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Abstract—Deploying dynamic heterogeneous graph embeddings in production faces key challenges of scalability, data freshness, and
cold-start. This paper introduces a practical, two-stage solution that balances deep graph representation with low-latency incremental
updates. Our framework combines HetSGFormer, a scalable graph transformer for static learning, with Incremental Locally Linear
Embedding (ILLE), a lightweight, CPU-based algorithm for real-time updates. HetSGFormer captures global structure with linear
scalability, while ILLE provides rapid, targeted updates to incorporate new data, thus avoiding costly full retraining. This dual approach
is cold-start resilient, leveraging the graph to create meaningful embeddings from sparse data. On billion-scale graphs, A/B tests show
HetSGFormer achieved up to a 6.11% lift in Advertiser Value over previous methods, while the ILLE module added another 3.22% lift
and improved embedding refresh timeliness by 83.2%. Our work provides a validated framework for deploying dynamic graph learning
in production environments.

Index Terms—Recommendation system, large-scale heterogeneous graph, dynamical graph embedding
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1 INTRODUCTION

MOdern smartphones serve a consumer business with
billions of active users and are equipped with an

ecosystem of first-party applications, browsers, news feeds,
and more. The ecosystem offers diverse advertising for-
mats (with concrete examples shown in Fig. 1), including
lock screens, home screens, browsers, and incentive videos,
forming a large-scale, complex, and dynamic recommenda-
tion network. This network serves as a platform that con-
nects media traffic across the entire ecosystem, delivering
a premium marketing experience to users while unlocking
significant commercial value. However, unlike global ad
platforms that track users across numerous third-party sites,
a device vendor must operate within a much smaller data
envelope: only in-device signals (app installs, click logs,
and coarse-grained demographics) are legally and techni-
cally accessible. This scarcity makes high-precision targeting
exceptionally challenging, particularly for new users (cold
start) and in the face of rapidly shifting interests (temporal
drift). Consequently, the advertising stack must extract max-
imum predictive power from sparse, high-volatility data
while respecting strict privacy and latency constraints, an
engineering challenge that motivates the present project.

Graph embedding, one of the key techniques in modern
recommendation systems, converts rich, heterogeneous in-
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teractions among users, items, and their associated side in-
formation into low-dimensional, dense vectors that preserve
node proximity [1], [2]. By learning representations that en-
code collaborative signals (e.g., co-occurrence, co-purchase,
or shared context) as well as content and temporal patterns,
graph embeddings compress sparse, high-cardinality rela-
tional data into a form that downstream ranking and re-
trieval models can exploit for recommendation [3]. Dynam-
ical heterogeneous graph embedding (DHGE) [4], [5], [6],
designed for systems where both the graph topology and
node attributes evolve over time, extends static heteroge-
neous graph embedding by jointly modeling (i) multi-typed
entities (e.g. users, ads, apps, contexts), (ii) multi-typed
relations (e.g. install, click, view, co-occurrence), and (iii)
their continuous drift. Instead of retraining from scratch at
each time step, DHGE incrementally updates latent vectors
via an efficient time-aware fusion mechanism that blends
new events with historical summaries.

Typically, a DHGE pipeline [5], [6] has two stages: i)
Static Graph Learning (SGL) – a heavy, full-graph opti-
mization that produces high-quality seed embeddings for
every node in the graph. ii) Incremental Graph Learning
(IGL) – a lightweight streaming update that revises only
the embeddings affected by new events or temporal drift.
SGL is indispensable as it seeds the latent space with
global structure, but its computational footprint makes it too
slow for real-time use. IGL, while fast, is inherently local
and gradually drifts if run indefinitely without global re-
anchoring. We therefore alternate the two phases: a full SGL
sweep is executed at coarse intervals to recalibrate the entire
space, while the cheaper IGL steps are interleaved densely
to propagate fresh signals within milliseconds of arrival.

We distill the key challenges encountered in designing
and deploying the two-stage DHGE algorithm in the real-
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world large-scale data environments from the following
three fine-grained aspects:

i) Cold-start problem. It arises from two complementary
gaps. On the one hand, attribute scarcity: a large fraction
of user or item nodes arrive with incomplete or entirely
missing attributes (e.g., age, gender, declared interests for
users or selling points, luxury, different levels of categories
for items), obliging the model to learn coherent embeddings
for both richly-attributed and attribute-void vertices within
a single architecture. On the other hand, behavior scarcity:
newly registered users typically exhibit only a handful of ad
impressions, clicks, or installs, and newly added items often
receive minimal engagement (as shown in Fig. 2), yielding
extremely sparse historical sequences that challenge the
model’s ability to infer accurate, personalized representa-
tions.

ii) Efficiency and scalability. Our production graph
encompasses billions of user nodes and several tens of
millions of ad nodes, with billions of edges updated daily.
We consider the efficiency and scalability in both the SGL
and IGL stages: a) The SGL stage. The embedding al-
gorithm should scale linearly (or better) with graph size,
maintain low computational complexity per epoch, and
exploit the parallel computing power. b) The IGL stage.
Real-time ad campaigns generate a continuous torrent of
new interactions that can quickly reflect changes in user
preferences, requiring the synchronized adaptation of em-
beddings. Rather than retraining from scratch, DHGE must
support streaming, mini-batch updates that a) absorb fresh
events promptly, b) bound memory growth, and c) guar-
antee convergence stability under concept drift—all while
preserving the quality of existing embeddings.

iii) GPU-free real-time IGL. In practice, low-latency
inference is mandatory, yet heavily oversubscribed GPUs
often sit in long queues, making on-demand access impossi-
ble. Our method is therefore engineered to deliver compet-
itive performance with CPU-only execution, ensuring real-
time responsiveness without specialized accelerators.

Although sophisticated methods for DHGE have been
proposed after decades of development, they do not fully
meet the strict requirements of our recommendation sce-
narios. In comparison to the previous methods (detailed
comparison please refer to Table 3), we address the afore-
mentioned challenges through the following coordinated
designs:

i) Robust cold-start representation. We fuse a
lightweight graph-transformer-based attribute encoder with
an identity embedding layer in the same latent space. We
employ a global imputation token for missing features,
while the embedding layer uniquely parameterizes nodes
via shared ID-type aggregation. Global attention inside the
transformer further enables cross-node information transfer
even for isolated vertices, while during IGL we enrich be-
havioral signals via multi-hop BFS sampling—turning data
sparsity into an augmentation opportunity.

ii) Efficiency & scalability at scale. The entire SGL
stack is built on SGFormer [7], yielding O(V +E) time and
O(V ) memory—a provable linear bound that readily scales
to billion-edge graphs with subgraph sampling via random
mini-batch partitioning. The IGL stage utilizes ILLE, whose
complexity scales linearly with the incremental data size.

Fig. 1: The examples of diverse advertisement formats (high-
lighted in orange dashed box) in apps on a smartphone.

iii) stringent GPU-free real-time requirement. For IGL,
our incremental algorithm replaces costly global back-
propagation with a matrix-factorization step, avoiding full-
graph gradient descent by restricting updates strictly to the
incremental data and its local neighborhood. This keeps
CPU-only updates within millisecond latency, satisfying the
GPU-free requirement in production.

