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Abstract
Recommending cold items remains a significant challenge in billion-
scale online recommendation systems. While warm items benefit
from historical user behaviors, cold items rely solely on content fea-
tures, limiting their recommendation performance and impacting
user experience and revenue. Current models generate synthetic
behavioral embeddings from content features but fail to address
the core issue: the absence of historical behavior data. To tackle
this, we introduce the LLM Simulator framework, which leverages
large language models to simulate user interactions for cold items,
fundamentally addressing the cold-start problem. However, simply
using LLM to traverse all users can introduce significant complexity
in billion-scale systems. To manage the computational complexity,
we propose a coupled funnel ColdLLM framework for online
recommendation. ColdLLM efficiently reduces the number of can-
didate users from billions to hundreds using a trained coupled filter,
allowing the LLM to operate efficiently and effectively on the fil-
tered set. Extensive experiments show that ColdLLM significantly
surpasses baselines in cold-start recommendations, including Re-
call and NDCG metrics. A two-week A/B test also validates that
ColdLLM can effectively increase the cold-start period GMV.

CCS Concepts
• Human-centered computing → Collaborative and social
computing; • Information systems→ Recommender systems.
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1 Introduction
Recommending cold items is essential for modern recommender
systems, as a continuous flow of new content is being generated by
individuals, companies, and AI [14, 31, 37]. Current large-scale rec-
ommender systems rely on historical user-item behaviors to learn
user and item embeddings and then use these embeddings for down-
stream recall [11, 12, 30, 38] and CTR prediction tasks [5, 35, 40, 41].
However, unlike items with user historical interactions, or “warm”
items, newly added items, or “cold" items lack behavior data to train
embeddings. This lack of behaviors hinders the effective recommen-
dation of cold items to users, impacting the overall ecosystem and
the revenue of the recommender system. It is crucial to provide cold
items with an embedding to ensure that these items have promising
recommendation performance.

Current models typically use the content feature of cold items to
generate synthetic embeddings [42–44]. In particular, generative
models attempt to train a mapping function to ensure that the
generated embedding approximates the behavior embedding. Rep-
resentatively, DeepMusic [25] accomplishes this by minimizing the
discrepancy between the generated embeddings and the actual be-
havioral embeddings. Expanding on this concept, GAR [6] employs
a generative adversarial approach to ensure that the generated em-
beddings match the distribution of actual behavioral embeddings.
ALDI [14] adopts actual behavioral embeddings as teachers to trans-
fer their knowledge to the generated embeddings. Another line of
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Figure 1: A comparison between traditional item cold-start
models and our ColdLLM.

models, dropout models further enhance the adaptability of rec-
ommendation models by incorporating both the generated embed-
dings and the behavior embeddings. For example, DropoutNet [24]
and Heater [45] typically drop random behavior embeddings and
use the generated embeddings instead of real embeddings during
training to improve robustness. CLCRec [33] utilizes contrastive
learning to enhance the compatibility of the generated embeddings
and the behavior embeddings.

However, existing solutions do not fully address the fundamental
problem of cold-start—the lack of behavior data for cold items—
which makes cold items inherently different from warm items. As
illustrated in Figure 1, this fundamental difference leads to the
following three key limitations:

(1) Content-behavior gap: The synthetic embeddings are still
derived from content features. This approach results in a signif-
icant discrepancy between these synthetic embeddings and the
embeddings learned from actual user behavior and interactions.

(2) Suboptimal cold recommendation performance: Current
cold-start models often focus on recommending cold items
alongside warm items, without significantly impacting warm
items [14], less considering improving the recommendation
performance for warm items.

(3) Conflation of content-based and behavior-based recom-
mendations: Existing cold-start models typically conduct a
mixed recommendation that mixes both content feature embed-
dings and behavioral embeddings.

Large Language Models (LLMs) show potential in addressing
the aforementioned limitations, as they may be capable of under-
standing user preferences from content features and predicting
users’ intentions toward items [17, 34]. However, applying LLMs to
cold-start item recommendations presents the following challenges:

(1) Simulation of Cold-Start Behavior: Training an LLM to pre-
dict a user’s intention towards an item without actual interac-
tion data is a challenge.

(2) Efficiency of Simulation: LLMs face constraints in inference
efficiency. Simulating user behaviors for cold items across a
large user base incurs substantial computational complexity.

(3) Scalability to Large-Scale Recommendations: There is an
absence of mature frameworks leveraging LLMs to address the
cold-start item issue in large-scale recommender systems.

In this paper, we propose a novel LLM Simulator framework
to fundamentally address the item cold-start problem. To tackle
design challenges, we introduce the tailored structure of the LLM
simulator, which includes user context construction, prompt design,
and the simulation process. To accelerate the simulation process,
we propose the ColdLLM for online recommendation, which ef-
ficiently scales down candidate users from billions to hundreds
using a trained coupled filter. This filter is trained in conjunction
with LLM to support its simulation. We then detail the fine-tuning
process of the LLM and the coupled training of the filter model.
Lastly, we present the implementation details of ColdLLM on large-
scale recommender systems and analyze its complexity. The key
contributions of this study can be summarized as follows:

• We formally define the behavior simulation problem and present
a novel LLM Simulator framework that fundamentally addresses
the cold-start recommendation issue.

