%55 fHHHMER

feE bz, AT THERE RGN A ISR 43 81 B it 2 6 43 5] SR M e P 2 2 H R s 0t 45
TREOT M, NTIPRIEEE RS R & LS RE ) SRR AET . SR, A FI B 322 H AR "5
B, A HEAFHE

WA SR N AU R RF ARG, AR R R EA BT 0 B2 B Z0R NAEES . BIfEZerd
A Bl BRI T, e SR A UBLEE 3SR LTH 2 BT IR B R A R U g s BRI NS 2
ARSI, AUk BRI SEITEY  totfE LA AR LI 55 X TRERANA it A 2R o AL, 5 4 [Bl SRk
ZIa), Tolk g 5]\ 7 HHE (Pre-Ranking) [ Bt MIHERIROOMEST RAERIEE S IR HTHE & A AR 20
PR XS S B Tt 2D 0ok, AR i T B0 AR R RO, IMON SR Sk HES RS T SR

HILFER, BEEHER RGN BB HTE I N 2 HARUI, BLHES BU R H A ST sk s . ©
AU ELSE ARG . IO ERAERUROE . BRI, 2 BbrilG IR AESAREEEES . NI,
20 MRS 1 BP9 T DA R B AT AL DA HERE RS R BT NSRRI R . AN FG B R G RS R Y B AN
BSOS, AL 2 HbRal G S B LU HE S AL BESE N 25 o

51 AT AFERH

MR ERAE, MHHEBRA T ] SRR ), H IR STE N [ml 25 e T Est e S W2 HE T o
AEB BFR R EN A SR, FAEAS R 2 8H RN, WA A H P S RGIR 25
BARIXFNTT BB A R T MR IR SR 8 B, (o R AR S MR A 55 L R W i S B I it o AR B
WX 23 B A 35 0 i NS HERRRL . RSB IR L B RS, IE S RAREE R R Rl I, 52t
FHHE B 88 A TiE— 20 FE4R . FHHFSAIE R F S B0 . IHRRBCRE RN 3, 7RG
TR T 58 IR SR I S —FE IR 0108, AT ISE RIUASE T 48 22 800 H 2031

W TR SR R4 A, ML HRE A G 2 B AR Rl G 1 IR DT s IMAHETE RAEE T L H A s 3 (CTR ).
MEIHE (Watch Time) « fi#%3 (Like) . #Fi8% (Comment) . %% 38 (Share). #:{£3% (CVR) EZAHIR,
XL H bR SR A pxtr (Predictive eXpected Through Rate) o Hi /AN m] H AR B A HE 7 &5 RATAEAFAEZ T, T
ARG H PR RER— T 78, RIb# B 2 Brm &GS 2 B s g — 2R — P HESE

IR, 5 RGO TR EIE MO SS BARmIshaSZE . B, A7~ Mg KB, F-& vl RE s hno& i P ik
SRR s MAERDLALB B, WA REF NSV E AU GMV BT P 0. R, Toie R AR HRE 2k HE
BB, RGEENTRE RS RGN W EERE ST, Wit 3SR 8 H AR R 2 FL SRR, SCBUAREDE S5 H AR 2 7]
)-8 5 D048 o

B 7ol g5 HiRz ob, 7 R0 T2 2 P 5 SE LR i, AREARDL S ERNELIENE
GEE MBS, R 25N\ Quota 3l fRE SR #WTHLHIEF B, WIEHTESES AT A2
HUAS-F . EE ROk E, ARHERRZ O B AR I AERE 6220 1 PO 50 i 4B, TR MRIESR S 11K
(Candidate Set Optimization) (1) & H %, 73 125 P T DR EE e . A IS Sap HER Bt g — > it i
TR AL . — MDA 50 S e R 2 LA LM RRAE -

o HAREMMINE, RENEH S P BRI N2 ;

o HEGHMEIEIE, il R TR —NALAL

o HA—EMHEMNE, NHNAMKENEMREBEIZ

o W ETEAESE I FLIRENK,

ik, HHEA T ERAEA IR ERIRAR N, MEIEE ST TRt S8 iid e, LERREAR
AR IR SRR DA R M 2 RIS, e S HER BB RS A A 25 1) o AHHERS R A HE Ak 5
MBS AR B FORBATRAN AL, SR8 —B0E . 2 HARRE DU HE S A HE A% O o



5.2 AAHEAEA

FERF AR R R — R AR A

pCTR pEVR pLTR

A= SET

8 quota ]

_________________

[ AEHFRTRLER ]—~
t?%lﬂﬁ%] Redist=rE

5.1: HHHFSEER YRR AL P AR o

5.2 fAHFEEAY

FHHERAL (Pre-Ranking Model) S AHHEM BESAZ MY AR 43, H =BT [ BrR [ K5
LA BATPEPA k. £ L —BEhRITCAENAT, 2A B 32 B i sE THe S 1 4 55 50 H
[ [, ARIP BT A E] (Retrieve) ™, MRMRIAHETREE . S 2ARIMAE, — P #EKE
T AT BT MR e SR, X EEMEY) iR R ELE T P ARSI N 2, S AR S
BEGH B BRI N . IR EEAG 2 FBIEY MIE ARG HEER, AR E RIS E0E
LR F I TEXE LA L E5K o AL, AHHERT B B B 55 R X i R A T i — 20 i . BEHILT . MR
ERAE AT O 45 2B 400, 35 Sk HER Y REA I AT B A T BB IR A HR 8N 38 B8 13 Bt R fBde ¥ i

M ARG BRI B LR A AR SRR LR A5 HE P e o B 28— OKOUBE R IR B AE 55 - TR HERY
BURGE T WREeR e i BB N R SR HE, BRI ILA T R AR EEL R T, ST — IO
fifiife (Coarse-Grained Filtering) o Sf§HFEAIALL , FHHESIALEE 5 I I BE AN ™ AR A SEL AR Tk A RS
PSSR B HEAR IS SRACEU T 2R 5T e Y, TR HE T BERES AR5 AU HEFE TR 1 i 2 R 50 2240 . SR,
AL PR RAAI = TAEHER B AL, MBS T E IO SR 5 1 AR A A T A A o

U T B2 R FH AR R 2 SIS #E 2 (Two-Tower Model) , 155275 MESFIE iy B P35 (User
Tower) F1¥) ks (Item Tower) ZHA%, 43 AP MUAFAERIY) i N RFAESEA T4RAD , ASBIRR HY 1A BRI . el
BRSOV (Hednia &SR 95 P S i AR ICRC 740 BUSZ B KA T HH SR . |
TP s A0 it ) v AT DA B it B, I AR 2l B TR S A T ) A R A s USRI AT SE AT 7700 IR
B AR E S S TR A IR K .

