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ABSTRACT
People enjoy sharing "notes" including their experiences within
online communities. Therefore, recommending notes aligned with
user interests has become a crucial task. Existing online methods
only input notes into BERT-based models to generate note embed-
dings for assessing similarity. However, they may underutilize some
important cues, e.g., hashtags or categories, which represent the key
concepts of notes. Indeed, learning to generate hashtags/categories
can potentially enhance note embeddings, both of which compress
key note information into limited content. Besides, Large Language
Models (LLMs) have significantly outperformed BERT in under-
standing natural languages. It is promising to introduce LLMs into
note recommendation. In this paper, we propose a novel unified
framework called NoteLLM, which leverages LLMs to address the
item-to-item (I2I) note recommendation. Specifically, we utilize
Note Compression Prompt to compress a note into a single special
token, and further learn the potentially related notes’ embeddings
via a contrastive learning approach. Moreover, we use NoteLLM
to summarize the note and generate the hashtag/category auto-
matically through instruction tuning. Extensive validations on real
scenarios demonstrate the effectiveness of our proposed method
compared with the online baseline and show major improvements
in the recommendation system of Xiaohongshu.
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Figure 1: An example of recommending the relevant note
from millions-level notes pool via NoteLLM. Learning hash-
tag generation benefits item-to-item recommendation tasks.
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1 INTRODUCTION
Focused on user-generated content (UGC) and providing a more
authentic and personalized user experience, social media like Xi-
aohongshu and Lemon8 have gained significant popularity among
users. These platforms encourage users to share their product re-
views, travel blogs, and life experiences, among other content, also
referred to as "notes". By providing more personalized notes based
on user preferences, note recommendation plays a crucial part in
enhancing user engagement [16, 34, 48, 64]. Item-to-item (I2I) note
recommendation is a classic way to retrieve notes of potential in-
terest to the user from the millions-level notes pool [19, 65]. Given
a target note, I2I methods select the relevant notes according to
content [65] or collaborative signals [19].

Existing online methods of I2I note recommendation usually
input whole note content into BERT-based models [3] to generate
embeddings of notes, and recommend relevant notes based on
embedding similarity [11, 36]. However, these methods merely treat
hashtags/categories as a component of note content, underutilizing
their potential. As shown in Figure 1, hashtags/categories (e.g., #
Singapore) represent the central ideas of notes, which are crucial
in determining whether two notes contain related content. In fact,
we find that generating hashtags/categories is similar to producing
note embeddings. Both compress the key note information into
limited content. Therefore, learning to generate hashtags/categories
can potentially enhance the quality of embeddings. Besides, Large
Language Models (LLMs) have recently exhibited powerful abilities
in natural languages [10, 24, 42, 54] and recommendations [1, 2,
34, 59]. However, there is a scarcity of research investigating the
application of LLMs in I2I recommendations. Utilizing LLMs to
improve I2I note recommendations holds considerable promise.

Inspired by the above insights, we propose a unified multi-task
approach called NoteLLM in this paper. Based on LLMs, NoteLLM
learns from the I2I note recommendation and hashtag/category
generation tasks, aiming to enhance the I2I note recommendation
ability by learning to extract condensed concepts. Specifically, we
first construct a unified Note Compression Prompt for each note
sample and then decode via pre-trained LLMs (e.g., LLaMA 2 [42]),
which utilize a special token to compress the note content and gen-
erate hashtags/categories simultaneously. To construct the related
note pairs, we count the co-occurrence scores for all note pairs
from user behaviours, and form the set of co-occurrence scores for
each note. We select notes with the highest co-occurrence scores
in the set as the related notes for a given note. Further, to recom-
mend the relevant notes for each sample, Generative-Contrastive
Learning (GCL) utilizes the compressed tokens as the embedding
of each note, and then trains the LLMs to identify the related notes
from in-batch negatives. Simultaneously, we employ Collaborative
Supervised Fine-tuning (CSFT) approach to train models to gener-
ate hashtags/categories for each note. Since both the compression
token learned by the I2I note recommendation task and the hash-
tag/category generation task aim to extract the key concept of the
note content, CSFT can enhance note embeddings effectively.

Our paper makes the following contributions:

• To the best of our knowledge, our NoteLLM framework is the first
to address the I2I recommendation task utilizing LLMs. It reveals

that introducing LLMs is a practical and promising strategy to
enhance I2I recommendation systems.