In a nutshell, our contributions can be summarized as
follows:

• Production-Grade System and Workflow: We de-
sign and deploy a practical billion-scale dynamic
heterogeneous-graph embedding system and work-
flow for real-time recommendation. It achieves real-
time adaptation to evolving user-item interactions
while handling cold-start users/items under strict
latency and privacy constraints.

• A Novel and Scalable Heterogeneous Graph Trans-
former (HetSGFormer): A new architecture that
models large-scale heterogeneous graphs with linear
scalability. HetSGFormer outperforms strong base-
lines offline and, in live A/B tests, achieved sig-
nificant lifts in Advertiser Value: 6.11% vs. TransD,
3.64% vs. HGT, and 1.43% vs. PinSAGE. These re-
sults confirm HetSGFormer’s ability to drive tangible
profitability in real-world business scenarios.

• A Practical GPU-Free Incremental Learning Al-
gorithm (ILLE): A lightweight, model-disentangled
algorithm for rapid, CPU-only incremental updates,
crucial for environments with limited GPU resources.
Hourly updates with ILLE delivered a 3.22% lift
in Advertiser Value and an 83.2% improvement in
embedding refresh timeliness over daily retraining.
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Fig. 2: An illustrative toy heterogeneous recommendation
graph of our data. Users and ads appear as distinct node
types, each with its own feature hierarchy: low-level signals
feed upward into more abstract concepts, shown as stacked
layers. The dashed orange box highlights the incremental
data; the dashed red edge signals the need for a fast, cold-
start mechanism that can yield embeddings for incremental
nodes on the fly.

2 NOTATION AND PROBLEM DEFINITION

Heterogeneous graph. Heterogeneous graphs are distin-
guished from homogeneous graphs by containing multiple
types of objects and relations. In line with HGT [8], a
heterogeneous graph is defined as G = (V, E , TV , TE) where:

• V is the node set with |V| = V nodes.
• TV : V → {1, . . . , Ntype} is the node type mapping

function, assigning each node v ∈ V to one of the
Ntype node types.

• Each node v ∈ V has a feature vector xv ∈ RDin ,
forming the node feature matrix X ∈ RV×Din .

• E ⊆ V × V is the edge set with |E| = E edges.
• TE : E → {1, . . . , Etype} is the edge type mapping

function, assigning each edge to one of the Etype
relation types.

• Connectivity is represented by the adjacency tensor
A ∈ {0, 1}V×V where auv = 1 iff (u, v) ∈ E .

We define additional notations that will appear later in the
text:

• For a given type t, the set of nodes of type t is Vt =
{v ∈ V | TV(v) = t}, and the node count is Vt = |Vt|.

• Node type vector is Tn ∈ ZV , where Tn[i] = TV(vi)
for node vi at index i.

• Edge type vector is Te ∈ ZE , where Te[i] = TE(ei)
for edge ei at index i.

Graph Embedding. The embedding task learns a mapping
function f : V → RD that projects each node v ∈ V to a
representation vector zv ∈ RD , where D is the dimension
of embedding and typically D ≪ |V|. In the context of
heterogeneous graphs, this learned low-dimensional trans-
formation serves as a compact representation that captures
both the complex structural connectivity and the diverse
type-specific semantics.

3 METHODOLOGY

3.1 Overview
Our framework is built around two tightly coordinated yet
fully decoupled modules: a graph transformer that delivers

scalable SGL and a model-disentangled dynamic updater
that performs lightweight IGL. The remainder of this paper
is organized as follows:

Sec. 3.2 presents a preprocessing method that separates
homogeneous from heterogeneous graph frag-
ments, preparing the data for efficient ingestion.

Sec. 3.3 introduces type-specific embeddings and edge-
aware attention heads that jointly encode the
rich heterogeneity of nodes and relations.

Sec. 3.4 tackles the cold-start of sparse newcomers with
a BFS-guided neighbor sampler and an LLE-
inspired reconstruction objective, allowing em-
beddings to evolve on-the-fly.

Sec. 3.5 describes the workflow between the GPU-based
static trainer and the CPU-based incremental
updater, balancing periodic full-graph training
with frequent lightweight updates.

Sec. 3.6 concludes with a rigorous time-complexity anal-
ysis, underscoring the method’s readiness for
real-world deployment.

3.2 Graph Preprocessing for Scalability
Subgraph Sampling. For large-scale heterogeneous graphs,
computational constraints necessitate the use of efficient
subgraph sampling strategies. We perform neighbor sub-
graph sampling via random mini-batch partitioning of
source nodes [7], [9], and restrict the maximum neighbor
count to a pre-defined constant in each subgraph. This
approach not only adapts seamlessly to graphs of varying
scales but also allows flexible batch-size adjustment tailored
to available hardware resources, with negligible overhead.
In subsequent sections, we do not strictly differentiate be-
tween the complete graph and a sampled subgraph, as the
model treats both inputs consistently.
Input Initialization. Given a heterogeneous graph G =
(V, E , TV , TE), we extract the node type vector Tn, raw
features X, edge type vector Te, and the adjacency structure
A. We first project the raw features X into a latent space
X0 ∈ RV×D via a unified single-layer MLP. To robustly han-
dle missing features in sparse industrial data, we introduce
a global learnable imputation token. This design is more
parameter-efficient than maintaining type-specific defaults
and offers superior generalization for sparse or cold-start
nodes.

3.3 HetSGFormer: Heterogeneous Single-Layer Graph
Transformer
We build HetSGFormer on SGFormer [7], which efficiently
represents large-scale graphs with linear time complexity
and achieves impressive performance on heterogeneous
graph mining tasks. While SGFormer lacks the capability to
model heterogeneous graphs, our HetSGFormer leverages
its efficiency and proposes new modules to capture and
aggregate information according to multiple node and edge
types, making it a suitable model for the SGL module of
large-scale heterogeneous graphs. HetSGFormer comprises
two main parts and four key modules. The homogeneous
part, inherited from SGFormer, includes the Global Atten-
tion Layer and a Graph Neural Network (GNN) module
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Fig. 3: The workflow of the proposed HetSGFormer and ILLE collaboration. The workflow operates as a feedback loop,
with frequent CPU updates providing real-time freshness and periodic GPU retraining ensuring the accuracy, timeliness
and stability of the model representation. (a) HetSGFormer for the SGL stage. The homogeneous part (highlighted in cyan
box) is encoded in the GAL and a GNN module. The GAL captures long-range dependencies across the entire graph,
and the GNN accommodates the prior information to generate local embeddings. The heterogeneous part (highlighted in
orange box) is embedded using the EAL and the IEL module. The EAL aggregates heterogeneous edge information by
type-specific edge aggregation, and the IEL transforms heterogeneous node types and identifiers into identity embeddings.
(b) ILLE for the IGL stage. For dynamically added nodes and edges, ILLE uses a BFS-based strategy to sample one-hop
and two-hop neighbors. The embeddings for these incremental nodes are then reconstructed by linearly aggregating their
neighbors’ representations, followed by updating the embeddings via a reconstruction loss function.

tailored for large-scale graphs; and the heterogeneous part,
which we propose, incorporates an Identity Embedding
Layer to capture node heterogeneity and an Edge Attention
Layer to address edge heterogeneity. In Fig. 3(a), we show
how these modules collaborate with each other.
Identity Embedding Layer (IEL). To capture the unique
latent semantics and collaborative signals of each entity [10],
[11], we adopt an intra-type indexing strategy: for each node
type t ∈ {1, . . . , Ntype}, nodes are enumerated individually
from 1 to Vt. Under this scheme, identifiers are unique
only within their respective types, meaning the same integer
index k may refer to distinct entities across different types.

