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Abstract. In the digital age, it is crucial to understand and tailor expe-
riences for users interacting with systems and applications. This requires
the creation of user contextual profiles that combine user profiles with
contextual information. However, there is a lack of research on the inte-
gration of contextual information with different user profiles. This study
aims to address this gap by designing a user contextual profile ontol-
ogy that considers both user profiles and contextual information on each
profile. Specifically, we present a design and development of the user con-
textual profile ontology with a focus on the vehicle sales domain. Our
designed ontology serves as a structural foundation for standardizing the
representation of user profiles and contextual information, enhancing the
system’s ability to capture user preferences and contextual information
of the user accurately. Moreover, we illustrate a case study using the
User Contextual Profile Ontology in generating personalized recommen-
dations for vehicle sales domain.

Keywords: Ontology · User Modeling · Knowledge base · Contextual
Profile.

1 Introduction

Understanding and customizing experiences for users interacting with various
systems and applications is essential in today’s digital landscape. To accomplish
this, individual user profiles are integrated with their corresponding contextual
information, resulting in the creation of a user contextual profile [14]. A user pro-
file is a compilation of personal information and preferences about a particular
user, including demographic data, interests, past behavior, and other attributes
that define the user’s identity within a system or application [16]. For exam-
ple, the user Henri wants to buy a vehicle for professional use and another for
his family with two children. Therefore, the user Henri can have two distinct
profiles, each catering to different needs and preferences. While contextual in-
formation for each profile refers to the situational factors surrounding a user’s
interaction with a system or application [30]. This may include location, time,
device being used, and even the user’s current activity or emotional state. In
the example, each of the two profiles of the user Henri has unique contextual
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information related to Henri’s preferences, needs, and interactions within the ap-
plication. Consequently, a user contextual profile combines the user profile with
the contextual information specific to that profile, creating a more comprehen-
sive understanding of the user’s needs and preferences in various situations. For
instance, when searching for a professional vehicle, the user contextual profile
may prioritize factors such as fuel efficiency, compact size, and reliability, while
for a family vehicle, it may focus on safety features, ample seating, and cargo
space.

In order to effectively model user contextual profiles, utilizing ontology-based
approaches can be advantageous. Ontologies are formal, structured representa-
tions of knowledge within a specific domain that enable the organization and
sharing of data in a machine-readable format. Once the ontology is designed and
implemented, it can be integrated into applications and systems, allowing them
to reason over the user contextual profiles and infer new knowledge based on
the available data [32,29,12]. This can improve the accuracy and relevance of
recommendations, as well as facilitate more efficient data integration and inter-
operability among different applications and services.

A considerable number of studies in the field of user modeling have primarily
focused on either user profiles or user contexts [28,25]. The aspects of contex-
tual information related to each profile of the user have not been thoroughly
examined. This underexplored area offers an opportunity for further research,
focusing on the integration of contextual information with different profiles of
the user to develop a deeper understanding of users’ needs and preferences in
various situations. Consequently, our work aims to address this gap by designing
a User Contextual Profile Ontology (UCPO) with a focus on the vehicle sales
domain. This ontology considers both user profiles and contextual information
on each profile, utilizing a standard ontology development methodology. Fur-
thermore, we provide an illustration of the use of UCPO through a case study
on generating personalized recommendations in the vehicle sales domain.

The remainder of this article is organized as follows: Section 2 introduces
works from the literature on which our approach is based. Section 3 presents our
main contributions, outlining the methodology for designing a user contextual
profile ontology with a focus on the vehicle sales domain. In section 4, we provide
a case study on personalized recommendations based on our developed ontology.
Finally, we conclude and discuss the perspectives.

2 Related work

In this section, we investigate the modeling and integration of user profiles and
contextual information for specific profiles, as well as examine various approaches
to ontology design. The related works’ analysis will inform and support the
development of a user contextual profile ontology.
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2.1 Ontological user modeling

Ontologies have proven to be highly effective in modeling user profiles and con-
texts. They provide a thorough depiction of a particular domain of interest,
simplifying browsing and query refinement. Specifically, ontologies have been ob-
served to outperform other methods in user modeling when compared to other
methods utilized [26]. Ontological user modeling refers to the use of ontologies
for representing and managing user profiles, preferences, and contextual infor-
mation in a structured and machine-readable format. User-related information
such as profiles, preferences, and context are represented using concepts, rela-
tionships, and attributes within a formal, hierarchical structure. This structured
representation enables more effective processing, reasoning, and inferencing by
computer systems.

