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ABSTRACT
Micro-video recommendation is attracting global attention and
becoming a popular daily service for people of all ages. Recently,
Graph Neural Networks-based micro-video recommendation has
displayed performance improvement for many kinds of recommen-
dation tasks. However, the existing works fail to fully consider the
characteristics of micro-videos, such as the high timeliness of news
nature micro-video recommendation and sequential interactions of
frequently changed interests. In this paper, a novel Multi-aggregator
Time-warping Heterogeneous Graph Neural Network (MTHGNN)
is proposed for personalized news nature micro-video recommen-
dation based on sequential sessions, where characteristics of micro-
videos are comprehensively studied, users’ preference is mined
via multi-aggregator, the temporal and dynamic changes of users’
preference are captured, and timeliness is considered. Through
the comparison with the state-of-the-arts, the experimental results
validate the superiority of our MTHGNN model.
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1 INTRODUCTION
Recommendation systems are playing an important role in every-
one’s daily life [1, 35]. In recent years, with the upgraded 4G & 5G
networks, people can watch micro-videos anytime and anywhere,
significantly promoting the popularity of micro-videos. Two top
micro-video companies, TikTok [28] and Kwai [16], recommend
micro-videos based on users’ interests and profiles [36]. Especially,
TikTok has attracted more than one billion monthly-active users
around the world [7]. It is worth mentioning that micro-video
recommendation greatly differs from the typical long-video recom-
mendation in terms of logic and needs.

Although micro-videos are attracting more and more global
attention, there are only a few works on accurate personalized
micro-video recommendation [3, 13, 17–21, 32, 33]. Moreover, the
characteristics of micro-videos have not been fully explored yet.
(i) Compared with long videos, micro-videos can better boost peo-
ple’s social behaviors and encourages people to comment, click,
or share, which is ignored by some existing works [3, 17, 20]. (ii)
The interactions in long-video recommendations are usually “like"
or mandatory ratings. Differently, there exist multiple kinds of in-
teractions between users and micro-videos [33], including “like",
“comment", “forward", “finish" and so on. (iii) A micro-video is typ-
ically composed of multi-modal, such as music, title, tags, video
content, and special effects, which is one of the specialties of micro-
videos. (iv) In micro-video recommendation, capturing frequently
changed preference is important because people’s interests are in-
fluenced by historical interests, current viewing contents, and hot
topics, and thus frequently changed over time, which is not studied
by many current works [3, 20, 21, 32]. (v) Micro-videos require high
timeliness as burgeoning news delivery and entertainment service
as people usually prefer new micro-videos; that is, people would
like to view the latest news, social hot spots, or the latest trends of
the producers they followed, which has not been addressed by the
existing works [3, 13, 17–21, 32, 33].

Motivated by the above observations, in this paper, we aim to de-
velop a new micro-video recommendation system framework that
can comprehensively exploit the aforementioned characteristics
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of micro-videos with enhanced recommendation accuracy. To this
end, our Multi-aggregator Time-warping Heterogeneous Graph
Neural Network (MTHGNN) is proposed for personalized news
nature micro-video recommendation based on sequential sessions.
Technically speaking, the innovation of our MTHGNNmodel lies in
the following four aspects. (i) To fully depict the characteristics of
strong social behaviors and multi-modals, a directed time-warping
heterogeneous graph is constructed to build the connections of
users, micro-videos, and multi-modals. The edges on the hetero-
geneous graph are marked with different relation types, including
“finish", “like", “non-interaction", etc., to simulate the multi-type
interactions in micro-videos. (ii) To better extract embeddings of
users’ preference, multi-aggregator algorithm [4] is applied to em-
bed the complex heterogeneous information on nodes, in which
Relational Heterogeneous Message Passing aggregator and Atten-
tion Heterogeneous Message Passing aggregator are deployed. (iii)
To characterize the temporal and dynamic changes of the users’
preference for micro-videos, we divide the multi-modal hetero-
geneous graph into a series of sequential sessions based on the
timestamps of interactions to fuse historical interests into the latest
interests. Results from the prior work [27] suggest that groups that
gather the same preference lead to better performance. Hence, we
consider sessions as groups with similar features of the interacted
micro-videos. (iv) To recommend fresh micro-videos, timeliness is
considered from multi-modal heterogeneous graph, LSTM aggrega-
tor, and sequential sessions.

In a summary, the multi-fold contributions of this paper are
addressed below.

• To the best of our knowledge, this is the first work that
investigates multiple perspectives of the characteristics of
micro-videos while inventively enhancing micro-video time-
liness for personalized recommendation.

• A novel model termed MTHGNN is proposed to recommend
people personalized news nature micro-videos, taking into
account the characteristics of micro-videos for recommen-
dation performance improvement.

• Extensive experiments are well set up on two real-world
datasets of TikTok and MovieLen for performance evalua-
tion, and the results demonstrate that our MTHGNN outper-
forms the state-of-the-art models not only on micro-video
recommendation, but also on long-movie recommendation.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. We brief the re-
lated works on micro-video recommendation in Section 2. After
presenting the problem statement in Section 3, we propose our
recommendation model in Section 4. In Section 5, we evaluate
our proposed methods through real-data experiments. Finally, this
paper is concluded in Section 6.

2 RELATEDWORKS
Micro-video has become more and more popular in recent years.
In 2018, Ma et al. [20] proposed a micro-video recommendation
model based on a deep neural network exploiting visual and textual
information. Ma et al. [21] and Liu et al. [17] started to combine col-
laborative filtering with multi-modals to recommend micro-videos.
While, many of the existing works since 2019 focus on graph-based
methods. Wei et al. [32] proposed a graph neural network model,

MMGCN, which constructs a heterogeneous graph to extract homo-
geneous information of multi-modals. In [13], time effects on dif-
ferent users were studied to develop MTIN that uses session-based
video list and mines user group interests to recommend micro-
videos. Furthermore, in 2021, researchers started to explore GNN
information from the aspects of the contributions of multi-modals,
purifying graphs, interest groups, and sequence of interactions. Cai
et al. [3] proposed a heterogeneous GNN model, termed HHFAN,
which utilizes a hierarchical structure to compute the contributions
of multi-modals. CONDE was introduced as a way to integrate
textual features and GNN to facilitate video content mining and
user preference generation, as well as a denoising procedure to
eliminate noisy concepts and poor clicks [18]. Yao et al. [33] tried
to consider the influence of multi-type interaction. Lu et al. [19]
proposed DMR to obtain various and dynamic preferences based
on historical interests and trend groups. Some of the above work
considered the temporal user-to-micro-video interactions, while
some took into account group interests. But, none of them address
the social relations and behaviors between users, users to micro-
videos interactions, micro-videos to multi-modal interactions, or
the multi-type user-micro-video interactions.

To enhance the performance of micro-video recommendation,
in this paper, we propose a novel model, MTHGNN, to compre-
hensively exploit the characteristics of complex social relations by
computing relation weights, multi-type interactions between users
and micro-videos, session-based short-time interests, sequential
session-based long-time feature extraction, and high timeliness of
micro-videos.

