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Abstract

With the widespread adoption of personalized recommendation systems in various applications,
movie recommendation as a typical scenario has attracted increasing attention. The core task of
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recommendation systems lies in providing personalized suggestions based on users’ historical be-
havioral data, particularly rating data. The effectiveness of recommendations is closely tied to the
selection of similarity computation methods. Common approaches include cosine similarity, Pear-
son correlation, Euclidean distance, and Jaccard similarity. While each method has unique charac-
teristics and applicable scenarios, relying solely on a single similarity measure often leads to per-
formance degradation due to data-specific limitations and environmental constraints. This study
systematically compares and analyzes the performance of these four similarity computation meth-
ods under different environmental conditions, exploring their application effectiveness in movie
recommendations. The research demonstrates that rationally combining multiple similarity measures
with weighted proportions can overcome the limitations of individual methods and significantly
enhance recommendation accuracy and quality across diverse data scenarios (e.g., sparse data, new
users, and active users). Experimental results verify that the proposed multi-dimensional recom-
mendation method based on weighted combinations outperforms single similarity approaches in
improving comprehensive system performance across various recommendation scenarios.
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Bt T AN R Bl AR BRI R Jg MR 2R 48 A o BT P AR 6 R e b AL 19 5% B
Hoo FEMRBHEFAESS T, WA VAN, TN T8 K6, O MEACHERS 1 5 22 il
gr o HERE ARG CAL S R LT T B0 SEAT R BE (n vt oy ey s WSEEE), DR SR ORI A 2
NG

ONSEDURHER U REHESRE , HERF 2R G0 W I8 I T 5 A 7 AR5 2 8] AR ARVDLE R 7 %, DL PRI AT
ARE T T B AR AR LA « B JRAEMARBLEE [1] Jaccard AHAARE[2]FIRK LR AFPE RS [3]. REFP 7 VEA Hoph
FRHTH SR BANE A 5. AESEBRI AR, ARSZABLEE R B IE T e M e, JCEAE U ) -
RS FERE TSR R B RG BRI AR E F T F P PR S A B 1 00, RS AT ROH BR V2>
{22 s R L ELAHEE BEE Y T 3 AR VP Bl (HAEARBRAE B P BE B2 S5 s Jaccard ARAUSEINIE I T — ¥k
JCILAEHIWT I P 7 75 A A FU I ORI

S I T AR S AN sth A AL, Ee AN B A RRE. S A ik mT R
SR BB R MR A AR, S BOER PERE R T . 52 2T Mg a1 20 O 22 55 el R
B —F A AR T FOE AL Tk e T i S P 1) 2 4R i o BRI, AR/ A R & BIE B &
US55, O IRTHHERE R SRR K S ]

ARSCE ISR AR GEARUE « BORAEMARMARE « B L AF 2 B AT Jaccard AHABLEE DU R AR J7 23447
B G FEIE, RREHAEA RIS FRRIL W SLIRTEfl, R L BOX AR Mg ¥ H3h
SRR RE ST . LR AN 2 YERE A S T30, BB A RO IR — AR T VA R IR, BRI
RGHVREARNERE, IF I SEBr BT b ) s A7 R PR AL T %6
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2. XI1E

AR, T 22 2 REAH AL RE Rl BRI 7 V200 T oA A Wk [RD Y k RE R S BRI 72 07 ) o 8 BLAF 9 2
Sarwar et al. (2001) [3]#&H 5Tk PRI SE 50k, @I i IR AR DG R AR A B B 1 i 8, 38AIE
T AHALRE FE B HEE I BRI . S5 AR TR PR R T 248 hRRh G SRS . 5171, Huang etal. (2022) [4]:&@
TR A AR %ALY Jaccard REL, IRUF TIRAAHUEELEA B 3375 N I 2% Zhou etal. (2023) [5]
MTEA A HERE R S A B S RRICEE R, EI T 2 4EEALERIsgsoERivE. SR1, IR 712 £ 0 —
Yt (Un Ja 2 80 BB W B A BC RN, R Z 06 22 37 55 N A AURE 4H &SRB 1) R G 3 H o

