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Abstract

Next-basket recommendation (NBR) is a type of recommendation
that aims to predict a set of items a user will purchase based on
their historical transaction basket sequences. It is governed by a
dynamic interplay between two distinct user intents: habitual re-
purchase, which involves repeating past behaviors, and exploratory
interest, which involves discovering new items. However, existing
NBR methods generally suffer from two limitations: (1) they often
entangle these conflicting motives within a single representation,
causing habits to overshadow discovery, and (2) they rely on dis-
crete sequential modeling that ignores continuous-time intervals
and item-specific periodicities. In this paper, we propose a novel
solution named Time-Interval Disentangled Experts (TIDE) to
address these challenges. TIDE incorporates a Hawkes-enhanced
Fourier Time Encoding to capture item-specific temporal periodici-
ties and dynamic decay. To decouple user intentions, TIDE utilizes
a dual-expert architecture that integrates a Habit Expert for recur-
ring needs and a Pattern-Guided Exploration Expert for discovery.
Combined with an item-aware gating mechanism, TIDE adaptively
balances repurchase and exploration. Extensive experiments on
four diverse real-world datasets demonstrate that TIDE consistently
outperforms representative state-of-the-art NBR methods.

CCS Concepts

« Information systems — Recommender systems; « Applied
computing — Online shopping.
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1 Introduction

Next-Basket Recommendation (NBR) has become a cornerstone of
modern e-commerce and online retail systems [1, 16, 17, 20, 27, 29].
As illustrated in Figure 1(a), the primary objective of NBR is to
predict a set of items (a basket) that a user is likely to purchase
at a specific target time ty,, given their historical transaction se-
quence. Unlike traditional sequential recommendations that focus
on item-to-item transitions, NBR is significantly more complex due
to the intricate dependencies within and between baskets. A user’s
trajectory in NBR often encompasses long-term item reappear-
ance, high-frequency consumption, and periodic replenishment
cycles. These characteristics distinguish NBR from conventional
sequence modeling, as the basket structure necessitates a deeper
understanding of recurring purchase behaviors rather than just
one-off exploratory transitions.

To capture the sequential relationships between these baskets, a
common approach is the use of static decay mechanisms [5, 11, 23].
These methods assume that a user’s interest in an item is at its peak
immediately after a purchase and naturally fades over time, thus
assigning higher weights to the most recent interactions. While
simple and widely adopted, this monotonic assumption is overly
naive. With the rise of deep learning, Recurrent Neural Networks
(RNNs) and Transformers have been introduced to NBR [10, 46, 47]
to model complex dependencies. These sequence-based models
(such as RNNs) and static decay methods (gray dashed line) typi-
cally follow the assumption of monotonic decay, assuming that the
contribution of earlier interactions to the current ones decreases
exponentially. However, they fail to perceive the non-monotonic
temporal dynamics of different items, limiting their ability to pre-
dict exactly when a user will replenish a specific item. As shown in
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Figure 1: Motivation of TIDE. (a) The NBR task aims to predict
the next basket at the target time #;.; based on a historical
basket sequence; (b) Diverse temporal dynamics demonstrat-
ing the necessity of capturing item-specific periodicities; (c)
Entangled user intents revealing that conflicting consump-
tion motives require disentangled representation learning,.

Figure 1(b), a durable good (e.g., a phone, the red line) may have a
single long-term peak, while a daily necessity (e.g., milk, the blue
line) exhibits strong, non-monotonic periodicity.

Furthermore, a unique and critical aspect of the NBR task is the
presence of repeat purchase behavior. Previous studies often treat
these repetitions as a weight or bias, assuming that frequently inter-
acted items represent the core of user interest [1, 5, 23]. However,
this has been proven to make recommendations heavily biased to-
ward popular or repetitive items [6, 18], overshadowing the user’s
latent need for discovery. Recently, some works have begun to inves-
tigate the balance between repetition and exploration [15, 18]; yet,
they typically entangle these conflicting motives within a single rep-
resentation tower. As illustrated in Figure 1(c), such entanglement
forces habitual signals (Habit) and novel discoveries (Exploration)
to compete for the same latent space. This lack of disentanglement
leads to suboptimal performance, preventing the model from accu-
rately capturing the user’s shifting intent or potential interest in
new categories.

To address these challenges, we propose a novel time-interval
disentangled experts framework for next-basket recommendation,
abbreviated as TIDE. First, to accurately model diverse temporal
rhythms, we devise a Hawkes-enhanced Temporal Modeling mod-
ule with Fourier Time Encoding. This approach goes beyond mono-
tonic decay by jointly characterizing personalized periodicities and
dynamic intensity jumps, allowing the model to learn habit repur-
chase. Second, we design a Dual-expert Architecture to explicitly
decouple habitual and exploratory motives. We employ a Habit
Expert to capture historical replenishment patterns and a Pattern-
Guided Exploration Expert to mine potential interests from a global
item-pattern bipartite graph. An item-aware gating mechanism
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then dynamically fuses these two views to provide a balanced and
personalized recommendation. The main contributions of this work
are summarized as follows:

e We identify the limitation of conventional monotonic tem-
poral decay and uncover the critical role of item-specific,
non-monotonic periodicities in NBR, providing new insights
into modeling real-world replenishment cycles.

e We propose the TIDE model, which incorporates a Hawkes-
enhanced Fourier Time Encoding to jointly capture per-
sonalized temporal periodicities and utilizes a dual-expert
architecture to decouple user intentions into habitual and
exploratory components for fine-grained interest learning,
which demonstrates that decoupling these distinct motives
is beneficial for user interests.

o Extensive experiments have been conducted on four widely
used benchmark datasets to evaluate the effectiveness of
our model. The results show that TIDE significantly outper-
forms several representative state-of-the-art NBR baselines
in diverse scenarios.

2 Related Work

We review three lines of research that are most relevant to our
work: (1) Next-Basket Recommendation, (2) Temporal Modeling in
Recommendation, and (3) Disentangled Representation Learning.

Next-Basket Recommendation. Early works [27, 34, 35] uti-
lize Markov Chains to capture local transitions between adjacent
baskets, while modern NBR models leverage RNNs [25, 46, 47],
attention mechanisms [36, 37], and auxiliary signals—such as hy-
pergraphs [50], contrastive learning [41], and counterfactual in-
ference [14]—to model long-range dependencies [30]. A defining
characteristic of NBR is the prevalence of repeated behaviors, which
many studies prioritize via nearest-neighbor modeling [11] or pat-
tern extraction [1] to boost accuracy. However, there is a growing
consensus that habitual repetition and exploratory discovery repre-
sent fundamentally distinct motives. Most current methods [5, 15]
entangle these conflicting intentions within a single representation
space, often allowing dominant habit signals to overshadow subtle
exploratory interests. Unlike studies that rely on post-processing
to balance these signals [18], TIDE introduces a gated dual-expert
architecture to explicitly decouple user intents at the architectural
level, ensuring that habit and exploration signals are learned in
separate expert modules rather than competing within a shared
representation.

Temporal Modeling in Recommendation. Modeling tempo-
ral dynamics is fundamental to capturing the evolution of user
preferences in sequential recommendation. Beyond simple chrono-
logical order, recent works integrate explicit temporal information
via multi-dimensional embeddings [26], time-interval augmenta-
tion [4], and interval-aware weighting in linear models [22]. Ad-
vanced architectures, such as Temporal Graph Transformers [42]
and temporal-aware GNNs [24, 48], capture complex transition pat-
terns and multi-behavior correlations through contrastive learning.
In addition, frequency-domain methods have also emerged as a
promising direction. [31] introduce Fourier-based inductive biases
into the self-attention mechanism to capture global periodicity in
item sequences, while [2] propose user-adaptive frequency filters
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Table 1: Statistics of the four real-world datasets after pre-processing.