3 PROBLEM STATEMENT
Formally, the set of users is denoted as 𝑈 , and the set of micro-
videos is denoted as 𝑉 . Each micro-video owns its multi-modal
attribute features, such as the titles of the micro-videos, the tags
of the events, and the background music used by the micro-video
producers, which are represented as 𝑉𝑎𝑡𝑡𝑟𝑠 =

{
𝑣𝐴1 , 𝑣

𝐴
2 , 𝑣

𝐴
3 , . . . , 𝑣

𝐴
|𝑉 |

}
with 𝐴 = {𝑇𝑎𝑔,𝑇𝑖𝑡𝑙𝑒, 𝐴𝑢𝑑𝑖𝑜, . . .}. Generally speaking, a user may
sequentially interact with micro-videos during different time peri-
ods. The matrix of user-video interactions is denoted by 𝑂 |𝑈 |× |𝑉 |

based on the implicit interactions provided by the users, where for
𝑢 ∈ 𝑈 and 𝑣 ∈ 𝑉 , 𝑜𝑢𝑣 ∈ {0, 1} is equal to 1 only if user 𝑢 inter-
acts with micro-video 𝑣 . In this paper, given any user 𝑢 with a set
of historical interacted micro-video 𝑉𝑢 , our algorithm MTHGNN
is expected to output the user preference and micro-video em-
beddings, including the latest and historical information of user
interests. First of all, for each user 𝑢, MTHGNN selects 𝑀𝑢 con-
secutive micro-videos to construct 𝑢’s heterogeneous graph 𝐺𝑢 ,
in which the micro-videos interacted with 𝑢 are sorted based on
their timestamps. Next, MTHGNN sequentially selects 𝑚 inter-
acted micro-videos to form a session, which can represent a user’s
short-time preference. A series of sessions is defined as sequential
sessions. Accordingly, user 𝑢’s sequential session can be expressed
as 𝑆𝑢 =

{
𝑠𝑢1 , 𝑠

𝑢
2 , . . . , 𝑠

𝑢
𝜋𝑢

}
, where 𝜋𝑢 ≤ 𝜋𝑚𝑎𝑥 and 𝜋𝑚𝑎𝑥 is the pre-

determined maximum length of all session sets. Particularly, the
set 𝑆𝜙 =

{
𝑠𝑢
𝜋𝑢

}
represents the latest session used to mine the latest

user interests, and the set 𝑆𝜓 =
{
𝑠𝑢1 , 𝑠

𝑢
2 , . . . , 𝑠

𝑢
𝜋𝑢−1

}
represent the
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Figure 1: The Framework of our proposed MTHGNN (⊕ represents concatenation operation).

(a) Homogeneous graph (b) Multi-modal heterogeneous
graph

Figure 2: Homogeneous graph vs. multi-modal heteroge-
neous graph

historical sequential sessions used to extract long-term user pref-
erences. Finally, when MTHGNN terminates, the predicted scores{
�̂�𝑢𝑣1 , �̂�𝑢𝑣2 , . . . , �̂�𝑢𝑣𝑖

}
for user 𝑢 are computed for top-𝐾 recommen-

dation by using the extracted embeddings, which is detailed in
Section 4.

4 METHODOLOGY
In this paper, a novel Multi-aggregator Time-warping Heteroge-
neous Graph Neural Network (MTHGNN) is proposed to solve the
challenges described in Section 1. As shown in Fig. 1, our proposed
model framework consists of seven components, including: (i) User-
video Graph Structure and Data Processing, (ii) Heterogeneous
Graph Construction, (iii) Heterogeneous Graph Sessions, (iv) Multi-
aggregator, (v) Session Attention, (vi) Sample Strategy, and (vii)
Model Training & Prediction. The design of these components in
MTHGNN are demonstrated as follows.

4.1 User-video Graph Structure and Data
Processing

The interaction type between users and micro-videos is helpful to
mine user’s preference patterns. For example, if user 𝑢1 likes micro-
video 𝑣1 and finishes watching micro-video 𝑣2, 𝑣1 contributes more
information to the user’s preference, because “like" is an explicit
preference that the user tells us directly, while “finish watching" is
an implicit preference implying the user may be interested in the
video. However, the traditional models do not utilize such latent
information.

To address this problem, the interaction type is taken into ac-
count in the relation defining layer, i.e., the multi-relation is defined
as 𝑅 =

{
𝑟 𝑣2𝑢𝜄 , 𝑟𝑢2𝑣𝜄 , 𝑟 𝑣2𝑢

𝑓
, 𝑟𝑢2𝑣
𝑓

, 𝑟𝑢2𝑣𝑝 , 𝑟 𝑣2𝑢𝑝 , 𝑟𝑎2𝑣, 𝑟 𝑣2𝑎
}
, where 𝑟 𝑣2𝑢𝜄 and

𝑟𝑢2𝑣𝜄 represent the relations that user𝑢 likes micro-video 𝑣 , 𝑟 𝑣2𝑢
𝑓

and
𝑟𝑢2𝑣
𝑓

denote the relations that user 𝑢 finishes watching micro-video
𝑣 , 𝑟𝑢2𝑣𝑝 and 𝑟 𝑣2𝑢𝑝 mean that micro-video 𝑣 is produced by user 𝑢, and
𝑟𝑎2𝑣 and 𝑟 𝑣2𝑎 (𝑎 ∈ 𝐴) reveal how micro-video 𝑣 is connected with

Algorithm 1: Multi-modal Time-warping Heterogeneous
Graph Construction
Input: the target user 𝑢, the set of historical interacted

micro-video 𝑉𝑢 , the number of selected historical
interacted micro-video𝑀𝑢 , the number of interacted
micro-videos in each session𝑚, the number of
selected neighbors𝑚′, the node set 𝑁 𝑙 contains all
the nodes in layer 𝑙 , the number of layers ℎ

Output: the set of directed subgraphs 𝑔, which contains
latest and historical sessions

1 Initialization: 𝑁 0 = {𝑢}, add node 𝑢 into graph 𝐺𝑢 , select
𝑀𝑢 historical interacted micro-videos from 𝑉𝑢 , which are
ordered by timestamp, and update 𝑁 1 = {𝑣1 ...𝑣𝑀𝑢 };

2 for 𝑣 in 𝑁 1 do
3 Build edge 𝑢 → 𝑣 in 𝐺𝑢 , and mark the edge type ;
4 end
5 for 𝑙=2...ℎ do
6 Temporary set of nodes 𝑁𝑡𝑚𝑝1 = {};
7 for 𝑛 in 𝑁 𝑙−1 do
8 Temporary set of nodes 𝑁𝑡𝑚𝑝2 = {};
9 Select node 𝑛’s atrributes as nodes, and add them

into 𝑁𝑡𝑚𝑝2 ;
10 Select𝑚′ latest interacted users if 𝑛 is a micro-video

node and more than𝑚′ interacted users are found,
and add into 𝑁𝑡𝑚𝑝2 ;

11 Select𝑚′ latest interacted micro-videos if 𝑛 is a user
node and more than𝑚′ interacted micro-videos are
found, and add into 𝑁𝑡𝑚𝑝2 ;

