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Abstract: The Personalized search engine is a search engine that helps users to pick up the useful information. According to their 

interest the useful information is stored in the databases, with the increasing number of websites, the web users are increased with 

the massive amount of data available in the internet. It  is provided by through the Web Search Engines. The Web search engines 

are widely used to find certain data among a large amount of information in a very less amount of time. The Web search engines 

profile their users on the basis of previous searches. In this proposed system we can implement the SSM Algorithm for improving 

the better search quality results to addressing this privacy threats. The current solution propose a new mechanism that introducing 

the high cost in terms of computation and communication. The Personalized search is a promising way to improving the accuracy 

of web searches. However effective personalized search requires collecting and aggregating the user information. This often 

raises serious concerns of privacy infringement for many users. These concerns have become one of the main barriers for 

deploying personalized search applications. The process of privacy preserving personalization is a great challenge. We propose to 

resist adversaries with broader background knowledge, such as richer relationship among different topics. The Richer relationship 

means we generalize the user profile results by using the background knowledge which is going to store the history. We can hide 

the user searching results. By using this mechanism, we can achieve the privacy. 
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I. INTRODUCTION 

      The Searching is one of the most common factors to know 

the information from the internet. The Internet is the service. 

Which provides the search result to the user with the help of 

the Web search engine [1]. It stores the information from 

many web pages. The Web search engine is a tool which 

allows the web user for finding information from the World 

Wide Web. Web Search Engine is the software that searches 

for and identifies the content or item from the web engine or 

character specified by the user and finding particular sites on 

the World Wide Web. The Data search and information 

retrieval on the Internet has located high demand on search 

engines. The different search engines like Google, Yahoo 

provide a relevant and irrelevant data to the user based on 

their search on web. To avoiding irrelevant data we use the 

technique called Personalized Web Search. The Inferring user 

search goals are very important in improving search engine 

relevance and personalized searches. It is based on the user 

profiles on the click through log and the feedback session. 

These data were generated from the frequent query requested 

by the users, history of query, browsing, bookmarks. These 

methods for personal data were simple to reveal. The many 

search engines take advantage of information about people in 

common, regarding particular groups of people, personalized 

search based on the user profile that is unique to the 

individual person. The Research systems that personalize 

search outcomes model their users in different ways.  

      The Personalized Web Search providing the unique 

opportunity to consolidate and scrutinizing the work from 

industrial labs. The personalizing web search using user 

logged search behavior context. It presents a fully 

anonymized dataset like anonymized user id, queries based on 

the keywords, the terms of query, providing URLs, domain of 

URL and the user clicking. This dispute and the shared 

dataset will enable a new set of researchers to study the 

problems of personalizing web search experience. It decreases 

the likelihood of finding new information by search results 

towards what the user has already found. The using methods 

for privacy of the user might be loss because of the clicking 

relevant search and frequently visited sites and providing their 

personal information like name, address, etc. In this case 

privacy might be leak. For this privacy issue many existing 

works proposed a potential privacy problems. Which a user 

may not be aware that their search results are personalized. It 

affects host of services to people. Many of these services do 

not necessitate information to be grouped about a person to be 

customizable. There is no privacy as a result with these 

services, the stability has been tipped to personalization 

privacy, when it comes to search. That approaches does not 

protect privacy issues rising from the lack of protection for 

the user’s data. To provide the better privacy we propose a 

privacy preserving with the help of greedy method by 

providing the hybrid method of the discriminating power and 

prevent the information losses. 
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II. PREVIOUS WORK 

       The question arises about the need of our system when 

there are already some huge search engines available like 

Google, Yahoo, etc. The thing to be noted about these search 

engines is that their results are common to all the users 

irrespective of their interests, area of work, or their behavior. 

When a user enters a similar query in any of these search 

engines, the result obtained is same as before. The order of 

the links displayed is never changed based on the user profile 

or interests. Suppose that a user is interested in a link and next 

time if the user wants to access the same link, the ranking of 

the pages in these search engines is dependants on the 

popularity based page ranking and advertisement. This makes 

it very difficult for the user to get prioritized results. We 

overcome these drawbacks of the existing system through our 

proposed system is our search engines. The results to the user 

based on these profile and interests and his search behavior. 

 The Supporting privacy protection in personalized web 

search: We came to know that profile based methods can 

be potentially effective for all queries. Personalized web 

search has demonstrated more effectiveness in improving 

the quality of the web search. 

