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Abstract
Recent advancements in autoregressive Large Language Models
(LLMs) have achieved significant milestones, largely attributed to
their scalability, often referred to as the "scaling law". Inspired by
these achievements, there has been a growing interest in adapt-
ing LLMs for Recommendation Systems (RecSys) by reformulating
RecSys tasks into generative problems. However, these End-to-End
Generative Recommendation (E2E-GR) methods tend to prioritize
idealized goals, often at the expense of the practical advantages of-
fered by traditional Deep Learning based Recommendation Models
(DLRMs) in terms of in features, architecture, and practices. This
disparity between idealized goals and practical needs introduces sev-
eral challenges and limitations, locking the scaling law in industrial
RecSys. In this paper, we introduce a large user model (LUM) that
addresses these limitations through a three-step paradigm, designed
to meet the stringent requirements of industrial settings while un-
locking the potential for scalable recommendations. Our extensive
experimental evaluations demonstrate that LUM outperforms both
state-of-the-art DLRMs and E2E-GR approaches. Notably, LUM
exhibits excellent scalability, with performance improvements ob-
served as the model scales up to 7 billion parameters. Additionally,
we have successfully deployed LUM in an industrial application,
where it achieved significant gains in an A/B test, further validating
its effectiveness and practicality.
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1 Introduction
In recent years, autoregressive large language models (LLMs) have
achieved significant breakthroughs, primarily due to their adher-
ence to the principle of scalability, often referred to as the "scaling
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law". This law posits that there is a predictable and continuous im-
provement in model performance as the computational resources
allocated to the model are increased[17, 18].

In parallel, the field of recommendation systems (RecSys) has
been actively investigating the potential for leveraging similar scal-
ability principles. Early research has highlighted that traditional
deep learning-based recommendationmodels (DLRMs), widely used
in industry, do not exhibit the same level of scalability observed in
LLMs[23]. This discrepancy can be attributed to the fundamental
differences between generative models and discriminative models.
Specifically, generative models require a more substantial capacity
to effectively capture the complex joint probability distribution
𝑝 (𝑥,𝑦) of the data, whereas discriminative models, such as tradi-
tional DLRMs, focus on modeling the simpler conditional proba-
bility 𝑝 (𝑦 |𝑥). As a result, the benefits of increased computational
resources are less pronounced in discriminative models [5, 13, 23].

Consequently, several studies have endeavored to mimic the gen-
erative models approach by reformulating the retrieval and ranking
tasks within RecSys as generative tasks. This is achieved through
utilizing User Behavior Sequences (UBS) as the corpus and training
a transformer architecture on a "next-item prediction" task in an
end-to-end fashion [6, 23]. However, these end-to-end Generative
Recommendation methods (E2E-GRs) tend to overemphasize ide-
alized goals, thereby neglecting the inherent strengths in features,
architecture, and practices of DLRMs. This gap between idealized
goals and practical implementation in the modeling paradigm has
subsequently given rise to a series of challenges and limitations.
(1) Inconsistency Between Generative Training and Discrim-
inative Application: Despite their proficiency in capturing the
intricate patterns and distributions inherent in data, E2E-GRs often
exhibit limitations when applied to specific discriminative tasks,
such as click-through rate prediction where both calibration abil-
ity and ranking ability are paramount [20]. This disparity stems
from the intrinsic focus of generative models on the process of data
generation rather than on the precise predictive outcomes. As a
result, although generative models are adept at capturing inherent
distributions of data, they may not consistently satisfy the rigorous
demands of discriminative applications, which require high levels
of accuracy and specificity [2, 14, 21].
(2) Efficiency Challenges: The demand for high efficiency in con-
tinuous streaming training, coupled with the stringent low-latency
requirements for online real-time inference (beyond the throughput
considerations mentioned in [23]), presents significant challenges
for the direct implementation of E2E-GRs in industrial settings.
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1 # This program prints 
Hello, world!

2  
3 print("Hello, world!");

Specific tasks

Figure 1: Intuitive insight from the common paradigm in using LLM to the proposed multi-step, generative-to-discriminative
paradigm.

Even when deployment is feasible, these efficiency constraints con-
tinue to impede the scalability of these E2E models (Section 5.4).
(3) Lack of Flexibility: E2E-GRs exhibit a notable limitation in
their ability to adapt to the dynamic and evolving nature of busi-
ness requirements. Specifically, the incorporation of new types
of behavioral data, such as refund behaviors or behaviors asso-
ciated with new scenarios, presents a significant challenge. The
inherent structure of E2E-GRs necessitates that any modification
to the input schema, including the addition of new elements, trig-
gers a requirement for retraining the entire model. This rigidity
not only complicates the integration of new features but also im-
poses substantial constraints on the system’s adaptability. The need
to retrain the model from scratch upon any schema alteration is
both time-consuming and resource-intensive, thereby diminishing
the practicality of E2E-GRs in industrial settings where rapid and
flexible responses to changing conditions are often critical.
(4) Limited Compatibility: E2E-GRs are constructed using raw
UBS with a transformer architecture. This approach inherently lim-
its their compatibility with pre-existing industrial knowledge, such
as explicit feature engineering and the parameter inheritance from
DLRMs. Consequently, a significant performance gap often emerges
between the developmental stages of these E2E-GRs and their real-
world deployment in industrial settings (Section 5.3). This gap is
particularly pronounced in applications where the online model
has been refined over several years or even decades. This discrep-
ancy underscores the need for more robust integration strategies
to bridge the gap between theoretical advancements and practical
applications.

