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Study on website keyword extraction for browsing recommendation
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Abstract ; It is very challenging when conducting research and it is especially difficult as it pertains to website brow-
sing and recommendation system task for selection of suitable keyword usage. This research study will focus on
proper use of website browsing and recommendations on how to select keywords for conducting research. The chal-
lenge is to leverage user behavior features, as well as develop an effective keywords recommendation content page.
The implementation of a comprehensive user browsing data, relevant extraction algorithm and algorithm finding
methods for new keywords were examined in the research study. The research study also proposed additional, key-
word recommendation methods utilizing large-scale and related algorithm approaches for domain-specific keyword
extraction technology and a query keyword candidate set were compared. The experiment results confirm both meth-
ods demonstrate that they satisfy users’ information demand. However, the keyword recommendation methods show
a significant performance improvement in effectiveness. The keyword recommendation method has a higher accuracy
and better recommendation performance.
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Fig.1 Framework of domain-specific term extraction

based on Web resource
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