
TRAWL: External Knowledge-Enhanced Recommendation with
LLM Assistance

Weiqing Luo
wqluo@smail.nju.edu.cn

State Key Laboratory for Novel Software Technology,
Nanjing University
WeChat, Tencent

China

Chonggang Song
jerrycgsong@tencent.com

WeChat, Tencent
China

Lingling Yi
chrisyi@tencent.com
WeChat, Tencent

China

Gong Cheng
gcheng@nju.edu.cn

State Key Laboratory for Novel Software Technology,
Nanjing University

China

ABSTRACT
Combining semantic information with behavioral data is a crucial
research area in recommender systems. A promising approach in-
volves leveraging external knowledge to enrich behavioral-based
recommender systems with abundant semantic information. How-
ever, this approach faces two primary challenges: denoising raw
external knowledge and adapting semantic representations. To ad-
dress these challenges, we propose an External Knowledge-Enhanced
Recommendation method with LLM Assistance (TRAWL). This
method utilizes large language models (LLMs) to extract relevant
recommendation knowledge from raw external data and employs
a contrastive learning strategy for adapter training. Experiments
on public datasets and real-world online recommender systems
validate the effectiveness of our approach.

1 INTRODUCTION
Recommendation systems contain a wealth of semantic informa-
tion, such as product names and descriptions, and user profiles.
This semantic information can naturally be linked to open-world
knowledge. For example, it is a common practice to introduce prior
external knowledge into recommendation systems through entity
linking techniques [13] and hence improve recommendation per-
formance with the incorporation of supplementary information.

The current mainstream approach in recommendation systems is
to model user and item IDs, leveraging behavioral collaborative sig-
nals to enhance recommendation performance [1]. ID embeddings
are primarily designed to encapsulate the behavioral correlations
exhibited by user-item interactions. However, these embeddings fre-
quently fail to capture the content relevance inherent to the items
themselves. This limitation is particularly pronounced in scenarios
such as the cold start problem and in the context of similarity-based
recommendations How to effectively utilize the aforementioned
prior external knowledge to complement the behavioral informa-
tion in recommendation systems and thereby improve performance
has not been thoroughly studied [4].

Intuitively, leveraging external knowledge involves a two-stage
process: firstly, it requires the extraction of effective representations
of the semantic information. Subsequently, these representations

must be efficiently integrated into downstream recommendation
algorithms. Each stage poses substantial challenges.

Challenge 1. Raw external knowledge is not inherently tailored
to recommender systems and necessitates processing to become truly
beneficial for recommendation.

External knowledge, though readily obtainable through preva-
lent semantic information in common recommender systems, poses
significant utilization challenges, which can be encapsulated into
two primary gaps.

The first gap arises from the noise present in the raw external
knowledge, which, although not necessarily detrimental to recom-
mendation performance, requires careful handling. For instance, in
movie recommender systems, semantic information is available for
both items and users. For a specific movie, it is straightforward to
acquire world knowledge from a knowledge base. Similarly, for a
particular user, in addition to his (or her) basic profile, the external
knowledge of movies in their viewing history is a valuable resource
for recommendation. However, the raw external knowledge for a
movie is often extensive, with useful information dispersed through-
out, necessitating extraction and summarization.

The second gap pertains to knowledge that is implicitly benefi-
cial for recommendation, which involves transforming knowledge
that is outside the immediate recommendation context through
common-sense inference. For instance, encoding the numerical age
of a user under 18 directly into the language model offers limited
utility to the recommendation system. However, applying common-
sense inference can deduce that this user’s preferences are more
likely to include content relevant to teenagers, such as fantasy films,
thereby significantly improving recommendation accuracy.

In essence, extracting truly beneficial recommendation knowledge
from raw external knowledge necessitates that the recommender sys-
tem develop capabilities for information filtering and common-sense
inference.

Challenge 2. Adapting recommendation-related content extracted
from external knowledge from the semantic space to the recommen-
dation space is an immensely challenging task.

Even when raw external knowledge has been processed into
useful recommendation knowledge and encoded into semantic rep-
resentations by natural language processing tools, a gap remains
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between these semantic representations and behavioral representa-
tions. This disparity complicates the integration and utilization of
both types of information within the recommender system. Conse-
quently, to effectively combine external knowledge with behavioral
information, the recommender system must acquire the capability to
adapt semantic representations to the recommendation space.

Our Work
To address the aforementioned challenges, we propose our rec-

ommendation framework, TRAWL (External knowledge-enhanced
Recommendation with LLM).

