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Abstract

The importance of recommender systems is growing rapidly
due to the exponential increase in the volume of content
generated daily. This surge in content presents unique chal-
lenges for designing effective recommender systems. Key
among these challenges is the need to effectively leverage the
vast amounts of natural language data and images that repre-
sent user preferences. This paper presents a novel approach
to enhancing recommender systems by leveraging Large
Language Models (LLMs) and deep learning techniques. The
proposed framework aims to improve the accuracy and rel-
evance of recommendations by incorporating multi-modal
information processing and by the use of unified latent space
representation. The study explores the potential of LLMs to
better understand and utilize natural language data in recom-
mendation contexts, addressing the limitations of previous
methods. The framework efficiently extracts and integrates
text and image information through LLMs, unifying diverse
modalities in a latent space to simplify the learning process
for the ranking model. Experimental results demonstrate the
enhanced discriminative power of the model when utilizing
multi-modal information. This research contributes to the
evolving field of recommender systems by showcasing the
potential of LLMs and multi-modal data integration to create
more personalized and contextually relevant recommenda-
tions.

Keywords: Multi-Modality, Large Language Models, Rec-
ommender System, Deep Learning Recommendation Model,
Personalization, Imbalanced Dataset Modeling

1 Introduction

Recommender Systems have become an integral component
of modern digital ecosystems, playing a pivotal role in per-
sonalizing user experiences across various domains such
as e-commerce, streaming services, social media, and more
[16, 34, 35, 57, 64]. These systems aim to predict the prefer-
ences of users and suggest items that align with their tastes,
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thereby enhancing user engagement and satisfaction. The
foundations of the Recommender System can be traced back
to collaborative filtering techniques, which leverage user-
item interaction data to identify patterns and make recom-
mendations. Over time, these systems have evolved to in-
corporate more sophisticated approaches, including content-
based filtering, hybrid methods, and context-aware recom-
mendations, to address user data’s growing complexity and
scale.

The development of machine learning and deep learning
has revolutionized nearly every field [1, 19, 24, 26, 42, 43, 59],
including recommender systems. These systems now benefit
from large-scale models that can leverage vast amounts of
data to extract complex relationships. Deep learning tech-
niques, such as neural collaborative filtering (NCF), con-
volutional neural networks (CNNs), and recurrent neural
networks (RNNs), have been employed to enhance the accu-
racy and robustness of Recommender System [6, 9, 21, 56, 65].
These models benefit from their ability to automatically learn
feature representations from raw data, eliminating the need
for manual feature engineering and improving predictive
performance. Moreover, the use of attention mechanisms
and transformer architectures has further advanced the ca-
pabilities of deep learning-based recommenders by allowing
them to capture sequential and contextual information better
[35, 64].

Recently, Large Language Models (LLMs) like GPT-4 have
shown immense potential in understanding and generating
human-like text. In recommender systems, vast amounts
of natural language data, such as user reviews and product
information, are rich in valuable insights [31, 63]. Before the
era of LLMs, Pretrained Language Model such as BERT [11]
was heavily used for processing text information . However,
LLMs have demonstrated the potential to outperform BERT
in terms of reasoning and understanding human language.
By leveraging the processed information provided by LLMs,
recommender systems can achieve a deeper understanding
of user intents and preferences, leading to more personalized
and contextually relevant recommendations. In this paper,



we propose a novel LLM-enhanced deep learning framework
with the following contributions:

o We developed a framework that efficiently extracts
multi-modal information, such as text and images,
from LLMs

e Information from different modalities is unified in a
latent space, simplifying the learning process for the
ranking model.

o We demonstrated how the use of multi-modal infor-
mation can further enhance the discriminative power
of the model, especially for improving false positive
rate in the case of the imbalanced dataset.

The structure of the paper is as follows: Section 2 introduces
the latest developments in recommender systems and LLMs.
Section 3 briefly discusses the data used. Section 4 presents
our proposed framework and its key components. Section 5
details the experimental setup and analysis. Finally, Section
6 provides concluding remarks.

2 Related Work
2.1 Recommender System

Earlier work on Recommender Systems(RS) did not involve
the extensive use of deep learning as seen in current ap-
proaches. For specifics, one can refer to [18], which includes
over 100 techniques from before 2017.

