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ABSTRACT
Recent recommender systems started to use rating elicitation, which
asks new users to rate a small seed itemset for inferring their pref-
erences, to improve the quality of initial recommendations. The
key challenge of the rating elicitation is to choose the seed items
which can best infer the new users’ preference. This paper proposes
a novel end-to-end Deep learning framework for Rating Elicitation
(DRE), that chooses all the seed items at a time with consideration
of the non-linear interactions. To this end, it first defines categorical
distributions to sample seed items from the entire itemset, then it
trains both the categorical distributions and a neural reconstruction
network to infer users’ preferences on the remaining items from
CF information of the sampled seed items. Through the end-to-end
training, the categorical distributions are learned to select the most
representative seed items while reflecting the complex non-linear
interactions. Experimental results show that DRE outperforms the
state-of-the-art approaches in the recommendation quality by ac-
curately inferring the new users’ preferences and its seed itemset
better represents the latent space than the seed itemset obtained
by the other methods.

CCS CONCEPTS
• Information systems → Collaborative filtering; • Comput-
ing methodologies → Learning from implicit feedback; Active
learning settings.

KEYWORDS
Recommender System, Initial Recommendation, Cold Start
ACM Reference Format:
Wonbin Kweon, SeongKu Kang, Junyoung Hwang, Hwanjo Yu. 2020. Deep
Rating Elicitation for New Users in Collaborative Filtering. In Proceedings
of The Web Conference 2020 (WWW ’20), April 20–24, 2020, Taipei, Taiwan.
ACM, New York, NY, USA, 7 pages. https://doi.org/10.1145/3366423.3380042

1 INTRODUCTION
Making accurate initial recommendations for newly joined users
(so-called cold-start users) has remained a long-standing problem
in recommender systems (RS) [22]. To infer the preferences of new
userswho have not interactedwith any item yet, mostmethods have
resorted to user side information such as demographic profiles (e.g.,
age, gender, and profession) [27] and social relationships [14, 24].
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Figure 1: Rating elicitation of Netflix. When a new user signs
up, Netflix shows 78 seed items to the new user.1

Nowadays, however, collecting personal information is challenging
due to privacy issues, and a large number of users are reluctant to
provide their private information to the website [1].

To overcome this limitation, a few recent work have focused on
rating elicitation [4, 15, 19, 20], which asks new users to rate a small
seed itemset, to infer their preferences without using any personal
information. In Figure 1, for example, Netflix initially shows some
seed items to newly joined users and asks them to choose their
favorite items. Afterward, Netflix provides personalized recommen-
dations based on the chosen items by each user. Since RS should
keep the size of seed itemset small not to bother new users, the
key challenge is to find small seed itemset that can provide enough
information to infer new users’ preferences.

Early methods for selecting the seed itemset [19, 20] have fo-
cused on the statistic-based scoring strategy that measures how
representative each item is and selects top-𝑘 items as the seed set.
They design score function based on items’ popularity or variance
(or entropy) of ratings. However, those methods do not consider
the interactions between the seed items, which might result in
redundant selection and further poor recommendation accuracy.

To tackle this challenge, several recent work [4, 15] focus on
the maximal-volume approach which finds the most representative
combination of item latent vectors. Specifically, they first define
the amount of the representativeness as the volume of the par-
allelepiped spanned by the linear combination of selected latent
vectors. Then, they adopt a greedy fashion that adds representa-
tive items into the set one by one. After finding the seed itemset,
they predict new users’ preferences for the remaining items by lin-
early aggregating their feedback on the seed items. This approach
achieves state-of-the-art recommendation performance on the rat-
ing elicitation task.

Despite their effectiveness, we argue that the existing methods
are not sufficient to yield satisfactory performance for the following
reasons. First, they only consider the linear interactions between the
1It is captured on Oct. 10, 2019
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items both for finding the seed itemset and inferring the new users’
preferences, which may not be sufficient to capture the complex
structure of the collaborative filtering (CF) information (i.e., the
user-item interactions). Second, they adopt the greedy approach
that makes use of the best short-term choice at each step, which
cannot take into account the interactions of the whole seed items
at a time, and may further degrade the quality of recommendation.