For Challenge 1, TRAWL addresses the two identified gaps by
using appropriate prompts to guide a large language model (LLM).
First, TRAWLdirects the LLM to concentrate on the key recommendation-
related elements of the raw external knowledge while filtering out
noisy parts, leveraging the LLM’s advanced text summarization
capabilities. Second, utilizing the LLM’s common-sense inference
abilities, TRAWL facilitates the integration of world knowledge
with recommendation knowledge, thereby generating more useful
semantic representations for the downstream recommender system.
Different from traditional approaches employed for the generation
of textual summaries, LLMs exhibit a distinct advantage in their
capacity in synthesizing summaries that are not only concise but
also significantly enriched with pertinent information, contingent
upon the provision of specific cues or prompts. TRAWL generates
recommendation knowledge for both the user and item sides, en-
suring alignment between them through uniform key factors in the
prompts.

For Challenge 2, TRAWL integrates domain knowledge (i.e., user-
item behavioral information) as supervisory signals to train the
adaptation module. We employ multi-task learning to address the
recommendation and adaptation tasks concurrently. Specifically, in
addition to the original loss of the recommendation network, we
introduce a novel auxiliary loss function to train the adaptation
module. This module is designed to transform the recommendation
knowledge generated by the LLM into information beneficial for
recommendations. By incorporating domain knowledge, we train
the adaptor to embed behavioral information into the semantic rep-
resentations, ensuring that users and items with similar interactions
produce similar representations.

We conduct extensive experiments to validate the effectiveness
and generalizability of our framework. In addition to experiments
on public academic recommendation datasets, we deploy TRAWL
in a real-world recommendation platform on WeChat to validate
its effectiveness.

Our contributions are summarized as follows:
1. We propose a pioneering framework, TRAWL, which uti-

lizes LLM to extract recommendation knowledge from raw
external knowledge. TRAWL is versatile and not limited by
the choice of recommendation algorithm, making it easily
integrable with any recommendation system.

2. We design a contrastive learning approach, coupled with
multi-task learning, to train an adaptor that bridges the gap
between semantic information and behavioral information.

3. We validate the framework’s effectiveness through compre-
hensive experiments. To further validate the effectiveness
of our framework, we also present an industrial deployment
on a large-scale online platform.

2 RELATEDWORK
In this section, we introduce the related studies on using external
knowledge for recommendation.

2.1 External Knowledge Denoising and
Extraction

Raw external knowledge typically contains a significant amount of
noise. To mitigate its negative influence, methods can be pursued
in two different directions: denoising, which involves filtering out
the useless parts, and extraction, which focuses on identifying and
extracting the useful parts. Additionally, the form in which the
external knowledge is organized also influences the method design.

2.1.1 External Knowledge in Graph Form. Knowledge graphs (KGs)
are valuable resources for improving the performance of recom-
mender systems, and numerous studies have focused on addressing
the noise in KGs to obtainmore useful semantic representations. Dif-
fKG [9] effectively integrates knowledge graph information through
a knowledge graph diffusion model and a collaborative knowledge
graph convolution mechanism. This approach mitigates the nega-
tive impact of noise in the knowledge graph, thereby enhancing the
performance and robustness of recommender systems. Similarly,
to address noise issues in both knowledge graphs and user inter-
action data, KRDN [22] employs adaptive knowledge refinement
and contrastive denoising learning to effectively extract valuable
information from noisy data, providing more accurate and robust
recommendations.

The aforementioned works focus on denoising external knowl-
edge in KGs. In contrast, this paper assumes external knowledge is
in a freely organized text form (e.g., an introductory article about a
particular item) and does not require it to be in a structured form.We
will not refer to KG-based methods in the following sections.

2.1.2 External Knowledge in Text Form. In addition to graph-formed
external knowledge, a substantial amount of knowledge is un-
structured, rendering the methods in Section 2.1.1 inapplicable.
A straightforward natural language processing technique to de-
noise (or extract) useful recommendation knowledge from raw
external knowledge is summarization, a well-established research
area prior to the era of large language models [2]. Basic summa-
rization methods, such as PEGASUS [18], achieve high-quality
text summarization by training a Transformer model with a self-
supervised pre-training objective called Gap Sentences Generation
(GSG), which involves generating gap sentences within a document.
A sub-domain task, topic-focused text summarization, generates
summaries guided by a user-provided topic [14]. Representative
works include CTRLsum [6], which introduces control tokens dur-
ing training and inference, allowing users to interact with the sum-
marization system using keywords or descriptive prompts, thereby
achieving multifaceted control over the generated summaries.

