
Information Maximization via Variational Autoencoders for
Cross-Domain Recommendation

Xuying Ning†
Xi’an Jiaotong University

Xi’an, China

Wujiang Xu†
Rutgers University
New Brunswick, US

Xiaolei Liu, Mingming Ha, Qiongxu Ma
Youru Li, Linxun Chen

MYbank, Ant Group
Hangzhou, China

Yongfeng Zhang∗
Rutgers University
New Brunswick, US

ABSTRACT
Cross-Domain Sequential Recommendation (CDSR) methods aim
to address the data sparsity and cold-start problems present in
Single-Domain Sequential Recommendation (SDSR). Existing CDSR
methods typically rely on overlapping users, designing complex
cross-domain modules to capture users’ latent interests that can
propagate across different domains. However, their propagated in-
formative information is limited to the overlapping users and the
users who have rich historical behavior records. As a result, these
methods often underperform in real-world scenarios, where most
users are non-overlapping (cold-start) and long-tailed. In this re-
search, we introduce a new CDSR framework named Information
Maximization Variational Autoencoder (IM-VAE). Here, we suggest
using a Pseudo-Sequence Generator to enhance the user’s inter-
action history input for downstream fine-grained CDSR models
to alleviate the cold-start issues. We also propose a Generative
Recommendation Framework combined with three regularizers
inspired by the mutual information maximization (MIM) theory
[23] to capture the semantic differences between a user’s interests
shared across domains and those specific to certain domains, as well
as address the informational gap between a user’s actual interaction
sequences and the pseudo-sequences generated. To the best of our
knowledge, this paper is the first CDSR work that considers the
information disentanglement and denoising of pseudo-sequences in
the open-world recommendation scenario. Empirical experiments
illustrate that IM-VAE outperforms the state-of-the-art approaches
on two real-world cross-domain datasets on all sorts of users, in-
cluding cold-start and tailed users, demonstrating the effectiveness
of IM-VAE in open-world recommendation.
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• Information systems → Recommender systems; • Comput-
ing methodologies → Neural networks.
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Figure 1: Previousmethods [2, 15, 21] transfer cross-domain informa-
tion that is not disentangled and insufficiently capture the interests
of long-tailed users, losing the performance to the cold-start and
long-tailed users. IM-VAE learns the disentangled cross-domain and
inner-domain interests and utilizes the denoised information to en-
hance the performance for cold-start and long-tailed users.

1 INTRODUCTION
With the rise of various sequential models, single-domain sequen-
tial recommendation (SDSR) [8, 12, 29, 31, 32] has gained increased
attention due to its ability to model users’ dynamic interests in rec-
ommendation systems. However, these SDSR models often suffer
from the long-standing data sparsity problem [17, 35], where new
users have no prior interactions in a domain to learn their pref-
erences effectively. To address this issue, cross-domain sequential
recommendation (CDSR) methods [2, 15, 20, 21] have been pro-
posed to leverage rich information from other relevant domains to
improve recommendation performance in a sparser domain.

The core idea of CDSR is to extend SDSR methods by design-
ing cross-domain information transfer modules to capture domain-
shared interests that can be transferred across domains. Researchers
have employed various techniques, including gatingmechanisms [21,
30], attention mechanisms [15, 36], graph neural networks [6, 20],
and contrastive learning [2, 36], to learn user interests that can be
transferred across domains. These learned cross-domain interests
are then used to supplement the interest representations of over-
lapping users (users who appear in each domain) and to infer the
cross-domain interests for cold-start users1.
1Cold-start users are those with interaction records in one domain and none in another.
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Although it appears promising, we find that previous CDSR
methods [2, 15, 21, 22] heavily rely on overlapping users with rich
historical behaviors. They can only effectively learn users’ cross-
domain interests when a majority (over 70%, as noted by [37]) of
users are overlapping across domains, and only adequately capture
intra-domain interests when users have extensive historical interac-
tions. However, these conditions are rarely met in real-world recom-
mendation tasks [36, 37], where the majority of users are cold-start
or long-tailed2). For instance, on platforms like Taobao or Amazon,
there are very few overlapping users compared to the entire user
base (including overlapping and non-overlapping users), and most
users have very few interaction records (a.k.a. long-tailed users). In
such cases, these CDSR methods, trained on the sparse historical
behaviors of a few overlapping users, often show poor generaliza-
tion, especially when inferring the intra-domain and cross-domain
interests of cold-start and long-tailed users. This presents the pri-
mary challenge: how to enhance the CDSR model’s performance
in real-world recommendation scenarios, where most users are
either cold-start or long-tailed?

Suffering from cold-start users, previous CDSR and CDR works
have often utilized cross-domain modules that learn a mapping
function from one domain to another based on the historical be-
haviors of overlapping users [11, 27, 28, 39]. However, the absence
of historical behavior data for cold-start users hinders previous
methods from effectively transferring cross-domain information.
For example, as depicted in Figure 1(a), prior techniques transfer
domain-specific interest information from the book domain, which
may be irrelevant or even detrimental to the movie domain and
could potentially deteriorate, rather than enhance, the model’s per-
formance. Therefore, the 1st sub-challenge is: How to transfer rele-
vant cross-domain information for cold-start users who lack historical
interest data? Meanwhile, to address insufficient interest learning
of the predominant presence of long-tailed users in real-world sce-
narios (Figure 1(b)) and to enhance model performance, MACD [36]
employs attention mechanisms to discern latent interests from aux-
iliary sequential behavior data. However, such auxiliary behaviors
may not always be available. Therefore, the 2nd sub-challenge
is: How to unearth and leverage the latent interest information of
long-tailed users, thereby improving model performance in practical
cross-domain sequential recommendation (CDSR) scenarios?

To this end, we propose an InformationMaximization Variational
Autoencoder, named IM-VAE, to tackle these challenges. It includes
a pseudo-sequence generator, VAEs, and three novel informational
regularizers (informative, disentangle, and denoising) induced by
the mutual information maximization theory[5, 23]. IM-VAE effec-
tively explores the latent interest information of long-tailed users
and transfer disentangled cross-domain interest information for
overlapping users and cold-start users, which significantly improve
the model’s performance in real-world scenarios. As a summary,
our main contributions can be highlighted as follows:
• A information maximization variational autoencoder (IM-VAE)
is proposed towards real-world CDSR scenarios. Different from
previous methods, it considers extracting interest information for
the cold-start users and long-tailed users.

2Long-tailed users are those with a few interaction records.

• To enhance the model’s robustness cold-start users in partially
overlapped CDSR scenarios, we propose a novelMIM theory-induced
information and disentangle regularizers by facilitating the joint
learning and separation of users’ intra- and cross-domain interests.
• To improve the model’s performance for long-tailed users, we
propose a pseudo-sequence generator combined with a denoising
regularizer that augments user interaction behaviors and effectively
eliminates noise pseudo-sequences.
• We demonstrate that the proposed IM-VAE attains SOTA per-
formance when benchmarked against SDSR, CDR, and CDSR in
real-world cross-domain scenarios. Uniquely, the IM-VAE system-
atically quantifies the enhancement for long-tailed and cold-start
users across all experiments, distinguishing it from prior methods.

2 PRELIMINARY
2.1 Problem Formulation
In this work, we consider a general Cross-Domain Sequential Rec-
ommendation (CDSR) scenario that includes a part of overlapping
users, and a majority of long-tailed and cold-start users across two
domains, namely domain 𝑋 and domain 𝑌 . The interaction data
is represented by 𝐷𝑋 = (𝑈𝑋 ,𝑉𝑋 , E𝑋 ) and 𝐷𝑌 = (𝑈𝑌 ,𝑉𝑌 , E𝑌 ),
where 𝑈 , 𝑉 , and E are the sets of users, items, and interaction
edges, respectively. For a given user, we denote their item interac-
tion sequences in chronological order as 𝑆𝑋 = [𝑣𝑋1 , 𝑣

𝑋
2 , · · · , 𝑣

𝑋
|𝑆𝑋 | ]

and 𝑆𝑌 = [𝑣𝑌1 , 𝑣
𝑌
2 , · · · , 𝑣

𝑌
|𝑆𝑌 | ], where | · | denotes the length of the

sequence. The objective of CDSR is to predict the next item for a
given user based on the user’s behavior sequence in both domains:

argmax𝑣𝑖 ∈𝑉𝑋 𝑃𝑋
(
𝑣𝑖 |𝑆𝑋 , 𝑆𝑌

)
, if next item ∈ 𝑉𝑋 ,

argmax𝑣𝑖 ∈𝑉𝑌 𝑃𝑌
(
𝑣𝑖 |𝑆𝑋 , 𝑆𝑌

)
, if next item ∈ 𝑉𝑌 .

2.2 Mutual Information
An important technique in our approach is Mutual Information
Maximization (MIM) [1, 9, 23], based on the concept of mutual
information[10, 24]. For two random variables X and Y, mutual
information quantifies how much knowing X reduces uncertainty
in Y, and vice versa. Formally, it is defined as:

𝐼 (X;Y) = 𝐻 (X) − 𝐻 (X |Y) = 𝐻 (Y) − 𝐻 (Y |X) = 𝐼 (Y; X), (1)

where 𝐻 (X) and 𝐻 (Y) represent the entropy of X and Y, and
𝐻 (X|Y) and𝐻 (Y|X) represent the conditional entropy ofX given
Y, and Y given X, respectively.

