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Activity-aware Human Mobility Prediction with
Hierarchical Graph Attention Recurrent Network

Yihong Tang*, Junlin He*, Zhan Zhao†

Abstract—Human mobility prediction is a fundamental task
essential for various applications in urban planning, location-
based services and intelligent transportation systems. Existing
methods often ignore activity information crucial for reasoning
human preferences and routines, or adopt a simplified represen-
tation of the dependencies between time, activities and locations.
To address these issues, we present Hierarchical Graph Attention
Recurrent Network (HGARN) for human mobility prediction.
Specifically, we construct a hierarchical graph based on past mo-
bility records and employ a Hierarchical Graph Attention Module
to capture complex time-activity-location dependencies. This way,
HGARN can learn representations with rich human travel seman-
tics to model user preferences at the global level. We also propose
a model-agnostic history-enhanced confidence (MAHEC) label to
incorporate each user’s individual-level preferences. Finally, we
introduce a Temporal Module, which employs recurrent structures
to jointly predict users’ next activities and their associated
locations, with the former used as an auxiliary task to enhance the
latter prediction. For model evaluation, we test the performance
of HGARN against existing state-of-the-art methods in both the
recurring (i.e., returning to a previously visited location) and
explorative (i.e., visiting a new location) settings. Overall, HGARN
outperforms other baselines significantly in all settings based
on two real-world human mobility data benchmarks. These
findings confirm the important role that human activities play in
determining mobility decisions, illustrating the need to develop
activity-aware intelligent transportation systems. Source codes of
this study are available at https://github.com/YihongT/HGARN.

Index Terms—human mobility, next location prediction,
location-based services, graph neural networks, activity-based
modeling

I. INTRODUCTION

Human mobility is critical for various downstream appli-
cations such as urban planning, location-based services and
intelligent transportation systems. The ability to model and
accurately predict future human mobility can inform impor-
tant public policy decisions for managing traffic congestion,
promoting social integration, and maximizing productivity [1].
Central to human mobility modeling is the problem of next
location prediction, i.e., predicting where an individual is
going next, which has received great attention in research
and practices. On the one hand, the increasing prevalence
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Figure 1: An illustration of two human mobility trajectories.
Activities are essential in affecting human travel decisions.

of mobile devices and popularity of location-based social
networks (LBSNs) provide unprecedented data sources for
mining individual-level mobility traces and preferences [2].
On the other hand, the advancement of AI and machine
learning offers a plethora of analytical tools for modeling
human mobility. These innovations greatly enhance human
mobility modeling in the past decade, especially for the next
location prediction.

While traditional approaches to human mobility analysis
typically used Markov Chains (MC) [3, 4, 5] to model
transition patterns over location sequences, recurrent neural
networks (RNN) [6] demonstrated superior predictive perfor-
mance, including pioneering works that employed recurrent
structures to model temporal periodicity [7] and spatial regu-
larity [8]. Due to the great success of the TRANSFORMER ar-
chitecture [9], the attention mechanism has also been adopted
to model sequences and obtain competitive prediction results
[10, 11]. In recent years, graph-based approaches leveraged
graph representation learning [12, 13] and graph neural net-
works (GNNs) [14] to model user preferences [15] and spatial-
temporal relationships [16] between locations, obtaining rich
representations [17, 18] to improve the performance of next
location prediction. However, most existing studies focus
on predicting human mobility based on individual location
sequences, overlooking the integral interplay between activity
participation and location visitation behaviors. Classic travel
behavior theories suggest that an individual’s travel decisions
are determined by the need to participate in activities taking
place at different locations and scheduled at different time of
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day [19]. Given that human activity data is becoming increas-
ingly accessible and most location visits can be characterized
by only a small number of activity categories, incorporating
these activity dynamics into human mobility modeling offers a
behaviorally insightful and computationally efficient approach.

Figure 1 shows several human mobility trajectories reflect-
ing time-activity-location dependencies. For example, when
the time is approaching noon, one user may dine at a nearby
restaurant, and another may go to the movie theater for
a specific starting time, which illustrates that activities are
usually scheduled according to the time of day. People typi-
cally make location decisions based on the intended activities,
and thus considering activity information can lead to better
predictability of human mobility. However, few studies have
considered activity information (e.g., location categories) for
next location prediction. Notably, CSLSL, proposed by Huang
et al. [20], adopts an RNN-based structure [21] to model
human travel decision logic, where the time, activity, and
location are predicted sequentially. However, the design of
CSLSL oversimplifies the time-activity-location dependencies.
Given data sparsity and behavioral uncertainties, the time
prediction tends to be more challenging [22], which may
compromise the prediction of activities and locations.

Based on the above observations, a suitable human next
location predictor should: (1) take into account human activ-
ities when predicting next locations, leveraging the predicted
future activity information to enhance location prediction, and
(2) effectively manage intricate time-activity-location de-
pendencies while circumventing the difficulty in time predic-
tion under data sparsity and uncertain human behaviors. In this
study, we propose Hierarchical Graph Attention Recurrent
Network (HGARN) for next location prediction. Specifically,
we construct a hierarchical graph based on past mobility
records and employ a Hierarchical Graph Attention Module
to capture complex time-activity-location dependencies. This
way, HGARN can learn representations with rich human travel
semantics to model user preferences at the global level. We
also propose a model-agnostic history-enhanced confidence
(MAHEC) label to incorporate each user’s individual-level
preferences. Finally, we introduce a Temporal Module, which
employs recurrent structures to jointly predict users’ next
activities and their associated locations, with the former used
as an auxiliary task to enhance the latter prediction. Through
such design, HGARN can leverage the learned time-activity-
location dependencies to benefit both global- and individual-
level human mobility modeling, and use predicted next activity
distribution to facilitate next location prediction. In summary,
this study makes the following contributions:
• We propose a Hierarchical Graph that incorporates hu-

man activity information to represent the activity-activity,
activity-location, location-location dependencies. To our
best knowledge, among the few methods considering activity
information for next location prediction, this is the first work
to model the dependencies of time, activities and locations
using a Hierarchical Graph.

• We design a activity-aware Hierarchical Graph Attention
Recurrent Network (HGARN), which contains a hierarchical
graph attention module to model dependencies between

time, activities, and locations, and a temporal module to
incorporate the hierarchical graph representations into se-
quence modeling, leveraging next activity prediction to
boost next location prediction.

• We introduce a simple yet effective model-agnostic history-
enhanced confidence (MAHEC) label to guide the model
learning of each user’s individual-level preferences, allowing
the model to focus more on relevant locations in their history
trajectories when predicting their next locations.