BEEHERE RGN A, FHHERIR B0 B HARHE P o 2 HARHE? o BUAHETE RGEAEAE 75 2 [F I 00 A
##% (CTR). MAEHIS (Watch Time). &% (Like). 7Fi8% (Comment). F%&* (Share). #{% (CVR)
EZAMPAT N ER. I, FESLhr TR, AHHMSRLE R 2ok 2415524 2] (Multi-Task Learning) 224, iH
i 2 AMES I [ I AR TR] B ARG R pxte BUE, IR 2R 2 B FRRE S HR AR o

SR, FHHEERL R SRS B QWA BR S, R IARE NI 59 T /e R R . — 518, JH P RHES Y i
FHEAEIRIG I B T B R R S AR I R, DMRIEAEZRHE BRSO, R E AT A R R s R R
F— 7T, MHEY BRI (AR ORI DA N 28 S HOAA R TS HE B o IX (A M HESE Y B
SREL A B R TR RE ST, (H H TGS B oIk 1A 2R HESTRL A 7K

MIEFPR S B3, HHESR I EAGE SR B G, TR IBR IR R 0 HEERRAS LURAT A P i 8
PR MR BIEY T, HEHRE CEEAB N B, FHRSR R O BRI AT IRE i Zolk 55 fa b, 1M
SEAEARRTH R N R BB TR e T, N S HER B OR B SRR LA 25T
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53 -

*EHEpxtr
1l

AN
RPN

B 5.2: HHERR AOBOE 2 o

5.3 HER—EIERE

EIRRHEE AL REAS A ROE U IE SRR AR TS5, (BB CHER AU SR T I — M A (A E R (i S
F—E (Pipeline Inconsistency) . M\ RFHM A LKA, Alal. HHHRIEHES SRR RIS, I HAE A
VBN, A BTG . T2 W BOR R AR S IZRFREAR At B AR ARSI S5 AN 2 A0 IR, RS [ B
BOM T A" AT ZE o B, FHHRREE AT RS IO sah o, RS AR U [R] I D6 s e o
AN BahRRKIHEEME. EXFEN N, — D5 AERE A HE L R = 73, AP REd T
FEHER Y BE A 00 i 22 T AP T it o SRR G Im B PR iR H 3. (Funnel Effect) .

T HER RGOR B 2 IR R EE 1, BRI B B — IR T s AR A B R — T g ie ¥ it o — BARJUA
BACAHER Bt us, R S Sk HER B A SE SR B0 RE 77, hICE PR B R Bl B, B FlEsRR 2 )
HIA—E o BRI TR RIS I SUR B N T X — st ol AU T 4% — 3 (Consistency)
PRAL AR B — UM 100 B AR A AR TSR A B O HORE JE,  177 2 LM A R R AT REA% ) R ek 4k
R AR i o

— P UL T R R HESE SRR N SR (Teacher) , 1R Z%4% (Knowledge Distillation) [5] 5 2%
Ic*#: 2] (Cascade Learning) (175 2CYIZRAHHRRSEL o 520, W] LAASHE Top-K ¥ G A IEREAR, H4AE N Top-K
G120 AL I A SRE A, AT A HER L 7 STRE HE BB HE P IR SR e AR B IR A0 T
REHEASERL FR 25 2 2 HE i AR ) s, M PR AN B I E el B A B 1 5 PGB A HE R

H TR HEASTRL G 90 A B AR AE A R R B AR A SRR R T PRI R — B AR AR AL RE A 12 7 Ik L2k
BRAFI A A 2 A2 -

o PR HHE SREHEZ RIFHEF — Sk

o TR/ UG T A ER T IR A ER S

o FETHIE AR HEN B stk ey B A it i 5

o TEAMGHIIAELNIERITE I T 2 AR HERTIH o
Ik, B8 — BRI LR — B TV UM Ry 72— 98T, BERE— SIS R R R
WHEA Hbr. WA BB, —HMEIERE T KRG MR (System Metric) , TiH G H PR Ha3)
KN DA S SN JE Tk 5-46Fr (Business Metric) o W3 2 [0 AR —EHIFM, EFHARELEHE 1 A
ES T3
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54 #HE % B ArER b

AR C 2 RENS R S DURE HE I A )5 . RS TH— EPEfabm Bl SR AL AR S PR il IS R
ZEATRERA N — R REHEE 101 (Ranking Mimicry) “IRZS: MHEARBILOTREHE, TORSHEA SR RETI S & B3R T
B, AR SR 2B AR ASERR BRSO T P DI REAH RMEE 2 A R R HEF?
we RIS T IR — B DAk T SR Lo

PG JE A Tolk SR T4 i — BV E R B AR LB & A e o R — EE AT SR A H AR, T
LA —FERTHER B TR R SHRAK ) TRET B HIEREHES RZ LR, (AR RL0L5 Bir. £
FIAR DAL RE ST AR M (A RE

54 HHEZ BirmE

FEAHHE AL BEBE— SO DU H Al AR 58 Y J5 . RAIE 213 81 2 AR E H AR B A 7
MR, Flnf® (CTR). #4b3% (CVR). pi#% (LTR). ARUEAR (EVTR) LUK AR — SO AR i
(1) pxtr HEJF 3805 . SR, RIE pxtr Arst b HEF 25 A e B 2255 B0, DARGE 308 HArHEF 52011
SER RINRBREA R R S AL T AR o AR HE S 20 E5 R, R REMS B P E R K.
TFHEER G RL GNP — 58— HEF P, BTS2 A BRI 75— 8, F s h— e
HEF 8

Sagg = f(P1. D2, ,Pn) 5.1

Hr, py FoRAE BERAE R pxte FUME ., f(-) £n% BEs@E mEG
MHER RGN R IR, £ Birfa REED T E:
o FEFH (Value-Based) MJ@LA;
o 3 TJ¥ (Rank-Based) [W@l#:
o {HJF R4 (Hybrid Fusion) ;
o HENMLELE (Auto Fusion) .
T BIRX PR 2 H AR LS T T

541 ETFEMNME

FFH (Value-Based) PRl 715 BRI pxtr (S IH T, 2 Tl b b 2 i LB — 25 Bl e 7
o RIS FEOEORR, AT LA — 440 MRS SRS w2
54.1.1 ZEREE

TR s 2R AR 2 ZetEfl 4 (Linear Fusion) :

Sagg = W1Pctr + W2Pcor + -+ WnPcascade (52)

Hrr, wy FTIORXT R HARBIACE, i o T & a5 R AR Y .

