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Abstract

Session-based recommendation (SR) aims to dynamically recommend
items to a user based on a sequence of the most recent user-item
interactions. Most existing studies on SR adopt advanced deep learn-
ing methods. However, the majority only consider a special behavior
type (e.g., click), while those few considering multi-typed behaviors
ignore to take full advantage of the relationships between products
(items). In this case, the paper proposes a novel approach, called
Substitutable and Complementary Relationships from Multi-behavior
Data (denoted as SCRM) to better explore the relationships between
products for effective recommendation. Specifically, we firstly construct
substitutable and complementary graphs based on a user’s sequential
behaviors in every session by jointly considering ‘click’ and ‘purchase’
behaviors. We then design a denoising network to remove false rela-
tionships, and further consider constraints on the two relationships via
a particularly designed loss function. Extensive experiments on two
e-commerce datasets demonstrate the superiority of our model over state-
of-the-art methods, and the effectiveness of every component in SCRM.

Keywords: Session-based recommendation, graph neural network, product
relationship, substitutability and complementarity
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1 Introduction

With the rapid development of e-commerce, session-based recommendation
(SR), which aims to predict the next interacted item under a special type
of behavior (anonymous session), has played an increasingly critical role.
Compared with the traditional recommendation methods, session-based rec-
ommendation considers each session as an ordered sequence. Based on this
idea, various machine learning and deep learning techniques have been
exploited, including Markov chains [1], recurrent neural networks (RNN) [2],
attention mechanism-based [3, 4], and graph neural networks (GNN) [5, 6].

Although the aforementioned approaches have achieved encouraging results
for session-based recommendation, most of them model a session by treating
it as involving only one behavior type (e.g., click or purchase). However, in
most scenarios, a session in e-commerce is mixed with different behavior types
[7]. That is, when a session starts, a user may conduct a series of different
actions (such as click and purchase) simultaneously on different products until
her needs are finally met. For instance, the upper part of Figure 1 illustrates
two users’ historical interactions in a typical e-commerce scenario, where we
can observe a clear interconnected relation between items (e.g., substitutes or
complements listed in the lower part of Figure 1) accompanied with differ-
ent behavior types (i.e., click and buy) in each sequence. In this case, it is
worthwhile to leverage the sequential dependencies between different behavior
types to better capture the sequential dependencies between different products
(items), and thus for more effective next-item prediction.

click click click

clickbuy click

buy buy

click buy

substitutes:

complements:

Fig. 1 Examples showcasing users’ historical interactions.
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On the other side, connected products in a session via different behav-
ior types (e.g., co-purchased or co-clicked) might signal different relationships,
while substitutable and complementary ones are the most representative.
Economic theories [8, 9] emphasize that two products are substitutes if a
user is willing to substitute one product for the other. In contrast, comple-
mentary products are inclined to be consumed together, i.e., two products
somewhat “complement” each other. In other words, substitutable products
are interchangeable, while complementary ones might be purchased together
[10, 11]. For instance, when a user wants to buy a t-shirt, she would often
retrieve similar t-shirts (i.e., substitutable products) rather than other prod-
uct types such as food or books. Similarly, after buying a camera, users are
more likely to buy films (i.e., complementary products). It is thus valuable
to explore substitutable and complementary relationships for more effective
recommendation.

Previous work might either focus on modeling the features (textual and
visual features) of products [12, 13], or utilize graph structure [14, 15] to infer
substitutable and complementary relationships between products, but few of
them have exerted appropriate constraints between complementary and sub-
stitutable relationships towards every same product pair, e.g., a product pair
with higher complementary relationship might be less likely to be substitutes.
Besides, some studies [12, 16] infer substitutable and complementary relation-
ship by intuitive rules, which might not hold in reality and involve noise. For
instance, if users click item vi also click item vj , the two items vi and vj may be
substitutable. However, this prior knowledge is not always correct for all ses-
sions. For example in the second session of Figure 1, the laptop and notebook
stand, although being co-clicked, are complementary rather than substitutable.

To address aforementioned problems, we propose a novel GNN model
called SCRM (Session-based Recommendation by Exploiting Substitutable
and Complementary Relationships from Multi-behavior Data). In SCRM,
we capture the sequential dependencies between different behavior types by
simultaneously considering ‘click’ and ‘purchase’ behaviors in every session1,
with the aim of modeling the substitutable and complementary relationships
between items. In particular, we build two graphs to address the substitutable
and complementary relationships between products, and adopt denoising
network to remove false relationships (noisy ones previously extracted by
rules) intelligently. Then, we propose a GNN-based model to learn the final
item representation, where on every product pair, appropriate constraints
between substitutable and complementary relationships are considered via a
particularly designed loss function. The contributions are listed as follows:

• We are the first to propose a graph neural network model that considers
real-time behavior sequences as well as multiple behavior types to infer

1It should be noted that in this study, we only consider these two behavior types to unveil
item relationships since ‘click’ is the most prevalent in e-commerce, whilst ‘purchase’ is the most
important and best indicates users’ preferences and intents. In the future, more behavior types
will be considered.
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substitutable and complementary items for session-based recommenda-
tion.

• We design a novel mechanism to learn substitutable and complementary
relationships with a careful consideration on removing false relation-
ships of constructed graphs. Besides, on every product pair, the two
relationships are appropriately and logically restricted.

• We conduct extensive experiments on two real-world e-commerce datasets
to demonstrate the superiority of SCRM over state-of-the-art approaches,
and the effectiveness of every component. Our framework can serve as
a guideline for exploiting substitutable and complementary relationships
from multi-typed behaviors (not only ‘click’ and ‘purchase’) for more
effective session-based recommendation in e-commerce environments.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. Section 2 summarizes two-fold
of related studies: session-based recommendation, and inferring substitutable
and complementary relationships. Section 3 introduces the details of con-
structing substitutable and complementary graphs from sessions. In Section
4, we present the architecture of our proposed SCRM, whose effectiveness is
thoroughly evaluated in Section 5. Section 6 concludes our study.

2 Related Work

Our work is related to two primary areas: session-based recommendation, and
the modeling of substitutable and complementary relationships. In the follow-
ing, we will introduce each part to highlight our contributions over the related
studies.