Moreover, interaction information[23] quantifies the amount of
information shared among three variables that is not captured by
pairwise mutual information alone. The interaction information
between X, Y, andZ is defined as:

𝐼 (X;Y;Z) = 𝐼 (X;Y) − 𝐼 (X;Y | Z) (2)
= 𝐼 (X;Z) − 𝐼 (X;Z | Y) (3)
= 𝐼 (Y;Z) − 𝐼 (Y;Z | X) (4)

3 METHODOLODGY
In this section, we will introduce the pseudo-sequence generator,
the inference and generation procedures of IM-VAE, and three in-
formation regularizers (informative, disentangle, and denoising)
designed in our model. Figure 2 provides an overview of IM-VAE.
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3.1 Pseudo-Sequence Generator
To improve the model’s performance for long-tailed users, the
pseudo-sequence generator (PSG) functions as a recall model, gen-
erating sequences of items aligned with user interests but not yet in-
teractedwith, in each domain. These augmented interaction records,
known as pseudo-sequences, provide useful context to downstream
models, even when the user’s historical behavior is sparse.

In the PSG, items from both domains are remapped to form a
unified item set 𝑉 = 𝑉𝑋 ∪𝑉𝑌 with no duplicates. Then, based on
the interaction data E = E𝑋 ∪ E𝑌 between the unified user set
𝑈 = 𝑈𝑋 ∪𝑈𝑌 and 𝑉 , we build a user-item bipartite graph G con-
taining users’ interactions in both domains. We use LightGCN [7] to
learn from E and produce user and item embeddings: 𝑬𝒖 ∈ R |𝑈 |×𝑑

and 𝑬𝒗 ∈ R |𝑉 |×𝑑 , where 𝑑 is the embedding dimension. The rating
matrix 𝑹 ∈ R𝑀×𝑁 , representing predicted users’ preferences for
each item, is calculated as 𝑹 = 𝑬𝒖 · 𝑬𝑇𝒗 . For each user, the PSG
generates pseudo-sequences 𝑆𝑋 and 𝑆𝑌 containing user’s original
interaction sequences 𝑆𝑋 and 𝑆𝑌 , alongwith the highest-rated items
from 𝑅𝑢 that the user has not yet engaged with. For instance, in do-
main𝑋 , the pseudo-sequence is defined as: 𝑆𝑋 = 𝑆𝑋 ∪{�̃�1, . . . , �̃�𝑇 ′ },
where the expanded part is the sequence of top 𝑇 ′ items with the
highest rating score in 𝑅𝑢 , in which �̃�𝑖 ∈ 𝑉𝑋 \𝑆𝑋 for all 𝑖 = 1, . . . ,𝑇 ′.
The pseudo-sequence, 𝑆𝑌 , for domain 𝑌 is defined similarly. The
idea behind PSG is to enrich users’ limited interaction histories with
lower time costs, even though the recalled items are not so accurate.
LightGCN was chosen for its training and inference efficiency and
its ability to leverage higher-order connectivity, for the recalls of
more reliable items.

3.2 Embedding Layer
For each user, to obtain the sequential representations𝑿∗ = {ℎ𝑆𝑋1 , · · ·
, ℎ𝑆𝑋

𝑇
}, 𝒀 ∗ = {ℎ𝑆𝑌1 , · · · , ℎ𝑆𝑌𝑇 }, 𝑿

∗
𝒂 = {ℎ

𝑆𝑋1
, · · · , ℎ

𝑆𝑋
𝑇 ′
}, and 𝒀 ∗

𝒂 =

{ℎ
𝑆𝑌1

, · · · , ℎ
𝑆𝑌
𝑇 ′
}, we utilize embedding layers 𝑬𝑋 ∈ R |𝑉𝑋 |×𝑑 , 𝑬𝑌 ∈

R |𝑉
𝑌 |×𝑑 and the self-attention layer in SASRec [12], where 𝑑 de-

notes the embedding dimension, 𝑇 is the maximum length of the
user’s interaction history, and𝑇 ′ is the length of pseudo-sequences
generated by PSG. Next, for the above embeddings, we applied

mean-pooling over the time dimension to obtain the correspond-
ing 𝑿 , 𝒀 , 𝑿𝒂 , and 𝒀𝒂 , which are in R𝑑 . Noted, when the sequence
length of the interaction history is bigger than 𝑇 , we only consider
the most recent 𝑇 actions. While the sequence length is less than
𝑇 , we repeatedly add a ’padding’ item to the left until the length is
𝑇 . Moreover, we introduce learnable position embedding matrixes
𝑷𝑺 ∈ R𝑇×𝑑 and 𝑷𝑨 ∈ R𝑇 ′×𝑑 to improve the ordered information of
sequence embeddings. Please note that𝑿 and 𝒀 are representations
of the user’s behaviors, while 𝑋 and 𝑌 denote domain names.

3.3 Inference and Generative Procedures
In the context of CDSR, we assume that user interests follow an
unknown bivariate distribution 𝑃𝐷 (𝑥,𝑦), where the next items the
user will interact with are sampled from this distribution. To learn
the structured representation of user interests [2, 3], we factorize
user interests into the following six 𝑑-dimension representations:
𝒁𝑿 and 𝒁𝒀 , which capture the domain-specific characteristics from
the user’s actual interaction history in each domain; 𝒁𝑿

𝒂 and 𝒁𝒀
𝒂 ,

which learn inner-domain interests from the augmented pseudo-
sequences; and cross-domain representations 𝒁𝑿

𝒕 (from domain 𝑋

to 𝑌 ) and 𝒁𝒀
𝒕 (from domain 𝑌 to 𝑋 ), which capture the information

that needs to be transferred across domains.

3.3.1 Inference Procedure. To learn the cross-domain and inner-
domain representations, we employ the variational inference in
variational autoencoders (VAEs), which approximates the true pos-
terior with the approximate posterior𝑞𝜙 . For posterior factorization,
we assume that the six latent variables correspond to the aforemen-
tioned representations3 are conditionally independent given 𝑥 and
𝑦. 𝑧𝑦𝑡 and 𝑧𝑥𝑡 represent cross-domain information, while 𝑧𝑥 , 𝑧𝑥𝑎 , 𝑧𝑦 ,
and 𝑧𝑦𝑎 represent domain-specific information (e.g., 𝑧𝑥 and 𝑧𝑥𝑎 being
independent of 𝑦 given 𝑥 ). Therefore, we have 𝑞(𝑧𝑥 |𝑥,𝑦) = 𝑞(𝑧𝑥 |𝑥),
which is applicable to other domain-specific latent variables. Based

3We denote each lowercase latent variable as corresponding to its respective capitalized
bold representation (e.g., 𝑧𝑦𝑡 corresponds 𝒁𝑦𝑡 ).
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on this assumption, we factorize the 𝑞𝜙 as follows:

𝑞𝜙 (𝑧𝑥 , 𝑧𝑦,𝑧
𝑦
𝑡 , 𝑧

𝑥
𝑡 , 𝑧

𝑥
𝑎 , 𝑧

𝑦
𝑎 |𝑥, 𝑦)

= 𝑞𝜙𝑥 (𝑧
𝑥 |𝑥 )𝑞𝜙𝑦𝑥 (𝑧

𝑦
𝑡 |𝑥, 𝑦)𝑞𝜙𝑥𝑎 (𝑧

𝑥
𝑎 |𝑥 )

· 𝑞𝜙𝑦 (𝑧
𝑦 |𝑦)𝑞𝜙𝑥𝑦 (𝑧

𝑥
𝑡 |𝑥, 𝑦)𝑞𝜙𝑦𝑎 (𝑧

𝑦
𝑎 |𝑦) . (5)

In Eq. 5, 𝜙 = {𝜙𝑥 , 𝜙𝑥𝑎 , 𝜙𝑦𝑎 , 𝜙𝑦𝑥 , 𝜙𝑥𝑦} denotes the encoder param-
eters. We assume that each factorized posterior follows a Gauss-
ian distribution, with the mean and standard deviation vectors
generated by different encoders. MLPs serve as domain-specific
encoders to generate the mean and standard deviation vectors
of the distributions 𝑞𝜙𝑥 and 𝑞𝜙𝑦 . For instance, in domain 𝑋 , we
have 𝜇𝑥 = MLP𝜇 (𝑿 ) and 𝜎𝑥 = MLP𝜎 (𝑿 ). The same encoding
mechanism is applied to pseudo-sequence representations, 𝑿𝒂
and 𝒀𝒂 , to generate the mean and sigmoid vectors of 𝑞𝜙𝑥𝑎 and
𝑞𝜙𝑦𝑎 . For cross-domain posteriors 𝑞𝜙𝑦𝑥 and 𝑞𝜙𝑥𝑦 , multi-head at-
tention or MLPs can be used as cross-domain encoders to cap-
ture information transfers between domain 𝑋 and 𝑌 . In attention-
based cross-domain encoders for 𝑞𝜙𝑦𝑥 , we use the non-pooling
embeddings of user behaviors, 𝑿∗ ∈ R𝑇×𝑑 , as the query, and
𝒀 ∗ ∈ R𝑇×𝑑 as the key and value to identify information trans-
ferring from domain 𝑌 to 𝑋 . The mean vector 𝜇𝑦𝑥 is calculated
as 𝜇𝑦𝑥 = MLP(Mean(Attention(𝑿∗, 𝒀 ∗, 𝒀 ∗))), where Mean(·) is the
mean-pooling operations on the time dimension and Attention(·)
is the self-attention module. The standard deviation 𝜎𝑦𝑥 is gen-
erated similarly. Alternatively, for the MLP-based cross-domain
encoders, 𝑿 and 𝒀 are concatenated and input into an MLP to
compute the mean and standard deviation vectors. Then, the repa-
rameterization trick is applied to generate latent variables. For 𝑧𝑥
(the latent variable corresponding to the domain-specific represen-
tation 𝒁𝑿 ), it is sampled as follows:

𝑧𝑥 = 𝜇𝑥 + 𝜎𝑥 ⊙ 𝜖 , 𝜖 ∼ N (0, diag(𝑰 ) ) , (6)

and other latent variables can be generated similarly.

