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ABSTRACT
With the applications of recommendation systems rapidly expand-
ing, an increasing number of studies have focused on every aspect of
recommender systems with different data inputs, models, and task
settings. Therefore, a flexible library is needed to help researchers
implement the experimental strategies they require. Existing open
libraries for recommendation scenarios have enabled reproducing
various recommendationmethods and provided standard implemen-
tations. However, these libraries often impose certain restrictions on
data and seldom support the same model to perform different tasks
and input formats, limiting users from customized explorations. To
fill the gap, we propose ReChorus2.0, a modular and task-flexible
library for recommendation researchers. Based on ReChorus, we up-
grade the supported input formats, models, and training&evaluation
strategies to help realize more recommendation tasks with more
data types. The main contributions of ReChorus2.0 include: (1) Re-
alization of complex and practical tasks, including reranking and
CTR prediction tasks; (2) Inclusion of various context-aware and
rerank recommenders; (3) Extension of existing and new models
to support different tasks with the same models; (4) Support of
highly-customized input with impression logs, negative items, or
click labels, as well as user, item, and situation contexts. To sum-
marize, ReChorus2.0 serves as a comprehensive and flexible library
better aligning with the practical problems in the recommendation
scenario and catering to more diverse research needs. The imple-
mentation and detailed tutorials of ReChorus2.0 can be found at
https://github.com/THUwangcy/ReChorus.
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1 INTRODUCTION
Recommendation systems have gained increasing interest from the
academic community, with research addressing a wide range of
issues throughout the recommendation system workflow. These
studies, from theoretical analyses to practical applications, have
significantly contributed to the development in this domain.

As research advances, various recommendation tasks, experi-
mental settings, and optimization targets emerge. Recommendation
tasks, starting from rating predictions [24] and top-k recommenda-
tions [42, 48], have extended to recent interests in CTR/CVR predic-
tion [41, 60, 65] and re-ranking tasks [38, 39]. Meanwhile, various
contexts are considered in recommendation modeling, including
users’ historical interactions [18, 23], user and item profiles [9, 15],
and the interaction-varying situational context [28, 35]. Different re-
quirements of candidate set construction also emerged accordingly,
such as negative sampling for Top-k recommendation [42], labeled
data for CTR prediction, and impression-based logs for rerank-
ing [28, 38]. Implementing these diverse configurations requires
significant time cost. A flexible standard framework that can sup-
port flexible settings can free researchers from these engineering
details and allow them to focus on theoretical and methodological
research, while also effectively avoiding implementation bugs.

Recently, there have been a number of excellent libraries to fa-
cilitate standard implementations of numerous recommendation
algorithms and tasks. These libraries significantly contribute to
the reproducibility of the recommendation research community.
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Table 1: Comparisons between ReChorus2.0 and various existing libraries from four aspects: whether they support different task
settings, input formats, recommenders, and customized candidate sets. Cand. means candidate, Rec. means recommendation,
CARS means context-aware recommender systems, Pred.means Prediction, Imp.means Impression, and Situ.means situational.

Library
Task Input Recommender Customized Cand. Set1

Top-k Rec. Rerank CARS for Imp. Context Sequential Rerank CARS Training EvaluationCTR Pred. Top-k Rec. U&I Situ.

LensKit [12] ✓ ✓
Recommenders [3] ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓

Cornac [44] ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓
Elliot [2] ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓

DaisyRec [49] ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓
RecPack [37] ✓
LibRerank [33] ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓
RecBole [68] ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓
BARS [71] ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓
ClayRS [34] ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓

ReChorus1.0 [57] ✓ ✓ ✓

ReChorus2.0 ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓

1 : Customized candidate set indicates that users can customize positive and negative samples with variable lengths in each candidate set.

For instance, BARS [71], including BART-CTR and BARS-Batch,
targets open benchmarks for both CTR prediction and candidate
item matching tasks on a variety of public datasets. RecBole [68]
provides a unified and comprehensive recommendation framework
supporting 43 datasets and 91 algorithms. There are also other fa-
mous libraries, such as the venerable LensKit [12] and Microsoft
Recommenders [3], Cornac for multimodal recommendations [44],
and LibRerank for reranking methods [33]. However, as shown in
Table 1, they mostly impose constraints on input data and candidate
set construction, and supported tasks are also limited. This lack of
flexibility in altering model and data settings makes it less conve-
nient for researchers to conduct experiments, especially exploratory
studies, during research progress.

To tackle these challenges, we provide ReChorus2.0, a modu-
lar and task-flexible library for research in recommendation.
The updated library is built on ReChorus1.0 [57], a swift and effi-
cient framework focusing on sequential recommendations, one of
the frameworks recommended by ACM RecSys20241. Leveraging
and enhancing the modular nature of ReChorus, we extend it to
encompass more complex recommendation tasks in practice, in-
cluding CTR prediction tasks with various context metadata and
ranking/reranking with customized candidate sets for training and
evaluations (i.e., users can customize positive and negative samples
with variable lengths in each candidate set such as impression logs).
By enabling the free assembly of modules akin to building blocks,
ReChorus2.0 allows one recommender to support diverse tasks and
input formats, helping users implement desired tasks.

