
Learning Robust Sequential Recommenders through
Confident Soft Labels

SHIGUANG WU∗, Shandong University, China
XIN XIN∗, Shandong University, China
PENGJIE REN, Shandong University, China
ZHUMIN CHEN, Shandong University, China
JUN MA, Shandong University, China
MAARTEN DE RIJKE, University of Amsterdam, The Netherlands
ZHAOCHUN REN†, Leiden University, The Netherlands

Sequential recommenders that are trained on implicit feedback are usually learned as a multi-class classification
task through softmax-based loss functions on one-hot class labels. However, one-hot training labels are sparse
and may lead to biased training and sub-optimal performance. Dense, soft labels have been shown to help
improve recommendation performance. But how to generate high-quality and confident soft labels from noisy
sequential interactions between users and items is still an open question.

We propose a new learning framework for sequential recommenders, CSRec, which introduces confident
soft labels to provide robust guidance when learning from user-item interactions. CSRec contains a teacher
module that generates high-quality and confident soft labels and a student module that acts as the target
recommender and is trained on the combination of dense, soft labels and sparse, one-hot labels.

We propose and compare three approaches to constructing the teacher module: (i) model-level, (ii) data-level,
and (iii) training-level. To evaluate the effectiveness and generalization ability of CSRec, we conduct exper-
iments using various state-of-the-art sequential recommendation models as the target student module on
four benchmark datasets. Our experimental results demonstrate that CSRec is effective in training better
performing sequential recommenders.

CCS Concepts: • Information systems→ Recommender systems; Personalization; Retrieval models
and ranking; Novelty in information retrieval.

Additional KeyWords and Phrases: Sequential recommendation, Recommender systems, Soft labels, Robustness,
Implicit feedback

1 INTRODUCTION
Generating next-item recommendations from sequential implicit user feedback is a widely adopted
way of training recommender systems. It is common in scenarios like e-commerce [46], video
platforms [44], and streamingmusic services [27]. The problem of learning sequential recommenders
based on implicit feedback can be formulated as a multi-class classification task where each
candidate item corresponds to a class. Then, a list of recommendations is generated by choosing
items with the highest classification logits.

Deep neural networks have been widely used to address such classification tasks through softmax-
based loss functions over one-hot class labels. We can view the items that a user has interacted with
as being labeled as 1s, while all other items from the item catalogue are labeled as 0s [17, 19, 28, 39].
Thus, the items a user has interacted with are interpreted as the user’s positive preferences and are
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Fig. 1. Performance of Base recommendation model and SoftRec method [8] on different groups of users. The
items are divided into two bins, 20% and 80%, based on the frequency. We then split users based on which kind
of items they choose as the next interactions, popular or niche items. The two user groups are referred to as
popular-type and niche-type users. We evaluate the recommendation performance on each group separately.
We choose GRU4Rec [28] as the Base recommendation model and SoftRec [8] as the comparison method on
the (a) Yelp and (b) Electronics dataset. The niche-type users receive worse recommendation results after
using the soft labels proposed in [8].

pushed towards higher classification logits in the training process; all other candidate items are
assumed to capture negative user preferences. However, one-hot training labels are sparse and can
easily be corrupted [25, 45]. For example, interactions with an item may only be due to presentation
bias [6, 7] and an absent interaction may be attributed to user unawareness since the item may not
have been exposed to this user [31]. Hence, simply promoting high values for items labeled with a
1 and demoting other candidate items can lead to a misunderstanding of user preferences.
Soft labels. Recent work [8, 20] has shown that compared with sparse one-hot training labels, soft
labels can help to improve the recommendation performance. Soft labels are labels that use class
probabilities produced by models instead of the hard one-zero representation, i.e., one-hot labels.
They can be seen as a dense distribution over candidate items given the current sequence of items.
Liu et al. [20] propose a debiasing recommendation framework based on soft labels that originate
from knowledge distillation of uniform exposure data. Cheng et al. [8] use popularity-based or
user-based soft labels to train recommenders.

Motivated by [8, 20], we hypothesize that high-quality and confident soft labels can help to train
more robust sequential recommenders. Here, a soft label is confident if the supervision signals that it
provides reflect the real user preferences and have low variance. And a sequential recommender
is robust if it is able to generate recommendations that lead to a positive user experience even if
the training data is corrupted or contains noise. Unfortunately, the uniform exposure data used in
[20] will always be limited and expensive to collect since doing so may negatively affect the user
experience by exposing irrelevant items. And the soft labels used in [8] can easily get biased or
corrupted by the training data and the teacher model itself.
As shown in Fig 1, niche-type users, who choose niche items as their next selections, receive

worse recommendation results after using the soft labels proposed in [8]. The bias of soft labels used
in [8] results in less exposure of niche items, which is not beneficial for both users and merchants in
the long run. Hence, how to create confident, soft labels from noisy sequential interactions between
users and items remains an open question.
Recommendations with confident soft labels. We propose CSRec, a learning framework to
train robust sequential recommenders from implicit user feedback. The core idea is to introduce
confident, soft labels that complement the one-hot labels during the learning process. CSRec
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comprises a teacher module that generates confident, soft labels from noisy sequential interactions
between users and items, and a student module that can be seen as the target recommender. We
propose three methods for constructing the teacher module: (i) model-level, (ii) data-level, and
(iii) training-level. These alternatives are motivated as follows:

• Recent research [9, 40] has shown that different models, or even a set of instances of the same
model initialized with different random seeds, introduce different kinds of bias into model
outputs. Our model-level method constructs confident, soft labels from a multi-model
ensemble to reduce the bias and variance from the model itself.
• Our data-levelmethod reduces the bias or noisy signals coming from the data by exploiting

sub-sampling procedures to feed the teacher models with different subsets of the data. The
confident, soft labels are, again, generated from a multi-data ensemble.
• The model-level and data-level methods use ensemble methods to obtain confident soft

labels. Instead, the training-level method focuses on directly training a teacher module in
an end-to-end fashion. The key insight is to minimize the Kullback-Leibler (KL) divergence
between predictions of two teacher models since confident, soft labels from different models
should be consistent to provide more robust guidance.