As introduced in Section 1, extracting recommendation knowledge
from raw external knowledge in text form is a challenging task, akin
to a more complex version of topic-focused text summarization. In
our work, we choose to use LLM to complete this task, and we will
report comparative experiment results between using LLM and the
aforementioned text summarization methods in Section 5.
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2.2 LLM-generated External Knowledge for
Recommendation

Large language models (LLMs) have been demonstrated to con-
tain extensive open-world knowledge [19], leading to research
on using LLMs to generate external knowledge for downstream
recommender systems. For example, KAR [16] leverages factual
knowledge stored in LLMs to enhance movie and book recommen-
dations. LLMRec [15] employs LLMs to enhance user and item
profiles and constructs pseudo-supervised data using LLMs to ad-
dress data sparsity issues in the recommendation domain. Similarly,
ONCE [10] uses prompt techniques to enable closed-source large
models to generate new item content features and improve user
profiles, thereby enhancing the performance of recommendation
systems.

The differences between these works and ours are significant:
they directly utilize LLMs to generate external knowledge, whereas
we employ LLMs in an auxiliary role to extract recommendation
knowledge from existing external sources. By generating knowledge
from real-world information, we effectively mitigate the negative
impact of the well-documented hallucination problem [19], thereby
enhancing the reliability of the generated knowledge.

2.3 Semantic Representation Adaptation for
Recommendation

As introduced in Section 1, the disparity between semantic repre-
sentations and behavioral information leads to suboptimal perfor-
mance when utilizing external knowledge. Previous studies have
attempted to bridge this gap through various adaptation methods.
For instance, UniSRec [7] trains a Mix-of-Experts (MoE) network
to adapt textual representations of items into a universal represen-
tation across different domains. Similarly, KAR [16] and SSNA [12]
employ MoE adapters to adjust LLM outputs to fit the recommen-
dation space.

In this work, we also utilize an adapter network to address this
gap. However, instead of complicating the design of the adapter net-
work, we propose a contrastive learning method coupled with multi-
task learning to bridge the gap. This approach is orthogonal to previous
works and can be combined with them.

3 METHOD
This section provides a comprehensive introduction of the TRAWL
framework. Initially, we present an overview of the framework. Sub-
sequently, we delve into the design specifics of individual modules
in the following subsections.

3.1 Framework Overview
The overall structure of TRAWL is illustrated in Fig 1, comprising
two primary modules: recommendation knowledge generation, and
recommendation knowledge adaptation,.

3.1.1 Recommendation Knowledge Generation. This module is re-
sponsible for extracting recommendation knowledge from raw ex-
ternal sources, involving preprocessing procedures and key-factor
guided prompt construction. These processes are detailed in Sec-
tion 3.2.2 and Section 3.2.3.

3.1.2 Recommendation Knowledge Adaptation. This module en-
compasses three types of neural network. An encoder network
encodes the recommendation knowledge generated by the LLM
into semantic embeddings. An adapter network then transforms
these semantic embeddings from the semantic embedding space
to the recommendation embedding space. These transformed em-
beddings are concatenated with ID embeddings and input into
the recommender network to produce the final recommendation
results.

TRAWLutilizes a parameter-efficient trainingmethodology, which
involves freezing the parameters of the encoder network while
jointly training the adapter network and the recommender network.
Specifically, the adapter network employs a contrastive learning-
based training strategy to integrate behavioral information with
semantic information. Further details are provided in Section 3.3.

3.2 Recommendation Knowledge Generation
3.2.1 Preliminaries. Prior to detailing the specific procedures of
preprocessing and prompt design, we first outline the fundamental
assumptions TRAWL makes. In this study, we assume that external
knowledge is available in the form of unstructured free text. For
instance, for a given item 𝑖 , its associated external knowledge 𝑘𝑙𝑔𝑖
might be a Wikipedia article that introduces a concept closely
related to 𝑖 . On the user side, the external knowledge is less clearly
defined compared to that of the items. For a particular user 𝑢, we
assume the recommender system maintains the interaction history
of 𝑢, denoted as ℎ𝑖𝑠𝑡𝑢 . If available, the profile information of 𝑢 is
represented as 𝑝 𝑓𝑢 . The aforementioned textual information 𝑝𝑓𝑢 ,
ℎ𝑖𝑠𝑡𝑢 and 𝑘𝑙𝑔𝑖 serves as a component to construct the prompts.

