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Survey on Graph Classification
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*(University of Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing 100049, China)

Abstract: Graph data, as a kind of widely-existing data in the real world, naturally represent complex interactions between elements of
composite objects. The classification of graph data is a very important and extremely challenging research topic. There are many key
applications in the fields of bio/chemical informatics, such as molecular attribute classification and drug discovery. However, there still
lacks a comprehensive review of research on graph classification. This survey first formulates the problem of graph classification and
describes the main challenges of this problem; then this survey categorizes graph classification methods into similarity-based methods and
graph neural network based methods. Moreover, evaluation metrics for graph classification, benchmark datasets, and comparison results are
given. Finally, the application scenarios of graph classifications are summarized, and the research trends of graph classification are also
discussed.

Key words: graph classification; graph kernel; graph convolution; graph pooling; graph neural network (GNN)
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K BB IO AR 2 AR T — AR PR 9 i R85 28 12, Pl A3 2 B s 3t 146, AR S SR T
P S L. 25— AL, P70 280 H b i 2 20 B RORE B SRR A RTINS 5G 2R, 00N A 0 P RO 0 b 2. 2K
N E R Z AT 55, T DUN I AEAR 22 00K, B A2 5 JE 2 v, SR 20 1 AT 70 ORI L & o
(PEAE. TP DU s bk 7 AR AR R rh, G0 R 1T 4% 5 S T AR U AN LI, AN B R SR
P IRIRIT BE 1 B IIXAN S BERA, P43 W FU AT FR 3 T2 1 7 3

B0 R 5T T7 v T2 G T IR T i, 6T BV RC ) TR AN T IENRFE 2% ST D7 . H il A — 24t
Xl 43 8 p SR s T £k, BRI T vk U0, PR RRADUE 2 >3 ik U AR BRATT T 0, 24 m I A B
IEAL G713 AL SR A PRI A RE IR EE 2 2] AN B G KRBT U LR O 1 J7 58 2 (MBI TN B, ASSCA B i
85 7 B 2RI BRI A IZ LR 58 2 ) R AH DG AR

ATCRE AT B 73 TR B SRR, 35 1 JOR B T A BLRETH S K B 20 2R 05VE. ZE T AR TH A 1 18 2 2K 2
A T S oS ARARALLBE NS B BEAT 2338, A4 B AR vk A IR UL IC 7 vk, o, B A% O vk - i i IR ) s SORE§E
(RIARBLEE, S LA G I 53 7 vk, I 2 2 A0 DR 2R T BUZ K 0 2l th ), ek i JE AR
T B 3 Dy R R, T AN [ VL (7 5 R SR S P PR AR ABUSE 9 1T R AT 16T 93 2. S T DL L VA )
GrARTriE, W I 2% FE L5 [ (1 A ZR T 5 1l 2 ) (0 AABLIEE 70 K303t i e Pl 8. 7L U 6y Pl 6 i) 7 RO
TEIRETT i, SR TN R Al v SEARH BOR, BRSO LR BT ) 73 SR AT HEAT 1), P TEvk
BT BARE S AT AL,

5 2 IR HL T IR ZE A 46 (R 181 93 S T7 ik BEAE VR 2 21 45 B, SCARSE U e, WFTEN 5 0T 4 v VR E
A Y RS VR BN TR R 2 o 1 I B A vt e I P RS e U e el o g 4 R L 4
IR BN, AR AU R A S P A By, SR A G RO AE AR BT B RS AR AT R,
WAL SE PR LTI S A5 BB I 3R 100 28 AR ST P OGS 3 1 IR G A e M 2% 1 181 3 SR AT T
BT

R OA KR IR AP 22 P 26 (K 5 5 N 1 1 ) RAT 55, AR AN U AT AR A7 AEVF 2 IR Bk, 9] 4 45t
S AN RIS IR 10 ST B AN () 3 B3 ST B DR , A7 SR TR Ak i i B R, (HBEGZ AL RE AT R, BEAh,
TP O B R SR B2 — Bkl ASCAKANMABE R S5 70T T B2 JE A AR PR AR AR KIS 7).

ASTCER 1 i B PG 2 B SO 11 3 SRS () ) BRIk . 5 2 AR B 1 TARADURE oH A P 22K
Jii, Fer R A B A 1 0 B 2 AN T I UL (R B 20 2K, 365 3 WA 0 F b 1 3k T IR AR 1R P 2 2R 5
5. 58 4 WORER S RINENEDY, BR R R0 Eade, PP R bR A L8R T (AR LR . B 5 1T
T AR A TR N 7 SOF 4 AR AT REMIBE TOE S fem — 17 B S 423

1 [E5y i)z X Rk

AFATPAIE B 5328 il R ORI A SRR 5 S, T2 &5 181 40 28 v 1 ) 5 k.
11 ESEEREERFISENX

Pl 53 28 2 R BB A5 1 — N T LA 5 1), e e 38 L ARK 1 2R T PR 2 I I O R LA SR, 45 — 4
G = (G| KRB Y = (Y)Y, K EAERIR A G, = (V.E,X) . B3 ARG Fa M T E SR RE 4 RVRFAE A
S X AW IEALA A% 2 1 5 2RI PR T I8 2 5 8 14 Bl 55 D 8 S T oA 0 B PR 8. Ok 17 JE A T Pl (e 28, 7
T84 MR 25 7 B S P A JS R SRR A5 . DL B 0 S A TR 0 3 S B 22 3 SR L™, e, A PR T —
AR Y, = iV, - BRICZ A, B9 AR 2 b 23 I B0, 2 bR 2 PR A FED0) B (R b 26 ) AT A
HZA M), BNY; =y},

WNTEG=WV,EX), M8 hY . VERETERES, IVI=n AR ERRETIUNES, ECVXV.
X Ron B B AR ERERE, X e R . X FonER i AN ST &, D O SR IELE . AL, A € Roo KoR
B A8 B0 I, R B9 S 2 IO R, 3K 1 LS TS0 W5 LR R & S
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T aX T ax
G I v R
y Pl n 5 A
G I8 NG W v K48
Y T AeRr AR AR
E DYt X € <D 5 AL

1.2 B SHkk

P13 2 2 B sk i — AR L B AT 45, 200 8 0 AT 55 EATHRAPAE VR 22 il JURNHE i, EBEEFE LT LA 7.

(1) BRI R 22 2 PR

A R AT R R B 0T LA X PO S AT . Bl A LA 4, ARGy T i, AR ER T A R
AP 20 (0 P o B S ) (R A B R 5 A 15 8. IR 2R 0045 e v T BB 1 o0 St 2. kg, PR 2
B R, — R U, A B T sSBOAN], B e dE e 7 AN, A5 B4R A AN 7). 5L b 5
FERRE AT LB 28 B e SUIRAE, IR M LT A B B L. BB 00 52 = ME AN R0k, b BB 1 o3 26 kAl
WK IBk .

(2) B4 115 B oA

P AR BREAE, B 2 kM RARH £ 5. BRI g (s SR HR I B R MR R, BAE T s — ik
B B, s B LA L m i B B, [ LS 3] R ik i — R R B R AT LR R g B SR T
5, NI 75 P G A £ 8 AT AR WL 2 3 5 v 2R P B2, B R s b 4 B T B 0 AT S5 B S S T 22 4, A2
i B2 AU B A, B R AR 48 5 B RE Ll S5 M B 45 AR KR 4R 1T Errica 25 A\ PRS2
RIR, H 0T B A 19 45 1 B 3 2807 VA R 43 B 4 B R e 5o R A BB i S5 kA5 B, o T B2
TR B8 L2 AN B @R R S B K vk, DR, el RS BRI A B A 05 R 2 B A AT 45 TR 1)
— KEZH .

(3) ImARIE A 7 i AU B R Ay 2t

H 105 B8 1 B 2 2% 7 vE#05 1-WL B RIS 2 B IR, Xu 2 N PITGHIE, 5 715 B
350 i Pl p 22 P 2%, HLk s Y L B2 1-WL (Weisfeiler-Lehman) B[RRI, S0 4E -t AT —L850f 6 g ) S o
I3 B WL PRI [ A R 1 P el 2 I 4% (R 2% 2200 LI SR, WL SRR 53 PR A2k PR A 25 [ 4 f e — 7
T, S5 P 000 4D 70 D s A A B R AT 22 D ] P 56 B, 38 36 v S A PR . 59— U T, TEIXRIFRIEE T, AN fg
RALE T FE B0 RO ABEIRY gl 2 o P2 5 A £ S T o i 3 o (R R R, ] 4 28 ) B th R LA 4 7). S 1ok, 1R
RAIE I 4 ISR TR B8y (R I Wbl AR T2, Xt B A A AR R R AT g — A B s R Ik
B8 i A A R o3 S o R e () — A P
2 ETERMETERNE S A