In this paper, we propose a novel end-to-end Deep learning
framework for Rating Elicitation (DRE) that chooses all the seed
items at a time with consideration of the non-linear interactions
between the items. To this end, DRE first defines the same number
of categorical distributions as the number of seed items, and sam-
ples each seed item from each distribution. DRE then trains both
the categorical distributions and a neural reconstruction network
to infer the users’ preferences on the remaining items from CF
information of the sampled seed items. Through the end-to-end
training, the categorical distributions are learned to select the most
representative set of items while reflecting the non-linear interac-
tions of the seed items. Lastly, DRE provides personalized initial
recommendations for new users by using the trained reconstruction
network and their feedback on the seed itemset.

However, sampling the seed items is a non-differentiable opera-
tionwhichwould block the gradient flow and disable the end-to-end
training. DRE uses a continuous relaxation of discrete distribution,
Gumbel-Softmax [8] whose parameter gradients can be computed
via the reparameterization trick and trained by the backpropaga-
tion. With the relaxation, DRE successfully incorporates the non-
differentiable operation into the network and takes the benefits of
the end-to-end training.

Our extensive experiments demonstrate that DRE outperforms
all other baselines. DRE finds the seed itemset that best infers
the preference of new users, and provides more accurate initial
recommendations based on their feedbacks than the state-of-the-
art method does. Furthermore, we qualitatively show that the seed
itemset obtained by DRE is capable of better representing the latent
space without the redundancy compared to the other methods. We
provide the source code of DRE for reproducibility.2

2 PROBLEM FORMULATION
Let the set of users and items be denoted as 𝑈 = {𝑢1, 𝑢2, ..., 𝑢𝑛}
and 𝑉 = {𝑣1, 𝑣2, ..., 𝑣𝑚} where 𝑛 and 𝑚 are the number of users
and items, respectively. Let 𝑅 ∈ R𝑛×𝑚 denote the user-item rating
matrix. As we focus on implicit feedback, each element of 𝑅 has a
binary value indicating whether a user has interacted with an item
or not. Let 𝑟 (𝑢 ) ∈ R𝑚 denote the user rating vector (i.e., 𝑢-th row
of 𝑅). We define seed itemset as a set of items that we ask new users
to rate when they sign up for the recommender system. The set
of indices of the seed items is denoted as 𝑆 with |𝑆 | = 𝑘 . We also
define candidate items as all items except the seed items.

Rating elicitation can be divided into three steps: (1) Select the
seed itemset 𝑆 with rating history of training users (2) Elicit rat-
ings 𝑧 (𝑢 ) ∈ R𝑘 on 𝑆 from a new user (3) Predict the ratings of the
new user on the candidate items and provide initial recommenda-
tions. Thus, we are interested in finding the optimal seed itemset 𝑆
and a reconstruction function 𝑓𝜃 (·) by solving below optimization

2https://github.com/WonbinKweon/DRE_WWW2020

problem.

min
𝑆,𝜃

1
2
∥𝑅 − 𝑓𝜃 (𝑅 [:, 𝑆])∥2𝐹 . (1)

Note that 𝑅 [:, 𝑆] ∈ R𝑛×𝑘 is in the numpy indexing notation3, which
means we take a submatrix of 𝑅 by taking only 𝑘 columns with the
indices in 𝑆 . Thus, 𝑅 [:, 𝑆] is the rating matrix of the seed itemset 𝑆 .
Then the reconstruction function 𝑓𝜃 (·) predicts the ratings of the
candidate items by reconstructing 𝑅 from 𝑅 [:, 𝑆]. In this paper, we
call the reconstruction function 𝑓𝜃 (·) a decoder.

3 PRELIMINARIES
In this section, we introduce existing maximal-volume approaches
for selecting the seed itemset (Section 3.1) and the Gumbel-Softmax
which allows the sampling process of DRE to be differentiable for
the backpropagation (Section 3.2).