Given confident, soft labels from the teacher module, the target student recommender is trained
using a combination of dense, soft labels and sparse one-hot labels. Although knowledge distillation
also utilizes soft labels, the motivation is quite different. Knowledge distillation aims to compress a
large neural network model into a relatively smaller model for more efficiency inference, while we
aim at utilizing robust soft labels to generate robust recommendations from biased data, instead of
speeding up the inference. Besides, existing ensemble methods perform ensembles in both training
and inference, while our method involves multiple models to generate confident soft labels in the
training stage and only a single robust target recommender is used during inference, thus achieving
higher recommendation efficiency.
Experimental comparison. To assess the effectiveness and generalization capability of recom-
mender systems trained using the labels produced by CSRec, we conduct experiments on four
benchmark datasets using different kinds of state-of-the-art sequential recommendation models as
the target recommendation module: (i) the recurrent neural network (RNN)-based GRU4Rec [28],
(ii) the convolutional neural network (CNN)-based Nextitnet [39], (iii) the attention-based NARM
[19], and (iv) the self-attentive SASRec [17]. Experimental results demonstrate the effectiveness
and generalization capability of the CSRec learning framework.
Contributions. Summarizing, the contributions of our work are:

• We propose CSRec, a learning framework to enhance implicit feedback-based sequential
recommenders through a teacher module that provides confident, soft labels and a target
student recommender trained on sparse, one-hot labels and dense, soft labels.
• We propose three methods for constructing the teacher module: (i) a model-level method,
(ii) a data-level method, and (iii) a training-level method, all aimed at reducing the effect of
bias and noisy interaction signals.
• We evaluate CSRec with four kinds of state-of-the-art deep learning-based sequential

recommendation models and conduct experiments on four benchmark datasets. The results
demonstrate the effectiveness of the CSRec learning framework.

2 RELATEDWORK
We review related work on sequential recommendation and learning from soft labels.
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(a) Model-level CSRec (b) Data-level CSRec (c) Training-level CSRec
Fig. 2. Framework of CSRec, with (a) model-level teachers, (b) data-level teachers, and (c) training-level
teachers.

2.1 Sequential recommendation
Early work on sequential recommendation mainly depends on factorization methods [33, 34] or
Markov chains [12, 37]. More recently, deep learning-based sequential recommendations have
attracted attention due to their learning capacity. Deep learning-based sequential recommendation
models can be categorized into (i) RNN-based models [14, 23, 28], (ii) CNN-based models [30], and
(iii) attention-based models [17, 22]. GRU4Rec [28] is a representative RNN-based model that uses
gated recurrent units to learn sequential signals. Caser [30] and Nextitnet [39] are CNN-based
models that can capture skip signals in the interaction sequence. NARM [19] introduces an attention
mechanism to assign different degrees of importance to items that a user interacts with in the item
sequence. SASRec [17] uses self-attention and a transformer decoder [32] to perform sequential
recommendation. Unlike the causal decoding of SASRec, BERT4Rec [26] uses the objective of
masked language models to train the recommender.
Conventional training of sequential recommenders with implicit feedback uses the point-wise

binary cross-entropy (BCE) loss or the pair-wise ranking loss (e.g., BPR [24]). Both need a negative
sampling strategy to sample negative instances from missing interactions. The sampling size and
distribution are likely to affect the recommendation performance [2]. Although there is work
that focuses on non-sampling-based training methods, they are limited because of their high
computational costs [4] or their shallow linear models [35].
Deep learning-based approaches to sequential recommendation are often formulated as multi-

class classifiers where each candidate item corresponds to a class. The deep models are then trained
through a softmax classification loss over the sparse one-hot class labels, in which items that users
interacted with are labeled as 1s, and all other candidate items are labeled as 0s [3, 17, 19, 26, 28, 39].
Such a solution assumes that the items that users interacted with indicate positive user preferences
while all other candidate items reflect negative user preferences. This assumption seldom holds for
real-world cases [31]. Interactions may be attributed to various kinds of presentation bias [6]; and in
some cases, a lack of interaction may be attributed to the user’s unawareness. Thus, sparse one-hot
training labels can easily be corrupted and cannot capture unobserved user-item interactions.
Solving the sequential recommendation task through sparse one-hot labels therefore leads to biased
training and sub-optimal performance [6, 20, 45].
In this paper, we aim to learn sequential recommenders from implicit feedback data by using

confident, soft labels in addition to sparse one-hot labels.

2.2 Learning from soft labels
Soft labels have been successfully exploited in computer vision (CV) and natural language processing
(NLP). Knowledge distillation [15] is a widely adopted learning framework aimed at compressing
large complex models into a simple model with a much smaller model size for faster model inference.
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Knowledge distillation extracts the hidden knowledge from large teacher networks in the form
of soft labels to guide the training process of a much smaller student network. Distillation using
multi-models has also been investigated in CV and NLP. A common way of multi-model distillation
is to use the average response from all teachers as part of the supervision signals for the student
[11, 38, 41]. For example, You et al. [38] average the outputs of different teachers and reduce the
dissimilarity between the student and teachers; Du et al. [10] use multi-objective optimization to
determine the best direction that accommodates different teachers; and Liu et al. [21] average the
outputs of teachers with weights generated from themselves.
Some recent work has exploited soft labels to improve recommendations. Even though the

prediction from a well-trained teacher model contains beneficial knowledge and may be helpful
for building additional supervision for student models, naive distillation would bring unwanted
bias and noisy signals. The root cause lies in the fact that, compared with the data in CV and NLP,
the interaction data in recommendation contains more noise and biases. Chen et al. [5] find the
biased student phenomenon during model compression using knowledge distillation. They propose
a grouping method to specifically tackle the popularity bias in the general recommendation system.
Their method heavily relies on prior knowledge of the bias. Besides, their method focuses on
improving the distillation process given biased soft labels, while our research is aimed at inferring
more robust and confident soft labels, which works at different stages. Liu et al. [20] propose a
debiasing framework for recommendations based on soft labels learned from uniform interaction
data. However, uniform interaction data is always limited and expensive to collect since it affects
the user experience. Cheng et al. [8] use popularity-based and user-based soft labels to enhance
sequential recommenders. Unfortunately, their generated soft labels can easily be corrupted by
noisy implicit feedback.