3.2.2 Raw External Knowledge Preprocessing for Users. As men-
tioned in Section 1, we leverage a large language model to extract
recommendation knowledge for both users and items. For users, the
external knowledge is implicitly represented by the external knowl-
edge of items with which the user has interacted. Given that the
LLM processes text-based input, we construct the user’s raw exter-
nal knowledge as follows: For a particular user𝑢, we select the most
recent 𝑘 items that have interacted with𝑢, denoted as 𝑖1, 𝑖2, ..., 𝑖𝑛 , in-
dexed in ascending order by timestamp. The corresponding raw ex-
ternal knowledge for these items is 𝑘𝑙𝑔1, 𝑘𝑙𝑔2, ...𝑘𝑙𝑔𝑘 . The raw exter-
nal knowledge𝑘𝑙𝑔𝑢 for𝑢 is then formulated as𝑘𝑙𝑔1⊕𝑘𝑙𝑔2⊕ ...⊕𝑘𝑙𝑔𝑘 ,
where ⊕ represents the text concatenation operation. In other
words, the user’s raw external knowledge is preprocessed as the
concatenation of the raw external knowledge of the recent 𝑘 items
with which the user has interacted.

3.2.3 Key-Factors Guided Prompt Construction. We employ a key-
factor guided strategy to direct the LLM in extracting valuable
recommendation knowledge from raw external knowledge. Key
factors represent the most critical elements influencing recommen-
dation quality from a semantic perspective, which are indicated by
experts. For instance, in movie recommender systems, key factors
may include genres, themes, and awards. By incorporating key
factors for both users and items, we enable the LLM to generate
high-quality and consistent recommendation knowledge, which en-
hances the performance of the downstream recommender network.
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Preprocessing for Users

Recommendation Knowledge Generation  

I1 I2 In

User History

Item-Side Raw External Knowledge: 

User-Side Raw External Knowledge: 

Title: Stefano Quantestorie (1993)
Genre: Comedy    Director/Cast: …
Character: …      Plot/Theme: …
…

{Raw External Knowledge}
{Key Factors}
{Instruction}

Key-Factors Guided Prompt Construction

Recommendation Knowledge

Encoder Network

Adapter Network

LLM

⊕

Behavioral Information

Recommender Network

Recommendation Knowledge Adaptation

Cosine

positive samples

SWING Similarity

Logit Label

negative samples

Cosine

User ID & Item ID
Embedding Module

Contrastive Learning for Adapter

Concatenate

Adapted Embedding

Adapted Embedding

ID Embedding

Cross-entropy Loss

InfoNCE Loss
+

Figure 1: Method Framework

Subsequently, we integrate the previously mentioned raw exter-
nal knowledge, key factors, and necessary instructions to finalize
the prompt construction for the item side. For the user side, in addi-
tion to the same configuration as the item’s, user profile information
will also be included if available.

The constructed prompts are fed into the LLM to generate high-
quality recommendation knowledge for both users and items, which
will be utilized in the knowledge adaptation and injection phase of
TRAWL. Figure 2 presents a prompt instance for a movie recom-
mender system.

3.3 Recommendation Knowledge Adaptation
In this module, TRAWL converts the generated recommendation
knowledge for users and items into embedding representations,
which are then integrated with the backbone recommender network
to produce recommendation results. This process involves three
types of networks: the encoder network, the adapter network, and
the recommender network.

As a first step, TRAWL utilizes an encoder network (i.e., a lan-
guage model) to encode the recommendation knowledge into text
embeddings. These text embeddings reside in a semantic space,
which is suboptimal for direct use by the downstream recommender
network. As discussed in Section 1, the semantic representations
of recommendation knowledge generated by the LLM exhibit a
natural disparity compared to the behavioral representations in the
recommender network, which are trained to learning the collabora-
tive relations between users and items. TRAWL employs a Mixture
of Experts (MoE) network as an adapter (the training strategy for
which is detailed in Section 3.3) to inject behavioral supervision
signals into the semantic representation as depicted in Figure 1.

It is noteworthy that TRAWL does not impose strict constraints
on the specific recommender network, allowing flexibility accord-
ing to the application context. For simplicity, we assume that an
original version of the recommender network (i.e., a recommender

network independent of the TRAWL framework) utilizes ID feature
embeddings as inputs. TRAWL concatenates the ID embeddings
with the adapted semantic embeddings, creating an augmented em-
bedding that combines both semantic and behavioral information.
This augmented embedding replaces the original ID embedding as
input to the recommender network.