• We propose a multi-task framework to learn I2I recommenda-
tion task and hashtag/category generation task to enhance note
embeddings. We demonstrate that learning to generate the com-
pressed concepts is beneficial to the I2I recommendation task.

• Extensive validations on offline experiments and online industrial
scenarios of Xiaohongshu demonstrate the effectiveness of our
proposed technical framework for note recommendation.

2 RELATEDWORK
2.1 I2I Recommendation
I2I recommendation is a crucial technique that can recommend a
ranked list of items from a large-scale item pool based on a target
item. I2I recommendation either pre-constructs the I2I index [55]
or retrieves relevant items online using the approximate k-nearest
neighbor method [12]. Traditional I2I recommendations typically
rely solely on collaborative signals from user behaviors [55, 67].
However, these methods cannot manage cold-start items due to lack
of user-item interaction [65]. To address this issue, numerous stud-
ies have investigated content-based I2I recommendations [8, 65].
We focus on the text-based I2I recommendation system, which mea-
sures the similarity of items based on their textual content. Initially,
representation of text-based I2I recommendation relied on a term-
based sparse vector matching mechanism [35, 37]. With the advent
of deep learning, neural networks have proven more adept at rep-
resenting text information [3, 27]. Previous works [13, 25, 52, 53]
transform texts into embeddings in the same latent space to mea-
sure their relationship through embedding similarity. LLMs have
recently gained great attention for their impressive abilities [33,
54, 56]. However, the application of LLMs in I2I recommendation
remains unexplored. Besides, some studies treat LLMs solely as
encoders for generating embeddings [10, 26, 28], failing to leverage
their full potential for generation. In NoteLLM, we utilize LLMs to
generate hashtags/categories, which can enhance note embeddings.

2.2 LLMs for Recommendation
LLMs have recently made significant advancements [31, 41, 42].
Consequently, numerous studies incorporate LLMs into recommen-
dation tasks [5, 18, 50]. There are three main methods of integrating
LLMs with recommendations [18, 50]. The first method is utiliz-
ing LLMs to augment data [21, 29, 51]. Due to the abundant world
knowledge contained by LLMs, the augmented data are more promi-
nent and diverse than the raw data [23, 46, 51]. However, these
methods require continuous preprocessing of the testing data to
align with the augmented training data and are highly dependent
on the quality of LLMs’ generation. The second method is lever-
aging LLMs to recommend directly. These methods design special
prompts [9, 20, 43] or use supervised finetuning [1, 2, 59] to induce
LLMs to answer the given questions. Nevertheless, because of the
limited context length, these methods only focus on the reranking
stage [7, 59], which only contains dozens of candidate items. The
last method is adopting LLMs as the encoders to generate embed-
dings representing specific items [15, 49]. Although these methods
are effective to extract information, they all discard the generative
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capabilities of LLMs. In contrast to above methods, NoteLLM em-
ploys LLMs during the recall phase and learns hashtag generation
to improve LLMs’ ability to produce embeddings.

2.3 Hashtag/Category Generation from Text
Hashtags and categories, as tagging mechanisms on social media,
streamline the identification of topic-specific messages and aid
users in finding themed content. Generating these from text can
assist in creating identifiers for untagged notes or suggesting op-
tions to users based on their preferences. In this domain, there are
three main methods: extractive, classification, and generative meth-
ods. Extractive methods identify key phrases in texts as hashtags
or categories [61, 63], but cannot obtain those not present in the
original text. Classification methods view this task as a text classifi-
cation problem [14, 58, 60]. However, these may yield sub-optimal
results due to the diverse, free-form nature of human-generated
hashtags. Generative methods generate the hashtags/categories
directly according to input texts [4, 44, 45]. Whereas, these meth-
ods are limited to solving the hashtag/category generation task.
In NoteLLM, LLMs perform multi-task learning, simultaneously
executing I2I recommendation and hashtag/category generation.
Due to the similarity of these two tasks, learning to generate the
hashtag/category can also enhance the I2I recommendation.