To conclude, knowledge distillation in CV and NLP mainly focuses on using soft labels to perform
model compression or transfer learning. In recommender systems, how to generate confident, soft
labels from noisy implicit feedback from users for robust sequential recommendation is still an
open research question. We address this question head on and provide a new learning framework
using soft labels to obtain robust sequential recommenders from implicit feedback.

3 METHOD
In this section, we first share our notation and the task formulation. Then we describe three ways
of constructing a teacher module that provides confident, dense, soft labels. Finally, we detail the
training procedure of the target student recommender.

3.1 Notation and task formulation
We focus on the task of learning sequential recommenders from implicit user feedback. We denote
the user set and the item set asU and I, respectively. Each user 𝑢 ∈ U implicitly interacts with a
sequence of items 𝒔𝑢 = (𝑖1, 𝑖2, . . . , 𝑖 |𝒔𝑢 | ), sorted by time. Ideally, the next interacted item is the one
with the highest probability in the real user preference distribution 𝑃 (𝑖 | 𝒔𝑢). However, the observed
next item 𝑖 |𝒔𝑢 |+1 can be corrupted by different kinds of noise (bias), which can be formulated as:

𝑖 |𝒔𝑢 |+1 = argmax
𝑖∈I

𝑃 (𝑖 | 𝒔𝑢) + 𝜖, (1)

where 𝜖 denotes the noisy signal. The task is to train a target recommender 𝑓 that can approximate
the real user preference as 𝑃𝑓 (𝑖 | 𝒔𝑢) ≈ 𝑃 (𝑖 | 𝒔𝑢). During model inference, recommendations can be
generated as

𝑖 = argmax
𝑖∈I

𝑓 (𝒔𝑢), (2)
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Algorithm 1Model-level teachers
Require: {𝑔1, 𝑔2, . . . , 𝑔𝑚}: teacher models; 𝜂: learning rate; ℓ𝑐𝑒 (·): loss for teacher models; 𝜃 (·):

parameters; 𝐷 : training set
1: repeat
2: for all 𝒔𝑢 ∈ 𝐷 do
3: 𝜃 (𝑔𝑘 )←𝜃 (𝑔𝑘 )−𝜂 · ∇ℓ𝑐𝑒 (𝒔𝑢, 𝑔𝑘 , 𝑖 |𝒔𝑢 |+1) ⊲𝑘 = 1, 2, . . . ,𝑚
4: end for
5: until converged
6: for all 𝒔𝑢 ∈ 𝐷 do
7: e𝑢 ←

∑
𝑔𝑘 (𝒔𝑢)/𝑚 ⊲ ensemble of 𝑔𝑘

8: end for
9: return e𝑢

where 𝑓 (𝒔𝑢) denotes the output logits of recommender 𝑓 . This task can be formulated as a multi-
class classification problem with I being the candidate class set. Conventional methods that ignore
the noisy signal 𝜖 use a softmax-based cross-entropy loss to train the recommender 𝑓 by minimizing
the difference between 𝑖 and 𝑖 |𝒔𝑢 |+1. However, due to the existence of 𝜖 , 𝑖 |𝒔𝑢 |+1 is not actually sampled
from 𝑃 (𝑖 | 𝒔𝑢), resulting in a discrepancy between the potentially misdirected learned distribution
𝑃𝑓 (𝑖 | 𝒔𝑢) and the ideal unbiased distribution 𝑃 (𝑖 | 𝒔𝑢).

To address the above issue, the proposed CSRec framework treats the target recommender 𝑓 as a
student module and introduces a teacher module that consists of a set of models {𝑔1, 𝑔2, . . . , 𝑔𝑚}.
The teacher module aims to generate confident, soft labels to (i) provide dense supervision signals
of large amounts of missing interactions; and (ii) alleviate the effect of the noisy signal 𝜖 . Then, the
student model 𝑓 is trained on the combination of dense, soft labels and sparse data observation of
𝑖 |𝒔𝑢 |+1. Fig 2 shows three alternative teacher modules for CSRec, which we detail next.

3.2 Confident teacher module
We describe the three alternative teacher modules for CSRec.

3.2.1 Model-level teachers. Recent research [9, 40] shows that different models, or a set of the
same models but with different random seeds, are able to introduce different types of bias into
model outputs. This suggests that different models capture different aspects of 𝜖 , as model-specific
noisy signals 𝜖𝑚 . We propose to construct a confident teacher module from multiple models to
benefit from this insight. The key idea is to take the average outputs of multiple teacher models.
Thus, noisy signals 𝜖𝑚 along with their models are averaged, which gives us a more uniform error
distribution and more robust predictions to generate soft labels.
We use a set of models {𝑔1, 𝑔2, . . . , 𝑔𝑚} that are based on the same model architecture with the

target student recommender 𝑓 but with different random seeds as the teacher module. We train
{𝑔1, . . . , 𝑔𝑚} individually on the entire dataset using different training seeds. We use the softmax-
based cross-entropy as the training loss function for the teacher models, denoted as ℓ𝑐𝑒 . Then we
take the average of the outputs to generate soft labels to guide the student.
The training process of model-level teachers is described in Algorithm 1. Model-level teachers

are expected to alleviate bias or noise introduced by the model itself, i.e., 𝜖𝑚 .

3.2.2 Data-level teachers. Despite the noisy signal of 𝜖𝑚 , which is reflected in the model-level
perspective, there may also be data-level bias, 𝜖𝑑 , as a part of the noisy signal 𝜖 . We argue that 𝜖𝑑 is
data-specific and has different distributions across different data subsets. As a result, a multi-data
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ensemble of models trained on different subsets of the data would help us alleviate the effect of 𝜖𝑑
and provide more robust guidance for the target student recommender.
To this end, we propose to construct the confident teacher module from the data-level view.

We perform subsampling with a uniform probability 𝑝 on the entire data and generate different
subsets. Then, teacher models {𝑔1, 𝑔2, . . . , 𝑔𝑚}, which have the same model structure, are trained
to fit different data subsets. Then we fuse the outputs of {𝑔1, 𝑔2, . . . , 𝑔𝑚} to generate more robust
teacher outputs.

