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Towards Robust Cross-Domain Recommendation
with Joint Identifiability of User Preference

Jing Du*, Zesheng Ye*, Bin Guo, Zhiwen Yu, Jia Wu, Jian Yang, Michael Sheng, Lina Yao

Abstract—Recent cross-domain recommendation (CDR) stud-
ies assume that disentangled domain-shared and domain-specific
user representations can mitigate domain gaps and facilitate
effective knowledge transfer. However, achieving perfect disen-
tanglement is challenging in practice, because user behaviors
in CDR are highly complex, and the true underlying user
preferences cannot be fully captured through observed user-
item interactions alone. Given this impracticability, we instead
propose to model joint identifiability that establishes unique
correspondence of user representations across domains, ensuring
consistent preference modeling even when user behaviors exhibit
shifts in different domains. To achieve this, we introduce a hier-
archical user preference modeling framework that organizes user
representations by the neural network encoder’s depth, allowing
separate treatment of shallow and deeper subspaces. In the
shallow subspace, our framework models the interest centroids
for each user within each domain, probabilistically determining
the users’ interest belongings and selectively aligning these
centroids across domains to ensure fine-grained consistency in
domain-irrelevant features. For deeper subspace representations,
we enforce joint identifiability by decomposing it into a shared
cross-domain stable component and domain-variant components,
linked by a bijective transformation for unique correspondence.
Empirical studies on real-world CDR tasks with varying domain
correlations demonstrate that our method consistently surpasses
state-of-the-art, even with weakly correlated tasks, highlighting
the importance of joint identifiability in achieving robust CDR.

Index Terms—Cross-domain recommendation, Joint identifia-
bility, User preference modeling.

I. INTRODUCTION

CROSS-Domain Recommendation (CDR) explores strate-
gies to leverage knowledge from a source domain to

improve prediction accuracy in a target domain [1]. In CDR,
the user representations, denoted by UX and UY , capture
latent features driving user behaviors in the source and target
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Fig. 1: Bridge method (left) and Alignment method (right).

domains based on the user-item interactions (a.k.a user behav-
iors). These representations are modeled through a joint distri-
bution p(UX ,UY ), which captures cross-domain relationships
of user behaviors, enabling us to derive p(UX) and p(UY )
that reflect user behaviors in each domain. As Fig. 1 shows,
previous CDR methods primarily differ in their strategies for
deriving p(UX) and p(UY ) to achieve knowledge transfer.

Bridge methods propose that user representations can be ef-
fectively transferred across source and target domains through
a parameterized mapping ϕ(·) [2], [3], aiming to align the
marginal distributions of transformed user representations by
enforcing p(UY) = p(ϕ(UX)). In this way, the latent features
modeled within each domain are translated across domains.
However, these methods treat user representations as a uni-
fied whole and rely on a blanket transformation across the
entire representation. This indiscriminate strategy may risk
negative transfer, especially when certain components exhibit
lower transferability [4]. For example in the book-movie CDR
context, while a user may share a common interest in the sci-fi
genre in both domains, the user might prefer detailed and in-
depth books but opt for lighter and more entertaining movies.
Such discrepancies are often overlooked by bridge methods.

Alternatively, alignment methods [5] argue that domain-
invariant information can be modeled through the behaviors
from overlapping users in both domains. Recent progress
posits that user behaviors arise from latent variables Z and
attempts to disentangle “domain-shared” features Zsh from
“domain-specific” features ZX

sp and ZY
sp. By focusing on the

shared component Zsh, these methods seek to impose align-
ment on p(UX|Zsh) = p(UY|Zsh). This disentanglement
proves useful in yielding more consistent representations of
user behaviors between domains [6], [7], [8]. Nevertheless, this
is predicated on–those “domain-specific” features are uncorre-
lated, such that p(ZX

sp,Z
Y
sp|Zsh) = p(ZX

sp|Zsh)p(Z
Y
sp|Zsh)–an

assumption that may not hold in practice, because users tend
to exhibit complex and multifaceted preferences that cannot
be simply divided into domain-shared and domain-specific
portions. For instance, while writing style in books and cine-
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matography in movies are viewed as domain-specific, a user
who favors nonlinear narratives and complex character arcs
in literature may similarly appreciate movies using advanced
storytelling techniques, such as non-chronological timelines
or layered plotlines. This implies that the so-called “domain-
specific features” are not strictly independent, but still reflect
underlying user preferences that traverse domain boundaries.
Thus, it is essential to capture the dependencies between these
features, even if they are modeled within respective domains.
Accordingly, instead of pursuing perfect disentanglement, we
propose to establish joint identifiability for CDR, namely

The joint distribution p(UX,UY) is uniquely determined by
the latent representation Z, such that marginal distributions
p(UX) and p(UY), derived from p(UX,UY), consistently
reflect the underlying user preferences across both domains.

Remark 1. By modeling p(UX,UY) in this way, joint iden-
tifiability guarantees 1) consistent interpretation of user pref-
erences across domains: a specific Z always corresponds to
the same underlying preference, regardless of whether the
user is interacting with books or movies; and 2) consistent
cross-domain behaviors, such that the same user preferences,
captured by the unique Z, always lead to consistent predictions
of user behaviors, despite that shift occurs across the marginal
densities p(UX) and p(UY) in different domains.

Building on our prior study [9], this paper presents
CIDER, a user interest Centroids-based framework for joint
IDEntifiable cross-domain Recommendation, via a deep adap-
tation architecture [10]. CIDER is designed around feature hi-
erarchy (FH) [11], which suggests that shallow neural network
layers capture general and domain-agnostic, while deeper lay-
ers adapt to more domain-relevant factors. Motivated by this,
CIDER encodes the overall user representation in two stages.
First, shallow layers model and align domain-irrelevant com-
ponent of both domains, capturing general user preferences
and promoting cross-domain consistency. Then, deeper layers
learn domain-relevant components to understand behavioral
variations across domains [12], where we further apply the
minimal change (MC) principle [13], which favors minimal
disruption to model’s existing knowledge when adapting from
one domain to another. Thus, for deep-layer features, CIDER
retains a shared facet, while modeling the variant facets to
reflect shifts between domains1. By establishing a bijective
mapping between them, CIDER ensures joint identifiability of
user representations.

Concretely, CIDER implements the FH and MC principles
through two key design choices. For the domain-irrelevant
component, CIDER includes a Centroids-based Probabilistic
Alignment strategy (CPA) (detailed in Section V-B) to enforce
cross-domain alignment of fine-grained shallow-level features,
in terms of the “interest classes”–e.g., action or musical for
“movies”, adventure or prose for “books”. Rather than simply
aligning all shallow-level features [9], CPA computes the
centroids of each interest class and measures the distance

1To illustrate, consider two Gaussians representing user preferences across
different domains with the same mean–shared facet–consistency across do-
mains, while the differing variances–variation facets–shifts between domains.

from user representations to these centroids to interpret user
interests probabilistically. When aligning user preferences
across domains, CPA selectively emphasizes related interests,
for instance, associating action in “movies” with adventure
in “books”, while reducing the correlation with unrelated
interests like prose. This targeted alignment yields a more
consistent cross-domain representation of user interests. Then,
following the MC principle, CIDER further defines causal
connections between shared and variant facets of domain-
relevant components, to establish joint identifiability. Specifi-
cally, CIDER focuses on identifying the unique cross-domain
variation in user preferences, i.e., the variant facets, by learning
a bijective transformation with a normalizing flow-based gen-
erative model [14], ensuring that variations in user preferences
across different domains are consistently captured.

The contributions of our work are summarized as follows:
• We present CIDER, a new framework striving to generate

identifiable cross-domain user representations, addressing
the impracticability of existing perfect disentanglement-
based CDR strategy.

• We model user representation by decoupling domain-
irrelevant feature alignment from the identifiability mod-
eling of domain-relevant features. Using an interest cen-
troid alignment strategy, we achieve more fine-grained
domain-irrelevant interest alignment, while a normalizing
flow-based approach ensures reversible transformations of
domain-relevant features, structured by causal dependen-
cies between shared and variant facets of these features.

• We conduct extensive experiments on six CDR tasks,
showing that CIDER consistently outperforms state-of-
the-art methods. Notably, CIDER exhibits pronounced
benefits under weaker domain correlations, where more
substantial domain shifts occur, highlighting joint identifi-
ability as an essential factor for robust CDR performance.

II. RELATED WORK

Depending on how knowledge is transferred between do-
mains, existing CDR studies can be primarily categorized as
either bridge or alignment methods.
Bridge methods focus on constructing transformation func-
tions to facilitate information transfer across domains, often
through bespoke neural architectures [15], [16]. EMCDR [2]
pioneers the embedding-and-mapping approach and applies a
fully connected neural network to map representations from
the source to the target domain. Subsequent methods, includ-
ing CDRVAE[17], HCDIR[18], TMCDR[3], PTUPCDR[19],
and DML[20] adopt similar procedure to capture cross-domain
correlations. For example, HCDIR models user relationships in
a shared latent space, while TMCDR employs a meta-network
for effective few-shot generalization. PTUPCDR further re-
fines this meta-based network by introducing personalized
transformation bridges. DML complements these efforts with
an orthogonal mapping that preserves user-item similarity,
enforcing minimal distortion in CDR.
Alignment method. Existing works in this category primarily
focus on sharing or aligning partial user representations in
the latent space. For example, CMF [21] pioneered joint
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factorization of interaction matrices of different domains,
sharing embeddings for common users across domains, while
LFM [22] assumes a global user-specific latent factor for user
representations. However, these methods assume complete
representation sharing, potentially leading to negative transfer
from non-transferable features. To refine this, recent studies
have introduced constraints to isolate transferable components
within user representations [23], [4]. DisenCDR [6] to distin-
guish domain-shared from unique information among users,
while CDRIB [7] further encourages the model to prioritize
domain-shared information during optimization. DPMCDR [8]
encodes user preferences into a domain-level preference dis-
tribution, aligning invariant preferences across domains using
Jensen-Shannon divergence, UniCDR[24] employs contrastive
learning with domain masking to improve domain-invariant
learning. By focusing on domain-shared information, con-
straints-based alignment methods report state-of-the-art per-
formances in CDR tasks.
CIDER differs from previous studies. While recent align-
ment methods have shown performance gains, they rely on
the assumption that domain-shared and domain-specific in-
formation can be perfectly disentangled. CIDER challenges
this assumption, particularly within CDR, where it is difficult
to truly distinguish domain-shared from “domain-specific”
factors because we cannot observe the true data-generating
structure of user behaviors. Instead, CIDER acknowledges the
dependencies between domain-relevant and seeks to establish
identifiability between them. In this way, CIDER achieves
unique recovery of user preference across domains, delivering
robust performance regardless of domain correlations.

III. PRELIMINARIES

CDR Setup. Define two recommendation domains X and Y ,
each with distinct user, item, and interaction sets. For domain
X , let UX = {ui}|Ux|

i=1 be the user set and VX = {vj}|Vx|
j=1 be

the item set. Denote the user-item interaction set as IX =
{⟨ui, vj⟩|ui ∈ UX , vj ∈ VX} with IX ∈ {0, 1}|Ux|×|Vx|,
where ⟨ui, vj⟩ = 1 indicates user i has interacted with item j,
otherwise ⟨ui, vj⟩ = 0. Likewise, domain Y includes its own
UY ,VY and IY defined similarly to those in domain X . To
address the task of next-item prediction, CDR models [8] map
each user ui ∈ U and item vj ∈ V in each domain to a joint
latent representation space, such that ui ∈ Rd and vj ∈ Rd,
collectively leading to U and V for ∀ui ∈ U and ∀vj ∈ V.

By optimizing these representations jointly in both domains,
CDR models learn to represent the underlying user preferences
in one domain to inform recommendations in the other. The
training involves maximizing the similarity (e.g., inner product
u⊤
i vj) for observed interactions in IX and IY 2 using a loss

function. For prediction, given a user ui in either domain,
the model ranks candidate items based on their similarity
to ui, recommending the item with the highest score as
the next likely interaction. Ultimately, learning accurate and
transferable user representations is key to effective CDR and
remains a primary focus in state-of-the-art CDR studies.

2Hereafter, user behavior I and representation U may be used interchange-
ably, provided that I is essentially UV⊤ given computed item representations.

Disentanglement in CDR. To identify transferrable knowl-
edge across domains, recent studies seek to disentangle
domain-shared components from domain-specific components
in user representations, based on the assumption detailed
below.

Assumption 1. Consider user behaviors IX and IY in domains
X and Y , generated by true underlying user preference Z∗. A
perfect disentanglement (Zsh,Z

X
sp ,Z

Y
sp) characterizes the data

generative process as

p(IX , IY ) =

∫
p(IX |Zsh,Z

X
sp )p(IY |Zsh,Z

Y
sp)

p(Zsh,Z
X
sp ,Z

Y
sp)dZshdZ

X
spdZ

Y
sp,

(1)

with the following properties hold

ZX
sp ⊥⊥ ZX

sp | Zsh, (P1)

I(IX ; IY | Zsh,Z
X
sp ;Z

Y
sp) = 0, (P2)

I(IK ;ZK′

sp | Zsh;Z
K
sp ) = 0 for K,K ′ ∈ {X,Y }, (P3)

where Zsh is the domain-shared and ZX
sp , ZY

sp are domain-
specific components. Under perfect disentanglement, Zsh suffi-
ciently captures information needed to establish cross-domain
relationships (P2-P3), and ZX

sp and ZY
sp being conditionally

independent (P1). This forms an ideal framework to uniquely
model user preferences across domains: if a disentanglement
truly captures the fundamental structure of user behaviors, it
must also remain invariant under transformations that pre-
serve the independence of (Zsh,Z

X
sp ,Z

Y
sp) (i.e., P1-P3) and

recovery of the original user behavior (Eq. (1)). Achieving
such conditions, however, is rarely feasible unless the data-
generating process strictly follows certain specific generative
structures [25]. In CDR, it is critical as we can only ob-
serve limited user-item interactions, not the exact true user
preference, making perfect disentanglement of complex cross-
domain user behaviors unachievable [6]. Addressing this gap
requires us to explore alternative strategies.

IV. JOINT IDENTIFIABILITY

Since perfect disentanglement is unachievable, in this paper,
we redirect our focus to joint identifiability of representations.

Definition 1 (Joint Identifiability). Let Z be the space of latent
representations. We say a representation Z is joint identifiable
if for any two Z, Z̃ ∈ Z , there exists a bijective transformation
f generating observationally equivalent representations up to
invertible transformation: Z̃ = f(Z), such that

p(IX , IY |Z) = p(IX , IY |Z̃) · | det(Jϕ)|−1.