Dataset  #Interactions #Users #Baskets #Items Avg. Baskets per User Avg. Items per Basket  Avg. Items per User
Beauty 54,692 2,134 26,617 1,694 12.47 2.05 25.63
Sports 80,954 4,094 29,589 4,726 7.23 2.74 19.77
Grocery 136,840 4,349 51,839 2,487 11.92 2.64 31.46
Home 256,221 11,886 101,066 9,473 8.50 2.54 21.56
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Figure 2: Statistical analysis of user consumption behaviors. (a) Evolution of Repeat Ratio. (b) Distribution of Repurchase
Intervals. (c) Impact of History Length on Repurchase. (d) Item-Level Repetition Probability.

to model personalized frequency components in sequential recom-
mendation. Despite these advances, existing methods struggle with
NBR because they often assume homogeneous monotonic decay
[4, 21], failing to capture item-specific periodicities (e.g., the short-
term replenishment of milk vs. the long-term decay of a phone).
Frequency-domain methods [2, 31] apply spectral analysis over
item sequences in Sequential Recommendation (SR), yet they do
not account for the non-monotonic intensity dynamics unique to
NBR, where a repurchase event triggers an excitation spike rather
than a smooth sinusoidal oscillation. In contrast, TIDE combines
Fourier Time Encoding with a Hawkes-inspired item-specific de-
cay kernel to jointly model personalized periodicities and dynamic
intensity jumps, directly targeting the when to replenish challenge
inherent to basket-level purchasing behavior.

Disentangled Representation Learning. Disentangled represen-
tation learning aims to isolate independent latent factors to improve
model robustness and interpretability [38, 44]. Early research uti-
lized variational frameworks and information-theoretic constraints
to separate macro-intentions from micro-attributes [38]. More re-
cently, multi-view extraction and self-supervised contrastive learn-
ing have been employed to capture multifaceted intents from hetero-
geneous relations and global collaborative signals [13, 39, 40, 49].
While these approaches successfully identify what users prefer,
they often struggle to distinguish why an interaction occurs in
NBR settings—specifically, whether a purchase is driven by routine
replenishment or novel exploration. Existing NBR studies that ad-
dress repeated behaviors typically perform disentanglement within
a shared latent space [5, 41]. However, this structural entangle-
ment often allows dominant habit signals to overshadow subtle
exploratory patterns, hindering interest discovery. TIDE adopts a
gated dual-expert architecture to explicitly decouple these conflict-
ing motives. An InfoNCE-based contrastive alignment task further
enforces semantic coordination across the two expert spaces, en-
suring the gating mechanism can coherently reconcile habit and

exploration rather than arbitrarily blending entangled representa-
tions.

3 Data Analysis

The primary objective of this analysis is to investigate diverse be-
havioral characteristics across different consumption domains. By
examining four real-world datasets—Beauty, Sports, Grocery, and
Home—sourced from the Amazon benchmark [8], we demonstrate
that the balance between habit and exploration varies across cate-
gories, providing a statistical foundation and empirical motivation
for our proposed dual-expert framework. The statistics of these
datasets after pre-processing are summarized in Table 1. We focus
on four key dimensions: repeat ratio evolution, temporal inter-
vals, history length impact, and item-level repetition probability, as
illustrated in Figure 2.

Evolution of Repeat Ratio. To understand the dynamics of user in-
tent, the repeat ratio—defined as the fraction of re-purchased items
in a basket—is tracked across ten chronological bins of user history
(normalized by sequence length). As illustrated in Figure 2(a), evolu-
tionary patterns vary significantly across domains. Grocery exhibits
a distinct inverted-U trend, rising as users establish consumption
habits and declining later due to potential interest drift. In contrast,
Beauty, Sports, and Home maintain consistently lower repeat ra-
tios, indicating a dominance of exploratory behavior. Specifically,
Beauty shows oscillatory patterns, while Home remains relatively
flat. These contrasting dynamics confirm that user intent is not
static but evolves through different lifecycle stages, validating the
necessity of a model that adaptively balances habit and exploration.
Distribution of Repurchase Intervals. To investigate item-specific
purchase cycles, we analyze the repurchase interval, defined as the
number of intervening baskets between two consecutive purchases
of the same item (At = poScurrent — POSiast)- Figure 2(b) visual-
izes the probability density of these intervals using Kernel Density
Estimation (KDE). As a non-parametric method, KDE provides
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a smooth and continuous estimation of the underlying probabil-
ity distribution by mitigating the noise inherent in discrete his-
tograms. This allows for a clearer identification of latent periodic
modes—representing consistent replenishment cycles—and the spe-
cific rates of temporal decay across different categories. While most
domains show a primary peak in the short term (At < 10), their
long-term behaviors diverge significantly. Notably, Beauty presents
a unique bi-modal pattern where the second peak is nearly as in-
tense as the initial one. These observations reveal that temporal
influence is often non-monotonic, supporting our motivation to
employ Hawkes-enhanced Fourier encoding rather than traditional
static decay to capture these complex rhythms.

Impact of History Length on Repurchase. To determine how
user maturity influences consumption habits, we analyze the corre-
lation between user sequence length and the average repeat ratio.
As shown in Figure 2(c), Grocery exhibits a strong positive corre-
lation, with the repeat ratio rising from 0.03 to ~ 0.08 as history
length increases. This confirms that habit strength solidifies over
time in consumable domains. In Beauty, a threshold effect is ob-
served: the repeat ratio remains low until the sequence length
exceeds 40, where it surges to > 0.04. Conversely, Sports and Home
show marginal growth regardless of history length. This suggests
that for durable goods, user intent remains exploration-dominated,
further justifying the need to decouple habit and exploration to
avoid over-fitting to sparse repetitive signals.

Item-Level Repetition Probability. To evaluate the repurchase
tendency of items, we calculate the repetition probability, defined
as the proportion of buyers who purchased an item more than once.
Figure 2(d) presents the Cumulative Distribution Function of these
probabilities. In Home and Sports, over 90% of items have a repe-
tition probability of zero, highlighting the severe sparsity in item
recurrence for durable goods. In contrast, Grocery exhibits a heavy-
tailed distribution, with over 40% of items eliciting repeat purchases.
This disparity reinforces that robust exploration mechanisms are
paramount for low-frequency categories (e.g., Home) to capture
latent interests amidst sparse repetitive signals. Furthermore, it
underscores the significant behavioral heterogeneity across con-
sumption domains, necessitating an adaptive modeling approach
that can flexibly reconcile varying degrees of habit and exploration.

4 Preliminary

Let U = {uy, u, ..., ujqqy and I = {iy, iy, ..., 17|} denote the sets
of users and items, respectively. For each user u € U, the interaction
history is represented as a sequence of k baskets:

Su = (By,By,...,By)

where B, C I is the m-th basket in the chronological sequence.
Task Definition. Given the historical sequence S,,, our objective is
to predict the likelihood of each candidate item i € T being included
in the next basket By, and recommend a ranked list of Top-K items.
For simplicity, we omit the superscript u in the following discussion
when the context is clear.

5 Methodology

The overall architecture of TIDE is illustrated in Figure 3. Our frame-
work follows a hierarchical pipeline that begins with an Input Layer
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to transform basket sequences into dense embeddings, followed
by a Dual-Expert Learning module to capture distinct user motives,
and concludes with a Fusion and Prediction stage to generate the
final recommendations.

As shown in the framework, the core of our model lies in the
parallel processing of user intents through two specialized com-
ponents. First, the Habit Expert Modeling (Section 5.1) is designed
to characterize personalized, item-specific periodicities and dy-
namic intensity. By integrating Hawkes processes with Fourier
time encoding [3, 43], this expert models the non-monotonic tem-
poral rhythms of recurring behaviors to determine when historical
items are likely to reappear. Simultaneously, the Exploration Expert
(Section 5.2) captures exploratory interests by leveraging a global
item-pattern bipartite graph to mine potential item associations
beyond the user’s personal history. Finally, the Fusion and Prediction
(Section 5.3) bridges the dual experts via an item-aware gating.