The data-level teacher’s algorithm is described in Algorithm 2.

3.2.3 Training-level teachers. Model- and data-level teachers use ensemble-based methods to fuse
multi-source outputs, which can be referred to as post-training strategies. Training-level methods
aim to directly learn a robust teacher module without a post-training ensemble. The key idea is
based on two assumptions:

(1) confident, soft labels should be consistent with the latent real user preference; and
(2) confident, soft labels from two models should be consistent.

Here, we introduce the main teacher model 𝑔1 and a side teacher model 𝑔2. We then describe how
to directly train a robust 𝑔1 with the help of 𝑔2.
As discussed before, the output of 𝑔1 and 𝑔2 should be consistent with each other if they are

expected to generate confident, soft labels. Therefore, given an item sequence s𝑢 , we aim tominimize
their KL divergence as

KL(𝑃𝑔2 (· | 𝒔𝑢)∥𝑃𝑔1 (· | 𝒔𝑢)) = E𝑗∼𝑃𝑔2 [log(𝑃𝑔2 ( 𝑗 | 𝒔𝑢)) − log(𝑃𝑔1 ( 𝑗 | 𝒔𝑢))], (3)

where 𝑗 is a random variable representing the ideal user-preferred item that cannot be directly
observed. What we can observe from the data is 𝑖 |𝒔𝑢 |+1, which contains noise and bias. For simplicity,
in the following description we will use 𝑖 to denote 𝑖 |𝒔𝑢 |+1. Moreover, 𝒔𝑢 will also be omitted
occasionally and 𝑃 (· | 𝒔𝑢) is abbreviated as 𝑃 if necessary.

According to Bayes’ Theorem and the discussed assumption, we have

𝑃𝑔1 ( 𝑗 | 𝒔𝑢) ∼ 𝑃 ( 𝑗 | 𝒔𝑢) =
𝑃 (𝑖 | 𝒔𝑢)𝑃 ( 𝑗 | 𝑖, 𝒔𝑢)

𝑃 (𝑖 | 𝑗, 𝒔𝑢)
. (4)

Algorithm 2 Data-level teachers
Require: {𝑔1, 𝑔2, . . . , 𝑔𝑚}: teacher models; 𝜂: learning rate; ℓ𝑐𝑒 (·): loss for teacher models; 𝜃 (·):

parameters; 𝐷 : training dataset
1: randomly sample 𝑝 percent of 𝐷 for𝑚 times as 𝐷1, . . . , 𝐷𝑚

2: repeat
3: for all 𝒔𝑢 ∈ 𝐷𝑘 do ⊲ 𝑘 = 1, 2, . . . ,𝑚
4: 𝜃 (𝑔𝑘 ) ← 𝜃 (𝑔𝑘 ) − 𝜂 · ∇ℓ𝑐𝑒 (𝒔𝑢, 𝑔𝑘 , 𝑖 |𝒔𝑢 |+1)
5: end for
6: until converged
7: for all 𝒔𝑢 ∈ 𝐷 do
8: e𝑢 ←

∑
𝑔𝑘 (s𝑢)/𝑚 ⊲ ensemble of 𝑔𝑘

9: end for
10: return e𝑢
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Substituting Eq. 4 into Eq. 3, we have

KL(𝑃𝑔2 ∥𝑃𝑔1 ) ≈ E𝑗∼𝑃𝑔2

[
log(𝑃𝑔2 ( 𝑗 | 𝒔𝑢)) − log

𝑃 (𝑖 | 𝒔𝑢)𝑃 ( 𝑗 | 𝑖, 𝒔𝑢)
𝑃 (𝑖 | 𝑗, 𝒔𝑢)

]
= KL(𝑃𝑔2 ∥𝑃) − log(𝑃 (𝑖 | 𝒔𝑢)) + E𝑗∼𝑃𝑔2 [log 𝑃 (𝑖 | 𝑗, 𝒔𝑢)] . (5)

If we rearrange Eq. 5, we have

KL(𝑃𝑔2 ∥𝑃) − log(𝑃 (𝑖 | 𝒔𝑢)) ≈ KL(𝑃𝑔2 ∥𝑃𝑔1 ) − E𝑗∼𝑃𝑔2 [log 𝑃 (𝑖 | 𝑗, 𝒔𝑢)] . (6)

Due to the fact that KL(𝑃𝑔2 ∥𝑃) ≥ 0, the right-hand side of Eq. 6 is an approximate upper bound of
the negative logarithm likelihood. We can regard E𝑗∼𝑃𝑔2 [log 𝑃 (𝑖 | 𝑗, 𝒔𝑢)] as a regularization term to
adjust the agreement across 𝑃𝑔1 , 𝑃𝑔2 and 𝑃 .

Through a similar derivation, we also have

KL(𝑃𝑔1 ∥𝑃) − log(𝑃 (𝑖 | 𝒔𝑢)) ≈ KL(𝑃𝑔1 ∥𝑃𝑔2 ) − E𝑗∼𝑃𝑔1 [log 𝑃 (𝑖 | 𝑗, 𝒔𝑢)] . (7)

Combining the right-hand sides of both Eq. 6 and Eq. 7, we obtain the following regularization
term:

ℓ𝑟𝑒𝑔 = 𝛼
{
KL(𝑃𝑔2 ∥𝑃𝑔1 ) − E𝑗∼𝑃𝑔2 [log 𝑃 (𝑖 | 𝑗, 𝒔𝑢)]

}
+ (1 − 𝛼)

{
KL(𝑃𝑔1 ∥𝑃𝑔2 ) − E𝑗∼𝑃𝑔1 [log 𝑃 (𝑖 | 𝑗, 𝒔𝑢)]

}
.