2.1 Session-based Recommendation

Session-based recommendation predicts the next item a user will probably
like given an anonymous session. Previous studies adopt machine learning
techniques that are capable of handling sequential behaviors for session-based
recommendation, which is mainly based on Markov chain (MC) [17–19]. For
example, Shani et al. [20] propose a novel approach to session-based recom-
mender systems with an Markov Decision Processes (MDP) model. FPMC
[1] applies matrix factorization and first-order Markov chains to address the
sequential dependencies among two adjacent items in a session. Chen et al. [21]
treat the music playlist as Markov chain and use a machine learning algorithm,
Latent Markov Embedding (LME), to generate the songs’ representations.
However, MC-based methods are limited to process first-order relationships
between items.

Considering the advantages of processing sequential sequences, recurrent
neural networks (RNN) [22, 23] and graph neural networks (GNN) [24] have
been widely adopted in session-based recommendation. In contrast to MC-
based methods, RNN-based methods can deal with a much longer sequence.
For instance, GRU4Rec [25] is the first method that applies RNN (i.e., a multi-
layer gate recurrent unit) to process session data. Later, quite a few RNN-based
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methods have been proposed. NARM [26] explores a hybrid encoder with an
attention mechanism to better capture the sequential dependencies among
items for more effective session-based recommendation. STAMP [27] uses
multi-layer perceptrons (MLPs) and attention networks to represent long-
term and short-term interests within the sequence respectively. In particular,
this model can capture users’ long-term preferences from the context of the
sequence and learn users’ current short-term interests from the last clicked
product. Besides, the aforementioned RNN-based methods mainly capture the
dependency relationship of items in a session, but ignore to capture item
transitions across sessions.

Instead of addressing behavior dependencies in a session as RNN-based
methods, GNN-based methods [28] can directly capture item relationships
across different sessions by learning item representations over session-induced
graphs. For instance, SR-GNN [29] firstly uses a gated GNN [30] to encode dif-
ferent sessions into session graphs. GC-SAN [31] models local graph structured
dependencies of separated session sequences and designs a multi-layer self-
attention network to obtain contextualized non-local representation. LESSR
[32] also constructs two graphs (EOP multigraph and shortcut graph) and
identify two information loss problems for session-based recommendation,
including the lossy session encoding problem and the ineffective long-range
dependency capturing problem. DHCN [33] models sessions as a hyper-
graph and then proposes a dual-channel hypergraph convolutional network to
improve session-based recommendation. GCE-GNN [34] converts the session
sequences into session graphs and constructs a global graph for SR, whilst
COTREC [35] designs a self-supervised graph co-training framework, which
can iteratively select evolving pseudo-labels.

However, besides the inherent problems, all the aforementioned approaches
ignore to directly consider the complex and explicit relationships between
items, which might lead to insufficient and inaccurate recommendation.

2.2 Modeling Substitutable and Complementary
Relationship

There are some works which have examined the multi-typed behaviors in e-
commerce. For example, in traditional recommendation scenarios, some studies
[36–38] regard the “purchase” as the target behavior, while other types of
behaviors (e.g., click) are referred to as context behaviors. And, they generally
design a multi-channel projection mechanism to learn the influence of differ-
ent behavior types. Besides, in session-based recommendation, MKM-SR [39]
simultaneously incorporates item knowledge (using item attributes) and user
micro-behaviors, which contain different operation sequences. However, the
aforementioned studies ignore to explore the complex relationships between
products.

On the other hand, previous studies [40] have considered exploring the
relationships (substitutable and complementary ones) between products in
traditional recommendation scenarios (not SR) to improve model accuracy
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and explainability. For example, Sceptre [12] learns latent topics from tex-
tual information to predict substitutable and complementary relationships,
whereas Encore [10] combines visual and textual features to mine these rela-
tionships, and RSC [41] models them based on co-purchased and co-browsed
behaviors. PSMC [11] learns item embedding representations by identifying
useful path constraints to uncover substitutable and complementary relation-
ships. Triple2vec [40] holistically leverages complementarity and compatibility
relationships of items, and designs a novel algorithm for product recommenda-
tion by adaptively balancing universal product embeddings and users’ product
loyalty over time. A2CF [42] extracts attribute information from reviews to
model substitutable relationship and then optimizes substitution constraints
for recommendation.

As mentioned, quite a set of recent studies have applied GNNs for rec-
ommendation, and some of them have also considered to unveil relationships
between products. For example, DecGCN [14] constructs substitutable and
complementary graphs via co-viewed and co-purchased products respectively,
and learns item representations in separated spaces. However, it infers substi-
tutes and complements separately for traditional recommendation, and ignores
to capture the possible dependency between the two types of relationships.

Besides, studies on session-based recommendation like [15] treat the co-
clicked products (substitutes) as the side information of the co-purchased
products (complements) to facilitate the prediction of purchased items, but
they also consider different types of behaviors separately, which might lead
to inappropriate modeling and discrimination of the two relationships. SCG-
SPRe [43] also constructs substitutable and complementary graphs as previous
studies [12] without considering the constraints between different relationships.
Besides, it is built for sequential recommendation (where user id is consid-
ered, and a sequence involves a user’s all historical interactions) instead of
session-based recommendation.

Therefore, in our study, we strive to appropriately exploit the dependencies
between different behavior types (i.e., click and purchase), and thus address
connections between substitutes and complements for effective session-based
recommendation.

3 Converting Sessions to Graphs

In this section, we firstly formally define our research problem and the major
notations. Then, we present how to build substitutable and complementary
graphs, as well as the way of measuring the initial edge weights.

3.1 Problem Definition

Our task is to predict the next interested item based on a given behav-
ior sequence in chronological order. In particular, let V = {v1, v2, · · · , vN}
denote the item set, where N is the number of items. We further define
B (b ∈ B) to represent the behavior type, i.e., ‘click’ or ‘purchase’. Sf =
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{(vS1 , bS1 ), (vS2 , bS2 ), · · · , (vSl , bSl )} represents the fused session in chronological
order, where vSi ∈ V denotes the i-th item being interacted with in session Sf

and bSi is the behavior type of vSi . l denotes the session length. Without the
loss of generality, we define this research problem as follows:

Definition 1 Given the fused session Sf = {(vS1 , bS1 ), (vS2 , bS2 ), · · · , (vSl , b
S
l )}, we

generate a probability value for each item vi, ŷi, and the top K items with the highest
values will be recommended.

