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Abstract. Digital research data management is increasingly integrated across universities and research institutions, addressing
the handling of research data throughout its lifecycle according to the FAIR data principles (Findable, Accessible, Interoperable,
Reusable). Recent emphasis on the semantic and interlinking aspects of research data, e.g. by using ontologies and knowledge
graphs further enhances findability and reusability. This work presents a framework for creating and maintaining a knowledge
graph specifically for low-temperature plasma (LTP) science and technology. The framework leverages a domain-specific on-
tology called Plasma-O, along with the VIVO software as a platform for semantic information management in LTP research.
While some research fields are already prepared to use ontologies and knowledge graphs for information management, their
application in LTP research is nascent. This work aims to bridge this gap by providing a framework that not only improves
research data management but also fosters community participation in building the domain-specific ontology and knowledge
graph based on the published materials. The results may also support other research fields in the practical use of knowledge
graphs for semantic information management.
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1. Introduction

The assimilation of digital research data management (RDM) is seeing a growing trend across univer-
sities and research institutes. This is visible from the increasing adoption rate of electronic laboratory
notebooks (ELNs) and other RDM software tools Petersen et al. (2020); Fink et al. (2023); Schröder
et al. (2022); Chaerony Siffa et al. (2022); Jackson et al. (2024). This trend focuses not only on the
technical aspects of data handling throughout the research lifecycle but also emphasizes the importance
of semantic information management in enhancing the findability, understandability, and reusability of
research data. RDM practices primarily focus on the technical aspects of data handling, ensuring the
availability and accessibility of research data through collection, storage, archiving, and publication on
institutional or domain-specific repositories Conrad et al. (2024); Lin et al. (2024); Rahimzadeh et al.
(2023); Strand et al. (2022). However, semantic information management goes beyond organizing and
storing data by adding layers of meaning and context through the use ontologies, knowledge graphs, and
other semantic technologies Schneider and Šimkus (2020); Schröder et al. (2022). This semantic enrich-
ment of research data unlocks its full potential for knowledge discovery and reuse, enabling researchers
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to identify relationships between datasets, understand the context in which data was collected, and assess
its quality and relevance for specific research questions. By making research data machine-readable and
understandable, semantic information management enhances the interoperability and reusability of data,
aligning with the FAIR (Findable, Accessible, Interoperable, Reusable) data principles Wilkinson et al.
(2016).

In the field of low-temperature plasma (LTP) science and technology, often characterized by multi-
disciplinary research topics and how experiments are conducted (small table-top experiments as opposed
to large-scale experiments as common, e.g. in high-energy physics) Anirudh et al. (2023), the interlink-
ing and explicit relationships between relevant concepts can be practical. For example, a researcher may
be interested in finding datasets that are obtained from a certain diagnostic device used to diagnose a
certain plasma source. This can be modeled by assigning a relationship between the concepts of plasma
source and dataset, i.e. it can be described in an ontology, which is a formal description of concepts or
knowledge and their relationships within a domain. In this example, the use of an ontology further im-
proves the findability and comprehensibility of complex data. To illustrate further, Figure 1a portrays a
setup of a table-top experiment typically used in LTP research, which comprises several interconnected
instances (components). Correspondingly, Figure 1b provides a prototypical schematic representation of
the relationships between these components, highlighting the interplay between the plasma source, the
treated sample, and the diagnostic devices participating in the experiment, which ultimately results in
the generation of research data.

The work on ontologies applied in the LTP field is still in its infancy. To the best of our knowledge,
there has only been a couple of academic articles on ontology development in the field of computa-
tional plasma physics Snytnikov et al. (2020); Sapetina et al. (2020), which is adjacent to the LTP field.
Notably, the first steps in that direction have been taken within the framework of developing a meta-
data schema and the foundation of a general knowledge graph for applied plasma physics and plasma
medicine Sack and Hoppe (2023); Becker et al. (2023, 2020).
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Fig. 1. (a) Typical experiment setup found in low-temperature plasma research. (b) Schematic representation of the relationships
between the components within the experiment.
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In contrast, ontologies are already immensely prominent in pharmacology, biomedical sciences, engi-
neering, and enterprises as a way to formalize rules and processes—provide a common understanding
within the corresponding domain Woods et al. (2023); Panzarella et al. (2023); Calvo-Cidoncha et al.
(2022); Yang et al. (2023). Ontologies have also been applied directly in RDM workflows and pipelines.
da Silva et al. Rocha da Silva et al. (2014) have developed the Dendro software platform for prepa-
ration of research data, on which the users have the possibility to annotate their data using a given
ontology. Schröder et al. Schröder et al. (2022) have proposed an RDM workflow utilizing the elabFTW
ELN CARPi et al. (2017) and the PROV ontology Belhajjame et al. (2012) to ensure the provenance of
the generated research data. Gonçalves et al. Gonc̨alves et al. (2017) have developed a web tool driven
by an ontology to generate web forms for the acquisition of structured data. It is worth noting that, in the
age of Artificial Intelligence (AI), researchers are increasingly highlighting the crucial role of ontologies
in enhancing the trustworthiness and accuracy of AI systems Allemang and Sequeda (2024); Fernandez
et al. (2023); Ronzano and Nanavati (2024).

This work outlines a framework for constructing and maintaining a knowledge graph in the LTP
field. The approach leverages a domain-specific ontology and the VIVO software platform Conlon et al.
(2019); Börner et al. (2012) to represent and manage semantic information. VIVO is an open-source cur-
rent research information system that utilize ontologies as core data structures. It is popular for managing
institutional research information such as researchers, their research outputs and collaboration networks.
Websites running on VIVO can be found, e.g. at https://vivo.tib.eu/fis/, https://vivo.weill.cornell.edu/,
and https://vivo.brown.edu/. There, VIVO is used as a platform to discover researchers and their exper-
tise, which can be in form of research projects and published papers. Recently, VIVO has been used
in managing other kinds of linked open data (LOD) such as historical architectural prints as found in
https://sah.tib.eu/. Additionally, VIVO offers a user-friendly way to ingest data into the knowledge graph,
allowing users without technical expertise in graph data to participate in its construction. This fosters a
community-maintained, domain-specific knowledge graph.