3.1 Maximal-Volume Approaches
The state-of-the-art maximal-volume approaches [4, 15] are pro-
posed to find the seed itemset with consideration of the linear
interactions between the seed items. They find the seed itemset and
the decoder by solving the following optimization problem

min
𝑆,𝑋

1
2
∥𝑅 − 𝑅 [:, 𝑆]𝑋 ∥2𝐹 , (2)

where 𝑋 ∈ R𝑘×𝑚 corresponds to the decoder. They first reduce
the dimensionality of column space of 𝑅 from 𝑛 to 𝑘 by using the
rank-𝑘 Singular Value Decomposition (SVD)

𝑅 = 𝑈𝑉𝑇 , where𝑈 ∈ R𝑛×𝑘 and 𝑉𝑇 ∈ R𝑘×𝑚 . (3)

Then they select 𝑘 representative columns (i.e., the items) of 𝑉𝑇

that can represent all the remaining columns. To this end, they
adopt Maxvol algorithm [5] which searches for the columns that
maximize the volume of the parallelepiped spanned by the linear
combination of them. To maximize the volume, the columns should
have large norms and should be evenly distributed to prevent linear
dependency. Maxvol algorithm adds representative items into 𝑆 one
by one in a greedy fashion, because finding the globally optimal 𝑆
and 𝑋 is NP-hard [4]. After finding 𝑆 , they compute the decoder 𝑋
with pseudo-inverse of 𝑅 [:, 𝑆] as 𝑋 = (𝑅 [:, 𝑆]𝑇𝑅 [:, 𝑆])−1𝑅 [:, 𝑆]𝑇𝑅.
Lastly, they predict a rating vector of a new user based on the
elicited feedback 𝑧 (𝑢 ) and the decoder 𝑋 by 𝑟 (𝑢 ) = 𝑧 (𝑢 )𝑋 . By
sorting the predicted ratings on the candidate items, they provide
initial recommendations to the new user.

Overall, the maximal-volume approaches have two intrinsic
flaws. First, they cannot capture the non-linear interactions among
the seed items, because both Maxvol algorithm and the decoder 𝑋
only consider the linear interactions of the column vectors. It may
not be sufficient to capture the complex structure of the CF infor-
mation. Second, they adopt the greedy search that incrementally
increases the seed itemset, which cannot consider the interactions
of the whole seed items at a time. As a result, they may fall into the
local optimum and fail to provide accurate recommendations.

3https://docs.scipy.org/doc/numpy-1.13.0/reference/arrays.indexing.html
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3.2 Gumbel-Softmax
Gumbel-Softmax [8] is a continuous distribution on the simplex that
can approximate samples from a categorical distribution. If there is
a categorical distribution with class probability 𝜋 = [𝜋1, 𝜋2, ..., 𝜋𝑚]
for𝑚 classes, we can express a categorical sample as a𝑚-dimensional
one-hot vector. Gumbel-Max trick [17] introduces a simple way
to draw a sample 𝑦 from the categorical distribution with class
probability 𝜋 :

𝑦 = one_hot

(
argmax

𝑗

[𝑔 𝑗 + log𝜋 𝑗 ]
)
, (4)

where 𝑔 𝑗 is i.i.d drawn from Gumbel distribution with 𝜇 = 0, 𝛽 =

14. Gumbel-Softmax uses the softmax function as a continuous
approximation of argmax operation, and get the approximated
one-hot representation of the sample 𝑦:

𝑦 𝑗 =
exp((log𝜋 𝑗 + 𝑔 𝑗 )/𝜏)

Σ𝑚
𝑙=1exp((log𝜋𝑙 + 𝑔𝑙 )/𝜏)

for 𝑗 = 1, ...,𝑚, (5)

where 𝜏 is a hyper-parameter for the temperature of the softmax.
If we take very small 𝜏 , 𝑦 ∈ R𝑚 will become one-hot and Gumbel-
Softmax distribution becomes identical to the categorical distribu-
tion. In this paper, we want to sample 𝑘 seed items from 𝑘 different
categorical distributions. Therefore, we extend 𝜋 and 𝑦 to the 2-
dimensional matrix from the 1-dimensional vector. Then we have
Π ∈ R𝑘×𝑚 and 𝑌 ∈ R𝑘×𝑚 . Each row of Π represents the class prob-
ability of a categorical distribution and each row of 𝑌 represents
the approximated one-hot representation from each categorical
distribution.

