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Abstract The ways of applying foreign universities can be divided into two categories. One is to
take consultation from agencies; the other is to collect information about universities then apply
independently. Most of universities have their own homepages and admission information is published
through homepages. Applicants do not have to take consultation from agencies any more, they are
willing to search the internet for collecting information and apply by themselves. But collecting
admission information by searching the internet is time-consuming and selecting appropriate
universities is a cumbersome process. For solving the problems mentioned above, we proposed a
guidance system for studying abroad by applying semantic web technology. For providing mechanism
of inexact matching we proposed a new hybrid matchmaking algorithm based on existing
matchmaking algorithms. In comparison with exact matching we provided more useful information by
using hybrid matchmaking algorithm in experiments.

Keywords: semantic web, ontology, semantic web service, semantic matchmaking
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