12 for 𝑛𝑛𝑒𝑖𝑔ℎ𝑏𝑜𝑟 in 𝑁𝑡𝑚𝑝2 do
13 Build edge 𝑛 → 𝑛𝑛𝑒𝑖𝑔ℎ𝑏𝑜𝑟 in 𝐺𝑢 , and mark the

edge type;
14 end
15 𝑁𝑡𝑚𝑝1 = 𝑁𝑡𝑚𝑝1 ∪ 𝑁𝑡𝑚𝑝2 ;
16 end
17 𝑁 𝑙 = 𝑁𝑡𝑚𝑝1 ;
18 end
19 Session index 𝑖 = 0;
20 while (𝑖 + 1) ×𝑚 ≤ 𝑀𝑢 do
21 𝑔𝑠𝑖 = 𝑏𝑟𝑎𝑛𝑐ℎ𝑒𝑠 (𝐺𝑢 , 𝑖 ×𝑚, (𝑖 + 1) ×𝑚) ;
22 𝑔 = 𝑔 ∪ 𝑔𝑠𝑖 , 𝑖 = 𝑖 + 1;
23 end

Result: 𝑔
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its attributes. In this way, the kinds of paths and relations between
nodes can be employed to construct the multi-modal heterogeneous
graph.

The data processing layer initializes the embedding of users,
micro-videos, and attributes via one-hidden-layer feedforward net-
work (FFN) with the same embedding length. The design of FFN
allows the model to produce new embeddings when facing unseen
or new-coming nodes, so that the model can effectively work even
when some new users and/or micro-videos join in this system. Rec-
tified Linear Unit (ReLU) [22, 23] is mixed with the FFN network to
increase the nonlinear capability of the proposed model.

4.2 Heterogeneous Graph Construction and
Heterogeneous Graph Sessions

For effectively modeling the information of the users, micro-videos,
and multi-modal attributes, Multi-modal Heterogeneous Graph
(MHG) is used to represent the connections and relations between
nodes. The global MHG is formally denoted as 𝐺 = (𝑁, 𝐸, 𝑅),
where 𝑁 = 𝑈 ∪ 𝑉 ∪ 𝑉𝑎𝑡𝑡𝑟𝑠 is the set of multi-type nodes, and
𝐸 =

{
𝑒𝑖, 𝑗 |𝑖 ∈ 𝑁, 𝑗 ∈ 𝑁

}
is the set of edges. If there is a kind of rela-

tion between nodes 𝑖 and 𝑗 , an edge 𝑒𝑖, 𝑗 is connected between node
𝑖 and 𝑗 on graph 𝐺 with their corresponding relation type 𝑟 ∈ 𝑅.
To improve the time efficiency of training process, for each user
𝑢, the local MHG 𝐺𝑢 is constructed in the Heterogeneous Graph
Construction component as presented in Algorithm 1, and then the
global graph is only used in the sampling components as described
in Section 4.5.

The purpose of constructing𝐺𝑢 is to mine the target user’s latent
preference carved by the micro-videos, attributes, producers, and
other users. As shown in Fig. 2, compared with a homogeneous
graph, MHG reflects more social relations with a hierarchical graph
structure. From Fig. 2(a), the importance of micro-videos 𝑣1 and
𝑣2 cannot be clearly distinguished since the nodes on the homoge-
neous graph does not consider the interactions of the other types
of nodes. While, through our MHG in Fig. 2(b), it can be seen that
the importance of micro-video 𝑣2 is higher than that of 𝑣1 because
three paths directs 𝑢1 to 𝑣2. Therefore, compared with the exist-
ing graph models mentioned in related works, the MHGs of our
MTHGNN can keep the original structural and modal information
in the constructed graphs.

Given a target pair (𝑢,𝑉𝑢 ),𝑀𝑢 interacted micro-videos are se-
lected to construct the initial MHG 𝐺𝑢 . By dividing the initial
MHG 𝐺𝑢 into the latest and historical sessions, each session is
extracted with𝑚 interacted micro-videos. Finally, 𝜋𝑢 sessions are
reconstructed, each of which can be regarded as a community that
gathers users who have the same implicit tastes depicted by sim-
ilar background music, tags, contents, or producers. To explore
the high-order relationships among the users, the micro-videos,
and the attributes, the number of layers is utilized to determine
the size of the constructed MHG. The layer that the center node
locates is defined as layer 0, and the other layers are numbered
as 𝑙 ∈ {1, 2, ..., ℎ} based on the number of hops, ℎ, from the center
node. In the initial MHG 𝐺𝑢 , the center node is the target user
𝑢; while in the component of Heterogeneous Graph Sessions, the
center node can be the target 𝑢 or any interacted micro-video 𝑣
of 𝑢’s sessions. As presented in Algorithm 1, for the target user 𝑢,

𝐺𝑢 is built based on the breath-first search (BFS) algorithm in lines
1-18 and is divided into sequential sessions in lines 19-23. Func-
tion 𝑏𝑟𝑎𝑛𝑐ℎ𝑒𝑠 (𝑔𝑟𝑎𝑝ℎ, 𝑠𝑡𝑎𝑟𝑡_𝑖𝑛𝑑𝑒𝑥, 𝑒𝑛𝑑_𝑖𝑛𝑑𝑒𝑥) returns a subgraph
that contains the branches between 𝑠𝑡𝑎𝑟𝑡_𝑖𝑛𝑑𝑒𝑥 and 𝑒𝑛𝑑_𝑖𝑛𝑑𝑒𝑥 .
Finally, a set of subgraphs, 𝑔 =

{
𝑔𝑠1 , 𝑔𝑠2 , . . . , 𝑔𝑠𝜋𝑢

}
, are obtained in

the Heterogeneous Graph Sessions.

Algorithm 2: Generation of Session Embeddings of Target
User and Micro-videos
Input: subgraph 𝑔𝑠𝑖 , the target user 𝑢, the set of interacted

micro-video 𝜑𝑔𝑠𝑖 (𝑢)
Output: the set of user 𝑢 and 𝑢’s interacted micro-videos

embeddings 𝑧𝑔𝑠𝑖
1 Execute Eq. (1), Eq. (2), Eq. (4) to generate 𝑧𝑢𝑔𝑠𝑖

𝑧𝑔𝑠𝑖 = 𝑧𝑔𝑠𝑖 ∪ 𝑧
𝑢
𝑔𝑠𝑖

;
2 for 𝑣 in 𝜑𝑔𝑠𝑖 (𝑢) do
3 Reverse directed edge 𝑢 → 𝑣 of 𝑔𝑠𝑖 to 𝑣 → 𝑢;
4 Add the edge type of 𝑣 to 𝑢 and set 𝑣 as target node;
5 Execute Eq. (1), Eq. (2), Eq. (4);
6 𝑧𝑔𝑠𝑖 = 𝑧𝑔𝑠𝑖 ∪ 𝑧

𝑣
𝑔𝑠𝑖

;
7 end

Result: 𝑧𝑔𝑠𝑖 where 𝑧𝑔𝑠𝑖 =

{
𝑧𝑢𝑔𝑠𝑖

, 𝑧
𝑣1
𝑔𝑠𝑖
, . . . , 𝑧

𝑣𝑚
𝑔𝑠𝑖

}

4.3 Multi-aggregator
To extract the complex relationships and information from the in-
teractions between the users and the micro-videos, a Relational
Heterogeneous Message Passing (RHMP) aggregator and an At-
tention Heterogeneous Message Passing (AHMP) aggregator are
developed to generate the user’s preference embeddings and micro-
video representations inspired by the work on multi-aggregator [4]
and advanced aggregators [2, 12, 29]. With our constructed MHG as
the input, and the outputs of RHMP and AHMP are the embeddings
of the target user and the interacted micro-videos.

