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ABSTRACT

A collaborative filtering-based recommender system is a method that gives priority to items preferred by similar neighbors when
providing recommended items for the current user. The similarity measure is very important for the performance of the system. In this
study, a genetic algorithm was used to calculate the similarity value between users that resulfs in optimal performance. In particular,
the genetic algorithm was run separately for each rated item feature to improve prediction accuracy performance. Through
performance experiments, the optimal probabilities of the genetic algorithm operators were obtained, and as a result of experiments
using fwo types of public datfasets, it was confirmed that the prediction performance of the proposed method was superior fo that
of existing methods, especially in a sparse data environment. The results of this sfudy can improve the accuracy of personalized
recommendations and be effectively applied in real-world applications with large-scale user and item data.

= keyword : recommender system, collaborative filtering, similarity measure, genetic algorithm

1.4 2 S & ATH2l CBFE AHEAF A% 55 did o8&
v g A3 E sty 5 FHAY =AM, &
AR} A AFEAELS QFE A O 2 B AZ 3t Aju) A WE, w2 AR, ) 2O, 35 54 s 248
28 Qs A9 ojfF2 AL vk FH AIRFH L 9 mEbA, A4S ARV Qe 27] @A FH Ages
A ARL =7] 9ok RO @ ALERY AT E o] =3 BT & Qiok T3 AR A AsPd U8k
o2 AolstE Zelx= Azah dx) ARAAN FH Y2EE AEKHOE Agdvhs TARE 9
oM FH A2E S d] ARt i, dukH e CF= ole g W 71wk e o] EAdES sl 4 7t
2 74 §HE Hop= Sof A & AF Solthl S, 1 olfre AFEAES] ARE 7 fAM S 7]
FH ALE ] FES flste] o8 7R WA Sl o ez &7] molr2). Al S0, F AHEAF At B
FEo) stvk A o2, g 714 B Y (content-based A5 gEgo] wlg FAE w, weF AHEAF B7F F5 k
filtering, CBP)? §¥ €] (collaborative filtering, CF)< 2 Assintd, ol ARA AdAl Sk WAl
ok mEbA, AR S42 CF Al2" e Al v F
! Dept. of Computer Education, Gyeongin National University of 83 RS Sl Bt HESl A HELQ?J FEBIAL
Education, Anyang, 13910, Korea. CF= 919} 7+ o]HOo & ¢l W sHA B A

* Corresponding author (sjlec@ginacks) Aol B4E wop grom, A7) viwe] /) /)&% By
[Received 8 July 2024, Reviewed 25 July 2024(R1 20 September ~ - . ! o oy

202'4), Accepted 4 October 202'4] 7]‘{‘1’ 7]E‘E 'E*‘IT%E]' = O], E’_E:L_ 7]‘%} 7]52 ‘c!)’] 0]—0:]
Journal of Internet Computing and Services(JICS) 2024. Oct.: 25(5): 87-9%4 87

http://dx.doi.org/10.7472/jksii.2024.25.5.87



G TR AR @TAFE A
WolAet MES Rd, Fe2Ey 2, o
ZEA 2 BY So] vz A2 9 7]
A&7} kst AAS o] 43F Axl 89

e
)
Ju

o U -

e ¥
10 ot ofo N,
o) rlo o

2oy |

>~
>
oo
>
B
OEL’
L
o~
©
PE
12t o
o
= g%
b ol o
> e By
o o o
- mlo
Jfr
ol o ot
o= <
e~ fi
R
N T i
@2 T

£ o

ox il
LA
2 o
£
NN
oE
rlo oot
(S
p
fd
N :LO
r:;: <
J
< b
o ox
~
“ G
Mo =
BN
- o
oE =4
N o 2 o dlo |o

