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ABSTRACT
Personalized content recommendations have been pivotal to the
content experience in digital media from video streaming to social
networks. However, several domain specific challenges have held
back adoption of recommender systems in news publishing. To
address these challenges, we introduce the Ekstra Bladet News
Recommendation Dataset (EB-NeRD). The dataset encompasses
data from over a million unique users and more than 37 million
impression logs from Ekstra Bladet. It also includes a collection of
over 125,000 Danish news articles, complete with titles, abstracts,
bodies, and metadata, such as categories. EB-NeRD served as the
benchmark dataset for the RecSys ’24 Challenge, where it was
demonstrated how the dataset can be used to address both technical
and normative challenges in designing effective and responsible
recommender systems for news publishing. The dataset is available
at: https://recsys.eb.dk.
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1 INTRODUCTION
Recommender systems (RS) have become an integral component
of the web and are central to producing massive commercial value
gains in e-commerce (e.g., Amazon), social media (e.g., Meta), en-
tertainment media (e.g., Netflix and Spotify), and online advertising
(e.g., Google and Criteo) [17]. However, even though recommender
systems have also been adopted by news publishers [26], several
domain-specific 1) technical and 2) normative challenges have held
back adoption at scale in the news publishing domain.

Wu et al. [44] recently highlighted several technical challenges
(1) in the news recommendation scenario in a call for further re-
search on RS in news. Firstly, news articles are published in a
continuous flow, and they tend to expire quickly, resulting in a se-
vere cold-start problem [5]. Classic recommender systems, such as
collaborative filtering (CF) [23] or factorization machines (FM) [32],
which have been successfully adapted in other fields, are therefore
not very applicable. Secondly, explicit user ratings for news articles
are rarely found on news platforms, necessitating modeling users’
ever-changing news interests based on implicit feedback alone, i.e.,
based on their browsing behavior [15]. Thirdly, effective RS for
news must leverage textual information from news articles [22].

In recent years, attempts have been made to address these chal-
lenges by developing and testing recommender systems designed
specifically for the news domain [6, 19, 31]. Most significantly,
Wu et al. [47] identified recommender systems that effectively ad-
dressed some of the challenges while demonstrating strong per-
formance on the MIcrosoft News Dataset (MIND), a dataset con-
taining news consumption data from the major news aggregator
MSN News1. However, most news recommendation datasets are
not public and are tailored to specific use cases, possibly limiting
the applicability of the derived models when introduced to different
contexts or broader applications. For instance, it is unclear whether
1https://www.msn.com
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the performance achieved by Wu et al. [47] can be generalized to
classical digital news publishers, which have news consumption
and content profiles that differ markedly from news aggregators
(see Section 2.2).

The normative challenges (2) stem from the fact that news rec-
ommenders, when implemented at scale, perform a deeply editorial
function that affects the editorial profile of a news publisher. This
creates a need to align the output of news recommender systems
with editorial values [25] and social values [13]. Typically, attempts
to do so have taken traditional beyond-accuracymetrics as the point
of departure [31] and sought to connect them to editorial values at
the level of a news publisher [25] or societal values associated with
different normative theories of news publishers’ role in democracy
[38, 39]. However, research on beyond-accuracy metrics relevant
to the news domain as well as ways to integrate beyond-accuracy
objectives in the optimization targets of recommender systems is
still nascent, as we argue below.

Contributions. To enable and encourage research on both the
technical and normative challenges associated with news recom-
mendations, we make the following contributions:

• EB-NeRD Dataset: We present the Ekstra Bladet News Rec-
ommendation Dataset (EB-NeRD), a rich dataset collected
from the user behavior logs of Ekstra Bladet, a classical legacy
Danish newspaper published by JP/Politikens Media Group
in Copenhagen, Denmark.

• Descriptive Statistics: We provide detailed descriptive sta-
tistics of the dataset to facilitate understanding and effective
utilization.

• Beyond-Accuracy Evaluation Framework: We present an
extensive, albeit preliminary, framework for beyond-accuracy
evaluation, enabling a more comprehensive assessment of
news recommendation systems.

2 RELATEDWORK
2.1 News Recommendations
News recommendation systems are designed to enhance the news
reading experience by alleviating information overload and pre-
senting users with a personalized selection of articles from a vast
catalog. Typically, this involves ranking a set of news articles, or-
dering them from most to least likely to be clicked by the user. To
achieve this, various sources of data can be leveraged, including
the user’s click history, session details (such as time and device),
user metadata (such as age), and the content of the news articles.
Research in news recommendation has primarily focused on ad-
dressing two key challenges: 1) representing the raw text found in
news articles, and 2) accounting for the dynamic nature of the the
user’s news interest [3, 36, 42, 43].

Collaborative filtering has been less commonly applied in news
recommendation due to the severe cold-start problem – by the
time sufficient behavioral data is collected from users, the rele-
vance of news articles has already decayed [31, 47]. Consequently,
early research in news recommendation predominantly focused
on content-based methods which aspire to generate personalized
user profiles that are based on the metadata extracted from the
latest news they have read; for example, using keywords [28], topic

modeling [41], or semantic features [14] extracted from the news
articles. More recently, news recommendation approaches have
increasingly adopted deep learning techniques, where representa-
tions of both news articles and user interests are learned end-to-end
[2, 30, 46, 49]. These advancements in deep learning have blurred
the traditional distinctions between content-based, collaborative
filtering, and hybrid systems, as many contemporary methods now
integrate elements from multiple approaches. In response, Wu et al.
[44] propose classifying recommender systems based on the core
challenges they address, rather than relying solely on traditional
categories.