Ontological user modeling has previously been investigated across numerous
research areas, demonstrating its adaptability and potential to enhance user ex-
periences in diverse domains such as e-learning [6], e-commerce [4], recommender
systems [8,9,10,11], personalized web services [24], and context-aware applica-
tions [22], among others [17,5,13]. Specifically, Golemati et al. [16] designed an
ontology that incorporates concepts and properties essential for modeling user
profiles. Their model predominantly focuses on static user characteristics and
provides a foundation for the development of a more general, comprehensive,
and extensible user model. Adewoyin et al. [1] proposed a versatile user model-
ing architecture for smart environments. They represented the characteristics of
users using the behavior concept, which encompasses all relevant aspects that
can aid in effective behavioral modeling and monitoring. Sutterer et al. [28] put
forth a user profile ontology designed specifically to depict situation-dependent
sub-profiles. This ontology can be utilized by context-aware adaptive service
platforms for mobile communication and information services, facilitating auto-
matic and situation-dependent personalization of such services. Skillen et al. [25]
developed a User Profile Ontology for personalizing context-aware applications
in mobile environments. Their focus lies on user behavior and characterizing the
needs of users for context-aware applications. Contrasting with the work in [16],
their ontological user modeling approach emphasizes dynamic components for
application usage.

The works mentioned highlight numerous advantages of ontological user mod-
eling, which is capable of capturing both static and dynamic user characteristics
related to permanent, temporary information, and user evolution. Moreover, user
contexts play a crucial role in user modeling, contributing significantly to the
creation of personalized and adaptive systems. Most of these studies integrate
user contexts and user profiles. Nonetheless, the contextual information can be
dependent on the profile and its primary objectives. Therefore, it is necessary to
distinguish contextual information for the user from that for the profile clearly.
The development of a user contextual profile ontology is essential for clearly
organizing and distinguishing the contextual information related to users and
their respective profiles. In the following section, we will examine ontology de-
velopment methodologies to achieve this objective.
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2.2 Ontology development methodology

Ontology development methodologies provide a structured and systematic ap-
proach to the creation, maintenance, and evolution of ontologies. These method-
ologies are specifically designed to ensure the quality, coherence, and practicality
of the resulting ontology, while also promoting its consistency and usability. By
employing ontology development methodologies, researchers and practitioners
can effectively enhance the overall performance and applicability of the ontolo-
gies they create, making them more reliable and valuable for their intended use
cases.

Various ontology development methodologies have been proposed in the liter-
ature, each featuring its own unique set of guidelines and principles. Some widely
adopted methodologies include: Methontology [3], Ontology Development 101
(OD101) [19], NeON Methodology [27], Unified Process for Ontology Building
(UPON) [2], Simplified Agile Methodology for Ontology Development (SAMOD)
[20], Modular Ontology Modeling (MoMo) [23], and others. Firstly, Methontol-
ogy is one of the earliest and most widely used methodologies. It covers the
entire ontology development process, including specification, conceptualization,
formalization, integration, implementation, and maintenance, while emphasizing
the importance of documentation throughout the development process. OD101
then is a methodology designed to guide ontology engineering processes. Fo-
cusing on iterative development, OD101 provides step-by-step guidelines and
best practices for constructing ontologies, ensuring a systematic and efficient ap-
proach to ontology creation. The NeON Methodology next is designed to create
ontology networks, rather than singular ontologies. This approach emphasizes
the reuse and re-engineering of existing ontologies, fostering collaboration be-
tween ontology engineers and domain experts to facilitate a more comprehensive
and efficient development process. UPON is a methodology that incorporates
concepts from the Unified Modeling Language (UML) and the Rational Unified
Process (RUP). This approach adheres to an iterative and incremental process,
encompassing four development phases: inception, elaboration, construction, and
transition. It provides a structured framework for creating and refining ontolo-
gies, ensuring consistent and systematic ontology development. SAMOD is a
methodology that integrates agile software development principles into ontology
engineering. It provides a flexible, iterative, and adaptable framework, fostering
collaboration among ontology engineers, domain experts, and end-users. Em-
ploying iterative development cycles, SAMOD encompasses planning, design,
implementation, and evaluation stages, facilitating ongoing feedback and refine-
ments throughout the development process. Finally, MoMo is a methodology that
creates and manages modular ontologies, allowing for independent development,
maintenance, and reuse of smaller, more manageable modules. It facilitates col-
laboration and focuses on specific parts of the ontology. MoMo involves module
identification, design, integration, and evaluation, resulting in a more efficient
and maintainable ontology development process. In general, the use of an ontol-
ogy development methodology can lead to more efficient ontology development,
better ontology reuse, easier ontology maintenance, and more effective collabora-
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tion between ontology engineers and domain experts. Furthermore, the adoption
of a standardized ontology development methodology can improve the interoper-
ability and compatibility of ontologies, enabling more effective data integration
and knowledge sharing among different systems and applications.