The rest of the paper is structured as follows. In Section 2, we briefly introduce the domain-specific
ontology used in this work, the VIVO software platform, and ways to integrate the domain-specific
ontology and data instances into VIVO. Subsequently, we present different potential use cases of the
suggested research in Section 3, specifically in the LTP field. Finally in Section 4, we conclude and
discuss the outlook of the present work.

2. Methods

This section details the development and integration of a domain-specific ontology tailored for the
field of low-temperature plasma (LTP) science and technology. The overarching objective is to establish
a robust semantic framework that facilitates knowledge creation, discovery, and management within
the LTP domain. This is achieved through two primary approaches: the construction of a specialized
ontology, Plasma-O, and its subsequent integration into the VIVO platform to create and maintain the
knowledge graph.

2.1. Ontology for Low-Temperature Plasma Science and Technology

The domain-specific ontology presented in this work is built upon the earlier draft Sack and Hoppe
(2023); Becker et al. (2023, 2020) and the concepts introduced in the existing plasma metadata schema,
named Plasma-MDS, introduced by Franke et al. Franke et al. (2020). There, the introduced metadata
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schema is intended to support the adoption of the FAIR data principles and RDM in the LTP field,
specifically for the publication of datasets generated from LTP experiments. Plasma-MDS is used as
the metadata standard for LTP-specific data repositories such as INPTDAT1 Becker et al. (2019) and
RDPCIDAT2. The developed ontology in this work, however, is designed to have a broader application
range, e.g. as a basis of metadata schemas for various RDM workflows and semantic knowledge creation
and discovery. In this work, we focus on the part of the domain-specific ontology for the latter case and
consider the first case and the complete ontology for future work. From here on, we shall refer to this
domain-specific ontology as the Plasma Ontology or Plasma-O.

While Plasma-MDS serves effectively as a metadata schema for describing and publishing LTP re-
search datasets, Plasma-O, as a formal ontology encompasses a broader scope. Many of the terminolo-
gies and concepts present in Plasma-MDS are also defined within Plasma-O, but crucially, Plasma-O
extends beyond data description. It establishes formal relationships between these concepts, enabling
automated reasoning, inference of new knowledge, and integration of data from various sources. This
richer semantic representation allows Plasma-O to support a wider range of RDM workflows, including
data analysis, modeling, and complex semantic queries. This helps in facilitating advanced knowledge
discovery and turning the FAIR data principles into practice. In essence, Plasma-O is complementary to
Plasma-MDS, adding the possibility of semantic linking of data and metadata.

In contrast to Plasma-MDS that introduces Dataset as a central class or concept, Plasma-O is built
around the central classes Plasma Study and Plasma Experiment, which are special cases and subclasses
of Scientific Study and Scientific Experiment, respectively. Both may share a similar set of relationships
with other classes that makes it natural to group them within the same superclass, i.e. Research Activity.
Formal expressions can be introduced to ensure the specificity of Plasma Study and Plasma Experiment,
which set them apart from the generic Scientific Study and Scientific Experiment. For example, the formal
expression for Plasma Experiment may be written as

Plasma Experiment ⊑⩾ 1involves.Plasma

⊑ ∃conductedBy.Agent

⊑ ∃hasTopic.Research Topic

⊑ ∃hasPlasmaS ource.Plasma S ource

⊑ ∃hasMedium.Medium

⊑ ∃hasTarget.Target

⊑ ∃usesMethod.Method

⊑ ∃hasOutput.Document

⊑ ∃usesDevice.Device

The first property (or relation) of the expression above denotes that every Plasma Experiment must
involve at least one kind of Plasma. The remaining properties relate Plasma Experiment to other classes,
such as Plasma Source, Medium, Target, Device, etc. This is consistent with the concepts introduced in
Plasma-MDS Franke et al. (2020). Referring to Figure 1b, these classes or concepts indeed generalize

1https://www.inptdat.de/
2https://rdpcidat.rub.de/
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over various components in the experiment, e.g. the gas N2 and O2 can be classified as Medium, water
as Target, gliding arc plasma source as Plasma Source (which is modeled as a subclass of Device),
etc. From the given expression, one can infer the experiment illustrated in Figure 1 is of type Plasma
Experiment considering it involves an arc discharge, which is an instance of Plasma. Furthermore, the
output of an experiment is Document, which may be in form of Dataset and/or Article, amongst others.
Subsequently, one can write an expression of Plasma Study as concisely as follows

Plasma S tudy ⊑ [(⩾ 1consistsO f .Plasma Experiment) ⊔ (⩾ 1involves.Plasma)]

which means that every Plasma Study must have at least one Plasma Experiment or involve at least
a kind of Plasma. Although in practice, this class also shares a similar set of properties like Plasma
Experiment, which are inherited from the superclass Research Activity.

The formal expressions above are presented within the framework of the description logic ALC
Stephan et al. (2007) consisting of statements about concepts or classes, instances, and their relations.
The symbol ⊑ denotes subsumption, indicating a subclass relationship; for example, A ⊑ B denotes
that all instances of concept A are also instances of concept B. The notation ∃r.C represents the exis-
tential restriction, indicating that there exists at least one relationship r to an instance of concept C. So
∃involves.Plasma indicates at that there exists at least an involves relation to an element that belongs
to concept/class Plasma. The symbol . is part of the description logic syntax to separate properties and
fillers. Cardinality restrictions, expressed as ⩾ nr.C, specify the minimum number n of relationships r
to instances of concept C. For instance, ⩾ 1consistsO f .PlasmaExperiment states that there must be
at least one consistsO f relationship to an instance of PlasmaExperiment. ALC also supports conjunc-
tion (⊓, representing intersection, concept AND), disjunction (⊔, representing union, concept OR), and
negation (¬, representing complement, concept NOT).

It is worth noting that Plasma-O, by design, includes inverses for most object properties. This means
that if Research Activity is connected to Medium through the hasMedium property, the inverse relation-
ship can be expressed using the mediumOf property. These inverse properties come in handy when ex-
ploring the classes and their instances in Plasma-O and later in the constructed knowledge graph. Figure
2 illustrates a simplified representation of Plasma-O consisting of selected classes and their relationships
relevant for the manuscript. Furthermore, Table 1 provides descriptions of the classes.

