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€ H CQP oxoyéveia

E¢atopikeuon EpwTtnong

O SuUVAMIKOG EUTTAOUTIONOC Miag epwTNONG ME
OXETIKEG TTPOTIMNOEIG TIPOEPXOMUEVES ATTO £va
TIPO@IA XPHOTN ME OTOXO TNV TTAPOXN
€COTOMIKEUPEVWV ATTAVTIOEWYV

0 H CQP oikoyévela

H E¢atopikeuon EpwTnong civai

‘Eva TpoBAnpa BeATIOTOTTOINONG

W [JEYI0TOMNoINoN TOU £vOIA(PEPOVTOC
XpNoTn oTnv anavrnon Pe Baon To
NPoQiA Tou
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€ H CQP oxoyéveia
H E¢aTtopikeuon Epwtnong civai

L

‘Eva TpéBAnua BeATioToTTOINONG
W |J€YIOTOMNOINON TOU EVOIA(EPOVTOC
XpnoTn oTnv anavrnon ue Baon To
NPOIA Tou
@ “YTTEPECATOUIKEUPEVEG” EPWTNOEIG PTTOPEI va
® gival akpIBEg
® TTAPAYOUV KEVEG AIOTEC ATTOTEAECUATWY

0 H CQP oikoyévela

H E¢atopikeuon EpwTnong civai

‘Eva TTpoBANpa BEATIOTOTTOINCNG PE TTEPIOPIOUOUG
W [JEYI0TOMNoINoN TOU £vOIA(PEPOVTOC
XpNoTn oTnV anavrnon
ME TTEPIOPIOHUOUG OTO KOOTOG EKTEAEONG KaI/N
oTo PEyEBOC TNG atrdvTnong

M cAaYI0TOTTOINON KOOTOUG EKTEAEONG EPWITNONG
ME TTEPIOPIOUOUG OTO eVOIAPEPOV Kal/f
oTO PEYEBOG TNG ATTAvTNONG




0 H CQP oikoyévela

ﬂ H CQP oikoyévela

Mapadeiyua

* AKPIBEG EpWTNOEIG
o EkTevr) atroteAéoparta

e [ pnyopdTEPN ATTOKPION
e AlyOTepa aTToTEAEOPATA




@) CQP ApxiTekToviki ZUCTAWOTOG
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9 CQP ApXITEKTOVIKF ZUCTANATOC
[poTiunaoeig

< DIRECTOR.name = ‘W.Allen’, 09> ATTOBNKEUPEVEG
< MOVIE.did = DIRECTOR.did, 1> TIPOTIMNACEIG
< MOVIE.did = DIRECTOR did and Eppeoeg

DIRECTOR.name = ‘W.Allen’, 0.9 *1> mpomiyAoeig

9 CQP ApXITEKTOVIKI) ZUOTAHUATOG

Kataokeun eCOTOUIKEUPEVNG EPWTNONG
Q: SELECT titte FROM MOVIE
p,: MOVIE.did=DIRECTOR.did and DIRECTOR.name=‘W. Allen’

p,: MOVIE.mid=MGENRE.mid and MGENRE.genre=‘comedy’

Q,: SELECT titte FROM MOVIE M, DIRECTOR DIR
WHERE M.did=DIR.did and DIR.name="W. Allen’

Q,: SELECT tite FROM MOVIE M, MGENRE G
WHERE M.mid=G.mid and G.genre = ‘comedy’

SELECT title FROM Q, union all Q,
GROUP BY title HAVING count(*)>1




9 CQP ApxITEKTOVIKH) ZUCTAMOTOC

ExTipnon MNapauérpwyv

evOIaQEPOV KOOTOC PEYEBOC
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P= {TTpoTiuAoEIg OXETIKEG e TO Q }
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2 e CQP Xwpog KataoTaoewv

‘Eva CQP 1mpéBAnua

MeyioToTroinon evOIAQEPOVTOG PE KOOTOG < Cyyer

Q, P = o0 ap1Budcg Twv duvaTtwy UuTTooUVOAWY
ToU P gival eKBETIKOG

E’J KardoTtaon, P, c P

E):ziy) MetdBaon pe Baon:

TO KOOTOG, TO PEYEBOC, I TO EVOIAPEPOV

2 9 CQP Xwpog Kataotaoewv

KaraoTtdoeig

‘EoTtw P diateTayuévo Katd @Bivouoa
oelpa k6oTouG: cost(p;) > cost(pi,1)
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— @ CQP Xwpog KataoTtdoewy

MeTaBaoeIg pe BAcn 1o KOOTOC

W interest( p4psp4 ) = interest( p4p3 )
W cost( pyp3sP4 ) = cost( p4p3 )

M cost( p,p; ) < cost(p4ps)

ME BAON CUVTOKTIKEG aAAQYEG

@ MepIkr TOgIVOUNON KOTAOTACEWVY
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2 9 CQP Xwpog KataoTaoewv

C_Boundaries

®don 1: Bpeg boundaries

ddaon 2: Bpeg BEATIOTN AUoN

TT.X.

MeyloTOTTOINON TOU EVOIQPEPOVTOG UE KOOTOG < 185

P2 P3 P4
180
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— @ CQP Xwpog KataoTtdoewv
C_Boundaries (¢pdon 2)

Avalntnon péoa o€ pia opada yia tn BEATIOTN Auon

-] H BéATIOTN AUON TNG ouddag

MeTaBdoeic KOOTOUC | MeTaBdoeic evdiagpépovrog

C_Boundaries D_MaxDoi
C_MaxBounds I D_SingleMaxDoi
D_HeurDoi
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9 [Neipapara

Execution Times
K = # mrpoTiujoewyv oto P

C ey = 400

\
9 [Neipauara

1000

900 /
800

700

600

500

CQP Optimization Time (s)

—A—D_MaxDoi

—i- D_SingleMaxDoi
—®— C_Boundaries
—5— C_MaxBounds

400
300 //
200

Number of preferences K

—¥—D_HeurDoi
)

100 — o
0 / R % 5
10 20 30 40

14



\

Execution Times

C,ey = % TOU XpOVOU €KTEAEONG TNG EPWTNONG TTOU
EVOWMOTWVEI OAEC TIG TTPOTIUACEIS (Supreme Cost)
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Quality of Solution
M doigima Py C_Boundaries, D-MaxDoi

[ | Quality = dOioptimaI - dOiyng

W doi(P,) = 1-TII(1 - doi(p,))
p e P,
K = # mpoTiynoewv oto P

C ey = 400

\

X\ ——D_HeurDoi
—{J— C_MaxBounds
—#—D_SingleMaxDoi
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m Eicaywyn Tng olkoyévevelag TTpoRANPATWY
e€ATONIKEUONG UTTO TTEPIOPICUOUG

m AIoTUTTWON TOU TTPORARUATOC WS TTPORANUA
avalnTnong o€ XWPo KATAOTACEWYV

B «2UVTOKTIKEG» PETABACEIG

m MNeipapara

@ VM:cMovrikg Epyaoia

m NoAiImikég yia CQP trpopBAfpaTa

m Evowpdtwon pe location-based services

m Multi-objective constrained optimization
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9 Experiments
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9 CQP System Architecture

Personalized Query Construction
Q: SELECT titte FROM MOVIE

Py, P, preferences

q1: QAp;

\SZZQ/\DZ

-

Personalized Query

SELECT title FROM g, union all g,
GROUP BY title HAVING count(*) > 1
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9 CQP System Architecture

Parameter Estimation
Subsets of preferences: P, c P, c P
W interest(Q A P,) < interest(Q A P,)

W result_size(Q A P,) > result_size(Q A P)
Q, = U q; = cost(Q,) = cost(u q;) = X cost(q;)

W cost(Q A Py) < cost(Q A P,)
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€ CQP State Space Search
C_MaxBounds

Phase 1: find maximal boundaries

Phase 2: find optimal solution

e.g. maximize interest while cost < 185
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