2.2 Existing Datasets
Personalized news recommendation presents both intriguing re-
search challenges and significant practical benefits. However, most
research in this area is conducted on proprietary datasets that are
not publicly available, such as MSN News [3, 42, 45], Sina News
[10], and Twitter [1]. In contrast, only a few publicly available news
recommendation datasets exist [11, 21, 27, 47].

Currently, the datasets most akin to EB-NeRD are Adressa [11]
and MIND [47]. A summary of these datasets can be found in Ta-
ble 1. The Microsoft News Dataset (MIND) was released byWu et al.
[47]. Microsoft, a major news aggregator, sourced content from a
multitude of news publishers for this dataset. It showcases interac-
tions from a 1 million users across 161,013 English news articles,
accumulating a total of 24,155,470 clicks. The Adressa dataset, put
forth by Gulla et al. [11], offers insights from the Adresseavisen
website, a Norwegian digital news publisher. Over a span of ten
weeks, this dataset contains interactions of 3.08 million users with
48,486 Norwegian news articles, and 27.22 million clicks.

While all of the datasets offer a range of features, there are clear
distinctions between them. Each dataset provides essential news-
related information, capturing elements like the title, category,
and entities. Although MIND includes the body feature, it is not
available in the public version of the dataset. Instead, users must
scrape the body content. Even though Wu et al. [47] provides a
helpful script for this task, some URLs have expired and are no
longer accessible, raising concerns about the long-term availability
of this feature. In contrast, EB-NeRD distinguishes itself by offering
the title, abstract, and body of articles directly in the public version
of the dataset.

In terms of non-textual features, MIND is notably limited, provid-
ing only user-ID, article-ID, and event-time. Adressa and EB-NeRD,
however, present a richer set of features, including read-time, loca-
tion, and even the user’s subscription status. Another limitation of
MIND is that it only tracks front-page events, while both Adressa
and EB-NeRD capture user activity more comprehensively, includ-
ing interactions on both the front page and on article pages. Addi-
tionally, the origin of the data further differentiates these datasets.
MIND gathers its data from a news aggregator, whereas both EB-
NeRD and Adressa are based on data sourced directly from news
publishers. Given the unique patterns exhibited by different news
providers and the cultural nuances that influence news consump-
tion across countries, we believe that a high-quality, low-resource
language news recommendation dataset like EB-NeRD holds signif-
icant value for the news recommendation community. For instance,
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(a) An example Ekstra Bladet front page

(b) An example Ekstra Bladet article-page

Figure 1: Examples of a front page and an article page from
the Ekstra Bladet website.

it remains unclear whether insights derived from news aggregators
are directly applicable to news publishers.

2.3 Dataset Description
The Ekstra Bladet News Recommendation Dataset (EB-NeRD) is a
large-scale Danish dataset created by Ekstra Bladet to support ad-
vancements and benchmarking in news recommendation research.

2.3.1 Dataset Construction. The dataset was collected from the
impression logs of active users at Ekstra Bladet2 over a 6-week
period from April 27 to June 8, 2023. Active users were defined as
those who had at least 5, but no more than 1,000, news clicks during
a 3-week period from May 18 to June 8, 2023. The lower threshold
ensures that users had a minimum level of engagement, while the
upper threshold helps exclude abnormal activity. To protect user
privacy, each user was decoupled from the production system and
securely hashed into an anonymized ID using one-time salt hashing
[33].

Each impression log records the news articles viewed by a user
during a visit at a specific time, which have been shuffled to remove
positional bias, along with the articles that were clicked. The in

2https://ekstrabladet.dk

view It includes details such as whether the user was on the front
page or an article page, the timestamp, time spent, scroll percentage,
the device used for browsing (i.e., computer, tablet, or mobile), and
the user’s subscription status. Additionally, users with accounts
may have provided personal details such as their gender, postal
code, and age.

Along with the impression logs, the dataset includes a collection
of Danish news articles featuring their titles, abstracts, bodies, and
metadata, including categories. To support further research, such
as knowledge-aware news recommendation, we have enriched the
dataset with entities, topics, and sentiment labels extracted from
the titles, abstracts, and bodies of the news articles using propri-
etary models. For example, in the article title shown in Figure 1a,
“Legendariske Zlatan lukker med episk replik”, “Zlatan” is recognized
as a person entity.

The EB-NeRD dataset includes training, validation, and test splits.
Each data split consists of three files (see Appendix A): 1) impression
logs for the 7-day period (Table 7), 2) users’ click histories (Table 8),
which contain 21 days of clicked news articles prior to the data
split’s impression logs, and 3) all articles available during the period
(Table 6). Additionally, for evaluating beyond-accuracy metrics,
a hidden test set includes 200,000 synthesized impressions. The
articles shown for these impressions are drawn from the same set
of 250 newly published articles available at the start of the test set
period. It is important to note that these impressions are used solely
for the beyond-accuracy evaluation.