5.1 Habit Expert Modeling

The Habit Expert is designed to capture recurring purchase patterns
by modeling item-specific temporal dynamics. It consists of two
primary stages: Hawkes-enhanced Temporal Modeling and Habit
Intent Aggregation. The former integrates periodic rhythms and
dynamic decay signals into item-level representations, while the
latter summarizes these signals across the historical sequence to
form a stable habit representation.

5.1.1 Hawkes-Enhanced Temporal Modeling. This stage transforms
static item embeddings into time-aware representations by aug-
menting the feature space with spectral periodicities and modulat-
ing them through an item-specific decay kernel.

Temporal and Frequency Augmentation. Given an item embed-
ding v; € R?, we first integrate temporal periodicity and interaction
intensity. Since our input consists of basket sequences, we define
the relative temporal interval At; = (k + 1) — ml(;l o which denotes
the number of baskets intervening between the target prediction
and the item’s most recent appearance at index ml(;i ,- To character-
ize personalized periodicities, we employ a Fourier Time Encoding
mechanism. This transformation maps the discrete interval At; into
a periodic vector p; € R%:

pi = [sin(wAt; + @); cos(WAL; + ¢)] (1)

where w, ¢ € RY/? are learnable frequency and phase parameters.
This spectral representation captures the non-monotonic behav-
ioral rhythms identified in our empirical analysis. Additionally, let
e; € R? be the frequency embedding corresponding to the item’s
historical purchase count. The enhanced item representation v; is
formed as:

Vi = Vi + wpi + wre; (2)

where w; and wy are learnable scalars that adaptively control the
influence of temporal and frequency signals.

Hawkes-Inspired Dynamic Decay. To model the diverse life-
cycles of items, we introduce a decay mechanism inspired by the
Hawkes process’s intensity function. For each item i, we learn an
item-specific decay rate A; and calculate its dynamic influence §;:

Ai=o(el), & =exp(=Ai-At)+e 3)
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Figure 3: TIDE architecture, which consists of three key modules: (1) Habit Expert, which captures non-monotonic replenishment
cycles via Hawkes-based intensity kernels and Fourier encoding; (2) Exploration Expert, which retrieves latent collaborative
interests using an item-pattern bipartite graph; (3) Fusion and Prediction, which first bridges the semantic gap between the two
experts through contrastive learning and adaptively fuses expert outputs via an item-aware gating mechanism.

where eiA € R! is a learnable scalar and ¢ is a base intensity con-
stant. This formulation reflects the excitation and subsequent decay
of interest following an interaction. The final time-aware habit
representation h; is generated via element-wise modulation:

h; =6; - v 4)
This ensures that the habit intent is conditioned on the dynamic
excitation patterns inherent in the user’s history.

5.1.2  Habit Intent Aggregation. The final habit intent zjqp;; € R?
is derived by aggregating the time-aware item representations h;
across the user’s historical baskets. Given that a basket B,,, may
contain items with varying relevance to a user’s long-term habits,
we employ an additive attention mechanism to dynamically deter-
mine the importance of each item. The attention weight f; for item
i € B,, is calculated as:

T tanh(Watthi))

exp (Vatt
ZjeBm exp (V;zrtt tanh(watthj))

Bi = (5)

where Wg;; € R4 and v,;; € R? are learnable weight param-
eters. This mechanism ensures that items characterizing stable
consumption patterns receive higher weights within the basket
representation. Subsequently, the basket-level representation b,
and the comprehensive habit intent zj4;; are computed as follows:

2

By enriching each item representation with spectral periodicities
and purchase frequencies prior to this aggregation, the model ef-
fectively captures the varying lifecycles of diverse items while
respecting their simultaneous occurrence within the same basket.
This hierarchical design allows zp,p;; to function as a time-aligned

by = Z Bihi,  Zpapir = tanh

i€Bm,

(6)

summary of the user’s recurring needs, providing a robust repre-
sentation of habitual intent that remains distinct from the transient
signals of exploratory behavior.

5.2 Exploration Expert Modeling

While the Habit Expert focuses on personal historical regularities,
the Exploration Expert is designed to look outward to discover
potential interests beyond the user’s own history. To capture high-
order collaborative signals and global item correlations, we propose
a graph-based retrieval mechanism utilizing a global item-pattern
bipartite graph. This expert complements the habit-based view by
identifying items that align with broader consumption trends and
shared purchasing behaviors across the entire community. This
process is comprised of three primary modules: Global Item-Pattern
Graph Construction to establish the structural foundation, Collabo-
rative Message Passing to propagate global signals, and Conditioned
Projection to derive the final exploration intent.

5.2.1 Global Item-Pattern Graph Construction. To bridge the gap
between individual interactions and global trends, we construct a
bipartite graph G = (I U P, &), where I denotes the set of items
and P represents a set of M latent purchase patterns. Each pattern
p € P encapsulates a group of items that frequently co-occur across
different users’ baskets, representing latent functional or behavioral
clusters. An edge (i, p) € & exists if item i is associated with pattern
p. By projecting items into this shared pattern space, the model
transcends the limitations of a single user’s history and taps into
the collective intelligence of the dataset to identify relevant but
previously unpurchased items.

5.2.2  Collaborative Message Passing. To inject global collaborative
signals into the item representations, we perform explicit message
passing on G using a Graph Encoder. Inspired by the simplified
propagation rules in LightGCN [9], we adopt a lightweight linear
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aggregation scheme to ensure efficient propagation of high-order
correlations. This process updates item embeddings by traversing
the latent pattern nodes in two distinct stages. First, we compute
the representation of each pattern node e, € RY by aggregating
the embeddings of its constituent items. We employ symmetric
normalization to account for item popularity and pattern scale:

= 20 TN TATh v

where N, denotes the set of items connected to pattern p, and
[Ny, INi| represent the degrees of the pattern node and item node,
respectively. Subsequently, we update the item embeddings to re-
flect their global context by propagating the pattern signals back
to the item nodes. To preserve the item’s inherent identity while
incorporating collaborative context, the final graph-enhanced em-
bedding g; € R? is formed as:

1
R S S ®
& 2, AN

pENi

where M; is the set of patterns associated with item i. The resulting
representation g; captures not only the item’s static semantics but
also its collaborative role within global consumption patterns.

5.2.3 Conditioned Projection. Exploration in our framework is
not a random discovery process but is adaptively guided by the
user’s current habitual state. We derive the exploration intent vector
Zexpl € R4 by projecting the summarized habit representation zpqp;
into the exploration latent space:

Zexpl = tanh(wexplzhabit + bexpl) 9

where W, € R9%d and bexpr € R? are learnable projection
parameters. This vector encodes the user’s potential interests con-
ditioned on their existing habits. By mapping the stable habit signal
into the exploration space, the model generates a search query that
identifies items aligned with high-order collaborative patterns (rep-
resented by g;). This architecture ensures that the discovery of new
items is grounded in global item-item correlations while remaining
sensitive to the user’s specific behavioral trajectory, preventing
the exploration expert from drifting toward generic popularity sig-
nals. The resulting z.,; serves as the final representation for the
exploration expert.

Zpapir 1S derived from the user’s personal interaction history,
while z,,; is scored against the global graph embedding matrix G,
which explicitly encodes community-wide co-occurrence patterns.
These heterogeneous objectives pull the two representations into
functionally distinct subspaces: zpqp;; serves as a personalized query
rooted in the user’s identity, while z,,,; acts as its rotated counter-
part aligned with the complementary direction most informative
for retrieving novel items from the item-pattern graph.

5.3 Intent Fusion and Prediction

This stage dynamically integrates the Habit and Exploration experts
through an item-aware gating mechanism, ensuring that the final
recommendation accounts for both historical regularities and global
collaborative signals. This process comprises three primary mod-
ules: Item-Aware Gating to balance user motives at a fine-grained
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level, Fusion and Prediction to ensure semantic consistency via con-
trastive learning, and to generate the final ranked list.