:IL_‘z
i}
ro
40 -
>~
>
H‘l
FL
i
ol

A A9 ojH g 52 3 .
A2E Aes A9oke wlg 23 840t 7t
2208 yo]& Ab(Pearson Correlation), FAFS] A}
=(Cosine Similarity), A+7+E. A =(Jaccard Similarity)
&8 = A (Buclidean Distance) 5°] AFEE 101, 9]
2 §% ¢ A YHEE NI ATH36]718]O]-
J8d, 47 fAME 4 WS dlolEle] EA9 &
o el g2 AeS Holn, A-d Wi HdEs)
9

o o

ML= AMEAF T & PE s

71ER 22 FElzgo] ofd {4k ¢ Iﬂ % (Genetic
Algorithm, GA)& &-&-3pH, AME-ALe] w37} &= o
3 = A5S AFE FFE AT GAS FH A
AFe BA gor, fityd &
l 50 R &8 o= F3] &
EAE AR 7F AR E
oE g Aves 71 st

“o =
7} 8 EAQEE GAE &3t fAIRE AMEsith A
T AYE A, sl g E8E= T diolH
Ag o) g9 o, A8 A Aot L & s ¥
o ot 7|E WHES FUIetAeH, 53] 84 do
B 3AA B $5% AT P Bk
=29 AL v 2k 280 ME CFY fAKE
2z 2 GASE FHEE 71E AT AHE S 37
M At MRS sl 4%dA e A4E AFE
v W A AEH, 53X =R AES Wtk
2. #H A+

WEE 71uke] CF Al2"e TA &5 7wk HE
(item-based filtering)Z} AFE-2F 7]%F ¥ 3 (user-based
filtering)¢] + FP 22 P HATh M) 739 5 749

<} —%'4 3l E}ﬂ/‘* Prxﬂ(scalablhty problem)g} A
28 AHEAF EAl(new user problem)E 3 Ast= A0l
UAEE, ALE2E 715 FEES FASE dEETES
FAEZ NZE FE FHo AT dE F Ut

[e]

[1]14]. ¥4 f‘x}* 7H Ji}% FHS AFst
4

Ae Awely, AHQ HA4
ofe] Thort WHES) AL ALEATHI). Bag 9 2
e #x HoE BN AT FAF AGAES 4
Wal] 9ol AHgtel BE 7k e E Testel AR
& FAE B4 2 B ANE FAES A

ciel. 131912 6&% s AL 710 Crel A 2

o
o AL (1312 A

R q
1= ‘41:7]_ %é—aﬁo]; 7(14,].%40]_]‘ zlx% o] 1749_
H

°

_l

n)
Ho
| X
™
ol
ok,
£
>
>
ID
P
mln
L
ot
offt
o,
N
N
O?L’
o
il
=
)
(o3
e
)

et HH?% 37t ao]'%a 31343}"1 AREALS] H7F AR
P EA At FALEE HA3EATHT). o] wol [8]9] A
Tl trl e 71E Al A"l A F8he T E/9
e TFRE HolAA A7 kel F A As
3ol gk & ’\‘i% 271 98l vF 58 s F
3]'%153] AMZL FARE R 2A 7152 HAE A
T =4 293} Bhattacharyya Al52] 32 A A5t 7]
E 51 47 e dF AYEE FolA aith
7189 9 frAke 34 WS MR bE 549
o[BIl B Aet e HolAl ¥oE = [14]9] ¢
=S Nde7] A, 34 A
o] gstet 35 Wt gETe] FF HAE K3 MER
Ag g A9 AR HEE ARSI ¢ 9]¢
e 7]*‘— ] Uﬂl?_ﬂ 718k CF= 3% 24 7|8 CFET

88



#2| ZEZOA A TRIE

2 Q1T 7|9k HErel Y HAs 71 st ¢
FIEE T sl FAA &2 5(Genetic  Algorithm,
GA)y& CF AlZgle] g5k 77F Allmso] itk GA
WS 7] el M Eate] A9, WAk
J/}xq o ]:]]—J}‘_tﬂ—_g_i}yﬂ HRAAHOF ﬁﬂ _/::_v?_

o

fd
Auh
N
lo
ff
lo
>
N
f
E}l_,

L 3R K]