In this paper, we rethink the critical question: How can we
effectively harness generative models to unlock scaling law
in industrial settings? This question compels us to revisit the
common paradigm in using LLMs (Figure 1). Specifically, LLMs
are initially trained in a generative manner on vast datasets, en-
abling them to assimilate a broad spectrum of knowledge. End-users
then interact with these models through diverse prompts, query-
ing them across a wide array of topics. Ultimately, the responses

generated by LLMs are utilized by end-users to make informed
decisions across multiple domains. Thismulti-step, generative-
to-discriminative nature of LLMs provides a foundational frame-
work for leveraging generative models in practical applications.
Drawing upon this insight, we propose a three-step paradigm for
training a Large User Model (LUM) tailored for industrial use. These
steps are outlined as follows (see Figure 1): (1) Step 1: Knowledge
Construction. A LUM is introduced, utilizing a transformer archi-
tecture and pre-trained through generative learning. This model
captures user interests and the collaborative relationships among
items, thereby characterizing a comprehensive knowledge base.
(2) Step 2: Knowledge Querying. In this phase, LUM is queried
with predefined questions pertaining to user-specific information,
facilitating the extraction of relevant insights. Intuitively, this pro-
cess can be fundamentally conceptualized as a form of "prompt
engineering" which is specifically designed to elicit an extensive
knowledge. (3) Step 3: Knowledge Utilization. The outputs from
LUM, obtained in Step 2, serve as supplementary features. These
are integrated into traditional DLRMs to enhance their predictive
accuracy and decision-making capabilities.

Generally speaking, we can benefit the three-step paradigm from
(1) In the first step, the generative learning of LUM enables the ex-
ploration of scaling laws, which are critical for enhancing model
performance. (2) The decoupled designed of our paradigm elimi-
nates the constraints associated with continue streaming training or
serving. This separation facilitates the implementation of caching
strategies for the LUM, thereby mitigating efficiency limitations. (3)
The third step ensures that DLRMs can meet the requirements for
real-time learning, flexibility, and compatibility. This is achieved by
integrating the previously learned LUM with DLRMs, thereby en-
hancing their adaptability to dynamic environments and ensuring
seamless integration with existing systems.

The remaining challenge is to effectively transfer the learned
data joint distribution 𝑝 (𝑥,𝑦) from the first step to downstream
discriminative tasks, thereby addressing the aforementioned limita-
tion. Ideally, the user knowledge encapsulated within LUM should
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exhibit a substantial correlation with the discriminative tasks at
hand. To achieve this, we introduce a novel tokenization strategy
for UBS, wherein each item is expanded into two distinct tokens:
a condition token and an item token (Figure 2 and Section 4.1.1).
Subsequently, we redefine the autoregressive learning process of
UBS from "next-item prediction" to "next-condition-item prediction".
This reformulation enables us to seamlessly trigger the relevant
knowledge from the LUM into the discriminative tasks by spec-
ifying various conditions during the second step of the process.
Finally, we have applied this approach to both offline datasets and
online industrial applications, achieving significant improvements
(Section 5.2 and 5.6). Furthermore, the LUM demonstrates scaling
properties similar to those observed in LLMs, allowing it to be
successfully scaled up to 7 billion parameters while maintaining
consistent performance enhancements. These findings underscore
the robustness and adaptability of the LUM in diverse industrial
application scenarios.

In summary, our contribution are summarized as follows:
•We introduce a pioneering three-step paradigm specifically tai-
lored for industrial applications.
•We propose a large user model (LUM) that incorporates a "next-
condition-item prediction" task, to bridge the gap between genera-
tive pre-training and discriminative applications.
• Comprehensive empirical evaluations demonstrate that the pro-
posed three-step paradigm based LUM significantly enhances the
performance of downstream tasks in both public and industrial set-
tings. Notably, our experiments reveal a clear scaling law governing
the performance of LUM, which underscores the importance of scal-
ing up the model size for optimal results. Additionally, we have
successfully deploy it on our industrial applications and achieve
significant gains in an A/B test. This observation not only validates
the effectiveness of our approach but also serves as a catalyst for
further exploration and advancement in this research direction.

2 Related works
Deep Learning based Recommendation Models. Traditional
DLRMs typically employ a deep neural network and can be broadly
categorized into two primary classes: (1) Retrieval-Oriented Mod-
els: These models primarily focus on retrieving the most relevant
items for users. They often utilize a two-tower architecture, such
as EDB [9], or sequential models, like SASRec [10], BERT4Rec [19],
and GRU4Rec[8] to effectively capture the correlations between
users and items. (2) Click-Through Rate (CTR) Prediction Models:
This category of models is designed to predict the click-through
rate. Many of these models adopt an Embedding + Multi-Layer
Perceptron (MLP) architecture. Some works, such as DeepFM [7]
and xDeepFM [11], aim to build more complex interaction signals,
while others, including DIN [26], DIEN [25], SIM [16] and TWIN
[3], explore the significance of UBS. Despite the significant improve-
ments achieved by these methods in RecSys, they generally fail
to scale with increasing computational resources and do not fully
leverage the advancements in large foundation models.
Generative Recommendation Models. To investigate the scal-
ing laws, several studies have been conducted to emulate LLM
architectures and construct autoregressive transformers through
next-item prediction in an end-to-end manner [6, 23]. However, as
discussed in Section 1, these approaches often make strong and
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Figure 2: The comparison of different tokenizations