4 METHOD
Our proposed end-to-end Deep learning framework for Rating
Elicitation (DRE) chooses all the seed items at a time while con-
sidering non-linear interactions of the items. DRE consists of two
modules: an encoder and a decoder, as illustrated in Figure 2. The
encoder is a module for selecting the seed itemset and the decoder
is a module for predicting the ratings for the candidate items by
reconstructing the user rating vector 𝑟 (𝑢 ) from the feedback on the
seed itemset 𝑧 (𝑢 ) .

4.1 Encoder
The encoder samples 𝑘 seed items with a matrix Π ∈ R𝑘×𝑚 which
consists of 𝑘 trainable categorical distributions. Each row Π𝑖 rep-
resents the class probability of a𝑚-dimensional categorical distri-
bution. We sample one item from each row Π𝑖 , so that we draw 𝑘

items in total. However, the sampling process is non-differentiable,
which would block the gradient flow and disable the end-to-end
training. We adopt a continuous relaxation of the discrete distribu-
tion by using Gumbel-Softmax. With the relaxation, the categorical
distributions Π can be trained by the backpropagation.

We get 𝑌 ∈ R𝑘×𝑚 from Π and 𝑔 by using Gumbel-Softmax as

𝑌𝑖 𝑗 =
exp((logΠ𝑖 𝑗 + 𝑔𝑖 𝑗 )/𝜏)

Σ𝑚
𝑙=1exp((logΠ𝑖𝑙 + 𝑔𝑖𝑙 )/𝜏)

for i = 1, ..., 𝑘, j = 1, ...,𝑚. (6)

With small 𝜏 , 𝑌𝑖 ∈ R𝑚 is an approximation of an𝑚-dimensional
one-hot vector sampled from the categorical distribution with class
4𝑔𝑗 = −log(−log(𝑢 ) ) , where 𝑢 is sampled from𝑈𝑛𝑖𝑓 𝑜𝑟𝑚 (0, 1)

Figure 2: The architecture of DRE. 𝑟 (𝑢 ) is a user rating vector,
Π and 𝑌 are introduced in Section 3.2. In the Figure, 𝑌 ∈
R2×4 is a concatenation of two one-hot vectors [0, 0, 1, 0] and
[1, 0, 0, 0] fromGumbel-Softmax of Π and𝑔. After multiplying
𝑌 and 𝑟 (𝑢 ) , 𝑧 (𝑢 ) has the third and the first values of 𝑟 (𝑢 ) , which
are the green circle and the red circle.

probability Π𝑖 . In the same manner, 𝑌 ∈ R𝑘×𝑚 consists of 𝑘 approx-
imated one-hot vectors. Then we get 𝑧 (𝑢 ) ∈ R𝑘 by multiplying 𝑌
and 𝑟 (𝑢 )

𝑧 (𝑢 ) = 𝑌 · 𝑟 (𝑢 ) . (7)
Note that 𝑧 (𝑢 ) has the 𝑘 elements of 𝑟 (𝑢 ) , because each row of 𝑌
is a one-hot vector. Therefore, we can treat 𝑧 (𝑢 ) as ratings on the
seed items.

4.2 Decoder
The decoder 𝑓𝜃 (·) reconstructs user rating vector 𝑟 (𝑢 ) from the
feedback 𝑧 (𝑢 ) by using the non-linear interactions between the
seed items. To this end, we use the fully-connected neural network
that is widely used in autoencoder-based CF methods to reconstruct
user rating vectors [12, 13, 23, 26].