To be specific, in this upgrade to ReChorus2.0, several major
modifications are implemented: (1) The realization of more com-
plex tasks closely aligned with practice, such as reranking and CTR
prediction tasks; (2) To accomplish the extended tasks, more flexi-
ble training and evaluation strategies are implemented, including
training and evaluations on highly customized candidate sets with
variable length and multiple positive instances, as well as binary
label classification for CTR; (3) We expand existing recommenders

1https://github.com/ACMRecSys/recsys-evaluation-frameworks

and introduced new ones, making a single model able to support
multiple tasks; (4) Various input formats are accommodated, in-
cluding dense and discrete metadata, interaction-varying situation
contexts, and impression logs.

ReChorus2.0 marks a substantial update toward a more mod-
ular and task-flexible framework. It better aligns with the practi-
cal recommendation systems, catering to more diverse research
needs. We hope ReChorus2.0 will serve as a highly customized
and user-friendly tool for more researchers to form a “Chorus” of
recommendation tasks and algorithms.

2 RELATEDWORK
2.1 Reranking in Recommendations
Serving as the last step of a recommender system, the re-ranking
stage obtains and permute top items from the ranking stage as
candidates. The importance of re-ranking models has gained in-
creasing attention [33], especially in the industry, since its output
directly affects the revenue. Even ranking algorithms [40] begin
to implicitly consider the relations among the items to provide
high-quality candidate sets for re-ranking.

Re-ranking algorithms consider the inter-dependencies among
items in a candidate list, which can be categorized as two groups:
two-stepmodels (evaluator and generator) and unifiedmodels (main-
taining permutation invariance in the candidate list). Two-step mod-
els typically utilize reinforcement learning techniques to maximize
the utility. For instance, Aliexpress [19] employs an LSTM-based
evaluator to assess the utility of re-ranked item lists, guiding the
generator to determine the optimal permutation of candidate items.
Other approaches [13, 62] also focus on maximizing list-wise utility
through similar methods. Unified re-ranking models treat input
items as a set, ensuring the permutation of items does not affect the
order of re-ranked results. PRM [39] was the first to apply trans-
former blocks in reranking to model global relationships in the
candidate list. Setrank [38] introduced the concept of permutation
invariance and proposed to use induced self-attention to extract

https://github.com/ACMRecSys/recsys-evaluation-frameworks
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item correlations. And MIR [63] extracted fine-grained interactions
between candidate items and historical interactions.

Given the importance of reranking tasks in practical applications
and the recent trend towards unified reranking models, we support
unified reranking models and corresponding training&evaluations
on customized candidate sets in ReChorus2.0.

2.2 Context-aware Recommendation
Context-aware recommendations consider contextual attributes to
capture user preferences more accurately [25]. The broad definition
of context, which is adopted in this paper, encompasses user pro-
files, item content, and interaction-varying situations. Early works
on context-aware RecSys explored various structures to model the
relations of context features, such as interaction terms in FM [41],
a combination of FM and deep neural networks in DeepFM [15]
and xDeepFM [31], and attention-based pooling in AFM [64]. More
recent models, such as FinalMLP [36] and SAM [10], are still ex-
ploring better structures to capture relations between features. As
RecSys becomes increasingly complex, users’ historical interactions
are also considered in context modeling. For instance, DIN [70]
utilized an activation unit to learn the relationships between candi-
date items&context and user behavior history. DIEN [69] adopted
an interest-evolving layer to capture user interest from history.
CAN [4] enhanced sequential recommenders with Co-Action Units
between target items, context, and history features. Recently, situ-
ations, i.e., context varying with user interactions, have attracted
attention [28, 35]. In these works, users’ location and time are con-
sidered for dynamic user preference modeling.

In summary, context-aware recommendation is an evolving re-
search hotspot. The majority of existing work has been conducted
under the CTR prediction task [10, 36, 41, 45, 70], while some recent
exploration [4, 28] has also applied context information for ranking
tasks. Therefore, in ReChorus2.0, we implement various context-
aware models and set them to support both CTR prediction and
top-k recommendation tasks. Additionally, we expand the reader
to accommodate different formats of context information.

2.3 Libraries for Recommendation Algorithms
The increasing complexity and diversity of recommendation sys-
tems have raised concerns about reproducibility and fair compari-
son in recommendation research [14, 46, 50]. To address the issues,
researchers have made great efforts to design tools and frameworks
that promote reproducible research.

Table 1 compares our proposed ReChorus2.0 framework with
various existing libraries. While most existing frameworks provide
support for basic Top-k recommendation and CTR prediction tasks,
few fully support context information for different tasks. For in-
stance, only three of the frameworks support context-aware models
for Top-k recommendation task. Furthermore, most context-aware
frameworks focus on the side information from users and items
while neglecting the situational context that varies with interac-
tions. Moreover, ReChorus2.0 can also handle different interaction
formats. Besides the ordinary click and rating feedback, the impres-
sion logs (exposure but non-click) are also considered.

