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Multi-layer matching method on semantic Web services
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Abstract: Most existing semantic Web service discovery methods adopt match degree to select desired services, which are

coarse in granularity, and neglect the match of Quality of Service (QoS). This study expanded Ontology Web Language for

Services (OWL-S) language at first to increase the description of QoS, then proposed five layer three stage of matching process,

and adopt semantic similarity to match. The discovery method can guarantee the precision and recall in matchmaking.
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