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ABSTRACT

Recommender Systems (RSs) provide personalized recommenda-
tion service based on user interest, which are widely used in vari-
ous platforms. However, there are lots of users with sparse interest
due to lacking consumption behaviors, which leads to poor rec-
ommendation results for them. This problem is widespread in
large-scale RSs and is particularly difficult to address. To solve
this problem, we propose a novel solution named User Interest
Enhancement (UIE) which enhances user interest including user
profile and user history behavior sequences using the enhance-
ment vectors and personalized enhancement vector generated
based on stream clustering and memory networks from different
perspectives. UIE not only remarkably improves model perfor-
mance on the users with sparse interest but also significantly en-
hance model performance on other users. UIE is an end-to-end so-
lution which is easy to be implemented based on ranking model.
Moreover, we expand our solution and apply similar methods to
long-tail items, which also achieves excellent improvement. Fur-
thermore, we conduct extensive offline and online experiments in
a large-scale industrial RS. The results demonstrate that our model
outperforms other models remarkably, especially for the users
with sparse interest. Until now, UIE has been fully deployed in
multiple large-scale RSs and achieved remarkable improvements.
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1 INTRODUCTION

Recommender Systems (RSs) [1, 2] which provide personalized
recommendation service based on user interest are widely used in
various platforms such as short video platforms [3, 7, 14], video
platforms [4, 5], E-commerce platforms [6, 8-11] and social net-
works [12, 13], serving billions of users. In RSs, Ranking typical-
ly uses a Multi-Task Learning model (MTL) [4, 8, 16-21] and lots
of features to finely predict the scores of various user behaviors
such as click, watching time, fast slide, like and sharing for thou-
sands of candidates. The accuracy of the scores outputted by MTL
is crucial for RSs [4]. In RSs, user interest includes user profile
and user history behavior sequences, as shown in Figure 1 and
Figure 2, which determines the upper limit of ranking model’s
performance. However, lots of users only have sparse interest due
to lacking consumption behaviors. For example, among hundreds
of millions of users of our RS, more than 30% of all users have
this problem, whose average consumption behaviors are less than
half of that of other users. As a result, this makes it challenging
for ranking model to accurately estimate scores for these users,
leading to poor recommendation results for them. It is widespread
in large-scale industrial RSs. Improving the quality of recommen-
dations for the users with sparse interest is very important, but al-
so particularly difficult.

Although there have been a lot of works on ranking in RSs [4,
8, 16-21], the research for the users with sparse interest is not
much. [22-24] try to learn the initial ID embedding based on meta
learning, which can be applied for new users/items. [25, 26] at-
tempts to obtain initial ID embedding for new users/items via
Conditional Variational Autoencoder (CVA). [27] designs a cold
and warm net for new users. However, these methods are de-
signed for addressing cold start problem but not suitable for the
users with sparse interest who have some consumption behaviors
but not many. Contrastive Learning (CL) [28] improves represen-
tation learning for sparse problem based on data augmentation and
multi-task Self-supervised Learning (SSL) framework. However,
in RSs, the data augmentation of CL is easy to generate a large
amount of meaningless data, which has limited value to the mod-
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el. In addition, Transfer Learning (TL) [29] can be used to transfer
knowledge between different users. But it is greatly influenced by
the difference between the source and target data distributions and
even lead to negative transfer [30]. [3] takes personalized prior in-
formation as input and dynamically scales the bottom-level Em-
bedding and top-level DNN hidden units through gate mecha-
nisms. Based on the similar idea, [31] further optimizes model
performance on the users with sparse interest. These two methods
primarily improve model performance through the optimization of
model structure and embedding. However, due to lack of critical
information of the users with sparse interest, the improvements of
the above two methods on these users are limited.

To improve model performance on the users with sparse inter-
est, we propose a novel solution named User Interest Enhance-
ment (UIE) which enhances user interest including user profile
and user history behavior sequences using the enhancement vec-
tors and personalized enhancement vectors produced based on
stream clustering and memory networks. These enhancement vec-
tors remarkably improve the model performance on the users with
sparse interest by supplementing pivotal interest information for
them. Moreover, UIE is also highly valuable for other users and
achieves significant improvements. UIE is an end-to-end solution
and can be easily implemented based on ranking model. Similarly,
highly skewed long-tail item distribution is common in RSs too,
which significantly hurts model performance on tail items. There-
fore, we expand our solution and apply similar methods to tail
items, which achieves excellent improvements as well. Finally,
we conduct extensive offline and online experiments in a large-
scale RS. The results demonstrate that our model outperforms
other models significantly, especially for the users with sparse in-
terest and tail items. Our model has been fully deployed in our RS
and multiple large-scale RSs until now, achieving remarkable im-
provements.

