arXiv:2108.11068v1 [cs.IR] 25 Aug 2021

Understanding Longitudinal Dynamics of Recommender Systems with Agent-Based Modeling and Simulation^∗

Gediminas Adomavicius^†

University of Minnesota gedas@umn.edu

Dietmar Jannach

University of Klagenfurt dietmar.jannach@aau.at

Stephan Leitner

University of Klagenfurt stephan.leitner@aau.at

Jingjing Zhang

Indiana University jjzhang@indiana.edu

ABSTRACT

Today’s research in recommender systems is largely based on experimental designs that are static in a sense that they do not consider potential longitudinal effects of providing recommendations to users. In reality, however, various important and interesting phenomena only emerge or become visible over time, e.g., when a recommender system continuously reinforces the popularity of already successful artists on a music streaming site or when recommendations that aim at profit maximization lead to a loss of consumer trust in the long run. In this paper, we discuss how Agent- Based Modeling and Simulation (ABM) techniques can be used to study such important longitudinal dynamics of recommender systems. To that purpose, we provide an overview of the ABM principles, outline a simulation framework for recommender systems based on the literature, and discuss various practical research questions that can be addressed with such an ABM-based simulation framework.

KEYWORDS

Feedback Loops, Diversity and Homogenization, Longitudinal Dynamics, Agent-Based Modeling

1 INTRODUCTION AND MOTIVATION

Recommender systems can exert significant influence on how users navigate information spaces and make decisions. In parallel, these changes in user behavior impact other stakeholders as well, such as the providers of recommendation services who, for example, seek to obtain higher customer retention rates or more sales through the recommendations [1, 17]. In practice, providers of recommendation services monitor the effects of the introduction or modification of a recommender system over an extended period of time, often within A/B tests (i.e., field experiments), because only longer observation periods may lead to reliable insights regarding the sustainability of the desired effects. However, field experiments have their limitations; e.g., in real-world experimental settings it may be difficult (or even impossible) to control for the effects of various confounding factors, such as users’ self-selected consumption strategies [32].

∗Paper accepted for the Workshop on Simulation Methods for Recommender Systems (SimuRec) at ACM RecSys ’21.

†Authors are listed in alphabetical order.

In academia, where access to major deployed systems is often not available, various proxies for assessing the effects of different recommendation algorithms or system-user interfaces can be used. The predominant research method is offline experiments, where we use datasets containing user preference information, withhold some of the data, and then rely on various computational metrics, e.g., to assess the prediction performance of an algorithm or its capability to generate diversified recommendations. Such analyses are without doubt useful to compare algorithms in certain respects. However, a major limitation is that in experiments of this type we can only generate and evaluate recommendations for each user based on a static set of data. As such, these experiments do not allow us to investigate the potentially undesired longitudinal effects of personalized recommendations in practice. An example of such an effect is when a recommender systems reinforces the popularity of already popular items over time, ultimately leading to decreased sales diversity [18–20]. Controlled studies with users are an alternative to offline experiments. Such studies commonly focus on user perceptions of the quality of system-generated recommendations, see, e.g., [9]. Again, however, user studies typically consist of a relatively short (often one-time) interaction of the participants with the system. While sometimes participants are queried about their intention to use the system in the future [26], longitudinal effects are typically not examined.

Regardless of the applied methodology, most research today focuses on evaluating recommender systems from the consumer side, e.g., in terms of reduced search effort or the probability of discovering new items. In reality, however, besides consumers, recommender systems are also designed to serve the content providers and additional stakeholders [1, 16]. As a result, the recommendations may affect different stakeholders, and they may again lead to phenomena that only emerge or become visible over time. For example, an e-commerce platform might try to recommend items that are favorable in terms of the profit margin. Due to the persuasive effect of recommendations, initially consumers might indeed purchase the recommended items more often. Over time, however, consumers might lose their trust in the recommender or even the e-commerce platform as a whole due to repeated negative experiences. Again, such phenomena might not be easily analyzed using the traditional experimental approaches discussed above.