FEAR 22 T PR e 4 7~ B0 10 A0, 11 22 1) B B 4 SR 1) 5 — U1 ] DA — 2D b B — S8 R YR AT 55, 1
FREI 2, B SFIA A R &5 AT DG ) [ R AR DL S B AT R 4 2810 ik, 45 8 — 4L I, RS TARLSE o
SR 43 S5 v 508 0 B R Bl BV S I v 3RAF W A B ) (R ARABL R o, SRS R BILAS 2 20 U, iR &
73 B0 VA AL RE FE B BT 4328 IR 28 5V R A5 I U 2 X i A BEAR LU R S e ], e AT 1T J R S AR A ). 32
YOI DR 2 56 PR 2 AR BE (9 H A N1 AR E VT B 00 A 2, K 21 AR EE H S B 432500k BT A% 1
IR EUCEC I 735, A HEAT A R 4t
2.1 ETE#ZEDH

W5 12— O i 2 ) A v 0 ) R A v i 23 1) T bk ] 2 ) AR D7 92, A% O AE T R B
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P AR BLE. B % (graph kernel) & — s R (K1 4% U5 925, HAZCo e 0 P 2 TR R ARMLURE 160 B2 . 5 T P e (1 el 9326

5552 TR SR D A7 0 X o e M 5 22 0 L EE, 40 R P PRL BB AT 43 2. S T
LT 40 2 R ) 1 .
G FEBATIONE  [Label]

PO 0P |
. p -
= k['..-.lv' ? g F
T ZHLas
(Kernel function) (Kernel machine)

b s .
: ik GNP fn
1 T2t / \‘

1 ST 2 K07

IR A2 UAEIE 1 G _E AR IE 2 B B, 3 BR S0t 7T Lo 24 7 R AFURR 23 [T FR) — AN AR LAk,
4052 8 G N, AEAE— A P2 1) B AR AP 25 T B 6« G — H, 3 K(G1.Ga) = (B(G1), ¢(G2)) ). W LU Hh, 1%
R BT KR i 20 22 1 F) PR 38 ST 4 A 1 2 22 1 PO A R B B 200 3o iz S0 T R P B Bl A £ 3 ), — o
T S A S SCASEA PR BRI IS R 50 b, 4R A o 0 W S Y 1 i A7 8 L D) ATABLRE . 53— il i A
BB T, S 5 T T LA O T B PR B o, B A R ) 5 S A B R P A ) ) PR AL
R (kernel matrix), F SR 6 B0R T2 S (K0 R LS 000, PRURG vt R 2 2 e A v gl )32 A 1 1,
TOTE T XA A% B B

R-AZ B b WL B 7 v (0 TR AE S, B WOR T, R0 A HE S0 52 4 0 5 (191 401 1) 4 FR e o3 7 2
SRR AR G AL (40 I, TARE), AR 08 ot P A ALk A A % S5 TR DL U Il 4 R i L P
JPEALE 3 2 T H A R R, T T IR PR AT T T4 1 R AT T R-5 B0 B RE 45 SLIR, 6
JE R BULII . 3% 3 IR 7 14 ) 3 DX 76 T P I A7 3K 3 T 42, 7 BEURN T4 £ B 9 2 31 44 14l
Sk A, T BRI TR, AR5 P S5l k11 7 v L AR BLBE AT 5. — sk e, 24 ol Sm 47, IR AL
75 3 FRUARAIE 1 e MO e, T el LR R b, R e

ST B AR BT R, BN EB A SE B AR 2, A TR BL. 33X 07 O TE TR B AR I AR [ 5 3, 8
T VA B s A VRS T A P2, BN R AR TE VS S A K, B I 0 5 . A S b oA 2 3 e B
A U0, 7 VTR 3 1 2 T B B %, R St 7 4 Y e 22 2 I 0 B 4, AT 15
VIR FEE . S50 LI A 7 10 0 i 0 T 0 R B A L A 5 R 2 P o 4 4 [ S I o4 4 — R, AR B
2, SR dE A B v I P AN Y A P K R 4 4 KRR AT Borgwardt 28 A TP OBy AFH# 598 (Floyd-Warshall)
B BRI, WGy, Gy ML, S AR B M S 1,82 ARIGTES | = (Vi, Ey) FIS, = (Va, Ey) b 5E Ui
L B A

Kaporest pan(S1,82) = Y > K (en,e),

e €E| ex€En
Forh, kD A R TE A%, AT A E SO KR S A% R R, B ey Bl ep K BEARTATINN ILAE A 1, 45000k 0. BT LA H,
A RS ) e o M AR 22, LR AT R B v T Ao o A L ) IRy B SRR R O O, B AN Th T
XTI, B B ATA% LI A B O(n*).

F T P10 PR AR T P PR AL S IR, Sl P e i il 7 P15 4 R 4, Tl oo B e /1 0 oo 1 7 1 2 AR
SIS B, B VA R A, B o oAz &5 U350 T i) — A28 15752 Graphlet 4% M. Graphlet
AR m AN AL T, — S me(3,4,5). W 2 45 T K/ 4 [9)ITf Graphlet. Graphlet EI4% /7708 ik
X+ Graphlet T2 77 2k LA E . € X G = {Graphlet(1),--- ,Graphlet(Ny)} J K/} Ny 1] Graphlet 54,

© PEBEERKCEIFR  htps/www. jos. org. cn



IRE F BoLosgk 175

fo MM N, fo 15 i MEEIR Graphlet(i) /£ G HHBLRATK. 45 & WA K n WEG,,G,,
" n > k. Graphlet F#% & -

kGraphiet(G1,G2) = fgl Je,
Horr, & fo, 7T VAR G; RHE R & 7T LA H, Graphlet £ {H A2 18 ik A B I8 AE ) 2210 P9 Bk 2 X5
2. BT E Ef:'ﬁ( Z )/I\j(/J\jﬂk 7 B U S SEAZ B AL 17 B R O(nb), I, 1% 7 A& T

DRI ]
MK N LT
Fl F2 F3 F4 Fs F6

VD o—O o—O o O
o o o—O o O o O
F7 F8 F9 F10 F11

B2 K/NA 4 MFTT Graphlets!

ST 01 A B PO AL FSE I, S0 0 e e, P P SRR L3 Sk g R PRI AIABL B . B A 3 T
TR P R, TR R 5 75T Horh, Weisfeiler-Lehman TR (WL 700! 6 B 32 fro 3k
TR R BT I %07 125 %) 3 S SRR o PR A g R0, 0 e 58 A T (DAL e 36750 Pl R L B4, i
JET 1 4 Weisfeiler-Lehman [ [ R IR PSR H Fg— Rl bRt A SR UM LB, 45 5 215 MR B I8, S 4
AT A R SR A R BEATHERE, 1 SRR HE RS IS AR S5 bR LRI R 2 TEAE S (multiset). 485 A1iX 1%
AR AT IR AT, 75 50T 7 BB RRSS . A4 I ST bR SRS 15 A0, U S Al — VRIS AR, W&l 3 o a—d FT7R. 7
VRN, £ AR R AR TR0 I P T A N PR 3 TRD AT 190, e P 44 8 56 2%t 2 T 9 L 3 52 .
7 G, Gy FiER R IR WL TR e X

K e (G1.G2) = (B (G1) by (G2)),
Horf, ¢l (G)5E XU hUGEARHT T AR BB [T L. ¢l (G) = (co(G, a1, -+ »c0(Gr Torsy)s - »n(Graron), -+ »
en(G,ouz,) > G, ori) T AR oy TEI G MBI UCE. 7T LA, WL T 25 %) AN B 6 R 7
P 4 Mg EAT T Bt T v S R BE 1. 76 N AN EIE AR h RIS OL T, 553552 7% B ) O(Nhm + N2hn) , JoH1n Flm 2
TR R KT S O B KB 3 5 WL TR AE P AR 55— Wk A U, vy, 28 T 4 459 39 ) 4
AFREHART A TR, BIIIFRZE 11, Ros DR 1, AR AU 4, 48R A0 1, 1,3 815 [ TM. 2 2 %F
RSB 3 TR AL G B AT T L.