3.3.2 Generative Procedure. We assume that 𝑥 and 𝑦 are condi-
tionally independent given the six latent variables. Additionally,
each domain is associated with only three latent variables. For
instance, reconstructing 𝑿 only involves the original sequence rep-
resentation 𝒁𝑿 , the augmented sequence representation 𝒁𝑿

𝒂 , and
the cross-domain information 𝒁𝒀

𝒕 transferred from domain Y to
X. Therefore, we have 𝑝 (𝑥 |𝑧𝑥 , 𝑧𝑦𝑡 , 𝑧𝑥𝑎 , 𝑧𝑦, 𝑧𝑥𝑡 , 𝑧

𝑦
𝑎 ) = 𝑝 (𝑥 |𝑧𝑥 , 𝑧𝑦𝑡 , 𝑧𝑥𝑎 ),

which similarly applies to domain 𝑌 . Based on this assumption, we
maximize the likelihood of the joint distribution to learn the model
parameters, which can be structured as:

𝑝𝜃 (𝑥,𝑦) =
∫

𝑝𝜃𝑥 (𝑥 |𝑧
𝑥 , 𝑧

𝑦
𝑡 , 𝑧

𝑥
𝑎 )𝑝𝜃𝑦 (𝑦 |𝑧

𝑦, 𝑧
𝑦
𝑡 , 𝑧

𝑦
𝑎 )𝑝 (𝑧𝑥 )𝑝 (𝑧𝑦)

· 𝑝 (𝑧𝑥𝑎 )𝑝 (𝑧
𝑦
𝑎 )𝑝 (𝑧𝑥𝑡 )𝑝 (𝑧

𝑦
𝑡 )𝑑𝑧

𝑥𝑑𝑧𝑦𝑑𝑧𝑥𝑎𝑑𝑧
𝑥
𝑡 𝑑𝑧

𝑦
𝑎𝑑𝑧

𝑦
𝑡 . (7)

We set the prior distributions of cross-domain latent variables,
𝑝 (𝑧𝑥𝑡 ) and 𝑝 (𝑧

𝑦
𝑡 ), as standard normal distributionN(0, 𝑰 ). For domain-

specific priors, we use normal distributions that vary in mean and
standard deviation for different domains, reflecting the varying
characteristics in different domains.

Then, based on the inference procedure in Eq. 5, we derive the
Evidence Lower Bound (ELBO) of the optimization objective:
log𝑝 (𝑥, 𝑦) ≥E𝑞𝜙𝑥 𝑞𝜙𝑦𝑥 𝑞𝜙𝑥𝑎 [log𝑝 (𝑥 |𝑧𝑥 , 𝑧𝑦𝑡 , 𝑧

𝑥
𝑎 ) ] (8)

+ E𝑞𝜙𝑦𝑞𝜙𝑥𝑦𝑞𝜙𝑦𝑎 [log𝑝 (𝑦 |𝑧𝑦, 𝑧𝑥𝑡 , 𝑧
𝑦
𝑎 ) ]

− 𝐷𝐾𝐿 [𝑞 (𝑧𝑥 |𝑥 ) ∥𝑝 (𝑧𝑥 ) ] − 𝐷𝐾𝐿 [𝑞 (𝑧𝑦 |𝑦) ∥𝑝 (𝑧𝑦 ) ]
− 𝐷𝐾𝐿 [𝑞 (𝑧𝑦𝑡 |𝑥, 𝑦) ∥𝑝 (𝑧

𝑦
𝑡 ) ] − 𝐷𝐾𝐿 [𝑞 (𝑧𝑥𝑡 |𝑥, 𝑦) ∥𝑝 (𝑧𝑥𝑡 ) ]

− 𝐷𝐾𝐿 [𝑞 (𝑧𝑥𝑎 |𝑥 ) ∥𝑝 (𝑧𝑥𝑎 ) ] − 𝐷𝐾𝐿 [𝑞 (𝑧𝑦𝑎 |𝑦) ∥𝑝 (𝑧
𝑦
𝑎 ) ] .

The generative objective function includes the first two reconstruc-
tion terms, obtained by predicting the next item the user interacts
with in domains 𝑋 and 𝑌 . Specifically, we use MLPs as decoders to
obtain the user’s representationℎ𝑢 from the learned latent variables
in each domain. We then compute the dot product between ℎ𝑢 and
each item representation ℎ𝑣𝑖 to predict user interest: 𝑟𝑢𝑖 = ℎ𝑢 · ℎ𝑣𝑖 .
Then, we minimize the Binary Cross-Entropy (BCE) Loss between
the predicted probabilities 𝑟𝑢𝑖 and the interaction label 𝑦𝑢𝑖 to ap-
proximate the maximization of the reconstructed terms:

LBCE = −
∑︁
𝑖

(𝑦𝑢𝑖 log 𝑟𝑢𝑖 + (1 − 𝑦𝑢𝑖 ) log(1 − 𝑟𝑢𝑖 ) ) . (9)

Moreover, six Kullback-Leibler (KL) divergences are also included
to regularize the learned distributions with predefined priors.

However, a purely generative optimization objective does not
ensure the structured representation of latent variables. Thus, in
the next section, we introduce our designed regularization terms
based on the theory of mutual information maximization and its
corresponding tractable lower bound for optimization.

3.4 MIM Theory-induced Regularization
In the latent space, we aim to disentangle the domain-specific
and cross-domain representations to extract pure intra- and inter-
domain user interests. Meanwhile, we seek to extract useful infor-
mation from the pseudo sequences that aligns with the true user
interests while removing noise from unreliable samples recalled by
the PSG. In this section, we will use domain 𝑋 as an example to
demonstrate how we design regularization terms. The regularizers
for domain 𝑌 are obtained symmetrically and will not be repeated
here.

3.4.1 Informative Regularizer. To ensure the cross-domain repre-
sentation 𝒁𝒀

𝒕 encodes user interests that can be transferred from
domain 𝑌 to domain 𝑋 (e.g., common topics across the book and
movie domains), we propose to maximize the interaction informa-
tion 𝐼 (𝑿 ; 𝒀 ;𝒁𝒀

𝒕 ) between the representations of 𝑆𝑋 and 𝑆𝑌 , and the
cross-domain representation 𝒁𝒀

𝒕 . Using the definition of interaction
information [23] in (Eq. 2 - Eq. 4), we can expand 𝐼 (𝑿 ; 𝒀 ;𝒁𝒀

𝒕 ) as:

𝐼 (𝑿 ;𝒀 ;𝒁𝒀
𝒕 ) = 𝐼 (𝑿 ;𝒁𝒀

𝒕 ) − 𝐼 (𝑿 ;𝒁𝒀
𝒕 |𝒀 ) . (10)

This equation also explains why maximizing interaction infor-
mation encourages 𝒁𝒀

𝒕 to encode shared information. Specifically,
when maximizing 𝐼 (𝑿 ; 𝒀 ;𝒁𝒀

𝒕 ), the first term in Eq. 10 is maximized,
making 𝒁𝒀

𝒕 informative to 𝑋 , while the second term is minimized
if the information in 𝒁𝒀

𝒕 can also be inferred from 𝑌 .