Plasma-O can be attached to other ontologies by means of reusing existing classes from them. Here,
we attach Plasma-O to the VIVO ontology Corson-Rikert et al. (2012), which forms the backbone of the
VIVO platform. The VIVO ontology itself reuses classes and properties from other ontologies such as
FOAF Brickley and Miller (2014), BIBO D’Arcus and Giasson (2009), and OBO Smith et al. (2007),
to name a few. Together, these ontologies are used to describe various different concepts that can be
grouped into people, activities, courses, events, organizations, equipment, research, and locations. This
encompasses the general concepts in most scientific disciplines and highlights the interoperability of
the different concepts from these ontologies. Some concrete examples include the reuse of Agent from
FOAF connected to Plasma Experiment via the conductedBy property, and Document from BIBO via
hasOutput. Apart from reuse, Plasma-O also considers class equivalences, e.g. Method is equivalent to
Technique from OBO, and Device is equivalent to Instrument from VIVO.

Despite being able to describe general relevant concepts in LTP research, Plasma-O is still being devel-
oped further. The presented work strives to provide public access to the ontology and related knowledge
graph going—with respect to accessibility for humans and machines—far beyond storing the source
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Fig. 2. Simplified excerpt of Plasma-O illustrating selected classes and their relationships with each other and classes from
external ontologies. Inverse properties are not visualized for simplicity.

files in a public repository. The suggested approach of using VIVO as a semantic knowledge manage-
ment system for domain-specific data and metadata (beyond its original application scenario) is seen as
transferable to other domains. With this, it potentially fosters the adoption of the FAIR data principles
in different interdisciplinary research communities. The version of Plasma-O introduced in this work
(version 0.7.0)3 consists of 61 classes, 105 object properties, and 12 individuals whose numbers are
expected to grow in the next iteration of the ontology.

2.2. LTP Knowledge Graph Development with VIVO

The core technology of VIVO is the ontologies. VIVO provides a user-friendly user interface (UI)
that enables end users (e.g. data curators) to create and manage semantic information in the form of a
knowledge graph based on the available ontologies. As mentioned in Section 2.1, VIVO comes with
the VIVO ontology and various other ontologies readily facilitating the creation of a knowledge graph
representing researchers, their interests, projects, and outputs. Additionally, incorporating new ontolo-
gies and/or knowledge graphs into VIVO is simplified through its add/remove RDF data feature. Given
the aforementioned features and existing resources in VIVO, we see the opportunity to extend VIVO’s
original use case that is current research information system with a more detailed semantic knowledge
management system for research objects in LTP research. Compared to other systems such as Semantic
MediaWiki4 and Wikibase5, VIVO offers out-of-the-box flexibility and simplicity for content integration
and reuse for both humans and machines, which we see as a big advantage.

Accordingly, we introduce Plasma-O into VIVO and set the namespace (or prefix) to “plsmo” for
quick identification of the ownership of the classes. Note that, we use VIVO version 1.15 for this work.

3Release version 0.7.0 is available at https://github.com/plasma-mds/plasma-ontology/releases/tag/v0.7.0
4https://www.semantic-mediawiki.org
5https://wikiba.se/

https://github.com/plasma-mds/plasma-ontology/releases/tag/v0.7.0
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Table 1
Descriptions of selected classes from Plasma-O and reused classes from other ontologies.

Class Ontology Description
Research Activity Plasma-O Any systematic investigation or inquiry aimed at increasing knowledge or un-

derstanding.
Plasma Experiment Plasma-O A scientific experiment that involves plasma as the object of investigation and/or

its use in various kinds of applications, e.g. plasma medicine, decontamination,
material processing, etc.

Plasma Study Plasma-O A collection of experiments with the focus on investigating plasma behav-
iors/properties, effects of a plasma on a certain target, its applications, etc.

Device Plasma-O A device is an object that is invented or constructed to serve a specific function.
Also equivalent to vivo:Instrument.

Plasma Source Plasma-O A device that generates a plasma. It is a subclass of Device
Medium Plasma-O A medium such as gas, mixture of gases, or other substance, which is either

(partially) ionized or otherwise activated by a plasma source.
Target Plasma-O An entity, which a plasma acts on.
Method Plasma-O Equivalent to obo:Technique: a technique is a planned process used to accom-

plish a specific activity or task.
Configuration Plasma-O A set of settings and parameters of a device or instrument.
Agent FOAF Agents are things that do stuff. Subclasses of this class include Person, Institute,

Group, etc.
Document BIBO A document (noun) is a bounded physical representation of body of information

designed with the capacity (and usually intent) to communicate. A document
may manifest symbolic, diagrammatic or sensory-representational information.

Dataset VIVO Dataset is a document consisting of a collection of digital resources obtained
from scientific experiments. It is a subclass of Dataset.

For a more detailed documentation to install and set up VIVO version 1.15, we refer the readers to the
relevant VIVO documentation6.

There are several ways to populate the ontologies with instances or data on VIVO to create a knowl-
edge graph ab intio. The most straightforward way is to use the data input feature. As a first step, we
create a class group, called “plsmo”, and pick relevant Plasma-O classes (and also relevant classes from
other related ontologies) to be included in the plsmo group. This is done to ease the data ingest process
on VIVO. We can then choose the starting class we want to populate with instances. Figure 3 shows an
example workflow for creating an instance of Plasma Source. It starts from selecting the Plasma Source
class (available under the plasma-o group). Then we will be prompted to provide a name for this instance,
in this case, we choose the technical name for this plasma source, which is “kINPen-sci”. Upon creating
the instance, we will be directed to the newly created kINPen-sci instance page as shown in step 3 in
Figure 3. Since Plasma Source is connected to different other classes in the ontology through the corre-
sponding properties, these connections will be automatically displayed on the kINPen-sci instance page.
Here, we can proceed to link the kINPen-sci instance with either existing instances or new instances. In
the example, we link the kINPen-sci instance with an already existing Plasma Study instance, through
the plasmaSourceOf property. A similar process can be done for other classes and properties. In addi-
tion to creating the instance one by one, which can be time consuming, VIVO also allows for creation
of instances and linking in bulk using CSV files. This particular approach streamlines the process by
allowing users to provide instance details like id, name, uri, and other relevant properties in a structured
format.