idealized assumptions that overlook the advantages of traditional
DLRMs in terms of in features, architecture, and practices. This
results in a series of issues and limitations when these models are
applied to industrial settings. In this paper, we propose a three-step
paradigm with LUM to address these limitations. It is worth noting
that there are also works that attempt to leverage the open-world
knowledge in LLMs to build content-based recommendation mod-
els via end-to-end (E2E) or multi-step training [1, 4, 12, 22]. These
efforts, however, fall outside the scope of our current study. Our
focus is on developing a scalable model that captures collaborative
filtering signals rather than content signals.
3 Preliminary
3.1 Traditional DLRMs
In the domain of RecSys, two primary tasks are identified: retrieval
and ranking. For the purpose of this discussion, we will focus on a
search scenario, though it is important to note that the paradigm
proposed herein is equally applicable to other industrial applica-
tions. Given a user 𝑢 ∈ U, an item 𝑖 ∈ I, a search term 𝑠 ∈ S:
Retrieval task: This task is aimed at identifying a subset of candi-
date items from the corpus that align with the user’s𝑢’s preferences,
as influenced by the query 𝑠 . A conventional approach to the re-
trieval task employs a two-tower architecture [9], comprising a
user-query tower UEnc and an item tower IEnc. These towers may
consist of any suitable neural network structures, such as MLPs.
The user-query tower encodes the user 𝑢 and the search term 𝑠

into a unified embedding 𝑒𝑟𝑢𝑠 = UEnc(𝑢𝑠), while the item tower
generates an embedding for the item 𝑖 denoted as 𝑒𝑟

𝑖
= IEnc(𝑖).

Subsequently, contrastive learning techniques are utilized to refine
the representations produced by these two towers.
Ranking Task: In contrast, the ranking task focuses on forecasting
the likelihood of a user 𝑢 clicking on an item 𝑖 in response to a
specific query 𝑠 . This is mathematically formalized as: 𝑦 = 𝑓 (𝑢, 𝑖, 𝑠)
where 𝑦 represents the predicted CTR and 𝑓 refers to the Embed-
ding+MLP architecture.

3.2 E2E-GRs via Next-item Prediction
In the context of E2E-GRs, given a UBS for user 𝑢 represented
as 𝐵𝑢 = {𝑖1, 𝑖2, ..., 𝑖𝐿} where 𝐿 denotes the length of the behav-
ior sequence, the next-item prediction framework posits that the
probability of an item 𝑖𝑘 appearing next is conditionally depen-
dent on the preceding items {𝑖1, 𝑖1, 𝑖2, ..., 𝑖𝑘−1}. Consequently, the
likelihood of the entire UBS 𝐵𝑢 can be mathematically expressed
as: 𝑝 (𝑖1, 𝑖2, ..., 𝑖𝐿) =

∏𝐿
𝑙=1 𝑝 (𝑖𝑙 |𝑖1, 𝑖2, ..., 𝑖𝑙−1). The objective of the

autoregressive learning process within E2E-GRs is to optimize
the distribution 𝑝𝜃 (𝑖1, 𝑖2, ..., 𝑖𝐿), a method commonly referred to
as "next-item prediction".
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Figure 3: (a) The architecture of LUM. (b) An example of query knowledge from pre-trained LUM. (c) An example of utilizing
knowledge in DLRMs.

4 Method
4.1 Step 1: Knowledge Construction via

Pre-training LUM
4.1.1 Tokenization. In this study, we propose a novel approach
to reformulating autoregressive modeling in UBS by transitioning
from a traditional "next-item prediction" framework to a more so-
phisticated "next-condition-item prediction" paradigm. Specifically,
each item 𝑖 within the sequence 𝐵𝑢 is decomposed into two dis-
tinct tokens: a condition token and an item token. Consequently,
the UBS can be represented as a sequence of alternating tokens:
{𝑐1, 𝑖1, 𝑐2, 𝑖2, ..., 𝑐𝑙 , 𝑖𝑙 }, where 𝑐𝑘 denotes the condition token asso-
ciated with the item 𝑖𝑘 (as illustrated in Figure 2). To elucidate,
consider a practical scenario where a user’s behavior encompasses
interactions with items across multiple scenarios, such as recom-
mendation and search scenarios. In this context, the condition token
𝑐𝑖 can be defined as a scenario token, thereby capturing the specific
environment in which the item 𝑖 was encountered. This approach
facilitates a nuanced understanding of user preferences and behav-
iors across different scenarios. It is important to note that while
other methods, such as HSTU [23], have introduced additional
action tokens, their methodology differs fundamentally from our
proposed framework. In HSTU, each item is extended as <item,
action> where the action 𝑎𝑘 is associated with the preceding item
𝑖𝑘 , rather than the subsequent item (Figure 2). As a result, HSTU’s
strategy is limited in its ability to predict the next item based on
varying conditions and fails to adequately capture user preferences
across different aspects.
4.1.2 Architecture. The overarching framework of LUM is depicted
in Figure 3 (a), presenting a hierarchical structure that encompasses
both a Token Encoder and a User Encoder.
Token Encoder. The input tokens for LUM exhibit heterogene-
ity, characterized by two primary categories: condition token 𝑐
and item token 𝑖 . Moreover, individual tokens may carry diverse
attribute features, such as ID, statistical, and content features as-
sociated with item tokens. The token encoder is devised to inte-
grate these heterogeneous inputs into a unified token embedding.
This process involves initially concatenating the various features
or embeddings of each token, followed by a projection layer to
consolidate and transform these features into a common represen-
tational space. Mathematically, this transformation is formalized
as: 𝑒𝑡 = proj𝑡 (concat(𝑓 𝑡1 ; 𝑓

