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ABSTRACT

The scarcity of realistic datasets poses a significant challenge in benchmarking recommender sys-
tems and social network analysis methods and techniques. A common and effective solution is to
generate synthetic data that simulates realistic interactions. However, although various methods
have been proposed, the existing literature still lacks generators that are fully adaptable and allow
easy manipulation of the underlying data distributions and structural properties. To address this
issue, the present work introduces GENREC, a novel framework for generating synthetic user-item
interactions that exhibit realistic and well-known properties observed in recommendation scenar-
ios. The framework is based on a stochastic generative process based on latent factor modeling.
Here, the latent factors can be exploited to yield long-tailed preference distributions, and at the
same time they characterize subpopulations of users and topic-based item clusters. Notably, the
proposed framework is highly flexible and offers a wide range of hyper-parameters for customizing
the generation of user-item interactions. The code used to perform the experiments is publicly
available: https://anonymous.4open.science/r/GenRec-DED3.

1 Introduction

Ensuring clean and reliable interaction data is a major concern across various research fields, such as recommendation
and personalization (Heinrich et al., 2019; Shalom et al., 2015), social network analysis (Reda and Zellou, 2023;
Al-Hajjar et al., 2015), and data mining in broad sense (Jain et al., 2020). As algorithms become more powerful and
sophisticated, the demand for reliable benchmarking studies to evaluate and compare their capabilities across various
perspectives and scenarios is growing. However, the availability of benchmark open-source datasets is limited because
large industrial companies generally do not release their vast amounts of proprietary data to the public. As a result, the
need for dependable datasets is more urgent and valuable than ever.

One way to address the scarcity of real data is performing crowd-sourcing (Lee and Hosanagar, 2014, 2019; Matt et al.,
2013; Zhu et al., 2018a). However, recruiting real users is generally expensive and time-consuming. A more practical
and comprehensive solution consists of generating data synthetically. In this regard, some methods try to replicate the
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characteristics of real-world data by learning their distribution (Luong Vuong et al., 2023; Arjovsky et al., 2017), by
performing augmentation (Vo and Soh, 2018) or compression (Wu et al., 2023). These methods learn directly from the
ground truth, thus providing a reliable replication of real-world data. Nevertheless, such approaches are limited to the
specific scenarios used for training, thus narrowing their flexibility. On the other hand, probabilistic frameworks that
generate synthetic data from scratch are probably the most common (Erdős et al., 1960; Barabási and Albert, 1999;
Leskovec et al., 2010). Among others, the Gaussian, Bernoullian and Dirichlet distributions are typically used for
replicating real-world characteristics, specifically regarding user-item interactions (Wang et al., 2020; Zhang et al.,
2021; Tso and Schmidt-Thieme, 2006; Chaney et al., 2018).

We argue that none of the aforementioned methods provide full customization of the generation process, which as a
consequence results rather limited to specific scenarios. We overcome this limitation by presenting GENREC, a flexible
and generalizable framework which allows to (i) generating synthetic data from scratch, without the need of referring to
pre-existing dataset; (ii) adapting the sub-populations of users and items, within their underlying distribution properties;
and (iii) regulating the users interest over each topic, i.e., the probability that a user will interact with items belonging to
a given category.

The rest of the paper is structured as follows. Section 2 reports an overview of the state-of-the-art synthetic generation
procedures. In Section 3, we formally define our methodology and discuss its novelty with respect to the current
approaches in the literature. We present the some experiments in Section 4, where we show the adequacy of the
proposed framework in generating realistic synthesized data. Finally, Section 5 concludes the paper.

2 Related Work

Given the scarcity of high-quality real-world datasets for recommender systems, there has been considerable effort in the
literature to generate synthetic data. In this broad context, we specifically concentrate on producing realistic user-item
interactions. This task poses several challenges, including the necessity to replicate the topological characteristics of
real-world scenarios (Erdős et al., 1960; Barabási and Albert, 1999; Leskovec et al., 2010; Luong Vuong et al., 2023).
The present literature covers a wide range of different approaches, which we outline below.