By Definition 1, we are seeking latent representations uniquely
determined by observed cross-domain behaviors IX and IY .
That is, by learning latent user preferences that yield consistent
likelihoods–up to invertible transformations achieving one-to-
one correspondence of parameterizations in different domains–
joint identifiability ensures reliable knowledge transfer and
enhances robustness to domain shift (of observed data). We
further show that it is practically achievable under mild
conditions of the joint distribution of user behaviors p(IX , IY ).
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Fig. 2: Overview of CIDER. It separates the user representa-
tions into shallow and deep subspaces corresponding to the
depth of the neural encoder layers. The shallow subspace
encodes domain-irrelevant features, enforced to be aligned
between domains, while the deep subspace models domain-
relevant factors, where a shared portion and variant portions
are further identified by a causal data-generating structure.

Proposition 1. Joint identifiability is achievable specifically
if the following conditions hold. (C1) The mapping g : Z →
P(IX , IY ) defined by p(IX , IY |Z) = g(Z) is injective up
to bijective transformation; and (C2) The latent representa-
tion captures a compact encoding of the cross-domain joint
user behaviors, i.e., dim(Z) ≤ dim(supp(p(IX , IY )), where
supp(·) is the support dimensionality.

Proof. We prove (C1) by contradiction. Suppose g is not
injective up to bijection, then there exist Z, Z̃ ∈ Z such that
Z ̸= f◦(Z̃) for any bijective f◦ but g(Z) = g(Z̃). This leads
to p(IX , IY |Z) = p(IX , IY |Z̃). By Bayes’ Rule, we also have
p(Z|IX , IY )p(IX , IY )/p(Z) = p(Z̃|IX , IY )p(IX , IY )/p(Z̃),
implying p(Z|IX , IY ) = c·p(Z̃|IX , IY ), where c is a constant.
This contradicts joint identifiability, as we cannot uniquely
recover Z or Z̃ from observations. For (C2), the support of data
can be captured through optimizing representation learning
models (e.g., neural networks) [26].

Remark 2. In CDR, if Proposition 1 is satisfied, the user
behavior prediction, i.e., g(Z), guarantees that the latent repre-
sentation Z maintains a consistent, i.e., one-to-one relationship
of the same user’s behavior in different domains. This implies
that the CDR model can still identify cross-domain stable
factors unaffected by domain shifts of observed behaviors–
whether in p(IX) or p(IY )–without requiring perfect disen-
tanglement of domain-shared and specific preferences.

V. METHODOLOGY

Overview. In this section, we introduce CIDER (conceptually
depicted in Fig. (2)) that models joint identifiability for unique
recovery of user behaviors in different domains with respect to
the latent user representation. Inspired by deep adaptation-like
architecture [10], [27], CIDER’s structure consists of three key
stages: encoding (Section V-A), shallow-subspace alignment
(Section V-B) and deep-subspace identification (Section V-C).
First, CIDER views user-item interactions as bi-partite graphs
and encodes user and item representations for each domain us-
ing Graph Neural Networks [6], [8]. Following the FH princi-
ple, user representations are then divided into shallow and deep

subspaces. In the shallow subspace, CIDER aligns domain-
irrelevant representations across domains using a probabilistic
strategy called user interest centroid probabilistic alignment
(CPA), achieving shallow-subspace alignment. For the deep
subspace (i.e., domain-relevant representation), CIDER further
distinguishes a stable portion from variations within each
domain according to the MC principle. This separation is
supported by a causal data generation graph that isolates the
cross-domain shared latent factor from those within-domain
variant factors, capturing shifts in user behaviors across do-
mains. By enabling unique recovery of the variant factors
between domains, CIDER establishes joint identifiability as
demonstrated in Definition 1. It employs a generative Flow
model [28] to parameterize a bijective transformation, ensuring
a one-to-one mapping of variant factors across domains.

A. Representation Encoding

Layered Encoding. We will temporarily omit domain iden-
tifier X (or Y ) and user/item indices i (or j) for ease of
notation. Denote randomly initialized embedding for each user
and item by eu and ev , CIDER stacks K-layer VBGEs [6],
[8] to encode user and item representations in both domains:

Uk ←
{
VBGEk(A, eu), k = 1

VBGEk(A,Uk−1), k ≥ 2
∀u ∈ U, (2)

Vk ←
{
VBGEk(A

⊤
D, ev), k = 1

VBGEk(A
⊤
D,Vk−1), k ≥ 2

∀v ∈ V, (3)

where A is the normalized matrix form of the interaction set I
of each domain, and A is the transpose, U and V collectively
represent the users and items in each domain. Since this is not
the focus of this study, we refer interested readers to [6], [8]
for details of VBGE.

Decoupling User Representations. The FH principle suggests
that neural networks learn features hierarchically, with shallow
layers capturing general features and deeper layers encoding
more task-oriented information. Applying this concept, we
propose that shallow subspace of the user representations
encodes shared and domain-irrelevant features, while the deep
subspace captures more domain-relevant features. Specifically,
consider the K-layer VGBE, we hypothesize that domain-
irrelevant features are encoded in the initial k layers, with the
subsequent K−k layers focusing on domain-oriented features.
Accordingly, user representations U are formed by concatenat-
ing the shallow features S with deeper features D, expressed
as UX = [SX∥DX ] for domain X and UY = [SY ∥DY ], with

SX =
[
U1

X∥ · · · ∥Uk
X

]
,DX =

[
Uk+1

X ∥ · · · ∥UK
X

]
SY =

[
U1

Y ∥ · · · ∥Uk
Y

]
,DY =

[
Uk+1

Y ∥ · · · ∥UK
Y

] (4)

where ∥ denotes vector concatenation.

B. Shallow Subspace Alignment

Shallow subspaces aim to capture general user preferences,
but variations in each domain’s data distribution can shift these
features due to unique statistical properties. For example, the
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<latexit sha1_base64="XC7Y3eAYTUBmJe7gXZWmU7Zk94c=">AAACBnicbVDLSsNAFJ3UV62vqEsRBotQNyURqS6L3bisYB/QxDCZTNuhk0yYmQglZOXGX3HjQhG3foM7/8ZJm4W2HhjmcM693HuPHzMqlWV9G6WV1bX1jfJmZWt7Z3fP3D/oSp4ITDqYMy76PpKE0Yh0FFWM9GNBUOgz0vMnrdzvPRAhKY/u1DQmbohGER1SjJSWPPPY8TkL5DTUX9rKvNTO7tN+VnNwwNWZZ1atujUDXCZ2QaqgQNszv5yA4yQkkcIMSTmwrVi5KRKKYkayipNIEiM8QSMy0DRCIZFuOjsjg6daCeCQC/0iBWfq744UhTLfVFeGSI3lopeL/3mDRA2v3JRGcaJIhOeDhgmDisM8ExhQQbBiU00QFlTvCvEYCYSVTq6iQ7AXT14m3fO63ag3bi+qzesijjI4AiegBmxwCZrgBrRBB2DwCJ7BK3gznowX4934mJeWjKLnEPyB8fkDlOeZMw==</latexit>

CX
1 (·)

<latexit sha1_base64="1YQW++gnbjYeb8HmR9kFgFCKBvo=">AAACBnicbVDLSsNAFJ34rPUVdSnCYBHqpiRFqstiNy4r2Ac0MUwm03boJBNmJkIJWbnxV9y4UMSt3+DOv3HSZqGtB4Y5nHMv997jx4xKZVnfxsrq2vrGZmmrvL2zu7dvHhx2JU8EJh3MGRd9H0nCaEQ6iipG+rEgKPQZ6fmTVu73HoiQlEd3ahoTN0SjiA4pRkpLnnni+JwFchrqL21lXlrP7tN+VnVwwNW5Z1asmjUDXCZ2QSqgQNszv5yA4yQkkcIMSTmwrVi5KRKKYkayspNIEiM8QSMy0DRCIZFuOjsjg2daCeCQC/0iBWfq744UhTLfVFeGSI3lopeL/3mDRA2v3JRGcaJIhOeDhgmDisM8ExhQQbBiU00QFlTvCvEYCYSVTq6sQ7AXT14m3XrNbtQatxeV5nURRwkcg1NQBTa4BE1wA9qgAzB4BM/gFbwZT8aL8W58zEtXjKLnCPyB8fkDlneZNA==</latexit>

CX
2 (·)

<latexit sha1_base64="x+pgZSoAl6HUJIXJNTtDFHfTHmc=">AAACBnicbVDLSsNAFJ34rPUVdSnCYBHqpiQi1WWxG8FNBfuAJobJZNoOnWTCzEQoISs3/oobF4q49Rvc+TdO2iy09cAwh3Pu5d57/JhRqSzr21haXlldWy9tlDe3tnd2zb39juSJwKSNOeOi5yNJGI1IW1HFSC8WBIU+I11/3Mz97gMRkvLoTk1i4oZoGNEBxUhpyTOPHJ+zQE5C/aXNzEtvsvu0l1UdHHB16pkVq2ZNAReJXZAKKNDyzC8n4DgJSaQwQ1L2bStWboqEopiRrOwkksQIj9GQ9DWNUEikm07PyOCJVgI44EK/SMGp+rsjRaHMN9WVIVIjOe/l4n9eP1GDSzelUZwoEuHZoEHCoOIwzwQGVBCs2EQThAXVu0I8QgJhpZMr6xDs+ZMXSeesZtdr9dvzSuOqiKMEDsExqAIbXIAGuAYt0AYYPIJn8ArejCfjxXg3PmalS0bRcwD+wPj8Ab2HmU0=</latexit>

CX
K(·)

…

<latexit sha1_base64="rSEevxUV9IqrlLJZ8uTAUOS7xNU=">AAACBnicbVDLSsNAFJ34rPUVdSlCsAh1UxKR6rLYjcsK9iFNDJPJpB06mQkzE6GErNz4K25cKOLWb3Dn3zhpu9DWA8MczrmXe+8JEkqksu1vY2l5ZXVtvbRR3tza3tk19/Y7kqcC4TbilIteACWmhOG2IoriXiIwjAOKu8GoWfjdBywk4exWjRPsxXDASEQQVFryzSM34DSU41h/WTP3Mye/z+7yqotCrk59s2LX7AmsReLMSAXM0PLNLzfkKI0xU4hCKfuOnSgvg0IRRHFedlOJE4hGcID7mjIYY+llkzNy60QroRVxoR9T1kT93ZHBWBab6soYqqGc9wrxP6+fqujSywhLUoUZmg6KUmopbhWZWCERGCk61gQiQfSuFhpCAZHSyZV1CM78yYukc1Zz6rX6zXmlcTWLowQOwTGoAgdcgAa4Bi3QBgg8gmfwCt6MJ+PFeDc+pqVLxqznAPyB8fkDlnOZNA==</latexit>

CY
1 (·)

<latexit sha1_base64="CBbXFtkCayM4kjiew2jczd0E6Kk=">AAACBnicbVDLSsNAFJ3UV62vqEsRgkWom5IUqS6L3bisYB/SxDCZTNqhk0yYmQglZOXGX3HjQhG3foM7/8ZJm4W2HhjmcM693HuPF1MipGl+a6WV1bX1jfJmZWt7Z3dP3z/oCZZwhLuIUcYHHhSYkgh3JZEUD2KOYehR3Pcm7dzvP2AuCItu5TTGTghHEQkIglJJrn5se4z6YhqqL21nbtrI7tO7rGYjn8kzV6+adXMGY5lYBamCAh1X/7J9hpIQRxJRKMTQMmPppJBLgijOKnYicAzRBI7wUNEIhlg46eyMzDhVim8EjKsXSWOm/u5IYSjyTVVlCOVYLHq5+J83TGRw6aQkihOJIzQfFCTUkMzIMzF8wjGSdKoIRJyoXQ00hhwiqZKrqBCsxZOXSa9Rt5r15s15tXVVxFEGR+AE1IAFLkALXIMO6AIEHsEzeAVv2pP2or1rH/PSklb0HII/0D5/AJgDmTU=</latexit>

CY
2 (·)

<latexit sha1_base64="uMfLpQFQ1/RXdQ29i4Z6xBwmdV0=">AAACBnicbVDLSsNAFJ3UV62vqEsRgkWom5KIVJfFbgQ3FexDmhgmk0k7dJIJMxOhhKzc+CtuXCji1m9w5984abPQ1gPDHM65l3vv8WJKhDTNb620tLyyulZer2xsbm3v6Lt7XcESjnAHMcp434MCUxLhjiSS4n7MMQw9inveuJX7vQfMBWHRrZzE2AnhMCIBQVAqydUPbY9RX0xC9aWtzE2vs/v0LqvZyGfyxNWrZt2cwlgkVkGqoEDb1b9sn6EkxJFEFAoxsMxYOinkkiCKs4qdCBxDNIZDPFA0giEWTjo9IzOOleIbAePqRdKYqr87UhiKfFNVGUI5EvNeLv7nDRIZXDgpieJE4gjNBgUJNSQz8kwMn3CMJJ0oAhEnalcDjSCHSKrkKioEa/7kRdI9rVuNeuPmrNq8LOIogwNwBGrAAuegCa5AG3QAAo/gGbyCN+1Je9HetY9ZaUkrevbBH2ifP78TmU4=</latexit>

CY
K(·)…<latexit sha1_base64="qPgfHmuNss0anlUl2RT1Ks3DOp4=">AAACAHicbVC7TsMwFHXKq5RXgIGBJaJCKkuVACqMFSyMRdCH1EaR4zitVceObAdRRVn4FRYGEGLlM9j4G5w2A7QcyfLROffq3nv8mBKpbPvbKC0tr6yuldcrG5tb2zvm7l5H8kQg3EacctHzocSUMNxWRFHciwWGkU9x1x9f5373AQtJOLtXkxi7ERwyEhIElZY886BVG/icBnIS6S+9y7z00TvLTjyzatftKaxF4hSkCgq0PPNrEHCURJgpRKGUfceOlZtCoQiiOKsMEoljiMZwiPuaMhhh6abTAzLrWCuBFXKhH1PWVP3dkcJI5hvqygiqkZz3cvE/r5+o8NJNCYsThRmaDQoTailu5WlYAREYKTrRBCJB9K4WGkEBkdKZVXQIzvzJi6RzWnca9cbtebV5VcRRBofgCNSAAy5AE9yAFmgDBDLwDF7Bm/FkvBjvxsestGQUPfvgD4zPH6+llnw=</latexit>

P (Sx3
)