Yanardag 25 A\ PV B, 755 WL B EE T, P TV SR R ) T 45 M JF AR 1 07E Graphlet 8% 715
i, —~> Graphlet 7] fig 1 53—~ Graphlet %8 IN—45 1 80#H — A1 w45 2 (K 2 W F3 1T LA F4 $9n—43415 2).
t1 T Graphlet JJ 3K, 5 AF %% (145500 40, 1145 M 22 10 B AR5 S0 R RO A 2% ) rh A2 i T 4%, 1
A1, R 2 ) 4 5 F F B K SO 77 1 B A R 0 o 8l R, i 2 ) AN s, AR S
O B ABL, 11055 FOA B AL, 24 T AR w5/ 17 581, Yanardag 25 A PO HY T VR P8 RS 7 i

kagk(G1,G2) = ¢(G1) Mp(G»)
Horht, MO — AR TG M2 1056 ARG, 56 T MR B S WA 7 i (1) 75 745 0 2 0] B VO ) 402 5%
FRINF, AT DA B A2 0 AR ABLRE SR T B M (2) 51 S5 K 2 50 B, AT AR o A BRI A 2R3
A=) 7 Ra s 2k 2 0 AR BLRE BB M. bSO R BI3E T WL T 8% 5 Graphlet IR 340 T LU
TN B IOHE S F IR ROR IS T S04t

it JUAE R, A R IR T R A 6t OF I ) T 1140 SR AT 55 v, IR OT 4545 T IO 2R RS I AT R IR X
S U, AT DL T BEARABURE VS0 P A A 4. (R 6y v PR iE 2 B 49 2 0 I R A FREAT 1, vk
oAb, S Ah, T BRI 7 v S0 2 PO e v, TCVR 7 80 K A I o

© PEBEBPHIFST  hip:/www, jos. org. cn



176

AR 2022 55 33 5% 1 8

Given labeled graphs G and G’

Ist iteration
Result of steps 1 and 2: multiset-label determination and sorting

0.&9

CAIED, G245
Ca > s>
G
b

1st iteration
Result of step 3: label compression

@\9
3,245 ——
41135 ——11 0

4,1235 —12

Ist iteration
Result of step 4: relabeling

245 ——9 — 13 ) (6) (6) @
c d G ¢
End of the 1st iteration
Feature vector representations of G and G'
Pt ()= (2,1,1,1,1,2,0,1,0,1,1,0, 1)
(p("lV)LSub‘m(G’) = (11 2! 11 11 ’ 1! 11 ol 1! IOI 1! 1)
L I 1 |

Counts of Counts of

original compressed

node labels node labels

Fvtsusee (Gy GY) <0Gt auee (G); Pitsube (G) 211
e
K3 1-WL PR AE A S BT S R A
®2 WAERZ TR L
25 K% 5 ATy A W I ) 55 2 i
B2 4% BB knorestpan(S1,S2) = Y1 Y K (ere) st o)
e1€E] ex€Ey
R-GRUX . N
ERE pEb Graphledi Keraphie(G1,G2) = T, o, e 0ery
TR WL TR % k&lsubtree(cl ,G2) = (gl (G1), Bk, (G2)) 25X O(Nhm + N*hn)

2.2 ETEEERIE S,

VTV P — 7L A P8 P8 o e . (UG 5 i (UG IS =15 Pl UC T 4, O s P UG P 5 222 Pl 22 TR
PRI PNV T ST AR R I ARE /a2 S Sl o PRIPH S P SR [ g STUNLRE 2 G DY e Wi PSS T R
15 GED (graph edit distance) [ T4, AT 325 45 T ARG A 11 UL HC HEAT 181 73 SR (K 7 i IR 2RT7 i (% 0t el
Aol 5 PR AL 0T YA VL2 T ) RE R ABL PS8 P A0 AT o 5, 091 0 ] 0 P, 2R 30 o AR AL F8 e I AT 326,
(1) 53 S L BRI A0 43 A V42 B IR DT IR 1) Pl 43 5 R ] 4 .
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VI — GED/score/+-— " — |Label
| - |7 e

’n \ﬁ)
L J @RI =

4 ETEILRT R E S

DG P V30 R FE B P40 R PR 0 Lok VS A Bl 2 TR RO BURE . Li 28 90 S 4R th I DL AC I 4 A5 (GMINY),
RIS 2 T AR A I AN e RS B A A, 5 RS P el A5 6L N — XTI I, GMIN [ i 2 30 Y
AN, T L85 B A R L 05 B sl AR ARABLAE, T (R s AN AR T AR m FR 408 i 1 s A T

P T BT B AR AN 45 11 AR ALLE T S (GSImCNN). Al T GMN, GSIimCNN #¢ it T EIAS B E 5L AN ]
FRARERT T RURIATBLRE I T 1 B ARBLE R R, 45655 FH 22 /N R 10 42 I 4% )2 AT ALLRE JRE B EA TR A SR B, T 5545 2P
(RFABLRE 23 %, #F GSimCNN fr)3Ef I, Bai 25 A W T PRl TH 5 FURHBLE (B8 SimGNN. %R AT
T RS R ARBLRE =, T ELUR T PR AN B2 s ) AR ARLE 1), 3 o R FH X AN ARABLEE ) BT AR BN
MR AFABLE 23 B, ERARIK MU TR 8 2 o 1R IR DL IE 7 VR 3 B 0 s s AR r 30U, Wl B bk AT /5 22 1
IYAT 4G, AEAATIAS 57 55 11 3 AT 45 AR 8 B30T, PR 100 8 s A0 PEUAFABLE 40 B8 vl LA SR 5 hle B 40 AT 45 1Y, TR e AR
SO EATA TR T EARBUE TR E 4y 28,

FET P VCC 0 B AR ARLRE VB i W 1 U L e A0 — oy RO U R, RIS 2 S S O
ST S ). A0 A T AR S e, ) AR ARLSE 23 BTG S ) e k. BRI ik v AR 5 4y

3 ETE#HEZMERESSE

SO 40 1) AR VR AR 20 4 A2 Pl 3 2 P iy 2 3 7 v, AR A T SR (1 43 288 R 9 AL p Tk 6y 10 6
AT 2 ] 5 5 A, JEARFAE 2 73 M LA 280 17 9 14 8000 A1 . A Pl 2 2 > 1 R e ), — BB s 22 [ 2% Ty
IR TR B 0 SRAT 55 AN B RS I T IR 2R I 2% 1) P 23 S0k, 3R 2Ry it o o 21 g 16y 3 agEAT R Y
fIAAG 2 20, R SR ZR ok T BUR 3T

I T BG r RAT 55 AL G B 28 I 45, T2 SR AR AL PSR, S AN SR AE 400 T 181 45 el 1y 45
FIRENPERD PR AR L. JEEE T B 73 AT S5, GBI ZR 9 2 1 ] T P 23 ol RBU, RIS 2 o0 i s BRI AL 5
T AEANE TG E e, E R AR Rk (A K, [ B A AN RN, S AN B AT AR
HA AR A, B o R GRS A S Bk 1 BRIk, 2508 — 2118, 3L I phee 2% (1
I RTT I S L G R 7 SO K L B AT 2 AL AR, R 5 AR B AE AL B AT AR AT, K P R R4 /).
AR LR 2K, e B3 B BN, IITREAT 2028, A M B 70 284 55 v (A AR 7 A AL 5 1 4
J3E, 0T [T 2 90 208 [ P 00 2R R AT S G RGBT R P PRl e 2 o 2t R AT 11 23 SR (K R 141 5 e, JLrp, AT
(KIERAE MBI ] BB e . B kR m A E vl UL 1 —n ik,

£}

.

-
1 —LabelJ

..... | %7\ Task model
""" | Graph pooling

! CNN

' Graph convolution

5 TR 2% (1 18] ) R

© PEBEERKCEIFR  htps/www. jos. org. cn



178 HAFFIR 2022 5% 33 55 1 &

31 &

TEE G AT 55w, B FUERAE B0 0 T 0 B EAT e AE AR 3 FUREAE S . 7EIX AN I 72 o 5 B AT e 22 M F)
FH B SR E RN H IME R AR B 3 AT 5, EERERUT A PR, — U5 B 4518 (massage-passing) 2
(AR, BRI R D U T 45 0 v o SCH 40 s 3R -G I AR S B WL B 4 R ) A R 451 0 B S AR 22 I 4 GCN,
ETHERE IR EGIRE N GAT & 5 — PR AAEGBRMNE ML (CNN) UG, J66 3R R A0 2 B
TP A5 5 400, I A R A R AR 48 N 8 A T S AR B

() 15 Bz 5

Gilmer %5 N Y742 H 15 AL  (MPNN) (R0 FHESR, K36 BRI A b £ S A 330 03 a5 £ J S 3 A
PR fE B AR ST A A S E NG ERA R B G A, TAGEEE & Z S LB R E
REFIAR S BT 45 6 DR R . A SCHEAF B X FIE 42 145 A7 0B A £ B AR 20 (MPNN) B, LIS B
FEia AR L ZH T s AT S, WS TR 3R TR 2 AL 5, A5 B G SRl AT R 1E AR
e, 132V LY AU R, B Kipf 28 A B H 1 B RN 4 GON by fil:

B0+ = U(Zj—%;ﬁ—%moww)’

e, HO 2P IR R, WO AT SHERE, A = A+ Iy B & AIERAHIE, o FoR %
ERT TS/

R HT MPNN A A Pl 9 AR AR50 3 210 R 0 B0k I R P F) 25 A SRR A IR I )19 0 2R, 2R
AL 2P 1 2o O HEAT 4326, Ma 55 AU H i AL (BigenPool) Bl 43 JSHAY, Gao 45 N M Hi ¥) Graph
U-net #5784, I Lee %5 A Wt () 1125 I3t 46 (SAG) #67L b B3R FI 5 AL R b ) GON JEAT 15 o
3. B4, Zhang 25 N VR IR S KRR 2% DGCNN HT Yuan 25 A PO 1 45 kit Ak 18] 93 28858 StructurePool
BRA T HMT GON [ BAEE R B JAEBUBA N Z = (D AXW), 5, & FI GON g SUHITFL, D A
FBE, Uk D= ) Ay Wee ROIL TS HOHIE. Zhang %5 N\ HEW) TEFAEBUT AU |G GON IR LT
WL 53, Ying %5 A U7 H A T it Ak 43 28458 DiffPool Hh, 45 B4 1T LUR AT 5% MPNN sC5 R