The major contributions of our work include:

* By analyzing users’ interest and consumption behaviors, we
categorize all users of our RS into two groups, including the users
with sparse interest and other users. In addition, we investigate the
existing works for the users with sparse interest and point out the
main disadvantages of them. Enhancing model performance on
the users with sparse interest is difficult but have to do. Moreover,
similar problem also exists in tail items.

* We propose UIE designed for enhancing user interest, which
includes three components used for enhancing user profile and us-
er history behavior sequences respectively. By supplementing key
interest information using the enhancement vectors generated
based on stream clustering and memory networks from different
perspectives, the model performance on the users with sparse in-
terest is significantly improved. Moreover, UIE also improves the
model performance on other users and achieves excellent results.
Furthermore, we use similar methods to tail items. UIE, as part of
the ranking model, is an efficient end-to-end solution that is easy
to be implemented and deployed in large-scale RSs.

* We conduct offline evaluation to compare our model with
other models on the same dataset, the result demonstrates that our
model outperforms other models remarkably. Furthermore, we al-
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so conduct online A/B tests in a large-scale RS serving hundreds
of millions of users. the result demonstrates that our model signif-
icantly better than other models. UIE has been fully deployed in
our RS and several other large-scale RSs in the past two years.

2 DATA ANALYSIS AND DEFINITION

This section gives the definition of the users with sparse interest
in our recommendation scenario through analyzing users’ interest
and consumption behaviors. As previously mentioned, user inter-
est contains user profile and user history behavior sequences. User
profile includes basic attributes such as user id, age, gender,
hometown, etc. and his/her preference generated based on a user's
consumption behaviors over a period of one month or several
months, as shown in Figure 1. For simplicity, in this paper, we
take user valid consumption sequence as an example of various
user history behavior sequences, as shown in Figure 2. A valid
consumption is watching a video more than 10 seconds.

user id, age, gender,

basic attribute hometown, phone brand, ...

sports:260, technology:120,

user preference on category 1| i =109 " olitics:90, ...

baskball:210, football:130,

user preference on category 2 acrospace:82, weapon:80, ..

NBA:190, CBA:170, AIGC:100,
space shuttle:80, tank:60,
cannon:50, warplane:30, ...

user preference on tag

others

Figure 1. An example of user profile

news_id: | 202403VSP20, 202403VTHI10, 202403VML13,
category 1: sports, technology, military,
category 2: baskball, aerospace, weapon,
tag list: | NBA,Jordan, ... NASA,SpaceX, ... tank,cannon, ...
play time: 200s, 300s, 120s,
i 0 3 tlme;

Figure 2. An example of user valid consumption sequence

User interest decides the performance of ranking model, which
is critical for personalized recommendation. We randomly select
100 million users from all users and conduct analysis of their user
interest distribution. We observe significant difference in the
number of user profile features and consumption behaviors among
different users. For convenience, we define users with sparse in-
terest as low-active users and define other users as high-active us-
ers, which account for 32% and 68% respectively. Because the
distribution of user interest and user consumption behaviors is
commercially sensitive, we provide their comparative values be-
tween high-active users and low-active users, as shown in Table 1.
The average number of user profile features of low-active users is
only 54% of that of high-active users and the average number of
consumption behaviors of low-active users is merely 41% of that
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Figure 3. System overview of our Ranking model with UIE, which includes user profile enhancement, user consumption behavior
enhancement and user consumption sequence enhancement designed for enhancing user interest. To generate fixed-length user_vec
and item_vec, an auxiliary user-item model is defined. Memory networks are used for storage, retrieval and updating of infor-
mation. All the enhancement vectors outputted by these enhancement components are used as new features of Ranking model for

supplying additional interest information.

of high-active users. Due to low-active users severely lacking cru-
cial interest information, the model performance on them is very
poor. In our recommendation scenario, the test Area Under Curve
(AUC) metric [32] of valid consumption of low-active users is
approximately 2% lower than that of high-active users. Similarly,
highly skewed long-tail item distribution widely exists in RSs. In
our RS, among the items exposed to users in one day, the top 10%
items account for over 90% of total exposures, which seriously
hurts model performance on tail items.