BEF IR AR, AR SCHRH — P T IR A A LB AR MR ORI 7 v, B TR R AN A ARCLEE 4 0o 4
YRR U . Bk, RN SRS BE B ARSZARLEE . SR PP 1A S A T — 2K
PEs RORIBAECRE: MR mE, A4V DCPE: Jaccard AHALRE: Sk P 3L [FIVE 2 T
bbb BRIRFE S : RWPEor 22 A RHE K/

T DU R AR ACL R 22 SR, AT VR IR A AR AR R, IR BITERR A . EEUR. W
P FERH 350 TR e RE . SCIRZE R, AN N RRARUE &A= 5. i,
Mg AdE g =, RZMAUE S Jaccard REUIH A BB A 2R AR A B i v o SR I 225 T PE TG K P
Wit N, BRI DG R A BRICEE B8 1 20 6 00 VF 4 2 B BT B8 4 10 R o X — RIS SCHR[4] [5]H 2
FEACLRE R () SR B — 3, E—2PHRR T AU S O TR 45 S I SRR I L

AR IR, RE 2RI G ST TR RGNS, (& A7) 32 BT 77 TH R 3%

Fo—, AN[RIRHABLRE X B0 43 A PR U 22 St 4 32 (W Jaccard 3K A7)t OO FE A5 ) L=, AL g
SYBCF] BE T B ST AN I PERE T B o ARORBIEFU AT PR 2 I T B R A (1 B & AL F AR L], DAtk —25
RTHITERIZALRE

3. ETRAPTSBIRENSHEEREEFEREMR

AL BRI PR B 3E T 0, 456 R 5ZABALE (Cosine Similarity) . 57 /R i #H < & % (Pearson
Correlation). Kk JLH75 8 2 (Euclidean Distance) F174s =48 AH AL (Jaccard Similarity) VU FfAH LU B & 772,
IR INBGR AR ERERE, FHAE VUM IR S R A B A 58 B 2 RS L VR ER P BRI A 85 SR 404 2R
BT HHAT T 2 A5, WREANFACEAS TR, JHRIEMER R, BRRE, FLETEbR LS St
TPl
3.1. FENE

3.1.1. HFERGERRIT

A SC B AEARYE L 00V B, v P SRR A 1 FL R HERE

(1) Vo HE I RZma

XS S TPE o S T P A« VR Bk s (T 4 BG5 7)), o P i R ER EAR 6] A
TR R T & F P s, 7EDNRSE B IGEREVE Y KT T 4 AR 2B R LT -

(2) PPorHERE R

HAR LS WAL S, {8/ pandas.pivot() sk 208 V2 B F e L P - FESVE AR RE, HERE AT 2
U, B, RS, RIS MM N 0o WRIEIZIE MR, FRA T B 4T U i
S, DA TR P SR S AT . N SR VTS HdlE LA A% 2U(Long Format) 76, L& FH 7 ID.
HLEY ID FIPE =51, ¥ Rpiling 1 fir, #id pandas.pivot()e& A0k HE 3o FH P - BP0 40 B (8
30, Wide Format), A=l 2 FrossE s .
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Table 1. Example of raw rating data
= 1 RS BuERA)

1D H ID i
1 101 5.0
1 102 3.0
2 101 4.0
2 103 2.0
3 102 4.0
3 103 5.0

Table 2. Transformed user-movie rating matrix

=2 HMENRAR - BRI ER

Movie-id 101 102 103
User-id

1 5.0 3.0 0.0

2 4.0 0.0 2.0

3 0.0 4.0 4.0

(3) #EFF Tk
ST E S, BRSPS R MR PR AT HERE . BRI AN S (A
Mobn B« BT SRR AR, SIS [F] R R SRS SR HERE R LR I

3.1.2. HIMEHHESE

AR SR PUMARABARE v 5 7 i

(1) 4x5%AH{ELE (Cosine Similarity)

AR LA FEAT B ) A ) B AR SZ AR, F TR R P B S R AR . AR AR,
AN AR WA [ B R A N, W EATTZ TR AR B s e, An SRR, ARG . Bk AR
LI