 The Personalized Search engine design and search 

Implementation: We got to know that vector space model 

is an efficient for   re ranking the web search results. It 

discards the unwanted results and store or rank results 

according to user interests and the behavior with the help 

of ODP. 

 The users automatically identification for personalized 

search: Here it shows how search engine can learn a 

user’s preference to personalize search results. 

 The personalized clustering of searching Queries: In this 

paper we propose new personalized query for individual 

users based on their conceptual profiles. We can 

conclude from our literature survey that the existing 

systems provide results based on the clicks made by other 

users and they may sometime be irrelevant to our query. 

But using this proposed system we are eliminating this 

drawback and providing personalized search results to 

every user using ODP and vector space model. 

III. EXISTING SYSTEM 

        In the Existing process of work a client side privacy 

protection framework called UPS for personalized web search 

was proposed. The UPS could theoretically adopted by any 

PWS that captures user profiles in a hierarchical taxonomy. 

The context allowed users to stipulate customized privacy 

requirements. In addition to this UPS also performed online 

generalization on user profiles to protect the personal privacy 

without compromising the quality of the searching process. 

We proposed greedy algorithms, namely Greedy DP and 

GreedyIL for the online generalization. In query mapping 

process it has various steps to compute the relevant items. The 

Most works on anonymization focus on relational data where 

each record has the same number of sensitive attributes. There 

are few works taking the first step towards analyzing set 

values or transactional data where sensitive items or values 

are not clearly defined. While they could be potentially 

applied to user profiles, one main limitation is a predefined 

set of sensitive items that need to be protected. Which are 

hard to done in the web context in practice. The anonymity of 

a user do not prevent the linking attack between a user and a 

potentially sensitive items. 

 
Fig.1. System Architecture. 

IV. PROPOSED SYSTEM 

    The Web search engines (Google, Yahoo, etc.) are widely 

used to find certain data among a large amount of information 

in very less time. These useful tools also provides a privacy to 

the user as shown in Fig.1. The web search engines makes 

profile their users by storing and analyzing previous searches 

submitted by them. In the proposed system we can implement 

the clustering algorithms for improving the better search 

results. It is retrieved by using the String Similarity Match 

Algorithm (SSM Algorithm). To address this type of privacy 

threats we proposes a new mechanisms that introducing the 

low cost in terms of communication and computation process. 

In this paper we present a novel protocol specially designed to 

protect the users’ privacy in front of web search. In this paper 

we propose and try to resist adversaries with broader 

background knowledge, like richer relationship among 

different topics. Richer relationship means we generalize the 

user profile results by using the background knowledge which 

is going to store in the history. Through this we can hide the 

user search results. In Existing System Greedy IL and Greedy 

DP algorithm are used. And it takes large computational and 

communication time. 

 

Advantages: 

 It gives better search results. 

 It gives the privacy results when applying the background 

knowledge to the user profile results. 

 It has very less computational time and communicational 

time. 
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 It gives better accuracy when compared with the Existing 

Work methods. 

V. ALGORITHM 

Step1: Detecting and removal of unwanted symbols. 

Step2: Compute the similar calculations for user given word 

and word in database 

Step3: This similar calculation extract the features in the 

dataset. 

Step4: after extracting the dataset features then estimate the 

ASCII difference for user given word and words in database. 

SteP5: Then estimate the similar values. 

Step6: Then retrieves the most common documents based on 

the similar values. 

VI. CONCLUSION AND FUTURE WORK 

    The Web users increases based on information the 

available from the web browser based on the search engines. 

With the increasing number of users service engine must 

provide the relevant search result based on their behavior or 

user performances. Providing similar results to the user is 

based on their click logs, query histories, bookmarks, by this 

privacy of the user might be loss. The recent works some high 

information losses, some results in data hard to interpret and 

some suffer from performance drawbacks. This paper 

proposes a method to integrate generalization and 

compression to reduce information losing. The integration 

process is non-trivial. In this we propose novel techniques to 

address the efficiency scalability and challenges. Our 

proposed system gives better quality results and gives more 

efficiency. The Privacy is too good when compared with the 

Process of Existing system. In the Existing System only 

generalization techniques are used. Our String matching 

algorithm gives more accuracy when compared with the 

Greedy IL algorithm. The Generalization and suppression 

technique achieves better privacy when compared with the 

existing system. In Future Work we can implement the 

hierarchical divisive approach for retrieving the search 

results. It will give better performance when compared with 

our proposed Systems. 