6https://wiki.lyrasis.org/display/VIVODOC115x

https://wiki.lyrasis.org/display/VIVODOC115x


8 I. Chaerony Siffa et al. / Semantic Information Management in LTP Science and Technology with VIVO

Fig. 3. Example workflow for creating an instance of Plasma Source.

Regardless of the creation method, utilizing ontologies within VIVO maximizes the reuse of existing
instances to describe various concepts. This approach is applicable to all classes across all ontologies
available in VIVO, and the created instances inherit the relationships defined within those ontologies.
These interconnected instances form the foundation of the knowledge graph. Here, we constructed the
plasma knowledge graph (Plasma-KG) by applying these workflows and incorporating data from the
INPTDAT data repository7 Becker et al. (2019) and various publications in the LTP field.

3. Results

The primary and most general use case of VIVO is to create profiles for researchers and their research
outputs, typically in the form of published academic articles and other contributions. This directly relates
to the expertise these researchers possess. For instance, a researcher might be linked to several publica-
tions and listed as experienced in specific plasma sources, devices, or diagnostic methods. Beyond this,
we demonstrate other potential use cases of VIVO within the LTP field, which can be adapted by other
domains as well.

3.1. Semantic Cataloging and Browsing of Domain-Specific Information and Data

This use case extends the general use case of VIVO that is researcher profiling. Using Plasma-O, we
can create a semantic catalog for research objects relevant in the LTP field such as plasma sources and
datasets generated within the framework of plasma studies. This use case attempts to semantically enrich
the existing solution offered by the INPTDAT data repository Becker et al. (2019), where researchers
can share datasets from their experiments or studies as well as the details of the plasma sources they use
or develop or related applications and patents.

7https://www.inptdat.de

https://www.inptdat.de
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INPTDAT is a DKAN8-based data portal utilizing the relational database technology which does not
directly support relationships between data points. In contrast, ontology-based software like VIVO auto-
matically interlinks instances of classes like Plasma Source and Dataset based on the applied ontology,
which enriches the connections between these classes and other relevant classes. This results in enhanced
navigability while browsing these research objects, which is highly relevant in terms of the FAIR data
principles. Figure 4 showcases an example device catalog within VIVO along with its faceted browsing
feature, where researchers can browse devices used in LTP research, including plasma sources and di-
agnostic devices. Additionally, researchers can navigate through various lists of instances based on their
class e.g. plasma studies, targets, media, etc.

Fig. 4. Example of a device catalog within the plasma knowledge graph showcasing plasma sources and diagnostic devices.
Faceted browsing feature enhances navigation across the semantic information landscape of the LTP domain.

3.2. Semantic Information Retrieval Using SPARQL

VIVO offers a user friendly way to ingest data into the knowledge graph. This allows users that are
not experienced in the technicalities of graph data to participate in building the knowledge graph, which

8https://demo.getdkan.org/

https://demo.getdkan.org/
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results in a community-maintained (domain specific) knowledge graph. Once the knowledge graph con-
tains enough data, we can construct complex competency questions that can be implemented using
SPARQL9. This use case is not specific to VIVO, nonetheless, VIVO offers a SPARQL query API that
allows a self-contained solution for an ontology-based information management system.

While ingesting data using VIVO is straightforward for general users, formulating complex compe-
tency questions using SPARQL requires some knowledge in the query language and the ontology itself.
Automated processes to represents the questions in a natural language into SPARQL queries10 Yin et al.
(2021), by which non-technical users can understand, are a topic on its own and beyond the scope of the
present work. Nevertheless, we demonstrate this use case in this work by constructing two competency
questions that are relevant in the LTP field as follows:

(1) “Who is experienced in Plasma Source at Institute?”
(2) “Which Dataset is obtained with Method applied to diagnose Plasma Source?”

The SPARQL query for the first competency question is shown in Listing 1. This query selects Plasma
Source and Institute instances with the labels “kINPen-sci” and “INP Greifswald”, respectively. It then
infers instances of foaf:Person (a subclass of foaf:Agent) related to the identified Plasma Source and
Institute. The query results, presented in Table 2, reveal four foaf:Person instances (with their ids and
labels) that have experience with “kINPen-sci” (instance id: n6807) and affiliated with “INP Greifswald”
(instance id: n3601).

Listing 1: SPARQL query for “Who is experienced in Plasma Source at Institute?”

PREFIX rdfs: <http://www.w3.org/2000/01/rdf-schema#>
PREFIX rdf: <http://www.w3.org/1999/02/22-rdf-syntax-ns#>
PREFIX plsmo: <https://plasma-mds.org/ontology/plasma-o/>
PREFIX foaf: <http://xmlns.com/foaf/0.1/>
PREFIX vivo: <http://vivoweb.org/ontology/core#>
#
# Who is experienced in the plasma source "kINPen-sci"
# at the institute "INP Greifswald?"
#

SELECT DISTINCT ?Person ?PersonLabel ?PlasmaSource ?Institute

WHERE
{
# Define the types of the involved entities
?Person rdf:type foaf:Person .
?Institute rdf:type vivo:Institute .
?PlasmaSource rdf:type plsmo:PLSMO_C0005 .

# Get the instance with label "INP Greifswald"
?Institute rdfs:label "INP Greifswald"@en-US .
# Get the instance with label "kINPen-sci"

9https://www.w3.org/TR/sparql11-query/
10https://github.com/LiberAI/NSpM

https://www.w3.org/TR/sparql11-query/
https://github.com/LiberAI/NSpM
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?PlasmaSource rdfs:label "kINPen-sci"@en-US .

# Main query

# Get Person and Institute instances that are connected with
# a predicate "affiliatedWith" which has IRI plsmo:PLSMO_R0003
?Person plsmo:PLSMO_R0003 ?Institute .

# Get Person and PlasmaSource instances that are connected with
# a predicate "experiencedIn" which has IRI plsmo:PLSMO_R0032
?Person plsmo:PLSMO_R0032 ?PlasmaSource .

# Showing the labels for Person
?Person rdfs:label ?PersonLabel .

}
# Returns maximum of 5 results
LIMIT 5

Table 2
SPARQL results for “Who is experienced in Plasma Source at Institute?” (Listing 1). Note that the names are redacted for
privacy reasons.