• We propose a tailored training strategy for the simulator and
offer a customized application strategy for the LLM simulator.

• We conduct extensive offline experiments, demonstrating that our
model outperforms existing solutions by 21.69% in cold recom-
mendation performance. A two-week A/B test further validates
ColdLLM’s superiority.

2 Related Works
2.1 Cold-Start Item Recommendation
Cold-start item recommendations refer to recommending newly
occurred items to users. It presents a long-term challenge for rec-
ommendation systems due to the lack of behavioral interactions to
model these items [1, 14, 18, 33].

Currently, one popular type of item cold-start recommendation
model typically maps the contents of those cold items to content
embeddings and then aligns them with the behavioral embeddings
trained onwarm items, which can be summarized as the “embedding
simulation”. Among them, one category of methods is the robust
co-training models, which aims to align the behavioral embedding
of warm items with the content-generated embedding of cold items
through co-training with robust strategies [8, 23, 26, 33, 36, 45].
Another category is the knowledge alignment model, where the
goal is to align the embeddings generated from the content of
cold items towards the pre-trained behavioral embeddings based
on those warm instances [6, 14, 20, 25]. Then, few other efforts
have paid attention to the “interaction simulation”, which generates
some potential meaningful interactions between cold items and
warm users/items [3, 19, 29]. Representatively, UCC [19] gener-
ates low-uncertainty interactions for cold items that have a similar
distribution to warm items with teacher-student consistency learn-
ing. MI-GCN [29] adopts pair-wise mutual information to generate
informative interactions for cold items.

2.2 Recommendation with LLMs
Recently, Large Language Models (LLMs) have emerged as a central
research focus due to their remarkable ability to understand and
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generate human-like text, leveraging their pre-trained repository
of world knowledge [4, 9, 39].

Given the rich tapestry of natural language descriptions inher-
ent in recommender systems, an increasing number of studies are
honing in on the potential of LLMs to enhance recommendation
capabilities [2, 16, 22, 32]. Representatively, TALLRec [2] introduces
a novel framework that adeptly integrates LLMs with recommen-
dation tasks through a dual-stage tuning process. TALLRec has
been shown to improve recommendation performance and robust
cross-domain recommendation tasks. LLMRec [32] enhances the
recommendation performance by strengthening user-item inter-
action links, enriching item features, and profiling users from a
natural language vantage point. Additionally, the work presented
in [28] pioneers the use of LLMs to address the cold-start challenge
in recommendations, employing the models as data augmenters to
generate training signals for cold items through prompting.

In this paper, we focus on leveraging the world knowledge of
LLMs and the collaborative filtering capabilities of recommendation
models for cold-start item recommendations.

3 Preliminaries
Notations. The user and item sets are denoted asU and I, re-

spectively. In terms of the items, we denote the warm items (items
with historical interactions) asI𝑤 , and the cold items (itemswithout
historical interactions) as I𝑐 . LetH present the set of all the histor-
ically interacted user sequences for all the items. Then, each warm
item has an interacted user sequence 𝒔𝑖 = {ℎ𝑖,1, · · · , ℎ𝑖, |ℎ𝑖 | }, ∀𝑖 ∈
I𝑤 , where |ℎ𝑖 | denotes the number of interaction for item 𝑖 . For
a cold item 𝑗 , the interacted user sequence is a null set, namely
𝒔 𝑗 = 𝜙 . With the historically interacted user-item pairs, we can
learn the behavioral embedding vectors for each user and warm
item, namely, 𝒆𝑢 , ∀𝑢 ∈ U and 𝒆𝑖 , ∀𝑖 ∈ I𝑤 . We have C to denote
the contents of the items, and each item has its respective content
features, denoted as 𝒄𝑖 . For the user, we gather the item content list,
denoted as 𝑪𝑢 .

Restrict Item Cold-start Recommendation. This paper fo-
cuses on the most challenging strict cold-start problem, from the
view of item cold-start, where the cold items lack any historical
behaviors. Under this constraint, the warm items and the cold items
lead to two different ways of recommendation. The warm items are
recommended with historical user sequences, which are usually
encoded into behavior embeddings. Formally, the warm recommen-
dation can be defined as:

𝑦
(𝑤 )
𝑢𝑖

= 𝑅(𝒆𝑢 , Emb𝑐 𝑓 (𝒔𝑖 ), 𝒄𝑖 ), 𝑖 ∈ I𝑤 , (1)

where Emb𝑐 𝑓 (·) denote the collaborative filtering function for be-
havior embedding. However, the user sequence set of the cold item
is empty, making the cold items recommendation to be organized
with the following formula:

𝑦
(𝑐 )
𝑢𝑖

= 𝑅(𝒆𝑢 , Emb𝑐 𝑓 (𝜙), 𝒄𝑖 ), 𝑖 ∈ I𝑐 . (2)

Thus the restricted cold-start recommendation problem turns to
recommend the above warm items and cold items well.

4 Methodology
In this section, we first introduce the general framework of our
proposed ColdLLM. Next, we assume the existence of a trained LLM
simulator and explain how to simulate user sequences using the
coupled funnel strategy, which includes coupled filtering simulation
and coupled refining simulation. Following this, we elaborate on
the training strategy of the LLM and the filter simulator. Lastly,
we outline the industrial implementation details and provide a
complexity analysis of ColdLLM.

