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Combinatorial enumeration and time-interval contrastive

learning for sequential recommendation

ZHANG Wenxuan, SUN Fuzhen” , WANG Aofei, ZHANG Zhiwei, WANG Shaoqing
(School of Computer Science and Technology, Shandong University of Technology, Zibo 255049, China)

Abstract; To address the problem of inadequate self-supervised signal quality in contrastive learning models for sequential recommendation

tasks, a combinatorial enumeration and time-interval contrastive learning for sequential recommendation model was proposed. The model generated

enhanced sequences which preserved temporal information through time-interval perturbation-based data augmentation. A combinatorial enumeration

strategy was introduced to integrate user behavior and time-interval information, constructing multi-view augmented sequence pairs. The model

employed a multi-head attention mechanism to encode user behavior sequences and optimized self-supervised signals through multi-task joint

training, which improved model performance. The proposed model is well-suited for scenarios with high data sparsity and uneven interaction

behaviors, effectively addressing challenges in self-supervised signal modeling. Experimental results on three real-world datasets demonstrate that

the model outperforms the current state-of-the-art contrastive learning models in terms of HR ( hit ratio) and NDCG ( normalized discounted

cumulative gain).

Keywords: contrastive learning; self-supervised learning; sequential recommendation; data augmentation; attention mechanism

B (AR M R R RGN
RESU A N A K1z o AR VEARHEREAT 55
RS AR S B g I 2 — g
AT FH T BRI S A5 D P 0 S0 H R ok AT B
AT H SN A R IR AR R R 2R
JRAT Ak P AT R A AT R R 0
PAERY(LARASAT R Iy s A5 8, JC ik x4l $2
PRI o BEE TR > SORAE P A2 4

W Fs HH#A:2024 - 10 -28

S 2, T 2 2% 14 B M R R L
ZiE A, Tan 21 (8 A6 35 22 W 4% DL % Tang
445 A R 2 I AR B P AT R e 9 R
(8. JEEMI e — B4 4 B 1 2 L
Z LGSR RAR TR . Kang 265 16 )%
FIEFE R LA B S ALE, O R 4 a
Pl 22 o 2% K S A2 I 4%, 5 O T T P 47
NP 2R SRR R BIRXLHILEF S

EEWA : HEK AR HIIH (61841602) ; IR A AR A4 BT BT H (ZR2020MF147 )
E—1EF RS (2001—) , 55 INARIEM L W BF 588 , E-mail :221944475120@ 163. com
*BEIEE FMEIR(1978—) , I INARISIH A, BI B2, fi-L A4 )i, E-mail ; sunfuzhen@ sdut. edu. cn
51 ROCE, IMENR, R K, S5 A Azend E)ml s b or ) e ERE )] BRI R R, 2025, 47(4) 170 - 179.
Citation .ZHANG W X, SUN F Z, WANG A F, et al. Combinatorial enumeration and time-interval contrastive learning for sequential
recommendation[ J]. Journal of National University of Defense Technology, 2025, 47(4) ; 170 —179.



4

TROCHF, 45 - AL A I 8] ) B 0T L ) e 9 4R 171

A USRS 1 Wi 2 E e, ELATY AR T e 500 7
PRI PR

B BERO BT 52 )32 R A% b 2 ) O i) ok
AN R RS A i e 1) R, G 3 ) R AR A
X, FUBREAS 22 18] ) ARLL A 55 22 S PR G A Ao 1
2~ A . T AR = T e T Y
FRAHERAAR Y, 2 — A 8 2 i g T TR T
TR AR A B2 AL A LR 1 I S i £
AR wiE . FIMSED 554 B PR AT 5cds
B ARBEBUOMIZME S o o8 —2RAeR A2 T e o
BRY B Bty o) A U SR AL, DL S 8
B SRH R BTRCR ) IR A 2N RE T . Hao 251 F)
P85y B Gt A S SC— S0 AL, Sy Eidis
7 e AN DN IR R e S5 i PU R
s 2 SR 2 T4 & M s 75
HE AR LI SR Z B 0 FCLPET . Qin 2
SR T o S R B 58, 1 3 A X O R
P, AT BIR S H 28080 P A S B o