LIRS BRI IEHAAE TR TAE B THRE. BN £ peer A, FTLMEMAETR 525 peor BUE,
AT AR THEEAC SR s B8 poee ACE, FTRIEIOA FFEE . BIELMERGAR R T, HE DRI e E
Tt PR AT B S B R

SR, SMER G WAPAE WEEE . BE, BHRRERBHRZEMIMER R f(a,b) = a+b; 1MITCIEZIE H
PRI PRE SRR, I petr X prer AAECFAY CTR B LTR BAME. U TR ZH 51N S W se A 7
DetrDitr~ DetrPevrs PlirPevtr TR EERR XIUMA RG22 H

FESEBR AR, XMW ) HE R (A3 FP N A - A R e B A -

HFA%] (Add Queue)
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54 AHE S B ARak b

HARFORAEBA AP A RS BTSSRI, TS Rl ad »

F— T, SAERE R T pxtr BYZEXTEUE R U BIN pevtr > Pemer ARURICRAEZ ETIFLHR
HA CT Ruyodera # CT Ruroders» BNEP MG HEFRESIAHAL . T ROMEREEEAIR . Hof i o0 A1 th m] REAF A4
KREF REFEUFANEERR, NMEIMHS A BEEHFHF AR, MEZ RSP EE G RR,
L h Rl 5 BT AL B — I ME LA Y R 2280 23 5

54.1.2 LS

N T BRSNS B SR, Tk RS5O T FiERE (Multiplicative Fusion) . i
b/ (I .
Sagg = | | (Bi + cipi)™ (5.3)
=1
HIEHIE AN
Sagg = (B1 + a1p1) " (B2 + aop2)? - (Bn + anpn) ™™ (5.4)

HEMERG AL, LA ENCEL N BARZ W R EZMEfE T, — il A B stk
=, TR B HE T 2 8. MATRERG T pi — 0 X SERRGRE T HIL, Fekfta RAEf
S, (Bottleneck Effect) , B T2 1 HARRIR ZIMLFHIN A KFIE AN GIGE LR EEAE
Bt Taylor T3 LA R WA B2l BA AR R e g TR iE .

542 ETFXAMME

BOAEETEI G T iR B A RGRIIFRIKRE ST, (HIHX pxtr (Y BARBUE 534 & UK. AR T Se sk &2
HEBLXFE R0 BB R 5, HEPRESISEbn BA PRI, (Hl T o & B2k, SEURA RS SR
PR, ML b A/B SLE U R 2 T

N T RS S SR, TR R T ETFHEFFX R (Rank-Based Fusion) HIRES AN . HE
D ERUE AR EBMAREUE, R REHETALE . B8 IS BRI THET -

Rank.y., Rankeyy, - -+ , Rank, (5.5)

SRE T FHHEF AL E A Rl A 7 50

e, (5.6)

Sqgg = W1 5—— + W + —_—
Rank., Rank.,, Rank,,
IXFRT AR B AL T HA T pxtr B EARBUETEE . AT A LASBHERE T ANEURR, U THE P I A
5, W R ARG EEE. EXb T RS, i JEREMN M, BATEH T REAR. flnE
PRETE A

\ﬂfﬁ-i

w;

Si=—v—
" Rank} +b

A
S; = w; (1 - (R‘X;ki) ) (5.8)

5.7

T RO

REOE A
Rank; Rank;

S; = w; (JQT D _ k2R 1>) (5.9)

LUK P TR HE e 322 =X
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54 AHE S B ARak b

A
S; = w; (1 _ (m) ) (5.10)

Hrfr, N SRIRGEEER/N, A kT A SE

Aik, 4l Rank @St /A7E B RakbE. T R THEF M, EL T UG pxu (IWEUAEF S, FICiE
HIAE Y 2 IR B BCE SR BIANHES 28 —R1E8 199 i T GBS U BT (scorer = 0.99, scorey = 0.98),
AT REAFAE R ZE 7 (scorey = 0.99, scorey = 0.50), {HAE Rank Gl & &l o gl M AH BB IXFME 2 AT
SRR AR R e e 2 I HE P UR

543 ETESFXANHME
AT EMNREBEE R SHETE R, T A& & B TEFfAE (Hybrid Fusion) 775, H—E
Sagg = f(pxtr, Rankpxtr) (511)
B0 DL FoR A -
Sagg = [(pxtr)g(Rankpy.) (5.12)

o, (o) ST Value (5 5, g(+) 75024 Rank (552 B, f (prtr) = log(1.0+patr), f(patr) = (B+a-patr)?,
g(Rankpery) = g 5 g(Rankpey) = 1— (B26)° . SORERERERS (RN I 0 AIRERIHZ S, SLRERS
ARFF Rank GG iR AV E BRI B AT TR RGEHCR T T AL R E AR & Bl 5 .

544 Ba{LRE 5 NHEMLL

BT Sl & TeIERG UME PG . A BB T ATiIRITHEF 25 (Hand-Crafted Fusion) ()
TElG. FERXFTET, % TR ZOABH RS 2P RES R, fin:

score = W1Pctr + W2Pcvr + W3Pevtr + *++ + WnPn (513)

g w, - we X n NS 8

n

score = H(BZ + a;p;)" (5.14)
i=1

I s - s ams Bryeos By 1,000 v IX 30 NS BifE, BIETRIMEEZ b A/B LIRS0 55 fabr s
. FHARENSEICE .

SR, BEEHER AU RIS N, S8R K. fn: 10 MHEFRT, DB 20 Fgi i
(B MSEHEHEGEE] 2010, MK LRI THS O LM 0 WM. Fit, DRG0 H 8
IR ETESE R G SEU . AR AR T 56 /2 RITH{E{L (Bayesian Optimization) [4].

