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Abstract: This paper explores the area of personalized recommendation based on large-scale implicit feedback, where only positive
feedback is available. To tackle the difficulty arising from lack of negative samples, a novel latent factor model IFRM is proposed, to
convert the recommendation task into adoption probability optimization problem. To further improve efficiency and scalability, a parallel
version of IFRM named p-IFRM is presented. By randomly partitioning users and items into buckets and thus reconstructing update
sequence, IFRM can be learnt in parallel. The study theoretically derives the model from Bayesian analysis and experimentally
demonstrates its effectiveness and efficiency by implementing p-IFRM under MapReduce framework and conducting comprehensive
experiments on real world large datasets. The experiment results show that the model improves recommendation quality and performs well
in scalability.
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Fig.1 Problem definition of recommendation based on implicit feedback
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Fig.2 Anillustration of p-IFRM framework
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GG O FFATRI G ARG HATHOXS U,V BEATOAL 355 FEAT HU R SE TS 18 U,V BASE i IR AL 2.

P13k —25 45 1 Map 5 Reduce SZH 7 ik:

&% 3. Map ik,

iU D, 1D,

i (W 1D, (F P 1D, ID) ).

FERCAR IR TR R UL R W AH &

1. HRIE 40 Wi 45 FKe (P 1D, 7= i ID) RS 4 1D

2. if 4 1D 7E A f 4L A e

3. HHGE ID,(H)7 1D, ID))

4. else:

5. EIEFEA

6. end if

&% 4. Reduce Hik.

N ID,(JH 7 1D, ID)X 31 LY,

(P 1D, UYL i 1D, ).

BBEAMK UV

1. for each (i) in L:

2. MR S (B) B SR B S RT U

3. WRAE AR (A) PR RV

4. end for

5. farth SRS UV

S0 3 AR 1D ] BLZ B AN“147,“2C I G 5 A8 AT Map Ji i T 75 BEEE AR IR IV 43 W v (T LA
A K T B R A ) LR A R AL (R [#14”, 27, “3C7 151 4¢). LL Apache Hadoopt™Jy {31, )
DA BT setup o8 LA SEIRBE B D) Bk SRV 4 [RIRE FF ZEAEAS 1T Reduce 2 i 38 BORT 1 5 A RAAAR G UL Y,
% e A A O TR SR B R P B L B REAE 1) . Reduce 1T HE AT LA A TR — UOEAR AL T B A M E N,
W R] DAE Ay 7 AR A 5 R IR AT A o
4 % I

AT S A 5206 I F e A D R Se I R AR5 Ul W VB UE LA RO B BRE R R g IFRM S5 AR Ty
IR EE S 56 5 R K H: MapReduce SEILIK IFAT A ROR, I 0 92 56 25 B AT T AH N 43 #
41 BWEHARIERE

AR SR WA S0E S RN SR B LR 1

Table 1 Data set description

x1 Hdkafkaa

A 7 EHAT N
UlgR4E | 33213 | 84633 | 5095277

X ) )
& 4 | 8156 | 23982 151 972
ERS 977 169 325 | 12123422
Lastfm |
WA 799 94 347 233 657

T A B HERE 3 5, BA % TN R4 He ) 20 A I 4R 55 DK 4 ek R 4 r (K0 6 A P BE LA T
1 000 /MG HERE ™ i A DA s L, 3 B35 T £ DU e 86 1077 i BUR T P AE TR AR 5 DR 4R v OR 2B 4%
SUNCIPRGP IR i e CRItTIDNER APy a7 Mo AL i SR o S il S QD DA £ S PR 90 € | =2 11
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e (Can P& LA 7 ), RITRE A 326 7 i SRR Bl FH 7 326 B 0 T BE A b oy B HEAT HE P I I M SRR N e 8 K
JUR SR BE R R AT e M FELE T I B T4 8 B RO R AR SO VS 2 A, HORE B S TRV AR e VA 3 B il
R, g LR e S 38 1 A P42k, AV s R T s T ) P R 7

4.2 TFMERAE

S Y6 A T] 3P 34 1F 7 2 4 {5 (mean average precision, fi X MAP) LL & 7 ¥ 1 4> EL HE /5 (mean  percentage
ranking, i #E MPR)1E A P Fi .

