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Abstract

Due to the lack of accurate capture of user interest, the traditional recommendation algorithm will
result in poor performance. With the application of deep learning in the field of recommendation
system, there are many good solutions to this problem. In order to realize the capture of user’s
dynamic interest and behavior prediction, a user’s dynamic interest recommendation algorithm
based on attention mechanism (Attention Mechanical Recommendation Algorithm Based on Long
Short-Term, AM_LST) is proposed. In this algorithm, latent factor model and gated recurrent unit
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are used to capture the users’ long short-term interests. In addition, attention mechanism is used
to organically combine users’ long and short interests to improve the problem that the traditional
recommendation algorithm’s recommendation effect decreases due to the dynamic change of us-
ers’ interests. Finally, the performance improvement of the proposed model is proved through
comparative experiments.
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1. 5|

T, ORI (1) BRI 7 ST AR A AR SRR 0 F P e w AN A HER SRR, TS B i AR
55 PR 120N A B B SR B LSS 2R, (R A 78 23 B8 v B FH ) HE R BV M B A R A Ahe iz S
P2, XFE—F IR THPRRILEE S FHREELR, H—mmRT “Ba” BaREE. A5Er
HEAF R R B oGy 7 P K EGR FGE,  RIARE F P 1@ 1 DL A DR G I 22 115
ERATHERE, BUROURYE P I LR i BEAT ED I HEE . TMAESEPRRL A A, B P R R AN A2 [ e AR
(7, T A2 2 Bl A I ) (AR BN AR AL, TR T I () () B HERE R Bt % SRHERE S T 4248 H P (3)
ADEHR,  DLSZHLGT P B 0 BRI A . LR R A HERE 0] R O R A S R AT R[] [2]
(Markov Chain, MC)%& ., J& 3k, #E3F 422 i 4% (Recurrent Neural Network, RNN). 5 FH ##1 42 % 2% (Convolutional
Neural Network, CNN)Z 4 i hith 5 - e 81 5 [3] [4]- F5- 2 TH v 2 I HL ] (Attention Mechanism, AM)
FEIRFE 2 )R8 BRI EUS T BEOR R[] [6] [7], KK 17 4143 1 Tl e

FEREINUERZIE B AN 5T 0 — FiE 5 A BN . ASSAE R Hy, HE s I i A
BB, HAKZHEM R &I =TT, Wk Bt R 32 20E B A B8R 1 e X4,
T Ho A X34 Bl 85/ B AN I3 IOV T 0 o B TR AR IO = WL e % A7 SO R R i B UR,
PR A S, HARZ RN E O WA EE RS, NS SR, FE5R I BOGE [X
BRI, AR S X4, DA S BREX A5 R B . B AT, RN Oz N T
TRIE S SIS, FF N 2017 SETFAE R FAEFE AR, AFM [8]. DIN [S]55 AR 5| N T = Sl
il o

AT — PR v B L Rk S P AR DGR R HE R SRR —— B T R A B B L R
7% (Attention Mechanical Recommendation Algorithm Based on Long Short-Term, AM_LST), 18 Fiv# & J 8L %1
X P KT S B R AR 4 R 2 =) BB ARG, USRI A P K IR 1) B 2l 3Rk 5 KA A 1)
HENHT, AR mHEEIR.

2. AREhESHBHE

A SCAE Fil-G V8 75 DR 7 A28 5 1] 42 0 A 5 G 1) K R 31 4 95 50925 (Recommendation Algorithm Based on
Long Short-Term, RA_LST) )24 b 5] A= L], DAAR S B8 i HEFE I R . RA_LST HE 8453 Jil il il 7%
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FER 718 (Latent Factor Model, LFM)5 [ T4 &3 5. 7t (Gated Recurrent Unit, GRU)RAHZ H 7 1%
R S5 MR, SR SR I BEHLER 2 4 4k (Stochastic Gradient Descent, SGD)F 7 2k /5 #5432 =1 45 B b
G, DUAFRLG H P KRR 8UR

2.1. BEEFER LFM

TR DR AR — B LR TR ST EOR, e H AR A D A ) BRI T SO 2 AU
FIBETE, UTEER RN N THERE RGAFUR[0]. Hlan, 72 RS, & nl DR P 1947 9 B 3)
XHHERE T H BEAT RS, RIVRSE P OB 477 10 H ) 7 AR B E A, SRea M — A E B
AEE IR .

