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Abstract
Modern recommender systems struggle to effectively utilize the
rich, yet high-dimensional and noisy, multi-modal features gener-
ated by Large Language Models (LLMs). Treating these features as
static inputs decouples them from the core recommendation task.
We address this limitation with a novel framework built on a key
insight: deeply fusing multi-modal and collaborative knowledge for
representation denoising. Our unified architecture introduces two
primary technical innovations. First, we integrate dimensionality
reduction directly into the recommendation model, enabling end-
to-end co-training that makes the reduction process aware of the
final ranking objective. Second, we introduce a contrastive learning
objective that explicitly incorporate the collaborative filtering sig-
nal into the latent space. This synergistic process refines raw LLM
embeddings, filtering noise while amplifying task-relevant signals.
Extensive experiments confirm our method’s superior discrimi-
native power, proving that this integrated fusion and denoising
strategy is critical for achieving state-of-the-art performance. Our
work provides a foundational paradigm for effectively harnessing
LLMs in recommender systems.

CCS Concepts
• Computer systems organization → Embedded systems; Re-
dundancy; Robotics; • Networks→ Network reliability.
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1 Introduction
Recommender Systems (RS) have emerged as a vital element in
today’s digital ecosystems, significantly contributing to the person-
alization of user experiences across platforms such as e-commerce,
streaming services, and content delivery systems [10, 40, 46]. These
systems strive to recommend items that match users’ preferences,
thereby boosting engagement and satisfaction. The origins of RS
often lie in collaborative filtering techniques, which analyze user-
item interaction data to uncover patterns and generate suggestions.
As the volume and complexity of user data have increased, these
systems have evolved to adopt more advanced methodologies, in-
cluding content-based filtering, hybrid models, and context-aware
recommendation strategies.

The development of machine learning, particularly deep learn-
ing, has revolutionized nearly every field[6, 20, 26, 27, 43], including
recommender systems [7, 28, 45]. These systems now benefit from
large-scale models capable of leveraging vast amounts of data to ex-
tract complex relationships and patterns. Deep learning techniques,
such as those employed in modern Deep Learning Recommendation
Models (DLRM) frameworks and Graph Neural Networks (GNNs),
have been employed to enhance the accuracy and robustness of
RS. These models benefit from their ability to automatically learn
feature representations from diverse raw data, eliminating the need
for extensive manual feature engineering and improving predictive
performance.

The remarkable capabilities of Large Language Models (LLMs)
like GPT-4 in processing nuanced, multi-modal information from
text and images have opened new frontiers for recommender sys-
tems (RS). However, a prevailing paradigm for leveraging LLMs
involves their use as a disconnected pre-processing tool—a pow-
erful "feature extractor" where high-dimensional embeddings are
generated offline and later fed into a separate recommendation
model. This decoupled, two-step pipeline is fundamentally limited,
as the feature extraction is not guided by the final recommendation
objective, and it often fails to incorporate essential collaborative
filtering signals.

In contrast to prior methods that treat large language models as
separate, upstream feature extractors, this paper introduces a uni-
fied, end-to-end framework. Our architecture cohesively integrates
dimensionality reduction directly with the primary recommenda-
tion task. By co-training these components, we ensure that the
learned low-dimensional representations are optimized specifically
for the ranking objective, rather than being a generic byproduct of a
separate process. A key innovation of our model is the enrichment
of these embeddings with collaborative filtering signals through a
novel, multi-relational contrastive learning objective. This infusion
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of user-user and item-item similarities provides a richer, more ro-
bust basis for representation learning. Furthermore, a significant
advantage of our design is its model-agnostic nature, allowing for
straightforward integration into a wide variety of existing recom-
mendation architectures. This holistic approach yields compact, ro-
bust, and highly discriminative representations, ultimately leading
to superior recommendation performance.to demonstrably supe-
rior performance over conventional two-step methodologies. Main
contributions of this paper include:

• A co-trained dimensionality reduction mechanism: We
propose integrating dimensionality reduction directly into
the recommender framework, enabling end-to-end co-training
with the primary recommendation objective. This ensures
the generation of highly task-relevant latent representations
from LLM-derived multi-modal features.