MAP & 15 BV 2 A0 F VRN Fi8 b, & T SRVEAN 55005 B A AR TN HE A 28 . MAP 255 BT A 003K FH 7 17 3
1Effi % (average precision, fii#8 AP)IFF — XY LE— NP @ UERMMMKE RN M HEHFfEETER
Griay ) B i 2B T Horh N AN, T DATH 5 H S 38 TR A 26
Z;w:l precision(k)x ref (k)

T g
At precision(k) & Top-k HIHERGZE, W 7 a1 o, U ref(k)=1; 75 W), refTk)=0.MAP X — PP F5 s ol & EHER 51 R
PR LA A2 75 i v, MAP R 757, 3R 7 S50V 1) 4 T A 3 v

MPR 5 8 FH RAE 12 FH - 6 HE 47 71 2 PR A B — o 10 1) 43 [ 2 R P e b FRATIE N L P 7 St B2
Hep e IR j HEP AL E L R rank; ;, WA j HEAEHERF S0 R G40, 0 rank; =00%; U S HE 7R AR AL, ]
rank; =100%. 38 I - 1) 47 4 P e B 00 7= i 10 HE Ao B, 1T 45

1 ind(i,j)xrankl.vj
| Users | 5 Zjind(i,j)
Horh |User| R 7 MR A th H P B0 S B ind (i ) 2487 BB WU A 4 38 T 720 j W2 L8 02N 00X — R s
PR T TN T-34 43 (0] %6 v 3 3, 58 A BE AL HE 42 51 3R 1 MPR {E Y Z 4305 50%. MPR R, 28 7~ S0VE7E T 4 (9]
R IBRT
43 M heEE
R A5 e 2 S AR I 3 55 RO 05 AR SO 4 4 DA Db 5o B B
o LT A B R i 9E (user-based CF)MAZ 553 1 S MOAR 17 s i B0 45 JE R AR T TS ARADU 7 4,
SR 5 AR 1K LE AR 1 2 (R P S AT HE 77
o LT P ) i Dk (item-based  CF)™ML:iZ 553k 1 SE MR 8 17 s b R AR B N REAS S ST B R AL
B2 AR5 BT ST 2 PP R SRR AR (0 B B ke il VE A HE R P R 2 KT e
o LTI S R AR B 0 A (M) AL S o T 0 R R A LK SR BB 0, 0 A 1 B (AL
), ZITERAE S 0-1 FERE o 8 o) N T R U R HERE 3 53
o VUMM AL (BPRMD: 3 st o7 48 7 7] R4 4k A pairwise HEFF 18] 7L 3 MAS T B0 250408 b g R4 IE
B BE AR LTS B — A GBI TE B (pair), % 5 iR ] B 1 e s it 45 3 5t
44 KBERGHIT

SEIG PRI I A SCER AR R A Hadoop (IR AS 1.2.1) 45 EHEAT 26 AE#EH 8 & PCHLALA, B4 PC
HUBL A B 4% 13 XUZ AL FIL35,2G N A7 0 LU B VR T B HLERBE 72 30 1 &5 PC ML EHEAT 5256,