Person PersonLabel PlasmaSource Institute
n1951 N***, A*** *. *. n6807 n3601
n3571 G******, T****** n6807 n3601
n4703 K****, S****-J****** n6807 n3601
n2146 K***, L**** n6807 n3601

Similarly, Listing 2 represents the SPARQL query for the second competency question. In this case,
the query selects Method and Plasma Source instances with the labels “Cavity Ring-Down Spec-
troscopy” and “kINPen-sci”, respectively, to infer the related datasets (of class Dataset). The Dataset
class is connected with Method and Plasma Source classes mainly through Plasma Study. Therefore, the
query first infers the plasma studies that are related to the selected Method and Plasma Source using the
relevant properties, then finally, it infers the datasets related to the inferred plasma studies. Similarly, the
answer of this query is shown in Table 3, which returns two datasets.

Listing 2: SPARQL query for “Which Dataset is obtained with Method applied to diagnose Plasma
Source?”

PREFIX rdfs: <http://www.w3.org/2000/01/rdf-schema#>
PREFIX rdf: <http://www.w3.org/1999/02/22-rdf-syntax-ns#>
PREFIX plsmo: <https://plasma-mds.org/ontology/plasma-o/>
PREFIX vivo: <http://vivoweb.org/ontology/core#>

#
# Which datasets are obtained with the diagnostic
# method "Cavity Ring-Down Spectroscopy applied (CRDS)"
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# to diagnose the plasma source "kINPen-sci?"
#

SELECT DISTINCT ?Dataset ?DatasetLabel ?PlasmaStudy ?Method ?PlasmaSource

WHERE
{
# Define the types of the involved entities
?Dataset rdf:type vivo:Dataset .
?PlasmaStudy rdf:type plsmo:PLSMO_C0024 .
?Method rdf:type plsmo:PLSMO_C0012 .
?PlasmaSource rdf:type plsmo:PLSMO_C0005 .

# Get the instance with label "Cavity Ring-Down Spectroscopy (CRDS)"
?Method rdfs:label "Cavity Ring-Down Spectroscopy (CRDS)"@en-US .
# Get the instance with label "kINPen-sci"
?PlasmaSource rdfs:label "kINPen-sci"@en-US .

# Main query

# Get instances of PlasmaStudy and Method connected
# via a predicate "usesMethod" which has IRI plsmo:PLSMO_R0105
?PlasmaStudy plsmo:PLSMO_R0105 ?Method .

# Get instances of PlasmaStudy and PlasmaSource connected
# via a predicate "hasPlasmaSource" which has IRI plsmo:PLSMO_R0039
?PlasmaStudy plsmo:PLSMO_R0039 ?PlasmaSource .

# Finally, get instances of Dataset and PlasmaStudy connected
# via a predicate "outputOf" which has IRI plsmo:PLSMO_R0062
?Dataset plsmo:PLSMO_R0062 ?PlasmaStudy .

# Note: Dataset is connected to PlasmaStudy by the outputOf property,
# which is the inverse of the hasOutput property

# Showing the labels for Dataset
?Dataset rdfs:label ?DatasetLabel .

}
# Returns maximum of 5 results
LIMIT 5

Table 3
SPARQL results for “Which Dataset is obtained with Method applied to diagnose Plasma Source?” (Listing 2).

Dataset DatasetLabel PlasmaStudy Method PlasmaSource
n5263 The spatial d... n4109 n6324 n6807
n1597 The localised... n1186 n6324 n6807
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4. Conclusion and Outlook

The present work introduces the initial foundation of a domain-specific ontology for low-temperature
plasma science and technology, named Plasma-O, and its application using the VIVO platform to build
a knowledge graph for the LTP field, named Plasma-KG. By aligning Plasma-O with the existing VIVO
ontology, we expand VIVO’s capabilities to include specialized applications like the semantic cataloging
of plasma sources and datasets, and the ability to address complex research questions through SPARQL
queries. These enhanced capabilities directly contribute to the adoption of the FAIR data principles in
the LTP field and connects the often disjunct topics of current research information management, re-
search data management and semantic knowledge management in an interoperable way. The improved
discoverability and findability of complex data facilitated by Plasma-O and VIVO significantly enhance
the Findability and Accessibility aspects of FAIR data principles. Moreover, the standardized, machine-
readable format of ontologies and knowledge graphs inherently promotes Interoperability and Reusabil-
ity of LTP knowledge and research data. The presented methods provide a generalizable platform for
domain-specific semantics, which can also be used by third-party services, e.g. to annotate research as-
sets such as patents and scientific literature Aras et al. (2024). Furthermore, the methods are readily
adaptable to other adjacent applied research fields, in which domain-specific ontologies may have been
developed. The potential for alignment with Plasma-O exists where relevant. For example, Plasma-O
provides the basis to semantically integrate more generic metadata schemas like Plasma-MDS with more
specific schemas, e.g. OpenPMD for particle simulations Huebl et al. (2017). Moreover, Plasma-O al-
lows to connect the concepts from LTP research with adjacent domains, e.g. material science via PMDco
Bayerlein et al. (2024), and particle physics Könnecke et al. (2015). Most importantly, this work aims to
stimulate related discussions within the LTP community, hopefully steering the future development of
the ontology and knowledge graph.

Currently, Plasma-O models general concepts in the LTP field, which limits the types and complex-
ity of competency questions that can be formulated. In future work, we intend to expand the ontology
to cover fine-grained details of plasma studies and experiments (see Fig. 1), such as Property of Tar-
get and Plasma, Reactive Species (e.g. N+

2 and O−
2 ) produced from the interaction between Plasma

and Target (e.g. water), physical quantities such as ElectrodeLength and TreatmentDistance, etc. This
could be relevant not only for knowledge discovery but also during the experimentation stage of re-
search. Consequently, we plan to integrate the ontology and knowledge graph into an RDM tool like
Adamant11 Chaerony Siffa et al. (2022). This would allow researchers to interact with the ontology, thus
the knowledge graph, as early as the experimentation stage (e.g. while documenting the experiments in
the electronic laboratory notebook), enabling them to receive suggestions or reuse existing metadata for
their experiments.