4.1 Overall Framework
The primary distinction between cold and warm items lies in their
interaction histories: cold items lack historical behaviors, while
warm items have rich interaction data. Traditional models mainly
address this cold-start problem through synthetic embedding con-
struction approaches, which can introduce a natural gap between
cold and warm items [6, 14]. One fundamental solution is to sim-
ulate user behaviors for each cold item, and then obtain the cold
item embedding from behavior embedding optimization rather than
from a mapping function. Building on this concept, we introduce
behavior simulation and embedding optimization.

4.1.1 Behavior Simulation. The behavior simulation summarizes
all the historical behaviors and all the user and item information
to simulate possible users that can aid in updating the embeddings
for cold items. Considering this, we employ LLM to analyze all the
positive historical behaviors to act as a simulator for generating
user sequences for cold items. Specifically, the ColdLLM process
can be formally defined as follows:

𝒔𝑖 = ColdLLM(𝒄𝑖 ,U,H , C),∀ 𝑖 ∈ I𝑐 . (3)

In the ideal scenario, the ColdLLM could have access to the infor-
mation of cold item 𝒄𝑖 , the entire user setU, the complete historical
interactions of all usersH , and the content details of all items C.

4.1.2 Embedding Optimization. By simulating the user sequence
for cold items, these items are transformed intowarm items. Through
simulated behaviors, the recommender system utilizes the existing
behavior embedding optimization structure to leverage trained user
and warm item embeddings for optimizing the cold item embedding.
In offline datasets, such simulation can even enrich the training
data to enhance user representation further. For online billion-scale
platforms, simulated interactions are used solely to update the cold
item embedding. The final cold embedding for downstream tasks
can be formally presented as follows:

𝒆 (𝑐 )
𝑖

= Embopt (𝒄𝑖 , 𝒔𝑖 , 𝑬), (4)

where Embopt (·) denotes the general behavior embedding optimizer
of the recommendation systems, 𝒆 (𝑐 )

𝑖
represents the embedding of

the cold item 𝑖 , and 𝒔 (𝑐 )
𝑖

is the simulated user sequence for the cold
item. 𝑬 denotes all the trained warm embeddings, including the
users and the warm items.

4.2 Coupled Funnel ColdLLM
Though Eq. (3) provides an ideal case of an LLM simulator, compared
with traditional embedding-based models, the LLM suffers from
heavy computational complexity, requiring more expensive GPUs.
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Figure 2: The overall model architecture of the proposed ColdLLM.

This makes the original ColdLLM unsuitable for billion-scale rec-
ommendations. In this subsection, we propose the coupled-funnel
ColdLLM to incorporate coupled filter models efficiently and effec-
tively simulate cold item behaviors.

4.2.1 Filtering Simulation. The aim of the filtering process is to
diminish potential users from a dataset of billion-scale to a more
manageable range of tens to thousands. Embedding-based filtering
models and LLMs encounter distinct challenges in forecasting user
behaviors toward cold items. Embedding-based filtering models
adaptly embed users and items into vectors but encounter difficulty
in capturing users’ content-level intent and items’ high-level con-
tent information. To address this, we initially enhance the filtering
models with LLM-processed embeddings, and in the subsequent
subsection, we present the coupled training of the filtering model.

Formally, we employ an LLM to extract the content embedding of
an item and then apply a matching function to map this embedding
for behavior filtering, which can be expressed as follows:

𝒇𝑖 = FI (𝐿𝐿𝑀𝑒𝑚𝑏 (𝒄𝑖 )), (5)

where 𝒇𝑖 represents the filtering embedding for item 𝑖 , FI (·) is the
mapping function, and 𝐿𝐿𝑀𝑒𝑚𝑏 (·) is the LLM embedding readout
function.

The embedding readout function is designed to extract the con-
tent embedding from the LLM. Specifically, we first obtain the last
layer embedding, which represents the processed token informa-
tion, and then apply mean pooling to derive the content feature
embedding for any given cold item:

𝒇𝑖 = FI
©« 1
|𝒄𝑖 |

|𝒄𝑖 |∑︁
𝑗=1

E (𝐿) (𝒄𝑖 ) [ 𝑗]ª®¬ , (6)

where E (𝐿) (𝒄𝑖 ) [ 𝑗] represents the 𝑗-th embedding of the 𝐿-th layer
of the LLM. Here, 𝒄𝑖 stands for the content feature of the item, 𝒄𝑖 [ 𝑗]

refers to the 𝑗-th token in 𝒄𝑖 , and |𝒄𝑖 | indicates the total number of
tokens in 𝒄𝑖 .

To filter users who are likely to interact with the cold item, we
consider both content embeddings and behavioral embeddings. We
use the dot product of the mapped user embedding and the mapped
item embedding to identify the top-𝐾 highest score candidates:

𝒔
(𝑓 )
𝑖

= Top𝐾
(
{FU (𝒆𝑢 |𝑪𝑢 )⊤ · 𝒇𝑖 | ∀𝑢 ∈ U}

)
, (7)

where FU is the mapping function for the users. Please refer to the
following subsection for design and training details.