• Through extensive experiments, we evaluate the prediction
performance of HGARN against existing SOTAs in both the
recurring, and explorative settings, using two real-world
LBSN check-in datasets. Our work is the first to sepa-
rately evaluate next location prediction performance in these
settings. The results show that HGARN can significantly
outperform all baselines in all experimental settings.

II. RELATED WORK

A. Next Location Prediction

Next location prediction is essentially about sequence mod-
eling since the next location visit is usually dependent on
the previous one [23, 24]. Traditional MC-based methods
often incorporate other techniques, such as matrix factorization
[4] and activity-based modeling [5], for enhanced prediction
performance. However, they are limited in capturing long-term
dependencies or predicting explorative human mobility.

RNN-based models regard the next location prediction
problem as a sequence-to-sequence task and have shown
superior performance. STRNN [25] is a pioneering work that
integrates spatial-temporal characteristics between consecutive
human visits into RNNS, laying the groundwork for subsequent
studies. Building on this, STGN [26] introduces spatial and
temporal gates to Long Short-Term Memory (LSTM) networks
to better capture users’ interests, while FLASHBACK [8] lever-
ages spatial and temporal intervals to aggregate past RNN
hidden states for improved predictions. Additionally, LSTPM
[27] employs a non-local network and a geo-dilated LSTM to
model both long- and short-term user preferences. Attention
mechanisms are also utilized to enhance model performance.
DEEPMOVE [7] combines attention mechanisms with RNN
modules to effectively capture users’ long- and short-term
preferences. Similarly, ARNN [11] uses a knowledge graph
to identify related neighboring locations and employs atten-
tional RNNS to model the sequential regularity of check-
ins. Furthermore, STAN [10] extracts relative spatial-temporal
information between both consecutive and non-consecutive
locations through a spatio-temporal attention network. These
approaches collectively highlight the importance of integrating
spatial-temporal dynamics and attention mechanisms to im-
prove the accuracy of human mobility predictions. In addition,
some efforts incorporate contextual information [28] such
as geographical information [29], dynamic-static [30], text
content about locations [31] into sequence modeling.

Graph-based models have become a cornerstone in the
field of human mobility prediction due to their ability to
effectively capture complex relationships and dependencies.
For instance, LBSN2VEC [12] employs random walks on
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Figure 2: A workflow of the proposed HGARN.

a hypergraph to learn embeddings, enhancing predictions for
both locations and friendships. Similarly, STP-UDGAT [15]
leverages graph attention networks (GAT) to discern location
relationships from both local and global perspectives, utilizing
spatial, temporal, and preference graphs. To address the data
sparsity issue, HMT-GRN [32] constructs multiple user-region
matrices at varying granularities to improve prediction ac-
curacy. GCDAN [16] integrates graph convolutional networks
(GCN) to capture high-order sequential dependencies in a dual
attention framework to mitigate sparsity. GRAPH-FLASHBACK
[18] innovatively combines knowledge graph embeddings with
GCN to refine graph representations, further integrating with
the FLASHBACK model for enhanced prediction capabilities.
Moreover, to provide more activity awareness in human
mobility modeling, generative adversarial imitation learning
(GAIL) has been adapted to simulate activity trajectories [33].
Other significant contributions include the use of weighted
category hierarchy in [34] to model activities, CATDM [35]
which incorporates activities and spatial distances to reduce
search space, and CSLSL [20] that introduces an RNN-based
causal structure to capture the logic behind human travel de-
cisions. However, most existing methods overlook the activity
information and cannot effectively model the time-activity-
location dependencies, which are essential for predicting and
understanding human mobility.

B. Hierarchical Graph Neural Network

The Hierarchical Graph Neural Network (HGNN) is a
family of GNN models that gain significant attention in recent
years due to their ability to capture complex dependencies
in data using hierarchical structures. HGNN has been applied
to various urban applications such as parking availability
prediction [36], air quality forecasting [37], road network

representation learning [38], real estate appraisal [39], and
socioeconomic indicator estimation [40]. However, each model
has its own structure design and graph construction mecha-
nisms based on their specific application scenarios, resulting
in fundamentally different architectures.

One relevant HGNN-based approach for next location pre-
diction is HMT-GRN [32], which partitions the spatial map and
performs a Hierarchical Beam Search (HBS) on different re-
gions and POI distributions to hierarchically reduce the search
space for accurate predictions. Unlike previous works, our
proposed HGARN is an activity-based model designed for next
location prediction. It constructs a hierarchical graph based on
human activities and leverages graph attention mechanisms
to capture complex time-activity-location dependencies. This
activity-based design is unique and distinguishes HGARN from
other HGNN-based models.

III. PRELIMINARIES

We use notations U =
{
ui
}|U |
i=1

, L = {li}|L|
i=1, C = {ci}|C|

i=1,
and T = {ti}|T |

i=1 to denote the sets of users, locations,
activities and time series, respectively. For a specific user
u ∈ U , we denote their sets of locations, activities and time
series in a temporal order as Lu = {liu}|Lu|

i=1 , Cu = {ciu}|Cu|
i=1 ,

and Tu = {tiu}|Tu|
i=1 , respectively.

Definition 1 (Mobility Record). Let us use r to denote a
single human mobility record. Each mobility record comprises
a user u ∈ U , an activity ciu ∈ Cu, a location liu ∈ Lu and the
visit time tiu ∈ Tu. The ith record of user u is thus represented
by a tuple riu = (u, ciu, l

i
u, t

i
u).

Definition 2 (Trajectory). A trajectory is a sequence of
mobility records for a user u, denoted by Ru = {riu}|Ru|

i=1 .
Each trajectory Ru can be divided into a activity trajectory
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RC
u = {ciu}

|Ru|
i=1 , location trajectory RL

u = {liu}
|Ru|
i=1 , and time

trajectory RT
u = {tiu}

|Ru|
i=1 .

Problem 1 (Next Location Prediction). Given a user u’s
observed trajectory Ru as input, we consider u’s next record
as its future state. The human mobility prediction task T maps
u’s past trajectory Ru to u’s next location l

|Ru|+1
u in the future.

The problem can be expressed as follows:

Ru
T (·;θ)−→ l|Ru|+1

u , (1)

where θ is the parameters of mapping T .

IV. METHODOLOGY

HGARN’s workflow is demonstrated in Figure 2. The raw
data is first encoded in the embedding module and then input
to the hierarchical graph attention module to model multi-
dependencies. Finally, the user’s personalized embeddings are
fused with the learned hierarchical graph representations and
input to the temporal module to make predictions. We will
elaborate on the details of HGARN in the following sections.

A. Embedding Module

The embedding module aims to learn low-dimensional em-
bedding vectors to represent each user, activity, location and
time interval. It is worth noting that the first three elements
are all naturally discrete, and the continuous time can be
discretized into time intervals as well, making it easier to learn
embedding vectors. In this work, the time is represented by
two discrete variables, one for the hour of day h ∈ Th and
the other for the day of week w ∈ Tw. Note that all t ∈ T
can be written in the form of t = (h,w).