In order to enhance the training of the adapter network, thereby
facilitating a more effective transformation of semantic embeddings
to the recommendation task, TRAWL employs a behavioral infor-
mation supervised contrastive learning task for adapter network
training. We first explain the method of positive sampling, followed
by the design of the loss function.

Behavioral Information Based Positive Sampling. The ob-
jective of the contrastive learning task is to incorporate behavioral
information into the semantic representation, ensuring that the
representations of two users (or two items) with similar interaction
histories are similar. TRAWL applies contrastive learning-based
training to both the user and item sides. Below, we provide a de-
tailed explanation of the positive sampling process for users, noting
that the positive sampling process for items is analogous.

𝑠 (𝑢, 𝑣) = Σ𝑖∈𝐼𝑢∩𝐼𝑣Σ 𝑗∈𝐼𝑢∩𝐼𝑣
1

𝛼 + ∥𝑈𝑖 ∩𝑈 𝑗 ∥
(1)

TRAWL employs SWING similarity [17] as a metric to calculate
the behavioral similarity between two users (or items). Equation 1
defines this calculation for users (and similarly for items), where 𝑢
and 𝑣 denote two specific users, 𝐼𝑢 and 𝐼𝑣 represent the sets of items
interacted with by𝑢 and 𝑣 , respectively,𝑈𝑖 and𝑈 𝑗 represent the sets
of users that have interacted with items 𝑖 and 𝑗 , respectively, and 𝛼
iss a smoothing term. The intuitive explanation of SWING similarity
is that if users𝑢 and 𝑣 have interacted with items 𝑖 and 𝑗 , and items 𝑖
and 𝑗 have a comparatively small overlap in their interacting users,
then 𝑢 and 𝑣 are likely to have similar preferences. By considering
the overlapping users, SWING similarity mitigates the influence
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Based on the information provided, here are the 
attributes of the work "The Big Green":
Genre: Sports Comedy-Drama
Director: Holly Goldberg Sloan
Actors: Olivia d'Abo, Steve Guttenberg, Bug Hall, 
Chauncey Leopardi, Patrick Renna, and others

Your task is to generate a description for a movie, given 
its title and relevant text.
The title is: {movie title}
Next is the relevant text about the work:
{Wikipedia page content}
Based on the information above, describe the attributes 
of the work (including, but not limited to {key factors}).

User-Side

Given a female user who is aged 35-44 and an academic/educator, this user's movie viewing 
history over time is listed below. 
{user history} 
Descriptions of the movies in the user's viewing history are listed below. 
{preprocessed raw external knowledge for this user}

Analyze user's preferences on movies (consider factors like {key factors}). Provide clear 
explanations based on relevant details from the user's movie viewing history and other 
pertinent factors.

Based on the user's movie viewing history, we can identify several preferences and patterns in their 
taste in films. Here are some key observations: 

1. Genre: The user seems to enjoy a variety of genres, including ... 
2. Director/Actors: ... 3. Time Period/Country: ... 4. Character: ... 

Based on these observations, we can infer the following preferences for the user: 

1. Versatility: ... 2. Strong Characters: ... 3. Engaging Plot: ... 4. Thought-Provoking Themes: ... 5. 
High Production Quality: ... 6. Critical Acclaim: ...

Overall, the user's movie viewing history suggests a diverse and discerning taste in films, with a 
preference for well-crafted stories, memorable characters, and high-quality production.

Item-Side

Prompts

Responses

Query LLM

Figure 2: An Illustrative example of calling an LLM for movie recommender network.

of super-items (items with a high number of interactions) and
provides a more accurate estimation compared to the simple Jaccard
similarity coefficient [8, 17].

Using SWING similarity as a metric, TRAWL can rank users
based on behavioral information for a given user. Specifically, for
each user 𝑢 in the user-item interaction training data, TRAWL se-
lects the user with the highest SWING similarity from the remaining
users as the positive sample. During training, the adapter network
aims to reduce the distance between the embeddings of positive
pairs, thereby integrating behavioral information into the original
semantic representations.

Contrastive Loss Design. Given the positive samples identified
using SWING similarity, TRAWL employs the infoNCE loss [5, 11]
as the contrastive learning training objective, formulated by Equa-
tion 2 for the user side (the item-side loss is defined analogously).

In this context, 𝐵 represents the training batch size, u𝑗 denotes
the normalized embedding of the 𝑗-th user in the batch produced
by the adapter network, and u𝑝

𝑗
denotes the normalized adapted

embedding of the positive sample corresponding to u𝑗 . The tem-
perature coefficient is denoted by 𝜏 .