To resolve this ambiguity while optimizing for scalabil-
ity, we decouple the node representation into two compo-
nents: a shared identifier embedding and a type-specific em-
bedding. The final representation is obtained by aggregating
these two vectors. This design is crucial for handling billion-
scale graphs as it significantly reduces memory constraints.
Instead of maintaining a distinct embedding for every

unique node in the global space which would require a table
size of |V| × D, we utilize a shared identifier table sized at
Vmax×D, where Vmax = maxt Vt, alongside a negligible type
table of size Ntype × D. Since Vmax ≪ |V|, this parameter-
sharing mechanism effectively lowers the memory footprint
for large-scale deployment.

Global Attention Layer (GAL). In large-scale heteroge-
neous graphs, nodes often exhibit semantic similarities or
feature correlations even when they belong to different
types or are distant in the graph topology. To effectively
model such cross-node interactions and learn global atten-
tions from node features across the entire graph, we adopt
an all-pair attention unit. This unit enables the model to
efficiently capture implicit dependencies.

Formally, we first project the initial node features X0

into query, key, and value spaces using learnable weight
matrices WQ,WK ,WV ∈ RD×D. To ensure numerical
stability, we apply Frobenius normalization: Q = X0W

Q

∥X0WQ∥F
,
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K = X0W
K

∥X0WK∥F
, and V = X0W

V .
To circumvent the prohibitive O(V 2) computational cost

of standard Softmax attention [12], we adopt a linear atten-
tion formulation [7]. This efficient approach reduces com-
plexity to linear time, ensuring scalability for large graphs.
The attention mechanism incorporates a normalization term
encoded in a diagonal matrix D ∈ RV×V , defined as:

D = diag
(
1V +

1

V
Q

(
K⊤1V

))
, (1)

where 1V denotes a V -dimensional vector of ones.
Finally, the GAL aggregates global context while pre-

serving local node information through a weighted residual
connection. The final representation is computed as:

GAL(X) = βD−1

(
V +

1

V
Q

(
K⊤V

))
+ (1− β)X0, (2)

where β controls the trade-off between the global attention
update and the original features.
Edge Attention Layer (EAL). To effectively encode the struc-
tural heterogeneity and semantic dependencies inherent in
different edge types, we employ a type-aware attention
mechanism. This module aggregates the global context cap-
tured by the GAL into refined heterogeneous embeddings.

First, we partition the global representations outputted
by GAL according to node types. For each node type t,
let Gt ∈ RVt×D denote the feature matrix. We apply
type-specific linear transformations using learnable matri-
ces WQ

t ,W
K
t ,WV

t ∈ RD×D to project these features into
query, key, and value spaces: Qt = GtW

Q
t , Kt = GtW

K
t ,

and Vt = GtW
V
t . Simultaneously, to capture the semantics

of specific relations, we introduce a learnable relationship
factor pr , an attention matrix Ratt

r , and a message matrix
R

msg
r for each edge type r.

For a relation r connecting a source node type s to a
target node type t, we compute the edge-specific attention
scores as:

Âr = softmax
(

pr√
D
Qt · (Ratt

r K⊤
s )

)
. (3)

Unlike the global all-pair attention in GAL, the EAL
operates within each node’s local neighborhood. Since the
node degree is bounded by a constant limit via subgraph
sampling (mentioned in Sec. 3.2), we can leverage the high
expressivity of Softmax attention with only constant com-
putational complexity [13], avoiding the quadratic overhead
usually associated with full-graph attention.

Finally, the node representations are updated via resid-
ual message passing, aggregating information from all rele-
vant edge types Rt:

Et(Gt,Rt, t) = βt

 ∑
r∈Rt

Âr (VsR
msg
r )

+(1−βt)Gt, (4)

where βt is a type-based learnable parameter balancing
the residual connection. To maximize efficiency, these type-
specific computations are executed in parallel and subse-
quently reassembled to match the original node order.
GNN Module. Unlike the GAL, which extracts represen-
tations from a macro-level global perspective, GNNs fo-
cus on local-level structural context. They generate embed-
dings by aggregating features from local neighborhoods,

thereby effectively encoding the geometric priors of the
graph structure. This characteristic makes GNNs an ideal
component for augmenting Transformer layers, creating a
synergy between local connectivity and global relevance
[14]. In practice, to realize this local encoding, we utilize
the Graph Convolutional Network (GCN) [15]. The GCN is
preferred for its efficiency, which is crucial to our framework
and ensures good scalability and rapid convergence even on
large-scale graph datasets.
Model training. Finally, we aggregate the outputs of the
IEL, the EAL and the GNN. For the choice of aggregation,
we employ a weighted sum with hyperparameter weights
instead of linear projection, as empirical results demonstrate
that parameter efficiency accelerates convergence in large-
scale graphs, addressing the timeliness requirements of rec-
ommendation systems.

We employ an unsupervised loss function for learning
by sampling positive and negative node pairs [16], [17]. The
objective is to maximize the similarity between node embed-
dings for observed edges (positive pairs) while minimizing
similarity for non-edges (negative pairs). Specifically, the
loss function is defined as:

L = −
∑

(i,j)∈E

log σ(zTi zj)−
∑

(i′,j′)∈Eneg

log σ(−zTi′zj′), (5)

where E represents the set of existing edges in the graph,
Eneg represents the set of non-existing edges in the graph, zi
is the embedding vector of node i, and σ(x) is the sigmoid
function. The size of Eneg is set to match that of E , which
empirically yielded the best performance.

To construct Eneg effectively, we adopt the Dynamic Neg-
ative Sampling strategy [18]. For each positive pair (i, j), we
uniformly sample a pool of candidate negatives from the
non-interacted set, evaluate them using the current model,
and select the candidate with the highest similarity score
j′. This approach maintains a 1:1 ratio between positive
and negative pairs while ensuring the model focuses on
discriminative learning against difficult instances.

3.4 ILLE: Model-Disentangled Incremental Locally
L inear Embedding

In real-world recommendation scenarios, user-item interac-
tions emerge continuously as high-frequency, low-volume
data streams. Processing these frequent yet small increments
demands a delicate balance between real-time responsive-
ness and prediction accuracy. To address this, we design the
IGL module to be fully decoupled from the SGL module.
This architectural separation not only facilitates efficient
handling of streaming data but also ensures forward com-
patibility. The framework remains effective and pluggable
even if the underlying SGL backbone is upgraded or re-
placed with a newer model in future iterations.