ReChorus2.0 also distinguishes itself by fully adopting the re-
ranking task and corresponding customized candidate sets, which

has gained increasing attention in both academics and industry.
Only Librerank [33] provides a comprehensive re-ranking algo-
rithm platform, but it only offers two fixed base-ranker options,
which limits comparing ranking and re-ranking models based on
the same evaluation system. ReChorus2.0 enables the re-ranking
setting by inducing the customized candidate set. Apart from the
conventional negative sampling operation for training and eval-
uation, researchers can also customize the positive and negative
samples with variable lengths for each candidate set, both in the
training and evaluation datasets. Moreover, in ReChorus2.0, rank-
ing and re-ranking models can be flexibly combined as they would
be in real-world scenarios.

Note that we only compare with libraries that provide generic
recommenders aiming at performance improvement. Frameworks
with other targets, experiment settings, or specific scenarios are ex-
cluded in our discussions, such as reinforcement learning-based rec-
ommender framework EasyRL4Rec [66], fairness-aware component
in Recbole2.0 [68], recommender evaluation library RecList [11],
and news recommendation library [20].

3 THE RECHORUS2.0 FRAMEWORK
3.1 Supported Task Categories
As a task-flexible library, ReChorus2.0 is able to support a variety of
tasks with different types of input, models, and training&evaluation
strategies. We introduce the tasks in general in this section.
• Top-k Recommendation Task: Top-k recommendation is a
common task where the goal is to suggest a list of 𝑘 items that
they are most likely to be interested in for users [42, 57]. Dur-
ing both training and evaluation, a fixed number of randomly
sampled unseen items are treated as the negative items for each
positive interaction. List-wise evaluation metrics, such as Hit
Ratio and NDCG, are calculated on lists containing one positive
item and a fixed number of negative items. In ReChorus2.0, gen-
eral, sequential, and context-aware recommenders all support
the Top-k recommendation task.

• Impression-based Ranking/Reranking Task: Different from
top-k recommendation, impression-based tasks do not involve
negative sampling. Instead, the candidate item lists shown to the
user (i.e., the impression item list) are used, and the non-clicked
items are viewed as negative in each impression. In practice,
impression lists may be variable in length, and the number of
positive and negative items in one impression list also varies. The
evaluation metrics are calculated over all positive interactions
in the same candidate list before being averaged among lists.
In ReChorus2.0, general, sequential, and reranking models all
support the impression-based task.

• Click-Through Rate (CTR) Prediction Task: Click-Through
Rate (CTR) prediction aims to estimate the probability that a user
will click on a given item, and the estimation is compared with
a binary label representing click/non-click. Evaluation metrics,
such as LogLoss and AUC, are calculated based on the predic-
tion probabilities and ground truth labels of all interactions or
each user. Generally, rich context information is utilized for CTR
prediction tasks. In ReChorus2.0, context-aware models can sup-
port this task, where user profiles, item metadata, and situation
context (i.e., context varying with interactions) can be utilized.
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(a) ReChorus2.0 Framework (b) Task Implementation Examples

Task Example2: 
CTR Prediction

Task Example3:
Reranking

Impression 
logs

Impression
Reader

Re-rank
Model

Impression
Runner

Interactions

Context
Reader

Context-
aware
Model

CTR Pred.
Runner

Task Example1: 
Top-k Recommendation

Context
features

Interactions

Sequence
Reader

Sequential
Model

Base
Runner

Base
Runner

Context-
aware
Model

Interactions

Context
Reader

Context
features

M
odule Assem

bly

Model 
Checkpoint

Select model & task

Figure 1: The overall framework of ReChorus 2.0 (a) and some task implementation examples (b). ReChorus2.0 can fit various
recommendation tasks by flexible assembly of four parts: input data, reader, model, and runner. Corresponding modules are
automatically assembled after users specify the model and task.

3.2 Overall Framework Design
As shown in Figure 1(a), ReChorus2.0 follows the flexible modular
design and introduces numerous new features within each part
of module to support a wider variety of models and task settings.
In general, Rechorus2.0 supports various recommendation tasks
from different Input formats by assembly of three main modules:
Reader, Model, and Runner. Readers deal with inputs, calculate
the dataset statistics, and organize data as a unified corpus for mod-
els. Basic interactions, click labels, impressions, model checkpoints,
and abundant context information are all acceptable inputs. Diverse
recommendation Models are supported, including generic and se-
quential models, context-aware recommender systems (CARS), and
re-rank recommenders. Up to 37 recommendation methods are
supported in ReChorus2.0. Depending on the data and the specific
task, the corresponding Runner is invoked: Base Runner for top-k
recommendation, CTR Runner for CTR prediction, and Impression
Runner for impression-based ranking & re-ranking tasks. Note
that readers and runners are automatically assembled to models
once users select the recommendation model and mode (i.e., task),
freeing users from implementation details and allowing them to
focus on methodological and experimental exploration. Specifically,
functions about the context-aware CTR predictions and recommen-
dations, as well as impression-based (re-) ranking are all newly
introduced in ReChorus2.0.

Besides the main modules, utility modules are adopted to back all
modules, including a logger to write the running processes, a saver
for model checkpoints and prediction, and several common neural
network layers. Moreover, an experiment script, exp.py, is designed
to automatically conduct repeat experiments with different random
seeds and save the average performances.