Table 1. The comparative values of user profile and consump-
tion behaviors between low-active users and high-active users.

User Group | User Profile | Consumption Behaviors
High-active users 1.0 1.0
Low-active Users 0.54 0.41

3 PROPOSED SOLUTION

3.1 System Overview of Our Ranking Model

We use the Progressive Layered Extraction (PLE) model [18]
with excellent performance as our ranking model for multi-task
predictions, which include valid consumption task, watching time
task and other tasks. User interest includes user profile and user
history behavior sequences, which determines the upper limit of
ranking model performance. To achieve better performance, we
propose a novel solution called User Interest Enhancement (UIE)
that includes three components: User Profile Enhancement (UPE),
User Consumption Behavior Enhancement (UCBE) and User
Consumption Sequence Enhancement (UCSE) designed for en-
hancing user profile and user consumption behavior sequences re-
spectively, as shown in Figure 3. These components generate en-
hancing vectors for a user to supplement additional interest infor-
mation using the most relevant clusters and consumption behav-
iors. All the enhancement vectors are taken as new features of
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PLE model, which significantly improves the PLE model’s per-
formance, especially on low-active users. It should be noted that
the hyperparameters of UIE need to be selected carefully, which
have a greater impact on model performance. An example of hy-
perparameter selection is given in Section 4. Memory networks
[33] are used for storage, retrieval and updating of information ef-
ficiently. In addition, we employ similar approaches to tail items.
Next, each component of our solution will be introduced in detail.

3.2 User Profile Enhancement (UPE)

User profile contains user basic attributes and user preference on
category 1, category 2, tag and so on which are produced based on
a user’s consumption behaviors over a period, as shown in Figure
1. As previously mentioned, more than 30% of all users in our
recommendation scenario only have sparse user profile because of
lacking consumption behaviors. To alleviate this problem, we de-
sign a novel approach called UPE to infer missing profile features
for users with the help of other similar users, as shown in Figure
3. The basic idea of UPE is to enhance user profile for users based
on end-to-end stream clustering and the most similar centroids
stored in memory network. It is not only particularly effective for
low-active users, but also effective for high-active users, which
are proved by the offline and online experiments in Section 4.
UPE includes the following key steps.

Firstly, getting the vector of user profile. To generate fixed
length vectors, no matter how many features are taken as input, a
new auxiliary model is defined including user tower and item
tower. The user tower and the item tower of this auxiliary model
take the features of user profile and the features of item as input
separately. The vector outputted by user tower is called user pro-
file vector (user_vec).

Secondly, end-to-end stream clustering based on similarity be-
tween user profile vectors and the centroids stored in memory
network. Before training, the centroids of N clusters are randomly
initialized which are d-dimensional vectors stored in memory
network 1. The similarity scores between a user profile vector and
all centroids are calculated by matrix multiplication efficiently.
Then the user profile vector v is clustered to the most similar clus-
ter. In practice, we apply distillation approach to update the corre-
sponding cluster centroid y; for improving update efficiency using
a small update rate p, as shown in Formula 1. In addition, to bal-
ance the influence of different users on clustering and further re-
duce computational cost, we perform sampling based on user’s ac-
tive type and only about 30% of all samples participate in cluster-
ing.

d

pitt — argn}tlnp * Z (v; — ;L?j)z (1)
: =

Thirdly, retrieval the most similar centroids based on similarity
for a user profile vector. The most K; similar centroids of user
profile vector are retrieved based on similarity in memory net-
work 1. To ensure positive correlations between these selected
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centroids and user profile vector, it is necessary to filter each se-
lected centroid based on whether its inner product with user pro-
file vector is greater than zero. If the dot product is less than zero,
this centroid will be replaced by zero vector.