S EIRR L I PR E— R R T
FASC R, (AT RAF e R R o 750, B T X by
I BERLR FH AR 1 s 44 0 P 21 PP A I A R
BA BRI, B0 ME DL ERA 4 52 1]
b P e R o AN - AL GEHE RS R A Z AL
E] AP , 55 77 91 TP 0 DA 70 5 R BTV U
FE9 , IR e 20 S8 B s EEOBTHE e R DLt H
TR S AL . K, X EE 2y ST AT AR
TREHLIEFE T AR I AL X, (AR AR AR X 7E
{5 B OREFIEE Y — BT A e A 2, S EH IR
BAE T MR

BEXE ARl , A SCHE H— BB B R T
FUHERERINT 2 2 B | RTEH A A5 1sf [ ] g %
Fb 2% > 7 %1 #E #£ ( combinatorial enumeration and
time-interval contrastive learning for sequential
recommendation, CETCLARec) , 1 4G, i# i3 =Fp
LT 5f ] 5] B R 4 410 Sh &5 3 91, A PR 35 I
R H OCIR M Ay 1 e IR, R, SR AL
M2 A LA 3R] T3 5 A0 181 A BOREAS X, 5 i
SPATALIE 1E] ) — BvE S5 2 REERAZ IR 81 Hh A v
TEfs B, SO R B B R Y . SRS TESw
WG 12 H— bt 2 D HLH > e
SEWUH P SRHIE . B e, 3 3 R H A 2R eR U
RACKEAXS Z 18] Y — S o

1 &3

1.1 EX
Bk UV oyl 3em P mmi HEE A X

TAE—HP ue U, KR HFHIRR N S" =
Loy oy, 0,0 ] e of e VORER i AEZHIH
| SIFARIFIKE . M4E Dang 25 Pty R —4
I H AR5, B SCHT A 8" M — N ] A]
PRSI T = [0 0, ot s o ], AP 6 FORTH of
o, Z BRI E] B PRI, P AT 550 X
g E I w BT RS RS 8" R T R B
IR T WA 5w e F— A | S|+
L AEATRE S Z AL BRI H v, e V, 40 (1) Bz

v, :arﬁg@xP(UﬁHH =v, | S, T") (1)

o) FRBMM T 4T H .,
1.2 fEEIZEH
T A SR 45 [ W S R A
FRY [ RBE, 2 HH4 P 3 90 40 5 4 4 5 A2 i 1] Bl
S 2 3 4 98 CETCLARec, {N1& 1 fiR. % 32
L =S S PR A B A A T
I I 0 = e S 5 10 2 B T8 971, 4R
JE 1 FETZEL 45 M0 S W 72 2 A Hb A T2 1Y 388 51 %
DA B WS 55 R L2 I — (e v 7 bl
B AT 8% SRIUT P Fem s X HUA 2k R, T
X A3 REA S H AL
1.2.1 BB
LSRRI R AR B 9 5 H 2 il
(AR Pk, 3% Dang 45" #5635 ] ) b 52
Wi P B2 B RS 2K, 7 5 2 T 45 4 Pk 1) i [ PRI
£ ATUL T LR SRR B
D) MR . 452 SR P ) % FG X Iy i
][] PP 1), 2550 s 4 ) G 52 70 e M /N 381K i
WG HEATHE R, SR 5 TR BT kb AR5 B AR e
W B AR (pyops oo ope) i k=S,
Bel0,1]VEHHERTH i H 6l S50, sk (2)
JiFR
Sﬁmk=[vf,”§,“‘,v'\sd
{,_ [Mask],ie {p,posouped (2)
vi_{”wi‘f%l’npza""l’k}
Horh #5050 H v, B9ZR5 LT E ARG B, A
FEBRI H [ Mask | BEFTRRR, 5 WIAR B2 JRUAA T H
2)HBTERAE . BT BRI p (1B R
AT e/ INBR Y 22 1 5 910 e ff o, DA T 58 2
MU 91 S5, s (3) T o
St =L0,00,00 0,00 ] (3)
Afpe 1, 8] - 1] FmRE M3 HF5] 5"
PRI B TR AR 1 F bR
PR BB std (- ) HE TR BIbRE 2 I 1
PEbRE2E S/ N TR B 3R H AR



172 - e AN 4

F 41 %

HEN

K1 CETCIARec fERI%L AR
Fig.1 Overall framework of the CETCLARec model

3) FEATHE PR AE . T B I ] B R Y
TR 5 R A O T I 1) ) B /N T B
SR O B 5 AR e 41 v B AR AL A Al T A, A
K(4) FroR,

S eorder = [”1 st ,{)p )t ’1/;1)+l—1 » U s \} (4)
P, TR A e B 5 R BT A (AR R A 58
YNV