To illustrate how we generate the trainable embedding
vectors used for next location prediction, we first represent
users, activities, locations, and time intervals as one-hot en-
coded vectors. Specifically, we define the one-hot vectors as
follows: vu ∈ R1×|U | for users, vl ∈ R1×|L| for locations,
vc ∈ R1×|C| for activities, and vt ∈ R1×|T | for time intervals.
In each one-hot vector, only one element is set to 1, with
all other elements being 0. This single 1 uniquely identifies
the corresponding entity (e.g., a specific user or location). To
convert these high-dimensional discrete one-hot vectors into
low-dimensional continuous trainable embeddings for actual
use, we apply the following transformations:

eu = vuWu; el = vlWl; ec = vcWc; et = vtWt, (2)

where eu ∈ R1×du

, el ∈ R1×d, ec ∈ R1×d, and et ∈ R1×dt

represent the resulting embedding vectors for users, locations,
activities, and time intervals, respectively. These embeddings
are trainable and allow us to effectively capture latent infor-
mation about each entity. Wu ∈ R|U |×du

, Wl ∈ R|L|×d,
Wc ∈ R|C|×d, and Wt ∈ R|T |×dt

are the corresponding
transformation matrices, which can be learned jointly with
other model parameters through back propagation. du, d, and
dt are hyperparameters that denote the dimensions of the
embedding vectors for users, activities/locations, and time
intervals, respectively. After the transformation, the resulting
embedding vectors eu, el, ec, and et are typically “squeezed”

to remove the extra dimension, resulting in vectors eu ∈ Rdu

,
el ∈ Rd, ec ∈ Rd, and et ∈ Rdt

, respectively. To illustrate
the embedding process, we provide an example to learn user
embeddings in Appendix VII-C.

B. Hierarchical Graph Attention Module

To model the complex dependencies between activities and
locations, the hierarchical graph attention module is designed
with two parts: hierarchical graph construction and hierarchi-
cal graph attention networks for multi-dependencies modeling.

1) Hierarchical Graph Construction: The urban spatial net-
work can be represented as a graph. GNNs provide an effective
way to learn graph representation and model node-to-node
dependencies [41, 42]. In this study, we model the location-
location, location-activity, and activity-activity dependencies
using a hierarchical graph, which consists of three layers: the
location layer, localized-activity layer, and activity layer. Here,
the localized-activity layer is used to suppress noise aggregated
from the location layer.

We formally describe the hierarchical graph with nota-
tion G = (V, E), where V = VL ∪ VC ∪ VC′

and E =
{AL,AC ,ALC′

,ACC′}. Specifically, VL and VC represent the
sets of location nodes and activity nodes, respectively. VC′

indicates the set of localized-activity nodes, which is an
identical copy of the activity node set. E comprises four
adjacency matrices denoting the dependencies between two
location nodes (AL), two activity nodes (AC), a location node
and a localized-activity node (ALC′

), and an activity node and
a localized-activity node (ACC′

).
The location adjacency matrix AL is defined based on

the geographical distance between locations. Specifically, two
locations li and lj are linked with an edge if their haversine
distance is within a threshold. AL ∈ R|L|×|L| is defined as:

AL
li,lj =

{
1, Haversine

(
li, lj

)
< Dh

0, otherwise
, (3)

where Dh is a hyperparameter denoting the distance threshold.
The construction of AC is based on observed trajectories.

Intuitively, the dependencies between activities can be mea-
sured by the frequency of co-occurrence in the same time
interval. However, if we directly consider the activity co-
occurrence frequency based on all trajectories from all users,
it may lead to unrelated activities being linked (e.g., check-in
at subway stations and gyms both often occur in the evening),
due to the difference in user preferences. Instead, we propose
to learn the inter-activity dependencies based on activity co-
occurrence within individual-level trajectory sets. Therefore,
we can traverse each user’s trajectories Ru and count the
co-occurrence frequency MC

ci,cj between each activity pair
(ci, cj). Based on activity co-occurrence frequencies, AC ∈
R|C|×|C| is defined as:

AC
ci,cj =

{
1, if MC

ci,cj > mean
(
MC

)
0, otherwise

, (4)

The adjacency matrix ALC′
defines the dependencies be-

tween location nodes and localized-activity nodes. Each node
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of V L is linked to only one node of V C′
, representing the

corresponding activity category at that location. In contrast,
each node of V C′

may be linked to multiple nodes of V L, as
several locations can share the same activity type. Formally, we
define ALC′

L ∈ R|L|×|C| based on the affiliations of locations
and activities, where each row corresponds to a location
and each column an activity. Additionally, we construct the
adjacency matrix ALC′ ∈ R(|L|+|C|)×(|L|+|C|) based on ALC′

L

in the following block matrix form:

ALC′
=

[
OL ALC′

L

(ALC′
L )

⊤
OC

]
, (5)

where (ALC′
)
⊤

is the transpose of ALC′
, OL ∈ R|L|×|L| and

OC ∈ R|C|×|C| are two zero matrices.
The localized-activity layer is designed to suppress noise

from the location layer aggregated to the activity layer. There-
fore, each node in the localized-activity layer is assumed to
be connected to the node in the activity layer representing the
same activity type. Similarly, we have ACC′ ∈ R2|C|×2|C|:

ACC′
=

[
OC IC
IC OC

]
, (6)

where IC ∈ R|C|×|C| is an identity matrix.
2) Hierarchical Graph Attention Networks: GNNs have

proven to be powerful in capturing dependencies on graphs.
Both inter- and intra-layer nodes on the hierarchical graph have
different dependencies on each other. Since the importance of
locations within a certain distance are different to each other,
we use GAT to model location-location dependencies:

HL = GATL

(
eL, A

L
)
, (7)

where GAT(·) is an implementation of the original model [42],
HL ∈ R|L|×dg

is the learned representations as the output of
the GATL.