£ |o
oX
ofr
tlo
Mo
1
o
8
ui
S
g
fo

i
_g

>,
e e 2 rfr o & = T o o rr ot O g

4
=0
e
o

o ot
2

=,
i)

o, |

e n[x r

I}A

:loémlo
2 o 2

oL 1% 30 B ob o §2 L ng
o
oL

o

o
o THS]. [16] M= AREAL 7He) %A}E
1= 7)1 g 2a), o5 e o
401 GAE Zg3lo] Ao, 4%
7129] & GA 7]¥He] CF W=
FHshA) etk A2 B2
1S A s 98 ARE SEE
2 st o] YIREHAE, (1719 A7
GA?| 88 Z4o] 7 FAIEZS T317] §
°Mﬂ Abe AR QRS os Ay e
= 15s A5 az% S
Lﬂ T MBS e
9 Liu 9] 391 xﬂ
T3¢ MAstE
AT, QoS FiE
skl Az AME| 2~
& 6}17:'6}1 17ﬂ /3
A

o =
=
e 4 i 1%—;— ol 33 98

N
N,
o

[.

ofo J* o

>

o
1
A
2oox ¥
=2
>~
>

rN

N

_uﬁ
Ho
>

N

15

o Rl v ok

4

N
mlo mlo =2

P
c

N
ri
[o

[

2 2 ot
o o

Y 32 2
5‘~ K}
_gl:

R

=)

ofell A Az A1H|
2= vl S Ao

o]
=

4o }“Ni

4
e
o

=
ol
o
o
r2

d

A

Y
S
kl
1P
oX,
tlo oZ,
ofN
¥
2
|o

oy
»
oty
1o
-z
N
b
DN

H o
ap

2 Ho o
>
i
=N
A e 0 o o & 4w B rff do 4 g ROk [N

_|l,> o

X,

Ay

O

)
H lo nE

T )

e )

g " A

&

" 1

R g

g .

(rmt i

.l

z

;

=

FS‘J o

ETY

w 5

e E

Flo -~

w g f

> ol
o 2

W o) be o

Q;szm. oy oﬂ [20]011*1 A AH I AR 25
3h(particle swarm optimization)2} 72 213} ¥¢1g
ARESE 71E W] A9 H HE AT 25
AFEI, GAE 7[HIOE O ¥2 A%5S 2= ¢
1S Aske 2849 U e &

o =2}
= =1
EG} o] A AR

(

g

g
o
>
e
_O|L
N
«\_Q‘
o
U
:i

Aol7} 9o,
oAt} 7+o] Wl &g 7]vk CF }‘V\E\Joﬂ’\i LAl =
AL 223 FAo|, X3} QTYZL 43 AT A

e WA sl el ke 4 A0 345 2
& Ao AEEA e A0 2 AN W3 L7

A% 2], Fual A8 Wol seuEe) 24
Eal] A 2400 2ol BAE o v

s oft o rlo

2 e ¢ ofd N

o
LY
2
o BN
mlo
H
TE
fetl
. 2
:p

3.1 g7 371

B ololtjol= [15]19] ATE V|Wte R FHEHUL
[15]0 A= delo] F AR} Zhe] %V* o] FAIZE A&
st AT HAE flske] GAS 283kt GA9l v
HHE S| atuieh e FALE BES VIWOE A|AF
A A& ALS ALY W H MRS oS HIIXE 7
T, o] 59| AHA Hrix|eke] ApolE HAstelE g H A3}
F4E AA AT

ol9tE YXFH o H AFoMe AMEA 7He] HA}

0] ol me} 292 5 Aok g et 4
5o, T AMEAIE A 5409 FEE tiste] wS F
g HIIAE FATOZHN FAETL 09017, B 54
g st BE fASA 42 Hrke
M =7F 0301242 &AL 151 AFelA GA=
=Jr A3 AA ol e 29 %/\}E
B2 o] oo 7% 099 0.32] HFEkel 0