2.3.2 Dataset Statistics. A overview of EB-NeRD’s key statistics
can be found in Table 2 and Figure 2. The dataset consists of
1,103,602 unique users, 125,541 distinct news articles, and a total of
37,966,985 impression logs.

The length distributions of the articles’ titles, abstracts, and bod-
ies are shown in Figures 2a-2c. Titles are generally concise, with an
average length of just 6.6 words. In contrast, abstracts and bodies
are significantly longer with 17.3 and 362.2 words, respectively.
The peaks near zero in Figures 2b-2c are due to the fact that some
articles may only contain a title. Figure 2d displays the distribution
of in view articles – those deemed visible to the user during an
impression. As noted, the distribution is heavily skewed toward a
small number of viewed articles per impression, a characteristic
inherent to Ekstra Bladet’s layout that presents its own set of chal-
lenges. In addition, as described in Section 2.3.1, active users are
defined as those who had at least 5 articles in view; hence, there are
no impressions with fewer present in the dataset. In Figure 2e, the
distribution of article categories is shown. The categories entertain-
ment and news together account for 45% of the catalog. When crime
and sport are included, these four categories collectively represent
78% of all articles.

3 BENCHMARKING AND ANALYSIS
EB-NeRD served as the benchmark dataset for the ACMConference
on Recommender Systems (RecSys) annual Challenge [24]3. The
RecSys ’24 Challenge focused on news recommendation, aiming to
address both the technical and normative challenges involved in
designing effective and responsible recommender systems for news

3https://recsys.acm.org/recsys24/challenge

https://ekstrabladet.dk
https://recsys.acm.org/recsys24/challenge
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Table 1: Comparison of EB-NeRD Dataset with existing public news recommendation datasets.

Name Type Language # Users # News # Clicks News information Features

MIND Aggregator English 1,000,000 161,013 24,155,470
title, abstract, category,
subcategories, entities,
URL

user-id, article-id, event-time

Adressa Publisher Norwegian 3,083,438 48,486 27,223,576 title, body, category,
entities, URL

user-id, article-id, event-time,
read-time, publish-time,
session-boundary, location,
subscription-status,
device-type, OS

EB-NeRD Publisher Danish 1,103,602 125,541 37,966,985

title, abstract, body,
category, subcategories,
entities, URL, sentiment,
topics

user-id, article-id, event-time,
read-time, publish-time,
session-boundary, location,
subscription-status,
device-type, age, gender,
scroll-percentage

(a) Title length (b) Abstract length

(c) Body length (d) In view length

(e) Article category distribution.

Figure 2: Key statistics of EB-NeRD. The categories in (e) in-
clude entertainment (ENT), news (NWS), crime (CRM), sports
(SPT), miscellaneous (MSC), lifestyle (LFS), sex and relation-
ships (SRL), and opinion (OPN).

Table 2: Detailed statistics of EB-NeRD.

# News 125,541
# Users 1,103,602
# Impressions 37,966,985
# News categories 32
# News subcategories 263
Avg. NP-ratio 10.5
Avg. impression per user 34.4
Avg. title len. (words) 6.6 ± 2.5
Avg. abstract len. (words) 17.3 ± 8.6
Avg. body len. (words) 363.2 ± 306.2

publishing. This paper, like the challenge, will apply EB-NeRD to
two use cases: ranking and beyond-accuracy. While, Kruse et al.
[24] provided an in-depth analysis of the ranking task, the beyond-
accuracy aspect received only brief attention. Therefore, this paper
will take the opposite approach, offering a concise analysis of the
ranking taskwhile exploring the beyond-accuracy aspects in greater
detail.

3.1 Methods
Most solutions in the RecSys ’24 Challenge leveraged ensemble
methods, combining various models such as gradient boosting de-
cision trees (GBDT) [7] – using frameworks like LightGBM [20],
CatBoost [29], and XGBoost [4] – and deep learning models, includ-
ing Transformer-based models [37]. Hence, whereas the RecSys
’24 challenge focused on evaluating the whole solution (e.g., the
ensemble), we will isolate the individual ensemble components and
evaluate the performance of the individual recommender systems
and how they may influence a news flow. We will briefly intro-
duce the teams and their methods. Although teams may have used
the same models or frameworks, their data pipelines and feature
engineering approaches varied.
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• :D [8], the winning team, employed a transformer-based
model (Transformer) alongside two implementations of
GBDT: LightGBM and CatBoost. To distinguish the meth-
ods from team :D, we denote them as LightGBM:D and
CatBoost:D. Additionally, they introduced time-aware fea-
ture engineering methods and data-splitting strategies to
address the temporal nature of news articles and enhance
the model’s generalization.

• BlackPearl [48], the runner-up team, implemented twoGBDT
models using CatBoost: pairwise ranking loss (CatBoostPL)
and query-level loss (CatBoostQL). Additionally, they devel-
oped a novel neural network called Hierarchical User Interest
Modeling (HUIM), which captures both long-term, stable
user interests and short-term, rapidly changing preferences.