To integrate location information into representation learn-
ing of activities and suppress the noise aggregated to the
nodes of activity layer, we introduce the localized-activity
layer to pre-aggregate location embeddings. We first con-
catenate eL and eC to obtain the fused embedding matrix
eLC ∈ R(|L|+|C|)×d =

[
eL eC

]⊤
. Then the localized-

activity process is implemented as:

HLC′
= GATLC

(
eLC , A

LC′)
, (8)

where HLC′ ∈ R(|L|+|C|)×dg

is the output of GATLC . To ob-
tain the pre-aggregated representation matrix HLC ∈ R|C|×dg

,
we remove the first |L| rows from HLC′

.
The learned representation HC′

is again concatenated
with activity embeddings eC as the GATC’s input eCC =[
eC HLC

]⊤
. It is worth noting that for all nodes in the

activity layer, we can simultaneously aggregate information
from neighbors in the localized-activity layer and neighbors
in the same layer by simply modifying the matrix ACC′

to:

ACC′
new =

[
AC IC
IC OC

]
. (9)

We employ a similar strategy to update the representation
of the nodes in the activity layer:

HC ′
= GATC

(
eCC , A

CC′
new

)
, (10)

where HC ′ ∈ R2|C|×dg

is the learned representation from
GATC . To obtain the updated activity node representation
HC ∈ R|C|×dg

, we remove the last |C| rows from HC ′.
The learned attention weights reflect the relative importance

of each node to its neighbors, thereby demonstrating their in-
fluence within the network, and we provided more discussions
in Section V-D.

C. Temporal Module

To model sequential dependencies of human mobility, the
temporal module is designed to encode a user’s trajectory
embeddings (from the embedding module) with learned graph
representations (from the hierarchical graph attention module)
through a recurrent structure. Given a user u’s trajectory, the
learned representation for the ith activity or location can be
denoted as:

XC,i
u = eu∥etiu∥eciu∥H

C
ciu
, (11)

XL,i
u = eu∥etiu∥eliu∥H

C
ciu
∥HL

liu
, (12)

where ∥ is the concatenation operation, HC
ciu

and HL
liu

are
the learned graph representations of the activity node ciu and
location node liu, respectively.

Specifically, LSTM is used to encode both user activity
trajectories and location trajectories. Therefore, the hidden
state updating process at ith iteration is implemented as:

cC,i
u ,hC,i

u = LSTM(XC,i
u , cC,i−1

u ,hC,i−1
u ), (13)

cL,i
u ,hL,i

u = LSTM(XL,i
u , cL,i−1

u ,hL,i−1
u ), (14)

where hC,i
u and hL,i

u are the ith hidden states for user u’s
activity and location sequences, respectively. cC,i

u and cL,i
u are

the corresponding cell states.
After obtaining final hidden states of activity and location

encoder as hC
u and hL

u , we implement our activity decoder as
a multi-layer perceptron (MLP) to get the next activity logits
h̃C
u ∈ R|C|:

h̃C
u = MLPC

(
hC
u

)
, (15)

where the logits usually refer to the raw, unnormalized vectors
output by the model, which are used as inputs to a Softmax
function to obtain a predicted probability distribution.

Finally, we combine the obtained activity logits with the
encoded representation hL

u using a residual connection [43].
This results in the final location logits h̃L

u ∈ R|L|:

h̃L
u = λr·MLPrL

(
hL
u

)
+

(1− λr)·MLPL

(
MLPhL

(
hL
u∥hC

u

)
∥h̃C

u

)
,

(16)

where λr is a factor that trades off different features.
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D. Model-Agnostic History-Enhanced Confidence Label

Existing models [7, 16] often try to learn temporal and
periodic mobility patterns from collective trajectories from all
users, overlooking the heterogeneity in individual preferences.
Travel behavior theories suggest that individuals are more
likely to revisit locations they have visited before, due to
familiarity and established activity patterns [44]. To address
this issue, we introduce a modified soft labeling approach
known as the model-agnostic history-enhanced confidence
(MAHEC) label. Unlike traditional labels which provide hard
classifications, soft labels offer a probability distribution over
classes, capturing uncertainty and allowing the model to learn
more nuanced patterns [45]. The MAHEC label incorporates
historical user trajectory information, enhancing the model’s
ability to focus on relevant trajectories by assigning higher
confidence to visited locations.

Specifically, for each location li ∈ L, we differentiate its
confidence for a user u’s next location as follows:

MAHECu
li =


wc, if li = l

|Ru|+1
u

(1− wc)
fu
li

|Ru| , if li ∈ RL
u and li ̸= l

|Ru|+1
u

0, otherwise

,

(17)
where wc ∈ [0, 1] is a hyperparameter that indicates the
confidence of u’s ground truth label, and fu

li denotes u’s
frequency of visits to li in the observed trajectory Ru. Then
the MAHEC label for u’s next location is defined as:

MAHECu
L = (MAHECu

li , )
|L|
i=1 ∈ R|L|, (18)

where each element in MAHECu
L represents the confidence

that the user u decides to choose as their next location base
on their past visits. Similarly, we conduct the same operations
for user activity trajectories to obtain MAHECu

C .

E. Model Optimization

Since next location prediction is a classification problem,
we transform h̃L

u from Eq. (16) to the probability distribution
of locations ĥL

u ∈ R|L| through ĥL
u = Softmax

(
h̃L
u

)
. Given

MAHECu
L and ĥL

u , we can compute the cross-entropy loss for
next location prediction, denoted as LL:

LL = − 1

|U |
∑
u∈U

|L|∑
i=1

MAHECu
li · log

(
ĥL,i
u

)
, (19)

where ĥL,i
u is the ith element of ĥL

u . Similarly, we compute the
next activity loss LC based on the same operations. Finally,
we can train our HGARN with a overall loss function:

L = λL · LL + λC · LC (20)

where λL and λC are hyperparameters that trade off different
loss terms.

V. EXPERIMENTS

In this section, we compare HGARN with existing SOTAs
on two real-world LBSN check-in datasets.

Table I: Statistical information of NYC and TKY datasets.

user activity location trajectory ratio (Rec / Exp)
NYC 1065 308 4635 18918 85.9% / 14.1%
TKY 2280 286 7204 49039 91.5% / 8.5%

A. Datasets

We adopt two LBSN datasets [2] containing Foursquare
check-in records in New York City (NYC) and Tokyo (TKY)
from April 12, 2012 to February 16, 2013, including 227,428
check-ins for NYC and 573,703 check-ins for TKY. The
location distributions of NYC and TKY datasets are shown
in Figure 3. Users and locations with less than 10 records are
removed following previous works. After cleaning, we obtain
308 and 286 activities for NYC and TKY, respectively. We
divide the data into training and testing sets in a ratio of 8:2,
following a chronological order (training first), in line with the
conventions used in [7, 26, 20]. Key data summary statistics
are listed in Table I.

Figure 3: Location distributions of NYC and TKY.

B. Baselines & Experimental Details

• MC [4] is a widely used sequential prediction approach
which models transition patterns based on visited locations.

• STRNN [25] is an RNN-based model that incorporates the
spatial-temporal contexts by leveraging transition matrices.

• DEEPMOVE [7] uses attention mechanisms and an RNN
module to capture human mobility patterns.

• LSTPM [27] introduces a non-local network and a geo-
dilated LSTM to model human mobility patterns.