DL () S ) MPNN 20 R, #2145 2.1 15 P A1 1-WL SR 10, 1 Xu 55 A PN, It
T 1-WL UL B AR U B B e W 4, LT RE T AN o T 1-WL. 10 1-WL A B () RTE RE T4 R, X
REZ AR ED A RERER LS. AR B, 2 1-WL SR PSR DA B0 W7 D4 <rT E [ A4 I, £ B %3 2 1
A A 25t i P A P PR SRR A TR ). SR (R 551X 23 BE 0, 0 P 20 SRR RCR & 7 A SRR 5. 4R, AT
FARN T 2L T k-WL STVA I I ph 2 i 2 12220, k- WL S0 — ik T bR 2k Pl ) Bl ARG T 505, 66T 1-
WL ) GNNs ", £ BE% 38 3R A IR mi. ANF T, k-WL HE T BRI A R I02 KN 0 & 11 - 45
Ty Forh, BEFHEA K k-WL 575 set k-WL KIARE 1991 k-WL 50E, PR T k-WLP'2L 25 2 5 py 7711 Ji
i, Morris % A PR HURE T set k-WL S5 ) k-GNNs A5, SRR B AL 15 S8 e Bl AR/ A K FRIHS 5 0 1
(¥)F B G5 H) Z RIEAT. k-GNNs 3RS K/N o & [95R G s € [V(G)I* 3B Iy s At AT TG k1 2

D@ =a V@ wP > W,

UENL(s)UNG(s)
A, N =(te[VOFlIsntl =k =1}, BRES s G EES 1 IMAEITTE NN k- 1. k-GNNs [FRILGE I set
k-WL Bk —FER K. B T BEM2E RN k T, B T E AR s, RBIET ko 1,2, 3 &S, JHet—
FlZ VAT 1-2-3GNN 4%, 1ZAE LR B0 AT 55, S TS0 T 1-GNN [2CR. Maron %5 A POHR @t

T, P25 R 2 D 245 AR 02 25 il o 0 e s 2 10 ) g 1 14 T il g SRy 40, I8 486 T k-WL 51
LB RUZE 2% R IA BE ) AR IR TR T 1-WL SR G R R 46 SR, 56T k-WL Sk B G P
Lo 235 PPN KRB 10 T PGS AEA T O, 2S00 TR AR SRS B Graphlet IR, BRI K T AR % Kt
SEARHY. S2Br i TR, FA TG AR IK RE ) AN TS0 FE 2 8] BEAT BLAS.
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(2) CNN 5

B0 RAT 55, e — Rt AR 5K, RIS ) Hedl 2 R — 5 1 R0 A% 48 g R B, SR 05 42 IR AR Gt R 45 1)
7 BT B RAS e, A SO TRR A CNN 2. A EE MPNN AU R, IX R RRAE HRTIR E r 28h NIANZ (=
B T80 200 BG4 AT 45 (H) CNIN, 4328 (F) CNN 2B R 4%, 1] B L & il B P rp St
FRIEEJ7. Niepert 25 A\ PG, d1F EUG 15 Z A7 2 R0 2S 10, 0P 6(a), DRI vl LA 5 p5 4 B AN 2 3]
F5 N B AR AT S B, s R B2 L e, 3x3 B BT B P S AN R AR G IR AR 2, Wil 6(b)
7. SR, BB TR mU g5 1 A — B AR R — 10 28 (IR

PR | v A ii"i';'i!'

Kl 6 ZE N 3x3 K] CNN HEge

Niepert 25 A P15 S5 HE H T PSCN B84 A Rk B $03i 40 g R K, R 0 s e B8 (0 7 v e 17 A T B 3
5 T ORI I . B, R A SR A R R HE R AR AR 1 SHE, AR AN [ ] o S5 R AR AR S ] B
ABTE 7 B FRARBL A, B, 4R 5 32 H 38 5 N . 3555, PSCN A B AR EAL A v T B 44N A AR SR AN AN
) B RRUBSZ B SR B Ak, A S F SRR A 10y SRS A8 R I HEA T HE I, 4 T0 ) I 2 ) S 21 R
A LR 17 10 52 2% I, B 40027 40 PO B e AN Ay A RS2 BT bl TR O I B A AL R —
A AE# e M 2 M (NP-hard) 1) 88, PSCN F A fif GRax A 1) 1, 1117 52 £E A 22 B bRic 7 v P I8 T SR i 7 vk
IR T i B T D 4 ] ep Y S AT . AR RGNS, A 4 BUZ AT AR, o, B RN
5570 SRS B /A ). A A5 BRI 4 21350 43 6 46 W) ] DT 0

1T PSCN REAY Ay T g YA ) V1 h A TR] 74D ) BREAT T 00 s IR e 8%, BRI 10 A A PR Bk AT 2
HES, JURBHHI R — 2 SR A DS S5 4. BV IR R S0, G R EAT 58 2 YRABAN, T U IR 2 BT ) 4R T A AT
REAESE— RGBT I IR R A P, R AT XY 5 3k, TR HMT AR 2 B R, AR — L4 R 1)
B GER . O IX A ) 8, Tzeng 25 N PR T BLA TR 0 (BN 45 Ego-CNN, 1] LR IR P Hb 1) Je 3 A0 4 Jd
FHRAER. NP 7 & Ego-CNN (KRR HELE .

AT PSCN, Lh B FA LT 4% Ego-CNN HI4GH- A HEAT 5 AU IEEE, 2K B (M BT 5
S8 I — N W 2t ik NS B B R IER R IR, AR TS A AN AR BT AN B AT R AR T T s RIA PR
RAE N B2 B, B 5 IR RS MR B BT 2 BB R BRI T BLA

H" = o (E™ oW + 1)),

(D) _ (I-1) (I-1) (I-1) T
E - [Hn’: ’ HNb’(”J),Z’ o HNbr(n,K),:] ’

Hrr, e B gin R0 JZWF M RER IR, B e &0 Sn MK DNRIEASY ffE E— 2R ERTE R,
Nbr(n, K) X 7- 15 fin A K WY &ean &0 s, B AT R TEBIY T UG 1T S0 € i 9F BORFEAAL. o ZBOE KA, by 2 e
Jii. o Frobenius AR, & X XoY = ZU_XUY,_,. 55 PSCN L, BA 4 BUT U ], =22 A A E T EgoCNN
HT R YR [ s O AR 2 OB RIHER. Hy, o T ESEE T LRI R, th TR AT
AT RIE R, IR A K AN AR, ¥H PSCN H AR Jai 1 sl R 7 AT e ASAEAE I il . X g BEAT SRR, BT LU
SHAH B - — B RUEROR, K, 120 Ego-CNN 1] RLZE LU s hols L-Bk IR 9 46 Py R IR B 4544, I v] Lhidid
SATRI 7 2k SR 25 ) T HAL.
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K+1
K+1 : b
= D .:_..',. PG+
* Wop L4 om g '

Node embedding : Ego-TNN . Task model
S 1__|
| o -

7 « K1 D K+l D
P e et iy N 1 N~ F Dl N |
“4Zl following.— & el ] Stackup g o=
|| following ¥ -
N7 Nbr (n, k) Scaned ' Scaned |
HOM ’ by D H“]’ HeMl Nor(n k) by D T)
| \ / LN - v | |
/l L 4= 7 filters - o l——> A7 filters -
- ] bedeir = — | s

I
1st Ego-convolution layer

K7

L-th ego-convolution layer

BLE A 0 [R5 Ego-CNIN AR 7R E 24 154

PSCN Fll EgoCNN #0761 st FEA T80, 2B At v A P 454015 8., AR [A) ik, Peng 2 A V4R HY ) 3

T motif (1 ElF R BRI 4 MA-GCNN 7054 B o A p il i, wh e s AU T B4 i 1 2. Bdcth, 76
SXof P B A T LA B, AR S b R R P B SR JE HH N NN A, IR R AN IE T R B K AN AR SR Y
RGN AT B AR E R 87 B 4 3 1 motif PURL [ AR BE 31, X AN M B ) JE AR B 62 — A 2-Bk R 1211
motif, 3L VLAL 19 2 A motif JE R+ B FRoR, 2407 BIINRRNIER Y REEABIZoR. v LUE H, SR REYIRE
7 motif VEACIK 7 AR B & EiEL(E R, Wt &7 B g5 65 B, 5T ik, MA-GCNN XX AN FEEAT 2 1k
TR B RN IR, AR5 R T B 0 A3 535 D WL, 4521 P o 87 5 R 2 s 1) TR R s b i AT 4328
Fokit, 76 B 4r5h, 7 B G0 E i  HLHI SE LA ] g R ok e S0 U R W, BT B G AR T A I oy
AU, XA UE B T 12 A5 2 6] B TR AL 3L F5 B A s 4 B T s W 454445 B {25 PSCN 284, MA-GCNN
S ST T HE P AL R, 1 RUE B AR A S T A AR, e T T B R S5 R, T s HE e R

VWA 755 £ ARG 21 1 1] B 2S5 My mT et

L.