In this paper, we reconstruct 𝑟 (𝑢 ) with a 2-layer fully-connected
network

ℎ (𝑢 ) = 𝜎 (𝑊𝑇
1 𝑧 (𝑢 ) + 𝑏1) ∈ R𝑑

𝑟 (𝑢 ) = 𝜎 (𝑊𝑇
2 ℎ

(𝑢 ) + 𝑏2) ∈ R𝑚,
(8)

where 𝜎 is the sigmoid function, 𝑊1 ∈ R𝑘×𝑑 and 𝑊2 ∈ R𝑑×𝑚
are weight matrices, 𝑏1 ∈ R𝑑 and 𝑏2 ∈ R𝑚 are biases for the fully-
connected layers, 𝑘 is the size of the seed itemset, 𝑑 is the dimension
of the hidden layer and𝑚 is the number of all items.

4.3 Model Training
After the decoder reconstructs the user rating vector, we compute
Mean Squared Error (MSE) loss for the end-to-end training of DRE.

min
Π,𝜃

L =
1

|𝑈𝑇 |
∑︁
𝑢∈𝑈𝑇

∥𝑟 (𝑢 ) − 𝑟 (𝑢 ) ∥2𝐹 , (9)

where Π represents the categorical distributions of the encoder, 𝜃
denotes all parameters of the decoder, and 𝑈𝑇 is a set of training
users. Note that Π and 𝜃 are trained together in the end-to-end
mannerwith the backpropagation. Through the end-to-end training,
Π is learned to select the most representative set of items while
reflecting the non-linear interactions of the items.
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Since we have to deal with thousands of items, we use simple
exponential annealing for 𝜏 as 𝜏 = 𝑇0 (𝑇𝐸𝑇0 )

𝑒
𝐸 , where 𝑒 is the current

epoch, 𝐸 is the number of training epochs, 𝑇0 is initial temperature
and𝑇𝐸 is the last temperature (𝑇0 >> 𝑇𝐸 ). With a large 𝜏 the model
can explore the combinations of the whole itemset, with annealed
small 𝜏 the model can select seed itemset.

After the training is done, we re-train the decoder with the fixed
encoder for small epochs. Finally, we can extract the seed itemset
from the trained Π. Since Π𝑖 represents the class probability of an
𝑚-dimensional categorical distribution, we can extract the final
seed items by taking the index with the maximal probability from
each distribution

𝑆𝑖 = argmax
𝑗∈{1,...,𝑚}

Π𝑖 𝑗 for i = 1, ..., 𝑘, (10)

where 𝑆𝑖 is the 𝑖-th seed item.

4.4 Recommendation for New Users
When a new user 𝑢 signs up for the recommender system, we ask
the new user to rate the seed itemset 𝑆 . After getting feedback 𝑧 (𝑢 )
on the seed itemset, we predict the ratings for the candidate items
by using the trained decoder 𝑓𝜃 (·)

𝑟 (𝑢 ) = 𝑓𝜃 (𝑧 (𝑢 ) ) ∈ R𝑚 . (11)

Finally, we provide a top-N recommendation by sorting 𝑟 (𝑢 ) in a
descending order.

5 EXPERIMENTS
In this section, we present experimental results supporting that
DRE outperforms state-of-the-art approaches in various aspects.

5.1 Datasets
We use four real-world datasets of MovieLens 1M5, CiteULike [25],
Yelp [6] and MovieLens 20M. For the explicit feedback datasets,
we convert the ratings over 3.5 to 1 and otherwise to 0 as done in
[7, 21]. Also, we only keep users who have at least five ratings for
MovieLens 1M and CiteULike, twenty ratings for Yelp and Movie-
Lens 20M. Data statistics after the preprocessing are presented in
Table 1. For each dataset, we split all users into the training set
(80%) and the test set (20%). We also take 10% of the training users
for validation.

5.2 Metrics
As we focus on the top-N recommendation task based on implicit
feedback, we evaluate the performance of eachmethod by using two
ranking metrics: Precision (P@N) [11] and Normalized Discounted
Cumulative Gain (NDCG@N) [9]. P@N measures how many items
in top-N are actually interactedwith the test user, NDCG@Nassigns
higher weights on the upper ranked items. For each test user 𝑢, we
get the ranked item list 𝜔 (𝑢 ) as described in Section 4.4. Formally,
we define 𝜔 (𝑢 )

𝑛 as the item at rank 𝑛, I[·] as the indicator function,
and 𝑉 (𝑢 ) as the set of candidate items that user 𝑢 interacted with