• FLASHBACK [8] is an RNN-based model that leverages
spatial and temporal intervals to compute an aggregated
hidden state for prediction.

• PLSPL [46] incorporates activity information to learn user
preferences and utilizes two LSTMs to capture human mo-
bility patterns.

• PG2NET [47] learns users’ group and personalized prefer-
ences with spatial-temporal attention-based Bi-LSTM.

• GCDAN [16] leverages graph convolution to learn spatial-
temporal representations and use dual-attention to model the
sequential dependencies.

• CSLSL [20] employs multi-task learning to model decision
logic and two RNNs to capture human mobility patterns.

• GRAPH-FLASHBACK [18] adds GCN to FLASHBACK to
enrich learned transition graph representations constructed
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Table II: Main results. NYC & TKY have activity info, different from Foursquare datasets used in some works, there reported
results may not directly comparable to this work’s. All experiments here report the best results within a consistent environment.

Main
NYC TKY

R@1 R@5 R@10 N@1 N@5 N@10 R@1 R@5 R@10 N@1 N@5 N@10
MC 0.189 0.364 0.407 0.189 0.284 0.298 0.170 0.313 0.347 0.170 0.247 0.258

STRNN 0.162 0.255 0.287 0.162 0.213 0.223 0.123 0.209 0.246 0.123 0.169 0.180
DEEPMOVE 0.243 0.387 0.413 0.243 0.322 0.331 0.166 0.268 0.307 0.166 0.221 0.233

LSTPM 0.235 0.436 0.492 0.235 0.342 0.361 0.205 0.366 0.416 0.205 0.292 0.309
FLASHBACK 0.219 0.368 0.423 0.219 0.299 0.317 0.209 0.387 0.447 0.209 0.305 0.325

PG2NET 0.206 0.400 0.430 0.206 0.313 0.323 0.197 0.333 0.376 0.197 0.270 0.284
PLSPL 0.187 0.315 0.365 0.187 0.258 0.274 0.166 0.272 0.315 0.166 0.222 0.236

GCDAN 0.188 0.311 0.344 0.188 0.256 0.267 0.171 0.297 0.343 0.171 0.239 0.253
CSLSL 0.231 0.387 0.421 0.231 0.317 0.328 0.210 0.367 0.417 0.210 0.294 0.310

G-FLASHBACK 0.219 0.371 0.428 0.219 0.300 0.319 0.209 0.387 0.441 0.209 0.304 0.322
HMT-GRN 0.242 0.406 0.457 0.242 0.333 0.349 0.209 0.371 0.425 0.209 0.295 0.312

FPGT 0.231 0.406 0.446 0.231 0.326 0.339 0.207 0.365 0.420 0.207 0.291 0.309
HGARN 0.273 0.520 0.575 0.273 0.405 0.423 0.234 0.461 0.526 0.234 0.355 0.376

Table III: Comparison of different model sizes.

STRNN DEEPMOVE LSTPM FLASHBACK PG2NET PLSPL GCDAN CSLSL G-FLASHBACK HMT-GRN FPGT HGARN

75K 4.5M 13M 1.5M 11.8M 15.8M 22.3M 16M 1.5M 50.3M 2.8M 13.3M

based on defined similarity functions over embeddings from
the existing Knowledge Graph Embedding method.

• HMT-GRN [32] partitions the spatial map and performs a
Hierarchical Beam Search to reduce the search space.

• FPGT [48] uses geographical and popularity feature-based
POI grouping, together with a transformer network, to make
the next POI recommendation.
For model evaluation, we adopt two commonly used metrics

in the literature, Rec@K (Recall) and NDCG@K (Normalized
Discounted Cumulative Gain), which are defined as:

Recall@K =
1

|U |
∑
u∈U

|l|Ru|+1
u ∩ ̂

l
|Ru|+1
u,K |

|l|Ru|+1
u |

(21)

NDCG@K =
1

|U |
∑
u∈U

K∑
i=1

|l|Ru|+1
u ∩ ̂

l
|Ru|+1
u,i |

log(i+ 1)
(22)

where l̂·u,k indicates the top k predicted locations.
We port all the baselines to our run time environment

for fair comparisons based on their open-source codes. We
carefully tuned their hyperparameters to get the best results.
Additionally, unlike previous works that only evaluate overall
model performances (main setting), we also conduct experi-
ments under the recurring and explorative settings for more
comprehensive performance evaluation. For the main and
recurring settings, we choose K = {1, 5, 10} for evaluation.
As the performance is generally poorer under the explorative
setting, we set K = {10, 20}.

For the choice of hyperparameters, we set both λL and λC to
1, λr to 0.6 for both datasets. For embedding dimensions, we
set d = 200, du = 10, dt = 30, dg = 50 and the dimension of
encoders’ hidden states are set to 600. Detailed reproducibility
information can be found in Appendix VII-B.

C. Main Results

Table II shows the performance comparison between dif-
ferent methods for next location prediction. HGARN achieves
state-of-the-art performance on both datasets across all met-
rics. Specifically, HGARN outperforms the best baseline ap-
proach by 12-19% on Recall@K and NDCG@K for NYC and
11-20% for TKY. Its advantages become more significant as K
increases, validating the effectiveness of the hierarchical graph
modeling and MAHEC label for the next location prediction
task. We also provide model sizes (i.e., number of model’s
trainable parameters) in Table III. Since model sizes are data-
specific, we use the NYC dataset for demonstration.

Table IV: Performance under the recurring setting.

Recurring
NYC TKY

R@1 R@5 R@10 N@1 N@5 N@10 R@1 R@5 R@10 N@1 N@5 N@10
MC 0.237 0.430 0.474 0.237 0.342 0.357 0.199 0.371 0.408 0.199 0.292 0.304

STRNN 0.189 0.248 0.259 0.189 0.248 0.259 0.162 0.273 0.316 0.162 0.221 0.235
DEEPMOVE 0.243 0.387 0.413 0.243 0.322 0.331 0.209 0.332 0.372 0.209 0.275 0.288

LSTPM 0.282 0.513 0.533 0.282 0.409 0.428 0.249 0.433 0.484 0.249 0.348 0.364
FLASHBACK 0.283 0.507 0.554 0.283 0.406 0.422 0.250 0.462 0.527 0.250 0.363 0.384

PG2NET 0.285 0.492 0.526 0.285 0.398 0.409 0.252 0.411 0.459 0.252 0.338 0.354
PLSPL 0.251 0.413 0.450 0.251 0.340 0.352 0.209 0.336 0.384 0.209 0.277 0.292

GCDAN 0.242 0.405 0.439 0.242 0.331 0.342 0.227 0.389 0.436 0.227 0.315 0.330
CSLSL 0.288 0.498 0.542 0.288 0.404 0.418 0.254 0.457 0.511 0.254 0.364 0.382