In this paper, matrices are denoted by bold uppercase letters (e.g., X and
M), while the vectors are column vectors and are represented by bold lowercase
letters (e.g., x).

3.2 Constructing Graphs

In this study, we aim to explore the dependencies between multiple types
of behaviors, i.e., ‘click’ and ‘purchase’, to better exploit the relationships
between items, i.e., substitutable and complementary ones, for more effective
session-based recommendation. Therefore, we firstly form the fused session
Sf in chronological order. For example, in Figure 2, there is a session
{v1, v2, v3, v4, v5, v6, v2} and each item in this session is accompanied by one
of the two behavior types (i.e., click and purchase). We then derive a substi-
tutable graph Gs and a complementary Gc from the fused sessions, which are
detailed as below. It should be noted that the two graphs are both undirected.

v1 v2

v3
v5

v4

v2 v5

v4

v3

v6

complementary graph

 substitutable graph

v6v1
buy

buy

buy

v1

v2

v3

v4

v5

v6

v2

click

the fused session

click

click

click

v2 v6

v4

v3

v5v1

Fig. 2 The process of graph construction.
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3.2.1 Forming the substitutable graph.

Let denote the substitutable graph as Gs = (V, Es), where the edge set Es

(Es
i,j ∈ Es) summarizes the undirected substitute relationship between items

(products). Following [12, 16], we firstly label the substitutable product pairs.
Particularly, under session-based recommendation scenario, we define two
types of substitute relationship between product vi and vj : (1) vi and vj are
clicked adjacently in session Sf ; (2) vi is firstly clicked followed by an imme-
diate purchase of vj . In terms of the two principles, in Figure 2, we construct
a substitutable graph where the corresponding product pairs are v1 ⇔ v2,
v2 ⇔ v3, v4 ⇔ v5, v5 ⇔ v6. Let ws

i,j denote the weight of edge Es
i,j , and its

initial value is defined by normalizing the corresponding occurred frequency
of edge Es

i,j (the frequency of the substitutable relationship, i.e., vi ⇔ vj , in
all sessions). Note that we only consider the first-order relationship here since:
1) click behavior is quite prevalent in e-commerce; and 2) involving second or
higher-order relationships would rather incur noisy connections rather than
bring benefits for SR. We will further verify the effectiveness of our choice in
Section 5.

3.2.2 Forming the complementary graph.

Similarly, let Gc = (V, Ec) be the corresponding complementary graph. We
firstly adopt two types of first-order complementary relationship between item
vi and vj under SR scenario [16]: (1) both vi and vj are purchased adjacently
in Sf ; (2) vi is firstly purchased succeeded by a click of vj . As shown in Figure
2, the first-order complement relationships are v3 ⇔ v4, v6 ⇔ v2. Since the
amount of purchase behavior in e-commerce is rather small compared to that
of click behavior, the derived first-order complementary graph is also relatively
sparse. In this case, we consider to obtain the second-order complementary
relationship to augment the graph. In particular, we consider two intuitively
reasonable and robust principles (as demonstrated in Equations 1 and 2) [11]:
1) if product vi is complement of vk and vk is substitute of vj , then vi is
also a possible complement of vj ; 2) if vi and vk are substitutes while vk is
complement of vj , then we can infer that vi and vj is highly probable to have
a complementary relationship.

(vi,COM, vk) ∩ (vk, SUB, vj) → (vi,COM, vj) (1)

(vi, SUB, vk) ∩ (vk,COM, vj) → (vi,COM, vj) (2)

Hence, in Figure 2, we can obtain new edges: Ec
2,4, E

c
3,5, E

c
2,5, E

c
1,6, and Ec

3,6,
for the complementary graph. Similarly, we define each edge weight wc

i,j and
its initial value.

As can be viewed in Equations 1 and 2, we can see that the second-order
complementary relationships are obtained by using substitutable relation-
ships as bridges. That is, second-order complementary relationships cannot be
learned sorely on a complementary graph. However, for the second-order sub-
stitutable relationships like ((vi,SUB, vk) ∩ (vk,SUB, vj) → (vi,SUB, vj)), it
can be probably learned by a multi-layer graph neural network if needed. This
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is the third reason why we construct the substitutable graph only by first-order
relationship.

4 The SCRM Model

D
enoising Layer

D
enoising Layer

W
G

AT Layer 
W

G
AT Layer 

Integration Layer 

Session R
epresentation Learning 

Prediction

item embedding

   session 
embedding

v1 v2

v3
v5

v4

v2 v5

v4

v3

v6

complementary graph

 substitutable graph

v6v1buy

buy

buy

v1

v2

v3

v4

v5

v6

v2

click

the fused session

click

click

click

Fig. 3 The overview of our proposed SCRM model.

Figure 3 presents the architecture of SCRM, which is comprised of four
main components: (1) graph construction, and the design of Gs and Gc

is detailed in the previous section. (2) item representation learning, which
removes task-irrelevant edges by denoising network and obtains the final
item representation by incorporating both substitutable and complementary
embeddings. (3) session representation learning. It models user preference by
aggregating the learned item representation. (4) prediction and loss function,
which strives to calculate the recommendation score ŷj of each candidate item
vj . Loss function consists of three components: recommendation loss Lr, sub-
stitutable and complementary exclusivity loss Lex and semantic similarity loss
Lse. We next present the four components in detail.

4.1 Item Representation Learning

4.1.1 Denoising layer

As explained before, we establish the substitutable and complementary graphs
by a set of intuitive rules that we summarize from data (prior knowledge),
which inevitability introduce noise (although we have tried our best to cover
many reliable connections) and also cannot describe all those intrinsic proper-
ties due to the uniqueness of different data. That is, the predefined rules are
appropriate for most cases, however, not all extracted relationships in terms
of these rules are exactly in the type of the corresponding relationship. For
example, in the predefined rules, co-clicked products have substitutable rela-
tionship. However, in some cases, two products that are clicked adjacently may
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Denoising Layer

Input

Denoised Graph

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

MLP Layer

Softmax Layer

Gumbel Softmax

Fig. 4 Denoising network.

be complementary or uncorrelated. Thus, we introduce two denoising networks
to make the model automatically find the inherent substitutable and comple-
mentary connections and filter out the noisy ones from the constructed graphs,
respectively.