3.4.2 Disentangle Regularizer. To encourage distinct intra- and
inter-domain representations, we propose minimizing 𝐼 (𝒁𝑿 ;𝒁𝒀

𝒕 ),
which disentangles the cross-domain representation 𝒁𝒀

𝒕 from the
domain-specific information 𝒁𝑿 . During inference, 𝒁𝒀

𝒕 serves as
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additional information to help reconstruct the user’s inherent in-
terests. For cold-start users in the domain 𝑋 , all domain-specific
representations are masked, and only 𝒁𝒀

𝒕 is used for reconstruction.
Based on Eq. 3 and Eq. 4, we can decompose 𝐼 (𝒁𝑿 ,𝒁𝒀

𝒕 ) as follows:

𝐼 (𝒁𝑿 ;𝒁𝒀
𝒕 ) = 𝐼 (𝒁𝑿 ;𝑿 ) − 𝐼 (𝒁𝑿 ;𝑿 |𝒁𝒀

𝒕 ) + 𝐼 (𝒁𝑿 ;𝒁𝒀
𝒕 |𝑿 ) (11)

Due to our disentangling assumption, 𝑞(𝑧𝑥 |𝑥) = 𝑞(𝑧𝑥 |𝑥, 𝑧𝑦𝑡 ) holds.
Therefore, the last term, 𝐼 (𝒁𝑿 ;𝒁𝒀

𝒕 |𝑿 ), in Eq. 12 vanishes:

𝐼 (𝒁𝑿 ;𝒁𝒀
𝒕 |𝑿 ) = 𝐻 (𝒁𝑿 |𝑿 ) − 𝐻 (𝒁𝑿 |𝑿 ,𝒁𝒀

𝒕 ) = 𝐻 (𝒁𝑿 |𝑿 ) − 𝐻 (𝒁𝑿 |𝑿 ) = 0

This results in the following derivation of−𝐼 (𝒁𝑿 ;𝒁𝒀
𝒕 ), whichmain-

tains equality based on the chain rule of mutual information[5]:

−𝐼 (𝒁𝑿 ;𝒁𝒀
𝒕 ) = −𝐼 (𝑿 ;𝒁𝑿 ) + 𝐼 (𝒁𝑿 ;𝑿 |𝒁𝒀

𝒕 )

= −𝐼 (𝑿 ;𝒁𝑿 ) − 𝐼 (𝑿 ;𝒁𝒀
𝒕 ) + 𝐼 (𝑿 ;𝒁𝑿 ,𝒁𝒀

𝒕 ) . (12)

This equation suggests that 𝒁𝑿 and 𝒁𝒀
𝒕 should be jointly infor-

mative to domain 𝑋 (the third term), and the total amount of in-
formation in 𝒁𝒀

𝒕 and 𝒁𝑿 will be penalized (the first and second
terms). Thus, maximizing Eq. 12 will naturally encourage 𝒁𝒀

𝒕 and
𝒁𝑿 to encode the distinct, non-overlapping information that can
be informative to domain X.

3.4.3 Denoising Regularizer. The third regularization term we pro-
pose is to maximize the mutual information 𝐼 (𝒁𝑿 ;𝒁𝒀

𝒂 ) between
representations of 𝑆𝑋 and 𝑆𝑋 , which helps denoise the pseudo-
sequences generated by PSG, leaving the relevant information to
𝒁𝑿 and ignoring the irrelevant part.

We also noticed that when user behavior is overly sparse, it is
crucial to use the rich information from the pseudo-sequence to
enhance representations rather than excessively denoise, which
would make the pseudo sequence representation too similar to the
sparse real sequence. However, when real user behavior is abundant,
it is necessary to enhance the denoising process to improve the
model’s ability to capture relevant and useful information from the
pseudo-sequence. Therefore, we introduce a noise-adaptive weight
𝜆𝑋
𝑑
, placing it in front of the denoising regularizer 𝐼 (𝒁𝑿 ,𝒁𝒀

𝒂 ). It
increases as the richness of the user’s interaction increases:

𝜆𝑋
𝑑

= exp
(𝑎𝐿𝑋

𝑇

)
− 𝑏,

where 𝐿𝑋 represents the length of the user’s unpadded historical
behavior in domain 𝑋 , and 𝑇 is the maximum length of 𝑺𝑿 . 𝑎 and
𝑏 are balancing constants deciding the increasing speed and the
minimum of the adaptive weight, which are set at 0.8 in our study.

3.4.4 Tractable Regularization Objectives. Combining the previous
three regularizers (informative, disentangle, and denoising) in the
domain 𝑋 , we have the following maximization objectives:

max 𝐼 (𝑿 ;𝒀 ;𝒁𝒀
𝒕 ) − 𝐼 (𝒁𝑿 ;𝒁𝒀

𝒕 ) + 𝐼 (𝒁𝑿 ;𝒁𝒀
𝒂 ), (13)

which is equivalent to maximizing its derivative as follows, accord-
ing to our previous inductions in Eq. 10 and Eq. 12:

max 𝐼 (𝑿 ;𝒁𝑿 ,𝒁𝒀
𝒕 ) − 𝐼 (𝑿 ;𝒁𝑿 ) − 𝐼 (𝑿 ;𝒁𝒀

𝒕 |𝒀 ) + 𝐼 (𝒁𝑿 ;𝒁𝒀
𝒂 ) (14)

Fortunately, based on the connection between the variation bound
and themutual information[25], a significant portion of our tractable
regularization objective aligns with the terms in ELBO. Now, we
provide the derivations of each term’s tractable lower bound.

Lower Bound of 𝑰 (𝑿 ;𝒁𝑿 , 𝒁𝒀
𝒕 ). This term is intractable since

𝑞(𝑥 |𝑧𝑥 , 𝑧𝑦𝑡 ) involves an intractable integral. Therefore, we derive
its lower bound using the generative distribution 𝑝 (𝑥 |𝑧𝑥 , 𝑧𝑦𝑡 ):

𝐼 (𝑿 ;𝒁𝑿 ,𝒁𝒀
𝒕 ) = E

𝑞 (𝑧𝑥 ,𝑧𝑦𝑡 |𝑥 )𝑝𝐷 (𝑥 )

[
log

𝑞 (𝑥 |𝑧𝑥 , 𝑧𝑦𝑡 )
𝑝𝐷 (𝑥 )

]
= 𝐻 (𝑥 ) + E

𝑞 (𝑧𝑥 ,𝑧𝑦𝑡 |𝑥 )𝑝𝐷 (𝑥 )
[
log𝑝 (𝑥 |𝑧𝑥 , 𝑧𝑦𝑡 )

]
+ E

𝑞 (𝑧𝑥 ,𝑧𝑦𝑡 )
[
𝐷KL

(
𝑞 (𝑧𝑥 , 𝑧𝑦𝑡 ) ∥𝑝 (𝑥 |𝑧

𝑥 , 𝑧
𝑦
𝑡 )

) ]
≥ 𝐻 (𝑥 ) + E

𝑞 (𝑧𝑥 ,𝑧𝑦𝑡 )𝑝𝐷 (𝑥 )
[
log𝑝 (𝑥 |𝑧𝑥 , 𝑧𝑦𝑡 )

]
= 𝐻 (𝑥 ) + E

𝑝𝐷 (𝑥,𝑦)𝑞 (𝑧𝑥 |𝑥 )𝑞 (𝑧𝑦𝑡 |𝑥,𝑦)
[
log𝑝 (𝑥 |𝑧𝑥 , 𝑧𝑦𝑡 )

]
. (15)

We find that maximizing Eq.15 aligns 𝑝 (𝑥 |𝑧𝑥 , 𝑧𝑦𝑡 ) with 𝑞(𝑥 |𝑧𝑥 , 𝑧
𝑦
𝑡 ),

serving as a reconstruction term. To avoid excessive redundancy in
the overall objectives, we approximate this term in practice with
E𝑞𝜙𝑥 𝑞𝜙𝑦𝑥 𝑞𝜙𝑥𝑎 [log𝑝 (𝑥 |𝑧

𝑥 , 𝑧
𝑦
𝑡 , 𝑧

𝑥
𝑎 )] from Eq. 8.

LowerBound of−𝑰 (𝑿 ;𝒁𝑿 ).The second term in Eq. 14,−𝐼 (𝑿 ;𝒁𝑿 ),
can be measured by Kullback-Leibler (KL) divergence with the ap-
proximation of posterior distributions as follows:

−𝐼 (𝑿 ;𝒁𝑿 ) = −E𝑝𝐷 (𝑥 ) [ 𝐷KL [𝑞 (𝑧𝑥 |𝑥 ) ∥𝑞 (𝑧𝑥 ) ] ]
≥ −E𝑝𝐷 (𝑥 ) [ 𝐷KL [𝑞 (𝑧𝑥 |𝑥 ) ∥𝑝 (𝑧𝑥 ) ] ] . (16)

Lower Bound of −𝑰 (𝑿 ;𝒁𝒚
𝒕 |𝒀 ). The lower bound of the third term

in Eq. 14, −𝐼 (𝑿 ;𝒁𝒀
𝒕 |𝒀 ), can be derived as follows:

−𝐼 (𝑿 ;𝒁𝒀
𝒕 |𝒀 ) = −E

𝑝𝐷 (𝑥,𝑦)𝑞 (𝑧𝑦𝑡 |𝑥,𝑦)

[
log

𝑞 (𝑧𝑦𝑡 |𝑥, 𝑦)
𝑞 (𝑧𝑦𝑡 |𝑦)

]
= −E

𝑝𝐷 (𝑥,𝑦)𝑞 (𝑧𝑦𝑡 |𝑥,𝑦)

[
log

{𝑞 (𝑧𝑦𝑡 |𝑥, 𝑦)
𝑟𝑦 (𝑧𝑦𝑡 |𝑦)

×
𝑟𝑦 (𝑧𝑦𝑡 |𝑦)
𝑞 (𝑧𝑦𝑡 |𝑦)

}]
≥ −E𝑝𝐷 (𝑥,𝑦)

[
𝐷𝐾𝐿

(
𝑞 (𝑧𝑦𝑡 |𝑥, 𝑦) ∥𝑟

𝑦 (𝑧𝑦𝑡 |𝑦)
) ]
. (17)

Since 𝑞(𝑧𝑦𝑡 |𝑦) cannot be directly obtained within our framework,
we utilize 𝑟𝑦 (𝑧𝑦𝑡 |𝑦) to approximate it. Minimizing −𝐼 (𝑿 ;𝒁𝒀

𝒕 |𝒀 ) en-
forces the byproduct, 𝑟𝑦 (𝑧𝑦𝑡 |𝑦), to fit the cross-domain information
transfer unit 𝑞(𝑧𝑦𝑡 |𝑥,𝑦). This approach is beneficial in addressing
cold-start users. When encountering cold-start users from domain
𝑋 , the domain-specific representation in domain 𝑋 becomes mean-
ingless, thereby making the cross-domain encoders 𝑞(𝑧𝑦𝑡 |𝑥,𝑦) in-
effective. Therefore, we employ 𝑟𝑦 (𝑧𝑦𝑡 |𝑦), which solely relies on
information from domain 𝑌 , as a substitute for 𝑞(𝑧𝑦𝑡 |𝑥,𝑦), to im-
prove robustness for cold-start users.