Finally, generating user profile enhancement vector based on the
most similar centroids and personal vector. After obtaining the K;
most similar vectors, the weighted vector Vy,eignteq 1 calculated
using Formula 2. Furthermore, to achieve better personalized en-
hancement, a short length vector for each user is defined called
personal vector, which is used to achieve personalized fine-tuning
of weighted vector. The weighted vector and personal vector are
concatenated and used as the input of the generalization layer, as
shown in Figure 3.

ki
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3.3 User Consumption Behavior Enhancement
(UCBE)

Considering that a user’s top preferences dominate his/her user
profile and don’t change rapidly, as shown in Figure 1, so the
most similar centroids selected by the user’s profile vector will be
determined by his/her top preferences and remain fixed over a pe-
riod. To further enhance a user’s profile, we construct a personal-
ized enhancement vector for each user from the perspective of us-
er consumption behaviors, as a supplement to UPE, which is
called UCBE, as shown in Figure 3. The key idea of UCBE is to
select the most relevant centroids in memory network 1 using a
user’s consumption behaviors which considers both the user’s top
preferences and tail preferences and then construct a personalized
enhancement vector. The key steps of UCBE are as follows.

Firstly, getting the vector of item features. We select the sample
whose label is True and get its item vector (item_vec) outputted
by item tower of the auxiliary model, as shown in Figure 3.

Secondly, retrieval the most relevant centroids for an item vec-
tor. The K, most relevant centroids for an item vector are re-
trieved in memory network 1 based on inner product. Then these
selected centroids are filtered by the corresponding user profile
vector to ensure their positive correlations. If a selected centroid is
negatively correlated with user profile vector, it will be replaced
by zero vector.

Thirdly, incremental update the personalized enhancement vec-
tors. A personalized enhancement vector is predefined for each
user in memory network 2 and is initialized to zero vector. After
the most K, relevance centroids for an item vector are gotten, the
corresponding user’s personalized enhancement vector p; is up-
dated using a small learning rate 77, as shown in Formula 3.

k2 d
pi!e—argminnx Y (W —pn) ()
j=1 h=1
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Finally, enhancing a user’s profile with the user’s personalized
enhancement vector. When estimating a user’s multiple behaviors,
the personalized enhancement vector for this user is retrieved by
user id in memory network 2 and is taken as a new feature of PLE
model to further enhance the user’s profile.

3.4 User Consumption Sequence Enhancement
(UCSE)

User history behavior sequences including valid consumption se-
quence (also called consumption sequence), interaction sequence,
dislike sequence and so on reflect users’ recent consumption pref-
erence, as part of user interest, playing an import role for the per-
formance of ranking model. For simplicity, we take user con-
sumption sequence as an example in this paper, as shown in Fig-
ure 2. As mentioned earlier, there is a significant difference in the
number of user consumption behaviors among different users, as
shown in Table 1. Therefore, to enhance users’ consumption se-
quence, especially for low-active users, we design a new enhanc-
ing method named UCSE, as shown in Figure 3. The basic idea of
UCSE is to enhance each consumption behavior contained in user
consumption sequence using the most similar one of all centroids
generated by stream clustering all users’ consumed items and then
produce sequence enhancement vector based on attention mecha-
nism. The key steps of UCSE are as follow.

Firstly, getting the vector of each consumption behavior (called
consumption vector for simplicity) contained in user consumption
sequence. For convenience, we directly use the vector representa-
tion of consumption behavior in the main model. The maximum
length of user consumption sequence is limited to 100.

Secondly, stream clustering based on similarity between con-
sumption vectors and centroids stored in memory network. Before
training, the centroids of M clusters are randomly initialized in
memory network 3. By calculating the similarity between con-
sumption vector and each centroid, the consumption vector is
clustered to the most similar cluster, using the similar way as
Formula 1. In addition, to balance the influence of different users
on clustering and reduce computation, we perform sampling based
on user’s active type and only about 10% of all samples take part
in clustering.

Thirdly, retrieval the most similar centroid for each consump-
tion behavior contained in consumption sequence. For predicting
user’s various behaviors, the most similar centroid 6; for each
consumption behavior in consumption sequence is retrieved in
memory network 3 based on similarity.

Finally, generating enhancement vector for user consumption
sequence. After obtaining the most K similar centroids of user
consumption sequence, the enhancement vector Vycse weightea 1S
generated based on these centroids and target item vector Uzgrger
using Formula 4, as shown in Figure 3.

k 6(0j * 'Utarget) * 0]

Vucse_weighted = §

2t T a0

(4)
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3.5 Extension for Tail Items

The model performance on tail items is also poor due to highly
skewed long-tail item distribution, which is usual in industrial
RSs. In our recommendation scenario, among all items exposed to
users within a day, the top 10% items account for over 90% of to-
tal exposures. However, the tail 90% items only account for less
than 10% of total exposures. Through data analysis, we define the
items whose cumulative exposure number are less than 10,000 are
tail items. To improve tail-item recommendation, we employ
similar methods as discussed in Section 3.2 and 3.3 for tail items.
The offline and online experiments conducted in Section 4
demonstrate that these approaches also yield significant improve-
ment on tail-item recommendation. For brevity, the specific de-
tails will not be elaborated in this paper.