Code and Data Availability

The VIVO software platform version 1.15 is used in this work and publicly available at the corre-
sponding GitHub release page12. The Plasma Ontology and the example SPARQL queries presented in
this work are publicly available at the corresponding GitHub page13. The plasma ontology (version 0.7.0)

11https://github.com/plasma-mds/adamant
12https://github.com/vivo-project/VIVO/releases/tag/vivo-1.15.0
13https://github.com/plasma-mds/plasma-ontology

https://github.com/plasma-mds/adamant
https://github.com/vivo-project/VIVO/releases/tag/vivo-1.15.0
https://github.com/plasma-mds/plasma-ontology
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and knowledge graph used in this work are available at: https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.14610064. The
VIVO platform containing the plasma knowledge graph is openly available at: https://vivo.plasma-mds.
org.

Acknowledgment

This work was partly funded by the Deutsche Forschungsgemeinschaft (DFG, German Research
Foundation)—Project Number 496963457.

References

Allemang, D. & Sequeda, J. (2024). Increasing the LLM Accuracy for Question Answering: Ontologies to the Rescue! Preprint
at https://arxiv.org/abs/2405.11706.

Anirudh, R., Archibald, R., Asif, M.S., Becker, M.M., Benkadda, S., Bremer, P.-T., Budé, R.H.S., Chang, C.S., Chen, L.,
Churchill, R.M., Citrin, J., Gaffney, J.A., Gainaru, A., Gekelman, W., Gibbs, T., Hamaguchi, S., Hill, C., Humbird, K.,
Jalas, S., Kawaguchi, S., Kim, G.-H., Kirchen, M., Klasky, S., Kline, J.L., Krushelnick, K., Kustowski, B., Lapenta, G.,
Li, W., Ma, T., Mason, N.J., Mesbah, A., Michoski, C., Munson, T., Murakami, I., Najm, H.N., Olofsson, K.E.J., Park, S.,
Peterson, J.L., Probst, M., Pugmire, D., Sammuli, B., Sawlani, K., Scheinker, A., Schissel, D.P., Shalloo, R.J., Shinagawa,
J., Seong, J., Spears, B.K., Tennyson, J., Thiagarajan, J., Ticos̨, C.M., Trieschmann, J., Dijk, J.v., Essen, B.V., Ventzek, P.,
Wang, H., Wang, J.T.L., Wang, Z., Wende, K., Xu, X., Yamada, H., Yokoyama, T. & Zhang, X. (2023). 2022 Review of
Data-Driven Plasma Science. IEEE Trans. Plasma Sci. doi:10.1109/TPS.2023.3268170.

Aras, H., Dessi, R., Saad, F. & Zhang, L. (2024). Bridging the Innovation Gap: Leveraging Patent Information for Scientists by
Constructing a Patent-centric Knowledge Graph. In CEUR Workshop Proceedings (Vol. 3697, pp. 61–67). CEUR-WS.org.
https://ceur-ws.org/Vol-3697/short1.pdf.

Bayerlein, B., Schilling, M., Birkholz, H., Jung, M., Waitelonis, J., Mädler, L. & Sack, H. (2024). PMD Core Ontology: Achiev-
ing semantic interoperability in materials science. Materials & Design, 237, 112603. doi:10.1016/j.matdes.2023.112603.

Becker, M., Chaerony Siffa, I. & Vilardell Scholten, L. (2023). Verbundprojekt: Qualitätssicherung und Vernetzung von
Forschungsdaten in der Plasmatechnologie; Teilvorhaben: Qualitätskriterien für INPTDAT : Sachbericht zum Verwen-
dungsnachweis. Greifswald: Leibniz-Institut für Plasmaforschung und Technologie e.V.;. doi:10.2314/KXP:188661007X.

Becker, M.M., Paulet, L., Franke, S. & O’Connell, D. (2019). INPTDAT – a new data platform for plasma technology. Zenodo.
doi:10.5281/zenodo.3500283.

Becker, M.M., Franke, S., Hoppe, F., Loffhagen, D., Sack, H., Skwarek, V., Tietz, T., Tschirner, S. & Vi-
lardell Scholten, L. (2020). Metadata schema and ontologies for FAIR research data in plasma technology. Zenodo.
doi:10.5281/zenodo.4091401.

Belhajjame, K., Cheney, J., Corsar, D., Garijo, D., Soiland-Reyes, S., Zednik, S. & Zhao, J. (2012). PROV-O: The PROV
Ontology. prov-o http://www.w3.org/TR/prov-o/. Accessed: January 17, 2024.

Börner, K., Conlon, M., Corson-Rikert, J. & Ding, Y. (2012). VIVO: A Semantic Approach to Scholarly
Networking and Discovery. Synthesis Lectures on the Semantic Web: Theory and Technology, 2(1), 1–178.
doi:10.2200/S00428ED1V01Y201207WBE002.

Brickley, D. & Miller, L. (2014). FOAF Vocabulary Specification 0.99. foaf http://xmlns.com/foaf/spec/20140114.html. Ac-
cessed: January 17, 2024.

Calvo-Cidoncha, E., Camacho-Hernando, C., Feu, F., Pastor-Duran, X., Codina-Jané, C. & Lozano-Rubí, R. (2022). On-
toPharma: ontology based clinical decision support system to reduce medication prescribing errors. BMC Medical Infor-
matics and Decision Making, 22(1), 238. doi:10.1186/s12911-022-01979-3.

CARPi, N., Minges, A. & Piel, M. (2017). eLabFTW: An open source laboratory notebook for research labs. Journal of Open
Source Software, 2(12), 146. doi:10.21105/joss.00146.

Chaerony Siffa, I., Schäfer, J. & Becker, M.M. (2022). Adamant: a JSON schema-based metadata editor for research data
management workflows. F1000Research, 11, 475. doi:10.12688/f1000research.110875.2.

Conlon, M., Woods, A., Triggs, G., O’Flinn, R., Javed, M., Blake, J., Gross, B., Ahmad, Q., Ali, S., Barber, M., Elsborg, D.,
Fofack, K., Hauschke, C., Ilik, V., Khan, H., Lawless, T., Levernier, J., Lowe, B., Martin, J., McKay, S., Porter, S., Walther,
T., White, M., Wolff, S. & Younes, R. (2019). VIVO: a system for research discovery. Journal of Open Source Software, 4,
1182. doi:10.21105/joss.01182.