We propose ILLE [19], [20], an approach for efficiently
updating low-dimensional representations of dynamical
data. As shown in Fig. 3 (b)), the ILLE algorithm involves
three steps: selecting neighborhoods to construct a local
graph, computing reconstruction weights from neighbors,
and embedding the data points into a lower-dimensional
space [21]. Instead of relying solely on LLE, we enhance
the framework by replacing costly global back-propagation
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with a localized matrix-factorization step. This approach
restricts updates strictly to the new data and its neigh-
borhood, thereby avoiding the redundancy of full-graph
retraining, enabling efficient adaptation to continuous incre-
mental data streams, and providing a scalable solution for
dynamic environments. As a model-disentangled method
[22], ILLE facilitates updating specific model components
without requiring adjustments to all parameters.
Neighbor Selection. To accommodate incremental nodes
connected to the existing heterogeneous graph (Fig. 2,
dashed box), we substitute the standard k-nearest neigh-
bors (kNN) selection of LLE with a BFS-based sampling
strategy. Specifically, we sample both first-order (one-hop)
and second-order (two-hop) neighbors. To maintain a fixed
neighborhood size k, we employ sampling with replacement
if the initial neighbor count is insufficient. This multi-hop
design is strategic: first-order neighbors allow new nodes to
inherit direct attribute information from connected entities,
while second-order neighbors facilitate the aggregation of
collaborative signals from same-type nodes, thereby enrich-
ing the representation context.
Reconstruction Weights Calculation. For each incremental
data point, we compute the reconstruction weights based on
its local neighborhood by solving the following constrained
optimization problem [20]:

min
n∑

i=1

∥∥∥∥∥∥xi −
k∑

j=1

wijxj

∥∥∥∥∥∥
2

2

, s.t.
k∑

j=1

wij = 1. (6)

Here, n denotes the number of incremental nodes, xi rep-
resents the feature vector of the i-th node, and xj denotes
its j-th neighbor. Upon obtaining the optimal weights, we
perform a smooth update of the node representation via a
residual connection: x′

i = α
∑k

j=1 wijxj + (1− α)xi, where
α is a balancing hyperparameter.

The model-disentanglement capability of ILLE is con-
cretely exemplified in the selection of high-dimensional
representations for data points. For example, with Het-
SGFormer, we only need to update the IEL module for
new user or item nodes. This is because the GAL module
generates global attention, and the EAL and GNN modules,
which aggregate local neighborhoods, have already been
well-trained within the base model. Without the need to
load all model parameters, this approach allows targeted
updates only to modules critical to structural embedding,
ensuring adaptability across diverse model architectures
while reducing computational demands and improving op-
erational efficiency.
Embedding Generation and training. To obtain the final
low-dimensional representations, we map the data into a
latent space while preserving the local geometric structures
captured by the weights. This is achieved by minimizing the
embedding reconstruction error [23], [24]:

L =
n∑

i=1

∥∥∥∥∥∥yi −
k∑

j=1

wijyj

∥∥∥∥∥∥
2

2

, (7)

where yi is the embedding corresponding to the high-
dimensional node xi.

3.4.1 Parameter Sensitivity

The choice of the neighborhood size k introduces a critical
trade-off between efficiency and performance. A value of
k that is too small may result in insufficient neighbor-
hood sampling, limiting the utilization of local information
and hindering the cold-start performance for new nodes.
Conversely, an excessively large k not only significantly
increases computational overhead but may also introduce
data redundancy given the inherent sparsity of recommen-
dation graphs, potentially hampering model convergence.
By selecting an appropriate k value, ILLE remains well-
suited for efficiently handling dynamic data streams. To
empirically determine this optimal balance, we will conduct
a detailed sensitivity analysis of k in 4.2.

To address potential scenarios involving dense graphs
or high-degree nodes where the candidate neighbor count
exceeds the optimal k, our approach can avoid the com-
putational penalty of naively increasing k. We maintain a
fixed, manageable k by randomly sampling from the neigh-
borhood while explicitly preserving the priority of one-hop
and two-hop connections. To ensure comprehensive cover-
age of the local structure, the algorithm relies on multiple
iterative updates to traverse distinct subsets of neighbors
over time. By combining an appropriate k value with this
sampling strategy, ILLE remains robust and efficient even
when handling dense structural patterns in dynamic data
streams.

3.4.2 Further Discussion on ILLE’s Incremental Update

To understand ILLE’s ability to process only incremental
data, we first briefly recall some key conclusions of the
standard LLE model.

Given N nodes, LLE computes the embedding Y ∈
RN×D by solving the eigenvalue problem Y⊤MY = Λ,
where M = (I−W)⊤(I−W) is the alignment matrix
and Λ contains the D smallest non-zero eigenvalues. This
process requires a computationally expensive global eigen-
decomposition.

In dynamic settings where Nt new nodes arrive, re-
computing the entire spectrum is prohibitive. Instead, ILLE
adopts an incremental optimization strategy. Let Y′ ∈
R(N+Nt)×D and M′ denote the augmented embedding
and alignment matrices. Relying on the spectral stability
assumption that the smallest eigenvalues remain relatively
invariant during minor updates (Λ′ ≈ Λ), we transform
the intractable eigen-problem into a tractable constrained
minimization problem:

min
Y′

J =
∥∥∥Y′⊤M′Y′ −Λ

∥∥∥2
F
, s.t. Y′⊤Y′ = (N +Nt)I.

(8)
Instead of solving for eigenvectors directly, we treat this as
an optimization of the Frobenius norm on a D ×D matrix.
This incremental formulation can be solved efficiently using
an interior-point method, therefore avoiding the global de-
composition of the large (N + Nt) × (N + Nt) matrix. By
initializing Y′ with the existing embeddings and applying
gradient descent, we update the representations of the incre-
mental nodes and their immediate neighbors. This reduces
the complexity from performing eigendecomposition on a
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full-graph matrix to optimizing a low-dimensional objec-
tive, significantly lowering the computational overhead for
real-time streams.

3.5 Hybrid CPU-GPU Collaboration and Workflow
To balance the efficiency of dynamic updates with the
ability to learn from large-scale data, we design a collabora-
tive workflow between HetSGFormer and ILLE, operating
across GPU and CPU environments. The detailed interaction
is illustrated in Fig. 3.

Static Phase on GPU. The HetSGFormer module is
executed on the GPU to process existing large-scale static
heterogeneous graph data. As shown in Fig. 3(a), the homo-
geneous part of the graph is embedded using the GAL and a
GNN module, while the heterogeneous part utilizes the IEL
and EAL modules to transform node types and aggregate
edge information. This phase involves mini-batch subgraph
sampling and full-graph gradient descent to train the static
model, outputting comprehensive graph embeddings for all
nodes in the static graph.

Incremental Phase on CPU. As new users, items, and in-
teractions are progressively incorporated, the system shifts
focus exclusively to the neighborhoods of these incremental
nodes. This process is handled by the ILLE algorithm solely
on the CPU. As depicted in Fig. 3(b), for dynamically added
nodes and edges, we employ a BFS-based strategy to sample
one-hop and two-hop neighbors. ILLE generates embed-
dings for these incremental nodes via linear reconstruction,
aggregating the embeddings of sampled neighbors. The
hybrid collaboration is achieved through a feedback loop.
The embeddings reconstructed by the CPU are fed back to
the static model to update its parameters, resulting in an
incremental model.

Iterative Update Workflow. In real-world applications,
since dynamic graphs update more frequently than static
graphs, we treat this incremental model as the reference
for subsequent ILLE iterations. Our framework prioritizes
retaining historical data to build long-term interest profiles.
Instead of performing explicit real-time deletions, which
would erase user history, we rely on periodic static graph
reconstruction to handle outdated behaviors or implicitly
apply time-decay strategies. This circulation on ILLE con-
tinues until the static graph is updated, at which point
HetSGFormer trains a new static model on the GPU. Under
this design, resource-intensive GPU training is required
only during periodic static graph updates, whereas frequent
incremental updates are efficiently handled on the CPU.