G-FLASHBACK 0.282 0.509 0.562 0.282 0.406 0.423 0.252 0.463 0.527 0.252 0.364 0.385
HMT-GRN 0.299 0.514 0.553 0.299 0.417 0.430 0.245 0.446 0.508 0.245 0.352 0.372

FPGT 0.293 0.491 0.531 0.293 0.401 0.414 0.260 0.435 0.497 0.260 0.354 0.374
HGARN 0.319 0.633 0.713 0.319 0.487 0.514 0.278 0.552 0.631 0.278 0.424 0.450

In addition, we also evaluate different models separately
in the recurring and explorative settings, with results shown
in Tables IV and V1, respectively. In the recurring setting,
HGARN outperforms all baselines significantly. In the explo-
rative setting, the overall prediction performance is much
lower than those in the main and recurring settings, which is

1The MC’s results are all zeros and thus deleted from the table.
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intuitive because of the inherent difficulty of predicting unseen
locations. A possible approach to improving the prediction in
the explorative setting is to model the dependencies between
locations. In addition, due to the larger number of locations
in the TKY dataset, the hierarchical graph modeling may
introduce noise, making our model less effective in ranking the
predicted locations. The above hypotheses may also be why
our model performs better in Recall but are not consistently
better in NDCG.

Table V: Performance under the explorative setting.

Explorative
NYC TKY

R@10 R@20 N@10 N@20 R@10 R@20 N@10 N@20
STRNN 0.066 0.071 0.031 0.033 0.047 0.064 0.021 0.026

DEEPMOVE 0.064 0.112 0.036 0.049 0.04 0.051 0.020 0.031
LSTPM 0.091 0.115 0.052 0.058 0.067 0.090 0.041 0.047

FLASHBACK 0.083 0.109 0.045 0.051 0.053 0.072 0.028 0.032
PG2NET 0.046 0.054 0.021 0.023 0.056 0.065 0.029 0.032
PLSPL 0.051 0.061 0.029 0.032 0.056 0.065 0.026 0.032

GCDAN 0.049 0.056 0.025 0.027 0.036 0.048 0.020 0.023
CSLSL 0.078 0.115 0.048 0.057 0.062 0.095 0.030 0.038

GRAPH-FLASHBACK 0.078 0.104 0.044 0.051 0.053 0.072 0.028 0.032
HMT-GRN 0.081 0.102 0.052 0.058 0.072 0.098 0.050 0.057

FPGT 0.096 0.112 0.046 0.050 0.076 0.102 0.040 0.046
HGARN 0.102 0.135 0.054 0.062 0.081 0.120 0.037 0.047

D. Ablation Study

Figure 4: Ablation study results comparison.

To investigate the effectiveness of each component of
HGARN, we conduct an ablation study considering the fol-
lowing 6 variants of HGARN:
• HGARN w/o HGAT is the variant that contains only the

temporal module for next location prediction;
• HGARN w/o AGAT is the variant whose hierarchical graph

attention module contains only the location layer and cor-
responding GATs;

• HGARN w/o LAL is the variant whose hierarchical graph
attention module contains only the location layer and the
activity layer;

• HGARN w/o RES is the variant that removes the residual
connection in the temporal module;

• HGARN w/o MAHEC is the variant that leverages original
labels to optimize our model;

• HGCRN is the variant replacing the hierarchical graph at-
tention with hierarchical graph convolution
The ablation study results are shown in Figure 4. It is found

that all performance metrics improve as more components are
included. The gradual improvement in prediction results from
HGARN w/o HGAT to HGARN w/o AGAT, and then to HGARN
clearly demonstrates the effectiveness of GAT in each layer of
the hierarchical graph. In addition, adopting the MAHEC label
leads to a significant model performance improvements when
K are large, verifying its effectiveness despite the simplicity.

The comparison between HGARN and HGCRN shows that
GAT can outperform GCN for graph-based learning tasks
through its self-attention mechanism. This has been supported
by previous research [41] demonstrating that GAT could
achieve competitive performance through proper hyperparam-
eter tuning and configuration compared to GCN. Additionally,
it provides more robust inductive capabilities that can incorpo-
rate newly available (unseen) nodes without retraining. Finally,
GAT is more adaptable and scalable than GCN due to its
dynamic scheme that can automatically learn the importance of
each node from a graph structure. The hierarchical design can
help to overcome the over-smoothing problem [49] of GNNs,
and the dependencies between location nodes sharing the
same activity across regions can be modeled. In contrast, the
HGARN variant without the LAL layer (HGARN w/o LAL) suf-
fers from ”information overload” from the location layer, as it
aggregates excessive information without proper filtering. This
results in a reduced ability to effectively capture both activity-
to-activity and fine-grained activity-to-location dependencies,
as evidenced by the ablation study. The localized-activity layer
(LAL) in HGARN addresses this issue by focusing the model
on relevant activity-location relationships while suppressing
noise from overly dense connections in the location layer,
leading to more effective learning. This approach aligns with
techniques explored in other hierarchical GNN models, where
multi-layer aggregation schemes help filter irrelevant informa-
tion and better capture hierarchical relationships in complex
systems [38, 50].

E. Hyperparameter Sensitivity Analysis

We further study the sensitivity of a few key parameters
by varying each parameter while keeping others constant. The
results in Figure 5 illustrate that the distance threshold Dh

affects the location dependencies; if the threshold is too high
or too low, the prediction performance would be negatively
affected. The best results are obtained at Dh = 1km for NYC
and Dh = 0.1km for TKY, probably due to the higher density
in TKY, as shown in Figure 3. The MAHEC hyperparameter
wc affects how the model treats the locations a user visited
in the past. For both datasets, the results show an upward and
then downward trend as wc increases, suggesting that a mod-
erate amount of attention to the previously visited locations
can produce the best model performance. This indicates that
striking a balance between exploration and recurrence leads
to optimal performance in overall mobility modeling. λr from
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Figure 5: Sensitivity experiments results on two datasets.

Eq. (16) affects how much activity information is fused in
predicting the next location. Intuitively, a large value of λr

would introduce more noise, and a small value may result
in ineffective utilization of activity information. The results
confirm that the model achieves optimal performance with λr

at 0.6 for both the NYC and TKY datasets. To summarize,
the proposed HGARN model demonstrates robustness across
a range of parameter settings, with only small oscillations in
performance as parameters vary. The results also demonstrate
the model’s capacity to balance exploration and recurrence
effectively, while integrating activity information, resulting in
consistently strong performance across both datasets.

F. Interpretability Analysis

(a) Predicted location probabilities

(without MAHEC)

(b) Predicted location probabilities

(with MAHEC)

(c) Difference in predicted location probabilities

(with MAHEC – without MAHEC)

Figure 6: Comparison of predicted location probabilities for a
user from NYC (with MAHEC vs without MAHEC).