MIETE RS RE, £ HisfG S8 A EE— 1Bt (Black-Box Optimization) [ilfil. 5%
BB N:

w = (wy,wa, -+, W) (5.15)

MFAEE—HSE, WL RS 55
score = f(w, pxtr) (5.16)

a5, FRATAT AR B AR TIEA, , BIANAT LA AU Cticks AUC potiow S5 H T RUASHRAEXS B7 H BS ZeFR TR o
NG, AT 0] LIiE2E & HbReh g, Hp:
Target = AUCepic, + AUClpopiow + - - - (5.17)

i
Target = M AU Copick + A2 AU Cotiow + - - (5.18)
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54 #HE % B ArER b

R H RN
w* = arg max Target(w) (5.19)
w

RXFEAL L T A MR S HAC A SR B R H b s B TO R i 20, TR W]
BEARM S AR BEUOEA BARR S  le RIL, RGE TR T R RO T IR E LA LR o DU AL &
I T R TR A ) -

x* =arg max f(z) (5.20)

Hey f(z) AARRBEAREE, A NSEIERSA, SR f(2) BN .
DU AL A2 O S A AT LIS 9 -

AR — AR RBRA MR BAFRE, FARZEREFEERE. &

U, DU A AL, RIACIEHERY (Surrogate Model) FISEER R (Acquisition Func-
tion) . (CHRAERY BT AN H AR BRI T . Tolk R Z B ARFR AR 5 ik 72 (Gaussian Process, GP) [3,
8, 111 B ELHMME:

D = (z;, f(2:))f, (5.21)
BT R
BIME A PR A _E R REUE RIS S AT o X T RSSO0 o AR DU S 30T, 7T LIS 3
f(@)|D ~ N(pn(z),00(x)) (5.23)
b g, (2) RTINS, on(2) FRTRMATEM . AR S (L BEAS TN 24 BT 250414 T REFRAE [k
%5, REITAETINSE SR AT 5. Xt 52 DURHHRO0 A X BI5GB 1] DA AR ) B e

{UA AR REASJE ASE AL o BRUAFRATEIE I A2
TRz 2 A AR
X R SRR ST (Acquisition Function) PexE. SRR AT EAE PR H bR [RI3Ef7Ffff: Exploration (¥£#%) 5 Ex-
ploitation (FIfH). FIFHEMEM LAY ATEREMISE I, MIRRERER A e R E A

X3
TR R R R R — RG4S (Expected Improvement, EI) . 5 MY HTHAL(E :

fr= max fx) (5.24)
M EIL 5§ LA
El(r) = Emax(f(z) — f,,0)] (5.25)
HE& @SR RA T REE YRR M SRS EUT. I T —ICREE RN
Tpy1 = argmax ET(x) (5.26)
g b, WHEr e e a iy se BT =02
GP+ EI (5.27)

IR P URE (ErSLRw il B O R (SN P ek
SR, A2 TR RS, SR AR S . fIn:

W = (wlana"' ,’LUso) (528)
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5.5 % B AFak&ALA 5 A7

B ST R e Ze ot . R, RS Tl &2 %454 2% F Tree-structured Parzen Estimator (TPE) [10]
A& GP. TPE [AIFEfE T DI B iiCHEZE , (B E AT B P(ylo) /2L P(xly), MITTREMS 47 HiAL
S ESRZS . HEp) 28BS EU I HEZE Optuna B SE FHAGE 2 TPE B3k, RIS RSk bn LRE
WL IRZFTIER 527, KRB SEIETIFIE GP, 124 T TPE 1Y DU B A HE SR .

LR R, WA E A E A S ECE R B — &85> Bln: HEF S8 AEIASIS50. ikt
HHESHL BERAESEEE . HEF RS RIS 1 S25e 2551 (wy, reward;) FFAIH DU A BE I R
BN SG . BEHEREEHSENLE N A R% ERAITIIE. BRmPEan FES.3fR:

Step 1
/ A EHES \
Step 7 BEIHAES I ER 7 SESEG iR Step 2
Step 6 A/BEEGiREXreward HaER IR AY Step 3
Step 5 HEET—ESH THERERE Step 4

\

5.3: R Geh DU A AR

MAT &, DI e R i A2 -

S AT A ST A Y 69 2 B R SR B) AT AR AR 69 HE B A4

B, DU © 2 O IRAHERE R Z RIS 2 HiRah & Ry A TR — B 7 DUH i
FTEZ AN, 3 JUAE Dl S R 4Pt iz & @ 1 7 Cross-Entropy Method (CEM). Learning-to-Fuse. End-to-End
Ranking. 5847 2JHEF 56 HAIMEHE T HOR o IXEETTE AR R A SHAU R, e B R HET SR A S . 8
KRNBANGAE T —FRGHIEER AR 55245 AT 55 b " itk — 25 R T

55 ZBEIRBEHLHEI S

FERT—Tr, A4 TS Bt e AR5 T WAL RS e Hrp, MRS ZI AR INE R
7 (Additive Fusion) 53fei% 23 (Multiplicative Fusion) PFHE. IR AAHRREAS S Z A~ HARHI A& HE
e ARENTR TR R BORY i AR AR 22 e A RRAG 7 AU S A 4R bz it— 2
WS- G A AR LR S A AR I kg . R, B ImMEA A SFRIE LT FIHERFE LS, Xkt
B Z H U BA EEE L.