Data Augmentation and Condensation. Data augmentation consists of expanding an existing dataset while preserv-
ing its structural properties. This valuable task has been extensively studied in the literature. Vo and Soh (2018) propose
a framework based on Variational Autoencoder (VAE) for generating novel items that users will probably interact with.
Belletti et al. (2019) propose an expanding approach based on an adaption of Kronecker Graphs. More recently, Large
Language Models have been exploited in this regard (Mysore et al., 2023).

In an opposite perspective, condensation refers to the task of compressing the original data while still maintaining
their properties. Wu et al. (2023) propose a novel framework for condensing the original dataset while addressing
the long-tail problem with a reasonable choice of false negative items. Jin et al. (2021) propose a strategy aiming at
compacting a graph preserving its features for classification tasks. The process is performed by a gradient matching
loss optimization and a strategy to condense node features and structural information simultaneously.

Semi-Synthetic Generation. Differently from data augmentation methods, these approaches involve models learning
directly from a ground-truth dataset to generate a fully synthetic one. For instance, Bobadilla and Gutierrez (2024)
introduce a Wasserstein-GAN architecture (Arjovsky et al., 2017) for this purpose. The resulting synthetic dataset ex-
hibits similar patterns and distributions of users, items, and ratings compared to the real dataset used in the experimental
evaluation.

A specific sub-field of this research area focuses on generating synthetic data to protect sensitive real-world information.
These methods are typically applied in fields such as finance and healthcare, and in general in any context where data
privacy is crucial (Liu et al., 2022; Lilienthal et al., 2023). For instance, in (Slokom et al., 2020), the framework alters a
subset of real data values to produce a new semi-synthetic dataset. Similarly, in (Smith et al., 2017), the model starts by
generating a dense user-item matrix using a probabilistic matrix factorization approach based on Gaussian distributions,
further masking some user preferences.

Probabilistic Models. The generation of synthetic data is often performed by adopting probabilistic approaches.
Different kinds of distributions have been explored for user-item content sampling, such as the typical Gaussian (Wang
et al., 2020), the Bernoullian (Zhang et al., 2021), the Dirichlet and Chi-square distributions (Tso and Schmidt-Thieme,
2006). Among the others, Hu et al. (2016) propose a Bayesian Generative Framework and modeling procedure based
on Gibbs Sampling for binary count data with side information.
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Simulation-based. Driven by the objective of integrating generation and recommendation, other methods aim at
simulating realistic interactions for inactive users (Wang et al., 2019; Zhao et al., 2021; Wang, 2021). In Ribeiro et al.
(2023), the intent is to generate a binary preference matrix with five different topics spanning from the Far Left to
the Far Right of the political spectrum. Their main limitation is the lack of a study of the generated user and item
distributions. Chaney et al. (2018) extend the model proposed by Schmit and Riquelme (2017) for allowing multiple
interactions for the same user. The histories are generated by sampling from a (noisy) utility matrix which represents
the actual preferences of users.

Table 1 reports the portion of methods presented in this section that generate synthetic datasets from scratch, thus
presenting similarities with our proposal. The table summarizes the differences with our methodology.

Model No training Realistic Source Code Flexibile
Distributions Interactions Topics

GENREC (ours) ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓
Tso and Schmidt-Thieme (2006) ✓ ✗ ✗ ✗ ✗ ✓

Smith et al. (2017) ✓ ✓ ✗ ✗ ✓ ✗
Chaney et al. (2018) ✗ ✗ ✗ ✗ ✗ ✗
Zhang et al. (2021) ✓ ✗ ✗ ✗ ✓ ✓
Ribeiro et al. (2023) ✓ ✓ ✓ ✗ ✗ ✓

Table 1: Comparison between the proposed framework and the state-of-the-art models which generate synthetic data
from scratch. The column “No training" indicates whether the method allows to generating interactions without a
training phase; “Realistic" refers to the conformity of the generated data to the typical properties of real-world scenarios;
“Source Code" denotes the availability of the code for the experiments; finally, the column “Flexible" refers to the
adaptability of the approach in terms of (i) following a specific distribution, (ii) modifying the properties of the synthetic
user-item interactions, and (iii) introducing a given number of topics, further regulating the users interest accordingly.