• A contrastive learning objective for enhanced collabo-
rative signal integration: We introduce an auxiliary task
that leverages pre-computed user-user and item-item sim-
ilarities (via SWING and InfoNCE loss) to explicitly model
these relationships, thereby enriching representation quality
and robustness of the resulting multi-modal representation
in the reduced embedding space.

• Demonstration of enhanced LLM-based multi-modal
recommendation: We empirically show how these archi-
tectural and methodological innovations lead to improved
recommendation performance by fostering more effective
and robust user and item representations, highlighting the
utility of our proposed techniques.

• An open-sourced1, readily adaptable module: We pro-
vide a publicly available implementation of our contrastive
learning-based dimensionality reduction module, designed
for easy integration into existing or new recommender frame-
works, facilitating further research and application.

The structure of the paper is as follows: Section II introduces
related work concerning deep learning in recommender systems
and the emerging role of LLMs. Section III presents our methodol-
ogy, detailing its key components including the foundational LLM-
based knowledge extraction, the integrated co-trained dimension
reduction, and the multi-relational contrastive learning objectives.
Section IV details the experimental setup, datasets, and analysis
of results. Finally, Section V provides concluding remarks and dis-
cusses future work.

2 Related Work
2.1 Large Language Models in Recommender

Systems
LLM has transformed different areas since its inception [15, 17, 30].
The integration of LLM into recommender systems has become
increasingly popular [16, 33]. Recent efforts have explored a variety
of applications, including interactive recommendation interfaces,
prompting strategies, and hybrid models [14, 32].

For instance, [9] introduced an LLM-driven conversational frame-
work to enable multi-turn recommendations, improving both en-
gagement and explainability. Another approach by [31] utilizes

1Our code is open-sourced at https://github.com/consistentJake/LLM_multimodal.

user interaction data and natural language feedback processed
through an instructor module to guide LLM-based recommenda-
tion generation. In a systematic study, [5] assessed the effectiveness
of off-the-shelf LLMs for recommendation tasks using point-wise,
pair-wise, and list-wise evaluation metrics.

2.2 Constrastive Learning in Recommender
Systems

Recent research in recommendation systems has increasingly lever-
aged contrastive learning frameworks to learn more effective user
and item representations from the use of this semi-supervised learn-
ing approach. For instance, the construction of positive pairs from
temporally adjacent items in a user’s history or augmented subse-
quences showed promising results in sequential recommendation
[47]. The constrastive loss was demonstrated to be useful by lever-
aging positive/negative pairs defined within the interaction graph
in the context of graph-based collaborative filtering models [38].
The application of contrastive loss functions helps in creating a
more discriminative embedding space and has demonstrated poten-
tial in alleviating issues like data sparsity and the cold-start problem
[24].

2.3 Traditional and Neural Approaches in
Recommendation

Traditional recommender systems were originally built without
deep learning. A survey of over 100 such methods prior to 2017 is
presented in [13]. Modern systems can be classified broadly into
personalized[36] and group-based[41] categories.

Collaborative Filtering (CF) has remained a cornerstone tech-
nique. Memory-based CF approaches such as those in [1, 3] uti-
lize vector representations to model user-item interactions. The
emergence of graph neural networks (GNNs) has further enhanced
model-based CF. Models like GraphSAGE [12] have demonstrated
notable improvements across domains such as music [8], books,
and Points of Interest (POI)[18, 25].

In addition, review texts have been extensively explored as sup-
plementary signals. [4] proposed an aspect-based neural recom-
mender (ANR) that selectively attends to informative review seg-
ments. [19] employed capsule networks to capture fine-grained
opinion expressions. [37] developed a dual-encoder CNN-based
framework for modeling user preferences via historical interactions
with news articles.