N TET A, BBEERTIUA KR (CTR) 5§46 (CVR) WAHinZ 5, WA A LR :

score = w1Petr + WaPeur (5.29)

B A B T A BT PAFE N -
score = p2,pl,, (5.30)

AR5 IR = MEEE Tteme % w1 = we = 1, WEH scorea = scorep = scorec = 1.00 FENIEAZ
T, A, B. C =1 item B E5E 2 HE » TAEFIENZT, scoreq = 0.09, scoreg = 0.25, scorec = 0.09, 1]
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5.5 % B AFak&ALA 5 A7

PAKR IR B iXA~ item [ E0E A -
7 5.1 ZHRAMAHET ety cvr Rl

Item  petr  Peor

A 09 0.1
B 05 05
C 0.1 09

M BB B0 DS —MEREER IR A A FaE R H T A E AR B i A . 12
g G, AER AR e, MERBERER K, MRS IERESNRERT. R,
IR A G RELAE B — AR BRI R AR M HE K5 ek e, 81 Hind(#=
BENARRLG . B, A2 HARRN R R NA, ARSI HE P A B O 7T EEAR, 314
A LA B RN R YA A S -

o MMEAKTEmUF ML, FVFREALEER R ;

o FRILEANXEMUF 7NIAIUNL A", EREZ ALK e o
Ak, X ERGE T R AR N B AR ARIE 2 P RSN B, TR iz A
JSGRIE A IR R S B e BT B Y5 NI DS o

AT LA petr T peor IXPID B FRIREEAH], T ES. 425 BIE T IE AXFIE AKX Y EEL . Y perr+
Pevr = LIS, FEME RN ZES AP ABRMA AL, MATGE AN petrpeor = 1 AREBLL—BIEN
(1.0,1.0) BT BRILZAM. 5 petr + Pevr = ¢ B petrPeor = ¢ A ¢ = 0.5 B, FENITE AT peer F peor
BUE R KAEN 0.5, RZAEFGEARA perr T pevr BIE/MEN 0.5, HIHM—"MEHRER 1.0 A EIH 24
ALV, ZE s 230 R BUB R BUEIZ N T AGE 2 20T A R YU (Rwr LUR I AER ZIAR TR
AIEPRT, SRk s O TR E R R BUE R/ NESROE B Y o

R, BAT It aT LA (0.9,0.1) 5 (0.99, 0.01) ;X AEINE AR N SFIE LT RYBUE e #EATXTEE. FEIN
BAAT P RE—FEEE L, MRIAAAT (0.99,0.01) FrefFHEAENRAL 0o X B IFE LA T 5
AR A AR S BB A AR SR AT, XU IR A R ARSI R (Bottleneck Effect) .

10 MERAR petr + Pevr = € 10 FERR PetrPevr = €
. X T
A — B per + Per=0.5 — B popar=05
=== Pctr + Pevr=1.0 PetrPevr=0.0099
£1(0.99.0.01) === PctrPevr = 0.0900
~ ® %2(090.0.10) #1(0.99.0.01)
081 S 081 ® 52(090,010)
\\
0.6 1 NS 0.6 4
N
N
3
Q Q
N
0.4 s 0.4
N
N
N
0.2 S 0.2+ -~
SNooo | Tl
S
. Rt TR
\\
0.0 : - T : 0.0 : : T T
0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
P P

54: B A EHIE L NFELRT .

BRI A, SFeidi A2 Un] LA OB AT B R B 2 20, i pxtr BBUER 7 X4, 1 patr € [0, 1], 3X
PO R 5, KRR AR [0, 1] KN B EZE e XL RERFRE, RN, 2 206 CTR
T CVR VEAFRIL I FAH G, TTARINEARA G FOVKFENTIE AR AERS, Bl 5
% CTR 1 CVR #m i dh, 1A 2 CTR Ik CVR 5 5 CVR {Ik CTR (Y4 b
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5.5 % A ARRk&HUHE 2 AT

BEGEAE, MR RE SIEE A A HITERI T -

Hn|

ik kA —FrAMEA (Compensatory) HEFHUE], & B AFT AAMEIK B AR; mREmRRES 2 —FFERY R

7 (Bottleneck-Constrained) HE5 AL, HEAT—A B AF KA A B E MK RLT D &
ERTEIAS R, BB FE AR T ER petrpeor XFHE T BRIV MR AHERE REH,

AR/ R A EIRE A TRE AR, B TT, (B 4 api)™ .

AT LA LR B DR AT e S —FEOLE B = 0, X EHEBCA W B, B afeih AR T K113k
I, HAE AR 55 = (qups) ™, IXIMERE SRS —RF, Sk AU AR U e 1M
BEAEmED 6 K, BOREAXSBEEETINAELRX, WHESSHR. Y4B =0F0=1K, BPREN
XAV G 2Nt 2, T 6 = 10 i, BEPFEAXIMEL O AT EL 7, ALk s
AL MXST (0.9,0.1) 5 (0.5,0.5) (EAFHBUE, £ 8 =0H1 8 = 1 LA AXABEZERRK, 1M 8 = 10
N, ek A=Y HUE SN 110.09 F1 110.25, JLFRA A7

B=0 B=1 B=10
1.0 1.0

\ —— (B+x)(B+y)=0.0900

\ — (B+x)(B+y)=2.0900 N\ —— (B+x)(B+y)=110.0900
== (B+x)(B+y)=22500 X == (B+X)(B+y)=110.2500
N

\ == (B+x)(B+y)=02500

0.8 0.84

0.6+ 0.6

S
~_(0.50,0.50)
LN

0.4 0.4

024 0.24

.10)

0.0 T T T T 0.0 T T T T 0.0 T T T T
0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 0.0 02 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

5.5: etk ST RELI B KT,

BT A A 2T LA S EUE S BURIT - BARREMSHY B AT EDW B Ik 2 USRS A =, (2
IRTCTEARRE— > BN D 1 ) 7 -

I AT ZR AR LFGE AN, AERLEE I T 2B RS AR T
N T & IX AL, T TR AL Taylor JRITHY A REE— L 0 ) SORIE A A 25 s

Score = H(ﬁz + a;p;) (5.31)
i=1
¥ Bi $2H . .
Q;Pi
Score = ;E[lﬂl ;l;[l <1 + 5, ) (5.32)
TE S .
Const =[] 8i (5.33)
i=1
LK :
@ = O‘g’i (5.34)
IESE .
Score = Const H(l + x;) (5.35)
i=1
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% B AT gk S HLH 2 AT

Mn =3 Hf:
3
[T +z) = +20) @+ 22)(1 +3)
i=1
=1+ (xl + x9 + l‘g) (5.36)
+ (129 + 2123 + T2T3)
+ T1T2X3
— RN s T
Q;ip; azajplp] QPP Pk
Score = Const |1+ + .- (5.37)
Z— ; Bzﬁj <Z<k ﬁ’L/BJ/Bk
Hrp:
o — IR I 2R HIA SR A 5
o IOt H AR [R] P I R R A
o =N =~ H AR [F] IE TS I B PR R 2 il 5
o FHEIMIUN N BEE AL HIRL HK R
2 B > a;p; BT,
2= gf <1 (5.38)
RN TGS /N
z;x; = o(x;) (5.39)
iz, = o(x;) (5.40)

Al 2z — Oy aixjor — 0o [RIAT DAZIIE — B A2 LA b sl ai .