1) How does the MAHEC label work?: To understand
the mechanism of the MAHEC label, we select an example
user trajectory from the NYC dataset, visualize the predicted
location probabilities based on “HGARN,” and “HGARN w/o
MAHEC,” and compare their differences. Figure 6 demon-
strates the changes in predicted probabilities, where purple
bars represent the locations in the user’s observed trajectory
(i.e., visited) and blue bars indicate unvisited locations. The
results reveal that the use of MAHEC labels increases the
model’s predicted probability for the next location across
previously visited locations (i.e., the probability difference for
visited locations remains positive). This indicates that MAHEC
labels effectively guide the model to consider the user’s past
movements when predicting the next location through the
model learning process. The effectiveness of MAHEC labels
can also partially explain why the prediction performance of
HGARN significantly exceeds that of the baseline methods,
especially under the recurring setting.

Bar → Mediterranean Restaurant

Score: 0.765

Score: 0.984

Score: 0.879

Score: 0.804

(b) Activity Attention Matrix(a) Attention Scores

Gym & Fitness Center → Stadium

Coffee Shop → Snack Place

Bus Station → Travel Lounge

Figure 7: A visualization of activities’ attentions and examples.

2) What the Hierarchical Graph learned?: Unlike other
deep learning methods that may suffer from limited inter-
pretability, HGARN can be used to reveal the dependencies
between activities through the learned Hierarchical Graph.
We visualize one attention head of GATC’s sliced attention
matrix to analyze the learned activity-activity dependencies.
In Figure 7, we select four activity pairs to show the related
activities and their corresponding attention scores. These ac-
tivity pairs are consistent with common sense, such as the high
dependencies between Gyms and Stadiums, or Bus Stops and
Travel Lounges. These results have important implications for
understanding human activity patterns and predicting future
mobility behavior.

VI. CONCLUSION

Both travel behavior theories and empirical evidence suggest
that human mobility patterns largely depend on the need to
participate in activities at different times of the day. Therefore,
it is crucial to consider the latter when modeling the former.
In this paper, we propose a Hierarchical Graph Attention
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Recurrent Network (HGARN) for activity-aware human mo-
bility prediction. Specifically, HGARN introduces hierarchical
graph attention mechanisms to model time-activity-location
dependencies, and uses next activity prediction as an auxil-
iary task to further improve the main task of next location
prediction. Furthermore, we propose a simple yet effective
MAHEC label that can guide our model to flexibly weigh
the importance of a user’s previously visited locations when
predicting their future locations. Finally, based on two real-
world LBSN datasets, we perform comprehensive experiments
to demonstrate the superiority of HGARN, considering both
the recurring and explorative settings. We find that introduc-
ing activity information can effectively improve the model’s
prediction performance, and the learned attention weights can
reveal meaningful behavioral insights.

Future work should prioritize improving human mobility
prediction in explorative settings, where users visit new, unvis-
ited POIs. Developing models that can better infer these com-
plex time-activity-location relationships, even without prior
visitation history, will be crucial. Another key challenge is the
cold-start problem, where the model must handle new users,
locations, or activities introduced into the system. Addressing
this could involve leveraging shared features like activity or
contextual embeddings for initializing new entities, minimiz-
ing retraining needs. From a system design perspective, future
models should aim for a lightweight and modular structure.
These advancements, combined with a deeper understanding
of human decision-making in travel behavior, will not only
improve the model’s interpretability but also contribute to
more intelligent, user-centered transportation systems that of-
fer personalized and efficient travel recommendations.
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VII. APPENDIX

A. Data Preprocessing

Table A1: Check-in data format.

ID Data (e.g.)
User ID 470

Venue ID 49bbd6c0f964a520f4531fe3
Venue category ID 4bf58dd8d48988d127951735

Venue category name Arts & Crafts Store
Latitude 40.719810375488535

Longitude -74.00258103213994
Timezone offset in minutes -240

UTC time Tue Apr 03 18:00:09 +0000 2012

The adopted dataset contains check-in data in New York city
(NYC) and Tokyo (TKY) collected from Foursquare from 12
April 2012 to 16 February 2013. The data format is shown in
Table A1. NYC contains 227428 check-ins in New York city,
TKY contains 573703 check-ins in Tokyo.

Figure A1: Activity distribution statistics in New York and
Tokyo at two different time periods.

Figure A1 shows the frequency distribution across different
activity types during two selected time periods in NYC and
TKY. We removed TKY’s top-1 activity Train Station (with
12468 check-ins) at 11:00 13:00 for better visualization. The
results demonstrate a strong temporal dependency between
activities.

The data preprocessing flow is illustrated in Figure A2.
Based on the raw check-in data, we identify users, locations,
and activities and filter out elements with fewer than 10
records. Next, we convert the continuous time to discrete
time intervals, and merge mobility records by users to form
trajectories. Lastly, we split all trajectories into training and
testing data for model fitting and evaluation.

B. Reproducibility

For reproducibility of our study, we provide the specific in-
formation about computing devices and detailed hyperparam-
eter settings used in our experiments. The source codes of this
study are available at https://github.com/YihongT/HGARN.

All models (including HGARN and other baselines) with
learnable parameters are trained on a desktop with Intel(R)
Xeon(R) Platinum 8375C CPU @2.90GHz × 64, 125Gi RAM,
NVIDIA GeForce RTX 3090 × 8, 4TB SSD. We implement
HGARN based on Pytorch. Parameters of HGARN are ran-
domly initialized and optimized using the Adam optimizer
with a learning rate of 2e-4, decaying by 0.8 with each epoch.
HGARN is trained in 80 epochs.

For hyperparameter settings, we set λL=λC=1, and dimen-
sions dg = 50, d = 200, du = 20, dt = 30. Location and

https://github.com/YihongT/HGARN
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Raw Check-in Data

Merge Mobility Records 

by Users

ReID Users, Activities 

and Locations

Encode Time to Discrete 

Time Slot 

(weekday + day time)

Split to Train / Test

Filter out 

Users, Activities and Locations

Mobility Records

Train / Test

Trajectories

Figure A2: Data preprocessing workflow.

activity encoders have hidden states with dimensions of 600.
The above settings remain the same for all experiments. For
the main and recurring settings, we employ 2 attention heads
and set the dropout to 0.1. For the explorative setting, to
prevent overfitting, we set the number of attention heads to
1 and the dropout to 0.6. For the NYC’s main and recurring
settings, we set Dh to 1, wc to 0.8, and λr to 0.6; for the
explorative setting, they are set to 0.1, 0.9, and 1, respectively.
For the TKY’s main and recurring settings, Dh, wc, and λr

are set to 0.1, 0.6 and 0.6, respectively; for the explorative
setting, they are set to 0.1, 1, 0.5, respectively.