<latexit sha1_base64="DVCblhin8I20UGUKE6MAp2M6MN8=">AAACAHicbVC7TsMwFHXKq5RXgIGBxaJCKkuVoKowVrAwFkEfUhtFjuO0Vh0nsh1EFWXhV1gYQIiVz2Djb3DaDNByJMtH59yre+/xYkalsqxvo7Syura+Ud6sbG3v7O6Z+wddGSUCkw6OWCT6HpKEUU46iipG+rEgKPQY6XmT69zvPRAhacTv1TQmTohGnAYUI6Ul1zxq14ZexHw5DfWX3mVu+ug2sjPXrFp1awa4TOyCVEGBtmt+Df0IJyHhCjMk5cC2YuWkSCiKGckqw0SSGOEJGpGBphyFRDrp7IAMnmrFh0Ek9OMKztTfHSkKZb6hrgyRGstFLxf/8waJCi6dlPI4UYTj+aAgYVBFME8D+lQQrNhUE4QF1btCPEYCYaUzq+gQ7MWTl0n3vG43683bRrV1VcRRBsfgBNSADS5AC9yANugADDLwDF7Bm/FkvBjvxse8tGQUPYfgD4zPH7Erln0=</latexit>

P (Sx4
)

<latexit sha1_base64="6m9XX0Kew5psjLBCESme0Xfndeg=">AAACAHicbVC7TsMwFHXKq5RXgIGBJaJCKkuVICiMFSyMRdCH1EaR4zitVceObAdRRVn4FRYGEGLlM9j4G5w2A7QcyfLROffq3nv8mBKpbPvbKC0tr6yuldcrG5tb2zvm7l5H8kQg3EacctHzocSUMNxWRFHciwWGkU9x1x9f5373AQtJOLtXkxi7ERwyEhIElZY886BVG/icBnIS6S+9y7z00TvPTjyzatftKaxF4hSkCgq0PPNrEHCURJgpRKGUfceOlZtCoQiiOKsMEoljiMZwiPuaMhhh6abTAzLrWCuBFXKhH1PWVP3dkcJI5hvqygiqkZz3cvE/r5+o8NJNCYsThRmaDQoTailu5WlYAREYKTrRBCJB9K4WGkEBkdKZVXQIzvzJi6RzWnca9cbtWbV5VcRRBofgCNSAAy5AE9yAFmgDBDLwDF7Bm/FkvBjvxsestGQUPfvgD4zPH7Kxln4=</latexit>

P (Sx5
)

<latexit sha1_base64="0pOP9UCcmtEvlTK8Xurp4NDKjhA=">AAACAHicbVC7TsMwFHV4lvIKMDCwWFRIZakShApjBQtjEfQhtVHkOG5r1bEj20FUURZ+hYUBhFj5DDb+BqfNAC1Hsnx0zr26954gZlRpx/m2lpZXVtfWSxvlza3tnV17b7+tRCIxaWHBhOwGSBFGOWlpqhnpxpKgKGCkE4yvc7/zQKSigt/rSUy8CA05HVCMtJF8+7BZ7QeChWoSmS+9y/z00a9np75dcWrOFHCRuAWpgAJN3/7qhwInEeEaM6RUz3Vi7aVIaooZycr9RJEY4TEakp6hHEVEeen0gAyeGCWEAyHN4xpO1d8dKYpUvqGpjJAeqXkvF//zeokeXHop5XGiCcezQYOEQS1gngYMqSRYs4khCEtqdoV4hCTC2mRWNiG48ycvkvZZza3X6rfnlcZVEUcJHIFjUAUuuAANcAOaoAUwyMAzeAVv1pP1Yr1bH7PSJavoOQB/YH3+ALQ3ln8=</latexit>

P (Sx6
)

<latexit sha1_base64="MFYd57Dh0IxmZroYjunZUAMjvH4=">AAACAHicbVC7TsMwFHV4lvIKMDCwWFRIZakShApjBQtjEfQhtVHkOG5r1bEj20FUURZ+hYUBhFj5DDb+BqfNAC1Hsnx0zr26954gZlRpx/m2lpZXVtfWSxvlza3tnV17b7+tRCIxaWHBhOwGSBFGOWlpqhnpxpKgKGCkE4yvc7/zQKSigt/rSUy8CA05HVCMtJF8+7BZ7QeChWoSmS+9y/z00XezU9+uODVnCrhI3IJUQIGmb3/1Q4GTiHCNGVKq5zqx9lIkNcWMZOV+okiM8BgNSc9QjiKivHR6QAZPjBLCgZDmcQ2n6u+OFEUq39BURkiP1LyXi/95vUQPLr2U8jjRhOPZoEHCoBYwTwOGVBKs2cQQhCU1u0I8QhJhbTIrmxDc+ZMXSfus5tZr9dvzSuOqiKMEjsAxqAIXXIAGuAFN0AIYZOAZvII368l6sd6tj1npklX0HIA/sD5/AKyZlno=</latexit>

P (Sx1
)

<latexit sha1_base64="egSMqarGrUKfNkEhluewJK04nvA=">AAACAHicbVC7TsMwFHXKq5RXgIGBxaJCKkuVVKgwVrAwFkEfUhtFjuO0Vh0nsh1EFWXhV1gYQIiVz2Djb3DaDNByJMtH59yre+/xYkalsqxvo7Syura+Ud6sbG3v7O6Z+wddGSUCkw6OWCT6HpKEUU46iipG+rEgKPQY6XmT69zvPRAhacTv1TQmTohGnAYUI6Ul1zxq14ZexHw5DfWX3mVu+ug2sjPXrFp1awa4TOyCVEGBtmt+Df0IJyHhCjMk5cC2YuWkSCiKGckqw0SSGOEJGpGBphyFRDrp7IAMnmrFh0Ek9OMKztTfHSkKZb6hrgyRGstFLxf/8waJCi6dlPI4UYTj+aAgYVBFME8D+lQQrNhUE4QF1btCPEYCYaUzq+gQ7MWTl0m3Ubeb9ebtebV1VcRRBsfgBNSADS5AC9yANugADDLwDF7Bm/FkvBjvxse8tGQUPYfgD4zPH64flns=</latexit>

P (Sx2
)

<latexit sha1_base64="TcImzI/jOpOwPFncahTUcR/mUXk=">AAACAHicbVC7TsMwFHXKq5RXgIGBxaJCKkuVIFQYK1gYi6APqY0ix3Faq44T2Q5SFGXhV1gYQIiVz2Djb3DaDNByJMtH59yre+/xYkalsqxvo7Kyura+Ud2sbW3v7O6Z+wc9GSUCky6OWCQGHpKEUU66iipGBrEgKPQY6XvTm8LvPxIhacQfVBoTJ0RjTgOKkdKSax51GiMvYr5MQ/1l97mbpW4rP3PNutW0ZoDLxC5JHZTouObXyI9wEhKuMENSDm0rVk6GhKKYkbw2SiSJEZ6iMRlqylFIpJPNDsjhqVZ8GERCP67gTP3dkaFQFhvqyhCpiVz0CvE/b5io4MrJKI8TRTieDwoSBlUEizSgTwXBiqWaICyo3hXiCRIIK51ZTYdgL568THrnTbvVbN1d1NvXZRxVcAxOQAPY4BK0wS3ogC7AIAfP4BW8GU/Gi/FufMxLK0bZcwj+wPj8AbW/loA=</latexit>

P (Sy6
)

<latexit sha1_base64="PvOwPVhO1dzuYHDBPb27PCayo30=">AAACAHicbVC7TsMwFHV4lvIKMDCwRFRIZakSBIWxgoWxCPqQ2ihyHKe16tiR7SBFURZ+hYUBhFj5DDb+BqfNAC1Hsnx0zr269x4/pkQq2/42lpZXVtfWKxvVza3tnV1zb78reSIQ7iBOuej7UGJKGO4ooijuxwLDyKe4509uCr/3iIUknD2oNMZuBEeMhARBpSXPPGzXhz6ngUwj/WX3uZel3kV+6pk1u2FPYS0SpyQ1UKLtmV/DgKMkwkwhCqUcOHas3AwKRRDFeXWYSBxDNIEjPNCUwQhLN5sekFsnWgmskAv9mLKm6u+ODEay2FBXRlCN5bxXiP95g0SFV25GWJwozNBsUJhQS3GrSMMKiMBI0VQTiATRu1poDAVESmdW1SE48ycvku5Zw2k2mnfntdZ1GUcFHIFjUAcOuAQtcAvaoAMQyMEzeAVvxpPxYrwbH7PSJaPsOQB/YHz+ALQ5ln8=</latexit>

P (Sy5
)

<latexit sha1_base64="/itHq2qMLkbM/mf+aD+wzFbAXPY=">AAACAHicbVC7TsMwFHV4lvIKMDCwWFRIZakSVBXGChbGIuhDaqPIcZzWqhNHtoMURVn4FRYGEGLlM9j4G5w2A7QcyfLROffq3nu8mFGpLOvbWFldW9/YrGxVt3d29/bNg8Oe5InApIs542LgIUkYjUhXUcXIIBYEhR4jfW96U/j9RyIk5dGDSmPihGgc0YBipLTkmsed+sjjzJdpqL/sPnez1G3m565ZsxrWDHCZ2CWpgRId1/wa+RwnIYkUZkjKoW3FysmQUBQzkldHiSQxwlM0JkNNIxQS6WSzA3J4phUfBlzoFyk4U393ZCiUxYa6MkRqIhe9QvzPGyYquHIyGsWJIhGeDwoSBhWHRRrQp4JgxVJNEBZU7wrxBAmElc6sqkOwF09eJr2Lht1qtO6atfZ1GUcFnIBTUAc2uARtcAs6oAswyMEzeAVvxpPxYrwbH/PSFaPsOQJ/YHz+ALKzln4=</latexit>

P (Sy4
)

<latexit sha1_base64="l8iGNTlJtXGch3l9ZivA2HeoI9A=">AAACAHicbVC7TsMwFHV4lvIKMDCwRFRIZakSQIWxgoWxCPqQ2ihyHKe16tiR7SBFURZ+hYUBhFj5DDb+BqfNAC1Hsnx0zr269x4/pkQq2/42lpZXVtfWKxvVza3tnV1zb78reSIQ7iBOuej7UGJKGO4ooijuxwLDyKe4509uCr/3iIUknD2oNMZuBEeMhARBpSXPPGzXhz6ngUwj/WX3uZel3nl+6pk1u2FPYS0SpyQ1UKLtmV/DgKMkwkwhCqUcOHas3AwKRRDFeXWYSBxDNIEjPNCUwQhLN5sekFsnWgmskAv9mLKm6u+ODEay2FBXRlCN5bxXiP95g0SFV25GWJwozNBsUJhQS3GrSMMKiMBI0VQTiATRu1poDAVESmdW1SE48ycvku5Zw2k2mncXtdZ1GUcFHIFjUAcOuAQtcAvaoAMQyMEzeAVvxpPxYrwbH7PSJaPsOQB/YHz+ALEtln0=</latexit>

P (Sy3
)

<latexit sha1_base64="Z8kh4hCek4uZkfvcsDy0LP8D5bY=">AAACAHicbVC7TsMwFHV4lvIKMDCwWFRIZamSChXGChbGIuhDaqPIcZzWqhNHtoMURVn4FRYGEGLlM9j4G5w2A7QcyfLROffq3nu8mFGpLOvbWFldW9/YrGxVt3d29/bNg8Oe5InApIs542LgIUkYjUhXUcXIIBYEhR4jfW96U/j9RyIk5dGDSmPihGgc0YBipLTkmsed+sjjzJdpqL/sPnez1G3m565ZsxrWDHCZ2CWpgRId1/wa+RwnIYkUZkjKoW3FysmQUBQzkldHiSQxwlM0JkNNIxQS6WSzA3J4phUfBlzoFyk4U393ZCiUxYa6MkRqIhe9QvzPGyYquHIyGsWJIhGeDwoSBhWHRRrQp4JgxVJNEBZU7wrxBAmElc6sqkOwF09eJr1mw241WncXtfZ1GUcFnIBTUAc2uARtcAs6oAswyMEzeAVvxpPxYrwbH/PSFaPsOQJ/YHz+AK+nlnw=</latexit>

P (Sy2
)

<latexit sha1_base64="YzsWp8BRm+9Zg1bFbrJM30Ksxzc=">AAACAHicbVC7TsMwFHXKq5RXgIGBxaJCKkuVIFQYK1gYi6APqY0ix3Faq44T2Q5SFGXhV1gYQIiVz2Djb3DaDNByJMtH59yre+/xYkalsqxvo7Kyura+Ud2sbW3v7O6Z+wc9GSUCky6OWCQGHpKEUU66iipGBrEgKPQY6XvTm8LvPxIhacQfVBoTJ0RjTgOKkdKSax51GiMvYr5MQ/1l97mbpa6dn7lm3WpaM8BlYpekDkp0XPNr5Ec4CQlXmCEph7YVKydDQlHMSF4bJZLECE/RmAw15Sgk0slmB+TwVCs+DCKhH1dwpv7uyFAoiw11ZYjURC56hfifN0xUcOVklMeJIhzPBwUJgyqCRRrQp4JgxVJNEBZU7wrxBAmElc6spkOwF09eJr3zpt1qtu4u6u3rMo4qOAYnoAFscAna4BZ0QBdgkINn8ArejCfjxXg3PualFaPsOQR/YHz+AK4hlns=</latexit>

P (Sy1
)

(b) Multiple centroids (K >1)

Fig. 3: Concept of CPA. The discrepancy between domains is determined by the distance between their respective centroids. We
embed shallow user representations into a latent space P (·) characterized by multivariate Gaussian distributions. Compressing
P (·) corresponds to finding the centroids (CX

k (·),CY
k (·)) using a statistical distance Dp. The discrepancy between the source

and target domains is measured by the Kullback-Leibler divergence DKL(·) between the centroids. For more complex datasets,
multiple centroids are required to capture the full range of variability within the data (3b).

way certain themes like action or adventure co-occur in movie
reviews may differ from book reviews, affecting the represen-
tation of these general interests. While a preference for action
movies might align more with adventure in books than with
poetry, the alignment requires finer-grained feature matching.
To achieve this, we propose user interest centroids-based
probabilistic alignment (CPA) (see Fig. 3), which models
interest classes within each domain by defining centroids based
on shallow user representations. Consider that SX = [s

(i)
X ]Ni=1

and SY = [s
(i)
Y ]Ni=1 collect the representations of N users

in two domains. Unlike previous approach [9] that imposes
global alignment of all the N users in p(SX) and p(SY ), CPA
instead seeks “cluster”-driven fine-grained alignment, which
align users with those who share more consistent interests in
another domain. CPA achieves this by learning a number of
interest centroids {CX

t }Tt=1 and {CY
t }Tt=1, in each domain, as

a structured compression of p(SX) and p(SY ). For each user,
CPA calculates the relative distances to these centroids. The
expected minimum distance indicates the probability of a user
belonging to a particular interest class, serving as a matching
score for alignment later. We detail the steps of CPA below.