𝑡
2 ; 𝑓

𝑡
3 ; ...)); 𝑡 ∈ {𝑖, 𝑐} where 𝑓 𝑡

𝑘
refers to

the features of item token 𝑖 or condition token 𝑐 , and 𝑒𝑡 denotes
the resultant token embedding. In this study, a linear projection is
employed for 𝑝𝑟𝑜 𝑗𝑡 unless otherwise specified.
User Encoder: The user encoder is structured to capture user pref-
erences and the collaborative information among items. Specifically,
the sequence of input tokens {𝑐1, 𝑖1, 𝑐2, 𝑖2, ..., 𝑐𝐿, 𝑖𝐿} is represented
as {𝑒𝑐1, 𝑒

𝑖
1, 𝑒

𝑐
2, 𝑒

𝑖
2, ..., 𝑒

𝑐
𝐿
, 𝑒𝑖
𝐿
} through the token encoder. Subsequently,

as illustrated in Figure 3 (a), the user encoder utilizes a conven-
tional autoregressive transformer architecture to process these
embeddings. The final output of the user encoder is denoted as 𝑜𝑐

𝑘
,

encapsulating the integrated information from the input sequence.

4.1.3 Next-condition-item Prediction. Unlike next-item prediction,
which focuses on predicting the subsequent item directly, next-
condition-item prediction is concerned with predicting the next
item given a specific condition. This approach necessitates the appli-
cation of an autoregressive loss solely on the output of the condition
token to infer the next item. Consequently, the autoregressive like-
lihood for next-condition-item prediction can be formulated as
follows:

𝑝 (𝑐1, 𝑖1, 𝑐2, 𝑖2, ..., 𝑐𝐿, 𝑖𝐿) =
𝐿∏
𝑙=1

𝑝 (𝑖𝑙 |𝑐1, 𝑖1, 𝑐2, 𝑖2, ..., 𝑖𝑙−1, 𝑐𝑙 ) (1)

Furthermore, to enhance the optimization of 𝑝𝜃 (𝑐1, 𝑖1, 𝑐2, 𝑖2, ..., 𝑐𝐿, 𝑖𝐿)
in practical industrial applications, we employ the InfoNCE loss
function [15] and introduce a packing strategy.
InfoNCE Loss. In industrial applications, the vocabulary size of
items can scale to billions, rendering the direct computation of
generative probabilities over the entire set of items impractical. To
address this challenge, we employ the InfoNCE loss for predicting
the next conditional items. The InfoNCE loss can be mathematically
formulated as follows:

𝐿𝑜𝑠𝑠 = −
𝐿∑︁
𝑙=1

log

(
exp(𝑠𝑖𝑚(𝑜𝑐

𝑙−1, 𝑒
𝑖
𝑙
)))

exp(𝑠𝑖𝑚(𝑜𝑐
𝑙−1, 𝑒

𝑖
𝑙
) + ∑𝐾

𝑘=1 exp(𝑠𝑖𝑚(𝑜𝑐
𝑙−1, 𝑒

𝑖
𝑘
)))

)
(2)

where 𝑠𝑖𝑚 is the similarity function. For each item 𝑙 , the other
items within the same batch serve as negative samples and 𝐾 is
the number of negative items. 𝑒𝑖

𝑘
is the embedding of 𝑘-th negative

items.
Packing. In practical applications, the lengths of UBSs exhibit sig-
nificant variability among users. Indeed, themajority of UBS lengths
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are substantially shorter than the predefined maximum length. Pro-
cessing each UBS individually in such scenarios is computationally
inefficient. Drawing inspiration from the packing strategies em-
ployed in the GPT series [17, 18, 24], we adopt a similar approach by
grouping multiple UBSs into a single sequence, thereby maximizing
the utilization of the available sequence length.

4.2 Step 2: Knowledge Querying with Given
Conditions

In the Step 1, we construct the joint probability distribution denoted
as 𝑝 (𝑐1, 𝑖1, 𝑐2, 𝑖2, ..., 𝑐𝐿, 𝑖𝐿). The next step involves extracting related
knowledge from this established probability. Specifically, the tok-
enization methodology introduced in Section 4.1.1 facilitates the
knowledge querying under various conditions. Given a query con-
dition 𝑐𝑞 , the conditional probability 𝑝 (𝑖𝑞 |𝑐1, 𝑖1, 𝑐2, 𝑖2, ..., 𝑐𝐿, 𝑖𝐿, 𝑐𝑞)
can be computed to ascertain the likelihood of a user’s interest in
item 𝑖𝑞 (see Figure 3 (b)). It is noteworthy that this approach to trig-
ger conditional knowledge establishes a bridge between generative
models and discriminative tasks, thereby enhancing effectiveness
in industrial applications. The following examples illustrate the
application of different condition tokens:

Example 1. When the condition token corresponds to a scenario
token, the model can infer user interests across different scenarios.