Lower Bound of 𝑰 (𝒁𝑿 ;𝒁𝒀
𝒂 ). Lastly, the lower bound of the

denoising regularizer in Eq.14 can be derived as follows:

𝐼 (𝒁𝑿 ;𝒁𝒀
𝒂 ) = E𝑞 (𝑧𝑥 ,𝑧𝑥𝑎 |𝑥 )

[
log

𝑞 (𝑧𝑥𝑎 , 𝑧𝑥 |𝑥 )
𝑞 (𝑧𝑥 |𝑥 )𝑞 (𝑧𝑥𝑎 |𝑥 )

]
= E𝑞 (𝑧𝑥 |𝑥 )𝑞 (𝑧𝑥𝑎 |𝑧𝑥 ,𝑥 )

[
log

𝑞 (𝑧𝑥𝑎 |𝑥 )
𝑞 (𝑧𝑥 |𝑥 ) + log

𝑞 (𝑧𝑥 |𝑧𝑥𝑎 , 𝑥 )
𝑞 (𝑧𝑥𝑎 |𝑥 )

]
= −E𝑞 (𝑧𝑥𝑎 |𝑧𝑥 ,𝑥 )

[
𝐷𝐾𝐿

(
𝑞 (𝑧𝑥 |𝑥 ) ∥𝑞 (𝑧𝑥𝑎 |𝑥 )

) ]
+ 𝜖, (18)

where 𝜖 is an intractable term E𝑞 (𝑧𝑥𝑎 ,𝑧𝑥 |𝑥 )
[
log 𝑞 (𝑧𝑥 |𝑧𝑥𝑎 ,𝑥 )

𝑞 (𝑧𝑥𝑎 |𝑥 )

]
, thus

we optimize 𝐼 (𝒁𝑿
𝒂 ,𝒁𝑿 ) by solely maximize the first term, the KL

divergence in Eq. 18.
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3.4.5 Overall Optimization Objectives. Lastly, we derive our overall
objective by combining the ELBO in Eq. 8 and tractable regulariza-
tion terms in each domain with a balancing weight 𝜆𝑎 and 𝜆𝑡 :

max
{
(1 + 𝜆𝑡 )

{
E𝑞𝜙𝑥 𝑞𝜙𝑦𝑥 𝑞𝜙𝑥𝑎

[
log𝑝 (𝑥 |𝑧𝑥 , 𝑧𝑦𝑡 , 𝑧

𝑥
𝑎 )

]
+ E𝑞𝜙𝑦𝑞𝜙𝑥𝑦𝑞𝜙𝑦𝑎

[
log𝑝 (𝑦 |𝑧𝑦, 𝑧𝑥𝑡 , 𝑧

𝑦
𝑎 )

]
− 𝐷𝐾𝐿 [𝑞 (𝑧𝑥 |𝑥 ) ∥𝑝 (𝑧𝑥 ) ] − 𝐷𝐾𝐿 [𝑞 (𝑧𝑦 |𝑦) ∥𝑝 (𝑧𝑦 ) ]

}
− 𝐷𝐾𝐿

[
𝑞 (𝑧𝑦𝑡 |𝑥, 𝑦) ∥𝑝 (𝑧

𝑦
𝑡 )

]
− 𝐷𝐾𝐿

[
𝑞 (𝑧𝑥𝑡 |𝑥, 𝑦) ∥𝑝 (𝑧𝑥𝑡 )

]
− 𝐷𝐾𝐿

[
𝑞 (𝑧𝑥𝑎 |𝑥 ) ∥𝑝 (𝑧𝑥𝑎 )

]
− 𝐷𝐾𝐿

[
𝑞 (𝑧𝑦𝑎 |𝑦) ∥𝑝 (𝑧

𝑦
𝑎 )

]
− 𝜆𝑡

{
𝐷𝐾𝐿

[
𝑞 (𝑧𝑦𝑡 |𝑥, 𝑦) ∥𝑟

𝑦 (𝑧𝑦𝑡 |𝑦)
]
+𝐷𝐾𝐿

[
𝑞 (𝑧𝑥𝑡 |𝑥, 𝑦) ∥𝑟𝑥 (𝑧𝑥𝑡 |𝑥 )

] }
− 𝜆𝑎

{
𝜆𝑋
𝑑
𝐷𝐾𝐿

[
𝑞 (𝑧𝑥 |𝑥 ) ∥𝑞 (𝑧𝑥𝑎 |𝑥 )

]
− 𝜆𝑌

𝑑
𝐷𝐾𝐿

[
𝑞 (𝑧𝑦 |𝑦) ∥𝑞 (𝑧𝑦𝑎 |𝑦)

] }}
.

4 EXPERIMENTS
In this section, we conduct experiments to evaluate the performance
of our IM-VAE. Experiments in this section intend to answer the
following research questions (RQ):
• RQ1: How does IM-VAE perform compared to other baseline
methods in the CDSR task across different user types, including
long-tailed and cold-start users?
• RQ2: How do the different modules of IM-VAE contribute to the
performance improvement of our method?
• RQ3: When encountering varying user-item interaction density
and different numbers of overlapping users, can IM-VAE consis-
tently achieve remarkable performance?
• RQ4: How do different hyperparameter settings affect the perfor-
mance of our method?

4.1 Datasets
Following previous works[3, 4, 36, 37], we conducted offline ex-
periments on the Amazon dataset4 that includes 24 distinct item
domains. We selected 3 domain pairs for our experiments, across 6
scenes, “Game-Video", "Cloth-Sport”, and “Phone-Elec”, with their
statistics summarized in Table 1. All behavioral sequences were
collected in chronological order. To address the significant infor-
mation leak issues identified in previous studies [20, 21], we split
users into three groups: 80% for training, 10% for validation, and
10% for testing within each domain. To simulate various real-world
recommendation scenarios, we included non-overlapping users and
adjusted the overlapping ratio (K𝑜 ) to control the number of over-
lapping users across domains. Additionally, a certain proportion
of overlapping users (K𝑐𝑠 ) were randomly designated as cold-start
users for validation and testing phases. To simulate cold-start users,
we randomly remove the sequence from one domain for selected
overlapping users while retaining only the last user-item interaction
as the ground truth.

4.2 Experiment Setting
4.2.1 Evaluation Protocol. To assess the effectiveness of our ap-
proach across various user types, we retained all overlapping (K𝑜 =

100%) and non-overlapping users in the training set and randomly
selected K𝑐𝑠 = 20% of overlapping users from the test set as cold-
start users, as outlined in section 3.1. We conducted separate evalua-
tions on long-tailed users (whose interaction sequence length is less
4We utilized the Amazon 14 version available at http://jmcauley.ucsd.edu/data/amazon/
index_2014.html

Table 1: Statistics on the Amazon datasets.

Dataset |U | |V | | E | #O |𝑆 | Density
Game 24,929 12,314 146,639 2,171 6.23 0.048%
Video 19,347 8,746 139,236 7.66 0.082%
Phone 27,320 9,478 140,886 20,342 5.36 0.054%
Elec 107,580 40,446 758,374 8.00 0.017%
Cloth 41,454 17,939 175,552 9,721 4.50 0.024%
Sport 27,209 12,654 159,098 6.10 0.046%

#O: the number of overlapping users across domains.

than the average sequence length of the bottom 80% users), cold-
start users(who have historical behavior in only one domain), and
all users in the test set to compare each method’s performance on
different user groups, and we used the leave-one-out technique, a
widely utilizedmethod in cross-domain sequential recommendation
literature [2, 4, 21]. For an unbiased evaluation and fair comparison
[14, 38], we randomly sampled 999 negative items not interacted
with by the user, along with one positive item representing the
ground truth interaction. These items were then used to form the
candidate set for ranking tests. We employed several top-N metrics
to gauge the effectiveness of models, including Normalized Dis-
counted Cumulative Gain (NDCG@10 [10]) and Hit Rate (HR@10).
Higher values in all metrics indicate better model performance.