RHMP starts from the target user 𝑢 or anyone of 𝑢’s interacted
micro-video 𝑣 of MHG 𝑔𝑠𝑖 , where 𝑔𝑠𝑖 ∈ 𝑔. To clearly show the
connections between nodes of two adjacent layers, 𝑁 𝑙

𝑔𝑠𝑖
denotes

the node set at layer 𝑙 of subgraph 𝑔𝑠𝑖 . While 𝜑𝑙𝑔𝑠𝑖 (𝑛) ⊆ 𝑁 𝑙
𝑔𝑠𝑖

is the
set of the one-hop neighbors of node 𝑛 at layer 𝑙 of 𝑔𝑠𝑖 with 𝑛 ∈
𝑁 𝑙−1
𝑔𝑠𝑖

. The center embedding of layer 𝑙 is denoted as 𝑥∗,𝑙𝑔𝑠𝑖 ∈ R1×𝑑 ,
where ∗ is either 𝑢 representing the target user 𝑢 or 𝑣 representing
𝑢’s interacted micro-video 𝑣 . To update the center embedding of
relational information of layer (𝑙 + 1), a two-step RHMP is applied:

𝑥
∗,𝑙+1
𝑔𝑠𝑖

= 𝑥
∗,𝑙
𝑔𝑠𝑖
𝑊 𝑙

0 +
∑︁

𝑛∈𝑁 𝑙−1
𝑔𝑠𝑖

∑︁
𝑗∈𝜑𝑙

𝑔𝑠𝑖
(𝑛)

∑︁
𝑟 ∈𝑅

𝑥𝑙𝑗𝑊
𝑙
𝑟 , (1)

where𝑊 𝑙
0 ∈ R𝑑×𝑑 and𝑊 𝑙

𝑟 ∈ R𝑑×𝑑 are the transform matrices
of learning parameters, 𝑥𝑙

𝑗
represents the embedding of node 𝑗 ,

𝑙 ∈ {1, 2, ..., ℎ}. The RHMP consists of two parts, including rela-
tional tracing and message passing mechanism. Firstly, in the re-
lational tracing part, the relation of each node is traced by 𝑥𝑙

𝑗
𝑊 𝑙

𝑟 ,
where the information of each node is transformed into a rela-
tional space based on 𝑟 . The users have multi-type interactions
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with micro-videos, such as like, finish watching, comment, and so
on. Although all of them are regarded as interactions, they con-
tribute differently to the user’s preference. The relational tracing
matrices help the model to distinguish the contributions from differ-
ent relations. Secondly, in the message passing part, the summation
of all transformed neighbor nodes 𝑥𝑙

𝑗
is combined with the center

embedding 𝑥∗,𝑙𝑔𝑠𝑖 , where the relation matrix𝑊 𝑙
0 represents howmuch

center information is kept from layer 𝑙 to layer 𝑙 + 1.
The aggregator AHMP calculates attention weights to reflect the

importance of nodes towards to the corresponding center embed-
ding, which can be expressed by Eq. (2) and Eq. (3).

𝑦
∗,𝑙+1
𝑔𝑠𝑖

= 𝑦
∗,𝑙
𝑔𝑠𝑖
𝑊 𝑙

0 +
∑︁

𝑛∈𝑁 𝑙−1
𝑔𝑠𝑖

∑︁
𝑗∈𝜑𝑙

𝑔𝑠𝑖
(𝑛)

𝛼𝑙𝑗𝑦
𝑙
𝑗 , (2)

𝛼𝑙𝑗 = 𝑠𝑜 𝑓 𝑡𝑚𝑎𝑥

(
𝑃𝜃

(
𝑄𝑙
𝜃

(
𝑦
∗,𝑙
𝑔𝑠𝑖

⊕ 𝑦𝑙𝑗
)𝑇 ))

, (3)

where 𝑦∗,𝑙+1𝑔𝑠𝑖
the center embedding at layer 𝑙 + 1, 𝛼𝑙

𝑗
is the attention

weight,𝑄𝑙
𝜃
∈ R1×2𝑑 denotes a learnable matrix, 𝑃𝜃 is the LeakyRelu

function.
After computing the center embedding of layer ℎ, RHMP and

AHMP generate the final embedding 𝑥∗,ℎ𝑔𝑠𝑖 and 𝑦∗,ℎ𝑔𝑠𝑖 , which are con-
catenated to represent a user preference or a micro-video represen-
tation in a session:

𝑧∗𝑔𝑠𝑖 = 𝑥
∗,ℎ
𝑔𝑠𝑖

⊕ 𝑦∗,ℎ𝑔𝑠𝑖 . (4)

Hence, each session generates the target user 𝑢’s embedding 𝑧𝑢𝑔𝑠𝑖
and𝑚 interacted micro-video embeddings

{
𝑧
𝑣1
𝑔𝑠𝑖
, 𝑧

𝑣2
𝑔𝑠𝑖
, . . . , 𝑧

𝑣𝑚
𝑔𝑠𝑖

}
via

Algorithm 2. First of all, Algorithm 2 executes line 1 to generate
𝑧𝑢𝑔𝑠𝑖

. Then, lines 2-7 are applied to reverse the center node from
the target user 𝑢 to the interacted micro-videos and generate 𝑧𝑣𝑔𝑠𝑖 .
Finally, the set of embeddings of the session 𝑠𝑖 is returned.

There are 𝜋𝑢 sessions that are divided as the latest session in 𝑆𝜙
and the historical sessions in 𝑆𝜓 so that the historical micro-video
embeddings of each session can be merged for the session attention
component. In this paper, the Long Short-Term Memory (LSTM)
aggregator [11] is applied to aggregate the interacted sequential
micro-videos in each session:

𝑧𝜎𝑔𝑠𝑖
=

1���𝜑𝑔𝑠𝑖 (𝑢)���
∑︁

𝑣∈𝜑𝑔𝑠𝑖
(𝑢 )

𝐿𝑆𝑇𝑀

(
𝑧𝑣𝑔𝑠𝑖

)
, (5)

where 𝜑𝑔𝑠𝑖 (𝑢) is the set of all one-hop neighbors of the target user
𝑢 in the subgraph𝑔𝑠𝑖 , and 𝑠𝑖 ∈ 𝑆𝜓 . LSTM is used to mine the interest
trend of each session, implying which micro-videos the target user
is going to like after each session. Such trend mining also ensures
the timeliness of recommendations.