• FuxiCTR4 [51, 52] implemented the Deep Interest Network
(DIN) model [50], which dynamically models user interests
based on their historical behavior. The model employs an
attention mechanism to highlight relevant interactions with
the current item. The core problem DIN aims to address is
ad recommendation.

• Intel_recsys5 implemented the Neural News Recommenda-
tion with Multi-Head Self-Attention (NRMS) model [43].
NRMS leverages multi-head self-attention to learn user rep-
resentations from their click history and to capture the rela-
tionships between news articles. The core problem NRMS
aims to address is news recommendation.

3.2 Ranking
The primary objective of the RecSys ’24 Challenge followed a tradi-
tional recommendation setup [47], where participants were tasked
with ranking a set of articles from most to least likely for a user to
click on, using various data points such as the user’s click history,
session details, user metadata, and the content of the articles for
each impression. The ranked articles were then compared to the
actual user clicks. To evaluate the effectiveness of the recommen-
dations in terms of ranking standard metrics were used, including
Area Under the Curve (AUC), Mean Reciprocal Rank (MRR), and
normalized Discounted Cumulative Gain (nDCG) up to position 𝐾 ,
denoted @𝐾 [44, 47].

3.2.1 Analysis. Table 3 presents the results for the ranking task.
A notable observation is the presence of popularity bias: both the
Clicks (59.70) and Read-time (59.40) baselines significantly outper-
form the Random baseline (49.98). These baselines provide strong
benchmarks for model performance. For instance, the NRMS model
only slightly surpasses the strategy of predicting the most popular
articles. Additionally, although both teams :D and BlackPearl im-
plemented GBDT using CatBoost, their performances differ. This
variation is not surprising, as each team has its own data pipeline
and approach to feature engineering.

3.3 Beyond-Accuracy
When implemented at scale, news recommender systems will play
a decisive role in organizing the news that readers are exposed to

4https://github.com/reczoo/RecSys2024_CTR_Challenge
5https://github.com/yflyl613/Tiny-NewsRec

Table 3: Model evaluation using AUC, MRR, nDCG@5, and
nDCG@10. Here, (1) methods from the winning team :D, (2)
methods from the runner-up team BlackPearl, (3) the DIN
model from the team FuxiCTR, (4) the NRMS model from
the team Intel_recsys, and (5) four baselines: articles with the
most clicks, articles with the highest read-time consumption,
articles with the highest in view rate, and a random selection.

Method AUC MRR nDCG@5 nDCG@10

1
Transformer 88.64 72.28 78.27 79.10
CatBoost:D 88.05 70.79 76.75 77.89
LightGBM:D 88.17 71.04 77.99 78.09

2
HUIM 87.29 70.05 76.21 77.35
CatBoostQL 87.89 71.12 77.13 78.18
CatBoostPL 87.54 70.33 76.48 77.58

3 DIN 71.53 49.33 55.08 59.58
4 NRMS 61.03 39.75 44.45 51.24

5

Clicks 59.70 37.74 42.36 49.65
Read-time 59.40 37.10 41.79 49.13
In view 54.50 32.39 36.48 44.74
Random 49.98 31.56 34.89 43.38

and ultimately consume. This represents a deeply editorial func-
tion, with the potential to alter the editorial profile of a news brand
and influence its democratic functions [13]. For this reason, most
mission-driven news publishers are highly invested in understand-
ing the impact of these systems on their news flow and finding
ways to guide personalized news recommendations to align with
their editorial values. EB-NeRD provides rich content metadata
(e.g., news category, topics, entities, sentiment) along with key de-
mographic attributes for some users (gender, age, location) – see
Section Section 2.3.2 – enabling the evaluation of how different
recommendation methods affect both overall news flow and spe-
cific reader groups. This allows for the development of models that
optimize beyond simple accuracy in an offline setting.

To encourage exploration of ways to evaluate and optimize
beyond-accuracy objectives using EB-NeRD, the RecSys ’24 Chal-
lenge took an initial step by evaluating all submissions with an ex-
tensive, albeit preliminary, framework for beyond-accuracy analysis
[24]. This framework included four traditional beyond-accuracy
metrics well-known in the information retrieval literature [9, 18, 34]
and re-interpreted them within the context of news publishing:
intralist-diversity, novelty, serendipity, and coverage. Additionally,
descriptive statistics on the distribution of recommended articles
by category, topic, and sentiment were provided.

3.3.1 Dataset. For the evaluation, we generated a subset of 200,000
users such that 50,000 of them have an account. Selecting users with
an account allowed for the segmentation of specific reader groups
by gender, age, and geography. Among the sampled users with an
account, 33,434 disclosed their gender, with 28,404 identifying as
men and 5,030 as women. Each user ID had a single impression
specifically designed for beyond-accuracy analysis, meaning that
all impressions contained the same static set of in view articles –
namely, the 250 newly published articles available during the test
period, which were unseen by any user.

https://github.com/reczoo/RecSys2024_CTR_Challenge
https://github.com/yflyl613/Tiny-NewsRec
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3.3.2 Analysis. The preliminary beyond-accuracy evaluation re-
vealed significant variation in how different recommendation meth-
ods influenced the news flow, including differences in the news
flow for men and women. Table 4 presents the the classic beyond-
accuracy metrics along with distribution of article sentiment, while
Table 5 shows the distribution of recommended articles by category
for selected submissions to the RecSys ’24 Challenge. The tables in-
clude both a selection of recommendation methods (see Section 3.1)
and the aggregated results from the top 32 submissions (AUC > 60),
top 48 submissions (AUC > 52.5), and the best submission from
each of the 78 teams, all assessed by AUC.