This top-𝐾 computation can be accelerated using efficient simi-
larity search platforms, such as FAISS [15], resulting in O(1) com-
putational complexity.

4.2.2 Refining Simulation. After filtering, the candidate user pool
will decrease from billions to tens or hundreds. Next, we employ
LLMs for examination and enhancement. For each iteration, we
feed the user’s context and the item’s content into the LLM, which
outputs a prediction of whether the user will interact with the
item, displaying ’yes’ or ’no’. The refining module considers three
technique details aspects: 1. Context construction, 2. Prompt Design,
and 3. Refining Process.

Context Construction. LLMs rely on users’s context to judge
whether the user will interact with the recommendation. However,
the users may have too many historical behaviors, or not all the
historical behaviors are correlated to the query item. To this end,
we utilize the item embedding from the filtering process to filter
the related items,

𝑪
(𝑓 )
𝑢 = Top𝐿

(
{𝒇⊤𝑖 · 𝒇𝑗 | ∀𝑗 ∈ 𝑪𝑢 }

)
, (8)

where 𝑪𝑢 denotes the user’s historically interacted items.

Prompt Design. The LLM prompt contains three parts: 1. fixed
prompts, 2. user context, and 3. item content. The fixed prompts are
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used to set up the goal of the LLM Simulator. As shown in Figure 2,
the fixed prompt is

“Given the user interacted with [Text(𝑪 (𝑓 )
𝑢 )], deter-

mine whether the user will interacted the [Text(𝒄𝑖 )]
by answering Yes or No.”

Then given an LLM, the pair-wise LLM simulation can be present
as follows:

𝑍𝑢,𝑖 =


1, LLM(𝑪 (𝑓 )

𝑢 , 𝒄𝑖 ) = ”𝑌𝑒𝑠”

0, LLM(𝑪 (𝑓 )
𝑢 , 𝒄𝑖 ) = ”𝑁𝑜”

, (9)

where 𝑍𝑢,𝑖 represents the predicted value of the LLM. Subsequent
research could consider employing a more intricate framework to
obtain a continuous value.

Refine Process. During the refining process, we traverse the
filtered user set and only maintain the users that are predicted as
“yes” by the LLM simulator. Thus finally, the simulated users can
be obtained as follows,

𝒔 (𝑟 )
𝑖

= {𝑢 |𝑍𝑢,𝑖 = 1 | ∀𝑢 ∈ 𝒔
(𝑓 )
𝑖

}. (10)

After obtaining the refined user simulation results, the sequence
can be fed into the behavior embedding optimization framework (Eq. (4))
to enhance the cold item embedding.

4.3 Simulator Training
In this subsection, we introduce the simulator training, including
the training of the based LLM model and the filtering model.

4.3.1 LLM Training. To better fit the recommendation data of each
different recommendation scenario, we utilize a Low-Rank fine-
tuning strategy to ensure the LLM can capture the data distribution
of the recommendation scenario, and capture the trends by per-
forming online model updating.

Data Preparation. We use user item behaviors to train our
LLM. In the online recommendation, we encounter three types of
behaviors: positive behaviors (users click on an item), negative
behaviors (users ignore the item), and unobserved behavior (the
recommender system does not recommend the item to the user,
and we cannot observe the user’s intention).

As negative behaviors make up approximately 70%-90% of online
behaviors, we perform a 1:1 sampling of positive and negative
behaviors to address the imbalanced distribution. Additionally, we
conduct an extra 1:1 sampling of positive and unobserved behavior
to ensure that the LLM can capture a broader range of intentions,
especially for cold items. For offline datasets, we only use a 1:1
sampling of positive and unobserved data to train the LLM.

Fine-tuning Structure. Specifically, we add an additional low-
rank modification matrix on all the parameters of the transformer
structure, in terms of Q, K, and V in the self-attention mecha-
nism, as well as the feed-forward layers. This Low-Rank Adap-
tation (LoRA) [13] approach allows us to efficiently fine-tune the
large language model for specific recommendation scenarios while
maintaining most of the pre-trained weights. Specifically, we add
trainable rank decomposition matrices to each weight matrix of

the original model. For a given weight matrix𝑊 ∈ R𝑑×𝑔 , we add a
low-rank update:

𝑊 ′ =𝑊 + Δ𝑊 =𝑊 + 𝐵𝐴, (11)

where 𝐵 ∈ R𝑑×𝑟 and 𝐴 ∈ R𝑟×𝑔 are the low-rank decomposition
matrices, with 𝑟 representing the rank of the decomposition, which
is generally much smaller than the dimensions 𝑑 and 𝑔.

The update on the transformer networks can be written as fol-
lows:

𝑄 =𝑊𝑄𝑥 + Δ𝑊𝑄𝑥 =𝑊𝑄𝑥 + 𝐵𝑄𝐴𝑄𝑥, (12)
𝐾 =𝑊𝐾𝑥 + Δ𝑊𝐾𝑥 =𝑊𝐾𝑥 + 𝐵𝐾𝐴𝐾𝑥, (13)
𝑉 =𝑊𝑉 𝑥 + Δ𝑊𝑉 𝑥 =𝑊𝑉 𝑥 + 𝐵𝑉𝐴𝑉 𝑥, (14)

where𝑊𝑄 ,𝑊𝐾 , and𝑊𝑉 are the original weight matrices for
Query, Key, and Value projections, 𝐵𝑄 , 𝐵𝐾 , 𝐵𝑉 and𝐴𝑄 ,𝐴𝐾 ,𝐴𝑉 are
the low-rank decomposition matrices for each projection.

