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A review of information recommendation in social media
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ic System Equipment Engineering, Beijing 100141, China)

Abstract ; Social media has become tremendously popular in recent years, and much rich information can be de-
rived from it. However, the massive amount resulis in a serious “information overload” problem. As one of the
most effective methods to ease the “information overload” problem, recommender systems play an important role in
social media. Social media contains a large amount of user-generated content. Through the aggregation of all types
of new data, metadata, and clear relationships between users and by combining the traditional method of personal-
ized recommendations, a variety of new technologies emerge in recommender systems. This paper summarizes sever-
al key research areas in social recommender systems, including recommendations based on social tagging and group
recommendations, as well as the recommendations based on trust. It then introduces several temporal aspects that
affect social recommender systems, and finally proposes that the research difficulty be tackled while laying out the
expectations for future development trends in the information recommendation system in social media.
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HEE], 3F H =4 T REEE R B 5 IRk
T—AERKBEFRLR, M 2E RN 2%
A5 H P RMEM IR B B © A R, 15 BE
PR ST BUA AR Z PSSR , Lean ] M
u ERGIENE W BERTI AR AR PP
WIRME R R s TR R R EWMFE R, A ME
HE IR, TR TR R I AR5 B A R AL 22
BB R Y E SR , M S HERE RS (social recom-
mender system) /£ iR (5 Bl RIABHERFE,
& YRR DA ST R P R SR R R SR 3 7
B2 — HERGH TRGERRSHERERE,
It EHLIRTHRT B R RS R, WY LA SE B
PSR, B ok 32 ) 4% IR 55 4 NI T B
‘IZ]}L-['[SJ .

1 HREFT &

CHER[4] 5 THE REN — R E AL E
B C RFTE R (user) RS, S RITA W LI
FHRAP X (tem) RS TEEREIT ,C
SEAWMEEERE K. AR v HENS s
TR ¢ BIHEEE, Bl u: C xS>R,R B— 1 2F%
B (E—EBENIERR B EL)  EFEER
B L R X — NP ce C, RBVEFE v K
HIXR s e S, M= (1)

VeeC,s., = argserélaxu(c,s). (1)

R P A S 88 AT LA A — A [F] B B P ARAE
RFEN EREHRN O REETHHE v il
WHEEXEBN CxS =HE, MEEEFH—
ANFER L, X EWRE BH I u FFfE (extrapola-
tion ) B RS2 [6] b B30, 8 B E O
FIXTXFEEITA, B P A X X 31T T 3T
g3, BT UTE N X R b B 72 B | 0 o
FL P ZH, MR ET B & vE o B X5k Fl
FAPXERPEGIFT R TE S, B R PE 53 B R F08)
PR TRI , SR SMER . X RIP X RS
B LASR A [E] 0 5 s AT T , 1) e 2 > e
HMEM B RN T E. XHEFE T RN REE
RARBE 5 WA 6, (AR W E TR R A GRE
LUF JL#F: 2 F 1 A5 B9 #E 7% ( content-based recom-
mendation) ™’ 3 [F] 1 38 # 22 ( collaborative filtering
recommendation ) "' | 2t F %118 {9 #E 7 ( knowledge-
based recommendation ) " 1R & #:#2 (hybrid recom-

mendation) '’

D ETHENEE: EIBREAPC2%EN
MR EFEHAMNE LR RIEREE, BT
Schafer %I+ ! ¥ Ttem-to-Item Correlation F7#k. 3%
FEE el RGRRBEE AP 2 S HAP
X0 B B R AT, 2R 5 B TR B A P R S
Sof SR T AR S P R B 22 1) P9 2 b I DG i
(BAERLE) , RS IR R I HE P &5 R ) P e R
T REEERIINT R, W 4 N R R AT A TR
D RS

2) thlE R R T L 5 3% 3%
H % ( word-of-mouth ) B33 2 , 1R 4% 2 %189 F PR 47,
HER P Z B AR LE , T3 R DU P R 5
GHYE AP HEABREY S THR EHEER
o, AT AR S I A B HE 72 R 04T — S35 %
PR R IE R — BB R RGOk, BP
FT HAD P X — W AR ) B AR P T
. A LAAY s R R s TR R k™
AIEFETERP (BREEEXR) Z R HELE,
JEER B AP RS S — BT S P B
HTE SN E SR A TR PR iR E AR 2 W
FERH AR ; 4848, 7 : (neighborhood approach ) FI
[ N 345 (latent factor models) .