TEE DRy B 2R e — ol I B A X VP RRE I AT AR, AR i LR S P ) R AT R 91 R A A
[10]. BAREREQIT: HEoE, 2 A R HMEITFEOERE R (W05 1 FR). RE, XHZIFSAEREEAT
FEFE AR, ARBIH - WRAETRERE P (405 2 Pos) MITBAE R 5 - HUBEAERE Q (W& 3 Fow). &%, KiE
B P RIGERE Q AR, W LAFFE]— AN B B PR 0 JEPE R (W32 4 FTR). ‘BN T IR AR R IT- 4%
R R A TR, AN TR (R IR A P BT F 5207 73, fe e JRATTRT DA A3 B0 4 5 FH P 1Y
IR

Table 1. User-movie sparse rating matrix R

# 1 AP - BERIRTSER R

5 1 HHRY 2 H5E 3 HL5Y 4
JZED ! 5 0 1 0
2 0 3 0 0
3 0 0 0 2
Table 2. User-latent factor matrix P
%2 AP -EBEARTHEEP
IR 1 AR T 2 WERH T 3
Al 1.7647 1.0422 0.7777
2 1.2321 1.0759 0.6078
3 0.9873 1.0438 0.9718
Table 3. Latent factor-movie matrix Q
%3 BERT - EBEEHEEQ
W1 W2 W3 Y 4
BRI F 1 1.8941 1.3417 0.2862 0.6497
AR T 2 0.9913 0.8771 0.0297 0.4239
R F 3 0.7840 0.6471 0.5931 0.9334
Table 4. User-movie prediction score matrix R
= 4. AP - BETUNIESSERM R
i1 HR 2 5 3 HL5 4
Ml 4.9853 3.7850 0.9973 2.3142
2 3.8767 2.9900 0.7451 1.8239
3 3.6666 2.8690 0.8900 1.9910
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PAE R R it A T DA e () o
Rm><n ~ mek ><Qk><n = I:’imxn (1)
Horp kAR R, BVBEDR 78, fEA0cd, AT LFM 20k EERCE N 10,
TR TN VP20 R R R PSS T 4T § BUCEROAE, AR I XTI § HVESY, B NSERE P 55
IATICER SRR Q 5 j ST R AIRAIA.

ﬁj = piqu = z piquj (2)
k=1
FEAR R TRIPE S 4ERE R 5, 0I5 26 bR MR B AR ME R4 5, IR SR B h i N IE T L2 53,
DA 1R L5
K 2 K
ei?:(rij_fij)zz(rij_; piquj] +§;(pi+qz’) (3)
=) 1

P RIBR L T RRE, SRR BN OB L, CAIRAS AR RS P A Q.

P K
a_ei? = _2(rij _Z Pic Ay jqkj +p Pi = _Zeij Qg + B Pi (4)
Pi k=1
0 e o % __
a & =—2| K z Py | Pi + B0 = —2€; Py + B0y Q)
Uy k=1
B JE AR IS GBS W T R AR e, JERIERTF R E SIS, Hkss
, 0
Pik = Pi _a[$e§+ﬂpikj: Pi +a(2eijqkj _ﬁpik) (6)
ik
, 0
Qg = Uy _O{Heﬁ + A, J =04t a(zeij Pi — By ) (7
kj