3.6 Complexity Analysis
The overall computational complexity of HetSGFormer is
O(V + E). This arises because the GAL utilizes linear
attention, while the IEL requires O(V ) and the GCN module
requires O(E) operations. Although the theoretical time
complexity of the EAL is non-linear, leveraging graph spar-
sity and employing a degree-limited neighbor sampling
strategy effectively reduces it to O(V ).

For ILLE, the overall computational complexity depends
on the number of updated data points Nupd and scales
as O(Nupd × k3). This complexity stems from three main
operations: neighbor search requiring O(Nupd) operations,

reconstruction weight calculation costing O(Nupd × k3) op-
erations, and updating the affected nodes involving O(k3)
operations.

4 EXPERIMENTS

4.1 Overview

To comprehensively validate the practicality, generalization,
and commercial value of our HetSGFormer+ILLE frame-
work, we conducted multi-dimensional experiments span-
ning private industrial data, public benchmarks, and real-
world commercial deployment. Offline evaluations on a
massive private dataset (53M users, 3M ads, 158M inter-
actions) verified its robustness in handling cold-start and
scalability challenges, outperforming baselines like TransD,
PinSAGE, and HGT on Recall@K and HitRate@K. Comple-
mentary tests on four public datasets (Ali-Display, Epin-
ions, Amazon-CD, Yelp) confirmed its strong generalization,
achieving top performance in 13 out of 16 (dataset, metric)
combinations. Most critically, online A/B tests on a billion-
scale commercial advertising platform demonstrated tangi-
ble business impact: HetSGFormer lifted Advertiser Value
by up to 6.11%, while ILLE added a further 3.22% lift and
improved embedding refresh timeliness by 83.2%. These
results collectively validate the framework’s technical reli-
ability and successful production deployment, translating
model advancements into measurable revenue growth.
Privacy Claim. To validate the proposed approach in a
real-world setting, we utilized a private industrial dataset
derived from the advertising billing logs of an international
company for offline evaluation. Furthermore, we conducted
rigorous online A/B testing on the same company’s plat-
form. However, adherence to strict commercial confidential-
ity constraints is mandatory. As a result, specific sensitive
details cannot be disclosed. Specifically, the exact model
hyperparameter settings, the raw data distributions beyond
aggregate statistics, and the absolute monetary figures for
Advertiser Value in online experiments remain confidential.
Consequently, only relative performance lifts and high-level
descriptions are reported.

4.2 Offline Experiments On Private Datasets

4.2.1 Settings

Experimental Setup. We conduct offline evaluations using
advertising billing data from the private dataset to evaluate
the model’s ranking capability and retrieval accuracy. To this
end, the data is partitioned into training and test sets based
on the chronological sequence, with user click-through
behavior indicating interest. Performance is assessed by
comparing recommended items against ground-truth user
interaction sequences.

In dynamic scenarios, our process involves updating
embeddings of modified and newly added nodes. These
updated embeddings are then used to generate personal-
ized recommendations. To evaluate dynamic adaptation, we
select the optimal baseline model as the reference for incre-
mental experiments. The performance of the ILLE-updated
model is benchmarked against this reference, quantifying
performance differences and providing insights into the
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model’s adaptability in evolving environments. Hyperpa-
rameter settings are omitted due to commercial secrets.
ILLE Paramenter Settings. For the ILLE module, the neigh-
borhood size k serves as a critical hyperparameter govern-
ing the scope of local information aggregation. To identify
the optimal configuration that balances structural context
with noise avoidance, we conducted a sensitivity analysis
by varying k within the set {6, 8, 10}. Based on the perfor-
mance validation (detailed in Sec. 4.2.3), we adopt k = 8 as
the default setting for all subsequent main experiments.
Baselines. We compared our HetSGFormer+ILLE with the
knowledge graph embedding model TransD [25], the GNN-
based model PinSAGE [17], and the graph transformer
model HGT [8], all of which are or have been deployed
in mainstream commercial applications. We will introduce
them in Sec. 5.
Ablations. To systematically validate the contributions of
HetSGFormer’s multi-view architecture, we designed a
comprehensive set of ablation variants. It is crucial to
note that the vanilla SGFormer architecture integrates the
GAL module with a GNN to combine global and local
interactions. However, as a homogeneous encoder, it in-
herently lacks an Identity Embedding Layer (IEL). In real-
world recommendation scenarios, capturing unique user
and item identities is fundamental. Without IEL, the vanilla
SGFormer is practically ill-suited for such tasks.

To address this and enable a meaningful comparison, we
align our ablation baselines to the SGFormer architecture
adapted for heterogeneous data. We compare the full Het-
SGFormer and its incremental variant HetSGFormer+ILLE
against the following versions:

• HetSGFormer w/o EAL: This variant removes the
EAL. Excluding the heterogeneous edge view un-
derscores the importance of aggregating edge in-
formation by specific edge types to capture diverse
interaction patterns between endpoints.

• HetSGFormer w/o IEL: This variant removes the
IEL. By excluding the heterogeneous identity view,
it highlights the critical role of ID embeddings in
recommendation. Since node features alone are often
insufficient for precisely identifying distinct users, ID
embeddings are indispensable for capturing power-
ful collaborative signals and unique preferences.

• HetSGFormer w/o GNN: This variant removes the
GNN module. Excluding the local homogeneous
view confirms the necessity of accommodating struc-
tural prior information and generating robust local
embeddings.

• HetSGFormer only IEL: This variant retains strictly
the IEL. It demonstrates that relying solely on ID
embeddings is inadequate, as it fails to leverage the
rich heterogeneous contexts within the graph—such
as node features, global correlations, and edge struc-
tures—that are essential for comprehensive represen-
tation learning.

Datasets. User click-through behavior and relevant features
are extracted from real billing records. For base model
selection, three consecutive days of data are partitioned for
training. This dataset encompasses 53 million unique users,
3 million unique ads, and 158 million clicks, a scale that

significantly stresses both model training and incremental
updating capabilities. The data from the subsequent day
is segmented so that the initial hours are allocated to
incremental model training in dynamic scenarios, which
processes tens of thousands of modified or added items
per hour. The latter hours are reserved for performance
evaluation.
Computational Resource. The base model was trained
on a computing cluster featuring a 16-core CPU, 128 GB
of RAM, and dual Tesla V100 GPUs. The incremental
model used an identical CPU/RAM configuration (16 cores,
128GB) but deliberately excluded GPU acceleration. This
resource-constrained design simulates real-world environ-
ments where GPU scarcity weakens computational capacity
during model updates.
Metrics. HitRate@K and Recall@K are used to evaluate the
offline model’s performance. HitRate@K measures whether
relevant items appear among the top K recommendations,
reflecting the model’s precision in capturing user interest
within the limited top-ranked list. Recall@K measures the
proportion of relevant items found in the top K recommen-
dations, reflecting the model’s ability to retrieve relevant
content. Both metrics are is defined as:

HitRate@K =
1

|Utest|
∑

u∈Utest

I
[
iu ∈ RK

u

]
, (9)

Recall@K =
1

|Utest|
∑

u∈Utest

|Iu ∩RK
u |

|Iu|
, (10)

where Utest is the set of test users, iu is the relevant items
for user u, RK

u is the top-K recommendation list for user u,
and Iu is the ground-truth item set for user u.