These results highlights that different recommendation methods
have markedly different impacts on news flow. For instance, NRMS
recommended a low proportion of articles in the news category
(10.2%) but a very high proportion of auto-generated content (44.6%).
In contrast, CatBoost:D recommended a large proportion of news
articles (45.7%) and almost no auto-generated content (0.02%). Sen-
timent also varied significantly, with CatBoostQL recommending
the highest share of negatively-sentimented articles (55.9%) while
NRMS had a much lower share (30.6%).

Additionally, several methods produced different news flows for
men and women. Across the majority of RecSys Challenge submis-
sions, sports articles were underrepresented in the news flow for
women by 6.3 percentage points in the top 32, 4.7 percentage points
in the top 48, and 3.1 percentage points in the top 78. Conversely,
entertainment articles were overrepresented by 2.6, 1.8, and 1.2 per-
centage points, respectively. There was also a slight tendency for
articles with negative sentiment to be overrepresented in the news
flow for women by 2.6 percentage points (top 32), 1.8 percentage
points (top 48), and 1.1 percentage points (top 78). Certain methods
exhibited even larger gender differences, such as the Transformer
model, which recommended significantly more crime content (7.1
percentage points) and less sports content (11.3 percentage points)
for women compared to men.

There were also substantial differences in the performance of
different recommendation methods on traditional beyond-accuracy
metrics. For instance, diversity scores ranged from 0.791 (Cat-
Boost:D) to 0.588 (HUIM), serendipity varied from 0.786 (NRMS) to
0.730 (DIN), coverage spanned from a low of 0.152 (CatBoostQL) to
a high of 0.884 (NRMS), and novelty ranged from 11.956 (NRMS)
to 3.368 (CatBoost:D). However, these differences did not appear to
extend to demographic categories such as gender.

3.3.3 Discussion. While this beyond-accuracy evaluation clearly
demonstrates that different recommendation methods produce dis-
tinct news flows and that many methods create different flows for
men and women, the preliminary evaluation framework we use
has some important limitations.

First, it includes only a limited set of beyond-accuracy objectives
derived from information retrieval literature, which may not fully
reflect the most relevant beyond-accuracy goals in the news publish-
ing domain. A more comprehensive evaluation would require the
development of new metrics that align more closely with the demo-
cratic functions of news publishers and their editorial missions.
Second, the socially relevant effects of news recommendation can
only be fully assessed in real-world, online settings over extended
periods. For instance, evaluating the diversity of news users are

exposed to, or the level of fragmentation caused by personalization,
requires multiple interactions over time. The static nature of our
test’s candidate list cannot capture these dynamic effects. Third,
each method was only run once, and as mentioned in Section 3.1,
the underlying data pipelines and feature engineering approaches
differed between teams. For example, while both :D and BlackPearl
used the CatBoost implementation of GBDT, their models were
trained differently. Experiments should be run multiple times using
shared data pipelines, with only the seed being changed, to observe
variations in performance and ensure comparability. Finally, align-
ing news recommendation systems with the normative goals of
news publishers ultimately requires formulating specific beyond-
accuracy objectives that these systems can optimize for [12]. Such
goals were not included in the RecSys ’24 challenge, as more re-
search is needed on beyond-accuracy metrics and their correlation
with socially relevant outcomes to formulate meaningful targets to
optimize for.

Our hope is that by providing the EB-NeRD dataset, which sup-
ports extensive beyond-accuracy evaluation, and offering a prelim-
inary framework for analysis, we inspire further research into the
normative alignment of news recommendation systems that will
ultimately enable us to integrate editorially and socially relevant
goals in the design of news recommenders.

4 CONCLUSION
In this paper, we present EB-NeRD, a large-scale dataset for news
recommendation, constructed from the user behavior logs of Ek-
stra Bladet. The dataset comprises over 1 million users and more
than 125,000 Danish news articles, each enriched with detailed tex-
tual content such as titles, abstracts, and full bodies. Additionally,
through the RecSys ’24 Challenge, we facilitated and conducted
extensive experiments and analysis on this dataset. The results un-
derscore the critical importance of accurately understanding news
content and modeling user interests for effective news recommen-
dation. While our initial analysis of beyond-accuracy metrics is
limited, it suggests that different recommender systems can have
significantly varying impacts on the news flow. We hope these
findings will encourage further research on both the technical and
normative challenges associated with recommender systems in
news publishing.