3 PROBLEM DEFINITION
In this section, we introduce the problem definition. We assume
N = {𝑛1, 𝑛2, ..., 𝑛𝑚} as note pool, where𝑚 is the number of notes.
Each note contains a title, hashtag, category, and content.We denote
the 𝑖-th note as 𝑛𝑖 = (𝑡𝑖 , 𝑡𝑝𝑖 , 𝑐𝑖 , 𝑐𝑡𝑖 ), where 𝑡𝑖 , 𝑡𝑝𝑖 , 𝑐𝑖 , 𝑐𝑡𝑖 mean the
title, the hashtag, the category and the content respectively. In the
I2I note recommendation task, given a target note 𝑛𝑖 , the LLM-
based retriever aims to rank the top-𝑘 notes, which are similar to
the given note, from the note poolN\{𝑛𝑖 }. In the hashtag/category
generation task, the LLM is utilized to generate the hashtag 𝑡𝑝𝑖
according to 𝑡𝑖 and 𝑐𝑡𝑖 . Besides, in the category generation task, the
LLM is to generate the category 𝑐𝑖 according to 𝑡𝑖 , 𝑡𝑝𝑖 and 𝑐𝑡𝑖 .

4 METHODOLOGY
4.1 Framework of NoteLLM
In this subsection, we introduce the framework of NoteLLM, which
comprises three key components: Note Compression Prompt Con-
struction, GCL, and CSFT, as illustrated in Figure 2. We employ
Note Compression Prompt to flexibly manage the I2I recommen-
dation and hashtag/category generation tasks. These prompts are
then tokenized and fed into LLMs. NoteLLM integrates both col-
laborative signals and semantic information into the hidden states.
GCL uses the hidden states of the generated compressed word to
conduct contrastive learning, thereby acquiring collaborative sig-
nals. Furthermore, CSFT leverages the semantic and collaborative
information of the note to generate hashtags and categories.

4.2 Note Compression Prompt
We employ a unified Note Compression Prompt to facilitate both
I2I recommendation and generation tasks. To leverage the gener-
ative capabilities of autoregressive LLMs for I2I recommendation

tasks [10], our aim is to condense the note content into a single
special token. This condensed special token is then used to acquire
collaborative knowledge through GCL. Subsequently, we generate
hashtags/categories using this knowledge via CSFT.

Specifically, we propose the following prompt template for gen-
eral note compression and hashtags/categories generation:

Prompt: [BOS]<Instruction> <Input Note> The compression
word is:"[EMB]". <Output Guidance> <Output>[EOS]
In this template, [BOS], [EMB], and [EOS] are special tokens,

while <Instruction>, <Input Note>, <Output Guidance>, and <Out-
put> are placeholders replaced by specific content. The specific
content for category generation is defined as follows:

Note Compression Prompt for Category Generation.
<Instruction>: Extract the note information in json format,
compress it into one word for recommendation, and generate
the category of the note.
<Input Note>: {’title’: 𝑡𝑖 , ’topic’: 𝑡𝑝𝑖 , ’content’: 𝑐𝑡𝑖 }.
<Output Guidance>: The category is:
<Output>: 𝑐𝑖
The template for hashtag generation is presented below:
Note Compression Prompt for Hashtag Generation.
<Instruction>: Extract the note information in json format,
compress it into one word for recommendation, and generate
<j> topics of the note.
<Input Note>: {’title’: 𝑡𝑖 , ’content’: 𝑐𝑡𝑖 }.
<Output Guidance>: The <j> topics are:
<Output>: <j> topics from 𝑡𝑝𝑖

Given the unpredictability of the number of hashtags generated by
users, we randomly select a subset of original hashtags as the output
target for hashtag generation to minimize potential misguidance to
LLMs. The number of randomly selected hashtags, denoted as <j>, is
incorporated into both the <Instruction> and <Output Guidance>.

Once the prompts are completed, they are tokenized and fed
into the LLM. The LLM then distills the collaborative signals and
key semantic information into the compressed word and generates
hashtags/categories based on the central ideas of notes.

4.3 Generative-Contrastive Learning
Pre-trained LLMs usually learn new knowledge via instruction
tuning [47, 62] or Reinforcement Learning from Human Feedback
(RLHF) [32, 38]. These methods mainly focus on leveraging seman-
tic information to enhance the effectiveness and safety of the LLMs.
However, relying solely on semantic information in LLMs is in-
sufficient for recommendation tasks [6, 20]. Collaborative signals,
which are absent in LLMs, play a vital role in identifying the notes
that are of specific interest to users [6, 20]. Therefore, we propose
GCL to empower LLMs to capture stronger collaborative signals. In
contrast to learning from specific answers or reward models, GCL
adopts contrastive learning, which learns the relational proximity
among notes from a holistic perspective.