(8)

Since our goal is to train the main teacher 𝑔1 with the help of side teacher 𝑔2, the term E𝑗∼𝑃𝑔2 [𝑃 (𝑖 |
𝑗, 𝒔𝑢)] has no contribution to the training of 𝑔1, so we omit it and change our regularization function
to

ℓ1 = 𝛼KL(𝑃𝑔2 ∥𝑃𝑔1 ) + (1 − 𝛼)KL(𝑃𝑔1 ∥𝑃𝑔2 ) − E𝑗∼𝑃𝑔1 [log 𝑃 (𝑖 | 𝑗, 𝒔𝑢)] . (9)

In practice, for simplicity, we assume that the observation of 𝑖 given the real user-preferred item 𝑗

is conditionally independent with the item sequence s𝑢 . This is a reasonable assumption since the
correlation between the observed item 𝑖 and the ideal item 𝑗 mainly depends on the noisy signals.
As a result, 𝑃 (𝑖 | 𝑗, 𝒔𝑢) can be approximated through an auxiliary model ℎ as

ℎ(𝑖, 𝑗) ≈ 𝑃 (𝑖 | 𝑗) ≈ 𝑃 (𝑖 | 𝑗, 𝒔𝑢) . (10)

A concise solution to learn ℎ is to use matrix factorization and factorize ℎ(𝑖 | 𝑗) as

[ℎ] | I | · |I | =M | I | ·𝑑 · N𝑑 · |I | , (11)

where 𝑑 ≪ I; [ℎ] can be viewed as a global noise matrix.M and N are its low-rank factorization
matrices.
To sum up, given an item sequence s𝑢 and the observed next item 𝑖 as the label, we have the

training-level robust regularization

ℓ𝑟 = 𝛼KL(𝑃𝑔2 ∥𝑃𝑔1 ) + (1 − 𝛼)KL(𝑃𝑔1 ∥𝑃𝑔2 ) −
∑︁
𝑗∈I

log(ℎ𝑖, 𝑗 )𝑃𝑔1 ( 𝑗 | s𝑢). (12)

Finally, we combine the robust loss ℓ𝑟 with the softmax cross-entropy loss (i.e., ℓ𝑐𝑒 ) as the final loss
function to construct the training-level confident teacher module:

ℓ𝑡 = ℓ𝑟 + ℓ𝑐𝑒 . (13)

We pretrain the side teacher model 𝑔2 on a sub-sampled data split to enhance the learning stability
and further introduce data-level robustness. The algorithmic process of training-level teachers is
described in Algorithm 3.
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Algorithm 3 Training-level teachers
Require: 𝑔1, 𝑔2: two teacher models; 𝜂: learning rate; ℓ𝑐𝑒 (·): loss function for the side teacher 𝑔2;

ℓ𝑡 (·): loss function for the main teacher 𝑔1; 𝜃 (·): parameters; 𝐷 : training dataset
1: randomly sample 𝑝 percent data 𝐷 ′ from 𝐷 .
2: repeat
3: for all 𝒔𝑢 ∈ 𝐷 ′ do
4: 𝜃 (𝑔2) ← 𝜃 (𝑔2) − 𝜂 · ∇ℓ𝑐𝑒 (𝒔𝑢, 𝑔2, 𝑖 |𝒔𝑢 |+1) ⊲ pretrain 𝑔2
5: end for
6: until converged
7: repeat
8: for all 𝒔𝑢 ∈ 𝐷 do
9: 𝜃 (𝑔1) ← 𝜃 (𝑔1) − 𝜂 · ∇ℓ𝑡 (𝒔𝑢, 𝑔1, 𝑖 |𝒔𝑢 |+1) ⊲ train 𝑔1
10: end for
11: until converged
12: for all 𝒔𝑢 ∈ 𝐷 do
13: e𝑢 ← 𝑔1 (s𝑢)
14: end for
15: return e𝑢

3.3 Learning of student recommenders
Given the input sequence s𝑢 and dense logits e𝑢 (see the output of Algorithm 1, 2, and 3) generated
by the confident teacher module, we define the soft labels for the student recommender 𝑓 as

r𝑢 =
1
2
(softmax(e𝑢/T ) + onehot(𝑖 |𝒔𝑢 |+1)), (14)

where T is a temperature smoothening the soft label distribution. A larger T indicates smoother
soft labels. When T → ∞, the soft labels act as naive label smoothing.

Finally, the training loss for the target student recommender 𝑓 is defined as

ℓ𝑠 = (1 − 𝛽)ℓce (𝒔𝑢, 𝑓 , 𝑖 |𝒔𝑢 |+1) + 𝛽KL(𝑃𝑓 (· | 𝒔𝑢)∥r𝑢). (15)

During inference, we use the student model 𝑓 to generate the list of recommended items by selecting
the top-𝑛 items with the highest classification logits.

3.4 Summary and remarks
We have proposed three strategies to learn a confident teacher module to generate soft labels. All
three methods leverage the collaboration of multiple teachers but from different perspectives and
in different stages of training. The model-level and data-level strategies use collaboration after
the training of teachers, and the training of multiple teacher models is processed individually.
Averaging the outputs is an effective way of reducing errors and making more robust soft labels. In
contrast, the training-level strategy uses the collaboration between the main teacher model and
a side teacher model during the training process. The main teacher model is directly trained to
be robust without post-training infusion. In the training-level strategy, we use a pre-trained 𝑔2
instead of training both models together because a pre-trained model can dramatically accelerate
the model collaboration. Note that we use the sub-sampled data split during the pre-training of the
side teacher model 𝑔2. This design can help the main teacher model 𝑔1 to benefit from the data-level
randomness to generate more robust outputs.
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4 EXPERIMENTS
In this section, we describe our experimental setup for assessing the effectiveness of our proposed
training method. We focus on the following research questions:
(RQ1) What is the overall recommendation performance of the proposed CSRec learning frame-

work?
(RQ2) Does CSRec help to generate more robust sequential recommendations from implicit user

feedback?
(RQ3) How does the design of the teacher module affect the student performance?

4.1 Experimental settings
4.1.1 Datasets. We conduct experiments on four datasets: (i) Last.FM,1 (ii) Yelp,2 (iii) Amazon
Electronics, and (iv) Amazon Movies and TV.3 Table 1 shows the dataset statistics. We remove
users and items with less than five interactions for all datasets. Since we consider sequential
recommendation tasks, we split each user’s interactions into sequences with fixed lengths. If
the session is too short, we add padding tokens. If the session is longer, we cut it into several
sub-sessions.