3) BETHIRWHEE RN RE LT LIERE
— 7R3 (inference) TR, EARELFER P HE
A S B A R B, TR A R £ X4 g s
FE R (rule ) e 47 25T 40 W0 SE ) B 4 2 ( case-
based reasoning) . 3 F #11R ( functional knowledge ) /&
—FpRT— DX RATH R R —RE AP AR,
REBMABRFRAEENXR, A THERSE. &
RRRTERE RGP LAY T T AR E
(ontology AARHIRFE) .

HRGHEE  BAEE - NBREERNMEE
B G N REEE R VR A & B HEFBORE 5 L 1R
TR R IR A SR g (Al T4 IR A 2 3. R 1E
HE BB FREY . UERIBES) BARERE
KA R E I TH B I E .

2 HRXEEFHEERE

AT, BRI IR0 P B A UL E &
AP A O1E B (user demographic information ) , F /2
He B ) N 2 (user generated content) 31 $F 8 ( com-
ments ) \HR4E (tags) I (AN tweets) 35, P 20 B
RAEE, HPHEE W E R E L8k Bk KA
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TR, BR8N E B T4 BOR R X B
BEAT 40T, WY LAAS B 5E O VA R0 FE A B A P B
(user profile) , HAN AL & F 7 X457 7€ X5 IR 4F
B8, M EAAS PN EEEENA P Z RN EE
KA, LA X &/ P E B R R A
84 (enhanced user profile) , BT iX sb ¥ , AL fE
RRE A E T AR R BN Y. B E R
P B4 ARG AR s, AL RS
AR B EEE TR M P R R, AT
BRFRHERR AR

BT EMSEER T R EMEHNEER
Bl A P RS R R A R AL S R K
A , (recommendation mode ) " R B —
WEENNEEMEZHE, R TEFE - RER, i
B FTESE R AR AR MR T BT
KUWEMEH, AT R BT RER—FFH
7, B 4H #E 7 ( group recommendation ). f F A f]7E
WEAEFEFEEGWTBOR B T AER, HtE
TAEE B #: 7 (trust-based recommendation ) H3E %
BE. WHMEHEZES B i AR R ERN SRS
PHERXREZENEW, X RUDHE BN HER. B4
SCKE S B RS B E B L EJUANE
EMRGEHETNE.
2.1 EFHSUETENESRS

ik 10 4F , 4 2b AR (social tagging) B 3R,
ELES WA/ T EZMA, HB T Delicious,
Flickr. Youtube . LibraryThing . Last. fm. Connotea ., Ci-
teUlike . Technorati Z= Ak & EH M 58, BT i
HHEBRP TSR RS REHTET B S
R TCARARE , I BBTA AP A EER B 8 W]
W, XA IS M DA B R B A R B
LSRN E R RBHA R MR R T
—MEPEE, ER MR ZER. 778
SUHEEERGTRERENE RNARXFIE: 5
BN P PR B, R T R P T RIR Y
R, 3 BB T R P Z B R AR A . 7R
U, B RE T 15 BRIRR EEHRE , i @
THPSREZE . ULHASRPZERXR 5
RN 5 REREVRRE. K bn 2 AE i # BOR B $0E
RIR, A W REFF & H [] B B4% Py 25 3L Ul R 3 R ik
BB HEFETR, B B2 TS in
(1314

RARGFKH: (folksonomy ) BAL & AUIRIE REEH)

ARG S HARERSE S, KA ERERA L
"L H—AxdEs, B F=(U,T,R,Y) ,UT\R
SHRER P SENRBERES,Y REMNZHEE
—NETRARWES, BB YCU T xR, HbhWE
TCEFRANIRE ALK & (tag assignments) . KA
SrIE R EEE— T LR 2 By RE A1) A,
A’ A"53rHFEIR user-item | user-tag F tag-item 5% Z&
AREEAE %53 2) Ff = %848 1% (third-order tensors) M'*"
Bk #8 A (hypergraphs) ' 78 1 Y 4 BRI =44
Z=(z,,,) e RN M= nFHEE 6= (V,
E),V=UUTUR,E ={{u,t,r} 1 (u,t,r) eY}RHE
A BT EGERHEE L RET user-item F 538
A B TE B ER TR GRS FOME, T R AR G325 1Y
BHEAR LR =T0R R, MREL SR E
REPHITEE, BB =TURABRERN TR,
RIERFMERMEE T EETHEE , XHETE4E B 2908
HRPBREER-WER, BARTZ4EBH
EER BN T EREST . BERREMRELE
X2AFEESRTBETE, TERNEUHBRER
B LK k.