5https://grouplens.org/datasets/movielens/

Table 1: Data Statistics after the preprocessing

Dataset #Users #Items #Ratings Sparsity
MovieLens 1M 6,028 3,533 575,242 97.30%
CiteULike 6,315 25,385 136,268 99.91%

Yelp 25,658 8,612 570,455 99.74%
MovieLens 20M 99,220 20,660 9,478,902 99.54%

(i.e., the ground-truth items). P@N for user 𝑢 is defined as

P@N(𝜔 (𝑢 ) ,𝑉 (𝑢 ) ) = 1
𝑁

𝑁∑︁
𝑛=1
I[𝜔 (𝑢 )

𝑛 ∈ 𝑉 (𝑢 ) ] . (12)

DCG@N for user 𝑢 is defined as

DCG@N(𝜔 (𝑢 ) ,𝑉 (𝑢 ) ) =
𝑁∑︁
𝑛=1

I[𝜔 (𝑢 )
𝑛 ∈ 𝑉 (𝑢 ) ]
𝑙𝑜𝑔(𝑛 + 1) . (13)

NDCG@N is the normalized DCG@N after dividing by the best
possible DCG@N, where all the ground-truth items are ranked at
the top. We compute the above metrics for each test user, then
report the average score. We conduct experiments for N=10, 20, 50,
100 and report the results only for N=10, 20 due to the lack of space.
The improvements (%) are similar across different Ns.

5.3 Baselines
To show the superiority of the proposed model, we use three groups
of baseline methods: non-elicitation method, statistic-based meth-
ods, and maximal-volume approaches. Note that the methods with
‘++’ use the non-linear decoder that has the same structure of that
of DRE (i.e., the fully-connected network).

The first group is the non-elicitation method, which does not
use rating elicitation and produces non-personalized initial recom-
mendations.
• MOSTPOP: Without the rating elicitation process, it produces a
ranked list of candidate items by sorting their popularity (#rat-
ings). The candidate items are the same as those of DRE.
The second group is the statistic-based methods, which do not

consider the interactions between the seed items.
• RAN++ [19] : Randomly select 𝑘 seed items from the entire
itemset.

• POP++ [19] : Select the most popular 𝑘 items as a seed itemset.
The last group includes the state-of-the-art maximal-volume

approaches. These methods select the seed itemset in a greedy
fashion with consideration of the linear interactions of items. Also,
we include two variants that use the non-linear decoder to verify
the effectiveness of the end-to-end training.
• RBMF [15] : Representative Base Matrix Factorization method
for rating elicitation, which is introduced in Section 3.1.

• RBMF++ : A variant of RBMF. After finding the seed itemset, it
uses the non-linear decoder.

• RMVA [4] : Our main competitor which is the state-of-the-art
method for rating elicitation. It alleviates the squareness of RBMF
by introducing the rectangular matrix volume which is a gener-
alization of the usual determinant.

• RMVA++ : A variant of RMVA. After finding the seed itemset, it
uses the non-linear decoder.
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Table 2: Experiment results with 𝑘=50. Results of DRE and the best baseline are in bold face. Improv. denotes the improvement
of DRE over the best baseline. ∗, ∗∗, and ∗ ∗ ∗ indicate 𝑝 ≤ 0.05, 𝑝 ≤ 0.01, and 𝑝 ≤ 0.005 for the paired t-test of DRE vs. the best
baseline.

Dataset Metrics MOSTPOP RAN++ POP++ RBMF RBMF++ RMVA RMVA++ DRE Improv.

