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ABSTRACT

In this thesis, we aim to evaluate LLMs in terms of their ability to correctly answer geospa-
tial questions. For the purposes of the aforementioned evaluation, we used the GeoQues-
tions1089 benchmark, which includes geospatial questions along with their respective an-
swers and SPARQL or GeoSPARQL queries. In the case where the answers are close to
identical, we classify the LLM’s answer as (mostly) correct. If the answers are not identical
but share some common elements, we consider them partially correct. Conversely, if they
share no common elements, the LLM’s answer is classified as incorrect.

The second aspect of this assignment relates to the ability of LLMs to understand and
process spatial information, as well as to deduce relationships between objects in two-
dimensional space. More specifically, given certain graphs and providing the models with
the spatial relations between some of their nodes as input, we investigate whether the
models can infer other relationships.

After extracting the useful information from GeoQuestions1089 and removing the ques-
tions containing polygons, we categorize the remaining questions into Binary, Descriptive,
and Quantitative types. This categorization is necessary because each question type re-
quires a different evaluation methodology.

The results showed that the models perform well in correctly evaluating the first and third
categories of questions, which are considered easier, but struggle with the second cat-
egory. Specifically, large models are capable of addressing questions from the second
category but not always successfully. Smaller models have greater difficulty with the
second category of questions and are more inconsistent, meaning they may provide dif-
ferent answers to the same question.

SUBJECT AREA: Large Language Models

KEYWORDS: Deep Learning, SPARQL, GeoSPARQL, Knowledge Graphs, Large
Language Models



NEPIAHWH

2Tnv TTapouca gpyacia eTmXEIPHONKE N €¢€Taon dia@opwyv MeydAwv Mwooikwv MovTté-
AWV avao@opIKA YE TNV IKAVOTATA TOUG VA ATTAVTOUV OWOTA EPWTNOEIS YEWYPAPIKOU KAl
XWpPIKoU XapakTrpa (geospatial questions).

MNa ta TAaiola TG Tapatdvw a&loAdynong xpnoipotroionke 1o dataset, GeoQuestions1089,
TTOU EPTTEPIEXEI EPWTAOEIC YEW-XWPIKOU XAPOAKTAPA, TIG AVTIOTOIXEG ATTAVTIOEIS MAdi PE TIG
SPARQL i GeoSPARQL eVTOAEG. 2TV TTEPITITWON TTOU OI ATTAVTACEIG TAUTICovTal 1 €ival
TTAPOUOIEG, TOTE N ATTAVTNON TTou TIHpaue aT1rd To0 LLM yxapaktnpidetal wg (Kupiwg) cwoTh.
AIa@OpPETIKA, av UTTAPXOUV OpICHEVA KOIVA onuEia, TOTE N atTdvTnon Tou YAWOoOIKoU Jo-
vTéEAOU BewpeiTal HEPIKWG OWOTH. AVTIBETWG, av dev UTTAPXEI OXeOOV Kavéva KOIVO OnuEio
METOEU TwV dUO OToIXEIWY, N atravtnon Tou LLM Ba epunveuBei wg AavBaopuévn.

H deUTepn TITUXN TNG €PYATiAg agopd TNV IKAVOTNTA TwV YAWOOIKWY JOVTEAWY va avTi-
AapBavovrtal, emegepydaldovTal XwpIKA TTANPOQYOPIa Kal VO CUPTTEPAIVOUV TIG OXECEIG AVTI-
KEIMEVWYV OTOV XWPO TWV OUO SIACTACEWYV. ZUYKEKPIPEVA, OOBEVTOG KATTOIWY YPAQWY Kal
divovTag oTa HOVTEAA TNV XWPIKA OXEOTN METAEU KATTOIWY ATTO TwV KOPPBWY TOUG WG EVTOAR
€1I0000U, PWTAUE TO HOVTEAO VA CUUTTEPAVEI KATTOIEG AAAEG OXEDEIG.

MeTa TNV eMITUXNMEVN EEAYWYNA TNG XPNOIKNG TTANPOQOPIAG aTTO TA TTEPIEXOUEVA TOU DEIKTN
GeoQuestions1089 ka1 TNV dlaypa@r] TwWV EPWTACEWY TTOU £X0UV WG ATTAVTNOT TTOAUYOVQ,
XWpPIioape OAeG TIG EPWTAOCEIG OTIG KaTnyopieg Auadikég, Meplypa@ikés kal MNoooTikég. O
Abyog 1ToU €yive auTr n dlag@opoTroinon gival Abyo Tou 6T N KABE KaTnyopia EpWTACEWV
aglohoyeital e dIaPOPETIKO TPOTTO.

Ta ammoteAéopata €0€i1av OTI Ta HOVTEAQ €ival KaAd oTo va agloAoyolv owaTd TNV TTPWTN
KAl TPITA KATNYOPia €PWTNOEWYV TTOU BewpouvTal TTI0 EUKOAEG AAAG dUOKOAEUOVTAI OTNV
OeUTEPN. ZUYKEKPIPEVA, T JEYAAQ PJOVTEAQ PUTTOPOUV VA BPOUV Kal EPWTHOEIG TNG OEUTE-
pNS Katnyopiag aAAd ox1 TravTa e emmiTuyia. Ta pikpd povrtéAa SUCKOAEUOVTAI TTEPIOCCOTEPO
oTnv OeUTEPN KATNYOPIa TWV EPWTHOEWY Kal €ival TTI0 acTadr, dnAadn yTTopouv va aTa-
VTOOUV JIAPOPETIKA OTNV idIa £pWTNON.

OEMATIKH NEPIOXH: MeydAa Nwooikd MovTtéAa

AEZEIZ KAEIAIA: BaBid Exkuddnon , SPARQL, GeoSPARQL, Mpagnuarta MNvwong,
MeydaAa N \wooikd MovTéAa
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1. EIZArQrH

1.1 Neprypaen NpoBARuaTog

H paydaia texvoloyikn eEENIEN Twv TEAEUTAIWV XPOVWY £XEl 0BNYNOEI TNV avATITUEN Kal
TNV 814d0o0on €vOg PEYAAOU Kal ONPAVTIKOU KAGOOU TNG MOVTEPVAG TTANPOPOPIKNAG, OTAV
MNXavikr) pdénon kai Tnv BaBid pabnon. O KAGDOG auTog PE TNV OEIPA TOU AVETTTUEE Pia
TEXVOAOYia TTOU £XEl KUPIAPXNOEl OTOV TOUEA TNG TTANPOPOPIKAG, Ta MeydAha MAwooIKA
MovTéha (Large Language Models - LLMs). Baoiopéva oTnv apXITEKTOVIKA Twv trans-
formers 6mmwg 10 BERT [11] kai To ROBERTa [17], £xouv TTpOC@EPEI ONUAVTIKEG BEATILOOEIG
otnv emegepyaaoia kal avadAuon TG QuOIKNG YAwooas. Ta MeydAa MNwoaoikd MovTtéla
QgIOTTOIOUVTAl O€ IO PHEYAAN YKAUA EQOPUOYWY, OTTWG OTNV PeTagpacn [8], oto senti-
ment analysis [29], oTnv avaTrTuén kal d16pBwaon kKwdika [4], oTnv Katnyoplotroinon [3]
[21] KTA. Zuykekpipéva, n €ékdoon Tou ChatGPT-3.5 [19] €ixe w¢ ammoTéAeoua va oTpEYEl
TNV TTPOCOXNA TNG ETTIOTNHOVIKAG KOIVOTNTAG, TOU KOGHOU TWV ETTIXEIPAOEWY KABWG KAl TWV
ATTAWV 181WTWV TTPOG AUTOU ToU €id0UG T HOVTEAQ. IDiwg 0TV akadnuia To evOIOPEPOV
yia Ta MeydAa N \wooikd MovTéAa gival TEpAOTIO ava@opIKA JE TIG IKAVOTNTEG TOUG Kal
TNV duvVATOTNTA EVOWMATWONG TOUG OE UTTAPXOVTA CUCTHHATA yia TNV £TTIAuCon S1a@opwyv
eidwv TTpoBAnudaTwy. Eival koiv) TTapatripnon 0TI autd Ta JOVTEAQ QPAIVETAI VO KATEXOUV
TTOAU KOAEG YAWOOIKES IKavOTNTES. TMapoAa auTtd, ol OeEIOTNTEG TOUG AVAPOPIKA PE TNV
YVWON YEW-XWPIKWYV EPWTHCEWV KABWG Kal TNV avTiAnyn YEWMPETPIOG KAl XWPWV QaivETaI
Va gival TTEPIOPICHEVT.

2UVETTWG, TO TTPOBANUA TToU €€€TACEI N TTAPOUCA £pyacdia gival n agloAdynon opiocuEVWV
MEYAAWY YAWOOIKWY JOVTEAWV WG TTPOG TNV IKAVOTNTA TOUG VA aTTAVTOUV 0pBAa O€ EPWTACEIG
TTOU OXETICOVTAI PE YEWMETPIEG KAI YEWYPAPIEG KABWG KAl AV KATEXOUV TNV £YYEVH EUQUia
va avTIAauBdavovTal TIG OXETEIG AVTIKEIMEVWY O€ BIoOIAOTATOUG XWPOUG.

1.2 KivnTpo kai Z1éx0l

Ta yew-Xwpika dedopéva rai¢ouv Evav TTOAU HEYAAO POAO O € TTOAAEG OUYXPOVEG EQAPHOYEG,
ATTO OTPATIWTIKEG, EKTTAIOEUTIKEG MEXPI Kal EUTTOPIKEG [18]. KpiveTal oKOTTIMO AOITTOV va
OIEPEUVIOOUNE PE KATTOIOV ouoTNPATIKG TpOTTo av Ta LLMs kataAafaivouv Tnv évvola Tou
YEWYPOAQPIKOU XWPOU KABwWG Kal TIG 1I816TNTEG Tou. Tautoxpova, XPEIAadeTal va eEETACOUNE
Qv TO TTPOAVOPEPOUEVA HOVTEAA KATEXOUV TNV ATTAITOUNEVN EUPUIT TTOU OXETICETAI PUE TNV
KATAVONON QVTIKEINEVWY O€ OI0BIACTATOUG KAl TPICOIACTATOUG XWPEOUG, TIG IBIOTHTWY QUTWV
KaBWG Kal TIG METAEU Toug oxéaelg. AuTé Ba pag emTpéwel va Bondricoupe Ta GIS cuoTtAuaTa
(Geographic Information System) va yivouv 1110 QTTODOTIKA, VO ETTEKTEIVOUNE TNV XPRon
Twv LLMs woTte va evowpaTwBouv atroTeAeoUaTIKA o€ d1a@dpou TUTTOU EQAPPOYES TTOU
dlaxelpifovrtal, eTeEePyAdovTal Kal XPnoIUOTTOIOUV YEw-XWPIKA dedouéva. ETtiong, n digpeuvnon
TWV IKAVOTATWYV TwV LLM w¢ TTpog TNV XWpPIK cUAAOYIOTIKN (spatial reasoning) avoiyel
VEEG TTPOOTITIKEG VIO TNV TAUTOTNTA KAl TNV dUVATOTNTA TWV €V AOYW HOVTEAWV.

Méxpr oAuepa Ta LLMs BewpouvTal JOVTEAQ TTOU KATEXOUV KOAEC YAWOOIKEG IKAVOTNTEG
aAAG TTao)iCouv Ye TTPOBAANATA TTOU ATTAITOUV XPrON AOYIKAG, HOBNUATIKWY KAl XWPIKWV
IKAVOTATWY. 2ZUVETTWG, N BIEPEUVNON AVAPOPIKA PE TO av BPIOKETAI EYYEVH yvwon oTa
LLMs yia yewypa@ieg, YEWPETPIEG KAl IB1OTNTEG XWPWV Eival avaykaia yia va dIaTTIoTwOEi
av givarl IKava va TTpooTIolouvTal OTI KATAVOOUV €VVOIEG TTOU OXETICOVTAI UE AAAEG TITUXEG
NG avBpwWITIVAG EU@UIaG, aveEdpTnTa aTTd TIC YAWOOIKES KAl TNV TTAPAYWYNA KEIPEVOU.

E. KARAGIANNIS 13
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MapdAAnAa, Tépa atrd 1O TTPOKTIKO KOUMATI TNG €@apuoyns Twv LLMs yia Tnv eTTiAuon
TTPOBANPATWY OTOV TTPAYUATIKO KOOWO, XPEIGleTal va KaTtavonBouv o€ BAB0G 01 SBuvaToTnTEG
TWV €V Adyw PoVTEAWV KaBapd atrd Tnv BewpnTIKr TITUXA TNG TEXVNTAS vonuoouvng. ‘Eva
Baoikd epWTNPA TOU £V AOYOU ETTIOTNUOVIKOU KAGDOU TTOU TTPOKUTTTEI €ival TO €€AG: Eival ta
LLMs texvoAoyieg TTou aTTAG TTaPAYOUV KEIUEVO BACN UTTOAOYIOTIKWY SOUWYV KAl OTATIOTIKWV-
MOBNuUATIKWV IBI0TATWY, PE TPOTTO TTOU dIAPOPPWONKE KATA TNV @Acn TNG TTPOTTOVNONG
TOUG, ] UTTOPOUV VA £XOUV KalI TIPOOTITIKEG VIO VA XAPOKTNPIOTOUV WG TTETUXNKEVA TTapadEiypaTa
YEVIKNG TEXVNTAG vonuoouvng (AGI);

Tautdxpova, XpelalopacTe va PEAETHIOOUUE av Ta LLMs €xouv TIG ATTAITOUUEVES YVWOEIG

VO OTTAVTIOOUV O€ EPWTACEIG YEWYPAPIKOU TUTTOU, EITE Eival TTOOOTIKEG EiTE TTOIOTIKEG. H

eCétaon autr) Ba ptmopécel va avadeigel Tnv duvatotntd Twv LLMs va xpnoigotroinéouv

ME aglotmioTia aTTd dIAPOPOUS POPEIG TTPOKEIMEVOU VA BPICKOUV ATTAVTNON YIA EPWTHHATA

TETOI0G QUOEWG KABWG Kal va PUTTOPoUV va CUyKpivovTal (wg BEIKTNG avapopdg) Je AAAa

OUOTAMOTA TTOU £X0UV QTIOXTEI JE OKOTTO VA ATTAVTOUV QUTOUATA O€ EPWTACEIG YEWYPAPIKOU
KAl YEW-XWPEIKOU TTPOCAVATOAIGHOU.

TéNog, n duvatoTnTa Twv LLMs va e€eIdIKeuTOUV € éva QVTIKEIMEVO JECW TEXVIKWY transfer
learning, atTd TIG OTTOIEG N TTIO YVWOTH KAl EUPEWG dladedopévn ival autrig Tou fine-tuning,
MO TTapéxel GAAO €va KaTAAANAO évauoua yia Tnv ekTTévnon Tng TTapolcas £pyaoiag.
AuTO yiveTal yia duo Adyoug. MpwTov, av dei¢oupe 0TI Ta LLMs xwpig oToxeupévn Tpottévnon
KATEXOUV OPICHEVN YVWON Kal KaTaAaBaivouv Tnv @UON TWV YEW-XWPIKWY EPWTHTEWV
Kal aQUTA TNG XWPIKAS avTiAnwng, T0TE Ba pttopoucav va BeATiwBouv péow fine-tuning.
AeUTEPOV, TTPOKUTITEI TO EPWTNUA TTOCT TTPOTTOVNOT, AVAPOPIKA PE TOV XPOVO UAOTTOINONG
KOl TOUG UTTOAOYIOTIKOUG TTOPOUG TTOU ATTaITOUVTAl, XPEIACETAl VIO VA Yivel TTETUXNUEVA N
diadikacia Tou fine-tuning.

2ZUVETTWG, €vag aTrd Toug KUPIOUG 0TOXO0G TNG TTApOoUCag Epyaaciag gival o TTpocdIopIoudg
KAl N aTToTUTTWOT TNG €TTI0O00NG KATTOIWV HOVTEAWV LLM OXETIKA PE TNV IKAvOTATA TOUG va
ATTAVTOUV OWOTA 0€ EPWTATEIG YEW-XWPIKOU XapaKkTipa. H mTapatrdvw kataypaen tng
ETTIOOONG, TTPETTEI VA YiVEI HE PIO KOAWG OPICHEVN Kal EUAoyn peBodoloyia Kabwg Kai ol
METPIKEG TTOU Ba XpnoiyoTToIinBouv va gival EUKOAO va epappooTouv o€ idia 1 TTapdpola
TTpoBAAuaTA.

O deUTEPOG OTOXOG TNG TTAPOUCAG EpYATiag, ival n diEpEUvVNON TNG IKAVOTNTAG TWV HOVTEAWV
VO KOTAVOOUV XWPEOUG, TIG BECEIC TWV AVTIKEIUEVWY TTOU CUPTTEPIAAPBAvovTal € auToug
KaBwg Kal TIG WETAEU Toug oxéaelg. Etriong, mepiAauBaveral otov OKOTIO N €UPECN TOU
KATGAANAOU TPOTTOU Yia va €EAYOUNE aTTO T HOVTEAQ TUXOV TTANpo@opia TTou Ba Ocixvel
o1 gival IKavad yia spatial reasoning.

1.3 MeBodoAoyia

MNa va emTeuxBei 0 TTPWTOG OTOXOG TNG TTAPOUCAG epyaciag Ba TTPETTEl va Bpouue €va
OUVOAO OeQOUEVWV TTOU B EPTTEPIEXEI EPWTHOEIG YEW-XWPIKOU XOPAKTAPA KAI TIG AVTIOTOIXES
OWOTEG ATTAVTAOEIG.

MNa autd Tov okoTrd Ba xpnoipoTtroindei o deikTng avagopds GeoQuestions1089 [15]. To
OUYKEKPIUEVO benchmark euTTEPIEXEI DIAPOPES YEW-XWPIKES EPWTHOEIG TTOIOTIKOU ) TTOGOTIKOU
Xapaktipa. Mépa atod TG EPWTHOEIG, TO CUVOAO dEQOPEVWY EUTTEPIEXEI TIG EVTOAEG SPARQL
kKal GeoSPARQL kaBwg Kal TIG atravTAoElg TTou d08nkav atrd Tnv €vwaorn dU0 yVwOoIaKwWY
yPA@wV TTOU XPNOILOTIOINBNKAV yIa auTtdVv TOV OKOTTO.
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To GeoQuestions1089 xpnoipoTrolgiTal WG dEIKTNG ava@opag yia Tov EAeyX0 TNG £TTid00NG
OUCTNPATWY QUTOPATNG ATTAVTNONG EPWTHCEWV KABWG Kal yia Tnv agloAdynon Twv LLMs.

21NV TTapouca £pyacia, Ba xpnoiYoTToINoouE To TTapaTrdvw benchmark yia va agloAoynbouv
Tpia pIKpd LLMs Tng emIAOYNG Hag KATW aTTO OPIoHUEVES DIOPOPETIKES HEBOBOAOYiES Kal Ba
TTOPOUCIACOUNE T ATTOTEAEOUATA OIAYPANUATIKA VIO VO OUYKPIVOUME TNV £TTIOO0N TOUG.

EmmpdoBeTa, Ba dnuioupyrioouue TPEIS YPAPOUG O€ Evav XwpPo U0 dIaoTACEWVY Kal Ba
TTEPIYPAWOUNE TIG OXECEIG TWV KOUPWV PETALU TOuG. H tTpoavagepduevn treplypa®r Ba
yivel oTa TTAQioIa VOGS HOBNUATIKOU QOPUAAICUOU OTOV EUKAEIDEIO XWPO TwV OUO SI0OTACEWV.
To paBnuaTIKG TTAQICIO KAl KATTOIEG OTTO TIG I010TNTEG TOU Ba TTEPIYPAPOUV OTO KEQAAIO 5.

‘Emreima Oa e¢etdooupe Ta povtéAa ChatGPT-40, Llama3.3 70B, Gemmaz2 9B kai 1o Llama3.1
8B w¢ TTpo¢ TNV £TTIGOCN TOUG VA KATAVOOUV TOV TTAPATTAVW JABNPATIKO QOPUaAIoHO. Av
TA TTPOAVAPEPOUEVA ETTITUXOUV KAAR €TTidOOT, 1DI1QITEPA O€ £vav TUTTO EPWTACEWY, TOTE
auTd Ba onuaivel OTI ival IKAVA VO KATAVONOOUV KATTOIEG BOCIKEG TITUXEG TOU Sspatial reas-
oning.

A&iCel va onpeiwOei 0TI oTa TTAiCIA TNG DITTAWPATIKAG XPEIAOTNKE VA XPNOILOTTOINOEN KATTOI
YAWOOQ TTPOYPAUPATIONOU VIO VA YiVOUV QUTOUOTOTTOINKEVEGS DIABIKATIEG ] VO UTTOAOYIOTOUV
o1 d1a@opeg UETPIKES. O1 TTapatravw diepyaacies Eyivav o€ UTTOAOYIOTIKO TTEPIBGAAOV TNG
Python '. Katd tnv trepiypagn Tng peBodoloyiag, GTTou auTo KPIBEi avaykaio yia OKOTToUg
oagnvelag, Ba yivovtal ava@opég oTig BIBAIOBAKES TTou XpnoigoTtroinénkav f Ba TrapaTtieTal
0 KWOIKAG.

1.4 Aopn Tng AITAWMATIKAG

H TTapouca epyaoia xwpideTal wg €€N1G: 210 KEQAAAIO0 2 TTEPIYPAQOVTal KATTOIEG OEPEANIWDEIG
€VVOoIEC TTAVW OTIG OTTOIEG Ba OTNPIXTEI TO AVTIKEIUEVO TNG £pyaciag. 210 Ke@AAaio 3 Ba
avaAUuooupe apBbpa TTou OXETICOVTAI JE TNV TTAPOUCA EPYOCia Kal £XOUV OOUAEWEI O€ TTAPOUOIa
Béuara. Oa TTePIYPAYOUPE TUVTOPA TOV OKOTTO TOUG, TTOAU TTEPIANTITIKA TNV peBodoloyia
TOUG KaI T ATTOTEAEOPATA TOUG OTTOU AUTO KPIBEI atrapaitnTo.

To kepaAaio 4 avagépetal 0TNV TTApaywyr ouvoAou dedopévwy yia TIG dUO TITUXEG TNG
TTapoUoag epyaciag. Oa avapepBouue v ouvTodia oTo TTPOYPANKA TTOU XPNOIKOTIOINCAE
Kl TOV KWOIKA TTOU YPAWAUE, TIPOKEIJEVOU TO OUVOAO DEQONEVWV VA Eival KOAUTEPO YIa TA
TTAQiOIQ TNG YETETTEITA AvVAAUONG KOl CUYKPIONG TOU.

270 KEQAAaIO 5 avaAuoupe Tnv Baociki pebodoAoyia TTou akoAouBAONKe TTPOKEINEVOU va
@Taooupe oTa TEAIKA attoTeAéopaTa. [MiveTal TTARPNG TTEpIypa@r] Twv dedopévwy Tou GeoQues-
tions1089, Twv TPOoRANUATWY TTOU AVTIMETWTTIOAUE KABWG KAl TWV TPOTTWYV TTOU ETTIXEIPACAME
va Ta emAUcoupuE. ‘ETreita, BETOUPE TO TTAQICIO TWV TTEIPAPATWY, TTEPIYPAPOUE TOV KWOIKA
TTOU UAOTTOINOQNE KAl KATTOIEG BATIKES £VVOIEG, OTTOU QUTO KPIVETAI avayKaio.

270 KEQPAAQIO 6 TTapOUCIACOUUE OE POPPN] TTIVOKA TA ATTOTEAECUATA TWV TTEIPAUATWY POG
KalI ETTIXEIPOUME M1 avAAUCT) QUTWYV TTPOKEIPEVOU VA KATAAALOUE O€ 0pBA CUPTTEPACHATA.
TéNoG, 01O KEQAAQIO 7 cuvowiloupe O0a £XOUNE KAVEI OTA TTAQICIA TNG £PYATIag YAG Kal
EmeITa oxoMddoupe PEANOVTIKA BripaTta TTou Ba PTTopoucayv va Yivouv TTPOKEINEVOU Va
ETTEKTABEI TO AVTIKEIEVO TTOU BacileTal N TTapouca OOUAEId, £T01 WOTE va BpeBouv TTpdoBeTa
EUPNMATA KAl VO KATAANEOUNE O€ TTIO EUPWOTA CUNTTEPATHATA.

https://www.python.org/
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2. OEMEAIQAEIZ ENNOIEZ

21 Zo0voyn KegaAaiou 2

2€ AQUTAV TNV evoTnTa Ba avaAUCOUE TIG TTAPOKATW TECOEPIC EVVOIEG TTOU ATTOTEAOUV Kal
TNV BAon TTou oTnPieTal N TTAPoUCa SITTAWMATIKEA Epyaacia:

+ SPARQL
+ GeoSPARQL
* Large Language Models

» Spatial Reasoning

MpwTioTWG OPWG, Ba TTEPIYPAYOUUE ETTIYPANMPATIKA KATTOIEG BEUENILOEIS EVVOIEG YIA TNV
KaAUTEPN KaTavonaon Twv 6pwv TTOU ava@EpOnKav TTapattavw.

Mia Bdon dedopévwy ypapnudtwy (graph database) [5] eival otnv ouaia pia Baon dedouévwvy.
H dia@opd pe pia cupBartikn givar 0TI XpnoIYOTIOIEI YPAPOUGS YIa va atroBnkeuoel Kal va
opyavwoel 0edopéva. AuTd ETTITUYXAVETAI HEOW TNG XPNONG €vog OIKTUOU KOUPBWYV Kal
akpwyv. O1 KOuPol auToi avaTTapIoTOUV OVTOTATEG KAl O AKUEG TIG METAEU TOUG OXEOEIG.

‘Evag yvwolakog ypdgog (knowledge graph) [12] sival pia opyavwuévn avatrapdoTaon
TTPAYHATIKWY OVTOTATWYV Kal TWV OXECEWV PETAEU Toug. Eival ouviBwg UAOTTOINUEVOS WG
Baon 6edopévy YPaPNUATWY TTOU £XEI ATTOBONKEUUEVEG TIG OXETEIG OPICUEVWV OVTOTHTWV
METAEU TOuG. O10ovTOTNTEG O€ £vav YVWOIAKO YPAPO UTTOPOUV VA AVAPEPOVTAI O€ AVTIKEIUEVQ,
YEYOVOTA, KATAOTAOCEIS I €vvoieg. Ol OXEOEIC METAGU TWV TTAPATIAVW ATTEIKOVI(OUV TO
vOnua Kal Ta cUh@PaldPeva Tou TPOTTOU TTOU AUTA CUVOEOVTAI.

O1 yvwaolakoi ypagol atrofnkeuouv dedopéva Kal TIG JETAEU TOUG OXECEIG ME BACN KATTOIO
TTPOTUTTO TTOU KaBOPICE! TIG apXEG OPYAVWONG TwV OTOIXEIWV Tou. MTTopoUV va BewpnBouv
WG KAVOVEG I KATNYOPIES YUPW ATTO OEQOPEVA TTOU TTAPEXOUV WIA EUEAIKTN KAI EVVOIOAOYIKI)
opyavwaon Pe okotrd va e€axbouv BabUTEPEC OXETEIC TWV UTTOKEIUEVWY OEDOUEVWV TOU.
‘ET01, €ival QIKTO va XpnoIhoTToINBei atrd d1a@opoug XPrioTES TTPOKEIMEVOU VA £EAYOUV VEQ
Kal XpAoIun TTAnpogopia oTnpI{OUEVOI OTO OPYAVWTIKO TTAQICIO KAl TOUG KAVOVEG TTAVW
OTOUG OTTOIoUG £XEI dnuIoupynOEi.

Mo auoTnpd, wg yvwolakds ypdgog opiletal £vag kateubuvouevog ypdeog KG = (V,E)
TTOU aTTOTEAEITAI ATTO £€va 0UVOAO KOPPBWYV V TTOU avTITTPOCWTTEUOUV OVTOTNTEG, TUTTOUG KAl
YEYOVOTA KOBWG Kal atrd éva oUVOAO akuwv E 1Tou ouvdEouv autoug Toug KOuBoug. Ol
OKMEG TTEPIEXOUV ETIKETEG KAl KABOPI(OUV PE TTOIOV TPOTTO YIVETAI N OUVOEDH TWV KOUPWV.