In this paper, we argue that several of these aspects can be investigated with the help of Agent-based Modeling (ABM) and Simulation [4, 23]. ABM has been successfully applied in a variety of

Adomavicius et al.

research fields, including Social Sciences, Economics, and Information Systems, to model complex adaptive systems. It is based on simulating the actions of heterogeneous and autonomous agents, with the goal of understanding the effects of these actions and the interactions on the entire system in a longitudinal perspective. Thus, ABM is a promising approach that is emerging in recommender systems literature for investigating questions related to dynamics or evolution of a system and its impact over time.

2 AGENT-BASED MODELING AND SIMULATION

ABM is an approach to model complex adaptive systems that are composed of three main building blocks: (i) heterogeneous and autonomous ‘agents’, (ii) the environment in which agents operate, and (iii) interactions among agents and among agents and the environment [21, 22, 31]. ABM follows a generative science approach [10]: The modeling process takes place at micro-level, i.e., at the level of the three building blocks, and the ultimate goal of the simulation typically is to obtain macro-level insights from micro-level interactions over a longer period of time, i.e., insights about the collective behavior and emerging phenomena.

The dynamics within agent-based models (ABMs) are mainly driven by the set of agents who are usually heterogeneous and autonomously make decisions and take actions. Agents represent either real-world or artificial entities. Real-world agents in our case could include providers of recommendation services, users of such services, or organizations that provide the items that are subject to recommendation. These real-world agents are described in terms of specific characteristics, such as objectives, rules to autonomously make decisions, emotional states, and capabilities to collect, process, and interpret information [30, 31]. Artificial agents, on the other hand, could represent bots or autonomous decision-making entities that are fed by the methods of AI and machine learning. Agents operate in an environment. What exactly is represented by the environment strongly depends on the research objective and can, for example, be the social context in which agents interact, an actual physical space in which users move around, or the technical environment in which recommendations are provided and received [28]. Interactions can either take place directly by specified communication rules or indirectly via the environment. Direct communication could cover the exchange of information between agents using specified (direct) communication channels. In a recommendation service context, the directly exchanged information can include users’ revealed preferences, perceived usefulness of recommendations, or the trust in the service provider, while indirect communication could be represented by the public opinion that is formed in social networks and emerges from opinion dynamics [2]. I.e., the researcher has to specify the ‘topology of interactions’ which, aside from the structure itself, also includes to model the temporal sequence of interactions [31].

It is important to note that ABM systems can be adaptive, i.e., the population of agents and their characteristics, the environment, and the topology of interactions might change over time [13]. In the context of recommendation services, the adaptation might take the form of consumers who learn information and revise their beliefs or adapt their consumption behavior, recommendation service providers that might develop new recommendation strategies, and environments that change as new competitors enter the market or new social networks form. Also the topology of interactions might be subject to change, e.g., as new communication channels emerge or the agents autonomously decide to interact more or less frequently. Once the building blocks of ABM are defined, the model is implemented in software and ‘solved’ via simulation, so that the emerging patterns can be derived from extensive numerical results [7].

ABM allows for rich contextualization and for exploring and isolating the effects of different factors [31, 32]. Modelling at the micro-level offers exceptional control which not only enables researchers to model complex individual behaviors (e.g., to integrate rich assumptions about the users and interactions in terms of bounded rationality and cognitive biases, and network topology, respectively), but also allows these behaviors of agents to be isolated and specified with precision. Thus, ABM appears to be particularly suitable if realistic real-world agents should be captured. Studying the emergence of longitudinal effects could, theoretically, also be achieved with longitudinal field experiments; however, they might be prohibitively expensive. In contrast, ABM provides a viable and scalable methodology to analyze longitudinal effects in a recommendation context [32].