ℓ𝑢𝑢 = −
𝐵∑︁
𝑗=1

log
exp(u𝑗 · u𝑝𝑗 /𝜏)

exp(∑𝐵
𝑗 ′=1 u𝑗 ′ · u

𝑝

𝑗 ′/𝜏)
(2)

3.3.1 Parameter-efficient Multi-task Joint Training. During train-
ing, TRAWL freeze the parameters of the encoder network and only
adjust the parameters of the adapter network and the recommender
network, thereby achieving parameter-efficient training. Given that
the recommender network and the adapter network have distinct
training objectives, we implement a multi-task joint training ap-
proach. The final loss L is formulated in Equation 3, where 𝐿𝑟𝑒𝑐
denotes the loss of the recommender network. The weights 𝑤1
and𝑤2 are tuneable hyperparameters. During the training process,

the adapter network and the recommender network are optimized
simultaneously.

L = 𝐿𝑟𝑒𝑐 +𝑤1 · 𝐿𝑢𝑢 +𝑤2 · 𝐿𝑖𝑖 (3)

4 EXPERIMENT SETUP
This section outlines the experimental setup and configuration.

4.1 Dataset and Baseline Methods
Dataset For the public dataset experiment, we utilize theMovieLens-
1M dataset. The MovieLens-1M1 dataset is extensively employed
in academic research on movie recommendation systems. In this
dataset, users provide explicit ratings ranging from 1 to 5 for movies,
where a rating of 5 indicates a strong preference for the movie, and
a rating of 1 indicates strong disfavor. The dataset comprises 6,640
users, 3,883 movies, and over 1 million user-movie interactions.

Baselines As introduced in Section 1, TRAWL employs large
language models (LLMs) to extract recommendation knowledge
from raw external knowledge sources. To evaluate its necessity,
we compare TRAWL with three types of baselines. The first type
utilizes raw external knowledge without any denoising operations.
The second type includes summary-basedmodels, which are further
classified into basic summarization and topic-focused summariza-
tion models. The third type comprises LLM-generated external
knowledge, derived from the knowledge contained within LLMs.

For the basic summarization model, we use PEGASUS [18],
which achieves high-quality text summarization by training a Trans-
former model with a self-supervised pretraining objective. For
topic-focused summarization, we employ CTRLsum [6], which
introduces control tokens during training and inference, allowing
users to interact with the summarization system using keywords
or descriptive prompts. Both models achieve state-of-the-art per-
formance among models with a similar parameter magnitude.
1https://grouplens.org/datasets/movielens/1m/
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For LLM-generated external knowledge, we adopt the methodol-
ogy described in KAR [16] to generate external knowledge from
the knowledge embedded in LLMs.

TRAWL is designed to be versatile and compatible with vari-
ous backbone recommender networks. To validate this flexibility,
we select a group of widely-used click-through rate (CTR) predic-
tion networks as the backbone recommender networks in TRAWL.
These include DeepFM [3], DIEN [20], and DIN [21].

4.2 Task and Metrics
We evaluate the effectiveness of TRAWL using the click-through
rate (CTR) prediction task, which is a fundamental task for assessing
recommender system performance. The primary objective of the
CTR prediction task is to estimate the probability that a user will
click on an item. We employ AUC (Area Under the Curve) and
LogLoss (Logarithmic Loss) as our evaluation metrics. Specifically,
for the ML-1M dataset, we classify rating scores greater than 3
as positive samples (label 1) and those less than or equal to 3 as
negative samples (label 0).

4.3 Other Details
Raw External knowledge Acquisition We collected the raw ex-
ternal knowledge for the movies in the MovieLens-1M dataset from
Wikipedia. Specifically, we downloaded a Wikipedia dump2 as our
global knowledge base and filtered out all movie-type entities based
onWikiProjectMovies3. For eachmovie in the dataset, we identified
the corresponding Wikipedia entity by calculating the edit distance
similarity between the movie title and the entity label. Finally, we
extracted the contents of the Wikipedia page corresponding to each
movie entity as the raw external knowledge.

LLMWe utilized a locally-deployed LLM4 in our experiments.
Knowledge encoderWeemployed the bert-base-uncased5model

for the MovieLens-1M dataset.
Training details We partitioned the users into training, valida-

tion, and test sets in an 8:1:1 ratio. For TRAWL’s hyper-parameters,
we conducted a parameter sweep on the contrastive learning loss
weights as defined in Equation 3 and the temperature parameters
in Equations 2. Detailed sensitivity analyses are presented in Sec-
tion 5.3. For training-specific hyper-parameters, we fine-tuned the
batch size (256, 512, 1024) and learning rate (1𝑒 − 4, 5𝑒 − 4). The
final experimental results were achieved with a batch size of 256,
a learning rate of 1𝑒 − 4, a temperature of 0.15, and contrastive
learning loss weights of 0.004 for the user and 0.008 for the item.