MapaBéToupe etTiong dUO TTAPAdEIYUATA YVWOIAKWY Ypd@wyv, oTo didypauua 2.1 1Tou
QAVTITTPOOWTTEUOUV BIQPOPETIKA BEPATA KOl EUTTEPIEXOUV £vav KOUPBO TTOU QVTIOTOIXEI O€
Mia idla ovToTNTA TOU TTPAYHATIKOU KOO HOU.

Mia GAAn évvola TTou Kpivetal OKOTTIWO va ava@époupe gival auth Tng RDF (Resource
Description Framework) [23]. To RDF €ivail pia u€6odog yia tnv Tepiypa@r] Kai aviaAAayn
dedopEVwY TTOU gival opyavwuéva og ypagoug. OuolaoTIKd, gival évag KaTeuBuvouevog
YPAQPOG TTOU QTTOTEAEITAI ATTO TPEIG BNAWOTEIS (S,P,0).

2uykekpipéva atroteAeital atmmd: (1) Tov KOUBO €vOG UTTOKEIMEVOU S, (2) TNV aKuA TTou
OUVOEEI TO UTTOKEIMEVO PE TO QVTIKEIUEVO P, Kal (3) TOV KOPBO TTOU QVTITIPOCWTTEUEI TO
QVTIKEIPEVO (0).
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Figure 2.1: Two knowledge graphs

2UVETTWG, YIa évav yVWwaoIako ypago trou atreikovifetal o€ RDF €xoupue 611 10 S,0 aviikouv
OTO OUVOAO TwV KOPPBwV (V) kai 6Tl TO p 0TO 0UVOAO TwV akuwv (E), 6TTwg opioTnkav atov
TTAPATTIAVW OPICHO.

TENOG, WG yew-XwpIka dedopéva (Geospatial data) [15] eival TTAnpo@opia TTou TTEPIYPAPEI
QVTIKEIPEVA, YEYOVOTA ] GAAQ XOPAKTNPIOTIKA TTOU EVTOTTICOVTAI TTAVW f KOVTA OTAV ETTIQAVEIQ
TNG ynG. AuToU Tou TUTTOU Ta dedopéva, TUTTIKG ouvdudadouv TTANPOYOPIES YIa TOTTOBETIiEG
(ouvABWG CUVTETAYUEVEG TNG YNG) KAI VIO XOPAKTNPIOTIKA (YVWPEIOUATA QVTIKEIMEVWY, YEYOVOTWV
N QAIVOUEVWV) JE XPOVIKNA TTAnpogopia (Xpdvog 1 XPoVIKr SIGPKEIQ TTOU N TOTTOBETIa Kal

TA XOPAKTNPIOTIKA UTTAPXOUV).

2.2 Opiouoég SPARQL kai GeoSPARQL

H SPARQL [23] eival yia RDF query yAwooa kai TTpwTOKOANO TTOU XpNOIKOTIOIEITAI YIO VA
QVOKTA Kal va TpoTToTTolEi ©edouEVa TToU ival attoBnkeupéva og pop@r) RDF. Tutrotroii@nke
a6 v RDF Data Access Working Group [1] Tou World Wide Web Consortium ' kai
avayvwpiZeTal wg Pia ato TIG PaCIKES TEXVOAOYIEG TOU Znuacioloyikog 1oTég (Semantic
Web [25]).

Oa ptopoucape va toupe 6T n SPARQL egivar avdloyn tng SQL, pe tTnv diagopd ot
N TTPWTN €ival OXEDIAOPEVN WOTE O XPNOTNG VA KAVEI EPWTACEIC O dEDOUEVA TTOU Eival
EKQPOOUEVA O€ HopPr Ypagou. AvTiBeta, n SQL xpnoiyoTrolgital yia Tov idlo oKoTTd OTav
OHWG Ta dedopéva gival aTTOBNKEUPEVA OE OXECIOKES PATEIC DEDOUEVWIV.

‘Eva rapadeiyua evioAng 1nG yA\wooag SPARQL trou avakTd 1o dvopa Kal To email avBpwtrwv
aTtro £vav ypAQo gival To TTapaKATW:

SELECT ?name ?email

WHERE {
?person <http ://xmlins.com/foaf/0.1/name> ?name .
?person <http ://xmlins.com/foaf/0.1/mbox> ?email

}

EmmpdoBeta, n GeoSPARQL [6] cival éva utrddelypa yia Tnv avarmapdoTaon Kal Thv

https://www.w3.org/
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UTTOBOAR EPWTNNATWY YEW-XWPIKWY OUVOEDEUEVWV BEDONEVWY ATTO TOV 2NUACIOAOYIKO
loT6. Tutrotroienke amo Tnv Open Geospatial Consortium ? wg GeoSPARQL. v ouaida,
opiCel éva AegIAOYIO yia TNV avaTtapdoTaon geospatial dedopévwy o€ popery RDF kai
atroTeAei pia eTékTaon TG YAwooag SPARQL yia Tnv eTTe¢epyacia yew-XwpIKWY OEOOPEVWV.

2.3 Opiopdg Large Language Model ka1 spatial reasoning

Ta peyadAa yAwooikd povréAa (LLMs) givar aAyopiBuor BaBidg unxavikiAg udénong mou
MTTOPOUV Va avayvwpidouv, cuvowifouv, ueta@padouy, TTPoBAETTOUV KAl va avaTtapayouV
TTEPIEXOMEVO, KUPIWG KEIMEVO, APOU gival EKTTAIOEUNEVA OE TTOAU HEYAAA CUVOAQ DEDOUEVWIV.

Ta LLMs Kupiwg avatrapioTouV pia KAGon apXITEKTOVIKAGS BaBIdg uabnong TTou aTToKaAEITal
transformer [28].

OuoiaoTikd, éva transformer povtéAo gival éva veupwviko diKTuO TTou pJabaivel cup@paloueva
KOl VO UATO KATAYPAPOVTAG OXEOEIC 0€ OcIplakd dedopéva, OTTWG ival 01 AEEEIC TTOU aTToTEAOUV
dia TTpoTaon.

H dopr Twv transformers [11] atroteAcital amrd TTOANATTAG transformers blocks, TTou atrokaAouvTal
etmiong kai emiteda. lNapadeiyparog xaplv, €va tranformer ptropei va €xel Ta akdAouba
emitreda: self-attention, feed-forward kai normalization, é1mou 6Aa autd douAslouv padi

yIO TNV AaTTOKWAIKOTTOINCN TWV O£DOUEVWV EICAYWYAGS WOTE Va TTPOBAEWOUV TNV por) TTou

Ba egayel katd Tnv dIAPKEIA TOU CUNTTEPACUATOG.

Ta emiTreda, €101 OTTWG TTEPIYPAPNKAV TTPONYOUNEVWGS UTTOPOUV va oToIfaxTouv padi yia
va dnuioupyhoouv BabuTepeg dopég transformer Kai 10 1I0XUPA YAWOOIKA JOVTEAQ.

H apyxitekTovikr) transformer g1orx0nke TpwTtioTwg atmod Tnv Google 10 2017 010 GPOBPO PE
TiTAO [28] "Attention is all you Need”. YTrdpyouv dUO KaIvoTouieg KAEIDIG TTOU KAVOUV TNV
eV AOYyw apXITEKTOVIKN 181QiTEPA IKAVA YIa Ta PEYAAa YAwoooAoyikd povTéAa: positional
encodings kai self-attention.

To positional encoding evOWPATWVEI TNV OEIPA PE TNV OTTOIA TO DEQOEVA EI0AYWYNGS EJPaviICovTal
pMéoa oTtnv doBeioa TrpoTacn. OuoiacTikd, avti va Tpo@odoToUNE AEEEIC pEoa OE pia
TTPOTACT dIAdOXIKA OTO VEUPWVIKO BiKTUO, XApIG OTO positional encoding, o1 A£€gIg yTTOpOUV

va To0TT00€TNOO0UV XWpPIg TNV TTPOKABOoPIoUEVN CEIPA ENPAVIOS TOUG.

ATTO TNV GAAN, TO self-attention ekxwpei Eva BApog oe KABE KOPPATI TWV BEDOUEVWYV EI0AYWYNAS
otav 1o emregepyadeTal. Autd To BAPOG oNPATOdOTEI TNV ONPOCia autoU TOU OTOIXEIOU
€1I00YWYNG OTO TTAQICIO TWV UTTOAOITIWV KOPUATIWY TwV OTOIXEIWV €1I0aywyns. Me aAAa
AOYIa, Ta JOVTEAD BEV XPEIACETAI TTAEOV VA AQIEPWVOUYV TNV idIa TTPOCOX 0€ OAQ Ta OTOIXEIO
TTOU €I0AyovTal O€ QUTA Kal PTTOPOUV VA €OTIAOOUV O€ ONUEIa TTOU €XOoUuv TNV UYIOoTN
onpacia. H avammapdotaon TTou ava@EPETal O€ TTOI0 KOUUATIA TO VEUPWVIKO OIiKTUO TTPETTEI
va dwaoel TTEPIoOOTEPO TTPOCOoXH HabaiveTal oTadlakd, KaBWS To PHOVTEAO BIaTPEXEN KAl
avaAuel pia ogipd aTrd dedouEva.

O1 Trapatrévw dUO TEXVIKEG O€ UVOUAOHO ETTITPETTOUV VA YiVETAI avAAuC TwV TPOTTWY Kal
OUP@PACOPEVWYV OTA OTTOIA EEXWPIOTA OTOIXEIO ETTNPEACOUV KAl OXETICOVTAI HETALU TOUG O€
MEYAAEG aTTOOTACEIG, N OI0DOXIKA.

H IKavoTnNTa TNG UN-O€IPIOKAG ETTEEEPYATTIAC DEDOUEVWV ETTITPETTEI TNV ATTOCUVOECN TTOAUTTAOKWV

TTPORBANPATWY 0€ TTOANATTAOUG WIKPOTEPOUG KAl TAUTOXPOVOUG UTTOAOYIONOUG. ATTd Tnv
@uaon Toug, ol kapteg ypagikwv (Graphical Processing Units-GPUs) cival epodiacuéveg

2https://www.ogc.org/
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yla va AUvouv auTtou Tou €idoug Ta TTpoBAfuaTa TTapdAAnAQ, MITPETTOVTAG ETTECEPYQTIA
MEYAANG KAipakag oe dedouéva TTou OevV Eival ETTIONUACHUEVA Kal JeyAAwy transformers
OIKTUWV.

H xwpikr) cuAAoyioTIKn (spatial reasoning) [7] ival eupéwg diadedopévn OTIC KABNUEPIVES
MaG aAANAETTIOPAOCEIC e TOV KOOPO. ATToTEAEl TOV akpoywviaio AiBo TnG IKavoTNTa Pag
va oXedIAooUE Eva Tagidl, va TTPOCBIOPICOUNE OVTOTNTEG OTOV XWPEO KAl VO GAVTACTOUUE
QVTIKEIJEVA OTAV OKOUUE TTEPIYPAPES TWV DIATALEWY TOUG O€ PUOIKK YAWOoOoA.

MNa Tapddeiyua, Yo atrAr op@r XWPIKAS GUAAOYIOTIKNAG €¢apTaTal atrd TTapadoxEG TTou
TTEPIYPAPOUV [ia JovodidoTaTh SIATagn avTIKEINEVWY, OTTWG:

* O A givail d€€1a Tou B.

» O C cival apioTtepd Tou B.

* Omére, o A gival 6g€1a Tou C.
2UVETTWG, Ba UTTOpOUCAE VO OPICOUE YEVIKOTEPQ TO spatial reasoning wg TNV IKAvOTNTA
VO KOTAVOOUUE, VA ATTEIKOVICOUME Kal va XEIPICOPOOTE AVTIKEINEVA OTOV XWPOo. AUTH n

IKAVOTNTA CUMTTEPIAAUPBAVEI TO VA OKEPTOUAOTE YIa BECEIG, DIOOTACEIG, KIVIOEIG KAl OXETEIG
METOEU QVTIKEIMEVWY O€ £vav XwPo dUO, TPIWV A TTEPICTOTEPWY BIACTATEWV.
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3. ZXETIKH EPTAZIA

2Tnv TTapouca evoTnTa Ba Treplypdyoupe KATTola ApBpa oTa oTroia oTnpideTal n TrTapouca
OITTAWMATIKA, WG TTPOG TOUG OTOXOUG Kal TIG uEBodOAoYieg TTou Ba akoAoubrjcouv.

3.1 Zootnua Atravrnong Epwrioewv kai GeoQuestions1089

MpwrtioTwg, Ba avapepBouue o€ Eva KouuaT Tou dpBpou "The Question Answering Sys-
tem GeoQA2 and a New Benchmark For its Evaluation” [15]. H ouykekpipévn douleid
TTapouciddel To GeoQA2, £éva oUoTNUA EPWTACEWV-ATTIAVTIIOEWY TTOU QVTATTIOKPIVETAI O€
EPWTANATA XPNOIUOTTIOIWVTAG TNV £Vwon dU0 YVWOIaKWYV YPagwyv. 2Tnv oucia 1o GeoQA2
TTaipvel oav €i0000 OEOOPEVWV HIA EPWTNON OIATUTTWHEVN OE QUOIKN YAWOOQ, TNV HETAPPALEI
o€ éva ouvodo SPARQL/GEOSPARQL arrnudrtwy, £tTeiTa Ta Tagivouei o€ augouoa oeipd
Kal EKTEAET QUTA TTOU KATATAXBNKAV UWPNASTEPQA, AauBAVOVTAG TNV ATTAVTNON OTTO TNV VWO
OUo yvwaoiakwy ypagwyv. ‘ETrerra, mapouaidletal To benchmark tou GeoQuestions1089
TTOU EUTTEPIEXEI ATTAVTAOEIG ATTO TNV EVWOT TWV OUO TTPOAVAPEPOUEVWYV YPAPWY. AKOAOUBEI
N agloAéynon tou GeoQA2 1rdvw oto GeoQuestions1089 kail Ta atToTEAEOPATA CUYKPIVOvTal
ME auTA evOg TTAPOUOIOU CUCTHPATOG, £V ovOpaTI Hamzei. ZTnv ava@epouevn gpyaoia,
eTMxXeIpeiTal TauTOXpova N avaAuon Tng £tmidoong Tou ChatGPT-3.5 madvw oT1o benchmark
GeoQuestions1089 yia va diatmoTwOei KaTd TTOC0 PTToPEi TO M0 YWWoTd LLM povtéAo va
arravrioel cwoTd. Etriong, ouykpiveral n emmidoon Tou ChatGPT-3.5 pe autr Tou cuoTRpaATog
GeoQA2. Ta atroteAéopata deixvouv 61 N GeoQA2 atrodidel kaAuTepa aTTd TNV Hamzei,
TTAPOAO TTOU Kal o1 U0 Pnxaveg Exouv TTepIBwpIo BeATiwong. To ChatGPT-3.5 cixe kaAl
€TTido0n o€ TTI0 EUKOAEG EPWTACEIG, KUPIWG AUTEG TTOU £X0UV WG aTrdvTnon “yes” 1 "no” kai
TIG EPWTACEIG UTTEPOETIKOU KAl CUYKPITIKOU XapakThpa. MNMapdAa autd, 600 1110 OUCKOAEG
yivovTal ol EpWTACEIG, TOOO XEIpOoTEPEUOUV oI attavToelg Tou ChatGPT. TEAOG, OTIC EpwWTAOEIS
TTOU CUMTTEPIAQUBAVOUV TTANBUOPIAKESG OTATIOTIKEG, TO LLM rjTav aouveTTég Kal aoTabEg wg
TTPOG TIG ATTAVTHOEIG TOU.

3.2 A%ioAdoynon twv IkavotATwyv Xwpikng Aoyikig Tou ChatGPT-4

2Tn ouvéxela, Ba avagepboupe ouvoTtTiIKA O0TnV epyacia Tou "An Evaluation of ChatGPT-
4’s Qualitative Spatial Reasoning Capabilities in RCC-8" [9].

Méoa o€ auTo apBpo egetdleTal n IkavoTnTa Tou ChatGPT-40 va utropei va etre¢epyaderal
Kal va §ayEl owoTd oupTTEPAoUaTa 0TOoV XWpo Tou Qualitative Spatial Reasoning xpnoipotroiwvTag
T0 mereotopological calculus, RCC-8.

OuoiaoTikd, To Qualitative Spatial Reasoning (QSR) [9] €ival évag KAGDOG YEAETNG TTOU
€0TIACEI OTNV AVOTTAPACTACT KAl AVAAUCT OXETIKA PE XWPIKEG OXETEIG HETALU AVTIKEINEVWY,
TTEPIOXWV I OVIOTATWYV HE évav PN-apiOuNTIKO TPOTTO. AvTi va €apTdtal atmmd akpIPeig
METPAOEIG OTTWG ATTOOTACEIG, YWVIEG KAl CUVTETAYMEVES, TO QSR XpnoipoTTolei CUUPBOAIKES

TTEPIYPAPES EVOG XWPIKOU OXNHUATOG, OTTWG "OiTTAa 0€”, "uEa”, "aAANAOETTIKOAUTITETAI” KAl
"MakpId aTrd”.

To RCC-8 (Region Connection Calculus) [9] €ival évag ouyKeKPINEVOS QOPUAAIoUOS HEoa
otov mereotopological otoxaoud. Opilel okTw BePeAIOEIC OXETEIG NETAEU OUO XWPIKES
TTEPIOXEG BACN TWV TOTTOAOYIKWYV IBIOTATWY, AVAPOPIKA PE TO TTOCO AAANAETTIKOAUTITOVTAI
N TG00 €ival CUVOEDEUEVEG.
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O avwTéEpw POPHOAICUOS XPNOIYOTIOIEITAI EUPEWG YIA TNV AvATTapAcTACH KAl TNV ATTOTUTTWON
TTPOBANPATWY TTOU €UTTITTITOUV OTNV TTEPIOXT Qualitative Spatial Reasoning (QSR).

21NV €¢eTalddpeEvVn epyaoia dlevepyouvTal Uia o€lpd aTro TTEIPANOTA WS EENG: apXIKA TTEPIYpAQovTal
oT1o LLM o1 oxéoeig kai n doury Tou RCC-8 calculus, petd uttofadAAovtal SId@opes EpWTACEIG

TTOU aTTaITOUV VA £QAPPOCTEI 0 v AOYw AOYIOHOGS yia va BpeBouv KATTOIEG TTIBAVES VEEG
OXEOEIG TTEPIOXWYV TTOU €XOUV DO0BOEi Kal OTNV CUVEXEIQ, £CeTACOVTAl Kal agloAoyouvTal Ol
aTTavTAoEIg TTou AauBdavovTal atrd TO JOVTEAO.

To TrpwTo TrEipapa agopd 1o Compositional Reasoning in RCC-8, 10 deuTtepo 10 Preferred
Compositions in RCC-8 kai 1o Tpito T0 Spatial Continuity.

MadevuovTtag Tig atravTioelg amméd 1o LLM ota mreipduata Bdon Twy EpwTRcEwyY TTou d608nkKav
OTO HOVTEAO, TO APOPO KATAAAYEI OTI TA ATTOTEAETUATA UTTOOTNEICOUV TNV EUPEWG ATTOOEKTA
arroyn 6t 1a LLMs duokoAguovTal va TTpoouv o€ opBr) CUANOYIOTIKA XPNOIKMOTTOIWVTAG
TOV UTTO €€£TAO0N POPHOANITUO.

H etmidoon 1rou TéTuxe To ChatGPT-4 yia va uttoAoyioel OAOKANPO Tov composition Trivaka
yia To RCC-8 gival 71,94%, 10 oTr0io €ival TTOAU KAAUTEPO ATTO TO AV ATTAVTAYE TUXAIa KAl
UTTOOEIKVUEI MIA UTTOTUTTWON IKAVOTATA VA TTPAYUATOTTOIEI TETOIOUG UTTOAOYIOUOUG.

Mia AeTrTopEpr] avaAuon Twv TTapayouevwy atravtioewy Tou ChatGPT-4 gavepwvel TRV
IKAvOTNTA TOU VO TTPAYMOTOTIOIEI XWPIKA AoyiKN (spatial reasoning), aAAd TTOANEG QOpEC
QTTOTUYXAVEI, KAVOVTAG O€ OPIOPEVEG TTEPITITWOEIG BACIKA AAON.

Emriong, ocixvel pia aouvETTEld OTO OTI ITTOPET va avaAuoel hia oxéon aAAa éx1 kal Tnv
avTioTpo®r TNG. OpIoUEVES QOPES HAAIOTA PTTEPDEUEI PIa OXEON KE TNV avTioTpoen TNG.

3.3 Egeralovrag Tnv XwpIikA avriAnyn Twv MeydAwv MAwooikwv MovTéAwv

To emouevo apBpo pe TiTAo "Testing spatial reasoning of Large Language Models: the case
of tic-tac-toe” [16] TTou oTnpixBnKe KOPPATI TG PEBodOoAoyiag TNG TTapoUcag pyaaciag,
e€eTdlel TNV XWpPIKN avTiAnyn (spatial reasoning) Twv pey&dAwv YAWOOCIKWV JOVTEAWY JECW
TOU TTaIXVIBIOU tic-tac-toe.

2UYKEKPIYEVA, €CeTACETAI O TPOTTOG TToU Ta LLMs p1Tropouv va eTTIAEEOUV KIVIOEIG OTO €V
ASyw TTaIXVidI TTPOKEIMEVOU Va agloAoynBouv o1 voNTIKES IKaVOTNTES TOUG GTav N TTANPOQopia
yIa TNV £QYWYA CUUTTEPOACHATWY EUTTITITEI O€ Eva XWPIKO TTEPIEXOMEVO.

MNa TNV EuGdWON AUTOU TOU OKOTTOU OTA TTAQICIA TNG AVAPEPONEVNG EPYATIAG ETTIOTPATEUTNKAV
MIa ogipd atrd PovTEAA Kal TOUG avaTéBnKe va TTaigouv TTapTideg TOU TTPOAVAPEPOUEVOU
TTauXVIOIOU £vVavTI TOU YVWOoToU aAyopiBuou minimax algorithm [16].

O TTapatdavw cival évag aAyopiBuog €TTIAOYNG aTTOPACNG KAl AEITOUPYEI ETTIAEYOVTAG TNV
KaAUTEPN TTIOAVA Kivnon yia évav TTaikTn o€ £va TTaiyvio undevikou aBpoiouatog dUO TTAIKTWY,
OTTOU N Vikn Tou €vo¢ gival 1Ic00dUvaun Pe TNV ATTA Tou AAAou. TepIANTITIKA, N €v Adyw
OTPATNYIKA KOITAZEI OAEG TIG TTIOAVEG KIVOEIG O€ £va TTaIXVidl Kal avaKaAUTITEI TRV KAAUTEPN
Kivnon Aaupavovtag utroyn 1o XeIpoTepo mbavo oevdapio.

To mreipaua oTo mAaiaio TTou die€dyeTtal [16], eival un-TeTPINPEVO, apoU TTEPIAAUPBAVEI TNV
aAvayvwpeIon XOPOKTAPWY Kal TNV IKAvOTATA va £EAyovTal CUPTTEPAOUATA BACN ONUEiWV-
Béoewv o€ Evav XwpPo dUO dIOoTACEWV. Ta ATTOTEAEOPATA UTTOOTNPICOUV TNV EUPEA ATTODEKTA
ammown Ot Ta LLMs dev €ival 1600 KaAd oTnv XwpIkA avTiAnwn, av kal Tovifetal 611 Ba
TIPETTEI VA YIVOUV TTEPICOOTEPA TTEIPANATA AUTOU TOU €idOUG.

E. KARAGIANNIS 21



Evaluating the capabilities of LLMs in geospatial question answering and geospatial reasoning

3.4 AIoAdynon S1aAEKTIKOU YAWOOIKOU HOVTEAOU

Mia emmTpdoBeTn epyacia TTou eTIXEIPE va €CETACEI TNV IKAVOTNTA XWPEIKAS avTiAnwng
TWV avaQePOUEVWY PovTEAWV gival atrd Toug Anthony G Cohn kai Jose Hernandez-Orallo
" [10]. H ev Aoyw epyacia Bewpei 611 TTOANG a1ro T eydAa kai Tutrotroinuéva benchmarks
TTOU XPNOIYOTTOIOUVTAIl YIa TNV agloAdynon tng emidoong Twv LLMs dev ammotutiwvouv
OWOTA TNV TTPAYUATIKOTNTA.

AuUTO yiveTal 810TI TTOAAOI ATTO AUTOUG TOUG BEIKTEG AVAPOPAG EPTTEPIEXOUV TTOAU TTANPOPOPIa
TTOU €VOEXETAI VA £XEI CUVAVTAOEI TO HOVTEAO KATA TNV dIadIKaTia TNG TTPOTTOVNONG TOU.
ETttiong, TTOANEG aTTd TIC EPWTACEIG 0€ AUTOUG TOUG OEIKTEG, €ival TTOANQTTARG ETTIAOYNG,
AUEAVOVTAG TNV AVASIOTTIOTIO TOU EAEYXOU.

2UVETTWG, OTO QvVAPEPOUEVO APBPO ETTIAEYETAI VA £€eTAOOUV KATTOIO LLMS, 6TTwg To ChatGPT-
4, TTPOKPIVOVTaG HIa TTI0 DIOAEKTIKI MEBODO. AUTO uTTOpEl va emTeuxOei eTeidn Ta LLMs
MTTOPOUV va dexB0oUV epWTAOEIG OEIPIOKA, PE TNV ATTAVTNON TNG TEAEUTAIOG £PWTNONG VA
eTTNPEACETAI ATTO TNV PON TNG CUATNONG TTou £XeEl NON Yivel. Mapartnpeital kak ardédoon
atro TNV TTAEUPA TwV PHOVTEAWV OTNV OIOAEKTIKI HEBODO TOU TTEIPANATOG, KAVOVTAG OUXVA
Baoikd AABn katd Tnv dladIKaoia TNG atravinong.

3.5 XwpikA avriAnyn ota Visual-LLMs

To emréuevo GpBpo TTou Ba TTAPOUCIACOUPE CUVOTITIKA [24] €€eTACEI TOV TPOTIO PE TOV
otroio Ba ptropoucav Ta V-LLMs, dnAadr] povTEAQ TTOU TTAPAYOUV KEINEVO £xovTag AdBel
TTEPIYPOPES KAl EIKOVESG WG OTOIXEIO 10000V, Ba PTTopoUCav va BEATIWOOUV TNV aTTOd00N
TOUG.

O Aoyog Trou e€eTdleTal KATTOI0G TTIBAVOCS TPAOTTOC €ival N KAKA TTIO0CN GTNV XWPIKA avTiAnyn
TTOU €XOUV QUTA Ta POVTEAA. ZUYKEKPIPEVA, avagépeTal TTwg Ta V-LLMs ptropouv va
OWOOUV TTEPIYPAPIKEG AEEIAOYIKEG ATTAVTACEIG, OUWG N XWPEIKI TOU avTiAnyn XapakTnpei¢eTal
UTTO-QVETTTUYHEVN OPOU OPICPEVES POPEG NTTEPOEUOUV TO APIOTEPA HE TO OECIA.

21NV TTapoUca TouG SOUAEId, eEEpEUVOUV OUYKEKPIPEVEG OONYIEG OXETIKA UE XWPIKA TTANPOPOpIaQ,
TTpoKeINévou va Bpedei N kKaTdAANAN diepyaacia fine-tuning woTte va ytropéoouv 1a V-LLMs
va avaoAUOOUV ouCIaoTIKG Kal va TTapA&ouv OUVTETAYHEVES ATTO EIKOVEG.

2TNV ouaiaq, n epyacia Bacifetal oTnv UTTOBECN OTI N ETTECEPYATIA TOTTOOETIAG AVTIKEINEVWV
TTOU TTapoUCIAleTal O QUOIKA YAWooa Ba 0dnyRoel Ta JOVTEAD VA DIAAEEOUV TIG KATAAANAEG
TTEPIOXEG, O€ avTiBeon aTTd TO VA 0TNPICOVTAI O€ XAPOKTNPIOTIKA TWV TTEPIOXWY TTOU TTAPEXOVTAI
atrd TNV ApXITEKTOVIKN Toug. H peBodoAoyia TTou akoAouBoulv, n otroia xapakTnpideTal
atro 4 dIaPOPETIKA OTAdIO TTPOTTOVNONG, £XEI WG atroTéAeoua Ta V-LLMs va pytropouv va
avaAUouV KOAUTEPA OXETIKA UE TNV OUVOEDN TNG EIKOVAG XPNOIKMOTTOIWVTAG TIGC CUVTETAYUEVEG
TNG TEAEUTAIOG TTOU £XOUV DOBEI WG KEIPEVO E100B0U.