3.3 Data Readers
Reader modules are utilized to transfer input files to a unified cor-
pus for training and evaluation. During the transfer, basic dataset
statistics are recorded. After processing, the entire corpus is stored

user_id item_id time
1 1 1573747200

user_id item_id time neg_items
1 100 1573782111 [3, 5, 6, …]

Training set Validation & Test set

user_id Item_id time label impression_id
1 1 1573747200 1 1
1 2 1573747200 0 1

user_id Item_id time c_location_c c_temp_f

1 1 1573747200 1 25

user_id u_gender_c u_age_f

1 0 25.0

item_id i_type_c i_price_f

1 15 99.9

(a) Interactions for Top-k Recommendation

(b) Interactions for CTR prediction and Impression ranking

(c) Context data input

Situation context

User metadata Item metadata

Figure 2: Examples of data input formats supported by Re-
Chorus2.0. Note that impression_id is only necessary when
conducting impression-based tasks in Figure(b).

as a .pkl file to facilitate direct loading in future uses, thereby sav-
ing time. Various types of readers are designed to support flexible
inputs with different formats and content, as shown in Figure 2:
• Base reader: It is the basic class for all readers and is directly
called by Top-k recommendation tasks. Base readers support
input of interactions with user and item IDs, with negative items
assigned to validation and test sets, as shown in Figure 2(a).

• Sequential reader: Built on the base reader, sequential read-
ers capture and save users’ interaction history for sequential
recommender systems to support Top-k recommendation tasks.

• Impression reader: It enables impression data reading of the
format in Figure 2(b). Interactions with the same 𝑖𝑚𝑝𝑟𝑒𝑠𝑠𝑖𝑜𝑛_𝑖𝑑
are grouped, and later, they will be trained and evaluated together.
In this way, users can customize their desired ways to construct
any type of candidate set.
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• Context reader: It helps read contextual information of users,
items, and interaction situations, as shown in Figure 2(c).
Besides these four fundamental readers, ReChorus2.0 provides

their combinations for various data format requirements, such as
Context-SeqReader for context-aware sequential recommenders and
Context-ImpReader for context-aware impression-based tasks.

It is worth noting that, unlike some popular frameworks [68, 71],
ReChorus does not provide dataset filtering and split processes.
On the contrary, training, validation, and test sets are fed into
the readers separately, with post-processing to combine them if
necessary (e.g., for user history or impression construction). This
allows users to freely customize dataset settings, facilitating deep
investigation of datasets in academic research.

3.4 Supported Models
In this upgrade of ReChorus, we add numerous context-aware and
re-ranking recommenders and expand existing models to cover
more tasks, adding up to 37 recommenders. In the implementation,
we enable many models to effectively support more than one task
by model inheritance and code reuse. Users can switch to different
tasks easily by changing the𝑚𝑜𝑑𝑒𝑙_𝑚𝑜𝑑𝑒 configuration. Models
and their supported modes (i.e., tasks) are listed as follows:
• General models: This model group includes CF-based recom-
menders considering user and item IDs, which support Top-k rec-
ommendation and impression-based ranking tasks, including:Most
popular, BPR [42], Neural MF [17], CFKG [67], LightGCN [16],
BUIR [26], and DirectAU [55].

• Sequential models: Sequential models utilize users’ historical
item interaction sequences to recommend users’ next interac-
tion, which support Top-k recommendation and impression-based
ranking tasks, including: FPMC [43], GRU4Rec [18], NARM [27],
Caser [51], SASRec [23], SLRCPlus [56], Chorus [57], ComiRec [7],
KDA [53], TiSASRec [30], TiMiRec [54], and ContraRec [52].

• Re-rank models: Re-rank models incorporate pre-trained back-
bone recommenders to provide ranking lists and re-sort them.
Both general and sequential backbones are supported for impression-
based ranking with PRM [39], SetRank [38], and MIR [63].

• Context-aware models: Context-aware recommender systems
(CARS) adopt diverse structures to capture the influences of con-
textual information on users’ preferences. Both interaction-based
and sequential CARS support Top-k recommendation and CTR pre-
diction tasks, including: FM [41], Wide&Deep [9], DeepFM [15],
AFM [64], DCN [58], xDeepFM [31], AutoInt [45], DCNv2 [59], Fi-
nalMLP [36], SAM [10], SARE [28], DIN [70], DIEN [69], CAN [4]
(based on DIEN), ETA [8], and SDIM [5].
It is important to note that since ReChorus2.0 targets at offering

a modular and flexible framework, we only include classic and
some state-of-the-art recommenders in each model group. Owing
to the extensibility of ReChorus 2.0, users can easily implement
newmodels (Details are shown in Section 4.4). We are also planning
to add more models in the future.

3.5 Training and Evaluation Runners
Runners are responsible for training and evaluating the models
based on a specified task, providing appropriate training strategies
and evaluation metrics.

• Base Runner: The base runner is adopted for Top-k recommen-
dation tasks, where BPR losses are used for optimization, and Hit
Rate (HR) and NDCG [21] are used as metrics.