Towards the two graphs (Gs and Gc), we use a similar method (Figure 4)
adopted from [44, 45] to filter out task-irrelevant edges by penalizing the num-
ber of edges with parameterized graphs and thus generate the corresponding
updated graphs, respectively. Take the substitutable graph as an example, we
first denote X0 ∈ RN×d0 as the embedding matrix of items:

X0 = nn.Embedding(N, d0) (3)

Later, we calculate the item embedding weight βs
ij with regard to each edge

Es
ij in Gs:

βs
i,j = MLP (x0

i ,x
0
j )

= softmax(Ws,2 ∗ (Ws,1 ∗ [x0
i ;x

0
j ] + µs,1) + µs,2)

(4)

where ; denotes concatenation operation. Besides, we use a two-layers MLP
with learnable parameters Ws,1 ∈ R2d0×2d0 , Ws,2 ∈ R1×2d0 , µs,1 ∈ R2d0×1
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and scalar µs,2. The item embedding of item vi, x0
i = X0

i,: ∈ Rd0×1. The
embedding weight βs

i,j that we learned in the training process and the initial
edge weight ws

i,j can both contain the substitutable information. Therefore we
add the embedding weight βs

i,j and initial edge weight ws
i,j to form the weight

zsi,j for denoising network:
zsi,j = βs

i,j + ws
i,j (5)

Thirdly, we compute the probability of each edge by employing a softmax
function:

πs
i,j =

exp(zsi,j)∑
k∈N(i) exp(z

s
i,k)

(6)

where N(i) is the set of connected items of vi in Gs. We further use Gumbel-
Softmax (to make the sampling process differentiable) to generate edge
samples:

ζsi,j =
exp(log(πs

i,j + ϵ)/τ)∑
k∈N(i) exp(log(π

s
i,k + ϵ)/τ))

(7)

where q ∼ Uniform(0, 1) and ϵ = −log(−log(q)). τ > 0 is a temperature
parameter.

Lastly, we reserve the top-Kζ edges with the highest ζ values and delete the
others. Thus, the learned ζsi,j and ζci,j are the final weight for the corresponding
edge of the substitutable and complementary graph, respectively.

4.1.2 Item representation learning by integrating two graphs

Given the updated substitutable and complementary graphs by the denoising
layer, we adopt weighted graph attention network (WGAT) [28] to obtain
respective item representations, respectively. In particular, for example, for
substitutable graph Gs, we obtain the importance between vi and its neighbor
vj :

esij = σ(WT
s,4 ∗ [Ws,3x

0
i ;Ws,3x

0
j ; ζ

s
i,j ]) (8)

where σ(.) is the Leaky ReLU function, Ws,3 ∈ Rd1×d0 and Ws,4 ∈ R1×(2d1+1)

are parameters. We further adopt softmax function to normalize the esij :

αs
ij = softmax(esij) =

exp(esij)∑
vk∈N(i) exp(e

s
ik)

(9)

Then, we linearly aggregate the information from neighbors to form item vi’s
embedding, xs,1

i ∈ Rd1×1:

xs,1
i = σ(

∑
j∈N(i)

αs
ijWs,5x

0
j ) (10)

where σ(.) is the Leaky ReLU function and Ws,5 ∈ Rd1×d0 is a trainable
parameter matrix. By using the Leaky ReLu function, the gradient can be
calculated on the part of the input less than zero during backpropagation,
thus avoiding the gradient direction sawtooth problem. We average embedding
from Km heads in multi-head attention mechanism to stabilize the training of
the layers:

xs,1
i =

1

Km

∑
k∈[1,Km]

xk,s,1
i (11)
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where xk,s,1
i is vi’s embedding output by the k-th head. Besides, we can obtain

complementary embedding xc,1
i in the same way.

v1

vi

v3

v6

v4

vi

v8

v9
v5

complementary graph substitutable graph

v7

MLP

xi

Fig. 5 Integrating substitutable and complementary graphs.

An item’s substitutable information (i.e., substitutes) can indicate its com-
plementary information (i.e., complements), and vice versa. For example,
Samsung phones and Huawei phones are substitutes, which are both under the
category of mobile phones and have similar complementary products, such as
chargers and earphones. Hence, inspired by DecGCN [14], item representation
is learned by different subgraphs, which may influence each other mutually.
After obtaining the embedding on each graph, we get the final substitutable
(complementary) embedding by integrating the influence of xc,1

i (xs,1
i ) on xs,1

i

(xc,1
i ) (Figure 5):

xs
i = σ(xs,1

i + θ1x
c,1
i ) (12)

xc
i = σ(xc,1

i + θ2x
s,1
i ) (13)

where σ(.) is Leaky RELU and θ1, θ2 are trainable parameters.
Finally, for each item vi ∈ V, we obtain its representation by incorporating

both substitutable embedding and complementary embedding with an MLP:

xi = MLP ([xs
i ,x

c
i ]) = W6 ∗ [xs

i ;x
c
i ] + µ3 (14)

where ; denotes the concatenation operation, and µ3 ∈ Rd1×1 and W6 ∈
Rd1×2d1 are the learnable parameters.
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4.2 Session Representation Learning

We next present how to generate session representation. To represent the cur-
rent session as an embedding, we plan to combine long-term preferences and
current interests of the session. In particular, we use the attention mechanism
to compute a global level representation by aggregating item embeddings and
treat the most recent behavior of the session as the current interests.