RS can be broadly categorized into personalized [53, 61, 62]
and group-based [27, 36, 38, 58, 60] systems. Collaborative
Filtering (CF) stands out as a prevalent technique. CF predicts
a user’s preferences or opinions by leveraging the collective
insights from a large user base. Notable implementations in-
clude memory-based CF approaches such as those presented
in [5] and [3], which utilize vector representations. Another
prominent category is Model-based CF, which forecasts user
preferences by analyzing the relationships between users
and items. In recent years, the integration of graph neural
networks like CNN [2], GCN [23], GraphSAGE [17], and
others have significantly enhanced model-based CF meth-
ods. These models have been extensively applied across var-
ious domains, with notable success in music, Point of In-
terest (POI), and book recommendations. For instance, the
JODIE [28] model has been influential in music recommenda-
tion, while Multi-GCCF [39], and LightGCN [20] have shown
promising results in POI and book recommendation scenar-
ios. Among these, Light GCN has emerged as a classic model
in the RS field. The effectiveness of review text in RS has
been a subject of debate. For example, [7] argued that not
all parts of reviews hold equal importance, leading them to
propose an Aspect-based Neural Recommender (ANR) that
focuses on more granular feature representations of items.
Similarly, [29] employed capsule neural networks to extract
specific viewpoints and aspects from user and item reviews.
Furthermore, [54] developed a dual-encoder system using
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CNN:ss, one for encoding news and the other for learning user
profiles based on their interaction with clicked news.

2.2 Large Language Models Reasoning

LLMs have demonstrated remarkable reasoning capabilities,
particularly in benchmarks such as arithmetic [8, 32] and
commonsense [41]. These models have showcased an ability
to understand and perform complex calculations, as well as
to apply general knowledge about the world in a way that
mimics human-like understanding. Many works show the
power of prompting during reasoning with LLMs such as
few-shot learning [4], emotional prompt [30] and Chain-of-
Thought [25, 52].

Recently, there has been a trend towards using LLMs for
traditional tasks. For instance, [44] employs in-context learn-
ing on GPT-3 for Relation Extraction(RE), achieving state-
of-the-art (SOTA) performance on multiple test sets. [47]
adapts LLMs to the Named Entity Recognition (NER) task,
aiming to bridge the gap between sequence labeling and
text generation. This adaptation demonstrates how LLMs
can be fine-tuned or prompted in innovative ways to han-
dle tasks traditionally outside their direct training objec-
tives. [55] investigate the capabilities of LLMs in zero-shot
information extraction scenarios, specifically examining the
performance of ChatGPT in the NER task. By focusing on
zero-shot learning, the study investigates ChatGPT’s abil-
ity to identify and classify named entities within text and
without any task-specific training data or fine-tuning. [51]
conducted the ability of LLMs to generate new financial sig-
nals. LLMs have also been employed for other tasks such as
text summarization [14] and sentiment analysis [40].

2.3 LLM for Recommender Systems

Recent efforts in the domain of recommender systems have
increasingly focused on the utilization of Language Mod-
els [13, 22, 50]. [12] utilizes LLMs as the interface for recom-
mender systems, facilitating multi-round recommendations.
This enhances both the interactivity and the explainability
of the system. [46] proposed a three-step prompting strategy
that substantially surpasses traditional simple prompting
techniques in zero-shot settings. [48] preprocess users’ in-
structions and traditional feedback, such as clicks, using an
instructor module to generate tailored guidance. [10] conduct
an evaluation to assess off-the-shelf LLMs for RS, analyzing
them from point-wise, pair-wise, and list-wise perspectives.

3 Data
3.1 Source

In this study, we utilized a comprehensive dataset tailored for
restaurant reviews analysis. This data is published in Kaggle!
and it is collected from Google reviews [45]. This dataset

Lhttps://www.kaggle.com/
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comprises user-generated reviews for various restaurants.
Each entry includes:

e a unique user ID

o the business ID of the restaurant being reviewed

o the review rating (ranging from 1 to 5, we consider a
rating below greater or equal to 4 as a positive rating)

o the actual text of the review

e images uploaded by the user that are associated with
the review.

3.2 Splitting

Our primary objective in this study is to analyze the impact
of LLM summarization capabilities on feature engineering,
rather than addressing the cold start problem. Therefore,
during data pre-processing, we exclude any business ID or
user ID that has only one associated review. This ensures
that after splitting the dataset into training and test sets,
no user or business in the test set will face the cold start
issue, allowing us to directly apply features derived from the
training set to the test set reviews. After eliminating these
data points, we set the train-test split ratio to 3:1. We then
perform random sampling with the condition that every user
and business ID in the test set must also exist in the training
set. Eventually, the train set contains 50468 positive reviews
and 6537 negative reviews, test set contains 15370 positive
reviews and 2032 negative reviews.