Example 2. If the condition token represents a search query token
within search scenarios, the model can deduce user interests based
on varying search queries.

Example 3. In cases where the condition token signifies a category
token, the model can ascertain user interests in different categories.

Furthermore, the model’s flexibility allows for the simultaneous
consideration of multiple types of conditions by incorporating ad-
ditional condition features into the set {𝑓 𝑐1 ; 𝑓

𝑐
2 ; 𝑓

𝑐
3 ; ...}. Empirical

evidence demonstrates that integrating diverse conditions signif-
icantly enhances performance (see Section 5.3). In essence, this
process can be conceptualized as a form of "prompt engineering"
designed to elicit a wide range of knowledge.
Group query for efficiency.Moreover, given that a single user
may response multiple queries, each pertaining to the same UBS,
processing these queries in isolation can lead to significant ineffi-
ciencies. This issue is exacerbated in practical scenarios where the
number of users can easily scale to billions, leading to an extensive
number of <user, query> pairs requiring inference. To mitigate
this challenge, we introduce a novel group query strategy aimed
at enhancing computational efficiency. As illustrated in Figure 4,
all queries are concatenated into a single sequence, represented
as 𝑝 (𝑖𝑞1 , 𝑖𝑞2 , ..|𝑐1, 𝑖1, 𝑐2, 𝑖2, ..., 𝑐𝐿, 𝑖𝐿, 𝑐𝑞1 , 𝑐𝑞2 , ...). To ensure that the
inference process remains coherent and accurate, we apply a mask-
ing mechanism to prevent attentional interactions between differ-
ent query condition 𝑐𝑞 𝑗 . This approach allows the common prefix
{𝑐1, 𝑖1, 𝑐2, 𝑖2, ..., 𝑐𝐿, 𝑖𝐿} of various queries to be computed only once,
while simultaneously querying the items 𝑖𝑞 𝑗 under different condi-
tions. Empirical evaluations demonstrate that, with the implemen-
tation of the group query strategy, the inference process can be
significantly accelerated by 78%(see Section 5.3).

Group query
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Figure 4: An example of group query.

4.3 Step 3: Knowledge Utilization in DLRMs
After Step 2, we acquire a set of𝑁 next-condition items {𝑖𝑞1 , 𝑖𝑞2 , .., 𝑖𝑞𝑁 },
with their corresponding outputs represented as 𝑜𝑖𝑞𝑛 . Additionally,
each item 𝑖 ∈ I is encoded through the token encoder (Section4.1.2),
yielding an embedding denoted as 𝑒𝑖

𝑖
.

To enhance existing DLRMs, we propose two strategies (see
Figure 3 (c)): (1) Direct Feature Incorporation: We integrate the
outputs 𝑜𝑖𝑞𝑛 and the embedding 𝑒𝑖

𝑖
of target item 𝑖 as fixed addi-

tional features into the DLRMs. This approach leverages the rich
representations derived from the next-condition items directly. (2)
Interest Matching via Similarity Measurement: We assess the align-
ment between the target item 𝑖 and user interests by computing the
similarity 𝑠𝑖𝑚(𝑜𝑖𝑞𝑛 , 𝑒

𝑖
𝑖
) (as defined in Equ 2). This similarity score

quantifies how well the target item matches the context provided
by the next-condition items.

Formally, for retrieval tasks, the two-tower model can be refor-
mulated as: 𝑒𝑟𝑢𝑠 = UEnc(𝑢𝑠, {𝑜𝑖𝑞1 , 𝑜

𝑖
𝑞2 , .., 𝑜

𝑖
𝑞𝑁

}) and 𝑒𝑟
𝑖
= IEnc(𝑖, 𝑒𝑖

𝑖
).

For ranking tasks, the ranking model can be rewritten as: 𝑦 =

𝑓 (𝑢, 𝑖, 𝑠, {𝑜𝑖𝑞𝑛 , 𝑠𝑖𝑚(𝑜𝑖𝑞𝑛 , 𝑒
𝑖
𝑖
) |𝑛 = 1, .., 𝑁 }, 𝑒𝑖

𝑖
}. This framework effec-

tively integrates contextual information and item embeddings to
improve both retrieval and ranking performance in recommenda-
tion systems.
4.4 Discussion
The proposed three-step paradigm based on LUM addresses the
four limitations mentioned in Section 1 as follows:
• Addressing Limitations 1: To address the first limitation, we
design a generative-to-discriminative process. In Step 1, the joint
distribution 𝑝 (𝑐1, 𝑖1, 𝑐2, 𝑖2, ..., 𝑐𝐿, 𝑖𝐿) is constructed through gener-
ative learning. Subsequently, the design of ’next-condition-item
prediction’ enables the triggering of relevant knowledge for RecSys
tasks. Finally, discriminative learning in Step 3 is performed to meet
the requirements of discriminative applications.
• Addressing Limitations 2: The model training and serving in
Step 3 naturally support the efficiency requirements in industrial
applications, as the backbone of the model follows the DLRM-style
architecture. Additionally, the computational costs associated with
Steps 1 and 2 are minimal due to the decomposed design, which
allows these processes to be pre-computed and their results to be
pre-stored.
• Addressing Limitations 3: The dynamic and evolving nature of
business requirements can be naturally addressed in Step 3, similar
to traditional DLRMs. Moreover, these dynamic requirements can
be unified as various conditions, which aligns with our design



Conference’17, July 2017, Washington, DC, USA Bencheng Yan, et al.