2.2, 'HZEHE¥F 8T GRU

I ARG PR 57052 FH T2 W 7 5 30808 B bR RS PR 22 X 4% (Recurrent Neural Network, RNN) & A 20T 2
AR Z —[11]. BRI T RNN BRREBIE SE I R, S EE T KR Hid4Z(Long Short-Term
Memory, LSTM)#4i& S fi, I Zhid B2 stk

wmE 1 pR, TIHEER R ITAPIANTT: EET] r SEIT u ke F B R S e imt . o,
HE T r AR LB S AT A1 At A5 NS T TG G b — iR At - LR, M) u W R
{53 5 4RI R 5t A A BE A <) E—m S st - 15 R BT EETSEHRIIUS, 113
TEIR R ITIE = AT S R BT A %, FRBCIRES h R4 T A s

HET i SEHT u 3B ROR T ATAN x5 R AR N R IIBRECIRAS hey X AR

n=(8) (9) -
=o(Wx+Uh) ®
U =o(W,x +U,h_,) 9)
B I A ARUR A hey XY BT BRGEUR A hy TR -
h = tanh (Wx, +U (1 -h,,)) (10)
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Figure 1. GRU architecture schematic diagram

[& 1. GRU ZHRIEE

HOHE TR b T RRRRTS ey 5 A RTRARUIRTS h (IR G E TR, AR MIBBORAS he BRI
B, XPELE AT S B RGEOR A h B FRIEICAZ, SRR T S I BRRURES heo

ht :(1_Zt)hm+ztﬁt (11)

TEAEH] GRU BEATHE R I ZRIN 7 4 — S N B K, Bl TR P R L H AT AR, §
B P NI A —, WA R BT A . 1% 0] R 0 A R 7 V5 M LA B AR X B
RIAEA T B, BAERR A ), 207 VRS HIEI TR A, PRI JRATIAE Y 2 1 2 18 e S HERE IR 3 poh 22
%% (Gated Recurrent Unit for Recurrent, GRU4Rec) I J£AT /Mt J7 iR AT IIZR[12] . @nl&] 2 Phows,
GRU4Rec Hit A=A FFATI t 212 BT H , BRI 51 t + 1 2058 BIH , FRE—ANH PR32
FG BN RGP P8, 120572 8% AT DURAE SN 7 B S, SORT DU IR R i N K FE ) —
B, EORPREEHER & 1 IFATINGRRCR.

#o# it
7 R B
—~ ©to oo
-~ -~ -~
LA N LA ¥ I A
HP1ZHFEF] i1 | in2 | iys | ina :i1,1: :h,,% :il,s: is1 | isz
t Tt Tt T
[ L] L
PR | isy | sz | i3 GRUF A !12,1! :12,2! :14,1! .
Lo | o] ,
|13,1: |13,2: |13,3: 13,4 | 13,5
FAPSAEHFF | i | dgs | ias | daa | Qa5 | ine | eo———— L
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| s s s .
FPARZHEH | i1 | ia2 !11»2| !11,3| !11’4| i5,2 | 153
T N N T
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Figure 2. GRU4Rec Batch Training
2. GRU4Rec #t&7)I1%k
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3. BT ERNNBIEFHE

i GRU 5 LFM PRSI 27 31, FAT7 AR R 1 F P B ST 5 R 00 % B0 7 TR AR 7
YNSRI Hodr, P ARG B P 18 PR BRI DORRIF AR (G BIR S, il tn
R ui, SRR HE SAMRKHE, Han LERBI . O ase e R B IR
JE %, AR FACHADGER ;1M (R IR A AR P R 0 2, i B AT 2 S B ) 2
I 1] 3 1) — BOR 2 i, ORACR A (I8, 2R IR - S R BN 8, BT BrBett, il
U F P CAEAN TR (S R i B2 SR A LR AN TR 03 R Y, RIS AN S A i 5%, AARE
EDANINFSRUIPAS

TR, AVERERE NS, S KT P SO ERFIE 2 A A AE SR A, A3 ST BT B
ARV E BN, RGBS ALV 7> A B, BIVE R 7 (Attention ), VAZIHEH 1% S
TR 2 (8] AL R 2, PR PR AR 2 25 BB, SRR R AT B8, R4S e 4 U P 20

3.1 EEDISH

EE AU N2 R RO B 2 il i, BT MInBGE R, BRI E RS
INABLCE S PRAS IR 53 o

FEHATIIGRAT, B RZ IRV A BN R, SRR, TR AR 9 OB R
N BEREAR N TR (B R x RRAETE T x BRAZEE).

