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ABSTRACT

classification, advantages and disadvantages. Social tagging is a hot topic in current Internet-related researches. Then, it

This paper first discusses the basic theory of social tagging, including the meaning, structure,
foucses on the advancements of system model and information recommendation based on social tagging. Since social tagging

is still distressed by some shortages, the paper finally addresses the semantic improving methods of social tagging,

including concept analysis, network theory, common sense, ontology and so on. 63 refs.
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