In order to integrate collaborative signals into LLMs, we adopt
the co-occurrence mechanism to construct the related note pairs
based on user behaviours. This mechanism is based on the assump-
tion that notes frequently read together are likely related. Therefore,
we collect user behavior data within one week for the co-occurrence
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Figure 2: The NoteLLM framework uses a unified prompt for I2I note recommendations and hashtag/category generation. Notes
are compressed via the Note Compression Prompt and processed by pre-trained LLMs. We utilize the co-occurrence mechanism
to construct the related note pairs and train the I2I recommendation task using Generative-Contrasting Learning. NoteLLM
also extracts note’s key concepts for hashtag/category generation, enhancing the I2I recommendation task.

count. We count the occurrences in which users viewed note𝑛𝐴 and
subsequently clicked on note 𝑛𝐵 . Simultaneously, to differentiate
the contribution of co-occurrence from different users, we assigned
varying weights to distinct clicks. Specifically, we compute the
co-occurrence score as following:

𝑠𝑛𝐴→𝑛𝐵
=

𝑈∑︁
𝑖=1

1
𝑁𝑖

, (1)

where 𝑠𝑛𝐴→𝑛𝐵
represents the co-occurrence score from note 𝑛𝐴 to

note 𝑛𝐵 ,𝑈 is the number of users in this user behavior data, and 𝑁𝑖

denotes the quantity of the note set clicked by the 𝑖-th user in the
user behavior data. This operation aims to prevent the misdirection
of active users, who might indiscriminately click on every note
recommended to them. After calculating the co-occurrence score
for all note pairs, we construct the set of co-occurrence scores
S𝑛𝑖 from note 𝑛𝑖 to all other notes. Specifically, S𝑛𝑖 is defined as
{𝑠𝑛𝑖→𝑛 𝑗

|1 ≤ 𝑗 ≤ 𝑚, 𝑖 ≠ 𝑗}. Next, we filter outlier notes whose co-
occurrence scores are either above 𝑢 or below the threshold 𝑙 from
S𝑛𝑖 . Finally, we select the 𝑡 notes with the highest co-occurrence
scores from the filtered set as the related notes for note 𝑛𝑖 .

After constructing the related notes pairs, we train NoteLLM to
determine the relevance of notes based on textual semantics and
collaborative signals. Different from simply taking a special pooling

word to represent the note [26], we utilize prompts to compress the
note information to generate one virtual word. The last hidden state
of the compressed virtual word contains the semantic information
and collaborative signals of the given note, which can represent
the note. Specifically, due to the autoregressive nature of LLMs,
we take the last hidden state of the previous token of [EMB] and
use a linear layer to transform it to note embedding space, whose
dimension is 𝑑 . We denote the embedding of 𝑖-th note 𝑛𝑖 as 𝒏𝑖 . We
assume each minibatch contains 𝐵 related note pairs, resulting in a
total of 2𝐵 notes per minibatch. We denote the related note of the
note 𝑛𝑖 as 𝑛+𝑖 , and its embedding as 𝒏+

𝑖
. Following [30], the loss of

GCL is computed as follows:

𝐿𝑐𝑙 = − 1
2𝐵

2𝐵∑︁
𝑖=1

𝑙𝑜𝑔
𝑒𝑠𝑖𝑚 (𝒏𝑖 ,𝒏+

𝑖 ) ·𝑒𝜏∑
𝑗∈[2𝐵 ]\{𝑖 } 𝑒

𝑠𝑖𝑚 (𝒏𝑖 ,𝒏 𝑗 ) ·𝑒𝜏
, (2)

where 𝐿𝑐𝑙 denotes the loss of GCL, 𝜏 means the learnable tempera-
ture and 𝑠𝑖𝑚(𝑎, 𝑏) = 𝑎⊤𝑏/(∥𝑎∥∥𝑏∥).

