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Abstract

Aiming at the problems that session-based recommendation in e-commerce platforms hardly
solve the problems of random-like behavior from users, the sparsity from items and the real-time
performance from recommendation results, a session-based recommendation model with graph
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neural network and attention mechanism is proposed. First, the relative click time rate is intro-
duced to tackle the recommendation effect degradation caused by random clicks from users, and
participates in the generation of the item relationship dependency graph transformed by sessions.
Then, the multi-layer gated graph neural network is used for learning the graph structure, and the
relatively dense item’s representation is output by aggregating more node information. After that,
each session’s information is captured by gated recurrent units, and items at the rear of the ses-
sion are strengthened with the help of the attention mechanism to generate each user’s represen-
tation, so as to finally obtain real-time recommendation. Experiments on Yoochoose and Digineti-
ca datasets show that the proposed model can achieve good performance and improve the accu-
racy of recommendation.
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1. 518

SEHER R RGN B ARG 5y, O R P Rl S ELR R s BT SR AR DT SR S AT A AT
R — B N . SRR T EE P AR S, AMEBIH 800 H FRHE R T HZ R —
DR (R i S A BRI, AR T A B 44 FH P HERE S o), ORI LA A8 52 R[]

SN AE— BRI N VT I TR 4555 &, ROSEER 781, RS A P G SRHE
N, ALGRIU R SE2] AR RE R3]S T VR ANE P AR R S A . TR HERR 1 3 B AT P AR A o
e B G 2 EE, SOt S IE M HERE RS, T G SRt N A . ARYE UG 1R PR, g
o — A5 FH 4 /R W] 4 [4]8% RNIN (Recurrent Neural Network, fEFRFHZE RRL%) 51557124078, LASRS41E
AR, SRIMT, AL RNN SE S5 M AE UL BE A P BB AL s ) R LR, S 2GRN, 208 2 IR BAE &
KA FE 4298 . X T8 ] GNN (Graph Neural Network, EI#£2 /%) [6]f) 4G AR, HAE G K —
YL BT ARG i — A 4RI S5 M, DAZINESE SO BRI A B R R . AR GNN AR 7 Ik 72
WAL, H AR AR AR B M BER A FH P (B, RAESEILSERTHERE,  ndE 2 A 7E AT ¢
B BEOC R, B IRE RVEBR ISR A, ELR S R A 1 AT AR A O

BTN S AR AR B P AT NBERL R B B AN 4 SR S S R, AR — R RS T GNN
A AM (Attention Mechanism, 3 & JJHLH]) 2 TG HEE AR TGGA-SR, £ 7870 I F 2 1 B ) J iy b5
IRAERRAESRE , JFMR O LUTE )

1) HFAT BN . kb b RS o HERE A SR s, A AUARAE FH P sk o AE AT R P R R R
i A RSP T p  B TR 28, 2 57 i O R M0 PR ) A i, K AR R T 32 488 o P 7 i 2 TR TR 25 /N AR AL

2) P EIEMEIYE . BN SR HEE O P R SRR IR R AR AN, R S d AR R O R AR
Pl 2 M ECR, ARG HZZE GNN BT EERR, BEZMAET G,

3) Mt IEtE. M TEA RN MR RIS RLT, SR S kAR iR —4F
s FPTR B RIE R S RS R IR A IR ORI AE S GRU AT AM, S 2 i I ]
FEG IR S AT IR AL, TR RS HEE
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2. HIR
2.1. RGEEEERE

XTI R I BR 2408 B8 27 21 55 F- B2 8 28 WEAR A DG, AT 2 iR

Item-KNN [7] [8]/& 3 FHfh 0 k-Jr AR5, it 4 [B1R1 2 U 4% 5% A AULRE S5 o R0 400 i AT HE 2
Mobasher 55 A [913& H T RBHUIFA 771, BASR A (1 77 Ui H S B A5 R B WU T H . BPR-MF [10]4%
& WA VEACHE PP S5 HERE A0 i, £ 2l BEHLBEEE N Bk AL Pairwise HEFF 2k i . FPMC [4]01%
FT Sy /R AT REEREAY, RS P A R R e R SR A R, A R R R B ST A, T TR0 AR S 42 o
FIREH PRI T REE, IR CACHE PR A S A 3R
22. ETREFINSIEHEESZX