2.4 LLMs for External Knowledge Generation in
Recommendation

LLMs have demonstrated strong reasoning skills. Notable tech-
niques include few-shot prompting [2] and Chain-of-Thought rea-
soning [34], which improve performance in arithmetic and com-
monsense reasoning benchmarks. The capabilities of LLM shown
has laid a solid foundation for its use in recommender systems.

For instance, KAR [39] augments movie and book recommenda-
tion by generating factual side information. LLMRec [35] improves
user/item profiles and tackles data sparsity by constructing pseudo-
supervised training data. ONCE [21] uses prompting techniques to
generate content features for new items and refine user profiling.

https://github.com/consistentJake/LLM_multimodal
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These methods rely on the generative capabilities of LLMs to enrich
traditional recommendation pipelines.

In contrast, our approach takes a more conservative path by
extracting recommendation-relevant knowledge from existing ex-
ternal sources rather than relying solely on generated content. This
design choice aims to reduce hallucination risks often associated
with LLMs [44], thereby enhancing the credibility and robustness
of the incorporated knowledge.

3 Methodology
This research advances recommendation systems by introducing
significant enhancements to a Deep Learning Recommendation
Model (DLRM) framework [23]. While retaining the core DLRM
structure that processes diverse input features (sparse categorical
attributes, dense numerical data, and high-dimensional embed-
dings representing users, items, and associated content), this paper
details two key methodological innovations: the integration and
co-training of a dimension reduction module, and the incorpora-
tion of collaborative filtering principles via a contrastive learning
objective.

3.1 Foundational DLRM Framework
At a high level, DLRM processes sparse categorical features through
embedding layers and handles dense numerical features directly
through anMLP. A key aspect is its explicit feature interaction stage
(e.g., dot products between embeddings) followed by a final MLP
prediction layer to generate the recommendation score. To enrich
the inputs for such models, a common strategy involves leveraging
Large Language Models (LLMs) to extract and fuse knowledge from
multi-modal sources. This can be achieved in several ways:

• Textual Content: LLMs can be employed to read and sum-
marize collections of user reviews. The resulting summary,
capturing the core essence, can then be embedded and used
as a refined textual representation, potentially reducing noise
compared to aggregating all review embeddings.

• Visual Content: LLMs capable of multi-modal processing can
interpret associated images, generating textual descriptions.
Embedding these descriptions translates visual information
into the same semantic space as text features, potentially
unifying multi-modal signals.

• Feature Extraction: LLMs can also perform direct feature ex-
traction, such as inferring pricing levels (treated as dense fea-
tures) or classifying items into categories (treated as sparse
features) from unstructured text.

These LLM-generated outputs (summary embeddings, image de-
scription embeddings, extracted dense/sparse features) would then
be integrated into the appropriate pathways of the DLRM. However,
content embeddings derived from such methods often possess high
dimensionality. Consequently, a typical approach to manage this
complexity involves employing a separate, upstream dimension
reduction step (e.g., an MLP) applied to these high-dimensional
embeddings before the main DLRM feature interaction stage. This
reduction module is often optimized independently of the final
ranking task. This two-phase approach with individual framework
for dimension reduction often leads to sub-optimal performance
due to the loss of information in the dimension reduction phase.

3.2 Integrated Co-trained Dimension Reduction
A primary contribution of our methodology is the direct integration
of the dimensionality reduction process within the main DLRM
architecture, enabling it to be trained jointly with the overall recom-
mendation task. In contrast to approaches that rely on a separate
pre-processing step, our model ingests the raw, high-dimensional
embeddings of the user, item, and any associated content for each
training instance. These embeddings are then fed into dedicated
neural network layers embedded within the DLRM.

During the model’s forward pass, these integrated layers per-
form the dimensionality reduction, producing lower-dimensional
latent representations of the initial high-dimensional inputs. These
learned, compressed embeddings are subsequently passed to down-
stream components, such as feature interaction modules, where
they are combined with other processed sparse and dense features
to generate the final prediction. Crucially, the parameters of this
embedded dimension reduction component are optimized simul-
taneously with all other model parameters—including embedding
tables, interaction layers, and the prediction head—through end-
to-end backpropagation. This co-training is driven by the final
recommendation objective’s loss function, such as predicting user
interaction probability. This approach ensures that the dimension-
ality reduction is specifically tailored to the ranking task, learning
to retain and emphasize the features most salient for accurate rec-
ommendations. This yields more effective and task-relevant latent
representations than what is typically achievable with a separately
optimized, upstream reduction step.