Similarly, for the feed-forward layers, we have:

FFNLoRA (𝑥) = ReLU(𝑥 (𝑊1 +𝐴1𝐵1) + 𝑏1) (𝑊2 +𝐴2𝐵2) + 𝑏2 . (15)

where 𝐵1, 𝐴1, 𝐵2, and 𝐴2 are the low-rank decomposition matrices
for the FFN.

4.3.2 Coupled Filter Model Training. The coupled filter model has
two design proposals: 1. reflect user item behaviors; 2. coupled with
the LLM. Specifically, we utilize the combination of two pairs of
embedding to accomplish this purpose.

Training of the Behavior Filtering. For every given user-
item pair (𝑢, 𝑖), a negative pair (𝑢, 𝑗) is randomly selected. These
pairs can be collectively represented as a triple (𝑢, 𝑖, 𝑗). The out-
put of behavior filtering can be expressed as 𝑌 (𝐵)

𝑢𝑖
= F (𝐵)

U (𝒆𝑢 )⊤ ·
F (𝐵)
I (𝐿𝐿𝑀𝑒𝑚𝑏 (𝒄𝑖 )). We consider BPR loss [21] to optimize the rec-

ommendation performance of the behavior filtering model

L𝐵𝑃𝑅 = −
∑︁
(𝑢,𝑖, 𝑗 )

ln𝜎 (𝑌 (𝐵)
𝑢𝑖

− 𝑌 (𝐵)
𝑢 𝑗

), (16)

where 𝜎 (·) is the sigmoid function. This loss encourages the filter
model to rank the positive item higher than the negative item.
Besides, we also utilize the aligning loss in ALDI [14] to help the
training of behavior filtering.

Training of the Coupled ColdLLM Filtering. For the coupled
LLM filtering, we apply the formula below to filter the users:𝑌 (𝐿)

𝑢𝑖
=

𝑭 (𝐿)
𝑼 (𝒆𝑢 )⊤ · 𝑭 (𝐿)

𝑰 (𝐿𝐿𝑀𝑒𝑚𝑏 (𝒄𝑖 )) In addition to the BPR loss, we
introduce the coupled ColdLLM loss to maintain similarity with
the ColdLLM in the coupled filter model:

L𝑐𝑜𝑢𝑝𝑙𝑒𝑑 = −
∑︁
(𝑢,𝑖 )

(
𝑍𝑢𝑖 ln𝑌

(𝐿)
𝑢𝑖

+ (1 − 𝑍𝑢𝑖 ) ln(1 − 𝑌 (𝐿)
𝑢𝑖

)
)
. (17)

4.4 Implementation Strategy
ColdLLM has demonstrated its effectiveness by providing help-
ful cold-start recommendations on the e-commerce platform. In
this subsection, we detail the online deployment of ColdLLM and
analyze its computational complexity.
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Figure 3: The system architecture for ColdLLM deployment.

Real-World Deployment. As shown in Fig. 3, our overall frame-
work consists of three primary components: (i) online serving; (ii)
online training (embedding updating); and (iii) offline simulation.

When new items are uploaded to the platform, we first employ
our model to simulate user interactions for embedding updates.
These simulated user-item pairs are then fed into the online em-
bedding updating structure. Since these interactions are simulated
rather than actual user behaviors, we update only the embeddings
of the cold items. Finally, we transmit the updated cold item em-
beddings to the online recommendation service.

ComplexityAnalysis. The computational complexity of ColdLLM
comprises three main components: coupled filtering complexity,
coupled refining complexity, and embedding update complexity.

(1) Coupled Filtering: Leveraging similarity indexing frameworks
like FAISS, we can efficiently downscale the candidate users
from billions to hundreds with a complexity of O(1) in approx-
imately 60 ms.

(2) Coupled Refining: We refine the filtered candidates using
fine-tuned LLaMA-7B models to identify 20 qualified users. This
process takes about 200-400 ms for each user-item pair. In total,
the LLM-refining stage requires less than 8 seconds.

(3) Embedding Update: The online embedding process utilizes
the simulated interactions to optimize the cold item embeddings
within 120 ms.

To enhance efficiency, we employ parallel processing techniques.
When equipped with three 8×A100 GPU machines, our system can
handle a load of 8,640 cold items per hour. This capacity can be
easily scaled by adding more GPUs to the infrastructure.

5 Experiments
In this section, we conduct comprehensive experiments on bench-
mark cold-start recommendation datasets, aiming to answer the
following research questions. RQ1: Does ColdLLM outperform con-
temporary state-of-the-art cold-start recommendation models in
overall, warm, and cold recommendations? RQ2:What is the effect
of different components in ColdLLM? RQ3: How do key hyper-
parameters impact the performance of ColdLLM? RQ4: How does
ColdLLM perform in real-world industrial recommendations?

