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Study on granularity concept matching based on How-Net semantic tree
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Abstract: In this paper, semantic trees that had accession and deletion were established based on How-Net to implement
granularity concept matching. The concept semantic tree matching algorithm was presented. Efficiency of the algorithm was
proved by the results of the experiment and the problem of "key word obstacle" and semantic ambiguity can be solved much
better. The recall ratio was improved.
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<root >
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<node >
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<name >
ISR
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</name >
</node >
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