MovieLens 1M
P@10 0.3733 0.4267 0.4011 0.5047 0.5027 0.5063 0.5033 0.5396 6.56%***
P@20 0.3331 0.3880 0.3557 0.4373 0.4366 0.4363 0.4325 0.4734 8.25%***

NDCG@10 0.3921 0.4439 0.4235 0.5359 0.5365 0.5387 0.5357 0.5688 5.59%***
NDCG@20 0.3629 0.4146 0.3935 0.4871 0.4883 0.4887 0.4852 0.5197 6.34%***

CiteULike
P@10 0.0073 0.0146 0.0365 0.0465 0.0528 0.0498 0.0581 0.0701 20.69%***
P@20 0.0049 0.0136 0.0304 0.0366 0.0392 0.0380 0.0410 0.0471 14.90%***

NDCG@10 0.0121 0.0159 0.0431 0.0590 0.0649 0.0610 0.0691 0.0912 31.98%***
NDCG@20 0.0130 0.0181 0.0430 0.0569 0.0611 0.0582 0.0652 0.0842 29.14%***

Yelp
P@10 0.0424 0.0496 0.0478 0.0602 0.0591 0.0608 0.0609 0.0633 4.01%**
P@20 0.0371 0.0429 0.0393 0.0499 0.0498 0.0503 0.0505 0.0524 3.76%*

NDCG@10 0.0461 0.0542 0.0525 0.0692 0.0674 0.0694 0.0690 0.0705 1.56%
NDCG@20 0.0477 0.0548 0.0531 0.0679 0.0673 0.0681 0.0684 0.0696 1.75%

MovieLens 20M
P@10 0.3853 0.4007 0.4063 0.5064 0.5049 0.5116 0.5113 0.5712 11.65%***
P@20 0.3276 0.3575 0.3585 0.4312 0.4316 0.4382 0.4382 0.4875 11.24%***

NDCG@10 0.4071 0.4196 0.4253 0.5414 0.5401 0.5444 0.5434 0.6077 11.62%***
NDCG@20 0.3596 0.3826 0.3899 0.4806 0.4806 0.4851 0.4846 0.5373 10.76%***

Note that we do not compare DRE with personalized rating
elicitation methods, because they use users’ rating history [3, 19]
or side information [2]. DRE is for new users without any rating
history and side information.

5.4 Implementation Details
We use PyTorch [18] and Adam optimizer [10] for the proposed
model and all baselines. For each dataset, hyper-parameters are
tuned by using grid searches on the validation set. The learning
rate for the Adam optimizer is chosen from {0.1, 0.05, 0.01, 0.005,
0.004, 0.003, 0.002, 0.001}. We use a 2-layer fully-connected network
as the decoder of DRE. It has the shape of [𝑘 → 𝑑 → 𝑚]. The
dimension of the hidden layer 𝑑 is chosen from {200, 300, 500}.
For the temperature annealing, 𝑇0 is chosen from {1, 10, 20, 50} and
𝑇𝐸 is chosen from {0.01, 0.1, 0.5, 1, 𝑇0}. We find the best epoch in
{200, 400, 1000, 2000}. For RMVA, we tune the decomposition rank
of SVD for every possible number (i.e., any smaller number than 𝑘).
Lastly, we report the average value of five iterations for all methods.

5.5 Comparing with baselines
We evaluate the top-N recommendation performance of DRE and
baseline methods in two ranking metrics. Table 2 shows the quanti-
tative results and Figure 3 shows the result with the different sizes
of the seed itemset 𝑘 . In summary, the proposed model achieves
the best results in all the metrics, especially on CiteULike dataset
(by up to 31.98% improvement for NDCG@10 compared to the best
baseline). Also, DRE outperforms all the baselines with different 𝑘
in Figure 3. We analyze the results from various perspectives.
Effectiveness of rating elicitation: We observe that MOSTPOP
produces the worst performance among all the baselines. Since
MOSTPOP does not employ rating elicitation, it provides a mere
non-personalized recommendation to all new users. As a result, the
performance of MOSTPOP is even worse than RAN++. With the
rating elicitation, we can capture the preference of new users so
that we can make personalized initial recommendations for them.
Importance of the interactions between seed items: We ob-
serve that the performance of the statistic-based methods (i.e.,

