91 12 123-137

National Taiwan University
Journal of Library
and Information Studies
No. 17 December 2002, PP. 123-137.
ISSN 1606-7509

The Application of Classification Structures in Knowledge
Organization and Representation

Tzu-heng Chiu

* (Ph D. Candidate, Department of Library and
Information Science, National Taiwan University, tzchiu@mail.lis.ntu.edu.tw)

123



Abstract

Classification is a way of seeing the world. In a classification scheme, phenomena of
interest are represented in a context of relationships that provide description, explanation,
prediction, heuristics, and the generation of new knowledge. Knowing that information
organization isn't equal to knowledge organization, the author first defines the scope of
classification and knowledge organization, and then describes the relationship between the
classification and the representation and organization of knowledge. At the end, four kinds
of classification structures are compared to show their abilities in representing knowledge.
In order to utilize these classification structures, it is very important to understand their
advantages and disadvantages.
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