4.4 Session Attention
Micro-video recommendation is highly time-dependent. With the
news happening in the society, the users may be interest in the most
recent micro-videos corresponding to the user’s preference. Notice
that these𝑀𝑢 interacted micro-videos divided into 𝜋𝑢 sessions can
reflect users’ preference to a certain extent. In the session attention
component, the non-local operation [30] is used to seek user’s

historical preference from the historical local sessions, which can
be performed by Eq. (6) and Eq. (7).

𝑧𝑣𝑢 =
1∑

𝑠𝑖 ∈𝑆𝜓 [𝑧
𝑣
𝑔𝑠𝜋𝑢

⊙ (𝑧𝜎𝑔𝑠𝑖 )
𝑇 ]

∑︁
𝑠𝑖 ∈𝑆𝜓

[𝑧𝑣𝑔𝑠𝜋𝑢 ⊙ (𝑧𝜎𝑔𝑠𝑖 )
𝑇 ] × [𝑧𝜎𝑔𝑠𝑖𝑊

′],

(6)

𝑧𝑢𝑢 =
1∑

𝑠𝑖 ∈𝑆𝜓 [𝑧
𝑢
𝑔𝑠𝜋𝑢

⊙ (𝑧𝑢𝑔𝑠𝑖 )
𝑇 ]

∑︁
𝑠𝑖 ∈𝑆𝜓

[𝑧𝑢𝑔𝑠𝜋𝑢 ⊙ (𝑧𝑢𝑔𝑠𝑖 )
𝑇 ] × [𝑧𝑢𝑔𝑠𝑖𝑊

′],

(7)
where (·)𝑇 denotes the transpose of the input, and𝑊 ′ ∈ R2𝑑×2𝑑 is
a learnable matrix. In the original design of non-local network [30],
the similarity is calculated by 𝑒𝑥𝑝 (· ⊙ ·). Since we use 𝑆𝑖𝑔𝑚𝑜𝑖𝑑 (·)
function in the optimization component of our MTHGNN mech-
anism, the combination of 𝑒𝑥𝑝 (· ⊙ ·) and 𝑆𝑖𝑔𝑚𝑜𝑖𝑑 (·) may cause
the gradient disaster. Thus, in this paper, 𝑒𝑥𝑝 (· ⊙ ·) is replaced
by (· ⊙ ·) to avoid scaling the similarity. In the session attention
component,𝑚 embeddings of the latest interacted micro-video are
used to fuse the historical information of each session based on
the similarities generated by (· ⊙ ·). Hence, MTHGNN can recom-
mend a latent micro-video only when it has a high similarity with
the latest𝑚 micro-videos and also meets a user’s historical pref-
erence. Finally, Session Attention component generates the set of
embeddings

{
𝑧𝑢𝑢 , 𝑧

𝑣1
𝑢 , 𝑧

𝑣1
𝑢 , . . . , 𝑧

𝑣𝑚
𝑢

}
for Model Training component.

4.5 Sampling Strategy
The traditional graph-based micro-video recommendation [3, 32]
generates micro-video embeddings for optimization or prediction
via graph training, in which we have to retrain the model if there
is one new-coming micro-video or unseen micro-video. Differently,
we develop a graph-free method to generate micro-video embed-
dings for optimization and prediction, which can deal with unseen
nodes and new-coming nodes. Our sampling strategy only consid-
ers the vectors of any sampled micro-video 𝑣𝑠𝑝𝑙 and its neighbors;
that is,

𝑧𝜔 =
1��𝜑𝐺 (𝑣𝑠𝑝𝑙 , 𝜔)

�� ∑︁
𝑖∈𝜑𝐺 (𝑣𝑠𝑝𝑙 ,𝜔 )

𝑥𝑖 , (8)

where 𝜑𝐺 (𝑣𝑠𝑝𝑙 , 𝜔) is the set of 𝑣𝑠𝑝𝑙 ’s one-hop neighbors that
are of the type 𝜔 on the graph 𝐺 , and 𝜔 ∈ 𝑁 𝑡𝑦𝑝𝑒 =

{𝑈𝑠𝑒𝑟,𝑉 𝑖𝑑𝑒𝑜, 𝑃𝑟𝑜𝑑𝑢𝑐𝑒𝑟,𝑇𝑎𝑔,𝐴𝑢𝑑𝑖𝑜, ...} represents the node type,
and 𝑥𝑖 is the primitive embedding of node 𝑖 .

When processing 𝜑𝐺 (𝑣𝑠𝑝𝑙 ,𝑈 𝑠𝑒𝑟 ), the vector of the target user
should be removed because the recommendation system is not able
to know whether there is an interaction between the target user
and the sampled micro-videos in advance. Hence, the user set of
neighbors of 𝑣 is 𝜑𝐺 (𝑣𝑠𝑝𝑙 ,𝑈 𝑠𝑒𝑟 ) \ 𝑢.

𝑧
𝑣𝑠𝑝𝑙
𝑢 =

1
|𝑁 𝑡𝑦𝑝𝑒 |

∑︁
𝜔∈𝑁 𝑡𝑦𝑝𝑒

𝑧𝜔 , (9)

where 𝑧𝑣𝑠𝑝𝑙𝑢 is the final aggregated embedding of the current sam-
pled micro-video for the target user 𝑢. The graph-free sampling
strategy is utilized to aggregate the information from different kind
of nodes, which helps the model learn the weights of relations and
attention.

On the other hand, the graph-free sampling strategy provides
strong adaptive capability for real-world scenarios. In real-world
recommendation, generating embeddings via graphs and model
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wastes time and requires abundant computing resources. Moreover,
the graph-free sampling strategy only stacks raw vectors, which
almost takes𝑂 (1) complexity; while the complexity of graph-based
sampling depends on the structure of recommendation models.

4.6 Model Training & Prediction
In the model training and prediction component, we use Eq. (10)
to compute the predicted score for each sampled micro-video and
rank the top-𝐾 micro-videos for recommendation.

�̂�𝑢𝑣 = 𝑧
𝑢
𝑢 ⊙ 𝑧𝑣𝑠𝑝𝑙𝑢 +

∑︁
𝑣∈𝑠𝑢

𝜋𝑢

𝑧𝑣𝑢 ⊙ 𝑧𝑣𝑠𝑝𝑙𝑢 . (10)

Specifically, �̂�𝑢𝑣 indicates the similarity between the target user
𝑢 and the users who like 𝑣𝑠𝑝𝑙 as well as the similarity between
𝑣𝑠𝑝𝑙 and 𝑢’s latest historical interests. If the sampled micro-video
satisfies the user’s interests, the predicted score �̂�𝑢𝑣 should be high;
otherwise, a low score is given.

Furthermore, MTHGNN is optimized by making the gap of the
scores between liked and disliked micro-video maximized. To this
end, BPR loss function [24] is applied for personalized micro-video
recommendation. The overall loss function includes BPR loss func-
tion, relation limitation, and parameter regularization, as shown in
the following.