4.4 Collaborative Supervised Fine-Tuning
LLMs have gained prominence due to their robust capabilities in
semantic understanding and generation. Several existing works
attempt to apply the impressive abilities of LLMs to sentence em-
beddings [10, 26, 28, 30, 39]. However, these methods overlook the
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generative capabilities of LLMs, reducing them to mere embedding
generators and failing to fully exploit their potential. Besides, these
methods underutilize hashtags/categories, which represent the key
concepts of notes. In fact, generating hashtags/categories is similar
to producing note embeddings. Both tasks aim to summarize note
content. The task of generating hashtags/categories extracts key
note information from a text generation perspective, while the task
of producing note embeddings compresses notes into a virtual word
from a collaborative viewpoint for I2I recommendation. To this end,
our NoteLLM jointly models the GCL and CSFT tasks to potentially
enhance the quality of embeddings. We integrate these two tasks
into a single prompt, providing additional information for both
tasks and streamlining the training process.

Specifically, we adopt CSFT, which leverages the semantic con-
tent of the notes and the collaborative signals in the compressed
token to generate hashtags/categories. To enhance training effi-
ciency and prevent the forgetting problem [40], we select 𝑟 notes
from each batch for the hashtag generation task, while the remain-
ing notes are allocated for the category generation task. Specifically,
we compute the CSFT loss as follows:

𝐿𝑔𝑒𝑛 = − 1
𝑇

𝑇∑︁
𝑖=1

𝑙𝑜𝑔(𝑝 (𝑜𝑖 |𝑜<𝑖 , 𝑖)), (3)

where 𝐿𝑔𝑒𝑛 is the CSFT loss,𝑇 is the length of the output, 𝑜𝑖 means
the 𝑖-th token in output sequence 𝑜 and 𝑖 is the input sequence.

Finally, we define the loss function of NoteLLM to incorporate
both GCL and CSFT, as follows:

𝐿 =
𝐿𝑐𝑙 + 𝛼𝐿𝑔𝑒𝑛

1 + 𝛼
, (4)

where 𝐿 is the total loss of NoteLLM and 𝛼 is the hyperparameter.
Through model updates, NoteLLM is capable of concurrently exe-
cuting I2I recommendation tasks and hashtag/category generation
tasks for note recommendation scenarios.

5 EXPERIMENTS
5.1 Dataset and Experiment Setting

Table 1: Detailed statistics of training and testing dataset.

training dataset
#notes 458,221 #note pairs 312,564
avg. #words per title 11.54 avg. #hashtag per note 3.02
avg. #words per hashtag 4.19 avg. #words per content 47.67

testing dataset
#notes 257,937 #note pairs 27,999
avg. #words per title 13.70 avg. #hashtag per note 5.49
avg. #words per hashtag 4.53 avg. #words per content 182.45

We conduct offline experiments onXiaohongshu product datasets.
To balance the model’s training, we generate the training set by
extracting a fixed number of note pairs from each category combi-
nation based on a week’s product data. Then, we randomly select
notes from the upcoming month to form the note pool of testing set,
excluding any notes that are already in the training dataset. The
detailed statistics of the training and testing dataset are shown in
Table 1. Besides, there are more than 500 categories in our dataset.

In our experiments, we leverage Meta LLaMA 2 [42] as the base
LLMs. In related note pair construction, we set the upper bound
of the co-occurrence score 𝑢 as 30 and the lower bound 𝑙 as 0.01.
And we set 𝑡 as 10. Besides, the dimension 𝑑 of note embedding
is set to 128. The batch size 𝐵 is set to 641. Each batch contains
128 notes. Due to context length restriction, we truncate the titles
exceeding 20 tokens, and truncate the contents exceeding 80 tokens.
The temperature 𝜏 is initialized as 3. We set 𝛼 in Equation 4 to 0.01.
The ratio 𝑟 for the hashtag generation task is set at 40%.

To assess the offline performance of the I2I recommendation
model, we choose the prompt for category generation, which con-
tains all input note information. We select the first note from each
note pair as the target note, and the other as the ground truth.
Subsequently, we rank all the notes in the test pool, excluding the
target note, according to the target note. We then use Recall@100,
Recall@1k, Recall@10k and Recall@100k to validate the model
effectiveness for I2I note recommendation. For closet category gen-
eration tasks, we use accuracy (Acc.) and illusory proportions (Ill.)
as the evaluation metrics. Ill. represent the proportion of categories
generated by the model that are not in the closet. For free-form
hashtag generation tasks, we use BLEU4, ROUGE1, ROUGE2 and
ROUGEL to evaluate models.

5.2 Offline Performance Evaluation
In this subsection, we demonstrate the effectiveness of NoteLLM
for I2I note recommendation. We compare our NoteLLM with the
following text-based I2I recommendation methods:

• zero-shot utilizes LLMs to generate the embeddings without
any prompts and then conducts zero-shot retrieval.