The selection of an appropriate ontology development methodology depends
on several factors, such as the complexity of the ontology, the domain of applica-
tion, the availability of resources, and the expertise of the ontology engineers. In
this work, we have opted for SAMOD to build a user contextual profile ontology
due to its flexibility, adaptability, and emphasis on collaboration among ontology
engineers, domain experts, and end-users. The iterative and incremental process
of SAMOD, combined with its ongoing feedback and refinements, aligns with our
goal of creating a comprehensive and adaptable ontology that can evolve over
time. Hence, we will describe the development process of our user contextual
profile ontology in the next section.

3 Methodology for developing a user contextual profile
ontology

The development of a User Context Profile Ontology is a complex process that
requires a structured and systematic approach. SAMOD methodology is based
on agile software development principles, enabling the efficient development of
a comprehensive and adaptable UCPO. Therefore, the UCPO can be made dy-
namic through continuous updates and modifications to the ontology based on
changes in user profiles and contextual information. This can be achieved by
incorporating an agile approach to ontology development, where the ontology is
built and adapted incrementally, with regular feedback and updates from users.
In this section, we describe the phases of SAMOD, including kickoff, design
and implementation, and test and evaluation, which serve as a framework for
designing the UCPO.

3.1 Kickoff phase

The main objective of the UCPO is to establish a standardized representation
of user information and contextual information for each user profile. This onto-
logical user modeling can facilitate the development of personalized systems and
services, including personalized information retrieval, adaptive user interfaces,
personalized recommendations, and other applications. Defining a standardized
format for user information, context, and profile can improve the interoperabil-
ity of the UCPO and enable it to adapt to the changing needs and preferences
of the users. The scope of the UCPO is broad, covering a wide range of user
characteristics and environmental factors that can influence user behavior and
preferences. This includes, but is not limited to, demographics, psychographics,
device and network context, physical context, social context, and temporal con-
text. The ontology will be designed to be flexible and adaptable, allowing for the
incorporation of new or changing user characteristics and environmental factors.
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To develop the UCPO, we consult a variety of information sources and ref-
erences such as academic articles, conference proceedings, textbooks, and online
resources related to ontology engineering, user modeling, and personalization.
In selecting the information sources, it is important to consider their relevance
to the scope and goals of the UCPO, as well as the quality and credibility of
the sources. We manually reviewed and analyzed the relevant literature to iden-
tify the key concepts and terms related to user context and personalization.
Additionally, consulting domain experts, ontology engineers, and end-users can
provide valuable insights into the specific user characteristics and contextual
factors that should be incorporated into the ontology.

Table 1. Examples of informal competency questions tables.

ID Questions

CQ1 What is demographic information of the user ?

CQ2 What is the user’s preferred vehicle type?

CQ3 What is the user’s budget for a vehicle purchase?

CQ4 Which particular vehicle models are favored by the user?

CQ5 What is the user’s driving environment?

CQ6 What is the user’s preferred vehicle brand?

CQ7 What are the primary use cases for a particular vehicle model?