Score =~ Const (1 + Z sz) (5.41)

IR
Score = Const + Z W;P; (5.42)
Fof:
Q;
= Const - ﬁi (5.43)

ATLAR B, MRk AR AL A B, B — oo B, FEihmh & B ka8 — 0
B, B A B e S A, AR B SR IE 22 H bR E TS 1 A
AR T e E R AL
i N AR PR T IEA KA L
MEEZELERY BB, | SORTE A ELRR AT LA Eh -
ML + SR BN (5.44)

Hep:
o —WITE T 4% bR BRI
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5.6 #8HE % Quota 4% 5 & B

o B WU H AR A MR A 5
o B IUHIAR = H AR [ 0TS I B AR SN il 5
o BRI IUNIEE— 25 2 W & 2 2 H bR PR 2% R o
Bk, el A TTIET NI IFEASE ] SR RSt T2 AR IR HrEBLE] (Synergy Mechanism) o =i 52
B eE, AEAE TRE 2 HARERCTH N s S s BRSSO S i S IR .
FENR, NI — MRy XSRS . % & Score = (6 + ap)?, BUEA1E:
log score = vylog(B + ap) (5.45)

Moy > 1, EAFEARRE— RO, Flin, 0.8% =0.64, 0.22 =0.04, —FHZEEETERA. Fib, FATATLAMS
AR gEie, Hil:

SHH 6 R IR, REARBEKRY v 2R KIFN R EFRSE, HAZTH—FTASHA
&

M0 <y <1, 0.8°°5=0.894, 0.20° = 0.447, A/ WIRESTSENMTZE. ity A&
st S A A BEIEFEE (Traffic Sharpness)
&, OIMWEENRASEIMELARXSTREAX. ZERDHR:

Il

Score = (f1 + c1p1) (B2 + aap2) (5.46)
X p1 KA AT LAKER - o5
S o (B + azpa) (5.47)
P1

Bl pr B EEENEARHT po IR/ e 2 po BERIY, asar'%p(;re WA L
— BRI, A BARRR M E S

XA T HARZ AR IE I HRE - (Positive Synergy) o 11X T IR G -

Score = wipy + waps (5.48)

Dcore — yy, | DScore — y,  BRIFIALON AL, R AR IIO0IST . RAE(E R RIS
5 LR, RS STERA IR R AR YA E R, TRRE T R AR . ik
AR b FIAMEEL (Compensatory) HEFFHUSL. /NI F A2 IFGULHST . 8 FARATEAMEAEH bR, (FILE
BHPE RN A, Teki A AT R EIHSRE (Synergistic) HERFHLEL. bR [l 500 5 FLI
PR R, A BRGSO B2 B A AR, B BN T £ H R R R TSR p 2
T SEBAEEATT | XTI AR EA3 T — 2 AT B IS 0 et 12
o i B BN, BN EIN S P B FbRE
o % B BKRT, FHMAE IR BB BMON L i
oy TUE— A I 5t 4 U LB S0 25 26 B
I, TS RBT SRS AS A A o 5 D R 3.2 ) S8 — I U451 PO B, A
TTSEHUR P AR A (85 82 A5 2 B B A AL

5.6 fHHES Quota JFIZ 5T
FESERHEBIRAT 40 % AR LR BB — SO P 2R . RAEH B4R T — kIR 4 4

ffgidetime SR, FHHEOT B TARFF ARG R . mTHEE RGN TR ERMRE, BT EHN LS. &
At FAR ARG R RIS e 20 g AT e AR A2 A Y o A2 Tl e R et R B i
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w

5.6 #LHE4 Quota 4= 5 # T

b EUREE ST (Candidate Set Control) FHATT . Hrfip 2 — R E AR Quota JFZ (Quota Control).
{55t (Guarantee) LI W (Truncation).

5.6.1 F8HE Quota iz

BT PREE—A )@, Jp:

HLBERE e A A+ £ F % Quota FIE LA 2

BUEAE— A BRI R G, HEra W LRz B, R BRI, [ e, .
E A TR IR ST A IRHET 2 80 1% TopK (score), M EZARESE AT REA AR H [F]— MEdkit .

it :

7% 5.2: JC Quota ZH R IR EE N o
FHEID 5 Score

A Werk 0.98
B TExk 0.96
C Wexk 095
D ek 0.94
E Wexk 0.93

FRIRERS 2rP Y S5 AR RN 548 _E AT BB R SR . (B RIIRE AR SR — RIS, B0 25 R
e B ERRTCEARIFIOE RN AR AL LU GRS R G5 . THEEERER =D, T EEAR
LI DT REMIA BT, R RIS B i 5 RN RSN ATEAS . Tt i e A Hek i
ERREED . IS KA E RO THERURE , PEM SBINAMATIEZES, AP NEN-FE LSRR,

XTI S . BIR AU UBGE 1 I = T BRIk gs . (B SREE: RS RAAR, Bil
W RE A B (duration) YRR (KRAUBEENA) BB TRENA U Z52. RIS, FRIESE
IR WSS . KRIERE, XA GRS AR LR, 3w REBCE P X 15 AR
AT B I, TSN P AR BRI

Rl A TR RGeS AERHE BS I\ Quota ML, XEANF AR, AT AR gt
fricgatl, DOMEpoRE e R BRI S HEE, B ARG B W RN, RS 3PN,
W Bt EAEGRIEHE e B[R] 2 Quota 273

%% 5.3: 754 Quota il & .
firide fic &

TP ERR 40%
BORERRE 30%
R B 20%

Wit 10%

N IFATZE RN BE Quota JAE 7R o
B e 275 Bk i 100 M. Quota FLEANT :

Quotagame = 40 (5.49)
Quotacntertainment = 30 (5.50)
Quotaccommerce = 20 (5.51)
Quotaye, = 10 (5.52)