XKL F TG RNNL GNN S5 F B, HARIARE T 58, 248 58 2 Bl BeoBl B U5 A

RNN LB FEFHIEE, HAK LSTM 8 GRU B AEA ZBACAZH K 7SI T 3R A3 5 2 (R
FENLAS R[], THEHENI[12]. MO IR (1355 AU Al A 1R i M RBUR , thiE & b #2375 . GRU4REC [14]
NP RE RNN S IEHEE A, A REARYE V) R AT FEFE AT RAE, R IEREA, A THE4
FI31 2K 5. NARM [15]7E 26T RNN (£ AL RE AN T AM [16], MRS SER 75 24 i
SIERIEHE, FREEE PR TS A THERE . STAMP [17]45 &d 2 /1 51k 1, FR % EH
R FH MR 2 i, I T R R NG ) A SRR A N AL o A A R

GNN AEF7/R%>](Graph Representation Learning)f#]—/~%r3Z, XA CNN (Convolutional Neural
Networks, 45 FH 422 0 45) AR R B 2544, GNN ARHE ST SR & 5 537 AN A], 3= A4 GCN [18].
GraphSAGE [19]. GGNN [20]5, 7EHE#E RSu[21]. AWEE2E22]. KR G [23) 4 B A M « AL
F RNN X2 G b AT @M s = b 7 s 0 %0, GNN AT DU TS & il & s — K &, 31T 2 ST 7 S o
SR-GNN [24]2 H i AL, HeEG AM FEH 417 . TAGNN [25]B 7Yt &5 B AM K H - 1)
RO R S5 A HERE . SEMGNN [26]455 784 D) DA R it 288 S50l 01 i ot A B 9 A AR [EDRSLE 43 1l T P IR 5
5 P SRR 2R RN IR AM TS B RS, SINE] GRU 3] 2165 8., TRRERE .

3. BEXER
3.1 [ajEfER

ke 1, 2AMPE BN EA SRR TRES TG, 2ald)E At TR TR RN
PR R, TR S S il AN P B RS AEAR 2 o AR 7 B0 I ik 2 2 1 00 25
TR, SRR

R e[| S
QuBa- @[]~ 2] 2
&> En>o0— || & ?
2w~ Q >~ ?

Figure 1. An example of problem description
E 1. e ARG
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3.2. BiEgEH

AL TGGA-SR BRI 2 From. B R AR F P o v it s SE B R i, K& H
JH SR AT VAR S I B S, TR P A R 2 (©) o 1R L2 TG A IR O R A B A 1)
B4EH (@), FHH GNN )RR (@), KL Rt K A i Sh o B (0 3 i R 15 2516
IFFHES, ER GRU BN, 4 S AM FERUREH P ER(@), BE RIS R(®).
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Figure 2. The architecture of TGGA-SR model
2. TGGA-SR & 8IZEHy

3.3. BB SXARKBE

TGGA-SR A NBUE N B T 18 557 G AE— B W A P 5 s Ac B H &, BFEH 7 IDL Fs ID
FNAZ ELEZ0(FH P s o v R 20 S5 0GRS I, o AL 1 2 d B TR — N FH P 1D BT H B4R 5 B 3
2, WedaEEA P eE AGmERm. —RmE, A/ u £—BE KRR SSE T n AR
ViV, VY Vo Vg o AT IR s, =[vl,vz,---,vj,Vk,---,Vn,l,Vn]o SIERTHmEEE, s
557 it o0 S A PR PR A o

P R RS T S E R S RIAE R . BRI G LA R SN AL, A4
st [F) FRT 7R it AL [0, S R AR S ST R e B 2 Il s, = [V, Vs,V Ve, Vs | 9P
G T B Gy MAFAEA FIIL (v, Ve ) o (VeuVa) s (V3uVe) s (Ve Vs )» TEEEI T G S INIE 3 P &
T Ok BRI G 9 s S Mo BIEEER, T ER A BI T i R R G IX AR AR —4E 2
A B R B R Tk, AT DUE— DA v S R, I R A

WRIEF B S Amir, F P e s 30 AN [ (0 35 ot B 2 RIS R ) OGRS . T2 AN B P R
iR, FH P 0T T i ) DGR P A R AR T (45 B A2 Wy . S P e e ot R DR AR R R s, T
P i P30 B BT TR AR R K, ELAE 2 13 A B e ot U I 5 B T B TGGA-SR G A2 il AR i
i 1] % (Relative Time Ratio) [27], FH Ry &2 1% P i i A S5 B
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Figure 3. Subgraph of item relationship dependency graph
Bl 3. mamXRKHBENTE