TR B AHE P RN (0 S A, i AN B0 A 55 P BN

X IR GRS 3, MPNN KA BUB B A AR 105 R 25 AH [, DA oR 7 48 A5 S A S AL A, X AL il
M SR AR B R, S A T B R 0 43 2 ) R CNIN 2O R BAT RGBS R IR BB D0, 38 T2 ik

o
S A2

LEEERITA DL B F A Ak, R TR R

Q) 2 B AT TR R 3, (24 T ONN OB WAAES B £, JoVE R 27 2143 27 1

AT RO TEE 18, TAEAFE ARG U7 T L ft

AP (K 25 R A5 A Bl 702, 12 ORATIR 5 2R R,

32 it 1k

TR GEAE R 26 P IR i AL AR T SR, AT DARR AR AL LR SE, 9> 2 B0 IF oy K2 . A5 s,
PGB AR MG 3R R AR G —, DA G A5 B 40 100 5 v (1 b AL B 1 2% 18 Al A A RS 11 7 2 £ LU AR 7 o O,
T EAT AL A AR i A S5V AR G2, A R A T R A S R U AT, PRI
(RI4ESE, 75 B REA BRI T BUGEOR, £E FEOR v, B KR s g R AN ), 80T B el i o AT it

LI, 5 5 RE AR Y RN IR SR i 4R £ 5.

T DR P o R, JEARVALIR 47 AR 2 AE e, DRI T SR ) o SO R SRR &0 B0, A — e f il A

LR, 1 SRR, 23 TC R R g IR AT o IR AT
B 1+ 12 AN PR T I FR s B, FERE AT RR TR, 3T A, SR ZS R A (K R A%,

CGRERR. T FCHEE SO € R S5 1271 )i 3

/”\:ﬁnlﬂ /I\ ;Evk 2 ;)J}

SRS MO PEEAT B 47, RV I 52 REAR Y s R & SRR AN RIS IR B O — AN (K o, AT (KR8 1
Fe) FIGOHT IR Vel T3 A o LA (K 3R 5 0 3R, OB B IR AR A B ey XD = SOTXO 13 21, AT FE g ATD = §OTADS O
PR, U8R, AR 2RI 2 2 LT 1 5 A A% 0 SR A Dy s UL AR /N AN R O £ FEEF P 0 SR AUl A 7 ¥ 084 T
Iy, FERE HARI 53 BCRIZR 25 T AT A 2190 1
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() W RS RE

T A C 0 7 O RS S TN R E S R AR, B, o FERE B AL B ANAT I A SR, AT
A—AMEN 1, HAEI R 0 3 R R, RSN R T HLAUR T AR IR Ma 2 AU i Ak
(EigenPooling) | FH 1% 58453 20 43 FLHERE SO, HARHE XA BEEAT + &I K1) 53, EigenPooling H4 34N E Xl 434 — L&
WA BRI T B GREAR), I T B — AN . HrpolB Y fUZ 8] B AR pad o 4D = §OTAOS O
R3], T B ST 2 A1, EigenPooling JEAN & HHA A BCAERE S O M0t 5T, 1724 T BIRRE 20 fif )5 15
FIRHAE ) B 20 5 T8 2 AN . 28, 8 s 3on ] IR L 7 0, i X, = O X 15 81, 2Nt
TR 2 B SRR IR AT PHE S, 13 BB & B iR, MRS BERE, Xl fe 2 v 1| EIEE
S B AR B AR B A SRR, IXRE AL ST AT S TR AR, WAL I FR T I AF S AT IR,
XL A SR B T ARG PR, ] DU B AR S, ORI B B A5 R, B 8 e TR A% B =X
I U 7 F1 EigenPooling [t AL 5347 B 4 2K ek 2.

conv, conv,

label
—_— ’

¢

W 25 N CIA Ay BEHH R AT AT B ML 4 R 2, b T R B EAR S A s G5 R £ B, bR T e s
(I A 22 [ 25 A3 (DEMO-Net). AR AR it A0 T2 v, K AR ] (9795 AR A A — AN Y ROER A T R 9f %
(K58 & 7 X, AR 8 28 TR 20 B A B 13t Ak Diehl 25 N PO H 1) EdgePool 33 2% 31 120 1) 43 $k v 5 W6 195 A4 45
RAE L. Bk, 7RI AGI, EdgePool 2 k34T 43 HHEY, 4R a5 28 43 Bt i (K208 1L 99 s 147 RO A A
I BORT I R BT 45 EdgePool HH AT Sk 34 HE 43 e B, (HE AN RS 8 1 s A0 R it Ak, Ak, (B R
)5, —LE 8 L E AL (permutation invariant) P& (] ain At . BoRIALER), 8 TR 10 38 47 Ak
SYBC iRt Ak 5 K

BT AT A BT o AR BT R, — R P R 2R VOl e U PV Y RS N, R
R T HAUS T AN X itk 7 =075 2 1 B R AR KRR AR T 45 OB A ), 7RSS 5 T, T REA7 A
T IR 5 23 AT 45 3 FE AN L (5 B, AT 2 0 P 402 2 SR

(2) T A R A

IR AN )7 2O T 20 AN AT e A AR, R R AT A UR T AR, b, K
O3 BC AR S i AT A0 FE SR, AT MBI EBUEEE A 0 < pyj < 1, RoRAT i LR py; J& 158 j A&, Ying 25
LTI H TR AT 43k, (DiffPool) B ok i i 2 M 31100 ) 3 A5 SR S SR I S O . B RE SR 411 9 /5.
TR T, 5 P AN BRI I 245, — AN N FEI 28 1 0% FH SR 2% 071 s A 12 AR

Z" = GNN,empea(A?, X ),
ANt A A 2 19X 3% P SR 2 S0 8 4 T o -
SO = Softmax(GNN,poa(A?, X))

B8 I B R R AL S AT P 4 S HE 2 1)
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Original Pooled network Pooled network  Pooled network Graph
network at level 1 at level 2 at level 3 classification

‘. H

B9 A BB RT3 T P TR AT I 4 SR A 1)

331 R SRR AR BCAE R S, I XD = SOTXO 1 AU = §OTAO SO 35 23 BIKH A, [ (1 i 2o A
AT RE B AR I 27 ) 7 A5 B o MR RE R, A FH B 53 AT 453 1R PR s A 5 AR U 5 e v Ak o i AL 1
PREE TR 2%, DR IMAR A 2% ) B IR o WO R, O T SR A il B, A 2 7RI ZRad AR b N T — A4 B 1 i T
AT 55, ARBEARIT T ml NZ I AT — D, eAh, i CREE AN TR T 1K 70 R 0 0 1Y), I B0 % 24 45 IR R 3 B
FEREAT B, (A3 5F— 47 /R 52T one-hot M & (FRAT RA—A> 1, HABHSZ 0 (/). I i A B 58 — 4
HR I I 2 2 1 5 3R G5 A A R R E AR B4 28 43 BO IR, S I I P o 27 o B4 1R o0 BO A MR B K, Bl F
o ECAR R LU 2, S BUF R R e B .

DiffPool (1] H b2 2% S 45 B AN LA BEREAT IR 2028, ATk, Amir 28 A USRI T SEF0 12 2 i a2
W%, H r R A 3] 17 AR B 2 R il 7 2K, SRS R UG 2 AN o3 BOH MR SR & D — A 28 19 43 B R T
Ak, IR 5] AN WeHE R 5 30 R B T T R BE O, B T R R A R

Xof LU R SCA 48 1A 3171 s s 43 B (it A 2%, R4 s 00 B P it A AN B SR A1 S E— (8 T — AN, X
Tolt S A 110 B st S 95 2 S B 5 P RS 0, AN T i[RI 7E 22 AR P s A €. DR AR, 78 B RT3 T SR i
(3t A 7 i, THHE TR T 2% 2 10 75 2R 80 3 e A o U7, Sk o B S A0 A A AT 45 MO 1 3 e R A T By
IR

Q) WEEFEERE

T SR BRI AL 7 VA FE ] TR R — S8y SRR AEAN B, Forh Rl R AN SRR — N, —
JBER UL, 1 OB S FUAR FEAE R — R —AMEA 1, FAR3S A 0. st 24 ny AT s B ey AT RS A

000

5
<«
;

0%

J AL (SAGPool) B2, B AEREAT AL I, [N 25 58 T 45 RURFIE AT 96 $0M5 R Bk, SAGPool 1| JH 4
B 28 R BT R 245 —A AR 0 B, X0 BT A R P R g
Z= 0(5_%X5_%X®a1t)7

Hrp, ze RV, A W52 XA GCN HA TR, ©,, € R™! j& SAGPool FE! i — IS 5. £33 S EE M 5UG B
HEF, o BHE 7 45 AR B — e Lo P T i, AR A B A
idx = top - rank(Z,TkN1), Zmask = Ziax,
Mo, top-rank 2 BUR [OME B K TRNTAS T 5 I8R5 idx , ZEBEATIBAL I, (8 B B3 8 1 B0 50 i e e
Iz Al 75 5
X' = Xigx:, Xou = X O Zmask Aot = Aidxidxs
A, Xou F1 gy S AR PRI 1 SRR AE A B A AT B2 R . P 10 45t SAGPool (145 s i 1 10,