4.2.2 Compared Methods. To verify the effectiveness of our model,
we compare IM-VAE with the following SOTA baselines which can
be divided into three branches.
Single-domain recommendation methods: Multi-VAE [16] em-
ploys a VAE-based multinomial likelihood generative model and
Bayesian inference to enhance traditional linear factor methods in
collaborative filtering. SVAE [26] integrates a recurrent network
in the VAE-based recommendation model to capture temporal in-
formation in the user’s historical interactions. SASRec [12] is a
self-attention-based sequential recommendation model balancing
model parsimony and complexity. Cross-domain sequential rec-
ommendation methods: Pi-Net [21] generates shared user em-
beddings by identifying different user behaviors with the gating
mechanism. DASL [15] enhances cross-domain predictions with
a dual-attention mechanism. C2DSR [2] employs graphical atten-
tion encoders and contrastive learning to jointly learn user’s inner-
and cross-domain preferences. Cross-domain recommendation
methods: EMCDR [22] first utilizeMLPs to capture domain-spesific
representations, then learn the cross-domain mapping function on
information-rich overlapping users. SA-VAE [27] uses VAEs to align
the latent space of the target domain with that of the source do-
main, exploring both rigid and soft alignment. CDRIB [4] uses the
information bottleneck to extract domain-shared user/item features
and mitigate cold-start problems.

4.2.3 Parameters Settings. To ensure equitable evaluation, we stan-
dardize the hyperparameters across all approaches. Specifically, we
set the embedding dimension 𝑑 to 128 and the batch size to 512 for
all methods. The learning rate is selected from a predetermined set
of values {3 × 10−4, 4 × 10−4, . . . , 8 × 10−4}, and the Adam is set
as optimizer. The training epoch is fixed at 100 to obtain optimal

http://jmcauley.ucsd.edu/data/amazon/index_2014.html
http://jmcauley.ucsd.edu/data/amazon/index_2014.html
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performance. The comparison baselines employ other hyperparam-
eters as reported in their paper or official code implementations. For
training the PSG module in IM-VAE, we set all hyperparameters to
the default values as specified in LightGCN’s code implementation5.
20% of the training set is split as validation data to facilitate the
training of PSG. The model is then trained for 1000 epochs, and the
best checkpoint is used for recalling pseudo-sequences. We set the
maximum length of the user’s historical behaviors 𝑇 to 20 for all
methods, and the maximum length of pseudo-sequences𝑇 ′ to 40 in
our method, IM-VAE. In the inference process, the number of atten-
tion heads in the cross-domain information encoders is set to 4, and
all MLP-based encoders and decoders share a hidden dimension of
{32, 64, 32}. The hyperparameters 𝜆𝑡 and 𝜆𝑎 are selected from a pre-
determined set of values {5×10−4, 1×10−3, 2×10−3, · · · , 5×10−3}.
Each approach is run 5 times under different random seeds, and
the optimal model is selected based on the highest normalized
discounted cumulative gain (NDCG@10) performance on the vali-
dation set under grid searching.

4.3 Comparison Results (RQ1)
In this section, we compare the performance of IM-VAE with state-
of-the-art baselines in SDR, CDSR, and CDR across three real-world
datasets and six different scenes. The results are shown in Table 2.
The baselines are organized according to the types of models.

Through extensive experiments, we found that IM-VAE consis-
tently outperforms previous methods across long-tailed, cold-start,
and all users. The reported best-performing models are significant
w.r.t. the second best performing with p-value ≤ 0.05. What’s more,
while the improvements of the baseline methods vary across dif-
ferent datasets and on different types of users(e.g. referring to the
underlined results), our method consistently achieves significant
improvements across all datasets and users. From the experiment
results, our findings are summarized as follows:

SDR V.S. CDR/CDSR. In most cases, CDR/CDSR methods out-
perform SDR due to the captures of cross-domain interests. This
indicates the importance of utilizing rich cross-domain information
to support the model’s understanding of user interests when data
is sparse. Unexpectedly, SDR models like SVAE and SASRec sel-
dom perform better than CDR/CDSR methods on cold-start users.
This may be due to too few overlapping users to learn adequate
cross-domain interests in the "Game" and "Cloth" domains.

For long-tailed users. Moreover, we found that long-tailed
users are highly challenging for all methods. The improvements
achieved by other baselines for this user group are relatively lim-
ited. This indicates that the richness of interaction history, or data
density, significantly impacts model performance. Our method out-
performs the second-best model with improvements ranging from
0.43% to 5.00%, because it enriches the user’s sparse interaction his-
tory with pseudo-sequences and denoises to filter out informative
information as supplements, thereby enhancingmodel performance
for long-tailed users. Notably, we believe that using other real aux-
iliary behaviors (e.g., views, clicks) instead of pseudo-sequences
could further improve model performance for long-tailed users.

For cold-start users. Finally, IM-VAE shows significant improve-
ment over the second-best model for cold-start users, ranging from

5https://github.com/gusye1234/LightGCN-PyTorch

1.17% to 15.20%, because the designed 𝑟𝑥 (𝑧𝑦𝑡 |𝑦) and 𝑟𝑦 (𝑧𝑥𝑡 |𝑥) en-
able the cross-domain representations learning for both overlapping
and non-overlapping users, addressing the previous models’ exces-
sive reliance on overlapping users. Additionally, we implemented
informative and disentangle regularizers to extract distinct cross-
domain interests without domain-specific noises, further enhancing
the model’s inference performance for cold-start users.

4.4 Ablation Study (RQ2)
In this section, we assess the importance of each module by ex-
amining their impact on performance. First, we remove the PSG
module and replace the pseudo-sequence with a randomly gener-
ated sequence of equal length. Additionally, due to the overlapping
optimization objectives of the informative and disentangle regular-
izers, we combined them into a single module, denoted as IF-R &
DS-R, and analyzed the model’s performance after removing them
from the loss. Lastly, we removed the denoising regularizer, denoted
as DN-R, to evaluate its impact. The experimental results are shown
in Table 3. We observed that removing any single module results
in a decrease in model performance across all metrics compared to
the original IM-VAE. Our findings can be summarized as follows:
• Replacing pseudo-sequences generated by PSG with random se-
quence results in a performance decline across all types of users,
indicating the augmenting user’s behaviors with a not-so-accurate
recall model still improves the understanding of user’s interests.
• Removing the informative regularizer and disentangle regular-
izer (IF-R & DS-R) also leads to a decline in performance across all
types of users, indicating that the structured representation plays a
significant role in the model’s better understanding of users’ latent
interests. However, the removal of IF-R & DS-R has the greatest
impact on cold-start users. This suggests that expanding training
to non-overlapping users and disentangling domain-specific infor-
mation, is crucial for cold-start users.
• Removing DN-R also leads to a decline in performance across all
types of users, indicating that treating pseudo-sequences and real
interaction sequences indiscriminately is problematic. It highlights
the importance of using DS-R to capture reliable and informative
information from pseudo-sequences while eliminating unreliable
noise. We also found that removing DN-R has the greatest impact
on the model’s performance for long-tailed users. This suggests
that when users’ inner-domain interaction records are insufficient,
using reliable pseudo-sequences to supplement and enhance the
information is an effective approach.

4.5 Model Analysis (RQ3)
4.5.1 Discussion of Behavior Sparsity. To verify the superior per-
formance of IM-VAE in CDSR scenarios with varying data densities,
we conduct further studies by varying the data density 𝐷𝑠 in {25%,
50%, 75% 100%}. As the density decreases, the actual user-item in-
teraction records in the training and testing sets are down-sampled,
thereby testing the robustness of our IM-VAE’s and the second-best
SA-VAE’s performance on much sparser datasets. We re-run the ex-
periments of two comparing methods on the ’Cloth-Sport’ dataset
with other settings same as in Sections 3.2.1 and 3.2.3. The experi-
mental results of our model (IM-VAE) compared to the second-best
baseline (SAVAE) are presented in Table 4. All experiments were

https://github.com/gusye1234/LightGCN-PyTorch
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Table 2: Experimental Results (%) across different types of users, including long-tailed(tailed) users, cold-start users, and all users, on
Game-Video, Phone-Elec, and Cloth-Sport CDSR datasets, respectively.