Centroids Initialization. For domain X , we first define T
Gaussians, denoting a prior for each of T centroids, such
that CX

t ≜ N (µX
t ,ΣX

t ;ϕX
t ). Each centroid is a statistical

distribution of a particular interest. Thus, for each user u
(i)
X ,

we quantify the tendency towards an interest by the Kullback-
Leibler (KL) divergence (i.e., a distance measure) between the
posterior q(s

(i)
X |e

(i)
u ) and each of T centroids. The expected

distance across all centroids is expressed as

ξXe(i) =

T∑
t=1

π
(i)
X (t) ·DKL

(
q(s

(i)
X |e(i)u )∥CX

t

)
, (5)

where e
(i)
u is the initial user embedding input the encoder,

the posterior q(s
(i)
X |e

(i)
u ) is also modeled as a Gaussian [29].

π
(i)
X (t) ∈ [0, 1] is a soft assignment value calculated by

π
(i)
X (t)←

πX(t) · exp
(
−αDKL

(
q(s

(i)
X |e

(i)
u )∥CX

t

))
∑T

t′=1 πX(t′) · exp
(
−αDKL

(
q(s

(i)
X |e

(i)
u )∥CX

t′

))
with πX(t) =

∑N
i=1 π

(i)
X (t), which is initially set to 1/T ,

implying each centroid is equally likely to represent an input.
α is the temperature that controls the model’s confidence in
assignment. Collectively, we define the expected distance for
all N users as the within-domain matching score for domain
X , denoted as LmX . Following the same procedure, we obtain
the within-domain matching score for domain Y as well.
Formally,

LmX =

N∑
i=1

ξXe(i) , LmY =

N∑
i=1

ξYe(i) (6)

Iterative Update. As the training progresses, the encoder
better describes the data (we will also have a better posterior),
and the centroids and assignment values are iteratively updated
accordingly. At each iteration, we recalculate the assignment
probabilities π

(i)
X (t) and πX(t) over all users of domain X

(the same applies to domain Y ). Following, the parameters
of Gaussian centroids in both domains ϕX = {ϕX

t }Tt=1 and
ϕY = {ϕY

t }Tt=1 are updated with respect to the gradients of
LmX and LmY , respectively:

ϕX ← ϕX − η∇(LmX), ϕY ← ϕY − η∇(LmY ), (7)

where η is the learning rate.
Centroids Alignment. Upon optimization, the centroids have
encoded fine-grained interests in both domains. To achieve
domain-irrelevant interests alignment, we compute and mini-
mize the centroid-wise distances between domains as

Lsa =

T∑
t=1

DKL

(
CX

t ∥CY
t

)
. (8)
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linear transformation

<latexit sha1_base64="WkVPEJ6COcQeaPvdduOK+YHAVWY=">AAAB/3icbVA7T8MwGHTKq5RXAImFxaJCYqoSxGusYGEsEn2IJoocx2mtOnZkO0hVyMBfYWEAIVb+Bhv/BqftAIWTLJ/uvk8+X5gyqrTjfFmVhcWl5ZXqam1tfWNzy97e6SiRSUzaWDAheyFShFFO2ppqRnqpJCgJGemGo6vS794Tqajgt3qcEj9BA05jipE2UmDveUOkcy8ULFLjxFz5XVEEKrDrTsOZAP4l7ozUwQytwP70IoGzhHCNGVKq7zqp9nMkNcWMFDUvUyRFeIQGpG8oRwlRfj7JX8BDo0QwFtIcruFE/bmRo0SV6cxkgvRQzXul+J/Xz3R84eeUp5kmHE8fijMGtYBlGTCikmDNxoYgLKnJCvEQSYS1qaxmSnDnv/yXdI4b7lnj9Oak3ryc1VEF++AAHAEXnIMmuAYt0AYYPIAn8AJerUfr2Xqz3qejFWu2swt+wfr4BiZbltk=</latexit>

Ẑs

<latexit sha1_base64="9tzLf8twsgmAfH4dfbTAz7SqyPM=">AAAB/3icbVA7T8MwGHTKq5RXAImFJaJCYqoSxGusYGEsEn2IJoocx2mtOnZkO5WqkIG/wsIAQqz8DTb+DU6bAVpOsny6+z75fEFCiVS2/W1UlpZXVteq67WNza3tHXN3ryN5KhBuI0656AVQYkoYbiuiKO4lAsM4oLgbjG4KvzvGQhLO7tUkwV4MB4xEBEGlJd88cIdQZW7AaSgnsb6yhzz3x75Ztxv2FNYicUpSByVavvnlhhylMWYKUShl37ET5WVQKIIozmtuKnEC0QgOcF9TBmMsvWyaP7eOtRJaERf6MGVN1d8bGYxlkU5PxlAN5bxXiP95/VRFV15GWJIqzNDsoSilluJWUYYVEoGRohNNIBJEZ7XQEAqIlK6spktw5r+8SDqnDeeicX53Vm9el3VUwSE4AifAAZegCW5BC7QBAo/gGbyCN+PJeDHejY/ZaMUod/bBHxifPyrnltw=</latexit>

Ẑv

<latexit sha1_base64="9cqvYAIlCIr6N4ZhLyZipfJica8=">AAACB3icbVDLSsNAFJ3UV62vqEtBgkVwVRLxtSy6cVnBPrAJYTKZtEMnD2ZuCiVk58ZfceNCEbf+gjv/xkmbhbYeGOZwzr3ce4+XcCbBNL+1ytLyyupadb22sbm1vaPv7nVknApC2yTmseh5WFLOItoGBpz2EkFx6HHa9UY3hd8dUyFZHN3DJKFOiAcRCxjBoCRXP7SHGDIbGPdpZnsx9+UkVF/2kOe5O3b1utkwpzAWiVWSOirRcvUv249JGtIICMdS9i0zASfDAhjhNK/ZqaQJJiM8oH1FIxxS6WTTO3LjWCm+EcRCvQiMqfq7I8OhLNZTlSGGoZz3CvE/r59CcOVkLEpSoBGZDQpSbkBsFKEYPhOUAJ8ogolgaleDDLHABFR0NRWCNX/yIumcNqyLxvndWb15XcZRRQfoCJ0gC12iJrpFLdRGBD2iZ/SK3rQn7UV71z5mpRWt7NlHf6B9/gDQWJqS</latexit>

ˆ̃Zv

<latexit sha1_base64="WkVPEJ6COcQeaPvdduOK+YHAVWY=">AAAB/3icbVA7T8MwGHTKq5RXAImFxaJCYqoSxGusYGEsEn2IJoocx2mtOnZkO0hVyMBfYWEAIVb+Bhv/BqftAIWTLJ/uvk8+X5gyqrTjfFmVhcWl5ZXqam1tfWNzy97e6SiRSUzaWDAheyFShFFO2ppqRnqpJCgJGemGo6vS794Tqajgt3qcEj9BA05jipE2UmDveUOkcy8ULFLjxFz5XVEEKrDrTsOZAP4l7ozUwQytwP70IoGzhHCNGVKq7zqp9nMkNcWMFDUvUyRFeIQGpG8oRwlRfj7JX8BDo0QwFtIcruFE/bmRo0SV6cxkgvRQzXul+J/Xz3R84eeUp5kmHE8fijMGtYBlGTCikmDNxoYgLKnJCvEQSYS1qaxmSnDnv/yXdI4b7lnj9Oak3ryc1VEF++AAHAEXnIMmuAYt0AYYPIAn8AJerUfr2Xqz3qejFWu2swt+wfr4BiZbltk=</latexit>

Ẑs

<latexit sha1_base64="dB92alDjnSKt14x05/Wwn2rIx/0=">AAAB/HicbVDLSsNAFJ34rPUV7dLNYBHqpiTia1kUwYWLCqYtNKFMJpN26CQTZiZCCPVX3LhQxK0f4s6/cdJmoa0HBg7n3Ms9c/yEUaks69tYWl5ZXVuvbFQ3t7Z3ds29/Y7kqcDEwZxx0fORJIzGxFFUMdJLBEGRz0jXH18XfveRCEl5/KCyhHgRGsY0pBgpLQ3MmhshNRJRfnPnTBouDrg6Hph1q2lNAReJXZI6KNEemF9uwHEakVhhhqTs21aivBwJRTEjk6qbSpIgPEZD0tc0RhGRXj4NP4FHWglgyIV+sYJT9fdGjiIps8jXk0VUOe8V4n9eP1XhpZfTOEkVifHsUJgyqDgsmoABFQQrlmmCsKA6K8QjJBBWuq+qLsGe//Ii6Zw07fPm2f1pvXVV1lEBB+AQNIANLkAL3II2cAAGGXgGr+DNeDJejHfjYza6ZJQ7NfAHxucPS+WUjQ==</latexit>

ELU(·) <latexit sha1_base64="waUQBetTExxRBfr9nEIBp9jIcZ4=">AAACAHicbVDLSsNAFJ3UV62vqAsXboJFqJuSiK9l0Y3LivYBTSmTyaQdOo8wMxFKyMZfceNCEbd+hjv/xkmbhbYeuHA4517uvSeIKVHadb+t0tLyyupaeb2ysbm1vWPv7rWVSCTCLSSokN0AKkwJxy1NNMXdWGLIAoo7wfgm9zuPWCoi+IOexLjP4JCTiCCojTSwD3wG9Uiy9J4MmSBhVvNRKPTJwK66dXcKZ5F4BamCAs2B/eWHAiUMc40oVKrnubHup1BqgijOKn6icAzRGA5xz1AOGVb9dPpA5hwbJXQiIU1x7UzV3xMpZEpNWGA683PVvJeL/3m9REdX/ZTwONGYo9miKKGOFk6ehhMSiZGmE0MgksTc6qARlBBpk1nFhODNv7xI2qd176J+fndWbVwXcZTBITgCNeCBS9AAt6AJWgCBDDyDV/BmPVkv1rv1MWstWcXMPvgD6/MH5VWWmw==</latexit>

Sigmoid(·)

R

R

<latexit sha1_base64="G8WxSNfY+qf7dDEveES/1f5UK0s=">AAAB+XicbVC7TsMwFL0pr1JeAUaWiAqJqUoQr7ECBsYi0YfURpHjuK1Vx45sp6KK+icsDCDEyp+w8Tc4bQZoOZLlo3PulY9PmDCqtOt+W6WV1bX1jfJmZWt7Z3fP3j9oKZFKTJpYMCE7IVKEUU6ammpGOokkKA4ZaYej29xvj4lUVPBHPUmIH6MBp32KkTZSYNu9ULBITWJzZXfT4Cmwq27NncFZJl5BqlCgEdhfvUjgNCZcY4aU6npuov0MSU0xI9NKL1UkQXiEBqRrKEcxUX42Sz51TowSOX0hzeHamam/NzIUqzycmYyRHqpFLxf/87qp7l/7GeVJqgnH84f6KXO0cPIanIhKgjWbGIKwpCarg4dIIqxNWRVTgrf45WXSOqt5l7WLh/Nq/aaoowxHcAyn4MEV1OEeGtAEDGN4hld4szLrxXq3PuajJavYOYQ/sD5/ABtRk/s=</latexit>

Dx

<latexit sha1_base64="49UaOChGUakCvkp6HwndmCi/ZK0=">AAAB/3icbVA7T8MwGHTKq5RXAImFxaJCYqoSxGusgIGxSPQhNVHkOE5r1Ykj20FUIQN/hYUBhFj5G2z8G5w2A7ScZPl0933y+fyEUaks69uoLCwuLa9UV2tr6xubW+b2TkfyVGDSxpxx0fORJIzGpK2oYqSXCIIin5GuP7oq/O49EZLy+E6NE+JGaBDTkGKktOSZe84QqczxOQvkONJXdp3n3oNn1q2GNQGcJ3ZJ6qBEyzO/nIDjNCKxwgxJ2betRLkZEopiRvKak0qSIDxCA9LXNEYRkW42yZ/DQ60EMORCn1jBifp7I0ORLNLpyQipoZz1CvE/r5+q8MLNaJykisR4+lCYMqg4LMqAARUEKzbWBGFBdVaIh0ggrHRlNV2CPfvledI5bthnjdPbk3rzsqyjCvbBATgCNjgHTXADWqANMHgEz+AVvBlPxovxbnxMRytGubML/sD4/AEMP5bI</latexit>

D̂x

<latexit sha1_base64="Ko3NdpJQtzfvZ6YYFEieNab7hIs=">AAAB/3icbVA7T8MwGHR4lvIKILGwWFRITFWCeI0VMDAWiT6kJoocx2mtOnFkO0hRyMBfYWEAIVb+Bhv/BqfNAC0nWT7dfZ98Pj9hVCrL+jYWFpeWV1Zra/X1jc2tbXNntyt5KjDpYM646PtIEkZj0lFUMdJPBEGRz0jPH1+Xfu+BCEl5fK+yhLgRGsY0pBgpLXnmvjNCKnd8zgKZRfrKb4rCyzyzYTWtCeA8sSvSABXanvnlBBynEYkVZkjKgW0lys2RUBQzUtSdVJIE4TEakoGmMYqIdPNJ/gIeaSWAIRf6xApO1N8bOYpkmU5PRkiN5KxXiv95g1SFl25O4yRVJMbTh8KUQcVhWQYMqCBYsUwThAXVWSEeIYGw0pXVdQn27JfnSfekaZ83z+5OG62rqo4aOACH4BjY4AK0wC1ogw7A4BE8g1fwZjwZL8a78TEdXTCqnT3wB8bnDw3Dlsk=</latexit>

D̂y

<latexit sha1_base64="G8WxSNfY+qf7dDEveES/1f5UK0s=">AAAB+XicbVC7TsMwFL0pr1JeAUaWiAqJqUoQr7ECBsYi0YfURpHjuK1Vx45sp6KK+icsDCDEyp+w8Tc4bQZoOZLlo3PulY9PmDCqtOt+W6WV1bX1jfJmZWt7Z3fP3j9oKZFKTJpYMCE7IVKEUU6ammpGOokkKA4ZaYej29xvj4lUVPBHPUmIH6MBp32KkTZSYNu9ULBITWJzZXfT4Cmwq27NncFZJl5BqlCgEdhfvUjgNCZcY4aU6npuov0MSU0xI9NKL1UkQXiEBqRrKEcxUX42Sz51TowSOX0hzeHamam/NzIUqzycmYyRHqpFLxf/87qp7l/7GeVJqgnH84f6KXO0cPIanIhKgjWbGIKwpCarg4dIIqxNWRVTgrf45WXSOqt5l7WLh/Nq/aaoowxHcAyn4MEV1OEeGtAEDGN4hld4szLrxXq3PuajJavYOYQ/sD5/ABtRk/s=</latexit>