4 Methodology

Our proposed model leverages deep learning techniques
and the advanced reasoning capabilities provided by large
language models (LLMs) to enhance the performance of
the ranking model. We hypothesize that the summarization
power of LLMs can significantly improve the discriminative
capabilities of the ranking model, leading to more accurate
and relevant recommendations.

In this section, we introduce the various components of
our proposed LLM-enhanced Deep Learning Recommenda-
tion Model (DLRM). We detail the architecture, data pre-
processing steps, feature engineering techniques, and the
training process. Additionally, we discuss the integration
of LLMs into the DLRM framework, highlighting how their
contextual understanding and summarization abilities con-
tribute to improved model performance.

4.1 DLRM and the base model

DLRM is a robust framework that leverages deep learning
techniques for recommendation tasks [33]. DLRM has proven
to be highly effective in personalization and recommenda-
tion scenarios, such as click-through rate (CTR) prediction
[15, 37]. At its core, DLRM comprises three main compo-
nents: the Bottom Multi-Layer Perceptron (MLP), the Fea-
ture Interaction module, and the Top MLP. The Bottom MLP
is designed to process and extract signals from dense or

continuous features, learning essential patterns and repre-
sentations. The Feature Interaction module then takes the
embeddings of sparse or categorical features, along with the
output of the Bottom MLP, to capture and model the inter-
actions between all features comprehensively. Specifically,
the output from the Bottom MLP and sparse embeddings
are concatenated, and the inner product is calculated across
all pairwise dimensions. Finally, the Top MLP combines the
outputs from the Feature Interaction module and the Bottom
MLP to make the final prediction, such as the click-through
probability in our case.

As shown in Figure 1, we process the textual information
contained in user reviews by converting each text review into
an embedding using the sentence transformer. Specifically,
we use MiniLM-L6-v2 model for all our experiments [49]. We
then take the element-wise average across all dimensions
to create user or business features. Similarly, each image
contained in the user reviews or associated with a particular
business is transformed into continuous data using ResNet50.
Specifically, we extract the second-to-last layer to represent
the images, capturing rich feature representations.

4.2 LLM summarization

To leverage the summarizing power of large language mod-
els (LLMs), we propose various methods to enhance the fea-
tures fed into our model. In this section, we explain how the
LLM-enhanced DLRM differs from the base model presented
above.

e Dense Features: In addition to the continuous features
used in the base model (e.g., the number of reviews
a restaurant received, average rating), we utilize the
LLM’s reasoning ability to extract pricing information
from user reviews. This enriched feature set provides a
more comprehensive understanding of the restaurant
being scored.

e Sparse Features: Instead of applying an element-wise
average across embeddings from all textual reviews or
images, we use the LLM to process and summarize the
most important information from all reviews, obtain-
ing an embedding for this summary alone. For images,
we leverage the LLM’s multimodal capabilities to in-
terpret and summarize the information contained in
the images, converting them into textual descriptions.
This textual information is then processed in a similar
manner to the reviews.

This approach offers several advantages:

e Reduction of Noise: By summarizing the most impor-
tant information, we ensure that only relevant data
is fed into the model, preventing irrelevant or noisy
information from diluting important signals.

e Unified Embedding Technique: Since images are con-
verted into textual descriptions, both reviews and im-
ages use the same embedding technique to transform
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Figure 1. Base model for the restaurant recommendation task

them into continuous data. This ensures that features
from different modalities are projected into the same
latent space, enhancing the model’s ability to under-
stand and utilize the combined information effectively.

Besides the differences mentioned above, as shown in
Figure 2, we also introduce an additional sparse feature into
the model. Using the LLM, we categorize each restaurant
into one of 11 categories. This categorical feature is then
fed into the feature interaction module after the embedding
layer.

4.3 Dimension reduction

To mitigate the risk of overfitting caused by the high-dimensional

outputs of both the sentence transformer (384 dimensions)
and ResNet50 (2048 dimensions), we propose an upstream
model for dimensionality reduction. This approach preserves
meaningful information while addressing the potential in-
crease in model parameters. Our method involves the fol-
lowing steps:

e Concatenate embeddings from both the text encoder
and image encoder into a single tensor.

o Feed this combined tensor through a Multi-Layer Per-
ceptron (MLP).

e The MLP outputs the probability of the outcome of
interest (e.g., a positive review).