Datasets User Types Metric SDR CDR-sequential CDR Ours ↑(%)Multi-VAE [16] SVAE [26] SASRec [12] DASL [15] PiNet [21] C2DSR [2] EMCDR [22]SA-VAE [27] CDRIB [4] IM-VAE

Game

Tailed NDCG 5.08±0.14 5.17±0.08 5.12±0.19 4.64±0.25 4.64±0.25 5.04±0.08 5.31±0.21 5.31±0.15 5.23±0.14 5.51±0.12 3.77
HR 9.48±0.38 9.46±0.14 9.39±0.34 8.45±0.38 8.45±0.38 9.34±0.17 9.67±0.3 9.95±0.39 9.68±0.35 10.09±0.18 1.41

Cold-start NDCG 9.13±0.64 9.97±1.37 8.61±1.92 7.46±0.93 7.46±0.93 9.18±1.57 8.97±1.49 9.69±1.09 7.72±1.63 10.92±0.7 9.53
HR 20.0±3.95 19.15±1.9 16.6±2.48 15.32±1.59 15.32±1.59 16.17±2.89 17.87±1.7 19.57±1.59 15.74±2.89 22.55±2.17 15.20

All NDCG 5.39±0.15 5.40±0.09 5.57±0.1 4.82±0.21 4.82±0.21 5.53±0.11 5.48±0.15 5.51±0.09 5.30±0.05 5.79±0.12 4.01
HR 9.95±0.30 9.94±0.18 10.20±0.30 8.87±0.22 8.87±0.22 10.28±0.23 10.16±0.20 10.32±0.04 9.92±0.19 10.61±0.15 2.77

Video

Tailed NDCG 6.79±0.11 6.86±0.1 6.82±0.18 6.32±0.18 6.32±0.18 6.75±0.2 6.84±0.15 6.88±0.1 7.05±0.08 7.08±0.14 0.43
HR 12.43±0.19 12.5±0.18 12.26±0.39 11.46±0.36 11.46±0.36 12.34±0.35 12.54±0.36 12.57±0.25 12.68±0.22 12.95±0.26 2.13

Cold-start NDCG 7.4±2.13 8.19±1.5 7.93±1.39 8.1±3.21 8.1±3.21 8.73±1.17 8.12±1.55 8.54±2.13 8.26±1.71 9.62±1.58 10.10
HR 18.67±2.67 21.78±3.27 20.0±2.43 17.78±4.66 17.78±4.66 21.78±2.59 19.11±1.78 19.11±3.61 20.44±2.18 22.67±2.18 4.09

All NDCG 6.49±0.09 6.59±0.1 6.5±0.11 5.87±0.15 5.87±0.15 6.46±0.19 6.6±0.17 6.58±0.16 6.67±0.11 6.79±0.09 1.80
HR 12.1±0.16 12.18±0.14 11.97±0.31 10.92±0.22 10.92±0.22 12.14±0.25 12.24±0.18 12.32±0.29 12.33±0.16 12.67±0.18 2.76

Phone

Tailed NDCG 3.58±0.13 3.51±0.11 3.41±0.13 4.10±0.15 3.68±0.17 3.81±0.17 4.01±0.14 4.06±0.31 4.01±0.23 4.23±0.21 3.17
HR 6.90±0.34 6.74±0.20 6.58±0.32 8.06±0.27 7.17±0.20 7.47±0.39 7.78±0.39 7.96±0.61 7.92±0.38 8.17±0.27 1.36

Cold-start NDCG 3.16±0.19 3.15±0.30 2.97±0.38 3.63±0.25 3.51±0.38 3.73±0.37 3.80±0.33 3.83±0.48 4.00±0.35 4.39±0.21 9.75
HR 6.26±0.39 6.11±0.42 6.03±0.45 7.40±0.39 7.18±0.51 7.18±0.74 7.56±0.56 7.94±0.85 7.56±0.51 8.63±0.19 8.69

All NDCG 3.98±0.19 3.89±0.06 3.88±0.14 4.40±0.17 4.13±0.14 4.36±0.21 4.52±0.15 4.49±0.29 4.46±0.19 5.79±0.29 3.23
HR 7.59±0.39 7.33±0.14 7.36±0.27 8.54±0.32 7.77±0.34 8.30±0.38 8.68±0.22 8.54±0.50 8.66±0.29 10.61±0.22 2.35

Elec

Tailed NDCG 6.96±0.23 6.74±0.25 6.78±0.29 7.63±0.19 7.09±0.24 7.78±0.13 7.64±0.10 7.60±0.30 7.77±0.11 8.00±0.10 2.96
HR 11.65±0.48 11.39±0.47 11.49±0.53 12.83±0.41 11.66±0.56 13.05±0.28 12.45±0.25 12.56±0.39 12.66±0.28 13.49±0.19 5.14

Cold-start NDCG 9.35±0.33 9.22±0.19 9.16±0.19 9.73±0.65 9.59±0.35 9.85±0.30 9.90±0.25 9.76±0.48 9.73±0.40 10.26±0.42 3.64
HR 14.71±0.49 14.76±0.60 14.94±0.51 15.76±1.24 15.00±1.00 15.94±0.43 15.24±0.60 15.35±0.90 15.53±0.34 17.12±0.39 7.40

All NDCG 8.20±0.22 8.06±0.27 8.08±0.34 8.58±0.16 7.84±0.08 9.00±0.12 8.95±0.13 8.84±0.19 9.04±0.04 9.33±0.09 3.22
HR 13.08±0.43 12.81±0.45 12.86±0.59 13.60±0.50 12.31±0.19 14.46±0.31 14.03±0.21 13.96±0.26 14.08±0.26 15.28±0.26 5.64

Cloth

Tailed NDCG 2.31±0.08 2.07±0.16 2.09±0.20 2.28±0.17 2.11±0.17 2.29±0.09 2.24±0.09 2.40±0.14 2.27±0.10 2.52±0.07 5.00
HR 4.15±0.12 3.99±0.34 3.99±0.31 4.46±0.24 4.15±0.36 4.38±0.32 4.27±0.20 4.43±0.22 4.21±0.21 4.73±0.16 6.05

Cold-start NDCG 3.23±0.29 3.41±0.35 2.86±0.50 3.28±0.18 3.04±0.66 3.08±0.65 3.03±0.29 3.25±0.24 3.00±0.39 3.45±0.35 1.17
HR 6.08±0.38 6.39±0.43 5.64±0.86 6.27±0.40 5.58±1.24 5.96±0.95 5.96±0.56 5.89±0.46 5.52±0.58 6.77±0.51 5.95

All NDCG 2.20±0.10 2.18±0.1 2.11±0.15 2.43±0.09 2.18±0.10 2.40±0.07 2.37±0.07 2.52±0.10 2.39±0.06 2.59±0.11 2.78
HR 4.25±0.12 4.28±0.28 4.15±0.30 4.82±0.11 4.24±0.18 4.63±0.18 4.65±0.19 4.81±0.19 4.56±0.09 5.00±0.17 3.73

Sport

Tailed NDCG 3.02±0.14 2.90±0.16 2.80±0.21 3.31±0.36 2.96±0.15 3.06±0.15 3.23±0.07 3.29±0.15 3.12±0.11 3.36±0.10 1.51
HR 6.06±0.50 5.76±0.34 5.72±0.22 6.29±0.57 5.89±0.25 6.03±0.22 6.20±0.31 6.31±0.42 5.81±0.10 6.66±0.17 5.55

Cold-start NDCG 4.33±0.49 4.19±0.24 3.92±0.40 4.48±0.42 4.24±0.31 4.65±0.53 4.93±0.18 5.05±0.29 4.95±0.25 5.43±0.29 7.52
HR 8.89±0.66 8.62±0.73 7.88±0.62 8.15±0.94 8.28±0.27 9.36±0.54 9.49±0.49 9.63±0.73 9.09±0.43 10.30±0.46 6.96

All NDCG 3.79±0.07 3.89±0.15 3.70±0.18 3.93±0.14 3.68±0.08 4.13±0.17 4.21±0.13 4.31±0.13 4.27±0.09 4.40±0.10 2.20
HR 7.23±0.27 7.27±0.29 7.00±0.17 7.45±0.32 6.90±0.33 7.84±0.33 7.90±0.22 8.06±0.26 7.88±0.33 8.53±0.14 5.80

Table 3: Experiment results (%) of the ablation study on Cloth-Sport
dataset.

DomainUser TypesMetric Model Variants
IM-VAEw/o PSG w/o IF-R&DS-R w/o DN-R

Cloth

Tailed NDCG 2.41±0.14 2.38±0.09* 2.39±0.14 2.52 ±0.07
HR 4.59±0.12 4.49±0.21 4.45±0.21* 4.73 ±0.16

Cold-Start NDCG 3.21±0.22* 3.23±0.12 3.30±0.17 3.45 ±0.35
HR 6.21±0.23* 6.27±0.34 6.46±0.58 6.77 ±0.51

All NDCG 2.54±0.12 2.54±0.11* 2.54±0.12 2.59 ±0.11
HR 4.92±0.20 4.84±0.26* 4.89±0.23 5.00 ±0.17

Sport

Tailed NDCG 3.35±0.12 3.28±0.11 3.27±0.07* 3.36 ±0.10
HR 6.51±0.24 6.39±0.16 6.33±0.18* 6.66 ±0.17

Cold-Start NDCG 5.26±0.26 5.18±0.30* 5.19±0.28 5.43 ±0.29
HR 10.24±0.46 9.90±0.34* 10.10±0.43 10.30 ±0.46

All NDCG 4.36±0.05 4.31±0.16* 4.32±0.15 4.40 ±0.10
HR 8.44±0.14 8.41±0.25* 8.44±0.24 8.53 ±0.14

* indicates the model variant with the lowest evaluation metric on the current
user group.

conducted five times under different random seeds, and the average
values were reported.

Table 4: Experiment results (%) on Cloth-Sport datasets with
different density (𝐷𝑠 ).