3 Data Generation

In the following, we outline the foundational models that inspired our generation procedure, highlighting their limitations
and explaining how our framework overcomes them.

3.1 Preliminaries

In our opinion, the most promising approaches for the data generation task are the ones proposed by Chaney et al.
(2018) and Smith et al. (2017), which we describe in the following.

Both the methods model the initial preferences as a (noisy) product of latent user preference and item attributes. However,
we believe that Smith et al. (2017) oversimplify the generation process, by sampling both users and items latent features
from a Normal Distribution. Conversely, Chaney et al. (2018) propose a more sophisticated approach, defining users
latent features as ρ ∈ R|U |×K , and items attributes as α ∈ R|I|×K , with K being the latent space dimensionality. In
more detail, ρu ∼ Dirichlet(µρ) for each u ∈ U , and αi ∼ Dirichlet(µα) for each i ∈ I , where µρ ∼ Dirichlet(1)·10
and µα ∼ Dirichlet(100) · 0.1. The latent representations are further used to generate the true utility matrix V |U |×|I|,
representing the actual utility of a user interacting with an item. Specifically, Vu,i ∼ Beta′(ρuα

T
i ), where Beta′ is an

atypical parameterization of the beta distribution having mean µ = ρuα
T
i and fixed variance σ = 10−5. However, in

real-world scenarios, actual utilities are unknown. The (known) utility matrix T is hence obtained by blurring V via a
noisy factor ω ∼ Beta′(µω), with µω = 0.98. Finally, preferences populating D are generated through a combination
between T and a non-parametric function f(rankRu (i)), which ranks each item i ∈ I , for each user u ∈ U , according
to a recommender system R.

Differently from Chaney et al. (2018), Smith et al. (2017) introduce some flexibility into the dataset construction, by
defining a budget Bu for each user u, as

Bu ∼ round(exponential(β)) + cb (1)

where cb is a positive hyperparameter set as the desired number of ratings for any user. This factor allows to achieve a
realistic distribution over user adoptions. More specifically, for a given user, the authors devise a normalized distribution
over items by combining an item-popularity vector p, with the underlying preference distribution obtained from the
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(factored) preference vector R̂u:
pi ∼ PowerLaw(α) + c (2)

Du =
p⊙ (R̂u +mini(R̂ui))

||p⊙ (R̂u +mini(R̂ui))||1
(3)

Here, c is a positive parameter which avoids the probability of an item being rated to be 0, and Du represents the item
distribution for u. From this distribution, Bu items are finally sampled without replacement. Notably, Equation 3
captures, within the synthetic data generation process, the well-known phenomenon of popularity bias (Zhu et al.,
2018b; Channamsetty and Ekstrand, 2017; Liu et al., 2019), i.e., the phenomenon where a few items are extremely
popular, while most items receive interactions from only a small number of users.

3.2 GENREC

In our opinion, the aforesaid approaches present several limitations, as well as interesting starting points that we aimed
to extend. First, Chaney et al. (2018) impose µρ (and µα) to be equal for all u ∈ U , thus constraining the exploration of
the latent space to a confined sampling region. In other words, µρ being equal across all users entails sampling their
preferences from the same multinomial distribution, thereby reducing their variety. A similar consideration can be made
for µα regarding the items choice. To overcome this limitation, we perform a distinct sampling for each user and item
by applying µρu ∼ Dirichlet(1) · 10, ∀u ∈ U , and µαi ∼ Dirichlet(100) · 0.1, ∀i ∈ I , respectively.

Our second extension lies in separating the items into c categories and users into p populations, i.e., partitioning
I = {I1, I2, ..., Ic} and U = {U1, U2, ..., Up}, with c ≤ K. Assume a target items category i ∈ [1, c] to be preferred
by the j-th population, j ∈ [1, p]. We allow users in Uj to prefer items belonging to Ii by disabling the item latent
features corresponding to the other categories k ∈ [1, c], k ̸= i, i.e., by setting them to a value ϵ ∼ 0. Similarly, we may
disable the users latent features corresponding to the other sub-populations l ∈ [1, p], l ̸= j.