Importantly, we apply the same MLP used in training to
the embeddings during the testing phase. This approach en-
sures effective dimensionality reduction while retaining the
most crucial information for prediction. By implementing
this technique, we balance model complexity and predictive
power, enhancing the overall performance of our recom-
mender system.

5 Experiement
5.1 Parameter and Configuration

To evaluate the model’s performance under different condi-
tions, we experiment with various dropout rates, different
weighted loss function and baseline vs proposed model.

e Dropout: is a regularization technique that helps pre-
vent overfitting by randomly setting a fraction of input
units to zero during training, specifically [0.1, 0.3, 0.5]

o weighted loss: This dataset is highly imbalanced with
1/8 of the datapoint is associated with false labels and
rest are postive samples. In order to balance the impact
of each class on the loss function, we also experiment
with different weighted loss functions. Weights are
normalized after calculated by following formulas:

- Basic:

Wlabel -1- (1)
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Figure 2. LLM enhanced DLRM for the restaurant recommendation task

Below are reviews of a single user for multiple restaurants,
can you summarize this user?

1.

Omg the tomato sauce is everything, in the meatball
appetizer, pizza & as a dip for that scratch-made
focaccia. Farm-fresh salad. A variety of artisan
toppings. Ask for the chili oil! Goes great with the
focaccia bread

First time around last year, we stuck to eggs and
Benedict, which were okay not outstanding. Ours
included bleskiver, a delightful Danish pancake
donut, crepe, and potato pancake with German
sausage. The bleskiver is fluffy yet yeasty but not
too sweet.

My favorite is the zeppole. I'd come here just for

pasta fagiole & donuts /

of ingredients

This user seems to be a food enthusiast who enjoys
trying a variety of dishes at different restaurants. They
have a discerning palate and are able to provide
detailed feedback on the food they have tried, including
specific recommendations and critiques. They
appreciate a range of cuisines, from Italian to Indian to
American, and seem to have a particular fondness for
unique and flavorful dishes. They also value the quality

including the atmosphere and service.

and the overall dining experience,

Figure 3. LLM user summary example.
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Each training starts with learning rate as 0.01, utilizing
@ Adaptive Moment Estimation for adaptive learning rate ad-
justment. In each epoch, we evaluate the model performance
against the training set and test set and update the best model
if the model has a better false positive rate against the test
set. We start applying early stops after finishing the first
300 epochs. Training stops when there is no continuous im-
provement of the false positive rate in the last 50 epochs. We
repeated each parameter set evaluation five times.

5.2 Data Pre-processing

Our baseline model utilizes dense features and embedding
features to predict the review rating.In constructing the fol-
lowing features, we exclude the current review to avoid bias.
During training, for each data point (business_id, user_id,
current review), we generate business features based on re-
views from other users. This ensures that the current user’s
review does not influence the feature construction. Similarly,
we generate user features based on reviews users provided to
other businesses. During testing, we use the entire training
dataset to construct features for the testing data points.

(2) e Dense Features:



Table 1. Performance of best model against training set
(wgted loss is the way of calculating weighted loss, fp rate
means false positive rate

accuracy fprate loss

model wgted loss  dropout
proposed basic 0.10 91.62%  2.02% 2.7
0.30 88.11% 4.14%  4.08
0.50 86.06% 7.06%  5.28
sqrt root 0.10 95.95% 4.36%  4.36
0.30 94.14% 13.69% 6.35
0.50 91.95% 18.87% 9.19
baseline  basic 0.10 92.51% 26.58% 6.35
0.30 92.39% 27.82% 6.82
0.50 92.23% 28.27% 6.97
sqrt root 0.10 94.12% 29.01% 10.46
0.30 93.97% 31.02% 11.07
0.50 94.06% 33.49% 11.54

Table 2. Performance of best model against testing set

accuracy fprate loss
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converted into multiple 384-dimensional embed-
ding vectors, then average pooling is used to gen-
erate a single 384-dimensional embedding vector.
— Review Image Feature: Firstly, we use each image
as input for a pre-trained reset-50 model, then ex-
tract features from the second-to-last layer. Each
image generates a 1x2048-dimensional embedding
vector.All image embedding vectors for a business
are collected, and average pooling is applied to ob-
tain a single embedding vector. Finally, we concate-
nate the business review text feature, user review
text feature, and review image feature into a single
big vector. This vector is then passed through a
upstream model to reduce its dimension to 32.