4) LA RO RS o D A v B A B [
5, BO T AR R, 8 3 3 A e P A W] Y 5
PEHG SR A R A K SR AL AL, I 4 5 e 41
XF, AR Lo A 55 . BT S, & X M
P RICHE 1 588 1%, Xof 8 58 Dy ¥ 1 ) RT3 A 7 4
il e AR P AT 9 51 S R R A IRk 1] 17 B
Fe3) T R 46 € AR5 7 25, AR U s P 4 . |
Jo, B MRS SR T L ay,ay, e ay AR
B Al RERY 2 & 75 20, = (S) s .

SPairs:%(ai’aj) ‘1$i<j$M} (5)
a0, SR @ R R SR T 1%, B
i Cy Rl G o X FEA R (a,q)) €
Spain SEIRFINE [ a0 JIRFHER ARG A
ARS8 s X A HES M A5, i (6) FoR

S order = { Ay Ay, Q153,70 ,0;,0;, ",y aa’M%
(6)
Hor B 98 705 (ap, ap) B NIR, 1251 3
MR EE N M(M — 1) o $5J5 ARG S, A2 U 18
Fxt, = (7) Fros .

Sgairs = { (S; ’Sé) 9'”7(Si,7sj’) 9”'7(S1,W—1 9SIIVI) }

(7)
K, ST a; IR I3E 3R 51, S /328 8 ]
a; LRI R YA
1.2.2 %A%

s A P 90 B e A Sy 3 R A Y
o] B3, DU F P B 6 i G AT g B =
{i Ff} Transformer' > 4% . 35 %% 1 LA R #9820
PR 4R A2, T T8 e 91 B8 5 46 oy 34 252 1) 1)
13RI s Transformer JZ, F T4 92 7 51 o ) 52 2%
Wt O¢ & R P AR B g B A 22 0 dn 1A 2
FP7R o

DAZ . Gk AR S", it 454 5 H
HEASMEREM e R RIALE AR P e RY 1
HAFFTF AR Ee R, Jd, N FR
FPON IR R BE  d R i A4EE

E=[m, +p ,m,+p,,~-,m, +p,] (8)

Kb m; e ROFRIEFII P @ A0 BRI H ik
AP e ROFORIFHIPEE i M BRI

2) Transformer JZ, Transformer JZ U1 [& 2 Bf
N, TEA BT 9 ik A 2R i, CETCLARec 15554 5l
id Transformer JZHE— L HATRRAE ) . Horr, 51
A L2 H— ARV I pL] , DL i 4y
I RO T ) Hh i 52 2% I R OB OC &R L
K (9) s,



4

TR SCET % A MR I TR X 2 3T 5 - 173 -

o —————————

Zhi A A
2

Add & Norm

it

|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
— Add & Norm |
I
|
I
|
I
|
I
|
|
|
|
|

1

1

|

! \

T B KL2A— LA

1 \ TR AL
\

HoN ] }

___________________ J

Transformer
25

Fig.2 Encoder

Attention(Q ,K,V) =p, [ELU(Q) ] {p,[ ELU(K)]"V}
(9)
A Autention (-« ) s LV TE 2 1 ML oR B
pi (@)l p, (K;) 73 5| 3F7R 12 IH— 4047 B 5 57
Wbt bt @, 2R Q M5 i 47, K, Fon K 5
I;ELU( - ) BREGER R Fe B PR oT sk 8, 1T T
PEATHGE BRI AE " o B, K (9) 5IAZL

K L2 H—ARR AR I, 2 2] P FoR R
h; =Attenti0n(ElW(Qi) JE'WY E'W))
{Mhead(El) = Concat(h, ,hy -+ ,h, )W,
Hep Wy’ W W) e R IFRRHS i AR IE
R M, (- ) RO 20 2072 00 5 5 B
Concat( - ) FoRPHEBRAE W, R ZRTEE TR
MRS E' RS L2 IBRGHCIR S . N
i — P3G SR 1) AR BE 1 T A AU B A s Bl
B, G AL E - ATB 4%, DU T B AL R 4k vk