S LAHERE AR,

%I ALK IFRM 5 4 FhEyLBE47 % ELIE T IFRM A 280l 7 3545 50 AT 5 1 52 56 46 L Fe Al 1K se 6 1
5210 IR, A T BT AR I AR AR (A BN H A P S8 BE AL A B 1 000 A3k 7= ). tH 38 2 1T LU HE L IFRM £F MAP
PEA FEAR B R4 X BT IFRM AT LR 25 $2 & TopN #EZEH iy b 2. 7E MPR Y 5 k5 1, IFRM 7 lastfm
HARE T RIE T — S U, 75 S R 4 P S R Gt R BB U7 VA LA & BPRAH LG, AR T ASEE I AR (43
F#% T 39.09%,33.4%,11.4%),{H 2 5 iMF A L3 B AL R FE T IMF & T UL 227 5 AL A |

AP =

MPR =
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P MPR 5 A 0] 5 51 0 — SR Wt IFRM 78 MAP PR 4R A5 E B UL T iIMF X2 BT IMF 343 G
HEARARZE T AL T HELE T LA 10 iy o 6 A2 S B B o TopV - HEFF i o 230 U3 22 D O P AN AT B i o3 B
SERTATHELE P . L5 IMF LU BPR AR EE IFRM AT DU A B v SR 41 17, DR 8 BN T 3 AT D R AT A5,
LNITEL R PANL

Table 2 Performance comparison of IFRM and baselines

% 2 IFRM S LA HERE SR L i
LETES L EE MAP (%) IFRM 27 MAP (%) | MPR (%) | IFRM [#fk MPR (%)

User-Based CF | 0.131+0.011 10.7 19.69+2.17 39.0
Item-Based CF | 0.135+0.015 7.4 18.04+1.75 33.4

R i iMF 0.121+0.012 19.8 12.02+1.10 0.0
BPR 0.139+0.011 4.3 13.57+1.55 11.4

IFRM 0.145+0.010 = 12.02+0.97 -

User-Based CF | 0.379+0.021 11.1 34.65+2.33 6.0
Item-Based CF | 0.385+0.018 9.4 33.82+1.29 37

Lastfm iMF 0.367+0.013 14.7 33.48+2.02 2.7
BPR 0.412+0.018 2.2 33.51+1.73 2.8

IFRM 0.421+0.011 — 32.56+1.24 —

S 2 AT AR LA R s R
5 A A B O( BN B LU p-IFRM ZEAR IR SR R IR I E 3 & 4 JBoR T
p-1IFRM 7& 5 380 45 B ARAL R R 24 0=1 I, p-IFRM B4k N IFRM,ENAE AN & EARIF4ri8 8 v LG 2
IFRM [ Ak 1t £ P3P, 10 p-IFRM 78 35 0] 1) L U AR I A7 7E — L8 A% 3 2 pl T Bl AL 20 A7 32 A 1) (HLAE — 58
MIEARIRE Z J5 (KT 10 W), B2 (1 TR0 B8 ) T — 35, X e i L 22285 2 IRk AR,IFRM 5 p-IFRM #0551
S, HASAT W] 5 25 5 IXE W) T 2 T2 A SRS 1R p-IFRM 270 2514 5] I m] DA 3] B FF 46 19 JLIREAR, IFRM 1)
W SR T L H AR T p-IFRMLIX R BT DAy s A5 e AR 280 K 43 5 1 /N EOHE - B2 SR AT Ak X T k) 43 Hf
L1 BB R 25 R H R I 2 U B A A I RS R R S B R AN Xt B AR T — 3
) D Rl 2 — AP A5 7 2 o 2SN p-IFRM . BRI BXAS FEAIC ) MPR B I FLBE A - R i 388 n, B 72 MPR
b R RIS IR T AR AR N U AR B BE S G A H T O R R e P T R R R AR P T 1 T
MIRECIE:S

0.15 40
. ot g g _
i : =1
T —a =,
013/ ¢/ . .+ s 0=5
i 30 || oo O=7 |
I < |
% 012} & 25
| m 1
= | o |
0.11 |' s |
| [ ] Q:]_ 20 Ay
0.10 | =—a 0=3 . ."'\
At Q:5 - } = 1
0.09 | oo 07 15 T, S
|
0.08 - - . 10 - -
5 10 15 20 5 10 15
Iterations Iterations