In our research, considering the scale of the heteroge-
neous graph, we set K as 256, 512, and 1024.

4.2.2 Recommendation Lists Generation in Serving
In the deployment phase, the model outputs graph em-
beddings for all nodes, integrating representations from
both the static heterogeneous graph and incremental data
streams. These learned user and item embeddings are used
to quantify user interest via cosine similarity. During user
interactions with applications and services provided by
the server, recommendation lists are efficiently generated
via cosine similarity-based Approximate Nearest Neighbor
(ANN) search [26]. The application of ANN constitutes a
standard practice in billion-scale recommendation systems
[27]. This same approach is also utilized in Sec. 4.3.

4.2.3 Results
Parameter sensitivity. The impact of the neighborhood size
k on model performance is illustrated in Fig. 4. As observed,
increasing k from 6 to 8 yields a noticeable performance
gain across all metrics. This improvement demonstrates that
an adequately sized neighborhood is essential for captur-
ing sufficient structural context to effectively reconstruct
embeddings for new nodes, particularly to alleviate the
cold-start problem. However, performance degrades when
k is further increased to 10. This decline aligns with our
analysis that, given the inherent sparsity of recommendation
graphs, an excessively large k forces the model to incorpo-
rate irrelevant or distant neighbors. This introduces noise
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Fig. 4: Evaluation results showing the impact of the neigh-
borhood size parameter k on the performance of ILLE.
Evaluated using HitRate@K and Recall@K metrics across
different retrieval sizes.

and data redundancy, which hampers model convergence.
Therefore, k = 8 is identified as the optimal point, balancing
information sufficiency and noise robustness.
Model comparison. As shown in Fig. 5, the results demon-
strate that HetSGFormer significantly outperforms all base-
line models on both metrics and consistently achieves supe-
rior performance compared to TransD, PinSAGE, and HGT
across all evaluated K values. This significant advantage
highlights HetSGFormer’s ability to model large-scale het-
erogeneous relationships within the graph structure, vali-
dating its effectiveness for recommendation tasks.

While the ILLE-enhanced variant exhibits a modest
performance reduction compared to the original model, it
remains highly effective, surpassing strong baselines such
as PinSAGE. Crucially, ILLE introduces dynamic updat-
ing capabilities that allow continuous model adaptation to
evolving graph data. Consequently, the minor performance
trade-off is acceptable given the critical need for fresh rec-
ommendations in real-world systems.
Ablation study. Presented in Fig. 5, ablation studies system-
atically validate the contributions of HetSGFormer’s multi-
view architecture. The significant underperformance of the
version that only contains the IEL variant underscores the
inadequacy of pure ID embeddings, which fail to leverage
rich node features and heterogeneous contexts. These results
also highlight the necessity of the GAL’s global perspec-
tive on all-pair relativeness and the EAL’s modeling of
edge heterogeneity. Furthermore, the observed performance
degradation without GNN confirms that it provides a vital
local neighborhood perspective, effectively augmenting the
Transformer layers with structural information. Collectively,
these findings demonstrate that integrating global, edge-
specific, and local views is indispensable for the model’s
ability to process heterogeneous data and maintain optimal
recommendation quality.

4.3 Online Experiments

4.3.1 Settings
Experimental Setup. Following the offline evaluation, we
further verified the model’s capability to drive business
growth through an online test deployed on the same com-
pany’s advertising platform. Specifically, we compared three
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Fig. 5: Evaluation results comparison of three baseline mod-
els, our HetSGFormer) and ILLE-enhanced HetSGFormer
on private datasets, with ablation studies on HetSGFormer
components. Evaluated using HitRate@K and Recall@K.

distinct retrieval paths—vector, inverted index, and our
graph-based approach—to assess their respective perfor-
mance in capturing user interests and optimizing revenue-
related metrics in real-time recommendation scenarios.
Computational resources settings keep the same as offline
experiments in Sec. 4.2.1. Recommendation lists are still
generated by ANN, as described in Sec. 4.2.2.

The primary objective is to evaluate the real-world com-
mercial impact of our dynamic heterogeneous graph embed-
ding method against established standards. We benchmark
HetSGFormer against previously established baselines in
Sec. 4.2.1, including TransD, PinSAGE, and HGT. Further-
more, to substantiate the commercial effectiveness of our
ILLE approach in the recommendation system, we deployed
a controlled online A/B experiment. The control group used
HetSGFormer for graph retrieval, undergoing a full daily
retraining to incorporate the latest user behavior and new
items. The treatment group is based on HetSGFormer with
daily full retraining, but additionally integrates the ILLE
algorithm hourly to incrementally update embeddings for
modified or newly added nodes, as mentioned in Sec. 3.5.
Datasets. While the daily volume remained consistent with
the massive statistics described in Sec. 4.2.1, as the experi-
ment duration increased, the cumulative data volume grew
proportionally to the runtime. Consequently, all online tests
are operated on a massive heterogeneous graph spanning
billions of edges. Due to commercial confidentiality con-
straints, further sensitive implementation details cannot be
disclosed.
Metrics. The primary evaluation metric is Advertiser Value,
which directly quantifies advertiser Return on Investment.
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Maximizing this metric fosters sustained platform invest-
ment and ecosystem growth by aligning platform incentives
with advertiser success. This metric is calculated as:

Advertiser Value = # Impressions×CTR×CVR×Avg Bid,
(11)

where Impressions refer to the number of times a piece of
content, such as an advertisement or product, is displayed to
a user, CTR (Click-Through Rate) measures the proportion
of users who click on the displayed content after viewing
it, CVR (Conversion Rate) indicates the percentage of users
who complete a desired action, such as making a purchase,
after clicking, Avg Bid refers to the average bid price for the
advertisement.

To explicitly validate the proposed ILLE’s model update
efficiency, complementary efficiency metrics are concur-
rently evaluated, with embedding refresh latency defined
as the time interval between consecutive model updates.
This metric measures model updating speed, reflecting the
timeliness of the recommendation system. It indicates how
quickly the system can adapt to new data, which is crucial
for maintaining the relevance and accuracy of the recom-
mendations over time.

4.3.2 Results
Results for HetSGFormer. We evaluated HetSGFormer
against three baselines to ensure a robust comparison. The
model demonstrated consistent superiority, achieving lifts
in Advertiser Value of 6.11%, 3.64%, and 1.43% compared
to TransD, HGT, and PinSAGE, respectively. These metrics
specifically reflect the model’s profitability in real-world
business scenarios, validating its commercial effectiveness.
Due to commercial confidentiality, the specific results cannot
be displayed.
A/B test for ILLE. The treatment group exhibited a 3.22%
lift in Advertiser Value against the control group. Since
the model architecture remains consistent across the two
groups, this performance gain is directly attributed to
ILLE’s ability to optimize parameters using incremental
data, rather than to any degradation of the baseline. Ad-
ditionally, an 83.2% increase in embedding refresh latency
was observed compared to the control group. This re-
sult demonstrates the efficacy and swift adaptation of our
ILLE-enhanced dynamic heterogeneous graph embedding
method in leveraging newly added data and delivering
more relevant and timely recommendations. For privacy
reasons, we cannot show the specific results.
Efficiency analysis. We further evaluate the computational
efficiency and system resource consumption of the pro-
posed framework. Regarding the SGL stage, HetSGFormer
requires 5.75h to complete, which is significantly more effi-
cient than complex GNN baselines like PinSAGE (7.17h) and
HGT (9.46h), though naturally slower than the lightweight
TransD (1.33h). However, the critical efficiency gain stems
from the IGL stage. ILLE reduces the computational cost
to merely 0.21h per update round, avoiding the extensive
time required for full model retraining. Furthermore, during
operation, ILLE demonstrates low resource consumption,
with CPU and memory usage ranging between 25% and
40%. These results show that the inference latency and mem-
ory usage of our model are comparable to those of several

TABLE 1: Statistics of the public datasets. Sparsity is calcu-
lated as 1− #Interactions

#Users×#Items .