4 EXPERIMENTS

4.1 Dataset

For offline experiments, the training and test datasets are collected
from a short video recommendation scenario, which serves hun-
dreds of millions of users. The data collected from the first 10
days is used as training data that includes about 2.9 billion sam-
ples, while the data collected from the 11th and 12th days is used
as test data that consists of about 0.6 billion samples. All the com-
pared models are trained using the training data and are tested on
the test data. In addition, all models use Adam [34] as their opti-
mizer and set batch size to 512. The values of N, M, K, K, p,
are set to 256, 256, 3, 3, 0.01, 0.05 respectively. The dimensions
of the vectors stored in memory networks are set to 36, 36 and 48.
In addition, the dimension of personal vector is set to 4. The hy-
perparameters of different models are determined through offline
selection. For online experiments, all the compared models are
trained using the data collected during the previous two months
and then are deployed in the large-scale RS to conduct A/B tests.

4.2 Evaluation Setting

4.2.1 Offline evaluation. We evaluate the performance of valid
consumption task of different models using AUC [32] for compar-
ison. For simplicity, the improvements of other tasks will not be
listed. As mentioned before, if a user watches a video more than
10 seconds, the label of valid consumption is 1. Otherwise, its la-
bel is 0.

4.2.2 Online A/B testing. We deploy different models in our RS
for one week to conduct A/B tests. We adopt User Valid Con-
sumption (UVC) and User Duration Time (UDT) to evaluate each
model, which are the two most important online metrics in our
recommendation scenario. In addition, we also compare diversity
metrics of the compared models, including User Consumption on
Category 1 (UCC1), User Consumption on Category 2 (UCC2)
and User Consumption on Tag (UCT).

* UVC is the average of all users' total valid consumptions dur-
ing a day.
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* UDT is the average of all users' total watching time within a
day.

* UCC1 is used to evaluate users’ consumption on category 1.
UCCI is calculated by two steps, first count the number of distinct
features of category 1 of the items consumed by each user during
a day, then compute the average of them.

e UCC2 and UCT is calculated like UCC1 metric, which are
used to evaluate the diversity of the users’ consumption.

4.3 Compared Methods

We compare our solution with two methods [28, 29] proposed by
Google. Since the methods proposed by [3, 31] are orthogonal to
our solution, we don’t compare our solution with them. Moreover,
we design four variants of our solution to illustrate the effects of
each enhancement component on performance respectively.

* PLE [18]: PLE is proposed by Tencent for MTL which demon-
strates excellent performance. In this paper, PLE is used as the
benchmark for comparison.

* PLE with CL: A CL enhancement component is designed for
low-active users inspired by [28] based on PLE.

* PLE with TL: A TL enhancement component is developed for
low-active users inspired by [29] based on PLE.

* PLE with UPE: UPE is implemented based on PLE, which is
used for enhancing user profile for all users.

* PLE with UPE and UCBE: UCBE is developed based on PLE
with UPE, which is used to enhance user profile for all users from
two different perspectives.

* PLE with UIE: UIE including UPE, UCBE and UCSE is im-
plemented based on PLE, which is designed to validate the per-
formance of all enhancement components for all users.

* PLE with UIE and Tail Item Enhancement (TIE): TIE is
similar to user enhancement methods, as described in Section 3.5,
aiming to improve tail-item recommendation.

4.4 Offline Evaluation

In this section, extensive offline experiments are conducted to
demonstrate the remarkable performance of our solution com-
pared to other methods. All the models are tested on the same da-
taset and the results are shown in Table 2.

In offline evaluation, the AUC of PLE with CL on low-active
users is slightly higher than that of PLE with an improvement of
0.04%. Due to the data augmentation approach of CL [28] easily
generating meaningless data in RS, the augmentation data has lim-
it value to the model. The AUC of PLE with TL on low-active us-
ers is 0.06% higher than that of benchmark. As previously men-
tioned, TL [29, 30] is extremely influenced by the difference be-
tween the source and target data distributions. PLE with UPE sig-
nificantly improves model performance on low-active users, with
an improvement of 0.37%. Moreover, it also enhances model per-
formance on high-active users, with an improvement of 0.18%.