3.6 Tpotporri oXeTIKNAG ToTToBeTiag o LLMs

To TeAeuTaio ApOPO TTOU OXETICETAI E TO AVTIKEIYEVO TNG TTAPOUOCAG EPYATiag [22] ATTOOKOTTEI
OTO va Bpel hia oTpatnyikr prompting yia va augnoel tnv emmidoon Twv LLMs o010 KOppdTi
TOu spatial reasoning.

To 1TpoLAnua 1ToU Ba xpnoipoTroinbei agopd £va cevdaplo TTou TrepIAapBavel éva 5x5
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TAEyMa OTTOU KaBopifovTal Tuxaia o€ auTd TO ONUEIO EKKIvNONG, TO ONUEIO TTPOOPICUOU

Kal 3 onueia TTou eutrepIEXovTal eUTTOdIa. To TTaIXVidl BewpeiTal ETTITUXEG OTAV O TTAIKTNG
KATOQEPEI VA QTACEl ATTO TO ONUEIO €KKivNONG OTO ONUEIO TTpoopiopou 1o TToAU o€ 10
yupoug.

210 LLM 1reprypdgovTai ol Kavoveg, To TTEpIBAAAOV Kal 0 GTOXOG TOU TTaiXVISIoU Kail 8ivOUE

0€ KABE yUpo TO £V AOYw POVTEAO va KIVNOEi Eva Briua oTO TTAEYUA O€ PIA €K £EAG KATEUBUVOEWV:
aploTepd, OegId, TTAVW Kal KATW.

H texvikA prompting TTou aKOAOUBAONKE AEITOUPYEI PE TO VA EVNUEPWVETAI O€ KABE Kivnon
T0 LLM pe TNV OXETIKI) TOU TOTTOOETIO ava@OpIKA e TOV OTOXO0. To TTapatTtdviw aTTOKaAEITal
Relative location prompting. 2ZTnv ouvéxeia, ouykpivel auTh TNV u€BodO Pe TNV Bacikn oTnv
otroia 10 LLM dev AauBavel Tnv OxXeTIKA B€0N TOU TTAIKTN avAQOPIKA PE TOV OTOXO Kal JIa
TPITN OTNV OTTOIA KIVEITAI TUXAia 0€ KABE yUPO PEXP! va BPEl TOV OTOXO.

Ta amroteAéopata deixvouv 611 n Relative location prompting TreTuxaivel Tnv KOAUTEPN €TTIO00N
ME 68%, N Tuxaia pEBodog e 19% kai n Baocikr) uEBodog prompting 15%.
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4. MTAPArQrd AEAOMENQN I'A THN AIEZATQIrH TQN
NMEIPAMATQN

4.1 20vowyn Ke@aAaiou 4

210 TTAQiolo auToU Tou Ke@aAaiou Ba TTeplypdyouue Thv dladikaoia TTapaywyns ouvoAou
OedOPEVWYV YIa TA BUO UTTO-EEETOCN BEPATA TTOU ETTIKEVTPWVETAI N TTApoUCca epyaaia. MpwTioTwg,
Ba xpelacToupe TIC atravTAoelg Twv LLMs oTIg avTioToIxeg epwTAOEIS atrd To OeiKTn avagopdag
GeoQuestions1089 1Tou Ba XpnoiuoTtroinBouyv yia TNV UAOTTOINGCT TWV TTEIPANATWY HOG.

MNa 10 deUTEPO OTOXO TNG EPYOTiag n TTapaywyr evog ouvolou ypapwy gival TETPIPUEVN
dlgpyaoia Kal dgv XPEIAZETAl VO XPNOIYOTTIOINCOUNE KATTOIO €I0IKO software uiag kai ol
ypagol gival yikpoi o€ TTARB0¢ Kal o€ péyebog. Tautdxpova, Ba Toug TTEPIYPAYWOUNE CUVOTTTIKA
ota LLMs AapBdvovTtag uttéywn pag tnv Kateubuvon Twv KOPPwv PeTalu Toug Bdon evog
MaBNUATIKOU PJOVTEAOU TTOU TTEPIYPAPETAI OTO KEQAAQIO 5.

4.2 Mapaywyn ammavrioewyv Twv LLMs oto Geoquestions1089

ApxXIKd, atTo@acicaue va e¢eTdooupe Ta povtéAa llama 3.1 [2], mistral [13] kal gemmaZ2
9B [27]. To Llama 3.1 civail éva open-source LLM 1Tou avamtuxOnke amoé tnv Meta kai
KUKAo@Opnoe Tov louAio 2024. Tpeig TUTTOI WG TTPOG TO PEYEBOG TWV TTAPAUETPWY Eival
d1aBéaipol. To TpwTo gival To PIKPS TToU £xEl 8 BIG TTAPANETPOUGS, TO HEaaio pe 70 I Kal
TENOG TO peyaho ue 405 dig.

270 TTAQioIa TNG TTapouoag avaAuong XPNOoIUOTTOINONKE TO PIKPO POVTEAO KaBWG eival
OXEOIOOPEVO VIO VO UTTOPEI VA ETTIOTPATEUTEI ATTODOTIKA O€ PIKPNG KAINOKAG UTTOAOYIOTIKA
OucoTAMOTA.

To mistral eival pia ogipd amd open-source LLMs 10U £xouv avatrtuxBei atrd tnv Mistral
Al, mia eupwrtraikn Al start-up. To mistral TTou xpnoiyotroifoaue €xel 7 dIG TTAPAUETPWV.

To TeAeuTaio open-source HeyAGAO YAWOOIKO HOVTEAO €ival TO gemmaz2 TTou £XEI AVATTTUXOEI
atro Tnv Google. ‘Exel Tpeig ekOOXEC WG TTPOG TO PHEYEBOG TNG APXITEKTOVIKAG TOU:

+ Gemma 2 Twv 2 dIG TTAPAPETPWV
*« Gemma 2 Twv 9 dI¢ TTAPAUETPWV

« Gemma 2 Twv 27 dIG TTAPAPETPWYV

21NV ev AOyw epyaacia Ba agiohoynBei n deuTepn kdOXI TOU HOVTEAOU, \TOI TWV 9 BIG, KOBOTI
TO TTPWTO KPIBNKE TTOAU HIKPOS YIa va UTTOPECEI va £XEI KATTOIO a&IOAOyN £TTIOOCN KAI TO TPITO
gival TTOAU peydAo povTéAo aTmaiTei TNV UTTAPEN TTOAAWY UTTOAOYIOTIKWY TTOPWYV, YEYOVOG
TTOU €V AVTATTOKPIVETAI BACN TWV TTEPIOPICUWYV TTOU QVTIMETWTTICOUNE OTNV TTAPOUCa Epyaaia.

MNa TNV euddwon Tou TTAPATTAVW OKOTTOU £YKATOOTABNKE TO TTPOYpPauua ollama Totiké
OTO UTTOAOYIOTIKO ouoTnua TTou oTnpixOnkaue. To ollama cival pia TTAaT@opua yia Tnv
EYKATAOTOON KAl TNV dlaxeipion MEYOAWV YAWOOIKWY POVTEAWV. ETTiong, tTrapéxel Kai
T0 KaT@AANAO API og Python kai Javascript repiBdAAoV yia va gival €QIKTH n atTodOoTIKA
evowpatwon Twv LLMs o€ dIaQopeg EQAPPOYEG TTOU ATTOOKOTIOUV VA EVOWHATWOOUV
generative Al oTIg duvaTOTNTEG TOUG.
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Ta TTapatrédvw AoITTOV, JTTOPOUV VA YiVOUV EQIKTA TOTTIKA O€ VA ATTAO UTTOAOYIOTIKO OUCTNUA
ME TNV BonBeia Tou ollama.

MpwTioTWG, EYKABICTOUNE TOTTIKA OTOV UTTOAOYIOTH TNV £Qapuoyr) Tou ollama kail kateRaloupe
a1Td TO ATTOBETAPIO TNG €TTiIONUNG 1I0TOOEAI®AG Ta YOVTEAD TTOU pag evdla@épouv. MeTa
eykaBioTouue 10 avrtiotoixo API yia Tnv evowudtwon Toug oto Python TrepiBdAAov TTou
douAevoupe. To module TTou popTwvouue oTo apxeio Python Aéyetail ollama kai diaAéyovTag
TO KATAAANAO POVTEAO WG OpIoPa KABWG Kal TNV €PWTNON TTOU JAG eVOIOPEPEI ATTO TO
GeoQuestions1089 Ttraipvoupue TNV avriotoixn amdavrnon Tou LLM.

H digpyaoia autr yivetal péow tnG pEBOGdoU generate. Mapakdtw divetal 0 KWAIKAG yia
TNV TTAPAYWYI ATTAVTACEWV YIa TO HOVTEAO mistral:

import json, ollama, re
MODELS = [”"llama3.1:8b”, "mistral”, "gemma2”]
new_data = dict ()
with open(pathFile, 'r’) as file:
data = json.load(file)
for key in tgdm(data.keys()):
ques = data[key][ Question’]
response = ollama.generate (" mistral”, prompt=ques)
X = response][’response ]
new_data[key] = {’ Question’: ques, ’'Answer’: x}

4.2.1 EZepeuvwvTag TIG ATravTioelg Twv LLMs

A@ouU Tpaue Ta dedouEVA Kal Ta ATTOBNKEUCAUE, €idAUE OTI EUTTEPIEXOUV XOAPAKTAPES
OTTWG ACTEPIOKOUG "*”, emojis Kal aAAd cUuBoAa TTou dOgv gival xprAoIpya oTa TTAdiola TG
avaAuong pag. Autd agaipédnkav pe Tnv géBodo sub Tou module re:

 cleaned_text =re.sub(r’' \*\*' | ”, cleaned_text)

AvTioToIxa, apaipécape Ta emojis e TNV nEBodo compile Tou module re.

Mia a1rd TIG BaOIKEG aTTopieg TTOU dnuioupyndnkav Atav va eAéyEouue TNV €KTOON TNG
TTEPITTOAOYIOG TTOU EU@AVICOUV OI aTTAVTACEIC TwV JOVTEAWY. AuTO Ba e€eTaoTei o€ avagpopd
ME TIG aTTavTAoEIS TTou uttdpxouv oto benchmark GeoQuestions1089. Katd autdv Tov
TPOTTO, opicape Tov aplBuodeikTn verbosity wg eENG:

verbosity — len(ansLim)
v len(ansGeo)

otrou 10 len(ansLIm) avagépeTal aTov apiBud Twv AEEEWV TTOU UTTAPXOUV OTNV aTTdvTnon
Tou LLM ka1 1o len(ansGeo) oTo TTARB0¢ TNG atrdvTnong avagopdg.

Ouol00TIKA, av €xouue verbosity = 6, yia pia dedopEvn EpwTnon, TOTE yia KABE pia Aé¢n TNG
OwOoTAG ammavinong 1o LLM amrdvrnoe pe £€1. MNpo@avwg, 600 o HEYAAN €ival N JETPIKN,
TG00 TTI0 TTOAU TTEPITOANOYEI TO HOVTENO.

‘ETTEITa, UTTOAOYICOUE AUTH TNV PETPIKN YIO OAES TIG EPWTACEIS KAl YIa KABE PJovTENO, TIG
OUYKEVTPWOAUE 0€ pia AioTa kal péow Tou module matplotlib.pyplot ' kai seaborn 2 utroAoyicape

'https://matplotlib.org/
2https://seaborn.pydata.org/
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KOl QTTEIKOVICAWE TA IOTOYPAUMATA KAl EKTIUACAUE TIG KATAVOUEG NEOW Tou Kernel Density

Estimation.

Mapouaoidloupe Ta aTToTEAEOUATA YIA TIG ATTAVTAOEIG TOu Llama 3.1 yia TIG TPEIG KATNYOpPIES
epwTACEWYV oTa dlaypduuarta 4.1, 4.2, 4.3.
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Figure 4.1: loTéypappa yia TTOGOTIKEG EPWTNAOEIG
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Verbosity Distribution for Descriptive
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Figure 4.3: loToypappa yio TTEPIYPAPIKEG EPWTAOEIG

Aedopévou TwV TTApaTTAvW IOTOYPAUUATWY Ba EKTIMACOUE TIG AVTIOTOIXEG KATAVOUEG TTUKVOTNTAG
meavoTnTag pe Tnv péBodo Kernel Density Estimation (KDE) [20].

H ev Adyw u€BODBOG gival £vag Pn-TTOPAPETPIKOS TPOTTOC VA EKTIMACOUUE TNV OuvApTNOon
molavoTnTa TTukvoTnTag (PDF) piag Tuxaiog petTaBANTAG. Z€ avTiBeon Pe Ta I0TOYPAPMOTA,
OT1TOU €ival dIaKPITA Kal BacilovTal 0 TTPOKABOPIoUEVOUS KAdOUG (Upn TINWV), N HEB0DOG
KDE dnuioupyei pia opgaAr kKal ouvex avammapdoTaon TNG KATAVOUNG TwV EBOUEVWV.

To TTapatmmdvw Yyiveral eQIKTO epapudlovTag pia kernel ouvdptnon (OPaAr] KApTTUAN) yia
KABe onueio Twv dedopévwy Kai abpoilovtag Ta. H kernel cuvdptnon TTou XpNnoIUOTToINBnKE
yla TOV TTapaTTdvw oKoTro gival n Gaussian.

AuTé uAoTToINBNKE HEOW TNG cuvapTnong kdeplot Tou module seaborn. MNapaTiBeTal KOPPATI
TOU KWAIKA TTAPAKATW:

verbosity = dict ()

Descr = typeKeys|[ ’Descr’]
Quant = typeKeys[ ' Quant’]
Binary = typeKeys[ 'Binary ']

verbosity['Descr’] = list ()
verbosity [ 'Quant’] = list ()
verbosity[’Binary’] = list ()

for key in clGeoAns.keys():

gans = clGeoAns[key][ 'Answer’]
lans = clLImAns[key][ 'Answer’]

lengan = len(’’.join(gans).replace(’”’, ’’))
lenlans = len(lans.replace(’*’, ’’).replace(’.’ ,\
'’).replace(’,’, ’’).strip())

if lengan != O:
# verbosity.append(lenlans/lengan)
pass
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else:
continue

if key in Descr:
verbosity [ 'Descr’].append(lenlans/lengan)

elif key in Quant:
verbosity [ "Quant’].append(lenlans/lengan)

else:
verbosity [ ’Binary’].append(lenlans/lengan)

#Kernel Density Estimation (Smooth Distribution)

sns. kdeplot(verbosity[ 'Descr’], fill=True)
plt.title (’Kernel Density_ Estimation for Descriptive’)

plt.xlabel(’verbosity )
plt.ylabel(’Density’)
plt.show ()

plt.hist(verbosity[ 'Descr’], bins=20, edgecolor="black’)

plt.xlabel(’verbosity )

plt.ylabel(’Frequency’)
plt.title (’Verbosity, Distribution_ for Descriptive’)

plt.show/()

Me Tnv TTpoava@epouEVn ouvapTnon ONUIOUPYOUUE TNV EKTINON TG KATAVOUNG TTIBavoTNTag
TTUKVOTNTOG KAl TNV ATTEIKOVICOUNE dIaypaUPaTIKA hE TNV BonBeia Tng pyplot:
Ta dlaypduuata 4.4, 4.5, 4.6 TapouciAdouv Ta OTTOTEAECUATA TWV TTAPATTAVW EVTOAWV YId

TOUG TPEIG TUTTOUG EPWTHOEWV:

Kernel Density Estimation for Quantitative

0.0012 1 N
0.0010 - [

0.0008 |

Density

0.0006 - | \
0.0004 - | \

0.0002 - | ~_

0.0000 - T T T T T
] 1000 2000 3000 4000
verbosity

Figure 4.4: KatavouR TTUKvOTNTAS TTIOAVOTNTAG YIO TTOOOTIKEG EPWTNCEIG
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Kernel Density Estimation for Binary
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Figure 4.5: Karavopun TukvoTnTag mlavoTnTag yia Suadikég EpWTAOEIG

Kernel Density Estimation for Descriptive

0.0200 - f\
0.0175 - [l

0.0150 - ||
0.0125 - [

0.0100 .

Density

0.0075 - I \

000501 | y
L1

00025 f \

0L000o0 T T ;
100 200 300 400

verbosity

Figure 4.6: Katavopun TTukvoTnTag TIOAVOTNTAG YIO TTEPIYPAPIKES EPWTHOEIG

ATIO Ta TTapaTTdvw diaypauPaTa JTTOPOUNE va dIATTIOTWOOUNE OTI TO verbosity gival apkeTd
MEYAAO Kal yIa TIG TPEIG KATNYOPIEG EPWTHOEWV Yia TO Llama 3.1.
EmmpdoBeTa, ymmopoupe va douue OT1 yia TIG epwTAoEIG Binary kai Quantitative n petpikn
verbosity givar 1diaitTepa aunuévn oe oxéon Pe TIG EpWTACEIG Tou TUTTOU Descriptive.
2UYKEKPIPEVA, N TTAEIOWN®Ia TwV TIHWV verbosity yia TIG Descriptive epwWTAOEIC CUYKEVTPWVETAI
METAEU TwV KAdWYV TToU avTioToIXoUV oTa €upn TiHwV (0-20), (20-40) kai (40-60).
AvTiBeTa, yia TIG Binary epwTNOE€IG 01 TTEPICOOTEPES TIMEG CUYKEVTPWVOVTAI OTA PETAEU TOU
eupoug (0-400) kai avTioToIXa yia TIG TTOOOTIKEG epwTAOEIS (0-1000).

AuTO €ival eUAOYO, PIAG KOl Ol ATTAVTACEIG TOU YVWOIaKoU ypAa®ou yia TIG OUADIKEG Kal

TTOOOTIKEG EPWTACEIG Eival Pia 1] dUOo. AvTIOETA, yIa TOU TTEPIYPAQPIKOU TUTTOU, Ol OTTAVTACEIG
29
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AVOQOPAG EUTTEPIEXOUV TTOAANEG AECEIG E ATTOTEAEOUA VA QUEAVETAI O TTAPAVONOOTAG TNG
METPIKNAG verbosity Kal CUVETTWG QUTH VA PEIVETAI.

4.3 Anuioupyia ypdewv

MNa Tov oKoTTO TNG OEUTEPNG TITUXAG TNG TTapoUo g Epyaaiag dnuioupynonkav atrAoi ypdeol
Yl TOUG OTTOioUG Ba TTEPIYPAWOUNE TNV YEWYPAPIKA OXEON TwV KOUPBWV PETAEU TOUG WE
Baon éva padnuatikd PovTéAo TTou Ba To EI0AYOUNE OTnV evoTnTa 5.

MpwTa Ba @TIGEouuE KATTOIOUG UIKPOUG YPA@OUC KAl Ba 0piCOUE TOUG QVTIOTOIXOUG KOMBOUG
TOUG. Oa JIATUTTWOOUNE TOV HABNUATIKO QOPUaAIocUS TToU Ba TTEPIYPAPOUV oI KOPPBOI Kal
ETTEITA Ba OPICOUNE TIG OXETEIC AUTWV TWV KOUPBWYV PE TOV €V AOYW CUUPBOAIOUE.

OAa 1a rapatrdvw 6a doBouv wg prompt ota avriotoixa LLMs kal 8a {ntriooupe Baon
QUTWYV TWV HOBNUATIKWY OXECEWYV, TO JOVTEAO VO CUUTTEPAVEI TIG UTTOANOITTEG OXETEIG.

AvoAUovTag TNV aTTavTAoElg TTou Ba pag doBouv Ba e¢eTdooupe av Ta ev AOyw HOVTEAQ
MTTOpOUV va KaTaAdBouv TNV YabnuaTikO Q@OPUAANICUO TWV YEWYPAPIKWY OXECEWV TWV
QAVTIKEIMEVWV.

Mapadciypara Twv ypdewy TTou Ba treplypdywouue ota LLMs Bdon Tou povtéAou Twy car-
dinals TTapoucidlovTal oTnv €ikova 4.7.

O TTPWTOG YPAPOG £XEI TPEIG KOPPBOUG VIO VA EEETACTOUV Ol OXECEIG BOPEIA KAI VOTIO KAl KATA
o600 Ta LLMs py1ropouv va Ta katavorjoouv Bacn Tou ¢opuaAicpou TTou Ba diatuTtwBouy.

O
)
)

Figure 4.7: NpwTtog UTré €§éTaon ypdgog

Me 1nv idla Aoyiky 6a dnuIoupyrOOoUNE Kal ToV OEUTEPO YPAYO TToUu Ba atroTeAsiTal aTrd
TPEIG KOPPBOUG TTPOKEINEVOU VA agloAoynBEi N IKAVOTNTA TwV YAWOOIKWY JOVTEAWYV VA KATAVOOUV
TIG OXEOEIG AVATOAIKA Kal SUTIKA.

O TTapakdTw YpAaog Ba Treplypa@Tei yia va eEeTaoTei N IkavoTnTa Twv LLMs va katavoei
TIG EVATTOUEIVAOES KATEUBUVOEIG.
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Figure 4.8: Ag0tepog UTTO e&éTaon ypa@og

O

Figure 4.9: Tpitog umé e§éTtaon ypdgog
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5. MEOOAOAOI'IEZ AZIOAOINHzZHZ TQON MEM'AAQN N\Qz2IKQN
MONTEAQN

5.1 MepiAnyn Evérnrag

2Tnv TTapouca evotnTa Ba Teplypdwouue TNV Bacoikr peBodoAoyia TTou akoAouBrBnke
yla Tnv agloAdynon Twv epwtiocwv Tou benchmark GeoQuestions1089, kabwg kal Ta
TTPoBANPaTA Kal TIG AUCEIG TTOU TTPOEKUYAV KATA TNV dIAPKEI TNG £V AOYW £pyaaiag. Ztnv
ouvéxela Ba avaAuoouue Tov TPOTTO £pyaciag yia Tnv agloAdéynon Twv LLM w¢ 1Tpog Tnv
IKAVOTNTA TOUG VO JTTOPOUV VA KATAVOROOUV 1 VO CUUTTEPAVOUV YEW-TOTTONOYIKEG OXETEIG
0eDOPEVOU EVOG YPAPOU Kal TRV OXECT TWV ETTIMEPWYV KOPPBWYV TOUG.

5.2 A&oAdéynon Tou GeoQuestions1089

Me tnv paydaia dvodo Twv MeydAwv MNwaooikwyv MovTéAwy Kal TV EupEia XpAon Toug aTrod
QKadNUAIKOUG, TTaYYEAPATIEG TNG ayOPAS Kal KABNUEPIVOUG avBpwTToug gival QUOIKO va
avapwTtnBoUuE KaTd TTOCO YTTOPOUV VO ATTAVTACOUV CWOTA Kal € TI BaBud o€ dIdpopeg
EPWTNOEIG.

Otmwg avagépape kKal oto KePAAaio 1 10 ev Adyw benchmark xpnoigotroigital yia tnv
agloAOynon auTOUATWY CUCTANATWY EPWTHCEWV-ATTAVTACEWY AVAQOPIKA PE TNV yvwon
TTOU KATEXOUV Kal KaTé TTO00 owoTEG atravToelg divouv. OuolaoTIKA atroTeAsiTal atmd éva
OUVOAO EPWTACEWYV YEWYPAPIKOU KAl XWPIKOU XAPAKTAPA, Ol OTTOIEG XWPICOVTAI € KATTOIEG
BaOIKES KATNYOPIEG.

‘Evag atrd Toug Bacikoug 0TOXOUG TNG TTapoUcag epyaaciag eival n agloAdynon tng eTridoong
Twv LLMs 1madvw oTo £v Adyw benchmark.

2Tnv oucia, 600 1o KovTd €ival ol atravTioelg Tou LLM og oxéon pe autég Tou O€ikTn
ava@opdg, TOoO0 KAAUTEPN KPIVETAI N £TTIOOCN TWV PMOVTEAWYV. ZUVETTWG, Ba XPEIQOTOUUE
va OWOOUE TIG EPWTACEIS WG prompt oTa avTioToixa LLMs, va UAAEEOUE TIC QTTAVTACEIG
TOUG KOl VO OoUE TTwGS Ba UTTOPECOUE VA TIGC CUYKPIVOUNE JE QUTEG TOU OEIKTN avapopdg
ME TOV TTIO KATAAANAO TPOTTO.

5.2.1 Egepeuvwvrag TIG epwTROEIG TOUu benchmark GeoQuestions1089.

Mia a1t TIG TTPWTEG DIEPYATIES TTOU KPIONKE avaykaio va uAoTToINBEi RTav n Katavonaon Twv
epwtAoewv GeoQuestions1089 kal Tou TPOTTOU TTOU €ival ATTOTUTTWHEVEG Ol AVTIOTOIXEG
QATTAVTHOEIG TOUG, OCUUTTEPIAANBAVOUEVOU Kal TNG HOPPH) TOUG.

Mapakdtw TTapaTtiBevtal Ta diaypduuarta 5.1, 5.2, 5.3, 5.4:

210 GeoQuestions1089 gutrepiéxovTal 1089 epwTAOEIS O€ TIPOTUTTO OUOIO UE TA TTOPATTAVW
dlaypaupara. Ao pia atrAr] yamd €ival EgQaveég 0TI 0 TUTTOG TWV OTTAVTIOEWY Kal N
avTioToIxn TPOTTOTToINON JIAPEPEI ATTO TNV HOPEPA TWV EPWTACEWV. ZUNPWVA PE TNV OO
TOUG UTTOPOUNE Va XwpPiooupe TIC epwTACoEISC Tou GeoQuestions1089 oe TEooepIg TUTTOUG.

MpwTeg gival o1 EPWTAOCEIG TTOU EEKIVOUV e TO “where” Kal agopouv ToTrobeaieg (locational).
OAeg auTég 01 EPWTAOEIG £X0UV WG aTTavTnon dopég TTou avagEpovtal ws “POLYGONS”
kal “MULTIPOLYGONS”.
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Figure 5.1: Napadeiyparta Tou benchmark

Figure 5.2: Napadeiypara Tou benchmark

Figure 5.3: Napadeiypata Tou benchmark

Figure 5.4: Napadeiyparta Tou benchmark
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O1 CUYKEKPIYEVEG EPWTACEIG ECAIPOUVTAI ATTO TNV TTAPOUCA avAAUCN KABWG gival Pia 101AITEPN
doun TTou diveTal aTTd TOUG YVWOIOKOUG YPAPOUG, N oTToia dev BPIOKETAI OTIC ATTAVTIOEIG
Twv LLMs.

O1 ouykekpipéveg epwTAOEIG UTTOAOYIoTNKAV OTIG 89. AQOU £€QIPECOUE TOV TTPOAVAPEPOUEVO
TUTTO, MEVEI VA XWPICOUWE TIG UTTOAOITTEG OE TPEIG ONUAVTIKOUG TUTTOUG.

M ” M

H &eUTepog TUTTOC €ival o1 EpwWTACEIG TTOU EeKIvouv We “Is”, “Are”, “Does”, “Do” kal xapakTtnpilovTal
wg Binary, 81611 n amravrnon ptropei va gival éva «Nai» A éva «Oxi»  JeTagu dUOo ETTIAOYWV.

Mapddeiypa TETOIOU TUTTOU EPWTACEWV Eival:

* ’Is Belfast closer to the capital of the Republic of Ireland or the capital of Scotland?’
* ’Is Southampton located south of Oxford?’

» 'Which is the bigger city in density, Athens or Dublin?’

H TTpwTn €pwTNON, TTOU ATTOTEAEI TNV PEIOWPNQPIA TWV EPWTACEWY AUTOU TOU TUTTOU, €XEI
TNV akOAouBn amravrnon o€ pop@r URI: ['<http://yago-knowledge.org/resource/Dublin>’].
ATT6 TNV GAAN TTAEUPA, N OeUTEPN EPWTNON TTOU Eival Kal n €TTIKPATOUCA HOoP@P auTou Tou
TUTTOU €X€1 WG atravtnon: ['17].