Dx
<latexit sha1_base64="5sinonHVWeFNm7vSQcx1xRU9zWw=">AAAB+XicbVC7TsMwFL0pr1JeAUaWiAqJqUoQr7ECBsYi0YfURpHjOK1Vx45sp1IV9U9YGECIlT9h429w2gxQOJLlo3PulY9PmDKqtOt+WZWV1bX1jepmbWt7Z3fP3j/oKJFJTNpYMCF7IVKEUU7ammpGeqkkKAkZ6Ybj28LvTohUVPBHPU2Jn6AhpzHFSBspsO1BKFikpom58rtZMA3suttw53D+Eq8kdSjRCuzPQSRwlhCuMUNK9T031X6OpKaYkVltkCmSIjxGQ9I3lKOEKD+fJ585J0aJnFhIc7h25urPjRwlqghnJhOkR2rZK8T/vH6m42s/pzzNNOF48VCcMUcLp6jBiagkWLOpIQhLarI6eIQkwtqUVTMleMtf/ks6Zw3vsnHxcF5v3pR1VOEIjuEUPLiCJtxDC9qAYQJP8AKvVm49W2/W+2K0YpU7h/AL1sc3HNWT/A==</latexit>

Dy

<latexit sha1_base64="9fs1F1eW9Cq91OOgbXanSYM8UN8=">AAAB+XicbVC7TsMwFL0pr1JeAUaWiAqJqUoQr7GChbFI9CHaKHIcp7Xq2JHtVKqi/gkLAwix8ids/A1OmwEKR7J8dM698vEJU0aVdt0vq7Kyura+Ud2sbW3v7O7Z+wcdJTKJSRsLJmQvRIowyklbU81IL5UEJSEj3XB8W/jdCZGKCv6gpynxEzTkNKYYaSMFtj0IBYvUNDFX/jgLVGDX3YY7h/OXeCWpQ4lWYH8OIoGzhHCNGVKq77mp9nMkNcWMzGqDTJEU4TEakr6hHCVE+fk8+cw5MUrkxEKaw7UzV39u5ChRRTgzmSA9UsteIf7n9TMdX/s55WmmCceLh+KMOVo4RQ1ORCXBmk0NQVhSk9XBIyQR1qasminBW/7yX9I5a3iXjYv783rzpqyjCkdwDKfgwRU04Q5a0AYME3iCF3i1cuvZerPeF6MVq9w5hF+wPr4BNVeUDA==</latexit>

Zs
<latexit sha1_base64="Cn7ZChyiZ2Ye1SHY/1vu/PAgLsg=">AAAB+XicbVC7TsMwFL0pr1JeAUaWiAqJqUoQr7GChbFI9CHaKHIcp7Xq2JHtVKqi/gkLAwix8ids/A1OmwEKR7J8dM698vEJU0aVdt0vq7Kyura+Ud2sbW3v7O7Z+wcdJTKJSRsLJmQvRIowyklbU81IL5UEJSEj3XB8W/jdCZGKCv6gpynxEzTkNKYYaSMFtj0IBYvUNDFX/jgLJoFddxvuHM5f4pWkDiVagf05iATOEsI1Zkipvuem2s+R1BQzMqsNMkVShMdoSPqGcpQQ5efz5DPnxCiREwtpDtfOXP25kaNEFeHMZIL0SC17hfif1890fO3nlKeZJhwvHooz5mjhFDU4EZUEazY1BGFJTVYHj5BEWJuyaqYEb/nLf0nnrOFdNi7uz+vNm7KOKhzBMZyCB1fQhDtoQRswTOAJXuDVyq1n6816X4xWrHLnEH7B+vgGOeOUDw==</latexit>

Zv

<latexit sha1_base64="M5zc2EMPbggf+w3aupSDLluorbs=">AAACAXicbVDLSsNAFJ3UV62vqBvBzWARXJVEfC2LblxWsA9sQphMJu3QySTMTAolxI2/4saFIm79C3f+jZM2C209MMzhnHu59x4/YVQqy/o2KkvLK6tr1fXaxubW9o65u9eRcSowaeOYxaLnI0kY5aStqGKklwiCIp+Rrj+6KfzumAhJY36vJglxIzTgNKQYKS155oGjKAtI5vgxC+Qk0l/2kOfe2DPrVsOaAi4SuyR1UKLlmV9OEOM0IlxhhqTs21ai3AwJRTEjec1JJUkQHqEB6WvKUUSkm00vyOGxVgIYxkI/ruBU/d2RoUgW2+nKCKmhnPcK8T+vn6rwys0oT1JFOJ4NClMGVQyLOGBABcGKTTRBWFC9K8RDJBBWOrSaDsGeP3mRdE4b9kXj/O6s3rwu46iCQ3AEToANLkET3IIWaAMMHsEzeAVvxpPxYrwbH7PSilH27IM/MD5/AMrul8U=</latexit>

Z̃v

<latexit sha1_base64="VDm0nic+ASkU7p/eM/mf6YKmUHk=">AAAB+nicbVC7TsMwFHV4lvJKYWSxqJDKUiWI11jBAGOR6ENqospxnNaqY0e2A6pCP4WFAYRY+RI2/ganzQAtR7J0dM69uscnSBhV2nG+raXlldW19dJGeXNre2fXruy1lUglJi0smJDdACnCKCctTTUj3UQSFAeMdILRde53HohUVPB7PU6IH6MBpxHFSBupb1e8GOlhEGU3k5qHQ6GP+3bVqTtTwEXiFqQKCjT79pcXCpzGhGvMkFI910m0nyGpKWZkUvZSRRKER2hAeoZyFBPlZ9PoE3hklBBGQprHNZyqvzcyFCs1jgMzmQdV814u/uf1Uh1d+hnlSaoJx7NDUcqgFjDvAYZUEqzZ2BCEJTVZIR4iibA2bZVNCe78lxdJ+6TuntfP7k6rjauijhI4AIegBlxwARrgFjRBC2DwCJ7BK3iznqwX6936mI0uWcXOPvgD6/MH4COTww==</latexit>

G(·)
<latexit sha1_base64="FGWm6bz94ty1aFwB/qyIlk/a6sI=">AAAB9XicbVDLSsNAFL2pr1pfVZduBovgqiQi1WXRje4q2Ae0sUymk3boZBJmJkoJ+Q83LhRx67+482+cpFlo64GBwzn3cs8cL+JMadv+tkorq2vrG+XNytb2zu5edf+go8JYEtomIQ9lz8OKciZoWzPNaS+SFAcep11vep353UcqFQvFvZ5F1A3wWDCfEayN9DAIsJ54XnKbDpNeOqzW7LqdAy0TpyA1KNAaVr8Go5DEARWacKxU37Ej7SZYakY4TSuDWNEIkyke076hAgdUuUmeOkUnRhkhP5TmCY1y9fdGggOlZoFnJrOUatHLxP+8fqz9SzdhIoo1FWR+yI850iHKKkAjJinRfGYIJpKZrIhMsMREm6IqpgRn8cvLpHNWdxr1xt15rXlV1FGGIziGU3DgAppwAy1oAwEJz/AKb9aT9WK9Wx/z0ZJV7BzCH1ifP+cokss=</latexit>

IX
<latexit sha1_base64="U9fJ4Zp1Ikp9Y0fCawS1uabmuTA=">AAAB9XicbVDLSsNAFL2pr1pfVZduBovgqiQircuiG91VsA9pY5lMJ+3QySTMTJQS8h9uXCji1n9x5984abPQ1gMDh3Pu5Z45XsSZ0rb9bRVWVtfWN4qbpa3tnd298v5BW4WxJLRFQh7KrocV5UzQlmaa024kKQ48Tjve5CrzO49UKhaKOz2NqBvgkWA+I1gb6aEfYD32vOQmHST36aBcsav2DGiZODmpQI7moPzVH4YkDqjQhGOleo4daTfBUjPCaVrqx4pGmEzwiPYMFTigyk1mqVN0YpQh8kNpntBopv7eSHCg1DTwzGSWUi16mfif14u1f+EmTESxpoLMD/kxRzpEWQVoyCQlmk8NwUQykxWRMZaYaFNUyZTgLH55mbTPqk6tWrs9rzQu8zqKcATHcAoO1KEB19CEFhCQ8Ayv8GY9WS/Wu/UxHy1Y+c4h/IH1+QPorZLM</latexit>

IY

Fig. 4: The data generation graph (left) and framework (right)
for deep subspace disentanglement. The grey circles represent
observed variables, while the dashed lines indicate correlations
between variables. R denotes the reparameterization trick.

C. Deep Subspace Identification

In line with the MC principle, CIDER further decomposes
domain-relevant representations in the deep subspace, into
a shared (i.e., cross-domain stable) component and variant
(i.e., accounting for user behavioral shifts) components in
both domain X and Y . Although this resembles existing
disentanglement-based alignment methods [7], [8] at first
glance, achieving strict separation in CDR is often challenging.
Therefore, we propose a causal data-generating graph to focus
on joint identifiability [30] of variant components, which pro-
vides a practical alternative to conventional disentanglement.

Data Generation Graph. Assume, the observed user behavior
data IX in domain X is generated from the latent mapping
g : ZX → IX , with a parallel process g : ZX → IY for
domain Y . As Fig. 4 shows, we consider that user behaviors in
each domain are jointly shaped by both: a stable part that keeps
unchanged regardless of which domain, and a variant part that
reflects interest variability tied to each specific domain. Thus,
ZX is decomposed into Zs and ZX

v , and ZY is decomposed
into Zs and ZY

v accordingly. With the stable component Zs

shared between ZX and ZY , we need only to model the
relationship between ZX

v and ZY
v , which serves as a surrogate

for understanding the full dynamics of ZX and ZY .

Latent Decomposition. Let ZX ∼ N (Zs,Z
X
v ) be the sample

drawn from a Gaussian with mean Zs and variance ZX
v , where

Zs = ELU(WX
s DX) and ZX

v = sigmoid(WX
v DX) are non-

linear transformations of the deep subspace features DX with
trainable weights WX

s and WX
v . This formulation also applies

to ZY , with trainable weight matrices WY
s and WY

v .

Joint Identifiability. Since ZX
v and ZY

v represent behavior
variances of the same users, we hope that ZX

v can be uniquely
mapped from ZY

v , and vice versa. We thus take advantage of
the reversible transformation ability of Normalizing Flow [28]
to capture a bijective relationship between p(ZX

v ) and p(ZY
v ),

which establishes joint identifiability between ZX
v and ZY

v .
Importantly, the joint identifiability between ZX

v and ZY
v also

generalizes to the entire ZX and ZY . Specifically, given
marginal distributions p(ZX

v ) and p(ZY
v ), we derive the cor-

relations between them through

p(ZY
v ) = p(f−1(ZX

v )) · | det(Jf−1(ZX
v ))|

= p(ZX
v )|det(Jf (ZY

v )|−1.
(9)

Here, Jf (·) = ∂f
∂· denotes the Jacobian matrix, and det(·) is the

matrix determinant. To overcome the limitation of restricted
expressiveness caused by the bijective mapping requirement,
we apply a composition of L bijective layers, F = f1◦· · ·◦fL,
enabling the model to flexibly represent complex, non-linear
structures. Eq. (9) now equivalently becomes:

p(ZY
v ) = p(ZX

v ) ·
[
∂ZX

v,1

∂ZX
v,0

][
∂ZX

v,2

∂ZX
v,1

]
· · ·

[
∂ZX

v

∂ZX
v,L−1

]
. (10)

The specific Normalizing Flow model can be implemented
as any of [31], [14], [32], [33]. Once the unique mapping
relationship is established, we refine D̂X , D̂Y using the repa-
rameterization trick [34] with Zs, ZX

v and ZY
v ,

D̂X = Zs + ZX
v ⊙ ϵX , D̂Y = Zs + ZY

v ⊙ ϵY , (11)

with ϵX , ϵY ∼ N(0, I), ⊙ denotes element-wise multiplica-
tion. Substituting D̂X and D̂Y back, we construct the user
representations as ÛX = [SX∥D̂X ] and ÛY = [SY ∥D̂Y ].

D. Optimization

Following the bi-directional CDR setting [7], [8], CIDER
operates in a mini-batch manner. For each batch, we randomly
sample groups of B users BX and BY from both domains with
N users per domain. Each batch of sampled users, BX and
BY , are passed through CIDER, yielding user representations
UX and UY . The optimization of CIDER is then driven by
three objectives: shallow subspace alignment, deeper subspace
identification, and recommendation prediction.
Shallow subspace alignment. We integrate the within-
domain matching scores (Eq. (7)) with cross-domain align-
ment (Eq. (8)). The loss is then defined as,

Ls = Lsa + LmX + LmY . (12)

Deeper subspace identification. The Normalizing Flow
model F(·) maximizes the predictive likelihood on domain
Y by applying a series of bijective transformations to ZX

v ,
resulting

Ld = log p
(
F
(
ZX

v

))
−

L∑
l=0

log det
(
Jfl

(
ZX

v

))
. (13)

Recommendation Prediction. We use the generated D̂X and
D̂Y for next-item prediction. Additionally, the variational
information bottleneck (VIB) [35] is applied to maximize
mutual information between ZX and D̂X in domain X (and
ZX and D̂X in domain Y ), because in CDR contexts, VIB has
demonstrated effectiveness in obtaining compact and informa-
tive representations by [6], [8]. In practice, an empirical lower
bound of VIB can be approximated by minimizing binary
cross-entropy between the reconstructed user representations
and ground-truth interacted item representations, which should
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rank top in similarity among all item candidates, thereby
enhancing prediction accuracy and relevance. Formally,

I(ZX ; D̂X) ≥ log σ(⟨VX , D̂X⟩) + log(1− σ(⟨V̄X , D̂X⟩)),
I(ZY ; D̂Y ) ≥ log σ(⟨VY , D̂Y ⟩) + log(1− σ(⟨V̄Y , D̂Y ⟩)),

(14)
where σ(·) the sigmoid function. VX means the representa-
tions of interacted items for each user in domain X , while
V̄X denotes the non-interacted items.