TR
{F(eﬁ) =ReLU(e!W, +b,)W, +b, i
PFFN(EI) = [F(ei)T,“',F<el\s\)T] (

Hop PO o) FoRARE AR B LT K 2R s el R
S L)ZE ER PR E S A H IR AR R
W, , W, %R d xd HFE; b, , b, Ko d 4] i
P ( + ) RRALE — BB R 2% Ty 5% i kS
Transformer |24t 22 B AL UG DU SN ZRA

(10)

T B (R, 7EREAS 12 IH— AR B R L
P — Hi 5 48 2 5| A BR 28 4 4 R 0 — AL
Dropout iR
S'~" = LayerNorm { E'~" + Dropout[ M, ,(E'"") ]}
{Hl = LayerNorm{ S'~" + Dropout[ P (S'™") ]}
(12)
Hor 8" SRR AR R 2 Gl ik 2 e
PRI AR WAL E — R S 2 A
H' 3555 | 2 b 451 . Rk, ol LS 5|
RGP AR -
S“=H'W, +b, (13)
X H FOR5 L 2RSSR W, e R b, e
R 3591 2 7% i ) J2 14 AT 4 A A 0 33
1.2.3 xfrediik
CETCIARec 51 R F X 46 5% of £l e K AL
[]— 51 B AN [ G st J] 2 TR AR R . 1 e
N AP B — I uy oy, uy o XFT
B w S H 5, S A 1 5 AR A5 3
P HE SR FEAS | 25 9 B A5 A0 B A B 2V A>3 0 40
lg%%/f\‘ % ST,S; » T 7S;u—l 5S;u’ 7:9;]\/—1 ’S;N} o /ﬁ\:
H K (S5, L S5, ) R IEREARS, Hofh 2(N - 1)
BRI RN AREAL S ST XM TR
(85,1, 85,) FEAKT R FHAR B0 P % o Al 3145 2%
BREL ' AT A

exp[Sim(S;u—l ’S;u)/T]
i explsim(S;,_,,85,) /7] + Y exp[sim(83,_, ,v)/7]
veS™

K, N R KA, 7 BRRIESH,  sim(85,-1,85,) FRIEREA NS BT WLIE Z 18] 1

(14)



<174 - ES I S = o

547 %

FAMLEE, ik 5 Z_eXp[sim(S;‘,,_l ) /7] WEIR

5 IEREAX AR Y B AT SRR A X AL BE 2 1
1.2.4  %4E5-9)| %
AR L S ) B B INA SO FR I RRIE R
IR, HAEAR RS R0 4 (5 v B
BT 55 50 e AT 5 G I . FUR
£ CETCIARec BRI, S5 2% R B h HE A7 AT 55 401
SR AR A B IIAC AL B, =X (15) B .
Lol = Loain T ALy (15)
£, B BN GAE S5 K 5 2,0, 8 T2
ARSI A FomBSH T T D0 e 2k 1)
.,
I FLR FA X B SR $51 26 oR 857 1y 3 22 4
AT S5 AR SRR AL, =0 (16) iR
z...(8 1) = —In[o(S" e, )] -

Y[l -0(8 e)] (16)

Weé’

A, 2, (8", 0) FRTEFH P w 28 17 51 i
55 ¢ ANALE AL AT I 0 R, o FaR AR PR
R R, S FORTEALE ¢« AT AT —ANTH,
e, FRTIH v, WA BE LR, v, FRREER
TFEAR
1.3 #ESRES

Sy B S I B CETCLARec MR 33 TT 4,
X H G AT I [F] 2 3¢ BE A T 0B o BCH I 1 i A
B = PR B AT « 1 TR A (0 I ] 52 2% T Sy
O(nlog,n) , B ATHEAF By IS [ S 2R g O (n®) ,
HrHEFFRE R R B 22 B R O (n) . Hirf,n 3
NP E , d Fnim AERE o 26 M0 ok s 3k
F X = FERVE ST, A S| ABSMNGH T4, Hont
W R 0(n’) . S s Ab e (s ] 52 2% i
O(nd”) . TiAT ECARSE PR T T35 B RE AT AL
YRR 5, B 1A B AR N O(n’d) . ZE BT R,
CETCLARec A BT ZE N O(nd® +n°d) o

¢ CETCLARec F5 55 5 51 1 7 49 35K ) 56 o
R [ T 7 5 B A A R R AT X EE 4
A Silihan B et L A = Rey=wa koI K ka1 Nifl)
TR 28 28 AT A, 3 BN ) &2 2 40 )
O(n*d) M O(nd®) , B SIS E] 52 22 )%l O (nd +
nd®) o WX A, RAY CETCLARec fR15] A
BB SR R e | B RO G AR T A
FOGT e R R AL IR ] 52 24 8, 5 B R 175
AR B 5 % B