5 EXPERIMENT RESULTS
This section presents the experimental results on a public dataset
and a real-world online recommendation scenario.

5.1 Main Results
Table 1 presents the experimental results of four baselines combined
with three backbone recommender networks on the MovieLens-1M
dataset. Here, 𝐿𝐿𝑀𝑇𝑅𝐴𝑊𝐿 represents recommendation knowledge

2https://www.kaggle.com/kenshoresearch/kensho-derived-wikimedia-data
3https://www.wikidata.org/wiki/Wikidata:WikiProject_Movies/Properties
4https://huggingface.co/internlm/internlm2-7b
5https://huggingface.co/bert-base-uncased

Table 1: Experiment Results for CTR prediction Task on
MovieLens-1M (lower LogLoss indicates better results)

Backbone Knowledge Type AUC LogLoss

DIN

Raw 0.769 0.5639
w/o external knowledge 0.7796 0.5581
Basic Summary 0.7726 0.5625
Topic-focused Summary 0.7739 0.5602
𝐿𝐿𝑀𝐾𝐴𝑅 0.7794 0.5545
𝐿𝐿𝑀𝑇𝑅𝐴𝑊𝐿 0.7812 0.5538

DIEN

Raw 0.7526 0.5821
w/o external knowledge 0.7765 0.5599
Basic Summary 0.7558 0.5774
Topic-focused Summary 0.7571 0.5748
𝐿𝐿𝑀𝐾𝐴𝑅 0.7776 0.5589
𝐿𝐿𝑀𝑇𝑅𝐴𝑊𝐿 0.7789 0.5572

DeepFM

Raw 0.7672 0.5665
w/o external knowledge 0.7788 0.5556
Basic Summary 0.7689 0.5635
Topic-focused Summary 0.7702 0.5611
𝐿𝐿𝑀𝐾𝐴𝑅 0.7787 0.5572
𝐿𝐿𝑀𝑇𝑅𝐴𝑊𝐿 0.7792 0.5550

Table 2: Ablation Experiment Results for CTR Prediction.

Backbone Metric TRAWL w/o CL Loss w/o Adapter

DIN AUC 0.7812 0.7767 (-0.58%) 0.7749 (-0.81%)
LogLoss 0.5538 0.5563 (+0.45%) 0.5582 (+0.79%

DIEN AUC 0.7789 0.7754 (-0.45%) 0.7737 (-0.67%)
LogLoss 0.5572 0.5621 (+0.88%) 0.5645 (+1.31%

DeepFM AUC 0.7792 0.7750 (-0.54%) 0.7732 (-0.77%)
LogLoss 0.5550 0.5589 (+0.7%) 0.5603 (+0.95%

extracted from raw external knowledge by TRAWL, and 𝐿𝐿𝑀𝐾𝐴𝑅
represents recommendation knowledge generated directly by an
LLM. From the experimental results, we can derive five key obser-
vations:

Effectiveness of External Knowledge. Comparing the results
without external knowledge to those with external knowledge,
we observe a significant improvement, indicating that integrat-
ing external knowledge into the recommender network enhances
performance.

Basic Summarization Performance. The basic summarization
model performs worse than using raw external knowledge. This
suggests that basic summarization models may overlook valuable
information beneficial to recommendations, thereby failing to ef-
fectively extract recommendation knowledge from raw external
knowledge.

Topic-Focused SummarizationPerformanceThe topic-focused
summarization model achieves better results than the basic summa-
rization model but still lags behind raw external knowledge. This
indicates that focusing on recommendation-related topics helps
produce better summaries for recommender networks, but the lack
of common-sense inference means it may still miss valuable infor-
mation for recommendations.

LLM-Generated External Knowledge. Using external knowl-
edge generated directly by an LLM yields results comparable to raw
external knowledge but is still inferior to TRAWL. This suggests
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that while the knowledge stored in LLMs is beneficial for recom-
mendation systems, the improvement is limited, possibly due to
hallucination issues.