• Impression Runner: It contributes to the variable-length and
multiple-positive recommendation tasks, where multiple loss
functions can be adopted, including list-level BPR loss [29], list-
net loss [6], softmax cross-entropy loss, and attention rank [1].
Evaluationmetrics include HR, NDCG, andMAP, where we adopt
matrix operations to optimize the time efficiency of calculations.

• CTR Runner: CTR runner is designed for CTR prediction tasks,
with BPR/BCE loss for training and AUC/Log loss for evaluation.
For expression consistency, loss functions are introduced here,

along with the runners. In the implementation, loss functions are
actually implemented in the task-oriented base models. By inherit-
ing different base models in different modes, each recommender, as
introduced in the previous section, can be applied to varied tasks.

4 TASK-BASED USAGE GUIDELINES
Given that the update of ReChorus2.0 is centered on task enhance-
ment, we present several examples to demonstrate the flexible im-
plementation of various tasks using ReChorus2.0 as user guidelines.
Examples of configurations to run all supported task categories (in
Section 3.1) are shown in Figure 3, and details about usage tu-
torials for all these existing and new tasks can be found in the
repository2. In the following subsections, we will focus on three
main task categories newly supported in ReChorus2.0 and illus-
trate the data preparation and configuration settings for each task:
Impression-based Ranking/Re-ranking in Figure 3(e)-(g), CTR pre-
diction in Figure 3(d), and context-aware Top-k recommendation
in Figure 3(c). Moreover, extensions to new tasks and models will
also be briefly introduced.

4.1 Impression-based Ranking/Re-ranking
In impression-based ranking and re-ranking tasks, each sample’s
candidate set may vary in length and contain arbitrary number of
positive and negative instance. To standardize processing in the
library, ReChorus2.0 requires that interaction data be formatted
with each interaction on one line, identified by an impression ID
to denote interactions under the same impression, as shown in
Figure 2(b). The impression reader will automatically aggregate
multiple interactions sharing the same impression ID for training
and testing.

Examples of running configurations are illustrated in Figure
3(e)-(g). For ranking tasks, users simply need to set𝑚𝑜𝑑𝑒𝑙_𝑚𝑜𝑑𝑒

to ’Impression’. For re-ranking tasks, it is also necessary to specify
the name, configuration, and checkpoint of the backbone ranker to
obtain ranking inferences from the backbone.

4.2 CTR Prediction Task
As defined in Section 3.1, the CTR prediction task aims to pre-
dict whether a user will click on a given item, essentially a bi-
nary classification problem. To undertake a CTR prediction task
with ReChorus 2.0, a dataset comprising interactions and corre-
sponding labels (click or not) should be prepared, as depicted in

2https://github.com/THUwangcy/ReChorus/tree/master/docs/tutorials

https://github.com/THUwangcy/ReChorus/tree/master/docs/tutorials
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(d) Context-aware model for CTR prediction

(c) Context-aware model for Top-k recommendation

(a) General model for Top-k recommendation

(b) Sequential model for Top-k recommendation

(e) General model for Impression-based Ranking

(f) Sequential model for Impression-based Ranking

(g) Re-ranking model to re-rank from general model

Figure 3: Examples of configurations to run different tasks with various types of recommenders.

Figure 2(b) (Note that 𝑖𝑚𝑝𝑟𝑒𝑠𝑠𝑖𝑜𝑛_𝑖𝑑 is not necessary). Further-
more, users can input context by appending situation informa-
tion in the interaction file, as well as extra 𝑢𝑠𝑒𝑟_𝑚𝑒𝑡𝑎𝑑𝑎𝑡𝑎.𝑐𝑠𝑣 and
𝑖𝑡𝑒𝑚_𝑚𝑒𝑡𝑎𝑑𝑎𝑡𝑎.𝑐𝑠𝑣 files, as shown in Figure 2(c).

Once the dataset is prepared, users simply need to specify the
desired recommendation model and set the𝑚𝑜𝑑𝑒𝑙_𝑚𝑜𝑑𝑒 parameter
to CTR in the execution command. An example of the main parame-
ters is illustrated in Figure 3(d), where the 𝑖𝑛𝑐𝑙𝑢𝑑𝑒_𝑋𝑋𝑋_𝑓 𝑒𝑎𝑡𝑢𝑟𝑒𝑠
parameter allows for flexible input of partial or all prepared context,
while the 𝑛𝑢𝑚_𝑛𝑒𝑔 parameter should be set to 0, since negative
sampling is unnecessary for CTR prediction tasks.

4.3 Context-aware Top-k Recommendation
Task

Top-k recommendation, where recommender models rank either
the entire item set or a randomly sampled subset of items and
provide Top-k items as recommendation results, was the only task
supported by ReChorus1.0. In ReChorus2.0, we enable the newly
added context-aware models to support the Top-k recommendation
task as well. The dataset preparation for this task includes a training
set containing interactions and validation&test sets containing
interactions and corresponding negative item candidates, as shown
in Figure 2(a) (for full-set evaluation, 𝑛𝑒𝑔_𝑖𝑡𝑒𝑚𝑠 is not needed).
Additionally, context information, as depicted in Figure 2(c), is also
permitted as input.