H mrapoucia Tou wneiou ‘1’ utrodnAwvel BeTIKA atravtnon, evw av autr nTav ['07], 1ét1e Ba
ATav apvnTikA. Mia €¢aipeon o€ auTou TOu TUTTOU TIG ATTAVTHOEIG ATTOTEAEI N akOAouon:
'Which is the bigger city in density, Athens or Dublin?’, n otroia Ba éxel wg ammdvrnon Tnv
owoTr TTOAN O¢€ pia AioTa.

Q¢ TPITOG TUTTOG EPWTACEWV OPICOUNE TIC TTEPIYPAPIKEG EPWTNOEIC. 2TNV OUCIA TTPOKEITAI
YIO EPWTAOEIG OPIOHOU ] EPWTHTEIG TTOU £XOUV WG ATTAVTNON ETTIYPAUUATIKES TTANPOPOPIEG,
EITE AVOPEPOVTAI O€ PIO OVTOTNTA, EITE OE TTOAAEG.

Mapadeiypara autou ToU TUTTOU ATTOTEAOUV Ol TTAPAKATW:

914: What is Skye?

1002: What is the longest river in the United States?

941: Find all the museums in Athens.

925: Where is Buckingham Palace located?

857: Which is the longest canal in England?

O1 avTioToIXEG ATTAVTHOEIG Eival OTNV €ENG HOPPHN:

914: yago:OSM _island

1002: yago:Alum_Creek

925: yago:Westminster
» 857: yago:geoentity Chelmer_and_Blackwater_Canal_2653269
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Mtropoupue va doupue OTI oI pWTAOEIS gival pia AioTa pe URIs Ta otroia mépa atmd KATTOIEG
MIKPEG aAAayEG éxouv Tnv idla doun. 2UVETTWG, PEOCW autoU Tou HOTIBOU €ival EUKOAO
va Bpouue Tov KAatdAANAo aAyopiBuo yia va eEdyoupe TRV owaoTr TTANPOPOPIa TTOU €XEI
vonua yia Ta TAaiola Tng avadAuong pog. ©a avaAlooupe Kal TTapakdTw Tov aAyopiBuo
TTOU XPNOIMOTTIOINBNKE yIa va eEAYOUE TIG AEEEIC TTOU €xouv vonua atrd Ta avtioToixa URIs
TTOU JaG £€dWOE 0 YPAPOG.

TENOG, N TETOPTN KATAYOPIa OpideTal WG AUTH TWV TTOCOTIKWYV Kal TTEPIAAUBAVEI EPWTACEIG
TTOU €xouVv apiBunTikG dedopéva wg atravtnon. XapakTnpIoTIKA TTapadeiyuara autou Tou
TUTTOU EPWTNOEWV E€ival:

4: What is the population of the Municipality of Moschato Tavros?

14: What is the total area of Cambridgeshire?

* 903: How many people live in LA?

901: What is the population of Athens?

O1 avTiOTOIXEG ATTAVTHOEIG TWV EPWTHOEWV Eival O EENG:

"38116" A Azsd : integer’|
* ["0.40279582142829895" A Axsd : integer,’"0.6051532626152039" A Azsd : double

* ["3833995" A Awsd : integer]

["745514" A\ Azxsd : integer]

5.2.2 AAyo6pi0pog yia katnyoplotroinon epwtnoewv GeoQuestions1089

MapatnpwvTag Ta akéAouba, gival EUKOAO va PTIALOUE Evav aAyOpIBUO TTOU VO CUYKEVTPWVEI
OAEC TIC EPWTNOEIS KAI VA TIG XWPICEI OTIC AVWTEPW KATNYOPIES ECAIPWVTAG AUTES TTOU £XOUV
w¢ atrdvrnon POLYGONS A MULTIPOLYGONS.

2UYKEKPIYEVA O OAYOPIBPOG TTEPIYPAPETAI WG EECAG:

Mpwta diapadoupe To json apxeio TTou BpiokovTal ol pwTnRoElg Twv GeoQuestions1089.
Metd opifoupe Tnv petaBAnTi TYPESBIN 110U €ival pia AioTta TTou TTEPIEXEI TIG TECOEPIG
AEEEIC TTOU EeKIVOUV o1 epwTrjoelg Tou TUTTou BINARY.

Zuykekpigéva, autég gival ”Is”, "Do”, "Does”, "Are”. Opilouue Tnv ouvaptnon cleanDescr
n otoia Aappavel 1o URI evog oToixeiou 1Tou €xel d0Bei atTd TOV yVWOIAKO YPAPO WG
amavtnon.

”n

21NV oUVEXEIQ, Xwpilel Tnv attdvinon Bdon Tou XapakTtripa whitespace (" ). Auté yivetal

ylaTi o€ opIouéveg aTTavTAoElg Twy descriptives £xoupe Tnv atravtnon péow Tou URI akoAouBoupevo

atro évav apiBuo i kai éva avrioToixo URI. Q¢ TrTapadeiyuarta tng Tpoava@epOuEVnS TTEQITITWONG

divovTal Ta oToIXEI TTOU avTIoToIXoUV o€ KAEIDIG 990, 991, 882.
 '<http://lyago-knowledge.org/resource/Little_Rock, Arkansas> 191930’,

* '<http://lyago-knowledge.org/resource/Fort_Smith, Arkansas> 80268’,
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+ '<http://yago-knowledge.org/resource/Fayetteville, Arkansas> 73372’

Miag Kai gag evolapépel VO TO TTPWTO OTOIXEIO Ba €xoupe TNV akoAouBn evioAn el.split(”
")[0]. ATTo Tnv digpelvnon Tou dataset TTPOKUTITEI OTI Ta OTOIXEIQ TwV descriptives ammavTioewy
Ba mepiExouv oto URI petd tnv AéEn “resource” pia ammod TIG AéCeig osentity, geoentity,
osientity, osnientity, gagentity, gadmentity rj atrAd n amravinon pe Tig Aé€eig Ba xwpidovTail
aTtro TOV XOPOKTHpa underscore.

Ortav dev uTTapyEl Kapia atro auTEG TIG AEEEIG XwPiCoUUE TO string o€ UTTOPEPOUG OTOIXEIQ,
pE Bdon Tov underscore XapakThpa.

+ <http://yago-knowledge.org/resource/Little_Rock, Arkansas> 191930
* <http://lyago-knowledge.org/resource/Fort_Smith, Arkansas> 80268

» <http://lyago-knowledge.org/resource/Fayetteville, Arkansas> 73372

Otav uttdpyel n Aégn gadmentity kadvoupe 10 id10, TOI APAIPOUME TNV €V AOYW AEEN KOBWG
Kal TIG 2 TEAEUTAIEG aPoU gival aplBPoi TTou dev divouv KATTOIO OUCIACTIKA TTAnpoQopia.

MNa Tapddelypa €XOUNE TNV €EAQG ATTAVTNON:

 <http://kr.di.uoa.gr/yago2geo/resource/gadmentity_Wicklow IRL.26_1>
 <http://kr.di.uoa.gr/yago2geo/resource/gadmentity _Meath IRL.17_1>
 <http://kr.di.uoa.gr/yago2geo/resource/gadmentity_Kildare IRL.9 1>

AvTioToixa 6tav UTTAPXEI MIA OTTO TIG UTTOAOITTEG AEEEIC TOTE KAVOUE TO id10 ATTAG agpaipoUuE
TAV TTPWTN AEEN TTOU Eival PIa ATTo TIG TIPOAVAPEPOUEVEG KOl TNV TEAEUTAIA TTOU €ival apIOuOG.
Mapadeiyuartog xapiv,

+ <http://lyago-knowledge.org/resource/geoentity Twin_River_5276583>

21NV €€eTaCOMUEVN KATNYOPIa EPWTHCEWV UTTAPXEl Kal N TTepiTTTwon o1rou 10 URI éxel TRV
AEEN “ontology” avTi yia "resource”. € auTr) TNV TTEPITITWON KAVOUE TO id10 aTTAG apaipoUuE
TO akpwvupo "OSI” Trou BpiokeTal uTTPOoTd OTTd TNV ATTAVTNON.

+ <http://kr.di.uoa.gr/yago2geo/ontology/OSI_City Council>

A@oU ££ayoupe TNV XProiun TTANPoopia, xpnoiyoTtolouue Tnv unidecode ' cuvaptnon
yIa va PETATPEWOUNE YAWOOIKOUG XAPAKTAPES OTNV AVTIOTOIXN AQTIVIKA) TOUG HOP®N Kal
META aVTIKOBIOTOUUE TOUG XAPAKTAPES '%26° Kal *%27” ue 10 '& kal ” ’ ” availoyad, O1Tou
auTd eival atrapaitnTo.

EidIkoTEPQ, N unidecode AauBavel XapakTrpes o€ pop@r Unicode kail Ta HeTATPETTEI € AS-
Cll. Z11¢ TTEPIO0OTEPES TTEPITITWOEIG Ba UTTOPOUCAUE Va aTTEIKOVioouue Unicode XapaKTiPES
w¢ "??7?” 1 \15BA\15A0\1610, WG TTaPAdeIyPa dUO akpaiwv TTEPITTTWOEWYV. MNapdia autd,
Ogv gival Xproiun auTn n TTPONYOUNEVN ATTEIKOVIOT XAPAKTAPWY YIA KATTOIOV TTOU ETTIBUEI
va OI0BAOCEl TO KEIPEVO OTTOU EUTTEPIEXOVTAI QUTOI.

Thttps://docs.python.org/3/howto/unicode.html
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AuTo 1Tou TTapéxel n Unidecode gival €évav evdidueoo dpouo: n ouvaptnon unidecode()
AapBavel Unicode dedopéva kai Ta avatrapioTd oe ASCII xapaktrpeg (dnAadr Tnv eupéwg
atrodeKTA ATTEIKOVION XapakTApwV heTagu 0x00 kai 0x7F), 61Tou ol cupBIfacoi TTou yivovTal
METAEU BUO oUVOAWY aTTO XOPAKTAPES ETTIAEYOVTAIl £TOI WOTE Va €ival eyyUTEPA OTO TI EVAG
XPNoTNG ME éva TTANKTPOAOYIO puBuIoPEVO OTNV ayYAIKA YAWOOO Ba €TTEAEVE.

XapakTnPIoOTIKA TTapadeiypata TG v AOyw ouvapTtnong mepIAappBavouy:

* unidecode(u’ko\u017eu\u0161\u010dek) —> 'kozuscek’

* unidecode(u”\u5317\u4EB0) —> 'Bei Jing ’

MeTd TOV OPICPO TNG TTPOAVAPEPOUEVNG OUVAPTNONG, TTaipvouue KABe kA1di Tou diction-
ary GeoAns, Kal TTAipVOUPE TNV AVTIOTOIXN £PWTNON KAl aTTdvTnon TTou d00nKe atrd Tov
yvwolokoé ypago, Bétovtag boolean petaBAnTéQ yia kKaBe TUTTO epwTHOEWV WG False.

Emriong, ommaue Tnv epwtnon o€ 2 strings pe Baon 10 KOPPA yia va cUUTTEPIAGBOUNE TIG
EPWTNOEIC TTOU OEV LEKIVAVE PE EPWTNUATIKEG AECEIC AAAG avTi auTou BpiokovTal JETA TO
KOupa. AuTO yiveTal yia TNV KaTnyoploTroinon Twv Binary epwTAocwy, piag kal pévo yia
QUTEG Ba XPNOIUOTTOINCOUE TIG EPWTACEIS YIA VA TIG KATATAEOUE.

Q¢ mapddeiypa, n epwtnon ’In Greece, is there a village that is next to a nature reserve?”,

N Aégn ”is” uttodnAwvel 0TI N epwTnon eival Binary. ETTopévwg, JETA TNV €VvTOAR subques

= ques.split(”’, ”) 6a pag dwozel ['In Greece’, ’is there a village that is next to a nature
reserve?’].

Ev ouvexeia yia oTToladnTToTE TTEPITITWON €K TwV OUO (EITE N EPWTNON EUTTEPIEXEI KOUMA
€iTe OX1), Wwaxvouue av uTTapxel Katrola Aé¢n ek Twv [’Is”, "Do”, "Does”, "Are”] oTnv
OTIG UTTOKEIUEVES TTPOTACEIG.

Av BpebBei 611 n epwTnon eival évtwg Binary, 161 BéToupe TRV Boolean petaBAnTA IsitBin
oe True kal TTPOCOETOUNE TO AvTIOTOIXO KAEIDI O¢ éva véo dictionary TTou avTIOTOIXEI TNV
TIuA "Binary” o€ pia AioTa OTToU EUTTEPIEXOVTAI TA KAEIDIA TWV EPWTHOEWY TTOU EVTOTTICOVTAI
va gival autou Tou TUTTOU.

Ava@opIKa e TIG EpwTNOEIG Binary TTapartnpouue o011 ol attavTAoElg eival otnv yopen [07]
N ["17], 6mToTe TIg avTikaBioToupe Pe TIG atraviAoelg ['No”] ) ['Yes”] avTioToixa.

Av dev gival Binary, 101 eAéyyxoupue av ota URIs Tng ammdvrnong Tou ypa@ou uttapxouv
o1 Aé€eic "POLYGON” kai "MULTIPOLYGON?”. Av BpeBoUv auTég o1 AECEIC TOTE N epwTNON
XapakTtnpi¢etal wg "Locational” kal ouvexiCoupye oTnV ETTOUEVN €EPWTNOTN, MIAG KAl AQUTOU
TOU TUTTOU 01 EPWTAOEIG OeV Ba agloAoynBouv.

Ev ouveyeia, av dev cival oute "Locational”’, 1é1e N epwTNON Ba XapaKTNPICETAl EITE WG
"Quantitative” eite wg "Descriptive” kai n ev Adyw katnyoplotroinon Ba yivel Baon 1ng Soung
TNG ATTAVTNONG, OTTWG EP@PAVICETAl OTO OEIKTN avapopdac.

levikd, av uttdpxel o xapaktipag " oto URI, 161€ n atrdvrnon €ival ToooTikA, dnAadn
eMTTEPIEXEI APIBUO. Av uttdpxel n AéEn “resource” TOTE QUTA €ival ammAvTNon £pWTNONG
TUTTOU "Descriptive”. MNapoAa auTd, uTTAPXOUV Kal EPWTACEIC TTOU EUTTEPIEXOUV Kal T dUO
oTtoixeia oto URI.

 <http://lyago-knowledge.org/resource/Gregg_County, Texas> "40” M xsd:integer

2ZUVETTWG, AV EVTOTTIOTOUV Ta 2 auTtd oToixeia, xwpidouue 1o URI pe Baon Tov xapaktipa
Whitespace kal Kpatdue 10 TTPWTO KOUUATI. Av n AéEn “resource” PpiokeTal o€ autd TO
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KoppaT Tou URI 10T€ KaAoUpe TV ouvapTtnon cleanDescr() yia va TTAPOUPE TO XPAOIYO
KOMMATI TNG atrdvTnong Kail Bétoupe Tnv Boolean petaBAnTn IsitDescr o€ True.

Al0QOPETIKA, N £PWTNON Eival TTOCOOTIKA KAl KPOATAPE TO KOUMPATI META TOUG XOPAKTAPES
AN a@alpwvTag Tov xapaktipa . ‘Etterra, B€toupe To IsitQuant ico pe True yia va
TpocBécoupe 1o KAEI®i oTnV AioTa TTou avTioToixei oto Tedio "Quantitative” otnv doun
dictionary cleanData.

H emmépevn TePITITLON TTOU PTTOPEI va cuvavThiooupe gival va 1o URI va eutTEPIEXEI HOVO
Ta oUMBOAa "M oTTdTE €ival TTOOOTIKI KAl KAVOUUE TNV idla diadikaaia yia va TTAPOUE TOV
apIBuoé i Toug apIBuoUg Kal va TTPooBEécoupe To KAEIOI 0To owoTo TTedio oTo dictionary
cleanData.

‘Eva aAAo oevapio gival To URI va gutrepiéxel pia ek Twv Aé€ewv “resource” 1 "ontology”
o1rdTe Ba gival ammavinon Descriptive epwtnong. Apa akoAouBouue TNV TTPONyoUuUEVn
d1adikacia yia va TTAPOUNE TO XPAOIPMO KOPUATI TNG ATTAVTNONG Kal YIa va TTPO0OE£00UUE
T0 KA£10i TNG epwTnong oTo Tedio "Descriptive” Tou dictionary.

Mag pévouv dUO 181AJOUCEG TTEPITITWOEIG OTIG HOPPEG TTOU UTTOPOUV VA TTAPOUV O EPWTACEIG.
H pia eival n armravrnon tng Descriptive epwtnong va pnv divetal oe URI OTTWG OTIG TTPONYOUUEVEG
TTEPITITWOEIG, APA VA PNV €XEI KATTOIEG ATTO TIG AEEEIC “resource” 1} “ontology”.

* Question’: 'Which city has higher population, Athens or New York?

* "Answer’: New York’]

H GAAN a@opd TTOOOTIKEG EPWTAOEIG OTIG OTTOIEG 0 YPAgog dev £dwoe URI, aAAG évav
apIBUOG Kal PIO CUVTOUOYPAPIa TTOU UTTOBNAWVEI TETPAYWVIKA JETPA R KATTOIO avTiOTOIXO
METPO. Mapadeiypatog xapiv, n ammavinon PITopei va gival '98.0#m’.

2UVETTWG, av QTACEl OTnNV TEAEUTAIQ TTEPITITWON TOTE TTPWTA BA KOITAEOUNE av UTTAPXOUV
ol Aé¢eigc "Which” r} "which” otnv epwTtnon. Av autég uttdpxouy, ToTe Ba cival "Descriptive”
Kal Ba akoAouBriooupe TTapopola diadikacia e¢aywyng TTAnpo@opiag kal Ba BEooupe o€
True TNV KATAAANAN PETABANTA YIO va TNV EKXWPACOUUE OTNV AiOTa TTOU AVTIOTOIXEI OTO
"Descriptive”.

Av og auTi TnVv TeAeuTaia TrePITITWON dev UTTAPYXOUV oI Aégelg "Which” kai "which”, 16Te
XOpakKTnpifoupe TNV epwtnon wg Quantitative kal agaipoupe 611 UTTAPXEI HETA TNV "#” yIa
va TTapoupe Tov KaBapod apiBud kai BEToupe TV Boolean petaBAnTrA wg IsitQuant o€ True
yia va eKXwprooupue 1o KAEIDi aTnv owoTh AioTta otnv dopn dictionary cleanData.

To oUvoAo dedOEVWY TTOU POPTWOANE KAl TTEPIAAUPBAVEI OAES TIG EpWTACEIS aTTd TO bench-
mark Tou GeoQuestions1089 kabwg Kal TIG ATTAVTACEIG TOU YVWOIOKOU YPAPOU, £XEI KATTOIEG
EPWTNOEIC TTOU £XOUV QTTAVTAOEIC Same-as.

Mpokeiral yia epwTAocEIg TTou gival OITTAEG 1) €ival DIOTUTTWHEVEG PE OIOPOPETIKO TPATTO
aAAG €xouv TIG idIEG atravToelg. AUuTEG avTioTolxouv oTa KAedId 1018 éwg 1089. O
AGYOG UTTOPENG QUTWYV TWV EPWTACEWV Eival yia va auéndei n eupwaorTia (robustness) Twv
OUCTNPATWY TTOU OI ATTAVTHOEIG TOUG agloAoyouvTal TTavw oTov OEIKTN avagpopdg.

210 TTAQioIa QUTAG TNG EPYACiag Ol EPWTAOEIS AUTEG eCalpEBNKav KaBwg dev TTpoodidouv
KATI 1I81QITEPO WG TTPOG TNV AEIOAGYNON TWV PMEYAAWY YAWCOIKWY OEOOUEVWV.

O Trapatrdvw aAyopiBuog €ixe wg ATTOTEAEOUA VO KATATALEI OAEG TIG EPWTNOEIG O TPEIG
KATNYyOpiEg Kal va TIG ekxwproel oTo dictionary TTou apxikotroiiOnke pe dvoua cleanData.
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YTTapyxouv Opwes dU0 epwTACEIG TToU Ogv KaTnyoplotroinenkav owoTd. [pokeiTal yia Tig
EPWTNOEIG TTOU avTIoTOIXOUV oTa KAEIDIA 907’ kai *1005°. AuTég gival ol €ENG:

* 'Which is the length of River Liffey?’

» 'Which settlement has the biggest population in France?’
ME ATTaVTAOEIG:

+ ’125000.0°
« 7127

AUTEG EUTTITITOUV OTNV TEAEUTAIO TTEPITITWON TOU aAyopiBuou (else), étTou d¢ev eival Binary
Kal o1 atravTioelg Ogv gival o€ pop@r) URI. ETTe1dr) ival TTOOOTIKEG EPWTAOEIS KAl £XOUV TNV
AéEN "Which” otnv epwTtnon Ba katnyoplommoinBouv AavBaouéva wg Descriptive evw €ivai
Quantitative.

AuTO TTOU KAVOUE €ival va a@aipECcoUE auTd Ta KAEIDIA attd Tnv AioTa ue TTedio Descript-
ive oo dictionary Tou SouAeUOUE Kal va Ta TTPOCBECOUNE OTNV AiOTA TTOU QVTIOTOIXEI OTO
medio Quantitative. O1 evioAég TTou kKAvouv Tnv TTpoava@epouevn digpyaaia givai: clean-
Data['Descr’].remove(key) cleanData[’Quant’].append(key) yia keys = 907, 1005.

MeTa TNV avwTéPw KATNYOPIOTTOINON TWV KAEIBIWY, TTPETTEI VO XWPICOUUE TIG UTTO £€€TAON
EPWTNOEIC O€ KATNYOPiEG OTTWGS AUTES dlapopewinkav BAcn Tou cuvoAou dEBONEVWY TTOU
douAeuoupe. EIBIKOTEPQ, O EPWTHOEIG KATavEPOVTal OTIG KaTnyopieg "A”, "B”, "C”, "D”, "E”,
”F”, ”H”’ ”l”_

Oa XPeI0OTOUNE QUTEG TIG KATNYOPIES yIaTi Ba TTAPOUCIACOUE TNV agIoAOYNoN TWV EPWTACEWYV
BAGoN AUTWYV TWV KATNYOPIWV KABWGS Kal BAon Twv TUTTWV EPWTACEWY TTOU KAVAME OF

” ”

TTponyouuevn avaiuon, dnAadn "Binary”, "Descriptive” kal "Quantitative”.

To eUPOG TWV KAEIBIWVY TWV EPWTACEWYV TTOU AVIAKEI O PIO CUYKEKPIPEVN KATNYOpPIa BpioKeTal
atro £va AANO apxeio, OTTOU CUYKEVTPWVEI TIG EPWTACEIG PACi JE TO YPAPUA TNG KATNYOPIOG.

2UVETTWG, aPOoU eAEYXONKav GAEG OI KOTNYOPIEG EPWTACEWY CUYKEVTPWOAE YIa KAOE KaTnyopia
OAa Ta KA€IBIG TTOU AVTIOTOIXOUV O€ AUTHV Kal Ta attobnkeuoape o€ €va dictionary.

To oUvoAo Twv KAEIBIWY TNG KABE KaTnyopiag diveTal TTAPAKATW:

* A: 1-142 ka1 895-925

B: 144-277 kan1 927-931

C: 276-416 ka1 419-432 ka1 932-954
D: 433-452 ka1 588-590 ka1 612

E: 433-587 kai 955

F: 591-611 ka1 956-958

I: 873-894 ka1 1015-1017

MeTtd Tnv dnuioupyia Tou dictionary TTou avTIOTOIXEI TA TTOPATTAVW CUVOAQ KAEIBIWV OTIG
QVTIOTOIXEG OMAdEG ATTOBNKEUOUUE TNV €V AOYyw OOMN O€ €va json apxeio pe évoua “key-
sGeoCat’.
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5.3 Me0BodoAoyia agloAdynong EpwWTRCEWV

21NV OUYKEKPIPEVN evoTnTa Ba TTEPIYpAWoupE TNV Baoikh diadikacia TTou akoAouBnOnke
TTpoKeINévou va aglohoynBei n atrdvrnon mou 868nke amd 1o LLM w¢ ocwaoTr, AdBog 1
MEPIKWG owoTh. H opBdTnTa TNG amdvrnong Tou LLM kpivetal pe aon TG avTioToIixng
TOoU benchmark.

MNa mmapadeiypa, otnv epwtnon “Is Crete an island?” 8a BewpnO¢i n atravrnon Tou LLM
WG OWaOTH POvo av uTTapxel BeTIkN atrdvinon (yes” 4 Ta avTioTolxa ouvwvuua) agou n
aTTAVTNON TOU YPA®POU Eival KATAPATIKI).

EmmpdoBeTa, otnv epwtnon "Which is the capital of Ireland?” av o ypdgog £€dwaoe Tnv
armravrnon "Dublin®, 161€ yia va BewpnBei wg cwaoTr) n amrdvrinon Tou LLM B6a trpétrer va
EXEl ATTAVTAOEI TO D10, AveEAPTNTA PE TO TTOOO TTEPITTOAOYIO EUTTEPIEIXE.

AKpIBWG N idla pIAocoia I0XUEI KAl yia TIG TTOOOTIKEG EpwTRoEIG TUTTOU "What is the pop-
ulation of USA?”. Aedouévou Twv apiBuwyv 1Tou divel N attdvTnon Tou yVwaoIiakou ypd@ou
Ba Bswprjooupe av autr Tou LLM €ival owoTr, HEPIKWS owaoTr i AdBoG.

To TTPWTO TTPAYHA TTOU EAEYXOUUE OTIG aTTavTAoEIS Tou LLM gival av eptrepiExetal n rpodtacn
"l couldn’t find any information” otnv ammavrnon tou LLM. AuTd yiveTal yia OAEG TIG EPWTHOEIG
QAVELAPTITOU TOU TUTTOU TTOU QVIKOUV.

Av gpavietal autr N epdon 10T auTo onuaivel 61 To LLM dev KaTA®EPE va aTTaVTHOEI
OTNV €PWTNON TTOU TOU TEBNKE. Av Oev UTTAPXEI ECETACOUNE OE€ TTOIOV TUTTO AVIKEI.

Na Toug OKOTTOUG AUTAG TNG avaAuong xpnoiuotroiénkav dideopes PIBAIOOAKES A mod-
ules yia va kKavoupe KaAUTEPN YAWOOOAOYIKI) avAAuon OTIG QTTAVTHOEIS TTOU TTPETTEN va
agloAOyriOOoUE.

Mo ouykekpipéva, e@apudlouue tokenization [14] oTo string TNG aTAvTNONG PECW TNG
ouvaptnong word_tokenize. Aegdopévou dnAadr, evég string oTmwg lans = 'the popula-
tion of Greece has dwindled over the years.’, n avrioTtoixn KAfon Tng €vioAng tokens =
word_tokenize(lans) Ba emioTpéwel pia AioTa pe OAEG TIG AEEEIG TNG UTTOKEIEVNG TTPOTACNG.
Emouévwg, Ba mdpoupe Tnv AioTa ['the’, ‘population’, 'of’, 'greece’, 'has’, 'dwindled’, 'over’,

‘the’, 'years’, ’.’].

‘ExovTag KAvel TNV TTapatmavw dIEpyaacia, JTTOPOUUE VA XPNOIKMOTIOINCOUUE TNV OUVAPTNON
pos_tag tng nltk 2 n omoia divel yia KGBe AéEn éva tuple pe AUTAV Kal PIa ETIKETA TTOU
ava@épel To JEPOoG Tou Adyou TG AéENG.

210 TTApAdelyud pag, N KAfon TG pos_tag(tokens) pag diverl [('the’, 'DT’), (population’,
'NN), (of’,’IN’), (greece’, ’NN’), (has’, 'VBZ’),('dwindled’, 'VBN’), (over’, 'IN’), (the’, 'DT’),
(years’, 'NNS’), (", )]

O1 TIKETEG TTOU geKIVOUV PE "N’ dNAWVOUV OUCIOOTIKA, EVW QUTEG TTOU EKIVOUV e 'V’ gival
pruara. Avriotoixa, Ta dpBpa éxouv ‘DT’ eTikETEG vw o1 apiBuoi 'CD’, akoua kai étav ival
EKQPAouEVa o€ QUOIKNA YAwooa. Aivetal wg TTapddelypa n rapakdtw Aiota pe tuples:
[(the’, ’DT’), (population’, 'NN’), (Cof’, 'IN’), (greece’, 'NN’), (is’, 'VBZ’), ('close’, 'RB’), (’to’,
'TO’), (10, °CD’), ('million’, ’CD’), ('.’, *.))].