P*PEEIE}U# o] #g 7|FLo R nH et
F3t7] Well, Ak B 54 3
I BF Aeer} dolxith w}ﬂw A ¥

549 8 IR ol5S HUis A}%

z
g A%e 2o gk

oot
JH

u

e ==
oX, :lO

e,
>
=
ol
o
o

JPE JPﬂ

2 o 1 gt o o lo >
N
3
l

o
=28
2 ok
rc 2

N JIN‘

N
)
1o
i)
U
oty
p
Ho

S~
>

rlE K
re
-4
K
X
2
l-«O

ro

b= QIE{Hl HE 3| (25753)

89



L 92 Wl %0 9= ASASS 7 BB B4 1,

f, ., iEZ UFTh

7 g5 BuE WA A +Usel AHER 7

Bz 23902 99le) §E 54 ol
A ugt v ZF A9 FALE simdu, v)E 4

= omm Dol A, 7,9 1, A7t ue] 3

o H7H, ve xol thak grlx|e)th
_ . B
+ e
T, ;Z Isimf(uw) | Ef]%]wmf(u o), —r,)
4 WA AZA} B 290 Y FEEL U A8

]_
Aol 2 e,

H A7 GAdlA 3] &l (solution) = BE F AR
b 7ke] FALE, &, AR A AR Ao Ao R
FAE A3 E gh(fitness function) 24 CF 172] o
A8 Ax2 9y AMEE o dd 2XHMean
Absolute Error, MAE)E A8 3}t #1291 GA A=}
< e 2k

_Il)lr

1. Z+7}+9] dli(solution)E A1 5F= FALE 7 0~1
Aole] Aezto 2 27)3)sitt
2. Ztzte] sjo disted, A3 FrE 48
3. el A wet M2 AE A
31 A%% ol WE &S AL 3 ]"Hoﬂ"i
T e Agaty, 1At FE) 02 23}
(crossover) A4S Fa)ste] F o] AZ & A
e AT o5 7 AL sl tigte] ol
(mutation) &7kl WE o] A F33it)
32 AAE A& Y sl 7€ RE MY g
o T HES 31 AAE wHEgith
4. BEZ 3 HAY S| & HAFNAY e 5 e A
& o] =g wj7x] 2~39] HaE WHES)

Flr

o
&

o o
Fsh

9 L FlM & %ol GAE Fstol 49
AAE A7) Astols BFE TRl vihEegke] A4
T Aol T8tk &, A A FEW, ATE F
o 2%, a9 A, daeE A 35 5o 2 of
2 wAlolth #d AFolM =t olE #hel ot

2ol tistel 27 A 49 A%E Qe ¥ AN A
2 AL ko) ZROR AR GAY) ETHE B
o 279 Ashg 97] 918 A5 Aol FLE Aol
&28ThE Apolt, Teh), @ WEFe) wi Welx
2AA A29E WY ADE AFHLE, o8 ol
o A7t ¥§E 2N 5 Utk
4. As A¥
4.1 48 HolH

Aol A% 4L AT HOlEAS AEA, BB,
G5 G, 38 54 S| Yug Teselor gk
12 B P AolEez 4 ALY 2

A 2 77t °§§} gEo] &3l = AR
& AFSIEE olF & 5Ho= et

MovieLens$} CiaoDVD+= 2l 6040 3} 176159 AL
AE9] FrivolHE 7t ZeskA Y, £ A9 GAE
T8k AFY Ao &% 9 A £2E I8,
A AT o] g dolE AEL] 0.03~8%7F Al
STy By E AE yEsiH2l, 45 A3 ddA
AlZE el 7] 8 2z doj2 FE3 1000 o] A
AT 59 Hrtdo|HE Zetsled At} o9k
AR FEO] HolE 3742 GAE &3 7|E9 o
CF A7elqE Edsigied, #4402 94382 AHe
2k} 168271 9] 355 713l MovieLens 100KE €83t
ATHI5][16][17][19]. E3] [18]o1A1= 20078 2] A=<}
500711 ] A=A H 20t A[H FrHH IS EEetd O
TEZF vl gkt 2 Ao A vlolHAMe 52
3 13 2tk