An example for task running configurations is shown in Fig-
ure 3(c), where𝑚𝑜𝑑𝑒𝑙_𝑚𝑜𝑑𝑒 should be set to TopK and 𝑛𝑢𝑚_𝑛𝑒𝑔
should be greater than zero for training with negative sampling
and the BPR loss function [42].

4.4 Extension to New Models and Tasks
Since ReChorus2.0 follows the flexible modular design, users can
conveniently extend to new models and tasks in ReChorus2.0.

To implement a newmodel for an existing task, users simply need
to create a new model class, inherit the corresponding base model,
and specify the runner name corresponding to the task and the
reader name matching the data. Within the new model class, users
only need to define the model’s required parameters and construct
a forward function that accepts the input as a feed dictionary. The
framework will then automatically handle the model initialization,

the construction of the data batches, and the training&evaluation
process. If extra information is needed for feed-in batches, users
can inherit a dataset class from base models to the new model, and
define their own training and evaluation batches. If users plan to
introduce a new task, new runners should be defined to configure
training and evaluation, and a new reader is needed to accommodate
a novel data format if necessary. Subsequently, users can develop
new models for the novel task or extend existing models to the new
task by inheritance and overriding.

In the future, we will continue to update the library to include
more models and tasks.

5 EXPERIMENTS
In this section, we present experiments for three mainly updated
tasks in ReChorus2.0: (1)Impression-based ranking and rerank-
ing (Section 4.1), (2) CTR Prediction (Section 4.2), and (3) Context-
aware Top-k Recommendation (Section 4.3) over all recommenda-
tion methods in Section 3.4 that can support corresponding tasks.

Through extensive experiments, we aim to demonstrate how
ReChorus2.0 flexibly executes various tasks using diverse models
on the same datasets, rather than provide a standard benchmark
for the recommenders.

5.1 Experiment Settings
5.1.1 Datasets. For consistent comparisons, we choose the same
datasets for three task settings, so the datasets should include both
rich context information and complete impression logs with expo-
sure and click records. Based on these requirements, we select two
datasets with different scales and scenarios:
• MIND-Large [61]: It is a large-scale dataset of impression-based
click and exposure logs of Microsoft News from 1 million users
during one-week interactions, including rich content and context
about news.

• MovieLens-1M3: It contains 1 million rating interactions span-
ning over 20 years from the MovieLens website with genre and
title categories of movie items.
Similar preprocesses are conducted for both datasets: Firstly, five-

core filtering on users and items is conducted until all remaining
users and items have at least five positive interactions. Secondly,

3https://grouplens.org/datasets/movielens/1m/
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Table 2: Dataset statistics. # indicates the number of , Inter. is Interaction, Imp. is Impression, Pos. is Positive, Feat. is Feature,
and Situ. is Situation.

Dataset #User #Item #Inter. #Positive Inter. #Imp. Imp. Length #Pos./Imp. #Item Feat. #Situ. Feat.

MIND 269,311 9,372 67,573,618 2,846,791 1,689,351 39.69 1.69 3 4
ML-1M 6,034 3,125 994,292 574,286 120,562 19.679 11.552 2 4

Table 3: Performances of ranking and re-ranking models on
impressions of MIND dataset. N. is short for NDCG, and SetR.
is short for the SetRank model.

Model HR@2 MAP@2 N.@2 HR@5 MAP@5 N.@5

R
an

ki
ng BPR 0.3887 0.2598 0.2888 0.6476 0.3191 0.3953

GRU4Rec 0.4406 0.3049 0.3356 0.6752 0.3547 0.4297
SASRec 0.4341 0.3005 0.3307 0.6683 0.3495 0.4240

R
eR

an
ki
ng

PRM+BPR 0.4443 0.3249 0.3522 0.6654 0.3660 0.4363
SetR.+BPR 0.4445 0.3241 0.3516 0.6663 0.3653 0.4359
MIR+BPR 0.4661 0.3377 0.3670 0.6920 0.3845 0.4578
PRM+GRU 0.4558 0.3317 0.3601 0.6697 0.3714 0.4416
SetR.+GRU 0.4441 0.3215 0.3494 0.6656 0.3629 0.4337
MIR+GRU 0.4722 0.3432 0.3727 0.6997 0.3915 0.4653

situation context is extracted from the interaction timestamps, in-
cluding hour-of-day, day-of-week, and period-of-day. Thirdly, in-
teractions with the same timestamp are taken as an impression in
MIND-Large, and for MovideLens-1M, we follow previous prac-
tice [22, 32, 40] to split user rating sessions into impression lists of
length 20 and take the ratings of 4-5 as positive and 1-3 as negative.
Finally, training, validation, and test sets are split along the global
timeline [47]: In MIND, the first six days are treated as training
set, followed by a half-day validation set and half-day test set; In
MovieLens-1M, training, validation, and test sets are split with 80%,
10%, 10% of the time. The detailed preprocessing scripts are publicly
available4, and final statistics of two datasets are shown in Table 2.
We refer to the datasets as MIND and ML-1M for short when the
context is clear.