AT I8 o3 R R L] P R s O ALRI[13], 238 LA

a/ = h"Relu(Wx; +b) (12)
__exp(a))
T (@) )

a NZ L BRI R A 15 B KR A E B R, BIER A, AR IIIES SR,
HA BB IEAZ = B M4 45 2 OB R W, (REL A b, 40iE#2)R 2 softmax fii = AL
HE he x A KIS W R AR o
BRJFRERE IR E a SRFAEVED xi MR, FREd—Marh /NN 1482 = B W] 45 21 iR 4 1
—— TP § .
y=P" > ax (14)

FECL ERER R, A 2 A M2 AT 280 5, DAR IR AEAE OB 7 5 B0
SR LA 17 AL

3.2. FBAFKEHINBIIRLS

ASCHRE M ORBRRAE “ KA IR TNZE " 5 “Hl)z " ZRGINER M, i), X
KI5 HE P T BB AR AR 0 2 R — M, ORI AR M SGEBE o FE R T2 2l i o7 >
B NARFAIE ) B2 % A B2 2 [ FR) AR 5 38 R4 1 8 4 I 2 (AL L [14], ASEELHT P B S MR R AL 5 2 00 %
HRRIEROR S, SRS HEMUCRAE N P 3h 008, BORTH O R E o ARGE AL, FEACSCER Y 5%
B NRFAE 1) B 20 N R 5 A DX AN, SRR A 3 BT

FERN 20 7 g P R R N BB b, AERERY R 22 I 2% 2 70 Al 1 LFM 55 GRU K J 3]
PLERTIIN A5 E ARSI T DT 3 B P RN T P
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TERIIPGE TN LEM 3555, 8 Jeidid v W 7 A A LAE s aa 0 F 5 R sE /N E g, SR 5 SR BE AL
B R BRkARAL, B2 A R R 5 BV TE R T4 R, AT AR LAIRAS LEM 3853 R T0I BT 73 56 B

TSI FN GRU #4560 i N34T one-hot Zwfil(FH P &2 HLIE v 1, R HIE N 0), A
JEERR N JZAE A tanh S0 Bk B0 HASCR AR B, DAL mAS RS, & 5ilid GRU JZ3k43 GRU #i4r i Tit
DU B

TEE R IME I, $a LA B PEA BP0 OF 70 46 e N BIVE R T2, 43 002 ) KR DY R R R R
o5 B RIGMHHEIN o 5 pREIAT IR, A4 50 A DS T2 50 B B 5 A i & B BT 43
FERE, RIF P ShaS O ITINVE o H 0, K AE H E

I R
| 7 E L B S
L& # | T amome ||
I B & | == VI
v
e 7 z| 1, A
|| = = /01 !
g LI SREYERE G
# AN I\
?? I s |2 % | ] "\ %
S & 11| wmes \ i
Bl s — & X Iy |
| |E 7 / I NS 5
ﬁ B N X m
Wlg ||y |E 2 | |_#| 7 a
% B Z Eg L / i
2 & / L, d
S [9)]
"Eel8 folf He] B ;
I AT G G [ |
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| —__&___7% 21 |
BAE IS ERAMEE BiHE