3 STUDYING DYNAMICS OF RECOMMENDER SYSTEMS WITH AGENT-BASED MODELING

Generally, simulation-based methodology has been used for studying various research questions in the recommender systems literature, including the effect of recommendations on product sales diversity [12], the robustness of recommendation strategies to artificial manipulations [25], the algorithmic confounding in recommender systems [6], and the recommender effects on news consumption [5]. In addition, several studies have specifically focused on ABM-based simulation methodology, leading to insights about longitudinal dynamics of recommender systems [3, 32, 33]. In particular, [3, 32] show that, if users overly rely on the recommendations provided by a system for their consumption choices, then, paradoxically, the system’s quality will diminish over time (e.g., as measured by the system’s prediction accuracy and users’ consumption diversity). Further analyses reveal that a hybrid strategy that combines personalized and (popular) non-personalized item suggestions can lead to a sustainable relevance of the recommendations. The work presented in [33] further builds on the same ABM approach, but focuses on the longitudinal effects of preference biases. Such effects may occur when the feedback ratings that consumers give on items do not represent their true preferences but are biased, for example, by the system’s predicted ratings that are shown to consumers along with the suggested items. Among other aspects, the simulations revealed that such ‘polluted’ preferences are subsequently reflected in the system’s future predictions, leading to a feedback loop where continuously more noisy data is propagated in the system.

The works in [32, 33] are based on a general-purpose ABM framework for recommender systems modeling and simulation. The main components of the framework are the users (consumers), the recommendable items, and the recommender engine. The framework

Understanding Longitudinal Dynamics of Recommender Systems

allows to model the dynamics of the user agents using several key aspects of user behaviors as related to recommender systems: the lifespan when users are active in the system, users’ preferences for items, users’ item consumption frequencies, their consumption choice strategies, their rationale when providing feedback or the likelihood that they will provide feedback. The properties and dynamics of the item catalog include the point in time when items become available, their lifespan, and their content descriptions. The modeling of user and item aspects allow the framework to properly and robustly generate ‘ground truth’ user preferences for any consumed item. Finally, modeling the recommender engine, also an agent in the system, involves describing both its functionality (e.g., in terms of its relevance prediction, item ranking, and performance assessment methods) and a representation of the recommender system’s state at a certain point in time (e.g., in terms of the current rating database).

Given the individual framework components of [32, 33], an iterative simulation procedure is applied. First, the system is initialized with the user population, the item catalog, the rating database and an initial set of recommendations for each user. Additional elements could be added to this environment, for example, the social network of the users (with its corresponding social influences). In the main simulation loop, a subset of the users consume one of the recommended items with a certain probability (based on the desired choice strategy); after item consumption, the user determines her preference rating for this item and, based on some probability, decides to submit her feedback to the recommender engine. This represents one form of interaction in this framework. Based on this feedback, the engine then updates the rating database and prepares recommendations for the next round. In this process, the system also updates the set of active users and items according to the modeled lifespans and consumption strategies of users and items. Finally, in each simulation step, the engine evaluates and logs its prediction performance and other relevant process metrics, so that performance developments can be tracked over time.

Going beyond longitudinal effects of consumption strategies [32] and preference biases [33], the ABM framework and suitable extensions can be used to analyze a multitude of other aspects as well. For instance, in [11, 18] the authors analyze to what extent different recommendation algorithms lead to popularity reinforcement (blockbuster) effect [12], where already popular items profit most from recommendations. They also study concentration effects, which is a system’s tendency to increasingly focus its recommendations on fewer items, thereby reducing their level of personalization over time. One main outcome of these studies was that the choice of the algorithm matters, and that certain families of algorithms are less prone to lead to such undesired effects. Numerous other research questions related to longitudinal effects of recommender systems are still underexplored. E.g., there is little research on the long-term negative effects on the trust and behavior of users resulting from ‘bad’ recommendations, which could be caused by a malfunctioning system [8] or by the system not finding a suitable balance between item relevance and profit margin in a multistakeholder environment [1].