CQ8 What is the user’s preferred vehicle transmission type

The ontology requirements can be formulated by using informal competency
questions. The set of competency questions helps to identify and define the key
concepts, relationships, and attributes that should be included in the ontology.
Competency questions serve as a guide for ontology development and help to
ensure that the resulting ontology accurately represents the user context and
profile information required for personalization. As in the table 1, we illustrate
some informal competency questions related to define the key characteristics of
the user contextual profile in the vehicle sales domain, which can then be used
to inform the development of the UCPO.

Defining the goal, scope, information sources, and competency questions
helps to establish a shared understanding of the primary requirements of the
UCPO between domain experts and ontology engineers. In the next section, we
will focus on the main phases of the development process, where the key com-
ponents of the UCPO are designed and implemented to obtain a comprehensive
and adaptable version.
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3.2 Design and implementation phase

Considered as the core of the ontology engineering process, the design and im-
plementation phase consists of several iterations of ontology design, implemen-
tation, and testing until a comprehensive and adaptable ontology is achieved.
The design phase begins by identifying the key concepts and relationships that
should be included in the ontology based on the competency questions formu-
lated in the previous phase. SAMOD prescribes an iterative process that aims
to build the final model through a series of small steps. One key component of
this process is the use of concept modelets, which are standalone models that
describe particular aspects of the domain under consideration. These modelets
are used to provide an initial conceptualization without being constrained by
the current model available after the previous iteration of the process.

We have organized the development of the UCPO into two separate mod-
elets. The first modelet focuses on representing mostly static and permanent user
characteristics. The second modelet presents both static and dynamic informa-
tion about the user profile and contextual factors that affect the user and their
profile. As shown in Figure 1, the first modelet is responsible for organizing user
demographic and social information, such as Gender, Age, address, occupation,
Income, Language, NumberOfChildren, MaritalStatus, Education, and more.
Gender refers to a person’s biological identity as male or female. Age refers to
the user’s age, typically measured in years. Address refers to a person’s physical
location, which can be used to gather contextual information about the user’s
environment. Occupation refers to a person’s job or profession, which can pro-
vide insights into their daily routine and transportation needs. Income refers to
a person’s financial status, which can affect their purchasing power and prefer-
ences. Language refers to a person’s preferred language for communication, which
can influence the type of content and recommendations that they receive. Num-
berOfChildren refers to the number of children a person has, which can impact
their vehicle preferences and needs. MaritalStatus refers to a person’s current
marital status, which can provide insights into their family structure and needs.
Education level refers to the highest level of education a person has completed,
which can be a factor in determining their interests and preferences. In general,
these types of information have been well-organized into classes in many previous
works, allowing for the description of user information in a categorical manner.
In our research, we utilized the work of Bermudez et al. [15] for the basic classes
of user information. Moreover, we have created a class named PersonalProfile,
which acts as a superclass for the classes related to the demographic and social
information. The PersonalProfile class can contains attributes such as first
name, last name of the user.

The second modelet focuses on the representation of the structure and rela-
tionships between a user, their user profile, and their user context. User context
refers to the circumstances, environment, and situation in which a user interacts
with a system or application. It includes a wide range of factors such as the user’s
location, time, device, preferences, goals, and social context, among others. User
context is crucial because it can have a significant impact on the user’s behav-
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ucpo:  Personal 
Profile

ucpo: Driving 
Style

ucpo: User

vo: Vehicle

up: Education

up:  Occupation up:  Home Town up: Age

up: Income

up: Gender

up:  Language

up: Address
rdfs:literal rdfs:literal

owns

has
Driving Style

has 
Education

has 
Occupation

has Home 
Town

has Gender

has Age

has 
Personal Info

has 
Income

has Language

has Address

has 
Last Name

has
 First Name

Fig. 1. A dedicated ontology section for demographic and social information of users,
composed of the User Profile Ontology (highlighted in red boxes with up prefix), User
Contextual Profile Ontology (highlighted in blue boxes with ucpo prefix), and the
vehicle domain ontology (highlighted in green boxes with vo prefix).

ior, preferences, and needs. As shown in Figure 2, we investigated four particu-
lar contextual information about the user, including Time, Location, Activity,
and Device classes. In our design, we created two subclasses of Context class:
the UserContext class that describes general contextual information about the
user and the ProfileContext class, which describes contextual information for
each user profile. Furthermore, we have provided the ability for each user to de-
clare their preferences and create various types of profiles that align with their
intended purpose while interacting with the system or application. To struc-
ture this type of information, we have created two classes: Preference and
UserProfile.