𝑙𝑜𝑠𝑠 =
1
|𝑈 |

∑︁
𝑢∈𝑈

∑︁
𝑣∈𝑉𝑝

∑︁
𝑣′∈𝑉𝑛

−𝑙𝑜𝑔𝑆𝑖𝑔𝑚𝑜𝑖𝑑 (�̂�𝑢𝑣 − �̂�𝑢𝑣′ )

+ 𝛽
(∑︁
𝑟 ∈𝑅

ℎ−1∑︁
𝑙=0

𝑊 𝑙+1
𝑟 −𝑊 𝑙

𝑟

2
𝐹

)
+ 𝜂 ∥𝜃 ∥2𝐹 ,

(11)

in which𝑉𝑝 is the set of interacted micro-videos,𝑉𝑛 is the set of non-
interacted Micro-videos, 𝛽 and 𝜂 are the regularization weights,
𝑆𝑖𝑔𝑚𝑜𝑖𝑑 (·) is the Sigmoid function, 𝜃 contains all the learnable
parameters of the model including the parameters in FFN,𝑊 𝑙

0 ,𝑊
𝑙
𝑟 ,

𝑄𝑙
𝜃
, and𝑊 ′, and ∥·∥2

𝐹
represents the Frobenius norm. The relation

limitation part of the loss function limits the same relation to be
similar. If there is a large gap between the transform matrices𝑊 𝑙+1

𝑟

and𝑊 𝑙
𝑟 , the transformed node embeddings of different relations at

the same layer might be similar, which causes the graph learning
to be over-smooth, so the second term is considered in the loss
function.

5 PERFORMANCE EVALUATION
In this section, a series of experiments are conducted to evaluate
the performance of our proposed MTHGNN mechanism.

5.1 Datasets
We conduct experiments on two real-world datasets, including
MovieLen dataset and TikTok dataset, which are described below
with the statistics summarized in Table 1.

(i) TikTok [6]: TikTok dataset is collected from real-world
anonymized users and contains the interactions of “like", “finish",
and “Non-interacted" between users and micro-videos. In our ex-
periments, the interactions of “like" and “finish" are marked as
interacted, while the interactions of “non-interaction" is marked
as non-interacted. To exam the performance of recommendation

Table 1: Statistics of datasets (𝐷𝑒𝑛𝑠𝑖𝑡𝑦 = 𝐼𝑛𝑡𝑒𝑟𝑎𝑐𝑡𝑖𝑜𝑛𝑠
𝑈𝑠𝑒𝑟𝑠×𝑉𝑖𝑑𝑒𝑜𝑠

).

Dataset Type Users Videos Interactions Density

TikTok(1/50) Micro-video 1434 29662 95,426 0.224%
TikTok(1/5) Micro-video 16538 366,017 1,047,358 0.017%
MovieLen Movie 6040 3884 1,000,209 4.264%

models under various application scenarios with different interac-
tion densities (see Table 1), we randomly sample TikTok(1/50) and
TikTok(1/5) for TikTok dataset based on sampling rate of 0.02 and
0.2, respectively.

(ii) MovieLen [5]: MovieLen contains the ratings of movies
rated by real-world users, which is widely used in recommendation
systems for performance evaluation. MovieLen contains the rating
scores from 1 to 5. As BPR loss function (i.e., Eq. (11)) requires
implicit data clearly reveals whether a user likes a micro-video or
not, we set the score of 4 as unclear status (the threshold), where the
rating of 5 is marked as interacted (i.e., a user likes a micro-video),
and the ratings of 0 to 3 are marked as non-interacted (i.e., a user
dislikes a micro-video).

5.2 Baseline Models
The following state-of-the-art recommendation models are adopted
for a comprehensive comparison.

(i) GraphRec [8] is a framework that recommends people goods
based on social relations and group interests.

(ii) SASRec [14] processes sequential interactions and computes
the relevance of item pairs for recommendation.

(iii) MMGCN [32] is a GCN-based multi-modal framework that
generates representations of users and micro-videos by capturing
textual, acoustic, and visual features.

(iv) R-GCN [25] can be used for recommendation by construct-
ing complete heterogeneous graphs and mining graphs with rela-
tions.

(v) HERec [26] constructs different meta-path to learn node
embeddings for recommendations.

5.3 Experiment Settings
The performance of (micro-)video recommendation is measured
by the average scores of Precision@K [9] that demonstrates rec-
ommendation accuracy, Normalized Discounted Cumulative Gain
(NDCG@K) [31] that describes the ranking ability, and timeliness
of correctly recommended micro-videos (C-Timeliness@K) [34]
that measures the freshness of the recommended micro-videos, for
all the users in the testing datasets.

A higher value of timeliness means that this micro-video is inter-
acted by most of the recently viewed users. Hence, this micro-video
is hot and latest. We only count the timeliness of correctly recom-
mended micro-videos because people do not care the timeliness
of the micro-videos they are not interested in. C-Timeliness@K is
expressed by Eq. (12) and Eq. (13):

𝑇 𝑣 =
1

|𝜑𝐺 (𝑣,𝑈𝑠𝑒𝑟 ) |
∑︁

𝑢∈𝜑𝐺 (𝑣,𝑈𝑠𝑒𝑟 )

(
𝑡𝑢𝑣 − 𝑡0

)
, (12)
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Table 2: Hyper-parameter settings.

Dataset Learning rate Batch size 𝛽 𝜂

TikTok(1/5) 0.001 64 0.8 0.005
TikTok(1/50) 0.001 64 0.8 0.005
MovieLen 0.005 64 0.2 0.01

𝑇𝐶𝑅 =
1��𝑉𝐶𝑅

�� ∑︁
𝑣∈𝑉𝐶𝑅

𝑇 𝑣, (13)

where 𝑇 𝑣 denotes the timeliness of micro-video 𝑣 , 𝑡𝑢𝑣 is the times-
tamp when user 𝑢 interacts with micro-video 𝑣 , 𝑡0 is a fixed times-
tamp selected based on datasets, and 𝑇𝐶𝑅 is the timeliness of the
set of correctly recommended micro-videos. In our experiments,
𝑡0 = 60, 000, 000 for TikTok(1/50) and TikTok(1/5) datasets, and
𝑡0 = 12, 000, 000 for MovieLen.

For TikTok(1/50), TikTok(1/5), and MovieLen, we randomly sam-
ple the user instances based on training rates. For instance, when
the training rate equals 80%, we sample 80% users as the training
set while 20% as the testing set. The training rates are set to be
80%, 50%, and 20% to simulate the situations of micro-video rec-
ommendation with different volumes of available data. Any user
in the testing should not be the target user in the training dataset,
but may join the training as a sampled neighbor of a micro-video
(locate at 2 to ℎ layers in MHG). For testing, we sample 100 labeled
latent micro-videos for each testing user, who has over 100 records
in TikTok(1/50), TikTok(1/5), and MovieLen. Otherwise, we sample
the maximum number of the user’s records.