EmmpooBeta, xpnaoipotroioUue atd Tnv BiBAI0BAkN word2number 3 1o w2n. To GUYKEKPIUEVO
module pag BonBdel va JeTaTPEWOUHE apIBUOUG TTOU Eival EKYPACUEVOI OE QUOIKI YAWood

2https://www.nltk.org/
3https://pypi.org/project/word2number/
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TNV avtioToIxn apIBuNTIKA TOUG avaTtapdoTaoh. AvagEpovTal Ta TTapakATw TTapadeiypara:

* print w2n.word_to_num("two million three thousand nine hundred and eighty four”)
—> 2003984

* print(w2n.word_to_num(’two point three’)) —> 2.3

* print(w2n.word_to_num(’112’)) —> 112

(
* print(w2n.word_to_num(’point one’)) —> 0.1
(

* print(w2n.word_to_num(’one hundred thirty-five’)) —> 135

Etriong, yéow NG KANRoNg Twv akdAouBwyv evioAwv nitk.download(’stopwords’), from nitk.corpus
import stopwords, stop_words = set(stopwords.words(’english’)), stop_words.remove(’no”),
stop_words.remove(’not”), Traipvouue 6Aa Ta stop words o€ éva oUvoAo kal atmmd auto
agaipouue TIS AéEEIC "no” kal "not” kaBuw¢g Ta dUo TeAeuTaia Ba pag XpnoINEUOOUY OTNV
avaAuon Twv Binary epwTtAcewy.

TéNOG, Ba XPNOIYOTTOINOOUUE OTNV CUYKPION TWV EPWTACEWYV TNV TEXVIKA lemmatization
[14]. AuTOG 0 peTaoxNUATIONOG OTNV ouaia TTaipvel P AéEn KAl TNV QEPVEI OE MIA APXIKN
MopP®R XPNOIMOTTOIWVTAG TNV pila TnG.

MNa mapddeiyua, ol Aé€eig "church” kail “churches” €xouv 10 610 vOnua Kal avag@épovTal oTo

id10 avTikeiyevo. MNMapdAa autd, Ta UTTOAOYICTIKG CUCTHHATA BEV UTTOPOUV va KaTaAdBouv
OTI ava@EépETal 0TV idIa OVTOTNTA.

Ortav Aoitrov epapudloupue lemmatization kai o1 dUo AEEEIC Ba ATTOKTACOUV TNV idIa Hop@n
Kal ev TEAEI Ba avayvwpIoTOUV WG OUOIEG EVVOIEG. 2ZUYKEKPIPEVA ATTO TNV HEBOSO lemmat-
ize £XOUME Ta TTAPOAKATW OTTOTEAEOUOTA:

* lemmatizer.lemmatize(”"churches”) —>’church’

* lemmatizer.lemmatize(”"church”) —> 'church’

lemmatizer.lemmatize("are”, pos="v") —> 'be’

* lemmatizer.lemmatize(”is”, pos="v’) —> ’be’

—_n

* lemmatizer.lemmatize("does”, pos="v’) —>'do’

* lemmatizer.lemmatize("do”, pos="v”’) —> 'do

5.3.1 AAyo6pi0pog agloAdéynong yia Binary epwtioeig

Av n epwtnon gival Binary pop@ng, 101€ 6a eTe¢epyaaToue TNV amrdvrnon Tou LLM pe tnv
ouvapTtnon preprocessBinLImANs. OuclaoTIKA, TO TTPWTO TTOU KAVOUE Eival va avTIOTOIXOOUUE
AéCeig OTTWG isn’t, hasn’t, aren’t, can’t, couldn’t, didn’t, doesn’t i TTapdéuoieg e is not, has

not, are not, can not, could not, did not, does not k.0.k.

Me GAAa Adyia BéAoupue va e€ayoupe Tnv apvnon not, 81611 autr) n AéEn dnAwWveEl apvnTiKn
amravtnon. MNa tnv emiteugn autou Tou OKOTTOU QTIAXVoUUE £va dictionary TTou avTioTOIXEI
KABe AEEn TUTTOU "isn’'t” oTnVv TTAN PN Hop@r) Tou "is not”.
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Méow NG evioAng contractions_re = re.compile(’(%s)’ % ’|.join(CONTRACTIONS .keys()))
Kal Tnv BonBeia tng BIBAIOBAKNG re @TiIaxvouue TO KATAAAnAo portiBo (re.Pattern), ol
re.compile(r’(isn’t|hasn’t|aren’t|can’t|couldn’t|didn’t|doesn’t|don’t|hadn’t|haven’t)”’, re. UNICODE).

‘Etreita KaAoUpe Tnv ouvapTtnon expand_contractions, 61rou AapBdvel To TTpoava@ePOUEVO
dictionary kai yia k&Be AéEN TTou evToTTiCEl ATTO TO TTAPATIAVW MOTIBO, TO AVTIKABIOTA UE
TNV TTAAPN pop@r TNG. Mapadeiyuatog xaplv, ag Bewpriocoupde TNV Atravinon ans_test =
"Athensisn’tin Germany.”. KaAwvTtag tnv evioA expand_contractions(ans_test) raipvoupe
'Athens is not in Germany.’.

2TNV CUVEXEIQ, HETATPETTOUE OAOUG TOUG XOPAKTAPES TNG UTTOKEIEVNG ATTAVTNONG O€ TTeCd
ypAuuaTa, apaipoupe onueia oTi¢ng (punctuations) kai xpnNOIUOTIOIOUUE TRV CUVAPTAON
word_tokenize tTng nitk BIBAIOBAKNG yia va TTApouuE pia AioTa TTou KABE aToIxEiO TNG €ival
MIO HEMOVWHEVN AEEN ATTO TNV €EETACOMEVN £PWTNON.

‘Emreira, péow list comprehension agaipoupe 6Aa Ta stop words, OTTwWG £Xouv Ta TEAEUTAIA
oploTei atrd TNV BIBAIOBAKN nitk. MapdAAnAa, oo script "EvaluateAns.py” €XoupE QOPTWOEI
T0 module "metricFuncs4Eval.py” T0 OTT0i0 EUTTEPIEXEI TPEIG CUVAPTAOEIG, HIA VI KABE TUTTO
EPWTNOEWV.

@a XPNOIYOTTOINCOUKE TNV TTPWTN ouvdpTtnon atd To v Adyw module metricBin, otmou
Aaupaver Tnv atravrnon Tou LLM kal Tou ypdgou wg opiopata. Or ammavTAoelg ival otnv
Mop®r NioTag Kal EPTTEPIEXEI TIG AECEIG TNG KABE atTAvTnOoNG.

Me Tov opIiopo TNG METAPBANTAG synonyms = "yes”: ["correct”, "true”, indeed”], "no”: ["false”,
"wrong”, 'not’] Ba eTmXeIPriOoOUPE va BPOUPE TA CUVWVUPO TWV BETIKWYV Kal apvnTIKWV
amavtioewv. AnAadn, av n ammdvrnon avagopdg eival BETIKN Kal TTapOAa auTtd n avTioToixn
Tou LLM &ev éxel TRV AEEN "yes” Ba avalntriooupe TIG AéCeig ["correct”, “true”, "indeed”]. Av
QUTEG BpEBOUV OTNV ATTAVTNON TOU POVTEAOU, TOTE QUTH XOPAKTNPICETAI WG BETIKA, EVW
avTioToIxa av BPeBoUV o1 AEEEIC TTOU avTIOTOIXICOVTAIl JE TO “NO” , OTNV TTEPITITWOTN TTOU eV

UTTAPXEI QUTA N AEEN OTNV ATTAVTNON TOU HOVTEAOU, TOTE QUTA XAPOKTNPICETAI WG QPVNTIKI.

MeTd TOV 0pIoHO TNG METARBANTAG Synonyms, apXIKOTTOIOUME Wia AioTa Kal EKXWPOUNE TV
atmravrnon ava@opdg. AvaAoya e To TTola gival auTh, "yes” 1] "no”, TpooBETouE o€ auThv
KAl TA QVTIOTOIXO OUVWVUPA TNG. AV ) atrdvTnon Tou YpAa@ou BeV €ival KATTOIA ATTO AUTEG
TIG AECEIG, TOTE DEV TTPOOBETOUUE KAVEVA CUVWVUNO OTNnV AioTa.

To emrépevo Bripa gival va apxIKOTTOINOOUKE PIa JETABANTA WE TO Gvopua count Kal va TG
dwaooupue TNV TIPA "0”. Tia K&Be AEEN TNG AiOTAG TTOU PTIAXTNKE TTPONYOUPEVWGS, WAXVOUUE
va Bpoupe av uttdpxel otnv atrédvrnon tou £dwoe 1o LLM. Av BpeBei katroia atrd auTég,
N TINA Tou count yivetal ”1” Kal TNV €MOTEQPOUNE PECW TNG OUVAPTNONG.

ZUVETTWG, av n ouvaptnon emoTpéwel TNV TiuR "0”, 161 N amdvrnon tou LLM Bewpeital
AavBaopévn. AvtioTpo@a, av arrd Tnv ouvaptnon metricBin rdpoupe TNV TP "17, 10T€ N
aTrdvTnon KPiveTal wg opben.

MapakdTtw, divetal N ouvapTnon o€ NOPPr KWOIKA:

def metricBin (LImAns, GeoAns):

”

LImAns: is a list of preprocessed words (only the first sentence).
For example, ["yes”, "the”, ”capital”, ”of”, ”"greece”, ”
GeoAns: is a list containing ”“yes”, "no” or another word

”

is”, “athens’”]

”

Returns:
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0: in case the LImAns is false
1: if the LImAns is correct

7”3y

#Other possible answers that could align with the reference answer

synonyms = {"yes”: ["correct”, "true”, "indeed”],
"no”: ["false”, "wrong”, ’'not’]}
wordsGeo = list ()
wordsGeo . append (GeoAns[0])
try:
wordsGeo . extend (synonyms[GeoAns[0]])
except:
pass
count = 0

for word in wordsGeo:

if word in LImAns:
count =1
break

return count

5.3.2 AAyo6pi0pog agioAdynong MNoooTiIKwV EPWTACEWYV

ATTO TNV AAAN, av n €pwTNON Eival TTOCOTIKAG HOPPNG, Ba TTPO-ETTEEEPYACTOUNE POVO TNV
atravtnon Tou povtéhou LLM. Z1nv ouaia, 1o erépevo Brpa Ba cival va kpatiooupe OAoug
TOUG apIBPOUG TNG aTTavTnong Tou LLM ekppaouéva o€ apiBunTIKEG TIMEG.

ApXIKd, Ba kdvoupue OTI Kal TTPIV, AAAG Ba HETATPEWOUUE OAOUG TOUG XAPOKTHPESG OE JIKPOUG,
Ba kavoupe tokenize TIG Aé€eig kal Ba epapudooupe pos_tagging.

Mia dla@opd yia TIG EPWTACEIS AUTAG TNG TTEPITITWONG €ival 0TI Ba KPATAOOUPE PJOVO Ta
oToIxEia auTd TTou €xouv TnVv eTIKETa "CD”, kabwg dnAwvouv apiBuolg. Metéteita, Ba
aAANGgouPE TUXOV XapaKTipa ', o€’.” yia va urropouv va atrodoBouv we floats. MNa rapddeiyua,
10 ’2,34’ Ba yivel '2.34’ ka1 n ouvaptnon tng python float() 8a ptropei va 1o petarpéyel o
apIOuNTIKG dedopévo.

Edw Ba xpelaoTei va avagépoupue Eava 011 "CD” eTIkETa PTTOPET Va £XEI KAl strings OTTwG TO
"million”. AnAadn, Aé€eig TTou ava@EépovTal 0€ apIiBUoUG aAAd o€ QUOIKN YAWOOA. ZUVETTWG,
KGBe oToixeio TTou £xel eTIKETA "CD” Ba 10 PETATPEWOUUE OE apIBUNTIKO OTOIXEIO PYE TNV
ouvaptnon float() Tng Python.

Av auTd TTapousiacel KATToI0 o@AAua, dnNAadr) oTnV TTEPITITWON TTOU €XOUME aplOuouUg
EKQPPAOUEVOUG O€ QUOIKN YAWooa, TOTE Ba XpNoIUoTToINooUpE To module w2n TTou ava@épinke
oTnVv TTapouca evoTnTa. Av aUuTO TO OTOIXEIO AVAPEPETAI OE KAVOVIKO apIOPO TTou avapEpOnKe
TTPONYOUNEVWG, Ba pETaTPEWOUE Ta OUO auTa OoToIxEia o€ Evav apiBud.

MNa Tapadeiypa, av €xoupe ”10 million”, o aAyopiBuog Ba kpatrjoel To *10” TTou gival apiBudg,
Ba petarpéwer 1o "million” og 1000000, Ba TTOAAQTTAQCIACEI TOUG OUO TTAPAYOUEVOUG
apIBuoug kai Ba atrobnkeuoel aTnv TEAIKN AioTa Tov apiBud "10000000”.

O KwdIKaG TNG TTapaTTadvw d1adIKaciag TTEPIYPAPETAI TTAPAKATW:

E. KARAGIANNIS 43



Evaluating the capabilities of LLMs in geospatial question answering and geospatial reasoning

def preprocessQuantLImAns(ans):
ans is string
We tokenize and then apply pos tagging to all the words.
Then we retain only the tokens that have a "CD” tag,
we replace for these tokens
.7 with ’.’ in order to be able to convert them to floats
and set the flag to true
to denote that we have encountered a number.
If the next token is not a number or it is one but
expressed in natural language (millions) we will multiply
it with the exact previous encountered number.
If the previous token was not a number we simply
convert it to a number: million --> 1000000
ans = ans.lower ()
tokenText = word_tokenize(ans)
tags = pos_tag(tokenText)
IsTarget = []
flag = False
for ek in tags:

if ek[1] == "CD”:
num = ek[0].replace(’,’, ’.")
try:

IsTarget.append(float(num))
flag = True
except ValueError:
# print(num)
try :
num = w2n.word_to_num(num)
if flag:
IsTarget.append(IsTarget.pop() * num)
flag = False
else:
IsTarget.append(num)
flag = True
except ValueError:
flag = False
else:
flag = False

return IsTarget

H ouvdapTtnon tmou Ba utroAoyioel KaTd TTOCO CWOTA gival ammavrnon Tou LLM ovopdadetal
metricQuant. 21nv oucia yia kKGO apIBPo (61Tou UTTAPXE!) TNG ATTAVTNONG AVOPOPdg,
TOV OUYKPIVOUME PE auToug TTou €Xouv BpeBei otnv atmdvrnon tou LLM. Av n atmmoAutn
TTo000TIaia dlagopd evog Leuyaplou gival PeTagl 0% kai 5%, 161 Bewpoupe 6T TO HOVTEAO
Bprike Tov UTTO €¢€Taon apiBuo.

‘ETreita ouykpivoupe TToooug aplBpoug Bperike 1o LLM a1rd auTtoug TTou €ixe n atrdvinon
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Tou benchmark kal avaAoywg xapaktnpioupe autiv Tou LLM wg owoTh, NEPIKWS OwoTA
) AdBog.
MapakdTtw TTapaTtiOeTal o KwdIkag o€ Python.

def metricQuant(llmAns, geoAns):

”»

geoAns is a list of numbers

7y

if len(llmAns) == 0 or len(geoAns) ==
return 0
AllMindis = list ()
for num in geoAns:
dis = list ()
for num2 in lImAns:
try:

# print (num)
# print (num2)
if float(num) != O:
eps = abs(float(num) - float(num2))/float (num)
else:
eps = abs(float(num) + 1 - \
(float (num2) + 1))/(float(num) + 1)
dis .append(eps)
except ValueError:
dis .append(100000000)
AllIMindis .append(min(dis))

count = 0
for val in AllIMindis:
if val < 0.05
count +=1

return count/len(geoAns)#, AlIMindis

5.3.3 AAyo6pi0pog agioAdynong yia Descriptive epwtRoE€Ig

lNa 10 CUYKEKPIPEVO €iDOG EpWTACEWY aKoAouBAoape U0 TPOTTOUG WG TTPOG TNV AgIOAGYNoN
TOUG, KABOTI 01 ATTAVTACEIS TOU YPAPOU OV €ival UOVOAEKTIKEG 1] ME apIOUNTIKA dedopéva
OAAG epTTEPIEXOUV OUVRBWG TTOANEG AECEIG.

AvetdptnTa TNV HEBODO TTOU AKOAOUBOUE N TTPO ETTECEPYATIA TWV YAWOOIKWY OEDOUEVWIV
TTOU EUTTEPIEXOVTAI OTAV ATTAVTNON TOU OEIKTN ava@opdg r} oTnv avtioToixn Tou LLM civai
idla.

APXIKQ, yia TNV TTEPITITWON TNG ammavinong Tou LLM, petatpétroupe OAa 1a ypauparta o€
MIKPG hE TNV €vIOAR ans = ans.lower() kai avTikaBioToupe OAa Ta onueia oTi¢ng e Tov
XapakTrpa whitespace. MeTétTelma, Otav PPIOCKOUPE TOUG XOPOKTAPES 7'S” O AUTA ThV
oelpd ToUuG agaipoupe, dnhadn n TTpoTtacn "George’s store is the best” Ba peTarparei o€

"George store is the best”. Ta TTapatrdvw yivovTal ye TNV EVTOAN:
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procText = re.sub(r’[*\w\s]’, ’,’, ans.replace(”’s”, "))

To emOuevo Bripa gival va kavoupe tokinize tnv amravrnon, tokenText = word_tokenize(procText),
Kal he list comprehension va a@aipécoupe Ta stop words pe Tov €€1¢ TpoTro: flt_text = [word

for word in tokenText if word not in stop_words]. A@ou TTdpouue TNV TTPOAVAPEPOUEVN
AioTa pe TG evattopeivouoeg AéEeig, Ba epapudooupe pos tagging, tags = pos_tag(flt_text)

Kal Ba KpATAOOUKE QUTEG TTOU €XOUV TIG aKOAoUBEG eTikéETEG : "UH”, "CD”, "RB”, *JJ”, "DT”,
"VBP” kaBwg ka1 6Aa auTd 1Tou ¢ekivouv pe N7, ATol Ta houns.

O1 avwTépw ETIKETEG ava@EépovTal OTA £ENQG MEPN TOU AOyou:

UH (Interjection): emowvnuata

CD (Cardinal Number): voupepa (CupTTEPIAAPBavVoUEVOU KOl QUTA TTOU Eival EKPPATHUEVA
o€ QUOIKA YAwooQ)

RB (Adverb): emippruaTa

JJ (Adjective): emiBeTa

DT (Determiner): apbpa Kal avTwVUieg

VBP (Verb, Non-3rd Person Singular Present): prijuata

TéNog, kavoupue lemmatization yia kKGBe AEEN TTOU KPATAOAME PE TNV EVTOAR convAns =
[lemmatizer.lemmatize(x[0], pos="n").lower() for x in IsTarget] ka1 emoTPEPOUPE PIa AioTa
ME TIG TPOTTOTTOINMEVEG AEEEIG.

MapaTiBetal N avwtépw dladikacia o€ Kwdika Python.

def preprocessDescLImAns(ans):
ans here is a string
We tokenize the words and apply POS tag for each word.
Then we keep all the nouns and some other categories.
Finally , we lemmatize all the words and create
a list of the final transformed words.
ans = ans.lower()
procText = re.sub(r’[*\w\s]’, ', ans.replace(”’s”, 7”))
tokenText = word_tokenize (procText)
flt text = [word for word in tokenText\
if word not in stop_words]
#possible solution [word for word in
#tokenText if word not in stop_words and len(word) > 1]
tags = pos_tag(flt_text)
evalSet = {"UH”, "CD”, "RB”, "JJ”, "DT”, "VBP”}
IsTarget = []

for ek in tags:

if ek[1][0] == "N” or ek[1] in evalSet:
IsTarget.append((ek[0], ek[1]))
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#a more correct way would be to pos=’'v’ for verbs
convAns = [lemmatizer.lemmatize (x[0], pos="n").lower()\
for x in IsTarget]

return convAns

Ma tnv TepiTrTwaon TG aradvrnong Tou Geoquestions1089, akoAouBouue Tnv idia diadikaaia
ME TNV dIa@opAa OTI OTNV ApPXH XPNOIMOTIOIOUKE ans = ’.join(ans) yia va JETATPEYOUUE TV
ANioTa pe TIG A€CeIg TToU €XOoupE TTAPEI WG atrdvTnon o€ éva string. To akdAouBo BAua civai

m_n

VO 0QAIPECOUE TO ONUEIa OTIENG KOl TOUG XAPAKTHPES ™’S” KAl va e@apuoooue tokenize.

2€ AUTAV TNV TTEPITTITWON TTPIV KAvouue lemmatization, agaipoupe TIG SITTAEG AEEEIC ATTO TNV
atrdvTnon ava@opag ue TNV evioAn unique = list(dict.fromkeys(tokenText)) kai atroBnkevoupue
TO QTTOTEAEOUQ O€ JIa VEQ AioTa.

TéNog, uhottoloUue Ta TeAeuTaia BAPaATa, ATol KAvouue pos tagging kal lemmatization,
XWPIG va apaipoUue KATToIEG AEEEIC BAON KATTOIOU CUYKEKPIPEVOU PJEPOUG TOU AGYOU.
def preprocessDescGeoAns(ans):
ans here is a list of strings
We remove punctuation and tokenize the words.
We remove the duplicates and then
we lemmatize the remaining words.
Returns a list of words.
ans = ’’.join(ans)
# ans = ans.lower()
procText = re.sub(r’ [*\w\s]’, , ans.replace (
tokenText = word_tokenize (procText)
unique = list(dict.fromkeys(tokenText)) #Remove duplicates
tags = pos_tag(unique)
convAns = [lemmatizer.lemmatize (x[0], pos="n").lower() for x in tags]

s”, "))

return convAns

5.3.3.1 AioAdynon Descriptive epwTtioewv Bdon cuxvoTnTag Aégewyv

21NV TTapouca UTTtoevoTNTa Ba TTAPOUCIACOUNE TNV TTIO OTTAR TTEPITITWON atmd TIG dUOo
MEBOOOUG agloAdynoNg wg TTPOG TNV opBATATA TWV ATTAVTACEWY TTOU £XOUME TTAPEI ATTO
Ta LLMs.

H ouvaptnon metricDesc uAotroiei Tov TTapatmavw TpoTTo. 10 CuyKeKpIYEVa, N metric-
Desc AauBavel TIc dUO atravTioElS aKPIBWS UE TOV TPOTTO TTOU TTPO-ETTECEPYATTNKAV AUTEG,
onAadr ocav Aioteg atmmo emMAeyOUEVEG AECEIG OTTWG TIG TIPAME ATTd TO Brpa TnG TTpo-
eTmECEPYATiOG.

2TNV OUVEXEIA, ApXIKOTTOIOUUE TNV PETABAATN count Kal TNG ekxwpouue Tnv TiuA "0”. Ma
KABe AEEn atro TNV AioTa TTOU AVTIOTOIXEI OTNV £TTEEEPYACUEVN ATTAVTNOTN AVOPOPAS, YAXVOUUE
va Bpoupue av uTTdpxel oTnv avtioToixn AioTa Tng atrdvrnong Tou LLM.

Av autr] Bpebei, T0TE augavoupe TNV ueTaBAnTr count katd 1. Otav oAokAnpwOEi N ev Adyw
dladIkaagia yia OAeG TIG AEEEIC TNG ATTAVTNONG TOU YVWOIAKOU YpAPou, TOTE N ouvapTnOon
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metricDesc Oa emoTpéwel TO0 TTHAIKO TOU count o€ ox€0n MYE TOV OUVOAIKO aplBud Twv
AéCewv TNG aTTdvTNONG TOU YPAQOU.

MapaBéToupe TNV ouvdptnon metricDesc oe Python:

def metricDesc(LImAns, GeoAns):

LImAns: is a list of preprocessed words. For example,

we want to have this structure [”capital”, "greece”, ”“athens’].
We have retained only the nouns through POS tagging

and we have performed lemmatization.

GeoAns: is a list containing containing processed words

from the answer of the knowledge graph.

7”3y

count = 0
for word in GeoAns:
if word in LImAns:
count += 1
return count/len (GeoAns)

5.3.3.2 Ag%ioAdynon Descriptive epwTioewvV pe TNV PETPIKA cosine similarity

MNa Ta mAciola vuAotroinong autng TNG HEBGBOU ypA@TNKE £va LexwploTd script, ammod 1o
OTTOI0 POPTWVOUE EKEI TIG ATTAVTACEIG Ava@OpAg KABWG Kal auTéG TTou PJag d60nkav atro
10 LLM.

H mrpo-emegepyaaia Twv ammavTioewy yivetal ue Tov idlo TpOTTo, OTTWGS aKpIBwS UAOTTOIRBNKE
oTnVv a1TrAnf yEBodo TTou e€eTATaPE TNV OUXVOTATA EHPAVIONG TWV AEEEWV TWV ATTAVTHOEWV
ava@opdg o€ oUYKPION ME QUTWY TWV MEYAAWY YAWOCOIKWY HOVTEAWV.

M"autd Tov Adyo popTwvoupe Kal TTAAI Ta idla modules. Zuykekpipéva, KAAOUWE Ta EENG:

import nltk

from nltk import pos_tag

from nltk import word tokenize

from nltk .stem import WordNetLemmatizer
lemmatizer = WordNetLemmatizer ()

nltk .download ( 'stopwords ')

from nltk.corpus import stopwords
stop_words = set(stopwords.words(’english’))
stop_words.remove(”’no”)
stop_words.remove (" not”)
stop_words.remove('d’)

Tautdxpova, Ba douhéwoupe TNV BIBAIOBAKN sklearn # kaAwvTtag Ta akdAouBa modules:

 from sklearn.feature_extraction.text import CountVectorizer

“https://scikit-learn.org/stable/
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+ from sklearn.metrics.pairwise import cosine_similarity

H kAdon CountVectorizer pag BonBdel oto va @Tiaioupe 10 KATAAANAO Ae€IAGYIO aTTd TIG
AECEIC TTOU OUVAVTACAUE ATTO ATTAVTAOEIG TTOU OOBNKAV O€ AUTO. TNV CUYKEKPIYEVN OpoAoyia,
ol Aé€eig auTég kaAouvTal documents Kal TO OUVOAO Twv AéEEwv PE TO OTToio Ba Yivel n
TTapakdaTw avaAuon kaAeital bag of words. To oUuvoAo OAwv Twv documents ovouddleTail
corpus [14].

Emiong, n CountVectorizer diatnpei 1o TANB0G Twv AéEewv TTOU ouvAvTnoe aTrd Ta docu-
ments auTtd kGBe autd (term-frequency). Na TNV TANPECTEPN KATAVONON TNG CUYKEKPIMEVNG
KAdong, Trapatiberal To KATwOI TTapadelyua.

MpwTta popTwvouue TNV v Adyw KAaon atrd 1o module sklearn.feature extraction.text.
from sklearn.feature_extraction.text import CountVectorizer

Mapakdtw TTapadétouue Kal To corpus (CUANoyr Twv documents) TTou Ba SOUAEWOUUE yia
TO TTAPOV TTAPAdEIYHA.

corpus = [ "Python is amazing and fun.”, "Python is not just fun but also powerful.”,

"1 ”

"Learning Python is fun and Python rocks!”, "Java is very important” ]
2TNV OUVEXEIQ, apXIKOTToloupue Eva avTikeievo CountVectorizer:
vectorizer = CountVectorizer()

AUTO TO QVTIKEIYEVO EPTTEPIEXEI TIG HEBGOOUC E TIG OTTOIEC Ba ONUIOUPYCOUNE TO AEyOUEVO
Ae€INGYI0 ) bag of words kaBwg kal Ba peTaTpéWoupe kaBe document o€ one-hot vector
[14].

To emmoéuevo Bripa cival va kaAéooupe Tnv PéEBodo fit_transform kai va 1ng dwooupe wg
Opiopa 1o corpus. H ouykekpipgévn nEBodOG @TidxvEl TO AeEIAOYIO Kal ETTIOTPEPEI TO document-
term frequency [14] wg TTivaka.

X = vectorizer.fit_transform(corpus)

To X.toarray() Trapayel Tov tivaka 5.1

01101 010O0O0O0O0M1TO0O

1 0011 0101011100

0010101001002 10O0

0Ooo0oo0o0O0O0O1T1T10O0O0O0TQO0O0"1
Table 5.1: Document-Term matrix

O mivakag 5.1 avTioToixei o€ KGBe ypauur Tou £€va document kabwg kai divel To term-
frequency TnNg kGBe AEENG TTOU BPEBNKE OTO TTPWTO YIA QUTEG TTOU £XOUV CUMTTEPIANQOEI
oT0 vocabulary.