In order to address the needs and preferences of users in the vehicle sales
domain, we have created a set of preferences that relate to the user’s desired
vehicle. This set of preferences includes several classes such as V ehicleType,
RouteType, Mileage, Color, NumberOfP laces, State, Budget, and Brand.
The V ehicleType class refers to the type of vehicle the user is interested in, such
as sedan, SUV, or truck. The RouteType class describes the user’s preferred
driving route, such as highway or city streets. The Mileage class indicates the
user’s desired mileage range. The Color class refers to the user’s preferred color
for their vehicle. The NumberOfP laces class indicates the number of seats or
passengers the user wants in their vehicle. The State class represents the vehicle
state where the user intends to purchase. The Budget class refers to the user’s
budget for the vehicle purchase. The Brand class represents the user’s preferred
vehicle brand.

It is important to note that depending on the specific domain and applica-
tion, additional preferences may be necessary to fully capture the user’s needs
and preferences. Therefore, sub-classes of Preference class can be created and
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customized based on the specific requirements of the vehicle sales domain and
the user base. By incorporating these preferences into the user contextual profile
ontology, we can provide a more personalized and tailored user experience.

ucpo: Vehicle 
Preference

ucpo: User

ucpo: Brand

ucpo: Budget

ucpo: State

ucpo: Color

ucpo: Number 
of Places

ucpo: Mileage
ucpo: Route 

Type
ucpo: Vehicle 

Type

has Vehicle 
Preference

has 
Favorite 
Brand

has Budget

has Statehas Favorite 
Color

has Vehicle Type

has Route Type

has Mileage

has Nb of 
Places 

ucpo: User 
Preference

ucpo: User 
Profile

ucpo: Context

ucpo: Profile 
Context

ucpo: User 
Context

is-a is-a

has 
Profile Contexthas 

User Context has 
User Profile

has 
User Preference

is-a

ucpo: Location

ucpo: Activityucpo: Time

ucpo: Device

has 
Time

has 
Location

has 
Activity

has 
Device

Fig. 2. A dedicated ontology section for user preferences and contextual information
of user and each particular profile.

Using the conceptual model, we can outline the major classes, attributes, and
relationships between them (as illustrated in Figures 1 and 2). This model is
then refined through multiple iterations, taking feedback from stakeholders and
end-users into consideration to ensure that it accurately represents the domain
knowledge and requirements.

The implementation of the UCPO involves the process of actually creating
and deploying the ontology in a system or application. This requires converting
the conceptual model of the ontology into a computer-readable format using
ontology languages such as OWL or RDF. As shown in Figure 3, we have imple-
mented the UCPO using the Web Ontology Language (OWL) with the support
of the Protégé-OWL editor [18].

After the design and implementation phase, the ontology undergoes further
refinement through multiple rounds of testing and feedback until a final version
is achieved. The ontology is then evaluated to ensure it meets the intended goals
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Fig. 3. A snapshot of the User Contextual Profile Ontology in the Protégé-OWL editor

and requirements and can be integrated with existing systems and applications.
In the next section, we present the test and evaluation phase of the ontology.

3.3 Test and evaluation phase

In the final phase of the UCPO development, we focus on testing and evaluating
the produced ontology. The tests can be categorized into a model test, a data
test, and query tests. To perform the model test, we can employ evaluation
metrics such as OOPS! [21], OntoQA [31], and OntoMetrics [7] to verify the
overall consistency of the developed ontology. The data test consists of checking
the validity of the model after populating it with instance triplets. Finally, for
query tests, informal competency questions must be transformed into SPARQL
queries to ensure that the expected answers are obtained. The ontology model
must be adjusted until all tests are successful. This section presents our method
for conducting these types of tests to ensure the ontology’s adaptation.