The overall objective takes into account all loss terms as,

L = Ls + LG + I((Zs,Zv); D̂x) + I((Zs, Z̃v); D̂y). (15)

VI. EXPERIMENTS

Here are the research questions we aim to answer:
RQ1) Does CIDER outperform existing CDR methods?
RQ2) How does the ratio of overlapping users affect CIDER?

Does CIDER still demonstrate efficacy even with chal-
lenging non-overlap CDR predictions?

RQ3) Do individual components of CIDER contribute posi-
tively?

RQ4) How do hyperparameters impact model performance?

A. Experimental setup

1) Datasets: All empirical studies are conducted on the
Amazon reviews datasets3. We further group up 6 pairwise
CDR settings based on Pearson Correlations of overlapped
users to showcase the impact of domain correlations: Game-
Video and Cloth-Sport are strong-correlation tasks, and Game-
Cloth, Game-Sport, Video-cloth, and Video-Game are weak-
correlation tasks. All the baselines and our model are evaluated
on 6 tasks to evaluate the model performance comprehensively.
The detailed information is shown in Table.I.

2) Baselines: We include 7 representative Alignment
methods as baselines: CMF[21], LFM[22], DisenCDR [6],
UniCDR [24], CDRIB [7], DPMCDR [8], and HJID [9].
For Bridge methods, we employ 3 methods: EMCDR [2],
implemented with two variants: EMCDR-MF in Matrix Fac-
torization and EMCDR-NGCF in Neural Graph Collaborative
Filtering[36], and PTUPCDR [19].

3) Implementation details: All overlapped users are divided
into training(80%), testing(10%), and validation(10%) sets.
Non-overlapped users are exclusively used for training. Fol-
lowing standard practices [37], we evaluate our model and
baselines using a leave-one-out strategy. For each user, we
test one positive item and 999 randomly selected negatives. 3
evaluation metrics, Mean Reciprocal Rank (MRR), Hit Rate
(HR@10, 20, 30), and Normalized Discounted Cumulative
Gain (NDCG@10, 20, 30), are reported to measure predictive
performance. The implementations of CMF, LFM, EMCDR,
PTUPCDR, DisenCDR, UniCDR, and CDRIB follow the
open-sourced codebases, implemented with PyTorch. We im-
plement DPMCDR, HJID according to [8], [9]. The following
are the default settings. We employ a 3-layer VBGE (K=3)
model with 2 shallow layers (k=2) and one deep layer. The
user representations are divided as SX = [U1

x∥U2
x ] for shallow

3https://cseweb.ucsd.edu/ jmcauley/datasets/amazon/links.html

TABLE I: Dataset statistics.
No. Domain user #Overlap item interactions Testing validation

Task 1 Game 25,025 2,179 12,319 157,721 443 434Video 19,457 8,751 158,984

Task 2 Cloth 41,829 9,828 17,943 194,121 1,972 1,964Sport 27,328 12,655 170,426

Task 3 Game 17,299 5,968 9,125 104,034 1,200 1,192Cloth 57,929 25,196 297,241

Task 4 Game 19,465 3,442 9,834 116,914 690 688Sport 38,996 16,964 255,959

Task 5 Video 19,623 2,001 8,989 167,615 401 400Cloth 70,183 31,282 388,224

Task 6 Video 19,648 2,159 8,781 164,457 439 430Sport 41,939 18,208 278,036

subspace and DX = [U3
x ] for deep subspace (SY = [U1

y ∥U2
y ]

and DY = [U3
y ] for the target domain). We tune embedding

size d ∈ {8, 16, 32, 64, 128} and user group size N ∈
{16, 32, 64, 128, 256, 512, 1024} through grid search.
For shallow subspace alignment, the number of centroids is
searched in {5, 10, 15, 20}. We also investigate the influence
of different shallow depths k={1, 2, 3, 4}. For deep subspace
disentanglement, we use ELU activations for Zs and Sigmoid
activations for Zv to ensure smooth saturation [38] and
sensitivity to different distributions [39], respectively. In terms
of Normalizing Flow, we employ 4 transformations, MAF[31],
NAF[14], NODE[32], and NCSF[33], based on open-sourced
codebases4 to assess the impact of transformation techniques.
We optimize the overall model with the Adam optimizer.

B. Overall performance (RQ1)

As summarized in Table II, we present the average perfor-
mance (with standard deviation) across six independent runs
for each task. Bold highlights the best results, while underline
indicates second-best. Overall, CIDER consistently surpasses
state-of-the-art benchmarks across all scenarios, demonstrating
substantial improvements. In the following section, we delve
into how our model compares to existing approaches regarding
Alignment and Bridge methods.

1) Comparison with Bridge methods: Generally, these
models incorporate bespoke architectures to endow them
with expressiveness for capturing user behavior. For instance,
EMCDR-NGCF and PTUPCDR employ a graph structure
and a meta-network, respectively. In addition, their knowl-
edge transfer between domains is enabled by constructing
a transformation bridge. In particular, PTUPCDR designs
personalized bridges for each user, thus performing the best
among the bridge methods. For example, in Game-Cloth tasks,
PTUPCDR shows 2.6% and 3.39% improvements, respec-
tively, in HR@30 of two domains compared to EMCDR-MF.
Still, these methods indiscriminately transfer the complete user
representations, yet fail to account for how domain-shared
and specific information should be separated. According to
the empirical results, we observe that the performance of
PTUPCDR fluctuates across different runs, hampering con-
sistent model efficacy. For instance, in the weak correlated
Video-Cloth task, PTUPCDR exhibits the highest standard
deviation in HR@30, with 1.09% for the Video domain and
0.91% for the Cloth domain. Remarkably, CIDER emphasizes
the significance of separating domain-relevant factors from
domain-irrelevant ones when compared to Bridge methods,

4https://github.com/francois-rozet/zuko
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TABLE II: Overall performance(%). Improved shows the improvement over the runner-up results. * indicates that the
improvement is statistically significant when the CIDER and the best baseline (HJID) are compared with a paired t-test
level of p< 0.05.

Methods Game Video
MRR NDCG@10 NDCG@20 NDCG@30 HR@10 HR@20 HR@30 MRR NDCG@10 NDCG@20 NDCG@30 HR@10 HR@20 HR@30

CMF 0.91(±0.08) 0.41(±0.15) 0.61(±0.10) 1.05(±0.08) 1.04(±0.31) 1.82(±0.32) 3.91(±0.55) 0.84(±0.07) 0.45(±0.08) 0.82(±0.08) 0.98(±0.08) 1.30(±0.10) 2.86(±0.14) 3.65(±0.80)
LFM 1.68(±0.13) 1.18(±0.13) 1.54(±0.10) 1.9(±0.12) 2.44(±0.16) 3.84(±0.16) 5.6(±0.37) 1.86(±0.24) 1.36(±0.22) 1.82(±0.23) 2.14(±0.23) 2.76(±0.25) 4.56(±0.27) 6.08(±0.29)
EMCDR-MF 1.46(±0.37) 0.89(±0.35) 1.46(±0.36) 1.80(±0.41) 1.56(±0.55) 3.91(±0.55) 5.47(±0.55) 0.98(±0.55) 0.64(±0.13) 0.97(±0.07) 1.25(±0.39) 1.82(±0.38) 3.13(±0.32) 4.43(±0.39)
EMCDR-NGCF 1.51(±0.08) 1.07(±0.23) 1.65(±0.10) 2.26(±0.34) 2.34(±1.10) 4.69(±0.55) 7.55(±1.69) 1.11(±0.11) 0.70(±0.27) 0.98(±0.46) 1.14(±0.36) 1.56(±0.84) 2.86(±0.66) 3.65(±0.85)
PTUPCDR 1.76(±0.45) 1.23(±0.69) 2.00(±0.55) 2.61(±0.43) 2.34(±1.46) 5.47(±0.96) 8.33(±0.32) 1.39(±0.28) 0.89(±0.19) 1.34(±0.39) 1.72(±0.27) 1.56(±0.46) 3.39(±0.59) 5.73(±0.76)
DisenCDR 2.15(±0.10) 1.52(±0.21) 2.32(±0.22) 3.31(±0.37) 3.20(±0.60) 6.41(±0.81) 11.06(±1.41) 2.26(±0.31) 1.59(±0.41) 2.81(±0.52) 3.79(±0.54) 3.57(±0.89) 8.43(±1.40) 13.02(±1.45)
UniCDR 3.02(±0.10) 2.93(±0.21) 3.74(±0.22) 4.21(±0.34) 5.05(±0.70) 8.63(±0.47) 11.18(±0.74) 2.51(±0.38) 2.56(±0.30) 3.23(±0.26) 3.81(±0.28) 5.14(±0.44) 7.80(±0.62) 10.51(±0.72)
CDRIB 4.01(±0.23) 4.52(±0.27) 5.80(±0.35) 6.65(±0.28) 9.32(±0.41) 14.65(±0.74) 18.64(±0.38) 3.78(±0.46) 3.84(±0.51) 5.22(±0.51) 6.12(±0.64) 7.60(±0.74) 13.09(±0.73) 17.33(±1.36)
DPMCDR 4.45(±0.36) 4.80(±0.41) 6.27(±0.28) 7.14(±0.36) 9.51(±0.67) 15.22(±0.57) 19.31(±0.72) 3.67(±0.14) 3.83(±0.14) 5.06(±0.30) 5.96(±0.30) 7.89(±0.32) 12.80(±0.93) 17.04(±1.00)
HJID 4.63(±0.10) 4.97(±0.06) 6.57(±0.10) 7.43(±0.11) 9.61(±0.21) 16.07(±0.20) 20.11(±0.17) 4.39(±0.21) 4.67(±0.19) 6.00(±0.12) 6.95(±0.22) 9.16(±0.15) 14.48(±0.22) 18.95(±0.41)
CIDER* 4.91(±0.16) 5.16(±0.21) 6.94(±0.16) 7.76(±0.14) 9.66(±0.17) 16.69(±0.25) 20.54(±0.22) 4.42(±0.07) 4.82(±0.11) 6.12(±0.20) 7.01(±0.23) 9.29(±0.20) 14.94(±0.21) 19.24(±0.27)
Improved(%) 5.84% 3.75% 5.45% 4.37% 0.60% 3.72% 2.10% 0.84% 3.14% 2.08% 0.92% 1.42% 3.09% 1.55%

Methods Cloth Sport
MRR NDCG@10 NDCG@20 NDCG@30 HR@10 HR@20 HR@30 MRR NDCG@10 NDCG@20 NDCG@30 HR@10 HR@20 HR@30

CMF 1.42(±0.17) 1.06(±0.15) 1.73(±0.10) 2.00(±0.21) 2.60(±0.43) 4.95(±0.64) 6.25(±0.32) 1.29(±0.12) 1.00(±0.30) 1.59(±0.23) 1.86(±0.12) 2.60(±0.96) 4.95(±0.64) 6.25(±0.32)
LFM 1.48(±0.02) 1.02(±0.06) 1.46(±0.04) 1.84(±0.03) 2.42(±0.10) 4.16(±0.13) 5.94(±0.21) 1.56(±0.22) 1.06(±0.23) 1.52(±0.24) 1.96(±0.22) 2.44(±0.31) 4.32(±0.38) 6.40(±0.33)
EMCDR-MF 1.55(±0.69) 1.27(±0.11) 1.40(±0.04) 2.08(±0.11) 2.60(±0.32) 4.17(±0.32) 6.16(±0.91) 2.04(±0.46) 1.49(±0.46) 1.94(±0.38) 2.22(±0.44) 2.08(±0.32) 4.17(±0.31) 5.21(±0.32)
EMCDR-NGCF 1.98(±0.69) 1.64(±0.85) 1.98(±0.70) 2.37(±0.42) 2.34(±0.96) 3.65(±0.32) 5.47(±0.96) 2.39(±0.68) 1.92(±0.73) 2.50(±0.72) 2.90(±0.86) 3.13(±0.96) 5.47(±0.96) 7.29(±1.59)
PTUPCDR 2.09(±0.30) 2.15(±0.21) 2.47(±0.35) 2.53(±0.41) 3.47(±0.32) 3.65(±0.64) 6.77(±0.96) 1.14(±0.31) 0.55(±0.29) 0.89(±0.52) 1.89(±0.65) 1.56(±0.32) 2.86(±1.28) 7.55(±1.91)
DisenCDR 2.13(±0.12) 1.42(±0.03) 2.29(±0.23) 3.11(±0.52) 3.08(±0.13) 6.58(±0.78) 10.44(±1.14) 2.58(±0.18) 1.54(±0.08) 2.51(±0.12) 3.58(±0.08) 3.22(±0.07) 7.09(±0.27) 12.14(±0.65)
UniCDR 2.70(±0.18) 2.70(±0.23) 3.48(±0.29) 4.03(±0.31) 5.20(±0.48) 8.31(±0.74) 10.93(±0.83) 1.70(±0.15) 1.55(±0.20) 2.11(±0.23) 2.51(±0.25) 3.09(±0.46) 5.33(±0.50) 7.20(±0.57)
CDRIB 3.24(±0.16) 3.40(±0.16) 4.39(±0.13) 5.14(±0.17) 6.54(±0.24) 10.80(±0.17) 14.35(±0.24) 4.17(±0.13) 4.44(±0.12) 5.75(±0.17) 6.61(±0.16) 8.68(±0.25) 13.91(±0.31) 17.95(±0.33)
DPMCDR 2.86(±0.02) 2.88(±0.04) 3.97(±0.05) 4.79(±0.12) 6.00(±0.23) 11.03(±0.12) 14.19(±0.27) 4.12(±0.27) 4.27(±0.27) 5.54(±0.37) 6.46(±0.29) 8.19(±0.34) 13.27(±0.48) 17.63(±0.37)
HJID 3.43(±0.24) 3.50(±0.30) 4.53(±0.31) 5.31(±0.28) 6.79(±0.47) 11.90(±0.53) 14.54(±0.39) 4.61(±0.04) 4.85(±0.08) 6.26(±0.06) 7.15(±0.07) 9.17(±0.30) 14.77(±0.16) 19.08(±0.23)
CIDER* 3.61(±0.17) 3.68(±0.20) 4.90(±0.44) 5.63(±0.16) 6.99(±0.27) 12.11(±0.23) 15.21(±0.39) 4.88(±0.06) 5.24(±0.19) 6.43(±0.36) 7.28(±0.19) 9.74(±0.27) 15.10(±0.15) 19.56(±0.16)
Improved(%) 4.91% 14.44% 7.63% 5.69% 2.83% 1.67% 4.41% 5.53% 7.48% 2.74% 4.40% 5.92% 2.20% 2.43%

Methods Game Cloth
MRR NDCG@10 NDCG@20 NDCG@30 HR@10 HR@20 HR@30 MRR NDCG@10 NDCG@20 NDCG@30 HR@10 HR@20 HR@30