AvrtioToixa, n pébodog vectorizer.get feature_names_out() divel To vocabulary wg AioTa.
Apa n evtoAn print("Vocabulary:”,vectorizer.get_feature_names_out() ), 8a pag dwaoel 10
akOAouBo prvupua:
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Vocabulary: ['also’ 'amazing’ 'and’ ’but’ 'fun’ 'important’ ’is’ ’java’ ’just’ 'learning’ 'not’
‘powerful’ ’python’ 'rocks’ 'very’]

Bdaon tng o€1pdg Tou gu@avidovTal ol TrTapatravw AEEEIG, TO AVTIKEIMEVO "vectorizer” HeTATPETTEI
TO KGBe document oTa TTapamavw diavuopara. MNa Tapadeiyua, otov Trivaka 5.1 10 TpiTo
didvuopa avtioToixei 010 document "Learning Python is fun and Python rocks!” Tou corpus.

EidikéTepa, TTaparnpoupe Ot Ta dUO oTolXEia gival undév. AuTO ocuppaivel €TTEId N €V
Aoyw TTpoTOCN Oev €XEl TIG AEEEIG "also” Kal "amazing” TTou €ival avTioTolXa N TTPWTN KAl
n deuTepn o€ ocIpd AéEeig oTo vocabulary. AvtioToixa, n AégEn "Python”, ep@aviletal d0o
QOpPEC oTNV TTPATACT Kai gival n TpiTn atrd 10 TEAOG AéEN aTo vocabulary. '’ autd kal oTo
OIAVUC A TO TPITO OTOIXEIO ATTO TO TEAOG £XEI TNV TIUN dUO, dnAadn ival To term frequency.
AvagépeTal, dnAadr), oTnv ouxvoTnTa egeavions Tng Aégng Python.

AvTioToixa, atmm’ 1o module metrics.pairwise 6a xpnOIMOTTOINCOUUE TNV CUVAPTNON COo-
sine_similarity, émrou Aaupdvel duo dlavuouaTta Kal UTToAoyidel To JETPO TOU cosine sim-
ilarity [14] TTou auTd £xouv PETALU TOUG.

To ouyKekpIPEVO Bivel Eva ETPO OPOoIOGTNTAG METAEU BUO PN-UNdEVIKWY SIaVUOUATWY TTOU
€XOUV OPIOTEI 0€ Evav XWPO OTTOU PTTOPEI VA Yivel N TTPAEN ECWTEPIKOU YIVOUEVOU.

To cosine similarity €ival n epamTopévn TNG ywviag Twv dUo dlavuoudaTwy, dnAadni 10
GBpoIoPa TOU YIVOUEVOU KABE CUVTETAYUEVNG TOU VOGS IAVUOPATOG JE TNV AVTiIOTOIXN TOU
GAAOU BIAIPOUHEVO UE TO YIVOPEVO TWV PNKWV TOUG.

H e€etalduevn PETPIKA, OTNV ouadia, €EapTdTal ammd TV ywvia 1Tou oxnuartifouv 1a 800
dlavuouata Kal oyl ammd 1o PEyeBOC Toug. ETTiong, n METPIKN auTA TTaipvel TIMEG ATTO TO
didotnua [-1, 1]. 210 BIKO Pag TTAQiCIO, N cosine PETPIKN OEV UTTOPET va TTAPEI APVNTIKES
TIMEG, KOBOTI GAa Ta OTOIXEIO Ba €ival P apvnTIKOi apIBuoi.

Av n Tiun givair 1, 1é1e Ta dilavuopaTa TTPETTEN va €ival avaloya. 2Ta TTAQiola TG avaAuonig
Mag auTé Ba oApaive 0TI Ta documents €xouv TIG IBIEG AEEEIG TTOU EUTTEPIEXOVTAI OTO Vocab-
ulary. AvtiBeta, av givail 0, T6T1e Ta dlavuouaTta gival opBoywvia Kal autd CUVveTTAyeTal OTl
Oev €XOUV KAVEVA OMOIO OTOIXEIO.

H ouaia Tou e€eTalopevou alyopiBuou eival va peTaTpéWoue TIC attavTioelg Tou LLM kai
TOU YVWOIaKoU ypdgou o€ one-hot vectors, dnAadn diavuopata TTou €xouv €ite 1o 0 €iTe
T0 1 0€ KABe onueio Toug. Ayvooupe dnAadr) To term-frequency kal BpicKouue TO cosine
similarity Twv TTpoava@epOUEVWY SIAVUCUATWV.

H uAoTroinon Tou TTapaTtrdvw aAyopiBuou TTepIypa@ETal WG £EAG:

PoPTWVOUNE TECOEPO OPXEID TTOU EPTTEPIEXOUV TIG CWOTEG ATTAVTHOEIG, QUTEG TTOU BOBNKAV
amd 1a LLMs, TIG Katnyopieg TTOU avrikouv ol EPWTACEIG, KABwWG Kal Tov TUTTO TNG KABE

EPWTNONG.

PdTidyvouue To dictionary é1rou Ba atroBNKEUTOUV TA ATTOTEAETPATA KABWG KAl TN cuXVOTNTA
TNG KABe Katnyopiag epwTtnoewyv. MeTd TTPOCBETOUNE OTO COrpus TIG ETTECEPYACUEVEG
ATTaVTAOEIG TOU Ypagou. H ocipd eicaywynAg otnv AioTa corpus, diatnpeital Je Tov TpoTTo
TTOU TTPOC0BETOVTAI OI aTTavTAcEelg. ETeidr) opwg ta KAEIdId dev aufdvovtal katd 1 kabe
@opd TToU TTapE oTnv TTOPEVN Descriptive epwTtnon, eTiaxvouue £va dictionary TTou avTIOTOIXE(
Ta KAEIOIA auToU TOU TUTTOU EPWTACEWY O€ HIa akoAouBia aplBuwy TTou Eekivael atro To
MNOEV Kal augAVETAI KOTA Eva KABE @OPA TTOU TTAUE VA TTPOCOECOUE TNV ETTOUEVN OTTAVTAON.

Apa, N TTPWTN EPWTNON TTOU TTPOCTEBNKE OTO corpus Ba avTioToIxEi 0To 0 aveLapTNTA TTOIO
givail To KA€IBi TNG 01O apxeio TTou £xoupe To benchmark Geoquestions1089. AvtioToixa, 1o
KA€10i TNG SeUTEPNG ATTAVTNONG TTOU TTPOCTEBNKE OTO OUVOAO Ba aTTeEIKOVIETAI GTOV APIOUO
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1 K.0.K.

Quoikd kal €dw, av N aTTavTnon ava@opdag eival kevry, T1e dev AauBaveral uttéwn. ‘Emeira,
apxlkotroloupe éva avtikeipevo CountVectorizer, divovTtag 10 épioua binary=True, T0 OTT0I0
dnAwvel OTI o1 aTTavToEIS Ba YeTaTpETTovTal o€ dlavUouaTa TToU aTroTeAoUvTal Hdvo atro
MNOEV Kal €va.

‘Emreira, xpnoigotroioUue Tnyv fit_transform, Balovrag 6Aeg Ti¢ atravtioelg Tou benchmark
oav opiopata. Kard autdv Tov TPOTTo, dNUIoUpyoUUE TO AEEIKO KABWG Kal TOV TTiVaKa JE
OAa Ta term-frequencies yia kdBe armravrnon.

‘ETreima yia k&dBe kAeIdi Twv descriptive epwTACEWY, TTAipVOUE TIG aTTavTAoEIG TwV LLM, TIg
emegepyaldPaoTe OTTWG KAVAUE OTAV TTPoNyouuEvn diadikaoia agloAdynong Kai XenoIJOTTOIOUUE
TNV u€B0dO transform yia va TIG peTaTpéWoue o€ diavuopara. Bpiokoupe Kal To avTioTolxo
OIGvuoNa TNG aTTAVTNONG ava@opdg TTou dnuioupyndnke étav BAAaUE TO corpus OoThv
pEBODO fit_transform.

MNa autr) TNV d1IadIKOTIa XPNOIUOTTOIOUUE TNV AVTIOTOIXNON TWV KAEIDIWY PE TOV apliBud TnG
oeIpdg TTou IonXnoav ol epwTACcEIS 0To corpus. 'ETol, £Xoupe Kal TIG dUO ATTAVTHOEIG
oTnVv Jopery one-hot vectors.

Mrtropouue Aoittév, va Bpoupe To cosine similarity Twv dUo atmraviiocwy. OTwg ava@épinke
Kal TTapatravw, 600 TTIo KovTa aTto 1 gival, T6oo Ba opoidlouv o1 atravTrioelg HETAEU TOUG.
AvtiBeta, 600 o KovTd oT1o 0 €ival TO €6ETACOPEVO Score TOOO DIAPEPOUV OI ATTAVTAOEIG
METOEU TOUG.

Ev ouvexeia, Bpiokoupe TNV Katnyopia TTou avikel To KAEIDI TNG €CETACOPEVNG EPWTNONG
Kal auédvoupue Katd éva Tov O€iKT TTOU avTIOTOIXEI OTnNV £V AOyw KaTnyopia oTo dictionary
freq, freq[cat] += 1.

Av 10 score gival petagu Tou 0.25 kai 0.55, T6TE N ATTAvVTNON BEWPEITAlI WG PEPIKWGS CWOTH,
evw av gival peyaAutepo Tou 0.55 161E TNV Bewpoupe ocwoTry. Otav n kGO atrdvinon
XOPAKTNPICETAl WG CWOTA | HEPIKWGS OWOTH, TOTE auédvoupe Tov KATAAANAO d€ikTn OTO
dictionary resultsDescr. H ouykekpipévn dour, Kpatael OAEG TIG CWOTEG 1] HEPIKWG OWOTEG
QTTaVTHOEIG TTOU £xouv Bpebei avd katnyopia.

TéNOG, DlaIpOUNE yIa OAEG TIC OWOTEG KAl PEPIKWG OWOTEG ATTAVTAOEIG TO TTARBOG Twv
EPWTNOEWV YIa TNV KABE Katnyopia.

MapatiBetal o TTARPNG KWAIKAG TTAPAKATW:

resultsDescr = {}
for key in catKeys.keys():
resultsDescr[key] = {’partially_correct’: 0, ’correct’: 0}

freq = {}

for key in catKeys.keys():
freq[key] = 0

#Create the corpus

corpus = list ()

count = 0

keysMapp = {}

for key in typeKeys[’'Descr’]:

geoAns = cleanGeoQ[key][ 'Answer’]
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geoAns = preprocessDescGeoAns(geoAns)
if geoAns 1= ’7:
corpus .append(geoAns)
keysMapp[key] = count
count += 1

#create the bag of words
vectorizer = CountVectorizer(binary=True)
X = vectorizer.fit_transform (corpus)

def find_category(key, categories):

number = int(key)
for category, values in categories.items():
if number in values:
return category

# Load the previously saved CountVectorizer instance

# with open(’sparse_matrix.pkl’, ’'wb’) as file:
# pickle .dump(X, file)

correct = 0
partially =0
for key in keysMapp.keys():

#expect the answer to be in the first sentence.

#or just put the whole answer of the LLM

lans = IImAns[key][ "Answer’]. split(’. )[0]
lans = preprocessDescLImAns(lans)
enc_x vectorizer.transform ([lans])

enc_y = X[keysMapp|[key]]. toarray ()
score = cosine_similarity (enc_x, enc_y)

cat = find_category (key, catKeys)
freq[cat] += 1
if score >= 0.25 and score < 0.55:

resultsDescr[cat][ 'partially_correct’] += 1

elif score >= 0.55:
resultsDescr[cat][ 'correct’] += 1

for cat in resultsDescr.keys():

resultsDescr[cat][ ’'partially correct’] =

resultsDescr[cat][ 'partially correct’]/freq[cat]

resultsDescr[cat][ "correct’] =
resultsDescr[cat][ 'correct’]/freq[cat]
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5.3.4 Anpioupyia ypaewv yia cardinal epwTROEIG.

H peBodoAoyia TTou akoAOUBNCAE YIA TO ETTOUEVO KOPUATI TNG TITUXIOKAG ATAV VA OTTOTUTTWOOUHE
ME KATTOIOV QOPUAAIOHUO OTOV EUKAEIDEIO XWPO YEWYPAPIKEG OXETEIG YIA VA agloAoynbouv

Baon autwv n IKavoTNTa TWV LLMs va kataAaBaivouv TIg ev AOyw OXEOEIG KAl va £EAyouvV
XPNOIUN TTANpogopia atrd auTa.

O poBNuaTIKOG OPUAAICUOG UE TOV OTTOI0 Ba ATTOTUTTWOOUNE TOUG YPAPOUG HaBnuaTIKA
Baailetal oTnv douAeld Tou dpBpou "Composing cardinal direction relations” [26].

MNa 1a TAQioIa TNG Epyaciag Jag, KPIVETAI ATTapaiTnTo Vo avaAuBei TO TTAQIOI0 Tou ev Adyw
QOPMUAAICHOU Kal PETA N peBodoAoyia Kal ol ypdgol TTou oxedidoTnkav oTa TTAiola Tng
TTapouoag agloAdynong.

5.3.4.1 Opiopydég minimum bounding box

MpwrioTwg, Ba xpelaoTei va opicoupe TNV évvola Tou minimum bounding box. Ta va
MTTOPECOUE VA OPICOUNE ETTAPKWGS QUTOV TOV Opo Ba TTPETTEI TTPWTA VA OTTOTUTTWOEI N
évvola Tou infimum kal supremum dI0g TTEPIOXNG.

210 TTAQiola TNG avaAuonig pag n Treploxn Ba sival évag KOPPOG, pia dnAadry OTPOoyYUAR
ETMQAVEIQ OTO KAPTECIAVO XWPO Twv duo diacTdoewy. Emmpdcbeta, ota TTAaiola Tng
avaAuong pjag AauBavetal uttown 611 GAo1 o1 KOPBOoI EVOGS YPAPOoU £XOUV TNV idia TTIPAVEIQ.
Aedopévou evog kOuPou a, opifoupe To sup(a),, WG To anueio 61Tou N TTPOROAN TNG ubtiag
TEUVEI TOV KATOKOPUPO AEova EEKIVWVTAG OTTO TO UWNAOTEPO CNUEIOU TOU YPAPOU.

AvrioToixa, 10 in f(a), €ival To ONUEIO TTOU N EUBEI EQATTTETAI OTOV KABETO AGOVA EEKIVIOVTAG
atré 10 XapnAdTEPO onueio Tou KOUPBoU a.

EmmpoobeTa, 10 sup(a), €ival ToO onueio Otmou n euBeia TEuvel Tov opIfovTIo dgova oTtav
TTPORAAAETaI aTTO TO BECIOTEPO ONUEIO TOU KOPPBOU.

TéNOG, TOin f(a), €ival TO onueio OTTou N euBeia TEPvel TOV 0pIZOVTIO GEova OTav TTPORAAAETal
atro TO apIoTEPOTEPO ONUEIO TOU KOUPBOU.

MNa TNV TTEPAITEPW KATAVONON TWV AVWTEPW EVVOIWVY TTapaTifeTal To didypauua 5.5.
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| |

| |

! [

sup (a) [-——-1— - = - — -
: | [
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|

inf (a) |- ==~
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Figure 5.5: Mia mrepioxn a kai 1o bounding box
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MeTA TOV OPICHO TWV TTPOAVAPEPONEVWY TECTAPWY ONUEiWY, Ba EI0AyOUlE TNV Evvola TOU
minimum bounding box.

To minimum bounding box evog k6upou a, TTou cupBoAifeTal wg mbb(a), gival n opBoywvia
TTEPIOYT) TTOU BIAUOPPWVETAI OTTO TIG EUBEIEG YPAUUEG ©1 = inf(a)y, o = sup(a)z, y1 =
inf(a), KAl y2 = sup(a),.

Eival etrakdAouBo, 611 o1 TTpoBOAEC oTOV KABETO Kal opifdvTio dfova Tou KOPPBOoU Kal Tou
minimum bounding box éxouv Ta idla TEAIKG onueia.

5.3.4.2 Opiopdg cardinal oxéoewyv

27NV ouvéxela Ba opicoupe TIC BaoikéG cardinal KaTEUBUVTAPIEG OXECEIC TOU JOVTEAOU WG
€GNG:

Opidoupue 10 @ S b, dnAadn 611 0 kKOPPOGS a gival voTia Tou b av kal pévo av:

infx(b) <infx(a), supx(a) < supx(b), infy(b) <infy(a) and supy(a) < supy(b).
a SW b, dnAadn 611 0 kduPoGg a gival voTIodUTIKG Tou b av kal pévo av:

supx(a) < infx(b) and supy(a) < infy(b).

a W b, av o kbuBog a gival duTika Tou b av kai pévo av:

supx(a) < infx(b), infy(b) <infy(a) and supy(a) < supy(b).

a NW b, av o kéupog a eivail BopeioduTikd Tou b av kal yévo av:

supx(a) < infx(b) and supy(b) < infy(a).

a N b, av o k6upog a cival Bopeia Tou b av kai yévo av:

supy(b) <infy(a), infx(b) <infx(a), and supx(a) < supx(b).

a NE b, av o k6uBog a cival BopeioavaTtoAikd Tou b av kal pévo av:

supx(b) <infx(a) and supy(b) < infy(a).

a E b, av o kbpPog a gival avatoAikd Tou b av kai yévo av:

supx(b) <infx(a), infy(b) <infy(a), and supy(a) < supy(d).

a SE b, av o k6uBog a €ival votioavaToAikd Tou b av Kal gévo av:
supx(b) <infx(a) and supy(a) < infy(b).
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O1 TTapatrdvw TUTTOI ETTOPKOUV OTOV VA ATTOTUTTWOOUME TIG OXECEIS TWV KOUPWV €VOG
YPAQPOU Kal va KAVOUUE TIG KATAANNAEG epwTroclig ota LLMs yia va dIatmoTwoOouUlE av
MTTOPOUV VA KOTAVONOOUV TA avWTEPW.

5.3.5 Anpioupyia prompts yia agioAéynon twv LLMs

ApPXIKA, SOKIUACANE KATTOIEG EPWTACEIG OTA PEYAAA PovTéAa, dnNAadn To ChatGPT-40 kai
10 Llama 3.1 twv 70 dIg TTapauETpwV.

To uttédelyua Tou TTpwTou prompt TTou 86ONKE TTAPATIOETAI TTAPAKATW:

We have the following terms for a given node a of a graph defined in a two dimensional
space. The supy(a) is the point in the vertical axis where the projection of the line from the
highest point of the node is casted onto. The infy(a) is the point in the vertical axis where
the projection of the line from the lowest point of the node is mapped. The supx(a) is the
point in the horizontal axis where the projection of the line from the rightest point of the
node is casted onto. The infx(a) is the point in the horizontal axis where the projection of
the line from the most left point of the node is casted onto. The minimum bounding box of
a region a, denoted by mbb(a), is the rectangular region formed by the straight lines x; =
infx(a), zo= supx(a), y; = infy(a) and y, = supy(a). Now we can formally define the atomic
cardinal direction relations S, SW, W, NW, N, NE, E and SE of the model as follows: a S
b iff supy(a) < infy(b), infx(b) < infx(a) and supx(a) < supx(b). a SW b iff supx(a) < infx(b)
and supy(a) < infy(b). a W b iff supx(a) < infx(b), infy(b) < infy(a) and supy(a) < supy(b). a
NW b iff supx(a) < infx(b) and supy(b) < infy(a). a N b iff supy(b) < infy(a), infx(b) < infx(a)
and supx(a) < supx(b). a NE b iff supx(b) < infx(a) and supy(b) < infy(a). a E b iff supx(b)
<infx(a), infy(b) < infy(a) and supy(a) < supy(b). a SE b iff supx(b) < infx(a) and supy(a) <
infy(b). And from that point and onwards we describe the relations of some nodes using
the aforementioned cardinals. Ask a question.

‘Eva diapopeTikd prompt TTou 860nKe oTa LLMSs yia va eeTacoupe av BEATIWVEI TIC ATTAVTATEIG
TToU AapBdavoupe atrdé autd gival To TTAPAKATW:

In a 2D graph, each node a has specific points: supy(a): The highest vertical point projec-
ted on the y-axis. infy(a): The lowest vertical point projected on the y-axis. supx(a): The
farthest right point projected on the x-axis. infx(a): The farthest left point projected on the
x-axis. The minimum bounding box (mbb) of node a is the rectangle formed by the lines:

x1=|nf(a)x, To= Sup(a)xl y1=|nf(a)y1 Y2= Sup(a)ys

The directional relations (S, SW, W, NW, N, NE, E, SE) between two nodes a and b are
defined as follows:

a S b iff supy(a) < infy(b), infx(b) < infx(a) and supx(a) < supx(b).
a SW b iff supx(a) < infx(b) and supy(a) < infy(b).
a W b iff supx(a) < infx(b), infy(b) < infy(a) and supy(a) < supy(b).
a NW b iff supx(a) < infx(b) and supy(b) < infy(a).
a N b iff supy(b) < infy(a), infx(b) < infx(a) and supx(a) < supx(b).
a NE b iff supx(b) < infx(a) and supy(b) < infy(a).
a E b iff supx(b) < infx(a), infy(b) < infy(a) and supy(a) < supy(b).
a SE b iff supx(b) < infx(a) and supy(a) < infy(b).
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The cardinals directions can take only two values, "0” for false and "1” for true. Describe
cardinal relations between some nodes. Ask the question.

5.3.6 MMepirypaen cardinals Kol EpWTACEWYV Yia YPAPOUG

21nv TTapouca evotnTa Ba Treplypayoue Tig cardinal ox€o€ig Twv KOPPBwV yia KA ypd@o
TToU B dwaooupe oTa LLMs kKaBuwg Kal Ba ava@EéPouE TIG EPWTACEIS TTAVW OTIG OTToiEg Ba
agloAoyriooue Ta PJOVTEAQ.

Oa &eKIviiooupE TNV avAAuon Pag PE TOV TTPWTO YPAPO e Toug 3 KOUPBoUG a, b kai ¢, 6TTwg
ava@épBnke oT1o KEPAAaIo 4 oTo didypapua 4.7 ZTov ev Adyw ypAa@o To a gival BOpEia Tou
b ka1 ka1 Tou c. ETriong, o b gival Bépeia Tou c.

2TOV €V AOYW YPAQO, EXOUUE TIG £E1G OXETEIG:

ceaNb=1kaaNc=1
e bNc=1kaibSa=1
ecSa=1kaicSb=1

E€utrakoueTal 611 01 OAEG 01 GAAeG ox€oelg IcouvTal ue T0 0. AnAadl, bNa=0,cNb=0
kal ¢ N a = 0. To idlo 1oxUel kal ya Ta uttoAoiTra cardinals €101 OTTwWG OpioTNKAV AVWTEPW.

MNa mapdadeiyua €Xoupe To akOAouBo prompt yia Tnv TTEPIYPAPr) TOU TTPWTOU YPAPOU Kal
TNV TTPWTN £PWTNON:

We define the following terms for a given node a of a graph in the Euclidean space of two
dimensions. The supy(a) is the point in the vertical axis where the projection of the line
from the highest point of the node is casted onto. The infy(a) is the point in the vertical axis
where the projection of the line from the lowest point of the node is mapped. The supx(a)
is the point in the horizontal axis where the projection of the line from the most point of the
node is casted onto. The infx(a) is the point in the horizontal axis where the projection of
the line from the most left point of the node is casted onto. The minimum bounding box of
a node a, denoted by mbb(a), is the rectangular region formed by the straight lines x1 =
infx(a), x2 = supx(a), y1 =infy(a) and y2 = supy(a). Now we can formally define the atomic
cardinal direction relations S, SW, W, NW, N, NE, E and SE of the model as follows: a S
b iff supy(a) < infy(b), infx(b) < infx(a) and supx(a) < supx(b). a SW b iff supx(a) < infx(b)
and supy(a) < infy(b). a W b iff supx(a) < infx(b), infy(b) < infy(a) and supy(a) < supy(b). a
NW b iff supx(a) < infx(b) and supy(b) < infy(a). a N b iff supy(b) < infy(a), infx(b) < infx(a)
and supx(a) < supx(b). a NE b iff supx(b) < infx(a) and supy(b) < infy(a). a E b iff supx(b)
< infx(a), infy(b) < infy(a) and supy(a) < supy(b). a SE b iff supx(b) < infx(a) and supy(a)
< infy(b). The cardinals directions can take only two values, "0” for false and "1” for true.
We have the following relations for a graph with three nodes a,b,c:aNb=1,aNc=1
and b N ¢ = 1. What is the value of b N a?

O1 epwTACEIC TTOU Ba PWTACOUE YIa TOV aTTAG YPAQo gival ol ENG:

* What is the value of b N a?
* What is the value of c N b?

* What is the value of c N a?
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What is the value of b S a?

What is the value of b S ¢?

What is the value of ¢ S b?

What is the value of ¢ S a?

What is the value of a S b?

What is the value of a S ¢?

MNa Tov deuTePO YpaPo Ba dwooupe TG £€NG cardinal oxéoelg:

MeTéteita, Ba dLooUUE Kal TOV OEUTEPO YPAPO, TTOU TTEPIYPAPNKE OTNV EVOTNTA 4 WG TTPOG
agloAdynon oto LLM. H ev Adyw oxéoeig Ba diapop@wBoulv wg €ENG:
caWb=1kaiaWc=1
*bWc=1kaibEa=1

ecEa=1kaicEb=1

H akdAoubn oxéon a W b = 1 diapadetal wg €€AG: To a gival avaTtoAika Tou b gival aAnBng.

ETriong, o1 epwTAOCEIG TTOU Ba pWTHOOUE YIa TOV OEUTEPO YPAPO TTAPOUCIALOVTAI TTAPAKATW:

* What is the value of b W a?
* What is the value of c W b?
* What is the value of c W a?
» What is the value of b E a?
* What is the value of b E ¢?
* What is the value of c E b?
* What is the value of c E a?
» What is the value of a E b?

» What is the value of a E c?

TéNoG, Ba TTAPOUCIACOUNE Kal TIG EPWTACEIS Kal TNV SIATUTTWOT ToU TEAEUTAIOU ypd@ou.
O1 oxéoeig TTou Ba doBouv oTo prompt gival o1 ENG:

*bSWe=1kaibNEa=1
*bSEd=1kaibNWc=1
Ta epwTApaTa TTOU Ba TEBOUV €ival OI AVTIOTPOPEG OXECEIC AUTWY TTOU dOBNKav oTnv
TEPIYPAPr KABwG Kal K&TTolEg AANEG aTTO TIG TPEIG EVATIONEVOUOEG BETEIC YIa KABE (eUyOg

atré Ta T€o0epa TTou 00BNnkav. H TeAeuTaia epwtnon ammAd avTIOTPEPEl PIO OXECT TTOU
060nke oTnv TTEPIYpa@r]. OuoiacTiK& EXOUE:
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* What is the value of b NW e?
* What is the value of b SW a?
* What is the value of b SW d?
* What is the value of b SE c?
* What is the value of e NE b?
* What is the value of a SW b?
* What is the value of d NW b?
* What is the value of ¢ SE b?
* What is the value of e SW b?

5.3.7 T e&erdlouv o1 EpWTHOEIG

Ta LLMs otnv oucia Ba g€etacTouv WG TTPOG TNV IKAVOTNTA TOUG va KataAaaivouv Tig
oxéoeig dleubuvaelg atrd To JovTéAo Twy cardinals, dnAadn wg TTpog To spatial reasoning.

MNa Tov oKOTTé aUTO £XOUlE dnUIoUPYNOEl TPEIS YPAPOoUS. O TTpWwToC TTEPIYPAPE! VIO TOUG
UTTOKEIMEVOUG KOUBOUG TIG oX£0€IG BOpeia Kal vOTIa. O deUTEPOG TIG OXETEIG AVATOAIKA
Kal OUTIKA Kal 0 TPiTog Ta cardinals Twv KateuBuvoewv: PopelodUTIKA, BopeioavaToAikd,
VOTIOOUTIKG Kal VOTIOOVOTOAIKA.

