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Abstract The leveling of technical internet domain term with its aim to accumulate knowledge that machine

can comprehend, which has been used widely in recent years. If stratify domain term weight, we believe that

machine can manage and analyze in formation on its own using the ontology. In this paper, we propose an
algorithm that allows us to extract properties of ontology weight from structured information already existing in

web  documents.

In particular by stratification of the domain knowledge that is composed of property

information, we were able to make the algorithm better,and improve the quality of extraction results.In our

experiments with 50 thousands targeted documents,
confidence.
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we were able to extract property information with 94%
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