Letal.

Through constructing personalized enhancement vectors for users
from the perspective of consumption behaviors, UCBE further
improves model performance on low-active users and high-active
users, as shown in Table 2. In addition, UCSE enhances user con-
sumption sequence using the most similar centroids stored in
memory network 3, which is particularly valuable for low-active
users. Compared with other models, PLE with UIE including all
enhancement components of user interest achieves the greatest
improvements, increasing by 0.72% on low-active users and
0.38% on high-active users than baseline model. In addition, other
tasks of PLE with UIE also show significant improvements com-
pared with other models, which is not listed for simplicity.

Table 2. The test AUC of low-active users and high-active us-
ers of compared models. ‘-’ represents that there are no modi-
fications compared to baseline model, so no need for compari-
son.

Compared Models Low-active | High-active
Users Users
PLE 0.7841 0.8023
PLE with CL 0.7845 -
PLE with TL 0.7847 -
PLE with UPE 0.7878 0.8041
PLE with UPE and UCBE 0.7897 0.8052
PLE with UIE 0.7913 0.8061

It should be noted that the hyper-parameters of UIE need to be
carefully selected according to specific recommendation scenario
and requirements, which have a significant impact on the perfor-
mance of the model. Taking PLE with UPE as an example, when
different values of N are set, the improvements are different, as
shown in Figure 4. Considering both performance and cost, N is
set to 256. The selection processes of other parameters are similar
and will not be listed one by one.

0.8050 4

D

0.8025 4
0.8000 1
0.7975 1

—e— low-active users

0.7950 4

Test AUC

—*— high-active users
0.7925 1

0.7900 1

0.7875 1 /

0.78501__ ‘ ‘ i i i
32 64 128 256 512 1024
The value of N

Figure 4. The test AUC of PLE with UPE on low-active users
and high-active users when N is set to different values.



Table 4. The results of online A/B experiments. ‘*> represents online result of baseline model. ‘-’ represents that there are no modi-

fications compared to baseline model, so no need for comparison.

Compared Models Low-active Users High-active Users
uUvC UDT UCC1 UCC2 UCT uvC UDT UCC1 uUcCcC2 UCT

PLE * * * * * * * * * *

PLE with CL +0.52% +0.37% +0.08% +0.73% +0.81% - - - - -

PLE with TL +0.79%  +0.41%  +0.11%  +0.83%  +0.90% - - - - -
PLE with UPE +3.41% +1.92% +1.13% +1.92% +2.07% +1.98% +1.34% +0.63% +1.34% +1.75%
PLE with UPE and UCBE | +5.92% +2.89% +3.16% +3.20% +3.97% +3.08% +1.73% +1.22% +1.99% +2.91%
PLE with UIE +7.96% +3.65% +3.97% +4.58% +5.22% +4.06% +2.19% +1.69% +2.86% +3.27%

Finally, to improve tail-item recommendation, we adopt similar
approaches (TIE) to UPE and UCBE as discussed in Section 3.2
and Section 3.3 for tail items which also significantly improves
model performance on tail items, as shown in table 3.

Table 3. The test AUC of tail items of different models.

Compared Models Test AUC of Tail Items
PLE with UIE 0.7793
PLE with UIE and TIE 0.7819

4.5 Online Evaluation

For online evaluation, we deploy different models in our recom-
mendation scenario for one week to conduct A/B tests. We take
PLE as the benchmark for comparison and show the improve-
ments of the metrics for other models. The online experiment re-
sults are shown in Table 4 and all the improvements have statisti-
cal significance with p-value less than 0.05.

PLE with CL and PLE with TL slightly improves UVC and UDT
compared to benchmark. The reasons are detailed in Section 4.4.
PLE with UPE increases +3.41% UVC, +1.92% UDT on low-
active users and +1.98% UVC, +1.34% UDT on high-active users
compared to benchmark, which is far superior to the above two
models. Moreover, PLE with UPE also improves diversity metrics
on all users, especially on low-active users, which indicates that
the users’ profile is effectively supplemented. PLE with UPE and
UCBE further improves online results than PLE with UPE, by
constructing personalized enhancement vectors for users’ profile
from the perspective of consumption behaviors. PLE with UIE
achieves the best improvements compared to other models, with
improvements of +7.96% UVC, +3.65% UDT on low-active users
and +4.06% UVC, +2.19% UDT on high-active users. Further-
more, the diversity metrics are significantly improved by PLE
with UIE as well. It is important to note that the enhancement
components proposed in this paper will change the distribution of
prediction scores outputted by ranking model. Therefore, it is rec-