3.3 Collaborative Filtering via Multi-Relational
Contrastive Learning

To enhance the quality of the learned representations, we introduce
a multi-relational contrastive learning objective. This approach ad-
dresses the common challenges of data sparsity and noise inherent
in user-item interaction logs by incorporating stronger collabora-
tive filtering signals into the representation learning process. Unlike
conventional methods that rely solely on user-item interactions,
our framework explicitly models multiple types of relationships
by leveraging item-item and user-user similarities alongside the
primary user-item interaction data.

To establish these supplemental relationships, we first com-
pute similarity scores between users and between items using the
SWING (Similarity Weighted by Inverse Neighborhood frequency)
algorithm. SWING is a graph-based method well-suited for recom-
mendation data [22, 42], as it identifies similarities by analyzing
the higher-order structure of the user-item interaction graph. High
similarity between two entities (e.g., two users) indicates a strong re-
lationship based on shared interaction patterns with common items,
considering the overlap characteristics of those intermediaries. This
pre-computed similarity information serves as a robust foundation
for our contrastive learning task, guiding the selection of positive
samples to ensure that the learned embeddings are informed by a
richer, multi-relational understanding of the collaborative filtering
domain.

We first establish similarity metrics between users and between
items. We utilize the SWING (SimilarityWeighted by Inverse Neigh-
borhood frequency) algorithm, a graph-based approach suitable for
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recommendation data. Conceptually, SWING identifies similar users
(or items) by analyzing the structure of the user-item interaction
graph. High similarity between two users (or two items) suggests
they are strongly related based on shared interaction patterns with
common items (or users), considering the overlap characteristics
of those intermediary entities. This pre-computed similarity infor-
mation is used to guide the selection of positive samples in the
contrastive learning phase.

We employ the InfoNCE [11] loss function to implement the
contrastive learning objective for both user-user (𝐿𝑢𝑢 ) and item-
item (𝐿𝑖𝑖 ) similarities. The goal is to pull embeddings of similar
entities closer together in the latent space while pushing dissimilar
entities apart.For the user-user contrastive loss , considering a batch
of user embeddings, the loss for an anchor user j is defined as:

𝐿
( 𝑗 )
𝑢𝑢 = − log

exp(𝑢 𝑗 · 𝑢𝑝𝑗 /𝜏)
exp(𝑢 𝑗 · 𝑢𝑝𝑗 /𝜏) +

∑
𝑘∈N𝑗

exp(𝑢 𝑗 · 𝑢𝑛𝑗,𝑘/𝜏)
(1)

Where:
• 𝑢 𝑗 is the dimension-reduced embedding for user 𝑗
• 𝑢

𝑝

𝑗
: is the embedding of a ’positive’ user sample for user 𝑗 .

This positive sample is identified using the pre-computed
SWING similarity scores (i.e., a user highly similar to user
𝑗 ).

• N𝑗 : is the set of ’negative’ user samples for user 𝑗 . These
negative samples typically consist of other users randomly
selected from the corpus, assumed to be dissimilar to user 𝑗 .

• 𝜏 is the temperature hyperparameter, controlling the sharp-
ness of the distribution and influencing the separation be-
tween positive and negative pairs.

The total user-user loss 𝐿𝑢𝑢 is the average of 𝐿 ( 𝑗 )
𝑢𝑢 over all anchor

users in the batch. An analogous loss term, 𝐿𝑖𝑖 , is computed for
item-item similarity using item embeddings and the corresponding
SWING-derived item similarities to select positive item samples.

The overall training objective combines a primary recommen-
dation loss with auxiliary contrastive losses designed to leverage
collaborative signals. This composite loss guides the model to learn
representations that are effective for both predicting user-item
interactions and capturing underlying user-user and item-item sim-
ilarities.