2 X

2.1 ZHEE
2.1.1 #HEE

TE =K B LS R A S BOR 4 A7 52
Ko SXSEHARAE MK E O D i TR 5T
{9 B0 B ——38 S AR 4E Sports 1S5 28 504
4 Beauty ™!, LA K S PE R 2 ML-IM' L %1
JER T B BE BRI SRS

%1 HEEGIEA
Tab.1 Dataset statistics
Biesg HAH BHE CHH CPHKE WEitk %
Sports 35598 18 357

296 337 8.3 99.95
Beauty 22363 12 101 198 502 8.8 99.93

ML-IM 6040 3953 1000209 165.6 95.81

2.1.2 i

28 Krichene 250 (il S5 8 R 1 B8 — 12
W o AT R RGN E I E R
B A I, BIREE — A2 B3 H R AR 56 IE 5L
I, AR R I H AR I 2R 8E . x40 H 4
HEATHESS AT ORAE . AEPEAl R R e, (]
LRI T b i 28 (hit ratio, HR) @ k FIJH—
ATt Bt 25 (normalized discounted cumulative
gain,NDCG) @ k EATPFAl , Horp & om0 T4
ATk AHERRGE R 5,10,20, ik, AT
S SRR 4 5

Y hit(i)

HR@}k = = p (17)

AP AR B B SCI A AE AT & MR H A
W hit (i) =1, 70 hit(i) =0,
NDCG@ k 5 JEHEREL R A A FIHES | I
W T i H AEHELE SR TP R AL, AT LR R -
- rel,

,-Z’ log, (i +1
NDCC@Fk = —— 2 ) (18)
1

| REL, |

; log, (i + 1)
A erel, RoRHRAALE @ LI H AR TR 41
| REL, |25 P w (HESCI0 H I B8, #E AR
DUT, BT X B35 H AR AR 73 BB 2
1 GEHE 1) o
2.1.3 A&AHEAR

TES B H K CETCLARec #5470 5 1% 48 7] 4fE

FAREL BT bE 2y o) B P S EA A BRI T UL



4

TROCHF, 45 - AL A I 8] ) B 0T L ) e 9 4R

- 175 -

1558y HHERERSRUAR SIS F Y 59 D7 247k 57
KT AAT R o

@ GRU4Rec : fifi I T H G #4080 R A5 FH 1
TTRIFF . @ Caser ¥ FH P B DT 247 M P50 K
— AR IR R AR R A 8 P R
A4 i, B SASRec: ANEE B ML B
ANJF I HERE HIRE R . @ SSDRec ™ 2 HH — 4=
Wi Bt 2 M 1 4 o R e P 22 B4, DA
i TR 1 A 1 T 7 ]

FLT X b2 2] e A A R S i 1 W
ST BRI THERE M RE

@ S*-Rec' ™' . i it fe K AL I P 47 49 51 o
Jr B A4 JRy e 22 1] 1 LA ER A AR T P 14 A
b, i T H B JE A, R R H A
% Bl S"-Recyypo @ CLASRec™ 54 [L2p 2]
TP 50 HE 7, F 2R H = Fh BE LB 3 55 B A
@) CoSeRec' "7 . 5 75 = Foh B 4 189 5 48 A 1) ik
it A i R L R AR O T R )
Hi, @ DuoRec ™ ;i 1 HiIE T X b 2 >J 1% 1E )
PRFBIHT A 184 55 5 W, A 55U o 7 B 4 17 R 40
i RIB A, (5 MCLRec! " o $Hfs 15t
RIS B 45 4 FH TR He 2R 2], IR e
9 R B 2 M. © TiCoSeRec ™ : 1k
CoSeRec YA b F 0 B a3 ol A 51 A
(] 1) B DA 2R, Al B i ) L IR R B A T X6 EE 2 2T
(@ SparseEnNet' ™ 5 17 6 Xof 1o 2% ST HE L9 i Ny
XA S 25 DA e R s i M ) T, A Bl B