Dataset # Users # Items # Interactions Sparsity

Ali-Display 17,730 10,036 173,111 99.9027%
Epinions 15,210 233,929 630,391 99.9823%
Amazon-CD 51,266 46,463 731,734 99.9692%
Yelp 167,037 79,471 1,970,721 99.9851%

simpler baseline models, and confirm that our approach
effectively balances rapid model iteration with low resource
consumption, validating its high scalability for real-world
deployment.

4.4 On Public Benchmarks

4.4.1 Settings
Experimental Setup. We conduct training and simulate
incremental learning on public datasets as complementary
experiments. The data is chronologically partitioned into
training, validation, and test sets, with core data repre-
senting user-item interactions. For datasets lacking node
features, we generate random features when necessary,
construct heterogeneous relationships, and evaluate recall
prediction on the test set.

In simulated incremental learning, we emulate online
deployment through an initial training set and an incre-
mental data stream. The initial set pretrains the model to
convergence, while incremental batches are sequentially fed
in fixed-size batches. As demonstrated in Sec. 3.5, without
full model retraining, each batch undergoes fine-tuning for
model adaptation and a cold-start update for new node
embeddings.
Parameter Setting. For experiments on public datasets, we
use the model performance on the validation set for hyper-
parameter tuning across all models. Unless otherwise stated,
the hyperparameters are selected via grid search, with the
following search spaces:

• Learning rate: {5e-6, 1e-5, 5e-5, 1e-4, 5e-4}
• Weight decay: {1e-5, 5e-5, 1e-5, 5e-4, 1e-4}
• Hidden size: {16, 32, 64, 128, 256}
• Dropout ratio: {0.3, 0.4, 0.5, 0.6}
• Number of layers: {1, 2, 3, 4}
• SGFormer Output Ratio: {0.4, 0.5, 0.6, 0.8}
• Limited Degree of Subgraph Sampling: {5, 10, 20}

For reproducibility, we also report one representative config-
uration. On the Ali-Display dataset, the final HetSGFormer
model uses a learning rate of 5e-4, weight decay of 1e-4,
a hidden size of 64, a dropout ratio of 0.5, three layers,
an SGFormer output ratio of 0.6, and a limited degree of
subgraph sampling as 10.
Baselines. Given that ablation studies are detailed in Sec.
4.2.1, our public benchmark comparison focuses on hetero-
geneous or recommendation-oriented encoders that can ex-
ploit node and edge types. To ensure a comprehensive eval-
uation and validate the performance of HetSGFormer+ILLE,
we select a diverse set of representative baselines spanning
three distinct paradigms, including traditional graph con-
volutional networks (e.g., LightGCN [11], PinSAGE [17]),
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TABLE 2: Public Benchmarks evaluation results on four recommendation datasets. We categorize baselines into
Traditional GCNs, Graph Transformers, and Heterogeneous Methods to highlight the comparative advantages of
our Proposed HetSGFormer.

Dataset Metric Traditional GCNs Graph Transformers Heterograph Methods Our Proposed

LightGCN PinSAGE DiFFormer GFormer HGT HERec HetSGFormer HetSGFormer + ILLE

Ali-Display

HitRate@10 ↑ 0.6982 0.7356 0.5783 0.7050 0.6939 0.7053 0.7492 0.6737
NDCG@10 ↑ 0.5108 0.4907 0.3964 0.5389 0.5430 0.5165 0.5673 0.5155
HitRate@20 ↑ 0.7421 0.7814 0.6296 0.7499 0.7425 0.7541 0.8013 0.7418
NDCG@20 ↑ 0.4983 0.4832 0.4897 0.5781 0.5112 0.5408 0.6016 0.5614

Epinions

HitRate@10 ↑ 0.7205 0.8056 0.6892 0.8045 0.7701 0.7459 0.8072 0.7329
NDCG@10 ↑ 0.6143 0.5381 0.4002 0.5907 0.6539 0.6214 0.6682 0.6203
HitRate@20 ↑ 0.7658 0.8265 0.6313 0.8522 0.8116 0.7541 0.8493 0.7736
NDCG@20 ↑ 0.5824 0.5174 0.5273 0.5788 0.6194 0.6037 0.6256 0.5991

Amazon-CD

HitRate@10 ↑ 0.7168 0.8221 0.6044 0.7321 0.7955 0.7833 0.8156 0.7375
NDCG@10 ↑ 0.5522 0.6324 0.5419 0.5597 0.6365 0.6210 0.6387 0.5728
HitRate@20 ↑ 0.7876 0.8917 0.6499 0.7965 0.8604 0.8381 0.8923 0.8031
NDCG@20 ↑ 0.5487 0.6251 0.5396 0.5702 0.6304 0.6357 0.6489 0.5960

Yelp

HitRate@10 ↑ 0.8043 0.7921 0.6151 0.8083 0.7964 0.8180 0.8197 0.7357
NDCG@10 ↑ 0.5964 0.5912 0.5237 0.6071 0.5789 0.6293 0.6097 0.5984
HitRate@20 ↑ 0.8339 0.8268 0.6523 0.8344 0.8367 0.8374 0.8530 0.8209
NDCG@20 ↑ 0.6146 0.6213 0.5354 0.6269 0.6091 0.6468 0.6554 0.6398

graph transformers (e.g., DiFFormer [9], GFormer [28]), and
heterogeneous graph methods (e.g., HERec [29], HGT [8]),
all described in detail in Sec. 5.
Datasets. All models are evaluated on four public offline
datasets, including Ali-Display, Epinions, Amazon-CD and
Yelp. While these public benchmarks are relatively small,
they serve to establish the feasibility of our approach and
ensure comparability against widely used public baselines.
The basic statistics of these datasets, along with their sparsi-
ties, are summarized in Tab. 1. The specific descriptions are
provided below.

• Ali-Display: User behaviors from Alibaba’s display
ads, with relationships derived from user and ad
data.

• Epinions: User ratings for items in an online review
system, with relationships based on user trust and
item categories.

• Amazon-CD: User reviews for music on Amazon,
with relationships from purchase history and item
metadata.

• Yelp: Social connections, venue ratings, and mer-
chant attributes for local business recommendations
on Yelp.