. S A-B
Cosine Similarity = ———— Q
IAllB]
o, AR B 23R A B VRS R, || A A |B] R E TR LA ERL
(2) Bi/RHEbFAALLEE (Pearson Correlation)
B IRIAR R REUE — Rl BN B R R AT 7. e T AN S B T )
FRSRMERAT EARUEE, AFA:
2(A-A)(B-B)
VX(A-A)S(8 -B)
Forp, A RIB RH P EWSIESY, ARIB 2R eI

Pearson Similarity =

@
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(3) BKJLH75 5 B (Euclidean Distance)
RO LA R i BB 2 —, AT irE A R M “BE%” e, AXT:

Euclidean Distance = /> (A - B,)’ (3)

H A FI B RoRH P A, B XTHLES | VT

(4) Jaccard FHALLE (Jaccard Similarity)

Jaccard AHABLRE F 2 H T &M MES Z MM ARLE, TCHE G EE T u R L 5 IHER
Fea. TR PR RS, Jaccard AHABLE — A T A0 3 (A8 (v £ BN IESY), HARA:

Jaccard Similarity = H 4)
v

Hrr, AFIBRBANES, |AnB|RIEMRD, |AUB|RIFERIK .

3.13. BiE&E

AR T ALK MovieLens AR [7]. X2 — N AT R HERE SRS, B GroupLens 75 /M
KA, FEHTHEIE RGO AN BRSSO movies.dat: 07 HLEZI 1D, b @il RIS 1Y
{5 B AN ratings.dat: & F 0T FLEZ 0V 23 B0 o 1 S0 EAT B0E TAG 3 - HHE n gk, 4 pandas.read_csv()
SR E B, B sep = 'S BT 40 BB (MovieLens BE &t ERIN BT N ) o SHE EE 3T I
e, ACREEVEZ KT 0 fidsk. BT 3RATT45 BB A B 208 T B0E 10 FH P R B2 i HEE R G e 1,
DR i i tH 22 /0% 10 SRR I o SEXT BB HEAT T ik, BROROGEREZ D4k 5 & P v
5, LA B AR 1A 0] A5 2R R 52

3.1.4. MERESRER
A IR HHERZE . DR, FLAETR PR8I KT I DU 2 &R r a5 4.
(1) #ERfiZ (Precision)
S SUONFHER 25 5 SE R 5 I FLS B I LB, o P T 4 R AR HEE NI 1) “HERR I

. PR HEZHE
= 5
Precision T (5)
(2) #HHlZ (Recall)
TE SUNSEFRE R I S P I L], SR Tl ERE AR S G ES 7 H P FE SR .
Recall - HEFEm R AE (®)

FH P S s =0 HE S A
(3) F1 1E(F1 Score)
CEAE EWER R A A B R, EENIREF %8, H T P e I 5
Precision + Recall

Fl1=2x — @)
Precision x Recall

4. IWRTSSER A

ARSI VPN DR BLRE V577 0 HLBEHE 7 2R e R R ORI, 388 VA R DA 7 325 A L
BRI LR . BT RIRR MDA, DRTHERF A P 5 5 TS R MR, 3
]2 A0 FLfE .
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4.1. SEHETT

A SEIG KT DY R RRABLURE i R J7v2s: AY 5% AHALLE (Cosine Similarity), 7 /R 3#bkH1ELE (Pearson Correlation
Coefficient), FkJ1 #7555 (Euclidean Distance) 1 Jaccard #H{BL/E (Jaccard Similarity), 241k 1 £ FhAHALLE L
Bl A, DA A IR ALRE Jr ik sz, bugl 44 e 3 Fom e

Table 3. Weight allocation table
=3 NESLE

HEHRS Cosine Pearson Euclidean Jaccard H/E
1 0.7 0.1 0.1 0.1 RZER
2 0.1 0.7 0.1 0.1 PR AT
3 0.1 0.1 0.7 0.1 VRS
4 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.7 Jaccard £ 5
5 0.2 0.2 0.4 0.2 BEHLALA 1
6 0.5 0.1 0.1 0.3 REHE
7 0.4 0.3 0.1 0.2 BEALAA 2

FESER T, AR MovieLens s S4% I ANF f AL A HLFEIE M RFIERI 0 N 2 AN 5, DALY
A R AR AU T 575 VAL 5 RO 2 T IO HER RCR . RS r iR idia . MR = . W
M AR R 35, BRI s ol ank 4.