To better train our proposed MTHGNN model, the model pa-
rameters are initialized through Xavier distribution [10] and op-
timized by mini-batch Adaptive Moment Estimation (Adam) [15].
The various values of hyper-parameters inMTHGNN are set to fully
study the model performance, including the learning rate changed
in {0.01, 0.005, 0.001, 0.0005, 0.0001}, the batch size changed in
{32, 64, 128}, 𝛽 changed in {0.0, 0.2, 0.4, 0.6, 0.8, 1.0}, and 𝜂 changed
in {0.05, 0.01, 0.005, 0.001}, in which we obtain the same observa-
tions on the experiment results. In the following, we detail and
analyze the experiment results with the hyper-parameter setting
listed in Table 2.

5.4 Comparison between MTHGNN and
Baselines

The comparison results are summarized in Table 3, Table 4, and
Table 5, where the performance improvement is the ratio of perfor-
mance difference between MTHGNN and a baseline to the baseline
performance.

In Tables 3, 4, and 5, MTHGNN outperforms all the baselines in
terms of all metrics on TikTok(1/50) and TikTok(1/5). For MovieLen,
MTHGNN shows nearly the state-of-the-art performance on the
scores of Precision@10 and NDCG@10 in Table 3 and Table 4, but
its C-Timeliness scores are a little bit lower than those of R-GCN
in Table 3 and HERec in Table 4. This is because MTHGNN tries
to capture the micro-videos that the users may like in the future
by considering both timeliness factor and user interest. However,
for movie recommendation in MovieLen, the users may like classic

movies and do not care when the classic movies are published. Ac-
cordingly, MTHGNN learns user interest is more important than
timeliness and thus sacrifices a little timeliness to get a more ac-
curate recommendation of micro-videos. Nevertheless, the scores
of C-Timeliness@10 of MTHGNN in Table 3 and Table 4 are still
higher than the baselines from (a) to (c), because the LSTM and sam-
ple strategy in Algorithm 1 of MTHGNN can still work effectively.
On the other hand, the metric scores of HERec are a little higher
than those of our proposed MTHGNN on Movielen. The reason is
that MTHGNN is a complex model containing more components
compared with HERec and requires more training data to learn the
model parameters. However, even if the training rate is only 20%,
the performance of MTHGNN is still comparable with HERec.

From aspect of the characteristics of micro-videos, the proper-
ties of baseline models can be summarized as follows: (i) GraphRec
considers user social behaviors, and user interests; (ii) SASRec
only utilizes sequential influence and item attentions; (iii) MMGCN,
which is a model for micro-video recommendation, constructs MHG
containing multiple modals; (iv) R-GCN constructs heterogeneous
graphs with relation edges; and (v) HERec extracts heterogeneous
meta-paths, which reveals the relations between all kinds of nodes.
Our MTHGNN outperforms the baselines thanks to the multi-fold
novel designs: (i) multi-modal heterogeneous graph is established
to learn social relations and multi-modals; (ii) sub-graphs are built
to represent frequent changed interests; (iii) relation aggregator is
deployed to mine multi-type interactions; (iv) sessions attention is
exploited to track the latest and historical interests; and (v) timeli-
ness is taken into account, such as time-warping when construct
MHG, LSTM aggregator, the latest session as the base to fuse inter-
ests. Therefore, MTHGNN achieves better results in terms of the
three performance metrics in Table 3, Table 4, and Table 5

5.5 Ablation Study
In the ablation study, the variants of MTHGNN are compared to
understand the contributions of each component developed in
MTHGNN, and the results of Precision@10, NDCG@10, and C-
Timeliness@10 are presented in Table 6. These variants include:
(a) ¬Historical, where all the historical sessions are removed, and
only the latest session is kept; (b) ¬Relation, where the RHMP
aggregator is removed; (c) ¬All attention, where the AHMP aggre-
gator is removed; (d) Single Attention, where 𝑄𝑙

𝜃
at each layer is

removed, and a global𝑄 ′
𝜃
is used instead; (e) LSTM→Mean, where

the LSTM aggregator is replaced by a mean aggregator [11]; and (f)
MTHGNN. The ablation study is conducted on TikTok(1/50) and
MovieLen with the training rate at 80%. The results of Table 6 are
analyzed in the following.

Firstly, all of the studied components have significant contribu-
tions to the recommendation performance of our MTHGNN with
different importance, which provides the flexibility to properly tai-
lor the components of MTHGNN according to the characteristics
of datasets.

Secondly, ¬Historical sessions are more important for micro-
video recommendation than for long-movie recommendation. Usu-
ally, a user’s interest in micro-videos may be influenced by currently
hot news/events and thus change frequently, while such an interest
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Table 3: Performance comparison between MTHGNN and the baselines with training rate=80%.

Dataset Metrics (a) (b) (c) (d) (e) (f) Improvement vs. (%)
GraphRec SASRec MMGCN R-GCN HERec MTHGNN (f)-(d) (f)-(e)

TikTok(1/50)
Precision@10 0.15993 0.38292 0.50243 0.49094 0.57177 0.66062 34.56 15.54
NDCG@10 0.47279 0.63534 0.74244 0.73375 0.78819 0.87735 19.57 11.31

C-Timeliness@10 -12559836 601973 6085113 6342851 7212816 7448199 17.43 3.26

TikTok(1/5)
Precision@10 0.16759 0.38703 0.50075 0.51505 - 0.68678 33.34 -
NDCG@10 0.34147 0.62652 0.73588 0.76226 - 0.90234 18.38 -

C-Timeliness@10 -15878244 1423568 6153960 6199042 - 7295002 17.68 -

MovieLen
Precision@10 0.15488 0.12624 0.26539 0.33286 0.32806 0.36978 11.09 12.72
NDCG@10 0.36379 0.26932 0.53340 0.61557 0.60726 0.64632 5.00 6.43

C-Timeliness@10 -2636075 -3536347 1021148 1691119 1303092 1601455 -5.30 22.90

Table 4: Performance comparison between MTHGNN and the baselines with training rate=50%.

Dataset Metrics (a) (b) (c) (d) (e) (f) Improvement vs. (%)
GraphRec SASRec MMGCN R-GCN HERec MTHGNN (f)-(d) (f)-(e)

TikTok(1/50)
Precision@10 0.18354 0.37559 0.49051 0.46025 0.55829 0.62900 36.66 12.67
NDCG@10 0.37072 0.62910 0.74061 0.71451 0.78615 0.85848 20.15 9.20

C-Timeliness@10 -11562823 2092489 6538073 4921790 6933553 7475798 51.89 7.82

TikTok(1/5)
Precision@10 0.16420 0.40178 0.50048 0.51177 - 0.67617 32.12 -
NDCG@10 0.34073 0.64295 0.73744 0.75775 - 0.89660 18.32 -

C-Timeliness@10 -17149326 2154885 6130571 6260566 - 7358889 17.54 -

MovieLen
Precision@10 0.13783 0.12864 0.26365 0.28965 0.32761 0.34387 18.72 4.96
NDCG@10 0.33747 0.28111 0.53723 0.54147 0.59671 0.62302 15.06 4.41

C-Timeliness@10 -3482251 -3225662 989532 1139657 1219983 1185570 -11.50 -2.82

Table 5: Performance comparison between MTHGNN and the baselines with training rate=20%.