4.1.2 Evaluation protocols. To evaluate the recommendation performance, we adopt the leave-
one-out evaluation procedure. The last item in a sequence is left as the test sample, while the one
but last item is used for validation. The remaining interactions are used as the training set. We
use the full item set as the candidate set when performing the ranking. For evaluation, we use
two ranking-based metrics: (i) Recall and (ii) Normalized Discounted Cumulative Gain (NDCG).
Recall@𝑛 measures whether the ground-truth item occurs in the top-𝑛 positions of the list of
recommendations. NDCG is a weighted version that attaches higher importance to top positions.

To evaluate the robustness of the recommenders (i.e., whether the recommendation can lead to
higher user ratings given the noisy implicit feedback), we also introduce filtered versions of these
metrics on the two Amazon datasets (since those contain rating information). The original Recall is
defined as Recall@𝑛 = 1

|U |
∑

𝑢∈U 1(𝑟𝑎𝑛𝑘𝑢 ≤ 𝑛), where rank𝑢 denotes the rank of the ground-truth
item and 1(·) is the indicator function. For the filtered version, which we denote as Recall+, we have

Recall+@𝑛 =
1∑

𝑢∈U 1(𝑟𝑢 ≥ 𝛿)
∑︁
𝑢∈U

1(𝑟𝑢 ≥ 𝛿 ∧ 𝑟𝑎𝑛𝑘𝑢 ≤ 𝑛), (16)

where 𝑟𝑢 is the rating of the ground-truth item. 𝛿 is a threshold value set to 4 (ratings range from 0
to 5). Such a filtered metric measures whether the recommended items can lead to real positive user
preferences. Similarly, we have a filtered version NDCG+ of the NDCG metric. Note that ratings
are only used in the evaluation stage to verify the robustness. For training, we only use binary
implicit user feedback (i.e., items that a user interacted with are labeled as positive, and the others
are missing interactions).

4.1.3 Baselines. To assess the effectiveness of training recommenders with CSRec, we use the
following models as the student model described in Section 3:
• GRU4Rec [28] uses a GRU to model sequential user behavior, and we use an improved
version by Tan et al. [29].
• NextItNet [39] is a simple yet effective CNN-based model that is capable of learning both
short- and long-range dependencies.

1https://grouplens.org/datasets/hetrec-2011/
2https://www.yelp.com/dataset
3http://jmcauley.ucsd.edu/data/amazon/

https://grouplens.org/datasets/hetrec-2011/
https://www.yelp.com/dataset
http://jmcauley.ucsd.edu/data/amazon/


Learning Robust Sequential Recommenders through Confident Soft Labels 11

Table 1. Statistics of datasets.

Dataset #users #items #interactions length

Last.FM 1,090 3,646 52,551 20
Yelp 30,431 20,033 316,354 10
Electronics 83,427 29,351 684,449 10
Movies & TV 47,966 21,035 625,813 10

• SASRec [17] is based on the transformer decoder [32], which uses multi-head self-attention
to capture user preference.
• NARM [19] uses an attention mechanism to capture the intention of users; then, it computes
the recommendation score with a bi-linear matching based on the latent representation.

Each student recommendation model is trained with the following methods:
• Base denotes the standard training framework by optimizing the cross-entropy between
the output and the sparse one-hot label;
• SoftRec denotes the item-based method proposed by Cheng et al. [8], which uses a
popularity-based teacher model to generate soft labels;
• CSRec-M is our proposed framework that uses the model-level teacher module to produce
the confident, soft labels;
• CSRec-D is our proposed framework that uses the data-level teachers to provide confident,
soft labels; and
• CSRec-T is our proposed framework that uses the training-level teachers to generate
confident, soft labels.

4.1.4 Implementation details. We use the implementations from Recbole [42],4 for the four baseline
models listed above. The embedding size of all models, including 𝑑 in the training-level method, is
fixed to 64 for a fair comparison. Both 𝛼 and 𝛽 in Eq. 12 and Eq. 15 are chosen in {0.25, 0.5, 0.75},
and the temperature T in Eq. 15 is chosen in {1, 3, 6, 9}. For CSRec-M and CSRec-D, the number
of teachers (i.e.,𝑚) is set to 2. For CSRec-D, the sub-sampling ratio 𝑝 is set to 0.8. For GRU4Rec,
the number of layers is set to 2 on all datasets. The dropout rate is 0.5. For NextItNet, the kernel
size is set to 3, the block number is 5 on four datasets, and the dilations are set to 1 after tuning.
For SASRec, the number of layers is set to 2, the head number is 2, and the dropout rate is 0.3. For
NARM, the hidden size is 128, and the number of layers is 1. We use Adam [18] as the training
optimizer, setting the learning rate to 0.001. For CSRec, we use the same model architecture for the
teacher models 𝑔 as for the student models 𝑓 for a fair comparison.5

5 RESULTS AND ANALYSIS
5.1 Overall performance comparison (RQ1)
Table 2 compares the recommendation performance of all models under different training regimes.
Trainingwith the three proposed CSRecmethods (i.e., CSRec-M, CSRec-D, and CSRec-T) consistently
leads to improved recommendation performance on four datasets and four studentmodels, especially
the model-level and the training-level methods, which achieve significant improvements over the
SoftRec method in most cases.
If we break down the results by dataset, we see that training with CSRec-D sometimes leads

to higher recommendation performance than training with the other two proposed methods on
4https://github.com/RUCAIBox/RecBole
5The code and data used are available at https://github.com/Furyton/CSRec/.

https://github.com/RUCAIBox/RecBole
https://github.com/Furyton/CSRec/
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Table 2. Comparison of the top-𝑛 recommendation performance of different models (𝑛 = 10) on four datasets.
RC is short for Recall@10. NG is short for NDCG@10. Boldface denotes the highest score. ∗∗ and ∗ indicate
significant improvements over the corresponding SoftRec baseline (𝑝 < 0.05 and 𝑝 < 0.1, respectively).