Compared to the baseline model, we add new dense fea-
ture: Price Tag, and a sparse Feature: Restaurant Category,
into the proposed model. In addition, we replace all embed-
ding features with new ones generated with the help of LLM
and multi-modal model.

o All following prompt engineering are using the GPT
3.5-turbo-1106 model.
e Dense Features:
— Price Tag Feature: Use LLMs to analyze reviews
for a business. We use the prompt: “Can you tell

model wgted loss  dropout
proposed basic 0.10 85.27% 27.22%  50.18
0.30 84.02% 20.84%  30.66
0.50 83.48% 18.16% 15.96
sqrt root 0.10 88.05% 38.68% 66.51
0.30 89.15% 36.42%  49.68
0.50 89.02% 31.82% 23.76
baseline  basic 0.10 91.36% 31.80% 9.32
0.30 91.89% 31.74%  7.66
0.50 91.83% 31.79% 7.64
sqrt root 0.10 92.96% 35.26%  14.57
0.30 93.26% 35.66% 12.62
0.50 93.47% 37.58% 12.59

— Number of Reviews for the Business: The total
number of reviews received by current business.

— Average Rating from the User: The average rating
given by the user across all their reviews.

— Average Rating for the Business: The average rat-
ing received by the business across all reviews.

e Embedding Features:

— User Review Text Feature: All reviews written

me if the price is over-rice, fair price, low price
from reviews for this restaurant. Give me just the
category ”. There can be a case that there is no
clear indication of the price level in review. There-
fore after some data post-processing, we generate
a price tag categorized as fair price, overpriced,
cheap price, or none for each restaurant

e Sparse Features:
— Restaurant Category Feature: Similar to the

price tag feature, we use prompt “can you tell me
what kind of restaurant this is from these reviews
for the restaurant. Return me in this format:’type’”.
This prompt helps generate the best description of
the restaurant category based on reviews. Given
the limitation of the current LLM model, the result
is not always a single restaurant type, usually a
brief summary of the food style presented in re-
views. Therefore, we generate each restaurant a
list of subtypes. There are 179 distinct types and
the maximum number of subtypes for a restau-
rant is 11. In the pre-processing step, all subtype
tensors were padded to the length of 11, and the

by the user are collected and converted into 384-
dimensional embedding vectors using the sentence
transformer. An average pooling operation is then
applied to these vectors to produce a single 1x384
vector representing the user’s review text feature.
Business Review Text Feature: Similarly, all re-
views received by the business are collected and

padding value is set to 179 (i.e. embedding table
contains 180 distinct values and the last one is
padding idx).
e Embedding Features with LLM:
— With the help of LLM, we are able to get a sum-
mary of review with prompts shown in Fig 3 to
summarize all reviews written by the same user,
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then convert the summary into an embedding vec-
tor representing the user. Similarly, we can get the
embedding vector for a single business. We con-
catenate the business review summary features
and user review summary features into one big
vector. This vector is then passed through an up-
stream model to reduce its dimensionality of vec-
tor to 32.

— In addition, we rely on a multi-modal model (BLIP
2) to produce textual information from images
through unconditional image captioning, produc-
ing objective descriptions for the images as shown
in Fig 4. Each image is converted to one description
sentence and then is transformed into anembed-
ding vector. Average pooling is used to combine
these vectors to create a comprehensive image
feature representation for the restaurant. The av-
eraged vector is then passed through an upstream
model to reduce its dimensionality to 32.

— By concatenating the text vector and image vector
together, we form the embedding features for the
proposed model.

@

lgl there is a steak sandwich and green beans
on a cutting board

Figure 4. Using BLIP-2 to perform unconditional image
captioning on restaurant review image

5.3 Result

e Compared to the baseline model, the proposed model
achieves a much better false positive rate in both the
train set and the test set. According to Table 1, The
best model against the train set is the proposed model
with basic weighted loss and 0.1 dropout rate, the false
positive rate is around 2%.

e The model with the highest accuracy is the baseline
model with a 0.5 dropout rate and square root weight.
It achieves 93.47% accuracy with a 37.58% false posi-
tive rate against the test set as shown in Table 2.

e Regarding the performance of the false positive rate
against the test set, see Table 2, the best model turns

out to be the proposed model with basic weighted
loss and 0.5 dropout rate. It achieves a 18.16% false
positive rate while accuracy on the test set still reaches
83.48% we obtain a 19.4% improvement in the false
positive rate at the expense of 10% decrease in
accuracy

5.4 Analysis

We observed that when square root weighting is applied,
there is a tendency for the false positive rate to increase.
This is likely due to the model’s focus on minimizing the
overall error, potentially at the expense of higher precision.