In our work, we evaluated the quality of our ontology by examining its struc-
ture. Specifically, we observed several metrics using the OntoMetrics framework.
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Table 2 presents the results from the analysis of OntoMetrics with base metrics
and schema metrics. The base metrics consist of simple metrics that count the
number of axioms, classes, object properties, data properties, and individual in-
stances. These metrics provide statistics about the ontology with regard to the
quantity of elements present within it. Based on these statistics, we can conclude
that our ontology is a lightweight knowledge graph that can be adopted in differ-
ent application architectures. Moreover, the Description Logic (DL) expressivity
of the ontology is ALH(D), which indicates the DL variant that the ontology
belongs to. ALH(D) refers to attribute language AL with role hierarchy (H).

Table 2. Results achieved from applying various metrics to UCPO.

Base Metrics

Class count 38

Object property count 27

Data property count 16

Properties count 43

Individual count 159

SubClassOf axioms count 22

Object property domain axioms count 28

Object property range axioms count 33

DL expressivity ALH(D)

Schema Metrics

Attribute richness (AR) 0.421053

Inheritance richness (IR) 0.578947

Relationship richness (RR) 0.55102

Axiom/class ratio 30.552632

Class/relation ration 0.77551

In schema metrics, the evaluation of the ontology focuses on the measure of
attribute, inheritance, and relationship richness [31]. Particularly, the attribute
richness (AR) is considered as the average number of attributes per class and is
computed as follows:

AR =
|NA|
|C|

(1)

where NA is the number attributes for all classes and C denotes the number
of classes. The high score of the attribute richness indicates the high quality of
ontology design and the amount of information belong to instances. The inheri-
tance richness (IR) is defined as the average number of sub-classes per class and
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is computed as follows:

IR =
|H|
|C|

(2)

where H is the sum of the number of inheritance relationships. The inheritance
richness allows describing the distribution of information on different levels of
the ontology. The relationship richness (RR) is defined as the percentage of the
relationships between classes and is computed as follows:

RR =
|P |

|H|+ |P |
(3)

where P the sum of the number of non-inheritance relationships. The inheritance
richness is used to measure the diversity of the relationship’s types in the on-
tology. Moreover, the other metrics such as axiom/class ratio and class/relation
ratio demonstrate the ratio between axioms and classes, and classes-relations.
Based on the explanation of metrics, these measured results in table 2 indi-
cate that our proposed ontology is balanced between a horizontal (or shallow)
ontology and vertical (or deep) ontology.

To conduct a data test for the UCPO, we need to check the validity of the
model after populating it with instance triplets. For example, let’s assume we
have created instances for Henri’s two profiles: his professional profile and his
family profile. We can populate these instances with data such as his occupation
and work location for his professional profile, and his number of children and
preferred family activities for his family profile. This ensures that the UCPO can
capture and express this information in a structured and consistent manner.

In order to conduct a query test on the UCPO, we can convert the set of
informal competency questions, as shown in Table 1, into SPARQL queries to en-
sure that the expected answers are obtained. The queries should be constructed
in a way that enables the retrieval of relevant information from the ontology,
utilizing the appropriate classes, properties, and instances. For instance, if the
competency question is “What is the user’s preferred vehicle brand?”, a suitable
SPARQL query can be formulated as follows:
PREFIX vo: <http :// vivocaz.fr/vo/ns#>
PREFIX ucpo: <http :// vivocaz.fr/ucpo/ns#>
SELECT ?user ?brand
WHERE {

?user ucpo:hasUserProfile ?userProfile.
?userProfile ucpo:hasVehiclePreference ?userVehiclePreference .
?userVehiclePreference upo:hasFavoriteBrand ?brand .

} ORDER BY ?user LIMIT 10

Listing 1.1. A SPARQL query expression used to search for the first 10 users and
their favorite brands.

The test and evaluation phase ensures that the UCPO is consistent, valid,
and effective in achieving its intended purpose. By conducting model tests, data
tests, and query tests, we can evaluate the overall structure of the ontology, the
validity of its populated instances, and its ability to accurately answer compe-
tency questions. In the next section, we will explore an application of the UCPO
through a case study focused on generating personalized recommendations.
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4 Case study - Personalized Recommendations

To demonstrate the application of the UCPO, we conducted a case study on per-
sonalized recommendations in the vehicle sales domain. Using the ontology, we
were able to capture the user’s contextual information, preferences, and profiles
to provide tailored recommendations for vehicle purchases. Specifically, scenarios
were considered where a user created a profile specifying their preferred vehicle
type, route type, mileage, color, number of seats, location, brand, and budget.
Additionally, the user’s profile context included their activity, time of day, and
device. This information was used to provide personalized recommendations for
vehicle purchases that catered to the user’s individual requirements and prefer-
ences.