Table 1: The statistic of datasets.

#Interaction #User #Item

Amazon Books 914,014 694,897 686,623
MovieLen 1M (ML-1M) 9,810,868 6,040 3,883
MovieLen 20M (ML-20M) 17,253,665 138,493 27,278
Industrial Dataset 4 billion 0.1 billion 0.1 billion

for condition tokens. This means that regardless of changes in
requirements, they can be consistently characterized as <condition
token, item token>, enabling continuous training of LUM to adapt
to new requirements.
• Addressing Limitations 4: In an industrial setting, the DLRM
backbone in Step 3 can be set as the online model. This setup allows
for the easy utilization of pre-existing industrial knowledge. Fur-
thermore, the model can continuously benefit from advancements
in DLRM technology.

5 Experiments
5.1 Experimental setting
Datasets. In this study, we utilize three public datasets and one
industrial dataset to evaluate the performance of our proposed
method, LUM. The public datasets include two benchmark datasets:
MovieLens, which comprises two subsets (1M and 20M), and Ama-
zon Books [23, 25]. The industrial dataset is sourced from the
Taobao e-commerce platform. The statistical information for these
datasets is summarized Table 1.
Baselines. To comprehensively evaluate the performance of LUM,
we compare it against a variety of state-of-the-art models. For
the traditional retrieval model, we use the two-tower architecture-
based EDB [9]. For traditional ranking models, we consider DIN
[26], DIEN [25], SIM [16], and TWIN [3]. Additionally, we compare
LUM with E2E-GRs, specifically HSTU [23]. We also include the
traditional sequential recommendation model SASRec [10], which
adopts a transformer architecture to model UBS, as a baseline.
Training Details. To ensure a fair comparison, we adhere to the
following training configurations. By default, we maintain a similar
configuration for transformer-style models, including LUM, HSTU,
and SASRec, to ensure comparable model sizes. The configurations
for other DLRMs are set according to the recommendations pro-
vided in their respective original papers. All models are trained
from scratch using the same set of features. The sequence length
is set to 256 for public datasets and 4096 for the industrial dataset.
For LUM, the backbone of DLRMs in step 3 is configured as SIM for
ranking tasks and EDB for retrieval tasks in public datasets. For the
industrial dataset, the backbone is set as the online model currently
deployed in production.

5.2 Performance on Recommendation tasks
5.2.1 Performance on public datasets. Wefirst conduct experiments
on public datasets to evaluate the performance of LUM. The per-
formance metric reported is AUC1. The results are summarized
in Table 2. From the results, we observe that LUM achieves sig-
nificant improvements across all datasets. This indicates that the

1Note 0.001 absolute AUC gain is regarded as significant for the ranking task[26]

Table 2: Performance on Public Datasets

Model ML-1M ML-20M Amazon Books

SASRec 0.7295 0.7166 0.6699
HSTU 0.7533 0.7463 0.6712
DIN 0.7455 0.7299 0.6139
DIEN 0.7527 0.7319 0.6130
SIM 0.7579 0.7341 0.6551
TWIN 0.7539 0.7331 0.6538

LUM 0.7615 0.7483 0.6727

Table 3: Overall performance in industrial settings. Imp. de-
notes the improvements relative to the best baseline.

Model Ranking Retrieval
AUC R@10 R@50

SASRec 0.7322 0.2560 0.4740
DIN 0.7336 - -
HSTU 0.7334 0.2594 0.4781
Online Model 0.7338 0.2482 0.4651

LUM 0.7514 0.2727 0.4915
Imp. +0.0176 +0.0133 +0.0134

three-step paradigm based LUM effectively captures a wide range
of user interests and enhances the predictive accuracy of DLRMs.

5.2.2 Performance in industrial setting. In this section, we compare
the performance of LUM against both DLRMs and E2E-GRs in an
industrial setting. For the baseline, we use the online model in our
applications, which follows an Embedding+MLP architecture for
ranking and a two-tower architecture for retrieval. We report AUC
for ranking and Recall@K (R@K) for retrieval. For LUM, the back-
bone DLRM in Step 3 is also set to the online model. Additionally,
we include traditional state-of-the-art DLRMs (SASRec [10] and
DIN [26]) and an E2E-GR (HSTU [23]) as baselines for comparison.
To ensure a fair comparison, all models use the same set of fea-
tures. We set the maximum sequence length to 4096 for all models
and train them from scratch. The results are summarized in Table
3. LUM achieves significant improvements over the best baseline,
with a +0.0176 increase in AUC, a +0.0133 increase in R@10, and
a +0.0134 increase in R@50. The substantial improvements can be
attributed primarily to the generative-to-discriminative design of
our proposed paradigm.

5.3 Effectiveness Evaluation
In this section, we examine the advantages of the proposed three-
step paradigm based LUM.
Impact on various DLRMs. Owing to the decomposed design of
our proposed paradigm, LUM can be universally integrated into
any DLRM during Step 3. To evaluate the effectiveness of LUM,
we examine its impact on various DLRMs by comparing the per-
formance of the original DLRMs (denoted as Base) and DLRMs
augmented with LUM (denoted as Base+LUM) on the ranking task.
The results are summarized in Table 4. The results demonstrate
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Figure 5: The Results of Efficiency Evaluation.