• PromptEOL zero-shot [10] is a zero-shot LLMs sentence embed-
ding method that uses the explicit one-word limitation prompt.

• SentenceBERT [36] adopts BERT to learn the note similarity
based on contrastive learning, serving as the online baseline.

• PromptEOL+CSE [10] uses the explicit one-word limitation
prompt and leverages contrastive learning to update LLMs.

• RepLLaMA [26], a bi-encoder dense retriever based on LLMs
without any prompts.

The results, as presented in Table 2, offer several insightful obser-
vations. Despite their potential, zero-shot methods are still unable
to surpass the performance of fine-tuned methods, suggesting that
the latter’s specific knowledge in the note recommendation domain
gives them an edge. Further, we find that the comparison between
methods based on LLaMA 2 and SentenceBERT reveals a significant
advantage for the former, indicating a superior ability of LLMs to un-
derstand notes. The performance of PromptEOL+CSE with specific
prompts matches that of RepLLaMA without prompts, indicating
that prompts boost zero-shot retrieval but their effect lessens after
fine-tuning. Lastly, our NoteLLM outperforms other LLM-based
methods, primarily due to CSFT’s effective transfer of summary
ability into note embedding compression, which efficiently distills
key points for improved note embeddings.

1We utilize Distributed Data Parallel training on 8 × 80GB Nvidia A100 GPUs and the
batch size per each GPU is 8.
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Table 2: Performance of different methods in I2I recommendation tasks (%).

Model Size Recall@100 Recall@1k Recall@10k Recall@100k Avg.
LLaMA 2 zero-shot 7B 11.94 19.44 32.53 68.81 33.18
PromptEOL zero-shot [10] 7B 55.27 74.47 88.71 98.04 79.12
SentenceBERT (Online) [36] 110M 70.72 87.88 96.29 99.62 88.63
PromptEOL+CSE [10] 7B 83.28 95.26 99.20 99.96 94.43
RepLLaMA [26] 7B 83.63 95.10 99.27 99.94 94.49
NoteLLM 7B 84.02 95.23 99.23 99.96 94.66

Table 3: Performance of different methods for low exposure notes and high exposure notes in I2I recommendation tasks (%).

Low Exposure High Exposure Overall
Recall@100 Recall@1k Recall@100 Recall@1k Recall@100 Recall@1k

SentenceBERT (Online) [36] 75.00 90.54 59.03 81.91 70.72 87.88
PromptEOL+CSE [10] 86.28 96.63 72.46 91.40 83.28 95.26
RepLLaMA [26] 86.54 96.18 72.64 91.37 83.63 95.10
NoteLLM 87.85 96.63 73.46 91.26 84.02 95.23

5.3 Effect on Different Exposure Notes
In this subsection, we demonstrate the efficacy of our NoteLLM
in handling notes with varying levels of exposure. For a more
comprehensive analysis, we have divided the ground truth notes
into two distinct categories based on their exposure levels. The first
category encompasses notes with low-exposure, specifically those
with an exposure of less than 1, 500. Despite constituting 30% of all
test notes, their cumulative exposure only amounts to 0.5%. On the
other hand, the second category includes notes with high-exposure,
characterized by an exposure exceeding 75, 000. Even though they
represent only 10% of all test notes, their collective exposure is
substantial, accounting for 75% of the total. We then separately
calculate the recall for these two groups to further understand the
performance of our NoteLLM across different exposure levels.

The results are presented in Table 3. NoteLLM consistently out-
performs other methods for both low and high exposure notes in
most cases, which indicates that the incorporation of CSFT mod-
ule provides consistent benefits across all notes, irrespective of
their exposure levels. It’s worth noting that while these methods
exhibit commendable performance with low-exposure notes, they
falter when dealing with high-exposure notes. The decline in per-
formance can be attributed to neglecting the popularity bias [17].
Such properties enhance the model’s ability to recall based on the
content of the notes, making it particularly suitable for retrieving
cold-start notes. This can motivate users to post more new notes,
creating richer content for the entire community.

5.4 Ablation Study
In this subsection, we conduct an ablation study to underscore the
effectiveness of the key innovations in our work. To enhance our
analysis, we also show performance on the category and hashtag
generation tasks in the following experiments.