RAN++ and POP++) is significantlyworse than the other approaches
which consider the interactions between the seed items. With the
consideration of inter-item interactions, we can find more repre-
sentative seed itemset by avoiding the redundant selection.
Importance of non-linear interactions and end-to-end train-
ing: We observe that DRE outperforms the state-of-the-art com-
petitor (i.e., RMVA) on all the datasets, especially on the CiteULike
dataset. Also, we find that the non-linear decoder is not always
beneficial to improve the performance of the baselines (RBMF vs.
RBMF++ and RMVA vs. RMVA++). As described in Section 3.1,
the maximal-volume based methods only consider the linear in-
teractions of the items both for finding the seed itemset and for
reconstructing the user rating vector. Although the decoder of
RBMF++ and RMVA++ has a capability to capture the non-linearity,
the performance is not always improved because the seed itemsets
of them are not selected with the consideration of the non-linear
interactions. Unlike the existing approaches, DRE optimizes the
seed itemset and the non-linear decoder together through the end-
to-end training, which enables the proposed framework to fully
capture the complex structures of the CF information.
Deficiency of greedy selection: In Figure 3, we observe that
the performance of DRE is more consistently improved on three
datasets, compared to the maximal-volume approaches as the size
of the seed itemset increases. Because the greedy selection of the
maximal-volume approaches cannot consider the interactions of
the entire seed items at once, they may have limited capability of
finding the most representative item combination. As a result, they
cannot fully take advantage of the larger seed itemset. However,
DRE can choose all the seed items at a time while considering
non-linear interactions among them. This result again verifies the
superiority of the proposed framework.

5.6 Seed itemset Analysis
For the qualitative comparison, we visualize the locations of the
seed items in the latent space, where users’ preferences on items are
encoded, by using t-SNE [16]. We train the latent vectors of users
and items on MovieLens 1M with the state-of-the-art CF method
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(a) MovieLens 1M (b) CiteULike (c) Yelp (d) MovieLens 20M

Figure 3: P@20 of DRE and baselines with different 𝑘 on four datasets.

(a) DRE (b) RMVA (c) RBMF

Figure 4: Location of the seed itemset on MovieLens 1M with 𝑘=40. Blue dots are latent vector of users and items, the red circles
are the seed items.

Table 3: Effect of 𝜏 on P@20 onMovieLens 1M. The best result
is in bold face.

𝑇0
1 10 20 50

𝑇𝐸

0.5 0.5324 0.5348 0.5336 0.5332
0.1 0.5315 0.5396 0.5352 0.5281
0.01 0.5105 0.5325 0.5374 0.5263
𝑇0 0.5158 0.4798 0.4502 0.4503

for implicit feedback [7]. In Figure 4, we plot the latent vectors of
users and items as blue dots on two-dimensional plane, and we
mark the seed items with red translucent circles. We can clearly see
that the seed items obtained by DRE are more scattered around the
plane than those of RMVA and RBMF. Most seed items of RMVA
and RBMF are densely located at the left-center of the plane. This
result supports our argument that DRE can select the better seed
itemset compared to the maximal-volume approaches which may
select redundant items in terms of non-linear dependency.

5.7 Hyperparameter Analysis
In this section, we analyze the effect of the hyperparameter 𝜏 with
the result in Table 3.With the large 𝜏 , the output of Gumbel-Softmax
is smooth so that DRE can explore the various combinations of
items. With the annealed small 𝜏 , the output of Gumbel-Softmax
becomes one-hot so that DRE can select the seed itemset concretely.

Note that the last row of Table 3 shows the result when 𝑇𝐸 = 𝑇0
(i.e., no temperature annealing). We observe that the temperature
annealing is significantly beneficial to improve model performance.

6 CONCLUSION
We review the existing methods for the rating elicitation and point
out two major flaws of them. Solving those two flaws, we propose
DRE, a novel deep learning framework that selects the seed itemset
at a time with consideration of the non-linear interactions of the
items. To this end, DRE first defines the categorical distributions
to sample seed items, then trains both the categorical distributions
and a non-linear decoder in the end-to-end manner. After selecting
the seed itemset, DRE can provide personalized recommendation
for a new user by using the trained decoder and the feedback on the
seed itemset. With our extensive experiments, we show that DRE
outperforms all state-of-the-art methods in terms of two ranking
metrics on four real-world datasets. Also, we conduct a qualitative
experiment to support our arguments about the superiority of DRE.
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