Gao 25 N U T GraphU-Net #7858 |25 fr) U-Net 1575 AR 128086035 8] L ik 551 gPool AL
KA gUnpool. Horr, WAL 57-F gPool t R A T 9 sk £ 1077 AT, 5 SAGPool 1) 1 ZEA R 70 T sl ik £
el FARHD, A BRI — A TR W Wi p, BT B SURFIE S B — A 1 GRS i, XA bR R /IMRR
ATl VR R RIE B 2. O TR R 2 MR B )R I b 645 5, BRI 48 T IR S R A K (R T R
KA EHTE. AR T
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X’p’ . - . . .

y= m, idx = rank(y,k), y = Sigmoid(y(idx)),
b,y mEPERREN ST p B URE MG R 2. 3 - EGE T B 851 b mr DUGR B A5 2 e (4.
idx RRPOEPEH T AR5 0 2US, AL SAGPool 1177 5K, TR B B 8757 s (0% 32 07 2UAE b 39 1 1) 410 2
RERAE, 42 1 LU A% B 70 R AEAE o R (R AE 4B B . Cangea 25 A\ PR T GraphU-Net [(9717 i 2 SR MK HEA T
Kt 1%, Ranjan %5 A B0y T fifge: (1) DiffPool ANAE R 1K IE; (2) GraphU-Net it Ak, 5 0otk 454 35 S 1R AN
FEAT R, BT OE IE N S A BNt AL TR (ASAP), %5 1R SCHE RN Y A A R RO T SRR SR R K
1%, ARG HR H — P R V2R X SRR AT 43 HHE T, B8 7 s = 1) TRNT AN A58 B AR 5 IR 1L 2 br B R R
AR I AR b, RSB T AN RIS 2 TN AR AR R TS RURTR. R, 254k R, ASAP it
i 28 T T RO R AL

Input Attention
mask
Graph Top-rank
& convolution selection
Activation
function Output
graph

Masking

K10 AERDEREE

TR RUEFE I AL VA R A AR L8l L S, YT R RS 1 A1 S B, e FARTE; 5, Rk
H R SRR B T, AR AR AR I 7043 B I8 1) 5, Zhang %5 N PR T —RPAE T A A RVRRAE RO 1] 1
I N T V. AZTT IR TR A R PR, AR P A GTRA, REAE T TGS T R AT HE e (KB B
AN ERE SRR AEAR S IR HE PR B, BRI 2 Ab, MR AT 8 2 I, XS P A 1Y mifs BT R, Attt
Je P R AN I B A R, R S B R L MR A R B A B TR
(K53 R AR T HoAb 51z, Zhang 5 N\ VR (K945 K 27 ST 10 2 D Ptk i, 4t T T SCHA A 119 RO PR
W, AATTEA O, 2 AT DA e 4R s v A B, A % A B p T AR g, O HAN el
HAF BBUR. EAIES RS T AE 2 A 0 KRB S LIS TR A 73 JCR, U] T IR 10 I B s 1) A
ST,

75 HET Ry AR R, JAT R it 7 70253 B 1 6175 m A e, 19 mUAR 0 ORI 179 A Rt . (EA
T3 AR, ARSCH R R P AT B _E AT AT A A K, R A itk £ 20 AR A, i
AL BIHA B (20K, W DGONNML 55— J BRI AL, AEAEA A B2 i I, JEAT AN ] IS b Ak L4/ el g R
L AT A R, W1 DiffPool™, SAGPool . (T A5 AR th 1Y AU BRI AT 155 B AL, #5210 Ak
AT, S R AL, FT A BRI B R R A T IR BORAE R 2 R AR 8 T R, % 3
X 2T T P A 2 I 9% () P 90 K07 R EAT A 45 RRT L

4 B9 EFEFN

N TAE TS L3 SRTT VA BORIEAT XS LM Hr, A 8 5 A 21 B 3 SR U H B BRIP4 R b, AR X — 2
ARTRAE I 73 S5 1 1 S 6 2 SR BEA T 0T A3 AT
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41 FERABIESE
H w4 4k i i B 48 2 BARH T =038/ 2 4RI AW E A B4, 1L BRI AL
W2 IS E PR A, DL F 2 hR2s B ISR E 4R Sl A < S5 B LR 4.

%3 SETENCAINZ 0 R 427 B S A L
pren i A B T
BigenPool ™ — AT E 1 EILEHE, T L S TR
ST R R
2K DEMO-Net®  O(VI+[El) FEScHs i iP5 B SR i
MPNN BTN OEGEM  DiffPool™  OGIVE) IRt I 5 R L BB, BB 5 ik
SAGPool™  O([V|+|E|) SAGPool 175 i 43 i i GCN 2% 3 15 3|
T SRR
PRI net® OGVI+1E]) gPooldi it £ 4 HOIL MWt it 51 51
R )RS TR e ST LRI L, (£

DGCNN' T MR FHEHTONNGR
EFWER IR g I AUBERTBLUH T AN FREOR, 6T L
CNN HEATCNNG A
MA-GONN®  — PRI AR ER R TR T
B EgoCNN® WO AL R, B R, B

AN TR, A AT CNNGE R

K4 B IGURE B G

1% A, i Graph%{ GraphZ&Jj|  1E4l Sl P S TSR Y RUR ML
MUTAG 188 2 125 63 17.7 7 -
LA Mutagencity 4337 2 2401 1936 303 13 -
NCI1 4110 2 2057 2053 29.9 37 -
NCI109 4127 2 2079 2048 29.7 38 -
R R ENZYMES 600 6 100/%5 32.6 3 18
AW R PROTEINS 1113 2 663 450 39.1 3 1
D&D 1178 2 691 487 284.3 89 —
COLLAB 5000 3 2600/775/1 625 74.5 = -
A M4 REDDIT-BINARY 2000 2 1000 1000 429.6 = -
IMDB-BINARY 1000 2 500 500 19.8 - -
A, PAEITE S Graph3}( GraphhrZE 4 B SR A
GoodScents 3786 1-15 580
E2u VN L Lefﬁn%v(;elll PMP 3561 >1 _
Flavornet 738 =1 197

AR S, W A EFRR— MG, B SRR R T, W ROR R 2 MBS AR (AL B

(1) MUTAG %ffa 45 11 188 MUE2EA0 A W &t b P4, MR A D0 40 B 5 AR 4 43 g 2 AN 0. Bl e g
BRI T, W AR RORIE T RIS, U35 C, N, O, F, 1, Cl, Br. i1 /m b5, Ih bR G35 77 i, B, Us Al
—HE

(2) Mutagencity V& FAE I S W EAREE, FEIIARSE o 4 FAERAEEAE 2 25 BP0 SRR, bR R
RIEFRE, /4% C, 0, CLH, N, F, Br, S, P, I, Na, K, Li, Ca. 5 3 MNFZEI1K340 20 58 s AN RIAL 27

(3) NCIL L5 A/ N it 5 075 32 Ak B o i A, BB 00 T 2 2%, Ron A AR LA Buss i vk, Sty
4110 MbEWE.

(4) NCI109 S xeF /N4 i B SR g 375 1 0K (1 0 & W B 46, BIIAR A8 90 Ty 2 2, Fos L /R LA HUsia v ok
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B 4127 MEEDE.

AR A U A, R R BB OR — AN TR S S A, T s ROR— NIRRT, RO
R 5y 1 2 I (R G5 R AR 1, 2B SRR 2 1) BE 35 /N T~ 5N BB, 35 04 2 W) A AEAE.

(1) ENZYMES & — AN (10 = 2 45 M Sidin 4, 065 600 /N, REAN IR R — AN R AU W, VRS2 6
Tl I S5 2 25 ).

(2) PROTEINS #4842 C9ep ) 1113 ANEIR AR (15, IR SY b 2 2K, RORBE sl ARRE. 3 5% 25 (15
TSR, IR TR SR R IE R A B AR R A A () RO AR, AR R AT 1A

(3) D & D #di 4k il 1178 MR ARG HIBEIALRL, BIRbREE ) A 2 28, RoRi ok & AR, 35 5 2R LR, W
EEAT RN T 6 3R, BT AT AR

AR B, — A BRI R M B R, W RRA DR, RIS G AR RN B 5.

(1) COLLAB™ & —ANRL S A VRS 42, 40 M i B HE, R A EL, FIR SCER 3 AT b AL B AS [l
FN AR H B O E (BEgo-network), X B FR 2 WFN 7 T8 H9BTF 70Uk, 73 28 4T 55 /2 Pz 28 [ Fe o
AL 2% RIS AN A (R 5 4.