CMF 1.02(±0.07) 0.74(±0.07) 1.05(±0.09) 1.22(±0.15) 2.08(±0.10) 3.39(±0.16) 4.17(±0.47) 0.98(±0.34) 0.49(±0.02) 0.96(±0.04) 1.28(±0.09) 1.30(±0.13) 3.13(±0.19) 4.95(±0.18)
LFM 1.60(±0.04) 1.06(±0.06) 1.52(±0.07) 1.96(±0.09) 2.28(±0.17) 4.20(±0.20) 6.28(±0.40) 1.62(±0.04) 1.10(±0.17) 1.58(±0.17) 2.00(±0.15) 2.40(±0.13) 4.34(±0.14) 6.30(±0.50)
EMCDR-MF 1.11(±0.06) 0.69(±0.06) 1.02(±0.18) 1.41(±0.19) 2.08(±0.32) 2.86(±0.48) 4.69(±0.84) 1.02(±0.13) 0.48(±0.06) 1.01(±0.24) 1.45(±0.13) 1.30(±0.06) 3.39(±0.05) 6.51(±0.32)
EMCDR-NGCF 1.22(±0.08) 0.91(±0.04) 1.35(±0.12) 1.58(±0.19) 2.86(±0.64) 4.43(±0.32) 5.73(±0.64) 1.06(±0.09) 0.46(±0.25) 1.02(±0.08) 1.52(±0.09) 1.30(±0.16) 4.17(±0.32) 5.73(±0.28)
PTUPCDR 1.57(±0.04) 1.19(±0.02) 1.45(±0.07) 2.74(±0.19) 3.39(±0.64) 5.73(±0.32) 7.29(±0.96) 2.03(±0.21) 1.55(±0.23) 2.21(±0.34) 3.15(±0.13) 2.86(±0.32) 5.47(±0.32) 9.90(±0.36)
DisenCDR 2.15(±0.02) 1.47(±0.16) 2.31(±0.09) 3.04(±0.35) 3.23(±0.34) 6.61(±0.37) 10.07(±1.27) 3.20(±0.54) 2.82(±0.27) 3.44(±0.17) 4.03(±0.69) 4.95(±0.84) 7.40(±0.46) 10.22(±0.70)
UniCDR 2.14(±0.12) 2.10(±0.19) 2.79(±0.21) 3.18(±0.25) 4.16(±0.50) 6.92(±0.61) 8.79(±0.77) 2.28(±0.11) 2.23(±0.12) 2.95(±0.17) 3.49(±0.22) 4.39(±0.25) 7.28(±0.44) 9.80(±0.71)
CDRIB 3.30(±0.08) 3.40(±0.07) 4.43(±0.10) 5.15(±0.08) 6.71(±0.08) 10.83(±0.18) 14.18(±0.09) 3.58(±0.07) 3.63(±0.08) 4.70(±0.09) 5.48(±0.13) 6.86(±0.12) 11.10(±0.18) 14.79(±0.42)
DPMCDR 3.89(±0.19) 4.06(±0.24) 5.26(±0.28) 6.00(±0.27) 7.76(±0.44) 12.54(±0.60) 15.94(±0.59) 3.61(±0.10) 3.72(±0.13) 4.82(±0.09) 5.56(±0.10) 7.19(±0.27) 11.59(±0.08) 15.05(±0.13)
HJID 4.10(±0.06) 4.48(±0.04) 5.55(±0.05) 6.28(±0.05) 8.76(±0.07) 13.04(±0.18) 16.45(±0.15) 3.81(±0.05) 4.00(±0.09) 5.14(±0.05) 5.83(±0.08) 7.72(±0.20) 12.27(±0.12) 16.52(±0.23)
CIDER* 4.24(±0.08) 4.59(±0.07) 5.76(±0.15) 6.43(±0.07) 8.98(±0.09) 13.59(±0.34) 16.74(±0.25) 3.87(±0.26) 4.19(±0.11) 5.49(±0.14) 5.98(±0.19) 7.84(±0.23) 13.14(±0.15) 16.88(±0.17)
Improved(%) 3.26% 2.34% 3.72% 2.40% 2.42% 4.07% 1.75% 1.62% 4.53% 6.45% 2.50% 1.50% 6.67% 2.11%

Methods Game Sport
MRR NDCG@10 NDCG@20 NDCG@30 HR@10 HR@20 HR@30 MRR NDCG@10 NDCG@20 NDCG@30 HR@10 HR@20 HR@30

CMF 1.45(±0.28) 1.60(±0.13) 2.12(±0.19) 2.56(±0.23) 4.13(±0.61) 5.88(±0.72) 8.29(±0.84) 1.52(±0.21) 1.17(±0.26) 1.43(±0.42) 1.76(±0.37) 2.49(±0.14) 4.21(±0.19) 5.43(±0.85)
LFM 1.48(±0.05) 1.02(±0.04) 1.46(±0.16) 1.84(±0.12) 2.42(±0.15) 4.16(±0.25) 5.94(±0.33) 1.56(±0.11) 1.06(±0.14) 1.52(±0.24) 1.96(±0.28) 2.44(±0.24) 4.32(±0.27) 6.40(±0.54)
EMCDR-MF 1.58(±0.35) 1.60(±0.13) 2.12(±0.19) 2.12(±0.54) 3.34(±0.15) 5.09(±0.19) 5.99(±0.23) 1.39(±0.25) 1.44(±0.21) 1.89(±0.47) 2.50(±0.52) 3.01(±0.32) 5.83(±0.28) 7.36(±0.71)
EMCDR-NGCF 1.35(±0.27) 0.97(±0.33) 1.62(±0.50) 2.12(±0.54) 2.68(±0.28) 7.95(±0.66) 8.63(±0.54) 1.86(±0.06) 1.15(±0.09) 1.66(±0.29) 2.11(±0.36) 2.86(±0.14) 4.95(±0.08) 7.36(±0.27)
PTUPCDR 1.54(±0.30) 1.35(±0.14) 2.05(±0.06) 2.27(±0.08) 2.42(±0.09) 5.02(±0.55) 6.92(±0.14) 1.56(±0.23) 1.33(±0.14) 2.45(±0.20) 2.78(±0.02) 2.90(±0.18) 7.02(±0.37) 8.94(±0.50)
DisenCDR 2.18(±0.08) 1.50(±0.03) 2.80(±0.38) 3.63(±0.57) 3.32(±0.19) 8.52(±1.59) 12.42(±1.43) 2.33(±0.21) 1.72(±0.22) 2.82(±0.39) 3.69(±0.48) 3.87(±0.60) 8.28(±1.28) 12.40(±1.72)
UniCDR 2.65(±0.11) 2.62(±0.08) 3.35(±0.06) 3.92(±0.10) 4.95(±0.03) 7.87(±0.46) 10.56(±0.51) 2.60(±0.42) 2.59(±0.50) 3.38(±0.58) 3.83(±0.60) 4.94(±0.85) 8.07(±1.16) 10.21(±1.24)
CDRIB 3.64(±0.10) 3.88(±0.10) 4.97(±0.11) 5.71(±0.09) 7.71(±0.08) 12.04(±0.15) 15.52(±0.15) 4.25(±0.29) 4.50(±0.29) 5.83(±0.36) 6.64(±0.44) 8.67(±0.42) 13.95(±0.72) 17.76(±1.07)
DPMCDR 3.43(±0.09) 3.61(±0.12) 4.82(±0.08) 5.58(±0.08) 7.28(±0.24) 12.07(±0.24) 15.67(±0.38) 4.01(±0.22) 4.22(±0.38) 5.56(±0.25) 6.39(±0.21) 8.36(±0.43) 13.69(±0.31) 17.63(±0.16)
HJID 3.92(±0.06) 4.17(±0.09) 5.23(±0.06) 5.97(±0.09) 7.96(±0.18) 12.22(±0.07) 15.70(±0.26) 4.60(±0.10) 4.91(±0.10) 6.32(±0.08) 7.20(±0.07) 9.45(±0.21) 15.05(±0.08) 19.22(±0.19)
CIDER* 4.08(±0.13) 4.27(±0.14) 5.49(±0.09) 6.07(±0.15) 8.18(±0.14) 12.56(±0.18) 16.24(±0.25) 4.67(±0.07) 4.96(±0.16) 6.39(±0.05) 7.35(±0.17) 9.63(±0.33) 15.41(±0.13) 19.72(±0.34)
Improved(%) 4.02% 2.44% 2.97% 1.69% 2.71% 2.72% 3.36% 1.41% 1.03% 1.17% 2.14% 1.90% 2.34% 2.55%

Methods Video Cloth
MRR NDCG@10 NDCG@20 NDCG@30 HR@10 HR@20 HR@30 MRR NDCG@10 NDCG@20 NDCG@30 HR@10 HR@20 HR@30

CMF 1.01(±0.04) 0.45(±0.14) 0.70(±0.09) 1.20(±0.11) 1.04(±0.32) 2.08(±0.64) 4.43(±0.84) 1.20(±0.13) 0.73(±0.07) 1.45(±0.20) 1.89(±0.14) 1.82(±0.32) 4.69(±0.55) 6.77(±0.32)
LFM 1.55(±0.08) 1.07(±0.08) 1.53(±0.17) 1.93(±0.13) 2.54(±0.21) 4.37(±0.31) 6.23(±0.30) 1.64(±0.12) 1.11(±0.13) 1.59(±0.15) 2.06(±0.25) 2.56(±0.16) 4.536(±0.27) 6.72(±0.46)
EMCDR-MF 0.87(±0.49) 0.49(±0.14) 0.80(±0.09) 1.19(±0.49) 1.56(±0.32) 2.86(±0.55) 4.69(±0.32) 1.01(±0.09) 0.70(±0.07) 1.03(±0.21) 1.36(±0.17) 2.08(±0.32) 3.39(±0.84) 4.95(±0.64)
EMCDR-NGCF 2.11(±0.29) 1.63(±0.36) 1.88(±0.43) 2.27(±0.45) 2.34(±0.55) 3.39(±0.84) 6.25(±0.91) 1.00(±0.12) 0.51(±0.03) 1.15(±0.16) 1.53(±0.24) 1.56(±0.09) 4.17(±0.32) 5.99(±0.84)
PTUPCDR 1.86(±0.15) 1.77(±0.19) 2.01(±0.21) 2.52(±0.29) 3.91(±0.55) 4.95(±0.78) 7.29(±1.09) 1.45(±0.04) 1.37(±0.06) 2.01(±0.33) 2.23(±0.27) 3.65(±0.32) 6.25(±0.59) 7.29(±0.91)
DisenCDR 2.12(±0.04) 1.50(±0.10) 2.49(±0.07) 3.30(±0.07) 3.45(±0.26) 7.40(±0.15) 11.23(±0.26) 2.16(±0.01) 1.60(±0.05) 2.44(±0.04) 3.26(±0.05) 3.53(±0.12) 6.88(±0.16) 10.78(±0.31)
UniCDR 1.71(±0.19) 1.63(±0.21) 2.14(±0.20) 2.48(±0.21) 3.29(±0.32) 5.32(±0.26) 6.92(±0.31) 2.93(±0.16) 2.94(±0.18) 3.89(±0.25) 4.57(±0.27) 5.84(±0.39) 9.60(±0.67) 12.82(±0.77)
CDRIB 4.13(±0.09) 4.30(±0.07) 5.70(±0.11) 6.65(±0.13) 8.56(±0.07) 14.18(±0.20) 18.63(±0..36) 3.42(±0.11) 3.52(±0.14) 4.54(±0.10) 5.26(±0.11) 6.84(±0.24) 10.79(±0.12) 14.21(±0.06)
DPMCDR 3.94(±0.13) 4.07(±0.16) 5.44(±0.25) 6.45(±0.25) 8.27(±0.34) 13.76(±0.72) 18.48(±0.69) 3.31(±0.26) 3.32(±0.30) 4.40(±0.26) 5.16(±0.21) 6.41(±0.39) 10.59(±0.28) 14.17(±0.16)
HJID 4.56(±0.08) 4.82(±0.08) 6.19(±0.08) 7.15(±0.07) 9.46(±0.06) 14.92(±0.10) 19.42(±0.14) 3.69(±0.22) 3.82(±0.22) 4.82(±0.24) 5.55(±0.21) 7.22(±0.17) 11.22(±0.29) 14.66(±0.20)
CIDER* 4.88(±0.05) 5.18(±0.07) 6.68(±0.17) 7.71(±0.23) 10.00(±0.14) 15.95(±0.29) 20.79(±0.39) 3.96(±0.16) 4.04(±0.35) 5.10(±0.07) 5.80(±0.24) 7.43(±0.17) 11.66(±0.06) 15.11(±0.24)
Improved(%) 6.66% 7.07% 7.30% 7.25% 5.40% 6.43% 6.61% 6.93% 5.53% 5.50% 4.38% 2.92% 2.86% 3.01%

Methods Video Sport
MRR NDCG@10 NDCG@20 NDCG@30 HR@10 HR@20 HR@30 MRR NDCG@10 NDCG@20 NDCG@30 HR@10 HR@20 HR@30