R R ST A

66



5.6 #8HE % Quota 4% 5 & B

1R8G 5.1: H1HES) quota JAIZHLI O (LAT

# SHAVFERE
candidates = retrieve()
# HAMA T % N potr
for item in candidates:

item.pctr = ctr_model.predict(item)

item.pcvr = cvr_model.predict(item)

item.pltr = ltr_model.predict(item)
# % EAvEk e
for item in candidates:

item.score = 0.5 * item.pctr + 0.3 * item.pcvr + 0.2 * item.pltr

# 4% 45 HLN A R O E

game_pool = [x for x in candidates if x.category == "game"]
ent_pool = [x for x in candidates if x.category == "entertainment"]
ecom_pool = [x for x in candidates if x.category == "ecommerce"]

new_anchor_pool = [x for x in candidates if x.is_new_anchor]

# &/ NPool ¥ HE /7

game_pool.sort (key=lambda x:x.score, reverse=True)
ent_pool.sort(key=lambda x:x.score, reverse=True)
ecom_pool.sort(key=lambda x:x.score, reverse=True)

new_anchor_pool.sort (key=lambda x:x.score, reverse=True)

# Quotads il

result = []
result.extend(game_pool[:40])
result.extend(ent_pool[:30])
result.extend(ecom_pool[:20])
result.extend(new_anchor_pool[:10])
# RAGEHKE

candidate_set = result

RABIEGEN -
CandidateSet = UTopKi (5.53)
M PRAEAN [ 2 N R HBRE A8 1E N 5 BAE HERT B o
i X FPE E Quota FY SRBEAILHI SLEUAL SR AR F (a1 51, AHAAAE RAG IR B2 1 TRl#e 3] et 80 B2 ¥l ek 1 P
P(Game|User) = 0.9, SR ARSI E 40% B Quota WAKEA G Ht, Tl FHERE R4
rhh 2 5 I N EE B ZhAS Quota 1 123 5K -

Quota; = f(User,Context, BusinessGoal) (5.54)

Bt -
Quotagame = 50% (5.55)
QUOtaecommerce = 10% (556)

ISR T R 25 o
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5.7 AR & R K AHAL

BE—D M, 2B RG A SR o S BUAEZRAAL T3 k5 2 BRI Quota 43 BC S :
7(s) = Quota (5.57)
AR Sl 5 A8 PR SIS T R L A5 o

5.6.2 tHHHRZEWH

BT Quota 2 4b, RGO TR ZLH AR it (Guarantee) » 1701
o HEREAI:
o HrtlA R

o T pREL:
o TN PR
— b AT ER ST T
FExposure; < Target; (5.58)
R
Score; = Score; + A (5.59)

Hr A FORRIRAMEI 55— R NGEAE Quota JZ H ELEEAR B FUEMGHAIE o F AN e HE R 240 H Y e £
Top100 A LI 5% F3 R 257% FE S HT N 2 o

5.6.3 FRHEEHETHLH

5E % Quota FIfR 1R J5, RGUHE AT L/ TN (Truncation) o {5154 [FIFT B[] 5000 Mk FHHEH
Bt 300 ~ 500 Mk N7 ERAT
TopK (CandidateSet) (5.60)

OB Bl K=300. HRTHIE00 H RO EAE : EEE AR AR, 1R Rt FARHERE R ST AR
JEIRSF . R TASHES R I LU HEE A=, [RGB BN SRR T R (AR R RE R A B ZE A

SMAKAE . Quotay fRE LN AT ILE MY 1 ALHER B e B B R AL B R . AT TRAIE T I EEAM LR 35 4K
S, RIS s 2RI A SZR, S HEN BRI E BRI -

5.7 MHHHzEEE SR

MARGHARE . HLHEN BELEMAL I SIE A2 B (Ttem) T2 MEIELR S (Candidate Set) .
FGEHE FPASRL S R P 2 -

P(click | user, item) (5.61)

RIFIEN PR R — B o SRIMTXT TR BO & . B DSR4 R R4 R, 12
FEHF AR SR DA i et — HER ORIk . N JE SR HEN BR Bt 2 A B P 2R =5 ] o
PRI AELHER B B SR A TRl e _E 2 -
P(Value | CandidateSet) (5.62)

BV A A S TS BB LR SR I B TR, . SR . TR AR 5 202 2 TSR e MK
fRERT HIHEORIL AR L8 T— R4 40 AL (Candidate Set Optimization) [, Tiil-F45 5 LAY 204 i
HE P

EE S G BRI P 2B A5 B (Interest Coverage) o BRI WA A T F

o TEIRNZE: 40%
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5.7 HLHEME % 4R 4R S04

o JEERNZ: 30%
o JIHAZ: 20%
o RIHEAZ: 10%
A B A ROk A IERRA A, AR 2 BRI L P AR LA B B BN e, (B BR B UBEEE T  E
2[RI, R TR RTINS [N e SR i 7 B AL -
Coverage(Candidate Set) — max (5.63)

M ERAEF 7 2246807 RS BE NS S P I Bt Tl U IO 45 . Z AR S Quota FC ATl
K HPRIERIG S BRI A 2R . XL ERY AR AR AR T SEn T P 4l s [ R AL S5 RE 7T -
Brubz b, Sehr ol RGerh i = M T i
Topl0 74wk B AR P U s R 2

R IR L A Z5 ) IO 3 BCETAR e, (BB EE N0 s B TRl A o X PRI G i 4 F% 24 © Candidate Concentration, R[)
G RREE L . TR EREN EEP TR RN, DI FUEE SIS, Flan:

Similarity(C;, C;) < T (5.64)
o

Count(Category;) < K (5.65)

Hrp Similarity R NAMLE, 7 2R AR KRHIVZEIE, K RRHEENE RN R R
W M R IR TR R, AT LA RS0 O J5 S HE P W B N SR B et o
FERHHERE SR 0 SRS AR AR 242 HR TN 40 B L -
Candidate Set = TopK (score) (5.66)

XFPUDA AR, MIFTAE . Bl IR BANA L RERS RS . KN Ao REQIEE RS
s BINAR A BRI P DGR R BET F B M RGP N U IR S o IR, AE TV R, 3K
I = A fpEE A —E L BIRR R, B

Candidate Set = (1 — €)TopK + eExplore (5.67)