We compare our NoteLLM with following variants:

• w/o CSFT, a method solely employs the GCL module.
• w/o GCL (𝑟 = 40%) only adopts CSFT module to guide LLMs in
summarizing the hashtags and categories.

• w/o GCL (𝑟 = 0%) only has category summary task.
• w/o GCL (𝑟 = 100%) only instructs LLMs to summarize hashtags.

The results are presented in Table 4, from which we can draw
several conclusions. Firstly, we observe that the ablation without
CSFT performs worse than NoteLLM in I2I recommendation task,
and completely loses the ability to generate hashtags and categories.
This highlights the crucial role of the CSFT module in enhancing
note embeddings and suggests that a single model can handle both
recommendation and generation tasks. Secondly, we find that the
ablation without GCLmodule outperforms PromptEOL zero-shot in
I2I recommendation tasks. This indicates that the hashtag/category
generation task can enhance I2I recommendation tasks. Thirdly, the
ablation without GCL (𝑟 = 40%) performs better in I2I recommen-
dation tasks than the version without GCL (𝑟 = 0%) and without
GCL (𝑟 = 100%). This suggests that task diversity is important for
CSFT [22]. Finally, we observe a clear seesaw phenomenon [66] for
hashtag and category generation tasks. The ablation without GCL
(𝑟 = 0%) can generate correct categories for 80.64% of notes, but
struggles to summarize useful hashtags. Conversely, the version
without GCL (𝑟 = 100%) generates high-quality hashtags, but the
generated categories are mostly incorrect.

5.5 Impact of Data Diversity in CSFT Module
In this subsection, we investigate the impact of data diversity in
CSFT module. The performance of the model for different tasks
under varying data type proportions is presented in Table 5.

For I2I recommendation tasks, performance improves as 𝑟 in-
creases. This is attributed to the enhanced data diversity of in-
struction tuning with a higher 𝑟 , which more effectively instructs
LLMs to summarize and compress various types of information.
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Table 4: Ablation study for NoteLLM in I2I recommendation, category generation and hashtag generation tasks (%).

Model R@100 R@1k R@10k R@100k Avg. Acc. Ill. BLEU4 ROUGE1 ROUGE2 ROUGEL
NoteLLM 84.02 95.23 99.23 99.96 94.66 66.17 0.50 1.38 22.31 8.02 21.03
w/o CSFT 83.28 95.26 99.20 99.96 94.43 0.00 100.00 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00

w/o GCL (𝑟 = 40%) 75.38 90.33 97.09 98.93 90.43 75.12 2.27 1.28 26.50 13.02 23.27
w/o GCL (𝑟 = 0%) 60.38 83.22 96.13 98.84 84.64 80.64 0.07 0.00 1.54 0.00 1.54
w/o GCL (𝑟 = 100%) 71.98 87.86 95.59 98.51 88.49 0.18 99.70 1.30 27.66 14.19 24.11

Table 5: Performance of NoteLLM under different data diversity in CSFT module for I2I recommendation, category generation
and hashtag generation tasks (%).

𝑟 R@100 R@1k R@10k R@100k Avg. Acc. Ill. BLEU4 ROUGE1 ROUGE2 ROUGEL
0% 83.29 95.07 99.14 99.96 94.37 71.00 0.12 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
20% 83.81 95.28 99.26 99.96 94.58 69.70 0.09 1.59 22.57 7.73 21.64
40% 84.02 95.23 99.23 99.96 94.66 66.17 0.50 1.38 22.31 8.02 21.03
60% 83.37 95.03 99.25 99.96 94.40 63.37 0.90 1.33 21.92 7.88 20.62
80% 83.15 95.06 99.27 99.97 94.36 53.60 2.67 1.34 22.48 8.31 21.10
100% 82.49 94.49 99.11 99.96 94.01 0.00 100.00 1.33 21.88 7.99 20.47

Table 6: Performance of NoteLLM under varying CSFT module magnitudes for I2I recommendation, category generation and
hashtag generation tasks (%).