5.1.2 Training and Evaluation Settings. Since the three tasks are
naturally different, distinct settings are adopted for each task:
• For impression-based ranking and reranking tasks, list-level BPR
loss [29] is adopted as training loss, and evaluations are conducted
on the ranking/reranking results of impression lists. Evaluation
metrics are HR@k, MAP@k, and NDCG@k. Since the impression
lists are generally short, results with k=2 and k=5 are reported.

• For CTR prediction tasks, BCE loss is used for training. We eval-
uate by AUC and Log loss; both are commonly used evaluation
metrics for CTR prediction.

• For context-aware Top-k recommendation, negative sampling is
utilized for both training and evaluation: one random negative
sample is chosen for BPR loss during training, and 99 negative
samples are randomly sampled for evaluation, with HR@k and
NDCG@k as metrics (k=5, 10, and 20 are reported).
Note that for Top-k recommendations, efficiency considerations

led us to sample only 99 negative instances due to the necessity
of running and tuning numerous models. However, ReChorus2.0
supports evaluation with more negative instances or even the full
item set.

4https://github.com/THUwangcy/ReChorus/tree/master/data

Table 4: Performances of ranking and re-ranking models
on impressions of ML-1M dataset. GCN and SAS represent
LightGCN and SASRec as backbone. All other notations are
the same as Table 3.

Model HR@2 MAP@2 N.@2 HR@5 MAP@5 N.@5

R
an

ki
ng

BPR 0.8930 0.6943 0.7347 0.9734 0.6605 0.7449
LightGCN 0.8817 0.6978 0.7358 0.9835 0.6690 0.7538
GRU4Rec 0.8822 0.6859 0.7257 0.9816 0.6333 0.7240
SASRec 0.8920 0.7046 0.7431 0.9767 0.6556 0.7431

R
eR

an
ki
ng

PRM+GCN 0.8816 0.7073 0.7436 0.9842 0.6606 0.7475
SetR.+GCN 0.8853 0.7057 0.7410 0.9842 0.6626 0.7490
MIR+GCN 0.8724 0.7022 0.7374 0.9926 0.6544 0.7433
PRM+SAS 0.8971 0.7095 0.7459 0.9890 0.6539 0.7441
SetR.+SAS 0.8908 0.7098 0.7467 0.9877 0.6595 0.7479
MIR+SAS 0.8920 0.6994 0.7485 0.9853 0.6474 0.7379

5.1.3 Implementation Details. ReChorus2.0 is implemented en-
tirely in Python and based on PyTorch. For a lightweight interface,
all user interactions are facilitated via command lines. Parameter
tuning is conducted for each model and task: for fair comparison,
the embedding size is fixed at 64; learning rate is chosen from {5e-3,
2e-3, 1e-3, 5e-4, 2e-4}; L2 regularization term is chosen from {1e-4,
1e-6, 0}; for models with hidden layers, the size of each hidden layer
is chosen from {64, 128, 256}; the length of user history for sequen-
tial models is selected from {10, 20, 30}; and other model-specific
parameters are also fine-tuned accordingly. Training employs early
stopping, which stops when there is no performance improvement
on the validation set for 10 epochs.

The optimal parameters for each model on each task are recorded
within the library5. Experiments were repeated five times with
different random seeds using the exp.py module, and the average
performance is reported as follows.

5.2 Experiment Results
5.2.1 Impression-based Ranking&Re-ranking. Table 3 and Table 4
shows the performance comparison for ranking and re-ranking
models on the MIND and ML-1M dataset, respectively. For ranking
models, we consider two classical general models, BPR and Light-
GCN, and two sequential models, GRU4Rec and SASRec. For the
reranking task, each reranker is conducted with one general model
and one sequential model as base rankers, respectively, where base
rankers are all previously trained on the same dataset and fixed.

In the MIND dataset, reranking the candidate item list improves
the ranking performance in most cases, especially for BPRMF, the
simpler base ranker. Sequential base rankers can also provide more
useful information, and they tend to achieve continuously better
performance for every reranking model. The promising results
indicate that considering the candidate list context induces a perfor-
mance boost. For the ML-1M dataset, the candidate list is shorter,
5https://github.com/THUwangcy/ReChorus/tree/master/docs/demo_scripts_results

https://github.com/THUwangcy/ReChorus/tree/master/data
https://github.com/THUwangcy/ReChorus/tree/master/docs/demo_scripts_results
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Table 5: Context-aware recommender systems (CARS) for the top-k recommendation task.