5.3.1 Item-Aware Gating Mechanism. Traditional NBR methods of-
ten employ a global fusion strategy that applies a uniform weight to
all items in a basket. However, empirical observations suggest that
a single basket often reflects a mixture of conflicting motives, such
as the routine purchase of Milk (Habit) alongside the exploratory
trial of Cola (Exploration). To capture this fine-grained distinction,
we propose an item-aware gating mechanism that aims to decou-
ple these entangled user intents at the item level. Specifically, for
each candidate item i, the mechanism determines whether it aligns
more closely with the user’s habitual trajectory or their poten-
tial exploratory interest. We first derive a unified gating context
Sgate € R? by projecting the concatenated dual-intent vectors into
a shared hidden space:

Sgate = tanh (Wf[zhabit @ Zexpl] + bf) (10)

where @ denotes concatenation, and Wy € RAx2d bf € RY are
learnable parameters. The item-specific gate value a; is then com-
puted by matching this gating context with the target item’s static
embedding v;:

a=0 (SgTateVi) (11)
where @; € (0,1) is the item-aware gate value derived from the
fused dual-intent context. In this formulation, a; — 1 indicates
that the candidate is a habitual response, thus prioritizing the Habit
Expert, while &; — 0 suggests the item is a discovery driven by
global item-pattern correlations, favoring the Exploration Expert.
This per-item strategy allows the model to flexibly transition be-
tween consistency and novelty for different candidates within the
same prediction window.

5.3.2  Fusion and Prediction. The final recommendation is gener-
ated by ensembling the probability distributions from both experts,
integrating high-order collaborative signals with the user’s sequen-
tial history. The computational flow for deriving the final preference
scores is defined as follows:

~ habit

y = Softmax (W ou: Zhabir)
yeP! = Softmax(zexpG ') (12)
yfinal - Q}A,habzt + (1 _ (l) @ilexpl

where Wy, € RIZ1%? is the output mapping matrix. G € R x4

represents the global item embedding matrix, where each row i
corresponds to the graph-enhanced representation g; derived in
Equation (8). The vector & = [y, @, ..., 7|] contains the item-
aware gating scores, which allow the model to flexibly transition
between exploitation and exploration at a fine-grained, item-centric
level. By combining these distributions, the model ensures that the
final recommendation list is sensitive to both the user’s specific re-
plenishment cycles and broader items of interest discovered through
collaborative patterns.

5.4 Optimization Objective

We optimize the dual-expert architecture through a multi-task ob-
jective that jointly optimizes recommendation accuracy and repre-
sentation alignment. The primary task minimizes the cross-entropy
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loss between the fused prediction }‘rﬁnal and the ground-truth bas-
ket Bryq:
~final
Lrec =~ Z Z log(yi, ) (13)
ueU i€Bjyq

To ensure both experts converge on a unified user representation,

we introduce an InfoNCE-based contrastive alignment loss. By treat-
ing (Z;zla)bi o zi;)pl) as positive pairs and mismatched users within a

mini-batch of size N as negatives, the loss is defined as:

exp(sim(z(i) 2 D/

y hab.
abit’ “exp.
Lo =- Z log =3
i=1 Z

Yo exp(sim(zi, 2,00 /)

(14)

where 7 is the temperature and sim(-) is cosine similarity. The total
joint objective L;q4; integrates these tasks with L, regularization
to prevent overfitting:

Ltcml = Lrec + H-Ecl + Y”G)”% (15)

where y and y are hyperparameters controlling the influence of the
contrastive task and weight decay for all learnable parameters ©.
This objective is optimized by Adam [12].

6 Experiments

We conduct experiments to evaluate the effectiveness of TIDE. We
first describe the experimental setup and then present the experi-
mental results. Additionally, we perform ablation study to verify
the effectiveness of each module, analyze the impact of different
sequence encoders, and finally discuss the parameter sensitivity.

6.1 Experimental Setup

Datasets. We evaluate TIDE on four datasets from the Amazon
benchmark [8]: Grocery (high-frequency, habitual), Home and Sports
(low-frequency, exploration-driven), and Beauty (hybrid, oscilla-
tory). These datasets provide a diverse range of sparsity levels and
behavioral patterns, as summarized in Table 1. Following estab-
lished protocols [11, 23, 25], we apply 5-core filtering to remove
infrequent users and items. Interactions are grouped into chronolog-
ical basket sequences based on transaction timestamps. For model
evaluation, we adopt the leave-one-out strategy [23, 33, 45]: the
final basket of each user is reserved for testing, the penultimate for
validation, and the remainder for training. This setup rigorously
tests the model’s ability to reconcile historical habits with future
exploratory intents.

Baselines. We compare the proposed TIDE against the following

representative state-of-the-art NBR methods:

e POP ranks items based on their overall popularity across all
users, and recommends the Top-K popular items.

e FPMC [27] is a shallow model that integrates hidden factors and
first-order Markov chain for next-basket recommendation.

o Sets2Sets [10] is an end-to-end method for multiple baskets pre-
diction based on RNN. It also incorporates the repeated purchase
pattern into the model.

o TIFU-KNN [11] is a k-nearest neighbors method that generates
recommendations based on the historical behavior of the target
user and its similarity to other users.

o MMNR [5]: A multi-view multi-aspect model that removes spu-
rious interests and captures low-level item correlations via dis-
entangled item representations.
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o M? [23] explicitly models three significant factors in the next-
basket generation process: users’ general preferences, items’ pop-
ularities, and transition patterns among items.

e MCRec [7]: A multi-scale context-aware model that captures
diverse behavioral patterns via tensorized basket modeling and
adaptive interest fusion.

e HapCL [32]: Mines information from multiple views and pat-
terns with hierarchical modeling, and introduces polar contrastive
learning with graph-based augmentation to alleviate data sparsity
and enhance representation quality.

e SemTHy [50]: A dual-tower model that fuses semantic and col-
laborative relations into user and item representations via seman-
tic perception and a timespan-coupled hypergraph.

e TREx [15]: A plug-and-play repetition—exploration framework
that ensures high accuracy while optimizing beyond-accuracy
objectives.

Evaluation Metrics. To evaluate the performance of TIDE, we em-

ploy two widely used metrics in the NBR task [11, 23, 28]: Recall@K

(R@K) and Normalized Discounted Cumulative Gain@K (N@K).

R@K measures the proportion of ground-truth items successfully

retrieved within the Top-K recommendations, while N@K accounts

for the specific ranking positions of these items. Higher values
across both metrics indicate superior recommendation quality. In

our experiments, we report results for K € {10, 20}.

Implementation Details. To ensure a fair and rigorous compari-
son, all models are implemented under a consistent experimental
framework. We employ the Adam optimizer with a batch size of 100.
The embedding size and hidden layer dimension d are both fixed at
32. For all models, the learning rate and L, regularization weight
are tuned via grid search within the range {1074,1073,1072,1071}.
For our proposed TIDE, we initialize the base intensity constant
€ and the learnable decay parameter A to 0.1. For the contrastive
alignment task, the temperature parameter 7 is set to 0.1. To ensure
the reliability of our findings, we perform paired ¢-tests across all
experiments to assess statistical significance. All other hyperpa-
rameters for baseline models are tuned to their optimal values as
reported in their original papers or determined through empirical
search. Our codes can be found at https://github.com/Hiiizhy/TIDE.

6.2 Performance Comparison

Table 2 summarizes the performance of TIDE against various repre-
sentative baselines across four diverse datasets. Several key obser-
vations can be made regarding its effectiveness. First and foremost,
TIDE consistently achieves the overall best performance across
all datasets and evaluation metrics, demonstrating its robustness
in handling different consumption behaviors. For instance, in the
Beauty dataset, TIDE substantially outperforms the strongest base-
line, SemTHy, by 18.4% in R@10 and 21.9% in N@10. Similarly,
in the Grocery domain—which is characterized by high-frequency
repurchase habits—our framework reaches a Recall@20 of 0.1168,
marking a significant improvement over competitive models like
TREx (0.1027) and MCRec (0.0839). These consistent gains across
both high-frequency consumables and low-frequency durable goods
validate that TIDE effectively reconciles habitual replenishment
with exploratory discovery regardless of the underlying data spar-
sity.
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Table 2: Performance comparison of TIDE against representative baselines on four datasets. The second best results are
underlined, while the overall best results are highlighted in bold. Improvements achieved by TIDE are statistically significant
based on the paired t-test (p < 0.05). The last three rows report the ablation study results of different model components.