Louis and Pierre are two potential buyers of used vehicles who have regis-
tered on a vehicle sales application and set up their profiles. Louis has specified
his preferences for vehicle type, route type, mileage, color, number of seats,
location, brand, and budget, while expressing a particular interest in sedan mod-
els. On the other hand, Pierre has emphasized the importance of safety features
as a top priority due to frequent travel with his family.

The application integrates the UCPO to capture their contextual information
and preferences. By leveraging Louis’s contextual information and preferences,
including his activity or location such as the Peugeot models he has previously
liked, the application generates personalized recommendations for vehicle pur-
chases that cater to his specific needs and preferences. The application recom-
mends models such as Peugeot 206, Peugeot 207, or Peugeot 208 that Louis
may like, based on his stated preferences and his profile context.

On the other hand, the application captures Pierre’s contextual information
and preferences, including his activity or location such as the fact that he pre-
viously owned a Toyota and expressed interest in hybrid vehicles, to provide
tailored recommendations. By leveraging this information, the application’s rec-
ommendation engine suggests several vehicles that fit Pierre’s criteria, including
a Toyota RAV 4 Hybrid, a Honda CR − V Hybrid, and a Lexus UX Hybrid.
The system takes into account factors such as safety ratings, fuel efficiency, and
cost to make the best relevant recommendations for Pierre.

Consider the example of Henri, who was mentioned in the introduction sec-
tion, and has two distinct profiles: one as a professional profile and the other
as a family profile. It is essential to provide personalized recommendations for
Henri that meet his specific needs and preferences in each profile. By leveraging
the UCPO, which captures user profiles and contextual information of each pro-
file, relevant recommendations can be provided that cater to each corresponding
profile. Specifically, for Henri’s professional profile who has shown interest in Re-
nault models, vehicles such as Renault Megane and Renault Talisman, which
have spacious trunks, advanced safety features, and good fuel efficiency, could be
recommended, as Henri may require frequent business trips and the recommen-
dations match the contextual information of his activities on the application. For
Henri’s family profile, who has indicated interest in SUV vehicle types, vehicles
such as Koleos SUV and Renault Scenic, which have ample space and storage
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and rear-seat airbags for passengers, could be recommended as Henri has shown
a preference for these models in the family profile on the applications.

These scenarios illustrate how the UCPO ontology can be utilized to capture
contextual information and preferences to generate personalized recommenda-
tions that cater to the specific needs and preferences of each user. By analyzing
and understanding user information, systems or applications can provide more
accurate and effective recommendations, as demonstrated in various works [13,9].
By leveraging the UCPO in this way, it is fully potential to develop a system
or application that provides more personalized recommendations tailored to the
user’s unique needs, preferences, and contextual information.

5 Conclusion and Perspectives

In this paper, we have presented the design and development process of the User
Contextual Profile Ontology with a focus on the vehicle sales domain. This work
established the bridge for the gap in the representation of user profile and user
context by designing a user contextual profile ontology that considers both user
profiles and contextual information on each profile. Thereby, the UCPO serves
as a structural framework for standardizing the representation of user profiles
and contextual information. It is worth emphasizing that the development of the
UCPO follows the main phases of ontology engineering, ensuring its consistency,
validity, and effectiveness in achieving its intended purpose. The iterative de-
velopment process of the UCPO involved testing and evaluation phases, which
allowed for assessing the ontology’s overall structure, validity of populated in-
stances, and ability to answer competency questions accurately. The case study
presented illustrates the use of the UCPO in generating personalized recom-
mendations in the vehicle sales domain. By leveraging the ontology’s ability to
capture user preferences and requirements accurately, the system can provide tai-
lored recommendations that cater to the specific needs, preferences, and context
of each user. In future work, we plan to extend the ontology to include additional
information sources, such as user reviews and social media feeds, to enhance the
accuracy of personalized recommendations. Finally, we aim to collaborate with
industry partners to integrate the UCPO into commercial applications and eval-
uate its effectiveness in real-world settings.
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