5 FUTURE DIRECTIONS
EB-NeRD offers a broad range of research opportunities, including
the development of advanced methods for news and user model-
ing, enhancing the diversity, fairness, and explainability of news
recommendations, and exploring privacy-preserving techniques in
news recommendation. We have open-sourced this comprehensive
dataset to facilitate and encourage research on both the technical
and normative challenges associated with recommender systems in
news publishing. The dataset is intended to serve as a foundation
for advanced research in these areas. While we anticipate innova-
tive applications of the dataset, we propose that at least three lines
of inquiry will be particularly valuable and contribute significantly
to ongoing research efforts.
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Table 4: Beyond-accuracy metrics (diversity, serendipity, coverage, and novelty) and sentiment distribution in recommended
articles for all users, expressed as a percentage [%]. The difference between the distribution for men and women is shown
in percentage points in parentheses “( · )”, where “−” indicates more recommendations for men, and “+” indicates more for
women. Here, (1) methods from the winning team :D, (2) methods from the runner-up team BlackPearl, (3) the DIN model from
the team FuxiCTR, (4) the NRMS model from the team Intel_recsys, (5) the random baseline, and (6) the mean aggregated results
from the top 32, 48, and 72, where ± represents the standard deviation.

Diversity Serendipity Coverage Novelty Negative Neutral Positive

1
Transformer 0.70 (+0.01) 0.76 (-0.01) 0.56 (-0.05) 4.3 (+0.1) 41.8 (+5.1) 32.2 (+1.0) 26.0 (-6.1)
CatBoost:D 0.79 (+0.00) 0.77 (+0.00) 0.48 (-0.05) 3.4 (-0.0) 50.9 (+4.6) 26.3 (-2.9) 22.8 (-1.7)
LightGBM:D 0.71 (+0.03) 0.76 (+0.01) 0.67 (-0.04) 5.6 (+0.0) 46.4 (+2.9) 29.8 (+4.6) 23.8 (-7.5)

2
HUIM 0.59 (+0.03) 0.78 (-0.00) 0.52 (-0.07) 10.1 (-0.3) 30.8 (+5.5) 28.8 (-1.0) 40.4 (-4.5)
CatBoostQL 0.71 (+0.00) 0.76 (-0.01) 0.15 (-0.01) 4.7 (-0.1) 55.9 (-2.6) 37.7 (+4.3) 6.4 (-1.8)
CatBoostPL 0.63 (+0.00) 0.76 (-0.01) 0.34 (-0.03) 9.6 (-0.8) 43.7 (+3.2) 15.5 (+4.9) 40.8 (-8.1)

3 DIN 0.60 (+0.00) 0.73 (+0.00) 0.62 (-0.02) 5.5 (-0.3) 45.6 (+6.6) 29.3 (-4.2) 25.1 (-2.4)
4 NRMS 0.61 (-0.01) 0.79 (+0.00) 0.88 (-0.14) 12.0 (+0.3) 30.6 (+2.0) 39.1 (-0.7) 30.3 (-1.3)
5 Random 0.76 (+0.00) 0.81 (+0.00) 1.00 (+0.00) 11.1 (-0.0) 39.6 (-0.4) 29.2 (-0.1) 31.2 (+0.5)

6
Top@32𝜇 0.72

±0.08
(-0.00) 0.79

±0.03
(-0.00) 0.35

±0.29
(-0.03) 7.6

±3.2
(-0.0) 46.6

±0.12
(+2.6) 26.3

±0.08
(+0.4) 27.1

±0.11
(−2.9)

Top@48𝜇 0.70
±0.18

(-0.00) 0.76
±0.16

(-0.00) 0.26
±0.27

(-0.02) 7.3
±4.0

(+0.0) 42.0
±0.19

(+1.8) 26.2
±0.12

(+0.2) 27.8
±0.16

(−2.1)
Top@78𝜇 0.74

±0.08
(-0.00) 0.80

±0.02
(-0.00) 0.51

±0.42
(-0.02) 8.9

±3.4
(+0.0) 42.7

±0.14
(+1.1) 27.5

±0.09
(+0.2) 29.8

±0.13
(+1.3)

Table 5: News category distribution in recommended articles for all users, expressed as a percentage [%]. The categories include
crime (CRM), news (NWS), sports (SPT), entertainment (ENT), personal finance (PFI), auto-generated content (AGC), and
miscellaneous (MSC). The difference between the distribution for men and women is shown in percentage points in parentheses
“( · )”, where “−” indicates more recommendations for men, and “+” indicates more for women. Here, (1) methods from the
winning team :D, (2) methods from the runner-up team BlackPearl, (3) the DIN model from the team FuxiCTR, (4) the NRMS
model from the team Intel_recsys, (5) the random baseline, and (6) the mean aggregated results from the top 32, 48, and 72,
where ± represents the standard deviation.

CRM NWS SPT ENT PFI AGC MSC

1
Transformer 13.0 (+7.1) 13.0 (-0.6) 31.0 (-14.5) 16.6 (+11.3) 12.9 (-4.1) 0.7 (+0.2) 12.8 (+0.6)
CatBoost:D 17.8 (+1.3) 45.7 (+4.4) 13.1 (-6.5) 2.5 (+2.0) 19.4 (-0.7) 0.0 (+0.0) 1.5 (-0.5)
LightGBM:D 7.7 (+3.7) 40.3 (+5.0) 26.1 (-13.4) 7.2 (+4.1) 10.7 (-1.1) 4.3 (+0.6) 3.7 (+1.2)