Model R@100 R@1k R@10k R@100k Avg. Acc. Ill. BLEU4 ROUGE1 ROUGE2 ROUGEL
𝛼 = 0 83.42 95.13 99.31 99.96 94.46 0.00 100.00 0.05 0.91 0.01 0.87

𝛼 = 0.001 83.73 95.09 99.26 99.97 94.51 49.04 6.84 1.82 15.13 3.23 14.80
𝛼 = 0.01 84.02 95.23 99.23 99.96 94.66 66.17 0.50 1.38 22.31 8.02 21.03
𝛼 = 0.1 83.51 95.18 99.31 99.96 94.49 73.33 0.04 1.33 24.44 10.42 22.28
𝛼 = 1 83.79 94.79 99.26 99.97 94.45 74.69 0.82 1.33 26.94 13.21 23.90
𝛼 = 10 82.92 94.28 98.94 99.96 94.03 75.15 2.08 1.30 27.63 13.95 24.21

However, as 𝑟 continues to increase and the data for instruction
tuning becomes more skewed towards the hashtag generation task,
performance begins to decline. For category generation tasks, as
the data becomes more biased towards the hashtag generation task,
the performance on category generation deteriorates. However,
as 𝑟 continues to increase from 20%, there is not much significant
change in the hashtag generation task. This may be because the
category generation task is a closet task, which requires a strin-
gent match. In contrast, the hashtag generation task is a free-form
generation task, which allows for greater flexibility.

5.6 Impact of the Magnitude of CSFT Module
In this subsection, we explore the impact of the magnitude of CSFT
module on task performance. We present the results of our experi-
ments in Table 6. Our findings suggest that a slight increase in 𝛼

enhances the performance of both recommendation and generation
tasks. However, as 𝛼 continues to increase, the performance of the
recommendation task begins to decline, while the performance of
the generation task continues to improve. This reveals a trade-off

between generation and I2I recommendation tasks, highlighting
the need for a balanced approach.

5.7 Case Study
Finally, we show some cases for note recommendation and gen-
eration tasks as shown in Figure 3. In Figure 3(a), the query note
suggests which summer clothes to avoid buying, while all baselines
recommend summer outfits. NoteLLM can accurately recommend
notes that are related to simple living. In Figure 3(b), baselines
misinterpret ’rabbit’ in the note as a live rabbit, instead of the toy
rabbit from Keep strangers away. Figure 3(c) and Figure 3(d) show
the cases for hashtag generation tasks, which shows the benefits
of NoteLLM. RedHashtag is an online hashtag generation method
for Xiaohongshu, which is based on classification from the fixed
hashtag set. In Figure 3(c), NoteLLM is not deceived by the semantic
information ’factories’. Instead, NoteLLM correctly identifies that
the note’s content primarily focuses on taking photos. In Figure 3(d),
NoteLLM is capable of generating more specific and long-tail hash-
tags, as opposed to the more generic ones. However, our method
still suffers from the hallucination problem [57].
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Figure 3: The visualization cases of NoteLLM and other baselines. Figure 3(a) and 3(b) show the cases in I2I recommendation
tasks, where the left query note is the user’s clicked note, and the remaining notes are the top-1 ranked results retrieved by
different methods. Figure 3(c) and 3(d) show the cases in hashtag generation tasks. RedHashtag is the online hashtag generation
method. GT means the ground truth hashtags.

5.8 Online Experiments
We conduct week-long online I2I recommendation experiments on
Xiaohongshu. Compared to the previous online method that adopts
SentenceBERT, our NoteLLM improves the click-through rate by
16.20%. Furthermore, the enhanced recall performance increases the
number of comments by 1.10% and the average weekly number of
publishers (WAP) by 0.41%. These results indicate the introduction
of LLMs into I2I note recommendation tasks can improve recom-
mendation performance and user experience. Besides, we observe
a noteworthy increase of 3.58% in the number of comments on
new notes within a single day. This denotes the generalization of
LLMs is beneficial to cold start notes. Now, we have deployed our
NoteLLM into the I2I note recommendation task on Xiaohongshu.

6 CONCLUSION
In this work, we propose retrievable LLMs, called NoteLLM, for note
recommendation with three key components: Note Compression
Prompt, GCL, and CSFT. To manage both I2I recommendation and

hashtag/category generation tasks, we utilize Note Compression
Prompt to form the compressed word embeddings and generate the
hashtag/category simultaneously. Then, we use GCL to conduct
contrastive learning based on the hidden states of the compressed
word, which acquires collaborative signals. Additionally, we em-
ploy CSFT to preserve the generation capability of NoteLLM while
leveraging the semantic and collaborative information of the note
to generate hashtags and categories, which can enhance the em-
beddings for recommendation. Comprehensive experiments are
conducted, which validate the effectiveness of NoteLLM.
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