Computational Resource. The offline experiments were
conducted on a computing workstation featuring a 16-core
CPU, 64 GB of RAM, and an NVIDIA RTX 4090 GPU. The
incremental training used an identical CPU/RAM configu-
ration (16 cores, 64GB) but deliberately excluded GPU ac-
celeration. This resource-constrained design simulates real-
world environments where GPU scarcity weakens compu-
tational capacity during model updates.
Metrics. In our evaluation settings, one positive (interacted)
item and 99 negative (non-interacted) items are sampled for
each user for performance evaluation. We use HitRate@K
and NDCG@K as core metrics. HitRate@K is already intro-
duced in Sec.4.2.1, and NDCG@K evaluates the quality of
the ranking order by assigning higher scores to hits at upper
ranks, reflecting the model’s capability to prioritize highly

relevant items at the most prominent positions, which is
defined as:

NDCG@K =
1

|Utest|
∑

u∈Utest

∑K
i=1

I[iu=i]
log2(i+1)∑min(K,|Iu|)

i=1
1

log2(i+1)

, (12)

where Utest is the set of test users, iu is the relevant items for
user u, RK

u is the top-K recommendation list for user u, and
Iu is the ground-truth item set for user u. In public dataset
experiments, considering their relatively limited scale, we
set K to 10 and 20.

4.4.2 Results

Offline ranking performance. As presented in Table 2,
HetSGFormer demonstrates superior efficacy across the four
diverse public datasets, consistently outperforming a broad
spectrum of baselines ranging from traditional GNNs to
advanced graph transformers. Specifically, HetSGFormer se-
cures the top position in the vast majority of dataset-metric
combinations. In the few instances where it ranks second,
the performance margins are negligible, indicating high
robustness. This consistent dominance can be attributed to
our architecture’s unique ability to synergize global and
local information. Unlike standard GNN baselines, which
are limited by the receptive field of local message passing,
HetSGFormer leverages the GAL to capture long-range se-
mantic dependencies, which are pivotal for sparse datasets.
Conversely, compared to pure transformer-based models,
our inclusion of local information ensures that fine-grained
neighborhood topology is not lost amidst global aggrega-
tion. The results confirm that our hybrid design effectively
mitigates the trade-off between capturing high-order graph
structure and preserving local connectivity, yielding a gen-
eralized solution for heterogeneous graph recommendation.
Incremental adaptation efficiency. The HetSGFormer +
ILLE variant, which updates node representations incre-
mentally without full retraining, yields slightly lower scores
(typically within 5–10% of the full HetSGFormer) but re-
mains competitive with other baselines on all datasets. This
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TABLE 3: We compare leading scalable methods on industrial-scale graphs. A model’s ability to jointly encode node
attributes and identity is essential for cold-start scenarios where attributes are only partially available. We further assess
whether the model can cope with sparse connections in both the static (SGL) and incremental (IGL) stages as a key indicator
of its cold-start resilience. The running efficiency of the two stages is also compared.

Method Embedding Ability SGL stage IGL stage
Attributes Identity Sparse Connections Training Complexity Enabled Sparse Connections CPU-only Efficiency

TransD [25] % ! % O(V + E)
% N/A N/APinSAGE [17] % ! !(via random walk) O(V + E)

HGT [8] ! % % O(V + E)
DyGFormer [30],

DyHAN [4], DySAT [31] ! % N/A (no explicit SGL stage) ! !(via sequence modeling) Low (computing attention
matrix is time-consuming)

Ours (Fig. 3) ! ! !(via global attention) O(V + E) ! !(via multi-hop sampling) High (based on matrix factorization)

slight drop is expected, as ILLE only touches a localized
subset of parameters and avoids recomputing the entire
model for each batch of new interactions. In return, ILLE
enables rapid updates, keeping item and user representa-
tions up to date with low response latency. In practical
recommendation scenarios where new items and behaviors
continuously arrive, this trade-off can make updates more
efficient, making our method a more realistic choice for
deployment than purely offline retrained models.

5 RELATED WORKS

To better position our work, we briefly review three lines of
related research: graph embedding, graph neural networks,
and graph Transformers. We give a detailed technical com-
parison with important relevant methods in Table 3 as a
summary.

5.1 Graph Embedding
Graph embedding techniques map nodes and edges into
low-dimensional vector spaces while preserving structural
proximity, enabling a range of tasks such as node classifi-
cation, link prediction, and knowledge graph completion.
Early homogeneous methods, such as DeepWalk [32] and
Node2Vec [33], utilize random walks and skip-gram models
to capture topological context. To handle diverse entity
types, heterogeneous methods such as HERec [29] leverage
random walks over meta-paths to integrate multiple rela-
tionships. Similarly, in knowledge graph domains, transla-
tional distance models like TransD [25] introduce dynamic
mapping matrices to capture complex relations. While these
methods have demonstrated success across various tasks,
they face significant challenges, including cold-start prob-
lems, sparsity, and scalability in real-world recommendation
scenarios.

5.2 Graph Neural Networks
Graph Neural Networks have become popular in recom-
mender systems due to the graph structures inherent in
user-item interactions, with early methods using GCNs
for user and item embeddings [34], [35], [36]. LightGCN
[11] simplifies traditional GCNs by removing non-linear
activations and feature transformations, improving both
efficiency and performance. GraphSAGE [16] samples fixed-
size neighborhoods for each node and uses an aggregator
to update embeddings. Spatial models like PinSAGE [17],
which uses random walk-based sampling, are well-suited

for large-scale applications. While these methods reduce
computational complexity, they often lack representational
power [37]. Methods like SeRec [38] attempt to handle
heterogeneity by using specialized Heterogeneous GNN
encoders. However, these approaches face challenges in
generalizing across diverse interaction types and often lack
adaptability to incorporate additional attribute edge types
or hierarchical attributes.

5.3 Graph Transformer

Transformers have revolutionized representation learning
by employing self-attention mechanisms to capture long-
range dependencies and enabling parallel training [39], [40],
[41]. The Graph Attention Network [42] introduced atten-
tion in graphs. In graph learning, models like Graphormer
[43] and PolyFormer [44] integrate Transformers with static
graph data, using positional and structural encodings for ef-
fective graph processing. Dynamic Graph Transformers in-
cluding DySAT [31], DyHAN [4], and DyGFormer [30] focus
on dynamic graph evolution. However, these models often
lack interpretability, hindering progress. Models like DIF-
Former [9] apply dynamic interaction attention for sparse
graphs, while GFormer [28] combines contrastive learning
with transformer attention, and HGT [8] designs type-aware
attention for heterogeneous graphs. Despite their ability to
capture global graph structures, Transformer models often
struggle with high computational complexity and lack the
ability to effectively handle large-scale heterogeneous data,
posing significant challenges in practical applications.

6 CONCLUSION

Addressing the engineering challenges of billion-scale rec-
ommendation, we developed a two-stage dynamic graph
embedding system. We tackled the SGL stage bottleneck
with HetSGFormer, which ensures linear scalability and
robust cold-start representations via attribute-ID fusion. For
the IGL stage, we introduced ILLE, a novel CPU-only al-
gorithm that enables rapid, incremental updates. Our ex-
periments confirm the system’s superiority: HetSGFormer
delivered an up to 6.11% lift in Advertiser Value compared
to traditional baselines, while ILLE further enhanced Het-
SGFormer by 3.22% and improved update timeliness by
83.2%. Overall, this work provides a validated framework
for deploying efficient dynamic graph learning in large-scale
production environments.
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