In the proposed model, we observe a clear over-fitting
with a lower dropout rate, which, paradoxically, results in in-
creased accuracy and a reduced false positive rate. Although
the model exhibits over-fitting, the aim of this paper is not
to fine-tune the model to achieve optimal performance but
to leverage the Large Language Model (LLM) summarization
capabilities.

In the context of ranking and recommendation, it is crucial
to avoid recommending items that do not match customers’
preferences, which means a high false positive rate is unac-
ceptable. In most practical applications, RS shows users a list
of top N items. A lower false positive rate ensures that the
recommendations are more aligned with the users’ tastes
and top 1 accuracy becomes less important. Usually, top N
accuracy is high enough. In our experiment, the baseline
model tends to label data as positive which results in higher
accuracy due to the imbalanced dataset, and performs worse
in identifying false samples. Therefore, instead of focusing
on accuracy, we consider the proposed model to be better
than the baseline model given its superior performance on a
low false positive rate.

The significant reduction in the false positive rate ob-
served in the proposed model can be attributed to the power-
ful ability of Large Language Models (LLMs) in summarizing
reviews. LLMs, trained on vast and diverse corpora, pos-
sess extensive knowledge and nuanced understanding of
language, enabling them to distill complex information effec-
tively. When tasked with generating features like price levels
or restaurant types from multiple reviews, LLMs can syn-
thesize and summarize data, extracting relevant details and
insights that might be challenging to identify through tradi-
tional methods. This process not only enhances the original
information by integrating the contextual and experiential
knowledge embedded in the reviews but also enriches the
dataset with features that are informed by the broader un-
derstanding LLMs have acquired during their own training.

In addition, LLMs are good at extracting and emphasiz-
ing critical and repeated information in various reviews. By
using prompts to summarize reviews, LLM helps provide a
more accurate and representative summary of the sentiments
and opinions expressed by users. This summarization power
ensures that the model captures the essential features that



distinguish different users and restaurants, leading to more
precise recommendations. In contrast, the baseline model
employs a simpler approach by averaging the embedding
vectors of all reviews. This method tends to dilute the in-
formation because it treats all reviews equally, regardless of
their quality or relevance. Consequently, the baseline model
is prone to incorporating a lot of noise into the embeddings,
which can obscure the critical information needed to make
accurate predictions. This noise makes it difficult for the
model to effectively differentiate between user preferences
and restaurant characteristics, resulting in a higher false
positive rate.

In addition, the proposed model leverages the multimodal
model (BLIP2) and its description ability to identify multi-
ple food items listed in review images, helping the model
to discriminate between various users and restaurants. By
contrast, the baseline model relies on the image classification
model(resnet), which has limitations in identifying multiple
objects within the image, especially when dealing with mul-
tiple types. Image classification models alone fail to capture
the semantic meaning within images, making the extracted
signals less powerful when fed to the recommender.

6 Conclusion

In this paper, we have proposed an innovative framework
that harnesses the reasoning and summarization capabili-
ties of LLMs to process multi-modal information effectively.
Our research demonstrates the significant potential of in-
tegrating multi-modal data to enhance the performance of
deep learning-based recommender systems, particularly in
scenarios involving imbalanced datasets.

The utilization of LLMs enables the projection of features
from diverse modalities into a unified latent space, facilitat-
ing more efficient model learning and convergence. Specifi-
cally, our approach leverages LLMs to:

e Summarize user review texts, capturing nuanced user
behaviors and preferences.

o Generate descriptive text for images, extracting im-
plicit knowledge about businesses and products.

This novel method allows for the transformation of image-
based information into textual data, which can then be pro-
cessed using the same text encoder employed for user re-
views. Consequently, both image-derived and text-based fea-
tures are represented in the same latent space when fed into
the model, ensuring a more cohesive and comprehensive
input.

Our findings indicate that the incorporation of these LLM-
generated signals leads to substantial improvements in model
performance. We hypothesize that this enhancement is par-
ticularly pronounced due to two factors:

o The ability to extract valuable insights from negative
reviews, which often contain critical information for
recommendation systems.
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e The summarization capabilities of LLMs, which ensure
that essential information is distilled and preserved,
rather than diluted during the averaging process typi-
cally employed in traditional approaches.
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