Conrad, T.O.F., Ferrer, E., Mietchen, D., Pusch, L., Stegmüller, J. & Schubotz, M. (2024). Making Mathematical Research Data
FAIR: Pathways to Improved Data Sharing. Scientific Data, 11(1). doi:10.1038/s41597-024-03480-0.

https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.14610064
https://vivo.plasma-mds.org
https://vivo.plasma-mds.org
https://arxiv.org/abs/2405.11706
https://doi.org/10.1109/TPS.2023.3268170
https://ceur-ws.org/Vol-3697/short1.pdf
https://doi.org/10.2314/KXP:188661007X
https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.3500283
https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.4091401
http://www.w3.org/TR/prov-o/
https://doi.org/10.2200/S00428ED1V01Y201207WBE002
http://xmlns.com/foaf/spec/20140114.html
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12911-022-01979-3
https://doi.org/10.21105/joss.00146
https://doi.org/10.12688/f1000research.110875.2
https://doi.org/10.21105/joss.01182
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41597-024-03480-0


I. Chaerony Siffa et al. / Semantic Information Management in LTP Science and Technology with VIVO 15

Corson-Rikert, J., Mitchell, S., Lowe, B., Rejack, N., Ding, Y. & Guo, C. (2012). The VIVO Ontology. In VIVO: A Semantic
Approach to Scholarly Networking and Discovery. Synthesis Lectures on Data, Semantics, and Knowledge (pp. 15–33).
Springer Cham. doi:10.1007/978-3-031-79435-3_2.

D’Arcus, B. & Giasson, F. (2009). Bibliographic Ontology Specification. bibliontology https://web.archive.org/web/
20100630231856/http://bibliontology.com/specification. Accessed: January 17, 2024.

Fernandez, I., Aceta, C., Gilabert, E. & Esnaola-Gonzalez, I. (2023). FIDES: An ontology-based approach for making machine
learning systems accountable. Journal of Web Semantics, 79, 100808. doi:10.1016/j.websem.2023.100808.

Fink, F., Hoffmann, A. & Herres-Pawlis, S. (2023). Results of a Three-Year Survey on the Implementation of Research Data
Management and the Electronic Laboratory Notebook (ELN) Chemotion in an Advanced Inorganic Lab Course. Journal of
Chemical Education, 100(11), 4287–4297. doi:10.1021/acs.jchemed.3c00380.

Franke, S., Paulet, L., Schäfer, J., O’Connell, D. & Becker, M.M. (2020). Plasma-MDS, a metadata schema for plasma science
with examples from plasma technology. Scientific data, 7(1), 439. doi:10.1038/s41597-020-00771-0.

Gonc̨alves, R.S., Tu, S.W., Nyulas, C.I., Tierney, M.J. & Musen, M.A. (2017). An ontology-driven tool for structured data
acquisition using Web forms. Journal of biomedical semantics, 8(1), 26. doi:10.1186/s13326-017-0133-1.

Huebl, A., Lehe, R., Vay, J.-L., Grote, D.P., Sbalzarini, I.F., Kuschel, S. & Bussmann, M. (2017). Open Science with openPMD.
Zenodo. doi:10.5281/zenodo.822396.

Jackson, S., Khan, S., Cummings, N., Hodson, J., de Witt, S., Pamela, S., Akers, R. & Thiyagalingam, J. (2024). FAIR-MAST:
A fusion device data management system. SoftwareX, 27, 101869. doi:10.1016/j.softx.2024.101869.

Könnecke, M., Akeroyd, F.A., Bernstein, H.J., Brewster, A.S., Campbell, S.I., Clausen, B., Cottrell, S., Hoffmann, J.U., Jemian,
P.R., Männicke, D., Osborn, R., Peterson, P.F., Richter, T., Suzuki, J., Watts, B., Wintersberger, E. & Wuttke, J. (2015). The
NeXus data format. Journal of applied crystallography, 48(Pt 1), 301–305. doi:10.1107/S1600576714027575.

Lin, D., McAuliffe, M., Pruitt, K.D., Gururaj, A., Melchior, C., Schmitt, C. & Wright, S.N. (2024). Biomedical Data Repository
Concepts and Management Principles. Scientific Data, 11(1). doi:10.1038/s41597-024-03449-z.

Panzarella, G., Veltri, P. & Alcaro, S. (2023). Using ontologies for life science text-based resource organization. Artificial
Intelligence in the Life Sciences, 3, 100059. doi:10.1016/j.ailsci.2023.100059.

Petersen, M., Pramann, B., Toepfer, R., Neumann, J., Enke, H., Hoffmann, J. & Mauer, R. (2020). Research Data Management
- Current status and future challenges for German non-university research institutions. Research Ideas and Outcomes, 6.
doi:10.3897/rio.6.e55141.

Rahimzadeh, V., Jones, K.M., Majumder, M.A., Kahana, M.J., Rutishauser, U., Williams, Z.M., Cash, S.S., Paulk, A.C.,
Zheng, J., Beauchamp, M.S., Collinger, J.L., Pouratian, N., McGuire, A.L. & Sheth, S.A. (2023). Benefits of sharing neuro-
physiology data from the BRAIN Initiative Research Opportunities in Humans Consortium. Neuron, 111(23), 3710–3715.
doi:10.1016/j.neuron.2023.09.029.

Rocha da Silva, J., Aguiar Castro, J., Ribeiro, C. & Correia Lopes, J. (2014). Dendro: Collaborative Research Data Management
Built on Linked Open Data (Vol. 8798, pp. 483–487). doi:10.1007/978-3-319-11955-7_71.

Ronzano, F. & Nanavati, J. (2024). Towards Ontology-Enhanced Representation Learning for Large Language Models. Preprint
at https://arxiv.org/abs/2405.20527.

Sack, H. & Hoppe, F. (2023). Verbundprojekt: Qualitätssicherung und Vernetzung von Forschungsdaten in der Plasmatechnolo-
gie - QPTDat; Teilvorhaben: Wissensgraph und Ontologieentwicklung zur Vernetzung von Metadaten : Schlussbericht des
Teilvorhabens : Laufzeit: 01.06.2019-31.10.2022. Eggenstein-Leopoldshafen: FIZ Karlsruhe - Leibniz-Institut für Informa-
tionsinfrastruktur;. doi:10.2314/KXP:1883436974.