Fig.3 Effect of different number of computation nodes Q (number of buckets) on optimization performance
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0.145 e 22
et
T N !
0.140f A~ ./ ! - 20|\, = 0=3
e aa 0=5
¥ o O=T7
0135, // < 18|\ |
< S
s / & "\
0.130} / = 16 LR
/ o 0=1 NN
/ =—a 0=3 % S
0.125 aa 05 14 -
os 0=7 = .
. i
0.120 . . . . . . - ] 12 N . . . . . . J
2 4 6 8 10 2 4 6 8 10
Iterations Iterations

Fig.4 Effect of different number of computation nodes Q (number of buckets)
on optimization performance (zoom in iteration 2~10)

4 S S O ) XA SR IS W (ORS¢ 2~10 2IEAR)

5 JEax T BN S B0 I AT AN TR (R 50, W] LA H -8 0 S R S U R R A s I 1] 3K
VLW p-IFRM RS T 3o 38 n S50 s A B S RS R0 AR 15 3 0 2 LA 1 o B 3, e 28 R W I %
XL N £ Hadoop S A8 (5 A1 1/O S8 I [ 9 A6 AN R 38E G, 58 0 o5 9 502 [ I 6 Ik 28 7 4.

T A R S G T R S EEAT R R R D 30%~100%), B ATTHE 2 MK T 4% HIRAEAN [F] RAR
Bt d L )Is AT 20 K 6 T LA M 28R B I, £ 20 PG IMF X I AN rT R8¢ R A8 ELAT A #8224 B 47 41,
DR 1t S SV 5 A P K KA T 7 B DA R 7 i P 389 22 A% 8 1)k T 408 i £ i ) o i 095 (KD A8 AT I ) A2 4
BB, AT JE MR K T I AR TG B SR - AR A s - e AR B DL R e A
7 it BRSO BPR LK IFRM RS HS HLER 6 r AL ] -7 il A8 LR AT B, TR b B AT S R T 9
P, p-IFRM R IFAT AR DE — P4 i T 2808 B A B MBS 0 8 K, 3003 AT I 1) A 2 el 25 18 .

140 .
120 CleR
100 — OlLastfm — == p-IFRM
. 10%| + - User-Based CF
80 K| 0 + -+ |tem-Based CF :
— g + 4 iMF i ’ -
60 ¢ S -0 BPROT e g
wn _'_'___—-Q—
40 f pas=
20 K 10
0
1 3 5 7 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100
0 Percentage of users and items
Fig.5 Effect of different number of computation nodes Fig.6 Total running time of p-IFRM and
Q (number of buckets) on speeding up baselines (Q=7)

5 RS A QUMTEOR AR 196 p-IFRM 55 AHH S 3 S A7 T LB (0=T)
(AL b5 Ffir Sy )

2B 3.2 KUK,
IFRM th i 255 3 AN S50, 2 R AR R AE AR S K E WAL Z AL R 27 21 e o ATt — 20 W98 T AR
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SRR E R U A R AR R L S8 1 A R B R T
H1%% 3 1 LA HY HE 17 2R R A A BN U AR R 45 K WU D 10~20 22 () AR L REFE I 25 B
S B 00 38 o S35 0, 3K TR Dk B — IR T A A R K 4 T S AR T 1O R/ S 4R K EAEAR O K
1 50 I A2 5k 23 P75 DI R, 5 i o) 45 8 EAS R S
Table 3 Effect of different latent feature dimension K (1=10"°, 0=5, a=0.01)
3 OWERMESES K 10300 (A=107°,0=5,02=0.01)

K=5 K=10 K=20 K=50

MAP 0.141 35 0.143 49 0.144 01 0.143 31
MPR (%) 12.814 12.019 12.011 12.036
PRI AR— UE S (5) 19.18 25.1 44.65 108.57

& 4 wLUR IR AL S BN 1% B B AN BN AOAE, IX a5 LN TE A6 I A 2800 (E A AN B 3l
MGERIL A AV E Dy O I DA I PRI 9 A2 A AR o 8 BB ARAR AN O 23 b T 0.5~1.0 22 T1]), X B W AN
e G I RELRE 73 i \FRM 5 36 S 785 £ 15 AR B o 1 52 2% 97 b e 045 777 10 A R AR I 3 3 VA DR T TR A A e a2k 7~
il F i TR R AR B, T AN 2 2 40— A 4 0 (.