B, AE ST S, =V Ve Ve Yy | P USRI EET, RO, I B Ry, R
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v, Al B AR BT (v, v ) 2 G T, vy v ) =0 o IR E SCRR().
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o

0, (Vv )2 G, @

SACREL PR TR it s P 1) 5 IR FEL P X 2% 7 it PR TR R E AR, BT e o S 0 (2710 TS 2 5 00
IS TRV (T 7T s SRR S BRE S EE P IR SQ3E, BAT & HP EE . (H R Al iR, JFA
—ERMWE R AT S, BOYH P REAL B S B TT B, BN R . i TGGA-SR
AR H SRR e U, BB s B IR R

S VEARXH o AR ) 230 PR A 2 % P9 B T o JR R AR B A TR I A LR, SRz i o5 B 2
WSGERE L . Wil s, T A v, (2 ARG i i 18] SR a0 ) B o

TR, (W:WFM 2

AR

SRR el I TR 5 2 5 8 i 5% AR OB AT (AT AL L TH AR, DAL AR 19 5 2N 5 B 55 2 14
T i TR FROIBR AR s SRR 10 2 R X s o T 25 s A O 7 5 o U045 P TRD RO B0, SR IR/, DAl
AT RIREALIEE B IR ZE . BN R R AR G ) HE FERE R S5 N FEHE R 20 1 Hh 3 (3) A1 (4) E S

ZTRi (Vi 'Vk)
o (029) = a0 .
> Ao (Vi) =0
ZTRi (VJ Vi )
WMMNOZJGEEJ_’%MWPQ .
> diny (Vi) =0
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V, Vi Vs Vg V, Vi Vs Vg
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Figure 4. An example of out-degree matrix and in-degree matrix
4. B FEFEFIN FE B RE 7R 15)

34. BREERR

TGGA-SR {1 F GNN 27 >J 7 i 58 R MBI 749 i, TR St K I R o T A RO R R Y
GERL), AEATT RULAIALIRGS, GNN JB T st 1) 5 143 2 D) by AR A0 A5 i) 2 PR EE R 30T i, IR E—
EREGIR.

i it 9% 28 A P 75 o5 T 5 K ) GGNIN (Gated Graph Neural Network, [ 145 EI#4: 1 4%)2:>] . GGNN
454 RNN JBAEZE ST sl &, 9 fUE BRI e R . 14 5 8 G, 1% P RIS B nn e B, %
R EAE BAE T ZI LR R AL 3G . RETE T — B ZI T RUE S, BLt =1 0IaE st Z) .
RNy, TR g 100 S 9 A 032, A ST SRR T R E R, Wi R SRR A Rk
R . U5 1A I (v, v ) € Gy I, 7Et=10F%1, v, X RIS B el 1 v, (e Hk (e ik), &
SHMt =20 ZIHE el s R el) Rtk iEElv, (BLFik), Z5HMe .

Figure 5. The propagation of GGNN per time unit
5. GGNN S [EfE iR E

XA R R IKAIE, TGGA-SR BE X JZ GGNN, & B ZAHLLRT M5, R Z A Y
BAEERE. #AIdREmAG)ER A0,

el :[viT,O]T(iel,---,n) (5)

al = AT I:el(t—l)T’___,er(]l—l)T ]T H+b ©)
2V =o(W,al +U,el) @)

rl) = a(Wrai(‘) + Urei("l)) (8)

&Y = tanh (Woai“) +U, (ri(t) oe? )) 9)
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ei(t) _ (1_ 2t ) o ei(t—l) 170 éi(t) (10)

ik, Rt AR ST A G R R . 3(6) [el("l),~--,e§,"1) T T EAALIN 2 (t—1) %R A
AR AR R G BRI A, FUNEERERE A HOPEEE A=| Ay, Ay [eR™:
A e R™FIRM A FUEREST AT v P51 HONRE; b AWE.