Method Beauty Sports Grocery Home

R@10 N@10 R@20 N@20 R@10 N@10 R@20 N@20 R@10 N@10 R@20 N@20 R@10 N@10 R@20 N@20
POP 0.0092  0.0038 0.0167 0.0054 0.0078 0.0091 0.0093 0.0118 0.0165 0.0074 0.0197 0.0095 0.0038 0.0056 0.0042  0.0066
FPMC 0.0101  0.0043  0.0177  0.0068 0.0032  0.0015 0.0045 0.0019  0.0198 0.0089 0.0218 0.0096 0.0046  0.0052  0.0057  0.0067
Sets2Sets 0.0628  0.0416  0.1271  0.0525 0.0165 0.0229  0.0378  0.0334  0.0487  0.0295 0.0618 0.0328  0.0053  0.0057 0.0076  0.0071
TIFU-KNN  0.0555 0.0282  0.0851  0.0373  0.0125 0.0055 0.0216 0.0081 0.0556 0.0333  0.0932  0.0445 0.0056 0.0066 0.0082  0.0073
MMNR 0.0774  0.0371  0.1338  0.0499  0.0288  0.0251  0.0447  0.0293  0.0373  0.0271 0.0584 0.0352  0.0076  0.0082 0.0158  0.0093
m? 0.1077  0.0639  0.1497  0.0811 0.0256  0.0288  0.0438  0.0334  0.0445 0.0314 0.0654 0.0384 0.0092 0.0098 0.0165 0.0124
MCRec 0.0931  0.0499  0.1554 0.0669 0.0316 0.0259  0.0501 0.0313  0.0583 0.0406  0.0839  0.0491 0.0097 0.0079 0.0176  0.0091
HapCL 0.0915 0.0428 0.1549 0.0648 0.0308 0.0252 0.0519 0.0318 0.0544 0.0384 0.0851 0.0477 0.0094 0.0077 0.0171  0.0085
SemTHy 0.1078  0.0597  0.1565 0.0784 0.0369  0.0274  0.0532  0.0327 0.0566 0.0394 0.0867 0.0485 0.0131  0.0089 0.0212 0.0117
TREx 0.0984 0.0626  0.1418 0.0754 0.0350  0.0296  0.0408  0.0310  0.0577 0.0407 0.1027 0.0550 0.0123  0.0099 0.0168 0.0113
TIDE 0.1276 0.0728 0.2076 0.0951 0.0434 0.0308 0.0560 0.0351 0.0675 0.0448 0.1168 0.0605 0.0160 0.0102 0.0286 0.0142
w/o Time  0.1112  0.0594 0.1822  0.0795 0.0339  0.0219  0.0554 0.0291 0.0644 0.0447 0.1157 0.0524 0.0153  0.0094 0.0279  0.0135
w/o Graph ~ 0.0510  0.0257  0.0855 0.0350 0.0181  0.0175 0.0327 0.0218 0.0308 0.0190  0.0439  0.0232  0.0017  0.0007  0.0028 0.0011
w/o CL 0.1153  0.0662  0.1989  0.0891  0.0421  0.0300  0.0517 0.0341 0.0648 0.0427 0.1117 0.0582 0.0148 0.0096 0.0284  0.0134

The failure of traditional methods such as POP and FPMC under-
scores that simple popularity or first-order Markov transitions are
insufficient to model the complex dynamics of basket sequences.
While deep learning models like Sets2Sets and TIFUKNN specif-
ically target repetition patterns, their performance is inherently
limited by their inability to handle non-monotonic temporal influ-
ences. As revealed in our earlier empirical analysis, repurchase in-
tervals often exhibit complex bi-modal structures; methods relying
on static averages or simple RNNss fail to adapt to these fluctuations.
In contrast, the Hawkes-enhanced Habit Expert in TIDE utilizes
intensity jumps to reset and maintain high repurchase probabili-
ties at the precise moment of subsequent interactions, capturing
periodic rhythms that other baselines overlook.

Furthermore, while competitive baselines such as M?, TREx, and
SemTHy provide stronger results by incorporating global transi-
tions or semantic information, they typically suffer from entangled
representations where habitual and exploratory motives are con-
flated into a single vector. This entanglement often leads to a recom-
mendation bias toward popular items, especially in the Home and
Sports datasets where over 90% of items have zero repetition prob-
ability. TIDE addresses this by using the habit state as an anchor
to explore a global item-pattern graph. This decoupled approach
ensures that exploratory recommendations remain semantically
aligned with the user’s core interests, allowing TIDE to maintain
high accuracy even in exploration-dominated environments. By
explicitly disentangling habit from exploration and enhancing tem-
poral modeling through a Hawkes-inspired kernel, our framework
avoids the noise often introduced by neighbor-based augmenta-
tion while capturing the diverse and intricate dynamics of modern
consumption patterns.

6.3 Ablation Study

In this section, we conduct ablation experiments to evaluate the
contribution of each key component in TIDE. The results, presented
in the final three rows of Table 2, compare the full model against
three variants: w/o Time (removing Hawkes-enhanced Temporal

Modeling), w/o Graph (removing the global graph-based Explo-
ration Expert), and w/o CL (removing the Contrastive Alignment
task). The most substantial performance degradation occurs in the
w/o Graph variant, where the absence of the Pattern-Guided Explo-
ration Expert causes Recall@10 to collapse by 89.4% in the Home
dataset (from 0.0160 to 0.0017) and by 60.0% in Beauty (from 0.1276
to 0.0510). This drastic decline confirms that relying solely on per-
sonal history is insufficient for next-basket recommendation and
underscores the necessity of leveraging global collaborative signals
via our item-pattern bipartite graph to discover latent interests, par-
ticularly in sparse domains where exploratory behavior dominates.
Furthermore, the w/o Time variant validates the importance of
modeling item-specific temporal dynamics. Removing the Hawkes-
enhanced module leads to a noticeable drop in performance across
all domains, particularly in the Beauty and Grocery datasets where
our empirical analysis identified strong periodic rhythms. The lack
of intensity jump modeling in this variant prevents the model from
accurately resetting repurchase probabilities, confirming that static
position embeddings are inadequate for capturing the complex, non-
monotonic replenishment cycles inherent in consumer behavior.
Finally, the w/o CL variant consistently performs worse than the
full model, as seen in the Sports dataset where Recall@10 decreases
from 0.0434 to 0.0421. While the two experts provide the primary
predictive power, the InfoNCE-based contrastive task is essential
for bridging the semantic gap between the sequential (habit) and
graph-based (exploration) latent spaces. By aligning these dual in-
tents, TIDE achieves a more coherent fusion and reduces the noise
introduced by disparate feature sources, leading to more stable and
accurate recommendations.

6.4 Analysis of Intent Alignment

Figure 4 provides a quantitative look at how the contrastive align-
ment task bridges the semantic gap between our dual experts. By
calculating the cosine similarity between the habit intent (zpqpi;)
and exploration intent (z.x,;), we observe a stark contrast in se-
mantic coordination. The distribution for the Without CL variant
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Figure 4: Probability density distribution of semantic align-
ment between dual-expert intents. The x-axis denotes the
cosine similarity between the habit intent representation
(zhabir) and the exploration intent representation (z;), while
the y-axis represents the probability density.

is notably dispersed, spanning a wide range from -0.4 to 0.8. This
broad spread indicates that without explicit alignment, the two
experts often produce divergent or contradictory representations,
forcing the gating mechanism to synthesize predictions from se-
mantically disjoint vectors. In contrast, the With CL variant exhibits
a highly concentrated and significantly right-shifted distribution,
with most scores falling between 0.3 and 0.8. The elimination of
negative correlations and the higher mean similarity prove that
our InfoNCE objective successfully anchors the exploration intent
to the habitual base. This forced alignment ensures a consistent
semantic foundation, allowing the gating mechanism to reconcile
the two motives more effectively and explaining the performance
gains noted in our main results.

