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ontology-based assertions and on ontologies themselves
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3.1 Operationalization: basic fundations

3. REASONING ON DOMAIN WITH ON-
TOLOGIES
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4. REASONING DOMAIN ONTOLOGIES AT
THE META-LEVEL

4.1 Operationalization at the meta-level
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4.2 Operationalization of MetaOCGL.: an ap-
plication to ontology evaluation
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