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Approach for tag recommendation based on orientation of motivation

JIN Yan-an
( Schoole of Information Management Hubei University of Economics Wuhan 430205 China)

Abstract: In order to recommend tags meeting the demand of social taggers after deeply analyzing social tag spaces and pre—
vious recommendation methods this paper used five indices to measure the users’ and resources’ motivation. After validating
the five metric indices it proposed an orientation of motivation discrimination model ( OMDM)  and designed an algorithm to
recommend tags based on the model. Experimental results show that the proposed method can provide more accurate candidate
tags than current mainstream methods.
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