6.5 Impact of Pattern Mining Strategies

We evaluate the robustness of the Exploration Expert by replacing
the default co-occurrence count used in TIDE with NPMI, Jaccard
Similarity, and Lift when constructing the bipartite graph G. As
summarized in Table 3, TIDE remains robust across all strategies,
though the optimal choice aligns closely with specific domain be-
haviors. On the Beauty dataset, TIDEj,ccara achieves the highest
performance, likely because normalizing by the purchaser union
effectively uncovers complementary item sets while suppressing
popularity bias. For dense, high-frequency domains like Grocery,
the default TIDE is superior, as absolute co-occurrence frequency
serves as a highly reliable signal when interactions are abundant.
In contrast, the sparse Home dataset benefits most from TIDEj ¢
and TIDEnpa, which prioritize significant associations that exceed
random chance. These findings confirm that while TIDE provides
a stable foundation across various strategies, tailoring the mining
metric to a domain’s specific sparsity and repurchase rhythm can
further refine its ability to capture latent collaborative interests.
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Table 3: Performance on different Pattern Mining Strategies.

Dataset  Metric TIDEnpmi  TIDEjaccard  TIDEpg  TIDE
Beauty Recall@10 0.1219 0.1331 0.1227  0.1276
NDCG@10 0.0669 0.0716 0.0677  0.0728
Sports Recall@10 0.0425 0.0412 0.0423  0.0434
NDCG@10 0.0322 0.0289 0.0281 0.0308
Grocery Recall@10 0.0666 0.0641 0.0653  0.0675
NDCG@10 0.0469 0.0437 0.0461  0.0448
Home Recall@10 0.0170 0.0168 0.0171 0.0160
NDCG@10 0.0102 0.0098 0.0100  0.0102

Table 4: Effect of Different Sequential Modeling Strategies.

Dataset Metric TIDEp,s TIDEGru TIDE
Beauty Recall@10 0.1055 0.1117 0.1276
NDCG@10 0.0559 0.0619 0.0728
Sports Recall@10 0.0333 0.0358 0.0434
NDCG@10 0.0230 0.0282 0.0308
Grocery Recall@10 0.0473 0.0672 0.0675
NDCG@10 0.0301 0.0442 0.0448
Recall@10 0.0055 0.0150 0.0160
Home
NDCG@10 0.0047 0.0099 0.0102

6.6 Impact of Different Sequential Modeling
Strategies

This section investigates whether actual temporal intervals (At)
or simple sequential order provides a more effective signal for
next-basket recommendation. We compare TIDE against two vari-
ants: TIDEp,s, which uses static position embeddings, and TIDEGgry,
which employs a recurrent unit to capture discrete sequential depen-
dencies. The experimental results demonstrate the clear superiority
of time-aware modeling over simple order-based methods. TIDE
consistently outperforms both variants, showing its most signif-
icant gains in sparse datasets. This confirms that elapsed time is
a far more informative signal than relative positioning; while po-
sition embeddings or recurrent units treat transitions as uniform
steps, our Hawkes-enhanced model uses item-specific decay rates
to distinguish between short-term and long-term gaps. Although
TIDEGRry remains competitive in highly consistent domains like gro-
cery shopping, its performance degrades in sparse environments.
By grounding the habit expert in the physical timeline and cap-
turing intensity jumps through a Hawkes-inspired kernel, TIDE
accurately models the timing of repurchases that traditional recur-
rent or static methods inherently overlook. The results are shown
in Table 4.

6.7 Visualization of Latent Representation

Figure 5 illustrates the evolution of the latent representation space
using t-SNE [19], revealing how TIDE learns to distinguish and align
user motives. By projecting the habit intent (z54p;;) and exploration
intent (zexp;) from the initial state to Epoch 100, we observe a clear
trajectory toward coordinated specialization. Initially, representa-
tions are heavily entangled and randomly distributed. As training
progresses, a clear trend of disentanglement emerges; by Epoch 100,
the vectors form concentrated clusters, indicating that the model
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Figure 5: t-SNE visualization of the evolution of habit intent (z,4;;;) and exploration intent (z..,;) across different training
stages. The transition from a chaotic, entangled distribution at the initial state to distinct yet semantically aligned clusters at
Epoch 100 demonstrates the effective disentanglement and coordinated specialization achieved by the dual-expert framework.

has identified consistent behavioral prototypes for both motives.
Notably, these clusters maintain strategic proximity and partial
overlap. This proximity is evidence of successful Intent Alignment:
the relative closeness ensures that both experts speak the same
semantic language, allowing the gating mechanism to smoothly
transition between replenishment and discovery within a shared
context. The transition from chaotic entanglement to a structured,
dual-cluster formation confirms that our multi-task objective effec-
tively balances the recommendation loss (£,..) and contrastive loss
(Le1), guiding the system toward a state of balanced specialization.

6.8 Parameter Sensitivity Study

Figure 6 examines the impact of the contrastive loss weight p and
the minimum support count on TIDE’s performance. 1) Contrastive
Loss Weight p: Performance across all datasets follows an inverted-
U trend. This suggests that while moderate alignment is vital for
bridging the semantic gap between experts, excessive weight over-
prioritizes proximity at the expense of the model’s discriminative
power. 2) Minimum Support Count: The model exhibits a complex,
non-monotonic response. Accuracy peaks at 2 and 5 as the graph
filters spurious noise while retaining diverse signals. A decline
occurs at 10 or 20 due to the knowledge loss of valuable long-tail
patterns. Interestingly, performance rebounds at 50, suggesting that
focusing exclusively on high-frequency core patterns provides a
robust, albeit specialized, signal for recommendation.
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Figure 6: Parameter sensitivity analysis of TIDE.

7 Conclusion

In this paper, we present TIDE, a Time-Interval Disentangled Ex-
perts framework for Next-Basket Recommendation. We begin by

empirically identifying two fundamental limitations of existing NBR
methods: (1) the widespread reliance on monotonic temporal decay,
which fails to capture item-specific, non-monotonic replenishment
periodicities; and (2) the entanglement of habitual and exploratory
user intents within a shared representation space, which suppresses
the model’s ability to discover novel items. To address these chal-
lenges, TIDE introduces a Hawkes-enhanced Fourier Time Encod-
ing that jointly models personalized periodicities and dynamic
intensity jumps, and a gated dual-expert architecture that explic-
itly decouples habitual replenishment from exploratory discovery.
An InfoNCE-based contrastive alignment task further bridges the
semantic gap between the two experts, ensuring a coherent fu-
sion. Extensive experiments on four diverse real-world datasets
demonstrate that TIDE consistently and significantly outperforms
representative state-of-the-art NBR baselines across all metrics,
validating the effectiveness of each proposed component.

Despite its strong performance, TIDE has several limitations
worth noting. The global item-pattern bipartite graph remains
static during inference, which may limit its ability to adapt to
rapidly evolving user preferences. A natural future direction is to re-
place the current GNN backbone with a more scalable architecture,
such as a Transformer, which offers greater flexibility for handling
large-scale or dynamic graph structures. Additionally, while our
contrastive alignment task effectively reduces the semantic gap
between experts, the interaction between the two latent spaces
could be further explored with more principled disentanglement
objectives, such as information-theoretic constraints.

Acknowledgments

This work was supported in part by the National Natural Sci-
ence Foundation of China under Grant 62507018; Hubei Provincial
Natural Science Foundation of China under Grant 2023AFA020,
JCZRMS202601468; Postdoctor Project of Hubei Province under
Grant 2025HBBSHCXB056; and Fundamental Research Funds for
the Central Universities under Grant CCNU25ai017. We would like
to thank the anonymous reviewers for their valuable comments.