Model MIND ML-1M
HR@5 NDCG@5 HR@10 NDCG@10 HR@20 NDCG@20 HR@5 NDCG@5 HR@10 NDCG@10 HR@20 NDCG@20

FM 0.1204 0.0745 0.1923 0.0977 0.2663 0.1164 0.3214 0.2113 0.4870 0.2646 0.6836 0.3142
Wide&Deep 0.0949 0.0623 0.1339 0.0749 0.1809 0.0868 0.3641 0.2462 0.5289 0.2991 0.7248 0.3486
DeepFM 0.1183 0.0780 0.1942 0.1022 0.3018 0.1295 0.3264 0.2180 0.4866 0.2694 0.6853 0.3195
AFM 0.1199 0.0762 0.1650 0.0908 0.2325 0.1077 0.3845 0.2600 0.5538 0.3146 0.7551 0.3656
DCN 0.1146 0.0771 0.1725 0.0957 0.2660 0.1191 0.3695 0.2503 0.5370 0.3042 0.7288 0.3527

xDeepFM 0.1143 0.0712 0.1787 0.0919 0.2792 0.1171 0.3320 0.2234 0.4930 0.2751 0.6847 0.3235
AutoInt 0.1384 0.0927 0.2151 0.1172 0.3594 0.1533 0.3615 0.2439 0.5205 0.2951 0.7150 0.3443
DCNv2 0.1472 0.0978 0.2222 0.1218 0.3666 0.1577 0.3740 0.2541 0.5473 0.3100 0.7403 0.3588
FinalMLP 0.1759 0.1161 0.2558 0.1419 0.3576 0.1676 0.3834 0.2627 0.5464 0.3152 0.7404 0.3643
SAM 0.0935 0.0579 0.1566 0.0782 0.2442 0.1002 0.3774 0.2564 0.5451 0.3104 0.7434 0.3605

DIN 0.2536 0.1686 0.3627 0.2038 0.4030 0.2390 0.4939 0.3615 0.6448 0.4101 0.7921 0.4475
DIEN 0.2351 0.1628 0.2946 0.1822 0.3543 0.1970 0.5227 0.3881 0.6705 0.4360 0.8163 0.4729
CAN 0.1952 0.1203 0.3041 0.1622 0.4946 0.1999 0.4989 0.3624 0.6441 0.4110 0.7958 0.4517

Table 6: Context-aware recommender systems (CARS) for
the CTR prediction task.

Model MIND ML-1M
AUC (↑) Log loss (↓) AUC (↑) Log loss (↓)

FM 0.6386 0.1661 0.7661 0.9155
Wide&Deep 0.6525 0.1582 0.7798 0.6291
DeepFM 0.6493 0.1678 0.7736 0.6252
AFM 0.6476 0.1572 0.7795 0.7564
DCN 0.6513 0.1587 0.7831 0.6334

xDeepFM 0.6494 0.1593 0.7692 0.6203
AutoInt 0.6547 0.1578 0.7785 0.5661
DCNv2 0.6518 0.1642 0.7870 0.5572
FinalMLP 0.6484 0.1614 0.7841 0.5735
SAM 0.6508 0.1707 0.7919 0.5590

DIN 0.6625 0.1609 0.7904 0.6052
DIEN 0.6604 0.1656 0.7874 0.5513
CAN 0.6598 0.1709 0.7909 0.5510

and the proportion of positive interactions is much larger on aver-
age, which makes the ranking task easier (i.e., the metrics are higher
for base rankers). Hence, limited improvement can be achieved by
adding sequential information and reranking models.

5.2.2 CARS for Top-k Recommendation and CTR Prediction. For
the Context-aware recommender systems (CARS) mentioned in
Section 3.4, we investigate their performance on both Top-k recom-
mendation and CTR prediction tasks in Table 5 and Table 6. Models
are divided into two group by whether they utilize user history,
and they are listed in chronological order in each group.

Despite the difference in the data size and the ratio of posi-
tive interactions between the two datasets, Table 5 reveals that
the sequential CARS achieves much better performance in Top-
k recommendation. Apart from the information gained from the
historical interaction, this result is also explained by the fact that
sequential models can better leverage the newly emerged interac-
tions in the validation and test set. The results of CARS for the
CTR prediction task are shown in Table 6, where sequential recom-
menders also achieve slightly better performance on average. Note
that the Log loss metric is not compatible between two datasets:

Because the ratio of positive interactions is much lower for the
MIND dataset, models are prone to give smaller prediction scores
to achieve smaller log loss values.

The above experiment results for various recommenders on the
three newly implemented tasks highlight the flexibility of ReCho-
rus2.0 framework, demonstrating its ability to handle various types
of tasks, inputs, settings, and metrics comprehensively.

6 CONCLUSIONS
In this paper, we provide ReChorus2.0, a modular task-flexible
recommender library. Different from existing popular libraries, Re-
Chorus2.0 provides highly customized ways to implement tasks
and consturct datasets. ReChorus2.0 concurrently supports three
types of recommendation tasks: top-k recommendation, CTR pre-
diction, and impression-based ranking/re-ranking. It also enables
the same recommender to flexibly support multiple different tasks.
Moreover, utilizing the well-separated reader module, ReChorus2.0
accommodates customized input settings, including various dataset
splitting configurations, different interaction formats (e.g., nega-
tive item lists, impression logs, and click labels), and various types
of context information. With these characteristics, ReChorus2.0
offers researchers in the recommender system scenario a conve-
nient platform that enables them to assemble different modules like
building blocks, facilitating the creation of customized experiment
settings. This is particularly crucial for users to conduct in-depth
analyses of methods or data during the research process. In the
future, we plan to provide more task configurations and models,
offering users a more convenient, powerful, and comprehensive
tool for recommender system research.
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