Table 4 Effect of different reqularization parameter A (K=10, 0=5, =0.01)
x4 ENALZEAR) N (K=10,0=5,0=0.01)

A=107" A=107° =107 =0
MAP 0.132 49 0.13557 0.143 49 0.142 93
MPR (%) 13.591 13.014 12.019 12,572

X T BEAURS BE N B R U, 2 2] R — D EE SR S 35 5 W WSO B DA R A ROR 1B 7 R LU i,
Ko BN 0.01 24800 638 K K27 2] R 42 3 BRI SR8, 8 o BB 0 0.03 I, 480 3 TS AUHERE 2L
Fomt 22 ik BT ok R S5 T JF HAEZL 5 8 WO A R RURA W I PGS NI R T
BRSO LR 18, 2K o B 0.001 I, B AR fe 26 m] LIS I8 21 AR 4 77 4R (L 75 28 1L 40 GEA (B 7

rp R TRT 20 W), — AN R R A ) B E TR R B A TR AR A 5] e B IR AR IR BOE W RN T A 1
5 S BV E 7V T AR SC I S B TR S TR
0.16p—————r——r—— 45 | -
g —— e =0.03
0.14 o ad 40 . s =001
0.12|/, S - 35 & a =0.001
010/  ° - o
< | =\,
0.08| 5
= " 0.03 g
0.04 a—a a=0.001 | 15
0.02!l 10
2 4 6 8 10 2 4 6 8 10
Iterations Iterations

Fig.7 Effect of different learning rate «
723l

5 B &

n =

B0 oy A R BB P A i A A R 7 3 (KRG B 5 8 B R, A SOOI T 1 A T O 2 P e 5t
Hops (0 AR A B B T AR AU B T RO UR B HE AR B IFRM, B T 2 6] AT 5 P 3 FR AT
B £ (1 UMD R B ) (0 ) 060 i o e A7 T U AL D DAL DB T4 IFRM Rl g™ J ok 2k — 2B 4
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H T AN T 40 SR B AT O A BB p-IFRM, 31245 T MapReduce SEZELL 85, SE 50 45 BLIGAE T Frft S ykpd
B FEFEAT SR 1A APk

T4 AT T B AR & IF 22 TB B MU 1 I 2 S B e 1 AT 2 TR AT 138 4 243,
A B R B 5B G IFRM R T T4 58 45 i 45737 5 e Ah, BLAR VA 8 3 i) BB AN AE A e 9 3 B
Z W AR SR GE AR TG A SO TR AL IFRM ZEAR YA )3 30y 1) JI B8 L8 g, vy DUl 3k 5 | N — 8y £ (1
TEREAT 9 2R S0 ARV I B0 R EH A0 5 2 3 i, A S 1 R 35 o R B o R s i v A 2 xS A5, BRI R
F sl 8 3 3, (B A D0 S A 5 o B R Bt mT 8 5 0 R I A7, T ] A 3K ol 50 % U DA o 9 R R
B4R B

3

BOS SO r TARREAE A & U i BN RSO B9 1% U R 9 o B 5 A8 1K 2% v 3 B 5 e 55 7 A
SERMBHT 5 R (110 V1 ) A% B By AE S, AT 1 R AR ST TARSS 3 SCRF AT A [ AT 2 7 S A A0 1) g o o
EBR A S L
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