A (7 ZEX(10)241F GRU (Gated Recurrent Unit, [ J#7EH #70) I IR, Hh o (-) A sigmoid
Bomm s, AL TERT, AT E—-N2E SN EE, K@M TEREN, HTE6HHELS
FIr=a RO NIRIE R MR FRR, Hi o RRKiAILH (Hadamard Product), EPXtRicRIef; 20(10)i@
LR I 1) B R IR, TR — B 2058 i ) R

35 ARPMEERT

TGGA-SR ] GRU 1 AM A= I &, LA P I RE S o I A RO IR A\ D 2 1 FR) T i
Feal, Frpigm i oy b SR &R . 156 Ll s, = [v,, Ve, Vs, Ve,V | ABIEEST I RS

S

Figure 6. User vector representation
El 6. BREERR

35.1. APSiEAE
TGGA-SR f#i ] GRU Ab¥E 21, R AR LS RNN LEK 7 51 I Zridd R B B0 e P 9 2 1) i,
# LSTM (Long Short-Term Memory, KA #012) [ HFE DI %. GRU BERWIE 7 FioR.

h,
A

b [ b,

et
Figure 7. The GRU unit
7. GRU BT 2EH
GRU T m) A& #& a0 =0(11) 2= X (14) o -
z,=c(W, [hy.e])+b, (11)
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r=c(W,-[h,.e])+b (12)
h =tanh(W, -[roh_.e]) (13)
h=(1-z)oh,+z0h (14)

Horb, e TR ZIF SRR, h o8 Bzl . SR (12) 70 ) 9 R TN E BT b B
R, A MEEFREER, HAENX14) S IHIRESL &, FEACH N 2R

35.2. FEEHHH

HERIIHUHI(AM)JE T AT o rmiss, BN B SRR GBI, DRI HRER, 1
BRIt 20 . HEFERAI R AM PR AH SRR IEBEA T SR AL B, AT B SE v R 45 R
TGGA-SR FIF AM il SR NMEFAE AR, FFXTRRAEEAT IBCR AN, BUERE, X >4 5 0 45 S5 sk
Ko

ZIEFIH P H2SEmEE W B AR, SR S LU G, B iE R IS R R O T 2
FEAS I TTRR LR K, WS AM WS TESEJE (V7 S S S AT 05, [ R AR X I R 2 A S B 2B

i, SCBLSER HER . WEIERAINERT o, (i=1--,n), i n AERRGE &, HTHEH GRU
St AL B 2 TR SRR . AU IR it an R (15) A .
anl = q(hn'hi) (15)
H =X (16) 7~
q(h,.h)=VTo(Ah, +Ah) (16)

Hep, S80EME A, A 208 LSTM RREIRE h bt — PO R R EIROR . R R E R e
Xﬁ,ﬁﬂm,%ﬁ%ﬁywmd&é@ﬁ,ﬁﬁ%%%ﬁ%ﬁ%o%%%ﬁ%ﬁ%%%ﬁﬁ%vwﬁ?
R, RERFIBERT.

W 720 0 T% GRU Hochinty, JREATZeib e, mAMREINFoac, , &I (17)
B

= Zn:anihi A7)

3.6. HEFLERIM

R Ros SRR )G, TGGA-SR ek AT FH ™ 5 dh U AR SZ AL vH 55, 34T softmax I
*%%&ﬁ%ﬁ%%ﬁ%ﬁﬁ,ﬁﬁTm«%fo%ﬁEWﬁQWWwWﬁh

F o (18)
||C ||||e ||
§ = softmax () (19)
FH PP 0T B it 0 AT D9 A D RN S P, PR e 3 0 A SR PR A Bk e K, naXi(20)
B
L=-3[ylog()+(1-y,)log(1-5,)] (20)

Horr,  §ONTINBER AT,y NS

DOI: 10.12677/csa.2022.124114 1115 MR 5 R


https://doi.org/10.12677/csa.2022.124114

IS, BT

4. SKh
4.1 BIRESAIE

ASCAFEFH Yoochoose il Diginetica /M 421317 S48 . Yoochoose i 42 2 Hi 9 B 7 2 55 45 pj it
I AE 6 N H A, & 9,249,729 1E15 M i FE1T 33,003,994 45 1/ i diid 5%, BR4&ICR 2 A& 4iF ID.
i IEI K 7 1D 7 30045 2. Diginetica 3R & id 5 T 5 — N TRE S FE RS MHW, 4 43,097
PR A 3L 204,771 SEH P SIS, BEARIC R B B2 iE IDY Y ID. Bl 1D i AR R 1]
Wiy RN H G R