(2) REDDIT-BINARY ¥4 Bl 41,8 2000 > Reddit Psk & 9ALAE H ) B, SAN B %R — AN EL e
LR, W SRR P, W SR A P A0 T SR R, DA AT X R T A 2 TR AT S I X e B AR I )
-2 R H B E RS BB 2 25, B0 AT 45 2 I e+ L3 T ok 1 351 1) 285 1) A DO R T B 1 4L
[X. 534k, REDDIT-MULTI-5K, REDDIT-MULTI- 12K ¥J/2 1Z 5085 4 1 58 K A8 44, A5 58 2 13k B AN AR IX [ 1
B, AT 55t B A S0 AL X

(3) IMDB-BINARY"™ & —/ W S A VRS 4, K08 ok 1T FLIE Y UG 0808 2 (IMDB). ARSI v 4 1 27 3
B, WA O3 HH OUAE [R] —5  R R, WU AT T W 1Y 2 TR — 410, IR B AR I 380K B S E AR IX 2 Bl
P, AEA AR B S AN AT A [ b0 W 4t B, PR 0 2 AT 45wl 2 AT BT 4 e 1 1) R 0 9 28 R T s A 2
RUEZ IR A. 51 4 IMDB-MULTI & 13048 52 14 2 R B RAR, AT 55 10 A2 B 3 020 0 4% 1 4 S 210 0) B 11+ 5

%

=]

AREAR R, RN 2R, BT 2 AR S B AR, 7 TE SN b i) SO A AR
GoodScents®, Leffingwell PMP 200171 Flavornet ', SiANEI F7m — ML T, T SRR T, WRRE
B, B IR BRI %5 T 10— Fhal 2 B sk B 2. 2P, GoodScents #i#i 4k ), Leffingwell PMP 2001 445 /A
Flavornet 4 4 "I 43 54055 3786 3561, 738 A4k, AN T ML AL 1 AELE A TRHIR x5y
THHATAR I, W2 20 T I 2 A RAAREE. 78 AT 55 2 T EEAS T4 T F B A T I 2R R 45
4.2 B EFEHRITEE

421 VHRRR

P03 TRV Fibs S AAG ) RER A, RufEA, (115, F1 A AUC, 7 /24,

(1) 73 FRUEMH (Accuracy), B T ROEM ISR EAEFT A B PR TE.

Accuracy = TERA T REEAE BFEASL
(2) KEHEZE (Precision), 5 & TN A EBI IR T, ECIE R IEGIREA ] LEA).
Precision = TN TEAf B9 IEA 45/ i A P00 49 10 AR AR 44
(3) AR (Recall), i FrAFEA IR TR, 45 E AR TIE L >F i) L 451,
Recall = T IE1# TEAG1 480/ FEAS o B IR 3

(4) F1 AR ARG A0 0] 3 TR R R0 T 2, FHSRAET o e A AN S B I 1 73 S 25 1k e

_ 2Precision - Recall

Fl= —————
Precision + Recall

(5) AUC (the area under the receiver operating characteristic). ROC (receiver operating characteristic) Hi 2k FH i #7
P RBEARAIN, 73 25288 RGN HIRE ). ROC M B FE AR 75 P ANBURK, & H T REAS S AN B I X )
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RAIEREBIPFANY. T AUC $817E ROC MME T AR, HUHE —MRTE 0.5 B 1 (8] 432845/ AUC &6 T HBEHLIE £
(¥ 1= 98112 R L3 455 14 7431 iy T F g 5 171,
422 ZCRXE

BT AR SCHR B BV AL VAR W b dEAT B 23 28445, AC/INTT R 45 HH B 5 v B el 22 P 2 VAR B 43 2%
ERyseae 2R, & 5 28 R ARV B T ETE APk 2 B S A aE 28 P 46 i B IR 0 2K 45 L. WL 7B
W7 AR — 2 (AR AR LIRS T S5m0 20 S UE A 2. 6 T3 5 A%, 3 BT B (1 52 9% 15 o i 1 12 R A% g v
(deep SP graph kernel). 5 £ 5 815 I AZ 7 VA0 B, BUAG T B AT 58038 28UR 45 . EAh, Graphlet A% 7 V5 AR 42 W
#5545 REDDIT-B FEUAS T s IF I 20 28 25 0. X 170 BRI 5% TR A% g i 3 FH =5 2 B0 A LA . AT LG BEAL
WerE I, S AR AL I 1 A A IR A [ WA 00 9 s b T 44 L R A L A R B 2 2, T A T 1 18
B8 (1 PR 7 3. AR R B TR ) A, A8 FH T PR 1 B8 1 19 288 P A Il o 0 DR SUAR RN 7R A B AL 3%,
A, 3K P 2 7 VA ANIE £ PR T (1) 2 TR A 8 K 1 v SRR B (A T U0, b b, % IR R AR o
AR AL FE X ff 2 il ) R PR 3 35

X5 BERITER 7 FIERER (%)

SRR AWk AR A AT W 4 4R
D&D NCI1 NCI109 ENZYMES MUTAG REDDIT-B COLLAB
ShortestPath!"” 78.45 73.47 73.07 41.68 87.28 64.11 59.10
Graphlet"” 78.59 66.00 66.59 32.70 75.61 78.04 64.66
WL subtree!™™ 79.78 82.19 82.46 52.22 82.05 68.20 78.61
Deep SP Graph Kernel™™”! — 73.55 73.26 41.65 87.44 — -

H T 24 i T PR e o 2 R T 23 SR TR 1) S 0 B M A Rl 2 AN ], FRATTAR AE B 1) LA & AN 5. R 6
St TRy HAT AR VARG ISR VA T A3 IS L. X LT ik PR B2 o 77 RO B VA RIS 2R 1 %
(YT R, AR PR N RFAE AR B ) 03 #0858 A F, SR 48 SR 1) 77 s AT S, s 4 RIS mT S 1,

K6 ERILT 2 X % (A AR TR P 43 R UER (%)
WA R4 A8 W 24 K 4
D&D  NCII PROTEINS ENZYMES IMDB-B IMDB-M REDDIT-B REDDIT-M COLLAB
DGCNN™  76.6£4.3 76417 729435 389457  69.243.0 456+34  87.8425  492+12  712+15
DiffPool'” 750435 76.9+41.9 737435  59.5£5.6  68.4+33 456+34  89.141.6 53.8t1.4  68.9+2.0
GINPY 753429 80.041.4 733240  59.6+4.5  71.243.9 48.5:33  89.9+1.9  56.1+1.7  75.6£2.3
GraphSAGE"" 729420 76.0£1.8  73.044.5 582460  68.844.5 47.643.5 84.3+1.9  50.0+1.3  73.9+1.7

JrikAaa

M 6 AT LU B, 4672k 428 R AR AR ) (A 5250 3, GINPYLE Z 3B 43 FBe 46 RHUAS T e ik
B, AR AR RS BRI B B VR, GIN [MRIA BE J i WL B9k, 550K W) GIN 783K UK Ko i, A8
b A 7 2T LA L3 bk B 5 K A S A A 3K 45 H 47 L. DGCNNYAI DiffPool! 43 il #F D & D 2K 15
HHi 4R A PROTEINS 25 (s g FIUAT T 5l i 43 FSuEff . (HAESER0 P, DiffPool N85 AL, 52— Lehfi )
AT 55 S5 Bh il Sk, Lt i R0, b4k, DiffPool 2% ) 43 21 ¥ 43 BL AR M LU A A, 6 S0 o A7 40 1 HE P 7 00 UG 3+
GraphSAGE J7¥5: ", 1 S B BT B 40 AT 45, 3 5L 50 b S 56 R B2 e R AR B 4 SR B & 5 149
FIEFOR, 7 HAE AR T IR L L0 B FEB T B BRI 1 1 o 28 I A0 7 [ 49 AT 45 IS TR
B (R, L Brrica 5 N\ PR SCEG v R B, 24 B R P28 I 8% (1 93 2K 7 0 S W (K0 R P AT AS 78 9% Tt A4
fZEAER, S5 R0 B 5 T8 0y 8 M S A B A O, AR KA 75 58 3 — D BR IU I ol 8 I A5 20 %o PR 5 A R T
FIH.
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5 EISENASREMRRTE

P RAMRAE S50 P B T R 66 R, T ELAE A= A 2 s, 4 206 93 A 0k, T SR 22 4 A AUl A A AR
LRSS AT 2 SR A N 7 SR AR R T BE T T ).
51 EINERMERIAFR

() WEE R EE R

TG 1] 73 S BN TR AN 2 K. AT TR AR M B 1A 2 P i Bl i o S 36 P W 20 1 e P e
FUTEBE )7 SRR, TR LA 27 > 15 )2 B T2 E A A A5 R b AR A5 B, AL S ) g i
N P, 2 AU LI i) R A 15 A 17 AT SRS . 18193 RT3 R SO TR 2 7 R AT AR . $t
SEIE e TR S5 ep 7 [ 0y AR 25T R TR, A A Sl I R, S P LR A X 1 VAR 2 22
A5 P SRCHEAT ST, 7 BT 45 B8 4 2 SR N B S I 4 K 0 2 ) R B ). LA, FE 2 hR AR IR 0y e R, 4Y
RIFIRAE TP FHLBLBE AU 2 B4 H R OG 3R (QSOR) AR [ 8. BHi, 73 17 — B AR IS PERR A,
RS T 43 10Uk e 20,

