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Design of Retrieval System based on XMDR for Data Interoperability in a Web
Environment
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ABSTRACT

Recently enterprises introduce EAI systems and legacy business which already obtained for data integration among legacy systems. EAI
systems in cooperative transaction environment can be expected efficient retrieval as sharing and integrating. However existing legacy systems
have to introduce particular EAI solution because it is difficult to adjust standard technology to EAI due to be managed independently without
considering interoperability. For solving these problems we use metadata registry using data integration. Various types, semantic specification,
data heterogeneity and heterogeneity of systems, however, are occurred. Therefore retrieval system based on XMDR(eXtended Meta-Data
Registry) for data interoperability in the web environment are proposed in this paper.
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