Table 4. Scenario classification table

=4 HERIDFR

B E A i 4 HLRZ AL
Fi i B (sparse_data) 2000 1000
LA (dense_data) 5000 2000
#1F 7 (new_user) 500 500
TSR P (active_user) 3000 1500

4.2. KMEERROH

T X S5 45 B HE4T Kruskal-Wallis #5536 [9]F1 Mann-Whitney U #:46:[10], 5 HiPU4M7 5 (R 5 50 1
sOBERIE R BT SRR P ) W BN RE 2 R (R T FL (AN ) E)ES T EEA
HRFHE L. BRI Kruskal-Wallis p {6 < 0.05 (M7%7£[9.55 x 1071, 1.56 x 103X [A] ), I 7 1)
F1 AN RN AABAEZEZR, H Mann-Whitney U 36BN 1 —L8%5 52 HLI 3 2 18] i) 25 7 .35
(corrected_p < 0.05), X657 3 HAE b 7E IR Cosine MM 5 H Al L4 (Pearson. Euclidean B¥ Jaccard)
ZA8], BT AS [E ARV O HERE R BRI . AEFTA 23 ) Mann-Whitney U 25691, &IEJS p
f# (corrected_p)33<0.05, HZ7E[1.64 x 1078, 1.07 x 102X [A] 4, E6iF 7 X2 RS2 Lo

(1) BRI ) HE e R o i

F P 1 AT RNTE 2 AR A ST (FH P 40 5000, FEEZEL 2000) , SEEGZE SRR H], RIS SMA
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A (BUE 0.7)RIIAL(FL = 0.41), LU B /RHF T4 4 (FL = 0.40)5 Jaccard £ 404 (FL=0.40), MR
SR F SR &R Z(FL = 0.37), HhEmEiEiiRia(ANX5) 056, HEFAR6) 041, FL1H
0.41. TEPEEARAN GO0, BRIQEE B i 40 22 5 1P 5 A S (A K 3), ARS8 N (H P sy
s LRI BEROCH PR Z 7G5, i TEIEEAR S, PogsEmgt i 2aT e, H
fEMELL(SNR)FET, MIMIESEX rfe J). SHERFEIRIAEEALL, FL E/E TR, UiiE SR Eon %4
TSR, AL Gt [FRd 5 i e 23 0] 32 BRI — %R 5 Xue 25 A\(2017) [11] BT R 4518 — 3. fhA14E
SRR T, RS AERE 7 (Deep Matrix Factorization, DMF)255E T4 B 2 3] (AR AR R b
FE G [F) i E RS AL AR AR R, RIS 7E MovieLens-10M $¢#54E - I64E, DMF [#) F1 {#(0.48) & 3%
T AL G U AL 38 792:(0.41), ENAIE 1A% 45 5 30 (K HR AR 254% S0 Wb [F) 3k i O 24 Bt 8 4 i . BRARAE S AT
BT EARALRE , (H25 5 52 VP43 W s AT 2 4 5 B 5200, T DMF 457325 1] LUl i 27 2] B8 5 R R IR R R
KIG TR AR AR e M. RS, WA RIFE LB EE R IKE , R /R AR L EE A7) SR B % 5 4 Hh el
PP LR R, TR LA B TR VT M4t 22 3 5 At 7 — B A 78« RSZAIUE R 4L
BN A8 R I A 22 1) A B R DR R B AE T 7 R UM S5 PE s A B B R, H— B (A 1) H P T
oy ER R RALEERT, FEOP R ZE R (WA AVESALS, 5, 5] vs 7 B [3, 3, ) HE e A K,
T BT 45 A B LS FH P R T

wRYE
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0 || || ‘l ‘l || || ||
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MNEHT1 MNEH52 AEme3 dA%T4  dARTS AE%S6 MNEMWST
AR m HE R S FIE
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Figure 1. Bar chart of data in dense data scenario