C. An Example of User Embedding

eu ∈ R1×du

=

vu ∈ R1×|U|

×

Wu ∈ R|U|×du

Figure A3: An illustration of user embedding.

In Figure A3, we demonstrate a user u’s embedding process,
where eu is the learned user embedding vector. Similar
processes apply to the location l, activity c, and time slot t
to obtain corresponding embedding vectors el, ec, and et,
respectively.

D. Training Algorithm

The training process of HGARN is detailed in Algorithm 1.

Algorithm 1 Training algorithm of HGARN

Input: Observed trajectories R, the corresponding sets of
users U , locations, L, activities C and time intervals T .

1: Initialize HGARN’s parameters and set hyperparameters
2: /* Hierarchical Graph Construction */
3: Construct the hierarchical graph G = (V, E) using

Eqs. (3)–(6), where V = VL ∪ VC ∪ VC′
and E =

{AL,AC ,ALC′
,ACC′}

4: while not converge do
5: for batch do
6: /* Embedding Module */
7: Compute the embeddings for users eU , locations eL,

activities eC , and time intervals eT using Eq. (2)
8: /* Hierarchical Graph Attention Module */
9: Compute HL, HC′

using Eqs. (7)–(10), and remove
the appropriate rows as described in the main text to
obtain HC .

10: /* Temporal Module */
11: Calculate the input XC,i

U and XL,i
U for the activity

and location encoders using Eqs. (11)–(12)
12: Recurrently encode the input XC,i

U and XL,i
U using

Eqs. (13)–(14) to obtain the final hidden states of
activity and location encoder as hC

U , hL
U

13: Obtain the predicted probability distribution by ap-
plying a Softmax function over the outputs of
Eqs. (15)–(16)

14: /* Construct MAHEC Labels */
15: Compute MAHEC labels MAHECC and MAHECL

based on RL
U , RC

U using Eqs. (17)–(18)
16: Compute the total prediction loss L as a combination

of location loss LL and activity loss LC using
Eqs. (19)–(20)

17: end for
18: Perform gradient descent to update model parameters
19: end while

E. Full Numerical Results

In this section, we show the complete numerical results
for the figures presented in the main text. Table A2 contains
complete numerical results for our ablation study. Tables A4,
A5 and A3 shows the complete sensitivity experiment results
for Dh, λr and wc, respectively.

Table A2: Full results of the ablation study.

Ablations w/o HGAT w/o AGAT w/o RES w/o MAHEC HGCRN HGARN

N
Y

C

R@1 0.264 0.260 0.264 0.264 0.268 0.273
R@5 0.507 0.512 0.510 0.472 0.517 0.520
R@10 0.558 0.568 0.576 0.514 0.572 0.575
N@1 0.264 0.260 0.264 0.264 0.268 0.273
N@5 0.396 0.397 0.396 0.377 0.402 0.405

N@10 0.412 0.415 0.417 0.391 0.420 0.423

T
K

Y

R@1 0.225 0.230 0.230 0.228 0.229 0.234
R@5 0.444 0.450 0.455 0.414 0.449 0.461
R@10 0.510 0.526 0.532 0.468 0.525 0.526
N@1 0.225 0.230 0.230 0.228 0.229 0.234
N@5 0.341 0.347 0.349 0.328 0.346 0.355

N@10 0.363 0.372 0.374 0.345 0.371 0.376
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Table A3: Full results of wc’s sensitivity experiments.

wc (MAHEC) 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

NYC

R@1 0.222 0.265 0.270 0.273 0.264
R@5 0.512 0.525 0.517 0.520 0.472

R@10 0.585 0.590 0.577 0.575 0.514
N@1 0.222 0.265 0.270 0.273 0.264
N@5 0.380 0.403 0.402 0.405 0.377

N@10 0.404 0.424 0.422 0.423 0.391

TKY

R@1 0.200 0.230 0.234 0.233 0.228
R@5 0.468 0.470 0.461 0.445 0.414

R@10 0.550 0.544 0.526 0.510 0.468
N@1 0.200 0.230 0.234 0.233 0.228
N@5 0.344 0.358 0.355 0.346 0.328

N@10 0.370 0.382 0.376 0.368 0.345

Table A4: Full results of Dh’s sensitivity experiments.

Dh 0.05 0.1 0.2 0.5 1 2 5

N
Y

C

R@1 0.267 0.271 0.267 0.271 0.273 0.266 0.270
R@5 0.514 0.512 0.510 0.511 0.520 0.500 0.519

R@10 0.576 0.572 0.559 0.568 0.575 0.566 0.579
N@1 0.267 0.271 0.267 0.271 0.273 0.266 0.270
N@5 0.400 0.400 0.398 0.400 0.405 0.393 0.404

N@10 0.421 0.420 0.414 0.419 0.423 0.415 0.423

T
K

Y

R@1 0.227 0.234 0.231 0.231 0.232 0.229 0.232
R@5 0.438 0.461 0.443 0.440 0.445 0.450 0.445

R@10 0.504 0.526 0.512 0.505 0.513 0.517 0.512
N@1 0.227 0.234 0.231 0.231 0.232 0.229 0.232
N@5 0.341 0.355 0.344 0.343 0.346 0.347 0.346

N@10 0.362 0.376 0.366 0.364 0.368 0.369 0.368

Table A5: Full results of λr’s sensitivity experiments.

λr 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9

N
Y

C

R@1 0.258 0.263 0.260 0.261 0.266 0.271 0.274 0.267 0.270

R@5 0.497 0.494 0.518 0.498 0.500 0.512 0.508 0.510 0.495

R@10 0.555 0.562 0.576 0.555 0.566 0.572 0.557 0.561 0.551

N@1 0.258 0.263 0.260 0.261 0.266 0.271 0.274 0.267 0.270

N@5 0.387 0.388 0.399 0.389 0.391 0.400 0.399 0.398 0.392

N@10 0.406 0.410 0.418 0.408 0.413 0.420 0.416 0.415 0.411

T
K

Y

R@1 0.230 0.227 0.228 0.229 0.230 0.234 0.229 0.233 0.232

R@5 0.443 0.448 0.442 0.445 0.447 0.461 0.446 0.449 0.438

R@10 0.513 0.512 0.510 0.516 0.513 0.526 0.510 0.505 0.503

N@1 0.230 0.227 0.228 0.229 0.230 0.234 0.229 0.233 0.232

N@5 0.343 0.345 0.342 0.344 0.346 0.355 0.345 0.348 0.344

N@10 0.365 0.365 0.364 0.367 0.368 0.376 0.366 0.366 0.364
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