O1 epwWTACEIG UTTOPOUV VA KATNYOPIOTTOINOOUV € TPEIG OPABES. H TTpwTn agopd pWTHOEIG
TToU aAAGlouv B€on Toug 6poug evog cardinal TTou yvwpifoupe T €xel i 1. TNa Tapdadeiyua,
"Aedopévou 61t a R b =1, troia €ival n 1iyf Tou b R a;”. Auti n epimmtwon Bewpeital
TETPIMPEVN.

O deUTEPOG TUTTOG EPWTACEWY OPOPA TOV UTTOAOYIOUOS pIag oxéong evog cardinal dedopévou
OTI gival aAnBNG N cUPPETPIKA Tou. MapadeiypaTtog xdapiv, "Aedouévo 611a R b = 1, 10100
givalr n Tiu Tou a R’ b;”. Av 10 R agopd 10 cardinal Tou arreikovifetal o Boppdag, TOTE
é¢xoupe a N b = 1 kal n cUPPETPIKA Tou Ba civar b S a. AvrtioToixa, n CUPMETPIKN TNG
oxéong "10 b BpiokeTal voTIodUTIKA Tou €7, gival To e PpiokeTal BOpeio-avaToAikd Tou b”.
Me Tov cupBoAioud Twyv cardinals Ba £xoupe:

aNb=1<=>bSa=1bSWe=1<=>eNEb=1

21nv oucia, K&Be éva atro Ta okTw cardinals TTou gival aAnBEG HETALU dUO TTEPIOXWV CUVETTAYETAI
KOl MIO OUMMETPIKN oX€on (TwV idlwv TTEPIOXWV) TTou ival TTiong aAnong.

TéNOG, hE TNV TPITA KATNYOpPia EpWTACEWYV EETACOUME TNV IKAVOTNTA TOU HOVTEAOU VA KATOAGBEI
TO €£€1G:

MNa pia oxéon kOuPwv a kal b, 6Tou aRjb =1, 6teaRib=0vyiai, j=1,2,3,4,5,6,7,8,

i # 7 kal R 10 ouvoAo Twv cardinal oxéoewv.

AnAadn, yia duo koupoug 6tou a N b = 1, 101e dAeg o1 uTTOAOITTEG OXEOEIG TOug (a R b)

gival undév. lMNa mapddeiypa, pwtdue 10 “TMoia ival n 1iu Tou b NW e, dedopuévou 611 b
SWe=1"
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6. AlTIOTEAEZMATA KAI A=IOAOIHzH MNEIPAMATQN

6.1 Zo0voyn Kegalaiou 6

2€ aQuThV TNV EvOTNTA Ba TTAPOUCIACOUE TA ATTOTEAETUATA TWV TTEIPANATWY TTou BaailovTal

oTnv avaAuon Tou kepahaiou 5. EIBIKOTEPA, yIa TOV TTPWTO OTOXO TNG EPYACIAC OA ATTOTUTTWOOUE
TA ATTOTEAEOPATA AVAPOPIKA PE TNV agloAdynon Twv LLMs Tdvw o1o benchmark GeoQues-
tions1089 1rou e¢eTdoTNKAV KAl B OXOANIGCOUE TO ATTOTEAEOUATA.

Tautdxpova, Ba e¢eTdooupue Kata TTéoo Ta LLMSs gival ikavd va katavorjoouv Tov QOpUaAICHO
Twv cardinal oxéoewv Twv KOPPWV £vOg ypd@ou aTrd TO JOVTEAO TTOU €I0AYaUE KAl KOTA
TTO0O0 ATAV OTTOTEAECHATIKA OTO va €EAyOoUV OWOTA Kal TIG AAAEG OXECEIS TWV KOUPBWVY
OUMPWVA UE TIG EPWTHOEIC TTOU TOUG TEOBNKAV.

6.2 AmroteAéopata LLMs oT1ig epwtioeig GeoQuestions1089

2UN@WVA PE OOQ TTEPIYPAWANE OTNV EVOTNTA 5, Ba TTAPOUCIACOUE T ATTOTEAECOUATA TTOU
060nkav atrd TNV atrAr nEBOdO Kal TNV PETPIKN cosine yIa TIG aVTIOTOIXEG EPWTACEIS TOU
OEikTN avapopdg.

2ZUYKEKPIYEVQ, YIa TNV OTTAr HEB0SO TTOU UAOTTOIAONKE YIa OAEG TIC EPWTACEIS ETTIXEIPHOAME
VO OTTOTUTTWOOUME TO ATTOTEAECUATA BACHN TWV KATAYOPIWY TWV EPWTHOEWYV, £T01 OTTWG
diagopoTtrolouvTtal 0To apxeio GeoQuestions1089 kaBwg kai yia TNV SIAKPIoN TWV EPWTACEWV
O€ TPEIG TUTTOUG TTOU €YIVE OTO TTAQICIO TNG AVAAUONAG PaG.

6.2.1 AgioAdynon pe Tov atmrAd TpoTTO

Ta atmmoteAéopaTta Ba TTAPOUCIACTOUV O€ HOPPr) TTOCOOTWY, NTOI O€ TTOCEC EPWTNOEIG TO
utto €¢€taon LLM atrdvinoe cwotd pe Bdon 1o TTARBOG TWV EPWTACEWY TTOU AVTIOTOIXEI
o€ KGBe opadoTroinon.

MNa auté Tov AOyo uETPAOANE TOV OUVOAIKO apIBuo Twv EPWTACEWY TTOU QVTIOTOIXEI O€ KABE
OuAdA Kal TOUG ATTEIKOVICOUUE OTOV TTiVaKa 6.1:

Category | Binary | Descriptive | Quantitative
A 2 9 78

G 2 7 165

B 131 2 6

C 16 151 4

H 12 124 4

D 1 22 1

E 15 113 0

F 2 18 3

I 1 13 7

Table 6.1: Number of Questions allocated on each group

Me Tnv BorB€ia Tou TTivaka 6.1 JTTopoupE va SI0KPIVOUNE TNV OPAdOTTOINCN TWV EPWTACEWY,
Baon Tng otroiag Ba yivel n agioAdynaon, Kabwg Kai TTO0ES EPWTHOEIG AvTIOTOIXOUV OThV
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KAOe pia atrd auTéG TIG OPADEG.

O apiBudg Twv opddwy gival 27. £Tnv ouadia yia KABE katnyopia atrod TIG 9 TTou UTTHPXAv OTO
benchmark 1ToU £pyadouacTe, TIG XWPICOUPE TTEPAITEPW OTOUG TPEIG TUTTOUG EPWTACEWV
TTOU aTTOQACicAlE va yivel n afloAdynon auTtwy.

MNa Tapadeiypa, n karnyopia A avaAuetal oe dU0 epwWTAOEIG TUTTOU Binary, evvid TUTTOU
Descriptive kal BOOUNVTA OKTW TTOCOTIKWV.

Category | Type | Partially Correct | Correct
A Binary 0% 100%
A Descr 11.11% 55.56%
A Quant 0% 5.13%
G Binary 0% 50%
G Descr 28.57% 0%
G Quant 0% 6.67%
B Binary 0% 59.54%
B Descr 0% 100%
B Quant 0% 16.67%
C Binary 0% 62.5%
C Descr 26.49% 15.23%
C Quant 0% 0%

H Binary 0% 75%
H Descr 25% 11.29%
H Quant 0% 0%

D Binary 0% 100%
D Descr 4.55% 0%

D Quant 0% 0%

E Binary 0% 60%
E Descr 15.93% 7.08%
E Quant 0% 0%

F Binary 0% 0%

F Descr 16.67% 0%

F Quant 0% 0%

I Binary 0% 100%
I Descr 30.77% 38.46%
I Quant 0% 0%

Table 6.2: A§ioAéynon Tou Llama 3.1 pe 11 8 316 TrapapéTrpoug (a1rAdg Tpoé1og). To correct onpaivel
o611 o1 TrEpIoTOTEPEG AéSEIG ) OAeg BpiokovTal oTnv atrdvrnon Tou LLM. To partially correct onpaivel
OTI KATTOIEG HEIOYNPIKEG AEEEIG BpioKOVTAl OTNV £§ETAJOMEVN ATTAVTNON

ATTé Ta QTTOTEAEOUATA TOU TTIVOKO 6.2 UTTOPOUME ApXIKA VA DIOKPIVOUNE OTI Ol EPWTHOEIG
Binary 6a cival cwoTég 1] AdBog. Tautdypova, PTTopoUpE va dOUUE OTI TO HOVTEAO €XEI
IKAVOTTOINTIKI aTTOS00N 0€ AUTOU TOU TUTTOU TIG EPWTNOEIG.

AuUTO €ival eUAoyo, 6edOoEVOU OTI AUTEG OI EPWTHOEIG £XOUV aTTAVTNON KE éva "val” A "oxI”.
2UVETTWG, To LLM pT1Topei va atravtrioel he IkavoTToinTiKr akpieia kaBoT dev atraiteital

eCAIPETIKA OUOKOAIO o€ auToU Tou TUTTOU TIC EPWTHOEIG KAl UTTOPOUV va agloAoynbouv
ATTOOOTIKA UE OXETIKA OTTAG TPOTTO.

AvTiBeTa, N xeIpdTEPN ETTIOOON TTAPATNPEITAI OTIG TTOOOTIKEG EPWTACEIG. ATTO TRV EEEPEUVNON
TWV ATTAVTHOEWYV YIO QUTOU TOU TUTTOU TIG EPWTACEIG TA ATTOTEAEOUATA Eival AVOUEVOEVA,
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KaBwg o1 atravtioelg Tou eptrepiExovtal 01o GeoQuestions1089 dev TTpoadiopiouv TTOAANEG
QOPEG TO PETPO TNG TTOCOTNTAG TTOU ETTIOTPEPEI KAl OCUXVA aUTO €ival OpIoPEVO £T01 WOTE
va unv gival eUKOAO va atravtnBouv atro Ta £CETAlOPEVA HOVTEAQ.

MNa TTapddelyua, o€ KATTOIEG EPWTAOEIS TOU TUTTOU “Tola gival n €kTaon uiag Trepioxng F;”
0 YPAQPOG ETMOTPEPEI BUO apIBUOUC yia TOUG OTToiIouG eV TTPoadiopileTal n 1810TNTA TOUG,
evw 10 LLM ouviBwg atravtd o€ TeTpaywvika XINOPeTpa. Auto kavel Tnv agloAdynon tng
aTrdvTnong Tou JovTEAOU BUOKOAN.

Ma TIG TTEPIYPAPIKES EPWTATEIG, N ETTIOOON €ival KAAUTEPN ATTO AUTHV TWV TTOCOTIKWV. AUTO
€TTionNg Oev PAG TTPOKAAEI KATTOIA EVTUTTWOTN, KABWG OTIG TTEPICCOTEPES EPWTHOEIG QUTOU
TOU TUTTOU N OWOTA aTTAVTNON ava@opAag EUTTEPIEXEI TTOAAEG AEEEIG, KATTOIEG ATTO TIG OTTOIEG
gival atroTéEAEOa £€EIBIKEUPEVNG YVWONG TTOU T MIKPG HOVTEAQ BEV TNV £XOUV PABEI, Adyw
TWV Aiywv TTOPAPETPWYV TOUG.

OuoiaoTikd, n emidoon TnNG Katnyopiag Discriptive e¢nyeital ammod 1o yeyovog ot 10 Llama
3.1 Bpiokel opIOUEVEG AEEEIC TTOU EPTTEPIEXOVTAI OTIC CWOTEG ATTAVTACEIS AANG XAVEl TIG
TTEPIOCOOTEPEG.

2TOUG TTivakeg 6.3 Kal 6.4 TTapouciddovtal Ta avTioToIXa aTTOTEAEOUATA YIA TO JOVTEAO
mistral ka1 gemmaz2.

Category | Type | Partially Correct | Correct
A Binary 0% 100%
A Descr 11.11% 55.56%
A Quant 0% 2.56%
G Binary 0% 100%
G Descr 14.29% 14.29%
G Quant 0% 5.45%
B Binary 0% 63.36%
B Descr 0% 100%
B Quant 0% 0%

C Binary 0% 50%
C Descr 31.13% 16.56%
C Quant 0% 0%

H Binary 0% 83.33%
H Descr 32.26% 12.10%
H Quant 0% 0%

D Binary 0% 100%
D Descr 9.09% 0%

D Quant 0% 0%

E Binary 0% 33.33%
E Descr 20.35% 8.85%
E Quant 0% 0%

F Binary 0% 100%
F Descr 27.78% 0%

F Quant 0% 0%

I Binary 0% 100%
| Descr 30.77 38.46%
[ Quant 0% 0%

Table 6.3: AgioAéynon Tou mistral Twv 7 81g TTapaUETPWV (ATTAGG TPOTTOG)
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Category | Type | Partially Correct | Correct
A Binary 0% 100%
A Descr 22.22% 44.44%
A Quant 0% 2.56%
G Binary 0% 50%
G Descr 28.57% 0%

G Quant 0% 2.42%
B Binary 0% 64.12%
B Descr 0% 100%
B Quant 0% 0%

C Binary 0% 43.75%
C Descr 24.50% 12.58%
C Quant 0% 0%

H Binary 0% 66.67%
H Descr 30.65% 7.26%
H Quant 0% 0%

D Binary 0% 0%

D Descr 4.55% 0%

D Quant 0% 0%

E Binary 0% 60%
E Descr 11.50% 7.08%
E Quant 0% 0%

F Binary 0% 0%

F Descr 11.11% 0%

F Quant 0% 0%

I Binary 0% 100%

I Descr 46.15% 23.08%
I Quant 0% 0%

Table 6.4: ASioAéynon Tou gemma2 Twv 9 316 TTapauETPWYV (ATTAGG TPOTTOG

Mapatnpoupe 6TI N €TTIOO0N TWV TTPOAVAPEPOPEVWY HOVTEAWV KUUAivovTal o€ TTapouola
TTAQiola ye autr Tou Llama 3.1.

AuTO onpaivel OTI Ta JOVTEAQ €ival KAAUTEPA OTO VA ATTAVTOUV OWOTA O¢€ Binary epwTACEIG,
META 0€ Eva ONUAVTIKO AAAG pIKPS TTo000 TS Twv Descriptive epwTRoewV Kal TEAOG ATTOTUYXAVOUV
VQa ATTAVTACOUV OTNV KATAYOPIa TWV TTOCOTIKWV.

TéNOG, TTaPATNPOUE OTI T HOVTEAD £XOUV TTAPOMOIa £TTIdOON, e To Llama3.1 kail To mistral
VO YTTOPOUV VO ATTAVTIIOOUV CWOTOTEPA O€ TTEPICOOTEPES ATTAVTAOEIS TUTTOU Binary o€
oxéon JE To gemmaz.

Tautdxpova 1o gemma2 TTapOA0 TTOU £XEI TIG TTEPICCOTEPES TTAPAUETPOUG OTNV APXITEKTOVIKI)
TOou, €x€1 XeIpOTEPN £TTId00N a11d TO Llama3.1 kai atd 1o mistral. Ta mapatdvw emBeBaiwvouy
TNV B£0n OTI TO HEYEBOG TWV POVTEAWYV OgV gival TTAVTa aPKETO yia TNV alénaon TnNG amédoong
TOUG.

6.2.2 AgioAdynon descriptive EpwWTHOEWV PE TNV COSine HETPIKN

2.€ AUTAV TNV UTTO-evOTNTA Ba TTAPOUCIACOUE TNV ETTIOOC0N TWV PMOVTEAWV Yia TIG descript-
ive EPWTAOCEIG XPNOIMOTIOIWVTAG TNV JETPIKA cosine, £T01 OTTWG TTEPIYPAPNKE OTNV TTPONYOUUEVN
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gvotnTa.

MpwTa Ba TTAPOUCIACOUNE TOV APIBUS TWV UTTOKEINEVWV EPWTACEWYV TTOU AVTIOTOIXOUV O€
KABe KaTnyopia, YIag Kal 8a UTTOAOYICOUE TA ATTOTEAECUOTA O€ JOPEPN TTOOOCTOU CWOTWV
aTTavTAcEWV avda karnyopia. Autd TTapaTifevral otov TTivaka 6.5.

Category | Count

9

7

2
151
124
22
113
18
13

Table 6.5: ApIONOG TTEPIYPAPIKWY EPWTACEWYV AVA KATNyopia

— MmO IO me >

270 TTivaka 6.6 TTapouciddoupe Ta atroTeAéouara yia 1o povTtélo Llama 3.1.

Category | Partially Correct (%) | Correct (%)

A 22.22% 22.22%
G 28.57% 0%

B 0% 50.00%
C 20.53% 3.97%

H 22.58% 7.26%

D 4.55% 0%

E 13.27% 0.88%

F 16.67% 0%

I 23.08% 0%

Table 6.6: ATroreAéopara yia 1o Llama 3.1 ye Tnv cosine PeTPIKA
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Mapouoidloupe avTioToIXa KAl TA ATTOTEAEOUATA YIa TO mistral kal TOo gemma2 oToug TTiVAKEG

6.7 kal 6.8:
Category | Partially Correct (%) | Correct (%)
A 66.67 0.0
G 28.57 0.0
B 0.0 50.0
C 21.19 2.65
H 18.55 10.48
D 0.0 0.0
E 10.62 0.88
F 16.67 0.0
I 23.08 7.69

Table 6.7: AtmroteAéopara yia To Mistral ye Tnv cosine PeTpIKN

Category | Partially Correct (%) | Correct (%)
A 22.22 22.22
G 28.57 0.00
B 0.00 50.00
C 19.21 7.28
H 23.39 9.68
D 0.00 0.00
E 7.96 2.65
F 16.67 0.00
I 46.15 15.38

Table 6.8: AtroteAéopara yia To Gemmaz2 pe Tnv cosine METPIKA

ATIO T TTAPATTAVW ATTOTEAEOUATA €ival EUKOAO va BIATTIOTWOOUE OTI N cosine PETPIKR OXI
MOvo dev divel KOAUTEPA ATTOTEAECUATA ATTO TNV TTPONYyoUpEevn HEB0dO aAAdG n eTTidoon Tou
MovTEAOU @Bivel.

AuTO 10XUEI Kal yia Ta Tpia povTéAa TTou e€eTdoape TTapatmmdvw. O Adyog TTou cupfaivel
auTd €x€1 Vva KAVEL JE TNV UAOTTOINOT TOU cosine similarity Kal CUYKEKPIPEVA PE TRV dnuIoupyia
AegIAoyiou aTTd TO corpus.

O1rwg £xoupe avaAloel Kal GTNV TTPONYOUMEVN evOTATA 5, yIa TNV dnuioupyia Tou Ae€IAoyiou
XPNOIUOTTOIOUUE OAEG TIG AEEEIC TTOU OUVAVTAUE OTO COrpus.

Opwg, eteidn Ta povréAa LLM trepiTToAoyolv autd €xel ws attoTEAETUa To one-hot vector
TNG AVTIOTOIXNG ATTAVTNONG VA EPTTEPIEXEI OE TTEPICOOTEPES BETEIG TOV apiBud "1”. Kai autd
eTTEION KATTOIEG AECEIC TTOU BpéBnKav oTnv atrdvinon Tou LLM, BpiokovTtal 010 Ae€IAGYIO
aAAG Oev gutrepiExovTal 0TnV atrdvrnon Tou GeoQuestions1089.

MNa mapadeiyua, otnv epwtnon "Which are the biggest towns in Crete?”, 1o LLM ptropei
va atmravtioel "Crete which is an island of Greece, has Chania and Heraklion.”. Av n

aTravTnon Tou ypagou eivai ["Chania”, "Heraklion”], 161€ T0 LLM £x¢€1 atravtiosl cwaoTa.

Ouwg, av n AéEn "Greece” kai “island” BpiokovTal 010 Ae€IAOyIO, TOTE dev Ba TTApoUUE
cosine score "1” aAAa 0.707168, Adyw oT1 Ta dlavuoparta TG armravrnong tou LLM kai tng
avagopdg Ba eivai [1,1,1,1] kai [1,1,0,0].
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270 TTaPAdEIyUa TTapaTTdvw ol dUO TEAEUTAIEG BE0EIG avTIOTOIXOUV OTIG AéEelg island” kai
"Greece”.

Ta TTapatrédvw €XoUV WG ATTOTEAECA N TIUA TOU COSinNe VA PEIWVETAI CNPAVTIKA KAl CUVETTWG
OIkaloAoyei yiati auty n yeBodoloyia Exel xeipdTepn Tmidoon atrd TNV o APECN TToU
TTEPIYPAPNKE OTNV TTPONYOUMPEVN UTTO-EVOTNTA 6.2.1 .

6.3 AgioAdéynon LLM Bdaon ypaewv

6.3.1 AgioAdynon Tavw OTOV TTPWTO YPAPO

MpwrtioTwg, Ba TTapoucidooupe Ta atroteAéopaTa Tou ChatGPT-40 yia TIC evvid epWTHOEIG
AVA@OPIKA PE TOV TTPWTO YPA@o. AuTd atreikovifovTtal OTov TTivaka 6.9.

Correct Answer | Answer of LLM | Result
bNa=0 0 Correct
cNb=0 0 Correct
cNa=0 0 Correct
bSa=1 Oor1 Inconclusive-False
bSc=0 0 Correct
cSb=1 Oor1 Inconclusive-False
cSa=1 Oor1 Inconclusive-False
aSb=0 0 Correct
aSc=0 0 Correct

Table 6.9: Results of ChatGPT-40 on the first graph (First and Second Prompts)

AvrTioToixa, TTapoucidaloupe Kai Ta ammoteAéoparta yia 1o Llama3.3 twv 70B mapauétpwy
oToug Trivakeg 6.10.

Correct Answer | Answer of LLM | Result
bNa=0 0 Correct
cNb=0 0 Correct
cNa=0 0 Correct
bSa=1 Oor1 Inconclusive-False
bSc=0 0 Correct
cSb=1 Oor1 Inconclusive-False
cSa=1 Oor1 Inconclusive-False
aSb=0 0 Correct
aSc=0 0 Correct

Table 6.10: Results of Llama3.3 70B on the first graph (First and Second Prompts)

AtiCel va avagepOei 611 Ta TTapaTTdvw atroTeAéopaTa gival Ta idia Kail yia Ta dUo prompts
TToU dwoape ota LLMs yia Tnv £€€Taon Toug.

MapdAAnAa yia Ta dUo prompts yia Tov TTPWTO YPAPO, PWTHOAUE KAl TA TTIO JIKPA& JOVTEAQ.
MapaBéToupe TIG ammavTroelg Tou Llama3.1 8B yia 11 8 epwTACEIG TOU TTpWTOU YPAPou
KaBwg Kkal yia To Gemma2 Twv 9B.

ZEKIVAUE PE TNV TTapouaciaon Tou Gemmaz2 yia Ta dUo prompts. AuTA ATTEIKOVICETAI GTOUG
Tivakeg 6.11 kal kal 6.12.
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Table 6.11: Results of Gemmaz2 9B on the questions of the first graph (First Prompt)

Table 6.12: Results of Gemma2 9B on the questions of the first graph (Second Prompt)

Correct Answer | Answer of LLM | Result
bNa=0 0 Correct
cNb=0 0 Correct
cNa=0 0 Correct
bSa=1 0 Incorrect
bSc=0 0 Correct
cSb=1 0 Incorrect
cSa=1 0 Incorrect
aSb=0 0 Correct
aSc=0 0 Correct

Correct Answer | Answer of LLM | Result
bNa=0 0 Correct
cNb=0 1 Incorrect
cNa=0 0 Correct
bSa=1 0 Incorrect
bSc=0 0 Correct
cSb=1 0 Incorrect
cSa=1 0 Incorrect
aSb=0 0 Correct
aSc=0 0 Correct

Mapouoiwg ota diaypdupara 6.14 kai 6.15 TTapoucialovtal Kal Ta OTTOTEAECUATA TOU
Llama3.1 yia ta dUo prompts.

Table 6.13: Results of Llama3.1 8B on the questions of the first graph (First Prompt)

Correct Answer | Answer of LLM | Result
bNa=0 0 Correct
cNb=0 1 Incorrect
cNa=0 1 Incorrect
bSa=1 0 Incorrect
bSc=0 1 Incorrect
cSb=1 No answer Undefined
cSa=1 1 Correct
aSb=0 1 Incorrect
aSc=0 1 Incorrect

6.3.2 AgioAdynon Tavw oTov SEUTEPO YPAPO

2€ QUTA TNV uTtoevoTNTa Ba e€eTdooupe TNV €mmidoon Twv LLMs oTov deUTEPO YPAPO Kal

TIG EPWTNOEIG TOU.

ApxIKd, TTapouacialoupe Ta diaypdupara 6.15 kal 6.16 yia o ChatGPT-40 oTov Trivaka
Kal yla Ta dUo prompts avtioToixa.
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Table 6.14: Results of Llama3.1 8B on the questions of the first graph (Second Prompt)

Table 6.15: Results of chatGPT-40 on the questions of the second graph (First Prompt)

Correct Answer | Answer of LLM | Result
bNa=0 0 Correct
cNb=0 0 Correct
cNa=0 0 Correct
bSa=1 0 Incorrect
bSc=0 0 Correct
cSb=1 1 Correct
cSa=1 0 Incorrect
aSb=0 0 Correct
aSc=0 0 Correct

Correct Answer | Answer of LLM | Result
bWa=0 0 correct
cWb=0 0 correct
cWa=0 0 correct
bEa=1 0 incorrect
bEc=0 0 correct
cEb=1 0 incorrect
cFa=1 0 incorrect
aEb=0 0 correct
aEc=0 0 correct

210 dlaypaupaTa 6.17 kar 6.18 Trapabétoupe TIG atmavTioelg Tou Llama3.3 70B yia ta duo

prompts avaAoya.
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Correct Answer | Answer of LLM | Result
bWa=0 0 correct
cWb=0 0 correct
cWa=0 0 correct
bEa=1 0 incorrect
bEc=0 1 incorrect
cEb=1 0 incorrect
cFEa=1 0 incorrect
aEb=0 0 correct
aFc=0 0 correct

Table 6.16: Results of chatGPT-40 on the questions of the second graph (Second Prompt)

Correct Answer | Answer of LLM | Result
bWa=0 0 correct
cWb=0 0 correct
cWa=0 0 correct
bEa=1 1 correct
bEc=0 0 correct
cEb=1 1 correct
cFa=1 1 correct
aEb=0 0 correct
aFc=0 0 correct

Table 6.17: Results of Llama3.3 70B on the questions of the second graph (First Prompt)

TéNOG, oTOUG TTiVOKEG 6.19 Kai 6.20 £xoupe Ta aTToTEAECHOTA yIa TO gemmaZ2. Ta atroTeEAéopaTa
yia 1o Llama3.1 8B atreikovidovtal ota oxnuara 6.21 kar 6.22.

6.3.3 AgioAdynon mavw oToV TPiTO YPAPO

2€ auTA TNV utroevoTnTa Ba e¢eTdooupe TNV €midoon Twv LLMs oTov TpiTo ypd@o Kai TIg
EPWTAOCEIC TOU. 2Ta oxAuaTa 6.23 kal 6.24 TTapouacialetal n emmidoon Tou ChatGPT4-40.
2TOUG TTiVAKEG 6.25 Kal 6.26 £xoupe Ta atmmoTeAéopara Tou Llama3.3.

2€ auTo To onpEio Ba TTapPoUCIACOUUE Ta ATTOTEAETUATA YIa Ta pIKPG LLMs EekiviovTag atrod
TO gemmaz2 41rou avag@épovTal oTa oxnuata 6.27 kai 6.28. 2T1oug TTivakes 6.29 kai 6.30
€XOUME Ta avTioTolxa atroteAéopata yia 1o Llama3.1.

6.4 ATTOTUTTWON ATTOTEAECHATWY KAl OXOAIAOHOG

6.4.1 ZXOAIGAOMOG ATTOTEAECHUATWYV TTPWTOU YPAPOoU

2TOV TTPWTO YPAQYO Ta ATTOTEAEOPATA TWV dUO PeydAwv LLMs tauTidovral kal yia t1a dU0
prompts TToU €€ETAOTNKAV.