(£ 1) dioefAle] 4
(Table 1) Characteristics of the dataset

MovieLens CiaoDVD
AR (1000 1000
gaT 3952 16121
B7H A9 |1~59] A5 1~59] 43k
3)aA FF 096099 0.99877
2= N+ |18 17

[{]
o

2024. 10



A5 Bl E S13 A2El Bl NFORA, B AT
o HE oS A= MAE(Mean Absolute Error, %74

22}, RMSE(Root Mean Square Error, " A& £
2p, 1332 AW A (coverage) S A& sIATh o] &
d Ao A Wol FEFE EAQ Hkolth MAET
Aol g7t el tiste] A grt 549
AoEg sk, 59 AAA Apele] Ak
HFoZ otk F 4 AR ud g xol fig
1

rg? S
FIF
b
hul
rln
)
bt
e
2
o}
rr
fo
_);1_1{

A5 44=s &

o} Apol7

_,d
iy
&
mji
oX
fo
R
oX,
ofr
o
n)
Ho

N
_O|L
>,
N
rir
ol
i

o
i)
>,
i
kA
rlo
«
3|~
-]
e
:ﬂ
~ﬁ\
o,
iy
i)
b
o

)
z
Ach
N
il
1]
oo
_0|L
2
£
m\
ol
fob
i
i
us)
uo)
ek
>
%0
rir
fin}

2
)\
N
.‘Z !
e

¢

4
;O
rr
ot
g
o
o
=
o
o
ml’l
)
ui
9
oX
lo
2
2o
il
[

¥ o gt

in:) i
N
ol 5
rﬂr—{ﬂ—‘—'
oo o
o 3
;gwﬁl
oo 2
o

< A

= il

AR oS AR
)?3]'

}#Z(COR), FA! FAME(COS), H
#AFRFIMSD), L] [15]¢] BH(SGA)Ol T At
WS SGRGAE %713H9)

~
w
40
rz
>
o
kl
AL
i
ek
mn

T

Hatol mE ds

olty. 7 A3 A} EFA AT Aol Hv|EER g
9 932 34 Ees & & Ak THY A 5
A3}E AL GEH
(CPROB=0.5, MPROB=0.1).

CiaoDVD 9] & Z 3= MovieLens Bt+ 59| 3k
S I3A S ¢ F I 109 @), ol AR
o] dolgAl 8 aAe]l AN ABZ o9 o] AMEA}
9}o] FAMEZE W3lr} Al2"] A5 A JS X
7] WE Ao g yotHr) o] AHE EUE FF
282 CPROB=0.5, MPROB=04% 233}

o
o
ol
i
i)
BN
ay
(e
il
of
R

4.3.2 o M

I% 2¢ 93 o2 ¢ ¥zt ©E MAES RMSE

st AE HESY A5 A E vepdch W
23 o E Bied, 7

dolElAl EFolA thAlE COR, COS, MSDXEt GAZS

ggste] AREA 7H] fAIEE AMESE SGAS

SGRGA7} ¥53] 53 A5 7FALth olgfe a4

0.745 0.745

0.74 0.74

0.735 0.735

073 TIRTRRISENER 073

10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100

(a) (b)

(3™ 1) FA Lu2|F oAtk ekl ME MAE 45

0.78

0.775

MPROB=0.1 O

MPROB=0.2 —¥—
MPROB=0.3 ——
MPROB=0.4 —@—

10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 10(

(c) (d)

: MovielLens((a), (b))2t CiaoDVD((c), (d))
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