In addition, a recent emerging use of simulation in the recommender systems literature is to create environments against which reinforcement learning (RL) based recommendation algorithms can be properly benchmarked and compared. Example RL-based simulation platforms include RecSim [15], RecSim NG [24], SOFA [14], RecoGym [27], and PyRecGym [29]. Such platforms focus on simulating user feedback based on logged historical data and modeling sequential user behaviors in using RL. Using simulations allows researchers to optimize, evaluate, and compare RL-based recommendation strategies without having to run online experiments with real users. Although there are some similarities between these systems and the ABM approach, the RL-based simulation platforms are specifically designed for RL optimization and evaluation and, thus, typically are not ideal for modeling complex and heterogeneous user populations and studying emerging behaviors.

4 SUMMARY

ABM is a simulation methodology that has been successfully applied in various domains to study phenomena that emerge in complex environments over time. In this paper, we argue that ABM represents a highly promising approach to study longitudinal effects of recommender systems on various stakeholders, i.e., an important and practically relevant topic that has been underexplored in research literature.

REFERENCES

[1] H. Abdollahpouri, G. Adomavicius, R. Burke, I. Guy, D. Jannach, T. Kamishima, J. Krasnodebski, and L. Pizzato. Multistakeholder recommendation: Survey and research directions. User Modeling and User-Adapted Interaction, 30:127–158, 2020.

[2] D. Acemoglu and A. Ozdaglar. Opinion dynamics and learning in social networks. Dynamic Games and Applications, 1(1):3–49, 2011.

[3] G. Adomavicius, A. Gupta, W. Ketter, and J. Zhang. Understanding longitudinal dynamics of recommender systems performance: An agent-based modeling approach. In Proceedings WITS ’13, 2013.

[4] E. Bonabeau. Agent-based modeling: methods and techniques for simulating human systems. Proc Natl Acad Sci, 99(3):7280–7287, 2002.

[5] D. Bountouridis, J. Harambam, M. Makhortykh, M. Marrero, N. Tintarev, and C. Hauff. SIREN: A simulation framework for understanding the effects of recommender systems in online news environments. In Proceedings FAccT ’19, pages 150–159, 2019.

[6] A. J. Chaney, B. M. Stewart, and B. E. Engelhardt. How algorithmic confounding in recommendation systems increases homogeneity and decreases utility. In Proceedings RecSys ’19, pages 224–232, 2018.

[7] M.-H. Chang and J. E. Harrington. Agent-based models of organizations. In L. Tesfatsion and K. L. Judd, editors, Handbook of Computational Economics: Agent-based Computational Economics, volume 2, pages 1273–1337. Elsevier, 2006.

[8] P. Y. Chau, S. Y. Ho, K. K. Ho, and Y. Yao. Examining the effects of malfunctioning personalized services on online users’ distrust and behaviors. Decision Support Systems, 56:180–191, 2013.

[9] M. D. Ekstrand, F. M. Harper, M. C. Willemsen, and J. A. Konstan. User perception of differences in recommender algorithms. In Proceedings RecSys ’14, pages 161–168, 2014.

[10] J. M. Epstein. Generative social science: Studies in agent-based computational modeling. Princeton University Press, 2006.

[11] A. Ferraro, D. Jannach, and X. Serra. Exploring longitudinal effects of sessionbased recommendations. In Proceedings RecSys ’20, 2020.

[12] D. Fleder and K. Hosanagar. Blockbuster culture’s next rise or fall: The impact of recommender systems on sales diversity. Management Science, 55:697–712, 2009.

[13] J. H. Holland. Complex adaptive systems. Daedalus, 121(1):17–30, 1992. [14] J. Huang, H. Oosterhuis, M. de Rijke, and H. van Hoof. Keeping dataset biases out of the simulation: A debiased simulator for reinforcement learning based recommender systems. In Proceedings RecSys ’20, pages 190–199, 2020.