1) PRl R ik - R G U R kAT
#fe#5. Marinho 2% S0 =42 AL 3 2 A i
6, B P s I A SR IR ), R R AR 4
R B IE] Ao U8 M O Bk, BEAT IR B A I FE IR M
Tso-Sutter 2" [FRE 4 = 42 I FE 4L I A - R
= 6], (B A A E R R D P AR RS 3] 2
AR P RIRERE, A R AEE R T E R
W TR T RIS 8B T B SR,

2) BT HEF MR X R 5 B AR R IR T web
HEFP , X R 5 s i 2L /] R AR R AR 40 8 T B3 45
A BB ARAIE e 2o 4 7 B PR IR S HEAT 4T 40, R 3
BRENRE. 2 T EEBET 48K H
PR HE 1T HE P 9 97 367 UK Hotho %™
FET pagerank HJE AR 1 1Y folkrank B ¥k, E T HF
PR T R ST H Y, AR OB ERE
ERpRA B P R

3) BT AR 5 2 KB RAEE
WX RNE, L L EFRN N EEEEL RS
WHTRBRIFRRHEN , REM R EMR TET X
AP R gy AR i B Tllig
USSR TF AR AR BT T .

B2 b, BR BRI ETHS MR TR EED
REGEPUIS T AL BUR , B3R 6 H IR R Pk
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iR, AR AFFIEE X B —ZE . R M
PESE, R PR TR R, Anfa] 4R 4 SE A HE 22 1 TR R, 1A
R Ao & atas ) 28 047 HE 77 B TR R 4 , 3 2 ) 8
B E R A AR 4R AL T T 75 1]

2.2 HEE

HRTAER R RGN R 1] N P, T
] —2H P R . (B S RAR B g T BB
PE—ZH R PR THERE, B0 , 1o — R ACHE R iR AT
L, — 1 FEREFRAT B, RS HE L 2
BT MR 5. BT BA — A EE RS, I0 MU-
SICFX"™ POLYLENS'™ INTRIGUE"™ 4.

HEFH B RAGNERFR RS H—
F143 , 3T 53 W70 [ B 2H Y & LI R SR AR BT, 285
RBITETEHREE. AEFEX T AEEN &
RAEET B HH N & B X ] — X 5 B R R
B RAER, &G LA X H N TR SR R L
HH——BIEE. BRI HEEOHREZER
BAERTARNMERARTEHER, FEACHE
2 F g gk —Fh R 4R B B (aggregated mod-
els) , XF K AP AR R— 1 BRUH,
BERERANAPHEERIENAFRNER(E
FRIFE RS RGN B AP TN NS
55— R4 B M ( aggregated predictions) , X FF 7
PR R TP B D S AR SR , A B
FIXHERE TR TR 7340, 28 J5 SR BUX e B
R B TERRN T BEEMRED A EE
N EXF I, 733 R AR B A AR W LU S
2 CHk[27,34-35].

Masthoff ZESCHR[34 [ 45 T 11 B R BUR#E,
15 ERE (plurality voting) 5 /MFE (least miser-
¥) VA (faimess ) 3T 53 F B {H (average) | Fe ik
( multiplicative) . Borda i1%%(borda count) , Copeland
FM]( Copeland rule) i $ = (approval voting) 5
FF > (most pleasure) \ A2 [ 4% FE 14 (average with-
out misery) \ 532 B H{H) A ( most respected person) ,
EREMAEHEN ANERREHE N — T HER
( group modeling) , SCHR[ 35 ] @i LR /T T & Fp4E
BURBSE UL, TS 52 133 B0 58 s 19 73K 58 2 i v
BB TSEBRMI N7 5K, BT AT TR 7 AR 5
BHEHRY.