VII. REFERENCES 

[1]. K. Sugiyama, K. Hatano, and M. Yoshikawa, “Adaptive 

WebSearch Based on User Profile Constructed without any 

Effort fromUsers,” Proc. 13th Int’l Conf. World Wide Web 

(WWW), 2004. 

[2]. J. Teevan, S.T. Dumais, and E. Horvitz, “Personalizing 

Search viaAutomated Analysis of Interests and Activities,” 

Proc. 28th Ann.     Int’l ACM SIGIR Conf. Research and 

Development in InformationRetrieval (SIGIR), pp. 449-456, 

2005. 

[3]. M. Spertta and S. Gach, “Personalizing Search Based on 

User Search Histories,” Proc. IEEE/WIC/ACM Int’l Conf. 

Web  Intelligence (WI), 2005. 

[4]. Z. Dou, R. Song, and J.-R. Wen, “A Large-Scale 

Evaluation andAnalysis of Personalized Search Strategies,” 

Proc. Int’l Conf.World Wide Web (WWW), pp. 581-590, 

2007. 

[5]. X. Shen, B. Tan, and C. Zhai, “Context-Sensitive 

InformationRetrieval Using Implicit Feedback,” Proc. 28th 

Ann. Int’l ACM. 

[6](1996). Health Insurance Portability and Accountability 

Actof(HIPPA)[Online].Available:http://www.hhs.gov/ocr/pri

vacy/hipaa/ understanding/index.html. 

[7] P. Agouris, J. Carswell, and A. Stefanidis, 

``Anenvironment for contentbased image retrieval from large  

spatial databases,'' ISPRS J. Photogram. Remote Sens.,vol. 

54, no. 4, pp. 263_272, 1999. 

[8] M. Atallah and K. Frikken, ``Securely outsourcing linear    

algebra computations,'' in Proc. 5th ASIACCS, 2010, pp. 

48_59. 

[9] M. Atallah and J. Li, ``Secure outsourcing of 

sequencecomparisons,'' Int. J. Inf. Security, vol. 4, no. 4, pp.   

277_287, 2005. 

[10] M. Atallah, K. Pantazopoulos, J. Rice, and E. 

Spafford,``Secure outsourcing of scienti_c computations,'' 

Adv.   Comput., vol. 54, pp. 216_272, Feb. 2001. 

[12] D. Benjamin and M. Atallah, ``Private and cheating-

freeoutsourcing of algebraic computations,'' in Proc. Conf.   

PST, 2008, pp. 240_245. 

[13] E. Candès, ``The restricted isometry property and 

itsimplications for compressed sensing,'' Comptes Rendus    

Mathematique, vol. 346, nos. 9_10, pp. 589_592, 2008. 

[14] E. Candès, J. Romberg, and T. Tao, ``Robust 

uncertaintyprinciples: Exact signal reconstruction from highly    

incomplete frequency information,'' IEEE Trans. Inf. Theory, 

vol. 52, no. 2, pp. 489_509, Feb. 2006. 

[15] E. Candès and T. Tao, ``Decoding by linear  

programming,'' IEEE Trans. Inf. Theory, vol. 51, no. 12,    pp. 

4203_4215, Dec. 2005. 

[16] E. Candès and T. Tao, ``Near-optimal signal 

recoveryfrom random projections: Universal encoding 

strategies,''   IEEE Trans. Inf. Theory, vol. 52, no. 12, 

pp.5406_5425, Dec. 2006. 

[17] E. Candès and M. Wakin, ``An introduction 

tocompressive sampling,'' IEEE Signal Proc. Mag., vol.25, no. 

2, pp. 21_30, Mar. 2008. 

[18] (2009). Security Guidance for Critical Areas of Focus 

inCloudComputing,[Online].Available:http://www.cloudsecur

ityalliance.org 

[19] A. Divekar and O. Ersoy, ``Compact storage ofcorrelated 

data for content based retrieval,'' in Proc. Asilomar Conf. 

Signals, Syst. Comput., 2009, pp.109_112. 

Author’s Profile: 

Mr.Kurapati Venkata Surendrais currently pursuing his 

M.Tech (CSE) in Computer Science and Engineering 

Department, Nimra Institute of Science & Technology, A.P., 

India. He received his B.Tech in Computer Science and 

Engineering from Narasaraopeta Institute of Technology, 

A.P., India. 

 

Mr. MD Amanatulla is currently working as a Professor in 

Computer Science & Engineering, Department, Nimra 

Institute of Science & Technology, A.P., India. His research 

includes network security and data mining. 