Time-Interval-Aware Disentangled Expert Modeling for Next-Basket Recommendation

References

(1]

&

[9

=

[10]

[11]

[12]

[13

[14

[15]

=
&

[17]

[18]

[19]

[20]

[21

Mozhdeh Ariannezhad, Sami Jullien, Ming Li, Min Fang, Sebastian Schelter, and
Maarten de Rijke. 2022. ReCANet: A Repeat Consumption-Aware Neural Network
for Next Basket Recommendation in Grocery Shopping. In SIGIR °22: The 45th
International ACM SIGIR Conference on Research and Development in Information
Retrieval. 1240-1250.

Ilwoong Baek, Mincheol Yoon, Seongmin Park, and Jongwuk Lee. 2025. Muffin:
Mixture of user-adaptive frequency filtering for sequential recommendation.
In Proceedings of the 34th ACM International Conference on Information and
Knowledge Management. 119-128.

Ruichu Cai, Siyu Wu, Jie Qiao, Zhifeng Hao, Keli Zhang, and Xi Zhang. 2024.
THPs: Topological Hawkes Processes for Learning Causal Structure on Event
Sequences. IEEE Transactions on Neural Networks and Learning Systems 35, 1
(2024), 479-493.

Yizhou Dang, Enneng Yang, Guibing Guo, Linying Jiang, Xingwei Wang, Xiaoxiao
Xu, Qinghui Sun, and Hong Liu. 2023. Uniform sequence better: Time interval
aware data augmentation for sequential recommendation. In Proceedings of the
AAAI conference on artificial intelligence, Vol. 37. 4225-4232.

Zhiying Deng, Jianjun Li, Zhiqiang Guo, Wei Liu, Li Zou, and Guohui Li. 2023.
Multi-view multi-aspect neural networks for next-basket recommendation. In
Proceedings of the 46th international ACM SIGIR conference on research and devel-
opment in information retrieval. 1283-1292.

Zhiying Deng, Jianjun Li, Wei Liu, and Juan Zhao. 2025. Unbiased Interest
Modeling in Sequential Basket Analysis: Addressing Repetition Bias with Multi-
Factor Estimation. Transactions on Recommender Systems 3, 4 (2025), 54:1-54:27.
Zhiying Deng, Jianjun Li, Li Zou, Wei Liu, Si Shi, Qian Chen, Juan Zhao, and
Guohui Li. 2024. Multi-scale context-aware user interest learning for behavior
pattern modeling. In International Conference on Database Systems for Advanced
Applications. Springer, 333-342.

Ruining He and Julian McAuley. 2016. Ups and downs: Modeling the visual
evolution of fashion trends with one-class collaborative filtering. In proceedings
of the 25th international conference on world wide web. 507-517.

Xiangnan He, Kuan Deng, Xiang Wang, Yan Li, Yong-Dong Zhang, and Meng
Wang. 2020. LightGCN: Simplifying and Powering Graph Convolution Net-
work for Recommendation. In Proceedings of the 43rd International ACM SIGIR
Conference on Research and Development in Information Retrieval. 639-648.
Haoji Hu and Xiangnan He. 2019. Sets2Sets: Learning from Sequential Sets
with Neural Networks. In Proceedings of the 25th ACM SIGKDD International
Conference on Knowledge Discovery & Data Mining, KDD. 1491-1499.

Haoji Hu, Xiangnan He, Jinyang Gao, and Zhi-Li Zhang. 2020. Modeling Person-
alized Item Frequency Information for Next-basket Recommendation. In Proceed-
ings of the 43rd International ACM SIGIR conference on research and development
in Information Retrieval, SIGIR. 1071-1080.

Diederik P. Kingma and Jimmy Ba. 2015. Adam: A Method for Stochastic Opti-
mization. In 3rd International Conference on Learning Representations, ICLR.
Hourun Li, Yifan Wang, Zhiping Xiao, Jia Yang, Changling Zhou, Ming Zhang,
and Wei Ju. 2025. DisCo: graph-based disentangled contrastive learning for
cold-start cross-domain recommendation. In Proceedings of the AAAI Conference
on Artificial Intelligence, Vol. 39. 12049-12057.

Kexin Li, Chengjiang Long, Shengyu Zhang, Xudong Tang, Zhichao Zhai, Kun
Kuang, and Jun Xiao. 2024. CoreRec: A Counterfactual Correlation Inference for
Next Set Recommendation. In Proceedings of the AAAI Conference on Artificial
Intelligence, Vol. 38. 8661-8669.

Ming Li, Yuanna Liu, Sami Jullien, Mozhdeh Ariannezhad, Andrew Yates, Mo-
hammad Aliannejadi, and Maarten de Rijke. 2024. Are we really achieving better
beyond-accuracy performance in next basket recommendation?. In Proceedings
of the 47th International ACM SIGIR Conference on Research and Development in
Information Retrieval. 924-934.

Peiyang Liu, Xi Wang, Ziqiang Cui, and Wei Ye. 2025. Queries Are Not Alone:
Clustering Text Embeddings for Video Search. In Proceedings of the 48th Inter-
national ACM SIGIR Conference on Research and Development in Information
Retrieval. 874-883.

Peiyang Liu, Jinyu Yang, Lin Wang, Sen Wang, Yunlai Hao, and Huihui Bai. 2023.
Retrieval-Based Unsupervised Noisy Label Detection on Text Data. In Proceed-
ings of the 32nd ACM International Conference on Information and Knowledge
Management. 4099-4104.

Yuanna Liu, Ming Li, Mohammad Aliannejadi, and Maarten de Rijke. 2025. Repeat-
Bias-Aware Optimization of Beyond-Accuracy Metrics for Next Basket Recom-
mendation. In European Conference on Information Retrieval. Springer, 214-229.
Laurens van der Maaten and Geoffrey Hinton. 2008. Visualizing data using t-SNE.
Journal of machine learning research 9, Nov (2008), 2579-2605.

Hongyi Mao, Mingsong Mao, and Fuhua Mao. 2024. Ranking on user-item
heterogeneous graph for Ecommerce next basket recommendations. Knowledge-
Based Systems 296 (2024), 111863.

Zhonghong Ou, Xiao Zhang, Yifan Zhu, Shuai Lyu, Jiahao Liu, and Tu Ao. 2025.
LS-TGNN: Long and Short-Term Temporal Graph Neural Network for Session-

Based Recommendation. In Proceedings of the AAAI Conference on Artificial
Intelligence, Vol. 39. 12426-12434.

[22

[23

[24

~
2

[26

[27

[28

™~
2,

[30

[31

[32

(34

[35

[36

(38]

(39]

[40

[41

[42

[43]

SIGIR 26, July 20-24, 2026, Melbourne, VIC, Australia

Seongmin Park, Mincheol Yoon, Minjin Choi, and Jongwuk Lee. 2025. Temporal
Linear Item-Item Model for Sequential Recommendation. In Proceedings of the
Eighteenth ACM International Conference on Web Search and Data Mining. 354—
362.

Bo Peng, Zhiyun Ren, Srinivasan Parthasarathy, and Xia Ning. 2023. M2: Mixed
Models With Preferences, Popularities and Transitions for Next-Basket Recom-
mendation. IEEE Trans. Knowl. Data Eng. 35, 4 (2023), 4033-4046.

Tianhao Peng, Haitao Yuan, Yongqi Zhang, Yuchen Li, Peihong Dai, Qunbo Wang,
Senzhang Wang, and Wenjun Wu. 2025. Tagrec: Temporal-aware graph con-
trastive learning with theoretical augmentation for sequential recommendation.
IEEE Transactions on Knowledge and Data Engineering (2025).

Yuqi Qin, Pengfei Wang, and Chenliang Li. 2021. The World is Binary: Contrastive
Learning for Denoising Next Basket Recommendation. In SIGIR °21: The 44th
International ACM SIGIR Conference on Research and Development in Information
Retrieval. 859-868.

Mostafa Rahmani, James Caverlee, and Fei Wang. 2023. Incorporating time in
sequential recommendation models. In Proceedings of the 17th ACM Conference
on Recommender Systems. 784-790.