Given that the probability of a user u interacting with an item i is determined by the dot product of their respective
latent factors, disabling some of them ensures that users from a particular sub-population predominantly interact with
specific categories of items.

Example. Assume K = 4, c = 2 and p = 3, implying I = {I1, I2}, and U = {U1, U2, U3}. We want to increase the
likelihood of users in U1 to choose items from I1, of users in U3 to pick from I2 and impose users in U2 to have equal
probability of picking from both sets. We here assume that the first (resp. last) K

2 items latent features refer to the first
(resp. second) category. Then, the generation starts with the latent feature αi ∼ Dirichlet(µαi

1 , µαi
2 , ϵ, ϵ), for i ∈ I1

(where (µαi
1 , µαi

2 ) ∼ Dirichlet(100) ·0.1 and ϵ ∼ 0) and αi ∼ Dirichlet(ϵ, ϵ, µαi
1 , µαi

2 ) for i ∈ I2 (with (µαi
1 , µαi

2 ) ∼
Dirichlet(100) · 0.1). Similarly, ρu ∼ Dirichlet(µρu

1 , µρu

2 , ϵ, ϵ) for u ∈ U1, with (µρu

1 , µρu

2 ) ∼ Dirichlet(1) · 10,
and by contrast ρu ∼ Dirichlet(ϵ, ϵ, µρu

1 , µρu

2 ) for u ∈ U3, with again (µρu

1 , µρu

2 ) ∼ Dirichlet(1) · 10. Finally,
ρu ∼ Dirichlet(µρu

1 , µρu

2 , µρu

3 , µρu

4 ) for u ∈ U2, with (µρu

1 , µρu

2 , µρu

3 , µρu

4 ) ∼ Dirichlet(1) · 10. In other words, we
set the first (resp. last) K

2 latent features of items in I1 (resp. in I2) to a value ϵ ∼ 0. Regarding the users, we similarly
set the first (resp. last) K

2 features of users in U1 (resp. in U3) to ϵ, while leaving all the features of users in U2 equal 1.

Further, we observed that, in the procedure proposed by Chaney et al. (2018), the data generation relies on a non-
parametric function f(rankRu (i)), where R is a recommender system to be trained. We indeed aim at producing organic
interactions, disentangled by any additional component which could be difficult to manipulate. For this reason, we
populate D by performing a sampling directly from T :

d̂u,i ∼ Bernoulli(tu,i), (4)
where tu,i corresponds to the (known) utility of item i with respect to user u.

However, we notice that interactions sampled via Equation 4 do not follow a power-law distribution. It is well-
documented in the literature that user-item interactions typically follow a power-law pattern (Newman, 2003, 2005;
Clauset et al., 2009a). This is indeed captured by the generation procedure by Smith et al. (2017), which samples the
items popularity from a power-law distribution. We argue, however, that power-law distributions in empirical data may
present several variations, such as Power-Law with exponential cut-off, Stretched Exponential and Log-Normal (Clauset
et al., 2009b).

Inspired by this consideration, we generalize our approach by modeling the underlying user-item distributions as a
plag-and-play component, and resort to the following equations:

popi ∼ LongTail(λ) (5)

d̂u,i ∼ Bernoulli(t
δ(1−pdf(popi))
u,i ), (6)
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where LongTail can be any long-tail distribution and pdf(x) represents the empirical density function relative to x.
Here, u is a user, popi is a popularity score associated to item i2, tu,i corresponds to the (known) utility of u with respect
to i, and δ is a control parameter that balances the items popularity over the distribution. The results of hyper-tuning
this parameter are discussed in Section 4. Finally, d̂u,i indicates whether u interacted with item i.