Table 4: The performance of LUM on various DLRMs. "Ave"
denotes the average results across all cases, and "Imp." indi-
cates the improvement of "Base+LUM" compared to "Base".

DIN DIEN SIM TWIN Ave

ML-1M
Base 0.7455 0.7527 0.7579 0.7539 0.7525
Base+LUM 0.7472 0.7604 0.7615 0.7675 0.7592
Imp. 0.0016 0.0078 0.0036 0.0136 0.0067

ML-20M
Base 0.7299 0.7319 0.7341 0.7331 0.7323
Base+LUM 0.7413 0.7361 0.7483 0.7422 0.7420
Imp. 0.0114 0.0042 0.0142 0.0090 0.0097

Amazon
Book

Base 0.6139 0.6130 0.6551 0.6538 0.6340
Base+LUM 0.6261 0.6194 0.6727 0.6591 0.6443
Imp. +0.0122 +0.0063 +0.0176 +0.0053 +0.0103

Table 5: Results of effectiveness evaluation.

Model Training Mode AUC

E2E-GR scratch 0.7334
DLRM scratch 0.7338
LUM scratch 0.7514

DLRM (feature) warming up 0.7541
DLRM (param) warming up 0.7525
DLRM (param+feature) warming up 0.7777

LUM (feature) warming up 0.7659
LUM (param) warming up 0.7620
LUM (param+feature) warming up 0.7794

LUM (w/o condition token) scratch 0.7416
LUM (multi-conditions) scratch 0.7545

LUM (direct feature) scratch 0.7402
LUM (direct feature+interest matching) scratch 0.7514

that, with the assistance of LUM, all methods achieve significant
improvements ranging from +0.0053 to +0.0176. These findings
highlight the versatility and effectiveness of LUM in improving the
predictive accuracy of various DLRMs.
Impact of warming up setting in industrial applications. In
industrial applications, online models typically incorporate com-
plex feature engineering and are continually trained on billions of
data per day. Existing E2E-GRs often ignore the knowledge derived
from these online models, which can significantly challenge their
performance, especially in applications where the online model has
been developed over several years or even decades. LUM, however,

offers excellent compatibility, allowing it to be trained in a warming
up setting. In this section, we investigate the impact of this compat-
ibility by implementing various versions of LUM, and comparing
them with an E2E-GR (HSTU) and a DLRM (online model). We use
AUC on an industrial dataset as the performance metric.

The results are shown in Table 5 (Note "scratch" refers to mod-
els trained from scratch with the same set of features. "feature"
indicates the use of complex feature engineering. "param" refers
to initializing model parameters from the continually daily trained
online model). From Table 5, we can draw the following conclu-
sions: (1) Compared to LUM, the models under warming up settings,
including LUM (feature), LUM (param), and LUM (feature+param),
achieve noticeable gains in AUC, ranging from +0.0106 to +0.028.
This highlights the significant benefit of leveraging existing knowl-
edge from the onlinemodel. (2)While HSTU outperforms the DLRM
in scratch setting, it still exhibits a large performance gap (0.7334
vs. 0.7777) compared to the DLRM (param+feature). This under-
scores the importance of being compatible with the online model.
The limited compatibility of E2E-GRs may hinder their practical
deployment in real-world applications.
Impact of the proposed tokenization.We evaluate the effective-
ness of the proposed tokenization. Specifically, we develop a LUM
(w/o condition token), and report AUC in Table 5. The results show
that compared with LUM (w/o condition token), LUM achieves
better performance due to a better understanding of UBS via given
conditions. Furthermore, we also evaluate the effect of using multi-
ply conditions (Section 4.2) including scenario condition and search
term condition, denoted as LUM (multi-conditions). From Table 5,
we can observe adding more conditions can further improve the
performance, which shows the potential in terms of performance.
Impact of knowledge utilization. We evaluate the different
strategies for utilizing knowledge in Step 3. The results are pre-
sented in Table 5. Here, "direct feature" and "interest matching"
refer to different strategies of knowledge utilization, as detailed in
Section 4.3. Both LUM (direct feature) and LUM (direct feature +
interest matching) achieve significant improvements over DLRM,
demonstrating the effectiveness of the proposed strategies.
Impact of packing and group query. Packing and group query
are designed to accelerate the processes in Step 1 and Step 2, respec-
tively. Table 6 demonstrates the efficiency gains of these strategies
in an industrial setting, where Step 1 and Step 2 can be sped up by
82% and 78%, respectively.
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Table 6: The impact of group query and packing. Imp. refers
to the relative improvements.

Phase Time cost (hour) Imp.