Domain User Metric 𝐷𝑠 = 25% 𝐷𝑠 = 50% 𝐷𝑠 = 75% 𝐷𝑠 = 100%
SA-VAE IM-VAESA-VAE IM-VAESA-VAE IM-VAESA-VAE IM-VAE

Cloth

Tailed NDCG 1.39 1.51 1.40 1.53 1.40 1.46 2.40 2.52
HR 2.75 2.96 2.69 2.88 2.85 2.95 4.43 4.73

Cold-StartNDCG 0.84 0.85 0.9 1.12 1.41 1.72 3.25 3.45
HR 1.94 1.82 2.26 2.26 2.82 3.32 5.89 6.77

All NDCG 1.38 1.49 1.39 1.53 1.42 1.57 2.52 2.59
HR 2.74 2.95 2.71 2.92 2.95 3.27 4.81 5.00

Sport

Tailed NDCG 2.35 2.53 2.47 2.72 2.8 3.26 3.29 3.36
HR 4.27 4.62 4.41 5.09 4.86 5.66 6.31 6.66

Cold-StartNDCG 0.71 0.76 0.99 1.06 1.88 2.14 5.05 5.43
HR 1.62 1.48 2.02 2.02 3.57 3.84 9.63 10.30

All NDCG 2.49 2.70 3.03 3.28 3.18 3.70 4.31 4.40
HR 4.46 4.84 5.47 6.16 5.62 6.60 8.06 8.53

SA-VAE outperforms IM-VAE in only one metric (underlined), likely due to the
high variance on cold-start users in extremely sparse conditions (𝐷𝑠 = 25%).

As expected, the overall performance of both models decreases
with decreasing data density, as sparser data makes representation
learning and knowledge transfer more challenging. The compar-
ing method, SA-VAE, shows a significant decline in performance
as density decreases. This is because SA-VAE significantly relies



Information Maximization via Variational Autoencoders for Cross-Domain Recommendation Conference acronym ’XX, ,

Table 5: Experiment results (%) on Cloth-Sport dataset with the
varying overlapping ratio (K𝑜 ).

Domain User Metric K𝑜 = 25% K𝑜 = 50% K𝑜 = 75% K𝑜 = 100%
SA-VAE IM-VAESA-VAE IM-VAESA-VAE IM-VAESA-VAE IM-VAE

Cloth

Tailed NDCG 0.93 1.32 1.69 1.87 2.25 2.30 2.40 2.52
HR 2.02 2.72 3.24 3.70 4.26 4.50 4.43 4.73

Cold-StartNDCG 0.95 1.62 2.19 2.52 3.26 3.27 3.25 3.45
HR 2.07 3.39 4.83 5.20 6.27 6.21 5.89 6.77

All NDCG 0.92 1.31 1.71 1.93 2.29 2.42 2.52 2.59
HR 1.94 2.71 3.43 3.97 4.40 4.75 4.81 5.00

Sport

Tailed NDCG 1.15 1.92 2.31 2.77 3.07 3.36 3.29 3.36
HR 2.48 4.06 4.59 5.60 5.82 6.62 6.31 6.66

Cold-StartNDCG 1.58 2.93 3.57 4.48 4.80 5.27 5.05 5.43
HR 3.37 6.13 6.80 8.82 9.29 10.51 9.63 10.30

All NDCG 1.45 2.65 3.08 3.85 4.03 4.28 4.31 4.40
HR 2.97 5.35 5.88 7.53 7.65 8.22 8.06 8.53

on rich user interactions within each domain to learn good inner-
domain and cross-domain user interest representations. In contrast,
our model generally achieves better recommendation results than
SA-VAE as the dataset becomes increasingly sparse, with less per-
formance degradation. We believe this is mainly due to our PSG
module generating pseudo-sequences and the de-noise regularizer,
serves as a supplement to the sparse interaction data, allowing
IM-VAE to perform better than SA-VAE in sparse data conditions.

4.5.2 Discussion of Overlapping Ratio. We also designed experi-
ments to test our model’s performance with fewer cross-domain
overlapping users. In this experiment, we randomly downsampled
the proportion of overlapping users (K𝑜 ) in the training set, keeping
the test set unchanged. We then reran the experiments to compare
our model with the second-best model, SA-VAE, at K𝑜 values of
25%, 50%, 75%, 100%. This experiment aims to simulate real-world
recommendation environments, requiring the model to maintain
stable recommendation performance despite facing a few overlap-
ping users in training data. The results are shown in Table 5.

We found that as the number of overlapping users decreases,
the performance of both SA-VAE and our model declines across
all users, due to the increased difficulty in capturing cross-domain
signals. However, our model outperforms SA-VAE at every K𝑜

level. This is because our model does not rely solely on overlapping
users for learning. Although capturing cross-domain information
becomes harder, our denoise pseudo-sequence can still effectively
capture intra-domain interests, supporting the model’s recommen-
dation performance within domains. Additionally, the informative
and disentangle information regularizer’s encoders 𝑟𝑥 and 𝑟𝑦 allow
training on non-overlapping users for cross-domain signals based
on behaviors in one domain. Consequently, our model performs bet-
ter in this experiment setting compared to SA-VAE, which relies on
overlapping users to learn the mapping function for cross-domain
latent spaces.
4.6 Parameter Sensitivity (RQ4)
In this section, we investigate the parameter sensitivity of the se-
quence length 𝑇 and the harmonic factors 𝜆𝑎 and 𝜆𝑡 .

In Figures 3 (a) and (b), we show the impact of sequence length𝑇
varying in the set {10, 15, 20, 25, 30} on model performance (HR@10)
for different types of users in the Cloth and Sport domains. As can
be seen, the model generally performs best when 𝑇 = 20. When
increasing 𝑇 from 10 to 20, the performance improves due to the
richer historical interest information. However, if 𝑇 is larger than

20, the performance decreases because padding items cause the
model to ignore important information from the true interactions.

In Figures 3 (c) and (d), we show the impact of varying 𝜆𝑎 in the
set {0.001, 0.002, ..., 0.010} on the model performance for different
users in the Cloth and Sport domains, with 𝜆𝑡 fixed at 0.001. Similar
to VAE-based work [4], 𝜆𝑎 significantly influences the model’s
performance, exhibiting different degrees of nonlinear effects on
various types of users. However, the model generally performs best
for all user types when 𝜆𝑎 is around 0.004 and 0.005, indicating that
this setting allows the denoising module to be effective without
depressing the classification loss. Similarly, when fixing 𝜆𝑎 to 0.005,
the impact of 𝜆𝑡 mirrors that of 𝜆𝑎 , shown in Figures 3 (e) and (f),
with superior results achieved when 𝜆𝑡 is set to 0.001 or 0.005.

5 RELATEDWORK
In this section, we briefly review the previous related works from
aspects both in CDSR and VAE-based methods.
Cross-Domain Sequential Recommendation (CDSR) [21, 30,
37] aims to improve sequential recommendation (SR) performance
by utilizing user behavior sequences from multiple related domains.
Pi-Net[21] and PSJNet [30] design gating mechanism to learn and
transfer cross-domain information on overlapping users. The atten-
tive learning-based model DASL [15] uses dual attentive learning
to transfer the user’s latent interests bidirectionally across two
domains. Similarly, DA-GCN[6] and MIFN[20] build user-item bi-
partite graphs to facilitate cross-domain information transferring
on overlapping users. Moreover, C2DSR [2] employs graph neural
networks [7, 19, 33, 34] and sequential attentive encoder to simul-
taneously learn the inter-domain and inner-domain collaborative
signals and utilize contrastive learning to align single-domain and
cross-domain user representations. However, these methods rely
heavily on data from overlapping users, who constitute only a small
fraction of the user base in real-world scenarios, thereby, they usu-
ally perform poorly in real-world recommendation systems due to
inadequate representation of long-tailed and cold-start users.
VAE-bsed Recommendation [13, 16] have become prominent
for their strong probabilistic foundations in exploring the complex-
ities of user-item interactions within latent spaces. SA-VAE [27]
pre-trains a VAE on the source domain and aligns latent variables
between source and target domain VAEs. DisenCDR [3] uses mutual
information maximization to disentangle domain-specific informa-
tion. Both methods rely on user overlap and perform poorly for
non-overlapping users. To address this, VDEA [18] uses VAEs with
embedding alignment to enhance performance for non-overlapping
users, while CDRIB [4] employs a variational information bottle-
neck to model domain-shared and inner-domain information for
cold-start users. However, CDRIB is limited to cold-start users and
compresses information-rich inner-domain data, affecting perfor-
mance for overlapping users.

6 CONCLUSION
In this paper, we propose a novel CDSR model, IM-VAE, which in-
novatively addresses long-tailed and cold-start users in real-world
recommendation environments. Our model introducesMIM-theory-
induced informative, disentangle, and denoising regularizers. These
regularizers enable the learning of distinct inner- and cross-domain
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Figure 3: Parts (a) and (b) illustrate the effect of sequence length𝑇 on
the model’s performance (HR@10) within the "Cloth" and "Sport"
domains respectively. Similarly, parts (c) and (d) demonstrate the
impact of 𝜆𝑎 , while parts (e) and (f) highlight the effect of 𝜆𝑡 on the
model’s performance (HR@10) across the same domains.

interests and extracting relevant information frompseudo-sequences
to enrich users’ sparse interaction records, to improve the model’s
effectiveness in real-world CDSR scenarios.
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