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Information Seeking and Search Based on Context and Situation
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(Business School, Nankai University, Tianjin 300071, China)

Abstract: This article reviews related studies in information seeking and search in context and situation.
The definitions for the two concepts and their relationship are addressed. As a contextual or situational
element, work task has been a starting point for many studies on information behavior. The article

discusses the definitions for work task and categorizes the related studies into indirect and direct research.

The purpose of this article is to help promote the research in this area in China.
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