LUM (w/o packing) Step 1 151 -
LUM (w/ packing) 26 +82%

LUM (w/o group query) Step 2 17 -
LUM (w/ group query) 3.6 +78%

5.4 Efficiency Evaluation
Training Efficiency. Figure 5 (a) illustrates the training time costs
of different models on one day’s data in an industrial setting. For
E2E-GR, we followed HSTU’s [23] optimization and trained it from
impression-level to user-level. For DLRM, we used the online model
in our application as the baseline. For LUM, the backbone DLRM
is also set as the online model. Since Steps 1 and 2 in LUM can be
pre-processed (4.4), their time costs are excluded when training the
downstream model in Step 3. The sequence length is set to 4096,
and the model sizes of LUM and E2E-GR range from 0.5 billion to
14 billion parameters. All models are trained on 128 GPUs. Addi-
tionally, the lower bound time cost is set to 24 hours, as continuous
training in practice requires models to process daily data within
this timeframe. Overall, LUM achieves similar training time costs
to DLRM and remains relatively insensitive to model size due to
its decomposed three-step paradigm. This characteristic unlocks
the potential for scaling laws during training in industrial settings.
In contrast, E2E-GR is 12× to 98× slower than LUM. None of the
E2E-GR models (across different sizes) meet the training cost re-
quirement of completing within 24 hours. To match the throughput
of LUM, E2E-GR would require 12× to 98× GPUs, and to meet the
lower bound requirement, it would need 2× to 18× GPUs.
Serving Efficiency. Figures 5 (b) and (c) illustrate the latency of
different models during online serving. For E2E-GR, we followed
HSTU’s M-FALCON implementation [23] 2 DLRM is set as the on-
line model for both the baseline and the backbone ranking model of
LUM. The latency of LUM during Step 3 is evaluated, as Step 1 and
2 can be pre-computed (Section 4.4). In Figure 5 (b), the sequence
length is set to 4096, and the model sizes of LUM and E2E-GR range
from 0.5 billion to 14 billion parameters. The latency constraint is
set to less than 30 milliseconds (ms), and the number of ranking
candidates is approximately 100 in our case. Overall, the latency
of LUM is independent of the model size, allowing us to scale up
LUM without violating the latency constraint. On the contrary,
E2E-GR fails to provide timely responses (less than 30 ms) even
for a small model (0.5 billion parameters). To further investigate,
we attempted to reduce the sequence length of E2E-GR to meet
the latency constraint (Figure 5 (c)). Disappointingly, the maximum
sequence length that meets the latency constraint (<30 ms) is only
64 when using a 14 billion parameter model, which is far from
the typical setting (64 times smaller in our case). These results
demonstrate that, while E2E-GR may exhibit scaling laws in offline

2Note that, unlike LLMs where the trained parameters are seldom updated during
serving, in industrial settings, the parameters of the ranking model are updated in
real-time, meaning results or intermediate results cannot be shared across requests.
Therefore, the cache strategy in M-FALCON is not applicable here.
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Figure 6: Scaling law for LUM.

performance, the practical application of large-scale models is se-
verely limited in industrial settings due to latency constraints. In
contrast, LUM’s decoupled architecture ensures consistent latency
performance, making it a more feasible and scalable solution for
real-time industrial applications.
5.5 Scaling Law for LUM
Following the protocols established in [17, 18], we examine whether
our LUM model complies to similar scaling law. Specifically, we fo-
cus on evaluating the scaling law with respect to model parameters
and sequence length. For model parameters, to evaluate the impact
of model parameters, we maintain a constant sequence length of
4096 and train models across a range of sizes, from 19 million to 7
billion parameters. For sequence length, to evaluate the impact of
sequence length, we train models with varying sequence lengths,
from 256 to 8192, under a fixed parameter size of 300 million. The
results are plotted in Figure 6, where we observe a clear power-law
scaling trend, consistent with previous findings [17, 18, 23]. The
power-law scaling laws can be expressed as:

𝑅𝑃 = 0.0068 · 𝑙𝑜𝑔(𝑃) + 0.1741 (3)
𝑅𝐿 = 0.0147 · 𝑙𝑜𝑔(𝐿) + 0.2326 (4)

where 𝑅𝑃 and 𝑅𝐿 refer to the R@10 metric for different model sizes
and sequence lengths, respectively. 𝑃 denotes the model size, and
𝐿 denotes the sequence length. These results confirm the strong
scalability of LUM, demonstrating that increasing the model size
and sequence length can continuously improve the model’s perfor-
mance. This finding underscores the potential of LUM to achieve
higher performance as it scales, making it a promising approach
for large-scale industrial applications.

5.6 Online Results
To evaluate the effectiveness of LUM in an industrial setting, we im-
plemented it in the sponsored search system of Taobao, the largest
e-commerce platform in China. As discussed in Section 4.4, our
evaluation process involves several key steps: (1) Offline, we first
pretrained LUM and pre-triggered the necessary knowledge under
various conditions. (2) The responses generated by LUM in Step
2 are stored, allowing them to be directly utilized during online
serving. This pre-computation helps meet the strict latency con-
straints required in real-time industrial applications. (3) Finally,
we conducted online A/B experiments to test LUM in the rank-
ing task. Key performance metrics, CTR and RPM (Revenue Per
Mile), demonstrated a significant improvement of 2.9% and 1.2%
respectively. These findings highlight the practical benefits of LUM,
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demonstrating its ability to improve user engagement and business
outcomes in large-scale e-commerce platforms.

6 Conclusion
In conclusion, LUM effectively unlocks scaling laws in industrial
recommendation systems through a three-step paradigm. The de-
composed design and next-condition-item prediction ensure that
LUM can be efficiently scaled and deployed, leading to significant
performance improvements in real-world applications. Our exper-
imental and deployment results demonstrate the robustness and
practicality of LUM, making it valuable for enhancing user engage-
ment and business outcomes in large-scale e-commerce platforms.
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