ommended to adjust the weights of the fusion formula according-
ly, which is also known as Multi-task Fusion (MTF) [35, 36]. Fi-
nally, to evaluate the performance of TIE on tail items whose cu-
mulative exposure number are less than 10,000, we compare the
exposure ratio of tail items between PLE with UIE and PLE with
UIE and TIE. We calculate the exposure ratio of tail items within
a day for each model respectively. The exposure ratio of tail items
of PLE with UIE and TIE is 1.46% higher than that of PLE with
UIE, which is a significant improvement on tail items. All four
variants of the solution mentioned above have been fully deployed
in our RS one by one.

5 RELATED WORK

Ranking [4, 8, 16-21] is responsible for predicting the scores of
various user behaviors using elaborate model and lots of features,
which is critical for personalized RSs. In large-scale industrial
RSs such as Tencent News, YouTube, Kwai, TikTok, etc., many
users only have sparse interest (also known as low-active users)
because of lacking consumption behaviors including valid click,
watching, like, collect, share etc. The features of user interest de-
termine the upper limit of ranking model's performance. There-
fore, due to lack of crucial information of user interest containing
user profile and user history behavior sequences, the ranking
model performance on low-active users is poor. As what men-
tioned before, there are more than 30% of all users in our recom-
mendation scenario whose consumption behaviors are significant-
ly less than high-active users, resulting in their test AUC of valid
consumption is nearly 2% lower than that of high-active users.

Enhancing model performance on low-active users is necessary
but also quite hard. Until now, the research on low-active users is
not much. [22-24] attempt to learn the initial ID embedding for
new items/users based on meta learning. In addition, [25, 26] try
to get initial ID embedding for new users/items via Conditional
Variational Auto-encoder (CVA). The above methods are de-
signed for solving cold start problem for new users/items and are
not suitable for low-active users who have some consumption be-
haviors but not many compared with high-active users. [28] im-
proves representation learning for sparse problem based on data



Conference’24, April 2024, Texas USA

augmentation and SSL framework, which can be used to enhance
user interest for low-active users. However, in recommendation
scenario, the data augmentation of CL can easily generate mean-
ingless data, therefore it has limited value to the model. [29] pro-
poses a dual transfer learning framework, which can be used to
transfer knowledge from head items to tail items or high-active
users to low-active users. But transfer learning is greatly influ-
enced by the difference between the source and target data distri-
butions and even lead to negative transfer [30]. Furthermore, [3]
uses personalized prior information as input and dynamically
scales the bottom-level Embedding and top-level DNN hidden
units, which can improve model performance on low-active users
from the perspective of model structure and embedding. Based on
similar idea, [31] farther optimizes ranking model performance on
low-active users. However, due to lacking key interest infor-
mation on low-active users, the improvements of the above two
solutions are limited. To sum up, the existing works mentioned
above have not achieved significant improvements for low-active
users.

6 CONCLUSION

In this paper, we first conduct analysis of user interest and point
out that the performance of ranking model on low-active users is
poor, which is widespread in large-scale RSs and hard to address.
To solve this problem, we propose a novel user interest enhance-
ment solution named UIE for enhancing user profile and user his-
tory behavior sequences. The key idea of UIE is to construct en-
hancement vectors for enhancing user interest from different per-
spectives, using the most similar centroids and the most relevant
centroids which are generated by stream clustering and stored in
different memory networks. By supplementing key information of
user interest including user profile and user history behavior se-
quences, UIE remarkably improves the performance of ranking
model on low-active users and achieves significant improvements
on high-active users as well. For offline evaluation, we conduct
extensive experiments to compare the performance of different
models. The results show that UIE significantly exceeds other
methods, especially on low-active users. Furthermore, we also
conduct online A/B testing in a large-scale RS and the result
demonstrates our model performs significantly better than other
models, resulting in +7.96% UVC, +3.65% UDT on low-active
users and +4.06% UVC, +2.19% UDT on high-active users. In
addition, our model also improves diversity metrics on low-active
and high-active users significantly. Similar methods are used for
tail items as well to improve their exposure rate. UIE has been ful-
ly deployed in multiple large-scale RSs and achieved remarkable
improvements.
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