HEFR—NBFHIE, B IARFERE
PRIk, T EHE— LB, Masthoff 72 3CHR[ 36 ] H B &5
THETAT5 160, )40 4o f PRASCE g 7] R 5 A0l R

AP EEAE R R SANEE, N RMES
R AT AL B B R B E M, AR R L
B BRI 2R R I A B R DL 55

2.3 ETEEHNERE

TGRS, B AIREZ B PRt
KRR, ML B SCBRE FH F 2Z 18) 38 7 687 AH [F 2 A
AEIHER, AR P WA B B CREER WA T
M, B B A S, B8 B A P AR
RFATHREN B INER. AR EE LB N HE
XI5k B & HEFEFIR B A RMERE A B9 F P R
i, AR TRk A A AEE. BRA
1R 2 LA A A 5 P P (R R R R AL ST, 4
Epinions. com.

ETRENEE SERNEERARRKEIAF
ATHFENZBRT AP ZEEEERR, TXRE
XA T ARG M4 (trust network ) SRR, BR T
ZBAPZEREERR, R R EPR B FENF
ETRAPZERNAMEEXRR. FREEEMEERLAR
RETEEMRERN 2 A XEHAR . FREEER
ETREEMERERNETER2 NMHPZRE
HEXR, BEXMEEXRRE NE, W RIEXIFR
M. EEEEH RT3 AREHER: ) FEER
(trust model) : Wfa[ 7= I P Z BRI AR (R FIA B AE
2) 54545 #% (trust propagation ) ; JN{i] 13 M 48 B 12
HEAHBH P ZEEER L) FEER: I
EREFBRIT RN GE. AL EENETH
HEEREFEEAREGTNHA, BRHCEAREXTHELE
B RHBI, RS 30 [ 3941 ].

SCHR[38 ] R 15 £ M 48 v I P Z R I AR AR 1B
BT BETHENEERBSANT 224 A
A M 15 HE 55 & (explicit trust) BIHEFE & EH
fRAESE R (implicit trust) B9, A& B A5 A EET
AP BN KT R EEIT 95 B E W
REEAFER R BRI WA #TEEEITS, W
REN— S HARE B B 3T AR,

) ETHEWNFEEXRNEE D, R RERE
HEEI R P 3 B AR IRIIT 2, R 45 BARF P #E1TH#E
7B E ) 7k EEA 2 B I ACE X B R
U8 a) MACE 28 o F 2 1 — 5 BE B P
X BARFIRIT 73, AR JE XX S PP A HEAT I A3, T
W2 B P B AR R IREIIT 20, RIEIT 2 R R
SR P B TR, P R R B E T 8 A
2 RS AR, Golbeck 2 132 14 TidalTrust &
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LEAERAPZARENGEERSNERR, E
BEAMHEFH P ZE M EEE. b) BrE 8 e kAl
FRUMRL BB, BB AR AR RUE, TS 2 B
B P B AR R 9T 4. Massa %7 42 1 9 Mole-
Trust BILRER — N EEAHPH A ZBEEER
Bk

DETEFENFRERRNEERED, BELLE
O’ Donovan S 7ESCHER [ 44 | 2 B E H:, M\ Profile I
Ttem 2 N HHEE & H P Z B EEME, B EEER
NG T R URAESR o, S B S8 R R . 34
FESCHER[45 ] 1, Ma SR [RS8 T AP Z MG
ERRMEREE P MR R, B EEMNE S
BIEEA user-item 4R BEATHEZRAE M R o0 , R
JEHITEBERE, KRG REAMTERAR
TR R R, TR A Y B ML H AT B O s A
E-y=

ETEENEEE SR E LV SR EaE
FHBIERE A 5 3, B R N G EmERE
HA PR, B B HERH P T4 3P - A
R E G BES RGN EE ML, 5 BB RIERS B
WA MFERR, W 5B e R EE
W48 = — N EER A, T L b B ie &
KH EIMEZ — 2 AT LLIRAG 8 5 K, A A T 3f
KEIHFEANBIF.
2.4 EREFHMHHEER

RERHIHER RGER AN T iR R 2, P A
TG RS R, B P ARIRS A, IHE A
FORRIRSB I, JLHEFE R Twitter ,Facebook 53X Fikt:
SR X AR RT AR SEA B, IX SR S
JADGERER AR, PR ey AR B i) PR R B9 R Mok
FREECEIVER R B T — T EEN PR IRE
AICFEENRE 2 A EEE : ]3] /)% (temporal dy-
namic ) FIRHE] 2444 (temporal diversity).

