

Al U H 848
A0 P 114
e

RIS SCHREC T 0 H e HARE bR 2 AEVES (5 BRI sRkeble D oAk Z [l Rt 8, ARG B0 AR AR SATE AT o S0 SCHR IR AT
FUs RPN U R BB PR ar PR R AR A . R B AR HaithTrust, 56 I35 ) AN P9 AR A4 iR
PTG H (R TCEO BRI OUEAT 0T, RIS . AR, BRBSURIAPY B, TR SR ST (0 7 Y A e e T
FAIIH (R C s HAERAE AR REAN 2 AL T 135 7). 4. 85, 25025

TESCAN 2

The conflicts between diverse metadata and information resources make metadata interoperability of mass digitization projer
prerequisite. The study investigates 8 mass digitization projects, such as CADAL, Google Book, Europeana, Haithtrust, Am«
Memory, and so on. It finds that mapping, integration, OAI and API are the most used methods for improving metadata interog
methods such as metadata registry, conversion, and linked data also play an important role. For metadata interoperability in C
mass digitization projects, we suggest that great efforts should be made in refined description elements and removed metadata
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