GRU4Rec NextItNet NARM SASRec

Dataset Method RC(%) NG(%) RC(%) NG(%) RC(%) NG(%) RC(%) NG(%)

Last.FM

Base 16.683 10.081 15.456 11.564 20.260 13.204 20.350 11.432
SoftRec 17.427 10.624 15.473 11.826 20.486 12.826 20.746 11.951
CSRec-M 18.165* 10.678 16.466* 12.472** 20.819* 13.050 20.874 11.976
CSRec-D 18.607* 10.992* 16.201* 12.055 20.739* 12.960 21.131* 12.256*
CSRec-T 18.180** 10.764** 15.681 12.007 20.697 12.875 21.047 12.009

Yelp

Base 5.812 3.512 8.077 5.742 8.587 5.641 8.523 5.329
SoftRec 6.108 3.584 8.303 5.923 8.108 5.024 9.459 5.882
CSRec-M 6.405** 3.822** 8.587* 6.175* 8.900** 5.778** 9.485* 5.902*
CSRec-D 6.237 3.646 8.501 6.101 8.723** 5.489** 9.484 5.898**
CSRec-T 6.526** 3.894** 8.589* 6.177* 8.700** 5.530** 9.421 5.888

Electronics

Base 5.178 2.855 4.900 3.217 5.211 3.051 6.932 4.000
SoftRec 5.431 3.046 5.204 3.429 5.490 3.197 6.963 4.081
CSRec-M 5.545** 3.132** 5.666** 3.789** 5.787** 3.432** 6.737 3.944
CSRec-D 5.515** 3.104** 5.308* 3.507** 5.846** 3.486** 6.729* 3.923
CSRec-T 5.595* 3.168** 5.356** 3.583** 5.905** 3.523** 7.001* 4.107*

Movies &
TV

Base 8.413 4.772 7.377 4.448 9.383 5.514 11.191 6.716
SoftRec 9.541 5.365 8.228 4.976 9.402 5.451 10.908 6.547
CSRec-M 9.638 5.521* 8.744** 5.302** 9.999** 5.880** 11.198** 6.701**
CSRec-D 9.458 5.426** 8.367 5.029 9.754** 5.718** 11.195* 6.717*
CSRec-T 9.704** 5.522** 8.461** 5.116** 9.876** 5.777** 11.195* 6.703

the Last.FM dataset. On the other three datasets, training with either CSRec-M or CSRec-T results
in the highest scoring recommendation performance in most cases. The reason could be that the
interactions in Last.FM are much denser than in the other three datasets. As the data-level teachers
drop parts of the samples, more variations and randomness are produced so that CSRec-D can
capture a more robust signal from the data. Training with CSRec-T consistently leads to good
recommendation performance on the Yelp and Electronics datasets, which are both relatively sparse.
We thus infer that the CSRec-D is suitable for training on dense datasets while CSRec-T fits training
on sparse datasets. In addition, CSRec-M can be used in more general cases.

If we break down the results by student model, we see that RNN-based and CNN-based models,
i.e., GRU4Rec and NextItNet, enjoy the most notable improvements when being trained with
CSRec, while the SASRec model equipped with a self-attention mechanism has a relatively small
improvement. Recent research [13, 36] has shown that pre-trained transformers are far more
effective at handling noisy examples than CNN or RNN-based models. Similar conclusions have
been found concerning computer vision [1]. However, in most cases, training with the proposed
CSRec still leads to significant improvements in the performance of SASRec.
In summary, the proposed learning framework CSRec helps to effectively and significantly

improve the performance of diverse recommenders compared with the normal training regime
and SoftRec. We can choose different teacher modules based on different dataset characteristics to
achieve the best performance.
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5.2 Robustness performance (RQ2)
5.2.1 Evaluation on the real positive user preference. We use the filtered evaluation metrics on the
two Amazon datasets to determine whether training with CSRec yields recommenders that lead to
real positive user preferences (i.e., higher ratings). The results are shown in Table 3. The results
demonstrate that our proposed training methods outperform the base training and SoftRec on the
two Amazon datasets. Most CSRec results achieve significant improvements, indicating that our
methods can effectively capture real user preferences even though the training dataset contains
noisy training instances (i.e., items a user interacted with but with low ratings). Moreover, the high
performance resulting from training with CSRec-M and CSRec-T also shows the generalization
capability of our proposed methods.

5.2.2 Effect on reducing the popularity bias. We examine the popularity bias of the student module
in Fig 3. The recommendation performance is improved on the tail items with a small cost of
decreasing on the most popular ones. On the Yelp dataset, we even have large improvements for
both popular-type and niche-type users. This indicates that our training methods can alleviate
popularity bias and focus more on niche items, which is beneficial for the long-term profits of
service providers.
For a deeper analysis, popularity bias is not always harmful for the recommender according

to Zhao et al. [43], popular items sometimes do reflect the general user interests. A single teacher
model trained separately (e.g., SoftRec [8]) can contain both harmful biases and beneficial general
interests, and thus enhance the popularity bias. However, the proposed CSRec can mitigate harmful
bias through the collaboration of multiple teacher modules, and it keeps the beneficial general
interests. The reason is that the beneficial general user interests should be consistent among all the
models and thus can be reserved during model collaboration.

5.2.3 Effect of sequence length and data sparsity. We also study how the sequence length of the
user-item interactions affects the methods in Figure 4a. Users with more interaction histories will
not necessarily get a more satisfied recommendation according to [16]. However, training with our
proposed methods leads to increased resilience to the length of interaction history. This observation
indicates that the proposed CSRec can consistently improve the recommendation performance
given different lengths of the interaction sequences.

Sparsity is often a concern in the recommendation literature, and we conduct an experiment, in
Figure 4b, to show that training with our methods is relatively robust to different levels of sparsity.
Training with CSRec-M outperforms the others settings across all the different levels of sparsity.
Even though do not preserve their performance at sparsity = 97.3%, our other two training methods,
i.e., CSRec-D and CSRec-T, still show more promising results than the Base model and SoftRec on
other sparsity settings.

To conclude, our proposed training methods not only lead to improved performance in standard
evaluation scenarios but also to better outcomes on the positive user preference evaluation. The
teacher module of CSRec can effectively help the student recommender generate recommendations
that lead to real positive user preferences given corrupted training data and thus improve the
robustness of the student module. Besides, the proposed CSRec also shows promising improvements
in alleviating the popularity bias and provides robust performance in different settings of sequence
lengths and sparsity levels.