ARG TRIT H DARR P A T AT A 23 )
2.1.4 FomY

FITA BRI AL T PyTorch HEZRSEBY, Sy i T4
VE ARG S IHER A5 . CLASRec BEAUIF] DuoRec £
B RET 0 LR IR SN, AR o~ > AU A it
VEE R HER D, CETCLARec BEAY (14 1 5 45
YEH RiX & 7£1{0.1,0.2,0.3,0.4,0.5,0.6,0.7,
0.8,0. 91 JEEI N Fniith s B T 7 Sk BB A
RSB N 2, iR A4EE d WEH
128,24 2] P E S 0. 001, fit it /N hy 128, H5E 7Y
K] Adam LA gt AT AL, IR RS HR .
BRI FAE, SE50HF Sports FI Beauty B4R AR
FPA R 50, ML-1M $a 4L il 200,
2.2 MERELEE

¥ CETCIARec BB 5 H At B AR AR =4
Bl FE TR RE FO AL, AR IR 2 R, Horp,
AR IR RE, T RIZRFR ML RE , i 2 52
AR, AT DR AT 4518

B, 5L BRI A L, CETCIARec 7E =
GRS DN 2 W T e~ S i ST] 1] 3 5
I 5 R A 0 A A R A R R,
CETCIARec HIMEREM T SparseEnNet 25 H fth X} kb
IR, X &l CETCIARec il b i 1 [H]
(] 5 215 M0 SR 0 SR 48 5 vk, RE S IR B
JP 3 o BRI A R, AT 7 A O e B i B B
T PG sR A ST RUR

x2 FEREEREZ EHLE

Tab.2  Comparison of performance between different models

K SR GRU4Rec Caser SASRec SSDRec S’-Recy,, CIASRec CoSeRec DuoRec MCLRecc TiCoSeRec SparseEnNet CETCIARec Mgt/ %
HR@5 0.0162 0.0156 0.0185 0.0165 0.0115 0.0246 0.0287 0.0305 0.0321 0.0317 0.0310  0.0339 5.61
HR@10 0.0257 0.0264 0.0324 0.0263 0.0197 0.0375 0.0437 0.0488 0.0495 0.0492 0.0458  0.050 9 2.83
HR@20 0.0421 0.0402 0.0545 0.0394 0.0335 0.0630 0.0635 0.0724 0.0716 0.0720 0.0658  0.074 8 3.31
Sports NDCG@5 0.0103 0.0110 0.0106 0.0097 0.0093 0.0164 0.0194 0.0195 0.0210 0.0211 0.0208  0.0229 8.53
NDCG@10 0.0142 0.0139 0.0148 0.0128 0.0117 0.0209 0.0242 0.0248 0.0264 0.0267 0.0205 0.028 1 5.24
NDCG@20 0.0186 0.0174 0.0211 0.0156 0.0152 0.0286 0.0292 0.0309 0.0322 0.0330 0.0306  0.0339 2.73
HR@5 0.0184 0.0253 0.0356 0.0317 0.0176 0.0406 0.0438 0.0489 0.0517 0.0504 0.0512  0.0538 4.06
HR@I10 0.0289 0.0344 0.0638 0.0520 0.0291 0.0656 0.0675 0.0707 0.0763 0.0740 0.0758  0.0787 3.16
HR@20 0.0434 0.0634 0.1015 0.0778 0.0472 0.1033 0.0975 0.1062 0.1107 0.1068 0.1103 0.1131 2.17
Beanty NDCG@5 0.011 6 0.0142 0.0188 0.0182 0.0108 0.0286 0.0293 0.0303 0.0332 0.0343 0.0339  0.0357 4.08
NDCG@10 0.0159 0.0226 0.0283 0.0246 0.0146 0.0358 0.0369 0.0378 0.0412 0.0418 0.0409 0.0437 4.56
NDCG@20 0.0197 0.0304 0.0380 0.0309 0.0184 0.0454 0.0459 0.0468 0.0503 0.0501 0.0505 0.0522 3.36
HR@5 0.096 0.1053 0.1110 0.0496 0.1075 0.1143 0.1253 0.1276 0.1275 0.1482 0.1406  0.1515 2.23
HR@10 0.1812 0.1875 0.1906 0.0902 0.1958 0.1978 0.1993 0.2079 0.2114 0.2243 0.2240 0.2356 5.4
HR@20 0.2895 0.2934 0.3128 0.1415 0.3006 0.3169 0.3005 0.3109 0.3194 0.3267 0.3271 0.3427 4.71
MM NDCG@5 0.0581 0.0613 0.0652 0.0295 0.0623 0.0664 0.0742 0.0756 0.0797 0.0973 0.0958 0.1007 3.49
NDCG@10 0.0842 0.0868 0.0909 0.0413 0.0914 0.0924 0.092 0.1032 0.1067 0.1248 0.1225 0.1277 2.32
NDCG@20 0.1114 0.1173 0.1216 0.0548 0.1219 0.1235 0.1243 0.1291 0.1326 0.1506 0.1483 0.154 6 2.66
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2.3 HEEKIE

