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Application Research Review on Co — word Analysis in Structuring Concept Space JI Yu —jing, LI Jun -lian, LI Fang, Insti-
tute of Medical Information, Chinese Academy of Medical Sciences, Beijing 100020, China

(Abstract]  Using co —word analysis to construct concept space and realize semantic retrieval is one of the research hotspots in infor-
mation organization and retrieval fields at present. The paper clarifies the definition and significance, application and constructing meth-
ods of concept space, also introduces the connotation, application premise, evolution process, steps and methods of co —word analysis
technology. From many aspects the paper systematically generalizes the application situation on construction of concept space, ontology
and semantics relationship digging, in order to provide basis for constructing visual retrieval system.
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