In this way, we impose the item popularity to be long-tailed distributed (Equation 5), further sampling the interaction
history D̂u of each user u as a Bernoullian process (Equation 6). However, this sampling procedure is biased towards
interaction lists that are normally distributed, due to the underlying bernoullian process. To ensure the long-tail property,
we adopt a similar approach as (Smith et al., 2017): we define the set Du ⊆ D̂u as a uniform sample from D̂u with size
nu. The process is defined as follows:

nu ∼ LongTail(β) (7)
nu = nu + τ (8)

Du = {ij |ij ∼ Uniform(D̂u), j = 1, . . . , nu}, (9)

where τ is an hyper-parameter that controls the minimum length of user history (Equation 8).

The whole generation procedure is summarized in Algorithm 1.

Algorithm 1 GENREC Generation Process

1: Input: U, I, T, τ, λ, β, δ
2: Output: D
3: P ← {popi|popi ∼ LongTail(λ),∀i ∈ I}
4: N ← {nu + τ |nu ∼ LongTail(β),∀u ∈ U}
5: D = {∅}
6: for u ∈ U do
7: D̂u = {∅}
8: while |D̂u| < Nu do
9: for i ∈ I do

10: if Bernoulli(t
δ(1−pdf(Pi))
u,i ) then

11: D̂u ← D̂u ∪ {i}
12: end if
13: end for
14: end while
15: Du ← {ij |ij ∼ Uniform(D̂u), j = 1, . . . ,Nu}
16: end for

4 Experiments

We conduct an extensive evaluation of GENREC, in order to test its flexibility under several perspectives, as reported
in the following. First, we show that the proposed approach allows for categorizing users into sub-populations and
items into topics of interest, further regulating the underlying interactions distribution. Next, we perform a sensitivity
analysis by varying the popularity factor (δ) and the chosen distribution shape (LongTail), showing their impact over
the generated data. Finally, we demonstrate that our approach can be extended to produce realistic samples based on
real-world dataset, straightening the usability of our synthetic framework.

To conduct the experiments, we fix p = c = 2. This means we generate a synthetic dataset with two sub-populations of
users and two topics of interest for the items. For simplicity, given n as the size of the generated sample, we assume
the first n

2 users belong to the first population (U1) and the second n
2 users to the second one (U2). The same partition

applies to the items with respect to the topics (I1 and I2). We further impose that users in U1 most probably interact
with the items in I1, and vice-versa.

Tuning Interactions. We recall from Section 3 that our procedure allows us to adjust the user-item interactions by
means of the ϵ parameter, i.e., by disabling the latent features corresponding to the sub-populations and topics for

2Being LongTail(λ) a continuous function, popi is not the popularity of item i (i.e., the number of users who interacted with it),
but should be interpreted as a probability score, e.g., the average number of users who would interact with i in different experimental
trials.
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Figure 1: Visualization of the user-item interaction matrix by varying the ϵ parameter. The X-axis reports the users,
while the Y-axis represents the items. A dot in the position (u, i) indicates the the user u interacted with item i.
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Figure 2: Distributions of users who interact with items belonging to a given topic of interest. The X-axis represents the
percentage of items in I1 within the users history. The Y-axis shows the proportion of users having that percentage.
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which we want to generate fewer interactions. Refer to Example 3.2 for more details. Figure 1 visualizes the user-item
interaction matrix as we increase the ϵ value. When ϵ is close to 0 (Figure 1a), the interaction matrix is essentially
bipartite, since users in U1 (resp. U2) always interacted with items in I1 (resp. I2). As ϵ increases, the matrix becomes
more scattered, eventually becoming completely homogeneous in Figure 1d.

As a complementary experiment, we arbitrarily selected one item set as a reference, I1, and calculated the percentage of
items in I1 appearing in each user’s history. Figure 2 shows how the user distributions change as ϵ varies. In Figure
2a, they are highly clustered, indicating that items in I1 are always chosen by users belonging to U1, and never by
the ones in U2. As ϵ increases, the distributions gradually converge, eventually overlapping in Figure 2d. Tweaking
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103 Items

Users

(a) Users and items.
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(b) Sub-population U1.
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(c) Sub-population U2.
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(d) Item-set I1.
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(e) Item-set I2.