E 1 EEHEREPOBIEERE

(2) ¥ A T B EidE e K o A

sl 2 Ay EAER R S (FH - #0500,  HIREH 500) N, SEIGZE IR R, T WL R R Sl
B PR T RIEAL, I E 057, HH 050, F11H 048, MHILMMLEZAS, AA
ErRE . EHH PR, SRR s, JoHR M P E BBk SRAEEL
LR S LR B PR N T RESZ RSN, (EA SRR R BV BN R, BT A AN R R S B i (B
PR EFAKR), AR LA B R DA ROt 2 A 7 2 B A O, CHR 2 L0 R T .
L2 REEMPEAEGHIES T, NEDEEEYRRANHEGEZCR . WILEREE TSNS, EWRE
EAETH RPN S 7 E R, XA RENGR 1 H TR R (R RE 1, JCEGR AR B
BOUMBITEOLT . /s ST, BRSSO GH R QIR0 PR
b 22 A PR A L R PR B 5 (A4 3 3) AT RN IR o X — i R R W], RIME B EE, REAP0 2>
e HZRA R, BRI 08 et S BCE ok i R, U5Rea diise P Ak, A
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PTHERE SR . X% 5 Bobadilla %5 A\ (2013) [121/WF 7L 4h e —30, ZeSCdRil, R # A
AATEET R s, BIREE SR RO bR PR R ZE R (W - A VEEHE 4~5 2 vs HIF B R4
YO 3~4 &), IS AT SEHbARE A0t 22 5, [TV SCRE BRI, AR SZARBLEE AR HEAT O A B (R R 8 2
PR M), SR B PR S LR 1 BUR I (Baseline Sensitivity). filt1, 1/ C (#4974 4.8) 5/ D
(3343 3.5)EIHE XS A — F R VP M R (W 4 &), RIZARBIE (A 1)t 2 RIEE LR 72 5 Mk Al o AH
PE, XS RIZAA F1=0.42 KRR E ARG teAh, 75 “ARahn 7 %1548 H Jaccard &
(A A UKL R B EVERS 5 (M HEE B 2 57), e AR (W - 3L FE B0 < 3) 48 5 7= AR iR
Flo Fln, FFEXTEBRITES ESHP FITLEMECNHERGEERES, X5 8525+ Jaccard 3=
SHA F1=046 FIRRE—2. SAEKE, ERJLEBERMHAEGS, EHERIES, WICHES T S4H
PEVP oy 5 B 22 55, T B2 KA AL B2 T 3 B0 Hh oA 2R R VP (L, Jaccard REY JRAT MAFE R 56
=F M EREA G @IS, EATEARN R, MR THEFEROR, RHREFH ST,
A S AT BEE I EAME AR Z R — R RIR . (BRI RS2 2V 5 B IR R R, Aok
Al SRGE G AT WA R i, DL — DI &