5.3 Ablation study
In this section, we study how the design of the teacher module affects the performance of students.
Since both CSRec-M and CSRec-D use an ensemble of multiple teachers, we first look into the
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Table 3. Comparison of the top-𝑛 recommendation performance of different models (𝑛 = 10) on two rating
datasets using the filtered metrics described in Section 4.1.2. RC+ is short for Recall+@10. NG+ is short
for NDCG+@10. Boldface denotes the highest score. ∗∗ and ∗ denote significant improvements over the
corresponding SoftRec baseline (𝑝 < 0.05 and 𝑝 < 0.1, respectively).

GRU4Rec NextItNet NARM SASRec

Dataset Method RC+(%) NG+(%) RC+(%) NG+(%) RC+(%) NG+(%) RC+(%) NG+(%)

Electronics

Base 5.577 3.074 5.111 3.344 5.575 3.262 7.394 4.279
SoftRec 5.812 3.267 5.484 3.608 5.902 3.435 7.434 4.359
CSRec-M 5.937** 3.358** 5.946** 3.968** 6.195** 3.673** 7.235 4.239
CSRec-D 5.901* 3.319** 5.555 3.665** 6.250** 3.720** 7.207 4.209
CSRec-T 5.975** 3.381* 5.635** 3.752** 6.329** 3.769** 7.453 4.388

Movies and
TV

Base 8.603 4.927 7.554 4.588 9.712 5.794 11.608 7.071
SoftRec 9.818 5.599 8.388 5.120 9.727 5.705 11.296 6.874
CSRec-M 9.925** 5.743** 8.992** 5.503** 10.361** 6.190** 11.641** 7.076**
CSRec-D 9.738* 5.656* 8.558 5.190 10.079** 6.015** 11.641* 7.087*
CSRec-T 9.958** 5.749** 8.643** 5.265** 10.175** 6.051** 11.604 7.045
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Fig. 3. Performance of SoftRec and the three proposed training methods, i.e., CSRec-M, CSRec-D, and CSRec-
T, on different groups of users. Similar settings to Fig. 1 are adopted. We choose GRU4Rec [28] as the base
model on the (a) Yelp and (b) Electronics dataset.

10 15 20 25 30

0.12

0.14

0.16

0.18

0.20

max length

R
ec

al
l@

10

Base

CSRec-M

CSRec-D

CSRec-T

(a) Effect of sequence length.

96.1% 96.7% 97.1% 97.3%

0.14

0.16

0.18

0.20

sparsity

R
ec

al
l@

10

Base

SoftRec

CSRec-M

CSRec-D

CSRec-T

(b) Effect of dataset sparsity.

Fig. 4. Performance of Base model and the three proposed training methods, i.e., CSRec-M, CSRec-D, and
CSRec-T, on Last.FM dataset with (a) different lengths, and (b) different levels of sparisty. We control the
sparsity by randomly removing different proportions of users. The sparsity is 96.1%, 96.7%, 97.1% and 97.3%
respectively. We choose GRU4Rec [28] as the base model.
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Fig. 5. Effect of the number of teacher models using NARM as the student model.

effect of the number of teachers (i.e.,𝑚). We report the results using NARM as the student model
on two Amazon datasets, as shown in Figure 5. Results for other student models show similar
trends. From the results, we can see that the performance is improved when the number of teachers
is increased from 1 to 2, which means the student can benefit from multiple teachers. However,
further increasing the number of teachers introduces little improvement, which means that more
teachers are not necessarily giving us better soft labels and recommendation results.

For CSRec-D, we also investigate the effect of the sub-sampling ratio. The result of using NARM
as the student model is shown in Figure 6. A large sampling ratio (i.e., 𝑝 > 0.8) will not always give
us better students. Larger sub-datasets have more overlapping samples, making the teacher modules
more similar to each other and sharing the same data-level bias and noise. However, a sampling
ratio that is too small introduces too much randomness and also downgrades the performance.
𝑝 = 0.8 is a safe and robust choice.

Finally, for CSRec-T, we investigate the effect of the robust training loss ℓ𝑟 (Eq. 12). Since ℓ𝑟 is
similar to the regular distillation loss except for the term −∑𝑗∈I log(ℎ𝑖, 𝑗 )𝑃𝑔1 ( 𝑗 | s𝑢), we thus check
the effectiveness of this expectation term and report the results in Figure 7, using NARM as the
student model. We see that the expectation term significantly improves the student’s performance,
which demonstrates the effectiveness of our proposed methods.

6 CONCLUSIONS
We have proposed a new learning framework, CSRec, to train a robust sequential recommender
from noisy, implicit feedback. The key idea is to introduce confident, soft labels to provide robust
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Fig. 6. Effect of the sub-sampling ratio 𝑝 in CSRec-D, using NARM as the student model.
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Fig. 7. Effect of the term −∑𝑗∈I log(ℎ𝑖, 𝑗 )𝑃𝑔1 ( 𝑗 | s𝑢 ) in the robust loss ℓ𝑟 of CSRec-T. Here, “with” and
“without” denote whether the term is used or not. The student model used is NARM.

guidance in the learning process. We have presented three teacher modules, i.e., model-level, data-
level, and training-level, for generating high-quality and confident, soft labels from noisy user-item
interactions. We have conducted extensive experiments to assess the effectiveness of the proposed
learning framework.

Experimental results on four datasets and diverse student models demonstrate that training with
the proposed learning framework CSRec helps to improve the recommendation performance. It
can be applied to various deep-learning-based sequential recommendation models.

The broader implications of our work are that we have demonstrated the potential of soft labels
for training sequential recommender systems, which we believe should further investigated and
developed as a generic framework for producing better soft label guidance for a broader set of
recommendation tasks.

Limitations of our work concern the inefficiency of the whole training framework pipeline due
to the required multiple well-trained teacher models. The lack of exploration of different ensemble
methods for further analysis and comparison is also one of the limitations.
As to future work, we see a number of promising directions. First, more intuitive and general

teacher modules could be designed beyond the ones we considered in this paper, perhaps targeting
specific types of noise or bias present in logged interaction data. Second, we aim to develop a more
in-depth analysis to see how soft labels intrinsically affect the student model learning.
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