453 #1 CETCIARec FA1 2 SC A 1F 1 A
WMo A SCBTT AR AR, Hor, w/o-Aug
g T s [ (] B ) 5 1 iR AR R 4y AR e B die
R IRAE , w/o-Enu KR FBRE A 028 0K, w/o-
L2 ¥ 12— i B ML 4 Ry 1 G
FIWLA, w/o-CL W LBRAT b 2f 2 i 2k o i pu A Az
PR AL ALY HR@ 20 Al NDCG@ 20 (1414 RE
n 3 iR,

R3 HMER

Tab.3  Ablation experiment

BiEte imidl HR@ 20 NDCG@ 20
w/0-Aug 0.046 9 0.020 1
w/0-Enu 0.073 6 0.033 4
Sports w/0-12 0.072 4 0.032 4
w/0-CL 0.043 8 0.020 3
CETCIARec 0.074 8 0.033 9
w/0 -Aug 0.100 3 0.047 0
w/0-Enu 0.108 2 0.050 5
Beauty w/0-12 0.102 2 0.047 9
w/0-CL 0.085 7 0.039 3
CETCIARec 0.113 1 0.052 2
w/0-Aug 0.159 6 0.065 7
w/0-Enu 0.2800 0.1195
ML-1M w/0-12 0.265 2 0.109 9
w/0-CL 0.158 8 0.064 6
CETCIARec 0.342 7 0.154 6

1) NFE 3 Al LU i, CETCLARec 5 RU7E It
A RIS LIS S PR RE , 1 3 W 5 Tk 1] ]
B A2 B MO B T i T Ik A 12 0 — AR
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)i —ZbE 55 SR, SRR IR T e B

3) w/o-L2 LT B SR (8 P A% e T R T BILA
{ELRE T s [1] [0] i £ 496 5 73k L e 445 02 S g
A (R T ) R AR X 1 0T 20 1 4 A7) RE 68 AR
X LB I S IR 50 56t 1Y) 46 o A0 P A b
JURFIE o

4) w/o-Aug B FREHLIL 3 75 A G 53k
BUPE IR T DR A i P 2 B It H SRR, 5 1
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SRR T A E SR
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(d) Influence of the ratio on NDCG@ 20 in Beauty dataset

08 09

B3 R [E B LA ) 1 L3
Fig.3 Comparison of different data augmentation ratios
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Fig.4 Analysis of different strategies
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Tab.4  Analysis for different M values

b €S M HR@20 NDCG@20
1 0.0713 0.0319
Sports 2 0.072 8 0.032 4
3 0.074 8 0.033 9
1 0.108 9 0.049 7
Beauty 2 0.109 7 0.050 8
3 0.113 1 0.052 2
1 0.3315 0.147 3
ML-1M 2 0.339 4 0.149 5
3 0.3427 0.154 6

2.5 EEUEE TR AT

NIRRT R AR R B R A 2R I o SR P
PRI . LR HE A CETCIARee BB AN I
LA MO RS )L AR CETCLAR e, LK S
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USSR GO S o IR LB 1,
Ko RF KL BB D 50 45 5 I ki 18] A1
1] 73 A 22 RS 0 A - (BT AT 5
SRR W T P A n NS B T ST

RS REREFFHITLL

Tab.5 Comparison of model time overhead

fRelgE BRI

R B s - IS 3 8
CIASRec 28 11 877 888
DuoRec 16 9 877 824
MCLRec 31 16 876 608
TiCoSeRec 10 5 1 820 800
SparseEnNet 10 4 1 840 000
CETCIARec,,, . 8 5 1 754 240
CETCIARec 7 5 1 754 240

%} CETCLARec 5 CETCLARec, ,, FEHRIA] %
B, CETCIARec 1)l 2kt 8] ly, CETCIARec,,, . I,
D 12.5% | JEATE T A5 H08E R A 5 | ABAMEY
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Fig.5 Comparison of contrastive learning loss
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