Figure 3. Flow chart of AM_LST algorithm
E 3. AM_LST EimigE

PAERVE R W 4 8 T AL T B R 5] 4 B, g5 IEIED DY 3.1 VER LA ERIR o A
RSP, AEES RN ZERRIRA R RG, BFRGESE SRR 5 INER 2 RAEE IE, &5
I ERR R, FE R R E AT IR VP AT IBR AT, 45 21 55 28 (1 T V-7 4 1

4. WS
4.1 SKEHIESR

ASCHEH AR AL)] FUEE T Movielens 5 Netflix i FJEEHE5:. MovieLens JR 4685 5 R HEH RS
2 dL R AR 42, ASCHTE A2 LM RS, A% 6000 £ 7 % 3000 £ HEZ I PFZdE . Netflix [
BRI AR RGNS — N HBEESE, B8 48 JTHI R 1.7 KA BdE, s B e
JUID. HLE ID. S PRI TR SRR DR E . T PN SR VT oM R 3845 G I I, TR I
T A S5 T 1 18] PP B 1) SR 0P A

EBHEERRI > b, A48 F B — 9% (Leave-One-Out), X 4F4N I 28 . 354% I} 18] 55 T+ 4
H, FHT 90%3Z HIAE NN GREHE, 5 10%38 B IE A MAEHE[15]. mZA&3K1S 5 M LLH 7 ID 5H5 1D
VENATR 1 551 R 51 VE5r Rk . RAELL EBIAIFE SR, X MovieLens 5 Netflix P4~ Ed 22 2047 T AL 2,
1FENUNEE 5 Fros 1 SE 6 B 4
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attention weight
| AccumulateGrad | | (64, 64)

—_
|| EmbeddingBackward || | | AccumulateGrad | |
\ | y |
| ViewBackwardll | TBackward I
' |
A attention bias |
(64) |
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I UnsafeViewBakaard | | AccumulateGrad |
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| ViewBackward | I | TBackward | |
] s |
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(1) |
, |

| UnsafeViewBackward | | AccumulateGrad |

— ]
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AddBackward0
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SoftmaxBackward @, 64) |
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AddmmBackward
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Figure 4. Structure diagram of attention network model
B 4. EEHMEIEBIEE
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Table 5. Experimental data set

5 LWBIRE

IR P RSB Y ZRAE S
MovieLens 6040 3685 902826
Netflix 8551 6711 896864
MRS P A R TR 545
MovieLens 6040 3416 97357
Netflix 8551 4922 95193

4.2. SLENTLIEER

N T VAR AR R RS, A SCR A A — 4 T4 R 1H 3 25 (Normalized Discounted Cumulative Gain,
NDCG)-5 )75 #3 i% % (Root Mean Square Error, RMSE)E N6 e b5, H i, NDCG P #EEVIR
FSRAZ B AR AR 2, T RMSE i & H 2 S PF-43 5 H 2 BLSRvPo Z TR B iR 22

H—eHr i Bt as, i R SORTE R a8 2 Ja et kAT e, AT — A AL B TS B PR,
GERL, B RN TEREER . Hodh, M35 Gain & T HHESEL & X R@A5).

Gain=rel(i)=2"-1 (15)

TS5 RAE DR, P(EHEN 15 Pl 25 RAENAEE, r iIEHE 0.
j‘%ﬁ‘ EI_IJIL CGk Eﬂﬁ Eum.;kﬂlo
CG, :Zk:rel(i) (16)

BEBEAFHEER, R THE T I 2T R iH a8 DCGy,  LUEINHEA FE AT I H AORZM,
NHEAS SR JE T H IR .

koorel(i)
DCG, 17
; log, ( ) ()
B Ja AT B — 55 20— 434 B 11 25 NDCG.
NDCG =£ (18)
IDCG

Hr IDCG MRYE rel(i) % - HEFI45 2 5 47 1t DCG,  BPEAEHT5 R i3 24 (ideal DCG).
)5 KR 22 R 35 77 1% 72 (Mean Square Error, MSE)F1-F 7 R, 7 BUEARAR R M RE Ly . 3577 % 22 MSE
TG 5 B E 2 [ 2 E P ArE, Ae ChE(19).
MSE =%2(9— y)’ (19)