[15] E. Ie, C. Hsu, M. Mladenov, V. Jain, S. Narvekar, J. Wang, R. Wu, and C. Boutilier.

RecSim: A Configurable Simulation Platform for Recommender Systems. arXiv preprint arXiv:1909.04847, 2019.

[16] D. Jannach and G. Adomavicius. Recommendations with a purpose. In Proceedings RecSys ’16, pages 7–10, 2016.

[17] D. Jannach and M. Jugovac. Measuring the business value of recommender systems. ACM TMIS, 10(4):1–23, 2019.

Adomavicius et al.

[18] D. Jannach, L. Lerche, I. Kamehkhosh, and M. Jugovac. What recommenders recommend: an analysis of recommendation biases and possible countermeasures. User Modeling and User-Adapted Interaction, 25(5):427–491, 2015.

[19] D. Lee and K. Hosanagar. Impact of recommender systems on sales volume and diversity. In Proceedings ICIS ’14, 2014.

[20] D. Lee and K. Hosanagar. How Do Recommender Systems Affect Sales Diversity?

A Cross-Category Investigation via Randomized Field Experiment. Information Systems Research, 30(1):239–259, 2019.

[21] S. Leitner and F. Wall. Simulation-based research in management accounting and control: an illustrative overview. Journal of Management Control, 26(2- 3):105–129, 2015.

[22] C. M. Macal and M. J. North. Tutorial on agent-based modeling and simulation.

Journal of Simulation, 4:151–162, 2010.

[23] J. H. Miller and S. E. Page. Complex Adaptive Systems: An Introduction to Computational Models of Social Life. Princeton University Press, 2007.

[24] M. Mladenov, C. Hsu, E. I. Vihan Jain, C. Colby, N. Mayoraz, H. Pham, D. Tran, I. Vendrov, and C. Boutilier. RecSim NG: Toward Principled Uncertainty Modeling for Recommender Ecosystems. arXiv preprint arXiv:2103.08057, 2021.

[25] S. Prawesh and B. Padmanabhan. The “most popular news” recommender:

Count amplification and manipulation resistance. Information Systems Research, 25(3):569–589, 2014.

[26] P. Pu, L. Chen, and R. Hu. A user-centric evaluation framework for recommender systems. In Proceedings RecSys ’11, page 157–164, 2011.

[27] D. Rohde, S. Bonner, T. Dunlop, F. Vasile, and A. Karatzoglou. RecoGym: A reinforcement learning environment for the problem of product recommendation in online advertising. arXiv preprint arXiv:1808.00720, 2018.

[28] I. B. Sassi, S. Mellouli, and S. B. Yahia. Context-aware recommender systems in mobile environment: On the road of future research. Information Systems, 72:27–61, 2017.

[29] B. Shi, M. G. Ozsoy, N. Hurley, B. Smyth, E. Z. Tragos, J. Geraci, and A. Lawlor.

PyRecGym: A reinforcement learning gym for recommender systems. In Proceedings RecSys ’19, pages 491–495, 2019.

[30] L. Tesfatsion. Agent-based computational economics: A constructive approach to economic theory. Handbook of Computational Economics, 2:831–880, 2006.

[31] F. Wall and S. Leitner. Agent-based Computational Economics in Management Accounting Research: Opportunities and Difficulties. Journal of Management Accounting Research, in press, 2020.

[32] J. Zhang, G. Adomavicius, A. Gupta, and W. Ketter. Consumption and performance: Understanding longitudinal dynamics of recommender systems via an agent-based simulation framework. Information Systems Research, 31(1):76–101, 2020.

[33] M. Zhou, J. Zhang, and G. Adomavicius. Longitudinal impact of preference biases on recommender systems’ performance. Available at SSRN, https://dx.doi.org/10.2139/ssrn.3799525, 2021.