WIRE ), 75 A A5 B A A0UE, b R AR R P — IR SRR 4. 3R 100 R A R A 1.6 DL T
FHAHE R 1 S P T, B 1 O I s A, S B IS L 4% TR e A

(2) #AZ M E5 73 BT

FEARAZ A 2% 3 T R, o LB 2 — 2 51 &%, W ss 4.1 15 h i i) COLLAB #udli 4. Kot 56 i)
FEWFFUN G E FrboL 26 1, Bl 2 BAFFFEN GO T 5 THI DGR L 355t B WK 23 R AR S5 2 45 e I e
T B A 255 P K 2R b, A 7R 2 T e Xk o % ] (0 2R ) AT

3) AL LA
B 3 28 N T L 22 A A, 0 G S (RS I . R AR L A R TR AR ) T A W e 4

) . % SR 10 B M e e Ay 5 0 1 s i e 0 3 s ) P 5 ) T S 75 A7 A 22 A ) 0 7 R G
DR, TR AR B, AT 75 B AT SO, 454 RICGRAR RIS 0T o, SIS g o . #2361
T LA Rk T A B b s R 5 B s B L, BRI B P Y R NI R e A A T, AN A B
V¥ A kA, PR B R [P S5 4 FIR I, 6F 1 o5 2 1A 320, RS AT TR IR 24T, 5 B 1 AU 5 1
I RITIEN T AL AU, 17 VR (R B A, 2 oA S FhI U P 110 445 4 R 8 20014 VI (42 e AL AL At
F IS, AT AR SRR Y AT REA7 AR IR

(4) BARE S AbE

B o3 2R 10 N R T 1 AR VE 5 AR 5 0 A B AR T — P DL 0 g 25 A R SCAR [ B L P 7T
R B S A R ST SR, IR A [ RN B 1 SR EIOG R S ARG I R S R R SUAR I 5 VA
b, BEIAM S T i) A5 S A, B A AT 12 [A] (2 BE B A OC /AT 17 RS, A 2810 7 v0AE L ARAE 5 A BRI L %
PR AT SCREMIBAPE V5T, SCAS 73 280 T BT 45 . 451141, Nikolentzos 25 A\ U7 L 75 2067 SCRY 4 3 JE 1) TEAL
B, R R FH o B A R S SORS OB, A T T OO Peng 25 N VOM SRS 4y g Ay ] LB, 8 i R o o
T P EA T P A R A, BB o] R TR I 0 SR AT 2028, AR L FAR BRI SCA G 710, MRS T KTt

(5) VLA

A7 e LT P AZ RN L T A 28 I 4 1) D 40 8 1 T SRR sk 1) PG o0 288, T8 S 1, a2 B R TR 23 9645
2 F AR 07520 T REAT ARSI, Wu S5 TR SR T 2 A IR A RN AT B ) A R AT S R, 48
JE AR TR SO S 1 A% e i e P 2 T A AR, B e AT ShEA T 3. Wang 25 A PO o2 T AR 2
BN 7 IR IO LATRRAE, 48 5 R 4 Rt Ak (4 77 215 30 384N B 1 3R HE T B AT TR 40 AT 45, NP8 T 4TI
52 KFKMRAME

AR P S ) AT AR AT ST B8, AR AR T 3R 0 AR AZ AT SR A 1R 2 T S 2 11 i) R A
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EAFAREL R R IIWT ST 1),

(1) B2y 2 B 5 45 S 1 78 0 AR

B rPR £i b5 S, RV EAY sl i3 B, B E 2, —Birfd B B B 55, X T B 274 E
HEEIAE A, Bl s SRt FeLe g M 03 DhBe s AT A I SR IEC AR B2 i B 7 AU AR 22
LT VR M2 199 2% 1) 7 12 0 B A O R P 0 P 5 R A I8 0, o, 5 T3 R AL BB 1 B A 22 I 2 ol 40 2 TR
R A DUHIAAE T kU 1B A A% 3, JFBOA LA SR 5 S AL, 75 J 23S mb o] S 4 i M) P S5 0 £
KM R R0s G A R A T REFE L, FRATIIFICE 18 81 B G A £ JGL 11 15 BRI FHIMURT &5 K 0] P R P PR 2 2 P 7y
FATURTE ZL T T 7).

(2) B3 JT5 0w AR

He T B 2R I 2% K 1] 3 ST IR B Y, A5 B AR AN 3 S R w] A GE— M REA T AAL, A T LA 1 2 2%
ARG, SRR LU 2% AN IE I, ATV LM BEAR € AT R0 TIN5 2R 0T ] 4 RS2 f) ot e g 2k
1T EO R, IR IXLERIR i AL X B 20 SR AR T AU LU I BRATT6 GNN B [R5 AT, (2 GNIN B
FAT BB A, KRN 22 A TR ATU e, A0 mT DU RERIF TN B KT T 00 65 A 1 B, 30— D SR THBE R R BT 3xf
VRl 5 A 20 ) 2% (1) W AR A AT — Sl 1y 223 5 A2 A P T Pl 3288 1 R 1 v il e, 793R A A 0t —
DIRER.

(3) Bl FARRIR BE Ty (M i

I P 7 SRR T BRI T AP 2R 4 ORI, — T, T P 2 P A AR R (R R e 2 P b 2 15 [F)
Fa Ty e g SRt 1y BN AR AT DFAS AR CRAEAE K RE IO S br vl T, 3T R A A4 1 X 43 B D 7E PR 43 AR & T B2
PAF U 7 5 B 5y S 1) e, SR D A VR AN TR N T HR I e R 5Oy T, bt T T AR
2% (RR TR T 78 AL BHlE, i B KRR B AT I . 1 224 iy P 2 SR L8 S T R, AN BEAR
L AT LR TR IS, BRI T - 22 X 28 ORI R 7 BE 0. RS ST 18 1) o SR B Py e g 1 ) i

OJSFES TESZ S

HLAR LA 1R 20 20 M 10 1R o 2 0 206 75 0 A P 20 2R AT 95 RS T ey (R R, RS T W o o 28 s SR ) 5
BT RE ) A LSS TE 2 PRI, T B 5 B AN FT BOARR M . ELAAR B, — i, P b 25 1K I Rl e o 22
KBS R bR BE, b R (R SR RA o B . 55— 7T, sl A1 I el 175 22 FLAT ST B g fry 2
I TR 5 b LT B AR 5 A BRI &I (5 A B AU, 181 Lt ] DA s S 7 2500 = & AT 55 e AL Tt
G, SRIGAE H AR 55 _LREAT IO RAR pRIX 26 ) B H T A — S ] LTSR35, Rk bl L iy 1ot 25475
FEHARRR AL BEAb, 7 20 28 v (R B, TS By S rp A AR 2 R BURIAR A, AT IR T 57 R At
TR IR ALY ST S T L Aok, ST SR P 1 43 2t 4 O PR T

(5) S50 T STHLPE AN 22 AR AL X 4 R i

FERLAS 2 >J 40U, S 560 1y P 52 I — B — ANl DB () U3 2, 22 iy P Pl 20 o 4 b 390 P 3 S 1) AR o, o
S0 R P 0 5 ANO T ELAR ARSI AN [ 755 v AR S50 8 A AN AR TR, AT FRAT VAR 172 KD 0 AN TR] D7 2530647 LA
Errica 55 A 00 5 AP 43 S BORLYE G5 — (K VFASHESE A T %8 BE. DR (K5 ) o R 5236 BE B8 40 1, L 10 477538 X
WUE R T VA AT BERL A VPAG AL B, DRUE T SER0 IR 2~ ASRIET 73 RV TAF, NAZIESEX P %, VR ey
TR A SR R, A 2~ 0T EEORIDRT i R RN B, HEE I 0 S AR IX PR AR A S
6 DS

P70 2 1) AN DRAR 22 T ST U (R Atk 1), o HAT 2 (N, B BRSO, A OB &5 T ek
P73 S U 38 8. R DAY B 20 SRR 7350 DA T ARADLRE TS 1l 23 SRS T 4 I 4 F) B 2 SRR, 55 2 1
O T EARABLRE V55 4 1l 0 O VR AT W B, SR SRR R R T i R UL IC 7 vk A% G I ik R IR s
A3 RE 2 BEAT, AEAETCIEME AR S5 AT UL, HAH S 2% v 1 i L. i DG 5 7 vkt AN T ) 141 2
FAEG5. Bl LA, BHAT A0 I 268 A P AR 1 s 2, BB AE 25 16 Pl o 2 9 4 14 5 v A I D 1 L 4 i
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TFHUT T B AOZ8CR. TR, 575 3 10T S - IR A 0 i 226 (1 181 20 ST AT I G5 AN 0BT EARA SO 45 T B2 2RI
N A SO T A7 AR 1) RS R RE I T 16 (KISR U, AN SO AR B 73 R I BT U EAT 25738,
TGS T B EIHR I T AR R, Ay BN HE— D WU g — 2 (K4R S A B).
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