𝐿 = 𝐿𝑟𝑒𝑐 +𝑤1𝐿𝑖𝑖 +𝑤2𝐿𝑢𝑢 (2)
• 𝐿𝑟𝑒𝑐 is the loss associated with the main recommendation
task.

• 𝐿𝑖𝑖 and 𝐿𝑢𝑢 are the item-item and user-user InfoNCE con-
trastive losses, respectively.

• 𝑤1 and𝑤2 are scalar hyperparameters that balance the in-
fluence of the collaborative contrastive signals relative to
the primary recommendation objective.

4 Experiment Setup
4.1 Data Source
In this study, we used a comprehensive data set tailored for restau-
rant reviews analysis. This data is published in Kaggle2 and it

2https://www.kaggle.com/

is collected from Google reviews [29]. This data set comprises
user-generated text reviews and image reviews for various restau-
rants.The dataset comprises user-generated reviews for a diverse
range of restaurants. Each record contains the following compo-
nents:

• A unique user identifier,
• The business identifier corresponding to the reviewed restau-
rant,

• A review rating on a scale from 1 to 5 (with ratings ≥ 4
considered positive),

• The full text of the user’s review,
• Images uploaded by the user that are linked to the review.

4.2 Parameter and Configuration
To evaluate the model’s performance under different conditions,
we experiment with various dropout rates, different weighted loss
functions, and baseline vs proposed models.

• Dropout: Dropout is a regularization technique that helps
prevent overfitting by randomly setting a fraction of input
units to zero during training. We experiment with dropout
rates of [0.1, 0.3, 0.5].

• Weighted Loss: This dataset is highly imbalanced, with only
1/8 of the datapoints labeled as false and the rest as positive.
To balance the contribution of each class to the loss function,
we experiment with different class weightings.

Each training run starts with a learning rate of 0.01, using Adap-
tive Moment Estimation (Adam) for adaptive learning rate adjust-
ment. In each epoch, we evaluate model performance on both the
training and test sets. The best model is updated when a better false
positive rate is achieved on the test set. Early stopping is applied
starting after 300 epochs. Training terminates if there is no contin-
uous improvement in the false positive rate over the last 50 epochs.
Each parameter configuration is evaluated five times.

4.3 Data Pre-processing
Our baseline model utilizes dense and embedding features to predict
the review rating. To avoid data leakage, the current review is
excluded during feature construction.

The baseline model includes new dense and sparse features:
• Dense Feature:
– Price Tag: Using GPT-3.5-turbo-1106, we prompt reviews
with “Can you tell me if the price is overpriced, fair price,
low price from reviews for this restaurant? Give me just
the category.” After post-processing, a price category (fair,
overpriced, cheap, or none) is assigned to each restaurant.

• Sparse Feature:
– Restaurant Category: Reviews are processed using the
prompt “Can you tell me what kind of restaurant this
is from these reviews for the restaurant? Return me in this
format: ’type’.” This results in a list of up to 11 subtypes per
restaurant. The output is padded to 11 entries, using index
179 for padding (out of 180 distinct embedding values).

• Embedding Text Features with LLM:
– User and Business Summary Embeddings: We use GPT-
based prompts (shown in Fig. 2) to summarize all reviews

https://www.kaggle.com/
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Figure 1: Proposed Unified Model Architecture with Contrastive-Learning Based Dimension Reduction Module

written by a user or received by a business. These sum-
maries are embedded into 384-dimensional vectors. To
better capture contrastive characteristics, we use sepa-
rate projection models for users and businesses. The user
summary embedding is passed through a user-specific pro-
jection model, while the business summary embedding is
passed through a business-specific projection model. Both
projection models are trained using contrastive learning
and reduce the embeddings from 384 to 32 dimensions.

• Embedding Image Features with Image Captioning:
– Using BLIP-2 for unconditional image captioning, each
image is converted into a descriptive sentence, which is
embedded and average-pooled into a comprehensive im-
age representation. This vector is also passed through a
projection model and converted into a 32-dimensional
vector.