Sapetina, A., Glinskiy, B. & Zagorulko, G. (2020). Content of ontology for solving compute-intensive problems of the cosmic
plasma hydrodynamics. Journal of Physics: Conference Series, 1640(1), 012019. doi:10.1088/1742-6596/1640/1/012019.

Schneider, T. & Šimkus, M. (2020). Ontologies and Data Management: A Brief Survey. KI - Künstliche Intelligenz, 34(3),
329–353. doi:10.1007/s13218-020-00686-3.

Schröder, M., Staehlke, S., Groth, P., Nebe, J.B., Spors, S. & Krüger, F. (2022). Structure-based knowledge acquisition
from electronic lab notebooks for research data provenance documentation. Journal of Biomedical Semantics, 13(1).
doi:10.1186/s13326-021-00257-x.

Smith, B., Ashburner, M., Rosse, C., Bard, J., Bug, W., Ceusters, W., Goldberg, L.J., Eilbeck, K., Ireland, A., Mungall, C.J.,
Leontis, N., Rocca-Serra, P., Ruttenberg, A., Sansone, S.-A., Scheuermann, R.H., Shah, N., Whetzel, P.L. & Lewis, S.
(2007). The OBO Foundry: coordinated evolution of ontologies to support biomedical data integration. Nature Biotechnol-
ogy, 25(11), 1251–1255. doi:10.1038/nbt1346.

Snytnikov, A.V., Glinskiy, B.M., Zagorulko, G.B., Zagorulko, Y.A., Snytnikov, A.V., Glinskiy, B.M., Zagorulko, G.B. &
Zagorulko, Y.A. (2020). Ontological approach to formalization of knowledge in computational plasma physics. Journal
of Physics: Conference Series, 1640(1), 012013. doi:10.1088/1742-6596/1640/1/012013.

Stephan, G., Pascal, H. & Andreas, A. (2007). Knowledge Representation and Ontologies, 51–105. doi:10.1007/3-540-70894-
4_3.

https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-031-79435-3_2
https://web.archive.org/web/20100630231856/http://bibliontology.com/specification
https://web.archive.org/web/20100630231856/http://bibliontology.com/specification
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.websem.2023.100808
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jchemed.3c00380
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41597-020-00771-0
https://doi.org/10.1186/s13326-017-0133-1
https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.822396
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.softx.2024.101869
https://doi.org/10.1107/S1600576714027575
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41597-024-03449-z
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ailsci.2023.100059
https://doi.org/10.3897/rio.6.e55141
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuron.2023.09.029
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-11955-7_71
https://arxiv.org/abs/2405.20527
https://doi.org/10.2314/KXP:1883436974
https://doi.org/10.1088/1742-6596/1640/1/012019
https://doi.org/10.1007/s13218-020-00686-3
https://doi.org/10.1186/s13326-021-00257-x
https:/doi.org/10.1038/nbt1346
https://doi.org/10.1088/1742-6596/1640/1/012013
https://doi.org/10.1007/3-540-70894-4_3
https://doi.org/10.1007/3-540-70894-4_3


16 I. Chaerony Siffa et al. / Semantic Information Management in LTP Science and Technology with VIVO

Strand, P., Coster, D.P., Plociennik, M., de Witt, S., Klampanos, I.A., Decker, J., Imbeaux, F., Artaud, J.F., Bosak, B., Cum-
mings, N., Fleury, L., Ikonomopoulos, A., Konstantopoulos, S., Ludvig-Osipov, A., Maini, P., Morales, J. & Owsiak,
M. (2022). A FAIR based approach to data sharing in Europe. Plasma Physics and Controlled Fusion, 64(10), 104001.
doi:10.1088/1361-6587/ac8618.

Wilkinson, M.D., Dumontier, M., Aalbersberg, I.J., Appleton, G., Axton, M., Baak, A., Blomberg, N., Boiten, J.-W., da
Silva Santos, L.B., Bourne, P.E., Bouwman, J., Brookes, A.J., Clark, T., Crosas, M., Dillo, I., Dumon, O., Edmunds, S.,
Evelo, C.T., Finkers, R., Gonzalez-Beltran, A., Gray, A.J.G., Groth, P., Goble, C., Grethe, J.S., Heringa, J., ’T Hoen, P.A.C.,
Hooft, R., Kuhn, T., Kok, R., Kok, J., Lusher, S.J., Martone, M.E., Mons, A., Packer, A.L., Persson, B., Rocca-Serra,
P., Roos, M., van Schaik, R., Sansone, S.-A., Schultes, E., Sengstag, T., Slater, T., Strawn, G., Swertz, M.A., Thomp-
son, M., van der Lei, J., van Mulligen, E., Velterop, J., Waagmeester, A., Wittenburg, P., Wolstencroft, K., Zhao, J. &
Mons, B. (2016). The FAIR Guiding Principles for scientific data management and stewardship. Scientific Data, 3, 160018.
doi:10.1038/sdata.2016.18.

Woods, C., French, T., Hodkiewicz, M. & Bikaun, T. (2023). An ontology for maintenance procedure documentation. Applied
Ontology, 18(2), 169–206. doi:10.3233/AO-230279.

Yang, C., Zheng, Y., Tu, X., Ala-Laurinaho, R., Autiosalo, J., Seppänen, O. & Tammi, K. (2023). Ontology-
based knowledge representation of industrial production workflow. Advanced Engineering Informatics, 58, 102185.
doi:10.1016/j.aei.2023.102185.

Yin, X., Gromann, D. & Rudolph, S. (2021). Neural machine translating from natural language to SPARQL. Future Generation
Computer Systems, 117, 510–519. doi:10.1016/j.future.2020.12.013.

https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-6587/ac8618
https://doi.org/10.1038/sdata.2016.18
https://doi.org/10.3233/AO-230279
https:/doi.org/10.1016/j.aei.2023.102185
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.future.2020.12.013

	Introduction
	Methods
	Ontology for Low-Temperature Plasma Science and Technology
	LTP Knowledge Graph Development with VIVO

	Results
	Semantic Cataloging and Browsing of Domain-Specific Information and Data
	Semantic Information Retrieval Using SPARQL

	Conclusion and Outlook
	Code and Data Availability
	Acknowledgment
	References