5.1 Experimental Setup
5.1.1 Datasets. We conduct experiments on twowidely used datasets:
CiteULike1 [27], containing 5,551 users, 16,980 articles, and 204,986
interactions, andMovieLens2 [10], comprising 6,040 users, 3,883
items, and 1,000,210 interactions. For each dataset, following previ-
ous works [14], 20% items are designated as cold-start items, with
interactions split into a cold validation set and testing set (1:1 ratio).
Records of the remaining 80% of items are divided into training,
validation, and testing sets, using an 8:1:1 ratio.

5.1.2 Compared Baselines. To assess the effectiveness of our pro-
posed ColdLLM, we conducted a comprehensive analysis with ten
leading-edge models in the domain of cold-start item recommenda-
tions, which can be categorized into three main groups. (i) Dropout-
based embedding simulation models: DropoutNet [26],MTPR [8],
and CLCRec [33]. (ii) Generative-based embedding simulation
models: DeepMusic [25], MetaEmb [20], GNP [7], GAR [6], and
ALDI [14]. (iii) User behavior simulation models:UCC [19] andMI-
GCN [29]. To further verify the universality of ColdLLM, we verify
these models on three widely used recommendation backbones:
MF [21], NGCF [30], and LightGCN [11].

5.1.3 Hyperparameter Setting. In the filtering phase, we utilized
AdamWas the optimizer with a chosen learning rate of 1×10−5, and
set the batch size for each training batch to 128.We opted for a top-k
value of 20. In the refining phase, the learning rate was adjusted to
5×10−5. The dimension of the embeddings was standardized to 200
for all models. We employed the Adam optimizer with a learning
rate of 1 × 10−3 and applied early stopping by monitoring NDCG
on the validation set.

5.1.4 Evaluation Metrics. Our evaluation encompasses the overall,
warm, and cold recommendation performance, adopting a widely
adopted full-ranking evaluation approach [11, 14]. Specifically, we
employ Recall@𝐾 and NDCG@𝐾 as our primary metrics, where
𝑘 = 20. Following previous works [6, 14], during the testing, we
randomly select 2,000 users for evaluation.

5.2 Main Results (RQ1)
The performance comparison of overall, warm, and cold recom-
mendations between ColdLLM and other baselines on benchmark
datasets is presented in Table 1. From the results, we can have the
following observations:

ColdLLM can achieve significant improvements over cur-
rent methods. From the table, we can find that ColdLLM can
consistently demonstrate superiority across different datasets and
backbones. Specifically, ColdLLMbrings an averageNDCG improve-
ment of 10.79% and 37.10% on overall and cold item recommenda-
tions over LightGCN. This enhancement illustrates the effectiveness
of ColdLLM with the coupled-funnel behavior simulation based on
the LLM’s world knowledge.

The generative-based embedding simulation models gen-
erally perform better in warm and overall recommendations
than dropout-based embedding simulation models. This indi-
cates that forcing the warm behavior embeddings and cold content

1https://github.com/js05212/citeulike-a
2https://grouplens.org/datasets/movielens/10m

https://github.com/js05212/citeulike-a
https://grouplens.org/datasets/movielens/10m
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Table 1: Comparison results on overall, cold, and warm item recommendations over three backbone models (MF, NGCF,
LightGCN). The best and second-best results in each column are highlighted in bold font and underlined.

Method
Overall Recommendation Cold Recommendation Warm Recommendation

CiteULike MovieLens CiteULike MovieLens CiteULike MovieLens
Recall NDCG Recall NDCG Recall NDCG Recall NDCG Recall NDCG Recall NDCG

M
F

DropoutNet 0.0794 0.0670 0.0646 0.1127 0.2268 0.1356 0.0671 0.0808 0.1343 0.0792 0.1391 0.1386
MTPR 0.1060 0.0810 0.0739 0.1055 0.2496 0.1476 0.0745 0.0811 0.1728 0.0998 0.1628 0.1388
CLCRec 0.1269 0.0992 0.0784 0.1358 0.2295 0.1347 0.0744 0.0726 0.1898 0.1167 0.1699 0.1696

DeepMusic 0.0956 0.0789 0.0933 0.1377 0.2141 0.1262 0.0327 0.0391 0.2838 0.1933 0.2076 0.1819
MetaEmb 0.0972 0.0804 0.0933 0.1377 0.2232 0.1306 0.0432 0.0468 0.2838 0.1933 0.2076 0.1819
GNP 0.1568 0.1305 0.0813 0.1253 0.2107 0.1193 0.0683 0.0704 0.2838 0.1993 0.2076 0.1819
GAR 0.1440 0.1132 0.0462 0.0812 0.2453 0.1479 0.0348 0.0510 0.2272 0.1438 0.1003 0.1003
ALDI 0.1618 0.1204 0.0914 0.1355 0.2684 0.1550 0.0431 0.0464 0.2838 0.1993 0.2076 0.1819

ColdLLM 0.2213 0.1599 0.0976 0.1473 0.3218 0.1875 0.1225 0.1182 0.3058 0.2061 0.2129 0.1924
Improvement 36.77% 22.52% 4.61% 6.98% 19.90% 20.96% 64.43% 45.75% 7.75% 3.41% 2.56% 5.78%