Consider the information in the session may have different importance.
Given session Sf (Sf = {vS1 , · · · , vSl }), we firstly use attention mechanism to
compute the weighted factor αk depicting the importance of k-th item (vSk ) to
l-th item (last item, vSl ):

αk = qTσ(W7xl +W8xk + µ4) (15)

where σ(.) is the Leaky RELU function. q ∈ Rd1×1, µ4 ∈ Rd1×1, W7,W8 ∈
Rd1×d1 denote the learnable parameters. We then use these weighted factors
to aggregate all item information to form the global session representation:

Sg =
∑l

k=1
αkxk (16)

It is also important to explicitly consider users’ recent interests in session-
based recommendation. Therefore we further project the concatenation to get
the fused session representation by considering the information of the most
recent behavior xl and global session information Sg:

S = W9[xl;Sg] (17)

where W9 ∈ Rd1×2d1 is the projecting matrix.

4.3 Prediction and Loss Function

Based on the obtained session representation S and each item representation
xj of item vj , we first compute the predicted probability of vj . Then, the
predicted probability (ŷj) of the candidate item vj can be calculated as:

ŷj = softmax(Scorej) =
exp(STxj)∑

vk∈V exp(STxk)
(18)

With the ground-truth yj (one-hot encoding) and predicted ŷj , our loss
function is three-fold: recommendation loss (Lr), substitutable and comple-
mentary exclusivity loss (Lex), and semantic similarity loss (Lse). First, we
adopt cross-entropy as the main recommendation loss (Lr):

Lr = −
∑N

j=1
yj log(ŷj) + (1− yj) log(1− ŷj) (19)

For the loss Lex, considering that the substitutable and complementary
relationships are mutually exclusive towards a product pair, i.e., it is compar-
atively rare to see that a product pair shows both highly substitutable and
complementary relationships. Thus, we design Lex by maximizing the distance
between substitutability and complementarity of vi and vj :

Lex = −
∑

i

∑
j
σ(((xs

i )
Txs

j − (xc
i )

Txc
j)

2) (20)
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Table 1 Statistics of the datasets.

Dataset Tmall Yoochoose1/64

#clicks 86,629 555,819
#purchases 8,977 20,770

#clicks/#purchases 9.65 26.76
#items 10,157 17,376

#train sessions 73,247 330,733
#validation sessions 3,242 57,091

#test sessions 3,242 57,091
average length 6.02 4.11

where vi, vj ∈ V and σ(x) = 1
1+e−x .

Similar to [41, 46], the underlying assumption for semantic similarity loss
function (Lse) is that items that are viewed together ought to be more sim-
ilar than items that are not. So for product vi, given its substitute vj ∈ Vs

i

(the labelled set of vi’s substitutes), complement vk ∈ Vc
i (the set of vi’s com-

plements) and irrelevant product vt ∈ Vi
i (Vi

i = V − Vs
i − Vc

i − vi), we have
following inequalities:

sim(vi, vj) > sim(vi, vk) > sim(vi, vt) (21)

It should be noted that we consider complementary products are more similar
than unrelated products since there exists some correlation between comple-
mentary products, e.g., having the same usage scenarios or belonging to the
same category, like milk and biscuits. Accordingly, semantic similarity loss is
defined as:

Lse =−
∑

vi∈V

∑
vj∈Vs

i

∑
vk∈Vc

i

σ(xT
i (xj − xk))

−
∑

vi∈V

∑
vk∈Vc

i

∑
vt∈Vi

i

σ(xT
i (xk − xt))

(22)

where σ(x) = 1
1+e−x .

Finally, the global loss function is given as follows:

L = Lr + γ1Lex + γ2Lse (23)

where γ1 and γ2 are hyperparameters which control the trade off among
different losses.

The Adam optimizer is exerted to optimize these parameters, where
Algorithm 1 summarizes the model procedure.
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Algorithm 1 Overview of SCRM algorithm

Input: Item set V, The fused session set Sf

Output: Top K items according to each session
1: Construct substitutable graph Gs and complementary graph Gc;
2: Calculate initial weights ws and wc;
3: Initialize the model parameter;
4: for epoch in epochs do
5: Sample a batch B;
6: for session Sf in batch B do
7: Update the substitutable and complementary graphs and corre-

sponding weights through the denoising network;
8: Learn two representations of items, xs and xc, through different

WGAT layer;
9: Obtain item representations by fusing information on complemen-

tary graph and substitute graph by Equation 14;
10: Learn session representations by fusing user long-term and short-

term preferences through attention mechanism in Equation 17;
11: Calculate the predicted probability ŷ for each candidate items by

Equation 18;
12: Compute the loss Lr,Lex and Lse;
13: end for
14: Use the gradient-based Adam optimizer to train the model
15: end for

5 Experiments

In this section, we conduct extensive experiments on two datasets to vali-
date the effectiveness of SCRM, with the goal of answering the two research
questions (RQs):

• RQ1: Can the proposed SCRM model learn substitutable and comple-
mentary relationships to improve session-based recommendation perfor-
mance compared to other state-of-the-art approaches?

• RQ2: Do different components of our SCRM model (e.g., loss function,
denoising layer, substitutable graph, and complementary graph) improve
the performance of session-based recommendation?

5.1 Experimental Settings

5.1.1 Datasets

We evaluate our model on two real-world datasets Tmall2 and Yoochoose3,
which are commonly used in session-based recommendation4. In particular,

2tianchi.aliyun.com/dataset/dataDetail?dataId=42.
3www.kaggle.com/datasets/chadgostopp/recsys-challenge-2015.
4In our study, we adopt only Tmall and Yoochoose datasets from all the available public

datatsets for session-based recommendation to evaluate our model mainly because they have

tianchi.aliyun.com/dataset/dataDetail?dataId=42
www.kaggle.com/datasets/chadgostopp/recsys-challenge-2015
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• Tmall is from IJCAI-15 contest and contains anonymized users’ shopping
logs in 6 months. We remove add-to-cart and add-to-favourite behaviors
(interactions) on Tmall dataset. Regarding click and purchase behaviors,
we firstly form the fused session Sf in chronological order. Then, similar
to [34], we filter out items with less than 5 interactions and sessions with
lengths smaller than 2. We set the most recent 3, 242 sessions as the test
data, another 3, 242 sessions as the validation data, and the remaining
ones for training.