K277 1% 22 MSE I 5 BIR] 1521 J5 iR % % RMSE:

1y
RMSE = WZ(y—y)2 (20)
4.3 RWGLER

ASCHE R AE PyTorch IRFESASIHER N LB, BRI ZRAIR N JEFEBLE Y 64, FATHS
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AM_LST f{i B4 5 LFM. GRU4Rec. RA_LST =Ff Fl T #% i B4 7 ) [7) 2 5 4 7 v2sdb AT 06 b sz
I HN T IGAERE R P G e P, SE56 20 BUFE MovieLens(ML)5 Netflix(NF) Nt & EdkAT, 45580
6 BN,

Table 6. Comparison of simulation results of each model
6. HEBHELERILL

LFM GRU4Rec RA_LST AM_LST
ML_NDCG@10 0.3669 0.4346 0.4501 0.4708
ML_RMSE 0.3029 0.6352 0.1867 0.1064
NF_NDCG@10 0.3635 0.4596 0.4732 0.4939
NF_RMSE 0.3068 0.6450 0.2889 0.1714

%6 Bgh T EMITEEARIREIER (epoch) ISR FIRTFHISFAPERE, ATRLE R, AR SCHEH R TE
B AHLHI P 8 & Xmm 5%k AM_LST £ NDCG. RMSE Wi MEfs I RILH — @M% . 7
MovieLens #5441, AM_LST {)°F-15 NDCG Lt RA_LST #7517 0.02, *F-}J RMSE [#{X T 0.08; 7£ Netflix
BT, AM_LST ) NDCG Lt RA LST #5 7 0.02, RMSE %K T 0.11.

R R A UE A T A SCHR I AM_LST BERUA S T 31— 8 FH P K U 8 LFM
5 GRU fEHEFVERE B3R, — @ fR R AR T — MRHER AN F P MR B —F L B2 X R 13
AR DA B H BSR4 )

4k, M I NEE LT RA_LST, ACSCHEH I AM_LST 58) 7E $5 i Tl HE 44 00 74 ff
PEE BRAR TN 2 H ) iR 22 07 T R I 6, RN (i S NLHER S T — @ MER, Reie 3ot
¥R P KIS, DURF P S8R E L

5%t T AM_LST 5 LFM. GRU4Rec. RA_LST PURH 7 #E MovieLens ¥4 45 1 fifi epoch 221k
(PIHE PEAS 5 IR R 22 i 2k | (NDCG\RMSE) . AT LAE £, AM_LST 74 [A epoch T NDCG #& F 3
fh = PSR, T DL A A S HERE AL, F H RMSE IS4 T Hodth = Py, J0 235 5 5 I v

0.5 0.84 - wer LFM
. —--GRU
0.7 ‘-\ ---RA LST
0.44 e o B e 5 4 S 0 e P S . —AM _LST
' 0.6
- 1
=034 051 §
®0.3 (LE :
@) J
s 2o 1
& A 03 1 ".'-.-""‘- ............... R T ot "'..."_
o f e LFM UV2, E S— R e N —
-y e o e
-—-RA _LST 0.14
0.0q —AM_LST 0.0
0 6 12 13 24 30 0 6 12 18 24 30
epoch epoch

Figure 5. Comparison diagram of test errors index of each model

Bl 5. SEBNRIREIEARIIELE

5. 45RiE
SR RTINS AR, PR 2 AT LA Y 1 R TR 5 | 4 B B T
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SN PRI BEAT R, DUERHESB A P BB 06, SR v B A A PR g . JEI
5 2R 0] E SR B0 R B, % RA_LST BiBUTE MovieLens 55 Netflix A4~ %4fs 5 b #BRE 06 A 20 & Ti
DNHER BOHERA T, PR T 7> H iR 2%
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