N
G
CF

DropoutNet 0.0813 0.0656 0.1144 0.1935 0.2211 0.1278 0.0214 0.0223 0.1416 0.0842 0.2517 0.2457
MTPR 0.1006 0.0769 0.1132 0.1818 0.2479 0.1391 0.0749 0.0894 0.1753 0.0977 0.2509 0.2329
CLCRec 0.1201 0.0920 0.1270 0.2042 0.2093 0.1188 0.0694 0.0777 0.1886 0.1136 0.2807 0.2627

DeepMusic 0.1269 0.1043 0.1393 0.2265 0.1980 0.1152 0.0409 0.0493 0.2347 0.1485 0.3076 0.2922
MetaEmb 0.1119 0.0957 0.1393 0.2265 0.2830 0.1664 0.0247 0.0245 0.2347 0.1485 0.3076 0.2922
GNP 0.1449 0.1099 0.1381 0.2234 0.2318 0.1371 0.0589 0.0646 0.2347 0.1485 0.3076 0.2922
GAR 0.1144 0.0909 0.0098 0.0174 0.2099 0.1251 0.0166 0.0178 0.1850 0.1143 0.2788 0.2721
ALDI 0.1541 0.1141 0.1393 0.2206 0.2466 0.1399 0.1022 0.1113 0.2347 0.1485 0.3076 0.2922

UCC 0.1094 0.0990 0.0981 0.1523 0.0019 0.0008 0.0063 0.0066 0.2402 0.1582 0.2191 0.1999
MI-GCN 0.1324 0.1158 0.1401 0.2299 0.0641 0.0335 0.0162 0.0187 0.2827 0.1815 0.3104 0.2973

ColdLLM 0.2211 0.1653 0.1447 0.2372 0.3404 0.1986 0.1670 0.1662 0.2992 0.1958 0.3186 0.3052
Improvement 43.48% 42.75% 3.28% 3.18% 20.28% 19.35% 63.41% 49.33% 5.84% 7.88% 2.64% 2.66%

Li
gh

tG
CN

DropoutNet 0.0883 0.0639 0.1165 0.1978 0.2309 0.1312 0.0340 0.0373 0.1175 0.0692 0.2560 0.2518
MTPR 0.1001 0.0753 0.1011 .0.1551 0.2585 0.1454 0.0779 0.0802 0.1753 0.0697 0.2247 0.2009
CLCRec 0.1293 0.0965 0.1253 0.2037 0.2435 0.1425 0.0677 0.0816 0.2149 0.1302 0.2764 0.2612

DeepMusic 0.0985 0.0745 0.1418 0.2330 0.2239 0.1259 0.0635 0.0719 0.2528 0.1541 0.3130 0.3008
MetaEmb 0.0924 0.0714 0.1418 0.2330 0.2252 0.1295 0.0248 0.0244 0.2528 0.1541 0.3130 0.3008
GNP 0.1609 0.1197 0.1293 0.2106 0.2606 0.1532 0.0771 0.0760 0.2528 0.1541 0.3130 0.3008
GAR 0.1357 0.1062 0.0106 0.0195 0.2539 0.1489 0.0110 0.0130 0.2339 0.1455 0.2873 0.2794
ALDI 0.1626 0.1201 0.1428 0.2316 0.2692 0.1539 0.1229 0.1295 0.2528 0.1541 0.3130 0.3008

UCC 0.1374 0.1260 0.1277 0.2020 0.0020 0.0011 0.0063 0.0073 0.3002 0.2010 0.2830 0.2641
MI-GCN 0.1557 0.1483 0.1454 0.2378 0.0507 0.0262 0.0307 0.0312 0.3372 0.2362 0.3227 0.3068

ColdLLM 0.2285 0.1747 0.1506 0.2468 0.3601 0.2126 0.1759 0.1762 0.3252 0.2156 0.3314 0.3186
Improvement 40.52% 17.80% 3.58% 3.78% 33.76% 38.14% 43.12% 36.06% – – 2.70% 3.85%

embeddings to align with each other through the same embedding
layer may lead to a performance drop in the warm item recommen-
dation. The interaction simulation with ColdLLM addresses this by
allowing cold and warm items to be adequately trained within a
unified recommender.

Existing behavior simulationmodels retain relatively good
performance in overall and warm recommendations, but fall
short in cold recommendations. A possible reason is that the
behavior generation only based on the content information with
DNNs is insufficient for accurate behavior simulation for cold items.
ColdLLM leverages the world knowledge of LLMs to utilize more
information for the behavior simulation of cold items.

5.3 Ablation Study (RQ2)
We conduct an ablation study of our proposed ColdLLM approach
to validate its key components, of which the results are illustrated
in Figure 4. Specifically, we compare ColdLLM with its five variants:
(i) w/o LSF & R removes the coupled ColdLLM filtering and the
refining simulation. (ii) w/o BF & R removes the behavior filtering
and the refining simulation. (iii)w/o LSF skips the coupled ColdLLM
filtering module. (iv) w/o BF skips the behavior filtering module.
(v) w/o R skips the refining simulation. Further, we compare the
adoption rate of the filtered users by the filtering simulation of
ColdLLM with three different strategies, as shown in Table 2. From
the results, we can have the following observations:
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Figure 4: Ablation study results on CiteULike.