2
HUIM 1.9 (+1.8) 0.6 (-0.3) 31.9 (+1.2) 16.3 (+0.4) 2.1 (-1.3) 33.0 (-2.0) 13.1 (-0.3)
CatBoostQL 4.0 (-1.6) 9.1 (-1.6) 2.0 (-1.3) 30.1 (+6.4) 14.4 (-1.5) 1.9 (-0.7) 38.5 (+0.2)
CatBoostPL 1.5 (+0.4) 15.2 (-0.3) 1.4 (-0.5) 8.5 (+6.7) 12.7 (-2.1) 36.6 (-5.6) 24.1 (+1.4)

3 DIN 5.8 (+2.0) 22.6 (-0.8) 38.0 (-14.3) 12.7 (+7.0) 4.2 (+0.4) 0.6 (+0.2) 16.1 (+5.3)
4 NRMS 5.4 (-0.2) 10.2 (+2.7) 26.5 (-10.2) 2.2 (+1.7) 4.3 (-0.1) 44.6 (+2.2) 6.8 (+3.9)
5 Random 9.6 (-0.1) 16.0 (-0.1) 16.8 (-0.1) 8.4 (+0.0) 3.6 (+0.2) 38.0 (+0.1) 7.2 (-0.0)

6
Top@32𝜇 9.2

±6.5
(+1.9) 16.8

±13.9
(+0.9) 25.2

±13.0
(−6.3) 15.9

±11.7
(+2.6) 5.5

±8.3
(−0.4) 14.0

±17.8
(+0.4) 11.4

±0.0
(+0.6)

Top@48𝜇 9.4
±7.5

(+1.2) 15.3
±14.5

(+0.8) 25.4
±15.5

(−4.7) 13.8
±13.1

(+1.8) 5.5
±7.8

(−0.2) 14.8
±21.4

(+0.5) 10.6
±0.0

(+0.4)
Top@72𝜇 9.6

±6.3
(+0.7) 17.4

±13.6
(+0.5) 22.3

±13.1
(−3.1) 12.2

±10.8
(+1.2) 4.7

±6.3
(−0.1) 23.5

±20.4
(+0.4) 9.3

±0.0
(+0.4)

• Development of scalable recommender systems for
real-world applications: In evaluating the benchmarkmeth-
ods in this paper, it is important to acknowledge a significant
limitation: the predominant reliance on complex ensemble
techniques. While these approaches are effective for achiev-
ing high scores and winning machine learning competitions
[16], they often involve ensembles of models that exploit
specific characteristics of static datasets [24]. However, such
solutions may not be feasible for real-world deployment due
to their computational demands and difficulty in adapting

to real-time environments. This highlights the need for de-
veloping more practical and scalable solutions that balance
performance with operational efficiency.

• Development of more advanced recommender systems
that specifically tackle the core challenges of news rec-
ommendation: As argued by Wu et al. [44], one of the
most promising ways to improve news recommendations
is by developing advanced recommender systems that ad-
dress the unique technical challenges of the news domain.
Although we only had one model specifically designed to
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address the core problem of news recommendation, which
was NRMS, EB-NeRD presents opportunities to develop ad-
vanced recommender systems that tackle these fundamental
challenges. Although we only evaluated two models specif-
ically designed for news recommendation, i.e., NRMS and
HUIM, EB-NeRD presents opportunities to develop systems
that tackle these core challenges. Additionally, it remains to
be seen whether the performance achieved by Wu et al. [47]
can be generalized to classical digital news publishers, like
those in EB-NeRD and Adressa, which have news consump-
tion and content profiles that differ significantly from those
of news aggregators, such as MIND.

• Development of more advanced strategies for value
alignment of recommender systems: Development of
more advanced strategies for value alignment of recom-
mender systems: As argued above [see also, e.g., 13, 25, 40],
there is a need for alternative evaluation methods for news
recommendations that examine value alignment with ed-
itorial values as well as different models of news publish-
ers role in democracy. While we only provide evaluation
against traditional, generic beyond-accuracy objectives in
this paper, EB-NeRD allows for the development of alterna-
tive beyond-accuracy metrics and strategies for optimization
against them that are more closely aligned with domain
specific journalistic or democratic values. Such research is
already ongoing [see, e.g., 38], and we believe that use of the
dataset provided for this purpose will provide a fruitful av-
enue for research with significant industrial relevance. Such
insights are essential for publishers, and we hope they will
inspire further work on beyond-accuracy objectives to sup-
port value alignment, which is an emerging research agenda
[see, e.g., 13, 25, 35, 38].
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Table 6: Detailed description of articles.parquet.

# Column Context Example dtype
1 Article ID The unique ID of a news article. 8987932 i32
2 Title The article’s Danish title. Se billederne: Zlatans par-

adis til salg
str

3 Subtitle The article’s Danish subtitle. Zlatan Ibrahimovic har
sat (. . . ).

str

4 Body The article’s full Danish text body. Drømmer du om en ek-
sklusiv (. . . ).

str

5 Category ID The category ID. 142 i16
6 Category string The category as a string. sport str
7 Subcategory IDs The subcategory IDs. [196, 271] list[i16]
8 Premium Whether the content is behind a paywall. False bool
9 Time published The time the article was published. The format is

"YYYY/MM/DD HH:MM:SS".
2021-11-15 03:56:56 datetime[𝜇𝑠]

10 Time modified The timestamp for the last modification of the article, e.g., up-
dates as the story evolves or spelling corrections. The format
is "YYYY/MM/DD HH:MM:SS".