4.4 Base Model
We refer to the model proposed in [28] as the V0 model, which in
sharp contrast with our single unified framework, adopts a two-
step approach that trained MLP-based model to obtain multi-modal
redpresentation in the reduced embedding space, followed by train-
ing a DLRM model on the reduced features. We believe that this
two step approach could lead to sub-optimal performance due to
the lack of user/item interaction information during dimension
reduction phase. we build on DLRM by introducing key innova-
tions: collaborative training, contrastive learning, and a unified
architecture. Considering the theme shared between two works,
we followed the data processing and feature engineering steps laid
out in MMREC[28]. By directly comparing our proposed methods
against the previous work that uses the same multi-modal informa-
tion, we aim to demonstrate the effectiveness of the integration of
dimension reduction into the recommender system and the use of

1V0 model refers to the model in [28]

contrastive learning module to fuse collaborative filtering signal
into the recommendation task.

4.5 Results and Discussion
The results clearly demonstrate the advantages of the proposed
framework. The new models significantly outperform the V0 base-
line, with even BCE-only configurations showing substantial gains
(e.g., 18% higher accuracy, 18% lower FP rate compared to V0 coun-
terparts in Table 1). This highlights the benefits of the co-trained
dimension reduction module learning task-specific representations.

The addition of the multi-relational contrastive loss yielded fur-
ther, critical improvements. Accuracy increased consistently (reach-
ing 99.7% for Text + Image), and false positive rates plummeted
– notably from 1.2% down to 0.15% for the best model. This dra-
matic FP rate reduction strongly indicates that the contrastive loss
fosters more discriminative embeddings. By structuring the latent
space according to collaborative similarities (user-user, item-item
via SWING), the model becomes better at separating relevant items
from irrelevant ones, directly enhancing ranking precision.

Furthermore, the high overall accuracy suggests the contrastive
objective helps create richer, more robust representations. Incorpo-
rating these auxiliary collaborative signals improves generalization
beyond learning from direct interactions alone.

5 Conclusion
In this paper, we addressed the critical challenge of enhancing
deep learning-based recommender systems through representation
learning from multi-modal data. Our primary contribution lies in
a novel framework that uniquely integrates dimensionality reduc-
tion directly into the recommendation model, enabling end-to-end
co-training, and introduces a multi-relational contrastive learning
objective. This approach marks a significant departure from con-
ventional methods that typically treat dimensionality reduction
as an isolated pre-processing step and often overlook the rich, ex-
plicit user-user and item-item similarity signals for representation
refinement.
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Figure 2: Examples of leveraging to summarize user reviews for same restaurant. The same prompting techniques were used as
in [28]

Model Loss Acc. FP V0 Acc.1 V0 FP
Text Only BCE + Contr. 99.3 0.36 n/a n/a
Text Only BCE 97.70 1.07 79.10 19.10
Image Only BCE 89.10 16.20 57.90 28.30
Text + Image BCE + Contr. 99.70 0.15 n/a n/a
Text + Image BCE 98.46 1.20 83.50 18.20

Table 1: Model Performance Comparison: best accuracy and false positive rate against test set with different experiment setting

By synergistically combining co-training with a multi-relational
contrastive loss that leverages explicit collaborative signals (e.g.,
derived from SWING and InfoNCE), our framework demonstrably
generates richer, more robust, and more discriminative embeddings
from LLM-processed multi-modal inputs. Crucially, our method
for embedding collaborative filtering principles directly within the
dimensionality reduction process offers a versatile solution, readily
applicable to a wide array of recommendation tasks via our publicly
available open-sourced module.

Future research avenues include exploring alternative similarity
metrics beyond SWING, investigating different formulations for
contrastive learning, and extending the application of this inte-
grated framework to diverse recommendation domains and evolv-
ing multi-modal data types. Ultimately, our work provides a foun-
dational step towards more holistic and contextually aware repre-
sentation learning in next-generation recommender systems.
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