Figure 3: Degree distributions of users and items, either aggregated or considered as sub-groups. The X-axis represents
the degree, while the Y-axis reports the frequency.

Distributions. We now validate the flexibility of GENREC by demonstrating how easily the frequency distributions can
be adapted. For these experiments, the dataset is generated to follow a Power-law distribution. Figure 3a illustrates the
degree distribution for both users and items, showing that both adhere to the desired properties set during the generation
process. Importantly, this compliance is observed not only in the aggregated dataset but also within each sub-population
of users (U1 and U2) and items (I1 and I2), as depicted in Figures 3b to 3e. Next, we show the adaptability of our

Items Users
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(a) Both users and items follow
a Power-Law distribution with

exponential cut-off.

100 101 102
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(b) Users follow a Power-Law
with exponential cut-off, while

items follow a Power-Law.

100 101 102

Degree

100

101

102

(c) Users distribution is a
Stretched Exponential, while
items follow a Power-Law.
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(d) Both users and items follow
a Log-Normal distribution.

Figure 4: Degree distributions following different shapes, imposed by the generation procedure. X-axis represents the
degree, while Y-axis reports the frequency.

procedure in generating data following specific distributions, such as Power-Law, Power-Law with exponential cut-off,
and Stretched Exponential, indicated by Clauset et al. (2009a) as representative of real-world scenarios. Figure 4 reports
the degree distributions obtained by imposing different combinations of the aforesaid shapes. Notably, we can fix the
same distribution for both users and items (Figures 4a and 4d), or differentiate them (Figure 4b and 4c), thus ensuring
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total control over the generation procedure. Finally, we perform a sensitivity analysis of the popularity coefficient δ, to
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Figure 5: Item-degree distribution of the generated data by varying the popularity coefficient δ. The X-axis represents
the degree, while the Y-axis depicts the frequency.

assess its impact over the data degree distribution. In this experiment, the sample is Power-law distributed. Figure 5
depicts the results. We can see that, as δ increases, i.e., as more importance is given to the item popularity, the degree
distribution converges to the chosen shape (Figure 5d). Vice-versa, if the popularity factor is totally ignored (Figure 5a),
the distribution approaches a Normal shape. Notably, this is due to the Bernoullian sampling process intrinsic into the
procedure (line 9 of Algorithm 1), which governs the dataset creation.
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Figure 6: Users/Items degree distributions of the original dataset (top row) and of the synthetic sample generated by
GENREC (bottom row). The X-axis represents the degree, while the Y-axis shows the frequency.
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Generating Realistic Data. As a final experiment, we tested if our procedure is able to generate realistic samples,
relying on a pre-existing dataset. As a reference benchmark, we selected a dataset based on Amazon Music (Yuehuan
et al., 2021). To reproduce the original distribution, we used a Power-law shape both for users and items, i.e., Equations
5 and 7, setting the parameters as: β = 1.91, λ = 1.99 and δ = 1.0. The results are shown in Figure 6. The top row
reports the real distributions, while the bottom row depicts the synthetic ones. We can see that the generated sample
reflects the structural properties of the original dataset, despite not being identical. This demonstrates that our procedure
can be further exploited to generate realistic samples, based on a reference dataset.

5 Conclusions and Future Work

Motivated by the scarcity of realistic datasets in the context of recommendations, in this paper, we present GENREC, a
flexible and customizing framework for generating user-item interactions. In the experimental section, we showed that
our procedure allows to (i) separating users and items into an arbitrary number of populations and topics, respectively;
(ii) regulating the probability that a certain group interacts with a given topic; (iii) tweaking the underlying distribution,
modeling it as a plug-and-play component; and (iv) freely tuning the structural parameters, e.g., minimum number of
interactions per user, impact of popularity over the items distributions.

Despite the high flexibility of our method, there is still margin for improvements. Currently, our main limitation consists
in a grid-search estimation of the parameters, needed to replicate a specific real distribution. As a future pointer, we aim
at integrating an automatic parameters estimation within our framework, to reach convergence more efficiently.
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