RSO HAREEIRATHR5r . XFTF Yoochoose #i#i4E, Kiff5 1 REFIEMIRLE, HRIENLGE: o T
Diginetica Z#li 4k, Kifef5 7 REGEMENIRLE, HARENGE. LM Li 55 A[15]8 Liu %5 A[17]8) T
VERHAT B AL EE . I BIRAEK N 1 GBI T 5 WA st gt v, R et ss
R R BLTE I G TR IR 7 i« 18 J 5 Yoochoose £i #5554 7,981,580 /M43l K 37,483 14 i, Diginetica
A 4L WA 202,633 A>3k Iz 43,097 47 it o

ASCHRYE Tan %8 A [28]10 LAEX SEB B AT Y 78 . B 78— M7 808, J 1 's, =[vy, vy, -V, | IF
IR ROV TFLATARFZE[ (W) v, |0 [(VVy) v ] s oo [ Va V) |5 e (o) IR 2 T
ANI21E, Ifa— 0N FAr%s. BT Yoochoose s 2 £ &k, MR HE Li 8 A[15]F0 Liu A [17]1/ T
VB, AU F 2B S 10 5 5 30 0 AT VI Gt vT LASRAS S A7 (45 31, oy BIBGZ AR SR I S5 1) 1/64 1 1/4
BARHAT L . % 1 NSRBI ESIHE R

Table 1. Statistics of datasets
#= 1 HEESIHER

e Yoochoose 1/64 Yoochoose 1/4 Diginetica
Lk 557,248 8,326,407 982,961
W ZREE 1 E 369,859 5,917,745 719,470
M AE 21 2 55,898 55,898 60,858
LR 16,766 29,618 43,097
R ESFar ¢ 6.16 5.71 5.12

H1F Yoochoose Al Diginetica i 45 ¥da S 4I1C 3% 17 ity sl ol B[] ot SO ] RAGE 3 2 Y o el A 20
A

PR it 22 ) P B 1) TR ol <] 8 AN 9 23Sl 7= T Yoochoose Al Diginetica $iHfE £ A0 S o st a) 18] B (3517 23
e

400000 F

320000 |

X 240000
& 160000 -
80000 |
0 180 360 540 720 900 1080 1200
IS} [ T 5g5 / s
Figure 8. The distribution of click-time interval from Yoochoose datasets

8. Yoochoose £ #& & = T A8 [BIPR 2 70

DOI: 10.12677/csa.2022.124114 1116 MR 5 R


https://doi.org/10.12677/csa.2022.124114

IS, FROTAE

10000
8000
6000
4000 |
2000 |

BK

6 léO 360 5210 750 960 10I80 12I00
I} ) TR 885 / s
Figure 9. The distribution of click-time interval from Diginetica datasets
9. Diginetica $#E 5 s E 7B [BIfR 73 76
T EULAMZ, Yoochoose 4 5E 1 f K B[R] [A]B%IA 3600 s, Diginetica £di 4 KA 1200 s, 7 2
A7 BT 2 5e B0 25 1 AN [ B[] 1] B DX B] PRI o5 B o

Table 2. Statistics of time interval from datasets

2. BIREREERSEITHER

I 8] (8] B X 8] Yoochoose $i#i4E 7 L Diginetica ¥4 5 Lk
0~100s 67.96% 67.79%
101~200's 16.30% 18.35%
201~300s 5.78% 6.38%
301~400s 2.80% 3.00%
401~500 s 1.62% 1.67%
501~600 s 1.04% 1.02%
601~700 s 0.73% 0.65%
701~800 s 0.54% 0.46%
801~900 s 0.42% 0.31%
901~1000 s 0.34% 0.20%
1001~1100s 0.27% 0.12%
1101~1200 s 0.23% 0.04%
1201~3600 s 1.97%

BIRPINEHE R AURANA, Bl A B MG Jm ] NG ERE W, B T 0 s BT (] [ Fe A 2 57,
P EE SR IO P b AT BRI, K2 S a] (BT RR AR P e 180's LAPN, e AR AT It P ] 11 o 384 o 22
DL -

AT 1200 s LA L F I Ta) Ta] BR A /b, B5A PRI 1] 15 8% T e P A B HL e < 55 Bl 0 o 4 7 25 452 ) e
AIE o Y OREE B 4 5 B DU /b T8 7 it 2 AR X e TR e AN, AR i R (] [
EBR>91200s. 534, Yoochoose it SEM It i FAY s ol I [ (6] BR G2 h #E 5 s BT, FH P £ S It 1)
W, AR BEA R BT & R R i E R . LSRR A R, AR TR R PR, 4
FEFE G R RAFUTE o AT o oh A 15 2 10 5N 15X e ) 5353 66 P ) ] 30 2 7 o - TR PO IR 2
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42 BERE