Dataset Metrics (a) (b) (c) (d) (e) (f) Improvement vs. (%)
GraphRec SASRec MMGCN R-GCN HERec MTHGNN (f)-(d) (f)-(e)

TikTok(1/50)
Precision@10 0.15091 0.37859 0.49023 0.47462 0.54106 0.58343 22.93 7.83
NDCG@10 0.30683 0.62830 0.73994 0.71740 0.77062 0.82633 15.18 7.23

C-Timeliness@10 -16783395 1639669 6658986 6019280 6754593 7387586 22.73 9.37

TikTok(1/5)
Precision@10 0.16615 0.40549 0.50063 0.51944 - 0.67175 29.32 -
NDCG@10 0.33665 0.64384 0.73888 0.75420 - 0.89590 18.79 -

C-Timeliness@10 -13985241 2220509 6030603 6368694 - 7368026 15.69 -

MovieLen
Precision@10 0.14009 0.12648 0.26216 0.28737 0.3245 0.32330 12.50 -0.37
NDCG@10 0.34488 0.27665 0.53034 0.55157 0.58965 0.59457 7.80 0.83

C-Timeliness@10 -3110917 -3428307 892244 600679 1271150 1086596 80.89 -14.52

Table 6: Ablation studies on TikTok(1/50) and MovieLen

Dataset Metrics ¬Historical ¬Relation ¬All attentions LSTM→Mean Single attention MTHGNN

TikTok(1/50)
Precision@10 0.54878 0.61149 0.63588 0.64390 0.64599 0.66062
NDCG@10 0.82342 0.84523 0.86072 0.87500 0.88115 0.87735
C-Timeliness@10 7665947 7380829 6886685 7225930 7451600 7448199
Metrics LSTM→Mean ¬All attention ¬Historical ¬Relation Single attention MTHGNN

MovieLen
Precision@10 0.30976 0.31043 0.33791 0.34230 0.36341 0.36978
NDCG@10 0.59993 0.58974 0.61610 0.62937 0.64502 0.64632
C-Timeliness@10 1012958 816698 1312602 1336683 1625869 1601455

in long movies is relatively stable during a long-term period. There-
fore, the impact of temporal factor on micro-video recommendation
is more significant than on long-movie recommendation.

Thirdly, the importance of the RHMP and AHMP aggregators
depends on the characteristics of datasets. The RHMP aggregator
is more crucial for micro-video recommendation on TikTok(1/50),
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because the multi-type interactions (e.g., “like” and “finish”) be-
tween users and micro-videos should be taken into account. When
RHMP is removed in ¬Relation, the recommendation performance
is reduced greatly. On the contrary, since “like” is the only type
of interaction in MovieLen, the AHMP aggregator becomes much
more important than RHMP to mine the graph information.

Last but not least, for any target user, the number of interacted
micro-videos in each session affects the performance of LSTM. For
example, the number of interacted videos in each session of each
target user in TikTok(1/50) is two but in MovieLen is four. In Tik-
Tok(1/50), MTHGNN only aggregates two micro-video embeddings,
so there is no obvious difference of aggregated embeddings be-
tween LSTM and Mean aggregator, and the replacement of LSTM
in TikTok(1/50) does not reduce the scores of Precision@10 and
NDCG@10 too much. However, in MovieLen, LSTM has a longer
sequence to mine a user’s latent preference, and the aggregated
embedding from LSTM can better reveal what the user may like
in each session, which outperform Mean aggregator. Thus, after
we replace LSTM by Mean aggregator in MovieLen, the scores of
Precision@10 and NDCG@10 drop to the lowest values compared
with the scores of the other variants. The above analysis shows that
with a larger number of interacted micro-videos in each session for
a user, LSTM becomes more important for enhancing recommen-
dation performance.

5.6 Top-𝐾 Recommendation
Considering different recommendation requirements in real ap-
plications, the performance of top-𝐾 recommendation is carefully
investigated by changing 𝐾 from 1 to 10, from which our critical
findings are described below.

(i) The Precision@K scores on TikTok(1/50) are shown in Fig. 3(a)
and Fig. 3(b), where our MTHGNN outperforms all the baselines
with 𝐾 increasing from 1 to 100. Such a performance comes from
the novel development of our MTHGNN: (i) MHG is constructed
to fully represent user information by using the information of
nodes, relations between nodes, and heterogeneous structures; (ii)
multiple aggregators are deployed to learn user preference through
the relations and attentions; and (iii) the session attention is con-
structed to consider the user’s latest and historical interest, where
𝜋𝑢 sessions are used to improve the accuracy of predicting user
interest. For top-𝐾 micro-video recommendation, in our MTHGNN
mechanism, the micro-videos with higher prediction scores usually
have higher probabilities of being the correct micro-videos and
thus obtain higher rankings. As a result, when 𝐾 grows up, more
and more micro-videos that have lower probabilities of being the
correct micro-videos are recommended, leading a decrease in the
Precision@K score of MTHGNN. Especially, in Fig. 3(b), the Preci-
sion@K scores of all the compared models converge to 0.48 when
𝐾 is reaching to 100 that is the maximum length of a user’s testing
micro-video sequence, because in TikTok(1/50), the total number
of correct micro-videos is limited and may be far smaller than 100.

(ii) In Fig. 3(c), the NDCG@K scores of MTHGNN are higher
than those of the baseline models. When 𝐾 is increased from 1 to
10, there is an increase in the NDCG@K scores for all the models as
NDCG@K is the cumulative gain of non-negative scores of these
𝐾 recommended videos. Moreover, the increase of the NDCG@K

(a) (b)

(c) (d)

Figure 3: Top-𝐾 recommendation performance of MTHGNN
on TikTok(1/50) ((a) Precision@K, (b) Revised Precision@K,
(c) NDCG@K, (d) C-Timeliness@K)

scores follows the law of diminishing marginal benefits due to the
adoption of “log” format, which states that the micro-videos with
the higher rankings receive larger weights in the cumulative gain
for these 𝐾 recommended videos.

(iii) The results of Fig. 3(d) validate that our MTHGNN can rec-
ommend the micro-videos with a higher timeliness compared with
the baselines as 𝐾 is increased from 1 to 10. In MTHGNN, session
attention uses the embeddings of the latest micro-videos to fuse
historical information based on the calculated similarities, and time-
wrapping and LSTM can also help capture micro-videos with a high
timeliness. Thus, the micro-videos with a high timeliness satisfy
users’ latest interests and are recommended for users.

6 CONCLUSION
Micro-vides own the characteristics of social relations, multi-type
interactions, multi-modals, temporal factors, and timeliness. This
paper proposes a novel Multi-aggregator Time-warping Heteroge-
neous Graph Neural Network (MTHGNN) to address these charac-
teristics by designing tightly coupled components, including multi-
modal heterogeneous graph to simulate social relations and multi-
type interactions, multi-aggregator to mine graph information from
relation and attention aspects, session attention to track user in-
terests. In this way, our MTHGNN can generate high-quality user
and micro-video embeddings for accurate recommendation. The ex-
periments can confirm the advantages of our MTHGNN compared
with the state-of-the-arts on real datasets.
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