• Yoochoose1/64 is used for RecSys Challenge 2015, and contains sequences
that happened on an e-commerce site over six months. For the original
dataset including click and purchase behavior types, we firstly form the
fused session Sf in chronological order. Then, similar to [28, 29], we filter
out items with less than 5 interactions and sessions with lengths smaller
than 2. We sort sessions with the increasing timestamp and take 57, 091
as the validation set, the last 57, 091 as the test set, the remaining and
previous sessions as the training set.

The statistics of the datasets are summarized in Table 1. Besides, for both
training and test data, regarding every session, we generate sequences by
a splitting processing. That is, we finally could have more sessions besides
the original one, e.g., {vS1 , vS2 }, {vS1 , vS2 , vS3 }, {vS1 , vS2 , vS3 , vS4 } for session Sf =
{vS1 , vS2 , vS3 , vS4 }.

5.1.2 Baseline methods

We compare our framework with two traditional methods (POP and
ItemKNN), two RNN-based methods (GRU4Rec and NARM), and
three state-of-the-art (SOTA) GNN-based methods (SR-GNN, FGNN, and
DHCN) for session-based recommendation:

• POP recommends top-K frequent items in the training set;
• ItemKNN [47] recommends items that have the highest similarity
(cosine similarity) with the last item of the session;

• GRU4Rec [25] utilizes gated recurrent units to process session data and
adopts several modifications to classic recurrent neural networks such as
a ranking loss function;

• NARM [26] employs recurrent neural network structures with vanilla
attention to model the user’s main purpose and behavior for session-based
recommendation problems;

• SR-GNN [29] applies a gated graph convolutional layer by combining
long-term preferences and current interests of sessions to better predict
users’ next actions;

• FGNN [28] proposes a weighted attention graph layer to learn item
embeddings, and a Read-out function to obtain the session embeddings
to represent the user’s preference;

both click and purchase session-based behaviors. For future work, we will take efforts to collect
multi-behavior datasets to further verify t he effectiveness of our study (see Section VI).
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• DHCN [33] introduces self-supervised learning to model the high-
order correlations among users and items based on the hypergraph
convolutional network.

Noted that aforementioned baseline models only use purchasing sequences or
clicking sequences on datasets, whilst our model fuses two sequences in chrono-
logical order. Hence, for fair comparison we use the same session for baselines
and our model.

5.1.3 Evaluation metrics

Following previous studies [32, 48], the performances are evaluated by three
widely used metrics in session-based recommendation: Hit Ratio (HR@K),
Mean Reciprocal Rank (MRR@K) and Normalized Discounted Cumulative
Gain@K (NDCG@K) and K is set to 5, 10 and 20 in our experiments. HR
metric is an evaluation of unranked retrieval results, while the latter two are
evaluations of ranked lists. Noted that for the three metrics, larger values
indicate better performance.

• HR@K denotes the hit ratio, i.e., the coverage rate of targeted predic-
tions. This evaluation metric is the proportion of cases when the desired
item is amongst the top-K items in all test set.

HR@K =
1

N

N∑
i=0

hit(i) (24)

where N indicates the total number of accesses, that is, the actual number
of clicks; hit(i): If the recommendation system recommends item i, hit(i)
is 1, otherwise 0.

• MRR@K indicates the ranking accuracy based on the ranking position of
the recommended items (hits), and a larger value means the ground-truth
items are ranked in the top of the ranked recommendation lists.

MRR@K =
1

N

N∑
i=0

1

pi
(25)

where pi denotes the position of item i in the recommendation result. If
item i does not appear, pi is +∞.

• NDCG@K also rewards each hit based on its position in the ranked
recommendation list.

DCG@K =

K∑
i=1

2ri − 1

log2(i+ 1)
(26)

NDCG@K =
DCG@K

IDCG
(27)
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where ri means the relevance of the recommendation result of position
i. IDCG represents a list of the best recommended results returned by a
user of the recommendation system.

5.1.4 Hyper-parameters settings

For SCRM, we apply one WGAT layer and all parameters are initialized using
Gaussian distribution with a mean of 0 and a standard deviation of 0.1. The
embedding size of each item d0 and d1 is 128 on Tmall, 512 on Yoochoose1/64.
Besides, the initial learning rate is set to 0.001 and Kζ is set to 4 for Tmall and
Yoochoose 1/64 datasets. The initial temperature is set to 0.01 and the weights
of loss function, i.e., γ1 and γ2, are set to 0.2 and 0.3. We set the L2 penalty to
1e− 7 and 1e− 5 on Tmall and Yoochoose 1/64, respectively. The batch size
is 100 on Tmall, 120 on Yoochoose (the sample dataset from Yoochoose1/64
for RQ2), and 500 on Yoochoose1/64. For the baselines, we refer to their best
parameters reported in the original papers as the similar datasets are explored
and tune hyper-parameters to obtain the best performance on the rest of the
datasets.

5.2 Experimental Results

Here, we present results to answer the aforementioned RQs.

Table 2 Performance of all comparison methods on two datasets. The best performance
is boldfaced, and the runner-up is underlined. We compute the improvements that SCRM
achieves relative to the best baseline. Besides, we adopt a paired t-test (∗∗∗ for p-value
≤.001) to have a statistical significance of pairwise differences of SCRM vs. the best baseline.

Datasets Metrics POP ItemKNNGRU4RecNARMSR-GNNFGNNDHCNSCRM Improv.

Tmall

HR@5 0.0045 0.0823 0.1354 0.2593 0.2896 0.2603 0.3947 0.5367 35.98%***
HR@10 0.0061 0.1017 0.1614 0.3269 0.3600 0.3041 0.4876 0.6131 25.74%***
HR@20 0.0096 0.1176 0.1851 0.3997 0.4181 0.3461 0.5697 0.6765 18.75%***
MRR@5 0.0016 0.0527 0.0832 0.1779 0.2089 0.1845 0.2845 0.3897 36.98%***
MRR@10 0.0018 0.0554 0.0867 0.1868 0.2182 0.1904 0.2956 0.4000 35.32%***
MRR@20 0.0020 0.0565 0.0883 0.1920 0.2222 0.1934 0.3010 0.4045 34.39%***
NDCG@5 0.0023 0.0601 0.0961 0.1979 0.2289 0.2033 0.3119 0.4265 36.74%***
NDCG@10 0.0028 0.0664 0.1046 0.2197 0.2515 0.2176 0.3385 0.4513 33.32%***
NDCG@20 0.0037 0.0704 0.1106 0.2382 0.2661 0.2283 0.3581 0.4674 30.52%***