TP ARSI TGGA-SR BB A 24, BB 5 DL R B HEAT X b

B INE G AR AR, AL4% POP [14]. S-POP [14]. Item-KNN [7] [8]- BPR-MF [10]. FPMC [4],
A3 BT LR HI SCIT 1 - POP A 15 B (AT B TN 75 v , s i 4wt BB %6 A v PO 7 i AT HE# s S-POP
SRR T TSR I RAT TR 7%, D P AT 21l T AR A v D R o

B RONFETIRIE A S SR HER AR, 55 GRU4REC [14]. NARM [15]. STAMP [17]. SR-GNN
[24]. SEMGNN [26], CfERTCitiE.

4.3. N iEHR

K S 3 5t R B F G Precision@k A1 MRR@k (Mean Reciprocal Ranks, MRR) G F -4/
TRPR VALY

Precision@k FH T & 2k T2 1 IUHERE RS T AER I, s HER 45 A R HEERT K AN ER YD i
W, B IERP R RT S FebR e L2 Fis .

Precision @ k = % (21)

Forr,  ng RoRTT K ANHEFEY) GG B RREARSCE, N RN I SR AR
MRR@K For P85 HE %, /& 7E Precision@k J7 vk 5EAE b, N T @ AL B I FE . 7EHEFEYD
PR AR A B RT, WIFMERR, KRB, Y SATERT K M HEREYD SR, ZAEN 0. $RhRE
X (22) s
1 1

MRR @k =W§ rank (i)

(22)

Forpr, N FRIRMNREERLEREARL,  rank (1) RO 58 | DM IIUREA R 21 3 h IERAY) G T AE A HES I &
SO Kk =20, BPRT 20 PRGN &, XL SIEILSL P AR R IE TR S F G I — T, 2K

EZ AP SEE

44. BYKE

R SHBEW T« B ERALERE d =100, %33 7=0.001, = JEZHA=0.1, BmE
M2 R IR I GRU JR )R /AN B i E 08 100, IRtk i€ J5 1, Batch K/ 100, ik
RUHECH 10, FraBCERFESR AR N(0,0.0) HIIEZS A EALRIAATL, L2 G50 RECN107°, SikfH]
Adam PEALTTEXHETE S AT SR A

4.5. EWERE ST

ASCHTHE H TGGA-SR A5 H e AR AL % bE L3 3.

Frpr, FPMC fE4bFE Yoochoose 1/4 HHE 4RI LA fEA R I, Re g R, WE 3 WLLEH, 1%
G TR Z X 2 iH 5 B A IR, SO SR TR ST I o B A 22 . (2T
IREES I 2B R, 51N RNNL GNN 55 1] DUBLAF 3R R 2 TE RO R i BB & M5 8, AT >k
FEXTBLAF AR A5 SR o AR SC TGGA-SR NUIE I 51 N 23 1 AH X A 7 B ) 2 0F W 75 7 5 (1045 5 B,
[FIES A AM SRASAEXTSCRT FRHERE, P2 T HEEERE, 7E Yoochoose 1/64 F Diginetica #(#is S 451 HUAS 4H
PURTE FNESIN

DOI: 10.12677/csa.2022.124114 1118 MR 5 R


https://doi.org/10.12677/csa.2022.124114

IS, FROTAE

Table 3. Experimental results
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S-POP 30.44 18.35 27.08 17.75 21.06 13.68
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BPR-MF 31.31 12.08 3.40 1.57 5.24 1.98
FPMC 45.62 15.01 - - 26.53 6.95
GRU4REC 60.64 22.89 59.53 22.60 29.45 8.33
NARM 68.32 28.63 69.73 29.23 49.70 16.17
STAMP 68.74 29.67 70.44 30.00 45.64 14.32
SR-GNN 68.69 29.36 69.90 30.30 49.56 16.92
SEMGNN 69.16 29.80 70.62 31.28 50.16 17.04
TGGA-SR 70.44 30.85 71.33 32.09 51.80 18.29
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Figure 10. Results of ablation study (Precision@20)
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Figure 11. Results of ablation study (MRR@20)
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