CMF 1.32(±0.41) 0.85(±0.22) 1.12(±0.17) 1.45(±0.15) 1.56(±0.28) 2.60(±0.24) 4.17(±0.28) 0.97(±0.09) 0.45(±0.04) 0.85(±0.04) 1.01(±0.02) 1.04(±0.05) 2.60(±0.17) 3.39(±0.22)
LFM 1.31(±0.07) 0.90(±0.10) 1.29(±0.19) 1.63(±0.21) 2.14(±0.18) 3.68(±0.25) 5.26(±0.26) 1.38(±0.20) 0.94(±0.24) 1.33(±0.15) 1.73(±0.15) 2.15(±0.15) 3.82(±0.27) 5.66(±0.28)
EMCDR-MF 1.12(±0.22) 0.53(±0.21) 0.73(±0.13) 1.02(±0.08) 1.04(±0.05) 1.82(±0.06) 3.13(±0.08) 0.99(±0.07) 0.66(±0.02) 0.97(±0.13) 1.25(±0.23) 1.82(±0.32) 3.13(±0.32) 5.47(±0.46)
EMCDR-NGCF 1.16(±0.13) 0.77(±0.14) 0.96(±0.14) 1.41(±0.21) 1.82(±0.32) 2.60(±0.32) 4.69(±0.55) 1.07(±0.22) 0.62(±0.31) 1.14(±0.37) 1.47(±0.41) 1.56(±0.55) 3.65(±0.59) 5.21(±0.61)
PTUPCDR 1.43(±0.37) 1.11(±0.32) 1.55(±0.35) 1.82(±0.36) 2.60(±0.32) 4.43(±0.64) 5.73(±0.55) 1.42(±0.20) 0.82(±0.25) 2.37(±0.22) 2.59(±0.11) 2.16(±0.32) 3.46(±0.55) 6.77(±0.69)
DisenCDR 2.22(±0.09) 1.34(±0.28) 2.31(±0.29) 3.27(±0.19) 2.98(±0.62) 6.88(±0.63) 11.42(±0.27) 2.35(±0.34) 1.99(±0.49) 3.15(±0.59) 3.86(±0.44) 4.66(±1.02) 9.25(±1.42) 12.61(±0.76)
UniCDR 2.97(±0.11) 3.06(±0.10) 3.81(±0.21) 4.42(±0.30) 5.94(±0.26) 8.89(±0.73) 11.74(±1.17) 2.95(±0.20) 2.97(±0.23) 3.89(±0.28) 4.52(±0.28) 5.80(±0.40) 9.46(±0.62) 12.45(±0.68)
CDRIB 4.74(±0.19) 5.04(±0.24) 6.44(±0.32) 7.40(±0.37) 9.73(±0.53) 15.26(±0.89) 19.79(±1.10) 4.56(±0.12) 4.88(±0.13) 6.08(±0.15) 6.92(±0.21) 9.17(±0.23) 13.91(±0.34) 17.89(±0.64)
DPMCDR 4.57(±0.25) 4.81(±0.29) 6.28(±0.28) 7.28(±0.27) 9.42(±0.38) 15.25(±0.35) 19.94(±0.33) 4.39(±0.08) 4.62(±0.15) 5.87(±0.15) 6.74(±0.12) 8.64(±0.32) 13.67(±0.37) 17.78(±0.23)
HJID 5.05(±0.27) 5.53(±0.33) 6.95(±0.29) 7.96(±0.29) 10.86(±0.49) 16.54(±0.32) 21.33(±0.34) 4.91(±0.10) 5.28(±0.09) 6.59(±0.11) 7.46(±0.08) 9.90(±0.05) 15.13(±0.19) 19.22(±0.06)
CIDER* 5.35(±0.32) 5.71(±0.16) 7.28(±0.09) 8.26(±0.34) 11.07(±0.30) 17.04(±0.35) 21.73(±0.46) 5.00(±0.08) 5.43(±0.22) 6.76(±0.15) 7.85(±0.24) 10.81(±0.21) 15.62(±0.15) 19.73(±0.19)
Improved(%) 5.66% 3.26% 4.65% 3.67% 1.92% 2.91% 1.82% 1.72% 2.80% 2.50% 4.91% 8.44% 3.17% 2.59%

showing significant improvements. For example, in the Cloth-
Sport tasks, CIDER outperforms the leading bridge-based
model, PTUPCDR, with NDCG improvements of 1.53%,
2.43%, and 3.1%. By imposing bijective constraints on the
relationships of variant facets across domains, CIDER ensures
optimal prediction results while minimizing modifications,
thus maximizing the effective transfer of features.

2) Comparison with Alignment methods: Traditional align-
ment methods focus on directly applying user representations.
In CMF, users who interact with both domains reuse their
representations across the domains without any adjustments,
which results in unreliable performance in CDR settings. This

stems from the assumption that all information can be directly
reused between domains, which often fails to hold in practice.
Differently, LFM surpasses CMF in most evaluation metrics
by assuming that the representations in both domains are
generated from a shared latent space. While providing im-
provements, both methods struggle to effectively differentiate
between general and complex features and, thus, encounter
difficulties in producing satisfactory prediction outcomes for
both domains. Empirical evidence decisively favors align-
ment methods with disentanglement over bridge counterparts,
highlighting the utility of optimization constraints in aligning
domain-shared attributes. As an example, DPMCDR, the best
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Fig. 5: Impact of different overlapping ratios.

performer among the Constraint family, significantly leads
PTUPCDR by 4.53% and 4.24% in terms of NDCG@30
for the Game-Video CDR task. However, these methods
have yet to demonstrate consistent robustness across all CDR
tasks, especially when domains are weakly correlated, such
as Game-Sport. In particular, DisenCDR exhibits standard
deviations of 1.41% and 1.45% for the HR@30 in the strong-
correlation Game-Video task. In the weak-correlation task, i.e.,
the Game-Sport scenario, DisenCDR still shows fluctuations
of 1.43% and 1.72% in HR@30 metric. To address this,
CDRIB and DPMCDR employ VIB to constrain the user/item
representations that effectively concentrate on domain-shared
information. For example, DPMCDR achieves 3.89% and
3.61% in MRR on the Game-Cloth task, outperforming both
DisenCDR and UniCDR, while maintaining more stable co-
variance compared to CDRIB. Nevertheless, none of these
methods have sufficiently considered the feasibility or trans-
ferability of decoupling user preferences while supporting
cross-domain associations. Instead, they primarily focus on
extracting information applicable to both domains, overlook-
ing dependencies among user preferences across domains.
CIDER seeks to address both general alignable and variant,
transferrable factors with a hierarchical subspace disentangle-
ment of representations. It builds the model upon the feature
hierarchy principle and disentanglement of latent factors,
enabling improved robustness when encountering domain-
relevant components within each domain. Consequently, our
approach achieves superior performance across all CDR tasks,
regardless of their correlations.

C. Impact of Overlapped Ratio (RQ2)

CDR with few overlapping users demands that models
precisely capture shared and adaptable user patterns from
interactions across source and target domains. This allows for
robust performance under extreme conditions, demonstrating
the value of captured shared information. To address RQ2,
we apply varying ratios of overlapped users (0%, 25%, 50%,
75%, and 100%) in the training set, keeping the testing
and validation sets consistent. Due to space limitations, we
only present the MRR results for two CDR tasks, comparing
CIDER with non-overlapped CDRIB and DPMCDR.

Figure 5 demonstrates DPMCDR’s superiority over CDRIB
across most metrics in Video-Sport tasks under non-overlapped
scenarios, with only minor declines in the Game-Cloth sce-

TABLE III: Ablation study

Methods Game Video
MRR NDCG@30 HR@30 MRR NDCG@30 HR@30

A 0.0478 0.0720 0.1840 0.0426 0.0648 0.1704
B 0.0357 0.0620 0.1783 0.0387 0.0604 0.1640
C 0.0480 0.0769 0.2008 0.0463 0.0701 0.1834
D 0.0449 0.0738 0.2040 0.0415 0.0689 0.1907
E 0.0450 0.0717 0.1926 0.0389 0.0618 0.1681
Ours 0.0492 0.0777 0.2054 0.0443 0.0701 0.1925

Methods Cloth Sport
MRR NDCG@30 HR@30 MRR NDCG@30 HR@30

A 0.0351 0.0553 0.1504 0.0408 0.0644 0.1755
B 0.0289 0.0485 0.1442 0.0275 0.0404 0.1045
C 0.0358 0.0561 0.1525 0.0432 0.0679 0.1829
D 0.0307 0.0506 0.1475 0.0421 0.0687 0.1916
E 0.0360 0.0558 0.1504 0.0420 0.0653 0.1741
Ours 0.0361 0.0563 0.1521 0.0488 0.0748 0.1956

Methods Game Cloth
MRR NDCG@30 HR@30 MRR NDCG@30 HR@30

A 0.0376 0.0586 0.1545 0.0369 0.0556 0.1460
B 0.0362 0.0566 0.1526 0.0350 0.0533 0.1407
C 0.0403 0.0620 0.1645 0.0371 0.0571 0.1534
D 0.0349 0.0556 0.1549 0.0363 0.0571 0.1565
E 0.0397 0.0616 0.1627 0.0376 0.0570 0.1509
Ours 0.0424 0.0643 0.1674 0.0387 0.0598 0.1688

nario. Unlike CDRIB, which relies on overlapped users as an-
chors for cross-domain correspondence, DPMCDR eliminates
the need for exact user overlap to align representations across
domains. Thus, CDRIB surpasses DPMCDR in most over-
lapped CDR tasks while falling behind it in non-overlapped
CDR tasks. CIDER further advances this by hierarchically
connecting user representations, avoiding strong constraints on
correspondence, and enforcing joint identifiability to capture
cross-domain correlations from two subspaces. This strategy
allows CIDER to model both domain-variant and domain-
invariant factors under domain shifts even without explicit
cross-domain relationships.

Considering various ratios of overlapping users, CIDER
series models (CIDER-0% to CIDER-100%) generally per-
form better than DPMCDR and CDRIB, particularly at higher
overlapping user ratios. With an increasing ratio of overlapping
users, CIDER series models show a clear trend of improve-
ment in MRR across two CDR tasks. This suggests that a
higher proportion of overlapping users enhances CIDER’s gen-
eralization and performance by providing critical information
about cross-domain relationships, which supports the learning
process for capturing bijective transformations of domain-
relevant components.

D. Ablation Studies (RQ3)

In this section, 5 variants are imposed to thoroughly eval-
uate each proposed module. Variant A only performs repre-
sentation encoding; Variant B implements Maximum Mean
discrepancy to align representations in both shallow and deep
layers; Variant C aligns representations in two subspaces using
centroid-based alignment; Variant D applies CPA in shallow
subspace and deep subspace identification in deep subspace,
but removes the invertible Flow-based transformations G(·);
Variant E abandons the feature hierarchy principle and applies
deep subspace identification to whole representations.

As shown in Table III, variant A outperforms variant B
across all metrics. This may suggest that traditional alignment
methods can be unstable in certain cases, potentially misalign-
ing cross-domain attributes. However, variant C, based on our
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proposed CPA method, surpasses both variant A and variant B,
demonstrating the advantages of aligning user interests based
on fine-grained interest classes. In combating the domain-
relevant transformation, Variant D surpasses Variant B in all
metrics. Specifically, it shows an MRR increase of 0.92%
and 0.28% in the strongly correlated Game-Video task, with
only slight drops in the weakly correlated Game-Cloth task.
These findings suggest that domain-relevant factors dominate
deep user representations, while identifiable joint distribu-
tions are essential for successful cross-domain transformation.
However, compared to Variant C, Variant D shows minimal
improvement, or even a decrease in performance in some
tasks, possibly due to the inability to capture variations of
domain-relevant components. Although Variant E ensures joint
identifiability, may fail to fully leverage domain-irrelevant
information, leading to variable performance. To sum up, the
full CIDER consistently outperforms all other variants by
establishing hierarchical relationships in user representations
and ensuring identifiable joint distribution of çross-user repre-
sentation, regardless of domain correlation strength.

E. Parameter sensitivity (RQ 4)

We search the best value of the following 7 parameters: user
group size N , the invertible generative model, the number
of centroids T , the number of encoder layers K, the depth
of shallow layers k, the temperature α, and embedding size
throughout the encoder neural network. The results in 6 CDR
tasks are shown in Fig. 6.

A smaller group size yields the best performance for
CIDER. Notably, five CDR tasks achieve optimal performance
across most metrics with a group size of N=16, while Game-
Sport performs best at N=1024. When the group size is small,
the model converges progressively to the optimal solution
over multiple iterations, making it a highly efficient strategy.
Conversely, our model can also effectively infer the target joint
distribution with a large enough number of random samples,
which may account for the reliable performance seen with
larger group sizes.

In the Shallow Subspace Alignment module, two important
hyperparameters — namely, the number of interest classes
(centroids) T and the temperature α — control the conver-
gence of CIDER. We observe that different domains require
different numbers of centroids, indicating the presence of
diverse interest classes across contexts. For instance, the
Game-Video and Video-Cloth tasks achieve optimal results
with T=5 centroids. Game-Sport and Game-Cloth require
the most centroids to align shallow user representations,
suggesting a more granular division of interests in these
domains. The temperature α regulates the sharpness of
assigning user representations to specific centroids. Lower
temperatures result in the probability distribution spread more
evenly across centroids, whereas higher temperatures lead to
sharper assignments, with users being assigned to centroids
with greater confidence. CIDER achieves the best performance
with the highest temperature, α=3, in most metrics across the
six CDR tasks, indicating that user representations are well-
separated and strongly associated with specific centroids.

In the deep subspace, four invertible transformations, MAF,
NAF, NODE, and NCSF, are compared. All Flow-based mod-
els employed three layers for fairness. CIDER provides the
most stable performance with NCSF for bijective genera-
tions in all tasks. As the layers of representation encoders will
establish an initial basis for CIDER, we then investigate the
optimal number of encoder layers K. Since the FH principle
is employed and the 1-layer encoder is not suitable for hierar-
chical structures, we only conduct experiments in the range of
in {2, 3, 4, 5}. Empirical results indicate that a 3-layer VBGE
configuration yields superior performance across multiple
metrics. Subsequently, we fix K=5 and examine the most
effective shallow layers k for shallow subspace alignment
within {1, 2, 3, 4}. The optimal value of k varies among
different CDR tasks. Higher aligned layers possess superior
results, encouraging CIDER to decouple user representations
into shallow-layer and deep-layer representations at higher
levels.

Finally, we assess the embedding size d across {8, 16,
32, 64, 128} with 3-layer VBGEs and NCSF. Since we con-
catenate the outputs of each layer, the size of representations
spans across {24, 48, 128, 192, 384}. Optimal embedding
sizes vary across different scenarios. The metrics exhibit
fluctuation, with the optimal performance achieved at d=64
for Game-Video, Cloth-Sport, Game-Cloth, and Game-Sport
tasks, and d=128 for Video-Cloth and Video-Sport tasks.

VII. CONCLUSION AND FUTURE WORKS

We have introduced a hierarchical user preference model-
ing framework that resolves challenges in establishing cross-
domain joint identifiability by maintaining cross-domain con-
sistency. Specifically, we separate user representations into
shallow domain-irrelevant features and deep domain-relevant
features, in line with the FH principle. To align domain-
irrelevant features, we applied centroid-based alignment to
probabilistically coordinate general, domain-agnostic interest
classes within the shallow subspace. We further ensured joint
identifiability stable and variant components by constructing
a bijective mapping relationship across domains, guided by
a causal data generation graph regarding cross-domain user
preferences and behaviors. Empirical evaluations on real-
world datasets highlight CIDER’s superior performance over
current methods, establishing a new state-of-the-art. Future
work will aim to uncover robust relationships and extend
model generalization to multi-modal contexts.
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Fig. 6: Parameter evaluation in 6 CDR tasks. Line 1: user group size N ; line 2: the type of invertible generative model; line
3: the number of centroids T ; line 4: the number of encoder layers K; line 5: the depth of shallow layers k; line 6: the
temperature α; line 7: embedding size.
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