2023-06-29 06:38:41 datetime[𝜇𝑠]

11 Image IDs The image IDs used in the article. [8988118] list[i64]
12 Article type The type of article, such as a feature, gallery, video, or live

blog.
article_default str

13 URL The article’s URL. https://ekstrabladet.dk/.../
8987932 str

14 NER The tags retrieved from a proprietary named-entity-
recognition model at Ekstra Bladet are based on the concate-
nated title, abstract, and body.

[’Aftonbladet’, ’Sverige’,
’Zlatan Ibrahimovic’]

list[str]

15 Entities The tags retrieved from a proprietary entity-recognitionmodel
at Ekstra Bladet are based on the concatenated title, abstract,
and body.

[’ORG’, ’LOC’, ’PER’] list[str]

16 Topics The tags retrieved from a proprietary topic-recognition model
at Ekstra Bladet are based on the concatenated title, abstract,
and body.

[] list[str]

17 Total in views The total number of times an article has been in view (reg-
istered as seen) by users within the first 7 days after it was
published. This feature only applies to articles that were pub-
lished after February 16, 2023.

null i32

18 Total pageviews The total number of times an article has been clicked by users
within the first 7 days after it was published. This feature only
applies to articles that were published after February 16, 2023.

null i32

19 Total read-time The accumulated read-time of an article within the first 7 days
after it was published. This feature only applies to articles that
were published after February 16, 2023.

null f32

20 Sentiment label The assigned sentiment label from a proprietary sentiment
model at Ekstra Bladet is based on the concatenated title and
abstract. The labels are negative, neutral, and positive.

Neutral str

21 Sentiment score The sentiment score from a proprietary sentiment model at
Ekstra Bladet is based on the concatenated title and abstract.
The score is the corresponding probability to the sentiment
label.

0.5299 f32

https://ekstrabladet.dk/sport/fodbold/landsholdsfodbold/se-billederne-zlatans-paradis-til-salg/8987932
https://ekstrabladet.dk/sport/fodbold/landsholdsfodbold/se-billederne-zlatans-paradis-til-salg/8987932
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Table 7: Detailed description of behaviors.parquet. The training and validation sets have exactly the same format, whereas
some features are removed from the test set. These features are Article ID, Next read-time, Next Scroll Percentage, and Clicked
Article IDs. Furthermore, to include beyond-accuracy computations, we have included 200,000 samples. Hence, the test set has
an extra called is beyond-accuracy.

# Column Context Example dtype
1 Impression ID The unique ID of an impression. 153 u32
2 User ID The anonymized user ID. 44038 u32
3 Article ID The unique ID of a news article. An empty field means the

impression is from the front page.
9650148 i32

4 Session ID A unique ID for a user’s browsing session. 1153 u32
5 In view article IDs List of in view article IDs in the impression (news articles that

were registered as seen by the user). The order of the IDs have
been shuffled.

[9649538, 9649689, . . . ,
9649569]

list[i32]

6 Clicked article IDs List of article IDs clicked in the impression. [9649689] list[i32]
7 Time The impression timestamp. The format is "YYYY/MM/DD

HH:MM:SS".
2023-02-25 06:41:40 datetime[𝜇𝑠]

8 Read-time The amount of time, in seconds, a user spends on a given page. 14.0 f32
9 Scroll percentage The percentage of an article that a user scrolls through. 100.0 f32
10 Device type The type of device used to access the content, such as desktop

(1) mobile (2), tablet (3), or unknown (0).
1 i8

11 SSO status Indicates whether a user is logged in through Single Sign-On
(SSO) authentication.

True bool

12 Subscription status The user’s subscription status indicates whether they are a
paid subscriber. Note that the subscription is fixed throughout
the period and was set when the dataset was created.

True bool

13 Gender The user’s gender, either male (0) or female (1), as specified in
their profile.

null i8

14 Postcode The user’s postcode, aggregated at the district level as specified
in their profile, categorized as metropolitan (0), rural district
(1), municipality (2), provincial (3), or big city (4).

2 i8

15 Age The user’s age, as specified in their profile, categorized into
10-year bins (e.g., 20-29, 30-39, etc.)

50 i8

16 Next read-time The time a user spends on the next clicked article, i.e., the
article in the clicked article IDs.

8.0 f32

17 Next scroll percentage The scroll percentage for a user’s next article interaction, i.e.,
the article in clicked article IDs.

41.0 f32

Table 8: Detailed description of history.parquet.

# Column Context Example dtype
1 User ID The anonymized user ID. 44038 u32
2 Article IDs The article IDs clicked by the user. [9618533, . . . 9646154] list[i32]
3 Timestamps The timestamps of when the articles were clicked. The format

is "YYYY/MM/DD HH:MM:SS".
[2023-02-02 16:37:42, . . . ,
2023-02-22 18:28:38]

list[datetime[𝜇𝑠]]

4 Read-times The read-times of the clicked articles. [425.0, . . . 12.0] list[f32]
5 Scroll percentage The scroll percentage of the clicked articles. [null, . . . 100.0] list[f32]
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