Steffen Rendle, Christoph Freudenthaler, and Lars Schmidt-Thieme. 2010. Factor-
izing personalized Markov chains for next-basket recommendation. In Proceedings
of the 19th International Conference on World Wide Web, WWW. 811-820.
Yanyan Shen, Baoyuan Ou, and Ranzhen Li. 2022. MBN: Towards Multi-Behavior
Sequence Modeling for Next Basket Recommendation. ACM Trans. Knowl. Discov.
Data 16, 5 (2022), 81:1-81:23.

Yunxiao Shi, Haoning Shang, Xing Zi, Wujiang Xu, Yue Feng, and Min Xu.
2025. Answering narrative-driven recommendation queries via a retrieve-rank
paradigm and the OCG-agent. In Proceedings of the 2025 Conference on Empirical
Methods in Natural Language Processing. 13192-13213.

Yunxiao Shi, Wujiang Xu, Zhang Zeqi, Xing Zi, Qiang Wu, and Min Xu. 2025.
PersonaX: A recommendation agent-oriented user modeling framework for long
behavior sequence. In Findings of the Association for Computational Linguistics:
ACL 2025. 5764-5787.

Yehjin Shin, Jeongwhan Choi, Hyowon Wi, and Noseong Park. 2024. An atten-
tive inductive bias for sequential recommendation beyond the self-attention. In
Proceedings of the AAAI conference on artificial intelligence, Vol. 38. 8984-8992.
Ting-Ting Su, Chang-Dong Wang, Wu-Dong Xi, Jian-Huang Lai, and Philip S Yu.
2024. Hierarchical Alignment With Polar Contrastive Learning for Next-Basket
Recommendation. IEEE Transactions on Knowledge & Data Engineering 36, 01
(2024), 199-210

Jiaxi Tang and Ke Wang. 2018. Personalized Top-N Sequential Recommendation
via Convolutional Sequence Embedding. WSDM ’18: Proceedings of the Eleventh
ACM International Conference on Web Search and Data Mining, 573.

Shengxian Wan, Yanyan Lan, Pengfei Wang, Jiafeng Guo, Jun Xu, and Xueqi
Cheng. 2015. Next Basket Recommendation with Neural Networks. In Poster
Proceedings of the 9th ACM Conference on Recommender Systems, RecSys, Vol. 1441.
Pengfei Wang, Jiafeng Guo, Yanyan Lan, Jun Xu, Shengxian Wan, and Xueqi
Cheng. 2015. Learning Hierarchical Representation Model for NextBasket Rec-
ommendation. In Proceedings of the 38th International ACM SIGIR Conference on
Research and Development in Information Retrieval. 403-412.

Shoujin Wang, Liang Hu, Yan Wang, Quan Z. Sheng, Mehmet Orgun, and Long-
bing Cao. 2020. Intention2Basket: A Neural Intention-Driven Approach for
Dynamic Next-Basket Planning. In Proceedings of the Twenty-Ninth International
Joint Conference on Artificial Intelligence. 2333-2339.

Shoujin Wang, Liang Hu, Yan Wang, Quan Z. Sheng, Mehmet A. Orgun, and
Longbing Cao. 2020. Intention Nets: Psychology-Inspired User Choice Behavior
Modeling for Next-Basket Prediction. In The Thirty-Fourth AAAI Conference on
Artificial Intelligence. 6259-6266.

Xin Wang, Hong Chen, Yuwei Zhou, Jianxin Ma, and Wenwu Zhu. 2023. Dis-
entangled Representation Learning for Recommendation. IEEE Transactions on
Pattern Analysis and Machine Intelligence (TPAMI) 45, 1 (2023), 408-424.

Yifan Wang, Yiping Song, Shuai Li, Chaoran Cheng, Wei Ju, Ming Zhang, and
Sheng Wang. 2022. Disencite: Graph-based disentangled representation learning
for context-specific citation generation. In Proceedings of the AAAI conference on
artificial intelligence, Vol. 36. 11449-11458.

Yuling Wang, Xiao Wang, Xiangzhou Huang, Yanhua Yu, Haoyang Li, Mengdi
Zhang, Zirui Guo, and Wei Wu. [n. d.]. Intent-aware Recommendation via Disen-
tangled Graph Contrastive Learning. In Proceedings of the Thirty-Second Interna-
tional Joint Conference on Artificial Intelligence. 2343-2351.

Chuyuan Wei, Baojie Yuan, Chuanhao Hu, Jinzhe Li, Chang-Dong Wang, and
Mohsen Guizani. 2024. Knowledge-Aware Intent-Guided Contrastive Learning
for Next-basket Recommendation. IEEE Transactions on Emerging Topics in
Computational Intelligence (2024).

Lianghao Xia, Chao Huang, Yong Xu, and Jian Pei. 2022. Multi-behavior sequen-
tial recommendation with temporal graph transformer. IEEE Transactions on
Knowledge and Data Engineering 35, 6 (2022), 6099-6112.

Shuo Xiao, Jingtao Zhang, Chaogang Tang, and Zhenzhen Huang. 2025.
Frequency-Domain Disentanglement-Fusion and Dual Contrastive Learning
for Sequential Recommendation. In Proceedings of the 34th ACM International



SIGIR °26, July 20-24, 2026, Melbourne, VIC, Australia Zhiying Deng et al.

Yalin Yu, Enneng Yang, Guibing Guo, Linying Jiang, and Xingwei Wang. 2023.
Basket Representation Learning by Hypergraph Convolution on Repeated Items
for Next-basket Recommendation.. In IJCAL 2415-2422.

Shengzhe Zhang, Liyi Chen, Chao Wang, Shuangli Li, and Hui Xiong. 2024. Tem-

Conference on Information and Knowledge Management, CIKM. 3498-3508. [47
[44] Jiawei Yao and Juhua Hu. 2024. Dual-disentangled deep multiple clustering. In

Proceedings of the 2024 SIAM International Conference on Data Mining (SDM).

SIAM, 679-687. [48

[45] Haochao Ying, Fuzhen Zhuang, Fuzheng Zhang, Yanchi Liu, Guandong Xu, Xing poral graph contrastive learning for sequential recommendation. In Proceedings
Xie, Hui Xiong, and Jian Wu. 2018. Sequential Recommender System based on Hi- of the AAAI conference on artificial intelligence, Vol. 38. 9359-9367.
erarchical Attention Networks. In Proceedings of the Twenty-Seventh International [49] Sen Zhao, Wei Wei, Ding Zou, and Xianling Mao. 2022. Multi-view intent disen-
Joint Conference on Artificial Intelligence, I[JCAL 3926-3932. tangle graph networks for bundle recommendation. In Proceedings of the AAAI
[46] Feng Yu, Qiang Liu, Shu Wu, Liang Wang, and Tieniu Tan. 2016. A Dynamic conference on artificial intelligence, Vol. 36. 4379-4387.

Yangtao Zhou, Hua Chu, Qingshan Li, Jianan Li, Shuai Zhang, Feifei Zhu, Jingzhao

Recurrent Model for Next Basket Recommendation. In Proceedings of the 39th [50

International ACM SIGIR conference on Research and Development in Information
Retrieval, SIGIR. 729-732.

Hu, Lugiao Wang, and Wanqiang Yang. 2025. Dual-tower model with semantic
perception and timespan-coupled hypergraph for next-basket recommendation.
Neural Networks 184 (2025), 107001.



	Abstract
	1 Introduction
	2 Related Work
	3 Data Analysis
	4 Preliminary
	5 Methodology
	5.1 Habit Expert Modeling
	5.2 Exploration Expert Modeling
	5.3 Intent Fusion and Prediction
	5.4 Optimization Objective

	6 Experiments
	6.1 Experimental Setup
	6.2 Performance Comparison
	6.3 Ablation Study
	6.4 Analysis of Intent Alignment
	6.5 Impact of Pattern Mining Strategies
	6.6 Impact of Different Sequential Modeling Strategies
	6.7 Visualization of Latent Representation
	6.8 Parameter Sensitivity Study

	7 Conclusion
	Acknowledgments
	References

