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Semantic Mapping Method on the Mobile Users’ Point of Interest
CUI Li-Wei, ZHANG Xiao-Bin

(College of Computer Science, Xi’an Polytechnic University, Xi’an 710048, China)

Abstract: In view of the problem that marked the POI (Point of interest) of the current mobile users with no unified
semantic ontology,this paper categorized POI and established POI ontology hierarchy tree for mobile users, then finished
the mapping between' the labeled POI information of users and the node of ontology tree by an improved mapping
method to provided a unified standardized semantics for mobile users to mark information. An experiment is performed
to evaluate the performance of the new similarity measure by using the labeled information of users in a period of 5

weeks, the results show that the method has high accuracy.
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