Table 2: Adoption rate of different filtering strategies.

Strategy Random w/o LSF w/o BF ColdLLM

Adoption rate (%) 8.18% 80.45% 81.33% 85.96%

Effectiveness of the filtering simulation. The decline in per-
formance for w/o LSF and w/o BF demonstrates the effectiveness
of the filtering simulation. Further, the more pronounced drop in
performance for w/o LSF highlights the importance of world knowl-
edge in LLMs for generating behavior patterns. Additionally, the
adoption rates in Table 2 indicate that the filtering simulation yields
behaviors of superior quality compared to alternative strategies.

Effectiveness of refining stage. The necessity of the refin-
ing stage is evident when comparing the performance with w/o
R. Furthermore, the model w/o LSF & R and w/o BF & R, exhibit
a more significant performance decline than w/o LSF and w/o BF.
This contrast also underscores the meaningful contribution of the
refining simulation to the overall effectiveness of ColdLLM.

5.4 Parameter Study (RQ3)
In this subsection, we study the impact of key hyper-parameters on
ColdLLM with CiteULike, including the filtering candidate number
𝐾 in Eq.(7) and the learning rate of embedding updating. The results
are shown in Figure 5.

Effect of filtering candidate number 𝐾 . From the results, we
can find that optimal results for overall and warm recommendations
are achieved with a modest value of 𝐾 , such as 𝐾=10 for CiteULike.
Conversely, a larger 𝐾 is beneficial for cold recommendations, with
𝐾=50 for CiteULike yielding the best outcomes. However, an exces-
sively large 𝐾 can degrade performance by introducing noise from
irrelevant interactions.

Effect of the updating learning rate. From the figure, we can
observe that the three types of recommendation tasks achieve the
best results with a similar optimal learning rate, which indicates that
the tuning of the learning rate would simultaneously be suitable
for all three tasks.

5.5 Online Evaluation (RQ4)
To validate the effectiveness of ColdLLM in an industrial setting,
we conducted an online A/B test on one of the largest e-commerce
platforms. The experiment ran for two consecutive weeks, involv-
ing 5% of users for each group. We compared ColdLLM against
three baselines: Random, MetaEmb [20], and ALDI [14]. Table 3
presents the results of these online A/B tests.

Evaluation Metrics. We employed three tailored metrics to
assess the performance of ColdLLM against existing baselines:
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Figure 5: Parameter study results on CiteULike.

• Page Views (Cold-PV): The number of user clicks during the
cold-start period.

• Page Click-Through Rate (Cold-PCTR): The ratio of clicks to
impressions during the cold-start period.

• Gross Merchandise Value (Cold-GMV): The total value of user
purchases during the cold-start period.
We define the cold-start period as the interval from the item’s

publication to two hours after its release.

Results and Analysis. The results in Table 3 demonstrate that
ColdLLM consistently outperforms both baselines across all metrics.
Specifically, compared to the random baseline, ColdLLM achieves
substantial improvements of 11.45% in Cold-PV, 5.60% in Cold-
PCTR, and 23.80% in Cold-GMV for cold items. When compared to
MetaEmb, ColdLLM shows significant gains of 9.20% in Cold-PV,
4.35% in Cold-PCTR, and 18.25% in Cold-GMV. Even against the
strong ALDI baseline, ColdLLM maintains superior performance
with impressive improvements of 7.25% in Cold-PV, 3.70% in Cold-
PCTR, and 16.90% in Cold-GMV.

These remarkable improvements across all metrics underscore
the effectiveness of ColdLLM in addressing the item cold-start
problem in real-world recommender systems. The consistent and
substantial performance gains, particularly in Cold-GMV, highlight
the practical impact of our approach on business outcomes in e-
commerce settings.

Table 3: Results of online A/B tests.
A/B Test Cold-PV Cold-PCTR Cold-GMV
vs. Random +11.45% +5.60% +23.80%
vs. MetaEmb +9.20% +4.35% +18.25%
vs. ALDI +7.25% +3.70% +16.90%

6 Conclusion
In this paper, aiming to address current limitations, we propose
ColdLLM, which fundamentally solves the cold-start problem in
large-scale recommendation systems, significantly improving per-
formance and economic impact. Both online and offline experiments
verified the strength of our proposed ColdLLM. Based on the ob-
servation, ColdLLM opens new possibilities for leveraging large
language models in large-scale online recommendations.
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Ethical Considerations
Our paper focuses on leveraging LLMs to simulate the behaviors
of cold items. We believe that pursuing this direction is essential,
as it not only reveals the untapped potential of LLMs for a large
amount of newly occurred items in recommender systems, while
concurrently exhibiting the potential ethical considerations. Here
we list two main considerations as follows:

(1) Industrial Scenario: We discuss the application in an in-
dustrial scenario, which will benefit industrial users and inspire
communication between industrial researchers and academic re-
searchers. Nevertheless, it may also pose computational and storage
challenges for academic researchers.

(2) LLMResource Cost: LLMs’ training and deployment require
significant computational power, potentially leading to higher en-
ergy consumption and environmental impact. Additionally, a mini-
mum of one GTX 3090 GPU may be required for the experiments.
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