TRAWL Performance TRAWL achieves the best performance
across all backbone recommender networks, indicating that it out-
performs simple summarization by successfully extracting recom-
mendation knowledge from raw external knowledge. The consistent
improvement across all backbone recommender networks validates
the versatility of TRAWL. In summary, these observations collectively
suggest that external knowledge has significant potential to enhance
recommendation performance. However, simple summarization may
result in suboptimal outcomes by missing valuable aspects of raw
external knowledge. In contrast, LLMs, capable of both summarization
and common-sense inference, can effectively extract recommendation
knowledge when appropriately guided by prompts.

5.2 Effectiveness of Adaptive Training
To validate the necessity of the adapter network and the effective-
ness of the contrastive learning training strategy, we conducted an
ablation study with two levels of ablation, as presented in Table 3.
This study yields two key findings. The first finding indicates that
when the auxiliary contrastive loss is removed, and the adapter
network and recommender network are trained solely with the
recommendation loss, the recommendation performance consider-
ably degrades across all three backbone recommender networks.
The second observation reveals that removing the entire adapter
network and directly integrating the original semantic embedding
into the recommender network results in a further decline in rec-
ommendation performance.

These findings validate that the adapter network is crucial for
bridging the gap between semantic space and recommendation space.
Additionally, the contrastive learning approach effectively integrates
behavioral information with semantic information, leading to en-
hanced performance.

5.3 Parameter Sensitivity
This section examines the sensitivity of hyper-parameters in TRAWL.
Specifically, we analyze the contrastive loss weights𝑤1 and𝑤2 in
Equation 3 and the temperature 𝜏 in Equations 2. To assess the
sensitivity of each hyper-parameter, we fixed the others and tuned
the parameter within the specified range observing the AUC metric
on the validation set. The results are displayed in Figure 3. For
the contrastive loss weight on the user side, the optimal value is
0.004; values lower than this have minimal impact on the adapter,
while higher values may have excessive influence. On the item side,
similar trends are observed, with the optimal value at 0.008. For the
temperature hyper-parameter 𝜏 , the optimal value is 0.15. A higher
temperature diminishes the model’s ability to distinguish between
positive and negative samples, whereas a lower temperature leads
to the opposite effect.

5.4 Online Experiment
To assess the effectiveness of TRAWL in a real-world environment,
we conducted an online experiment using the WeChat Article Rec-
ommendation Service, which is the article recommendation service
ofWeChat, the largest social platform in China. In this service, users
receive recommendations for news and articles written by other
users. An in-house knowledge base and its associated entity linking
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Figure 3: Hyper-parameter

Table 3: Online A/B test results. CC: click count. RS: read
seconds. IC: interaction count.

Model Avg.CC Avg.RS Avg.IC
Online Model 2.553 168.976 0.0618
TRAWL 2.561 169.584 0.0621
# improve 0.310% ± 0.224% 0.360% ± 0.302% 0.543% ± 1.093%

tool were utilized to identify raw external knowledge for the articles.
The knowledge base comprises 96 million multi-language entities,
11 million Chinese entities, and 690 million relations, sourced from
Wikipedia CN-DBpedia6, and in-house WeChat Subscriptions and
Live business data.

Following the methodology outlined in Section 3, we utilized
Qwen1.5-7B to extract recommendation knowledge. The bge-large-
zh model was employed as the encoder network.

For training the adapter network, positive samples were selected
based on the SWING similarity calculated from user-item interac-
tion data from the previous day, as described in Section 3.3. During
the prediction phase, for items with which the user had previously
interacted positively, the most similar items were recalled based
on the similarity of the adapted item embeddings and added to the
existing item recall pool.

The online A/B test encompassed 8 million users and 1 million
articles. The results, presented in Table 3, indicate that three core
metrics of the recommendation system—average click count per
user, average read seconds per user, and average interaction count
per user—increased by 0.310%, 0.360%, and 0.543%, respectively,
compared with the baseline online model. This online A/B test
validates the effectiveness of TRAWL for real-world online recom-
mender systems.

6 CONCLUSION
This work proposed TRAWL, an external knowledge-enhanced rec-
ommendation framework. By utilizing a large language model to ex-
tract useful recommendation knowledge from raw external sources,
along with an adapter network employing a contrastive learning-
based training strategy, TRAWL effectively addresses two key chal-
lenges outlined in Section 1: denoising raw external knowledge
and adapting semantic representations. The framework’s efficacy is
validated through extensive experiments on public datasets well as
real-world online recommendation scenarios. Beyond its practical
value in enhancing recommendations, TRAWL introduces new pos-
sibilities for integrating large language models with recommender
systems and combining semantic information with behavioral data.

6http://kw.fudan.edu.cn/cndbpedia/intro/
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