Yoochoose1/64

HR@5 0.0625 0.2036 0.3845 0.4523 0.4698 0.4561 0.4647 0.5016 6.77%***
HR@10 0.0912 0.2596 0.5153 0.5825 0.5978 0.5866 0.5810 0.6253 4.60%***
HR@20 0.1099 0.3084 0.6123 0.6877 0.7028 0.6938 0.6828 0.7299 3.86%***
MRR@5 0.0284 0.1249 0.2024 0.2689 0.2829 0.2719 0.2657 0.3052 7.88%***
MRR@10 0.0325 0.1326 0.2201 0.2864 0.3000 0.2894 0.2799 0.3219 7.30%***
MRR@20 0.0338 0.1361 0.2270 0.2938 0.3074 0.2969 0.2863 0.3393 10.38%***
NDCG@5 0.0367 0.1444 0.2474 0.3144 0.3295 0.3175 0.3152 0.3542 7.50%***
NDCG@10 0.0462 0.1628 0.2900 0.3566 0.3708 0.3599 0.3496 0.3943 6.34%***
NDCG@20 0.0509 0.1753 0.3146 0.3834 0.3975 0.3871 0.3729 0.4210 5.91%***
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5.2.1 Overall Performance (RQ1).

To demonstrate the overall performance of SCRM, we compare it with the
aforementioned baseline methods. The results are presented in Table 2, from
which we have the following observations. (1) The first two traditional methods
achieve relatively poor performance on two datasets. In the traditional meth-
ods, POP has the worst performance, because it only recommends frequent
top-K items. Comparing with POP, ItemKNN achieves better results among
the traditional methods, which does not consider the chronological order of the
items in the session. (2) Compared with traditional methods, RNN-based and
GNN-based methods have better performance for session-based recommenda-
tion. Between these RNN-based methods, NARM achieves better performance
than GRU4REC. (3) GNN-based methods outperform RNN-based methods,
but NARM only performs slightly worse, demonstrating that it is a rather
competitive baseline for session-based recommendation. (4) SCRM achieves
the best performance across all datasets in terms of all metrics, which proves
the effectiveness of our proposed model. Specifically, SCRM achieves better
performance than DHCN by 36.98% on Tmall w.r.t. MRR@5. Furthermore,
the improvements on Tmall are higher than those on Yoochoose. This is prob-
ably caused by that #purchase

#click on Tmall is much larger (see Table 1), which
makes it better to establish substitutable and complementary relationships.

Table 3 Impact of loss function. The paired t-test is conducted between SCRM and
SCRM-ex (* for p-value ≤ .05, ** for p-value ≤ .01, and *** for p-value ≤ .001).

Datasets Metrics SCRM-ex SCRM-se SCRM

Tmall

HR@5 0.5066 0.4981 0.5367***
HR@10 0.5781 0.5688 0.6131***
HR@20 0.6393 0.6318 0.6765***
MRR@5 0.3777 0.3703 0.3897*
MRR@10 0.3873 0.3798 0.4000**
MRR@20 0.3916 0.3842 0.4045**
NDCG@5 0.4113 0.4055 0.4265**
NDCG@10 0.4331 0.4252 0.4513**
NDCG@20 0.4486 0.4374 0.4674***

Yoochoose

HR@5 0.5655 0.5646 0.5764**
HR@10 0.6864 0.6859 0.6972**
HR@20 0.7864 0.7858 0.7945
MRR@5 0.3687 0.3662 0.3780**
MRR@10 0.3850 0.3826 0.3943
MRR@20 0.3920 0.3897 0.4011*
NDCG@5 0.4177 0.4156 0.4274*
NDCG@10 0.4570 0.4551 0.4667*
NDCG@20 0.4823 0.4806 0.4914
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Fig. 6 The impact of denoising layer (K = 10, 20).

5.2.2 Impact of loss function (RQ2).

To investigate the effectiveness of each module in loss function, we develop two
variants of SCRM:

• SCRM-ex, which removes substitutable and complementary exclusivity
loss function (Lex) in Equation 23;

• SCRM-se, which drops semantic similarity loss function (Lse) in Equation
23.

The results are presented in Table 3, where we conduct a paired t-test (∗ for
p-value ≤.05, ∗∗ for p-value ≤.01, and ∗∗∗ for p-value ≤.001) between SCRM
and SCRM-ex5. Since the Yoochoose 1/64 dataset is too large, we only use
the most recent 1/8 fractions of the training sessions in this and the following
experiments. As we can see, each component contributes to the final perfor-
mance. This demonstrates that substitutable and complementary exclusivity
loss and semantic similarity loss are beneficial to learning item representa-
tions, which is consistent with our hypothesis. Regarding substitutable and
complementary exclusivity loss, this implies that the substitutable and comple-
mentary relationships are exclusive towards a product pair. As for the semantic
similarity loss, this is because substitutable products ought to be more similar

5The significance test is compared between SCRM with SCRM-ex since SCRM-se performs
consistently worse than SCRM-ex, indicating the larger contribution of Lse than that of Lex. In
this case, the significance results in Table 3 can be at least applied to the pair of SCRM and
SCRM-se.
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Fig. 7 The impact of the different number of WGAT layers (K = 10, 20).

than items that are not. Moreover, complementary products have the same
usage scenarios, and there exists some correlation between them, such as milk
and biscuits belonging to the food category, whilst unrelated products do not
have much relevance.

5.2.3 Impact of denoising layer (RQ2).

The denoising layer is used to rule out the noise in each graph and make
the model better learn substitutable and complementary relationships. To
evaluate the effectiveness of denoising layer, we design a model variant SCRM-
DL, which does not consider denoising layer in Item Representation Learning.
Figure 6 shows the performance of SCRM-DL and SCRM, which confirms that
denoising network can filter the noise and make the model perform better.
This result occurs because not all relationships conform to the predefined rules.
Therefore, in our paper, we first design some rules that are appropriate for the
majority of cases. Then, we use denoising networks to automatically filter out
the noisy (false) relationships from the constructed graphs. By doing this, we
try to keep the most possibly substitutable and complementary relationship
in the graph, respectively.
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Table 4 Impact of substitutable and complementary graphs.