T Ao R B O [ R TR A P 2 i 2%
X, TP T4 S S8 WO I8 T A [) g i ], R b e
R R PSRN R B A SRl E L, X2 —
AE KRB HEER. Koren ™ 2T B Rl U8 9 2 Ry %,
7e PR o EEAR S P R 2 (user biases ) L X B4
2= (Ttem biases ) 1 Ff J* 2%# ( User preferences ) [ i
AR AL, B B A EHE 52 B — L2 52 e F P A 5 1Y
KRR, AR EER P W EE T PR 2 (user
biases) X} 212 (Item biases) BB [E] 254k, R % jB
TRPTAHREAREFERL, B R R —EE

INEEAEIXT G KB X &, BT X 2 FBLEIZE Netflix
FIEE P T SE R, 19 B O 45 SR AR LA SE FR T R) 2
WA EE A T BE 5. Dror % F| f] Koren 7£3C
BRL46 ] H $2 1 19 5 s 217 58 40 7 B R 1 B ) 31 )
ZEPE,7E Yahoo HARMERE LK, B TELY
P55, Xiang 257 23 B % P 096 39 A 40 S04 27
BEATEREE 8 P — B 2 2 B B e B O K AR
I K P X — B 280 B2 1 ( session ) SERAE Ky 48 3
TREF , S B BAR I T B HE R , Sl 4 SRR
W7 EE S T 58 B v 2.

BAMEREE SR, AR B EE R ET XA
PHTERNHEE, B EREE TP X
FHARG L E N, Lathia 25813 3 Netflix 203 2
7500, KB RIH CF #EEFERERA R EH
4, BR7E A Ia) b 25 5 7= AE M IR B HE 22 i iR 3R T
3 PR, FERA PRI R R T,
BERS T ZHME.

B B S5 FAE AR RO 1 A 2 S vt 1] B R O BR T
B> U] 58 G e A R _E X R P B AT A
TEHEIRDE B HEEN R R 2, B er=4AH
B, B RS RR [R .

3 KEREZ

TEEBRMIVR & R4S K, &K E B H 22
Jik, 7 B BRI ERR A E , EERRPIARR
R MR R B B T IR —. AR, B B
EAR AR REE T P RER LS SR 3 T
LA BR R HAE R A, 7 2N W 58 3 AR 2. IR I
WA ST IR B R , T 77 A ) P 7 R B 2
B AR P IR R A X B R K
KIEE RGN AT AEMER P HEESR,
ERCEBAEARFF T F 8 — AR, B
BALPFBR , At i TAHZEERRAE B B4
R, WA — LB PR, (Bt R R B9 BT
IR T BRI«

1) W Rk . W2 T IR R
B b, (AR A P 7 ax 6 R B Y ShAS SR,

2) AP BRAARRY. RE R P 88 8RR,
H] BELE A PO BR A R R, b 2R AR A P BB A
SHCEEHPAA.

3) HEFE B A A A A 7 4 (serendipity ) . F
BAEFERPELRA WML, MAFKSE T T
LIRS A R , R B A 25 8 — L SRR
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% ¥ #M BT1%

YR

4) B GURHESE. S R A R BARERR
g TR, e R AN Rl SU B ER R , 7T LA TR ok oAy
TRALTE 2 G AR BHERE.

S)RTRIT BN KA SR E, T
SEAF RSN P B9 IR SR, T DURTE P B9 AL B i TR
FHRGE L, REEM LR HEE.

AR RENA XK, B BEH A Sl R &
i, {8 BRTPTSEE R ARZ I ES , b LA
FRBRGERAFERB AL, R Z T
BERERE BT, BRAXE M RERE THE
HE Y BAAS BB LR E TR
FENOUCERERIBAE T BE B, AR T 8w
HEE BB, BRiR AR R A
FHwmEAIANEE, EEI TP
M5, EERXOHE H OB/, 7T T/HK
BHA AL RN P , 7 ZHBIE R RS
ARAS M B T B AR A B — 23 5 B A A
RBHIBRRITHESR , BF S N R RS FIEER
AR B SER HE FR A — AR BT FE B

PREEE X L8 R B ) BT IR, R RS T
IR b AR B R AR . 2B R IR SUR B BT
HRMBEHTHN S, FEAERG R &
FRKGEE, DS +E 4SRRI EL
BHREIBISE.
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