Hrite=5% ~ 20%, RENBBEHFRKBFNE Frif. KEASS. SRR LRI 5L
it Z A AT VA

ISR MHLHFRY £ FE AT %, ARG AR K 2 5% ] Point-wise AT o X THEAR (u,i):

Lyoint = CrossEntropy(y,9) (5.68)
IR A T AT R A o IXFOT S T AN RS Rk, B

pointwise loss FA A £ ANKE K Z 8 & 2k Sk 5 69, B T Lo JF 3E4T loss it A 5 A,

SRITAE B S sy, AU SR A B i AN NI AFAE R o BTN A 1 N 22 5 BEAR A AR ] B e B, 22
AR RE RN LS, — DA NS 2 A N AR LS. B, Bkl Z 19 Tl gk
et FGFFII A Context-Aware (T ELEMIHFBIA, AT (Lis) sS4 (Se) AT MRS
feig i

& Loss JZ21H1, FATAT LISRHA] List-wise i AR R MRIETEN

L= {iy,ig, - ,in} (5.69)
TR B ARAE A
P(L|u) (5.70)
A2
| J RG] (5.71)
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5.8 Ak

WIS AR R e ) BEAM s S O 1 FH P (B Dk B9 List-wise fi4k H bR 6145 - ListNet [2]. ListMLE
[12]. LambdaRank [1]. Soft-NDCG [7, 91 %, ML HbR L&, Ttem — List TG AT 0 O F 1L S BRI
L MEERADYR U . BIA List-wise TLARENS MYISRAE A TICN . AB A IRAEAE— A :

AT L2 — G (Set), MAVZE/ T (Sequence) .

TERHER B {1, 42,43} 51 {is, 42,41} SEPR EERORAGR R — Mk fE G I, IR BeRBZ BT IR %
H Set-wise @A 7. HEAREE N
P(Value|Set) (5.72)

RV E T B M G B T o IR T7 12 S SRABIY 3l 12 -
f@, @2, wn) = f(Tr), Ta@)s s Ta(n)) (5.73)
Hrpm OREEHES o Heh) s DU T4 AT AU
BTV ER G T %, Ll Set Transformer[6]. Deep Sets [13] S48 & 11X —Jy 1Al JXEET7I5RENS WA A%
PR TR Z R ELOR &R, Bl ARG AR K H M duration 73 P4ERETEIE I, 4
RNAE IR B LS Point-wise &8, HERF SN B B i A BT A bR T Z B2
AEE RGN B R AR 5T Set Transformer. SEEE R AL AR EE T AR & A HROUIL T7
2 B AR LB T E A/ 4
W THHECTE R R i R P i, I AP e bn th SR B2 = I febr s
| Relevant N CandidateSet|
| Relevant|

AT e SaE Hew I A A A2 RO HE R B o BRICZAL, B2 REE. R, RRF. ARCGHEL.
F P RO RS e br . X e bRk A AT R SR R A B LRI s il Mk, WS EMANRE, K
ITATLAMS I T &5, A

M HER AL 89 2 4 o HE 5 (Item Ranking); LHEHAL 69 2 1% i £ 4 (Candidate Set). s

HHEG B O B AN BB B R A2, TR R A SHIRZR N — AR 2k
WRELUOI 55 2R m Pt bR & o FUAT B ERA S R TERT . SRS A A L2 A rh ik H
B R P TR A . B, REAE SRR DU NG HEBE RO B i, EREE SRS ARAL I £ R
BT E R HERST BRI — NS T e R A o

RecallOK = (5.74)

5.8 RE/NLE

ARELN TN T B RGO TP RO HRS S AR DT B A G, BRI A7 ZOHLHE
BEHRTIX— AR &, AT TAEMH R A S LR T, HE47 RGO T A A B ShsHEZ [R5 A HEN
Bro AHHFRIRZOHSTIHFARE BTN A P 6 B i SR TR AEAT PRI SRR T, XA [l a5 R g T bk
e, 0 R LA HERT BUR R e & o

B, FATTMHHERCR ) AR EE AL, AR 28 T AHHE AR i — SR 22 ARG LASORHE
ALTREESCHEEATT o Forr, HIHEEAR GOS0 g1 it BEA T BRIBS T 70 s i — SO RTRLIE L 27 5] TR R HES A Y
HEFPR Y . S BRI — Bk 2 FARRR SRR IINRE 22 AR FHARXS RZEY pxtr S8 Wb 21 [m] —HEF 25 1)
T AL AR 3E— 20 52 ik Quota P12 PR SHEME LA K g1 SEAS T 35 T REAL AL 1.

AL Hbrmt G iy, ATRGEE 7 T W 2 A el e 7k, WidEME . Fila. Eras
K ARG AT BRI L [N, FRATNECAE S0 LA 1INkl & S5l G PR WAL S 7
X FREE R ERITEN 1) SGR%E 2 AR B A WU R e R E Bt ES N2 B HARSCH I 25, I
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5.9 A% ik

filRE 7 SIS RS R TR 2 AR N AN SN s, FATENG T ET WL B st 2 EdE R
Jrig, ATFEREERBA TAR AR R k.

FEAHHE R AL BEER 7y, FRATRE— 418 1 Quota {2 PR SR LA K g SEA N 5 TR Sk Al I XA
[l AT oMb 55y R B g T B ], R ARG RERSAE P RS R AL B AR LA R AR AR S TR US4
I G s St FEER P T I — R N2

e, WATNEERH RGO TR H N OSSR B AR SHHE BOSTE AP sl AR A
HEB B ELEARAL A G R MR IESE AR (Candidate Set) . [E|Zeix—HIR, AR THEBEEMRMA SRR
HEMAM RGNS, I8 T M Point-wise %] List-wise, FF£| Set-wise [1J A 5 ILHET,
AL ZS 43 1 Set Transformer. Deep Sets SEEEG M %, O JESLm T HHHER B R AT 18 B Re Al

SR ALHMSHROR I A B SRS HER R, AT AR A IR R S Hs— A AR
KA ZFE RS 2R s e ik e 5 o S U S HHERT BEREMS SR B WS U0 I AL SR, TR 25K
AR A A B2 AR ECIE 2 SR A A e T A PR AR 2R A AR e 28 T A RS
B, FFERIHERHEY BUSHHEN B e H AR SRS DL AT B ZER SR
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