RS

0.6

0.
HERS1L AawmT52 dAERES3 AaRS4 AERwSs5 diakS5e AGHRS7
AR mAEE mFlfE

0

v

0

kS

0

w

0

N

=

Figure 2. Bar chart of data in new user scenario

E 2. iR PIE R E R R E

(3) i A B PR 5 (¥ Hals e o K o i

I ] 3 AT AE AR B A P B (FH 7 % 2000, HI5Z%L 1000) T, B2 /R adh MR EQAE A 5 PR 53 T 4 il 26 T
HHHETH Z 40 %5(0.54 1 0.56), Jaccard ()R I NI (F1 = 0.46, KT BRI 0.48 {Him T 454 0.37). 7EH
F - WS FE 55 FE AR 0.5% (2000 FH ' x 1000 HLEY) MR S B i 70 5t T, AS [ HADURE B 2 (1 1k i 2
S A b R R T B BN A 1 RS SRR ) ZE e BRI (AT 2) ] A R i A R
AT R P20 B (o PR TR P A A SRS R P ), AOR B PP B AR 2
MBI SN, VPR RE A s SR AT A B Bt v o B 2R (W 28 F P 0 i s v 2 3 L3 (A
B E SME), BRI R BUR, ERB ST, B R IR FE oA V23 M B RV B e 0 1 it
FRENVFATING T EEM . SIEFEVPA TS >3 1, BEMATHETRE, SRR REE R E “IF
SR —FE” BT, ESREFHEREL 054, EHEHIEmE KM REE . RIES (AR 3)it
BRI 25, HAPRANEZE R R, MiFrEREUR. EILFEVFSIH R,
F P06 ] — 9 IR o a5 22 S (I 7 AYES 48 FIP BYE L )& dliok, B FEMiE s 2R, X
FRFPELERG B IAEE T A R T X 70 B Bt i 4f 22 5 00 FH P, 80 FE P 38 020 B0 b 26 R A v 40 (n 5 43
B 1 4y), BRIKRE RS RE PR 1R 500 B A AR AR o i 4 1 P P 8, T B b mT e R RE A AN J2 5 S50 M A A
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#, MR Y5 2 S BRI, BRI B A T R R R REEAR, R SEI R I 5 R L% . Jaccard
FH(AN A)ESCHILFEPE I H S, a2 BT E, SOGETE T ARIEFEM . S I
PRI H BRI (A 1 ASIEFEIPESr), Jaccard A3 REIE I HAARSE I H FIE A AETECI A A PR
i My P B PRI N)FZAR I AE SR I, 1T e R b/ RR R R Bk = LRI PP 0 ELH R 2%, By ik s P T3
YT RORIRH P E (B 48 PP B AN FHEAT o A ARALL RO FE ), 4R TH R o - Breese 55 A[13]1
BT A B R AMAE VF 23 B 56k 25 T (G 7™ A% B P ) AR B SE AL, 0 IR PR AE AW S v 2 22 5 S (A P v vl
A5 0) vs A& 1 )R Ty, BRI SRR 8 10 BB IR AN A Xt 22 i, AR BdE
NHEAEAMLH.

WEHHE

0.6

0.5

0.4 B |
0.3 ‘
- T
.« NIR
. |

HEmT1 HEwmT2 HAEGRS3 HeEkS4 HEwSs HeEkwSe HEREST
m R mARE wFUE

Figure 3. Bar chart of data in sparse data scenario

3. WIRERIME A BRI E

(4) TEERH PR B B R Koyt

L] 4 ATENEVEER A AR EE (R 803000,  HIsEA 1500) F, BRA 3T kR R iR e, X2 RO TE
P ant, 755 RARRT e e EE S g as, (EmE iR, Xeefmir = RHA A4S
g5 vs B A 1 ) BB E X AE S, IEERAH P 25 55 A SRS BN, R IRRE B i 4 i 25 S
SEJT AL, SRR R SRR IR 2. Jaccard RECEIEAT NAFAEVEY R T ORI PG, BT 2
FEDGER, fHHH PR R, (H2 PP E R S BORCE (A - A XTHsE X 95 48, B B
PF 1 45, 18 Jaccard {75 A A TAHACL) S0 vEAf R mE K. Bobadilla 25 A\ (2013)t4& Hi Jaccard R & 7ETH ELFR
BE R R CHRE T i (A F P 5 3 S R S MIS PP 55 RD), S BOHERA 2 T B (Section 5.4) 0 AR SZAHALEE (BL
H 0.7 ). #EMR 044 (%), HHEARX 1 WTRITAX R, RBVFroREE 2R, I — ek A P
POy 1) R B AR IR T, S EOT o HE AR A RS VTS R TR V43 0 [R] — WSS IR PP 40 22 S A
o ARIZAALEELE R P VP o B Ut 22 S 2B (R e i — SN AT e IS A, EAETEERA R s, R
W FE A A £ DB, Pearson A 2 A7 AR I TR MEAROCHE, VBRI SAME RN, gk P T
IPEME, GREVE R IEUHE R T (R R S SR AT ), HR AR RBRIR: HHT A XM RER R
PO B LRSI 3 3 (AR R MR AE), T B )&, Pearson A BEARAGIHLAHSGHE. HERIZFR S Jaccard F5°F
(0.52), RTRIZAHMCAEE, FEME TR R T HIGTERIREER, BIGEMRAEL M mer. X — M
% 55 Aggarwal (2016)7£ (Recommender Systems: The Textbook) [2]—-BH R Fe 45—, i, KI/RiHE
5 RR B 2 9388 e 2 1A% T (AR P o0 ) R 22 S BRARU(L2 YU 4E FH F  d PO AR R4, B AR TS BRIA B
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