Eriong, yia Ta peydAa LLMs, pytropoupe va douue 0TI avayvwpifouv owoTd OTI av €XOUNE
éva cardinal Tng popeng a R b = 1, 161e av aAAdgouue Tig BETEIG TwV OpwV TNG €V Adyw
oxéong Ba éxoupe b Ra =0.
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Table 6.18: Results of Llama3.3 70B on the questions of the second graph (Second Prompt)

Correct Answer | Answer of LLM | Result
bWa=0 0 correct
cWb=0 0 correct
cWa=0 0 correct
bEa=1 0 incorrect
bEc=0 0 correct
cEb=1 0 incorrect
cFEa=1 0 incorrect
aEb=0 0 correct
aFc=0 0 correct

Correct Answer | Answer of LLM | Result
bWa=0 0 correct
cWb=0 0 correct
cWa=0 0 correct
bEa=1 0 incorrect
bEc=0 0 correct
cEb=1 - Undefined
cFa=1 - Undefined
aEb=0 0 correct
aEc=0 0 correct

Table 6.19: Results of gemma2 9B on the questions of the second graph (First Prompt)

EmmpdoBeTa, ymmopoupe va diatmiotwooupe 011 To ChatGPT-40 kai To Llama3.3 Twv 70B
TTapaPETPWY €ival TTOAU KaAd oTo va e¢dyouv TNV €EAG 1I010TNTA TwV cardinals:

Mo pia oxeon kGUPwv a Kai b, étmmou aR;b = 1, 10T€ aR;b =0 y1a i, j=1,2,3,4,5,6,7,8, 1 # j
otrou 10 R oupBoAilel To ouvoAo Twv cardinal oxéoewv.

AvO@OPIKA PE TOV EVTOTTIONO TWV CUMMETPIKWY OXETEWV PETAEU Boppd Kal voTou, Ta dU0
MEYAAa povTéAa OgV gival IKOVA OTO VA KATAVONOooUV TNV v Adyw oxéon. AgiCel va onuelwoei,
OTI PWTACAUE TNV CUYKEKPIPEVN KATNYOPIO EPWTHOEWV TTOAAEG QOPEG, Kal ouvhBwg n
armravrnon nTav "0”, dnAadni AdBog. YTmpxav Kal Aiyeg @opég OTToU ATTAvVTNOoE OCWOTA TO
ChatGPT-40 kai To Llama3.3.

AiCel va onueiwBei 611 Katd TnVv didpkeia TG v Adyw e¢€Taong 1o Llama3.3 @aiveral va
MTTEPOEUEI KATTOIEC POoPEG To @ N b = 1 e 1o €€N¢ "Eival aAnBrg 611 1o b gival Bépeia Tou
a”, akOua Kal OTav KATaArfyel o€ 0woTd CUNTTEPACHA.

Ava@OopIKA PE TNV ETTIOO0N TWV PIKPWVY HOVTEAWY, UTTOPOUUE va doUNE OTI gival IKavd va
ATTAVTHOOUV OCWOTA Kal AABog o€ GAOUG TOUG TUTTOUG TWV EPWTHOEWV. Eival 1o eUkoAo va
KAvouv AGBoG oTnV TETPIYPEVN EPWTNON TNG TTPWTNG KATNYOPIOS aTT’ OTI TA JEYAAQ HOVTEAQ
TTapoAo TTou dev aupPaivel TTOAU cuyva.

Emiong, mpétrel va mpooBEéooupe OTI Ta PIKPA POVTEAQ gival Kal v yével TTOAU aoTadr).

Aedopévou PIag pwTNONG Tou TUTTOU U0 Kal TPIa (CUMMETPIO Kal CUPTTANpwHATIKG car-
dinals) pytropoUv TNV I va dwoouv BETIKA aTTAvTNoN Kal TNV ETTOUEVN OPVNTIKI).

IkavoTToINTIKA €ival n €TTidOON TOU gemmaz2 TTou OTO TTPWTO prompt TTOU ATTAVTAEl O€
TTOAAEG epWTAOEIS CWOTA. PUOIKE, 0TO dEUTEPO prompt ATTAVTAEI KAI OTIG TPEIG CUMMETPIKES
epwTAOEIg AaBog, TovidovTag TV duckoAia TTou £xel To LLM o€ auTou Tou TUTTOU ThV £pWTNON.
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Correct Answer | Answer of LLM | Result
bWa=0 0 correct
cWb=0 1 incorrect
cWa=0 0 correct
bEa=1 0 incorrect
bEc=0 0 correct
cEb=1 0 incorrect
cFEa=1 0 incorrect
aEb=0 0 correct
aFc=0 0 correct

Table 6.20: Results of gemma2 9B on the questions of the second graph (Second Prompt)

Correct Answer | Answer of LLM | Result
bWa=0 0 correct
cWb=0 1 incorrect
cWa=0 1and 0 Incoclusive
bEa=1 0 incorrect
bEc=0 1 incorrect
cEb=1 1 correct
cEFa=1 1 correct
aEb=0 0 correct
aFEc=0 0 correct

Table 6.21: Results of Llama3.1 8B on the questions of the second graph (First Prompt)

To pIkpO Llama3.1 éxel SUOKOAIQ OTO va ATTAVTAOEl CWOTA OTIG EPWTHOEIG TOU TTPWTOU
prompt aAAG aTTavTdgl cwoTA OTO BEUTEPO HE €EAIPECN DUO CUUMETPIKWYV EPWTATEWV.

6.4.2 ZXZXOAIGOMOG ATTOTEAECHATWYV SEUTEPOU YPAPOU

210V OEUTEPO YPAPO TO ueydAo Llama atrédwaoe KaAuTepa yiaTi Bprke OAEG TIGC EPWTHOEIG,
OKOUA KAl TIG OUMMETPIKEG TTOU OUOKOAEWE T PEYAAQ POVTEAQ QVAQPOPIKA UE TO TTPWTO
prompt. 210 deUTEPO prompt, n etTidoon Tou Llama eival TTédAI kaAUTepn KaBOTI BPAKE Pia
EK TWV TPIWV EPWTACEWYV TTOU QVOPEPOVTAI OTNV IDIOTNTA TNG CUMMPETPIAG, evw To ChatGPT
Oev BprKe Kapia.

AvtifeTa, To0 ChatGPT-40 gixe KakKr) arrodoon KaBwg atravinoe CWoTA YOVO OTIG EPWTACEIG
TNG TTPWTNG KaI TPITNG KATNYOPIag Kal yia Ta dUo prompts.

To gemma2 emiong dgv €ixe KaA amoédoon Kal Bprike HOVO KATTOIEG aTTO TIG EUKOAEG
atmravtioelg. MAAIoTa o€ KATToIEG DEV PTTOPOUCE VA ATTAVTAOEI OAOKANPWHEVA KAl I0XUPICOTAV
OTI ETTPETTE Va £XEI Kal AAAQ OTOIXEIO yIa va aTTavTACEl JE OWaTO 1) AdBoG.

To pikpd Llama3.1, €ixe etmiong pia Kok €1idoon KATa@EPVOVTag OPWG va Bpel duo atrd
TIG CUPUETPIKEG ATTAVTAOEIS OTO TTPWTO prompt, TTAPOAO TToU deV ATTAVTNOE CWOTA OTIG
TETPIMPEVEG KAl OTIG EPWTACEIG TOU TpiTou TUTTOU. [Ma 1o deUTEPO prompt, 1AV AKOUN
XEIPOTEPN N £TTiIGOON KABOTI ATTAVINOE OCWOTA OE TPEIG JOVO, Ol OTTOIEG TAV EUKOAEG.
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Correct Answer | Answer of LLM | Result
bWa=20 0 correct
cWb=0 1 incorrect
cWa=0 1 incorrect
bEa=1 0 incorrect
bEc=0 1 incorrect
cEb=1 0 incorrect
cEFa=1 0and 1 Inconclusive
aEb=0 0 correct
aFEc=0 0 correct

Table 6.22: Results of Llama3.1 8B on the questions of the second graph (Second Prompt)

Correct Answer | Answer of LLM | Result
bWe=0 0 correct
bSWa=0 0 correct
bSWd=0 0 correct
bSEc=0 0 correct
eNEb=1 1 correct
aSWb=1 1 correct
dNWb=1 1 correct
cSEb=1 1 correct
eSWb=0 0 correct

Table 6.23: Results of chatGPT-40 on the questions of the third graph (First Prompt)

6.4.3 ZXOAIGOMOG ATTOTEAECUATWY TPITOU YpA@POU

A6 Toug Trivakeg BAETTOUpE OTI TO ChatGPT-40 Katdgepe va aTTaviAOEl 0€ OAEG TIG EPWTNOEIG
owoTd Kalyia Ta duo prompts. AvtiBeTa, To ueydho Llama3.3 €kave katroia AdBn aAA& TTrye
TTOAU KOAUTEPQ OTIG EPWTACEIG TNG CUPUETPIOG O€ OXEON PE TOV TTPWTO YPAPO.

Etriong, ammd Tov TpiTO YPAQYOo PTTOpOUNE va dlatmoTwoouue o011 To ChatGPT-40 kai 10
Llama3.3 twv 70B mrapauétpwy gival TToAU KaAd oTo va €€dyouv TNV €ENG 1810TNTA TWV
cardinals:

MNa pia oxéon k6PBwV a Kai b, 6tou aR;b = 1, 1616 R;b = 0 y1a i, j=1,2,3,4,5,6,7,8, 7 # j
Kal R 10 ouvoAo Twv cardinal oxéoswv.

AUTO QaiveTal OTIG EPWTHTEIG TOU TPITOU YPd®ou, OTav Kal Ta U0 JOVTEAD ATTAVTOUV CWOTA
OTIG TTPWTEG 4 TTOU AVAKOUV OTNV €V AOyw KaTnyopia.

AVOQOPIKA JE TA JIKPA HOVTEAQ £XOUME KUPIWG apvNTIKA aTToTEAECUATA, KABWS ToO gemmaz2
o€ 4 epWTNOEIG ATTO TIG 9 OXETIKA PE TO TTPWTO prompt dev divel CUYKEKPIPEVN ATTAVTNON
KAl aTTavTdel CwWoTd O€ JOVO IO CUPUETPIKN epwTnon. AvTiBeta, To IKpO Llama3.1 €xel
M0 KOAA atrdédoon TTapoOAo TTou dev Bpiokel 3 CUPUETPIKES aTTO TIG 4 yIa KABe prompt Kai
XAvel TNV TeEAeUTaia TETPIMPEVN aTTAvTNoN OTO dEUTEPO prompt.

MapaBEéToupe Ta CUYKEVTPWTIKA QTTOTEAECUATA OTOV TTivaka 6.31.
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Correct Answer | Answer of LLM | Result
bWe=0 0 correct
bSWa=0 0 correct
bSWd=0 0 correct
bSEc=0 0 correct
eNEb=1 1 correct
aSWb=1 1 correct
AdNWb=1 1 correct
cSEb=1 1 correct
eSWb=0 0 correct

Table 6.24: Results of chatGPT-40 on the questions of the third graph (Second Prompt)

Correct Answer | Answer of LLM | Result
bWe=0 0 correct
bSWa=0 0 correct
bSWd=0 0 correct
bSEc=0 0 correct
eNEb=1 1 correct
aSWb=1 0 incorrect
dNWb=1 0 incorrect
cSEb=1 0 incorrect
eSWb=0 0 correct

Table 6.25: Results of Llama3.3 70B on the questions of the third graph (First Prompt)

6.4.4 ZUYKEVTPWTIKA ATTOTEAEOUATA VIO KABE HOVTEAO

Ta Tapatrdvw atroteAéoparta karardooouv 10 ChatGPT-40 wg 10 KAAUTEPO POVTENO ME
ammodoon 75,9% kai deutepo Pe PIKPA dlagopd 1o Llama3.3 Twv 70B TTapauéTpwy Ue
74,07%. Tpito katardooeTal To gemmaz2 9B ue 53,703% kai T€Tapto 10 PIKPS Llama3.1
48,15%.

OAa 1a povtéAa GUOKOAEUTNKAV OTO VO ATTAVTIIOOUV TIC CUUMETPIKEG EPWTHOEIC CWOTA UE
Ta OUO PEYAAQ PHOVTEAD VA £XOUV ETTITUXIO O AQUTEG TOU TPITOU YPAPOU.

Ta atroteAéopata Tou TTivaka 6.31 deixvouv 11 Ta LLMs dev u1ropoUv akOUa va aTTavTiioouV
IKAVOTTOINTIKA O€ BOCIKEG EPWTACEIG TTOU OXETICOVTAI IE TNV XWPIKA avTiAnwn dU0 aVTIKEIUEVWV
o€ €vav XWwpo.

Tautdxpova, KoITaovTag TIG ATTAVTACEIS TWV JOVTEAWYV OTIG EPWTHOEIS TTOU TOUG TEBNKAV
gidape 611 To ChatGPT-40 cival eTTIPPETTEC O€ £va TETPIUPEVO TQAAUQ.

MNa va ioxvel b SW a = 1, 6a TpéTrer:

sup,(b) < inf,(a) and sup,(b) < inf,(a)

Ouwg 10 LLM etTnpeadduevo atrd tnv oxeon oto prompt kavel AdBog Tnv B€on Twv YpauPATwV
Kal YPAQEL:

sup,.(b) < inf,(a) and sup,(a) < inf,(b)

ETriong, 10 peoaio Llama3.3 ToAAEG @opég dev akoAouBei TTIOTA TIG AoyIKEG aAAnAouxieg
10U TOU divovTal. MNapadeiypartog xapiv, £Xoupe 0T IoxUel noxéonb SWe=1=>sup,(e) <
inf,(b). MapoAa autd 1o LLM 1oxupidetal 611 n oxéon e NE b givail AddBog yiari 1o sup,.(e) <
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Correct Answer | Answer of LLM | Result
bWe=0 0 correct
bSWa=0 0 correct
bSWd=0 0 correct
bSEc=0 0 correct
eNEb=1 0 incorrect
aSWb=1 1 correct
dNWb=1 1 correct
cSEb=1 0 incorrect
eSWb=0 0 correct

Table 6.26: Results of Llama3.3 70B on the questions of the third graph (Second Prompt)

Correct Answer | Answer of LLM | Result
bWe=0 No answer Inconclusive
bSWa=0 No answer Inconclusive
bSWd=0 No answer Inconclusive
bSEc=0 No answer Incoclusive
eNEb=1 1 correct
aSWb=1 0 incorrect
dNWb=1 0 incorrect
cSEb=1 1 correct
eSWb=0 0 correct

Table 6.27: Results of gemma2 9B on the questions of the third graph (First Prompt)

Inf,(b) Oev 10XUEL.
To gemmaz2 1autdxpova QaiveETal va unV JITTOPEI va KaTavonoel 0T yia KAOe yia oxéon TTou

diveTal oTNV TTEPIYPAPT], O CUPTTANPWHATIKES TNG Ba gival undév. AnAadn, étiyiab N ¢ =
1, 6Aa Ta uttéAoiTTa cardinals Tou b o€ avag@opd Tou ¢ Ba eival ioa Pe TO PNdEv.

AvTiOETa, 0€ TTOAEG TTEQITTTWOEIG TO gemmaZ2 KaBwg Kail To Llama3.1 utropei va avtiIAngOei
TNV akéAoubn oxéon:

b SWe=1<=>eSWb=0.

Mia TeAeuTtaia agloonueiwTn TTaparrpnon gival 611 o ChatGPT-40 oT1ov ypd@o 3 avayvwpidel
OWOTA Ta CUPUETPIKA cardinals kal ava@épeTal ETTIYPAUUATIKA o€ auTh Tnv 1816TATA. TNa
TTapdadelyua, kavel avagopd ot ol oxEoelg NW kai SE ival CUPETPIKEG, BEiXVOVTAS KATTOIN
onpadia XwpIkng suguiag (spatial intelligence).
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Correct Answer | Answer of LLM | Result
bWe=0 No answer Incoclusive
bSWa=0 0 correct
bSWd=0 0 correct
bSEc=0 0 correct
eNEb=1 0 incorrect
aSWb=1 0 incorrect
AdNWb=1 0 incorrect
cSEb=1 0 incorrect
eSWb=0 0 correct

Table 6.28: Results of gemma2 9B on the questions of the third graph (Second Prompt)

Correct Answer | Answer of LLM | Result
bWe=0 0 correct
bSWa=0 1 incorrect
bSWd=0 0 correct
bSEc=0 No answer Incoclusive
eNEb=1 1 correct
aSWb=1 0 incorrect
ANWbL=1 0 incorrect
cSEb=1 0 incorrect
eSWb=0 0 correct

Table 6.29: Results of llama3.1 8B on the questions of the third graph (First Prompt)

Correct Answer | Answer of LLM | Result
bWe=0 0 correct
bSWa=0 0 correct
bSWd=0 0 correct
bSEc=0 0 correct
eNEb=1 1 correct
aSWb=1 0 incorrect
dNWb=1 0 incorrect
cSEb=1 0 incorrect
eSWb=0 1 incorrect

Table 6.30: Results of llama3.1 8B on the questions of the third graph (Second Prompt)

LLMS Scores
ChatGPT-40 | 41/54
Llama3.3 70B | 40/54
Gemma2 9B | 29/54
Llama3.1 8B | 26/54

Table 6.31: ZuvoAikd atmroteAéopaTa yia Ta e§eTalopeva LLMs
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7. ZYMNEPAZMATA KAl MEAAONTIKH AOYAEIA

2.€ QUTR TNV EVOTNTA Ba TTEPIYPAWOUE KATTOIO BACIKA CUPTTIEPACUATA aTTO TNV agloAdynon
TwV LLMs oxeTIkK& pe TNV IKAvoTnTd TOoug va atmavtolv cwoTd oto benchmark GeoQues-
tions1089 kKaBwWg KAl WG TTPOG IKAVOTNTA TTOU ETTIBEIKVUOUV OXETIKA PE TNV XWPEIKA TOUG
avtiAnyn.

7.1 Zuptrepdopata atrd 1o GeoQuestions1089

O1 OUYKEKPIPEVES EpWTNOEIC £0TIOdaV O€ APKETA CEIDIKEUUEVN TTANPOPOPIa KAl EK TTPWTNG
OWewe UTMpPXE N aicnon o1l Ta pIKpd LLMs dev Ba ptropécouv va avtattokpiBouv o€
IKAVOTTOINTIKO BaBud.

MpdyuarTi, o€ TTOANEG EPWTACEIG T UTTOKEIMEVA HOVTEAQ €iTE TTApouTialdav WeudaiobNoEIg
(hallucinations), €ite g¢ekaBdapiav 611 dev yvwpiouv TNV TTAnpoQopia.

To @aIvVOUEVO AUTO UTTAPXE KUPIWG OTIG TTOOOTIKEG KAI TTEPIYPAPIKES EPWTAOEIG. AUTO gival
€UAoyo KaBOTI, TTOAEG aTTavTACEIG aTTO TOV £EETACOMEVO BEIKTN ava@opAs apopoUlV YEw-
XWPIKES TTANPOPOPIES KAl N EVWON TWV YPAPWYV TTOU TTAPEIXAV TIG AVTIOTOIXES ATTAVTATEIG
EMTTEPIEXEI TTOAAG OTATIOTIKA OTOIXEIO AUTOU Tou €idoug TTou dGBNKav aTTd TIG ETTICNPES
apx€G NG EAAGDBaG, AyyAiag kal IpAavdiag.

AUTO £XEI WG ATTOTEAEOUA OTIG TTOOOTIKEG EPWTAOEIG Ta LLMS va £xouv TTOAU Kakn atrédoon,
MIOG KAl Ol METPIKEG TTOU ivovTal ATTO TOUG YVWOIOKOUG YPAPOouUg dev TTpoadlopidovTal aTrd
TNV €pWTNON.

ETtiong, ava@opikd e TNV KATAYOPIa TWV TTEPIYPAPIKWY EPWTACEWY TTOAAEC ATTO AUTEG
dlatuTtwvovTal we £¢NG "Toleg givar ol TTOAEIG TTou BpiokovTal KOVTA/evidg X XIMOPETPWV
... AUTA n d1IaTUTTWON €iXE WG ATTOTEAEOUA VA PTTEPDEUEI TA JOVTEAQ OTNV €UPECT TNG
ammdvTnong.

2ZUVETTWG, TA MOVTEAQ BPIOKOUV KATTOIO CUYKEKPIMEVA KOUUATIA TG aTTAVTNONG aAAG OXI
QPKETA yIa va BewpnBouv emtuxnuéva. H 1o kaAf amdédoon kai yia 1a Tpia LLMs 1T0U
eCeTAOTNKAV ETTITEUXOEI OTIC Binary epwTACEIC.

AuTd Bewpoupue OTI oupPaivel KOBOTI OI CUYKEKPIPEVEG EPWTACEIC €ival TTIO ATTAEG OTNV
aTTAvTNOoN TOUG KAl o€ TTOAAEG aTTO QUTEG EV ATTAITEITAI KATTOI TTOAU £EEIBIKEUYEVN YVWOT.
2ZUVETTWG, €ival TTBavov KATTOIEG ATTAVTHOEIS va BPioKOVTal 0TO OUVOAO TwvV OEOOUEVWV
OTTOoU aUTA Ta JOVTEAQ TTPOTTOVHBNKAYV.

EmmpdoBeTa, 10 yeyovog Ot Ta HOvTEAA gival pIKpd, dnAadr €xouv AiyeG TTAPAUETPOUG,
Mag UTTOBEIKVUEI OTI OEV JTTOPOUV VA JABOUV TTOAU TTANPOo@opia atrd To GUVOAO dEQONEVWV
KOTA TNV OIAPKEIQ TNG TTPOTTOVNONG.

TéNOG, Ta JOVTEAQ TTOU £X0OUV KaAUTeEPN atrdédoon eival To Llama3.1 8B, petd 10 mistral 7B
Kal TEAEUTaio TO gemmaZ2 9B, TapdAo TTou TO TEAEUTAIO £XEI TTAPATTAVW TTOPANETPOUG ATTO
Ta GAAa U0 Kal Ba TTepIévape va atrodidel KaAUTEPA.

7.2 ZupTTEPAOHATA YIA TNV XWPEIKH avTiAnyn

‘Etreira a1md TNV avaAuon Twv OTTOTEAEOUATWY OTIG EPWTNOEIS TTou TEBnKav oTa LLMs,
MTTOPOUUE VA CUUTTEPAVOUE TTWG TA JOVTEAQ AKOUA DEV £XOUV TNV KATAAANAN IKavOTNTA
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yla ETITUXNMEVN XWPIKH GUANOYIOTIK. KaAuTepn etTidoon kpivetal autry Tou ChatGPT-4o0,
ME deUTeEPO Va €pxeTal To Llama3.3 70B, 1pito va akoAouBei To gemma2 9B kai TeAeuTtaio
10 llama3.1 8B.

Ta e¢eTaldpeva povtéAa Kavouv ouxva AdBn otav ol EpWTAOCEIG BEV Eival TETPIMUEVES KAl
gival aoTabr) oTIG TTIO ATTAITATIKEG EPWTACEIC. ZUYKEKPIPEVA, av TEDEI TTOAAEG QOpPEC HIa
EPWTNOT, MTTOPEI N aTTdvTnon va aAAAEEl. AuTO TTAPATNPEITAI OTIGC CUPTTANPWUATIKES EPWTHOEIG
yia 1o ChatGPT-40 kai To yeoaio Llama3.3. Z1a pikpd povréAa, n aotdBeia utropei va givai

Kal OTIG AAANEG KATNYOPIEG EPWTACEWV.

MapdAa autd, Ta LLMs deixvouv 011 uTTopouv va cUAAGBOUV KATTOIEG £VVOIEG, APOU DWOOUNE
TOUG OpPIOPOUG Twv cardinals €101 OTTwWG TTEPIYPAPTNKAV OTO KEQPAAQIO 5. ZUYKEKPIUEVQ,
MTTOpPOUV va KataAdBouv 0TI TTpOKeITal yia Boppd, vOTo, dUCT Kal avaToAr KATTOIEG POPES
XWPIG auTEG o1 AEEeIC va €xouv doB¢ei aTo prompt.

TENOG, T peyAAa HoVTEAQ DEiXVOUV Kal IKAVOTNTA OTO va CUANGBOUV KATTOIEG TTI0O DUOKOAEG
€VVOIEG OTTWG N CUPTTANPWHATIKA 1816TATA TV cardinals, 0TTwg TTEPIYPAPTNKE OTO KEPAAQIO
5.

7.3 MeAAovTiKR dOoUAgId

MNa tnv agloAdynon LLMs o€ yew-XwpIKES EpwTAOEIS Ba ATAV KAAS va £€TACTOUV Kal AAAOI
OEiKTEG AVAPOPAG TTOU EPTTEPIEXOUV TTAPOUOIEG EPWTAOEIG.

EmmpdoBeTa, Ba ymropolcav va XpnaoiuoTroinBouy TTIo TIPOXWPENUEVES TEXVIKEG ETTECEPYATIOg
YAWOOIKWV 0edopEvwy ,0TTwg dependency parse tree, yia Tnv €TITEUEN KAAUTEPWYV ATTOTEAECUATWV.

Evdiagpépov Ba Atav va €1miong va XpnoigoTroinBouv Kal AAAA HOVTENA PE TTEPICCOTEPEG
TTAPAPETPOUG Kal VO OUYKPIBEI N atrddoon TOUG 0€ OPIoHEVOUG DEIKTEG AUTOU TOU TUTTOU.

Mia TTOAU OonuavTiki TTPooEyyion Tou v Adyw TTpoBAfpaTog Ba ATav va e¢eTacTouv Hia
oelpd atrd LLMs d1a@opETIKWY QPXITEKTOVIKWY a®oU yivel o€ auTtd fine-tuning otnv IkKavoTnTa
aTTOTUTTWONG KAl EKPABNONG YEW-XWPIKNG TTANPOPOpIag. Oa utropolaoe va yivel n ouykpion
WG TTPOG 10 PEYEBOG Twv LLMs TTpiv 1O fine-tuning kai peTa.

Katd autd Tov TpOTT0 Ba 1AV EQIKTO VA EEETACOUNE TNV ETTIOPACH TOU ApIOPOoU TWV TTAPAUETPWV
EVOG MOVTEAOU OTO VO HaBaivel YEw-XwpPIKA TTANPOoQopia KaBwS Kal 0To TTO00 ATTOTEAECUATIKI
gival n TexvikA Tou fine-tuning yia Tnv ekPAGBNON auTou Tou €idoug TTANPOYPOPIaG.

Ava@opIKa PE TOV EAeYXO TNG IKavVOTNTAG Twv LLMS va utropei va Katavonoel YEWPETPIES
Kal OXE0EIG QVTIKEIMEVWY OTOV XWPO Ba uTTopouce va TTEKTAOEI N TTapouoa epyaacia, TO00
OTO VO CUUTTEPIANPBOUYV TTIO 101AITEPOI YPAPOI AAAG KOl VA ETTEKTAOOUV Ol EPWTAOEIG.

H aug¢non Twv epwTrocwy TO00 WG TTPOG TO TTARB0G TOUG GO0 KAl TTPOG TIG KATNYOPIES TOUG
(T pwTOUV) Ba £BIve Eva TTANPEG benchmark yia Tnv aloAdynon Twv JovTEAWY O€ auTh TV
TEPIOXN.

Oa ATav €TTiIoNG WPEAIPO, va XpNOoIUOTToINBoUV TTEPIoCOTEPA prompts yia va eEETaoTEl av
Ta JOVTEAA ATTOdidOUV KOAUTEPA OTAV OI TTEPIYPAPES ATTOTUTTIWVOVTAI OE QUOIKN YAWwoOod
ME KATTOIOV OUYKEKPIPMEVO TPATTO.

TéNog, Ba Tav TTOAU XPACIYO va Yivouv Ta v AOyw TTEIPAUATa TTOAAEG QOPEG VI TIG iDIECG
EPWTAOEIG, HEOW OIAPOPETIKWY prompts Kal ypA@wyV yia va JETPROOUWE TNV aoTABEIO TwV
MOVTEAWV Kal KOTA TTOCO AUTA aTTAVTOUV OTABEPA OTO iBI0 EPWTNUA Kal KATW aTtro TIG idIEG
TTEPIYPAPEG.
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ABBREVIATIONS - ACRONYMS

RDF Resource Description Framework
SPARQL SPARQL Protocol and RDF Query Language
LLM Large Language Model

GIS Geographic Information System
KDE Kernel Density Estimation

PDF Probability Density Function
QSR Qualitative Spatial Reasoning
RCC Region Connection Calculus

Al Artificial Intelligence

GenAl Generative artificial intelligence
GPU Graphical Processing Unit

OGC Open Geospatial Consortium
AGI Artificial General Intelligence

URI Uniform Resource Identifier
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