Datasets Metrics SCRM-S SCRM-C SCRM

Tmall

HR@5 0.4810 0.4637 0.5367
HR@10 0.5487 0.5204 0.6131
HR@20 0.6121 0.5821 0.6765
MRR@5 0.3748 0.3362 0.3897
MRR@10 0.3838 0.3438 0.4000
MRR@20 0.3882 0.3481 0.4045
NDCG@5 0.4013 0.3755 0.4265
NDCG@10 0.4232 0.3939 0.4513
NDCG@20 0.4392 0.4095 0.4674

Yoochoose

HR@5 0.5349 0.5255 0.5764
HR@10 0.6583 0.6481 0.6972
HR@20 0.7633 0.7535 0.7945
MRR@5 0.3421 0.3397 0.3780
MRR@10 0.3587 0.3562 0.3943
MRR@20 0.3661 0.3636 0.4011
NDCG@5 0.3901 0.3859 0.4274
NDCG@10 0.4302 0.4257 0.4667
NDCG@20 0.4568 0.4525 0.4914

5.2.4 The impact of the different number of WGAT layers.
(RQ2).

To further explore the impact of the different number of WGAT layers, we
consider model variants by varying the number of WGAT layers. Accordingly,
we get three variants, namely, WGAT, 2*WGAT, and 3*WGAT (SCRM with
one-layer WGAT, two-layer WGAT, and three-layer WGAT, respectively). The
comparative results are summarized in Figure 7, which shows that one layer
WGAT consistently performs better across all scenarios, indicating the possible
noises involved in high-order relationships. This might be due to there being
second-order relationships in the complementary graph. Therefore two layer
WGAT means high-order item relationships in graphs.

5.2.5 Impact of substitutable graph vs. complementary
graph (RQ2).

We further conduct experiments to explore the effectiveness of each graph.
Specifically, we develop two variants of SCRM: SCRM-S merely considers com-
plementary graph, while SCRM-C only uses substitutable graph. Noted that
substitutable and complementary exclusivity loss, and semantic similarity loss
contain both elements. Hence, the loss function of two variants only involves
the main recommendation loss. Besides, the item embeddings in Equation 14
only adopt the representation of each graph separately. For example, in SCRM-
C model, xi = xs

i = xs,1
i . Table 4 shows the comparative results between
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Fig. 8 The interplay of substitutability and complementarity (K = 10, 20).

different models, which clearly show that SCRM can achieve better perfor-
mance than only using one graph, and thus validates the importance of each
graph.

5.2.6 The interplay of substitutability and complementarity
in Item Representation Learning (RQ2).

In order to better learn substitute and complement representations, we inte-
grate the influence of xc,1

i (xs,1
i ) on xs,1

i (xc,1
i ) by Equations 12 and 13. Here,

we conduct analysis of interplay of the two relationships, which aims at validat-
ing the effectiveness of our design. Specially, we design the variant SCRM inte,
which does not integrate the inter-relationship. Figure 8 shows the comparisons
between SCRM and SCRM inte, which demonstrates that SCRM performs
much better than SCRM inte in terms of all the three metrics. This verifies
the effectiveness of our design.

5.2.7 Impact of the separation of two graphs (RQ2).

In this paper, we construct two graphs (substitutable and complementary
graphs) along with two WGATs to learn item representation separately. Here,
we conduct experiments to analyze the effect of this way of distinguishing sub-
stitutable and complementary graphs. Specifically, we introduce one variant:
SCRM mix, which firstly fuses edges from these two graphs, and then adopts
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Fig. 9 Impact of the separation of two graphs (K = 10, 20).

WGAT to learn item representations from the fused graph. Similarly, the loss
function of this variant only involves the main recommendation loss. Figure 9
shows the performance of SCRM and its variant SCRM mix on two datasets.
Firstly, by distinguishing substitutable graph from complementary one, SCRM
outperforms its variant SCRM mix across all scenarios. Secondly, we also find
that SCRM mix achieves better performance compared with other state-of-
the-art models, which shows that the effectiveness of our design on identifying
item relationships.

5.2.8 Impact of hyper-parameters (RQ2).

Here, we study how the embedding size, Kζ and hyper-parameters of loss func-
tion (γ1, γ2) affect our performance. We range the embedding size of SCRM
within {64, 128, 256, 512}, Kζ in {3,4,5,6} and γ in {0.1, 0.2, 0.3, 0.4, 0.5}.
Figures 10 and 11 illustrate the results in terms of different hyper-parameters.
As for the embedding size, when it equals 128, SCRM has the best perfor-
mance on Tmall, whilst with the increase of embedding size, the performance
improves on Yoochoose. Besides, SCRM is not very sensitive on both datasets
for Kζ , γ1 and γ2.
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Fig. 10 Impact of different hyper-parameters on Tmall dataset (K=10, 20).
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Fig. 11 Impact of different hyper-parameters on Yoochoose dataset (K=10, 20).

6 Conclusion

In this paper, we proposed a novel method denoted as SCRM to explore
substitutable and complementary relationships from multi-behavior data (i.e.,
purchase and click) for session-based recommendation. Our work clearly dif-
fered from the previous studies which either considered sessions of different
behavior types separately, or ignored to explore substitutable and complemen-
tary relationships for better SR. In our work, we constructed substitutable
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and complementary graphs to better leverage the sequential dependencies
between different behavior types and thus capture these two relationships
between items. We further introduced denoising layer to rule out the noise in
constructed graphs and designed loss functions for effective session-based rec-
ommendation. Extensive experiments on two real-world datasets demonstrated
the effectiveness of our model and its components.

For future work, we consider adding more behavior types to our model. We
also strive to design other models to provide explicit and suitable explainability
for substitution and complementary relationships. Besides, we will discuss the
influence of data sparsity on session-based recommendation and try to design
models to solve this problem. Moreover, we will take efforts to collect multi-
behavior datasets to further verify the effectiveness of our approach.
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